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SENATE—Thursday, January 3, 2013 


The third day of January being the 
day prescribed by the Constitution of 
the United States for the annual meet- 
ing of the Congress, the Senate assem- 
bled in its Chamber at the Capitol for 
the commencement of the 1st session of 
the 113th Congress and at 12:01 p.m. was 
called to order by the Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chaplain 
will lead the Senate in prayer. 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal God, we thank You that we 
are more than conquerors because You 
love us. We praise You that today Your 
conquering Spirit has brought our be- 
loved Senator MARK KIRK back to work 
in these hallowed Halls. 

We are grateful that nothing can sep- 
arate us from Your love, neither death, 
nor life, nor heights, nor depths, nor 
any created thing. 

Give our Senators today spiritual, in- 
tellectual, and physical revitalization, 
infusing them with Your peace and 
power. Bless the lawmakers who will 
take the oath today. Fill them with 
Your Spirit so that their lives will 
honor You. 

We pray in Your merciful Name. 
Amen. 


EEE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The VICE PRESIDENT led the pledge 
of allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EEE 


CERTIFICATES OF APPOINTMENT 
AND ELECTION 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
lays before the Senate one certificate 
of appointment to fulfill an unexpired 
term and the certificates of election of 
33 Senators for 6-year terms beginning 
January 3, 2013. All certificates, the 
Chair is advised, are in the form sug- 
gested by the Senate or contain all the 
essential requirements of the form sug- 


gested by the Senate. If there is no ob- 
jection, the reading of the certificates 
will be waived and they will be printed 
in full in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD as follows: 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the sixth day of 
November, two thousand and twelve Eliza- 
beth A. Warren was duly chosen by the quali- 
fied electors of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts a Senator from said Commonwealth 
to represent said Commonwealth in the Sen- 
ate of the United States for the term of six 
years, beginning on the third day of January, 
two thousand and thirteen. 

Witness: His Excellency, the Governor, 
Deval L. Patrick, and our seal hereto affixed 
at Boston, this twenty-eighth day of Novem- 
ber in the year of our Lord two thousand and 
twelve. 

DEVAL L. PATRICK, 
By His Excellency, the 
Governor. 
WILLIAM F. GALVIN, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF WISCONSIN 
Office of the Governor 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR A SIX-YEAR 
TERM, UNITED STATES SENATOR, NOVEMBER 6, 
2012 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012, Tammy Baldwin was duly cho- 
sen by the qualified electors of the State of 
Wisconsin a Senator from said State to rep- 
resent said State in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of six years, beginning 
on the 3rd day of January, 2018. 

Witness: His excellency our governor Scott 
Walker, and our seal hereto affixed at Madi- 
son this 6th day of December 2012. 

By the Governor: 

SCOTT WALKER, 
Governor. 
DOUGLAS LAFOLLETTE, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


WYOMING 
Secretary of State 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 
To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 
This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember 2012, John Barrasso was duly chosen 


by the qualified electors of the State of Wyo- 
ming, a Senator from said State to represent 
said State in the Senate of the United States 
for the term of six years, beginning on the 
3rd day of January 20138. 

Witness: His Excellency our governor, Mat- 
thew H. Mead, and our seal hereto affixed at 
the Wyoming State Capitol, Cheyenne, Wyo- 
ming, this 15th day of November, in the year 
of our Lord 2012. 

By the governor: 

MATTHEW H. MEAN, 
Governor. 
MAX MAXFIELD, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


THE STATE OF OHIO 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 
U.S. SENATOR 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember 2012, Sherrod Brown was duly chosen 
by the qualified electors of the State of Ohio 
a Senator from said State to represent said 
State in the Senate of the United States for 
the term of six years, beginning on the 3d 
day of January, 2013. 

Witness: His excellency our governor, and 
our seal hereto affixed at Columbus, Ohio, 
this 7th day of December, in the year of our 
Lord 2012. 

By the governor: 

JOHN R. KASICH, 
Governor. 
JON HUSTED, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF WASHINGTON 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that at the General Elec- 
tion held in the state of Washington on the 
6th day of November, 2012, Maria Cantwell 
was duly chosen by the qualified electors of 
the state of Washington as United States 
Senator from the State of Washington to 
represent the state of Washington in the 
Senate of the United States for the term of 
six years, beginning on the 3rd day of Janu- 
ary, 2013. 

Witness: Her Excellency our Governor 
Christine Gregoire, and our seal hereto af- 
fixed at Olympia, Washington this 5th day of 
December, 2012. 

By the Governor: 

CHRISTINE GREGOIRE, 
Governor. 
Attest: 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a member of the Senate on the floor. 
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SAM REED, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


THE STATE OF MARYLAND 
Executive Department 
Annapolis, Maryland 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012, Ben Cardin was duly chosen by 
the qualified electors of the State of Mary- 
land a Senator from said State to represent 
said State in the Senate of the United States 
for the term of six years, beginning on the 
3rd day of January, 2013. 

Witness: His Excellency our Governor Mar- 
tin O’Malley and our seal hereto affixed at 
the City of Annapolis, this 12th day of De- 
cember, in the Year of Our Lord 2012. 

By the Governor: 

MARTIN O’MALLEY, 
Governor. 

Attest: 

JOHN P. MCDONOUGH, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF DELAWARE 
Executive Department 
Dover 


To All Persons To Whom These Presents Shall 
Come, Greetings: 

Whereas, an election was held in the State 
of Delaware, on Tuesday, the sixth day of 
November, in the year of our Lord two thou- 
sand twelve, that being the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday in said month, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion and Laws of the State of Delaware, in 
that behalf for the purpose of choosing by 
ballot a Senator for the people of said State 
in the United States Senate for the term of 
six years commencing January 3, 2018. 

And Whereas, the official certificates or re- 
turns of said election, held in the several 
counties of the said State, in due manner 
made out, signed and executed, have been de- 
livered to me according to the laws of the 
said State, by the Superior Court of said 
counties; and having examined said returns, 
and enumerated and ascertained the number 
of votes for each and every candidate or per- 
son voted for, for United States Senate, I 
have found Thomas R. Carper to be the per- 
son highest in vote, and therefore duly elect- 
ed and chosen United States Senator of this 
State. 

I, The Said Jack A. Markell, GOVERNOR 
aforesaid, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Act of the General Assembly of this 
State in that behalf do hereby, therefore, de- 
clare, make known and certify that the said 
Thomas R. Carper has received the highest 
vote at the election aforesaid and therefore 
is the legally elected United States Senator 
for the State of Delaware. 

Given Under My Hand and the Great Seal 
of the said State, the 5th day of December in 
the year of our Lord two thousand twelve 
and in the year of the Independence of the 
United States of America two hundred thir- 
ty-seven. 

By the Governor: 

JACK A. MARKELL, 
Governor. 
JEFFREY W. BULLOCK, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
Governor’s Office 
December 10, 2012 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the sixth day of 
November, 2012, Bob Casey, Jr. was duly cho- 
sen by the qualified electors of the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania as a United States 
Senator to represent Pennsylvania in the 
Senate of the United States for a term of six 
years, beginning on the third day of January, 
2013. 

Witness: His excellency our Governor, Tom 
Corbett, and our seal hereto affixed at Har- 
risburg this tenth day of December, in the 
year of our Lord, 2012. 

TOM CORBETT, 
Governor. 
CAROL AICHELE, 
Secretary of the Com- 
monwealth. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF TENNESSEE 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify, that on the sixth day of 
November, 2012, Bob Corker was duly chosen 
by the qualified electors of the State of Ten- 
nessee a Senator from said State to rep- 
resent said State in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of six years, beginning 
on the third day of January, 2013. 

Witness: His Excellency our Governor, Bill 
Haslam, and our seal hereto affixed at Nash- 
ville this fifth day of December, in the Year 
of our Lord, Two Thousand Twelve. 

By the Governor: 

BILL HASLAM, 
Governor. 
TRE HARGETT, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF TEXAS 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012, Ted Cruz was duly chosen by 
the qualified electors of the State of Texas, 
a Senator from said State to represent said 
State in the Senate of the United States for 
the term of six years, beginning on the 8rd 
day of January, 2013. 

Witness: His excellency our governor Rick 
Perry, and our seal hereto affixed at Austin, 
Texas this 6th day of December, in the year 
of our Lord 2012. 

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereto 
signed my name and have officially caused 
the Seal of State to be affixed at my Office 
in the City of Austin, Texas, this the 6th day 
of December, 2012. 

By the Governor: 

RICK PERRY, 
Governor. 

Attest: 

JOHN STEEN, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


THE STATE OF INDIANA 


CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR A SIX-YEAR 
TERM 
To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 
Be it known by these presents: 
Whereas, according to certified statements 
submitted by the Circuit Court Clerks of the 


January 3, 2013 


several counties to the Election Division of 
the Office of the Secretary of State of Indi- 
ana, and based upon tabulation of those 
statements performed by the Election Divi- 
sion, the canvass prepared by the Election 
Division states that at the General Election 
conducted on the sixth day of November, 
2012, the electors chose Joe Donnelly to serve 
the People of the State of Indiana as United 
States Senator from Indiana. 

Now, Therefore, in the Name of and by the 
Authority of the State of Indiana, I Certify 
the Following in Accordance With Title 2 
United States Code Section 1: 

This is to certify that on the sixth day of 
November 2012, Joe Donnelly was duly cho- 
sen by the qualified electors of the State of 
Indiana a Senator from said State to rep- 
resent said State in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of six years, beginning 
on the 3rd day of January, 2013. 

Witness: His excellency our Governor 
Mitchell E. Daniels, Jr, and our seal hereto 
affixed at Indianapolis, this the twenty- 
eighth day of November, in the year of our 
Lord 2012, 

By the Governor: 

MITCH DANIELS, Jr., 
Governor. 

Attest: 

CONNIE LAWSON, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
Executive Department 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States of America: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012, Dianne Feinstein was duly cho- 
sen by the qualified electors of the State of 
California as a Senator from said State to 
represent said State in the Senate of the 
United States for the term of six years, be- 
ginning on the 8rd day of January, 2013. 

In Witness Whereof I have hereunto set my 
hand and caused the Great Seal of the State 
of California to be affixed this 15th day of 
December 2012. 

EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr., 
Governor of Cali- 
fornia. 

Attest: 

DEBRA BOWEN, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF NEBRASKA 


CERTIFICATION OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR 
TERM 
To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012 Deb Fischer was duly chosen by 
the qualified electors of the State of Ne- 
braska a Senator from said State to rep- 
resent said State in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of six years, beginning 
on the 3rd day of January, 2013. 

Witness: His excellency our governor Dave 
Heineman, and our seal hereto affixed at 2:30 
p.m. this 8rd day of December, in the year of 
our Lord 2012. 

By the Governor: 

DAVE HEINEMAN, 
Governor. 
JOHN A. GALE, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


January 3, 2013 


STATE OF ARIZONA 
Department of State 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember 2012, Jeff Flake was duly chosen by 
the qualified electors of the State of Arizona 
a Senator from said State to represent said 
State in the Senate of the United States for 
the term of six years, beginning the 3rd day 
of January 2018. 

Witness: His excellency the Acting Gov- 
ernor of Arizona, and the Great Seal of the 
State of Arizona hereto affixed at the Cap- 
itol in Phoenix this 8rd day of December 
2012. 

KEN BENNETT, 
Acting Governor. 
JIM DRAKE, 
Acting Secretary of 
State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF NEW YORK 
Executive Chamber 


To the President of the Senate: 

This is to certify that on the sixth day of 
November, two thousand twelve, Kirsten E. 
Gillibrand was duly chosen by the qualified 
electors of the State of New York a Senator 
from said State to represent the State in the 
Senate of the United States for the term of 
six years, beginning on the third day of Jan- 
uary, two thousand thirteen. 

Witness: His excellency our Governor An- 
drew M. Cuomo and our seal hereto affixed at 
Albany, New York, this tenth day of Decem- 
ber in the year two thousand twelve. 

By the Governor: 

ANDREW CUOMO, 
CESAR A. PERALES, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF UTAH 
Office of the Lieutenant Governor 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the sixth day of 
November, 2012, Orrin G. Hatch was duly cho- 
sen by the qualified electors of the State of 
Utah a Senator from said State to represent 
said State in the Senate of the United States 
for the term of six years, beginning on the 
3rd day of January, 2018. 

Witness: His excellency our governor Gary 
R. Herbert, and our seal hereto affixed at 
Salt Lake City, this 26th day of November, 
in the year of our Lord 2012. 

GARY R. HERBERT, 
Governor. 
GREG BELL, 
Lieutenant Governor. 
[State Seal Affixed] 
THE CANVASSING BOARD OF THE STATE OF NEW 
MEXICO 


CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012, Martin T. Heinrich was duly 
chosen by the qualified electors of the State 
of New Mexico a Senator from said State to 
represent said State in the Senate of the 
United States for the term of six years, be- 
ginning on the 8rd day of January, 2013. 

Witness: Her excellency our Governor 
Susana Martinez and our seal hereto affixed 
at Santa Fe this 7th day of December, in the 
year of our Lord 2012. 


SUSANA MARTINEZ, 
Governor. 
DIANNA J. DURAN, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA 
Secretary of State 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember 2012, Heidi Heitkamp was duly cho- 
sen by the qualified electors of the State of 
North Dakota a Senator from said State to 
represent said State in the Senate of the 
United States for the term of six years, be- 
ginning on the 3rd day of January 20138. 

In witness whereof, we have set our hands 
in the Capitol City of Bismarck this 9th day 
of November 2012, and affixed the Great Seal 
of the State of North Dakota. 

JACK DALRYMPLE, 
Governor. 
ALVIN A. JAEGER, 
Secretary of State. 
PENNY MILLER 
Clerk of the Supreme 
Court Member State 
Canvassing Board. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF NEVADA 
Executive Department 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of United States: 
This is to certify that on Tuesday, the 
sixth day of November, 2012, Dean Heller was 
duly chosen by the qualified electors of the 
State of Nevada a Senator from said State to 
represent said State in the Senate of the 
United States for the term of six years, be- 
ginning on the 3rd day of January, 2018. 

Now, therefore, I Brian Sandoval, Governor 
of the State of Nevada, by the authority 
vested in me by the Constitution and laws 
thereof, and do hereby Commission him, the 
said Dean Heller, as a Member of the United 
States Senate, and authorize him to dis- 
charge the duties of said office according to 
law, and to hold and enjoy the same, to- 
gether with all powers, privileges and emolu- 
ments thereunto appertaining. 

In Testimony Thereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand and caused the Great Seal of the 
State of Nevada to be affixed at the State 
Capitol at Carson City, Nevada on this 10th 
day of December, two thousand twelve. 

BRIAN SANDOVAL, 
Governor of the State 
of Nevada. 
Ross MULER, 
Secretary of the State 
of Nevada. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF HAWAII 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the sixth day of 
November, 2012, Mazie Hirono was duly cho- 
sen by the qualified election of the State of 
Hawaii a Senator from said State to rep- 
resent said State in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of six years, beginning at 
noon on the 3rd day of January 2013. 

Witness: His excellency our governor, Neil 
Abercrombie, and our seal hereto affixed at 
Honolulu this 26th day of November, in the 
year of our Lord 2012. 

By the Governor: 
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NEIL ABERCROMBIE, 
Governor. 
ScoTT T. NAGO, 
Chief Election Officer. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012, Timothy Kaine was duly cho- 
sen by the qualified electors of the Common- 
wealth of Virginia to represent said State in 
the Senate of the United States for the term 
of six years, beginning on the 3rd day of Jan- 
uary, 2013. 

Witness: His Excellency our Governor Rob- 
ert F. McDonnell and our seal hereto affixed 
at Richmond, Virginia, this 12th day of De- 
cember, in the year of our Lord, 2012. 

ROBERT F. MCDONNELL, 
Governor of Virginia. 
JANET VESTAL KELLY, 
Secretary of the Com- 
monwealth. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF MAINE 

Greeting: 

To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

Know Ye, That This is to certify that on 
the sixth day of November in the year Two 
Thousand and Twelve, Angus King was duly 
chosen by the qualified electors of the State 
of Maine, a Senator from said State to rep- 
resent said State in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of six years, beginning 
on the third day of January, in the year Two 
Thousand and thirteen. 

Witness: His excellency our Governor, Paul 
R. LePage, and our seal hereto affixed at Au- 
gusta, Maine this twenty-ninth day of No- 
vember, in the year of our Lord Two Thou- 
sand and Twelve. 

By the Governor: 

PAUL R. LEPAGE, 
Governor. 
CHARLES E. SUMMERS, JR., 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF MINNESOTA 
Mark Dayton 
Governor 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the sixth day of 
November, 2012, Amy Klobuchar was duly 
chosen by the qualified electors of the State 
of Minnesota a Senator from said State to 
represent said State in the Senate of the 
United States for the term of six years, be- 
ginning on the 3rd day of January, 2013. 

Witness: His excellency our governor Mark 
Dayton, and our seal hereto affixed at Saint 
Paul, Minnesota this 10th day of December, 
in the year of our Lord 2012. 

By the Governor: 

MARK DAYTON, 
Governor. 
MARK RITCHIE, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 
To the President of the Senate of the United 

States: 
This is to certify that on the sixth day of 
November, Two Thousand Twelve, Joe 
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Manchin III was duly chosen by the qualified 
electors of the State of West Virginia, a Sen- 
ator from said State to represent said State 
in the Senate of the United States for the 
term of six years beginning on the third day 
of January, Two Thousand Thirteen. 
Witness: His excellency our Governor, Earl 
Ray Tomblin, and our seal hereto affixed at 
Charleston this tenth day of December, in 
the year of our Lord, Two Thousand Twelve. 
By the Governor: 
EARL RAY TOMBLIN, 
Governor. 
NATALIE TENNANT, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF MISSOURI 
Governor of Missouri 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012, Claire McCaskill was duly cho- 
sen by the qualified electors of the State of 
Missouri a Senator from said State to rep- 
resent said State in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of six years, beginning 
on the 3rd day of January, 2013. 

Witness: His Excellency our Governor Jere- 
miah W. (Jay) Nixon, and our seal hereto af- 
fixed at the City of Jefferson this 10th day of 
December, in the year of our Lord 2012. 

By the Governor: 

JEREMIAH W. (JAY) NIXON, 
Governor. 
ROBIN CARNAHAN, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION 
Trenton, New Jersey 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the sixth day of 
November 2012, Robert Menendez, was duly 
chosen by the qualified electors of the State 
of New Jersey, a Senator from said State to 
represent said State in the Senate of the 
United States for the term of six years, be- 
ginning on the third day of January, 2013. 

Given, under my hand and the Great Seal 
of the State of New Jersey, this seventh day 
of December two thousand and twelve. 

By the Governor: 

CHRIS CHRISTIE, 
Governor. 
Attest: 
KIMBERLY M. GUADAGNO, 
LT. Governor/Sec- 
retary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF CONNECTICUT 
Executive Department 


This is to Certify that on the sixth day of 
November, two thousand and twelve Chris- 
topher S. Murphy was duly chosen by the 
qualified electors of the State of Connecticut 
as Senator from said State to represent said 
State in the Senate of the United States for 
the term of six years, beginning on the third 
day of January two thousand and thirteen. 

Witness: His Excellency our Governor, 
Daniel P. Malloy and our seal hereto affixed 
at Hartford, this thirteenth day of Decem- 
ber, in the year of our Lord two thousand 
twelve. 

DENISE MERRILL, 
Secretary of the State. 
DANIEL P. MALLOY, 


Governor. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF FLORIDA 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012, Bill Nelson was duly chosen by 
the qualified electors of the State of Florida 
from said State to represent said State in 
the Senate of the United States for the term 
of six years, beginning on the 3d day of Janu- 
ary, 2013. 

Witness: His excellency our governor, Rick 
Scott, and our seal hereto affixed at Talla- 
hassee, the Capital, this 20th day of Novem- 
ber, in the year of our Lord 2012. 

By the Governor: 

RICK SCOTT, 
Governor. 
KEN DETZNER, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF VERMONT 
Office of the Governor 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 


To The President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012, Bernie Sanders was duly cho- 
sen by the qualified electors of the State of 
Vermont to be a Senator from Vermont to 
represent Vermont in the Senate of the 
United States for the term of six years, be- 
ginning on the 3rd day of January, 2013. 

Witness: Governor Peter Shumlin this 13th 
day of December, 2012. 

PETER SHUMLIN, 
Governor. 
JIM CONDOS, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that, pursuant to the 
power vested in me by the Constitution of 
the United States and the laws of the State 
of South Carolina, I, Nikki Randhawa Haley, 
the governor of said State, do hereby appoint 
Timothy Eugene Scott a Senator from said 
State to represent said State in the Senate 
of the United States until the vacancy there- 
in caused by the resignation of James War- 
ren DeMint, is filled by election provided by 
law. 

Witness: Her excellency our governor, 
Nikki Randhawa Haley, and our seal hereto 
affixed at the capitol in the City of Colum- 
bia, State of South Carolina this 2nd day of 
January, in the year of our Lord 2018. 

By the Governor: 

NIKKI HALEY, 
Governor. 
MARK HAMMOND, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF MICHIGAN 
Executive Office 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 
To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012, Debbie Stabenow was duly cho- 
sen by the qualified electors of the State of 
Michigan a Senator from said State to rep- 
resent said State in the Senate of the United 
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States for the term of six years, beginning 
on the 3rd day of January, 2013. 

Given under my hand and the Great Seal of 
the state of Michigan this 6th day of Decem- 
ber, in the Year of our Lord Two Thousand 
Twelve. 

By the Governor: 

RICHARD D. SNYDER, 
Governor. 
RUTH JOHNSON, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


IN THE NAME AND BY THE AUTHORITY OF THE 
STATE OF MONTANA 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM 
TO THE UNITED STATES SENATE 

I, Linda McCulloch, Secretary of State of 
the State of Montana, do hereby certify that 
Jon Tester was duly chosen on November 
6th, 2012, by the qualified electors of the 
State of Montana as a United States Senator 
from said State to represent said State in 
the United States Senate. The six-year term 
commences on January 8rd, 2018. 

Witness: His Excellency our Governor 
Brian Schweitzer, and the official seal here- 
unto affixed at the City of Helena, the Cap- 
ital, this 28th day of November, in the year 
of our Lord 2012. 

By the Governor: 

BRIAN SCHWEITZER 
Governor. 

Attest: 

LINDA MCCULLOCH, 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE 
PLANTATIONS 
State House, 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 2012, Sheldon Whitehouse was duly 
chosen by the qualified electors of the State 
of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations 
a Senator from said State to represent said 
State in the Senate of the United States for 
the term of six years, beginning on the 3rd 
day of January, 2013. 

Witness: His Excellency our governor Lin- 
coln D. Chafee, and our seal hereto affixed at 
Providence this 7th day of December, in the 
year of our Lord 2012. 

By the governor: 

LINCOLN D. CHAFEE, 
Governor. 
A. RALPH MOLLIS, 
Secretary of State 
[State Seal Affixed] 
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI 
Office of the Governor 


To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

In the name of the State of Mississippi, I, 
Phil Bryant, acting under the authority 
vested in the Governor, upon proper evidence 
received at the Office of the Secretary of 
State, do hereby certify that on the 6th day 
of November, Two Thousand Twelve Roger F. 
Wicker was duly chosen by the qualified 
electors of the State of Mississippi a SEN- 
ATOR from this State to represent the State 
of Mississippi in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of six years, beginning 
on the 8rd day of January, Two Thousand 
Thirteen. 

Given Under My Hand, and our seal affixed 
hereto, at the City of Jackson, this the 3rd 
day of December in the year of our Lord, 
Two Thousand Twelve. 


January 3, 2013 


Attest: 
PHIL BRYANT, 
Governor. 
C. DELBERT HOSEMANN, Jr., 
Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 


a 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATH OF 
OFFICE 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Sen- 
ators to be sworn in will now present 
themselves at the desk in groups of 
four as their names are called in alpha- 
betical order, the Chair will administer 
the oath of office. 

The clerk will read the names of the 
first group. 

The legislative clerk (Kathleen Alva- 
rez Tritak) called the names of Ms. 
BALDWIN of Wisconsin, Mr. BARRASSO of 
Wyoming, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Ms. 
CANTWELL of Washington. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. 
Kohl, Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. Glenn, and 
Mrs. MURRAY, respectively, advanced 
to the desk of the Vice President; the 
oath prescribed by law was adminis- 
tered to them by the Vice President; 
and they severally subscribed to the 
oath in the Official Oath Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula- 
tions, Senators. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the names of the next group. 

The legislative clerk called the 
names of Mr. CARDIN of Maryland, Mr. 
CARPER of Delaware, Mr. CASEY of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. CORKER of Ten- 
nessee. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. Sar- 
banes, Mr. Tydings, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. 
Coons, Mr. Wofford, Mr. TOOMEY, and 
Mr. ALEXANDER, respectively, advanced 
to the desk of the Vice President; the 
oath prescribed by law was adminis- 
tered to them by the Vice President; 
and they severally subscribed to the 
oath in the Official Oath Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula- 
tions, Senators. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the names of the next group. 

The legislative clerk called the 
names of Mr. CRUZ of Texas, Mr. DON- 
NELLY of Indiana, Mrs. FEINSTEIN of 
California, and Mrs. FISCHER of Ne- 
braska. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. COR- 
NYN, Mr. Lugar, Mr. Evan Bayh, Mr. 
Birch Bayh, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. JOHANNS, 
Mr. Karnes, respectively, advanced to 
the desk of the Vice President; the 
oath prescribed by law was adminis- 
tered to them by the Vice President; 
and they severally subscribed to the 
oath in the Official Oath Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula- 
tions, Senators. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the names of the next group of 
Senators. 


The legislative clerk called the 
names of Mr. FLAKE of Arizona, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND of New York, Mr. HATCH of 
Utah, Mr. HEINRICH of New Mexico. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. 
McCaIN, Mr. Kyl, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
LEE, Mr. Bingaman, and Mr. UDALL of 
New Mexico, respectively, advanced to 
the desk of the Vice President; the 
oath prescribed by law was adminis- 
tered to them by the Vice President; 
and they severally subscribed to the 
oath in the Official Oath Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula- 
tions, Senators. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the names of the next group. 

The legislative clerk called the 
names of Ms. HEITKAMP of North Da- 
kota, Mr. HELLER of Nevada, Ms. 
HIRONO of Hawaii, and Mr. KAINE of 
Virginia. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. Con- 
rad, Mr. Dorgan, Mr. REID, Mrs. MUR- 
RAY, Mr. Webb, and Mr. WARNER, re- 
spectively, advanced to the desk of the 
Vice President; the oath prescribed by 
law was administered to them by the 
Vice President; and they severally sub- 
scribed to the oath in the Official Oath 
Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula- 
tions, Senators. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the names of the next group. 

The legislative clerk called the 
names of Mr. KING of Maine, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR of Minnesota, Mr. MANCHIN of 
West Virginia, and Mrs. MCCASKILL of 
Missouri. 

These Senators, escorted by Ms. COL- 
LINS, Vice President Mondale, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mrs. 
Carnahan, and Mr. BLUNT, respectively, 
advanced to the desk of the Vice Presi- 
dent; the oath prescribed by law was 
administered to them by the Vice 
President; and they severally sub- 
scribed to the oath in the Official Oath 
Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula- 
tions, Senators. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the names of the next group. 

The legislative clerk called the 
names of Mr. MENENDEZ of New Jersey, 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut, Mr. NEL- 
son of Florida, and Mr. SANDERS of 
Vermont. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. 
REID, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. RUBIO, and 
Mr. LEAHY, respectively, advanced to 
the desk of the Vice President; the 
oath prescribed by law was adminis- 
tered to them by the Vice President; 
and they severally subscribed to the 
oath in the Official Oath Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula- 
tions, Senators. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the names of the next group. 
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The legislative clerk called the 
names of Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina, 
Ms. STABENOW of Michigan, Mr. TESTER 
of Montana, and Ms. WARREN of Massa- 
chusetts. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. GRA- 
HAM, Mr. DeMint, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. BAU- 
cus, and Mr. KERRY, respectively, ad- 
vanced to the desk of the Vice Presi- 
dent; the oath prescribed by law was 
administered to them by the Vice 
President; and they severally sub- 
scribed to the oath in the Official Oath 
Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula- 
tions, Senators. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the names of the next group of 
Senators. 

The legislative clerk called the 
names of Mr. WHITEHOUSE of Rhode Is- 
land and Mr. WICKER of Mississippi. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. 
REED, Mr. COCHRAN, and Mr. CARDIN, 
respectively, advanced to the desk of 
the Vice President; the oath prescribed 
by law was administered to them by 
the Vice President; and they severally 
subscribed to the oath in the Official 
Oath Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula- 
tions, Senators. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The majority 
leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I note the 
absence of a quorum and ask the clerk 
to call the roll. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The absence 
of a quorum having been suggested, the 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll, and the following Sen- 
ators entered the Chamber and an- 
swered to their name: 

[Quorum No. 1 Leg.] 


Alexander Graham Murphy 
Baldwin Grassley Murray 
Barrasso Hagan Nelson 
Baucus Hatch Portman 
Bennet Heinrich Pryor 
Blumenthal Heitkamp Reed 
Blunt Heller Reid 
Boozman Hirono Risch 
Boxer Hoeven Roberts 
Brown Isakson Rockefeller 
Cantwell Johanns Rubio 
Cardin Johnson (WI) Sanders 
Carper Kaine Schatz 
Casey Kerry Schumer 
Cochran King Scott 
Collins Kirk Sessions 
Coons Klobuchar Shaheen 
Corker Landrieu Shelby 
Cornyn Leahy Stabenow 
Cruz Lee Tester 
Donnelly Levin Thune 
Durbin Manchin Toomey 
Enzi McCain Udall (NM) 
Feinstein McCaskill Warner 
Fischer McConnell Warren 
Flake Menendez Whitehouse 
Franken Merkley Wicker 
Gillibrand Mikulski Wyden 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is 
present. 


LIST OF SENATORS BY STATE 


Alabama—Jeff Sessions and Richard C. 
Shelby 
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Alaska—Mark Begich and Lisa Murkowski 
Arizona—Jeff Flake and John McCain 
Arkansas—John Boozman and Mark L. 


Pryor 

California—Barbara Boxer and Dianne 
Feinstein 

Colorado—Michael F. Bennet and Mark 
Udall 


Connecticut—Richard Blumenthal and 
Christopher Murphy 

Delaware—Thomas R. Carper and Chris- 
topher A. Coons 

Florida—Bill Nelson and Marco Rubio 

Georgia—Saxby Chambliss and Johnny 
Isakson 

Hawaii—Mazie Hirono and Brian Schatz 

Idaho—Mike Crapo and James Risch 

Illinois—Richard J. Durbin and Mark Kirk 

Indiana—Daniel Coats and Joe Donnelly 

Iowa—Chuck Grassley and Tom Harkin 

Kansas—Jerry Moran and Pat Roberts 

Kentucky—Mitch McConnell and Rand 
Paul 

Louisiana—Mary L. Landrieu and David 
Vitter 
Maine—Susan M. Collins and Angus King 
Maryland—Benjamin L. Cardin and Bar- 
bara A. Mikulski 
Massachusetts—John F. Kerry and Eliza- 
beth Warren 
Michigan—Carl Levin and Debbie Stabe- 
now 
Minnesota—Al Franken and Amy Klo- 
buchar 
Mississippi—Thad Cochran and Roger F. 
Wicker 
Missouri—Roy Blunt and Claire McCaskill 
Montana—Max Baucus and Jon Tester 

Nebraska—Deb Fischer and Mike Johanns 

Nevada—Dean Heller and Harry Reid 

New Hampshire—Kelly Ayotte and Jeanne 
Shaheen 

New Jersey—Frank R. Lautenberg and 
Robert Menendez 

New Mexico—Martin Heinrich and Tom 
Udall 

New York—Kirsten E. Gillibrand and 
Charles E. Schumer 

North Carolina—Richard Burr and Kay R. 
Hagan 

North Dakota—Heidi Heitkamp and John 
Hoeven 

Ohio—Sherrod Brown and Rob Portman 

Oklahoma—Tom Coburn and James M. 
Inhofe 

Oregon—Jeff Merkley and Ron Wyden 

Pennsylvania—Robert P. Casey, Jr. 
Patrick J. Toomey 

Rhode Island—Jack Reed and Sheldon 
Whitehouse 

South Carolina—Lindsey Graham and Tim 
Scott 

South Dakota—Tim Johnson and John 
Thune 

Tennessee—Lamar 
Corker 

Texas—John Cornyn and Ted Cruz 

Utah—Orrin Hatch and Mike Lee 

Vermont—Patrick J. Leahy and Bernard 
Sanders 

Virginia—Mark R. Warner and Tim Kaine 

Washington—Maria Cantwell and Patty 
Murray 

West Virginia—Joe Manchin, III and John 
D. Rockefeller, IV 

Wisconsin—Tammy Baldwin 
Johnson 

Wyoming—John Barrasso and Michael B. 
Enzi 


and 


Alexander and Bob 


and Ron 


ee 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The majority 
leader is recognized. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have a 
number of housekeeping matters I need 
to take care of with Senator McCon- 
NELL. Senators are welcome to stay, 
but I know there are a lot of things 
going on today—receptions and things 
of that nature. We are not going to 
have speeches today. We will have 
plenty of time to do that at a subse- 
quent time. I doubt we will have any 
votes. There may be a need for one roll- 
call vote later on. We will see what 
happens after the House takes action 
today, but I hope that is not the case. 
So having said that, people are wel- 
come to stay or to leave. 


ES 


INFORMING THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES THAT A 
QUORUM OF EACH HOUSE IS AS- 
SEMBLED 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have a 
resolution at the desk, and I ask that 
it now be considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will report the resolution by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 1) informing the 
President of the United States that a 
quorum of each House is assembled. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, the resolution is consid- 
ered and agreed to. 

The resolution (S. Res. 1) reads as 
follows: 

S. REs. 1 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of 
two Senators be appointed to join such com- 
mittee as may be appointed by the House of 
Representatives to wait upon the President 
of the United States and inform him that a 
quorum of each House is assembled and that 
the Congress is ready to receive any commu- 
nication he may be pleased to make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Can 
we have order. 

The majority leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, even 
though I suggested people need not 
stay, I would appreciate they be quiet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There 
will be order in the Senate and in the 
galleries. The Senate will be in order so 
the majority leader can be heard. 

Mr. REID. I do not like to complain, 
Mr. President, but all the noise is com- 
ing from the Democratic side so 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will 
the Democratic side be in order. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to lay that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pur- 
suant to S. Res. 1, the Chair appoints 
the Senator from Nevada, Mr. RED, 
and the Senator from Kentucky, Mr. 
MCCONNELL, as a committee to join the 
committee on the part of the House of 
Representatives to wait upon the 


January 3, 2013 


President of the United States and in- 
form him that a quorum is assembled 
and that the Congress is ready to re- 
ceive any communication he may be 
pleased to make. 


EE 


INFORMING THE HOUSE OF REP- 
RESENTATIVES THAT A QUORUM 
OF THE SENATE IS ASSEMBLED 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have a 
resolution at the desk, and I ask that 
it now be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 2) informing the 
House of Representatives that a quorum of 
the Senate is assembled. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, the resolution is consid- 
ered and agreed to. 

The resolution (S. Res. 2) reads as 
follows: 

S. RES. 2 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the 
House of Representatives that a quorum of 
the Senate is assembled and that the Senate 
is ready to proceed to business. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 


— 


PROVIDING FOR THE COUNTING 

OF ELECTORAL VOTES FOR 
PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESI- 
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have a 
concurrent resolution at the desk, and 
I ask that it now be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu- 
tion by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 1) to 
provide for the counting on January 4, 2013, 
of the electoral votes for President and Vice 
President of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, the concurrent resolu- 
tion is considered and agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. 
Res. 1) reads as follows: 

S. CoN. RES. 1 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That the two Houses 
of Congress shall meet in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives on Thursday, the 
4th day of January 2013, at 1 o’clock post me- 
ridian, pursuant to the requirements of the 
Constitution and laws relating to the elec- 
tion of President and Vice President of the 
United States, and the President of the Sen- 
ate shall be their Presiding Officer; that two 
tellers shall be previously appointed by the 
President of the Senate on the part of the 
Senate and two by the Speaker on the part of 
the House of Representatives, to whom shall 
be handed, as they are opened by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, all the certificates and 
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papers purporting to be certificates of the 
electoral votes, which certificates and papers 
shall be opened, presented, and acted upon in 
the alphabetical order of the States, begin- 
ning with the letter ‘‘A’’; and said tellers, 
having then read the same in the presence 
and hearing of the two Houses, shall make a 
list of the votes as they shall appear from 
said certificates; and the votes having been 
ascertained and counted in the manner and 
according to the rules by law provided, the 
result of the same shall be delivered to the 
President of the Senate, who shall thereupon 
announce the state of the vote, which an- 
nouncement shall be deemed a sufficient dec- 
laration of the persons, if any, elected Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United 
States, and, together with a list of the votes, 
be entered on the Journals of the two 
Houses. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Chair appoints the Senator from New 
York, Mr. SCHUMER, and the Senator 
from Tennessee, Mr. ALEXANDER, as 
tellers on the part of the Senate to 
count electoral votes. 


EE 
EXTENDING THE LIFE OF THE 
JOINT CONGRESSIONAL COM- 
MITTEE ON INAUGURAL CERE- 
MONIES 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have a 
concurrent resolution at the desk, and 
I ask that it now be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu- 
tion by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 2) ex- 
tending the life of the Joint Congressional 
Committee on Inaugural Ceremonies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, the concurrent resolu- 
tion is considered and agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. 
Res. 2) reads as follows: 

S. Con. RES. 2 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), 

SECTION 1. REAUTHORIZATION OF JOINT COM- 
MITTEE. 

Effective from January 3, 2018, the joint 
committee created by Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 35 (112th Congress), to make the 
necessary arrangements for the inauguration 
of the President-elect and the Vice Presi- 
dent-elect of the United States, is continued 
with the same power and authority provided 
for in that resolution. 

SEC. 2. USE OF CAPITOL. 

Effective from January 3, 2018, the provi- 
sions of Senate Concurrent Resolution 36 
(112th Congress), to authorize the use of the 
rotunda and Emancipation Hall of the Cap- 
itol by the Joint Congressional Committee 
on Inaugural Ceremonies in connection with 
the proceedings and ceremonies conducted 
for the inauguration of the President-elect 
and the Vice President-elect of the United 
States are continued with the same power 
and authority provided for in that resolu- 
tion. 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to lay that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 


EE 


FIXING THE HOUR OF DAILY 
MEETING OF THE SENATE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have a 
resolution at the desk, and I ask that 
it now be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 3) fixing the hour of 
daily meeting of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
HAGAN). Without objection, the resolu- 
tion is considered and agreed to. 

The resolution (S. Res. 3) reads as 
follows: 

S. RES. 3 

Resolved, That the daily meeting of the 
Senate be 12 o’clock meridian unless other- 
wise ordered. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I move 
to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 


—— 


UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I send 
to the desk, en bloc, 12 unanimous con- 
sent requests, and I ask for their imme- 
diate consideration en bloc; that the 
requests be agreed to en bloc, and that 
they appear separately in the RECORD. 

Before the Chair rules, however, I 
would like to point out that these re- 
quests are routine and done at the be- 
ginning of each new Congress. They en- 
tail issues such as authorizing the Eth- 
ics Committee to meet, authorizing the 
Secretary to receive reports at the 
desk, establishing leader time each 
day, and privileges of the floor for the 
House Parliamentarians. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to agreeing to these unani- 
mous consent requests en bloc? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The unanimous consent requests 
agreed to en bloc are as follows: 

1. That for the duration of the 113th Con- 
gress, the Ethics Committee be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate; 

2. That for the duration of the 113th Con- 
gress, there be a limitation of 15 minutes 
each upon any rollcall vote, with the warn- 
ing signal to be sounded at the midway 
point, beginning at the last 7 1/2 minutes, 
and when rollcall votes are of 10-minute du- 
ration, the warning signal be sounded at the 
beginning of the last 7 1/2 minutes; 

3. That during the 118th Congress, it be in 
order for the Secretary of the Senate to re- 
ceive reports at the desk when presented by 
a Senator at any time during the day of the 
session of the Senate; 
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4. That the majority and minority leaders 
may daily have up to 10 minutes each on 
each calendar day following the prayer and 
disposition of the reading of, or the approval 
of, the Journal; 

5. That the Parliamentarian of the House 
of Representatives and his five assistants be 
given the privileges of the floor during the 
113th Congress; 

6. That, notwithstanding the provisions of 
rule XXVIII, conference reports and state- 
ments accompanying them not be printed as 
Senate reports when such conference reports 
and statements have been printed as a House 
report unless specific request is made in the 
Senate in each instance to have such a re- 
port printed; 

7. That the Committee on Appropriations 
be authorized during the 118th Congress to 
file reports during adjournments or recesses 
of the Senate on appropriations bills, includ- 
ing joint resolutions, together with any ac- 
companying notices of motions to suspend 
rule XVI, pursuant to rule V, for the purpose 
of offering certain amendments to such bills 
or joint resolutions, which proposed amend- 
ments shall be printed; 

8. That, for the duration of the 118th Con- 
gress, the Secretary of the Senate be author- 
ized to make technical and clerical correc- 
tions in the engrossments of all Senate- 
passed bills and joint resolutions, Senate 
amendments to House bills and resolutions, 
Senate amendments to House amendments 
to Senate bills and resolutions, and Senate 
amendments to House amendments to Sen- 
ate amendments to House bills or resolu- 
tions; 

9. That for the duration of the 113th Con- 
gress, when the Senate is in recess or ad- 
journment, the Secretary of the Senate is 
authorized to receive messages from the 
President of the United States, and—with 
the exception of House bills, joint resolu- 
tions, and concurrent resolutions—messages 
from the House of Representatives; and that 
they be appropriately referred; and that the 
President of the Senate, the President pro 
tempore, and the Acting President pro tem- 
pore be authorized to sign duly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions; 

10. That for the duration of the 113th Con- 
gress, Senators be allowed to leave at the 
desk with the Journal clerk the names of 
two staff members who will be granted the 
privilege of the floor during the consider- 
ation of the specific matter noted, and that 
the Sergeant at Arms be instructed to rotate 
staff members as space allows; 

11. That for the duration of the 113th Con- 
gress, it be in order to refer treaties and 
nominations on the day when they are re- 
ceived from the President, even when the 
Senate has no executive session that day; 
and 

12. That for the duration of the 113th Con- 
gress, Senators may be allowed to bring to 
the desk, bills, joint resolutions, concurrent 
resolutions, and simple resolutions, for refer- 
ral to appropriate committees. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the first day 
for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions in the 118th Congress be 
Tuesday, January 22, 2013. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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PROVIDING FOR A CONDITIONAL 
ADJOURNMENT OR RECESS OF 
THE SENATE AND AN ADJOURN- 
MENT OF THE HOUSE OF REP- 
RESENTATIVES 


Mr. REID. Madam President, there is 
another concurrent resolution at the 
desk, and I ask that it be considered at 
this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu- 
tion by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 3) 
providing for a conditional adjournment or 
recess of the Senate and an adjournment of 
the House of Representatives. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the resolution is considered 
and agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. 
Res. 3) reads as follows: 

S. Con. RES. 3 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That when the Sen- 
ate recesses or adjourns on any day from Fri- 
day, January 4, 2013 through Monday, Janu- 
ary 21, 2018, on a motion offered pursuant to 
this concurrent resolution by its Majority 
Leader or his designee, it stand recessed or 
adjourned until 12:00 noon on Monday, Janu- 
ary 21, 2013, or such other time on that day 
as may be specified by its Majority Leader or 
his designee in the motion to recess or ad- 
journ, or until the time of any reassembly 
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso- 
lution, whichever occurs first; and that when 
the House adjourns on any legislative day 
from Friday, January 4, 2013, through Satur- 
day, January 5, 2013, on a motion offered pur- 
suant to this concurrent resolution by its 
Majority Leader or his designee, it stand ad- 
journed until 2:00 p.m. on Monday, January 
14, 2013, or until the time of any reassembly 
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso- 
lution, whichever occurs first. 

SEC. 2. The Majority Leader of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House, or their re- 
spective designees, acting jointly after con- 
sultation with the Minority Leader of the 
Senate and the Minority Leader of the 
House, shall notify the Members of the Sen- 
ate and House, respectively, to reassemble at 
such place and time as they may designate 
if, in their opinion, the public interest shall 
warrant it. 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I move 
to consider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, thank 
you very much for your patience. 


EE 
CONVENING THE 113TH CONGRESS 


Mr. REID. Madam President, it is my 
pleasure to convene the 113th Congress. 
I welcome back all my colleagues to a 
place that we love, the U.S. Senate. 

But in particular, I would like to wel- 
come Illinois Senator MARK KIRK. He 
has been away from us for a year recov- 
ering from an illness. We are all grate- 
ful for his recovery. He has been an in- 
spiration to us. Today, on the east 


front of the Capitol, to see him walk up 
those steps said it all. So we are very 
proud of him and glad he is back with 
us. 

I also offer a special welcome to the 
13 new Members of the Senate. I am 
confident that each Senator will treas- 
ure their memories in this historic leg- 
islative body, and that each will serve 
their State and our Nation with dis- 
tinction. 

All of the Members of this freshman 
class are accomplished in their own 
right. I can remember many years 
ago—30 years ago, Madam President— 
being a new Member of the House. 
Speaker O’Neill called us in, in small 
groups, to talk to us. And he said to 
each of us: All of you are accomplished 
or you would not be here. You are all 
politicians. It is not a bad word. And I 
say that to all our Senators—the new 
Senators—that they are all accom- 
plished or they would not be here, and 
they should all understand that. They 
should have confidence in moving into 
this body because they are just as expe- 
rienced as the rest of us. 

I trust that serving in the Senate 
will be the most rewarding experience 
of their lives. In this Chamber the 
118th Congress will face the most sig- 
nificant challenges of our careers—not 
just the new Members, all of us. 

To turn those challenges into tri- 
umphs, I urge all Senators—new and 
experienced—to draw not only on our 
varied experience at every level of gov- 
ernment and public service, but also on 
each other’s experience, regardless of 
political party. 

Daniel Webster said: “We are all 
agents of the same supreme power, the 
people.”’ 

Today, as we begin a new Congress, 
we are afforded the opportunity to re- 
flect upon the successes and failures of 
past Congresses. 

It has been said that the 112th Con- 
gress was characterized by some of the 
sharpest political divisions in memory. 
But during the last Congress, there 
were also many commendable examples 
of compromise. The recent effort to 
avert the fiscal cliff was an example of 
both the divisions and the collabora- 
tions that mark a moment in history— 
and it was a moment in history. 

Although the process of resolving 
some of the fiscal issues facing this 
country was extremely difficult and 
protracted, in the end our two parties 
came together to protect America’s 
middle class. That is something of 
which we should all be proud. 

As we advance the debate over the 
best way to strengthen our economy 
and reduce our deficit during this Con- 
gress, the 113th, Democrats will con- 
tinue to stand strong for the principle 
of balance. I am hopeful and confident 
my Republican colleagues will do the 
same. 

Any future budget agreements must 
balance the need for thoughtful spend- 
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ing reductions with revenue from the 
wealthiest among us and closing waste- 
ful tax loopholes. 

The 112th Congress, unfortunately, 
showed that we had some political dif- 
ferences, and these differences pre- 
vented us from accomplishing as much 
as we had hoped during the Congress 
that was just completed. But we also 
passed very important legislation, such 
as the transportation jobs bill. This 
was important because it kept 2 mil- 
lion people working, and we began the 
restoration, with that legislation, of 
our crumbling infrastructure. 

We made strides to reduce the Na- 
tion’s deficit and prevented a tax in- 
crease for 98 percent of American fami- 
lies and 97 percent of small businesses. 
I guess I should have started, Madam 
President, by telling everyone that the 
marks that people see on my face—that 
has nothing to do with the fiscal cliff 
or the disagreements that Speaker 
BOEHNER and I had. It is from being 
very pale and living in the desert most 
of my life. 

We were able to accomplish, as I indi- 
cated, many things to reduce the def- 
icit and prevent a tax increase for 
American families and small _ busi- 
nesses. 

We reformed our patent system for 
the first time in six decades, gave 
small business owners access to the 
capital they need to compete, and reau- 
thorized the Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, keeping 300,000 workers em- 
ployed. Not a single piece of that legis- 
lation became law without the votes of 
both Democrats and Republicans. All 


those legislative initiatives I just 
talked about were bipartisan. 
Unfortunately, many other worthy 


measures that passed the Senate with 
strong, bipartisan support then lan- 
guished, awaiting action by the House 
of Representatives. In the 113th Con- 
gress, it will be incumbent upon the 
House Republican leadership to allow 
bipartisan bills passed by the Senate to 
come to a vote before the full House of 
Representatives—not before the Repub- 
lican Members only but before Demo- 
crats and Republicans, all 435 Members 
of the House. Too many good pieces of 
legislation died over the last 2 years 
because House Republican leaders in- 
sisted on passing legislation with a ma- 
jority of the majority; that is, only Re- 
publicans. Democrats were ignored 
most of the time. For example, postal 
reform, the Violence Against Women 
Act, the farm bill, and relief for the 
victims of Hurricane Sandy all passed 
the Senate on a bipartisan basis after 
extensive deliberation and debate. Yet 
the House failed to act on all four of 
these measures, and there were others. 

As Speaker BOEHNER saw on New 
Year’s Day, when he allows every Mem- 
ber of the House to vote and not only 
Republican Members of the House to 
vote, Congress can enact bills into law. 
No legislation can pass the Senate 
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without both Democrats and Repub- 
licans. During the 118th Congress, the 
Speaker should strive to make that the 
rule of the House of Representatives as 
well. 

Still, it is true that the 112th Con- 
gress left much undone. That is why we 
resolve to pick up where we left off in 
just a few weeks. The first crucial mat- 
ter we will address will be the long- 
overdue aid to victims of Hurricane 
Sandy. I am hopeful that the House 
will act, as they said, on the 15th. Then 
when we get back here, we will move 
on it very quickly. 

We need to strive to be more produc- 
tive, and we will do little if we don’t 
address a major reason for our ineffi- 
ciency. Simply, the Senate is not work- 
ing as it should. That is why in the last 
Congress I made plain that Democrats 
would do something to fix those issues. 

The beginning of a new Congress is 
customarily a time that the Senate ad- 
dresses changes to its rules. In the last 
Congress, Democratic Senators JEFF 
MERKLEY, TOM UDALL, TOM HARKIN, 
and SHELDON WHITEHOUSE made the 
majority’s case for change. I commend 
these passionate leaders. They have 
made compelling arguments for re- 
form. 

In recent months, Senators on both 
sides of the aisle set about trying to 
broker a compromise. This group was 
led by two of the greatest Senators 
who ever served in this body, the finest 
and the best, Democratic Senator 
LEVIN of Michigan and Republican Sen- 
ator McCAIN of Arizona. They worked 
many hours with a group of six other 
Senators to come up with something 
they thought would work better, and I 
so appreciate their work. But in the 
waning weeks of the last Congress, 
Senators were justifiably occupied with 
other matters, including the fiscal 
cliff. But I believe this matter war- 
rants additional debate during the 
113th Congress, which just started. 

Senators deserve additional notice 
before voting to change Senate rules, 
so today I will follow the precedents 
set in 2005 and again in 2011. We will re- 
serve the right of all Senators to pro- 
pose changes to the Senate rules, and 
we will explicitly not acquiesce in the 
carrying over of all the old rules from 
the last Congress. It is my intention 
that the Senate will recess today, rath- 
er than adjourn, to continue the same 
legislative day and allow this impor- 
tant rules discussion to continue later 
this month. 

I am confident that the Republican 
leader and I can come to an agreement 
that will allow the Senate to work 
more efficiently. We are going to talk 
again today. We just haven’t had time, 
with the other things we have been 
dealing with, to spend enough time to- 
gether to do this, but we definitely 
want to move forward to try to make 
this place work better. I appreciate his 
willingness to work on this. I will do 
my very utmost, as I know he will. 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re- 
publican leader is recognized. 


— 


OPENING OF THE 113TH CONGRESS 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I would like to welcome everybody 
back after what we all realized was a 
somewhat abbreviated recess. In fact, I 
believe you would have to go back to 
1970 to find the last time the Senate 
was in session and voting between 
Christmas and New Year’s. 

In particular, I want to welcome 
back Senator MARK KIRK. He has made 
a brilliant recovery since suffering a 
debilitating stroke almost a year ago. 
The fact that MARK is here today says 
a lot about his tenacity, his dedication, 
and his commitment to the people of 
Illinois. 

I am told that about two-thirds of 
the patients in the facility where he 
has been recovering over the past year 
don’t return to work, but true to form 
MARK opted for an experimental reha- 
bilitation program so grueling, it has 
been compared to military boot camp. 
His staff counted 45 steps from the 
parking lot to the front door of the 
Senate, and during his treatment he 
made walking those steps his goal. 
Today he did it. He did it. So we ad- 
mire him for his spirit, and we applaud 
his achievement. It is wonderful to 
have him back and ready to work. 

I would also like to welcome the new 
Members who take their oaths of office 
today, particularly the four new Mem- 
bers of the Republican conference: Sen- 
ator FLAKE of Arizona, Senator FISCH- 
ER of Nebraska, Senator CRUZ of Texas, 
and Senator SCOTT of South Carolina. 
Congratulations to you all. We wel- 
come the energy and intelligence each 
of you brings to the challenges we face 
and especially to the transcendent 
challenge of our time: a Federal debt so 
huge, so huge it threatens to perma- 
nently alter an economy that has pro- 
vided generations of Americans the op- 
portunity to fulfill their dreams of a 
better life. 

Four straight years of trillion-dollar 
deficits and projected spending that no 
realistic amount of tax revenue could 
cover have put us at a crossroads. Ei- 
ther we tackle our Nation’s spending 
problem or it is going to tackle us. It 
is that simple, and there is no better 
time to do the work we need to do than 
right now. 

The bipartisan agreement we reached 
earlier this week was imperfect. I am 
the first to admit it—especially the 
process. But aside from shielding 99 
percent of my constituents and many 
of yours from the painful effects of a 
middle-class tax hike—the President 
seemed all too willing, by the way, to 
impose that—it gave us something else: 
It settled the revenue debate for good. 
The revenue debate is over. President 
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Obama declared the other night that 
those he calls rich are now paying their 
“fair share,” so it is time to move on. 

The President got his revenue, and 
now it is time to turn squarely to the 
real problem, which we all know is 
spending. We all knew that the tax 
hikes the President campaigned on 
were never going to solve the problem. 
Now that he has gotten them, he has a 
responsibility to put his preoccupation 
with taxes behind him and to work 
with us to actually solve the problem 
at hand. It is time to face up to the 
fact that our Nation is in grave fiscal 
danger—grave fiscal danger—and that 
it has everything to do with spending. 

This is a debate the American people 
want us to have. The President liked to 
point out on the campaign trail that 
most Americans supported the idea of 
taxing the rich. What he conveniently 
left out is that even more Americans 
support the idea of cutting spending. 
One recent survey I saw said that about 
three-fourths of all Americans say they 
want to see major spending cuts in 
Washington. When you look at some of 
the things Washington has been wast- 
ing their dollars on, it is no wonder. I 
mean, if we can’t stop spending tax- 
payer dollars on robo-squirrels, danc- 
ing robot DJs, or hot air balloon rides 
for Smokey the Bear, then there is no 
hope at all because if we can’t fix the 
easy stuff, the robo-squirrels and the 
robot DJs, the things most of us agree 
on, how are we ever going to get at the 
hard stuff? 

That is why the first step in this de- 
bate is for Democrats to get over their 
fanatical commitment to guarding 
every single dime the government ever 
got its hands on. This has to stop. The 
best time to stop it is now. 

There is actually no better time for 
this debate. In a couple of months the 
President will ask us to raise the Na- 
tion’s debt limit. We cannot agree to 
increase that borrowing limit without 
agreeing to reforms that lower the ava- 
lanche of spending that is creating this 
debt in the first place. It is not fair to 
the American people, and it is not fair 
to our children, whom we are asking to 
foot the bill. The health of our econ- 
omy requires it, so now is the time to 
get serious about spending. 

If the past few weeks have taught us 
anything at all, it means the President 
needs to show up early this time. The 
American people will not tolerate the 
kinds of last-minute crises that we 
have seen again and again over the last 
4 years as a result of this President’s 
chronic inactivity and refusal to lead 
on the pressing issues of our time. We 
don’t need speeches, we need action, 
and we need it now. We need courage 
because the only way we are going to 
address the spending that is at the root 
of our Nation’s fiscal problems is if the 
President is willing to bring the mem- 
bers of his party to the table and get 
them to rise above the partisan voices 
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on the left, who treat every single 
penny of government spending as sa- 
cred. 

Hopefully, that kind of cooperation 
will be forthcoming but, if not, we will 
have several opportunities in the com- 
ing months to force the conversation 
Washington needs to have. The first 
such opportunity, as I have said, sur- 
rounds the President’s upcoming re- 
quest of us to raise the debt ceiling. 
After that, there is the continuing res- 
olution. But let me be clear, there is no 
need for drama—no need for drama— 
and we don’t want any. The President 
knows as well as I do what needs to be 
done. He can either engage now to sig- 
nificantly cut government spending or 
force a crisis later. It is his call. 

But for the sake of the country we 
must have this debate now. So today I 
call on my friend the majority leader 
and the rest of my Democratic col- 
leagues to start working with us right 
now—not 1 hour, 1 day, or 1 week be- 
fore we hit the debt limit but ahead of 
time for once so we can pass a bipar- 
tisan solution on spending that every- 
one will have an opportunity to weigh 
in on in early February. We need a plan 
that can pass the House and actually 
begin to get Washington spending 
under control. If we are serious, we will 
get one done. 

With taxes now off the table, the 
only way to achieve a balanced plan is 
to focus on the spending side of the 
equation, particularly, as the President 
pointed out, health care entitlement 
programs because, as I said, taxes sim- 
ply can’t go high enough to keep pace 
with the amount of money we have 
projected to spend on them without 
crushing our economy. The best way to 
reform these programs is to make them 
work better. The debt isn’t exploding 
because these programs exist, it is ex- 
ploding because they are inefficient. 
They were created in a different era— 
the era of black-and-white TV. They 
should be updated for the age of the 
iPad, and we should want to fix them 
not just because we want to lower the 
debt but because we want to strength- 
en and improve these programs them- 
selves. 

Over the next few months it will be 
up to the President and his party to 
work with us to deliver the same kind 
of bipartisan resolution on spending 
that we have now achieved on taxes, 
but it needs to happen before the elev- 
enth hour. For that to happen, the 
President needs to show up this time. 

The President claims to want a bal- 
anced approach. Now that he has the 
tax rates he wants, his calls for ‘‘bal- 
ance” means he needs to join us in the 
effort to achieve meaningful spending 
reform. The President may not want to 
have this debate, but it is the one he is 
going to have because the country 
needs it. Republicans are ready to 
tackle the spending problem, and we 
start today. 
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RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, leadership time is 
reserved. 


ee 


SENATE RULES CHANGES 


S. RES. 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Mexico. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Madam 
President, I have a resolution for my- 
self, Senator MERKLEY, and Senator 
HARKIN, which I send to the desk and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 4), to limit certain 
uses of the filibuster in the Senate to im- 
prove the legislative process. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Madam 
President, I would object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is objecting to further proceeding? 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the resolution 
will go over under the rule. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. I yield to 
the Senator from Tennessee for his ob- 
jection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Reserving the 
right to object, the majority and mi- 
nority leaders are working together to 
try to find ways to move bills to the 
floor and get more amendments. I wish 
to give them time to complete that 
work. I therefore object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is noted. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. I thank 
the Senator from Tennessee. I know he 
is working diligently and we have some 
very positive things happening. 

Madam President, as we begin the 
113th Congress, I have submitted on be- 
half of myself and Senators MERKLEY 
and HARKIN a resolution to amend the 
Standing Rules of the Senate. 

Our proposal to reform the rules is 
simple, it is limited, and it is fair. 
Again, we are not ending the filibuster. 
We preserve the rights of the minority. 
We are only proposing the following: 

No. 1, an end to the widespread abuse 
of silent filibusters. Instead, Senators 
would be required to go to the floor and 
actually tell the American people why 
they oppose a bill or nominee in order 
to maintain a filibuster; 

No. 2, debate on motions to proceed 
to a bill, or to send a bill to conference, 
would be limited to two hours; and 

No. 3, postcloture debate on a nomi- 
nee—other than a justice to the Su- 
preme Court—would be limited to 2 
hours, rather than the current limit of 
30 hours. 

These are sensible changes. These are 
reforms we are willing to live with if 


January 3, 2013 


we are in the minority. And yet, we are 
warned that these simple reforms will 
transform the very character of the 
Senate. Will leave the minority with- 
out a voice. These arguments are cov- 
ers for continued abuse of the rules. 

The reforms are modest. Some would 
say too modest. But they would dis- 
courage the excessive use of filibusters. 
The minority still has the right to fili- 
buster, but not the right to do so by 
simply making an announcement and 
then going out to dinner or, more like- 
ly, to a fundraiser. 

Let me just say again: Senators 
MERKLEY, HARKIN, and I are not talk- 
ing about taking away the rights of the 
minority. We are not abolishing the 
right to debate or to filibuster. 

But there must be change. The un- 
precedented use, and abuse, of the fili- 
buster and other procedural rules has 
prevented the Senate from doing its 
job. We are no longer ‘‘the world’s 
greatest deliberative body.” In fact, we 
barely deliberate at all. 

For most of our history the filibuster 
was used very sparingly. But, in recent 
years, what was rare has become rou- 
tine. The exception has become the 
norm. Everything is filibustered—every 
procedural step of the way—with para- 
lyzing effect. The Senate was meant to 
cool the process, not send it into a deep 
freeze. 

Since the Democratic majority came 
into the upper chamber in 2007, the 
Senates of the 110th, 111th, and current 
112th Congress have witnessed the 
three highest totals of filibusters ever 
recorded. A recent report found the 
current Senate has passed a record-low 
2.8 percent of bills introduced. That is 
a 66 percent decrease from the last Re- 
publican majority in 2005-2006, and a 90 
percent decrease from the high in 1955- 
1956. 

I have listened with great interest to 
the arguments against rules reform by 
the other side. Each day, my Repub- 
lican colleagues have come to the floor 
and made very impassioned statements 
in opposition to amending our rules at 
the beginning of the new Congress. 
They say that the rules can only be 
changed with a two-thirds super- 
majority, as the current filibuster rule 
requires. And they have repeatedly said 
any attempt to amend the rules by a 
simple majority is “breaking the rules 
to change the rules.” This simply is 
not true. 

The supermajority requirement to 
change Senate rules is in direct con- 
flict with the U.S. Constitution. Arti- 
cle I Section 5 of the Constitution 
states that, ‘‘Each House may deter- 
mine the Rules of its Proceedings, pun- 
ish its Members for disorderly Behav- 
ior, and, with the Concurrence of two 
thirds, expel a Member.” When the 
Framers required a supermajority, 
they explicitly stated so, as they did 
for expelling a member. On all other 
matters, such as determining the 
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Chamber’s rules, a majority require- 
ment is clearly implied. 

There have been three rulings by 
Vice Presidents, sitting as President of 
the Senate, on the meaning of Article I 
Section 5 as it applies to the Senate. In 
1957, Vice President Nixon ruled defini- 
tively: [W]Jhile the rules of the Senate 
have been continued from one Congress 
to another, the right of a current ma- 
jority of the Senate at the beginning of 
a new Congress to adopt its own rules, 
stemming as it does from the Constitu- 
tion itself, cannot be restricted or lim- 
ited by rules adopted by a majority of 
a previous Congress. Any provision of 
Senate rules adopted in a previous Con- 
gress which has the expressed or prac- 
tical effect of denying the majority of 
the Senate in a new Congress the right 
to adopt the rules under which it de- 
sires to proceed is, in the opinion of the 
Chair, unconstitutional. 

Vice-Presidents Rockefeller and 
Humphrey made similar rulings at the 
beginning of later Congresses. 

I have heard many of my Republican 
colleagues quote Senator Robert Byrd’s 
last statement to the Senate Rules 
Committee. I was at that hearing, and 
have great respect for Senator Byrd 
and know that he was one of the great 
Senate historians and deeply loved this 
institution. But we should also con- 
sider Senator Byrd’s other statements, 
as well as steps he took as Majority 
Leader to reform this body. 

In 1979, when others were arguing 
that the rules could only be amended 
in accordance with the previous Sen- 
ate’s rules, Majority Leader Byrd said 
the following on the floor: There is no 
higher law, insofar as our Government 
is concerned, than the Constitution. 
The Senate rules are subordinate to 
the Constitution of the United States. 
The Constitution in Article I, Section 
5, says that each House shall determine 
the rules of its proceedings. Now we are 
at the beginning of Congress. This Con- 
gress is not obliged to be bound by the 
dead hand of the past. 

In addition to the clear language of 
the Constitution, there is also a long- 
standing common law principle, upheld 
in the Supreme Court, that one legisla- 
ture cannot bind its successors. For ex- 
ample, if the Senate passed a bill with 
a requirement that it takes 75 votes to 
repeal it in the future, that would vio- 
late this principle and be unconstitu- 
tional. Similarly, the Senate of one 
Congress cannot adopt procedural rules 
that a majority of the Senate in the fu- 
ture cannot amend or repeal. 

Many of my Republican colleagues 
have made the same argument. For ex- 
ample, in 2003 Senator JOHN CORNYN 
wrote in a law review article: Just as 
one Congress cannot enact a law that a 
subsequent Congress could not amend 
by majority vote, one Senate cannot 
enact a rule that a subsequent Senate 
could not amend by majority vote. 
Such power, after all, would violate the 
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general common law principle that one 
parliament cannot bind another. 

So amending our rules at the begin- 
ning of a Congress is not ‘breaking the 
rules to change the rules.” It is re- 
affirming that the U.S. Constitution is 
superior to the Senate rules, and that 
when there is a conflict between them, 
we follow the Constitution. 

I find some of the rhetoric about 
amending our rules particularly trou- 
bling. We have heard comments that 
any such reforms, if done by a major- 
ity, would ‘‘destroy the Senate.” 
Again, I can turn to my Republican 
colleagues to answer this accusation. 

In 2005, the Republican Policy Com- 
mittee released a memo entitled ‘‘The 
Constitutional Option: The Senate’s 
Power to Make Procedural Rules by 
Majority Vote.” Not only does the 
memo support all of the same argu- 
ments I make today in support of re- 
form by a majority, but it also refutes 
many of the recent claims about how 
the Senate will be permanently dam- 
aged. 

In a section of the memo titled, 
“Common Misunderstandings of the 
Constitutional Option,” it responds to 
the misunderstanding that ‘‘the essen- 
tial character of the Senate will be de- 
stroyed if the constitutional option is 
exercised”? with the following: When 
Majority Leader Byrd repeatedly exer- 
cised the constitutional option to cor- 
rect abuses of Senate rules and prece- 
dents, those illustrative exercises of 
the option did little to upset the basic 
character of the Senate. Indeed, many 
observers argue that the Senate minor- 
ity is stronger today in a body that 
still allows for extensive debate, full 
consideration, and careful deliberation 
of all matters with which it is pre- 
sented. 

What is more important about the 
Republican memo is the reason they 
believed a change to the rules by a ma- 
jority was justified. Back then it was 
about the filibuster of judicial nomi- 
nees—and what Republicans saw as a 
break in longstanding Senate tradi- 
tion. They claimed they weren’t using 
the constitutional option as a power 
grab, but as a means of restoring the 
Senate to its historical norm. 

The memo states the following: The 
Senate is a relatively stable institu- 
tion, but its norms of conduct have 
sometimes been violated. In some in- 
stances, a minority of Senators has re- 
jected past practices and bipartisan un- 
derstandings and exploited heretofore 
“off limits” opportunities to obstruct 
the Senate’s business. At other times, 
a minority of Senators has abused the 
rules and precedents in a manner that 
violates Senators’ reasonable expecta- 
tions of proper procedural parameters. 
These are efforts to change Senate 
norms and practices, but they do not 
necessarily have the support of a ma- 
jority. 

Such situations create institutional 
conundrums: what should be done when 
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a mere minority of Senators changes 
accepted institutional norms? One op- 
tion is to acquiesce and allow “‘rule by 
the minority” so that the minority’s 
norm becomes the Senate’s new norm. 
But another option has been for the 
majority of Senators to deny the legit- 
imacy of the minority Senators’ effort 
to shift the norms of the entire body. 
And to do that, it has been necessary 
for the majority to act independently 
to restore the previous Senate norms of 
conduct. 

This is exactly where we find our- 
selves today. Back then, the Repub- 
licans argued the constitutional option 
should be used because 10 of President 
Bush’s judicial nominees were threat- 
ened with a filibuster. I believe the de- 
parture from Senate tradition we see 
today is far worse. 

Since Democrats became the major- 
ity party in the Senate in 2007, we have 
faced the highest number of opposition 
filibusters ever recorded. Lyndon John- 
son faced one filibuster during his 6 
years as Senate Majority Leader. In 
the same span of time HARRY REID has 
faced over 385. 

So, as the Republicans argued in 2005, 
“Iajn exercise of the constitutional op- 
tion under the current circumstances 
would be an act of restoration.” We 
must return the Senate to a time when 
every procedural step was not filibus- 
tered. 

But if my Republican colleagues real- 
ly believe using the constitutional op- 
tion would be so harmful to the Senate, 
there is an alternative. We don’t have 
to reform the rules with only a major- 
ity vote. That is up to my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle. Each 
time the filibuster rule has been 
amended in the past, a bipartisan 
group of senators was prepared to use 
the constitutional option. But with the 
inevitability of a majority vote on the 
reforms looming, enough Members 
agreed on a compromise and they 
passed the changes with two-thirds in 
favor. 

We could do that again this month. I 
know many of my Republican col- 
leagues agree with me. The Senate is 
not working. I said 2 years ago that I 
would push for the same reforms at the 
beginning of the next Congress—re- 
gardless of which party was in the ma- 
jority. 

At the time, many people believed 
the Democrats would lose their major- 
ity. So let me be clear. If Leader 
MCCONNELL had become the new major- 
ity leader today, on the first day of the 
113th Congress, I would ask him to 
work with me on implementing these 
same reforms. 

I will say again. The proposed 
changes will reform the abuse of the 
filibuster, not trample the legitimate 
rights of the minority party. I am will- 
ing to live with all of the changes we 
are proposing, whether I am in the ma- 
jority or minority. 
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The other side has suggested that a 
change in the rules is an affront to the 
American public. But the real affront 
would be to allow the abuse of the fili- 
buster to continue. 

We have to change the way we do 
business. We have to govern. It is time 
for us to pay attention to jobs and the 
economy and the things that matter to 
American families. That was the mes- 
sage we were sent in the election, and 
we would do well to listen to it. 

Under the abuse of the current rules, 
all it takes to filibuster is one senator 
picking up the phone. Period. It doesn’t 
even require going on the floor to de- 
fend it. Just a phone call by one sen- 
ator. No muss, no fuss, no inconven- 
ience. Except for the American public. 
Except for a nation that expects and 
needs a government that works—a gov- 
ernment that actually works together 
and finds common ground. 

Some of my colleagues may believe 
the Senate is working as it should; 
that everything is fine. Well, Madam 
President, we do not take that view. It 
isn’t working. It needs to change. The 
American people, of all political per- 
suasions, are clamoring for a govern- 
ment that actually gets something 
done. The challenges are too great, the 
stakes are too high, for a government 
of gridlock to continue. 

S. RES. 5 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Madam 
President, on behalf of Senator HARKIN, 
I have a resolution which I send to the 
desk and ask for its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the resolution by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 5) amending the 
Standing Rules of the Senate to provide for 
cloture to be invoked with less than a three- 
fifths majority after additional debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
reserving the right to object, for the 
reason I just stated, to give the major- 
ity and minority leader and other Sen- 
ators a chance to find ways to help the 
Senate function fairly and more effi- 
ciently, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the resolution 
will go over under the rule. 

The Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Madam 
President, I would also reiterate again 
that Senator ALEXANDER, and a num- 
ber of Senators, including Senator 
MERKLEY and myself, are all working 
to make sure this is a better place and 
that it functions better, and we look 
forward to having the next couple of 
weeks to do that. 

Madam President, I yield for my good 
friend, who has been working with me 
on rules from the first day I arrived 
here. 

I yield for the Senator from Oregon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 
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S. RES. 6 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, I 
have a resolution which I send to the 
desk and ask for its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the resolution by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 6) to modify extended 
debate in the Senate to improve the legisla- 
tive process. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to proceeding to the resolu- 
tion? 

The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Reserving the 
right to object, again, the majority and 
minority leaders are working together 
with other Senators to try and find 
ways we can agree upon to assist in the 
functioning of the Senate. To give 
them sufficient time to do that, I do 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the resolution 
will go over under the rule. 

The Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MERKLEY. I thank my colleague 
from Tennessee for the efforts he is 
putting forth to find ways to make this 
body truly engage in dialogue and deci- 
sionmaking as the American people ex- 
pect. 

S. RES. 7 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, on 
behalf of Senator LAUTENBERG, I have a 
resolution which I send to the desk and 
ask for its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read the resolu- 
tion as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 7) to permit the Sen- 
ate to avoid unnecessary delay and vote on 
matters for which floor debate has ceased. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to proceeding to the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
for the reasons I have stated with the 
other requests for unanimous consent, 
I do object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the resolution 
will go over under the rule. 

The Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, I 
look forward to the dialogue among all 
the Members on how the Senate can re- 
claim its important role as a delibera- 
tive and decisionmaking body. 

I want to thank Senator UDALL for 
having been so involved in this con- 
versation and helping to drive it for- 
ward. 


EE 


TRIBUTES TO DEPARTING 
SENATORS 
HERB KOHL 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, as the 
year ends, we face the sadness that sur- 
rounds the departure of good col- 
leagues. I want to take a minute to ex- 
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press my pleasure in having the oppor- 
tunity to know and work with HERB 
KOHL. We have served 16 years together 
on the Judiciary Committee and in the 
Senate. He is one of the most accom- 
plished and courteous members of the 
Senate. His powerful intellect along 
with his vast private sector experience 
have given him valuable insight into 
the issues of our time. We shared a 
strong belief in the importance of the 
Littoral Combat Ship and in the end 
were both pleased to see that program 
move forward. As a senior member of 
the Judiciary Committee, Senator 
KOHL was a faithful member who had a 
remarkable ability to win the affection 
and respect of members. He always 
sought common ground rather than 
confrontation. It’s been a real pleasure 
for me to get to know and to work with 
this remarkable, talented and good 
man. He has given much to the Senate. 
My best wishes are extended for this 
next chapter in his life. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO STAN LOWE 


Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, next 
week in Casper, a member of America’s 
greatest generation will be recognized 
by the Casper Area Chamber of Com- 
merce for a lifetime of service and 
leadership. Iam honored to tell my col- 
leagues about my friend, R. Stanley 
Lowe. 

In 1943, Stan was in college and had 
been deferred from the draft because of 
his studies. But, at age 19, he wanted to 
do his part to protect our great Nation. 
He enlisted in the U.S. Merchant Ma- 
rine. He served on five ships in the Pa- 
cific and Atlantic, each voyage lasting 
several months. Stan became a staff of- 
ficer, in charge of personnel and pay- 
roll. He was also a chaplain and med- 
ical officer, called a pharmacist’s mate 
and purser. 

Stan served from 1943 to 1946, seeing 
things that would have a life long im- 
pact on him. The Merchant Marine had 
the highest rate of casualties of any 
service, dying at a rate of 1 in 26, and 
Stan was there to help the injured and 
comfort the dying. 

Following his service, he returned to 
Wyoming to complete his law degree 
and then practice law in Rawlins. It 
was there he met the love of his life, 
Anne “Pat”? Kirtland Selden Lowe, 
while they were skiing. She was re- 
markable, too. Pat was among the first 
female geologists—and a scholarship in 
her name continues to support stu- 
dents pursuing degrees in geology at 
the University of Wyoming. 

Wyoming has benefited immensely 
from Stan’s career. He served in the 
State House of Representatives and 
was elected to be the county and pros- 
ecuting attorney for Carbon County. 
He spent the majority of his distin- 
guished career as general counsel for 
True Oil. In 1985, Stan led a delegation 
of American lawyers on a goodwill tour 
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to China. The legal profession bene- 
fited from his wisdom through his serv- 
ice as counsel for the American Judica- 
ture Society. 

While practicing law, he never forgot 
about his service and his fellow vet- 
erans. Stan was appointed to the Wyo- 
ming Veterans’ Affairs Commission by 
Governor Mike Sullivan in 1991 and 
upon his retirement he was named 
chair emeritus. In 2003, Stan was 
awarded the Civilian Meritorious Serv- 
ice Medal. Stan has led the efforts to 
expand Wyoming’s only Veterans Cem- 
etery. His passion for history paved the 
ground for the Wyoming Veterans Me- 
morial Museum. 

Stan served in supportive and leader- 
ship roles in multiple veterans’ organi- 
zations. Stan is a 3 year district com- 
mander of the American Legion. He 
was recently honored with the title of 
Honorary Past Department Com- 
mander, a title only given four other 
times in the history of the Wyoming 
American Legion. Stan continues to 
highlight veterans events and issues 
through his weekly article in the Cas- 
per Journal and attends almost every 
troop homecoming and veterans event. 

Wyoming’s veterans have benefitted 
immensely from Stan Lowe’s wisdom 
and leadership. Stan will turn 90 this 
year. Wyoming continues to look to 
Stan as the voice for veterans. My wife, 
Bobbi, and I are happy to have Stan as 
our friend, and veterans all over Wyo- 
ming are fortunate because Stan chose 
to serve. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE RE- 
CEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT, 
112th CONGRESS 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 5, 2011, the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, on January 3, 
2013, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, received a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing 
that the Speaker had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tion: 

H.R. 448. An act to provide for the convey- 
ance of certain property from the United 
States to the Maniilaq Association located 
in Kotzebue, Alaska. 

H.R. 2076. An act to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to clarify the statutory author- 
ity for the longstanding practice of the De- 
partment of Justice of providing investiga- 
tory assistance on request of State and local 
authorities with respect to certain serious 
violent crimes, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4212. An act to prevent the introduc- 
tion into commerce of unsafe drywall, to en- 
sure the manufacturer of drywall is readily 
identifiable, to ensure that problematic 
drywall removed from homes is not reused, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4606. An act to authorize the issuance 
of right-of-way permits for natural gas pipe- 
lines in Glacier National Park, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 6029. An act to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to provide for increased pen- 
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alties for foreign and economic espionage, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 6828. An act to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to direct the Assistant Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security (Transpor- 
tation Security Administration) to transfer 
unclaimed clothing recovered at airport se- 
curity checkpoints to local veterans organi- 
zations and other local charitable organiza- 
tions, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 6586. An act to extend the application 
of certain space launch liability provisions 
through 2014. 

H.R. 6621. An act to correct and improve 
certain provisions of the Leahy-Smith Amer- 
ica Invents Act and title 35, United States 
Code. 

H.R. 6655. An act to establish a commission 
to develop a national strategy and rec- 
ommendations for reducing fatalities result- 
ing from child abuse and neglect. 

S. 2318. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of State to pay a reward to combat 
transnational organized crime and for infor- 
mation concerning foreign nationals wanted 
by international criminal tribunals, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 3331. An act to provide for universal 
intercountry adoption accreditation stand- 
ards, and for other purposes. 

S. 3472. An act to amend the Family Edu- 
cational Rights and Privacy Act of 1974 to 
provide improvements to such Act. 

S.J. Res. 44. Joint resolution granting the 
consent of Congress to the State and Prov- 
ince Emergency Management Assistance 
Memorandum of Understanding. 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 5, 2011, the en- 
rolled bills and joint resolution were 
signed on January 3, 2013, during the 
recess of the Senate, by the President 
pro tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 


EE 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 4:09 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has agreed to 
H. Res. 1, resolving that Karen L. Haas 
of the State of Maryland, be, and is 
hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, and that Paul D. Ir- 
ving of the State of Florida, be, and is 
hereby, chosen Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the House of Representatives, and that 
Daniel J. Strodel of the District of Co- 
lumbia, be, and is hereby chosen Chief 
Administrative Officer of the House of 
Representatives, and that Father Pat- 
rick J. Conroy of the State of Florida, 
be, and is hereby, chosen Chaplain of 
the House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to H. Res. 2, resolving 
that the Senate be informed that a 
quorum of the House of Representa- 
tives has assembled, that JOHN A. 
BOEHNER, a Representative from the 
State of Ohio, has been elected Speak- 
er, and Karen L. Haas, a citizen of the 
State of Maryland, has been elected 
Clerk of the House of Representatives 
of the One Hundred Thirteenth Con- 
gress. 

The message further announced that 
a committee of two Members be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker on the part of 
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the House of Representatives to join 
with a committee on the part of the 
Senate to notify the President of the 
United States that a quorum of each 
House has assembled and Congress is 
ready to receive any communication 
that he may be pleased to make. 


ee 


MEASURES HELD OVER/UNDER 
RULE 


The following resolutions were read, 
and held over, under the rule: 

S. Res. 4. A resolution to limit certain uses 
of the filibuster in the Senate to improve the 
legislative process. 

S. Res. 5. A resolution amending the 
Standing Rules of the Senate to provide for 
cloture to be invoked with less than a three- 
fifths majority after additional debate. 

S. Res. 6. A resolution to modify extended 
debate in the Senate to improve the legisla- 
tive process. 

S. Res. 7. A resolution to permit the Sen- 
ate to avoid unnecessary delay and vote on 
matters for which floor debate has ceased. 


EE 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RES- 
OLUTION PRESENTED, 112th CON- 
GRESS 


The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on January 2, 2018, she had pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bills: 

S. 3454. An act to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2013 for intelligence and intel- 
ligence-related activities of the United 
States Government and the Office of the Di- 
rector of National Intelligence, the Central 
Intelligence Agency Retirement and Dis- 
ability System, and for other purposes. 

S. 3630. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
218 North Milwaukee Street in Waterford, 
Wisconsin, as the ‘“‘Captain Rhett W. Schiller 
Post Office”. 

S. 3662. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 6 
Nichols Street in Westminster, Massachu- 
setts, as the ‘Lieutenant Ryan Patrick 
Jones Post Office Building”. 

S. 3677. An act to make a technical correc- 
tion to the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 
1973. 


The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on January 3, 2018, she had pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bills and 
joint resolution: 

S. 2318. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of State to pay a reward to combat 
transnational organized crime and for infor- 
mation concerning foreign nationals wanted 
by international criminal tribunals, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 3331. An act to provide for universal 
intercountry adoption accreditation stand- 
ards, and for other purposes. 

S. 3472. An act to amend the Family Edu- 
cational Rights and Privacy Act of 1974 to 
provide improvements to such Act. 

S.J. Res. 44. Joint resolution granting the 
consent of Congress to the State and Prov- 
ince Emergency Management Assistance 
Memorandum of Understanding. 


EE 
EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communication was 
laid before the Senate, together with 
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accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and was referred as indicated: 


EC-1. A communication from the Director 
of Legal Affairs and Policy, Office of the 
Federal Register, National Archives, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the Certificates of Ascertainment of the 
electors of the President and Vice President 
of the United States; ordered to lie on the 
table. 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL): 

S. Res. 1. A resolution informing the Presi- 
dent of the United States that a quorum of 
each House is assembled; considered and 


agreed to. 
By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL): 


S. Res. 2. A resolution informing the House 
of Representatives that a quorum of the Sen- 
ate is assembled; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL): 


S. Res. 3. A resolution fixing the hour of 
daily meeting of the Senate; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico (for 
himself, Mr. MERKLEY, and Mr. HAR- 
KIN): 

S. Res. 4. A resolution to limit certain uses 
of the filibuster in the Senate to improve the 
legislative process; submitted and read. 

By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico (for Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself and Ms. MIKUL- 
SKI)): 


S. Res. 5. A resolution amending the 
Standing Rules of the Senate to provide for 
cloture to be invoked with less than a three- 
fifths majority after additional debate; sub- 
mitted and read. 

By Mr. MERKLEY: 


S. Res. 6. A resolution to modify extended 
debate in the Senate to improve the legisla- 
tive process; submitted and read. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for Mr. LAUTEN- 
BERG): 


S. Res. 7. A resolution to permit the Sen- 
ate to avoid unnecessary delay and vote on 
matters for which floor debate has ceased; 
submitted and read. 

By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL): 


S. Con. Res. 1. A concurrent resolution to 
provide for the counting on January 4, 2013, 
of the electoral votes for President and Vice 
President of the United States; considered 
and agreed to. 

By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL): 


S. Con. Res. 2. A concurrent resolution ex- 
tending the life of the Joint Congressional 
Committee on Inaugural Ceremonies; consid- 
ered and agreed to. 

By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL): 


S. Con. Res. 3. A concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for a conditional adjournment or re- 
cess of the Senate and an adjournment of the 
House of Representatives; considered and 
agreed to. 
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 1—INFORM- 
ING THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES THAT A 
QUORUM OF EACH HOUSE IS AS- 
SEMBLED 


Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 1 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of 
two Senators be appointed to join such com- 
mittee as may be appointed by the House of 
Representatives to wait upon the President 
of the United States and inform him that a 
quorum of each House is assembled and that 
the Congress is ready to receive any commu- 
nication he may be pleased to make. 


i—i 


SENATE RESOLUTION 2—INFORM- 
ING THE HOUSE OF REPRESENT- 
ATIVES THAT A QUORUM OF THE 
SENATE IS ASSEMBLED 


Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 2 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the 
House of Representatives that a quorum of 
the Senate is assembled and that the Senate 
is ready to proceed to business. 


a 


SENATE RESOLUTION 3—FIXING 
THE HOUR OF DAILY MEETING 
OF THE SENATE 


Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 3 

Resolved, That the daily meeting of the 
Senate be 12 o’clock meridian unless other- 
wise ordered. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 4—TO LIMIT 
CERTAIN USES OF THE FILI- 
BUSTER IN THE SENATE TO IM- 
PROVE THE LEGISLATIVE PROC- 
ESS 


Mr. UDALL of New Mexico (for him- 
self, Mr. MERKLEY, and Mr. HARKIN) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was submitted and read: 

S. REs. 4 


Resolved, 

SECTION 1. MOTIONS TO PROCEED. 

Paragraph 1 of rule XXII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by inserting 
at the end the following new paragraph: 

“Other than a motion made during the 
first 2 hours of a new legislative day as de- 
scribed in paragraph 2 of rule VIII, consider- 
ation of a motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of any debatable matter, including de- 
bate on any debatable motion or appeal in 
connection therewith, shall be limited to not 
more than 2 hours, to be equally divided be- 
tween, and controlled by, the Majority Lead- 
er and the Minority Leader or their des- 
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ignees. This paragraph shall not apply to 
motions considered nondebatable by the Sen- 
ate pursuant to rule or precedent.’’. 

SEC. 2. EXTENDED DEBATE. 


Paragraph 2 of rule XXII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by striking 
the second undesignated paragraph and in- 
serting the following: 

“Is it the sense of the Senate that the de- 
bate shall be brought to a close? And if that 
question shall be decided in the affirmative 
by three-fifths of the Senators duly chosen 
and sworn, except on a measure or motion to 
amend the Senate rules, in which case the 
necessary affirmative vote shall be two- 
thirds of the Senators voting, a quorum 
being present, then cloture has been invoked. 

“Tf that question is on disposition of a bill 
or joint resolution, a resolution or concur- 
rent resolution, a substitute amendment for 
a bill or resolution, a motion with respect to 
amendments between the Houses, a con- 
ference report, or advice and consent to a 
nomination or treaty, and if such question 
shall be decided in the affirmative by a ma- 
jority of Senators voting, a quorum being 
present, but less than three-fifths of the Sen- 
ators duly chosen and sworn (or less than 
two-thirds of the Senators voting, a quorum 
being present, in the case of a measure or 
motion to amend the Senate rules), then it 
shall be in order for the Majority Leader (or 
his or her designee) to initiate a period of ex- 
tended debate upon the measure, motion, or 
other matter pending before the Senate, or 
the unfinished business, in relation to which 
the motion to close debate was offered, in 
which case the period of extended debate 
shall begin one hour later. 

“During a period of extended debate, such 
measure, motion, or other matter pending 
before the Senate, or the unfinished busi- 
ness, shall be the unfinished business to the 
exclusion of all other business, except on ac- 
tion or motion by the Majority Leader (or 
his or her designee). 

“During a period of extended debate it 
shall not be in order for a Senator other than 
the Majority Leader (or his or her designee) 
to raise a question as to the presence of a 
quorum, except immediately prior to a vote 
or when it has been more than forty-eight 
hours since a quorum was demonstrated. If 
upon a roll call it shall be ascertained that 
a quorum is not present, then the Senate 
shall adjourn to a time previously decided by 
order of the Senate or, if no such time has 
been established, then to a time certain de- 
termined by the Majority Leader, after con- 
sultation with the Minority Leader. 

“During a period of extended debate a mo- 
tion to adjourn or recess shall not be in 
order, unless made by the Majority Leader 
(or his or her designee) or if the absence of a 
quorum has been demonstrated. Notwith- 
standing paragraph 1 of rule XIX, there shall 
be no limit to the number of times a Senator 
may speak upon any question during a pe- 
riod of extended debate. 

“Tf, during the course of extended debate, 
the Presiding Officer puts any question to a 
vote, the Majority Leader (or his or her des- 
ignee) may postpone any such vote, which 
shall occur at a time determined by the Ma- 
jority Leader, after consultation with the 
Minority leader, but not later than the time 
at which a quorum is next demonstrated. 

“Tf at any time during a period of extended 
debate no Senator seeks recognition, then 
the Presiding Officer shall inquire as to 
whether any Senator seeks recognition. If no 
Senator seeks recognition, then the Pre- 
siding Officer shall again put the question as 
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to bringing debate to a close (and the Major- 
ity Leader or his or her designee may post- 
pone such vote in accordance with the pre- 
ceding paragraph), which shall be decided 
without further debate or intervening mo- 
tion. If that question shall be decided in the 
affirmative by a majority of Senators voting, 
a quorum being present, then cloture has 
been invoked and the period of extended de- 
bate has ended. If that question shall be de- 
cided in the negative by a majority of Sen- 
ators voting, a quorum being present, then 
the period of extended debate has ended. 

“Tf cloture is invoked, then the measure, 
motion, other matter pending before the 
Senate, or the unfinished business, in rela- 
tion to which the motion to close debate was 
offered, shall remain the unfinished business 
to the exclusion of all other business until 
disposed of.’’. 

SEC. 3. POST-CLOTURE DEBATE ON NOMINA- 
TIONS. 

Paragraph 2 of rule XXII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by striking 
“After no more than thirty hours of consid- 
eration of the measure, motion, or other 
matter on which cloture has been invoked, 
the Senate shall proceed, without any fur- 
ther debate on any question, to vote on” in 
the fourth undesignated paragraph and in- 
serting ‘‘After no more than 30 hours of con- 
sideration of the measure, motion, or other 
matter on which cloture has been invoked, 
except on the question of advice and consent 
to a nomination other than a nomination to 
a position as Justice of the Supreme Court in 
which case consideration shall be limited to 
2 hours, the Senate shall proceed, without 
any further debate on any question, to vote 
on”. 

SEC. 4. CONFERENCE MOTIONS. 

Rule XXVIII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate is amended by— 

(1) redesignating paragraphs 1 through 9 as 
paragraphs 2 through 10, respectively; 

(2) redesignating any reference to para- 
graphs 1through 9 as paragraph 2 through 10, 
respectively; and 

(3) inserting before paragraph 2, as redesig- 
nated, the following: 

“1. A nondivisible motion to disagree to a 
House amendment or insist upon a Senate 
amendment, to request a committee of con- 
ference with the House or to agree to a re- 
quest by the House for a committee of con- 
ference, and to authorize the Presiding Offi- 
cer to appoint conferees (or to appoint con- 
ferees), is in order and consideration of such 
a motion, including consideration of any de- 
batable motion or appeal in connection 
therewith, shall be limited to not more than 
2 hours.’’. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 5—AMEND- 
ING THE STANDING RULES OF 
THE SENATE TO PROVIDE FOR 
CLOTURE TO BE INVOKED WITH 
LESS THAN <A _ THREE-FIFTHS 
MAJORITY AFTER ADDITIONAL 
DEBATE 


Mr. UDALL of New Mexico (for Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself and Ms. MIKULSKI)) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was submitted and read: 

S. RES. 5 

Resolved, 

SECTION 1. SENATE CLOTURE MODIFICATION. 

Paragraph 2 of rule XXII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended to read as 
follows: 
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“2. (a) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
rule II or rule IV or any other rule of the 
Senate, at any time a motion signed by six- 
teen Senators, to bring to a close the debate 
upon any measure, motion, other matter 
pending before the Senate, or the unfinished 
business, is presented to the Senate, the Pre- 
siding Officer, or clerk at the direction of the 
Presiding Officer, shall at once state the mo- 
tion to the Senate, and one hour after the 
Senate meets on the following calendar day 
but one, he shall lay the motion before the 
Senate and direct that the clerk call the roll, 
and upon the ascertainment that a quorum 
is present, the Presiding Officer shall, with- 
out debate, submit to the Senate by a yea- 
and-nay vote the question: ‘Is it the sense of 
the Senate that the debate shall be brought 
to a close?’ And if that question shall be de- 
cided in the affirmative by three-fifths of the 
Senators duly chosen and sworn—except on a 
measure or motion to amend the Senate 
rules, in which case the necessary affirma- 
tive vote shall be two-thirds of the Senators 
present and voting—then said measure, mo- 
tion, or other matter pending before the Sen- 
ate, or the unfinished business, shall be the 
unfinished business. 

“Thereafter no Senator shall be entitled to 
speak in all more than one hour on the meas- 
ure, motion, or other matter pending before 
the Senate, or the unfinished business, the 
amendments thereto, and motions affecting 
the same, and it shall be the duty of the Pre- 
siding Officer to keep the time of each Sen- 
ator who speaks. Except by unanimous con- 
sent, no amendment shall be proposed after 
the vote to bring the debate to a close, un- 
less it had been submitted in writing to the 
Journal Clerk by 1 o’clock p.m. on the day 
following the filing of the cloture motion if 
an amendment in the first degree, and unless 
it had been so submitted at least one hour 
prior to the beginning of the cloture vote if 
an amendment in the second degree. No dila- 
tory motion, or dilatory amendment, or 
amendment not germane shall be in order. 
Points of order, including questions of rel- 
evancy, and appeals from the decision of the 
Presiding Officer, shall be decided without 
debate. 

“After no more than thirty hours of con- 
sideration of the measure, motion, or other 
matter on which cloture has been invoked, 
the Senate shall proceed, without any fur- 
ther debate on any question, to vote on the 
final disposition thereof to the exclusion of 
all amendments not then actually pending 
before the Senate at that time and to the ex- 
clusion of all motions, except a motion to 
table, or to reconsider and one quorum call 
on demand to establish the presence of a 
quorum (and motions required to establish a 
quorum) immediately before the final vote 
begins. The thirty hours may be increased by 
the adoption of a motion, decided without 
debate, by a three-fifths affirmative vote of 
the Senators duly chosen and sworn, and any 
such time thus agreed upon shall be equally 
divided between and controlled by the major- 
ity and minority leaders or their designees. 
However, only one motion to extend time, 
specified above, may be made in any one cal- 
endar day. 

“If, for any reason, a measure or matter is 
reprinted after cloture has been invoked, 
amendments which were in order prior to the 
reprinting of the measure or matter will con- 
tinue to be in order and may be conformed 
and reprinted at the request of the amend- 
ment’s sponsor. The conforming changes 
must be limited to lineation and pagination. 

“No Senator shall call up more than two 
amendments until every other Senator shall 
have had the opportunity to do likewise. 
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“Notwithstanding other provisions of this 
rule, a Senator may yield all or part of his 
one hour to the majority or minority floor 
managers of the measure, motion, or matter 
or to the majority or minority leader, but 
each Senator specified shall not have more 
than two hours so yielded to him and may in 
turn yield such time to other Senators. 

“Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this rule, any Senator who has not used or 
yielded at least ten minutes, is, if he seeks 
recognition, guaranteed up to ten minutes, 
inclusive, to speak only. 

“After cloture is invoked, the reading of 
any amendment, including House amend- 
ments, shall be dispensed with when the pro- 
posed amendment has been identified and 
has been available in printed form at the 
desk of the Members for not less than twen- 
ty-four hours. 

“(b)X(1) If, upon a vote taken on a motion 
presented pursuant to subparagraph (a), the 
Senate fails to invoke cloture with respect 
to a measure, motion, or other matter pend- 
ing before the Senate, or the unfinished busi- 
ness, subsequent motions to bring debate to 
a close may be made with respect to the 
same measure, motion, matter, or unfinished 
business. It shall not be in order to file sub- 
sequent cloture motions on any measure, 
motion, or other matter pending before the 
Senate, except by unanimous consent, until 
the previous motion has been disposed of. 

‘“(2) Such subsequent motions shall be 
made in the manner provided by, and subject 
to the provisions of, subparagraph (a), except 
that the affirmative vote required to bring 
to a close debate upon that measure, motion, 
or other matter, or unfinished business 
(other than a measure or motion to amend 
Senate rules) shall be reduced by three votes 
on the second such motion, and by three ad- 
ditional votes on each succeeding motion, 
until the affirmative vote is reduced to a 
number equal to or less than an affirmative 
vote of a majority of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn. The required vote shall then 
be an affirmative vote of a majority of the 
Senators duly chosen and sworn. The re- 
quirement of an affirmative vote of a major- 
ity of the Senators duly chosen and sworn 
shall not be further reduced upon any vote 
taken on any later motion made pursuant to 
this subparagraph with respect to that meas- 


ure, motion, matter, or unfinished busi- 
ness.”’. 
SEC. 2. SPECIAL CONSIDERATION OF AMEND- 


MENTS POSTCLOTURE. 

Paragraph 2 of rule XXII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by inserting 
at the end the following: 

“After debate has concluded under this 
paragraph but prior to final disposition of 
the pending matter, the Majority Leader and 
the Minority Leader may each offer not to 
exceed 3 amendments identified as leadership 
amendments if they have been timely filed 
under this paragraph and are germane to the 
matter being amended. Debate on a leader- 
ship amendment shall be limited to 1 hour 
equally divided. A leadership amendment 
may not be divided.’’. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 6—TO MOD- 
IFY EXTENDED DEBATE IN THE 
SENATE TO IMPROVE THE LEG- 
ISLATIVE PROCESS 
Mr. MERKLEY submitted the fol- 

lowing resolution; which was sub- 

mitted and read: 
S. RES. 6 
Resolved, 
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SECTION 1. EXTENDED DEBATE. 

Paragraph 2 of rule XXII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by striking 
the second undesignated paragraph and in- 
serting the following: 

“Is it the sense of the Senate that the de- 
bate shall be brought to a close? And if that 
question shall be decided in the affirmative 
by three-fifths of the Senators duly chosen 
and sworn, except on a measure or motion to 
amend the Senate rules, in which case the 
necessary affirmative vote shall be two- 
thirds of the Senators voting, a quorum 
being present, then cloture has been invoked. 

“Tf that question is on disposition of a bill 
or joint resolution, a resolution or concur- 
rent resolution, a substitute amendment for 
a bill or resolution, a motion with respect to 
amendments between the Houses, a con- 
ference report, or advice and consent to a 
nomination or treaty, and if such question 
shall be decided in the affirmative by a ma- 
jority of Senators voting, a quorum being 
present, but less than three-fifths of the Sen- 
ators duly chosen and sworn (or less than 
two-thirds of the Senators voting, a quorum 
being present, in the case of a measure or 
motion to amend the Senate rules), then it 
shall be in order for the Majority Leader (or 
his or her designee) to initiate a period of ex- 
tended debate upon the measure, motion, or 
other matter pending before the Senate, or 
the unfinished business, in relation to which 
the motion to close debate was offered, in 
which case the period of extended debate 
shall begin one hour later. 

“During a period of extended debate, such 
measure, motion, or other matter pending 
before the Senate, or the unfinished busi- 
ness, shall be the unfinished business to the 
exclusion of all other business, except on ac- 
tion or motion by the Majority Leader (or 
his or her designee). 

“During a period of extended debate it 
shall not be in order for a Senator other than 
the Majority Leader (or his or her designee) 
to raise a question as to the presence of a 
quorum, except immediately prior to a vote 
or when it has been more than forty-eight 
hours since a quorum was demonstrated. If 
upon a roll call it shall be ascertained that 
a quorum is not present, then the Senate 
shall adjourn to a time previously decided by 
order of the Senate or, if no such time has 
been established, then to a time certain de- 
termined by the Majority Leader, after con- 
sultation with the Minority Leader. 

“During a period of extended debate a mo- 
tion to adjourn or recess shall not be in 
order, unless made by the Majority Leader 
(or his or her designee) or if the absence of a 
quorum has been demonstrated. Notwith- 
standing paragraph 1 of rule XIX, there shall 
be no limit to the number of times a Senator 
may speak upon any question during a pe- 
riod of extended debate. 

“Tf, during the course of extended debate, 
the Presiding Officer puts any question to a 
vote, the Majority Leader (or his or her des- 
ignee) may postpone any such vote, which 
shall occur at a time determined by the Ma- 
jority Leader, after consultation with the 
Minority leader, but not later than the time 
at which a quorum is next demonstrated. 

“Tf at any time during a period of extended 
debate no Senator seeks recognition, then 
the Presiding Officer shall inquire as to 
whether any Senator seeks recognition. If no 
Senator seeks recognition, then the Pre- 
siding Officer shall again put the question as 
to bringing debate to a close (and the Major- 
ity Leader or his or her designee may post- 
pone such vote in accordance with the pre- 
ceding paragraph), which shall be decided 
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without further debate or intervening mo- 
tion. If that question shall be decided in the 
affirmative by a majority of Senators voting, 
a quorum being present, then cloture has 
been invoked and the period of extended de- 
bate has ended. If that question shall be de- 
cided in the negative by a majority of Sen- 
ators voting, a quorum being present, then 
the period of extended debate has ended. 

“Tf cloture is invoked, then the measure, 
motion, other matter pending before the 
Senate, or the unfinished business, in rela- 
tion to which the motion to close debate was 
offered, shall remain the unfinished business 
to the exclusion of all other business until 
disposed of.’’. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 7—TO PER- 
MIT THE SENATE TO AVOID UN- 
NECESSARY DELAY AND VOTE 
ON MATTERS FOR WHICH FLOOR 
DEBATE HAS CEASED 


Mr. MERKLEY (for Mr. LAUTENBERG) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was submitted and read: 

S. RES. 7 


Resolved, 

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT TO THE STANDING 
RULES OF THE SENATE. 

Paragraph 2 of rule XXII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by— 

(1) inserting after the second undesignated 
subparagraph the following: 

“Following the filing of the cloture motion 
and prior to the cloture vote, as long as the 
matter on which cloture has been filed re- 
mains the pending matter— 

“(1) there shall be no dilatory motion, in- 
cluding dilatory quorum calls, in order; and 

‘“(2) if, at any time, no Senator seeks rec- 
ognition on the floor, it shall be in order for 
the Majority Leader to put the question on 
cloture as long as any applicable filing dead- 
line for first degree amendments has 
passed.’’; and 

(2) inserting after the fifth undesignated 
subparagraph (after the amendment by para- 
graph (1)) the following: 

“Tf, at any time after cloture is invoked on 
an executive nomination or a motion to pro- 
ceed, no Senator seeks recognition on the 
floor, it shall be in order for the Majority 
Leader to put the question on which cloture 
has been invoked.’’. 


EE 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU- 
TION 1—TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
COUNTING ON JANUARY 4, 2013, 
OF THE ELECTORAL VOTES FOR 
PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESI- 
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL) submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was con- 
sidered and agreed to: 

S. Con. RES. 1 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That the two Houses 
of Congress shall meet in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives on Thursday, the 
4th day of January 2018, at 1 o’clock post me- 
ridian, pursuant to the requirements of the 
Constitution and laws relating to the elec- 
tion of President and Vice President of the 
United States, and the President of the Sen- 
ate shall be their Presiding Officer; that two 
tellers shall be previously appointed by the 
President of the Senate on the part of the 
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Senate and two by the Speaker on the part of 
the House of Representatives, to whom shall 
be handed, as they are opened by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, all the certificates and 
papers purporting to be certificates of the 
electoral votes, which certificates and papers 
shall be opened, presented, and acted upon in 
the alphabetical order of the States, begin- 
ning with the letter “A”; and said tellers, 
having then read the same in the presence 
and hearing of the two Houses, shall make a 
list of the votes as they shall appear from 
said certificates; and the votes having been 
ascertained and counted in the manner and 
according to the rules by law provided, the 
result of the same shall be delivered to the 
President of the Senate, who shall thereupon 
announce the state of the vote, which an- 
nouncement shall be deemed a sufficient dec- 
laration of the persons, if any, elected Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United 
States, and, together with a list of the votes, 
be entered on the Journals of the two 
Houses. 


EE 
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU- 


TION 2—EXTENDING THE LIFE 
OF THE JOINT CONGRESSIONAL 


COMMITTEE ON INAUGURAL 
CEREMONIES 
Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 


MCCONNELL) submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was con- 
sidered and agreed to: 

S. Con. RES. 2 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), 

SECTION 1. REAUTHORIZATION OF JOINT COM- 
MITTEE. 

Effective from January 3, 2018, the joint 
committee created by Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 35 (112th Congress), to make the 
necessary arrangements for the inauguration 
of the President-elect and the Vice Presi- 
dent-elect of the United States, is continued 
with the same power and authority provided 
for in that resolution. 

SEC. 2. USE OF CAPITOL. 

Effective from January 3, 2018, the provi- 
sions of Senate Concurrent Resolution 36 
(112th Congress), to authorize the use of the 
rotunda and Emancipation Hall of the Cap- 
itol by the Joint Congressional Committee 
on Inaugural Ceremonies in connection with 
the proceedings and ceremonies conducted 
for the inauguration of the President-elect 
and the Vice President-elect of the United 
States are continued with the same power 
and authority provided for in that resolu- 
tion. 


Ee 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU- 
TION 3—PROVIDING FOR A CON- 
DITIONAL ADJOURNMENT OR RE- 
CESS OF THE SENATE AND AN 
ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL) submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was con- 
sidered and agreed to: 

S. Con. RES. 3 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That when the Sen- 
ate recesses or adjourns on any day from Fri- 
day, January 4, 2013 through Monday, Janu- 
ary 21, 2018, on a motion offered pursuant to 
this concurrent resolution by its Majority 
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Leader or his designee, it stand recessed or 
adjourned until 12:00 noon on Monday, Janu- 
ary 21, 2013, or such other time on that day 
as may be specified by its Majority Leader or 
his designee in the motion to recess or ad- 
journ, or until the time of any reassembly 
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso- 
lution, whichever occurs first; and that when 
the House adjourns on any legislative day 
from Friday, January 4, 2013, through Satur- 
day, January 5, 2013, on a motion offered pur- 
suant to this concurrent resolution by its 
Majority Leader or his designee, it stand ad- 
journed until 2:00 p.m. on Monday, January 
14, 2013, or until the time of any reassembly 
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso- 
lution, whichever occurs first. 

SEC. 2. The Majority Leader of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House, or their re- 
spective designees, acting jointly after con- 
sultation with the Minority Leader of the 
Senate and the Minority Leader of the 
House, shall notify the Members of the Sen- 
ate and House, respectively, to reassemble at 
such place and time as they may designate 
if, in their opinion, the public interest shall 
warrant it. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF 
THE CHAIR 


Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate stand in recess subject to the call 
of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 1:08 p.m., recessed subject to the call 
of the Chair and reassembled at 4:08, 
when called to order by the Presiding 
Officer (Mr. SANDERS). 


ee 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS— 
ASCERTAINMENT OF THE ELEC- 
TORS FOR PRESIDENT AND VICE 
PRESIDENT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair lays before the Senate commu- 
nications from the Director of the Na- 
tional Archives, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to the law, certified copies of the 
final ascertainment of the electors for 
President and Vice President, which 
are ordered to lie on the table. 

The majority leader. 


—— 


ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, JANUARY 4, 
2013 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it recess 
until 12:30 p.m. tomorrow, Friday, Jan- 
uary 4, 2013; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the Journal of proceedings 
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be approved to date, and the time for 
the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day; that following any 
leader remarks, the Senate recess for 
the joint session for the counting of 
electoral votes to elect Barack Obama 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
PROGRAM 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, Senators 
will gather at 12:45 p.m. tomorrow to 
proceed together to the joint session. 


EE 


RECESS UNTIL 12:30 P.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate recess under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 4:09 p.m., recessed until Friday, Jan- 
uary 4, 2018, at 12:30 p.m. 


EE 


NOMINATIONS RETURNED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


The following nominations transmitted by 
the President of the United States to the 
Senate during the 112th Congress, and upon 
which no action was had at the time of the 
adjournment of the 112th Congress, failed of 
confirmation under the provisions of Rule 
XXXI, paragraph 6, of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate. 


BARRY GOLDWATER SCHOLARSHIP AND 
EXCELLENCE IN EDUCATION FOUNDATION 


WALTER G. SECADA, OF FLORIDA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE BARRY GOLDWATER 
SCHOLARSHIP AND EXCELLENCE IN EDUCATION FOUN- 
DATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING MARCH 3, 2016. 


BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS 


JEFFREY SHELL, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS FOR A TERM 
EXPIRING AUGUST 13, 2015. 

JEFFREY SHELL, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE CHAIRMAN OF 
THE BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS. 


CHEMICAL SAFETY AND HAZARD INVESTIGATION 
BOARD 


RICHARD J. ENGLER, OF NEW JERSEY, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE CHEMICAL SAFETY AND HAZARD INVES- 
TIGATION BOARD FOR A TERM OF FIVE YEARS. 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION 


MARIETTA S. ROBINSON, OF MICHIGAN, TO BE A COM- 
MISSIONER OF THE CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COM- 
MISSION FOR A TERM OF SEVEN YEARS FROM OCTOBER 
27, 2010. 


CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY 
SERVICE 


MARK D. GEARAN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CORPORATION FOR 
NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY SERVICE FOR A TERM EX- 
PIRING DECEMBER 1, 2015. 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


ERIC KENNETH FANNING, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA, TO BE UNDER SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE. 

FREDERICK VOLLRATH, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN AS- 
SISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE. 

ALAN F. ESTEVEZ, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE A PRINCIPAL DEPUTY UNDER SECRETARY OF DE- 
FENSE. 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 


MARILYN B. TAVENNER, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE ADMINIS- 
TRATOR OF THE CENTERS FOR MEDICARE AND MEDICAID 
SERVICES. 

WILLIAM B. SHULTZ, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES. 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


ANDREW L. TRAVER, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE DIRECTOR, 
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS, AND EXPLO- 
SIVES. 

GARY BLANKINSHIP, OF TEXAS, TO BE UNITED STATES 
MARSHAL FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS FOR 
THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS. 

SYLVIA M. BECKER, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE A MEMBER OF THE FOREIGN CLAIMS SETTLEMENT 
COMMISSION OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE TERM EX- 
PIRING SEPTEMBER 30, 2013. 

DEREK ANTHONY WEST, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE ASSO- 
CIATE ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

TIMOTHY J. FEIGHERY, OF NEW YORK, TO BE CHAIR- 
MAN OF THE FOREIGN CLAIMS SETTLEMENT COMMIS- 
SION OF THE UNITED STATES FOR A TERM EXPIRING 
SEPTEMBER 30, 2015. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CARLOS PASCUAL, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE AN ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE (ENERGY RE- 
SOURCES). 

ROSE EILENE GOTTEMOELLER, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE 
UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR ARMS CONTROL AND 
INTERNATIONAL SECURITY. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


MARCILYNN A. BURKE, OF NORTH CAROLINA, TO BE AN 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

VINCENT G. LOGAN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE SPECIAL 
TRUSTEE, OFFICE OF SPECIAL TRUSTEE FOR AMERICAN 
INDIANS, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


CHRISTOPHER J. MEADE, OF NEW YORK, TO BE GEN- 
ERAL COUNSEL FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF THE TREAS- 
URY. 

BIBIANA BOERIO, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE DIRECTOR 
OF THE MINT FOR A TERM OF FIVE YEARS. 


DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 


CONSTANCE B. TOBIAS, OF MARYLAND, TO BE CHAIR- 
MAN OF THE BOARD OF VETERANS’ APPEALS FOR A 
TERM OF SIX YEARS. 


ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION 


MYRNA PEREZ, OF TEXAS, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION FOR THE REMAIN- 
DER OF THE TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 12, 2011. 

MYRNA PEREZ, OF TEXAS, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION FOR A TERM EXPIR- 
ING DECEMBER 12, 2015. 

THOMAS HICKS, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION FOR A TERM EXPIR- 
ING DECEMBER 12, 2013. 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 


KENNETH J. KOPOCIS, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN ASSIST- 
ANT ADMINISTRATOR OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEC- 
TION AGENCY. 

JAMES J. JONES, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY. 


EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 


JENNY R. YANG, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO BE 
A MEMBER OF THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2017. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 


MICHAEL A. BOTTICELLI, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL POL- 
ICY. 


FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY 


ERNEST W. DUBESTER, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY FOR A 
TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING JULY 29, 2017. 

CAROL WALLER POPE, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE A MEMBER OF THE FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS 
AUTHORITY FOR A TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING JULY 
1, 2014. 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


RICHARD A. LIDINSKY, JR., OF MARYLAND, TO BE A 
FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSIONER FOR THE TERM EX- 
PIRING JUNE 30, 2017. 


FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH REVIEW 
COMMISSION 


ROBERT F. COHEN, JR., OF WEST VIRGINIA, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH 
REVIEW COMMISSION FOR A TERM OF SIX YEARS EXPIR- 
ING AUGUST 30, 2018. 


HARRY S TRUMAN SCHOLARSHIP FOUNDATION 


VICKI MILES-LAGRANGE, OF OKLAHOMA, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE HARRY S TRU- 
MAN SCHOLARSHIP FOUNDATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING 
DECEMBER 10, 2015. 

MICHAEL WAYNE HAIL, OF KENTUCKY, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE HARRY S TRU- 
MAN SCHOLARSHIP FOUNDATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING 
DECEMBER 10, 2017. 


INSTITUTE OF AMERICAN INDIAN AND ALASKA 
NATIVE CULTURE AND ARTS DEVELOPMENT 


BIDTAH N. BECKER, OF NEW MEXICO, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE INSTITUTE OF 
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AMERICAN INDIAN AND ALASKA NATIVE CULTURE AND 
ARTS DEVELOPMENT FOR A TERM EXPIRING MAY 19, 2018. 


INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND 


BEN S. BERNANKE, OF NEW JERSEY, TO BE UNITED 
STATES ALTERNATE GOVERNOR OF THE INTER- 
NATIONAL MONETARY FUND FOR A TERM OF FIVE 
YEARS. 


JAMES MADISON MEMORIAL FELLOWSHIP 
FOUNDATION 


MARTIN O’MALLEY, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE JAMES MADISON 
MEMORIAL FELLOWSHIP FOUNDATION FOR A TERM EX- 
PIRING NOVEMBER 5, 2018. 

MARTIN O’MALLEY, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE JAMES MADISON 
MEMORIAL FELLOWSHIP FOUNDATION FOR THE REMAIN- 
DER OF THE TERM EXPIRING NOVEMBER 5, 2012. 


LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 


ROBERT JAMES GREY, JR., OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE LEGAL SERV- 
ICES CORPORATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 13, 2014. 

JOHN GERSON LEVI, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE LEGAL SERVICES 
CORPORATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 183, 2014. 

LAURIE I. MIKVA, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE LEGAL SERVICES 
CORPORATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 183, 2013. 

MARTHA L. MINOW, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE LEGAL 
SERVICES CORPORATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 13, 
2014. 

GLORIA VALENCIA-WEBER, OF NEW MEXICO, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE LEGAL 
SERVICES CORPORATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 13, 
2014. 


MORRIS K. UDALL AND STEWART L. UDALL 
FOUNDATION 


CHARLES P. ROSE, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE MORRIS K. UDALL AND 
STEWART L. UDALL FOUNDATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING 
APRIL 16, 2017. 

ANNE J. UDALL, OF OREGON, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE MORRIS K. UDALL AND 
STEWART L. UDALL FOUNDATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING 
OCTOBER 6, 2016. 


NATIONAL COUNCIL ON DISABILITY 


FERNANDO TORRES-GIL, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON DISABILITY 
FOR A TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 17, 2014. 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE 
HUMANITIES 


AGNES GUND, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE ARTS FOR A TERM EXPIRING 
SEPTEMBER 3, 2016. 

SURAVI GANGOPADHYAY, OF MICHIGAN, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE NATIONAL MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERV- 
ICES BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 6, 2016. 

LUIS HERRERA, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE NATIONAL MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES BOARD 
FOR A TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 6, 2014. 

SUZANNE E. THORIN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE NATIONAL MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES 
BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 6, 2015. 

CHARLES BENTON, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE NATIONAL MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES BOARD 
FOR A TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 6, 2013. 

CHRISTIE PEARSON BRANDAU, OF IOWA, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE NATIONAL MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERV- 
ICES BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 6, 2016. 

NORBERTO JESUS CASTRO, OF ARIZONA, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE NATIONAL MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERV- 
ICES BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 6, 2016. 

DOROTHY KOSINSKI, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE 
HUMANITIES FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2016. 

RANEE RAMASWAMY, OF MINNESOTA, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE ARTS FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 3, 2018. 

ERIC J. JOLLY, OF MINNESOTA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE NATIONAL MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES BOARD 
FOR A TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 6, 2016. 

SUSANA TORRUELLA LEVAL, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL MUSEUM AND LIBRARY 
SERVICES BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 6, 
2015. 

JOHN UNSWORTH, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES 
FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2016. 

OLGA VISO, OF MINNESOTA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE ARTS FOR A TERM EXPIRING 
SEPTEMBER 3, 2018. 


NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF BUILDING SCIENCES 


TIMOTHY HYUNGROCK HAAHS, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO 
BE A MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE NA- 
TIONAL INSTITUTE OF BUILDING SCIENCES FOR A TERM 
EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 7, 2014. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 


LAFE E. SOLOMON, OF MARYLAND, TO BE GENERAL 
COUNSEL OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. 
SHARON BLOCK, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO BE 
A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 
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FOR THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING DECEMBER 16, 
2014. 

RICHARD F. GRIFFIN, JR., OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELA- 
TIONS BOARD FOR THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING 
AUGUST 27, 2016. 

SHARON BLOCK, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO BE 
A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 
FOR THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING DECEMBER 16, 
2014, TO WHICH POSITION SHE WAS APPOINTED DURING 
THE LAST RECESS OF THE SENATE. 

RICHARD F. GRIFFIN, JR., OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELA- 
TIONS BOARD FOR THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING 
AUGUST 27, 2016, TO WHICH POSITION HE WAS APPOINTED 
DURING THE LAST RECESS OF THE SENATE. 


NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD 


HARRY R. HOGLANDER, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2014. 

NICHOLAS CHRISTOPHER GEALE, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2013. 

LINDA A. PUCHALA, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD FOR A TERM EX- 
PIRING JULY 1, 2015. 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 


ARTHUR BIENENSTOCK, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE NATIONAL SCIENCE BOARD, NATIONAL 
SCIENCE FOUNDATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING MAY 10, 
2016. 


PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVERSIGHT 
BOARD 


DAVID MEDINE, OF MARYLAND, TO BE CHAIRMAN AND 
MEMBER OF THE PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVER- 
SIGHT BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 29, 2012. 

DAVID MEDINE, OF MARYLAND, TO BE CHAIRMAN AND 
MEMBER OF THE PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVER- 
SIGHT BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 29, 2018. 


SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 


HENRY J. AARON, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE A MEMBER OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ADVISORY 
BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 30, 2014. 

MARIE F. SMITH, OF HAWAII, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
SOCIAL SECURITY ADVISORY BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIR- 
ING SEPTEMBER 30, 2016. 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


DONNA MARY MURPHY, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA, TO BE AN ASSOCIATE JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR 
COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FOR THE TERM 
OF FIFTEEN YEARS. 


TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 


MARILYN A. BROWN, OF GEORGIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE TENNESSEE VALLEY 
AUTHORITY FOR A TERM EXPIRING MAY 18, 2017. 


THE JUDICIARY 


ROSEMARY MARQUEZ, OF ARIZONA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARI- 
ZONA. 

KEVIN A. OHLSON, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A JUDGE OF THE 
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE ARMED 
FORCES FOR THE TERM OF FIFTEEN YEARS TO EXPIRE 
ON THE DATE PRESCRIBED BY LAW. 

PATTY SHWARTZ, OF NEW JERSEY, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT. 

RICHARD GARY TARANTO, OF MARYLAND, TO BE 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FEDERAL CIR- 
CUIT. 

ROBERT E. BACHARACH, OF OKLAHOMA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE TENTH CIRCUIT. 

WILLIAM J. KAYATTA, JR., OF MAINE, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FIRST CIRCUIT. 

JILL A. PRYOR, OF GEORGIA, TO BE UNITED STATES 
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT. 

ELISSA F. CADISH, OF NEVADA, TO BE UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA. 

BRIAN J. DAVIS, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLOR- 
IDA. 

RAINEY RANSOM BRANDT, OF THE DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA, TO BE AN ASSOCIATE JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR 
COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FOR THE TERM 
OF FIFTEEN YEARS. 

SHELLY DECKERT DICK, OF LOUISIANA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF 
LOUISIANA. 

SRIKANTH SRINIVASAN, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA CIRCUIT. 

WILLIAM H. ORRICK, III, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA, TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA. 

KATHERINE POLK FAILLA, OF NEW YORK, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN 
DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 

TROY L. NUNLEY, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF CALIFORNIA. 

SHERI POLSTER CHAPPELL, OF FLORIDA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DIS- 
TRICT OF FLORIDA. 

MARK A. BARNETT, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A JUDGE OF 
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF INTERNATIONAL TRADE. 
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PAMELA KI MAI CHEN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF NEW YORK. 

CAITLIN JOAN HALLIGAN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA CIRCUIT. 

JENNIFER A. DORSEY, OF NEVADA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF NE- 
VADA. 

ANDREW PATRICK GORDON, OF NEVADA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF NE- 
VADA. 

MICHAEL J. MCSHANE, OF OREGON, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON. 

KETANJI BROWN JACKSON, OF MARYLAND, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 

NELSON STEPHEN ROMAN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN 
DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 

ROBERT D. OKUN, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE AN ASSOCIATE JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT OF 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FOR THE TERM OF FIFTEEN 
YEARS. 

VALERIE E. CAPRONI, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTH- 
ERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 

KENNETH JOHN GONZALES, OF NEW MEXICO, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
NEW MEXICO. 

RAYMOND P. MOORE, OF COLORADO, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLO- 
RADO. 

BEVERLY REID O’CONNELL, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE CENTRAL 
DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA. 

WILLIAM L. THOMAS, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
OF FLORIDA. 

ANALISA TORRES, OF NEW YORK, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
OF NEW YORK. 

DERRICK KAHALA WATSON, OF HAWAII, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF HAWAII. 

CLAIRE R. KELLY, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A JUDGE OF 
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF INTERNATIONAL TRADE. 

NITZA I. QUINONES ALEJANDRO, OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EAST- 
ERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA. 

LUIS FELIPE RESTREPO, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA. 

JEFFREY L. SCHMEHL, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


UNITED NATIONS 


JOAN M. PRINCE, OF WISCONSIN, TO BE AN ALTERNATE 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE SIXTY-SEVENTH SESSION OF THE GENERAL AS- 
SEMBLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS. 

TED R. DINTERSMITH, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN ALTER- 
NATE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA TO THE SIXTY-SEVENTH SESSION OF THE GEN- 
ERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS. 

CHERYL SABAN, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE REPRESENTA- 
TIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE 
SIXTY-SEVENTH SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY 
OF THE UNITED NATIONS. 


UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON 
PUBLIC DIPLOMACY 


ALFREDO J. BALSERA, OF FLORIDA, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON PUB- 
LIC DIPLOMACY FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2014. 


UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 


F. SCOTT KIEFF, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
FOR THE TERM EXPIRING JUNE 16, 2020. 


UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 


KATHERINE C. TOBIN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A GOV- 
ERNOR OF THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 8, 2016. 

JAMES C. MILLER, III, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A GOVERNOR 
OF THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE FOR THE 
TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 8, 2017. 

STEPHEN CRAWFORD, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A GOV- 
ERNOR OF THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE FOR 
THE REMAINDER OF THE TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 8, 
2015. 


UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION 


CHARLES R. BREYER, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION 
FOR A TERM EXPIRING OCTOBER 31, 2015. 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF COL. DAVID W. STICKLEY, 
TO BE BRIGADIER GENERAL. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF COLONEL RICKY J. 
LOCASTRO, TO BE BRIGADIER GENERAL. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF COLONEL ROBERT C. 
BOLTON, TO BE BRIGADIER GENERAL. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF COL. NATHANIEL S. 
REDDICKS, TO BE BRIGADIER GENERAL. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF COL. ROBERT J. BECKLUND, 
TO BE BRIGADIER GENERAL. 
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AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF BRIG. GEN. JAMES C. 
WITHAM, TO BE MAJOR GENERAL. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH COLONEL 
RICHARD W. KELLY AND ENDING WITH COLONEL JILL J. 
NELSON, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE 
SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON SEPTEMBER 13, 2012. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH COLONEL 
STEPHEN E. RADER AND ENDING WITH COLONEL RAN- 
DALL A. SPEAR, JR., WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RE- 
CEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD ON SEPTEMBER 13, 2012. 


IN THE ARMY 


ARMY NOMINATION OF BRIG. GEN. JOSEPH C. CARTER, 
TO BE MAJOR GENERAL . 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH COL. JOHN M. 
CHO AND ENDING WITH COL. JEFFREY B. CLARK, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 
23, 2012. 
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ARMY NOMINATION OF BRIG. GEN. JOHN L. GRONSKI, 
TO BE MAJOR GENERAL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF COL. MARION GARCIA, TO BE 
BRIGADIER GENERAL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF GEN. DAVID M. RODRIGUEZ, TO 
BE GENERAL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF LT. GEN. JOHN F. CAMPBELL, TO 
BE GENERAL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF COLONEL ERIK C. PETERSON, TO 
BE BRIGADIER GENERAL. 


IN THE COAST GUARD 


COAST GUARD NOMINATION OF RADM STEVEN E. DAY, 
USCGR, TO BE REAR ADMIRAL. 


IN THE NAVY 


NAVY NOMINATION OF CAPT. DEBORAH P. HAVEN, TO 
BE REAR ADMIRAL (LOWER HALF). 

NAVY NOMINATION OF CAPT. TIMOTHY W. DORSEY, TO 
BE REAR ADMIRAL (LOWER HALF). 
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IN THE ARMY 


ARMY NOMINATION OF ROBERT H. MCCARTHY III, TO BE 
COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF JASON R. PURVIS, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF BURTON C. GLOVER, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 


FOREIGN SERVICE 


FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATION OF R. DOUGLASS AR- 
BUCKLE. 

FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATION OF GEOFFREY W. 
WIGGIN. 

FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATION OF SCOTT S. CAMERON. 

FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH 
SHARON LEE CROMER AND ENDING WITH MARIA RENDON 
LABADAN, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY 
THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON NOVEMBER 27, 2012. 

FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATION OF DANIEL MENCO 
HIRSCH. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Thursday, January 3, 2013 


This being the day fixed by the 20th 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, for the meeting of the 
113th Congress of the United States, 
the Representatives-elect met in their 
Hall, and at noon were called to order 
by the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives, Hon. Karen L. Haas. 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Loving God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

We gather on this most significant 
day, when once again we celebrate the 
peaceful transition of democratic gov- 
ernment. Though many return from 
the 112th Congress, this people’s House 
is a new legislative assembly. 

May the service of all the Members 
here gathered give You glory, and ac- 
quit well the charge entrusted to them 
by their fellow citizens. 

Give each Member an abundance of 
wisdom, knowledge, and under- 
standing, that they might know best 
how to proceed in the work they have 
to do, as well as the courage to act 
once they have discerned where Your 
Spirit might lead them. 

And may all that is done this day, 
and all the days of the 113th Congress, 
be for Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The CLERK. The Representatives- 
elect and their guests will please re- 
main standing and join in the Pledge of 
Allegiance. 

The Clerk led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

The CLERK. As directed by law, the 
Clerk of the House has prepared the of- 
ficial roll of the Representatives-elect. 

Certificates of election covering 435 
seats in the 113th Congress have been 
received by the Clerk of the House, and 
the names of those persons whose cre- 
dentials show that they were regularly 
elected as Representatives in accord 
with the laws of their respective States 
or of the United States will be called. 

The Representatives-elect will record 
their presence by electronic device and 
their names will be reported in alpha- 
betical order by State, beginning with 
the State of Alabama, to determine 
whether a quorum is present. 

Representatives-elect will have a 
minimum of 15 minutes to record their 
presence by electronic device. 

Representatives-elect who have not 
obtained their voting ID cards may do 
so now in the Speaker’s lobby. 


The call was taken by electronic de- 


vice, 


and the following Representa- 


tives-elect responded to their names: 


[Roll No. 1] 


ANSWERED “‘PRESENT’’—429 


Aderholt 
Bachus 
Bonner 


Barber 
Franks 
Gosar 


Cotton 
Crawford 


Bass 
Becerra 
Bera 
Brownley 
Calvert 
Campbell 
Capps 
Cardenas 
Chu 

Cook 
Costa 
Davis 
Denham 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Garamendi 
Hahn 
Honda 


Coffman 
DeGette 
Gardner 


Courtney 
DeLauro 


Bilirakis 
Brown 
Buchanan 
Castor 
Crenshaw 
DeSantis 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Frankel 
Garcia 


Barrow 
Bishop 
Broun 
Collins 
Gingrey 


Gabbard 


Labrador 


ALABAMA 


Brooks 
Roby 
Rogers 


ALASKA 
Young 


ARIZONA 
Grijalva 
Kirkpatrick 
Pastor 


ARKANSAS 
Griffin 
Womack 


CALIFORNIA 


Huffman 
Hunter 

Issa 

LaMalfa 

Lee 

Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowenthal 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McClintock 
McKeon 
McNerney 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Napolitano 
Negrete McLeod 
Nunes 

Pelosi 


COLORADO 


Lamborn 
Perlmutter 
Polis 


CONNECTICUT 


Esty 
Himes 


DELAWARE 


Carney 


FLORIDA 


Grayson 
Hastings 
Mica 

Miller 
Murphy 
Nugent 
Posey 

Radel 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 


GEORGIA 


Graves 
Johnson 
Kingston 
Price 

Scott, Austin 


HAWAII 
Hanabusa 


IDAHO 


Simpson 


Sewell 


Salmon 
Schweikert 
Sinema 


Peters 

Rohrabacher 

Royce 

Ruiz 

Sánchez, Linda 
T 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Schiff 

Sherman 

Speier 

Swalwell 

Takano 

Thompson 

Valadao 

Vargas 

Waters 

Waxman 


Tipton 


Larson 


Ross 
Southerland 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Webster 
Wilson 
Yoho 
Young 


Scott, David 
Westmoreland 
Woodall 
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Bustos 

Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
Duckworth 
Enyart 

Foster 


Brooks 
Bucshon 
Carson 


Braley 
King 


Huelskamp 
Jenkins 


Barr 
Guthrie 


Alexander 
Boustany 


Michaud 


Cummings 
Delaney 
Edwards 


Capuano 
Keating 
Kennedy 


Amash 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Camp 
Conyers 


Bachmann 
Ellison 
Kline 


Harper 
Nunnelee 


Clay 
Cleaver 
Emerson 


Fortenberry 


Amodei 
Heck 


Kuster 


Andrews 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 

Holt 


Shea-Porter 
NEW JERSEY 


Lance 
LoBiondo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 


ILLINOIS 
Gutierrez Schakowsky 
Hultgren Schneider 
Kinzinger Schock 
Quigley Shimkus 
Roskam 
Rush 
INDIANA 
Messer Visclosky 
Rokita Walorski 
Stutzman Young 
IOWA 
Latham 
Loebsack 
KANSAS 
Pompeo 
Yoder 
KENTUCKY 
Massie Whitfield 
Rogers Yarmuth 
LOUISIANA 
Cassidy Richmond 
Fleming Scalise 
MAINE 
Pingree 
MARYLAND 
Harris Sarbanes 
Hoyer Van Hollen 
Ruppersberger 
MASSACHUSETTS 
Lynch Neal 
Markey Tierney 
McGovern Tsongas 
MICHIGAN 
Dingell Peters 
Huizenga Rogers 
Kildee Upton 
Levin Walberg 
Miller 
MINNESOTA 
McCollum Peterson 
Nolan Walz 
Paulsen 
MISSISSIPPI 
Palazzo 
Thompson 
MISSOURI 
Graves Luetkemeyer 
Hartzler Wagner 
Long 
MONTANA 
Daines 
NEBRASKA 
Smith Terry 
NEVADA 
Horsford 
Titus 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Payne 
Runyan 
Sires 
Smith 
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Lujan Grisham 


Bishop 
Clarke 
Collins 
Crowley 
Engel 
Gibson 
Grimm 
Hanna 
Higgins 
Israel 


Butterfield 
Coble 
Ellmers 
Foxx 
Holding 


Beatty 
Boehner 
Chabot 
Fudge 
Gibbs 
Johnson 


Bridenstine 
Cole 


Bonamici 
DeFazio 


Barletta 
Brady 
Cartwright 
Dent 
Doyle 
Fattah 


Cicilline 


Clyburn 
Duncan 


Black 
Blackburn 
Cohen 


Barton 
Brady 
Burgess 
Carter 
Castro 
Conaway 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Doggett 
Farenthold 
Flores 
Gallego 


Bishop 
Chaffetz 


Cantor 
Connolly 
Forbes 
Goodlatte 


NEW MEXICO 


Lujan, Ben Ray Pearce 
NEW YORK 
Jeffries Nadler 
King Owens 
Lowey Rangel 
Maffei Reed 
Maloney, Serrano 
Carolyn Slaughter 
Maloney, Sean Tonko 
McCarthy 2 
Meeks Velazquez 
Meng 


NORTH CAROLINA 


Hudson Pittenger 
Jones Price 
McHenry Watt 
McIntyre 

Meadows 


NORTH DAKOTA 


Cramer 
OHIO 
Jordan Stivers 
Joyce Tiberi 
Kaptur Turner 
Latta Wenstrup 
Renacci 
Ryan 
OKLAHOMA 
Lankford Mullin 
Lucas 
OREGON 
Schrader 
Walden 
PENNSYLVANIA 
Fitzpatrick Perry 
Gerlach Pitts 
Kelly Rothfus 
Marino Schwartz 
Meehan Shuster 
Murphy Thompson 
RHODE ISLAND 
Langevin 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


Gowdy Rice 
Mulvaney Wilson 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
Noem 
TENNESSEE 
Cooper Fincher 
DesJarlais Fleischmann 
Duncan Roe 
TEXAS 
Gohmert Neugebauer 
Granger Olson 
Green, Al O’Rourke 
Green, Gene Poe 
Hall Sessions 
Hensarling Smith 
Hinojosa Stockman 
Jackson Lee Thornberry 
Johnson, E. B. Veasey 
Johnson, Sam Vela 
Marchant Weber 
McCaul Williams 
UTAH 
Matheson 
Stewart 
VERMONT 
Welch 
VIRGINIA 
Griffith Scott 
Hurt Wittman 
Moran Wolf 
Rigell 
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WASHINGTON 
DelBene Kilmer McMorris 
Hastings Larsen Rodgers 
Heck McDermott Reichert 
Herrera Beutler Smith 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Capito McKinley Rahall 
WISCONSIN 
Duffy Petri Ryan 
Kind Pocan Sensenbrenner 
Moore Ribble 
WYOMING 
Lummis 
1224 


The CLERK. Four hundred twenty- 
nine Representatives-elect have re- 
corded their presence. A quorum is 
present. 


EE 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CLERK 


The CLERK. Credentials, regular in 
form, have been received showing the 
election of: 

The Honorable PEDRO R. PIERLUISI as 
Resident Commissioner from the Com- 
monwealth of Puerto Rico for a term of 
4 years beginning January 3, 2013; 

The Honorable ELEANOR HOLMES 
NORTON as Delegate from the District 
of Columbia; 

The Honorable MADELEINE Z. 
BORDALLO as Delegate from Guam; 

The Honorable DONNA M. 
CHRISTENSEN as Delegate from the Vir- 
gin Islands; 

The Honorable ENI F. H. 
FALEOMAVAEGA as Delegate from Amer- 
ican Samoa; and 

The Honorable GREGORIO SABLAN as 
Delegate from the Commonwealth of 
the Northern Mariana Islands. 

The Clerk is in receipt of letters from 
the Honorable Jesse L. Jackson, Jr., of 
Illinois and the Honorable TIM SCOTT of 
South Carolina indicating that they 
will not serve in the House in the 113th 
Congress. Without objection, the let- 
ters will be placed in the RECORD. 

DECEMBER 13, 2012. 

DEAR MADAM CLERK, I am aware that you 
have received a certificate for my election as 
Representative of the Second Congressional 
District of the State of Illinois in the 113th 
Congress. This letter serves to notify you 
that I do not intend to serve in the 113th 
Congress. 

Sincerely, 
JESSE JACKSON, JR. 
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, December 30, 2012. 
HON. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER, I am writing to 
inform you that I have notified the Governor 
of South Carolina of my resignation from the 
U.S. House of Representatives effective Jan- 
uary 2, 2018. A copy of that letter is at- 
tached. I do not intend to take the office of 
Representative for the First Congressional 
District of South Carolina in the 113th Con- 
gress. 

It has truly been an honor to serve the 
First District of South Carolina, and I look 
forward to continuing that service in my 
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new role as United States Senator. I have en- 
joyed working with you, Majority Leader 
Cantor, and all of our colleagues in the 
House, and wish you the best of luck in the 
future. 
Sincerely, 
Tim SCOTT, 
Member of Congress. 


Ee 
1230 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER 


The CLERK. Pursuant to law and 
precedent, the next order of business is 
the election of the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives for the 118th 
Congress. 

Nominations are now in order. 

The Clerk recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Washington (Mrs. McMor- 
RIS RODGERS). 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Madam 
Clerk, the 113th Congress gives us a 
chance to try once again to make a 
better America than the one we inher- 
ited from our parents—and from the 112 
Congresses that came before us. That is 
the hope of every Member here, on both 
sides of the aisle: to restore this land of 
freedom and opportunity for our fami- 
lies and our children. 

Our task is not an easy one. There 
are deep divisions, but there’s one per- 
son I have turned to time and again to 
help point the way forward. He is one 
of 12 children born into a working-class 
family in Ohio, a man who waited ta- 
bles, mopped floors, tended bar, and 
worked his way to a college degree at 
night school, a small businessman, and 
a proud family man. 

Serving 22 years in Congress, he’s 
been a committee chairman, con- 
ference chair, and Speaker. But he is, 
as he likes to say, just “a regular guy 
with a big job.’’ He deeply respects this 
institution, the House of Representa- 
tives, and 2 years ago he strengthened 
committees, made operations trans- 
parent, and ended earmarks. 

Today, our families need tax reform, 
immigration reform, and reforms to 
protect Social Security and Medicare. 
What does he advise? Don’t kick the 
can down the road. This is our moment 
to set the country on a solid course 
and, most importantly, to do what is 
good and right for America. That is 
solid advice from a great man. 

So it is with great optimism and 
hope for the great work that we can ac- 
complish together that, as chair of the 
Republican Conference—on a unani- 
mous vote of the conference—I present 
for election to the Office of the Speak- 
er of the House of Representatives for 
the 113th Congress the name of the 
Honorable JOHN A. BOEHNER. 

The CLERK. The Clerk now recog- 
nizes the gentleman from California 
(Mr. BECERRA). 

Mr. BECERRA. Madam Clerk, this is 
the people’s House, and every 2 years 
the populace of this country gives 
those duly-elected Representatives of 
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the people an opportunity to decide 
who will lead here in the Chamber of 
the people’s House. 

It is a solemn task. It is one that re- 
quires vision; it requires the ability to 
reach across the aisle; and it certainly 
requires someone who has deep prin- 
ciples. Someone who has shown the ex- 
perience and has proven herself as a 
leader of the people and someone wor- 
thy to hold the gavel here in the peo- 
ple’s House is the person I have the 
honor of putting forward today for 
Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

I am tasked, as chairman of the 
Democratic Caucus, through the vote 
of that caucus, to present for election 
to the Office of Speaker of the House of 
Representatives to the 118th Congress 
the name of the Right Honorable 
NANCY PELOSI, a Representative for the 
people, duly elected from the State of 
California. 

The CLERK. The names of the Hon- 
orable JOHN A. BOEHNER, a Representa- 
tive-elect from the State of Ohio, and 
the Honorable NANCY PELOSI, a Rep- 
resentative-elect from the State of 
California, have been placed in nomina- 
tion. 

Are there further nominations? 

There being no further nominations, 
the Clerk appoints the following tell- 
ers: 

The gentlewoman from Michigan 
(Mrs. MILLER); 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. BRADY); 

The gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. 
KAPTUR); and 

The gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN). 

The tellers will come forward and 
take their seats at the desk in front of 
the Speaker’s rostrum. 

The roll now will be called, and those 
responding to their names will indicate 
by surname the nominee of their choos- 
ing. 

The Reading Clerk will now call the 
roll. 

The tellers having taken their places, 
the House proceeded to vote for the 
Speaker. 

The following is the result of the 
vote: 


[Roll No. 2] 

BOEHNER—220 
Aderholt Buchanan Cotton 
Alexander Bucshon Cramer 
Amodei Burgess Crawford 
Bachmann Calvert Crenshaw 
Bachus Camp Culberson 
Barletta Campbell Daines 
Barr Cantor Davis, Rodney 
Barton Capito Denham 
Benishek Carter Dent 
Bentivolio Cassidy DeSantis 
Bilirakis Chabot DesJarlais 
Bishop (UT) Chaffetz Diaz-Balart 
Black Coble Duffy 
Blackburn Coffman Duncan (SC) 
Bonner Cole Duncan (TN) 
Boustany Collins (GA) Ellmers 
Brady (TX) Collins (NY) Emerson 
Brooks (AL) Conaway Farenthold 
Brooks (IN) Cook Fincher 


Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 

Hall 

Hanna 
Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurt 

Issa 

Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 

Joyce 

Kelly 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 


Andrews 
Barber 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 


Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 


PELOSI—192 


Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 

Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 


Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Markey 
Matsui 
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McCarthy (NY) Pingree (ME) Sires 
McCollum Pocan Slaughter 
McDermott Polis Smith (WA) 
McGovern Price (NC) Speier 
McNerney Quigley Swalwell (CA) 
Meeks Rahall Takano 
Meng Rangel Thompson (CA) 
Michaud Richmond Thompson (MS) 
Miller, George Ruiz Tierney 
Moore Ruppersberger Titus 
Moran Rush Tonko 
Murphy (FL) Ryan (OH) Tsongas 
Nadler Sanchez, Linda Van Hollen 
Napolitano T, v 
Neal Sanchez, Loretta argas 
Negrete McLeod Sarbanes Veasey 
Nolan Schakowsky Vela 
O'Rourke Schiff Velázquez 
Owens Schneider Visclosky 
Pallone Schrader Walz 
Pascrell Schwartz Wasserman 
Pastor (AZ) Scott (VA) Schultz 
Payne Scott, David Waters 
Pelosi Serrano Watt 
Perlmutter Sewell (AL) Waxman 
Peters (CA) Shea-Porter Welch 
Peters (MI) Sherman Wilson (FL) 
Peterson Sinema Yarmuth 
CANTOR—3 
Bridenstine Pearce Yoho 
ALLEN WEST—2 
Broun (GA) Gohmert 
COOPER—2 
Lipinski McIntyre 
LEWIS—1 
Barrow 
JORDAN—1 
Huelskamp 
COLIN POWELL—1 
Cooper 
LABRADOR—1 
Amash 
AMASH—1 
Massie 
DINGELL—1 
Matheson 
DAVID WALKER—1 
Jones 
PRESENT—1 
Stockman 
NOT VOTING—6 
Blumenauer Labrador Mulvaney 
Boehner Lewis Roybal-Allard 
1338 


The CLERK. The tellers agree in 


their tallies that the total number of 
votes cast is 426, of which the Honor- 
able JOHN A. BOEHNER of the State of 
Ohio has received 220 votes, and the 
Honorable NANCY PELOSI of the State 
of California has received 192 votes, the 
Honorable RAUL LABRADOR of the State 
of Idaho has received 1, the Honorable 
JOHN LEWIS of the State of Georgia has 
received 1, the Honorable ERIC CANTOR 
of the State of Virginia has received 3, 
the Honorable ALLEN WEST has re- 
ceived 2, Colin Powell has received 1, 
the Honorable JIM JORDAN of the State 
of Ohio has received 1, David Walker 
has received 1, the Honorable JIM Coo- 
PER of the State of Tennessee has re- 
ceived 2, the Honorable JUSTIN AMASH 
of the State of Michigan has received 1, 
the Honorable JOHN DINGELL of the 
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State of Michigan has received 1, with 
1 recorded as ‘‘present.’’ 

Therefore, the Honorable JOHN A. 
BOEHNER of the State of Ohio, having 
received a majority of the votes cast, is 
duly elected Speaker of the House of 
Representatives for the 113th Congress. 

The Clerk appoints the following 
committee to escort the Speaker-elect 
to the chair: 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
CANTOR) 

The gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. PELOSI) 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
McCARTHY) 

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER) 

The gentlewoman from Washington 
(Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS) 

The gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. CLYBURN) 

The gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
WALDEN) 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
BECERRA) 

The gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
LANKFORD) 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
CROWLEY) 

The gentlewoman from Kansas (Ms. 
JENKINS) 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ISRAEL) 

The gentlewoman from North Caro- 
lina (Ms. Foxx) 

The gentlewoman from Connecticut 
(Ms. DELAURO) 

The gentlewoman 
(Mrs. WAGNER) 

The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
ANDREWS) 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. SES- 
SIONS) 

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN) 

The gentleman from [Illinois (Mr. 
ROSKAM) 

The gentlewoman from New Mexico 
(Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM) 

And the Members of the Ohio delega- 
tion: 

Ms. KAPTUR 
Mr. TIBERI 
Mr. RYAN 

Mr. TURNER 
Mr. LATTA 
Mr. JORDAN 
Ms. FUDGE 
Mr. CHABOT 
Mr. GIBBS 

Mr. JOHNSON 
Mr. RENACCI 
Mr. STIVERS 
Mrs. BEATTY 
Mr. JOYCE, and 
Mr. WENSTRUP 

The committee will retire from the 
Chamber to escort the Speaker-elect to 
the chair. 

The Sergeant at Arms announced the 
Speaker-elect of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the 113th Congress, who 
was escorted to the chair by the Com- 
mittee of Escort. 


from Missouri 
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Ms. PELOSI. To my fellow Members 
of the House of Representatives, it is a 
high honor to welcome you to the 113th 
Congress. 

To our newest Members of Congress, 
it is a special privilege and honor to 
welcome you and your families and ex- 
tend congratulations to the newest 
Members of Congress. Welcome. 

To reach this day, each of us has 
been strengthened by our faith and our 
families. With a full and grateful heart, 
I want to thank my family: my hus- 
band of 49 years, Paul Pelosi; our chil- 
dren, Nancy Corinne, Christine, Jac- 
queline, Paul, and Alexandra; and our 
grandchildren who are represented here 
today by our granddaughter, Mad- 
eleine. And I have to include the 
D’Alesandro family of Baltimore in 
that gratitude, as well. 

I must thank my constituents in San 
Francisco for giving me the privilege of 
representing that beautiful and diverse 
city in the Congress of the United 
States. 

Each of us here today is truly a rep- 
resentative, a representative in the 
truest sense of the word: to represent 
the highest hopes and aspirations of 
the American people. 

On New Year’s Eve, some of you, a 
large number of Members of Congress, 
joined hundreds of people at the Na- 
tional Archives building where we ob- 
served, at midnight, the 150th anniver- 
sary of the signing of the HEmanci- 
pation Proclamation. 

At midnight, there was an enactment 
of Harriet Tubman ringing the bell. 
And as she rang the bell, she said, 
“Now we are free.” It was quite an in- 
credible moment, and it was one that 
ushered in what President Lincoln 
would call a ‘‘new birth of freedom” for 
his era and for generations to come. 

That transformative moment in our 
history is a reminder of the best tradi- 
tions we have as a people: the ability 
and obligation of each generation of 
Americans to renew the promise of our 
Founders and to carry forward the 
torch of progress to reignite the Amer- 
ican Dream. 

This is who we are as Americans. 
This is the character of our country. 
This is the strength of our democracy. 
The strength of our democracy rests in 
a strong and thriving middle class, the 
backbone of our democracy that mid- 
dle class is, so we have a moral impera- 
tive to invest in good-paying jobs here 
at home and in the prosperity of our 
people as we build our infrastructure 
and we reduce the deficit. 

We must ensure that innovation rests 
at the heart of our success, that we re- 
main first in science, technology, engi- 
neering and energy, and that we edu- 
cate and prepare our young people for 
the opportunities of tomorrow. And 
when we make it in America, all of 
America’s families can make it in 
America. 

The strength of our democracy also 
demands that we restore the confidence 
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of the American people in our political 
process. We must empower the voters, 
and we must remove obstacles of par- 
ticipation in our democracy for all 
Americans. We must increase the level 
of civility and reduce the role of money 
in our elections. When we do, we will 
elect more women, more minorities, 
and more young people to public office. 
And that’s a good thing. 

The American people are what make 
our country great. By and large, the 
United States is a Nation of immi- 
grants, built, enriched, and strength- 
ened by men, women, and children who 
share our patriotism and seek the 
American Dream. The strength of our 
democracy will be advanced by bold ac- 
tions for comprehensive immigration 
reform. 

Today, we take an oath to protect 
and defend our Constitution, our peo- 
ple, and our freedom. To protect and 
defend, that is our first responsibility. 
And our democracy requires that we 
each uphold the duty of keeping Ameri- 
cans safe in their homes, in their 
schools, and in their neighborhoods. 

As we mourn the families of New- 
town, we know that ensuring the safety 
of all Americans will be a truly mean- 
ingful tribute to the children and 
teachers of Sandy Hook Elementary 
School. For the strength of our democ- 
racy and for the sake of our children, 
let us work together to protect and de- 
fend all of our people. 

In the same year that President Lin- 
coln issued the Emancipation Procla- 
mation, the Statue of Freedom was un- 
veiled atop the Capitol Dome. And that 
dome continues to be a beacon of free- 
dom to the world and a source of inspi- 
ration for all who have had the honor 
to serve in Congress. 

As we take our oath of office today, 
let us renew the promise of freedom. 
Let us work in friendship and partner- 
ship to live up to the legacy of our 
Founders and the aspirations of our 
constituents. Let us renew the strength 
of our democracy by reigniting the 
American Dream. 

As we celebrate this moment, let us 
honor and thank those Americans who 
protect our democracy and secure our 
freedom: our veterans, our men and 
women in uniform and their families 
wherever they go. God bless them. God 
bless America. Thank you all. 

Now the House will continue to be 
led by a proud son of Ohio, a man of 
conviction and a public servant of re- 
solve. Speaker BOEHNER is a leader who 
has earned the confidence of his con- 
ference and the respect of his col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle. 

He is a man of faith: faith in God, 
faith in our country, and faith in his 
family. And as we congratulate him, 
we also congratulate and thank his 
wife, Debbie, and their two daughters, 
Lindsay and Trisha, and the entire 
Boehner family. 

Speaker BOEHNER, I know all too well 
that we will not always agree, but I 
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hope with all my heart that we will 
find common ground that is a higher, 
better place for our country. 


1400 


Surely we can be touched by the bet- 
ter angels of our nature. Surely we can 
be touched by the better angels of our 
nature. So beautifully expressed by 
President Lincoln. 

This is the people’s House; this is the 
people’s gavel. It represents a sacred 
trust. May we all fulfill that trust and 
make real the ideals of democratic gov- 
ernment. 

With respect for our Constitution, 
with faith in the American people, with 
hope for the future of our country, I 
present the people’s gavel to the 
Speaker of the House, JOHN BOEHNER. 
May God bless you. 

May God bless you, Speaker BOEH- 
NER. May God bless this Congress. May 
God always bless the United States of 
America. 

My colleagues, the Speaker of the 
House, JOHN BOEHNER. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Leader PELOSI, thank 
you for your kind words. 

Members of the House, the Senate, 
my wife Debbie, who is with us today— 
thankfully the girls are working—and 
all of you and our fellow countrymen, 
we meet again at democracy’s great 
port of call. 

Every 2 years, at this hour, the Con- 
stitution brings a new order to this 
House, and it’s an interlude for reflec- 
tion, a glimpse of old truths. To our 
new Members and their families, let me 
just say ‘‘welcome.’’ 

I know you're feeling a bit awestruck 
at this moment. History runs through 
this building. Now you’re among a se- 
lect few to share in this privilege. For 
those of you who are returning, who’ve 
walked these aisles before, maybe it’s 
time we get a little awestruck again. 

The way our Founders envisioned it, 
the Republic would be led by citizens 
who recognize the blessings that we re- 
ceive by governing ourselves, and it re- 
quires that we give something of our- 
selves. Everything depended on this. So 
they made each other and their succes- 
sors swear an oath of allegiance. 

In a few moments, I’ll take this oath 
for the 12th time as the representative 
from the Highth District of Ohio. It is 
word for word the same oath that we 
all take. Note that it makes no men- 
tion of party or faction or title. It con- 
tains no reference to agendas or to 
platforms, only to the Constitution. 
The one addition we dare make, as 
George Washington did at the very 
first inaugural, is to invoke the assist- 
ance of our Heavenly Father. 

This covenant makes us servants of 
posterity. It calls us to refuse the pull 
of passing interest and follow the fixed 
star of a more perfect union. Put sim- 
ply, we’re sent here not to be some- 
thing, but to do something. Or as I like 
to call it, “doing the right thing.” 
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It’s a big job, and it comes with big 
challenges. Our government has built 
up too much debt. Our economy is not 
producing enough jobs. And these are 
not separate problems. At $16 trillion 
and rising, our national debt is drain- 
ing free enterprise and weakening the 
ship of state. The American Dream is 
in peril so long as its namesake is 
weighed down by this anchor of debt. 
Break its hold, and we begin to set our 
economy free, jobs will come home, 
and confidence will come back. We do 
this not just to boost GDP or reduce 
unemployment, but to secure for our 
children a future of freedom and oppor- 
tunity, and, frankly, nothing is more 
important. 

As Washington wrote in his farewell 
address, ‘‘We should not throw upon 
posterity the burden which we our- 
selves ought to bear.” Well, that bur- 
den is ours, and so is the opportunity. 

There’s no substitute for the wisdom 
of the people. We here are their serv- 
ants. As Speaker, I pledge to listen and 
to do all I can to help all of you carry 
out your oath of office that we’re all 
about to take. Because in our hearts 
we know it’s wrong to pass this debt on 
to our kids and our grandkids. Now, we 
have to be willing, truly willing to 
make this problem right. 

Public service was never meant to be 
an easy living. Extraordinary chal- 
lenges demand extraordinary leader- 
ship. So if you’ve come here to see your 
name in the lights or to pass off a po- 
litical victory as some accomplish- 
ment, you’ve come to the wrong place. 
The door is right behind you. If you 
come here humbled by the opportunity 
to serve, if you’ve come here to be the 
determined voice of the people, if 
you’ve come here to carry the standard 
of leadership demanded not by our con- 
stituents but by the times, then you’ve 
come to the right place. 

There is a time for every purpose 
under Heaven. For the 113th Congress, 
it is a time to rise. When the day is 
over and the verdict is read, maybe it’s 
said that we well and faithfully did our 
duty to ensure that freedom will en- 
dure and prevail, so help us God. 

I am now ready to take the oath of 
office. 

I ask the Dean of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the Honorable JOHN D. 
DINGELL of Michigan, to administer the 
oath of office. 

Mr. DINGELL then administered the 
oath of office to Mr. BOEHNER of Ohio, 
as follows: 

Do you solemnly swear or affirm that you 
will support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, for- 
eign and domestic; that you will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the same; that you 
take this obligation freely, without any 
mental reservation or purpose of evasion; 
and that you will well and faithfully dis- 
charge the duties of the office on which you 
are about to enter, so help you God. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 

Mr. DINGELL. Congratulations, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS 


The SPEAKER. According to prece- 
dent, the Chair will swear in the Mem- 
bers-elect en masse. 

The Members-elect will rise and raise 
their right hands. 

The Members-elect rose, and the 
Speaker administered the oath of office 
to them as follows: 

Do you solemnly swear or affirm that you 
will support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, for- 
eign and domestic; that you will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the same; that you 
take this obligation freely, without any 
mental reservation or purpose of evasion; 
and that you will well and faithfully dis- 
charge the duties of the office on which you 
are about to enter, so help you God. 

The SPEAKER. Congratulations, you 
are now Members of the 113th Congress. 


EE 


MAJORITY LEADER 


Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, as chair of the Republican 
Conference, I am directed by that con- 
ference to notify the House officially 
that the Republican Members have se- 
lected as majority leader the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, the Honorable 
ERIC CANTOR. 


EE 
MINORITY LEADER 


Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, as 
chairman of the Democratic Caucus, I 
have been directed to report to the 
House that the Democratic Members 
have selected as minority leader the 
gentlewoman from California, the Hon- 
orable NANCY PELOSI. 


—— 


MAJORITY WHIP 


Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, as chair of the Republican 
Conference, I am directed by that con- 
ference to notify the House officially 
that the Republican Members have se- 
lected as majority whip the gentleman 
from California, the Honorable KEVIN 
MCCARTHY. 


-—a 


MINORITY WHIP AND ASSISTANT 
DEMOCRATIC LEADER 


Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, as 
chairman of the Democratic Caucus, I 
have been directed to report to the 
House that the Democratic Members 
have selected as minority whip the 
gentleman from Maryland, the Honor- 
able STENY HOYER, and as assistant 
Democratic leader, the gentleman from 
South Carolina, the Honorable JAMES 
CLYBURN. 


u 


ELECTING OFFICERS OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer a privileged resolution 
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and ask for its immediate consider- 
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 1 

Resolved That Karen L. Haas of the State of 
Maryland; be, and is hereby, chosen Clerk of 
the House of Representatives; 

That Paul D. Irving of the State of Florida 
be, and is hereby, chosen Sergeant at Arms 
of the House of Representatives; 

That Daniel J. Strodel of the District of 
Columbia be, and is hereby, chosen Chief ad- 
ministrative Officer of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and 

That Father Patrick J. Conroy of the 
State of Oregon, be, and is hereby, chosen 
Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. BECERRA) for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. BECERRA. I thank the gentle- 
lady for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment to 
the resolution, but before offering the 
amendment, I request that there be a 
division of the question on the resolu- 
tion so that we may have a separate 
vote on the Chaplain. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be 
divided. 

The question is on agreeing to that 
portion of the resolution providing for 
the election of the Chaplain. 

That portion of the resolution was 
agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BECERRA 

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
an amendment to the remainder of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BECERRA: 

That Catlin W. O’Neill of the District of 
Columbia be, and is hereby, chosen Clerk of 
the House of Representatives; 

That Diane Dewhirst of the District of Co- 
lumbia be, and is hereby, chosen Sergeant at 
Arms of the House of Representatives; and 

That Richard Meltzer of the State of Illi- 
nois be, and is hereby, chosen Chief Adminis- 
trative Officer of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the remainder of the resolution offered 
by the gentlewoman from Washington. 

The remainder of the resolution was 
agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now 
swear in the officers of the House. 

The officers presented themselves in 
the well of the House and took the oath 
of office as follows: 

Do you solemnly swear or affirm that you 
will support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, for- 
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eign and domestic; that you will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the same; that you 
take this obligation freely, without any 
mental reservation or purpose of evasion; 
and that you will well and faithfully dis- 
charge the duties of the office on which you 
are about to enter, so help you God. 
The SPEAKER. Congratulations. 


EE 


TO INFORM THE SENATE THAT A 
QUORUM OF THE HOUSE HAS AS- 
SEMBLED AND OF THE ELEC- 
TION OF THE SPEAKER AND THE 
CLERK 


Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. REs. 2 

Resolved, That the Senate be informed that 
a quorum of the House of Representatives 
has assembled; that John A. Boehner, a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Ohio, has been 
elected Speaker; and that Karen L. Haas, a 
citizen of the State of Maryland, has been 
elected Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives of the One Hundred Thirteenth Con- 
gress. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ES 


AUTHORIZING THE SPEAKER TO 
APPOINT A COMMITTEE TO NO- 
TIFY THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
ASSEMBLY OF THE CONGRESS 


Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 3 

Resolved, That a committee of two Mem- 
bers be appointed by the Speaker on the part 
of the House of Representatives to join with 
a committee on the part of the Senate to no- 
tify the President of the United States that 
a quorum of each House has assembled and 
Congress is ready to receive any communica- 
tion that he may be pleased to make. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO IN- 
FORM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
ELECTION OF THE SPEAKER AND 
THE CLERK 


Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 


H. RES. 4 


Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to 
inform the President of the United States 
that the House of Representatives has elect- 
ed John A. Boehner, a Representative from 
the State of Ohio as Speaker, and Karen L. 
Haas, a citizen of the State of Maryland as 
Clerk, of the House of Representatives of the 
One Hundred Thirteenth Congress. 
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The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


SE 


RULES OF THE HOUSE 


Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 5 


Resolved, That the Rules of the House of 
Representatives of the One Hundred Twelfth 
Congress, including applicable provisions of 
law or concurrent resolution that con- 
stituted rules of the House at the end of the 
One Hundred Twelfth Congress, are adopted 
as the Rules of the House of Representatives 
of the One Hundred Thirteenth Congress, 
with amendments to the standing rules as 
provided in section 2, and with other orders 
as provided in sections 3, 4, and 5. 

SEC. 2. CHANGES TO THE STANDING RULES. 

(a) COMMITTEE ACTIVITY REPORTS.—In 
clause 1(d) of rule XI— 

(1) in subparagraph (1), strike ‘“‘the 30th 
day after June 1 and December 1” and insert 
“January 2 of each year” and strike ‘‘semi- 
annual’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (2)(B), insert ‘‘in each 
Congress” after ‘‘first such report”; and 

(3) in subparagraph (8), strike ‘‘second or 
fourth semiannual”. 

(b) VOTING.— 

(1) In clause 6 of rule XVIII— 

(A) in subparagraph (b)(8), strike ‘‘five 
minutes” and insert ‘‘not less than two min- 
utes”; and 

(B) amend paragraph (g) to read as follows: 

“(g) The Chair may postpone a request for 
a recorded vote on any amendment. The 
Chair may resume proceedings on a post- 
poned request at any time. The Chair may 
reduce to not less than two minutes the min- 
imum time for electronic voting— 

“(1) on any postponed question that fol- 
lows another electronic vote without inter- 
vening business, provided that the minimum 
time for electronic voting on the first in any 
series of questions shall be 15 minutes; or 

“(2) on any postponed question taken with- 
out intervening debate or motion after the 
Committee of the Whole resumes its sitting 
if in the discretion of the Chair Members 
would be afforded an adequate opportunity 
to vote.’’. 

(2) In rule XX— 

(A) amend clause 8(c) to read as follows: 

“(c) The Speaker may reduce to five min- 
utes the minimum time for electronic voting 
on a question postponed under this clause, or 
on a question incidental thereto, that— 

“(1) follows another electronic vote with- 
out intervening business, so long as the min- 
imum time for electronic voting on the first 
in any series of questions is 15 minutes; or 

‘(2) follows a report from the Committee 
of the Whole without intervening debate or 
motion if in the discretion of the Speaker 
Members would be afforded an adequate op- 
portunity to vote.’’; and 

(B) amend clause 9 to read as follows: 

“9. The Speaker may reduce to five min- 
utes the minimum time for electronic vot- 
ing— 

“(a) on any question arising without inter- 
vening business after an electronic vote on 
another question if notice of possible five- 
minute voting for a given series of votes was 
issued before the preceding electronic vote; 

‘“(b) on any question arising after a report 
from the Committee of the Whole without 
debate or intervening motion; or 
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“(c) on the question of adoption of a mo- 
tion to recommit (or ordering the previous 
question thereon) arising without inter- 
vening motion or debate other than debate 
on the motion.’’. 

(c) CLARIFICATIONS IN RULE X.—In clause 1 
of rule X— 

(1) in paragraph (j)(2), strike ‘‘Organization 
and administration” and insert ‘‘Organiza- 
tion, administration, and general manage- 
ment’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (m)(9), strike ‘‘Insular pos- 
sessions” and insert ‘‘Insular areas”. 

(d) MODIFICATION OF THE RAMSEYER RULE.— 
In clause 3(e)(1)(B) of rule XIII, insert ‘‘and 
adjacent provisions if useful to enable the in- 
tent and effect of the amendment to be clear- 
ly understood,” before “showing”. 

(e) CHANGES TO THE CODE OF CONDUCT AND 
THE COMMITTEE ON ETHICS.— 

(1) In clause 3(b)(8) of rule XI— 

(A) amend subdivision (A)(ii) to read as fol- 
lows: 

‘“(ii) upon the day of such decision or vote, 
make a public statement that the matter, re- 
lating to the referral made by the board of 
the Office of Congressional Ethics regarding 
the Member, officer, or employee of the 
House who is the subject of the applicable re- 
ferral, has been extended.’’; and 

(B) in subdivision (B)(ii)— 

(i) strike ‘‘the committee votes to extend 
the matter” and insert “the matter is ex- 
tended”; and 

(ii) strike “the committee has voted to ex- 
tend the matter” and insert “the matter has 
been extended”. 

(2) In clause 8(c) of rule XXITI— 

(A) strike ‘‘spouse’’ in each place it ap- 
pears and insert (in each instance) “‘rel- 
ative’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (2), strike ‘‘One Hun- 
dred Seventh Congress” and insert ‘‘One 
Hundred Thirteenth Congress”; and 

(C) add the following new subparagraph: 

“(3) As used in this paragraph, the term 
‘relative’ means an individual who is related 
to the Member, Delegate, or Resident Com- 
missioner as father, mother, son, daughter, 
brother, sister, uncle, aunt, first cousin, 
nephew, niece, husband, wife, father-in-law, 
mother-in-law, son-in-law, daughter-in-law, 
brother-in-law, sister-in-law, stepfather, 
stepmother, stepson, stepdaughter, step- 
brother, stepsister, half brother, half sister, 
grandson, or granddaughter.’’. 

(3) In clause 13 of rule XXIII, strike ‘‘Cop- 
ies of the executed oath (or affirmation) 
shall be retained by the Clerk as part of the 
records of the House.” and insert ‘‘Copies of 
the executed oath (or affirmation) shall be 
retained as part of the records of the House, 
in the case of a Member, Delegate, or the 
Resident Commissioner, by the Clerk, and in 
the case of an officer or employee of the 
House, by the Sergeant-at-Arms.’’. 

(4) In clause 15 of rule XXIII— 

(A) in paragraph (a), strike ‘‘paragraph 
(b)”’ and insert ‘‘paragraphs (b) and (c)’’ ; 

(B) in paragraph (b)— 

(i) amend subparagraph (3) to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(3) the flight consists of the personal use 
of an aircraft by a Member, Delegate, or the 
Resident Commissioner that is supplied by— 

“(A) an individual on the basis of personal 
friendship; or 

“(B) another Member, 
Resident Commissioner;”’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (4), strike the period 
and insert ‘‘; or’’; and 

(iii) add the following: 

“(5) the owner or operator of the aircraft is 
paid a pro rata share of the fair market 


Delegate, or the 
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value of the normal and usual charter fare or 
rental charge for a comparable plane of com- 
parable size as determined by dividing such 
cost by the number of Members, Delegates, 
or the Resident Commissioner, officers, or 
employees of Congress on the flight.’’; and 

(C) redesignate paragraph (c) as paragraph 
(d) and insert after paragraph (b) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(c) An advance written request for a waiv- 
er of the restriction in paragraph (a) may be 
granted jointly by the chair and ranking mi- 
nority member of the Committee on Ethics, 
subject to such conditions as they may pre- 
scribe.’’. 

(f) TECHNICAL AND CLARIFYING CHANGES.— 

(1) In clause 12(b)(2) of rule I, strike ‘‘Chair 
of the Committee of the Whole” and insert 
“chair of the Committee of the Whole”. 

(2) In clause 6(c)(4) of rule II, before ‘‘the 
Committee on House Administration” insert 
“the Committee on Appropriations and”. 

(3) In rule V— 

(A) in clause 1, strike ‘‘telecommuni- 
cations” each place it appears and insert (in 
each instance) “communications”; 

(B) in clause 2(a), strike ‘‘recording of the 
proceedings”? and insert ‘‘recording of the 
floor proceedings”; and 

(C) in clause 2(c)(1), strike ‘‘political pur- 
pose”? and insert ‘‘partisan political cam- 
paign purpose”. 

(4) In clause 2(b) of rule XI, strike ‘‘unless 
otherwise provided by written rule adopted 
by the committee” and insert ‘‘if notice is 
given pursuant to paragraph (g)(8)’’. 

(5) In clause 2(c)(2) of rule XI, before the 
last sentence, insert ‘‘Such notice shall also 
be made publicly available in electronic form 
and shall be deemed to satisfy paragraph 
(g)(3)(ANGi).”’. 

(6) In clause 2(e)(1)(A)(ii) of rule XI, strike 
“record vote is demanded”? and insert 
“record vote is taken”. 

(7) In clause 2(e)(2)(A) of rule XI, strike 
“all committee hearings, records, data, 
charts, and files” and insert ‘‘all committee 
records (including hearings, data, charts, and 
files)”. 

(8) In clause 2(1) of rule XI— 

(A) strike “that member shall be entitled” 
and insert ‘‘all members shall be entitled’’; 
and 

(B) strike ‘‘to file such views, in writing 
and signed by that member,” and insert ‘‘to 
file such written and signed views’’. 

(9) In clause 3(h) of rule XI— 

(A) strike ‘‘(h)(1)”’ and insert ‘‘(h)’’; and 

(B) redesignate subdivisions (A) and (B) as 
subparagraphs (1) and (2), respectively. 

(10) In clause 6(g) of rule XIII, strike ‘‘it 
shall (to the maximum extent possible) 
specify in the resolution the object of’? and 
insert ‘‘it shall to the maximum extent pos- 
sible specify in the accompanying report”. 

(11) In clause 2 of rule XV, strike ‘‘stand- 
ing” each place it appears. 

(12) In clause 6 of rule XV, add the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(d) Precedents, rulings, or procedures in 
effect before the One Hundred Eleventh Con- 
gress regarding the priority of business and 
the availability of other business on Wednes- 
day shall be applied only to the extent con- 
sistent with this clause.”’’. 

(13) In clause 5(c)(3)(B) of rule XX, after 
“Minority Leader” each place it appears in- 
sert (in each instance) ‘‘(or their respective 
designees)”. 

(14) In clause 8(a)(1) of rule XXII— 

(A) in subdivision (A), after “in the Con- 
gressional Record” insert ‘‘or pursuant to 
clause 3 of rule XXIX’’; and 

(B) in subdivision (B), before ‘‘copies’’ in- 
sert ‘‘printed or electronic”. 


January 3, 2018 


(15) In clause 2 of rule XXIV, strike 
“Clerk”? and insert ‘‘Chief Administrative 
Officer”. 

(16) In clause 1 of rule XXVI, strike the 
second sentence. 

SEC. 3. SEPARATE ORDERS. 

(a) INDEPENDENT PAYMENT ADVISORY 
BOARD.—Section 1899A(d) of the Social Secu- 
rity Act shall not apply in the One Hundred 
Thirteenth Congress. 

(b) BUDGET MATTERS.— 

(1) During the One Hundred Thirteenth 
Congress, references in section 306 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 to a resolu- 
tion shall be construed in the House of Rep- 
resentatives as references to a joint resolu- 
tion. 

(2) During the One Hundred Thirteenth 
Congress, in the case of a reported bill or 
joint resolution considered pursuant to a 
special order of business, a point of order 
under section 303 of the Congressional Budg- 
et Act of 1974 shall be determined on the 
basis of the text made in order as an original 
bill or joint resolution for the purpose of 
amendment or to the text on which the pre- 
vious question is ordered directly to passage, 
as the case may be. 

(3) During the One Hundred Thirteenth 
Congress, a provision in a bill or joint resolu- 
tion, or in an amendment thereto or a con- 
ference report thereon, that establishes pro- 
spectively for a Federal office or position a 
specified or minimum level of compensation 
to be funded by annual discretionary appro- 
priations shall not be considered as pro- 
viding new entitlement authority within the 
meaning of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974. 

(4)(A) During the One Hundred Thirteenth 
Congress, except as provided in subparagraph 
(C), a motion that the Committee of the 
Whole rise and report a bill to the House 
shall not be in order if the bill, as amended, 
exceeds an applicable allocation of new budg- 
et authority under section 302(b) of the Con- 
gressional Budget Act of 1974, as estimated 
by the Committee on the Budget. 

(B) If a point of order under subparagraph 
(A) is sustained, the Chair shall put the ques- 
tion: “Shall the Committee of the Whole rise 
and report the bill to the House with such 
amendments as may have been adopted not- 
withstanding that the bill exceeds its alloca- 
tion of new budget authority under section 
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974?”. Such question shall be debatable for 
10 minutes equally divided and controlled by 
a proponent of the question and an opponent 
but shall be decided without intervening mo- 
tion. 

(C) Subparagraph (A) shall not apply— 

(i) to a motion offered under clause 2(d) of 
rule XXI; or 

(ii) after disposition of a question under 
subparagraph (B) on a given bill. 

(D) If a question under subparagraph (B) is 
decided in the negative, no further amend- 
ment shall be in order except— 

(i) one proper amendment, which shall be 
debatable for 10 minutes equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an oppo- 
nent, shall not be subject to amendment, and 
shall not be subject to a demand for division 
of the question in the House or in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and 

(ii) pro forma amendments, if offered by 
the chair or ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Appropriations or their des- 
ignees, for the purpose of debate. 

(5) During the first session of the One Hun- 
dred Thirteenth Congress, pending the adop- 
tion of a concurrent resolution on the budget 
for fiscal year 2014, the provisions of House 
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Concurrent Resolution 112, One Hundred 
Twelfth Congress, as adopted by the House, 
shall have force and effect in the House as 
though Congress has adopted such concur- 
rent resolution, and the allocations of spend- 
ing authority printed in tables 11 and 12 of 
House Report 112-421 (One Hundred Twelfth 
Congress) shall be considered for all purposes 
in the House to be the allocations under sec- 
tion 302(a) of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974. 

(c) DETERMINATIONS FOR PAYGO ActTs.—In 
determining the budgetary effects of any leg- 
islation for the purposes of complying with 
the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010 (in- 
cluding the required designation in PAYGO 
Acts), the chair of the Committee on the 
Budget may make adjustments to take into 
account the exemptions and adjustments set 
forth in section 503(b)(1) of House Concurrent 
Resolution 112, One Hundred Twelfth Con- 
gress. 

(d) SPENDING REDUCTION AMENDMENTS IN 
APPROPRIATIONS BILLS.— 

(1) During the reading of a general appro- 
priation bill for amendment in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, it shall be in order to consider en 
bloc amendments proposing only to transfer 
appropriations from an object or objects in 
the bill to a spending reduction account. 
When considered en bloc under this para- 
graph, such amendments may amend por- 
tions of the bill not yet read for amendment 
(following disposition of any points of order 
against such portions) and are not subject to 
a demand for division of the question in the 
House or in the Committee of the Whole. 

(2) Except as provided in paragraph (1), it 
shall not be in order to consider an amend- 
ment to a spending reduction account in the 
House or in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

(8) It shall not be in order to consider an 
amendment to a general appropriation bill 
proposing a net increase in budget authority 
in the bill (unless considered en bloc with an- 
other amendment or amendments proposing 
an equal or greater decrease in such budget 
authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of rule 
XXI). 

(4) A point of order under clause 2(b) of 
rule XXI shall not apply to a spending reduc- 
tion account. 

(5) A general appropriation bill may not be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union unless it in- 
cludes a spending reduction account as the 
last section of the bill. An order to report a 
general appropriation bill to the House shall 
constitute authority for the chair of the 
Committee on Appropriations to add such a 
section to the bill or modify the figure con- 
tained therein. 

(6) For purposes of this subsection, the 
term ‘“‘spending reduction account”? means 
an account in a general appropriation bill 
that bears that caption and contains only a 
recitation of the amount by which an appli- 
cable allocation of new budget authority 
under section 302(b) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 exceeds the amount of 
new budget authority proposed by the bill. 

(e) ESTIMATES OF DIRECT SPENDING.— 

(1) It shall not be in order to consider any 
concurrent resolution on the budget, or 
amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, unless it contains a separate head- 
ing entitled ‘‘Direct Spending”, which shall 
include a category for ‘‘Means-Tested Direct 
Spending” and a category for ‘‘Nonmeans- 
Tested Direct Spending” and sets forth— 

(A) the average rate of growth for each cat- 
egory in the total amount of outlays during 
the 10-year period preceding the budget year; 
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(B) estimates for each such category under 
current law for the period covered by the 
concurrent resolution; and 

(C) information on proposed reforms in 
such categories. 

(2) Before the consideration of a concur- 
rent resolution on the budget by the Com- 
mittee on the Budget for a fiscal year, the 
chair of the Committee on the Budget shall 
submit for printing in the Congressional 
Record a description of programs which shall 
be considered means-tested direct spending 
and nonmeans-tested direct spending for pur- 
poses of this subsection. 

(f) CERTAIN SUBCOMMITTEES.—Notwith- 
standing clause 5(d) of rule X, during the One 
Hundred Thirteenth Congress— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services may 
have not more than seven subcommittees; 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Affairs may 
have not more than seven subcommittees; 
and 

(3) the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure may have not more than six 
subcommittees. 

(g) EXERCISE FACILITIES FOR FORMER MEM- 
BERS.—During the One Hundred Thirteenth 
Congress— 

(1) The House of Representatives may not 
provide access to any exercise facility which 
is made available exclusively to Members 
and former Members, officers and former of- 
ficers of the House of Representatives, and 
their spouses to any former Member, former 
officer, or spouse who is a lobbyist registered 
under the Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 or 
any successor statute or agent of a foreign 
principal as defined in clause 5 of rule XXV. 
For purposes of this section, the term ‘‘Mem- 
ber” includes a Delegate or Resident Com- 
missioner to the Congress. 

(2) The Committee on House Administra- 
tion shall promulgate regulations to carry 
out this subsection. 

(h) NUMBERING OF BILLS.—In the One Hun- 
dred Thirteenth Congress, the first 10 num- 
bers for bills (H.R. 1 through H.R. 10) shall be 
reserved for assignment by the Speaker and 
the second 10 numbers for bills (H.R. 11 
through H.R. 20) shall be reserved for assign- 
ment by the Minority Leader. 

(i) INCLUSION OF UNITED STATES CODE CITA- 
TIONS.—To the maximum extent practicable 
and consistent with established drafting con- 
ventions, an instruction in a bill or joint res- 
olution proposing to repeal or amend any 
law or part thereof not contained in a codi- 
fied title of the United States Code shall in- 
clude, if available, the applicable United 
States Code citation in parenthesis imme- 
diately following the designation of the mat- 
ter proposed to be repealed or amended. 

(j) DUPLICATION OF FEDERAL PROGRAMS.— 

(1) The chair of a committee may request 
that the General Accountability Office per- 
form a duplication analysis of any bill or 
joint resolution referred to that committee. 
Any such analysis shall assess whether, and 
the extent to which, the bill or joint resolu- 
tion creates a new Federal program, office, 
or initiative that duplicates or overlaps with 
any existing Federal program, office, or ini- 
tiative. 

(2) The report of a committee on a bill or 
joint resolution shall include a statement, as 
though under clause 3(c) of rule XIII, indi- 
cating whether any provision of the measure 
establishes or reauthorizes a program of the 
Federal Government known to be duplicative 
of another Federal program. The statement 
shall at a minimum explain whether— 

(A) any such program was included in any 
report from the Government Accountability 
Office to Congress pursuant to section 21 of 
Public Law 111-139; or 
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(B) the most recent Catalog of Federal Do- 
mestic Assistance, published pursuant to the 
Federal Program Information Act (Public 
Law 95-220, as amended by Public Law 98- 
169), identified other programs related to the 
program established or reauthorized by the 
measure. 

(k) DISCLOSURE OF DIRECTED RULE MAK- 
INGS.— 

(1) The report of a committee on a bill or 
joint resolution shall include a statement, as 
though under clause 3(c) of rule XIII, esti- 
mating the number of directed rule makings 
required by the measure. 

(2) For purposes of this subparagraph, the 
term ‘‘directed rule making’’ means a spe- 
cific rule making within the meaning of sec- 
tion 551 of title 5, United States Code, spe- 
cifically directed to be completed by a provi- 
sion in the measure, but does not include a 
grant of discretionary rule making author- 
ity. 

SEC. 4. COMMITTEES, COMMISSIONS, AND HOUSE 
OFFICES. 

(a) LITIGATION MATTERS.— 

(1) CONTINUING AUTHORITY FOR THE BIPAR- 
TISAN LEGAL ADVISORY GROUP.— 

(A) The House authorizes the Bipartisan 
Legal Advisory Group of the One Hundred 
Thirteenth Congress— 

(i) to act as successor in interest to the Bi- 
partisan Legal Advisory Group of the One 
Hundred Twelfth Congress with respect to 
civil actions in which it intervened in the 
One Hundred Twelfth Congress to defend the 
constitutionality of section 3 of the Defense 
of Marriage Act (1 U.S.C. 7) or related provi- 
sions of titles 10, 31, and 38, United States 
Code, including in the case of Windsor v. 
United States, 833 F. Supp.2d 394 (S.D.N.Y. 
June 6, 2012), aff'd, 699 F.3d 169 (2d Cir. Oct. 
18, 2012), cert. granted, No. 12-307 (Dec. 7, 
2012), cert. pending No. 12-63 (July 16, 2012) 
and 12-785 (Dec. 28, 2012); 

(ii) to take such steps as may be appro- 
priate to ensure continuation of such civil 
actions; and 

(iii) to intervene in other cases that in- 
volve a challenge to the constitutionality of 
section 3 of the Defense of Marriage Act or 
related provisions of titles 10, 31, and 38, 
United States Code. 

(B) Pursuant to clause 8 of rule II, the Bi- 
partisan Legal Advisory Group continues to 
speak for, and articulate the institutional 
position of, the House in all litigation mat- 
ters in which it appears, including in Wind- 
sor v. United States. 

(2) CONTINUING AUTHORITIES FOR THE COM- 
MITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT RE- 
FORM AND THE OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL.— 

(A) The House authorizes— 

(i) the Committee on Oversight and Gov- 
ernment Reform of the One Hundred Thir- 
teenth Congress to act as the successor in in- 
terest to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform of the One Hundred 
Twelfth Congress with respect to the civil 
action Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, United States House of Rep- 
resentatives v. Eric H. Holder, Jr., in his offi- 
cial capacity as Attorney General of the 
United States, filed by the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform in the 
One Hundred Twelfth Congress pursuant to 
House Resolution 706; and 

(ii) the chair of the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform (when elect- 
ed), on behalf of the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform, and the Office of 
General Counsel to take such steps as may 
be appropriate to ensure continuation of 
such civil action, including amending the 
complaint as circumstances may warrant. 
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(B) The House authorizes the chair of the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform (when elected), on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
and until such committee has adopted rules 
pursuant to clause 2(a) of rule XI, to issue 
subpoenas related to the investigation into 
the United States Department of Justice op- 
eration known as ‘‘Fast and Furious” and re- 
lated matters. 

(C) The House authorizes the chair of the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform (when elected), on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form, and the Office of General Counsel to 
petition to join as a party to the civil action 
referenced in paragraph (1) any individual 
subpoenaed by the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform of the One Hundred 
Twelfth Congress as part of its investigation 
into the United States Department of Jus- 
tice operation known as “Fast and Furious” 
and related matters who failed to comply 
with such subpoena, or any successor to such 
individual. 

(D) The House authorizes the chair of the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform (when elected), on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form, and the Office of General Counsel, at 
the authorization of the Speaker after con- 
sultation with the Bipartisan Legal Advisory 
Group, to initiate judicial proceedings con- 
cerning the enforcement of subpoenas issued 
to such individuals. 

(b) HOUSE DEMOCRACY PARTNERSHIP.— 
House Resolution 24, One Hundred Tenth 
Congress, shall apply in the One Hundred 
Thirteenth Congress in the same manner as 
such resolution applied in the One Hundred 
Tenth Congress except that the commission 
concerned shall be known as the House De- 
mocracy Partnership. 

(c) ToM LANTOS HUMAN RIGHTS COMMIS- 
SION.—Sections 1 through 7 of House Resolu- 
tion 1451, One Hundred Tenth Congress, shall 
apply in the One Hundred Thirteenth Con- 
gress in the same manner as such provisions 
applied in the One Hundred Tenth Congress, 
except that— 

(1) the Tom Lantos Human Rights Com- 
mission may, in addition to collaborating 
closely with other professional staff mem- 
bers of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
collaborate closely with professional staff 
members of other relevant committees; and 

(2) the resources of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs which the Commission may use 
shall include all resources which the Com- 
mittee is authorized to obtain from other of- 
fices of the House of Representatives. 

(d) OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS.—Sec- 
tion 1 of House Resolution 895, One Hundred 
Tenth Congress, shall apply in the One Hun- 
dred Thirteenth Congress in the same man- 
ner as such provision applied in the One Hun- 
dred Tenth Congress, except that— 

(1) the Office of Congressional Ethics shall 
be treated as a standing committee of the 
House for purposes of section 202(i) of the 
Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 
U.S.C. 72a(i)); 

(2) references to the Committee on Stand- 
ards of Official Conduct shall be construed as 
references to the Committee on Ethics; 

(3) the second sentence of section 1(b)(6)(A) 
shall not apply; and 

(4) members subject to section 1(b)(6)(B) 
may be reappointed for a second additional 
term. 

(e) EMPANELING INVESTIGATIVE SUB- 
COMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS 
OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT.—The text of House 
Resolution 451, One Hundred Tenth Congress, 


shall apply in the One Hundred Thirteenth 
Congress in the same manner as such provi- 
sion applied in the One Hundred Tenth Con- 
gress. 

SEC. 5. ADDITIONAL ORDERS OF BUSINESS. 

(a) READING OF THE CONSTITUTION.—The 
Speaker may recognize a Member for the 
Reading of the Constitution on any legisla- 
tive day through January 15, 2013. 

(b) MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE RULES.—It 
shall be in order at any time on the legisla- 
tive day of January 4, 2018, for the Speaker 
to entertain motions that the House suspend 
the rules, as though under clause 1 of rule 
XV, relating to a measure addressing flood 
insurance. 

Mr. CANTOR (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution be considered as 
read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
TIBERI). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

MOTION TO REFER 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
offer a motion that is at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ms. Norton moves to refer the resolution 
to a select committee of five members, to be 
appointed by the Speaker, not more than 
three of whom shall be from the same polit- 
ical party, with instructions not to report 
back the same until it has conducted a full 
and complete study of, and made a deter- 
mination on, whether there is any reason to 
deny Delegates voting rights in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union in light of the decision of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in Michel v. Anderson (14 
F.3d 623 (D.C. Cir. 1994)) upholding the con- 
stitutionality of these voting rights, and the 
inclusion of such voting rights in the Rules 
for the 108rd, 110th and 111th Congresses. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
motion to table at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Cantor moves to lay on the table the 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on the motion to table. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 224, nays 
187, not voting 18, as follows: 


The 


The 


The 


[Roll No. 3] 

YEAS—224 
Aderholt Bilirakis Bucshon 
Alexander Bishop (UT) Burgess 
Amash Black Calvert 
Amodei Blackburn Camp 
Bachmann Bonner Campbell 
Bachus Boustany Cantor 
Barletta Bridenstine Capito 
Barr Brooks (AL) Carter 
Barton Brooks (IN) Cassidy 
Benishek Broun (GA) Chabot 
Bentivolio Buchanan Chaffetz 
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Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Guthrie 

Hall 

Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 


Andrews 
Barber 
Barrow 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
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Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radel 
Reed 
Reichert 


NAYS—187 


Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 

Farr 
Fattah 


Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 

Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
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Kildee Moran Schneider 
Kilmer Murphy (FL) Schwartz 
Kind Nadler Scott (VA) 
Kirkpatrick Napolitano Scott, David 
Kuster Neal Serrano 
Langevin Nolan Sewell (AL) 
Larsen (WA) O’Rourke Shea-Porter 
Larson (CT) Owens Sherman 
Lee (CA) Pallone Sinema 
Levin Pascrell Sires 
Lipinski Pastor (AZ) Slaughter 
Loebsack Payne Smith (WA) 
Lofgren Pelosi Speier 
Lowenthal Perlmutter Swalwell (CA) 
Lowey Peters (CA) Takano 
Lujan Grisham Peters (MI) Thompson (CA) 
(NM) Peterson Thompson (MS) 
Lujan, Ben Ray Pingree (ME) Tierney 
(NM) Pocan Titus 
Lynch Polis Tonko 
Maffei Price (NC) Tsongas 
Maloney, Quigley Vargas 
Carolyn Rahall Veasey 
Maloney, Sean Rangel Vela 
Markey Richmond Velazquez 
Matheson Ruiz Visclosky 
McCarthy (NY) Ruppersberger Walz 
McCollum Rush Wasserman 
McDermott Ryan (OH) Schultz 
McGovern Sanchez, Linda Waters 
McNerney T Watt 
Meeks Sanchez, Loretta Waxman 
Michaud Sarbanes Welch 
Miller, George Schakowsky Wilson (FL) 
Moore Schiff Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—18 
Bass Jones Mulvaney 
Brady (TX) Lucas Negrete McLeod 
Grijalva Matsui Perry 
Grimm McIntyre Rohrabacher 
Gutierrez Meadows Schrader 
Jeffries Meng Van Hollen 
1457 


Mr. CONYERS changed his vote from 
“yea” to “nay.” 

Mr. JOYCE changed his vote from 
“nay” to “yea.” 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 3 
| was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yea.” 

Mr. MULVANEY. Mr. Speaker, | missed roll- 
call No. 3 on January 3, 2013. | was with my 
family and unable to make it to the floor. Had 
| been present, | would have voted “yea.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
CAPITO). The gentleman from Virginia 
is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, I 
yield the hour to the gentleman from 
Texas, the chair of the Rules Com- 
mittee, Mr. SESSIONS, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that he be permitted to 
control that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gentle- 
woman from Rochester, New York (Ms. 
SLAUGHTER). During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

At this time, I yield 1 minute to the 
distinguished majority leader, the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 
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Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, it is a 
privilege to sponsor House Resolution 
5, the rules package for the 113th Con- 
gress. This rules package is straight- 
forward and builds upon the reforms 
and transparency implemented in the 
112th Congress to address job creation 
and the economy, control the growth of 
government, and limit wasteful spend- 
ing. 

We have incorporated a number of 
significant improvements, including a 
proposal from the chairman of the Re- 
publican Policy Committee, JAMES 
LANKFORD, the gentleman from Okla- 
homa, to identify duplicative programs 
and examine the usefulness of existing 
government programs. This will help 
ensure that hardworking taxpayers’ 
dollars are not wasted and that we re- 
main focused on making the Federal 
Government smarter and more effi- 
cient. 

Similarly, two proposals from the 
gentleman from Michigan, Congress- 
man JUSTIN AMASH, will improve trans- 
parency of the legislative process by 
making it easier to see how proposed 
legislation would interact with exist- 
ing law. Additional proposals from the 
Republican Study Committee chair- 
man, STEVE SCALISE, the gentleman 
from Louisiana, will help bring more 
transparency to the regulatory process. 

American families and small busi- 
nessmen and -women already suffer 
from too much red tape coming out of 
Washington. This proposal will ensure 
that the regulatory burden of any pro- 
posed bill is part of our deliberations. 

Under the current administration, 
Madam Speaker, we have also seen an 
explosion in spending for welfare pro- 
grams. For the first time, we will re- 
quire our annual budget resolutions in- 
clude information about the growth of 
means-tested and non-means-tested en- 
titlement programs. This important re- 
form will allow us to begin to respon- 
sibly control the growth of these wel- 
fare programs and ensure they can help 
those who need them most. 

I look forward to a productive 113th 
Congress where we can work together 
to produce results and make life work 
for more Americans. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
the customary 30 minutes and yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I want to begin by 
congratulating my colleague, Mr. SES- 
SIONS, on his new role as chair of the 
Rules Committee. I’ve worked with Mr. 
SESSIONS now for many years, and I 
look forward to working with him even 
more closely in the months and years 
to come. And we will welcome the new 
class of legislators, as well, today, and 
we go through the traditions and pro- 
cedures that have governed our Nation 
since Thomas Jefferson first wrote his 
manual. 

I’m pleased to welcome our newest 
colleagues and welcome back old 
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friends. It’s a great honor to be chosen 
by our fellow Americans to represent 
them in Congress. Our neighbors have 
placed their trust in us, and we must 
never take such an honor for granted. 
With this honor comes a solemn re- 
sponsibility. Starting today, we have 
the opportunity to move our Nation 
forward, and in the words of our Na- 
tion’s Founders provide for our com- 
mon defense, promote our general wel- 
fare, and secure the blessings of liberty 
for ourselves and for our posterity. 

Our work begins today, and one of 
the first orders of business is consid- 
ering the rules package for the incom- 
ing Congress. During the last Congress, 
we were promised an open and trans- 
parent process, but we unfortunately 
fell short. Under the majority’s leader- 
ship, more than one-third of the rules 
were completely closed, and at times 
brinksmanship endangered our econ- 
omy. 

Today provides an opportunity for 
the majority to put these behind them 
and govern in an open, collaborative, 
and bipartisan way; and we are willing 
to meet them every step of the way. 
With this goal in mind, though, of this 
Rules Committee, I must say that I 
look at it with a little bit of trepi- 
dation. The most troubling for me is 
the proposal to, once again, adopt the 
Ryan budget. Doing so will keep alive 
dangerous budget proposals, including 
the repeal of parts of the Affordable 
Care Act. 

In addition, today’s resolution makes 
it easier for Members of Congress to 
use private planes, and I’m puzzled by 
that. I don’t think Members should be 
flying around in corporate jets. And it 
continues the politically motivated 
campaign over the so-called Fast and 
Furious operation. To begin by loos- 
ening the ethics restrictions and ad- 
vancing politically motivated cam- 
paigns should not be the priorities of 
Congress. 

Finally, with today’s resolution, the 
majority continues their efforts to op- 
pose marriage equality before the 
courts. In an age where marriage 
equality is recognized by Americans 
across the country of plurality, this 
Chamber should not be using taxpayer 
money to be standing on the wrong 
side of history. 

We could start our new beginning by 
joining all the Democratic colleagues 
and me in finally reforming our broken 
election laws, and I know everyone 
wants to do that. In the years since the 
Supreme Court handed down its ruling 
in the Citizens United case, unlimited 
amounts of money from billionaires 
and hidden special interests have flood- 
ed our elections. Led by secret political 
spending that is hidden from public 
view, wealthy special interests have 
tried to buy our airwaves, to fund out- 
rageously expensive campaigns, and to 
launch dishonest political attacks to 
persuade the outcome of countless 
elections. 
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The Sunlight Foundation reports 
that during the 2012 election cycle 
alone, super PACs, as they are called, 
spent more than $620 million to affect 
the Federal elections. Nobody believes 
that corporations are people, and they 
should not be able to use unlimited 
amounts of money to influence our 
elections. 

At the end of this debate, my Demo- 
cratic colleagues and I will provide the 
House with an opportunity to consider 
a constitutional amendment to over- 
turn the flawed Citizens United deci- 
sion. If approved, this amendment 
would finally remove the unlimited 
and untracked political donations from 
our electoral system. 

In addition to addressing the uncon- 
trolled money in our political process, 
the Congress should be ensuring that 
every American citizen can easily exer- 
cise their right to vote. Voting is fun- 
damental to what it means to be an 
American; but in recent years, we’ve 
seen a concerted effort to discourage 
voters from casting a ballot. 

Under the cover of a cynical and un- 
truthful claim that voter fraud is a se- 
rious threat to our democracy, polit- 
ical operatives in States across the 
country have methodically advanced a 
number of discriminatory and dan- 
gerous pieces of legislation. Their 
methods range from enacting voter ID 
laws to reducing the number of voting 
machines in low-income neighbor- 
hoods. 

Unfortunately, these discriminatory 
practices have indeed made it harder 
for our citizens to vote. This past No- 
vember, there were numerous reports 
of voters being turned away from the 
polls. Many of those who did manage to 
vote had to wait in line for hours—and 
sometimes as many as 8 hours—before 
they could cast a ballot. It is clear as 
day that keeping people waiting in 
long lines is purely intended to make 
them give up and go home. 

Later today, my Democratic col- 
leagues and I will ask the House to 
bring to the floor the Streamlined and 
Improved Methods at Polling Locations 
and Early Voting Act, or SIMPLE Vot- 
ing Act. This legislation would guar- 
antee that no voter would have to wait 
more than 1 hour to cast their ballot 
and require that every polling station 
in the country have the resources it 
needs to run a smooth and fair elec- 
tion. 


1510 


When taken together, the over- 
whelming influence of money in poli- 
tics and the discriminatory attacks on 
Americans’ right to vote, they have 
distorted our electoral system and 
helped to create a broken legislative 
process that is failing to serve the 
American public. 

AS we open the 113th Congress, my 
colleagues and I stand ready to work 
with the majority on fixing our broken 
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electoral system and getting back to a 
bipartisan legislative process worthy of 
the citizens who sent us here. 

I couldn’t be happier or more honored 
to serve in the 113th Congress. I look 
forward to serving with all of my col- 
leagues, and it is my sincere hope that 
we’ll have an open, transparent, and bi- 
partisan House so that we can produce 
meaningful results for those whom we 
represent. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentlewoman from Rochester, New 
York. I look forward to our time where 
we will work together day and night, 
perhaps, with the committee that she 
will be the ranking member for and I 
will be the chairman of. 

I told the gentlewoman before today 
that it will be my hope and her hope 
that we will not only work for the bet- 
terment of the institution, but also the 
Members, to ensure that they stand a 
better chance to make sure that our 
committee, the Rules Committee, is 
one that we can both look at each 
other and know that we have done a 
job that would be fair and appropriate 
on behalf of the minority leader, the 
majority leader, and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and all of our 
Members. 

The rules package before us today 
will continue the effort by our Repub- 
lican majority to make the work of the 
House as open, transparent, and 
streamlined as possible. This work 
began in the 112th Congress under the 
leadership of former Chairman David 
Dreier. When a number of important 
reforms were implemented, David 
Dreier made sure that they worked. 
Today, we will continue the tradition 
of that transparency initiated by 
Chairman Dreier. The nonpartisan 
Sunlight Foundation recently praised 
our endeavors in that effort by saying: 

It is clear that the House has become a 
more transparent institution over the last 2 
years. 

The accolades there go to the gen- 
tleman from California, David Dreier. 
This body is wholeheartedly committed 
to advancing that reform process, and I 
am as its new chairman. 

Our work must begin and must al- 
ways be directed to accountability, to 
the people who granted us the privilege 
of serving in this body. But the impera- 
tive for accountability is never higher 
than when we face tough economic 
times, economic times that each of us 
bring to the floor because of the de- 
mand upon people that we represent. 
As our national debt skyrockets, our 
economy limps sluggishly along, and 
unemployment remains predictably 
high, the need for a fully transparent 
and accountable process in this institu- 
tion to help in that effort of unemploy- 
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ment in this country and to gain more 
jobs is one of the things which this 
Rules Committee and the work of the 
floor should be about. 

The rules package that we focus on 
today for the 118th Congress will help 
us to achieve that goal. It preserves 
the important reforms that we made in 
the previous Congress, while adding a 
few perfecting amendments and several 
other ideas. 

One such amendment in section 2 will 
help to streamline and expedite floor 
voting procedures. It is important to 
note, however, that these procedures 
are intended to be used to expedite con- 
sideration of questions of the House 
while ensuring that no Member is de- 
nied an adequate opportunity to vote. 

Section 2 also makes several im- 
provements and clarifications in the 
Congressional Code of Conduct in order 
to more efficiently hold each Member 
of this body accountable. For example, 
it expands the current nepotism rule to 
conform to current law and to add 
grandchildren to the rule, who are not 
currently covered under House rules or 
current law. This is a strongly held bi- 
partisan measure that has received 
praise from a number of transparency 
groups, including the Sunlight Founda- 
tion, as I mentioned at the outset. 

This rules package also amends the 
restrictions on the use of private air- 
craft contained in the Code of Conduct 
so as to harmonize House and Senate 
rules. These changes provide more 
flexibility to Members whose districts, 
including rural and remote locations, 
are not easily reached by car and do 
not have scheduled air service. They 
will also facilitate travel during ex- 
traordinary circumstances, such as in 
an emergency or in the aftermath of a 
natural disaster. At the same time, the 
revised rules keep in place safeguards 
to help ensure that such travel is fully 
consistent with House and ethics 
guidelines and rules. The new rules will 
simply ensure that Members pay a fair 
market rate for air travel, regardless of 
the type of aircraft that is used. 

Together, the amendments and the 
clarifications to the Code of Conduct 
contained in this resolution will better 
ensure that elective representatives, 
officials, and employees of the House 
can execute their official duties in an 
efficient, ethical, and transparent way. 

Section 3 of the rules package makes 
a number of separate orders. The most 
significant among them eliminates 
provisions contained in the Affordable 
Care Act that limit the ability of the 
House to respond to recommendations 
from the Independent Payment Advi- 


sory Board. 
Now, House Republicans have made 
it very clear that we oppose 


ObamaCare. We have acted repeatedly 
to repeal and to replace this controver- 
sial law. But regardless of where any 
Member may stand on this issue, the 
question of preserving the prerogative 
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of the House of Representatives to its 
work and its will without dispute or 
controversy must be achieved. 

Article I, section 5 of the Constitu- 
tion very clearly states that this body 
has the right and the responsibility to 
determine the rules of its proceedings. 
This provision will ensure that, as we 
proceed with the issue of health care 
reform, the ability of the House to re- 
spond to the Independent Payment Ad- 
visory Board is not abridged. 

Sections 3 and 4 go on to make a 
number of adjustments that enhance 
our budgetary process, preserve our 
oversight rules, and strengthen our 
ethics procedures. 

Finally, section 5 allows the Speaker 
to recognize Members for the reading 
of the Constitution on any legislative 
day through January 15, 2013. Every 
Member of this body has sworn an oath 
today to uphold and defend the Con- 
stitution of the United States. It is a 
very worthwhile endeavor to spend 
time in the first few days of this new 
Congress, and perhaps any Congress, to 
review the inspiring words of our Na- 
tion’s founding document. 

The rules package that I have just 
outlined for you will better enable each 
of us, as an institution, to perform our 
constitutional duties and obligations 
with integrity, transparency, and ac- 
countability, while streamlining its op- 
erations. Presenting this package to 
the House is my first official act as 
chairman of the Rules Committee for 
the 113th Congress, and I think it ex- 
emplifies our commitment to an open 
and deliberative process that empowers 
the majority to work its will while pre- 
serving the ability of individual Mem- 
bers, particularly those in the minor- 
ity, to present their ideas and engage 
in meaningful debate. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
rules package, and I will insert, for the 
RECORD, a section-by-section analysis 
of the resolution. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

H. RES. 5 
ADOPTING RULES FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS 
SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS 
Section 1. Resolved Clause. 

This section provides that the Rules of the 
112th Congress are the Rules of the 113th 
Congress, except with the amendments con- 
tained in section 2 of the resolution and or- 
ders contained in sections 8, 4, and 5. 

Section 2. Changes to the Standing Rules. 

Committee Activity Reports. Subsection (a) 
reduces the frequency of committee activity 
reports from four times per Congress to two 
times per Congress (once per Session). The 
process for filing end of session committee 
reports is also modified to allow filings 
through January 2nd of each year. 

Voting. Subsection (b) streamlines the vot- 
ing process for several specific instances in 
the House and the Committee of the Whole. 
Paragraph (1) authorizes the Chair to reduce 
the time from 5 minutes to not less than 2 
minutes for a vote after a quorum call in the 
Committee of the Whole, which is similar to 
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the Speaker’s current authority in the House 
to shorten votes following a quorum call. It 
also authorizes the Chair to reduce the time 
for voting on the first question arising with- 
out intervening debate or motion after the 
Committee of the Whole resumes its sitting. 
Paragraph (2) authorizes the Speaker to re- 
duce the time for voting on the first question 
arising without intervening debate or mo- 
tion after the Committee of the Whole rises 
and to reduce the time for voting on motions 
to recommit to not less than 5 minutes. The 
Rules Committee intends that these parallel 
authorities will be used following a vote 
stack in the Committee of the Whole or the 
House, respectively, where the Chamber is 
still full, and hence it would be likely that 
the Presiding Officer would determine that 
an adequate opportunity for Members to 
vote exists. 

Clarifications in Rule X. Subsection (c) 
makes two clarifications with respect to 
clause 1 of rule X. Paragraph (1) clarifies 
that the Committee on Homeland Security’s 
jurisdiction includes the general manage- 
ment of the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity. This change is intended to clarify the 
Committee’s existing jurisdiction over the 
organization and administration of the de- 
partment, and is not intended to alter the 
pattern of bill referrals to the Committee on 
Homeland Security, nor is it intended to 
alter the existing oversight jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Homeland Security. Para- 
graph (2) conforms terminology used in the 
Committee on Natural Resources jurisdic- 
tion to terminology recognized by the De- 
partments of State and Interior. 

Modifications of the Ramseyer Rule. Sub- 
section (d) is intended to improve the read- 
ability of the comparative print required by 
clause 3(e) of rule XIJIJ—commonly known as 
a ‘‘Ramseyer’’—by including other contig- 
uous portions of law if they will be useful in 
understanding the change made by the 
amendment. The chair of each committee 
will determine the portions of the amended 
law that will be useful to improve read- 
ability. 

Changes to the Code of Conduct and the Com- 
mittee on Ethics. Subsection (e) makes several 
improvements and clarifications to the Code 
of Conduct. Paragraph (1) clarifies the cir- 
cumstances under which the Committee on 
Ethics or its chair must make a public state- 
ment following action whereby time for con- 
sideration of a certain recommendation from 
the Office of Congressional Ethics is ex- 
tended. Currently, the rule could be read to 
require a public statement when the time is 
extended by joint action of the chair and 
ranking minority member, but not when the 
time is extended by committee vote. Para- 
graph (2) amends clause 8(c) of rule XXIII to 
expand the current nepotism rule to conform 
to current law and adds grandchildren to the 
rule, who are not currently covered under 
House Rules or current law. The provision 
permits grandchildren who were employed by 
a relative prior to the 113th Congress to re- 
tain their employment subject to the same 
restrictions applied to spouses employed 
prior to the 107th Congress. Paragraph (3) 
transfers the responsibility to maintain cop- 
ies of the executed classified oath, in the 
case of an officer or employee of the House, 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms. The Clerk of the 
House will continue to maintain the exe- 
cuted oaths for Members, Delegates, and 
Resident Commissioners. Paragraph (4) 
amends the restrictions on the use of private 
aircraft contained in the Code of Conduct so 
as to conform the House rule to the existing 
rule in the Senate. The changes allow Mem- 
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bers to pay their pro rata share for a charter 
flight based upon the fair market value of 
the flight, divided by the number of Mem- 
bers, officers, or employees of the House on 
the flight. It also increases the flexibility of 
Members with regard to which aircraft may 
be used. Members may pay for a charter 
flight authorized under this provision with 
either personal or official funds. The amend- 
ed rule would allow House Members to use 
their campaign funds, in addition to official 
or personal funds. However, a statute still 
prohibits House candidates (but not Senate 
candidates) from using campaign funds for 
that purpose. Therefore, the rule change 
only affects personal and official funds un- 
less 2 USC 489a(c)(2) is amended by future 
legislation. This paragraph also provides 
that the chair and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Ethics may jointly 
waive this rule, subject to such conditions as 
they may prescribe. This provision is in- 
tended to facilitate the use of private air- 
craft in extraordinary circumstances, such 
as in an emergency or in the aftermath of a 
natural disaster. 

Technical and Clarifying Changes. Sub- 
section (f) corrects several typographic and 
other simple errors in the standing rules. 
Paragraph (1) corrects a typographic error. 
Paragraph (2) amends rule II (relating to 
House Officers) to add the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to the list of recipients of audit 
reports prepared by the Inspector General of 
the House. Paragraph (8) amends rule V (re- 
lating to Broadcasting of House proceedings) 
to address new technology and clarify ac- 
ceptable uses of coverage of the floor pro- 
ceedings. Paragraph (4) conforms the process 
for regular meeting notices to committee 
practice, which will eliminate the need to 
cancel the regular meeting if it was never 
noticed. Paragraph (5) clarifies the process 
for noticing a special meeting called pursu- 
ant to clause 2(c)(2) of rule XI. Paragraphs 
(6) and (7) are technical changes. Paragraph 
(8) amends rule XI to clarify that if any 
Member notifies a committee of the inten- 
tion to file views, all Members are entitled 
to file views. Paragraph (9) makes a typo- 
graphic change and related conforming 
changes. Paragraph (10) conforms clause 6(g) 
of rule XIII to the Rules Committee practice 
of specifying waivers in committee reports 
rather than resolutions. Paragraph (11) 
amends rule XV to clarify that motions to 
discharge a committee apply to all commit- 
tees, including select committees. Paragraph 
(12) clarifies that precedents related to Cal- 
endar Wednesday business in effect before 
the 111th Congress will be applied only to the 
extent consistent with clause 6 of rule XV. 
Paragraph (13) clarifies that with respect to 
a call of the House in the event of a cata- 
strophic circumstance, the Speaker may 
consult with the Majority Leader and Minor- 
ity Leader or their designees. Paragraph (14) 
conforms rules related to conference reports 
to existing electronic availability for bills 
and other measures. Paragraph (15) is a tech- 
nical change to conform to current House 
practices. Paragraph (16) eliminates the re- 
quirement for physical printing of Member 
Financial Disclosures in light of online dis- 
closure under the STOCK Act. 


Section 3. Separate Orders. 


Independent Payment Advisory Board. Sub- 
section (a) eliminates provisions contained 
in the Affordable Care Act that limit the 
ability of the House to determine the method 
of consideration for a recommendation from 
the Independent Payment Advisory Board or 
to repeal the provision in its entirety. 
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Budget Matters. Subsection (b)(1) clarifies 
that section 306 of the Budget Act (prohib- 
iting consideration of legislation within the 
Budget Committee’s jurisdiction, unless re- 
ferred to or reported by the Budget Com- 
mittee) only applies to bills and joint resolu- 
tions and not to simple or concurrent resolu- 
tions. Paragraph (2) makes a section 303 
point of order (requiring adoption of budget 
resolution before consideration of budget-re- 
lated legislation) applicable to text made in 
order as an original bill by a special rule. 
Paragraph (8) provides that specified or min- 
imum levels of compensation for a Federal 
office will not be considered as providing 
new entitlement authority. Paragraph (4) 
prevents the Committee of the Whole from 
rising to report a bill to the House that ex- 
ceeds an applicable allocation of new budget 
authority under section 302(b) (Appropria- 
tions subcommittee allocations) as esti- 
mated by the Budget Committee and creates 
a point of order. Paragraph (5) provides that 
the provisions of House Concurrent Resolu- 
tion 112 (112th Congress), as adopted by the 
House, and the allocations of spending au- 
thority printed in tables 11 and 12 of House 
Report 112-421 (112th Congress) will be in ef- 
fect until a budget resolution for fiscal year 
2014 is adopted. 

Determinations for PAYGO Acts. Subsection 
(c) allows the chair of the Budget Committee 
to take into account the exemptions pro- 
vided under 503(b)(1) of H. Con. Res. 112 (112th 
Congress) for the purpose of complying with 
Statutory PAYGO. 

Spending Reduction Amendments in Appro- 
priations Bills. Subsection (d) carries forward 
the requirement from the 112th Congress 
that in each general appropriations bill there 
be a “spending reduction” account, the con- 
tent of which is a recitation of the amount 
by which, through the amendment process, 
the House has reduced spending in other por- 
tions of the bill and indicated that such sav- 
ings should be counted towards spending re- 
duction. It provides that other amendments 
that propose to increase spending in ac- 
counts in a general appropriations bill must 
include an offset of equal or greater value. 

Estimates of Direct Spending. Subsection (e) 
prohibits the consideration of a concurrent 
resolution on the budget, or any proposed 
amendment to or conference report on, un- 
less it includes specified information and es- 
timates related to direct spending, including 
means-tested direct spending and nonmeans- 
tested direct spending. The subsection also 
requires the chair of the Committee on the 
Budget to publish a description in the Con- 
gressional Record of covered programs. 

Certain Subcommittees. Subsection (f) waives 
clause 5(d) of rule X to allow the Committees 
on Armed Services and Foreign Affairs up to 
seven subcommittees each, and the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
up to six subcommittees. This is a standard 
provision carried in the rules package during 
the last several congresses. 

Exercise Facilities for Former Members. Sub- 
section (g) continues the prohibition on ac- 
cess to any exercise facility that is made 
available exclusively to Members, former 
Members, officers and former officers of the 
House and their spouses to any former Mem- 
ber, former officer, or spouse who is a lob- 
byist registered under the Lobbying Disclo- 
sure Act of 1995. 

Numbering of Bills. Subsection (h) reserves 
the first 10 numbers for bills (H.R. 1 through 
H.R. 10) for assignment by the Speaker and 
the second 10 numbers (H.R. 11 through H.R. 
20) for assignment by the Minority Leader. 

Inclusion of United States Code Citations. 
Subsection (i) requires the sponsor of a bill 
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or joint resolution to include, if available 
and to the maximum extent practicable, the 
applicable United States Code citation when 
the legislation proposes to repeal or amend 
in full or in part any uncodified law. 

Duplication of Federal Programs. Subsection 
(j) authorizes the chair of a committee to re- 
quest that the Government Accountability 
Office perform a duplication analysis of any 
bill or joint resolution referred to that com- 
mittee. The subsection also requires com- 
mittee reports to include a statement indi- 
cating whether any provision of the measure 
establishes or reauthorizes a program of the 
Federal Government known to be duplicative 
of another Federal Program. 

Disclosure of Directed Rule Makings. Sub- 
section (k) requires committee reports on 
bills or joint resolutions to include a state- 
ment estimating the number of directed rule 
makings required by the measure. The sub- 
section defines ‘‘directed rule making” to in- 
clude those rule makings specifically di- 
rected to be completed by a provision in the 
legislation, but does not include a grant of 
discretionary rule making authority. 

Section 4. Committees, Commissions, and House 
Offices. 

Litigation Matters. Subsection (a) carries 
forward the authority of the House, and cer- 
tain constituent entities on its behalf, to 
litigate ongoing matters. Paragraph (1) par- 
ticularly relates to the House’s litigation 
through the Bipartisan Legal Advisory 
Group, the entity that speaks for, and ar- 
ticulates the litigation position of, the 
House in all litigation matters in which it 
appears. 

The Bipartisan Legal Advisory Group cur- 
rently is litigating a number of matters on 
behalf of the House involving the constitu- 
tionality of Section 3 of the Defense of Mar- 
riage Act (“‘“‘DOMA’’). DOMA was enacted in 
1996 by overwhelming bipartisan majorities 
of both houses of Congress and then signed 
into law by President Clinton. Congress and 
the President relied, in part, on the Depart- 
ment of Justice’s advice that DOMA was 
constitutional. See, e.g., Letter from Andrew 
Fois, Asst. Att’y Gen., to Rep. Canady (May 
29, 1996), reprinted in H.R. Rep. No. 104-664, 
at 34 (1996), reprinted in 1996 U.S.C.C.A.N. 
2905 (‘House Report”); Letter from Andrew 
Fois, Asst. Att’y Gen., to Rep. Hyde (May 14, 
1996), reprinted in House Rep. at 33-34; Letter 
from Andrew Fois, Asst. Att’y Gen., to Sen. 
Hatch (July 9, 1996), reprinted in Defense of 
Marriage Act: Hearing on S. 1740 Before the 
S. Comm. on the Judiciary, 104th Cong. 2 
(1996). 

It is the constitutional responsibility of 
the Executive Branch to defend the constitu- 
tionality of duly-enacted statutes such as 
DOMA. U.S. Const. art. II, §3 (‘‘[The Presi- 
dent] shall take Care that the Laws be faith- 
fully executed... .’’). However, on February 
23, 2011, the Attorney General notified the 
Speaker of the House that the Executive 
Branch no longer would defend the constitu- 
tionality of DOMA Section 3. Letter from 
Att’y Gen. Eric H. Holder, Jr., to the Hon. 
John A. Boehner, Speaker of the House (Feb. 
23, 2011). Remarkably, the Executive Branch 
abdicated its constitutional responsibility, 
notwithstanding the Attorney General’s can- 
did acknowledgement that: 

in light of ‘‘the respect appropriately due 
to a coequal branch of government,” the De- 
partment ‘‘has a longstanding practice of de- 
fending the constitutionality of duly-enacted 
statutes if reasonable arguments can be 
made in their defense,” id. at 5; 

binding precedents of eleven of thirteen 
U.S. Courts of Appeals (the other two being 
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silent on the issue) held that sexual orienta- 
tion classifications are subject only to ra- 
tional basis review under the Equal Protec- 
tion Component of the Due Process Clause of 
the Fifth Amendment, id. at 34 nn.46; and 

“a reasonable argument for Section 3’s 
constitutionality may be proffered under 
[the rational basis] standard,” id. at 6. 

As a result of the Executive Branch’s abdi- 
cation of its constitutional responsibility, on 
March 9, 2011, the Speaker of the House, on 
the recommendation of the Bipartisan Legal 
Advisory Group of which he is a part, and in 
accordance with the Rules and precedents of 
the House, directed the Office of the General 
Counsel to represent the Bipartisan Legal 
Advisory Group, on behalf of the House, in 
defending the constitutionality of DOMA 
Section 3 in civil actions in which that stat- 
ute’s constitutionality has been challenged 
in order to protect the interests of the 
House. The House has articulated its institu- 
tional position in litigation matters through 
a five-member bipartisan leadership group 
since at least the early 1980s, although the 
formulation of the group’s name has changed 
somewhat over time. Since 1993, the House 
rules formally have acknowledged and re- 
ferred to the Bipartisan Legal Advisory 
Group as such. 

Prior to its involvement in the DOMA liti- 
gation, the Bipartisan Legal Advisory Group, 
or its predecessors, had intervened in at 
least eleven cases. See, e.g., Adolph Coors 
Co. v. Brady, 944 F.2d 1548, 1545 (10th Cir. 
1991); In re Koerner, 800 F.2d 1358, 1360 (5th 
Cir. 1986); North v. Walsh, 656 F. Supp. 414, 
415 n.1 (D.D.C. 1987); Am. Fed’n of Gov’t 
Emps. v. United States, 634 F. Supp. 336, 337 
(D.D.C. 1986); Synar v. United States, 626 F. 
Supp. 1874, 1378-79 (D.D.C.), aff'd sub nom. 
Bowsher v. Synar, 478 U.S. 714 (1986); 
Ameron, Inc. v. U.S. Army Corps of Eng’rs, 
607 F. Supp. 962, 963 (D.N.J. 1985), aff'd, 809 
F.2d 979 (3d Cir. 1986); Barnes v. Carmen, 582 
F. Supp. 168, 164 (D.D.C. 1984), rev’d sub nom. 
Barnes v. Kline, 759 F.2d 21, 22 (D.C. Cir. 
1985), rev’d on mootness grounds sub nom. 
Burke v. Barnes, 479 U.S. 361, 362 (1987); In re 
Prod. Steel, Inc., 48 B.R. 841, 842 (M.D. Tenn. 
1985); In re Moody, 46 B.R. 281, 233 (M.D.N.C. 
1985); In re Tom Carter Enters., Inc., 44 B.R. 
605, 606 (C.D. Cal. 1984); In re Benny, 44 B.R. 
581, 583 (N.D. Cal. 1984), aff'd in part and dis- 
missed in part, 791 F.2d 712, 714 (9th Cir. 1986). 

In addition, the Bipartisan Legal Advisory 
Group, or its predecessors, has appeared on 
behalf of the House as amicus curiae in more 
than a dozen other cases—generally cases in 
which the Executive Branch had not aban- 
doned its duty to defend a duly-enacted stat- 
ute. See, e.g., Br. of Amicus Curiae the Bi- 
partisan Legal Advisory Group of the U.S. 
House of Representatives in Supp. of Pet’r, 
Renzi v. United States, No. 11-557, 2011 WL 
6019914 (S. Ct. Dec. 2, 2011); Dickerson v. 
United States, 530 U.S. 428, 430 n.* (2000); 
Raines v. Byrd, 521 U.S. 811, 818 n.2 (1997); 
Am. Foreign Serv. Ass’n v. Garfinkel, 490 
U.S. 158, 154 (1989); Morrison v. Olson, 487 
U.S. 654, 659 (1988); Japan Whaling Ass’n v. 
Am. Cetacean Soc’y, 478 U.S. 221, 223 (1986); 
Helstoski v. Meanor, 442 U.S. 500, 501 (1979); 
United States v. Helstoski, 442 U.S. 477, 478 
(1979); United States v. Renzi, 651 F.3d 1012, 
1015 (9th Cir. 2011); In re Grand Jury Sub- 
poenas, 571 F.3d 1200 (D.C. Cir. 2009); Fields v. 
Office of Eddie Bernice Johnson, 459 F.3d 1, 3 
(D.C. Cir. 2006) (en banc); Beverly Enters., 
Inc. v. Trump, 182 F.3d 188, 186 (3d Cir. 1999); 
United States v. McDade, 28 F.3d 288, 286 (3d 
Cir. 1994); In re Search of The Rayburn House 
Office Bldg., 482 F. Supp. 2d 100, 104-05 
(D.D.C. 2006), rev’d sub nom. United States v. 
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Rayburn House Office Bldg., 497 F.3d 654 
(D.C. Cir. 2007). Accordingly, the interven- 
tion by the Bipartisan Legal Advisory Group 
in the DOMA Section 3 cases to articulate 
the House’s institutional position, and to 
protect the House’s institutional interests, 
has been neither unusual nor extraordinary. 

Recently, the Supreme Court granted cer- 
tiorari in one of the cases in which the Bi- 
partisan Legal Advisory Group has inter- 
vened to defend the constitutionality of 
DOMA Section 8, i.e., Windsor v. United 
States, 833 F. Supp. 2d 394 (S.D.N.Y. 2012), 
affd, 699 F.3d 169 (2d Cir. 2012), cert. granted, 
No. 12-307 (Dec. 7, 2012), cert. pending No. 12- 
63 (July 16, 2012), and No. 12-785 (Dec. 28, 
2012). In granting certiorari in Windsor, the 
Supreme Court asked the parties to brief, in 
addition to the merits of the DOMA Section 
3 issue, this question: ‘‘[W]hether the Bipar- 
tisan Legal Advisory Group of the United 
States House of Representatives has Article 
III standing in this case.” Op. Granting 
Cert., Windsor v. United States, No. 12-807, 
2012 WL 4009654 (Dec. 7, 2012). 

Paragraph (1) is intended to clarify the 
role of the Bipartisan Legal Advisory Group 
generally, and in the Windsor litigation par- 
ticularly. 

Paragraph (2) authorizes the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, through 
the House Office of the General Counsel, to 
continue litigation to enforce a subpoena 
against the Attorney General related to the 
“Fast and Furious” investigation. This law- 
suit was authorized by H. Res. 706 (112th Con- 
gress). It also authorizes the chair of the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform (when elected) to take certain ac- 
tions necessary to continue the litigation. 
Parallel authority was contained in H. Res. 5 
(111th Congress) on a similar contempt mat- 
ter. 

House Democracy Partnership. Subsection 
(b) reauthorizes the House Democracy Part- 
nership. 

Tom Lantos Human Rights Commission. Sub- 
section (c) reauthorizes the Tom Lantos 
Human Rights Commission. 

Office of Congressional Ethics. Subsection 
(d) reauthorizes the Office of Congressional 
Ethics (OCE) for the 113th Congress and 
clarifies that term limits do not apply to 
members of the OCE. 

Empanelling Investigative Subcommittee of 
the Committee on Standards and Official Con- 
duct. Subsection (e) continues House Resolu- 
tion 451 (110th Congress) directing the Com- 
mittee on Standards of Official Conduct (now 
Ethics) to empanel investigative subcommit- 
tees within 30 days after the date a Member 
is indicted or criminal charges are filed. 
Section 5. Additional Orders of Business 

Reading of the Constitution. Subsection (a) 
allows the Speaker to recognize Members for 
the reading of the Constitution on any legis- 
lative day through January 15, 2013. 

Motions to Suspend the Rules. Subsection (b) 
authorizes the Speaker to entertain motions 
that the House suspend the rules relating to 
a measure addressing flood insurance at any 
time on the legislative day of January 4, 
2018. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, 
I’m pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Maryland, the Demo- 
cratic whip, Mr. HOYER. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the ranking 
member, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and I thank 
her for the work that she’s doing and 
has been doing over the years as our 
representative and leader on the Rules 
Committee. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


I also want to congratulate my 
friend, Mr. SESSIONS, on attaining the 
chairmanship of the Rules Committee, 
an extraordinarily important com- 
mittee that sets the parameters for de- 
bate and consideration of legislation on 
the floor of this House. I also want to 
thank him for his discussions with me, 
his willingness to work together, and 
I’m looking forward to a positive rela- 
tionship as we try to make sure that 
we consider legislation on this floor, 
giving everybody on both sides of the 
aisle the opportunity to make their 
case. 
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I also want to thank the gentleman. 
He explained that we are effecting the 
rules, but I want to thank the Rules 
Committee—I want to thank the chair- 
man in particular—and, frankly, the 
Speaker and the leadership for making 
changes prospectively so that existing 
individuals are not adversely affected, 
and I thank the chairman. 

Having said that, let me say that I 
am disappointed, though, that the ma- 
jority is calling up a rules package 
that again embraces what I believe to 
be a partisan budget, which, obviously, 
there is significant disagreement 
about, and rejects efforts to com- 
promise toward restoring, in my view, 
fiscal stability in our country. Despite 
bipartisan agreement in the Budget 
Control Act, the continuing resolution 
and, just this week, on the fiscal cliff, 
this rules package returns to the par- 
tisan stance that Republicans brought 
to the last Congress on fiscal issues 
and particularly on the budget. 

It deems the amounts in the Ryan 
budget to be the default funding levels 
this year, levels well below this week’s 
compromised agreement. We saw that 
in the last budget process as well. We 
made an agreement, and lo and behold, 
the budget came out with numbers sub- 
stantially below that agreement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. HOYER. It also exempts the cost 
of policies we now know cannot become 
law: massive tax cuts as well as the 
cost of repealing the health reform act. 
We voted on that over 30 times in this 
House, and the American people had an 
opportunity to vote on that. We ought 
to be focused on making that act as 
good as it can be—saving as much 
money as it can and providing access 
to affordable, quality health care to all 
of our people. After more than 30 votes 
in the 112th Congress to repeal, it did 
not happen; yet this proposed rule sig- 
nals the 113th will continue along a 
path that has been rejected. 

Another provision in this package 
continues the policy of denying a voice 
to 5 million American citizens living in 
our territories: the District of Colum- 
bia—Ms. NORTON is here and will 
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speak—Puerto Rico, as well as Guam, 
the U.S. Virgin Islands, American 
Samoa, and the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands. We have extended in Congresses 
past—and, frankly, when I was the ma- 
jority leader—the ability for those 
Representatives to vote on this floor, 
not to vote on final passage—the Con- 
stitution would have to do that—but to 
vote in the committee, in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. They can vote in 
our committees in the House, and we 
ought to give them that right here as a 
show of respect in order to honor their 
service to American citizens in the ter- 
ritories and in the District of Colum- 
bia. 

As this new Congress begins, we have 
an opportunity to commit ourselves to 
a spirit of compromise, which our con- 
stituents so desperately seek from 
their Representatives. Our Nation con- 
tinues to face a number of challenges 
that can only be addressed by working 
together and giving every family the 
opportunity, as our leader said when 
she spoke so eloquently, to make it in 
America. Let us take advantage of this 
new session to start off on the right 
foot and show Americans that we are 
ready to come together to tackle our 
greatest challenges. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume as I address the 
minority leader, if I can, the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. 

He is a very dear and a fine friend of 
mine. For a long time, I’ve enjoyed the 
opportunity during the years that I’ve 
been in this House to know him, to 
work with him. In fact, what he said is 
true in that I have offered myself to 
him in a way that would be fair and 
good, not just for every Member of this 
body but also for those whom he rep- 
resents. I will try and do my very best 
within the limits and constraints that 
I have, but my attitude is always to be 
stellar, and I hope that he knows that 
he can count on that also. I thank the 
gentleman very much. I would also ex- 
tend that to other Members who are 
here, Madam Speaker, who have come 
down to express their ideas. Their ideas 
about how to make this a better place 
are always important. 

The Republican Conference, the ma- 
jority, had a vigorous time yesterday 
afternoon as we debated the House 
rules, as we offered our ideas, as we de- 
bated how we could make this a better 
place, not just transparent but really 
work to the efficiency of the people 
who sent us here. I must say that I’m 
fresh from that wonderful and invig- 
orating time in which we talked about 
the ideas, we defended what we did and 
changed the things that needed to be 
done. Our Members all were accorded, 
not just equal time, but a chance to 
bring their ideas forth, perhaps from 
back home from a season of election, 
perhaps from their experiences that 
they had back home. It was really a 
good time for not just me as a Member 
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but, I think, for all of us in our body. 
Today, we enjoy that same opportunity 
as we come together, Democrats and 
Republicans, on the floor to talk about 
the rules of the House. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, I 
am pleased to yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from South Carolina, assist- 
ant Democratic leader, Mr. CLYBURN. 

Mr. CLYBURN. I thank the ranking 
member for yielding me the time. 

Madam Speaker, today is a day of 
great pride for every Member who has 
just been sworn in, particularly our 
newly elected Members. It is a great 
honor to be elected to serve in this 
body. On Election Day, our constitu- 
ents went to their polling places and 
voted for us. We should be thankful for 
that, particularly so when, for far too 
many of our constituents, regardless of 
their political leanings, voting on Elec- 
tion Day was an unnecessarily burden- 
some, time-consuming, and unpleasant 
experience. 

In my home county in South Caro- 
lina, voters reported waiting in line for 
over 4 hours. One young voter thought 
ahead of time. He brought an iPad, and 
watched the entire ‘‘Hunger Games” 
movie while in line. Others, under- 
standably, didn’t have 3 hours to spare 
on a workday. In Detroit, Michigan, 
Gina Porter waited in line for more 
than 3 hours before giving up. Danielle 
Wilkins voted after waiting for 4 hours. 

In Lee County, Florida, Angela 
DeFranciesco went to her polling place 
in the morning with her infant son. 
Seeing a 3-hour line, she decided to 
come back later. After finding a baby- 
sitter, she returned in the afternoon, at 
which point the line had grown to 5% 
hours. Unable to be away from her in- 
fant son that long, she left without 
voting. 

As President Obama said on election 
night, “We have to fix that.” As we 
take our places in this Congress that 
we earned on Election Day, now is the 
time to fix it. This motion to commit 
would ensure that no voter has to wait 
longer than an hour to cast a ballot. 

We have a long history of struggle 
over the right to vote in this country. 
Yet, time and again, we have re- 
affirmed the principle that every eligi- 
ble American has an equal right to cast 
a ballot without facing discrimination. 
A 3-hour wait is discrimination against 
those who have to work, those who 
have to take care of their kids and 
those whose health prevents them from 
waiting in line for such a long time. 
Long lines are the 21st century version 
of poll taxes and literacy tests, 
disenfranchising the least advantaged 
and the most vulnerable citizens. We 
have an obligation to ensure that every 
American has an equal opportunity to 
exercise his constitutional right to 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Ms. SLAUGHTER. I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. CLYBURN. My good friend and 
lifelong colleague, JOHN LEWIS, has 
called the right to vote ‘‘precious, al- 
most sacred,” and ‘‘the most powerful, 
nonviolent tool we have to create a 
more perfect Union.”’ 

JOHN could not be here to speak on 
this motion today, but I am proud to 
stand in his stead with Mr. MILLER. It 
is a small but important step to ful- 
filling our obligation to protect the 
right to vote, and I urge the passage of 
this motion to commit. 
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Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I 
appreciate the gentleman coming down 
with his words today. By the way, the 
gentleman mentioned a motion to com- 
mit and we have yet to see that. So if 
there is one, I would appreciate it if 
the gentlewoman from New York or 
the Clerk could provide that to me. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Will the gen- 
tleman yield to me to address that? 

Mr. SESSIONS. I yield to the gentle- 
woman. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman. At the proper 
time, we will submit the motion. We 
are not yet offering it. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Reclaiming my time, 
when that is available, we appreciate 
that opportunity to review the motion 
that has been spoken about on the 
floor. 

Today what we're talking about, 
Madam Speaker, is how we are going to 
make sure that this Rules Committee 
and the rules of the House work very 
effectively. Later we will be calling a 
Rules Committee meeting. I will be an- 
nouncing that the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina, VIRGINIA FOXX, will þe- 
come the vice chairman of the Rules 
Committee. The gentlewoman from 
Rochester, New York, will have a 
chance to bring her team up, and we’ll 
begin that process of working together. 

Many of the ideas that have been 
brought forth here are very good ideas. 
The rules of the House are how we’re 
going to proceed, and I think a lot of 
what’s been talked about is legislation 
that we really need to work on and 
look at and analyze. I think every sin- 
gle election we learn things from 
around the country. Not one election 
have I not learned something we need 
to make better. 

I would say that JOHN BOEHNER, our 
great young Speaker, is energized to 
look at all of the ideas that might 
come from legislation, would be 
pleased, as I would, to make sure that 
we look at these, because the integrity 
of who serves in this House and the 
ability that people have back home to 
go vote is important. 

I’m reminded on a regular basis by 
the gentlewoman from North Carolina 
(Ms. Foxx), the vice chairman of the 
committee, who will be appointed the 
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vice chairman, of how important peo- 
ple are back home that we serve. That 
when we serve, we serve at the pleasure 
of others, and that our election to this 
Republic and the votes that we make 
are very, very important. And so it’s 
always good to come down to the floor 
and be reminded of that as we remem- 
ber our duty as we move forward. So 
I’ve enjoyed the opportunity to debate 
these issues and talk about them. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, 
I’m delighted to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN), a member of the Rules 
Committee. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
want to thank the ranking member for 
the time and for her extraordinary 
leadership. I also want to congratulate 
the incoming chairman, Mr. SESSIONS. 
I am hopeful that the 118th Congress 
will be more productive, collaborative, 
and civil than the 112th. I’m not par- 
ticularly optimistic, but I’m always 
hopeful—hopeful that we can return to 
some semblance of regular order with 
committees doing their work, bills 
coming to the floor under an open 
amendment process, and Members hav- 
ing the opportunity to reflect the will 
of their constituents. 

At the very least, I hope that the 
outrageous, partisan and closed process 
we saw during the fiscal cliff crisis is 
not repeated. That is no way to legis- 
late, and it’s no wonder after that bit 
of theater that the American people 
have so little regard for Congress. 

One of the best ways that we can help 
the country is to improve the way we 
conduct our elections because bad elec- 
tions lead to bad lawmaking. If 2012 
taught us anything, it’s that we des- 
perately need campaign finance re- 
form. 

If the previous question is defeated 
on this rule, Democrats will amend the 
resolution to give the House a vote on 
a constitutional amendment to control 
the corrupting influence of money in 
politics. The Supreme Court’s terrible 
decision in the Citizens United case 
opened the flood gates, and our elec- 
tion system is now awash in a sea of 
millions of dollars of unregulated 
money, drowning out the voices of indi- 
vidual citizens. Politicians are increas- 
ingly beholden to wealthy special in- 
terests. A multinational oil company 
that doesn’t like a particular Member 
of Congress can now simply write a big 
check—undisclosed check—to Ameri- 
cans for Apple Pie and Puppies and 
watch the negative advertising work 
their magic. 

There are a variety of ways to tackle 
this problem. In the last Congress, I in- 
troduced the people’s rights amend- 
ment which would overturn Citizens 
United and put a stop to the corporate 
personhood nonsense that it rep- 
resents. Despite what Governor Rom- 
ney said on the campaign trail, cor- 
porations are not people and they do 
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not deserve the same constitutional 
rights as American citizens. Other 
Members will have other ideas. But at 
the very least, we need to have this de- 
bate, and I urge my colleagues to de- 
feat the previous question. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, you 
know, once again we have a lot of po- 
litical dogma that’s taking place here. 
I was a worker in a corporation for a 
number of years, and I felt like I was a 
vital part of the success of not only 
that company and the things that I did, 
but I felt like in my 16 years, never 
missing a day of work, that I contrib- 
uted to the success of customers and 
other people. 

And just like here in this body, there 
may be some organization or some- 
thing that somebody doesn’t like that 
serves this House of Representatives, 
but everybody is here. They show up at 
work and they get their work done. 

I would say that corporations, em- 
ployers, are very important to this 
country. The ability that all people 
have, just as they’re going to vote, to 
have a say in the processes that hap- 
pen. There’s a lot of attacking that 
gets done in this House of Representa- 
tives against employers, against people 
who go to work and provide honest 
services, and there are a lot of people 
who spend a lot of time demeaning oth- 
ers, and I’d like to see that stopped. 
But it’s not going to. 

So people like myself will stand up 
and hopefully talk about the rights and 
responsibilities that we all have in an 
open society to make our country even 
stronger and better—once again, part 
of what the rules package is about. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, 
I’m please to yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), a 
member of the Rules Committee. 

Mr. POLIS. Madam Speaker, House 
Republicans in this rule are seeking to 
authorize lawyer fees for a costly Fed- 
eral takeover of marriage that would 
single out legally married couples for 
discriminatory treatment under Fed- 
eral law. I’m so disappointed that in 
the midst of our economic crisis and 
debt and deficit, House Republicans 
want to continue to waste millions of 
dollars of taxpayer money defending a 
law that the Obama administration has 
already said they won’t spend a penny 
on. Typical tax and spend Republican 
policies. 

Last Congress finished with the ma- 
jority of Republicans voting for the 
biggest tax increase in the history of 
our country by opposing the fiscal cliff 
tax relief bill. And now here we are in 
this Congress, sticking taxpayers with 
millions of dollars of unnecessary costs 
right on day one in the rule of the 
House itself. At least when Democrats 
spend money, we build roads and 
bridge, educate kids, provide health 
care. This Republican spending goes 
right into the pockets of lawyers. Big- 
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spending Republicans on day one 
spending millions of dollars of tax- 
payer money on a Federal takeover of 
marriage and a lawyer stimulus. Wrong 
foot to start off on. Vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, 
I’m pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER), the distinguished 
ranking member of the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I thank the gentlewoman for this rec- 
ognition, and I rise in favor of the mo- 
tion to commit that I will be offering 
with Mr. CLYBURN and Mr. LEWIS be- 
fore the House later today so that we 
can take a small, but very important, 
step to protect the right of every 
American to vote. 

I was appalled on this past election 
day by widespread reports across the 
country of voters forced to wait in 
hours-long lines simply to exercise one 
of our most fundamental rights—the 
right to vote. Even in some States with 
early voting, voters were forced to 
choose between waiting for hours or 
missing work or taking care of their 
children in order to cast their vote, or 
giving up their right to vote alto- 
gether. 

At some precincts in Miami, hun- 
dreds of voters stood in line for over 4 
hours, past the 7 o’clock closing time 
of the polls, even after President 
Obama had been declared the winner of 
the election. It offends our basic values 
that Americans would be denied the 
right to vote because of a last-minute 
illness or change in the work schedule, 
the need to pick up a child from school, 
or some other unavoidable emergency, 
meaning that they could not afford to 
wait in line for several hours simply to 
exercise that right. 

The motion to commit in the House 
will make two important changes. 
First, it will require in Federal elec- 
tions that every State provide for at 
least 15 days’ early voting; and, two, it 
would require the State to provide ade- 
quate resources, staff, and machines at 
polling places in Federal elections to 
ensure that voters are not forced to 
wait in line for more than an hour. 

There are numerous changes that 
need to be made to adequately protect 
the rights of all Americans to their 
right to vote, and I support the com- 
prehensive approach to voter protec- 
tions that has been developed by Mr. 
LEWIS and Mr. CLYBURN. However, 
today we have a chance to take a very 
simple step to make sure that voting is 
simple for Americans so they can exer- 
cise their right, a right that we broad- 
cast to the rest of the world about how 
we choose our leaders and how we exer- 
cise our democracy. But that right and 
that democracy is now being thwarted 
by efforts at the local and State levels 
to make voting more difficult, to pro- 
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hibit people from voting. We can 
change all of that in the motion to 
commit today in this rules package, 
and I would urge my colleagues to sup- 
port that. 

I want to thank Mr. CLYBURN and Mr. 
LEWIS for their leadership. I’m very 
sorry that Mr. LEWIS is unable to be 
here today with the untimely death of 
his wife, Lillian. 
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Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I’m very disappointed that the mi- 
nority, even upon me asking just a few 
minutes ago, has chosen not to share 
the text of the motion to commit with 
us. 

There’s a lot of discussion about 
wanting people to come and vote back 
home and see things, and there’s a lot 
of debate here about, boy, we’re hoping 
a lot of Republicans vote with us, but 
we’re not providing the text of that as 
to where our Members would have an 
opportunity to understand that. 

Now, I think it’s clearly of great im- 
portance to the gentleman, at least, 
from South Carolina and the gen- 
tleman from California, and as a mem- 
ber of the minority leadership, he 
should know that, while he discusses it 
with great passion and perhaps wants 
us to vote for it, we still have not seen 
a copy of that. 

The first edition of the rules package 
today has been online for nearly a 
week. The Republican package that we 
would want people to vote on has been 
online, available. At our Conference 
last night, we put out—as soon as we 
knew what those final revisions were, 
we put that out. In contrast, we still 
have not seen that. 

I would ask the gentlewoman for a 
copy of that motion. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from New 
York. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. The proper time, 
Madam Speaker, to offer a motion to 
recommit is after the previous question 
has been approved. When the motion is 
offered, we’ll be happy to provide a 
copy to the gentleman. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Reclaiming my time, 
I think it’s pretty obvious that what 
the gentlewoman is saying is that they 
want to stand up and make a point, and 
they want to have a vote here, and 
they probably want to end up com- 
plaining if they didn’t pass something, 
but they’re not willing to share their 
ideas. 

I think it’s amazing that we’re talk- 
ing about transparency, account- 
ability, trying to share information 
where we can work closer together, 
glean ideas from each other, come to- 
gether with an opportunity, and yet, at 
the appropriate time, we’ll get a copy 
of that. So I’m sure that will happen 
about a minute before we’re asked to 
vote on it. 
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That’s not a way to be transparent, 
that’s not a way that I think we should 
move forward, but it is consistent, and 
we’ll have a consistent outcome. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Let me just take a 
second to say, Madam Speaker, that I 
would be happy to share anything we 
can at the proper time, and we will do 
that. We will follow the rules. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from the District of Columbia, Ms. EL- 
EANOR NORTON. 

Ms. NORTON. I thank the gentle- 
woman from New York for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, the very first vote 
of the 113th Congress was a vote on 
whether or not I was entitled to vote 
for the 600,000 taxpaying residents of 
the District of Columbia I represent. 
The motion to table my motion pre- 
vailed 224-187. 

My motion simply would have re- 
quired a study of whether there was 
any reason that Delegate voting should 
be denied. This would not have been a 
difficult study because the Federal 
courts have already done our work for 
us. Two Federal courts have found that 
Delegate voting in the Committee of 
the Whole is constitutional. 

What is more painful and arbitrary 
than not having the final vote, what is 
more painful and arbitrary than not 
having even the vote in the Committee 
of the Whole is having a vote that you 
have exercised withdrawn, as this vote 
was today. 

In three Congresses we exercised our 
vote in the Committee of the Whole. 
No vote should be dependent on which 
party is in power. The vote in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole was not a vote on 
final legislation. It was a symbol of our 
American citizenship. 

You cannot take away our citizen- 
ship. In this country, you should never 
be able to take away a vote once it has 
been granted. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I 
think it’s well understood that the of- 
fices of the Resident Commissioner 
from Puerto Rico and the Delegates of 
the House of Representatives from 
American Samoa, the District of Co- 
lumbia, Guam, and the U.S. Virgin Is- 
lands, and now the Commonwealth of 
the Northern Mariana Islands, are cre- 
ated by statute and not by the Con- 
stitution. 

They represent territories and associ- 
ated jurisdictions, not States. They are 
not Members of Congress, and they do 
not possess the same potentiary rights 
afforded to Members under the Con- 
stitution. 

They are here in this body. We rep- 
resent them to each other as impor- 
tant, and we listen to them and they do 
things, but as it refers to voting on the 
floor, in the Committee of the Whole, 
that is an issue that I believe is well 
understood. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentlewoman 
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from the District of Columbia (Ms. 
NORTON). 

Ms. NORTON. I grant the gentleman 
that the Delegates are here by statute, 
but the gentleman should also recog- 
nize that the vote we had in three Con- 
gresses was a vote that the Federal 
courts have said is constitutional. 

Once we are here by statute, once we 
get a constitutional vote, it seems to 
me completely arbitrary to withdraw 
that vote, particularly for the District 
of Columbia. As long as you take our 
taxes, the very least I think the people 
I represent are entitled to is the vote 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, 
I’m pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD- 
LER). 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
in opposition to this rules package and, 
in particular, to one specific provision 
that places the House on the wrong 
side of history and misrepresents the 
position of this House and its Members. 

Section 4 of the resolution continues 
to authorize the expenditure of tax- 
payers’ money to defend, in court, the 
unconstitutional and discriminatory 
so-called ‘‘Defense of Marriage Act.” It 
goes further to state that this partisan 
effort ‘‘speaks for and articulates the 
institutional positions of the House.” 

That is simply not true. The original 
decision to defend DOMA was taken by 
a party-line vote of the Bipartisan 
Legal Advisory Group, and all further 
decisions have been taken by the Re- 
publican leadership alone, some in se- 
cret. 

So far, the Republican leadership has 
authorized the expenditure of $2 mil- 
lion of taxpayers’ money to defend this 
discriminatory law. This defense is not 
supported by the entire House. 145 
Members of the House have signed a 
brief arguing that DOMA should be de- 
clared unconstitutional and struck 
down. So far, every court that decided 
this question has agreed that DOMA is 
unconstitutional. 

We have repeatedly asked the Speak- 
er for a briefing from the lawyers re- 
tained by the Republican majority. The 
Speaker hasn’t even seen fit to give us 
the courtesy of a response. If these 
high-priced lawyers really represent 
the House, they should at least have 
the courtesy to meet with their alleged 
clients to answer questions about that 
representation. 

The time has come to call a halt to 
this farce. At the very least, the rules 
should reflect the reality that the 
House is deeply divided on the question 
and that the outside lawyers acting at 
Speaker BOEHNER’s direction do not 
speak for the institution as a whole. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
this rules package. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 
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Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, 
I’m pleased to yield 1⁄2 minutes to the 


gentleman from California (Mr. 
SCHIFF). 
Mr. SCHIFF. I thank the gentle- 


woman for yielding. 

I rise for two purposes: 

First, to oppose the rule, which insti- 
tutes, again, the folly of spending tax- 
payer dollars to defend the unconstitu- 
tional, and that is DOMA. This was a 
poor waste of our resources in the last 
Congress. It will be an even worse utili- 
zation of scarce taxpayer dollars in 
this new session. 
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Second, I rise to raise another issue 
debated fiercely, and that is campaign 
finance reform. Clearly, our democracy 
is broken, with billions of dollars of 
campaign spending by special interests, 
much of it anonymous, flooding the 
airwaves this fall. In the last Congress, 
I introduced an amendment drafted by 
constitutional scholar Larry Tribe that 
would address the central flaw in rea- 
soning underlying many of the Su- 
preme Court’s decisions, and that is 
the artificial distinction between con- 
tributions, which may be regulated, 
and supposedly independent expendi- 
tures, which may not. 

I don’t support a constitutional 
amendment lightly and have found few 
that I would even entertain in my 12 
years in Congress. Yes, unrestrained 
spending and the unmistakable tinge of 
corruption it creates demand action. 
Disclosure should come first. But the 
power to reasonably regulate both con- 
tributions and expenditures should fol- 
low. And that will require a constitu- 
tional amendment. 

Madam Speaker, I urge the House to 
defeat the previous question and, in 
doing so, set the stage for a debate of 
a constitutional amendment to restore 
transparency and accountability to our 
campaign finance system. 

Madam Speaker, we have just concluded 
another long, hard fought election year. Issues 
were debated, often fiercely, but that is as it 
should be in a democracy. Yet in one respect 
our democracy is clearly broken, Billions of 
dollars of campaign spending by special inter- 
ests—much of it anonymous—flooded the air- 
waves this fall. And because of a series of de- 
cisions by the Supreme Court, stretching from 
Buckley v. Valeo in 1976 up to Citizens United 
in 2010, regulating and limiting the influence of 
special interests on our elections is now large- 
ly beyond the power of the federal government 
or the states. We have seen the result all 
across our television screens as billions in 
spending by secretive Super PACs that smear 
candidates of all parties anonymously and un- 
accountably. 

Last Congress, | introduced an amendment 
drafted by leading Constitutional Scholar Law- 
rence Tribe that would address the central 
flaw in reasoning underlying the Court’s deci- 
sions—the artificial distinction between direct 
contributions, which may be regulated, and 
supposedly independent expenditures, which 
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may not. | do not support a constitutional 
amendment lightly and have found few | would 
even entertain in my 12 years in Congress. 
Yet unrestrained spending and the unmistak- 
able tinge of corruption it creates demand ac- 
tion. Disclosure should come first. But the 
power to reasonably regulate both contribution 
and expenditure should follow; and that will re- 
quire an Amendment. 

Madam Speaker, | urge the House to defeat 
the previous question and in doing so, set the 
stage for debate of a constitutional amend- 
ment to restore transparency and account- 
ability to our campaign finance system. That’s 
what the American people want, and our de- 
mocracy requires. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Once again, I appre- 
ciate and respect the opportunity 
that’s afforded in this time for Mem- 
bers of Congress like the gentleman 
from California and others to come 
forth and to give their ideas. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. DEUTCH). 

Mr. DEUTCH. Madam Speaker, I urge 
a ‘‘no’’ vote on the previous question. 
The 113th Congress convenes as we em- 
bark on a new year and, we hope, for 
new politics. Yet anyone with a New 
Year’s resolution knows that self-im- 
provement requires self-reflection. As 
full of goodwill and common purpose as 
we are today, we must acknowledge 
why so many Americans are fed up 
with our politics. Whether it’s the at- 
tack ads, the rampant misinformation, 
or the bitter partisanship, so much of 
the frustration rises from the big 
money in our democracy. 

Why the frustration? Elderly Ameri- 
cans don’t have super PACS, Madam 
Speaker. Children in poverty don’t 
have corporate lobbyists. The Amer- 
ican people count on us to ensure that 
their voices are heard. That’s what 
they expect from us. Americans’ out- 
rage over our inability to govern in the 
public interest is quickly becoming an 
accepted frustration, but it shouldn’t 
be that way. It shouldn’t be that way, 
Madam Speaker. In America, we don’t 
have to accept the status quo. We the 
people make the rules. 

It’s time for the 28th amendment to 
the Constitution. Throughout Amer- 
ican history, Republicans and Demo- 
crats alike have defended our right to 
decide our destiny as a people. We must 
restore our democracy to the people. 
This is the way to do it. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Maryland (Ms. EDWARDS). 

Ms. EDWARDS. Although I do sup- 
port the changes to our ethics rules 
contained in the package, I cannot sup- 
port the overall package, and I rise in 
opposition to the previous question for 
the purposes of allowing the House to 
consider a constitutional amendment 
to address the Supreme Court’s deci- 
sion in Citizens United. 
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The 2012 election was the most expen- 
sive in our Nation’s history. Outside 
groups, including over 1,200 super PACs 
spent $970 million, and $123 million of 
anonymous cash was spent in our cam- 
paigns. All told, the price tag for last 
year’s election was $6 billion. 

This is only the beginning. In the 
years to come, spending will expand at 
the Federal, State, and local levels— 
megaphones of monied interests drown- 
ing out the voices of ordinary Ameri- 
cans. It’s time for us to do something 
about it. And I don’t take amending 
our Constitution, our founding docu- 
ment, lightly. And here on this day, 
when we’re celebrating and commemo- 
rating this year’s 150th anniversary of 
the signing of the Emancipation Proc- 
lamation, it’s time for all Americans to 
be free in our elections, to free our 
elections from monied interests, and to 
amend the Constitution so that Con- 
gress can protect the integrity of our 
elections. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, 
in closing, it’s become glaringly obvi- 
ous that our democratic process is bro- 
ken. Due in large part to the over- 
whelming influence of money in our 
elections, together with widespread 
discriminatory laws that seek to sup- 
press the vote, our electoral process is 
on the brink of dysfunction. My Demo- 
cratic colleagues and I are committed 
to fixing our election system and have 
a chance today to return democracy to 
the hands of voters. 

Madam Speaker, if we defeat the pre- 
vious question, I will offer an amend- 
ment to the resolution to make sure 
the House votes on a constitutional 
amendment to overturn Court deci- 
sions, including Citizens United, that 
prohibit Congress and the States from 
limiting the corrupting influence of 
money in politics, unlimited political 
spending in elections, and the pro- 
liferation of super PACs. 

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to insert the text of the 
amendment in the RECORD, along with 
extraneous material, immediately 
prior to the vote on the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentlewoman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. After our vote on 
the previous question, we will offer a 
motion to commit and ask this Cham- 
ber to consider the SIMPLE Voting 
Act. Passing this would ensure that no 
American would have to wait more 
than an hour to vote. Nothing is more 
important than expediting the vote and 
making sure of that right and that it is 
attended to. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col- 
leagues to vote “no” and defeat the 
previous question. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote 
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on the motion to commit and a “no” 

vote on the resolution. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, 
today, we’ve had a really good time, 
where we’ve had a number of Members 
who have come down to the floor of the 
House of Representatives. 

As I suggested in the beginning, this 
was done yesterday in the Republican 
Conference. I’m sure it was done within 
the Democrat Caucus. We brought 
those ideas to the floor of the House of 
Representatives. We’ve been able to as- 
certain more about not only what we 
stand for but perhaps what people are 
asking for. 

I also want to thank our staff. Not 
just the Rules staff that is here on the 
majority side, but also on the minority 
side. Obviously, every one of these peo- 
ple has spent a lot of time trying to 
prepare us as we go into this new Con- 
gress, and I really do appreciate the 
hard work by our staffs, the Speaker’s 
staff, the leader’s staff; and I’m very 
pleased that we’ve been able to begin 
this process today. 

The American people are watching 
us. They are interested in what we do. 
They’re interested in how open and 
prepared we are, how we present our- 
selves, our ideas, and that we talk 
about the things they talk about 
around the table, that they talk about 
at work, and they talk about in edu- 
cational institutions and, likewise, 
that they talk about in the field of 
play that is fair, that is good, and 
makes this country even stronger. 

So I’m delighted that we’ve done that 
today. I appreciate the gentlewoman 
from Rochester for her vigorous anal- 
ysis today of what we need to do look- 
ing forward. I’ll continue to listen to 
that. I know the gentlewoman, Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN, will be on the Rules 
Committee, and I look forward to that 
service that she will be making. And 
with great enthusiasm we will move 
forward in this new Congress. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Madam Speaker, | am in- 
serting the following memorandum of under- 
standing: 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN 
THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND 
THE COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES 

JANUARY 8, 2018. 

House Resolution 5 of the 118th Congress 
amended clause 1(m)(9) of rule X to change 
the jurisdictional statement of the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources from ‘‘Insular 
possessions of the United States generally 
(except those affecting the revenue and ap- 
propriations)” to ‘Insular areas of the 
United States generally (except those affect- 
ing the revenue and appropriations)’’. The 
Committees on Foreign Affairs and Natural 
Resources understand that this amendment 
was intended to ensure that the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Natural Resources in- 
cludes areas also under the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, namely 
the Freely Associated States (a group cur- 
rently comprised of the Republic of the Mar- 
shall Islands, the Federated States of Micro- 
nesia, and the Republic of Palau). These 
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Freely Associated States are sovereign na- 
tions, but each also maintains a special rela- 
tionship with the United States pursuant to 
its respective Compact of Free Association, 
and is considered an insular area by certain 
Federal agencies. The committees under- 
stand that the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
will continue to exercise jurisdiction over in- 
sular areas that are sovereign nations and 
that the jurisdiction of other committees is 
not affected. 
EDWARD R. ROYCE 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Doc HASTINGS, 

Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources. 

Mr. SABLAN. Madam Speaker, we have just 
sworn to uphold the Constitution. We have 
taken an oath to pursue the ideal of a more 
perfect Union. 

We take that oath proudly, believing that the 
United States of America is the world’s great 
democracy. 

Yet our pride should never blind us to the 
imperfections that remain. 

Because, as this 113th U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives begins its business, some 5 mil- 
lion Americans are not really represented 
here. 

Yes, we have Delegates and a Resident 
Commissioner. 

We have offices and staff. We have mem- 
bership—and votes—in House committees. 

But we do not have a vote when legislation 
comes before this body. 

The 5 million Americans we represent live 
under laws not fully of their making. 

That is not the ideal of representational de- 
mocracy our founders envisioned in the Con- 
stitution. 

My colleagues and | ask today to have our 
vote in the Committee of the Whole restored. 

Yet, ultimately, we must all set our eyes be- 
yond that limited goal and decide that every 
United States citizen—no matter where in 
America they may live—must be fully rep- 
resented here in the people’s House. 

Mr. PIERLUISI. Madam Speaker, for the 
second straight Congress, | oppose the rules 
package, because it sends a message of ex- 
clusion to residents of the territories and the 
District of Columbia. 

Under a rule in place for the last three 
Democratic-controlled Congresses, the dele- 
gates were permitted to vote on amendments 
when the House met in the Committee of the 
Whole. The rule, which provided for a revote 
if our votes were decisive, was upheld by the 
federal courts and did not impede the work of 
the House. 

The rule promoted responsible government 
by requiring the delegates to take public 
stands on issues. It also sent a message of in- 
clusion to our constituents. Yet, once again, in 
a move that is as unnecessary as it is unjust, 
the new rules will deprive us of this privilege. 

As Resident Commissioner, | represent 3.7 
million U.S. citizens, more than any House 
member and 44 senators. My fellow delegates 
represent about one million people. Our con- 
stituents are part of the American family. They 
fight—and many have died—in defense of our 
nation. The rules package demeans their sac- 
rifice. 

In November, a referendum in Puerto Rico 
showed a clear majority wants to end the Is- 
land’s undemocratic status, and that more vot- 
ers support statehood than any other status 
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option. Today’s rules demonstrate why the 
status quo must—and will—end. | look forward 
to the day when Puerto Rico will have equal 
representation in the government that makes 
its national laws, rather than having to plead 
for the reinstatement of a limited and largely 
symbolic vote. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Speaker, | 
rise in opposition to the Rules Package which 
once again denies the opportunity for Dele- 
gates to Congress and the Resident Commis- 
sioner to vote on amendments in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. We were privileged to 
have this right first in the 103rd Congress and 
then again in the 110th and 111th. 

Madam Speaker, the over 4 million citizens 
in the U.S. territories are among the most pa- 
triotic Americans you will find anywhere in our 
country. They have served and died for their 
country in every war and conflict since the 
First World War including the recent wars in 
Afghanistan and Iraq. Much like their fellow 
citizens on the mainland they are a diverse 
group of individuals. Some were born in the 
territories under the American flag, some have 
migrated there and embraced our culture and 
our values before naturalization, and others 
were born in the states and have chosen by 
virtue of their chosen occupation or by love of 
our islands to make the territories their home. 
All are Americans in every sense of the word, 
except for full representation in the House of 
Representatives and the ability to vote for the 
President of the United States. 

We had hoped and expected that our col- 
leagues in the House would recognize the 
contributions of their fellow American insular 
residents and afford their representatives the 
opportunity to participate more fully in the de- 
cisions of the “people’s House”, unfortunately 
however the rules package being voted on 
has once again proven to us that we still have 
a long way to go to ensure equality and justice 
for all. It is ironic and sad, that the United 
States is the leading voice calling for people 
around the world to have more, not less say 
in the governance of their countries, while the 
rules of the House of Representatives dis- 
enfranchise the representatives of American 
citizens living in U.S. Insular Areas and the 
District of Columbia. 

The material previously referred to 
by Ms. SLAUGHTER is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 5 OFFERED BY MS. 
SLAUGHTER OF NEW YORK 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol- 
lowing new sections: 

SEc. 6. At any time before January 31, 2018, 
it shall be in order to consider in the House 
a joint resolution proposing an amendment 
to the United States Constitution that would 
overturn the Supreme Court decision in Citi- 
zens United and other court cases that pro- 
hibit Congress and the states from limiting 
the corrupting influence of money in poli- 
tics, unlimited political spending in elec- 
tions, and the proliferation of Super PACs by 
secret donors that erode democracy and re- 
sult in voter apathy, whenever called up by 
the Minority Leader or her designee. All 
points of order against the joint resolution 
and its consideration are waived. The joint 
resolution shall be debatable for three hours 
equally divided and controlled by the chair- 
man and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. The previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
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the joint resolution to final passage without 
intervening motion except one motion to re- 
commit. 

SEC. 7. Clause l(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of the joint reso- 
lution specified in section 6 of this resolu- 
tion. 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a resolution, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or- 
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 
is a vote about what the House should be de- 
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de- 
scribes the vote on the previous question as 
“a motion to direct or control the consider- 
ation of the subject before the House being 
made by the Member in charge.” To defeat 
the previous question is to give the opposi- 
tion a chance to decide the subject before the 
House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s ruling of 
January 13, 1920, to the effect that “the re- 
fusal of the House to sustain the demand for 
the previous question passes the control of 
the resolution to the opposition” in order to 
offer an amendment. On March 15, 1909, a 
member of the majority party offered a rule 
resolution. The House defeated the previous 
question and a member of the opposition 
rose to a parliamentary inquiry, asking who 
was entitled to recognition. Speaker Joseph 
G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: ‘“‘The previous 
question having been refused, the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. Fitzgerald, who had 
asked the gentleman to yield to him for an 
amendment, is entitled to the first recogni- 
tion.” 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Republican majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im- 
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub- 
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, (6th edition, page 185). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al- 
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con- 
trolling the time will not yield for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, the same re- 
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre- 
vious question on the rule. ... When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre- 
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend- 
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.”’ 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend- 
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec- 
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re- 
jection of the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem- 
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de- 
bate thereon.”’ 
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Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a resolution does have substantive policy 
implications. It is one of the only available 
tools for those who oppose the Republican 
majority’s agenda and allows those with al- 
ternative views the opportunity to offer an 
alternative plan. 


Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time, and 
I move the previous question on the 
resolution. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on ordering the previous 


question. 


The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 


the ayes appeared to have it. 


Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, 


on that I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 227, nays 


191, not voting 11, as follows: 


[Roll No. 4] 

YEAS—227 
Aderholt Foxx McCarthy (CA) 
Alexander Franks (AZ) McCaul 
Amash Frelinghuysen McClintock 
Amodei Gardner McHenry 
Bachus Garrett McKeon 
Barletta Gerlach McKinley 
Barr Gibbs McMorris 
Barton Gibson Rodgers 
Benishek Gingrey (GA) Meadows 
Bentivolio Gohmert Meehan 
Bilirakis Goodlatte Messer 
Bishop (UT) Gosar Mica 
Black Gowdy Miller (FL) 
Bonner Granger Miller (MI) 
Boustany Graves (GA) Miller, Gary 
Brady (TX) Graves (MO) Mullin 
Bridenstine Griffin (AR) Murphy (PA) 
Brooks (AL) Griffith (VA) Neugebauer 
Brooks (IN) Grimm Noem 
Broun (GA) Guthrie Nugent 
Buchanan Hal Nunes 
Bucshon Hanna Nunnelee 
Burgess Harper Olson 
Calvert Harris Palazzo 
Camp Hartzler Paulsen 
Campbell Hastings (WA) Pearce 
Cantor Heck (NV) Perry 
Capito Hensarling Petri 
Carter Herrera Beutler Pittenger 
Cassidy Holding Pitts 
Chabot Hudson Poe (TX) 
Chaffetz Huelskamp Pompeo 
Coble Huizenga (MI) Posey 
Coffman Hultgren Price (GA) 
Cole Hunter Radel 
Collins (GA) Hurt Reed 
Collins (NY) Issa Reichert 
Conaway Jenkins Renacci 
Cook Johnson (OH) Ribble 
Cotton Johnson, Sam Rice (SC) 
Cramer Jordan Rigell 
Crawford Joyce Roby 
Crenshaw Kelly Roe (TN) 
Culberson King (IA) Rogers (AL) 
Daines King (NY) Rogers (KY) 
Davis, Rodney Kingston Rogers (MI) 
Denham Kinzinger (IL) Rohrabacher 
Dent Kline Rokita 
DeSantis Labrador Rooney 
DesJarlais LaMalfa Ros-Lehtinen 
Diaz-Balart Lamborn Roskam 
Duffy Lance Ross 
Duncan (SC) Lankford Rothfus 
Duncan (TN) Latham Royce 
Ellmers Latta Runyan 
Emerson LoBiondo Ryan (WI) 
Farenthold Long Salmon 
Fincher Lucas Scalise 
Fleischmann Luetkemeyer Schock 
Fleming Lummis Schweikert 
Flores Marchant Scott, Austin 
Forbes Marino Sensenbrenner 
Fortenberry Massie Sessions 


The 


Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 


Andrews 
Barber 
Barrow 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 

Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 


Bachmann 

Blackburn 

Cartwright 
Clarke 


Messrs. 
and Ms. 


Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 


NAYS—191 


Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
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Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T; 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


NOT VOTING—11 


Doggett 
Fitzpatrick 
Larson (CT) 
McIntyre 
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from “yea” to “nay.” 
So the previous question was ordered. 


Mulvaney 
Peters (CA) 
Veasey 


HOLT, JONES, WAXMAN, 
TITUS changed their vote 
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The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Madam Speaker, on roll- 
call No. 4, | was unavoidably detained. Had | 
been present, | would have voted “yea.” 

Stated against: 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, on January 3, 2013—I was not 
present for rollcall vote 4. If | had been 
present for this vote, | would have voted: 
“Nay” on rollcall vote 4. 

MOTION TO COMMIT 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker, I have a motion to 
commit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
EMERSON). The Clerk will report the 
motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California moves 
that the resolution (H. Res. 5) be committed 
to a select committee composed of the Ma- 
jority Leader and the Minority Leader with 
instructions to report it forthwith back to 
the House with the following amendment: 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol- 
lowing new sections: 

SEC. 6. TO SHORTEN VOTING LINES 
AND PROTECT EARLY VOTING OPPORTU- 
NITIES. 

Not later than January 31, 2013, the Speak- 
er shall, pursuant to clause 2(b) of rule 
XVIII, declare the House resolved into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for consideration of a bill con- 
sisting of the text specified in section 8 of 
this resolution, to amend the Help America 
Vote Act of 2002 to promote early voting in 
elections for Federal office and to prevent 
unreasonable waiting times for voters at 
polling places used in such elections, and for 
other purposes. The first reading of the bill 
shall be dispensed with. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived. 
General debate shall be confined to the bill 
and shall not exceed one hour equally di- 
vided and controlled by the chair and rank- 
ing minority member of the Committee on 
House Administration. After general debate 
the bill shall be considered for amendment 
under the five-minute rule. All points of 
order against provisions in the bill are 
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of 
the bill for amendment the Committee shall 
rise and report the bill to the House with 
such amendments as may have been adopted. 
The previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit with or with- 
out instructions. If the Committee of the 
Whole rises and reports that it has come to 
no resolution on the bill, then on the next 
legislative day the House shall, immediately 
after the third daily order of business under 
clause 1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole for further consideration 
of the bill. 

SEC. 7. Clause l(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of the bill speci- 
fied in section 8 of this resolution. 

SEC. 8. The text referred to in section 6 is 
as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘Streamlined 
and Improved Methods at Polling Locations 
and Early (SIMPLE) Voting Act of 2013”. 
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SEC. 2. MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS FOR EARLY 
VOTING AND FOR REDUCING WAIT- 
ING TIMES FOR VOTERS IN FEDERAL 
ELECTIONS. 

(a) REQUIREMENTS FOR STATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A of title III of 
the Help America Vote Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 
15481 et seq.) is amended— 

(A) by redesignating sections 304 and 305 as 
sections 306 and 307; and 

(B) by inserting after section 303 the fol- 
lowing new sections: 

“SEC. 304. EARLY VOTING. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—EHach State shall allow 
individuals to vote in an election for Federal 
office on each day occurring during the 15- 
day period which ends on the second day im- 
mediately preceding the date of the election, 
in the same manner as voting is allowed on 
such date. 

“(b) MINIMUM EARLY VOTING REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—Each polling place which allows vot- 
ing prior to the date of a Federal election 
pursuant to subsection (a) shall— 

“(1) allow such voting for not less than 10 
hours on each day; and 

“(2) have uniform hours each day for which 
such voting occurs. 

“(c) LOCATION OF POLLING PLACES NEAR 
PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION.—To the greatest 
extent practicable, a State shall ensure that 
each polling place which allows voting prior 
to the date of a Federal election pursuant to 
subsection (a) is located within reasonable 
walking distance of a stop on a public trans- 
portation route. 

‘(d) STANDARDS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall 
issue standards for the administration of 
voting prior to the date scheduled for a Fed- 
eral election. Such standards shall include 
the nondiscriminatory geographic placement 
of polling places at which such voting oc- 
curs. 

“(2) DEVIATION.—The standards described 
in paragraph (1) shall permit States, upon 
providing adequate public notice, to deviate 
from any requirement in the case of unfore- 
seen circumstances such as a natural dis- 
aster, terrorist attack, or a change in voter 
turnout. 

“(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
apply with respect to elections held on or 
after January 1, 2014. 

“SEC. 305. PREVENTING UNREASONABLE WAIT- 
ING TIMES FOR VOTERS. 

“(a) PREVENTING UNREASONABLE WAITING 
TIMES.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State shall provide 
a sufficient number of voting systems, poll 
workers, and other election resources (in- 
cluding physical resources) at a polling place 
used in any election for Federal office, in- 
cluding a polling place at which individuals 
may cast ballots prior to the date of the 
election, to ensure— 

“(A) a fair and equitable waiting time for 
all voters in the State; and 

‘“(B) that no individual will be required to 
wait longer than one hour to cast a ballot at 
the polling place. 

‘(2) CRITERIA.—In determining the number 
of voting systems, poll workers, and other 
election resources provided at a polling place 
for purposes of paragraph (1), the State shall 
take into account the following factors: 

‘(A) The voting age population. 

‘“(B) Voter turnout in past elections. 

“(C) The number of voters registered. 

“(D) The number of voters who have reg- 
istered since the most recent Federal elec- 
tion. 

‘“(E) Census data for the population served 
by the polling place, such as the proportion 
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of the voting-age population who are under 
25 years of age or who are naturalized citi- 
zens. 

“(F) The needs and numbers of voters with 
disabilities and voters with limited English 
proficiency. 

“(G) The type of voting systems used. 

“(H) The length and complexity of initia- 
tives, referenda, and other questions on the 
ballot. 

(D) Such other factors, including relevant 
demographic factors relating to the popu- 
lation served by the polling place, as the 
State considers appropriate. 

“*(3) GUIDELINES.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this sec- 
tion, the Commission shall establish and 
publish guidelines to assist States in meet- 
ing the requirements of this subsection. 

“(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection may be construed to author- 
ize a State to meet the requirements of this 
subsection by closing any polling place, pro- 
hibiting an individual from entering a line at 
a polling place, or refusing to permit an indi- 
vidual who has arrived at a polling place 
prior to closing time from voting at the poll- 
ing place. 

“(b) DEVELOPMENT AND IMPLEMENTATION OF 
CONTINGENCY PLANS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State shall develop, 
and implement to the greatest extent prac- 
ticable, a contingency plan under which the 
State shall provide additional poll workers, 
machines, ballots, and other equipment and 
supplies (as the case may be) on the date of 
the election to any polling place used in an 
election for Federal office, including a poll- 
ing place at which individuals may cast bal- 
lots prior to the date of the election, at 
which waiting times exceed one hour. 

‘(2) APPROVAL OF PLAN BY COMMISSION.— 
The State shall ensure that the contingency 
plan developed under paragraph (1) is ap- 
proved by the Commission prior to the date 
of the election involved, in accordance with 
such procedures as the Commission may es- 
tablish. 

“(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
apply with respect to elections held on or 
after January 1, 2014.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents of such Act is amended— 

(A) by redesignating the items relating to 
sections 304 and 305 as relating to sections 
306 and 307; and 

(B) by inserting after the item relating to 
section 303 the following new items: 

“Sec. 304. Early voting. 
“Sec. 305. Preventing unreasonable waiting 
times for voters.’’. 

(b) REPORT BY ELECTION ASSISTANCE COM- 
MISSION.—Not later than June 30 of each odd- 
numbered year, the Election Assistance 
Commission shall submit to Congress a re- 
port assessing the impact of sections 304 and 
305 of the Help America Vote Act of 2002 (as 
added by subsection (a)) on the administra- 
tion of elections for Federal office during the 
preceding 2-year period, and shall include in 
the report such recommendations as the 
Commission considers appropriate. 

(c) NO EFFECT ON AUTHORITY OF STATE TO 
PROVIDE FOR LONGER PERIODS OF EARLY VOT- 
ING OR GREATER AMOUNT OF RESOURCES AT 
POLLING PLACES.—Nothing in this section or 
in any amendment made by this section may 
be construed to prohibit a State, with re- 
spect to any election for Federal office— 

(1) from providing (in an equitable and 
nondiscriminatory manner) a longer period 
for early voting than the minimum period 
required under section 304 of the Help Amer- 
ica Vote Act of 2002 (as added by subsection 
(a)); or 
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(2) from providing (in an equitable and 
nondiscriminatory manner) a greater num- 
ber of systems, poll workers, and other elec- 
tion resources at any polling place than the 
minimum number required under section 305 
of such Act (as added by subsection (a)). 

SEC. 3. REQUIREMENTS FOR COUNTING PROVI- 
SIONAL BALLOTS; ESTABLISHMENT 
OF UNIFORM AND NONDISCRIM- 
INATORY STANDARDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 302 of the Help 
America Vote Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 15482) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (f); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsections: 

‘(d) STATEWIDE COUNTING OF PROVISIONAL 
BALLOTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub- 
section (a)(4), notwithstanding the precinct 
or polling place at which a provisional ballot 
is cast within the State, the appropriate 
election official shall count each vote on 
such ballot for each election in which the in- 
dividual who cast such ballot is eligible to 
vote. 

“(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This subsection 
shall apply with respect to elections held on 
or after January 1, 2014. 

“(e) UNIFORM AND NONDISCRIMINATORY 
STANDARDS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Consistent with the re- 
quirements of this section, each State shall 
establish uniform and nondiscriminatory 


standards for the issuance, handling, and 
counting of provisional ballots. 
“(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This subsection 


shall apply with respect to elections held on 
or after January 1, 2014.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
302(f) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 15482(f)), as redes- 
ignated by subsection (a), is amended by 
striking ‘‘Each State” and inserting ‘‘Except 
as provided in subsections (d)(2) and (e)(2), 
each State”. 

SEC. 4. AVAILABILITY OF CIVIL PENALTIES AND 
PRIVATE RIGHTS OF ACTION TO EN- 
FORCE HELP AMERICA VOTE ACT OF 
2002. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF CIVIL PENALTIES AND 
PRIVATE RIGHTS OF ACTION.—Section 401 of 
the Help America Vote Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 
15511) is amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 401. ENFORCEMENT. 

‘*(a) ACTION BY ATTORNEY GENERAL.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
may bring a civil action against any State or 
jurisdiction in an appropriate United States 
District Court for such declaratory and in- 
junctive relief (including a temporary re- 
straining order, a permanent or temporary 
injunction, or other order) as may be nec- 
essary to carry out the requirements of sub- 
title A of title III. 

‘(2) ASSESSMENT OF CIVIL MONEY PEN- 
ALTY.—In a civil action brought under para- 
graph (1), if the court finds that the State or 
jurisdiction violated any provision of sub- 
title A of title III, it may, to vindicate the 
public interest, assess a civil penalty against 
the State or jurisdiction— 

“(A) in an amount not to exceed $110,000 
for each such violation, in the case of a first 
violation; or 

‘“(B) in an amount not to exceed $220,000 for 
each such violation, for any subsequent vio- 
lation. 

‘(3) INTERVENTION.—Upon timely applica- 
tion, a person aggrieved by a violation of 
subtitle A of title III with respect to which 
a civil action is commenced under paragraph 
(1) may intervene in such action, and may 
obtain such appropriate relief as the person 
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could obtain in a civil action under sub- 
section (b) with respect to that violation, 
along with costs and a reasonable attorney 
fee. 

“(4) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
December 31 of each year, the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall submit to Congress an annual re- 
port on any civil action brought under para- 
graph (1) during the preceding year. 

‘(b) PRIVATE RIGHT OF ACTION.— 

“(1) AVAILABILITY.—A person who is ag- 
grieved by a State’s or jurisdiction’s viola- 
tion of subtitle A of title II may bring a 
civil action in an appropriate United States 
District Court for such declaratory or in- 
junctive relief as may be necessary to carry 
out the requirements of such subtitle. 

‘(2) COSTS AND ATTORNEY FEES.—The court 
may award to a person aggrieved by a viola- 
tion of subtitle A of title III who prevails in 
an action brought under paragraph (1) the 
costs of the action, including a reasonable 
attorney fee.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents of such Act is amended by amend- 
ing the item relating to section 401 to read 
as follows: 

“Sec. 401. Enforcement.’’. 


(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply with respect 
to violations alleged to have occurred on or 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
(during the reading). Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading of the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to commit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to commit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker, I demand a recorded 
vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 194, nays 
229, not voting 6, as follows: 


[Roll No. 5] 

YEAS—194 
Andrews Castor (FL) DeLauro 
Barber Castro (TX) DelBene 
Barrow Chu Deutch 
Bass Cicilline Dingell 
Beatty Clarke Doggett 
Becerra Clay Doyle 
Bera Cleaver Duckworth 
Bishop (GA) Clyburn Edwards 
Bishop (NY) Cohen Ellison 
Bonamici Connolly Engel 
Brady (PA) Conyers Enyart 
Braley (IA) Cooper Esty 
Brown (FL) Costa Farr 
Brownley (CA) Courtney Fattah 
Bustos Crowley Foster 
Butterfield Cuellar Frankel (FL) 
Capps Cummings Fudge 
Capuano Davis (CA) Gabbard 
Cardenas Davis, Danny Gallego 
Carney DeFazio Garamendi 
Carson (IN) DeGette Garcia 
Cartwright Delaney Grayson 


Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 


Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 


Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 


NAYS—229 


Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 

Hall 

Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
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Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
Th 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Swalwell (CA) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
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Mullin Rogers (MI) Terry 
Murphy (PA) Rohrabacher Thompson (PA) 
Neugebauer Rokita Thornberry 
Noem Rooney Tiberi 
Nugent Ros-Lehtinen Tipton 
Nunes Roskam Turner 
Nunnelee Ross Upton 
Olson Rothfus Valadao 
Sone antes Wagner 

aulsen unyan 
Pearce Ryan (WI) Walberg 
P Sal Walden 

SITY armen Walorski 
Petri Scalise 

Weber (TX) 
Pitts Schock Webster (FL 
Poe (TX) Schweikert ebster (FL) 
Pompeo Scott, Austin Wenstrup 
Posey Sensenbrenner Westmoreland 
Price (GA) Sessions Whitfield 
Radel Shimkus Williams 
Reed Shuster Wilson (SC) 
Reichert Simpson Wittman 
Renacci Smith (NE) Wolf 
Ribble Smith (NJ) Womack 
Rice (SC) Smith (TX) Woodall 
Rigell Southerland Yoder 
Roby Stewart Yoho 
Roe (TN) Stivers Young (AK) 
Rogers (AL) Stockman Young (FL) 
Rogers (KY) Stutzman Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—6 
Eshoo Mulvaney Speier 
McIntyre Pittenger Takano 
1639 
Messrs. McCHENRY and JOYCE 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
6 ‘nay. 39 
Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD changed 


her vote from “nay” to “yea.” 

So the motion to commit was re- 
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall 
vote No. 5, on the Motion to commit, | was un- 
avoidably detained. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “yea.” 

Stated against: 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 5, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “nay.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LATHAM). The question is on the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 228, nays 
196, not voting 5, as follows: 


[Roll No. 6] 

YEAS—228 
Aderholt Bridenstine Cole 
Alexander Brooks (AL) Collins (GA) 
Amash Brooks (IN) Collins (NY) 
Amodei Broun (GA) Conaway 
Bachmann Buchanan Cook 
Bachus Bucshon Cotton 
Barletta Burgess Cramer 
Barr Calvert Crawford 
Barton Camp Crenshaw 
Benishek Campbell Culberson 
Bentivolio Cantor Daines 
Bilirakis Capito Davis, Rodney 
Bishop (UT) Carter Denham 
Black Cassidy Dent 
Blackburn Chabot DeSantis 
Bonner Chaffetz DesJarlais 
Boustany Coble Diaz-Balart 
Brady (TX) Coffman Duffy 
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Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 

Hal 
Hanna 

Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurt 

Issa 

Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 

Joyce 

Kelly 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 


Andrews 
Barber 
Barrow 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 


Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 


NAYS—196 


Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 

Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
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Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 

Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 


Lipinski Nolan Scott (VA) 
Loebsack O’Rourke Scott, David 
Lofgren Owens Serrano 
Lowenthal Pallone Sewell (AL) 
Lowey Pascrell Shea-Porter 
Lujan Grisham Pastor (AZ) Sherman 
(NM) Payne Sires 
Lujan, Ben Ray Pelosi Slaughter 
(NM) Perlmutter Smith (WA) 
Lynch Peters (CA) Speier 
Maffei Peters (MI) Swalwell (CA) 
Maloney, Peterson Takano 
Carolyn Pingree (ME) Thompson (CA) 
Maloney, Sean Pocan Thompson (MS) 
Markey Polis Tierney 
Matheson Price (NC) Titus 
Matsui Quigley Tonko 
McCarthy (NY) Rahall Tsongas 
McCollum Rangel Van Hollen 
McDermott Richmond Vargas 
McGovern Ruiz Veasey 
McNerney Ruppersberger Vela 
Meeks Rush Velazquez 
Meng Ryan (OH) Visclosky 
Michaud Sanchez, Linda Walz 
Miller, George E Wasserman 
Moore Sanchez, Loretta Schultz 
Moran Sarbanes Waters 
Murphy (FL) Schakowsky Watt 
Nadler Schiff Waxman 
Napolitano Schneider Welch 
Neal Schrader Wilson (FL) 
Negrete McLeod Schwartz Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—5 
McIntyre Ribble Yoho 
Mulvaney Sinema 
1656 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the word ‘‘General’’ in sec- 
tion 3(j)(1) is changed to ‘‘Govern- 
ment.’’ There was no objection. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated against: 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall 
No. 6 on H. Res. 5, | was unavoidably de- 
tained. Had | been present, | would have 
voted “nay.” 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on House 
Resolution 5. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 


Ea 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has agreed to the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


S. RES. 2 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the 
House of Representatives that a quorum of 
the Senate is assembled and that the Senate 
is ready to proceed to business. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has agreed to concurrent reso- 
lutions of the following titles in which 
the concurrence of the House is re- 
quested: 

S. Con. Res. 1. Concurrent resolution to 
provide for the counting on January 4, 2013, 


January 3, 2018 


of the electoral votes for President and Vice 
President of the United States. 

S. Con. Res. 2. Concurrent resolution ex- 
tending the life of the Joint Congressional 
Committee on Inaugural Ceremonies. 

S. Con. Res. 3. Concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for a conditional adjournment or re- 
cess of the Senate and an adjournment of the 
House of Representatives. 


r 


APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS OF 
COMMITTEE TO NOTIFY THE 
PRESIDENT, PURSUANT TO 
HOUSE RESOLUTION 3 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, pursuant to House Resolu- 
tion 3, the Chair announces the Speak- 
er’s appointment of the following Mem- 
bers to the committee on the part of 
the House to join a committee on the 
part of the Senate to notify the Presi- 
dent of the United States that a 
quorum of each House has assembled 
and that Congress is ready to receive 
any communication that he may be 
pleased to make: 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
CANTOR) and the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. PELOSI). 

There was no objection. 


ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN 
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, by direction of the Repub- 
lican Conference, I offer a privileged 
resolution and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 6 


Resolved, That the following named Mem- 
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol- 
lowing standing committees of the House of 
Representatives: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE: Mr. 
Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS: Mr. Rogers 
of Kentucky, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES: 
McKeon, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET: Mr. Ryan of 
Wisconsin, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK- 
FORCE: Mr. Kline, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE: Mr. 
Upton, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ETHICS: Mr. Conaway, Chair- 
man; Mr. Dent; Mr. Meehan; Mr. Gowdy; and 
Mrs. Brooks of Indiana. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES: Mr. 
Hensarling, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS: Mr. 
Royce, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY: Mr. 
McCaul, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION: Mrs. 
Miller of Michigan, Chairman; Mr. Harper; 
Mr. Gingrey of Georgia; Mr. Schock; Mr. 
Rokita; and Mr. Nugent. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY: Mr. Good- 
latte, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES: Mr. 
Hastings of Washington, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT 
REFORM: Mr. Issa, Chairman. 


Lucas, 


Mr. 


January 3, 2013 


COMMITTEE ON RULES: Mr. Sessions, Chair- 
man; Ms. Foxx; Mr. Bishop of Utah; Mr. Cole; 
Mr. Woodall; Mr. Nugent; Mr. Webster of 
Florida; Ms. Ros-Lehtinen; and Mr. Burgess. 

COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECH- 
NOLOGY: Mr. Smith of Texas, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS: Mr. Graves 
of Missouri, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRA- 
STRUCTURE: Mr. Shuster, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS: 
Miller of Florida, Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS: Mr. Camp 
of Michigan, Chairman. 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS (during 
the reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the resolution be 
considered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


Mr. 


— 


ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN 
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I 
offer a privileged resolution and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 7 


Resolved, That the following named Mem- 
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol- 
lowing standing committees of the House of 
Representatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON  AGRICULTURE.—Mr. 
Peterson, Mr. McIntyre, Mr. David Scott of 
Georgia, Mr. Costa, Mr. Walz, Mr. Schrader, 
Mr. Owens, Ms. Fudge, Mr. McGovern, Mrs. 
Negrete McLeod, Mr. Vela, Ms. Michelle 
Lujan Grisham of New Mexico, and Ms. 
Kuster. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS.—Mrs. 
Lowey, Ms. Kaptur, Mr. Visclosky, Mr. 
Serrano, Ms. DeLauro, Mr. Moran, Mr. Pas- 
tor of Arizona, Mr. Price of North Carolina, 
Ms. Roybal-Allard, Mr. Farr, Mr. Fattah, Mr. 
Bishop of Georgia, Ms. Lee of California, Mr. 
Schiff, Mr. Honda, Ms. McCollum, Mr. Israel, 
Mr. Ryan of Ohio, Mr. Ruppersberger, Ms. 
Wasserman Schultz, Mr. Cuellar, and Ms. 
Pingree of Maine. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES.—Mr. 
Smith of Washington, Ms. Loretta Sanchez 
of California, Mr. McIntyre, Mr. Brady of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Andrews, Mrs. Davis of 
California, Mr. Langevin, Mr. Larsen of 
Washington, Mr. Cooper, Ms. Bordallo, Mr. 
Courtney, Mr. Loebsack, Ms. Tsongas, Mr. 
Owens, Mr. Garamendi, Mr. Johnson of Geor- 
gia, Ms. Hanabusa, Ms. Speier, Mr. Barber, 
Ms. Shea-Porter, Mr. Maffei, Mr. Kilmer, Mr. 
Castro of Texas, Ms. Duckworth, Mr. Peters 
of California, Mr. Enyart, Mr. Gallego, and 
Mr. Veasey. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET.—Mr. Van 
Hollen, Ms. Schwartz, Mr. Yarmuth, Mr. Pas- 
crell, Mr. Ryan of Ohio, Ms. Wasserman 
Schultz, Ms. Moore, Ms. Castor of Florida, 
Ms. Lee of California, Mr. Cicilline, and Mr. 
Heck of Washington. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK- 
FORCE.—Mr. George Miller of California, Mr. 
Andrews, Mr. Scott of Virginia, Mr. Hino- 
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josa, Mrs. McCarthy of New York, Mr. Tier- 
ney, Mr. Holt, Mrs. Davis of California, Mr. 
Grijalva, Mr. Bishop of New York, Mr. 
Loebsack, Mr. Courtney, Ms. Fudge, Mr. 
Polis, Mr. Sablan, Mr. Yarmuth, Ms. Wilson 
of Florida, and Ms. Bonamici. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE.— 
Mr. Waxman, Mr. Dingell, Mr. Markey, Mr. 
Pallone, Mr. Rush, Ms. Eshoo, Mr. Engel, Mr. 
Gene Green of Texas, Ms. DeGette, Mrs. 
Capps, Mr. Doyle, Ms. Schakowsky, Mr. 
Matheson, Mr. Butterfield, Mr. Barrow, Ms. 
Matsui, Mrs. Christensen, Ms. Castor of Flor- 
ida, Mr. Sarbanes, Mr. McNerney, Mr. Braley 
of Iowa, Mr. Welch, Mr. Ben Ray Lujan of 
New Mexico, and Mr. Tonko. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON ETHICS.—Ms. 
Sanchez of California. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES.—Ms. 
Waters, Mrs. Carolyn B. Maloney of New 
York, Mr. Gutierrez, Ms. Velazquez, Mr. 
Watt, Mr. Sherman, Mr. Meeks, Mr. Capu- 
ano, Mr. Hinojosa, Mr. Clay, Mrs. McCarthy 
of New York, Mr. Lynch, Mr. David Scott of 
Georgia, Mr. Al Green of Texas, Mr. Cleaver, 
Ms. Moore, Mr. Ellison, Mr. Perlmutter, Mr. 
Himes, Mr. Peters of Michigan, Mr. Carney, 
Ms. Sewell of Alabama, Mr. Foster, Mr. Kil- 
dee, Mr. Murphy of Florida, Mr. Delaney, Ms. 
Sinema, and Mrs. Beatty. 

(9) COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS.—Mr. 
Engel, Mr. Faleomavaega, Mr. Sherman, Mr. 
Meeks, Mr. Sires, Mr. Connolly, Mr. Deutch, 
Mr. Higgins, Ms. Bass, Mr. Keating, Mr. 
Cicilline, Mr. Grayson, Mr. Vargas, Mr. 
Schneider, Mr. Kennedy, Mr. Bera, and Mr. 
Lowenthal. 

(10) COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY.— 
Mr. Thompson of Mississippi, Ms. Loretta 
Sanchez of California, Ms. Jackson Lee of 
Texas, Ms. Clarke, Mr. Higgins, Mr. Rich- 
mond, Mr. Keating, Ms. Hahn, Mr. Barber, 
Mr. Payne, Mr. O’Rourke, and Ms. Gabbard. 

(11) COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRA- 
TION.—Mr. Brady of Pennsylvania. 

(12) COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY.—Mr. 
Conyers, Mr. Nadler, Mr. Scott of Virginia, 
Mr. Watt, Ms. Lofgren, Ms. Jackson Lee of 
Texas, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Johnson of Georgia, 
Mr. Pierluisi, Mr. Quigley, Ms. Chu, Mr. 
Deutch, Ms. Bass, Mr. Richmond, Ms. 
DelBene, Mr. Garcia, and Mr. Jeffries. 

(13) COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES.— 
Mr. Markey, Mr. DeFazio, Mr. 
Faleomavaega, Mr. Pallone, Mrs. Napoli- 
tano, Mr. Holt, Mr. Grijalva, Ms. Bordallo, 
Mr. Costa, Mr. Sablan, Ms. Tsongas, Mr. 
Pierluisi, Ms. Hanabusa, Mr. Cardenas, Mr. 
Horsford, Mr. Huffman, and Mr. Ruiz. 

(14) COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERN- 
MENT REFORM.—Mr. Cummings, Mrs. Carolyn 
B. Maloney of New York, Ms. Norton, Mr. 
Tierney, Mr. Clay, Mr. Lynch, Mr. Cooper, 
Mr. Connolly, Mr. Quigley, Ms. Speier, Mr. 
Cartwright, and Mr. Pocan. 

(15) COMMITTEE ON RULES.—Ms. Slaughter, 
Mr. McGovern, Mr. Hastings of Florida, and 
Mr. Polis. 


Linda T. 


(16) COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND 
TECHNOLOGY.—Ms. Eddie Bernice Johnson of 
Texas, Ms. Lofgren, Mr. Lipinski, Ms. 
Edwards, Ms. Wilson of Florida, Ms. 


Bonamici, and Mr. Swalwell of California. 

(17) COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS.—Ms. 
Velazquez, Mr. Schrader, Ms. Clarke, Ms. 
Chu, and Ms. Meng. 

(18) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN- 
FRASTRUCTURE.—Mr. Rahall, Mr. DeFazio, 
Ms. Norton, Mr. Nadler, Ms. Brown of Flor- 
ida, Ms. Eddie Bernice Johnson of Texas, Mr. 
Cummings, Mr. Larsen of Washington, Mr. 
Capuano, Mr. Bishop of New York, Mr. 
Michaud, Mrs. Napolitano, Mr. Lipinski, Mr. 
Walz, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Sires, Ms. Edwards, Mr. 
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Garamendi, Mr. Carson of Indiana, Ms. Hahn, 
Mr. Nolan, Mrs. Kirkpatrick, Ms. Titus, Mr. 
Sean Patrick Maloney of New York, Ms. 


Esty, Ms. Frankel of Florida, and Mrs. 
Bustos. 
(19) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS.— 


Mr. Michaud, Ms. Brown of Florida, Mr. 
Takano, and Ms. Brownley of California. 

(20) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.—Mr. 
Levin, Mr. Rangel, Mr. McDermott, Mr. 
Lewis, Mr. Neal, Mr. Becerra, Mr. Doggett, 
Mr. Thompson of California, Mr. Larson of 
Connecticut, Mr. Blumenauer, Mr. Kind, Mr. 
Pascrell, Mr. Crowley, Ms. Schwartz, Mr. 
Danny K. Davis of Illinois, and Ms. Linda T. 
Sanchez of California. 

Mr. BECERRA (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution be considered as 
read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


PROVIDING FOR THE DESIGNA- 
TION OF CERTAIN MINORITY EM- 
PLOYEES 


Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
resolution and ask unanimous consent 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The text of the resolution is as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 8 

Resolved, That pursuant to the Legislative 
Pay Act of 1929, as amended, the six minor- 
ity employees authorized therein shall be the 
following named persons, effective January 
3, 2013, until otherwise ordered by the House, 
to wit: John Lawrence, George Kundanis, 
Richard Meltzer, Wyndee Parker, Wendell 
Primus, and Nadeam Elshami, each to re- 
ceive gross compensation pursuant to the 
provisions of House Resolution 119, Ninety- 
fifth Congress, as enacted into permanent 
law by section 115 of Public Law 95-94. In ad- 
dition the Minority Leader may appoint and 
set the annual rate of pay for up to 3 further 
minority employees. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


FIXING THE DAILY HOUR OF 
MEETING OF THE FIRST SESSION 
OF THE 113TH CONGRESS 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 9 

Resolved, That unless otherwise ordered, 
the hour of daily meeting of the House shall 
be 2 p.m. on Monday; noon on Tuesdays (or 2 
p.m. if no legislative business was conducted 


44 


on the preceding Monday); noon on Wednes- 
days and Thursdays; and 9 a.m. on all other 
days of the week. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ee 


AUTHORIZING THE SPEAKER, MA- 
JORITY LEADER, AND MINORITY 
LEADER TO ACCEPT RESIGNA- 
TIONS AND MAKE APPOINT- 
MENTS DURING THE 113TH CON- 
GRESS 


Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that during the 
113th Congress, the Speaker, majority 
leader, and minority leader be author- 
ized to accept resignations and to 
make appointments authorized by law 
or by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 


ee 


GRANTING MEMBERS PERMISSION 
TO EXTEND REMARKS AND IN- 
CLUDE EXTRANEOUS MATERIAL 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
DURING THE 118TH CONGRESS 


Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that during the 
113th Congress, all Members be per- 
mitted to extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material within the 
permitted limit in that section of the 
RECORD entitled Extensions of Re- 
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 


a 


MAKING IN ORDER MORNING-HOUR 
DEBATE 


Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that during the 
first session of the 113th Congress: 

(1) on legislative days of Monday or 
Tuesday when the House convenes pur- 
suant to House Resolution 9, the House 
shall convene 2 hours earlier than the 
time otherwise established by the reso- 
lution for the purpose of conducting 
morning-hour debate; 

(2) on legislative days of Wednesday 
or Thursday when the House convenes 
pursuant to House Resolution 9, the 
House shall convene 2 hours earlier 
than the time otherwise established by 
the resolution for the purpose of con- 
ducting morning-hour debate; 

(3) when the House convenes pursu- 
ant to an order other than H. Res. 9, 
the House shall convene for the pur- 
pose of conducting morning-hour de- 
bate only as prescribed by such order; 

(4) the time for morning-hour debate 
shall be allocated equally between the 
parties and may not continue beyond 
10 minutes before the hour appointed 
for the resumption of the session of the 
House; and 
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(5) the form of proceeding for morn- 
ing-hour debate shall be as follows: 

(a) the prayer by the Chaplain, the 
approval of the Journal and the Pledge 
of Allegiance to the flag shall be post- 
poned until resumption of the session 
of the House; 

(b) initial and subsequent recogni- 
tions for debate shall alternate be- 
tween the parties; 

(c) recognition shall be conferred by 
the Speaker only pursuant to lists sub- 
mitted by the majority leader and by 
the minority leader; 

(da) no Member may address the 
House for longer than 5 minutes, ex- 
cept the majority leader, the minority 
leader, or the minority whip; 

(e) no legislative business shall be in 
order except the filing of privileged re- 
ports; and 

(f) following morning-hour debate, 
the Chair shall declare a recess pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I until the 
time appointed for the resumption of 
the session of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 


rE 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO 
NOTIFY THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, your 
committee appointed on the part of the 
House to join a like committee on the 
part of the Senate to notify the Presi- 
dent of the United States that a 
quorum of each House has been assem- 
bled and is ready to receive any com- 
munication that he may be pleased to 
make has performed that duty. 


EE 


REGARDING CONSENT TO ASSEM- 
BLE OUTSIDE THE SEAT OF GOV- 
ERNMENT 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged concurrent resolution and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the concurrent reso- 
lution, as follows: 

H. Con. RES. 1 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That pursuant to clause 4, 
section 5, article I of the Constitution, dur- 
ing the One Hundred Thirteenth Congress 
the Speaker of the House and the Majority 
Leader of the Senate or their respective des- 
ignees, acting jointly after consultation with 
the Minority Leader of the House and the 
Minority Leader of the Senate, may notify 
the Members of the House and the Senate, 
respectively, to assemble at a place outside 
the District of Columbia if, in their opinion, 
the public interest shall warrant it. 


The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EEE 
HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 


Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
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House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 10 a.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 


EE 


APPOINTMENT—HOUSE OFFICE 
BUILDING COMMISSION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 
pointment, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 2001, 
and the order of the House of today, of 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. CAN- 
TOR) and the gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia (Ms. PELOSI) as members of the 
House Office Building Commission to 
serve with the Speaker. 


EE 
APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
PERMANENT SELECT COM- 


MITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 11 of rule X, clause 11 of 
rule I, and the order of the House of 
today, the Chair announces the Speak- 
er’s appointment of the following mem- 
bers of the House to the Permanent Se- 
lect Committee on Intelligence: 

Mr. ROGERS, Michigan, Chairman 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Maryland 


SE 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 
pointment, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 
1024(a), and the order of the House of 
today, of the following Members of the 
House to the Joint Economic Com- 
mittee: 

Mr. BRADY, Texas 

Mrs. MALONEY, New York 


EE 


1710 


TO PROVIDE FOR THE COUNTING 
ON JANUARY 4, 2013, OF THE 
ELECTORAL VOTES FOR PRESI- 
DENT AND VICE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following privileged 
concurrent resolution: 

S. Con. RES. 1 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That provide the two 
Houses of Congress shall meet in the Hall of 
the House of Representatives on Thursday, 
the 4th day of January 2013, at 1 o’clock post 
meridian, pursuant to the requirements of 
the Constitution and laws relating to the 
election of President and Vice President of 
the United States, and the President of the 
Senate shall be their Presiding Officer; that 
two tellers shall be previously appointed by 
the President of the Senate on the part of 
the Senate and two by the Speaker on the 
part of the House of Representatives, to 
whom shall be handed, as they are opened by 
the President of the Senate, all the certifi- 
cates and papers purporting to be certifi- 
cates of the electoral votes, which certifi- 
cates and papers shall be opened, presented, 
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and acted upon in the alphabetical order of 
the States, beginning with the letter “A”; 
and said tellers, having then read the same 
in the presence and hearing of the two 
Houses, shall make a list of the votes as they 
shall appear from said certificates; and the 
votes having been ascertained and counted in 
the manner and according to the rules by 
law provided, the result of the same shall be 
delivered to the President of the Senate, who 
shall thereupon announce the state of the 
vote, which announcement shall be deemed a 
sufficient declaration of the persons, if any, 
elected President and Vice President of the 
United States, and, together with a list of 
the votes, be entered on the Journals of the 
two Houses. 


The concurrent resolution was con- 
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


——— 
EXTENDING THE LIFE OF THE 
JOINT CONGRESSIONAL COM- 
MITTEE ON INAUGURAL CERE- 
MONIES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following privileged 
concurrent resolution: 

S. Con. RES. 2 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 

resentatives concurring), 


SECTION 1. REAUTHORIZATION OF JOINT COM- 
MITTEE. 


Effective from January 3, 2013, the joint 
committee created by Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 35 (112th Congress), to make the 
necessary arrangements for the inauguration 
of the President-elect and the Vice Presi- 
dent-elect of the United States, is continued 
with the same power and authority provided 
for in that resolution. 

SEC. 2. USE OF CAPITOL. 

Effective from January 3, 2013, the provi- 
sions of Senate Concurrent Resolution 36 
(112th Congress), to authorize the use of the 
rotunda and Emancipation Hall of the Cap- 
itol by the Joint Congressional Committee 
on Inaugural Ceremonies in connection with 
the proceedings and ceremonies conducted 
for the inauguration of the President-elect 
and the Vice President-elect of the United 
States are continued with the same power 
and authority provided for in that resolu- 
tion. 

The concurrent resolution was con- 
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


i_n 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair customarily takes this occasion 
at the outset of a Congress to announce 
his policies with respect to particular 
aspects of the legislative process. The 
Chair will insert in the RECORD an- 
nouncements concerning: first, privi- 
leges of the floor; second, introduction 
of bills and resolutions; third, unani- 
mous-consent requests for the consid- 
eration of legislation; fourth, recogni- 
tion for l-minute speeches; fifth, rec- 
ognition for special-order speeches; 
sixth, decorum in debate; seventh, con- 
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duct of votes by electronic device; 
eighth, use of handouts on the House 
floor; ninth, use of electronic equip- 
ment on the House floor; and tenth, use 
of the Chamber. 

These announcements, where appro- 
priate, will reiterate the origins of the 
stated policies. The Chair intends to 
continue in the 113th Congress the poli- 
cies reflected in these statements. The 
policy announced in the 102nd Congress 
with respect to jurisdictional concepts 
related to clause 5(a) of rule XXI—tax 
and tariff measures—will continue to 
govern but need not be reiterated, as it 
is adequately documented as precedent 
in the House Rules and Manual. 

Without objection, the announce- 
ments will be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

1. Privileges of the Floor 

The Chair will make the following an- 
nouncements regarding floor privileges, 
which will apply during the 113th Congress. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER WITH RESPECT 

TO STAFF 

Rule IV strictly limits those persons to 
whom the privileges of the floor during ses- 
sions of the House are extended, and that 
rule prohibits the Chair from entertaining 
requests for suspension or waiver of that 
rule. As reiterated by the Chair on January 
21, 1986, January 3, 1985, January 25, 1983, and 
August 22, 1974, and as stated in Chapter 10, 
section 2, of House Practice, the rule strictly 
limits the number of committee staff on the 
floor at one time during the consideration of 
measures reported from their committees. 
This permission does not extend to Members’ 
personal staff except when a Member’s 
amendment is actually pending during the 
five-minute rule. It also does not extend to 
personal staff of Members who are sponsors 
of pending bills or who are engaging in spe- 
cial orders. The Chair requests the coopera- 
tion of all Members and committee staff to 
assure that only the proper number of staff 
are on the floor, and then only during the 
consideration of measures within the juris- 
diction of their committees. The Chair is 
making this statement and reiterating this 
policy because of Members’ past insistence 
upon strict enforcement of the rule. The 
Chair requests each committee chair, and 
each ranking minority member, to submit to 
the Speaker a list of those staff who are al- 
lowed on the floor during the consideration 
of a measure reported by their committee. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms, who has been di- 
rected to assure proper enforcement of rule 
IV, will keep the list. Each staff person 
should exchange his or her ID for a ‘‘com- 
mittee staff’ badge, which is to be worn 
while on the floor. The Chair has consulted 
with the Minority Leader and will continue 
to consult with her. 

Furthermore, as the Chair announced on 
January 7, 2003, in accordance with the 
change in the 108th Congress of clause 2(a) of 
rule IV regarding leadership staff floor ac- 
cess, only designated staff approved by the 
Speaker shall be granted the privilege of the 
floor. The Speaker intends that his approval 
be narrowly granted on a bipartisan basis to 
staff from the majority and minority side 
and only to those staff essential to floor ac- 
tivities. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER WITH RESPECT 
TO FORMER MEMBERS 

The Speaker’s policy announced on Feb- 
ruary 1, 2006, will continue to apply in the 
113th Congress. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER, FEBRUARY 1, 
2006 


The SPEAKER. The House has adopted a 
revision to the rule regarding the admission 
to the floor and the rooms leading thereto. 
Clause 4 of rule IV provides that a former 
Member, Delegate or Resident Commissioner 
or a former Parliamentarian of the House, or 
a former elected officer of the House or a 
former minority employee nominated as an 
elected officer of the House shall not be enti- 
tled to the privilege of admission to the Hall 
of the House and the rooms extending there- 
to if he or she is a registered lobbyist or an 
agent of a foreign principal; has any direct 
personal pecuniary interest in any legisla- 
tive measure pending before the House, or re- 
ported by a committee; or is in the employ of 
or represents any party or organization for 
the purpose of influencing, directly or indi- 
rectly, the passage, defeat, or amendment of 
any legislative proposal. 

This restriction extends not only to the 
House floor but adjacent rooms, the cloak- 
rooms and the Speaker’s lobby. 

Clause 4 of rule IV also allows the Speaker 
to exempt ceremonial and educational func- 
tions from the restrictions of this clause. 
These restrictions shall not apply to attend- 
ance at joint meetings or joint sessions, 
Former Members’ Day proceedings, edu- 
cational tours, and other occasions as the 
Speaker may designate. 

Members who have reason to know that a 
person is on the floor inconsistent with 
clause 4 of rule IV should notify the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms promptly. 

2. Introduction of Bills and Resolutions 


The policy that the Chair announced on 
January 8, 1983, with respect to the introduc- 
tion and reference of bills and resolutions 
will continue to apply in the 118th Congress. 
The Chair has advised all officers and em- 
ployees of the House who are involved in the 
processing of bills that every bill, resolution, 
memorial, petition or other material that is 
placed in the hopper must bear the signature 
of a Member. Where a bill or resolution is 
jointly sponsored, the signature must be 
that of the Member first named thereon. The 
bill clerk is instructed to return to the Mem- 
ber any bill which appears in the hopper 
without an original signature. This proce- 
dure was inaugurated in the 92d Congress. It 
has worked well, and the Chair thinks that it 
is essential to continue this practice to in- 
sure the integrity of the process by which 
legislation is introduced in the House. 


3. Unanimous-Consent Requests for the Con- 
sideration of Legislation 


The policy the Chair announced on Janu- 
ary 6, 1999, with respect to recognition for 
unanimous-consent requests for the consid- 
eration of certain legislative measures will 
continue to apply in the 118th Congress. The 
Speaker will continue to follow the guide- 
lines recorded in section 956 of the House 
Rules and Manual conferring recognition for 
unanimous-consent requests for the consid- 
eration of bills, resolutions, and other meas- 
ures only when assured that the majority 
and minority floor leadership and the rel- 
evant committee chairs and ranking minor- 
ity members have no objection. Consistent 
with those guidelines and with the Chair’s 
inherent power of recognition under clause 2 
of rule XVII, the Chair, and any occupant of 
the chair appointed as Speaker pro tempore 
pursuant to clause 8 of rule I, will decline 
recognition for the unanimous-consent re- 
quests chronicled in section 956 without as- 
surances that the request has been so 
cleared. This denial of recognition by the 
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Chair will not reflect necessarily any per- 
sonal opposition on the part of the Chair to 
orderly consideration of the matter in ques- 
tion, but will reflect the determination upon 
the part of the Chair that orderly procedures 
will be followed; that is, procedures involv- 
ing consultation and agreement between 
floor and committee leadership on both sides 
of the aisle. 

4. Recognition for One-Minute Speeches 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER WITH RESPECT 
TO ONE-MINUTE SPEECHES 

The Speaker’s policy announced on August 
8, 1984, with respect to recognition for one- 
minute speeches will apply during the 113th 
Congress. The Chair will alternate recogni- 
tion for one-minute speeches between major- 
ity and minority Members, in the order in 
which they seek recognition in the well 
under present practice from the Chair’s right 
to the Chair’s left, with possible exceptions 
for Members of the leadership and Members 
having business requests. The Chair, of 
course, reserves the right to limit one- 
minute speeches to a certain period of time 
or to a special place in the program on any 
given day, with notice to the leadership. 

5. Recognition for Special-Order Speeches 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER WITH RESPECT 
TO SPECIAL-ORDER SPEECHES 

The Speaker’s policy with regard to spe- 
cial-order speeches announced on February 
11, 1994, as clarified and reiterated by subse- 
quent Speakers, will continue to apply in the 
113th Congress, with the following modifica- 
tions. 

The Chair may recognize Members for spe- 
cial-order speeches for up to 4 hours. Such 
speeches may not extend beyond the 4-hour 
limit without the permission of the Chair, 
which may be granted only with advance 
consultation between the leaderships and no- 
tification to the House. However, the Chair 
will not recognize for any _ special-order 
speeches beyond 10 o’clock in the evening. 

The 4-hour limitation will be divided be- 
tween the majority and minority parties. 
Each party is entitled to reserve its first 
hour for respective leaderships or their des- 
ignees. The second hour reserved to each 
party will be divided into two 30-minute peri- 
ods. Recognition for one-hour periods and for 
30-minute periods will alternate initially and 
subsequently between the parties each day. 
The Chair wishes to clarify for Members that 
any 60- or 30-minute period that is not 
claimed at the appropriate time will be con- 
sidered to have expired; this includes the 
first 60-minute period of the day. 

The allocation of time within each party’s 
2-hour period (or shorter period if prorated 
to end by 10 p.m.) will be determined by a 
list submitted to the Chair by the respective 
leaderships. Members may not sign up with 
their leadership for any special-order speech- 
es earlier than one week prior to the special 
order. Additional guidelines may be estab- 
lished for such sign-ups by the respective 
leaderships. 

Pursuant to clause 2(a) of rule V, the tele- 
vision cameras will not pan the Chamber, 
but a “crawl” indicating the conduct of 
morning-hour debate or that the House has 
completed its legislative business and is pro- 
ceeding with special-order speeches will ap- 
pear on the screen. The Chair may announce 
other adaptations during this period. 

The continuation of this format for rec- 
ognition by the Speaker is without prejudice 
to the Speaker’s ultimate power of recogni- 
tion under clause 2 of rule XVII and includes 
the ability to withdraw recognition for 
longer special-order speeches should cir- 
cumstances warrant. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


6. Decorum in Debate 

The Chair’s announced policies of January 
7, 2003, January 4, 1995, and January 3, 1991, 
will apply in the 113th Congress. It is essen- 
tial that the dignity of the proceedings of 
the House be preserved, not only to assure 
that the House conducts its business in an 
orderly fashion but also to permit Members 
to properly comprehend and participate in 
the business of the House. To this end, and in 
order to permit the Chair to understand and 
to correctly put the question on the numer- 
ous requests that are made by Members, the 
Chair requests that Members and others who 
have the privileges of the floor desist from 
audible conversation in the Chamber while 
the business of the House is being conducted. 
The Chair would encourage all Members to 
review rule XVII to gain a better under- 
standing of the proper rules of decorum ex- 
pected of them, and especially: to avoid 
‘personalities’? in debate with respect to ref- 
erences to other Members, the Senate, and 
the President; to address the Chair while 
standing and only during, and not beyond, 
the time recognized, and not to address the 
television or other imagined audience; to re- 
frain from passing between the Chair and a 
Member speaking, or directly in front of a 
Member speaking from the well; to refrain 
from smoking in the Chamber; to wear ap- 
propriate business attire in the Chamber; 
and to generally display the same degree of 
respect to the Chair and other Members that 
every Member is due. 

The Chair would like all Members to be on 
notice that the Chair intends to strictly en- 
force time limitations on debate. Further- 
more, the Chair has the authority to imme- 
diately interrupt Members in debate who 
transgress rule XVII by failing to avoid ‘‘per- 
sonalities’” in debate with respect to ref- 
erences to the Senate, the President, and 
other Members, rather than wait for Mem- 
bers to complete their remarks. 

Finally, it is not in order to speak dis- 
respectfully of the Speaker; and under the 
precedents the sanctions for such violations 
transcend the ordinary requirements for 
timeliness of challenges. This separate treat- 
ment is recorded in volume 2 of Hinds’ Prece- 
dents, at section 1248 and was reiterated on 
January 19, 1995. 

7. Conduct of Votes by Electronic Device 

The Speaker’s policy announced on Janu- 
ary 4, 1995, with respect to the conduct of 
electronic votes will continue in the 118th 
Congress with modifications as follows. 

As Members are aware, clause 2(a) of rule 
XX provides that Members shall have not 
less than 15 minutes in which to answer an 
ordinary record vote or quorum call. The 
rule obviously establishes 15 minutes as a 
minimum. Still, with the cooperation of the 
Members, a vote can easily be completed in 
that time. The events of October 30, 1991, 
stand out as proof of this point. On that oc- 
casion, the House was considering a bill in 
the Committee of the Whole under a special 
rule that placed an overall time limit on the 
amendment process, including the time con- 
sumed by record votes. The Chair announced, 
and then strictly enforced, a policy of clos- 
ing electronic votes as soon as possible after 
the guaranteed period of 15 minutes. Mem- 
bers appreciated and cooperated with the 
Chair’s enforcement of the policy on that oc- 
casion. 

The Chair desires that the example of Oc- 
tober 30, 1991, be made the regular practice of 
the House. To that end, the Chair enlists the 
assistance of all Members in avoiding the un- 
necessary loss of time in conducting the 
business of the House. The Chair encourages 
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all Members to depart for the Chamber 
promptly upon the appropriate bell and light 
signal. As in recent Congresses, the cloak- 
rooms should not forward to the Chair re- 
quests to hold a vote by electronic device, 
but should simply apprise inquiring Members 
of the time remaining on the voting clock. 
Members should not rely on signals relayed 
from outside the Chamber to assume that 
votes will be held open until they arrive in 
the Chamber. Members will be given a rea- 
sonable amount of time in which to accu- 
rately record their votes, and the Chair will 
endeavor to assess the presence of the mem- 
bership and the expectation of further votes 
prior to exercising his authority under 
clause 8(c)(2) of rule XX or clause 6(g)(2) of 
rule XVIII. No occupant of the Chair would 
prevent a Member who is in the well before 
the announcement of the result from casting 
his or her vote. The Speaker believes the 
best practice for presiding officers is to 
await the Clerk’s certification that a vote 
tally is complete and accurate. 


8. Use of Handouts on House Floor 


The Speaker’s policy announced on Sep- 
tember 27, 1995, which was prompted by a 
misuse of handouts on the House floor and 
made at the bipartisan request of the Com- 
mittee on Standards of Official Conduct, will 
continue in the 113th Congress. All handouts 
distributed on or adjacent to the House floor 
by Members during House proceedings must 
bear the name of the Member authorizing 
their distribution. In addition, the content of 
those materials must comport with stand- 
ards of propriety applicable to words spoken 
in debate or inserted in the Record. Failure 
to comply with this admonition may con- 
stitute a breach of decorum and may give 
rise to a question of privilege. 

The Chair would also remind Members 
that, pursuant to clause 5 of rule IV, staff is 
prohibited from engaging in efforts in the 
Hall of the House or rooms leading thereto 
to influence Members with regard to the leg- 
islation being amended. Staff cannot dis- 
tribute handouts. 

In order to enhance the quality of debate 
in the House, the Chair would ask Members 
to minimize the use of handouts. 


9. Use of Electronic Equipment on House 
Floor 


The Speaker’s policy announced on Janu- 
ary 27, 2000, as clarified on January 6, 2009, 
and as modified by the change in clause 5 of 
rule XVII in the 112th Congress, will con- 
tinue in the 118th Congress. All Members and 
staff are reminded of the absolute prohibi- 
tion contained in clause 5 of rule XVII 
against the use of mobile electronic devices 
that impair decorum. Those devices include 
wireless telephones and personal computers. 
The Chair wishes to note that electronic tab- 
let devices do not constitute personal com- 
puters within the meaning of this policy and 
thus may be unobtrusively used in the 
Chamber. No device may be used for still 
photography or for audio or video recording. 

The Chair requests all Members and staff 
wishing to receive or make wireless tele- 
phone calls to do so outside of the Chamber. 
The Chair further requests that all Members 
and staff refrain from wearing telephone 
headsets in the Chamber and to deactivate 
any audible ring of wireless phones before 
entering the Chamber. To this end, the Chair 
insists upon the cooperation of all Members 
and staff and instructs the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, pursuant to clause 3(a) of rule II and 
clause 5 of rule XVII, to enforce this prohibi- 
tion. 
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10. Use of Chamber 


The Speaker’s policy announced on Janu- 
ary 6, 2009, with respect to use of the Cham- 
ber will continue in the 113th Congress. 

The Chair will announce to the House the 
policy of the Speaker concerning appropriate 
comportment in the chamber when the 
House is not in session. 

Under clause 3 of rule I, the Speaker is re- 
sponsible to control the Hall of the House. 
Under clause 1 of rule IV, the Hall of the 
House is to be used only for the legislative 
business of the House, for caucus and con- 
ference meetings of its Members, and for 
such ceremonies as the House might agree to 
conduct there. 

When the House stands adjourned, its 
chamber remains on static display. It may 
accommodate visitors in the gallery or on 
the floor, subject to the needs of those who 
operate, maintain, and secure the chamber 
to go about their ordinary business. Because 
outside ‘‘coverage’’ of the chamber is limited 
to floor proceedings and is allowed only by 
accredited journalists, when the chamber is 
on static display no audio or video recording 
or transmitting devices are allowed. The 
long custom of disallowing even still photog- 
raphy in the chamber is based at least in 
part on the notion that an image having this 
setting as its backdrop might be taken to 
carry the imprimatur of the House. 

The imprimatur of the House adheres to 
the Journal of its proceedings, which is kept 
pursuant to the Constitution. The impri- 
matur of the House adheres to the Congres- 
sional Record, which is kept as a substan- 
tially verbatim transcript pursuant to clause 
8 of rule XVII. The imprimatur of the House 
adheres to the audio and visual trans- 
missions and recordings that are made and 
Kept by the television system administered 
by the Speaker pursuant to rule V. But the 
imprimatur of the House may not be appro- 
priated to other, ad hoc accounts or composi- 
tions of events in its chamber. 


— 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

JANUARY 3, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Under clause 2(g) of 
rule II of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, I herewith designate Robert 
Reeves, Deputy Clerk, and Kirk D. Boyle, 
Legal Counsel, to sign any and all papers and 
do all other acts for me under the name of 
the Clerk of the House that they would be 
authorized to do by virtue of this designa- 
tion, except such as are provided by statute, 
in case of my temporary absence or dis- 
ability. 

This designation shall remain in effect for 
the 113th Congress or until modified by me. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS, 
Clerk of the House. 


Í 
RECALL DESIGNEE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 


nication from the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives: 
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THE SPEAKER’S ROOMS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 3, 2013. 
Hon. KAREN L. HAAS, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM CLERK: Pursuant to House 
Concurrent Resolution 1, and also for pur- 
poses of such concurrent resolutions of the 
current Congress as may contemplate my 
designation of Members to act in similar cir- 
cumstances, I hereby designate Representa- 
tive Eric Cantor of Virginia to act jointly 
with the Majority Leader of the Senate or 
his designee, in the event of my death or in- 
ability, to notify the Members of the House 
and the Senate, respectively, of any re- 
assembly under any such concurrent resolu- 
tion. In the event of the death or inability of 
that designee, the alternate Members of the 
House listed in the letter bearing this date 
that I have placed with the Clerk are des- 
ignated, in turn, for the same purposes. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces that the Speaker has 
delivered to the Clerk a letter dated 
January 3, 2013, listing Members in the 
order in which each shall act as Speak- 
er pro tempore under clause 8(b)(3) of 
rule I. 


EE 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
ACT AS SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
TO SIGN ENROLLED BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS DURING 
THE 118TH CONGRESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

THE SPEAKER’S ROOMS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 3, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JEFF 
DENHAM, the Honorable MAc THORNBERRY, 
the Honorable FRED UPTON, the Honorable 
ANDY HARRIS, and the Honorable FRANK R. 
WOLF to act as Speaker pro tempore to sign 
enrolled bills and joint resolutions through 
the remainder of the One Hundred Thir- 
teenth Congress. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the appointments are ap- 
proved. 

There was no objection. 


a 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
clause 5(d) of rule XX, the Chair an- 
nounces to the House that the whole 
number of the House is 429. 


EE 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD (at the request 
of Ms. PELOSI) for today and January 4 
on account of a death in the family. 
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Mr. RIBBLE (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today after 4:30 p.m. and 
the balance of the week on account of 
a death in the family. 


Ee 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 18 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri- 
day, January 4, 2013, at 10 a.m. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — National Emission Standards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants for Area Sources: 
Industrial, Commercial, and Institutional 
Boilers [EPA-HQ-OAR-2006-0790; FRL-9698-5] 
(RIN: 2060-AR14) received January 3, 2018, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 


ES 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. MORAN: 

H.R. 21. A bill to provide for greater safety 
in the use of firearms; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. MCKEON, 
Mr. KEATING, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ 
of California, and Mr. MCCAUL): 

H.R. 22. A bill to provide for the exchange 
of information related to trade enforcement, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia (for himself, 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. PALAZZO, 
Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. ROGERS of Ken- 
tucky, Mr. TERRY, Mr. CARTER, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Mr. FARENTHOLD, 
Mr. JONES, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. 
GIBBS, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mrs. 
ROBY, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. RYAN of Wis- 
consin, Mr. CONAWAY, and Mr. FLEM- 
ING): 

H.R. 23. A bill to provide that human life 
shall be deemed to begin with fertilization; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 

H.R. 24. A bill to require a full audit of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System and the Federal reserve banks by the 
Comptroller General of the United States, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, and in 
addition to the Committee on Financial 
Services, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. WOODALL (for himself, Mr. 
PRICE of Georgia, Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina, Mr. KING of Iowa, 
Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. BROOKS of Ala- 
bama, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. WEST- 
MORELAND, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, 
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Mr. McCauL, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. LONG, 
Ms. Foxx, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. COLLINS of 
Georgia, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. 
FLORES, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. BROUN 
of Georgia, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. OLSON, 
Mr. NUGENT, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. ROE 
of Tennessee, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. 
POSEY, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. HARRIS, 
Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. Ross, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. Mica, Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK, Mr. CARTER, Mr. DUN- 
CAN of Tennessee, Mr. BONNER, Mr. 
CRENSHAW, Mr. ISSA, Ms. JENKINS, 
Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. Lucas, Mr. 
PoMPEO, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. NEUGE- 
BAUER, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. 
RIGELL, Mr. HALL, Mr. MILLER of 
Florida, and Mr. HUNTER): 

H.R. 25. A bill to promote freedom, fair- 
ness, and economic opportunity by repealing 
the income tax and other taxes, abolishing 
the Internal Revenue Service, and enacting a 
national sales tax to be administered pri- 
marily by the States; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. | 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 26. A bill to amend chapters 83 and 84 
of title 5, United States Code, to provide for 
the indexation of deferred annuities; to pro- 
vide that a survivor annuity be provided to 
the widow or widower of a former employee 
who dies after separating from Government 
service with title to a deferred annuity under 
the Civil Service Retirement System but be- 
fore establishing a valid claim therefor, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, and in 
addition to the Committee on House Admin- 
istration, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 7 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 27. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to repeal the Medicare 
competitive acquisition program for durable 
medical equipment and prosthetics, 
orthotics, and supplies (DMEPOS), and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on Ways and Means, the Judiciary, 
and Small Business, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 7 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 28. A bill to amend the Small Business 
Act to provide loan guarantees for the acqui- 
sition of health information technology by 
eligible professionals in solo and small group 
practices, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Small Business. 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 29. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to improve the provision of med- 
ical services to the homeless; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 30. A bill to amend the Small Business 
Investment Act of 1958, to provide for a small 
business early-stage investment program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Small Business, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 31. A bill to amend the Investment 

Company Act of 1940 to change the asset cov- 
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erage ratio and treatment of preferred stock 
for business development companies, to 
allow business development companies to 
purchase, otherwise acquire, or hold certain 
securities, and to direct the Securities and 
Exchange Commission to revise rules under 
the Securities Act of 1933 relating to busi- 
ness development companies; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 
By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. LOBI- 
ONDO, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
RUNYAN, Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mrs. 
HARTZLER, Mr. TURNER, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. CON- 
AWAY, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
NUGENT, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. KING of 
New York, Mr. Ross, Mr. ScHock, Mr. 
BACHUS, Mr. COFFMAN, and Mr. WITT- 
MAN): 

H.R. 32. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to repeal the requirement for 
reduction of survivor annuities under the 
Survivor Benefit Plan for military surviving 
spouses to offset the receipt of veterans de- 
pendency and indemnity compensation; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. STOCKMAN (for himself and 
Mr. BROUN of Georgia): 

H.R. 33. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to reform the manner in which 
the Board of Governors of the Federal Re- 
serve System is audited by the Comptroller 
General of the United States and the manner 
in which such audits are reported, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. RUSH: 

H.R. 34. A bill to provide for the implemen- 
tation of a system of licensing for purchasers 
of certain firearms and for a record of sale 
system for those firearms, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STOCKMAN (for himself and 
Mr. BROUN of Georgia): 

H.R. 35. A bill to restore safety to Amer- 
ica’s schools; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. DENT (for himself and Mr. SES- 
SIONS): 

H.R. 36. A bill to improve access to emer- 
gency medical services, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BARROW: 

H.R. 37. A bill to repeal portions of the Pa- 
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act, to 
reduce Federal Government spending and to 
reduce the salaries of Members of Congress, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on Energy and Commerce, Rules, 
House Administration, and Oversight and 
Government Reform, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. FLEMING (for himself and Mr. 
BARROW): 

H.R. 38. A bill to allow seniors to file their 
Federal income tax on a new Form 1040SR; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 39. A bill to reauthorize the African 
Elephant Conservation Act, the Rhinoceros 
and Tiger Conservation Act of 1994, and the 
Asian Elephant Conservation Act of 1997; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CONYERS: 

H.R. 40. A bill to acknowledge the funda- 
mental injustice, cruelty, brutality, and in- 
humanity of slavery in the United States 
and the 13 American colonies between 1619 
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and 1865 and to establish a commission to ex- 
amine the institution of slavery, subse- 
quently de jure and de facto racial and eco- 
nomic discrimination against African-Amer- 
icans, and the impact of these forces on liv- 
ing African-Americans, to make rec- 
ommendations to the Congress on appro- 
priate remedies, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARRETT (for himself, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. FRELING- 
HUYSEN, Mr. LANCE, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. 
HANNA, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
MEEKS, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 
York, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
ANDREWS, Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. LOBI- 
ONDO, Ms. MENG, Mr. SEAN PATRICK 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. PAs- 
CRELL, Mr. TONKO, and Mr. BISHOP of 
New York): 

H.R. 41. A bill to temporarily increase the 
borrowing authority of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency for carrying out 
the National Flood Insurance Program; to 
the Committee on Financial Services, and in 
addition to the Committee on the Budget, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. BACHMANN: 

H.R. 42. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to prohibit certain increases in 
fees for military health care before fiscal 
year 2016; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

By Mrs. BACHMANN (for herself, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. KLINE, Ms. McCoLLUM, 
Mr. NOLAN, Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. PETER- 
SON, and Mr. WALZ): 

H.R. 43. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
14 Red River Avenue North in Cold Spring, 
Minnesota, as the ‘‘Officer Tommy Decker 
Memorial Post Office’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Ms. BORDALLO (for herself, Mr. 
ANDREWS, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
PIERLUISI, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. SABLAN, 
Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. HOYER, and 
Mr. MICHAUD): 

H.R. 44. A bill to implement the rec- 
ommendations of the Guam War Claims Re- 
view Commission; to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mrs. BACHMANN: 

H.R. 45. A bill to repeal the Patient Protec- 
tion and Affordable Care Act and health 
care-related provisions in the Health Care 
and Education Reconciliation Act of 2010; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committees on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, Ways and Means, 
the Judiciary, Natural Resources, Rules, 
House Administration, Appropriations, and 
the Budget, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mrs. BACHMANN: 

H.R. 46. A bill to repeal the Dodd-Frank 
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protec- 
tion Act; to the Committee on Financial 
Services, and in addition to the Committees 
on Agriculture, Energy and Commerce, the 
Judiciary, the Budget, Oversight and Gov- 
ernment Reform, Ways and Means, and 
Small Business, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 
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By Mr. BISHOP of New York (for him- 
self and Mr. HANNA): 

H.R. 47. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow an unlimited ex- 
clusion from transfer taxes for certain farm- 
land and land of conservation value, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BISHOP of New York (for him- 
self and Mr. HANNA): 

H.R. 48. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to clarify that installment 
sales treatment shall not fail to apply to 
property acquired for conservation purposes 
by a State or local government or certain 
tax-exempt organizations merely because 
purchase funds are held in a sinking or simi- 
lar fund pursuant to State law; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 49. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to establish and implement a 
competitive oil and gas leasing program that 
will result in an environmentally sound pro- 
gram for the exploration, development, and 
production of the oil and gas resources of the 
Coastal Plain of Alaska, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources, and in addition to the Committees 
on Energy and Commerce, and Science, 
Space, and Technology, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
(for himself and Mr. CLYBURN): 

H.R. 50. A bill to amend the Help America 
Vote Act of 2002 to promote early voting in 
elections for Federal office and to prevent 
unreasonable waiting times for voters at 
polling places used in such elections, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 51. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for an employ- 
ment assistance voucher program for the un- 
employed; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 52. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for the termination 
of further retirement coverage of Members of 
Congress, except for the right to participate 
in the Thrift Savings Plan, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on House Admin- 
istration, and in addition to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 58. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to increase from 1 to 2 years the 
post employment restrictions on Members of 
the House of Representatives; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK (for himself, Mr. 
POSEY, Mr. McKINLEY, Mr. MICHAUD, 
Mr. TIBERI, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, 
Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. JONES, 
Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. MATHESON, 
Mr. GARRETT, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. GIBBS, 
Mr. TERRY, Mr. HANNA, Mr. YODER, 
Mr. Pouis, Mr. WITTMAN, Mrs. 
HARTZLER, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michi- 
gan, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. MICA, Mr. CUL- 
BERSON, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. NUGENT, Ms. JEN- 
KINS, Mr. LANCE, Mr. OLSON, Mr. FLO- 
RES, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. MARINO, Mr. 
KELLY, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. GRAVES of 
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Missouri, Mr. COBLE, Mr. PALAZZO, 
Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. LANKFORD, and 
Mr. STIVERS): 

H.R. 54. A bill to provide that no pay ad- 
justment for Members of Congress shall be 
made with respect to any pay period occur- 
ring during the One Hundred Thirteenth 
Congress; to the Committee on House Ad- 
ministration, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 55. A bill to prioritize the payment of 
pay and allowances to members of the Armed 
Forces and Federal law enforcement officers 
in the event the debt ceiling is reached or 
there is a funding gap; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture, Armed Services, and the Judiciary, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 56. A bill to make 1 percent across- 
the-board rescissions in non-defense, non- 
homeland-security, and non-veterans-affairs 
discretionary spending for each of the fiscal 
years 2013 and 2014; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 57. A bill to make 15 percent across- 
the-board rescissions in non-defense, non- 
homeland-security, and non-veterans-affairs 
discretionary spending for each of the fiscal 
years 2013 and 2014; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 58. A bill to make 10 percent across- 
the-board rescissions in non-defense, non- 
homeland-security, and non-veterans-affairs 
discretionary spending for each of the fiscal 
years 2013 and 2014; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself and 
Mr. GARRETT): 

H.R. 59. A bill to make 5 percent across- 
the-board rescissions in non-defense, non- 
homeland-security, and non-veterans-affairs 
discretionary spending for each of the fiscal 
years 2013 and 2014; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 60. A bill to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal to Malala Yousufzai, in recogni- 
tion of her devoted service to education, jus- 
tice, and equality in Pakistan; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 61. A bill to amend title X of the Pub- 
lic Health Service Act to prohibit family 
planning grants from being awarded to any 
entity that performs abortions, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 62. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to provide an alternate release 
date for certain nonviolent offenders, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 68. A bill to modify the boundary of 
the Shiloh National Military Park located in 
Tennessee and Mississippi, to establish Park- 
er’s Crossroads Battlefield as an affiliated 
area of the National Park System, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 64. A bill to increase the number of 

Federal air marshals for certain flights, re- 
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quire criminal investigative training for 
such marshals, create an office and appoint 
an ombudsman for the marshals, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 65. A bill to prevent children’s access 
to firearms; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 66. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Transportation to take actions to ensure 
that not fewer than 2 air traffic controllers 
are on duty and physically situated within 
the air traffic control room or tower of cer- 
tain airports at all times during periods of 
airfield operations, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In- 
frastructure. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 67. A bill to amend subtitle IV of title 
40, United States Code, regarding county ad- 
ditions to the Appalachian region; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 68. A bill to provide that no Federal 
funds may be used by the Secretary of Home- 
land Security to approve a site security plan 
for a chemical facility, unless the facility 
meets or exceeds security standards and re- 
quirements to protect the facility against 
acts of terrorism established for such a facil- 
ity by the State or local government for the 
area where the facility is located, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. BORDALLO (for herself, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. SABLAN, 
and Mrs. CHRISTENSEN): 

H.R. 69. A bill to strengthen enforcement 
mechanisms to stop illegal, unreported, and 
unregulated fishing, to amend the Tuna Con- 
ventions Act of 1950 to implement the Anti- 
gua Convention, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 70. A bill to direct the Secretary of In- 
terior and the Secretary of Commerce, act- 
ing through the National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration, to initiate imme- 
diate action to create jobs in America, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on Science, Space, and Technology, 
and Transportation and Infrastructure, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. BORDALLO (for herself, Mr. 


PIERLUISI, Mr. FARR, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, and Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ): 


H.R. 71. A bill to reauthorize the Coral 
Reef Conservation Act of 2000, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 72. A bill to provide for emergency de- 
ployments of United States Border Patrol 
agents and to increase the number of DEA 
and ATF agents along the international bor- 
der of the United States to increase re- 
sources to identify and eliminate illicit 
sources of firearms into Mexico for use by 
violent drug trafficking organizations and 
for other lawful activities, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity, and in addition to the Committee on 
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the Judiciary, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 

H.R. 73. A bill to abolish the Board of Gov- 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System and 
the Federal reserve banks, to repeal the Fed- 
eral Reserve Act, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 74. A bill to provide for the collection 
of data on traffic stops, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 

H.R. 75. A bill to end membership of the 
United States in the United Nations; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 76. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
1900 West Gray Street in Houston, Texas, as 
the “Hazel Hainsworth Young Post Office 
Building’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 

H.R. 77. A bill to repeal the legal tender 
laws, to prohibit taxation on certain coins 
and bullion, and to repeal superfluous sec- 
tions related to coinage; to the Committee 
on Financial Services, and in addition to the 
Committees on Ways and Means, and the Ju- 
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 78. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
4110 Almeda Road in Houston, Texas, as the 
“George Thomas ‘Mickey’ Leland Post Office 
Building’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN (for herself, 
Mr. PIERLUISI, and Ms. BORDALLO): 

H.R. 79. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to increase the Federal 
medical assistance percentage for the terri- 
tories; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 80. A bill to provide for research and 
education with respect to triple-negative 
breast cancer, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 81. A bill to amend subtitle B of title 
I of the Patient Protection and Affordable 
Care Act to extend the temporary high-risk 
insurance pool program to the territories; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 82. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to require hospitals re- 
imbursed under the Medicare system to es- 
tablish and implement security procedures 
to reduce the likelihood of infant patient ab- 
duction and baby switching, including proce- 
dures for identifying all infant patients in 
the hospital in a manner that ensures that it 
will be evident if infants are missing from 
the hospital; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committees on 
the Judiciary, and Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN (for herself, 
Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, 
Mr. SABLAN, and Ms. BORDALLO): 

H.R. 83. A bill to require the Secretary of 

the Interior to assemble a team of technical, 
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policy, and financial experts to address the 
energy needs of the insular areas of the 
United States and the Freely Associated 
States through the development of action 
plans aimed at reducing reliance on im- 
ported fossil fuels and increasing use of in- 
digenous clean-energy resources, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 
By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 84. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to establish an Ombudsman Of- 
fice within the Transportation Security Ad- 
ministration for the purpose of enhancing 
transportation security by providing con- 
fidential, informal, and neutral assistance to 
address work-place related problems of 
Transportation Security Administration em- 
ployees, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 85. A bill to create the Office of Chief 
Financial Officer of the Government of the 
Virgin Islands, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 86. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to establish a program to 
award grants to institutions of higher edu- 
cation for the establishment or expansion of 
cybersecurity professional development pro- 
grams, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology, 
and in addition to the Committees on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, and Homeland Se- 
curity, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 87. A bill to establish the Castle 
Nugent National Historic Site at St. Croix, 
United States Virgin Islands, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 88. A bill to increase the evidentiary 
standard required to convict a person for a 
drug offense, to require screening of law en- 
forcement officers or others acting under 
color of law participating in drug task 
forces, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN (for herself, 
Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, 
and Ms. BORDALLO): 

H.R. 89. A bill to establish the St. Croix 
National Heritage Area, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 90. A bill to enhance Federal enforce- 
ment of hate crimes, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN (for herself, 
Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA): 


H.R. 91. A bill to extend the supplemental 
security income benefits program to Guam, 
the United States Virgin Islands, and Amer- 
ican Samoa; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 92. A bill to provide energy crisis re- 
lief to residents of the Virgin Islands; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and in addition 
to the Committees on Energy and Com- 
merce, Transportation and Infrastructure, 
Financial Services, and Education and the 
Workforce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 
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By Mr. CICILLINE: 

H.R. 93. A bill to amend chapter 44 of title 
18, United States Code, to restrict the ability 
of a person whose Federal license to import, 
manufacture, or deal in firearms has been re- 
voked, whose application to renew such a li- 
cense has been denied, or who has received a 
license revocation or renewal denial notice, 
to transfer business inventory firearms, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COLE: 

H.R. 94. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to prohibit the use of pub- 
lic funds for political party conventions; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. COLE: 

H.R. 95. A bill to reduce Federal spending 
and the deficit by terminating taxpayer fi- 
nancing of presidential election campaigns 
and party conventions; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself and 
Mr. POE of Texas): 

H.R. 96. A bill to permit the televising of 
Supreme Court proceedings; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself and 
Mr. LANGEVIN): 

H.R. 97. A bill to provide incentives for 
States to invest in practices and technology 
that are designed to expedite voting at the 
polls and to simplify voter registration; to 
the Committee on House Administration, 
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. CONYERS: 

H.R. 98. A bill to provide a remedy for sur- 
vivors and descendants of the victims of the 
Tulsa, Oklahoma Race Riot of 1921; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONYERS: 

H.R. 99. A bill to prohibit anticompetitive 
activities and to provide that health insur- 
ance issuers and medical malpractice insur- 
ance issuers are subject to the antitrust laws 
of the United States, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mr. 
COHEN, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. WATT, Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California, and Ms. 
JACKSON LEE): 

H.R. 100. A bill to amend title 11, United 
States Code, to improve protections for em- 
ployees and retirees in business bank- 
ruptcies; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mr. 
COHEN, Mr. NADLER, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia, and Ms. JACKSON LEE): 

H.R. 101. A bill to amend title 11 of the 
United States Code with respect to modifica- 
tion of certain mortgages on principal resi- 
dences, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself and Mr. 
PETERS of Michigan): 

H.R. 102. A bill to amend part E of title IV 
of the Social Security Act to require States 
to follow certain procedures in placing a 
child who has been removed from the cus- 
tody of his or her parents; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 103. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to provide authority to increase 
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the debt limit when an Act of Congress pro- 
vides budget authority or reduces revenues, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARRETT: 

H.R. 104. A bill to recognize Jerusalem as 
the capital of Israel, to relocate to Jeru- 
salem the United States Embassy in Israel, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GARRETT: 

H.R. 105. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the mandate that 
individuals purchase health insurance; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia (for him- 
self, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND, Mr. Posey, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. NUGENT, 
Mrs. BLACK, and Mr. WITTMAN): 

H.R. 106. A bill to require any amounts re- 
maining in a Member’s Representational Al- 
lowance at the end of a fiscal year to be de- 
posited in the Treasury and used for deficit 
reduction or to reduce the Federal debt; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia (for him- 
self, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. Ross, Mr. HUELSKAMP, 
Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. ROE of 
Tennessee, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
CARTER, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, 
and Mr. CHAFFETZ): 

H.R. 107. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to limit the circumstances in 
which official time may be used by a Federal 
employee; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H.R. 108. A bill to provide that rates of pay 
for Members of Congress shall not be ad- 
justed under section 601(a)(2) of the Legisla- 
tive Reorganization Act of 1946 in the year 
following any fiscal year in which outlays of 
the United States exceed receipts of the 
United States; to the Committee on House 
Administration, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia (for him- 
self, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. POSEY, 
Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. 
WITTMAN, and Mrs. BLACKBURN): 

H.R. 109. A bill to require Congress to 
specify the source of authority under the 
United States Constitution for the enact- 
ment of laws, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on Rules, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. HANABUSA: 

H.R. 110. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Army to determine the validity of the 
claims of certain Filipinos that they per- 
formed military service on behalf of the 
United States during World War II; to the 
Committee on Armed Services, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. HANABUSA: 

H.R. 111. A bill to award a Congressional 
gold medal, collectively, to the Filipino Vet- 
erans of World War II, in recognition of their 
dedicated service during World War II; to the 
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Committee on Financial Services, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on House Adminis- 
tration, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 
By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 112. A bill to enable States to imple- 
ment integrated statewide education longi- 
tudinal data systems; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HOLT (for himself, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, and Mr. POLIS): 

H.R. 118. A bill to amend the Workforce In- 
vestment Act of 1998 to integrate public li- 
braries into State and local workforce in- 
vestment boards, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work- 
force. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 114. A bill to encourage online work- 
force training; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HOLT (for himself, Ms. TSON- 
GAS, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. POLIS): 

H.R. 115. A bill to provide for grants from 
the Secretary of Education to State and 
local educational agencies for EnergySmart 
schools and Energy Star programs; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HOLT (for himself and Mrs. 
CAPPS): 

H.R. 116. A bill to encourage the use of 
medical checklists through research, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 117. A bill to provide for the manda- 
tory licensing and registration of handguns; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOLT (for himself, Mr. HANNA, 
and Mr. HONDA): 

H.R. 118. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to encourage teachers to 
pursue teaching science, technology, engi- 
neering, and math subjects at elementary 
and secondary schools; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 119. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code to make permanent the credit for 
increasing research activities; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 120. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to increase the credit for 
research expenses for 2013 and 2014 and to 
allow the credit to be assigned; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 121. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide a 5-year rein- 
statement of the real property standard de- 
duction and to adjust such deduction for in- 
flation; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 122. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit against 
income tax for equity investments in high 
technology small business concerns; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLT (for himself and Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California): 

H.R. 123. A bill to encourage water effi- 
ciency; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Commit- 
tees on Oversight and Government Reform, 
and Armed Services, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 
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By Mr. JONES (for himself and Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia): 

H.R. 124. A bill to redesignate the Depart- 
ment of the Navy as the Department of the 
Navy and Marine Corps; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 125. A bill to provide for congressional 
oversight of United States agreements with 
the Government of Afghanistan; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 126. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to enter into an agreement to 
provide for management of the free-roaming 
wild horses in and around the Currituck Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. JONES (for himself and Mr. 
HUDSON): 

H.R. 127. A bill to restore the Free Speech 
and First Amendment rights of churches and 
exempt organizations by repealing the 1954 
Johnson Amendment; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 128. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to require radio and tele- 
vision broadcasters to provide free broad- 
casting time for political advertising, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Ms. KAPTUR (for herself and Mr. 
JONES): 

H.R. 129. A bill to repeal certain provisions 
of the Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act and revive 
the separation between commercial banking 
and the securities business, in the manner 
provided in the Banking Act of 1933, the so- 
called ‘‘Glass-Steagall Act”, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 130. A bill to amend the Federal Re- 
serve Act to alter the terms and conditions 
applicable to members of the Board of Gov- 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 131. A bill to provide additional re- 
sources for Federal investigations and pros- 
ecutions of crimes related to the 2008 Finan- 
cial Crisis, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on Financial Services, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. KING of Iowa: 

H.R. 132. A bill to repeal the Patient Pro- 
tection and Affordable Care Act and the 
Health Care and Education Reconciliation 
Act of 2010; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Commit- 
tees on Ways and Means, Education and the 
Workforce, the Judiciary, Natural Re- 
sources, House Administration, Rules, and 
Appropriations, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. MASSIE: 

H.R. 133. A bill to repeal the Gun-Free 
School Zones Act of 1990 and amendments to 
that Act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MATHESON (for himself, Mr. 
COBLE, Mr. McCCAUL, and Mr. PETERS 
of Michigan): 

H.R. 184. A bill to repeal the provision of 
law that provides automatic pay adjust- 
ments for Members of Congress; to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on Oversight and 
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Government Reform, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. MATSUI: 

H.R. 135. A bill to authorize improvements 
to flood damage reduction facilities adjacent 
to the American and Sacramento Rivers near 
Sacramento, California, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. MATSUI: 

H.R. 136. A bill to authorize certain civil 
works projects, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York: 

H.R. 137. A bill to ensure that all individ- 
uals who should be prohibited from buying a 
firearm are listed in the national instant 
criminal background check system and re- 
quire a background check for every firearm 
sale; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. McCARTHY of New York (for 
herself and Ms. DEGETTE): 

H.R. 138. A bill to prohibit the transfer or 
possession of large capacity ammunition 
feeding devices, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 

H.R. 139. A bill to preserve the Arctic 
coastal plain of the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge, Alaska, as wilderness in recognition 
of its extraordinary natural ecosystems and 
for the permanent good of present and future 
generations of Americans; to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. KING of Iowa (for himself, Mr. 
GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND, Mr. WOODALL, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
BROOKS of Alabama, Mrs. BLACK, Ms. 
Foxx, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. MILLER of 
Florida, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. GOHMERT, 
Mr. NUGENT, and Mr. BARLETTA): 

H.R. 140. A bill to amend section 301 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to clarify 
those classes of individuals born in the 
United States who are nationals and citizens 
of the United States at birth; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York: 

H.R. 141. A bill to require criminal back- 
ground checks on all firearms transactions 
occurring at gun shows; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York: 

H.R. 142. A bill to require face to face pur- 
chases of ammunition, to require licensing of 
ammunition dealers, and to require report- 
ing regarding bulk purchases of ammunition; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIGELL: 

H.R. 148. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide that matching con- 
tributions to the Thrift Savings Fund for 
Members of Congress be made contingent on 
Congress completing action on a concurrent 
resolution on the budget, for the fiscal year 
involved, which reduces the deficit, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on House 
Administration, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SIMPSON: 

H.R. 144. A bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to provide for the appointment 
of additional Federal circuit judges, to di- 
vide the Ninth Judicial Circuit of the United 
States into two judicial circuits, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 
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By Mr. SIMPSON: 

H.R. 145. A bill to establish certain wilder- 
ness areas in central Idaho and to authorize 
various land conveyances involving National 
Forest System land and Bureau of Land 
Management land in central Idaho; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. SIRES: 

H.R. 146. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide for the expansion, in- 
tensification, and coordination of the pro- 
grams and activities of the National Insti- 
tutes of Health with respect to Tourette syn- 


drome; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 
By Mr. THORNBERRY (for himself, 


Mr. BARTON, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, 
Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. WoMACK, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
NUGENT, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. 
ROKITA, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. 
MCKINLEY, Mr. OLSON, Mr. RAHALL, 
Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. ISSA, 
Mr. HALL, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. TURNER, 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. DUNCAN of 
Tennessee, Mr. SMITH of Texas, and 
Mr. YODER): 

H.R. 147. A bill to repeal the Federal estate 
and gift taxes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself, Mr. 
CLYBURN, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. CROWLEY, 
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. 
CUELLAR, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. ISRAEL, 
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, and Ms. LOF- 
GREN): 

H.R. 148. A bill to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to provide for ad- 
ditional disclosure requirements for corpora- 
tions, labor organizations, and other enti- 
ties, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, and in ad- 
dition to the Committees on the Judiciary, 
and Ways and Means, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. WEBSTER of Florida: 

H.R. 149. A bill to specify the priority of 
the obligations of the United States Govern- 
ment if the debt ceiling is reached; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YODER (for himself and Ms. 
JENKINS): 

H.R. 150. A bill to amend the Legislative 
Reorganization Act of 1946 to reduce the 
rates of pay of Members of Congress by 5 per- 
cent and eliminate future cost-of-living ad- 
justments in such rates of pay; to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. YODER (for himself and Ms. 
JENKINS): 

H.R. 151. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for the termination 
of further retirement benefits for Members 
of Congress, except the right to continue 
participating in the Thrift Savings Plan; to 
the Committee on House Administration, 
and in addition to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 
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By Mr. GOODLATTE (for himself, Mr. 
BacuHus, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mrs. BLACK- 
BURN, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. BUCHANAN, 
Mr. CHABOT, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. COFF- 
MAN, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. 
Conaway, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. CUL- 
BERSON, Mr. DUNCAN of South Caro- 
lina, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. 
GERLACH, Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia, 
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. 
HULTGREN, Mr. HURT, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mr. LABRADOR, Mr. LAMBORN, 
Mr. LANCE, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. 
MARINO, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, 
Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. OLSON, 
Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. PosEY, Mrs. 
McMorrIs RODGERS, Mr. ROE of Ten- 
nessee, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. SMITH of 
Texas, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. DENT, 
Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. GIBBS, and Mr. BROUN of 
Georgia): 

H.J. Res. 1. A joint resolution proposing a 
balanced budget amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOODLATTE (for himself, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BOUSTANY, 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. COBLE, Mr. CRAWFORD, 
Mr. AMODEI, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 
GRIFFITH of Virginia, Mr. HUIZENGA 
of Michigan, Mr. JONES, Mr. LANCE, 
Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. MULVANEY, 
Mr. NUGENT, Mr. PosEy, Mr. HURT, 
Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. ROE of Ten- 
nessee, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. 
HULTGREN, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. HAR- 
PER, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. WALDEN, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mr. MARINO, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. 
GARRETT, Mr. WOLF, Mr. SENSEN- 
BRENNER, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. 
MILLER of Florida, Mr. PRICE of Geor- 
gia, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. SMITH of Texas, 
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. WIL- 
SON of South Carolina, Mrs. BLACK, 
Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. LABRADOR, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. 
PETRI, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. 
OLSON, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. BONNER, 
Mr. YODER, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mrs. 
MILLER of Michigan, Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina, Mr. PoE of Texas, 
Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California, 
Mr. DENT, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. McKIN- 
LEY, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. 
CALVERT, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. NEUGE- 
BAUER, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. FORTENBERRY, 
and Mr. BROUN of Georgia): 

H.J. Res. 2. A joint resolution proposing a 
balanced budget amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.J. Res. 3. A joint resolution expressing 
support for designation of September 2013 as 
“Gospel Music Heritage Month’’ and hon- 
oring gospel music for its valuable and long- 
standing contributions to the culture of the 
United States; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. BARROW (for himself and Mr. 
CUELLAR): 

H.J. Res. 4. A joint resolution proposing a 
balanced budget amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. BUCHANAN: 

H.J. Res. 5. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relative to balancing the budg- 
et; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: 

H.J. Res. 6. A joint resolution proposing a 
balanced budget amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN (for herself 
and Ms. BORDALLO): 

H.J. Res. 7. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States regarding presidential election 
voting rights for residents of all United 
States territories and commonwealths; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.J. Res. 8. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to limit the number of terms 
that a Member of Congress may serve to 4 in 
the House of Representatives and 2 in the 
Senate; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLINTOCK: 

H.J. Res. 9. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the United States 
government from increasing its debt except 
for a specific purpose by law adopted by 
three-fourths of the membership of each 
House of Congress; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 

H.J. Res. 10. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States requiring that the Federal 
budget be balanced and that an increase in 
the Federal debt requires approval from a 
majority of the legislatures of the several 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TERRY: 

H.J. Res. 11. A joint resolution proposing a 
balanced budget amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: 

H. Con. Res. 1. Concurrent resolution re- 
garding consent to assemble outside the seat 
of government; considered and agreed to. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H. Con. Res. 2. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that a com- 
memorative postage stamp should be issued 
in honor of George Thomas ‘‘Mickey”’ Le- 
land; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H. Con. Res. 8. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that the use of 
offensive military force by a President with- 
out prior and clear authorization of an Act 
of Congress constitutes an impeachable high 
crime and misdemeanor under article II, sec- 
tion 4 of the Constitution; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California 
(for himself and Mr. SHERMAN): 

H. Con. Res. 4. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of the Congress that the 
current Federal income tax deduction for in- 
terest paid on debt secured by a first or sec- 
ond home should not be further restricted; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALZ: 

H. Con. Res. 5. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in 
the Capitol Visitor Center for an event to 
celebrate the Mississippi River and its status 
as a vital resource of the United States; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H. Res. 1. A resolution electing officers of 
the House of Representatives; considered and 
agreed to. 
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By Mr. CANTOR: 

H. Res. 2. A resolution to inform the Sen- 
ate that a quorum of the House has assem- 
bled and of the election of the Speaker and 
the Clerk; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. CANTOR: 

H. Res. 3. A resolution authorizing the 
Speaker to appoint a committee to notify 
the President of the assembly of the Con- 
gress; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. DINGELL: 

H. Res. 4. A resolution authorizing the 
Clerk to inform the President of the election 
of the Speaker and the Clerk; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. CANTOR: 

H. Res. 5. A resolution adopting rules for 
the One Hundred Thirteenth Congress; con- 
sidered and agreed to. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H. Res. 6. A resolution electing Members to 
certain standing committees of the House of 
Representatives; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. BECERRA: 

H. Res. 7. A resolution electing Members to 
certain standing committees of the House of 
Representatives; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. BECERRA: 

H. Res. 8. A resolution providing for the 
designation of certain minority employees; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: 

H. Res. 9. A resolution fixing the daily 
hour of meeting of the First Session of the 
One Hundred Thirteenth Congress; consid- 
ered and agreed to. 

By Ms. FUDGE (for herself, Ms. 
CLARKE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. RUSH, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis- 
sissippi, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CONYERS, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. RICHMOND, 
and Ms. WILSON of Florida): 

H. Res. 10. A resolution recognizing the 
100th Anniversary of Delta Sigma Theta So- 
rority, Incorporated; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself, Mr. CLy- 
BURN, and Mr. COURTNEY): 

H. Res. 11. A resolution amending the 
Rules of the House of Representatives to re- 
instate the ‘‘Gephardt rule”; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself, Mr. CLY- 
BURN, Mr. COURTNEY, and Mr. YAR- 
MUTH): 

H. Res. 12. A resolution amending the 
Rules of the House of Representatives to re- 
quire that any extension of the public debt 
limit only be considered in a standalone bill; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia (for him- 
self, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. POSEY, 
and Mr. CONAWAY): 

H. Res. 18. A resolution amending the 
Rules of the House of Representatives to re- 
quire that general appropriations for mili- 
tary construction and veterans’ affairs be 
considered as stand-alone measures; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HOYER: 

H. Res. 14. A resolution amending the 
Rules of the House of Representatives to per- 
mit Delegates and the Resident Commis- 
sioner to the Congress to cast votes in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H. Res. 15. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Transportation Security Administration 
should, in accordance with existing law, en- 
hance security against terrorist attack and 
other security threats to our Nation’s rail 
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and mass transit systems and other modes of 
surface transportation; and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity. 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 

H. Res. 16. A resolution amending the 
Rules of the House of Representatives to pro- 
hibit the consideration of any bill or joint 
resolution carrying more than one subject; 
to the Committee on Rules. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. MORAN: 

H.R. 21. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 22. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 8 of section 8 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 

H.R. 23. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

To accompany: Section 5 of the 14th article 
of Amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, which states ‘The Congress 
shall have power to enforce, by appropriate 
legislation, the provisions of this article.” 
Section one of this article states ‘“. .. nor 
shall any State deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of 
law...” 

The Sanctity of Human Life Act allows for 
constitutional protection for the unborn 
that they not ‘‘be deprived of life, liberty, or 
property, without due process of the law” af- 
forded under the 5th Amendment. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 

H.R. 24. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This legislation is authorized by Article I, 
Section 8 of the Constitution: “To coin 
money, regulate the value thereof, and of 
foreign coin, and fix the standards of weights 
and measures” and ‘‘To provide for the pun- 
ishment of counterfeiting the securities and 
current coin of the United States.” 

By Mr. WOODALL: 

H.R. 25. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1, Section 8 of Article 1 of the 
United States Constitution which reads: 
“The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts, and Excises, 
to pay the Debts, and provide for the com- 
mon Defense and General Welfare of the 
United States; but all Duties and Imposts 
and Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States.” 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 26. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1; and includ- 
ing, but not solely limited to Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 14. 
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By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 27. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3; and includ- 
ing, but not solely limited to Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 14. | 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 28. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have Power to. . . pro- 
vide for the general Welfare of the 
United States;... 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power. . . To reg- 
ulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In- 
dian Tribes. 7 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 29. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defense and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 7 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 30. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have Power to. . . pro- 
vide for the general Welfare of the 
United States;... 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power. . . To reg- 
ulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In- 
dian Tribes. 7 

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ: 

H.R. 31. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have Power to.. . pro- 
vide for the general Welfare of the 
United States;... 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power. . . To reg- 
ulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In- 
dian Tribes. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: 

H.R. 32. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

The Congress shall have the power to pro- 
vide for the common defense. 

By Mr. STOCKMAN: 

H.R. 33. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

“The Congress shall have Power ... To 
coin Money, regulate the Value thereof, and 
of foreign Coin, and fix the Standard of 
Weights and Measures’’ 

By Mr. RUSH: 

H.R. 34. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

“The Congress shall have Power ‘‘to regu- 
late Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In- 
dian Tribes.” 

By Mr. STOCKMAN: 

H.R. 35. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I of the U.S. Constitution, Second 
Amendment, Ninth Amendment and Tenth 
Amendment 

By Mr. DENT: 

H.R. 36. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. BARROW: 

H.R. 37. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. FLEMING: 

H.R. 38. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by 
Amendment 16 of the U.S. Constitution, 
which grants Congress the power to lay and 
collect taxes on incomes, from whatever 
source derived, without apportionment 
among the several States, and without re- 
gard to any census or enumeration. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 39. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3. 

By Mr. CONYERS: 

H.R. 40. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Pursuant to Section 5 of the Fourteenth 
Amendment to the United States Constitu- 
tion, Congress shall have the power to enact 
appropriate laws protecting the civil rights 
of all Americans. 

By Mr. GARRETT: 

H.R. 41. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (The Congress 
shall have Power To lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts, and Excises to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States; but 
all Duties, imposts, and Excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States.;) Article 
I, Section 9, Clause 7 (No Money shall be 
drawn from the Treasury, but in consequence 
of Appropriations made by Law; and a reg- 
ular Statement and Account of the Receipts 
and Expenditures of all public Money shall 
be published from time to time) and Article 
I, Section 8, Clause 18 (To make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department of Officer thereof). 

The Constitution exclusively bestows to 
Congress the power of the purse and this leg- 
islation would increase the amount of bor- 
rowing authority of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency for carrying out the na- 
tional flood insurance program. 

By Mrs. BACHMANN: 

H.R. 42. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article One, Section Eight, wherein it 
states ‘‘Congress shall have power ... to 
raise and support Armies.”’ 

By Mrs. BACHMANN: 

H.R. 43. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to estab- 
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lish Post Offices and post roads, as enumer- 
ated in Article I, Section 8, Clause 7 of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Ms. BORDALLO: 

H.R. 44. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

To make all rules and regulations respect- 
ing the Territories and possessions as enu- 
merated in Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 of 
the United States Constitution 

By Mrs. BACHMANN: 

H.R. 45. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill makes specific changes to exist- 
ing law in a manner that returns power to 
the States and to the People, in accordance 
with Amendment X of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mrs. BACHMANN: 

H.R. 46. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill makes specific changes to exist- 
ing law in a manner that returns power to 
the States and to People, in accordance with 
Amendment X to the U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. BISHOP of New York: 

H.R. 47. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution. 
By Mr. BISHOP of New York: 

H.R. 48. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 49. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 50. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 4 of the Constitution of 
the United States grants Congress the au- 
thority to enact this bill. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 51. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the U.S. 
Constitution: 

“The Congress shall have the Power to lay 
and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts, and Ex- 
cises, to pay the Debts and Provide for the 
common Defense and general Welfare of the 
United States” 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 52. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Commerce Power, Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 3; and The Necessary and Proper 
Clause, Article I, Section 8, Clause 18; 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 53. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Commerce Power, Art. I, Sec. 8, Cl. 3; 

The Necessary and Proper Clause, Art. I, 
Sec. 8, Cl. 18 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 54. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 6 of Article I of the 
Constitution, which states ‘‘The Senators 
and Representatives shall receive a Com- 
pensation for their Services, to be 
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ascertained by Law, and paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States.” and Clause 1 
of Section 1 of Article I, which states ‘‘All 
legislative Powers herein granted shall be 
vested in a Congress of the United States, 
which shall consist of a Senate and House of 
Representatives.” 
By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 55. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution. 

The Congress shall have Power To lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defense and general Welfare of the United 
States 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 56. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 and Article I, 
Section 9, Clause 7 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 57. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 and Article I, 
Section 9, Clause 7 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 58. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 and Article I, 
Section 9, Clause 7 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 59. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 and Article I, 
Section 9, Clause 7 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 60. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 61. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 62. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 63. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (relating to 
the power of Congress to provide for the gen- 
eral welfare of the United States) and Clause 
18 (relating to the power of Congress to make 
all laws necessary and proper for carrying 
out the powers vested in Congress and the 
Executive Branch), and Article IV, Section 3, 
Clause 2 (relating to the power of Congress 
to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other 
property belonging to the United States) of 
the Constitution of the United States. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 64. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 65. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 66. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 67. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 14. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 68. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. BORDALLO: 

H.R. 69. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted Congress under Article 1, Section 8 
of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 70. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. BORDALLO: 

H.R. 71. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted Congress under Article 1, Section 8 
of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 72. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 

H.R. 73. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This legislation is authorized by Article I, 
Section 8 of the Constitution: ‘‘To make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the foregoing pow- 
ers, and all other powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 
States.” This includes the power to repeal 
legislation that exercises power beyond that 
which is granted to the Congress in the Con- 
stitution. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 74. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 

H.R. 75. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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This legislation is authorized by Article I, 
Section 8 of the Constitution: “To make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the foregoing pow- 
ers, and all other powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 
States.” 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 76. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 

H.R. 77. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This legislation is authorized by Article I, 
Section 8 of the Constitution: “To coin 
money, regulate the value thereof, and of 
foreign coin, and fix the standard of weights 
and measures” and ‘‘To provide for the pun- 
ishment of counterfeiting the securities and 
current coin of the United States.” It is also 
authorized by Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: 
“To regulate commerce with foreign nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes.” 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 78. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 79. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is Article 1 of the U.S. Constitution 
that grants Congress the authority to tax 
and spend for the general welfare. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 80. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 81. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to enact 
bills pursuant to clause 1 of section 8 of arti- 
cle I of the Constitution. Pursuant to this 
clause, Congress has the authority to ‘“‘pro- 
vide for the.... general welfare of the United 
States.” Included in the concept of ‘general 
welfare’ is Congress’s authority to spend 
money to provide for the health of the citi- 
zenry. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 82. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 83. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“Article IV, section 3 of the Constitution 
of the United States grant Congress the au- 
thority to make all needful Rules and Regu- 
lations respecting the Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United States.” 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 84. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 85. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“Article IV, section 3 of the Constitution 
of the United States grant Congress the au- 
thority to make all needful Rules and Regu- 
lations respecting the Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United States.” 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 86. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 87. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“Article IV, section 3 of the Constitution 
of the United States grant Congress the au- 
thority to make all needful Rules and Regu- 
lations respecting the Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United States.” 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 88. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 89. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“Article IV, section 3 of the Constitution 
of the United States grant Congress the au- 
thority to make all needful Rules and Regu- 
lations respecting the Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United States.” 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 90. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 91. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“Article IV, section 3 of the Constitution 
of the United States grant Congress the au- 
thority to make all needful Rules and Regu- 
lations respecting the Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United States.” 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 92. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“Article IV, section 3 of the Constitution 
of the United States grant Congress the au- 
thority to make all needful Rules and Regu- 
lations respecting the Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United States.” 

By Mr. CICILLINE: 

H.R. 93. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I Section 8 

By Mr. COLE: 

H.R. 94. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Amendment XVI to the United States Con- 
stitution. 

Additionally, since the Constitution does 
not provide Congress with the power to pro- 
vide financial support to U.S. political par- 
ties, the general repeal of the Presidential 
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Election Campaign Fund for this purpose is 
consistent with the powers that are reserved 
to the States and to the people as expressed 
in Amendments IX and X to the United 
States Constitution. 

Further, Article I Section 8 defines the 
scope and powers of Congress and does not 
include this concept of taxation in further- 
ance of funding U.S. political parties within 
the expressed powers. 

By Mr. COLE: 

H.R. 95. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Amendment XVI to the United States Con- 
stitution. 

Additionally, since the Constitution does 
not provide Congress with the power to pro- 
vide financial support to candidates seeking 
election to offices of the United States or to 
U.S. political parties, the general repeal of 
the presidential election fund is consistent 
with the powers that are reserved to the 
States and to the people as expressed in 
Amendment X to the United States Con- 
stitution. 

Further, Article I Section 8 defines the 
scope and powers of Congress and does not 
include this concept of taxation in further- 
ance of funding campaigns within the dele- 
gated powers. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 96. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The ‘‘necessary and proper” clause of Arti- 
cle 1, Section 8 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 97. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 4 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. CONYERS: 

H.R. 98. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Pursuant to Section 5 of the Fourteenth 
Amendment to the United States Constitu- 
tion, Congress shall have the power to enact 
appropriate laws protecting the civil rights 
of all Americans. 

By Mr. CONYERS: 

H.R. 99. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 


U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 3. 
By Mr. CONYERS: 
H.R. 100. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 

By Mr. CONYERS: 

H.R. 101. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 

By Mr. CONYERS: 

H.R. 102. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 103. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 


January 3, 2018 


By Mr. GARRETT: 

H.R. 104. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (The Congress 
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts, and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States; but 
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States;), Article 
I, Section 9, Clause 7 (No Money shall þe 
drawn from the Treasury, but in consequence 
of Appropriations made by Law; and a reg- 
ular Statement and Account of the Receipts 
and Expenditures of all public Money shall 
be published from time to time), and Article 
I, Section 8, Clause 18 (To make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department of Officer thereof). 

This legislation authorizes appropriations 
for “Acquisition and Maintenance of Build- 
ings Abroad” for the Department of State, 
such sums as may be necessary to establish 
a United States Embassy in Israel in the cap- 
ital of Jerusalem. 

By Mr. GARRETT: 

H.R. 105. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (The Congress 
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts, and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States; but 
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States;), Article 
I, Section 9, Clause 5 (No Capitation, or 
other direct, Tax shall be laid unless in Pro- 
portion to the Census or Enumeration herein 
before directed to be taken), and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18 (To make all Laws which 
shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into execution the foregoing Powers, and all 
other Powers vested by this Constitution in 
the Government of the United States, or in 
any Department of Officer thereof). 

In National Federation of Independent 
Business v. Sebelius, the Supreme Court 
ruled that the financial penalty for failing to 
purchase health insurance as mandated by 
the Affordable Care Act is a tax that Con- 
gress may impose through the taxing power. 
Even if the penalty imposed by the Afford- 
able Care Act must be construed to be a tax, 
it does not satisfy the three types of taxes— 
income, excise, or direct—that are listed as 
valid in the Constitution. The penalty is not 
assessed on income so it is not a valid in- 
come tax. The penalty is not assessed uni- 
formly and is triggered by economic inac- 
tivity so it is not a valid excise tax. Finally, 
the penalty is not apportioned among the 
states by population and therefore is not a 
valid direct tax. 

The tax imposed by the Affordable Care 
Act, by every measure, extends beyond the 
taxing power granted to Congress by the 
Constitution and it is only necessary and 
proper that Congress repeal the individual 
mandate. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H.R. 106. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con- 
stitution that states, “The Congress shall 
have Power To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, 
Imposts and Excises, to pay the Debts. . .”’ 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H.R. 107. 


January 3, 2013 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution states ‘‘To regulate Commerce with 
foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes.” 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con- 
stitution states ‘‘To make all Laws which 
shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into Execution the foregoing Powers, and all 
other Powers vested by this Constitution in 
the Government of the United States or in 
any Department or Officer thereof.” 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H.R. 108. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 6, Clause 1 of the Con- 
stitution states “The Senators and Rep- 
resentatives shall receive a Compensation 
for their Services, to be ascertained by Law, 
and paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States.” 

The 27th Amendment of the Constitution 
states “No law, varying the compensation 
for the services of the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives, shall take effect, until an elec- 
tion of Representatives shall have inter- 
vened.” 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H.R. 109. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 5, Clause 2 of the Con- 
stitution that states, ‘‘Hach House may de- 
termine the Rules of its Proceedings” 

By Ms. HANABUSA: 

H.R. 110. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con- 
stitution 

By Ms. HANABUSA: 

H.R. 111. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con- 
stitution 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 112. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 113. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I of the Constitution of the United 
States 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 114. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I of the Constitution of the United 
States 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 115. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 116. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 117. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 118. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I of the Constitution of the United 
States 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 119. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I of the Constitution of the United 
States 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 120. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I of the Constitution of the United 
States 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 121. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I of the Constitution of the United 
States 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 122. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I of the Constitution of the United 
States 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 123. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 124. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle 1, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion (clauses 12, 13, 14, and 16), which grants 
Congress the power to raise and support an 
Army; to provide and maintain a Navy; to 
make rules for the government and regula- 
tion of the land and naval forces; and to pro- 
vide for organizing, arming, and disciplining 
the militia. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 125. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 11, and Article II, Section 2, Clause 
2 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 126. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, and Article IV, Section 
3, of the Constitution of the United States. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 127. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by the 
First Amendment of the United States Con- 
stitution, which states that, among other 
things, Congress shall make no law prohib- 
iting the free exercise of religion. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 128. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 129. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18 
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By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 130. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 131. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. KING of Iowa: 

H.R. 132. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill makes specific changes to exist- 
ing law in a manner that returns power to 
the States and to the People, consistent with 
Amendment X of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. MASSIE: 

H.R. 133. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This Act is justified by the lack of a man- 
date or assertion of authority in the United 
States Constitution for the federal govern- 
ment to establish the laws affected by this 
Act; by Article One of the United States 
Constitution that grants legislative powers; 
by the Second Amendment to the United 
States Constitution that recognizes the right 
to bear arms; and by the Ninth and Tenth 
Amendments to the United States Constitu- 
tion, which recognize that rights and powers 
are retained and reserved by the people and 
to the States. 

By Mr. MATHESON: 

H.R. 134. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 6, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution and Amendment XXVII 
of the United States Constitution grants 
Congress the authority to enact this legisla- 
tion. 

By Ms. MATSUI: 

H.R. 135. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Ms. MATSUI: 

H.R. 136. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York: 

H.R. 137. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the powers 
granted to the Congress by Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York: 

H.R. 138. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the powers 
granted to the Congress by Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 

H.R. 139. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 and Article IV, section 
3 

By Mr. KING of Iowa: 

H.R. 140. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 5 of the Amendment XIV to the 
Constitution and Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York: 

H.R. 141. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the powers 
granted to the Congress by Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York: 

H.R. 142. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the powers 
granted to the Congress by Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. RIGELL: 

H.R. 148. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 6, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution: ‘‘All Senators and Rep- 
resentatives shall receive a Compensation 
for their Services to be ascertained by Law, 
and paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States.” 

By Mr. SIMPSON: 

H.R. 144. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion, specifically clause 9, which states ‘‘The 
Congress shall have Power. . . To constitute 
Tribunals inferior to the supreme Court.” In 
addition, Article III, Section 1 states that 
“The judicial Power of the United States, 
shall be vested in one supreme Court, and in 
such inferior Courts as the Congress may 
from time to time ordain and establish.” 

By Mr. SIMPSON: 

H.R. 145. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion, specifically clause 1 (relating to pro- 
viding for the general welfare of the United 
States) and clause 18 (relating to the power 
to make all laws necessary and proper for 
carrying out the powers vested in Congress), 
and Article IV, section 3, clause 2 (relating 
to the power of Congress to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations re- 
specting the territory or other property be- 
longing to the United States).”’ 

By Mr. SIRES: 

H.R. 146. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution 

By Mr. THORNBERRY: 

H.R. 147. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 1 of the United States Con- 
stitution. Section 8 explicitly states that 
“The Congress shall have power to lay and 
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collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States;’’ This clause applies to this bill þe- 
cause it grants the power of taxation to the 
Federal government. 
By Mr. VAN HOLLEN: 

H.R. 148. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The power of Congress to regulate the 
time, place, and manner of Federal elections 
under section 4 of article I. 

By Mr. WEBSTER of Florida: 

H.R. 149. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con- 
stitution which states in part: The Congress 
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States. 

By Mr. YODER: 

H.R. 150. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 and Clause 18, 
and Article I, Section 6 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. YODER: 

H.R. 151. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 and Clause 18, 
and Article I, Section 6 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. GOODLATTE: 

H.J. Res. 1. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V of the U.S. Constitution, which 
grants Congress the authority to propose 
Constitutional amendments. 

By Mr. GOODLATTE: 

H.J. Res. 2. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V of the U.S. Constitution, which 
grants Congress the authority to propose 
Constitutional amendments. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.J. Res. 3. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. BARROW: 

H.J. Res. 4. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V of the U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: 

H.J. Res. 5. 


January 3, 2013 


Congress has the power to enact this 1 

lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 

joint resolution rests is the power of Con- 

gress aS enumerated in Article V of the 

United States Constitution. 
By Mr. BUCHANAN: 

H.J. Res. 6. 

Congress has the power to enact this 1 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
joint resolution rests is the power of Con- 
gress aS enumerated in Article V of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.J. Res. 7. 

Congress has the power to enact this 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“Article IV, section 3 of the Constitution 
of the United States grant Congress the au- 
thority to make all needful Rules and Regu- 
lations respecting the Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United States.” 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.J. Res. 8. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Commerce Power, Art. I, Sec. 8, Cl. 3; and 
The Necessary and Proper Clause, Art. I, 
Sec. 8, Cl. 18 

By Mr. McCLINTOCK: 

H.J. Res. 9. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V of the United States Constitu- 
tion provides for amendments to the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 

H.J. Res. 10. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 5 of the Constitution states: The 
Congress, whenever two thirds of both houses 
shall deem it necessary, shall propose 
amendments to this Constitution, or, on the 
application of the legislatures of two thirds 
of the several states, shall call a convention 
for proposing amendments, which, in either 
case, shall be valid to all intents and pur- 
poses, as part of this Constitution, when 
ratified by the legislatures of three fourths 
of the several states, or by conventions in 
three fourths thereof, as the one or the other 
mode of ratification may be proposed by the 
Congress; provided that no amendment 
which may be made prior to the year one 
thousand eight hundred and eight shall in 
any manner affect the first and fourth 
clauses in the ninth section of the first arti- 
cle; and that no state, without its consent, 
shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the 
Senate. 

By Mr. TERRY: 

H.J. Res. 11. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V 


egis- 


egis- 


legis- 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


INTRODUCTION OF THE “HOME 
FORECLOSURE REDUCTION ACT 
OF 2013” 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, the “Home 
Foreclosure Reduction Act of 2013,” permits a 
bankruptcy judge to reduce the principal 
amount of an underwater mortgage to the fair 
market value of the home, which will encour- 
age homeowners to make their mortgage pay- 
ments and help stop the endless cycle of fore- 
closures which further depresses home val- 
ues. It also authorizes the mortgage’s repay- 
ment period to be extended so that monthly 
mortgage payments are more affordable. In 
addition, the bill permits exorbitant mortgage 
interest rates to be reduced to a level that will 
keep the mortgage affordable over the long- 
term. And, it authorizes the waiver of prepay- 
ment penalties and excessive fees. Further, 
the bill would allow hidden fees and unauthor- 
ized costs to be eliminated. 

This bill addresses the fundamental problem 
with every privately-sponsored and govern- 
ment program that has previously been devel- 
oped to deal with the home foreclosure crisis. 
Unlike every other government program, this 
legislation empowers a homeowner to force 
the lender to modify the terms of the mortgage 
by allowing the principal amount of the mort- 
gage to be reduced to the home’s fair market 
value, which numerous economists and hous- 
ing experts agree is the most effective way to 
respond to the foreclosure crisis. And, unlike 
every other government program, the imple- 
mentation of this measure will not cost tax- 
payers a single penny. 

This legislation is identical to H.R. 1587, 
which was introduced in the 112th Congress, 
and contains similar provisions included in 
H.R. 1106, which the House passed nearly 
three years ago. Unfortunately, those provi- 
sions were taken out in the Senate and not in- 
cluded in the final version of the bill that was 
subsequently enacted into law. 

SECTION-BY-SECTION DESCRIPTION OF THE 
“HOME FORECLOSURE REDUCTION ACT OF 2013” 

Section 1. Short Title. Section 1 sets forth 
the short title of this Act as the ‘‘Home 
Foreclosure Reduction Act of 2013.” 

Section 2. Definition. Bankruptcy Code 
section 101 defines various terms. Section 2 
amends this provision to add a definition of 
“qualified loan modification,’’ which is de- 
fined as a loan modification agreement made 
in accordance with the guidelines of the 
Obama Administration’s Homeowner Afford- 
ability and Stability Plan, as implemented 
on March 4, 2009 with respect to a loan se- 
cured by a senior security interest in the 
debtor’s principal residence. To qualify as 
such, the agreement must reduce the debt- 
or’s mortgage payment (including principal 


and interest) and payments for various other 
specified expenses (i.e., real estate taxes, 
hazard insurance, mortgage insurance pre- 
mium, homeowners’ association dues, ground 
rent, and special assessments) to a percent- 
age of the debtor’s income in accordance 
with such guidelines. The payment may not 
include any period of negative amortization 
and it must fully amortize the outstanding 
mortgage principal. In addition, the agree- 
ment may not require the debtor to pay any 
fees or charges to obtain the modification. 
Further, the agreement must permit the 
debtor to continue to make these payments 
as if he or she had not filed for bankruptcy 
relief. 

Section 3. Eligibility for Relief. Section 3 
amends Bankruptcy Code section 109, which 
specifies the eligibility criteria for filing for 
bankruptcy relief, in two respects. First, it 
amends Bankruptcy Code section 109e), 
which sets forth secured and unsecured debt 
limits to establish a debtor’s eligibility for 
relief under chapter 18. Section 3 amends 
this provision to provide that the computa- 
tion of debts does not include the secured or 
unsecured portions of debts secured by the 
debtor’s principal residence, under certain 
circumstances. The exception applies if the 
value of the debtor’s principal residence as of 
the date of the order for relief under chapter 
18 is less than the applicable maximum 
amount of the secured debt limit specified in 
section 109(e). Alternatively, the exception 
applies if the debtor’s principal residence 
was sold in foreclosure or the debtor surren- 
dered such residence to the creditor and the 
value of such residence as of the date of the 
order for relief under chapter 13 is less than 
the secured debt limit specified in section 
109(e). This amendment is not intended to 
create personal liability on a debt if there 
would not otherwise be personal liability on 
such debt. 

Second, section 3 amends Bankruptcy Code 
section 109(h), which requires a debtor to re- 
ceive credit counseling within the 180-day pe- 
riod prior to filing for bankruptcy relief, 
with limited exception. Section 3 amends 
this provision to allow a chapter 13 debtor to 
satisfy this requirement within 30 days after 
filing for bankruptcy relief if he or she sub- 
mits to the court a certification that the 
debtor has received notice that the holder of 
a claim secured by the debtor’s principal res- 
idence may commence a foreclosure pro- 
ceeding. 

Section 4. Prohibiting Claims Arising from 
Violations of the Truth in Lending Act. 
Under the Truth in Lending Act, a mort- 
gagor has a right of rescission with respect 
to a mortgage secured by his or her resi- 
dence, under certain circumstances. Bank- 
ruptcy Code section 502(b) enumerates var- 
ious claims of creditors that are not entitled 
to payment in a bankruptcy case, subject to 
certain exceptions. Section 4 amends Bank- 
ruptcy Code section 502(b) to provide that a 
claim for a loan secured by a security inter- 
est in the debtor’s principal residence is not 
entitled to payment in a bankruptcy case to 
the extent that such claim is subject to a 
remedy for rescission under the Truth in 
Lending Act, notwithstanding the prior 
entry of a foreclosure judgment. In addition, 


section 4 specifies that nothing in this provi- 
sion may be construed to modify, impair, or 
supersede any other right of the debtor. 

Section 5. Authority to Modify Certain 
Mortgages. Under Bankruptcy Code section 
1822(b)(2), a chapter 13 plan may not modify 
the terms of a mortgage secured solely by 
real property that is the debtor’s principal 
residence. Section 5 amends Bankruptcy 
Code section 1822(b) to create a limited ex- 
ception to this prohibition. The exception 
only applies to a mortgage that: (1) origi- 
nated before the effective date of this 
amendment; and (2) is the subject of a notice 
that a foreclosure may be (or has been) com- 
menced with respect to such mortgage. 

In addition, the debtor must certify pursu- 
ant to new section 1322(h) that he or she con- 
tacted—not less than 30 days before filing for 
bankruptcy relief—the mortgagee (or the en- 
tity collecting payments on behalf of such 
mortgagee) regarding modification of the 
mortgage. The debtor must also certify that 
he or she provided the mortgagee (or the en- 
tity collecting payments on behalf of such 
mortgagee) a written statement of the debt- 
or’s current income, expenses, and debt in a 
format that substantially conforms with the 
schedules required under Bankruptcy Code 
section 521 or with such other form as pro- 
mulgated by the Judicial Conference of the 
United States. Further, the certification 
must include a statement that the debtor 
considered any qualified loan modification 
offered to the debtor by the mortgagee (or 
the entity collecting payments on behalf of 
such holder). This requirement does not 
apply if the foreclosure sale is scheduled to 
occur within 30 days of the date on which the 
debtor files for bankruptcy relief. If the 
chapter 13 case is pending at the time new 
section 1322(h) becomes effective, then the 
debtor must certify that he or she attempted 
to contact the mortgagee (or the entity col- 
lecting payments on behalf of such mort- 
gagee) regarding modification of the mort- 
gage before either: (1) filing a plan under 
Bankruptcy Code section 1321 that contains 
a modification pursuant to new section 
1822(b)(11); or (2) modifying a plan under 
Bankruptcy Code section 1823 or section 1329 
to contain a modification pursuant to new 
section 1322(b)(11). 

Under new section 1322(b)(11), the debtor 
may propose a plan modifying the rights of 
the mortgagee (and the rights of the holder 
of any claim secured by a subordinate secu- 
rity interest in such residence) in several re- 
spects. It is important to note that the in- 
tent of new section 1322(b)(11) is permissive. 
Accordingly, a chapter 13 may propose a plan 
that proposes any or all types of modifica- 
tion authorized under section 1322(b)(11). 

First, the plan may provide for payment of 
the amount of the allowed secured claim as 
determined under section 506(a)(1). In mak- 
ing such determination, the court, pursuant 
to new section 1822(i), must use the fair mar- 
Ket value of the property at the date that 
such value is determined. If the issue of 
value is contested, the court must determine 
such value in accordance with the appraisal 
rules used by the Federal Housing Adminis- 
tration. 

Second, the plan may prohibit, reduce, or 
delay any adjustable interest rate applicable 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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on, and after, the date of the filing of the 
plan. 

Third, it may extend the repayment period 
of the mortgage for a period that is not 
longer than the longer of 40 years (reduced 
by the period for which the mortgage has 
been outstanding) or the remaining term of 
the mortgage beginning on the date of the 
order for relief under chapter 13. 

Fourth, the plan may provide for the pay- 
ment of interest at a fixed annual rate equal 
to the applicable average prime offer rate as 
of the date of the order for relief under chap- 
ter 13, as determined pursuant to certain 
specified criteria. The rate must correspond 
to the repayment term determined under 
new section 1822(b)(11)(C)(i) as published by 
the Federal Financial Institutions Examina- 
tion Council in its table entitled, ‘‘Average 
Prime Offer Rates—Fixed.’’ In addition, the 
rate must include a reasonable premium for 
risk. 

Fifth, the plan, pursuant to new section 
1822(b)(11)(D), may provide for payments of 
such modified mortgage directly to the hold- 
er of the claim or, at the discretion of the 
court, through the chapter 13 trustee during 
the term of the plan. The reference in new 
section 1322(b)(11)(D) to ‘‘holder of the 
claim” is intended to include a servicer of 
such mortgage for such holder. It is antici- 
pated that the court, in exercising its discre- 
tion with respect to allowing the debtor to 
make payments directly to the mortgagee or 
by requiring payments to be made through 
the chapter 13 trustee, will take into consid- 
eration the debtor’s ability to pay the trust- 
ee’s fees on payments disbursed through the 
trustee. 

New section 1322(g) provides that a claim 
may be reduced under new section 
1322(b)(11)(A) only on the condition that the 
debtor agrees to pay the mortgagee a stated 
portion of the net proceeds of sale should the 
home be sold before the completion of all 
payments under the chapter 13 plan or before 
the debtor receives a discharge under section 
1828(b). The debtor must pay these proceeds 
to the mortgagee within 15 days of when the 
debtor receives the net sales proceeds. 

If the residence is sold in the first year fol- 
lowing the effective date of the chapter 13 
plan, the mortgagee is to receive 90 percent 
of the difference between the sales price and 
the amount of the claim as originally deter- 
mined under section 1322(b)(11) (plus costs of 
sale and improvements), but not to exceed 
the unpaid amount of the allowed secured 
claim determined as if such claim had not 
been reduced under new section 
1322(b)(11)(A). If the residence is sold in the 
second year following the effective date of 
the chapter 13 plan, then the applicable per- 
centage is 70 percent. If the residence is sold 
in the third year following the effective date 
of the chapter 18 plan, then the applicable 
percentage is 50 percent. If the residence is 
sold in the fourth year following the effec- 
tive date of the chapter 13 plan, then the ap- 
plicable percentage is 30 percent. If the resi- 
dence is sold in the fifth year following the 
effective date of the chapter 13 plan, then the 
applicable percentage is ten percent. It is the 
intent of this provision that if the unsecured 
portion of the mortgagee’s claim is partially 
paid under this provision it should be recon- 
sidered under 502(j) and reduced accordingly. 

Section 6. Combating Excessive Fees. Section 
6 amends Bankruptcy Code section 1822(c) to 
provide that the debtor, the debtor’s prop- 
erty, and property of the bankruptcy estate 
are not liable for a fee, cost, or charge that 
is incurred while the chapter 13 case is pend- 
ing and that arises from a claim for debt se- 
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cured by the debtor’s principal residence, un- 
less the holder of the claim complies with 
certain requirements. It is the intent of this 
provision that its reference to a fee, cost, or 
charge includes an increase in any applicable 
rate of interest for such claim. It also applies 
to a change in escrow account payments. 

To ensure such fee, cost, or charge is al- 
lowed, the claimant must comply with cer- 
tain requirements. First, the claimant must 
file with the court and serve on the chapter 
13 trustee, the debtor, and the debtor’s attor- 
ney an annual notice of such fee, cost, or 
charge (or on a more frequent basis as the 
court determines) before the earlier of ei- 
ther: one year of when such fee, cost, or 
charge was incurred, or 60 days before the 
case is closed. Second, the fee, cost, or 
charge must be lawful under applicable non- 
bankruptcy law, reasonable, and provided for 
in the applicable security agreement. Third, 
the value of the debtor’s principal residence 
must be 4 greater than the amount of such 
claim, including such fee, cost or charge. 

If the holder fails to give the required no- 
tice, such failure is deemed to be a waiver of 
any claim for such fees, costs, or charges for 
all purposes. Any attempt to collect such 
fees, costs, or charges constitutes a violation 
of the Bankruptcy Code’s discharge injunc- 
tion under section 524(a)(2) and the auto- 
matic stay under section 362(a), whichever is 
applicable. 

Section 6 further provides that a chapter 13 
plan may waive any prepayment penalty on 
a claim secured by the debtor’s principal res- 
idence. 

Section 7. Confirmation of Plan. Bankruptcy 
Code section 1325 sets forth the criteria for 
confirmation of a chapter 13 plan. Section 7 
amends section 1325(a)(5) (which specifies the 
mandatory treatment that an allowed se- 
cured claim provided for under the plan must 
receive) to provide an exception for a claim 
modified under new section 1322(b)(11). The 
amendment also clarifies that payments 
under a plan that includes a modification of 
a claim under new section 1322(b)(11) must be 
in equal monthly amounts pursuant to sec- 
tion 1825(a)(5)(B)(iii)(D). 

In addition, section 7 specifies certain pro- 
tections for a creditor whose rights are 
modified under new section 1822(b)(11). As a 
condition of confirmation, new section 
1325(a)(10) requires a plan to provide that the 
creditor must retain its lien until the later 
of when: (1) the holder’s allowed secured 
claim (as modified) is paid; (2) the debtor 
completes all payments under the chapter 13 
plan; or (3) if applicable, the debtor receives 
a discharge under section 1828(b). 

Section 7 also provides standards for con- 
firming a chapter 18 plan that modifies a 
claim pursuant to new section 1322(b)(11). 
First, the debtor cannot have been convicted 
of obtaining by actual fraud the extension, 
renewal, or refinancing of credit that gives 
rise to such modified claim. Second, the 
modification must be in good faith. Lack of 
good faith exists if the debtor has no need for 
relief under this provision because the debtor 
can pay all of his or her debts and any future 
payment increases on such debts without dif- 
ficulty for the foreseeable future, including 
the positive amortization of mortgage debt. 
In determining whether a modification under 
section 1822(b)(11) that reduces the principal 
amount of the loan is made in good faith, the 
court must consider whether the holder of 
the claim (or the entity collecting payments 
on behalf of such holder) has offered the 
debtor a qualified loan modification that 
would enable the debtor to pay such debts 
and such loan without reducing the principal 
amount of the mortgage. 
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Section 7 further amends section 1325 to 
add a new provision. New section 1325(d) au- 
thorizes the court, on request of the debtor 
or the mortgage holder, to confirm a plan 
proposing to reduce the interest rate lower 
than that specified in new section 
1822(b)(11)(C) ii), provided: (1) the modifica- 
tion does not reduce the mortgage principal; 
(2) the total mortgage payment is reduced 
through interest rate reduction to the per- 
centage of the debtor’s income that is the 
standard for a modification in accordance 
with the Obama Administration’s Home- 
owner Affordability and Stability Plan, as 
implemented on March 4, 2009; (3) the court 
determines that the debtor can afford such 
modification in light of the debtor’s finan- 
cial situation, after allowance of expense 
amounts that would be permitted for a debt- 
or subject to section 1325(b)(3), regardless of 
whether the debtor is otherwise subject to 
such paragraph, and taking into account ad- 
ditional debts and fees that are to be paid in 
chapter 13 and thereafter; and (4) the debtor 
is able to prevent foreclosure and pay a fully 
amortizing 30-year loan at such reduced in- 
terest rate without such reduction in prin- 
cipal. If the mortgage holder accepts a debt- 
or’s proposed modification under this provi- 
sion, the plan’s treatment is deemed to sat- 
isfy the requirements of section 1825(a)(5)(A) 
and the proposal should not be rejected by 
the court. 

Section 8. Discharge. Bankruptcy Code sec- 
tion 1328 sets forth the requirements by 
which a chapter 13 debtor may obtain a dis- 
charge and the scope of such discharge. Sec- 
tion 8 amends section 1328(a) to clarify that 
the unpaid portion of an allowed secured 
claim modified under new section 1322(b)(11) 
is not discharged. This provision is not in- 
tended to create a claim for a deficiency 
where such a claim would not otherwise 
exist. 

Section 9. Standing Trustee Fees. Section 9(a) 
amends 28 U.S.C. §586(e)(1)(B)(i) to provide 
that a chapter 13 trustee may receive a com- 
mission set by the Attorney General of no 
more than four percent on payments made 
under a chapter 13 plan and disbursed by the 
chapter 13 trustee to a creditor whose claim 
was modified under Bankruptcy Code section 
1822(b)(11), unless the bankruptcy court 
waives such fees based on a determination 
that the debtor has income less than 150 per- 
cent of the official poverty line applicable to 
the size of the debtor’s family and payment 
of such fees would render the debtor’s plan 
infeasible. 

With respect to districts not under the 
United States trustee system, section 9(b) 
makes a conforming revision to section 
302(d)(3) of the Bankruptcy Judges, United 
States Trustees, and Family Farmer Bank- 
ruptcy Act of 1986. 

Section 10. Effective Date; Application of 
Amendments. Section 10(a) provides that this 
measure and the amendments made by it, ex- 
cept as provided in subsection (b), take effect 
on the Act’s date of enactment. 

Section 10(b)(1) provides, except as pro- 
vided in paragraph (2), that the amendments 
made by this measure apply to cases com- 
menced under title 11 of the United States 
Code before, on, or after the Act’s date of en- 
actment. Section 10(b)(2) specifies that para- 
graph (1) does not apply with respect to cases 
that are closed under the Bankruptcy Code 
as of the date of the enactment of this Act. 

Section 11. GAO Study. Section 11 requires 
the Government Accountability Office to 
complete a study and to submit a report to 
the House and Senate Judiciary Committees 
within two years from the enactment of this 
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Act a report. The report must contain the re- 
sults of the study of: (1) the number of debt- 
ors who filed cases under chapter 13, during 
the one-year period beginning on the date of 
the enactment of this Act for the purpose of 
restructuring their principal residence mort- 
gages; (2) the number of mortgages restruc- 
tured under this Act that subsequently re- 
sulted in default and foreclosure; (8) a com- 
parison between the effectiveness of mort- 
gages restructured under programs outside 
of bankruptcy, such as Hope Now and Hope 
for Homeowners, and mortgages restructured 
under this Act; (4) the number of appeals in 
cases where mortgages were restructured 
under this Act; (5) the number of such ap- 
peals where the bankruptcy court’s decision 
was overturned; and (6) the number of bank- 
ruptcy judges disciplined as a result of ac- 
tions taken to restructure mortgages under 
this Act. In addition, the report must in- 
clude a recommendation as to whether such 
amendments should be amended to include a 
sunset clause. 

Section 12. Report to Congress. Not later 
than 18 months after the date of enactment 
of this Act, the Government Accountability 
Office, in consultation with the Federal 
Housing Administration, must submit to 
Congress a report containing: (1) a com- 
prehensive review of the effects of the Act’s 
amendments on bankruptcy courts; (2) a sur- 
vey of whether the types of homeowners eli- 
gible for the program should be limited; and 
(3) a recommendation on whether such 
amendments should remain in effect. 
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GUAM WORLD WAR II LOYALTY 
RECOGNITION ACT 


HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 


OF GUAM 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, today | have 
introduced the Guam World War II Loyalty 
Recognition Act, a bill that would implement 
the findings of the Guam War Claims Review 
Commission. Since being elected to the 
House of Representatives ten years ago, | 
have introduced a version of this legislation in 
each Congress. Over the last several Con- 
gresses, H.R. 44 passed the House on five 
separate occasions. 

This bill would implement the recommenda- 
tions of the Guam War Claims Review Com- 
mission, which was appointed by Secretary of 
the Interior Gale Norton and established by an 
Act of the 107th Congress (Public Law 107- 
333). The Review Commission, in a unani- 
mous report to Congress in June 2004, found 
that there were significant disparities in the 
treatment of war claims for the people of 
Guam as compared with war claims for other 
Americans. The Review Commission also 
found that the occupation of Guam was espe- 
cially brutal due to the unfailing loyalty of the 
people of Guam to the United States of Amer- 
ica. The people of Guam were subjected to 
forced labor, forced marches, internment, 
beatings, rapes and executions, including pub- 
lic beheadings. The Review Commission rec- 
ommended that Congress remedy this injus- 
tice through the enactment of legislation to au- 
thorize payment of claims in amounts speci- 
fied. Specifically, the bill would authorize dis- 
cretionary spending to pay claims consistent 
with the recommendations of the commission. 
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It is important to note that the Review Com- 
mission found that the United States Govern- 
ment seized Japanese assets during the war 
and that the record shows that settlement of 
claims was meant to be paid from these for- 
feitures. Furthermore, the United States 
signed a Treaty of Peace with Japan on Sep- 
tember 8, 1951, which precludes Americans 
from making claims against Japan for war rep- 
arations. The treaty closed any legal mecha- 
nism for seeking redress from the Government 
of Japan, and the United States Government 
has settled claims for U.S. citizens and other 
nationals through various claims programs au- 
thorized by Congress. 

The text that | introduce in this Congress 
addresses concerns that have been raised 
about the legislation. First, the text reflects a 
compromise that was reached with the Senate 
when they considered the legislation as a pro- 
vision of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2011. That compromise re- 
moves payment of claims to heirs of survivors 
who suffered personal injury during the enemy 
occupation. The bill continues to provide pay- 
ment of claims to survivors of the occupation 
as well as to heirs of citizens of Guam who 
died during the occupation. The compromise 
continues to uphold the intent of recognizing 
the people of Guam for their loyalty to the 
United States during World War II. 

Further, the bill that | introduce today con- 
tains an offset for the estimated cost of the 
bill. | understood the concerns express by 
some of my colleagues in a July 14, 2011 
hearing on this legislation. My colleagues ex- 
pressed concern that there was no offset to 
pay for the cost of the bill. Guam war claims 
has a very simple offset that will pay for the 
cost of the legislation over time. The bill would 
be paid by section 30 funding remitted to 
Guam through the U.S. Department of Interior 
at any level above section 30 funds that were 
remitted to Guam in fiscal year 2012. With the 
impending relocation of Marines from Okinawa 
to Guam as well as additional Navy and Air 
Force personnel relocating to Guam it is ex- 
pected that Guam will receive additional sec- 
tion 30 funds. Claims would then be paid out 
over time based off the additional amounts 
that were made available in any given year. 
Not only does this offset address payment of 
claims but it only impacts my jurisdiction and 
is a credible source of funding that will ensure 
that claims will be paid. 

Congressional passage of this bill has a di- 
rect impact on the future success of the mili- 
tary buildup. The need for Guam War Claims 
was brought about because of mishandling of 
war claims immediately following World War II 
by the Department of the Navy. The long- 
standing inequity with how Guam was treated 
for war reparations lingers today. If we do not 
bring this matter to a close | believe that sup- 
port for the military build-up will erode and im- 
pact the readiness of our forces and the bilat- 
eral relationship with Japan. 

Mr. Speaker, resolving this issue is a matter 
of justice. This carefully crafted compromise 
legislation addresses the concerns of the Sen- 
ate and fiscal conservatives in the House of 
Representatives. This bill represents a unique 
opportunity to right a wrong because many of 
the survivors of the occupation are nearing the 
end of their lives. It is important that the Con- 
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gress act on the recommendations of the 
Guam War Claims Review Commission to fi- 
nally resolve this longstanding injustice for the 
people of Guam. 


EEE 


RECOGNIZING THE 100TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF JOE’S STONE CRAB 


HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to recognize Joe’s Stone Crab on 
the occasion of its 100th anniversary. Estab- 
lished in 1913 by Hungarian-born Joseph 
“Joe” Weiss, Joe’s Stone Crab has since 
gone from being a small lunch counter in a 
quiet, backwater town to a beloved institution 
in the Miami Beach community. 

The story of Joe’s Stone Crab is truly an 
American one. Joe and his wife Jennie were 
both Hungarian immigrants living in New York 
when their son Jesse was born in 1907. At the 
time, Joe was a waiter and Jennie cooked in 
small restaurants. Suffering from asthma, 
Joe’s doctors told him that a change of climate 
was the only remedy. 

According to Jesse, his father borrowed fifty 
dollars on his life insurance policy and left his 
family in New York to try his luck in Florida. 
After one night in Miami, Joe took the ferry 
boat to Miami Beach, where he was able to 
breathe. He stayed there and started running 
a lunch stand at Smith’s bathing casino in 
1913, serving top-notch fish sandwiches and 
fries. That was the beginning of the restaurant 
that would later grow to become Joe’s. 

Joe sent for his wife and son to join him in 
Florida. In 1918, Joe and Jennie bought a 
bungalow near the casino on Biscayne Street. 
They moved into the back, set up seven or 
eight tables on the front porch, and called it 
Joe’s Restaurant. Jennie waited on tables, Joe 
cooked, and everything grew from there. For 
about eight years, Joe’s was the only res- 
taurant on the beach, serving snapper, pom- 
pano, mackerel, and meat dishes all day long. 

Joe’s Restaurant was a hit, but stone crabs 
were still yet to come. At the time, no one 
knew that the local crustacean was even edi- 
ble. In 1921, James Allison, Fisher’s partner in 
the Speedway, built an aquarium at the foot of 
the bay and Fifth Street. He invited a Harvard 
ichthyologist down to do research, who gave 
Joe the idea to serve stone crab. After much 
thought, Joe threw the stone crabs into boiling 
water and the rest was history. They served 
them cracked with hash brown potatoes, cole- 
slaw, and mayonnaise, and they became an 
instant success. 

Although his parents started Joe’s, Jesse 
Weiss became its face and brought in the 
VIPs, from movie stars to journalists to politi- 
cians, athletes, and gangsters. He knew ev- 
eryone, and everyone who came into Joe’s 
wanted to see him. At the age of 75, Miami 
anchorwoman Ann Bishop spent many hours 
recording his memories, particularly the love 
and support of his family in keeping Joe’s 
Stone Crab going through the years. 

Anyone who is anyone, from anywhere in 
the world, would stop in at Joe’s if they were 
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in Miami Beach. Notable guests include Al 
Capone, Will Rogers, Amelia Earhart, the 
Duke and Duchess of Windsor, Gloria Swan- 
son and Joseph Kennedy, J. Edgar Hoover, 
Walter Winchell, and Damon Runyon. 

Mr. Speaker, Joe’s Stone Crab is a monu- 
ment to the people who built it and those who 
continue its legacy: Joe and Jennie Weiss, 
their son Jesse, granddaughter Jo Ann, and 
the entire Joe’s family. | have frequented Joe’s 
on numerous occasions and always enjoyed a 
marvelous meal. Please join me in congratu- 
lating the entire Joe’s Stone Crab family on 
this momentous occasion. | wish them another 
100 years of success and, of course, great 
food and company. 
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THE INTRODUCTION OF THE 
REHAB AND AHMED AMER FOS- 
TER CARE IMPROVEMENT ACT 
OF 2013 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, today, | intro- 
duced the Rehab and Ahmed Amer Foster 
Care Improvement Act of 2013, which is sub- 
stantively identical to a bill | introduced in the 
112th Congress. It will enhance the existing 
federal policy of encouraging state foster care 
programs to place children in the care of will- 
ing and able relatives. 

This legislation accomplishes that goal by 
requiring States that receive federal funding 
for foster care programs to add certain proce- 
dural enhancements to their foster care pro- 
grams so as to ensure a more fair placement 
decision-making process. 

Specifically, my bill requires that, within 90 
days after a State makes a foster care place- 
ment decision, the State must provide notice 
of such decision to the following affected par- 
ties: the child’s parents; relatives who have in- 
formed the State of their interest in caring for 
the child; the guardian; the guardian ad litem 
of the child; the attorney for the child; the at- 
torney for each parent of the child; the pros- 
ecutor involved; and the child if he or she is 
able to express an opinion regarding place- 
ment. 

Additionally, States must establish proce- 
dures that: allow any of the parties who re- 
ceive notice of the State’s placement decision 
to request, within five days after receipt of the 
notice, documentation of the reasons for the 
State’s decision; allow the child’s attorney to 
petition the court involved to review the deci- 
sion; and require the court to commence such 
review within seven days after receipt of the 
petition and conduct such review on the 
record. 

The harrowing story of Rehab and Ahmed 
Amer of Dearborn, Michigan prompted me to 
craft this bill. 

In 1985, the Amers lost two of their children 
to Michigan’s foster care system after Rehab 
had been subject to criminal charges related 
to the death of her two-year-old son Samier, 
who died because of head injuries resulting 
from a fall in a bathtub. 

Although Rehab had been acquitted in Au- 
gust 1986 of any criminal wrongdoing in con- 
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nection with Samier’s death, the State refused 
to return the Amers’ other two children to them 
and, in fact, removed a third child from the 
Amers’ custody four months after Rehab’s ac- 
quittal. 

As a temporary alternative, Rehab’s brother 
petitioned to be a foster parent to the Amers’ 
three children, but was denied his petition 
even though he had previously served as a 
foster parent for other children. 

It is important to note that the Amers are 
Muslim. Nevertheless, the State, rather than 
placing the Amers’ children with a foster family 
of the same faith and cultural background, 
sent them to live with an evangelical Christian 
family, which re-named the Amers’ children— 
Mohamed Ali, Sueheir, and Zinabe—with 
Christian names and raised them as Chris- 
tians. 

Today, only the oldest of the Amers’ three 
living children, Mohamed Ali, now known as 
Adam, communicates with them. 

In reaction to the Amers’ story, Michigan en- 
acted what became known as the Amer Law. 
That law requires foster care placement agen- 
cies in Michigan to consider and give special 
preference for relatives when making a foster 
care placement decision. 

The Amer Law is consistent with federal fos- 
ter care policy, which also seeks to give pref- 
erence to a child’s relatives and, for Native 
American children, a family of the same cul- 
tural background as the child, when making 
placement decisions. 

The Amer Law, however, has several provi- 
sions that go beyond current federal law to en- 
sure due process. In sum, this law gives par- 
ents, relatives, guardians, and the child in cer- 
tain cases additional procedural rights, includ- 
ing the right to written notice and an expla- 
nation of a placement decision. In addition, it 
authorizes judicial review of a placement deci- 
sion by a foster care agency. 

My legislation simply adds these enhanced 
due process features of the Amer Law to ex- 
isting federal foster care law. 

The best interests of the child should always 
be the overriding consideration when making 
foster care placement decisions. That stand- 
ard should also require foster care agencies to 
give special preference to placing a child with 
relatives, where the child can be raised in the 
same culture or religion as his or her own, all 
other things being equal. 

| thank Rehab and Ahmed Amer for bringing 
this issue to light and for their tireless efforts 
to make the foster care placement process 
fairer for everyone, first in Michigan, and, now, 
nationally. 
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RECOGNIZING SPRINGFIELD 
CATHOLIC HIGH SCHOOL BOYS 
SOCCER 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, January 3, 2013 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize the Springfield Catholic High School 
Boys Soccer Team and its back-to-back vic- 
tories in the 2011 and 2012 Class 1 State 
Championships. 
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Springfield Catholic has the honor of being 
the first boys’ soccer state champion team 
from Southwest Missouri. The Springfield 
Catholic Fightin’ Irish finished their season 
with 27 wins and 4 losses after their 1—0 vic- 
tory over Southern Boone in the champion- 
ship. The Irish soccer program is just 6 sea- 
sons old but holds 5 straight “Final Four’ ap- 
pearances and two back-to-back state cham- 
pionships. 

| congratulate Head Coach Tom Guinn, As- 
sistant Coach Matthew Walton and all of the 
players on their victory and applaud the hard 
work that has brought them so much success. 
| am proud to recognize the athletic achieve- 
ments of the residents of the Seventh District 
of Missouri. 


EE 
INTRODUCTION OF A 3-PART BAL- 
ANCED BUDGET CONSTITU- 


TIONAL AMENDMENT 
HON. BOB GOODLATTE 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to re- 
introduce legislation that will amend the United 
States Constitution to force Congress to rein 
in spending by balancing the federal budget. 

We have a spending addiction in Wash- 
ington, D.C., and it has proven to be an addic- 
tion that Congress cannot control on its own 
and which is bringing dire consequences. We 
have gone in a few short years from a deficit 
of billions of dollars to a deficit of trillions of 
dollars. We are printing money at an unprece- 
dented pace, which presents serious risks of 
massive inflation. Our national debt recently 
surpassed an astonishing $16 trillion and con- 
tinues to rapidly increase, along with the 
waste associated with paying the interest on 
that debt. 

Our first Secretary of State, Thomas Jeffer- 
son, warned of the consequences of out-of- 
control debt when he wrote: “To preserve [the] 
independence [of the people,] we must not let 
our rulers load us with perpetual debt. We 
must make our election between economy and 
liberty, or profusion and servitude.” Unfortu- 
nately, it increasingly appears that Congress 
has chosen the latter path. 

Our current Secretary of State, Hillary Clin- 
ton, issued a similar warning when she re- 
cently declared: “I think that our rising debt 
levels [sic] poses a national security threat, 
and it poses a national security threat in two 
ways. It undermines our capacity to act in our 
own interest, and it does constrain us where 
constraint may be undesirable. And it also 
sends a message of weakness internation- 
ally.” Despite these warnings, Congress has 
refused to address this crisis. 

Congress’ spending addiction is not a par- 
tisan one. It reaches across the aisle and af- 
flicts both parties, which is why neither party 
has been able to master it. We need outside 
help. We need pressure from outside Con- 
gress to force Congress to rein in this out-of- 
control behavior. We need a balanced budget 
amendment to our Constitution. 

That is why | am introducing this legisla- 
tion—a commonsense, 3-part balanced budget 
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Constitutional amendment which garnered the 
support of 133 bipartisan cosponsors last Con- 
gress. This bill would (1) amend the Constitu- 
tion to require that total spending for any fiscal 
year not exceed total receipts; (2) require that 
bills to raise revenues pass each House of 
Congress by a 3/5 majority; and (3) establish 
an annual spending cap such that total federal 
spending could not exceed 1/5 of the eco- 
nomic output of the United States. 

The bill would also require a 3/5 majority 
vote for any increases in the debt limit. 

The legislation provides an exception in 
times of war and during military conflicts that 
pose imminent and serious military threats to 
national security. 

Our federal government must be lean, effi- 
cient and responsible with the dollars that our 
nation’s citizens worked so hard to earn. We 
must work to both eliminate every cent of 
waste and squeeze every cent of value out of 
each dollar our citizens entrust to us. Families 
all across our nation understand what it 
means to make tough decisions each day 
about what they can and cannot afford and 
government officials should be required to ex- 
ercise similar restraint when spending the 
hard-earned dollars of our nation’s citizens. 

By amending the Constitution to require a 
balanced budget, establish measurable spend- 
ing limits, and make it harder to raise taxes, 
we can force the Congress to control spend- 
ing, paving the way for a return to surpluses 
and ultimately paying down the national debt, 
rather than allow big spenders to lead us fur- 
ther down the road of chronic deficits and in 
doing so leave our children and grandchildren 
saddled with debt that is not their own. 

49 out of 50 states have a balanced budget 
requirement, and it is time that the federal 
government had one too. 

Our nation faces many difficult decisions in 
the coming years, and Congress will face 
great pressure to spend beyond its means 
rather than to make the difficult decisions 
about spending priorities. Unless Congress is 
forced to make the decisions necessary to 
create a balanced budget, it will always have 
the all-too-tempting option of shirking this re- 
sponsibility. A Constitutional balanced budget 
requirement, combined with the spending and 
tax limitations in this legislation, will set our 
nation’s fiscal policies on the right path. This 
is a common sense approach to ensure that 
Congress is bound by the same fiscal prin- 
ciples that guide America’s families each day. 
| urge support of this important legislation. 
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INTRODUCTION OF THE PRO- 
TECTING EMPLOYEES AND RE- 
TIREES IN BUSINESS BANK- 
RUPTCIES ACT OF 20138 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, throughout our 
Nation’s history, hardworking American men 
and women have labored to make our busi- 
nesses become the most productive and dy- 
namic in the world. Unfortunately, when some 
of these businesses encounter financial dif- 
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ficulties and seek to reorganize their debts 
under Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code, 
these very same workers and retirees are 
often asked to make major sacrifices through 
lost job protections, lower wages, and the 
elimination of hard-won pension and health 
benefits, while the executives and managers 
of these business are not required to make 
comparable sacrifices. 

Particularly now, as our economy continues 
to struggle and more businesses falter, we 
must do more to ensure that America’s most 
important resource—workers and retirees—are 
treated more fairly when these businesses 
seek to reorganize their financial affairs under 
the protection of our bankruptcy laws. 

The Protecting Employees and Retirees in 
Business Bankruptcies Act of 2013 accom- 
plishes this goal by amending the Bankruptcy 
Code in several respects. First, it improves re- 
coveries for employees and retirees by: (1) in- 
creasing the amount of worker claims entitled 
to priority payment for unpaid wages and con- 
tributions to employee benefit plans up to 
$20,000; (2) eliminating the difficult to prove 
restriction in current law that wage and benefit 
claims must be earned within 180 days of the 
bankruptcy filing in order to be entitled to pri- 
ority payment; (3) allowing employees to as- 
sert claims for losses in certain defined con- 
tribution plans when such losses result from 
employer fraud or breach of fiduciary duty; (4) 
establishing a new priority administrative ex- 
pense for workers’ severance pay; and (5) 
clarifying that back pay awards for WARN Act 
damages are entitled to the same priority as 
back pay for other legal violations. 

Second, the legislation reduces employees’ 
and retirees’ losses by: (1) restricting the con- 
ditions under which collective bargaining 
agreements and commitments to fund retiree 
pensions and health benefits may be elimi- 
nated or adversely affected; (2) preventing 
companies from singling out non-management 
retirees for concessions; (3) requiring a court 
to consider the impact a bidder’s offer to pur- 
chase a company’s assets would have on 
maintaining existing jobs and preserving re- 
tiree pension and health benefits; and (4) clari- 
fying that the principal purpose of Chapter 11 
bankruptcy is the preservation of jobs to the 
maximum extent possible. 

Third, the bill restricts excessive executive 
compensation programs by: (1) requiring full 
disclosure and court approval of executive 
compensation packages; (2) restricting the 
payment of bonuses and other forms of incen- 
tive compensation to senior officers and oth- 
ers; and (3) ensuring that insiders cannot re- 
ceive retiree benefits if workers have lost their 
retirement or health benefits. 

This legislation is identical to H.R. 6117, 
which was introduced in the prior Congress. It 
is supported by the AFL-CIO and many of its 
largest affiliates, and the United Steelworkers. 
SECTION-BY-SECTION EXPLANATION OF THE 

“PROTECTING EMPLOYEES AND RETIREES IN 

BUSINESS BANKRUPTCIES ACT OF 2013” 

Sec. 1. Short Title. Section 1 sets forth the 
short title of the bill as the ‘‘Protecting Em- 
ployees and Retirees in Business Bank- 
ruptcies Act of 2013.” It also includes a table 
of contents for the bill. 

Sec. 2. Findings. Section 2 sets forth various 
findings in support of this bill. 
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TITLE I—IMPROVING RECOVERIES FOR 
EMPLOYEES AND RETIREES 


Sec. 101. Increased Wage Priority. Bank- 
ruptcy Code section 507 accords priority in 
payment status for certain types of claims, 
i.e., these priority claims must be paid in 
full in the order of priority before general 
unsecured claims may be paid. 

Section 507(a)(4) accords a fourth level pri- 
ority to an unsecured claim up to $10,000 
owed to an individual for wages, salaries, or 
commissions (including vacation, severance, 
and sick leave pay) earned within the 180-day 
period preceding the filing of the bankruptcy 
case or the date on which the debtor’s busi- 
ness ceased, whichever occurs first. Section 
101 amends section 507(a)(4) to increase the 
amount of the priority to $20,000 and elimi- 
nate the 180-day reachback limitation. 

Bankruptcy Code section 507(a)(5) accords 
a fifth level priority for unsecured claims for 
contributions to an employee benefit plan 
arising from services rendered within the 
180-day period preceding the filing of the 
bankruptcy case or the date on which the 
debtor’s business ceased (whichever occurs 
first). The amount of the claim is based on 
the number of employees covered by the plan 
multiplied by $10,000 less the aggregate 
amount paid to such employees pursuant to 
section 507(a)(4) and the aggregate amount 
paid by the estate on behalf of such employ- 
ees to any other employee benefit plan. 

Section 101 amends Bankruptcy Code sec- 
tion 507(a)(5) to: (1) increase the priority 
amount to $20,000; (2) eliminate the offset re- 
quirements; and (3) eliminate the 180-day 
limitation. 

Sec. 102. Claim for Stock Value Losses in De- 
fined Contribution Plans. Section 102 amends 
the Bankruptcy Code’s definition of a claim 
to include a right or interest in equity secu- 
rities of the debtor (or an affiliate of the 
debtor) held in a defined contribution plan 
for the benefit of an individual who is not an 
insider, senior executive officer or one of the 
20 next most highly compensated employees 
of the debtor (if one or more are not insid- 
ers), providing: (1) such securities were at- 
tributable to employer contributions by the 
debtor (or an affiliate of the debtor), or by 
elective deferrals, together with any earn- 
ings thereon; and (2) the employer or plan 
sponsor who commenced the bankruptcy 
case either committed fraud with respect to 
such plan or °’ otherwise breached a duty to 
the participant that proximately caused the 
loss of value. 

Sec. 103. Priority for Severance Pay. Bank- 
ruptcy Code section 503(b) establishes an ad- 
ministrative expense payment priority for 
certain types of unsecured claims. Among all 
types of unsecured claims, administrative 
expenses are accorded the highest payment 
priority, i.e., they must be paid in full before 
priority and general unsecured claims may 
be paid. 

Section 103 amends section 503(b) to accord 
administrative expense priority for sever- 
ance pay owed to the debtor’s employees 
(other than an insider, other senior manage- 
ment, or a consultant retained to provide 
services to the debtor) under a plan, program 
or policy generally applicable to the debtor’s 
employees (but not under an individual con- 
tract of employment) or owed pursuant to a 
collective bargaining agreement for termi- 
nation or layoff on or after the date the 
bankruptcy case was filed. Such pay is 
deemed earned in full upon such termination 
or layoff. 

Sec. 104. Financial Returns for Employees and 
Retirees. Bankruptcy Code section 1129(a) 
specifies various criteria that must be satis- 
fied before a chapter 11 plan of reorganiza- 
tion may be confirmed. Section 104 amends 
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section 1129(a) to add a further requirement. 
The plan must provide for the recovery of 
damages for the rejection of a collective bar- 
gaining agreement or for other financial re- 
turns as negotiated by the debtor and the au- 
thorized representative under section 1113 to 
the extent such returns are paid under, rath- 
er than outside of a plan. 

Section 104 also replaces Bankruptcy Code 
section 1129(a)(18), which pertains to the pay- 
ment of retiree benefits under section 1114. 
As revised, section 1129(a)(13) requires that a 
plan provide for the continuation after the 
plan’s effective date of the payment of all re- 
tiree benefits at the level established under 
either section 1114(e)(1)(B) or (g) at any time 
prior to confirmation of the plan, for the du- 
ration of the period for which the debtor has 
obligated itself to provide such benefits. If 
no modifications are made prior to confirma- 
tion of the plan, the plan must provide for 
the continuation of all retiree benefits main- 
tained or established in whole or in part by 
the debtor prior to the petition filing date. 

In addition, the plan must provide for re- 
covery of claims arising from the modifica- 
tion of retiree benefits and other financial 
returns as negotiated by the debtor and the 
authorized representative to the extent such 
returns are paid under, rather than outside 
of, a plan. 

Sec. 105. Priority for WARN Act Damages. 
Section 105 amends Bankruptcy Code section 
503(b)(1)(A)(ii) to provide administrative ex- 
pense status to wages and benefits awarded 
pursuant to a judicial or National Labor Re- 
lations Board proceeding as back pay or 
damages attributable to any period of time 
occurring after the commencement of the 
bankruptcy case. This provision applies 
where the award was made as a result of the 
debtor’s violation of federal or state law, 
without regard to the time of the occurrence 
of unlawful conduct on which the award is 
based or to whether any services were ren- 
dered on or after the commencement of the 
bankruptcy case. It includes an award by a 
court under section 2901 of title 29 of the 
United States Code of up to 60 days’ pay and 
benefits following a layoff that occurred or 
commenced at a time when such award pe- 
riod includes a period on or after the com- 
mencement of the case, if the court deter- 
mines that payment of wages and benefits by 
reason of the operation of this clause will 
not substantially increase the probability of 
layoff or termination of current employees 
or of nonpayment of domestic support obli- 
gations during the case under this title. 

TITLE II—REDUCING EMPLOYEES’ AND 
RETIREES’ LOSSES 


Sec. 201. Rejection of Collective Bargaining 
Agreements. Bankruptcy Code section 1113 
sets forth the requirements by which a col- 
lective bargaining agreement may be as- 
sumed or rejected. Section 201 amends sec- 
tion 1113 in several respects. First, it amends 
section 1113(a) to clarify that a chapter 11 
debtor may reject a collective bargaining 
agreement only in accordance with section 
1113. 

Second, it amends Bankruptcy Code sec- 
tion 1113(b) to clarify that no provision in 
title 11 of the United States Code may be 
construed to permit a trustee to unilaterally 
terminate or alter the terms of a collective 
bargaining agreement absent compliance 
with section 1118. The provision further 
specifies that the trustee must timely pay 
all monetary obligations arising under such 
agreement and that any payment required to 
be made pre-confirmation has the status of 
an allowed administrative expense under 
Code section 503. 
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Third, it amends Bankruptcy Code section 
1113(c) to require a trustee, when seeking to 
modify a collective bargaining agreement, to 
provide notice of such proposed modification 
to the labor organization representing the 
employees covered by the agreement. The 
trustee must also promptly provide an ini- 
tial proposal for modification. In addition, 
the trustee must confer in good faith with 
the labor organization, at reasonable times 
and for a reasonable period, given the com- 
plexity of the case, in an effort to reach a 
mutually acceptable modification of the 
agreement. Each modification proposal must 
be based on a business plan for the reorga- 
nization of the debtor and reflect the most 
complete and reliable information. As 
amended, section 1113(c) requires the trustee 
to provide to the labor organization all infor- 
mation relevant for negotiations. If such dis- 
closure could compromise the debtor’s posi- 
tion with respect to its competitors in the 
industry, the provision authorizes the court 
to issue a protective order, subject to the 
needs of the labor organization to evaluate 
the trustee’s proposal and any application to 
reject the collective bargaining agreement 
or for interim relief under section 1113. 

In consideration of Federal policy encour- 
aging the practice and process of collective 
bargaining and in recognition of the bar- 
gained-for expectations of the employees 
covered by the agreement, any modification 
proposed by the trustee must: (1) only be 
proposed as part of a program of workforce 
and nonworkforce cost savings devised for 
the debtor’s reorganization, including sav- 
ings in management personnel costs; (2) be 
limited to modifications designed to achieve 
a specified aggregate financial contribution 
for employees covered by the agreement, 
taking into consideration any labor cost sav- 
ings negotiated within the 12-month period 
prior to the filing of the bankruptcy case; (3) 
be no more than the minimum savings essen- 
tial to permit the debtor to exit bankruptcy, 
such that confirmation is not likely to be 
followed by the liquidation or the need for 
further financial reorganization of the debt- 
or; and (4) not be disproportionate or overly 
burden the employees covered by the agree- 
ment, either in the amount of the cost sav- 
ings sought from such employees or the na- 
ture of the modifications. 

Fourth, it amends Bankruptcy Code sec- 
tion 1113(d) to provide that if the trustee and 
the labor organization (after a period of ne- 
gotiations) do not reach an agreement over 
mutually satisfactory modifications and fur- 
ther negotiations are not likely to produce 
mutually satisfactory modifications, the 
trustee may file a motion seeking rejection 
of the collective bargaining agreement after 
notice and a hearing. Absent agreement by 
the parties, the hearing may not be held ear- 
lier than 21 days from when notice of the 
hearing is provided. Only the debtor and the 
labor organization may appear and be heard 
at the hearing. An application for rejection 
must seek rejection effective upon the entry 
of an order granting such relief. 

In consideration of Federal policy encour- 
aging the practice and process of collective 
bargaining and in recognition of the bar- 
gained-for expectations of the employees 
covered by the agreement, section 1113(d) (as 
amended) provides that the court may grant 
a motion seeking rejection of such agree- 
ment only if the court: (1) finds that the 
trustee has complied with the requirements 
of section 1113(c); (2) has considered alter- 
native proposals by the labor organization 
and concluded that such proposals do not 
meet the requirements of section 
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1113(c)(3)(B); (8) finds that further negotia- 
tions regarding the trustee’s proposal or an 
alternative proposal by the labor organiza- 
tion are not likely to produce an agreement; 
(4) finds that implementation of the trustee’s 
proposal will not: (a) cause a material dimi- 
nution in the purchasing power of the em- 
ployees covered by the agreement, (b) ad- 
versely affect the debtor’s ability to retain 
an experienced and qualified workforce; or 
(c) impair the debtor’s labor relations such 
that the ability to achieve a feasible reorga- 
nization will be compromised; and (5) con- 
cludes, based on clear and convincing evi- 
dence, that rejection of the agreement and 
immediate implementation of the trustee’s 
proposal is essential to permit the debtor’s 
exit from bankruptcy such that confirmation 
is not likely to be followed by the liquida- 
tion or the need for further financial reorga- 
nization of the debtor in the short term. 

If the trustee has implemented a program 
of incentive pay, bonuses or other financial 
returns for insiders, senior executive offi- 
cers, or the 20 next most highly compensated 
employees or consultants (or such a program 
was implemented within 180 days before the 
bankruptcy case was filed), the court must 
presume that the debtor has failed to satisfy 
the requirements of section 1118 (c)(3)(C). 

Subsection (d), as amended, prohibits the 
court from entering an order rejecting a col- 
lective bargaining agreement that would re- 
sult in modifications to a level lower than 
that proposed by the trustee in the proposal 
found by the court to have complied with the 
requirements of section 1118. 

At any time after an order rejecting a col- 
lective bargaining agreement is entered (or 
mutually satisfactory agreement between 
the trustee and the labor organization is en- 
tered into), the labor organization may apply 
to the court for an order seeking an increase 
in the level of wages or benefits or relief 
from working conditions based on changed 
circumstances. The court must grant such 
relief only if the increase or other relief is 
not inconsistent with the standard set forth 
in section 1113(d)(2)(E). 

Fifth, section 201 amends Bankruptcy Code 
section 1113(e) to provide that during the pe- 
riod in which a collective bargaining agree- 
ment at issue under this section continues in 
effect and if either essential to the continu- 
ation of the debtor’s business or in order to 
avoid irreparable damage to the estate, the 
court, after notice and a hearing, may au- 
thorize the trustee to implement interim 
changes in the terms, conditions, wages, ben- 
efits, or work rules provided by the collec- 
tive bargaining agreement. Any hearing 
under this provision must be scheduled in ac- 
cordance of the trustee’s needs. The imple- 
mentation of such interim changes will not 
render the application for rejection moot. 

Sixth, section 201 amends Bankruptcy Code 
section 1113(f) to provide that the rejection 
of a collective bargaining agreement con- 
stitutes a breach of such agreement and is 
effective no earlier than the entry of an 
order granting such relief. Solely for the pur- 
pose of determining and allowing a claim 
arising from rejection of a collective bar- 
gaining agreement, such rejection must be 
treated as a rejection of an executory con- 
tract under Code section 365(g¢) and shall be 
allowed or disallowed in accordance with 
section 502(g)(1). Subsection (f), as amended, 
further provides that no claim for rejection 
damages may be limited by section 502(b)(7). 
In addition, the provision permits economic 
self-help by a labor organization upon a 
court order granting rejection of a collective 
bargaining agreement under either sub- 
section (d) or (e) of section 1113. It further 
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provides that neither title 11 of the United 
States Code nor other provisions of State or 
Federal law may be construed to the con- 
trary. 

Seventh, section 201 adds new subsection 
(g) to require the trustee to provide for the 
reasonable fees and costs incurred by a labor 
organization under section 1118, upon request 
and after notice and a hearing. 

Eighth, section 201 adds new subsection (h) 
to require the assumption of a collective bar- 
gaining agreement to be done in accordance 
with section 365. 

Sec. 202. Payment of Insurance Benefits to Re- 
tired Employees. Bankruptcy Code section 
1114 sets out criteria pursuant to which a 
debtor may modify retiree benefits, among 
other matters. Retiree benefits include pay- 
ments to retired employees, their spouses, 
and dependents for medical, surgical, and 
hospital care benefits. It also includes bene- 
fits in the event of sickness, accident, dis- 
ability, or death under any plan, fund or pro- 
gram. 

Section 202 amends section 1114 in several 
respects. First, it amends the provision’s def- 
inition of ‘“‘retiree benefits” to specify that 
it applies whether or not the debtor asserts 
a right to unilaterally modify such benefits 
under such plan, fund or program. 

Second, it amends Bankruptcy Code sec- 
tion 1114(b)(2), which specifies the rights, 
powers and duties of a committee of retired 
employees appointed by the court. As 
amended, the provision would apply to a 
labor organization serving as the authorized 
representative under section 1114(c)(1). 

Third, section 202 replaces Bankruptcy 
Code section 1114(f), which requires a trustee 
to make a proposal to the authorized rep- 
resentative before seeking modification of 
retiree benefits. AS amended, section 
1114(f)(1) specifies that if a trustee seeks to 
modify retiree benefits, the trustee must 
provide notice of such proposed modification 
to the authorized representative as well as 
promptly provide the initial proposal. In ad- 
dition, the trustee must thereafter confer in 
good faith with the labor organization, at 
reasonable times and for a reasonable period, 
given the complexity of the case, in attempt- 
ing to reach a mutually satisfactory modi- 
fication. Each modification must be based on 
a business plan for the reorganization of the 
debtor and reflect the most complete and re- 
liable information available. The trustee 
must provide the authorized representative 
all information relevant for the negotia- 
tions. If such disclosure could compromise 
the debtor’s position with respect to its com- 
petitors in the industry, the court may issue 
a protective order, subject to the needs of 
the authorized representative to evaluate 
the trustee’s proposal and an application 
pursuant to subsection (g) or (h). 

Modifications proposed by the trustee 
must: (1) only be proposed as part of a pro- 
gram of workforce and nonworkforce cost 
savings devised for the reorganization of the 
debtor, including savings in management 
personnel costs; (2) be limited to modifica- 
tions designed to achieve a specified aggre- 
gate financial contribution for the retiree 
group represented by the authorized rep- 
resentative (taking into consideration any 
labor cost savings negotiated within the 12- 
month period prior to the filing of the bank- 
ruptcy case with respect to the retiree 
group); (3) be no more than the minimum 
savings essential to permit the debtor to exit 
bankruptcy, such that confirmation is not 
likely to be followed by the liquidation or 
the need for further financial reorganization 
of the debtor; and (4) not be disproportionate 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


or overly burden the retiree group, either in 
the amount of the cost savings sought from 
such group or the nature of the modifica- 
tions. 

Fourth, section 202 amends Bankruptcy 
Code section 1113(g) to provide that if the 
trustee and the authorized representative do 
not reach a mutually satisfactory agreement 
(after a period of negotiations) and further 
negotiations are not likely to produce mutu- 
ally satisfactory modifications, the trustee 
may file a motion seeking to modify the pay- 
ment of retiree benefits after notice and a 
hearing. Absent agreement of the parties, 
the hearing may not be held earlier than 21 
days from when notice of the hearing is pro- 
vided. Only the debtor and the authorized 
representative may appear and be heard at 
the hearing. 

The court may grant a motion to modify 
the payment of retiree benefits only if the 
court: (1) finds that the trustee complied 
with the requirements of section 1114(f); (2) 
considered any of the authorized representa- 
tive’s alternative proposals and determined 
that such proposals do not meet the require- 
ments of section 1114(f)(3)(B); (3) finds that 
further negotiations are not likely to 
produce a mutually satisfactory agreement; 
(4) finds that implementation of the trustee’s 
proposal will not cause irreparable harm to 
the affected retirees; and (5) concludes that, 
based on clear and convincing evidence, an 
order granting the trustee’s proposal and its 
immediate implementation is essential to 
permit the debtor’s exit from bankruptcy 
such that confirmation is not likely to be 
followed by the liquidation or the need for 
further financial reorganization of the debt- 
or in the short term. 

If the trustee has implemented a program 
of incentive pay, bonuses, or other financial 
returns for insiders, senior executive offi- 
cers, or the 20 next most highly compensated 
employees or consultants (or such program 
was implemented within 180 days before the 
bankruptcy case was filed), the court must 
presume that the debtor failed to satisfy the 
requirements of section 1114(f)(3)(C). 

Fifth, section 202 strikes subsection (k) 
and makes conforming revisions. 

Sec. 203. Protection of Employee Benefits in a 
Sale of Assets. Section 203 amends Bank- 
ruptcy Code section 363(b), which authorizes 
a debtor to sell or use property of the estate 
other than in the ordinary course of business 
(under certain circumstances), to add a new 
requirement. New section 365(b)(3) requires 
the court, in approving a sale, to consider 
the extent to which a bidder’s offer: (1) main- 
tains existing jobs; (2) preserves terms and 
conditions of employment, and (8) assumes 
or matches pension and retiree benefit obli- 
gations in determining whether such offer 
constitutes the highest or best offer for the 
property. 

Sec. 204. Claim for Pension Losses. Section 
204 adds a new subsection to Bankruptcy 
Code section 502, which pertains to the al- 
lowance of claims and interests. New sub- 
section (1) requires the court to allow a 
claim by an active or retired participant (or 
by a labor organization representing such 
participants) in a defined benefit pension 
plan terminated under section 4041 or 4042 of 
the Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974 (ERISA) for any shortfall in pen- 
sion benefits accrued as of the effective date 
of the pension plan’s termination as a result 
of such termination and limitations upon the 
payment of benefits imposed pursuant to sec- 
tion 4042 of such Act, notwithstanding any 
claim asserted and collected by the Pension 
Benefit Guaranty Corporation with respect 
to such termination. 
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In addition, section 204 adds subsection (m) 
to Bankruptcy Code section 502 to require a 
court to allow a claim described in Bank- 
ruptcy Code section 101(5)(C) (as amended by 
this legislation) by an active or retired par- 
ticipant (or a labor union representing such 
participant) in a defined contribution plan 
(within the meaning of section 3(84) of 
ERISA). The amount of such claim must be 
measured by the market value of the stock 
at the time of contribution to, or purchase 
by, the plan and the value as of the com- 
mencement of the case. 

Sec. 205. Payments by Secured Lender. Bank- 
ruptcy Code section 506(c) authorizes the 
debtor to recover from property securing an 
allowed secured claim the reasonable and 
necessary expenses incurred to preserve or 
dispose of such property to the extent the se- 
cured creditor benefits from such expendi- 
tures. Section 205 amends section 506(c) to 
add a new provision. As amended, section 
506(c) deems unpaid wages, accrued vacation, 
severance or other benefits owed under the 
debtor’s policies and practices or owed pur- 
suant to a collective bargaining agreement, 
for services rendered on and after commence- 
ment of the case to be necessary costs and 
expenses of preserving or disposing of prop- 
erty securing an allowed secured claim. Such 
obligations must be recovered even if the 
trustee has otherwise waived the provisions 
of section 506(c) pursuant to an agreement 
with the allowed secured claimant or a suc- 
cessor or predecessor in interest. 

Sec. 206. Preservation of Jobs and Benefits. 
Section 206 adds a statement of purpose to 
chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code specifying 
that a chapter 11 debtor must have as its 
principal purpose the reorganization of its 
business to preserve going concern value to 
the maximum extent possible through the 
productive use of its assets and the preserva- 
tion of jobs that will sustain productive eco- 
nomic activity. 

In addition, section 206 amends Bank- 
ruptcy Code section 1129(a), which sets out 
the criteria for confirming a plan, to add a 
new requirement. New section 1129(a)(17) re- 
quires the debtor to demonstrate that the re- 
organization preserves going concern value 
to the maximum extent possible through the 
productive use of the debtor’s assets and pre- 
serves jobs that sustain productive economic 
activity. 

Section 206 also amends Bankruptcy Code 
section 1129(c), which requires the court to 
consider the preferences of creditors and eq- 
uity security holders in determining which 
plan to confirm. Section 1129(c), as amended, 
instead requires the court to consider the ex- 
tent to which each plan would preserve going 
concern value through the productive use of 
the debtor’s assets and the preservation of 
jobs that sustain productive economic activ- 
ity. The court must confirm the plan that 
better serves such interests. It further pro- 
vides that a plan that incorporates the terms 
of a settlement with a labor organization 
shall presumptively constitute the plan that 
satisfies this provision. 

Sec. 207. Termination of Exclusivity. Bank- 
ruptcy Code section 1121, in pertinent part, 
gives a debtor the exclusive authority to file 
a plan and obtain acceptances of such plan 
for stated periods of time, under certain cir- 
cumstances. Section 207 amends section 1121 
to specify that cause for shortening these ex- 
clusive periods includes: (1) the filing of a 
motion pursuant to section 1113 seeking re- 
jection of a collective bargaining agreement, 
if a plan based upon an alternative proposal 
by the labor organization is reasonably like- 
ly to be confirmed within a reasonable time 
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or (2) the proposed filing of a plan by a pro- 
ponent other than the debtor, which incor- 
porates the terms of a settlement with a 
labor organization, if such plan is reasonably 
likely to be confirmed within a reasonable 
time. 
TITLE IIJI—RESTRICTING EXECUTIVE 
COMPENSATION PROGRAMS 

Sec. 301. Executive Compensation Upon Exit 
From Bankruptcy. Bankruptcy Code section 
1129 specifies the criteria for confirmation of 
a chapter 11 plan. Section 1129(a)(4), for ex- 
ample, requires that certain services, costs 
and expenses in connection with the case (or 
in connection with the plan and incident to 
the case) to have either been approved by the 
court (or subject to approval by the court) as 
reasonable. 

Section 301 amends section 1129(a)(4) to add 
a requirement that payments or other dis- 
tributions under the plan to or for the ben- 
efit of insiders, senior executive officers, and 
any of the 20 next most highly compensated 
employees or consultants providing services 
to the debtor may not be approved unless: (1) 
such compensation is subject to review under 
section 1129(a)(5), or (2) such compensation is 
included as part of a program of payments or 
distributions generally applicable to the 
debtor’s employees and only to the extent 
that the court determines that such pay- 
ments are not excessive or disproportionate 
as compared to distributions to the debtor’s 
nonmanagement workforce. 

In addition, section 301 amends section 
1129(a)(5), which requires the plan proponent 
to disclose the identity and affiliations of 
the debtor’s officers and others, such as the 
identity of any insider who will be employed 
or retained by the reorganized debtor and 
such insider’s compensation. 

Section 301 amends section 1129(a)(5) to add 
a requirement that such compensation must 
be approved (or subject to approval) by the 
court in accordance with the following cri- 
teria: (1) the compensation is reasonable 
when compared to that paid to individuals 
holding comparable positions at comparable 
companies in the same industry; and (2) the 
compensation is not disproportionate in 
light of economic concessions by the debtor’s 
nonmanagement workforce during the case. 

Sec. 302. Limitations on Executive Compensa- 
tion Enhancements. In general, Bankruptcy 
Code Section 503(c) prohibits a debtor from 
making certain payments to an insider, ab- 
sent certain findings by the court. 

Section 302 amends section 503(c)(1), which 
prohibits such payments when they are in- 
tended to induce the insider to remain with 
the debtor’s business, in several respects. 
First, it expands the provision so that it ap- 
plies a debtor’s senior executive officer and 
any of the debtor’s 20 next most highly com- 
pensated employees or consultants. Second, 
it clarifies that the provision prohibits the 
payment of performance or incentive com- 
pensation, a bonus of any kind, and other fi- 
nancial returns designed to replace or en- 
hance incentive, stock, or other compensa- 
tion in effect prior to the commencement of 
the case. And, third, it specifies that the 
court’s findings must be based on clear and 
convincing evidence in the record. 

In addition, section 302 also amends Bank- 
ruptcy Code section 503(c)(3), which prohibits 
other transfers made or obligations incurred 
outside of the debtor’s ordinary course of 
business and not justified by the facts and 
circumstances of the case, including trans- 
fers made and obligations incurred for the 
benefit of the debtor’s officers, managers or 
consultants hired postpetition. 

Section 302 replaces section 503(c)(8) with a 
provision prohibiting other transfers or obli- 
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gations incurred to or for the benefit of in- 
siders, senior executive officers, managers or 
consultants providing services to the debtor 
unless they meet certain criteria. First, the 
court must find, based on clear and con- 
vincing evidence (without deference to the 
debtor’s request for authorization to make 
such payments), that such payments are es- 
sential to the survival of the debtor’s busi- 
ness or, in the case of a liquidation, essential 
to the orderly liquidation of the debtor’s 
business and maximization of the value of 
the debtor’s assets. Second, the services for 
which compensation is sought must be essen- 
tial in nature. Third, such payments must be 
reasonable compared to individuals holding 
comparable positions at comparable compa- 
nies in the same industry and not dispropor- 
tionate in light of economic concessions 
made by the debtor’s nonmanagement work- 
force during the case. 

Sec. 303. Assumption of Executive Retirement 
Plans. Section 303 amends Bankruptcy Code 
section 365, which sets forth the criteria pur- 
suant to which executory contracts and un- 
expired leases may be assumed and rejected, 
to add two provisions. New subsection (q) 
provides that no deferred compensation ar- 
rangement for the benefit of a debtor’s insid- 
ers, senior executive officers, or any of the 20 
next most highly compensated employees 
may be assumed if a defined benefit pension 
plan for the debtor’s employees has been ter- 
minated pursuant to section 4041 or 4042 of 
ERISA on or after the commencement of the 
case or within 180 days prior to the com- 
mencement of the case. 

New subsection (r) provides that no plan, 
fund, program, or contract to provide retiree 
benefits for insiders, senior executive offi- 
cers, or any of the 20 next most highly com- 
pensated employees of the debtor may be as- 
sumed if the debtor: (1) has obtained relief 
under subsection (g) or (h) of section 1114 to 
impose reductions in retiree benefits; (2) has 
obtained relief under subsection (d) or (e) of 
section 1118 to impose reductions in the 
health benefits of the debtor’s active em- 
ployees; or (3) or reduced or eliminated ac- 
tive employee or retiree benefits within 180 
days prior to the commencement of the case. 

Sec. 304. Recovery of Executive Compensation. 
Section 304 adds a new provision to the 
Bankruptcy Code. New section 563(a) pro- 
vides that if a debtor reduces its contractual 
obligations under a collective bargaining 
agreement pursuant to section 1113(d), or re- 
tiree benefits pursuant to section 1114(g), 
then the court, as part of the order granting 
such relief, must make certain determina- 
tions. The court must determine the percent- 
age of diminution in the value of the obliga- 
tions as a result of such relief. In making 
this determination, the court must include 
any reduction in benefits as a result of the 
termination pursuant to section 4041 or 4042 
of ERISA of a defined benefit plan adminis- 
tered by the debtor, or for which the debtor 
is a contributing employer, effective at any 
time within 180 days prior to the commence- 
ment of the case. The court may not take 
into consideration pension benefits paid or 
payable under title IV of ERISA as a result 
of such termination. 

If a defined benefit pension plan adminis- 
tered by the debtor, or for which the debtor 
is a contributing employer, is terminated 
pursuant to section 4041 or 4042 of ERISA, ef- 
fective at any time within 180 days prior to 
the commencement of the case, and the debt- 
or has not obtained relief under section 
1113(d), or section 1114(g), new section 563(b) 
requires the court, on motion of a party in 
interest, to determine the percentage in dim- 
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inution in the value of benefit obligations 
when compared to the total benefit liabil- 
ities prior to such termination. The court 
may not take into account pension benefits 
paid or payable pursuant to title IV of 
ERISA as a result of such termination. 

After such percentage diminution in value 
is determined, new section 563(c) provides 
that the estate has a claim for the return of 
the same percentage of the compensation 
paid, directly or indirectly (including any 
transfer to a self-settled trust or similar de- 
vice, or to a nonqualified deferred compensa- 
tion plan under section 409A(d)(1) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986) to certain indi- 
viduals. These individuals include: (1) any of- 
ficer of the debtor serving as a member of 
the debtor’s board of directors within the 
year before the filing of the case; and (2) any 
individual serving as chairman or as lead di- 
rector of the board of directors at the time 
when relief under section 1113 or section 1114 
is granted, or if no such relief has been 
granted, then the termination of the defined 
benefit plan. 

New section 563(d) provides that a trustee 
or committee appointed pursuant to section 
1102 may commence an action to recover 
such claims. If neither commences such ac- 
tion by the first date set for the confirma- 
tion hearing, any party in interest may 
apply to the court for authority to recover 
such claims for the benefit of the estate. The 
costs of recovery must be borne by the es- 
tate. 

New section 563(e) prohibits the court from 
awarding postpetition compensation under 
section 503(c) or otherwise to any person sub- 
ject to the provisions of section 563(c) if 
there is a reasonable likelihood that such 
compensation is intended to reimburse or re- 
place compensation recovered by the estate 
pursuant to section 563. 

Sec. 305. Preferential Compensation Transfer. 
Bankruptcy Code section 547 authorizes pref- 
erential transfers to be avoided. Section 305 
adds a new subsection to section 547 to per- 
mit the avoidance of a transfer to or for the 
benefit of an insider (including an obligation 
incurred for the benefit of an insider under 
an employment contract) made in anticipa- 
tion of bankruptcy. The provision also per- 
mits the avoidance of a transfer made in an- 
ticipation of a bankruptcy to a consultant 
who is formerly an insider and who is re- 
tained to provide services to an entity that 
becomes a debtor (including an obligation 
under a contract to provide services to such 
entity or to a debtor) made or incurred with- 
in one year before the filing of the bank- 
ruptcy case. In addition, new section 547(j) 
provides that no provision of section 547(c) 
(specifying certain exceptions to section 547) 
may be utilized as a defense. Further, sec- 
tion 547(j) permits the trustee or a com- 
mittee to commence such avoidance action. 
If neither do so as of the date of the com- 
mencement of the confirmation hearing, any 
party in interest may apply to the court for 
authority to recover the claims for the ben- 
efit of the estate. The costs of recovery must 
be borne by the estate. 

TITLE IV—OTHER PROVISIONS 

Sec. 401. Union Proof of Claim. Section 401 
amends Bankruptcy Code section 501(a) to 
permit a labor organization (in addition to a 
creditor or indenture trustee) to file a proof 
of claim. 

Sec. 402. Exception from Automatic Stay. Sec- 
tion 402 amends Bankruptcy Code section 
362(b) to create an additional exception to 
the automatic stay with respect to the com- 
mencement or continuation of a grievance, 
arbitration or similar dispute resolution pro- 
ceeding established by a collective bar- 
gaining agreement that was or could have 
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been commenced against the debtor before 
the filing of the bankruptcy case. The excep- 
tion also applies to the payment or enforce- 
ment of awards or settlements of such pro- 
ceeding. 


EE 
CORAL REEF CONSERVATION ACT 
REAUTHORIZATION AND EN- 


HANCEMENT AMENDMENTS OF 
2013 


HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 


OF GUAM 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, today | re- 
introduced a bill to amend and reauthorize the 
Coral Reef Conservation Act of 2000. Con- 
servation of coral reef ecosystems is essential 
to protect public health, promote environ- 
mental sustainability, and ensure long-term 
economic progress for the jurisdictions we rep- 
resent in Congress. The sovereign waters of 
the United States off the coast of Guam, and 
in the Pacific region as a whole, contain a ma- 
jority of the shallow-water coral reefs in the 
United States, as well as some of the world’s 
greatest coral reef biodiversity. These reefs, 
and reefs around the world, provide habitat 
and shelter for fisheries, provide food and 
recreation for our residents, and are the basis 
for marine tourism industries. 

Coral reefs also provide important mitigation 
from extreme weather events, including hurri- 
canes and typhoons, by absorbing up to 90% 
of wave energy, mitigating some of the most 
costly aspects of severe storms. Coastal 
storms account for 71% of annual disaster 
losses. Healthy reef systems may protect an 
estimated $47,000 of property value for every 
meter of reef during severe weather events. 

Today, however, various pressures on the 
world’s reefs threaten to destroy them and the 
numerous ecosystem services, valued at over 
$8 billion, which they provide. These threats 
have led the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration to propose that 54 spe- 
cies be listed as threatened and 12 species be 
listed as endangered under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973. Unless the United States 
acts in conjunction with the global community 
to support focused, prolonged action on coral 
reef education, research, and management, 
the condition of our coral reefs will continue to 
degrade. 

Since its enactment in 2000, the Coral Reef 
Conservation Act has stimulated a greater 
commitment to protect, conserve, and restore 
coral reef resources within jurisdictional waters 
of the United States. As a result, we now have 
a much better grasp of the condition of our 
coral reefs, and more focused management 
capability than at any time in our history. The 
Coral Reef Conservation Act Reauthorization 
and Enhancement Amendments of 2013 ex- 
pands emergency response mechanisms, es- 
tablishes a new community-based planning 
grants program, promotes international co- 
operation, and recognizes the important con- 
tributions of the U.S. Department of the Inte- 
rior in coral reef management and conserva- 
tion efforts. The bill does not authorize any 
new funding. 

This bill would also codify the United States 
Coral Reef Task Force established in 1998 by 
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President Clinton through Executive Order 
13089. The work of the Task Force and its 
mission to coordinate the efforts of the United 
States in promoting conservation and the sus- 
tainable use of coral reefs internationally is 
vital to our interests. Since 1998, the Task 
Force has acted to facilitate and support better 
management and conservation of coral reef 
resources at the local level. Many beneficial 
efforts, such as the development and imple- 
mentation of local action strategies to address 
threats to our reefs, are underway thanks to 
the work of the Task Force and its member 
agencies. 

| would like to thank Reps. PIERLUISI, FARR, 
CHRISTENSEN, and WASSERMAN SCHULTZ for 
joining me as original cosponsors and | look 
forward to working with my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to advance this legislation to 
enhance our capacity for the conservation and 
restoration of healthy and diverse coral reef 
ecosystems. 


ee 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 3, 
2009, the day | took office, the national debt 
was $10,627,961 ,295,930.67. 

Today, it is $16,432,705,914,255.48. We’ve 
added $5,804,744,618,324.81 to our debt in 4 
years. This is a $5.8 trillion in debt our nation, 
our economy, and our children could have 
avoided with a Balanced Budget Amendment. 
| have advocated for a Balanced Budget 
Amendment since | was sworn in for this very 
reason. 

| will be once more forming the Balanced 
Budget Amendment Caucus to fight for a re- 
turn to fiscal responsibility. We must stop this 
unconscionable accumulation of debt. 


EE 
INTRODUCTION OF THE HEALTH 
INSURANCE INDUSTRY ANTI- 


TRUST ENFORCEMENT ACT OF 
2013 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, today | am 
pleased to introduce the Health Insurance In- 
dustry Antitrust Enforcement Act of 2013. 

This bill would level the playing field be- 
tween health care professionals and insurance 
companies in the health care industry and im- 
prove the quality of patient care. The Health 
Insurance Industry Antitrust Enforcement Act 
of 2013 would eliminate the antitrust immunity 
provided under the McCarran-Ferguson Act for 
price fixing, bid rigging, and market allocation 
by health insurance issuers or medical mal- 
practice insurers. The bill would also repeal 
the McCarran-Ferguson exemption for the 
business of health insurance and enable en- 
forcement by the Federal Trade Commission. 
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The purpose of this bill is to extend antitrust 
enforcement over health insurers and medical 
malpractice insurance issuers, which currently 
enjoy broad antitrust immunity under the 
McCarran-Ferguson Act. This immunity can 
serve as a shield for activities that might oth- 
erwise violate federal law. 

This bill will end the mistake Congress 
made in 1945 when it added an antitrust ex- 
emption for insurance companies into the 
McCarran-Ferguson Act. The blanket antitrust 
exemption created by the 1945 bill has shield- 
ed health insurance companies from legal ac- 
countability for decades. Our nation’s antitrust 
laws exist to protect free-market competition 
and this bill will restore competition to the 
health insurance marketplace. 

The House Judiciary Committee held exten- 
sive hearings on the effects of the insurance 
industry's antitrust exemption throughout the 
1980s and early 1990s. It became clear that 
the exemption was not needed to enable the 
insurance industry to provide any service to 
their policyholders, and that policyholders and 
the economy in general would benefit from in- 
creased competition among insurance pro- 
viders. 

| urge my colleagues to support this bill be- 
cause it would prohibit price fixing, bid rigging, 
and market allocation, pernicious practices 
that are detrimental to competition and result 
in fewer options and higher prices for con- 
sumers. 

The bill | introduce today is intended to root 
out unlawful activity in an industry that has 
grown complacent by decades of protection 
from antitrust oversight. In doing so, we aim to 
make health insurance more affordable to 
more Americans. 


u 


THE 2ND ANNUAL DR. MARTIN LU- 
THER KING JR. MEMORIAL TRIB- 
UTE 


HON. WM. LACY CLAY 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to give 
distinct recognition to the 2nd Annual Dr. Mar- 
tin Luther King Jr. Memorial Tribute—an event 
paying tribute to men and women of diverse 
social strata committed to strengthening civil 
rights, corporate responsibility, civic involve- 
ment, education and humanitarian efforts 
through dedicated responsibilities. 

Saint Louis University will honor six distin- 
guished individuals at the event, with the Don- 
ald Brennan Humanitarian Award bestowed 
upon Dr. Karla Scott, Director of Black Studies 
for the University. In addition, the Martin Lu- 
ther King Civil Rights Award will recognize Ms. 
Xernona Clayton, for her extraordinary com- 
mitment to the advancement of the civil rights 
movement. 

Other awardees include Kathy Osborn, the 
President and CEO of the Regional Business 
Council for her civic dedication, Judge Jimmie 
Edwards, founder of the Innovative Concept 
Academy for bridging the academic achieve- 
ment gap of African American students, and 
James Buford, President and Chief Executive 
Officer of the Urban League of Metropolitan 
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St. Louis for his leadership in service to the 
community. 

This year’s celebrated corporate leadership 
awards will honor the efforts of Thomas Voss 
and Keith Williamson. Voss, the President of 
Ameren Corporation, and Williamson, Senior 
Vice President of Centene Corporation have 
demonstrated exemplary social responsibility 
to remove barriers to the success of minorities 
through their business models, accomplish- 
ments and corporate giving. 

Mr. Speaker, the 2nd Annual Dr. Martin Lu- 
ther King Jr. Tribute inspires advocacy for so- 
cial justice through the works, accomplish- 
ments and deeds of the honored men and 
women. | urge my colleagues to join me in 
recognizing this event slated to be held this 
January in the beautiful City of St. Louis. 


——— 


INTRODUCTION OF THE BALANCED 
BUDGET CONSTITUTIONAL 
AMENDMENT 


HON. BOB GOODLATTE 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to re- 
introduce legislation that will amend the United 
States Constitution to force Congress to rein 
in spending by balancing the federal budget. 

We have a spending addiction in Wash- 
ington, DC, and it has proven to be an addic- 
tion that Congress cannot control on its own 
and which is bringing dire consequences. We 
have gone in a few short years from a deficit 
of billions of dollars to a deficit of trillions of 
dollars. We are printing money at an unprece- 
dented pace, which presents serious risks of 
massive inflation. Our national debt recently 
surpassed an astonishing $16 trillion and con- 
tinues to rapidly increase, along with the 
waste associated with paying the interest on 
that debt. 

Our first Secretary of State, Thomas Jeffer- 
son, warned of the consequences of out-of- 
control debt when he wrote: “To preserve [the] 
independence [of the people,] we must not let 
our rulers load us with perpetual debt. We 
must make our election between economy and 
liberty, or profusion and servitude.” Unfortu- 
nately, it increasingly appears that Congress 
has chosen the latter path. 

Our current Secretary of State, Hillary Clin- 
ton, issued a similar warning when she re- 
cently declared: “I think that our rising debt 
levels[sic] poses a national security threat, and 
it poses a national security threat in two ways. 
It undermines our capacity to act in our own 
interest, and it does constrain us where con- 
straint may be undesirable. And it also sends 
a message of weakness internationally.” De- 
spite these warnings, Congress has refused to 
address this crisis. 

Congress’ spending addiction is not a par- 
tisan one. It reaches across the aisle and af- 
flicts both parties, which is why neither party 
has been able to master it. We need outside 
help. We need pressure from outside Con- 
gress to force Congress to rein in this out-of- 
control behavior. We need a balanced budget 
amendment to our Constitution. 

That is why | am introducing this legislation, 
which garnered 261 bipartisan votes when it 
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came before the House for a vote last Con- 
gress. This bill would amend the Constitution 
to require that total spending for any fiscal 
year not exceed total receipts and require the 
President to propose budgets to Congress that 
are balanced each year. It would also provide 
an exception in times of war and during mili- 
tary conflicts that pose imminent and serious 
military threats to national security. 

Furthermore, the legislation would make it 
harder to increase taxes by requiring that leg- 
islation to increase revenue be passed by a 
true majority of each chamber and not just a 
majority of those present and voting. Finally, 
the bill requires a 3/5 majority vote for any in- 
creases in the debt limit. 

Our federal government must be lean, effi- 
cient and responsible with the dollars that our 
nation’s citizens worked so hard to earn. We 
must work to both eliminate every cent of 
waste and squeeze every cent of the value 
out of each dollar our citizens entrust to us. 
Families all across our nation understand what 
it means to make tough decisions each day 
about what they can and cannot afford and 
government officials should be required to ex- 
ercise similar restraint when spending the 
hard-earned dollars of out nation’s citizens. 

By amending the Constitution to require a 
balanced budget, we can force the Congress 
to control spending, paving the way for a re- 
turn to surpluses and ultimately paying down 
the national debt, rather than allow big spend- 
ers to lead us further down the road of chronic 
deficits and in doing so leave our children and 
grandchildren saddled with debt that is not 
their own. 

This concept is not new. 49 out of 50 states 
have a balanced budget requirement. 

Our nation faces many difficult decisions in 
the coming years, and Congress will face 
great pressure to spend beyond its means 
rather than to make the difficult decisions 
about spending priorities. Unless Congress is 
forced to make the decisions necessary to 
create a balanced budget, it will always have 
the all-too-tempting option of shirking this re- 
sponsibility. The Balanced Budget Constitu- 
tional amendment is a common sense ap- 
proach to ensure that Congress is bound by 
the same fiscal principles that guide America’s 
families each day. 

| urge support of this important legislation. 


SALUTE TO SLOVAK REPUBLIC 


HON. JOHN L. MICA 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to con- 
gratulate our ally and friend, the Republic of 
Slovakia, on her 20th anniversary of independ- 
ence. 

In two brief decades, Slovakia has dramati- 
cally transitioned to an independent, demo- 
cratic and economically viable free nation. 

As some of my colleagues may know, my 
great grandparents emigrated from Slovakia to 
the United States at the turn of the last cen- 
tury. Like so many others, my family was 
drawn to America by the promises of freedom 
and opportunity. My ancestors would be proud 
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to see both the progress of America over that 
century and the positive development of the 
Slovak Republic in its 20 years of independ- 
ence. 

For a millennia, the Slovak people were 
ruled or governed by others. After centuries of 
power shifts and realignments, in 1989, the 
Velvet Revolution brought down the com- 
munist regime in Czechoslovakia. Democracy 
came to that nation as formerly jailed dissident 
and political activist Vaclav Havel was elected 
to the presidency. However, the Slovak peo- 
ple’s yearning for self-governance was not re- 
alized until 1993. 

Following the peaceful separation of the 
Czech and Slovak Republics, January 1, 1993 
marks the birth of the Second Slovak Repub- 
lic. As fate would have it, days later | was 
sworn in as a Member of the U.S. House of 
Representatives. As one of the Members of 
Congress with Slovak ancestry, | have been 
proud to work with many who have been so 
successful in strengthening U.S.-Slovak rela- 
tions and to aid in the political and economic 
development of the Slovak Republic. 

Like any new democracy, the Slovak Re- 
public has experienced some growing pains. 
After President Michal Kovacs service as the 
first president, my good friend and former 
Kosice Mayor Rudolf Schuster was elected 
president after a constitutional amendment 
changed the presidency to a directly elected 
position. His successor is now President Ivan 
Gasparovic. | commend these and all the 
other Slovak leaders who have helped fashion 
a new era for their people. 

Even with many difficult challenges as a 
new nation, the Slovak Republic made out- 
standing progress over the last 20 years, and 
| am proud to have played a very small part 
in its history. In 2000, Slovakia became a 
member of the Organization for Economic Co- 
operation and Development and in 2004, 
joined both NATO and the European Union. 
The Republic of Slovakia and its people con- 
tinue to provide international leadership both 
in Europe and throughout the world. 

For the United States and the American 
people, we are fortunate to have such a 
strong ally and friend in the family of nations. 
So today we salute and congratulate the Slo- 
vak Republic on the special occasion of their 
20th anniversary of independence. We wish 
them every continued future success as they 
mark this historic milestone. 

| ask my colleagues to join me in congratu- 
lating the Slovak Republic and look forward to 
peace and prosperity for both of our countries 
for decades to come. 


—— 


INTRODUCTION STATEMENT; H.R. 
40 THE COMMISSION TO STUDY 
REPARATION PROPOSALS FOR 
AFRICAN-AMERICANS ACT 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased 
to re-introduce H.R. 40, the Commission to 
Study Reparations Proposals for African- 
Americans Act. Since | first introduced H.R. 40 
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in 1989, we have made substantial progress in 
elevating this issue in the national conscious- 
ness. Through legislation, state and local reso- 
lutions and litigation, we are moving closer to 
a full dialogue on the role of slavery in building 
this country. 


In the 110th Congress, the House passed a 
slavery apology bill on July 29, 2008, in which 
the House issued a formal apology for slavery. 
The Senate followed on July 18, 2009, with 
the passage of S. Con. Res. 26 which was 
sponsored by TOM HARKIN of lowa. In recogni- 
tion of the 200th anniversary of the abolition of 
the transatlantic slave trade on January 1, 
1808, both the House and Senate passed leg- 
islation creating a commemoration commis- 
sion, which was signed into law on February 
5, 2008. | believe that such Federal efforts are 
significant steps toward proper acknowledg- 
ment and understanding of slavery and its im- 
plications, but our responsibilities on this mat- 
ter are even greater. 


The establishment of a commission to study 
the institution of slavery in the United States, 
as well as its consequences that reach into 
modern day society, is our responsibility. This 
concept of a commission to address historical 
wrongs is not unprecedented. In fact, in recent 
Congresses, commission bills have been put 
forward. 


In 1983, a Presidential Commission deter- 
mined that the internment of Japanese Ameri- 
cans during World War II was racist and inhu- 
mane, and as a result, the 1988 Civil Liberties 
Act provided redress for those injured by the 
internment. However, the internment of Japa- 
nese Latin Americans in the United States 
during World War II was not examined by the 
Commission, resulting in legislation calling for 
a commission to examine this oversight. Leg- 
islation establishing a commission to review 
the injustices suffered by European Ameri- 
cans, European Latin Americans, and Jewish 
refugees during World War II has also been 
proposed. 


H.R. 40 is no different than these other 
commission bills. H.R. 40 establishes a com- 
mission to examine the institution of slavery 
and its legacy, like racial disparities in edu- 
cation, housing, and healthcare. Following this 
examination, the commission would rec- 
ommend appropriate remedies to Congress. 
As | have indicated before, remedies do not 
equate to monetary compensation. 


In the 110th Congress, | convened the first 
Congressional hearing on H.R. 40. With wit- 
nesses that included Professor Charles 
Ogletree, Episcopal Bishop M. Thomas Shaw, 
and Detroit City Councilwoman JoAnn Wat- 
son, we began a formal dialogue on the leg- 
acy of the transatlantic slave trade. This Con- 
gress, | look forward to continuing this con- 
versation so that our nation can better under- 
stand this part of our history. 


Attempts to eradicate today’s racial discrimi- 
nation and disparities will be successful when 
we understand the past’s racial injustices and 
inequities. A commission can take us into this 
dark past and bring us into a brighter future. 
As in years past, | welcome open and con- 
structive discourse on H.R. 40 and the cre- 
ation of this commission in the 113th Con- 
gress. 
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THE ILLEGAL, UNREPORTED, AND 
UNREGULATED FISHING EN- 
FORCEMENT ACT OF 2018 


HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 


OF GUAM 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, today | re- 
introduce legislation to strengthen enforcement 
mechanisms to stop illegal, unreported, and 
unregulated (IUU) fishing. Illegal fishing threat- 
ens the economic and social infrastructure of 
fishing communities, and the security of the 
United States and our allies around the world, 
by decreasing opportunities for legitimate and 
conscientious fishermen. 

Guam, and the other Pacific islands, host 
rich fisheries resources, including pristine 
reefs, diverse communities of reef fish, and 
large populations of sharks and valuable tuna; 
important economic and cultural assets for the 
islands. IUU fishing threatens these resources. 
There have been several incidents of foreign 
fishing vessels operating within the United 
States’ EEZ with impunity—a_ significant na- 
tional security and economic risk to our coun- 
try. 

This problem can be particularly acute in 
places like Guam, where the EEZ is vast, and 
where the United States Coast Guard, despite 
its best efforts, has insufficient resources to 
patrol all of our waters. The United States’ Pa- 
cific lands represent 43% of the EEZ. Our 
focus should be on the posture of our Coast 
Guard in the Asia-Pacific region. The Navy 
and Coast Guard have recognized the eco- 
nomic and security threats posed by illegal 
fishing in Oceania and it is incumbent on the 
Administration and Congress to put resources 
towards these requirements. 

The loss of economic opportunity weakens 
our allies in the Pacific and strengthens re- 
source conflicts in the region. Recent reports 
have documented that IUU fishing accounts 
for between 10 and 22% of the reported global 
fish catch, or $9-24 billion in gross revenues 
each year (MRAG, 2009, Sumaila et al., 2006 
and Agnew et al., 2009). The Coast Guard es- 
timates that over $1.7 billion is lost annually to 
IUU fishing in the Pacific Islands. Additional 
action is needed from Congress if we are to 
be successful in combating IUU fishing and 
the depletion of fish stocks worldwide. This bill 
will help to provide our Coast Guard with the 
tools to better enforce regulations throughout 
the sector. 

The “Illegal, Unreported, Unregulated Fish- 
ing Enforcement Enhancement Act of 2013,” 
which | introduced today, further enhances the 
enforcement authority of NOAA and the U.S. 
Coast Guard to regulate IUU fishing. This bill 
would amend international and regional fishery 
management organization (RFMO) agree- 
ments to incorporate the civil penalties, permit 
sanctions, criminal offenses, civil forfeitures 
and enforcement sections of the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage- 
ment Act. It would strengthen enforcement au- 
thority of NOAA and the U.S. Coast Guard to 
inspect conveyances, facilities, and records in- 
volving the storage, processing, transport and 
trade of fish and fish products, and to detain 
fish and fish products for up to five days while 
an investigation is ongoing. 
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In addition, this bill makes technical adjust- 
ments allowing NOAA to more effectively carry 
out current IUU identification mandates, in- 
cluding extending the duration of time for iden- 
tification of violators from the preceding two 
years to the preceding three years. This bill 
broadens data sharing authority to enable 
NOAA to share information with foreign gov- 
ernments and clarifies that all information col- 
lected may be shared with international orga- 
nizations and foreign governments for the pur- 
pose of conducting enforcement. This bill 
would also establish an international coopera- 
tion and assistance program to provide tech- 
nical expertise to other nations to help them 
address IUU fishing. This bill, however, does 
not authorize new funding or appropriations. 
The bill is a cost neutral measure that would 
enhance our nation’s security. 

Finally, this bill implements the Antigua Con- 
vention, an important international agreement 
that provides critical updates to the principles, 
functions, and processes of the Inter-American 
Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) to manage 
fisheries in the eastern Pacific Ocean. The An- 
tigua Convention modernizes the IATTC and 
increases its capacity to combat IUU fishing 
and illegal imports of tuna product. Without im- 
plementing legislation, the U.S. does not have 
the authorities necessary to satisfy its commit- 
ments under the Antigua Convention, including 
addressing IUU in the eastern Pacific Ocean. 

Increased enforcement increases stability 
among our allies in the Western Pacific. Many 
nations depend upon fishing as a vital compo- 
nent of their national economy. Fishing com- 
munities are the lifeblood of Guam, part of a 
cultural history extending back centuries. Pro- 
tecting our fishermen from illegal fishing en- 
hances economic opportunities and protects 
cultural and natural resources that our com- 
munities rely upon. IUU fishermen are “free 
riders” who benefit unfairly from the sacrifices 
made by U.S. fishermen and others for the 
sake of proper fisheries conservation and 
management. 

| would like to thank Reps. MARKEY, SABLAN, 
PIERLUISI, and CHRISTENSEN for joining me as 
original cosponsors and | look forward to 
working with my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to advance this important bill through 
the legislative process. 


eS 


HIGHER TAXES, MORE SPENDING: 
NOT A COMPROMISE 


HON. DAVID B. McKINLEY 


OF WEST VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, as Congress 
approached the final hours before going over 
the so-called “fiscal cliff,’ the House was 
faced with a difficult choice. It could amend 
the controversial Senate plan and return it to 
them or the House could accept or reject it. 
Amending the plan was not a viable option be- 
cause the Senate had refused to consider any 
changes. Thus it became a “take it or leave it” 
vote. | was elected to come to Washington to 
reduce the size of government and decrease 
spending; therefore, | voted against the flawed 
Senate plan. 
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In summary: although the legislation had 
certain positive attributes, the principal effect 
of the bill raised taxes, increased spending 
and only promised future spending cuts. It 
failed to address our long-term debt problem 
and looks nothing like the balanced approach 
promised by President Obama. America is 
now burdened with more than $16 trillion of 
debt, and Congress has failed to cut spending 
that it promised the public. 

Let’s have a splash of reality: America is 
facing another $1.2 trillion deficit for this year 
as it has for the past four years. This solution 
adopted by Congress not only does not re- 
duce this year’s deficit, but it adds to it. Ac- 
cording to the official estimate by the Congres- 
sional Budget Office, the Senate deal includes 
more than $330 billion in new deficit spending 
over the next decade. 

Additionally, the bill calls for $620 billion in 
increased tax revenues over ten years but in- 
credibly includes only $15 billion in spending 
reductions. That equates to a ratio of $1 in 
spending cuts to $41 in increased tax rev- 
enue, even though the President promised 
$2.50 in spending cuts for every $1 in new 
revenue during his campaign. The highly tout- 
ed Simpson-Bowles Commission rec- 
ommended a 3:1 ratio. 

It should be self-evident that the $60 billion 
in new revenue annually is woefully insufficient 
to pay down the deficit. Where will we find the 
remaining $1.14 trillion to eliminate the deficit? 
We have a spending problem in Washington, 
not a taxing problem. 

| had been willing to support a compromise 
that included additional, but limited, tax rev- 
enue if the plan also had included significant 
spending reductions and commonsense enti- 
tlement reforms. However the bill lacked that 
balance. 

These concerns were not limited to conserv- 
atives. Senator MICHAEL BENNET (D—CO) also 
opposed the plan on these same grounds, 
saying, “We want a plan that materially re- 
duces the deficit. This proposal does not meet 
that standard and does not put in place a real 
process to reduce the debt down the road.” 

In a similar statement, Chairman of the Fed- 
eral Reserve Ben Bernanke called the current 
levels of spending “unsustainable,” and cau- 
tioned that “fiscal policy must be placed on a 
sustainable path that eventually results in a 
stable or declining ratio of federal debt to 
GDP.” 

This plan does nothing to put us on that 
sustainable path. 

Americans once again are being promised 
spending cuts in the future in exchange for im- 
mediate increases in taxes. We’ve seen this 
movie before—the spending cuts unfortunately 
never happen. 

This has played out twice with similar re- 
sults: 

In 1982, Congress promised President 
Reagan $3 in spending cuts for every $1 in 
tax hikes but the spending cuts never hap- 
pened. 

In 1990, President George H.W. Bush reluc- 
tantly agreed to $2 in spending cuts for every 
$1 in tax increases but none of those cuts oc- 
curred either. 

The frustration of this process takes its toll. 
The final bill was presented in the Senate in 
the early morning hours and hastily cobbled 
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together. Senators had only minutes to review 
the legislation before voting on it. According to 
one Senate aide, their office was emailed a 
copy of the legislation at 1:36 a.m. and the 
vote began nine minutes later at 1:45 a.m. 
The Senate obviously was not given sufficient 
time to read the bill that was over 150 pages 
long. 

For the Senate to agree to legislation in the 
wee hours of the morning without a thorough 
review is not how the process should work. It 
reminds me of the quote from NANCY PELOSI 
during the debate over ObamaCare when she 
said, “we have to pass the bill to find out 
what's in it.” 

With more time to review the bill, we found 
that not only does it increase taxes with al- 
most no spending cuts, but it also includes 
other questionable provisions such as: 

$12.1 billion in tax breaks for wind energy; 

$222 million in loopholes for Puerto Rican 
rum producers; 

$248 million in incentives for Hollywood stu- 
dios; and 

$62 million in tax breaks for American 
Samoa businesses. 

America can’t afford this. 

As my record reflects, | have already voted 
to extend the Bush-era tax rates for all Ameri- 
cans and $5.5 trillion in spending cuts—both 
of which were opposed by the Senate. | will 
continue to fight to maintain the lowest tax 
burden for middle class families and small 
businesses and work to stop Washington’s ad- 
diction to spending. 

The Senate sent us a bill that contained tax 
increases, no significant spending cuts, in- 
creased the federal debt and then refused to 
consider any changes from the House. There- 
fore | had no other recourse but to oppose the 
final plan. 

| am hopeful in the coming months we can 
move past this end-of-year mess and turn our 
attention to stopping out-of-control spending. 
Congress needs to address the real problem 
facing our country—excessive government 
spending that will be paid for by our children 
and grandchildren. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING PLEASANT HOPE 
HIGH SCHOOL SOFTBALL 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize the Pleasant Hope High School Soft- 
ball Team on their victory in the Class 2 State 
Championships. 

The Lady Pirates’ come-from-behind victory 
over Brookfield capped off their 28-2 season 
with Pleasant Hope’s first ever State cham- 
pionship. 

These young ladies ended the season as 
one of the greatest offensive teams in the his- 
tory of Missouri. They batted an astounding 
.415 as a team, held an on base percentage 
of .456, and were successful with 95 out of 
100 stolen base attempts. Their dominant play 
style allowed them to amass 353 hits over the 
course of their 30 games. 

| congratulate the school and the players on 
their victory, and applaud the hard work that 
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has brought them so much success. | am 
proud to recognize the athletic achievements 
of the residents of the Seventh District of Mis- 
souri. 


— 


INTRODUCTION OF THE “JOHN 
HOPE FRANKLIN TULSA-GREEN- 
WOOD RIOT ACCOUNTABILITY 
ACT” 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased 
to reintroduce the John Hope Franklin Tulsa- 
Greenwood Riot Accountability Act. This legis- 
lation will create a federal cause of action to 
allow the survivors of the Tulsa-Greenwood 
Riot of 1921 to seek a determination on the 
merits of their civil rights and other claims 
against the perpetrators of the riot in a federal 
court of law. 

This legislation is named in honor of the late 
Dr. John Hope Franklin, the noted historian, 
who was a first-hand witness to the destruc- 
tive impact that the riot had on the African- 
American community of Tulsa. Dr. Franklin 
made numerous scholarly contributions to the 
understanding of the long term effects of the 
riot on the city and worked to keep the issue 
alive in history and on the minds of policy- 
makers. On April 24, 2007, he served as a 
witness, testifying in favor of the legislation, 
and its passage would be a fitting tribute to his 
memory and to a community that has never 
received its fair day in court. 

The Greenwood neighborhood of Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, was one of the Nation’s most pros- 
perous African-American communities entering 
the decade of the Nineteen Twenties. Serving 
over 8000 residents, the community boasted 
two newspapers, over a dozen churches, and 
hundreds of African-American-owned busi- 
nesses, with the commercial district known na- 
tionally as the “Negro Wall Street.” In May 
1921, all that came to an end as 42 square 
blocks of the community were burned to the 
ground and up to 300 of its residents were 
killed by a racist mob. In the wake of the vio- 
lence, the State and local governments 
quashed claims for redress and effectively 
erased the incident from official memory. 

The 1921 Tulsa Race Riot was one of the 
most destructive and costly attacks upon an 
American community in our Nation’s history. 
However, no convictions were obtained for the 
incidents of murder, arson or larceny con- 
nected with the riot, and none of the more 
than 100 contemporaneously filed lawsuits by 
residents and property owners were success- 
ful in recovering damages from insurance 
companies to assist in the reconstruction of 
the community. 

The case of the Tulsa-Greenwood Riot vic- 
tims is worthy of congressional attention be- 
cause substantial evidence suggests that gov- 
ernmental officials deputized and armed the 
mob and that the National Guard joined in the 
destruction. The report commissioned by the 
Oklahoma State Legislature in 1997, and pub- 
lished in 2001, uncovered new information and 
detailed, for the first time, the extent of the in- 
volvement by the State and city government in 
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prosecuting and erasing evidence of the riot. 
This new evidence was crucial for the formula- 
tion of a substantial case, but its timeliness 
raised issues at law, and resulted in a dis- 
missal on statute of limitation grounds. In dis- 
missing the survivor’s claims, however, the 
Court found that extraordinary circumstances 
might support extending the statute of limita- 
tions, but that Congress did not establish rules 
applicable to the case at bar. With this legisla- 
tion, we have the opportunity to provide clo- 
sure for a group of claimants—many over 100 
years old—and to close the book on a tragic 
chapter in history. 


Racism, and its violent manifestations, are 
part of our Nation’s past that we cannot avoid. 
With the prosecution of historic civil rights 
claims, both civil and criminal, we encourage 
a process of truth and reconciliation that can 
heal historic wounds. In this case, the Court 
took “no great comfort” in finding that there 
was no legal avenue through which the plain- 
tiffs could bring their claims. The “Tulsa- 
Greenwood Riot Accountability Act” would 
simply give Tulsans and all Oklahomans, 
white and black, victims and non-victims, their 
day in court. Without that opportunity, we will 
all continue to be victims of our past. 
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SUPPORT OF A RESOLUTION TO 
PERMIT DELEGATES AND THE 
RESIDENT COMMISSIONER TO 
THE CONGRESS TO CAST VOTES 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE 
WHOLE HOUSE ON THE STATE 
OF THE UNION 


HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 


OF GUAM 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, January 3, 2013 


Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
in support of the resolution offered by my 
good friend and colleague, Minority Whip 
STENY HOYER of Maryland, to restore the vot- 
ing rights for the Delegates and Resident 
Commissioner during Committee of the Whole 
proceedings. 

The ability to cast a vote is the most basic 
of rights in our representative democracy. In 
the people’s House, votes cast by members of 
Congress make us accountable to our con- 
stituents and allow them to understand where 
we stand on important issues. The rules that 
have been adopted by the 113th Congress 
once again remove voting rights for members 
from the territories and the District of Colum- 
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bia and continue to make this body less trans- 
parent and less responsive to the more than 
four million Americans who live in our districts. 


These votes are wholly symbolic—they can- 
not change the outcome of legislation or 
amendments considered on the floor of this 
House. But these votes allow us to ensure 
that the needs of our constituents are ad- 
dressed in legislation considered by this body. 


Further, many men and women in uniform 
come from the territories and the District of 
Columbia. These dedicated servicemembers 
sacrifice much for our country, and many have 
paid the ultimate sacrifice in defense of our 
freedom. In fact, the per capita death rate for 
servicemembers from the territories is higher 
than most states. Unfortunately our majority 
has determined that despite their service, and 
the many contributions of the territories and 
District of Columbia, our constituents will be 
less represented in the House. 


Mr. Speaker, giving the Delegates and Resi- 
dent Commissioner the ability to vote during 
Committee of the Whole proceedings will allow 
our voices to be heard during legislation con- 
sidered by the full House. It will give us parity 
with other members and strengthen the long- 
cherished values of this body. 
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SENATE—Friday, January 4, 2013 


The Senate met at 12:30 p.m., on the 
expiration of the recess, and was called 
to order by the Honorable TOM UDALL, 
a Senator from the State of New Mex- 
ico. 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal God, sovereign of the na- 
tions, we place our trust in You. Infuse 
our lawmakers with a spirit of discern- 
ment that they may fulfill Your pur- 
poses for our Nation and world. Lord, 
stir them up with the fresh realization 
of the supernatural resources available 
to them to accomplish their tasks. As 
they seek Your guidance on all deci- 
sions, guard their hearts and minds 
with Your peace. Help our Senators to 
give one another kindness, patience, 
and encouragement as You saturate 
their hearts with Your grace and joy. 

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen. 


a 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable TOM UDALL led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


—— 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The legislative clerk read the fol- 
lowing letter. 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, January 4, 2013. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable TOM UDALL, a Senator 
from the State of New Mexico, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. UDALL thereupon assumed the 

chair as Acting President pro tempore. 


Se 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


(Legislative day of Thursday, January 3, 2013) 


JOINT SESSION FOR COUNTING OF 
ELECTORAL VOTES 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, the Senate 
will recess for the joint session for the 
counting of electoral votes. 

Following the joint session, we are 
hoping to complete action on part of 
the flood insurance of the Sandy sup- 


plemental, which the House just 
passed. 
a 
RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF 
THE CHAIR 


Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate stand in recess subject 
to the call of the Chair. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 12:33 p.m., recessed to reassemble in 
the Hall of the House of Representa- 
tives for a Joint Session and at 1:56 
p.m. reassembled in the Senate Cham- 
ber when called to order by the Acting 
President pro tempore. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from New York is 
recognized. 


ES 


HELPING THE VICTIMS OF 
HURRICANE SANDY 


Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I rise 
in support of the legislation we are 
about to vote on that will provide an 
additional $9.7 billion to the National 
Flood Insurance Program. Without 
these funds, the program would have 
run out of money next week, leaving 
over 100,000 victims of Hurricane Sandy 
in the lurch. 

I would like to thank my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle for allowing 
this vote to go forward. They have 
acted honorably. The good news is the 
House passed this bill this morning and 
the Senate will pass it in a few min- 
utes. 

With the passage of this bill, hurri- 
cane victims from Staten Island to east 
Long Island, as well as in New Jersey, 
can rest assured their flood insurance 
will have enough money to pay out 
claims. We had no choice but to pass 
this provision because the Federal Gov- 
ernment is obligated to reimburse 
when people have floods if they have 
paid in their flood insurance. 

While this bill is important, it is 
something we were almost obligated to 
do, and we should not have parades 
down the street because this bill has 
passed. 

The major work of helping the vic- 
tims of Sandy is still ahead of us. The 
bad news is we even had to go through 


this dog-and-pony show in the first 
place. 

Last month, the Senate passed a 
good, strong bill to help all victims of 
Hurricane Sandy, and the House simply 
could have taken it up and passed it. In 
fact, they promised to vote on a simi- 
lar provision before the last Congress 
ended. 

Unfortunately, this changed at the 
last moment. We do not need to get 
into the whys right now; we just want 
it to happen, and we are worried the 
second major portion of this relief bill 
will not get through the House in the 
form it should. 

We need the House to pass not only 
the $9 billion they passed this morning 
but the $51 billion that contains the 
bulk of the aid people need, without 
which we will not be able to recover. 
To be a bride and left at the altar once 
is bad enough. To be left twice would 
be unconscionable. 

As I said, this is a good step that we 
are going to pass this $9 billion flood 
insurance bill. This is a good but small 
first step. It is a small downpayment 
on the much larger amount of aid we 
need to get through Congress. 

Let me tell you what is not in this 
bill. What is not in this bill is help for 
every homeowner who does not have 
flood insurance and lost their home or 
suffered major damage. 

Homeowners are waiting for Congress 
to pass relief the way we did for Irene 
and Katrina and so many other disas- 
ters so they can get a contractor to 
sign a contract, get a bank to make a 
loan until they know that the Federal 
Government will be there to reimburse, 
as it always has in the past. 

What is not in this bill is aid to small 
businesses, small businesspeople who 
are hanging by their fingernails, who 
might not be able to restart their busi- 
nesses unless there is Federal aid, 
which was already in the Senate bill. 
Unless it comes back from the House 
and we are able to pass it in the Sen- 
ate, they will be hurt. 

What is not in this bill is dollars to 
rebuild our highways and, most impor- 
tantly, our mass transit systems that 
were flood, damaged. The MTA alone 
has taken out a $5 billion loan, but it 
will be in real financial jeopardy unless 
it is assured that it will be reimbursed 
for all the damage that Sandy caused 
to our railroads and our tunnels and 
our mass transit system—our amazing 
mass transit system that brings 3⁄2 
million people off and on Manhattan Is- 
land every single day. 

What is not in this bill is help to 
bring the electricity system back up to 
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snuff so there will not be major black- 
outs, so people can be assured of their 
electricity. 

What is not in this bill is help for all 
of the communities that laid out hun- 
dreds of millions and billions of dollars 
for the cleanup. Their taxpayers will 
foot the bill unless Congress does what 
it has always done: step to the plate 
when a major disaster occurs and have 
the Federal Government help the local- 
ity. There has been a wisdom for 100 
years that when an area is afflicted by 
a disaster, we unite as a nation and 
come together and help that part of the 
country whether it is New Mexico or 
California or Louisiana or Florida or 
Missouri or North Dakota or New York 
or New Jersey. 

This bill is a first step to deal with 
flood insurance. It is the easiest part. 
The hard stuff is still ahead of us. We 
await the House returning in a week 
and a half, and we hope and expect, in 
fact, that they will vote the full $51 bil- 
lion remainder. We hope and expect, in 
fact, that they will not put in legisla- 
tive language that prevents money 
from getting to homeowners and com- 
munities that need it desperately right 
away. 

The draft we have seen contains some 
major changes from the Senate bill 
that would make it very difficult for 
NIH, the Army Corps, and other parts 
of the government to spend the dollars 
that are needed efficiently and quickly 
and to place them where they go. We 
beseech the House to finish its busi- 
ness, to finish the major part of its 
business, and approve the $51 billion 
that will make up the rest of the $60. 

We beseech them not to hamstring 
the local homeowners and businesses 
and governments with language that 
would prevent recovery. We beseech 
them to move quickly. Of course, the 
ideal would be for them to pass the 
same bill that the Senate passed in the 
waning hours of the last session. If 
they cannot, we will have to get legis- 
lation through the body again. But 
through the generosity of the majority 
leader, he has assured us it will be the 
first order of business when we return. 
So we have to move forward. 

AS we have seen, this is not going to 
be easy. There are many bumps in the 
road and obstacles that we cannot yet 
see. For sure they will arise and for 
sure we will have to grapple with them. 

This vote needs to be the beginning 
of the process. It cannot certainly be 
the end, and it certainly cannot be the 
middle. We cannot just pass the $9 bil- 
lion bill and then say that is it. We 
cannot let the House pass this and rest 
on its laurels. We in New York and New 
Jersey cannot let our guard down. Not 
until the full $60 billion arrives in New 
York and New Jersey can we stop 
working. So I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation and then alert 
them to keep the victims of Sandy in 
New York, New Jersey, and elsewhere 
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in their thoughts so that we can con- 
tinue to support the region when we re- 
turn. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHUMER). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, in the years 
I have served in legislative bodies, 
which is quite a long time now, it is in- 
teresting to see how different people 
approach the legislative process. I have 
learned over the years there is nothing 
more important than people working 
hard. You have to be tenacious to get 
legislation passed. 

The leader of passing Sandy over 
here—and I am confident when we get 
back in a couple of weeks after the 
House works on theirs, the same dy- 
namic will be here—the senior Senator 
from New York has worked tirelessly 
to get legislation passed. He has led a 
team effort of Senators from New Jer- 
sey and his partner, Senator GILLI- 
BRAND, but the leader, the quarterback, 
has been the Senator from New York. 

The work he has done not only in the 
Senate, but having the many years of 
experience he had in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the Presiding Officer, the 
senior Senator from New York, worked 
day and night making phone calls, per- 
sonal contacts with people in New 
York and New Jersey who could call 
House Members and have them pass 
this legislation. 

On the way back from the joint ses- 
sion dealing with the electoral vote 
count, he walked up and grabbed me— 
did not grab me, but we talked for sev- 
eral minutes walking back to the Sen- 
ate—the majority leader from the 
House of Representatives. He worked 
extremely hard on this. He worked 
hard on it. I indicated to him that I 
had received calls from people in New 
York who appreciated very much his 
efforts to try to get this thing passed. 

I really do believe it is important 
that I have the record reflect the rea- 
son we have gotten as far as we have on 
Sandy is because of the senior Senator 
from New York. It is too bad that it 
has taken so long. When we had that 
devastation from Katrina, we were 
there within days taking care of Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama, and especially Lou- 
isiana—within days. We are now past 2 
months with the people of New York 
and New Jersey. 

The people of New Orleans and that 
area, they were hurt but nothing in 
comparison to what happened to the 
people in New York and New Jersey. 
Almost 1 million people have lost their 
homes; 1 million people lost their 
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homes. That is homes, that is not peo- 
ple in those homes. So I think it is just 
unfortunate that we do not have the re- 
lief for New York and New Jersey and 
the rest already. It has to be done. We 
have to meet the needs of the Amer- 
ican people when an act of God occurs. 

So I, on behalf of the entire Senate, 
and certainly my Democratic caucus, 
express my appreciation to the legisla- 
tive initiative and the legislative ex- 
pertise of my friend from New York, an 
experienced legislator in the State of 
New York, the House of Representa- 
tives, and the Senate. He has done a 
masterful job. 


EEE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent the Senate proceed to a 
period of morning business with Sen- 
ators permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
WIND ENERGY TAX CREDIT 


Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi- 
dent, today marks my 28th time here 
on the Senate floor to talk about the 
Production Tax Credit for wind energy. 
Twenty-seven other times I stood 
here—oftentimes joined by like-minded 
colleagues from around the country— 
to urge Congress to extend this vital 
tax credit, which has helped the wind 
industry create tens of thousands of 
jobs and spur tens of billions of dollars 
in investment. And Coloradans have 
been with me the whole way. 

Well, Mr. President, 27 must be a 
lucky number—because today, I am 
thrilled to use my time to thank my 
colleagues for making the extension of 
the PTC a reality. Earlier this week, 
Congress came together across party 
lines to do the right thing to assist our 
fragile economic recovery. 

Throughout my previous efforts here 
on the floor, I talked a lot about jobs. 
From Colorado to Kansas, Oregon and 
Maine and the Carolinas, my remarks 
always came back to one simple but 
true statement: the PTC equals jobs. 

These are good-paying jobs for hard- 
working Americans. From gearboxes in 
Georgia to wind blades in Rhode Island 
to towers in Colorado, the construction 
of wind turbines has invigorated an en- 
tire supply chain. Factories in the Mid- 
west have been retooled to make steel 
components that are shipped to places 
like Iowa, where cutting edge com- 
posite materials are used to make state 
of the art blades for turbines that ulti- 
mately create wind farms built with 
labor from local construction workers. 
That’s thousands of jobs across this 
country. 

Wind generates clean, renewable en- 
ergy, which helps move our country to- 
ward a more secure energy future. This 
is clean, American energy that does 
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not produce carbon dioxide pollution— 
and by making it here at home, it helps 
us become less reliant on foreign na- 
tions for our energy security. 

These wind farms are also paying 
dividends to towns and counties across 
America, benefitting the families who 
live there and the small businesses 
that operate there. The tax revenues 
from wind turbines have allowed com- 
munities to build new schools and 
roads, as well as provide other basic 
services. These additional sources of 
income have been especially important 
during the recent economic downturn, 
where the budgets of many states and 
rural communities have been stretched 
thin. Quite simply, wind energy jobs 
have a positive ripple effect wherever 
they are. 

I am relieved that after months of 
uncertainty as to whether or not the 
PTC would be extended, Congress has 
finally done the commonsense thing, 
making sure we did not lose this vital 
tax credit. Although it was my pref- 
erence to have Congress act much 
sooner and prevent the thousands of 
layoffs that resulted from the uncer- 
tainty Congress created, I am pleased 
that we have finally acted for the good 
of our constituents. 

With the passage of the PTC, the 
wind industry can get back to doing 
the important work of moving America 
toward a clean energy future, a direc- 
tion that will benefit middle-class 
American workers and ensure America 
leads the world in clean energy manu- 
facturing, even as foreign competitors 
like China work to surpass us. 

And the final language passed by 
Congress will have an immediate and 
positive impact on the construction of 
new wind farms. This year, projects 
will be eligible to take advantage of 
the PTC if construction begins before 
the end of 2013, rather than racing to 
complete the project by the end of the 
year. This commonsense change in the 
law will encourage larger, longer-term 
projects over the course of the next few 
years as opposed to just in 2013, which 
is particularly important since Con- 
gress did not pass the extension until 
the very last minute. 

I was not alone in this fight. Colo- 
radans motivated me to keep up the 
battle the entire time. And many of my 
colleagues—both Republicans and 
Democrats—joined me. In particular, I 
would like to thank Senator GRASSLEY 
of Iowa—the ‘‘father of the wind 
PTC’’—for his efforts to get this done. 

Senator BAUCUS and Senator BINGA- 
MAN have also been long-time cham- 
pions of the PTC on the Finance Com- 
mittee, and were an integral part of 
the fight to extend it. My good friend 
and colleague from Colorado Senator 
BENNET has also been a strong sup- 
porter of the PTC, joining me in 
speeches, letters, and legislation. Sen- 
ator MORAN of Kansas has been right 
there with us as well. 
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And many more members from both 
sides of the aisle and both sides of the 
Capitol supported these efforts. The 
broadly bipartisan and bicameral group 
was driven by a mutual commitment to 
creating jobs, simultaneously improv- 
ing our economy and economic com- 
petitiveness while moving us toward a 
more secure energy future. 

Despite the importance of the wind 
PTC extension, there is still much 
more work to do. This extension only 
lasts until the end of 2018. So, although 
we might want to take a breather, we 
cannot. Instead, we must begin work 
today on a path forward that will give 
the wind industry much-needed cer- 
tainty over the long term. Without cer- 
tainty, businesses cannot do the long- 
term planning that is necessary to 
robustly grow and add good-paying 
American jobs. And, this time, we can- 
not wait until the last minute to do it. 
We must work together to find a plan 
that allows this industry to reach ma- 
turity and thrive while also being fis- 
cally responsible. Yes, that means a 
gradual phase-out of the wind PTC in 
the coming years—but my goal is to 
get Congress to also work together on 
comprehensive energy legislation that 
creates long-term certainty for all en- 
ergy sources. I strongly believe that 
any national energy policy we develop 
should reflect the success Colorado has 
had as an  all-of-the-above energy 
State. 

Again, I want to thank my colleagues 
who worked alongside me to push the 
wind PTC extension over the finish 
line. This is hugely important to main- 
taining American jobs, manufacturing 
prowess, and energy security. It’s a win 
for Colorado and it’s a win for us all. 


EE 


DYSFUNCTION OF THE SENATE 


Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to talk about the dysfunction of 
the Senate, the rules of this governing 
body, and what we need to do to change 
them in order to take on the big chal- 
lenges we face as a Nation. 

These last 2 years have created an 
unprecedented sense among the Amer- 
ican people that Congress isn’t meas- 
uring up to the needs of our time. 

This is especially troubling when we 
are up against tremendous challenges: 
the most profound jobs crisis in a gen- 
eration; skyrocketing income inequal- 
ity; and a tax system that unfairly re- 
wards the wealthy and well-connected 
over working Americans who are strug- 
gling to make ends meet. 

But unfortunately, we can’t tackle 
this jobs crisis or the problem of in- 
equality until this body, our revered 
Senate, restores the ability to debate, 
deliberate and decide on strategies to 
take our Nation forward. 

I believe that reforming the fili- 
buster is one of the most critical steps 
we can take to repair the Senate and 
rebuild confidence in Congress’s ability 
to govern. 
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When I first came to the Senate, it 
was 1976. What I saw then could hardly 
have been farther from the Senate of 
today. Routine use of the ‘‘filibuster’’— 
or to put it differently, a routine use of 
an objection to a simple majority 
vote—has turned the U.S. Senate into a 
supermajority body. 

In short, the U.S. Senate, which once 
claimed to be ‘‘the world’s greatest de- 
liberative body,” has possibly become 
“the world’s least deliberative body.” 
The institution of the Senate will not 
function again until we end the abuse 
of the filibuster. We must put an end to 
the silent, secret filibuster that is 
paralyzing the Senate. 

The use of this objection has ex- 
panded dramatically in recent decades. 
What was once used only to block leg- 
islation that conflicted with deep, per- 
sonal principles is now used as a rou- 
tine political strategy for deliberate 
paralysis. In the 6 years Lyndon Baines 
Johnson was majority leader, he dealt 
with one filibuster. Leader REID during 
his 6 years as majority leader: 391. 

One casualty of the partisan fili- 
buster is executive branch and judicial 
nominations. The Senate’s power to ad- 
vise and consent, as provided in the 
Constitution, was never intended to en- 
able the legislators to inflict deep 
harm on the other branches of govern- 
ment. Yet that is exactly what has 
happened. Nearly one out of every elev- 
en judgeships is vacant—triple the rate 
of 8 years ago. Our court systems are 
severely strained, with 27 vacancies 
rated as ‘‘judicial emergencies” at the 
end of 2012. 

This is deeply damaging, for several 
reasons. It prevents the legislature 
from responding to the Nation’s press- 
ing problems and severely hampers the 
executive and judicial branches, which 
rely on the Senate to confirm their 
leaders. Because the Senate is unable 
to fulfill, on a timely basis, its con- 
stitutional responsibility to ‘‘advise 
and consent”? to nominations, judge- 
ships and executive branch manage- 
ment positions simply go unfilled. 

Now, you may wonder, if this system 
is so dysfunctional, why did our Found- 
ing Fathers ever design the Senate like 
this? The answer is that they didn’t. 
The Founders envisioned the Senate 
and House passing legislation and con- 
firming nominations by a simple ma- 
jority, reserving supermajority for spe- 
cial purposes such as constitutional 
amendments and overriding a veto. 

Alexander Hamilton, in fact, foresaw 
the current state of affairs in the Fed- 
eralist Papers, observing that a super- 
majority requirement would have the 
“tendency to embarrass the operations 
of government,” and would create ‘‘te- 
dious delays, continual negotiation and 
intrigue, [and] contemptible com- 
promises of the public good.” 

As a result of the Senate’s silent fili- 
buster, the Senate failed to pass almost 
all of the appropriations bills in the 
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last Congress. The number of bills the 
Senate passes has hit new lows, with 
fewer than 3 percent of bills introduced 
in the last Senate ever passing. 

That is why yesterday, with my part- 
ner, Senator TOM UDALL, I introduced a 
resolution that will enhance debate 
and limit obstruction. 

Core to these reforms is the ‘‘talking 
filibuster.” A Senator can still object 
but she or he must be continuously on 
the floor maintaining a debate on the 
subject. This still allows Senators to 
block a simple majority vote on a bill 
of profound consequence, but they have 
to spend a lot of time and energy to do 
so. 

This reform would have two major 
consequences. By requiring time and 
energy to filibuster, it would strip 
away filibusters on noncontroversial 
issues that are currently used just to 
obstruct and delay, allowing the Sen- 
ate to debate and decide issues. Second, 
it puts the filibuster on display before 
the American people, increasing trans- 
parency and accountability. If you fili- 
buster, you must make your case be- 
fore your colleagues and the public, so 
they know who is obstructing and what 
your arguments are, and allow the peo- 
ple to judge if you are a hero or a bum. 

Senate dysfunction is compromising 
the Senate’s ability to respond to 
major issues facing our Nation. I want 
to thank Leader REID for reserving the 
right to not adopt the rules of the pre- 
vious Congress, so we can have this im- 
portant debate on the rules of this 
body when we come back from the 
State work period. 


——— 


HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
SERGEANT CLINTON K. RUIZ 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
President, just a few weeks ago Ameri- 
cans gathered all across the Nation to 
commemorate Veterans Day. It is a 
day that we set aside to remember, and 
express our gratitude to, the men and 
women who have served in our Armed 
Forces. It is a day to honor the heroes 
among us, and those who, sadly, have 
left us. 

Today I wish to pay tribute to an 
American hero, Army SGT Clinton K. 
Ruiz. Sergeant Ruiz died on October 25 
while on patrol in Uruzgan Province, 
Afghanistan, from injuries sustained 
from small arms fire. He was just 22 
years old. He leaves behind a wife, 
Kira, and a baby son, Caleb. 

As we face the tragedy of this brave 
young soldier’s death, it is important 
too that we remember his life. Ser- 
geant Ruiz’s journey on this Earth 
ended far too soon, but his memory 
among those whose lives he touched, 
and in a nation’s gratitude, will en- 
dure. 

Clinton Ruiz was born on March 14, 
1990. He graduated from Murrieta Val- 
ley High School in Murrieta, CA, and 
enlisted with the Army in 2009. He was 
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assigned to A Company, 9th Military 
Information Support Battalion, 8th 
Military Information Support Group. 
Sergeant Ruiz was deployed to Afghan- 
istan in September. 

In the decade that our military has 
been fighting in Afghanistan, thou- 
sands of our fellow citizens have volun- 
teered to serve. These courageous men 
and women risk their own safety to 
protect the safety of others. They leave 
their homes and their loved ones to de- 
fend the freedoms that we hold dear. 
Over 2,000 of these heroes have paid the 
ultimate price, for our freedoms, in Af- 
ghanistan. 

Words cannot lessen the sorrow of 
the loved ones who grieve for Sergeant 
Ruiz now. Words cannot fully express 
the gratitude our Nation owes this val- 
iant soldier. We can only remember, in- 
deed we must never forget, the sac- 
rifice that SGT Clinton Ruiz made in 
service to our country. 

President Kennedy said that ‘‘stories 
of past courage ... can teach, they 
can offer hope, they can provide inspi- 
ration. But, they cannot supply cour- 
age itself. For this, each man must 
look into his own soul.’’ Sergeant Clin- 
ton Ruiz had such courage. In the face 
of great danger, at great risk to him- 
self, he went where his country sent 
him. He was awarded the Bronze Star 
and the Purple Heart. He kept the 
promise he had made to serve. Our Na- 
tion is forever in his debt. 

Sergeant Ruiz loved his family. He 
loved his country. He made the ulti- 
mate sacrifice defending it. To Ser- 
geant Ruiz’s family, I offer my deepest 
sympathies. We honor Sergeant Ruiz’s 
courage. We remember his sacrifice. 
And we mourn your loss. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


REMEMBERING BEN EISEMAN, MD 


e Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi- 
dent, today I wish to pay tribute to Dr. 
Ben Eiseman, a world-renowned sur- 
geon, a true American and a great 
friend of mine. Dr. Hiseman was an ac- 
complished man in every sense of the 
word and is survived by his wife of 67 
years, his four children and five grand- 
children. 

Dr. EHiseman was an incredibly intel- 
ligent individual and an avid self-learn- 
er. He graduated from Yale University 
in 1939 and went on to receive his Med- 
ical Degree from Harvard University in 
1943. Dr. Hiseman possessed extraor- 
dinary scientific ingenuity that led 
him to discover an astonishing number 
of medical complications and cures. 

In addition to these discoveries, Dr. 
Hiseman also authored and coauthored 
over 450 scientific papers, was principal 
editor of seven books on general sur- 
gery and was a retired Rear Admiral in 
the U.S. Navy Reserves—he was very 
proud of his service to his country. 
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Whenever I mentioned Dr. Eiseman to 
other surgeons, whether they live in 
another State or another country, he 
or she would instantly know his name. 

I worked with Dr. Eiseman during 
my time as Executive Director of the 
Colorado Outward Bound School. At 
that time he was chairman of the 
Board of Trustees, and he was a major 
influence in my life, an incredible 
friend, and a wise mentor. One of the 
reasons Dr. Hiseman and I were so 
close had much to do with our shared 
love for the great outdoors. He was one 
of the few people I knew who had 
climbed all of the mountains in Colo- 
rado over 14,000 feet. 

I recall a time almost three decades 
ago—while I was still with Outward 
Bound—when Dr. Eiseman accom- 
panied me on a winter climbing trip for 
advanced climbers. He was always ask- 
ing us to think through each and every 
step. In asking the right questions and 
challenging us along the way, he made 
me a Stronger leader. 

One reason we all respected Dr. 
Eiseman was because we all admired 
his unassuming ruggedness. On this 
trip, where it was at least 10 degrees 
below zero, none of us were surprised as 
Dr. HEiseman walked around com- 
fortably in his Converse high-tops 
while the rest of us muddled around, 
freezing in our high-tech, insulated 
boots. When it was time to rest for the 
night, most of the team rolled out 
their latest and greatest sleeping bags, 
while Dr. EHEiseman pulled out the 
equivalent of a lawn chair cushion to 
curl up on for the night. Always the 
task master, Dr. Hiseman was the first 
one up in the morning to make sure 
that everyone, including myself, was 
thoroughly prepared to take on what- 
ever was in store for us each day. It 
was just the way he was tough, rugged 
and focused. 

Dr. Eiseman inspired me by the way 
he commanded respect from all who 
interacted with him. Sure, he was seen 
as intimidating by some, but for those 
who knew him, they were treated to 
his wonderful sense of humor. He was a 
dedicated community leader, outdoors- 
man, and patriot. 

I am deeply saddened by the loss of 
my friend Ben Hiseman, but I know 
that his work here on this Earth 
changed the lives of thousands and 
that his legacy will not be forgotten. 

May his memory live on for years to 
come.@ 


EE 
HONORING GEORGE SMITH 


e Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
President, just a few weeks ago our Na- 
tion commemorated Veterans Day. It 
is above all a day of remembrance and 
gratitude. A time to remember the 
courage and sacrifice of the brave men 
and women who have served our Nation 
in the Armed Forces. It is a day when 
we pay tribute to the heroes among us. 
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And to those who are no longer with 
us. 

Today I wish to honor one of those 
heroes. On Tuesday, October 30, our Na- 
tion lost a great American, Navajo 
Code Talker George Smith. Mr. Smith 
was born on June 15, 1922, in Mariano 
Lake, NM, and was Salt People Clan, 
born for Black Streak Wood People 
Clan. In 1948, he enlisted with the Ma- 
rines. He was trained as a Navajo Code 
Talker and achieved the rank of cor- 
poral while serving in the Pacific. Cor- 
poral Smith fought in battles in 
Saipan, Tinian, Ryukyu Islands. He 
also served in Okinawa, Hawaii, and 
Japan. His brother, Albert Smith, also 
trained as a Code Talker, and served 
with him. 

The Marines who constituted the 
Navajo Code Talkers were small in 
number, but monumental in signifi- 
cance. Their skills were crucial to 
American victory in the Pacific during 
World War II. They turned their lan- 
guage into an unbreakable code. In bat- 
tle after battle, in the thick of fero- 
cious combat, they used that code as a 
powerful weapon in securing Allied vic- 
tory. Our Nation will never forget what 
George Smith, and his brother, Albert 
Smith, and all of their fellow Code 
Talkers accomplished. 

Their service is all the more poignant 
in that they fought for freedom in a 
world that did not always accord free- 
dom to them. When America entered 
World War II, the U.S. government had 
only recognized Native Americans as 
citizens for 17 years. In some places, 
tribal members still did not have the 
right to vote. 45,000 of the 350,000 Na- 
tive Americans in the U.S. at that time 
served in the war. This tradition of 
military service by Native Americans 
continues to this day. Native Ameri- 
cans have the highest rate of service of 
any ethnic group. 

Mr. Smith was awarded the Congres- 
sional Silver Medal. After the war, 
Code Talker Smith returned home and 
dedicated himself to his family and 
community. He worked at Fort 
Wingate in disposing of old ammuni- 
tion, and then as a mechanic at Fort 
Wingate Trading Post. Eventually, he 
went to Fort Defiance, where he served 
as a shop foreman. He later worked as 


a heavy equipment mechanic in 
Shiprock. 
Code Talker George Smith was 


blessed with a long life. When he passed 
away last month, he was 90 years old. 
He will be missed by his family, his 
friends, and his community, and he will 
always be remembered by a grateful 
nation. I extend my deepest sym- 
pathies to his family. We are forever in 
his debt. I hope that those who mourn 
him now will find comfort in all that 
he accomplished. His life made a dif- 
ference. His invaluable service during 
World War II saved lives. Our Nation is 
free because of heroes like Code Talker 
George Smith.e 
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HONORING VIRGIL WALLACE 


e Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
President, in the annals of our Nation’s 
military history, the story of the de- 
fenders of Bataan will long live in our 
collective memory. One of those great 
defenders, Mr. Virgil Wallace, recently 
passed away at the age of 99. Mr. Wal- 
lace survived the 4 month battle, the 
infamous Bataan Death March, and 3 
years of horrendous captivity. He was 
the State of New Mexico’s oldest Ba- 
taan veteran. 


Our Nation is forever in debt to the 
extraordinary courage and sacrifice 
that Mr. Wallace and the ‘Battling 
Bastards of Bataan’’ demonstrated in 
the early days of World War II. Their 
heroic resistance helped slow the Japa- 
nese advance, allowing crucial time for 
the Allied forces to reorganize and 
eventually reverse Japan’s progress. 
They played a crucial role in our Na- 
tion’s history. I am proud to have spon- 
sored legislation to award these valiant 
soldiers the Congressional Gold Medal. 


The Japanese attack on the Phil- 
ippines in December, 1941, just hours 
after the attack on Pearl Harbor, led to 
4 months of intense combat. Out- 
numbered, outgunned, Mr. Wallace and 
his fellow soldiers put up a desperate 
fight. For 4 months, they struggled, 
they valiantly fought, against impos- 
sible odds, and without hope of resup- 
ply, until they finally surrendered. 


Their suffering was only just begin- 
ning. The brutal Bataan Death March 
was followed by terrible conditions in 
Japanese prisons and work camps. 
Starvation. Torture. Forced work. And, 
for so many of these brave men, death. 
By the time they were rescued, toward 
the end of the war, half of New Mexi- 
co’s 1,800 soldiers serving in Bataan 
had died. Another 300 would die from 
complications related to their cap- 
tivity within a year of returning to the 
U.S. Mr. Wallace was held captive for 
more than 3 horrific years. 

Virgil Wallace was awarded the 
Bronze Star and numerous other com- 
mendations for his heroic service. After 
the war, he returned to New Mexico, 
where he worked for the Department of 


Transportation and later Carrie 
Tingley Hospital in Truth or Con- 
sequences. 


Our Nation will long remember this 
courageous soldier, a man who gave so 
much in service to his country. Mr. 
Wallace is one of the last of a leg- 
endary band of brothers, who rep- 
resented the very best of who we are. 
In the dark days of the beginning of 
World War II, they showed America’s 
fighting spirit and inspired a nation. 

I extend my deepest sympathies to 
Mr. Wallace’s family and friends. I 
hope that you will find comfort in your 
memories of his long, and distin- 
guished, life. We honor his valor and 
his example, and we mourn your loss.® 


January 4, 2013 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


EE 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 12:32 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bill, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 41. An act to temporarily increase the 
borrowing authority of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency for carrying out 
the National Flood Insurance Program. 

The message further announced that 
the House has agreed to the following 
concurrent resolutions, without 
amendment: 

S. Con. Res. 1. Concurrent resolution to 
provide for the counting on January 4, 2013, 
of the electoral votes for President and Vice 
President of the United States. 

S. Con. Res. 2. Concurrent resolution ex- 
tending the life of the Joint Congressional 
Committee on Inaugural Ceremonies. 

S. Con. Res. 3. Concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for a conditional adjournment or re- 
cess of the Senate and an adjournment of the 
House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the following con- 
current resolution, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 1. Concurrent resolution re- 
garding consent to assemble outside the seat 
of government. 

The message further announced that 
pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1024(a), and the 
order of the House of January 3, 2013, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
Members of the House of Representa- 
tives to the Joint Economic Com- 
mittee: Mr. BRADY of Texas and Mrs. 
MALONEY of New York. 


—— 


TO TEMPORARILY INCREASE 
FEMA BORROWING AUTHORITY 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration H.R. 41, which was 
received from the House and is at the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 41) to temporarily increase the 
borrowing authority of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency for carrying out 
the National Flood Insurance Program. 


January 4, 2013 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this is a 
small part of what we have needed to 
do for the people of New York and New 
Jersey. 

I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be read a third time and the Senate 
proceed to a vote on passage of this 
legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the bill having 
been read the third time, the question 
is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill (H.R. 41) was passed. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the motion to re- 
consider be laid upon the table with no 
intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


SIGNING AUTHORITY 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that from Friday, Janu- 
ary 4, through Monday, January 21, the 
majority leader be authorized to sign 
duly enrolled bills or joint resolutions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ORDERS THROUGH TUESDAY, 
JANUARY 22, 2013 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it recess 
under the provisions of S. Con. Res. 3 
until 11:30 a.m. on Monday, January 21, 
2013, for the Joint Session of the Inau- 
gural Ceremonies, and that upon con- 
clusion of the joint session, the Senate 
recess until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, Janu- 
ary 22, 2013; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the Journal of proceedings 
be approved to date and the time for 
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the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day; that following any 
leader remarks, the Senate be in a pe- 
riod of morning business for debate 
only until 12:30 p.m., with Senators 
permitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each; and that the Senate re- 
cess from 12:30 p.m. to 2:15 p.m. to 
allow for the weekly caucus meetings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


RECESS UNTIL MONDAY, JANUARY 
21, 2013, AT 11:30 A.M. 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate recess under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 


at 2:11 p.m., recessed until Monday, 
January 21, 2018, at 11:30 a.m. 
(Re 
NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 
THE JUDICIARY 


ROBERT E. BACHARACH, OF OKLAHOMA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE TENTH CIRCUIT, VICE 
ROBERT HARLAN HENRY, RESIGNED. 

CAITLIN JOAN HALLIGAN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA CIRCUIT, VICE JOHN G. ROBERTS, JR., ELEVATED. 

WILLIAM J. KAYATTA, JR., OF MAINE, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FIRST CIRCUIT, VICE 
KERMIT LIPEZ, RETIRED. 

JILL A. PRYOR, OF GEORGIA, TO BE UNITED STATES 
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT, VICE 
STANLEY F. BIRCH, JR., RETIRED. 

PATTY SHWARTZ, OF NEW JERSEY, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT, VICE 
MARYANNE TRUMP BARRY, RETIRED. 

SRIKANTH SRINIVASAN, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA CIRCUIT, VICE A. RAYMOND RANDOLPH, RETIRED. 

RICHARD GARY TARANTO, OF MARYLAND, TO BE 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FEDERAL CIR- 
CUIT, VICE PAUL R. MICHEL, RETIRED. 

ELISSA F. CADISH, OF NEVADA, TO BE UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA, VICE 
PHILIP M. PRO, RETIRED. 

VALERIE E. CAPRONI, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTH- 
ERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK, VICE RICHARD J. 
HOLWELL, RESIGNED. 

SHERI POLSTER CHAPPELL, OF FLORIDA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DIS- 
TRICT OF FLORIDA, VICE GREGORY A. PRESNELL, RE- 
TIRED. 
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PAMELA KI MAI CHEN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF NEW YORK, VICE RAYMOND J. DEARIE, RETIRED. 

BRIAN J. DAVIS, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLOR- 
IDA, VICE RICHARD A. LAZZARA, RETIRED. 

SHELLY DECKERT DICK, OF LOUISIANA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF 
LOUISIANA, VICE RALPH E. TYSON, DECEASED. 

JENNIFER A. DORSEY, OF NEVADA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF NE- 
VADA, VICE LARRY R. HICKS, RETIRED. 

KATHERINE POLK FAILLA, OF NEW YORK, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN 
DISTRICT OF NEW YORK, VICE DENISE COTE, RETIRED. 

KENNETH JOHN GONZALES, OF NEW MEXICO, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
NEW MEXICO, VICE BRUCE D. BLACK, RETIRED. 

ANDREW PATRICK GORDON, OF NEVADA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF NE- 
VADA, VICE KENT J. DAWSON, RETIRED. 

KETANJI BROWN JACKSON, OF MARYLAND, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA, VICE HENRY HAROLD KENNEDY, RETIRED. 

ROSEMARY MARQUEZ, OF ARIZONA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARI- 
ZONA, VICE FRANK R. ZAPATA, RETIRED. 

MICHAEL J. MCSHANE, OF OREGON, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON, 
VICE MICHAEL R. HOGAN, RETIRED. 

RAYMOND P. MOORE, OF COLORADO, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLO- 
RADO, VICE WILEY Y. DANIEL, RETIRING. 

TROY L. NUNLEY, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF CALIFORNIA, VICE GARLAND E. BURRELL, JR., RE- 
TIRED. 

BEVERLY REID O’CONNELL, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE CENTRAL 
DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, VICE VALERIE L. BAKER, RE- 
TIRED. 

WILLIAM H. ORRICK, III, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA, TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, VICE CHARLES R. 
BREYER, RETIRED. 

NITZA I. QUINONES ALEJANDRO, OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EAST- 
ERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA, VICE RICHARD BAR- 
CLAY SURRICK, RETIRED. 

LUIS FELIPE RESTREPO, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA, VICE ANITA B. BRODY, RE- 
TIRED. 

NELSON STEPHEN ROMAN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN 
DISTRICT OF NEW YORK, VICE RICHARD M. BERMAN, RE- 
TIRED. 

JEFFREY L. SCHMEHL, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA, VICE THOMAS M. GOLDEN, 
DECEASED. 

WILLIAM L. THOMAS, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
OF FLORIDA, VICE ADALBERTO JOSE JORDAN, ELE- 
VATED. 

ANALISA TORRES, OF NEW YORK, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
OF NEW YORK, VICE NAOMI REICE BUCHWALD, RETIRED. 

DERRICK KAHALA WATSON, OF HAWAII, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF HAWAII, 
VICE DAVID A. EZRA, RETIRED. 

MARK A. BARNETT, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A JUDGE OF 
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF INTERNATIONAL TRADE, 
VICE JUDITH M. BARZILAY, RETIRED. 

CLAIRE R. KELLY, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A JUDGE OF 
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF INTERNATIONAL TRADE, 
VICE EVAN J. WALLACH, ELEVATED. 
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January 4, 2013 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, January 4, 2013 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mrs. EMERSON). 


a 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 4, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JO ANN 
EMERSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Loving God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

We thank You for the joy, excite- 
ment, and ceremony of yesterday, 
when the 113th Congress convened. It 
was a celebration of the ongoing Amer- 
ican experiment of participatory de- 
mocracy. 

Today begins, if not in full force, the 
work of the Congress, when the dif- 
ficulties facing our Nation and some 
communities, especially, come into 
focus. We ask again an abundance of 
Your wisdom for the Members of the 
people’s House. 

May we be forever grateful for the 
blessings our Nation enjoys and appro- 
priately generous with what we have to 
help those among us who are in need. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EE 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 

Mr. GARRETT. Madam Speaker, pur- 
suant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a 
vote on agreeing to the Speaker’s ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. GARRETT. Madam Speaker, I 
object to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 


point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this question will be post- 
poned. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 


a 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. KING) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. KING of New York led the Pledge 
of Allegiance as follows: 


I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


——— EEE 


PROVIDING FOR A CONDITIONAL 
ADJOURNMENT OR RECESS OF 
THE SENATE AND AN ADJOURN- 
MENT OF THE HOUSE OF REP- 
RESENTATIVES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following privileged 
concurrent resolution: 

S. Con. REs. 3 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That when the Sen- 
ate recesses or adjourns on any day from Fri- 
day, January 4, 2013 through Monday, Janu- 
ary 21, 2013, on a motion offered pursuant to 
this concurrent resolution by its Majority 
Leader or his designee, it stand recessed or 
adjourned until 12:00 noon on Monday, Janu- 
ary 21, 2013, or such other time on that day 
as may be specified by its Majority Leader or 
his designee in the motion to recess or ad- 
journ, or until the time of any reassembly 
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso- 
lution, whichever occurs first; and that when 
the House adjourns on any legislative day 
from Friday, January 4, 2018, through Satur- 
day, January 5, 2013, on a motion offered pur- 
suant to this concurrent resolution by its 
Majority Leader or his designee, it stand ad- 
journed until 2:00 p.m. on Monday, January 
14, 2013, or until the time of any reassembly 
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso- 
lution, whichever occurs first. 

SEC. 2. The Majority Leader of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House, or their re- 
spective designees, acting jointly after con- 
sultation with the Minority Leader of the 
Senate and the Minority Leader of the 
House, shall notify the Members of the Sen- 
ate and House, respectively, to reassemble at 
such place and time as they may designate 
if, in their opinion, the public interest shall 
warrant it. 


The concurrent resolution was con- 
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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TEMPORARY INCREASE IN BOR- 
ROWING AUTHORITY FOR NA- 
TIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PRO- 
GRAM 


Mr. GARRETT. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 41) to temporarily increase 
the borrowing authority of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency for 
carrying out the National Flood Insur- 
ance Program. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 41 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. TEMPORARY INCREASE IN BOR- 
ROWING AUTHORITY FOR NATIONAL 
FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM. 

(a) Section 1309(a) of the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4016(a)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$20,725,000,000’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘$30,425,000,000’’. 

(b) The amount provided by this section is 
designated by the Congress as an emergency 
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S. 
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent 
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010, 
and as an emergency pursuant to section 4(g) 
of the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010 
(2 U.S.C. 938(g)). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) and the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. MEEKS) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GARRETT. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend the remarks 
and include extraneous material on 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARRETT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

The list of cosponsors to this legisla- 
tion submitted this morning should be 
treated as original cosponsors, reflect- 
ing their intent to, in fact, be on the 
legislation when it was introduced last 
night. 

I rise today to continue the process 
of this House of seeking to aid and help 
those American citizens who have been 
devastated by Hurricane Sandy. This 
storm has left literally millions with- 
out power, thousands without homes, 
and the total area is destroyed. 

So the piece of legislation before us 
today is very simple. It temporarily in- 
creases FEMA’s borrowing authority 
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for carrying out the National Flood In- 
surance Program. And so this legisla- 
tion is really vital to ensure that the 
homeowners in my State of New Jer- 
sey, aS well as in New York and Con- 
necticut and any other affected areas, 
will be able to continue to have their 
contractual flood insurance policies 
with the NFIP honored. 

So by temporarily increasing this 
borrowing authority, it will provide to 
both homeowners and insurance com- 
panies handling the claims that the 
Federal Government will meet its con- 
tractual obligations. People who have 
been devastated by the storm will be 
able to continue to move forward and 
onward with their lives. 

I want to take a moment just to com- 
mend the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. GRIMM), who led a group of Mem- 
bers and other volunteers to help clean 
and repair some of the devastated 
areas. I was pleased to personally join 
the gentleman in their volunteer activ- 
ity. 

While we witnessed much devastation 
and destruction, we also saw deter- 
mination and friendly faces of local 
residents and volunteers from across 
the country who are committed to re- 
storing and rebuilding this area. 

So while it’s easy for Members to 
come to the floor and vote for a piece 
of legislation to help the area, it’s a lot 
more difficult to be on the ground 
physically working, scrubbing, lifting, 
building, and cleaning. And while the 
Congress can and does help, it is the 
hard work, the grit, and the determina- 
tion of the citizens of the area and the 
volunteers and the workers from all 
over the country that will ultimately 
be the driving force in this area. 

So to conclude, I again commend the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. GRIMM) 
for his efforts, and the others around 
who have volunteered in this effort, 
and look forward to continue to work 
with him and others in the area, both 
here in Congress, for the people of New 
Jersey, New York, and Connecticut and 
the affected area. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself as much time as I may con- 
sume. 

I’m pleased that today on this floor, 
though it may be a little late, that 
we'll finally act on a piece of legisla- 
tion that’s vital to the Superstorm 
Sandy disaster relief legislation to in- 
crease the borrowing authority by 
FEMA on behalf of the National Flood 
Insurance Program. 

By increasing financing by $9.7 bil- 
lion, this bill will enable the provisions 
of a central relief of 120,000 flood vic- 
tims who have waited for far too long 
for the payment on the claims. 
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I support today’s bill as an important 
step for recovery from Superstorm 
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Sandy. When taken as a whole, the 
House’s actions today, I believe, still 
are slow—67, 68 days have gone by—and 
I know we’ve got some commitments, 
but we’re moving forward, and I’m 
hopeful that we will get the full enti- 
tlement that the individuals from New 
York, New Jersey, and Connecticut vi- 
tally need. Some of the programs, of 
course, that need essential funding in- 
clude the Army Corps of Engineers, 
who worked to protect New York, New 
Jersey, and Connecticut shorelines in 
coastal communities, and the Small 
Business Administration so they can 
provide loans to help small businesses. 

But let me, before I yield back my 
time, take some special time to thank 
Mr. GARRETT. I want to thank every 
member of the New York, Connecticut, 
and New Jersey delegation for working 
collectively together to try to make 
sure that our people—because this is an 
issue that affects the American peo- 
ple—that our people receive the kind of 
aid that they need. I particularly want 
to say to my friends Mr. GRIMM and 
Mr. KING of New York, and I’ve seen 
several times that they’ve sat and 
worked together collectively with our 
Governor, whom I also want to give a 
special thank-you to, Governor Mario 
Cuomo, and Governor Chris Christie 
from New Jersey, for working coopera- 
tively, not as a Democrat or a Repub- 
lican, but working as an elected offi- 
cial to come together to the aid of peo- 
ple who need aid, aid from a terrible 
storm. 

And so I’m hopeful as we move for- 
ward—we do the $9 billion today, and 
do what we need to do by January 15— 
that we get certain things done and fi- 
nally the people of this region receive 
the kind of aid that they need. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GARRETT. I thank the gen- 
tleman for his comments and also rec- 
ognize that this legislation helps not 
only those people in his neck of the 
woods, but across the country, as we 
resume the money in the fund for 
FEMA and for the Flood Insurance 
Program. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING), the 
chairman of the Financial Services 
Committee. 

Mr. HENSARLING. There’s no doubt 
that Hurricane Sandy rendered un- 
speakable damage to both lives and 
property on our east coast. It rep- 
resents truly one of the great natural 
disasters of recent history. 

For millions of our fellow citizens, 
the devastation has been unspeakable 
and unfathomable. It is time, obvi- 
ously, to rebuild homes, buildings, and 
lives. For the victims who paid for 
flood insurance policies with the Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Program, their 
claims need to be paid, and paid now. 

But, Madam Speaker, here’s the trag- 
ic reality: The National Flood Insur- 
ance Program is broke. It is beyond 
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broke. It is now _ taxpayer-bailout 
broke. Regrettably, not unlike our Na- 
tion, broke, trillions in debt—debt to 
the Chinese, the shameful bill sent to 
our children and grandchildren. 

So right here, right now, Madam 
Speaker, Members are faced with a 
tragic choice of not paying contractual 
claims to victims who paid premiums 
or adding $9.7 billion to an insane na- 
tional debt that threatens our national 
security, our economic well-being, and 
our children’s future. Emergency bills 
like this should not come to the floor 
without offsets to pay for it or struc- 
tural reforms to ensure that taxpayer 
bailouts are never needed again. Re- 
grettably, less than 24 hours into a new 
Congress, there is simply not time for 
this. 

As many in this body know, I have 
long been critical of the National 
Flood Insurance Program. For more 
than four decades, this experiment in 
government-provided flood insurance 
has proven to be ineffective, ineffi- 
cient, and indisputably costly to hard- 
working American taxpayers. 

Last Congress, we passed a reauthor- 
ization bill with modest reforms to 
begin eliminating outdated subsidies 
and get the program on a path towards 
actuarial soundness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GARRETT. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. HENSARLING. But Sandy has 
hit before many of these provisions 
could take effect. 

As chairman of the Financial Serv- 
ices Committee, I wish to inform all 
Members in this Congress our com- 
mittee will take up legislation to tran- 
sition to a private, innovative, com- 
petitive, sustainable flood insurance 
market, one that serves the needs of all 
of our countrymen but ends the 
unsustainable taxpayer bailouts once 
and for all. A great fiscal tragedy of 
today should never become an even 
greater fiscal tragedy for our children 
tomorrow. 

Mr. MEEKS. I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentlelady from New York, Mrs. CARO- 
LYN MALONEY. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. I thank the gentleman for his 
leadership and for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, the victims of 
Superstorm Sandy can wait no longer. 
It’s been 11 weeks. Haven’t they suf- 
fered and waited long enough? The peo- 
ple whom we represent, who sent us to 
Washington to serve and who are now 
not merely crying out for help but 
screaming for assistance, demand that 
we act without further delay and pass 
this bill to immediately increase the 
borrowing authority of FEMA and 
carry out the intended purpose of the 
National Flood Insurance Program. 
That help is, embarrassingly, overdue. 
Right now, if we fail to act and do not 
pass this bill, there’s a total of 120,000 
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flood insurance claim payments that 
will be delayed and not paid. 

This bill before us now will tempo- 
rarily increase the borrowing authority 
for the National Flood Insurance Pro- 
gram by $9.7 billion—much more is 
needed—and a vote has been promised 
of $51 billion on January 15. That abso- 
lutely needs to happen. Funds for 
Katrina passed this House in less than 
2 weeks. We have been waiting for 11 
weeks. Funds for Ike and Gustav 
passed very quickly. Again, the north- 
east corridor has been waiting for 11 
weeks. 

It should not take much imagination 
to appreciate what it’s like at this very 
moment for those who have been wait- 
ing who have been affected by the 
flooding caused by the superstorm. For 
11 weeks, they have been waiting while 
this body sat on a bill that should have 
long ago been signed, sealed, and its 
help delivered to those in desperate 
need. They wait for the billions that 
they need to rebuild. They need it for 
the transportation system. They need 
it to make sure that this doesn’t hap- 
pen again and to prevent floods in the 
future. They wait, many shivering to- 
night in the cold of New York, where 
temperatures are, again, below freez- 
ing. They are in homeless shelters and 
hotels, staying with friends. They are 
waiting. 

This body needs to act, and needs to 
act today. It is long overdue. 

They wait on us to act, their lives on hold. 
They dream of re-building their homes, their 
businesses, their lives. And all the while we sit 
here comfortably and have failed to act. 

They wait for our colleagues across the 
aisle to at long at last listen hear their cries 
and to the demands of decency. They wait for 
us to treat the storm tossed victims of an un- 
precedented natural disaster at least as well 
as we have always treated others when trag- 
edy struck. They are becoming the forgotten 
while we bicker. 

They wait for the help only this bill can 
bring. 

How long must those suffering wait for 
help? | say no longer!! 

It is with strong conviction and urgent con- 
cern that | support the bill currently before us, 
and urge my colleagues to act NOW and pass 
this bill. 

Mr. GARRETT. I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
KING), who recognizes that the people 
from the area have not been waiting. 
Their insurance claims have been paid 
from day one. We are just here today to 
ensure that those payments continue, 
going forward. 

Mr. KING of New York. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of this legislation. This 
legislation is the first necessary step 
that’s needed to provide the assistance 
and relief and aid that the people of 
New York, New Jersey, and Con- 
necticut require after the most dev- 
astating storm in the history of our re- 
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gion, in many ways, one of the top two 
or three, unfortunately, most severe 
storms in the history of our Nation. 

This legislation is essential because 
people are suffering, and the suffering 
increases each day. And as I said, this 
is the first major step that we’re tak- 
ing. Hopefully, this process will be 
completed on January 15. 

I want to thank the leadership of 
both parties for coming together on 
this. 

I want to emphasize that this legisla- 
tion is vital. This is not a handout. 
This is not something we’re looking for 
as a favor. What we’re asking for is to 
be treated the same as victims in all 
other storms, all other natural disas- 
ters have been treated. 

Also, I think it’s important to lay 
out, because this is part of a process, 
that, in the legislation that was origi- 
nally going to be introduced in this 
House, there was never an earmark in 
the bill; there was never any extra- 
neous spending the bill. I think it’s im- 
portant for the Members in both par- 
ties to realize that. The House of Rep- 
resentatives’ bill was always targeted 
toward victims of Hurricane Sandy. It 
does not go beyond that. It’s important 
to lay that out. 

It’s also important to realize that, 
again, as we are talking here today and 
as the vote goes forward and as we go 
forward toward January 15, the real 
suffering is out there. My own neigh- 
borhood in Seaford, homes are dev- 
astated. There’s a woman who lost two 
sons in 9/11. She lost her home now. 
This is a crisis of unimaginable propor- 
tions unless you’re there. The national 
media is not following it, but if you 
went to these homes, if you saw the 
suffering that’s going on, if you saw 
the people who don’t have food and 
shelter, you would realize how horrible 
this is. 

So it’s important we act. It’s impor- 
tant we put past recriminations behind 
us. Let’s all stand together as one, all 
as Americans, Democrats and Repub- 
licans. I think Governor Christie and 
Governor Cuomo have set that model 
and that tone in New York and New 
Jersey. So let’s follow their example 
here. Let’s go forward standing as one. 

Again, I urge my colleagues to 
strongly support this legislation today 
and also as we go forward on January 
15. 
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Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker, I’d like 
to now yield 1 minute to a young man 
who has been a leader in this from New 
Jersey, the Honorable FRANK PALLONE. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I 
want to thank my colleague from New 
York. 

Madam Speaker, this action by the 
House Republican leadership is too lit- 
tle and too late. I have to say I’m still 
very upset—and I think it was deplor- 
able—that the Speaker did not bring 
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this bill up and the whole package that 
addresses Hurricane Sandy relief in the 
lame-duck session in the last 2 days of 
Congress. It would have been passed; 
we had the votes. It would have been 
on the President’s desk; he would have 
signed it; and we would have started to 
rebuild the shore. 

Now we have another delay. I don’t 
know how many weeks—it’s 9 weeks, 10 
weeks, whatever it is. I have no idea 
what the Senate is going to do. My un- 
derstanding is that the Senate is mired 
in filibuster over the next 3 weeks and 
isn’t even coming back until after the 
inauguration. So that means we could 
be waiting another 3 weeks. The rest of 
the package—which is the most impor- 
tant part of it—might not even come 
up until we return after a week’s 
break. We’re going to be on recess, and 
then we come back on the 15th and— 
hopefully—the rest of the package 
comes out that day. But that means 
now that we have three separate votes 
on this package that could have been 
passed and signed into law over the 
last couple of days—three separate 
votes. It is not acceptable, Madam 
Speaker. 

Mr. GARRETT. I yield 1⁄2 minutes to 
the other young gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam 
Speaker, I rise in strong support of 
H.R. 41. I want to thank leadership for 
posting it today, and especially thank 
Chairman SCOTT GARRETT for author- 
ing this critically important legisla- 
tion, boosting the NFIP’s borrowing 
authority by $9.7 billion, and I’m very 
proud to be a cosponsor. 

Madam Speaker, the devastation un- 
leashed by Sandy is without precedent, 
and the impacted communities are in 
dire need of comprehensive assistance. 
Nowhere is this more evident than in 
the sheer magnitude of the housing 
damage and the subsequent housing 
need. 

According to Governor Christie’s of- 
fice, Sandy damaged or destroyed 
346,000 housing units. Of that number, 
some 172,397 were covered by the Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Program, whose 
owners have submitted claims and are 
awaiting the insurance payout for com- 
prehensive repairs. Thus far, only 18 
percent have received funds pursuant 
to their claims. Over 80 percent of my 
constituents are waiting in limbo—an 
intolerable situation that is making a 
bad situation worse. Moreover, Madam 
Speaker, throughout the region there 
are a total of 115,000 insurance claims 
related to Sandy; many of them are 
waiting as well. 

This is must-pass legislation. We 
have an obligation—we have a duty to 
meet this compelling need and contrac- 
tual obligation. This legislation takes 
us in that direction. Again, I want to 
thank Chairman GARRETT for his lead- 
ership. 

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker, I ap- 
parently missed it earlier; I want to 
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thank Mr. GARRETT especially for his 
request earlier to make sure that we 
included on this bill every Member 
from the New York, New Jersey and 
Connecticut delegations as sponsors of 
this bill, and every member of the com- 
mittee. I want to thank the ranking 
member, Ms. WATERS, for agreeing to 
be an original cosponsor on this bill. It 
shows that we’re all working at this to- 
gether. And I want to thank Mr. GAR- 
RETT for his cooperation in allowing 
everybody from this delegation, both 
Democrats and Republicans, to be a 
part of this bill. 

Now I'd like to yield 2 minutes to the 
distinguished whip of the Democratic 
Conference, the individual who walked 
with me in Breezy Point and up and 
down Rockaway Beach, the Honorable 
STENY HOYER. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I want to congratulate all of the 
Members who represent New York, New 
Jersey, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, and 
other jurisdictions who have been 
united in a bipartisan way to say, let 
us reach out; let us act now to help 
those who have been savaged by Sandy. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
this bill that will help ensure flood in- 
surance benefits will be available for 
those still struggling to recover from 
Superstorm Sandy. But I agree with 
FRANK PALLONE: while it is never too 
late to do the right thing, it is late 
that we are doing this thing—and we 
are doing only the bare minimum, be- 
cause the flood insurance will expire. 
But FRANK PALLONE is absolutely 
right, the Senate, hopefully, can act by 
unanimous consent—hopefully—on this 
small portion. But as we did in 
Katrina, we should have acted almost 
immediately to meet the pain and suf- 
fering and loss of the citizens—our fel- 
low citizens, our fellow Americans— 
who were the victims of Sandy, but 
should not have been the victims of our 
delay. 

I support this legislation. I urge the 
Speaker and all of us on both sides of 
the aisle to ensure that on the 15th of 
this month we act for the balance of 
the initial dollars that will be avail- 
able to assist those who have had this 
loss. 

I will be very supportive on the 15th. 
I know that the people of Connecticut, 
of New Jersey, of New York, of Penn- 
sylvania, and of all America will hold 
the Speaker and all of us to the prom- 
ise that no later than the 15th of this 
month—some 11 days from today—that 
we will make a full contribution to 
those people. 

Mr. GARRETT. I once again yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN), who also 
recognizes that there have been abso- 
lutely no victims of delay when it 
comes to the flood insurance program 
because their payments have been 
made continuously because that pro- 
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gram has been funded and we continue 
to fund it today. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I thank my 
colleague from New Jersey for yield- 
ing. 

Madam Speaker, it’s been 70 days, 
and the residents of the Northeast have 
been—many of them—living in misery 
and heartache. I’m pleased that we are 
taking this step to support the Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Program, which 
has met the needs of Americans across 
our Nation when there has been flood- 
ing crises. We in the Northeast have 
been facing this crisis now for 70 days. 
I’m glad that this essential program is 
going to be supported. 

There are about 125,000, from what I 
understand, Sandy-related claims that 
can be met by raising this cap, and I 
think it’s good that we’re about to do 
that. This, as others have said, is the 
first step of what we need to do to sort 
of rebuild lives, to put aside the misery 
that so many families and businesses 
have been suffering for this length of 
time. It’s the right step. 

On January 15, we will be considering 
a much larger supplemental, a total of 
$60 billion, which will meet the needs— 
not all the needs—of Connecticut, New 
Jersey, New York, and the region. 
There are considerable needs. But the 
National Flood Insurance Program is a 
good program. It needs supports. This 
is a good first step. Let’s get about it, 
and let’s do it in a bipartisan manner. 

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to the ranking member and 
the fighter for small _ businesses 
throughout America, the honorable 
NYDIA VELÁZQUEZ. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, Hurricane Sandy 
has devastated New York, and thou- 
sands and thousands of my constitu- 
ents lost their homes and their busi- 
nesses. It is a shame—an embarrass- 
ment for this institution—that the 
House Republican leadership continues 
playing games with this essential as- 
sistance more than 2 months after the 
storm struck. 

It is indefensible that as Americans 
continue to suffer from Sandy’s im- 
pact, that the House majority could 
not get their act together to bring the 
entire aid, Senate-passed package to a 
vote. Talk about ‘‘fiddling while New 
York City burns.” 

This is also the case with today’s leg- 
islation. While I fully support pro- 
viding FEMA with additional funding, 
it is just another sign of the majority’s 
dysfunction. With FEMA just days 
away from being unable to pay flood 
claims, the Republicans argue among 
themselves about what to do. That is a 
sad situation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. MEEKS. I yield the gentlewoman 
an additional 20 seconds. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. So today we’re 
talking about flood insurance. 
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The job creators in our community 
are getting nothing. We, as an institu- 
tion, come together when there are 
natural disasters across this Nation. 
My constituents deserve nothing less. 

Hurricane Sandy has devastated New York 
and it is a shame—an embarrassment for this 
institution—that the House Republican leader- 
ship continues playing games with this essen- 
tial assistance more than two months after the 
storm struck. It is indefensible that as Ameri- 
cans continue to suffer from Sandy’s impact 
that the House majority could not get their act 
together to bring the entire aid Senate-passed 
package to a vote. Talk about “fiddling while 
New York City burns.” 

And this is also the case with today’s legis- 
lation. While | fully support providing FEMA 
with additional funding for the National Fund- 
ing Insurance Program, it is just another sign 
of the majority’s dysfunction. With FEMA just 
days away from being unable to pay flood 
claims, the Republicans argued among them- 
selves about what to do. This is a sad situa- 
tion for those Americans that count on their 
government to have their backs after a dis- 
aster. 

While this bill will help homeowners insured 
through the Flood Insurance program, it does 
nothing for our small businesses and infra- 
structure needs. Providing this broader assist- 
ance is so overdue that it is a disgrace, and 
even more so now, we are in the dawn of the 
113th Congress, and about to vote on just a 
sliver of what was promised. To many who are 
already suffering from the impact of Sandy, 
this feels like a punch to the gut. And while | 
would have rather voted earlier this week on 
the entire $60 billion package approved by the 
Senate, the House majority has given us no 
choice. | hope that the additional funding to 
help our residents and small businesses—and 
to repair our infrastructure—will be brought to 
a vote as quickly as possible. 

Mr. GARRETT. I’m now pleased to 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York, who has actually led the ef- 
forts on the ground putting the shoul- 
der to the grindstone, so to speak, to 
actually help and restore some of these 
people’s homes. 

Mr. GRIMM. Madam Chair, I’d like to 
just take 15 seconds to tell Chairman 
GARRETT how much I appreciate his 
bringing this bill to the floor today. He 
and his wife came to my district. He 
came to Midland Beach and was in one 
of the homes, several of the homes, 
that were completely devastated, pull- 
ing out moldy sheetrock and bringing a 
little hope to people in complete de- 
spair. For that, I will eternally be 
grateful. And I really do thank my 
chairman for that compassion in let- 
ting the people, even outside of his own 
district, know that he’s there and he 
cares about them. 

I would also like to share with you: I 
called someone this morning from 
Staten Island that lives in New Dorp 
Beach. They have a teenaged son 
named Dylan. And they haven’t been 
back in their home since the storm. 
And I asked, ‘‘How are your two sons 
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doing?” And they said, ‘‘They are doing 
great, but Dylan, he hasn’t gone back 
to the house to help with the construc- 
tion because he gets choked up.” And 
it’s that that I want to emphasize here. 
These are human _beings—human 
beings, children—that have been com- 
pletely displaced. And it’s up to us to 
get them back on their feet. 

So today is one of those steps that 
I’m proud to be a part of and tell Dylan 
that he’s going to be okay, we’re get- 
ting him back in his house. And I 
would ask that as we go forward with 
the other parts of Sandy relief that my 
colleagues will stand with me and tell 
Dylan that he’s going to be okay and 
we’re going to get him back in his 
house. 

With that, again, I want to thank all 
of my colleagues across the aisle. It’s 
been a pleasure to work with you, and 
we have a lot of work to do. And I want 
to thank Chairman GARRETT one more 
time. Thank you, Chairman. 

Mr. MEEKS. I yield 2 minutes to the 
distinguished ranking member from 
the Appropriations Committee and a 
hard fighter, the one and only NITA 
LOWEY. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I thank the distin- 
guished, distinguished ranking mem- 
ber, Mr. MEEKS, for your eloquence, as 
always. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup- 
port of this legislation, and I would 
like to thank Chairman GARRETT for 
introducing this legislation and for his 
efforts to bring it to the floor with bi- 
partisan support. 

The National Flood Insurance Pro- 
gram has hit its limit. Without an in- 
crease in borrowing authority, it will 
be unable to pay for claims as early as 
next week. And that means that 120,000 
flood insurance claims payments will 
be delayed, nearly all of which are due 
to Hurricane Sandy. 

However, this bill is just not enough. 
It’s not adequate. In December, the 
Senate passed an emergency assistance 
package to aid in the Sandy recovery, 
which included this legislation. Earlier 
this week, I expected, as did my col- 
leagues, that the House would vote on 
a complete emergency assistance pack- 
age to aid those in Connecticut, New 
Jersey, and New York who have lost 
homes, businesses, and their liveli- 
hoods. Sadly, the 112th Congress ended 
without action, and now we are start- 
ing over on important legislation 
which is absolutely critical to help 
storm-affected areas that should have 
and could have been signed. We know 
that there’s no reason it wasn’t signed 
in 2012. 

However, we have now been promised 
a vote on the Sandy emergency assist- 
ance package by January 15, and fami- 
lies in my district and throughout the 
region are looking to Congress and ask- 
ing, “Why are you making it so dif- 
ficult for us to rebuild? Why are you 
making us wait to rebuild?” 
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Today’s legislation is a start, but 
only a first step, toward providing re- 
lief for those who suffered as a result of 
Hurricane Sandy. We don’t need a 
piecemeal approach. That is not the 
way that Congress acts. We need a 
comprehensive Sandy recovery bill 
passed today. 

We hold you to your commitment of 
January 15 and not a day later. We 
need this complete bill. 

Mr. GARRETT. At this time, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. RUNYAN), 
who has seen firsthand the devastation 
to our State. 

Mr. RUNYAN. Madam Speaker, I 
thank Chairman GARRETT for yielding 
some time. 

Madam Speaker, it’s been 68 days 
since Hurricane Sandy devastated the 
Northeast and over 2 months of suf- 
fering for my constituents. While it is 
unfortunately long overdue, lm 
pleased that we’re finally here acting 
to help the people of New Jersey re- 
cover. This hurricane has caused bil- 
lions of dollars in damage, uprooting 
individuals and families from their 
homes, forcing businesses to close and 
resulting in job loss and revenue loss. 

My constituents need help now recov- 
ering. I’ve witnessed firsthand the dev- 
astation in places like Seaside Heights, 
Normandy Beach, Lavallette and 
Silverton, and I can honestly say that 
these places look like war zones after 
the storm. Whole communities have 
been wiped out. 

Governor Christie estimated the 
damage in New Jersey to be over $36 
billion. I applaud his swift action on 
Sandy recovery and join him and all 
local, State, and Federal leaders in 
New Jersey to ensure that all relief 
funds get to New Jersey families and 
businesses as quickly as possible. This 
includes adequate funding for the flood 
insurance program we are voting on 
today, and I urge passage of this essen- 
tial legislation. 

Mr. MEEKS. At this time, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from New 
Jersey, a member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, Mr. BILL PASCRELL. 

Mr. PASCRELL. You would think, 
Madam Chair, that we’re having a 
Sadie Hawkins dance here today and 
we're patting each other on the back. 
The real sponsor of this legislation are 
the people who have been hurt. And 
let’s be honest about it. It took only 10 
days after Katrina until President 
Bush signed $60 billion in Katrina aid 
passed by the Congress of the United 
States. 

How dare you come to this floor and 
make people think everything is okay. 
In fact, one of the gentlemen from New 
Jersey said that we’ve not waited at 
all. Well, the insurance runs out in 1 
week. What were we going to do, wait 
for 1 week and then act? We wouldn’t 
even be here. Who the heck are you 
kidding? 
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So we all come together very nicely 
this morning for breakfast and eggs. 
And we know what has happened over 
the last 10 days. This is a total, total 
disaster in helping those people that 
we are pompously saying today and 
pontificating about were helping 
them. Isn’t that wonderful? What are 
our jobs? We’re not doing anybody fa- 
vors. That’s why we were sent here. 
Try it once in a while. Democracy—you 
may like it. 

Madam Speaker, it's now been 68 days 
since Hurricane Sandy landed. By the time the 
rest of the $60 billion in aid requested by 
Govs. Christie and Cuomo comes up for a 
vote, as the Speaker has promised, on Jan. 
15th, it will be nearly 80. Who knows how 
much longer after that until the new Senate 
gives their approval? 

$60 billion in Katrina aid was passed by 
Congress and signed by President Bush just 
10 days after that storm. 

Why is there a double standard? People in 
New Jersey, in my district, are suffering and 
they cannot afford to wait a day longer for the 
aid that they are entitled to as taxpayers of 
this nation? If we had just voted on Wednes- 
day, it could already be on the way. 

I’m pleased that today we are approving 
more funding for the National Flood Insurance 
Program, which is going to run dry within a 
week, but we need to approve the rest of this 
aid as soon as possible. To not do so would 
be cruel and unconscionable. 

But this is only the beginning of rebuilding 
the most important economic region of our 
country. 

Two weeks after Katrina, this House passed 
a serious tax relief measure dedicated to help- 
ing those that our disaster aid programs can- 
not reach, on a voice vote. | and many bipar- 
tisan cosponsors, introduced similar measure 
in the last Congress. 

| call upon the Speaker to bring this legisla- 
tion up for a vote as soon as possible. There 
are thousands of individuals, small busi- 
nesses, municipalities and utilities that need 
our help to rebuild, and it’s our responsibility 
to deliver. 

Mr. GARRETT. At this point, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. WESTMORELAND) who realizes 
it’s not just what we do on the floor 
but it’s also the volunteering and the 
dedication to help these people as well. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. I want to 
thank the chairman for recognizing 
me. I just want to say that I support 
this bill not because I support the in- 
creased borrowing that we are doing 
for our flood insurance program of $9.7 
billion, but it is a contractual agree- 
ment that we owe to these policy- 
holders to pay these claims. It’s not 
their fault that we in the government 
are not good managers of our money. 

In 1968, when this policy and this pro- 
gram was put into place, it had a bor- 
rowing authority of $1.5 billion. It 
wasn’t until Katrina that we raised 
that borrowing authority up to $20 bil- 
lion. We still owe $20 billion. We’re now 
raising that borrowing authority to $30 
billion. In 2017, which is 4% years away, 


January 4, 2013 


the borrowing authority goes back to 
$1.5 billion. Now I’m sure we’ll address 
that at 11:59 on September 30 of 2017. 

But I’d like to ask both sides, on both 
sides of the aisle, let’s start working on 
that now. This cost to the government 
is $17,063 for every policyholder who 
has flood insurance. The average pre- 
mium is about $600. We have paid peo- 
ple 10 and 20 and 30 times for claims 
that live in the same house in the same 
floodplain. 

I had an amendment to the flood in- 
surance bill that said if you had two 
claims due to flood and you did not 
take the payout, then you would have 
to pay a rate-based premium. It didn’t 
pass. 
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We’ve got to get into reality what 
this flood insurance program is for. It’s 
mandatory. If you have a government- 
backed loan and you live in a flood- 
plain that’s likely to flood in 100 years, 
you have to have the insurance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GARRETT. I yield an additional 
15 seconds to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. We need to 
make sure that what we’re doing is 
something that can manage itself with- 
out continually having to raise the 
borrowing authority for this part of 
our government. 

With that, I do support the bill. It’s a 
congressional obligation that we have 
to these policyholders. I ask that ev- 
eryone support it. 

Mr. MEEKS. At this time, I yield 1 
minute to the ranking member of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee, the Honor- 
able ELIOT ENGEL from the great State 
of New York. 

Mr. ENGEL. I thank my friend from 
New York, and I rise in strong support 
of this legislation. 

I must say Tuesday night when I 
found out that we were not taking this 
legislation up in the previous Congress, 
it was the angriest I’ve been since I’ve 
been a Member of Congress. 

In the last 20 years, this is the long- 
est that people affected by natural dis- 
asters have waited for Congress to pro- 
vide them the needed relief. It’s really 
not acceptable. I have voted for aid for 
all areas of the country, wherever 
there has been a natural disaster. The 
Northeast now deserves the same. I 
would remind my colleagues that New 
York has been a donor State. We give 
more to the Federal Government than 
we take back. Now we need help. Poli- 
tics should not be played with the help 
that we need. 

We should be supporting the entire 
package. I’m sorry we are not voting 
for the entire package today. As was 
mentioned before, we now have to wait 
for the Senate to pass whatever we 
pass. This could have been done and 
gone on Tuesday night, and the aid 
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would have been speeding to the peo- 
ple. This simply is not acceptable, and 
I hope there’s no further delay. 

My constituents are suffering. The 
people of New York, New Jersey, and 
Connecticut are suffering. Congress 
needs to get out of the way now and 
send not only this $9.7 billion in flood 
insurance, but the entire package. 

Mr. GARRETT. First of all, I yield 
myself 15 seconds just to set the record 
straight. 

With regard to the legislation before 
us, which is a flood insurance program, 
the aid under this program is going and 
has been going to the recipients in the 
affected area because there was funding 
in this program before. What we’re 
doing right now is to make sure that 
that aid will continue to go to those 
people who have contracts for insur- 
ance. 

With that, I now yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
GIBSON), who also is very familiar with 
the devastation that was caused to 
constituents. 

Mr. GIBSON. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of the legislation. 

Indeed, as was intimated moments 
ago, in the summer of 2011, my district 
was struck by Hurricanes Irene and 
Lee. We came together as a body to 
support my constituents; and with that 
assistance provided, we are in the proc- 
ess of rebuilding—and still rebuilding, I 
might add. Now we come together in 
the wake of this devastating natural 
disaster, Sandy. My State, along with 
our neighbor States, was struck again. 
Making certain that our communities 
have the resources they need has 
brought me to the floor today again to 
advocate for New York families, busi- 
nesses, and farms. 

Today’s vote is a step forward, the 
National Flood Insurance Program ex- 
ists for circumstances like this, but 
more remains. We must come together 
at the outset of this legislative session 
to address both the immediate recov- 
ery needs and the longer-term rebuild- 
ing efforts. I’m committed to this re- 
covery effort. I’m proud of the work 
our delegations have achieved to date. 
We need to continue that. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
New Jersey for bringing this bill to the 
floor today, and I urge my colleagues 
to support it. 

Mr. GARRETT. Madam Speaker, I in- 
quire as to the time remaining on both 
sides. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from New Jersey has 4% min- 


utes remaining, and the gentleman 
from New York has 6% minutes re- 
maining. 


Mr. MEEKS. I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. AN- 
DREWS). 

Mr. ANDREWS. Madam Speaker, the 
delay in helping the victims of Hurri- 
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cane Sandy is obviously inexcusable 
and unjust, but it’s equally obvious 
that the time has come to do what we 
can to help solve the problem. That’s 
why I’m for the passage of this bill 
today. It will, in fact, help flood insur- 
ance claims be honored and paid so 
that people can go about the work of 
rebuilding their homes. 

We’ve heard about the January 15 
vote that is coming on the rest of the 
plan. I think we shouldn’t be holding 
out false hope about that because 
here’s the reality: Pm certain we will 
vote on January 15. Of course, the Con- 
stitution says the other body has to 
vote too. They have to start all over 
again, and then the President has to 
sign the bill. 

It is my strong hope that the leader- 
ship between now and January 15 will 
reach out to the leadership of the other 
body and try to prenegotiate a bill that 
the Senate would quickly and expedi- 
tiously take up so we can solve this 
problem. 

The House taking a vote on January 
15 is lovely. It is also utterly meaning- 
less if the other body does not act. 

Mr. GARRETT. At this time, I yield 
2 minutes to a gentleman from a State 
which is not immune to natural disas- 


ters, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. ISSA). 
Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, today 


we’re doing the important thing, the 
critical thing. I wish today that this 
had been what we’d voted on in the pre- 
vious session, to recharge the flood in- 
surance that needs to be there so that 
men and women in Connecticut, New 
Jersey, New York, and the like will not 
question whether or not their country 
can provide them with the resources 
that are expected to be there in the 
time of a natural disaster like that. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today to say 
that January 15 is critical; and as the 
previous speaker said, we do need to 
prenegotiate with the Senate. We need 
to get the pork out. None of that pork 
we’re talking about is in New York, 
New Jersey, or Connecticut. In fact, 
it’s as far away as Alaska. The pork 
that we will not vote on today is, in 
fact, the pork that was in this bill from 
the Senate. My hope is that we will see 
on January 15 a negotiated and clean 
bill that only deals with the men and 
women and families on the eastern sea- 
board that need to be taken care of. 

I think that it’s the President’s re- 
sponsibility and our responsibility and 
the Senate’s responsibility when we do 
emergency supplementals to make 
them only about the emergency. I be- 
lieve today we are buying a little bit of 
time; but I think for people on the 
eastern seaboard who are suffering, 
that time is running out and all of our 
leaders need to make sure that the 
next vote, the vote on January 15, as 
the previous speaker said, will be a 
vote that will be prenegotiated, that 
will run through the Senate, and will 
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deal only with the people suffering on 
the eastern seaboard. 

Mr. KING of New York. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. ISSA. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KING of New York. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

I think it’s important to point out 
that the House bill never contained 
any of those extraneous provisions. 
When the bill came over here, our lead- 
ership agreed that all that was taken 
out so that there was nothing about 
any other State other than those di- 
rectly affected by Sandy. 

Mr. ISSA. I reclaim my time to say 
the gentleman is absolutely right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GARRETT. I yield an additional 
30 seconds to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. ISSA. Had we been able to pass 
what we intended to be the House bill 
and send it back to the Senate and the 
Senate would have then taken that up, 
although they had left town, we could 
have done this in the previous Con- 
gress. 

The gentleman from New York has 
been a champion to make sure that’s 
clearly understood. I want to be an 
equal champion that, in fact, whether 
it’s Louisiana or California, when the 
next earthquake occurs or now our 
friends and colleagues from the eastern 
seaboard actually as far south as where 
we stand, we do need to make sure—we 
owe them that. And I want to thank 
the gentleman from New York for, in 
fact, working so hard to make sure 
that we do get to a clean bill. 

With that, I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Chair, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. KAP- 
TUR) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. I rise in support of Hurri- 
cane Sandy relief wherever it is need- 
ed. 

| want to offer my voice of support to the 
people of New York, New Jersey, Connecticut 
and all others impacted by Hurricane Sandy. 
Its devastation was vast. 

Yesterday, President Obama declared Cuy- 
ahoga County, Ohio a federal disaster area as 
a result of the damage of Hurricane Sandy. 

Cuyahoga County private, nonprofit groups, 
local governments and State agencies are eli- 
gible for more than $17 million to cover the 
cost of storm-related work caused by Hurri- 
cane Sandy on Oct. 29 and 30, the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency announced 
Thursday. 

Cuyahoga County was the only one of 
Ohio’s 88 counties to be eligible for the money 
from FEMA’s Public Assistance Program. 

Additionally, Hurricane Sandy did over $13 
million in damage to the Lake Erie Ports of 
Cleveland and Lorain. Storm swells on Lake 
Erie were massive as the system rolled 
through and caused extensive damage. While 
the property damage and displacement was 
nothing compared to what our citizens in New 
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York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Con- 
necticut experienced and are living with, Con- 
gress must address these emergency needs 
brought on by Mother Nature. It is incumbent 
upon this Congress to rebuild and restore the 
might of our Nation’s communities so severely 
impacted by natural disasters. 

Mr. MEEKS. I now yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from New York on the 
Judiciary Committee, the Honorable 
JERRY NADLER. 
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Mr. NADLER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding the time. 

Madam Speaker, obviously, I support 
this bill today to replenish the hurri- 
cane insurance fund, which would oth- 
erwise run dry for the entire country 
next week, but it does not excuse the 
callous action of the House leadership 
the other night for taking the $60 bil- 
lion of relief off the table. Now we’re 
told we’ll get a vote on the 15th, and I 
hope they’re as good as their word, al- 
though they haven’t been in the past. 
Even so, it will take God knows how 
long for the Senate because the bill 
they had passed is now dead, this being 
a new Congress. That action the other 
night delayed relief for the long suf- 
fering people, for the businessowners 
whose businesses are going under, for 
the homeowners whose homes are suf- 
fering from mold. All of this was de- 
layed by at least 3 weeks, maybe 
longer, on top of the fact that we had 
gone already 9 weeks—Katrina was 10 
days—with a lack of aid, and now it 
will be another 3 or 4 or 5. 

This is the most callous action I’ve 
ever seen. The leadership of this House 
should be condemned for it. I hope they 
have the determination to make sure 
that this, indeed, comes to a vote on 
the 15th, that it passes and that the 
Senate is induced to match it quickly. 
That would be the least that decency 
would demand. 

Mr. GARRETT. In recognizing that 
some on the other side of the aisle 
can’t take ‘‘yes’’ for an answer, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from New 
Jersey, the Honorable Mr. SIRES. 

Mr. SIRES. Madam Speaker, as I sat 
here, I was thinking that maybe there 
is a bias against the northeastern 
States of this country. This devasta- 
tion can happen to any State, and no 
one State has the money to make sure 
that the people who were injured in 
this storm can move forward. I would 
remind all those Members who are not 
here supporting this bill that this 
could happen to your State. As I sat 
here and supported Alabama, as I sup- 
ported Mississippi, as I supported 
Texas, I was hoping that, by now, with 
regard to the northeastern part of the 
country, this Congress would have 
acted. It has been 77 days. These people 
are hurting. People in my district still 
can’t get back to their homes, and here 
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we are. In the last Congress, we just 
didn’t do anything about it. Now we 
are moving forward, and hopefully, on 
January 15, we can get the rest of this 
money so that the people who are suf- 
fering in all of these States that were 
hit by this storm can get their lives 
back together again. 

Mr. GARRETT. I continue to reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. MEEKS. I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY, for his initial floor 
debate. 

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. Madam Speaker, my name 
is SEAN PATRICK MALONEY. I’m new 
here. I don’t know all the rules of 
Washington, but it sure seems like the 
rule here is to put off until tomorrow 
what should be done today—even when 
our fellow Americans are suffering. 

A long time ago, I learned from my 
mom and dad, Jim and Joan Maloney, 
and our parish priest, Father Bill 
Nolan, a much better rule. It’s called 
“the golden rule.” Americans by all 
parties live by it. The people of New 
York, New Jersey, and the Hudson Val- 
ley live by it. Bart and Diana Tyler of 
Kelloggs & Lawrence Hardware Store 
in Katonah, sure live by it. They led 
storm victims by flashlight through 
the darkened aisles of their hardware 
store for critical supplies at the hour of 
maximum danger and greatest need, 
and they consoled them as if they were 
their own family. Bart and Diana 
didn’t make their neighbors wait 68 
days for help, and they didn’t say they 
could do more later. They acted with 
speed and with caring. 

This new Congress can start anew 
today. We can act with speed and car- 
ing. We don’t need to wait. I urge my 
colleagues to bring this additional re- 
lief to the floor as soon as possible and 
to support the bill today. 

Mr. GARRETT. I continue to reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from New York has 234 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. MEEKS. I yield 30 seconds to the 
gentlelady from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the gen- 
tleman very much, and I thank the 
proponent of this legislation. It is obvi- 
ously needed. 

I come from the gulf region. We lost 
thousands and thousands and thou- 
sands from hurricanes. Hurricane Ike 
saw this Congress give us $3 billion. I 
stand here today to remind you that a 
police officer died, a 18-year-old died 
from debris falling on her, and a moth- 
er saw her two children drawn from her 
hands and drowned in Hurricane 
Sandy. It is long overdue. 

I stand here as someone who has been 
a beneficiary, who has cried with those 
who have lost. I demand that this 
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money be passed today, but more im- 
portantly, I demand that we pass the 
total amount of money right now, 
today. Let’s help the American people. 
Let’s help those impacted by Sandy. 
Let’s help my fellow Americans. 

Madam Speaker, | rise today to support 
H.R. 41, “To Temporarily Increase The Bor- 
rowing Authority of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency for Carrying Out Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Program.” 

| urge this new 113th Congress to start the 
New Year off right by acting swiftly in support 
of legislation to fund disaster relief assistance 
for the victims of Superstorm Sandy. 

Since this historic storm devastated the east 
coast in late October, the people impacted by 
the storm, particularly those in the Tri-State 
area of New Jersey, New York, and Con- 
necticut, have been waiting patiently for the 
federal government to act as they continue to 
engage in efforts to rebuild their communities. 

However, the time for patience has long 
since expired, and these Americans can no 
longer wait for Congress to act. 

68 days have passed since the storm 
surged onto the shores of Atlantic City, New 
Jersey. It has been a long 67 days for families 
without a home, and for businesses without a 
storefront or customers. For 67 days, these 
neighborhoods have struggled to pick up the 
pieces and put their communities back to- 
gether, and Congress must step in—imme- 
diately—to lend a helping hand. 

As the representative for the 18th District in 
Texas, | know the massive and protracted de- 
struction that storms like this can cause both 
to property and, more importantly, to the lives 
of citizens who are left to rebuild their lives 
and restore all that they have lost. 

After the initial disaster response and 
search and rescue phases, we must begin to 
rebuild, a process that calls for a long-term 
commitment from officials in state, local, and 
federal government. 

We can all recall Hurricane Ike in 2008, 
which heavily impacted many constituents in 
my district. At least 74 people lost their lives 
in the State of Texas, with 28 in Harris County 
and 17 in Galveston. Over 200,000 homes in 
the Houston-Galveston region were left dam- 
aged or destroyed as a result of Ike. 

Congress appropriated $3 billion to Texas to 
help finance the infrastructure and housing re- 
covery, which included individual and house- 
hold assistance, disaster unemployment as- 
sistance, public assistance grants to state and 
local government and nonprofit organizations 
to pay for debris removal, emergency protec- 
tive measures and road repairs, and low-inter- 
est disaster loans provided by the Small Busi- 
ness Administration. 

My visits to the affected areas fundamen- 
tally evidenced the need for long-term recov- 
ery and to get people back on their feet. My 
constituents and others in the affected areas 
needed and greatly appreciated the federal 
assistance they received, and so now that 
Americans in other parts of our nation need 
our help, we must move in a bipartisan fash- 
ion to provide it. 

As a nation, we continue to mourn the loss 
of at least 125 people in the United States and 
a total of 253 people due to Superstorm 
Sandy (60 in New York, 48 New York City; 34 
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in New Jersey; 16 in Pennsylvania, 7 in West 
Virginia). 

As devastating as Hurricane Ike was, the 
damage to property it caused (an estimated 
$29.5 billion) the costs associated with 
Superstorm Sandy are expected to be signifi- 
cantly higher. While we do not yet know the 
final numbers, the total amount of property 
damage resulting from Superstorm Sandy ex- 
ceeds $62 billion. In terms of dollars of prop- 
erty destruction, this ranks Superstorm Sandy 
second only to Hurricane Katrina ($128 billion, 
adjusted for inflation)(note: Hurricane lke 
ranks 3rd). 

Food, shelter and clothing are basic neces- 
sities, and right now far too many people are 
without access to them during these holidays 
and in brutally cold weather. With more cold 
weather in sight, things are not going to get 
any easier for residents of those communities. 

Economic conditions in many affected com- 
munities are stagnant; stalled because the 
federal government has yet to provide funding. 
It took 10 days for Congress to approve 
roughly $50 billion in aid for Katrina, but Con- 
gress has not provided aid for those affected 
by Sandy for more than two months. 

We need to restore a sense of calm and 
stability in the lives of people affected by 
Superstorm Sandy. We need to ensure that 
small businesses in the affected areas are 
able to rebound as expeditiously as possible 
so that they can get the local economies mov- 
ing again. 

| am encouraged that relief for Superstorm 
Sandy has received bipartisan support, but 
now we must follow through with action. We 
know that disasters affect all of us at one point 
or another, and we must come together as 
one nation to give people access to relief that, 
realistically, only the federal government can 
provide. However, this should have been done 
no less than 5 days after the horrible Hurri- 
cane Sandy—now we are only during half 
way—let’s vote today on the full 60 billion dol- 
lars in relief today. Let’s not watch people died 
and people are suffering after hurricane! We 
can not wait until January 15, 2013—now is 
the time to help the people suffering in the 
aftermath of Hurricane Sandy. 

Mr. GARRETT. I continue to reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. MEEKS. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from New York have any 
additional speakers? 

Mr. MEEKS. I have one additional 
speaker. 

Mr. GARRETT. I have no further re- 
quests for time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from New Jersey has the right 
to close. 

Mr. MEEKS. I yield 1 minute to the 
ranking member of the Financial Serv- 
ices Committee, a fighter for the peo- 
ple, the gentlelady from the great 
State of California, the Honorable 
MAXINE WATERS. 

Ms. WATERS. Thank you very much, 
Congressman MEEKS. 

I am so proud of the Members of this 
Congress from both sides of the aisle 
who have been real advocates—who 
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have been on television, who have been 
fighting. Members on the opposite side 
of the aisle have criticized their own 
leadership for the delay. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I am from 
California. I have witnessed earth- 
quake disaster. I have been involved in 
trying to help with Katrina and in 
making sure that the people who were 
the victims of Katrina were com- 
pensated, were taken care of. This is 
unconscionable that this has had to 
take so long. I watched Congressman 
MEEKS up in Rockaway. I watched the 
people who cried. I watched the people 
who begged for help, who begged for as- 
sistance. 

This is so late in coming, so I support 
this bill today. I am one of the co- 
authors of the flood insurance reau- 
thorization bill, along with Mrs. 
Biggert, who reauthorized flood insur- 
ance for another 5 years. Let’s put the 
money in it. Let’s do what is right. 
Let’s take care of this disaster. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. MEEKS) 
has 1% minutes remaining, and the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR- 
RETT) has 2⁄4 minutes remaining. 

Mr. MEEKS. I yield myself the re- 
maining time. 

It’s 70 days. It is unprecedented that 
this region has not been treated like 
the other regions when they were in 
need of help. It’s 70 days. Now we are 
going with this bill today, and what we 
are receiving is a promissory note, a 
promissory note that on January 15 we 
will be able to say to the people from 
New York, New Jersey, and Con- 
necticut who were victimized by this 
storm that their United States Con- 
gress—their House of Representatives— 
is going to be by their side. 

So we have a promissory note. I will 
be concerned until we have the votes 
that are necessary for the people of 
this region and until the promissory 
note has been put into the bank and 
stamped with sufficient funds. The peo- 
ple have been suffering. They have suf- 
fered long enough. They need to hear 
from their government that their gov- 
ernment is with them just as it has 
been with everybody else in this coun- 
try. 

I, for one, wherever the disaster may 
be, want to say that we’ve got the sup- 
port. To this Congress, let’s make sure 
we put forward this promissory note 
because I don’t think a Democrat or a 
Republican can go back home after 
January 15 and say that the promissory 
check has bounced. We have to come 
back collectively and say to the people 
who are suffering that they, in fact, 
have been helped by their government, 
by their people. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GARRETT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself the remaining time. 

In closing, I thank all of those who 
have come to the floor to address this 
situation. 
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For those of us who live in the af- 
fected area, our heart goes out to the 
families—the moms, the dads, the lit- 
tle children, the senior citizens—who 
have lost everything: homes that have 
just been inundated with water so 
they’re not recognizable anymore; 
homes that have to be totally knocked 
down or homes that have to be totally 
refurbished, stripped down to their 
studs and started from the foundations 
back up again to rebuild them; homes 
that have been simply washed out to 
sea and will never be seen again; homes 
that have been destroyed; trees that 
have crashed through homes; elec- 
tricity that has been out for weeks. 
Our heart goes out to the people who 
have suffered so much and for so long 
and who continue to suffer. 

I commend Members from both sides 
of the aisle for coming to the floor 
today to support this legislation. 

I also thank those people, the volun- 
teers, who took it upon themselves 
without any government mandate or 
edict or pay, or what have you, to go 
out and to rescue these people and to 
work for these people day in and day 
out—from the very beginning, the OEM 
people, the management people, the 
fire department, the rescue squad, and 
just rank-and-file folks who came out 
and tried to help and continue to do so. 
They’ve run the food banks, groups 
liked Samaritan’s Purse. They’ve been 
out there on the front lines and have 
supported these people in their hours of 
need. 
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And I extend an invitation to every 
single Member of Congress who has 
come to the floor and said that they, 
too, support these people, to put on 
their work shoes and their work boots 
and their jackets and to get out of this 
Congress and to get out of this city and 
to go into the affected area, and not 
just give speeches and not just pass 
legislation of other people’s money, but 
to actually come to our State and to 
join us in the field and actually do the 
work that’s necessary to get done. And 
so I extend that invitation to each and 
every one, and I look forward to hear- 
ing from each and every one of you, 
and I ask for your support of this legis- 
lation. 

I extend an invitation to Ms. WATERS 
to work further on the legislation with 
regard to flood insurance because we 
heard the number earlier—this is a 
nonsustainable program. We’re taking 
in something like 75 cents and we’re 
paying out about a buck in claims. 
That can’t go on. We need to work to- 
gether on this, and I look forward to 
that, and I look for a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
this legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind all persons in the 
gallery that they are here as guests of 
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the House and that any manifestation 
of approval or disapproval of pro- 
ceedings is in violation of House rules. 

Mr. HOLT. Madam Speaker, | rise in sup- 
port of H.R. 41. | am a cosponsor of this must- 
pass bill and | urge my colleagues to vote for 
it. 

FEMA announced yesterday that its ability 
to pay claims under the National Flood Insur- 
ance Program would be exhausted by the sec- 
ond week of January. Congress must act now 
to approve additional borrowing authority and 
bring much-needed relief to the hundreds of 
thousands of Americans who have suffered in 
the aftermath of Hurricane Sandy flood-related 
damages to their homes and property. 

While | strongly support passage of H.R. 41, 
| want to reiterate that our fellow citizens af- 
fected by Hurricane Sandy have already wait- 
ed far too long for help from Congress. In 
other natural disasters, such as Hurricane 
Katrina, Congress acted swiftly, and aid 
reached those in need. And yet earlier this 
week, the 112th Congress adjourned before 
passing a much-needed disaster relief pack- 
age. The Senate had already acted to pass a 
well-constructed aid package bill. The only 
reason that this bill is not law today is that 
House leadership refused to act. 

This devastating storm has left many people 
hurting in many different ways—shopkeepers, 
homeowners, fisherman, hotel and restaurant 
owners—and has damaged the entire econ- 
omy. The Senate-passed Sandy relief pack- 
age responds to this variety of needs and con- 
cerns. | urge Speaker BOEHNER to bring the 
Senate disaster relief package to the floor 
without delay. 

Ms. CLARKE. Madam Speaker, | rise today 
to ask all of my colleagues to support H.R. 41, 
a bipartisan proposal to replenish the National 
Flood Insurance Fund which will increase its 
borrowing authority and allow the program to 
continue paying claims from those affected by 
Hurricane Sandy. 

Without the enactment of this bill, the NFIP 
might reach its ceiling and could no longer pay 
out claims. The families in my district and the 
States of New York, New Jersey and Con- 
necticut are suffering. 

Even as | am excited that we are consid- 
ering this bill today, | am disappointed that 
there were seventy days of inaction by Con- 
gress. Congress has a history of providing as- 
sistance to the American people in times of 
disaster and devastation—in this country, we 
help our neighbors. 

Since 1989, Congress has approved $290 
billion in disaster relief aid. Indeed, only two 
weeks after Hurricane Katrina devastated 
parts of the Gulf Coast, Congress appro- 
priated $62 billion in disaster aid. Those im- 
pacted by Superstorm Sandy have been wait- 
ing for more than two months, and cannot af- 
ford to wait any longer. The recovery depends 
on this emergency funding. 

Again, | ask that all of my colleagues sup- 
port the first portion of the Superstorm Sandy 
Disaster Relief package. Through enactment 
of this critical bill, many home and business 
owners flooded out by Superstorm Sandy will 
soon be able to get flood insurance payments. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Speaker, | rise 
in strong support of HR 41, a measure to in- 
crease by $9.7 billion the borrowing authority 
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of the National Flood Insurance Program, ena- 
bling the program to continue paying the tens 
of thousands of claims related to the destruc- 
tion caused by Hurricane Sandy. 

Across this country from the Appalachians 
to the Great Lakes to the northern coast of 
Maine, dozens of people have lost their lives, 
the homes of thousands of families were de- 
stroyed and millions of people have suffered 
from the cold and exposure of winter because 
they lost power. The suffering touched the 
people of my state of Maryland as well—hit- 
ting hardest the county of Somerset, where 
the poverty rate is among the highest in the 
State and where more than 500 homes were 
affected by the storm. 

After more than two months of waiting, it is 
only now that the House has chosen to act. 
And by only considering a bill to increase the 
Flood Insurance Program’s borrowing authority 
by $9.7 billion, we are only making a down 
payment on the problem. There are estimates 
that the full cost of recovery will be more than 
$60 billion. 

| had hoped that we would have voted for 
a relief package during the last Congress. But 
it is only now that the House Leadership is 
bringing Sandy legislation to the floor. In the 
meantime, the people affected by the hurri- 
cane have had to wait and will continue wait- 
ing as the Senate passes what we pass here 
today. 

Delaying for months the aid for the victims 
of Hurricane Sandy is unjust and | am dis- 
appointed that we are not meeting today to 
consider a bill to address the full cost of the 
Hurricane’s destruction. 

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup- 
porting the swift passage of this bill so that 
those suffering around the country can get the 
relief they so desperately need. | also hope 
the Republican leadership follows through on 
its promise to consider additional legislation on 
this subject when the Congress reconvenes 
later this month. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, today | rise in support of H.R. 41, to 
temporarily increase the borrowing authority of 
FEMA for carrying out the National Flood In- 
surance Program. 

This bill would provide FEMA with an addi- 
tional $9.7 billion in emergency funding to im- 
mediately assist those affected by the storm. 

In late October 2012, Hurricane Sandy 
struck the East Coast of the United States, af- 
fecting millions of Americans and killing over 
100. 

The economic cost of the storm is still being 
assessed, but it has been estimated to be in 
excess of $60 billion, which would make it the 
second-costliest storm in history, after Hurri- 
cane Katrina. 

Our nation has a responsibility to rebuild the 
areas that were devastated by this terrible 
tragedy and | am committed to making sure 
that Congress helps provide the necessary re- 
sources to help those individuals and commu- 
nities which were harmed by this disaster. 

It is important to recall that four years ago, 
Congress, with my strong support, provided 
nearly $23 billion in disaster relief for commu- 
nities like our own due to the devastation from 
Hurricane Ike. 

| stand with my colleagues from the East 
Coast, especially from New York, New Jersey, 
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and Connecticut to get the funding necessary 
to aid the recovery from Hurricane Sandy. As 
Americans, we all have a responsibility to help 
each other during times of need. 

Mr. ISRAEL. Madam Speaker, | rise in 
strong support of the bipartisan legislation on 
the floor today that will provide much needed 
relief for my constituents. H.R. 41 will replen- 
ish the National Flood Insurance Fund, which 
would otherwise run out of funds and be un- 
able to pay out claims next week. That would 
be simply unacceptable for the homeowners 
and businesses that | represent who have al- 
ready gone through so much. 

New Yorkers were devastated by Hurricane 
Sandy and we are just beginning to recover. 
| am glad that the House Republican leader- 
ship has responded to the bipartisan outcry for 
action to help families, businesses and com- 
munities in my district. We must act swiftly on 
the remaining federal resource needs for the 
Sandy victims. 

We all can agree that this recovery needs to 
be bold and it needs to be implemented quick- 
ly—and that’s what we are working on. To- 
gether, both sides of the aisle from the New 
York, New Jersey and Connecticut Congres- 
sional delegations have come together to ad- 
dress this immediate and urge need to meet 
the needs of flood insurance claims by all of 
our constituents. 

FEMA has said there are a total of 120,000 
flood insurance claims payments that will be 
delayed until Congress increases the bor- 
rowing authority for the program—of which 
115,000 are related to Superstorm Sandy. Any 
delay is unacceptable and that is why | urge 
swift passage of this bill and prompt action in 
the Senate. 

| implore my colleagues to join me in sup- 
porting this bill. We simply need to help my 
constituents and allow all of those who have 
been devastated by this storm to move for- 
ward with their lives and rebuild stronger than 
ever. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
GARRETT) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 41. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. GARRETT. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on the motion to suspend 
the rules on H.R. 41 will be followed by 
a 5-minute on approval of the Journal, 
if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 354, nays 67, 
not voting 8, as follows: 


[Roll No. 7] 

YEAS—3854 
Aderholt Barletta Bilirakis 
Alexander Barrow Bishop (GA) 
Amodei Barton Bishop (NY) 
Andrews Bass Bishop (UT) 
Bachmann Beatty Black 
Bachus Becerra Bonamici 
Barber Bera Boustany 


Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cohen 

Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Granger 


Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McHenry 
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McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radel 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
E 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
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Slaughter Tipton Walz 
Smith (NE) Titus Wasserman 
Smith (NJ) Tonko Schultz 
Smith (TX) Tsongas Waters 
Southerland Turner Watt 
Speier Upton Waxman 
Stewart Valadao Webster (FL) 
Stivers Van Hollen Welch 
Stockman Vargas Westmoreland 
Swalwell (CA) Veasey Whitfield 
Takano Vela Wilson (FL) 
Terry Velázquez Wittman 
Thompson (CA) Visclosky Wolf 
Thompson (MS) Wagner Womack 
Thompson (PA) Walberg Yarmuth 
Tiberi Walden Young (FL) 
Tierney Walorski Young (IN) 
NAYS—67 
Amash Gohmert Perry 
Barr Goodlatte Petri 
Benishek Gosar Pompeo 
Bentivolio Gowdy Price (GA) 
Blackburn Graves (GA) Roe (TN) 
Bridenstine Graves (MO) Rokita 
BES on ra Rothfus 
roun olding 
Chabot Hudson AN 
Collins (GA) Huelskamp Salmon 
Conaway Hultgren Schweikert 
Cotton Jenkins 
Daines Jordan Sensenbrenner 
DeSantis Lamborn Stutzman 
DesJarlais Marchant Thornberry 
Duffy Massie Weber (TX) 
Duncan (SC) McClintock Wenstrup 
Duncan (TN) Meadows Williams 
Fincher Mullin Wilson (SC) 
Fleming Mulvaney Woodall 
Flores Neugebauer Yoder 
Foxx Palazzo Yoho 
Franks (AZ) Pearce 


NOT VOTING—8 


Bonner Miller, Gary Smith (WA) 
Clyburn Ribble Young (AK) 
McGovern Schwartz 
1122 
Messrs. GOWDY, FLEMING, 


FINCHER, DESJARLAIS, Mrs. BLACK- 
BURN, Messrs. ROE of Tennessee, 


NEUGEBAUER, WEBER of Texas, 
GRAVES of Missouri and BARR 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
“nay.” 


Messrs. ROONEY, HALL, and RUSH 
changed their vote from “nay” to 
“yea.” 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal, which the Chair will put 
de novo. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 


ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN 
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Madam 
Speaker, by direction of the Repub- 
lican Conference, I send to the desk a 
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privileged resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 
H. RES. 17 


Resolved, That following named Members 
be, and are hereby, elected to the following 
standing committees of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE: Mr. Good- 
latte; Mr. King of Iowa; Mr. Neugebauer; Mr. 
Rogers of Alabama; Mr. Conaway; Mr. 
Thompson of Pennsylvania; Mr. Gibbs; Mr. 
Austin Scott of Georgia; Mr. Tipton; Mr. 
Southerland; Mr. Crawford; Mrs. Roby; Mr. 
DesJarlais; Mr. Gibson; Mrs. Hartzler; Mr. 
Ribble; Mrs. Noem; Mr. Benishek; Mr. 
Denham; Mr. LaMalfa; Mr. Hudson; Mr. Rod- 
ney Davis of Illinois; Mr. Collins of New 
York; and Mr. Yoho. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS: Mr. Young 
of Florida; Mr. Wolf; Mr. Kingston; Mr. 
Frelinghuysen; Mr. Latham; Mr. Aderholt; 
Mrs. Emerson; Ms. Granger; Mr. Simpson; 
Mr. Culberson; Mr. Crenshaw; Mr. Carter; 
Mr. Alexander; Mr. Calvert; Mr. Bonner; Mr. 
Cole; Mr. Diaz-Balart; Mr. Dent; Mr. Graves 
of Georgia; Mr. Yoder; Mr. Womack; Mr. 
Nunnelee; Mr. Fortenberry; Mr. Rooney; Mr. 
Fleischmann; Ms. Herrera Beutler; Mr. 
Joyce; and Mr. Valadao. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES: Mr. Thorn- 
berry; Mr. Jones; Mr. Forbes; Mr. Miller of 
Florida; Mr. Wilson of South Carolina; Mr. 
LoBiondo; Mr. Bishop of Utah; Mr. Turner; 
Mr. Kline; Mr. Rogers of Alabama; Mr. 
Franks of Arizona; Mr. Shuster; Mr. Con- 
away; Mr. Lamborn; Mr. Wittman; Mr. Hun- 
ter; Mr. Fleming; Mr. Coffman; Mr. Rigell; 
Mr. Gibson; Mrs. Hartzler; Mr. Heck of Ne- 
vada; Mr. Runyan; Mr. Austin Scott of Geor- 
gia; Mr. Palazzo; Mrs. Roby; Mr. Brooks of 
Alabama; Mr. Nugent; Mrs. Noem; Mr. Cook; 
Mr. Bridenstine; Mr. Wenstrup; and Mrs. 
Walorski. 

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK- 
FORCE: Mr. Petri; Mr. McKeon; Mr. Wilson of 
South Carolina; Ms. Foxx; Mr. Price of Geor- 
gia; Mr. Marchant; Mr. Hunter; Mr. Roe of 
Tennessee; Mr. Thompson of Pennsylvania; 
Mr. Walberg; Mr. Salmon; Mr. Guthrie; Mr. 
DesJarlais; Mr. Rokita; Mr. Bucshon; Mr. 
Gowdy; Mr. Barletta; Mrs. Roby; Mr. Heck of 
Nevada; Mrs. Brooks of Indiana; Mr. Hudson; 
and Mr. Messer. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE: Mr. 
Hall; Mr. Barton; Mr. Whitfield; Mr. Shim- 
kus; Mr. Pitts; Mr. Walden; Mr. Terry; Mr. 
Rogers of Michigan; Mr. Murphy of Pennsyl- 
vania; Mr. Burgess; Mrs. Blackburn; Mr. 
Gingrey of Georgia; Mr. Scalise; Mr. Latta; 
Mrs. McMorris Rodgers; Mr. Harper; Mr. 
Lance; Mr. Cassidy; Mr. Guthrie; Mr. Olson; 
Mr. McKinley; Mr. Gardner; Mr. Pompeo; Mr. 
Kinzinger of Illinois; Mr. Griffith of Virginia; 


Mr. Bilirakis; Mr. Johnson of Ohio; Mr. 
Long; and Mrs. Ellmers. 
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES: Mr. 


Bachus; Mr. King of New York; Mr. Royce; 
Mr. Lucas; Mr. Gary G. Miller of California; 
Mrs. Capito; Mr. Garrett; Mr. Neugebauer; 
Mr. McHenry; Mr. Campbell; Mrs. Bachmann; 
Mr. McCarthy of California; Mr. Pearce; Mr. 
Posey; Mr. Fitzpatrick; Mr. Westmoreland; 
Mr. Luetkemeyer; Mr. Huizenga of Michigan; 
Mr. Duffy; Mr. Renacci; Mr. Hurt; Mr. 
Grimm; Mr. Stivers; Mr. Fincher; Mr. 
Stutzman; Mr. Mulvaney; Mr. Hultgren; Mr. 
Ross; Mr. Pittenger; Mrs. Wagner; Mr. Barr; 
and Mr. Cotton. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS: Mr. Smith 
of New Jersey; Ms. Ros-Lehtinen; Mr. Rohr- 
abacher; Mr. Chabot; Mr. Wilson of South 
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Carolina; Mr. McCaul; Mr. Poe of Texas; Mr. 
Salmon; Mr. Marino; Mr. Duncan of South 
Carolina; Mr. Kinzinger of Illinois; Mr. 
Brooks of Alabama; Mr. Cotton; Mr. Cook; 
Mr. Holding; Mr. Weber of Texas; Mr. Perry; 
Mr. Stockman; Mr. DeSantis; Mr. Radel; Mr. 
Collins of Georgia; Mr. Meadows; Mr. Yoho; 
and Mr. Messer. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY: Mr. 
Smith of Texas; Mr. King of New York; Mr. 
Rogers of Alabama; Mr. Broun of Georgia; 
Mrs. Miller of Michigan; Mr. Meehan; Mr. 
Duncan of South Carolina; Mr. Marino; Mr. 


Chaffetz; Mr. Palazzo; Mr. Barletta; Mr. 
Stewart; Mr. Rothfus; Mr. Hudson; Mr. 
Daines; Mrs. Brooks of Indiana; and Mr. 
Perry. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY: Mr. Sensen- 
brenner; Mr. Coble; Mr. Smith of Texas; Mr. 
Chabot; Mr. Bachus; Mr. Issa; Mr. Forbes; 
Mr. King of Iowa; Mr. Franks of Arizona; Mr. 
Gohmert; Mr. Jordan; Mr. Poe of Texas; Mr. 
Chaffetz; Mr. Marino; Mr. Gowdy; Mr. 
Amodei; Mr. Labrador; Mr. Farenthold; Mr. 
Holding; Mr. Collins of Georgia; Mr. 
DeSantis; and Mr. Rothfus. 

COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES: Mr. 
Young of Alaska; Mr. Gohmert; Mr. Bishop 
of Utah; Mr. Lamborn; Mr. Wittman; Mr. 
Broun of Georgia; Mr. Fleming; Mr. McClin- 
tock; Mr. Thompson of Pennsylvania; Mrs. 
Lummis; Mr. Benishek; Mr. Duncan of South 
Carolina; Mr. Tipton; Mr. Gosar; Mr. Lab- 
rador; Mr. Southerland; Mr. Flores; Mr. Har- 
ris; Mr. Runyan; Mr. Amodei; Mr. Mullin; 
Mr. Stewart; Mr. Daines; Mr. Cramer; and 
Mr. LaMalfa. 

COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT 
REFORM: Mr. Mica; Mr. Turner; Mr. Duncan 
of Tennessee; Mr. McHenry; Mr. Jordan; Mr. 
Chaffetz; Mr. Walberg; Mr. Lankford; Mr. 
Amash; Mr. Gosar; Mr. Meehan; Mr. 
DesJarlais; Mr. Gowdy; Mr. Farenthold; Mr. 
Hastings of Washington; Mrs. Lummis; Mr. 
Woodall; Mr. Massie; Mr. Collins of Georgia; 
Mr. Meadows; Mr. Bentivolio; and Mr. 
DeSantis. 

COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECH- 


NOLOGY: Mr. Sensenbrenner; Mr. Hall; Mr. 
Rohrabacher; Mr. Lucas; Mr. Neugebauer; 
Mr. McCaul; Mr. Broun of Georgia; Mr. 


Palazzo; Mr. Brooks of Alabama; Mr. Harris; 
Mr. Hultgren; Mr. Bucshon; Mr. Stockman; 
Mr. Posey; Mrs. Lummis; Mr. Schweikert; 
Mr. Massie; Mr. Cramer; Mr. Bridenstine; Mr. 
Weber of Texas; and Mr. Stewart. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS: Mr. 
Chabot; Mr. King of Iowa; Mr. Coffman; Mr. 
Luetkemeyer; Mr. Mulvaney; Mr. Tipton; 
Ms. Herrera Beutler; Mr. Hanna; Mr. 
Huelskamp; Mr. Schweikert; Mr. Bentivolio; 
Mr. Collins of New York; and Mr. Rice of 
South Carolina. 

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRA- 
STRUCTURE: Mr. Young of Alaska; Mr. Petri; 
Mr. Coble; Mr. Duncan of Tennessee; Mr. 
Mica; Mr. LoBiondo; Mr. Gary G. Miller of 
California; Mr. Graves of Missouri; Mrs. Cap- 
ito; Mrs. Miller of Michigan; Mr. Hunter; Mr. 
Harris; Mr. Crawford; Mr. Barletta; Mr. 
Farenthold; Mr. Bucshon; Mr. Gibbs; Mr. 
Meehan; Mr. Hanna; Mr. Webster of Florida; 
Mr. Southerland; Mr. Denham; Mr. Ribble; 
Mr. Massie; Mr. Daines; Mr. Rice of South 
Carolina; Mr. Mullin; Mr. Williams; Mr. 
Radel; Mr. Meadows; Mr. Perry; and Mr. Rod- 
ney Davis of Illinois. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS: Mr. 
Lamborn; Mr. Bilirakis; Mr. Roe of Ten- 
nessee; Mr. Flores; Mr. Denham; Mr. Run- 
yan; Mr. Benishek; Mr. Huelskamp; Mr. 
Amodei; Mr. Coffman; Mr. Wenstrup; Mr. 
Cook; and Mrs. Walorski. 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS: Mr. Sam 
Johnson of Texas; Mr. Brady of Texas; Mr. 
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Ryan of Wisconsin; Mr. Nunes; Mr. Tiberi; 
Mr. Reichert; Mr. Boustany; Mr. Roskam; 


Mr. Gerlach; Mr. Price of Georgia; Mr. 
Buchanan; Mr. Smith of Nebraska; Mr. 
Schock; Ms. Jenkins; Mr. Paulsen; Mr. 


Marchant; Mrs. Black; Mr. Reed; Mr. Young 
of Indiana; Mr. Kelly; and Mr. Griffin of Ar- 
Kansas. 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS (during 
the reading). I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution be considered as 
read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ES 


APPOINTMENT OF TELLERS ON 
THE PART OF THE HOUSE TO 
COUNT ELECTORAL VOTES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to Senate Concurrent Resolution 1, 
118th Congress, and the order of the 
House of January 3, 2013, the Chair an- 
nounces the Speaker’s appointment of 
two Members as tellers on the part of 
the House to count electoral votes: 

The gentlewoman from Michigan, 
Mrs. CANDICE S. MILLER, and 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. ROBERT A. BRADY. 


EE 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap- 
proximately 12:55 p.m. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 29 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


Ee 
1305 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 1 
o’clock and 5 minutes p.m. 


EE 


COUNTING ELECTORAL VOTES— 
JOINT SESSION OF THE HOUSE 
AND SENATE HELD PURSUANT 
TO THE PROVISIONS OF SENATE 
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 1 


At 1:06 p.m., the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
Paul D. Irving, announced the Vice 
President and the Senate of the United 
States. 

The Senate entered the Hall of the 
House of Representatives, headed by 
the Vice President and the Secretary of 
the Senate, the Members and officers 
of the House rising to receive them. 

The Vice President took his seat as 
the Presiding Officer of the joint con- 
vention of the two Houses, the Speaker 
of the House occupying the chair on his 
left. Senators took seats to the right of 
the rostrum as prescribed by law. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint 
session will come to order. 

Mr. Speaker and Members of Con- 
gress, pursuant to the Constitution and 
laws of the United States, the Senate 
and House of Representatives are meet- 
ing in joint session to verify the cer- 
tificates and count the votes of the 
electors of the several States for Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United 
States. 

After ascertainment has been had 
that the certificates are authentic and 
correct in form, the tellers will count 
and make a list of the votes cast by the 
electors of the several State. 

The tellers on the part of the two 
Houses will take their places at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The tellers, Mr. SCHUMER and Mr. 
ALEXANDER on the part of the Senate, 
and Mrs. MILLER and Mr. BRADY on the 
part of the House, took their places at 
the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the tellers will dispense with 
reading formal portions of the certifi- 
cates. After ascertaining that certifi- 
cates are regular in form and authen- 
tic, the tellers will announce the votes 
cast by the electors for each State, be- 
ginning with Alabama. 

The tellers then proceeded to read, 
count, and announce the electoral 
votes of the several States in alphabet- 
ical order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Members of 
Congress, the certificates having been 
read, the tellers will ascertain and de- 
liver the result to the President of the 
Senate. 

The tellers delivered to the President 
of the Senate the following statement 
of results: 

JOINT SESSION OF CONGRESS FOR THE COUNTING 
OF THE ELECTORAL VOTES FOR PRESIDENT 
AND VICE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES—OFFICIAL TALLY 
The undersigned, CHARLES E. SCHU- 

MER and LAMAR ALEXANDER tellers on 

the part of the Senate, CANDICE S. MIL- 

LER and ROBERT A. BRADY tellers on 

the part of the House of Representa- 

tives, report the following as the result 
of the ascertainment and counting of 
the electoral vote for President and 

Vice President of the United States for 

the term beginning on the twentieth 

day of January, two thousand and thir- 
teen. 


For Vice 
President 


For President 


Electoral votes of each State 


Barack Mitt 


Obama | Romney Joseph 


Biden 


Alabama—9 
Alaska—3 ... 
Arizona—11 
Arkansas—6 
California—55 . 
Colorado—9 

Connecticut—7 
Delaware—3 .... 
District of Columbia 
Florida—29 
Georgia—l6 
Hawaii—4 
Idaho—4 
Illinois—20 . 
Indiana—11 .... 
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For Vice 
President 


For President 


Electoral votes of each State 


Barack Mitt 


Obama | Romney Paul 


Ryan 


Joseph 
Biden 


lowa—6 .... 
Kansas—6 
Kentucky—8 .. 


Michigan—16 
Minnesota—10 
Mississippi—6 
Missouri—10 . 
Montana—3 .. 
Nebraska—5 . 


New Jersey—14 .. 
New Mexico— ... 
New York—29 .... 
North Carolina—15 . 
North Dakota—3 


Oregon— ..... 
Pennsylvania— 
Rhode Island—4 
South Carolina—9 
South Dakota—3 
Tennessee—11 
Texas—38 
Utah—6 
Vermont—3 
Virginia— 
Washington . 
West Virginia—d 
Wisconsin—10 ... 
Wyoming—3 .. 
Total—538 


CHARLES E. SCHUMER, 
LAMAR ALEXANDER, 
Tellers on the part of 
the Senate. 
CANDICE S. MILLER, 
ROBERT A. BRADY, 
Tellers on the part of 
the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The state of 
the vote for President of the United 
States, as delivered to the President of 
the Senate, is as follows: 

The whole number of the electors ap- 
pointed to vote for President of the 
United States is 538, of which a major- 
ity is 270. 

Barack Obama of the State of Illinois 
has received for President of the 
United States 332 votes. 

Mitt Romney of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts has received 206 
votes. 

The state of the vote for Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, as delivered 
to the President of the Senate, is as 
follows: 

The whole number of the electors ap- 
pointed to vote for Vice President of 
the United States is 538, of which a ma- 
jority is 270. 

JOSEPH BIDEN of the State of Dela- 
ware has received for Vice President of 
the United States 332 votes. 

PAUL RYAN of the State of Wisconsin 
has received 206 votes. 

This announcement of the state of 
the vote by the President of the Senate 
shall be deemed a sufficient declara- 
tion of the persons elected President 
and Vice President of the United 
States each for the term beginning on 
the 20th day of January, 2018, and shall 
be entered, together with the list of the 
votes, on the Journals of the Senate 
and House of Representatives. 
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The purpose of the joint session hav- 
ing been concluded, pursuant to Senate 
Concurrent Resolution 1, 113th Con- 
gress, the Chair declares the joint ses- 
sion dissolved. 

(Thereupon, at 1 o’clock and 29 min- 
utes p.m., the joint session of the two 
Houses of Congress dissolved.) 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to Senate 
Concurrent Resolution 1, 113th Con- 
gress, the electoral vote will be spread 
at large upon the Journal. 


n 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would 
clarify that yesterday’s announcement 
under clause 5(d) of rule XX should 
have indicated that the whole number 
of the House is 430. 


EE 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CLYBURN (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of attend- 
ing a memorial service. 


Ee 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, pursuant to Senate Concur- 
rent Resolution 3, 118th Congress, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 34 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until Mon- 
day, January 14, 2013, at 2 p.m. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


2. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — National Emission Standards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants for the Portland 
Cement Manufacturing Industry and Stand- 
ards of Performance for Portland Cement 
Plants [EPA-HQ-OAR-2011-0817; FRL-9758-6] 
(RIN: 2060-AQ93) received January 3, 2018, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

3. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Commercial and Indus- 
trial Solid Waste Incineration Units: Recon- 
sideration and Final Amendments; Non-Haz- 
ardous Secondary Materials That Are Solid 
Waste: Final Rule [EPA-HQ-OAR-2003-0119 
and HPA-HQ-RCRA 2008-0329; FRL-9764-1] 
(RIN: 2060-AR15 and 2050-AG44) received Jan- 
uary 3, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

4. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Determination of Attainment 
for the Nogales Nonattainment Area for the 
2006 Fine Particle Standard; Arizona; Deter- 
mination Regarding Applicability of Clean 
Air Act Requirements [EPA-R09-OAR-2012- 
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0752; FRL-9766-8] received January 3, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

5. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, San Diego 
APCD, Northern Sierra AQMD, and Sac- 
ramento Metropolitan AQMD [EPA-R09- 
OAR-2012-0587; FRL-9732-9] received January 
3, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 


ES 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky: 

H.R. 152. A bill making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2013, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on the Budget, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. McINTYRE: 

H.R. 153. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the outreach activi- 
ties of the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 154. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to establish a Department of 
Veterans Affairs Medal for Distinguished 
Public Service to honor veterans who make 
remarkable and distinguished contributions 
to their communities; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 155. A bill to amend title II of the So- 
cial Security Act to allow workers who at- 
tain age 65 after 1981 and before 1992 to 
choose either lump sum payments over four 
years totalling $5,000 or an improved benefit 
computation formula under a new 10-year 
rule governing the transition to the changes 
in benefit computation rules enacted in the 
Social Security Amendments of 1977, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 156. A bill to provide for the with- 
drawal of the United States from the North 
American Free Trade Agreement; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 157. A bill to authorize a project for 
hurricane and storm damage reduction, West 
Onslow Beach and New River Inlet (Topsail 
Beach), North Carolina; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 158. A bill to authorize a project for 
hurricane and storm damage reduction, Surf 
City and North Topsail Beach, North Caro- 
lina; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 159. A bill to modify the project for 
the improvement of the Shallotte River, 
North Carolina, to change the authorized 
depth to 8 feet; to the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 160. A bill to amend title II of the So- 
cial Security Act to eliminate the 5-month 
waiting period for entitlement to disability 
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benefits and to eliminate reconsideration as 
an intervening step between initial benefit 
entitlement decisions and subsequent hear- 
ings on the record on such decisions; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 161. A bill to amend the Water Re- 
sources Development Act of 1976 to direct 
the Secretary of the Army to evaluate the 
feasibility of continuing Federal participa- 
tion in a beach nourishment project, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mrs. BACHMANN: 

H.R. 162. A bill to amend section 1932 of the 
Social Security Act to require independent 
audits and actuarial services under Medicaid 
managed care programs, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BENISHEK (for himself, Mr. 
CAMP, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. UPTON, and Mr. RoG- 
ERS of Michigan): 

H.R. 163. A bill to designate as wilderness 
certain land and inland water within the 
Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore in 
the State of Michigan, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 

H.R. 164. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to permit veterans who have a 
service-connected, permanent disability 
rated as total to travel on military aircraft 
in the same manner and to the same extent 
as retired members of the Armed Forces en- 
titled to such travel; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 

H.R. 165. A bill to authorize the placement 
at the former Navy Dive School at the Wash- 
ington Navy Yard of a memorial to honor 
the members of the Armed Forces who have 
served as divers and whose service in defense 
of the United States has been carried out be- 
neath the waters of the world; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to 
the Committee on Natural Resources, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BOUSTANY (for himself and 
Mr. RICHMOND): 

H.R. 166. A bill to prevent the evasion of 
antidumping and countervailing duty orders, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: 

H.R. 167. A bill to provide that rates of pay 
for Members of Congress shall not be ad- 
justed under section 601(a)(2) of the Legisla- 
tive Reorganization Act of 1946 in the year 
following any fiscal year in which outlays of 
the United States exceeded receipts of the 
United States; to the Committee on House 
Administration, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GARRETT: 

H.R. 168. A bill to permit small business 
concerns operating in the United States to 
elect to be exempt from certain Federal 
rules and regulations, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Small Business. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 169. A bill to amend the National 
Labor Relations Act to require the arbitra- 
tion of initial contract negotiation disputes, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 
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By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 170. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Labor to revise regulations concerning the 
recording and reporting of occupational inju- 
ries and illnesses under the Occupational 
Safety and Health Act of 1970; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 171. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to authorize appointment of 
Doctors of Chiropractic to regular and re- 
serve corps of the Public Health Service 
Commissioned Corps, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 172. A bill to amend title XXI of the 
Social Security Act to require 12-month con- 
tinuous coverage under the State Children’s 
Health Insurance Program; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 173. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to require 12-month con- 
tinuous coverage for children under Med- 
icaid; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 174. A bill to amend title II of the So- 
cial Security Act to remove the limitation 
upon the amount of outside income which an 
individual may earn while receiving benefits 
under such title, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas: 

H.R. 175. A bill to require labor organiza- 
tions to provide the notice to employees re- 
lated to fees collection required pursuant to 
the Supreme Court cases Teachers Local No. 
1 v. Hudson and Knox v. Service Employees 
International Union; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas: 

H.R. 176. A bill to prohibit universal serv- 
ice support of commercial mobile service 
through the Lifeline program; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas: 

H.R. 177. A bill to repeal the Federal estate 
and gift taxes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas: 

H.R. 178. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for the termination 
of further retirement benefits for Members 
of Congress, except the right to continue 
participating in the Thrift Savings Plan, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
House Administration, and in addition to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas: 

H.R. 179. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to allow certain veterans to use 
educational assistance provided by the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs for franchise 
training; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs, and in addition to the Committee on 
Armed Services, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself, Mr. PAS- 
CRELL, Mr. REICHERT, and Mr. 
PIERLUISI): 

H.R. 180. A bill to encourage, enhance, and 
integrate Blue Alert plans throughout the 
United States in order to disseminate infor- 
mation when a law enforcement officer is se- 
riously injured or killed in the line of duty; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 181. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
3031 Veterans Road West in Staten Island, 
New York, as the ‘‘Leonard Montalto Post 
Office Building’’; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself and Mr. 
BISHOP of New York): 

H.R. 182. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Transportation to modify the final rule re- 
lating to flightcrew member duty and rest 
requirements for passenger operations of air 
carriers to apply to all-cargo operations of 
air carriers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself and Mr. 
MICHAUD): 

H.R. 183. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to carry out a pilot pro- 
gram on dog training therapy; to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself and Mr. 
BISHOP of New York): 

H.R. 184. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide a tax incentive 
for the installation and maintenance of me- 
chanical insulation property; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HALL: 

H.R. 185. A bill to designate the United 
States courthouse located at 101 East Pecan 
Street in Sherman, Texas, as the ‘Paul 
Brown United States Courthouse”; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 186. A bill to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to permit can- 
didates for election for Federal office to des- 
ignate an individual who will be authorized 
to disburse funds of the authorized campaign 
committees of the candidate in the event of 
the death of the candidate; to the Committee 
on House Administration. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 187. A bill to correct the boundaries of 
the John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Re- 
sources System Unit L06, Topsail, North 
Carolina; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 188. A bill to authorize the President 
to reestablish the Civilian Conservation 
Corps as a means of providing gainful em- 
ployment to unemployed and underemployed 
citizens of the United States through the 
performance of useful public work, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 189. A bill to prohibit Fannie Mae, 
Freddie Mac, and Ginnie Mae from owning or 
guaranteeing any mortgage that is assigned 
to the Mortgage Electronic Registration 
Systems or for which MERS is the mort- 
gagee of record; to the Committee on Finan- 
cial Services. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 190. A bill to require the filing of cer- 
tain information regarding a residential 
mortgage in any proceeding for foreclosure 
of the mortgage; to the Committee on Finan- 
cial Services. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 191. A bill to assess the impact of the 
North American Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA), to require further negotiation of 
certain provisions of the NAFTA, and to pro- 
vide for the withdrawal from the NAFTA un- 
less certain conditions are met; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 192. A bill to require that, in cases in 

which the annual trade deficit between the 
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United States and another country is 
$10,000,000,000 or more for 3 consecutive 
years, the President take the necessary steps 
to create a more balanced trading relation- 
ship with that country; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 193. A bill to require persons who seek 
to retain seed harvested from the planting of 
patented seeds to register with the Secretary 
of Agriculture and pay fees set by the Sec- 
retary for retaining such seed, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 194. A bill to clarify the applicability 
of the Buy American Act to products pur- 
chased for the use of the legislative branch, 
to prohibit the application of any of the ex- 
ceptions to the requirements of such Act to 
products bearing an official Congressional 
insignia, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 195. A bill to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to prohibit con- 
tributions and expenditures by multi- 
candidate political committees controlled by 
foreign-owned corporations, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on House Admin- 
istration, and in addition to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. LATTA (for himself, Mrs. 
BLACK, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. MILLER of 
Florida, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. LANCE, 
Mr. NUGENT, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
MARCHANT, and Mr. LOEBSACK): 

H.R. 196. A bill to eliminate automatic pay 
adjustments for Members of Congress, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
House Administration, and in addition to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 197. A bill to amend the Personal Re- 
sponsibility and Work Opportunity Rec- 
onciliation Act of 1996 to repeal the denial of 
food stamp eligibility of ex-offenders; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, and Ms. EDWARDS): 

H.R. 198. A bill to repeal Public Law 107-40; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 199. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to limit the deductibility 
of excessive rates of executive compensation; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Mr. JONES, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. CAPU- 
ANO, Ms. CHU, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
NADLER, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. 
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. WELCH, Mr. ELLISON, 
Ms. MOORE, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. CLARKE, 
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Mr. HOLT, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Ms. 
SPEIER, Mr. TONKO, Mr. LOEBSACK, 
and Ms. EDWARDS): 

H.R. 200. A bill to provide that funds for 
operations of the Armed Forces in Afghani- 
stan shall be obligated and expended only for 
purposes of providing for the safe and orderly 
withdrawal from Afghanistan of all members 
of the Armed Forces and Department of De- 
fense contractor personnel who are in Af- 
ghanistan; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 201. A bill to require poverty impact 
statements for certain legislation; to the 
Committee on Rules, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Budget, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. McCLINTOCK: 

H.R. 202. A bill to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to limit citizens suits 
against publicly owned treatment works, to 
provide for defenses, to extend the period of 
a permit, to limit attorneys fees, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. MULVANEY (for himself, Mr. 
RIBBLE, Mr. JONES, Mr. FARENTHOLD, 


Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. COFFMAN, 
Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. OWENS, Mr. 


LANKFORD, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. AMODEI, 
and Mr. GRAVES of Georgia): 

H.R. 203. A bill to direct the Attorney Gen- 
eral to revise certain rules under titles II 
and III of the Americans with Disabilities 
Act of 1990 relating to accessible means of 
entry to pools; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. OWENS: 

H.R. 204. A bill to authorize the Adminis- 
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to waive any emission standard or 
other requirement under section 112 of the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7412) applicable to 
the control of asbestos emissions in the dem- 
olition or renovation of a condemned build- 
ing for which there is a reasonable expecta- 
tion of structural failure; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 205. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to clarify the treatment of 
certain retirement plan contributions picked 
up by governmental employers; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia (for herself and Ms. Foxx): 

H.R. 206. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, with respect to the offense of 
stalking; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committee on the 
Budget, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. SCHOCK (for himself, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. HUIZENGA 
of Michigan, Mr. PITTS, Mr. POSEY, 
Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. WALBERG, 
and Mr. WESTMORELAND): 

H.R. 207. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to make members of health 
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care sharing ministries eligible to establish 
health savings accounts; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 208. A bill to amend the Food and Nu- 
trition Act of 2008 to provide greater access 
to the supplemental nutrition assistance 
program by reducing duplicative and burden- 
some administrative requirements, authorize 
the Secretary of Agriculture to award grants 
to certain community-based nonprofit feed- 
ing and anti-hunger groups for the purpose of 
establishing and implementing a Beyond the 
Soup Kitchen Pilot Program for certain so- 
cially and economically disadvantaged popu- 
lations, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 209. A bill to authorize the appropria- 
tion of funds to be used to recruit, hire, and 
train 100,000 new classroom paraprofessionals 
in order to improve educational achievement 
for children; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 210. A bill to require retail establish- 
ments that use mobile device tracking tech- 
nology to display notices to that effect; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 211. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to waive the require- 
ment for proof of citizenship during the first 
year of life for children born in the United 
States to a Medicaid-eligible mother; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 212. A bill to permit members of the 
House of Representatives to donate used 
computer equipment to public elementary 
and secondary schools designated by the 
members; to the Committee on House Ad- 
ministration. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 213. A bill to amend the Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act and the egg, meat, and 
poultry inspection laws to ensure that con- 
sumers receive notification regarding food 
products produced from crops, livestock, or 
poultry raised on land on which sewage 
sludge was applied; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the 
Committee on Agriculture, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 214. A bill to lift the trade embargo on 
Cuba, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to 
the Committees on Ways and Means, Energy 
and Commerce, Financial Services, the Judi- 
ciary, Oversight and Government Reform, 
and Agriculture, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 215. A bill to waive certain prohibi- 
tions with respect to nationals of Cuba com- 
ing to the United States to play organized 
professional baseball; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 216. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow taxpayers to des- 
ignate income tax overpayments as contribu- 
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tions to the United States Library Trust 
Fund; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 
By Mrs. BLACK (for herself, Mr. SCA- 
LISE, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey, Mr. PITTS, Mrs. ROBY, 
Mr. FLEMING, Mr. FLORES, Mr. DUN- 
CAN of South Carolina, Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia, Mr. AMASH, Mr. BARLETTA, 
Mr. CRAWFORD, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD, Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, 
Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. GRAVES of 
Georgia, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
ROSsKAM, Ms. Foxx, Mr. KELLY, Mr. 
RoE of Tennessee, and Mr. REED): 

H.R. 217. A bill to amend title X of the 
Public Health Service Act to prohibit family 
planning grants from being awarded to any 
entity that performs abortions, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.J. Res. 12. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to limitations on the 
amounts of contributions and expenditures 
that may be made in connection with cam- 
paigns for election to public office; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.J. Res. 18. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States waiving the application of the 
first article of amendment to the political 
speech of corporations and other business or- 
ganizations with respect to the disbursement 
of funds in connection with public elections; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.J. Res. 14. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States waiving the application of the 
first article of amendment to the political 
speech of corporations and other business or- 
ganizations with respect to the disbursement 
of funds in connection with public elections 
and granting Congress and the States the 
power to establish limits on contributions 
and expenditures in elections for public of- 
fice; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.J. Res. 15. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to repeal the twenty-second 
article of amendment, thereby removing the 
limitation on the number of terms an indi- 
vidual may serve as President; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING of Iowa (for himself and 
Mr. WOODALL): 

H.J. Res. 16. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to repeal the sixteenth article 
of amendment; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H. Con. Res. 6. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that the Su- 
preme Court misinterpreted the First 
Amendment to the Constitution in the case 
of Buckley v. Valeo; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Mr. HOLT, and Mr. GRIJALVA): 

H. Con. Res. 7. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that the 
United States should provide, on an annual 
basis, an amount equal to at least one per- 
cent of United States gross domestic product 
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(GDP) for nonmilitary foreign assistance 
programs; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H. Res. 17. A resolution electing Members 
to certain standing committees of the House 
of Representatives; considered and agreed to. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H. Res. 18. A resolution honoring the mem- 
ory of Poland’s President, national leaders, 
and cultural leaders who were killed in the 
tragic plane crash at Smolensk, Russia on 
April 10, 2010; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. CAPUANO, 
Mr. Pouis, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. BRADY 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. CARSON of Indi- 


ana, Mr. ScHIFF, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. MORAN, Ms. BONAMICI, 
Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. 


RUSH, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. HONDA, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mr. WELCH, Ms. BROWN of Florida, 
Ms. SPEIER, Ms. MENG, Mr. ANDREWS, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. EDWARDS, and Mr. 
FATTAH): 

H. Res. 19. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Senate should ratify the Convention on 
the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimina- 
tion Against Women (CEDAW); to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RIGELL: 

H. Res. 20. A resolution providing that the 
House of Representatives is committed to re- 
storing America’s financial foundation by 
achieving a Federal spending target of 20 
percent of gross domestic product (GDP) and 
a Federal revenue target of 20 percent of 
GDP by the end of calendar year 2020; to the 
Committee on the Budget, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 


Ee 


PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas introduced 
a bill (H.R. 218) for the relief of 
Enrique Soriano and Areli Soriano; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky: 

H.R. 152. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The principal constitutional authority for 
this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar- 
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: “No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria- 
tions made by Law... .’’ In addition, clause 
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1 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
(the spending power) provides: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have the Power... to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States. 
...’ Together, these specific constitutional 
provisions establish the congressional power 
of the purse, granting Congress the author- 
ity to appropriate funds, to determine their 
purpose, amount, and period of availability, 
and to set forth terms and conditions gov- 
erning their use. 
By Mr. McINTYRE: 

H.R. 153. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Amendment XVI, of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 154. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Amendment XVI, of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 155. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Amendment XVI, of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 156. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Amendment XVI, of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 157. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Amendment XVI, of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 158. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Amendment XVI, of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. McINTYRE: 

H.R. 159. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Amendment XVI, of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 160. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Amendment XVI, of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE: 

H.R. 161. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Amendment XVI, of the United States 
Constitution. 
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By Mrs. BACHMANN: 

H.R. 162. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 Clause 18: To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. BENISHEK: 
H.R. 163. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 

H.R. 164. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 of the United States 
Constitution (clauses 12, 18, 14, and 16), which 
grants Congress the power to raise and sup- 
port an Army; to provide and maintain a 
Navy; to make rules for the government and 
regulation of the land and naval forces; and 
to provide for organizing, arming, and dis- 
ciplining the militia. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 

H.R. 165. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to Article I, 
Section 8 of the United States Constitution 
(Clauses 12, 13, 14, 16, and 17) which grants 
Congress the power to raise and support an 
Army; to provide and maintain a Navy; to 
make rules for the government and regula- 
tion of the land and naval forces; to provide 
for organizing, arming, and disciplining the 
militia; and to exercise authority over all 
places purchased for the erection of forts, 


magazines, dock-yards, and other needful 
buildings. 
By Mr. BOUSTANY: 
H.R. 166. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1; Section 8; Clauses 1 & 3: 

The Congress shall have Power To lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; To regulate Commerce with foreign 
Nations, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian Tribes; 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: 

H.R. 167. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
joint resolution rests is the power of Con- 
gress as enumerated in Article I, Section 9 of 
the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. GARRETT: 

H.R. 168. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (Congress 
shall have power to regulate Commerce with 
foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes;) and Ar- 
ticle I, Section 8, Clause 18 (To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested). 

This legislation, through Congress’s power 
to regulate commerce with foreign powers 
and among the several states, gives small 
businesses the option to alleviate the bur- 
dens of onerous regulations that the federal 
government has imposed. 


93 


By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 169. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution (the Commerce Clause). 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 170. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution (the Commerce Clause). 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 171. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 172. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 173. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 174. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution (the Commerce Clause). 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas: 

H.R. 175. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: The Congress 
shall have Power To regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas: 

H.R. 176. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas: 

H.R. 177. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: The Congress 
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States; but 
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas: 

H.R. 178. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 6, Clause 1, of the U.S. 
Constitution: The Senators and Representa- 
tives shall receive a Compensation for their 
Services, to be ascertained by Law, and paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas: 

H.R. 179. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14: To make 
Rules for the Government and Regulation of 
the land and naval Forces. 

By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 180. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore- 
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
the Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof. 
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By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 181. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 7 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To es- 
tablish Post Offices and post roads. 

By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 182. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 183. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 13 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
provide and maintain a Navy. 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 12 

To raise and support Armies, but no Appro- 
priation of Money to that Use shall be for a 
longer Term than two Years. 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 

To make Rules for the Government and 
Regulation of the land and naval Forces. 

By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 184. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Mr. HALL: 

H.R. 185. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 17 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 186. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 4 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion, which grants Congress the authority to 
make laws governing the time, places and 
manner of holding federal elections. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 187. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 188. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1; Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 3; Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18; and Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 189. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I. Section 8. Clause 3. and Article I. 
Section 8. Clause 18 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 190. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1; Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 3; and Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 191. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I. Section 8. Clause 3. and Article I. 
Section 8. Clause 18. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 192. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1; Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 3; and Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 193. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 194. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 195. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. LATTA: 

H.R. 196. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 6 

The Senators and Representatives shall re- 
ceive a Compensation for their Services, to 
be ascertained by Law, and paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 197. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse- 
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 198. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse- 
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 199. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse- 
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 200. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse- 
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 201. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse- 
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quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Mr. McCLINTOCK: 

H.R. 202. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

As to Sections 1, 2 and 5, U.S. Constitution, 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 9 (The Inferior 
Courts Clause), Article III, Section 1, and Ar- 
ticle I, Section 8, Clause 18 (The Necessary 
And Proper Clause), which confer on Con- 
gress the power to establish and regulate the 
jurisdiction and rules of procedure of federal 
courts. As to Sections 3, 4, and 6, U.S. Con- 
stitution, 10th Amendment, which grants 
states all authority not explicitly given to 
the federal government, pursuant to which 
this bill seeks to return to the states author- 
ity previously and erroneously claimed by 
the federal government. 

By Mr. MULVANEY: 

H.R. 208. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18. “To make 
all Laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into Execution the foregoing 
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this 
Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof.” 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3. ‘‘To regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes.” 

The 14th Amendment to the Constitution. 
“No State shall make or enforce any law 
which shall abridge the privileges or immu- 
nities of citizens of the United States; nor 
shall any State deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of 
law; nor deny to any person within its juris- 
diction the equal protection of the laws... 
The Congress shall have power to enforce, by 
appropriate legislation, the provisions of this 
article.” 

By Mr. OWENS: 

H.R. 204. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 205. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3. 

By Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 206. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3. 

By Mr. SCHOCK: 

H.R. 207. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress as stated 
in Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 208. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution 

The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
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defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 209. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, which gives 
Congress the power ‘‘To regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes,” Article 
I Section 8, Clause 1, which give Congress the 
power to ‘“lay and collect Taxes, Duties, 
Imposets and Excises, to pay the Debts and 
provide for the common Defence and general 
Welfare of the United States,” and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18, which gives Congress 
the power ‘‘To make all Laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe- 
cution the foregoing Powers.” 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 210. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of section 8 of article I of the Con- 
stitution 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes. 

In addition, Congress has the power to 
enact this legislation pursuant to the fol- 
lowing: 

Clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 
Constitution. 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore- 
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
the Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 211. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have Power to lay and collect 
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay 
the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States;’’ and Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: 
“The Congress shall have Power To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by the Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof.” 
By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.R. 212. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 2 of section 5 of article I of the Con- 
stitution, which states: ‘Each House may 
determine the Rules of its Proceedings, pun- 
ish its Members for disorderly Behaviour, 
and, with the Concurrence of two thirds, 
expel a Member.” Additionally, Congress has 
the power to enact this legislation under 
Clause 2 of section 3 of article IV of the Con- 
stitution, which states that ‘‘The Congress 
shall have Power to dispose of and make all 
needful Rules and Regulations respecting the 
Territory or other Property belonging to the 
United States; and nothing in this Constitu- 
tion shall be so construed as to Prejudice 
any Claims of the United States, or of any 
particular State.” 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 213. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution 

The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 214. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, which gives 
Congress the power ‘‘To regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations,” and Article I, Section 
8, Clause 18, which gives Congress the power 
“To make all Laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers.”’ 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 215. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, which gives 
Congress the power ‘‘To regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations,” Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 4, which gives Congress the power 
“To establish an uniform Rule of Naturaliza- 
tion,” and Article I, Section 8, Clause 18, 
which gives Congress the power “To make 
all Laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into Execution the foregoing 
Powers.”’ 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 216. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution 

The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 217. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution; 
whereby the Congress shall have Power to 
lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and 
Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for the 
common Defence and general Welfare of the 
United States; but all Duties, Imposts and 
Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States. 

Furthermore, this bill makes specific 
changes to existing law, in accordance with 
the Fourteenth Amendment, Section 5, 
which states that ‘‘No State shall make or 
enforce any law which shall abridge the 
privileges or immunities of citizens of the 
United States; nor shall any State deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or property, with- 
out due process of law; nor deny to any per- 
son within its jurisdiction the equal protec- 
tion of the laws.” 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 218. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 of the U.S. 
Constitution 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.J. Res. 12. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article V 
By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.J. Res. 13. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.J. Res. 14. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.J. Res. 15. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This proposed constitutional amendment is 
introduced pursuant to Article V of the Con- 
stitution, and seeks to repeal the 22nd 
Amendment to the Constitution. 

By Mr. KING of Iowa: 

H.J. Res. 16. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This joint resolution is enacted pursuant 
to the power granted to Congress to propose 
amendments to the Constitution under Arti- 
cle V of the United States Constitution. 


—— 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 

H.R. 23: Mr. KLINE. 

H.R. 24: Mr. JONES, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. MCINTYRE, and Mr. DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 41: Ms. WATERS, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. 
HIMES, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. RANGEL, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. MAFFEI, 
Ms. CLARKE, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. OWENS, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. COURT- 
NEY, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. LARSON of Con- 
necticut, Ms Esty, Mr. HOLT, Mr. PALLONE, 
Mr. SIRES, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. REED, and Mr. 
COLLINS of New York. 

H.R. 55: Mr. KING of New York. 

H.R. 93: Ms. NORTON, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
KEATING, Ms. MOORE, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Mr. MARKEY, and Ms. TSONGAS. 

H.R. 100: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. DINGELL, and Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 107: Mr. THORNBERRY. 

H.R. 134: Mr. LOBIONDO and Mr. BARROW. 

H.R. 148: Mr. NOLAN, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. 
HIMES, Ms. MATSUI, and Mr. YARMUTH. 


EES 


AMENDMENTS 


Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro- 
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 152 
OFFERED By: MR. FRELINGHUYSEN 

AMENDMENT No. 1: Under the heading ‘‘De- 
partment of Agriculture” (but before the 
heading ‘‘Domestic Food Programs’’), insert 
the following: 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
EMERGENCY CONSERVATION ACTIVITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For an additional amount, to remain avail- 
able until expended, for the Emergency Con- 
servation Program under title IV of the Ag- 
riculture Credit Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2201 et 
seq.) for necessary expenses related to the 
consequences of Hurricane Sandy and result- 
ing from a major disaster declared pursuant 
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to the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et 
seq.), $218,000,000, of which $15,000,000 shall be 
available for payments under sections 401 
and 402 of the Agriculture Credit Act of 1978 
(16 U.S.C. 2201, 2202), $180,000,000 shall be 
available for activities under section 403 of 
such Act (Emergency Watershed Protection 
Program; 16 U.S.C. 2203), and $23,000,000 shall 
be available for activities under section 407 
of such Act (Emergency Forest Restoration 
Program; 16 U.S.C. 2206): Provided, That the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall transfer these 
funds to the Farm Service Agency and the 
Natural Resources Conservation Service: 
Provided further, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

At the end of title I, insert the following: 

GENERAL PROVISION—THIS TITLE 


SEC. 101. The Office of Inspector General of 
the Department of Agriculture shall use un- 
obligated disaster assistance oversight funds 
provided to such office in division B of Pub- 
lic Law 110-829 (122 Stat. 3585) for continued 
oversight of Department of Agriculture 
disaster- and emergency-related activities. 

Following the matter in title I, insert the 
following: 

TITLE II 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS, RESEARCH, AND FACILITIES 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operations, 
Research, and Facilities’’, $290,000,000 to re- 
main available until September 30, 2014, as 
follows: 

(1) $50,000,000 for mapping, charting, geod- 
esy services and marine debris surveys for 
coastal States impacted by Hurricane Sandy; 

(2) $7,000,000 to repair and replace ocean ob- 
serving and coastal monitoring assets dam- 
aged by Hurricane Sandy; 

(3) $3,000,000 to provide technical assistance 
to support State assessments of coastal im- 
pacts of Hurricane Sandy; 

(4) $150,000,000 for Regional Ocean Partner- 
ship grants to coastal States impacted by 
Hurricane Sandy; 

(5) $25,000,000 to improve weather fore- 
casting and hurricane intensity forecasting 
capabilities, to include data assimilation 
from ocean observing platforms and sat- 
ellites; 

(6) $50,000,000 for laboratories and coopera- 
tive institutes research activities associated 
with sustained observations weather re- 
search programs, and ocean and coastal re- 
search; and 

(7) $5,000,000 for necessary expenses related 
to fishery disasters resulting from impacts of 
Hurricane Sandy, and as declared by the Sec- 
retary of Commerce in calendar year 2012: 
Provided, That the National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration shall submit a 
spending plan to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate within 45 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act: Provided further, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 

PROCUREMENT, ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Procure- 
ment, Acquisition and Construction”, 
$186,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, as follows: 
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(1) $9,000,000 to repair National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) facili- 
ties damaged by Hurricane Sandy; 

(2) $44,500,000 for repairs and upgrades to 
NOAA hurricane reconnaissance aircraft; 

(3) $8,500,000 for improvements to weather 
forecasting equipment and supercomputer 
infrastructure; 

(4) $13,000,000 to accelerate the National 
Weather Service ground readiness project; 
and 

(5) $111,000,000 for a weather satellite data 
mitigation gap reserve fund: 

Provided, That NOAA shall submit a spend- 
ing plan to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate within 45 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act: Provided further, That 
such amount is designated by the Congress 
as being for an emergency requirement pur- 
suant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$10,020,000: Provided, That such amount is 
designated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$1,000,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS AND 
EXPLOSIVES 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$230,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


FEDERAL PRISON SYSTEM 
BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Buildings 
and Facilities’? for necessary expenses re- 
lated to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy, $10,000,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

SCIENCE 


NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 


CONSTRUCTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
COMPLIANCE AND RESTORATION 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Construc- 
tion and Environmental Compliance and 
Restoration” for repair at National Aero- 
nautics and Space Administration facilities 
damaged by Hurricane Sandy, $15,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2014: 
Provided, That such amount is designated by 
the Congress as being for an emergency re- 
quirement pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) 
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of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def- 
icit Control Act of 1985. 


RELATED AGENCIES 
LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 


PAYMENT TO THE LEGAL SERVICES 
CORPORATION 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Payment to 
the Legal Services Corporation” to carry out 
the purposes of the Legal Services Corpora- 
tion Act by providing for necessary expenses 
related to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy, $1,000,000: Provided, That the amount 
made available under this heading shall be 
used only to provide the mobile resources, 
technology, and disaster coordinators nec- 
essary to provide storm-related services to 
the Legal Services Corporation client popu- 
lation and only in the areas significantly af- 
fected by Hurricane Sandy: Provided further, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985: Provided further, That none of the 
funds appropriated in this Act to the Legal 
Services Corporation shall be expended for 
any purpose prohibited or limited by, or con- 
trary to any of the provisions of, sections 
501, 502, 508, 504, 505, and 506 of Public Law 
105-119, and all funds appropriated in this 
Act to the Legal Services Corporation shall 
be subject to the same terms and conditions 
set forth in such sections, except that all ref- 
erences in sections 502 and 503 to 1997 and 
1998 shall be deemed to refer instead to 2012 
and 2013, respectively, and except that sec- 
tions 501 and 503 of Public Law 104-134 (ref- 
erenced by Public Law 105-119) shall not 
apply to the amount made available under 
this heading: Provided further, That, for the 
purposes of this Act, the Legal Services Cor- 
poration shall be considered an agency of the 
United States Government. 


TITLE III 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—MILITARY 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Army”, $5,370,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2013, for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 


OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Navy’’, $40,015,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2018, for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 


OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Air Force’’, $8,500,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 20138, for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY 
NATIONAL GUARD 
For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Army National Guard’’, 
$3,165,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2013, for necessary expenses re- 
lated to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR NATIONAL 
GUARD 
For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Air National Guard”, 
$5,775,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2013, for necessary expenses re- 
lated to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
PROCUREMENT 
PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY 
For an additional amount for ‘‘Procure- 
ment of Ammunition, Army”, $1,310,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2015, for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 
REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS 
DEFENSE WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS 
For an additional amount for ‘‘Defense 
Working Capital Funds’’, $24,200,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2018, for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 


Strike the matter relating to title II and 
insert the following: 


TITLE IV 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL 
INVESTIGATIONS 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Investiga- 
tions’’ for necessary expenses related to the 
consequences of Hurricane Sandy, $50,000,000, 
to remain available until expended to expe- 
dite at full Federal expense studies of flood 
and storm damage reduction: Provided, That 
using $29,500,000 of the funds provided herein, 
the Secretary of the Army shall expedite and 
complete ongoing flood and storm damage 
reduction studies in areas that were im- 
pacted by Hurricane Sandy in the North At- 
lantic Division of the United States Army 
Corps of Engineers: Provided further, That 
using up to $20,000,000 of the funds provided 
herein, the Secretary shall conduct a com- 
prehensive study to address the flood risks of 
vulnerable coastal populations in areas that 
were affected by Hurricane Sandy within the 
boundaries of the North Atlantic Division of 
the Corps: Provided further, That an interim 
report with an assessment of authorized 
Corps projects for reducing flooding and 
storm risks in the affected area that have 
been constructed or are under construction, 
including construction cost estimates, shall 
be submitted to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
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and the Senate not later than March 1, 2013: 
Provided further, That an interim report iden- 
tifying any previously authorized but 
unconstructed Corps project and any project 
under study by the Corps for reducing flood- 
ing and storm damage risks in the affected 
area, including updated construction cost es- 
timates, that are, or would be, consistent 
with the comprehensive study shall be sub- 
mitted to the appropriate congressional 
committees by May 1, 2013: Provided further, 
That a final report shall be submitted to the 
appropriate congressional committees with- 
in 24 months of the date of enactment of this 
Act: Provided further, That as a part of the 
study, the Secretary shall identify those ac- 
tivities warranting additional analysis by 
the Corps, as well as institutional and other 
barriers to providing protection to the af- 
fected coastal areas: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall conduct the study in co- 
ordination with other Federal agencies, and 
State, local and Tribal officials to ensure 
consistency with other plans to be developed, 
as appropriate: Provided further, That using 
$500,000 of the funds provided herein, the Sec- 
retary shall conduct an evaluation of the 
performance of existing projects constructed 
by the Corps and impacted by Hurricane 
Sandy for the purposes of determining their 
effectiveness and making recommendations 
for improvements thereto: Provided further, 
That as a part of the study, the Secretary 
shall identify institutional and other bar- 
riers to providing comprehensive protection 
to affected coastal areas and shall provide 
this report to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate within 120 days of enactment of 
this Act: Provided further, That the amounts 
in this paragraph are designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985: Provided further, That the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works 
shall provide a monthly report to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate detailing the 
allocation and obligation of these funds, be- 
ginning not later than 60 days after enact- 
ment of this Act. 
CONSTRUCTION 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Construc- 
tion” for necessary expenses related to the 
consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$3,461,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended to rehabilitate, repair and construct 
United States Army Corps of Engineers 
projects: Provided, That $2,902,000,000 of the 
funds provided under this heading shall be 
used to reduce future flood risk in ways that 
will support the long-term sustainability of 
the coastal ecosystem and communities and 
reduce the economic costs and risks associ- 
ated with large-scale flood and storm events 
in areas along the Atlantic Coast within the 
boundaries of the North Atlantic Division of 
the Corps that were affected by Hurricane 
Sandy: Provided further, That $858,000,000 of 
such funds shall be made available not ear- 
lier than 14 days after the Secretary of the 
Army submits the report required under the 
heading ‘‘Investigations’’ to be submitted 
not later than March 1, 2013, and 
$2,044,000,000 shall be made available not ear- 
lier than 14 days after the Secretary submits 
the report required under the heading ‘‘In- 
vestigations” to be submitted not later than 
May 1, 2013: Provided further, That efforts 
using these funds shall incorporate current 
science and engineering standards in con- 
structing previously authorized Corps 
projects designed to reduce flood and storm 
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damage risks and modifying existing Corps 
projects that do not meet these standards, 
with such modifications as the Secretary de- 
termines are necessary to incorporate these 
standards or to meet the goal of providing 
sustainable reduction to flooding and storm 
damage risks: Provided further, That upon ap- 
proval of the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Sen- 
ate these funds may be used to construct any 
project under study by the Corps for reduc- 
ing flooding and storm damage risks in areas 
along the Atlantic Coast within the North 
Atlantic Division of the Corps that were af- 
fected by Hurricane Sandy that the Sec- 
retary determines is technically feasible, 
economically justified, and environmentally 
acceptable: Provided further, That the com- 
pletion of ongoing construction projects re- 
ceiving funds provided by this Act shall be at 
full Federal expense: Provided further, That 
the non-Federal cash contribution for 
projects using these funds shall be financed 
in accordance with the provisions of section 
103(k) of Public Law 99-662 over a period of 30 
years from the date of completion of the 
project or separable element: Provided fur- 
ther, That for these projects, the provisions 
of section 902 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 shall not apply to these 
funds: Provided further, That up to $51,000,000 
of the funds provided under this heading 
shall be used to expedite continuing authori- 
ties projects to reduce the risk of flooding 
along the coastal areas in States impacted 
by Hurricane Sandy within the boundaries of 
the North Atlantic Division of the Corps: 
Provided further, That $9,000,000 of the funds 
provided under this heading shall be used for 
repairs to projects that were under construc- 
tion and damaged by the impacts of Hurri- 
cane Sandy: Provided further, That any 
projects using funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be initiated only after non- 
Federal interests have entered into binding 
agreements with the Secretary requiring the 
non-Federal interests to pay 100 percent of 
the operation, maintenance, repair, replace- 
ment, and rehabilitation costs of the project 
and to hold and save the United States free 
from damages due to the construction or op- 
eration and maintenance of the project, ex- 
cept for damages due to the fault or neg- 
ligence of the United States or its contrac- 
tors: Provided further, That the Assistant 
Secretary of the Army for Civil Works shall 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Sen- 
ate a monthly report detailing the allocation 
and obligation of these funds, beginning not 
later than 60 days after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance” for necessary expenses re- 
lated to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy, $821,000,000, to remain available until 
expended to dredge Federal navigation chan- 
nels and repair damage to United States 
Army Corps of Engineers projects: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985: Provided further, That the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works 
shall provide a monthly report to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate detailing the 
allocation and obligation of these funds, be- 
ginning not later than 60 days after enact- 
ment of this Act. 

FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EMERGENCIES 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Flood Con- 
trol and Coastal Emergencies” for necessary 
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expenses related to the consequences of Hur- 
ricane Sandy, $1,008,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended to prepare for flood, hur- 
ricane, and other natural disasters and sup- 
port emergency operations, repairs and other 
activities as authorized by law: Provided, 
That $430,000,000 of the funds provided herein 
shall be made available not earlier than 14 
days after the Secretary of the Army sub- 
mits the report required under the heading 
“Investigations”? to be submitted not later 
than March 1, 2013, and shall be utilized by 
the United States Army Corps of Engineers 
to restore projects impacted by Hurricane 
Sandy in the North Atlantic Division of the 
Corps to design profiles of the authorized 
projects: Provided further, That the provi- 
sions of section 902 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 shall not apply to 
funds provided under this heading: Provided 
further, That the amounts in this paragraph 
are designated by the Congress as being for 
an emergency requirement pursuant section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro- 
vided further, That the Assistant Secretary of 
the Army for Civil Works shall provide a 
monthly report to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate detailing the allocation and 
obligation of these funds, beginning not later 
than 60 days after enactment of this Act. 


EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Expenses”’ 
for necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $10,000,000, to 
remain available until expended to oversee 
emergency response and recovery activities: 
Provided, That such amount is designated by 
the Congress as being for an emergency re- 
quirement pursuant section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985: Provided further, That 
the Assistant Secretary of the Army for 
Civil Works shall provide a monthly report 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate de- 
tailing the allocation and obligation of these 
funds, beginning not later than 60 days after 
enactment of this Act. 

Redesignate title III as title V, and insert 
after such title designation (but before the 
heading ‘‘Small Business Administration’’) 
the following: 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIVITIES 
FEDERAL BUILDINGS FUND 


For an additional amount to be deposited 
in the ‘‘Federal Buildings Fund’’, $7,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2015, 
for necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, for basic re- 
pair and alteration of buildings under the 
custody and control of the Administrator of 
General Services, and real property manage- 
ment and related activities not otherwise 
provided for: Provided, That such amount is 
designated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

Under the heading ‘‘Small Business Admin- 
istration—Salaries and Expenses’ strike 
‘*$10,000,000’’ and insert ‘*$20,000,000’’. 

Strike the matter relating to ‘‘Small Busi- 
ness Administration—Office of Inspector 
General’’ and insert the following: 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Office of In- 
spector General’’, $5,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That such 
amount is designated by the Congress as 
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being for an emergency requirement pursu- 
ant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 

Strike the matter relating to ‘‘Small Busi- 
ness Administration—Disaster Loans Pro- 
gram Account” and insert the following: 


DISASTER LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for ‘Disaster 
Loans Program Account’’ for the cost of di- 
rect loans authorized by section 7(b) of the 
Small Business Act, $520,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That such 
costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That in addition, for administrative 
expenses to carry out the direct loan pro- 
gram authorized by section 7(b) of the Small 
Business Act, an additional $260,000,000 to re- 
main available until expended, of which 
$250,000,000 is for direct administrative ex- 
penses of loan making and servicing to carry 
out the direct loan program, which may be 
transferred to and merged with the appro- 
priations for Salaries and Expenses, and of 
which $10,000,000 is for indirect administra- 
tive expenses for the direct loan program, 
which may to be transferred to and merged 
with appropriations for Salaries and Ex- 
penses: Provided further, That such amounts 
are designated by the Congress as being for 
an emergency requirement pursuant to sec- 
tion 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

Redesignate title IV as title VI. 

Under the heading ‘‘Department of Home- 
land Security’ (but before the heading 
“Coast Guard’’), insert the following: 


U.S. CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$1,667,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(Gi) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro- 
vided further, That a description of all prop- 
erty to be replaced, with associated costs, 
shall be submitted to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate no later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 


U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS 
ENFORCEMENT 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$855,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro- 
vided further, That a description of all prop- 
erty to be replaced, with associated costs, 
shall be submitted to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate no later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$300,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
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251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro- 
vided further, That a description of all prop- 
erty to be replaced, with associated costs, 
shall be submitted to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate no later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

Under the heading ‘‘Department of Home- 
land Security—Coast Guard—Acquisition, 


Construction, and Improvements”, strike 
‘*$143,899,000’’ and insert ‘‘$274,233,000’’. 
Strike the matter relating to ‘‘Federal 


Emergency Management Agency” and insert 
the following: 


FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
DISASTER RELIEF FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for the ‘‘Disaster 
Relief Fund” in carrying out the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), 
$11,487,735,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That of the total amount 
provided, $5,379,000,000 shall be for major dis- 
asters declared pursuant to the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.): Provided 
further, That the amount in the preceding 
proviso is designated by the Congress as 
being for disaster relief pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(D) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro- 
vided further, That of the total amount pro- 
vided, $6,108,735,000 is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985 which shall be for major disasters 
declared pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.): Provided further, 
That of the total amount provided, $3,000,000 
shall be transferred to the Department of 
Homeland Security ‘‘Office of Inspector Gen- 
eral” for audits and investigations related to 
disasters; Provided further, That the Adminis- 
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency shall publish on the Agency’s 
website not later than 24 hours after an 
award of a public assistance grant under sec- 
tion 406 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5172) that is in excess of $1,000,000, the 
specifics of each such grant award: Provided 
further, That for any mission assignment or 
mission assignment task order to another 
Federal department or agency regarding a 
major disaster, not later than 24 hours after 
the issuance of a mission assignment or task 
order in excess of $1,000,000, the Adminis- 
trator shall publish on the Agency’s website 
the following: the name of the impacted 
state and the disaster declaration for such 
State, the assigned agency, the assistance 
requested, a description of the disaster, the 
total cost estimate, and the amount obli- 
gated: Provided further, That not later than 
10 days after the last day of each month 
until the mission assignment or task order is 
completed and closed out, the Administrator 
shall update any changes to the total cost 
estimate and the amount obligated: Provided 
further, That for a disaster declaration re- 
lated to Hurricane Sandy, the Administrator 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, not later than 5 days after 
the first day of each month beginning after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and shall 
publish on the Agency’s website not later 
than 10 days after the first day of each such 
month, an estimate or actual amount, if 
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available, for the current fiscal year of the 
cost of the following categories of spending: 
public assistance, individual assistance, op- 
erations, mitigation, administrative, and 
any other relevant category (including emer- 
gency measures and disaster resources): Pro- 
vided further, That not later than 10 days 
after the first day of each month beginning 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall publish on the Agency’s 
website the report (referred to as the Dis- 
aster Relief Monthly Report) as required by 
Public Law 112-74. 


DISASTER ASSISTANCE DIRECT LOAN PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Disaster As- 
sistance Direct Loan Program Account” for 
the cost of direct loans, $300,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended, as authorized 
by section 417 of the Robert T. Stafford Dis- 
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 5184), of which up to $4,000,000 is for 
administrative expenses to carry out the di- 
rect loan program: Provided, That such costs, 
including the cost of modifying such loans, 
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Con- 
gressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur- 
ther, That these funds are available to sub- 
sidize gross obligations for the principal 
amount of direct loans not to exceed 
$400,000,000: Provided further, That these 
amounts are designated by the Congress as 
an emergency requirement pursuant to sec- 
tion 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

Under the heading ‘‘Department of Home- 
land Security—Science and Technology—Re- 
search, Development, Acquisition, and Oper- 
ations”, strike ‘‘$585,000” and insert 
‘‘$3,249,000”, and strike ‘‘September 30, 2013” 
and insert ‘‘September 30, 2014”. 

Redesignate section 401 as section 601. 

Redesignate title V as title VII. 

Under the heading ‘‘Department of the In- 
terior—Fish and Wildlife Service—Construc- 
tion’, strike ‘‘$49,875,000’ and insert 
‘$78,000,000. 

Under the heading ‘‘Department of the In- 
terior—National Park Service” (but before 
the heading ‘‘Construction’’), insert the fol- 
lowing: 


HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND 


For an additional amount for the ‘‘Historic 
Preservation Fund’’ for necessary expenses 
related to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy, $50,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2015, including costs to States 
necessary to complete compliance activities 
required by section 106 of the National His- 
toric Preservation Act and costs needed to 
administer the program: Provided, That 
grants shall only be available for areas that 
have received a major disaster declaration 
pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5121 et seq.): Provided further, That in- 
dividual grants shall not be subject to a non- 
Federal matching requirement: Provided fur- 
ther, That such amount is designated by the 
Congress as being for an emergency require- 
ment pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985. 

Under the heading ‘‘Department of the In- 
terior—National Park Service—Construc- 
tion”, strike ‘‘$234,000,000° and insert 
‘*$348,000,000"’. 

Following the matter relating to ‘‘Depart- 
ment of the Interior—Bureau of Safety and 
Environmental Enforcement—Oil Spill Re- 
search’’, insert the following: 
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DEPARTMENTAL OPERATIONS 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for ‘Depart- 
mental Operations’? and any Department of 
the Interior component bureau or office for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $360,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That funds appropriated herein shall be used 
to restore and rebuild national parks, na- 
tional wildlife refuges, and other Federal 
public assets; increase the resiliency and ca- 
pacity of coastal habitat and infrastructure 
to withstand storms and reduce the amount 
of damage caused by such storms: Provided 
further, That the Secretary of the Interior 
may transfer these funds to any other ac- 
count in the Department and may expend 
such funds by direct expenditure, grants, or 
cooperative agreements, including grants to 
or cooperative agreements with States, 
Tribes, and municipalities, to carry out the 
purposes provided herein: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall submit to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate a detailed 
spending plan for the amounts provided here- 
in within 60 days of enactment of this Act: 
Provided further, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(Gi) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS AND MANAGEMENT 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Environ- 
mental Programs and Management” for nec- 
essary expenses related to the consequences 
of Hurricane Sandy, $725,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That such 
amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursu- 
ant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 


HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE SUPERFUND 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Hazardous 
Substance Superfund” for necessary ex- 
penses related to the consequences of Hurri- 
cane Sandy, $2,000,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That such amount 
is designated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK FUND 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Leaking 
Underground Storage Tank Fund” for nec- 
essary expenses related to the consequences 
of Hurricane Sandy, $5,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That such 
amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursu- 
ant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 


STATE AND TRIBAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS 


For an additional amount for “State and 
Tribal Assistance Grants’’, $600,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended, of which 
$500,000,000 shall be for capitalization grants 
for the Clean Water State Revolving Funds 
under title VI of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act, and of which $100,000,000 shall be 
for capitalization grants under section 1452 
of the Safe Drinking Water Act: Provided, 
That notwithstanding section 604(a) of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act and 
section 1452(a)(1)(D) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act, funds appropriated herein shall 
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be provided to States in EPA Region 2 for 
wastewater and drinking water treatment 
works and facilities impacted by Hurricane 
Sandy: Provided further, That notwith- 
standing the requirements of section 603(d) 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, 
for the funds appropriated herein, each State 
shall use not less than 20 percent but not 
more than 30 percent of the amount of its 
capitalization grants to provide additional 
subsidization to eligible recipients in the 
form of forgiveness of principal, negative in- 
terest loans or grants or any combination of 
these: Provided further, That the funds appro- 
priated herein shall only be used for eligible 
projects whose purpose is to reduce flood 
damage risk and vulnerability or to enhance 
resiliency to rapid hydrologic change or a 
natural disaster at treatment works as de- 
fined by section 212 of the Federal Water Pol- 
lution Control Act or any eligible facilities 
under section 1452 of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act, and for other eligible tasks at 
such treatment works or facilities necessary 
to further such purposes: Provided further, 
That the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency may retain up to 
$1,000,000 of the funds appropriated herein for 
management and oversight: Provided further, 
That such amounts are designated by the 
Congress as being for an emergency require- 
ment pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985. 

RELATED AGENCIES 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
FOREST SERVICE 
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT AND MAINTENANCE 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Capital Im- 
provement and Maintenance” for necessary 
expenses related to the consequences of Hur- 
ricane Sandy, $4,400,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That such amount 
is designated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

OTHER RELATED AGENCY 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For an additional amount for ‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$2,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

Redesignate title VI as title VIII, and in- 
sert after such title designation (but before 
the heading ‘‘Department of Health and 
Human Services’’) the following: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING ADMINISTRATION 
TRAINING AND EMPLOYMENT SERVICES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Training 
and Employment Services’’, $25,000,000, for 
the dislocated workers assistance national 
reserve for necessary expenses directly re- 
lated to Hurricane Sandy, which shall be 
available from the date of enactment of this 
Act through September 30, 2013: Provided, 
That the Secretary of Labor may transfer up 
to $3,500,000 of such funds to any other De- 
partment of Labor account for other Hurri- 
cane Sandy reconstruction and recovery 
needs, including worker protection activi- 
ties: Provided further, That such amounts are 
designated by the Congress as being for an 
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emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(Gi) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

Strike the matter relating to ‘‘Department 
of Health and Human Services—Office of the 
Secretary—Public Health and Social Serv- 
ices Emergency Fund” and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 

SERVICES 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
PUBLIC HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES 
EMERGENCY FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Public 
Health and Social Services Emergency 
Fund” for disaster response and recovery, 
and other expenses directly related to Hurri- 
cane Sandy, including making payments 
under the Head Start Act and additional 
payments for distribution as provided for 
under the ‘‘Social Services Block Grant Pro- 
gram”, $800,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2015: Provided, That $100,000,000 
shall be transferred to ‘‘Children and Fami- 
lies Services Programs’’ for the Head Start 
program for the purposes provided herein: 
Provided further, That $500,000,000 shall be 
transferred to ‘‘Social Services Block Grant” 
for the purposes provided herein: Provided 
further, That section 2002(c) of the Social Se- 
curity Act shall be applied to funds appro- 
priated in the preceding proviso by sub- 
stituting ‘‘succeeding 2 fiscal years’’ for 
“succeeding fiscal year’’: Provided further, 
That not less than $5,000,000 shall be trans- 
ferred to the Department of Health and 
Human Services (“HHS”) “Office of Inspec- 
tor General” to perform oversight, account- 
ability, and evaluation of programs, projects, 
or activities supported with the funds pro- 
vided for the purposes provided herein: Pro- 
vided further, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the distribution of 
any amount shall be limited to the States di- 
rectly affected by Hurricane Sandy and 
which have been declared by the President as 
a major disaster under title IV of the Robert 
T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency 
Assistance Act for Hurricane Sandy: Provided 
further, That none of the funds appropriated 
in this paragraph shall be included in the 
calculation of the ‘‘base grant”? in subse- 
quent fiscal years, as such term is defined in 
sections 640(a)(7)(A), 641A(h)(1)(B), or 
644(d)(8) of the Head Start Act: Provided fur- 
ther, That funds appropriated in this para- 
graph are not subject to the allocation re- 
quirements of section 640(a) of the Head 
Start Act: Provided further, That funds ap- 
propriated in this paragraph for the Social 
Services Block Grant are in addition to the 
entitlement grants authorized by section 
2002(a)(1) of the Social Security Act and shall 
not be available for such entitlement grants: 
Provided further, That in addition to other 
uses permitted by title XX of the Social Se- 
curity Act, funds appropriated in this para- 
graph for the Social Services Block Grant 
may be used for health services (including 
mental health services), and for costs of ren- 
ovating, repairing, or rebuilding health care 
facilities, child care facilities, or other social 
services facilities: Provided further, That the 
remaining $195,000,000 appropriated in this 
paragraph may be transferred by the Sec- 
retary of HHS (‘‘Secretary’’) to accounts 
within HHS, and shall be available only for 
the purposes provided in this paragraph: Pro- 
vided further, That the transfer authority 
provided in this paragraph is in addition to 
any other transfer authority available in 
this or any other Act: Provided further, That 
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15 days prior to the transfer of funds appro- 
priated in this paragraph, the Secretary 
shall notify the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate of any such transfer and the 
planned uses of the funds: Provided further, 
That obligations incurred for the purposes 
provided herein prior to the date of enact- 
ment of this Act may be charged to funds ap- 
propriated by this paragraph: Provided fur- 
ther, That funds appropriated in this para- 
graph and transferred to the National Insti- 
tutes of Health for the purpose of supporting 
the repair or rebuilding of non-Federal bio- 
medical or behavioral research facilities 
damaged as a result of Hurricane Sandy shall 
be used to award grants or contracts for such 
purpose under section 404I of the Public 
Health Service Act: Provided further, That 
section 481A(c)(2) of such Act does not apply 
to the use of funds described in the preceding 
proviso: Provided further, That funds appro- 
priated in this paragraph shall not be avail- 
able for costs that are reimbursed by the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency, 
under a contract for insurance, or by self-in- 
surance: Provided further, That such amounts 
are designated by the Congress as being for 
an emergency requirement pursuant to sec- 
tion 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
Redesignate title VII as title IX. 
Strike title VIII and insert the following: 


TITLE X 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Facilities 
and Equipment’’, $30,000,000, to be derived 
from the Airport and Airway Trust Fund and 
to remain available until expended, for nec- 
essary expenses related to the consequences 
of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, That such 
amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursu- 
ant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 


FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
EMERGENCY RELIEF PROGRAM 


For an additional amount for the ‘‘Emer- 
gency Relief Program” as authorized under 
section 125 of title 23, United States Code, 
$2,022,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That the obligations for 
projects under this section resulting from a 
single natural disaster or a single cata- 
strophic failure in a State shall not exceed 
$100,000,000, and the total obligations for 
projects under this section in any fiscal year 
in the Virgin Islands, Guam, American 
Samoa, and the Commonwealth of the North- 
ern Mariana Islands shall not exceed 
$20,000,000: Provided further, That notwith- 
standing the preceding proviso, the Sec- 
retary of Transportation may obligate more 
than $100,000,000, but not more than 
$500,000,000, for a single natural disaster 
event in a State for emergency relief 
projects arising from damage caused in cal- 
endar year 2012 by Hurricane Sandy: Provided 
further, That no funds provided in this Act 
shall be used for section 125(g) of such title: 
Provided further, That the amount provided 
under this heading is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 


January 4, 2013 


FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL RAILROAD 
PASSENGER CORPORATION 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Grants to 
the National Railroad Passenger Corpora- 
tion” for the Secretary of Transportation to 
make capital and debt service grants to the 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation to 
advance capital projects that address North- 
east Corridor infrastructure recovery and re- 
siliency in the affected areas, $86,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That none of the funds may be used to sub- 
sidize operating losses of the Corporation: 
Provided further, That as a condition of eligi- 
bility for receipt of such funds, the Corpora- 
tion shall not, after the enactment of this 
Act, use any funds provided for Capital and 
Debt Service Grants to the National Rail- 
road Passenger Corporation in this Act or 
any other Act for operating expenses, which 
includes temporary transfers of such funds: 
Provided further, That the Administrator of 
the Federal Railroad Administration may re- 
tain up to one-half of 1 percent of the funds 
provided under this heading to fund the 
award and oversight by the Administrator of 
grants made under this heading: Provided fur- 
ther, That for an additional amount for the 
Secretary to make operating subsidy grants 
to the National Railroad Passenger Corpora- 
tion for necessary repairs related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $32,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided 
further, That each amount under this head- 
ing is designated by the Congress as being 
for an emergency requirement pursuant to 
section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION EMERGENCY RELIEF 
PROGRAM 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the ‘Public Transportation Emer- 
gency Relief Program” as authorized under 
section 5324 of title 49, United States Code, 
$10,900,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, for recovery and relief efforts in the 
areas most affected by Hurricane Sandy: Pro- 
vided, That not more than $2,000,000,000 shall 
be made available not later than 60 days 
after the enactment of this Act: Provided fur- 
ther, That the remainder of the funds shall 
be made available only after the Federal 
Transit Administration and the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency sign the 
Memorandum of Agreement required by sec- 
tion 20017(b) of the Moving Ahead for 
Progress in the 21st Century Act (Public Law 
112-141) and the Federal Transit Administra- 
tion publishes interim regulations for the 
Public Transportation Emergency Relief 
Program: Provided further, That of the funds 
provided under this heading, the Secretary of 
Transportation may transfer up to 
$5,383,000,000 to the appropriate agencies to 
fund programs authorized under titles 23 and 
49, United States Code, in order to carry out 
projects related to reducing risk of damage 
from future disasters in areas impacted by 
Hurricane Sandy: Provided further, That the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate shall be 
notified at least 15 days in advance of any 
such transfer: Provided further, That up to 
three-quarters of 1 percent of the funds re- 
tained for public transportation emergency 
relief shall be available for the purposes of 
administrative expenses and ongoing pro- 
gram management oversight as authorized 
under 49 U.S.C. 5334 and 5338(i)(2) and shall be 
in addition to any other appropriations for 
such purposes: Provided further, That, of the 
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funds made available under this heading, 
$6,000,000 shall be transferred to the Office of 
Inspector General to support the oversight of 
activities funded under this heading: Pro- 
vided further, That such amounts are des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(Gi) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Community 
Development Fund”, $16,000,000,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2017, for 
necessary expenses related to disaster relief, 
long-term recovery, restoration of infra- 
structure and housing, and economic revital- 
ization in the most impacted and distressed 
areas resulting from a major disaster de- 
clared pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) due to Hurricane 
Sandy and other eligible events in calendar 
years 2011, 2012, and 2013, for activities au- 
thorized under title I of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Provided, That funds 
shall be awarded directly to the State or 
unit of general local government as a grant- 
ee at the discretion of the Secretary of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall allocate to grantees 
not less than 33 percent of the funds provided 
under this heading within 60 days after the 
enactment of this Act based on the best 
available data: Provided further, That prior to 
the obligation of funds, a grantee shall sub- 
mit a plan to the Secretary for approval de- 
tailing the proposed use of all funds, includ- 
ing criteria for eligibility and how the use of 
these funds will address long-term recovery 
and restoration of infrastructure and hous- 
ing and economic revitalization in the most 
impacted and distressed areas: Provided fur- 
ther, That the Secretary shall by notice 
specify the criteria for approval of such 
plans within 45 days of enactment of this 
Act: Provided further, That if the Secretary 
determines that a plan does not meet such 
criteria, the Secretary shall disapprove the 
plan: Provided further, That funds provided 
under this heading may not be used for ac- 
tivities reimbursable by or for which funds 
are made available by the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency or the Army 
Corps of Engineers: Provided further, That 
funds allocated under this heading shall not 
be considered relevant to the non-disaster 
formula allocations made pursuant to sec- 
tion 106 of the Housing and Community De- 
velopment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5306): Pro- 
vided further, That a grantee may use up to 
5 percent of its allocation for administrative 
costs: Provided further, That a grantee shall 
administer grant funds provided under this 
heading in accordance with all applicable 
laws and regulations and may not delegate, 
by contract or otherwise, the responsibility 
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for administering such grant funds: Provided 
further, That as a condition of making any 
grant, the Secretary shall certify in advance 
that such grantee has in place proficient fi- 
nancial controls and procurement processes 
and has established adequate procedures to 
prevent any duplication of benefits as de- 
fined by section 312 of the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5155), to ensure timely expend- 
iture of funds, to maintain comprehensive 
websites regarding all disaster recovery ac- 
tivities assisted with these funds, and to de- 
tect and prevent waste, fraud, and abuse of 
funds: Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall provide grantees with technical assist- 
ance on contracting and procurement proc- 
esses and shall require grantees, in con- 
tracting or procuring these funds, to incor- 
porate performance requirements and pen- 
alties into any such contracts or agree- 
ments: Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall require grantees to maintain on a pub- 
lic website information accounting for how 
all grant funds are used, including details of 
all contracts and ongoing procurement proc- 
esses: Provided further, That, in admin- 
istering the funds under this heading, the 
Secretary may waive, or specify alternative 
requirements for, any provision of any stat- 
ute or regulation that the Secretary admin- 
isters in connection with the obligation by 
the Secretary or the use by the recipient of 
these funds (except for requirements related 
to fair housing, nondiscrimination, labor 
standards, and the environment) pursuant to 
a determination by the Secretary that good 
cause exists for the waiver or alternative re- 
quirement and that such action is not incon- 
sistent with the overall purposes of title I of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Provided 
further, That, notwithstanding the preceding 
proviso, recipients of funds provided under 
this heading that use such funds to supple- 
ment Federal assistance provided under sec- 
tions 402, 403, 404, 406, 407, or 502 of the Rob- 
ert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) 
may adopt, without review or public com- 
ment, any environmental review, approval, 
or permit performed by a Federal agency, 
and such adoption shall satisfy the respon- 
sibilities of the recipient with respect to 
such environmental review, approval or per- 
mit: Provided further, That, notwithstanding 
section 104(g)(2) of the Housing and Commu- 
nity Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5304(¢)(2)), the Secretary may, upon receipt 
of a request for release of funds and certifi- 
cation, immediately approve the release of 
funds for an activity or project assisted 
under this heading if the recipient has adopt- 
ed an environmental review, approval or per- 
mit under the preceding proviso or the activ- 
ity or project is categorically excluded from 
review under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.): Pro- 
vided further, That a waiver granted by the 
Secretary may not reduce the percentage of 
funds that must be used for activities that 
benefit persons of low and moderate income 
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to less than 50 percent, unless the Secretary 
specifically finds that there is a compelling 
need to further reduce or eliminate the per- 
centage requirement: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall publish in the Federal 
Register any waiver of any statute or regula- 
tion that the Secretary administers pursu- 
ant to title I of the Housing and Community 
Development Act of 1974 no later than 5 days 
before the effective date of such waiver: Pro- 
vided further, That, of the funds made avail- 
able under this heading, up to $10,000,000 may 
be transferred to ‘‘Program Office Salaries 
and Expenses, Community Planning and De- 
velopment” for necessary costs, including in- 
formation technology costs, of administering 
and overseeing funds made available under 
this heading: Provided further, That of the 
funds made available under this heading, 
$10,000,000 shall be transferred to ‘‘Office of 
the Inspector General’’ for necessary costs of 
overseeing and auditing funds made avail- 
able under this heading: Provided further, 
That the amounts provided under this head- 
ing are designated by the Congress as being 
for an emergency requirement pursuant to 
section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS TITLE 


SEC. 1001. For fiscal year 2018, upon request 
by a public housing agency and supported by 
documentation as required by the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development that 
demonstrates that the need for the adjust- 
ment is due to the disaster, the Secretary 
may make temporary adjustments to the 
section 8 housing choice voucher annual re- 
newal funding allocations and administra- 
tive fee eligibility determinations for public 
housing agencies in an area for which the 
President declared a disaster during such fis- 
cal year under title IV of the Robert T. Staf- 
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist- 
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170 et seq.), to avoid sig- 
nificant adverse funding impacts that would 
otherwise result from the disaster. 

Src. 1002. The Departments of Transpor- 
tation and Housing and Urban Development 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate within 45 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act a plan for im- 
plementing the provisions in this title, and 
updates to such plan on a biannual basis 
thereafter. 

Src. 1003. None of the funds provided in 
this title to the Department of Transpor- 
tation or the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development may be used to make a 
grant unless the Secretary of such Depart- 
ment notifies the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate not less than 3 full business days 
before any project, State or locality is se- 
lected to receive a grant award totaling 
$1,000,000 or more is announced by either De- 
partment or a modal administration. 


Redesignate title IX and sections 901 
through 904 as title XI and sections 1101 
through 1104, respectively. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


HONORING THE EXEMPLARY CA- 
REER OF SHERIFF RANDALL A. 
WELLINGTON 


HON. TIM RYAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the career of an exemplary public 
servant, Sheriff Randall A. Wellington. Sheriff 
Wellington will be retiring this year after serv- 
ing the Ohio Mahoning County with distinction 
during a career that spanned seven decades. 

After serving as a Sergeant in the United 
States Army during the Korean War, Sheriff 
Wellington joined the Youngstown Police 
Force as a cadet in 1957. He was later pro- 
moted to Sergeant in 1966, Vice Squad Chief 
in 1970, Lieutenant in 1972, Captain in 1973, 
and Police Chief in 1984. After four decades 
serving the people of the Mahoning County 
and its largest city, Youngstown, Mr. Wel- 
lington became the County Sheriff on August 
28, 1999. 

Sheriff Wellington, who is affectionately 
known as a soft-spoken, but firm leader, has 
many achievements to accompany his long 
and distinguished career. Among those 
achievements are the creation of the Senior- 
citizens Watch Program and the Day-Report- 
ing Program. The latter program, initiated in 
2006, allowed misdemeanor offenders to 
serve time doing community service rather 
than being incarcerated, which has saved the 
county about $1 million since enactment. 
Other initiatives introduced by Sheriff Wel- 
lington are the Reserve Deputy Program, Un- 
derwater Diving Team, Crisis Response Team, 
Hostage Negotiations Team and the Youth Ex- 
plorer’s Unit. 

| want to extend my warmest thanks to 
Sheriff Wellington for his lifelong devotion to 
protecting and serving the people of Mahoning 
County. His long and illustrious career will not 
be forgotten and | would like to wish him all 
the best in his well-deserved retirement. The 
city of Youngstown and Mahoning County will 
forever be indebted to Sheriff Randall A. Wel- 
lington for his outstanding service. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF GUYER HIGH 
SCHOOL 


HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the Guyer High School Wildcats 
of Denton, Texas upon their first state football 
title. Winning the Class 4A state championship 
takes great determination, discipline, and team 
work. The long hours of practice over many 


months helped the Wildcats win many games 
on the way to the state championship. | am 
impressed by the Wildcats’ work ethic and 
skill, and know that they will continue to rep- 
resent their high school well. 

The Guyer football team has a talented and 
dedicated head coach, John Walsh, who to 
my understanding told the team the state title 
was theirs from the beginning. Jerrod Heard, 
the school’s junior quarterback, seemed to be- 
lieve his coach. During the state championship 
game, he led the Wildcats to victory from be- 
hind with assistance from defensive end 
Conor Allen who forced a fumble towards the 
end of the game and from Ellis Jefferson with 
two touchdown throws, one for a 71-yard 
touchdown. 

| am pleased to join their classmates, teach- 
ers, friends, family and the Denton community 
in honoring the athletic achievement of the 
Guyer Wildcats’ football team for winning their 
first state championship. It is my privilege to 
serve you all in the U.S. House of Represent- 
atives. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE ELEC- 
TION OF NARENDRA MODI AS 
CHIEF MINISTER OF GUJARAT, 
INDIA 


HON. AARON SCHOCK 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. SCHOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of the election of Narendra Modi 
as third term Chief Minister of Gujarat, India. 
Running on a platform of economic prosperity 
for all, and having two terms of proven results 
behind him, Mr. Modi was elected by a diverse 
coalition of voters from every religion, edu- 
cation level, and class of society. His message 
cuts across dividing lines and highlights what 
unites, rather than what divides, those he rep- 
resents. 

In both the United States and India, every 
election is an affirmation, not just of those who 
the people choose to elect, but of the very 
foundation on which our societies are built— 
the idea that the power of government rests 
with the governed. Mr. Modi understands the 
great responsibility entrusted to elected offi- 
cials, and he has used his position to advo- 
cate for sound economic policies that have 
grown the economy of Gujarat at an aston- 
ishing rate over his past two terms. Busi- 
nesses flock to Gujarat, creating jobs and rais- 
ing the standard of living for its citizens. The 
successes achieved through Mr. Modi’s lead- 
ership have drawn praise from his countrymen 
and observers abroad, as well as from the In- 
dian Diaspora around the world. 

Indian-Americans who live and work in my 
district in Illinois and around the United States 
have contributed greatly to the culture and 


prosperity of our country. | join with them 
today in congratulating Narendra Modi on his 
election and extending my best wishes for his 
third term as Chief Minister of Gujarat. 


ee 


THE 30TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
ORPHAN DRUG ACT 


HON. HENRY A. WAXMAN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, as we begin a 
new Congress with many disappointments be- 
hind us and many challenges before us, ld 
like to take a moment to note legislation that 
has proven successful beyond all expecta- 
tions—the Orphan Drug Act. And I'd also like 
to note the recent passing of one of that bill’s 
first champions—Jack Klugman. 

Before 1983, people suffering from a rare 
disease had little or no hope that a treatment 
or cure would be developed, despite the fact 
that many potential treatments for those dis- 
eases existed. By definition, the market for a 
drug for rare disease was too small to attract 
drug companies to do the research and go 
through the approval process. It was a classic 
case of market failure. And, for better or for 
worse, pharmaceutical research usually de- 
pends on the market. 

So we had to invent an incentive for the 
pharmaceutical industry to do something that 
was squarely in the public interest. We had to 
make the development of orphan treatments 
something companies themselves wanted to 
do. 

To do so, we created incentives: intellectual- 
property protections, tax benefits, and regu- 
latory advantages. But, like many good bills on 
complicated issues, the Orphan Drug Act got 
bogged down. 

And that’s when the unexpected champion 
emerged—the Hollywood actor Jack Klugman. 
He was a big star and he had read about the 
problems of people with rare diseases. He 
used his television show, Quincy, to highlight 
the issue. (The show even hired people with 
rare diseases to serve as extras in a fictional 
demonstration outside the Capitol.) He was a 
witness before the Subcommittee on Health 
and the Environment, which | chaired. He 
went on to bring national attention to this prob- 
lem that affected many, many people—but 
people in groups so small that they could 
never on their own get the help they needed. 

The bill passed the House. Ultimately, with 
the help of my friend and colleague, Senator 
ORRIN HATCH, it also passed the Senate. 
President Reagan signed it into law on Janu- 
ary 4, 1983. 

And the rest, as they say, is history—good 
history. The Act has been very successful. 
Over the thirty years between then and now, 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 


January 4, 2013 


hundreds of orphan drugs have been ap- 
proved and millions of Americans with rare 
diseases have been helped. 

There is still a lot to be done. There are 
thousands of rare diseases without treatments. 
The cost of many orphan drugs and many 
other drugs is still far too high. But this Act 
and the amendments made to it since then 
have made great progress. 

I’m sad to say that Jack Klugman died last 
week. He’d had a great career in entertain- 
ment and he will be remembered for that. But 
we can also all be grateful to him for his star- 
ring role in bringing this bill to the public and 
helping it become law. And we in the Con- 
gress can be proud of what the Orphan Drug 
Act has done. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. MICK MULVANEY 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. MULVANEY. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 4 | missed rollcall No. 4 on January 3, 
2013. | was with my family and unable to 
make it to the floor. 

Had | been present, | would have voted 


» 


aye”. 
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IN MEMORY OF MURRAY 
GALINSON 


HON. SUSAN A. DAVIS 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
with great sorrow to mourn the passing of one 
of San Diego’s greatest leaders and humani- 
tarians, Murray Galinson. 

Every city should have a Murray Galinson. 
On paper, Murray’s impressive biography tells 
of a bank CEO and President, the head of a 
local synagogue, a former assistant U.S. attor- 
ney, a member of the board of trustees for 
California State University and a philanthropist 
playing a pivotal role in developing so many 
local charities. 

But in life, Murray was so much more than 
that. Murray was San Diego’s go to person. 
When you wanted to know anything you went 
to Murray. When you wanted to vent frustra- 
tion, you went to Murray. When you wanted 
someone to talk to, you went to Murray. 

He was a very, very special person at the 
center of everything. For someone so promi- 
nent Murray was not intimidating. He was 
open to me almost 40 years ago at the begin- 
ning of my career as he has been to so many 
other people starting careers in public service. 
He has mentored countless people who have 
gone on to be great successes in the San 
Diego community. 

Perhaps most striking was Murray’s deep 
care for the city of San Diego and how he 
translated that into political and charitable ac- 
tion. Murray was not involved in politics to be 
a power broker or to push an ambitious par- 
tisan agenda. Murray wanted to support who- 
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ever he thought would make the city stronger 
for the long haul. He really cared who was in 
office and supported people from the very be- 
ginning. He was a leading Democrat but he 
crossed the aisle and supported Republicans 
when he thought that was the right thing to do. 

Murray was such a great listener. And he 
was supportive and insightful. And he was 
funny. He was warm and witty and never shy 
about telling it like it is. | never had a con- 
versation with Murray that | didn’t walk away 
from feeling generally better. 

Originally from Minnesota, Murray never lost 
his Midwestern sensibility. We’re so fortunate 
in San Diego that Murray left the Minnesota 
snow behind him and brightened the lives of 
so many people in our city. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. MIKE McINTYRE 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. MCINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, due to a med- 
ical emergency, | was unable to be present for 
three votes on January 3, 2013. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “no” on rollcall 
Vote 4, “aye” on rollcall Vote 5, and “no” on 
rolicall Vote 6. 


a 


113TH CONGRESS OPENING DAY 
STATEMENT 


HON. YVETTE D. CLARKE 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker, as 
we start the 113th Congress, | am honored to 
once again join my colleagues in serving the 
American people—especially my constituents 
in the Ninth District of New York. We have an 
opportunity to look forward, to end the par- 
tisanship that has undermined efforts to se- 
cure our future as a nation. 

| am disappointed to say that | can hardly 
imagine a worse end to a session of Congress 
than the one we have just witnessed. In our 
labored efforts to avoid a disastrous tumble 
over the “fiscal cliff,’ we lost sight of a far less 
figurative disaster. 

The families harmed by Hurricane Sandy— 
those people whose homes and businesses 
were threatened by the storm—have the right 
to demand action from this Congress. Yet, this 
Congress was unable to enact a proposal for 
relief, to provide the assistance people need 
to start the recovery. | call on my colleagues 
to support emergency supplemental appropria- 
tions for areas affected by Hurricane Sandy. 

Fixing the mistakes of yesterday, however, 
will be only part of the solution. We have a 
more important responsibility in this 113th 
Congress—to demonstrate to the American 
people that these failures were not examples 
of a serious problem within the Congress itself 
that prevents us from working with each other 
to fulfill our responsibilities. 

We have opportunities in this session of 
Congress to work together, as Democrats and 
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Republicans, but more importantly, as Ameri- 
cans, to resolve the issues that are important 
to people in every community in this nation. 
As the tragedy in Newtown demonstrated, we 
must enact gun control laws that prevent mass 
murder and re-institute the ban on assault 
weapons and high-capacity magazines. We 
must end gun trafficking. 

It is my hope that we address immigration 
reform, specifically the enactment of the 
DREAM Act. This act, which provides legal 
status and a path to citizenship to undocu- 
mented immigrants who arrived in the United 
States as minors, will benefit every person in 
our society. This act will allow millions of 
young Americans to participate in our econ- 
omy, our system of higher education, and the 
society more generally. 

Other legislation of importance that must be 
addressed immediately is the reauthorization 
of the Violence Against Women Act, the Farm 
Bill, postal reform, cybersecurity, and seques- 
tration legislation. 

Let us come together, in this 113th Con- 
gress, to fulfill our duties as representatives of 
the people of the United States. Let us estab- 
lish the foundations of a prosperity shared by 
every family in this nation, security from the 
threat of natural disasters and acts of ter- 
rorism, and a political process of which the 
American people are proud. 


Ee 


IN HONOR OF RITA LEVI- 
MONTALCINI 


HON. MICHAEL E. CAPUANO 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor 
the memory and the heroic example of Rita 
Levi-Montalcini, Nobel Laureate in Medicine 
and Senator-for-Life of the Republic of Italy. 
My constituents in our district’s universities, re- 
search institutes and teaching hospitals join 
me in this homage. Dr. Allen Mitchell, Pro- 
fessor of Epidemiology and Pediatrics at Bos- 
ton University, studied with her and with her 
mentor, Victor Hamburger. Everyone, he re- 
membered, recognized the “enormity of her 
contributions.” “But,” he continued, “those of 
us privileged to interact directly with her saw 
Dr. Rita Levi-Montalcini as a role model who 
combined scientific passion and rigor with a 
great sense of humanity.” 

Edward A. Kravitz, George Packer Berry 
Professor of Neurobiology at the Harvard 
Medical School recalled that Dr. Levi- 
Montalcini was unfailingly kind and gracious to 
young researchers, welcoming them to her lab 
and her circle of distinguished colleagues. He 
was touched by her warmth and inspired by 
her eagerness always to know more. 

Rita Levi-Montalcini was born in Turin in 
1909, one of four children of an educated fam- 
ily, her father an engineer and mathematician, 
her mother, like her twin sister Paola, a gifted 
painter. The arts were thought appropriate 
pastimes for young ladies, but science was 
not, and her first struggle was convincing her 
father to let her study medicine. She grad- 
uated, summa cum laude, in Medicine and 
Surgery in 1936 and began a specialization in 
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neurology and psychiatry. Two years later, 
Mussolini promulgated racial laws based on 
those already in effect in Nazi Germany, bar- 
ring Jews from universities. Rita Levi- 
Montalcini’s second and most remarkable 
struggle was to continue her research alone 
and in secret. She cultivated chick embryos in 
her bedroom and studied them closely. Her in- 
spiration, she always acknowledged, came 
from a paper by Victor Hamburger, pioneer of 
experimental embryology. Hamburger, like 
many of the most prominent German and 
Italian scientists, was at that time already in 
the United States. She chose to remain in 
Italy, confident that her country would return to 
its democratic principles. She was associated 
with the struggle for Liberation and, in the time 
of greatest danger, moved her laboratory into 
the countryside where she and her family 
found refuge. When Florence was freed, she 
practiced medicine, for the only time in her 
life, among refugees fleeing the fighting that 
still raged in northern Italy. 

After the war, Dr. Levi-Montalcini joined 
Hamburger at Washington University in St. 
Louis. There began her collaboration with Dr. 
Stanley Cohen with whom she shared the 
Nobel Prize in Physiology or Medicine in 1986. 
Together they studied the biochemistry of 
nerve growth and revolutionized the study of 
cell growth and development. She flourished 
at Washington University but always main- 
tained close ties to Italy and to a new genera- 
tion of Italian scientists. She helped found the 
Institute of Cell Biology in Rome and became 
its first director. She died in Rome on Decem- 
ber 30 at the age of 103. She continues to in- 
spire us, and we do well to remember her 
brave advice, “Above all, do not fear difficult 
moments. The best comes from them.” 


IN HONOR OF CAROL WALTER 
HON. JOE COURTNEY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the life and legacy of Carol Walter of 
the Connecticut Coalition to End Homeless- 
ness (CCEH). A tireless advocate for our 
State’s most vulnerable citizens, Carol passed 
away on Thursday, December 27th. 

Carol’s dedication to people and service 
was apparent in her extensive achievements 
and contributions to our State. She began her 
career working in shelters in many of the larg- 
est communities across the State. Displaying 
a knack for leadership and an entrepreneurial 
spirit, Carol moved on to the Connecticut Aids 
Resource Coalition where she founded the 
National Working Positive Coalition. She be- 
came director of CCEH in 2006. 

While heading the Coalition, she helped in- 
stitute greater coordination of services among 
nonprofits, managed the annual Point-In-Time 
homeless census, and led the State in rapid 
re-housing and shelter diversion strategies. 
Carol's years of dedication and tireless hard 
work impacted countless lives across our 
State. Due in large degree to Carol’s leader- 
ship statewide, there has been historic 
progress made in the effort to combat home- 
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lessness in Connecticuts Second Congres- 
sional District. 

Caroľs passing marks an irreplaceable loss 
for our community, for the fight against home- 
lessness, and the battle to provide justice for 
underserved communities. Carol leaves be- 
hind a lasting legacy of passionate service to 
those in need. | ask my colleagues to join me 
today in honoring Carol’s life and accomplish- 
ments. 


HONORING COLONEL SAMI D. SAID 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Colonel Sami D. Said for his many 
years of dedication and service to the United 
States. After almost two years of serving as 
Commander for the 144th Fighter Wing, Cali- 
fornia Air National Guard, Colonel Said will be 
promoted to the rank of Brigadier General and 
will serve a tour in Afghanistan. 

Colonel Said has devoted his life to serving 
the United States. He began his career in 
1991 at the 159th Fighter Squadron in Jack- 
sonville, Florida where he was a Pilot Trainee 
and then an F—16 Fighter Pilot. Colonel Said 
held other duties at the 159th Fighter Squad- 
ron, including Chief of Standardization and 
Evaluation, Instructor Pilot, Weapons Officer, 
and Squadron Operations Officer. 

In June 2003, Colonel Said completed his 
time with the 159th Fighter Squadron and 
went on to become the Commander of the 
125th Aircraft Maintenance Squadron. He was 
also the Wing Special Projects Officer (ORI) 
and the Chief of Wing Operations for the 
125th Fighter Wing. After spending two years 
with the 125th Fighter Wing, Colonel Said 
served as a National Security Fellow at Har- 
vard Kennedy School of Government. 

Colonel Said worked in Washington, DC, for 
three years serving at the Pentagon from 2008 
to 2011. He worked in the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense as a Military Assistant to the 
Department of Defense Transition Team and 
Chief of Staff/Senior Military Assistant to the 
Under Secretary of Defense, Acquisition, 
Technology and Logistics. 

Along with his vast experience and knowl- 
edge, Colonel Said has received numerous 
awards and decorations. These include the 
Defense Superior Service Medal, Meritorious 
Service Medal with three oak leaf clusters, 
Combat Readiness Medal with five oak leaf 
clusters, Armed Forces Expeditionary Medal, 
and Global War on Terrorism Service Medal. 

In April 2011, Colonel Said became the 
Commander for the 144th Fighter Wing in 
Fresno, California. While he was in Fresno for 
a short period of time, our community bene- 
fited from his time here. We will be sad to see 
him go. As he moves on to proudly serve our 
country overseas in Afghanistan, Colonel 
Said’s expertise and many years of experi- 
ence will be greatly missed at the 144th Fight- 
er Wing. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating Colonel Sami Said on his up- 
coming promotion to the rank of Brigadier 
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General and wish him well in his next tour of 
service. Our country will always be gracious 
for his hard work and unwavering service. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. MICK MULVANEY 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, January 4, 2013 

Mr. MULVANEY. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 5, | missed rollcall No. 5 on January 3, 
2013. | was with my family and unable to 
make it to the floor. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “no.” 


TRIBUTE TO DR. SHELDON KAPEN 
HON. CANDICE S. MILLER 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | 
would like to pay tribute to the memory of a 
great citizen of the State of Michigan, the late 
Dr. Sheldon Kapen. Sadly, Dr. Kapen passed 
away on Thanksgiving Day at the age of 77. 

He was the longtime Chairman of the De- 
partment of Neurology at the John V. Dingell 
Veterans Administration Hospital in Detroit and 
a leading figure in the field of sleep disorders 
research who made many outstanding discov- 
eries and contributions. The plaque which 
honors him at the VA hospital calls Dr. Kapen 
“A Physician, a teacher, a scientist, a leader, 
and a friend”. 

My sincerest condolences go out to his fam- 
ily. | would like to place into the RECORD an 
article from the VA Hospital bulletin on the oc- 
casion of the naming of the Sheldon Kapen 
Sleep Laboratory last year as well as an obit- 
uary that appeared in the Wayne State Univer- 
sity newspaper. 

DETROIT VAMC SLEEP CLINIC HONORS DR. 

KAPEN 
(By Alysse Mengason) 

This fall, the Detroit VAMC staff and pa- 
tients paid tribute to one of its long-time 
physicians, hanging a plaque in his honor in 
the sleep clinic. 

Dr. Sheldon Kapen’s legacy is represented 
in the sleep lab, which he founded in 1985, 
when he took over a new 2 bed unit in the old 
Detroit VAMC in Allen Park. Dr. Kapen 
started the first sleep lab in any VA facility. 
Dr. Kapen achieved many successes over the 
years. Among the grants he won, Dr. Kapen 
received a VA Research Grant to study 
stroke and sleep. 

When the Detroit VA Medical Center 
moved to Detroit and became the John D. 
Dingell VA Medical Center, Dr. Kapen was 
able to expand the clinic into a new 8 bed fa- 
cility with state of the art equipment and 
more staff. 

Dr. Kapen’s sleep medicine and laboratory 
was the first VA sleep lab to be accredited, 
and approximately the 20th in the nation 
(there are now about 1,000 accredited sleep 
labs in the U.S.). He also had the first VA- 
based accredited fellowship program in 1989 
(the 4th overall in the country) and it has 
also been reaccredited multiple times. 

In his more than 30 years with the VA, Dr. 
Kapen has trained dozens of physicians, and 
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continues to train and supervise sleep fel- 
lows from Wayne State University. 


(Nov. 26, 2012) 
DR. SHELDON KAPEN, LONGTIME NEUROLOGY 
FACULTY MEMBER, DIES 

Dr. Sheldon Kapen, M.D., 17, 
Bloomfield, Mich., died Nov. 22. 

Dr. Kapen was a longtime member of the 
Wayne State University Department of Neu- 
rology and chief of Neurology at the John 
Dingell Veterans Administration Hospital 
for 25 years until his retirement in November 
2011. 

“Sheldon Kapen was an important contrib- 
utor to the academic and clinical missions of 
the Department of Neurology and the Vet- 
erans Administration hospital for many 
years,” said Robert Lisak, M.D., professor 
and former chair of Neurology. “He was a 
pioneer in the study of and treatment of dis- 
orders of sleep. For that reason the sleep lab- 
oratory at the John Dingell VA Hospital was 
recently named in his honor. Shelly was a 
dedicated physician and a person of integ- 
rity. He will be missed.”’ 

The funeral was held Nov. 23 at the Ira 
Kaufman Chapel, 18325 W. Nine Mile Road, 
Southfield. 

The family of Dr. Kapen will gather 
through the evening of Nov. 26 at 4564 Fair- 
way Ridge Court, West Bloomfield, for 
friends to call. The phone number is 248-626- 
2907. Religious services will be held Monday 
evening. 

Dr. Kapen is survived by his wife, Rachel; 
children Gilead (Karen) Kapen, Alon (Amal) 
Kapen, Ehud (Debra) Kapen and Avi Kapen; 
grandchildren Rome, Michaela, Alia, Matan, 
Simon, Caleb and Kayla Kapen and Leah 
Schloss; and sister Nessa (Alfred) Bertel. 

The family suggests contributions in mem- 
ory of Dr. Kapen be made to the Holocaust 
Memorial Center, 28123 Orchard Lake Road, 
Farmington Hills, MI 48334. 


EES 


STOP SINGLING OUT FEDERAL 
EMPLOYEES 


HON. ROBERT J. WITTMAN 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, as the 113th 
Congress begins, | strongly believe that no 
Member of Congress should have his or her 
salary increased. It is critical that this nation’s 
elected leaders lead by example in the quest 
to reduce our debt and put this nation on 
sound financial footing. Responsible, account- 
able leadership is required in Washington if 
this train of fiscal disaster is ever going to get 
rerouted onto a track toward prosperity and 
economic growth. That is why | am a cospon- 
sor of legislation that would halt the pay in- 
crease for Members of Congress under the 
Presidents December 27, 2012 Executive 
Order and legislation to stop the automatic 
pay increase for members of Congress. 

However, | also want to make absolutely 
clear my opposition to any efforts to unfairly 
target our civilian federal workforce for deficit 
reduction purposes. America’s First District is 
full of hardworking and dedicated citizens who 
serve the people of this nation every day, 
such as on the front lines of the War on Terror 
or in support roles for our military. Still others 
provide valuable service at places like VA hos- 
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pitals, cancer research laboratories, and the 
FBI. And yet since 2010, federal civilian em- 
ployees have seen their pay frozen and their 
benefits reduced on multiple occasions. | 
voted against the initial two-year pay freeze in 
December of 2010, and on the first day of 
2013, | voted against H.R. 6726, which would 
have extended this pay freeze for an addi- 
tional year. | am fully ready and willing to cut 
my own salary, benefits, and office budget, but 
we must stop singling out federal employees 
simply because Congress fails to address the 
out-of-control spending. 

There is no question that our nation must 
get its spending in order, and federal employ- 
ees are certainly eager to do their part to help 
in this effort. Their daily contributions to their 
fellow citizens and to the cause of freedom 
are simply innumerable, and yet during the 
deficit reduction debate over the last few 
years, federal employees have been asked to 
contribute more than their fair share. 

Our federal civilian employees live a life of 
selfless service, and they deserve our appre- 
ciation. | am hopeful that deficit reduction ef- 
forts going forward will focus more realistically 
on addressing the true drivers of our debt, 
rather than targeting those who are trying sim- 
ply to serve their nation each and every day. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF H. RES. XX, EX- 
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THAT THE SENATE SHOULD RAT- 
IFY THE CONVENTION ON THE 
ELIMINATION OF ALL FORMS OF 
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST 
WOMEN (CEDAW) 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to introduce the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Senate should ratify the Convention on the 
Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination 
Against Women (CEDAW). | am proud to be 
joined in this effort by my friend and colleague 
Congresswoman JAN SCHAKOWSKY. 

This bipartisan House Resolution urges the 
Senate to vote to ratify CEDAW, a landmark 
international agreement that mandates govern- 
ments to take positive steps to ensure the full 
development and advancement of women, 
and their equal enjoyment of human rights, 
and that they change or eradicate discrimina- 
tory laws, customs, and practices. 

Despite 187 countries ratifying CEDAW, we 
are the only western country in the world that 
has not ratified the treaty, although its funda- 
mental principles of equality and non- 
discrimination are central to our constitutions. 
Other nations that have not ratified CEDAW 
include Somalia and Iran. 

Most importantly, CEDAW is non-self exe- 
cuting, meaning that any legislation the United 
States might adopt to comply with the treaty 
would have to go through the normal congres- 
sional process. 

Ratification of CEDAW would continue our 
nation’s proud bipartisan tradition of promoting 
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and protecting human rights. The Senate’s 
ratification of CEDAW would strengthen our 
standing as a global leader for the rights of 
women and girls. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. MICK MULVANEY 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. MULVANEY. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 6, | missed rollcall number 6 on January 
3, 2013. | was with my family and unable to 
make it to the floor. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “yes.” 


EE 


IN HONOR OF BARBARA PALMER 
OF APTOS, CA AS THE 2012 
PRESIDENT OF THE SANTA CRUZ 
COUNTY, CA ASSOCIATION OF 
REALTORS 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the commitments and accomplishments 
of Barbara Palmer, 2012 President of the 
Santa Cruz County Association of Realtors. | 
have known Barbara for two decades and she 
is a dedicated professional with an abiding 
commitment to helping homeowners and mak- 
ing a lasting difference in her community. | am 
honored to call her a friend. 

Barbara has served as the Federal District 
Coordinator for the tri-county area that in- 
cludes Santa Cruz, Monterey, and San Benito 
Counties, representing the California Associa- 
tion of Realtors and the National Association 
of Realtors. | was pleased to work with Bar- 
bara when she was the Chair of the Local 
Government Relations Committee of the Santa 
Cruz County Association of Realtors from 
2005-2007. She has provided unparalleled 
leadership on local and federal real estate 
issues. 

Building community is the mission of every 
successful Realtor and Barbara has worked 
tirelessly to improve the quality of life in Aptos 
with particular attention to bringing widespread 
awareness to the needs of public education to 
her community of Aptos and beyond. In 1999, 
she was awarded Woman of the Millennium 
by the Aptos Chamber of Commerce. The 
Santa Cruz County Association of Realtors 
awarded Barbara Palmer the Realtor of the 
Year in 2008. Barbara has spearheaded com- 
munity projects and fundraisers throughout the 
years that bring attention to the needs of the 
diverse Santa Cruz County and its coastal en- 
vironment. 

Barbara Palmer has been a resident of 
Aptos, CA since 1978, with her husband Bob 
and sons Grant and Brad. 

Mr. Speaker, | know | speak for the whole 
House as | commend Barbara Palmer of 
Aptos, CA for helping countless clients on the 
Central Coast of California achieve the Amer- 
ican Dream—homeownership. 
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HONORING THE LIFE OF CAROL 
WALTER, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
OF CONNECTICUT COALITION TO 
END HOMELESSNESS 


HON. JOHN B. LARSON 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to honor the life of Carol Walter, a 
fierce advocate for the homeless in Con- 
necticut, who passed away on December 27, 
2012. Carol served as the Executive Director 
of the Connecticut Coalition to End Homeless- 
ness and dedicated her life’s work to fighting 
homelessness and its contributing causes. 

Her passion, energy, and persistent focus 
on finding solutions helped countless individ- 
uals and families across our State. For all 
those who knew her, worked with her, and 
benefited from her good works—we are sad- 
dened by this loss and offer our deepest con- 
dolences to her family. 

While many in the community will pay trib- 
ute to Carol Walter, | would like to submit the 
following article from The Hartford Courant 
that captures her dynamic spirit: 

VIBRANT ADVOCATE FOR THE HOMELESS, 
CAROL WALTER, DIES AT 53 
(By Jenna Carlesso) 

[From the Hartford Courant, Dec. 28, 2012] 

Carol Walter, the executive director of 
Connecticut Coalition to End Homelessness, 
was remembered by her friends Friday as a 
quick-witted, energetic leader and unwaver- 
ing advocate for the homeless. 

Walter, 53, died Thursday after a short bat- 
tle with lung cancer, friends said. 

When Walter became executive director in 
2006, friends said, she had landed her dream 
job. Walter was passionate about creating 
long-term solutions to homelessness, includ- 
ing permanent housing and supportive serv- 
ices. 

“Beyond shelters and short-gap solutions, 
she was very interested in finding longer- 
term solutions, particularly in reducing 
chronic homelessness,” said Mercedes Soto, 
who served on CCEH’s board of directors 
from 2009 to 2012. “She was able to rally an 
entire spectrum of people to work toward 
these goals, and worked to get people housed 
as quickly as possible. 

“She was a dynamo. She made a big im- 
pact on me and everyone who knew her.”’ 

Colleagues at CCEH said Walter presided 
over ‘‘a sea change” in the organization’s ap- 
proach to homelessness, including greater 
coordination of services among other non- 
profits and oversight of the coalition’s state- 
wide ‘‘point in time” homeless consensus. 
She also led efforts in rapid re-housing and 
shelter diversion strategies, they said. 

‘People often tell me how energetic I am,” 
said Shawn Lang, a longtime friend of Wal- 
ter. “I tell them, ‘go hang around with Carol 
for a while, she’ll make me look like a slug.’ 
She had great passion for her work. Her en- 
thusiasm and her energy and smarts opened 
a lot of doors.” 

Prior to her position at CCEH, Walter 
worked at homeless shelters in New Haven, 
Hartford and Stamford, friends said. She also 
worked at the Connecticut AIDS Resource 
Coalition as a membership services coordi- 
nator, where she helped people with AIDS 
find employment. 

Walter was active in her work, sometimes 
to the point that she couldn’t sit still. 
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“She had more energy than 10 of us,” said 
Dave Martineau, vice president of CCEH’s 
board of directors and a friend of Walter. 
“She always used to say, ‘I have no time. I’m 
trying to end homelessness.’ She gave her 
whole life to it.” 

“She was a woman who could never stand 
still,” added Jose Vega, program manager 
for the McKinney homeless shelter in Hart- 
ford, who had worked with Walter. ‘‘She was 
a fighter, and such a strong advocate for this 
community. She touched so many lives.” 

Howard Rifkin, executive director of Part- 
nership for Strong Communities, an organi- 
zation that seeks to end homelessness and 
create affordable housing opportunities, re- 
called Walter as ‘‘maddening and endearing 
at the same time.” Rifkin collaborated with 
Walter on several initiatives, including a 
plan to end chronic homelessness and home- 
lessness among veterans and families with 
children in Connecticut. 

“We're both opinionated people,” he said. 
“She and I would sometimes go at it, but we 
would always end our meetings with a hug 
and a laugh.” 

Rifkin said Walter had 
gency” about her work. 

“She had a deep, deep commitment to [cre- 
ating] a more equitable and socially just so- 
ciety, and I’m sure that her passion for this 
work was informed by that,” he said. 

Outside of work, Walter was an avid the- 
ater-goer, friends said. She loved the out- 
doors, traveling and being near the ocean. 

She was also a devoted Mets fan. 

“Carol would put a Yankees cap in her 
freezer to give the Mets good luck,” Lang 
said. “If that didn’t work, we’d change the 
places we were sitting. There were a lot of 
crazy rituals around baseball games.” 

Lang said Walter’s friends and colleagues 
would miss the woman who had ‘‘a real zest 
for life.” 

“Connecticut is a little smaller and a little 
darker today,” she said. 

Walter is survived by her wife, 
Walsh, of West Hartford. 


“a sense of ur- 
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TRIBUTE TO THOMAS OPITZ 


HON. KEN CALVERT 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and pay tribute to a dear friend of mine, 
Thomas Opitz. Tom passed away on Satur- 
day, December 29, 2012. A long time resident 
of Corona, he was a pillar of the community 
and he will be deeply missed. 

Tom was born November 21, 1922, in La 
Crosse, Wisconsin, the son of Raymond J. 
and Susan (Singer) Opitz. He served his 
country honorably in World War Il in the 
United States Army Air Corps from 1944—1946 
and received several medals in recognition of 
his military achievements. He was a member 
of the Navy League, the Elks and the Confed- 
erate Air Force. 

Tom worked as a self employed contractor, 
interior designer and artist of restaurants. Over 
the years, the Opitz family and the Calvert 
family have had a close relationship, both per- 
sonal and professional, and Tom was a great 
partner and friend. He and his family helped 
our family build the Corona Bowl, the Encore, 
Lord Calvert’s Jolly Fox and the Jolly Fox Pub 
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& Grille. Millions of Californians have enjoyed 
a family dinner in restaurants designed by 
Tom, as he built, designed, and painted over 
400. 

Tom was a devoted husband, father, grand- 
father, and great-grandfather. He is survived 
by his sons Craig, Thomas, Mark and daugh- 
ter Christal Trusty; 11 grandchildren; and 6 
great-grandchildren. On Monday, January 7, 
2013, a memorial service honoring Tom’s ex- 
traordinary life will be held at Thomas Miller 
Mortuary in Corona. He will be interred at the 
Riverside National Cemetery, where he will be 
laid to rest with his wife of 58 years, Ruth 
Opitz. 

Tom will always be remembered for his de- 
votion to family, caring nature and selfless giv- 
ing. Tom demonstrated an incredible work 
ethic, generosity, contributions to the commu- 
nity and love of family. These achievements 
and qualities are a testament to a life lived 
well and a legacy that will continue. | extend 
my condolences to Tom’s family and friends. 
Although Tom may be gone, the light and 
goodness he brought to the world remain and 
will never be forgotten. 


EE 


THE JOB PROTECTION AND 
RECESSION PREVENTION ACT 


HON. BOBBY L. RUSH 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 4, 2013 


Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, it is New Years 
2013. The Nation now finds itself at an urgent 
crossroads. 

America has fallen over the fiscal cliff. Many 
of our fellow and most economically vulner- 
able Americans are now in a free fall. How far 
they fall and for how long will be up to Con- 
gress. 

The House of Representatives should be 
deciding now, and by that | mean today, 
whether to pass the Job Protection and Re- 
cession Prevention Act of 2012, which was 
passed in the Senate by an overwhelming bi- 
partisan 89-8 vote. 

If the House of Representatives fumbles this 
opportunity, it won’t matter to these Americans 
which political party tells them that they did or 
did not cut taxes, or which party held more 
closely to its campaign promises. 

What matters to the 2 million Americans 
who are currently unemployed is why are their 
unemployment benefits being held hostage to 
provide tax cuts for employed and more well- 
off Americans? 

The deal agreed to in the Senate provides 
a strong enough platform for our country’s 
continued progress and economic recovery. 
That package will generate a good deal of the 
increased tax revenues that our U.S. Treasury 
needs to operate the government. 

The Senate’s package assures millions of 
students and unemployed and poor Americans 
that they will have the basics to carry out their 
daily lives and to advance their educational 
and career goals. Among other things, the 
Senate deal would also authorize the Farm Bill 
through September of this year. 

Extending earned income and child care tax 
credits and benefits, as the Senate deal would 
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do, may not mean much for middle class fami- 
lies and individuals. But guess what? Those 
credits and benefits are hugely important, for 
example, to a family of four under the poverty 
level, which on average makes only $21,000 
per year. 

The Senate’s proposal, which the Majority 
should bring up immediately for a vote is a 
good compromise. It won’t give Republicans 
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everything that they want. Similarly, Demo- 
crats are not getting all of what they want in 
this package. 

And rightly so—neither party has all the an- 
swers to the plethora of very complex fiscal 
problems we are facing. Compromise is the 
solution, just as compromise will be the solu- 
tion when we come up against sequestration, 
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the debt ceiling, and passing a continuing 
budget resolution. 

| strongly urged you, Mr. Speaker, to call up 
H.R. 8, the Job Protection and Recession Pre- 
vention Act, as amended and passed by the 
Senate for a vote in this House. Let’s stop 
dangling innocent and vulnerable Americans 
over the fiscal cliff; they've waited too long for 
us to act as it is. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, January 14, 2013 


The House met at 2 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mrs. EMERSON). 


a 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 14, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JO ANN 
EMERSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Eternal God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

We pause now in Your presence and 
acknowledge our dependence on You. 

We ask Your blessing upon the men 
and women of this, the people’s House, 
who are returning to their stations 
here on Capitol Hill. 

As the new Congress begins, help 
them, and indeed, help us all, to obey 
Your law, to do Your will, and to walk 
in Your way. Grant that they might be 
good in thought, gracious in word, gen- 
erous in deed, and great in spirit. 

Make this a glorious day in which all 
are glad to be alive and ready to serve 
You. 

May all that is done this day be done 
for Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


Ee 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, pursu- 
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote 
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro- 


on 


ceedings on this question will be post- 
poned. 


Ee 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. KILDEE led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


——— 


AGENDA FOR 20138 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, the start of a new 
congressional term brings tremendous 
opportunity for House Republicans to 
lead our Nation on a path to pros- 
perity. Last week, I held three press 
conferences across the Second Congres- 
sional District of South Carolina from 
West Columbia to Aiken, North Au- 
gusta, and unveiled an agenda for this 
year. 

For the past 4 years, our unemploy- 
ment rate has averaged above 8 per- 
cent, the highest on record since the 
Great Depression. I look forward to 
continue working with House Repub- 
licans to encourage job creation 
through economic growth. 

Additionally, Congress must limit 
Washington’s out-of-control spending 
and reduce our $16 trillion debt to pro- 
tect the value of the dollar for senior 
citizens and so that future generations 
do not endure the burden of higher 
taxes. I appreciate the efforts to en- 
courage America’s energy independ- 
ence so that we do not have to rely on 
foreign resources. 

As chairman of the House Armed 
Services Subcommittee on Military 
Personnel, I look forward to advo- 
cating for our armed forces, military 
families, and veterans. In order to pro- 
tect our national security, our military 
must remain the most capable in the 
world to provide peace through 
strength. Weakness leads to attack. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 


EEE 
HELP FOR ALL VETERANS 


(Mr. COFFMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. COFFMAN. Madam Speaker, in 
1969 I did volunteer work at an Army 
hospital located in Aurora, Colorado, 
with a Junior Red Cross. This was at 
the height of the war in Vietnam and 
wounded soldiers were arriving at the 
hospital daily. Most were amputees 
who had lost their legs to mines and 
booby traps. 

Sadly, as America became increas- 
ingly divided over the war in Vietnam 
they also became divided over their 
support for those who fought in that 
war. AS a result, these wounded sol- 
diers were unappreciated, isolated, and 
largely forgotten. To make matters 
worse, after they were stabilized, they 
were sent for their rehabilitation to 
VA facilities that were often sub- 
standard. 

I look forward to using my new lead- 
ership position as the chairman for the 
Oversight and Investigation Sub- 
committee of the House Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs to help all veterans 
who have served our country and have 
earned our support. 

I want to do everything in my power 
to make sure that our Iraq and Afghan- 
istan veterans are never treated like 
those who returned from Vietnam. 


EE 


$1 TRILLION HIKE FOR 
AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 


(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, 2018, 
brand-new year, brand-new Congress. 
But what’s this year also bringing? 
How about some brand-new taxes under 
the Affordable Care Act. 

There is a medical device tax that 
started on January 1 of 2.3 percent on 
gross sales. This means some of our 
smallest companies, medical start-up 
companies, are going to pay a tax not 
on profits but their gross receipts. 

The flexible spending account that 
many families rely upon to pay for re- 
curring expenses with pre-tax dollars, 
especially those families with special 
needs children, those are now capped at 
$2,500. 

Investment income, a surtax of 3.8 
percent for people who earn above a 
certain level. 

Taxes on medical deductions, it rises 
from a 7.5 percent reduction to 10 per- 
cent on adjusted gross income. That 
means our sickest constituents are 
going to be paying more taxes. 
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And then, finally, the Medicare pay- 
roll tax hike. For the first time, indi- 
viduals who earn investment income 
are going to be paying a payroll tax of 
.9 percent. There will be an additional 
.9 percent on other income as well. 

Let’s be honest, the Affordable Care 
Act benefits are still over a year away, 
but boy, you got a big tax bill January 
1. 


EE 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD 


(Mrs. BLACK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Mrs. BLACK. As a nurse for over 40 
years, I have spent my career pro- 
tecting life. As a Congresswoman, I am 
proud to continue this critical fight for 
life. 

With former Congressman Mike 
Pence’s blessing, I have reintroduced 
his legislation, the Title X Abortion 
Provider Prohibition Act. 

This bill will ensure that no Federal 
funds are given to Planned Parenthood 
or any other organization that abuses 
their privileges as health care pro- 
viders and fails to protect life. 

It is long past time for Congress to 
respect the will of the American people 
and to stop taxpayer-funded abortions, 
a heinous abuse of the law and destruc- 
tion of innocent life. 

I urge my colleagues to stand up for 
life and to support this important leg- 
islation. 


Ee 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 4, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa- 
tives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in clause 2(h) of rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
January 4, 2013 at 2:35 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed without amend- 
ment H.R. 41. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the following 
enrolled bill was signed by the Speaker 
on Friday, January 4, 2013: 

H.R. 41, to temporarily increase the 
borrowing authority of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency for 
carrying out the National Flood Insur- 
ance Program. 
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RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following resigna- 
tion as a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 14, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: I respectfully re- 
quest a leave of absence from the Appropria- 
tions Committee in the 113th Congress, effec- 
tive today. 

Sincerely, 


STEVE ISRAEL, 
Member of Congress. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 
There was no objection. 


EE 


RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following resigna- 
tion as a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 14, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 
Capitol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: I will be taking a 
leave of absence from the House Appropria- 
tions Committee for the remainder of the 
113th Congress. 

As you are aware, I was elected by the full 
Democratic Caucus to serve as the Ranking 
Member on the House Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence this Congress. I 
intend to return to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee in the future. 

Thank you for your help with this matter. 
I look forward to working with you in the 
coming year. 

Sincerely, 
C.A. DUTCH RUPPERSBERGER, 
Member of Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 
There was no objection. 


ea 


RESIGNATIONS AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEES ON THE JUDICIARY 
AND OVERSIGHT AND GOVERN- 
MENT REFORM 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following resigna- 
tions as a member of the Committees 
on the Judiciary and Oversight and 
Government Reform: 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, DC, January 11, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: In order to join 
the Committee on Appropriations, I hereby 
take a leave of absence from my seat on the 
Committee on Judiciary, effective today. 

Sincerely, 
MIKE QUIGLEY, 
Member of Congress. 
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CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, DC, January 11, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: In order to join 
the Committee on Appropriations, I hereby 
take a leave of absence from my seat on the 
Committee on the Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, effective today. 

Sincerely, 
MIKE QUIGLEY, 
Member of Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignations are accept- 
ed. 

There was no objection. 


EE 


RESIGNATIONS AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEES ON ARMED SERV- 
ICES AND AGRICULTURE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following resigna- 
tions as a member of the Committees 
on Armed Services and Agriculture: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 14, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
U.S. Capitol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: In order to join 
the Committee on Appropriations, I hereby 
resign my seat on both the Armed Services 
Committee and the Committee on Agri- 
culture, effective today. 

Sincerely, 
BILL OWENS, 
Member of Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignations are accept- 
ed. 

There was no objection. 


EE 
RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL 
SERVICES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following resigna- 
tion as a member of the Committee on 
Financial Services: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 11, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
The Capitol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: In order to rejoin 
the Judiciary Committee, I hereby take a 
leave of absence with seniority retained from 
the Financial Services Committee, effective 
today. Thank you for your time and atten- 
tion in this matter. 

Sincerely, 
LUIS V. GUTIERREZ, 
Member of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 

There was no objection. 


EE 


RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SE- 
CURITY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following resigna- 
tion as a member of the Committee on 
Homeland Security: 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 14, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: In order to join 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure, I hereby resign my seat on the 
Homeland Security Committee, effective 
today. 

Sincerely, 
JANICE HAHN, 
Member of Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 
There was no objection. 


— 


RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following resigna- 
tion as a member of the Committee on 
the Budget: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 14, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
U.S. Capitol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: In order to join 
the Committee on Financial Services, I here- 
by resign my seat on the Budget Committee, 
effective today. 

Sincerely, 
DENNY HECK, 
Member of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 

There was no objection. 


ee 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap- 
proximately 5 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 12 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 


EE 
1700 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. EMERSON) at 5 p.m. 


a 


SANDY RECOVERY IMPROVEMENT 
ACT OF 2013 


Mr. DENHAM. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 219) to improve and stream- 
line disaster assistance for Hurricane 
Sandy, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 


H.R. 219 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “Sandy Recovery Improvement Act of 
2013”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 
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Sec. 1. 
Sec. 2. 


Short title; table of contents. 
Public assistance program 
native procedures. 
Federal assistance to individuals and 

households. 


alter- 


Sec. 3. 


Sec. 4. Hazard mitigation. 

Sec. 5. Dispute resolution pilot program. 

Sec. 6. Unified Federal review. 

Sec. 7. Simplified procedures. 

Sec. 8. Essential assistance. 

Sec. 9. Individual assistance factors. 

Sec. 10. Tribal requests for a major disaster 
or emergency declaration under 
the Stafford Act. 

Sec. 11. Recommendations for reducing 


costs of future disasters. 
SEC. 2. PUBLIC ASSISTANCE PROGRAM ALTER- 
NATIVE PROCEDURES. 

Title IV of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating the second section 425 
(relating to essential service providers) as 
section 427; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“SEC. 428. PUBLIC ASSISTANCE PROGRAM ALTER- 
NATIVE PROCEDURES. 

‘“(a) APPROVAL OF PROJECTS.—The Presi- 
dent, acting through the Administrator of 
the Federal Emergency Management Agen- 
cy, may approve projects under the alter- 
native procedures adopted under this section 
for any major disaster or emergency de- 
clared on or after the date of enactment of 
this section. The Administrator may also 
apply the alternate procedures adopted 
under this section to a major disaster or 
emergency declared before enactment of this 
Act for which construction has not begun as 
of the date of enactment of this Act. 

‘“(b) ADOPTION.—The Administrator, in co- 
ordination with States, tribal and local gov- 
ernments, and owners or operators of private 
nonprofit facilities, may adopt alternative 
procedures to administer assistance provided 
under sections 403(a)(8)(A), 406, 407, and 
502(a)(5). 

‘“(c) GOALS OF PROCEDURES.—The alter- 
native procedures adopted under subsection 
(a) shall further the goals of— 

“(1) reducing the costs to the Federal Gov- 
ernment of providing such assistance; 

‘“(2) increasing flexibility in the adminis- 
tration of such assistance; 

“*(3) expediting the provision of such assist- 
ance to a State, tribal or local government, 
or owner or operator of a private nonprofit 
facility; and 

“(4) providing financial incentives and dis- 
incentives for a State, tribal or local govern- 
ment, or owner or operator of a private non- 
profit facility for the timely and cost-effec- 
tive completion of projects with such assist- 
ance. 

“(d) PARTICIPATION.—Participation in the 
alternative procedures adopted under this 
section shall be at the election of a State, 
tribal or local government, or owner or oper- 
ator of a private nonprofit facility consistent 
with procedures determined by the Adminis- 
trator. 

“(e) MINIMUM PROCEDURES.—The alter- 
native procedures adopted under this section 
shall include the following: 

“(1) For repair, restoration, and replace- 
ment of damaged facilities under section 
406— 

“(A) making grants on the basis of fixed 
estimates, if the State, tribal or local gov- 
ernment, or owner or operator of the private 
nonprofit facility agrees to be responsible for 
any actual costs that exceed the estimate; 

“(B) providing an option for a State, tribal 
or local government, or owner or operator of 
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a private nonprofit facility to elect to re- 
ceive an in-lieu contribution, without reduc- 
tion, on the basis of estimates of— 

“(i) the cost of repair, restoration, recon- 
struction, or replacement of a public facility 
owned or controlled by the State, tribal or 
local government or owner or operator of a 
private nonprofit facility; and 

“(ii) management expenses; 

“(C) consolidating, to the extent deter- 
mined appropriate by the Administrator, the 
facilities of a State, tribal or local govern- 
ment, or owner or operator of a private non- 
profit facility as a single project based upon 
the estimates adopted under the procedures; 

‘(D) if the actual costs of a project com- 
pleted under the procedures are less than the 
estimated costs thereof, the Administrator 
may permit a grantee or subgrantee to use 
all or part of the excess funds for— 

“(i) cost-effective activities that reduce 
the risk of future damage, hardship, or suf- 
fering from a major disaster; and 

“(ii) other activities to improve future 
Public Assistance operations or planning; 

“(E) in determining eligible costs under 
section 406, the Administrator shall make 
available, at an applicant’s request and 
where the Administrator or the certified cost 
estimate prepared by the applicant’s profes- 
sionally licensed engineers has estimated an 
eligible Federal share for a project of at 
least $5,000,000, an independent expert panel 
to validate the estimated eligible cost con- 
sistent with applicable regulations and poli- 
cies implementing this section; and 

“(F) in determining eligible costs under 
section 406, the Administrator shall, at the 
applicant’s request, consider properly con- 
ducted and certified cost estimates prepared 
by professionally licensed engineers (mutu- 
ally agreed upon by the Administrator and 
the applicant), to the extent that such esti- 
mates comply with applicable regulations, 
policy, and guidance. 

“(2) For debris removal under sections 
403(a)(3)(A), 407, and 502(a)(5)— 

“(A) making grants on the basis of fixed 
estimates to provide financial incentives and 
disincentives for the timely or cost-effective 
completion if the State, tribal or local gov- 
ernment, or owner or operator of the private 
nonprofit facility agrees to be responsible to 
pay for any actual costs that exceed the esti- 
mate; 

“(B) using a sliding scale for determining 
the Federal share for removal of debris and 
wreckage based on the time it takes to com- 
plete debris and wreckage removal; 

‘(C) allowing use of program income from 
recycled debris without offset to the grant 
amount; 

“(D) reimbursing base and overtime wages 
for employees and extra hires of a State, 
tribal or local government, or owner or oper- 
ator of a private nonprofit facility per- 
forming or administering debris and wreck- 
age removal; 

“(E) providing incentives to a State or 
tribal or local government to have a debris 
management plan approved by the Adminis- 
trator and have pre-qualified 1 or more de- 
bris and wreckage removal contractors be- 
fore the date of declaration of the major dis- 
aster; and 

‘(F) if the actual costs of projects under 
subparagraph (A) are less than the estimated 
costs of the project, the Administrator may 
permit a grantee or subgrantee to use all or 
part of the excess funds for— 

“(i) debris management planning; 

“(ii) acquisition of debris management 
equipment for current or future use; and 
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“(iii) other activities to improve future de- 
bris removal operations, as determined by 
the Administrator. 

“(f) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—Until such time 
as the Administrator promulgates regula- 
tions to implement this section, the Admin- 
istrator may— 

“(1) waive notice and comment rule- 
making, if the Administrator determines the 
waiver is necessary to expeditiously imple- 
ment this section; and 

“(2) carry out the alternative procedures 
under this section as a pilot program. 

“(g) OVERTIME PAYMENTS.—The guidelines 
for reimbursement for costs under subsection 
(e)(2)(D) shall ensure that no State or local 
government is denied reimbursement for 
overtime payments that are required pursu- 
ant to the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 
(29 U.S.C. 201 et seq.). 

‘“(h) REPORT.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not earlier than 3 years, 
and not later than 5 years, after the date of 
enactment of this section, the Inspector Gen- 
eral of the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity shall submit to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a report on the al- 
ternative procedures for the repair, restora- 
tion, and replacement of damaged facilities 
under section 406 authorized under this sec- 
tion. 

‘(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall contain 
an assessment of the effectiveness of the al- 
ternative procedures, including— 

“(A) whether the alternative procedures 
helped to improve the general speed of dis- 
aster recovery; 

“(B) the accuracy of the estimates relied 
upon; 

“(C) whether the financial incentives and 
disincentives were effective; 

‘(D) whether the alternative procedures 
were cost effective; 

“(E) whether the independent expert panel 
described in subsection (e)(1)(E) was effec- 
tive; and 

“(F) recommendations for whether the al- 
ternative procedures should be continued 
and any recommendations for changes to the 
alternative procedures.’’. 

SEC. 3. FEDERAL ASSISTANCE TO INDIVIDUALS 
AND HOUSEHOLDS. 

Section 408(c)(1)(B) of the Robert T. Staf- 
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist- 
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5174(c)(1)(B)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating clauses (ii) and (iii) as 
clauses (iii) and (iv), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after clause (i) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(ii) LEASE AND REPAIR OF RENTAL UNITS 
FOR TEMPORARY HOUSING.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The President, to the ex- 
tent the President determines it would be a 
cost-effective alternative to other temporary 
housing options, may— 

“(aa) enter into lease agreements with 
owners of multifamily rental property lo- 
cated in areas covered by a major disaster 
declaration to house individuals and house- 
holds eligible for assistance under this sec- 
tion; and 

‘“(bb) make repairs or improvements to 
properties under such lease agreements, to 
the extent necessary to serve as safe and 
adequate temporary housing. 

“(II) IMPROVEMENTS OR REPAIRS.—Under 
the terms of any lease agreement for prop- 
erty entered into under this subsection, the 
value of the improvements or repairs— 

“(aa) shall be deducted from the value of 
the lease agreement; and 
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““(bb) may not exceed the value of the lease 
agreement.’’; and 

(8) in clause (iv) (as so redesignated) by 
striking ‘‘clause (ii)’’ and inserting ‘‘clause 
Gii)”. 

SEC. 4. HAZARD MITIGATION. 

(a) STREAMLINED PROCEDURES; ADVANCE 
ASSISTANCE.—Section 404 of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170c) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(d) STREAMLINED PROCEDURES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of pro- 
viding assistance under this section, the 
President shall ensure that— 

“(A) adequate resources are devoted to en- 
sure that applicable environmental reviews 
under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 and historic preservation reviews 
under the National Historic Preservation 
Act are completed on an expeditious basis; 
and 

“(B) the shortest existing applicable proc- 
ess under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 and the National Historic Preser- 
vation Act is utilized. 

‘(2) AUTHORITY FOR OTHER EXPEDITED PRO- 
CEDURES.—The President may utilize expe- 
dited procedures in addition to those re- 
quired under paragraph (1) for the purpose of 
providing assistance under this section, such 
as procedures under the Prototype Pro- 
grammatic Agreement of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency, for the consider- 
ation of multiple structures as a group and 
for an analysis of the cost-effectiveness and 
fulfillment of cost-share requirements for 
proposed hazard mitigation measures. 

“(e) ADVANCE ASSISTANCE.—The President 
may provide not more than 25 percent of the 
amount of the estimated cost of hazard miti- 
gation measures to a State grantee eligible 
for a grant under this section before eligible 
costs are incurred.’’. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF CRITERIA RELATING 
TO ADMINISTRATION OF HAZARD MITIGATION 
ASSISTANCE BY STATES.—Section 404(c)(2) of 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5170c(c)(2)) is amended by inserting after 
“applications submitted under paragraph 
(1).” the following: ‘‘Until such time as the 
Administrator promulgates regulations to 
implement this paragraph, the Adminis- 
trator may waive notice and comment rule- 
making, if the Administrator determines 
doing so is necessary to expeditiously imple- 
ment this section, and may carry out this 
section as a pilot program.’’. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—The authority under 
the amendments made by this section shall 
apply to— 

(1) any major disaster or emergency de- 
clared under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) on or after the date of en- 
actment of this Act; and 

(2) a major disaster or emergency declared 
under that Act before the date of enactment 
of this Act for which the period for proc- 
essing requests for assistance has not ended 
as of the date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 5. DISPUTE RESOLUTION PILOT PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol- 
lowing definitions apply: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator” means the Administrator of the Fed- 
eral emergency Management Agency. 

(2) ELIGIBLE ASSISTANCE.—The term ‘‘eligi- 
ble assistance” means assistance— 

(A) under section 403, 406, or 407 of the Rob- 
ert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170b, 5172, 
5173); 
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(B) for which the legitimate amount in dis- 
pute is not less than $1,000,000, which sum 
the Administrator shall adjust annually to 
reflect changes in the Consumer Price Index 
for all Urban Consumers published by the 
Department of Labor; 

(C) for which the applicant has a non-Fed- 
eral share; and 

(D) for which the applicant has received a 
decision on a first appeal. 

(b) PROCEDURES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
and in order to facilitate an efficient recov- 
ery from major disasters, the Administrator 
shall establish procedures under which an 
applicant may request the use of alternative 
dispute resolution, including arbitration by 
an independent review panel, to resolve dis- 
putes relating to eligible assistance. 

(2) BINDING EFFECT.—A decision by an inde- 
pendent review panel under this section shall 
be binding upon the parties to the dispute. 

(3) CONSIDERATIONS.—The procedures estab- 
lished under this section shall— 

(A) allow a party of a dispute relating to 
eligible assistance to request an independent 
review panel for the review; 

(B) require a party requesting an inde- 
pendent review panel as described in sub- 
paragraph (A) to agree to forgo rights to any 
further appeal of the dispute relating to any 
eligible assistance; 

(C) require that the sponsor of an inde- 
pendent review panel for any alternative dis- 
pute resolution under this section be— 

(i) an individual or entity unaffiliated with 
the dispute (which may include a Federal 
agency, an administrative law judge, or a re- 
employed annuitant who was an employee of 
the Federal Government) selected by the Ad- 
ministrator; and 

(ii) responsible for identifying and main- 
taining an adequate number of independent 
experts qualified to review and resolve dis- 
putes under this section; 

(D) require an independent review panel 
to— 

(i) resolve any remaining disputed issue in 
accordance with all applicable laws, regula- 
tions, and Agency interpretations of those 
laws through its published policies and guid- 
ance; 

(ii) consider only evidence contained in the 
administrative record, as it existed at the 
time at which the Agency made its initial 
decision; 

(iii) only set aside a decision of the Agency 
found to be arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of 
discretion, or otherwise not in accordance 
with law; and 

(iv) in the case of a finding of material fact 
adverse to the claimant made on first appeal, 
only set aside or reverse such finding if the 
finding is clearly erroneous. 

(E) require an independent review panel to 
expeditiously issue a written decision for 
any alternative dispute resolution under this 
section; and 

(F) direct that if an independent review 
panel for any alternative dispute resolution 
under this section determines that the basis 
upon which a party submits a request for al- 
ternative dispute resolution is frivolous, the 
independent review panel shall direct the 
party to pay the reasonable costs to the Fed- 
eral Emergency Management Agency relat- 
ing to the review by the independent review 
panel. Any funds received by the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency under the 
authority of this section shall be deposited 
to the credit of the appropriation or appro- 
priations available for the eligible assistance 
in dispute on the date on which the funds are 
received. 
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(c) SUNSET.—A request for review by an 
independent review panel under this section 
may not be made after December 31, 2015. 

(d) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 270 days 
after the termination of authority under this 
section under subsection (c), the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall submit to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs of the Senate and the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report analyzing the effectiveness of the pro- 
gram under this section. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) a determination of the availability of 
data required to complete the report; 

(B) an assessment of the effectiveness of 
the program under this section, including an 
assessment of whether the program expe- 
dited or delayed the disaster recovery proc- 
ess; 

(C) an assessment of whether the program 
increased or decreased costs to administer 
section 403, 406, or 407 of the Robert T. Staf- 
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist- 
ance Act; 

(D) an assessment of the procedures and 
safeguards that the independent review pan- 
els established to ensure objectivity and ac- 
curacy, and the extent to which they fol- 
lowed those procedures and safeguards; 

(E) a recommendation as to whether any 
aspect of the program under this section 
should be made a permanent authority; and 

(F) recommendations for any modifica- 
tions to the authority or the administration 
of the authority under this section in order 
to improve the disaster recovery process. 
SEC. 6. UNIFIED FEDERAL REVIEW. 

Title IV of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (as 
amended by this Act) is further amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“SEC. 429. UNIFIED FEDERAL REVIEW. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 
months after the date of enactment of this 
section, and in consultation with the Council 
on Environmental Quality and the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation, the Presi- 
dent shall establish an expedited and unified 
interagency review process to ensure compli- 
ance with environmental and historic re- 
quirements under Federal law relating to 
disaster recovery projects, in order to expe- 
dite the recovery process, consistent with 
applicable law. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The review process estab- 
lished under this section shall include mech- 
anisms to expeditiously address delays that 
may occur during the recovery from a major 
disaster and be updated, as appropriate, con- 
sistent with applicable law.’’. 

SEC. 7. SIMPLIFIED PROCEDURES. 

Section 422 of the Robert T. Stafford Dis- 
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 5189) is amended— 

(1) by striking “If the Federal estimate” 
and inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If the Fed- 
eral estimate’’; 

(2) by inserting ‘‘(or, if the Administrator 
has established a threshold under subsection 
(b), the amount established under subsection 
(b) after ‘$35,000’ the first place it ap- 
pears; 

(3) by inserting ‘‘or, if applicable, the 
amount established under subsection (b),’’ 
after ‘$35,000 amount” the second place it 
appears; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(b) THRESHOLD.— 

“(1) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this subsection, the 
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President, acting through the Administrator 
of the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (in this section referred to as the 
‘Administrator’), shall— 

“(A) complete an analysis to determine 
whether an increase in the threshold for eli- 
gibility under subsection (a) is appropriate, 
which shall include consideration of cost-ef- 
fectiveness, speed of recovery, capacity of 
grantees, past performance, and account- 
ability measures; and 

“(B) submit to the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs of the Senate a report regarding the 
analysis conducted under subparagraph (A). 

(2) AMOUNT.—After the Administrator 
submits the report required under paragraph 
(1), the President shall direct the Adminis- 
trator to— 

“(A) immediately establish a threshold for 
eligibility under this section in an appro- 
priate amount, without regard to chapter 5 
of title 5, United States Code; and 

“(B) adjust the threshold annually to re- 
flect changes in the Consumer Price Index 
for all Urban Consumers published by the 
Department of Labor. 

“(3) REVIEW.—Not later than 3 years after 
the date on which the Administrator estab- 
lishes a threshold under paragraph (2), and 
every 3 years thereafter, the President, act- 
ing through the Administrator, shall review 
the threshold for eligibility under this sec- 
tion.’’. 

SEC. 8. ESSENTIAL ASSISTANCE. 

(a) OTHER NEEDS ASSISTANCE.—Section 
408(e)(1) of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5174(e)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in the paragraph heading by inserting 
“CHILD CARE,” after ‘‘DENTAL,’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘child care,” after ‘‘den- 
tal,”. 

(b) SALARIES AND BENEFITS.—Section 403 of 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170b) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“(d) SALARIES AND BENEFITS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—If the President declares 
a major disaster or emergency for an area 
within the jurisdiction of a State, tribal, or 
local government, the President may reim- 
burse the State, tribal, or local government 
for costs relating to— 

“(A) basic pay and benefits for permanent 
employees of the State, tribal, or local gov- 
ernment conducting emergency protective 
measures under this section, if— 

“(i) the work is not typically performed by 
the employees; and 

“Gi) the type of work may otherwise be 
carried out by contract or agreement with 
private organizations, firms, or individuals.; 
or 

“(B) overtime and hazardous duty com- 
pensation for permanent employees of the 
State, tribal, or local government con- 
ducting emergency protective measures 
under this section. 

(2) OVERTIME.—The guidelines for reim- 
bursement for costs under paragraph (1) shall 
ensure that no State, tribal, or local govern- 
ment is denied reimbursement for overtime 
payments that are required pursuant to the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 
201 et seq.). 

‘“(3) NO EFFECT ON MUTUAL AID PACTS.— 
Nothing in this subsection shall affect the 
ability of the President to reimburse labor 
force expenses provided pursuant to an au- 
thorized mutual aid pact.’’. 
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SEC. 9. INDIVIDUAL ASSISTANCE FACTORS. 

In order to provide more objective criteria 
for evaluating the need for assistance to in- 
dividuals, to clarify the threshold for eligi- 
bility and to speed a declaration of a major 
disaster or emergency under the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency, in coopera- 
tion with representatives of State, tribal, 
and local emergency management agencies, 
shall review, update, and revise through 
rulemaking the factors considered under sec- 
tion 206.48 of title 44, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions (including section 206.48(b)(2) of such 
title relating to trauma and the specific con- 
ditions or losses that contribute to trauma), 
to measure the severity, magnitude, and im- 
pact of a disaster. 

SEC. 10. TRIBAL REQUESTS FOR A MAJOR DIS- 
ASTER OR EMERGENCY DECLARA- 
TION UNDER THE STAFFORD ACT. 

(a) MAJOR DISASTER REQUESTS.—Section 
401 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5170) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘All requests for a declara- 
tion” and inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—AI] re- 
quests for a declaration’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(b) INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERNMENT RE- 
QUESTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief Executive of 
an affected Indian tribal government may 
submit a request for a declaration by the 
President that a major disaster exists con- 
sistent with the requirements of subsection 
(a). 

‘(2) REFERENCES.—In implementing assist- 
ance authorized by the President under this 
Act in response to a request of the Chief Ex- 
ecutive of an affected Indian tribal govern- 
ment for a major disaster declaration, any 
reference in this title or title III (except sec- 
tions 310 and 326) to a State or the Governor 
of a State is deemed to refer to an affected 
Indian tribal government or the Chief Execu- 
tive of an affected Indian tribal government, 
as appropriate. 

‘(3) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this 
subsection shall prohibit an Indian tribal 
government from receiving assistance under 
this title through a declaration made by the 
President at the request of a State under 
subsection (a) if the President does not make 
a declaration under this subsection for the 
same incident. 

“(c) COST SHARE ADJUSTMENTS FOR INDIAN 
TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In providing assistance 
to an Indian tribal government under this 
title, the President may waive or adjust any 
payment of a non-Federal contribution with 
respect to the assistance if— 

“(A) the President has the authority to 
waive or adjust the payment under another 
provision of this title; and 

“(B) the President determines that the 
waiver or adjustment is necessary and appro- 
priate. 

‘(2) CRITERIA FOR MAKING DETERMINA- 
TIONS.—The President shall establish criteria 
for making determinations under paragraph 
(1)(B).”’. 

(b) EMERGENCY REQUESTS.—Section 501 of 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5191) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERNMENT RE- 
QUESTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief Executive of 
an affected Indian tribal government may 
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submit a request for a declaration by the 
President that an emergency exists con- 
sistent with the requirements of subsection 
(a). 

‘(2) REFERENCES.—In implementing assist- 
ance authorized by the President under this 
title in response to a request of the Chief Ex- 
ecutive of an affected Indian tribal govern- 
ment for an emergency declaration, any ref- 
erence in this title or title III (except sec- 
tions 310 and 326) to a State or the Governor 
of a State is deemed to refer to an affected 
Indian tribal government or the Chief Execu- 
tive of an affected Indian tribal government, 
as appropriate. 

‘(3) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this 
subsection shall prohibit an Indian tribal 
government from receiving assistance under 
this title through a declaration made by the 
President at the request of a State under 
subsection (a) if the President does not make 
a declaration under this subsection for the 
same incident.’’. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—Section 102 of the Robert 
T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency 
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5122) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (7)(B) by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting ‘‘, that is not an Indian tribal 
government as defined in paragraph (6); 
and”: 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (6) through 
(10) as paragraphs (7) through (11), respec- 
tively; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(6) INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERNMENT.—The term 
‘Indian tribal government’ means the gov- 
erning body of any Indian or Alaska Native 
tribe, band, nation, pueblo, village, or com- 
munity that the Secretary of the Interior ac- 
knowledges to exist as an Indian tribe under 
the Federally Recognized Indian Tribe List 
Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 479a et seq.).”; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(12) CHIEF EXECUTIVE.—The term ‘Chief 
Executive’ means the person who is the 
Chief, Chairman, Governor, President, or 
similar executive official of an Indian tribal 
government.’’. 

(d) REFERENCES.—Title I of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) is amend- 
ed by adding after section 102 the following: 
“SEC. 103. REFERENCES. 

“Except as otherwise specifically provided, 
any reference in this Act to ‘State and local’, 
‘State or local’, ‘State, and local’, ‘State, or 
local’, or ‘State, local’ (including plurals) 
with respect to governments or officials and 
any reference to a ‘local government’ in sec- 
tions 406(d)(3) and 417 is deemed to refer also 
to Indian tribal governments and officials, as 
appropriate.’’. 

(e) REGULATIONS.— 

(1) ISSUANCE.—The President shall issue 
regulations to carry out the amendments 
made by this section. 

(2) FACTORS.—In issuing the regulations, 
the President shall consider the unique con- 
ditions that affect the general welfare of In- 
dian tribal governments. 

SEC. 11. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR REDUCING 
COSTS OF FUTURE DISASTERS. 

(a) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency shall submit to 
Congress recommendations for the develop- 
ment of a national strategy for reducing fu- 
ture costs, loss of life, and injuries associ- 
ated with extreme disaster events in vulner- 
able areas of the United States. 

(b) NATIONAL STRATEGY.—The 
strategy should— 
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(1) respect the constitutional role and re- 
sponsibilities of Federal, State, and local 
governments and the private sector; 

(2) consider the vulnerability of the United 
States to damage from flooding, severe 
weather events, and other hazards; 

(3) analyze gaps and duplication of emer- 
gency preparedness, response, recovery, and 
mitigation measures provided by Federal, 
State, and local entities; and 

(4) include recommendations on how to im- 
prove the resiliency of local communities 
and States for the purpose of lowering future 
costs of disaster response and recovery. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DENHAM) and the gen- 
tlewoman from the District of Colum- 
bia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DENHAM. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on H.R. 219. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DENHAM. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I want to thank Chairman SHUSTER 
of the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure for his leadership on 
this legislation. His knowledge and 
years of experience on these issues 
have been critical to crafting this leg- 
islation and bringing it before the 
House for consideration today. I also 
want to thank Ranking Member NOR- 
TON, Ranking Member RAHALL, and 
former Chairman MICA for all of their 
work and support for these reforms. 

H.R. 219, the Sandy Recovery Im- 
provement Act of 2018, will save money 
and help devastated communities re- 
build much faster than under current 
programs. However, in order to help 
those communities impacted by Sandy, 
the FEMA Administrator has made it 
very clear that these reforms must be 
signed into law by March 1. Many of 
these reforms were already passed by 
the House in September as part of H.R. 
2903. There is also widespread and bi- 
partisan support for these reforms in 
the Senate. In addition, this bill has 
strong support from key stakeholders 
and experts, representing emergency 
managers, State and local officials, and 
tribal communities. We know these re- 
forms work. Chairman SHUSTER laid 
the groundwork in 2006 when his post- 
Katrina reform act authorized FEMA 
to conduct a number of recovery pilot 
programs. 

The results are very clear. 

In each case, costs were dramatically 
reduced, projects were completed fast- 
er, and their process was much more ef- 
ficient. For example, without making 
permanent the debris removal pilot 
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program the taxpayer could end up 
paying six times the cost for debris re- 
moval, and it will take much longer. 
The individuals and households pilot 
program incorporated in this bill would 
reduce costs by a similar amount and 
make temporary housing available 
faster. 

In hearing after hearing before our 
committee, experts, FEMA, and the Of- 
fice of the Inspector General have all 
testified communities will be rebuilt 
faster and taxpayers will save hundreds 
of millions of dollars with this bill. We 
know the current process is broken, 
and we finally know how to fix it, but 
we have to change the law by March or 
it will be too late to apply those les- 
sons to the Sandy recovery. It has been 
nearly 8 years since Hurricane Katrina, 
and there are still projects that are un- 
resolved. We don’t want to have the 
same mistakes happen with Hurricane 
Sandy. These reforms will help address 
those programs, streamline the proc- 
ess, allow communities to rebuild fast- 
er and smarter, and save money. 

The provisions of H.R. 219 are proven 
and commonsense reforms that have 
bipartisan support. I urge my col- 
leagues to support the passage of H.R. 
219. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I want to thank Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. 
RAHALL, and my good friend Mr. 
DENHAM for their very important work 
to bring this matter to the floor so 
soon after the recess. I’m sure everyone 
appreciates it, and I certainly associate 
myself with the remarks of Mr. 
DENHAM. He and I worked on the very 
passages he quoted. 

I, therefore, rise in support of H.R. 
219, the Sandy Recovery Improvement 
Act of 2013. This bipartisan measure 
consists of reforms to expedite the re- 
covery process for those communities 
that received disaster declarations for 
Hurricane Sandy as well as for future 
Presidentially declared disasters. I do 
believe this may be the first time that 
some of these reforms with any signifi- 
cant event have been tested because 
many of the provisions included in the 
bill are matters that we have long 
worked for and that were incorporated 
into similar legislation in past Con- 
gresses. Several of the provisions will 
streamline the rebuilding process to 
provide jobs in the region and to 
achieve full recovery. The measure is 
also supported by the International As- 
sociation of Emergency Managers, the 
Association of State Floodplain Man- 
agers, the National League of Cities, 
and more. 

After Hurricanes Katrina and Rita, 
Congress enacted two pilot programs: 
one for debris removal and another al- 
lowing FEMA to make limited repairs 
instead of lease payments to provide 
housing when cheaper than using tem- 
porary trailers. Both pilot programs 
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were successful and resulted in savings 
for the Federal Government. Local gov- 
ernments and emergency management 
professionals have discussed the need 
to make the debris removal program 
permanent in order to expedite debris 
recovery. The housing program will be 
especially useful in large urban areas, 
such as in New York City, where tem- 
porary trailers simply are not an op- 
tion. This bill would codify both ex- 
pired pilot programs, providing addi- 
tional tools for FEMA to help commu- 
nities recover. 

This measure would also authorize 
FEMA to use fixed grants based on cost 
estimates at the request of the local 
community—another favorite we have 
been pressing for years. Although Con- 
gress authorized FEMA to use cost es- 
timating 12 years ago, which is the way 
the insurance industry does it, for ex- 
ample, FEMA has not done so. The new 
authorization includes incentives for 
the local communities to use cost esti- 
mating by allowing them to rebuild ac- 
cording to today’s needs and by elimi- 
nating long delays in the recovery 
process caused by cost disputes. More- 
over, this provision explicitly author- 
izes FEMA and the applicant to mutu- 
ally agree on a professionally licensed 
expert to prepare a cost estimate to be 
relied upon by FEMA instead of using 
an adversarial process in which both 
hire their own cost estimators, paid for 
by the Federal Government, and then 
get into a dispute as to which one is 
the best to use. This process alone will 
eliminate one of the most inefficient 
uses of Federal funds I have ever heard 
of in which FEMA pays for the State’s 
experts to submit competing estimates 
of the costs of repair to the govern- 
ment’s experts. No more of that. No 
more waste from that. 

Finally, the Transportation and In- 
frastructure Committee held an over- 
sight hearing last month on the pre- 
paredness, response to, and recovery 
from Hurricane Sandy. At that hear- 
ing, I questioned FEMA Administrator 
Fugate about the need to expedite the 
dispute resolution process. I am 
pleased to state that this bill includes 
a 3-year dispute resolution pilot pro- 
gram for FEMA to draft procedures in 
order to expedite project closure and to 
decrease recovery costs caused by 
project delays. 

Madam Speaker, I strongly urge my 
colleagues to join me in supporting 
this bill, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. DENHAM. Madam Speaker, I 
wish to yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, the new 
chairman of the Transportation and In- 
frastructure Committee, Mr. SHUSTER. 

Mr. SHUSTER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from California 
(Mr. DENHAM) for his leadership and for 
sponsoring this important legislation. 
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We are proud to have strong bipar- 
tisan support. Thanks go to Member 
RAHALL and Ms. HOLMES NORTON for 
her support on this and working close- 
ly with us. In fact, the gentlelady from 
Washington, D.C., and I worked very 
closely 8 years ago on many of these 
reforms that we’re going to expand 
from pilot projects. 

I would also like to acknowledge my 
predecessor and friend, our former 
chairman, Mr. MICA, who’s been a lead- 
er on these issues, and also to thank 
Mr. PALAZZO from Mississippi, who of- 
fered important suggestions to improve 
this legislation. 

I’m proud to be a cosponsor. These 
bipartisan Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency and disaster recovery im- 
provements will speed up and stream- 
line Hurricane Sandy recovery efforts. 
And they will also, importantly, reduce 
costs. 

We worked to target improvements 
that will specifically help communities 
in the immediate aftermath of Sandy. 
These are critical, bipartisan reforms 
supported by FEMA and key experts 
and stakeholders. We understand from 
FEMA Administrator Fugate that 
these reforms must be enacted by 
March 1 to help the recovery from Hur- 
ricane Sandy. 

I have worked on these issues since 
serving as chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Emergency Manage- 
ment, as I mentioned, with the gentle- 
lady from Washington, 8 years ago. At 
that time, I witnessed the devastation 
following Hurricane Katrina. We saw 
how our emergency management capa- 
bility broke down, and significant re- 
forms were needed. We crafted legisla- 
tion to put FEMA back together again 
within the Department of Homeland 
Security, reformed and strengthened 
our response capability and created 
pilot programs to test out innovative 
ways to improve our recovery process. 

While we have made significant im- 
provements in disaster preparedness 
and response since Katrina, there is so 
much red tape in the recovery pro- 
grams that rebuilding takes several 
years longer than it should. The longer 
communities take to rebuild, the high- 
er the economic losses to those com- 
munities and the more it costs the tax- 
payers. 

The pilot programs we created after 
Katrina laid the foundation for many 
of these reforms. From the debris re- 
moval and public assistance pilot pro- 
gram to the individual and household 
pilot programs, the savings were sig- 
nificant, and in some cases up to six 
times less expensive. And these pilot 
programs did not just save money, but 
they actually got things done faster. 

The Sandy Recovery Improvement 
Act builds on the important work we 
started after Hurricane Katrina. Spe- 
cifically, the Sandy Recovery Improve- 
ment Act will: streamline environ- 
mental review procedures; allow great- 
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er flexibility to reduce rebuilding time 
and lower costs; reduce debris removal 
costs; provide flexibility and less ex- 
pensive housing costs; and call for rec- 
ommendations for reducing costs for 
future disasters. 

As the chairman of the Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure Committee, I 
look forward to working on a FEMA re- 
authorization bill in the future and 
moving other important FEMA reforms 
later in Congress. 

However, today I know FEMA needs 
these reforms, and so I urge all my col- 
leagues to support this in order for us 
to save hundreds of millions of dollars 
in Sandy recovery. 

Ms. NORTON. First, let me say I ap- 
preciate the gentleman’s remarks and 
comparing what we are going through 
here to what we all went through. He 
and I were both on the committee after 
Hurricane Katrina. I can tell you, we 
never expected to see anything like it, 
particularly in this part of the coun- 
try. I certainly agree that this is the 
time to finally get these reforms done. 
This is the time to get it done, when 
we’ve got a huge Katrina-like event 
and we’ve got everybody’s attention 
and we’re going to save millions upon 
millions of dollars. I thank the gen- 
tleman. 

I’m pleased to yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
HOLT). 

Mr. HOLT. Madam Speaker, I thank 
my friend from the District, and I com- 
mend the work of my colleagues on 
this bill. It has some good features and 
should help smooth the way for recov- 
ery from Hurricane Sandy. 

The delay in getting this bill and, 
more importantly, the delay in getting 
the supplemental appropriations bill 
for Hurricane Sandy to the floor has 
only compounded problems for Sandy’s 
victims in New Jersey and elsewhere. 
And I wish that this bill had included 
language removing a real impediment 
faced by our towns. 

I’m told that the appropriators, in 
the legislation coming to the floor to- 
morrow, are showing unusual respect 
for House rules and won’t use their sup- 
plemental appropriations bill to 
change legislation but only to appro- 
priate funds, so that the standard 65/35 
Army Corps of Engineers formula will 
not be changed. In other words, towns 
must put up 35 percent of the project 
cost for the Corps of Engineers to make 
the repairs that they would make. The 
construction costs are high. Many 
towns in my State will not be able to 
come up with the 35 percent cost share 
match for a multimillion dollar con- 
struction project. But the appropri- 
ators aren’t authorizers, they say. 
Well, what we have before us now is 
coming from the authorizing com- 
mittee. They could have fixed this, and 
I wish this bill had been brought up in 
such a way that we could fix this 
match, as the President had asked in 
his request for the emergency funds. 
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This bill should streamline the proc- 
ess, but we should have a 90/10 match so 
that these towns that are strapped for 
funds because of the damage of Hurri- 
cane Sandy and because they’ve ex- 
ceeded their borrowing limits would be 
able to come up with a smaller amount 
of money so that the construction by 
the Corps of Engineers could get under- 
way. 

I’m happy to see this streamlined 
process that will get aid to individuals 
and municipalities in the wake of fu- 
ture storms like Hurricane Sandy. I 
wish that we could have used this op- 
portunity to fix the 65/35 match and 
make it a 90/10 match, as the President 
had requested. That certainly would 
have helped the towns in New Jersey 
and Connecticut and New York. 

I thank the gentlelady for yielding 
me the time. 

Mr. DENHAM. Madam Speaker, I 
would just remind the gentleman from 
New Jersey that this bill was passed in 
September by this House and has been 
sitting in the Senate since September. 
Even though the President’s own ap- 
pointee, Director Fugate, has been ask- 
ing for this bill, it has been sitting. So 
we’re looking forward to a bipartisan 
solution that gets done before March so 
we can actually help out the Sandy re- 
lief fund. 

I would just like to point to a couple 
quick facts. The New Orleans Youth 
Study Center project, as an example, as 
you’ll see from this chart, Katrina was 
in 2005. Here’s what the Governor’s of- 
fice has put together. This one project 
isn’t going to be done until 2016. After 
182 meetings and 7 years of bureau- 
cratic red tape, this one project won’t 
be done until 2016; and that’s if all goes 
well, that’s when Louisiana hopes to 
finish this. That’s 11 years after Hurri- 
cane Katrina. The single biggest factor 
in cost increases is time, and these 
delays will almost double the project 
from $15 million to $28 million. FEMA 
has spent almost $5 million on a tem- 
porary facility alone. 

There are literally thousands of 
projects like this across the gulf coast, 
and there will be thousands more of 
budget-busting projects in New York 
and New Jersey if we don’t get these 
reforms signed into law. 

At this time, Madam Speaker, I’d 
like to yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. PALAZZO). 

Mr. PALAZZO. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in support of the Sandy Re- 
covery Improvement Act of 2013. I want 
to thank Chairman SHUSTER, Congress- 
man DENHAM, and the entire Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure Committee 
for their work to bring this very impor- 
tant piece of disaster relief reform leg- 
islation to the floor this week. 

Last Tuesday, I had the opportunity 
to travel to the hardest hit areas of 
New York and New Jersey to see first- 
hand the damage caused by Hurricane 
Sandy. It immediately reminded me of 
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the devastation we in Mississippi expe- 
rienced after Hurricane Katrina just 7 
years ago. When you look at the re- 
sponse to hurricanes such as Sandy and 
Katrina and other superstorms that 
have hit in recent years, there is no 
doubt in my mind that we have a bro- 
ken system. 

Last week, I took a vote against 
propping up a bankrupt and broken 
system without any serious reforms, 
and today, I proudly stand before this 
body to advocate for some common- 
sense reforms on how we administer 
disaster relief. 

The Sandy Recovery Improvement 
Act of 2013 scheduled for consideration 
today is the first step in a much longer 
process of reforming our disaster relief 
system. Improving resiliency, increas- 
ing mitigation efforts, and changing 
the way we pay for disaster relief will 
be key to this discussion. 

I’m especially grateful for the com- 
mittee’s work in adding my language 
to this bill which will require FEMA to 
develop recommendations to Congress 
for a national strategy to reduce future 
costs and loss of life associated with 
these extreme weather events. Make no 
mistake, the Northeast needs our help 
now in ensuring the victims of Sandy 
receive the relief they so desperately 
require and need, and I want to encour- 
age my colleagues to join me in sup- 
port of both today’s bill and the re- 
maining Sandy relief measures we will 
take up this week. But I also believe 
there’s no better time to address the 
very real needs of our broken disaster 
relief system. We must not only build 
back, we must build forward. That’s 
why I’m proud to support this legisla- 
tion to improve and streamline dis- 
aster relief in our country. 
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Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I just want to say that I’m pleased to 
see that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi has done what we have always 
done when any part of our country 
faced a disaster, we all closed in, and 
we really closed in like nothing you’ve 
ever seen with Mississippi and Lou- 
isiana, and nobody from the east coast 
rose to have any problem with moving 
in. 

The reforms this bill now contains, 
the reforms of Chairman DENHAM and 
me, and before Chairman DENHAM came 
to the Congress, reforms that had been 
in our bill for some time; and it is true 
that these have not come out, and we 
have got a lever now to get them out. 
And when we get them out, they’re 
going to help Mississippi and Lou- 
isiana, and they have more of this than 
the east coast has ever had. And it’s 
going to help all the unforeseen places 
that now we are seeing experience pre- 
cisely what only certain parts of the 
country before had had to endure. 
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I’m pleased to yield 3 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
I thank very much the gentlelady from 
the District of Columbia for her clari- 
fication; and I, frankly, thank you for 
having the wisdom in months and 
years back to have these corrections 
and these improvements in FEMA, and 
I know they welcome it. 

I am a senior member of the Home- 
land Security Committee and served as 
the ranking member on Transportation 
Security, but know firsthand, as the 
committee that shares jurisdiction 
over FEMA, firsthand, in living color, 
the catastrophe and tragedy of Hurri- 
cane Katrina; both in my visits and al- 
most living in New Orleans, as many of 
our Members did, and then in wel- 
coming over a quarter of a million-plus 
of New Orleanians into Houston, Texas, 
being there inside the Astrodome, and 
seeing eons and eons and layers of beds 
of people who are Americans and who 
were Americans who, one could not call 
them broken, those survivors, if you 
will, from Hurricane Katrina were not 
broken. They were people who had 
worked and had homes and paid taxes. 

And so today, Madam Speaker, those 
who are survivors of Hurricane Sandy 
are not broken. They are not the cor- 
nerstone of the fault of bureaucracy or 
misuse. They are, in fact, survivors. 
They are Americans who need our help. 

And I’d like to add to this discussion, 
certainly. I join and want to comment 
on one or two of the changes here. In 
particular, the individual assistance 
factors, I think, will be very helpful to 
expedite the declaration process for in- 
dividuals. 

I’m very grateful that one of the 
changes they made, thank goodness, 
and this is what happened to our sen- 
iors, fixing their homes instead of put- 
ting them in FEMA trailers. What a 
celebration. 

How many had to stay in FEMA 
trailers down in the gulf forever and 
ever and ever while they watched their 
homes deteriorate because a few simple 
repairs could not be made. That is a 
much-needed step. 

But I join my colleague from New 
Jersey and say, how can people who are 
broken and who are in need come up 
with 35 percent? And I hope that this 
will be one that is reconsidered. 

Let me quickly suggest that I am in 
support of the $5.4 billion for FEMA 
disaster relief. I’m in support for the 
$5.4 billion for the Department of 
Transportation. Anybody who’s been 
on the east coast and seen the trans- 
portation corridor and the congestion 
and the synergism between New Jersey 
and Pennsylvania, Connecticut and 
New York realizes that this is crucial. 

The $3.9 billion for community block 
grant, I am told that there are Hurri- 
cane Sandy islanders, people on Staten 
Island, people on Coney Island, who are 
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living in New York downtown hotels. 
I’m sure in a better day they would 
enjoy living in high-rise, high-class ho- 
tels; but they are people that want to 
go back to their home, and I’m de- 
lighted that we’ll have that. 

And then I want to support the addi- 
tional amendment that calls for, the 
gentleman from New Jersey, $33 billion 
unfettered dollars that will help addi- 
tional resources. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Ms. NORTON. I yield the gentle- 
woman 30 more seconds. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I believe that we 
should have done this last week. But I 
know that my colleagues will be read- 
ing the Constitution tomorrow, so let 
me read from article I, section 8: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States. 

My God, my God, can we provide for 
the general welfare of those Hurricane 
Sandy survivors who are not victims 
but have lost loved ones and, in fact, 
are the second most-costly hurricane 
in America’s history, Katrina, Sandy, 
and Hurricane Ike. 

I speak from what I know. I beg of 
this Congress to vote for the New Jer- 
sey amendment for $33 billion and, as 
well, the others; and let us be able to 
look back on their needs and go back 
to the table to help them if they are in 
need. The Constitution asks us to do 
that. 

Madam Speaker, | rise today to support 
H.R. 219, “the Sandy Recovery Improvement 
Act of 2013,” this bill is designed to speed up 
disaster relief granted through the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) it 
amends Title IV of the Robert T. Stafford Dis- 
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act to 
Expedite hazard mitigation projects by stream- 
lining the environmental review and requires 
the President to establish an expedited review 
for environmental and historic requirements for 
rebuilding damage infrastructure. Further, the 
Sandy Recovery Improvement Act will give 
local governments’ greater flexibility to consoli- 
date or rebuild facilities by allowing FEMA to 
issue fixed price grants on the basis of dam- 
aged estimates instead of a traditional entitle- 
ment guarantee to cover all cost increases 
over time. 

Last month, the Administration requested 
$60.4 billion in federal aid to provide financial 
assistance to homeowners and businesses af- 
fected by Hurricane Sandy. 

In the 112th Congress, on December 28, 
2012, the Senate passed a $61 billion com- 
prehensive aid package for the victims and 
communities by a vote of 62-32. 

| am pleased that this body was able to 
pass H.R. 41, $9.7 billion bill which tempo- 
rarily increased the borrowing authority of the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) for carrying out the National Flood In- 
surance Program. 

Now that the President has signed H.R. 41, 
victims of Superstorm Sandy are finally able to 
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receive some much-needed relief from the 
federal government. 

However, the relief that H.R. 41 granted 
was limited in scope and insufficient to ad- 
dress the entirety of the situation faced by 
residents of the affected areas. The House 
must finish the job. Again the measure before 
us today does not appropriate additional 
funds, but it does attempt to address the back- 
log. This bill would: 

Cut debris removal costs dramatically by uti- 
lizing reforms from a successful 2006 Debris 
Removal Pilot program that enable operations 
to be conducted in a more cost-effective man- 
ner and incentivize the completion of projects 
on-time and under budget. 

Save money, as demonstrated by a 2006 
pilot program, by authorizing FEMA to make 
limited repairs to existing housing structures 
when those repairs cost less than a lease pay- 
ment for traditional FEMA trailers. 

Adjudicate claim disputes quicker and avoid 
cost overruns, the bill establishes a limited dis- 
pute resolution pilot. 

Require FEMA to review and update factors 
for individual assistance disaster declarations 
to make them less subjective. Provides for dis- 
aster declarations for tribal communities. 

Direct FEMA to submit recommendations to 
Congress for the development of national 
strategy to reduce future costs, loss of life, 
and injuries associated with extreme disaster 
events. 

Since this historic storm devastated the east 
coast in late October, the people impacted by 
the storm, particularly those in the Tri-State 
area of New Jersey, New York, and Con- 
necticut, have been waiting patiently for the 
federal government to act as they continue to 
engage in efforts to rebuild their communities. 

However, the time for patience has long 
since expired, and these Americans can no 
longer wait for Congress to act to provide 
comprehensive relief. 

For families without a home, and for busi- 
nesses without a storefront or customers, this 
situation has been an ongoing nightmare. 
These families and businesses have been 
waiting for Congress to join them in their 
struggle to pick up the pieces and put their 
communities back together. 

The proposal before us is our opportunity to 
step up and help to restore these suffering 
communities; that is the role of the federal 
government. 

Every state in this country is, at any given 
moment in time, at risk for experiencing a dev- 
astating and costly natural or manmade dis- 
aster. When state and local governments face 
overwhelming challenges that are too big and 
too expensive to ever hope to resolve in isola- 
tion, the federal government should be there 
to quickly assist them in their recovery. That is 
what makes us strong as a nation; that we 
can come together when necessary to prevent 
the pieces of our country from crumbling indi- 
vidually. 

PREVIOUS FEDERAL GOVERNMENT RESPONSES TO 

DISASTER RELIEF 

As the Representative for the 18th District in 
Texas, | have firsthand experience with the 
massive and protracted destruction that 
storms like this can cause both to property 
and, more importantly, to the lives of citizens 
who are left to rebuild their lives and restore 
all that they have lost. 
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After the initial disaster response and 
search and rescue phases, we must begin to 
rebuild, a process that calls for a long-term 
commitment from officials in state, local, and 
federal government. 

We can all recall Hurricane Ike in 2008, 
which heavily impacted many constituents in 
my district. At least 74 people lost their lives 
in the State of Texas, with 28 in Harris County 
and 17 in Galveston. Over 200,000 homes in 
the Houston-Galveston region were left dam- 
aged or destroyed as a result of Ike. 

Congress appropriated $3 billion to Texas to 
help finance the infrastructure and housing re- 
covery, which included individual and house- 
hold assistance, disaster unemployment as- 
sistance, public assistance grants to state and 
local government and non-profit organizations 
to pay for debris removal, emergency protec- 
tive measures and road repairs, and low-inter- 
est disaster loans provided by the Small Busi- 
ness Administration. 

My visits to the affected areas fundamen- 
tally evidenced the need for long-term recov- 
ery and to get people back on their feet. My 
constituents and others in the affected areas 
needed and greatly appreciated the federal 
assistance they received, and so now that 
Americans in other parts of our nation need 
our help, we must move in a bipartisan fash- 
ion to provide it. 

EXTENT OF DAMAGE CAUSED BY SANDY 

As a nation, we continue to mourn the loss 
of at least 132 people in the United States due 
to Superstorm Sandy (60 in New York, 48 
New York City; 34 in New Jersey; 16 in Penn- 
sylvania, 7 in West Virginia). Many more were 
lost to Sandy in the Carribbean. 

As devastating as Hurricane Ike was, the 
damage to property it caused (an estimated 
$29.5 billion) the costs associated with 
Superstorm Sandy are expected to be signifi- 
cantly higher. While we do not yet know the 
final numbers, the total amount of property 
damage resulting from Superstorm Sandy ex- 
ceeds $62 billion. 

In terms of dollars of property destruction, 
this ranks Superstorm Sandy second only to 
Hurricane Katrina ($128 billion, adjusted for in- 
flation) (note: Hurricane Ike ranks 3rd). 

Most gas stations in New York City and 
New Jersey were closed because of power 
shortages and depleted fuel supplies. Long 
lines formed at gas stations that were ex- 
pected to be open. 

Food, shelter and clothing are basic neces- 
sities, and right now far too many people are 
without access to them during these holidays 
and in brutally cold weather. With more cold 
weather in sight, things are not going to get 
any easier for residents of those communities. 

Economic conditions in many affected com- 
munities are stagnant; stalled because the 
federal government has yet to provide funding. 
It took 10 days for Congress to approve 
roughly $50 billion in aid for Katrina, but Con- 
gress has yet to provide a comprehensive aid 
package for those affected by Sandy for more 
than two months. 

CONCLUSION 

We need to restore a sense of calm and 
stability in the lives of people affected by 
Superstorm Sandy. We need to ensure that 
small businesses in the affected areas are 
able to rebound as expeditiously as possible 
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so that they can get the local economies mov- 
ing again. 

Mr. DENHAM. Madam Speaker, the 
Sandy Recovery Improvement Act will 
speed up recovery efforts and reduce 
costs. I want to just touch on one im- 
portant piece of this legislation. It will 
allow greater flexibility to reduce re- 
building time and lower costs. This 
gives the local governments greater 
flexibility to consolidate or rebuild fa- 
cilities by allowing FEMA to issue 
fixed grants on the basis of damage es- 
timates, instead of a traditional reim- 
bursement program. 

Why that’s important—in my area, in 
the Central Valley of California, we 
had huge flooding; and as any emer- 
gency, you’re not prepared. You didn’t 
anticipate it, especially where we have 
such a huge shortage of water in the 
Central Valley. 

When the flooding hit, there was a 
lot of miscommunication and mis- 
understanding among local, State and 
Federal Government, who pays for 
what, a lot of delays and waiting. With 
these cost estimates up front, we basi- 
cally just say spend the money on 
those estimates, and the FEMA money 
is there immediately. 

So we not only help to reduce costs; 
but most importantly, when you’ve got 
a devastated community, what you 
need is speed of recovery. 

Ireserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. I want to agree with 
the chairman of the subcommittee 
about cost estimates and how it saves 
money and how it is one of the many 
lessons learned that I think will be 
acted out in this bill. 

Madam Speaker, this bill is a down- 
payment. We all understand this. We 
understand that the devastation done 
in four States, I believe it is, was of a 
magnitude of what we experienced for 
the first time at the gulf coast. 

We are going to come around, and 
we’re going to do what we’re supposed 
to do at times like this. But when we 
have a major event like this, it does 
not pay to simply go along doing 
things the way we have always done 
them. 

This is when things get corrected. 
This bill is a good step toward cor- 
recting what our committee and our 
subcommittee have tried to do for 
years now. I appreciate all the effort of 
my friends and colleagues on the other 
side and, of course, Mr. RAHALL and our 
friends who have also, in a bipartisan 
fashion, pushed for these changes and 
now have an opportunity to see how 
they work in a laboratory that is a 
very big one indeed, one far larger than 
we expected, but one from which we 
will also learn what is yet still to be 
learned about these major disasters. 

Madam Speaker, I have no more 
speakers, and I am pleased to yield 
back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. DENHAM. Madam Speaker, just 
in closing, I want to talk about one 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


final example, and it deals with the de- 
bris removal. Our bill dealing with de- 
bris removal will change, literally sav- 
ing hundreds of millions of dollars. 

Without the change in law, FEMA 
was able to get a 30-day pilot program. 
This is with Sandy, had a 30-day pilot 
program, where in New Jersey, uti- 
lizing the pilot program, they removed 
debris for $19 per cubic yard. In Long 
Island, using the Army Corps of Engi- 
neers, it was $129 per yard. That is a 
huge significant savings, one that, in 
the debris removal part of this, the 30- 
day pilot, it’s time for it to move along 
and become part of law. We need to do 
this now. 

This bill has broad support from a 
number of different areas, including 
the National League of Cities, the 
United States Conference of Mayors, 
the Association of State Floodplain 
Managers, the International Associa- 
tion of Emergency Managers, the Dis- 
aster Recovery Contractors Associa- 
tion, the National Association of Coun- 
ties, the United South and Eastern 
Tribes Incorporation, just to name a 
few. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I would 
ask for a favorable vote, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, | rise today 
in support of H.R. 219, the Sandy Recovery 
Improvement Act of 2013. This bipartisan bill 
would improve how the Federal Government 
helps state, tribal and local communities re- 
spond to and recover from disasters by expe- 
diting the delivery of Federal assistance. The 
provisions will have an immediate impact in 
helping to expedite recovery in those areas 
that suffered damage from Hurricane Sandy 
and will help all communities that may experi- 
ence future disasters. 

We must continue to improve our disaster 
response programs to ensure that timely as- 
sistance is provided to individuals in need. At 
my request, this bill would require, within one 
year, the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) to review and update its cri- 
teria for issuing Individual Assistance, in order 
to clarify the eligibility requirements, expedite 
the Federal government's decision-making 
process, and minimize bureaucratic delays. 

Last year, the State of West Virginia re- 
ceived four Presidential disaster declarations, 
the last two in response to Hurricane Sandy 
and Derecho Storms. In both cases, West Vir- 
ginians had to endure extended and wide- 
spread power outages, lasting weeks in some 
cases, as well as physical damage to their 
homes and businesses. The emotional trauma 
was severe with some areas were literally cut 
off from basic necessities like food, water, and 
medicine. These disasters proved costly and 
expensive and dwarfed the limited means of 
individuals, many of them seniors on fixed in- 
comes who have been pummeled by multiple 
storms, to absorb uninsured costs on their 
own. 

In both cases, FEMA denied my State’s ini- 
tial request for Individual Assistance, forcing 
the State to redo its damage assessments and 
appeal FEMA’s decision. FEMA later reversed 
itself and awarded Individual Assistance to 
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some, but not all, of the requesting West Vir- 
ginia counties in regard to the Derecho Storm; 
so far, the appeal related to Sandy is still 
pending. 

These delays leave uninsured disaster vic- 
tims in limbo for weeks, unable to begin home 
repairs because they do not know what costs 
are reimbursable. State emergency officials 
need better guidance from FEMA about eligi- 
bility criteria for Individual Assistance, so that 
these delays can be avoided. Similarly, the cri- 
teria must be flexible enough to ensure that 
the Individual Assistance program accom- 
plishes what it was created to do, which is to 
make financial assistance for uninsured losses 
available to families and individuals unable to 
recover on their own. 

Another important provision of this bill is one 
that recognizes tribal sovereignty by author- 
izing all federally recognized Indian tribes to 
directly request that the President declare a 
disaster or emergency. This provision is based 
on a bill, H.R. 1953, that | introduced last Con- 
gress after consulting with Indian country and 
Indian organizations. It would treat all federally 
recognized Indian tribes as the sovereign gov- 
ernments that they are and creates a mecha- 
nism that affords all tribes the option to re- 
quest a disaster declaration when a State in 
which they are located fails to do so. 

This important measure is necessary be- 
cause current law limits FEMA’s ability to work 
directly with all Indian tribes when major disas- 
ters or emergency situations occurred. This 
language would improve federal emergency 
response and recovery efforts on Indian res- 
ervations and would amend the Stafford Act to 
align with the Federal Government's trust re- 
sponsibilities. For more than a decade, tribal 
governments have sought this authorization to 
work directly with FEMA on emergency and 
disaster declarations from the President. My 
bill, and this provision, is supported by Indian 
Country and the Administration without quali- 
fication. 

| appreciate the manner in which this bipar- 
tisan bill was developed and look forward to 
working with my Republican colleagues on 
other issues in a similar manner. 

| urge my colleagues to support this meas- 
ure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DENHAM) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 219. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


on 


EE 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap- 
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 
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1830 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. EMERSON) at 6 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p.m. 


ee 


PROVIDING FOR THE ATTENDANCE 
OF THE HOUSE AT THE INAU- 
GURAL CEREMONIES OF THE 
PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESI- 
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. CONAWAY. Madam Speaker, I 
send to the desk a privileged resolution 
and ask for its immediate consider- 
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 


H. RES. 21 


Resolved, That at 10:30 a.m. on Monday, 
January 21, 2013, the House shall proceed to 
the West Front of the Capitol for the purpose 
of attending the inaugural ceremonies of the 
President and Vice President of the United 
States; and that upon the conclusion of the 
ceremonies the House stands adjourned until 
10 a.m. on Tuesday, January 22, 2013 for 
morning-hour debate and noon for legislative 
business. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 


Mr. CONAWAY. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 10 a.m. tomorrow; when the 
House adjourns on that day, it adjourn 
to meet at 9 a.m. on Wednesday, Janu- 
ary 16, 2013; when the House adjourns 
on that day, it adjourn to meet at 3 
p.m. on Friday, January 18, 2013; and 
when the House adjourns on that day, 
it adjourn to meet at 10 a.m. on Mon- 
day, January 21, 20138. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on questions previously 
postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

Motion to suspend the rules on H.R. 
219, by the yeas and nays, and approval 
of the Journal, by the yeas and nays. 

The first electronic vote will be con- 
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
5-minute vote. 


EE 


SANDY RECOVERY IMPROVEMENT 
ACT OF 2013 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 


tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 219) to improve and stream- 
line disaster assistance for Hurricane 
Sandy, and for other purposes, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DENHAM) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 403, nays 0, 
not voting 26, as follows: 


[Roll No. 8] 

YEAS—403 
Aderholt Cummings Hartzler 
Alexander Daines Hastings (FL) 
Amash Davis (CA) Hastings (WA) 
Amodei Davis, Danny Heck (NV) 
Andrews Davis, Rodney Heck (WA) 
Bachmann DeGette Hensarling 
Bachus Delaney Herrera Beutler 
Barber DeLauro Higgins 
Barletta DelBene Himes 
Barr Denham Hinojosa 
Barrow Dent Holding 
Barton DeSantis Holt 
Bass DesJarlais Honda 
Beatty Deutch Horsford 
Becerra Diaz-Balart Hoyer 
Benishek Dingell Hudson 
Bentivolio Doggett Huelskamp 
Bera Doyle Huizenga (MI) 
Bilirakis Duckworth Hultgren 
Bishop (NY) Duffy Hunter 
Bishop (UT) Duncan (SC) Hurt 
Black Duncan (TN) Israel 
Blackburn Edwards Issa 
Bonamici Ellison Jackson Lee 
Bonner Ellmers Jeffries 
Boustany Emerson Jenkins 
Brady (PA) Engel Johnson (GA) 
Brady (TX) Enyart Johnson (OH) 
Bridenstine Eshoo Johnson, E. B. 
Brooks (AL) Esty Jones 
Brooks (IN) Farenthold Jordan 
Broun (GA) Farr Joyce 
Brownley (CA) Fattah Kaptur 
Buchanan Fincher Keating 
Bucshon Fitzpatrick Kelly 
Burgess Fleming Kennedy 
Bustos Flores Kildee 
Calvert Fortenberry Kilmer 
Camp Foster Kind 
Campbell Foxx King (IA) 
Capito Frankel (FL) King (NY) 
Capuano Franks (AZ) Kinzinger (IL) 
Cárdenas Frelinghuysen Kline 
Carney Fudge Kuster 
Carson (IN) Gabbard Labrador 
Cartwright Gallego LaMalfa 
Cassidy Garamendi Lamborn 
Castor (FL) Garcia Lance 
Castro (TX) Gardner Langevin 
Chabot Garrett Lankford 
Chaffetz Gerlach Larsen (WA) 
Chu Gibbs Larson (CT) 
Cicilline Gibson Latham 
Clarke Gingrey (GA) Latta 
Clay Gohmert Lee (CA) 
Cleaver Goodlatte Levin 
Clyburn Gosar Lipinski 
Coble Gowdy LoBiondo 
Coffman Granger Loebsack 
Cohen Graves (GA) Lofgren 
Cole Graves (MO) Long 
Collins (GA) Grayson Lowenthal 
Collins (NY) Green, Al Lowey 
Conaway Green, Gene Lucas 
Connolly Griffin (AR) Luetkemeyer 
Conyers Griffith (VA) Lujan Grisham 
Cook Grimm (NM) 
Cooper Guthrie Lujan, Ben Ray 
Cotton Hahn (NM) 
Courtney Hall Lummis 
Cramer Hanabusa Lynch 
Crawford Hanna Maffei 
Crowley Harper Maloney, 
Cuellar Harris Carolyn 
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Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Markey 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 


Bishop (GA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Cantor 
Capps 
Carter 
Costa 
Crenshaw 


January 14, 2013 


Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radel 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 
A 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 


Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 

Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 

Titus 

Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 

Upton 
Valadao 

Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 

Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 

Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 

Watt 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


NOT VOTING—26 


Culberson 
DeFazio 
Fleischmann 
Forbes 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Huffman 
Johnson, Sam 
Kingston 
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Kirkpatrick 
McCaul 
Napolitano 
Rohrabacher 
Ruppersberger 
Schwartz 
Sewell (AL) 
Smith (WA) 


Mr. MEEHAN changed his vote from 
“nay” to “yea.” 
So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 


the table. 


Stated for: 
Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Madam Speaker, | re- 
gret missing a floor vote on Monday, January 
14, 2013. Had | registered my vote, | would 


have voted: 


January 14, 2013 


1) “yea” on rollcall 8, motion to Suspend the 
Rules and Pass H.R. 219—The Sandy Recov- 
ery Improvement Act of 2013. 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Speaker, on 
Monday, January 14, 2013, | was absent dur- 
ing rollcall vote No. 8 due to a death in my 
family. Had | been present, | would have voted 
“yea” on H.R. 219—The Sandy Recovery Im- 
provement Act of 2013. 


SE 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 300, nays 95, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 2, not voting 32, as 
follows: 


[Roll No. 9] 

YEAS—3200 
Aderholt Cuellar Hinojosa 
Alexander Cummings Holding 
Amodei Daines Holt 
Andrews Davis (CA) Horsford 
Bachmann Davis, Danny Huelskamp 
Bachus DeGette Huizenga (MI) 
Barber DeLauro Hultgren 
Barletta DelBene Hunter 
Barr Dent Hurt 
Barrow DeSantis Issa 
Barton Deutch Jeffries 
Bass Dingell Johnson (GA) 
Beatty Doggett Jones 
Becerra Doyle Joyce 
Bentivolio Duckworth Keating 
Bera Duncan (SC) Kelly 
Bilirakis Duncan (TN) Kennedy 
Bishop (GA) Edwards Kildee 
Black Ellison Kilmer 
Blackburn Ellmers Kind 
Bonamici Emerson King (IA) 
Bonner Engel King (NY) 
Boustany Eshoo Kline 
Brady (TX) Esty Kuster 
Bridenstine Farenthold Labrador 
Brooks (AL) Farr LaMalfa 
Brooks (IN) Fattah Lamborn 
Broun (GA) Fincher Lankford 
Brownley (CA) Fleming Larsen (WA) 
Buchanan Flores Larson (CT) 
Bucshon Fortenberry Levin 
Bustos Foster Lipinski 
Calvert Frankel (FL) LoBiondo 
Camp Franks (AZ) Loebsack 
Campbell Frelinghuysen Lofgren 
Capito Fudge Long 
Cardenas Gabbard Lowenthal 
Carney Garamendi Lowey 
Carson (IN) Gerlach Lucas 
Cartwright Gibbs Luetkemeyer 
Cassidy Gingrey (GA) Lujan Grisham 
Castro (TX) Goodlatte (NM) 
Chabot Gosar Lujan, Ben Ray 
Chaffetz Gowdy (NM) 
Cicilline Granger Maffei 
Clay Grayson Maloney, Sean 
Cleaver Green, Al Marchant 
Clyburn Griffith (VA) Marino 
Coble Grimm Markey 
Cohen Guthrie Massie 
Cole Hahn McCarthy (CA) 
Collins (NY) Hal. McCaul 
Conaway Hanabusa McClintock 
Connolly Harper McCollum 
Cook Harris McHenry 
Cooper Hartzler McIntyre 
Cotton Hastings (WA) McKeon 
Courtney Heck (WA) MeMorris 
Cramer Hensarling Rodgers 
Crawford Higgins McNerney 
Crowley Himes Meadows 


Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 

Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 

Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 

Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Reichert 
Rice (SC) 


Amash 
Benishek 
Bishop (NY) 
Brady (PA) 
Burgess 
Capuano 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 

Clarke 
Coffman 
Collins (GA) 
Conyers 
Davis, Rodney 
Delaney 
Denham 
DesJarlais 
Duffy 
Enyart 
Fitzpatrick 
Foxx 
Gallego 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gibson 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Hanna 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (NV) 


Richmond 
Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 

Ruiz 
Runyan 
Rush 

Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 

Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Speier 


NAYS—95 


Herrera Beutler 
Honda 

Hoyer 

Hudson 

Israel 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jordan 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Lance 
Langevin 
Latham 
Latta 

Lee (CA) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKinley 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, George 
Moore 

Nolan 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
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Stewart 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Takano 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Yoho 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Radel 
Rangel 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rooney 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
E; 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schock 
Slaughter 
Stivers 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Valadao 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 


ANSWERED “PRESENT” —2 


Gohmert 


Bishop (UT) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Cantor 
Capps 
Carter 
Costa 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
DeFazio 


Owens 


NOT VOTING—32 


Diaz-Balart 
Fleischmann 
Forbes 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson, Sam 
Kaptur 
Kingston 
Kirkpatrick 


1900 


Maloney, 
Carolyn 
McCarthy (NY) 
Napolitano 
Pitts 
Rohrabacher 
Ruppersberger 
Schwartz 
Sewell (AL) 
Smith (WA) 
Swalwell (CA) 


So the Journal was approved. 
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The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


EE 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS 


The SPEAKER. Will the Representa- 
tives-elect present themselves in the 
well. 

The Representatives-elect will please 
raise their right hands. 

The Representatives-elect appeared 
at the bar of the House, and the Speak- 
er administered the oath of office to 
them as follows: 

Do you solemnly swear that you will sup- 
port and defend the Constitution of the 
United States against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic; that you will bear true faith 
and allegiance to the same; that you take 
this obligation freely, without any mental 
reservation or purpose of evasion; and that 
you will well and faithfully discharge the du- 
ties of the office on which you are about to 
enter, so help you God. 

The SPEAKER. Congratulations, you 
are now Members of the 113th Congress. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 


The SPEAKER. Under clause 5(d) of 
rule XX, the Chair announces to the 
House that, in light of the administra- 
tion of the oath to the gentlewoman 
from California and the gentlemen 
from Georgia and Oregon, the whole 
number of the House is 433. 


EE 


MOTION TO ADJOURN 


Mr. POLIS. Madam Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
EMERSON). The question is on the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. POLIS. Madam Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 4, noes 397, 
not voting 31, as follows: 

[Roll No. 10] 


AYES—4 

Blumenauer Hastings (WA) 
Conyers Polis 

NOES—3897 
Aderholt Bilirakis Burgess 
Alexander Bishop (GA) Bustos 
Amash Bishop (NY) Calvert 
Amodei Bishop (UT) Camp 
Andrews Black Campbell 
Bachmann Blackburn Capito 
Bachus Bonamici Capuano 
Barber Bonner Cardenas 
Barletta Boustany Carney 
Barr Brady (PA) Carson (IN) 
Barrow Brady (TX) Cartwright 
Barton Bridenstine Cassidy 
Bass Brooks (AL) Castor (FL) 
Beatty Brooks (IN) Castro (TX) 
Becerra Broun (GA) Chabot 
Benishek Brownley (CA) Chaffetz 
Bentivolio Buchanan Chu 
Bera Bucshon Cicilline 
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Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 


Cly 
Cob 


urn 
le 


Coffman 
Cohen 


Cole 


Col 
Col 


ins (GA) 
ins (NY) 


Conaway 
Connolly 


Coo. 
Coo: 
Cot 


k 
per 
on 


Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crowley 


Cue. 


lar 


Cummings 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 


Elli 


son 


Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Enyart 


Esh 


o0 


Esty 


For 
Fos 


Fre 
Fu 


Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 


Farenthold 
Farr 

Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 


enberry 
er 


inghuysen 
ge 


Gabbard 


Gal 
Gar: 
Gar 
Gar 
Gar: 
Ger 


ego 
amendi 
cia 
dner 
rett 
ach 


Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 


Gos: 


ar 


Gowdy 


Gra: 
Gra 
Gra 
Gra 


nger 
ves (GA) 
ves (MO) 
yson 


Green, Al 
Green, Gene 


Gri 
Gri 


fin (AR) 
fith (VA) 


Grimm 


Gut 


hrie 


Hahn 


Hal 


Hanabusa 
Hanna 


Har 
Har! 
Har 


per 
ris 
zler 


Hastings (FL) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Markey 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
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Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 

Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 

Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 

Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 

Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pocan 

Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radel 
Rahall 
Rangel 

Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 

Ruiz 
Runyan 
Rush 

Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 


Slaughter Titus Waxman 
Smith (NE) Tsongas Weber (TX) 
Smith (NJ) Turner Webster (FL) 
Smith (TX) Upton Welch 
Southerland Valadao Wenstrup 
Speier Van Hollen Westmoreland 
Stewart Vargas Whitfield 
Stivers Veasey Williams 
Stockman Vela Wilson (FL) 
Stutzman Velázquez Wilson (SC) 
Swalwell (CA) Visclosky Wittman 
Takano Wagner Wolf 
Terry Walberg Womack 
Thompson (CA) Walden Woodall 
Thompson (MS) Walorski Yarmuth 
Thompson (PA) Walz Yoder 
Thornberry Wasserman Yoho 
Tiberi Schultz Young (AK) 
Tierney Waters Young (FL) 
Tipton Watt Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—31 
Braley (IA) Grijalva Napolitano 
Brown (FL) Gutierrez Pitts 
Butterfield Huffman Richmond 
Cantor Jackson Lee Rohrabacher 
Capps Johnson, Sam Ruppersberger 
Carter Kingston Schakowsky 
Costa Kirkpatrick Schwartz 
Crenshaw Maloney, 
Culberson Carolyn z R 
DeFazio Miller (FL) Tonko 
Forbes Moore 

1918 


Mr. ROKITA changed his vote from 
“aye” to “no.” 

So the motion to adjourn was re- 
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


—— 


ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN 
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I 
offer a privileged resolution and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 22 


Resolved, That the following named Mem- 
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol- 
lowing standing committees of the House of 
Representatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON  AGRICULTURE.—Ms. 
DelBene (to rank immediately after Mr. 
McGovern), Mr. Nolan, Mr. Gallego, Mr. 
Enyart, Mr. Vargas, Mrs. Bustos, and Mr. 
Sean Patrick Maloney of New York. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS.—Mr. 
Quigley and Mr. Owens. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES.—Mr. 
Carson of Indiana (to rank immediately after 
Mr. Barber). 

(4) COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET.—Mr. 
McDermott (to rank immediately after Ms. 
Castor of Florida), Mr. Jeffries, Mr. Pocan, 
Ms. Michelle Lujan Grisham of New Mexico, 
Mr. Huffman, and Mr. Cardenas. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES.—Mr. 
Heck of Washington. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS.—Ms. 
Meng, Ms. Frankel of Florida, Ms. Gabbard, 
and Mr. Castro of Texas. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY.— 
Mr. Vela, Mr. Horsford, and Mr. Swalwell of 
California. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY.—Mr. 
Gutierrez (to rank immediately after Mr. 
Deutch). 

(9) COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES.— 
Ms. Shea-Porter, Mr. Lowenthal, Mr. Garcia, 
and Mr. Cartwright. 
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(10) COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERN- 
MENT REFORM.—Ms. Duckworth. 

(11) COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND 
TECHNOLOGY.—Mr. Maffei, Mr. Grayson, Mr. 
Kennedy, Mr. Peters of California, Mr. Kil- 
mer, Mr. Bera, Ms. Esty, Mr. Veasey, Ms. 
Brownley of California, and Mr. Takano. 

(12) COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS.—Ms. 
Hahn (to rank immediately after Ms. Chu), 
Mr. Payne (to rank immediately after Ms. 
Hahn), and Mr. Schneider. 

(13) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS.— 
Ms. Titus, Mrs. Kirkpatrick, Mr. Ruiz, Mrs. 
Negrete McLeod, Ms. Kuster, and Mr. 
O’Rourke. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


a 


PROTECTION FOR ME BUT NOT 
FOR THEE 


(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, as I 
speak on the House floor, there are 
guns by the doors—to the north, to the 
south, to the east, to the west—on the 
roof, on all of the entrances, and by the 
steps: the armed guards of the excel- 
lent Capitol Police protecting us. 

But most citizens don’t have govern- 
ment guards protecting them 24/7. 
Many people feel defenseless. Some 
people of this Chamber expect protec- 
tion for themselves while advocating 
more restrictions on guns for the peo- 
ple of America—hypocrisy at its high- 
est. In fact, one of the proposals for 
more gun laws mirrors the stringent 
D.C. gun laws. If the D.C. gun laws 
worked, D.C. would not be such a vio- 
lent city. If D.C. gun laws worked, why 
do we have so many armed guards at 
the Capitol? 

The elites forget it’s the shooter, not 
the gun. They want more government 
power and control while taking away 
liberty from the rest of us. They want 
to punish the guns, not the people who 
commit crimes with guns. They want 
to keep their special government pro- 
tection while redlining the Second 
Amendment for the people. They say, 
Protection for me but not for thee. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


THE KING DREAM LIVES ON 


(Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, yesterday, I had the oppor- 
tunity to experience a great event in 
the community where I live and work. 

People had a tribute to Dr. Martin 
Luther King, who happened to have 
lived in that community of Chicago for 
a period of time. We went to all of the 
places that he used to eat and where all 
the meetings were held. It was quite an 
emotional experience, especially for 
those who were there and who got a 


January 14, 2013 


chance to know him, to meet him, to 
shake his hand. 

So I simply commend those resi- 
dents, friends, neighbors of mine for 
making sure that the King dream lives 
on. 


—— 


RIGHT THIS WRONG: PUNISHING 
PARENTLESS RUSSIAN CHILDREN 


(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, the 
Russian President recently signed a 
law to prevent American citizens from 
adopting Russian children. Sadly, it 
appears that the Russian Government 
is playing politics with children and is 
destroying the dreams of many Ameri- 
cans already in the process of adopting. 

Last year alone, nearly 1,000 Russian 
children were adopted by American 
families, and many of these children 
struggled with physical disabilities. 
Every child deserves the opportunity 
to be raised in a caring environment. 
Over the past 20 years, almost 60,000 
Russian children have been welcomed 
into the United States. Many of these 
children have found loving parents in 
my congressional district. Regrettably, 
President Putin’s new law now takes 
away this possibility. This law not 
only prohibits future adoptions, but 
even more disturbingly, it attempts to 
put a halt to those already in progress. 

Among those impacted is a family 
from my district, Marc and April 
Pongitory. They’re in the process of 
adopting two children from Russia. 
After months of paperwork, back- 
ground checks and interviews, this 
family’s dreams are now crushed, and 
there are dozens of cases out there just 
like the Pongitorys’. 

It is truly disturbing that the Rus- 
sian Government would punish 
parentless children in retaliation for 
an entirely unrelated American law. 
We all know that the wellbeing of chil- 
dren should not be used as a bargaining 
chip for diplomatic means. This week, I 
will be introducing a House resolution 
to right this wrong. Please join me in 
sending a clear message to the Russian 
Government. 


-o 


H.R. 61: HOLDING BIG ABORTION 
BUSINESSES ACCOUNTABLE 


(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Big abortion 
businesses are getting rich, and they 
don’t deserve or need our Federal tax 
dollars. That’s why, on this first day of 
Congress, I introduced the Title X 
Abortion Provider Prohibition Act. It’s 
H.R. 6l. 

Planned Parenthood’s 2011-2012 an- 
nual report showed they received a 
record $542 million in taxpayer funding 
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while simultaneously performing a 
record number of abortions—actually, 
one every 94 seconds. So, in 94 seconds, 
they perform that abortion, and they 
take in over $1,600 in Federal taxpayer 
money. Their funding has increased by 
11 percent in the last 2 years even 
though former employees of Planned 
Parenthood say the organization pro- 
motes sex-selection abortions, facili- 
tates human trafficking, engages in co- 
ercive behavior, and fails to maintain 
financial records in accordance with 
the law. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
H.R. 61 so we can get ahold of these big 
abortion businesses, hold them ac- 
countable, clean up the title X grant 
program and end taxpayer funding of 
abortion. 


— 


1930 


RIGHT OF GUN OWNERSHIP 


(Mr. COLLINS of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise to express my grave concern 
over recent media reports that the ad- 
ministration is considering issuing ex- 
ecutive orders to further their radical 
anti-gun control legislation. 

The battle to protect the Second 
Amendment rights of all citizens rages 
on in Congress, and this is the appro- 
priate place for such debate—not in the 
dark of night through executive orders 
as the Obama administration has be- 
come so fond of doing. 

Gun control advocates prey on the 
fears of Americans, claiming that 
stricter gun laws will result in reduced 
gun violence. That theory is false and 
is dangerous to the sanctity of the 
United States Constitution. Security 
can only come through the preserva- 
tion of individual liberties such as the 
right to defend one’s home and one’s 
family. We should protect the right to 
keep and bear arms as fiercely as we 
seek to protect the rights of free 
speech, the freedom of religion, and of 
due process. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose any 
efforts by the administration to re- 
strict the rights of gun ownership 
through executive orders and commit 
to the American people to tirelessly 
defend all of their constitutional rights 
on the floor of this House, including 
the right of gun ownership. 


——E 


CONGRATULATING NORTH DAKOTA 
STATE UNIVERSITY ON FCS NA- 
TIONAL CHAMPIONSHIP 


(Mr. CRAMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the North Da- 
kota State University Bison and head 
coach Craig Bohl on winning another 
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FCS national championship on Janu- 
ary 5 this year in Frisco, Texas. 

NDSU is well known as a student-fo- 
cused, land grant research university 
with more than 14,000 students, offer- 
ing over 100 majors, covering every- 
thing from architecture, pharmacy, 
food science and engineering, to busi- 
ness, biotechnology, music and interior 
design. 

The victory over Sam Houston State 
was the Bison’s second consecutive na- 
tional championship, an accomplish- 
ment even more impressive when con- 
sidering the Thundering Herd became a 
Division I program only 8 short years 
ago. I look forward to following the 
Bison on many more championship 
runs and am pleased that Coach Bohl 
has agreed to a multi-year contract ex- 
tension rather than pursuing a career 
in politics. 


a 


CBC HOUR: A CULTURE OF 
VIOLENCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BARR). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 3, 2018, the gentle- 
woman from Ohio (Ms. FUDGE) is recog- 
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks on the subject of 
this Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Ms. FUDGE. The Congressional 
Black Caucus, better known as the 
CBC, is proud to anchor this hour. My 
name is MARCIA FUDGE, and I represent 
the 11th Congressional District of Ohio, 
and I’m currently the chair of the Con- 
gressional Black Caucus. CBC Members 
stand firm as the voice of the people 
and as the conscience of the Congress. 
We are dedicated to providing focused 
services to the citizens who elected us 
to these offices. 

Tonight, the CBC will focus its atten- 
tion on the culture of violence. With no 
end in sight, the culture of violence 
continues to permeate and define our 
society, Mr. Speaker. We cannot hide 
from it. It is everywhere we go. 

Merriam-Webster defines an epidemic 
as ‘something affecting or tending to 
affect a disproportionately large num- 
ber of individuals within a population, 
community, or region at the same 
time.” It is clear the culture of vio- 
lence is an American epidemic. It is 
time for us to face the music. 

We are complicit in the violence that 
takes place in our Nation if we fail to 
strengthen our gun laws, if we fail to 
invest more resources into our mental 
health services, and address the issue 
of bullying. We must take meaningful 
and immediate action to eradicate the 
culture of violence in our country. 
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Mr. Speaker, this evening I am joined 
by a number of members of the Con- 
gressional Black Caucus, and I now 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. DANNY DAVIS. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank the chairman 
of the Congressional Black Caucus for 
not only anchoring this hour, but also 
providing an opportunity for the rest of 


S. 

I had decided to develop a statement, 
but then I had 16 young students visit 
me this afternoon from Oak Park, Illi- 
nois, and they presented to me their 
statement. Their statement was so 
similar to my statement that I told 
them that their statement was better 
than mine and I would use it. So ’m 
going to read it as they presented it to 
me. They said: 

Hello, my name is Joey Cofsky, and my 
name is Sebastian Torero and we are here on 
the behalf of the Religious Action Center of 
Reform Judaism to talk about Gun Violence 
Prevention. We hope that you will offer sup- 
port for the Fix Gun Checks Act when it is 
introduced. 

Unfortunately, it took an inconceivable 
amount of gun related tragedies, and a re- 
cent catastrophic elementary school mas- 
sacre, to once again raise awareness of the 
need for stricter gun control laws. Nearly 
every day, I hear on the news that a common 
child has been shot to death in my very own 
city. Statistics furthermore illuminate this 
occurrence as 8 young Americans die each 
day under the age of 19 from gun violence. 
By June of 2012, 228 people were killed in the 
city of Chicago. In that same period of time, 
144 U.S. soldiers had been killed in Afghani- 
stan. Instead of continuously cringing at 
these statistics in disbelief, every time we 
read them, it is time to curb the pattern of 
the violence that has made the inner city 
streets more violent than our very own bat- 
tlefields. 

Today marks the month anniversary of one 
of the most horrific mass shootings in our 
nation’s history. On this day, I personally 
think about the innocent 20 children whose 
lives were prematurely taken at a peaceful 
elementary school. I wonder about the dif- 
ference in the world those 20 children could 
have made. That day, we all seemed to real- 
ize we had seen this too many times before. 
Mass shootings grab our nation by surprise, 
and after every one, we feel a sense of déja 
vu. At first, people’s passion for change is re- 
ignited, and the driving force of action is full 
throttle. But as weeks go by, the clamor dies 
down. The memory of the victims fades from 
our consciousness. That is, until another 
shooting occurs. I, and the people of this 
country, have grieved over too many cas- 
kets. It is time to match our words with ac- 
tions. 

In the Talmud, a collection of Jewish laws 
and lessons, we are taught that he who takes 
one life, it is as though he has destroyed a 
universe, and he who saves a life, it is as 
though he has saved a universe. As a Jew, 
and as a person, this quotation resonates 
strongly with me. It tells me that it is not 
only important to save lives in immediate 
danger, but to prevent the loss of life in gen- 
eral. It has become clear to many of us, and 
for some, it has been clear for quite some 
time, that an effective way to prevent death 
in our country, and in essence, save a uni- 
verse, is to enact policy that would stem the 
flow of gun violence. Gun violence in our 
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country takes 12 times the amount of lives 
that it does in the other 25 wealthiest na- 
tions combined. It is clear that, in our na- 
tion, guns are a major problem. Jews are 
told to save lives, and laws that will prevent 
gun violence serve that purpose. 

In America, an average of 30,000 lives are 
lost to gun violence each year. This, and all 
we have said before it, explicitly dem- 
onstrates how dangerous guns can be, yet it 
can be easier to obtain a gun than it is to 
vote. 4 out of 10 guns are sold by unlicensed 
sellers with no background check conducted. 
Because of the Gun Show Loophole, anyone 
can walk up to a private set at a gun show, 
purchase a gun, and carry it out of the event. 
Domestic violence abusers, convicted felons, 
people with mental illnesses, and terrorists 
can purchase guns because of this loophole. 
80% of illegally trafficked guns are con- 
nected to gun shows. Actions must be taken 
to prevent guns from falling into the hands 
of people who would not pass a background 
check, but can obtain a firearm because of 
this loophole. The Fix Gun Checks Act (H.R. 
187) would eliminate this loophole by requir- 
ing background checks for any gun sales 
event that provides a venue for the sale or 
transaction of firearms. We thank you for 
cosponsoring this bill, and hope you will con- 
tinue to support it in the future. 

Ms. FUDGE. I thank my friend from 
Illinois for those words and for bring- 
ing us the words of young people who 
are affected by this violence every day. 

Mr. Speaker, we are joined by the 
former chair of the CBC, the gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE of California. First, let me 
thank you, Congresswoman FUDGE, our 
new chair of the Congressional Black 
Caucus, for bringing us here together 
tonight to discuss this important issue. 
Also, I wanted to say that Congress- 
woman FUDGE is such a tremendous 
leader and now, as chair of the Con- 
gressional Black Caucus, has really 
charted a very powerful course for eq- 
uity, justice, and for nonviolence. So 
thank you very much for your leader- 
ship. 

I can think of no more important 
subject than the culture of violence 
which Congresswoman FUDGE has 
brought us here together to discuss to- 
night, and specifically gun violence 
that has been destroying communities, 
taking lives, and injuring too many 
people for much too long across Amer- 
ica. 


1940 


As President Obama so eloquently 
said the Sunday after the tragedy in 
Newtown which shook the conscience 
of this country, and which we all still 
continue to mourn and offer our condo- 
lences to the families and friends and 
the entire community, We cannot ac- 
cept this violence, the President said. 
This is visited on children year after 
year, and somehow is the price of free- 
dom. 

We cannot accept this. We cannot ac- 
cept one more innocent life being lost 
to violence, not one in Newtown, not 
one in Chicago or Cleveland, not one in 
Oakland, California, not one in any 
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town, in any city, in any school, in any 
theater or in any place of worship, in 
any mall, or in any of our neighbor- 
hoods. 

We have an obligation to our children 
to ensure that Newtown marks a turn- 
ing point that made us finally say 
enough is enough. We must come to- 
gether to build an America where our 
children do not have to live in fear and 
where they do have a future. 

Last week I was at an event in my 
district in west Oakland. It was the un- 
veiling of a mural painted by several 
talented young artists. This Tree of 
Life mural depicted the hope and the 
faith that my young people have for a 
future without violence. Yet they’ve 
seen and experienced so much gun vio- 
lence in their communities throughout 
their young lives. 

Just over the weekend, 11 people 
were tragically shot in my congres- 
sional district. Too many of my con- 
stituents have been affected by gun vi- 
olence, have pleaded for help in pro- 
tecting their children from the horrors 
of gun violence, only to see the status 
quo continue at the Federal level. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to take some 
serious action that includes common- 
sense measures such as Federal gun 
buyback programs, banning high-ca- 
pacity magazines, expanding the 24- 
hour gun background check, closing 
the gun show loophole, and re-insti- 
tuting the assault weapon ban. We need 
to do this immediately. 

But we also need to work to end do- 
mestic violence in our homes and reau- 
thorize the Violence Against Women 
Act. For whatever reason, unfortu- 
nately, it got stuck last Congress. We 
need to do this right away. 

We also must seek input from our 
young people, community stake- 
holders, faith communities and others. 
We can work together to identify the 
root causes of this Nation’s more than 
16,000 homicides a year. 

Let me call to your attention the 
work of a magnificent community- 
based organization in my district that 
I actually am very proud of that I 
helped found in the early nineties 
called the Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Freedom Center. These young people 
continue to work on conflict resolution 
and violence prevention efforts day and 
night, but they constantly tell us that 
their work is thwarted due to too many 
guns in the streets. 

Finally, we must recognize gun vio- 
lence as a critical public health crisis 
and continue to support comprehensive 
violence prevention plans. 

This week, Congresswoman DELAURO 
and myself, we’re offering an amend- 
ment that would end a prohibition, 
mind you—and Congresswoman FUDGE, 
this is mind-boggling when you see 
that we have a prohibition at the De- 
partment of Health and Human Serv- 
ices that would not allow us to analyze 
gun violence in terms of public health. 
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We have a prohibition against that. So 
we’re trying to offer an amendment 
that would take away this prohibition. 

As a psychiatric social worker by 
profession and someone who founded a 
community mental health center when 
the psychiatric facilities began to shut 
down in California, I understand first- 
hand why we need to help people strug- 
gling with mental illness, give them 
the treatment they need, and reduce 
the stigma associated with seeking 
help. 

So I’m going to introduce, once 
again, my bill to add mental health 
counselors to our schools, which will 
help children and families struggling 
with emotional issues who could actu- 
ally be on the brink; but if we had men- 
tal health counselors there, they could 
really help steer them away from what- 
ever tragedy that could occur. 

So we can’t allow the status quo to 
continue, to allow our children and 
grandchildren to grow up in this cul- 
ture of violence, in a world where vio- 
lence threatens our schools, our homes, 
and our communities. 

Let me thank again Congresswoman 
FUDGE for gathering us here tonight to 
discuss this very important issue. I 
just want to remind us that next Mon- 
day we will once again celebrate the 
birthday of our great drum major for 
justice, the prince of peace, Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr. 

We must rededicate our lives and our 
work to the principles of nonviolence, 
which are more important now more 
than ever. Dr. King reminded us that 
violence should never be an option if 
we really want a world worthy of our 
children and grandchildren. 

Yes, aS a major part of this, it does 
mean getting guns off the streets and 
working for a culture of peace and se- 
curity. 

Thank you again. 

Ms. FUDGE. I thank you so much. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my good friend 
from California because, as she was the 
chair of the Congressional Black Cau- 
cus, it was she who gave me the oppor- 
tunity to anchor this hour for my first 
2 years as a freshman in this caucus, so 
I thank you. 

My friend from Texas, Congressman 
AL GREEN, it is a pleasure to have you 
with us this evening. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Thank you, 
Madam Chair. And I thank the Speaker 
for the time. 

I congratulate you, Madam Chair, on 
being the newly elected chairperson of 
the CBC, and I pledge to work with you 
to do all that I can to assist you, not 
only with the many programs that we 
have, but also with ending this culture 
of violence. 

Madam Chair, on this, the eve of the 
birthday of Dr. King, it is appropriate 
to quote him. He reminded us that the 
truest measure of the person is not 
where you stand in times of comfort 
and convenience, when all is right with 
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the world, your health is good, your 
bills are paid, friends are all around. 
The truest measure of the person is 
where do you stand in times of chal- 
lenge and controversy. 

Challenge and controversy, when 
young people are dying in the street, 
when domestic violence is claiming the 
lives of spouses and paramours and 
lovers and friends, when churches are 
being shot up, where do you stand? 

Let’s talk for just a moment about 
some of these circumstances. I at- 
tended a funeral just recently. It was 
the funeral of Ms. Latasha Jones. Ms. 
Jones was killed on Christmas Eve, De- 
cember 2012. She lost her life in the 
presence of her son. Her daughter lost 
her life as well, victim of domestic vio- 
lence. 

It’s one thing to know and use the 
term “victim,” another thing to attend 
the funeral of a victim. It was a sad oc- 
casion. Mother and daughter, son there 
to only suffer heartache knowing that 
he will never see his mother or his sis- 
ter again. 

I have the program from that fu- 
neral, and I have the obituary. I shall 
place this in the RECORD. 


LATASHA R. JONES 
October 14, 1977-December 24, 2012 

On October 14, 1977 in Houston, Texas, a 
baby girl was born to Clarence M. Jones and 
Patricia Jones. They named her Latasha Ro- 
chelle Jones. Latasha confessed to Christ at 
an early age at South Park Baptist Church, 
in Houston, Texas. She attended Houston 
area public schools and graduated from 
North Shore High School in 1997, in Houston, 
Texas. 

On September 27, 1994, she had her first 
daughter: Chamarea’ Schane’ Hoskin. On 
February 8, 1999, she gave birth to her second 
daughter: JaKaela Neshae Newhouse. On 
May 24, 2005, she gave birth to her first son: 
Chance Javion-Lee Adams. Latasha was a 
kind-hearted, loving caregiver. She pursued 
her dream of caring for children while she 
was employed with many different daycare 
facilities. While employed at KinderCare, she 
was a Senior Quest Teacher. She truly had a 
passion for educating and nurturing chil- 
dren. Latasha also traveled down other ave- 
nues of care-giving by completing her edu- 
cation and dream of becoming a Certified 
Medical Assistant at PCI (Professional Ca- 
reers Institute). Latasha completed the 
course and graduated on June 20, 2012. While 
attending PCI. Latasha was employed with 
Home Depot, where she worked very hard to 
provide for her family. 

Latasha was preceded in death by her fa- 
ther, Clarence M. Jones, her grandmother 
Shirley McDonald, three cousins: Cheryl L. 
McDonald, Jermaine McDonald and Byron J. 
Scranton, her step-brother: Clarence Owens. 

Her loving memory will linger on in the 
hearts of her Mother and Pow-Pow: Patricia 
A. Wilson and Earnest ‘‘Lee’’ Wilson, Sr.; her 
daughter: Chamarea’ Hoskin, her son: 
Chance J.L. Adams; her sisters: Candi Jones, 
Alicia Jarmon (Jai Francis, Sr.), Rashaunda 
Jarmon; step-sisters: Wendy W. Thomas 
(Randy) and Desiree Jarmon; step-brothers: 
Ernest L. Wilson, Jr. and Marcus Vivian; her 
nieces: Jailicia Martinez (Robert M.), Mor- 
gan Francis, Jordyn Lassaint, Avry Francis 
and Zoey Sarumi; her nephews: Jai Francis, 
Jr., Tristen Francis, Randall Thomas, Caden 
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Francis, Seven Francis, Shia Francis and 
Tru Irven, a host of loving Aunts, Uncles, 
cousins, her God-Mother Emori Davis, and a 
host of other loving relatives and friends. 

May Latasha R.I.P. with her daughter, 
JaKaela. 


JAKAELA N. NEWHOUSE 
February 8, 1999-December 24, 2012 

On February 8, 1999 in Houston, Texas, a 
baby girl was born to Herman Newhouse, Jr. 
and Latasha Jones. They named her JaKaela 
Neshae Newhouse. She attended Houston 
area public schools and was currently an 8th 
grade student at Killough Middle School, in 
Houston, Texas. She has two older sisters: 
Janesha McCartaney, who was born on July 
19, 1991 and Chamarea’ Schane’ Hoskin, who 
was born on September 27, 1994. She became 
the proud big-sister to her younger brothers, 
Zaquarius Newhouse, who was born on De- 
cember 12, 2003 and Chance Javion-Lee 
Adams, who was born on May 24, 2005. 

JaKaela was a loving, curious and happy 
teenager. She was a very ‘‘studious student’’ 
who took pride in her schoolwork. Her favor- 
ite pastime was to read Sci-Fi books. She 
loved her family and her best friend Shakira 
Romero. 

JaKaela was preceded in death by her fa- 
ther Herman Newhouse, Jr., her grandfather 
Clarence M. Jones, her great-grandmother 
Shirley McDonald, three  great-cousins: 
Cheryl L. McDonald, Jermaine McDonald 
and Byron J. Scranton, her uncle: Clarence 
Owens. Her loving memory will linger on in 
the hearts of her Grandmother and Pow-Pow: 
Patricia A. and Earnest ‘‘Lee’’? Wilson, Sr. 
and her paternal grandparents Herman and 
Norma Newhouse; her Step-Mother, Vondalin 
Johnson; her sisters: Janesha McCartaney 
and Chamarea’ Hoskin, her Step-Sister, 
Quawntina Johnson; her brothers: Zaquarius 
Newhouse and Chance J.L. Adams; her Step- 
brother, Quiwnton Johnson; her aunts: Candi 
Jones, LaTricia Newhouse, Alicia Jarmon 
(Jai Francis, Sr.), Rashaunda Jarmon, 
Wendy W. Thomas (Randy) and Desiree 
Jarmon; her uncle: Ernest L. Wilson, Jr. and 
Marcus Vivian; her cousins: Jailicia Mar- 
tinez (Robert M.), Morgan Francis, Jordyn 
Lassaint, Avry Francis, Zoey Sarumi, Jai 
Francis, Jr., Tristen Francis, Randall Thom- 
as, Caden Francis, Seven Francis, Shia 
Francis and Tru Irven, a host of loving 
Great-Aunts, Great-Uncles, and a host of 
other loving relatives and friends. 

May JaKaela R.I.P. in the arms of her 
mother, Latasha. 

Gang violence. In my district, Robert 
Baptiste was a victim of gang violence, 
and on August 2012, at his funeral, 
there was a shootout at the church. 

Where do you stand when you have 
gang violence and domestic violence? 

Joshua Woods, 22 years of age, went 
out to buy a new pair of sneakers, De- 
cember 2012. On the way home, ac- 
costed, lost his life, shot—died over 
sneakers. 

I had the opportunity to speak to his 
mother just recently. It was a heart- 
breaking conversation for a mother to 
explain how her son worked hard, and 
this was something that he had worked 
hard for. He was a good kid. His mother 
loved him. 

When the natural order of things is 
circumvented, it’s very difficult to rec- 
oncile. 

And then I would call to your atten- 
tion Ryan Spikes, killed in a drive-by 
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shooting at a spring break party. Indis- 
criminate violence. 

Where do we stand is the question 
that Dr. King would put to us. 
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But he would also remind us that we 
must learn to live together as brothers 
and sisters or we will perish together 
as fools. And the notion of a gun for a 
gun is not the solution. We’ve tried eye 
for an eye, tooth for a tooth. That only 
leaves us blind and toothless. Guns will 
lead to shoot-outs. 

This is not the solution. We must do 
more, not only to rid society of these 
weapons of war, but also to help our 
children learn that they can live to- 
gether as brothers and sisters. There is 
but one race, and that’s the human 
race. We were all created by God to live 
in harmony, and we must teach our 
children that they should respect each 
other and live together with each 
other. 

This is not an easy task. There will 
be no silver bullet, there will be no 
easy solution, but we have to do all 
that we can. When you can’t do 
enough, you have a duty to do all that 
you can. 

I pledge to do all that I can to work 
with you, Madam Chair, to make sure 
that we end domestic violence, gang vi- 
olence, indiscriminate violence, and 
that we don’t resort to a gun for a gun, 
which is a nouveau version of an eye 
for an eye. 

I thank the gentlelady for yielding. 

Ms. FUDGE. I thank my friend. 
Thank you so very much. 

I now yield to the vice chair of the 
Congressional Black Caucus and my 
good friend from New York, Represent- 
ative YVETTE CLARKE. 

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to thank the chairwoman of the 
Congressional Black Caucus, the gen- 
tlelady from Ohio (Ms. FUDGE), for 
summoning us to be a part of this Spe- 
cial Order this evening. It is quite 
timely as we mark the 1-month anni- 
versary of the slaughter of the inno- 
cents in Newtown, Connecticut, as we 
all reflect on the many challenges that 
we face within our own neighborhoods, 
our own communities, of longstanding 
reckless gun violence. 

Mr. Speaker, just last week a 90-year- 
old woman by the name of Gloria John- 
son, 90 years old, was shot twice as she 
walked to the laundromat in East New 
York, Brooklyn. She lived 90 years to 
be gunned down in Brooklyn, New 
York. 

Two weeks ago, AK-47 shells were 
found in Queens, New York, at the 
scene of the murder of a 17-year-old 
child—AK-47. You find those types of 
shells in Iraq, in Afghanistan, not in 
Queens, New York. But there’s a new 
reality that we are all facing, and that 
is assault weapons in an urban environ- 
ment. 

And this summer a young 13-year-old 
boy named Ronald Wallace III was shot 
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in the back by a barrage of gunfire in 
the streets of Brownsville, Brooklyn, 
within my own district. 

Although New York City has some of 
the strictest gun laws in the Nation, 
senseless crimes like these occur all 
too frequently in my district and 
across New York City and in other 
urban communities across the United 
States. 

In 2012, the New York City Police De- 
partment reported 226 incidents of 
handgun violence in Brooklyn, New 
York, alone. 

Illegal gun trafficking and gaping 
holes in Federal background check re- 
quirements are to blame for many of 
these incidents. Eighty-five percent of 
the guns used in crimes in New York 
City are first purchased in States like 
Virginia and Georgia that do not ex- 
tend the background check to purchase 
limitation requirements for private 
sellers. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand with my fellow 
lawmakers in Congress, with Mayor 
Michael Bloomberg and with Governor 
Cuomo, in demanding Federal legisla- 
tion that specifically addresses illegal 
trafficking of guns across State lines 
and the requirement of background 
checks in all gun purchase trans- 
actions. 

To truly put an end to the random 
gun violence that plagues New York 
City and other urban areas, however, 
we must also address other policy areas 
that have profound effects on the level 
of gun violence that we see. 

Yes, I agree that mental health and 
mental illness are important factors 
that have to be explored and addressed 
when trying to mitigate against gun 
violence; however, there’s some addi- 
tional factors that contribute to what 
has become tantamount to a public 
health crisis. One such factor is poor 
educational outcomes. 

According to the American Economic 
Review, a l-year increase in the aver- 
age years of education completed re- 
duces violent crime by nearly 30 per- 
cent. In fact, between 2000 and 2005, 
New York State increased its higher 
education expenditures by roughly 40 
percent. During the same period, the 
State violent crime rate decreased by 
roughly 20 percent. These statistics are 
an indication that there is a direct cor- 
relation between investment in edu- 
cation and the reduction of violent 
crime, specifically gun crime. 

It is my hope that any legislative 
measure brought to the floor for con- 
sideration also takes into account true 
and real investment in the inadequate 
or ineffectual educational systems 
across this Nation. By bolstering our 
educational institutions, we help set 
our children on a path to success in- 
stead of one that leads to violent 
crime, death, and incarceration. 

Gun violence is not an inevitable 
part of life, yet it continues to plague 
our communities. We are not helpless 
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in this endeavor. We owe it to our con- 
stituents, to our Nation, and to future 
generations to act with urgency and 
conviction to put an end to the sense- 
less pattern of gun violence, not only 
in suburban America, but in every 
community across this Nation, urban 
America as well. 

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues, I look 
forward to working with you in what- 
ever capacity necessary to save an- 
other family from the hurt, the harm, 
and the trauma of the senseless acts of 
violence that take place in our commu- 
nities across this Nation due to illegal 
handguns and gun trafficking. 

With that, Madam Chair, I thank you 
for yielding. 

Ms. FUDGE. I thank the gentlelady 
from New York. 

Mr. Speaker, I want you to know 
that the gentlelady from New York has 
been a strong and steady voice in our 
caucus, and I so much appreciate it. 
Mr. Speaker, I now yield to my col- 
league from Ohio, who I’m so pleased 
has joined this House, the Honorable 
JOYCE BEATTY. 

Mrs. BEATTY. Thank you, Madam 
Chair. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to take my first 
opportunity to address my colleagues 
from the House floor, to participate in 
a discussion on an issue that I find 
very troubling, at a crisis point for our 
Nation. 

But first let me thank our chair- 
woman, MARCIA FUDGE, for her out- 
standing leadership and for organizing 
the Special Order hour to address the 
issue of the senseless violence facing 
our Nation. 

Our country, more than ever, is fac- 
ing a culture of violence. Unfortu- 
nately, we are now living in a society 
where mass killings have gone from 
being an extremely rare occurrence to 
a common occurrence. 

According to Harvard Health Policy 
Review, each year approximately 30,000 
people in the United States die as a re- 
sult of gunfire, and about 80,000 people 
are wounded. We are faced with living 
in a culture where, now, more than 6.6 
million violent crimes—murder, rape, 
assault, and robbery—are committed 
each year. 
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We are living in a culture of violence 
where our children see 8,000 murders 
and 100,000 other acts of violence in 
media and in their communities at a 
very early age. Colleagues, these sta- 
tistics are too many, and it is time for 
action now. This problem must be 
fixed. We must remember, when we 
talk about rights, children have a right 
to be safe. 

So I applaud President Obama and 
Vice President BIDEN for proactively 
taking the necessary steps to address 
this critical issue. It’s going to take all 
of us united, regardless of party affili- 
ation or our differing views on con- 
stitutional rights, to stem this tide of 
violence. 
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More importantly, we must take a 
hard look at funding for mental health 
services and other services; we must 
look at synching technology to ensure 
proper and tighter access to firearms; 
we must place adequate controls on 
ammunition. 

Bottom line: We must protect our 
schools, our communities. Children and 
families must be safe. 

I respectfully ask my colleagues to 
make this issue of violence a priority 
and to support our Nation’s leadership 
as they work through resolving this 
challenge, which should not be difficult 
if we compromise and keep focusing on 
saving lives. 

Madam Chair, I pledge to support you 
and to support all my other colleagues 
with the Congressional Black Caucus 
to make a difficult task safe and to 
protect the lives of our children and 
families from gunfire and a culture of 
violence. 

I thank you for my time. 

Ms. FUDGE. I so much thank the 
gentlelady from Ohio for participating. 
We certainly know how difficult this is 
going to be as we move forward, but I 
am pleased. Thank you very much. 

I now yield to the gentleman from 
New Jersey, who has joined our caucus 
and we are so pleased to have him, the 
Honorable Representative DONALD 
PAYNE, Jr. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, let me 
first begin by thanking my good friend 
and colleague, my chairwoman, Con- 
gresswoman MARCIA FUDGE from the 
State of Ohio, for anchoring this eve- 
ning’s Special Order on the culture of 
violence. 

Coming together to address gun vio- 
lence and bullying in America is long 
overdue. There must be something ex- 
traordinary done to truly curb these 
atrocities from occurring in our com- 
munities. Too many innocent men, 
women, and children have died because 
of the ease of access to illegal firearms. 
Fifteen of the 25 worst mass shootings 
in our history have occurred in Amer- 
ica in the last 50 years. 

Harvard Injury Control Research 
Center studies indicate that in homes, 
cities, States, and regions in the U.S. 
where there are guns, both men and 
women are at a higher risk for homi- 
cide, particularly from firearms. These 
statistics are tragic. We must do some- 
thing, and we must do something now. 

On the issue of bullying, bullying is 
also a major concern in our Nation. 
Who will be able to tell what will be- 
come of the next generation if statis- 
tics continue to rise with each national 
report on bullying? I’m very sensitive 
to this issue because I have three 
young children at home, and I perish 
the thought that they would be sub- 
jected to such actions. 

We are losing our next generation of 
poets, musicians, doctors, lawyers, sci- 
entists, and athletes to senseless gun 
violence and aggressive bullying. One 
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out of every four teenagers is bullied 
and, furthermore, deterred from their 
academic potential. 282,000 students are 
physically bullied in secondary schools 
each month. One out of 10 children 
drop out of school because of bullying. 

We must take measures to protect 
our Nation’s future generations. From 
the mass murder at the movie theater 
in Colorado, to Sandy Hook Elemen- 
tary School in Connecticut, to the 
schoolyard killings at Mount Vernon 
Elementary School in Newark, New 
Jersey—four youngsters with their 
whole futures ahead of them were vio- 
lently murdered by a gang behind a 
school—I have seen what damage guns 
can do in the wrong hands. Let us be 
steadfast in making sure that events 
like these never happen again. 

Gun violence and bullying in Amer- 
ica are not just problems, they are na- 
tional health issues. 

What are the solutions? Well, Federal 
action is yielding some progress. The 
Brady law of 1994 has blocked the sale 
of firearms to over 1.6 million felons, 
fugitives, and other individuals. Still, 
more is needed. Proactive approaches 
include renewing the assault weapons 
ban, closing the gun show loophole, 
mandating installation of trigger 
locks, and eliminating influxes of 
cheaply made weapons. This does not 
infringe on anyone’s right to bear arms 
in this Nation, but we have to do 
things that make common sense. 

There are guns that have been out- 
lawed in this Nation’s history. You 
cannot get a submachine gun. You can- 
not get a sawed-off shotgun. Why 
shouldn’t assault weapons be added to 
that group? 

Also, gun buyback programs in my 
district and my State have removed 
hundreds of guns from the streets, and 
I am considering offering legislation to 
bring these programs to scale on the 
Federal level to help stem the tide of 
violence. These measures would un- 
doubtedly save lives. 

Enough is enough. It is time to take 
action. 

Thank you, Madam Chairwoman. 

Ms. FUDGE. Thank you so much. I 
thank the gentleman. I certainly am 
pleased to know how supportive you 
are of efforts to make this a safer coun- 
try for our young people. 

Mr. Speaker, each year, in its Uni- 
form Crime Report, the FBI compiles a 
list of the cities with the most murders 
per capita. According to the most re- 
cent report, which uses data from 2011, 
there were over 3,300 murders that oc- 
curred in just 15 cities. There were 515 
murders in New York City in 2011; 431 
in Chicago, Illinois; 344 in Detroit, 
Michigan; 324 in Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania; 297 in Los Angeles, California; 
200 in New Orleans, Louisiana; 198 in 
Houston, Texas; 196 in Baltimore, 
Maryland; 133 in Dallas, Texas; 117 in 
Memphis, Tennessee; 116 in Phoenix, 
Arizona; 113 in St. Louis, Missouri; 108 
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in Washington, D.C.; 108 in Kansas 
City, Missouri; and 104 in Oakland, 
California. 

Now, some people may think that vi- 
olence is only prevalent in urban 
America, but that is just not true. Re- 
cent mass murders have occurred in 
places like Tucson, Arizona; Aurora, 
Colorado; Oak Creek, Wisconsin; and 
Newtown, Connecticut. Violence is 
truly all around us. It is at our movie 
theaters, our shopping centers, col- 
leges, places of worship, and even our 
elementary schools. 

During the Sandy Hook Elementary 
tragedy in Newtown, Connecticut, a 
gunman took the lives of 26 people, in- 
cluding 20 children as young as the age 
of 5. The victims of this heinous crime 
were killed at a place that we all con- 
sider to be safe. 

Since 1982, there have been more 
than 60 mass murders carried out with 
firearms across this country. We have 
had 19 mass shootings in the last 5 
years alone. That is a rate of more 
than one every 4 months. The uptick in 
these types of crimes should be enough 
to push our Nation forward on reas- 
sessing our gun laws. Unfortunately, 
our country appears to be at a stand- 
still. Each year, 30,000 Americans lose 
their lives as a result of gunfire, and 
about 80,000 Americans were wounded 
in that same period of time. 
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The number of gun crimes continues 
to be high; and yet, we, as a Nation, are 
hesitant to take immediate action to 
address this issue. 

Thirty-three Americans are mur- 
dered with guns every single day. Our 
Nation has the distinction of having 
the highest rate of firearm violence in 
the world. 

Proponents of gun rights say that 
there is an absolute right to bear arms. 
Mr. Speaker, I disagree. All rights are 
subject to reasonable restrictions. One 
can support the Second Amendment 
while also advocating for policies that 
keep guns out of the hands of criminals 
and other dangerous people. We must 
act immediately on creating a com- 
prehensive, national gun policy that 
eliminates loopholes in the laws, bans 
assault weapons, and places limits on 
high-capacity magazines. 

Under current Federal law, back- 
ground checks are only required for 
gun sales at licensed dealers. According 
to Mayors Against Illegal Guns, ap- 
proximately 6.6 million guns are sold 
each year in America by unlicensed 
private sellers. That translates to 40 
percent of all U.S. gun sales. These 
transactions typically occur online or 
at gun shows without the buyer having 
to pass a background check. 

Federal law carves out a broad excep- 
tion for private gun sellers who only 
make what are called ‘‘occasional 
sales” or who sell from a ‘‘personal col- 
lection.” What is problematic about 
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this is that there’s no set standard for 
what is considered an ‘‘occasional’’ 
sale. 

In a national survey of inmates—lis- 
ten to this—in a national survey of in- 
mates conducted by the Bureau of Jus- 
tice Statistics, it was found that near- 
ly 80 percent of those who used a hand- 
gun in a crime acquired it in a private 
transfer. In another troubling statistic, 
a 2009 New York City undercover inves- 
tigation at seven gun shows in three 
States found that 63 percent of private 
sellers at those shows were willing to 
sell to someone who admitted that he 
couldn’t pass a background check. 

The private-sale loophole has made it 
far too easy for criminals to exploit the 
system to obtain guns. For example, in 
October 2012, Radcliffe Haughton was 
able to purchase a gun from a private 
seller even though he was federally 
prohibited from doing so. His wife had 
initiated a restraining order against 
him. He used the gun that he purchased 
online to go to a spa where his wife 
worked. He killed her and two other 
people and injured four other people 
before killing himself. 

Requiring uniform, criminal back- 
ground checks for every gun sale is 
something that has garnered broad 
support. A 2012 survey by Republican 
pollster Frank Luntz revealed that 82 
percent of gun owners, including 74 per- 
cent of National Rifle Association 
members, support requiring criminal 
background checks for potential gun 
owners. This is a prime example of a 
sensible gun regulation that should be 
implemented now. 

Failing to fully enforce current laws 
can be just as bad as not having any 
laws at all, Mr. Speaker. Since its cre- 
ation in 1999, the National Instant 
Criminal Background Check System, 
better known as NICS, has prevented 
more than 1.7 million permit applica- 
tions and gun sales to felons. The seri- 
ously mentally ill and drug abusers 
have also been stopped in some in- 
stances. But despite its success, NICS 
has a number of gaps and limitations 
that still enable firearms to be sold to 
dangerous people. Many prohibited pur- 
chasers are able to get their hands on 
guns because NICS is missing millions 
of relevant records due to lax reporting 
by State and Federal agencies. 

Twenty-three States and the District 
of Columbia have submitted fewer than 
100 mental health records to NICS—100. 
Seventeen States have submitted fewer 
than 10 mental health records, and four 
States have not submitted any mental 
health records at all. State substance 
abuse records have always been signifi- 
cantly underreported. Forty-four 
States have submitted fewer than 10 
records to the Federal database, and 33 
States have not submitted any records 
at all. 

Federal agencies have also dragged 
their feet in fulfilling their reporting 
responsibilities. Despite being required 
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to do so, many Federal agencies have 
shared very few mental health records. 
Only nine of the 60 Federal agencies 
listed in relevant FBI data have sub- 
mitted any mental health records. 

Incomplete records have allowed dan- 
gerous killers to purchase guns. In 2007, 
Seung Hui Cho shot and killed 32 peo- 
ple at Virginia Tech before taking his 
own life. Cho had been found mentally 
ill by a judge; and, as a result, he 
should have been prohibited from buy- 
ing a gun. He was able to slip through 
the cracks and pass a background 
check at a licensed gun dealer because 
his mental health records were never 
submitted to NICS. It is clear that our 
background check system is broken 
and needs to be fixed. 

The prevalence of assault weapons is 
another issue that raises great concern 
for me. These military-style weapons 
with high-capacity magazines tend to 
be the weapon of choice in mass shoot- 
ings and police murders. Those kinds of 
weapons have been used to inflict the 
greatest amount of pain in the shortest 
amount of time. 

In a study of high-profile shootings 
over the past 4 years, Mayors Against 
Illegal Guns has found that at least 
one-third of those shootings involved 
assault weapons and/or high-capacity 
magazines. 

They were used in Newtown, Con- 
necticut, on December 14, 2012, to kill 
26 people; in Oak Creek, Wisconsin, on 
August 5 to kill six people and wound 
three others; in Aurora, Colorado, on 
July 20, 2012, to kill 12 people and in- 
jure 58 others; in Tucson, Arizona, on 
January 8, 2011, to kill six people and 
wound 13 others; in Fort Hood, Texas, 
on November 5, 2009, to kill 13 people 
and wound 34 others; and in Bing- 
hamton, New York, on April 3, 2009, to 
kill 13 people and injure four others. 

Assault weapons are also a threat to 
our local law enforcement. On June 8, 
2009, in Chesapeake, Virginia, a gun- 
man shot two police officers with a 
semiautomatic AK-47 assault weapon, 
firing at least 30 rounds. 

In St. Louis, Missouri, on January 7, 
2010, Timothy Hendron entered the 
ABB, Inc. factory with two handguns, a 
shotgun, and a semiautomatic AK-—47 
rifle with high-capacity ammunition 
magazines. He fired approximately 115 
rounds, killing three and wounding five 
before taking his own life. After the 
shooting, the police chief of St. Louis, 
Daniel Isom, said: 

Our officers didn’t have sufficient weapons 
systems to engage a person with an AK-47. 

On January 26, 2011, in Oklahoma 
City, Oklahoma, a police officer was 
ambushed by a teenager who fired a 
semiautomatic weapon 26 times. Re- 
sponding to the crime, Oklahoma City 
Police Chief Bill Citty stated: 

There are just more and more assault rifles 
out there, and it is becoming a bigger threat 
to law enforcement each day. They are 
outgunned. 
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Reinstating the assault weapon ban 
must be a priority for our Nation. It is 
estimated that there are nearly 18 mil- 
lion assault weapons in circulation in 
the United States. A 2010 survey by the 
Police Executive Research Forum re- 
vealed that there has been an increase 
in criminal use of assault weapons 
since the Federal ban expired in 2004. 
Thirty-seven percent of police agencies 
have reported noticeable increases. 

Weapons with the ability to carry 
out such deadly force do not belong on 
our streets, Mr. Speaker. There is no 
justification for the use of these weap- 
ons anywhere but on the battlefield for 
which they were designed. I firmly sup- 
port banning assault weapons of all 
types. 

A ban on assault weapons and high- 
capacity magazines has been endorsed 
by several organizations, including 
Mayors Against Illegal Guns, the Inter- 
national Association of Chiefs of Po- 
lice, Major Cities Chiefs Association, 
the National Association of Women 
Law Enforcement Executives, the Na- 
tional Organization of Black Law En- 
forcement Executives, the Police Exec- 
utive Research Forum, the Police 
Foundation, and the International As- 
sociation of Campus Law Enforcement 
Administrators. 
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The culture of violence doesn’t nec- 
essarily start with guns. It can often be 
traced back to mental health concerns 
and bullying. 

According to the Substance Abuse 
and Mental Health Services Adminis- 
tration’s 2009 national survey on drug 
use and health, there were an esti- 
mated 45.1 million U.S. adults living 
with a mental illness. That is 20 per- 
cent of all American adults. Sadly, 
only 17 million of these adults received 
services to address their illness. A sig- 
nificant number of the country’s in- 
mates also have mental health prob- 
lems. According to the Department of 
Justice’s 2004 survey of inmates in 
State and Federal Correctional Facili- 
ties and its 2002 surveys in local jails, 
nearly 45 percent of all inmates in Fed- 
eral prison have a mental health prob- 
lem; over 55 percent of the inmates in 
State prison have a mental health 
problem; and nearly 65 percent of in- 
mates in local jails have a mental 
problem. 

We cannot continue to ignore the 
fact that we need to do more to address 
the issue of mental health. Turning our 
back on this problem will not make it 
go away. 

The issue of bullying has become 
rampant in our society. Too many of 
our children are being bullied during 
and after school and on the Internet. 
According to Stomp Out Bullying, it is 
estimated that one out of four teens is 
bullied during their lifetime. Fifty- 
eight percent of kids admit someone 
has said mean or hurtful things to 
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them online. More than 40 percent say 
it has happened to them more than 
once. Fifty-three percent of kids admit 
having said something mean or hurtful 
to another person online, and more 
than one in three has done it more 
than once. Fifty-eight percent have not 
told their parents or an adult about 
something mean or hurtful that hap- 
pened to them online. 

Many believe that bullying is a rite 
of passage. I’m here to tell you that it 
is not. Bullying is intentional, it is 
cruel, and abusive. It can set the tone 
for a lifetime of hurt. Many people are 
never the same after being bullied. De- 
pression, anxiety, and many other psy- 
chological problems can result from 
bullying. Some turn to substance 
abuse, even suicide. 

Bullying is no joking matter. It is 
not something to be taken lightly. We 
must inform our children of the con- 
sequences of bullying. We must be at- 
tentive and listen to their cries for 
help. How many of our children need to 
fall victim to this cruel behavior before 
we are moved to act? We must address 
this issue now. 

Mr. Speaker, as I close, it is very 
clear that we live in a culture of vio- 
lence. The culture of violence has rav- 
aged our communities, taking the lives 
of innocent Americans, ripping apart 
American families, and destroying 
families along the way. We must act 
now because our Nation is depending 
on us. Anyone who believes that it is 
okay to use a gun in an open theater is 
not really thinking very rationally. 
Someone who believes that you can put 
a police officer at every single entrance 
into a school is really not thinking 
very rationally. 

We have to do something. No matter 
what our personal beliefs are, we are 
all here to work for the American pub- 
lic, not ourselves. We may have a per- 
sonal opinion as to what should be 
done about guns, but the people of 
America are speaking, and we need to 
listen to them. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to express my seri- 
ous concerns about the recent acts of violence 
throughout the United States. The tragedy that 
struck the Sandy Hook Elementary School in 
Newtown, Connecticut, last month was a dev- 
astating loss for the families and friends of the 
students and educators who were killed. As 
the second deadliest school shooting in U.S. 
history, the Newtown tragedy has underscored 
the fundamental need to reevaluate our ap- 
proach to gun violence and mental illness. 

Any strategy to reduce gun violence must 
be inclusive in its approach to finding a solu- 
tion. Every viable consideration must be on 
the table as we look to enact comprehensive 
legislation at the federal level. With the total 
number of privately owned firearms in circula- 
tion estimated to be more than 270 million, we 
must take reasonable steps to ensure that 
these firearms do not fall into the wrong 
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hands, while also protecting the Second 
Amendment rights of responsible gun owners. 

The topic of mental illness is one that is ne- 
glected, particularly in regard to its connection 
to gun violence. In 2009, approximately 11 
million adults in the United States had a seri- 
ous mental illness. Forty percent of those 
adults did not receive any type of treatment for 
that illness. We now know that each of the 
shooters in the most recent incidents suffered 
from mental illness. Addressing mental illness 
can be a critical component of a comprehen- 
sive approach to reducing violence in our 
schools and other public places. 

Mr. Speaker, we must take deliberate steps 
going forward to prevent another tragedy from 
occurring. There is absolutely no place for vio- 
lence in our schools, and we are compelled to 
do everything within our power to avert future 
catastrophe. There is a large mental health 
component to this debate that needs greater 
consideration, and | hope that my colleagues 
will continue to take a holistic approach during 
this process. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Gun vio- 
lence in America has reached epidemic pro- 
portions, particularly in Chicago. Just over a 
week in 2013, Chicago has already seen 50 
shootings, 14 homicides and confiscated 180 
guns after closing 2012 with a record breaking 
506 deaths from gun violence. Labeled as one 
of the deadliest cities, gun violence is not 
rampant throughout the City of Chicago’s sev- 
enty-seven community areas. Gun violence is 
a localized problem and confined to commu- 
nities blighted by high concentrations of job- 
lessness, unemployment, poverty and crime 
where the deaths of school-aged children from 
gun violence are three times greater than 
Newtown, Connecticut. 

| represent the wealthiest and poorest com- 
munities in Chicago and depending on where 
you reside violence is rare. However, for low- 
income African-Americans and Latino Ameri- 
cans residing in “hot spot’ communities like 
Washington Park, Garfield Park, North 
Lawndale and West Englewood, crime and 
gun violence are highly concentrated and fre- 
quent. Daily, inner-city young people (from the 
ages 13 to 24) fall victim to a cycle of violence 
that leave family members, love ones and 
friends traumatized. Yet, there is no outrage 
and call-to-action for homicides in Chicago 
which outnumbers the death of troops in Af- 
ghanistan. For that matter, 173 preschoolers 
killed across the U.S. from 2008 to 2009, 
nearly double of law enforcements killed dur- 
ing the time in question. 

This indifference is disheartening and 
speaks volumes about the nation’s sensitivity 
of social dislocations disproportionately plagu- 
ing African-American communities. Equally 
disheartening are the messages we are send- 
ing at-risk youths and vulnerable families. In- 
deed, what messages are we sending when 
there are blatant disparities in support for vic- 
tims of mass shootings versus inner-city 
shootings? What messages are we sending 
when we exploit shorthand and stereotypes to 
draw conclusions about urban gun violence? 
What messages are we sending when replace 
racial segregation with mass incarceration? 
More importantly, what messages are we 
sending with the progressive scaling back of 
funding to education, job creation, human 
services, mental health and reentry programs? 
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The tragedy at Newtown is a watershed mo- 
ment that not only shines the light on gun vio- 
lence in communities across the country but 
also the tragic fate of young people in the 
streets of Chicago. The culture of violence is 
a national crisis and it is critical that we ad- 
dress the root causes. We cannot ignore racial 
and economic divisions that continue to beset 
our nation’s cities accompanied by rising in- 
equality in social domains such as the quality 
of family and neighborhood life, equal access 
to education and health care, employment op- 
portunities and political participation. Together, 
we must embrace a comprehensive agenda to 
keep our children and communities safe and 
uphold the rights of every American to live 
lives free of this violence. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today and join the members of the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus to address the pervasive 
culture of violence that exists in America 
today. 

The community in Newtown, Connecticut— 
along with the rest of the country—is still reel- 
ing from the inconceivable tragedy that took 
place at Sandy Hook Elementary on Decem- 
ber 14, 2012; our hearts still ache with sad- 
ness and disbelief for the families and loved 
ones of the children and women who lost their 
lives in this senseless act of violence. 

As the Founder and Co-Chair of the Con- 
gressional Children’s Caucus and a senior 
member of the Judiciary Committee, | have lis- 
tened to the tragic testimony of individuals 
who have survived or lost loved ones as a re- 
sult of gun violence. 

In the words of President Obama after the 
Sandy Hook Elementary shooting, “We’re 
going to have to come together and take 
meaningful action to prevent more tragedies 
like this, regardless of the politics.” 

While it is certainly true that violent crime 
and homicide rates in this country have been 
declining in recent years, they are still far 
above those in other industrialized nations. 

Moreover, in America, there exists a per- 
nicious culture of violence; a subculture that 
with today’s technologically advanced weap- 
onry is far more dangerous to public safety 
than ever before. At no point in our nation’s 
history has a single human been more capa- 
ble of inflicting massive death and misery, and 
our society is producing more individuals who 
wish to employ such means to carry out their 
ill intentions. 

Far too often, the tool of choice for would- 
be killers is a firearm. Moreover, military-style 
assault weapons with high-capacity magazines 
are not just in the hands of our men and 
women in the armed services; they on our 
streets. Many of them are in the wrong hands, 
and end up being the highly efficient tools of 
criminals and mass murderers. 

Today marks a month since the Sandy 
Hook Elementary shooting. In that time, at 
least 836 more people in America have died 
from gun violence and accidental shootings. 

This isn’t a fluke; every day, on average, 33 
Americans are murdered with guns, amounting 
to more than 12,000 people a year. In ad- 
dressing this issue, | recognize and respect 
other cultures that exist in America; law-abid- 
ing citizens who are responsible in their own- 
ership of firearms. Many of these citizens are 
reasonable with respect to the lethal capacity 
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of their firearms, opting not to obtain assault 
weapons or to equip assault weapons with 30, 
50, 75, or 100-round magazines. 

Our reaction to, God forbid, the next time a 
madman enters a crowded movie theatre with 
the intent to kill, cannot simply be to wish that 
there was an armed good Samaritan in the 
audience who had the courage, opportunity 
and ability to stop a psychopathic shooter 
wielding a semi-automatic weapon equipped 
with a high-capacity magazine. 

| commend the President for convening a 
Gun Violence Task Force, and Vice President 
BIDEN for his outstanding leadership. 

As the President develops policy rec- 
ommendations, as Members of Congress, we 
need to act as well. 

H.R. 65: “THE CHILD GUN SAFETY AND GUN ACCESS 

PREVENTION ACT OF 2013” 

We have all been shaken by tragic events 
in which children are the victims of gun vio- 
lence or accidents. Whether these events oc- 
curred in Newtown, CT, Aurora, CO, or on the 
streets of Chicago, IL, we need to effectively 
address the safety of our children immediately. 
Urban, suburban, or rural, guns have impacted 
children across the demographic spectrum. 

While the nation’s attention has often been 
drawn toward some of the more high-profile 
events, the broader statistics are disturbing, 
demonstrating a real need to address how we 
protect our nation’s children from gun vio- 
lence. 

Every 30 minutes, a child or teenager in 
America dies or is injured by a gun. Every 3 
hours and 15 minutes, a child or teenager 
loses their life to a firearm. In 2010, 82 chil- 
dren under 5 years of age lost their lives due 
to guns. To put that in perspective, 58 law en- 
forcement officers died in the line of duty that 
year. 

As the 113th Congress debates various pro- 
posals for gun legislation in light of recent 
tragedies, we can act now to pass H.R. 65, a 
bill with common sense standards that is fo- 
cused on protecting our nation’s children from 
gun violence and accidents. 

H.R. 65 will raise the handgun eligibility age 
from 18 to 21, and will prohibit persons under 
the age of 21 from possessing semiautomatic 
assault weapons or large capacity magazines. 

Moreover, H.R. 65 increases penalties on 
individuals who knowingly transfer a handgun, 
ammunition, semiautomatic assault weapon, 
or large capacity ammunition feeding device to 
a person under age 21. 

In addition, H.R. 65 will also prohibit import- 
ers, manufacturers, and dealers from transfer- 
ring firearms without providing the purchaser 
with a gun storage or safety device. 

Finally, H.R. 65 authorizes the U.S. Attorney 
General to provide grants to enable local law 
enforcement agencies to develop and sponsor 
gun safety classes for parents and children. 

These provisions, and others, can go a long 
way toward making our homes, schools, and 
streets safer for children across this country. 
We may not be able to prevent every gun-re- 
lated tragedy from occurring in the future, but 
we have a responsibility to implement reason- 
able standards that will prevent the loss of in- 
nocent lives. 

As we call for legislation to address gun re- 
lated violence, it is also important to address 
another growing epidemic . . . the epidemic 
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of bullying. We live in a society where children 
are exposed to so many different influences. 
Unfortunately, there are hundreds of children 
who have to face bullies in the classroom and 
in cyberspace. As we discuss the culture of vi- 
olence, we must always remember the impact 
that this culture has on our nation’s children. 
BULLYING PREVENTION 

Today bullying is defined as unwanted, ag- 
gressive behavior that involves a real or per- 
ceived power imbalance. The behavior is re- 
peated, or has the potential to be repeated, 
over time. Those who are bullied and who 
bully others may have serious, lasting prob- 
lems. It used to be that bullying just happened 
primarily among over youth but as we are see- 
ing today even the elderly and adults are 
being bullied. This must stop. 

| introduced in the 112th Congress H.R. 83 
“Juvenile Accountability Block Grants Reau- 
thorization and Bullying Prevention and Inter- 
vention Act,” which calls for the reauthoriza- 
tion of the Juvenile Accountability Block 
Grants at $40 million for each FY 2013-2017, 
which amounts to $200 million in funding. 

In addition, my bill would add purpose area 
to provide for grant funding to States for pro- 
grams that address bullying, cyberbullying pre- 
vention, and gang prevention and intervention 
in addition to expressing a Sense of Congress 
on the importance of best practices. 

The JABG program authorizes the Attorney 
General to make grants to states and units of 
local government to strengthen their juvenile 
justice systems and foster accountability within 
their juvenile populations. The program fo- 
cuses resources on holding juveniles account- 
able for their actions and building up the juve- 
nile justice system in the states. 

It also essentially signifies the high-water 
mark of the federal government’s movement 
away from an emphasis on rehabilitating juve- 
niles and toward the idea that juveniles need 
to be punished for their crimes; indeed, the 
only core mandate of the JABG program is 
that states must begin to implement a system 
of graduated sanctions in order to be eligible 
for funding. 

Many of the deadly cases of bullying arise 
when children are teased and tormented sim- 
ply for being different. There has been a re- 
cent upswing of suicides amongst lesbian, 
gay, bisexual and transgendered (LGBT) 
teens as a result of bullying. 

Almost 85 percent of LGBT teenagers are 
harassed in high school because of their sex- 
ual orientation, with 61 percent of gay youth 
reporting that they felt unsafe in school and 
30% staying home to avoid bullying. 

By law, we require our children to go to 
school. Therefore, we have a duty to maintain 
a safe and healthy environment for children, 
one in which they should not be afraid. It is 
important that our children know that bullying 
will not be taken lightly, and that there will be 
consequences for such actions. 

Thirty percent (30%) of U.S. students in 
grades six through ten are involved in mod- 
erate or frequent bullying—as bullies, as vic- 
tims, or as both—according to the results of 
the first national survey on this subject. | held 
a Local-Federal Hearing on Bullying in Hous- 
ton, Texas and hearings on Bullying in Wash- 
ington, DC. | heard testimony from law en- 
forcement officials about some of the difficul- 
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ties they faced when combating bullying. Over 
40 advocates and victims from across the 
country also testified. 

Last year, | invited the Director of the movie 
Bully, Lee Hirch and other experts to screen 
the movie Bully and for a Briefing on the issue 
of Bullying. When the MPAA threaten to rate 
the movie with an R rating, | requested that 
they reconsider, the movie literally follows the 
lives of several children who are bullied in 
schools and needed to be seen by children. | 
was pleased with the MPAA relented and 
gave the movie a PG-13 rating. 

| have read the accounts of bullying victims 
and indeed the language from those accounts 
is often graphic and deeply moving. This is the 
type of language that our children hear and 
the behavior that they witness in their class- 
rooms and on their playgrounds. 

Bullying has become a crucial issue of epi- 
demic proportions affecting millions of children 
and countless schools across our country. 
Studies show that 1 out of 4 children have 
been physically bullied, and the percentages 
grow exponentially when one considers the 
number of children affected emotionally and 
psychologically, and those who have bullied 
other children. Lately, instances of bullying 
have taken a deadly turn all over the country. 
We must utilize all the resources we have 
available to us to address this dangerous 
trend. My bill is intended to address this epi- 
demic. 

This Congress we must focus on finding 
ways to address this culture of violence. | im- 
plore each of you to address gun safety, to 
limit access to certain types of guns, to sup- 
port legislation that addresses bullying 
amongst our nation’s children. 

This Congress we have the opportunity to 
take steps to address mental health, reason- 
able limitations on certain firearms, and the 
growing epidemic of bullying. We must act and 
we must act now. 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
JOINT CONGRESSIONAL COM- 
MITTEE ON INAUGURAL CERE- 
MONIES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BENTIVOLIO). The Chair announces the 
Speaker’s appointment, pursuant to 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 2, 113th 
Congress, and the order of the House of 
January 3, 2013, of the following Mem- 
bers on the part of the House to the 
Joint Congressional Committee on In- 
augural Ceremonies: 

Mr. BOEHNER, Ohio; 

Mr. CANTOR, Virginia; 

Ms. PELOSI, California. 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 24 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 
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AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WOODALL) at 9 o’clock 
and 28 minutes p.m. 


ES 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 152, DISASTER RELIEF AP- 
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2013 


Mr. COLE, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 1138-1) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 23) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 152) making supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing September 30, 2013, and for other 
purposes, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 


-Á 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 
Ms. JACKSON LEE (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for today after 6:45 p.m. 
and January 15. 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for today and January 15 
and 16 on account of a death in the 
family. 
Mr. CRENSHAW (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of medical rea- 
sons. 
Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of ill- 
ness. 


Ee 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 41. An act to temporarily increase the 
borrowing authority of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency for carrying out 
the National Flood Insurance Program. 


a 


BILL PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported that on January 4, 2013, she 
presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol- 
lowing bill: 

H.R. 41. To temporarily increase the bor- 
rowing authority of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency for carrying out the 
National Flood Insurance Program. 


ee 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 29 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
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House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues- 
day, January 15, 2018, at 10 a.m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

6. A letter from the Board Chair and Chief 
Executive Officer, Farm Credit Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Federal Agricultural Mortgage Cor- 
poration Funding and Fiscal Affairs; Farmer 
Mac Capital Planning (RIN: 3052-AC80) re- 
ceived January 3, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

7. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Final Flood 
Elevation Determinations; Middlesex Coun- 
ty, CT, et al [Docket ID: FEMA-2012-0003] re- 
ceived January 9, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

8. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Final Flood 
Elevation Determinations; Cobb County, 
Georgia, and Incorporated Areas [Docket ID: 
FEMA-2012-0003] received January 4, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

9. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Changes in 
Flood Elevation Determinations; Texas: 
Tarrant; [Docket ID: FEMA-2012-0003] re- 
ceived January 4, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

10. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Final Flood 
Elevation Determinations; Shelby County, 
Alabama, and Incorporated Areas [Docket 
ID: FEMA-2012-0003] received January 4, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

11. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En- 
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Energy Conservation Program: Certification 
of Commercial and Industrial HVAC, Refrig- 
eration and Water Heating Equipment 
[Docket Number: EEERE-2012-BT-CE-0048] 
(RIN: 1904-AC90) received January 4, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

12. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans and Designation of 
Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes; 
State of Nevada; Redesignation of Clark 
County to Attainment for the 1997 8-Hour 
Ozone Standard [HPA-R09-OAR-2012-0792; 
FRL-9766-9] received January 3, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

13. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval of the Clean Air Act, 
Section 112(1), Authority for Hazardous Air 
Pollutants; Asbestos Management and Con- 
trol; State of New Hampshire Department of 
Environmental Services [EPA-R01-OAR-2012- 
0430; FRL-9697-2] received January 3, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 
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14. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Determination of Attainment 
for the San Francisco Bay Area Nonattain- 
ment Area for the 2006 Fine Particle Stand- 
ard; California; Determination Regarding 
Applicability of Clean Air Act Requirements 
[EPA-R09-OAR-2010-0782; FRL-9766-7] re- 
ceived January 3, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

15. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Determination of Attainment 
for the Yuba City-Marysville Nonattainment 
Area for the 2006 Fine Particle Standard; 
California; Determination Regarding Appli- 
cability of Clean Air Act Requirements 
[EPA-R09-OAR-2012-0781; FRL-9768-2] re- 
ceived January 3, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

16. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Finding of Substantial Inad- 
equacy of Implementation Plan; Call for 
California State Implementation Plan Revi- 
sion; South Coast [EPA-R09-OAR-2012-0721; 
FRL-9767-3] received January 3, 2018, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

17. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Interim Final Determination to 
Stay Sanctions, Imperial County Air Pollu- 
tion Control District [EPA-R09-OAR-2012- 
0960; FRL-9766-4] received January 3, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

18. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, San Diego 
APCD, Northern Sierra AQMD, and Sac- 
ramento Metropolitan AQMD [EPA-R09- 
OAR-2012-0587; FRL-9732-9] received January 
3, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

19. A letter from the Administrator, Fed- 
eral Communications Commission, transmit- 
ting the Commission’s final rule — Connect 
America Fund, High-Cost Universal Service 
Support [WC Docket No.: 10-90] [WC Docket 
No.: 05-337] received January 4, 2018, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

20. A communication from the President of 
the United States, transmitting notice of the 
United States involvement in a rescue oper- 
ation conducted by France in Somalia; (H. 
Doc. No. 113—5); to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

21. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-515, ‘‘Reckless 
Driving Temporary Amendment Act of 2012”; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

22. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-486, ‘‘Pedestrian 
and Bicyclist Protection Amendment Act of 
2012”; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

23. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-487, ‘‘Driver Pri- 
vacy Protection Amendment Act of 2012”; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 
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24. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-489, ‘‘Comprehen- 
sive Impaired Driving and Alcohol Testing 
Program Amendment Act of 2012’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

25. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-490, ‘‘District De- 
partment of Transportation Accessible Vehi- 
cles Fund Temporary Amendment Act of 
2012’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

26. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-491, ‘‘Classroom 
Animal for Educational Purposes Clarifica- 
tion Temporary Amendment Act of 2012”; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

27. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-513, “Technology 
Sector Enhancement Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

28. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-514, ‘‘District De- 
partment of Transportation Parking Meter 
Fund Establishment Temporary Amendment 
Act of 2012”; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

29. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-516, ‘‘Allen Chap- 
el A.M.E. Senior Residential Rental Project 
Property Tax Exemption Clarification Tem- 
porary Act of 2012’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

30. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-517, ‘‘Extension 
of Time to Dispose of the Eastern Avenue 
Property Temporary Amendment Act of 
2012’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

31. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-518, ‘‘Extension 
of Time to Dispose of the Strand Theater 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

32. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-524, ‘‘Metropoli- 
tan Washington Airports Authority Amend- 
ment Act of 2012’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

33. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-523, ‘‘Temporary 
Assistance for Needy Families Time Delay 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

34. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-522, ‘‘Clarifica- 
tion of Personal Property Tax Revenue Re- 
porting Temporary Act of 2012”; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

35. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-521, “Income Tax 
Withholding Statements Electronic Submis- 
sion Temporary Act of 2012’; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

36. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
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Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-520, ‘‘Processing 
Sales Tax Clarifying Temporary Amendment 
Act of 2012”; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

37. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-519, ‘‘General Ob- 
ligation Bonds and Bond Anticipation Notes 
for Fiscal Years 2013-2018 Authorization 
Temporary Act of 2012’’; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

38. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-534, ‘‘Employee 
Transportation Amendment Act of 2012”; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

39. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-512, ‘‘District of 
Columbia Official Code Title 29 Technical 
and Harmonizing Amendments Act of 2012; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

40. A letter from the Acting Director, U.S. 
Census Bureau, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Resumption of the Population Estimates 
Challenge Program [Docket Number: 
111215758-2650-04] (RIN: 0607-AA51) received 
January 9, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

41. A letter from the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, Clerk, transmitting List of re- 
ports created by the Clerk, pursuant to Rule 
II, clause 2(b), of the Rules of the House; (H. 
Doc. No. 113—4); to the Committee on House 
Administration and ordered to be printed. 


ES 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

[Pursuant to the order of the House on Decem- 
ber 24, 2012, the following report was filed on 
January 3, 2013] 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee 
on Natural Resources. Report on Legislative 
and Oversight Activities of the Committee 
on Natural Resources (Rept. 112-752). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

[Submitted January 14, 2013] 

Mr. COLE: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 23. Resolution providing for con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 152) making sup- 
plemental appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2013, and for other pur- 
poses (Rept. 118-1). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 


Ee 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. DENHAM (for himself, Ms. NoR- 
TON, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. 
LOBIONDO, Mr. NADLER, Mr. HARRIS, 
Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Mr. SIRES, Mr. RICHMOND, 
and Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York): 
H.R. 219. A bill to improve and streamline 
disaster assistance for Hurricane Sandy, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
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Transportation and Infrastructure; 
ered and passed. 
By Mr. WALDEN (for himself, Mr. 
LANCE, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. HUDSON, 
Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. HOLDING, 
Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mrs. NOEM, Mr. 
FINCHER, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. LUETKE- 
MEYER, Mr. JONES, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. 
ADERHOLT, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. 
YODER, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. 
KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. LATTA, and 
Mr. MILLER of Florida): 

H.R. 220. A bill to amend section 5112 of 
title 31, United States Code, to limit the face 
value of coins that the Secretary of the 
Treasury may issue, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself and 
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan): 

H.R. 221. A bill to require reports on the 
acquisitions by certain foreign persons of 
companies that have received American tax- 
payer research and development funding, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself, Mr. 
CLEAVER, and Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas): 

H.R. 222. A bill to amend the World War I 
Centennial Commission Act to provide for 
the designation of memorials to the service 
of members of the United States Armed 
Forces in World War I, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. BARROW: 

H.R. 223. A bill to prohibit States from car- 
rying out more than one Congressional redis- 
tricting after a decennial census and appor- 
tionment, to require States to conduct such 
redistricting through independent commis- 
sions, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 224. A bill to terminate the authority 
of the Secretary of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment to provide assistance under the 
Tenant Resource Network Program; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mrs. CAPPS (for herself, Mrs. 
MCMORRIS RODGERS, Ms. DEGETTE, 
Mr. HARPER, Ms. MATSUI, and Mr. 
KING of New York): 

H.R. 225. A bill to amend title IV of the 
Public Health Service Act to provide for a 
National Pediatric Research Network, in- 
cluding with respect to pediatric rare dis- 
eases or conditions; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself and Mr. 
GRIJALVA): 

H.R. 226. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit against 
tax for surrendering to authorities certain 
assault weapons; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DEUTCH (for himself, Mr. CON- 
NOLLY, and Mr. QUIGLEY): 

H.R. 227. A bill to establish a gun buyback 
grant program; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri: 

H.R. 228. A bill to amend the Food and Nu- 
trition Act of 2008 to prevent the payment of 
cash to recipients of supplemental nutrition 
assistance for the return of empty bottles 
and cans used to contain food purchased with 
benefits provided under such Act; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


consid- 


January 14, 2013 


By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (for him- 
self, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. 
LEE of California, Ms. MOORE, Ms. 
WILSON of Florida, and Mr. CONYERS): 

H.R. 229. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act to provide for the calculation 
of the minimum wage based on the Federal 
poverty threshold for a family of 2, as deter- 
mined by the Bureau of the Census; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (for him- 
self, Ms. JACKSON LEE, and Mr. 
OLSON): 

H.R. 230. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Labor and the Secretary of Commerce to cre- 
ate a job training program and an economic 
stability program to stabilize the workforce 
and promote economic growth in the John- 
son Space Center region; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce, and in ad- 
dition to the Committees on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, and Financial Services, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. HANABUSA: 

H.R. 231. A bill to reauthorize the programs 
of the Department of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment for housing assistance for Native 
Hawaiians; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. HARPER: 

H.R. 232. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to permit direct pay- 
ment to pharmacies for certain compounded 
drugs that are prepared by the pharmacies 
for a specific beneficiary for use through an 
implanted infusion pump; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 233. A bill to amend chapter 31 of title 
31, United States Code, to provide for an or- 
derly process by which the debt ceiling is in- 
creased; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Rules, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 234. A bill to establish the Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac Investigative Commission 
to investigate the policies and practices en- 
gaged in by officers and directors at Fannie 
Mae and Freddie Mac responsible for making 
the decisions that led to the enterprises’ fi- 
nancial instability and the subsequent Fed- 
eral conservatorship of such enterprises; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois (for 
himself and Mrs. CAPPS): 

H.R. 235. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide grants to States to 
streamline State requirements and proce- 
dures for veterans with military emergency 
medical training to become civilian emer- 
gency medical technicians; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LANGEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. RusH, Mr. CART- 
WRIGHT, and Ms. SLAUGHTER): 

H.R. 236. A bill to ensure greater account- 
ability by licensed firearms dealers; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARINO: 

H.R. 237. A bill to amend title 5, United 

States Code, to reduce the number of civil 
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service positions within the executive 
branch, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

By Ms. MENG: 

H.R. 238. A bill to amend chapter 44 of title 
18, United States Code, to restrict the ability 
of a person whose Federal license to import, 
manufacture, or deal in firearms has been re- 
voked, whose application to renew such a li- 
cense has been denied, or who has received a 
license revocation or renewal denial notice, 
to transfer business inventory firearms, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 239. A bill to require zero-based budg- 
eting for departments and agencies of the 
Government; to the Committee on the Budg- 
et. 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 240. A bill to establish a program to 
provide reinsurance for State natural catas- 
trophe insurance programs to help the 
United States better prepare for and protect 
its citizens against the ravages of natural ca- 
tastrophes, to encourage and promote miti- 
gation and prevention for, and recovery and 
rebuilding from such catastrophes, and to 
better assist in the financial recovery from 
such catastrophes; to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 241. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to establish standards of ac- 
cess to care for veterans seeking health care 
from Department of Veterans Affairs med- 
ical facilities, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 242. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to provide for a tem- 
porary agricultural worker program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and in addition to the Committees 
on Education and the Workforce, Energy and 
Commerce, and Foreign Affairs, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 248. A bill to adopt the seven imme- 
diate reforms recommended by the National 
Commission on Fiscal Responsibility and Re- 
form to reduce spending and make the Fed- 
eral Government more efficient; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committees on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, House Administration, Rules, 
and the Budget, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 

H.R. 244. A bill to assure that the services 
of a nonemergency department physician are 
available to hospital patients 24 hours a day, 
seven days a week in all non-Federal hos- 
pitals with at least 100 licensed beds; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 

H.R. 245. A bill to amend the Truth in 
Lending Act to allow certain loans that are 
not fully amortizing to be used in seller 
carryback financing on residential mortgage 
loans; to the Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 

H.R. 246. A bill to require the Board of Gov- 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System to col- 
lect, publish, and keep current an objective 
index of dollar-denominated loan interest 
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rates of various maturities, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 

H.R. 247. A bill to require that the United 
States Government prioritize all obligations 
on the debt held by the public, Social Secu- 
rity benefits, and military pay in the event 
that the debt limit is reached, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CONAWAY: 

H. Res. 21. A resolution providing for the 
attendance of the House at the Inaugural 
Ceremonies of the President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. BECERRA: 

H. Res. 22. A resolution electing Members 
to certain standing committees of the House 
of Representatives; considered and agreed to. 

By Mrs. BACHMANN (for herself, Ms. 
Bass, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. 
BRADY of Texas, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. ADERHOLT, 
Mr. MARINO, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michi- 
gan, and Mr. PALAZZO): 

H. Res. 24. A resolution expressing the deep 
disappointment of the House of Representa- 
tives in the enactment by the Russia Gov- 
ernment of a law ending inter-country adop- 
tions of Russian children by United States 
citizens and urging the Russia Government 
to reconsider the law and prioritize the proc- 
essing of inter-country adoptions involving 
parentless Russian children who were al- 
ready matched with United States families 
before the enactment of the law; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H. Res. 25. A resolution recognizing Line- 
men, the profession of Linemen, and the con- 
tributions of these brave men and women to 
protect public safety, and expressing support 
for designation of April 18, 2013, as National 
Lineman Appreciation Day; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H. Res. 26. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the States should enact a temporary morato- 
rium on residential mortgage foreclosures; 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H. Res. 27. A resolution supporting the es- 
tablishment and full funding of a staff ex- 
change program between the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Parliament of Ukraine, 
the Verkhovna Rada, as soon as possible; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H. Res. 28. A resolution condemning the 
persecution of political opposition leader 
Yulia Tymoshenko as well as other political 
prisoners, among them former internal af- 
fairs minister Yuri Lutsenko; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. DENHAM: 

H.R. 219. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution, specifically Clause 1 (relating 
to providing for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States) and 
Clause 18 (relating to the power to make all 
laws necessary and proper for carrying out 
the powers vested in Congress) and Article I, 
Section 10, Clause 3 (relating to interstate 
compacts). 

By Mr. WALDEN: 

H.R. 220. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 (The Legislative Branch), Section 
8 (Powers of Congress), Clause 5 “To coin 
Money, regulate the Value thereof, and of 
foreign Coin, and fix the Standard of Weights 
and Measures;.”’ 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 221. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 222. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 1, 12, 16, and 18 

By Mr. BARROW: 

H.R. 223. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to Article I, Section 4, of the 
Constitution which expressly provides Con- 
gress with the power to enact laws governing 
the time, place, and manner of elections for 
Members of the House of Representatives. 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 224. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, the 
Congress shall have power to regulate Com- 
merce with foreign Nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mrs. CAPPS: 

H.R. 225. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority in which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to reg- 
ulate Commerce, as enumerated by Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 3 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Ms. DELAURO: 

H.R. 226. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is pursuant to Article I, Section 8, 
Clause I of the United States Constitution, 
which states that Congress shall have Power 
to lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and 
Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for the 
common Defense and general Welfare of the 
United States; but all Duties, Imposts and 
Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States. 

By Mr. DEUTCH: 

H.R. 227. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the U.S. 
Constitution. 

By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri: 

H.R. 228. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1; Section 8; Necessary and Proper 
Clause 

Congress created the SNAP program, for- 
merly known as food stamps, to provide a so- 
cial safety net for the least fortunate in our 
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society. However, that social safety net and 
the tax payers who support it are being de- 
frauded to the tune of millions of dollars a 
year. Therefore, it is both necessary and 
proper to protect the taxpayers’ money 
through policies which aim to prevent fraud 
within the SNAP program. 
By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 229. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority to enact this 
legislation can be found in: 

Commerce Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 cl. 3) 

Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 
cl. 18) 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 230. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority to enact this 
legislation can be found in: 

General Welfare Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 cl. 1) 

Commerce Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 cl. 3) 

Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 
cl. 18) 

Constitutional analysis is a rigorous dis- 
cipline which goes far beyond the text of the 
Constitution, and requires knowledge of case 
law, history, and the tools of constitutional 
interpretation. While the scope of Congress’ 
powers is an appropriate matter for House 
debate, the listing of specific textual au- 
thorities for routine Congressional legisla- 
tion about which there is no legitimate con- 
stitutional concern is a diminishment of the 
majesty of our Founding Fathers’ vision for 
our national legislature. 

By Ms. HANABUSA: 

H.R. 281. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: “The Con- 
gress shall have power to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes.” 

By Mr. HARPER: 

H.R. 232. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 2 of Section 3 of Article IV of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 233. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
and section 4 of the 14th amendment to the 
Constitution 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 

H.R. 234. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article. 1. Section 8. Clause 3 

Article I. Section. 8. Clause 18 

By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois: 

H.R. 235. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

According to clause 7 of Section 9 of Arti- 
cle I of the Constitution, Congress has the 
authority to control the expenditures of the 
federal government. 

By Mr. LANGEVIN: 

H.R. 236. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. MARINO: 

H.R. 287. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

1) Article I, Section 8, Clause 1—The Con- 
gress shall have Power to lay and collect 
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Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay 
the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

2) Article I, Section 8, Clause 18—The Con- 
gress shall have Power To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by the Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Ms. MENG: 
H.R. 238. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore- 
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
the Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof. 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 239. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I: “To 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore- 
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof.” 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 240. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8: To regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes; 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 241. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, of the United States 
Constitution reserves to Congress the power 
to raise and support Armies and provide and 
maintain a Navy, as well as make Rules for 
the Government and Regulation of the land 
and naval Forces. 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 242. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 243. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8: “The Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts and excises, to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States; but all duties, 
imposts and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States.” 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 

H.R. 244. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 

H.R. 245. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 of the Constitution 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 

H.R. 246. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article 1 Section 8 of the Constitution 
By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 
H.R. 247. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 

H.R. 23: Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. STOCKMAN, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. COLLINS of 
Georgia, and Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 

H.R. 24: Mr. CAMP, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. PETER- 
SON, Mr. TERRY, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. LUETKE- 
MEYER, Mr. COBLE, Mr. RADEL, Mr. 
NUNNELEE, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
YoHO, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. STOCKMAN, Mr. 
AMASH, Mr. HANNA, Mr. THOMPSON of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. LANCE, Mr. HECK of Nevada, 
Mr. CARTER, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. WALDEN, Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. 
RUNYAN, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. FORTEN- 
BERRY, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mr. MARINO, Mrs. MILLER of Michi- 
gan, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. DUNCAN of South 
Carolina, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mrs. HARTZLER, 
Mrs. BLACK, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. 
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. Gowby, Mr. ROE of 
Tennessee, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. GRAVES of Mis- 
souri, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. BONNER, Mr. BAR- 
TON, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, and Ms. Foxx. 

H.R. 25: Mr. KLINE, Mr. GRAVES of Mis- 
souri, Mr. RADEL, and Mr. MEADOWS. 

H.R. 32: Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
Scott of Virginia, Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia, 
Mr. MICHAUD, and Mr. GERLACH. 

H.R. 54: Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. GARDNER, and 
Mr. WALBERG. 

H.R. 61: Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
BoustTany, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. CHABOT, 
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. HUIZENGA of 
Michigan, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. BONNER, Mr. 
SCALISE, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. 
HULTGREN, Mr. McCaun, Mr. SALMON, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. BROUN of 
Georgia, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. GARRETT, 
Mr. FINCHER, Mr. BACHUS, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. BARTON, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. 
STOCKMAN, Mr. COTTON, Mr. GRIFFIN of Ar- 
kansas, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. KING of Iowa, 
Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. MICA, Mr. AUSTIN 
Scott of Georgia, Mr. YODER, Mr. THOMPSON 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. LABRADOR, 
Mr. TERRY, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. COLE, Mr. 
OLSON, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. TURNER, Mr. MIL- 
LER of Florida, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, and Mr. 
YOUNG of Indiana. 

H.R. 73: Mr. MASSIE. 

H.R. 75: Mr. BURGESS. 

H.R. 77: Mr. MASSIE. 

H.R. 93: Mr. NADLER, Ms. EDWARDS, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. FARR, Mr. DOYLE, Ms. 
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DEGETTE, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. LEE of Cali- 
fornia, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Ms. CHU, Mr. MEEKS, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. HAHN, 
Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. 
FUDGE, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. CLAY, Ms. 
SPEIER, and Mrs. CAPPS. 

H.R. 100: Ms. LEE of California. 

H.R. 103: Mr. CUMMINGS. 

H.R. 104: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. GRIFFITH 
of Virginia, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. LANCE, 
Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mr. SHERMAN, and 
Mr. TIBERI. 

H.R. 106: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia and 
GERLACH. 

H.R. 107: Mr. Gowpy. 

H.R. 109: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia and 
AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 129: Mr. MICHAUD. 

H.R. 187: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
CONYERS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Mr. COURTNEY, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. TSONGAS, Ms. 
NORTON, and Ms. ESHOO. 

H.R. 138: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. TSONGAS, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. HIGGINS, Ms. McCoLLuM, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. COURTNEY, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALO- 
NEY of New York, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER of California, Ms. SCHAKOWSKyY, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. TIERNEY, Ms. 
SPEIER, Ms. MOORE, Mr. HIMES, Mr. ELLISON, 
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. CAPUANO, 
Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
YARMUTH, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. 
EsHoo, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. FRANKEL of Flor- 
ida, and Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 141: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
CONYERS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


QUIGLEY, Ms. NORTON, Ms. ESHOO, and Ms. 
FRANKEL of Florida. 
H.R. 142: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 


CONYERS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Mr. COURTNEY, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 
EsHoo, and Mr. PERLMUTTER. 

H.R. 146: Mr. LANCE and Mr. FATTAH. 

H.R. 148: Mr. MCGOVERN and Ms. BROWNLEY 
of California. 

H.R. 149: Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. FRANKS of Ar- 
izona, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. 
GARRETT, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. POSEY, 
and Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. 

H.R. 168: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 

H.R. 168: Mr. HUELSKAMP. 

H.R. 178: Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. 
Gowpy, and Mr. RADEL. 

H.R. 203: Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. Gowpy, and 
Mr. BONNER. 

H.R. 207: Mr. MCCAUL. 

H.R. 217: Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. YOUNG of 
Indiana, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. LATTA, 
Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. LAMBORN, 
Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. RADEL, Mr. 
HULTGREN, Mr. SALMON, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, 
Mr. HARPER, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. SHIMKUS, 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. WEBER of 
Texas, Mr. Gowpy, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. HARRIS, 
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Mr. BACHUS, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mrs. 
McMorrIs RODGERS, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. 
ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. CUL- 
BERSON, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. 
WoMACK, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. 
SCHOCK, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
COLE, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. POE 
of Texas, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, 
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 
BOUSTANY, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. PEARCE, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. 
STUTZMAN, Mr. YODER, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, 
Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. HUIZENGA of 
Michigan, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. BARTON, Mr. 
BUCSHON, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. MCCAUL, 
Mr. KLINE, Mr. BONNER, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. 
Mica, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. GRAVES 
of Missouri, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. CAR- 
TER, Mr. CASSIDY, and Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas. 

H.J. Res. 4: Mr. Costa, Mr. COOPER, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. BISHOP of Geor- 
gia, and Mr. MATHESON. 

H.J. Res. 11: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND, and Mr. COTTON. 

H. Res. 11: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CON- 

NOLLY, Mr. MORAN, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FARR, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. HAs- 
TINGS of Florida, Mr. HIMES, Mr. CLAY, and 
Mr. HONDA. 
H. Res. 12: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CON- 
NOLLY, Mr. MORAN, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FARR, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. HASTINGS of Flor- 
ida. 


CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM- 
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM- 
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 


Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

OFFERED By MR. ROGERS OF KENTUCKY 


H.R. 152, the Disaster Relief Appropria- 
tions Act, 2013, does not contain any congres- 
sional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or lim- 
ited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of 
rule XXI. 

OFFERED By MR. ROGERS OF KENTUCKY 

The Amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute that I will offer to H.R. 152, the Dis- 
aster Relief Appropriations Act, 2018, does 
not contain any congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff bene- 
fits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI. 


OFFERED By MR. RYAN OF WISCONSIN 


The provisions that warranted a referral to 
the Committee on the Budget in H.R. 152, the 
Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2018, do 
not contain any congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff bene- 
fits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI. 
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January 14, 2013 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
AFTER SINE DIE ADJOURNMENT OF THE 112TH 
CONGRESS 2D SESSION 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESI- 
DENT AFTER SINE DIE AD- 
JOURNMENT 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, re- 
ported that on January 3, 2013, she presented 
to the President of the United States, for his 
approval, the following bills: 

H.R. 6655. To establish a commission to de- 
velop a national strategy and recommenda- 
tions for reducing fatalities resulting from 
child abuse and neglect. 

H.R. 4606. To authorize the issuance of 
right-of-way permits for natural gas pipe- 
lines in Glacier National Park, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 443. To provide for the conveyance of 
certain property from the United States to 


the Maniilaq Association located in 
Kotzebue, Alaska. 

H.R. 2076. To amend title 28, United States 
Code, to clarify the statutory authority for 
the longstanding practice of the Department 
of Justice of providing investigatory assist- 
ance on request of State and local authori- 
ties with respect to certain serious violent 
crimes, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4212. To prevent the introduction into 
commerce of unsafe drywall, to ensure the 
manufacturer of drywall is readily identifi- 
able, to ensure that problematic drywall re- 
moved from homes is not reused, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 6029. To amend title 18, United States 
Code, to provide for increased penalties for 


foreign and economic espionage, and for 


other purposes. 


H.R. 6328. To amend title 49, United States 
Code, to direct the Assistant Secretary of 
Homeland Security (Transportation Security 
Administration) to transfer unclaimed cloth- 
ing recovered at airport security checkpoints 
to local veterans organizations and other 
local charitable organizations, and for other 
purposes. 


H.R. 6586. To extend the application of cer- 
tain space launch liability provisions 
through 2014. 


H.R. 6621. To correct and improve certain 
provisions of the Leahy-Smith America In- 
vents Act and title 35, United States Code. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF JOSE SAN NICOLAS 


HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 


OF GUAM 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the life and service of Jose 
Salucnamnam San Nicolas, former Commis- 
sioner of the village of Agat, Guam; he was 
fondly known as “Joe Pineda” by his family 
and closest friends. Born on December 15, 
1945, Joe dedicated more than 40 years of his 
life as a public servant to the people of Guam, 
beginning as a youth and church leader in 
Agat, Guam’s largest southern village. His de- 
sire to serve and his spirit of community paved 
the way for his election in 1970. He became 
one of Guam’s youngest public officials at the 
age of 25. In 1974, after serving only one term 
as Assistant Commissioner, Joe was elected 
as the Commissioner of Agat. He passed 
away on December 27, 2012, at the age of 
67. 

As Commissioner of Agat, Joe paid par- 
ticular attention to helping young people find 
constructive and productive activities, such as 
village clean-up and beautification projects. He 
also encouraged participation in the celebra- 
tion of Guam’s Liberation Day festivities, intra- 
mural sports, and involvement in church func- 
tions and religious education. 

As a devout Catholic, Joe served as a 
“Techa”, or traditional prayer leader, of rosa- 
ries and novenas. He volunteered his skills in 
leading prayers for families throughout Guam, 
as well as in California, Hawaii, Washington 
state and Germany. After his term as Commis- 
sioner of Agat, Joe continued to serve his 
community as a techa; he also held several 
different government posts, working for the 
Guam Legislature and Governor Carl T.C. 
Gutierrez as a Special Assistant for commu- 
nity outreach. 

Joe will be missed by all who knew and 
loved him. | extend my condolences to his 
family and loved ones, including his children, 
Dwayne and Charmaine. 


— 


TRIBUTE TO CHIEF RICHARD H. 
GOBBLE, II 


HON. SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO 


OF WEST VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the bravery of City of Ripley Fire 
Chief Richard H. Gobble, II. Chief Gobble, a 
lifelong resident of the community he serves, 
heads an all volunteer fire department in Rip- 
ley, WV, a small town in my district. 

On the morning of December 29, 2012, Rip- 
ley’s Mayor received an anonymous letter de- 


tailing a heroic event that happened the week 
earlier, just before the Christmas holiday. The 
letters anonymous author had been traveling 
down Route 33 when he witnessed a fright- 
ening car wreck, in which the vehicle left the 
road and landed in the frigid waters of a near- 
by creek. 

The first emergency responder on the scene 
was a man from the fire department, who, ac- 
cording to the anonymous author, waded into 
the cold waters without hesitation to help the 
trapped motorist. The fireman successfully re- 
trieved the elderly man from his almost com- 
pletely submerged car and helped him to 
shore, reassuring him along the way that ev- 
erything would be alright. By the time the fire- 
man helped the elderly man to the creek bank, 
other members of the fire department, para- 
medics, and police had arrived on the scene 
to assist. 

Once the elderly man was safe from the 
frigid waters and receiving medical treatment 
from paramedics, the letters anonymous au- 
thor asked a member of the fire department 
for the name of the fireman that risked hypo- 
thermia to save the motorist. The fireman re- 
sponded, “That’s our chief!” It was Ripley’s 
volunteer fire chief, Richard Gobble, who had 
rescued the man from the frozen creek and 
saved his life. 

Mr. Speaker, the level of devotion to com- 
munity by Chief Gobble is one deserving of 
great respect and recognition. 

| wish to thank Chief Gobble for his service 
to his community. The City of Ripley is fortu- 
nate to have such a heroic man leading their 
fire department. 


EEE 
IN RECOGNITION OF THE RETIRE- 
MENT OF RICHARD HENRY 


RAILEY FROM UPS 
HON. MIKE ROGERS 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, | 
would like to ask for the House’s attention 
today to recognize Richard Henry Railey who 
is retiring from the United Parcel Service in 
Opelika after 34 years of service. 

Mr. Railey was born on October 18, 1957, 
in Ashland, Alabama, to Talma and Georgia 
Alberta Railey. He graduated from Wadley 
High School in 1976 as Class Salutatorian, let- 
tering in both football and baseball and serv- 
ing as Class President. 

He attended Southern Union State Junior 
College receiving an A.S. Degree and serving 
as President of the Student Government Asso- 
ciation. He then attended Auburn University 
and graduated in 1981 with a B.S. Degree in 
Vocational Agri-Business with a teaching cer- 
tificate. 

In November of 1978, Mr. Railey started 
working part-time at UPS while in school at 


Auburn. In 1979, he was promoted to part- 
time management and in 1984, to full-time 
management. In April of 1981, Richard mar- 
ried Debbie Renee Gilbert in Pine Mountain, 
Georgia, and later they had two sons, Patrick 
Ryan Railey and David Richard Railey. While 
at UPS, Richard has also volunteered at 
United Way, taught Junior Achievement at 
Opelika High School and Auburn High School 
and achieved many job promotions during his 
time there. 

Mr. Speaker, we join his family and friends 
in celebrating Mr. Railey’s retirement and wish 
him the very best. 


ee 


HONORING THE LIFE OF BETTY 
RAMACHER 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to the life of Betty Ramacher, who 
passed away on November 20, 2012, at the 
age of 86. A respected elected official and 
community leader, Betty leaves behind a won- 
derful legacy and serves as an example for 
generations to come. 

Betty was a woman of many trades. She 
served as a first grade teacher in Caruthers, 
California and operated a dress shop in the 
Fig Garden Shopping Center in Fresno, Cali- 
fornia. With her background as an educator 
and small business owner, Betty successfully 
ran for the Fresno County Board of Super- 
visors in 1983. Betty served the third 
supervisorial district for five years. 

Betty’s progressive ideas along with her 
ability to get things done made her a well-re- 
spected political mind in California’s San Joa- 
quin Valley. Aspiring political candidates would 
often reach out to Betty first when running for 
office. Betty and her husband, Richard, were 
a formidable team—especially when it came to 
organizing campaigns and winning elections. 

Along with being a political trailblazer, Betty 
was also a wonderful wife, mother, and grand- 
mother. Betty’s family was everything to her. 
She was a caregiver for a majority of her life— 
providing for her disabled son, Eric, for over 
50 years, and caring for Richard after his 
stroke. Betty truly understood the importance 
of love and family. 

Betty leaves behind her daughter, Mary and 
son-in-law, Ted Mooradian; her grandchildren, 
Ali Mooradian-Pesce and her husband Andres, 
Lauren, Jacob, and Joseph Mooradian. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in paying tribute to the life of Betty Ramacher. 
Her unwavering commitment to bettering the 
lives of residents in Fresno County will never 
be forgotten. Betty will be remembered as a 
woman with a kind heart and loving soul. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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HONORING MR. GORDON PROUT 


HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
commemoration of the life of Mr. Gordon 
Prout. Mr. Prout, a resident of Tinton Falls, 
New Jersey, passed away on December 17, 
2012 after decades of public service as a civil 
engineer for the New Jersey Department of 
Transportation. 

Prior to his 34 years of public service, Mr. 
Prout served his country honorably in the U.S. 
Army Air Corps during World War II. He was 
a navigator on a B-17 Flying Fortress for nine 
missions over Europe before being shot down 
and captured. Consequently, he spent 16 
months as a prisoner in Stalag Luft | in Ger- 
many. Mr. Prout successfully returned home 
on the Queen Mary after being liberated by 
the Soviets in May, 1945. 

Mr. Prout is survived by his devoted wife of 
67 years, Anne Bruno Prout; a daughter and 
son-in-law, Judith and Mickey McCabe of 
Monmouth Beach and Bayonne; a son and 
daughter-in-law, Donald and Deborah Prout of 
VA; four grandchildren, Allison McCabe Matto 
and her husband Joseph, Michael McCabe 
and his wife Tina, Derek Prout and his wife 
Jessica and Bryan Prout and his fiancée Tay- 
ler Lyttle; and five great-grandchildren, 
Madelyn, Luke, Grace, Aiden and Abigail. 

Mr. Speaker, | sincerely hope that my col- 
leagues will join me in honoring Mr. Prout for 
his lifetime of public service to the state of 
New Jersey, and his dedicated service to our 
country. 


ES 


HONORING THE 100TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE SAINT PAUL 
CURLING CLUB 


HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, today | rise 
to pay tribute to the unique history of the Saint 
Paul Curling Club on the occasion of the 
100th anniversary of the organization. Since 
1912, the club has called Selby Avenue in 
Saint Paul, Minnesota its home. Today, it is 
the largest curling club in the United States 
with more than 1,200 members. 

The sport of curling has a deep and rich his- 
tory in Minnesota’s capital city. In 1885 two 
clubs formed under the names of the Saint 
Paul Curling Club and the Nushka Curling 
Club. The first games were played on the fro- 
zen Mississippi River near Raspberry Island in 
downtown St. Paul. In 1904 the first Saint Paul 
Curling Club closed and the Capitol City Curl- 
ing Club was formed the following year. In 
1912 the Capitol City and Nushka Curling 
Clubs merged to form the current Saint Paul 
Curling Club and the new club took up resi- 
dence in its current home on Selby Avenue. 

During its century on Selby Avenue, the 
Saint Paul Curling Club has witnessed many 
changes—seasonal outdoor ice sheets have 
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been upgraded to year round indoor refrig- 
erated rinks; financial woes and declining 
membership in past decades have given way 
to booming times and a surge in membership; 
and a neighborhood in decline has been re- 
born. Throughout all these changes and more, 
the Saint Paul Curling Club has remained at 
470 Selby Avenue. It has not only survived, it 
has invested in painstaking restoration as well 
as expansion of its historic home. Throughout 
its history on Selby Avenue, the Saint Paul 
Curling Club has served as a foundation for 
this neighborhood, which is once again a thriv- 
ing residential community and bustling des- 
tination for dining, shopping, and socializing. 

Central to the Saint Paul Curling Club is the 
sport of curling. Not only is it the largest curl- 
ing club in the U.S., it has frequently played 
host to both national and international com- 
petitions. The club has hosted numerous 
bonspiel’s, which are curling tournaments, and 
in 1988 they hosted the USCA Men’s Cham- 
pionship. The club is also home to former 
Olympians from the 2010 Vancouver games, 
John Benton and Allison Pottinger. The club 
has helped bring recognition and respect to 
the City of Saint Paul. 

Mr. Speaker, in honor of all the past and 
present members of the Saint Paul Curling 
Club, | am pleased to submit this statement 
for the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD recognizing 
the Centennial Anniversary of this Saint Paul 
landmark. 


EEE 


TRIBUTE TO COMMISSIONER JOE 
E. MILLER 


HON. SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO 


OF WEST VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the career and lifetime achieve- 
ments of West Virginia Department of Motor 
Vehicles Commissioner Joe E. Miller. Com- 
missioner Millers record of public service is 
one of devotion and self sacrifice; both during 
his military career and in his time as a public 
servant. 

Joe Miller began serving his fellow citizens 
in 1958, when he joined the United States Ma- 
rine Corps, where he attended Officer Can- 
didates School. Over the next twenty years 
Miller would serve two tours in Vietnam and 
receive numerous awards and promotions, be- 
fore finally retiring in 1978 at the rank of Lieu- 
tenant Colonel. 

In 1997, Miller was appointed to the position 
of Commissioner of the West Virginia Division 
of Motor Vehicles by Governor Cecil Under- 
wood and reappointed in 2009 by Governor 
Joe Manchin. Throughout his time as Commis- 
sioner, Miller has successfully overseen many 
challenging projects for the Division of Motor 
Vehicles. Highlights of his tenure include West 
Virginia’s compliance with the Real ID Act of 
2005, integration of the Electronic Commercial 
Driver's License Testing System, and develop- 
ment of the division’s Regional Office Plan, 
stating, “Every citizen in the state should have 
reasonable access to essential DMV serv- 
ices.” 

Commissioner Miller resides in Putnam 
County with his wife, Darleen S. Miller. He has 
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five children, daughters; Jenny, Debbie, Susie, 
Heather (deceased), and one son, Mike. 

Mr. Speaker, the State of West Virginia, and 
indeed, the United States of America owe 
Commissioner Joe E. Miller a debt of gratitude 
for his many years of honorable service. 


Ee 


34TH ANNUAL DR. MARTIN LU- 
THER KING JR. MEMORIAL 
BREAKFAST 


HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, as we cele- 
brate the birth of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. 
and reflect on his life and work, we are re- 
minded of the challenges that democracy 
poses to us and the delicate nature of liberty. 
Dr. King’s life, and, unfortunately, his untimely 
death, reminds us that we must continually 
work to secure and protect our freedoms. Dr. 
King, in his courage to act, his willingness to 
meet challenges, and his ability to achieve, 
embodied all that is good and true in the battle 
for liberty. 

The spirit of Dr. King lives on in the citizens 
of communities throughout our nation. It lives 
on in the people whose actions reflect the 
spirit of resolve and achievement that will help 
move our country into the future. | am honored 
to rise today to recognize several individuals 
from Indiana’s First Congressional District, 
who will be recognized during the 34th Annual 
Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Memorial Breakfast 
on Saturday, January 19, 2013, at the Gen- 
esis Convention Center in Gary, Indiana. The 
Gary Frontiers Service Club, which was found- 
ed in 1952, sponsors this annual breakfast. 

This year, the Gary Frontiers Service Club 
will pay tribute to local individuals who have 
for decades unselfishly contributed to improv- 
ing the quality of life for the people of Gary. 
Notably, David D. Chube Sr., MD will be hon- 
ored with the prestigious Dr. Martin Luther 
King Jr. Drum Major Award for 2013. Addition- 
ally, several individuals will be recognized as 
Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Marchers at this 
years breakfast including, Patricia Diana 
DeNeal, Elder Rozelle Hammonds, Pastor Dr. 
Marion J. Johnson Jr., Joseph Slay Jr., and 
Ann West-Walker. Finally, Feroa R. Hines was 
selected as the 2012 Yokefellow of the Year. 

Though very different in nature, the achieve- 
ments of each of these individuals reflect 
many of the same attributes that Dr. King pos- 
sessed, as well as the values he advocated. 
Like Dr. King, these individuals saw chal- 
lenges and faced them with unwavering 
strength and determination. Each one of the 
honored guests’ greatness has been found in 
their willingness to serve with “a heart full of 
grace and a soul generated by love.” They set 
goals and work selflessly to make them a re- 
ality. 

Mr. Speaker, | urge you and my other distin- 
guished colleagues to join me in commending 
these honorees, as well as the Gary Frontiers 
Service Club officers, President Oliver J. 
Gilliam, Vice President Sean Jones, 1st Vice 
President James Piggee, Recording Secretary 
Linnal Ford, Financial Secretary Sam Frazier, 
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Corresponding Secretary Ferba R. Hines, and 
Treasurer/Seventh District Director Floyd Don- 
aldson, as well as Breakfast Chairman Clorius 
L. Lay, in addition to all other members of the 
service club for their initiative, determination, 
and dedication to serving the people of North- 
west Indiana. 


ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE CITY OF 
HIGHLAND VILLAGE 


HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the City of Highland Village as 
they celebrate their 50th Anniversary as an in- 
corporated city. 


Highland Village was voted into existence 
by approximately 100 residents on February 
14, 1963, with 53 supporting votes and seven 
opposed. Over the subsequent 50 years the 
5.5 square-mile city has transitioned from a 
small population and weekenders from Dallas 
to the lakeside community that is now home 
for almost 16,000 permanent residents. 


Highland Village has a long history that in- 
cludes its role as a hideout in the 1870s for 
the notorious highwayman, Sam Bass, who 
was drawn to the privacy of the trees and hills 
that are unique to much of north Texas. The 
same natural beauty that attracted the infa- 
mous also beckoned wealthy Dallasites seek- 
ing respite from the city. The growth continued 
and development by groups such as Mobil 
Land Development Corporation transformed 
the small, rural town into a suburban city in 
the 1970s. It eventually became a Home Rule 
City in 1986 as its population surpassed 
5,000. 


Residential expansion led to improvements 
in infrastructure and economic growth. Diver- 
sification of the community’s revenue base 
through commercial development led to the 
city’s current vibrant retail market. Roadway 
improvements to FM 407 and the extension of 
FM 2499 as a major north south route which 
will eventually connect DFW Airport with Den- 
ton residents has also fostered the commu- 
nity’s prosperity. Managing its growth in a con- 
servatively fiscal manner, Highland Village 
prioritized services that would enhance and 
preserve the quality of life for residents. As a 
result, current residents enjoy living in a mu- 
nicipality identified as the “Safest City in 
Texas”, with full-time fire and emergency serv- 
ices, an extensive system of community trails 
and membership in the Denton County Trans- 
portation Authority with nearby rail connectivity 
to the international commerce hub of Dallas. 


As Highland Village celebrates their 50th 
anniversary, | salute the unique community 
that | and my family have also known as 
home. It is my privilege today to represent the 
City of Highland Village and its residents in 
the U.S. House of Representatives. 
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TRIBUTE TO SUZANNE McCOLLUM 


HON. HAROLD ROGERS 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise to pay tribute to Ms. Suzanne C. McCol- 
lum for her extraordinary dedication to duty 
and service to the United States of America. 
Ms. McCollum will retire after 28 years of dis- 
tinguished service to the Nation as an Army 
Civilian. 

Ms. McCollum began her service as a Clerk 
Typist, GS-1, at the Soldier Support Center- 
National Capital Region. In 1989, she went on 
to serve as a secretary and Congressional Li- 
aison Clerk for the 6th Infantry Division (Light), 
Fort Wainwright, Alaska. When she returned 
to Washington, DC in 1992, she briefly worked 
for the Acquisition Management Branch, U.S. 
Total Army Personnel Command, before ac- 
cepting a position in the Office of the Chief of 
Legislative Liaison (OCLL), Congressional In- 
quiry Division. During this time, Ms. McCollum 
was assigned to ever higher levels of respon- 
sibility as her experience and reputation as a 
skilled action officer grew. 

Ms. McCollum received a promotion in the 
Congressional Activities Division, where she 
was responsible for ensuring that Army Senior 
Leader written testimony was provided to the 
Defense Oversight committees in a timely 
manner. She published a key tool for the Army 
in responding to Congress: the Congressional 
Actions Responsibilities Standard Operating 
Procedures. Within a year, she was promoted 
again and asked to become the Legislative 
Assistant to Sergeant Major of the Army Ken- 
neth Preston, becoming his sole advisor for all 
congressional affairs matters. In that role, Ms. 
McCollum was responsible for preparing the 
SMA for congressional testimony, providing 
analysis on Congressional interest items and 
legislation related to Soldier and Family 
issues, and keeping him informed on Mem- 
bers and Staff in preparation for numerous 
Congressional office calls, events, and trips. 
This was critical to ensure he was able to pro- 
vide Members of Congress and their Staff with 
the most current information on Army Pro- 
grams. Ms. McCollum most recently served as 
the Deputy Chief of Support Operations Divi- 
sion, Army Legislative Liaison. 

Ms. McCollum has continued to remain pas- 
sionate about Soldiers, their Families, and en- 
suring the quality of life for Service Members 
matches the quality of their service. Through 
her numerous contributions, she has made a 
real and lasting impact towards gaining Con- 
gressional trust, confidence, and advocacy for 
the Army. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of a grateful Nation, 
| ask my colleagues to join me today in saying 
thank you to Ms. Suzanne C. McCollum for 
her extraordinary dedication to duty and serv- 
ice to this country throughout her distinguished 
career as an Army Civilian and we wish her, 
her husband, Army-Retired Colonel Douglas 
McCollum and her daughter, Brennan Noelle 
Rozmeski; stepdaughters Brooke Ashley and 
Brittany Kay McCollum, all the best in her well 
deserved retirement. 


137 


OPPOSING THE AMERICAN 
TAXPAYER RELIEF ACT 


HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to express my extreme disappointment and 
frustration with the agreement Congress 
reached to prevent automatic tax hikes and 
the automatic spending cuts known as se- 
questration. After tenuous negotiations which 
skirted the entire legislative process, the 
agreement, officially known as H.R. 8, the 
American Taxpayer Relief Act, is neither bal- 
anced, nor comprehensive. Instead, it adds 
nearly $3.97 trillion to the national debt while 
leaving some of the most pressing tax and 
spending issues facing our country unre- 
solved. For these reasons, | opposed H.R. 8. 
| will continue to work hard in the hopes that 
my colleagues can be persuaded to avoid a 
repeat performance less than two months from 
now. 

H.R. 8 fails to address our unfavorable fiscal 
situation, and merely delays important deci- 
sions that should have already been made. 
Thus, | have grave concerns that its enact- 
ment will result in other fevered negotiations 
by the few that will produce new “com- 
promises” that are harmful to middle class 
families. With both the debt ceiling and se- 
questration still looming, | share Sen. HARKIN’s 
concern that the passage of H.R. 8 may put 
pressure on achieving deficit reductions 
through spending programs that Americans 
have earned. As Sen. HARKIN stated, “Every 
dollar that wealthy taxpayers do not pay under 
this deal, we will eventually ask Americans of 
modest means to forgo in Social Security, 
Medicare, or Medicaid benefits.” 

| am also absolutely appalled that the legis- 
lative process has been completely ignored 
throughout this process. We have known for 
24 months that Bush-era tax cuts would expire 
at the end of 2012. We have known for 17 
months that the indiscriminate, across-the- 
board spending cuts known as sequestration 
would take effect at the beginning of this year. 
Yet for all intents and purposes, serious nego- 
tiations did not start until after the 2012 elec- 
tion, leaving just under two months to craft a 
solution to a massive and complex set of 
problems. To make matters worse, essentially 
five elected officials—first President Obama 
and House Speaker BOEHNER, and later Vice 
President BIDEN, Senate Majority Leader REID, 
and Senate Minority Leader MCCONNELL—ne- 
gotiated the so-called compromise, even 
though it affects every American across this 
nation. Our constituents deserve to have their 
interests represented by their Congressional 
Representatives and Senators—the officials 
who they have specifically chosen to represent 
their individual interests. This is a dreadful 
way to legislate, and | sincerely hope that the 
process is not repeated. 

| am extremely frustrated that H.R. 8 is yet 
another unbalanced and ineffective attempt to 
bring our fiscal house in order. | have long 
maintained that the solutions to our nation’s 
fiscal problems must be comprehensive and 
fair. It is the only way we can truly provide a 
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sound economy and future for the next gen- 
eration. H.R. 8 accomplishes neither of these 
goals. While the law will raise an estimated 
$620 billion over ten years compared to what 
the tax code would have generated if we had 
simply extended all of the Bush-era tax cuts, 
it will ultimately add $3.97 trillion to our debt 
over the next ten years, according to the Con- 
gressional Budget Office. Achieving $620 bil- 
lion in new revenue while adding nearly $4 tril- 
lion to our debt is not effective or proportional. 

| also object to this law because it does 
nothing to reduce spending. When our budget 
was balanced and we had surpluses for four 
years under President Clinton from Fiscal 
Year (FY) 1998 to FY 2001, spending rep- 
resented around 18.5 percent of our gross do- 
mestic product (GDP), the overall size of the 
economy, and tax revenues represented 
around 20 percent. In 2012 however, spending 
represented an estimated 22.9 percent of 
GDP and tax revenues represented 15.7 per- 
cent. Clearly, these two extremes cannot con- 
tinue if we are to balance the budget and pro- 
vide for a sound economy for future genera- 
tions. While we do not currently have Con- 
gressional Budget Office estimates on how 
this law will effect spending and revenue as a 
percent of GDP for FY 2013, we do know that 
it will increase spending by over $332 billion, 
pushing us even farther in the opposite direc- 
tion of where we need to go. Additionally, 
while | do recognize the law will increase tax 
revenue by $620 billion over ten years—not 
an insubstantial amount—the effort was done 
with little apparent regard to the limited impact 
this decision will have on the trillion dollar defi- 
cits we face. | urge my colleagues to have the 
intestinal fortitude to make tough decisions re- 
garding federal spending and taxes, and to 
take our cue from the 1990s in order to truly 
put this country on the right path. 

Beyond spending and tax issues, | am fur- 
ther frustrated that the agreement is incom- 
plete, kicking the can down the road on a 
number of issues. For example, it only ex- 
tends Farm Bill provisions for an additional 
nine months. Additionally, while | am pleased 
that the law prevents a 27 percent cut in the 
Medicare reimbursement rate for doctors, the 
provision expires in one year. | have been 
working to find a permanent solution to the 
current formula used to determine doctor reim- 
bursements under the Medicare program for 
over a decade. | am abjectly disappointed that 
Congress has again missed an opportunity to 
permanently address this important issue. 

Another failure is the law’s inability to per- 
manently address the indiscriminate automatic 
spending cuts known as sequestration by 
making discrete value judgments on the cuts 
that need to be made. The law only delays se- 
questration for an additional two months, and 
partially pays for this delay by requiring Con- 
gress to find an additional $12 billion in un- 
specified discretionary cuts. Specifically, the 
law lowers the discretionary cap Congress 
previously agreed to by $4 billion in FY 2013 
and by $8 billion in FY 2014. We are now 
three months into FY 2013 and this is the third 
change we have made to our spending alloca- 
tions. As an appropriator, | am dismayed. 

In conclusion Mr. Speaker, | am dis- 
appointed in the Congress for agreeing to a 
woefully inadequate measure that fails to 
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meaningfully address our structural deficit. As 
in the past, | am committed to working to en- 
sure a balanced, thoughtful approach, and | 
encourage my colleagues to join me in being 
actively engaged to ensure such legislation is 
all-encompassing. It is paramount that we 
come together as a country to make the sub- 
stantive and difficult decisions that are nec- 
essary to provide for a strong nation, a robust 
economy, and a bright future for the next gen- 
eration. 


EE 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 3, 
2009, the day | took office, the national debt 
was $10,627,961 ,295,930.67. 

Today, it is $16,432,680,097,613.85. We’ve 
added $5,804,718,801,683.18 to our debt in 4 
years. This is a $5.8 trillion in debt our Nation, 
our economy, and our children could have 
avoided with a Balanced Budget Amendment. 
| have advocated for a Balanced Budget 
Amendment since | was sworn in for this very 
reason. 

| will be once more forming the Balanced 
Budget Amendment Caucus to fight for a re- 
turn to fiscal responsibility. We must stop this 
unconscionable accumulation of debt. 


EEE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF ELAINE 
ROSCELLA LEHMAN 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to the life of Elaine Roscella Leh- 
man. Her character exemplified the very best 
of what our Nation has to offer—she was 
thoughtful, generous, and possessed a strong 
work ethic. 

Elaine’s long-time commitment to service 
began early in her life when she joined the 
United States Navy and served in the WAVES 
(Women Accepted to Volunteer Emergency 
Service) division during World War Il. Elaine 
began her service in Philadelphia as a medical 
operating room assistant, and she was later 
stationed at Pearl Harbor Navy Hospital. She 
served our country proudly during a time in 
history that forever changed our Nation and 
the world. 

After the war ended, Elaine moved to Cen- 
tral California with her brothers. Shortly after 
arriving in the Golden State, she met her life- 
long partner, Henry Lehman, and married him 
in 1947. Elaine and Henry had four children: 
Rick, Janet, David, and Charles. Together, 
they maintained and operated a successful 
family farm. 

Elaine’s service was not exclusive to times 
of war. She was also deeply involved in her 
community and became a well-known figure in 
Sanger, California and surrounding cities. She 
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was president of Wilson Elementary School 
PTA, served as a Cub Scout Den Mother, and 
also volunteered as a Room Mother. In 1979, 
Elaine’s work and dedication was recognized 
when she was honored as Sanger’s Mother of 
the Year. 

After an unfortunate automobile accident 
that resulted in the tragic death of her child 
Charlie, Elaine decided that she would go 
back to school for her nursing degree. She 
worked as an LVN at Valley Medical Center 
and at the Sanger Convalescent Hospital. 
Elaine genuinely cared for the well-being of 
others, so being a nurse suited her well. 
Elaine consistently went above and beyond for 
her patients. For years, she drove cancer pa- 
tients to their treatments as a member of An- 
gels on Wheels, using her own vehicle and 
gas. Elaine’s legacy will undoubtedly live on 
through her kind and generous acts. 

Elaine supported her family members 
whole-heartedly in times of distress and in 
times when they were working to fulfill their 
goals. When Henry was diagnosed with can- 
cer, Elaine retired to stay with him and provide 
full-time care. When Rick ran for election in 
1976, she was with him every step of the way 
until the end of his political career. Rick 
served with distinction in the California State 
Legislature and as a member of the House of 
Representatives from 1983 to 1994. Her 
daughter Janet served as a teacher, while her 
son David works as a structural engineer. 

In addition to her family, Elaine’s faith was 
also extremely important to her, and she 
taught Sunday school for over 20 years. She 
leaves behind her three children and two 
grandchildren: Carrie Beedle and Stephanie 
Lehman. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great respect that | 
ask my colleagues in the House of Represent- 
atives to pay tribute to the life of an amazing 
woman, Elaine Roscella Lehman. Her positive 
attitude and overwhelming love for others will 
be greatly missed. 


—— 


HONORING REVEREND R.T. 
MITCHELL 


HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure and admiration that | stand be- 
fore you today to honor Reverend R.T. Mitch- 
ell on his 35th anniversary as Pastor of New 
Revelation Missionary Baptist Church in Gary, 
Indiana. For his many years of selfless and 
compassionate public service, Reverend 
Mitchell will be honored at a celebratory ban- 
quet on Friday, January 18, 2013 at the Gen- 
esis Convention Center in Gary, Indiana. 

Reverend Mitchell has dedicated his life to 
God and to serving his congregation and the 
people of his community. He completed his 
higher education at Moody Bible Institute and 
the Indiana Christian Bible College, earning a 
degree in External Bible Study. Reverend 
Mitchell has also completed many other Evan- 
gelical courses, and holds a Bachelor of The- 
ology degree. 

On January 22, 1978, Reverend Mitchell be- 
came Pastor of New Revelation Missionary 
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Baptist Church. Under his leadership, New 
Revelation Missionary Baptist Church has be- 
come a beacon for the community, especially 
for those most in need. Through their mission 
ministry, the church holds a monthly soup 
kitchen and provides support to many commu- 
nity organizations, including Crisis Center, In- 
corporated, Brothers Keeper homeless shel- 
ter, and Every Child Ministries. 

Reverend Mitchell has also served as presi- 
dent of the Baptist Ministers’ Conference of 
Gary and Vicinity, president of the Martin Lu- 
ther King Jr. Memorial Baptist State Conven- 
tion of Indiana, and president of the Interfaith 
Federation Clergy Caucus. In addition, Rev- 
erend Mitchell has served on various boards 
and committees for community organizations 
throughout Gary and Northwest Indiana, in- 
cluding the Northwest Indiana Food Bank, the 
Thelma Marshall Children’s Home, the Second 
Chance Foundation of Gary, and the Calumet 
Project. Reverend R.T. Mitchell also ministers 
to the incarcerated within the community. For 
his complete devotion to helping others in 
need of spiritual guidance, he is worthy of the 
highest commendation. 

Reverend Mitchell’s exceptional dedication 
to the church and to his community is exceed- 
ed only by his devotion to his wonderful fam- 
ily. He and his beloved wife, Irene, recently 
celebrated their 50th wedding anniversary. 
They have two adoring daughters and six 
grandchildren. | am proud to represent Rev- 
erend Mitchell and extremely happy to con- 
sider him my friend. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that you and my other 
distinguished colleagues join me in congratu- 
lating Reverend R.T. Mitchell on his 35th anni- 
versary as Pastor of New Revelation Mis- 
sionary Baptist Church. For his lifetime of 
leadership and selfless service to others, he is 
worthy of the highest praise. 


TRIBUTE TO MARY BLAS PABLO 
HON. HAROLD ROGERS 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise to pay tribute to Ms. Mary Blas Pablo for 
her extraordinary dedication to duty and serv- 
ice to the United States of America. Mrs. 
Pablo will retire after 27 years of distinguished 
service to the Nation as an Army Civilian. 

Ms. Pablo began her service in the Pen- 
tagon in 1985 with the Department of the 
Army’s Military Operations, Training Direc- 
torate. She relocated to Guam in 1986 as part 
of her husband’s military reassignment where 
she worked for the Naval Supply Depot from 
1986-1988. Mrs. Pablo returned to the Wash- 
ington, DC area in 1988 where she began her 
24-year tenure with the Office of the Chief of 
Legislative Liaison in the Congressional Travel 
Office as a Travel Staff Assistant. During this 
time, Ms. Pablo coordinated and arranged 
travel for Members and employees of Con- 
gress averaging 450 Congressional trips annu- 
ally. She played a key role and contributed to 
several successful and flawless missions. 

In 2002, Ms. Pablo became the Chief of the 
Army Congressional Travel Office where she 
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served as the Army’s subject matter expert on 
Congressional travel and was responsible for 
the administration and management of the 
Army’s Congressional Travel Program. Her ex- 
pertise and selfless dedication to Congress 
and the Army ensured support and assistance 
for delegations traveling domestic and abroad, 
24 hours a day, seven days a week. Ms. 
Pablo was always willing to do whatever it 
took to accomplish the missions vital to Con- 
gress and the Army. 


Ms. Pablo has continued to remain pas- 
sionate about Soldiers, their Families, and en- 
suring the quality of life for Service Members 
matches the quality of their service. Through 
her numerous contributions, she has made a 
real and lasting impact towards gaining Con- 
gressional trust, confidence, and advocacy for 
the Army. 


Mr. Speaker, on behalf of a grateful Nation, 
| ask my colleagues to join me today in saying 
thank you to Ms. Mary Blas Pablo for her ex- 
traordinary dedication to duty and service to 
this country throughout her distinguished ca- 
reer as an Army Civilian and we wish her, her 
husband, Army-retired Ben Pablo, their chil- 
dren and grandchildren, Lisa, Todd, Brian, 
Talan, Landon and Addisen all the best in her 
well deserved retirement. 


a 


HAPPY BIRTHDAY, KARLY 
WILLIAMS 


HON. ENI F. H. FALEOMAVAEGA 


OF AMERICAN SAMOA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to wish Karly Williams a happy birthday. 


Karly was born on January 14, 1999 in 
Chattanooga, Tennessee. She is the daughter 
of Robert and Tracie Williams. 


Karly attends Hunter Middle School—Home 
of the Hawks—in Ooltewah, Tennessee. At 
Hunter, Karly is a member of the WHMS 
News crew and won an award for her service. 


During the 2012 football season, Karly was 
a manager for the football team and now 
serves as a manager for the wrestling team. 


Karly is a member of The Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-day Saints and the Beehive 
class president of the Harrison Bay ward. One 
day, Karly hopes to attend Brigham Young 
University. 


For now, Karly likes fashion, fishing, dance 
and drawing. She also likes Chik-fil-A, Red 
Lobster, sunny weather, country music and 
beaches. 


Karly is a girl who loves pearls—and her 
daddy’s big, red truck. Wherever daddy is, 
Karly wants to be. 


Karly’s dog, Izzie, pals around with Aggie. 
Aggie, also known as Little Boy, is Mimi’s 
brown chihuahua. Aggie and Izzie, an Aus- 
tralian cattle dog, live with Karly on Birchwood 
Pike in Harrison, Tennessee. 
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HONORING HUELL HOWSER 


HON. JANICE HAHN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, last week, Cali- 
fornia lost one of its most beloved individuals, 
Huell Howser. Huell was known to so many 
Californians as the friendly host of California’s 
Gold, the long running public television pro- 
gram from which he retired late last year. 

Huell’s southern accent made it clear that 
he wasn’t a native Californian. He was born in 
Tennessee but moved to Los Angeles in 1981 
to become a reporter for KCBS. He fell in love 
with his new home and created his own tele- 
vision show dedicated to life in California. The 
premise was simple. He, a cameraman, and a 
hand-held microphone traveled across the 
state, visiting everything from national parks to 
little known mom-and-pop shops, in search of 
California stories. He found them. 

His folksy charm was disarming and his im- 
promptu interviews were lighthearted and 
friendly. He talked to nearly everyone he met 
and found the most incredible stories ranging 
from tragic and touching to obscure and won- 
derful. But regardless of where he was vis- 
iting, his genuine enthusiasm stole the show. 
He was known for his “gee-wiz” demeanor 
and being completely fascinated with every- 
thing he stumbled upon, often exclaiming 
“Thats amazing!” The LA Times once called 
him “magnificently unslick.” Many Californians 
have mastered their own impression of him, 
with love of course. 

California’s Gold ran on public television for 
19 years. It became many Californians’ “com- 
fort television.” Huell Howser was always a 
pleasure to watch. Each episode would show 
you everything you ever wanted to know about 
a place, and perhaps a little more. 

He was a personal friend and | will always 
have fond memories of our Thanksgivings to- 
gether at my brother Jim’s home in San 
Pedro. | will never forget listening to Huell and 
my mother Ramona share stories of Nashville 
where she attended high school. 

Since his passing, there has been an out- 
pouring of tributes from his fans across the 
state who remember him for his optimism and 
sincerity. He is truly irreplaceable. 


EE 


HONORING BRAD BELK’S 25 YEARS 
OF SERVICE 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize Brad Belk on his 25 years of service to 
the Joplin Museum Complex. 

Brad has made it his mission to promote the 
local history of Joplin through numerous posi- 
tions including author, educator, archivist, his- 
torian, exhibit designer, conservator, tour 
guide, historian film script writer, director, and 
film producer. 

Brad has collaborated with the design and 
planning of several off-site permanent exhibits 
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for the Joplin Museum Complex. He has also 
renovated many of the exhibit areas including 
the museum’s mineral wing and assisted with 
the historical restoration of the Ralph L. Gray 
Alumni Center. Throughout the years Brad has 
given thousands of historical tours, lectures 
and presentations. He has also overseen the 
addition of ten major collections to the mu- 
seum containing over 100,000 artifacts. 

In addition, Brad has made large contribu- 
tions to the historical literature of the region 
writing five books and co-authoring two others. 
He also has penned numerous articles on the 
region and directed or appeared in thirteen 
historical videos—several of which have re- 
ceived awards. He recently wrote and directed 
a 30-minute video covering the history of Mis- 
souri Southern State University, MSSU. 

Alongside his work at the museum, Brad 
currently serves on the MSSU Alumni board of 
directors and is currently completing the 75th 
anniversary book for Missouri Southern. 

Over the years, Brad has served on the 
Missouri History Speakers’ Bureau, as Co- 
Chairman of the City of Joplin’s 125th Cele- 
bration, and as a board member of the Route 
66 Association of Missouri. He was also a 
member of the Missouri Alliance for Historic 
Preservation, and the Joplin Elk’s Elkland Ad- 
visory Committee. 

In 2006, Brad was honored with the Mis- 
souri Governor's Missouri Humanities Award. 

Mr. Speaker, Brad’s contributions to the city 
of Joplin and the state of Missouri are far- 
reaching, and it is an honor to recognize him. 


IN HONOR OF JAMES J. SWEENEY 


HON. PATRICK MEEHAN 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to 
honor James J. Sweeney of Havertown, Penn- 
sylvania. Mr. Sweeney entered the United 
States Navy after graduating from high school 
in 1943, and served aboard the USS Hancock. 
The Hancock took part in some of World War 
I’s most pivotal battles, including the inva- 
sions of the Philippines, lwo Jima and Oki- 
nawa. Mr. Sweeney was honored for his he- 
roic service and awarded the Philippines Lib- 
eration Medal, two Battles Stars and a Presi- 
dential Unit Commendation. 

It was during his time in the Navy, that Mr. 
Sweeney befriended his shipmate, John Finn. 
Lieutenant Finn received the Medal of Honor 
for his heroic actions at Pearl Harbor. During 
the Japanese surprise attack, Lieutenant Finn 
manned his machine gun and fought off the 
Japanese Zeroes for two and half hours even 
as he took an onslaught of bullets and shrap- 
nel. And for the past nine years, James 
Sweeney has tirelessly worked to honor Lieu- 
tenant John Finn, who passed away in 2009. 
On February 15th, 2011, those efforts proved 
successful as the Navy announced that a new 
guided missile destroyer will be named the 
USS John Finn. For these efforts Mr. 
Sweeney is being honored by American Le- 
gion Post 667 in Havertown. On behalf of a 
grateful Nation, | congratulate Mr. Sweeney on 
his efforts to ensure that Lieutenant Finn’s 
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name and legacy lives on, and for his service 
during World War Il, reflecting great credit 
upon himself and the United States Navy. 


IN MEMORY OF HELEN HANSFORD 


HON. HAROLD ROGERS 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to pay tribute to one of my dearest 
friends and a jewel of southern Kentucky, the 
late Helen Hansford. 

Helen was a staunch Republican since the 
day she was old enough to officially register, 
at the age of 21. From then on, she stood firm 
on conservative principles with her sweet 
southern charm. Helen became a member of 
the Republican Women’s Club in 1966, served 
as an executive committee member of Ken- 
tucky’s Republican Party for more than 20 
years, and attended every Republican Na- 
tional Convention since 1984, until news of a 
malignant brain tumor interrupted her plans in 
2011. 

Helen’s husband, the late Sherman 
Hansford, served as Pulaski County Sheriff for 
many years. During his service, Helen was 
right by Sherman’s side, serving as a deputy 
sheriff and office clerk. She had a passion for 
public service and believed in being a part of 
transforming her hometown and helping others 
succeed. In fact, Helen’s heartbeat raced for 
the children in Pulaski County Schools. As the 
Executive Assistant to the Pulaski County 
Schools Superintendent and a member of the 
Pulaski County Board of Education, Helen 
never hesitated to take on the reins of respon- 
sibility when action was needed. Yet, she was 
always a true lady, winning over hearts with 
her generous spirit and words of encourage- 
ment. 

When Helen believed in a cause, she in- 
vested herself into its success with every 
ounce of energy she had to offer. She devoted 
more than 50 years to numerous boards and 
agencies, including the Order of the Eastern 
Star, Kentucky Public Retirees, along with 
local, state and national Republican politics. In 
honor of her tireless dedication, Helen was re- 
cently inducted into the Pulaski County Lincoln 
Club Hall of Fame and the Republican 5th 
District Hall of Fame. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in honoring an irreplaceable friend to southern 
Kentucky, the late Helen Hansford. 


—— 


IN HONOR OF CHARLOTTE 
ELLSWORTH 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life and work of a remarkable moth- 
er, wife, friend, and public servant. Charlotte 
Ellsworth passed away just before Christmas. 
| had the great fortune of meeting her through 
her work at the Fort Ord Reuse Authority, 
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where | often encountered her during meet- 
ings or events related to the reuse of Fort Ord. 
At FORA, Charlotte was the ever present 
cheerful voice on the phone or steady pres- 
ence at sometimes heated public meetings. | 
know that all of us who have worked with 
FORA, either as community leaders, members 
of the public, or her colleagues, will miss her 
very much. 

Charlotte was born in Carmel, California, on 
January 5, 1953. Her family lived in Seaside, 
California, at the time, but moved to nearby 
Prunedale in 1954. Her father was a painter 
and foreman of a glass shop on Fort Ord and 
was eventually promoted as Engineer of the 
Presidio of Monterey. She attended Echo Val- 
ley Elementary School in Prunedale and grad- 
uated from Watsonville High School in the 
class of 1970. 

Charlotte was a lifelong member of the Las 
Lomas Full Gospel Church in Watsonville, 
where she married Kenneth Ellsworth, a sol- 
dier at Fort Ord, in 1974. In 1975, Charlotte 
and Ken moved to Castroville, where she lived 
until her passing. Charlotte and Ken welcomed 
a son, Kenneth Jr., in 1976. Kenneth Jr. and 
his wife, Edith, both serve as police officers in 
Salinas, California. They recently welcomed a 
baby girl, Alyssa, who was the light of Char- 
lotte’s life and who Ken Sr. laughingly says 
“will not be a police officer.” 

Mr. Speaker, | know | speak for the whole 
House in extending our condolences to Char- 
lotte Ellsworth’s family, friends, and col- 
leagues. The loss of such a remarkable per- 
son is particularly painful. | hope that all of 
those affected by her early passing can take 
comfort in the remarkable difference that she 
made in the lives of all those that she 
touched. 


EEE 


CONGRATULATING THE 2012 BCS 
NATIONAL CHAMPIONS, THE UNI- 
VERSITY OF ALABAMA CRIMSON 
TIDE 


HON. JO BONNER 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, January 14, 2013 


Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay 
tribute to an exceptional group of young men 
who, for the second year in a row, have distin- 
guished themselves as the undisputed na- 
tional champions of college football. On Janu- 
ary 7, 2013, the University of Alabama Crim- 
son Tide captured the BCS National Cham- 
pionship with a decisive 42 to 14 victory over 
the Fighting Irish of Notre Dame. 

By clinching their third BCS national cham- 
pionship in four years, the Crimson Tide has 
cemented their place in college football history 
and prompted some to ask if this remarkable 
team might be unequalled in the storied an- 
nals of the game. 

As Kevin Scarbinsky of the Birmingham 
News observed in a January 8 op-ed, 

All the while Notre Dame was reliving his- 
tory, Alabama was making it. All over the 
golden domes of the Fighting Irish. Only one 
team played like a champion Monday in the 
BCS National Championship Game. Only one 
team shook down the thunder with old- 
school football and woke up the echoes of the 
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greatest dynasties in the sport. Yea Ala- 
bama. The Crimson Tide became the third 
program in the poll era of college football 
history to win a third national championship 
in four years by taking apart the first pro- 
gram to do it. The Notre Dame champions of 
1946, 1947 and 1949 would appreciate the Ala- 
bama champions of 2009, 2011 and 2012 be- 
cause Alabama’s third title came at Notre 
Dame’s expense, right in Notre Dame’s face. 

Given that Alabama plays in a South- 
eastern Conference that’s won seven straight 
BCS titles, in a state with a rival in Auburn 
that interrupted this parade with its own 
championship, we’re witnessing the greatest 
run in college football history. Greater than 
Notre Dame in the 1940s, Alabama in the 
1970s or Nebraska in the 1990s. 

To win it again Monday was special. To do 
it against Notre Dame, Alabama’s historical 
nemesis, was memorable. To leave no doubt 
on the scoreboard leaves no doubt in the de- 
bate. This was history. This is a dynasty. 
The best we’ve ever seen. The best there’s 
ever been. 


Congratulations to head coach Nick Saban, 
and coaches Burton Burns, Mike Groh, Doug 
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Nussmeier, Jeff Stoutland, Jeremy Pruitt, Kirby 
Smart, Lance Thompson, Bobby Williams, 
Chris Rumph, Scott Cochran, and Joe 
Pannunzio. And, above all, congratulations to 
the 2012 BCS Champion Crimson Tide foot- 
ball team: Edward Aldag, Ryan Anderson, 
Jonathan Atchison, Dakota Ball, Parker 
Barrineau, Kenny Bell, Deion Belue, Jerrod 
Bierbower, Chris Black, Chris Bonds, Hunter 
Bush, Brent Calloway, Caleb Castille, Ha Ha 
Clinton-Dix, Landon Collins, Levi Cook, Amari 
Cooper, Trey DePriest, Denzel Devall, Quinton 
Dial, Josh Dickerson, Xzavier Dickson, Dillon 
Drake, Kenyan Drake, Dustin Ellison, Phillip 
Ely, Malcolm Faciane, LaMichael Fanning, 
D.J. Fluker, Cade Foster, Jalston Fowler, Kurt 
Freitag, John Fulton, Brandon Greene, Adam 
Griffith, Caleb Gulledge, Rowdy Harrell, Dee 
Hart, Tyler Hayes, Ben Howell, Adrian Hub- 
bard, Brandon Ivory, Kelly Johnson, Nico 
Johnson, Aaron Joiner, Barrett Jones, 
Christion Jones, Cyrus Jones, Harrison Jones, 
Ryan Kelly, Korren Kirven, Arie Kouandjio, 
Cyrus Kouandjio, Eddie Lacy, Darren Lake, 
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Dillon Lee, Robert Lester, Chad Lindsay, Wil- 
son Love, Isaac Luatua, Josh Magee, Cody 
Mandell, Nathan McAlister, AJ McCarron, 
Corey McCarron, Dee Milliner, William Ming, 
Alec Morris, Taylor Morton, C.J. Mosley, Mi- 
chael Newsome, Harold Nicholson, Kevin Nor- 
wood, Michael Nysewander, Anthony Orr, 
Tyler Owens, Jeoffrey Pagan, Tana Patrick, 
Nick Perry, D. J. Pettway, Parker Philpot, 
Marcus Polk, Reggie Ragland, Russell Raines, 
Ty Reed, Trey Roberts, Jeremy Shelley, Aus- 
tin Shepherd, Alex Shine, Marvin Shinn, Blake 
Sims, Geno Smith, Damion Square, Anthony 
Steen, Ed Stinson, Vinnie Sunseri, Bradley 
Sylve, Alphonse Taylor, MK Taylor, Carson 
Tinker, Dalvin Tomlinson, Brian Vogler, Paul 
Waldrop, Chance Warmack, Jabriel Wash- 
ington, Ranzell Watkins, DeAndrew White, 
Wilson Whorton, Eddie Williams, Jarrick Wil- 
liams, Jesse Williams, Kellen Williams, Mi- 
chael Williams, Nick Williams, Danny Wood- 
son Jr, and T.J. Yeldon. 


And on behalf of Bama fans around the 
world, Roll Tide! 
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January 15, 2013 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

God of the universe, we give You 
thanks for giving us another day. 

The people’s House gathers today and 
celebrates in its gathering the wonder 
of our constitutional form of govern- 
ment. Our Nation has once again 
achieved something so often lacking in 
our world’s history: the peaceful tran- 
sition of democratic government. 

Though major change of party in 
control did not take place, it is still 
the American experience that our 
streets are peaceful, and winners and 
losers of elections move on with their 
lives in dignity. 

We thank You again for the inspira- 
tion of our Nation’s Founders and the 
legacy they left us with. May the Mem- 
bers of this assembly, and all Ameri- 
cans, be worthy of that legacy. 

And may all that is done this day be 
for Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


ee 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. WALBERG led the Pledge of Al- 
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter- 


tain 1-minute speeches at a later time 
today. 


Se 


READING OF THE CONSTITUTION 


The SPEAKER. Pursuant to section 
5(a) of House Resolution 5, the Chair 
now recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) for the read- 
ing of the Constitution. 


Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, this 
morning, for only the second time in 
the history of the House of Representa- 
tives, we will read aloud the full text of 
the Constitution of the United States. 

We hope this reading will inspire 
many more Americans to read the Con- 
stitution. We also hope that this read- 
ing will help demonstrate to the Amer- 
ican people that the House of Rep- 
resentatives is dedicated to the Con- 
stitution and the system it establishes 
for limited government and the protec- 
tion of individual liberty. 

The text we are reading today re- 
flects the changes to the document 
made by the 27 amendments to it. 
Those portions superseded by amend- 
ment will not be read. 

In order to ensure fairness to all 
those interested in participating, we 
have asked Members to line up to be 
recognized on a first-come, first-served 
basis. I will recognize Members based 
on this guidance. Each Member will ap- 
proach the podium and read the pas- 
sage laid out for him or her. 

In order to ensure relative parity and 
fairness, I may recognize Members out 
of order to ensure bipartisanship and 
balance. Additionally, because of his 
long-term leadership on civil rights 
issues, I will recognize Congressman 
JOHN LEWIS of Georgia out of order to 
read the Thirteenth Amendment. 

I thank the Members of both parties 
in advance for their participation in 
this historic event, and I will begin 
this historic reading by reading the 
preamble to the Constitution: 

“We the People of the United States, 
in order to form a more perfect Union, 
establish justice, insure domestic tran- 
quility, provide for the common de- 
fense, promote the general welfare, and 
secure the blessings of liberty to our- 
selves and our posterity, do ordain and 
establish this Constitution for the 
United States of America.”’ 

It is now my pleasure to yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. ENYART). 

Mr. ENYART. Article I, Section 1: 

“All legislative powers herein grant- 
ed shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a 
Senate and House of Representatives.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
WALBERG). 

Mr. WALBERG. Article I, Section 2: 

“The House of Representatives shall 
be composed of Members chosen every 
second year by the people of the sev- 
eral States, and the electors in each 
State shall have the qualifications req- 
uisite for electors of the most numer- 
ous branch of the State legislature.” 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 


Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
LAMALFA). 

Mr. LAMALFA. “No person shall be a 
Representative who shall not have at- 
tained to the age of twenty-five years, 
and been seven years a citizen of the 
United States, and who shall not, when 
elected, be an inhabitant of that State 
in which he shall be chosen. 

“The actual enumeration shall be 
made within three years after the first 
meeting of the Congress of the United 
States, and within every subsequent 
term of ten years, in such manner as 
they shall by law direct.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI). 

Mr. LIPINSKI. “The number of Rep- 
resentatives shall not exceed one for 
every thirty-thousand, but each State 
shall have at least one Representative; 
and until such enumeration shall be 
made, the State of New Hampshire 
shall be entitled to choose three, Mas- 
sachusetts eight, Rhode Island and 
Providence Plantations one, Con- 
necticut five, New York six, New Jer- 
sey four, Pennsylvania eight, Delaware 
one, Maryland six, Virginia ten, North 
Carolina five, South Carolina five, and 
Georgia three.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. BARBER). 

Mr. BARBER. ‘‘When vacancies hap- 
pen in the representation from any 
State, the executive authority thereof 
shall issue writs of election to fill such 
vacancies. 

“The House of Representatives shall 
choose their Speaker and other offi- 
cers; and shall have the sole power of 


impeachment.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
DESANTIS). 


Mr. DESANTIS. Article I, Section 3: 

“The Senate of the United States 
shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, for six years; and each Sen- 
ator shall have one vote. 

“Immediately after they shall be as- 
sembled in consequence of the first 
election, they shall be divided as equal- 
ly as may be into three classes.” 


1010 


Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Virginia, the majority 
leader, Mr. CANTOR. 

Mr. CANTOR. ‘‘The seats of the Sen- 
ators of the first class shall be vacated 
at the expiration of the second year, of 
the second class at the expiration of 
the fourth year, and of the third class 
at the expiration of the sixth year, so 
that one-third may be chosen every 
second year.” 
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Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ). 

Mr. WALZ. “No person shall be a 
Senator who shall not have attained to 
the age of thirty years and been nine 
years a citizen of the United States, 
and who shall not, when elected, be an 
inhabitant of that State for which he 
shall be chosen.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS). 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. ‘‘The Vice 
President of the United States shall be 
President of the Senate, but shall have 
no vote, unless they be equally divided. 

“The Senate shall choose their other 
officers, and also a President pro tem- 
pore, in the absence of the Vice Presi- 
dent, or when he shall exercise the of- 
fice of President of the United States.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
minority whip, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER). 

Mr. HOYER. “The Senate shall have 
the sole power to try all impeach- 
ments. When sitting for that purpose, 
they shall be on oath or affirmation. 
When the President of the United 
States is tried, the Chief Justice shall 
preside, and no person shall be con- 
victed without the concurrence of two- 
thirds of the Members present.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
DUNCAN). 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 
“Judgment in cases of impeachment 
shall not extend further than to re- 
moval from office, and disqualification 
to hold and enjoy any office of honor, 
trust or profit under the United States; 
but the party convicted shall neverthe- 
less be liable and subject to indict- 
ment, trial, judgment and punishment, 
according to law.” 


Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
LOWENTHAL). 


Mr. LOWENTHAL. Article I, Section 
4: 

“The times, places and manner of 
holding elections for Senators and Rep- 
resentatives, shall be prescribed in 
each State by the legislature thereof; 
but the Congress may at any time by 
law make or alter such regulations, ex- 
cept as to the places of choosing Sen- 
ators.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. COLLINS). 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Article I, 
Section 5: 

“Each House shall be the judge of the 
elections, returns and qualifications of 
its own Members, and a majority of 
each shall constitute a quorum to do 
business; but a smaller number may 
adjourn from day to day, and may be 
authorized to compel the attendance of 
absent Members, in such manner, and 
under such penalties as each House 
may provide.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from American Samoa (Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA). 
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Mr. FALEOMAVAHEGA. “Each House 
may determine the rules of its pro- 
ceedings, punish its Members for dis- 
orderly behavior, and, with the concur- 
rence of two-thirds, expel a Member.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. LAM- 
BORN). 

Mr. LAMBORN. ‘‘Each House shall 
keep a Journal of its proceedings, and 
from time to time publish the same, 
excepting such parts as may in their 
judgment require secrecy; and the yeas 
and nays of the Members of either 
House on any question shall, at the de- 
sire of one-fifth of those present, be en- 
tered on the Journal.’’ 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. MAF- 
FEI). 

Mr. MAFFEI. ‘‘Neither House, during 
the session of Congress, shall, without 
the consent of the other, adjourn for 
more than three days, nor to any other 
place than that in which the two 
Houses shall be sitting.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
VALADAO). 

Mr. VALADAO. Article I, Section 6: 

“The Senators and Representatives 
shall receive a compensation for their 
services, to be ascertained by law, and 
paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States. They shall in all cases, except 
treason, felony and breach of the peace, 
be privileged from arrest during their 
attendance at the session of their re- 
spective Houses, and in going to and re- 
turning from the same; and for any 
speech or debate in either House, they 
shall not be questioned in any other 
place.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 


gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
HOLT). 
Mr. HOLT. “No Senator or Rep- 


resentative shall, during the time for 
which he was elected, be appointed to 
any civil office under the authority of 
the United States which shall have 
been created or the emoluments where- 
of shall have been increased during 
such time; and no person holding any 
office under the United States shall be 
a Member of either House during his 
continuance in office.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms. 
FOXX). 

Ms. FOXX. Article I, Section T: 

“All bills for raising revenue shall 
originate in the House of Representa- 
tives; but the Senate may propose or 
concur with amendments as on other 
bills. 

“Every bill which shall have passed 
the House of Representatives and the 
Senate shall, before it become a law, be 
presented to the President of the 
United States. If he approve he shall 
sign it, but if not he shall return it, 
with his objections to that House in 
which it shall have originated, who 
shall enter the objections at large on 
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their Journal, and proceed to recon- 
sider it.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY). 

Mr. CONAWAY. “If after such recon- 
sideration two-thirds of that House 
shall agree to pass the bill, it shall be 
sent, together with the objections, to 
the other House, by which it shall like- 
wise be reconsidered, and if approved 
by two-thirds of that House, it shall be- 
come a law.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentlewoman from Washington (Ms. 
DELBENE). 

Ms. DELBENE. ‘‘But in all such cases 
the votes of both Houses shall be deter- 
mined by yeas and nays, and the names 
of the persons voting for and against 
the bill shall be entered on the Journal 
of each House respectively.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR- 
RETT). 

Mr. GARRETT. “If any bill shall not 
be returned by the President within 
ten days (Sundays excepted) after it 
shall have been presented to him, the 
same shall be a law, in like manner as 
if he had signed it, unless the Congress 
by their adjournment prevent its re- 
turn, in which case it shall not be a 
law.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms. 
TSONGAS). 

Ms. TSONGAS. “Every order, resolu- 
tion, or vote to which the concurrence 
of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives may be necessary (except on a 
question of adjournment) shall be pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States; and before the same shall take 
effect, shall be approved by him, or 
being disapproved by him, shall be re- 
passed by two-thirds of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, according to 
the rules and limitations prescribed in 
the case of a bill.” 
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Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
WILSON). 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Arti- 
cle 1, Section 8: 

“The Congress shall have power to 
lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 
and excises, to pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States; but 
all duties, imposts and excises shall be 
uniform throughout the United States; 


` Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 


gentleman from Texas (Mr. GENE 
GREEN). 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. ‘‘. . . to 


borrow money on the credit of the 
United States; to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes; to establish an uniform rule of 
naturalization, and uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcies throughout 
the United States;.. .” 
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Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. NUGENT). 

Mr. NUGENT. “ .. . to coin money, 
regulate the value thereof, and of for- 
eign coin, and fix the standard of 
weights and measures; to provide for 
the punishment of counterfeiting the 
securities and current coin of the 
United States; to establish post offices 
and post roads; to promote the progress 
of science and useful arts, by securing 
for limited times to authors and inven- 
tors the exclusive right to their respec- 
tive writings and discoveries;.. .” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. BERA). 

Mr. BERA of California. “ ... to 
constitute tribunals inferior to the Su- 
preme Court; to define and punish pira- 
cies and felonies committed on the 
high seas, and offenses against the law 
of nations; to declare war, grant letters 
of marque and reprisal, and make rules 
concerning captures on land and water; 
to raise and support armies, but no ap- 
propriation of money to that use shall 
be for a longer term than two years; 


` Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 


gentleman from Virginia (Mr. GRIF- 
FITH). 
Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia. “ .. . to 


provide and maintain a navy; to make 
rules for the government and regula- 
tion of the land and naval forces; to 
provide for calling forth the militia to 
execute the laws of the Union, suppress 
insurrections and repel invasions; to 
provide for organizing, arming, and dis- 
ciplining, the militia, and for gov- 
erning such part of them as may be em- 
ployed in the service of the United 
States, reserving to the States respec- 
tively, the appointment of the officers, 
and the authority of training the mili- 
tia according to the discipline pre- 
scribed by Congress;.. .”’ 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
LEE). 

Ms. LEE of California. ‘“ .. . to exer- 
cise exclusive legislation in all cases 
whatsoever, over such district (not ex- 
ceeding ten miles square) as may, by 
cession of particular States, and the 
acceptance of Congress, become the 
seat of the Government of the United 
States, and to exercise like authority 
over all places purchased by the con- 
sent of the legislature of the State in 
which the same shall be, for the erec- 
tion of forts, magazines, arsenals, 
dockyards, and other needful buildings; 
and to make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the foregoing powers, and all 
other powers vested by this Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United 
States, or in any department or officer 
thereof.”’ 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
HUIZENGA). 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Article 
I, Section 9: 
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“The migration or importation of 
such persons as any of the States now 
existing shall think proper to admit, 
shall not be prohibited by the Congress 
prior to the year one thousand eight 
hundred and eight, but a tax or duty 
may be imposed on such importation, 
not exceeding ten dollars for each per- 
son. 

“The privilege of the writ of habeas 
corpus shall not be suspended, unless 
when in cases of rebellion or invasion 
the public safety may require it. 

“No bill of attainder or ex post facto 
law shall be passed.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 


gentleman from California (Mr. 
TAKANO). 
Mr. TAKANO. “No capitation, or 


other direct, tax shall be laid, unless in 
proportion to the census or enumera- 
tion herein before directed to be taken. 

“No tax or duty shall be laid on arti- 
cles exported from any State. 

“No preference shall be given by any 
regulation of commerce or revenue to 
the ports of one State over those of an- 
other; nor shall vessels bound to, or 
from, one State, be obliged to enter, 
clear, or pay duties in another.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. YOHO). 

Mr. YOHO. “No money shall be drawn 
from the Treasury, but in consequence 
of appropriations made by law; and a 
regular statement and account of the 
receipts and expenditures of all public 
money shall be published from time to 
time. 

“No title of nobility shall be granted 
by the United States. And no person 
holding any office of profit or trust 
under them, shall, without the consent 
of the Congress, accept of any present, 
emolument, office, or title, of any kind 
whatever, from any king, prince or for- 
eign state.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DANNY K. 
DAVIS). 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Ar- 
ticle I, Section 10: 

“No State shall enter into any trea- 
ty, alliance, or confederation; grant 
letters of marque and reprisal; coin 
money; emit bills of credit; make any- 
thing but gold and silver coin a tender 
in payment of debts; pass any bill of at- 
tainder, ex post facto law, or law im- 
pairing the obligation of contracts, or 
grant any title of nobility. 

“No State shall, without the consent 
of the Congress, lay any imposts or du- 
ties on imports or exports, except what 
may be absolutely necessary for exe- 
cuting its inspection laws. And the net 
produce of all duties and imposts, laid 
by any State on imports or exports, 
shall be for the use of the Treasury of 
the United States; and all such laws 
shall be subject to the revision and 
control of the Congress.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I now yield to the 
gentleman from North Dakota (Mr. 
CRAMER). 
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Mr. CRAMER. ‘No State shall, with- 
out the consent of Congress, lay any 
duty of tonnage, keep troops, or ships 
of war in time of peace, enter into any 
agreement or compact with another 
State, or with a foreign power, or en- 
gage in war, unless actually invaded, or 
in such imminent danger as will not 
admit of delay.” 

Article II, Section 1: 

“The executive power shall be vested 
in a President of the United States of 
America. He shall hold his office dur- 
ing the term of four years, and, to- 
gether with the Vice President chosen 
for the same term, be elected, as fol- 
lows:”’ 


1030 


Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. VEASEY). 

Mr. VEASEY. ‘‘Each State shall ap- 
point, in such manner as the legisla- 
ture thereof may direct, a number of 
electors, equal to the whole number of 
Senators and Representatives to which 
the State may be entitled in the Con- 
gress. But no Senator or Representa- 
tive or person holding an office of trust 
or profit under the United States shall 
be appointed an elector. 

“The Congress may determine the 
time of choosing the electors and the 
day on which they shall give their 
votes; which day shall be the same 
throughout the United States.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado (Mr. TIPTON). 

Mr. TIPTON. “No person except a 
natural born citizen, or a citizen of the 
United States, at the time of the adop- 
tion of this Constitution, shall be eligi- 
ble to the office of President; neither 
shall any person be eligible to that of- 
fice who shall not have attained to the 
age of thirty-five years and been four- 
teen years a resident within the United 
States. 

“The President shall, at stated 
times, receive for his services, a com- 
pensation, which shall neither be in- 
creased nor diminished during the pe- 
riod for which he shall have been elect- 
ed, and he shall not receive within that 
period any other emolument from the 
United States, or any of them.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. O’ROURKE). 

Mr. O'ROURKE. ‘‘Before he enter on 
the execution of his office, he shall 
take the following oath or affirma- 
tion:”’ 

I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will 
faithfully execute the office of President of 
the United States, and will to the best of my 
ability, preserve, protect and defend the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Article II, Section 2: 

“The President shall be Commander 
in Chief of the Army and Navy of the 
United States, and of the militia of the 
several States, when called into the ac- 
tual service of the United States; he 
may require the opinion, in writing, of 
the principal officer in each of the ex- 
ecutive departments, upon any subject 
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relating to the duties of their respec- 
tive offices, and he shall have power to 
grant reprieves and pardons for of- 
fenses against the United States, ex- 
cept in cases of impeachment.”’ 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

Mr. GOSAR. “He shall have power, by 
and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to make treaties, provided two- 
thirds of the Senators present concur; 
and he shall nominate, and by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint ambassadors, other pub- 
lic ministers and consuls, judges of the 
Supreme Court, and all other officers 
of the United States, whose appoint- 
ments are not herein otherwise pro- 
vided for, and which shall be estab- 
lished by law. 

“But the Congress may by law vest 
the appointment of such inferior offi- 
cers, as they think proper, in the Presi- 
dent alone, in the courts of law, or in 
the heads of departments.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. HUFFMAN). 

Mr. HUFFMAN. “The President shall 
have power to fill up all vacancies that 
may happen during the recess of the 
Senate, by granting commissions 
which shall expire at the end of their 
next session.” 

Article II, Section 3: 

“He shall from time to time give to 
the Congress information of the state 
of the Union, and recommend to their 
consideration such measures as he 
shall judge necessary and expedient; 

“He may, on extraordinary occa- 
sions, convene both Houses, or either of 
them, and in case of disagreement be- 
tween them, with respect to the time 
of adjournment, he may adjourn them 
to such time as he shall think proper.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama (Mr. ROGERS). 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. ‘‘He shall 
receive ambassadors and other public 
ministers; he shall take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed, and shall 
commission all the officers of the 
United States.” 

Article II, Section 4: 

“The President, Vice President and 
all civil officers of the United States, 
shall be removed from office on im- 
peachment for, and conviction of, trea- 
son, bribery, or other high crimes and 
misdemeanors.”’ 

Article III, Section 1: 

“The judicial power of the United 
States shall be vested in one supreme 
Court, and in such inferior Courts as 
the Congress may from time to time 
ordain and establish. The judges, both 
of the supreme and inferior Courts, 
shall hold their offices during good be- 
havior and shall, at stated times, re- 
ceive for their services a compensation, 
which shall not be diminished during 
their continuance in office.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the mi- 
nority leader, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. PELOSI). 
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Ms. PELOSI. Article III, Section 2: 

“The judicial power shall extend to 
all cases, in law and equity, arising 
under this Constitution, the laws of the 
United States, and treaties made, or 
which shall be made, under their au- 
thority; to all cases affecting ambas- 
sadors, other public ministers and con- 
suls; to all cases of admiralty and mar- 
itime jurisdiction;... 

“  , . to controversies to which the 
United States shall be a party; to con- 
troversies between two or more States; 
between citizens of different States; be- 
tween citizens of the same State claim- 
ing lands under grants of different 
States; and between a State, or the 
citizens thereof, and foreign States, 
citizens or subjects. 

“In all cases affecting ambassadors, 
other public ministers and consuls, and 
those in which a State shall be party, 
the Supreme Court shall have original 
jurisdiction. In all the other cases be- 
fore mentioned, the Supreme Court 
shall have appellate jurisdiction, both 
as to law and fact, with such excep- 
tions, and under such regulations as 
the Congress shall make.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. FLORES). 

Mr. FLORES. “The trial of all 
crimes, except in cases of impeach- 
ment, shall be by jury; and such trial 
shall be held in the State where the 
said crimes shall have been committed; 
but when not committed within any 
State, the trial shall be at such place 
or places as the Congress may by law 
have directed.” 

Article III, Section 3: 

“Treason against the United States 
shall consist only in levying war 
against them, or in adhering to their 
enemies, giving them aid and comfort. 
No person shall be convicted of treason 
unless on the testimony of two wit- 
nesses to the same overt act, or on con- 
fession in open court. 

“The Congress shall have power to 
declare the punishment of treason, but 
no attainder of treason shall work cor- 
ruption of blood or forfeiture except 


during the life of the person 
attainted.’’ 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. 
SWALWELL). 


Mr. SWALWELL of California. Arti- 
cle IV, Section 1: 

“Full faith and credit shall be given 
in each State to the public acts, 
records, and judicial proceedings of 
every other State. And the Congress 
may by general laws prescribe the 
manner in which such acts, records and 
proceedings shall be proved, and the ef- 
fect thereof.” 

Article IV, Section 2: 

“The citizens of each State shall be 
entitled to all privileges and immuni- 
ties of citizens in the several States. 

“A person charged in any State with 
treason, felony, or other crime, who 
shall flee from justice and be found in 
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another State, shall on demand of the 
executive authority of the State from 
which he fled, be delivered up, to be re- 
moved to the State having jurisdiction 
of the crime.”’ 
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Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. GIBBS). 

Mr. GIBBS. Article IV, Section 3: 

“New States may be admitted by the 
Congress into this Union; but no new 
State shall be formed or erected within 
the jurisdiction of any other State; nor 
any State be formed by the junction of 
two or more States, or parts of States, 
without the consent of the legislatures 
of the States concerned as well as of 
the Congress. 

“The Congress shall have power to 
dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the terri- 
tory or other property belonging to the 
United States; and nothing in this Con- 
stitution shall be so construed as to 
prejudice any claims of the United 
States, or of any particular State.” 

Article IV, section 4: 

“The United States shall guarantee 
to every State in this Union a Repub- 
lican form of government, and shall 
protect each of them against invasion; 
and on application of the legislature, 
or of the executive (when the legisla- 
ture cannot be convened), against do- 
mestic violence.”’ 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HULTGREN). 

Mr. HULTGREN. Article V: 

“The Congress, whenever two-thirds 
of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 
shall propose amendments to this Con- 
stitution, or, on the application of the 
legislatures of two-thirds of the several 
States, shall call a convention for pro- 
posing amendments, which, in either 
case, shall be valid to all intents and 
purposes, as part of this Constitution, 
when ratified by the legislatures of 
three-fourths of the several States, or 
by conventions in three-fourths there- 
of, as the one or the other mode of rati- 
fication may be proposed by the Con- 
gress; provided that no amendment 
which may be made prior to the year 
one thousand eight hundred and eight 
shall in any manner affect the first and 
fourth clauses in the ninth section of 
the first article; and that no State, 
without its consent, shall be deprived 
of its equal suffrage in the Senate.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. AUSTIN 
SCOTT). 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Arti- 
cle VI: 

“All debts contracted and engage- 
ments entered into, before the adoption 
of this Constitution, shall be as valid 
against the United States under this 
Constitution, as under the Confed- 
eration. 

“This Constitution, and the laws of 
the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof; and all treaties 
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made, or which shall be made, under 
the authority of the United States, 
shall be the supreme law of the land; 
and the judges in every State shall be 
bound thereby, anything in the Con- 
stitution or laws of any State to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

“The Senators and Representatives 
before mentioned, and the members of 
the several State legislatures, and all 
executive and judicial officers, both of 
the United States and of the several 
States, shall be bound by oath or affir- 
mation to support this Constitution; 
but no religious test shall ever be re- 
quired as a qualification to any office 
or public trust under the United 
States.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. HOLD- 
ING). 

Mr. HOLDING. Article VII: 

“The ratification of the conventions 
of nine States shall be sufficient for 
the establishment of this Constitution 
between the States so ratifying the 
same. 

“Done in convention by the unani- 
mous consent of the States present the 
seventeenth day of September in the 
year of Our Lord one thousand seven 
hundred and eighty-seven and of the 
independence of the United States of 
America the twelfth in witness whereof 
we have hereunto subscribed our 
names.” 

Signers of the Constitution. 

George Washington, President and 
Deputy from Virginia. 

Delaware: George Read, Gunning 
Bedford, Jr., John Dickinson, Richard 
Bassett, Jacob Broom. 

Maryland: James McHenry, Daniel of 
St. Thomas Jenifer, Daniel Carroll. 

Virginia: John Blair, James Madison, 
Jr. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING). 

Mr. KING of Iowa. North Carolina: 


William Blount, Richard Dobbs 
Spaight, Hugh Williamson. 
South Carolina: John Rutledge, 


Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, Charles 
Pinckney, Pierce Butler. 

Georgia: William Few, 
Baldwin. 

New Hampshire: John Langdon, Nich- 
olas Gilman. 

Massachusetts: 
Rufus King. 

Connecticut: William Samuel John- 
son, Roger Sherman. 

New York: Alexander Hamilton. 

New Jersey: William Livingston, 
David Brearley, William Paterson, Jon- 
athan Dayton. 

Pennsylvania: Benjamin Franklin, 
Thomas Mifflin, Robert Morris, George 
Clymer, Thomas FitzSimons, Jared In- 
gersoll, James Wilson, Gouverneur 
Morris. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas (Mr. YODER). 

Mr. YODER. Amendment I: 

“Congress shall make no law respect- 
ing an establishment of religion, or 


Abraham 


Nathaniel Gorham, 
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prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of 
the press; or the right of the people 
peaceably to assemble, and to petition 
the government for a redress of griev- 
ances.”’ 

Amendment II: 

“A well-regulated militia, being nec- 
essary to the security of a free State, 
the right of the people to keep and bear 
arms, shall not be infringed.” 

Amendment III: 

“No soldier shall, in time of peace be 
quartered in any house, without the 
consent of the owner, nor in time of 
war, but in a manner to be prescribed 
by law.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. BARR). 

Mr. BARR. Amendment IV: 

“The right of the people to be secure 
in their persons, houses, papers, and ef- 
fects, against unreasonable searches 
and seizures, shall not be violated, and 
no warrants shall issue, but upon prob- 
able cause, supported by oath or affir- 
mation, and particularly describing the 
place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized.” 

Amendment V: 

“No person shall be held to answer 
for a capital, or otherwise infamous 
crime, unless on a presentment or in- 
dictment of a grand jury, except in 
cases arising in the land or naval 
forces, or in the militia, when in actual 
service in time of war or public danger; 
nor shall any person be subject for the 
same offense to be twice put in jeop- 
ardy of life or limb; nor shall be com- 
pelled in any criminal case to be a wit- 
ness against himself; nor be deprived of 
life, liberty, or property, without due 
process of law; nor shall private prop- 
erty be taken for public use, without 
just compensation.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
MEADOWS). 

Mr. MEADOWS. Amendment VI: 

“In all criminal prosecutions, the ac- 
cused shall enjoy the right to a speedy 
and public trial, by an impartial jury 
of the State and district wherein the 
crime shall have been committed, 
which district shall have been pre- 
viously ascertained by law, and to be 
informed of the nature and cause of the 
accusation; to be confronted with the 
witnesses against him; to have compul- 
sory process for obtaining witnesses in 
his favor, and to have the assistance of 
counsel for his defense.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
ESTY). 

Ms. ESTY. Amendment VII: 

“In suits at common law, where the 
value in controversy shall exceed twen- 
ty dollars, the right of trial by jury 
shall be preserved, and no fact tried by 
a jury, shall be otherwise reexamined 
in any court of the United States, than 
according to the rules of the common 
law.” 
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Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE). 

Mr. PEARCE. Amendment VIII: 

“Excessive bail shall not be required, 
nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel 
and unusual punishments inflicted.” 

Amendment IX: 

“The enumeration in the Constitu- 
tion, of certain rights, shall not be con- 
strued to deny or disparage others re- 
tained by the people.” 

Amendment X: 

“The powers not delegated to the 
United States by the Constitution, nor 
prohibited by it to the States, are re- 
served to the States respectively, or to 
the people.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. HURT). 

Mr. HURT. Amendment XI: 

“The judicial power of the United 
States shall not be construed to extend 
to any suit in law or equity, com- 
menced or prosecuted against one of 
the United States by citizens of an- 
other State, or by citizens or subjects 
of any foreign state.” 

Amendment XII: 

“The electors shall meet in their re- 
spective States, and vote by ballot for 
President and Vice President, one of 
whom, at least, shall not be an inhab- 
itant of the same State with them- 
selves; they shall name in their ballots 
the person voted for as President, and 
in distinct ballots the person voted for 
as Vice President, and they shall make 
distinct lists of all persons voted for as 
President, and of all persons voted for 
as Vice President, and of the number of 
votes for each, which lists they shall 
sign and certify, and transmit sealed to 
the seat of the government of the 
United States, directed to the Presi- 
dent of the Senate.’’ 
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Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PERRY). 
Mr. PERRY. “The President of the 


Senate shall, in the presence of the 
Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives, open all the certificates and the 
votes shall then be counted. 

“The person having the greatest 
number of votes for President shall be 
the President, if such number be a ma- 
jority of the whole number of electors 
appointed; and if no person having such 
majority, then from the persons having 
the highest number not exceeding 
three on the list of those voted for as 
President, the House of Representa- 
tives shall choose immediately, by bal- 
lot, the President. But in choosing the 
President, the votes shall be taken by 
States, the representation from each 
State having one vote; a quorum for 
this purpose shall consist of a Member 
or Members from two-thirds of the 
States, and a majority of all the States 
shall be necessary to a choice.”’ 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PITTENGER). 
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Mr. PITTENGER. ‘‘The person hav- 
ing the greatest number of votes as 
Vice President, shall be the Vice Presi- 
dent, if such number be a majority of 
the whole number of electors ap- 
pointed, and if no person have a major- 
ity, then from the two highest numbers 
on the list, the Senate shall choose the 
Vice President; a quorum for the pur- 
pose shall consist of two-thirds of the 
whole number of Senators, and a ma- 
jority of the whole number shall be 
necessary to a choice. But no person 
constitutionally ineligible to the office 
of President shall be eligible to that of 
Vice President of the United States.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. It’s my pleasure to 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. LEWIS). 

Mr. LEWIS. Amendment XIII: 

Section 1: 

“Neither slavery nor involuntary ser- 
vitude, except as a punishment for 
crime whereof the party shall have 
been duly convicted, shall exist within 
the United States, or any place subject 
to their jurisdiction.” 

Section 2: 

“Congress shall have power to en- 
force this article by appropriate legis- 
lation.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. WOMACK). 

Mr. WOMACK. Amendment XIV: 

Section 1: 

“AIl persons born or naturalized in 
the United States, and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the 
United States and of the State wherein 
they reside. No State shall make or en- 
force any law which shall abridge the 
privileges or immunities of citizens of 
the United States; nor shall any State 
deprive any person of life, liberty, or 
property, without due process of law; 
nor deny to any person within its juris- 
diction the equal protection of the 
laws.” 

Section 2: 

“Representatives shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States ac- 
cording to their respective numbers, 
counting the whole number of persons 
in each State, excluding Indians not 
taxed.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY). 

Mr. CONNOLLY. ‘‘But when the right 
to vote at any election for the choice of 
electors for President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, Representa- 
tives in Congress, the executive and ju- 
dicial officers of a State, or the mem- 
bers of the legislature thereof, is de- 
nied to any of the male inhabitants of 
such State, being twenty-one years of 
age, and citizens of the United States, 
or in any way abridged, except for par- 
ticipation in rebellion, or other crime, 
the basis of representation therein 
shall be reduced in the proportion 
which the number of such male citizens 
shall bear to the whole number of male 
citizens twenty-one years of age in 
such State.” 
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Section 3: 

“No person shall be a Senator or Rep- 
resentative in Congress, or elector of 
President and Vice President, or hold 
any office, civil or military, under the 
United States, or under any State, 
who, having previously taken an oath, 
as a Member of Congress or as an offi- 
cer of the United States...” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. Ross). 

Mr. ROSS. “... or as a Member of 
any State legislature, or as an execu- 
tive or judicial officer of any State, to 
support the Constitution of the United 
States, shall have engaged in insurrec- 
tion or rebellion against the same, or 
given aid or comfort to the enemies 
thereof. But Congress may by a vote of 
two-thirds of each House, remove such 
disability.” 

Section 4: 

“The validity of the public debt of 
the United States, authorized by law, 
including debts incurred for payment 
of pensions and bounties for services in 
suppressing insurrection or rebellion, 
shall not be questioned.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. DENHAM). 

Mr. DENHAM. “But neither United 
States nor any State shall assume or 
pay any debtor obligation incurred in 
aid of insurrection or rebellion against 
the United States, or any claim for the 
loss or emancipation of any slave; but 
all such debts, obligations and claims 
shall be held illegal and void.” 

Section 5: 

“The Congress shall have the power 
to enforce, by appropriate legislation, 
the provisions of this article.” 

Amendment XV: 

Section 1: 

“The right of citizens of the United 
States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by 
any State on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. It’s now my pleas- 
ure to yield to the majority whip, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCARTHY). 

Mr. MCCARTHY of California. Sec- 
tion 2: 

“The Congress shall have the power 
to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.” 

Amendment XVI: 

“The Congress shall have power to 
lay and collect taxes on incomes, from 
whatever source derived, without ap- 
portionment among the several States, 
and without regard to any census or 
enumeration.” 

Amendment XVII: 

“The Senate of the United States 
shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, elected by the people there- 
of, for six years; and each Senator shall 
have one vote. The electors in each 
State shall have the qualifications req- 
uisite for electors of the most numer- 
ous branch of the State legislatures. 

“When vacancies happen in the rep- 
resentation of any State in the Senate, 
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the executive authority of such State 
shall issue writs of election to fill such 
vacancies...” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 


tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
LANKFORD). 
Mr. LANKFORD. “ provided, 


that the legislature of any State may 
empower the executive thereof to make 
temporary appointments until the peo- 
ple fill the vacancies by election as the 
legislature may direct. 

“This amendment shall not be so 
construed as to affect the election or 
term of any Senator chosen before it 
becomes valid as part of the Constitu- 
tion.” 

Amendment XIX: 

“The right of citizens of the United 
States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by 
any State on account of sex. 

“Congress shall have the power to en- 
force this article by appropriate legis- 
lation.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 


tleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN). 

Mr. FLEISCHMANN. Amendment 
XX: 

Section 1: 


“The terms of the President and the 
Vice President shall end at noon on the 
20th day of January, and the terms of 
Senators and Representatives at noon 
on the 3rd day of January, of the years 
in which such terms would have ended 
if this article had not been ratified; and 
the terms of their successors shall then 
begin.” 

Section 2: 

“The Congress shall assemble at 
least once in every year, and such 
meeting shall begin at noon on the 3rd 
day of January, unless they shall by 
law appoint a different day.” 
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Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN). 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Section 3: 

“If, at the time fixed for the begin- 
ning of the term of the President, the 
President-elect shall have died, the 
Vice President-elect shall become 
President. If a President shall not have 
been chosen before the time fixed for 
the beginning of his term, or if the 
President-elect shall have failed to 
qualify, then the Vice President-elect 
shall act as President until a President 
shall have qualified; and the Congress 
may by law provide for the case where- 
in neither a President-elect nor a Vice 
President-elect shall have qualified, de- 
claring who shall then act as Presi- 
dent, or the manner in which one who 
is to act shall be selected, and such 
person shall act accordingly until a 
President or Vice President shall have 
qualified.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tlewoman from Indiana (Mrs. BROOKS). 

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Section 4: 
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“The Congress may by law provide 
for the case of the death of any of the 
persons from whom the House of Rep- 
resentatives may choose a President 
whenever the right of choice shall have 
devolved upon them, and for the case of 
the death of any of the persons from 
whom the Senate may choose a Vice 
President whenever the right of choice 
shall have devolved upon them.” 

Section 5: 

“Sections 1 and 2 shall take effect on 
the 15th day of October following the 
ratification of this article.” 

Section 6: 

“This article shall be inoperative un- 
less it shall have been ratified as an 
amendment to the Constitution by the 
legislatures of three-fourths of the sev- 
eral States within seven years from the 
date of its submission.”’ 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama (Mr. BONNER). 

Mr. BONNER. Amendment XXI: 

Section 1: 

“The eighteenth article of amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United 
States is hereby repealed.”’ 

Section 2: 

“The transportation or importation 
into any State, Territory, or possession 
of the United States for delivery or use 
therein of intoxicating liquors, in vio- 
lation of the laws thereof, is hereby 
prohibited.” 

Section 3: 

“The article shall be inoperative un- 
less it shall have been ratified as an 
amendment to the Constitution by con- 
ventions in the several States, as pro- 
vided in the Constitution, within seven 
years from the date of the submission 
hereof to the States by the Congress.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I am pleased to 
yield to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
GOHMERT). 

Mr. GOHMERT. Amendment XXII: 

Section 1: 

“No person shall be elected to the of- 
fice of the President more than twice, 
and no person who has held the office 
of President, or acted as President, for 
more than two years of a term to 
which some other person was elected 
President shall be elected to the office 
of the President more than once. But 
this article shall not apply to any per- 
son holding the office of President 
when this article was proposed by Con- 
gress, and shall not prevent any person 
who may be holding the office of Presi- 
dent, or acting as President, during the 
term within which this article becomes 
operative from holding the office of 
President or acting as President during 
the remainder of such term.” 

Section 2: 

“This article shall be inoperative un- 
less it shall have been ratified as an 
amendment to the Constitution by the 
legislatures of three-fourths of the sev- 
eral States within seven years from the 
date of its submission to the States by 
the Congress.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas (Mr. HUELSKAMP). 
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Mr. HUELSKAMP. Amendment 
XXIII: 
Section 1: 


“The District constituting the seat 
of Government of the United States 
shall appoint in such manner as Con- 
gress may direct: A number of electors 
of President and Vice President equal 
to the whole number of Senators and 
Representatives in Congress to which 
the District would be entitled if it were 
a State, but in no event more than the 
least populous State; they shall be in 
addition to those appointed by the 
States, but they shall be considered, 
for the purposes of the election of 
President and Vice President, to be 
electors appointed by a State; and they 
shall meet in the District and perform 
such duties as provided by the 12th ar- 
ticle of amendment.” 

Section 2: 

“The Congress shall have power to 
enforce this article by appropriate leg- 
islation.”’ 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 


tleman from Nebraska (Mr. FORTEN- 
BERRY). 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Amendment 
XXIV: 

Section 1: 


“The right of citizens of the United 
States to vote in any primary or other 
election for President or Vice Presi- 
dent, for electors for President or Vice 
President, or for Senator or Represent- 
ative in Congress, shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or 
any State by reason of failure to pay 
any poll tax or other tax.” 

Section 2: 

“The Congress shall have power to 
enforce this article by appropriate leg- 
islation.”’ 

Amendment XXV: 

Section 1: 

“In case of the removal of the Presi- 
dent from office or of his death or res- 
ignation, the Vice President shall be- 
come President.” 

Section 2: 

“Whenever there is a vacancy in the 
office of the Vice President, the Presi- 
dent shall nominate a Vice President 
who shall take office upon confirma- 
tion by a majority vote of both Houses 
of Congress.” 

Section 3: 

“Whenever the President transmits 
to the President pro tempore of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives his written declara- 
tion that he is unable to discharge the 
powers and duties of his office, and 
until he transmits to them a written 
declaration to the contrary, such pow- 
ers and duties shall be discharged by 
the Vice President as Acting Presi- 
dent.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland (Mr. DELANEY). 

Mr. DELANEY. Section 4: 

“Whenever the Vice President and a 
majority of either the principal officers 
of the executive departments or of such 
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other body as Congress may by law 
provide, transmit to the President pro 
tempore of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives their 
written declaration that the President 
is unable to discharge the powers and 
duties of his office, the Vice President 
shall immediately assume the powers 
and duties of the office as Acting Presi- 
dent. 

“Thereafter, when the President 
transmits to the President pro tempore 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives his written 
declaration that no inability exists, he 
shall resume the powers and duties of 
his office unless the Vice President and 
a majority of either the principal offi- 
cers of the executive department or of 
such other body as Congress may by 
law provide, transmit within four days 
to the President pro tempore of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives their written declara- 
tion that the President is unable to 
discharge the powers and duties of his 
office. Thereupon Congress shall decide 
the issue, assembling within...” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. SALMON). 

Mr. SALMON. “ forty-eight 
hours for that purpose if not in session. 
If the Congress, within twenty-one 
days after receipt of the latter written 
declaration, or, if Congress is not in 
session, within twenty-one days after 
Congress is required to assemble, deter- 
mines by two-thirds vote of both 
Houses that the President is unable to 
discharge the powers and duties of his 
office, the Vice President shall con- 
tinue to discharge the same as Acting 
President; otherwise, the President 
shall resume the powers and duties of 
his office.” 

Amendment XXVI: 

Section 1: 

“The right of citizens of the United 
States, who are eighteen years of age 
or older, to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by 
any State on account of age.” 
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Section 2: 

“The Congress shall have power to 
enforce this article by appropriate leg- 
islation.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 


tleman from Illinois (Mr. RODNEY 
DAVIS). 
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 


Amendment XXVII: 

“No law, varying the compensation 
for the services of the Senators and 
Representatives, shall take effect, 
until an election of Representatives 
shall have intervened.” 

Mr. GOODLATTE. That concludes 
the reading of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

I want to thank the gentlemen who 
arrived and were available, but we ran 
out of Constitution before we ran out 
of readers. 
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I want to thank the Speaker and all 
the Members who participated in this 
important reading. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 


a 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
Foxx). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule 
I, the Chair declares the House in re- 
cess until noon today. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 10 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


EE 


1200 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. YODER) at noon. 


re 


CONGRATULATIONS TO COACH 
CAREY McVICKERS 


(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
Coach Carey McVickers for achieving 
his 500th victory. 

Coach McVickers is the head coach 
for the Taylorville High School boys 
basketball team and, on December 26, 
led my Tornadoes to defeat Rantoul, 
76-35, to secure his 500th win. He has 
been coaching for 31 years, leading 
teams from all across central Illinois, 
in areas like Palmyra, Divernon, 
Williamsville, Nokomis, Pana, and my 
hometown of Taylorville. 

In his career, his teams have com- 
bined to win 12 conference champion- 
ships, 9 regional championships, and 19 
tournament championships. And to our 
knowledge, he is the only coach to 
have brought home a trophy from the 
State tournament for boys and girls 
teams. 

He has been named the Illinois Bas- 
ketball Coaches Association Coach of 
the Year four times and was inducted 
into the Illinois Basketball Coaches 
Association Hall of Fame in 2012. 

Carey McVickers is more than just a 
head coach; he is a dedicated husband, 
father, and grandfather, and is a rock 
within the Taylorville community. 

Congratulations, Coach. 

Go Tornadoes. 


EE 
REGULAR ORDER 


(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
come here to the floor today to speak 
on behalf of the regular order. I hope 
that this Congress can be one in which 
it’s not First World War trench war- 
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fare, where we retreat into our bunkers 
and lob grenades at each other, but 
where we can come together and deal 
with the problems that face this Na- 
tion. 

The first opportunity will be raising 
the debt limit. The President doesn’t 
create the debt limit; we do. We au- 
thorize the President to spend that 
money. We put him out there and say, 
Spend it; and we must give him the 
ability to pay the bills that we have in- 
curred by our actions. So it shouldn’t 
be a trench warfare issue. 

There are some bigger issues, those 
issues of the debt and how we deal with 
the major crises before us in health 
care costs. Those issues can be debated 
in the regular order. Committees can 
come up with bills about how we 
should reduce the costs, whether it be 
in defense or it be in health care. But 
that should be developed and worked 
out in a regular order in the House. 
That’s my sincere hope for this Con- 
gress. 


EE 


RESTORING TAX-FREE COMMUTER 
BENEFITS 


(Mr. HULTGREN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, my 
district includes the north and west 
suburbs of Chicago. Our area has the 
second highest percentage of com- 
muters in the country. 

Many of my constituents currently 
receive employer-sponsored transit 
benefits for commuting costs like 
parking and train tickets. Last year 
this benefit was cut in half for public 
transit commuters, and I fought hard 
throughout 2012 for that benefit to be 
restored. 

Iam thankful that it is now law that 
employers may provide up to $245 a 
month for their employees as a transit 
or van pool benefit tax-free. This is 
good for both employees and employ- 
ers. Now neither of them will be taxed 
on that money, and employees will be 
encouraged to use the public transpor- 
tation options. I’m glad that Congress 
has restored this important benefit. 


EE 
AMANDA’S LAW 


(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, 3 years 
ago this Thursday, western New York 
teenager Amanda Hansen tragically 
passed away from carbon monoxide poi- 
soning as a result of a defective boiler 
at a friend’s home where she was 
spending the night. 

In response to this tragedy, the New 
York State Legislature designated Jan- 
uary as Carbon Monoxide Awareness 
Month and passed Amanda’s Law. 
Amanda’s Law requires carbon mon- 
oxide alarms to be installed in all new 
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single and multifamily homes and any 
rentals with a fuel-burning appliance 
system or attached garage. 

Mr. Speaker, carbon monoxide is the 
leading cause of accidental poisoning 
deaths in this country. There’s a sim- 
ple way to lower that number: installa- 
tion of carbon monoxide detectors in 
homes and residences. 

I commend the work of the Amanda 
Hansen Foundation and join them in 
encouraging all Americans to prevent 
carbon monoxide-related tragedies by 
installing detectors in their homes. 


Ss 


HONORING THE LIFE OF DAN 
CURTIS 


(Mr. TURNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, today 
I’m here to honor and pay tribute to a 
dear friend of mine who has been val- 
iantly battling cancer for the past 
year, Dan Curtis. Dan is a long-time 
resident of Dayton and a pillar of the 
community, and he has committed his 
talents to improving the lives of count- 
less Ohioans. 

A dedicated volunteer and philan- 
thropist, Dan has given generously of 
his time, expertise, and financial re- 
sources to make a difference in the 
lives of individuals and the quality of 
life in his community. 

He joined the Dayton Development 
Coalition soon after its inception and 
dedicated his efforts to stimulating the 
region’s economy, while embracing the 
Air Force as a member of the commu- 
nity, and improving the lives of air- 
men. 

Dan helped shepherd our community 
through good times and bad by self- 
lessly giving of himself and his re- 
sources. He has always enjoyed work- 
ing with people and assisting them in 
reaching their goals, and in no place is 
that more evident than in his home. 
Dan is a devoted husband and father 
who enjoys the loving support of his 
wife, Amy, and children, Kevin, Chel- 
sea, and Matthew. 

His relationships are characterized 
by selfless devotion, a caring nature, 
and altruism. These traits carried over 
into his professional life, where Dan 
demonstrated an incredible work ethic, 
generosity, contributions to the com- 
munity and his love of the country. His 
many achievements and qualities are a 
testament to Dan. 

As a community, Dayton, Ohio, and 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base are 
forever indebted to him. 


EE 


COMMEMORATING MARTIN 
LUTHER KING, JR. DAY 


(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to commemorate Martin Luther 


150 


King, Jr. Day, the day our Nation hon- 
ors one of our greatest civil rights he- 
roes. This is also a special year, as 
Martin Luther King Day coincides with 
the inauguration of our first African 
American President, Barack Obama. 

While just one man, Dr. King made 
an extraordinary difference in all of 
our lives. And while he, himself, was si- 
lenced, his dream lives on and serves as 
an inspiration that every person can 
indeed make a difference. 

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, Dr. King re- 
minds me often of the Flint sit-down 
strikers of the 1930s in my hometown 
who also stood up to the injustices that 
they saw. Their efforts helped create 
the labor movement and made our 
country a better place, as did Dr. King. 

Mr. Speaker, no matter our political 
differences, we can all unite on Monday 
to fulfill Dr. King’s dream. This Martin 
Luther King Day, let’s honor the man 
who continues to inspire us all. 


Se 


COMMENDING MISS MONTANA 
ALEXIS WINEMAN 


(Mr. DAINES asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Alexis Wineman. 
This 18-year-old from Cut Bank, Mon- 
tana, represents my State as Miss Mon- 
tana, and she recently made history, 
not only as the youngest participant in 
this year’s Miss America competition 
and the recipient of the People’s 
Choice Award, but as the first young 
woman in the competition’s history to 
have been diagnosed with autism. 

Alexis stands as an example for all 
Montanans of what it means to over- 
come obstacles and to help those in 
need. She’s worked to spread awareness 
of autism so that we can all gain a bet- 
ter understanding of those affected by 
it. 

Alexis recently said, and I quote: 

We cannot cure what is not a sickness, but 
we can begin to understand autism and help 
those with the condition to unlock the po- 
tential that lies within all of us. 

I’m grateful for the work that she’s 
done to increase the understanding of 
autism, and I’m very proud that she 
calls Montana home. 


EE 
1210 
NO LABELS 


(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, all of 
us know that the 112th Congress was 
one of the least productive legislative 
sessions in our history. 

Even as our country faced significant 
challenges, partisan posturing and po- 
litical brinksmanship dominated the 
debate in Washington and created an 
unprecedented level of gridlock that 
kept real work from getting done. 
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As we begin the work of the 113th 
Congress, it is critical that both Demo- 
crats and Republicans commit to work- 
ing with their colleagues across the 
aisle and putting the long-term inter- 
ests of our country ahead of their own 
short-term political goals. 

That’s why I have decided to join a 
group of Democrats, Independents, and 
Republicans in an organization called 
No Labels as a problem-solver which 
will meet regularly to build trust and 
cooperation between members of both 
parties and get Washington back to a 
place where Democrats and Repub- 
licans working together is the rule 
rather than the exception. 

We need leaders in Congress who are 
serious about finding solutions to the 
challenges we face both at home and 
abroad. 

I am convinced that there is no chal- 
lenge so great that we cannot solve by 
working together, and No Labels is of- 
fering a venue for Republicans, Demo- 
crats, and Independents to do exactly 
that. I urge my colleagues to join us in 
this effort. 


TIME TO TACKLE WASHINGTON’S 
SPENDING ADDICTION 


(Mr. MESSER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today for the first time in this Cham- 
ber to urge the President and Congress 
to get serious about addressing the 
out-of-control borrowing and spending 
that is jeopardizing the American 
Dream for our children and grand- 
children. 

The President has said that the debt 
ceiling debate is not the time to tackle 
Washington’s spending addiction and 
has called for more taxes, more spend- 
ing and more borrowing in return for 
any future spending reforms. Yesterday 
he said, ‘‘We can’t finish the job of def- 
icit reduction through spending cuts 
alone.” But the last Congress already 
raised taxes. Now it’s time to tackle 
Washington’s binge spending. 

The fundamental question to be an- 
swered in the upcoming debate is 
whether Washington should take more 
than it already confiscates from hard- 
working, taxpaying Americans. The an- 
swer is no. Washington doesn’t tax too 
little. It spends too much. 

Mr. Speaker, the new freshman Re- 
publican Members of the House are 
holding a Special Order after today’s 
legislative business to highlight the ur- 
gency of the upcoming debt ceiling de- 
bate. I hope as many of my colleagues 
who can will join this effort and ex- 
plain to the American people why we 
owe it to our children to stop spending 
and borrowing and start controlling 
our debt. 
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NEED FOR MORE PRODUCTIVE 
113TH 


(Ms. LEE asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, 
with a new year comes a new Congress, 
new and returning Members, and new 
opportunities to work together to do 
the work the American people sent us 
here to do. Americans have been very 
clear about what the priorities of Con- 
gress should be. At the forefront of 
these priorities is to get people back to 
work and to revitalize our economy. 

There is no doubt there has been 
some progress. Thirty-four consecutive 
months of private sector job growth is 
evidence of that. However, with 12 mil- 
lion people still unemployed, more 
must be done. 

If Congress is serious about address- 
ing the deficit, then we must have a 
plan—such as the Make It in America 
agenda—to create jobs. Job creation 
leads to deficit reduction and is nec- 
essary for a full economic recovery. 

I am confident that with a new year 
will come a renewed focus to do the 
work of the American people. It is real- 
ly time to put aside the dysfunction of 
the 112th Congress and to come to- 
gether to address the problems facing 
our Nation. 


EE 


HONORING CHIEF JACK JONES 
AND CHIEF JOSEPH GURA 


(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor two chiefs of police 
from my district, both of whom are re- 
tiring after many years of dedicated 
service to the district: Chief Jack 
Jones from Morrisville Borough and 
Chief Joseph Gura from Perkasie Bor- 
ough. 

Chief Jones has served in law en- 
forcement for the past 45 years. After 
three decades of service, he worked his 
way up to become chief in Morrisville 
in 2003. Jack knew the Morrisville com- 
munity inside and out and has been 
loved by those who live there. Upon his 
retirement, he looks forward to spend- 
ing time with his three daughters and 
seven grandchildren. 

Chief Gura has spent 33 years in the 
Perkasie Borough police force. During 
his three decades, the borough’s force 
has grown from eight officers to 18. 
Chief Gura has dealt with everything 
from bears to undercover narcotics in- 
vestigations and even spent a brief 
time working for the Olympics. For 
years, Joseph has not only portrayed a 
top of the line work ethic but has also 
displayed great pride, integrity, and 
courage. 

Both of these public servants have 
devoted their lives to making the com- 
munity a safer place to live, work and 
raise a family. I am honored to speak 
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on their behalf today, and I am proud 
to represent them in the United States 
Congress. I wish both Jack and Joseph 
many years of continued success and a 
happy retirement. Perkasie and Mor- 
risville Boroughs will miss both their 
chiefs. 


EE 


REAL SOLUTIONS TO REAL 
PROBLEMS 


(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, it’s a new 
year, it’s a new beginning, it’s a new 
Congress. 

This 113th Congress will let us seize 
the opportunity to start with a clean 
slate. We must put aside partisan poli- 
tics and labels to come together for the 
good of the American people. 

Our seniors, our children, our fami- 
lies are looking toward Congress to 
take meaningful action on critical 
issues that were left unresolved in 2012, 
such as the fiscal cliff and the debt 
ceiling. Our Nation is looking for a 
path forward. 

I didn’t come to Congress to simply 
talk the talk. I came here to walk the 
walk for my constituents, for Cali- 
fornia, and for this great Nation. 
Today is a new day that calls for new 
ideas, collaboration, and real solutions 
for the American people. 

Yesterday, I also had the pleasure of 
joining nine of my congressional col- 
leagues across the aisle at a bipartisan 
No Labels ‘‘Meeting to Make America 
Work.” 

We addressed the partisan gridlock in 
Congress that has slowed progress for 
the American people. It’s high time we 
find compromises that will lead to real 
solutions to the real problems facing 
our Nation. 

Today I call on all my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to join in this ef- 
fort. Let’s make America work. 


ee 


MARKING NATIONAL MENTORING 
MONTH 


(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, January 
marks National Mentoring Month, dur- 
ing which we will celebrate the Martin 
Luther King, Jr. National Day of Serv- 
ice, giving all Americans the oppor- 
tunity to answer Dr. King’s important 
question, ‘‘What are you doing for oth- 
ers?” 

Today I would like to recognize an 
exceptional Minnesota organization 
that has become known as a national 
model for excellence in mentoring and 
service. The mentoring partnership 
works with hundreds of Minnesota or- 
ganizations to pair up mentors with 
mentees and help strengthen relation- 
ships and build stronger communities. 

Every child deserves a mentor. As 
Fortune magazine recently pointed 
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out, the number one indicator of suc- 
cess for a child is a good relationship 
with a caring adult. They provide care 
and support, advice, and words of en- 
couragement. Dr. King often spoke of 
his mentors, and likewise became one 
himself to many Americans. 

Let’s use this day of celebration on 
Martin Luther King Day and National 
Mentoring Month as an opportunity to 
become a mentor or simply thank 
those that may have served as a men- 
tor to yourself. 


EE 


READING OF THE CONSTITUTION 


(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, the House 
just finished the reading of the Con- 
stitution. And that’s fine. It’s a majes- 
tic document, greatest of its kind, and 
it’s never bad to read it. 

It’s one thing to read it and it’s an- 
other thing to really understand it. 
And to understand it you’ve got to un- 
derstand the court decisions and how 
the courts have interpreted the Con- 
stitution. 

The courts have recognized the Con- 
stitution as a living evolving document 
and that it’s not perfect. Congress had 
to pass an amendment to formally 
abolish slavery. It took the Supreme 
Court in the Topeka Board of Edu- 
cation v. Brown case to abolish Jim 
Crow, the stepchild of slavery and a 
great stain on this country’s history. 

Thanks to Roe v. Wade women have a 
fundamental right to make medical de- 
cisions about their own bodies, a right 
that continues to be threatened by this 
Congress. And while the Constitution 
grants great freedoms, the courts rec- 
ognize that they come with reasonable 
limitations. 

The First Amendment gives us free- 
dom of speech but doesn’t allow us to 
yell fire in a theater or to libel some- 
body. 

And the Second Amendment, while it 
gives you the right to bear arms, has 
limitations as well. You can’t carry a 
gun on an airplane or in a courtroom, 
and we need to remember that. 

So just reading the Constitution is 
one thing, but understanding is an- 
other. I hope we will understand it and 
live it and see that we have a more per- 
fect union. 


Ee 


1220 
PACIFIC MARINE ENERGY CENTER 


(Mr. SCHRADER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. SCHRADER. Mr. Speaker, I’m 
here today to share with my colleagues 
yesterday’s very exciting announce- 
ment of the first utility-scale, grid- 
connected wave energy test site in the 
United States, which I’m proud to say 
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is going to occur in my district in New- 
port, Oregon. 

The Northwest National Marine En- 
ergy Center, based at Oregon State 
University, will be constructing the 
Pacific Marine Energy Center to test 
energy generation potential and envi- 
ronmental impacts of these wave en- 
ergy devices. 

NNMREC, established in 2008, is a 
partnership between Oregon State Uni- 
versity and the University of Wash- 
ington and is one of only three U.S. De- 
partment of Energy-supported marine 
renewable energy centers. In addition 
to the Department of Energy, this 
work is supported by my State of Or- 
egon, the Wave Energy Trust, and 
other private and public agencies. 

NNMREC’s selection of Newport as 
the site will not only benefit the com- 
munity of Newport but, frankly, the 
entire Oregon coast and will set a 
course for Oregon and the Nation to be 
one step closer to energy independence. 

I am also very proud of Oregon State 
University and their continued leader- 
ship in this area. I would be very re- 
miss if I didn’t give a shout out to the 
incredible work done by Belinda Bat- 
ten, director of NNMREC, and Annette 
von Jouanne, professor at Oregon State 
University, and all the faculty and stu- 
dents in the Wave Energy Department 
at OSU. Their tireless efforts are the 
reason we’re able to celebrate this 
achievement today. 
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REAUTHORIZE VIOLENCE AGAINST 
WOMEN ACT 


(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 118th Congress 
will not only need to work to further 
strengthen our country’s economic 
well-being; we will also need to find so- 
lutions to make sure that all Ameri- 
cans are treated fairly and equally. 
That’s why it is critical that Congress 
pass the Violence Against Women Act 
reauthorization. 

Since its inception, this act has al- 
ways been bipartisan. Last April, the 
Senate passed a strong bipartisan reau- 
thorization bill. Unfortunately, the 
measure failed in the House, but it 
must pass in the 113th Congress. The 
safety and security of American women 
should never be politicized and never 
has been so in the past. 

It is my hope that we can put the pol- 
itics of the last election aside and get 
down to the business of legislating sen- 
sible policy for the American people. 
We must reaffirm our commitment 
that women in the United States are 
offered all necessary legal protections. 

Í 
SOUTHERN ILLINOIS COAL 
INDUSTRY 


(Mr. ENYART asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. ENYART. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the southern Illinois 
coal industry, which had a record year 
last year—the best in decades. 

Southern Illinois is blessed with 
abundant natural resources like coal 
that provide good jobs and support our 
middle class. I’m proud to say that Illi- 
nois is a leader in coal production and 
outpaced every other State in 2012. 
Bucking national trends, Illinois mines 
produced more than 40 million tons of 
coal in 2012, the most since 1995. This is 
in large part due to southern Illinois 
mines and a talented and dedicated 
workforce. 

Folks in my district are worried 
about jobs. They want to have faith in 
the southern Illinois way of life. Our 
coal industry in southern Illinois pre- 
sents enormous economic potential; 
and judging by the record-setting pro- 
duction last year, we are well on our 
way to power good jobs and address do- 
mestic energy needs. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues to focus on good jobs and 
support southern Illinois workers and 
coal. 


HURRICANE SANDY RELIEF 


(Mr. COURTNEY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘Sem- 
per Paratus’’—always prepared. That is 
the motto of the Coast Guard Acad- 
emy, which is located in New London, 
Connecticut, which on October 29 was 
hit by 85-mile-per-hour winds and high 
tide at the height of Hurricane Sandy. 
It covered the entire lower half of the 
campus, wiped out their sailing cen- 
ter—which is the center that cadets 
must train on for 4 years as part of the 
core mission of the Coast Guard Acad- 
emy to enhance and focus on their 
maritime skills. That is part of the 
submission by the Coast Guard for re- 
lief in the Hurricane Sandy bill, which 
we are going to debate and vote on, un- 
fortunately. 

Unfortunately, the Rogers’ base bill 
cut the Coast Guard’s request in half so 
that Coast Guard facilities in New Jer- 
sey and New York, and also the Coast 
Guard training facility in New London, 
Connecticut—which protects all of our 
coastal maritime country—are going to 
be damaged and affected. 

We must, A, pass the rule; B, pass the 
Rogers’ amendment; but, C, most im- 
portantly, pass the Frelinghuysen 
amendment, which will make sure that 
the Coast Guard Academy in New Lon- 
don, Connecticut, will be able to live 
up to its motto ‘‘Semper Paratus’’—al- 
ways prepared. 
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HURRICANE SANDY RELIEF 


(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
my colleagues to adopt the entire 
package today for Sandy relief. My dis- 
trict was devastated by the hurricane. 
We really are in need of this funding in 
order to rebuild, and we shouldn’t have 
to delay anymore. It’s, I think, into 
the 10th week now since the storm oc- 
curred. 

Really, without this package passing 
today and then immediately going to 
the Senate to be passed there as well 
and signed by the President, the whole 
effort to try to rebuild the shore in 
time for the summer season—the jobs, 
the tourism, the economy related to 
that—would really be seriously jeop- 
ardized. 

I would urge that my colleagues 
adopt not only the initial base bill, the 
Rogers’ amendment, but also the 
Frelinghuysen amendment. The 
Frelinghuysen amendment, which is 
the additional $33 billion, will let us 
basically do a lot of the shore protec- 
tion, the beach replenishment, the 
dunes, the flood controls, to prevent 
damage from a future storm, and also 
provide the Community Development 
Block Grants, the grants that there’s a 
lot of flexibility for the towns so they 
can go back and basically give grants 
to homeowners as well as small busi- 
ness. 

Mr. Speaker, I have towns that are 
devastated. We need this bill now. 


—— 


HONORING GENERAL WILLIAM H. 
GOURLEY WITH HEALTH CLINIC 
BEARING HIS NAME 


(Mr. FARR asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to introduce a bill to name the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs and the De- 
partment of Defense joint clinic to be 
constructed in my district the William 
H. Gourley Federal Outpatient Clinic: 
A Joint VA-DOD Health Care Facility. 

General Gourley was fond of cham- 
pioning his own special command- 
ments, his own 10 Golden Rules. His 
10th Golden Rule was: make a better 
Army and Corps for your subordinates 
to inherit. In his 36 years of service, 
General Gourley did just that. 

Whether sharing MREs in Germany 
with Private Elvis Presley or serving 
at the Pentagon on the staff for the 
Joint Chiefs alongside General Colin 
Powell, General Gourley worked tire- 
lessly to improve the lives of men and 
women in the United States military. 
Even in his retirement, the general’s 
vision was to build a health care center 
on the site of the former Fort Ord that 
would serve both the needs of Active 
Duty and retired military personnel. 

As we prepare to break ground at this 
new facility, it is only fitting that the 
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joint clinic bear the name of the man 
who inspired its creation. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY, 
JANUARY 18, 2013 


Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that when the House ad- 
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 3 
p.m. on Friday, January 18, 2013. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 152, DISASTER RELIEF 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2013 


Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, by direction 
of the Committee on Rules, I call up 
House Resolution 23 and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 


H. RES. 23 


Resolved, That at any time after the adop- 
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur- 
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 152) making 
supplemental appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2018, and for other 
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall 
be dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con- 
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. After general debate the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. It shall be in order to consider 
as an original bill for the purpose of amend- 
ment under the five-minute rule the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute printed in 
part A of the report of the Committee on 
Rules accompanying this resolution. That 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against that amendment in the nature 
of a substitute are waived. No amendment to 
that amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute shall be in order except those printed 
in part B of the report of the Committee on 
Rules. After disposition of such amendments, 
the Chair shall put the question on the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

SEC. 2. If the amendment in the nature of 
a substitute printed in part A of the report of 
the Committee on Rules accompanying this 
resolution is not adopted, the Committee 
shall rise and report that it has come to no 
resolution on the bill. If the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute is adopted, the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
shall be considered as the original bill for 
the purpose of further amendment. No fur- 
ther amendment shall be in order except the 
amendments printed in part C of the report 
of the Committee on Rules. At the conclu- 
sion of consideration of the amendments 
printed in part C of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, the Committee shall rise 
and report the bill to the House with such 
amendments as may have been adopted. Any 
Member may demand a separate vote in the 
House on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill, to the 


January 15, 2013 


amendment in the nature of a substitute 
printed in part A of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, or to amendment number 1 
printed in part C of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. The previous question shall 
be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage with- 
out intervening motion except one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 3. Each amendment printed in part B 
and part C of the report of the Committee on 
Rules accompanying this resolution may be 
offered only in the order printed in the re- 
port, may be offered only by a Member des- 
ignated in the report, shall be considered as 
read, shall be debatable for the time speci- 
fied in the report equally divided and con- 
trolled by the proponent and an opponent, 
shall not be subject to amendment (except as 
specified in the report), and shall not be sub- 
ject to a demand for division of the question 
in the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. 

SEC. 4. In the engrossment of H.R. 152, the 
Clerk shall— 

(a) add the text of H.R. 219, as passed by 
the House, as new matter at the end of H.R. 
152; 

(b) conform the title of H.R. 152 to reflect 
the addition of the text of H.R. 219, as passed 
by the House, to the engrossment; 

(c) assign appropriate designations to pro- 
visions within the engrossment; 

(d) conform cross-references and provisions 
for short titles within the engrossment. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma is recognized 
for 1 hour. 


1230 


Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, for the pur- 
pose of debate only, I yield the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), pend- 
ing which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

During the consideration of this reso- 
lution, all time yielded is for the pur- 
pose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that all Members have 5 
legislative days to revise and extend 
their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, on Monday, 
the Rules Committee met and reported 
a rule for consideration of H.R. 152, the 
Disaster Relief Appropriations Act of 
2013. 

The rule is a structured rule that al- 
lows the House to work its will and de- 
cide the appropriate amount of aid for 
the devastation as a result of Hurri- 
cane Sandy. It allows for an up-or- 
down vote on the first $17 billion in aid, 
along with an amendment by Mr. 
MULVANEY which would offset the cost. 
Additionally, the rule allows the House 
to consider Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN’S 
amendment for an additional $33 bil- 
lion. The rule also makes in order 11 
other amendments. 

Additionally, this rule directs the 
Clerk of the House to add H.R. 219, a 
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bill to improve and streamline disaster 
assistance for Hurricane Sandy, which 
passed the House yesterday by a vote 
of 403-0, as a new matter at the end of 
H.R. 152. 

Mr. Speaker, as I review the rule and 
the underlying legislation, my own 
opinion is shaped by a variety facts: 

First, there’s no question that an 
enormous disaster has taken place and 
hit the northeastern portion of the 
United States and that the dimensions 
of that disaster are truly extraor- 
dinary. There’s a lot of different esti- 
mates that are floating around about 
how much, but one is as high as $85 bil- 
lion, and that doesn’t begin to cal- 
culate the human suffering in addition 
to the enormous financial cost. 

Second, there’s clearly a Federal re- 
sponsibility to act in this case. We’ve 
always acted after disasters. We acted 
quickly after Hurricane Katrina, after 
the Oklahoma City bombing, and after 
the horror of 9/11. In countless other in- 
stances where a Federal response was 
in order, we’ve quickly moved to that 
responsibility, and we need to do so 
again in this case. 

Third, frankly, and I think this is too 
often overlooked in this discussion, we 
have a national interest in getting this 
region on its feet as quickly as pos- 
sible, not only because it’s the right 
thing to do, and it certainly is that, 
but because it’s the smart thing to do. 
Over 13 percent of our citizens lived in 
the four most affected States that were 
damaged by Hurricane Sandy, and col- 
lectively, they produce over 17 percent 
of the wealth of this country. Having 
that area up, operational, and pros- 
perous is critical to the prosperity of 
the entire country. 

As an American and as an Oklaho- 
man, I know that my State has often 
benefited from Federal disaster relief 
in the past. I think of the Oklahoma 
City bombing in particular, where I 
served as Secretary of State and chief 
liaison to the Federal Government, and 
know firsthand how critical it is and 
how helpful it is to have the resources 
of the Federal Government at hand 
when you’re dealing with an unantici- 
pated disaster. 

Again, it’s pretty unusual in my 
State to go through a year without a 
tornado disaster, and it’s pretty un- 
usual to go through a year without a 
drought disaster. Each time, we’ve 
come and asked for help from the Fed- 
eral Government; each time, we re- 
ceived that help. Undoubtedly, we’ll be 
doing that again in the near future. It 
would be hypocritical, in my view, to 
fail to do for people in the affected re- 
gion what I and, I know, many others 
have routinely asked for our own re- 
gions. 

I do think, as I look forward, we 
should do a better job in budgeting for 
disasters, and frankly, we’ve taken 
steps in that direction. To the credit of 
this body and the executive branch, 
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under the Budget Control Act, we actu- 
ally set aside money for disaster relief; 
and had we not had the disaster of Hur- 
ricane Sandy, we would have actually 
finished the year with a surplus in that 
account. This disaster, though, was so 
large and so sweeping that it used all 
that surplus and still demands more. 

So going forward, I hope we can look 
at different mechanisms to budget in a 
more responsible and consistent man- 
ner. However, to not allow whatever 
shortcomings are in the mechanisms of 
disaster relief, to stand by and allow 
Americans to suffer while we sort all 
that through, we have never done that 
in the past during a disaster, we cer- 
tainly shouldn’t do so now. 

In closing, I want to admit a personal 
debt to the Frelinghuysen family. I 
owe them a great deal. Almost 183 
years ago today, in April, actually, of 
1830, one of RODNEY FRELINGHUYSEN’S 
distinguished forebears, Theodore 
Frelinghuysen, rose on the floor of the 
Senate to protest Indian removal, re- 
moval of my tribe from Mississippi and 
many other tribes to what’s now Okla- 
homa. And he held the floor for 3 days 
defending a people that had no right to 
vote, had no ability to defend them- 
selves, and tried valiantly to make 
sure that they were allowed to retain 
their homeland, retain their identity 
and their rights. He wasn’t successful 
in that fight, but he fought it nonethe- 
less. And, frankly, it would be incred- 
ibly ungrateful for me now not to, at 
the time of his people’s greatest need, 
return the favor. 

So I urge the passage of the rule, I 
urge the passage of the Rogers bill, and 
I urge the passage of the Frelinghuysen 
amendment to that bill. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
the customary 30 minutes, and I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I really appreciate the words of my 
colleague and the generosity—we were 
very happy last night at the Rules 
Committee that all members of the 
Rules Committee recognized that this 
is America in need. It’s a fascinating 
story, and knowing RODNEY FRELING- 
HUYSEN, no one could be surprised 
about the action of his ancestor. Of 
course, we all apologize for what hap- 
pened to you. That should not have 
happened to your ancestors. 

But throughout our modern history, 
the United States Congress has always 
responded swiftly to help the victims of 
natural disasters. It is today 78 days 
since Hurricane Sandy absolutely dev- 
astated the Northeast. We never hesi- 
tated as Americans because we know 
that all of us are in it together and 
that when any American is hurt, we all 
hurt, and when communities are dev- 
astated by earthquakes, tornadoes, or 
hurricanes, we all feel our duty to re- 
spond. 
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When Sandy plunged communities 
into darkness and left them without 
power or water for weeks, countless 
Americans volunteered their own re- 
sources to help the victims of Sandy, 
just as they had helped the victims of 
Hurricane Katrina and the victims of 
the Joplin tornado. 

Yet, no matter the generosity of our 
Nation’s people, there is no replace- 
ment for a swift and well-organized 
Federal response. From military-grade 
trucks, helicopters, and supply planes, 
to Federally backed small business 
loans, our Federal Government is abso- 
lutely vital to rebuilding efforts. 

That is why we were so sad, all of us 
from the Northeast, that it took so 
long for the House to respond. While 
the Senate acted soon after Sandy oc- 
curred to pass a comprehensive aid 
package, there was nothing done in 
this House for months. This Congress 
responded to Hurricane Katrina in 10 
days. As I pointed out, it’s been 79 days 
for Sandy. 

When the majority did act, they 
passed a partial aid package that could 
be described as a starting point at best. 
And while we appreciate that we’re 
taking action to help Sandy victims, 
the piecemeal approach has hurt our 
disaster response efforts. Without 
knowing whether more aid is abso- 
lutely going to come, the governors 
and the mayors can’t sign contracts 
with construction companies, can’t 
complete their plans, and cannot 
prioritize repair efforts and provide ef- 
fective aid. It simply does not do to 
give out money in tranches without a 
guarantee of the actual money needed 
to be coming. In addition, the major- 
ity’s demands that any Federal aid in- 
clude offsets has delayed and endan- 
gered the aid from getting into the 
hands of those who need it. 

Yesterday, the Rules Committee was 
presented with almost 100 amendments 
for inclusion in today’s bill. More than 
40 of those 100 amendments proposed by 
the majority attempted to cut, hinder, 
and offset the aid that is contained in 
today’s bill. Many of the amendments 
contained extreme and ideological pro- 
posals that should never have been con- 
sidered for inclusion in a disaster aid 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, it is now entering the 
cold parts of winter. There are families 
up and down the eastern seaboard who 
are still homeless, while thousands 
more are still working to get back on 
their feet, and many small businesses 
and restaurants have been forced to 
close because of the slowness of aid. 
Meanwhile, important institutions 
such as the NYU hospital in New York 
City struggle to repair the flood dam- 
age, and countless restaurants, as I’ve 
said, have been forced to close. 

After being battered and bruised by 
natural disaster, the victims of Sandy 
are now at the mercy of the House of 
Representatives. 
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I urge my colleagues to show funda- 
mental humanity and pass the bill 
today that does not include unneces- 
sary amendments that are little more 
than political ransom for the majority. 

It’s time the Chamber passes a bill 
that can and will be signed into law 
and gives the victims of Sandy the help 
they need to rebuild. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished Member 
from New York, the former chairman 
of the Homeland Security Committee 
and one of the most distinguished 
Members of this body, Mr. KING. 

Mr. KING of New York. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of the rule and equally strong support 
of the underlying legislation, particu- 
larly the Frelinghuysen amendment, 
which is so vital to the people of New 
York, New Jersey, Connecticut, and es- 
pecially my area on Long Island in 
Nassau County and Suffolk County. 

To put this in perspective, there were 
305,000 homes in New York damaged, 2.2 
million people lost their power. That’s 
more than the population of 15 States. 
That’s 2.2 million people that lost their 
power. In Nassau County and Suffolk 
County, 95,000 buildings were damaged. 
More than 38,000 had more than 50 per- 
cent damage. In Nassau County—and 
the county executive, Ed Mangano, is 
here today—they had more than $6 bil- 
lion in recovery costs. That’s $6.1 bil- 
lion for one county. In Suffolk County, 
under County Executive Steve Bellone, 
there were $1.8 billion in recovery 
costs. These are two adjoining subur- 
ban counties with almost $8 billion in 
recovery costs. 

I was here in 2005 for Katrina. In fact, 
I had become chairman of the Home- 
land Security Committee just several 
weeks after Katrina. Within days of 
being chairman, I went to Louisiana 
with Ranking Member THOMPSON and 
to Mississippi. Congressman REICHERT 
was with me, as well. That was less 
than 3 weeks after Katrina. Ten days 
before that, the House of Representa- 
tives had passed two appropriations 
bills totaling $63 billion. The first ap- 
propriations bill was introduced, 
passed on a voice vote, passed unani- 
mously by the Senate, and signed by 
the President all in one day. Four days 
after that, another bill came up for the 
balance of the $63 billion, which passed 
the House by a vote of 410-11, was 
passed unanimously by the Senate and 
was signed by the President in one day. 

Now, 11 weeks have gone by. There’s 
a lot of reasons for that. For one thing, 
Governor Cuomo, Governor Christie, 
and Mayor Bloomberg, they submitted 
the most detailed summaries ever, the 
most detailed accounting ever. It took 
them about 30 days to get that in. Then 
the White House held it for several 
weeks. They went through it. That was 
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their prerogative. The Senate finally 
voted on it just before Christmas. And, 
as you know, I wish that this had 
passed our House 2 weeks ago on New 
Year’s Day. The fact is it didn’t, and 
that’s behind us. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COLE. I yield an additional 1 
minute to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. KING of New York. Right now we 
are standing together as one in a bipar- 
tisan show of support. The time for re- 
criminations is over. Let’s stand to- 
gether as Americans, and let’s get the 
aid to the people who need it because 
in my district alone, in my commu- 
nity, people are homeless, people are 
cold, people are without food. This is a 
serious matter we have to address, that 
we have to do as quickly as possible. 

I’m proud to stand here today with 
all of us united. There may be divisions 
in the vote, but all of us are committed 
to getting this done. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Oklahoma, I thank the chairman of the 
Rules Committee, Mr. SESSIONS, and 
the great job that they’ve done in 
bringing it here with a fair rule and al- 
lowing for an up-and-down vote. 

Again, I urge support of the Rogers 
bill and the underlying, and the accom- 
panying Frelinghuysen amendment— 
absolutely essential to the people of 
our region, and most importantly, es- 
sential to the people of our country. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, Pm 
pleased to yield 1142 minutes to the gen- 
tlewoman from Connecticut, a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, 
Ms. DELAURO. 

Ms. DELAURO. I rise to express my 
strong support for this long overdue, 
this much-needed $51 million in dis- 
aster relief. 

Sandy was one of the most severe 
storms to hit Connecticut in our his- 
tory. We are asking, we are pleading— 
and we shouldn’t have to beg—for 
money for the Northeast to be able to 
survive this tragedy that hit us. 

We need to make available the dis- 
aster aid. Families in the Northeast 
need to recover, repair from 
Superstorm Sandy, just as we have in 
the past from other disasters across 
the country. This is one of the central 
responsibilities of this institution, to 
act on behalf of the American people 
after a natural disaster. 

I hope that we make sure that all the 
States affected by this storm are eligi- 
ble to receive Community Development 
Block Grant funding, vital aid, so 
places like Milford, Connecticut, which 
saw hundreds of homes wiped out by 
the storm, can fully recover. 

I also urge the defeat of an amend- 
ment that cuts funding for the rebuild- 
ing of seawalls and research buildings 
at the Stewart McKinney National 
Wildlife Refuge in Connecticut. 

I might remind my colleague from 
Louisiana that between Rita, Wilma, 
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and Katrina, this institution appro- 
priated $130 billion, not $3.9 billion, in 
disaster relief. 

The families affected by Sandy are in 
their hour of need. They have waited 
too long for this institution to act. I 
urge all my colleagues to support this 
disaster aid funding to help the North- 
east rebuild. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to my friend from California, 
one of the most consistent and 
thoughtful conservatives in the House, 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule brings a sus- 
pending package of more than $50 bil- 
lion that is supposed to be for emer- 
gency repairs in the wake of Hurricane 
Sandy. That averages about $450 from 
every household in America. 

These families have a right to expect 
that this money will be used for gen- 
uine emergency relief, but it’s not. Ac- 
cording to the Congressional Budget 
Office, more than 90 percent of this 
money won’t even be spent this year. 
That’s not emergency relief. 

There is $16 billion to quintuple the 
size of the Community Development 
Block Grant program. That’s the slush 
fund that pays for such dubious 
projects as doggy day care centers, and 
it doesn’t even have to be spent in the 
hurricane area. Two billion dollars is 
for highway repairs anywhere in the 
country, including up to $20 million 
each for Guam, American Samoa, and 
the Northern Mariana Islands that 
aren’t even in the same ocean as Hurri- 
cane Sandy. 

I offered amendments to restrict 
funding for emergency relief this year. 
Future-year expenditures should be in- 
cluded in the normal appropriations 
process where they can be given scru- 
tiny and be evaluated in relation to all 
of the other demands on spending. 
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These amendments were refused. 

Worse, this rule overrides the House 
rules requiring spending offsets against 
unauthorized appropriations and, most 
telling of all, against mixing non- 
emergency funding in an emergency 
bill. A tragedy like Hurricane Sandy 
shouldn’t be used as an excuse for a 
grab bag of spending having nothing to 
do with emergency relief. At the Rules 
Committee hearing, I was told, Well, 
you have to understand that that’s just 
the way things are done around here. 

Mr. Speaker, Republicans were sup- 
posed to change the way things are 
done around here. Clearly, we have not. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1142 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAL- 
LONE). 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to respond to my Republican colleague 
who just spoke. I respect him tremen- 
dously, but I want him and everyone to 
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understand that this really is emer- 
gency relief that we’re talking about, 
and I want to give you some examples 
from my district. 

For example, he talked about the 
Community Development Block Grant. 
I have a town like Sea Bright, New Jer- 
sey, where only two businesses in the 
business district right now are oper- 
ating. The problem is that, oftentimes, 
their flood insurance doesn’t cover the 
damage, and even the money coming 
from FEMA, which is probably only for 
some type of loan fund, doesn’t cover 
it. So the Community Development 
Block Grant in Sea Bright will be used 
to help those businesses come back. It 
will be grants to the businesses and 
grants to the homeowners so that they 
can rebuild. 

The same is true of the Army Corps 
of Engineers projects. We need the Rog- 
ers amendment. We also need the 
Frelinghuysen amendment because the 
Frelinghuysen amendment has all of 
the Army Corps projects as well as 
those of the Community Development 
Block Grant. Those Army Corps 
projects basically let us put back the 
beaches, put back the dunes, put back 
the flood control devices so that we 
don’t have another storm in the future, 
which could happen at any moment, 
that would destroy the towns again and 
wreck even more of our businesses or 
our homes. 

Also, the money that’s in the $17 mil- 
lion initially is the public assistance 
money that allows us to rebuild our 
boardwalks, bring back our tourism. 
We can’t delay any longer because, if 
we don’t get our tourism industry back 
in place—our businesses, our homes, 
our boardwalks, our infrastructure 
back in place—by Memorial Day, then 
the jobs and the economy that are 
linked to tourism will be gone. We need 
this entire package. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to my good friend from New 
Jersey (Mr. SMITH), one of the most 
consistent and distinguished defenders 
of human rights in Congress. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
my good friend for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
rule. When emergencies strike, large or 
small, Americans can always be count- 
ed on to assist and to support the vic- 
tims. At our core, we are a Nation of 
Good Samaritans. After Superstorm 
Sandy came ashore in New Jersey and 
devastated the region, first responders 
courageously rescued people trapped in 
homes and cars. They often had mini- 
mal regard for their own personal wel- 
fare, safety and well-being. Everyone 
rallied around the clock. 

Governor Chris Christie, Emergency 
Management personnel, the National 
Guard, police and fire, elected officials, 
the Monmouth County OEM director 
Sheriff Shaun Golden were absolutely 
tenacious and effective, and our local 
mayors were like NFL quarterbacks— 
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running the plays, making calls day by 
day, hour by hour. Faith-based organi- 
zations helped feed and clothe and shel- 
ter. Private voluntary organizations 
were on the scene in droves. Our neigh- 
bors to the north, west, and south 
poured in to the State to help restore 
power and remove fallen trees. Words 
are inadequate to convey my—our—ap- 
preciation. 

Within weeks, however, the emer- 
gency phase seamlessly matriculated 
into the recovery phase—the flip side 
of the same coin. Now the big question 
is this: will the feds have our backs as 
we strive to recover? It is an absolutely 
arduous process. I believe that we will. 
Any delay in appropriating sufficient 
funds will likely stall a comprehensive 
and robust recovery. 

Sandy was the most destructive 
storm ever in our region and, arguably, 
the second or third most costly in 
America’s history. The Governor’s of- 
fice has estimated the damage in my 
State alone to be $36.9 billion. Homes 
like this one—22,000 homes like this 
one—completely and totally destroyed. 
Another 324,000 homes damaged; 41,000 
people can’t return to those homes— 
they’re still not fixed. Businesses also 
took it on the chin: 19,000 New Jersey 
businesses suffered damage of a quarter 
of a million dollars or more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COLE. I yield the gentleman an 
additional minute. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Three- 
quarters of New Jersey businesses were 
hurt by Sandy. When asked, they put 
the small business loss at $8.3 billion. 
No wonder 100,000 storm-related unem- 
ployment claims have been filed. The 
Governor’s office points out that public 
facilities and infrastructure sustained 
the same losses of some $7 billion. 
Boardwalks were snapped like tooth- 
picks, beaches have eroded, and some 
have been radically reconfigured. 

Significantly more funds are needed 
if New Jersey and our good friends in 
New York and other Sandy impacted 
areas are to recover. The Freling- 
huysen amendment is absolutely cru- 
cial. We are not crying wolf here, I say 
to my colleagues. There are huge gaps. 
People who have filed for insurance 
claims find insurance has covered only 
this much. How do they ever recover? 
The same goes for the infrastructure in 
New Jersey. 860,000 people every single 
day use New Jersey transit. That infra- 
structure has been demolished—loco- 
motives, cars, tracks as well as sta- 
tions. Critical Army Corps projects 
need to be reconstructed and repaired, 
while new initiatives need to be funded. 
We need this money. And we need it 
now. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to my new 
colleague, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. JEFFRIES). 
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Mr. JEFFRIES. On October 29, when 
Superstorm Sandy struck with dev- 
astating ferocity, at home, people died; 
businesses and homes were destroyed; 
families were torn apart. In times of 
disaster, the American people have 
come to expect that Congress will re- 
spond with swiftness and compassion, 
but the victims of Superstorm Sandy 
have been forced to languish in agony 
and languish in uncertainty. 

Our response has been characterized 
by delay, obstruction, postponement, 
obfuscation. It’s unacceptable given 
the nature of the disaster that people 
at home have experienced. We have de- 
faulted on our obligation to provide as- 
sistance to Americans in need. We’re a 
day late and a dollar short. In fact, 
we’re 78 days late and $51 billion short. 

New York, one of the original 13 colo- 
nies, has given much to the Republic 
over the last 236 years. Our sons and 
our daughters have died in each and 
every war. FDR, a tremendous states- 
man, helped us get through the Great 
Depression, and we regularly give more 
to the government than we get back in 
return. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the en- 
tire package. 

Mr. COLE. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1⁄2 minutes to my col- 
league, the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. MEEKS). 

Mr. MEEKS. I thank the ranking 
member from the Rules Committee. 

I stand here today as we deal with an 
American issue. It is an issue that is 
unique to America. It is an issue in 
which American people are saying we 
need help. It is an issue in which the 
American people say we want hope. I 
had the opportunity to look at Web- 
ster’s Dictionary to see what ‘‘hope’”’ 
meant. It said: “Hope” means to cher- 
ish a desire with anticipation. ‘‘Hope’”’ 
means to trust. “Hope” means to ex- 
pect with confidence. 

Our people in New York, Con- 
necticut, and New Jersey have hope 
today—hope that their Members of 
Congress and that the Members of Con- 
gress from all across this great land 
will come together and help them; hope 
that the Members of Congress will do 
like their people in their various 
States because the hope that came to 
many of the individuals who were vic- 
timized by the storm came from people 
from all over this country. Whether 
you come from the East or the West or 
the North or the South, the American 
people came to help. 

So I’m here today for John Corey, a 
man in our community who works 
hard, a civic leader. I’m here for Jose- 
phine and Gary Robinson, small busi- 
ness owners of Goody’s Restaurant. I’m 
here today for Joann Shapiro at 
Elegante Pizzeria. Pm here today for 
Peter Corliss, a homeowner whose en- 
tire home was damaged and had to 
leave it. Pm here for Julia Blair and 
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Lou Simon, who have lost everything 
and want to know a better hope for to- 
morrow. I’m here today for Barbara 
and Richard Rampy, who have to move 
away from their home because they 
can’t stay there. I’m here for Ameri- 


cans. Let Congress be here for our 
American people. 
1300 
Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 


minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. RUNYAN). 

Mr. RUNYAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support today of this rule. If you look 
next to me, you’ll see damage from 
Seaside Heights, New Jersey, in my 
district. My constituents in Seaside 
have suffered for well over 2 months in 
trying to clean up the mess that was 
left behind by Hurricane Sandy. 

In the past, taxpayers in New Jersey, 
New York, and Connecticut have gladly 
stepped up to foot the bill for the disas- 
ters of other States. Whether it was 
Florida, Louisiana, Mississippi, or 
Texas, we didn’t ask questions; we just 
stopped and delivered aid to those in 
need. It is important that Members 
who have been the benefactor of our 
goodwill in the past remember this 
generosity when voting today. 

Almost 3 months later, and my con- 
stituents continue to suffer. I urge pas- 
sage of the rule and the underlying bill. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I’m 
pleased to yield 112 minutes to the gen- 


tleman from New Jersey (Mr. AN- 
DREWS). 

Mr. ANDREWS. I thank my friend for 
yielding. 


Seventy-eight days ago, a tremen- 
dous force of fury hit the northeastern 
region of the United States. Today we 
make an act of national interest. This 
is not an act of excess or an act of 
charity. 

For those who claim that there is ex- 
cess in this bill, I would suggest that 
they read it. Throughout this bill, the 
bill says that the spending is limited to 
‘necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy.” This is 
throughout the text of the bill. 

This is not an act of charity. These 
three States—New York, New Jersey, 
and Connecticut—these three States 
pay almost 16 percent of the taxes col- 
lected in the United States of America. 
Three States, 16 percent of the taxes. 

You ask the question: Who suffered 
because of Superstorm Sandy? Cer- 
tainly our neighbors in New York and 
New Jersey and Connecticut suffered 
the most, but all Americans will suffer 
if this economic engine is not rebuilt. 

The three States that pay nearly 16 
percent of the taxes need this recon- 
struction, and so does the United 
States of America. All Members, Re- 
publican and Democrat, should vote 
“yes” in favor of this legislation. 

Mr. COLE. I reserve the balance of 
my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I’m 
pleased to yield 112 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. BISHOP). 
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Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speak- 
er, I thank my friend, Representative 
SLAUGHTER, for yielding me this time. 
I would also like to thank Representa- 
tives LOWEY and KING for their leader- 
ship on this issue, and I commend my 
colleagues in the New York and New 
Jersey and Connecticut delegations on 
both sides of the aisle for working so 
well together to advance the interests 
of our States at this critical time. And 
I would also like to thank my friend, 
Mr. COLE, for his support. 

I rise to support the rule and urge my 
colleagues to support H.R. 152 and the 
Frelinghuysen amendment and to op- 
pose the Mulvaney amendment. 

It has been 2% months since 
Superstorm Sandy hit communities in 
New York, New Jersey, and neigh- 
boring States which continue to face 
the almost insurmountable task of 
cleaning up and rebuilding homes, busi- 
nesses, and lives. I’m grateful we’ve fi- 
nally had the opportunity to consider a 
relief package to those who are most in 
need. 

In my district on the eastern half of 
Long Island, businesses, farms, and 
homes fell victim to intense flooding. 
Ferocious winds caused substantial 
damage to property, vehicles, and busi- 
nesses; and along the coast, Sandy cre- 
ated breaches in the coastline and se- 
verely eroded other parts of the beach. 
In New York and New Jersey, at least 
651,000 homes were damaged or de- 
stroyed, and approximately 463,000 
were impacted. 

Mr. Speaker, our States are not ask- 
ing for anything more than for help to 
get back on their feet and rebuild. We 
are asking for nothing more than to re- 
spond to this disaster as we have for 
Hurricane Katrina and other natural 
disasters that have brought damage 
upon our fellow Americans. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
package without any damaging amend- 
ments. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I’m 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAS- 
CRELL). 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, I heard 
the words a few moments ago about a 
grab bag. I can assure you that the 
Governors who introduced itemized 
lists went into them very deeply with 
the consultation of local officials. It’s 
no grab bag. That’s an insult to the 
northeastern States that were hit by 
this tremendous storm. And it’s ironic, 
of those who oppose this legislation, 
that many of them—and I have the list 
here, Mr. Speaker, if you want to see 
it—supported not only disaster aid for 
their own areas, but some of them got 
disaster aid personally. The gentleman 
from South Carolina, he personally 
took a small business loan, Federal 
loan, as part of a disaster relief pro- 
gram, yet he comes here and to the 
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Rules Committee to question what 
we’re submitting? 

I want to say to the chair and the 
ranking person in the Rules Com- 
mittee, you did a good job yesterday. 
Going through 92 amendments, I don’t 
know how you did it. Of course you dis- 
missed some of them pretty quickly, 
which was very good. I also want to 
say, Mr. ROGERS and Mr. COLE and Lovu- 
ISE SLAUGHTER have been particularly 
outstanding, along with RODNEY 
FRELINGHUYSEN’S amendment, which I 
will definitely support. 

There are two towns wiped out in my 
district: Little Ferry and Moonachie. 
Water came over the banks because of 
the surge. Thank God we didn’t have 
that much rain or else we would have 
had a far worse disaster. 

We stood on this floor after Katrina 
and voice voted billions of dollars— 
voice voted. We didn’t even take an in- 
dividual vote. 

I think that the record is very clear 
on what is needed. We have taken out 
the extraneous and we’ve taken out 
what we call earmarks, and I think 
that those who put this legislation to- 
gether deserve a tremendous amount of 
credit. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I continue to 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I’m pleased to 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN). 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in opposition to this rule which pre- 
vents consideration of critical amend- 
ments offered by me and my colleagues 
from disaster-affected States. 

I’m particularly disappointed that 
my amendment was not even allowed a 
vote, as it would ensure that all States 
that received a major disaster declara- 
tion due to Hurricane Sandy are able 
to receive EPA State and tribal assist- 
ance grants. The failure of the House 
bill to provide this assistance to every 
State receiving a Presidential disaster 
declaration following Sandy is trou- 
bling and, quite frankly, extremely dis- 
appointing. The refusal of the majority 
to allow this amendment to come for a 
vote is even worse. 

The Senate passed a fair and bal- 
anced relief package last year pro- 
viding assistance for all of our commu- 
nities and industries affected by a 
major disaster declaration, including 
our fishing industry. I’m deeply dis- 
appointed that this legislation before 
us reverses course, denying assistance 
to certain communities affected by 
Sandy, particularly after the House Re- 
publicans have delayed nearly 3 
months in bringing even this flawed 
bill to the floor. 

In this Congress, we’ve made it clear 
that we help our communities when 
they’re in need when disaster strikes, 
and this bill doesn’t adequately address 
assistance to all communities that 
have been impacted. 

For these reasons, I will vote against 
the rule in the hope that we can im- 
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prove the overall bill to include these 
critical amendments. But with that 
being said, should that rule pass, as 
flawed as it is, I won’t let the perfect 
be the enemy of the good, and I would 
urge my colleagues to act in good faith 
and pass the disaster assistance bill 
free from additional legislative gim- 
micks that will only further imperil its 
success. 

With that, I thank the gentlelady for 
yielding. This bill is by no means per- 
fect, but our States can’t afford to wait 
another 3 months. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, first let me 
yield myself 30 seconds. 

This is legislation, obviously, that I 
support, but I want my friend to be 
aware, the House did not sit on this for 
90 days. 
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The administration of the States 
concerned took over a month, appro- 
priately, in my opinion, to assess the 
damage. The administration sat on it. 
We didn’t get this bill until just before 
Christmas. We’re actually acting on it 
with a deadline of Congress and pro- 
ceeding more rapidly than anybody 
else has. So we’ve not been part of the 
delay. Actually, we’ve been trying to 
expedite things. 

With that, I yield 2 minutes to my 
friend from New Jersey (Mr. LOBI- 
ONDO), the distinguished Member from 
the affected area. 

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
very strong support of the rule and the 
underlying legislation. But Td ask my 
colleagues, because we seem to be very 
mixed and divided on some of this, 
think of the human face. 

My constituents, the constituents of 
the Northeast, they’re not just whin- 
ing. They’re not just uncomfortable. 
They are devastated. They’ve had ev- 
erything ripped from them. 

Imagine getting up in the morning, 
hearing there’s a storm coming, not 
knowing what to expect, and realizing, 
within 24 hours, you have lost every- 
thing. That’s not something any of us 
wants to imagine for ourselves or for 
our constituents, but that’s the place 
we find ourselves in. 

These are senior citizens, sometimes 
with no family. They’ve been displaced 
from their homes, living in a rented 
room on a rented cot for months. 

These are families with young chil- 
dren who are trying to get their lives 
back together. 

These are businesses, small busi- 
nesses, the backbone of the country, 
who don’t know how to get back up and 
running. 

Disaster means disaster and emer- 
gency means emergency. 

Sure, we can say, let’s wait, let’s do 
something differently. But we were 
there for you. We were there, Florida, 
when you had your hurricane, and God 
bless you if you think you’re not going 
to have another hurricane. We need 
this and we need it now. 
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Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, Pm 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER). 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of the Hurricane Sandy supple- 
mental appropriations bill, and the 
Frelinghuysen amendment to provide 
the funds necessary to start rebuilding 
and recovering from the storm. 

Hurricane Sandy hit the east coast 
almost 3 months ago. Never before has 
the House of Representatives taken so 
long to meet its obligations following a 
major disaster. I’m relieved that we’re 
finally considering this bill today; but 
I’m disappointed, once again, that 
some are still playing politics by try- 
ing to add poison pills and offsets that 
jeopardize this aid package. 

As the current debate over the pend- 
ing sequestration shows, finding offsets 
is no easy task, and it makes no sense 
to put that on the back of emergency 
aid. It defies the very nature of emer- 
gency aid, and it impedes the Federal 
Government from doing its most im- 
portant job, protecting its citizens 
when calamity strikes. 

On the surface, Mr. Speaker, New 
York City appears to be back up and 
running; but many people are still 
homeless, and the lack of long-term 
housing is a problem for which we do 
not have an adequate answer. The res- 
toration of heat and power remains a 
challenge. 

There are increasing reports of peo- 
ple, including small children, getting 
sick from exposure to toxic mold, sew- 
age, or other hazardous substances. En- 
tire neighborhoods are still dark and 
largely abandoned. 

Many small businesses in Lower 
Manhattan are still paying off disaster 
assistance loans secured after the at- 
tack on the World Trade Center 10 
years ago. Many of these businesses 
were already operating on thin profit 
margins. Now they’ve been hit again; 
and without additional resources and a 
faster rebuilding process, many of 
these small businesses may close for 
good. 

The needs are great, and yet the 
House has still failed to act. Back in 
December, the Senate passed a $60.4 
billion disaster aid package that 
tracked very closely to the administra- 
tion’s request, which was based on con- 
servative assessments of the needs 
across the region. 

The House should have passed the 
Senate bill back then. There is simply 
no justifiable reason for the delay, un- 
less you believe that when disaster 
strikes we are all on our own. Let us, 
once and for all, reject that notion and 
meet our obligations to get emergency 
aid in the hands of those who need it 
urgently. 

I urge my colleagues to end this mad- 
ness and vote for the underlying bill, 
for the Frelinghuysen amendment, and 
against all restrictive amendments. 
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Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield such 
time as he may consume to the distin- 
guished chairman of the Rules Com- 
mittee, my friend, PETE SESSIONS, and 
the person who crafted the rule that al- 
lowed us to move this expeditiously 
through a difficult process and bring 
this important matter to the floor. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I appreciate the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma leading, not 
just this exercise on behalf of the Rules 
Committee, but actually on behalf of 
the Appropriations Committee. 

The Rules Committee, I know that 
the gentlewoman, LOUISE SLAUGHTER, 
and I have great confidence, not only 
in Tom’s leadership, but really his in- 
sight into what needs to be done. And, 
Tom, I want to thank you for your 
strong leadership in this endeavor on 
behalf of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, as well as the Rules Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Speaker, today what I’d like to 
do is take just a minute, if I can, and 
kind of reset where we are. We’ve had 
lots of debate today about what we’re 
doing and why we’re doing this. But 
the bottom line is that our Speaker, 
JOHN BOEHNER; our majority leader, 
ERIC CANTOR; and the minority leader, 
NANCY PELOSI, understand that we 
must approach a national disaster such 
as a superstorm together. 

And as a body, whether it was NITA 
LOWEY, whether it was JON RUNYAN, 
RODNEY FRELINGHUYSEN, CHRIS SMITH, 
MICHAEL GRIMM, FRANK LOBIONDO, we, 
as a body, understood we had a job to 
do. The gentlewoman from New York, 
the ranking member of this committee, 
LOUISE SLAUGHTER, and I understand 
the responsibility because we had peo- 
ple back home like Mayor William 
Akers of Seaside Heights, New Jersey, 
who talked to JON RUNYAN, or perhaps 
Sylvia Petillo for Hopatcong, New Jer- 
sey, talked to her Congressman, ROD- 
NEY FRELINGHUYSEN, about the needs of 
the communities, one Nation under 
God, the United States coming to- 
gether at a time of extreme difficulty. 
And that’s what we have done. 

We have worked well together. We 
have worked with the Governors, Gov- 
ernor Corbett from Pennsylvania, Gov- 
ernor Cuomo from New York, certainly 
Governor Christie of New Jersey, 
Mayor Bloomberg of New York, people 
who got together and worked. 

We did wait for the President’s dec- 
laration of a national emergency; and 
we did, after 40 days and some few 
hours after that, receive the bill. But I 
think this House of Representatives, on 
a bipartisan basis, Members working 
together, LOUISE SLAUGHTER, MICHAEL 
GRIMM, TOM COLE, others coming to- 
gether; and we are now getting behind 
a bill. One of the amendments is called 
the Rodney Frelinghuysen amendment, 
and it is an amendment that meets the 
needs of these States and these people. 

So for those who would say we’ve 
taken our time, I’d like to say, I think 
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we’re trying to do it right. For those 
who would say, well, we’re not sure ex- 
actly how much should be in here or 
not, this body will determine it by the 
votes. Every Member of this body, I be- 
lieve, will have a fair and open oppor- 
tunity, not just as a result of the rule, 
but us working together. 

And I’m very proud of that process, 
very proud of HAL ROGERS, our Appro- 
priations chair, who came to the Rules 
Committee yesterday and said that he 
placed before this body what he felt 
like was an equal opportunity for us to 
help people, this time in the North- 
east—perhaps it will be people in other 
places—but he wants to make sure that 
fairness is done. 

The Speaker of the House, JOHN 
BOEHNER, cares deeply about the people 
of the Northeast and all the people of 
this country. 

I think this rule today, and I think 
this bill, is an adequate opportunity for 
Members to speak clearly and that is, 
we care about our country, and we care 
about the people of this country. 

Mr. COLE, thank you for yielding me 
time. I want you to know that we, the 
Rules Committee, appreciate the time 
that you have spent on this; and the re- 
sults, I think, will come to bear for all 
of us. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I’m 
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
MCCARTHY), a fellow New Yorker. 

Mrs. McCARTHY of New York. I ap- 
preciate the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I also want to say 
thank you to ToM COLE for bringing 
this forward. And I want to say also to 
Congressman SESSIONS I appreciate his 
words. 

We always fight down here; but I al- 
ways knew that, in my heart, we would 
come together to help our constitu- 
ents. We’ve heard from Republicans 
and Democrats Hurricane Sandy was 
not discriminating against whether 
you were a Republican or a Democrat. 
And we as New Yorkers, and people in 
Jersey and Connecticut, we’ve always 
been there for other parts of the coun- 
try. 

I think people have to understand; 
and by the way, a number of Repub- 
licans came into the district and they 
saw the disaster. 
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One of your Members came and 
looked at Long Beach Hospital, which 
was underwater and will not be able to 
open for months. You have to under- 
stand, Long Beach was one of the areas 
that was hit the hardest. Thousands of 
people there are without their homes. I 
can’t even tell you what these homes 
looked like. 

I know we always hear at times that 
New Yorkers are rich. Let me tell you, 
these are little cottages. These are reg- 
ular homes, blue-collar workers, hard 
workers, and because of this storm, 
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their lives have been torn apart. I have 
seen the pain within my constituents 
and my small businesses, and, by the 
way, my health care workers, because 
not only were they taking care of ev- 
erybody during and after the storm, 
they’re taking care of people today be- 
cause they’re coming in with upper res- 
piratory illnesses because of the mold 
that’s in this area. 

We need to do everything we can. We 
don’t ask for much—we’re pretty tough 
people—but we do need the help of the 
American people right now. We here in 
this body, we are representing the 
American people. 

I just want to say thank you to ev- 
erybody. I truly, truly do mean that. I 
always knew that we would come to- 
gether. But I’m saying thank you from 
my constituents, because the pain that 
they are all suffering is unbearable for 
us as Members of Congress. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Florida, the former 
chairman of the Transportation Com- 
mittee, Mr. MICA. 

Mr. MICA. I thank the gentleman for 
yielding, and hopefully I can shed a lit- 
tle light on some of the commentary in 
this debate. 

First of all, the Congress always has 
and always will respond to disasters, 
and it is important in the Northeast 
superstorm that we do so, and we do so 
responsibly. Anyone who says that we 
did not act responsibly, the Repub- 
licans didn’t act or our leadership, is 
wrong. 

First of all, let me recount. After the 
disaster, our committee, Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure, which over- 
sees FEMA, we went to New York. We 
met with officials. We assessed the 
damage. We came back and we did a 
hearing and hauled in FEMA personnel. 
We asked specifically, Is there enough 
funding available to provide disaster 
relief? The answer was yes. There was 
$6 billion in the continuing resolution 
that Congress had passed and another 
$1 billion left from the previous year, a 
total of $7 billion. The question at that 
time is how much would be spent. They 
said approximately $3 billion, leaving 
$4 billion, that would take us—in the 
disaster relief fund account—till Feb- 
ruary. 

We worked with the Senate and oth- 
ers in trying to look at reforms, be- 
cause the last word from Mayor 
Bloomberg and the President of the 
Staten Island borough when I left them 
was, Can you help me get money from 
Hurricane Irene, which they still 
couldn’t get reimbursed because of the 
bureaucracy and red tape from current 
FEMA policy. 

Yesterday the Congress—and we 
passed it twice before—passed those re- 
forms that are so necessary so that 
New York and New Jersey and the oth- 
ers affected won’t have the same prob- 
lems in securing that money. 
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So, first, there was enough money 
and is enough money available in the 
disaster relief fund. There wasn’t 
enough money in the flood insurance 
account, and that is a reimbursable. It 
will come back. Before we left, we put 
$7 billion to ensure that they would be 
taken care of, and they are taken care 
of. 

There was enough money, there is 
enough money, and there will be 
enough money. This rule is constructed 
because, when the Senate passed their 
bill over to us at the last minute and 
the last hour, they porked it down. 
They put things in there that didn’t 
need to be in there, thinking that they 
could pull one over on the House of 
Representatives and slide in with dis- 
aster relief a whole host of earmarks, 
and I won’t go into the details to em- 
barrass anyone. The record will reflect 
that. 

So we acted responsibly, our leader- 
ship acted in a responsible fashion, and 
today this committee, the Rules Com- 
mittee, is bringing this out in, also, a 
responsible fashion to deal with the 
disaster. We’ll do it right, and we’ll 
protect the American people in the 
process and their hard-earned taxpayer 
dollars. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. TIER- 
NEY). 

Mr. TIERNEY. I thank the gentle- 
lady for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi- 
tion to this rule. I heard comments 
over there from the chairman of the 
Rules Committee and others about how 
this was a fair rule and a fair process 
and how it’s one nation under God and 
everybody trying to help everybody 
out, how they believe there’s an oppor- 
tunity for every Member to consider 
the matters that are in this bill. 

That is simply not the reality that 
was expressed for the nine States that 
suffered from fishing quota failures and 
threats to their fishing that were de- 
clared disasters back in 2012, when the 
Commerce Department said that the 
fishery disaster in those nine States 
was leading to people losing their job 
and the collapse of an industry, one of 
the oldest and most historic industries 
in our country. 

There was an opportunity for this 
bill to allow an amendment to be 
brought before the floor for a discus- 
sion about whether or not we ought not 
to do what the Senate did, which is put 
$150 million in that bill specifically for 
those States, specifically to deal with 
that aspect of disaster and move for- 
ward with that relief. 

This Rules Committee in this House 
decided that Members would not have 
the opportunity to take that vote. The 
Members in this House would not be 
able to work, Republicans and Demo- 
crats and Independents, to discuss a 
disaster that cut across at least nine 
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States, that dealt with people who 
were going to lose their job, lose their 
industry and shatter communities. In- 
stead, they would do this on a partisan 
basis. 

Although this was a bipartisan 
amendment that was proposed to the 
Rules Committee, and although every 
one of those communities that are in 
that disaster-declared area have Re- 
publicans and Democrats, and although 
they have mayors and Governors that 
are from both parties, the Rules Com- 
mittee, on a straight party-line vote, 
decided that this Congress would not 
have the opportunity to even consider 
and debate and discuss and then vote 
on whether or not we would follow the 
path of the Senate and allow for $150 
million in disaster relief to those com- 
munities. 

This is not acceptable. This is not 
acting like there is one country under 
God. This is not acting as if there is 
fairness and that every Member of this 
particular body is being allowed a 
voice to represent their constituents. 

I think we should vote against this 
rule. I think we should allow for an 
amendment to be brought. We should 
have these amendments come to the 
floor and provide for an opportunity to 
debate and discuss and include in this 
disaster relief those people that are 
suffering the disaster in the fishing 
communities of our country. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to my gen- 
tlewoman friend from New York (Mrs. 
MALONEY). 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. I thank my colleague and good 
friend from New York for yielding and 
for her extraordinary leadership in this 
body. 

I rise in support of the rule and the 
two underlying bills. 

As a region, the Northeast should not 
be held to a different standard. The 
Northeast was there when other States 
were struck with disasters. We were 
there with the aid. We didn’t delay. We 
didn’t put roadblocks. We didn’t put 
forward all types of requirements to be 
met. We voice voted. We moved swiftly. 

The Northeast, which is suffering 
from the second worst natural disaster 
in the history of our great country, the 
residents there have been suffering for 
212 months. Over 2% million people lost 
all their electricity; some still don’t 
have it. We need the aid and we need it 
now so that we can start rebuilding. 

The Northeast is important. These 
amendments are important, not only 
for this region, but for the entire coun- 
try. 

The New York metropolitan area pro- 
duces an estimated 11 percent of our 
gross domestic product. The country is 
better off when our Nation’s economic 
engine is working at 100 percent. 

These three States pay 16 percent of 
the taxes of our great country, but 
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they can’t produce if their subways are 
broken, if their schools are flooded, if 
the hospitals have been evacuated and 
the money is not there to help them re- 
build. They can’t produce. They can’t 
be part of the great economic engine of 
this country. 

I just plead with my colleagues not 
to have a double standard, not to vote 
tornado relief to Alabama, to Lou- 
isiana, to Mississippi, Missouri, with 
Ike, Gustav, Katrina, Rita, but when it 
comes to the Northeast with the sec- 
ond worst storm in the history of our 
country, to delay, delay, delay. We 
need the aid. We need it now. We need 
the entire package. You can’t rebuild a 
subway station with one brick; you 
have to do the whole thing. 
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Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self 30 seconds. 

Again, I associate myself very much 
with the substance of the gentlelady 
from New York’s remarks. 

There’s no question there’s a disaster 
here. There’s no question there needs 
to be aid. I do differ with the speed 
with which the House has dealt with 
this. Let’s remember, it took 30 days 
for the affected areas to assess the 
damage themselves. It then took the 
administration an additional couple of 
weeks to assess that—appropriately so, 
in my opinion. It then took the United 
States Senate a considerable period of 
time to deliver us something—essen- 
tially on Christmas Eve, with a dead- 
line coming. 

The House has actually moved expe- 
ditiously here. We have the issue before 
us now, certainly no intention to 
delay. 

Mr. Speaker, with that, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1142 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ISRAEL), 
my fellow New Yorker. 

Mr. ISRAEL. I thank my very good 
friend and colleague from New York for 
the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
rule. 

It has been 80 days. For 80 days New 
Yorkers and other Americans have 
been waiting for help. Their businesses 
have been damaged, their homes have 
been damaged, their land has been 
damaged, their co-ops and condos have 
been damaged. They need the help. 

It is one thing to be devastated by a 
weather storm; it is another thing to 
be devastated by a political storm. We 
need to put both storms behind us and 
move on and provide this help. 

We have shown bipartisanship in my 
area, Mr. Speaker. The gentleman from 
New York (Mr. KING), a Republican, 
and I and other members of our delega- 
tion have worked with Governor 
Cuomo and Governor Christie and with 
Mayor Bloomberg to move forward, de- 
spite the politics and despite the polit- 
ical winds. 
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We have our two county executives 
from Long Island—County Executive 
Bellone and County Executive 
Mangano—in Washington today, with 
residents who are Democrats, Repub- 
licans, conservatives, liberals, and 
independents. This isn’t about party; 
this is about solutions. 

This is not the time for recrimina- 
tions about what went wrong. It is the 
time for recovery, about how to get 
this right. This is not the time for par- 
tisan posturing. It is a time for solu- 
tions. 

We are cautiously optimistic that in 
a few hours both the political storm 
and the weather storm will finally be 
behind us, that the help will come, the 
assistance will be provided, that all 
Americans will provide the help that 
we provide them when times get tough 
for them, and that people back home 
who are counting on us will get the 
help they need. 

I thank the gentlewoman again. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, Pm 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR- 
KEY). 

Mr. MARKEY. I thank the gentle- 
lady. 

I rise in opposition to the rule. 

From Cape Cod to Cape Ann, New 
Bedford to Newburyport, Massachu- 
setts’ fishing families are hurting. I, 
along with the gentlemen from Massa- 
chusetts, Congressman TIERNEY and 
Congressman KEATING, offered three 
amendments to this bill to restore dis- 
aster funding for fishermen in Massa- 
chusetts and around the country. And 
to those three amendments, the House 
Republicans said no, no, no. 

The House Republicans have cut a 
lifeline to our struggling Massachu- 
setts fishermen. The Republicans in 
Congress are telling Massachusetts 
fishermen to take a long walk off a 
short pier. 

The economic disaster declared for 
parts of the New England fishery indus- 
try last year was in large part a result 
of the same forces that made 
Superstorm Sandy so damaging—the 
forces of climate change. It hit New 
York, it hit New Jersey, it hit Massa- 
chusetts. 

Climate change is increasing tem- 
peratures; it’s raising sea levels; it’s 
strengthening storms. That means 
more stress on New England’s iconic 
cod and other species. 

I support getting help to the people 
of New Jersey and New York and Con- 
necticut, but we cannot forget the 
other Americans who suffered last 
year. The fishermen of Massachusetts, 
the fishermen of our country cannot be 
forgotten. This bill says no to them, no 
to their needs. I urge a “no” vote on 
the rule. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 
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Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, rd 
like to inform my colleague I have no 
further requests for time and I am pre- 
pared to close. 

Mr. COLE. I am prepared to close as 
well. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, this 
process that has led us up to this point 
has been distressing. Indeed, this Con- 
gress has failed time and again to real- 
ly look at what’s happening here, and 
that is climate change. Because of 
that, and our inability to deal with it, 
there will be more and more disasters. 
We must be prepared for them in the 
future and not hold any area of the 
State up for 90 days to try to get the 
help for them that they require and 
that they need—80 days, actually, to be 
perfectly accurate. 

I urge my colleagues to stop the po- 
litical games today. Let’s pass a Dill 
that is free of unnecessary amend- 
ments and get the aid into the hands of 
those who need it most, those who have 
suffered the most. 

As many of my colleagues have said, 
it’s not just the Northeast that suffers. 
When an area that large and that popu- 
lated suffers, the Nation suffers. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, in closing, 
I’d like to say that I believe we’ve had 
a good debate on the rule. I believe the 
importance and timeliness of this leg- 
islation couldn’t be more self-evident. 

This bill has been carefully crafted 
and worked in a way to ensure that 
those Americans in need can access the 
resources necessary to begin the re- 
building process. This rule has brought 
this issue in a manner which allows 
this body to consider it responsibly and 
thoughtfully, but quickly. 

Personally, I want to add that I hope 
every Member reflects on the situation 
of our fellow Americans in the North- 
east. There’s no question they’ve been 
overtaken by a disaster of historic im- 
portance. They’ve been there for us in 
the past; we certainly need to be there 
for them today. 

Each Member ought to recognize at 
some point his or her area will be hit 
by some disaster, and they will be here 
seeking support. So I would ask that 
they consider this request from our fel- 
low Americans in the Northeast in the 
same way they would want their re- 
quests considered at the appropriate 
and necessary time for them. 

To close, I would urge my colleagues 
to support this rule and the underlying 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposi- 
tion to the rule. It continues the absurd denial 
of climate change that has blinded the House 
for the last two years. 

This bill directs the Army Corps of Engi- 
neers to study the vulnerability of these coast- 
al populations to future flood risks. | submitted 
a sensible amendment to the Rules Com- 
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mittee. My amendment would have required 
the Corps to consider projected sea level rise 
from climate change. With scientific consensus 
that sea levels are rising rapidly due to 
human-caused climate change, it would be 
nonsensical to ignore this critical factor. 

But this rule does not make my amendment 
in order. Apparently, it is taboo to mention the 
words “climate change” in this body. 

This is the height of irresponsibility. We 
have a very short window to act. And if we 
don’t, storms like Sandy will grow in frequency 
and intensity. 

We have a moral obligation to protect the 
planet for our children. That is why my amend- 
ment should have been made in order. 

Ms. MENG. Mr. Speaker, | strongly support 
the H.R. 152, made in order by this rule. But 
the rule itself is flawed. It allows amendments 
that would negatively impact the middle class. 
We should not offset disaster aid by cutting 
funding for veterans, food safety and edu- 
cation. 

| am also disappointed that the Committee 
did not make in order an amendment | pro- 
posed, or a similar amendment offered by my 
new Colleague CHRIS SMITH, that would help 
churches, synagogues, mosques and other 
houses of worship recover from the destruc- 
tion left by Hurricane Sandy. 

These amendments would have given 
houses of worship the same chance for aid 
that other private nonprofit facilities receive. 
Superstorm Sandy was an exceptionally rare 
event with immense destructive force, and 
these establishments provided extraordinary 
service to the community during the hurricane. 
It would be unfair not to give them FEMA sup- 
port and an opportunity to rebuild. 

Because of the severe crisis experienced by 
Queens and the rest of New York, houses of 
worship should be able to receive the same 
consideration for aid that other private non- 
profits do. 

| am grateful that the Committee is allowing 
us to consider the Frelinghuysen amendment, 
which would provide thirty-three billion dollars 
in much needed aid to the states devastated 
by Sandy. | urge the my colleagues to support 
the Frelinghuysen amendment and to support 
H.R. 152 on final passage. 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speaker, | 
thank my friend, colleague and fellow New 
Yorker for yielding time. ld also like to thank 
Representatives LOWEY and KING for their 
leadership; and | commend my colleagues in 
the New York and New Jersey delegations on 
both sides of the aisle for working so well to- 
gether to advance the interests of our states 
at this critical time. | rise to support the rule 
and urge my colleagues to support H.R. 152, 
and the Frelinghuysen Amendment, and to op- 
pose the Mulvaney Amendment. 

It has been two-and-a-half months since 
Superstorm Sandy hit communities in New 
York, New Jersey, and neighboring states 
which continue to face the almost insurmount- 
able task of cleaning up and rebuilding homes, 
businesses, and lives. I’m grateful we finally 
have the opportunity to consider a relief pack- 
age to help those who are most in need. 

On the eastern half of Long Island, busi- 
nesses, farms, and homes fell victim to in- 
tense flooding; ferocious winds caused sub- 
stantial damage to property, vehicles, and 
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businesses; and along the coast, Sandy cre- 
ated breaches in the coastline and severely 
eroded other beaches. In New York and New 
Jersey, at least 651,000 homes were dam- 
aged or destroyed and approximately 463,000 
businesses were impacted. 

| must observe this has been a painfully 
protracted process; it is a fact that what we’ve 
tried to accomplish for the last two-and-a-half 
months had once been considered a common- 
sense, bipartisan response to natural disas- 
ters. And the calls for offsets and a slower 
pace of funding in the wake of natural disas- 
ters are a recent phenomenon, even though 
previous Congresses quickly supported meas- 
ures that provided relief to affected states. 

For example, within two weeks of Hurricane 
Katrina, Congress provided $70 billion in dis- 
aster funding to the Gulf Coast with great bi- 
partisan support, and with virtually no discus- 
sion about how to pay for it. Congress recog- 
nized this was a major disaster, people were 
hurting, and it had to act to alleviate the suf- 
fering. 

Congress, with bipartisan support, continued 
to appropriate emergency funds for various 
Katrina projects and activities totaling $120 bil- 
lion, all without payfors. For example, Con- 
gress funded $1 billion to build a retractable 
seawall to protect New Orleans from rising 
storm surge. And it approved $14 billion to re- 
build and upgrade critical flood prevention in- 
frastructure to minimize, or mitigate, the risk of 
such devastation occurring again. Why do 
New York and New Jersey deserve less ur- 
gency? And why are mitigation projects for 
New Orleans considered prudent, and mitiga- 
tion projects for New York and New Jersey 
characterized as pork? 

Mr. Speaker, our states are not asking for 
anything more than help to get back on their 
feet and rebuild. We are asking for nothing 
more than to respond to this disaster as we 
have for Hurricane Katrina and other natural 
disasters that have wrought damage upon fel- 
low Americans. | urge my colleagues to sup- 
port this package without any damaging 
amendments. 

Mr. HOLT. Madam Chair, | rise in support of 
the Disaster Relief Act. This bill brings much 
needed aid to the residents of central New 
Jersey. 

| am concerned that several amendments to 
H.R. 152 would impair the ability of money in 
the bill to be spent wisely. The amended bill 
includes a provision that would block funding 
that enables coastal communities to develop 
mitigation plans for future hurricanes and other 
severe weather events. We should not be lim- 
iting NOAA's ability to forecast and respond to 
hurricanes in an emergency appropriations bill 
that is designed to respond to a hurricane. 

| intended to offer to H.R. 152 an amend- 
ment that would have lifted the $250,000 cap 
on Community Development Block Grant 
Funds (CDBG) that can be used by towns and 
municipalities to finance critically need infra- 
structure projects. There are towns in my dis- 
trict that would benefit from upgrades to exist- 
ing flood management infrastructure, yet are 
unable to afford the costs associated with 
these projects. Unfortunately, my amendment 
was not made in order by the House Leader- 
ship. 

While | support strongly passage of H.R. 
152, | want to reiterate that our fellow citizens 


affected by Hurricane Sandy have already 
waited far too long for help from Congress. In 
other natural disasters, such as Hurricane 
Katrina, Congress acted swiftly, and aid 
reached those in need. And yet, the 112th 
Congress adjourned before passing a much- 
needed disaster relief package. The Senate 
had already acted to pass a well-constructed 
aid package bill. The only reason that this bill 
is not law today is that House leadership re- 
fused to act. 

This devastating storm has left many people 
hurting in many different ways—shopkeepers, 
homeowners, fishermen, hotel and restaurant 
owners—and has damaged the entire econ- 
omy. H.R. 152 responds to this variety of 
needs and concerns. | urge my colleagues to 
support the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of adoption of the resolution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 293, nays 
127, not voting 12, as follows: 


[Roll No. 11] 


YEAS—293 
Aderholt Cotton Gowdy 
Alexander Courtney Granger 
Amash Cramer Graves (GA) 
Amodei Crawford Graves (MO) 
Bachmann Crowley Grayson 
Bachus Cuellar Griffin (AR) 
Barber Culberson Griffith (VA) 
Barletta Daines Grimm 
Barr Davis (CA) Guthrie 
Barton Davis, Danny Hahn 
Benishek Davis, Rodney Hall 
Bentivolio Delaney Hanna 
Bilirakis Denham Harper 
Bishop (NY) Dent Harris 
Bishop (UT) DeSantis Hartzler 
Black DesJarlais Hastings (WA) 
Blackburn Diaz-Balart Heck (NV) 
Blumenauer Dingell Heck (WA) 
Bonner Duffy Hensarling 
Boustany Duncan (SC) Herrera Beutler 
Brady (TX) Duncan (TN) Higgins 
Bridenstine Ellmers Himes 
Brooks (AL) Engel Hinojosa 
Brooks (IN) Enyart Holding 
Broun (GA) Eshoo Hudson 
Buchanan Farenthold Huelskamp 
Bucshon Fincher Huizenga (MI) 
Burgess Fitzpatrick Hultgren 
Bustos Fleischmann Hunter 
Calvert Fleming Hurt 
Camp Forbes Israel 
Campbell Fortenberry Issa 
Cantor Foster Jeffries 
Capito Foxx Jenkins 
Carter Franks (AZ) Johnson (GA) 
Cassidy Frelinghuysen Johnson (OH) 
Castro (TX) Gabbard Johnson, Sam 
Chabot Garcia Jones 
Chaffetz Gardner Jordan 
Coble Garrett Joyce 
Coffman Gerlach Kelly 
Cole Gibbs King (IA) 
Collins (GA) Gibson King (NY) 
Collins (NY) Gingrey (GA) Kinzinger (IL) 
Conaway Gohmert Kline 
Conyers Goodlatte Kuster 
Cook Gosar Labrador 
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LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 


Andrews 
Barrow 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Bishop (GA) 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Cummings 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Esty 

Farr 


O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quigley 
Radel 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
Ts: 
Scalise 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 


NAYS—127 


Fattah 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Markey 
Matsui 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
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Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 

Vela 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 

Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Murphy (FL) 
Neal 
Nolan 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Veasey 
Velazquez 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
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Waters Waxman Wilson (FL) 
Watt Welch Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—12 

Brown (FL) Flores Moran 

Costa Jackson Lee Napolitano 
Crenshaw Kingston Schwartz 
Emerson Kirkpatrick Speier 

1359 
Messrs. TAKANO, NOLAN, HAS- 


TINGS of Florida, KENNEDY, PAYNE, 
Ms. ESTY, and Ms. CLARKE changed 
their vote from “yea” to “nay.” 

Messrs. PASTOR of Arizona, COURT- 
NEY, HIMES, CONYERS, NADLER, 
RANGEL, Ms. ESHOO, and Ms. McCOL- 
LUM changed their vote from “nay” to 
“yea.” 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, on Tues- 
day, January 15, 2013, | was absent during 
rollcall vote No. 11 due to a death in my fam- 
ily. Had | been present, | would have voted 
“nay” on ordering the previous question on H. 
Res. 23, providing for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 152) making supplemental appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2013, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 367, nays 52, 
not voting 13, as follows: 


[Roll No. 12] 


The 


This 


YEAS—867 
Aderholt Calvert DelBene 
Alexander Camp Denham 
Amash Campbell Dent 
Amodei Cantor DeSantis 
Andrews Capito DesJarlais 
Bachmann Cardenas Deutch 
Bachus Carter Diaz-Balart 
Barber Cartwright Dingell 
Barletta Cassidy Doggett 
Barr Castor (FL) Doyle 
Barton Chabot Duckworth 
Bass Chaffetz Duffy 
Beatty Cicilline Duncan (SC) 
Becerra Clarke Duncan (TN) 
Benishek Cleaver Edwards 
Bentivolio Clyburn Ellison 
Bilirakis Coble Ellmers 
Bishop (GA) Coffman Engel 
Bishop (NY) Cohen Enyart 
Bishop (UT) Cole Eshoo 
Black Collins (GA) Esty 
Blackburn Collins (NY) Farenthold 
Blumenauer Conaway Fattah 
Bonamici Connolly Fincher 
Bonner Conyers Fitzpatrick 
Boustany Cotton Fleischmann 
Brady (PA) Courtney Fleming 
Brady (TX) Cramer Flores 
Bridenstine Crawford Forbes 
Brooks (AL) Crowley Fortenberry 
Brooks (IN) Cuellar Foster 
Broun (GA) Culberson Foxx 
Buchanan Daines Frankel (FL) 
Bucshon Davis (CA) Franks (AZ) 
Burgess Davis, Danny Frelinghuysen 
Bustos Delaney Fudge 
Butterfield DeLauro Gabbard 


Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Gerlach 

Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 

Hahn 

Hall 

Hanabusa 
Hanna 

Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 

Himes 

Holding 

Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 

Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hur 
Israel 
Issa 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 

Joyce 
Kaptur 

Kelly 

Kildee 
Kilmer 

Kind 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 

Levin 

Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 

Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 


Barrow 

Bera 

Braley (IA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Capps 
Capuano 


Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perry 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radel 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 


NAYS—52 


Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 

Clay 
Cooper 
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Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
T 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Waters 
Watt 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Cummings 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Farr 

Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
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Gutierrez Markey Polis 
Hinojosa Matheson Roybal-Allard 
Holt Matsui Shea-Porter 
Huffman McClintock Smith (WA) 
Johnson, E. B. McGovern Tierney 
Keating McNerney Van Hollen 
Kennedy Michaud Velazquez 
Langevin Neal Wasserman 
Lee (CA) Pastor (AZ) Schultz 
Lujan, Ben Ray Perlmutter Waxman 
(NM) Peters (CA) Welch 
Lynch Pingree (ME) Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—13 
Brown (FL) Emerson Napolitano 
Cook Garrett Schwartz 
Costa Jackson Lee Speier 
Crenshaw Kingston 
Davis, Rodney Kirkpatrick 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote) (Mrs. CAPITO). There is 1 
minute remaining. 


1408 


Messrs. KEATING and 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
“nay.” 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, on rollcall No. 12, | was unavoidably 
detained. Had | been present, | would have 
voted “yea.” 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Speaker, on 
Tuesday, January 15, 2013, | was absent dur- 
ing rollcall vote No. 12 due to a death in my 
family. Had | been present, | would have voted 
“nay” on agreeing to the resolution H. Res. 
23, providing for consideration of the bill (H.R. 
152) making supplemental appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2013, 
and for other purposes. 


ES 


MOTION TO ADJOURN 


Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 0, noes 419, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 13] 


NOES—419 
Aderholt Beatty Bonner 
Alexander Becerra Boustany 
Amash Benishek Brady (PA) 
Amodei Bentivolio Brady (TX) 
Andrews Bera Braley (IA) 
Bachmann Bilirakis Bridenstine 
Bachus Bishop (GA) Brooks (AL) 
Barber Bishop (NY) Brooks (IN) 
Barletta Bishop (UT) Broun (GA) 
Barr Black Brownley (CA) 
Barrow Blackburn Buchanan 
Barton Blumenauer Bucshon 
Bass Bonamici Burgess 
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Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Daines 

Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 

Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 

Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 

Engel 

Enyart 

Eshoo 

Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 

Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 

Foxx 

Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 

Gibbs 


Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
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Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Markey 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Nea. 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radel 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 


Ros-Lehtinen Shuster Vela 
Roskam Simpson Velazquez 
Ross Sinema Visclosky 
Rothfus Sires Wagner 
Roybal-Allard Slaughter Walberg 
Royce Smith (NE) Walden 
Ruiz Smith (NJ) Walorski 
Runyan Smith (TX) Walz 
Ruppersberger Smith (WA) Wasserman 
Ru ess pea inns Schultz 
yan ewar ‘ 
Ryan (WI) Stivers Karere 
Salmon Stockman Waxman 
Sanchez, Linda Stutzman Weber (TX) 
T, Swalwell (CA) Webster (FL) 
Sanchez, Loretta Takano Welch 
Sarbanes Terry Wenstru 
Scalise Thompson (CA) p 
Schakowsky Thompson (MS) Westmoreland 
Schiff Thompson (PA) Whitfield 
Schneider Thornberry Williams 
Schock Tiberi Wilson (FL) 
Schweikert Tierney Wilson (SC) 
Scott (VA) Tipton Wittman 
Scott, Austin Titus Wol 
Scott, David Tonko Womack 
Sensenbrenner Tsongas Woodall 
Serrano Turner Yarmuth 
Sessions Upton Yoder 
Sewell (AL) Valadao Yoho 
Shea-Porter Van Hollen Young (AK) 
Sherman Vargas Young (FL) 
Shimkus Veasey Young (IN) 
NOT VOTING—13 
Brown (FL) Jackson Lee Schrader 
Costa Kingston Schwartz 
Crenshaw Kirkpatrick Speier 
Emerson Larson (CT) 
Fattah Napolitano 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE 
of Texas) (during the vote). There are 2 
minutes remaining. 
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So the motion to adjourn was re- 
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, on Tues- 
day, January 15, 2013, | was absent during 
rollcall vote No. 13 due to a death in my fam- 
ily. Had | been present, | would have voted 
“no” on the motion to adjourn. 


ee 


DISASTER RELIEF 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2013 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on the consideration of H.R. 
152, and that I may include tabular ma- 
terial on the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 23 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 152. 

The Chair appoints the gentlewoman 
from West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) to 
preside over the Committee of the 
Whole. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 152) 
making supplemental appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2013, and for other purposes, with Mrs. 
CAPITO in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
ROGERS) and the gentlewoman from 
New York (Mrs. LOWEY) each will con- 
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
may consume. 

Madam Chairman, I rise to present 
legislation providing emergency sup- 
plemental funding for Hurricane Sandy 
relief and recovery. The base bill totals 
$17 billion in crucial funding to meet 
immediate needs for the victims, busi- 
nesses, and communities devastated by 
Hurricane Sandy. 

Since this terrible storm hit, we’ve 
come to realize that recovery is going 
to take months and years, not days and 
weeks. This legislation puts the region 
on the path to recovery by providing 
the aid needed for immediate relief. We 
are also analyzing the justifications for 
further financial aid for long-term re- 
lief that would come in a later supple- 
mental or a regular appropriations bill. 

A significant portion of the funding 
in this bill will go to the most direct 
source of relief and recovery funding 
available to the victims of the storm, 
the FEMA disaster relief fund, which 
will provide individual and community 
assistance throughout the affected re- 
gion. The bill also will support critical 
housing and infrastructure needs, en- 
sure repairs to damaged veterans med- 
ical facilities, and help keep the econ- 
omy moving by funding necessary tran- 
sit repairs, small business loans, and 
recovery aid for businesses of all sizes. 

My committee thoroughly examined 
the emergency request, listened to the 
needs of the people in the region, and 
assessed the most pressing needs to de- 
termine the funding levels made in this 
bill. We crafted this legislation respon- 
sibly, giving the administration’s re- 
quest and the Senate-passed bill a hard 
scrub to eliminate unnecessary spend- 
ing. We have removed objectionable 
provisions added by the Senate and 
have adjusted funding levels to make 
the best use of taxpayer dollars. As we 
know, we face precarious fiscal times, 
and it is essential that Congress make 
responsible decisions to ensure effi- 
cient and effective spending. 

Taking cues from previous efforts, we 
have included important oversight 
measures to prevent abuse and ensure 
that Federal agencies are using these 
funds effectively and appropriately. 
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This is not the first major natural 
disaster nor unfortunately will it be 
the last. One of the great attributes of 
the American people has been our abil- 
ity and willingness to come together 
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time and time again to help victims of 
catastrophes recover. We’ve seen the 
havoc that Sandy has wrought on the 
residents of our Northeast region, and 


DISASTER RELIEF APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2013 


(Amounts in thousands) 


January 15, 2013 


it is once again our duty to help our 
people get back on their feet. 

I urge our colleagues to support this 
legislation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 


Budget request Bill Bill vs. Request 
TITLE | 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Office of the Secretary 
Emergency: Conservation:Program tarner rena iaai iinei A a a i iA aAA e ieai aA Ah a Aai aii iaa ai pai aaie 15,000 --- — 15,000 
Domestic Food Programs 
Food and Nutrition Services: 
Commodity. Assistance:Program: LT en a a AEEA APAE AAEE AE A EA N NEETA AE E EIET EE A AETA AE AE PEA TANET ES 6,000 6,000 --- 
Corporations 
Commodity Credit Corporation. Fund: (emer Eney) sereia naaa aE aa aaa ocvscassscsava uadatsccceasisd SAAANA Sa ta daaa AAA Ena A a A AA 23,000 --- — 23,000 
Conservation Programs 
Natural Resources Conservation Service: 
Watershed. aot Flood Prevention: Operations: (emere suratu isa aaan iiaa Ra eaa iaaea aa aa a indana adian saidina dadia Deanna ratana sa aa aiaia 180,000 --- — 180,000 
TA UUE ceca erase A RE A EA A E A eed et a ES 224,000 6,000 — 218,000 
TITLE 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
Operations, Research and Facilities (emergency) 393,000 --- — 393,000 
Procurement, Acquisition and Construction (emergency) 100,000 --- — 100,000 
Total,‘Department-of Commerce DA A ENEE ET A E TEE AE AER E E A A ATES AER EN TEES EEE TIIE TEE EET EAEN 493,000 --- — 493,000 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
General Administration 
Office of Inspector General (emergency) 20 --- —20 
Salaries and Expenses (emergency) 4,000 --- — 4,000 
Salaries and Expenses (emergency) 1,000 --- — 1,000 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives 
Salaries and Expenses (emergency) .. 230 --- —230 
Buildings and Facilities (emergency) 10,000 --- — 10,000 
POtal s!Deparkimeme OF IUSUIGE es a AA a ra a a i a apr aaa aa A aei 15,250 --- — 15,250 
SCIENCE 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
Construction and Environmental Compliance and Restoration (emergency) .........c:ssescsesesseecsssecsscsssecssscsssecsnscssuccsnsessuecsnsessuecsusessuecessscsusccsuecsssccsnecsssecsnecsssecsncsssecsnecssucsenecessceesecssneeeneeete 4,000 --- — 4,000 
RELATED AGENCIES 
Payment to the Legal Services Corporation 
Payment:tothe:Legal’ Services ‘Corporation: (eMergenCy), miaii Atasi ikinen n A ia ii ii a aia i it 1,000 --- — 1,000 
j Le E- RE i C ABRED NAAR AET E E OEE AEN E APAE POEA N ENE AAN AEEA EE OEN AEAN EA EAA, 513,250 --- — 513,250 
TITLE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Operation and Maintenance 
Operation and Maintenance, Army (emergency) 5,370 =-=- — 5,370 
Operation and Maintenance, Navy (emergency) . 41,200 --- — 41,200 
Operation and Maintenance, Air Force (emergency) .. 8,500 --- — 8,500 
Operation and Maintenance, Army National Guard (emergency) 3,165 --- — 3,165 
Operation and Maintenance, Air National Guard (emergency) .... 5,775 --- — 5,775 
Tota Opération:and: Manone: asi ai Aa Salle a A a a i ian ana a NA A ai i A a 64,010 --- — 64,010 
PROCUREMENT 
Procurement: of Ammunition; Army OME aan aia da aiai aeeaiei a i aia i aa ii a i iE 1,310 --- —1,310 
REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS 
Defense:Working: Gapital Funds (merpet anat aa a n e aat E A ENA aaia a A a aaia i a i a AE aai 24,200 --- — 24,200 
Totaly? titles: = e niuo a a a a haa i a a aaa an 89,520 --- — 89,520 
TITLE Il 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
Corps of Engineers—Civil 
Investigations (emergency) 30,000 20,000 — 10,000 
Construction (emergency) .. 3,829,000 9,000 — 3,820,000 
Operation and maintenance (emergency) .. 899,000 742,000 — 157,000 
Flood Control and Coastal Emergencies (emergency) 592,000 582,000 — 10,000 
Total title Te aaee eie a eid ia a aa S ae ra Aei iil asiqduasiata leche a A 5,350,000 1,353,000 — 3,997,000 
TITLE Ill 
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
Federal Buildings Fund 
Repairs: and Alterations:( emergency): Sessesss2tcecicy saeco tps cac a A eae E oe oa 2 a a care a ear lea alee aia ae 7,000 --- — 7,000 
SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Salaries and Expenses (emergency) .. 50,000 10,000 — 40,000 
Office of Inspector General (emergency) 5,000 1,000 —4,000 
Disaster Loans Program Account: 
Direct loan subsidy(emergency) 500,000 100,000 — 400,000 
Administrative Expenses (emergency) 250,000 50,000 — 200,000 
Total; DisasterLoanssProgramsAccounts.:'scas. tdonntocdtotted ach Aabvcthaadtchde bland tadashi Maasted A hh den aathaa hd AR haart ands uc indeed atad 750,000 150,000 — 600,000 
Total Small Business Ad DETT are ti APEN A EN EE PAE OENE ANN EEE EAEE AS EAN EE PERA E N EPEN EA ET AA T A 805,000 161,000 — 644,000 
Total’: titles | PETERE AN AEE IEE ENE EA ET AEE E EAE EEEE A N A ENE A ETENEE E E E A 812,000 161,000 — 651,000 
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Budget request 


Bill 


Bill vs. Request 


TITLE IV 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
Customs and Border Protection 


Salaries*and. Expenses: (GMereenCy) AER POIN E ects Sha EEE oct eves dt AE EOT A EENE EEF ENE tee E AT AEE E ETE EOT EET 2,402 --- — 2,402 
Salaries and. Expenses; (Emeran scecsscsesiseesccssvscasesays sist caatadestees cas icc ScssdslecchcksS4chatodssd2es dose tbs dicaaeacsdhaedestas ea aeceadh ade beasts btéce, Neth A RASSA AAAA eh bes 855 --- — 855 
Operating Expenses (emergency) 66,844 --- — 66,844 
Acquisitions, Construction,and Improvements (emergency) 207,389 143,899 — 63,490 
otal, United: States Coast. Guard sissesasescccocces secs aea ar essa aaea aa aa aAa ca cases Sata Nee a A Laatste Sa Seed ae hice 2b Ste hat oS Sede eh Ss 274,233 143,899 — 130,334 
Salariesamd- Expenses; (GMereenGy) AOE N EEA EAE E AE EA E N A PEEN EEA EE E E E EE A EE E AEA tec 300 --- — 300 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
Disaster Relief Fund (disaster category) 5,379,000 5,379,000 --- 
Disaster Relief Fund (emergency) 6,121,000 --- — 6,121,000 
otal, Disaster Relief Fund 11,500,000 5,379,000 — 6,121,000 
National Flood Insurance Fund (emergency) .. 9,700,000 --- — 9,700,000 
Disaster Assistance Direct Loan Program Account: 
EnA IE EAE sE E ARIRE AER PEE TE IEA APE ER IEE TAR IE E E A EPONE EIEI E AEE EE ELE ATEA A lee ae REEE ae 300,000 --- — 300,000 
otal, Federal Emergency Management Agency 21,500,000 5,379,000 — 16,121,000 
Research, Development, Acquisition and Operations (emergency) sairo asitie srera iini aiiai a a a a aia daara A a iraia Aea 3,249 585 — 2,664 
Domestic Nuclear Detection Office 
eMe ACQUISITION: OMON] riin i n a Aita E a a ie E a ie aa iai A i a a iinr iia 3,869 3,869 --- 
fea IE a EAR eE E ATE EE ENI OEA E ERS TORE EIA EEN A NAAA EENE PEOS T EENE AETERNE ETERO 21,784,908 5,527,353 — 16,257,555 
TITLE V 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
Construction (emergency) .. 78,000 49,875 — 28,125 
Resource Management (eme 400,000 --- — 400,000 
Total, United States Fish: and Wildlife: Service: .:.scsssstssssssssccsessssitscpacessazasacasatsdascesatoaascaissdavesaadoascesacedsatei¥ichasssssleosarsiaschatesiuicodasns¥ecacelisiesbschessdistestadedeasaeleccaubsssdnauseieséccstantiand 478,000 49,875 — 428,125 
National Park Service 
GONSETUCLION: I T E a os p PEPE IPERE EREA BOE E EOE EROE EEA EOE ERIR ETE ENAIRE NE EEOAE EI NEEE IEO YE OS ENIE, 348,000 234,000 — 114,000 
Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement 
Oil Spill: TA Me TEEL EE A EE EEEE ETET EEO ENEE CAE EA EE ET AEAEE IO TEE AEI R NANE TENERE EAR 3,000 3,000 --- 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Environmental Programs and Management (emergency) 725 --- —725 
Hazardous Substance Superfund (emergency) ............... 2,000 --- — 2,000 
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Trust Fund (emergency) . 5,000 --- — 5,000 
State and Tribal Assistance Grants (emergency) 610,000 --- — 610,000 
Total; Environmental ‘Protection: Agency: Sa iaasa en A r A e aata ir a n a i i an A h A A 617,725 --- — 617,725 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Forest Service 
Capital Improvement and Maintenance: (@MErgeMCy). sisessscsscsssaiessscesscccassdsciesdacseacccasenssteanscheasetadcscssasdinténeecobasSaabecdsssheedoaatsisadbuatshsusodaslsnietuedebesZeabestsietondsdyiccodSeadebeynscadtcodatendsiastesbasebantei¥icad 4,400 --- — 4,400 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 
Salaries ‘and: Expenses. (CMergemcy) oreca aaaea aaiae riia aat andaa Aea TE is Anaa AAAA REAA a ERa iraa aa en oS Daaa OETA ia hada Stes Staasha vthscastatuadedsiadatessalatccassasiceiss Satiaes 2,000 --- — 2,000 
HLE E C E EEES E EEN E ENN A E AN EEA AEA NNE N AEEA AAA ER E EAE E EA E 1,453,125 286,875 — 1,166,250 
TITLE VI 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 
Office of the Secretary 
Public: Health:and-Social Servicos Emergency: Fund (emergency). canak aiaia aiaa i a aiie 200,000 100,000 — 100,000 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Training ond Employment: services Lemerre ead a AA e a a a E N a A a i eash ka i aeon i i 50,000 --- — 50,000 
RELATED AGENCIES 
Social Security Administration 
Limitation on Administration Expenses (emergency) . 2,000 --- — 2,000 
Limitation on Administration Expenses (emergency) . sss (2,000) (+2,000) 
Administration for Children and Families 
Social Services Block Grant (emergency) ... 500,000 --- — 500,000 
Children and family services programs (em 100,000 --- — 100,000 
Totaly SOA S AATU. arana a a aa a a a E a A Áa 602,000 --- — 602,000 
Motels titles d BENERAN EAEN AE PEIE ANAE O ONEAN EENE EEI ANT A A E ANEPI AAEE EEA ES, 852,000 100,000 — 752,000 
TITLE VII 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Military Construction 
Military Construction, Army National Guard (emergency) ... 24,235 24,235 --- 
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 
Veterans Health Administration 
Medical Services (emergency) ... 21,000 21,000 --- 
Medical Facilities (emergency) .. 6,000 6,000 --- 
Total, Veterans Health Administration 27,000 27,000 --- 
Departmental Administration 
National Cemetery Administration (emergency) . 1,100 1,100 --- 
Information Technology Systems (emergency) 931 531 --- 
Construction, Major Projects (emergency) 207,000 207,000 --- 
Total;Departmental! Administration: 2casanscta sosatincea na a a isa A aca Nan eee Aaa inaani ia Randa aN Zab eat aaa de 208,631 208,631 --- 
Total, Department of Veterans Affairs . 235,631 235,631 --- 
TOL UE I u a e a a EN Na A a a i EE EA A ORO 259,866 259,866 --- 
TITLE VIII 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Facilities and Equipment (emergency) 30,000 14,600 — 15,400 
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Budget request Bill Bill vs. Request 


Federal Highway Administration 


Emergency Relief Program (emergency) 


Public Transportation Emergency Relief Program (emergency) 


otal, 


Federal Railroad 
Operating Subsidy Grants to the National Railroad Passenger Corporation (emergency) .. 
Federal Transit 


Department: Of Trans ro ar aTi MAARE E AAE A NA ten. IEE APN FEFE 1 OIRE AA NEI AE NE AEI AEI A A ANET AEE T AE PRAE T 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Community Planning and Development 
ee AE N RAT L EN z 7 ME EE E E EAA P EN ANE EFNA A E EE AAE IA POE ATAA A AE EEE AE EA A AE 


tall tithe WN BEE EEE PENE EEA E E PEE EPEE PERAE AENEA EAE O SEAE ON E ATE PEERS E NE OE APENA AIPE EE E E EAEE AE 
ORAND TOTAL iaa narsa ints ai a a A aA A a EA A AA A a A 


308,000 =-- — 308,000 


32,000 32,000 --- 
11,700,000 


12,070,000 


5,400,000 
5,446,600 


— 6,300,000 
— 6,623,400 


17,000,000 
29,070,000 
60,408,669 


3,850,000 
9,296,600 
16,990,694 


— 13,150,000 
— 19,773,400 
— 43,417,975 


Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I rise in 
strong support of this bill, and I want 
to thank Chairman ROGERS and Chair- 
man FRELINGHUYSEN for taking the 
lead on this very important legislation. 

I rise in strong support of the under- 
lying bill, with the addition of the 
Frelinghuysen amendment, which will 
help families, businesses, and commu- 
nities affected by Sandy recover and 
rebuild. 

In the 79 days that have passed since 
Superstorm Sandy caused such de- 
struction, I have worked with col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle, with 
Governors Cuomo and Christie, Chair- 
man ROGERS, Mr. KING of New York, 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, and all of our col- 
leagues from affected States to provide 
long overdue assistance to our region. 

Sandy devastated much of the North- 
east and is one of the costliest natural 
disasters in our Nation’s history. One 
hundred ten Americans lost their lives, 
8.1 million homes were without power, 
beaches across New York and New Jer- 
sey were destroyed, and more than 
650,000 homes were damaged beyond re- 
pair. 

Sandy ground regional commerce to 
a halt by making tunnels and other 
transportation networks impassable. 
Two hundred sixty-five thousand busi- 
nesses in New York alone were severely 
affected by Sandy, costing jobs, pay- 
checks, and billions lost in economic 
output. 

There is no excuse for the House not 
passing the Senate bill last Congress, 
but I am very pleased that the first 
order of business in the 113th Congress 
may be passing this emergency disaster 
relief package. 

Along with the $9.7 billion flood in- 
surance bill the House passed 2 weeks 
ago, the Rogers and Frelinghuysen 
amendments would provide $60 billion 
of the $80 billion in needs identified by 
our Governors. There are a number of 
provisions I would like to highlight: $16 
billion for community development 
block grants to help communities and 
businesses rebuild; $13 billion to repair 
and harden transportation infrastruc- 
ture; $5.35 billion to repair damages 
and bolster Army Corps projects to 
protect against costly future disasters; 
$11.5 billion for the FEMA disaster re- 


lief fund, which not only helps provide 
public assistance in the Northeast but 
also allows FEMA to continue helping 
victims of other disasters; $780 million 
to help businesses open their doors 
through SBA loans; and $800 million for 
Health and Human Services initiatives, 
including repairing Head Start centers 
and biomedical research facilities. 

While I strongly support it, the pack- 
age is still not perfect. It does not fully 
fund the administration’s request for 
community development block grants, 
does not include superior Senate lan- 
guage on the flexibility and cost share 
of Army Corps projects, and limits 
funding for health facilities that lost 
tens of millions of dollars due to the 
storm. 

Finally, opponents of the legislation 
who claim that the bill is riddled with 
so-called ‘‘pork’’ and unnecessary pro- 
visions are just plain wrong. Frankly, 
anyone who has really read the bill 
knows there are no earmarks, and 
those who have toured the damage 
know that aid is desperately needed. 

My colleagues, there were 146 major 
disaster declarations in the last 2 
years. There isn’t a region of the coun- 
try immune to catastrophe. This pack- 
age was written with the core belief 
that when one region suffers destruc- 
tion by a natural disaster, Americans 
are proud to help their fellow citizens 
recover and rebuild. It is imperative 
that we support this package today and 
reject amendments that weaken the 
bill and prevent the region from recov- 
ering as quickly as possible. 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, a member of 
our committee who has been unceasing 
in his efforts to aid the people of his 
home region, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Chair, at the onset I want to 
thank the leadership for helping to 
bring this important legislation to the 
floor. I also want to thank Chairman 
HAL ROGERS and the Appropriations 
Committee for their assistance. One of 
the untold chapters of this post-Sandy 
story has been the hard work of the 


chairman and his staff in preparing 
both his amendment and mine, which 
follows. Most importantly, I want to 
thank the chairman for his eloquent 
statement in the Rules Committee last 
night. His heartfelt recognition of the 
hardship and misery suffered by our 
constituents in the Northeast meant a 
great deal to me personally and to our 
New Jersey, New York, and Con- 
necticut delegations. 

I also want to offer some words of ap- 
preciation to my colleagues from New 
Jersey and New York. Their bipartisan 
diligence and dedication and that of 
our staffs over the past several weeks 
should make all of our constituents 
proud. And then there is Governor 
Christie, my constituent from Morris 
County, whose tireless work has helped 
us get to this day and will help us get 
this bill across the finish line. 
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As he always does, he put a very 
human face on the devastation suffered 
by families and communities in New 
Jersey and our neighbors in New York 
and Connecticut. 

My colleagues, people are hurting 
this afternoon in New Jersey, New 
York, and Connecticut and other areas 
of the Northeast. The suffering and 
damage are real and their needs are 
great. According to many estimates, 
New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, 
and the rest of the east coast sustained 
nearly $100 billion worth of damage. 

The destruction is staggering. 346,000 
household units were damaged in New 
Jersey alone. Tens of thousands of our 
fellow Americans are still displaced 
from their homes and their apart- 
ments. Municipalities are struggling to 
provide services. Many are still under 
emergency declarations, and some mu- 
nicipalities are not habitable. Small 
businesses are decimated. Many small 
business men and women are trying to 
decide whether they can survive and 
keep their employees on the payroll. 

Madam Chairman, the area damaged 
by Hurricane Sandy represents roughly 
10 percent of our Nation’s economy. It 
makes good sense, economic and fiscal, 
to get our region back on its feet as 
soon as it can. 
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I urge support of the Rogers amend- 
ment and the Frelinghuysen amend- 
ment. Without these vital measures, 
our constituents in the Northeast face 
nothing but more delay, more uncer- 
tainty, more unemployment, and more 
misery. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I am very pleased to 
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
minority whip, Mr. HOYER, who was ex- 
tremely helpful to all of us on both 
sides of the aisle in bringing the bill to 
the floor today. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the ranking 
member, Mrs. LOWEY, and I thank Mr. 
ROGERS for his work, as well, on bring- 
ing this bill to the floor. 

I rise not only in support of the 
chairman’s mark at $17 billion, but 
also for the Frelinghuysen amendment. 
I think both of these together meet our 
responsibilities in responding to one of 
the most historic and damaging storms 
to hit the country—not only the North- 
east, but the country. 

People throughout New York, New 
Jersey, Connecticut, and the whole 
mid-Atlantic region are still struggling 
to pick up the pieces after the most 
devastating storm in years, and Con- 
gress has a duty to help. As I’ve said 
before, it’s never too late to do the 
right thing. I thought we might do this 
previously, but now is a good time to 
act, and hopefully today we will act. 

Earlier this month, we took action to 
help ensure that flood insurance bene- 
fits will be available for those still re- 
covering from Sandy. Today, however, 
we must finish our work and take ac- 
tion on the comprehensive aid package 
that communities in the Northeast 
need to rebuild. 

This is not a moment for partisan 
difference or gimmicks. Amending 
these relief bills will make it harder to 
get aid to those who need it as soon as 
possible. The American people, espe- 
cially those impacted by Sandy, will 
not look kindly on such delay. 

Congress appropriated $62.3 billion in 
emergency relief less than 2 weeks 
after Hurricane Katrina struck New 
Orleans and the gulf coast in 2005. I 
voted for that; that was the right thing 
to do. As it was then, it is now the 
right thing to do. There’s no reason 
why the people of New York, New Jer- 
sey, and affected areas should have to 
wait any longer. 

This is a bipartisan effort. When 
Americans are in trouble, in pain, at 
risk, we respond, not as Republicans, 
not as Democrats, but as Americans, to 
their needs. 

We must pass these relief bills. So I 
urge my colleagues on both sides to op- 
pose any amendments that diminish 
our ability to provide this much-needed 
assistance. Only by setting party aside 
and coming together as fellow Ameri- 
cans and fellow Representatives can we 
achieve this goal. 

I urge all my colleagues, not only on 
my side of the aisle, but on the other 
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side of the aisle, to join together to 
make sure that the relief necessary is 
given this day to this region for this 
storm. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. YOUNG), the chairman of the De- 
fense Subcommittee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, thank you very much for yielding 
me the time. 

The emergency funding provided for 
the Army Corps of Engineers in this 
bill and the amendment that you offer 
is narrowly drawn to help the States 
that were hardest hit by Hurricane 
Sandy. Could the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN), the very 
capable and effective chairman of the 
Energy and Water Development Sub- 
committee, clarify something? 

Despite my earlier comments, I’m 
concerned that the Flood Control and 
Coastal Emergencies funds appro- 
priated by our committee in previous 
acts are still available for other emer- 
gency needs that occurred prior to 
Sandy. 

I would appreciate the gentleman’s 
clarification on that. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I yield to the 
gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. YOUNG, 
that is correct. The funds we provide in 
this legislation in my amendment are 
funds we believe are required to re- 
spond to emergency needs for the Army 
Corps of Engineers related to Hurri- 
cane Sandy. By appropriating these 
funds for this direct purpose, other 
prior appropriated emergency funds for 
the Corps should be and are to remain 
available for other emergency needs in 
accordance with the direction provided 
in those previous acts. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, thank you very much for that 
clarification. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I am very pleased to 
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
ranking member of the Homeland Se- 
curity Appropriations Subcommittee, 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I thank the ranking mem- 
ber, and I rise in support of both 
amendments before us, amendments to 
assist the communities devastated by 
Hurricane Sandy. 

We in North Carolina remember Hur- 
ricane Fran and Hurricane Floyd, and 
we know how important it is for Con- 
gress to extend itself in such an hour of 
need. 

As ranking member of the Homeland 
Security Appropriations Sub- 
committee, I note that DHS would re- 
ceive $5.5 billion within the base $17 
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billion provision, accounting for only 
54 percent of the administration’s re- 
quest for the Department. Also absent 
are $6.1 billion in emergency disaster 
relief and $300 million in disaster loans. 

Madam Chairman, without this addi- 
tional $6.1 billion, FEMA estimates 
that the Disaster Relief Fund will run 
out of money in May of 2013, halting 
long-term rebuilding in places like 
Joplin and Tuscaloosa. Adopting only 
the $17 billion proposal does not even 
fully fund current Sandy estimates 
and, astonishingly, provides no funding 
for further disasters in 2013. 

The $17 billion package also short- 
changes the Coast Guard by about half 
the request and doesn’t include funding 
requested for CBP, ICE, or the Secret 
Service. 

Now, my Republican colleagues say 
that the supplementary $33 billion 
package will address my concerns, but 
requiring separate votes is designed ei- 
ther to doom the second bill or to pass 
it on the backs of Democrats while Tea 
Partiers are free to vote ‘‘no.’’ This is 
another example of Republicans play- 
ing politics with disaster aid—thumb- 
ing their nose at the members of the 
Coast Guard decimated by Sandy and 
at the firefighters in Breezy Point try- 
ing to rebuild their devastated commu- 
nity. They’re saying to their own con- 
stituents, if disaster strikes, there is 
no guarantee Congress will assist you. 
This is a dangerous precedent. 

Madam Chairman, when I was chair- 
man of this subcommittee from 2007 to 
2010, we provided more than $14 billion 
in emergency disaster relief spending 
following natural disasters. Not once 
during that process did we ask who was 
affected, Democrats or Republicans, 
red States or blue States? 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. We 
provided the money based on the Presi- 
dent’s request, without hesitation, be- 
cause that’s what the American people 
expect and deserve from Congress in a 
time of need. 

So, Madam Chairman, I will support 
both of these amendments. I urge my 
colleagues to do likewise. The right 
thing to do, however, would have been 
to hold a vote on the bipartisan Senate 
package sent to us back in December. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I yield 
myself 3 minutes, Madam Chairman, 
and I yield to Mrs. LOWEy, the ranking 
member of the committee—who, by the 
way, this is her first appearance on the 
floor as the new ranking Democrat on 
the full Appropriations Committee. I 
want to initially congratulate her on 
that position. I look forward to a good 
working relationship with her. 

I yield to the gentlelady. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Well, first of all, I want 
to thank the chairman, Mr. ROGERS, 
who’s been a good friend for so many 
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years. I look forward to working to- 
gether in a bipartisan way so we can 
work everything out before and serve 
the American people. And I thank you 
for your kind words. 
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I rise to engage the gentleman from 
Kentucky, the chairman of the Appro- 
priations Committee, in a colloquy. 

Some questions have been raised 
about the interpretation of language in 
both of the Rogers substitute and the 
Frelinghuysen amendment under the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services, Public Health and Social 
Services Emergency Fund. The lan- 
guage prohibits use of amounts in that 
appropriation for costs that are reim- 
bursed by self-insurance. I would like 
to engage Chairman ROGERS in a dis- 
cussion to help clarify the meaning of 
that provision. 

Am I correct in understanding that 
the term ‘“‘self-insurance”’ is intended 
to refer to a formal plan, pursuant to 
law or regulation, in which amounts 
are set aside in a fund to cover losses of 
specified types and amounts? Am I also 
correct that without such a formal, 
funded arrangement, a government or 
organization would not be considered 
to be self-insured for purposes of this 
language simply because they do not 
have any commercial insurance cov- 
erage for the loss in question? 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Reclaim- 
ing my time, yes, the gentlelady’s un- 
derstanding is correct, and I further 
yield to her. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I thank the gentleman. 
I would also like to confirm my under- 
standing that this language would only 
preclude use of appropriated funds if 
the expenses in question were actually 
reimbursed by the formal self-insur- 
ance plan. In other words, merely hav- 
ing a self-insurance plan would not bar 
use of this appropriation for things 
that the plan did not cover or pay for. 
I ask the gentleman, is my under- 
standing correct? 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. The gen- 
tlelady’s understanding is correct. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. LOWEY. It is a pleasure for me 
to yield 2 minutes to Ranking Member 
VISCLOSKY of the Defense Appropria- 
tions Committee. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I thank the gentle- 
woman for yielding. 

Madam Chair, I rise today to express 
my support for the underlying bill and 
the Frelinghuysen amendment, which 
will greatly assist the States and com- 
munities affected by Hurricane Sandy. 
In every year since 1997, with two ex- 
ceptions, the Congress has recognized 
the need for emergency funds to re- 
spond to the impacts of natural disas- 
ters on the Nation’s water resource in- 
frastructure. This year should be no 
different. 

The Frelinghuysen amendment in- 
cludes a total of $5.85 billion for the 
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Army Corps of Engineers. Of that, 
about $1.8 billion will be used to repair 
existing Federal facilities that were 
damaged in the storm and to restore 
projects to design standards. The 
roughly $3.4 billion remaining will be 
used by the Corps for the construction 
of projects intended to reduce future 
flood risk. Additionally, the Freling- 
huysen amendment provides $88.3 mil- 
lion to repair facility and equipment 
damage to Department of Defense fa- 
cilities in several States along the 
eastern seaboard. 

This is what we should be doing as a 
Nation. It is far less expensive to in- 
vest in preventing damage than it is to 
clean it up. We need to fund projects 
that result in the long-term sustain- 
ability of the impacted communities 
and reduce the economic costs and 
risks associated with disasters. 

Madam Chair, our country has pro- 
vided billions of dollars in infrastruc- 
ture funding for dams, schools and 
roads in Iraq and Afghanistan on an 
emergency basis. We certainly can do 
no less for our own citizens in our own 
country. I urge passage of the under- 
lying legislation and Chairman 
FRELINGHUYSEN’s amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. RUNYAN). 

Mr. RUNYAN. Madam Chair, I rise in 
support of H.R. 152, the Disaster Relief 
Appropriations Act of 20138. 

This bill does the minimum nec- 
essary to help towns like Brick Town- 
ship rebuild. It does the minimum to 
help remove mold from their living 
rooms so they can sleep at night with- 
out worrying about their children get- 
ting sick from breathing mold spores. 

Many of my colleagues have asked 
for disaster funding or declarations for 
their home districts in the past. As one 
of my New Jersey colleagues pointed 
out earlier today, there are more than 
30 of my colleagues who have received 
disaster assistance for their own dis- 
tricts in the past who actually plan to 
oppose this package before us. 

Madam Chair, I would say to my 
friends, why should New Jersey and 
New York be treated any differently? 
My friends should ask themselves what 
would they do if this were their district 
that suffered the amount of cata- 
strophic loss that many of the families 
and businesses in my district now face. 

Next to me, you can see damage 
Sandy left behind in Brick Township. 
My constituents in Brick have suffered 
for almost 3 months without any help 
from this Congress. I want to be able to 
tell them when I go home this weekend 
that help is heading their way. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I’m 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the dis- 
tinguished ranking member of the Fi- 
nancial Services and General Govern- 
ment Subcommittee, Mr. SERRANO. 

Mr. SERRANO. I rise in support of 
both the Rogers amendment and the 
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Frelinghuysen amendment, which will 
finally provide New Jersey, New York, 
Connecticut, and elsewhere with the 
funding needed to respond to Hurricane 
Sandy. While I’m glad that we’re con- 
sidering this bill today, it is a travesty 
that it has taken this long for the 
House of Representatives to allow a 
vote on disaster-response funding. 

The money in this bill and the 
Frelinghuysen amendment is the min- 
imum that New York, New Jersey, and 
elsewhere need for their recovery proc- 
ess. I’m very concerned that there are 
several amendments that will be con- 
sidered today that seek to cut further 
funding from the bill. 

At least one amendment seeks to off- 
set the cost of this bill. Our Nation has 
never before attempted to offset the 
cost of disaster assistance. The Appro- 
priations Committee and the House 
have always come together to help 
Americans in times of need without re- 
gard to costs. To offset costs here 
would effectively kill this bill in the 
Senate and further delay assistance 
that is desperately needed to New York 
City and elsewhere. The two-step proc- 
ess is the proper way to go. 

I just may add in closing that we in 
New York have always seen images of 
disasters in other areas, but we never 
imagine anything like this happening 
in our area. We understand what other 
folks have gone through, and I hope 
you understand the need we have to re- 
cover. The pain, the suffering, and the 
despair that people in our community 
feel is beyond anything we can imagine 
or we can imagine in New York. And so 
this aid will, at the minimum, imme- 
diately send a message that we care 
and we want something to happen posi- 
tive and, in fact, people will be begin to 
recover. 

So I thank Mr. ROGERS and Mrs. 
LowkEy for bringing the bill to the 
floor, and I will ask folks to vote for 
both amendments and for the bill in 
general. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Staten Island, New York 
City, Mr. GRIMM. 

Mr. GRIMM. Thank you very much, 
Chairman. I appreciate you yielding. 

Madam Chair, let me first start by 
saying thank you to the many, many 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
that have been working tirelessly, and 
a special thank you to their staff, not 
only the Rules Committee, but Appro- 
priations and all those from New York 
and New Jersey. Many, many staffers 
have stayed up more than 24 hours to 
make this happen. I am indebted to 
them, and I know that the people of 
Staten Island are very, very grateful. 

This is a time that is unique in our 
history. We just started tearing down 
the homes in Staten Island. New York 
is tearing down 200, and they started in 
Staten Island. 

When I was there this past weekend, 
a mother came up to me. I asked her 
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how she was doing. She said, Well, I’m 
doing okay, but I’m worried about my 
children. I said why. She said, Because 
they start crying hysterically when it 
rains. They cry when it rains because 
they think there’s going to be another 
flood, and they’re scared. 

So at the end of the day when we de- 
bate the various amendments in the 
bill and its merits, all I ask is that ev- 
eryone in this blessed Chamber remem- 
ber that there are real people—human 
beings—that are behind all of this; and 
at the end of the day, if it were our 
families, I know that they would want 
them to be safe and healthy with the 
support of the entire country behind 
them. 

So, with that, I thank, again, my col- 
leagues that have worked tirelessly, I 
thank the staff members, and I thank 
you for this opportunity to speak. 
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Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I’m 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from California 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER). 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I thank the gentlewoman for yielding. 

I rise to engage the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee, the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, in a colloquy. 

As the chairman knows, Superstorm 
Sandy displaced thousands of children 
from their homes, leaving them home- 
less and struggling to regain stability 
in their lives. Many of these children 
were forced to move out of their school 
districts, while others could not return 
to their schools because of storm-re- 
lated damage. These children face the 
prospect of educational disruption, 
compounding the upheaval and trauma 
they’ve already experienced. Fortu- 
nately, under the current law, the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance 
Act, homeless students, including 
those displaced by disasters, are enti- 
tled to important educational protec- 
tions and services, including transpor- 
tation to stay in the same school. 

Public schools in New York, New Jer- 
sey, and Connecticut are working tire- 
lessly to support uninterrupted edu- 
cation of displaced children through 
the McKinney-Vento program, yet 
these schools face significant unex- 
pected costs associated with the in- 
creased number of homeless students. 
Congress has appropriated supple- 
mental funds, to help defer the costs 
associated with these increases, from 
past disasters. 

Mr. Chairman, if I might, given that 
the bill before us today does not con- 
tain direct funding for McKinney- 
Vento, is it your understanding and in- 
tention that the Department of Health 
and Human Services and that the De- 
partment of Education work with the 
States of New York, New Jersey, and 
Connecticut to assist the school dis- 
tricts affected by Superstorm Sandy to 
access funds under the social services 
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block grant to support the education of 
students displaced by the storm, in- 
cluding transportation, counseling, and 
supplies? 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Yes, that is my understanding and in- 
tention. 

As you know, Congress has pre- 
viously recognized the critical role our 
public schools play in creating sta- 
bility and meeting the educational 
needs of children and youth displaced 
by disasters. 

The flexibility of the SSBG has prov- 
en crucial in responding to the many 
needs that arise in the aftermath of 
natural disasters. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I yield an additional 30 
seconds to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Trans- 
porting displaced students is an allow- 
able purpose under the social services 
block grant, and I encourage HHS and 
affected States to work with affected 
school districts and promptly provide 
any reimbursements for these critical 
services. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I thank the gentleman very much. I 
also want to thank you and the staff of 
the majority and the minority for help- 
ing to work out this solution. Thank 
you very much. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chair, I yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. PALAZZO). 

Mr. PALAZZO. Madam Chair, I rise 
in favor of the Sandy relief packages 
being considered today. 

I want to thank Chairman ROGERS 
and the Appropriations Committee for 
their work to bring this bill to the 
floor in a responsible manner and ad- 
dress many of the concerns that some 
in this body have. I also want to take 
this opportunity once more to thank 
my colleagues for their work on yester- 
day’s Sandy Relief Improvement Act 
that brought much-needed reforms for 
our disaster relief systems. 

This bill that passed the House 
unanimously is a good first step in 
streamlining the disaster relief process 
and saving the country money and 
lives. These are the kinds of common- 
sense reforms that must continue to be 
a part of the disaster relief conversa- 
tion. 

A little over a week ago, I voted 
against adding more debt to a failing 
system without reforms. Many of my 
colleagues joined me in that vote, and 
I know some still have reservations 
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about the package before the House 
today. I have spoken to many of these 
colleagues. I understand concerns 
about the fiscal state of our Nation. I 
understand your position, and I respect 
your vote. 

But while we continue to do the re- 
sponsible thing by looking for ways to 
pay for future disaster relief, we must 
do what is necessary to help those in 
the Northeast, and we must do it now. 
Let me just say, a vote for yesterday’s 
reform package would pass the House 
unanimously, and a vote for today’s re- 
lief package allows us to move forward 
in a way that begins to address much- 
needed reforms while at the same time 
providing the immediate relief that 
Sandy victims so desperately need. 

I saw those needs up close and per- 
sonal when I visited some of the hard- 
est hit areas of New Jersey and New 
York last week. It brought back vivid 
images of Hurricane Katrina and the 
destruction that my home State of 
Mississippi experienced 7 years ago. 
Districts like those of my friends Con- 
gressman RUNYAN and Congressman 
GRIMM are similar to those along the 
gulf coast after Katrina. Their con- 
stituents experienced a terrible natural 
disaster, and they need our help. 

Today, we consider provisions that 
provide immediate relief for Sandy vic- 
tims while allowing them to build for- 
ward, not just back, and that will 
strengthen these communities in the 
face of future storms. We cannot wait 
another 7 years, and we cannot wait 
until the next disaster before we take 
up these reforms. 

Today’s vote for immediate relief is 
about giving the Sandy victims the 
help they need now. It is vital to the 
recovery efforts of the Northeast, it is 
vital to making our communities more 
resilient, and it is vital to ensuring 
better preparedness and response to fu- 
ture storms. So I urge my colleagues to 
support the disaster relief package. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I am de- 
lighted to yield 2 minutes to the distin- 
guished dean of the New York delega- 
tion, Mr. RANGEL. 

Mr. RANGEL. Thank you so much, 
Mrs. LOWEY. 

I want to thank Chairman ROGERS 
for the manner in which he has handled 
this crisis and certainly congratulate 
Mrs. Lowey for the leadership that she 
has provided this House over the years, 
but especially at a time when we need- 
ed her the most, that she was there to 
bring the people together, Republicans 
and Democrats, to do the right thing. 

I want to thank, too, and encourage 
the new Members of Congress to take 
advantage of this great opportunity 
they have to see what the House of 
Representatives is all about, notwith- 
standing the bad publicity that we get. 

For whatever reasons, the 112th Con- 
gress failed to respond to what was a 
part of the feeling and the fabric of this 
great body where every American 
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would know that if ever they were in- 
volved in a crisis—earthquakes, floods, 
or fires—that they could depend on 
their colleagues in the House of Rep- 
resentatives to respond. It was never a 
question of whether they were Demo- 
crats or Republicans, whether they 
came from a red State or a blue State; 
it was how fast can we help, and you 
can depend on that help. 

For whatever reason, the 112th Con- 
gress failed, but now we are asking the 
new Members to join with those that 
were here before in bringing together 
people in this Congress to once again 
rebuild that reputation that we had so 
rightly enjoyed, and that is that, if you 
have any type of problem in this great 
Nation and you need the help of your 
colleagues, you can depend on the 
House of Representatives, the people’s 
House, in coming forward to provide 
those aids. 

We cannot bring back the lives, the 
homes, and the hopes that so many 
people have lost, but we can say in the 
people’s House that we respond to the 
problems that people have. 

I thank you again, Mrs. LOWEy, for 
your leadership that you’ve provided, 
and I look forward to working with you 
and Chairman ROGERS in the future. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. May I in- 
quire, Madam Chair, of the time re- 
maining? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Kentucky has 14 minutes remaining, 
and the gentlewoman from New York 
has 1212 minutes remaining. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado (Mr. GARDNER). 

Mr. GARDNER. Thank you, Chair- 
man ROGERS. 

Last week, I offered an amendment 
in the House Rules Committee to add 
additional funding for an Emergency 
Watershed Protection program to be 
used for any area that had a designated 
major natural disaster. It’s an impor- 
tant program that allows for watershed 
and infrastructure restoration. 

Many parts of the western United 
States were devastated by wildfires 
last summer, including areas in my dis- 
trict, the Hyde Park fire near Colorado 
Springs and the Waldo Canyon fire. In 
Colorado alone, there were over 100,000 
acres of land burned on both private 
and Federal land, as well as over 600 
homes destroyed in these fires. 

The EWP program will help commu- 
nities in other areas of the United 
States to rebuild and prevent future 
damage to people and property. Unfor- 
tunately, this bipartisan amendment 
offered with other members of the Col- 
orado delegation did not get through 
the Rules Committee process, and so it 
will not be considered on the House 
floor today. 

The tragedy caused by Hurricane 
Sandy necessitates assistance from the 
Federal Government, but it’s also im- 
portant that disaster assistance be 
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available to other areas that experi- 
ence natural disasters, particularly 
those when it comes to Federal lands. I 
ask the chairman to consider working 
with me and other Members for wild- 
fire restoration. 
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Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. First, I 
want to thank the gentleman from Col- 
orado for his work on the Emergency 
Watershed Program. I am aware of the 
need for this assistance not only in 
Colorado but in other parts of the 
country, and I look forward to working 
with you and others to address this im- 
portant funding in future legislation. 

Mr. GARDNER. I thank the chairman 
for his work and his support. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. MORAN). 

Mr. MORAN. It’s nice to welcome the 
new ranking member of the full Appro- 
priations Committee, Mrs. LOWEY who, 
as good fortune would have it, also 
hails from New York and fully under- 
stands what’s involved here. 

Do unto others as you would have 
them do unto you. That’s what all the 
Members of this body should have in 
their minds today themselves. If they 
were in the situation of the States that 
were so severely impacted by Hurri- 
cane Sandy, how would they vote? 

The fact is that natural disasters are 
occurring with more frequency and 
with greater severity, so there is a very 
good chance that in nearly every con- 
gressional district in this country this 
may happen to you, and of course, 
when it does, property values will go 
way down. In fact, billions of dollars 
can be lost. They certainly were with 
Hurricane Sandy. So where does the 
municipality get the money to repair? 
Likewise with the State. The only 
place you can turn to is the Federal 
Government. That’s why we are here. E 
pluribus unum. We’re in this together. 

This is not about the Northeast 
versus the rest of the country. One part 
of our body, if you will, our body of 
States, has been severely injured. We 
need to repair that damage. Now, with- 
in the Interior and Environment appro- 
priations, there is money for safe 
drinking water and sewer treatment 
projects, things that have to be done. 
We have to provide that money. I think 
we have about $1.5 billion to do that. 
We should accept the Rogers-Freling- 
huysen amendment. This bill is whole 
with that amendment. We should 
strongly support it. There is an amend- 
ment to take away Mr. FRELING- 
HUYSEN’s effort to allow a waiver on 
historic preservation. Well, yes, it 
should be done. These localities don’t 
have that kind of money, and a lot of 
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the revenue that has traditionally 
come into these economies has come 
from tourism. Many tourists come to 
see historic structures. They come to 
see the way that many parts of the 
Northeast were when we were building 
the foundation of this country. That 
money should be made available in 
whole with Federal dollars. Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN’s amendment is right 
on point. It needs to be included. 

I do have a good speech written by 
Rick Healy. Thank you, Mr. Healy. 
We’ve got wonderful staff. But unfortu- 
nately I don’t have any further time. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I yield the gentleman 
an additional minute. 

Mr. MORAN. My colleagues, this is 
an opportunity to show what we are all 
about. Do unto others as we would have 
them do unto us. Let’s make this 
money available. Let the Northeast re- 
pair itself, heal itself, get their econ- 
omy back on its feet, and start return- 
ing revenue to the Federal Govern- 
ment. The fact is that these Northeast 
States contribute more to the Federal 
Treasury than they get out of the Fed- 
eral Treasury. So let’s get this done in 
the national interest. 

I want to recognize Chairman RoG- 
ERS’ leadership, the very good work 
that Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN from New Jer- 
sey has done and, of course, the work 
of Mrs. LOWEY. 

This is a good bill. It’s urgent that 
we pass it. Let’s get this done. These 
negative amendments that try to take 
away money to make ideological 
points simply are out of order right 
now. Let’s heal this wound. Let’s let 
this economy in the Northeast get 
back on its feet, and we’ll all be better 
off as a Nation. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I am 
very pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
distinguished gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, who has been extraordinarily help- 
ful in trying to sort out the challenges 
in this bill, Mr. ANDREWS. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I thank my friend for 
yielding, and I thank the chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee and my 
friend for working together to bring 
this product to the floor. 

I’ve heard two objections to this bill. 
The first is that money is spent in the 
wrong places, and the second is the 
amount of money altogether is too 
costly. Let me try to address those ob- 
jections. 

As to the money being spent in the 
wrong places, I would respectfully re- 
quest that Members who have that ob- 
jection read the legislation because, 
throughout the legislation, when it re- 
fers to the money to be spent, it says 
that the moneys are to be spent on nec- 
essary funds related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy. Now, 
there is one exception to this that I’ve 
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read, and it is limited to situations in 
which there were prior disasters that 
are not yet cleaned up. So this is a bill 
that deals almost exclusively with the 
Sandy disaster, and to the extent it 
does not, it deals with lingering prob- 
lems in other parts of the country from 
those disasters. 

To those who would argue that the 
amount of money in the bill is just too 
much to begin with, I would offer you 
this question: If you were running a 
business and had 100 manufacturing 
plants and sales offices around the 
country and 15 of them were shut down 
by a storm—so 15 percent of your avail- 
able revenue was no longer available to 
you—what would you do? You’d repair 
those 15 manufacturing facilities and 
sales offices as quickly as you could in 
order to restore the health of your 
company and the growth of your reve- 
nues. That is exactly what this bill 
does. 

The taxpayers of New York, Con- 
necticut, and New  Jersey—three 
States—contribute more than 15 per- 
cent of the individual and corporate 
tax revenues collected in the United 
States of America—15 percent from 
three States. If you shut down that en- 
gine of production, the whole country 
suffers. This is an occasion for the 
House of Representatives to rise above 
normal parochial politics. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. ANDREWS. When the disaster 
struck the gulf, we were all Mississip- 
pians or Louisianans. When tornadoes 
hit Missouri, we were all Missourians. 
When there have been earthquakes 
that have hit the west coast of our 
country, we have all been citizens of 
California. 

We are asking Members from coast to 
coast and throughout our country 
today to look at themselves and walk 
in the shoes of New Yorkers and the 
citizens of Connecticut and New Jer- 
sey. If we understand that we have a 
common purpose, that this legislation 
does focus almost exclusively on the 
Sandy disaster, and then focuses what 
it does not focus on Sandy on other dis- 
asters, and if we understand that 15 
percent of the economic engine of this 
country is at risk of being shut down, 
then we will all be people who cast the 
same vote and the right vote, which is 
“yes.” 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I am de- 
lighted to yield 1 minute to our distin- 
guished leader, who has been such an 
advocate for the assistance to New 
York, New Jersey, Connecticut, and 
Pennsylvania, who understands that 
every part of the country has catas- 
trophes and that we as Americans have 
a responsibility. I thank her for her 
leadership, the gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia (Ms. PELOSI). 
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Ms. PELOSI. I thank the gentlelady 
for yielding. I congratulate her on as- 
suming the ranking position on the Ap- 
propriations Committee and how good 
it is for our country and for the people 
affected by Superstorm Sandy that 
Congresswoman LOWEY, now Ranking 
Member LOWEY, is in the position she 
is to fight for their needs as the senior 
Democrat on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. 

Thank you for your leadership, and 
thank you, Mr. ROGERS, for yours as 
well. 

This should be a day that we shed all 
of our disagreement about political dif- 
ferences and the rest and come to- 
gether to prayerfully meet the needs of 
the people of our country. 


1520 
Whether it’s California with the 
earthquakes, drought, fire, floods, 


whatever; whether it’s Iowa with the 
floods; Joplin, Missouri, was so af- 
fected; of course the challenge of 
Katrina is emblazoned in our mind; and 
Hurricane Ike on the heels of that, all 
across our country we have experienced 
natural disasters which have had a di- 
rect impact on the lives of the Amer- 
ican people. 

I really do believe that for all of the 
purposes that people send us to Con- 
gress or elect us to public office, 
whether it is a county executive or a 
Member of Congress, they expect us to 
do what is right for them when they 
are most in need of our help. Many 
things we can do for ourselves; but 
some things are just beyond the most 
determined, resourceful operational 
person to do, and that is when a nat- 
ural disaster strikes. 

So while we have had our conversa- 
tions about what should be in the bill 
and how the bill should be bifurcated, 
or in this case trifurcated and the rest 
of it, let us hope when we have this bill 
today, it will sweep away some of the 
concerns that people have about 
whether this assistance is going to ac- 
tually show up. Seventy-nine days. It’s 
been 79 days since Hurricane Sandy 
struck the region. It’s been a one-two 
punch. Last year it was Irene that 
struck much of the same area, and 
some of the people haven’t really fully 
recovered from that, whether it was a 
small business owner or homeowner, 
whatever. And now Sandy hit with just 
tremendous force. 

Others have talked about how do you 
mitigate for such a thing; how do we 
address issues that relate to climate 
change. We’ll save that conversation 
for another day, but recognize it is im- 
portant in this discussion. How do you 
mitigate for rebuilding, and that’s im- 
portant in terms of the resources that 
we're putting to bear on this problem. 

So let us today try to extract from 
the minds and the hearts and souls of 
the people who are affected any 
thought that the assistance will not be 
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there. They know there’s a lot of mak- 
ing up they have to do to restore the 
lives and businesses and homes that 
they had before. They should also know 
that when we say let us pray for the 
victims of Hurricane Sandy, we’re not 
just saying a prayer and saying that 
should be a substitute for us honoring 
our commitment as a country to our 
people, but that our prayers are accom- 
panied by our best intentions and our 
best actions—actions, not just words— 
for them. 

This is one of the longest delays in 
congressional action in response to a 
major natural disaster in recent his- 
tory. For many of us who have seen or 
can confirm the aftermath of a hurri- 
cane, tornado, earthquake, whatever, 
we know that every single day is too 
long to wait. Hope can never come fast 
enough. We cannot let another mo- 
ment, hour, day go by without giving 
the biggest possible vote of confidence 
and hope to the people of New York, 
New Jersey, Connecticut, and some, I 
understand, in Pennsylvania. 

So we’ve had our say. We’ve made 
our points known. The justification has 
been established. The documentation 
of need is clear. The bipartisan support 
of the Governor of New Jersey, the 
Governor of New York, the Governor of 
Connecticut and others stand ready to 
implement these resources with the 
most integrity, the most effectiveness, 
certainly the most speed. Witness the 
actions of the mayor of New York. I 
smile when I say that because mayors 
just like to get a job done, and Gov- 
ernors, too. 

So let us, as these executives and 
county executives and the rest weigh 
in, let us do our part to honor the so- 
cial compact that we have with the 
American people that the Federal Gov- 
ernment will be there in time of nat- 
ural disasters, that this is an emer- 
gency and we recognize it as such, and 
that we honor the hopes, dreams, and 
aspirations of the people affected by it. 

I hope that we can have an over- 
whelming bipartisan vote, because 
from a practical standpoint, I think 
ideally, our sense of idealism, that 
would be the right thing to do. But as 
a practical matter, you just never 
know what Mother Nature may have in 
store for you in your region, and you 
would certainly want the embrace of 
the entire Nation around you and your 
area for your constituents, for your 
communities, for our country. 

So I urge a very strong bipartisan 
vote. I thank our colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle for making this vote 
today possible. Again, I urge an “aye” 
vote. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I am very pleased to 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) whose dis- 
trict has really seen incredible damage. 
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He understands the impact of Hurri- 
cane Sandy on the people and commu- 
nity and the businesses. 

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank the gentle- 
lady for yielding me this time. 

In the days following Superstorm 
Sandy, many of my colleagues from 
both sides of the aisle reached out to 
me, and I think they did the same to 
others throughout the quad-State re- 
gion, expressing their sympathies and 
their concern. While they weren’t able 
to see firsthand the devastation, every- 
one had a sense, I think, of that devas- 
tation by the footage they all saw on 
television and over the Internet. It was 
pretty powerful in itself. 

Everyone, I think, was astonished at 
the magnitude. We’re not used to hav- 
ing such disasters in New York City; 
and everyone was shocked to see the 
extent of the damage, homes literally 
wiped away, businesses destroyed, flood 
waters consuming people’s living 
rooms and completely overturning 
their lives. And the damage wasn’t just 
in one city or one town or, for that 
matter, one State. From Breezy Point, 
Queens, to Edgewater in my district in 
the Bronx, from Manhattan to Brook- 
lyn to Staten Island to Westchester to 
Long Island, from the coasts of Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, all of the way 
over to Connecticut, so many people’s 
lives were wrecked by this powerful 
storm. 

While words are kind and they are 
very much appreciated, action behind 
those words is even more appreciated. 
Today, finally, I believe we’ll have the 
opportunity to see action. Seventy- 
nine days later, and far too much poli- 
tics in between, this Congress is doing 
what the people of these communities 
need and what the American people de- 
mand—taking action. 

I’m thankful to this Congress. Pm 
thankful that it’s finally taking action 
to help the people of my district and 
the millions of other people hit hard by 
this enormous storm. I want to thank 
all of my colleagues from New York, 
New Jersey, Connecticut and Pennsyl- 
vania for our shared commitment to 
getting this done and never letting par- 
tisanship surrounding this debate di- 
vide us. I want to say a special thanks 
to Democratic Whip STENY HOYER and 
Ranking Member NITA LOWEy, along 
with their staffs, who have driven this 
process from day one. I want to thank 
you both. 

This bill will provide direct assist- 
ance to communities devastated by 
Superstorm Sandy. It will help restore 
and replace damaged or destroyed in- 
frastructure, and it’ll put in place cost- 
saving measures to prevent further 
damage when—when, and not if—future 
storms occur. 

I would just urge any of my col- 
leagues, Democrat or Republican, who 
are considering voting against either 
the Frelinghuysen amendment or the 
overall bill to just for a moment put 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


yourself in one of your colleague’s 
shoes. I don’t wish Superstorm Sandy 
or anything like it on any of my col- 
leagues anywhere in the United States; 
but the one thing you need to know is 
that if this happens that your country 
will be there for you. There’s the phys- 
ical damage, but also the mental dam- 
age that people are experiencing be- 
cause they think the country has for- 
gotten them. Don’t forget these people. 
Do the right thing. Vote for this bill. 

In the days after Hurricane Sandy, | was 
moved by the words of sympathy and concern 
| received from my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle. 

While many were not able to see the de- 
struction firsthand, everyone could see the 
devastating images and footage on TV, in 
newspapers, and over the Internet. 

Everyone was astonished by the magnitude 
of the damage. 

Everyone was shocked to see the extensive 
damage to—homes wiped away, businesses 
destroyed, flood waters consuming people’s 
living rooms, and lives completely overturned. 

And the damage wasn’t just in one town or 
one state. From Breezy Point, Queens to 
Edgewater in the Bronx; from Manhattan, 
Brooklyn to Staten Island, Westchester to 
Long Island; from the coasts of New Jersey to 
Connecticut; so many people’s lives were 
wrecked by this powerful storm. 

While kind words are one thing, actions 
backing up those words are another. 

And today, finally, we have the opportunity 
to act. 

79 days later, and after far too much poli- 
tics, Congress is doing what the people of 
these communities need—and what the Amer- 
ican people demand: taking action. 

| am thankful this Congress is finally taking 
action to help the people of my district and all 
the millions of people hit hard by this hurri- 
cane. 

| want to thank all of my colleagues from 
New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, and 
Pennsylvania for our shared commitment to 
getting this done and never letting partisanship 
surrounding this debate divide us. A special 
thanks to Democratic Whip STENY HOYER and 
Ranking Member NITA LOWEY, along with their 
staff, who have driven this process from Day 
One. 

This bill will provide direct assistance to the 
communities devastated by Hurricane Sandy. 
It will help restore and replace damaged or 
destroyed infrastructure; and it will put in place 
cost-saving measures to prevent further dam- 
age when, not if, future storms occur. 

This is a good bill, and it deserves full bipar- 
tisan support of the entire House. 

| would urge any Democrat or Republican 
who is thinking about voting against any por- 
tion of this aid package to reconsider. For a 
moment, please put yourself in our shoes—the 
shoes of every family, every American who 
lost or suffered as a result of Hurricane 
Sandy. 

| do not wish what happened in my State on 
anyone, but the reality is the devastation that 
occurred in my backyard, throughout my dis- 
trict, across my State and to my constituents 
could happen anywhere at any time. If it does, 
you will want us, as a Congress, to stand to- 
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gether, to put aside politics and help your con- 
stituents, hard-working Americans, get back 
on their feet. 

Today, let’s stand with our fellow Americans 
who are rebuilding by voting for the underlying 
bill and the Frelinghuysen amendment. To- 
gether, the passage of these two measures 
will ensure the U.S. Congress is providing real 
help—and not just lip service—to all those hurt 
by this devastating hurricane. 
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of Kentucky. Madam 
I reserve the balance of my 


Mr. ROGERS 
Chair, 
time. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I’m very 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from a neigh- 
boring district in New York (Mr. 
ENGEL), who suffered a great deal. He 
saw the pain and the loss of property 
and homes all throughout the region. 

Mr. ENGEL. I thank my dear friend, 
Congresswoman LOWEY, for yielding to 
me. 

I urge all of our colleagues to support 
the aid for the Hurricane Sandy vic- 
tims. You know, we have a lot of dis- 
agreements in this Congress. We talk 
about issues, about spending, about 
taxing offsets and whatever, but those 
are issues. Those fights on those issues 
should be left for another day. It 
shouldn’t be intermixed with the fight 
to get aid to the Superstorm Sandy 
victims. They should not be innocent 
pawns in this fight that we have in 
Congress. 

I’ve been in this Congress for a while 
now, and I have voted for aid for all re- 
gions of our country, be it Katrina, be 
it floods and tornados. We didn’t even 
think twice because that is what Amer- 
icans do. We help our communities, 
help other Americans when there are 
natural disasters. 

New York is a donor State. We actu- 
ally send more money to the Federal 
Government than we get back, and we 
do it because it’s the thing that we 
have to do. But now it’s our turn. Now 
we need help, and so now we say to the 
rest of America, please help us the way 
we helped you in your hour of need. 

The constituents in my district, in 
West Chester and the Bronx, and my 
former district in Rockland County are 
hurting very, very much. These are 
real people with real lives and real dif- 
ficulties. So I beg my colleagues, 
please, don’t vote for any poison pills 
that will kill this legislation. 

One of the things that’s really irk- 
some is when some of my colleagues 
who stood up and when they had nat- 
ural disasters in their district begged 
us for help and we gave it to them now 
are voting against giving help to the 
people of New York, New Jersey, Con- 
necticut, and Pennsylvania. It’s just 
not right. 

We can argue what role the Federal 
Government should play, whether it’s 
too big or too small or whatever, but 
no one should argue against the fact 
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that, when Americans are in need, the 
Federal Government has a role in step- 
ping in and helping them and providing 
for their needs. That’s all we’re asking 
for today. 

I urge my colleagues to support all 
the aid for Hurricane Sandy and to re- 
ject any of the amendments that would 
take it away. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I have no further requests 
for time. I’m prepared to close if the 
gentlelady is prepared. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I'll re- 
spond in 30 seconds, and then I’d be de- 
lighted if you closed. 

Mr. Chairman, Td like to again 
thank you and Chairman FRELING- 
HUYSEN for your hard work on this bill. 

I would like to address all those who 
are not sure about how they’re going to 
vote on this bill, and I would like to 
clarify the way this appropriation 
works. 

When you have huge disasters, tran- 
sit systems, tunnels, thousands of 
homes that have to be repaired, you 
need that money committed before you 
can engage any contractor, any builder 
in a contract. 

Now, as you and I know, Mr. Chair- 
man, we’ve worked a long time on that 
committee, and before a dollar goes 
out, the person has to be responsible 
for every dollar that is committed that 
they’ve spent and that they’re going to 
spend. So we’re not just writing an 
open check. We’re just not opening our 
checkbook. We’re responding to these 
tremendous needs, and I do hope we 
can get a bipartisan vote for this ef- 
fort. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I urge adoption of the Rog- 
ers amendment, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair, today we 
meet to consider the second and third 
tranches of disaster assistance for the families 
suffering from the effects of Hurricane Sandy. 
In the dying days of the 112th Congress, we 
passed legislation granting FEMA the authority 
to increase by up to $9.7 billion its borrowing 
so that the agency could continue paying 
homeowners insurance claims associated with 
the hurricane. Then, rather than address the 
remaining pressing concerns of the families 
suffering because of Sandy, the Republican 
Leadership gaveled the House into adjourn- 
ment. 

We return today, months after Sandy struck 
to finish the job. Today the House considers 
two pieces of legislation that when combined 
will provide more than $50 billion in assistance 
to those areas hit by Sandy. | stand in support 
of H.R. 152 and the amendment offered by 
Rep. FRELINGHUYSEN. 

H.R. 152 provides $17 billion in assistance 
to the lead agencies responsible for recon- 
struction efforts including the Department of 
Health and Human Services, the Army Corps 
of Engineers, the Department of Agriculture 
and the Department of Transportation. The bill 
also increases the role of the Government Ac- 
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countability Office in monitoring the assistance 
in the bill. Representative FRELINGHUYSEN’s 
amendment covers the same areas as H.R. 
152 while increasing the time lines associated 
with funding to provide for longer-term sup- 
port. These measures, together with the bill 
passed last Congress to increase FEMA bor- 
rowing authority and the Sandy disaster as- 
sistance streamlining bill passed by the House 
yesterday finally finishes the work Congress 
should have completed months ago. 

With the passage of H.R. 152 and the 
Frelinghuysen amendment, the families whose 
lives were turned upside down by the destruc- 
tion caused by Hurricane Sandy will finally 
have access to the resources they will need to 
rebuild. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Chair, there is 
no doubt that Hurricane Sandy rendered un- 
speakable damage to lives and property on 
our East Coast. It truly represents one of the 
great natural disasters of recent history. For 
millions of our fellow citizens, the devastation 
has been unfathomable. We are a compas- 
sionate nation, and that is why the House of 
Representatives is taking up its second Hurri- 
cane Sandy relief bill. 

Sadly, Hurricane Sandy isn’t the only dis- 
aster we face as a nation. The tragic reality is 
that our nation is broke. We have amassed 
more debt in the last four years than was ac- 
cumulated from President George Washington 
through President Bill Clinton. Our spending 
trajectory is unsustainable by any account. 
Our swelling $16.4 trillion debt threatens our 
national security, our economic well-being and 
our children’s very future. If we don’t quit 
spending money we don’t have, it is they who 
will become the next victims—think Greece. It 
is past time to re-examine the proper role of 
the Federal government in providing disaster 
relief and how that relief is financed. 

In the wake of a tragedy like Hurricane 
Sandy, all agree, no matter what, that disaster 
victims must receive basic necessities like 
food, water, power, medicine and law enforce- 
ment. This is undebatable. Yet as we continue 
to borrow more than 30 cents on the dollar, 
much of it from the Chinese, can and should 
the Federal government continue to fund the 
restoration of private homes, businesses and 
automobiles? When wealthy states like New 
York and Connecticut spent $4.7 million on 
streetscapes and $30 million a year in tax- 
payer funds to rent new office space while 
state-rented office space stood vacant, can 
and should the Federal government continue 
to pay to rebuild their infrastructure? 

According to a recent report by the Heritage 
Foundation, the yearly average for disaster 
declarations has grown from 28 during the 
Reagan administration to 90 during the Clinton 
administration, 130 during the George W. 
Bush administration, and 153 during the 
Obama administration. This isn’t just nature at 
work. This is a move toward “nationalizing” 
disaster, consequently lowering the threshold 
of what is considered truly disastrous. This 
has allowed states and localities to abdicate 
more and more of their responsibilities to a 
Federal government that owns a printing press 
for money and has no balanced budget re- 
quirements. Also, spending restraint is usually 
the first thing to go in the heat of a crisis—es- 
pecially when someone else is picking up the 
tab. 


173 


Case in point: The Sandy relief bill passed 
by the Democratic-controlled Senate in the 
112th Congress—the same Senate that has 
refused to pass a budget in the last three 
years—includes $150 million for fisheries as 
far away as Alaska, $8 million to purchase 
cars for the Homeland Security and Justice 
Departments, $58.8 million to replant trees 
that were damaged on private land, $135 mil- 
lion to improve weather forecasting, and 
$10.78 billion largely for future construction 
improvements to public transportation not 
even related to Hurricane Sandy. In fact, 64 
percent of the so-called “emergency” funding 
in this bill will not be spent until 2015 or later. 
We must always be vigilant to ensure the 
Obama administration’s cynical motto, “never 
let a serious crisis go to waste,” is not allowed 
to rule the day. 

Given our spending-driven debt crisis, 
changes must be made. Like many members 
of Congress, when disaster has befallen my 
district or state, | have worked to help ensure 
funding was provided through the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency. However, | 
have consistently fought for disaster funds to 
either be in the budget or offset through the 
rescission of lower-priority spending. A nation 
on the road to bankruptcy must prioritize its 
spending. There should be no more “emer- 
gency” disaster funding without offsetting cuts 
to lower priority spending. 

Next, the National Flood Insurance Program 
(NFIP) must be functionally and significantly 
reformed. | have long been critical of this inef- 
fective, inefficient and indisputably costly ex- 
periment in government-provided flood insur- 
ance. The program operates with non-actuarial 
rates, encouraging unsustainable development 
and running up $21 billion in debt with zero 
hope of repayment. A reauthorization bill 
passed last year began eliminating outdated 
subsidies, but Sandy hit before many of these 
provisions could take effect. Certainly, we 
have a contractual obligation to pay the NFIP 
claims of people whose lives were turned up- 
side down by this terrible storm. Yet we also 
have an obligation to ensure hard-working tax- 
payers aren’t always stuck bailing out failed 
government programs. The Financial Services 
Committee, which | chair, will take up legisla- 
tion to get the government out of the sub- 
sidized insurance business and transition us to 
a private, stable insurance system that can 
keep the promises it makes without borrowing 
tens of billions of dollars that we do not have. 

America is not just operating on borrowed 
money—we’re operating on borrowed time. 
Today, it is not a question of if bond markets 
will turn on us, but when. Unless we change 
our out-of-control spending ways, we will be 
the first generation in American history to 
leave the next generation with less freedom, 
fewer opportunities and a lower standard of 
living. We have no greater moral responsibility 
than to preserve the blessings of liberty and 
opportunity for future generations. A compas- 
sionate nation will not allow a great physical 
tragedy of today to ever become an even 
greater fiscal tragedy for our children tomor- 
row. 

Mr. BARR. Madam Chair, | strongly support 
the provision of immediate Federal relief to the 
victims of Hurricane Sandy and other disas- 
ters. We absolutely have a responsibility to 
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provide targeted resources to help commu- 
nities meet their true emergency needs fol- 
lowing a natural disaster. But | remain con- 
vinced that we can, and should, put in the 
tough work to do this in a fiscally responsible 
manner. This means finding a way to pay for 
what we spend. 

Our national debt currently exceeds $16.4 
trillion—and grows by billions of dollars each 
day. This is a symptom of Washington’s inabil- 
ity to live within its means, and unless we re- 
form the way Washington has traditionally 
gone about its business, this debt is going to 
dramatically limit the potential of our children 
and grandchildren. We must do better. 

As | have traveled throughout Kentucky’s 
Sixth District, people have asked me repeat- 
edly to stand firm for common sense and fis- 
cal responsibility. This is what families and 
small businesses in my district do every day, 
and this is the mentality that we need to start 
bringing to Washington. The Federal Govern- 
ment spent a massive $3.6 trillion in fiscal 
year 2012, so there are clearly savings that 
we can find. | am willing to do that work, and 
| encourage my colleagues to do so as well. 
Congress should not use the urgency of dis- 
aster relief as its excuse for continuing to run 
up our $16.4 trillion national debt. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Chair, | rise 
today to support H.R. 152 “the Disaster Relief 
Appropriations Act of 2013,” which will provide 
relief to citizens devastated by the impact of 
Superstorm Sandy. 

Last month, the Administration requested 
$60.4 billion in federal aid to provide financial 
assistance to homeowners and businesses af- 
fected by Hurricane Sandy. Back on Decem- 
ber 28, 2012, the Senate passed a $61 billion 
comprehensive aid package for the victims 
and communities by a vote of 62-32. 

| am pleased that this body was able to 
pass H.R. 41, a $9.7 billion dollar bill which 
temporarily increased the borrowing authority 
of the Federal Emergency Management Agen- 
cy (FEMA) for carrying out the National Flood 
Insurance Program. 

Now that the President has signed H.R. 41, 
victims of Superstorm Sandy are finally able to 
receive some much-needed relief from the 
federal government. The issue before us is 
that in no other time in the last 2 decades 
have victims had to wait this long for relief. 

HURRICANE IKE 

Right after Hurricane Ike devastated Texas 
in September 2008, | worked hard with the 
Members of the Texas Congressional delega- 
tion to ensure that Texas was appropriated the 
recovery funds it so desperately needed. In 
early 2009, the State of Texas received part of 
these recovery funds, namely $219 million 
under the Social Services Block Grant (SSBG) 
program from the Department of Health and 
Human Services (HHS). 

Overall, the Federal Government provided 
over $1 billion of federal aid for hurricane Ike 
relief by June 2009 including: $103 million to 
the University of Texas Medical Branch in Gal- 
veston for debris removal, $35 million to the 
Sam Houston Electric Cooperative for restora- 
tion work and $10 million to the Trinity Bay 
Conservation District for debris removal. | un- 
derstand the plight of the New York Delega- 
tion. 

Hurricane Ike wreaked havoc on Texas, par- 
ticularly in Galveston and Houston. As we 
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move forward with recovery efforts, it became 
clear that the impact of the storm had been 
widespread and many people were still in 
need of assistance. | suspect that these are 
the same circumstances under which the sur- 
vivors of Hurricane Sandy find themselves. | 
want to remind everyone in this Chamber that 
during Hurricane Ike, more than 60 Americans 
and over 26 Texans died. Moreover, it re- 
sulted in the evacuation of over 1 million resi- 
dents and caused over $11 billion worth of 
damage. 

Hurricanes of the magnitude that we have 
faced over the last decade require a federal 
response. We have a duty and an obligation 
to help our neighbors. | am surprised by those 
who are quick to say that this situation is dif- 
ferent that the Hurricanes that came before. 
Hurricane Sandy like Ike and Katrina took 
lives, destroyed homes, and devastated com- 
munities. Again, Hurricane Ike caused millions 
of dollars in damage throughout Houston and 
Galveston. The local agencies processing the 
people impacted by Hurricane Ike for which 
these funds were utilized, received these 
funds from the state and federal agencies six 
months late, but they did receive funds be- 
cause the funds were available. The victims of 
Sandy are still waiting for a federal response. 

The road to recovery and reconstruction 
was not easy after hurricane Ike, but with the 
cooperation of the United States government, 
those states affected were able to recover. | 
saw the destruction that hurricane Ike caused 
to the city of Houston’s infrastructure and | 
have also seen how the city of Houston was 
able to rebuild damaged roadways and 
bridges. Galveston was able to rebuild its 
shoreline, which has recently experienced its 
most lucrative tourist season since Hurricane 
Ike. With the necessary federal assistance, 
communities can recover from disaster. 

HURRICANE KATRINA 

Hurricane Katrina took the lives of 1,833 
men, women, and children, while leaving 
roughly 400,000 people without jobs. Close to 
275,000 homes were lost as a result of the 
record-breaking storm surge that developed 
and the dozens of levees that couldn’t with- 
stand the rage of Katrina. Hurricane Katrina 
caused an estimated $108 billion in damage, 
becoming America’s costliest hurricane. 

| would like to take a moment to paint a pic- 
ture for Members of this body about the dif- 
ferences in response to this Hurricane and 
that of Hurricane Katrina, just in terms of fund- 
ing. On the morning of August 29, 2005, Hurri- 
cane Katrina hit the Gulf Coast of the United 
States ravaging Americans from Texas to Flor- 
ida, and even as far inland as the Ohio valley. 
In 5 days, on September 2, 2005, President 
George W. Bush signed into law a bill to pro- 
vide $10.5 billion in emergency funding for dis- 
aster relief related to Hurricane Katrina. Six 
days later, Congress passed another bill for 
$51.8 billion in emergency appropriations. It 
took a total of 10 days for Congress to ap- 
prove $62.3 billion in emergency funding for 
Hurricane Katrina relief. Here we are today, 
nearly 2 months after Sandy, still debating 
Hurricane Sandy funding. 

Over 7 years ago, | sat down with NPR’s Ed 
Gordon as a part of a special roundtable to 
discuss the impact of Hurricane Katrina and 
Washington’s tremendously slow response 
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time to disaster relief efforts. | recall the anger 
and frustration in the hearts and minds of 
Americans across the country at the Bush Ad- 
ministration’s seemingly lack of urgency in 
dealing with the disaster. 

At the time, Congress was able to pass an 
initial emergency relief bill worth $10 billion 4 
days after Katrina made landfall, and then 
pass an additional $52 billion in funding 6 
days after that. It took 10 days for congress to 
pass a Katrina relief bill worth $62.3 billion, 
and yet a comprehensive relief bill for Sandy 
has not yet been approved. 

We now stand 78 days after the hurricane, 
which is appalling when you consider the fact 
we are dealing with Americans’ humanity and 
livelihoods. We forecast these disasters; 10 
days was too long for Katrina, and 78 days 
after Sandy is simply unacceptable. 

After Hurricane Katrina devastated the Gulf 
Coast of the United States I, along with sev- 
eral other Members of Congress, introduced 
legislation to protect the families and busi- 
nesses financially overwhelmed by the dis- 
aster. 

When the Judiciary Committee considered 
the Bankruptcy Abuse and Consumer Protec- 
tion Act at the beginning of 2005, | offered an 
amendment to protect the victims of natural 
disasters like those who were unfortunately, 
eventually, devastated by Hurricane Katrina 
later that year. 

Immediately after Hurricane Katrina, Mem- 
bers of Congress and | continued to fight for 
financial relief for those affected by natural 
disasters because that is the American way; 
we take care of our nation’s most vulnerable 
citizens regardless of race, religion, socio- 
economic status or unfortunate circumstance. 
I'd like to think that 7 years after the passage 
of federal funds for the most expensive hurri- 
cane in our nation’s history, that when the 
next massive storm arrives, law makers would 
be able to approve emergency relief bills in 
less than 10 days. Sadly, with Sandy, it seems 
as though we are moving in the opposite di- 
rection. 

Since this historic storm devastated the east 
coast in late October, the people impacted by 
the storm, particularly those in the Tri-State 
area of New Jersey, New York, and Con- 
necticut, have been waiting patiently for the 
federal government to act as they continue to 
engage in efforts to rebuild their communities. 

However, the time for patience has long 
since expired, and these Americans can no 
longer wait for Congress to act to provide 
comprehensive relief. 

For families without a home, and for busi- 
nesses without a storefront or customers, this 
situation has been an ongoing nightmare. 
These families and businesses have been 
waiting for Congress to join them in their 
struggle to pick up the pieces and put their 
communities back together. 

The proposal before us is our opportunity to 
step up and help to restore these suffering 
communities; that is the role of the federal 
government. Every state in this country is, at 
any given moment in time, at risk for experi- 
encing a devastating and costly natural or 
manmade disaster. 

When state and local governments face 
overwhelming challenges that are too big and 
too expensive to ever hope to resolve in isola- 
tion, the federal government should be there 
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to quickly assist them in their recovery. That is 
what makes us strong as a nation; that we 
can come together when necessary to prevent 
the pieces of our country from crumbling indi- 
vidually. 

SELECTED PROVISIONS OF H.R. 152 

The funds in H.R. 152 will go to help restore 
both calm and stability to the affected commu- 
nities by providing relief and rebuilding infra- 
structure, as well as to help the local econo- 
mies to recover from stagnation. 

Small Business Administration— 

This funding will provide for the immediate 
needs of the SBA Disaster Loan Program to 
provide timely, low-interest financing for the 
repair and rebuilding of disaster-damaged pri- 
vate property for homeowners, renters, and 
businesses. 

This funding would also provide grants to 
assist small businesses affected by Hurricane 
Sandy with disaster recovery and response 
problems. 

FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY (FEMA) 

DISASTER RELIEF FUND (DRF) 

This funding will fulfill near-term needs for 
the DRF, the most immediate source of relief 
and recovery funds available to individuals, 
families, and communities to support ongoing 
recovery through affected areas. 

This includes providing individual assistance 
such as temporary housing, crisis counseling, 
and disaster unemployment assistance. 

It also provides funding for public assistance 
to local communities and certain nonprofits for 
debris removal, emergency protective meas- 
ures, and repair, replacement, and restoration 
of disaster-damaged, publicly owned facilities 
and the facilities of certain nonprofit organiza- 
tions. 

Department of Transportation— 

This funding will provide reasonable assist- 
ance and recovery to the four major affected 
transit agencies—New York’s MTA, the Port 
Authority of NY/NJ, New Jersey Transit, and 
the City of New York DOT Ferries. 

Language is included in the legislation to 
provide stringent oversight on the use of fund- 
ing and the administration of grants. 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

(HUD) 

This funding through HUD’s Community De- 
velopment Fund will support critical and imme- 
diate community needs. This includes repairs 
to damage sustained by publicly owned hos- 
pitals, local roads and utilities, and small busi- 
nesses. 

Funding through HUD’s Community Devel- 
opment Block Grant (CDBG) program to sup- 
port community needs, such as repairs to 
damage caused to publicly owned hospitals, 
local roads and utilities and small businesses. 

Army Corps of Engineers— 

The bill fully funds the Administration’s up- 
dated estimates for Army Corps of Engineers 
projects for response and recovery to 
Superstorm Sandy. 

As was done after previous disasters, these 
funds will help restore navigation channels, 
beaches, and other damaged infrastructure to 
pre-storm conditions. Moreover, the bill will 
provide funds to continue response and recov- 
ery activities for flood control, coastal emer- 
gency projects, and emergency dredging. 

Department of Veterans Affairs— 

This funding will go to repairs and recon- 
struction at the Manhattan VA hospital and 
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other VA medical facilities, which sustained 
significant flood damage during the storm. 
These repairs are urgently needed to provide 
adequate medical services and care to vet- 
erans in the Northeast region, many of whom 
have had to move to other VA facilities fol- 
lowing the storm. 

PREVIOUS FEDERAL GOVERNMENT RESPONSES TO 

DISASTER RELIEF 

As the representative for the 18th District in 
Texas, | know the massive and protracted de- 
struction that storms like this can cause both 
to property and, more importantly, to the lives 
of citizens who are left to rebuild their lives 
and restore all that they have lost. 

After the initial disaster response and 
search and rescue phases, we must begin to 
rebuild, a process that calls for a longterm 
commitment from officials in state, local, and 
federal government. 

As | stated above, we can all recall Hurri- 
cane lke in 2008, which heavily impacted 
many constituents in my district. At least 74 
people lost their lives in the State of Texas, 
with 28 in Harris County and 17 in Galveston. 
Over 200,000 homes in the Houston-Gal- 
veston region were left damaged or destroyed 
as a result of Ike. 

Congress appropriated $3 billion to Texas to 
help finance the infrastructure and housing re- 
covery, which included individual and house- 
hold assistance, disaster unemployment as- 
sistance, public assistance grants to state and 
local government and nonprofit organizations 
to pay for debris removal, emergency protec- 
tive measures and road repairs, and low-inter- 
est disaster loans provided by the Small Busi- 
ness Administration. 

My visits to the affected areas fundamen- 
tally evidenced the need for long-term recov- 
ery and to get people back on their feet. My 
constituents and others in the affected areas 
needed and greatly appreciated the federal 
assistance they received, and so now that 
Americans in other parts of our nation need 
our help, we must move in a bipartisan fash- 
ion to provide it. 

EXTENT OF DAMAGE CAUSED BY SANDY 

As a nation, we continue to mourn the loss 
of at least 132 people in the United States due 
to Superstorm Sandy (60 in New York, 48 in 
New York City; 34 in New Jersey; 16 in Penn- 
sylvania, 7 in West Virginia). Many more were 
lost to Sandy in the Caribbean. 

As devastating as Hurricane Ike was, the 
damage to property it caused (an estimated 
$29.5 billion) the costs associated with 
Superstorm Sandy are expected to be signifi- 
cantly higher. While we do not yet know the 
final numbers, the total amount of property 
damage resulting from Superstorm Sandy ex- 
ceeds $62 billion. 

In terms of dollars of property destruction, 
this ranks Superstorm Sandy second only to 
Hurricane Katrina ($128 billion, adjusted for in- 
flation)(note: Hurricane Ike ranks 3rd). 

Most gas stations in New York City and 
New Jersey were closed because of power 
shortages and depleted fuel supplies. Long 
lines formed at gas stations that were ex- 
pected to be open. 

Food, shelter and clothing are basic neces- 
sities, and right now far too many people are 
without access to them during these holidays 
and in brutally cold weather. With more cold 
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weather in sight, things are not going to get 
any easier for residents of those communities. 

Economic conditions in many affected com- 
munities are stagnant; stalled because the 
federal government has yet to provide funding. 
It took 10 days for Congress to approve com- 
prehensive aid for Katrina, but Congress has 
yet to provide a comprehensive aid package 
for those affected by Sandy for more than two 
months. 

CONCLUSION 

Today, the $9.7 billion in relief granted by 
H.R. 41 granted is limited in scope and insuffi- 
cient to address the entirety of the situation 
faced by residents of the affected areas. Here 
in the House, we must finish the job and pass 
H.R. 251. We need to restore a sense of calm 
and stability in the lives of people affected by 
Superstorm Sandy. We need to ensure that 
small businesses in the affected areas are 
able to rebound as expeditiously as possible 
so that they can get the local economies mov- 
ing again. 

| am encouraged that with bipartisan sup- 
port, we were able to pass H.R. 41 relief for 
Superstorm Sandy; however, we must now fol- 
low up and finish the job by passing H.R. 251. 
We know that disasters affect all of us at one 
point or another, and we must come together 
as one nation to give people access to relief 
that, realistically, only the federal government 
can provide. 


The CHAIR. All time for general de- 
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. It shall be in order to con- 
sider as an original bill for the purpose 
of amendment under the 5-minute rule 
the amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute printed in part A of House Re- 
port 113-1. That amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute shall be considered 
as read. 

The text of the amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute is as follows: 


H.R. 152 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled. 
TITLE I 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
DOMESTIC FOOD PROGRAMS 
FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE 
COMMODITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 


For an additional amount for “Commodity As- 
sistance Program” for the emergency food as- 
sistance program as authorized by section 27(a) 
of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2036(a)) and section 204(a)(1) of the Emergency 
Food Assistance Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 
7508(a)(1)), $6,000,000: Provided, That notwith- 
standing any other provisions of the Emergency 
Food Assistance Act of 1983, the Secretary of 
Agriculture may allocate additional foods and 
funds for administrative expenses from resources 
specifically appropriated, transferred, or repro- 
grammed to restore to States resources used to 
assist families and individuals displaced by Hur- 
ricane Sandy among the States without regard 
to sections 204 and 214 of such Act (7 U.S.C. 
7508, 7515): Provided further, That such amount 
is designated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
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TITLE II 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL 
INVESTIGATIONS 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Investiga- 
tions” for necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $20,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended to conduct stud- 
ies of flood and storm damage reduction related 
to natural disasters: Provided, That using 
$19,500,000 of the funds provided herein, the 
Secretary of the Army shall conduct, at full 
Federal expense, a comprehensive study to ad- 
dress the flood risks of vulnerable coastal popu- 
lations in areas impacted by Hurricane Sandy 
within the boundaries of the North Atlantic Di- 
vision of the United States Army Corps of Engi- 
neers: Provided further, That an interim report 
with an assessment of authorized Corps projects 
for reducing flooding and storm risks in the af- 
fected area that have been constructed or are 
under construction, including construction cost 
estimates, shall be submitted to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate not later than March 1, 
2013: Provided further, That an interim report 
identifying any previously authorized but 
unconstructed Corps project and any project 
under study by the Corps for reducing flooding 
and storm damage risks in the affected area, in- 
cluding updated construction cost estimates, 
that are, or would be, consistent with the com- 
prehensive study shall be submitted to the ap- 
propriate congressional committees not later 
than May 1, 2013: Provided further, That a final 
report shall be submitted to the appropriate con- 
gressional committees not later than 24 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act: Provided 
further, That as a part of the study, the Sec- 
retary shall identify those activities that war- 
rant additional analysis by the Corps, as well as 
institutional and other barriers to providing 
protection to the affected coastal areas: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary shall conduct 
the study in coordination with other Federal 
agencies, and State, local, and Tribal officials to 
ensure consistency with other plans to be devel- 
oped, as appropriate: Provided further, That 
using $500,000 of the funds provided herein, the 
Secretary shall conduct, at full Federal expense, 
an evaluation of the performance of existing 
projects constructed by the Corps and damaged 
as a consequence of Hurricane Sandy for the 
purposes of determining their effectiveness and 
making recommendations for improvements to 
such projects: Provided further, That the 
amounts in this paragraph are designated by 
the Congress as being for an emergency require- 
ment pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Con- 
trol Act of 1985: Provided further, That the As- 
sistant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works 
shall provide a monthly report to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate detailing the alloca- 
tion and obligation of these funds, beginning 
not later than 60 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

CONSTRUCTION 


For an additional amount for “Construction”? 
for necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $9,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended for repairs to 
projects that were under construction and dam- 
aged as a consequence of Hurricane Sandy: Pro- 
vided, That such amount is designated by the 
Congress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985: Provided further, That the Assistant 
Secretary of the Army for Civil Works shall pro- 
vide a monthly report to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives 
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and the Senate detailing the allocation and obli- 
gation of these funds, beginning not later than 
60 days after enactment of this Act. 


OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 


For an additional amount for “Operation and 
Maintenance” for necessary expenses related to 
the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$742,000,000, to remain available until expended 
to dredge Federal navigation channels, and re- 
pair damage to Corps projects: Provided, That 
such amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursuant to 
section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro- 
vided further, That the Assistant Secretary of 
the Army for Civil Works shall provide a month- 
ly report to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate de- 
tailing the allocation and obligation of these 
funds, beginning not later than 60 days after 
enactment of this Act. 


FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EMERGENCIES 


For an additional amount for “Flood Control 
and Coastal Emergencies”? for necessary ex- 
penses related to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy, $582,000,000, to remain available until 
expended to support emergency operations, re- 
pairs, and other activities, as authorized by law: 
Provided, That such amount is designated by 
the Congress as being for an emergency require- 
ment pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Con- 
trol Act of 1985: Provided further, That the As- 
sistant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works 
shall provide a monthly report to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate detailing the alloca- 
tion and obligation of these funds, beginning 
not later than 60 days after enactment of this 
Act. 


TITLE III 
SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries and 
Expenses”, $10,000,000 for grants to or coopera- 
tive agreements with organizations to provide 
technical assistance related to disaster recovery, 
response, and long term resiliency to small busi- 
nesses that are recovering from Hurricane 
Sandy: Provided, That the Small Business Ad- 
ministration shall expedite the delivery of assist- 
ance in disaster-affected areas: Provided fur- 
ther, That the Administrator of the Small Busi- 
ness Administration may waive the matching re- 
quirements under section 21(a)(4)(A) and 29(c) 
of the Small Business Act for any grant made 
using funds made available under this heading: 
Provided further, That no later than 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, or no 
less than 7 days prior to obligation of funds, 
whichever occurs earlier, the Administrator of 
the Small Business Administration shall submit 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate a de- 
tailed expenditure plan for funds provided 
under this heading: Provided further, That such 
amount is designated by the Congress as being 
for an emergency requirement pursuant to sec- 
tion 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


For an additional amount for “Office of In- 
spector General’’ for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$1,000,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2014: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an emer- 
gency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
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DISASTER LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for ‘“‘Disaster Loans 
Program Account’’ for the cost of direct loans 
authorized by section 7(b) of the Small Business 
Act, for necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $100,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
such costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur- 
ther, That in addition, for direct administrative 
expenses of loan making and servicing to carry 
out the direct loan program authorized by sec- 
tion 7(b) of the Small Business Act in response 
to Hurricane Sandy, an additional $50,000,000, 
to remain available until expended, which may 
be transferred to and merged with the appro- 
priations for Salaries and Expenses: Provided 
further, That such amounts are designated by 
the Congress as being for an emergency require- 
ment pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Con- 
trol Act of 1985. 


TITLE IV 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
COAST GUARD 
ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION, AND IMPROVEMENTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for ‘Acquisition, 
Construction, and Improvements’’ for necessary 
expenses related to the consequences of Hurri- 
cane Sandy, $143,899,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2014: Provided, That such 
amount is designated by the Congress as being 
for an emergency requirement pursuant to sec- 
tion 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding the transfer limi- 
tation contained in section 503 of division D of 
Public Law 112-74, such funding may be trans- 
ferred to other Coast Guard appropriations after 
notification as required in accordance with such 
section: Provided further, That a description of 
all facilities and property to be reconstructed 
and restored, with associated costs and time 
lines, shall be submitted to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate no later than 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 


FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
DISASTER RELIEF FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for the “Disaster 
Relief Fund” for major disasters declared pursu- 
ant to the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et 
seq.), $5,379,000,000, to remain available until 
expended, of which $3,000,000 shall be trans- 
ferred to the Department of Homeland Security 
Office of Inspector General for audits and inves- 
tigations related to disasters: Provided, That 
such amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for disaster relief pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(D) of the Balanced Budget and Emer- 
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Provided fur- 
ther, That the Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency shall publish 
on the Agency’s website not later than 24 hours 
after an award of a public assistance grant 
under section 406 of the Robert T. Stafford Dis- 
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5172) that is in excess of $1,000,000, the 
specifics of each such grant award: Provided 
further, That for any mission assignment or mis- 
sion assignment task order to another Federal 
department or agency regarding a major dis- 
aster, not later than 24 hours after the issuance 
of a mission assignment or task order in excess 
of $1,000,000, the Administrator shall publish on 
the Agency’s website the following: the name of 
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the impacted State and the disaster declaration 
for such State, the assigned agency, the assist- 
ance requested, a description of the disaster, the 
total cost estimate, and the amount obligated: 
Provided further, That not later than 10 days 
after the last day of each month until the mis- 
sion assignment or task order is completed and 
closed out, the Administrator shall update any 
changes to the total cost estimate and the 
amount obligated: Provided further, That for a 
disaster declaration related to Hurricane Sandy, 
the Administrator shall submit to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate, not later than 5 
days after the first day of each month beginning 
after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
shall publish on the Agency’s website not later 
than 10 days after the first day of each such 
month, an estimate or actual amount, if avail- 
able, for the current fiscal year of the cost of the 
following categories of spending: public assist- 
ance, individual assistance, operations, mitiga- 
tion, administrative, and any other relevant cat- 
egory (including emergency measures and dis- 
aster resources): Provided further, That not 
later than 10 days after the first day of each 
month beginning after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Administrator shall publish on the 
Agency’s website the report (referred to as the 
Disaster Relief Monthly Report) as required by 
Public Law 112-74. 
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, ACQUISITION, AND 
OPERATIONS 

For an additional amount for “Research, De- 
velopment, Acquisition, and Operations’’, for 
necessary expenses related to the consequences 
of Hurricane Sandy, $585,000, to remain avail- 
able until September 30, 2013: Provided, That 
such amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursuant to 
section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

DOMESTIC NUCLEAR DETECTION OFFICE 
SYSTEMS ACQUISITION 

For an additional amount for “Systems Acqui- 
sition”, for necessary expenses related to the 
consequences of Hurricane Sandy, $3,869,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2014: Pro- 
vided, That such amount is designated by the 
Congress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 

GENERAL PROVISION—THIS TITLE 

SEC. 401. Funds made available by Public Law 
109-88 for carrying out activities authorized 
under section 417 of the Robert T. Stafford Dis- 
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5184) may be used until expended to pro- 
vide assistance under section 417 of that Act to 
local governments in areas eligible to receive 
such assistance pursuant to a major disaster 
declaration by the President for Hurricane 
Sandy. 

TITLE V 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
CONSTRUCTION 


For an additional amount for “Construction”? 
for necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $49,875,000, to re- 
main available until expended: Provided, That 
such amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursuant to 
section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
CONSTRUCTION 


For an additional amount for “Construction”? 
for necessary expenses related to the con- 
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sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $234,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
such amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursuant to 
section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
BUREAU OF SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
ENFORCEMENT 


OIL SPILL RESEARCH 


For an additional amount for “Oil Spill Re- 
search” for necessary expenses related to the 
consequences of Hurricane Sandy, $3,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
such amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursuant to 
section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

TITLE VI 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


PUBLIC HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES EMERGENCY 
FUND 


(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for “Public Health 
and Social Services Emergency Fund’’ for dis- 
aster response and recovery, and other expenses 
directly related to Hurricane Sandy, including 
making payments under the Head Start Act and 
additional payments for distribution as provided 
for under the ‘‘Social Services Block Grant Pro- 
gram’’, $100,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2014: Provided, That not less than 
$25,000,000 shall be transferred to ‘‘Children and 
Families Services Programs” for the Head Start 
program for the purposes provided herein: Pro- 
vided further, That not less than $25,000,000 
shall be transferred to “Social Services Block 
Grant” for the purposes provided herein: Pro- 
vided further, That not less than $2,000,000 shall 
be transferred to the Department of Health and 
Human Services (“HHS”) “Office of Inspector 
General” to perform oversight, accountability, 
and evaluation of programs, projects, or activi- 
ties supported with the funds provided for the 
purposes provided herein: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the distribution of any amount shall be 
limited to the States of New York and New Jer- 
sey, except that funds provided to ‘‘Substance 
Abuse and Mental Health Services Administra- 
tion’’ may be distributed to other States, but 
only if such funds are for grants, contracts, and 
cooperative agreements for behavioral health 
treatment, crisis counseling, and other related 
helplines, and for other similar programs to pro- 
vide support to dislocated residents of New York 
and New Jersey: Provided further, That none of 
the funds appropriated in this paragraph shall 
be included in the calculation of the ‘‘base 
grant” in subsequent fiscal years, as such term 
is defined in sections 640(a)(7)(A), 641 A(h)(1)(B), 
or 644(d)(3) of the Head Start Act: Provided fur- 
ther, That funds appropriated in this paragraph 
are not subject to the allocation requirements of 
section 640(a) of the Head Start Act: Provided 
further, That funds appropriated in this para- 
graph are in addition to the entitlement grants 
authorized by section 2002(a)(1) of the Social Se- 
curity Act and shall not be available for such 
entitlement grants: Provided further, That 
funds appropriated in this paragraph may be 
transferred by the Secretary of HHS (‘‘Sec- 
retary”) to accounts within HHS, and shall be 
available only for the purposes provided in this 
paragraph: Provided further, That the transfer 
authority provided in this paragraph is in addi- 
tion to any other transfer authority available in 
this or any other Act for fiscal year 2013: Pro- 
vided further, That 15 days prior to the transfer 
of funds appropriated in this paragraph, the 
Secretary shall notify the Committees on Appro- 
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priations of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate of any such transfer and the planned 
uses of the funds: Provided further, That obliga- 
tions incurred for the purposes provided herein 
prior to the date of enactment of this Act may 
be charged to funds appropriated by this para- 
graph: Provided further, That funds appro- 
priated in this paragraph and transferred to the 
National Institutes of Health for the purpose of 
supporting the repair or rebuilding of non-Fed- 
eral biomedical or behavioral research facilities 
damaged as a result of Hurricane Sandy shall be 
used to award grants or contracts for such pur- 
pose under section 404I of the Public Health 
Service Act: Provided further, That section 
481A(c)(2) of such Act does not apply to the use 
of funds described in the preceding proviso: Pro- 
vided further, That funds appropriated in this 
paragraph shall not be available for costs that 
are reimbursed by the Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency, under a contract for insur- 
ance, or by self-insurance: Provided further, 
That such amounts are designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 


RELATED AGENCIES 
SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Limitation on 
Administrative Expenses’’, $2,000,000, for ex- 
penses directly related to Hurricane Sandy, 
which shall be derived from the unobligated bal- 
ances that remain available under such heading 
for the Social Security Administration for infor- 
mation technology and telecommunications 
hardware and software infrastructure: Pro- 
vided, That such amounts are designated by the 
Congress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 


TITLE VII 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY NATIONAL 
GUARD 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Military Con- 
struction, Army National Guard” for necessary 
expenses related to the consequences of Hurri- 
cane Sandy, $24,235,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2017: Provided, That none of 
the funds made available to the Army National 
Guard for recovery efforts related to Hurricane 
Sandy in this Act shall be available for obliga- 
tion until the Committees on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate re- 
ceive form 1391 for each specific request: Pro- 
vided further, That notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, such funds may be obligated to 
carry out military construction projects not oth- 
erwise authorized by law: Provided further, 
That such amount is designated by the Congress 
as being for an emergency requirement pursuant 
to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 
VETERANS HEALTH ADMINISTRATION 
MEDICAL SERVICES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Medical Serv- 
ices” for necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $21,000,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2014: Pro- 
vided, That such amount is designated by the 
Congress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 
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MEDICAL FACILITIES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Medical Fa- 
cilities” for necessary expenses related to the 
consequences of Hurricane Sandy, $6,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2014: Pro- 
vided, That such amount is designated by the 
Congress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY ADMINISTRATION 


For an additional amount for “National Cem- 
etery Administration” for necessary expenses re- 
lated to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$1,100,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an emer- 
gency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Information 
Technology Systems” for necessary expenses re- 
lated to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$531,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an emer- 
gency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


CONSTRUCTION, MAJOR PROJECTS 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Construction, 
Major Projects’’, $207,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until September 30, 2017, for renovations 
and repairs as a consequence of damage caused 
by Hurricane Sandy: Provided, That none of 
these funds shall be available for obligation 
until the Secretary of Veterans Affairs submits 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate a de- 
tailed expenditure plan for funds provided 
under this heading: Provided further, That not- 
withstanding any other provision of law, such 
funds may be obligated and expended to carry 
out planning and design and major medical fa- 
cility construction not otherwise authorized by 
law: Provided further, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an emer- 
gency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


TITLE VIII 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Facilities and 
Equipment’’, $14,600,000, to be derived from the 
Airport and Airway Trust Fund and to remain 
available until September 30, 2013, for necessary 
expenses related to the consequences of Hurri- 
cane Sandy: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an emer- 
gency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 


OPERATING SUBSIDY GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL 
RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 


For an additional amount for ‘Operating 
Subsidy Grants to the National Railroad Pas- 
senger Corporation” for the Secretary of Trans- 
portation to make grants to the National Rail- 
road Passenger Corporation for necessary ex- 
penses related to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy, $32,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an emer- 
gency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
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FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 


PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION EMERGENCY RELIEF 
PROGRAM 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For the “Public Transportation Emergency 
Relief Program’’ as authorized under section 
5324 of title 49, United States Code, 
$5,400,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, for transit systems affected by Hurri- 
cane Sandy: Provided, That not more than 
$2,000,000,000 shall be made available not later 
than 60 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act: Provided further, That the remainder of the 
funds shall be made available only after the 
Federal Transit Administration and the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency sign the memo- 
randum of agreement required by section 
20017(b) of the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 
21st Century Act (Public Law 112-141) and the 
Federal Transit Administration publishes in- 
terim regulations for the Public Transportation 
Emergency Relief Program: Provided further, 
That not more than three-quarters of 1 percent 
of the funds for public transportation emergency 
relief shall be available for administrative ex- 
penses and ongoing program management over- 
sight as authorized under 49 U.S.C. 5334 and 
53838(i)(2) and shall be in addition to any other 
appropriations for such purpose: Provided fur- 
ther, That of the funds made available under 
this heading, $3,000,000 shall be transferred to 
the Office of Inspector General to support the 
oversight of activities under this heading: Pro- 
vided further, That such amounts are des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an emer- 
gency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 


COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for “Community 
Development Fund’’, $3,850,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017, for necessary 
expenses related to disaster relief, long-term re- 
covery, restoration of infrastructure and hous- 
ing, and economic revitalization in the most im- 
pacted and distressed areas resulting from a 
major disaster declared pursuant to the Robert 
T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) due to Hur- 
ricane Sandy, for activities authorized under 
title I of the Housing and Community Develop- 
ment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Pro- 
vided, That funds shall be allocated directly to 
States and units of general local government at 
the discretion of the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development: Provided further, That 
within 60 days after the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall allocate to grantees all funds 
provided under this heading based on the best 
available data: Provided further, That as a con- 
dition of eligibility for receipt of such funds, a 
grantee shall submit a plan to the Secretary de- 
tailing the proposed use of all funds, including 
criteria for eligibility and how the use of such 
funds will address long-term recovery, restora- 
tion of infrastructure and housing, and eco- 
nomic revitalization in the most impacted and 
distressed areas: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary shall, by notice issued within 45 days of 
enactment of this Act, specify criteria for ap- 
proval of plans, and, if the Secretary determines 
that a plan does not meet such criteria, the Sec- 
retary shall disapprove the plan: Provided fur- 
ther, That as a condition of making any grant, 
the Secretary shall certify in advance that such 
grantee has in place proficient financial con- 
trols and procurement processes and has estab- 
lished adequate procedures to prevent any du- 
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plication of benefits as defined by section 312 of 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5155), to ensure 
timely expenditure of funds, to maintain com- 
prehensive websites regarding all disaster recov- 
ery activities assisted with these funds, and to 
detect and prevent waste, fraud, and abuse of 
funds: Provided further, That funds provided 
under this heading may not be used for activi- 
ties reimbursable by or for which funds are 
made available by the Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency or the Army Corps of Engi- 
neers: Provided further, That funds allocated 
under this heading shall not be considered rel- 
evant to the non-disaster formula allocations 
made pursuant to section 106 of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5306): Provided further, That a grantee 
may use up to 5 percent of its overall allocation 
for administrative costs: Provided further, That 
a grantee shall administer grant funds provided 
under this heading in accordance with all appli- 
cable laws and regulations and may not dele- 
gate, by contract or otherwise, the responsibility 
for administering such grant funds: Provided 
further, That the Secretary shall provide grant- 
ees with technical assistance on contracting and 
procurement processes and shall require grant- 
ees, in contracting or procuring these funds, to 
incorporate performance requirements and pen- 
alties into any such contracts or agreements: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall re- 
quire grantees to maintain on a public website 
information accounting for how all grant funds 
are used, including details of all contracts and 
ongoing procurement processes: Provided fur- 
ther, That, in administering the funds under 
this heading, the Secretary may waive, or speci- 
fy alternative requirements for, any provision of 
any statute or regulation that the Secretary ad- 
ministers in connection with the obligation by 
the Secretary or the use of these funds by a 
grantee (except for requirements related to fair 
housing, nondiscrimination, labor standards, 
and the environment) upon a request by a 
grantee explaining why such waiver is required 
to facilitate the use of such funds and pursuant 
to a determination by the Secretary that good 
cause exists for the waiver or alternative re- 
quirement and that such action is not incon- 
sistent with the overall purposes of title I of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974 (42 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.) or this heading: Pro- 
vided further, That, notwithstanding the pre- 
ceding proviso, recipients of funds provided 
under this heading that use such funds to sup- 
plement Federal assistance provided under sec- 
tions 402, 403, 404, 406, 407, or 502 of the Robert 
T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) may adopt, 
without review or public comment, any environ- 
mental review, approval, or permit performed by 
a Federal agency, and such adoption shall sat- 
isfy the responsibilities of the recipient with re- 
spect to such environmental review, approval or 
permit under section 104(g)(1) of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5304(g)(1)): Provided further, That, not- 
withstanding section 104(g)(2) of such Act (42 
U.S.C. 5304(g)(2)), the Secretary may, upon re- 
ceipt of a request for release of funds and cer- 
tification, immediately approve the release of 
funds for an activity or project assisted under 
this heading if the recipient has adopted an en- 
vironmental review, approval or permit under 
the preceding proviso or the activity or project is 
categorically excluded from review under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.): Provided further, That a 
waiver granted by the Secretary may not reduce 
the percentage of funds that must be used for 
activities that benefit persons of low and mod- 
erate income to less than 50 percent, unless the 
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Secretary specifically finds that there is compel- 
ling need to further reduce the percentage re- 
quirement: Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall publish in the Federal Register any waiver 
or alternative requirement made by the Sec- 
retary with respect to any statute or regulation 
no later than 5 days before the effective date of 
such waiver or alternative requirement: Pro- 
vided further, That, of the funds made available 
under this heading, up to $4,000,000 may be 
transferred to Program Office Salaries and Ex- 
penses, Community Planning and Development 
for necessary costs, including information tech- 
nology costs, of administering and overseeing 
funds made available under this heading: Pro- 
vided further, That, of the funds made available 
under this heading, $4,000,000 shall be trans- 
ferred to Office of the Inspector General for nec- 
essary costs of overseeing and auditing funds 
made available under this heading: Provided 
further, That funds provided under this heading 
are designated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—DEPARTMENT OF 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


SEC. 801. For fiscal year 2013, upon request by 
a public housing agency and supported by docu- 
mentation as required by the Secretary of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development that demonstrates 
that the need for the adjustment is due to the 
disaster, the Secretary may make temporary ad- 
justments to the Section 8 housing choice vouch- 
er annual renewal funding allocations and ad- 
ministrative fee eligibility determinations for 
public housing agencies in an area for which 
the President declared a disaster under title IV 
of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170 et 
seq.), to avoid significant adverse funding im- 
pacts that would otherwise result from the dis- 
aster. 

TITLE IX 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS ACT 


SEC. 901. Each amount appropriated or made 
available in this Act is in addition to amounts 
otherwise appropriated for the fiscal year in- 
volved. 

SEC. 902. Each amount designated in this Act 
by the Congress as being for an emergency re- 
quirement pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 shall be available only if the 
President subsequently so designates all such 
amounts and transmits such designations to the 
Congress. 

SEC. 903. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall remain available for ob- 
ligation beyond the current fiscal year unless 
expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 904. (a)(1) Not later than March 31, 2013, 
in accordance with criteria to be established by 
the Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget (referred to in this section as ‘‘OMB’’), 
each Federal agency shall submit to OMB, the 
Government Accountability Office, the respec- 
tive Inspector General of each agency, and the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate internal control 
plans for funds provided by this Act. 

(2) Not later than June 30, 2013, the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office shall review for the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate the design of the 
internal control plans required by paragraph 
(1). 
(b) All programs and activities receiving funds 
under this Act shall be deemed to be ‘‘suscep- 
tible to significant improper payments” for pur- 
poses of the Improper Payments Information Act 
of 2002 (31 U.S.C. 3321 note), notwithstanding 
section 2(a) of such Act. 
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(c) Funds for grants provided by this Act shall 
be expended by the grantees within the 24- 
month period following the agency’s obligation 
of funds for the grant, unless, in accordance 
with guidance to be issued by the Director of 
OMB, the Director waives this requirement for a 
particular grant program and submits a written 
justification for such waiver to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate. In the case of such grants, 
the agency shall include a term in the grant 
that requires the grantee to return to the agency 
any funds not expended within the 24-month 
period. 

(d) Through September 30, 2015, the Recovery 
Accountability and Transparency Board shail 
develop and use information technology re- 
sources and oversight mechanisms to detect and 
remediate waste, fraud, and abuse in the obliga- 
tion and expenditure of funds appropriated in 
this or any other Act for any fiscal year of such 
period for purposes related to the impact of Hur- 
ricane Sandy: Provided, That the Board shail 
coordinate its oversight efforts with the Director 
of OMB, the head of each Federal agency re- 
ceiving appropriations related to the impact of 
Hurricane Sandy, and the respective Inspector 
General of each such agency: Provided further, 
That the Board shall submit quarterly reports to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate on its activi- 
ties related to funds appropriated for the impact 
of Hurricane Sandy. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Disaster Relief 
Appropriations Act, 2013”. 

The CHAIR. No amendment to that 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute shall be in order except the 
amendment printed in part B of House 
Report 113-1. After disposition of that 
amendment, the Chair shall put the 
question on the amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute. 

If the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute printed in part A of House 
Report 113-1 accompanying House Res- 
olution 23 is not adopted, the Com- 
mittee shall rise and report that it has 
come to no resolution on the bill. 

If the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute is adopted, the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute shall be 
considered as the original bill for the 
purpose of further amendment. 

No further amendment shall be in 
order except the amendments printed 
in part C of House Report 113-1. 

At the conclusion of consideration of 
the amendments printed in part C of 
House Report 113-1, the Committee 
shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. Any Member may 
demand a separate vote in the House 
on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill, to 
the amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute printed in part A of House Re- 
port 113-1, or to amendment No. 1 
printed in part C of House Report 113- 
1. 

Each amendment printed in part B 
and part C of House Report 113-1 may 
be offered only in the order printed in 
the report, may be offered only by a 
Member designated in the report, shall 
be considered as read, shall be debat- 
able for the time specified in the report 
equally divided and controlled by the 
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proponent and an opponent, shall not 
be subject to amendment (except as 
specified in House Report 113-1), and 
shall not be subject to a demand for di- 
vision of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. MULVANEY 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con- 
sider amendment No. 1 printed in part 
B of House Report 113-1. 

Mr. MULVANEY. Madam Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

After section 904 (but before the short 
title), insert the following new section: 

SEC. 905. (a) There is hereby rescinded an 
amount equal to 1.63 percent of— 

(1) the budget authority provided (or obli- 
gation limitation imposed) for fiscal year 
2013 for any discretionary account in any fis- 
cal year 2013 appropriation Act; 

(2) the budget authority provided in any 
advance appropriation for fiscal year 2013 for 
any discretionary account in any prior fiscal 
year appropriation Act; and 

(3) the contract authority provided in fis- 
cal year 2013 for any program that is subject 
to a limitation contained in any fiscal year 
2013 appropriation Act for any discretionary 
account. 

(b) Any rescission made by subsection (a) 
shall be applied proportionately— 

(1) to each discretionary account and each 
item of budget authority described in such 
subsection; and 

(2) within each such account and item, to 
each program, project, and activity (with 
programs, projects, and activities as delin- 
eated in the appropriation Act or accom- 
panying reports for the relevant fiscal year 
covering such account or item, or for ac- 
counts and items not included in appropria- 
tion Acts, as delineated in the most recently 
submitted President’s budget). 

(c) In the case of any fiscal year 2013 appro- 
priation Act enacted after the date of enact- 
ment of this section, any rescission required 
by subsection (a) shall take effect imme- 
diately after the enactment of such Act. 

(d) Within 30 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this section (or, if later, 30 days 
after the enactment of any fiscal year 2013 
appropriation Act), the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget shall submit to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate a 
report specifying the account and amount of 
each rescission made pursuant to subsection 
(a). 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 23, the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. MULVANEY) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. MULVANEY. Thank you for the 
opportunity to the chairman and the 
ranking member. 

I want to make it very clear what 
this amendment is and what this 
amendment is not. 

This amendment is not about delay. 
This amendment is not about offering a 
poison pill to the underlying bill. This 
amendment is not about preventing 
money from going where it is very des- 
perately needed. I want that to happen. 
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I want these folks who need this money 
to get it. 

I live in an area that is hurricane- 
prone. I have lived through hurricanes 
myself. I have lived through floods my- 
self. I have waded through chest-high 
water full of snakes and human waste 
to get into my own business. I’ve been 
able to take advantage of and to use, to 
rebuild a small business, a small busi- 
ness disaster loan. I want the money to 
go where it needs to go. 

I’m here for one reason and one rea- 
son only today, Madam Chair, and that 
is to talk about how we can pay for it. 
That’s it. 

There was a time when we didn’t 
have to have this conversation. There 
was a time back during Hurricane 
Hugo in the late 1980s where we didn’t 
have to talk about how to pay for dis- 
aster assistance because the deficit was 
only $3 trillion. But we’ve so badly 
mismanaged our money after that, 
that by the time we got to Hurricane 
Katrina in 2005, that we actually did 
start talking about offsetting and pay- 
ing for disaster relief and paid for and 
offset about 40 percent of it. 

But we didn’t learn. We didn’t learn 
from those mistakes, and we’ve contin- 
ued to mismanage our money and to 
run up our deficit to such a point now 
where it’s $16 trillion today, and it is 
incumbent upon us to have the discus- 
sion about whether or not we have the 
money to do this and whether or not 
it’s important enough to us to pay for 
it. 

I wish very much that we weren’t 
here today, I wish very much that we 
could pass this and easily borrow the 
money without any questions whatso- 
ever, but we’ve wasted that oppor- 
tunity. We’ve mismanaged our own fi- 
nances to the point where we are now 
no longer capable of taking care of our 
own. 

Think about that for a second. In the 
United States of America, we do not 
have enough money to take care of our 
own citizens who need it. There’s no 
rainy day fund. There’s no savings. 
What ability we had to borrow money 
we blew through several years ago with 
trillion dollar deficits. We don’t have 
enough money saved up to take care of 
our own people, and that’s wrong. It’s 
absolutely wrong. 

It is important to me that this 
money goes to the folks who need it 
very badly. It’s so important to me 
that I think we should pay for it. I 
think we should be willing, as a body, 
to come together and say, Look, there 
are things that we do not need this 
year, things that we can do without 
this year so that the people in New 
York and New Jersey and Connecticut 
and the other States who so badly need 
the money can have it, without us hav- 
ing to go hat-in-hand to other nations 
of this world and say, Would you please 
lend us money so that we can take care 
of our folks who need it so badly? 
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I hope the amendment passes. I hope 
the amendment passes so that I can 
vote for the bill. I want this money to 
go where it is so desperately needed. 
But the time has come and gone in this 
Nation when we can walk in here one 
day and spend $9 billion or $17 billion 
or $60 billion and not think about who’s 
paying for it. 

This is important money. It’s impor- 
tant to you, it’s important to me, and 
it’s important to everyone in here. But 
it’s important enough for us to pay for 
it ourselves. For that reason, I encour- 
age passage of this amendment and 
passage ultimately of the underlying 
bill. 

With that, I would yield 1% minutes 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK). 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Chair- 
man, it seems we’ve lost the battle 
over all of the non-emergency, non- 
Sandy spending in this measure. The 
question before us now is whether 
we’re going to spend $17 billion in this 
bill—$50 billion when it’s amended— 
without even pretending that we can 
pay for it. 

The gentleman from South Carolina’s 
amendment proposes that we actually 
recognize that our government is fac- 
ing a fiscal crisis of unprecedented di- 
mensions and at least pay for the $17 
billion in the Rogers bill. 

I don’t like across-the-board cuts, 
which treat our highest priorities the 
same as our lowest priorities; but the 
Rules Committee disallowed the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina’s specific 
offsets like repealing remaining TARP 
funds and ending bonuses to Federal 
employees who take transit to work. 
And the fact is if Members believe that 
a 1.6 percent cut to discretionary 
spending is draconian, they should be 
just as leery of a 1.6 percent increase in 
spending to pay for non-emergency, 
non-Sandy-related programs in the 
Rogers bill. 

In the last 10 years, inflation and 
population have grown 39 percent, our 
revenues have grown 37 percent, but 
our spending has grown 64 percent. In 
light of that, a 1.6 percent cut to pay 
for this bill, which we are assured is 
our highest priority, seems like a very 
modest measure. 

Mr. MULVANEY. Madam Chair, I 
would like to yield 45 seconds to the 
gentlelady from Wyoming (Mrs. LUM- 
MIS). 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Madam Chairman, 
without question, the victims of Sandy 
deserve relief. They deserve it, and we 
should give it to them in a way that we 
can afford. If we can’t do a 1.6 percent 
reduction in spending, how are we 
going to deal with a $16 trillion debt? 

My own State of Wyoming is cutting 
spending 612 percent across the board 
right now to balance the budget be- 
cause revenues didn’t materialize that 
have materialized in the past. And it’s 
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very doable. We in this House cut our 
own budgets 11.4 percent in the period 
of 2 years. This House has not missed a 
beat. Not a single Member was hurt by 
that. A 1.6 percent reduction in Federal 
spending to pay for these victims’ ben- 
efits that deserve this money is the 
right thing to do. 

I rise in support of the Mulvaney 
amendment. 

Mr. MULVANEY. Madam Chair, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi- 
tion. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chair, I yield myself 3 minutes. 

Our people in the Northeast are fac- 
ing a struggle of historic proportions. 
Many have seen their homes, their live- 
lihoods, and their communities deci- 
mated beyond belief. It is the Federal 
responsibility—and in fact our respon- 
sibility as human beings—to help those 
victims in this unexpected catastrophe. 

In doing so, we must expend some 
Federal dollars. I don’t take spending 
this money lightly. Our country faces a 
deficit crisis, as the gentleman from 
South Carolina has said, a deficit crisis 
of huge proportions, with an economy 
that’s fighting to recover; and any ex- 
penditure must be weighed against all 
other needs facing our Nation. 

Now, I don’t take a back seat to any- 
one when it comes to cutting spending. 
Since I’ve chaired this committee the 
last 2 years, we’ve cut $100 billion off of 
discretionary spending, 2 years in a 
row, going on a third. That’s not hap- 
pened since World War II. So I know 
whereof I speak. 

In this case, Madam Chair, the needs 
are very desperately clear. We must 
provide this emergency funding, as we 
are allowed by law, without the dev- 
astating slash-and-burn cuts elsewhere 
that this amendment would cause. The 
amendment before us would slash near- 
ly $20 billion from discretionary spend- 
ing this year alone, totally indiscrimi- 
nate, unspecific, cutting the good and 
the bad, completely abdicating the re- 
sponsibility of Congress to determine 
where spending should or should not 
occur. 

To put this in perspective, this 
amendment contains a cut to regular 
discretionary spending that is about 
the size of the entire agriculture dis- 
cretionary budget for the year. It is 
about the equivalent of eliminating all 
discretionary funding for the Depart- 
ment of Transportation or the full an- 
nual budgets of the Coast Guard and 
Customs and Border Patrol combined. 

As written, this amendment is an 
across-the-board cut that holds no pro- 
gram safe from harm. Defense spend- 
ing, which is already facing potentially 
devastating sequestration cuts, is cut 
by another $10 billion. It would cut war 
funding by $1.6 billion, directly affect- 
ing our troops who are putting their 
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lives on the line in Afghanistan and 
other areas of conflict. 

This amendment also cuts funding 
for our veterans by $200 million, poten- 
tially endangering the quality of their 
care and making a statement that Con- 
gress is willing to go back on commit- 
ments to our vets. And the list of other 
unwise cuts and side effects go on. 

Finally, this amendment goes 
against the precedent of previous emer- 
gency supplementals, which did not 
contain these extreme offsets. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I yield 
myself an additional 30 seconds. 

I believe we can and should attempt 
to budget for disasters, as we did under 
the BCA. There are times when a dis- 
aster simply goes beyond our ability to 
offset. Hurricane Sandy is one of those 
times. 

I urge a defeat of the amendment. 

I now yield 1 minute to the gentle- 
lady from New York (Mrs. LOWEY). 

Mrs. LOWEY. I rise in strong opposi- 
tion to the Mulvaney amendment. It 
would make indiscriminate across-the- 
board cuts, it would create a $2.1 bil- 
lion shortfall in military pay, take $529 
million from military health care and 
$1.4 billion support for our troops in Af- 
ghanistan. Even before the Mulvaney 
amendment, the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
say we are on the brink of creating a 
hollow force. 

It would also cut care for wounded 
warriors after they come home, reduc- 
ing veterans’ medical services by more 
than $800 million. And here at home 
the amendment would eliminate $650 
million in funds to repair, rebuild, and 
expand highways and bridges. It would 
cut more than 139,000 low-income preg- 
nant women, infants and young chil- 
dren from the WIC program. 

It would take $500 million from the 
National Institutes of Health for re- 
search and cures for diseases like can- 
cer, diabetes, and Alzheimer’s. 

On many occasions, Democrats and 
Republicans came together to meet 
these urgent needs caused by major 
disasters in all parts of the Nation. We 
didn’t say we must first cut support for 
armed forces and veterans and reduce 
investments in research. Let’s not do 
that now. 

Mr. MULVANEY. In closing, Madam 
Chair, I would just say I don’t like 
across-the-board cuts any more than 
anybody else does. I offered other alter- 
natives. They were ruled out of order. 

But I would put it to my colleagues, 
just tell me what you’re willing to do 
without. Are we willing and able to do 
without anything so that these people 
can get this money this year? That’s 
the question that I want to debate. 
That’s what I’m looking for for my col- 
leagues across the aisle. Are there no 
savings, are there no reductions that 
we could put in place this year so these 
folks get this money? 


With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chair, I yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. VIS- 
CLOSKY). 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from In- 
diana is recognized for 30 seconds. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I appreciate the 
chairman yielding. I would simply con- 
clude by saying one of my colleagues 
mentioned that we have a crisis. We do 
have a crisis—a crisis of indecision in 
this Chamber. We are under a con- 
tinuing resolution. This committee is 
not allowed to complete its work. That 
creates inefficiencies at the Depart- 
ment of Defense, endangering our secu- 
rity. 

The chairman talked about the im- 
pact on across-the-board cuts and se- 
questration, and now we’re going to 
pile on with more cuts. The fact is the 
goal the gentleman is looking for is not 
going to happen, and I will simply give 
you one example. By stringing out ac- 
quisition and modernization, you in- 
crease the cost to the American tax- 
payer. I would ask my colleagues to op- 
pose this amendment. 
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The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. MULVANEY). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. MULVANEY. Madam Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, the Chair will reduce to 5 
minutes the minimum time for any 
electronic vote on the question of adop- 
tion of the amendment in the nature of 
a substitute printed in part A of House 
Report 113-1. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 162, noes 258, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 14] 


AYES—162 
Amash Chabot Garrett 
Amodei Chaffetz Gerlach 
Bachmann Coble Gibbs 
Barr Coffman Gingrey (GA) 
Barton Collins (GA) Gohmert 
Benishek Conaway Goodlatte 
Bentivolio Cooper Gosar 
Bilirakis Cotton Gowdy 
Bishop (UT) Cramer Granger 
Black Daines Graves (GA) 
Blackburn Denham Graves (MO) 
Boustany DeSantis Griffin (AR) 
Brady (TX) DesJarlais Griffith (VA) 
Bridenstine Duffy Hal 
Brooks (AL) Duncan (SC) Harper 
Brooks (IN) Duncan (TN) Harris 
Broun (GA) Ellmers Heck (NV) 
Buchanan Farenthold Hensarling 
Bucshon Fincher Holding 
Burgess Fleischmann Hudson 
Camp Fleming Huelskamp 
Campbell Flores Huizenga (MI) 
Cantor Foxx Hultgren 
Carney Franks (AZ) Hur 
Cassidy Gardner Issa 
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Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Massie 
Matheson 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 


Aderholt 
Alexander 
Andrews 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 

Bass 

Beatty 
Becerra 

Bera 

Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bonner 

Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 

Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Connolly 
Conyers 

Cook 
Courtney 
Crawford 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 

Dent 

Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 


Neugebauer 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radel 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schrader 


NOES—258 


Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 

Farr 

Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gibson 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 

Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 

Kind 

King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Kuster 

Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
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Schweikert 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 

Upton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 

Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (IN) 


Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
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Quigley Schneider Valadao 
Rahall Scott (VA) Van Hollen 
Rangel Scott, Austin Vargas 
Reed Scott, David Veasey 
Reichert Serrano Vela 
Renacci Sewell (AL) Velazquez 
Richmond Shea-Porter Visclosky 
Rigell Sherman Walorski 
Roby Shimkus Walz 
Rogers (AL) Shuster Wasserman’ 
Rogers (KY) Simpson Schultz 
Ros-Lehtinen Sinema Waters 
Roskam Sires Watt 
Roybal-Allard Slaughter 
Ruiz Smith (NJ) Waxman 
Runyan Smith (WA) Webster (FL) 
Ruppersberger Swalwell (CA) We Ich 
Rush Takano Whitfield 
Ryan (OH) Thompson (CA) Wilson (FL) 
Sanchez, Linda Thompson (MS) Wittman 
T. Tierney Wolf 
Sanchez, Loretta Titus Womack 
Sarbanes Tonko Yarmuth 
Schakowsky Tsongas Young (AK) 
Schiff Turner Young (FL) 
NOT VOTING—12 
Brown (FL) Emerson Napolitano 
Cleaver Jackson Lee Nunes 
Costa Kingston Schwartz 
Crenshaw Kirkpatrick Speier 
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Messrs. JEFFRIES, DENT, and CUL- 
BERSON changed their vote from 
“aye” to ie a La 

Mr. MILLER of Florida and Mr. 
DUFFY changed their vote from “no” 
to “aye.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Chair, on Tues- 
day, January 15, 2013, | was absent during 
rollcall vote No. 14 due to a death in my fam- 
ily. Had | been present, | would have voted 
“no” on the Mulvaney Amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR (Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN). The question is on the 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute printed in part A of House Re- 
port 113-1. 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chair, I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 327, noes 91, 
not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 15] 


is a 5- 


AYES—327 
Aderholt Blumenauer Capito 
Alexander Bonamici Capps 
Amodei Bonner Capuano 
Andrews Boustany Cardenas 
Bachus Brady (PA) Carney 
Barber Brady (TX) Carson (IN) 
Barletta Braley (IA) Carter 
Barrow Brooks (AL) Cartwright 
Barton Brooks (IN) Cassidy 
Bass Brownley (CA) Castor (FL) 
Beatty Buchanan Castro (TX) 
Becerra Bucshon Chu 
Bera Burgess Cicilline 
Bilirakis Bustos Clarke 
Bishop (GA) Butterfield Clay 
Bishop (NY) Calvert Clyburn 
Bishop (UT) Cantor Coble 


Coffman 
Cohen 

Cole 

Collins (NY) 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 

Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 

Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Holt 

Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Israel 

Issa 
Jeffries 


Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 


Pitts 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
Ti 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 
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NOES—91 
Amash Graves (MO) Posey 
Bachmann Hensarling Price (GA) 
Barr Hudson Radel 
Benishek Huelskamp Ribble 
Bentivolio Huizenga (MI) Rogers (MI) 
Black Hultgren Rohrabacher 
Blackburn Hurt Rokita 
Bridenstine Johnson (OH) Ross 
Broun (GA) Jordan 
í Rothfus 
Camp King (IA) 
Royce 
Campbell Lamborn R WI 
Chabot Latta yan (WI) 
Chaffetz Luetkemeyer Salmon 
Collins (GA) Lummis Schweikert 
Conaway Marchant Scott, Austin 
Cotton Massie Sensenbrenner 
Daines McClintock Smith (TX) 
DeSantis McHenry Stewart 
DesJarlais Meadows Stutzman 
Duncan (SC) Messer Upton 
Duncan (TN) Miller (FL) Wagner 
Fincher Miller (MI) Walberg 
Fleming Mullin Walorski 
Flores Mulvaney Weber (TX) 
Foxx Neugebauer Wenstrup 
Franks (AZ) Pearce Westmoreland 
Gingrey (GA) Perry sists 
; Williams 
Gohmert Petri y 
3 Wilson (SC) 
Goodlatte Pittenger Woodall 
Gosar Poe (TX) Be a 
Gowdy Pompeo Ono: 
NOT VOTING—14 
Brown (FL) Emerson Nunes 
Cleaver Jackson Lee Rice (SC) 
Cook Kingston Schwartz 
Costa Kirkpatrick Speier 
Crenshaw Napolitano 
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Mr. LONG changed his vote from 
“no”? to “aye.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Chair, on Tues- 
day, January 15, 2013, | was absent during 
rollcall vote No. 15 due to a death in my fam- 
ily. Had | been present, | would have voted 
“yea” on the Rogers Amendment. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 
FRELINGHUYSEN 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
part C of House Report 113-1. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

TITLE X 
ADDITIONAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
CHAPTER 1 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
EMERGENCY CONSERVATION ACTIVITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount, to remain avail- 
able until expended, for the Emergency Con- 
servation Program under title IV of the Ag- 
riculture Credit Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2201 et 
seq.) for necessary expenses related to the 
consequences of Hurricane Sandy and result- 
ing from a major disaster declared pursuant 
to the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et 
seq.), $218,000,000, of which $15,000,000 shall be 
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available for payments under sections 401 
and 402 of the Agriculture Credit Act of 1978 
(16 U.S.C. 2201, 2202), $180,000,000 shall be 
available for activities under section 403 of 
such Act (Emergency Watershed Protection 
Program; 16 U.S.C. 2203), and $23,000,000 shall 
be available for activities under section 407 
of such Act (Emergency Forest Restoration 
Program; 16 U.S.C. 2206): Provided, That the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall transfer these 
funds to the Farm Service Agency and the 
Natural Resources Conservation Service: 
Provided further, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
GENERAL PROVISION—THIS CHAPTER 


SEC. 1011. The Office of Inspector General 
of the Department of Agriculture shall use 
unobligated disaster assistance oversight 
funds provided to such office in division B of 
Public Law 110-329 (122 Stat. 3585) for contin- 
ued oversight of Department of Agriculture 
disaster- and emergency-related activities. 

CHAPTER 2 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS, RESEARCH, AND FACILITIES 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operations, 
Research, and Facilities”, $290,000,000 to re- 
main available until September 30, 2014, as 
follows: 

(1) $50,000,000 for mapping, charting, geod- 
esy services and marine debris surveys for 
coastal States impacted by Hurricane Sandy; 

(2) $7,000,000 to repair and replace ocean ob- 
serving and coastal monitoring assets dam- 
aged by Hurricane Sandy; 

(3) $3,000,000 to provide technical assistance 
to support State assessments of coastal im- 
pacts of Hurricane Sandy; 

(4) $150,000,000 for Regional Ocean Partner- 
ship grants to coastal States impacted by 
Hurricane Sandy; 

(5) $25,000,000 to improve weather fore- 
casting and hurricane intensity forecasting 
capabilities, to include data assimilation 
from ocean observing platforms and sat- 
ellites; 

(6) $50,000,000 for laboratories and coopera- 
tive institutes research activities associated 
with sustained observations weather re- 
search programs, and ocean and coastal re- 
search; and 

(7) $5,000,000 for necessary expenses related 
to fishery disasters resulting from impacts of 
Hurricane Sandy, and as declared by the Sec- 
retary of Commerce in calendar year 2012: 
Provided, That the National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration shall submit a 
spending plan to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate within 45 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act: Provided further, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 

PROCUREMENT, ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Procure- 
ment, Acquisition and Construction”, 
$186,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, as follows: 

(1) $9,000,000 to repair National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) facili- 
ties damaged by Hurricane Sandy; 

(2) $44,500,000 for repairs and upgrades to 
NOAA hurricane reconnaissance aircraft; 

(3) $8,500,000 for improvements to weather 
forecasting equipment and supercomputer 
infrastructure; 
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(4) $13,000,000 to accelerate the National 
Weather Service ground readiness project; 
and 

(5) $111,000,000 for a weather satellite data 
mitigation gap reserve fund: 

Provided, That NOAA shall submit a spend- 
ing plan to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate within 45 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act: Provided further, That 
such amount is designated by the Congress 
as being for an emergency requirement pur- 
suant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$10,020,000: Provided, That such amount is 
designated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$1,000,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)\(2XA)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS AND 

EXPLOSIVES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$230,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

FEDERAL PRISON SYSTEM 
BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Buildings 
and Facilities” for necessary expenses re- 
lated to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy, $10,000,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

SCIENCE 
NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 
CONSTRUCTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
COMPLIANCE AND RESTORATION 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Construc- 
tion and Environmental Compliance and 
Restoration” for repair at National Aero- 
nautics and Space Administration facilities 
damaged by Hurricane Sandy, $15,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2014: 
Provided, That such amount is designated by 
the Congress as being for an emergency re- 
quirement pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def- 
icit Control Act of 1985. 

RELATED AGENCIES 
LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 
PAYMENT TO THE LEGAL SERVICES 
CORPORATION 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Payment to 
the Legal Services Corporation” to carry out 
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the purposes of the Legal Services Corpora- 
tion Act by providing for necessary expenses 
related to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy, $1,000,000: Provided, That the amount 
made available under this heading shall be 
used only to provide the mobile resources, 
technology, and disaster coordinators nec- 
essary to provide storm-related services to 
the Legal Services Corporation client popu- 
lation and only in the areas significantly af- 
fected by Hurricane Sandy: Provided further, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985: Provided further, That none of the 
funds appropriated in this Act to the Legal 
Services Corporation shall be expended for 
any purpose prohibited or limited by, or con- 
trary to any of the provisions of, sections 
501, 502, 508, 504, 505, and 506 of Public Law 
105-119, and all funds appropriated in this 
Act to the Legal Services Corporation shall 
be subject to the same terms and conditions 
set forth in such sections, except that all ref- 
erences in sections 502 and 503 to 1997 and 
1998 shall be deemed to refer instead to 2012 
and 2013, respectively, and except that sec- 
tions 501 and 503 of Public Law 104-134 (ref- 
erenced by Public Law 105-119) shall not 
apply to the amount made available under 
this heading: Provided further, That, for the 
purposes of this Act, the Legal Services Cor- 
poration shall be considered an agency of the 
United States Government. 


CHAPTER 3 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—MILITARY 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Army”, $5,370,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2013, for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 


OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Navy’’, $40,015,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2018, for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 


OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Air Force’’, $8,500,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 20138, for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 


OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY 
NATIONAL GUARD 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Army National Guard’’, 
$3,165,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2013, for necessary expenses re- 
lated to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
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emergency requirement pursuant to section 

251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 

Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR NATIONAL 
GUARD 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Air National Guard’’, 
$5,775,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2013, for necessary expenses re- 
lated to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

PROCUREMENT 
PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Procure- 
ment of Ammunition, Army”, $1,310,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2015, for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 

REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS 

DEFENSE WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Defense 
Working Capital Funds’’, $24,200,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2018, for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 

CHAPTER 4 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL 
INVESTIGATIONS 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Investiga- 
tions” for necessary expenses related to the 
consequences of Hurricane Sandy, $50,000,000, 
to remain available until expended to expe- 
dite at full Federal expense studies of flood 
and storm damage reduction: Provided, That 
using $29,500,000 of the funds provided herein, 
the Secretary of the Army shall expedite and 
complete ongoing flood and storm damage 
reduction studies in areas that were im- 
pacted by Hurricane Sandy in the North At- 
lantic Division of the United States Army 
Corps of Engineers: Provided further, That 
using up to $20,000,000 of the funds provided 
herein, the Secretary shall conduct a com- 
prehensive study to address the flood risks of 
vulnerable coastal populations in areas that 
were affected by Hurricane Sandy within the 
boundaries of the North Atlantic Division of 
the Corps: Provided further, That an interim 
report with an assessment of authorized 
Corps projects for reducing flooding and 
storm risks in the affected area that have 
been constructed or are under construction, 
including construction cost estimates, shall 
be submitted to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate not later than March 1, 2013: 
Provided further, That an interim report iden- 
tifying any previously authorized but 
unconstructed Corps project and any project 
under study by the Corps for reducing flood- 
ing and storm damage risks in the affected 
area, including updated construction cost es- 
timates, that are, or would be, consistent 
with the comprehensive study shall be sub- 
mitted to the appropriate congressional 
committees by May 1, 2018: Provided further, 
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That a final report shall be submitted to the 
appropriate congressional committees with- 
in 24 months of the date of enactment of this 
Act: Provided further, That as a part of the 
study, the Secretary shall identify those ac- 
tivities warranting additional analysis by 
the Corps, as well as institutional and other 
barriers to providing protection to the af- 
fected coastal areas: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall conduct the study in co- 
ordination with other Federal agencies, and 
State, local and Tribal officials to ensure 
consistency with other plans to be developed, 
as appropriate: Provided further, That using 
$500,000 of the funds provided herein, the Sec- 
retary shall conduct an evaluation of the 
performance of existing projects constructed 
by the Corps and impacted by Hurricane 
Sandy for the purposes of determining their 
effectiveness and making recommendations 
for improvements thereto: Provided further, 
That as a part of the study, the Secretary 
shall identify institutional and other bar- 
riers to providing comprehensive protection 
to affected coastal areas and shall provide 
this report to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate within 120 days of enactment of 
this Act: Provided further, That the amounts 
in this paragraph are designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985: Provided further, That the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works 
shall provide a monthly report to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate detailing the 
allocation and obligation of these funds, be- 
ginning not later than 60 days after enact- 
ment of this Act. 
CONSTRUCTION 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Construc- 
tion” for necessary expenses related to the 
consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$3,461,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended to rehabilitate, repair and construct 
United States Army Corps of Engineers 
projects: Provided, That $2,902,000,000 of the 
funds provided under this heading shall be 
used to reduce future flood risk in ways that 
will support the long-term sustainability of 
the coastal ecosystem and communities and 
reduce the economic costs and risks associ- 
ated with large-scale flood and storm events 
in areas along the Atlantic Coast within the 
boundaries of the North Atlantic Division of 
the Corps that were affected by Hurricane 
Sandy: Provided further, That $858,000,000 of 
such funds shall be made available not ear- 
lier than 14 days after the Secretary of the 
Army submits the report required under the 
heading ‘‘Investigations’’ to be submitted 
not later than March 1, 2013, and 
$2,044,000,000 shall be made available not ear- 
lier than 14 days after the Secretary submits 
the report required under the heading ‘‘In- 
vestigations” to be submitted not later than 
May 1, 2013: Provided further, That efforts 
using these funds shall incorporate current 
science and engineering standards in con- 
structing previously authorized Corps 
projects designed to reduce flood and storm 
damage risks and modifying existing Corps 
projects that do not meet these standards, 
with such modifications as the Secretary de- 
termines are necessary to incorporate these 
standards or to meet the goal of providing 
sustainable reduction to flooding and storm 
damage risks: Provided further, That upon ap- 
proval of the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Sen- 
ate these funds may be used to construct any 
project under study by the Corps for reduc- 
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ing flooding and storm damage risks in areas 
along the Atlantic Coast within the North 
Atlantic Division of the Corps that were af- 
fected by Hurricane Sandy that the Sec- 
retary determines is technically feasible, 
economically justified, and environmentally 
acceptable: Provided further, That the com- 
pletion of ongoing construction projects re- 
ceiving funds provided by this Act shall be at 
full Federal expense: Provided further, That 
the non-Federal cash contribution for 
projects using these funds shall be financed 
in accordance with the provisions of section 
103(k) of Public Law 99-662 over a period of 30 
years from the date of completion of the 
project or separable element: Provided fur- 
ther, That for these projects, the provisions 
of section 902 of the Water Resources Devel- 
opment Act of 1986 shall not apply to these 
funds: Provided further, That up to $51,000,000 
of the funds provided under this heading 
shall be used to expedite continuing authori- 
ties projects to reduce the risk of flooding 
along the coastal areas in States impacted 
by Hurricane Sandy within the boundaries of 
the North Atlantic Division of the Corps: 
Provided further, That $9,000,000 of the funds 
provided under this heading shall be used for 
repairs to projects that were under construc- 
tion and damaged by the impacts of Hurri- 
cane Sandy: Provided further, That any 
projects using funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be initiated only after non- 
Federal interests have entered into binding 
agreements with the Secretary requiring the 
non-Federal interests to pay 100 percent of 
the operation, maintenance, repair, replace- 
ment, and rehabilitation costs of the project 
and to hold and save the United States free 
from damages due to the construction or op- 
eration and maintenance of the project, ex- 
cept for damages due to the fault or neg- 
ligence of the United States or its contrac- 
tors: Provided further, That the Assistant 
Secretary of the Army for Civil Works shall 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Sen- 
ate a monthly report detailing the allocation 
and obligation of these funds, beginning not 
later than 60 days after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance” for necessary expenses re- 
lated to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy, $821,000,000, to remain available until 
expended to dredge Federal navigation chan- 
nels and repair damage to United States 
Army Corps of Engineers projects: Provided, 
That such amount is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985: Provided further, That the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works 
shall provide a monthly report to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate detailing the 
allocation and obligation of these funds, be- 
ginning not later than 60 days after enact- 
ment of this Act. 

FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EMERGENCIES 

For an additional amount for ‘Flood Con- 
trol and Coastal Emergencies” for necessary 
expenses related to the consequences of Hur- 
ricane Sandy, $1,008,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended to prepare for flood, hur- 
ricane, and other natural disasters and sup- 
port emergency operations, repairs and other 
activities as authorized by law: Provided, 
That $430,000,000 of the funds provided herein 
shall be made available not earlier than 14 
days after the Secretary of the Army sub- 
mits the report required under the heading 
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“Investigations”? to be submitted not later 
than March 1, 2013, and shall be utilized by 
the United States Army Corps of Engineers 
to restore projects impacted by Hurricane 
Sandy in the North Atlantic Division of the 
Corps to design profiles of the authorized 
projects: Provided further, That the provi- 
sions of section 902 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 shall not apply to 
funds provided under this heading: Provided 
further, That the amounts in this paragraph 
are designated by the Congress as being for 
an emergency requirement pursuant section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro- 
vided further, That the Assistant Secretary of 
the Army for Civil Works shall provide a 
monthly report to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate detailing the allocation and 
obligation of these funds, beginning not later 
than 60 days after enactment of this Act. 


EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Expenses”’ 
for necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $10,000,000, to 
remain available until expended to oversee 
emergency response and recovery activities: 
Provided, That such amount is designated by 
the Congress as being for an emergency re- 
quirement pursuant section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985: Provided further, That 
the Assistant Secretary of the Army for 
Civil Works shall provide a monthly report 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate de- 
tailing the allocation and obligation of these 
funds, beginning not later than 60 days after 
enactment of this Act. 


GENERAL PROVISION—THIS CHAPTER 


SEC. 1041. This chapter shall apply in place 
of title II of this Act, and such title shall 
have no force or effect. 


CHAPTER 5 
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIVITIES 
FEDERAL BUILDINGS FUND 


For an additional amount to be deposited 
in the ‘‘Federal Buildings Fund’’, $7,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2015, 
for necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, for basic re- 
pair and alteration of buildings under the 
custody and control of the Administrator of 
General Services, and real property manage- 
ment and related activities not otherwise 
provided for: Provided, That such amount is 
designated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


The provisions under this heading in title 
III of this Act shall be applied by sub- 
stituting ‘‘$20,000,000” for ‘‘$10,000,000’’. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Office of In- 
spector General’’, $5,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That such 
amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursu- 
ant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985: Provided further, That this paragraph 
shall apply in place of the previous provi- 
sions under this heading in title III of this 
Act, and such previous provisions shall have 
no force or effect. 
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DISASTER LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for ‘Disaster 
Loans Program Account’’ for the cost of di- 
rect loans authorized by section 7(b) of the 
Small Business Act, $520,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That such 
costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That in addition, for administrative 
expenses to carry out the direct loan pro- 
gram authorized by section 7(b) of the Small 
Business Act, an additional $260,000,000 to re- 
main available until expended, of which 
$250,000,000 is for direct administrative ex- 
penses of loan making and servicing to carry 
out the direct loan program, which may be 
transferred to and merged with the appro- 
priations for Salaries and Expenses, and of 
which $10,000,000 is for indirect administra- 
tive expenses for the direct loan program, 
which may to be transferred to and merged 
with appropriations for Salaries and Ex- 
penses: Provided further, That such amounts 
are designated by the Congress as being for 
an emergency requirement pursuant to sec- 
tion 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: 
Provided further, That this paragraph shall 
apply in place of the previous provisions 
under this heading in title III of this Act, 
and such previous provisions shall have no 
force or effect. 

CHAPTER 6 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
U.S. CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$1,667,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro- 
vided further, That a description of all prop- 
erty to be replaced, with associated costs, 
shall be submitted to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate no later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 


U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS 
ENFORCEMENT 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$855,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro- 
vided further, That a description of all prop- 
erty to be replaced, with associated costs, 
shall be submitted to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate no later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 


UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$300,000: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro- 
vided further, That a description of all prop- 
erty to be replaced, with associated costs, 
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shall be submitted to the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate no later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 
COAST GUARD 
ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION, AND 
IMPROVEMENTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

The provisions under this heading in title 
IV of this Act shall be applied by sub- 
stituting ‘‘$274,233,000’’ for ‘‘$143,899,000’’. 

FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

DISASTER RELIEF FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For an additional amount for the ‘‘Disaster 
Relief Fund” in carrying out the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), 
$11,487,735,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That of the total amount 
provided, $5,379,000,000 shall be for major dis- 
asters declared pursuant to the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.): Provided 
further, That the amount in the preceding 
proviso is designated by the Congress as 
being for disaster relief pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(D) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro- 
vided further, That of the total amount pro- 
vided, $6,108,735,000 is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985 which shall be for major disasters 
declared pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.): Provided further, 
That of the total amount provided, $3,000,000 
shall be transferred to the Department of 
Homeland Security ‘‘Office of Inspector Gen- 
eral” for audits and investigations related to 
disasters; Provided further, That the Adminis- 
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency shall publish on the Agency’s 
website not later than 24 hours after an 
award of a public assistance grant under sec- 
tion 406 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5172) that is in excess of $1,000,000, the 
specifics of each such grant award: Provided 
further, That for any mission assignment or 
mission assignment task order to another 
Federal department or agency regarding a 
major disaster, not later than 24 hours after 
the issuance of a mission assignment or task 
order in excess of $1,000,000, the Adminis- 
trator shall publish on the Agency’s website 
the following: the name of the impacted 
state and the disaster declaration for such 
State, the assigned agency, the assistance 
requested, a description of the disaster, the 
total cost estimate, and the amount obli- 
gated: Provided further, That not later than 
10 days after the last day of each month 
until the mission assignment or task order is 
completed and closed out, the Administrator 
shall update any changes to the total cost 
estimate and the amount obligated: Provided 
further, That for a disaster declaration re- 
lated to Hurricane Sandy, the Administrator 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, not later than 5 days after 
the first day of each month beginning after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and shall 
publish on the Agency’s website not later 
than 10 days after the first day of each such 
month, an estimate or actual amount, if 
available, for the current fiscal year of the 
cost of the following categories of spending: 
public assistance, individual assistance, op- 
erations, mitigation, administrative, and 
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any other relevant category (including emer- 
gency measures and disaster resources): Pro- 
vided further, That not later than 10 days 
after the first day of each month beginning 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall publish on the Agency’s 
website the report (referred to as the Dis- 
aster Relief Monthly Report) as required by 
Public Law 112-74: Provided further, That this 
paragraph shall apply in place of the pre- 
vious provisions under this heading in title 
IV of this Act, and such previous provisions 
shall have no force or effect. 
DISASTER ASSISTANCE DIRECT LOAN PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 
For an additional amount for ‘‘Disaster As- 
sistance Direct Loan Program Account” for 
the cost of direct loans, $300,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended, as authorized 
by section 417 of the Robert T. Stafford Dis- 
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 5184), of which up to $4,000,000 is for 
administrative expenses to carry out the di- 
rect loan program: Provided, That such costs, 
including the cost of modifying such loans, 
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Con- 
gressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur- 
ther, That these funds are available to sub- 
sidize gross obligations for the principal 
amount of direct loans not to exceed 
$400,000,000: Provided further, That these 
amounts are designated by the Congress as 
an emergency requirement pursuant to sec- 
tion 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, ACQUISITION, AND 
OPERATIONS 
The provisions under this heading in title 
IV of this Act shall be applied by sub- 
stituting ‘$3,249,000’ and ‘‘September 30, 
2014’’ for ‘$585,000’ and ‘September 30, 2013”, 
respectively. 
CHAPTER 7 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
CONSTRUCTION 
The provisions under this heading in title 
V of this Act shall be applied by substituting 
“*$78,000,000’’ for ‘‘$49,875,000’’. 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND 
For an additional amount for the ‘‘Historic 
Preservation Fund’’ for necessary expenses 
related to the consequences of Hurricane 
Sandy, $50,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2015, including costs to States 
necessary to complete compliance activities 
required by section 106 of the National His- 
toric Preservation Act and costs needed to 
administer the program: Provided, That 
grants shall only be available for areas that 
have received a major disaster declaration 
pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5121 et seq.): Provided further, That in- 
dividual grants shall not be subject to a non- 
Federal matching requirement: Provided fur- 
ther, That such amount is designated by the 
Congress as being for an emergency require- 
ment pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)Gi) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985. 
CONSTRUCTION 
The provisions under this heading in title 
V of this Act shall be applied by substituting 
“*$348,000,000’’ for ‘‘$234,000,000’’. 
DEPARTMENTAL OPERATIONS 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
For an additional amount for ‘‘Depart- 
mental Operations” and any Department of 
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the Interior component bureau or office for 
necessary expenses related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $360,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That funds appropriated herein shall be used 
to restore and rebuild national parks, na- 
tional wildlife refuges, and other Federal 
public assets; increase the resiliency and ca- 
pacity of coastal habitat and infrastructure 
to withstand storms and reduce the amount 
of damage caused by such storms: Provided 
further, That the Secretary of the Interior 
may transfer these funds to any other ac- 
count in the Department and may expend 
such funds by direct expenditure, grants, or 
cooperative agreements, including grants to 
or cooperative agreements with States, 
Tribes, and municipalities, to carry out the 
purposes provided herein: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall submit to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate a detailed 
spending plan for the amounts provided here- 
in within 60 days of enactment of this Act: 
Provided further, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(Gi) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS AND MANAGEMENT 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Environ- 
mental Programs and Management” for nec- 
essary expenses related to the consequences 
of Hurricane Sandy, $725,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That such 
amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursu- 
ant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 

HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE SUPERFUND 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Hazardous 
Substance Superfund” for necessary ex- 
penses related to the consequences of Hurri- 
cane Sandy, $2,000,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That such amount 
is designated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK FUND 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Leaking 
Underground Storage Tank Fund” for nec- 
essary expenses related to the consequences 
of Hurricane Sandy, $5,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That such 
amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursu- 
ant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 

STATE AND TRIBAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS 


For an additional amount for “State and 
Tribal Assistance Grants’’, $600,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended, of which 
$500,000,000 shall be for capitalization grants 
for the Clean Water State Revolving Funds 
under title VI of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act, and of which $100,000,000 shall be 
for capitalization grants under section 1452 
of the Safe Drinking Water Act: Provided, 
That notwithstanding section 604(a) of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act and 
section 1452(a)(1)(D) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act, funds appropriated herein shall 
be provided to States in EPA Region 2 for 
wastewater and drinking water treatment 
works and facilities impacted by Hurricane 
Sandy: Provided further, That notwith- 
standing the requirements of section 603(d) 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, 
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for the funds appropriated herein, each State 
shall use not less than 20 percent but not 
more than 30 percent of the amount of its 
capitalization grants to provide additional 
subsidization to eligible recipients in the 
form of forgiveness of principal, negative in- 
terest loans or grants or any combination of 
these: Provided further, That the funds appro- 
priated herein shall only be used for eligible 
projects whose purpose is to reduce flood 
damage risk and vulnerability or to enhance 
resiliency to rapid hydrologic change or a 
natural disaster at treatment works as de- 
fined by section 212 of the Federal Water Pol- 
lution Control Act or any eligible facilities 
under section 1452 of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act, and for other eligible tasks at 
such treatment works or facilities necessary 
to further such purposes: Provided further, 
That the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency may retain up to 
$1,000,000 of the funds appropriated herein for 
management and oversight: Provided further, 
That such amounts are designated by the 
Congress as being for an emergency require- 
ment pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985. 


RELATED AGENCIES 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
FOREST SERVICE 
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT AND MAINTENANCE 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Capital Im- 
provement and Maintenance” for necessary 
expenses related to the consequences of Hur- 
ricane Sandy, $4,400,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That such amount 
is designated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


OTHER RELATED AGENCY 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For an additional amount for ‘Salaries 
and Expenses” for necessary expenses related 
to the consequences of Hurricane Sandy, 
$2,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That such amount is des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 


CHAPTER 8 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING ADMINISTRATION 
TRAINING AND EMPLOYMENT SERVICES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Training 
and Employment Services’’, $25,000,000, for 
the dislocated workers assistance national 
reserve for necessary expenses directly re- 
lated to Hurricane Sandy, which shall be 
available from the date of enactment of this 
Act through September 30, 2013: Provided, 
That the Secretary of Labor may transfer up 
to $38,500,000 of such funds to any other De- 
partment of Labor account for other Hurri- 
cane Sandy reconstruction and recovery 
needs, including worker protection activi- 
ties: Provided further, That such amounts are 
designated by the Congress as being for an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


PUBLIC HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES 
EMERGENCY FUND 


(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 


For an additional amount for ‘‘Public 
Health and Social Services Emergency 
Fund” for disaster response and recovery, 
and other expenses directly related to Hurri- 
cane Sandy, including making payments 
under the Head Start Act and additional 
payments for distribution as provided for 
under the ‘‘Social Services Block Grant Pro- 
gram”, $800,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2015: Provided, That $100,000,000 
shall be transferred to ‘‘Children and Fami- 
lies Services Programs’’ for the Head Start 
program for the purposes provided herein: 
Provided further, That $500,000,000 shall be 
transferred to ‘‘Social Services Block Grant” 
for the purposes provided herein: Provided 
further, That section 2002(c) of the Social Se- 
curity Act shall be applied to funds appro- 
priated in the preceding proviso by sub- 
stituting ‘‘succeeding 2 fiscal years’’ for 
“succeeding fiscal year”: Provided further, 
That not less than $5,000,000 shall be trans- 
ferred to the Department of Health and 
Human Services (‘‘HHS’’) “Office of Inspec- 
tor General” to perform oversight, account- 
ability, and evaluation of programs, projects, 
or activities supported with the funds pro- 
vided for the purposes provided herein: Pro- 
vided further, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the distribution of 
any amount shall be limited to the States di- 
rectly affected by Hurricane Sandy and 
which have been declared by the President as 
a major disaster under title IV of the Robert 
T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency 
Assistance Act for Hurricane Sandy: Provided 
further, That none of the funds appropriated 
in this paragraph shall be included in the 
calculation of the ‘‘base grant”? in subse- 
quent fiscal years, as such term is defined in 
sections 640(a)(7)(A), 641A(h)(1)(B), or 
644(d)(8) of the Head Start Act: Provided fur- 
ther, That funds appropriated in this para- 
graph are not subject to the allocation re- 
quirements of section 640(a) of the Head 
Start Act: Provided further, That funds ap- 
propriated in this paragraph for the Social 
Services Block Grant are in addition to the 
entitlement grants authorized by section 
2002(a)(1) of the Social Security Act and shall 
not be available for such entitlement grants: 
Provided further, That in addition to other 
uses permitted by title XX of the Social Se- 
curity Act, funds appropriated in this para- 
graph for the Social Services Block Grant 
may be used for health services (including 
mental health services), and for costs of ren- 
ovating, repairing, or rebuilding health care 
facilities, child care facilities, or other social 
services facilities: Provided further, That the 
remaining $195,000,000 appropriated in this 
paragraph may be transferred by the Sec- 
retary of HHS (“Secretary”) to accounts 
within HHS, and shall be available only for 
the purposes provided in this paragraph: Pro- 
vided further, That the transfer authority 
provided in this paragraph is in addition to 
any other transfer authority available in 
this or any other Act: Provided further, That 
15 days prior to the transfer of funds appro- 
priated in this paragraph, the Secretary 
shall notify the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate of any such transfer and the 
planned uses of the funds: Provided further, 
That obligations incurred for the purposes 
provided herein prior to the date of enact- 
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ment of this Act may be charged to funds ap- 
propriated by this paragraph: Provided fur- 
ther, That funds appropriated in this para- 
graph and transferred to the National Insti- 
tutes of Health for the purpose of supporting 
the repair or rebuilding of non-Federal bio- 
medical or behavioral research facilities 
damaged as a result of Hurricane Sandy shall 
be used to award grants or contracts for such 
purpose under section 404I of the Public 
Health Service Act: Provided further, That 
section 481A(c)(2) of such Act does not apply 
to the use of funds described in the preceding 
proviso: Provided further, That funds appro- 
priated in this paragraph shall not be avail- 
able for costs that are reimbursed by the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency, 
under a contract for insurance, or by self-in- 
surance: Provided further, That such amounts 
are designated by the Congress as being for 
an emergency requirement pursuant to sec- 
tion 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: 
Provided further, That this paragraph shall 
apply in place of the previous provisions 
under this heading in title VI of this Act, 
and such previous provisions shall have no 
force or effect. 
CHAPTER 9 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Facilities 
and Equipment’’, $30,000,000, to be derived 
from the Airport and Airway Trust Fund and 
to remain available until expended, for nec- 
essary expenses related to the consequences 
of Hurricane Sandy: Provided, That such 
amount is designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursu- 
ant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
EMERGENCY RELIEF PROGRAM 


For an additional amount for the ‘“‘Emer- 
gency Relief Program” as authorized under 
section 125 of title 23, United States Code, 
$2,022,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That the obligations for 
projects under this section resulting from a 
single natural disaster or a single cata- 
strophic failure in a State shall not exceed 
$100,000,000, and the total obligations for 
projects under this section in any fiscal year 
in the Virgin Islands, Guam, American 
Samoa, and the Commonwealth of the North- 
ern Mariana Islands shall not exceed 
$20,000,000: Provided further, That notwith- 
standing the preceding proviso, the Sec- 
retary of Transportation may obligate more 
than $100,000,000, but not more than 
$500,000,000, for a single natural disaster 
event in a State for emergency relief 
projects arising from damage caused in cal- 
endar year 2012 by Hurricane Sandy: Provided 
further, That no funds provided in this Act 
shall be used for section 125(g) of such title: 
Provided further, That the amount provided 
under this heading is designated by the Con- 
gress as being for an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 


GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL RAILROAD 
PASSENGER CORPORATION 
For an additional amount for ‘‘Grants to 
the National Railroad Passenger Corpora- 
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tion” for the Secretary of Transportation to 
make capital and debt service grants to the 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation to 
advance capital projects that address North- 
east Corridor infrastructure recovery and re- 
siliency in the affected areas, $86,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That none of the funds may be used to sub- 
sidize operating losses of the Corporation: 
Provided further, That as a condition of eligi- 
bility for receipt of such funds, the Corpora- 
tion shall not, after the enactment of this 
Act, use any funds provided for Capital and 
Debt Service Grants to the National Rail- 
road Passenger Corporation in this Act or 
any other Act for operating expenses, which 
includes temporary transfers of such funds: 
Provided further, That the Administrator of 
the Federal Railroad Administration may re- 
tain up to one-half of 1 percent of the funds 
provided under this heading to fund the 
award and oversight by the Administrator of 
grants made under this heading: Provided fur- 
ther, That for an additional amount for the 
Secretary to make operating subsidy grants 
to the National Railroad Passenger Corpora- 
tion for necessary repairs related to the con- 
sequences of Hurricane Sandy, $32,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided 
further, That each amount under this head- 
ing is designated by the Congress as being 
for an emergency requirement pursuant to 
section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION EMERGENCY RELIEF 
PROGRAM 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the ‘Public Transportation Emer- 
gency Relief Program” as authorized under 
section 5324 of title 49, United States Code, 
$10,900,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, for recovery and relief efforts in the 
areas most affected by Hurricane Sandy: Pro- 
vided, That not more than $2,000,000,000 shall 
be made available not later than 60 days 
after the enactment of this Act: Provided fur- 
ther, That the remainder of the funds shall 
be made available only after the Federal 
Transit Administration and the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency sign the 
Memorandum of Agreement required by sec- 
tion 20017(b) of the Moving Ahead for 
Progress in the 21st Century Act (Public Law 
112-141) and the Federal Transit Administra- 
tion publishes interim regulations for the 
Public Transportation Emergency Relief 
Program: Provided further, That of the funds 
provided under this heading, the Secretary of 
Transportation may transfer up to 
$5,383,000,000 to the appropriate agencies to 
fund programs authorized under titles 23 and 
49, United States Code, in order to carry out 
projects related to reducing risk of damage 
from future disasters in areas impacted by 
Hurricane Sandy: Provided further, That the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate shall be 
notified at least 15 days in advance of any 
such transfer: Provided further, That up to 
three-quarters of 1 percent of the funds re- 
tained for public transportation emergency 
relief shall be available for the purposes of 
administrative expenses and ongoing pro- 
gram management oversight as authorized 
under 49 U.S.C. 5334 and 5338(i)(2) and shall be 
in addition to any other appropriations for 
such purposes: Provided further, That, of the 
funds made available under this heading, 
$6,000,000 shall be transferred to the Office of 
Inspector General to support the oversight of 
activities funded under this heading: Pro- 
vided further, That such amounts are des- 
ignated by the Congress as being for an 
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emergency requirement pursuant to section 

251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 

Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For an additional amount for ‘‘Community 
Development Fund’’, $16,000,000,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2017, for 
necessary expenses related to disaster relief, 
long-term recovery, restoration of infra- 
structure and housing, and economic revital- 
ization in the most impacted and distressed 
areas resulting from a major disaster de- 
clared pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) due to Hurricane 
Sandy and other eligible events in calendar 
years 2011, 2012, and 2013, for activities au- 
thorized under title I of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Provided, That funds 
shall be awarded directly to the State or 
unit of general local government as a grant- 
ee at the discretion of the Secretary of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall allocate to grantees 
not less than 33 percent of the funds provided 
under this heading within 60 days after the 
enactment of this Act based on the best 
available data: Provided further, That prior to 
the obligation of funds, a grantee shall sub- 
mit a plan to the Secretary for approval de- 
tailing the proposed use of all funds, includ- 
ing criteria for eligibility and how the use of 
these funds will address long-term recovery 
and restoration of infrastructure and hous- 
ing and economic revitalization in the most 
impacted and distressed areas: Provided fur- 
ther, That the Secretary shall by notice 
specify the criteria for approval of such 
plans within 45 days of enactment of this 
Act: Provided further, That if the Secretary 
determines that a plan does not meet such 
criteria, the Secretary shall disapprove the 
plan: Provided further, That funds provided 
under this heading may not be used for ac- 
tivities reimbursable by or for which funds 
are made available by the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency or the Army 
Corps of Engineers: Provided further, That 
funds allocated under this heading shall not 
be considered relevant to the non-disaster 
formula allocations made pursuant to sec- 
tion 106 of the Housing and Community De- 
velopment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5306): Pro- 
vided further, That a grantee may use up to 
5 percent of its allocation for administrative 
costs: Provided further, That a grantee shall 
administer grant funds provided under this 
heading in accordance with all applicable 
laws and regulations and may not delegate, 
by contract or otherwise, the responsibility 
for administering such grant funds: Provided 
further, That as a condition of making any 
grant, the Secretary shall certify in advance 
that such grantee has in place proficient fi- 
nancial controls and procurement processes 
and has established adequate procedures to 
prevent any duplication of benefits as de- 
fined by section 312 of the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5155), to ensure timely expend- 
iture of funds, to maintain comprehensive 
websites regarding all disaster recovery ac- 
tivities assisted with these funds, and to de- 
tect and prevent waste, fraud, and abuse of 
funds: Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall provide grantees with technical assist- 
ance on contracting and procurement proc- 
esses and shall require grantees, in con- 
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tracting or procuring these funds, to incor- 
porate performance requirements and pen- 
alties into any such contracts or agree- 
ments: Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall require grantees to maintain on a pub- 
lic website information accounting for how 
all grant funds are used, including details of 
all contracts and ongoing procurement proc- 
esses: Provided further, That, in admin- 
istering the funds under this heading, the 
Secretary may waive, or specify alternative 
requirements for, any provision of any stat- 
ute or regulation that the Secretary admin- 
isters in connection with the obligation by 
the Secretary or the use by the recipient of 
these funds (except for requirements related 
to fair housing, nondiscrimination, labor 
standards, and the environment) pursuant to 
a determination by the Secretary that good 
cause exists for the waiver or alternative re- 
quirement and that such action is not incon- 
sistent with the overall purposes of title I of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Provided 
further, That, notwithstanding the preceding 
proviso, recipients of funds provided under 
this heading that use such funds to supple- 
ment Federal assistance provided under sec- 
tions 402, 403, 404, 406, 407, or 502 of the Rob- 
ert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) 
may adopt, without review or public com- 
ment, any environmental review, approval, 
or permit performed by a Federal agency, 
and such adoption shall satisfy the respon- 
sibilities of the recipient with respect to 
such environmental review, approval or per- 
mit: Provided further, That, notwithstanding 
section 104(g)(2) of the Housing and Commu- 
nity Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5304(¢)(2)), the Secretary may, upon receipt 
of a request for release of funds and certifi- 
cation, immediately approve the release of 
funds for an activity or project assisted 
under this heading if the recipient has adopt- 
ed an environmental review, approval or per- 
mit under the preceding proviso or the activ- 
ity or project is categorically excluded from 
review under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.): Pro- 
vided further, That a waiver granted by the 
Secretary may not reduce the percentage of 
funds that must be used for activities that 
benefit persons of low and moderate income 
to less than 50 percent, unless the Secretary 
specifically finds that there is a compelling 
need to further reduce or eliminate the per- 
centage requirement: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall publish in the Federal 
Register any waiver of any statute or regula- 
tion that the Secretary administers pursu- 
ant to title I of the Housing and Community 
Development Act of 1974 no later than 5 days 
before the effective date of such waiver: Pro- 
vided further, That, of the funds made avail- 
able under this heading, up to $10,000,000 may 
be transferred to ‘‘Program Office Salaries 
and Expenses, Community Planning and De- 
velopment” for necessary costs, including in- 
formation technology costs, of administering 
and overseeing funds made available under 
this heading: Provided further, That of the 
funds made available under this heading, 
$10,000,000 shall be transferred to ‘‘Office of 
the Inspector General’’ for necessary costs of 
overseeing and auditing funds made avail- 
able under this heading: Provided further, 
That the amounts provided under this head- 
ing are designated by the Congress as being 
for an emergency requirement pursuant to 
section 251(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS CHAPTER 


SEC. 1091. For fiscal year 2018, upon request 
by a public housing agency and supported by 
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documentation as required by the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development that 
demonstrates that the need for the adjust- 
ment is due to the disaster, the Secretary 
may make temporary adjustments to the 
section 8 housing choice voucher annual re- 
newal funding allocations and administra- 
tive fee eligibility determinations for public 
housing agencies in an area for which the 
President declared a disaster during such fis- 
cal year under title IV of the Robert T. Staf- 
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist- 
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170 et seq.), to avoid sig- 
nificant adverse funding impacts that would 
otherwise result from the disaster. 

Src. 1092. The Departments of Transpor- 
tation and Housing and Urban Development 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate within 45 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act a plan for im- 
plementing the provisions in this chapter, 
and updates to such plan on a biannual basis 
thereafter. 

SEC. 1098. None of the funds provided in 
this chapter to the Department of Transpor- 
tation or the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development may be used to make a 
grant unless the Secretary of such Depart- 
ment notifies the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate not less than 3 full business days 
before any project, State or locality is se- 
lected to receive a grant award totaling 
$1,000,000 or more is announced by either De- 
partment or a modal administration. 

SEC. 1094. This chapter shall apply in place 
of title VIII of this Act, and such title shall 
have no force or effect. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN) 
and a Member opposed each will con- 
trol 10 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
Chair, I yield myself 1 minute. 

Hurricane Sandy devastated the 
northeast coast in late October, 78 days 
ago, leaving misery in its wake, dis- 
rupting the lives and businesses of mil- 
lions of our fellow citizens. The storm 
caused unprecedented destruction—$100 
billion in New York and New Jersey 
alone. My amendment supplements Mr. 
ROGERS’ measure in order to bring the 
total aid package to $60 billion, which 
is the amount requested by the Presi- 
dent and endorsed by Governors 
Christie, Cuomo, and Malloy. 

I want the Members to know that 
this amendment strips out all provi- 
sions in the Senate that were deemed 
earmarks and all authorizing language. 

Madam Chair, I’1l close by reminding 
our colleagues of the proud tradition of 
Congress’ cite in the recent letter that 
many of us received from the Gov- 
ernors of the States affected. Madam 
Chair, in late December, the Governors 
of the affected States wrote to each 
House Member, and I quote: 

The congressional delegations of our three 
States have always been there to provide 
critical votes to these aid packages, because 
that is what America is all about—when one 
of us is in need, we step up to the plate to 
lend a helping hand. 


Madam 
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It’s time to lend that helping hand, 
and I urge the support of my amend- 
ment. 

Madam Chair, I am pleased to yield 1 
minute to the ranking member of the 
House Appropriations Committee, the 
gentlelady from New York (Mrs. 
LOWEY). 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I rise in 
strong support of the amendment of- 
fered by my friend Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
which would bring the funding total of 
this package to the amount requested 
by the President. 

I cannot emphasize enough how crit- 
ical the additional $33.4 billion pro- 
vided in this amendment is to our re- 
gion. I know there are many different 
viewpoints in this House and many dif- 
ferent positions on issues we consider 
here, but Madam Chairwoman, I think 
we can all agree that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has a fundamental and crit- 
ical role when disasters of this mag- 
nitude strike. No State can do it alone. 
A Federal response is essential. 

My colleagues, I commend Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN on his amendment 
today, and I strongly urge its swift pas- 
sage. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I yield 1 minute to my colleague 
and good friend, CHRIS SMITH, the Rep- 
resentative from New Jersey. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
my good friend for yielding, and I 
strongly support Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN’S 
amendment. 

Madam Chair, gaps in homeowners 
insurance coverage and a growing real- 
ization that there will be major tax re- 
ceipt losses from towns that have had 
their tax bases eviscerated by Sandy is 
further compounded in a State that’s 
reeling from a body blow with no prece- 
dent. All of this has led to crippling 
shortfalls. Towns have serious gaps in 
needed resources. They need our help. 
The $33 billion Frelinghuysen amend- 
ment fills those gaps for people in need 
of housing assistance, public infra- 
structure destroyed or damaged by 
Sandy will get a huge boost, and eco- 
nomic revitalization will accelerate. 

I’ve lost count, Madam Chair, of the 
number of my constituents who either 
didn’t have flood insurance for their 
homes or who had an inadequate 
amount of coverage. To compound 
their misery, many have upside-down 
mortgages, and they desperately need 
our help. The Frelinghuysen amend- 
ment raises to $16 billion from $3.9 bil- 
lion in the Rogers amendment, funds to 
aid in the relief of homeowners, 
buyouts, and home elevation. It will 
also provide very critical moneys for 
the Army Corps of Engineers. Where 
the Army Corps had projects in place, 
there was a mitigation of the amount 
of damage to infrastructure and to 
homes. We need this additional funding 
to protect homes, businesses so mil- 
lions of people can get on with their 
lives. 
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am pleased 
to yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from New York City and Long Island, 
Congressman KING. 
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Mr. KING of New York. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding me this time, 
and let me at the outset commend Con- 
gressman FRELINGHUYSEN for the out- 
standing job he has done on this 
amendment and throughout this entire 
crisis. 

I am proud to stand with Governor 
Cuomo, Governor Christie, Mayor 
Bloomberg, all the members of the New 
York, New Jersey, and Connecticut del- 
egations. Madam Chair, there has been 
no disaster which Governors of the 
States have documented the need for 
more than Sandy. Everything is there. 
Every earmark is out. Every dollar is 
accounted for. This is a real disaster. 

I walk through my neighborhood. I 
see the people who have lost their 
homes. I know how tragic it is. All of 
us know it. This is not make-believe. 

I’m proud to stand for this bill. It’s 
absolutely essential that the Freling- 
huysen amendment be adopted. I was 
there for every supplemental appro- 
priation bill. I was proud to do it. Iam 
even prouder to stand with Congress- 
man FRELINGHUYSEN today. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Chair, 
although I am not opposed, I ask unan- 
imous consent to claim the time in op- 
position in order to yield it to my 
friend from New Jersey because there 
are important messages to be heard. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Oregon is rec- 
ognized for 10 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Chair, I 
strongly support what is going on, and 
I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from New Jersey to make 
sure that everybody from the affected 
area has an opportunity to be heard. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from New Jersey 
shall control the time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I thank the gentleman for that 
courtesy. We highly appreciate it. 

I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. LOBIONDO) who 
probably represents more of New Jer- 
sey than any of our other Members. 

Mr. LOBIONDO. Congressman 
FRELINGHUYSEN, thank you. Chairman 
ROGERS, thank you for getting us to 
this point. It is deeply appreciated. To 
my colleagues from  disaster-prone 
States, States that have had disasters 
in the past who are supporting us in 
this, thank you very much. 

To my colleagues who are from 
States that have had disasters, some 
rather recently, who have decided that 
we need to change the rules of the 
game, shame on you. What does the 
misery index have to get to for our 
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constituents? A new caucus should be 
formed—we have a lot of caucuses 
here—it should be the hypocritical cau- 
cus because when you wanted the 
money 5 minutes before the storm was 
over, you didn’t have any hesitation 
coming to us and asking us. And, yes, 
I’m angry. You’re changing the rules 
for hundreds of thousands of people in 
the middle of the game. 

Florida, good luck with no more hur- 
ricanes. California, congratulations. 
Did you get rid of the San Andreas 
Fault? The Mississippi is in a drought. 
Do you think you’re not going to have 
a flood again? Who are you going to 
come to when you have these things? 

We need this. We need it now. Do the 
right thing as we have always done for 
you. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I’m pleased to yield 1 minute to 
Mr. GRIMM of Staten Island. 

Mr. GRIMM. I would also like to give 
a special thanks to Mr. FRELING- 
HUYSEN, who has been just an incred- 
ible stalwart and shown leadership, but 
I also want to echo the sentiments of 
my good friend from New Jersey. I 
would ask everyone that’s going to 
take this vote to consider what we are 
doing. What are we really doing in this 
Chamber? We’re not voting as Repub- 
licans or Democrats; we’re not voting 
as individuals. We’re voting as Ameri- 
cans. And the last time I checked the 
Constitution, that Constitution was to 
protect all of us, the welfare of this 
great United States. Please remember 
that when you cast your vote today. 
These are Americans in need that are 
counting on us to stand up and do the 
right thing. Regardless of whether 
you’re from a State that has had disas- 
ters or not, when America is calling 
and your neighbor needs a hand, Amer- 
ica lends that hand. That’s who we are. 
Make me proud today and support this 
amendment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I’m pleased to yield 1 minute to 
the Representative from New York 
State, CAROLYN MALONEY. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. I thank the gentleman for yield- 
ing and for his really extraordinary bi- 
partisan leadership on this issue with 
NITA LOWEY and so many others from 
the Northeast region. 

This is truly a bipartisan amendment 
with bipartisan devotion and commit- 
ment. The chairman has worked his 
heart out on this, and he has given his 
all to make this happen with great in- 
telligence and commitment, to address 
the real need and the suffering of the 
people. Struck by the second most eco- 
nomically devastating natural disaster 
in our Nation’s history, people lost 
their homes, their cars, their jobs, in 
some cases their entire neighborhoods; 
and there should not be different stand- 
ards for different storms or for dif- 
ferent regions. 

We are all one country. We were 
there when other States and regions 
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suffered hurricanes, tornadoes. We need 
you to be there with the Northeast re- 
gion today. This is a bipartisan effort. 
The standards should not be different. 
We were there for you. We need you to 
be there for the Northeast. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I’m pleased to yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
LANCE). 

Mr. LANCE. I rise in support of Con- 
gressman FRELINGHUYSEN’s amendment 
and thank him, Chairman ROGERS, and 
our leadership for all that they have 
done to move this issue forward. 

I speak today not as a New Jerseyan, 
not as a Northeasterner, but as an 
American. This Nation has in times of 
natural disasters come together as one 
in support of those in need. Thousands 
upon thousands of our countrymen and 
countrywomen are in need from 
Sandy’s devastation, a horrific occur- 
rence in the history of the State I love. 

I ask all of my colleagues to join me 
in support of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN’S 
amendment, and I thank all of those on 
the Republican and the Democratic 
sides of the aisle for their support 
today. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I’m pleased to yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
SERRANO). 

Mr. SERRANO. I thank the gen- 
tleman for the time, and I thank you 
for your work on this, your leadership 
on this. You’ve worked very hard to 
make this a bipartisan amendment. 
That’s why I stand in support of it. The 
folks in New York need a lot of help. 
Your amendment speaks to the small 
business community. It speaks to 
GSA’s need to do repairs on buildings 
that service those communities, other- 
wise costly leases would have to take 
place in order to provide working 
places for Federal employees. So the 
details of your amendment, sir, speak 
to many of the needs that we have in 
the community right now, and that’s 
why I rise in support of it, in support of 
your efforts to make this a bipartisan 
effort; and I thank you for your sup- 
port of so many people in need not only 
in your State, but in Connecticut and 
in my State of New York. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, Iam pleased to yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
RUNYAN). 

Mr. RUNYAN. Madam Chair, I rise 
today in support of the Frelinghuysen 
amendment. We must pass this amend- 
ment to ensure that hardworking men 
and women in communities like Brick, 
Seaside Park, Toms River, and Bar- 
negat get the resources they need to 
get back on their feet. 

After Hurricane Sandy, many of my 
constituents completely lost their 
homes. Others lost power and heat in 
their homes for over a month. And 
many, like this home here in 
Mantaloking, haven’t even been per- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


mitted back to their homes 2 months 
later. 

Make no mistake, my constituents 
have suffered. They have seen the com- 
munities they have grown up in com- 
pletely destroyed. I urge passage of the 
Frelinghuysen amendment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I’m pleased to yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SIRES). 

Mr. SIRES. Madam Chair, let me 
first congratulate my colleague and all 
of my colleagues from New Jersey for 
their hard work. This unprecedented 
storm has hurt New Jersey to the tune 
of 41,000 people; 41,000 families are cur- 
rently impacted. Over 300 municipali- 
ties have been impacted in New Jersey. 
The PATH stations in Hoboken are de- 
stroyed. Thousands of families who 
lived in houses in the area—they also 
lived in the basements—have no place 
to go. 

And here we are 3 months later, and 
we're still battling over this money. 
This is for people who are hurting. This 
is for States like New Jersey and New 
York and Connecticut who are donor 
States that are constantly sending 
money to the Federal Government. 
You know, I sat in this Chamber when 
we had these wars and all this money 
for these wars. We destroyed the infra- 
structure in Iraq, and then we put bil- 
lions of dollars to fix the infrastructure 
in Iraq. We put billions of dollars in Af- 
ghanistan. 
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This is for the Americans in this 
country who have been hurt by this 
storm that is unprecedented. My 
friends, we have to work together to 
get this money to these people so they 
can start their lives over again. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield 1 
minute to another Member of Congress 
from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL). 

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Chair, we ei- 
ther act now, or we wait for the con- 
sequences of the terrible silence of the 
decent. And many folks from both sides 
of the aisle have worked together. It 
can be done, not only on this issue, but 
many other issues. 

This was a tragedy. When you visit 
each town, be it in Long Island or Stat- 
en Island, or Hoboken, or Moonachie, 
Fort Lee, Mantoloking, what’s the sign 
you look for whenever you go in neigh- 
borhoods? Water line. That’s the sign. 

What is the water line of our con- 
science, of our goodwill, and having 
double standards for different storms? 

We’ve never done that before as a Na- 
tion, and we shouldn’t now do it 
through ideologues and true believers 
who think one way or the highway. 

This must be passed today. I com- 
mend Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. ROGERS, 
NITA LOWEY. Thank you for putting 
your task forward in a priority. And 
we’re going to pass this today. Con- 
gratulations, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY). 

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

I have never, in my 14 years, spoken 
from this side of the aisle. I do it 
today, not as a gimmick, but as part of 
my plea to my Republican colleagues, 
to all of us, not to act as Democrats 
and Republicans. 

People are suffering throughout the 
Northeast. They continue to do so. The 
Frelinghuysen amendment is one that 
will give assurance to the people of the 
Quad-State region that the Federal 
Government will be there with them 
throughout this crisis, that they will 
be there. When everyone else has for- 
gotten, the Federal Government will be 
there. 

The level of devastation is enormous. 
And as I said before, the level of psy- 
chological damage is enormous, and we 
only know the tip of the iceberg. We 
don’t know yet what will come. 

This amendment will give peace of 
mind to Americans who are suffering 
today. Americans just like all of us 
here today are suffering, and they are 
looking to their Congress, not red, not 
blue, not Democrat, not Republican, 
just Americans helping Americans. 
That’s what this amendment and this 
bill is all about. 

I thank the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey for yielding me this minute. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I yield 1 minute to the gentle- 
woman from New York (Ms. CLARKE). 

Ms. CLARKE. I thank the gentleman 
for the time. 

And I want to urge all of my col- 
leagues to support the Frelinghuysen 
amendment, which ensures a full $60.1 
billion package will jump-start a re- 
covery process for the families and 
small businesses of the affected four- 
State region. 

I represent an area called Gerritsen 
Beach in Brooklyn, New York, a quaint 
bungalow community. Operative word, 
bungalow. They were subgrade, and to- 
tally deluged during the event known 
as Superstorm Sandy. This is a work- 
ing-class community of people, real 
solid Americans who have played by 
the rules all of their lives, and now 
their homes have been moved off of 
their foundations by the sheer force of 
this storm. 

This amendment, this work that we 
do today, is why people have sent us 
here, to know that we’ve got their 
backs, that we are there, as their rep- 
resentatives, in time of need. 

I want to thank my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle, in particular, 
those from the affected region, for 
their advocacy on behalf of the people 
who have been victimized by Sandy. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I yield myself the balance of the 
time. 

Madam Chair, I do have a point of 
clarification before I yield back my 
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time. The amendment includes 
$22,220,000 for the Federal Highway Ad- 
ministration’s emergency relief pro- 
gram. It’s our intent that the $100 mil- 
lion cap applies to only the funds in 
this act, and not to previous emer- 
gencies. 

In closing, Madam Chair, as I said 
earlier, I ask all Members to lend the 
Northeast a hand, help us put lives and 
families and communities back in good 
order. Those that have suffered, con- 
tinue to suffer, have had personal mis- 
ery and loss, we remember them as we 
pass this bill today. And I want to 
thank all the Members for stepping for- 
ward to be supportive of this legisla- 
tion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. FLORES 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
part C of House Report 113-1. 

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 3, line 7, after the dollar amount in- 
sert ‘‘(reduced by $150,000,000)’’. 

Page 3, strike lines 18 through 20 (and re- 
designate the subsequent paragraphs accord- 
ingly). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. FLORES) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I rise to 
offer an amendment that would address 
concerns in funding the Regional Ocean 
Partnership program under NOAA that 
is included in the underlying amend- 
ment. 

Let me tell you what this amend- 
ment is not. It is not a poison pill de- 
signed to stop funding for Sandy relief. 
It is not an amendment designed to 
delay aid to Sandy victims. It is not an 
amendment designed to stop the much- 
needed aid to Sandy victims. 

All the amendment does is it stops 
the ability to allow a crisis to be used 
by the White House to fund Executive 
Order 13547, which is basically to zone 
the oceans. Funding for that could be 
used for purposes like this: to regulate 
economic activity in the Mississippi 
River watershed. And you could see 
that none of the money that’s used for 
this program would be used to help 
Sandy relief. So that’s just an example 
of what it would do. 

According to the NOAA Web site, the 
Regional Ocean Partnership grant pro- 
gram was developed to advance effec- 
tive coastal and ocean management 
through regional ocean governance, in- 
cluding the goals for national ocean 
policy or, in other words, Executive 
Order 18547, set out in the President’s 
final policy of the Interagency Ocean 
Task Force, dated July 19, 2010. Again, 
back to the Executive order. 
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This amendment is essentially the 
same amendment that was passed that 
was part of the CJS appropriations bill 
that passed by a bipartisan vote of 246- 
174 last May. 

Now, we can all agree that ocean 
planning is a good thing. However, that 
needs to be done through the normal 
appropriations process when approved 
by Congress, and not through an execu- 
tive order by the President. 

The Natural Resources Committee 
has held hearings, under the leadership 
of Chairman Doc HASTINGS, to ask the 
administration where they’re getting 
the funding to implement national 
ocean policy. They have not responded 
with any answers to that, and now 
they’re using this crisis as a way to 
come up with funding of $150 million to 
basically fund all of these agencies in 
the President’s effort to zone the 
oceans. We think that that’s inappro- 
priate. 

And again, this is not to stop Sandy 
aid. It’s not to delay Sandy aid. It’s not 
to be a poison pill for Sandy aid. It’s 
only designed to stop the use of this 
crisis to fund a program that this Con- 
gress did not intend to have an effect. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I rise to claim the time in oppo- 
sition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am pleased 
to yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. RUNYAN). 
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Mr. RUNYAN. Madam Chair, I rise in 
opposition to the Flores amendment. 
The Regional Ocean Partnership grants 
program was established in 2004 by 
President Bush to help prevent dam- 
ages from future natural disasters in 
coastal States. It is not part of Presi- 
dent Obama’s National Ocean Policy. 

This program is supported through a 
competitive grant program first au- 
thorized by President Bush in 2004 to 
support urgent coastal needs. This pro- 
gram is also voluntary and State-led, 
with individual States opting into the 
program. 

In the areas hardest hit by Hurricane 
Sandy, there is a Mid-Atlantic Re- 
gional Council that was established by 
mid-Atlantic Governors in 2009. These 
Governors work together to address 
coastal issues and mitigate future 
risks. 

State universities like Rutgers Uni- 
versity in New Jersey also receive 
funding through States to work and co- 
ordinate with States to determine how 
to best mitigate future disaster risks. 
The Reinsurance Association of Amer- 
ica has written in opposition to this 
amendment due to concern about fu- 
ture risks to coastal areas. 

I again emphasize this program is not 
part of President Obama’s National 
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Ocean Policy and was established by 
President Bush. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I thank the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey for his remarks, but this program 
is designed and was changed beginning 
with the Obama administration to fund 
Executive Order 13547. 

If you go to the NOAA budget re- 
quest, it says, “The Regional Ocean 
Partnership grants program will estab- 
lish a competitive grant program to 
support regional ocean partnerships. 
The program will help support the de- 
velopment and implementation of pri- 
ority actions identified in plans of re- 
gional ocean partnerships. Support will 
include the development of comprehen- 
sive Coastal and Marine Spatial 
Plans,” i.e., Executive Order 13547. 

So, yes, this program was around be- 
fore during the Bush administration, 
but it has changed under the Obama 
administration, and now they’re using 
this Sandy relief as a methodology to 
fund this program which, again, was 
never authorized directly by Congress. 

There were two rounds of grant re- 
quests that were granted by NOAA in 
2012. Only one went to a State, and 
that was to the State of Hawaii De- 
partment of Business, Economic Devel- 
opment and Tourism, and the Office of 
Planning. 

Here are the NGOs and outside 
groups that did get money from this, 
though: The Nature Conservancy, the 
Smith River National Recreation Area, 
the University of Hawaii, the South 
Carolina Sea Grant Consortium, and 
others. But not to States. Only one 
went to a State and that was to the 
State of Hawaii. 

Again, this is an inappropriate use of 
funding, the inappropriate use of fund- 
ing in the middle of a crisis to try to 
carry out something that this Congress 
has never authorized. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I yield the balance of my time to 
my colleague from New Jersey (Mr. 
HOLT). 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 3⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. HOLT. Madam Chair, I thank my 
colleague from New Jersey, Chairman 
FRELINGHUYSEN, for yielding but also 
for putting together a very thoughtful 
amendment. A lot of thought has gone 
into this amendment. It is compas- 
sionate, yes, but it is thoughtful com- 
passion, not dumb compassion. 

I rise in opposition to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Texas. It’s a misguided amendment 
that would strike funding from NOAA’s 
Regional Ocean Partnership grants 
program. These grants help scientists 
understand where and how the shore- 
line has changed, evaluate the long- 
term effects of storm damage, and pre- 
pare mitigation plans for future severe 
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weather events. The whole point is to 
rebuild better and smarter. The Flores 
amendment eliminates such funding 
for coastal mitigation, which means 
Congress would lose the opportunity to 
ensure that the money is spent on re- 
covery from this disaster in a smart 
way that makes coastal communities 
stronger and safer. It’s nonsensical to 
impair the ability of NOAA to prepare 
properly for hurricanes in an emer- 
gency appropriations bill designed to 
respond to a hurricane. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to re- 
ject this misguided amendment, and I 
thank my good friend from New Jersey 
for all the thought that has gone into 
his amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for his re- 
maining 1 minute. 

Mr. FLORES. This is what the $150 
million is going to go for. This is a 
bunch of federal bureaucracies to carry 
out an Executive order that this Con- 
gress never approved. 

This is not about stopping Sandy re- 
lief, this is not about putting roofs 
back over people’s head, this is not 
about providing food and sustenance 
for anybody, this is not about rebuild- 
ing our roads and bridges, this is not 
about preventing future storms. This is 
about just growing a Federal bureauc- 
racy that was never authorized by this 
Congress. 

With that being said, I think it’s a 
clear amendment. It does not stop 
Sandy relief. 

I would urge all of my colleagues to 
support this amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey does have 2 minutes 
remaining if he would seek recogni- 
tion. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Chair, | 
strong opposition to this Amendment. 

Regional Ocean Partnerships are supported 
through a NOAA competitive grants program 
first established by President Bush in 2004. 

As the representative from the Ocean State, 
| know how important this funding is in helping 
coastal states deal with a range of priorities— 
including, coastal hazards resiliency to the im- 
pacts of major storms like Sandy. 

Hurricane Sandy wreaked havoc on the 
coastline of Rhode Island, Massachusetts, 
New York, New Jersey and the Northeast. 

The allocation for Regional Ocean Partner- 
ships Grants will provide much needed fund- 
ing to states affected by Hurricane Sandy— 
helping our coastal communities recover, be 
better prepared for future extreme weather 
events, and mitigate future risks. 

These measures will help our coastal com- 
munities in Rhode Island and throughout the 
impacted region to rebuild, save lives, and 
prevent future economic and property losses. 

| urge my colleagues to oppose this amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. FLORES). 
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The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post- 
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. RUNYAN 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
part C of House Report 113-1. 

Mr. RUNYAN. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 4, lines 6 through 8, strike all after 
“fishery disasters” and insert ‘‘during cal- 
endar year 2012 that were declared by the 
Secretary of Commerce as a direct result of 
impacts from Hurricane Sandy:’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. RUNYAN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. RUNYAN. Madam Chair, I rise in 
support of my amendment, which 
makes a technical correction of the 
current bill language that makes it 
clear that fisheries disaster funding is 
restricted to those States that were de- 
clared fisheries disasters in 2012 as a di- 
rect result of Hurricane Sandy. 

While I understand that the intent of 
the appropriators was to limit the 
money to the States impacted by Hur- 
ricane Sandy, NOAA has informed me 
that according to the current bill lan- 
guage they will distribute the money 
to any State with the fisheries disaster 
declaration in 2012. 

While I’m disappointed that more 
money has not been appropriated to 
the fisheries that were damaged during 
Sandy, we need to make sure that this 
limited pot of money gets to the fish- 
eries that need it most in New Jersey 
and New York. There is only $5 million 
appropriated for the fisheries bill. In 
New Jersey alone the commercial fish- 
ing industry has sustained over $4 mil- 
lion in damage. 

This amendment was supported by 
the Garden State Seafood Association, 
the Recreational Fishing Alliance, and 
the Marine Trades Association of New 
Jersey. 

I want to thank the Rules Committee 
for ruling my amendment in order and 
urge all colleagues to support it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any Member 
seek time in opposition? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. RUNYAN. I would like to yield 1 
minute to my colleague from New Jer- 
sey, Congressman SMITH. 
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
my good friend for yielding. 

Madam Chair, I rise in strong support 
of the amendment offered by my good 
friend and colleague, Mr. RUNYAN, to 
ensure that the funding in this bill is 
targeted to those fishery disasters re- 
sulting from Superstorm Sandy. 

Recreational angling contributes 
more than $125 billion annually to the 
American economy, Madam Chair, in 
addition to creating and sustaining 
over 1 million jobs. 

New Jersey has a long tradition of 
fishing along our 130-mile shoreline. 
Recreational and commercial fishing 
generates over $1.3 billion in New Jer- 
sey in economic activity and supports 
8,500 Jersey jobs. 

This vital industry not only creates 
and sustains good jobs but boosts fish- 
ery conservation efforts, tourism, and 
contributes significantly to the econ- 
omy in coastal communities. The dis- 
aster declaration on November 16 and 
the modest funding provided in the 
pending legislation will help rebuild 
the damaged and destroyed infrastruc- 
ture so that this industry can recover 
and return to pre-storm levels. 

I urge all members to support the 
Runyan amendment. 


1700 


Mr. RUNYAN. I yield 1 minute to an- 
other gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN). 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I’m very pleased to support the 
gentleman’s amendment. I commend 
him for his effort. This is directly 
Sandy related. We thank you for your 
work on this. 

Mr. RUNYAN. With that, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. RUNYAN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF 

GEORGIA 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
part C of House Report 113-1. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 4, line 19, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert ‘‘(reduced by $13,000,000)”. 

Page 5, line 4, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert ‘‘(reduced to $0)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, my amendment would strike $13 
million in nonemergency funding for 
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the National Weather Service’s ground 
readiness project. 

This funding, found in the Freling- 
huysen amendment, is for work that is 
already underway as part of a yet un- 
finished state-of-the-art weather sat- 
ellite system. It is my understanding 
that this particular amount is meant 
to speed up the preparations needed to 
get ready for data that will come from 
these new weather satellites, which are 
set to be launched 2 to 5 years from 
now. 

Madam Chair, our hearts go out to 
the victims that are suffering from the 
devastation from Hurricane Sandy. 
However, in the wake of large storms 
like this, government’s knee-jerk reac- 
tion is often to throw money at fore- 
casting or storm modeling in order to 
prevent widespread damage in the fu- 
ture. Unfortunately, even with the best 
imaginable forecasting systems, we 
would not have been able to prevent 
the structural damages which resulted 
from this particular storm. Yet here we 
are debating funding for a project due 
to go online years from now in an 
emergency supplemental bill, which is 
meant to provide aid to those who are 
still suffering in the wake of Sandy. 

For fiscal year 2018, the National 
Weather Service received a total of $991 
million. That’s $20 million over their 
initial request. NOAA is expected to 
ask for additional funding for this par- 
ticular project over the next 2 years— 
nearly $15 million in fiscal year 2014 
and $18 million in fiscal year 2015, the 
year the first new satellite is due to 
launch. It appears that the funding in- 
cluded in the Frelinghuysen amend- 
ment is simply meant to get the 
ground portion of this project finished 
just a little bit faster. 

Madam Chairman, I don’t wish to 
argue the merits of this project, and I 
agree that if we have the ability to im- 
prove our forecasting infrastructure, 
we ought to do it, but this is not the 
time nor the place. The time for this 
project—and other projects like it 
which are funded in the Frelinghuysen 
amendment—is during the normal ap- 
propriations process. 

While I offered seven other amend- 
ments to the Rules Committee which 
would have removed similar nonemer- 
gent spending totaling over $300 mil- 
lion, unfortunately, only this amend- 
ment made it to the House floor. I’m 
disappointed that none of my other 
amendments to cut excessive spending 
were allowed. I was hopeful that the 
start of a new Congress would usher in 
a new dedication to cutting wasteful, 
duplicative, unnecessary spending. Un- 
fortunately, it looks like it is business 
as usual. 

That said, I’m hopeful this amend- 
ment will pass so this particular appro- 
priation may be considered under reg- 
ular order, as it should. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I claim time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I’m pleased 
to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. FATTAR). 

Mr. FATTAH. I thank the gentleman, 
my good friend from New Jersey. 

I want to say that this amendment 
would do serious damage to our efforts 
in terms of the National Weather Serv- 
ice. 

In the mark of the House and the 
Senate appropriation bills for FY13, we 
had this $18 million. It improves our 
forecasting. What does that mean on 
the ground? What it means on the 
ground, all across our country, when 
there is a severe weather incident, it 
means that we will have better infor- 
mation for evacuation purposes, if 
needed. It’s about $1 million a mile to 
evacuate. It’s about saving lives. 

So when the gentleman, who is the 
maker of this amendment, said that he 
wished we could do this faster and he’s 
not opposed to us having better infor- 
mation, then I join with him in part, in 
that part, because this is about pro- 
viding necessary information to the 
American public about severe weather 
incidents and saving lives. This is 
money that both the House and the 
Senate intended to provide, but in the 
112th we were unable to complete our 
work. 

This is vitally important to every 
single Member in this House in their 
districts, the businesses and families 
alike, that the National Weather Serv- 
ice and the satellite system be up- 
graded as quickly as possible. 

We’ve had the greatest series of se- 
vere weather events—over $1 billion 
each—that we’ve ever had in our his- 
tory. It is not time for the greatest 
country and the wealthiest country in 
the world to retreat or to equivocate in 
making sure that we have the very best 
weather service information, and this 
satellite system is critically important 
thereto. 

So I thank the gentleman for yield- 
ing. I would hope that the gentleman 
who is seeking waste find waste in 
some other area, because this is not 
waste. This is lifesaving information 
and important throughout our country 
that the National Weather Service has 
this upgrade. It’s something we would 
have passed anyway in the normal ap- 
propriations process. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, he just made my point. We 
all want good satellite weather fore- 
casting. The satellites have already 
been funded and underway. This 
project is already underway. It’s non- 
emergent spending. We should not have 
nonemergent spending in an emergent 
appropriations bill, particularly when 
we don’t have any setoffs for this. 
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There is no reason whatsoever, abso- 
lutely zero reason that this could not 
be considered in the normal appropria- 
tions process, as my good friend just 
stated. 

My point has been that these types of 
projects should be considered under 
regular order. They should be consid- 
ered the way that all funding, except 
for emergency funding, should be con- 
sidered, and that’s through the Appro- 
priations Committee, the regular 
order, the way we’re supposed to be 
doing things in this House. This is not 
one of those. 

My amendment, if it is passed, is not 
going to shut down this new weather 
system. It’s not going to ground the 
satellites. It’s not going to ground the 
ground project. All it’s going to do is 
just say we’re not going to put this 
nonemergent spending in an emergency 
appropriations bill, and we will take it 
under regular order as we should. 
That’s my big point. I appreciate my 
friend saying that we could take it 
under regular order, as we should be 


doing. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 


Chairman, I’m pleased to yield 2 min- 
utes to my colleague from New Jersey 
(Mr. HOLT). 

Mr. HOLT. Madam Chairman, this 
misguided amendment by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia would strike 
funding for the National Weather Serv- 
ice’s ground readiness program. 

Now, the ground readiness program 
means that weather satellite signals 
can be collected on the ground and 
those data can be used in operational 
models and forecasts. This satellite 
data is critical for forecasting hurri- 
canes. In fact, the National Weather 
Service used data from these NOAA 
satellites to accurately predict the 
scope and the path of Hurricane Sandy. 

Now, this amount is a relatively 
small dollar amount in the overall dis- 
aster relief bill, but this amendment is 
of outsized importance in its misguided 
intent. A recent study showed that 
without the polar satellite data from 
the weather models, the forecasters 
would have said Sandy would stay out 
at sea, would not have hit the mid-At- 
lantic coast. Imagine how much worse 
the storm damage would have been if 
the emergency management officials 
said it would never make landfall. 
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It’s hard to overestimate how impor- 
tant accurate forecasts are. Let’s ac- 
celerate the program, not slow it down. 
It’s completely nonsensical to impair 
the ability of the National Weather 
Service to predict accurately. This is 
reminiscent of that ludicrous proposal 
a few years ago that we abolish the Na- 
tional Weather Service because there is 
a successful private cable weather 
channel. 

I urge my colleagues to reject this 
misguided amendment. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia has 15 seconds remaining. 
The gentleman from New Jersey has 1 
minute remaining. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, this is not going to delay data. 
It’s not going to delay the implementa- 
tion of this new satellite system. The 
current satellite that was just 
launched last fall has all the data-re- 
ceiving capability that it can send out. 
So all this is doing is just saying let’s 
wait until the regular appropriations 


process. 
I urge passage of my amendment. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 


Chair, I’m pleased to yield the balance 
of my time to Mr. BLUMENAUER of Or- 
egon. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s courtesy. 

My friend from Georgia completely 
misses the point. Mr. HOLT pointed out 
that this being able to process this 
ground-based information is important 
to being able to fully utilize the infor- 
mation from the polar satellite. The 
last Congress behaved recklessly, can- 
didly, in terms of jeopardizing the flow 
of this information. It was not treated 
appropriately in terms of the budget. 

I think that this is an opportunity to 
accelerate in a small way something 
that is an emergency, tell the people 
who have been faced with a chain of 
natural disasters and storms where we 
have been able to refine our pre- 
dictions. We can’t stop the weather, 
but we can save lives, and this will get 
us back on track a little bit. 

I cannot imagine a more misguided 
offset. If anything, we should be accel- 
erating this work more. I strongly urge 
its rejection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. 
Chair, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. DUNCAN OF 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in 
part C of House Report 113-1. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 
Madam Chair, I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 7, strike line 19 and all that follows 
through line 23 on page 8 and insert the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘No funds made available by this Act 
shall be used by the Legal Services Corpora- 
tión”, 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentleman 


Madam 
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from South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 
Madam Chair, this Nation’s debt now 
stands in excess of $16 trillion. This is 
an amount of debt greater than our Na- 
tion’s economy, exceeding our GDP, 
and yet, Madam Chair, we have on the 
floor today legislation which piles upon 
our children and grandchildren even 
greater burdens of debt. 

Madam Chair, it’s time to end the 
credit card economics. We simply can- 
not afford to continue to spend money 
that we’re borrowing from countries 
like China on line items that we don’t 
need and that Congress isn’t constitu- 
tionally authorized to spend. 

Madam Chair, my amendment strips 
one such line item out of this bill. This 
is really low hanging fruit. You see, 
this Sandy relief effort was plussed up, 
or increased, by $1 million to boost 
Legal Services Corporation, funding 
masquerading as disaster relief. And I 
thought we had a ban on earmarks in 
this Congress. 

Why is a bailout for New York law- 
yers emergency hurricane relief? Even 
if you believe this is a legitimate gov- 
ernment program—which I don’t, by 
the way—but how can you argue with a 
straight face that spending on lawyers 
is legitimate emergency spending? 

Madam Chair, let me say again, we’re 
$16 trillion in debt. We’re $16 trillion in 
debt, America. We simply cannot af- 
ford to continue like this. We cannot 
keep spending money that we don’t 
have on things that we can’t afford and 
all the while sending our children and 
our grandchildren the bill. 

What part of $16 trillion in debt do 
you all not understand? 

I sincerely hope that my colleagues 
will take this opportunity to start to 
get serious about reining in our spend- 
ing addiction. This amendment is a 
tiny step in that direction. It’s only $1 
million. A million dollars is brushed off 
as not a lot of money to haggle over 
here in Congress, but let me tell you, $1 
million is a lot of money to the average 
American. But in this House, that’s 
barely a blip on the radar screen. 

This amendment will cut 6 percent of 
1 percent of 1 percent of 1 percent of 
the Federal debt. It isn’t that much, 
but at least it’s a start. The journey of 
1,000 miles begins with a single step, 
Madam Chair, and we need to take that 
step today. 

This is a program that should no 
longer exist with Federal dollars. This 
program hasn’t been reauthorized by 
the U.S. Congress since 1980; 33 years— 
33 years—of unauthorized appropria- 
tions, Madam Chair. Are we going to 
continue like it’s business as usual? 

The GAO has criticized LSC over its 
internal controls and lack of account- 
ability in their financial reporting 
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processes and systems, yet, year after 
year, we keep throwing money at 
them. We cannot keep doing things the 
same way and expect anything other 
than the same result: deeper and deep- 
er in debt, with a bill that my sons and 
their children and—hopefully—my 
grandchildren and maybe their chil- 
dren will get stuck with. Today, let’s 
at least not throw more good money 
after bad by wasting another $1 million 
on an unauthorized giveaway to attor- 
neys. 

Please support my amendment. It 
will strip $1 million from this bill and 
prevent any ‘‘emergency spending” to 
pay for attorneys that should be paid 
for by private citizens in the private 
sector. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I rise to 
claim the time in opposition to this 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Legal aid offices in 
Sandy-affected areas are experiencing 
a huge increase in requests for civil 
legal assistance that is directly related 
to the storm and its aftermath. The 
Legal Services Corporation exists pre- 
cisely to help meet the civil legal needs 
of low-income Americans, and the 
Legal Services Corporation assistance 
is never more important than following 
a major disaster. 

Since Sandy hit, legal aid programs 
in New York and New Jersey have set 
up recovery hotlines, staffed FEMA 
disaster recovery centers, partnered 
with other State and local organiza- 
tions to conduct disaster assistance 
training, and participated in clinics to 
provide legal counseling to affected 
communities. Local legal service pro- 
grams are helping families obtain 
emergency food stamps, disaster-re- 
lated unemployment insurance benefits 
and FEMA benefits to pay for rent and 
other expenses. 

The funding this amendment pro- 
poses to eliminate would enable local 
organizations to purchase the needed 
mobile resources and equipment and to 
hire the coordinators they need to 
manage volunteers. 

The $1 million this amendment would 
strike is a small amount relative to all 
of the other disaster relief efforts in 
the bill, but it will have a dispropor- 
tionately large impact on the lives of 
low-income Americans it will help. I 
urge my colleagues to reject the 
amendment. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I yield 1 minute to the 
distinguished chairman, Mr. FRELING- 
HUYSEN. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding. 

In the hundreds of thousands of peo- 
ple that have been displaced in the 
Northeast are a lot of people who have 
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lost their apartments and houses that 
don’t have the money to hire lawyers. 
Their conditions are such they’ve lost 
everything that they have—their pos- 
sessions, their apartments, the houses 
that they’ve invested in throughout 
their lives—and many of these people 
do not have the financial means to pro- 
tect their interests. 

I know people have a hate-on for the 
Legal Services Corporation of Amer- 
ica—and they’ve had their problems, 
and our Appropriations Committee has 
dealt with reining them in when 
they’ve acted inappropriately—but at a 
time when people are in such desperate 
straits and misery, to deny the poorest 
of the poor recourse when fat people 
can be taking advantage of them, or 
they’re looking for some sort of food 
and shelter and they’re seeking legal 
counsel to make sure that they can 
protect their rights and their families, 
I’m opposed to this amendment, I 
think, for good reason. 


1720 


Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I yield 
the balance of my time to Mr. José 
SERRANO of New York. 

Mr. SERRANO. Let me first say that 
your comments once again, sir, are just 
right on target. 

This is one of those amendments that 
simply strikes out at a government 
agency not realizing the harm it causes 
the people. The impact is particularly 
severe for low-income families, individ- 
uals who are unable to afford the kind 
of legal assistance they might need to 
help them recover. 

Since Sandy, legal aid programs have 
been on the front lines of disaster as- 
sistance, and they will be providing 
legal assistance for Sandy victims for 
years to come. They’ve been dealing 
with FEMA assistance, with SNAP 
benefits, with unemployment benefits, 
along with legal issues related to evic- 
tions and housing problems; but the 
need for legal assistance will not end 
there. 

In future months and perhaps even 
years, cases involving FEMA appeals, 
bankruptcy, fair housing, and public 
housing issues will arise. Contractor 
fraud scams will proliferate as Sandy 
victims start receiving cash payments 
from insurance proceeds and housing 
repair grants. Legal aid programs will 
be called on to provide help, and more 
than ever now we need this kind of as- 
sistance. What’s interesting about this 
amendment is that it’s not an amend- 
ment really directed at the funding as 
much as it is at the whole Legal Serv- 
ices Corporation. It is an attempt to 
attack an agency that stands up for 
those who can’t defend themselves. 

Interestingly enough, this was Rich- 
ard Nixon’s proudest program. He be- 
lieved, at that time, as many have 
after him, that the poor needed a way 
to defend themselves in our courts. To 
go after this funding is not to go after 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


a million dollars. Let’s be honest. It’s 
to go after the corporation. It is ill- 
timed, it is wrong, it is unfair; and we 
should reject it by a majority, if not by 
a unanimous vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. DUN- 
CAN). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 


Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 
Madam Chair, I demand a recorded 
vote. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. 
BLUMENAUER 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in 
part C of House Report 113-1. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Chair, I 
would offer the amendment on behalf 
of my colleague, Mr. CAMPBELL, and 
myself. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 16, line 6, insert ‘‘with respect to such 
funds” after ‘‘expense’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Chair, I 
rise in support of this amendment. 

I must acknowledge the collabora- 
tion and support of my good friend and 
the cosponsor of the amendment, Mr. 
CAMPBELL from California. 

The amendment is a simple clarifica- 
tion to ensure that the Frelinghuysen 
amendment doesn’t put taxpayers on 
the hook for 100 percent of the cost of 
projects that are unrelated to Hurri- 
cane Sandy. 

The amendment waives the standard 
local cost-share for ongoing construc- 
tion projects. This applies to beach re- 
nourishment projects, which are typi- 
cally cost-shared at a 65 percent Fed- 
eral and 35 percent local share. 

While the waiving of this local cost- 
share for this type of project is unprec- 
edented, I understand that for our 
friends in New Jersey, New York, and 
Connecticut, Hurricane Sandy was also 
unprecedented. 

Our amendment does not change the 
language with respect to repairing the 
beaches damaged by Hurricane Sandy, 
but unfortunately the language could 
be interpreted to also waive local cost- 
share for future periodic beach replen- 
ishment unrelated to any damage 
caused by Hurricane Sandy. These 
typically can take up to over a 50-year 
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period and can cost tens of millions of 
dollars. I’m confident that is not what 
was intended by the amendment as it 
was offered. But the amendment is nec- 
essary to make sure that that’s not 
how it’s interpreted at some point in 
the future. 

Madam Chair, my heart goes out to 
the communities in the Northeast that 
have been devastated by Hurricane 
Sandy. I have strongly supported the 
efforts of the people in the region to 
step forward and be fully compensated 
to be able to have a robust package. 
I’m sorry that it’s delayed, and I com- 
mend the leadership that has been dis- 
played on both sides of the aisle. 

I strongly support having the Federal 
Government provide assistance for peo- 
ple not only to recover, but to rebuild 
in a way that is stronger and safer. But 
it does not make sense to use this leg- 
islation to change standard, non-Fed- 
eral cost-share procedures for projects 
unrelated to Hurricane Sandy. Doing 
so, I think, would be fiscally irrespon- 
sible, and it decreases local commu- 
nities’ involvement and investment in 
local projects that primarily benefit 
them and I’m afraid might be a reason 
for opposition for legislation that I 
hope passes. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I would be 
happy to yield 30 seconds to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I want to 
thank the gentleman and Mr. CAMP- 
BELL, the cosponsor, for this clarifica- 
tion. I’m pleased to accept it. Thank 
you very much. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. The gentleman is 
correct that he is restating law, and we 
also accept the amendment. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Chair, I 
deeply appreciate the hard work and 
the acceptance of the amendment. I 
look forward to moving forward with 
the passage of this, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MS. VELÁZQUEZ 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in 
part C of House Report 113-1. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. I have an amend- 
ment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 21, line 17, after the dollar amount in- 
sert ‘‘(reduced by $12,500,000)”. 

Page 21, line 18, after the dollar amount in- 
sert ‘‘(reduced by $12,500,000)”. 
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Page 40, line 10, after the dollar amount in- 
sert ‘‘(reduced by $12,500,000)”. 

Page 48, line 7, after the dollar amount in- 
sert ‘‘(increased by $25,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentlewoman 
from New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from New York. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Chair, I 
rise to engage the chairman of the En- 
ergy and Water Development Appro- 
priations Subcommittee in a colloquy 
and intend to withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, Hurricane Sandy has 
left a lasting impact on New York and 
its residents. The storm surge engulfed 
low-lying housing—including the 
Redhook development in my district— 
floating basements, common areas, and 
apartments. These areas remained sub- 
merged for days, cutting off essential 
services. After the water receded, toxic 
mold spread quickly in damaged areas. 

Mold and mildew infestation can pose 
serious health risks if not addressed in 
a timely manner. If left untreated, 
residents and workers are at risk of de- 
veloping respiratory illnesses or infec- 
tion. Without providing emergency 
funding specifically for this purpose, 
there is serious concern among city 
residents that calls for more remedi- 
ation will go unanswered. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that going for- 
ward we can work together to ensure 
that the final bill addresses mold con- 
tamination in public housing. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will the gen- 
tlewoman yield? 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ms. 
VELAZQUEZ, removing mold is critical 
to restoring the lives and livelihoods of 
New Yorkers, New Jerseyans, and those 
in Connecticut living in public housing 
affected by the storm. 

We will work to see that in the final 
bill funding is made available for mold 
abatement, and we thank you for your 
focus on this very important issue that 
often escapes public notice unless 
you’re directly affected. So I want to 
commend you for that effort. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. I’m very grateful 
to the chairman. 

The success of our response to this 
tragedy hinges on helping residents re- 
habilitate the structures they call 
home. 
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It is essential that the resources nec- 
essary to provide secure housing for 
New Yorkers and other residents in 
New Jersey and Connecticut are made 
available. 

Madam Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to withdraw my amend- 
ment. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentlewoman withdraws her 
amendment. 

There was no objection. 

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. HUELSKAMP 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 8 printed in 
part C of House Report 113-1. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Madam Chairman, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 25, lines 14 and 15, strike “that is in 
excess of $1,000,000, the specifics of each such 
grant award” and insert ‘‘the specifics of the 
grant award”. 

Page 25, lines 19 and 20, strike ‘‘a mission 
assignment or task order in excess of 
$1,000,000’’ and insert ‘the mission assign- 
ment or task order”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentleman 
from Kansas (Mr. HUELSKAMP) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Madam Chairman, 
my amendment seeks to ensure max- 
imum transparency in a process which 
will see billions of taxpayer dollars dis- 
tributed through FEMA grants. While I 
appreciate that a provision was in- 
cluded to require the disclosure of 
grants over $1 million, I believe we owe 
it to the taxpayers to do even more. 
My amendment strikes the $1 million 
threshold for disclosure, and it requires 
the details of all grants distributed 
under FEMA’s disaster relief program 
to be disclosed. 

Recently, a town in California was 
the subject of a FEMA Inspector Gen- 
eral investigation. The FEMA IG found 
that the grantee received $830,000 fol- 
lowing a recent flood. The town in 
question spent all of the allocated 
grant money and has requested reim- 
bursement for $769,000 more. Among 
the inappropriate expenditures were a 
host of purchases that had nothing to 
do with the equipment damaged by the 
flood, including new chairs, computers, 
telephones, lamps, and a microwave. 
FEMA rejected the claim, finding these 
and numerous other attempts to claim 
reimbursement outside of the scope of 
the flood as well as outside of the 
terms of the grant. 

While I commend FEMA for catching 
this attempted fraud, the sheer volume 
of grants that will come as a result of 
Sandy necessitates maximum trans- 
parency at the beginning of the proc- 
ess. My amendment requires just that. 
Let me give you one other example. 

According to a September 2012 De- 
partment of Homeland Security IG re- 
port, I quote: 

Following Hurricanes Katrina and Rita in 
2005 and other disasters up to December 31, 
2010, FEMA disbursed more than $8 billion in 
assistance payments, some of which were 
later determined to have been improperly 
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paid to individuals who were ineligible or 
who received duplicate payments. The debts 
in question arose in part because FEMA re- 
laxed its internal controls in order to pro- 
vide the expedited delivery of assistance 
grants to displaced disaster survivors. 

The relaxed internal controls in- 
volved improper payments of as much 
as $621 million to 167,488 recipients. Ac- 
cording to the report, FEMA’s efforts 
to recoup these improper payments re- 
sulted in $1.3 million collected thus far, 
but they spent $7.3 million to collect 
them—again, costing the taxpayers a 
net of $6 million. Why repeat a process 
like this if we can avoid it? 

The paperwork is already being done 
on disaster relief grant applications. 
They’re already being recorded on a 
computer somewhere in FEMA, so 
there are already disclosure procedures 
in place that can quickly and appro- 
priately bring forward this informa- 
tion. According to the CBO, this 
amendment will have no budgetary im- 
pact. It simply does not create an 
undue burden to make the list public in 
a timely fashion. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in in- 
jecting 100 percent transparency and 
accountability at the beginning of the 
process in order to help root out waste 
and fraud. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I want to 
thank the gentleman from Kansas for 
putting forward this amendment. I am 
pleased to accept it. I just want to as- 
sure you that in both the Rogers 
amendment and my amendment we 
have plenty of transparency, and we 
have lots of reports, and I think your 
added protections of the taxpayers’ dol- 
lars are very much in order. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas (Mr. HUELSKAMP). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 9, AS MODIFIED, OFFERED BY 

MR. FLEMING 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 9 printed in 
part C of House Report 113-1. 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. I also 
have a unanimous consent for a tech- 
nical correction of that amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 28, line 6, after the dollar amount 
(but inside the quotation marks), insert ‘‘(re- 
duced by $9,800,000)’’. 

Page 28, line 7, insert before the period at 

the end the following: 
: Provided, That none of the funds made 
available under such heading in title V may 
be used to repair seawalls or buildings on is- 
lands in the Steward B. McKinney National 
Wildlife Refuge 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. FLEMING) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

Does the gentleman have a modifica- 
tion to his amendment? 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chairman, 
yes. 

I ask unanimous consent to correct a 
misspelled word from ‘‘Steward,’’ end- 
ing in “d” to “Stewart,” ending in “t.” 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Technical Correction to the Amendment 
Offered by Mr. FLEMING: 

In the matter proposed to be inserted by 
the amendment on page 28, line 7, strike 
“Steward” and insert “Stewart”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the amendment is modified. 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chairman, 
my amendment to the Frelinghuysen 
amendment will strike $9.8 million of 
spending on buildings and seawalls on 
uninhabited islands within the Stewart 
B. McKinney National Wildlife Refuge. 

The Stewart McKinney refuge is a 
complex of 10 separate units composed 
of over 800 acres that are stretched 
across the Connecticut shoreline. My 
amendment specifically addresses the 
request of the Fish and Wildlife Service 
to spend nearly $10 million to rebuild 
buildings and a seawall on one of the 10 
units known as the Outer Island. 

The Service acquired this property 
through a private donation in 1995. 
Since that time, as a result of a memo- 
randum of understanding, the island 
has been managed by Southern Con- 
necticut State University, which pro- 
vides access and guided educational ac- 
tivities to visiting school groups dur- 
ing the summer months, which is the 
only time Outer Island is actually 
open. In fact, the Southern Con- 
necticut State University Web site is 
clear: 

All schools, university, community, and 
civic associations or other parties interested 
in participating in educational activities on 
Outer Island must have prior approval of the 
Connecticut State University System coordi- 
nators. 

While the Fish and Wildlife Service 
has no staff on Outer Island, the uni- 
versity utilizes paid interns and fac- 
ulty coordinators to supervise the edu- 
cational programming. An occasional 
kayaker may stop and have lunch on 
the island; but if you want to visit the 
Outer Island, you must coordinate your 
visit with the university and not with 
the Fish and Wildlife Service. In addi- 
tion, the university received a $250,000 
grant from the Long Island Sound 
Fund. 

Madam Chairman, last Friday mem- 
bers of my staff met with representa- 
tives of the Fish and Wildlife Service. 
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The Service has confirmed that they do 
not charge the university for what 
amounts to almost the exclusive use of 
the island. Furthermore, the Service 
did not provide at any time any anal- 
ysis or breakdown on how they will 
spend $9.8 million of our taxpayers’ 
money. In fact, the only information 
they provided was a one-line expla- 
nation that the money will be used to 
remove debris deposited by storm 
floodwaters and to repair seawalls and 
buildings. Frankly, this is totally inad- 


equate. 
As the chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Fisheries, Wildlife, 


Oceans and Insular Affairs, my sub- 
committee has jurisdiction over the 
Fish and Wildlife Service. I intend to 
conduct our annual budget hearing in 
March of this year. This request does 
not belong in an emergency spending 
bill, and the money should not be in 
any way appropriated until we get a 
better understanding of how the $9.8 
million will be spent. I am also inter- 
ested in hearing why this Service does 
not charge the university for using the 
island and why they should not be as- 
sessed a portion of the repair costs, 
which benefits them far more than the 
general public or certainly the tax- 
payers of the United States. 

I urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote on this, and I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 
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Ms. DELAURO. Madam Chair, I rise 
to claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Connecticut is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. DELAURO. Madam Chair, I rise 
in strong and vociferous opposition to 
what I view as a misguided amend- 
ment. It aims to cut funding that 
would help repair the seawalls and re- 
search buildings damaged by 
Superstorm Sandy at the Stewart B. 
McKinney National Wildlife Refuge in 
Connecticut. This is a vindictive 
amendment, in my view, that need- 
lessly slashes disaster relief for one 
particular State, and I urge its defeat. 

Named after the former Republican 
Congressman from my State, the Stew- 
art McKinney Wildlife Refugee spans 70 
miles of Connecticut shoreline, includ- 
ing 800 acres of island habitats, a 
beach, and tidal wetlands. One of the 
more remarkable aspects of the McKin- 
ney Refuge is a chain of seven islands 
along the coast. The islands support 
habitat for several federally endan- 
gered and threatened species and also 
hosts related research facilities. 

These islands are key stops for birds 
migrating along the Atlantic Flyway, 
and two of them have been named ‘‘im- 
portant bird areas”? by the National 
Audubon Society. Some of these is- 
lands are also in close proximity to 
urban centers. All of them sustained 
severe damage during Superstorm 
Sandy. 
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For example, the storm damaged the 
dock, seawall, and education building 
on the Outer Island research station, 
which is also the most visited island 
within the McKinney Refuge. As a re- 
sult, the natural resources on Outer Is- 
land cannot currently be properly man- 
aged. On Outer Island, the lack of re- 
pairs will have serious environmental 
consequences. If the seawall isn’t re- 
paired, erosion will undermine the 
foundation of the main building, dis- 
lodge the septic tank and cause signifi- 
cant contamination, and will lead to 
major repair costs. That’s why we need 
to make available disaster aid to the 
McKinney Refuge so that they can re- 
cover from this storm, just as we have 
many times in the past for other ref- 
uges affected by disasters all across 
this country. 

Let me give you some examples. 
After Hurricane Katrina in 2005 and 
Hurricane Ike in 2008, we appropriated 
$71 million for wildlife refuges in 
Texas, $20 million in Mississippi, and 
$74 million for refuges in Louisiana, 
the sponsor of this amendment’s home 
State. 

One of the central responsibilities of 
this institution is to act on behalf of 
the American people whenever a major 
disaster occurs. Federal disaster relief 
is meant to restore homes, businesses, 
communities, and Federal facilities to 
their pre-disaster condition. We do this 
whether the disaster is a fire in the 
west, a tornado in the south, or a hur- 
ricane in the northeast. There is no 
good reason to make an exception of 
the McKinney Refuge here. 

The sponsor of this amendment, Con- 
gressman FLEMING of Louisiana, has 
argued that this bill includes $9.8 mil- 
lion solely to repair the damage done 
at the Outer Island. This is simply not 
true. 

The Fish and Wildlife Service re- 
quested over $10.9 million for repairs to 
the McKinney Refuge, including just 
over $2 million for Outer Island. The 
rest of the funds, however, would sup- 
port repairs all along the 70 miles of af- 
fected Connecticut coast. By cutting 
the funding needed to rebuild the Con- 
necticut coastline to its pre-Sandy con- 
dition, this amendment prevents the 
McKinney Refuge from meeting its 
Federal commitment to conserve wild- 
life, to provide education and outdoor 
recreation for the public, and it un- 
fairly singles out Connecticut and all 
of the protected wildlife along our 
shores. Is the State and refuge some- 
how unworthy of Federal support? It’s 
a terrible precedent for disaster aid. 

When these disasters occur, we have 
always come together as a Nation of 
Americans, just as we did after Katrina 
and Andrew and Irene, and we should 
not change that now. 

I urge my colleagues to reject what I 
view as a pernicious amendment and 
help Connecticut’s McKinney Refuge 
rebuild from this storm. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR. Members are re- 

minded not to traffic the well while an- 

other Member is under recognition. 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chair, the 
gentlelady is correct: after we got more 
information on this, the nearly $10 mil- 
lion is actually only $2 million when it 
comes to the Outer Island. However, 
the gentlelady is incorrect: the univer- 
sity informed us that the vast amount 
of damage actually came from Hurri- 
cane Irene and not from Sandy. 

Now as to the other $8 million, it 
goes to about six different islands that 
are rarely, if ever, touched by humans. 
It is for coastline restoration. So what 
you have is basically $10 million, $2 
million of which is to repair damage 
from a previous hurricane for which 
there has not been a request. It is 
uninhabited island, rarely touched or 
used except in the summertime, and 
the rest of the islands are virtually 
never touched or used. 

Madam Chair, this is an emergency 
bill. There’s no emergency here. And 
whatever dollars we use are going to be 
borrowed from China and put onto the 
debt. So as a result of that, this does 
not fit the definition in any way, 
shape, or form of being an emergency. 

I would suggest to the Chamber 
today that we focus on the emergency. 
There are a lot of people hurting with 
this disaster, and we should put our 
money where it needs to be. We can go 
through regular order through my sub- 
committee and address all of the work 
needs that need to go on here. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. DELAURO. I would just want to 
say to my colleague, and quite frankly, 
I don’t recall whether you were here or 
not here during the extensive debates 
that we had on this floor as it regarded 
Hurricane Katrina in 2005, Hurricane 
Ike in 2008—$71 million for wildlife ref- 
uges in Texas, $20 million for refuges in 
Mississippi, and $74 million for refuges 
in Louisiana. 

Let me just tell you, we have over 
and over again laid out what the dif- 
ficulties are and what kind of environ- 
mental damage this will cause to the 
Outer Island, what will happen to con- 
tamination in the area, and major 
areas of our coast along our Con- 
necticut coastline. It is amazing to me 
that we find it necessary, that in the 
Northeast, somehow we are being held 
hostage when the rest of the Nation 
has received every dime they have 
asked for. It’s wrong, and we should de- 
feat this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentle- 
woman’s time has expired. The gen- 
tleman from Louisiana has 30 seconds 
remaining. 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chair, I would 
again disagree with the gentlelady. I 
would have to say that, unfortunately, 
it is our grandchildren who are being 
held hostage. Now they have tens of 
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thousands, if not hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars each in future debt 
from the spending we do today. Need- 
less to say, we need to take care of the 
problem. We need to take care of the 
emergency, and we need to take care of 
the people who are hurt. But for heav- 
en’s sake, we should not be spending 
money restoring coastlines on islands 
that nobody ever goes to. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. FLEMING), 
as modified. 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chair, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. BENISHEK 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 10 printed 
in part C of House Report 113-1. 

Mr. BENISHEK. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 28, strike the proviso beginning on 
line 20. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. BENISHEK) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. BENISHEK. Madam Chair, like 
all of my colleagues, I come before you 
today very concerned about my fellow 
Americans whose lives were torn apart 
in October of 2012 due to the impact of 
Hurricane Sandy. 

Hurricane Sandy, like many natural 
disasters before it, has caused billions 
of dollars of damage and has upended 
the lives of thousands of Americans. 
Congress gathers here today to con- 
sider a very important question: Ex- 
actly what is the role of the Federal 
Government in rebuilding our commu- 
nities following a natural disaster? 

Like many of my colleagues, I be- 
lieve the Federal Government must be 
a strong partner in responding to nat- 
ural disasters, but local communities 
must lead the way in making the im- 
portant decisions. Only local commu- 
nities have the firsthand knowledge to 
prioritize how precious resources 
should be spent following a natural dis- 
aster. While the Federal Government 
can and should be a partner, it must be 
just that—a partner. 

Madam Chair, the Federal Govern- 
ment currently plans ahead and budg- 
ets for natural disasters. We have an 
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entire agency, FEMA, dedicated to 
managing these disasters. Perhaps Con- 
gress should have a more comprehen- 
sive discussion on how to better budget 
and prepare for natural disasters, but 
we can’t use one hurricane as an excuse 
to fund or enhance programs that 
would normally go through the regular 
appropriations process. 
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Local communities and property 
owners impacted by Hurricane Sandy 
face tough choices. They must 
prioritize and decide what projects will 
be rebuilt and in which order. 

One of the provisions in the under- 
lying Frelinghuysen amendment pro- 
vides for an additional $50 million in 
grants from the Historic Preservation 
Fund for necessary expenses related to 
the consequences of Hurricane Sandy. 
Currently, these types of grants typi- 
cally require a non-Federal match. The 
Frelinghuysen amendment strikes the 
non-Federal match requirement for the 
Sandy funds. 

Madam Chair, my amendment would 
not reduce any of the supplemental 
funding provided for in the underlying 
amendment. Again, the amendment 
does not reduce the supplemental fund- 
ing. My amendment simply restores 
the provision that the non-Federal 
match be applied, as normally required 
by the National Park Service. In actual 
practice, this would make the funds 
more widely available for a larger 
number of citizens. 

My amendment is about good govern- 
ment and good investments. It simply 
ensures that local communities have 
“skin in the game” and truly support 
the grants that they apply for. If a 
local community is truly supportive of 
rebuilding a project, they will band to- 
gether and find a match, whether it be 
a local municipality, State govern- 
ment, or private nonprofit. 

I understand that those opposed to 
the amendment will say that the im- 
pacted property owners require emer- 
gency funding. They will argue that in 
order to obtain the funds, stakeholders 
should be released of the obligations of 
a non-Federal match, aS many are 
struggling to get by. 

To this, rd like to remind you that 
our government is still borrowing over 
40 cents for every dollar it spends. Just 
as families must prioritize their budg- 
ets, the Federal Government must 
learn to make adjustments. 

Federal grants should not be about 
having fancy consultants or great 
grant writers. These type of programs 
should come down to one thing: local 
support for a project. The ability to 
provide a non-Federal match ensures 
community support for those projects. 

We should no longer waive require- 
ments that ensure local communities 
will support their efforts. This is about 
good government and ensuring fiscal 
responsibility now and in the future. 
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It is my hope that you will join me in 
supporting this amendment to ensure 
that this good guiding principle of good 
government is continued. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I rise in opposition to the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield as 
much time as he may consume to Mr. 
MORAN. 

Mr. MORAN. I thank the very distin- 
guished gentleman from New Jersey for 
his leadership overall on this bill, but 
particularly for thinking to waive the 
non-Federal match, and IJ’ll explain 
why. 

I’m sure the gentleman from Michi- 
gan’s effort is well-intentioned, but 
many of the buildings damaged by Hur- 
ricane Sandy were historic structures, 
and their repair will be very expensive. 

Now, your amendment would make it 
cost prohibitive, Mr. BENISHEK, to re- 
pair or rebuild these historic struc- 
tures. The Interior Department has 
told us that if the Benishek amend- 
ment passes, the historic preservation 
funds will be almost impossible to 
spend in the 2-year timeframe. 

The regular historic preservation 
matching requirement is 60 Federal/40 
non-Federal. If there is a 60/40 match 
requirement for the States affected by 
Hurricane Sandy, the State Preserva- 
tion Offices will not be able to meet 
the matching requirement. 

These offices are already struggling 
financially, and have challenges meet- 
ing the match under normal cir- 
cumstances. If they got the money 
without the waiver, the $50 million 
that we provide in this bill would sit in 
an administrative morass while we 
tried and then likely failed to spend it. 
So we would be funding nothing but 
Federal overhead for 2 years. 

The language in the Frelinghuysen 
amendment, like the Senate bill, limits 
Historic Preservation Grant funding to 
those 10 States that received the Staf- 
ford Act Major Disaster declaration. 

The density of historic structures in 
Sandy-impacted States is far higher 
and the damage far greater than any 
storm in recent memory. In New York 
State alone there were 51,587 structures 
on the National Historic Register that 
received a direct hit from Hurricane 
Sandy. These are structures of national 
significance. Likewise, in New Jersey 
and Connecticut. 

These structures include such well- 
known sites as the South Street Sea- 
port Museum and the Coney Island His- 
toric District, as well as thousands of 
other structures, which while perhaps 
not being as well-known, are no less 
important. 

So the fact is that many private 
homeowners, businesses, and commu- 
nities, they take pride in their historic 
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structures. These historic structures 
bring tourists to their communities. 
They help generate economic revenue. 
We should not penalize them as they 
try to recover from this disaster by 
making them sacrifice the historic 
character of their homes, their busi- 
nesses, and communities. 

So I support Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN’S 
provision of waivers in his amendment 
for this special category of grants, and 
I ask my colleagues to vote against the 
Benishek amendment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. BENISHEK. I just want to use 
the balance of my time to say $50 mil- 
lion is able to be spent in a larger area, 
with more impact, if the spending is 
done with priorities determined by 
local contributions, and that it’s not 
going to be the best grant writer or the 
person with the most connections but 
it’s going to be the communities that 
come together with their local support 
that is going to determine how this 
money is being spent. And I think 
that’s just a better way of prioritizing 
the increase in spending for the his- 
toric preservation fund in this method. 

I think we’ve seen in previous disas- 
ters where Federal money has been just 
wasted. And I think that having com- 
munity input and community dona- 
tions to this would ensure that the 
money will go as far as it can and be 
put to the most effective use deter- 
mined by local input. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, let me associate my remarks 
with those of Mr. MORAN. And cer- 
tainly, we want to commend the gen- 
tleman from Michigan for wanting to 
save money. 

I think, in many communities, cer- 
tainly in the Northeast, but I’m sure in 
your home State, there are certain his- 
torical structures that define the very 
essence of those communities. You 
refer to the fact that the communities 
are supportive. In many cases, it’s the 
nonprofits that are supporting them. 

And I asked the staff—and this is 
why it’s in the bill—when we looked at 
Katrina relief and all the historic 
structures that were within that af- 
fected area, which was vast, we also 
provided this window. 

Of course, in the Northeast we are 
often essentially focused on our Revo- 
lutionary path. But unless we provide 
to these nonprofits and to commu- 
nities, in some cases governmental en- 
tities, this waiver, a lot of these histor- 
ical buildings will be lost forever. And 
I think that time is of the essence. 

I commend you for what you’re try- 
ing to do, but I oppose your amend- 
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. BENISHEK). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 
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Mr. BENISHEK. Madam Chair, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. BISHOP OF 
UTAH 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 11 printed 
in part C of House Report 113-1. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 49, after line 9, add the following: 
TITLE XI—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS 

SEC. 1101. None of the funds provided in 
this Act shall be used for land acquisition by 
the Secretary of the Interior or the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentleman 
from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 
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Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Thank you, 
Madam Chair, I appreciate your kind- 
ness and hope that your ears are very 
gentle today. 

Unlike some of the other amend- 
ments, this particular amendment does 
not reduce the amount appropriated in 
the basic underlying bill. What it does 
try to say is that the money needs to 
be used where the money needs to be 
used. It limits the Departments of the 
Interior and Agriculture from using 
any funds from this emergency appro- 
priation for the purchase of additional 
Federal land. 

When Sandy hit, the Statue of Lib- 
erty, Ellis Island, Governors Island, 
Morristown National Historical Park, 
Sagamore Hill, they were not spared 
from what took place. The Statue of 
Liberty is closed. It is not open to the 
public. It is in desperate need of repair. 
What I want to make sure is that the 
money we put for the repair of the Fed- 
eral estate is used for the repair of the 
Federal estate. Unfortunately, in an ef- 
fort to try and do that, there was some 
loose language. Even though it at- 
tempts to put some parameters on 
where this money can be used, embed- 
ded in the language is the phrase that 
the Secretary of the Interior may 
transfer these funds to any other ac- 
count in the Department and may ex- 
pend such funds in a myriad of ways to 
try and come up with something. 

Unfortunately, we were given, or 
made aware of, an unofficial wish list 
which would actually have used some 
of the money designed for the repair of 
these desperate issues to be used for 
the purchase of property not currently 
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under the control of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. That is the practice we wish 
to curtail. If you want to buy more 
Federal land, that’s the icing on the 
cake. That should go through regular 
order. That is not emergency spending. 

So with this particular money, it 
needs to be used where it is necessary. 
It does not prohibit the Army Corps of 
Engineers or the GAO from using cer- 
tain funds as necessary to prohibit any 
kind of relief or human suffering. It 
simply says you’re not going to buy 
extra land with the money that is al- 
ready identified for the need of repair- 
ing what we already own. 

The National Park Service has given 
us a list of what they need to do. It 
consumes the money that is in that ap- 
proach to it. If you decide not to re- 
strict this and allow them to have the 
flexibility of purchasing other land, 
something from this list that is essen- 
tial has to come off, and that’s not 
right. All we’re trying to say is use this 
money to make sure that we put it 
where it deserves to be, to end the suf- 
fering and repair the public property 
that we already own. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
claim time in opposition to this 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. DENHAM). 
The gentleman from Virginia is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I oppose the Bishop amendment 
which, as he says, prohibits the Sec- 
retary of the Interior or the Secretary 
of Agriculture from using funds made 
available under this act from any land 
acquisition. 

There is no attempt by the Secretary 
of the Interior or the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture to use the funds made avail- 
able under the bill for any kind of Fed- 
eral land grab. However, there are in- 
stances when land acquisition can be 
part of a cost-effective solution to re- 
pairing the damage caused by Hurri- 
cane Sandy. For example, we have In- 
terior and Agriculture facilities in low- 
lying areas that were destroyed by the 
hurricane. If either Department wants 
to move any of those facilities to high- 
er ground to protect them from future 
hurricanes and that higher ground is 
not owned by the Federal Government, 
then the Bishop amendment prohibits 
the Secretaries from buying that land. 
So we go through the whole thing all 
over again. They make an assessment. 
If they realize that this building isn’t 
going to withstand another hurricane, 
they should be able to move it to land 
where it’s more appropriate; but you 
couldn’t do it if you have the Bishop 
amendment. 

We also had tidal wetlands that were 
destroyed that included private lands. 
Under the Bishop amendment, these 
private lands could not be acquired as 
part of a comprehensive effort to re- 
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store these wetlands to their natural 
condition. The private landowners need 
us to do that. They can’t restore them, 
but the wetlands need to be restored. 
So this simply gives the two Depart- 
ments the ability to act in a rational 
manner to restore the shoreline. 

The Bishop amendment is a solution 
in search of a problem. So I would urge 
my colleagues to oppose the amend- 
ment, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
if I may respond for just a moment. I 
do appreciate what the gentleman is 
saying, but I would take issue at the 
premise upon which it is made. If in- 
deed there needs to be a change of 
venue from any kind of Federal prop- 
erty—they need to go to high ground— 
those properties need to be identified, 
and it needs to go through regular 
order. Emergency funds should not be 
used to circumvent the process we al- 
ready have in place, including the pres- 
ervation of environmental standards, 
simply to do that. 

Here is the bottom line: if you don’t 
accept this amendment, because the 
National Park Service has already told 
us what they will do with this money, 
if they are allowed because of some 
pressure from wherever source to pur- 
chase excess land with this money, 
which of these projects are we going to 
take off? 

Do you want to go to Liberty Island 
and take off the storm drain cleanage 
or the removing of the debris, the mold 
remediation, the hazardous debris re- 
moval, the removal of storm debris, the 
replacing of water fountains on Ellis 
Island, the repairing of the Battery 
Park screening site tent? 

The money is already identified here. 
This is where it should go. This is the 
emergency. For heavens sake, make it 
very clear that the money that’s going 
to be given for an emergency is used to 
repair what was caused in the emer- 
gency, and do not have any loose ends 
that will circumvent regular order. 

If indeed there needs to be long-term 
changes of where administrative build- 
ings are to be built, go through the reg- 
ular order. That’s the process we have. 
That should be the way of doing things. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I know 
Mr. BISHOP has been involved in the 
legislative process long enough to 
know that process and regular order 
can be one of the most facile ways of 
preventing anything from getting done. 
I will not challenge him now to tell us 
how many things have been held up 
that thought they could get through 
regular order in a reasonable period of 
time. 

We have an emergency here. This is 
urgent, to repair these seashores. The 
fact is that the National Parks and the 
National Seashores and the National 
Wildlife Refuges are great assets to our 
communities. Not only do they attract 
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tourism; they increase property values, 
and they enhance our quality of life. 

And now it’s clear that public lands 
and natural systems that they protect 
buffered built up areas from the impact 
of storms. They play a very important 
role, so we need to restore them; and 
restoration of these public resources 
will require a specific targeted strat- 
egy. 

A prohibition on land acquisition 
may very well frustrate the ability to 
bring back the public value of existing 
park and refuge lands and to meet 
other community needs. Where new ac- 
cess points are needed, which is often- 
times going to be the case, where small 
purchases are the best or only means 
to reestablish the lost value of dam- 
aged habitat, this amendment would 
preclude the purchase of even a single 
acre that would be needed to reestab- 
lish public use and resource integrity. 

This ties the hands of the profes- 
sionals who know best how to restore 
the seashore. This is not a Federal land 
grant, but they need the tools to be 
able to make small purchases. We’re 
not talking about a lot of money; we’re 
not talking about a lot of land. 

There will be times when you need to 
buy a small piece of privately owned 
land to get access to a seashore. There 
will be times when you need to move it 
to a more appropriate area. They’re 
not going to be able to spend a lot of 
money. There isn’t a lot of money to do 
that with. 

The fact is that this, I think, is a de- 
liberate effort to frustrate the ability 
of people who have a vision of what the 
seashore can be once we restore it to 
its natural habitat. It seems to me that 
should be a national objective, to let 
this area repair and heal. Taking away 
this tool is going to frustrate that ob- 
jective. 

I would strongly urge a 
the Bishop amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield myself 
the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Utah is recognized for 1 minute. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Thank you very 
much. 

Though I appreciate the words of the 
gentleman from Virginia, I have to dis- 
agree once again. We have a process for 
the way we do things. This is an excep- 
tion to that process because of an 
emergency. The Parks Department has 
already identified where they need to 
spend the money. Any authorization 
that would ask for any kind of acquisi- 
tion of lands will take away from 
where the money is already identified 
to be needed. 
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no” vote on 
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The hypothetical situation of where 
some expert at some point might want 
to do this, to spend some type of 
money, it’s nice, it’s cute, it’s wonder- 
ful, but we have a specific process here. 
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If, indeed, you need to move an admin- 
istrative building from point X to point 
Y, we have a process to go through 
that. And it should go through the ad- 
ministrative, it should go through reg- 
ular order; not be hidden in the bowels 
of an emergency expenditure. 

I’m not cutting any money from this 
bill. Pm simply saying you spend the 
money where it was designed to be 
spent, and there is a loophole in the 
language here that would allow that to 
change. That is wrong. Do not allow 
the Interior Department or the Ag De- 
partment to use a loophole to move 
money that is designed to solve an 
emergency from the place where it 
needs to be spent, on the emergency. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Utah will be post- 
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MS. VELAZQUEZ 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 12 printed 
in part C of House Report 1138-1. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 49, after line 9, insert the following: 


TITLE XI 
ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISION 
SEC. . The amounts otherwise provided 


by this Act are revised by reducing the 
amount made available for ‘‘Small Business 
Administration—Disaster Loans Program 
Account”? for administrative expenses to 
carry out the direct loan program authorized 
by section 7(b) of the Small Business Act 
(and within such amount, the amount made 
available for direct administrative expenses 
of loan making and servicing to carry out 
such program), and increasing the amount 
made available for ‘‘Department of Veterans 
Affairs—National Cemetery Administra- 
tion’’, by $1,000,000. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 23, the gentlewoman 
from New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from New York. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Chairman, 
from the Revolutionary War to the war 
in Afghanistan, we owe a great debt to 
our servicemen and -women. One way 
that we honor them is through their in- 
terment in national veteran ceme- 
teries, which gives them a dignified 
and honorable final resting place. 

As anyone who has walked through 
the rows of tombstones at Arlington 
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National Cemetery knows, these ceme- 
teries are hallowed ground. They allow 
us not only to pay our great respect to 
these great men and women, but to re- 
flect on the cost of defending the very 
freedoms we enjoy in our daily lives. 
Unfortunately, these burial grounds 
were not left unscathed by Hurricane 
Sandy. In fact, the Cypress Hills Na- 
tional Cemetery—New York City’s only 
such cemetery—was heavily damaged 
by the storm. 

As the final resting place for more 
than 20,000 soldiers who fought in the 
Revolutionary War, the Civil War, the 
Spanish-American War, Korea, and 
Vietnam, it spans our Nation’s mili- 
tary history and is a poignant re- 
minder of the sacrifices made to defend 
democracy. 

At Cypress Hills National Cemetery, 
trees were downed, areas were flooded, 
and many important monuments were 
jeopardized. Headstones were also dam- 
aged, with some pulled out of the 
ground due to trees falling on them. To 
honor those veterans buried there, the 
cemetery must be well maintained, and 
making these repairs and protecting 
these structures should be a priority 
for all Americans. To do this, the un- 
derlying legislation provides $1.1 mil- 
lion to make repairs and renovations. 

This amendment would provide an- 
other $1 million for this purpose and 
enable those affected veteran ceme- 
teries to take steps to protect this sa- 
cred ground from future disasters. This 
could include installing measures to 
prevent the destruction of grave sites, 
regrading areas prone to flooding, and 
reinforcing critical structures that 
honor our veterans. Such an invest- 
ment will make sure that future gen- 
erations can visit this memorial and 
understand the sacrifices of those that 
came before them. Making certain that 
this memorial stands the test of time 
is the least we can do for those that 
gave their lives in service to our Na- 
tion. 

Ultimately, a Nation is truly meas- 
ured by how it honors its veterans, and 
this amendment does just that, while 
ensuring that we truly leave no man 
and no woman behind. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will the gen- 
tlewoman yield? 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am very 
pleased to accept your amendment, and 
thank you for invoking the words of 
Abraham Lincoln. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Will the gentlewoman 
yield? y 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. I yield to the gen- 
tlewoman from New York. 

Mrs. LOWEY. This amendment in- 
creases funding for the National Ceme- 
tery Association account by $1 million, 
offset by reductions in the SBA Dis- 
aster Loan Program. 

As I understand it, the gentlewoman 
has heard from her constituents that 
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these additional funds are needed to 
address extensive tree damage at New 
York and New Jersey national ceme- 
teries. 

VA cemeteries are national shrines 
and a lasting tribute that commemo- 
rate veterans’ service and sacrifice to 
our great Nation. The amendment will 
ensure that the VA cemeteries affected 
by Hurricane Sandy will be repaired in 
a quick and efficient manner, and I 
urge all Members to support this 
amendment. 

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. I thank the gentle- 
lady, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in part C of House Report 113- 
1 on which further proceedings were 
postponed, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. FLORES of 
Texas. 

Amendment No. 
Georgia. 

Amendment No. 5 by Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina. 

Amendment No. 9 by Mr. FLEMING of 
Louisiana. 

Amendment No. 10 by Mr. BENISHEK 
of Michigan. 

Amendment No. 11 by Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah. 

After which, the Chair shall put the 
question on amendment No. 1 by Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN of New Jersey. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the minimum time for any electronic 
vote after the first vote in this series, 
except that the minimum time on 
Amendment No. 1 will be 5 minutes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. FLORES 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. FLORES) on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


4 by Mr. BROUN of 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 221, noes 197, 
not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 16] 


AYES—221 
Aderholt Barr Bishop (UT) 
Amash Barton Black 
Amodei Benishek Blackburn 
Bachmann Bentivolio Bonner 
Bachus Bilirakis Boustany 
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Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carney 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 

Davis, Rodney 
Denham 

Den 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Guthrie 

Hall 

Hanna 
Harper 


Alexander 
Andrews 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 


Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 


NOES—197 


Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (GA) 
Radel 

Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 

Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 


Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 

Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gerlach 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Grimm 


January 15, 2013 


RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 


Gutierrez Maloney, Sean Sánchez, Linda 
Hahn Markey E 
Hanabusa Matsui Sanchez, Loretta 
Hastings (FL) McCarthy (NY) Sarbanes 
Heck (WA) McCollum Schakowsky 
Higgins McDermott Schiff 
Himes McGovern Schneider 
Hinojosa McIntyre Scott (VA) 
Holt McNerney Scott, David 
Honda Meeks Serrano 
Horsford Meng Sewell (AL) 
Hoyer Michaud Shea-Porter 
Huffman Miller, George Sherman 
Israel Moore Shimkus 
Jeffries Moran Sinema 
hansen E. B. Murphy (FL) Sires 
ee ioe Nadler Slaughter 
Konsi Neal Smith (NJ) 
Kildee Nolan Smith (WA) 
Kil O’Rourke Swalwell (CA) 
ilmer 
King (NY) Owens Takano 
Kuster Pallone Thompson (CA) 
Lance Pascrell Tiberi 
Langevin Pastor (AZ) Tierney 
Larsen (WA) Payne Titus 
Larson (CT) Pelosi Tonko 
Lee (CA) Perlmutter Tsongas 
Levin Peters (CA) Van Hollen 
Lewis Peters (MI) Vargas 
Lipinski Pingree (ME) Veasey 
LoBiondo Pocan Vela 
Loebsack Polis Velazquez 
Lofgren Price (NC) Visclosky 
Lowenthal Quigley Walz 
Lowey Rahall Wasserman 
Lujan Grisham Rangel Schultz 
(NM) Richmond Waters 
Lujan, Ben Ray Roybal-Allard Watt 
(NM) Ruiz Waxman 
Lynch Runyan Welch 
Maffei Ruppersberger Wilson (FL) 
Maloney, Rush Yarmuth 
Carolyn Ryan (OH) Young (FL) 
NOT VOTING—14 
Cardenas Johnson (GA) Nunes 
Cleaver Kingston Schwartz 
Crenshaw Kirkpatrick Speier 
Emerson Napolitano Thompson (MS) 
Jackson Lee Negrete McLeod 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There are 2 minutes remaining. 
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Messrs. POCAN, KILDEE, and 
BARLETTA changed their vote from 
“aye” to Gai a Ta Mdi 

Messrs. WITTMAN, WENSTRUP, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, and Mr. TURNER 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to “aye.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chair, on Tuesday, 
January 15, 2013, | was absent during rollcall 
vote No. 16 due to a death in my family. Had 
| been present, | would have voted “no” on 
the Flores Amendment. 

Mr. CARDENAS. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 
16, had | been present, | would have voted 
“no.” 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF 

GEORGIA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 


minute vote. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 206, noes 214, 
not voting 12, as follows: 


[Roll No. 17] 


AYES—206 
Aderholt Granger Perry 
Amash Graves (GA) Petri 
Amodei Graves (MO) Pittenger 
Bachmann Griffith (VA) Pitts 
Bachus Guthrie Poe (TX) 
Barr Hal Pompeo 
Barton Harper Posey 
Benishek Harris Price (GA) 
Bentivolio Hartzler Radel 
Bishop (UT) Hastings (WA) Renacci 
Black Heck (NV) Ribble 
Blackburn Hensarling Rice (SC) 
Bonner Holding Rigell 
Boustany Hudson Roby 
Brady (TX) Huelskamp Roe (TN) 
Bridenstine Huizenga (MI) Rogers (KY) 
Brooks (AL) Hultgren Rogers (MI) 
Brooks (IN) Hunter Rohrabacher 
Broun (GA) Hurt Rokita 
Buchanan Issa Rooney 
Bucshon Jenkins Roskam 
Burgess Johnson (OH) Ross 
Calvert Johnson, Sam Rothfus 
Camp Jones Royce 
Campbell Jordan Ryan (WI) 
Cantor Joyce Salmon 
Capito Kelly Scalise 
Carter Kind Schock 
Cassidy King (IA) Schrader 
Chabot Kinzinger (IL) Schweikert 
Chaffetz Kline Scott, Austin 
Coble Labrador Sensenbrenner 
Coffman LaMalfa Sessions 
Collins (GA) Lamborn Shimkus 
Collins (NY) Latham Shuster 
Conaway Latta Simpson 
Cook Long Smith (NE) 
Cotton Luetkemeyer Smith (TX) 
Cramer Lummis Southerland 
Culberson Marchant Stewart 
Daines Marino Stivers 
Davis, Rodney Massie Stockman 
Denham Matheson Stutzman 
Dent McCarthy (CA) Terry 
DeSantis McCaul Thompson (PA) 
DesJarlais McClintock Thornberry 
Duffy McHenry Tiberi 
Duncan (SC) McKeon Tipton 
Duncan (TN) McKinley Upton 
Ellmers McMorris Valadao 
Farenthold Rodgers Wagner 
Fincher Meadows Walberg 
Fitzpatrick Meehan Walden 
Fleischmann Messer Walorski 
Fleming Mica Weber (TX) 
Flores Miller (FL) Webster (FL) 
Forbes Miller (MI) Wenstrup 
Fortenberry Miller, Gary Westmoreland 
Foxx Mullin Whitfield 
Franks (AZ) Mulvaney Williams 
Gardner Murphy (PA) Wilson (SC) 
Garrett Neugebauer Wittman 
Gerlach Noem Wolf 
Gibbs Nugent Womack 
Gingrey (GA) Nunnelee Woodall 
Gohmert Olson Yoder 
Goodlatte Palazzo Yoho 
Gosar Paulsen Young (AK) 
Gowdy Pearce Young (IN) 

NOES—214 
Alexander Bishop (GA) Capps 
Andrews Bishop (NY) Capuano 
Barber Blumenauer Cardenas 
Barletta Bonamici Carney 
Barrow Brady (PA) Carson (IN) 
Bass Braley (IA) Cartwright 
Beatty Brown (FL) Castor (FL) 
Becerra Brownley (CA) Castro (TX) 
Bera Bustos Chu 
Bilirakis Butterfield Cicilline 
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The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 202, noes 217, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 18] 


Clarke Hoyer Peters (MI) 
Clay Huffman Peterson 
Clyburn Israel Pingree (ME) 
Cohen Jeffries Pocan 
Cole Johnson (GA) Polis 
Connolly Johnson, E. B. Price (NC) 
Conyers Kaptur Quigley 
Cooper Keating Rahall 
Costa Kennedy Rangel 
Courtney Kildee Reed 
Crawford Kilmer Reichert 
Crowley King (NY) Richmond 
Cuellar Kuster Rogers (AL) 
Cummings Lance Ros-Lehtinen 
Davis (CA) Langevin Roybal-Allard 
Davis, Danny Lankford Ruiz 
DeFazio Larsen (WA) Runyan 
DeGette Larson (CT) Ruppersberger 
Delaney Lee (CA) Rush 
DeLauro Levin Ryan (OH) 
DelBene Lewis Sanchez, Linda 
Deutch Lipinski E 
Diaz-Balart LoBiondo Sanchez, Loretta 
Dingell Loebsack Sarbanes 
Doggett Lofgren Schakowsky 
Doyle Lowenthal Schiff 
Duckworth Lowey Schneider 
Edwards Lucas Scott (VA) 
Ellison Lujan Grisham Scott, David 
Engel (NM) Serrano 
Enyart Luján, Ben Ray Sewell (AL) 
Eshoo (NM) Shea-Porter 
Esty Maffei Sherman 
Farr Maloney, Sinema 
Fattah Carolyn Sires 
Foster Maloney, Sean Slaughter 
Frankel (FL) Markey Smith (NJ) 
Frelinghuysen Matsui Smith (WA) 
Fudge McCarthy (NY) Swalwell (CA) 
Gabbard McCollum Takano 
Gallego McDermott Thompson (CA) 
Garamendi McGovern Thompson (MS) 
Garcia McIntyre Tierney 
Gibson McNerney Titus 
Grayson Meeks Tonko 
Green, Al Meng Tsongas 
Green, Gene Michaud Turner 
Griffin (AR) Miller, George Van Hollen 
Grijalva Moore Vargas 
Grimm Moran Veasey 
Gutierrez Murphy (FL) Vela 
Hahn Nadler Velazquez 
Hanabusa Neal Visclosky 
Hanna Nolan Walz 
Hastings (FL) O’Rourke Wasserman 
Heck (WA) Owens Schultz 
Herrera Beutler Pallone Waters 
Higgins Pascrell Watt 
Himes Pastor (AZ) Waxman 
Hinojosa Payne Welch 
Holt Pelosi Wilson (FL) 
Honda Perlmutter Yarmuth 
Horsford Peters (CA) Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—12 
Cleaver Kingston Negrete McLeod 
Crenshaw Kirkpatrick Nunes 
Emerson Lynch Schwartz 
Jackson Lee Napolitano Speier 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chair, on Tuesday, 
January 15, 2013, | was absent during rollcall 
vote No. 17 due to a death in my family. Had 
| been present, | would have voted “no” on 
the Broun Amendment. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. DUNCAN OF 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
DUNCAN) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 


the 


AYES—202 
Aderholt Goodlatte Palazzo 
Alexander Gosar Paulsen 
Amash Gowdy Pearce 
Amodei Granger Perry 
Bachmann Graves (GA) Petri 
Bachus Graves (MO) Pittenger 
Barletta Griffin (AR) Pitts 
Barr Guthrie Poe (TX) 
Barton Hall Pompeo 
Benishek Harris Posey 
Bentivolio Hartzler Price (GA) 
Bilirakis Hastings (WA) Radel 
Bishop (UT) Heck (NV) Renacci 
Black Hensarling Ribble 
Blackburn Herrera Beutler Rice (SC) 
Bonner Holding Rigell 
Boustany Hudson Roby 
Brady (TX) Huelskamp Roe (TN) 
Bridenstine Huizenga (MI) Rogers (AL) 
Brooks (AL) Hultgren Rogers (KY) 
Brooks (IN) Hunter Rogers (MI) 
eae (GA) oe t Rohrabacher 
uchanan ssa 
Bucshon Jenkins oe 
Burgess Johnson (OH) Rothfus 
Calvert Johnson, Sam R 
oyce 
Camp Jones Ryan (WI) 
Campbell Jordan Salmon 
Cantor Joyce Scali 
> calise 
Capito Kelly Schock 
Carter Kind one 
x 3 Schweikert 
Cassidy King (IA) i 
Chabot Kinzinger (L)  &cott, Austin 
S 
Chaffetz Kline SO 
Shuster 
Coble Labrador Simpson 
air LaMalfa Smith (NE) 
ollins (GA) Lamborn 
Collins (NY) Lankford Southerland 
Conaway Latta Stewart 
Cook Long Stivers 
Cotton Lucas Stockman 
Cramer Luetkemeyer Stutzman 
Crawford Lummis Thompson (PA) 
Culberson Marchant Thornberry 
Daines Marino Tiberi 
Davis, Rodney Massie Tipton 
Denham McCarthy (CA) Upton 
Dent McCaul Valadao 
DeSantis McClintock Wagner 
DesJarlais McHenry Walberg 
Duffy McKeon Walden k 
Duncan (SC) McKinley Walorski 
Duncan (TN) McMorris Weber (TX) 
Ellmers Rodgers Webster (FL) 
Farenthold Meadows Wenstrup 
Fincher Messer Westmoreland 
Fleischmann Mica Whitfield 
Fleming Miller (FL) Williams 
Flores Miller (MI) Wilson (SC) 
Forbes Miller, Gary Wittman 
Fortenberry Mullin Wolf 
Foxx Mulvaney Womack 
Franks (AZ) Murphy (PA) Woodall 
Gardner Neugebauer Yoder 
Garrett Noem Yoho 
Gibbs Nugent Young (AK) 
Gingrey (GA) Nunnelee Young (FL) 
Gohmert Olson Young (IN) 
NOES—217 
Andrews Bishop (NY) Butterfield 
Barber Blumenauer Capps 
Barrow Bonamici Capuano 
Bass Brady (PA) Cardenas 
Beatty Braley (IA) Carney 
Becerra Brown (FL) Carson (IN) 
Bera Brownley (CA) Cartwright 
Bishop (GA) Bustos Castor (FL) 
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Castro (TX) Horsford Peterson 
Chu Hoyer Pingree (ME) 
Cicilline Huffman Pocan 
Clarke Israel Polis 
Clay Jeffries Price (NC) 
Clyburn Johnson (GA) Quigley 
Cohen Johnson, E. B. Rahall 
Cole Kaptur Rangel 
Connolly Keating Reed 
Conyers Kennedy Reichert 
Cooper Kildee Richmond 
Costa Kilmer Rokita 
Courtney King (NY) Rooney 
Crowley Kuster Ros-Lehtinen 
Cuellar Lance Roybal-Allard 
Cummings Langevin Ruiz 
Davis (CA) Larsen (WA) Runyan 
Davis, Danny Larson (CT) Ruppersberger 
DeFazio Latham Rush 
DeGette Lee (CA) Ryan (OH) 
Delaney Levin Sanchez, Linda 
DeLauro Lewis T 
DelBene Lipinski Sanchez, Loretta 
Deutch LoBiondo Sarbanes 
Diaz-Balart Loebsack Schakowsky 
Dingell Lofgren Schiff 
Doggett Lowenthal Schneider 
Doyle Lowey Schrader 
Duckworth Lujan Grisham Scott (VA) 
Edwards (NM) Scott, David 
Ellison Luján, Ben Ray Serrano 
Engel (NM) Sessions 
Enyart Maffei Sewell (AL) 
Eshoo Maloney, Shea-Porter 
Esty Carolyn Sherman 
Farr Maloney, Sean Shimkus 
Fattah Markey Sinema 
Fitzpatrick Matheson Sires 
Foster Matsui Slaughter 
Frankel (FL) McCarthy (NY) Smith (NJ) 
Frelinghuysen McCollum Smith (WA) 
Fudge McDermott Swalwell (CA) 
Gabbard McGovern Takano 
Gallego McIntyre Terry 
Garamendi McNerney Thompson (CA) 
Garcia Meehan Thompson (MS) 
Gerlach Meeks Tierney 
Gibson Meng Titus 
Grayson Michaud Tonko 
Green, Al Miller, George Tsongas 
Green, Gene Moore Turner 
Griffith (VA) Moran Van Hollen 
Grijalva Murphy (FL) Vargas 
Grimm Nadler Veasey 
Gutierrez Neal Vela 
Hahn Nolan Velázquez 
Hanabusa O’Rourke Visclosky 
Hanna Owens Walz 
Harper Pallone Wasserman 
Hastings (FL) Pascrell Schultz 
Heck (WA) Pastor (AZ) Waters 
Higgins Payne Watt 
Himes Pelosi Waxman 
Hinojosa Perlmutter Welch 
Holt Peters (CA) Wilson (FL) 
Honda Peters (MI) Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—13 
Cleaver Kirkpatrick Schwartz 
Crenshaw Lynch Smith (TX) 
Emerson Napolitano Speier 
Jackson Lee Negrete McLeod 
Kingston Nunes 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 


1847 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chair, on Tuesday, 
January 15, 2013, | was absent during rollcall 
vote No. 18 due to a death in my family. Had 
| been present, | would have voted “no” on 
the Duncan (SC) Amendment. 

AMENDMENT NO. 9, AS MODIFIED, OFFERED BY 

MR. FLEMING 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 

business is the demand for a recorded 
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vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. FLEM- 
ING) on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 216, noes 205, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 19] 


AYES—216 
Alexander Gingrey (GA) Noem 
Amash Gohmert Nugent 
Amodei Goodlatte Nunnelee 
Bachmann Gosar Olson 
Bachus Gowdy Palazzo 
Barletta Granger Paulsen 
Barr Graves (GA) Pearce 
Barton Graves (MO) Perry 
Benishek Griffin (AR) Peterson 
Bentivolio Griffith (VA) Petri 
Bilirakis Guthrie Pittenger 
Bishop (UT) Hal Pitts 
Black Harper Poe (TX) 
Blackburn Harris Pompeo 
Bonner Hartzler Posey 
Boustany Hastings (WA) Price (GA) 
Brady (TX) Heck (NV) Radel 
Bridenstine Hensarling Reed 
Brooks (AL) Herrera Beutler Reichert 
Brooks (IN) Holding Renacci 
Broun (GA) Hudson Ribble 
Buchanan Huelskamp Rice (SC) 
Bucshon Huizenga (MI) Rigell 
Burgess Hultgren Roby 
Calvert Hunter Roe (TN) 
Camp Hurt Rogers (AL) 
Campbell Issa Rogers (MI) 
Cantor Jenkins Rohrabacher 
Capito Johnson (OH) Rokita 
Carter Johnson, Sam Rooney 
Cassidy Jones Ros-Lehtinen 
Chabot Jordan Roskam 
Chaffetz Joyce Ross 
Coble Kelly Rothfus 
Coffman Kind Royce 
Collins (GA) King (IA) Ryan (WI) 
Collins (NY) Kinzinger (IL) Salmon 
Conaway Kline Scalise 
Cook Labrador Schock 
Cotton LaMalfa Schweikert 
Cramer Lamborn Scott, Austin 
Crawford Lankford Sensenbrenner 
Culberson Latham Sessions 
Daines Latta Shuster 
Davis, Rodney Long Simpson 
Denham Luetkemeyer Smith (NE) 
Dent Lummis Smith (TX) 
DeSantis Marchant Southerland 
DesJarlais Massie Stewart 
Diaz-Balart Matheson Stivers 
Duffy McCarthy (CA) Stockman 
Duncan (SC) McCaul Stutzman 
Duncan (TN) McClintock Terry 
Ellmers McHenry Thompson (PA) 
Farenthold McKeon Thornberry 
Fincher McKinley Tiberi 
Fitzpatrick McMorris Tipton 
Fleischmann Rodgers Turner 
Fleming Meadows Upton 
Flores Meehan Valadao 
Forbes Messer Wagner 
Fortenberry Mica Walberg 
Foxx Miller (FL) Walden 
Franks (AZ) Miller (MI) Walorski 
Gardner Miller, Gary Weber (TX) 
Garrett Mullin Webster (FL) 
Gerlach Mulvaney Wenstrup 
Gibbs Murphy (PA) Westmoreland 
Gibson Neugebauer Williams 


Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 


Aderholt 
Andrews 
Barber 
Barrow 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 

Clay 
Clyburn 
Cohen 

Cole 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 

Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 


Cleaver 
Crenshaw 
Emerson 
Jackson Lee 


Mr. LYNCH changed his vote from 


Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 
Young (AK) 


NOES—205 


Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
King (NY) 
Kuster 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 


Kingston 
Kirkpatrick 
Napolitano 


Negrete McLeod 


1851 


“aye” to “no.” 


So the amendment, as modified, was 


agreed to. 


The result of the vote was announced 


as above recorded. 
Stated against: 


Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chair, on Tuesday, 
January 15, 2013, | was absent during rollcall 
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Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Rogers (KY) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
Ts 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


NOT VOTING—11 


Nunes 
Schwartz 
Speier 


January 15, 2013 


vote No. 19 due to a death in my family. Had 
| been present, | would have voted “no” on 
the Fleming Amendment. 

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. BENISHEK 


The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
BENISHEK) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 208, noes 212, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 20] 


AYES—208 
Aderholt Gardner Messer 
Amash Garrett Mica 
Amodei Gibbs Miller (FL) 
Bachmann Gingrey (GA) Miller (MI) 
Bachus Gohmert. Miller, Gary 
Barr Goodlatte Mullin 
Barton Gosar Mulvaney 
Benishek Gowdy Murphy (PA) 
Bentivolio Granger Neugebauer 
Bilirakis Graves (GA) Noem 
Bishop (UT) Graves (MO) Nugent 
Black Griffin (AR) Nunnelee 
Blackburn Griffith (VA) Olson 
Bonner Guthrie Palazzo 
Boustany Hall Paulsen 
Brady (TX) Hanna Pearce 
Bridenstine Harris Perry 
Brooks (AL) Hartzler Peters (CA) 
Brooks (IN) Hastings (WA) Peterson 
Broun (GA) Heck (NV) Petri 
Buchanan Hensarling Pittenger 
Bucshon Herrera Beutler Pitts 
Burgess Holding Poe (TX) 
Calvert Hudson Pompeo 
Camp Huelskamp Posey 
Campbell Huizenga (MI) Price (GA) 
Cantor Hultgren Radel 
Capito Hunter Reichert 
Carter Hur Renacci 
Cassidy Issa Ribble 
Chabot Jenkins Rice (SC) 
Chaffetz Johnson (OH) Rigell 
Coble Johnson, Sam Roby 
Coffman Jones Roe (TN) 
Collins (GA) Jordan Rogers (AL) 
Collins (NY) Kelly Rogers (MI) 
Conaway Kin Rohrabacher 
Cook King (IA) Rokita 
Cotton Kinzinger (IL) Rooney 
Cramer Kline Ros-Lehtinen 
Crawford Labrador Roskam 
Culberson LaMalfa Ross 
Daines Lamborn Rothfus 
Davis, Rodney Lankford Royce 
Denham Latta Ryan (WI) 
DeSantis Lipinski Salmon 
DesJarlais Long Scalise 
Diaz-Balart Luetkemeyer Schrader 
Duffy Lummis Schweikert 
Duncan (SC) Marchant Scott, Austin 
Duncan (TN) Massie Sensenbrenner 
Ellmers Matheson Sessions 
Farenthold McCarthy (CA) Shuster 
Fincher McCaul Simpson 
Fleischmann McClintock Smith (NE) 
Fleming McHenry Smith (TX) 
Flores McKeon Southerland 
Forbes McKinley Stewart 
Fortenberry MeMorris Stivers 
Foxx Rodgers Stockman 
Franks (AZ) Meadows Stutzman 


January 15, 2013 


Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 

Upton 

Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 


Alexander 
Andrews 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Cohen 

Cole 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 

Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gerlach 


Cleaver 
Crenshaw 
Emerson 
Jackson Lee 


Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 


NOES—212 


Gibson 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
King (NY) 
Kuster 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 
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Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (MI) 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Richmond 
Rogers (KY) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Wolf 
Yarmuth 


NOT VOTING—12 


Kingston 
Kirkpatrick 
Lynch 
Napolitano 


Negrete McLeod 
Nunes 

Schwartz 

Speier 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 


There is 1 minute remaining. 


1855 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chair, on Tuesday, 
January 15, 2013, | was absent during rollcall 
vote No. 20 due to a death in my family. Had 
| been present, | would have voted “no” on 
the Benishek Amendment. 

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. BISHOP OF 
UTAH 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned and on which the noes prevailed 


by voice vote. 


The 


ment. 


Clerk will 
amendment. 
The Clerk redesignated the amend- 


RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 


has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 


The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 223, noes 198, 


not voting 11, as follows: 


[Roll No. 21] 


redesignate 


AYES—223 
Aderholt Diaz-Balart Jones 
Alexander Duffy Jordan 
Amash Duncan (SC) Joyce 
Amodei Duncan (TN) Kelly 
Bachmann Ellmers King (IA) 
Bachus Farenthold Kinzinger (IL) 
Barletta Fincher Kline 
Barr Fleischmann Labrador 
Barton Fleming LaMalfa 
Benishek Flores Lamborn 
Bentivolio Forbes Lance 
Bilirakis Fortenberry Lankford 
Bishop (UT) Foxx Latham 
Black Franks (AZ) Latta 
Blackburn Frelinghuysen Long 
Bonner Gardner Lucas 
Boustany Garrett Luetkemeyer 
Brady (TX) Gibbs Lummis 
Bridenstine Gibson Marchant 
Brooks (AL) Gingrey (GA) Marino 
Brooks (IN) Gohmert Massie 
Broun (GA) Goodlatte Matheson 
Buchanan Gosar McCarthy (CA) 
Bucshon Gowdy McCaul 
Burgess Granger McClintock 
Calvert Graves (GA) McHenry 
Camp Graves (MO) McKeon 
Campbell Griffin (AR) McKinley 
Cantor Griffith (VA) MeMorris 
Capito Guthrie Rodgers 
Carter Hall Meadows 
Cassidy Hanna Meehan 
Chabot Harper Messer 
Chaffetz Harris Mica 
Coffman Hartzler Michaud 
Cole Hastings (WA) Miller (FL) 
Collins (GA) Heck (NV) Miller (MI) 
Collins (NY) Hensarling Miller, Gary 
Conaway Herrera Beutler Mullin 
Cook Holding Mulvaney 
Cotton Hudson Murphy (PA) 
Cramer Huelskamp Neugebauer 
Crawford Huizenga (MI) Noem 
Culberson Hultgren Nugent 
Daines Hunter Nunnelee 
Davis, Rodney Hurt Olson 
Denham Issa Palazzo 
Dent Jenkins Paulsen 
DeSantis Johnson (OH) Pearce 
DesJarlais Johnson, Sam Perry 


the 


Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (GA) 
Radel 

Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 


Andrews 
Barber 
Barrow 

Bass 

Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 

Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 

Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 

Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 


Rothfus 
Royce 

Ruiz 

Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 


NOES—198 


Gerlach 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 


205 


Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Nolan 

O’Rourke 

Owens 

Pallone 

Pascrell 

Pastor (AZ) 

Payne 

Pelosi 

Perlmutter 

Peters (CA) 

Peters (MI) 

Pingree (ME) 

Pocan 

Polis 

Price (NC) 

Quigley 

Rahall 

Rangel 

Reichert 

Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruppersberger 

Rush 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schneider 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Shea-Porter 

Sherman 

Sinema 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (NJ) 

Smith (WA) 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Tierney 

Titus 

Tonko 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walberg 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 

Watt 

Waxman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 
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NOT VOTING—11 


Cleaver Kingston Nunes 
Crenshaw Kirkpatrick Schwartz 
Emerson Napolitano Speier 
Jackson Lee Negrete McLeod 

1900 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chair, on Tuesday, 
January 15, 2013, | was absent during rollcall 
vote No. 21 due to a death in my family. Had 
| been present, | would have voted “no” on 
the Bishop (UT) Amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on amendment No. 1 printed in part C 
of House Report 113-1 offered by the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN), as amended. 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair- 
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This is a 5- 


minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 228, noes 192, 
not voting 12, as follows: 


[Roll No. 22] 


AYES—228 
Alexander DeLauro Israel 
Andrews DelBene Jeffries 
Barber Denham Johnson (GA) 
Barletta Dent Johnson, E. B. 
Barrow Deutch Kaptur 
Bass Diaz-Balart Keating 
Beatty Dingell Kennedy 
Becerra Doggett Kildee 
Bera Doyle Kilmer 
Bishop (GA) Duckworth Kind 
Bishop (NY) Edwards King (NY) 
Blumenauer Ellison Kuster 
Bonamici Engel Lance 
Boustany Enyart Langevin 
Brady (PA) Eshoo Larsen (WA) 
Braley (IA) Esty Larson (CT) 
Brown (FL) Farr Lee (CA) 
Brownley (CA) Fattah Levin 
Bustos Fitzpatrick Lewis 
Butterfield Foster Lipinski 
Capps Frankel (FL) LoBiondo 
Capuano Frelinghuysen Loebsack 
Cardenas Fudge Lofgren 
Carney Gabbard Lowenthal 
Carson (IN) Gallego Lowey 
Carter Garamendi Lucas 
Cartwright Garcia Lujan Grisham 
Castor (FL) Garrett (NM) 
Castro (TX) Gerlach Lujan, Ben Ray 
Chu Gibson (NM) 
Cicilline Granger Lynch 
Clarke Grayson Maffei 
Clay Green, Al Maloney, 
Clyburn Green, Gene Carolyn 
Cole Grijalva Maloney, Sean 
Collins (NY) Grimm Markey 
Connolly Gutierrez Matheson 
Conyers Hahn Matsui 
Costa Hanabusa McCarthy (NY) 
Courtney Hanna McCollum 
Cramer Harper McDermott 
Crowley Hastings (FL) McGovern 
Cuellar Heck (WA) McIntyre 
Culberson Higgins McNerney 
Cummings Himes Meehan 
Davis (CA) Hinojosa Meeks 
Davis, Danny Holt Meng 
Davis, Rodney Honda Michaud 
DeFazio Horsford Miller, George 
DeGette Hoyer Moore 
Delaney Huffman Moran 


Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 

Neal 

Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 

Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 

Polis 

Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 

Reed 
Reichert 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 


Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Collins (GA) 
Conaway 
Cook 

Cooper 
Cotton 
Crawford 
Daines 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Gardner 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 


Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 


NOES—192 


Guthrie 
Hall 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Long 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Petri 
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Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wolf 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 


Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (GA) 
Radel 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 

Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 
Young (IN) 
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NOT VOTING—12 


Cleaver Jackson Lee Negrete McLeod 
Cohen Kingston Nunes 
Crenshaw Kirkpatrick Schwartz 
Emerson Napolitano Speier 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
The Chair will remind all persons in 
the gallery that they are here as guests 
of the House and that any manifesta- 
tion of approval or disapproval of pro- 
ceedings is in violation of the rules of 
the House. 
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So the amendment, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chair, on Tuesday, 
January 15, 2013, | was absent during rollcall 
vote No. 22 due to a death in my family. Had 
| been present, | would have voted “no” on 
the Frelinghuysen Amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. There being no 
further amendments, under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
REED) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
DENHAM, Acting Chair of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com- 
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 152) making supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing September 30, 2013, and for other 
purposes, and, pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 23, he reported the bill back to 
the House with sundry amendments 
adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or- 
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, or on an amend- 
ment thereto? If not, the Chair will put 
them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Under clause 10 of rule XX, the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 241, nays 
180, not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 23] 


YEAS—241 
Alexander Barrow Bishop (GA) 
Andrews Bass Bishop (NY) 
Bachus Beatty Blumenauer 
Barber Becerra Bonamici 
Barletta Bera Bonner 
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Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 


Can 


tor 


Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 


Car 
Cas 
Cas 
Chu 


wright 
or (FL) 
ro (TX) 


Cicilline 
Clarke 


Clay 


Cly 
Coh 


Cole 


Col 

Con: 
Con; 
Cos 
Cou: 


urn 
en 


ins (NY) 
nolly 
yers 

a 

rtney 


Cramer 
Crawford 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 


Elli 


son 


Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 


Fat 


ah 


Fitzpatrick 


Fos 


er 


Frankel (FL) 


Fre 
Fu 


inghuysen 
ge 


Gabbard 


Gal 


ego 


Garamendi 
Garcia 
Garrett 


Ger 


ach 


Gibson 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Grimm 


Gut 


Ade: 


jerrez 


rholt 


Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Barr 
Barton 


Ben: 
Ben 


ishek 
tivolio 


Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 


Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kuster 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Palazzo 


NAYS—180 


Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Collins (GA) 
Conaway 
Cook 
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Pallone 

Pascrell 

Pastor (AZ) 

Payne 

Pelosi 

Perlmutter 

Peters (CA) 

Peters (MI) 

Peterson 

Pingree (ME) 

Pocan 

Polis 

Price (NC) 

Quigley 

Rahall 

Rangel 

Ree 

Reichert 

Richmond 

Rogers (KY) 

Ros-Lehtinen 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Runyan 

Ruppersberger 

Rush 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schneider 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Shea-Porter 

Sherman 

Shimkus 

Sinema 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (NJ) 

Smith (WA) 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Tierney 

Titus 

Tonko 

Tsongas 

Turner 

Valadao 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 

Watt 

Waxman 

Welch 

Whitfield 

Wilson (FL) 

Wolf 

Yarmuth 

Young (AK) 

Young (FL) 

Young (IN) 


Cooper 
Cotton 
Daines 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 


Foxx Long Rooney 
Franks (AZ) Luetkemeyer Roskam 
Gardner Lummis Ross 
Gibbs Marchant. Rothfus 
Gingrey (GA) Massie Royce 
Gohmert McCaul Ryan (WI) 
Goodlatte McClintock Salmon 
Gosar McHenry H 
Gowdy McMorris Hes 
Granger Rodgers Schweikert 
Graves (GA) Meadows » 
Graves (MO) Messer Scott, Austin 
Griffin (AR) Mica Sensenbrenner 
Griffith (VA) Miller (FL) Sessions 
Guthrie Miller (MI) Shuster 
Hall Miller, Gary Simpson 
Harris Mullin Smith (NE) 
Hartzler Mulvaney Smith (TX) 
Hastings (WA) Murphy (PA) Southerland 
Heck (NV) Neugebauer Stewart 
Hensarling Noem Stivers 
Holding Nugent Stockman 
Hudson Nunnelee Stutzman 
Huelskamp Olson Terry 
Huizenga (MI) Paulsen Thompson (PA) 
Hultgren Pearce Thornberry 
Hunter Perry Tiberi 
Hurt Petri Tipton 
Issa Pittenger 
Jenkins Pitts < Fee 
Johnson (OH) Poe (TX) Walberg 
Johnson, Sam Pompeo Walden 
Jones Posey Walorski 
Jordan Price (GA) 
Joyce Radel Weber (TX) 
Kelly Renacci Webster (FL) 
King (IA) Ribble Wenstrup 
Kinzinger (IL) Rice (SC) Westmoreland 
Kline Rigell Williams 
Labrador Roby Wilson (SC) 
LaMalfa Roe (TN) Wittman 
Lamborn Rogers (AL) Womack 
Lankford Rogers (MI) Woodall 
Latham Rohrabacher Yoder 
Latta Rokita Yoho 

NOT VOTING—11 
Cleaver Kingston Nunes 
Crenshaw Kirkpatrick Schwartz 
Emerson Napolitano Speier 


Jackson Lee Negrete McLeod 
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So the bill was passed. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise re- 
garding my excused absence from rollcall 
votes 11-23 on Tuesday, January 15, 2013. | 
was unavoidably delayed on my return to 
Washington due to official business in my dis- 
trict. 


| would have voted “aye” for my following 
rolicall votes: 12, 15, 22, 23. 


| would have voted “no” for my following 
rollcall votes: 11, 13, 14, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21. 


AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO CORRECT 
ENGROSSMENT 


Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I ask 
unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
in the engrossment of H.R. 152, the 
Clerk shall reinsert the text on page 1, 
lines 3 through 6, of the bill after the 
enacting clause. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 


There was no objection. 


207 


1930 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind all persons in the 
gallery that they are here as guests of 
the House and that any manifestation 
of approval or disapproval of pro- 
ceedings is in violation of the rules of 
the House. 


EE 


SUGAR BOWL CHAMPS! 


(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to honor the 2013 Sugar Bowl Cham- 
pion, University of Louisville Car- 
dinals. From Muhammad Ali’s opening 
toss, this game was destined for great- 
ness. The Cards followed the Champ’s 
lead by shocking the world. They be- 
came the first team in a decade to 
score a touchdown in the first 15 sec- 
onds of both halves en route to the big- 
gest upset in BCS history. 

Against a team averaging one turn- 
over and holding every opponent below 
30 points, the Cards forced three turn- 
overs and reached the 30-point mark a 
mere 8 seconds into the second half. 
Facing a defense that had never al- 
lowed a touchdown pass of 15 yards or 
more, Cards quarterback Teddy Bridge- 
water completed two. 

This team proves what U of L Ath- 
letic Director Tom Jurich has said for 
years: “If you doubt Charlie Strong— 
on field or off—you’re in for a sur- 
prise.” 

Coach Strong dedicated the game 
ball to the fans, who were 30,000 strong 
in New Orleans. It was a fitting trib- 
ute, and I think it’s safe to say Card 
Nation is still on a Sugar Bowl high. 

This was a great triumph for the Uni- 
versity of Louisville and a victory for 
our whole community. So for the city, 
the University of Louisville, and this 
outstanding Cardinal football team, 
I’m proud to honor the 2013 Sugar Bowl 
Champion Louisville Cardinals. How 
sweet it is! 

I yield to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Coming 
from a University of Kentucky football 
and basketball fan, to my friend from 
Louisville and the Cardinals, congratu- 
lations. Fantastic for the State of Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. YARMUTH. I thank my col- 
league very much. I appreciate that. 


EEE 


THE UNIVERSITY OF MEMPHIS 
CONGRATULATES THE UNIVER- 
SITY OF LOUISVILLE 


(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I just want 
to join in congratulating the Univer- 
sity of Louisville on their success. 
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The University of Louisville has long 
been a rival of the University of Mem- 
phis. But this past year or so, the Lou- 
isville basketball coach, Rick Pitino, 
was good enough to champion the Uni- 
versity of Memphis’ getting into the 
Big East Conference. It was support we 
needed and support we appreciate. The 
conference isn’t quite the same as it 
was when he did that, but it was a good 
thing to do. 

We have a great rivalry, and I think 
we need to support our rivals and 
thank Coach Pitino for his helping the 
University of Memphis get into an ad- 
ditional conference, and we hope that 
the rivalry between the University of 
Louisville and the University of Mem- 
phis continues for many more years to 
come. 


a 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
UNITED STATES GROUP OF NATO 
PARLIAMENTARY ASSEMBLY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE). The Chair announces the 
Speaker’s appointment, pursuant to 22 
U.S.C. 1928a, and the order of the House 
of January 3, 2013, of the following 
Member on the part of the House to the 
United States Group of the NATO Par- 
liamentary Assembly: 

Mr. TURNER, Ohio, Chairman. 


EE 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND 
COOPERATION IN EUROPE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 
pointment, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 3003, 
and the order of the House of January 
3, 2013, of the following Member on the 
part of the House to the Commission 
on Security and Cooperation in Europe: 

Mr. SMITH, New Jersey, Co-Chairman. 


ee 


THE DEBT CEILING 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Indi- 
ana (Mr. MESSER) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major- 
ity leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and insert 
extraneous materials on the topic in 
this Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, it’s an 
honor and privilege to stand here today 
in what I hope to have as the first of 
many Special Orders that the Repub- 
lican freshman class does together. 

Today, we want to highlight the im- 
portance of the upcoming debt ceiling 
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debate and the need to get serious 
about addressing the out-of-control 
spending and borrowing that is jeop- 
ardizing the American Dream for our 
children and grandchildren. 

I’m honored to represent Indiana’s 
Sixth Congressional District, a 19- 
county area of east central and south- 
eastern Indiana that was formerly rep- 
resented by now-Governor Mike Pence. 
My constituents work hard, play by the 
rules and deserve what they’ve earned. 
They should be able to keep a little 
more of their paychecks for things like 
college tuition, family vacations or to 
retire just a little earlier. But Wash- 
ington is standing in their way. 

The fundamental question that this 
Congress needs to answer is whether 
Washington should take more than it 
already does from these hardworking, 
taxpaying Americans. The answer, of 
course, is no. Washington doesn’t tax 
too little; it spends too much. 

One would hope that since the last 
Congress raised taxes to avoid falling 
off the fiscal cliff, everyone’s attention 
now would turn to our biggest fiscal 
problem, the out-of-control spending— 
now 24 percent of our gross domestic 
product—and the explosive growth of 
entitlements and interest on the debt 
that are adding to our more-than-$16- 
trillion national debt and pushing us 
up against the debt ceiling. But, re- 
markably, President Obama is now 
calling for even more taxes, more 
spending and more borrowing in return 
for any future spending controls. He 
said yesterday that we can’t finish the 
job of deficit reduction through spend- 
ing cuts alone. 

Simply put, the President got his tax 
increases in the last Congress, and it’s 
time for this Congress to tackle Wash- 
ington’s spending binge. 

Td like to recognize the gentlelady 
from Indiana. 

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speak- 
er, my message today is simple: On too 
many big items, Congress has been 
kicking the can down the road for 
years. It’s time to supply real leader- 
ship on the most pressing challenges 
we face. This is the only way we can re- 
store trust in Congress. 

We are fast approaching a dead end. 
The Social Security Trust Fund will be 
bankrupt in 20 years. Medicare and 
Medicaid are not on a sustainable path. 
It is wrong for us to make promises to 
the American people we know we can- 
not keep. We must address the drivers 
of our debt—Medicare, Medicaid, and 
Social Security—not because these pro- 
grams don’t have merits, and certainly 
not because the seniors currently bene- 
fiting from them don’t deserve what 
they’ve been promised, but because 
real leadership isn’t about making the 
easy choice, it’s about making the 
right choice. 

Social Security and Medicare alone 
account for 36 percent of our Federal 
spending, and both are going to keep 
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growing because of our aging popu- 
lation. My friends on the other side of 
the aisle will talk about cutting waste, 
fraud, and abuse. And while I agree we 
must do that, we can’t tell the Amer- 
ican people that cutting and elimi- 
nating waste, fraud, and abuse alone is 
enough to tackle the $16 trillion debt. 
That’s not leadership. 

History shows us that unless we 
make the hard decision to implement 
changes that equal real savings now, it 
will not happen. We cannot afford to 
make changes in 7, 8 or 9 years. We 
don’t have the luxury of more time. 

We’re in a position to clearly see 
three obvious opportunities to make 
real, sustainable changes. First, we 
know we are approaching the debt ceil- 
ing. Second, sequestration will go into 
effect in 2 months, and third, funding 
for the government will expire March 
27. These are opportunities to make 
real changes in spending. 

I’m excited to be representing Indi- 
ana’s Fifth District, and I’m ready to 
get to work. There is no reason we need 
to wait until the eleventh hour to start 
talking about the tough decisions we 
must make for the future of our coun- 
try. It is time we commit to saving 
these important programs for those 
who need them and getting our eco- 
nomic house in order for the future 
generations of my children and my 
grandchildren and our country’s chil- 
dren and grandchildren. Let’s be the 
Congress in this 118th Congress that 
chose to tackle real problems rather 
than handing them down to our chil- 
dren. Let’s embrace right-minded solu- 
tions that can set us on a path toward 
a better and much more sustainable fu- 
ture. 
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Mr. MESSER. My thanks to the dis- 
tinguished gentlelady from Carmel. 

I now recognize the distinguished 
gentlelady from South Bend. My con- 
dolences on the national championship 
game, but we welcome you here today. 

Mrs. WALORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I will 
remind my distinguished colleague 
from Indiana that Notre Dame was 
undefeated this year. It was a very suc- 
cessful season, and we’ll just put that 
on the record. 

Mr. Speaker, I am deeply humbled to 
represent the people of Indiana’s Sec- 
ond Congressional District in the 
United States House of Representa- 
tives. Today I speak for the first time 
before this Chamber and on their be- 
half. 

To the hardworking Hoosier families 
in north central Indiana, thank you for 
sending me to Washington. I’m eager 
to work with my colleagues here to 
make raising a family and sending a 
child to college just a little bit easier. 

To the small business owners in 
South Bend to Plymouth, please know 
that each day I will work tirelessly to 
strengthen the economy so you can 
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employ those who want to work within 
our community. 

To the senior citizens between La 
Porte and Peru, you can count on my 
support to restore the American Dream 
and ensure that America’s best days 
are not behind her in the past, who ab- 
solutely want to put our future and our 
future generations on a solid concrete 
path. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to let the people 
of Indiana know that in the coming 
weeks they’ll hear many assertions in 
the debate over whether Congress 
should increase the debt ceiling. The 
people of Indiana deserve to hear the 
truth. The entire Nation deserves to 
hear the truth: 

The truth is that, even as I speak, 
our national debt is spiraling out of 
control toward $16.5 trillion; 

The truth is that the United States 
has not run one, not two, not three, but 
four consecutive trillion dollar budget 
deficits; 

The truth is that this Federal Gov- 
ernment is borrowing an unthinkable 
46 cents for every dollar it spends, 
while throwing our children under the 
weight of the bill; 

The truth is that the share of the na- 
tional debt for every family in Indiana 
is a staggering $143,190. For every Hoo- 
sier, it’s $52,787; 

The truth, Mr. Speaker, is that it’s 
time for us to stop spending money we 
simply do not have. 

Admiral Mike Mullen, former chair- 
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, has 
warned us. He said, ‘‘the single biggest 
threat to our national security is our 
debt.” 

In order to get our debt under con- 
trol, we first must completely take 
care of our spending. As families in In- 
diana’s Second District and all across 
the Nation, we have to prioritize spend- 
ing, we have to create budgets and live 
within our means; so should this Con- 
gress of the United States. 

Each day that we delay getting our 
fiscal house in order, we threaten the 
safety and well-being of those we love 
and care about the most. We threaten 
the opportunity and promise of future 
generations by limiting the resources 
we have to invest in infrastructure and 
education. Mr. Speaker, as I said ear- 
lier, the truth is that it’s time for us to 
stop spending money we simply do not 
have. 

As big as our national debt may be, 
Americans have always been able to 
come together and solve big problems. 
I thank the good people of Indiana for 
electing me to listen to their needs and 
bring good Hoosier common sense to 
Washington. I look forward to working 
together in this Congress on their be- 
half and to tackling our most serious 
issues. 

Ladies and gentlemen, the clock is 
ticking. Let’s get to work. 

Mr. MESSER. I say with great pride 
to my honorable colleague that we do 
it better in Indiana. 
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I worked with then-State Represent- 
ative WALORSKI and Governor Daniels 
as a member of Indiana’s General As- 
sembly to help pass Indiana’s balanced 
budget. We turned a $600 million deficit 
into a $300 million surplus in 1 year 
without a tax increase. There was no 
silver bullet. Our State’s leader simply 
followed a principle most families al- 
ready understand, that one shouldn’t 
spend money they don’t have. 

It wasn’t always easy, but 8 years 
later, we have fewer State government 
employees than any time since the 
early 1970s, yet our State is providing 
better services in leaner ways through- 
out government. As Governor Daniels 
has often famously said: 

Most will be surprised by how much gov- 
ernment they don’t miss. 

I now yield to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from North Carolina for your 
comments today. 

Mr. PITTENGER. I thank my good 
friend from Indiana. 

Mr. Speaker, in previous generations, 
serving as a Member of Congress was 
considered an honorable profession. 
Congressmen were held in high esteem 
and examples of true leadership. They 
were honored in books like ‘‘Profiles in 
Courage.” Sadly, we seem to have lost 
our way. Last week, Public Policy 
Polling found that only 9 percent of 
Americans approve of the job that Con- 
gress is doing. In my opinion, the rea- 
son no one approves of the job we’re 
doing is that we’re not doing our job. 

Our Nation is in peril. We are threat- 
ened, not by a foreign tyrant, but by 
our own reckless spending. Just today, 
the Fitch Ratings agency warned that 
our AAA credit rating is at risk. We 
are on the verge of squandering every- 
thing that we have received from pre- 
vious generations. Sadly, we are more 
likely to leave the next generation 
with crushing debt than we are to pass 
along the America we love. 

My fellow Representatives, may I 
make a suggestion? Starting with the 
118th Congress, the buck stops here. 
For too many years, Congress and the 
President have received an A in addi- 
tion, but they seem to have always 
flunked subtraction. We must commit 
to bringing spending in line with rev- 
enue, to setting priorities and learning 
to say ‘“‘no.” If we are to be the Con- 
gress which takes to say “no.” If we 
are to be the Congress which takes sub- 
stantive action on deficit reduction, we 
must start with entitlements. It’s the 
topic everyone is afraid to address, but 
weren’t we elected to show true leader- 
ship? 

Today the Fitch Ratings agency 
warned that our Nation’s AAA credit 
rating is at risk if an increase in the 
debt ceiling doesn’t also include a cred- 
ible plan for deficit reduction. The 
Government Accountability Office has 
reported that government spending is 
on an unsustainable long-term fiscal 
path, with entitlements the primary 
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culprit. The Congressional Budget Of- 
fice reports that, left unchecked, the 
Federal entitlement programs will 
soon swamp the entire budget. Will en- 
titlement reform be messy? Yes. Is it 
necessary? Yes. In fact, it’s the only 
way to bring a lasting solution to our 
Nation’s fiscal problems. 

Any plan to reform entitlements 
must protect the benefits promised to 
the current generation. But as we look 
to the future, we need serious reforms 
that will reduce spending while pre- 
serving these important safety nets for 
future generations. 

In 2006, then-Senator Obama said: 

The fact that we are here today to debate 
raising America’s debt limit is a sign of lead- 
ership failure. 

Yet, under President Obama, we’ve 
seen record-setting deficit spending 
and trillions added to our national 
debt. The leadership failure lies with 
the President and others in Congress 
who have been unable to say ‘‘no.”’ 

Our objective is not arbitrary. Tax 
revenues are expected to remain right 
at the historical average of around 18 
percent of the GDP. We know how 
much money we’ll make. Now we need 
to sit down at the kitchen table with a 
calculator and figure out how to live 
within our means. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the honorable 
gentleman. I thank you for your com- 
ments. 

I would like to recognize next my 
good friend, the gentleman from Geor- 
gia. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I thank my 
friend from Indiana. 

It’s good to be here, and it’s good to 
get started on what we’ve been sent 
here to do. I think that’s the great 
thing about us coming together to- 
night and sharing, from a freshman 
perspective, our first few days in which 
we’ve been thrown into a Congress that 
really, I don’t believe, any have experi- 
enced before. There have been tough 
challenges, but I think this is going to 
be an interesting time for us all. I ap- 
preciate us getting together tonight as 
we go forward. 

Mr. Speaker, I come from the great 
Georgia Ninth. The northeast Georgia 
district is full of mountain values and 
common sense. When we look at the 
district, as I traveled around for al- 
most 18 months, what I kept hearing 
from people all along is that they 
wanted their life to look ahead to 
something of a brighter future. I think 
right now, from an economic perspec- 
tive, when we look at what’s going on, 
that is what they are most concerned 
about. They’re looking at what they 
have at the national level and they’re 
looking at our debt, they’re looking at 
our economic and our budget issues 
and they’re saying, How is this effec- 
tive? How is this going to be better for 
my kids and my grandkids? 

I thought to myself as I was trav- 
eling around and I began—when I ran, I 


210 


told my constituents, I run for three 
reasons, and they were Jordan, 
Copelan, and Cameron. They’re my 
three children. I told them that they 
represent not only my three kids and 
their future, but they represented the 
kids and the grandkids of the district 
and the nieces and nephews of those 
that everybody in my district lived 
with and cared for, because it is their 
future that we’re dealing with here. 
It’s their future. 
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When we talk about the economics 
and when we talk about the problem 
we’re in, this is the area in which we 
have got to work as a Congress. We 
cannot shirk the duty. We cannot pass 
it along. They expect us to act, and 
they expect us to act in a way in 
which, as we look forward, actually 
makes a difference in their lives. 

President Obama recently told our 
Speaker that he doesn’t believe we 
have a debt problem. We’re $16 trillion 
in the hole, and our out-of-touch Com- 
mander in Chief doesn’t think we have 
a serious problem on our hands. As my 
friend from North Carolina just stat- 
ed—I want to go with the entire quote, 
and this is what was said: 

The fact that we are here today to debate 
raising America’s debt limit is a sign of lead- 
ership failure. ‘Leadership’ means the buck 
stops here. Instead, Washington is shifting 
the burden of bad choices today onto the 
backs of our children and grandchildren. 
America has a debt problem and a failure of 
leadership. Americans deserve better. I, 
therefore, intend to oppose the effort to in- 
crease America’s debt limit. 

As we look at this issue, it really 
amazes me because I want to focus not 
on this debt issue but on basically 
what it says here. It says: 

America has a debt problem, and it’s a fail- 
ure of leadership. 

If it were a failure of leadership back 
in 2006, it must be a catastrophic night- 
mare at this point because all we’ve 
done is increase it. We’ve got to do bet- 
ter. We’re borrowing almost half of 
every dollar we spend. If we don’t pro- 
vide serious measures to take care of 
it, we will leave our country in an ab- 
solute debacle for our kids and grand- 
children, and that’s simply not a price 
I’m willing to pay. 

Our President just recently talked 
about not only a debt problem but that 
he doesn’t believe we have a spending 
problem. I thought to myself that we 
don’t have a spending problem; yet one 
of our colleagues, Representative 
LANKFORD, stated just the other day 
that in 2012 we’ll have the third highest 
revenue year ever in the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and yet we’re still discussing 
the fact that we don’t have a spending 
problem. 

I’m sorry, Mr. President, this is not 
leadership. This is failure. We cannot 
continue to give the President and 
those on the other side of the aisle a 
blank check. Any discussion of raising 
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the debt ceiling must also include an 
examination of serious reforms that 
need to be made to entitlement and 
discretionary spending. 

On January 2, 2013, President Obama 
stated that we cannot continue to cut 
our way to prosperity. 

Mr. President, on the contrary, we 
cannot tax and spend our way to pros- 
perity either. 

I think tonight we’re starting what, I 
hope, will become a regular occurrence 
for this freshman class, my friend from 
Indiana. As we look at it, it’s what I 
believe we have to do, and I believe it’s 
about telling our story and about tell- 
ing why conservative principles matter 
and how conservative principles, when 
we explain how we can get debt off 
their backs and spending under con- 
trol, mean freedom for their kids to 
have a better future so that they can 
go to college and so that they can start 
that new business and employ other 
people. I believe America’s greatest 
gift was found in the free enterprise 
system, and that’s what we can encour- 
age by getting our own fiscal house in 
order here tonight. 

This is the time for us to come to- 
gether, and I’m so pleased to stand 
with you and with the other freshmen 
here tonight. We’re here to work, and 
we’re here to make some hard choices 
and to realize this is all in America’s 
best interests. I appreciate your letting 
me be a part of this tonight. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem- 
bers are reminded to address their re- 
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to next recognize the distinguished 
gentleman from Utah (Mr. STEWART). 

Mr. STEWART. It is an honor to be 
here tonight. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I rise in de- 
fense of the American people. I believe 
that we are at a tipping point in our 
history. I really believe that we are at 
one of those inflection points at which 
we will decide our future, at which we 
will decide who we are as a people, at 
which we will decide the America that 
we leave to our children in a way that 
hasn’t been decided before. This is a 
generational moment. This time is 
that important. At its heart, I think 
the debate comes down to this: 

Will we reclaim the moral and fiscal 
discipline that created the American 
Dream? Will we reclaim the moral and 
the fiscal discipline that created the 
world’s first and the world’s greatest 
middle class? Will we reclaim the 
moral and fiscal discipline that made 
us, aS Abraham Lincoln described us, 
the last best hope on Earth? 

That is the essence of our challenge. 
That is the great and defining argu- 
ment of our day. 

In this debate, I’d like to remind all 
of us of a few critical facts. One of 
them is that this Nation, a Nation that 
is bankrupt, cannot provide for the se- 
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curity of its people. A Nation that is 
bankrupt cannot provide for the needy 
or for the poor among us. A Nation 
that is bankrupt cannot provide for the 
future of their children. 

Yes, during these challenging times, 
it will require a commitment to fair- 
ness, and it will require a commitment 
to compassion. It always has. There 
has always been compassion in this Na- 
tion. That defines much of who we 
are—allowing the safety net to con- 
tinue for those who truly need it. But 
where is the compassion in allowing a 
program, like my parents depended on 
in the final years of their lives, to con- 
tinue down a pathway towards bank- 
ruptcy? Where is the compassion in 
creating so much uncertainty that our 
own children no longer have faith in 
their futures or in the social and safety 
net that has been there for previous 
generations? If you believe in compas- 
sion and fairness, then help us fix these 
problems. Help us to save them. Help 
us to provide so that we can pass them 
on to future generations. 

Since the last election, this adminis- 
tration has talked about one thing and 
one thing only, and that is taxes. We 
have had that fight, and he has won. He 
got his tax increase, and that will raise 
between $60 billion and $70 billion, but 
the last deficit was $1.1 trillion. 

Mr. President, what about the other 
trillion dollars now? What do we do 
now? We have a 6 percent solution. It’s 
a great start if you like raising taxes, 
but it doesn’t address the problems at 
all. 

My father was an Air Force pilot. He 
was a pilot during World War II, and I 
had the great honor of serving for 14 
years as an Air Force pilot as well. If 
there was one thing I learned from my 
father and those brave men and women 
with whom I served, it was courage, al- 
ways to have courage. That is what we 
need now. That is the only thing that 
can save us. 

Mr. President and Members of this 
body, let us have the courage to do the 
right thing even if that thing proves to 
be hard. Our debt is unsustainable. We 
talk about saving our Nation for our 
children. We don’t have that long. Let 
us take the steps to restore financial 
sanity in this Congress on this day. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the distin- 
guished gentleman from Utah. I appre- 
ciate his remarks. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem- 
bers are reminded to address their re- 
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. MESSER. I next would like to 
recognize the distinguished gentleman 
and my good friend from Texas (Mr. 
WILLIAMS). 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ap- 
preciate your leadership and what 
you’re doing. 

My name is ROGER WILLIAMS. I have 
been a small business owner for 41 
years. I represent Congressional Dis- 
trict 25 in Texas, a great district. I 
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have been meeting payrolls and cre- 
ating jobs for 41 years and have been 
fighting government regulations for 
that period of time. I must tell you 
that, at a time when our national debt 
is over $16 trillion—more than $52,000 
for each American—we must restore 
fiscal sanity in Washington. We do this 
by cutting spending, shrinking the def- 
icit, and balancing the budget. As a 
businessman, when you’re not selling 
your product, you don’t raise taxes and 
you don’t raise prices. You cut spend- 
ing. That’s where the money is. That’s 
where the cash flow is, and that’s what 
we’ve got to get to. 

Our Nation’s economic future is at 
stake. The Federal Government cur- 
rently borrows more than 40 cents of 
every dollar it spends. I think we all 
agree it’s time to get our fiscal house 
in order. Across this great Nation, the 
families have stretched their hard- 
earned dollars in order to make it 
through this struggling economy. The 
Federal Government must do the same 
and must do it now. We are facing a 
crisis because Washington just simply 
spends too much and wastes too much. 

As I said, families all across this 
country are not looking to spend more 
money. They’re looking to cut ex- 
penses and to meet the problems we all 
face today. The American people, I be- 
lieve, do not support raising the debt. I 
ran on lower taxes, less government, to 
cut the spending. That’s what my dis- 
trict wants. We don’t need to raise the 
debt ceiling without cutting spending 
at the same time. That’s what it’s 
about. We need to create a net worth in 
America. I’m looking forward to the 
debate. We need to bring business prin- 
ciples back to Washington, D.C. May 
God bless America. 
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Mr. MESSER. I thank the distin- 
guished gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I would next like to rec- 
ognize my good friend, the distin- 
guished gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, 
thank you for granting me the floor 
today. It is truly an honor and privi- 
lege to be a Member of the House of 
Representatives, the people’s House. 
We have all been sent here to serve the 
people, and I look forward to rep- 
resenting the freedom-loving, hard- 
working people of Michigan. 

More than two centuries ago, Mem- 
bers of the first Congress were sum- 
moned to uphold and defend the Con- 
stitution. Because of the Constitution, 
America became a shining symbol of 
freedom and prosperity to the world. 
Today, we must ensure that America 
retains that luster. 

Everyone arrives here from different 
walks of life. Some are lawyers, some 
are business leaders, and yes, well, at 
least one of us is a reindeer rancher. 

I recognize we all have different 
viewpoints, and I understand that I 
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have joined Congress during a conten- 
tious time. I do think, however, there 
is one thing on which we should all 
agree: The job of a Member of Congress 
is to protect the rights of the people, 
not take them away. 


The national debt is approaching $17 
trillion. The decisions we make in this 
Chamber not only affect us today, they 
resonate throughout future genera- 
tions. The massive national debt we 
are accruing will leave to our children 
a weaker Nation than the one we inher- 
ited from our parents. Those yet to be 
born do not have a voice today, they 
don’t have representation, but we must 
remember what we do here resonates 
for generations to come. 


Our moment to preserve our great 
Nation has arrived. Our country is at a 
crossroads. We must stand together 
and get over our disagreements. We 
must strive valiantly and dare greatly, 
applying the principles that made our 
country so exceptional to solve the 
problems that the people of this great 
Nation sent us here to fix. 


Mr. MESSER. I thank the distin- 
guished gentleman from Michigan. 


Mr. Speaker, I want to thank you for 
your time and help tonight as another 
distinguished Member of the freshman 
class. I hope we will have opportunities 
on other nights for you to be able to 
participate in these Special Orders. 


As several have alluded to, our idea 
is just to be a part of the public debate. 
Everyone in this room tonight, every- 
body watching, has grown up in an 
America where you’ve known one very 
simple fact: that no matter what your 
current station in life, no matter where 
you came from, if you worked hard and 
stayed focused in this great country, 
you would have an opportunity to build 
a life for yourself; you would have an 
opportunity to live the American 
Dream. 


And for the first time in my life, as 
I traveled through the Sixth District of 
Indiana and talked to people all across 
this country, people are doubting 
whether that will be true for the next 
generation, whether the next genera- 
tion of young people and Americans 
will have the same kinds of opportuni- 
ties that we all had growing up. 


I think it is not an exaggeration to 
say that the upcoming debate in the 
next 2 months is really about the ques- 
tion of what are we willing to do to 
save our country, and this underlying 
question: Does Washington have 
enough? How much more must they 
take from the hardworking, taxpaying 
Americans who are trying to put their 
life together every day? I and my col- 
leagues who spoke earlier today believe 
Washington has enough. We don’t need 
to give her more. 


Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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REBUILDING AMERICA’S 
INFRASTRUCTURE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. It’s good, it is very, very good 
that the new 113th Congress acted 
today to reach out in sympathy, com- 
passion, and with real support to the 
people who were so severely impacted 
by Superstorm Sandy. 

One of our colleagues, just a moment 
ago, spoke about this Nation being at a 
crossroad. And indeed, we cross paths 
many, many times and there are many 
different crossroads. The people of 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York, 
Connecticut, and other parts of this 
great Nation here on the east coast 
came to a crossroads. That crossroads 
was 97 days ago when Superstorm 
Sandy came ashore and whacked and 
destroyed, pummeled and, indeed, 
killed Americans. 

Today, the House of Representatives, 
not unanimously, unfortunately, but 
by a strong majority of Democrats and 
some Republicans, stood tall and said 
we are one Nation. We’re one Nation, 
and when one of us is harmed, we’ll 
stand with that person. When one State 
is harmed, we’ll stand with that State, 
and we will come together, just as my 
colleague said a moment ago, we will 
come together to provide what is need- 
ed to rebuild, to sustain, to provide, so 
that they who have been harmed can 
carry on. 

There’s a lesson here for all of us, 
and tonight my Democratic colleagues 
and I will talk about the lesson that 
Superstorm Sandy brought to this Na- 
tion. Certainly one of those lessons has 
been fulfilled today. As a great Nation, 
we will provide what is needed for the 
rebuilding, for the immediate needs, 
even though it is 97 days late. We will 
provide because we are a compas- 
sionate Nation. 

But there’s also another lesson here, 
and that lesson is for this entire Na- 
tion to get ahead of the next disaster. 
It will come. It’ll be another storm up 
the east coast or into the gulf. It’ll be 
an earthquake in my State of Cali- 
fornia or a flood or a fire. But there 
will be yet another natural disaster of 
one sort or another, perhaps man- 
made, perhaps Mother Nature. 

What we must do as a Nation is to 
get ahead of that, to prepare ourselves 
not only with emergency responses, 
but more and just as important, to pre- 
pare the infrastructure to protect the 
lives and the property of the citizens of 
this Nation. That’s the second lesson of 
Superstorm Sandy. Build the infra- 
structure to prepare for the next flood, 
the next hurricane, the next onslaught 
of Mother Nature. We can do it. And in 
so doing, we not only reduce the cost of 
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that next storm, that next flood, but 
we also save the lives of Americans, 
and we put people to work right now. 

This Nation is not yet fully recovered 
from the recession of 2008. This Nation 
has not yet fully brought Americans 
back to work, and we can do so taking 
the lesson of this day’s action here on 
the floor of the House of Representa- 
tives where we, at least most of us, 
voted to build for the future, voted to 
put in place those infrastructure im- 
provements, not for yesterday, not to 
rebuild just what was there that was 
destroyed, but, rather, to build for the 
future onslaught of a storm coming 
into New Jersey, New York, Con- 
necticut, or other parts of this Nation. 

To be prepared. The Boy Scout 
motto: Be prepared. Benjamin Frank- 
lin: An ounce of prevention is worth a 
dollar of cure. These are truisms that 
have been with us forever, and today 
we want to talk about infrastructure 
investment, the kind of things that 
were done here on the floor, some $33 
billion going not only for immediate 
relief, but to build the infrastructure 
necessary to protect and prepare for 
the next storm. 

Joining me today in this discussion, 
at least at the outset, is my colleague 
from New York, PAUL TONKO. We often 
meet here on the floor. We sometimes 
call this the East Coast/West Coast 
show. I’m from California. Representa- 
tive TONKO is from New York. 

And you were there, not only for this 
storm, but for the previous storm, and 
that was less than 18 months ago. Let’s 
talk about these things, Mr. TONKO. 
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Mr. TONKO. Sure. Thank you, Rep- 
resentative GARAMENDI. Thank you for 
bringing us together for this hour on 
the floor, where I think it’s important 
to pay attention to the needs out there 
as they relate to the damages that 
were brought upon certain areas of the 
country by Mother Nature. 

Yes, there’s been a lot of focus with 
this on Superstorm Sandy. That really 
had its presence felt just to the south 
of my given congressional district. 
However, there was some damages in 
the northern reaches of upstate New 
York, the more northern sections as we 
traveled north of the metro area. 

But suffice it to say, the need here 
for assistance by not only New York, 
but New Jersey and Connecticut, where 
the proper of New York, the metro area 
of New York City, Long Island, West- 
chester County, were impacted se- 
verely by this storm. As I said, on the 
fringe elements in my area, not as 
much. But certainly, New Jersey and 
Connecticut were hard hit. 

But just over a year before that 
storm, you’re absolutely right, we were 
impacted by Irene and Lee, a double 
dose of damage that really impacted 
my given congressional district se- 
verely. It looked like a war-torn area, 
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as was the case here with Superstorm 
Sandy. 

And this Nation, whenever impacted 
by natural or manmade disasters, 
found a response from Congress, that 
the President, whoever that person 
might be at the time, working with 
Congress, expedited the assistance, 
wanted to get that aid there with a 
high degree of urgency. 

What we saw here was uncalled-for 
delays as people languished. I mean, we 
have to look at the human element 
here, the human cost of 88 Americans 
that were impacted, lives lost because 
of this tremendous devastation, the im- 
pact that befell so many communities 
with infrastructure being damaged se- 
verely, if not destroyed totally. 

It was also about the impact on the 
business community, the loss to com- 
merce, and certainly property damage 
that people are going to have to re- 
spond to over a long course of come- 
back that I have witnessed in my dis- 
trict with the storm, as you indicated, 
being more than a year ago. 

And so it is important for us, as a Na- 
tion, to be responsive and responsible. 
That has always been the measure 
coming forth from this Nation, under- 
standing, with sensitivity, what needed 
to be done and getting aid to people. 
That’s what it’s all about. 

And so today, when finally a vote 
was taken, some 70 days after 
Superstorm Sandy hit, 70-plus days 
after the storm hit, finally we get a re- 
sponse, when so much pain and anguish 
was allowed to continue, unnecessarily 
so. 
The infrastructure issues in this 
country, storms aside, need to be ad- 
dressed. The American Society of Civil 
Engineers has graded many of our 
bridges into a D classification, a poor 
grade, deficiencies that are out there 
brought to our attention. 

So not only do we need to respond to 
these tragedies and respond to our 
given infrastructure, but I think what 
happens here is an opportunity to come 
forward with job creation, providing 
for the trades and skilled tradespeople 
to be put to work. That is so important 
for our economy. It’s so important for 
our public safety; it’s so important for 
emergency response, as weve wit- 
nessed here in the northeast of the 
country. 

And so while the fight was long and 
at times unnecessary, at least the vote 
was taken today and we moved for- 
ward. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you, Mr. 
TONKO. The bill now is out of this 
House. It’s over in the Senate. We ex- 
pect the Senate to pass it probably to- 
morrow or the next day, certainly be- 
fore the inaugural on Monday, and 
then the President will undoubtedly 
sign it shortly thereafter, bringing 
that kind of relief. 

You mentioned the job issue, and 
people need to go to work. When we 
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have these natural disasters, and we 
come forward with the kind of support 
that we have seen today, and will soon 
be available for New Jersey, New York, 
Connecticut and the surrounding areas, 
people go back to work. Those people 
that have received immediate FEMA 
support for housing, for clothing, for 
food, that money’s immediately spent 
into the economy. 

On the infrastructure side, it’s cru- 
cial. When the subways of Lower Man- 
hattan flooded, the world’s financial 
institutions took a whack because it 
was shut down for several days. People 
couldn’t get to work, and so the entire 
world’s economy slowed down, costing 
billions of dollars beyond just the dam- 
age. 

Now, part of the infrastructure, part 
of the bill that was passed today, the 
infrastructure improvements are to 
harden, to prepare Manhattan and the 
surrounding areas, the beach commu- 
nities and others, for the next storm, 
to put up the seawalls. 

Now, what does that mean? 

Well, it means that the ounce of pre- 
vention and the pound of cure have 
taken place, but it also means people 
are going to go to work. 

Let me refer to this chart here. This 
is from Mark Zandi, chief economist at 
Moody’s Analytics, and the former eco- 
nomic adviser to JOHN MCCAIN. His 
analysis, and this is generally agreed 
to by most economists, is that for 
every dollar invested in infrastructure, 
you get $1.57 back into the American 
economy. So you’re not just putting a 
dollar in. You’re getting the American 
economy going. You’re putting people 
to work. 

Those people will then be able to pay 
taxes, buy food, support their families, 
and build for tomorrow’s disaster, put- 
ting in place the infrastructure that is 
hardened, that is protected, elimi- 
nating the potential, in this specific 
case, of flooding of the subway systems 
in New York City. 

I know that you talked about doing 
this in your area for the storm. You 
may want to pick that back up, and 
then I want to come back and talk 
about my own district in California. 

Mr. TONKO. Right. You know, I 
think over and over again people are 
measuring with exit polling the senti- 
ments of the electorate out there; and 
people have said that there is a need 
for government. They want effective 
government, efficient government. 

Well, I think when we look at some 
of the data that are collected, Rep- 
resentative GARAMENDI, it is important 
for us to acknowledge that as we re- 
build in our areas that have been dam- 
aged by Mother Nature, you don’t just 
replace; you need to improve upon the 
situation. 

For instance, if there are data that 
are telling us that more and more 
water volume is expected in certain 
watershed areas, as in my district, it 
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would be foolish to spend tax dollars, 
the hard-earned taxpayer dollars and 
simply replace an infrastructure, a 
bridge, at the same height, at the same 
span, if, in fact, we know that the 
water and the force of that water is 
growing with time. 

And so these are the ways to, I think, 
incorporate the soundness of academics 
and analysis that go into how we re- 
spond to this. And if much of it is driv- 
en by climate change, global warming, 
some of the impacts of Mother Nature 
that are causing these disruptive sce- 
narios, then ought we not look at 
sound policy that then stretches our 
thinking and really puts a laser sharp 
focus on these situations? 

So this is a call for a big-picture 
view. It’s a call for effective replace- 
ment and repair so that we’re respond- 
ing to data that are collected that 
speak to the demographics that we 
should expect to have happen as we go 
forward and as we rebuild, making cer- 
tain that there are those opportunities 
for waterfront communities to embrace 
their sense of geography. 

I represent a district that is not only 
a donor area to natural resources, but 
also historic resources in those water- 
ways. And people want to have water- 
front opportunities. They want to re- 
build their communities so as to utilize 
these natural resources as a marketing 
agent to draw people to the area. 

Well, we can steward those resources 
so as to tame the Mother Nature im- 
pact in a way that allows us to go for- 
ward with this re-marketing strategy, 
that allows us to utilize our sense of lo- 
cation, our place destination, and do it 
in a way that is possible because of pre- 
ventative measures, because of retro- 
fitting that can take hold; and it’s a 
way to utilize the engineering services 
out there, civil engineering, architec- 
tural opportunities to build commu- 
nities and build them in a way that al- 
lows us to have that sense of place only 
deepened, rather than denied because 
we’ve walked away from what might 
have been damage from Mother Nature 
and have abandoned those opportuni- 
ties. 
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Mr. GARAMENDI. Youw’re speaking of 
something that is very close I know to 
your heart. I’ve heard you speak on 
this issue some months ago about some 
of the historic buildings that date back 
to the pre-Revolutionary War era in 
New York. 

And it’s interesting to note that in 
this Sandy legislation that passed the 
House today there are numerous re- 
forms, improvements on the way in 
which the Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment System works, so that the his- 
toric resources can be rebuilt and 
maintained, so that that sense of his- 
tory, that sense of our past and who we 
are as Americans is going to be there 
for future generations. Some of the old 
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rules and regulations made it virtually 
impossible to do that. 

There’s also in this legislation other 
reforms that allow the projects and 
homes and businesses to be rebuilt in a 
way that protects them from the fu- 
ture storms and the increased storms 
that you so aptly described. 

Let me just take this home to my 
district. I represent the Central Valley 
of California, the great Sacramento 
Valley, 200 miles of it, literally from 
the beginning of San Francisco Bay 200 
miles up the Sacramento River. And 
probably, I haven’t been able to count 
all the levees in my district, but I prob- 
ably have well over 1,500 miles of levees 
that protect large cities, medium size 
cities, farms and other critical assets 
and infrastructure in the State of Cali- 
fornia. For example, the interconti- 


nental rail system both north and 
south, intercontinental highway sys- 
tems, universities, international air- 


ports. These critical assets are at risk 
of flooding. 

The Army Corps of Engineers is tak- 
ing a look at the levees in one part of 
my district. The Natomas Basin, which 
is part of the city of Sacramento, 
judges those levees to have a 1 in 30 
chance of failure, so that over a 30-year 
period of time it’s anticipated there 
will be a catastrophic failure of those 
levees. One hundred thousand lives just 
in that part of Sacramento at imme- 
diate risk because those floodwaters— 
should those levees fail, it would be a 
repeat of what happened in New Orle- 
ans, only the water is deeper and the 
floodwaters would rush in, at least as 
fast, if not faster. A monumental dis- 
aster, international airport gone, high- 
ways gone and on and on. 

We need to get ahead of that. We 
need to build that infrastructure, those 
levees, to protect those assets. A penny 
of prevention, a pound of savings. 

So these are the kind of things that 
we can do. And there are ways we can 
do this. Yes, it may run up the imme- 
diate deficit. But once again, for every 
dollar that we invest in those levees we 
not only save lives and property, but 
we put people to work and we get the 
economic engine going. 

Further up in my district, again 
along the Sacramento and the Feather 
Rivers, I have a project that’s 44 miles 
of levee that clearly will fail. It has 
failed four times in the last 60 years. 
Lives have been lost. One of the most 
catastrophic failures of a levee hap- 
pened in this stretch of river. We need 
to rebuild that. 

The Federal Government’s role in the 
construction projects of these levees 
has gone back to the very beginning of 
this Nation. And it is Congress’ task to 
allocate the money, to decide the 
projects that are going to be built. But 
unfortunately, we’ve tied ourselves in 
knots here with certain rules that have 
been put in by our Republican col- 
leagues that prevent us from taking 
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the necessary action to protect our 
communities. 

We’re not talking about willy-nilly 
unnecessary projects; we’re talking 
about saving lives and property. This is 
how we should be acting. Rebuilding 
after a storm to a higher standard, 
building before the storm to protect 
our people, the people that we rep- 
resent. 

These are critical issues, these are 
infrastructure projects, and we need to 
get on top of this and push these 
projects forward. Yes, it will cost 
money, but not nearly as much as the 
cost of a levee failure because we failed 
to act in time. 

Mr. TONKO. Well, when you speak, 
Representative GARAMENDI, about the 
cost of these repairs or improvements 
we’re talking about a design team, 
were talking about a construction 
team, we’re talking about a mainte- 
nance team. And all of that translates 
into jobs. So these efforts are, yes, an 
expenditure, but it’s putting people to 
work and addressing not only public 
safety but commerce. 

Again, my home county, which is 
split by a historic river, was the scene 
of devastation just over 25 years ago 
where a New York State Thruway 
bridge collapsed because of the flooding 
that was occurring beneath that 
bridge. A creek that you could walk 
across, walk through in the middle of 
summer, was equal to in CFS, cubic 
feet per second, the flow of Niagara 
Falls. We lost 10 lives in that incident, 
and also saw the impact locally to 
commerce. It just disrupted the flow of 
activity to ship goods to whatever sec- 
tion of our area. It totally disrupted 
that situation. That is just a micro- 
cosm of impact of what happens. 

But you’re very right. With the lev- 
ees that might be at risk that could be 
a challenge to public safety, the poor 
ratings of our many, many bridges 
across this country, the need to begin 
aggressively to address these situa- 
tions, means that you can bend that 
cost curve simply by moving projects 
forward, because the longer we go in 
time the more expensive it will be and 
the more risky it becomes with these 
deficient bridges. 

So programs like The American Jobs 
Act or Build America Bonds, all of 
these efforts are a progressive bit of 
policy that then takes us to a new 
realm of thinking, a commitment to 
the safety of the people of this great 
country, a commitment to commerce 
and the doable qualities of having in- 
frastructure vastly improved that en- 
ables us then to talk serious business 
about growing our Nation’s economy. 

So I think that the efforts here by 
the Democratic Caucus to bring to the 
attention of the full House the sort of 
positive thinking, the sort of planned 
opportunities that speak to the very 
nature of our infrastructure—and both 
of us represent States that rely heavily 


214 


on well-developed and very well-main- 
tained infrastructure—is indeed imper- 
ative. We need to move forward with a 
very strong supportive statement 
about this Nation’s infrastructure. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I would like to 
move in just a moment to the issue of 
how we can actually help other parts of 
our economy grow as we build our in- 
frastructure. But before I do I am just 
thinking about the previous discussion 
from our Republican colleagues where 
they talked about the deficit and we 
ought to eliminate government pro- 
grams. 

Certainly there are government pro- 
grams that are neither efficient, effec- 
tive, or necessary, and, yes, those 
should be cut. But when you start talk- 
ing about infrastructure, this is some- 
thing that we really must do. 

It was said that for an expenditure of 
some $15 billion New York City could 
have protected its subway system and 
the shoreline from the devastation of 
two major storms, one that occurred a 
year ago and another one that occurred 
just 97 days or 3 months ago, 
Superstorm Sandy. 

So if we get ahead of these disasters 
and build the necessary protections, for 
example in my district if we build 
those levees, yes, it will cost money. 
For the Natomas area it’s about $1 bil- 
lion. Very expensive, no doubt about it. 

But if we do not protect and do not 
build those levees the devastation will 
amount to several times that amount 
of money. That’s precisely what hap- 
pened in Manhattan and in the New 
York City area. 

So again, you spend that money up 
front, yes, you put people to work, yes, 
there may be an immediate issue of 
where and how we fund it, and that’s a 
legitimate issue, but fail to do it and 
then the cost is horrendous. And, yes, 
if the State, the Federal, the local gov- 
ernments, the individuals, that will all 
be an expense that they have to en- 
dure. And Superstorm Sandy, the bill 
we saw today, is precisely on that. 

Now, having said that, let’s talk 
about the broader subject. You men- 
tioned Build American Bonds just a 
moment ago. The Build American 
Bonds were part of the stimulus pro- 
gram, now almost 4 years old. 
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That program created a new mecha- 
nism to assist local governments in 
providing the funding to build infra- 
structure—very, very successful in put- 
ting people back to work. We could ex- 
tend that. In doing so, we will put peo- 
ple back to work. We will build the in- 
frastructures, whether those are high- 
ways or bridges or whatever. 

As we do that, one of our favorite 
topics that we’ve talked on this floor 
many, many times about is this: We 
can Make It in America. We use our 
taxpayer money to make and to spend 
that money on American-made prod- 
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ucts. So the steel in the bridges, the 
concrete, the other design elements are 
American jobs. And as we do that, we 
rebuild the American manufacturing 
base. 

You’ve talked about this extensively. 
You go back in history, but go for it. 

Mr. TONKO. Well, absolutely. The 
manufacturing element in our society 
is strong. It still is very much—a bit of 
statistical evidence that we rank high 
in the international economy with 
manufacturing jobs, but there was a 
huge loss in the decade before this ad- 
ministration; 4.6 million jobs lost in 
that manufacturing element. Well, in 
order for us to stop that bleeding, it’s 
important, I believe, to promote ad- 
vanced manufacturing. Retrofitting 
our manufacturing centers in a way 
that allows us to be cutting edge and 
doing it smarter—not necessarily 
cheaper, but doing it smarter—allows 
us to maintain that world leading sta- 
tus for manufacturing. 

Also, as we talk about infrastructure, 
beyond the bonds effort and the Amer- 
ican Jobs Act, an infrastructure bank 
bill that will allow us to utilize that 
concept to leverage public and private 
funds that expand the opportunities to 
invest in our infrastructure takes us 
well beyond the traditional roads and 
bridges and levees that we talked 
about, the waterfront opportunities 
and dam repair, but it also brings us 
into the infrastructure for tele- 
communications and for electric utili- 
ties so that we then are cutting edge. 
We can provide for an upgrade, if you 
will, in the grid system. 

Now, we saw what that collapse was 
about in the year 2003, when branches 
rubbing on some power lines in Ohio 
put out the lights on Broadway in New 
York City. Now, that is unacceptable 
weakness. If there was ever a vulner- 
able, gaping situation that would have 
those looking at us for a weakness, it 
was there, that this grid system was so 
weak, designed for a monopoly setting 
and now being utilized to where elec- 
trons, not only region to region within 
States, but State to State if not nation 
to nation, with Canada wheeling in 
electrons into the U.S. 

So we need to vastly improve that 
sense of weakness in our system and 
allow us to speak to the needs of manu- 
facturing because many are an energy- 
intensive operation. We need to be en- 
ergy efficient so that they’re utilizing 
their manufacturing process in a way 
that reduces cost, and to build into the 
equation all sorts of innovation so that 
they’re doing things in a smarter fash- 
ion and able to compete at that inter- 
national level for jobs; because as they 
land those contracts with improved op- 
erations, that means more American 
manufacturing jobs. That is that kind 
of approach, that cutting-edge think- 
ing that enables us to maintain our 
sense of productivity, that embraces 
our intellectual capacity as a Nation, 
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and that takes the research that we 
should invest into and allows us to 
translate that research opportunity 
into jobs. 

So there are these dynamics of 
change and reform that can be brought 
into the discussions here as we go for- 
ward. That will speak, I think, to the 
vitality, the economic vitality of this 
Nation and the growth of jobs in a way 
that is significant, that is long lasting 
and that brings us into a sophisticated 
thinking, which this American society 
is very capable of doing. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Last year, you and 
I talked—or last Congress, which was 
last year, you and I talked about this 
Make It in America, this manufac- 
turing. We spent a lot of time talking 
about it. I had introduced in that ses- 
sion of Congress legislation that would 
require that our tax money—at least 85 
percent of it—be spent on American- 
made products and equipment. 

Let’s take the Superstorm Sandy sit- 
uation. We know that, for example, 
Amtrak is receiving, I think, a little 
over $150 million to repair its tracks 
that were damaged by Superstorm 
Sandy. Those are jobs—men and 
women will be working—but it’s also 
steel, it’s electrical wires, it’s consult- 
ants, and it will undoubtedly be var- 
ious kinds of electrical systems that 
will be used by Amtrak in rebuilding, 
similarly with regard to the subways in 
New York. 

Now, if we were able to write into the 
Superstorm Sandy legislation that 85 
percent of that money that’s used on 
rebuilding the infrastructure came 
from American-made products—in 
other words, Buy America—then that 
would not only put people back to 
work, but it would stimulate the steel 
industry, the electrical industry, and 
certainly the consultants, engineers, 
and architects. So I’m going to reintro- 
duce that legislation—too late now for 
Superstorm Sandy, but there will be 
other legislation. 

For example, we know that we’re 
going to have to rewrite a new trans- 
portation bill in this session. There’s a 
2-year bill that’s now in place. It will 
expire at the end of the 213th Congress, 
so we’re going to need to redo that. We 
should write into that transportation 
legislation—where we will spend $50 
billion, $60 billion a year to build 
transportation systems—a clause like 
my bill that says that’s taxpayer 
money; let’s use that taxpayer money 
to buy American-made equipment and 
supplies, putting Americans back to 
work and using that to rebuild the 
American manufacturing sector along 
the lines that you describe, not with 
yesterday’s technology, but with ad- 
vanced manufacturing. 

Mr. TONKO. Right. The efforts that 
we have with so much of manufac- 
turing, with the incubator programs 
that enable us to provide for an innova- 
tion of sorts in any of these assembly 
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operations is key, I think it’s key to 
our future. 

I think of those situations in my dis- 
trict, or even in my former district, 
where they worked with a local college 
that was very technically sophisti- 
cated. In this case, RPI, in the Greater 
Capital Region of New York, worked 
through its incubator program to de- 
velop these new opportunities within 
the plastics manufacturing that Kintz 
Plastics in Schoharie County utilized. 

I think it’s worth mentioning on this 
floor that that really brought about a 
new phase of activity for this company. 
By innovation, by readjusting its pro- 
cedure, its process, they were able to 
compete more effectively. That re- 
quired, however, that they move to 
training their workforce because it re- 
quired a new skill set. As they did that, 
they reached out to a local community 
college, in this case, Hudson Valley 
Community College in the Capital Re- 
gion of New York. 

That partnership created the human 
infrastructure, the incubator provided 
the innovation, and they lived happily 
thereafter, because what they did was 
secure contracts in that international 
competitive sweepstakes because they 
provided for innovation. The improve- 
ments that they made to their assem- 
bly operation enabled them to main- 
tain that sense of competitiveness. 

It’s that sort of thinking that takes 
us to a new level of job creation and 
job retention. Compounding that, or 
creating in the complement the Buy 
American concept, then inspires reach- 
ing to those local firms. It can all be 
done in that holistic sort of format, 
with a big picture sort of view that en- 
ables us to go forward and build upon 
sound policy, sound investment, with 
guarantees of much better outcomes 
for America’s working families. 

The middle class is taking it on the 
chin. The working families have paid 
the price, and it’s time for us now to be 
high geared in terms of making certain 
that the American worker comes first 
in our thinking. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. You couldn’t be 
more correct. You used the word ‘‘ho- 
listic,’? meaning whole and in total, a 
total package. For years I’ve said that 
to have a growing economy and a just 
social environment, we needed to 
make, as Americans, critical invest- 
ments. You hit three of those critical 
investments. 

You talked about research—abso- 
lutely critical investment in the future 
growth of the economy and to solve 
today and tomorrow’s problems. That’s 
research, most of which, interestingly, 
is funded either directly by the Federal 
Government through the National In- 
stitutes of Health or Defense Research 
Agency, DARPA, or one of the other 
Federal agencies, or indirectly through 
the research tax credit that we provide 
for businesses to engage in research. 
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So research is one of the key invest- 
ments that lead to economic growth. 
You mentioned the second one, very in- 
teresting, and that’s education. A well 
educated workforce will be competitive 
across the world. That’s a critical, per- 
haps the most critical, investment. 
Again, a role for the Federal Govern- 
ment, certainly a role for States and 
local governments, but a role for the 
American society that cannot be ig- 
nored—research, education. 

You drew it very, very correctly, and 
that is the manufacturing that comes 
from that. Manufacturing matters. 
How do you do that? You need to be in 
front of it; and when you talked about 
the research and the manufacturing 
technology, you were spot on. That’s 
the third critical investment. The 
fourth one we also talked about here is 
infrastructure. So these are four of the 
critical investments that we need to 
make as a society. 

Some of that falls on individual com- 
panies, encouraged by a research tax 
credit or encouraged by Buy American. 
In different ways, we can encourage the 
manufacturing tax policy, which is 
critically important. We did that. Ac- 
tually, it was a Democratic proposal. 
We did it 3 years ago. We’ve continued 
it. We’ve continued it in the recent fis- 
cal cliff legislation where we provided 
100 percent write-off for capital invest- 
ment. 

That was from the Democrats. We 
care about business, and so we said, 
grow your business. We will provide 
you with a 100 percent write-off in the 
first year of capital equipment that 
you put in place. Not depreciation over 
3, 4, 7, 15 years, but rather immediate, 
an enormous benefit to business. So we 
want the businesses to invest so that 
they can Make It in America. 

There are two more critical ele- 
ments. I’1l go through them very, very 
quickly. Provide for the national de- 
fense wisely. I think the public knows 
by now that we’re spending $100 billion 
in Afghanistan this year—$100 billion. 
We need to bring it back home. We 
need to end that war. Thankfully, the 
President has set us off on a course 
where we will end American offensive 
action and move to supporting the Af- 
ghan Government in the spring of this 
year. 

Mr. President, we’re thankful that 
you put that policy. Now let’s bring the 
rest of it home, $100 billion. We need 
that money here. So we need national 
defense, but we need to be really wise 
about how we spend our money. 

Finally, the fifth thing is this: we 
need to change. We need to be willing 
to change. Thank you for bringing up 
the first three of those. But this is how 
we invest in the future, and these are 
policies that we need to put forward. 
They’re the critical foundation for eco- 
nomic and social growth. 

Mr. TONKO. You speak to the inno- 
vation, you speak to research, and to 
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me that speaks to the DNA of our Na- 
tion, which has always been this pio- 
neer spirit. It’s what’s paid tribute to 
on this floor when policies such as that 
which you just describe are promoted. 
It’s embracing that pioneer spirit, 
knowing that there are better ways, 
better opportunities out there and bet- 
ter avenues to travel. Let’s pursue that 
with this utmost bit of pioneer spirit. 

I represent a district that was the 
donor area to the Erie Canal—you’ve 
heard me talk about this—that pro- 
vided for the Westward Movement and 
the Industrial Revolution. It was 
America at her best, believing in her- 
self, listening to the needs of workers, 
listening to the ideas of workers and 
moving forward, embracing that sort of 
pioneer spirit and building the research 
opportunities. I’m thinking of line-loss 
along our electric grid system. Think 
about what we can save in terms of en- 
ergy supplies and in dollars if we 
moved forward with the super- 
conductive cable research project. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. If I might inter- 
rupt you for just a moment. This had 
to be 6 or 7 years ago, I was Lieutenant 
Governor of California, and 3M, the 
manufacturing company, came in to 
talk about exactly that issue; and they 
had researched and developed a new 
conductor that was 30 percent more ef- 
ficient in passing those electrons down 
the line. Think about what we could do 
in America to improve our energy ca- 
pability by putting that in place; and if 
that were made in America, we could 
not only improve the energy efficiency, 
we would increase the capacity of our 
electrical system by 30 percent simply 
by rewiring those conductors across 
this Nation. That’s American manufac- 
turing, research and manufacturing. 
Put it in the infrastructure and build 
our strong economy. Great example. 

Mr. TONKO. There are so many of us 
that are fans of education, higher edu- 
cation investment. Think about it, we 
cultivate all of this talent, we draw 
forth the abilities of people through 
education, and we allow them to dis- 
cover who they are. What are the gifts 
that I bear that can be utilized to 
strengthen society? Well, we make that 
investment and then don’t gain on it. 
We don’t stretch those opportunities to 
the max. 

It’s so important, I believe, to con- 
tinually think beyond the status quo. 
And when we’re dealing with the en- 
ergy arena, it’s a line-loss for one that 
allows for huge savings, and great op- 
portunities for jobs to research that 
potential; but it’s also issues like 
waste heat which can be recaptured 
and make our energy system more effi- 
cient. So as we create and generate 
these energy supplies, if there’s waste 
there, and we can captivate, or cap- 
ture, that waste and stretch the 
amount of energy supply that we can 
create, here yet is another oppor- 
tunity. 
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So it’s endless. And for us to just 
continue to do the same old kind of re- 
sponses to everyday issues isn’t the 
sort of challenging outcome that I 
think allows us to best function as an 
American society. 

So there are policies and there are 
tax reforms that encourage and inspire 
this sort of investment, research tax 
credits, opportunities within the re- 
newable energy area with production 
tax credits. All of this, being promoted 
in advance, we need to expand upon 
those opportunities. Because you’re 
right, Representative GARAMENDI, it is 
an investment, it requires dollars, but 
those investments provide for lucrative 
dividends. And there are many more 
dollars earned than those invested into 
the progress that we need to strike. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, we have a 
little bit more time. I think it’s about 
time for us to wrap all of this into one 
piece. And I will take the first shot at 
it, and then if you would be so kind as 
to finish it up. 

I’m thinking of Chicago. It’s not my 
territory. It’s a long way from Cali- 
fornia. It’s a beautiful city, a very dy- 
namic city. At the turn of the previous 
century, in the late 1800s, they had an 
architect, a city architect, Burnham, 
and he wrote: Think no small thought 
for it stirs not the heart of man. Very 
interesting. We ought to add women to 
that equation now. But what he said is 
that when we rebuild this city, we need 
to build big. We need to think bold 
thoughts. We need to think about the 
greatness that could exist if we step 
forward. 

Earlier in the previous hour we heard 
about the exact opposite. We heard 
about inward, thinking small, we are 
not going to reach out and fulfill the 
great potential of this Nation. Instead, 
we’re going to retreat. We’re not going 
to allow government to be part of the 
greatness of our future; but, instead, 
we’re going to make it smaller and less 
viable. And those five things that I 
talked about, education, that’s a public 
investment. Infrastructure is both pub- 
lic and private. But the public side is 
critical. 

You look at manufacturing, manu- 
facturing has always been private; but 
it has also relied upon the public sec- 
tor. And if we use our tax dollars to 
buy American-made products, we are 
causing the manufacturing sector to 
grow, to blossom and to innovate and 
to be even greater than it is today. In 
developing the research, that’s both 
public and private, but it is largely a 
public sector investment. So we can 
deal with this by investing, by think- 
ing boldly about what it is we can do 
and, in doing so, make certain that ev- 
erything we invest in publicly is nec- 
essary, that it is run efficiently, and 
that its outcome is effective, and that 
it fulfills the goal for which it was de- 
signed. 
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Those should be our watchwords: effi- 
cient, effective, necessary, and bold. 
Think no small thought. This is Amer- 
ica. This is the world’s greatest coun- 
try perhaps ever, and it was created by 
bold thinking, both public and private 
working together in a synergy that 
created this incredible Nation. 

I’m excited. I’m excited here in the 
very early days of the 113th Congress. I 
know we’re going to have some big bat- 
tles over debt limits and the like. But 
as we go through those fights, I want 
us to be bold. I want us to be big in our 
thinking. I want us to fulfill the great 
potential of this Nation. And I know 
we can do it. I know we can do it. 

Mr. TONKO. Representative 
GARAMENDI, what I hear you say is 
probably a definition of the American 
Dream. 

The American Dream was designed 
and brought to us by the boldness of 
generation upon generation of immi- 
grants who added to the peoplescape of 
this great Nation, added to the native 
American population by stages of jour- 
neys that traveled to these shores. We 
as a compilation of those journeys are 
a stronger people. The foundation upon 
which we stand and function and dream 
was developed by people who dared to 
dream nobly, dared to invest in their 
community, in their people. That, I 
think, is the challenge to us in this 
very moment in time. 

Will history see us as a people that 
dreamt beyond the ordinary, or will we 
be those who were frightened by the 
thoughts of the challenges of our 
times? I think that our greatest days 
lie ahead of us. The American Dream 
that burns boldly and nobly in our 
hearts speaks to us as that beacon of 
inspiration. Move forward, invest in 
America’s people, invest in ingenuity, 
innovation, in the intellectual capacity 
of this Nation, and tread boldly into 
the future. And know that you will 
leave that next generation with an 
even stronger foundation that was 
granted us for our time in this Nation. 

It has been an honor to join you this 
evening. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. It’s always a 
pleasure to work with you, Mr. TONKO. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 


EE 
ADMINISTRATION IN REVIEW 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it is a 
pleasure to get to know you better all 
the time and to be serving with you. 

I enjoyed hearing my friends talking 
about the economy and things that are 
going on. So I wanted to address a few 
things. I didn’t come over here and 
plan to address what they had, but 


January 15, 2013 


they were mentioning their hope for 
us, bringing our troops home from Af- 
ghanistan. And having been there a few 
times, having talked to the former al- 
lies that this administration has 
thrown under the bus that initially de- 
feated the Taliban for us with less than 
500, possibly less than 300 embedded 
Special Forces, special ops, and intel- 
ligence personnel embedded with the 
Northern Alliance, they defeated the 
Taliban in about 3 or 4 months. 

Then we added troops and became oc- 
cupiers. Occupiers in that part of the 
world don’t do well. Someone reminded 
me of what I already knew, that Alex- 
ander the Great conquered that area 
around Afghanistan, and I had to re- 
mind them that he died on his way out 
of the area. I don’t consider that a 
great victory. 

Nonetheless, we helped give the Af- 
ghans a government and sharia law, 
making it difficult for Jews and Chris- 
tians to reside in a country where they 
once had. Under this administration’s 
watch, like I say, we’ve thrown our al- 
lies under the bus, and the Taliban has 
come back almost strong as ever, not 
quite. Some of my Northern Alliance 
friends told me in one of our visits over 
there that on national television last 
year, the Taliban leader that this ad- 
ministration released for humanitarian 
purposes from Gitmo didn’t seem to be 
having health problems and was on na- 
tional television and was making clear 
that the U.S. would be withdrawing in 
the next year or two, and that when 
they did the Taliban would be back in 
charge as they were before. So it was 
time to come beg forgiveness from the 
Taliban and ask for their protection 
under sharia law. 

That doesn’t sound like we’re going 
to be in a whole lot better position 
after all the losses of life, all of the 
servicemembers who have laid down 
their lives in Afghanistan, who con- 
tinue to do that as we speak because 
the Commander in Chief has them 
there without any real mission laying 
down their lives. As one of our troops 
told me, “I don’t mind laying down my 
life for my country, but please don’t 
waste it.” 

They’re not laying down their lives 
for a wishy-washy government that 
can’t figure out what it wants to do, 
that leaves our military without a 
clear mission, that allows the Taliban 
to come back stronger than ever, sup- 
plied and funded in part from Pakistan. 
They deserve better. They deserve 
much better. 

Our Commander in Chief was on tele- 
vision yesterday talking about the debt 
limit, the debt ceiling. He’s talked 
about our economy. I think it’s worth 
noting that since 1923, the President 
was required to furnish a budget and a 
time deadline given for furnishing that 
budget. Ninety years. Ninety years, the 
President is required by law to furnish 
a budget. 
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Since 1923, those ensuing 90 years, 
there have apparently been 11 times 
when presidents have been unable to 
get the budget to Congress as required 
by law. For some of those 11, there 
were very good reasons. But it’s inter- 
esting to note in the last 90 years, out 
of the 11 times that the budget from 
the President has been late, 4 of those 
11 have been under the Obama adminis- 
tration. 

We’re also informed that there is a 
chance once again, as there was a year 
and a half ago, that our credit rating of 
the U.S. could be lowered again by an- 
other credit rating agency. Some have 
tried to paint it as a different story, a 
different picture. But for those of us 
who recall what happened, S&P made 
it clear that they didn’t believe that 
the United States was serious about 
dealing with this dramatic over- 
spending problem, where we were 
spending $1.5 trillion, $1.6 trillion, over 
a trillion dollars more than the 2-plus 
trillion dollars that we had coming in. 
And that if we didn’t at least reduce 
the massive overspending annually by 
at least $400 billion for 10 years, a total 
of $4 trillion over a 10-year period, then 
it would make it pretty clear that we 
were not serious about dealing with 
our debt. 
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I know the Obama administration 
went on the warpath after the S&P 
credit rating was lowered. Personally, I 
think it’s to S&P’s credit that they did 
what they said. We came in with a debt 
ceiling bill that was agreed to with the 
administration. It had some sequestra- 
tion in it with the supercommittee 
that some of us knew wasn’t going to 
work because the Democrats had made 
it clear they didn’t want a supercom- 
mittee to work because they wanted to 
be able to campaign and say, Gee, cuts 
are coming to Medicare because the 
Republicans were trying to protect 
their rich friends. It worked very well. 
They wouldn’t reach an agreement. 
Even after somebody like a Republican 
Senator had a proposal to raise new 
revenue, a couple of Democrats were 
reported as saying that this was going 
to be the breakthrough that allowed an 
agreement. After consulting with the 
President, to HARRY REID it apparently 
was made clear we don’t want to deal. 
No, no deal, so there was no deal, and 
now the sequestrations are about to 
take place. 

Mr. Speaker, what time did I start? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman has 22 minutes remaining. 

Mr. GOHMERT. So we had a debt 
ceiling bill that was undermined from 
the beginning. No deal was reached. Se- 
questration—massive cuts to our na- 
tional security, to our national de- 
fense—would be inflicted and massive 
cuts to Medicare. Our leaders re- 
sponded to me that, Gee, the Demo- 
crats will never allow the cuts to Medi- 
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care, the sequestration to Medicare, 
$300 billion or so. They’ll never allow 
that. That’s why we know the super- 
committee will reach an agreement. I 
advised them that that would not hap- 
pen, that there would be no agreement, 
that of course they’re willing to have a 
$300 billion or so cut to Medicare, be- 
cause ObamaCare cut $700 billion from 
Medicare from our seniors’ care with- 
out a single Republican vote. 

So the only way that Democrats 
would run a commercial last year, in 
2012, with any sincerity at all was in 
saying, Gee, Republicans are cutting 
Medicare. If they were to prevent Re- 
publicans from reaching an agreement 
with the President and Democrats, 
then they could run commercials in 
2012, and they’d blame the Republicans 
and say, See, they didn’t reach an 
agreement. They wanted to cut seniors 
and help their rich friends. 

As some of us made clear, we weren’t 
nearly as concerned at all about pro- 
tecting anybody as we were future gen- 
erations. How embarrassing that our 
generation is the first generation in 
American history that has said by our 
actions that we are not concerned with 
leaving our children and our grand- 
children—future generations—a better 
country than we found. We’re more 
concerned with lavishing money on the 
here and now that we can’t pay for and 
that future generations will pay for be- 
cause we can’t stop spending on our- 
selves. 

We had a vote today on relief for 
Hurricane Sandy, and we know some- 
thing about the pain that comes from 
hurricanes. In my district in east 
Texas, not only did we face con- 
sequences from Hurricane Katrina and 
the hundreds of thousands of people 
who came through—and many stayed 
in east Texas—and from the onslaught 
of weather that hit east Texas, but it 
was immediately followed by Hurri- 
cane Rita, which swept straight up 
through east Texas, through my dis- 
trict. We know about suffering. We saw 
how Louisiana was helped so much 
more than east Texas even though, at 
the very time we were hit with Hurri- 
cane Rita, we were taking care of vic- 
tims from Hurricane Katrina. We un- 
derstand about that, but there is a lot 
of misinformation about Hurricane 
Katrina. 

For Hurricane Katrina, we did offset 
spending when Republicans were in the 
majority. We actually then turned 
money back that was not spent. Our 
hearts go out to the victims of Hurri- 
cane Sandy, especially those who un- 
derstand what that kind of suffering is. 

I was all over my district. A Demo- 
cratic sheriff told his county once that 
he’ll never forget midnight after Hurri- 
cane Rita hit—no power. There in the 
county, there was no power at the sher- 
iff’s office. There was a generator that 
had kicked on, and the lights were 
flickering. After midnight, his U.S. 
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Congressman came walking through 
his door and said, What can I do to 
help? To get there to San Augustine, I 
had to cut down trees that were across 
the road and over to Hemphill. 

It’s tough when dealing with the con- 
sequences of a hurricane. People are 
hurt. Buildings, homes are destroyed. 
We understand that. We wanted to help 
the victims of Hurricane Sandy, but 
what we didn’t want to do and what 
we’d hoped there would be plenty of re- 
sponsibility in dealing with was pork 
that was placed in this bill for emer- 
gency purposes. It just seems a bit im- 
moral that you would take advantage 
of the suffering of people during a hur- 
ricane to get one last big plug of 
money. I mean, it’s all so pretty dis- 
couraging to see that there is money 
being captured, taking advantage of 
the victims of a hurricane to enrich 
and engorge themselves. There ought 
to be a law against it, but there isn’t 
because this Chamber, led by the Sen- 
ate down the hall, is still putting pork 
in these bills to go to things that have 
nothing to do with the hurricane, and 
they’re not offset. We have no problem 
on both sides of the aisle in helping 
victims who can’t help themselves, but 
we ought to pay for it now. 

When a former Member of Congress 
and one of the greatest heroes Texas 
history has, named Davy Crockett—he 
was a U.S. Congressman from Ten- 
nessee—stood before the House of Rep- 
resentatives, right down the hall here 
in the old House Chamber, he explained 
what he was lectured to by a con- 
stituent: Don’t take my money. Take 
your own money to help charitable 
causes. 

Not only do we not do that, but we 
take other people’s money to help, and 
they get all this pork added in order to 
get enough votes to pass it. Then it 
ought to be the biggest regret of this 
generation that we don’t even pay for 
it. How in the world could this body 
fail to pass a bill that would pay for 
helping the victims of Hurricane 
Sandy? But we don’t have the money to 
do it, so we’re going to borrow between 
40 and 50 cents of every dollar of money 
both for the pork and for the help for 
Hurricane Sandy because this body got 
sweet talked into refusing to pay for 
helping this generation. We’ll let our 
children and our children’s children 
and maybe their children pay for this. 
We will load them up with debt because 
we will not pay our own way. We’re too 
narcissistic. We’re too self-indulgent. 
We are not going to pay our way, and 
that kind of attitude is a tragedy. It 
brings countries down. 
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What brings a country to the peak of 
their greatness is when generation 
after generation does not fail to honor 
the God that has blessed that country 
and they have a commitment that we 
were taught in Boy Scouts that you 
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leave a place better than you found it, 
and you leave better for those coming 
behind you. And it’s embarrassing that 
this White House and the Senate and 
this House are comfortable enough to 
leave a country massively more in debt 
than when this generation came to 
leadership. It’s heartbreaking. 

And one of the reasons we are not ef- 
fectively dealing with this problem is 
because not enough people know the 
truth. They don’t know the history of 
this country. Apparently, the Presi- 
dent thinks it’s perfectly okay to just 
forget about the rule of law. Oh, there’s 
a law that says I have to provide a 
budget. Well, Pm not doing it. Pll get 
around to it. But the law says he must. 
Is he above the law? Apparently so. Be- 
cause of the 11 times in the last 90 
years when the budget was late, four of 
them were this President. 

You know, when you talk to econo- 
mists and you read what economists 
are saying, and you’re concerned about 
the downgrade in the credit rating be- 
cause of how much more money that 
will put us in debt that future genera- 
tions will have to pay, when you talk 
to them, you look at what they’re say- 
ing, there are a couple of things that 
they point out. 

Well, one of the things that helped 
this country is our belief and support 
for the rule of law, that no one is above 
the law. And yet you look at what this 
White House is doing: ah, we’ll get 
around to the budget eventually. More 
insensitive to following the law than 
any Presidency that I can find in his- 
tory. 

We have a President who says, you 
know, yeah, I get it, the Defense of 
Marriage Act was duly passed into law 
and signed into law by a former Demo- 
cratic President, but I don’t like that 
law and I realize Congress is not going 
to change it, so I’m going to ignore the 
law. Pm going to instruct my Attorney 
General to ignore the law. That kind of 
thinking means there’s no support at 
the highest level of this country for the 
rule of law. 

When we have a President who makes 
speeches and an Attorney General who 
makes speeches about how they’re 
going to go after illegal gun sales, and 
yet there is blood on the hands of peo- 
ple in this administration, and we can’t 
even find out who they are because 
they are being obscured, for the death 
of hundreds of human beings who died 
because this administration forced gun 
dealers to sell guns that they knew and 
they reported should not be sold, and 
they were told by their Federal Gov- 
ernment, their executive branch, you 
do it anyway because we’re going to 
follow the guns, in effect. The guns 
were not followed. They made their 
way into criminals’ hands, as was in- 
tended, but they weren’t followed. And 
now the administration says they want 
to support the rule of law and go after 
these illegal gun sales? Well, they have 
to start with their own administration. 
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And then we have a President that 
instead of coming to Capitol Hill where 
most of the elected representatives of 
the country are, there’s one down 
Pennsylvania Avenue, actually two, 
the Vice President, and there are 535 
down here, and sitting down and work- 
ing out a comprehensive immigration 
bill, instead of doing that, the Presi- 
dent announces, you know, I don’t like 
the laws that were duly passed by prior 
Congresses, Democrats, signed into law 
by Democrats and Republican Presi- 
dents. I realize what the law is, I don’t 
like the law, so as I speak, so shall the 
new law be. 

And the mainstream just laps it up 
because they’re too ignorant of what 
the rule of law means, that you don’t 
have a monarch at the end of Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue that just espouses law as 
he gets ready to, because he doesn’t 
like the law that was duly passed. 

Come down here and work with us 
and if we can secure the border so that 
we can make sure that people won’t get 
in that want to destroy our way of life, 
the drug cartels, the radical Islamists 
across the border that are working 
with the drug cartels now that want to 
destroy our way of life, we’ve got to 
make sure that we have people coming 
in that will continue to make the coun- 
try great. And I have great hope for 
what the Hispanic community can do 
for this country because, generally 
speaking, those I know have strong 
faith in God, devotion to family, and 
hard work ethic. That’s what made 
America great, in my opinion. We need 
that kind of input, but it’s got to be 
legal. 

The Immigration Service is an em- 
barrassment, one of the worst in the 
world. You can get a visa quicker to 
other countries than you can here. It’s 
embarrassing the snafus in this govern- 
ment. 

But if we are going to get on track, 
we have to get back to a President and 
a Congress that believes the rule of 
law. And when the President will not 
follow the law, there have to be con- 
sequences. 

I’ve talked to Democratic and Repub- 
lican individuals who were part of prior 
Presidential administrations and I’ve 
said at different times, different indi- 
viduals: tell me, when you were in the 
administration, when you were in the 
White House, is it true what I’ve heard 
that individuals would come together, 
both parties, both ends of the Capitol 
and talk to the President and say, 
look, you are usurping control that was 
given to the Congress in the Constitu- 
tion, and we’re going to have to shut 
you down if you don’t get back and act- 
ing within the Constitution? 

That doesn’t happen under this ad- 
ministration, and it’s time that it 
must. We owe it to the country. We 
owe it to future generations. 

The President has said: If Congress in 
any way suggests they’re going to tie 
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negotiation to debt ceiling votes— 
which, by the way, we have never done 
in our history until we did it last 
year—lI will not play that game. 

The President needs to have someone 
around him that knows the truth. That 
poor man is being lied to. All you have 
to do is look back in our history. Every 
time there was a cut in spending, it 
was often tied to the debt ceiling nego- 
tiations. Go back to 1985, to 1990, 1993, 
1997, 2010. Speaker PELOSI in 2010, with 
President Obama, tied a PAYGO provi- 
sion. She did it. Why is it so wrong 
that the Republicans want to do that 
in the House like Speaker PELOSI did. 
Let’s get responsible. But the Presi- 
dent doesn’t even remember 2 years 
ago when Speaker PELOSI did that. 

Somebody has got to help this poor 
man understand recent and distant his- 
tory before the rating agencies say, 
you know what, we used to think that 
the rule of law was going to help the 
U.S. economy and help the Federal 
Government get around to taking care 
of its debts, but these guys don’t even 
follow the rule of law anymore. 

And as far as what economists say, 
yeah, but we have economic dynamism. 
Well, look what ObamaCare is doing to 
that. Look at what overregulation is 
doing to that. It is hurting our econ- 
omy. The economy is sitting waiting to 
take off if the President and the Sen- 
ate, that is bogging down bills that 
would free up the economy to go, if 
they would get out of the way, this 
economy could go. People could get 
back to work. They wouldn’t need un- 
employment. They wouldn’t need to be 
begging to the master government. 
They could do it on their own as free 
people. 

It’s time to get back to following the 
rule of law. It’s time to get back to 
having a government that doesn’t put 
off the current debt on future genera- 
tions because if we don’t, our names 
will not be called blessed by future gen- 
erations. Our names will be cursed. 
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Mr. Speaker, it is my prayer and de- 
sire that we can finally get to be re- 
sponsible in the coming months. And 
the only way we can really get there is 
if people are honest about our history. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind Members to refrain 
from engaging in personalities toward 
the President. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mrs. EMERSON (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of ill- 
ness. 
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PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE 
RULES 


RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, as required by 
clause 2(a) of House rule XI, | respectfully 
submit the rules of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, which were adopted earlier today at a 
public meeting of the Committee. 

1. GENERAL PROVISIONS 


(a) The Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, and in particular, the committee rules 
enumerated in clause 2 of rule XI, are the 
rules of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
(hereafter referred to as the ‘‘Committee’’), 
to the extent applicable. 

(b) A motion to recess and a motion to dis- 
pense with the first reading (in full) of a bill 
or resolution, if printed copies are available, 
are privileged non-debatable motions in 
Committee. 

(c) The Chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs shall consult the Ranking 
Minority Member to the extent possible with 
respect to the business of the Committee. 
Each subcommittee of the Committee is a 
part of the Committee and is subject to the 
authority and direction of the Committee 
and to its rules, to the extent applicable. 

2. DATE OF MEETING 


The regular meeting date of the Com- 
mittee shall be the first Tuesday of every 
month when the House of Representatives is 
in session pursuant to clause 2(b) of rule XI 
of the House of Representatives. Additional 
meetings may be called by the Chairman as 
the Chairman may deem necessary or at the 
request of a majority of the Members of the 
Committee in accordance with clause 2(c) of 
rule XI of the House of Representatives. The 
determination of the business to be consid- 
ered at each meeting shall be made by the 
Chairman subject to clause 2(c) of rule XI of 
the House of Representatives. A regularly 
scheduled meeting need not be held if, in the 
judgment of the Chairman, there is no busi- 
ness to be considered. 

3. QUORUM 


For purposes of taking testimony and re- 
ceiving evidence, two Members shall con- 
stitute a quorum, and the Chairman of the 
full Committee or a subcommittee shall 
make every effort to ensure that the rel- 
evant Ranking Minority Member or another 
Minority Member is present at the time a 
hearing is convened. One-third of the Mem- 
bers of the Committee or subcommittee shall 
constitute a quorum for taking any action, 
except: (1) reporting a measure or rec- 
ommendation; (2) closing Committee meet- 
ings and hearings to the public; (3) author- 
izing the issuance of subpoenas; and (4) any 
other action for which an actual majority 
quorum is required by any rule of the House 
of Representatives or by law. No measure or 
recommendation shall be reported to the 
House of Representatives unless a majority 
of the Committee is actually present. No 
measure or recommendation shall be re- 
ported to the full Committee by a sub- 
committee unless half of the subcommittee 
is actually present. A record vote may be de- 
manded by one-fifth of the Members present 
or, in the apparent absence of a quorum, by 
any one Member. 

4. MEETINGS AND HEARINGS OPEN TO THE 
PUBLIC 

(a) Meetings 

(1) Each meeting for the transaction of 
business, including the markup of legisla- 
tion, of the Committee or a subcommittee 
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shall be open to the public except when the 
Committee or subcommittee, in open session 
and with a majority present, determines by 
record vote that all or part of the remainder 
of the meeting on that day shall be closed to 
the public, because disclosure of matters to 
be considered would endanger national secu- 
rity, would compromise sensitive law en- 
forcement information, or would tend to de- 
fame, degrade or incriminate any person or 
otherwise violate any labor rule of the House 
of Representatives. No person other than 
Members of the Committee and such con- 
gressional staff and departmental represent- 
atives as the Committee or subcommittee 
may authorize shall be present at any busi- 
ness or markup session which has been 
closed to the public. This subsection does not 
apply to open Committee hearings which are 
provided for by subsection (b) of this rule. 

(2) The Chairman of the full Committee or 
a subcommittee may postpone further pro- 
ceedings when a record vote is ordered on the 
question of approving any measure or mat- 
ter, or adopting an amendment. The relevant 
Chairman may resume proceedings on a post- 
poned request at any time. When exercising 
postponement authority, the relevant Chair- 
man shall take all reasonable steps nec- 
essary to notify Members on the resumption 
of proceedings on any postponed record vote. 
When proceedings resume on a postponed 
question, notwithstanding any intervening 
order for the previous question, an under- 
lying proposition shall remain subject to fur- 
ther debate or amendment to the same ex- 
tent as when the question was postponed. 

(b) Hearings 

(1) Each hearing conducted by the Com- 
mittee or a subcommittee shall be open to 
the public except when the Committee or 
subcommittee, in open session and with a 
majority present, determines by record vote 
that all or part of the remainder of that 
hearing on that day should be closed to the 
public because disclosure of testimony, evi- 
dence or other matters to be considered 
would endanger the national security, would 
compromise sensitive law enforcement infor- 
mation, or otherwise would violate any law 
or rule of the House of Representatives. Not- 
withstanding the preceding sentence, a ma- 
jority of those present, there being in at- 
tendance the requisite number required 
under the rules of the Committee to be 
present for the purpose of taking testi- 
mony— 

(A) may vote to close the hearing for the 
sole purpose of discussing whether testimony 
or evidence to be received would endanger 
the national security, would compromise 
sensitive law enforcement information, or 
violate paragraph (2) of this subsection; or 

(B) may vote to close the hearing, as pro- 
vided in paragraph (2) of this subsection. 

(2) Whenever it is asserted by a Member of 
the Committee that the evidence or testi- 
mony at a hearing may tend to defame, de- 
grade, or incriminate any person, or it is as- 
serted by a witness that the evidence or tes- 
timony that the witness would give at a 
hearing may tend to defame, degrade, or in- 
criminate the witness— 

(A) such testimony or evidence shall be 
presented in executive session, notwith- 
standing the provisions of paragraph (1) of 
this subsection, if by a majority of those 
present, there being in attendance the req- 
uisite number required under the rules of the 
Committee to be present for the purpose of 
taking testimony, the Committee or sub- 
committee determines that such evidence or 
testimony may tend to defame, degrade, or 
incriminate any person; and 
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(B) the Committee or subcommittee shall 
proceed to receive such testimony in open 
session only if the Committee, a majority 
being present, determines that such evidence 
or testimony will not tend to defame, de- 
grade, or incriminate any person. 

(3) No Member of the House of Representa- 
tives may be excluded from non- 
participatory attendance at any hearing of 
the Committee or a subcommittee unless the 
House of Representatives has by majority 
vote authorized the Committee or sub- 
committee, for purposes of a particular se- 
ries of hearings, on a particular article of 
legislation or on a particular subject of in- 
vestigation, to close its hearings to Members 
by the same procedures designated in this 
subsection for closing hearings to the public. 

(4) The Committee or a subcommittee may 
by the procedure designated in this sub- 
section vote to close one (1) subsequent day 
of hearing. 

(5) No congressional staff shall be present 
at any meeting or hearing of the Committee 
or a subcommittee that has been closed to 
the public, and at which classified informa- 
tion will be involved, unless such person is 
authorized access to such classified informa- 
tion in accordance with rule XX of the House 
of Representatives. 

5. CONVENING HEARINGS AND MARKUPS 

(a) Hearings. Public announcement shall be 
made of the date, place, and subject matter 
of any hearing to be conducted by the Com- 
mittee or a subcommittee at the earliest 
possible date, and in any event at least one 
(1) week before the commencement of that 
hearing. If the Chairman of the full Com- 
mittee or a subcommittee, with the concur- 
rence of the relevant Ranking Minority 
Member, determines that there is good cause 
to begin a hearing sooner, or if the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee so determines by 
majority vote in the presence of the number 
of members required under the rules of the 
Committee for the taking of action, the 
Chairman of the full Committee, if concur- 
ring, shall make the announcement at the 
earliest possible date. 

(b) Markups and Other Meetings to Trans- 
act Business 

(1) Convening. The Chairman of the full 
Committee or a subcommittee may call or 
convene, as the relevant Chairman considers 
necessary, meetings of the Committee or 
subcommittee for the consideration of a bill 
or resolution pending before the Committee 
or subcommittee, as the case may be, or for 
the conduct of other Committee or sub- 
committee business. 

(2) Notice. Public announcement shall be 
made by the Chairman of the full Committee 
of the date, place, and subject matter of any 
markup or other meeting to conduct busi- 
ness at the earliest possible date, and in any 
event at least one (1) week before the com- 
mencement of such markup or meeting, un- 
less the relevant Chairman determines, in 
consultation with the relevant Ranking Mi- 
nority Member, that there is good cause to 
begin such a markup or meeting on an ear- 
lier date. If such determination is made, the 
Chairman of the full Committee, if concur- 
ring in that determination, shall make the 
announcement at the earliest possible date. 

(3) Agenda and Texts. The relevant Chair- 
man shall provide to all Committee or sub- 
committee Members an agenda for each 
Committee and subcommittee markup or 
other meeting to transact business, setting 
out all items of business to be considered, in- 
cluding whenever possible a copy of any 
measure scheduled for markup, at least 48 
hours (excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and 
legal holidays) before the meeting. 
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Bills on subjects not listed on such agenda 
shall be subject to a point of order unless 
their consideration is agreed to by a two- 
thirds vote of the Committee or sub- 
committee, or by the Chairman of the full 
Committee with the concurrence of the 
Ranking Minority Member. The text of any 
measure to be marked up shall be made pub- 
licly available in electronic form at least 24 
hours prior to the commencement of the 
markup meeting, or at the time of an an- 
nouncement under subparagraph (b)(2) made 
within 24 hours before such meeting. 

(c) Publication. Public announcement of 
all hearings and markups shall be published 
in the Daily Digest portion of the Congres- 
sional Record and made publicly available in 
electronic form. Members shall be notified 
by the Staff Director of all meetings (includ- 
ing markups and hearings) and briefings of 
subcommittees and of the full Committee. 

(d) Member Seating. During Committee 
and subcommittee hearings and markups, 
chairs on the dais are for Members. No staff 
member other than a Committee or sub- 
committee staff director, counsel, or profes- 
sional staff member may occupy a chair on 
the dais, unless authorized by the Chairman 
of the full Committee, after consultation 
with the Ranking Member of the Full Com- 
mittee. Only one staff member each from the 
majority and the minority may occupy 
chairs on the dais at any time during a hear- 
ing or markup. 

6. WITNESSES 

(a) Interrogation of Witnesses 

(1) Insofar as practicable, witnesses shall 
be permitted to present their oral state- 
ments without interruption subject to rea- 
sonable time constraints imposed by the 
Chairman of the full Committee or a sub- 
committee, with questioning by the Com- 
mittee Members taking place afterward. 
Members should refrain from questions until 
such statements are completed. 

(2) In recognizing Members, the relevant 
Chairman shall, to the extent practicable, 
give preference to the Members on the basis 
of their arrival at the hearing, taking into 
consideration the majority and minority 
ratio of the Members actually present. A 
Member desiring to speak or ask a question 
shall address the relevant Chairman and not 
the witness. 

(3) Subject to paragraph (4), each Member 
may interrogate the witness for 5 minutes, 
the reply of the witness being included in the 
5-minute period. After all Members have had 
an opportunity to ask questions, the round 
shall begin again under the 5-minute rule. 

(4) Notwithstanding paragraph (3), the rel- 
evant Chairman, with the concurrence of the 
Ranking Minority Member, may permit one 
(1) or more majority Members of the Com- 
mittee designated by the relevant Chairman 
to question a witness for a specified period of 
not longer than 30 minutes. On such occa- 
sions, an equal number of minority Members 
of the Committee designated by the Ranking 
Minority Member shall be permitted to ques- 
tion the same witness for the same period of 
time. Committee staff may be permitted to 
question a witness for equal specified periods 
either with the concurrence of the Chairman 
and Ranking Minority Member of the full 
Committee or by motion. However, in no 
case may questioning by Committee staff 
proceed before each Member of the Com- 
mittee who wishes to speak under the 5- 
minute rule has had one opportunity to do 
so. 

(b) Testimony of Witnesses 

(1) Advance Filing Requirement. Each wit- 
ness who is to appear before the Committee 
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or a subcommittee is required to file testi- 
mony with the Committee or subcommittee 
at least two (2) business days in advance of 
that appearance. For purposes of this sub- 
section, testimony includes the written 
statement of a witness, as well as any video, 
photographs, audio-visual matter, posters, or 
other supporting materials that the witness 
intends to present or display before the Com- 
mittee. Such testimony should be provided 
in electronic form to the extent practicable. 
The Committee or subcommittee shall notify 
Members at least two business days in ad- 
vance of a hearing of the availability of tes- 
timony submitted by witnesses. In addition, 
each witness shall provide sufficient copies, 
as determined by the Chairman of the full 
Committee or a subcommittee, of his or her 
proposed written statement to be provided to 
Members and staff of the Committee or sub- 
committee, the news media, and the general 
public. The text of the written statement 
provided pursuant to this paragraph shall be 
considered final, and may not be revised by 
the witness after the Committee meeting at 
which the witness appears. 

(2) Witness Preclusion and Waiver. The re- 
quirements of paragraph (1) or any part 
thereof may be waived by the Chairman of 
the full Committee or a subcommittee, or 
the presiding Member, or the Ranking Mem- 
ber of the Committee or subcommittee as it 
relates to witnesses who are called by the 
minority to testify, provided that the wit- 
ness or the relevant Chairman or Ranking 
Minority Member has submitted, prior to the 
witness’s appearance, a written explanation 
to the reasons testimony has not been made 
available to the Committee or sub- 
committee. If a witness who is not an official 
of the U.S. Government has not submitted 
testimony as required by paragraph (1) and 
no such written explanation has been sub- 
mitted, the witness shall be released from 
testifying unless a majority of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee votes to accept his 
or her testimony. 

(3) Remote Witness Participation. The 
Chairman of the full Committee or a sub- 
committee shall promptly, and not later 
than 48 hours beforehand if possible, notify 
the relevant Ranking Member of any witness 
who is likely to present testimony other 
than in person, such as by video conference. 
A witness may not testify via telephone or 
other audio-only medium without the con- 
currence of the Chairman and Ranking Mem- 
ber of the Committee or subcommittee. The 
relevant Chairman shall make reasonable ef- 
forts to verify the identity of any witness 
participating remotely. 

(4) ‘Truth In Testimony’ Disclosure. In the 
case of a witness appearing in a nongovern- 
mental capacity, a written statement of pro- 
posed testimony shall, to the extent prac- 
ticable, include a curriculum vitae and a dis- 
closure of the amount and source (by agency 
and program) of any Federal grant (or sub 
grant thereof) or contract (or subcontract 
thereof) received during the current fiscal 
year or either of the two previous fiscal 
years by the witness or by an entity rep- 
resented by the witness, to the extent that 
such information is relevant to the subject 
matter of, and the witness’ representational 
capacity at, the hearing. Such statements, 
with appropriate redactions to protect the 
privacy of the witness, shall be made pub- 
licly available in electronic form not later 
than one day after the witness appears. 

(5) Witness Presentation. A witness shall 
limit his or her oral presentation to a brief 
summary of his or her written statement. 

(6) Translation. A witness requiring an in- 
terpreter or translator should include in the 
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testimony provided pursuant to paragraph 
(1) the identity of the interpreter or trans- 
lator that the witness intends to use. Unless 
properly noticed as a separate witness, an in- 
terpreter or translator appearing before the 
Committee should not present views or 
statements other than those expressed by 
the witness. 

(c) Oaths. The Chairman of the full Com- 
mittee or a subcommittee, or any Member of 
the Committee designated by the relevant 
Chairman, may administer oaths to any wit- 
ness appearing before the Committee. 


7. PREPARATION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
COMMITTEE RECORDS 


An accurate stenographic record shall be 
made of all hearings and markup sessions. 
Members of the Committee and any witness 
may examine the transcript of his or her own 
remarks and may make any grammatical or 
technical changes that do not substantively 
alter the record. Any such Member or wit- 
ness shall return the transcript to the Com- 
mittee offices within fourteen (14) calendar 
days (not including Saturdays, Sundays, and 
legal holidays) after receipt of the tran- 
script, or as soon thereafter as is practicable. 

Any information supplied for the record at 
the request of a Member of the Committee 
shall be provided to the Member when re- 
ceived by the Committee. 

Transcripts of hearings and markup ses- 
sions (except for the record of a meeting or 
hearing which is closed to the public) shall 
be printed as soon as is practicable after re- 
ceipt of the corrected versions, except that 
the Chairman may order the transcript of a 
hearing to be printed without the correc- 
tions of a Member or witness if the Chairman 
determines that such Member or witness has 
been afforded a reasonable time to correct 
such transcript and such transcript has not 
been returned within such time. 

The records of the Committee at the Na- 
tional Archives and Records Administration 
shall be made available for public use in ac- 
cordance with rule VII of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The Chairman shall notify the 
Ranking Minority Member of any decision, 
pursuant to clause 3(b)(8) or clause 4(b) of 
the rule, to withhold a record otherwise 
available, and the matter shall be presented 
to the Committee for a determination on the 
written request of any Member of the Com- 
mittee. 

The Committee shall, to the maximum ex- 
tent feasible, make its publications available 
in electronic form. 


8. EXTRANEOUS MATERIALS IN COMMITTEE 
HEARINGS PRINTS 


No extraneous material shall be printed in 
either the body or appendices of any Com- 
mittee or subcommittee hearing, except 
matter which has been accepted for inclusion 
in the record during the hearing or by agree- 
ment of the Chairman of the full Committee 
or a subcommittee and Ranking Minority 
Member of the Committee or subcommittee 
within five (5) calendar days of the hearing. 
Copies of bills and other legislation under 
consideration and responses to written ques- 
tions submitted by Members shall not be 
considered extraneous material. 

Extraneous material in either the body or 
appendices of any hearing to be printed 
which would be in excess of eight (8) printed 
pages (for any one submission) shall be ac- 
companied by a written request to the rel- 
evant Chairman. Such written request shall 
contain an estimate in writing from the Pub- 
lic Printer of the probable cost of publishing 
such material. 
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9. INFORMATION ON COMMITTEE ACTION 


(a) Record Votes. The result of each record 
vote in any meeting of the Committee out- 
side of executive session shall be made pub- 
licly available in electronic form within 48 
hours of such record vote. Such result shall 
include a description of the amendment, mo- 
tion, order, or other proposition, the name of 
each Member voting for and against, and the 
Members present but not voting. 

(b) Adopted Amendments. Not later than 24 
hours after the adoption of any amendment 
to a measure or matter considered by the 
Committee, the text of each such amend- 
ment shall be made publicly available in 
electronic form. 

(c) Hearing and Markup Attendance. Mem- 
ber attendance at each Committee hearing 
and markup shall be recorded and included 
in the Committee print of the transcript of 
that hearing or markup. 

10. PROXIES 


Proxy voting is not permitted in the Com- 
mittee or in subcommittees. 


11. REPORTS 


(a) Reports on Bills and Resolutions. To 
the extent practicable, not later than 24 
hours before a report is to be filed with the 
Clerk of the House on a measure that has 
been ordered reported by the Committee, the 
Chairman shall make available for inspec- 
tion by all Members of the Committee a copy 
of the draft Committee report in order to af- 
ford Members adequate information and the 
opportunity to draft and file any supple- 
mental, minority or additional views which 
they may deem appropriate. 

With respect to each record vote on a mo- 
tion to report any measure or matter of a 
public character, and on any amendment of- 
fered to the measure or matter, the total 
number of votes cast for and against, and the 
names of those Members voting for and 
against, shall be included in any Committee 
report on the measure or matter. 

(b) Prior Approval of Certain Reports. No 
Committee, subcommittee, or staff report, 
study, or other document which purports to 
express publicly the views, findings, conclu- 
sions, or recommendations of the Committee 
or a subcommittee may be released to the 
public or filed with the Clerk of the House 
unless approved by a majority of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee, as appropriate. A 
proposed investigative or oversight report 
shall be considered as read if it has been 
available to Members of the Committee for 
at least 24 hours (excluding Saturdays, Sun- 
days, or legal holidays except when the 
House is in session on such a day). In any 
case in which clause 2(1) of rule XI and 
clause 3(a)(1) of rule XIII of the House of 
Representatives does not apply, each Mem- 
ber of the Committee or subcommittee shall 
be given an opportunity to have views or a 
disclaimer included as part of the material 
filed or released, as the case may be. 

(c) Foreign Travel Reports. At the same 
time that the report required by clause 
8(b)(3) of rule X of the House of Representa- 
tives, regarding foreign travel reports, is 
submitted to the Chairman, Members and 
employees of the Committee shall provide a 
report to the Chairman listing all official 
meetings, interviews, inspection tours and 
other official functions in which the indi- 
vidual participated, by country and date. 
Under extraordinary circumstances, the 
Chairman may waive the listing in such re- 
port of an official meeting, interview, inspec- 
tion tour, or other official function. The re- 
port shall be maintained in the Committee 
offices and shall be available for public in- 
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spection during normal business hours. Ex- 
cept in extraordinary circumstances, no 
Member or employee of the Committee will 
be authorized for additional Committee trav- 
el until the reports described in this sub- 
section have been submitted to the Chair- 
man for that person’s prior Committee trav- 
el. 


12. REPORTING BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Except in extraordinary circumstances, 
bills and resolutions will not be considered 
by the Committee unless and until the ap- 
propriate subcommittee has recommended 
the bill or resolution for Committee action, 
and will not be taken to the House of Rep- 
resentatives for action unless and until the 
Committee or a relevant subcommittee has 
ordered reported such bill or resolution, a 
quorum being present. 

Except in extraordinary circumstances, a 
bill or resolution originating in the House of 
Representatives that contains exclusively 
findings and policy declarations or expres- 
sions of the sense of the House of Represent- 
atives or the sense of the Congress shall not 
be considered by the Committee or a sub- 
committee unless such bill or resolution has 
at least 25 House co-sponsors, at least 10 of 
whom are Members of the Committee. 

For purposes of this rule, extraordinary 
circumstances will be determined by the 
Chairman, after consultation with the Rank- 
ing Minority Member and such other Mem- 
bers of the Committee as the Chairman 
deems appropriate. 

The Committee or a subcommittee shall 
not consider a bill or resolution originating 
in the House of Representatives that ex- 
presses appreciation, commends, congratu- 
lates, celebrates, recognizes the accomplish- 
ments of, or celebrates the anniversary of, 
an entity, event, group, individual, institu- 
tion, team, or government program, or that 
acknowledges or recognizes a period of time 
for such purposes, except in circumstances 
determined by the Chairman with the con- 
currence of the Ranking Minority Member. 

The Chairman is directed to offer a motion 
under clause 1 of rule XXII of the Rules of 
the House whenever the Chairman considers 
it appropriate. 

13. STAFF SERVICES 


The Committee staff shall be selected and 
organized so that it can provide a com- 
prehensive range of professional services in 
the field of foreign affairs to the Committee, 
the subcommittees, and all its Members. The 
staff shall include persons with training and 
experience in foreign affairs, making avail- 
able to the Committee individuals with 
knowledge of major countries, areas, and 
U.S. overseas programs and operations. 

Subject to clause 9 of rule X of the House 
of Representatives, the staff of the Com- 
mittee, except as provided in paragraph (c), 
shall be appointed, and may be removed, by 
the Chairman with the approval of the ma- 
jority of the Members in the majority party 
of the Committee. Their remuneration shall 
be fixed by the Chairman, and they shall 
work under the general supervision and di- 
rection of the Chairman. Staff assignments 
are to be authorized by the Chairman or by 
the Staff Director under the direction of the 
Chairman. 

Subject to clause 9 of rule X of the House 
of Representatives, the staff of the Com- 
mittee assigned to the minority shall be ap- 
pointed, their remuneration determined, and 
may be removed, by the Ranking Minority 
Member with the approval of the majority of 
the minority party Members of the Com- 
mittee. No minority staff person shall be 
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compensated at a rate which exceeds that 
paid his or her majority staff counterpart. 
Such staff shall work under the general su- 
pervision and direction of the Ranking Mi- 
nority Member with the approval or con- 
sultation of the minority Members of the 
Committee. 

The Chairman shall ensure that sufficient 
staff is made available to each subcommittee 
to carry out its responsibilities under the 
rules of the Committee. The Chairman shall 
ensure that the minority party is fairly 
treated in the appointment of such staff. 

14. NUMBER AND JURISDICTION OF 
SUBCOMMITTEES 


(a) Full Committee. The full Committee 
will be responsible for oversight and legisla- 
tion relating to: foreign assistance (includ- 
ing development assistance, Millennium 
Challenge Corporation, the Millennium Chal- 
lenge Account, HIV/AIDS in foreign coun- 
tries, security assistance, and Public Law 480 
programs abroad); national security develop- 
ments affecting foreign policy; strategic 
planning and agreements; war powers, trea- 
ties, executive agreements, and the deploy- 
ment and use of United States Armed 
Forces; peacekeeping, peace enforcement, 
and enforcement of United Nations or other 
international sanctions; arms control and 
disarmament issues; the United States Agen- 
cy for International Development; activities 
and policies of the State, Commerce, and De- 
fense Departments and other agencies re- 
lated to the Arms Export Control Act and 
the Foreign Assistance Act, including export 
and licensing policy for munitions items and 
technology and dual-use equipment and tech- 
nology; international law; promotion of de- 
mocracy; international law enforcement 
issues, including narcotics control programs 
and activities; Broadcasting Board of Gov- 
ernors; embassy security; international 
broadcasting; public diplomacy, including 
international communication and informa- 
tion policy, and international education and 
exchange programs; and all other matters 
not specifically assigned to a subcommittee. 
The full Committee will have jurisdiction 
over legislation with respect to the adminis- 
tration of the Export Administration Act, 
including the export and licensing of dual- 
use equipment and technology and other 
matters related to international economic 
policy and trade not otherwise assigned to a 
subcommittee, and with respect to the 
United Nations, its affiliated agencies, and 
other international organizations, including 
assessed and voluntary contributions to such 
organizations. The full Committee may con- 
duct oversight and investigations with re- 
spect to any matter within the jurisdiction 
of the Committee as defined in the Rules of 
the House of Representatives. 

(b) Subcommittees. There shall be six (6) 
standing subcommittees. The names and ju- 
risdiction of those subcommittees shall be as 
follows: 

(1) Functional Subcommittee. There shall 
be one subcommittee with functional juris- 
diction: 

Subcommittee on Terrorism, Nonprolifera- 
tion, and Trade: Oversight and legislative re- 
sponsibilities over the United States’ efforts 
to manage and coordinate international pro- 
grams to combat terrorism as coordinated by 
the Department of State and other agencies, 
and efforts to bring international terrorists 
to justice. With the concurrence of the 
Chairman of the full Committee, oversight 
of, and legislation pertaining to, non- 
proliferation matters involving nuclear, 
chemical, biological and other weapons of 
mass destruction, except for legislation in- 
volving the Foreign Assistance Act, the 
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Arms Export Control Act, the Export Admin- 
istration Act, and sanctions laws pertaining 
to individual countries and the provision of 
foreign assistance (which is reserved to the 
full Committee). Oversight of matters relat- 
ing to international economic and trade pol- 
icy; commerce with foreign countries; inter- 
national investment policy; the Overseas 
Private Investment Corporation and the 
Trade and Development Agency; commodity 
agreements; and special oversight of inter- 
national financial and monetary institu- 
tions; the Export-Import Bank, and customs. 
With the concurrence of the Chairman of the 
full Committee, legislative jurisdiction over 
measures related to export promotion and 
measures related to the Overseas Private In- 
vestment Corporation and the Trade and De- 
velopment Agency. 

(2) Regional Subcommittees. There shall 
be five subcommittees with regional jurisdic- 
tion: the Subcommittee on Africa, Global 
Health, Global Human Rights, and Inter- 
national Organizations; the Subcommittee 
on Asia and the Pacific; the Subcommittee 
on Europe, Eurasia, and Emerging Threats; 
the Subcommittee on the Middle East and 
North Africa; and the Subcommittee on the 
Western Hemisphere. As detailed below, two 
of the regional subcommittees also shall 
have functional jurisdiction. 

The regional subcommittees shall have ju- 
risdiction over the following within their re- 
spective regions: 

(1) Matters affecting the political relations 
between the United States and other coun- 
tries and regions, including resolutions or 
other legislative measures directed to such 
relations. 

(2) Legislation with respect to disaster as- 
sistance outside the Foreign Assistance Act, 
boundary issues, and international claims. 

(3) Legislation with respect to region- or 
country-specific loans or other financial re- 
lations outside the Foreign Assistance Act. 

(4) Legislation and oversight regarding 
human rights practices in particular coun- 
tries. 

(5) Oversight of regional lending institu- 
tions. 

(6) Oversight of matters related to the re- 
gional activities of the United Nations, of its 
affiliated agencies, and of other multilateral 
institutions. 

(7) Identification and development of op- 
tions for meeting future problems and issues 
relating to U.S. interests in the region. 

(8) Oversight of base rights and other fa- 
cilities access agreements and regional secu- 
rity pacts. 

(9) Concurrent oversight jurisdiction with 
respect to matters assigned to the functional 
subcommittees insofar as they may affect 
the region. 

(10) Oversight of foreign assistance activi- 
ties affecting the region, with the concur- 
rence of the Chairman of the full Committee. 

(11) Such other matters as the Chairman of 
the full Committee may determine. 

The Subcommittee on Africa, Global 
Health, Global Human Rights, and Inter- 
national Organizations: In addition to its re- 
gional jurisdiction, oversight of: inter- 
national health issues, including transbound- 
ary infectious diseases, maternal health and 
child survival, and programs related to the 
global ability to address health issues; popu- 
lation issues; the United Nations and its af- 
filiated agencies (excluding peacekeeping 
and enforcement of United Nations or other 
international sanctions); international cul- 
tural and educational programs and ex- 
changes; the American Red Cross; and the 
Peace Corps. In addition, legislation and 
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oversight pertaining to: implementation of 
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights; 
other matters relating to internationally- 
recognized human rights, including legisla- 
tion aimed at the promotion of human rights 
and democracy generally; and the Hague 
Convention on the Civil Aspects of Inter- 
national Child Abduction, and related issues. 

The Subcommittee on Europe, Eurasia, 
and Emerging Threats: In addition to its re- 
gional jurisdiction, with the concurrence of 
the Chairman of the full Committee, over- 
sight related to emerging foreign threats to 
the national security and interests of the 
United States. 


15. POWERS AND DUTIES OF SUBCOMMITTEES 


(a) In General. Each subcommittee is au- 
thorized to meet, hold hearings, receive evi- 
dence, and report to the full Committee on 
all matters referred to it. 

(b) Scheduling. Subcommittee chairmen 
shall set meeting dates after consultation 
with the Chairman, other subcommittee 
chairmen, the relevant Ranking Minority 
Member and other appropriate Members, 
with a view toward minimizing scheduling 
conflicts. It shall be the practice of the Com- 
mittee that meetings of subcommittees not 
be scheduled to occur simultaneously with 
meetings of the full Committee. In order to 
ensure orderly administration and fair as- 
signment of hearing and meeting rooms, the 
subject, time, and location of hearings and 
meetings shall be arranged in advance with 
the Chairman through the Staff Director of 
the Committee. 

(c) Vice Chairmen. The Chairman of the 
Full Committee shall designate a Member of 
the majority party on each subcommittee as 
its vice chairman. 

(d) Participation. The Chairman of the full 
Committee and the Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber may attend the meetings and participate 
in the activities of all subcommittees of 
which they are not Members, except that 
they may not vote or be counted for a 
quorum in such subcommittees. 

(e) Required Oversight Hearings. During 
each 180-day period following organization of 
the Committee, each subcommittee shall 
hold at least one hearing on oversight of U.S. 
Government activities. 


16. REFERRAL OF BILLS BY CHAIRMAN 


In accordance with rule 14 of the Com- 
mittee and to the extent practicable, all leg- 
islation and other matters referred to the 
Committee shall be referred by the Chair- 
man to a subcommittee of primary jurisdic- 
tion within two (2) weeks. In accordance 
with rule 14 of the Committee, legislation 
may also be referred to additional sub- 
committees for consideration. Unless other- 
wise directed by the Chairman, such sub- 
committees shall act on or be discharged 
from consideration of legislation that has 
been approved by the subcommittee of pri- 
mary jurisdiction within two (2) weeks of 
such action. In referring any legislation to a 
subcommittee, the Chairman may specify a 
date by which the subcommittee shall report 
thereon to the full Committee. 

Subcommittees with regional jurisdiction 
shall have joint jurisdiction with the Sub- 
committee on Africa, Global Health, Global 
Human Rights, and International Organiza- 
tions over legislation regarding human 
rights practices in particular countries with- 
in their regions. 

The Chairman may designate a sub- 
committee Chairman or other Member to 
take responsibility as manager of a bill or 
resolution during its consideration in the 
House of Representatives. 
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17. PARTY RATIOS ON SUBCOMMITTEES AND 
CONFERENCE COMMITTEES 

The majority party caucus of the Com- 
mittee shall determine an appropriate ratio 
of majority to minority party Members for 
each subcommittee. Party representation on 
each subcommittee or conference committee 
shall be no less favorable to the majority 
party than the ratio for the full Committee. 
The Chairman and the Ranking Minority 
Member are authorized to negotiate matters 
affecting such ratios including the size of 
subcommittees and conference committees. 

18. SUBCOMMITTEE FUNDING AND RECORDS 

Each subcommittee shall have adequate 
funds to discharge its responsibility for leg- 
islation and oversight. 

In order to facilitate Committee compli- 
ance with clause 2(e)(1) of rule XI of the 
House of Representatives, each sub- 
committee shall keep a complete record of 
all subcommittee actions which shall include 
a record of the votes on any question on 
which a record vote is demanded. 

The result of each record vote shall be 
promptly made available to the full Com- 
mittee for inspection by the public in ac- 
cordance with rule 9 of the Committee. 

All subcommittee hearings, records, data, 
charts, and files shall be kept distinct from 
the congressional office records of the Mem- 
ber serving as Chairman of the sub- 
committee. Subcommittee records shall be 
coordinated with the records of the full Com- 
mittee, shall be the property of the House, 
and all Members of the House shall have ac- 
cess thereto. 

19. MEETINGS OF SUBCOMMITTEE CHAIRMEN 

The Chairman shall call a meeting of the 
subcommittee chairmen on a regular basis 
not less frequently than once a month. Such 
a meeting need not be held if there is no 
business to conduct. It shall be the practice 
at such meetings to review the current agen- 
da and activities of each of the subcommit- 
tees. 

20. ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 

(a) Authorized Persons. In accordance with 
the stipulations of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives, all Members of the House 
who have executed the oath required by 
clause 13 of rule XXIII of the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall be authorized to have ac- 
cess to classified information within the pos- 
session of the Committee. 

Members of the Committee staff shall be 
considered authorized to have access to clas- 
sified information within the possession of 
the Committee when they have the proper 
security clearances, when they have exe- 
cuted the oath required by clause 13 of rule 
XXIII of the House of Representatives, and 
when they have a demonstrable need to 
know. The decision on whether a given staff 
member has a need to know will be made on 
the following basis: 

(1) In the case of the full Committee ma- 
jority staff, by the Chairman, acting through 
the Staff Director; 

(2) In the case of the full Committee mi- 
nority staff, by the Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber of the Committee, acting through the 
Minority Staff Director; 

(3) In the case of subcommittee majority 
staff, by the chairman of the subcommittee; 

(4) In the case of the subcommittee minor- 
ity staff, by the Ranking Minority Member 
of the subcommittee. 

No other individuals shall be considered 
authorized persons, unless so designated by 
the Chairman of the full Committee. 

(b) Designated Persons. Each Committee 
Member is permitted to designate one mem- 
ber of his or her staff as having the right of 
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access to information classified Confidential. 
Such designated persons must have the prop- 
er security clearance, have executed the oath 
required by clause 13 of rule XXIII of the 
House of Representatives, and have a need to 
know as determined by his or her principal. 
Upon request of a Committee Member in spe- 
cific instances, a designated person also 
shall be permitted access to information 
classified Secret which has been furnished to 
the Committee pursuant to section 36 of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended. Upon 
the written request of a Committee Member 
and with the approval of the Chairman in 
specific instances, a designated person may 
be permitted access to other classified mate- 
rials. Designation of a staff person shall be 
by letter from the Committee Member to the 
Chairman. 

(c) Location. Classified information will be 
stored in secure safes in the Office of the Se- 
curity Officer and in the Office of the Minor- 
ity Staff Director. All materials classified 
Top Secret or higher must be stored in a Se- 
cure Compartmentalized Information Facil- 
ity (SCIF). 

(d) Handling. Materials classified Confiden- 
tial or Secret may be taken from Committee 
offices to other Committee offices and hear- 
ing rooms by Members of the Committee and 
authorized Committee staff in connection 
with hearings and briefings of the Com- 
mittee or its subcommittees for which such 
information is deemed to be essential. Re- 
moval of such information from the Com- 
mittee offices shall be only with the permis- 
sion of the Chairman under procedures de- 
signed to ensure the safe handling and stor- 
age of such information at all times. Except 
as provided in this paragraph, Top Secret 
materials may not be taken from approved 
storage areas for any purpose, except that 
such materials may be taken to hearings and 
other meetings that are being conducted at 
the Top Secret level when necessary. Mate- 
rials classified Top Secret may otherwise be 
used under conditions approved by the Chair- 
man after consultation with the Ranking Mi- 
nority Member. 

(e) Notice. Appropriate notice of the re- 
ceipt of classified documents received by the 
Committee from the Executive Branch will 
be sent promptly to Committee Members 
through the Survey of Activities or by other 
means. 

(f) Access. Except as provided for above, 
access to materials classified Top Secret or 
otherwise restricted held by the Committee 
will be in approved Committee spaces. The 
following procedures will be observed: 

(1) Authorized persons will be permitted 
access to classified documents after inquir- 
ing of the Staff Director or an assigned staff 
member. Access to the SCIF will be afforded 
during regular Committee hours. 

(2) Authorized persons will be required to 
identify themselves, to identify the docu- 
ments or information they wish to view, and 
to sign the Classified Materials Log, which is 
kept with the classified information. 

(3) The assigned staff member will be re- 
sponsible for maintaining a log which identi- 
fies: (1) authorized persons seeking access, 
(2) the classified information requested, and 
(3) the time of arrival and departure of such 
persons. The assigned staff member will also 
assure that the classified materials are re- 
turned to the proper location. 

(g) Divulgence. Classified information pro- 
vided to the Committee by the Executive 
Branch shall be handled in accordance with 
the procedures that apply within the Execu- 
tive Branch for the protection of such infor- 
mation. Any classified information to which 
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access has been gained through the Com- 
mittee may not be divulged to any unauthor- 
ized person. Classified material shall not be 
photocopied or otherwise reproduced. In no 
event shall classified information be dis- 
cussed in a non-secure environment. Appar- 
ent violations of this rule should be reported 
as promptly as possible to the Chairman for 
appropriate action. 

(h) Other Regulations. The Chairman, after 
consultation with the Ranking Minority 
Member, may establish such additional regu- 
lations and procedures as in his judgment 
may be necessary to safeguard classified in- 
formation under the control of the Com- 
mittee. Members of the Committee will be 
given notice of any such regulations and pro- 
cedures promptly. They may be modified or 
waived in any or all particulars by a major- 
ity vote of the full Committee. 

21. BROADCASTING OF COMMITTEE HEARINGS AND 
MEETINGS 

All Committee and subcommittee meet- 
ings or hearings which are open to the public 
may be covered, in whole or in part, by tele- 
vision broadcast, radio broadcast, and still 
photography, or by any such methods of cov- 
erage in accordance with the provisions of 
clause 3 of House rule XI. 

The Chairman of the full Committee or a 
subcommittee shall determine, in his or her 
discretion, the number of television and still 
cameras permitted in a hearing or meeting 
room, but shall not limit the number of tele- 
vision or still cameras to fewer than two (2) 
representatives from each medium. 

Such coverage shall be in accordance with 
the following requirements contained in sec- 
tion 116(b) of the Legislative Reorganization 
Act of 1970, and clause 4 of XI of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives: 

(a) If the television, Internet or radio cov- 
erage of the hearing or meeting is to be pre- 
sented to the public as live coverage, that 
coverage shall be conducted and presented 
without commercial sponsorship. 

(b) No witness served with a subpoena by 
the Committee shall be required against his 
will to be photographed at any hearing or to 
give evidence or testimony while the broad- 
casting of that hearing, by radio or tele- 
vision is being conducted. At the request of 
any such witness who does not wish to be 
subjected to radio, television, Internet or 
still photography coverage, all lenses shall 
be covered and all microphones used for cov- 
erage turned off. This subparagraph is sup- 
plementary to clause 2(k)(5) of rule XI of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives relat- 
ing to the protection of the rights of wit- 
nesses. 

(c) The allocation among cameras per- 
mitted by the Chairman of the full Com- 
mittee or a subcommittee in a hearing room 
shall be in accordance with fair and equi- 
table procedures devised by the Executive 
Committee of the Radio and Television Cor- 
respondents’ Galleries. 

(d) Television cameras shall be placed so as 
not to obstruct in any way the space between 
any witness giving evidence or testimony 
and Member of the Committee or its sub- 
committees or the visibility of that witness 
and that Member to each other. 

(e) Television cameras shall operate from 
fixed positions but shall not be placed in po- 
sitions which obstruct unnecessarily the cov- 
erage of the hearing by the other media. 

(f) Equipment necessary for coverage by 
the television and radio media shall not be 
installed in, or removed from, the hearing or 
meeting room while the Committee or sub- 
committee is in session. 

(£) Floodlights, spotlights, strobe lights, 
and flashguns shall not be used in providing 
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any method of coverage of the hearing or 
meeting, except that the television media 
may install additional lighting in the hear- 
ing room, without cost to the Government, 
in order to raise the ambient lighting level 
in the hearing room to the lowest level nec- 
essary to provide adequate television cov- 
erage of the hearing or meeting at the cur- 
rent state-of-the-art level of television cov- 
erage. 

(h) In the allocation of the number of still 
photographers permitted by the Chairman of 
the full Committee or a subcommittee in a 
hearing or meeting room, preference shall be 
given to photographers from Associated 
Press Photos, United Press International 
News pictures, and Reuters. If requests are 
made by more of the media than will be per- 
mitted by the Chairman of the full Com- 
mittee or a subcommittee for coverage of the 
hearing or meeting by still photography, 
that coverage shall be made on the basis of 
a fair and equitable pool arrangement de- 
vised by the Standing Committee of Press 
Photographers. 

(i) Photographers shall not position them- 
selves, at any time during the course of the 
hearing or meeting, between the witness 
table and the Members of the Committee or 
its subcommittees. 

(j) Photographers shall not place them- 
selves in positions which obstruct unneces- 
sarily the coverage of the hearing by the 
other media. 

(k) Personnel providing coverage by the 
television and radio media shall be currently 
accredited to the Radio and Television Cor- 
respondents’ Galleries. 

(1) Personnel providing coverage by still 
photography shall be currently accredited to 
the Press Photographers’ Gallery Committee 
of Press Photographers. 

(m) Personnel providing coverage by the 
television and radio media and by still pho- 
tography shall conduct themselves and their 
coverage activities in an orderly and unob- 
trusive manner. 

22. SUBPOENA POWERS 


A subpoena may be authorized and issued 
by the Chairman, in accordance with clause 
2am) of rule XI of the House of Representa- 
tives, in the conduct of any investigation or 
activity or series of investigations or activi- 
ties within the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee, following consultation with the 
Ranking Minority Member. 

In addition, a subpoena may be authorized 
and issued by the Committee or its sub- 
committees in accordance with clause 2(m) 
of rule XI of the House of the Representa- 
tives, in the conduct of any investigation or 
activity or series of investigations or activi- 
ties, when authorized by a majority of the 
Members voting, a majority of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee being present. 

Authorized subpoenas shall be signed by 
the Chairman or by any Member designated 
by the Committee. 

23. RECOMMENDATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF 

CONFEREES 

Whenever the Speaker is to appoint a con- 
ference committee, the Chairman shall rec- 
ommend to the Speaker as conferees those 
Members of the Committee who are pri- 
marily responsible for the legislation (in- 
cluding to the full extent practicable the 
principal proponents of the major provisions 
of the bill as it passed the House), who have 
actively participated in the Committee or 
subcommittee consideration of the legisla- 
tion, and who agree to attend the meetings 
of the conference. With regard to the ap- 
pointment of minority Members, the Chair- 
man shall consult with the Ranking Minor- 
ity Member. 
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24. GENERAL OVERSIGHT 


Not later than February 15th of the first 
session of a Congress, the Committee shall 
meet in open session, with a quorum present, 
to adopt its oversight plans for that Con- 
gress for submission to the Committee on 
House Administration and the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of clause 2(d) of 
rule X of the House of Representatives. 

In accordance with the provisions of clause 
2(n) of rule XI of the House of Representa- 
tives, the Committee or a subcommittee 
thereof shall hold at least one hearing during 
each 120-day period following its establish- 
ment on the topic of waste, fraud, abuse, or 
mismanagement in programs within its ju- 
risdiction, as documented in reports received 
from a Federal Office of the Inspector Gen- 
eral or the Comptroller General of the 
United States that have been provided to the 
Ranking Minority Member prior to the no- 
tice of the hearing pursuant to Committee 
rule 5. 

25. OTHER PROCEDURES AND REGULATIONS 


The Chairman, in consultation with the 
Ranking Minority Member, may establish 
such other procedures and take such actions 
as may be necessary to carry out the fore- 
going rules or to facilitate the effective oper- 
ation of the Committee. Any additional pro- 
cedures or regulations may be modified or 
rescinded in any or all particulars by a ma- 
jority vote of the full Committee. 


EEE 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. GOHMERT'. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 21 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Friday, January 
18, 2013, at 3 p.m. 


a 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


42. A letter from the Acting Principal Dep- 
uty, Department of Defense, transmitting a 
letter on the approved retirement of Lieu- 
tenant General Harry M. Wyatt III, Air Na- 
tional Guard of the United States, and his 
advancement on the retired list in the grade 
of lieutenant general; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

43. A letter from the Acting Principal Dep- 
uty, Department of Defense, transmitting a 
report concerning oversight of Reserve Com- 
ponent ‘‘equipment requirements” for Fiscal 
Years 2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012 as of June 30, 
2012; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

44. A letter from the Regulatory Specialist, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule—Community Re- 
investment Act Regulations (RIN: 1557-AD60) 
received January 4, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

45. A letter from the Acting Assistant At- 
torney General, Department of Justice, 
transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘OJJDP An- 
nual Report 2010”, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5617; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

46. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, National Archives, transmit- 
ting Archives’ FY 2012 Commercial Activi- 
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ties Inventory and Inherently Governmental 
Inventory, as required by the FAIR Act and 
OMB Circular A-76; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

47. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the Department’s determination on 
a petition on behalf of a class of workers 
from United Nuclear Corporation—Hematite, 
Missouri, to be added to the Special Expo- 
sure Cohort (SEC), pursuant to the Energy 
Employees Occupational Illness Compensa- 
tion Program Act of 2000 (HEOICPA); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

48. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule—Disclo- 
sure or Use of Information by Preparers of 
Returns [TD 9608] (RIN: 1545-BI85) received 
January 4, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

49. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule—Treas- 
ury Inflation-Protected Securities Issued at 
a Premium; Bond Premium Carryforward 
[TD: 9609] (RIN: 1545-BK45; 1545-BL29) re- 
ceived January 4, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

50. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule—An- 
nouncement of the Results of the 2011-2012 
Allocation Round of the Qualifying Ad- 
vanced Coal Project Program [Announce- 
ment 2013-2] received January 10, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

51. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final 
rule—Employee Plans Compliance Resolu- 
tion System (‘‘EPCRS’’) (Revenue Procedure 
2013-12) received January 4, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

52. A letter from the Chairman, Defense 
Nuclear Facilities Safety Board, transmit- 
ting the Board’s quarterly report to Congress 
on the Status of Significant Unresolved 
Issues with the Department of Energy’s De- 
sign and Construction Projects (dated De- 
cember 24, 2012); jointly to the Committees 
on Armed Services and Appropriations. 


Ea 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. CHAFFETZ (for himself and 
Mr. Gowpby): 

H.R. 248. A bill to amend the Act of August 
25, 1958, commonly known as the “Former 
Presidents Act of 1958’’, with respect to the 
monetary allowance payable to a former 
President, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 249. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide that persons having 
seriously delinquent tax debts shall be ineli- 
gible for Federal employment; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form, and in addition to the Committee on 
House Administration, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 
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By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 250. A bill to amend the Antiquities 
Act of 1906 to place additional requirements 
on the establishment of national monuments 
under that Act, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 251. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to convey certain Federal fea- 
tures of the electric distribution system to 
the South Utah Valley Electric Service Dis- 
trict, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 252. A bill to recognize Jerusalem as 
the capital of Israel, to relocate to Jeru- 
salem the United States Embassy in Israel, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 253. A bill to provide for the convey- 
ance of a small parcel of National Forest 
System land in the Uinta-Wasatch-Cache Na- 
tional Forest in Utah to Brigham Young 
University, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 254. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to facilitate the development 
of hydroelectric power on the Diamond Fork 
System of the Central Utah Project; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on the Budget, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 255. A bill to amend certain defini- 
tions contained in the Provo River Project 
Transfer Act for purposes of clarifying cer- 
tain property descriptions, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 256. A bill to amend title 44, United 
States Code, to repeal the National Histor- 
ical Publications and Records Commission, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Ms. SHEA-PORTER: 

H.R. 257. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to ensure that veterans in each 
of the 48 contiguous States are able to re- 
ceive services in at least one full-service hos- 
pital of the Veterans Health Administration 
in the State or receive comparable services 
provided by contract in the State; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. HECK of Nevada (for himself, 
Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. ROE of Ten- 
nessee, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
AMODEI, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. HANNA, Mr. 
COFFMAN, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. GRIFFIN of 
Arkansas, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. YOUNG of 
Florida, Mr. HARPER, Mr. NUGENT, 
Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl- 
vania, Ms. BORDALLO, Mrs. BLACK, 
Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. TURNER, Mr. 
THORNBERRY, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. COOK, 
Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. BRADY 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. KING of Iowa, 
Mr. HUNTER, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. CON- 
AWAY, Mr. BONNER, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. COURT- 
NEY, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. 
GIBBS, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 
BUCSHON, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 
ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. WEBER of 
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Texas, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. OLSON, 
Mr. BousTany, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. 
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. BACHUS, 
Mr. Youo, Mr. COLE, Mr. MILLER of 
Florida, Mr. TERRY, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. 
LONG, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. WITTMAN, Mrs. NOEM, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Mrs. ROBY, Mr. CRAMER, 
Mr. PERRY, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of 
California, and Mr. FLORES): 

H.R. 258. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, with respect to fraudulent rep- 
resentations about having received military 
declarations or medals; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POMPEO (for himself, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, Mr. DUNCAN of South 
Carolina, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. WEST- 
MORELAND, Mr. STOCKMAN, Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK, Mr. AMASH, Mr. WILSON 


of South Carolina, Mr. BROUN of 
Georgia, Mr. RIBBLE, and Mr. 
MULVANEY): 


H.R. 259. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to terminate certain en- 
ergy tax subsidies and lower the corporate 
income tax rate; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HARPER (for himself, Mr. 
COLE, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, and 
Mr. ROKITA): 

H.R. 260. A bill to reduce Federal spending 
and the deficit by terminating taxpayer fi- 
nancing of presidential election campaigns 
and party conventions and by terminating 
the Election Assistance Commission; to the 
Committee on House Administration, and in 
addition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Mr. PALLONE, Ms. DEGETTE, 
Mr. ENGEL, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. CLAY, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 
DEUTCH, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. ELLISON, 
Mr. FARR, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Ms. HAHN, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HOLT, 
Mr. HONDA, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. LEE of California, 
Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. BEN RAy LUJAN of 
New Mexico, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. 
McDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. NADLER, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. POLIS, Mr. 
RANGEL, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
SERRANO, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. TONKO, Ms. WATERS, 
Mr. WELCH, and Mr. YARMUTH): 

H.R. 261. A bill to amend the Patient Pro- 
tection and Affordable Care Act to establish 
a public health insurance option; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself, Mr. 
PIERLUISI, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
CONNOLLY, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER of California, Mr. COHEN, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. LANCE, Mr. THOMPSON 
of Pennsylvania, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CoN- 
YERS, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. HANNA, Mr. 
COOPER, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. KING 
of New York, Mr. FARR, Ms. TSONGAS, 
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. 
BUCHANAN, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. MILLER 
of Florida, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. STIVERS, 
and Mr. WITTMAN): 

H.R. 262. A bill to reauthorize the Multi- 
national Species Conservation Funds 
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Semipostal Stamp, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself and Mr. 
DINGELL): 

H.R. 263. A bill to reauthorize and amend 
the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation 
Establishment Act; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 

H.R. 264. A bill to provide for semiannual 
actuarial studies of the FHA mortgage insur- 
ance program of the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development during periods that 
the Mutual Mortgage Insurance Fund does 
not meet minimum capital ratio require- 
ments; to the Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 

H.R. 265. A bill to require Federal law en- 
forcement agencies to report to Congress se- 
rious crimes, authorized as well as unauthor- 
ized, committed by their confidential in- 
formants; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 

H.R. 266. A bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, with respect to certain tort 
claims arising out of the criminal mis- 
conduct of confidential informants, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mrs. McCMORRIS RODGERS (for 
herself, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. WALDEN, 
Mr. TERRY, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. LATTA, 
Mr. MATHESON, Mr. BEN Ray LUJAN 
of New Mexico, and Mr. DINGELL): 

H.R. 267. A bill to improve hydropower, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. SARBANES (for himself, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. COURT- 
NEY, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
DINGELL, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. ELLISON, 
Ms. ESHoo, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HIMES, 
Mr. HOLT, Mr. LARSON of Con- 
necticut, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
MAFFEI, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. NOLAN, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. O’ROURKE, Ms. PIN- 
GREE of Maine, Mr. POLIS, Mr. PRICE 
of North Carolina, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 
Scott of Virginia, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 
Tonko, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Mr. 
YARMUTH): 

H.R. 268. A bill to reform the financing of 
Congressional elections by encouraging 
grassroots participation in the funding of 
campaigns, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration, and in 
addition to the Committees on Ways and 
Means, and Energy and Commerce, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. YARMUTH (for himself, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. COOPER, 
Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. DEUTCH, 
Mr. ELLISON, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
HIMES, Mr. HOLT, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
JONES, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
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MAFFEI, Ms. McCoLLum, Mr. McGov- 
ERN, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. GEORGE MIL- 
LER of California, Mr. MORAN, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SIRES, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Mr. TONKO, Ms. TSON- 
GAS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. WELCH, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
OWENS, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. MATSUI, 
Ms. HAHN, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, Ms. WILSON of Florida, 
and Mr. KIND): 

H.R. 269. A bill to reform the financing of 
House elections, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. JONES, 
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. SAR- 
BANES, Mr. YARMUTH, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. 
Pouis, Mr. HOLT, Mr. NOLAN, and Mr. 
O’ROURKE): 

H.R. 270. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to reform the system of 
public financing for Presidential elections, 
to establish a system of public financing for 
Congressional elections, to promote the dis- 
closure of disbursements made in coordina- 
tion with campaigns for election for Federal 
office, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. OLSON (for himself, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. 
TERRY, and Mr. KINZINGER of Illi- 
nois): 

H.R. 271. A bill to clarify that compliance 
with an emergency order under section 202(c) 
of the Federal Power Act may not be consid- 
ered a violation of any Federal, State, or 
local environmental law or regulation, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. FARR: 

H.R. 272. A bill to designate the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs and Department of 
Defense joint outpatient clinic to be con- 
structed in Marina, California, as the ‘‘Gen- 
eral William H. Gourley Federal Outpatient 
Clinic: A Joint VA-DOD Health Care Facil- 
ity”; to the Committee on Armed Services, 
and in addition to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. DESANTIS (for himself, Mr. 
Issa, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. Mica, Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. JORDAN, 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. MEAD- 
ows, Mr. Youo, Mr. MASSIE, Mr. HUD- 
SON, Mr. WOODALL, Mr. RADEL, Mr. 


WILLIAMS, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. RICE of South Carolina, 
Mr. MULLIN, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. 


GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. LABRADOR, 


Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. STEWART, Mr. 
SALMON, Mr. BENTIVOLIO, Mr. 
ROTHFUS, Mr. HALL, Mr. COTTON, and 
Mr. Gowpy): 


H.R. 273. A bill to eliminate the 2013 statu- 
tory pay adjustment for Federal employees; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

By Mr. BARBER: 

H.R. 274. A bill to amend section 520J of 

the Public Health Service Act to authorize 
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grants for mental health first aid training 
programs; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BRALEY of Iowa: 

H.R. 275. A bill to establish a grant pro- 
gram to test and mitigate radon levels in 
public schools, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN (for himself, Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER, Mr. BROUN of Geor- 
gia, Mr. JONES, and Mr. SCHWEIKERT): 

H.R. 276. A bill to prohibit United States 
assistance to the country of Egypt; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CICILLINE: 

H.R. 277. A bill to revise the boundaries of 
John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Resources 
System Sachuest Point Unit RI-04P, Easton 
Beach Unit RI-05P, Almy Pond Unit RI-06, 
and Hazards Beach Unit RI-07 in Rhode Is- 
land; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. PETER- 
SON, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. MICHAUD, 
Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. DINGELL, and Mr. 
KIND): 

H.R. 278. A bill to prohibit States from car- 
rying out more than one Congressional redis- 
tricting after a decennial census and appor- 
tionment, to require States to conduct such 
redistricting through independent commis- 
sions, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COLE: 

H.R. 279. A bill to amend the Act of June 
18, 1934, to reaffirm the authority of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to take land into trust 
for Indian tribes, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. ELLISON: 

H.R. 280. A bill to amend the Help America 
Vote Act of 2002 to require States to provide 
for same day registration; to the Committee 
on House Administration. 

By Mr. ELLISON: 

H.R. 281. A bill to prohibit election offi- 
cials from requiring individuals to provide 
photo identification as a condition of obtain- 
ing or casting a ballot in an election for Fed- 
eral office or registering to vote in elections 
for Federal office, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. FLEISCHMANN: 

H.R. 282. A bill to rescind certain Federal 
funds identified by States as unwanted and 
use the funds to reduce the Federal debt; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FLEISCHMANN (for himself, 
Mr. BARLETTA, Mrs. BLACK, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. MILLER of Florida, 
Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. GRIMM, and Mr. 
DESJARLAIS): 

H.R. 283. A bill to require the approval by 
the head of an agency for any conference 
costing more than $25,000, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. FORBES: 

H.R. 284. A bill to provide for rates of pay 
for Members of Congress to be adjusted as a 
function of changes in Government spending; 
to the Committee on House Administration, 
and in addition to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (for him- 
self, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. 


SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. CLAY, Mr. HINO- 
JOSA, Mr. HONDA, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
RUSH, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. 


GRIJALVA, and Mr. SERRANO): 
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H.R. 285. A bill to authorize funds to pre- 
vent housing discrimination through the use 
of nationwide testing, to increase funds for 
the Fair Housing Initiatives Program, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 286. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in- 
come certain State foster care program pay- 
ments made to the biological parents of dis- 
abled children; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MATHESON: 

H.R. 287. A bill to require ratings label on 
video games and to prohibit the sales and 
rentals of adult-rated video games to minors; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MICHAUD (for himself and Mr. 
WALZ): 

H.R. 288. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to increase the maximum age 
for children eligible for medical care under 
the CHAMPVA program; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MORAN: 

H.R. 289. A bill to amend the National 
Voter Registration Act of 1993 to modernize 
State voting systems by allowing for in- 
creased use of the internet in voter registra- 
tion, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration. 

By Mr. NADLER (for himself, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. 
ELLISON, Ms. McCoLLuM, and Mr. 
WELCH): 

H.R. 290. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to eliminate the statutory cap 
on the public debt and to place limitations 
on the purposes for which public debt may be 
issued; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mrs. NOEM: 

H.R. 291. A bill to provide for the convey- 
ance of certain cemeteries that are located 
on National Forest System land in Black 
Hills National Forest, South Dakota; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. NORTON (for herself, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. CLAY, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. CoNYERS, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
NADLER, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. POLIS, 
Mr. RANGEL, and Mr. RUSH): 

H.R. 292. A bill to provide for the admis- 
sion of the State of New Columbia into the 
Union; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committee on Rules, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

H.R. 293. A bill to expand retroactive eligi- 
bility of the Army Combat Action Badge to 
include members of the Army who partici- 
pated in combat during which they person- 
ally engaged, or were personally engaged by, 
the enemy at any time on or after December 
7, 1941; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

H.R. 294. A bill to revoke a requirement of 
Executive Order 13618 with respect to the use 
of privately owned communications re- 
sources by the Secretary of Homeland Secu- 
rity, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

H.R. 295. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to prevent identity theft 
and tax fraud, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. NUGENT: 

H.R. 296. A bill to allow Members of Con- 
gress to decline certain retirement benefits 
and contributions by the Federal Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. PITTS (for himself, Mr. PAL- 
LONE, Mr. BURGESS, and Mrs. CAPPS): 

H.R. 297. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to reauthorize support for grad- 
uate medical education programs in chil- 
dren’s hospitals; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky (for him- 
self, Mr. YARMUTH, and Mr. GUTHRIE): 

H.R. 298. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a special resource 
study to evaluate the significance of the Mill 
Springs Battlefield located in Pulaski and 
Wayne Counties, Kentucky, and the feasi- 
bility of its inclusion in the National Park 
System, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER: 

H.R. 299. A bill to restore the Federal elec- 
toral rights of the residents of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration, and in 
addition to the Committees on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and the Judiciary, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SHERMAN (for himself, Mr. 
POE of Texas, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. NADLER, 
Mr. GRIMM, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mrs. 
ELLMERS, Ms. CHU, Mr. KEATING, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mrs. CAROLYN 
B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. GAR- 
RETT, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. McCaun, Mr. PAS- 
CRELL, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. AMODEI, 
Mr. HOLT, Ms. HAHN, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. LANCE, 
Mr. HANNA, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. WEBER 
of Texas, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. TITUS, Mr. 
CARTWRIGHT, Ms. BROWN of Florida, 
Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. 
GRAYSON, Mr. STOCKMAN, and Mr. 
SCHNEIDER): 

H.R. 300. A bill to provide for the inclusion 
of Israel in the visa waiver program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. WOLF (for himself, Ms. ESHOO, 
Mr. HOLT, Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia, 
Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. PITTS, 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. DUNCAN 
of South Carolina, and Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey): 

H.R. 301. A bill to provide for the establish- 
ment of the Special Envoy to Promote Reli- 
gious Freedom of Religious Minorities in the 
Near East and South Central Asia; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WOLF: 

H.R. 302. A bill to amend the Inspector 
General Act of 1978 to provide for an Inspec- 
tor General for the Metropolitan Washington 
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Airports Authority, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 
By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 

H.R. 303. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to permit additional retired 
members of the Armed Forces who have a 
service-connected disability to receive both 
disability compensation from the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs for their disability 
and either retired pay by reason of their 
years of military service or Combat-Related 
Special Compensation and to eliminate the 
phase-in period under current law with re- 
spect to such concurrent receipt; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. WOLF: 

H.R. 304. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to change the membership of 
the Metropolitan Washington Airports Au- 
thority board of directors, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, and in addition to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. YARMUTH (for himself, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. DANNY 
K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. GRIJALVA, 


Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. 
MORAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PETERS of 
Michigan, Mr. RANGEL, and Ms. 
WATERS): 


H.R. 305. A bill to establish a grant pro- 
gram to preserve the legacy and ideals of 
Muhammad Ali and promote global respect, 
understanding, and communication, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mrs. ROBY: 

H.J. Res. 17. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States which requires (except during 
time of war and subject to suspension by 
Congress) that the total amount of money 
expended by the United States during any 
fiscal year not exceed the amount of certain 
revenue received by the United States during 
such fiscal year and not exceed 20 percent of 
the gross domestic product of the United 
States during the previous calendar year; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKINLEY (for himself, Mr. 
POMPEO, Mr. UPTON, Mr. BARTON, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. 
RAHALL, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, 
Mr. TERRY, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, and Mrs. CAPITO): 

H. Con. Res. 8. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the opposition of Congress to Fed- 
eral efforts to establish a carbon tax on fuels 
for electricity and transportation; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 

H. Res. 29. A resolution urging the Federal 
Aviation Administration to continue its co- 
operation with airports across the United 
States seeking to implement noise mitiga- 
tion plans, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 
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By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri (for him- 
self and Mr. CONNOLLY): 

H. Res. 30. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the United States Postal Service should take 
all appropriate measures to ensure the con- 
tinuation of its 6-day mail delivery service; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. BROWN of Florida, 
Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. ELLI- 
SON, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. 
DEUTCH, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. MEEKS, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. MENG, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. PAYNE, and Ms. NOR- 
TON): 

H. Res. 31. A resolution recognizing the an- 
niversary of the tragic earthquake in Haiti 
on January 12, 2010, honoring those who lost 
their lives, and expressing continued soli- 
darity with the Haitian people; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MULVANEY: 

H. Res. 32. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of the Friday after 
Thanksgiving as the National Day of Rec- 
ognition for Veterans’ Families; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER (for himself 
and Mr. NADLER): 

H. Res. 33. A resolution commending the 
Albanian people on the 100th anniversary of 
the declaration of their independence from 
the Turkish Ottoman Empire on November 
28, 1912, and commending Albanians in Alba- 
nia and Kosova for protecting and saving the 
lives of all Jews who either lived in Albania 
or sought asylum there during the Holo- 
caust; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him- 
self and Mr. FITZPATRICK): 

H. Res. 34. A resolution calling on the 
United States and Russia to continue co- 
operation in securing safe and loving homes 
for unparented children; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


EE 


PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, 

Mr. LIPINSKI introduced a bill (H.R. 306) 
for the relief of Corina de Chalup Turcinovic; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 248. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I: The Con- 
gress shall have Power To make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by the Constitu- 
tion in this Government of the United States 
or in any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 249. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution: The Congress shall have Power 
To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts 
and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for 
the common Defence and general Welfare of 
the United States; but all Duties, Imposts 
and Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States; 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 250. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 251. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Tenth Amendment 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 252. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 14 and 18. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 253. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 2 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 254. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 2 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 255. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 2 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 256. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution: The Congress shall have Power 
To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts 
and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for 
the common Defence and general Welfare of 
the United States; but all Duties, Imposts 
and Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States; 

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution: To make all Laws which shall 
be necessary and proper for carrying into 
Execution the foregoing Powers, and all 
other Powers vested by this Constitution in 
the Government of the United States, or in 
any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Ms. SHEA-PORTER: 

H.R. 257. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: 

The Congress shall have Power To lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence[note l]and general Welfare of the 
United States; but all Duties, Imposts and 
Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States;... 

By Mr. HECK of Nevada: 

H.R. 258. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The power granted to Congress under Arti- 
cle I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 
States Constitution, to make all laws which 
shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into execution the foregoing Powers, and all 
other powers vested by the Constitution in 
the Government of the United States, or in 
any Department or officer thereof. 

By Mr. POMPEO: 

H.R. 259. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
By Mr. HARPER: 

H.R. 260. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, §8, clause 1 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 

H.R. 261. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 262. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 7 

The Congress shall have Power *** To es- 
tablish Post Offices and post roads. 

By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 263. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

The Congress shall have Power to dispose 
of and make all needful Rules and Regula- 
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop- 
erty belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 

H.R. 264. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution—the Commerce Clause—and Arti- 
cle I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Constitu- 
tion—the Necessary and Proper Clause. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 

H.R. 265. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 3. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 

H.R. 266. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 3. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H.R. 267. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority in which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to reg- 
ulate Commerce as enumerated by Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 3 as applied to waterways 
for the development of hydroelectric power 
and flood control. 

By Mr. SARBANES: 

H.R. 268. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion under the General Welfare Clause. 

By Mr. YARMUTH: 

H.R. 269. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 4, Clause 1 

The Times, Places and Manner of holding 
Elections for Senators and Representatives, 
shall be prescribed in each State by the Leg- 
islature thereof; but Congress may at any 
time make or alter such Regulations, except 
as to the Place of chusing Senators. 

and 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power To regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes. 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina: 

H.R. 270. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congressional power to provide for public 
financing of campaigns arises under the Gen- 
eral Welfare Clause, Art. I, Sec. 8, of the Con- 
stitution. 

In Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S. 1, 91 (1976), 
the Supreme Court upheld the congressional 
power to enact public financing of presi- 
dential elections under this Clause. The Su- 
preme Court stated with regard to the provi- 
sions in the Federal Election Campaign Act 
Amendments of 1974 establishing a presi- 
dential public financing system, ‘‘In this 
case, Congress was legislating for the ‘gen- 
eral welfare’—to reduce the deleterious in- 
fluence of large contributions on our polit- 
ical process, to facilitate communication by 
candidates with the electorate, and to free 
candidates from the rigors of fundraising.” 

By Mr. OLSON: 

H.R. 271. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18—The Con- 
gress shall have power to ... make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof. 
(Necessary and Proper Regulations to Effec- 
tuate Powers) 

The Necessary and Proper Clause allows 
Congress to decide whether, when, and how 
to legislate the powers of another branch. 
This legislation would clarify that compli- 
ance with an Emergency Order issued by an 
Executive Agency under the Federal Power 
Act may not be considered a violation of any 
Federal, State, or local environmental law, 
afforded under the Article 1, Section 8, 
Clause 18. 

By Mr. FARR: 

H.R. 272. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Art. I, Section 8 

By Mr. DESANTIS: 

H.R. 273. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Sec. 8 

To make all Laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest- 
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

By Mr. BARBER: 

H.R. 274. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, clause 1 

By Mr. BRALEY of Iowa: 

H.R. 275. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: 

H.R. 276. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 9 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. CICILLINE: 

H.R. 277. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. COHEN: 

H.R. 278. 


January 15, 2013 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 4 of the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. COLE: 

H.R. 279. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to Article I, 
Section 8 which grants Congress the power 
to regulate Commerce with the Indian 
Tribes. 

This bill is enacted pursuant to Article II, 
Section 2, Clause 2 in order the enforce trea- 
ties made between the United States and 
several Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. ELLISON: 

H.R. 280. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 4, Clause 1 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

Article II, Section I, Clause 4 

By Mr. ELLISON: 

H.R. 281. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 4, Clause 1 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

Article II, Section I, Clause 4 

By Mr. FLEISCHMANN: 

H.R. 282. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The principal constitutional authority for 
this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar- 
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: “No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria- 
tions made by Law; and a regular Statement 
and Account of the Receipts and Expendi- 
tures of all public Money shall be published 
from time to time.” 

By Mr. FLEISCHMANN: 

H.R. 283. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. FORBES: 

H.R. 284. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Sec. 6; Amendment XXVII 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 285. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority to enact this 
legislation can be found in: 

General Welfare Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 cl. 1) 

Commerce Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 c1.3) 

Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 
cl. 18) 

Constitutional analysis is a rigorous dis- 
cipline which goes far beyond the text of the 
Constitution, and requires knowledge of case 
law, history, and the tools of constitutional 
interpretation. While the scope of Congress’ 
powers is an appropriate matter for House 
debate, the listing of specific textual au- 
thorities for routine Congressional legisla- 
tion about which there is no legitimate con- 
stitutional concern is a diminishment of the 
majesty of our Founding Fathers’ vision for 
our national legislature. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 286. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Sixteenth Amendment to the U.S. Con- 
stitution—‘‘The Congress shall have power 
to lay and collect taxes on incomes, from 
whatever source derived, without apportion- 
ment among the several States, and without 
regard to any census or enumeration.”’ 
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By Mr. MATHESON: 

H.R. 287. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution 

By Mr. MICHAUD: 

H.R. 288. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. MORAN: 

H.R. 289. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 4 of the Constitution of 
the United States grants Congress the au- 
thority to enact this legislation. 

By Mr. NADLER: 

H.R. 290. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Art. 1, sec. 8, cl. 1 

Art. 1, sec. 8, cl. 18 

By Mrs. NOEM: 

H.R. 291. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2, relating to 
the power of Congress to dispose of and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting 
the territory or other property belonging to 
the United States. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 292. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

clause 1 of section 3 of article IV of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

H.R. 293. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 15 which grants 
Congress the power to make rules for the 
Government and Regulation of the land and 
naval Forces. 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 16 which grants 
Congress the power to provide for organizing, 
arming, and disciplining, the militia, and for 
governing such Part of them as may be em- 
ployed in the Service of the United States, 
reserving to the States respectively, the Ap- 
pointment of the Officers, and the Authority 
of training the Militia according to the dis- 
cipline prescribed by Congress. 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

H.R. 294. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3—To regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes. 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

H.R. 295. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion gives Congress the authority to lay and 
collect taxes and duties. With this authority 
comes the inherent duty to protect these 
funds from fraud and theft so that they are 
used for their constitutional purpose—to pay 
the debts and provide for the general welfare 
of our nation. 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

H.R. 296. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 6 of Article I of the 
Constitution as amended by the 27th Amend- 
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ment to the Constitution. This section of the 
Constitution allows Congress to set their 
own compensation so long as new representa- 
tives have been elected. 

By Mr. PITTS: 

H.R. 297. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: The Congress 
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defense 
and general Welfare of the United States; but 
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky: 

H.R. 298. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 4, Section 8, Clause 2—The Con- 
gress shall have Power to dispose of and 
make all needful Rules and Regulations re- 
specting the Territory or other Property be- 
longing to the United States; and nothing in 
this Constitution shall be so construed as to 
Prejudice any Claims of the United States, 
or of any particular State. 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER: 

H.R. 299. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 17, granting 
Congress the power to exercise exclusive leg- 
islation in all cases whatsoever over the Dis- 
trict constituting the Seat of Government of 
the United States; 

Section 2 of the 14th Amendment, pro- 
viding that Representatives shall be appor- 
tioned among the several states according to 
their respective numbers; and 

Both sections of the 23rd Amendment, 
which grant Congress the authority to direct 
the appointment of presidential electors 
from the District of Columbia and to enforce 
the 23rd Amendment by appropriate legisla- 
tion. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

H.R. 300. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. WOLF: 

H.R. 301. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 
States Constitution, which states: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have Power to make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by the Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof” 

Article II, Section 2, Clause 2 of the United 
States Constitution, which states: ‘‘[The 
President] shall have Power, by and with the 
Advice and Consent of the Senate, to make 
Treaties, provided two thirds of the Senators 
present concur; and he shall nominate, and 
by and with the Advice and Consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint Ambassadors, other 
public Ministers and Consuls, Judges of the 
Supreme Court, and all other Officers of the 
United States, whose Appointments are not 
herein otherwise provided for, and which 
shall be established by Law: but the Con- 
gress may by Law vest the Appointment of 
such inferior Officers, as they think proper, 
in the President alone, in the Courts of Law, 
or in the Heads of Departments.” 

By Mr. WOLF: 

H.R. 302. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, and all other powers vested by this 
Constitution in the government of the 
United States, or in any department or offi- 
cer thereof, as enumerated in Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 

H.R. 303. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion (clauses 12, 18, 14, and 16), which grants 
Congress the power to raise and support an 
Army; to provide and maintain a Navy; to 
make rules for the government and regula- 
tion of the land and naval forces; and to pro- 
vide for organizing, arming, and disciplining 
the militia. 

By Mr. WOLF: 

H.R. 304. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, clause three; to regu- 
late commerce with foreign nations, and 
among the several states, and with the In- 
dian tribes. 

By Mr. YARMUTH: 

H.R. 305. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8 of Article 1 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. LIPINSKI: 

H.R. 306. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 of the Con- 
stitution provides that Congress shall have 
power to “‘establish an uniform Rule of Natu- 
ralization’’. The Supreme Court has long 
found that this provision of the Constitution 
grants Congress plenary power over immi- 
gration policy. As the Court found in Galvan 
v. Press, 347 U.S. 522, 531 (1954), “that the for- 
mulation of policies [pertaining to the entry 
of aliens and their right to remain here] is 
entrusted exclusively to Congress has be- 
come about as firmly imbedded in the legis- 
lative and judicial tissues of our body politic 
as any aspect of our government.” And, as 
the Court found in Kleindienst v. Mandel, 408 
U.S. 753, 766 (1972) (quoting Boutilier v. INS, 
387 U.S. 118, 123 (1967)), “[t]he Court without 
exception has sustained Congress’ ‘plenary 
power to make rules for the admission of 
aliens and to exclude those who possess 
those characteristics which Congress has for- 
bidden.’”’ 

By Mrs. ROBY: 

H.J. Res. 17. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 5: 

“The Congress, whenever two thirds of 
both Houses shall deem it necessary, shall 
propose Amendments to this Constitution, 
or, on the Application of the Legislatures of 
two thirds of the several States, shall call a 
Convention for proposing Amendments, 
which, in either Case, shall be valid to all In- 
tents and Purposes, as Part of this Constitu- 
tion, when ratified by the Legislatures of 
three fourths of the several States, or by 
Conventions in three fourths thereof, as the 
one or the other Mode of Ratification may be 
proposed by the Congress; Provided that no 
Amendment which may be made prior to the 
Year One thousand eight hundred and eight 
shall in any Manner affect the first and 
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fourth Clauses in the Ninth Section of the 
first Article; and that no State, without its 
Consent, shall be deprived of its equal Suf- 
frage in the Senate.” 


——— 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 


H.R. 23: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, and Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 

H.R. 24: Mr. STIVERS, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
BucsHon, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER, Mr. LONG, Mr. DESJARLAIS, 
Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, and Mr. SCALISE. 

H.R. 34: Mr. DOYLE. 

H.R. 39: Mr. GRIMM. 

H.R. 44: Mr. NADLER, Ms. HANABUSA, Ms. 
LEE of California, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. 
DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 
LEVIN, and Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 

H.R. 61: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. 
MARINO, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. GINGREY of Geor- 
gia, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. HARPER, Mr. 
MEADOWS, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, 
Mr. GARDNER, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, 
Mr. WOMACK, and Mr. KELLY. 

H.R. 69: Mr. FARR, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, and Ms. HANABUSA. 

H.R. 71: Mr. MARKEY and 
FALEOMAVAEGA. 

H.R. 93: Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
HOLT, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, and Mr. GUTIERREZ. 

H.R. 107: Mr. LONG and Mr. WOMACK. 

H.R. 111: Ms. GABBARD, Ms. DUCKWORTH, 
Mr. PALLONE, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
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Texas, Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. WILSON of Flor- 
ida, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, 
Mr. HONDA, Ms. CHU, Mr. JONES, Mr. HANNA, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. 
Bass, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. CARNEY, Ms. LEE of 
California, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KEATING, Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas, and Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. 

H.R. 117: Mr. DOYLE. 

H.R. 129: Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 132: Mr. PALAZZO and Mr. LONG. 

H.R. 187: Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. HIMES, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. HOLT, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. SCOTT 
of Virginia, Ms. MooRE, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. ELLI- 
SON, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina. 

H.R. 188: Mr. MARKEY, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, 
Mr. DOYLE, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, and Mr. PRICE of 
North Carolina. 

H.R. = 140: 
SCHWEIKERT. 

H.R. 141: Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. MARKEY, 
DOYLE, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 142: Ms. McCoLLuM, Mr. LEVIN, 
MARKEY, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. DOYLE, 
and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 148: Ms. PINGREE of Maine and Ms. 
ESHOO. 

H.R. 149: Mrs. BLACK, Mr. LONG, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mrs. HARTZLER, and Mr. NUGENT. 

H.R. 163: Mr. BENTIVOLIO. 

H.R. 164: Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 167: Mr. BONNER and Mr. YOHO. 

H.R. 178: Mr. MULVANEY. 

H.R. 200: Mr. NOLAN, Ms. HANABUSA, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. BLUMENAUER, and Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 


Mr. NUNNELEE and 
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H.R. 203: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. 
STIVERS, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. SCHOCK. 

H.R. 205: Mr. CAMPBELL and Mr. ROYCE. 

H.R. 207: Mr. MARCHANT and Mr. Goop- 
LATTE. 

H.R. 217: Mr. OLSON, Mr. Youo, Mr. 
MARINO, Mr. BENTIVOLIO, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
TIBERI, Mr. POSEY, Mr. DUFFY, Mr. MCHENRY, 
Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. CALVERT, 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. 
HALL, Mr. STOCKMAN, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. 
DAINES, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California, 
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. 


HUNTER, Mr. FORBES, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. 
BENISHEK, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. 
GOODLATTE, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. COTTON, 


Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. LONG, and Mr. LAB- 
RADOR. 

H.R. 221: Mr. CRAMER. 

H.R. 233: Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. 
WELCH, and Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 246: Mr. JONES and Mr. MULVANEY. 

H.J. Res. 1: Mr. BARR, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. 
FINCHER, Mr. Gowby, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. HALL, 
Mr. HOLDING, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. UPTON, and 
Mr. WITTMAN. 
H.J. Res. 2: Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. BARR, Mr. 
BURGESS, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, 
Mr. Gowby, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. HALL, Mr. 
HOLDING, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. 
MEADOWS, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. 
UPTON, Mr. WITTMAN, and Mr. YOUNG of Indi- 
ana. 
H. Con. Res. 5: Mr. NOLAN, Mr. ELLISON, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, and Mr. CLAY. 
H. Res. 18: Mr. WITTMAN. 
H. Res. 24: Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


IN RECOGNITION OF ALBA 
THOMPSON 


HON. WILLIAM R. KEATING 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor 
the memory of Alba Thompson, who passed 
away on January 2, 2013. 

Alba experienced a great deal throughout 
her ninety-four years. Born in Plymouth, Au- 
gust 13, 1918, Alba was a truly distinguished 
woman, graduating from college at a time 
when higher education was not an option for 
many women. In her lifetime, Alba went on to 
receive five advanced degrees. 

Education was not Alba’s only pursuit, and 
she embarked on a distinguished military ca- 
reer at the onset of World War Il. In 1942, 
Alba was commissioned Second Lieutenant in 
the United States Air Force. By the time she 
separated from active duty, she had achieved 
the rank of Major and had been awarded 
seven ribbons for her dedicated service. 

Alba’s studies and military service brought 
her to countless places throughout the world, 
but she returned home to serve her local com- 
munity, being elected to the Plymouth Board 
of Selectmen. She was the beloved wife of 
Loren Thompson, and together they raised 
two sons. 

| ask that my colleagues join me in thanking 
Alba Thompson for her many years of service 
to her country. 


Ee 


HONORING THE LIFE OF JOHN C. 
HAMMERSLOUGH 


HON. JAMES A. HIMES 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, it is with heavy 
heart that | rise today to pay tribute to a good 
friend and outstanding community leader, 
John Hammerslough. 

His passing marks the end of an era in 
Weston, Connecticut and the loss of a dear 
friend to many across Connecticut. 

John was a fixture in Weston’s civic commu- 
nity for half a century, died on January 2 after 
a brief illness. He was 84 years old and had 
lived in Weston with his wife Nancy since 
1959. 

John understood the importance of serving 
the public and at one point or another he was 
a member of Weston’s Board of Selectmen, 
the Board of Finance, the Police Commission, 
among other roles, and was active in local, 
state and national political campaigns. Along 
with his wife, he was named “Democrat of the 
Year” in 2009 by the Democratic Town Com- 
mittee, and the town of Weston proclaimed 


May 11, 2009, as 
Hammerslough Day.” 

John Hammerslough was a pioneer in the 
emerging field of computer-driven analysis of 
financial securities. His role as director of 
computer research at Shields & Co. was un- 
usual enough at the time that The New York 
Times profiled him and “his electronic com- 
puter” in June 1967. The computer, the article 
noted, “is no bigger than an office desk.” 

John Hammerslough was born in New York 
City in 1928, the son of Charles R. 
Hammerslough, a clothier and sometime the- 
atrical producer, and the former Sylvia 
Rittenberg. He attended the Bronx School of 
Science and the Taft School, and graduated 
from Brown University. 

After college, he entered the army and 
served in the Korean War, first as an infantry- 
man and later as a public information officer. 
The experience spurred him in later years to 
speak out against American involvement in 
Vietnam and, more recently, against the inva- 
sion of Iraq. 

Although Mr. Hammerslough was involved 
in the financial securities business for nearly 
half a century, he did not immediately go to 
work on Wall Street as a young man. Rather, 
his experience as a writer and audio producer 
for the army during the Korean War led him to 
join CBS as part of its fledgling television 
news operation. 

After a stint in the news business, he re- 
turned to school to do post-graduate work in 
mathematics at New York University, which 
led him to Wall Street, where his specialty was 
the use of computer analysis for valuing secu- 
rities. His group at Shields & Co. operated the 
first computer at a Wall Street firm dedicated 
solely to investment research. He continued to 
focus on computer-assisted financial research 
through the 1970s. 

Of his work, Mr. Hammerslough told the 
New York Times in 1967: “The computer is 
suggestive rather than dictatorial. It’s loaded 
with technique, but it has no judgment. The 
machine, therefore, represents an extension of 
our intelligence.” 

Since the early 1980s, Mr. Hammerslough 
worked as a financial expert in litigation sup- 
port, providing advice and testimony in more 
than 1,000 matters involving securities and al- 
leged violations of securities law. 

A devoted Westonite, he was a familiar fig- 
ure not only at Town Hall but also at the town 
center, where he could be seen most morn- 
ings drinking coffee with friends and talking 
politics and sports, at holiday parades and 
celebrations, where he sold ice cream and 
handed out buttons for the Democratic Party, 
and along the roads near his home, where he 
enjoyed walking his beloved dog. 

| join all of his friends and colleagues in ex- 
tending my deepest sympathies to John’s wife 
Nancy, his son, Charles, daughter, Jane, and 
four grandchildren Phin, Alex, Zach and Shira. 


“John and Nancy 


RECOGNIZING BRILLO 


HON. STEVE STIVERS 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Brillo, based in London, Ohio, for its 
centennial year as one of the world’s most 
trusted and prominent household cleaning 
brands. 

On January 31, 1913, the Brillo Manufac- 
turing Company was born when a cookware 
peddler and a jeweler partnered with an attor- 
ney in New York and patented their idea for 
cleaning blackened aluminum pots and pans. 
100 years later, Brillo is celebrating its 100th 
anniversary with the 55 employees who make 
it possible for the company to continue pro- 
viding household cleaning products made right 
here in the United States of America. 

Brillo turns 100 this month because of the 
hard work, commitment, and creativity that has 
gone into this company throughout the years 
by the employees and innovators who call 
Ohio’s 15th District their home. Again, | offer 
my sincere congratulations to Brillo on its 100 
years and | wish the company many years of 
success in the future. 


Ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF OSVALDO 
LOVERME, MARIE TORNIALI AND 
CONNIE VARIO 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay tribute to Osvaldo 
LoVerme, Marie Torniali, and Connie Vario, 
who are being honored for their distinguished 
service to the community by the Taminent 
Regular Democratic Club. The Taminent Club 
is celebrating its 81st Annual Dinner Dance 
this month in Astoria, Queens. 

In recognition of his lifetime commitment to 
civic engagement, Osvaldo “Ozzie” LoVerme 
is being honored with the “Ralph DeMarco 
Award.” Mr. LoVerme is the President of 
Teamsters Union Local 808. His career began 
in 1973 working for ConRail Railroad, and 
throughout his career, he has proved himself 
to be a trusted advocate for co-workers and 
union members. His dedication to the labor 
movement and his tireless efforts to protect 
workers and their families earned him the po- 
sition as leader of the Teamsters Local 808. 
Mr. LoVerme has a strong presence in the 
community, serving on many cultural and civic 
organizations in his hometown of Astoria. He 
is the Vice President of the Astoria Home- 
owners, Tenants & Business Civic Association 
and Vice President of the Associazione 
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Siciliani Uniti of New York. Mr. LoVerme came 
to Astoria from Sicily in 1968, and has always 
stayed connected to his Italian heritage as a 
member of many Italian cultural organizations. 
He is a devoted husband to his wife, Marie 
and loving father to his son, Vinny. 

Marie Torniali is receiving the “Community 
Service Award” for her dedication to her 
neighborhood and service to others in the 
community. Ms. Torniali attended high school 
in Astoria after arriving in the United States 
from France as a child. She is currently the 
Executive Director of the Central Astoria Local 
Development Coalition, where she has worked 
since 1979, and the Steinway Astoria Partner- 
ship. She also serves as a Board Member of 
Community Board 1. Previously, Ms. Torniali 
was the manager of the Steinway Street Busi- 
ness Improvement District. Her dedication to 
the security of the neighborhood of Astoria 
has earned her the 114th Civilian Observation 
Patrol (Civ-OP) Walter Michie Award, the 
Women of Distinction Award, and the New 
York Anti-Crime’s Eternal Vigilance Award. 
She is also deeply devoted to her husband, 
Pietro, their daughter, Tanya, and son-in-law, 
John. 

Connie Vario is being honored as a Lifetime 
Member of Taminent Democratic Club. She 
has been an active member of the Taminent 
Women’s Regular Democratic Club for over 30 
years. Ms. Vario devotes her time to volunteer 
work through Immaculate Conception parish, 
for which she works at the Church’s Homeless 
Shelter, and is a member of the Rosarian So- 
ciety. Since moving to Astoria with her hus- 
band Nicholas in 1954, Ms. Vario has been 
dedicated to serving her community and her 
neighbors. Mr. and Ms. Vario are loving par- 
ents to their three children, Patrick, Margaret, 
and Maria. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing the extraordinary contributions 
that Osvaldo LoVerme, Marie Torniali, and 
Connie Vario have made to the community of 
Astoria. Their lifetimes of service and dedica- 
tion to civic life have greatly benefited their 
neighborhood and the city of New York. 


———— 


IN RECOGNITION OF JEFFREY 
LEFLEUR 


HON. WILLIAM R. KEATING 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Jeffrey LeFleur as he retires from 
the Cape Cod Cranberry Growers’ Associa- 
tion. 

The Cape Cod Cranberry Growers’ Associa- 
tion, known as the CCCGA to its members, is 
one of the oldest farmer associations in the 
United States. Since 1888, this organization 
has been working diligently to enhance the 
economic viability of local Massachusetts 
cranberry farmers. Jeffrey has been this orga- 
nization’s Executive Director for the past twen- 
ty years, and he has led the association 
through many years of growth and prosperity. 
In particular, Jeffrey has spearheaded 
CCCGA’s popular “Be the Grower” program, 
which gives interested people the opportunity 
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to wade into Plympton’s cranberry bogs and to 
assist with the yearly harvest. This program 
attracts visitors from around the world, and it 
has been extremely beneficial to the local 
Massachusetts tourism industry. Its popularity 
was recently highlighted in The Boston Globe 
as a unique activity that all can enjoy. 

Mr. Speaker, as the cofounder of the Con- 
gressional Cranberry Caucus, it brings me 
great pride to recognize Jeffrey LeFleur upon 
his retirement from the Cape Cod Cranberry 
Growers’ Association. His many years of work 
and dedication to the association were crucial 
in leading it to become the successful organi- 
zation that it is today. | ask that my colleagues 
join me in thanking Jeffrey for all that he has 
given to his community. 


EEE 
HONORING THE EXEMPLARY CA- 
REER OF JUDGE JOHN M. 
STUARD 


HON. TIM RYAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the career of an exemplary public 
servant, Judge John M. Stuard. After nearly 
five decades of service, Judge Stuard has re- 
tired with distinction from the Trumbull County 
Court of Common Pleas in Warren, Ohio. 

Judge Stuard earned his undergraduate de- 
gree from Thiel College and went on to earn 
his Juris Doctorate from the University of Ken- 
tucky. After law school, he practiced law while 
serving as a solicitor in Newton Falls and the 
Village of Orangeville. He then became a 
prosecutor and practiced criminal defense in 
Warren Ohio. In 1983, he was appointed to 
the Central District Court in Cortland and later 
to the Common Pleas bench in 1991. 

Judge Stuard is affectionately known as a 
gentleman’s gentleman, he recognizes that his 
judgment needs to hold people accountable 
for their actions, yet must not lose touch with 
the utility of punishment. While not on the 
bench, Judge Stuard is a member of the Hart- 
ford Optimists, Trumbull Farm Bureau, Con- 
servation Club and he is an avid Civil War en- 
thusiast. 

| want to extend my warmest thanks to 
Judge John M. Stuard for his life’s devotion to 
serving the people of Trumbull County. His 
long and illustrious career will not be forgotten 
and | would like to wish him congratulations 
and all the best in his well-deserved retire- 
ment. The city of Warren and Trumbull County 
will forever be indebted to Judge John M. 
Stuard for his lifelong public service. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO EAGLE SCOUTS 
AVERY AND COLIN HUBBARD 


HON. TOM LATHAM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, January 15, 2013 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize and congratulate Avery and Colin 


Hubbard of Troop 1012 in Mason City, lowa 
for each achieving the rank of Eagle Scout. 


January 15, 2013 


The Eagle Scout rank is the highest ad- 
vancement rank in scouting. Only about five 
percent of Boy Scouts earn the Eagle Scout 
Award. The award is a performance-based 
achievement with high standards that have 
been well-maintained over the past century. 

To earn the Eagle Scout rank, a Boy Scout 
is obligated to pass specific tests that are or- 
ganized by requirements and merit badges, as 
well as completing an Eagle Project to benefit 
the community. Avery and Colin completed 
their projects at Lime Creek Nature Center by 
constructing numerous bird houses, placing 
fire pits, and clearing brush. The work ethic 
Avery and Colin have shown in their Eagle 
Projects, and every other project leading up to 
their Eagle Scout ranks, speaks volumes of 
their commitment to serving a cause greater 
than themselves and assisting their commu- 
nity. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by these 
young men and their supportive family dem- 
onstrates the rewards of hard work, dedication 
and perseverance. | invite my colleagues in 
the House to join me in congratulating the 
Hubbard brothers on obtaining their Eagle 
Scout ranking, and | wish them continued suc- 
cess in their future education and career. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. BRUCE L. BRALEY 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | regret 
missing a floor vote on Monday, January 14, 
2013. Had | registered my vote, | would have 
voted: (1) “yea” on rollcall 9, on approving the 
journal; and (2) “nay” on rollcall 10, on motion 
to adjourn. 


SE 


McGOVERN WAS A POLITICIAN 
WHO NEVER LOST HIS SOUL 


HON. JAMES P. McGOVERN 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, after Sen- 
ator George McGovern’s passing last October, 
Colman McCarthy wrote a wonderful tribute 
about this man of peace. 

| would like to submit his article. | urge all 
my colleagues to continue to work for the 
causes so dear to Senator McGovern’s heart. 

[From the National Catholic Reporter, Dec. 
21, 2012-Jan. 3, 2013] 
MCGOVERN WAS A POLITICIAN WHO NEVER 
LosT HIS SOUL 
(By Colman McCarthy) 

On the Wednesday afternoon in early No- 
vember 1972 after his defeat the day before 
by Richard Nixon for the presidency, George 
McGovern and his wife, Eleanor, arrived at 
Washington’s National Airport. The loss had 
been nearly total, with McGovern, a liberal 
populist Democrat from South Dakota, win- 
ning only Massachusetts and the District of 
Columbia. 

By chance, his running mate, Sargent 
Shriver, was arriving at the same time from 
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another plane. They came upon each other in 
the main concourse. Seeing a dejected 
McGovern, with his wife in tears about los- 
ing even their home state, Shriver offered a 
powerful consoling line: ‘‘George, we may 
have lost the election but we certainly didn’t 
lose our soul.” 

Within three years, Nixon, a scheming and 
deceitful politician who spared nothing in 
his depiction of McGovern as an unpatriotic 
ultraliberal, would resign in disgrace over 
the Watergate scandal. 

At his death in late October 2012, McGov- 
ern remained in full possession of the soul- 
force that marked a political career that 
began in the House of Representatives in 1956 
and ended in the Senate in 1980. I recall a 
conversation once when he laughed about 
Republicans’ portrait of him as a wild leftist, 
wondering how he managed to win House and 
Senate races in South Dakota, one of the 
country’s most conservative states. His lib- 
eralism knew a boundary or two. He had lit- 
tle regard for the showmen of the 1960s anti- 
war movement—from Abbie Hoffman to 
Jerry Rubin—and saw them as ineffectual 
clowns. 

McGovern’s passions ranged from opposi- 
tion to the Vietnam War to advocating for 
nutrition programs for the hungry in this 
country and abroad. He advocated for small 
farmers as they saw their lands swallowed by 
corporate agribusiness. He stood with the 
tribal nations, a stance so firm that the Og- 
lala Sioux of South Dakota called him ‘‘the 
Great White Eagle.” 

McGovern first visited South Vietnam in 
late 1965, a visit that confirmed his hunch 
that the war was doomed. The year before, 
he voted in favor of the Gulf of Tonkin Reso- 
lution, which gave a pass to President Lyn- 
don Johnson to escalate the war after an at- 
tack by North Vietnam on an American pa- 
trol boat—an attack that never happened. It 
was a vote McGovern would eventually be 
ashamed of missing the chance to join 
Wayne Morse and Ernest Gruening as the 
only two members of the Senate to say no. 

Perhaps to compensate for the lapse, 
McGovern became the strongest antiwar 
voice in the Senate. His military record of 
personal bravery—he flew more than 30 high- 
risk bombing missions in the Second World 
War—gave him credibility. In a Sept. 1, 1970, 
floor debate on his amendment, co-sponsored 
with Mark Hatfield, to end the war, McGov- 
ern said: 

Every senator in this chamber is partly re- 
sponsible for sending 50,000 young Americans 
to an early grave. This chamber reeks of 
blood. Every senator here is partly respon- 
sible for that human wreckage at Walter 
Reed and Bethesda Naval [hospitals] and all 
across our land—young men without legs, or 
arms, or genitals, or faces, or hopes. There 
are not very many of these blasted and bro- 
ken boys who think this war is a glorious ad- 
venture. Do not talk to them about bugging 
out, or national honor, or courage. It does 
not take any courage at all for a congress- 
man, or a senator, or a president to wrap 
himself in the flag and say we are staying 
in—Vietnam, because it is not our blood that 
is being shed. But we are responsible for 
those young men and their lives and their 
hopes. 

The grandson of Irish immigrants and the 
son of a Methodist pastor, McGovern suffered 
tragedy in his personal life. The story is told 
in Terry: My Daughter’s Life-and-Death 
Struggle With Alcoholism, Published in 1996, 
two years after Teresa McGovern, 45, froze to 
death in a snowbank in Madison, Wis., after 
a night of drinking, it is the most soulful of 
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his half-dozen books: a lovingly written work 
blended with self-therapy and spirituality. 

My last visit with McGovern came a few 
years ago when he spoke on a Sunday after- 
noon to a small gathering at a civic center in 
the Friendship Heights neighborhood of 
Chevy Chase, Md. I brought Shriver to the 
talk. It was a touching reunion of the two 
former running mates. Shriver, sinking slow- 
ly into Alzheimer’s disease, had no memory 
of McGovern, much less of their campaigning 
decades ago. But the two, both giants of 
service and goodness, embraced each other 
with deep affection, leaving me and other on- 
lookers to wonder what kind of country we 
might have become if the election of 1972 had 
gone the other way. A more humane coun- 
try? A country at peace with the world? A 
country loved globally for its generosity, not 
hated or feared for its belligerence? 

Little time was needed for wondering 
about the obvious answers to those ques- 
tions. 


EE 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. LOIS CAPPS 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, | was not able to 
be present for the following rollcall vote on 
January 14, 2013 and would like the record to 
reflect that | would have voted as follows: roll- 
call No. 8: “yes”; rollcall No. 9: “yes”; and roll- 
call No. 10: “no”. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING THE GROVE 
CITY HIGH SCHOOL MARCHING 
BAND 


HON. STEVE STIVERS 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the Grove City High School 
Marching Band on receiving the top honors in 
the Fiesta Bowl Band Championship. The 
band earned six awards total, including the 
grandmaster’s trophy for the field competition 
and grand champion for the parade contest. 


The marching band was among nine in the 
country participating in the national competi- 
tion at the University of Phoenix Stadium in 
Glendale, Arizona. Grove City has won more 
than 80 grand champion awards in regional 
and national competitions in the past 25 years. 


Again, | congratulate the Grove City High 
School Marching Band on all of its success. | 
am proud of all the hard work and dedication 
that has led to the band’s great accomplish- 
ments. 
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WARM GREETINGS AND RECOGNI- 
TION OF EDWARD I. KOCH, 3- 
TERM MAYOR OF NEW YORK 
CITY ON HIS 88TH BIRTHDAY 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, Ed Koch is a great American 
lawyer, politician, and political commentator. 
He served 8 years in the House of Represent- 
atives and 12 as mayor of New York City. 

Koch was born in The Bronx and raised in 
Newark. In World War Il, he served in the Eu- 
ropean theater of war, earned two Battle Stars 
as a Combat Infantryman and was honorably 
discharged with the rank of Sergeant in 1946. 
Returning to New York, he attended City Col- 
lege and NYU School of Law, receiving his 
law degree in 1948. He was a sole practitioner 
before serving as a partner with Koch, 
Lankenau, Schwartz & Kovner. 

Koch became active in city and Democratic 
party politics as a reformer and opponent of 
Tammany Hall and Tammany leader Carmine 
DeSapio, whom he twice defeated for Demo- 
cratic Party leader for the district which in- 
cluded Greenwich Village. He served on the 
New York City Council from 1967 to 1969 and 
the U.S. House of Representatives from 1969 
to 1977, before running for Mayor of the City 
of New York. 

During the 1960s, Koch opposed the Viet- 
nam war and marched in the South for civil 
rights. As a member of the House Appropria- 
tions Subcommittee on Foreign Operations, he 
advocated for a greater U.S. role in advancing 
human rights and became a target of at- 
tempted assassination by DINA, the Chilean 
secret police after proposing the cut-off of U.S. 
foreign aid to the right-wing government of 
Uruguay. He first rose to city-wide prominence 
as a result of his opposition to a controversial 
attempt by then Mayor John Lindsay to place 
a 3,000-person housing project in a middle- 
class community, a move which, at the time, 
shocked many of his political associates. 

In 1977, Koch defeated incumbent Abe 
Beame, renowned feminist Bella Abzug and 
now former governor Mario Cuomo, in the 
NYC Mayoral Democratic primary, and went 
on to win the mayoralty. In 1981 he won re- 
election with 75% of the vote, running on both 
the Democratic and Republican Party lines. In 
1982, Koch ran unsuccessfully for Governor of 
New York, losing the primary to then Lieuten- 
ant Governor Mario Cuomo. 

As mayor, Koch often deviated from the 
conventional liberal line, strongly supporting 
the death penalty and taking a hard line on 
“quality of life” issues, such as giving police 
broader powers in dealing with the homeless 
and favoring (and signing) legislation banning 
the playing of radios on subways and buses. 
These positions prompted harsh criticism from 
many proponents of civil rights. 

In 1984 Koch published his first memoir, 
Mayor, a best-seller that was turned into an 
Off-Broadway musical. In 1985, he won re- 
election on the Democratic and Independent 
tickets with 78% of the vote. In 1986, Mayor 
Koch surprised many by signing a lesbian and 
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gay rights ordinance after backing his Health 
Department's decision to shut down the city’s 
gay bathhouses in 1985 in response to the 
spread of AIDS. 

In 1987, when the New York Giants won 
Super Bowl XXI, he refused to grant a permit 
for the team to hold their victory parade in the 
“Canyon of Heroes,” quipping, “If they want a 
parade, let them parade in front of the oil 
drums in Moonachie,” a town near the 
Meadowlands Sports Complex in New Jersey, 
where the Giants play. 

In his third term, Koch suffered a stroke 
while in office, but continued with his duties. 
Koch became a controversial figure in the 
1988 presidential campaign for criticizing 
Jesse Jackson for alleged anti-Semitism and 
stating that Jews would be “crazy” to vote for 
Jackson. In 1989, he ran for a fourth term as 
Mayor, but lost the Democratic primary to 
David Dinkins, who went on to defeat Rudy 
Giuliani in the general election. 

In the years following his mayoralty, Koch 
became a partner in the law firm of Bryan 
Cave LLP and became a commentator on pol- 
itics, movies and restaurants for newspapers, 
radio and television. He also became an ad- 
junct professor at New York University (NYU) 
and a visiting professor at Brandeis University. 

In 2008, Koch announced that he had se- 
cured a burial plot in the only graveyard in 
Manhattan accepting new burials, stating, “l 
don’t want to leave Manhattan, even when I’m 
gone. This is my home. The thought of having 
to go to New Jersey was so distressing to 
me.” On March 23, 2011, the New York City 
Council voted to rename the Queensboro 
Bridge as the “Ed Koch Queensboro Bridge.” 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in celebrating the 88th birthday of Ed Koch, an 
independent thinker, an outstanding leader 
and the quintessential New Yorker. 
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COMMENDING DOUG CHRISTOPHER 
UPON HIS RETIREMENT FROM 
DISTRICT COUNCIL 16 OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL UNION OF 
PAINTERS AND ALLIED TRADES 


HON. GEORGE MILLER 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. Mr. 
Speaker, | rise today to commend the career 
of Doug Christopher who is retiring this month 
as Business Manager and Secretary-Treasurer 
of District Council 16 of the International Union 
of Painters and Allied Trades (IUPAT) after 28 
years of dedicated service to its members. 

Doug has lived and worked in the San Fran- 
cisco Bay Area and has made great contribu- 
tions to the strength of our middle class and 
the Bay Area economy. He has many achieve- 
ments to be proud of and deserves our com- 
mendation and public recognition for his serv- 
ice and his leadership in his union and in his 
community. 

Doug was elected as an Executive Board 
Member At-Large to the Glaziers Local 1621 
in 1984. With his election to President in 1985, 
he established the union’s Defense Fund. 
Doug Christopher served the members of 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Local 1621 from 1997 to 1999 in various ca- 
pacities and provided expert advice and lead- 
ership in advancing and defending the rights 
of working men and women. 

Highly regarded in the labor community for 
his expertise and longstanding record of ac- 
complishments, Doug was elected as Busi- 
ness Manager/Secretary-Treasurer for District 
Council 16 in 2007. 

It is appropriate at this time to commend 
Doug Christopher on his outstanding record of 
union and civic leadership and extend our sin- 
cere best wishes for a rewarding and grati- 
fying retirement. 

America is strongest when its middle class 
and working men and women are strong, and 
Doug has every right to be proud of the work 
he has done to make our country strong. 


Ee 


HONORING JACQUES ALEXANDER 
MARQUIS MATTHEWS 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a remarkable 22-year- 
old young man from Shaw, Mississippi. 
Jacques Alexander Marquis Matthews has an- 
swered the call of duty to his country and is 
currently serving as an active soldier in the 
Mississippi National Guard stationed in Af- 
ghanistan. 

Specialist Matthews comes from a lineage 
filled with military servicemen and women. His 
paternal grandfather, Mr. William Carter, is a 
Vietnam Veteran who served in the United 
States Air Force; his maternal uncle, Mr. 
James Attaway, served in the United States 
Marines; and his mother, Ramona Matthews, 
had just enlisted in the United States Army 
when she learned she was pregnant with her 
first child, Jacques. 

Specialist Matthews was raised in a single 
parent home by his mother, Ramona, along 
with his two younger brothers, Chauncey and 
Malik. Specialist Matthews understood the 
pain of his mother as she struggled to provide 
for them and the reproach of his grandparents, 
William and Alicestean Carter and Susie Mat- 
thews. As his mother’s oldest child, much was 
expected of him and he wanted to fulfill those 
expectations. But like many other young men, 
what appears to be quick and easy was 
tempting. And sometimes he was prey to 
those temptations. In fact he said and | quote, 
“my mother was more determined than me— 
for me to succeed. So, she snatched me from 
that wrong path and told me my life had three 
paths it could take and | had to choose one 
right then, college, military, or she was going 
to commit a homicide and that’s all | needed 
to know. Needless to say, | chose the mili- 
tary.” 

Mr. Speaker, Specialist Matthews has a lit- 
any of highlights during his military career in- 
cluding: 

In 2008: Specialist Matthews enlisted in the 
Mississippi National Guard. 

August 2008—October 2008: Specialist Mat- 
thews did his basic training at Fort Jackson, 
South Carolina. 
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October 2008: Specialist Matthews com- 
pleted his basic training. He was recognized 
during graduation for having scored a perfect 
300 on the physical fitness portion of the train- 
ing. 

July 10, 2010—July 31, 2010: Specialist Mat- 
thews was a member of the 2089th Vertical 
Company, 223rd Engineer Battalion. He re- 
ceived the Army Achievement Medal for his 
Superior and Unflagging Support of his unit. 


November 6, 2010: Specialist Matthews was 
honored with the Commanders Award for 
scoring 297 on the Annual Army Physical Fit- 
ness Test while he was a member of the 
223rd Engineer Battalion. 


November 7, 2010: Specialist Matthews 
while in the 168th Engineer Brigade received 
the Silver Castle Challenge Certificate of 
Achievement for having completed the Army 
Physical Fitness test with a score of 297. He 
was recognized for distinguishing himself by 
his excellent conditioning. He is truly to be 
commended for the accomplishment and de- 
serving of the recognition for his sacrifice and 
self-discipline. 

May 2011: Specialist Matthews was in the 
2089th Vertical Construction Company when 
he was honored with the Army Meritorious 
Achievement Medal for his selfless service, 
loyalty and honor, dedication and integrity as 
an example for all to follow for his significant 
contribution to the success of his unit and the 
Mississippi Army National Guard. 


October 2011—November 2011: Specialist 
Matthews received the Meritorious Service 
Award in recognition of his superior physical 
ability during the annual training while as- 
signed to Detachment 1 of the 2089th Vertical 
Construction Company. 


May 7, 2012: Specialist Matthews’ unit, the 
2089th Vertical Construction Company, 223rd 
Engineer Battalion was activated to Afghani- 
stan. 


| want Specialist Matthews’ story to serve as 
one of encouragement to those who think 
there is no hope for change and to those who 
prejudge someone because of their cir- 
cumstances. Specialist Matthews has ex- 
pressed great interest in building an exciting 
career in the military answering the call at 
home and abroad whenever and wherever he 
is needed. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Specialist Jacques Alexander 
Marquis Matthews, from the Second Congres- 
sional District of Mississippi, now serving as a 
member of the Mississippi National Guard cur- 
rently stationed in Afghanistan. As he so 
proudly represents the United States, | too am 
proud to represent him as a Member of Con- 
gress. | wish him a continued rewarding mili- 
tary career and a safe return home to the 
United States. 
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THE NEED FOR A SPECIAL ENVOY 
TO ADVOCATE FOR RELIGIOUS 
MINORITIES IN THE MIDDLE 
EAST AND SOUTH CENTRAL ASIA 


HON. FRANK R. WOLF 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, today | am joining 
with my colleague Rep. ANNA G. ESHOO in re- 
introducing legislation to create a special 
envoy position at the State Department to ad- 
vocate on behalf of vulnerable religious minori- 
ties in the Middle East and South Central 
Asia. 


In countries like Iraq and Egypt, ancient 
Christian communities are being driven from 
the lands they have inhabited for centuries. In 
Iran, Baha’is are imprisoned and some cases 
executed simply because of their faith. In 
Pakistan, Ahmadi graves are desecrated. In 
Afghanistan, a country where America has 
sacrificed greatly in both blood and treasure, 
the most basic right to freedom of religion or 
belief is not recognized in the constitution. 
This is but a snap shot of the grave chal- 
lenges facing these communities. 


If the international community fails to speak 
out, the prospects for religious pluralism and 
tolerance in the region are bleak. 


Last Congress the House, to its credit, over- 
whelmingly passed, by a vote of 402-20, bi- 
partisan legislation, H.R. 440, to create a spe- 
cial envoy position at the State Department 
charged with focusing on the plight of religious 
minorities in these regions. Sadly, in the face 
of State Department opposition, the Senate 
failed to act. 


There is a historic precedent for special en- 
voys—including the Sudan special envoy and 
the North Korea human rights special envoy— 
whose positions were created in response to 
an urgent need for focused attention on a crit- 
ical issue. The dire challenges facing Coptic 
Christians, Baha’is, Chaldo-Assyrians, 
Ahmadis, the small remaining Jewish popu- 
lation and countless other religions minorities 
throughout the Middle East and South Central 
Asia is surely such an issue. 


While there is no guarantee that a special 
envoy will be able to single-handedly solve the 
problem, it certainly cannot hurt to have a 
high-level person within the State Department 
bureaucracy who is exclusively focused on the 
protection and preservation of these ancient 
communities. Such an envoy would send an 
important message to both our own foreign 
policy establishment and to suffering commu- 
nities in the Middle East and elsewhere that 
religious freedom is a priority—that America 
will be a voice for the voiceless. 


President Reagan once said that the U.S. 
Constitution is “a covenant that we have made 
not only with ourselves, but with all of man- 
kind.” | believe the United States has an obli- 
gation to speak out for the voiceless around 
the world and urge my colleagues to join me 
cosponsoring this critical legislation. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF GERALD 
WALSH, PRESIDENT OF THE 
DUTCH KILLS CIVIC ASSOCIA- 
TION 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay tribute to Gerald 
“Jerry” Walsh, outgoing President of the 
Dutch Kills Civic Association. Mr. Walsh has 
been involved with the organization since 
1986, and has served with distinction as its 
President for ten years. 

Mr. Walsh has lived in Astoria and Long Is- 
land City for his entire life. A proud graduate 
of Long Island City High School, he has al- 
ways been passionate about serving and im- 
proving his community. In 1975, Jerry married 
his wife, Diane Hopkins, and is the proud fa- 
ther of two daughters, Dawn and Crystal, and 
has recently become a grandfather. Mr. Walsh 
has worked for the City of New York—Finan- 
cial Information Services for 35 years in the 
Department of Computer Operations. He is 
currently the shift manager of Computer Oper- 
ations Hardware. 

His passion for the betterment of his com- 
munity has been a lifetime commitment. He 
volunteered with the Dutch Kills Civic Associa- 
tion for the first time in 1986, and became a 
board member in 1989. He became its Vice 
President in 1993, and President in 2003. He 
has been the Deputy Chief of the Community 
Emergency Response Team (CERT) since 
January 2006, has served as the President of 
the Parents Association for Long Island City 
High School, and is a former member of the 
114th Civilian Observation Patrol (Civ-OP). 
On November 29, 2012, the Central Astoria 
Local Development Coalition presented Mr. 
Walsh with the “Community Leadership 
Award” in recognition of his outstanding serv- 
ice. 

The Dutch Kills Civic Association was cre- 
ated in 1979 to promote a greater awareness 
of the community among elected officials and 
government agencies. Dutch Kills is a neigh- 
borhood bounded by 34th Avenue on the 
north, on the south by Bridge Plaza North, on 
the east by Northern Boulevard, and on the 
west by 21st Street. The Association’s goal is 
to assist all segments of the community and to 
support cooperation between business and 
residents. 

Under Mr. Walsh’s leadership, the Dutch 
Kills Civic Association has flourished. Mr. 
Walsh strongly believes in the power of com- 
munity involvement and civic engagement. As 
the neighborhood has become increasingly 
residential, the number of retail establishments 
has grown and the area has become a mecca 
for tourists with many new hotels. The Dutch 
Kills Civic Association has made extraordinary 
contributions to improve the quality of life in 
the neighborhood. These efforts include sup- 
porting a massive rezoning project, making 
crime reports, improving sanitation, keeping a 
watchful eye on nightclubs, and successfully 
fighting the closure of Fire Engine Company 
#261. Additionally, Dutch Kills has sponsored 
children’s shows at the Dutch Kills Playground 
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and street fairs on 36th Avenue, and been in- 
volved with the organization of the New York 
City Marathon. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing the extraordinary contributions 
that Mr. Walsh has made to the communities 
of Astoria and Long Island City. Mr. Walsh has 
truly brought about positive changes in the 
community he loves. His lifetime of service 
and dedication to civic life has greatly bene- 
fited his neighbors and the city of New York. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING VILLAGE ADMINIS- 

TRATOR ED VANVICKLE AND 
MAYOR ERIC SANDINE OF 
LITHOPOLIS, OHIO 


HON. STEVE STIVERS 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Village Administrator Ed VanVickle 
and Mayor Eric Sandine of Lithopolis, Ohio, 
for their heroic efforts to fix a water main 
break that left half of the village without water. 

In most cities, a water main break would 
mean hiring someone else to fix it, but in 
Lithopolis, Mayor Sandine has made uncon- 
ventional, but necessary, cuts to save money. 
Now he and Mr. VanVickle roll up their 
sleeves and do the dirty work themselves, 
even though it is not part of their job descrip- 
tions. With no more than household plumbing 
experience, these men were able to fix the 
water main break in freezing temperatures. 

On top of fixing the water lines, these men, 
along with the village’s maintenance crew, fix 
sewer lines and pot holes. They even go as 
far as operating snow plows and the water 
treatment plant. 

These two men represent what it means to 
be a true leader. They do not do this extra 
work for money or recognition. Instead, they 
do what is best for their community because 
it is what they believe is the right thing to do. 

| would again like commend Ed VanVickle 
and Eric Sandine for their heroic efforts and 
their incredible leadership in the Village of 
Lithopolis. 


EE 


IN REMEMBRANCE OF DR. CARL 
EVERETT DRAKE, SR. 


HON. JOHN CAMPBELL 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to Dr. Carl Everett Drake, Sr. who 
died peacefully of natural causes at his home 
in Sacramento on December 27, 2012. He 
was 99. 

Carl Drake was born on August 21, 1913 in 
Neptune New Jersey, the second son of 
James and Lucy Bingham Drake. Carl was 
educated in the public schools where he was 
an outstanding student, and even better 
multisport athlete. His state high school long 
jump mark of 21710” stood for over 25 years. 
His talents brought him to the attention of 
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coaches from Morgan State College in Balti- 
more, MD the top ranked college football pro- 
gram available to African American players in 
the 1930s. His combination of size, speed and 
ferocity won him a starting spot on the cham- 
pionship football team. At 6'1” and 205 Ibs., 
huge at the time, he was a bruising, standout 
guard, playing both offense and defense. The 
team went undefeated for his entire career. He 
was team captain, had the honor of wearing 
jersey number one, and held the team ball in 
the national championship photos. 

At Morgan he was active in several student 
organizations, including the Alpha Phi Alpha 
fraternity, which he joined in 1933. He began 
dating an attractive and studious coed who 
worked as the Dean’s secretary, even joining 
the glee club to demonstrate to her his “soft- 
er” side. Carl and Beatrice Hayes were mar- 
ried in September 1937. They settled in Balti- 
more, she began work as a social worker, and 
he, having left school after football a few cred- 
its short of graduation, took a job in the post 
office. Professional football was not available, 
but his training made him valuable at handling 
mail sacks. Two children Carl Jr. (1939) and 
Beatrice (1940) followed, along with a chronic 
back injury that led to a job shift that relied 
more on his college schooling than his 
strength. Ruled out of active military service 
due to his back injury, he re-enrolled in school 
to complete his college degree, and in 1944, 
at the urging of Bea, applied to medical 
school. He could not attend the segregated 
University of Maryland, but under the “sepa- 
rate but equal” concept of Jim Crow laws, the 
state of Maryland instead paid his tuition to at- 
tend Meharry Medical College, in Nashville 
Tennessee, one of the two medical schools in 
the county to educate more than the occa- 
sional person of color. 

He moved to Nashville to begin study, work- 
ing an 11 p.m. to 7 a.m. graveyard shift as a 
hospital orderly to save enough money to 
send for his wife and family, which he was 
able to do by 1946. He finished Meharry in 
1949, and moved to New York City to begin 
internship at Harlem Hospital. He had wanted 
to return to Baltimore, but the city hospital 
there paid interns $15 per month with free 
room. Harlem paid $50 per month, enough to 
rent a one bedroom apartment for the family. 
After internship, and a new baby (Michael 
1950), The family moved across the George 
Washington Bridge to Englewood, New Jer- 
sey. Carl began his life as a working physician 
with a grueling schedule that consisted of 
steady employment in the ER at Harlem hos- 
pital, graveyard shift, 11 p.m. to 7 a.m., fol- 
lowed by a junior partnership in a local New 
York physician’s office from 9 to noon, then 
home to Jersey to sleep, dinner at 6, and then 
a few private patients seen in a room con- 
verted to a makeshift medical office in the 
house until 9, before returning to work for the 
11 p.m. shift in Harlem. When asked later 
about this level of commitment he replied that 
he was mainly “grateful for a chance to actu- 
ally work”. 

This schedule was of course unsustainable, 
and a fascination with the newly emerging 
field of psychiatry led him to, at 40, begin 
training in psychiatry at Graystone State Hos- 
pital. During residency he continued his home 
office practice after dinner to help support a 
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family that had grown to four children with the 
addition of Barry in 1952. In 1957, after com- 
pleting residency he looked nationally, and 
made the bold decision to move to Sac- 
ramento to join a newly burgeoning state men- 
tal health system. Prior to this no one in the 
family had ever been west of Tennessee. Ar- 
riving in Sacramento in July 1958, he worked 
for the state during the day, and as had al- 
ways been the case set up a small private 
practice in rented space in the evenings. Fi- 
nancial obligations included supporting a son 
in college and stiff mortgage payment on a 
modern house in an upscale, and for the first 
time integrated, neighborhood. 

In Sacramento Carl and Bea joined a small 
circle of middle class African Americans, who 
had also moved west to make a new life. A 
handful of doctors, lawyers, a defense con- 
tractor, and a funeral home owner formed a 
social group anchored by the “Couples Club”, 
which met on Saturdays once a month for a 
rotating house party. There were also civic ac- 
tivities like the Lions Club, competitive chess, 
and the NAACP, as well as the local chapter 
of Alpha Phi Alpha, Inc. The names of these 
pioneers: Colley, Jones, Morris, Morrissey, 
Nance, Rutland, Stewart, Trent, West, and a 
few others, are now a part of Sacramento his- 
tory. In 1967 a reduction in state supported 
mental health services affected clinics, includ- 
ing the Sacramento branch where Carl was 
Chief of Psychiatry. The new Medicare and 
Medicaid programs made private practice 
more viable for physicians caring for low in- 
come patients. He converted to full time pri- 
vate practice, and the late 1960s and 1970s 
became a time of relative prosperity. A pool 
was added to the backyard, and Carl learned, 
for the first time, to swim. He remained health 
conscious, and he and Bea were in the pool 
everyday from May to October until they were 
both in their 90s. 

With the children finally grown and on their 
own Carl and Bea travelled—Alaska, Mexico, 
Hawaii and Scandinavia were highlights—en- 
tertained friends, and watched their ever ex- 
panding cadre of grandchildren and great 
grandchildren grow. Bea retired in 1975, but 
Carl kept his active practice going, seeing pa- 
tients five days a week until he was 90. Bea 
suffered from mild macular degeneration and 
progressive Alzheimer’s disease, ultimately re- 
quiring full time supervision. Carl closed his 
practice—regretfully—to come home to care 
for her. He moved from many patients to just 
one. They continued to play backgammon as 
long as she could, exercised in the pool, and 
when that was no longer safe took walks 
around the courtyard, until Bea passed away 
in March 2008. They had been married for just 
over 70 years. 

In the months following Bea’s death Carl, 
now 94, began a series of home refurbishing 
projects including a new roof and painting in- 
side and out. His oldest grandson John, a pro- 
fessional house painter, came north to help, 
and ultimately moved in to help manage the 
house and yard. In August 2008 Carl renewed 
his medical license and his drivers license as 
he put it “just in case”. He became active in 
his fraternity once again. He did a few legal 
consultations in 2009, and then with John to 
type reports on the new computer, began see- 
ing patients again, on a regular basis, working 
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for the State of California as he had when he 
moved to Sacramento in 1958, this time doing 
disability evaluations. He pulled the office 
shingle bearing the name “Carl E. Drake, Sr. 
MD” from the garage (the same shingle used 
at the house in New Jersey 60 years ago) and 
mounted it near the back door. The kitchen 
table became his consultation office. He 
scheduled a light but steady stream of pa- 
tients, three or four a week. He saw his last 
patient on December 12, 2012, before taking 
a break for the holidays. New visits were on 
the books for January 2013. 


On December 26th all four of his children, 
along with five grandchildren and two daugh- 
ters-in-law visited without fanfare for a tradi- 
tional post-Christmas gathering. He was in 
great spirits, holding court, albeit with less en- 
ergy than usual. On the 27th after a light din- 
ner he walked into the living room to sit in his 
favorite easy chair and watch a few bowl 
games. He dosed off, never to wake again. 


Dr. Carl Drake left this life as he lived it, 
with great dignity and grace. He came through 
the depression, was an All-American athlete, 
educated himself, raised a family, and was an 
active working psychiatrist until the very last 
days of a life that spanned the 20th century 
and more. He was calm, open, and cheerful, 
always. His physical stature was imposing, but 
his gentle steadfastness and serenity were the 
traits that made him a joy to be with. He never 
raised his voice; he never needed to. He was 
universally admired, respected, and loved. He 
is survived by four children, 11 grandchildren, 
17 great grandchildren, 16 great-great grand- 
children, and thousands of patients. He lived 
to see his 100th Christmas; he leaves the 
world a better place. 


Ee 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, | was 
absent due to the passing of my mother and 
was not present for rollcall votes on Thursday, 
January 3, 2013 and Friday, January 4, 2013. 
Had | been present, | would have voted in this 
manner: rollcall Vote No. 2—Election of the 
Speaker—Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi; roll- 
call Vote No. 3—On motion to table the mo- 
tion to refer, H. Res. 5, “Adopting rules for the 
One Hundred Thirteenth Congress”—no; roll- 
call Vote No. 4—On ordering the previous 
question, H. Res. 5, “Adopting rules for the 
One Hundred Thirteenth Congress”—no; roll- 
call Vote No. 5—On motion to commit with in- 
structions, H. Res. 5, “Adopting rules for the 
One Hundred Thirteenth Congress.”—yes; 
rollcall Vote No. 6—On agreeing to the resolu- 
tion, H. Res. 5, “Adopting rules for the One 
Hundred Thirteenth Congress.”—no; and roll- 
call Vote No. 7—To suspend the rules and 
pass H.R. 41, “To temporarily increase the 
borrowing authority of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency for carrying out the Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Program.”—yes. 
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RECOGNIZING JEFFERSON 
THORNTON 


HON. WILLIAM L. OWENS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize one of my constituents, Jefferson 
Thornton of Ogdensburg, NY, for his heroic 
actions on the morning of November 12, 2012. 

A retired fire captain on leave from Afghani- 
stan for the holidays, he was sick and unable 
to sleep at 3 a.m. that morning. Going outside, 
he noticed the home of Brandy Middlemiss 
collecting smoke. Moving quickly into action, 
he successfully alerted Brandy and her two 
children, Patrick and Lynzee, guiding them 
safely away from the fire. 

In doing so, Jefferson demonstrated great 
bravery, instinct and skill when he saved the 
lives of Brandy, Patrick and Lynzee. For his 
efforts, Jefferson was awarded the New York 
State Senate Liberty medal, one of the highest 
civilian honors a New Yorker can receive. 

His actions are nothing short of heroic, dem- 
onstrating the best in our citizenry through 
selflessness and courage. | stand with every- 
one in the community thanking him for this 
selfless act and his continued commitment to 
public service and to serving this country. 
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INTRODUCTION OF LEGISLATION 
TO CREATE A PERMANENT IN- 
SPECTOR GENERAL FOR THE 
METROPOLITAN WASHINGTON 
AIRPORTS AUTHORITY 


HON. FRANK R. WOLF 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, today | am reintro- 
ducing legislation that would create a perma- 
nent inspector general for the Metropolitan 
Washington Airports Authority (MWAA). 

My bill would amend the Inspector General 
Act of 1978 by creating a special post with the 
sole duty of providing long term oversight of 
MWAA. Only the U.S. Secretary of Transpor- 
tation can appoint and remove the IG and no 
additional action from any jurisdiction on the 
state or local level is required for this position 
to be established. In addition, MWAA would 
be required to pay for the IG using its reve- 
nues, not taxpayer dollars. 

| am reintroducing this legislation because | 
believe that due to the continued growth of the 
Dulles corridor, the Dulles rail project is the 
most important transportation project in the 
Commonwealth. It must be completed on time 
and at, or under, budget. 

| appreciate Secretary Ray LaHood appoint- 
ing an accountability officer to monitor the 
MWAA, but it is clear this entity, which is re- 
sponsible for overseeing the entire construc- 
tion of the Dulles rail project, requires a per- 
manent IG to provide long term oversight of its 
actions. 
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A TRIBUTE TO DR. CHARLES 
CHRESTMAN 


HON. MIKE McINTYRE 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. McINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to Dr. Charles Chrestman, of Lum- 
berton, North Carolina, for his commitment 
and service to his community. Dr. Chrestman 
retired from his position as President of Robe- 
son Community College on December 31, 
2012, but his legacy of dedicated leadership in 
education will stay strong for generations to 
come. Dr. Chrestman has not only been a 
steward to higher education in Robeson Coun- 
ty, but a trusted advisor and dear friend. 

Dr. Chrestman’s colleagues acknowledge 
the remarkable progress the college has made 
during his decade of service as President. 
During his tenure, Dr. Chrestman worked to 
reaffirm Robeson Community College’s status 
as a nationally accredited institution. He also 
helped oversee the creation of three new 
buildings on campus: a Continuing Education 
building, a Health Science building, and a 
Workforce Development Center. Two others 
were completely renovated. The College also 
landed one of the state’s NCCCS Bio- 
technology Network regional centers that now 
serves a statewide role in advancing bio-agri- 
culture. 

Dr. Chrestman’s dream was to see all grad- 
uates become productive laborers within the 
community and the great state of North Caro- 
lina. During his tenure, Robeson Community 
College began offering the ACT’s WorkKeys 
Assessment, which leads to a Career Readi- 
ness Certificate. Today, Robeson County 
ranks in the top three among the state’s 100 
counties with more than 5,000 individuals 
holding the certificate. These and many other 
accomplishments are a testament to Dr. 
Chrestman’s leadership. 

| am personally grateful to Dr. Chrestman 
for his service as Chairman of my Education 
Advisory Committee, a small group of edu- 
cation leaders from the seventh congressional 
district of North Carolina who regularly meet to 
discuss education issues affecting our commu- 
nities. His leadership in this capacity has been 
invaluable to me, and | will remain thankful. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring Dr. 
Charles Chrestman’s forty years in higher edu- 
cation as he retires as President of Robeson 
Community College. His long record of public 
service will continue to benefit the students 
and citizens of Robeson County and beyond. 
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OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, On January 3, 
2009, the day | took office, the national debt 
was $10,627,961 ,295,930.67. 

Today, it is $16,432,643,996,680.64. We’ve 
added $5,804,682,700,749.97 to our debt in 4 
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years. This is a $5.8 trillion in debt our nation, 
our economy, and our children could have 
avoided with a Balanced Budget Amendment. 
We must stop this unconscionable accumula- 
tion of debt. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF THE NEW 
COLUMBIA ADMISSION ACT 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
introduce the New Columbia Admission Act. 
The residents of our nation’s capital are and 
always have been citizens of the United 
States. Yet they are the only taxpaying Ameri- 
cans who are not treated as full and equal citi- 
zens. The only way for them to obtain the citi- 
zenship rights they are entitled to is through 
the same statehood used by other Americans. 
Therefore, | am introducing the New Columbia 
Admission Act to create a state from essen- 
tially the eight home-town wards of the District 
of Columbia. This 51st state, however, would 
have no jurisdiction over the federal territory, 
or enclave that now consists of the Wash- 
ington that Members of Congress and visitors 
associate with the capital of our country. The 
U.S. Capitol premises, the principal federal 
monuments, federal buildings and grounds, 
the National Mall and other federal property 
here would remain under federal jurisdiction. 
Our bill provides that the State of New Colum- 
bia would be equal to the other fifty states in 
all respects. Consequently, residents of New 
Columbia would have all the rights of citizen- 
ship they are entitled to as taxpaying Amer- 
ican citizens, including two senators and, ini- 
tially, one House member. 

Just as the New Columbia Admission Act 
was the first bill | introduced after | was first 
sworn in as a Member of Congress in the 
102nd Congress in 1991, this is my first bill in 
the 113th Congress. Our first try for statehood 
received significant support in the House. In 
1993, we got the first and only vote on state- 
hood for the District, with nearly 60% of 
Democrats and one Republican voting for the 
New Columbia Admission Act. The Senate 
held a hearing on its companion bill, intro- 
duced by Senator Ted Kennedy, but the com- 
mittee of jurisdiction did not proceed further. 
Although this start was encouraging, soon 
thereafter, the District, which is the only U.S. 
city that pays for state functions, found it nec- 
essary to ask the federal government to take 
over the costs of some state functions, posing 
fiscal barriers to entry into the Union on an 
equal basis, and in addition, the Democrats 
lost control of the House. The District of Co- 
lumbia recognizes that it can enter the Union 
only on an equal basis and is prepared to do 
so. | then introduced the second best option 
available, a bill for Senate and House rep- 
resentation for D.C., and later, when Repub- 
licans controlled the House, a bill for a House 
vote. Because these bills had strong support 
from Democrats, | will introduce them again as 
well, but with the understanding that residents 
will never stop short of their full citizenship 
rights and, therefore, of statehood. 
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The final analysis is that we have no alter- 
native. To be content with less than statehood 
is to concede the equality of citizenship that is 
the birthright of our residents as citizens of the 
United States. It is too late for the residents of 
the District of Columbia to make such a con- 
cession as we approach the 212th year in our 
fight for equal treatment in our country. This 
bill is the first | file in the 113th Congress, and 
it reaffirms our determination to obtain each 
and every right enjoyed by citizens of the 
United States by becoming the 51st State of 
the Union. 


ES 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, due to a 
family emergency, | was unable to be in 
Washington, D.C. for the votes that occurred 
on January 3, 2013 and January 4, 2013 and 
was not sworn in as a Member of Congress 
until January 14, 2013. As a result, | missed 
the votes listed below. | regret missing these 
votes but it was necessary to be in Portland 
for my family. Had | been in Washington, D.C., 
| would have voted as follows: 


H. Resolution 5: A resolution providing for 
the House Rules of the 113th Congress 


| would have voted no on H. Res, 5. The 
House Rules package maintains the House of 
Representative’s discriminatory stance on the 
Defense of Marriage Act, which | have op- 
posed, restricts the District of Columbia’s elec- 
toral representation, prohibits the House of 
Representatives from acting on health care 
recommendations from a nonpartisan scientific 
panel, and supports the partisan and unneces- 
sary attacks on Attorney General Eric Holder. 


H.R. 41: To temporarily increase the bor- 
rowing authority of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency for carrying out the 
National Flood Insurance Program 


| would have voted yes on H.R. 41. To limit 
the danger of future storms, it is important to 
ensure the careful reconstruction of areas 
damaged by Hurricane Sandy. That effort will 
take many years, however, and should not un- 
necessarily limit access to resources provided 
by the National Flood Insurance Program. | 
support the increased lending authority to that 
program to ensure adequate support to victims 
of Hurricane Sandy. 


H.R. 219: Sandy Recovery Improvement Act 
of 2013 


| would have voted to approve this legisla- 
tion, which combines several changes the 
House had previously supported to improve 
recovery projects for Hurricane Sandy. 
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INTRODUCTION OF LEGISLATION 
AMENDING THE COMPOSITION OF 
THE METROPOLITAN WASH- 
INGTON AIRPORTS AUTHORITY 


HON. FRANK R. WOLF 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, today | am reintro- 
ducing legislation to reduce the size of the 
board of the Metropolitan Washington Airports 
Authority, MWAA, and provide Virginia a clear 
majority of the seats, given that both Ronald 
Reagan Washington National Airport, Reagan, 
and Washington Dulles International Airport, 
Dulles, are located in Virginia. 

The health of the airports and the Dulles 
Metrorail Extension project have an enormous 
impact on northern Virginia. | have often said 
that the Dulles corridor is the “main street” of 
Virginia. The number of businesses that have 
chosen to locate in this region is a testament 
to the strength of the airports and the services 
it provides as a hub for national and inter- 
national travel. The success of the Dulles cor- 
ridor, northern Virginia and the entire Com- 
monwealth depend on MWAA being able to 
capably run the airports and the rail project. 

| firmly believe that it is in the best interest 
of Virginia residents for the Commonwealth to 
have a majority of seats on the MWAA board 
to ensure that the airports continue to thrive, 
Dulles Rail is completed successfully and the 
Dulles Corridor will continue to be the eco- 
nomic engine of not only the National Capital 
Region, but the entire Commonwealth of Vir- 
ginia. | stand ready to work with all interested 
parties to make sure that both the airports and 
the Dulles Rail project are successful. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF AMERICAN 
JEWISH COMMITTEE NEW YORK 
2012 WOMEN OF VALOR MARLENE 
ALTMAN, JOAN DEAN, JO RENEE 
FINE, JUDITH O’NEILL AND AN- 
DREA PASTOR 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay tribute to five ex- 
traordinary women being honored at the 
American Jewish Committee, AJC, New York’s 
2012 Woman of Valor event. This year, AJC 
New York is awarding Marlene Altman, Joan 
Dean, Jo Renee Fine, Judith O’Neill, and An- 
drea Pastor with this outstanding distinction. 
All of the honorees have made important con- 
tributions in their personal and professional 
lives to the vital mission of AJC to advocate 
for the security of Jewish people around the 
world. 

Marlene Altman studied mathematics at the 
University of Colorado, and spent her early ca- 
reer working for the U.S. Bureau of the Cen- 
sus. After moving to New York in 1983, Ms. 
Altman became CBS News Director of Elec- 
tion Operations. Political and cultural activism 
has always been central in her life. In 1993, 
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Ms. Altman moved to St. Louis with her hus- 
band Murray, where she earned a Masters de- 
gree in Political Science and became involved 
in the AJC, the Jewish Community Center, 
JCC, and other arts and cultural organizations. 
She has continued been active in AJC and 
UJA since returning to New York City in 2002. 


| am proud to see that Joan Dean is being 
honored as a Woman of Valor. Ms. Dean is a 
strong community leader who served as my 
Finance Director from 2006-2008. She has 
been active in politics and fundraising for most 
of her career, much of which she spent in 
California. She is a board member of AJC 
New York and co-chair of the National Out- 
reach and Advocacy Committee. Ms. Dean 
has shown extraordinary leadership in Jewish 
organizations for many years. She founded an 
Upstate New York Hadassah chapter, was 
Vice President of the Upper New York State 
Region of Hadassah, and served as President 
of the AJC Board in San Diego, CA. Ms. Dean 
is the proud mother of Lisa and Amy Cohen 
and loving grandmother to five grandchildren. 


Jo Renee Fine is a renowned educator and 
photographer who has 35 years of experience 
in private and public sectors advising organi- 
zations on web and print communication. Dr. 
Fine has published two photo-documentary 
books: The Synagogues of New York’s Lower 
East Side and a more recent edition with the 
same title. Dr. Fine is on the AJC New York 
Regional Board of Directors for which she 
chairs the Interreligious and Intergroup Rela- 
tions Committee. She is also a member of the 
AJC National Board of Governors, Co-chair of 
Project People Foundation, and Vice President 
of the Jewish Community Relations Council of 
New York. Dr. Fine and her husband, Dr. Ed- 
ward Trieber, are proud parents to their 
daughter, Jessica. 


Judith O’Neill is an attorney with 37 years of 
experience in the telecommunications and en- 
ergy sector. She has done consulting work in 
more than 85 countries and throughout the de- 
veloping world. In her role as Surgeons of 
Hope Board member, she is working with the 
Nicaraguan government to develop a Pediatric 
Cardiac Surgical Center for children in Mana- 
gua. Ms. O'Neill is an active member of both 
AJC-New York Region and the national AJC 
Board, where she chairs the Energy Steering 
Committee. 


Andrea Pastor spent her career in the infor- 
mation technology sector working as Chief of 
Management Information Services for the Bu- 
reau of Drugs and as a securities law attorney 
in New York City. After retiring, she became 
involved in AJC chapters across the country. 
Ms. Pastor served as President of AJC-Mil- 
waukee and AJC-Palm Beach chapters. She 
was also President and Chair of the Mil- 
waukee Jewish Federation Women’s Division 
Political Awareness program and held leader- 
ship positions in philanthropic organizations, 
such as the American Heart Association. Ms. 
Pastor is on the AJUC-New York Board and Ex- 
ecutive Committee, and co-chairs the Region’s 
Immigration Committee. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in saluting these truly inspiring Women of 
Valor who are all outstanding leaders in the 
Jewish community and New York City at large. 


January 15, 2013 


IN HONOR OF JAMES GILBERT, 
PRESIDENT, FRATERNAL ORDER 
OF POLICE CAPITOL CITY LODGE 
NO. 9 


HON. PATRICK J. TIBERI 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, my colleague 
Congressman STEVE STIVERS and | are 
pleased to congratulate James Gilbert upon 
the completion of his service as president of 
the Fraternal Order of Police. 

For the past six years, the citizens of the 
Greater Columbus area and the law enforce- 
ment officers of the Columbus Police Depart- 
ment have received unparalleled service and 
leadership from Jim Gilbert. His dedication has 
been illustrated through his many hospital vis- 
its to every officer injured in the line of duty 
and his commitment to personally coaching of- 
ficers through the emotional process associ- 
ated with using their weapons in the line of 
duty. 

Jim Gilbert’s talents are so well respected 
that even the most contentious issues be- 
tween his membership and the city of Colum- 
bus have been resolved with no disruption to 
department operations. His tenure saw no lay- 
offs of personnel in spite of hard economic cir- 
cumstances. He has often been called upon to 
aid other officers and/or their families in tragic 
circumstances and received great praise for 
his attention to the needs of injured or fallen 
comrades. 

The Fraternal Order of Police will miss Jim 
Gilbert’s presence and influence, but will con- 
tinue to rely on his continued service as a pa- 
trolman in his new assignment. His legacy will 
remain with the officers he has mentored, and 
Franklin County residents can rest assured 
knowing their streets will be under his watch 
as he returns to his duties as an officer. 

We offer our best wishes to Jim Gilbert and 
his family during this transition in his career. 
May he enjoy many years of success and 
happiness as he continues his service pro- 
tecting our communities in the Columbus area. 


ee 


HONORING JDANNY COOPER 


HON. SPENCER BACHUS 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure 
to have this opportunity to recognize the dis- 
tinguished career and civic accomplishments 
of JDanny Cooper on the occasion of his re- 
tirement as the Executive Vice President of 
the Alabama Association of REALTORS. 

If there are three words that one would as- 
sociate with JDanny, they would be service, 
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integrity, and friendship. These qualities have 
helped him to be successful in all of his fields 
of endeavor and, in turn, have made the indi- 
viduals and organizations that he has worked 
for successful in their own right. 

JDanny was named AAR’s Executive Vice 
President in 1989 and developed a reputation 
for providing steady and wise leadership and 
promoting responsible home ownership. 
JDanny’s advocacy of high standards and eth- 
ical practices has benefited countless home- 
owners throughout the State of Alabama, cre- 
ating stronger neighborhoods and commu- 
nities. 

In 2002 and again in 2005, JDanny served 
as the first Association Executive appointed as 
a Committee Liaison by the President of the 
National Association of REALTORS. He has 
made presentations to 17 state associations to 
share successes achieved by the AAR. His 
contributions were honored nationally in 2004 
when he was inducted into the Dr. Almon R. 
(Bud) Smith Association Executive Leadership 
Society. 

As a citizen, JDanny has always believed in 
one’s civic duty to actively participate in our 
governing process. He has served as a mem- 
ber of the Governor's cabinet, as the State Di- 
rector for a United States Senator, as the ex- 
ecutive director of a state political party, and 
as a state manager for a presidential cam- 
paign. 

Education has been another of JDanny’s 
enduring passions. JDanny holds a bachelor’s 
degree in Political Science and History as well 
as a Masters of Education degree in Adminis- 
tration from the University of Montevallo. A 
former schoolteacher and director of a univer- 
sitys Veterans Affairs office, JDanny was 
named the University of Montevallo’s Alumnus 
of the Year in 2003 and currently serves on 
the Board of Trustees. 

JDanny gives his time to many professional 
boards and organizations, including the Board 
of Trustees of the Alabama Center for Real 
Estate, the Business Association’s Tax Coali- 
tion, the Business Council of Alabama, and 
the Alabama Civil Justice Reform Commis- 
sion. He is a member of the American Society 
of Association Executives. A volunteer fund- 
raiser for the American Village, he is the Gov- 
ernors Representative on the American Vil- 
lage Cornerstone of Liberty Commission. 

JDanny would be the first to credit his suc- 
cess to the support of his loving family. He 
and his wife Dianne have two sons, Jay and 
Robin, and two wonderful granddaughters, 
Caroline and Ella Kate, through Jay and his 
wife Susan. In March, Robin will marry the 
love of his life, Morgan Hightower. 

There are not many people you can think of 
that are known by their first name alone, but 
JDanny Cooper is one of them. He has 
achieved that distinction by being a listener, a 
leader, and a source of inspiration for the 
many privileged to know him. It is fitting and 
proper to have JDanny’s contributions to the 
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State of Alabama and our country recorded in 
the annals of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. JAMES P. McGOVERN 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, | missed roll- 
call vote No. 7 on January 4, 2013. | was at- 
tending the opening of an orphanage in Haiti 
established in honor of my constituent, Britney 
Gengel, who died in the 2010 earthquake, and 
| was unable to attend votes on that day. Had 
| been present, | would have voted “aye” on 
H.R. 41. 


EE 


EXCERPTS FROM THE 
CONSTITUTION 


HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 15, 2013 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | submit 
the following excerpts from the Constitution. 
ARTICLE I 


“Section 8. The Congress shall have Power 
To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts 
and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for 
the common Defense and general Welfare of 
the United States...” 


AMENDMENT I 


“‘Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the 
free exercise thereof; or abridging the free- 
dom of speech, or of the press; or the right of 
the people peaceably to assemble, and to pe- 
tition the Government for a redress of griev- 
ances.” 


AMENDMENT XIII 


“Section 1. Neither slavery nor involun- 
tary servitude, except as a punishment for 
crime whereof the party shall have been duly 
convicted, shall exist within the United 
States, or any place subject to their jurisdic- 
tion. 

“Section 2. Congress shall have power to 
enforce this article by appropriate legisla- 
tion.” 

THE 14TH AMENDMENT XIV SECTION 1 


“All persons born or naturalized in the 
United States, and subject to the jurisdic- 
tion thereof, are citizens of the United 
States and of the State wherein they reside. 
No State shall make or enforce any law 
which shall abridge the privileges or immu- 
nities of citizens of the United States; nor 
shall any State deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of 
law; nor deny to any person within its juris- 
diction the equal protection of the laws.” 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, January 18, 2013 


The House met at 3 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. GOHMERT). 


EE 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 18, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable LOUIE GOH- 
MERT to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 
PRAYER 


Reverend Andrew Walton, Capitol 
Hill Presbyterian Church, Washington, 
D.C., offered the following prayer: 

God of light and life, we give thanks 
for the gift of the day, a day which 
stands on the threshold of possibility 
and potential for the presence and 
power of love—love ensconced in every 
human at creation, love which we are 
called to share with one another as 
well as with creation itself. 

As we begin an historic weekend of 
service, celebration and inauguration, 
fill us with Your creative imagination 
to find our way to reconciliation where 
there is separation, to mercy where 
there is judgment, and to peace where 
there is violence. 

Hold each of us, our leaders, our Na- 
tion and our earth, in Your eternal 
care. 

Amen. 


Ee 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 

a 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 


I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 
ADJOURNMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the House stands adjourned 


until 10 a.m. on Monday, January 21, 
2013. 

There was no objection. 

Thereupon (at 3 o’clock and 3 min- 
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, Janu- 
ary 21, 2013, at 10 a.m. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

53. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En- 
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Energy Conservation Program for Consumer 
Products: Test Procedures for Residential 
Furnances and Boilers (Standby Mode and 
Off Mode) [Docket No.: EERE-2011-BT-TP- 
0007] (RIN: 1904-AC44) received January 4, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

54. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Sections 173.202(b), 
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations 
(Westley, California) [DA 12-1976] received 
January 10, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

55. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Sections 173.202(b), 
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations 
(Maysville, Georgia) [MB Docket No.: 12-270] 
[RM-11676] received January 10, 2018, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

56. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Sections 173.202(b), 
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations 
(Tignall, Georgia) [MB Docket No.: 12-287] 
[RM-11672] received January 10, 2018, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

57. A letter from the Acting General Coun- 
sel, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final rule — 
Revisions to Electric Reliability Organiza- 
tion Definition of Bulk Electric System and 
Rules of Procedure [Docket Nos.: RM12-6-000 
and RM12-7-000; Order No. 773] received Janu- 
ary 6, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

58. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re- 
quired by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec- 
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act with respect to Cote 
d'Ivoire that was declared in Executive Order 
18396 of February 7, 2006, pursuant to 50 
U.S.C. 1641(c); to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

59. A communication from the President of 
the United States, transmitting notification 
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that the national emergency regarding ter- 
rorists who threaten to disrupt the Middle 
East peace process is to continue in effect 
beyond January 23, 2018, pursuant to 50 
U.S.C. 1622(d); (H. Doc. No. 118-6); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to 
be printed. 

60. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Texts of Conventions and Rec- 
ommendations adopted by the International 
Labor Conference at Geneva, Switzerland; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

61. A letter from the Inspector General, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting the Administration’s semiannual report 
from the Office of the Inspector General dur- 
ing the 6-month period ending September 30, 
2012; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

62. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for General Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting a report 
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform 
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

63. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
regarding a ‘‘debt issuance suspension pe- 
riod”; jointly to the Committees on Over- 
sight and Government Reform and Ways and 
Means. 


—— 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. ROGERS of Michigan (for him- 
self, Mr. BURGESS, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. 
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. PALLONE, 
and Mr. WAXMAN): 

H.R. 307. A bill to reauthorize certain pro- 
grams under the Public Health Service Act 
and the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act with respect to public health security 
and all-hazards preparedness and response, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HULTGREN (for himself and 
Mr. RIBBLE): 

H.R. 308. A bill to require the salaries of 
Members of Congress to be held in escrow if 
all regular appropriation bills for a fiscal 
year have not been enacted by the beginning 
of the fiscal year, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on House Administration, 
and in addition to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. HULTGREN (for himself, Mr. 
GARRETT, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, and Mr. WESTMORELAND): 

H.R. 309. A bill to require the periodic re- 
view and automatic termination of Federal 
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regulations; to the Committee on Oversight 

and Government Reform, and in addition to 

the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period 

to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 

er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 

visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. COOPER (for himself, Mr. BAR- 

BER, Mr. BARROW, Mr. BISHOP of New 

York, Mrs. BLACK, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. BUCHANAN, 

Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. CHABOT, 

Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. CON- 

Away, Mr. COSTA, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. 

DENT, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. DUNCAN 

of South Carolina, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

Mr. FLORES, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. HIMES, 

Mr. KIND, Mr. LANCE, Mr. LANGEVIN, 

Mr. LATHAM, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. 

LOEBSACK, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. 

MICHAUD, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. NEUGE- 

BAUER, Mr. PETRI, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. 

RIGELL, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. 

ROONEY, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. 

SCHWEIKERT, Mr. THOMPSON of Penn- 

sylvania, Mr. WoMACK, Mr. BERA, Mr. 

DAINES, Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. RODNEY 

DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. 

HULTGREN, and Mr. JOHNSON of Geor- 


gia): 

H.R. 310. A bill to provide that Members of 
Congress may not receive pay after October 
1 of any fiscal year in which Congress has 
not approved a concurrent resolution on the 
budget and passed the regular appropriations 
bills; to the Committee on House Adminis- 
tration. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD (for himself, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. Lucas, Mr. 
STOCKMAN, Mr. TERRY, Mr. AUSTIN 
Scott of Georgia, Mr. FRANKS of Ari- 
zona, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. HULTGREN, 
Mr. LATTA, Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, 
Mr. DENHAM, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
WoMACK, Mr. COLE, Mr. GRIFFIN of 
Arkansas, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. CASSIDY, 
Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. 
CARTER, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 
BucsHoN, Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. PETER- 
son, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. THOMPSON 
of Pennsylvania, and Mr. POE of 
Texas): 

H.R. 311. A bill to direct the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
change the Spill Prevention, Control, and 
Countermeasure rule with respect to certain 
farms; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California (for her- 
self, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. HIMES, Mr. HONDA, Ms. 
LEE of California, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Ms. MENG, Ms. MOORE, Mr. MORAN, 
Ms. NORTON, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of 
California, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN): 

H.R. 312. A bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to prohibit the exclusion of in- 
dividuals from service on a Federal jury on 
account of sexual orientation or gender iden- 
tity; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 

H.R. 313. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to institute spending limits and 
transparency requirements for Federal con- 
ference and travel expenditures, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 

H.R. 314. A bill to provide for Inspector 
General oversight for Federal entities not 
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otherwise subject to such oversight, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 

H.R. 315. A bill to provide for the place- 
ment of certain synthetic drugs on Schedule 
I under the Controlled Substances Act; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Ms. ESTY: 

H.R. 316. A bill to reinstate and transfer 
certain hydroelectric licenses and extend the 
deadline for commencement of construction 
of certain hydroelectric projects; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GARDNER (for himself, Mrs. 
LUMMIS, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, 
Mr. COLE, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. BENISHEK, 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. STEWART, 
Mr. GosaR, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. TIPTON, 
and Mr. BISHOP of Utah): 

H.R. 317. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to provide for transparency of 
payments made from the Judgment Fund; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALL (for himself, Mr. Con- 
NOLLY, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. HANNA, 
Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, 
Mr. PEARCE, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. 
KEATING, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. SAM 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. COBLE, Mr. 
STIVERS, Mr. COLE, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. 
HULTGREN, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. GUTHRIE, 
Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. BUTTERFIELD): 

H.R. 318. A bill to authorize a Wall of Re- 
membrance as part of the Korean War Vet- 
erans Memorial and to allow certain private 
contributions to fund that Wall of Remem- 
brance; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 319. A bill to amend the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 to provide for an expe- 
dited process for increasing the statutory 
limit on the public debt; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and in addition to the 
Committees on Rules, and the Budget, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Mr. RANGEL, Ms. KAPTUR, and Ms. 
CHU): 

H.R. 320. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to di- 
rect the Secretary of Education to make 
grants to States for assistance in hiring ad- 
ditional school-based mental health and stu- 
dent service providers; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself, Mr. MARKEY, 

Mr. LEVIN, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Mr. RANGEL, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. LEE of 
California, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. CAPU- 
ANO, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. 
McCOLLUM, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
MORAN, Ms. MOORE, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. 
CHU, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. HOLT, Mr. HIMES, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. DOYLE, 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine, and Ms. LOFGREN): 

H.R. 321. A bill to amend the Continuing 
Appropriations Resolution, 2013 (Public Law 


241 


112-175) to permit research on firearms safety 
and gun violence; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida (for himself, 


Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, Mrs. BLACK, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. BONNER, Mr. Bou- 


STANY, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
CASSIDY, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. COFFMAN, 
Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. 
DESJARLAIS, Mr. DUNCAN of South 
Carolina, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. 
GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. HANNA, 
Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Washington, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. 
HUNTER, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, 
Mr. JONES, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. 
KLINE, Mr. LATTA, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, 
Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. 
MCINTYRE, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. GARY G. 
MILLER of California, Mr. NUGENT, 
Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. PETERSON, 
Mr. PITTS, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. ROE of 
Tennessee, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, 
Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. Ross, 
Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. 
SHUSTER, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. 
SOUTHERLAND, Mr. SMITH of Ne- 
braska, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. STUTZMAN, 
Mr. TERRY, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis- 
sissippi, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. TIPTON, 
Mr. WALDEN, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
WITTMAN, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. YOUNG of 
Alaska, and Mr. SESSIONS): 

H.R. 322. A bill to amend the Toxic Sub- 
stances Control Act to clarify the jurisdic- 
tion of the Environmental Protection Agen- 
cy with respect to certain sporting good arti- 
cles, and to exempt those articles from a def- 
inition under that Act; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 323. A bill to extend Federal recogni- 
tion to the Muscogee Nation of Florida; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida (for himself, 
Mr. MEEKS, Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. BISHOP 
of Georgia, Mr. COOPER, Mr. 
BENTIVOLIO, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. 
BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
CAMP, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
COFFMAN, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
LARSEN of Washington, Mr. HUIZENGA 
of Michigan, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. GRIF- 
FIN of Arkansas, Mr. CONAWAY, and 
Mr. CALVERT): 

H.R. 324. A bill to grant the Congressional 
Gold Medal, collectively, to the First Special 
Service Force, in recognition of its superior 
service during World War II; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on House Administra- 
tion, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 

H.J. Res. 18. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
vide for a balanced budget for the United 
States Government and for greater account- 
ability in the enactment of tax legislation; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 

H.J. Res. 19. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States giving Congress power to pro- 
hibit the physical desecration of the flag of 
the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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By Mr. GOSAR (for himself, Mr. 
AMODEI, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. BRADY of 
Texas, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. 
BucsHon, Mr. CARTER, Mr. COLLINS of 
New York, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. DUN- 
CAN of South Carolina, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. FLO- 
RES, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. GOHMERT, 
Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. HARRIS, 
Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. HUIZENGA of 
Michigan, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. KELLY, Mr. LONG, Mrs. 
Lummis, Mr. McCuInTock, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. 
NUNNELEE, Mr. OLSON, Mr. PALAZZO, 
Mr. PEARCE, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. PRICE 
of Georgia, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. 


ROTHFUS, Mr. SALMON, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 


SOUTHERLAND, Mr. STOCKMAN, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
and Mr. YOHO): 

H. Res. 35. A resolution expressing no con- 
fidence in the Attorney General of the 
United States and calling for his immediate 
resignation; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 


By Mr. WOLF (for himself, Mr. 
BARLETTA, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. WEBER of 


Texas, Mr. POSEY, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. 
MEEHAN, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. DUN- 
CAN of South Carolina, Mr. OLSON, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. BROOKS of Ala- 
bama, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. BRADY of 
Texas, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. JORDAN, 
and Mr. FLORES): 

H. Res. 36. A resolution establishing a se- 
lect committee to investigate and report on 
the attack on the United States consulate in 
Benghazi, Libya; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WALBERG (for himself, Mr. 
DINGELL, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. 
BENTIVOLIO, Mr. CAMP, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. KIL- 
DEE, Mr. LEVIN, Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan, Mr. PETERS of Michigan, 
Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, and Mr. 
UPTON): 

H. Res. 37. A resolution recognizing the 
200th anniversary of the Battles at the River 
Raisin and the significance of these battles 
during the War of 1812; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Ms. McCoLuum, Mr. FARR, Mr. CLAY, 
Mr. HONDA, Ms. NORTON, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN- 
SON of Texas, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
RICHMOND, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Il- 
linois, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. CARSON of Indi- 
ana, Mr. MORAN, Mr. RUSH, Mr. RAN- 
GEL, Mr. NADLER, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Mr. COSTA, Mr. SERRANO, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. MEEKS, 
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. MOORE, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. 
ISRAEL, Mr. WATT, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. POLIS, Mr. 
DINGELL, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. AL GREEN 
of Texas, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 
COHEN, Ms. CLARKE, Ms. EDWARDS, 
Ms. WATERS, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. CAs- 
TOR of Florida, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. 
TONKO, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. GUTIER- 
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REZ, Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. 
PITTS, Mr. CHABOT, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. TERRY, Mr. LARSEN 
of Washington, Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. HIGGINS, 
Mr. DELANEY, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. 
Scott of Virginia, Ms. Bass, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Mr. JEFFRIES, Ms. SEWELL of 
Alabama, Mr. HORSFORD, Mr. LONG, 
and Ms. SLAUGHTER): 

H. Res. 38. A resolution recognizing Na- 
tional Emancipation Day, marking the 150th 
anniversary of the end of slavery in areas of 
rebellion, and the significance of the Eman- 
cipation Proclamation in the struggle for the 
equal rights and freedoms afforded to all 
United States citizens; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Michigan: 

H.R. 307. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. HULTGREN: 

H.R. 308. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 6 of Article 1 of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. HULTGREN: 

H.R. 309. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1—‘‘Congress 
shall... provide for the. . . general welfare 
of the United States;”’ 

By Mr. COOPER: 

H.R. 310. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 6 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

H.R. 311. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the enumerated powers 
listed in Article I, Section 8, which include 
the power to “regulate commerce. . . among 
the several States...” 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California: 

H.R. 312. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Amendment XIV, Section 1 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 

H.R. 313. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, and all other powers vested by this 
Constitution in the government of the 
United States, or in any department or offi- 
cer thereof, as enumerated in Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 18 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 


January 18, 2013 


By Mrs. EMERSON: 

H.R. 314. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, and all other powers vested by this 
Constitution in the government of the 
United States, or in any department or offi- 
cer thereof, as enumerated in Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 18 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 

H.R. 315. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8—The powers of Con- 
gress 

By Ms. ESTY: 

H.R. 316. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. GARDNER: 

H.R. 317. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 9, Clause 7 

No Money shall be drawn from the Treas- 
ury but in Consequence of Appropriations 
made by Law; and a regular Statement and 
Account of the Receipts and Expenditures of 
all public Money shall be published from 
time to time. 

By Mr. HALL: 

H.R. 318. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to dispose 
of and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States, as enumer- 
ated in Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 319. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 and Clause 2 of Section 8 of Arti- 
cle I of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 320. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse- 
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 321. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section VIII, Clause I of U.S. 
Constitution 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 322. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Amendment II to The Constitution of the 
United States 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 323. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1. Section 8. Clause 3. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 324. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 


January 18, 2013 


Article 1. Section 8. 
By Mrs. EMERSON: 


H.J. Res. 18. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 


The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to propose 
Amendments to the United States Constitu- 
tion when two thirds of both Houses deem it 
necessary, pursuant to Article V of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 

H.J. Res. 19. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 


Article V 
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ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 

H.R. 32: Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CAR- 
TER, Mr. BONNER, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, 
Mr. GOSAR, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 
GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. 
RAHALL, and Mr. BUCHANAN. 

H.R. 61: Mr. HARRIS, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. 
LONG, Mrs. NOEM, and Mr. Ross. 

H.R. 149: Mr. RoE of Tennessee, Mr. AUSTIN 
Scott of Georgia, Mr. SALMON, Mr. HARRIS, 
and Mr. BENTIVOLIO. 

H.R. 198: Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 200: Ms. HAHN. 

H.R. 220: Mr. RIBBLE and Mrs. CAPITO. 

H.R. 225: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Mr. WAXMAN, and Mr. PALLONE. 
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H.R. 236: Mr. MORAN, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Ms. NORTON, Ms. MENG, and Ms. 
DELAURO. 

H.R. 246: Mr. PERLMUTTER. 

H.R. 267: Mr. GARDNER. 

H.R. 273: Mr. AMASH, Mr. PAULSEN, Mrs. 
WALORSKI, and Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 283: Mr. SCHOCK. 

H.R. 297: Mr. CHABOT, Mr. BONNER, Mr. ROE 
of Tennessee, Mr. LANCE, Mr. HARPER, Mr. 
RUNYAN, Mrs. RoBy, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. MATHESON, 
Mr. WAXMAN, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. ENGEL, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. DINGELL, and Mr. SAR- 
BANES. 

H.J. Res. 11: Mr. LATHAM. 

H. Res. 11: Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. RANGEL, and 
Ms. LEE of California. 

H. Res. 12: Mr. RANGEL and Ms. LEE of Cali- 
fornia. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


TRIBUTE TO LETCHER COUNTY 
CENTRAL HIGH SCHOOL MARCH- 
ING BAND 


HON. HAROLD ROGERS 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to pay tribute to the director and 
members of the Letcher County Central High 
School marching band, who have received the 
honor of performing in Washington, DC, for 
the 57th Presidential Inaugural Parade on Jan- 
uary 21, 2013. This talented group of students 
should be proud of this remarkable achieve- 
ment and | am honored to recognize their suc- 
cess. 


Competing with more than 2,800 applicants 
to perform during the parade following Presi- 
dent Barack Obama’s inauguration, Letcher 
County Central marching band was one of 
merely 24 groups chosen for this prestigious 
honor. After weeks of hard work, fundraising, 
and practicing in the cold, the band members 
will serve as the only representative from Ken- 
tucky to march in the Presidential Inauguration 
Parade this year. The band will also be joined 
by the school’s ROTC Cadet Honor Guard 
performing a “Patriotic Parade Sequence,” a 
medley of American songs, after President 
Barack Obama and Vice President JOE BIDEN 
are sworn into office. The marching band was 
also invited to perform at the Kentucky Society 
of Washington DC’s Inaugural Ball on January 
19, 2013. 


Contrary to their current success, the 
Letcher County Central High School music 
program has not always had a strong pres- 
ence on campus. In fact, in 2006, the instru- 
mental music program at Letcher County Cen- 
tral High School did not exist. However, with 
the help of Dr. Jason Griffith, Director of the 
LCCHS marching band, and several VH1 
Save the Music Grants, the program has 
grown from 50 kids to approximately 400 kids 
in just six years. Today, the band has received 
numerous awards such as a Kennedy Center 
Honorable Mention, and has participated in 
prominent parades such as the Gubernatorial 
Parades in Kentucky in 2007 and 2011 anda 
special parade at Disney World in 2012. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in honoring Band Director Jason Griffith and 
the Letcher County Central High School 
Marching Band. This band has made Ken- 
tucky proud, and | wish them all the best as 
they take part in this once in a lifetime oppor- 
tunity and become forever apart of our na- 
tion’s history. 


HONORING THE LIFE AND DEDI- 
CATED SERVICE OF COLONEL 
JAMES L. HILL, SR. 


HON. JEFF MILLER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the life of Northwest Flor- 
ida’s beloved Colonel James L. Hill, Sr. Colo- 
nel Hill was a native Northwest Floridian who 
served his nation with honor and distinction, 
while also working tirelessly as an educator 
and leader in his community. 

Colonel Hill was born in the small town of 
Lakewood in Walton County, Florida on Feb- 
ruary 1, 1925. Colonel Hill attended public 
schools in Walton County, before graduating 
from Tivoli High School in DeFuniak Springs, 
Florida. After his high school career, Colonel 
Hill began his studies at Florida A&M Univer- 
sit 


y. 
Colonel Hill put his studies on hold, how- 
ever, to answer the call of duty during World 
War Il. Colonel Hill entered the United States 
Army as a Private, serving bravely in the Eu- 
ropean Theater. After the war ended, Colonel 
Hill returned to his studies at Florida A&M Uni- 
versity; however, he decided to remain in the 
Army Reserve to continue serving his nation. 

After graduating from Florida A&M, Colonel 
Hill married his college sweetheart, Jounice, 
and together they accepted positions at 
Carver Junior High School in Florala, Ala- 
bama. Colonel Hill was working as the Prin- 
cipal of Carver Junior High, when he was re- 
called to active duty during the Korean War. 
Colonel Hill was ready to answer his nation’s 
call, and he again served with honor and dis- 
tinction with the 45th Combat Infantry. 

Colonel Hill finished his tour in Korea and 
returned to Northwest Florida to continue his 
career in education. He took a position as the 
Principal of Drew Elementary School in Baker, 
Florida. His successful tenure at Drew was the 
beginning of an exemplary career that saw 
Colonel Hill serve as a principal at four dif- 
ferent schools in Okaloosa County, Florida in- 
cluding 26 years at Florosa Elementary 
School. 

While serving in the Army Reserve and as 
a school principal, Colonel Hill also continued 
his education receiving both a master’s and 
doctorate degree in education. Colonel Hill 
also excelled in his reserve service, and in 
1975, after completing Command and General 
Staff College, he was promoted to the rank of 
Colonel. Colonel Hill continued to serve in the 
Army Reserve until his retirement in 1981. In 
1994, Colonel Hill retired from the Okaloosa 
County School District after having worked as 
a teacher and principal for nearly 40 years, 
and his excellent service to the State of Flor- 
ida was recognized with a gubernatorial proc- 
lamation from Governor Lawton Chiles. 


Outside of his outstanding leadership as an 
educator and a member of our Armed Forces, 
Colonel Hill was also a true leader in the 
Northwest Florida community. Colonel Hill 
served as President of the Community Action 
Program in Fort Walton Beach, as well as 
Vice President of the Fort Walton Beach Civic 
League. He was also a longtime member of 
the Okaloosa County NAACP, and in 2009 he 
was recognized as the Okaloosa County 
Branch NAACP Centennial Celebration Leg- 
acy Honoree. Colonel Hils outstanding 
achievements and legacy were also recorded 
for posterity in his autobiography Sawmill, A 
Family Affair, which won the Palm Beach 
County African Diaspora Award. 

To some, Colonel James Hill will be remem- 
bered as a patriot, who answered the call of 
duty on numerous occasions with honor, dis- 
tinction and bravery. To others, he will be re- 
membered as a committed educator and a 
leader in civic society. To his family, Colonel 
Hill will always be remembered as a loving 
husband, devoted father, and proud grand- 
father. His contributions to our nation and his 
community will not be forgotten. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, it gives me great pride to honor the 
life and service of Colonel James L. Hill, Sr. 
My wife Vicki joins me in extending our most 
sincere condolences to Colonel Hill’s wife, 
Jounice, his children, grandchildren and the 
entire Hill family. 
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IN MEMORY OF CARMEN 
WARSCHAW 


HON. NANCY PELOSI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, today, the peo- 
ple of California mourn the passing of a polit- 
ical legend of unsurpassed wit, a political lead- 
er of unyielding will, and a force for 
progress—for women, for Democrats, for our 
state and our country, Carmen Warschaw. 

Carmen believed in the power and promise 
of our democracy. She believed that politics 
was about people, that the political process 
should be a force for good, that elections 
should produce leaders of bold vision and 
strong values, courage and character. She be- 
lieved all Americans bore a responsibility to 
participate, to vote, to make our voices heard. 
She believed we all had the ability and the ob- 
ligation to make a difference—whether in a 
campaign, in our schools, or in our commu- 
nities. And she never hesitated to act on her 
beliefs. 

It was on the foundation of these principles 
that Carmen made her mark. It was on the 
basis of these values that Carmen built her 
legacy. 

She left footprints on the lives and careers 
of countless political figures—as a fixture at 
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every Democratic National Convention from 
1948 to 2008; as the Democratic Party’s 
Chairwoman in Southern California; as a 
power broker in state government. She was 
never afraid to go toe-to-toe with the most 
powerful people in our state, whether a gov- 
ernor or a state party chair. She would, in the 
words of her alma mater, always “fight on.” 

She was a pioneer. The daughter of immi- 
grants, she became the first woman to lead 
the state’s Fair Employment Practices Com- 
mission, standing firm for civil rights, equality, 
and justice for all. 

She was a philanthropist to her core, invest- 
ing in the causes of Los Angeles’ Jewish com- 
munity; supporting the state and people of 
Israel; endowing chairs and backing research 
at USC—the school where she met the love of 
her life, Louis. 

She loved music and the arts, and was sur- 
rounded by them in her beautiful home. She 
loved sports, and could regularly be found on 
a hot summer day in her seat behind the 
home dugout at Dodger Stadium. 

She was intensely loyal, fiercely inde- 
pendent, extraordinarily wise, and unabash- 
edly proud of her heritage, her values, and her 
political activism. Indeed, it was only fitting 
that Carmen would pass away on November 
6, 2012—Election Day. In characteristic fash- 
ion, she had already voted, leaving one last, 
indelible mark on history. 

To borrow a phrase from Jewish tradition, 
Carmen Warschaw was a “woman of valor.” 
May she forever be an example of grace, pas- 
sion, and commitment to all of us. May her 
memory be a blessing to all who knew her. 
May it be a comfort to her daughters, Hope 
and Susan, her grandchildren and great- 
grandchildren, her friends and loved ones to 
know that so many share in their grief at this 
time. 
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HONORING THE HONOREES OF THE 
KENNEBEC VALLEY CHAMBER 
OF COMMERCE AWARDS 


HON. MICHAEL H. MICHAUD 


OF MAINE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the Honorees of the 2013 Kennebec 
Valley Chamber of Commerce Annual Ban- 
quet Dinner. The Kennebec Valley Chamber 
of Commerce serves the people and business 
community of the Augusta area, working hard 
to strengthen economic opportunity throughout 
the region and the state. 

Each year, the Kennebec Valley Chamber 
of Commerce recognizes local businesses, 
business leaders, and individuals who promote 
and advance a vital and healthy business en- 
vironment. These individuals and businesses 
are committed to strengthening opportunity 
and prosperity in Maine. 

This year’s award recipients include J.S. 
McCarthy Printers, recipient of Business of the 
Year; Peter E. Prescott, recipient of the Life- 
time Achievement Award; Scott Bolduc, recipi- 
ent of Business Person of the Year; Andy and 
Sheree Wess, recipients of the President’s 
Award; Deborah Shepherd of the Family Vio- 
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lence Project, recipient of the Community 
Service Award; Mike Seitzinger, Esq., recipient 
of the Community Service Award; Randy and 
Teresa Hutchins of O’Connor Auto Group, re- 
cipient of the Presidents Award; and Laura 
Benedict of The Red Barn, recipient of the 
President’s Award. 

These recipients are among the best that 
Maine has to offer. Through their leadership 
and incredible commitment to their commu- 
nities and the region, Maine is a better place 
to live and do business. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me again in con- 
gratulating the Kennebec Valley Chamber of 
Commerce and these individuals on their out- 
standing service and achievement. 


ee 


INTRODUCTION OF THE FIREARM 
SAFETY AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
RESEARCH ACT 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise to introduce the Firearm 
Safety and Public Health Research Act and | 
commend my colleagues, Mr. MARKEY and the 
other 31 members who have joined me in 
sponsoring this bill. 

Gun violence is a public health issue and 
public health agencies should have the ability 
to develop and pursue violence prevention 
and mental health research. 

Unfortunately, since 1996 a rider to the 
Centers for Disease Control (CDC) appropria- 
tions bill has prohibited the agency from con- 
ducting high-quality, peer-reviewed research 
into gun violence prevention. Congress ex- 
panded the ban in 2011 to apply to the entire 
Department of Health and Human Services 
(HHS), including the National Institutes of 
Health (NIH). 

For over 16 years, gun deaths have contin- 
ued to plague this country while we have re- 
stricted any meaningful, government spon- 
sored scientific research on gun violence. We 
are unable to answer fundamental questions 
on the underlying causes of gun deaths be- 
cause special interests and Members of Con- 
gress have restricted federal agencies from re- 
searching it. 

Now is the time to repeal this ban. 

The bill | am introducing will do just that. 

The Firearm Safety and Public Health Re- 
search Act will lift the current prohibitions on 
CDC and NIH research into firearm safety. 
Federally-supported public health research 
would resume at these key agencies to help 
understand the causes of gun violence and 
make sure that we are best prepared to ad- 
dress this enormous public health crisis. 

Even former Representative Jay Dickey, the 
Congressman who was instrumental in pass- 
ing the 1996 ban agrees and is now calling for 
its repeal. 

Congress should not be able to establish 
politically motivated restrictions on specific 
areas of research. We have witnessed far too 
many tragedies as the result of firearms and 
we need all the data and information we can 
get to inform policy. 
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Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to sup- 
port this important legislation. 


EE 


CELEBRATING 30 YEARS OF 
LEADERSHIP MODESTO 


HON. JEFF DENHAM 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
acknowledge and honor Leadership Modesto 
as they celebrate 30 years of leadership edu- 
cation in the Central Valley. 

Leadership Modesto was established in 
1981 by founding Members Dave Kilby, Jeff 
Cowan, John Sutton, Connie Bird, Ed Boyle, 
Stan Hodges, Mike Zagaris and Virginia 
Bruch. The program was formed through the 
Modesto Chamber of Commerce to identify 
new potential Modesto leaders and to provide 
a ten-month program that will develop knowl- 
edge and understanding of the community—its 
complexities and its potential. The program 
also provides an opportunity for participants to 
meet and exchange ideas with each other and 
current community leaders, and to motivate 
and encourage participants to assume leader- 
ship roles in community affairs. 

Leadership Modesto has turned out grad- 
uates such as Former Mayor James Ridenour, 
current Mayor Garrad Marsh, current Vice 
Mayor Stephanie Burnside, Modesto City 
Council Members Joe Muratore and Dave 
Cogdill Jr., and Sheriff Adam Christianson to 
name a few. Some of the community efforts 
and accomplishments—established Bette Belle 
Smith Day, upgraded playground equipment at 
JFK Elementary School, clothing drive for Pro- 
fessional Dress, and raised money for Camp 
Taylor. 

The program also provides an opportunity 
for its members to connect, discuss and ex- 
change ideas with each other and current 
community leaders, and to motivate and build 
strong minded leaders to assume leadership 
roles in our community. 

Leadership Modesto is building our future 
and celebrating our past. Leadership Modesto 
is men and women with a sincere commit- 
ment, motivation and interest in serving the 
community. During the ten month program, 
members expand their understanding of Mo- 
desto and Stanislaus County through expo- 
sure to community issues many may not oth- 
erwise have the opportunity to explore at the 
same time enhancing leadership and manage- 
ment skills, and develop close relationships 
and mutual concerns with other class mem- 
bers. 

Even during a down economy, the Leader- 
ship Modesto program continues to inspire 
public and private sector interest and partici- 
pation. One of the key successes to the lon- 
gevity of the Modesto program is the program 
leadership infrastructure—led by a committed 
group of Steering Committee members. Each 
Steering Committee member has a direct con- 
nection with one of the day topic planning 
teams. This direct connection enables the pro- 
gram to move quickly, to mobilize and respond 
to challenges and changes. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring 
Leadership Modesto for 30 years of delivered 
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premier leadership training for Modesto. More 
than 500 graduates pepper business and in- 
dustry, elected offices, as well as non-profit 
volunteer boards and organizations. It’s our 
community’s succession plan. 
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RECOGNIZING THE 200TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE BATTLES AT THE 
RIVER RAISIN AND THE SIGNIFI- 
CANCE OF THESE BATTLES DUR- 
ING THE WAR OF 1812 


HON. TIM WALBERG 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the 200th anniversary of the 
Battles at the River Raisin and pay tribute to 
the members of the United States Armed 
Forces who died during this conflict. For six 
days in January of 1813, U.S. soldiers fought 
against British forces for control of Michigan 
and the lower Great Lakes in a town formerly 
called Frenchtown, now known as Monroe. 

The battle was the largest ever fought on 
Michigan soil. Out of more than 900 members 
of the United States Armed forces who fought 
in it, only 33 escaped death or capture. So 
many lives were lost that “Remember the Rai- 
sin” became the galvanizing battle cry for the 
remainder of the War. 

The battlefield is a Michigan State Historic 
Site and has been placed on the National 
Register of historic places. In October 2010, 
the River Raisin Battlefield became part of the 
National Park System and remains the only 
National Battlefield Park representing the War 
of 1812. 

Today | am introducing a resolution to com- 
memorate the bicentennial of the Battles of 
River Raisin and to thank those who work so 
hard to preserve the significance of the battles 
for future generations. The collaborative efforts 
of the Monroe County Historical Society and 
Commission, the City of Monroe, the staff of 
the National Park Service and the Battlefield 
Visitor Center will assuredly result in a memo- 
rable remembrance of the anniversary this 
coming weekend. 

| ask my colleagues to join me in com- 
memorating the 200th anniversary of the Bat- 
tles of River Raisin and recognize those who 
gave their lives fighting for our country. 
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TRIBUTE TO YOLANDA CARILLO 


HON. KEN CALVERT 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and pay tribute to an individual whose 
dedication and contributions to the community 
are exceptional. Corona and Norco have been 
fortunate to have dynamic and dedicated com- 
munity leaders who willingly and unselfishly 
give their time and talent and make their com- 
munities a better place to live and work. Yo- 
landa Carillo is one of these individuals. On 
January 19, 2013, Yolanda will be honored as 
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the “Citizen of the Year” at the Greater Co- 
rona Valley Chamber of Commerce Installation 
and Awards Gala. 


Yolanda holds a dual Masters of Science 
degree in Organizational Leadership and 
Community Psychology, and a Bachelor of 
Science degree in Human Services. She pre- 
viously taught at a four year college institution 
and is a proud holder of a Child Development 
Program Administrator Certificate. Currently, 
Yolanda serves as the Chief Executive Officer 
(CEO) of the Corona-Norco Family YMCA, a 
post she has held since 1997. She is a highly 
motivated community builder and hardworking 
professional with proven administrative and or- 
ganizational abilities. Yolanda is an effective 
leader with a natural ability to organize the ef- 
forts and goodwill of others. She is an enthusi- 
astic team builder who enjoys the challenge of 
researching and analyzing to find viable solu- 
tions to improve the lives of our children, fami- 
lies and communities. 


Yolanda’s vision has grown from one YMCA 
site with 12 employees to today’s YMCA of 
nine program sites with more than 85 employ- 
ees. At the same time, she has assisted chil- 
dren who live in poverty by securing grants 
worth millions of dollars from foundations, cor- 
porations, city, county, state and federal gov- 
ernments to establish programs for disadvan- 
taged preschool, elementary, middle and high 
school students. Yolanda has also partnered 
with school districts, city, county and state De- 
partments of Education as well as colleges, 
businesses and corporate sponsors to help 
underprivileged youth. The Corona-Norco 
Family YMCA under Yolanda’s leadership has 
continued the successful partnership with the 
Calvert Foundation in sponsoring the Annual 
Ira D. “Cal Calvert Distinguished Service 
Awards Dinner honoring exceptional commu- 
nity volunteers. 


In addition to the YMCA, Yolanda is a mem- 
ber of many other community organizations 
and serves on multiple boards whose pro- 
grams help children in our area. She is the 
City of Corona Planning Commissioner and 
Woman’s Improvement Club Treasurer, and 
serves on the Hispanic Chamber of Com- 
merce Board of Directors, Riverside Commu- 
nity College District Child Development De- 
partment Advisory Board, Riverside-Corona 
Navy League Council Board, United Neighbors 
Involving Today’s Youth (UNITY) Board and 
Corona Police Community Partnership Asso- 
ciation Board. She is a member of the Corona 
Rotary Club and is the immediate past State 
Board Chair of the California Child Develop- 
ment Administrators Association. 


In light of all Yolanda has done for Corona 
and Norco, the Greater Corona Valley Cham- 
ber of Commerce named Yolanda their Citizen 
of the Year. Yolanda’s tireless passion for 
community service has contributed immensely 
to the betterment of the Inland Empire and es- 
pecially our community's children. She has 
been the heart and soul of many community 
organizations and events and | am proud to 
call her a fellow community member, Amer- 
ican and friend. | know that many community 
members are grateful for her service and sa- 
lute her as she receives this prestigious 
award. 


January 18, 2013 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. GRACE F. NAPOLITANO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, on Tues- 
day, January 15, 2013, | was absent during 
rollcall vote No. 23 due to a death in my fam- 
ily. Had | been present, | would have voted 
“yea” on Final Passage of H.R. 152—Disaster 
Relief Appropriations Act, 2013. 
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HONORING THE HONOREES OF THE 
BANGOR REGION CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE AWARDS 


HON. MICHAEL H. MICHAUD 


OF MAINE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the Honorees of the 2013 Bangor 
Region Chamber of Commerce Annual 
Awards Dinner. Founded in 1911, the Bangor 
Region Chamber of Commerce serves Bangor 
and 21 surrounding communities. The positive 
economic effects of the Bangor Chambers 
committed advocacy can always be felt 
throughout the state. 


Each year, the Bangor Region Chamber of 
Commerce recognizes local businesses, busi- 
ness leaders, and individuals who promote 
and advance a vital and healthy business en- 
vironment. These individuals and businesses 
are committed to strengthening opportunity 
and prosperity in Maine. 


This years award recipients include Peter 
Vigue of Cianbro Pipe Fabrication and Coating 
Facility, recipient of the Norbert X. Dowd 
Award; Senator Richard Rosen, recipient of 
the Catherine Lebowitz Award for Public Serv- 
ice; Andy Hamilton of Eaton Peabody, recipi- 
ent of the Arthur A. Comstock Professional 
Service Award; Geaghan’s Pub and Craft 
Brewery, recipient of the Bion and Dorain Fos- 
ter Entrepreneurship Award; WBRC Architects 
and Engineers, recipient of the Business of 
the Year Award; Hammond Street Senior Cen- 
ter, recipient of the Community Service Award; 
Children’s Miracle Network Hospitals of East- 
ern Maine Health Care Systems, recipient of 
the Non-Profit of the Year Award; and Kathy 
Hunt of Starboard Leadership Consulting LLC, 
recipient of the Volunteer of the Year Award. 


These eight recipients are among the best 
that Maine has to offer. Through their leader- 
ship and incredible commitment to their com- 
munities and to the region, Maine is a better 
place to live and do business. 


Mr. Speaker, please join me again in con- 
gratulating the Bangor Region Chamber of 
Commerce and these individuals on their out- 
standing service and achievement. 
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IN RECOGNITION DR. DAN JONES 


HON. JASON CHAFFETZ 


OF UTAH 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Dr. Dan Jones, Utah’s most promi- 
nent political pollster, on his impressive career 
and service to our State. Over a 50-year pe- 
riod, Dr. Jones has become synonymous with 
Utah politics in his roles as professor, pollster, 
consultant, mentor, and political expert. 

As President and CEO of Dan Jones & As- 
sociates, which he founded in 1980, Dr. Jones 
has presided over one of the Intermountain 
West’s most highly regarded market and polit- 
ical research firms. Conducting polls, focus 
groups and surveys for a wide range of orga- 
nizations, the firm’s data is routinely used by 
Salt Lake City’s print and broadcast media or- 
ganizations. Dr. Jones also has a long and 
distinguished history of consulting on Utah’s 
highest profile political campaigns ranging 
from Utah Governors Matheson, Bangerter 
and Leavitt to Senators HATCH, BENNETT and 
Garn. 

In addition to his work in the private sector, 
Dr. Jones has taught tens of thousands of 
Utah students over a career that has spanned 
five decades. He taught at both Utah State 
University in Logan, Utah and most recently at 
the University of Utah’s famed Hinckley Insti- 
tute of Politics. His teaching has frequently 
been singled out for accolades, including the 
Distinguished University Teaching Award in 
2002, Adjunct Professor of the Year in 1999, 
and Students Choice for Professor of the Year 
in 1997. 

Dr. Jones’ distinguished career began after 
earning a Bachelor’s degree at Idaho State 
University. Dr. Jones enlisted in the military, 
where he remained in Active Duty in the 
United States Army from 1957-1959, and was 
commissioned a Captain in the U.S.A.R. 
where he served until 1968. 

Following his military service, Dr. Jones 
furthered his education by earning a master’s 
degree in 1962 and doctorate degree in 1968 
at the University of Utah. Following his grad- 
uate studies, Jones taught for twelve years at 
Utah State University and rose to the rank of 
full professor. After founding Dan Jones & As- 
sociates in 1980, Dr. Jones joined the faculty 
at the University of Utah where he was named 
a Hinckley Fellow in 2008. He eventually 
served as Interim Director of the Hinckley In- 
stitute of Politics from 2003-2005. Dr. Jones 
has also served for 12 years as a co-director 
of the Huntsman Seminar in Constitutional 
Government for Teachers. 

| invite my colleagues to join me in cele- 
brating the accomplishments of this incredible 
man. 
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IN MEMORY OF SAMUEL KEKER 
HON. NANCY PELOSI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, January 18, 2013 


Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, it is with a heavy 
heart and deep sadness that | rise today to 
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mourn the passing of a dear friend, an un- 
flinching patriot, and a proud American, Sam- 
uel Keker. 

The son of immigrants, born in Colorado 
and raised in Detroit, Sam came to our Na- 
tion’s capital as a young man, as a student at 
American University, prepared to give back to 
our country and contribute to the public de- 
bate—first as a leader on campus, later as a 
trendsetter and a pioneer across the country. 

He was a member of the “greatest genera- 
tion,” serving in our Navy with dignity and 
honor in the theaters of the Atlantic and the 
Pacific. He remained in the Naval Reserve 
until 1962, even leaving his job in the private 
sector to return to duty in the Korean War, ulti- 
mately retiring at the rank of Commander. 

He began a lifetime of work at U.S. News 
and World Report as an assistant in 1946 and 
rose through the ranks the only way he knew 
how: through hard work and dedication, perse- 
verance and persistence. He would emerge as 
a critical leader on the business side of the 
magazine, promoting thoughtful, poignant, and 
accurate journalism, boosting circulation, and 
delivering the highest-quality reporting to his 
readers. 

He would retire at the top of his profes- 
sion—the Chief Executive and Chairman of his 
magazine—a fitting conclusion to a long, illus- 
trious, and successful career. He was a per- 
son of great wisdom and wit. 

Sam Keker’s greatest source of pride was 
his family—his wife, Lucy; his sons, John and 
Jerry; his two grandsons, Adam and Nathan; 
and his five great-grandchildren. His life was 
blessed, and his legacy will be a blessing for 
all who knew him. We hope it is a comfort to 
his entire family, to his friends and loved ones 
that so many share in their grief at this sad 
time. 
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REINTRODUCTION OF RESOLUTION 
TO CREATE A HOUSE SELECT 
COMMITTEE ON THE TERRORIST 
ATTACK ON THE U.S. CON- 
SULATE IN BENGHAZI, LIBYA 


HON. FRANK R. WOLF 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, today | have re- 
introduced my resolution to establish a House 
Select Committee on the Terrorist Attack in 
Benghazi to ensure a unified investigation of 
the attack and the Obama Administration’s re- 
sponse. A select committee is essential to 
combine the myriad existing investigations into 
a single, comprehensive and exhaustive re- 
view. | believe such a combined effort will 
yield even more information regarding the true 
nature of these terrorist attacks and the ad- 
ministration’s response. 

More than four months have passed since 
the terrorist attack on the U.S. consulate and 
annex that occurred during the late evening 
and early morning hours of September 11-12. 
The attack took the lives of four Americans, in- 
cluding a U.S. ambassador—the first ambas- 
sador to be killed in the line of duty since 
1979. Yet the American people still have been 
told little about the timeline of this attack and 
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the administration's response in the hours, 
days and weeks following. Consider that the 
American people still haven’t been provided 
answers to the following serious questions: 

With the inexplicable release of suspect Ali 
Harzi by Tunisian authorities earlier this 
month, why are there no suspects in custody? 

Secretary Clinton, Secretary Panetta, Attor- 
ney General Holder and DNI Clapper still 
haven't testified before Congress—what steps 
did they take during the attack and in the days 
that followed? 

What were the President’s activities during 
the seven-hour period of attack? 

Why wasn’t the U.S. military deployed to as- 
sist? On the anniversary of the worst terrorist 
attack in American history, after multiple at- 
tacks this year on U.S. and Western interests, 
why were U.S. military units and assets in the 
region not ready, alert and positioned to re- 
spond? After all, two of the four people were 
killed seven hours after fighting began. 

Why do we still not have clear answers on 
the internal process that produced the inac- 
curate talking points on which Ambassador 
Rice relied several days after the attack? 

Why were the testimonies of the U.S. per- 
sonnel who were evacuated from Benghazi on 
September 12—eyewitnesses who knew there 
never was a demonstration outside the Con- 
sulate—not immediately factored in to the 
judgments of our intelligence community? 

Why wasn’t Secretary Clinton interviewed by 
the Pickering Commission? 

Was the White House aware of the FBI in- 
vestigation of Gen. Petraeus? If not, why not? 

There are also serious questions about links 
of this terrorist attack to the protests at the 
U.S. embassies in Cairo, Egypt, Tunis, Tunisia 
and Sanaa, Yemen that same week—where 
each American compound was breached by 
individuals allegedly linked to al Qaeda-affili- 
ated groups. What, if any, were the connec- 
tions between these incidents and the attack 
in Benghazi? 

These questions are too serious—and the 
consequences too grave—to be brushed 
aside. There are critical legislative decisions 
the next Congress will have to make based on 
the answers of these questions. But more im- 
portantly, the American people deserve an- 
swers to these questions—including open 
hearings and an unclassified report. 

The select committee | am proposing should 
draw from the existing congressional inves- 
tigations by including the chairman and rank- 
ing member of each committee of jurisdic- 
tion—Intelligence, Foreign Affairs, Judiciary, 
Armed Services, Homeland Security and 
Oversight and Government Reform—as well 
as five additional Republicans appointed by 
the Speaker and two additional Democrats ap- 
pointed by the Minority Leader. 

| appreciate the support | have received for 
this resolution from the original cosponsors, as 
well as the Heritage Foundation. | also submit 
for the RECORD a recent op-ed that was pub- 
lished on RealClearPolitics.com by former 
Senator Fred Thompson articulating the bene- 
fits of a unified select committee. Senator 
Thompson has a unique perspective on the 
need for this committee given his experience 
as counsel on the Senate select committee on 
Watergate. 
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Mr. Speaker, we owe it to the families of the 
victims, and the American people, to fully in- 
vestigate this terrorist attack. | urge my col- 
leagues to support this resolution. 


[From RealClearPolitics.com, Nov. 28, 2012] 
INVESTIGATING BENGHAZI: WHY WE NEED A 
SELECT COMMITTEE 
(By Fred Thompson) 

As we fixate on the latest version of Gen. 
David Petraeus’ testimony or the misleading 
statements of Susan Rice, I suggest that we 
stop and think about the size of what we are 
dealing with. The Benghazi tragedy raises 
questions concerning the protection of our 
embassies, the performance and capabilities 
of our military and our intelligence commu- 
nity, as well as the decisions of high-ranking 
officials in the Department of Defense, the 
State Department, the White House and pos- 
sibly the Justice Department. 

The scope of the questions that involve an 
array of officials, and sensitive agencies and 
departments of our government, is unprece- 
dented. The inquiry into what happened and 
why, along with who is or should be account- 
able, calls for a focused, responsible effort 
equal to the seriousness and the complexities 
the issues. 

I’ve seen this rodeo before, both in a con- 
structive manner (Watergate, where I served 
as a counsel) and a less-than-constructive 
one (Clinton-era investigations, where I 
chaired a committee that probed at least one 
facet of the various scandals). On our present 
course, the prospects for a relatively short 
but thorough, credible, bipartisan congres- 
sional investigation are not good. The pros- 
pects for a disjointed, drawn-out mess, re- 
plete with partisan bickering, are much bet- 
ter. 

It is easy to identify at least eight congres- 
sional committees (four in each chamber) 
with claims of jurisdiction in the Benghazi 
matter. No committee has jurisdiction over 
all of it, and several committees have juris- 
diction over parts that overlap with the ju- 
risdictions of other committees. Some of the 
committee hearings will involve classified 
information and will be conducted behind 
closed doors. Members of ‘‘Committee A” 
will not know what a witness told ‘‘Com- 
mittee B” in a closed hearing. Gen. Petraeus’ 
recent appearance on Capitol Hill dem- 
onstrates how difficult it can be to get a con- 
sistent story when the witness is making 
multiple appearances before even the same 
committee. 

Perhaps not all committees with jurisdic- 
tion will have hearings, but if half of them 
do it will produce competing hearings, with 
competing staffs and competing press con- 
ferences over much of Capitol Hill. It will 
also take longer than necessary, aS govern- 
ment officials shuffle back and forth giving 
repeat performances. Different committee 
chairmen and their committees will make 
different rulings on document production, 
whether to move for immunity for witnesses 
who refuse to testify on the basis of the 5th 
Amendment, and a host of other matters. 

This is simply not the most efficient and 
credible way to proceed. And it is less likely 
to arrive at the truth. The seriousness of the 
matter calls for something better. It calls for 
a select committee that is given a specific 
mandate, a budget and a cut-off date that 
can be adjusted if it is agreed upon. It needs 
to be comprised of members of both parties 
who have been selected by their leadership 
because of their proven integrity, reputation 
for fairness, and expertise in a given area. 

In a matter fraught with political implica- 
tions, it is especially important that Con- 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


gress accept its responsibility and minimize 
partisanship as much as possible. History 
demonstrates that this goal is much easier 
to achieve with a handful of selected people 
than it is with many. Since 1789, when Con- 
gress investigated a failed military expedi- 
tion, select committees have been utilized to 
serve such important and sensitive func- 
tions, and the Benghazi matter should follow 
in that long tradition, whether by means of 
a joint committee of both houses of Congress 
or by either chamber. 

Most select committees have become his- 
torical footnotes. Some, however, are well 
remembered because of the contribution 
they made to helping Congress carry out its 
duties of legislating, overseeing the execu- 
tive branch and educating the American peo- 
ple as to the operation of their government. 
Ironically, it is because of the success of 
these panels that some members of Congress 
and others oppose the formation of one in 
this case. 

They say that forming a select committee 
for a matter such as Benghazi, where a con- 
sulate and four American lives were lost, 
would attach too much importance to the in- 
vestigation. They fear that it would be 
equating it with Watergate. Of course, if the 
Watergate standard, as they define it, is now 
the operative standard for the formation of a 
select committee, then seldom, if ever, will 
another select committee be formed. 

Critics of the select committee miss the 
point on several levels. First of all, if indeed 
a comparison is to be made, one must look at 
the seriousness of facts and issues presented 
concerning Benghazi and compare them with 
the seriousness of facts and issues presented 
at the times when other select committees, 
such as Watergate, were formed. So compare 
the Watergate burglary with what we have 
here. Can there be any doubt that Benghazi 
passes the Watergate test? 

The wisdom of utilizing a select committee 
should not just be judged on the outcome of 
the committee’s work; dramatic results are 
not always achieved or warranted. The select 
Watergate Committee is a beneficial ref- 
erence point, not because of the end result of 
its investigation a year and a half after it 
was formed, but because of the process Con- 
gress utilized to deal with a difficult situa- 
tion. 

At that time, we had a Republican presi- 
dent and a Congress controlled by the Demo- 
crats. Yet the Senate voted unanimously to 
form the committee. Democratic leadership 
appointed Sen. Sam Ervin, reputed to be the 
chamber’s leading constitutional scholar, to 
chair the committee. The Republican leader 
appointed Sen. Howard Baker to be the vice 
chairman and leading member of his party 
on the committee—a senator who was re- 
spected on both sides of the aisle. These men 
protected the legitimate partisan interests 
of their respective parties and the path was 
not always smooth, especially behind closed 
doors, but they understood that their col- 
leagues, as well as the nation, were depend- 
ing upon them to be responsible and seek the 
truth. Authority and accountability were 
clearly placed on the committee, and its 
members performed accordingly. 

Select committees are not perfect cre- 
ations by any means. A clear narrative is 
often difficult to produce under any cir- 
cumstances. However, a select committee is 
simply much more likely to produce focused 
and credible results. Soon we will see if the 
United States Congress is still capable of 
coming together toward the common goal of 
getting to the bottom of a very serious mat- 
ter. Or, are decisions about select commit- 


January 18, 2013 


tees simply reflective of positions based 
upon whose ox is in danger of being gored? 


HONOR OF JERRY POLONSKY 
HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, today | 
have the honor of speaking on behalf of my 
dear friend, Jerry Polonsky, who on Sunday, 
December 20th will be celebrating his retire- 
ment as acting Commander of the Jewish War 
Veterans of the United States of America. 

I’ve known Jerry for many years—we are 
both from the great hometown of Levittown, 
Pennsylvania. Everyone in town who knows 
Jerry knows that he has been a great leader 
in our community. The best way to describe 
Jerry is a “natural born leader,” an advocate 
for everything that’s right and good for this 
country. 

Jerry is a great American story. Earlier in 
his career, Jerry worked for an insurance com- 
pany in Philadelphia, while also running his 
own printing business out of his home. He 
also served our nation’s military proudly during 
the Korean War in a “classified” position, and 
has been married to his lovely wife Barbara 
for over 50 years. 

Jerry’s earlier career endeavors and military 
experience don’t even begin to sum up his 
lifelong accomplishments. In addition, Jerry 
has served as the Commander of the Jewish 
War Veterans of the United States, and his 
commitment to their mission is unending. For 
many years, Jerry has volunteered his time 
and efforts to the department’s cause to en- 
sure that those who have fought our nation’s 
battles receive the treatment and the respect 
they deserve. With Jerry’s help, many return- 
ing veterans have received the care they need 
through the Jewish War Veterans. Also, Jerry 
has been a strong advocate for the state of 
Israel, fighting to ensure that peace and pros- 
perity continue to reign true in the Jewish 
state. 

Jerry has devoted his life to helping those in 
need, and has inspired many of us who have 
had the great pleasure of knowing him. He is 
a hero to his community, our country, his fam- 
ily, and to me. Jerry, | wish you and your fam- 
ily all the best. | wish you many more years 
of happiness and success. It is an honor to 
call you my friend. 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF FREDDY 
CABANAS 


HON. JOE GARCIA 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor a dear friend and legend in the Key 
West community, Fred Cabanas. An aerobatic 
daredevil, fourth generation Conch, loving hus- 
band, and father, Freddy died this past Tues- 
day doing what he loved, flying. 

| would like to take this opportunity to ex- 
press my deepest sympathies and condo- 
lences to all who knew him, especially to his 
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wife of over 30 years, Susan, and his two chil- 
dren, Kelly and Ray. 

Freddy began flying at the age of 16, hang- 
ing around airport hangars at Key West Inter- 
national Airport, exchanging plane washes for 
flying lessons. In time, Freddy became an 
aviation legend in Key West. 

Freddy helped put Key West on the map by 
opening ceremonies and competing in 
airshows with incredible stunts, both high in 
the sky and frighteningly close to the ground. 
His skill and enthusiasm for aviation were so 
ingrained in Key West culture that he was 
named General of the Conch Republic Air 
Force. 
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But, Freddy was more than a talented avi- 
ator. He was a skilled and generous business- 
man as well. As the proprietor of Cabanas 
Aeronautics Unlimited, he enjoyed providing 
sightseeing tours of the beautiful Florida Keys, 
thrill rides to the brave-hearted, and perhaps 
most of all, giving back to others, from men- 
toring other pilots to flying supplies to earth- 
quake-stricken Haiti. 

Mr. Speaker, the skies above Key West are 
just a little dimmer today without Freddy 
zooming overhead, but he will long be remem- 
bered for his renowned talent, gregarious spir- 
it, generous heart, and the indelible mark he 
has left on the cultural fabric of Key West. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. LUIS V. GUTIERREZ 


OF ILLINOIS 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, January 18, 2013 


Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un- 
avoidably absent in the House chamber for 
votes Monday, January 14. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yea” on rollcall 
vote 8, “nay” on rollcall vote 9 and “nay” on 
rolicall vote 10. 
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SENATE—Monday, January 21, 2013 


The Senate assembled in joint session with the House of Representatives for the inaugural ceremonies for the President and Vice 
President and recessed until Tuesday, January 22, 2013, at 11:30 a.m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, January 21, 2013 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. SHIMKUS). 


ee 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 21, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN SHIM- 
Kus to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


See 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

God of the universe, we give You 
thanks for giving us another day. You 
are the Father of us all. Divine Provi- 
dence has led this Nation in the past 
and guides all human affairs to this 
very day. 

As a Nation, we are in need of wis- 
dom to make right decisions, persever- 
ance to build upon the hopes of Your 
people, and patience, because the times 
bear an urgency. 

So today, the American people join 
Congress as we call upon Your holy 
name. We pray for Vice President Jo- 
SEPH BIDEN and for Your servant, 
Barack Obama, our reelected 44th 
President of these United States. 

May Your Holy Spirit descend upon 
him that he may see things as You see 
things. May he be strengthened in his 
work and grow in understanding as he 
proves ever attentive to the people. 

May he respond to the Nation’s deep- 
est needs and lift up all of us to higher 
standards of equal justice, true good- 
ness and peaceful union. Grant him 
health and protection, sincere collabo- 
ration and renewed faith. 

Lord, may the people of this Nation 
and those around the world stand with 
him to face any challenge, endure any 
difficulty without fear, learn how to 
accept every success and every failure 
with grace, and support him with en- 
couragement and prayer, both now and 
forever. 

Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


Ee 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
HULTGREN) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. HULTGREN led the Pledge of Al- 
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


—— 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces that in order to be 
seated on the platform, sitting Mem- 
bers of the 113th Congress must have an 
official pin, which they will be given as 
they leave the Chamber. 

Members are advised there are no 
extra seats available on the platform. 
Therefore, only sitting Members will 
be seated on the platform. Under no 
circumstances will former Members, 
former House officers, spouses or chil- 
dren be able to join the procession or 
be seated on the platform. 

The Sergeant at Arms will precede 
the procession bearing the Mace. 

Members will be escorted to the West 
Terrace in order of seniority. At this 
time, Members, the Resident Commis- 
sioner and Delegates should congregate 
in the well by class. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 21, 
upon completion of the ceremony, the 
House will stand adjourned until 10 
a.m. tomorrow for morning-hour de- 
bate. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 21, 
Members will now proceed to the West 
Front to attend the inaugural cere- 
monies for the President and Vice 
President of the United States. 

Thereupon, at 10 o’clock and 4 min- 
utes a.m., the Members of the House, 
preceded by the Sergeant at Arms and 
the Speaker, proceeded to the West 
Front of the Capitol. 
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ADJOURNMENT 


At the conclusion of the inaugural 
ceremonies (at 12 o’clock and 33 min- 
utes p.m.), the House, without return- 
ing to its Chamber, adjourned until to- 
morrow, Tuesday, January 22, 2013, at 
10 a.m. for morning-hour debate. 


a 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


64. A letter from the Regulatory Specialist, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Lending Lim- 
its [Docket ID: OCC-2012-0007] (RIN: 1557- 
AD59) received January 4, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

65. A letter from the Deputy Director for 
Policy, Pension Benefit Guaranty Corpora- 
tion, transmitting the Corporation’s final 
rule — Allocation of Assets in Single-Em- 
ployer Plans; Valuation of Benefits and As- 
sets; Expected Retirement Age received Jan- 
uary 9, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

66. A letter from the Deputy Director for 
Policy, Pension Benefit Guaranty Corpora- 
tion, transmitting the Corporation’s final 
rule — Benefits Payable in Terminated Sin- 
gle-Employer Plans; Interest Assumptions 
for Paying Benefits received January 9, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

67. A letter from the Deputy Director for 
Policy, Pension Benefit Guaranty Corpora- 
tion, transmitting the Corporation’s final 
rule — Allocation of Assets in Single-Em- 
ployer Plans; Interest Assumptions for Val- 
uing Benefits received January 9, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

68. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the annual report on National HIV 
Testing Goals; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

69. A letter from the Secretary, American 
Battle Monuments Commission, transmit- 
ting the Commission’s FY 2012 Annual Re- 
port pursuant to Section 203, Title II of the 
Notification and Federal Antidiscrimination 
and Retaliation (No FEAR) Act; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

70. A letter from the Chief Financial Offi- 
cer, Federal Mediation and Conciliation 
Service, transmitting the FY 2012 annual re- 
port under the Federal Managers’ Financial 
Integrity Act (FMFIA) of 1982, pursuant to 31 
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U.S.C. 3512(c)(8); to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 


71. A letter from the Regulatory Specialist, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Rules of Prac- 
tice and Procedure; Rules of Practice and 
Procedure in Adjudicatory Proceedings; Civil 
Money Penalty Inflation Adjustments [Dock- 
et ID: OCC-2012-0011] (RIN: 1557-AD61) re- 
ceived January 4, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

72. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the Department’s report entitled, 
“National Coverage Determinations for Fis- 
cal Year 2011”; jointly to the Committees on 
Energy and Commerce and Ways and Means. 


73. A letter from the Inspector General, De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘Limited 
Supplier Solicitation of Prescribing Physi- 
cians Under Medicare DMEPOS Competitive 
Bidding Program”; jointly to the Commit- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


tees on Ways and Means and Energy and 
Commerce. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, 

Mr. CAMP (for himself and Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan) introduced a bill (H.R. 325) to en- 
sure the complete and timely payment of the 
obligations of the United States Government 
until May 19, 2013, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 


EEE 
CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
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tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 
By Mr. CAMP: 
H.R. 325. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 


Clauses 1, 2 and 18 of Section 8 of Article I 
of the United States Constitution. 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 


H.R. 226: Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. CUM- 
MINGS, and Mr. ELLISON. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. MCCLINTOCK). 


Ee 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 22, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable TOM 
MCCLINTOCK to act as Speaker pro tempore 
on this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EEE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall 
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


ee 


THE FUTURE OF CLIMATE CHANGE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. It was exciting 
to hear the President make climate 
change a major focus of his inaugural 
address, and appropriately so. Mr. 
Obama’s first term provided stark evi- 
dence of the peril to the planet: record- 
breaking heat waves, drought, hurri- 
canes, forest fires, disappearing polar 
ice, all in accord with a prediction of 
the climate scientists, but the effects 
were happening faster and more se- 
verely than predicted. 

The good news is that you don’t have 
to believe the climate scientists to re- 
duce carbon pollution and energy waste 
while reasserting American global en- 
ergy leadership. Even balancing the 
budget could be made easier with this 
initiative. 

Congress and the administration 
should begin serious conversation 
about a broad-based carbon tax. This 
would give the right signals on energy 
sources and use. It could raise money 
to reduce the deficit, restore our badly 
damaged infrastructure, speed and fi- 


nance conservation while cushioning 
the impact on lower-income families 
and small business. 

There are a number of other com- 
monsense steps that would make 
progress on carbon pollution and en- 
ergy conservation goals much more 
significant. First, the EPA should stop 
dragging its feet, permitting old, pol- 
luting, inefficient coal plants to con- 
tinue to spew forth toxic waste harm- 
ing not just the environment but the 
health of our citizens. It’s past time 
that the Clean Air Act should be en- 
forced. We should make sure there are 
proper safeguards for the fracking 
technology for gas and petroleum and 
making sure this vast reservoir of inex- 
pensive gas does not undercut the crit- 
ical addition of renewables to our en- 
ergy portfolio: solar, wind, geothermal, 
perhaps even tidal energy. 

We need global leadership on these 
technologies for a balanced energy 
portfolio and, ultimately, to reduce our 
carbon footprint. At each step, we 
should be looking to enhance energy 
conservation, because the cheapest kil- 
owatt hour is one that you don’t have 
to generate and use. 

We should have a 10-year glide path 
in our support of renewable energy. 
The wind energy industry has already 
signaled receptivity to phasing out its 
subsidy, just giving it enough time to 
come to scale and then stand on its 
own. It’s such a good idea, we should do 
the same thing for the petroleum in- 
dustry. After 100 years, the most profit- 
able commodity on the planet is ma- 
ture and will be able to survive and 
even thrive without additional tax in- 
centives. 

Finally, and most important, we 
should have the Federal Government 
lead by example. The Department of 
Energy’s management of four large 
power marketing agencies should be 
the gold standard for integrating re- 
newables into the grid, upgrading 
transmission capacity, and leading on 
conservation. The GSA, with over 300 
million square feet of Federal office 
space should demand that all our fa- 
cilities, every square foot we lease, 
buy, or build, should be of the highest 
energy efficiency. 

The Federal fleet should be on the 
cutting edge of fuel efficiency stand- 
ards. 

Finally, the Department of Defense, 
the largest consumer of energy in the 
world, needs to redouble its efforts. 
The Pentagon is already moving in the 
right direction. But it’s not just about 
saving money in the long term; it’s 
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providing operational flexibility and 
reducing vulnerability from inefficient 
and dangerous fossil fuels. Those fuel 
tanker trucks in Afghanistan and Iraq 
might as well have had great big bull’s 
eyes on them for terrorists. The mili- 
tary knows this, and we should give 
maximum support even in a time of 
gradually reducing Pentagon budgets. 
This will pay dividends for defense and 
to our family’s budget if the Pentagon 
gets it right. 

It’s clear that America is ready and 
equal to this challenge. The President 
has signaled his interest and leader- 
ship. The question is whether Congress 
is equal to the challenge, ready with 
innovation, cooperation, and leader- 
ship. 


—— 


VICTOR LOVELADY, TEXAN, 
KILLED IN TERRORIST ATTACK 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in a 
remote region of Algeria at an oil and 
gas facility, in the dark of night before 
the sun rose, workers from all over the 
world were getting ready to sit down 
for breakfast when suddenly gun-wield- 
ing Islamic radicals stormed the facil- 
ity. 

Some of the workers were killed; 
some were able to escape; some were 
taken hostage. One of the hostages 
killed in this attack was a member of 


my congressional district, Victor 
Lovelady. 

Victor was a native of southeast 
Texas. He was originally from 


Nederland, Texas, a town of primarily 
hardworking, blue collar folks centered 
around the energy industry. Victor had 
recently moved to Atascocita, Texas, 
his home not far from where I live. He 
was 57 years of age. 

When he died, he was on a contract 
assignment for ENGlobal, an energy 
company in Algeria. According to his 
family, Victor waited to take that con- 
tract until his children had finished 
school so he could attend their sport- 
ing events. This was not surprising for 
someone who was described as a ‘‘dedi- 
cated family man and a fantastic co- 
worker.” Although it was hard to be so 
far away from his family, Victor was 
excited to take the contract assign- 
ment so he could ensure a secure future 
for his family. That’s just the kind of 
father and husband he was. 

The deal for this contract was 28 days 
on, 28 days off, and he was just 10 days 
in with only 18 days left to go. He was 
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scheduled to come home to Texas the 
day after his daughter’s birthday. His 
life was stolen by those who seek to de- 
stroy Americans, the radicals who in- 
flict terror on all who believe in free- 
dom. 

Victor is survived by a loving family, 
including his wife, Maureen; daughter, 
Erin; and their son, Grant. Over the 
holidays, the close Lovelady family ex- 
pressed concern for the safety of Vic- 
tor, but he reassured them saying, ‘‘It’s 
so safe. We have protection.” It’s hard 
for people to understand such unspeak- 
able evil. 

I spoke with Victor’s brother, Mike, 
throughout the crisis and as did Con- 
gressman RANDY WEBER. Yesterday, 
after we heard the terrible news, Mike 
told me: 

I can associate with my brother getting in 
a car wreck or having cancer. But terrorism 
and Nederland, Texas, don’t go together. 

He was described as ‘a great family 
man and a fantastic coworker” and “ʻa 
leader who mentored countless individ- 
uals during his tenure.’’ He was also 
known for his spontaneous wit. Victor 
moved from Nederland, Texas, to 
Atascocita to be closer to work, but he 
went back and forth so that his chil- 
dren could finish school there. 

Mr. Speaker, Victor was killed not 
just because of what he did; he was 
killed because of who he was. He was 
killed because he was an American. A 
radical Islamic al Qaeda group by the 
name of the Signatories in Blood 
claimed responsibility for this terrorist 
attack, those who seek to destroy us 
and kill indiscriminately. 
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They hate us for who we are and 
what we stand for. Diplomacy is not in 
their vocabulary. 

Two other Americans were also 
killed in this attack. Their names were 
Gordon Lee Rowan of Sumpter, Oregon, 
and Frederick Buttaccio of Katy, 
Texas. 

The Algerian military retook the 
compound after 3 days, and they found 
that 34 other hostages had been killed, 
as well as dozens of terrorists. 

Mr. Speaker, our thoughts, prayers, 
and concerns are with the Lovelady, 
Rowan, and Buttaccio families today. 

Secretary Panetta said that America 
must respond to these murders. That is 
correct. We should go after these kill- 
ers who have malice and evil in their 
hearts, that kill Americans because 
they are Americans. That would be jus- 
tice, and justice is what we do in this 
country. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

a 
CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 3 
years have passed since the Supreme 
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Court’s dreadful Citizens United deci- 
sion, and we have seen the dramatic in- 
crease in the amount of corporate 
money flowing into our elections, 
drowning out the voices of ordinary 
American citizens eager to participate 
in the political process. 

Citizens United also epitomizes the 
so-called ‘“‘corporate personhood’’ 
movement in which some now say that 
corporations are people. The fact is, 
corporations are not people, and the 
Constitution was never intended to 
give corporations the same rights as 
the American people. Corporations 
don’t breathe, they don’t have kids, 
and they don’t die in wars. 

My constituents continue to express 
concern about the growing influence of 
corporations in our political discourse. 
They’re also demanding action on cam- 
paign finance reform because they are 
repulsed by the large amount of money 
in our campaigns. Quite frankly, they 
want elected officials to spend more 
time on policy, deliberating and debat- 
ing on issues, and less time dialing for 
dollars. 

Unfortunately, the Republican lead- 
ership in the House has failed to ad- 
dress these pressing issues during the 
past 2 years. They have been indif- 
ferent. We haven’t had the opportunity 
to vote on any legislation to curb the 
influence of unlimited and sometimes 
secret corporate money flowing into 
our elections. We haven’t even had the 
opportunity to address these issues in 
committee hearings or markups. 

Recently, I joined 18 of my colleagues 
in a letter to Chairman GOODLATTE and 
Ranking Member CONYERS of the Judi- 
ciary Committee requesting a hearing 
to explore constitutional amendment 
proposals in response to Citizens 
United and related cases. I hope that 
we will have an opportunity to discuss 
these issues in the coming weeks and 
months. This is, after all, the people’s 
House, and this is the place where we 
ought to discuss the concerns of the 
people. 

Members of the Democratic Caucus 
have been working to reform our cam- 
paign finance system and restore the 
rights of the American people that 
were undermined by the Citizens 
United decision. We have sponsored and 
cosponsored legislation to address the 
growing influence of money in our 
democratic process. 

As a member of the task force on 
elections reform, I’m proud to join my 
colleagues in working to rein in cor- 
porate spending and address unregu- 
lated money flowing into our elections. 

Today, I’m introducing two constitu- 
tional amendments. The people’s rights 
amendment would overturn Citizens 
United and put a stop to the growing 
trend of corporations claiming First 
Amendment rights. This amendment 
not only addresses corporate rights as 
they pertain to campaign finance, but 
is broader in scope to clarify that cor- 
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porations are not people with constitu- 
tional rights. Importantly, my amend- 
ment clearly protects the people’s 
rights of freedom of speech, freedom of 
press, free exercise of religion, freedom 
of association, and all other such 
rights of the people. 

My second amendment advances the 
fundamental principle of political 
equality for all by empowering Con- 
gress and the States with the right to 
regulate political spending. It will 
allow Congress to pass campaign fi- 
nance reform legislation that will 
withstand constitutional challenges. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to empower 
people, not corporations or Big Money 
special interests. Our current system 
has been corrupted. It undermines the 
rights of ordinary citizens, and it un- 
dermines our democracy. Surely, this 
is not the system our Founders envi- 
sioned. The preamble to the Constitu- 
tion is ‘‘We the people.” Let us hope 
that this Congress doesn’t forget that. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
supporting these important bills to re- 
form our campaign finance laws and as- 
sure that corporate rights do not 
trump people’s rights. 


a 


IN HONOR OF VIRGINIA STATE PO- 
LICE TROOPERS JAY FERLAND 
AND PHILIP BATTEL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. GRIFFITH) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise and submit remarks in 
honor of Virginia State Trooper Jay 
Ferland, a devoted public servant, who 
along with Trooper Philip Battel saved 
a family of three from a house fire in 
Saltville, Virginia. 

When I first learned of their bravery, 
news reports failed to mention Trooper 
Ferland’s involvement. On January 2, I 
spoke of this incident and only men- 
tioned Trooper Battel. However, both 
men are deserving of our recognition. 

To recap, in the early hours of Fri- 
day, December 28, 2012, Trooper 
Ferland and Trooper Battel were in 
search of a stolen car that had been in- 
volved in an earlier police chase when 
they noticed off in the distance an or- 
ange hue. They decided to investigate. 
When they reached the area in ques- 
tion, much to their surprise, Troopers 
Ferland and Battel saw a home en- 
gulfed in flames. They banged on the 
door, but when there was no answer, 
they made the selfless decision to enter 
the home and investigate. 

Their actions in the house awoke its 
three residents who had no idea that 
their home was burning down around 
them, leading to their ultimate escape 
from the burning house and from the 
fire. Because of their bravery, the fam- 
ily was saved, and all are in good 
health. Their lives were saved, and the 
lives of two of their pets were also 
saved. The heroic actions of Trooper 
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Ferland and Trooper Battel in service 
to the community are to be com- 
mended, and I am honored to be here 
today to pay tribute to them. 

Please join me in thanking Trooper 
Jay Ferland and Trooper Philip Battel 
for all they have done for the people of 
southwest Virginia. The Virginia State 
Police, as my experience has shown 
over the years, always respond in fine 
fashion and rise to the occasion. Troop- 
er Ferland and Trooper Battel are 
among just two of the many law en- 
forcement officers to note in the long 
and proud history of the Virginia State 
Police. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to commend the 
Virginia State Police, Trooper Ferland, 
Trooper Battel, and the good work and 
heroism of all the officers in the Vir- 
ginia State Police. 


EE 
PARITY FOR PUERTO RICO 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Puerto Rico (Mr. PIERLUISI) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. PIERLUISI. Mr. Speaker, tomor- 
row I will reintroduce two bills: the 
first to extend the SSI program to 
Puerto Rico, and the second to provide 
fair treatment to Puerto Rico under 
TANF. 

SSI provides assistance to blind, dis- 
abled, and elderly individuals with low 
incomes. Congress has chosen not to 
extend the program to Puerto Rico, 
which instead receives a limited block 
grant. The average SSI payment to 
residents of the States is $500 a month, 
while the average payment to residents 
of Puerto Rico is just $70. 

The TANF program provides pay- 
ments to needy families with children. 
The territories are not eligible for cer- 
tain TANF grants. Moreover, Federal 
law imposes a cap on the aggregate 
funding that a territory can receive 
under a combination of safety net pro- 
grams, including TANF. My legislation 
would eliminate this cap, which has 
not been increased since 1996, and make 
the territories eligible for TANF grants 
they do not currently receive. Equality 
under TANF would mean at least $40 
million in additional funding for Puer- 
to Rico each year. 

Those who seek evidence of how 
Puerto Rico is harmed by its territory 
status need look no further than the 
treatment it receives under SSI and 
TANF. I will fight to secure parity 
under these two programs. But as long 
as Puerto Rico remains a territory, it 
will be an uphill battle. 

Mr. Speaker, Puerto Rico recently 
held a referendum on its political sta- 
tus. Under the current status, the 3.7 
million American citizens living in 
Puerto Rico cannot vote for the leaders 
who make their national laws and are 
treated unequally under those laws, as 
the examples of SSI and TANF well il- 
lustrate. 
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The ballot had two questions. On the 
first question, voters were asked if 
they wanted Puerto Rico to remain a 
territory. Of 1.8 million voters, 54 per- 
cent said they do not want the current 
status to continue, while 46 percent say 


they do. 
On the second question, voters were 
asked to express their preference 


among the alternatives to the current 
status. Of the 1.4 million people who 
chose an option, 61 percent voted for 
statehood, 33 percent for free associa- 
tion, and 5.5 percent for independence. 


1020 


The 834,000 votes for statehood on the 
second question exceeded the 828,000 for 
the current status on the first ques- 
tion. For the first time ever, more peo- 
ple in Puerto Rico want to be a state 
than to continue as a territory. 

True to form, defenders of the status 
quo have tried to distort the results of 
this referendum, making claims that 
are intellectually dishonest and di- 
vorced from the facts. These critics ig- 
nore the results of the first question 
and argue that, because close to 500,000 
people left the second question blank, 
statehood did not prevail in the ref- 
erendum. 

Let me be clear so there is no confu- 
sion. A majority of voters in Puerto 
Rico soundly rejected the current sta- 
tus. Among the three alternatives, 
statehood won a decisive victory, and 
statehood obtained a greater number of 
votes than any other status option, in- 
cluding the current status. 

Mr. Speaker, at yesterday’s inau- 
guration, President Obama invoked the 
Declaration of Independence: 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, 
that all men are created equal, that they are 
endowed by their Creator with certain 
unalienable rights, that among these are life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 

President Obama then emphasized, 
while these truths may be self-evident, 
they have never been self-executing; 
that while freedom is a gift from God, 
it must be secured by His people here 
on Earth. 

To uphold this Nation’s core prin- 
ciples and values, the President and 
Congress must respond to the demo- 
cratic expression of their fellow citi- 
zens in Puerto Rico, who have with- 
drawn their consent to a political sta- 
tus that makes them second-class citi- 
zens and who have made clear that 
they aspire to have full democratic 
rights and full equality under the law. 
None of my stateside colleagues in 
Congress would accept territory status 
for their own constituents, so they 
must recognize and they must respect 
that the American citizens I represent 
no longer accept it either. 


Ee 


THE DEBT CEILING 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes. 
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Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, then-chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff Admiral Michael Mullen testi- 
fied before the House Armed Services 
Committee that America ‘‘is maintain- 
ing nearly historic fiscal deficits and 
national debt. Indeed, I believe that 
our debt is the greatest threat to our 
national security. If we as a country do 
not address our fiscal imbalances in 
the near term, our national power will 
erode, and the costs to our ability to 
maintain and sustain influence could 
be great.” 

Admiral Mullen is right: debt caused 
sequestration. Debt and sequestration 
will slash our uniformed personnel to 
their lowest levels since before World 
War II; will reduce our Navy to the 
smallest number of operational vessels 
since World War I; and will cut our Air 
Force to the smallest number of oper- 
ational aircraft in its history. In sum, 
debt is putting America’s national se- 
curity at risk. 

Last week, on January 17, the Comp- 
troller General of the United States de- 
livered to President Obama a Govern- 
ment Accountability Office report on 
America’s financial health. I have re- 
viewed many government audits and fi- 
nancial statements during my three 
decades in public office. I have never 
seen warnings as stark as those given 
by the GAO to President Obama. Some 
lowlights of the GAO report are strik- 
ing and deserve emphasis. 

In fiscal year 2012, the Federal Na- 
tional Mortgage Association and Fed- 
eral Home Loan Mortgage Corporation, 
commonly known as Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac, reported about $85 billion 
in net valuation losses. The Federal 
Government’s Pension Benefit Guar- 
anty Corporation’s liabilities exceeded 
its assets by about $34 billion. The 
Postal Service ‘‘finished the year with 
a reported net loss of almost $16 bil- 
lion.” The Federal Housing Adminis- 
tration reported that its liabilities ex- 
ceeded its assets by about $15 billion. 

Mr. Speaker, America is on a path to 
insolvency and bankruptcy, an event 
that will debilitate our country. Amer- 
ica has incurred four consecutive, 
unsustainable trillion-dollar deficits 
and is in the midst of a fifth consecu- 
tive trillion-dollar deficit. America’s 
national debt exceeds $16 trillion. In- 
terest on our debt is well in excess of 
$200 billion per year. To put our debt 
service burden in perspective, that is 
more than four times what the Federal 
Government spends on all highway and 
transportation infrastructure projects 
in America each year. Unless Wash- 
ington becomes financially responsible, 
future debt service will escalate and 
even more money will be spent on debt 
service rather than on programs that 
serve Americans. 

America’s Comptroller General 
issued a stern warning to President 
Obama: 

The comprehensive, long-term fiscal pro- 
jections show that, absent policy changes, 
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the Federal Government continues to face an 
unsustainable path. Over the long term, the 
structural imbalance between spending and 
revenue will lead to the continued growth of 
debt held by the public as a share of GDP. 
This means the current structure of the Fed- 
eral budget is unsustainable. 

America’s current path and Federal 
budget are unsustainable. Absent 
changes, Federal Government insol- 
vency and bankruptcy are certain to 
result and cause an economic disaster 
unrivaled in America’s history. This 
week, the House of Representatives 
faces a vote to increase America’s debt 
ceiling. Pending legislation raises the 
debt ceiling by roughly $300 to $400 bil- 
lion. What protection from the risk of 
insolvency and bankruptcy does Amer- 
ica get in return? 

Are there any spending cuts? No. 

Are there policies that spur economic 
growth and result in revenue increases? 
No. 

Does this proposal help fix in any 
way the trillion-dollar deficits that 
threaten America with financial ruin? 
No. 

Mr. Speaker, I can only speak for me. 
I will not vote to raise the debt ceiling 
unless significant efforts are made to 
fix the underlying problem of deficits 
and accumulated debt that force debt 
ceiling votes and risk America’s future. 
I will not vote to raise the debt ceiling 
unless, first, Congress passes a sub- 
stantive balanced-budget constitu- 
tional amendment that solves the debt 
problem for future generations or, sec- 
ond, we implement sizable spending 
cuts that help get our financial affairs 
in order. 

I take this stance full well knowing 
the adverse economic effects of a fail- 
ure to raise the debt ceiling but also 
knowing, Mr. Speaker, that those ef- 
fects pale in comparison to an insol- 
vency and bankruptcy of the America I 
love. 


EE 
RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 27 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


EE 
1200 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Thank You, God, for giving us an- 
other day. 

The people’s House gathers today 
after a day of celebrating the greatness 
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of our American experiment of self- 
government, and as the administration 
gathers for prayer even now at the Na- 
tional Cathedral, we gather here to ask 
Your blessing. 

The difficult work of governing now 
resumes. Bless the Members of this as- 
sembly with wisdom, patience, and 
good will as they tackle the ongoing 
issues challenging our Nation. 

We thank You again for the inspira- 
tion of our Nation’s Founders and the 
legacy they left us with. May the Mem- 
bers of this assembly, and all Ameri- 
cans, be worthy of that legacy. And 
may all that is done this day be done 
for Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EEE 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground that a quorum 
is not present and make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8, 
rule XX, further proceedings on this 
question will be postponed. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 


EEE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentle- 
woman from Florida (Ms. FRANKEL) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


a 


REMEMBERING THE HEROES OF 
APOLLO ‘‘1” 


(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, on Sep- 
tember 12, 1962, at Rice University, 
President John Kennedy committed 
America to put a man on the Moon by 
the end of the decade. 

Unfortunately, tragedy struck Amer- 
ica at 6:31 p.m. on January 27, 1967. 
During a ground test of the Apollo crew 
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module, a fire broke out. Within a few 
minutes, three brave space pioneers 
had lost their lives. 

We lost Roger Chaffee, who was 
training for his first mission into 
space. We lost Gus Grissom, the second 
American in space behind Alan 
Shepard; and we lost Ed White, the 
first American to do a space walk, and 
the man my elementary school in 
Houston was named after. 

Two-and-a-half years after the Apollo 
1 fire, Neil Armstrong put his left foot 
on the Moon. It was a giant leap for 
mankind, one that would not have hap- 
pened without the sacrifice of the Apol- 
lo 1 crew. May the world always re- 
member these heroes. 


ee 


40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I’m 
pleased to rise today to commemorate 
the 40th anniversary of the landmark 
Roe v. Wade decision by the Supreme 
Court. This decision is the firewall that 
protects women’s health and the turn- 
ing point that moved women’s health 
forward. 

On this 40th anniversary of Roe v. 
Wade, we reaffirm the constitutionally 
protected right of every woman to safe 
and legal health care. Women are nur- 
turers, but when life places a woman in 
the most difficult of circumstances, 
the choices she needs to make should 
be free from government interference. 

Over the years, I have been proud to 
stand with many of my colleagues as 
we have beaten back repeated attempts 
to chip away at women’s rights set 
forth in Roe v. Wade. Over the last 2 
years, we have seen the most extreme 
and repeated attempts to take away a 
woman’s right to her health care. 

In the most recent Congress, we 
found ourselves defending a woman’s 
right to access contraception. We op- 
posed a bill that would have allowed 
women to die if the emergency room 
employee who came to her aid had a 
“conscientious objection? to per- 
forming an abortion that would save 
her life, without even being required to 
refer her elsewhere for help. 

We have insisted that politicians not 
place themselves in the operating room 
to judge the motives of a woman seek- 
ing a constitutionally protected med- 
ical procedure if they thought her deci- 
sion may have been based on the gen- 
der or race of the fetus. 

Mr. Speaker, we stand on the shoul- 
ders of giants of women who went be- 
fore us on this, and we take up the 
cudgel to keep it safe and legal. 


EE 
40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Mr. MESSER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to reflect on 40 years since the 
ruling of the United States Supreme 
Court in Roe v. Wade. 

Our President, in his inaugural ad- 
dress yesterday, recognized the fact 
that this Nation has long understood 
that we are all endowed by our Creator 
with certain unalienable rights. Chief 
among them is the right to life and the 
recognition that it’s rooted in, that 
every life is precious and deserving of 
dignity. 

Today, I took the first of what will 
be many steps in my congressional 
service to protect life by cosponsoring 
H.R. 217, the Title X Abortion Provider 
Prohibition Act, to ensure that family 
planning grants are used for their in- 
tended purposes and not by organiza- 
tions like Planned Parenthood to pro- 
vide abortions. 

Mr. Speaker, as a Nation, we must do 
better. Our children deserve better. My 
hope is that with hard work, persua- 
sion, and prayer we will once again be- 
come a Nation that recognizes the dig- 
nity of every human being and recog- 
nizes again our God-given unalienable 
right to life. 
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40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Ms. FRANKEL of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today in honor of the 40th an- 
niversary of Roe v. Wade and the free- 
dom of reproductive choice that this 
historic decision provides for all 
women in America. This is a very per- 
sonal and private choice. 

When I gave birth to my son, Ben, it 
was the most precious moment in my 
life. His life has brought me great joys 
and great responsibilities. The decision 
to bring Ben into this world was made 
by his father and me. It was our choice. 
We didn’t call the Governor. We didn’t 
call the Congress. It was our choice. 

And so today, I proudly honor the 
40th anniversary of Roe v. Wade and 
thank those who have fought so brave- 
ly to ensure that women have the right 
to make those life-changing personal 
decisions that affect them and their 
families. As we celebrate, we must be 
mindful that there is more work to be 
done to protect reproductive choice for 
our daughters and our granddaughters. 


ee 
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HONORING COACH TODD 
McDOUGALL 


(Mr. HECK of Washington asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 
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Mr. HECK of Washington. My wife, 
Paula, and I live about 500 yards from 
Olympia High School and its baseball 
field, and every spring we wander over 
and watch the team play. For the past 
20 years, it’s been coached by Todd 
McDougall, and he’s a great coach. 

Todd’s just 42 years old. He’s taught 
his entire career at Olympia High 
School. He is one of those—and we all 
know them—great teachers, as is his 
wife, Julie, a middle school science 
teacher. 

So you can imagine the community 
heartbreak a few weeks ago when he 
was diagnosed with glioblastoma grade 
4 brain cancer. Coach McDougall could 
use our prayers right now, as could 
Julie, their 11-year-old daughter, 
Marlee, and their twin 9-year-old sons, 
Andrew and Dylan. 

I hope you’ll find out more about this 
remarkable man at Friends for Todd 
McDougall on Facebook. 


ee 


ALAMEDA COUNTY FAMILY 
JUSTICE CENTER 


(Mr. SWALWELL of California asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to salute the 
great work done by the Alameda Coun- 
ty Family Justice Center, a nonprofit 
organization in California’s East Bay, 
which represents my district. 

I was an Alameda County prosecutor, 
and it was during my tenure that the 
Justice Center was founded by my 
former boss, Alameda County District 
Attorney Nancy O’Malley. Prior to its 
existence, people in my area subjected 
to domestic violence, human traf- 
ficking, or sexual assault had to navi- 
gate a complicated bureaucracy and go 
to many different places to obtain 
much-needed services. 

The Justice Center changed that by 
coordinating and centralizing critical 
programs in just one place. It operates 
as a one-place location for victims of 
domestic violence, sexual assault, and 
human trafficking, offering services 
like counseling, job training, and hous- 
ing. Those suffering at the hands of 
abusers now have a place to rest, re- 
cover, and restore their lives. 

As a prosecutor, I saw the horrible 
damage that these crimes cause, and I 
am grateful that the traumatized vic- 
tims of the East Bay have the Justice 
Center to which they can turn. 

In a few days it’s holding its sixth an- 
nual fundraising gala called One. I 
want to take this opportunity to wish 
everyone involved good luck with the 
event and continued success in helping 
all victims of the East Bay. 


EE 


ENERGY INDEPENDENCE AND 
CLIMATE CHANGE 
(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 
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Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, yester- 
day, President Obama struck several 
important themes. None was strategi- 
cally more vital than making America 
energy-independent again. Then he ref- 
erenced the related challenge of cli- 
mate change and its impact on life on 
our continent and world. Only fools 
would fail to pay attention to the ne- 
cessity of change to meet the needs of 
a new era. 


Our dependence on importing foreign 
oil cost America over $321 billion last 
year, racking up a $140 billion trade 
deficit in petroleum and energy alone. 
With that lost income comes lost jobs 
by the hundreds of thousands. So many 
more people could be employed here at 
home, developing domestic energy 
sources rather than defending exploi- 
tation and extraction abroad. 


And on climate change, the President 
recognized the reality of fierce and ex- 
pensive weather incidents like Hurri- 
canes Sandy and Katrina, or our de- 
clining lake levels and river levels, like 
the Mississippi, or the 2-foot drop in 
Lake Erie over the last year. We must 
anticipate and adapt our lives where 
possible. 


Yes, as the 113th Congress begins, our 
primary aim will be to welcome the 
challenges of change, not cling to the 
past. Working together, as the Presi- 
dent challenged, America can meet the 
test of a new day. My brother, Steve, 
the inventor, innately grasps this chal- 
lenge. So must we. 


40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 


Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I also rise 
today to recognize the 40th anniversary 
of the Supreme Court’s Roe v. Wade de- 
cision. This landmark decision granted 
American women the right to make 
their own personal health decisions, in 
consultation with their family and 
their faith, and without government 
intrusion. 


However, this right has been under 
steady attack in recent years, with a 
clear goal: to make it so difficult to ob- 
tain a safe and legal abortion that it’s 
become de facto illegal. But I’m among 
those who remember what it was like 
when women were pushed into the 
shadows to get care, and we cannot go 
back to that dangerous time. 


The truth is, none of us can walk in 
the shoes of each woman facing an un- 
wanted pregnancy, so let’s use this an- 
niversary to renew our commitment to 
ensuring that every woman in America 
can make her own decision and walk 
her own path. 


January 22, 2013 


40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Ms. HANABUSA asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Speaker, on De- 
cember 13, 1971, the United States Su- 
preme Court heard arguments in a case 
called Roe v. Wade. 

Then, 13 months later, 40 years ago 
today, the United States Supreme 
Court issued its decision on the case, a 
case that every law student reads, a 
case that has defined a woman’s right 
to control her body and her future, and 
the definitive decision on women’s 
right to choose. And this was delivered 
by Justice Blackmun for the Court. 

I reread that decision on this day and 
was struck by the statement that the 
task for the Court is to ‘‘resolve the 
issue by constitutional measurement, 
free of emotion and of predilection.” 

Justice Blackmun went on to quote 
Justice Holmes in Lochner v. New 
York, and he said: 

The Constitution is made for people of fun- 
damentally differing views, and the accident 
of our finding certain opinions natural and 
familiar or novel and even shocking ought 
not to conclude our judgment upon the ques- 
tion of whether statutes embodying them 
conflict with the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Interestingly, it was Chief Justice 
Roberts who also looked to Justice 
Holmes in deciding ObamaCare. Both 
cases on the 14th Amendment, both 
looking to the Constitution. Forty 
years later, good law. 


ee 


40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Ms. BONAMICI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, 40 
years ago today, Roe v. Wade gave 
women the right to make their own de- 
cisions about reproductive health care. 
Without it, women’s lives would be 
very different. 

History shows us that when abortion 
is illegal, it does not go away; it be- 
comes dangerous. And that’s why it’s 
important to continue to make sure 
that abortion is legal, rare, regulated, 
and safe. 

Before Roe, more than a million 
women each year took great risk to ac- 
cess health care they needed. They 
faced unlicensed and ill-equipped phy- 
sicians, unsanitary conditions, illness, 
and death. This is why the Supreme 
Court ruling was so important 40 years 
ago. It ensured safe, legal abortions for 
these women. 

Roe v. Wade ensures the basic right 
of privacy, the freedom to control one’s 
body and one’s future. It can be easy to 
feel complacent today, but the threats 
against reproductive health care rights 
are increasing. 

There is still work to be done. Today, 
40 years later, we must continue to 
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fight so that women’s reproductive 
health care rights are not rolled back. 


40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Mr. HOLT asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, 40 years ago 
today the Supreme Court affirmed the 
dignity and independence of each 
American woman. The result of the de- 
cision was an understanding that our 
Constitution guaranteed decisions 
about a woman’s own body should be 
left up to that woman, in consultation 
with her doctor, her family, and her re- 
ligion, not the Federal Government. 

There is now a generation of women 
who do not remember the time before 
Roe v. Wade, a time when men assumed 
they could say what women could and 
could not do about their personal pri- 
vate health care and reproduction. 

We still have a lot of work to do. Un- 
fortunately, over the past 40 years 
there have been numerous legislative 
attempts to deny this right to women 
and treat women who exercise control 
over their own bodies as criminals. 

We have to make sure that we defend 
also Title X, maternal and child health 
care programs, public access to repro- 
ductive health care, and that we reau- 
thorize the Violence Against Women 
Act. But we must remember the time 
before Roe v. Wade and what is at 
stake. 


EEE 
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40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Ms. DEGETTE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. DEGETTE. Yesterday, in his in- 
augural address, our President re- 
minded us of the founding principle of 
our Nation—that all Americans are 
created equal. For the women of this 
great country, there can be no greater 
means of equality than the right to re- 
productive choice. 

Today, on the 40th anniversary of 
Roe v. Wade, I come to the floor to re- 
flect on that landmark decision that 
allowed American women the freedom 
to make health care decisions on their 
own, in consultation with their family 
and doctors. 

I don’t know the story of every 
woman who’s had to make a difficult 
decision, but I can tell you this: each 
one is unique. Each woman’s story is 
her own. As a politician, I’m not going 
to tell women when to get checkups or 
when to get mammograms. And no pol- 
itician, now or ever, should tell a 
woman how to handle her pregnancy. 

Just this morning, The Wall Street 
Journal issued a poll that showed 
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Americans agree with this; 7 in 10 
Americans believe Roe v. Wade should 
stand. And I think everybody who tries 
to reverse this fundamental right 
should keep that in mind. 

Thank you to everybody who fights 
every day for the rights of women. 
Today is a day to be grateful and to 
celebrate and to commit to hard work 
in the future. 


ete 
NO BUDGET, NO PAY 


(Mr. TIPTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. TIPTON. As we begin the 113th 
Congress, it is time that this Congress 
does what hardworking families and 
small businesses across our country do 
every day: balance our budget and ac- 
tually work within a budget. We have 
families right now that are struggling. 
The impacts of this Congress and its 
inability to be able to have its fiscal 
house in order cannot be overstated 
when it comes to hurting those fami- 
lies and small businesses. 

We’re going to be putting forward 
legislation to make sure that that debt 
ceiling will be increased for a tem- 
porary period of time, but with the re- 
quirement that this House and our 
counterparts in the United States Sen- 
ate actually pass a budget for the 
American people. If we can’t do that, 
then we as Members of Congress don’t 
deserve to be paid. No budget, no pay. 
This is common sense—to stand up for 
the American people to make sure that 
we are getting this fiscal house in 
order and looking out for our children 
and for our grandchildren. 


EE 


40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis- 
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, today, we mark the 
40th anniversary of Roe v. Wade, the 
landmark decision which enshrined a 
realm of personal privacy that is deep- 
ly connected to the personal freedoms 
that we hold dear in this country. As 
one Justice put it, it’s the simple right 
to be left alone. 

The right to choose is meaningless 
without access to choose. Yet the Re- 
publican-led Congress has chipped 
away at access, voting 10 times to limit 
access in the last Congress to a wom- 
an’s basic right. Last year, there were 
43 laws that were passed in 19 States 
that would restrict access to a wom- 
an’s right to choose. 

This past election, women made it 
loud and clear that the right to choose 
is one that they believe in, and that is 
a basic right that the majority of 
Americans hold dear and will uphold 
with their votes in every election. 
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FREEDOM IS A GIFT OF GOD 


(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 
yesterday was a magnificent day: the 
coming together for the second inau- 
guration of Barack Obama and the hon- 
oring of Dr. Martin Luther King. In his 
speech, President Obama said some- 
thing potent and powerful, and that is 
that freedom is a gift from God, but it 
is one that is not self-executing. A gen- 
tleman that I know very well, Dr. Rev- 
erend Samuel Smith of the Mount 
Horeb Baptist Church, knows about 
fighting for freedom. 

Today, I rise to again affirm Roe v. 
Wade, which speaks about individual 
freedom, and to indicate that even as 
we discuss budget talks and the debt 
ceiling, we must recognize the freedom 
of the vulnerable to be safe and secure 
and to have the support to be able to 
have food and clothing and a home. 
That is freedom as well, my friends. 

And so as we debate the questions of 
the debt ceiling and whether we have a 
budget, let us be reminded that free- 
dom is a gift of God and that it should 
not be denied to those who are most 
vulnerable, those who are the weak, 
those who cannot stand for themselves. 
And the President made it very clear 
that freedom is not to the powerful. It 
is for all of us. We all are created 
equal, with certain unalienable rights 
of life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap- 
piness. 


Ee 


40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Today marks the 40th 
anniversary of Roe v. Wade. Ultimately 
decisions about whether to choose 
adoption, end a pregnancy, or raise a 
child must be left to a woman, her fam- 
ily, and her faith, with the counsel of 
her doctor or health care provider. 

Roe v. Wade prevents politicians 
from interfering with a woman’s per- 
sonal decision. Were Roe ever to be 
overturned, it could have ripple effects. 
Our laws and traditions afford con- 
stitutional protections to personal de- 
cisions relating to, among other 
things, marriage, procreation, contra- 
ception, family relationships, child- 
rearing, and intimacy. The right to pri- 
vacy, strengthened by Roe, supports 
each of these areas. 

Overturning Roe could thus poten- 
tially erode the ability of individuals 
to make highly personal decisions free 
from intrusive government regulations 
and harm the overall right to privacy. 

Se 
40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Mr. FARR asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 


Mr. FARR. It was a very historic 
time in Washington, DC, yesterday, 
with not only the swearing in of the 
President of the United States, but 
doing it on the occasion that marks 
Martin Luther King’s birthday holiday 
here in the United States. What a day 
for hundreds of thousands of youth 
from around this country to see their 
Capital in action and today visiting the 
Congress itself. 


Today, we also celebrate the historic 
enactment of Roe v. Wade. What an ab- 
solute honor and privilege it is to live 
in a country that does not deny access 
to health care. I was a Peace Corps vol- 
unteer in Latin America, and my sister 
died on the operating table because 
there was not adequate health care. 
When you don’t have it, you can’t get 
it, no matter what. And so this country 
protects women’s rights to see a doctor 
in their own privacy and discuss what 
their needs may be. No Congress should 
stand in the way of denying people ac- 
cess to health care, including the right 
to an abortion. 


So let’s protect what the Supreme 
Court has honored and celebrate on 
this historic day all kinds of great 
things in this great country, including 
Roe v. Wade, America’s anniversary of 
the right to health care for women. 


NO BUDGET, NO PAY 


(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 


Mr. LAMALFA. For almost 4 years, 
the Democrat-controlled Senate has 
failed to pass a budget—the most basic 
responsibility of governing. This 
shameful record must end this year. We 
must set up a broader debate about 
spending that forces the Senate to fi- 
nally join the House in confronting the 
government’s spending problem. The 
House and Senate must each pass a 
budget. If they fail, Member pay should 
be withheld. The principle is as simple 
as the bill: no budget, no pay. 


I’m a California legislator, having 
served in our State legislature for 8 
years. The people of California finally 
got tired of late, ineffective budgets 
and passed legislation on their own via 
the initiative process to force the State 
legislature to get the job done. The 
first time that happened, right after 
that election, the budget got done on 
time. Amazing. 


Therefore, I hope the American peo- 
ple will join the effort the U.S. House 
Republicans are taking up and force 
the United States Senate to get the job 
done to get a budget, as is their respon- 
sibility. 


January 22, 2013 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE 
of Texas). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule 
XX, the Chair will postpone further 
proceedings today on the motion to 
suspend the rules on which a recorded 
vote or the yeas and nays are ordered, 
or on which the vote incurs objection 
under clause 6 of rule XX. 

Any record vote on the postponed 
question will be taken later. 


EE 


PANDEMIC AND ALL-HAZARDS 
PREPAREDNESS REAUTHORIZA- 
TION ACT OF 2013 


Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 307) to reauthorize certain pro- 
grams under the Public Health Service 
Act and the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act with respect to public 
health security and all-hazards pre- 
paredness and response, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 307 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the ‘‘Pandemic and All-Hazards Preparedness 

Reauthorization Act of 2013”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents of this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I—STRENGTHENING NATIONAL 
PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE FOR 
PUBLIC HEALTH EMERGENCIES 

Sec. 101. National Health Security Strategy. 

Sec. 102. Assistant Secretary for Prepared- 

ness and Response. 

National Advisory Committee on 

Children and Disasters. 

Modernization of the National Dis- 

aster Medical System. 

Continuing the role of the Depart- 

ment of Veterans Affairs. 

TITLE II—OPTIMIZING STATE AND 
LOCAL ALL-HAZARDS PREPAREDNESS 
AND RESPONSE 

Sec. 201. Temporary redeployment of feder- 

ally funded personnel during a 
public health emergency. 


Sec. 103. 


Sec. 104. 


Sec. 105. 


Sec. 202. Improving State and local public 
health security. 

Sec. 203. Hospital preparedness and medical 
surge capacity. 

Sec. 204. Enhancing situational awareness 
and biosurveillance. 

Sec. 205. Eliminating duplicative Project 


Bioshield reports. 
TITLE ITI—ENHANCING MEDICAL 
COUNTERMEASURE REVIEW 


. 301. Special protocol assessment. 

. 802. Authorization for medical products 
for use in emergencies. 

Definitions. 

Enhancing medical countermeasure 
activities. 

Regulatory management plans. 

Report. 

Pediatric 
measures. 


. 803. 
. 304. 


. 805. 
. 806. 
. 807. 


medical counter- 
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TITLE IV—ACCELERATING MEDICAL 
COUNTERMEASURE ADVANCED RE- 
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

Sec. 401. BioShield. 

Sec. 402. Biomedical Advanced Research and 

Development Authority. 

Sec. 403. Strategic National Stockpile. 

Sec. 404. National Biodefense Science Board. 

TITLE I—STRENGTHENING NATIONAL 
PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE FOR 
PUBLIC HEALTH EMERGENCIES 

SEC. 101. NATIONAL HEALTH SECURITY STRAT- 

EGY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2802 of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300hh-1) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘2009”’ 
and inserting ‘‘2014’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by inserting ‘‘, in- 
cluding drills and exercises to ensure med- 
ical surge capacity for events without no- 
tice” after ‘‘exercises’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘facilities), and trauma 
care” and inserting ‘‘and ambulatory care fa- 
cilities and which may include dental health 
facilities), and trauma care, critical care,’’; 
and 

(II) by inserting ‘‘(including related avail- 
ability, accessibility, and coordination)” 
after ‘‘public health emergencies”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘and 
trauma” after ‘‘medical’’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘Med- 
ical evacuation and fatality management’’ 
and inserting “Fatality management”’; 

(iv) by redesignating subparagraphs (C), 
(D), and (E) as subparagraphs (D), (BE), and 
(F), respectively; 

(v) by inserting after subparagraph (B), the 
following the new subparagraph: 

“(C) Coordinated medical triage and evacu- 
ation to appropriate medical institutions 
based on patient medical need, taking into 
account regionalized systems of care.’’; 

(vi) in subparagraph (E), as redesignated by 
clause (iv), by inserting ‘‘(which may include 
such dental health assets)? after ‘‘medical 
assets”; and 

(vii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(G) Optimizing a coordinated and flexible 
approach to the medical surge capacity of 
hospitals, other health care facilities, crit- 
ical care, and trauma care (which may in- 
clude trauma centers) and emergency med- 
ical systems.”’’; 

(C) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘, in- 
cluding the unique needs and considerations 
of individuals with disabilities,” after ‘‘med- 
ical needs of at-risk individuals”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘the’’ 
before ‘‘purpose of this section”; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(7) COUNTERMEASURES.— 

“(A) Promoting strategic initiatives to ad- 
vance countermeasures to diagnose, miti- 
gate, prevent, or treat harm from any bio- 
logical agent or toxin, chemical, radio- 
logical, or nuclear agent or agents, whether 
naturally occurring, unintentional, or delib- 
erate. 

‘(B) For purposes of this paragraph, the 
term ‘countermeasures’ has the same mean- 
ing as the terms ‘qualified countermeasures’ 
under section 319F-1, ‘qualified pandemic and 
epidemic products’ under section 319F-8, and 
‘security countermeasures’ under section 
319F-2. 

‘(8) MEDICAL AND PUBLIC HEALTH COMMU- 
NITY RESILIENCY.—Strengthening the ability 
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of States, local communities, and tribal 
communities to prepare for, respond to, and 
be resilient in the event of public health 
emergencies, whether naturally occurring, 
unintentional, or deliberate by— 

“(A) optimizing alignment and integration 
of medical and public health preparedness 
and response planning and capabilities with 
and into routine daily activities; and 

“(B) promoting familiarity with local med- 
ical and public health systems.”’. 

(b) AT-RISK INDIVIDUALS.—Section 2814 of 
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
300hh-16) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraphs (5), (7), and (8); 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking 
‘*2811(b)(3)(B)”’ and inserting ‘‘2802(b)(4)(B)’’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(4) as paragraphs (2) through (5), respec- 
tively; 

(4) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so 
redesignated), the following: 

“(1) monitor emerging issues and concerns 
as they relate to medical and public health 
preparedness and response for at-risk indi- 
viduals in the event of a public health emer- 
gency declared by the Secretary under sec- 
tion 319;”’; 

(5) by amending paragraph (2) (as so redes- 
ignated) to read as follows: 

‘“(2) oversee the implementation of the pre- 
paredness goals described in section 2802(b) 
with respect to the public health and med- 
ical needs of at-risk individuals in the event 
of a public health emergency, as described in 
section 2802(b)(4);’’; and 

(6) by inserting after paragraph (6), the fol- 
lowing: 

“(7) disseminate and, as appropriate, up- 
date novel and best practices of outreach to 
and care of at-risk individuals before, during, 
and following public health emergencies in 
as timely a manner as is practicable, includ- 
ing from the time a public health threat is 
identified; and 

““(8) ensure that public health and medical 
information distributed by the Department 
of Health and Human Services during a pub- 
lic health emergency is delivered in a man- 
ner that takes into account the range of 
communication needs of the intended recipi- 
ents, including at-risk individuals.’’. 

SEC. 102. ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR PRE- 
PAREDNESS AND RESPONSE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2811 of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300hh-10) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘, secu- 
rity countermeasures (as defined in section 
319F-2),”’ after ‘‘qualified countermeasures 
(as defined in section 319F-1)’’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(D) POLICY COORDINATION AND STRATEGIC 
DIRECTION.—Provide integrated policy co- 
ordination and strategic direction with re- 
spect to all matters related to Federal public 
health and medical preparedness and execu- 
tion and deployment of the Federal response 
for public health emergencies and incidents 
covered by the National Response Plan de- 
veloped pursuant to section 504(6) of the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002, or any suc- 
cessor plan, before, during, and following 
public health emergencies. 

‘“(E) IDENTIFICATION OF INEFFICIENCIES.— 
Identify and minimize gaps, duplication, and 
other inefficiencies in medical and public 
health preparedness and response activities 
and the actions necessary to overcome these 
obstacles. 

“(F) COORDINATION OF GRANTS AND AGREE- 
MENTS.—Align and coordinate medical and 
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public health grants and cooperative agree- 
ments as applicable to preparedness and re- 
sponse activities authorized under this Act, 
to the extent possible, including program re- 
quirements, timelines, and measurable goals, 
and in consultation with the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, to— 

“(i) optimize and streamline medical and 
public health preparedness and response ca- 
pabilities and the ability of local commu- 
nities to respond to public health emer- 
gencies; and 

“(ii) gather and disseminate best practices 
among grant and cooperative agreement re- 
cipients, as appropriate. 

‘(G) DRILL AND OPERATIONAL EXERCISES.— 
Carry out drills and operational exercises, in 
consultation with the Department of Home- 
land Security, the Department of Defense, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
other applicable Federal departments and 
agencies, aS necessary and appropriate, to 
identify, inform, and address gaps in and 
policies related to all-hazards medical and 
public health preparedness and response, in- 
cluding exercises based on— 

“(i) identified threats for which counter- 
measures are available and for which no 
countermeasures are available; and 

“(ii) unknown threats for which no coun- 
termeasures are available. 

‘(H) NATIONAL SECURITY PRIORITY.—On a 
periodic basis consult with, as applicable and 
appropriate, the Assistant to the President 
for National Security Affairs, to provide an 
update on, and discuss, medical and public 
health preparedness and response activities 
pursuant to this Act and the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act, including progress 
on the development, approval, clearance, and 
licensure of medical countermeasures.’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(7) COUNTERMEASURES BUDGET PLAN.—De- 
velop, and update on an annual basis, a co- 
ordinated 5-year budget plan based on the 
medical countermeasure priorities described 
in subsection (d). Each such plan shall— 

“(A) include consideration of the entire 
medical countermeasures enterprise, includ- 
ing— 

“(i) basic research and advanced research 
and development; 

“(ii) approval, clearance, licensure, and au- 
thorized uses of products; and 

“(iii) procurement, stockpiling, mainte- 
nance, and replenishment of all products in 
the Strategic National Stockpile; 

‘(B) inform prioritization of resources and 
include measurable outputs and outcomes to 
allow for the tracking of the progress made 
toward identified priorities; 

“(C) identify medical countermeasure life- 
cycle costs to inform planning, budgeting, 
and anticipated needs within the continuum 
of the medical countermeasure enterprise 
consistent with section 319F-2; and 

‘(D) be made available to the appropriate 
committees of Congress upon request.’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 


‘(c) FUNCTIONS.—The Assistant Secretary 
for Preparedness and Response shall— 

“(1) have lead responsibility within the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services for 
emergency preparedness and response policy 
coordination and strategic direction; 

‘(2) have authority over and responsibility 
for— 

“(A) the National Disaster Medical System 
pursuant to section 2812; 

‘(B) the Hospital Preparedness Coopera- 
tive Agreement Program pursuant to section 
819C-2; 
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“(C) the Biomedical Advanced Research 
and Development Authority pursuant to sec- 
tion 319L; 

‘(D) the Medical Reserve Corps pursuant 
to section 2818; 

“(E) the Emergency System for Advance 
Registration of Volunteer Health Profes- 
sionals pursuant to section 319I; and 

“(F) administering grants and related au- 
thorities related to trauma care under parts 
A through C of title XII, such authority to be 
transferred by the Secretary from the Ad- 
ministrator of the Health Resources and 
Services Administration to such Assistant 
Secretary; 

“(3) exercise the responsibilities and au- 
thorities of the Secretary with respect to the 
coordination of— 

“(A) the Public Health Emergency Pre- 
paredness Cooperative Agreement Program 
pursuant to section 319C-1; 

‘“(B) the Strategic National Stockpile pur- 
suant to section 319F-2; and 

“(C) the Cities Readiness Initiative; and 

“(4) assume other duties as determined ap- 
propriate by the Secretary.’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(d) PUBLIC HEALTH EMERGENCY MEDICAL 
COUNTERMEASURES ENTERPRISE STRATEGY 
AND IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, and every year thereafter, the As- 
sistant Secretary for Preparedness and Re- 
sponse shall develop and submit to the ap- 
propriate committees of Congress a coordi- 
nated strategy and accompanying implemen- 
tation plan for medical countermeasures to 
address chemical, biological, radiological, 
and nuclear threats. In developing such a 
plan, the Assistant Secretary for Prepared- 
ness and Response shall consult with the Di- 
rector of the Biomedical Advanced Research 
and Development Authority, the Director of 
the National Institutes of Health, the Direc- 
tor of the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention, and the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs. Such strategy and plan shall be 
known as the ‘Public Health Emergency 
Medical Countermeasures Enterprise Strat- 
egy and Implementation Plan’. 

‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The plan under para- 
graph (1) shall— 

“(A) describe the chemical, biological, ra- 
diological, and nuclear agent or agents that 
may present a threat to the Nation and the 
corresponding efforts to develop qualified 
countermeasures (as defined in section 319F— 
1), security countermeasures (as defined in 
section 319F-2), or qualified pandemic or epi- 
demic products (as defined in section 319F-3) 
for each threat; 

‘“(B) evaluate the progress of all activities 
with respect to such countermeasures or 
products, including research, advanced re- 
search, development, procurement, stock- 
piling, deployment, distribution, and utiliza- 
tion; 

‘“(C) identify and prioritize near-, mid-, and 
long-term needs with respect to such coun- 
termeasures or products to address a chem- 
ical, biological, radiological, and nuclear 
threat or threats; 

‘(D) identify, with respect to each cat- 
egory of threat, a summary of all awards and 
contracts, including advanced research and 
development and procurement, that in- 
cludes— 

“(i) the time elapsed from the issuance of 
the initial solicitation or request for a pro- 
posal to the adjudication (such as the award, 
denial of award, or solicitation termination); 
and 

“Gi) an 
timelines, 


identification of projected 
anticipated funding allocations, 
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benchmarks, and milestones for each med- 
ical countermeasure priority under subpara- 
graph (C), including projected needs with re- 
gard to replenishment of the Strategic Na- 
tional Stockpile; 

““(E) be informed by the recommendations 
of the National Biodefense Science Board 
pursuant to section 319M; 

“(F) evaluate progress made in meeting 


timelines, allocations, benchmarks, and 
milestones identified under subparagraph 
Dii); 


“(G) report on the amount of funds avail- 
able for procurement in the special reserve 
fund as defined in section 319F-2(h) and the 
impact this funding will have on meeting the 
requirements under section 319F-2; 

“(H) incorporate input from Federal, 
State, local, and tribal stakeholders; 

“(ID) identify the progress made in meeting 
the medical countermeasure priorities for 
at-risk individuals (as defined in 
2802(b)(4)(B)), as applicable under subpara- 
graph (C), including with regard to the pro- 
jected needs for related stockpiling and re- 
plenishment of the Strategic National 
Stockpile, including by addressing the needs 
of pediatric populations with respect to such 
countermeasures and products in the Stra- 
tegic National Stockpile, including— 

“(i) a list of such countermeasures and 
products necessary to address the needs of 
pediatric populations; 

““(i) a description of measures taken to co- 
ordinate with the Office of Pediatric Thera- 
peutics of the Food and Drug Administration 
to maximize the labeling, dosages, and for- 
mulations of such countermeasures and 
products for pediatric populations; 

“(ii) a description of existing gaps in the 
Strategic National Stockpile and the devel- 
opment of such countermeasures and prod- 
ucts to address the needs of pediatric popu- 
lations; and 

“(iv) an evaluation of the progress made in 
addressing priorities identified pursuant to 
subparagraph (C); 

“(J) identify the use of authority and ac- 
tivities undertaken pursuant to sections 
819F-1(b)(1), 319F-1(b)(2), 319F-1(b)(3), 319F- 
1(c), 319F-1(d), 319F-1(e), 319F-2(c)(7)(C) (iii), 
819F-2 (c)(7)(C)(Gv), and 319F-2(c)(7)(C)(v) of 
this Act, and subsections (a)(1), (b)(1), and (e) 
of section 564 of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act, by summarizing— 

““(i) the particular actions that were taken 
under the authorities specified, including, as 
applicable, the identification of the threat 
agent, emergency, or the biomedical coun- 
termeasure with respect to which the au- 
thority was used; 

‘“(ii) the reasons underlying the decision to 
use such authorities, including, as applica- 
ble, the options that were considered and re- 
jected with respect to the use of such au- 
thorities; 

“(iii) the number of, nature of, and other 
information concerning the persons and enti- 
ties that received a grant, cooperative agree- 
ment, or contract pursuant to the use of 
such authorities, and the persons and enti- 
ties that were considered and rejected for 
such a grant, cooperative agreement, or con- 
tract, except that the report need not dis- 
close the identity of any such person or enti- 
ty; 

“(iv) whether, with respect to each pro- 
curement that is approved by the President 
under section 319F—2(c)(6), a contract was en- 
tered into within one year after such ap- 
proval by the President; and 

“(v) with respect to section 319F-1(d), for 
the one-year period for which the report is 
submitted, the number of persons who were 
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paid amounts totaling $100,000 or greater and 
the number of persons who were paid 
amounts totaling at least $50,000 but less 
than $100,000; and 

“(K) be made publicly available. 

‘(3) GAO REPORT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of the submission to the Con- 
gress of the first Public Health Emergency 
Medical Countermeasures Enterprise Strat- 
egy and Implementation Plan, the Comp- 
troller General of the United States shall 
conduct an independent evaluation, and sub- 
mit to the appropriate committees of Con- 
gress a report, concerning such Strategy and 
Implementation Plan. 

(B) CONTENT.—The report described in 
subparagraph (A) shall review and assess— 

“(i) the near-term, mid-term, and long- 
term medical countermeasure needs and 
identified priorities of the Federal Govern- 
ment pursuant to paragraph (2)(C); 

“(ii) the activities of the Department of 
Health and Human Services with respect to 
advanced research and development pursuant 
to section 319L; and 

“(iii) the progress made toward meeting 
the timelines, allocations, benchmarks, and 
milestones identified in the Public Health 
Emergency Medical Countermeasures Enter- 
prise Strategy and Implementation Plan 
under this subsection. 

‘(e) PROTECTION OF NATIONAL SECURITY.— 
In carrying out subsections (b)(7) and (d), the 
Secretary shall ensure that information and 
items that could compromise national secu- 
rity, contain confidential commercial infor- 
mation, or contain proprietary information 
are not disclosed.’’. 

(b) INTERAGENCY COORDINATION PLAN.—In 
the first Public Health Emergency Counter- 
measures Enterprise Strategy and Imple- 
mentation Plan submitted under subsection 
(d) of section 2811 of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 300hh-10) (as added by sub- 
section (a)(3)), the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Defense, shall include a descrip- 
tion of the manner in which the Department 
of Health and Human Services is coordi- 
nating with the Department of Defense re- 
garding countermeasure activities to address 
chemical, biological, radiological, and nu- 
clear threats. Such report shall include in- 
formation with respect to— 

(1) the research, advanced research, devel- 
opment, procurement, stockpiling, and dis- 
tribution of countermeasures to meet identi- 
fied needs; and 

(2) the coordination of efforts between the 
Department of Health and Human Services 
and the Department of Defense to address 
countermeasure needs for various segments 
of the population. 

SEC. 103. NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
CHILDREN AND DISASTERS. 

Subtitle B of title XXVIII of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300hh et seq.) is 
amended by inserting after section 2811 the 
following: 

“SEC. 2811A. NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
ON CHILDREN AND DISASTERS. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Homeland 
Security, shall establish an advisory com- 
mittee to be known as the ‘National Advi- 
sory Committee on Children and Disasters’ 
(referred to in this section as the ‘Advisory 
Committee’). 

“(b) DUTIES.—The Advisory Committee 
shall— 

“(1) provide advice and consultation with 
respect to the activities carried out pursuant 
to section 2814, as applicable and appro- 
priate; 
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‘“(2) evaluate and provide input with re- 
spect to the medical and public health needs 
of children as they relate to preparation for, 
response to, and recovery from all-hazards 
emergencies; and 

‘(3) provide advice and consultation with 
respect to State emergency preparedness and 
response activities and children, including 
related drills and exercises pursuant to the 
preparedness goals under section 2802(b). 

“(c) ADDITIONAL DUTIES.—The Advisory 
Committee may provide advice and rec- 
ommendations to the Secretary with respect 
to children and the medical and public 
health grants and cooperative agreements as 
applicable to preparedness and response ac- 
tivities authorized under this title and title 
III. 

‘(d) MEMBERSHIP.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con- 
sultation with such other Secretaries as may 
be appropriate, shall appoint not to exceed 15 
members to the Advisory Committee. In ap- 
pointing such members, the Secretary shall 
ensure that the total membership of the Ad- 
visory Committee is an odd number. 

“(2) REQUIRED MEMBERS.—The Secretary, 
in consultation with such other Secretaries 
as may be appropriate, may appoint to the 
Advisory Committee under paragraph (1) 
such individuals as may be appropriate to 
perform the duties described in subsections 
(b) and (c), which may include— 

“(A) the Assistant Secretary for Prepared- 
ness and Response; 

“(B) the Director of the Biomedical Ad- 
vanced Research and Development Author- 
ity; 

“(C) the Director of the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention; 

“(D) the Commissioner of Food and Drugs; 

“(E) the Director of the National Insti- 
tutes of Health; 

“(F) the Assistant Secretary of the Admin- 
istration for Children and Families; 

“(G) the Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency; 

“(H) at least two non-Federal health care 
professionals with expertise in pediatric 
medical disaster planning, preparedness, re- 
sponse, or recovery; 

“T) at least two representatives from 
State, local, territorial, or tribal agencies 
with expertise in pediatric disaster planning, 
preparedness, response, or recovery; and 

‘(J) representatives from such Federal 
agencies (such as the Department of Edu- 
cation and the Department of Homeland Se- 
curity) as determined necessary to fulfill the 
duties of the Advisory Committee, as estab- 
lished under subsections (b) and (c). 

“(e) MEETINGS.—The Advisory Committee 
shall meet not less than biannually. 

“(f) SUNSET.—The Advisory Committee 
shall terminate on the date that is 5 years 
after the date of enactment of the Pandemic 
and All-Hazards Preparedness Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2013.”’. 

SEC. 104. MODERNIZATION OF THE NATIONAL 
DISASTER MEDICAL SYSTEM. 

Section 2812 of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300hh-11) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(3)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), in clause (i) by in- 
serting ‘‘, including at-risk individuals as ap- 
plicable” after ‘‘victims of a public health 
emergency”; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 
subparagraph (E); and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (B), the 
following: 

‘(C) CONSIDERATIONS FOR AT-RISK POPU- 
LATIONS.—The Secretary shall take steps to 
ensure that an appropriate specialized and 
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focused range of public health and medical 

capabilities are represented in the National 

Disaster Medical System, which take into 

account the needs of at-risk individuals, in 

the event of a public health emergency.” . 
“(D) ADMINISTRATION.. The Secretary may 

determine and pay claims for reimbursement 
for services under subparagraph (A) directly 
or through contracts that provide for pay- 
ment in advance or by way of reimburse- 
ment.”; and 

(2) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘such 
sums as may be necessary for each of the fis- 
cal years 2007 through 2011” and inserting 
‘$52,700,000 for each of fiscal years 2013 
through 2017”. 

SEC. 105. CONTINUING THE ROLE OF THE DE- 

PARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

Section 8117(g) of title 38, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘such sums as 
may be necessary to carry out this section 
for each of fiscal years 2007 through 2011” 
and inserting ‘‘$155,300,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2013 through 2017 to carry out this sec- 
tion”. 

TITLE II —OPTIMIZING STATE AND LOCAL 
ALL-HAZARDS PREPAREDNESS AND RE- 
SPONSE 

SEC. 201. TEMPORARY REDEPLOYMENT OF FED- 

ERALLY FUNDED PERSONNEL DUR- 
ING A PUBLIC HEALTH EMERGENCY. 

Section 319 of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 247d) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“(e) TEMPORARY REDEPLOYMENT OF FEDER- 
ALLY FUNDED PERSONNEL DURING A PUBLIC 
HEALTH EMERGENCY.— 

“(1) EMERGENCY REDEPLOYMENT OF FEDER- 
ALLY FUNDED PERSONNEL.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, and subject to 
paragraph (2), upon request by the Governor 
of a State or the chief of a tribe or such Gov- 
ernor or chief’s designee, the Secretary may 
authorize the requesting State or tribe to 
temporarily redeploy, for purposes of imme- 
diately addressing a public health emergency 
in the State or tribe, non-Federal personnel 
funded in whole or in part through, as appro- 
priate, programs under this Act. 

‘(2) ACTIVATION OF EMERGENCY REDEPLOY- 
MENT.— 

“(A) PUBLIC HEALTH EMERGENCY.—The Sec- 
retary may authorize a temporary redeploy- 
ment of personnel under paragraph (1) only 
during the period of a public health emer- 
gency determined pursuant to subsection (a). 

“(B) CONTENTS OF REQUEST.—To seek au- 
thority for a temporary redeployment of per- 
sonnel under paragraph (1), the Governor of 
a State or the chief of a tribe shall submit to 
the Secretary a request for such authority 
and shall include in the request each of the 
following: 

“(G) An assurance that the public health 
emergency in the geographic area of the re- 
questing State or tribe cannot be adequately 
and appropriately addressed by the public 
health workforce otherwise available. 

“Gi) An assurance that the public health 
emergency would be addressed more effi- 
ciently and effectively through the requested 
temporary redeployment of personnel. 

“(ii) An assurance that the requested tem- 
porary redeployment of personnel is con- 
sistent with any applicable All-Hazards Pub- 
lic Health Emergency Preparedness and Re- 
sponse Plan under section 319C-1. 

“(iv) An identification of— 

(I) each Federal program from which per- 
sonnel would be temporarily redeployed pur- 
suant to the requested authority; and 

““(II) the number of personnel who would be 
so redeployed from each such program. 

“(v) Such other information and assur- 
ances as the Secretary may require. 
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“(C) CONSIDERATION.—In reviewing a re- 
quest for temporary redeployment under 
paragraph (1) of personnel funded through a 
Federal program, the Secretary shall con- 
sider the degree to which the program would 
be adversely affected by the redeployment. 

‘((D) TERMINATION AND EXTENSION.— 

“(i) TERMINATION.—A State or tribe’s au- 
thority for a temporary redeployment of per- 
sonnel under paragraph (1) shall terminate 
upon the earlier of the following: 

“(D) The Secretary’s determination that 
the public health emergency no longer ex- 
ists. 

“(IT) Subject to clause (ii), the expiration 
of the 30-day period following the date on 
which the Secretary approved the State or 
tribe’s request for such authority. 

“(ii) EXTENSION AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 
may extend the authority to authorize a 
temporary redeployment of personnel under 
paragraph (1) beyond the date otherwise ap- 
plicable under clause (i)(II) if the public 
health emergency still exists as of such date, 
but only if— 

“(I) the State or tribe that submitted the 
initial request for authority for a temporary 
redeployment of personnel submits a request 
for an extension of such authority; and 

“(IT) the request for an extension contains 
the same type of information and assurances 
necessary for the approval of an initial re- 
quest for such authority. 

‘(3) NOTICE TO PERSONNEL OF POSSIBILITY 
OF REDEPLOYMENT.—The Secretary shall en- 
sure that, if a State or tribe receives Federal 
funds for personnel who are subject to the 
Secretary’s redeployment authority under 
this subsection, the State or tribe gives no- 
tice to such personnel of the possibility of 
redeployment— 

“(A) at the time of hiring; or 

‘“(B) in the case of personnel hired before 
the date of the enactment of this subsection, 
as soon as practicable. 

“(4) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary 
shall give notice to the Congress in conjunc- 
tion with the approval under this subsection 
of— 

“(A) any initial request for authority for a 
temporary redeployment of personnel; and 

‘“(B) any request for an extension of such 
authority. 

‘(5) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary shall— 

“(A) not later than 6 months after the en- 
actment of this subsection, issue proposed 
guidance on the temporary redeployment of 
personnel under this subsection; and 

‘(B) after providing notice and a 60-day pe- 
riod for public comment, finalize such guid- 
ance. 

““(6) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 4 
years after the date of enactment of the Pan- 
demic and All-Hazards Preparedness Reau- 
thorization Act of 2018, the Comptroller Gen- 
eral of the United States shall conduct an 
independent evaluation, and submit to the 
appropriate committees of the Congress a re- 
port, on the Secretary’s authority under this 
subsection, including— 

“(A) a description of how, and under what 
circumstances, such authority has been used 
by States and tribes; 

“(B) an analysis of how such authority has 
assisted States and tribes in responding to 
public health emergencies; 

“(C) an evaluation of how such authority 
has improved operational efficiencies in re- 
sponding to public health emergencies; 

“(D) an analysis of the extent to which, if 
any, Federal programs from which personnel 
have been temporarily redeployed pursuant 
to such authority have been adversely af- 
fected by the redeployment; and 
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“(E) recommendations on how such au- 
thority could be improved to further assist 
in responding to public health emergencies. 

“(7) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘State’ includes, in addition to the enti- 
ties listed in the definition of such term in 
section 2, the Freely Associated States. 

“(8) SUNSET.—The authority under this 
subsection shall terminate on the date that 
is 5 years after the date of enactment of the 
Pandemic and All-Hazards Preparedness Re- 
authorization Act of 2013.”’. 

SEC. 202. IMPROVING STATE AND LOCAL PUBLIC 
HEALTH SECURITY. 

(a) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—Section 
319C-1 of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 247d-3a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1)(C), by striking ‘‘con- 
sortium of entities described in subpara- 
graph (A)? and inserting ‘‘consortium of 
States’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)— 

(i) by striking clauses (i) and (ii) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(i) a description of the activities such en- 
tity will carry out under the agreement to 
meet the goals identified under section 2802, 
including with respect to chemical, biologi- 
cal, radiological, or nuclear threats, whether 
naturally occurring, unintentional, or delib- 
erate; 

“(ii) a description of the activities such en- 
tity will carry out with respect to pandemic 
influenza, as a component of the activities 
carried out under clause (i), and consistent 
with the requirements of paragraphs (2) and 
(5) of subsection (g);’’; 

(ii) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(vi) a description of how, as appropriate, 
the entity may partner with relevant public 
and private stakeholders in public health 
emergency preparedness and response; 

‘““(vii) a description of how the entity, as 
applicable and appropriate, will coordinate 
with State emergency preparedness and re- 
sponse plans in public health emergency pre- 
paredness, including State educational agen- 
cies (as defined in section 9101(41) of the Ele- 
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965) and State child care lead agencies (des- 
ignated under section 658D of the Child Care 
and Development Block Grant Act of 1990); 

‘“(viii) in the case of entities that operate 
on the United States-Mexico border or the 
United States-Canada border, a description 
of the activities such entity will carry out 
under the agreement that are specific to the 
border area including disease detection, 
identification, investigation, and prepared- 
ness and response activities related to 
emerging diseases and infectious disease out- 
breaks whether naturally occurring or due to 
bioterrorism, consistent with the require- 
ments of this section; and 

“(ix) a description of any activities that 
such entity will use to analyze real-time 
clinical specimens for pathogens of public 
health or bioterrorism significance, includ- 
ing any utilization of poison control cen- 
ters;’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by inserting ‘‘, in- 
cluding addressing the needs of at-risk indi- 
viduals,” after ‘‘capabilities of such entity”; 

(3) in subsection (f)— 

(A) in paragraph (2), by adding ‘‘and’”’ at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘; and” 
and inserting a period; and 

(C) by striking paragraph (4); 

(4) in subsection (g)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking subpara- 
graph (A) and inserting the following: 
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“(A) include outcome goals representing 
operational achievements of the National 
Preparedness Goals developed under section 
2802(b) with respect to all-hazards, including 
chemical, biological, radiological, or nuclear 
threats; and’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by adding at the 
end the following: ‘‘The Secretary shall peri- 
odically update, as necessary and appro- 
priate, such pandemic influenza plan criteria 
and shall require the integration of such cri- 
teria into the benchmarks and standards de- 
scribed in paragraph (1).”’; 

(5) by striking subsection (h); 

(6) in subsection (i)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘$824,000,000 for fiscal year 
2007, of which $35,000,000 shall be used to 
carry out subsection (h),’’ and inserting 
‘*$641,900,000 for fiscal year 2013”; and 

(I) by striking ‘‘such sums as may be nec- 
essary for each of fiscal years 2008 through 
2011” and inserting ‘‘$641,900,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2017”; 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B); 

(iii) by redesignating subparagraphs (C) 
and (D) as subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec- 
tively; and 

(iv) in subparagraph (C), as so redesig- 
nated, by striking ‘‘subparagraph (C)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘subparagraph (B)’’; 

(B) in subparagraphs (C) and (D) of para- 
graph (8), by striking ‘(1)(A)(j)(1)”’ each 
place it appears and inserting “(XA)”; 

(C) in paragraph (4)(B), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (c)? and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)’’; 
and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(7) AVAILABILITY OF COOPERATIVE AGREE- 
MENT FUNDS.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts provided to an 
eligible entity under a cooperative agree- 
ment under subsection (a) for a fiscal year 
and remaining unobligated at the end of such 
year shall remain available to such entity 
for the next fiscal year for the purposes for 
which such funds were provided. 

‘“(B) FUNDS CONTINGENT ON ACHIEVING 
BENCHMARKS.—The continued availability of 
funds under subparagraph (A) with respect to 
an entity shall be contingent upon such enti- 
ty achieving the benchmarks and submitting 
the pandemic influenza plan as described in 
subsection (g).’’; and 

(7) in subsection (j), by striking paragraph 
(3). 

(b) VACCINE TRACKING AND DISTRIBUTION.— 
Section 319A(e) of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-1(e)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘‘such sums for each of fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$30,800,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2013 through 2017”. 

SEC. 203. HOSPITAL PREPAREDNESS AND MED- 
ICAL SURGE CAPACITY. 


(a) ALL-HAZARDS PUBLIC HEALTH AND MED- 
ICAL RESPONSE CURRICULA AND TRAINING.— 
Section 319F(a)(5)(B) of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-6(a)(5)(B)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘public health or med- 
ical” and inserting ‘‘public health, medical, 
or dental’’. 

(b) ENCOURAGING HEALTH PROFESSIONAL 
VOLUNTEERS.— 

(1) EMERGENCY SYSTEM FOR ADVANCE REG- 
ISTRATION OF VOLUNTEER HEALTH PROFES- 
SIONALS.—Section 319I(k) of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-7b(k)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$2,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2002, and such sums as may be necessary 
for each of the fiscal years 2003 through 2011” 
and inserting ‘$5,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2013 through 2017”. 
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(2) VOLUNTEERS.—Section 2813 of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300hh-15) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (d)(2), by adding at the 
end the following: ‘‘Such training exercises 
shall, as appropriate and applicable, incor- 
porate the needs of at-risk individuals in the 
event of a public health emergency.’’; and 

(B) in subsection (i), by striking 
‘*$22,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, and such 
sums as may be necessary for each of fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011’ and inserting 
**$11,200,000 for each of fiscal years 2013 
through 2017”. 

(c) PARTNERSHIPS FOR STATE AND REGIONAL 
PREPAREDNESS TO IMPROVE SURGE CAPAC- 
Iry.—Section 319C-2 of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-8b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘, includ- 
ing capacity and preparedness to address the 
needs of pediatric and other at-risk popu- 
lations” before the period at the end; 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)(A)(ii), by striking 
“centers, primary” and inserting ‘‘centers, 
community health centers, primary”; 

(3) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

“(c) USE OF FUNDS.—An award under sub- 
section (a) shall be expended for activities to 
achieve the preparedness goals described 
under paragraphs (1), (3), (4), (5), and (6) of 
section 2802(b) with respect to all-hazards, 
including chemical, biological, radiological, 
or nuclear threats.’’; 

(4) by striking subsection (g) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(¢) COORDINATION.— 

“(1) LOCAL RESPONSE CAPABILITIES.—An eli- 
gible entity shall, to the extent practicable, 
ensure that activities carried out under an 
award under subsection (a) are coordinated 
with activities of relevant local Metropoli- 
tan Medical Response Systems, local Medical 
Reserve Corps, the local Cities Readiness Ini- 
tiative, and local emergency plans. 

‘(2) NATIONAL COLLABORATION.—Partner- 
ships consisting of one or more eligible enti- 
ties under this section may, to the extent 
practicable, collaborate with other partner- 
ships consisting of one or more eligible enti- 
ties under this section for purposes of na- 
tional coordination and collaboration with 
respect to activities to achieve the prepared- 
ness goals described under paragraphs (1), (8), 
(4), (5), and (6) of section 2802(b).”’; 

(5) in subsection (i)— 

(A) by striking ‘The requirements of” and 
inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The requirements of”; 
and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) MEETING GOALS OF NATIONAL HEALTH 
SECURITY STRATEGY.—The Secretary shall 
implement objective, evidence-based metrics 
to ensure that entities receiving awards 
under this section are meeting, to the extent 
practicable, the applicable goals of the Na- 
tional Health Security Strategy under sec- 
tion 2802.’’; and 

(6) in subsection (j)— 

(A) by amending paragraph (1) to read as 
follows: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of carrying 
out this section, there is authorized to be ap- 
propriated $374,700,000 for each of fiscal years 
2013 through 2017.”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) AVAILABILITY OF COOPERATIVE AGREE- 
MENT FUNDS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts provided to an 
eligible entity under a cooperative agree- 
ment under subsection (a) for a fiscal year 
and remaining unobligated at the end of such 
year shall remain available to such entity 
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for the next fiscal year for the purposes for 
which such funds were provided. 

‘(B) FUNDS CONTINGENT ON ACHIEVING 
BENCHMARKS.—The continued availability of 
funds under subparagraph (A) with respect to 
an entity shall be contingent upon such enti- 
ty achieving the benchmarks and submitting 
the pandemic influenza plan as required 
under subsection (i).’’. 

SEC. 204. ENHANCING SITUATIONAL AWARENESS 
AND BIOSURVEILLANCE. 

Section 319D of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-4) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(B), by inserting ‘‘poi- 
son control centers,” after ‘‘hospitals,’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting before the 
period at the end the following: ‘‘, allowing 
for coordination to maximize all-hazards 
medical and public health preparedness and 
response and to minimize duplication of ef- 
fort’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (3), by inserting before the 
period at the end the following: ‘‘and update 
such standards as necessary”; 

(2) by striking subsection (c); and 

(3) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
‘PUBLIC HEALTH SITUATIONAL AWARENESS” 
and inserting ‘‘MODERNIZING PUBLIC HEALTH 
SITUATIONAL AWARENESS AND BIOSURVEIL- 
LANCE”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Pandemic and All-Hazards 
Preparedness Act” and inserting ‘‘Pandemic 
and All-Hazards Preparedness Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2013”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘, novel 
threats,” after ‘‘disease outbreaks”’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

(2) STRATEGY AND IMPLEMENTATION 
PLAN.—Not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of the Pandemic and All-Haz- 
ards Preparedness Reauthorization Act of 
2013, the Secretary shall submit to the ap- 
propriate committees of Congress a coordi- 
nated strategy and an accompanying imple- 
mentation plan that identifies and dem- 
onstrates the measurable steps the Secretary 
will carry out to— 

“(A) develop, implement, and evaluate the 
network described in paragraph (1), utilizing 
the elements described in paragraph (3); 

“(B) modernize and enhance bDiosurveil- 
lance activities; and 

‘(C) improve information sharing, coordi- 
nation, and communication among disparate 
biosurveillance systems supported by the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services.”’; 

(D) in paragraph (8)(D), by inserting ‘‘com- 
munity health centers, health centers” after 
‘poison control,”’; 

(E) in paragraph (5), by striking subpara- 
graph (A) and inserting the following: 

‘(A) utilize applicable interoperability 
standards as determined by the Secretary, 
and in consultation with the Office of the 
National Coordinator for Health Information 
Technology, through a joint public and pri- 
vate sector process;’’; and 

(F) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(6) CONSULTATION WITH THE NATIONAL BIO- 
DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD.—In carrying out 
this section and consistent with section 
319M, the National Biodefense Science Board 
shall provide expert advice and guidance, in- 
cluding recommendations, regarding the 
measurable steps the Secretary should take 
to modernize and enhance biosurveillance 
activities pursuant to the efforts of the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services to 
ensure comprehensive, real-time, all-hazards 
biosurveillance capabilities. In complying 
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with the preceding sentence, the National 
Biodefense Science Board shall— 

“(A) identify the steps necessary to 
achieve a national biosurveillance system 
for human health, with international 
connectivity, where appropriate, that is 
predicated on State, regional, and commu- 
nity level capabilities and creates a 
networked system to allow for two-way in- 
formation flow between and among Federal, 
State, and local government public health 
authorities and clinical health care pro- 
viders; 

“(B) identify any duplicative surveillance 
programs under the authority of the Sec- 
retary, or changes that are necessary to ex- 
isting programs, in order to enhance and 
modernize such activities, minimize duplica- 
tion, strengthen and streamline such activi- 
ties under the authority of the Secretary, 
and achieve real-time and appropriate data 
that relate to disease activity, both human 
and zoonotic; and 

“(C) coordinate with applicable existing 
advisory committees of the Director of the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 
including such advisory committees con- 
sisting of representatives from State, local, 
and tribal public health authorities and ap- 
propriate public and private sector health 
care entities and academic institutions, in 
order to provide guidance on public health 
surveillance activities.’’; 

(4) in subsection (e)(5), by striking ‘‘4 years 
after the date of enactment of the Pandemic 
and All-Hazards Preparedness Act” and in- 
serting ‘‘3 years after the date of enactment 
of the Pandemic and All-Hazards Prepared- 
ness Reauthorization Act of 2013”; 

(5) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘such 
sums as may be necessary in each of fiscal 
years 2007 through 2011” and inserting 
‘*$138,300,000 for each of fiscal years 2013 
through 2017”; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 


‘“(h) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion the term ‘biosurveillance’ means the 
process of gathering near real-time biologi- 
cal data that relates to human and zoonotic 
disease activity and threats to human or ani- 
mal health, in order to achieve early warn- 
ing and identification of such health threats, 
early detection and prompt ongoing tracking 
of health events, and overall situational 
awareness of disease activity.’’. 


SEC. 205. ELIMINATING DUPLICATIVE PROJECT 
BIOSHIELD REPORTS. 


Section 5 of the Project Bioshield Act of 
2004 (42 U.S.C. 247d-6c) is repealed. 


TITLE ITI—ENHANCING MEDICAL 
COUNTERMEASURE REVIEW 


SEC. 301. SPECIAL PROTOCOL ASSESSMENT. 


Section 505(b)(5)(B) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
355(b)(5)(B)) is amended by striking ‘‘size of 
clinical trials intended” and all that follows 
through ‘‘. The sponsor or applicant” and in- 
serting the following: ‘‘size— 

“(i)(1) of clinical trials intended to form 
the primary basis of an effectiveness claim; 
or 

“(IT) in the case where human efficacy 
studies are not ethical or feasible, of animal 
and any associated clinical trials which, in 
combination, are intended to form the pri- 
mary basis of an effectiveness claim; or 

“Gi) with respect to an application for ap- 
proval of a biological product under section 
351(k) of the Public Health Service Act, of 
any necessary clinical study or studies. 


The sponsor or applicant”. 
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SEC. 302. AUTHORIZATION FOR MEDICAL PROD- 
UCTS FOR USE IN EMERGENCIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 564 of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
360bbb-8) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘sections 
505, 510(k), and 515 of this Act” and inserting 
“any provision of this Act”; 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking “under 
a provision of law referred to in such para- 
graph” and inserting ‘‘under section 505, 
510(k), or 515 of this Act or section 351 of the 
Public Health Service Act’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘a provi- 
sion of law referred to in such paragraph” 
and inserting ‘‘a section of this Act or the 
Public Health Service Act referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A)’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“EMERGENCY” and inserting ‘‘EMERGENCY OR 
THREAT JUSTIFYING EMERGENCY AUTHORIZED 
USE”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘may declare an emergency” 
and inserting ‘‘may make a declaration that 
the circumstances exist”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘speci- 
fied’’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘specified’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘; or’’ and inserting a semi- 
colon; 

(iv) by amending subparagraph (C) to read 
as follows: 

“(C) a determination by the Secretary that 
there is a public health emergency, or a sig- 
nificant potential for a public health emer- 
gency, that affects, or has a significant po- 
tential to affect, national security or the 
health and security of United States citizens 
living abroad, and that involves a biological, 
chemical, radiological, or nuclear agent or 
agents, or a disease or condition that may be 
attributable to such agent or agents; or”; 
and 

(v) by adding at the end the following: 

“(D) the identification of a material threat 
pursuant to section 319F-2 of the Public 
Health Service Act sufficient to affect na- 
tional security or the health and security of 
United States citizens living abroad.’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), 
clause (ii) to read as follows: 

“(ii) a change in the approval status of the 
product such that the circumstances de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(2) have ceased to 
exist.’’; 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B); and 

(iii) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 
subparagraph (B); 

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘advance 
notice of termination, and renewal under 
this subsection.” and inserting ‘‘, and ad- 
vance notice of termination under this sub- 
section.’’; and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) EXPLANATION BY SECRETARY.—If an au- 
thorization under this section with respect 
to an unapproved product or an unapproved 
use of an approved product has been in effect 
for more than 1 year, the Secretary shall 
provide in writing to the sponsor of such 
product an explanation of the scientific, reg- 
ulatory, or other obstacles to approval, li- 
censure, or clearance of such product or use, 
including specific actions to be taken by the 
Secretary and the sponsor to overcome such 
obstacles.’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)— 


by amending 
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(i) by inserting ‘‘the Assistant Secretary 
for Preparedness and Response,” after ‘‘con- 
sultation with’’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘Health and” and inserting 
“Health, and”; and 

Gii) by striking ‘‘circumstances of the 
emergency involved” and inserting ‘‘applica- 
ble circumstances described in subsection 
M)”; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘speci- 
fied” and inserting ‘‘referred to”; and 

(C) in paragraph (2)(B), by inserting ‘‘, tak- 
ing into consideration the material threat 
posed by the agent or agents identified in a 
declaration under subsection (b)(1)(D), if ap- 
plicable” after ‘‘risks of the product’’; 

(4) in subsection (d)(3), by inserting ‘‘, to 
the extent practicable given the cir- 
cumstances of the emergency,” after ‘‘in- 
cluding”’; 

(5) in subsection (e)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘“‘cir- 
cumstances of the emergency” and inserting 
“applicable circumstances described in sub- 
section (b)(1)”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)(B), by amending clause 
(iii) to read as follows: 

“(iii) Appropriate conditions with respect 
to collection and analysis of information 
concerning the safety and effectiveness of 
the product with respect to the use of such 
product during the period when the author- 
ization is in effect and a reasonable time fol- 
lowing such period.”’; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘manufacturer of the prod- 
uct” and inserting ‘‘person”’; 

(II) by striking ‘‘circumstances of the 
emergency” and inserting ‘‘applicable cir- 
cumstances described in subsection (b)(1)’’; 
and 

(III) by inserting at the end before the pe- 
riod ‘‘or in paragraph (1)(B)”’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)(i), by inserting be- 
fore the period at the end ‘‘, except as pro- 
vided in section 564A with respect to author- 
ized changes to the product expiration date’’; 
and 

(iii) by amending subparagraph (C) to read 
as follows: 

“(C) In establishing conditions under this 
paragraph with respect to the distribution 
and administration of the product for the un- 
approved use, the Secretary shall not impose 
conditions that would restrict distribution 
or administration of the product when dis- 
tributed or administered for the approved 
use.”; and 

(D) by amending paragraph (38) to read as 
follows: 

‘(3) GOOD MANUFACTURING PRACTICE; PRE- 
SCRIPTION.—With respect to the emergency 
use of a product for which an authorization 
under this section is issued (whether an un- 
approved product or an unapproved use of an 
approved product), the Secretary may waive 
or limit, to the extent appropriate given the 
applicable circumstances described in sub- 
section (b)(1)— 

“(A) requirements regarding current good 
manufacturing practice otherwise applicable 
to the manufacture, processing, packing, or 
holding of products subject to regulation 
under this Act, including such requirements 
established under section 501 or 520(f)(1), and 
including relevant conditions prescribed 
with respect to the product by an order 
under section 520(f)(2); 

‘(B) requirements established under sec- 
tion 503(b); and 

‘“(C) requirements established under sec- 
tion 520(e).”’; 

(6) in subsection (g)— 
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(A) in the subsection heading, by inserting 
“REVIEW AND” before ‘‘REVOCATION”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by inserting after the 
period at the end the following: ‘‘As part of 
such review, the Secretary shall regularly 
review the progress made with respect to the 
approval, licensure, or clearance of— 

“(A) an unapproved product for which an 
authorization was issued under this section; 
or 

“(B) an unapproved use of an approved 
product for which an authorization was 
issued under this section.’’; and 

(C) by amending paragraph (2) to read as 
follows: 

‘“(2) REVISION AND REVOCATION.—The Sec- 
retary may revise or revoke an authorization 
under this section if— 

“(A) the circumstances described under 
subsection (b)(1) no longer exist; 

“(B) the criteria under subsection (c) for 
issuance of such authorization are no longer 
met; or 

“(C) other circumstances make such revi- 
sion or revocation appropriate to protect the 
public health or safety.”’; 

(7) in subsection (h)(1), by adding after the 
period at the end the following: ‘“‘The Sec- 
retary shall make any revisions to an au- 
thorization under this section available on 
the Internet Web site of the Food and Drug 
Administration.’’; 

(8) by adding at the end of subsection (j) 
the following: 

‘“(4) Nothing in this section shall be con- 
strued as authorizing a delay in the review 
or other consideration by the Secretary of 
any application or submission pending before 
the Food and Drug Administration for a 
product for which an authorization under 
this section is issued.’’; and 

(9) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(m) CATEGORIZATION OF LABORATORY 
TESTS ASSOCIATED WITH DEVICES SUBJECT TO 
AUTHORIZATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In issuing an authoriza- 
tion under this section with respect to a de- 
vice, the Secretary may, subject to the pro- 
visions of this section, determine that a lab- 
oratory examination or procedure associated 
with such device shall be deemed, for pur- 
poses of section 353 of the Public Health 
Service Act, to be in a particular category of 
examinations and procedures (including the 
category described by subsection (d)(8) of 
such section) if, based on the totality of sci- 
entific evidence available to the Secretary— 

“(A) such categorization would be bene- 
ficial to protecting the public health; and 

“(B) the known and potential benefits of 
such categorization under the circumstances 
of the authorization outweigh the known and 
potential risks of the categorization. 

‘(2) CONDITIONS OF DETERMINATION.—The 
Secretary may establish appropriate condi- 
tions on the performance of the examination 
or procedure pursuant to such determina- 
tion. 

“(3) EFFECTIVE PERIOD.—A determination 
under this subsection shall be effective for 
purposes of section 353 of the Public Health 
Service Act notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of that section during the effective pe- 
riod of the relevant declaration under sub- 
section (b).’’. 

(b) EMERGENCY USE OF MEDICAL PROD- 
ucTs.—Subchapter E of chapter V of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
360bbb et seq.) is amended by inserting after 
section 564 the following: 

“SEC. 564A. EMERGENCY USE OF MEDICAL PROD- 
UCTS. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ELIGIBLE PRODUCT.—The term ‘eligible 
product’ means a product that— 
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“(A) is approved or cleared under this 
chapter or licensed under section 351 of the 
Public Health Service Act; 

‘(B)(i) is intended for use to prevent, diag- 
nose, or treat a disease or condition involv- 
ing a biological, chemical, radiological, or 
nuclear agent or agents; or 

“(ii) is intended for use to prevent, diag- 
nose, or treat a serious or life-threatening 
disease or condition caused by a product de- 
scribed in clause (i); and 

“(C) is intended for use during the cir- 
cumstances under which— 

“(i) a determination described in subpara- 
graph (A), (B), or (C) of section 564(b)(1) has 
been made by the Secretary of Homeland Se- 
curity, the Secretary of Defense, or the Sec- 
retary, respectively; or 

“(ii) the identification of a material threat 
described in subparagraph (D) of section 
564(b)(1) has been made pursuant to section 
319F-2 of the Public Health Service Act. 

‘(2) PRODUCT.—The term ‘product’ means a 
drug, device, or biological product. 

‘*(b) EXPIRATION DATING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ex- 
tend the expiration date and authorize the 
introduction or delivery for introduction 
into interstate commerce of an eligible prod- 
uct after the expiration date provided by the 
manufacturer if— 

‘(A) the expiration date extension is in- 
tended to support the United States ability 
to protect— 

“(i) the public health; or 

“(ii) military preparedness and effective- 
ness; and 

‘(B) the expiration date extension is sup- 
ported by an appropriate scientific evalua- 
tion that is conducted or accepted by the 
Secretary. 

‘(2) REQUIREMENTS AND CONDITIONS.—Any 
extension of an expiration date under para- 
graph (1) shall, as part of the extension, iden- 
tify— 

“(A) each specific lot, batch, or other unit 
of the product for which extended expiration 
is authorized; 

“(B) the duration of the extension; and 

“(C) any other requirements or conditions 
as the Secretary may deem appropriate for 
the protection of the public health, which 
may include requirements for, or conditions 
on, product sampling, storage, packaging or 
repackaging, transport, labeling, notice to 
product recipients, recordkeeping, periodic 
testing or retesting, or product disposition. 

(83) EFFECT.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act or the Public Health 
Service Act, an eligible product shall not be 
considered an unapproved product (as defined 
in section 564(a)(2)(A)) and shall not be 
deemed adulterated or misbranded under 
this Act because, with respect to such prod- 
uct, the Secretary has, under paragraph (1), 
extended the expiration date and authorized 
the introduction or delivery for introduction 
into interstate commerce of such product 
after the expiration date provided by the 
manufacturer. 

‘“(4) EXPIRATION DATE.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘expiration date’ 
means the date established through appro- 
priate stability testing required by the regu- 
lations issued by the Secretary to ensure 
that the product meets applicable standards 
of identity, strength, quality, and purity at 
the time of use. 

“(c) CURRENT GOOD MANUFACTURING PRAC- 
TICE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may, 
when the circumstances of a domestic, mili- 
tary, or public health emergency or material 
threat described in subsection (a)(1)(C) so 
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warrant, authorize, with respect to an eligi- 
ble product, deviations from current good 
manufacturing practice requirements other- 
wise applicable to the manufacture, proc- 
essing, packing, or holding of products sub- 
ject to regulation under this Act, including 
requirements under section 501 or 520(f)(1) or 
applicable conditions prescribed with respect 
to the eligible product by an order under sec- 
tion 520(f)(2). 

“(2) EFFECT.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act or the Public Health 
Service Act, an eligible product shall not be 
considered an unapproved product (as defined 
in section 564(a)(2)(A)) and shall not be 
deemed adulterated or misbranded under 
this Act because, with respect to such prod- 
uct, the Secretary has authorized deviations 
from current good manufacturing practices 
under paragraph (1). 

(d) EMERGENCY DISPENSING.—The require- 
ments of sections 503(b) and 520(e) shall not 
apply to an eligible product, and the product 
shall not be considered an unapproved prod- 
uct (as defined in section 564(a)(2)(A)) and 
shall not be deemed adulterated or mis- 
branded under this Act because it is dis- 
pensed without an individual prescription, 
if— 

“(1) the product is dispensed during the 
circumstances described in subsection 
(a)(1)(C); and 

‘“(2) such dispensing without an individual 
prescription occurs— 

“(A) as permitted under the law of the 
State in which the product is dispensed; or 

“(B) in accordance with an order issued by 
the Secretary, for the purposes and duration 
of the circumstances described in subsection 
(a))(C). 

‘(e) EMERGENCY USE INSTRUCTIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, acting 
through an appropriate official within the 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
may create and issue emergency use instruc- 
tions to inform health care providers or indi- 
viduals to whom an eligible product is to be 
administered concerning such product’s ap- 
proved, licensed, or cleared conditions of use. 

“(2) EFFECT.—Notwithstanding any other 
provisions of this Act or the Public Health 
Service Act, a product shall not be consid- 
ered an unapproved product and shall not be 
deemed adulterated or misbranded under 
this Act because of the issuance of emer- 
gency use instructions under paragraph (1) 
with respect to such product or the introduc- 
tion or delivery for introduction of such 
product into interstate commerce accom- 
panied by such instructions— 

‘(A) during an emergency response to an 
actual emergency that is the basis for a de- 
termination described in subsection 
(a)(1)(C)G); or 

“(B) by a government entity (including a 
Federal, State, local, or tribal government 
entity), or a person acting on behalf of such 
a government entity, in preparation for an 
emergency response.’’. 

(c) RISK EVALUATION AND MITIGATION 
STRATEGIES.—Section 505-1 of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355- 
1), is amended— 

(1) in subsection (f), by striking paragraph 
(7); and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(k) WAIVER IN PUBLIC HEALTH EMER- 
GENCIES.—The Secretary may waive any re- 
quirement of this section with respect to a 
qualified countermeasure (as defined in sec- 
tion 319F-1(a)(2) of the Public Health Service 
Act) to which a requirement under this sec- 
tion has been applied, if the Secretary deter- 
mines that such waiver is required to miti- 
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gate the effects of, or reduce the severity of, 
the circumstances under which— 

“(1) a determination described in subpara- 
graph (A), (B), or (C) of section 564(b)(1) has 
been made by the Secretary of Homeland Se- 
curity, the Secretary of Defense, or the Sec- 
retary, respectively; or 

‘“(2) the identification of a material threat 
described in subparagraph (D) of section 
564(b)(1) has been made pursuant to section 
319F-2 of the Public Health Service Act.’’. 

(d) PRODUCTS HELD FOR EMERGENCY USE.— 
The Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.) is amended by inserting 
after section 564A, as added by subsection 
(b), the following: 

“SEC. 564B. PRODUCTS HELD FOR EMERGENCY 
USE. 

“It is not a violation of any section of this 
Act or of the Public Health Service Act for 
a government entity (including a Federal, 
State, local, or tribal government entity), or 
a person acting on behalf of such a govern- 
ment entity, to introduce into interstate 
commerce a product (as defined in section 
564(a)(4)) intended for emergency use, if that 
product— 

“(1) is intended to be held and not used; 
and 

‘“(2) is held and not used, unless and until 
that product— 

“(A) is approved, cleared, or licensed under 
section 505, 510(k), or 515 of this Act or sec- 
tion 351 of the Public Health Service Act; 

“(B) is authorized for investigational use 
under section 505 or 520 of this Act or section 
351 of the Public Health Service Act; or 

“(C) is authorized for use under section 
564.”’. 

SEC. 303. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 565 of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 360bbb—-4) is amended 
by striking ‘‘The Secretary, in consultation’’ 
and inserting the following: 

‘“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

“(1) the term ‘countermeasure’ means a 
qualified countermeasure, a security coun- 
termeasure, and a qualified pandemic or epi- 
demic product; 

(2) the term ‘qualified countermeasure’ 
has the meaning given such term in section 
319F-1 of the Public Health Service Act; 

“(3) the term ‘security countermeasure’ 
has the meaning given such term in section 
319F-2 of such Act; and 

“(4) the term ‘qualified pandemic or epi- 
demic product’ means a product that meets 
the definition given such term in section 
319F-3 of the Public Health Service Act 
and— 

“(A) that has been identified by the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services or 
the Department of Defense as receiving fund- 
ing directly related to addressing chemical, 
biological, radiological, or nuclear threats, 
including pandemic influenza; or 

“(B) is included under this paragraph pur- 
suant to a determination by the Secretary. 

‘“(b) GENERAL DUTIES.—The Secretary, in 
consultation”. 

SEC. 304. ENHANCING MEDICAL COUNTER- 
MEASURE ACTIVITIES. 

Section 565 of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 360bbb-4), as amend- 
ed by section 303, is further amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking 
“TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE” and inserting 
“COUNTERMEASURE DEVELOPMENT, RE- 
VIEW, AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking the sub- 
section enumerator and all that follows 
through ‘‘shall establish” and inserting the 
following: 

‘“(b) GENERAL DUTIES.—In order to accel- 
erate the development, stockpiling, ap- 
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proval, licensure, and clearance of qualified 
countermeasures, security countermeasures, 
and qualified pandemic or epidemic products, 
the Secretary, in consultation with the As- 
sistant Secretary for Preparedness and Re- 
sponse, shall— 

“(1) ensure the appropriate involvement of 
Food and Drug Administration personnel in 
interagency activities related to counter- 
measure advanced research and develop- 
ment, consistent with sections 319F, 319F-1, 
319F-2, 319F-3, 319L, and 2811 of the Public 
Health Service Act; 

‘“(2) ensure the appropriate involvement 
and consultation of Food and Drug Adminis- 
tration personnel in any flexible manufac- 
turing activities carried out under section 
319L of the Public Health Service Act, in- 
cluding with respect to meeting regulatory 
requirements set forth in this Act; 

“(83) promote countermeasure expertise 
within the Food and Drug Administration 
by— 

“(A) ensuring that Food and Drug Admin- 
istration personnel involved in reviewing 
countermeasures for approval, licensure, or 
clearance are informed by the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Preparedness and Response on the 
material threat assessment conducted under 
section 319F-2 of the Public Health Service 
Act for the agent or agents for which the 
countermeasure under review is intended; 

“(B) training Food and Drug Administra- 
tion personnel regarding review of counter- 
measures for approval, licensure, or clear- 
ance; 

‘“(C) holding public meetings at least twice 
annually to encourage the exchange of sci- 
entific ideas; and 

‘(D) establishing protocols to ensure that 
countermeasure reviewers have sufficient 
training or experience with counter- 
measures; 

“(4) maintain teams, composed of Food and 
Drug Administration personnel with exper- 
tise on countermeasures, including specific 
countermeasures, populations with special 
clinical needs (including children and preg- 
nant women that may use countermeasures, 
as applicable and appropriate), classes or 
groups of countermeasures, or other counter- 
measure-related technologies and capabili- 
ties, that shall— 

“(A) consult with countermeasure experts, 
including countermeasure sponsors and ap- 
plicants, to identify and help resolve sci- 
entific issues related to the approval, licen- 
sure, or clearance of countermeasures, 
through workshops or public meetings; and 

‘(B) improve and advance the science re- 
lating to the development of new tools, 
standards, and approaches to assessing and 
evaluating countermeasures— 

“(i) in order to inform the process for 
countermeasure approval, clearance, and li- 
censure; and 

“(ii) with respect to the development of 
countermeasures for populations with spe- 
cial clinical needs, including children and 
pregnant women, in order to meet the needs 
of such populations, as necessary and appro- 
priate; and 

“(5) establish”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(c) FINAL GUIDANCE ON DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANIMAL MODELS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of the enactment of the Pan- 
demic and All-Hazards Preparedness Reau- 
thorization Act of 2013, the Secretary shall 
provide final guidance to industry regarding 
the development of animal models to support 
approval, clearance, or licensure of counter- 
measures referred to in subsection (a) when 
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human efficacy studies are not ethical or 
feasible. 

‘(2) AUTHORITY TO EXTEND DEADLINE.—The 
Secretary may extend the deadline for pro- 
viding final guidance under paragraph (1) by 
not more than 6 months upon submission by 
the Secretary of a report on the status of 
such guidance to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions of the Senate. 

‘(d) DEVELOPMENT AND ANIMAL MODELING 
PROCEDURES.— 

‘(1) AVAILABILITY OF ANIMAL MODEL MEET- 
INGS.—To facilitate the timely development 
of animal models and support the develop- 
ment, stockpiling, licensure, approval, and 
clearance of countermeasures, the Secretary 
shall, not later than 180 days after the enact- 
ment of this subsection, establish a proce- 
dure by which a sponsor or applicant that is 
developing a countermeasure for which 
human efficacy studies are not ethical or 
practicable, and that has an approved inves- 
tigational new drug application or investiga- 
tional device exemption, may request and re- 
ceive— 

“(A) a meeting to discuss proposed animal 
model development activities; and 

‘“(B) a meeting prior to initiating pivotal 
animal studies. 

‘(2) PEDIATRIC MODELS.—To facilitate the 
development and selection of animal models 
that could translate to pediatric studies, any 
meeting conducted under paragraph (1) shall 
include discussion of animal models for pedi- 
atric populations, as appropriate. 

‘(e) REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF COUNTER- 
MEASURES.— 

“(1) MATERIAL THREAT.—When evaluating 
an application or submission for approval, li- 
censure, or clearance of a countermeasure, 
the Secretary shall take into account the 
material threat posed by the chemical, bio- 
logical, radiological, or nuclear agent or 
agents identified under section 319F-2 of the 
Public Health Service Act for which the 
countermeasure under review is intended. 

‘(2) REVIEW EXPERTISE.—When practicable 
and appropriate, teams of Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration personnel reviewing applica- 
tions or submissions described under para- 
graph (1) shall include a reviewer with suffi- 
cient training or experience with counter- 
measures pursuant to the protocols estab- 
lished under subsection (b)(8)(D).’’. 

SEC. 305. REGULATORY MANAGEMENT PLANS. 

Section 565 of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 360bbb-4), as amend- 
ed by section 304, is further amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

‘“(f) REGULATORY MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 

“(1) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘eligible countermeasure’ means— 

“(A) a security countermeasure with re- 
spect to which the Secretary has entered 
into a procurement contract under section 
319F-2(c) of the Public Health Service Act; or 

‘(B) a countermeasure with respect to 
which the Biomedical Advanced Research 
and Development Authority has provided 
funding under section 319L of the Public 
Health Service Act for advanced research 
and development. 

‘(2) REGULATORY MANAGEMENT PLAN PROC- 
ESS.—The Secretary, in consultation with 
the Assistant Secretary for Preparedness and 
Response and the Director of the Biomedical 
Advanced Research and Development Au- 
thority, shall establish a formal process for 
obtaining scientific feedback and inter- 
actions regarding the development and regu- 
latory review of eligible countermeasures by 
facilitating the development of written regu- 
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latory management plans in accordance with 
this subsection. 

‘(3) SUBMISSION OF REQUEST AND PROPOSED 
PLAN BY SPONSOR OR APPLICANT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A sponsor or applicant 
of an eligible countermeasure may initiate 
the process described under paragraph (2) 
upon submission of a written request to the 
Secretary. Such request shall include a pro- 
posed regulatory management plan. 

‘“(B) TIMING OF SUBMISSION.—A sponsor or 
applicant may submit a written request 
under subparagraph (A) after the eligible 
countermeasure has an investigational new 
drug or investigational device exemption in 
effect. 

“(C) RESPONSE BY SECRETARY.—The Sec- 
retary shall direct the Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration, upon submission of a written 
request by a sponsor or applicant under sub- 
paragraph (A), to work with the sponsor or 
applicant to agree on a regulatory manage- 
ment plan within a reasonable time not to 
exceed 90 days. If the Secretary determines 
that no plan can be agreed upon, the Sec- 
retary shall provide to the sponsor or appli- 
cant, in writing, the scientific or regulatory 
rationale why such agreement cannot be 
reached. 

“(4) PLAN.—The content of a regulatory 
management plan agreed to by the Secretary 
and a sponsor or applicant shall include— 

“(A) an agreement between the Secretary 
and the sponsor or applicant regarding devel- 
opmental milestones that will trigger re- 
sponses by the Secretary as described in sub- 
paragraph (B); 

“(B) performance targets and goals for 
timely and appropriate responses by the Sec- 
retary to the triggers described under sub- 
paragraph (A), including meetings between 
the Secretary and the sponsor or applicant, 
written feedback, decisions by the Secretary, 
and other activities carried out as part of 
the development and review process; and 

“(C) an agreement on how the plan shall be 
modified, if needed. 

‘“(5) MILESTONES AND PERFORMANCE TAR- 
GETS.—The developmental milestones de- 
scribed in paragraph (4)(A) and the perform- 
ance targets and goals described in para- 
graph (4)(B) shall include— 

“(A) feedback from the Secretary regard- 
ing the data required to support the ap- 
proval, clearance, or licensure of the eligible 
countermeasure involved; 

‘“(B) feedback from the Secretary regard- 
ing the data necessary to inform any author- 
ization under section 564; 

“(C) feedback from the Secretary regard- 
ing the data necessary to support the posi- 
tioning and delivery of the eligible counter- 
measure, including to the Strategic National 
Stockpile; 

“(D) feedback from the Secretary regard- 
ing the data necessary to support the sub- 
mission of protocols for review under section 
505(b)(5)(B); 

(E) feedback from the Secretary regard- 
ing any gaps in scientific knowledge that 
will need resolution prior to approval, licen- 
sure, or clearance of the eligible counter- 
measure and plans for conducting the nec- 
essary scientific research; 

“(F) identification of the population for 
which the countermeasure sponsor or appli- 
cant seeks approval, licensure, or clearance 
and the population for which desired labeling 
would not be appropriate, if known; and 

“(G) as necessary and appropriate, and to 
the extent practicable, a plan for dem- 
onstrating safety and effectiveness in pedi- 
atric populations, and for developing pedi- 
atric dosing, formulation, and administra- 
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tion with respect to the eligible counter- 
measure, provided that such plan would not 
delay authorization under section 564, ap- 
proval, licensure, or clearance for adults. 

‘*(6) PRIORITIZATION.— 

‘(A) PLANS FOR SECURITY COUNTER- 
MEASURES.—The Secretary shall establish 
regulatory management plans for all secu- 
rity countermeasures for which a request is 
submitted under paragraph (3)(A). 

‘(B) PLANS FOR OTHER ELIGIBLE COUNTER- 
MEASURES.—The Secretary shall determine 
whether resources are available to establish 
regulatory management plans for eligible 
countermeasures that are not security coun- 
termeasures. If resources are available to es- 
tablish regulatory management plans for eli- 
gible countermeasures that are not security 
countermeasures, and if resources are not 
available to establish regulatory manage- 
ment plans for all eligible countermeasures 
for which requests have been submitted, the 
Director of the Biomedical Advanced Re- 
search and Development Authority, in con- 
sultation with the Commissioner, shall 
prioritize which eligible countermeasures 
may receive regulatory management plans.’’. 


SEC. 306. REPORT. 


Section 565 of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 360bbb—4), as amend- 
ed by section 305, is further amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 


“(g) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, and annually thereafter, the Sec- 
retary shall make publicly available on the 
Web site of the Food and Drug Administra- 
tion a report that details the counter- 
measure development and review activities 
of the Food and Drug Administration, in- 
cluding— 

“(1) with respect to the development of 
new tools, standards, and approaches to as- 
sess and evaluate countermeasures— 

“(A) the identification of the priorities of 
the Food and Drug Administration and the 
progress made on such priorities; and 

‘(B) the identification of scientific gaps 
that impede the development, approval, li- 
censure, or clearance of countermeasures for 
populations with special clinical needs, in- 
cluding children and pregnant women, and 
the progress made on resolving these chal- 
lenges; 

‘“(2) with respect to countermeasures for 
which a regulatory management plan has 
been agreed upon under subsection (f), the 
extent to which the performance targets and 
goals set forth in subsection (f)(4)(B) and the 
regulatory management plan have been met, 
including, for each such countermeasure— 

“(A) whether the regulatory management 
plan was completed within the required 
timeframe, and the length of time taken to 
complete such plan; 

“(B) whether the Secretary adhered to the 
timely and appropriate response times set 
forth in such plan; and 

‘(C) explanations for any failure to meet 
such performance targets and goals; 

“(3) the number of regulatory teams estab- 
lished pursuant to subsection (b)(4), the 
number of products, classes of products, or 
technologies assigned to each such team, and 
the number of, type of, and any progress 
made as a result of consultations carried out 
under subsection (b)(4)(A); 

“(4) an estimate of resources obligated to 
countermeasure development and regulatory 
assessment, including— 

“(A) Center-specific objectives and accom- 
plishments; and 
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‘(B) the number of full-time equivalent 
employees of the Food and Drug Administra- 
tion who directly support the review of coun- 
termeasures; 

“(5) the number of countermeasure appli- 
cations and submissions submitted, the num- 
ber of countermeasures approved, licensed, 
or cleared, the status of remaining sub- 
mitted applications and submissions, and the 
number of each type of authorization issued 
pursuant to section 564; 

‘“(6) the number of written requests for a 
regulatory management plan submitted 
under subsection (f)(3)(A), the number of reg- 
ulatory management plans developed, and 
the number of such plans developed for secu- 
rity countermeasures; and 

‘“(7) the number, type, and frequency of 
meetings between the Food and Drug Admin- 
istration and— 

“(A) sponsors of a countermeasure as de- 
fined in subsection (a); or 

‘(B) another agency engaged in develop- 
ment or management of portfolios for such 
countermeasures, including the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention, the Bio- 
medical Advanced Research and Develop- 
ment Authority, the National Institutes of 
Health, and the appropriate agencies of the 
Department of Defense.”’. 

SEC. 307. PEDIATRIC MEDICAL COUNTER- 
MEASURES. 

(a) PEDIATRIC STUDIES OF DRUGS.—Section 
505A of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos- 
metic Act (21 U.S.C. 355a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘(5) CONSULTATION.—With respect to a drug 
that is a qualified countermeasure (as de- 
fined in section 319F-1 of the Public Health 
Service Act), a security countermeasure (as 
defined in section 319F-2 of the Public Health 
Service Act), or a qualified pandemic or epi- 
demic product (as defined in section 319F-3 of 
the Public Health Service Act), the Sec- 
retary shall solicit input from the Assistant 
Secretary for Preparedness and Response re- 
garding the need for and, from the Director 
of the Biomedical Advanced Research and 
Development Authority regarding the con- 
duct of, pediatric studies under this sec- 
tion.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (n)(1), by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(C) For a drug that is a qualified counter- 
measure (as defined in section 319F-1 of the 
Public Health Service Act), a security coun- 
termeasure (as defined in section 319F-2 of 
the Public Health Service Act), or a qualified 
pandemic or epidemic product (as defined in 
section 319F-3 of such Act), in addition to 
any action with respect to such drug under 
subparagraph (A) or (B), the Secretary shall 
notify the Assistant Secretary for Prepared- 
ness and Response and the Director of the 
Biomedical Advanced Research and Develop- 
ment Authority of all pediatric studies in 
the written request issued by the Commis- 
sioner of Food and Drugs.’’. 

(b) ADDITION TO PRIORITY LIST CONSIDER- 
ATIONS.—Section 409I of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 284m) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a)(2) and insert- 
ing the following: 

‘*(2) CONSIDERATION OF AVAILABLE INFORMA- 
TION.—In developing and prioritizing the list 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary— 

“(A) shall consider— 

“(i) therapeutic gaps in pediatrics that 
may include developmental pharmacology, 
pharmacogenetic determinants of drug re- 
sponse, metabolism of drugs and biologics in 
children, and pediatric clinical trials; 

“(ii) particular pediatric diseases, dis- 
orders or conditions where more complete 
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knowledge and testing of therapeutics, in- 

cluding drugs and biologics, may be bene- 

ficial in pediatric populations; and 

“(ii) the adequacy of necessary infrastruc- 
ture to conduct pediatric pharmacological 
research, including research networks and 
trained pediatric investigators; and 

““(B) may consider the availability of quali- 
fied countermeasures (as defined in section 
319F-1), security countermeasures (as defined 
in section 319F-2), and qualified pandemic or 
epidemic products (as defined in section 
319F-3) to address the needs of pediatric pop- 
ulations, in consultation with the Assistant 
Secretary for Preparedness and Response, 
consistent with the purposes of this sec- 
tion.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (a)? and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (1) 
and (2)(A) of subsection (a)’’. 

(c) ADVICE AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE 
PEDIATRIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE REGARDING 
COUNTERMEASURES FOR PEDIATRIC POPU- 
LATIONS.—Subsection (b)(2) of section 14 of 
the Best Pharmaceuticals for Children Act 
(42 U.S.C. 284m note) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(D) the development of countermeasures 
(as defined in section 565(a) of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act) for pediatric 
populations.”’. 

TITLE IV—ACCELERATING MEDICAL 
COUNTERMEASURE ADVANCED RE- 
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

SEC. 401. BIOSHIELD. 

(a) PROCUREMENT OF COUNTERMEASURES. — 
Section 319F-2(c) of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-6b(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(B)(i)CID (bb), by strik- 
ing “eight years” and inserting ‘‘10 years”; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(C), by striking ‘‘the 
designated congressional committees (as de- 
fined in paragraph (10) and inserting ‘‘the 
appropriate committees of Congress”; 

(3) in paragraph (5)(B)(ii), by striking 
“eight years” and inserting ‘‘10 years”; 

(4) in subparagraph (C) of paragraph (6)— 

(A) in the subparagraph heading, by strik- 
ing ‘‘DESIGNATED CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES” and inserting ‘‘APPROPRIATE CONGRES- 
SIONAL COMMITTEES’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘the designated congres- 
sional committees” and inserting ‘‘the ap- 
propriate congressional committees”; and 

(5) in paragraph (7)(C)— 

(A) in clause (i)(I), by inserting ‘‘including 
advanced research and development,” after 
“as may reasonably be required,”’; 

(B) in clause (ii)— 

(i) in subclause (III), by striking ‘‘eight 
years” and inserting ‘‘10 years”; and 

(ii) by striking subclause (IX) and inserting 
the following: 

“(IX) CONTRACT TERMS.—The Secretary, in 
any contract for procurement under this sec- 
tion— 

““(aa) may specify— 

“(AA) the dosing and administration re- 
quirements for the countermeasure to be de- 
veloped and procured; 

“(BB) the amount of funding that will be 
dedicated by the Secretary for advanced re- 
search, development, and procurement of the 
countermeasure; and 

“(CC) the specifications the counter- 
measure must meet to qualify for procure- 
ment under a contract under this section; 
and 

““(bb) shall provide a clear statement of de- 
fined Government purpose limited to uses re- 
lated to a security countermeasure, as de- 
fined in paragraph (1)(B).’’; and 
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(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(viii) FLEXIBILITY.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary may, consistent with 
the applicable provisions of this section, 
enter into contracts and other agreements 
that are in the best interest of the Govern- 
ment in meeting identified security counter- 
measure needs, including with respect to re- 
imbursement of the cost of advanced re- 
search and development as a reasonable, al- 
lowable, and allocable direct cost of the con- 
tract involved.’’. 

(b) REAUTHORIZATION OF THE SPECIAL RE- 
SERVE FUND.—Section 319F-2 of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-6b) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘special reserve fund under 
paragraph (10)’’ each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘‘special reserve fund as defined in 
subsection (h)’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraphs (9) and (10); and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(g) SPECIAL RESERVE FUND.— 

‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to amounts appropriated to the spe- 
cial reserve fund prior to the date of the en- 
actment of this subsection, there is author- 
ized to be appropriated, for the procurement 
of security countermeasures under sub- 
section (c) and for carrying out section 319L 
(relating to the Biomedical Advanced Re- 
search and Development Authority), 
$2,800,000,000 for the period of fiscal years 
2014 through 2018. Amounts appropriated pur- 
suant to the preceding sentence are author- 
ized to remain available until September 30, 
2019. 

‘(2) USE OF SPECIAL RESERVE FUND FOR AD- 
VANCED RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—The 
Secretary may utilize not more than 50 per- 
cent of the amounts authorized to be appro- 
priated under paragraph (1) to carry out sec- 
tion 319L (related to the Biomedical Ad- 
vanced Research and Development Author- 
ity). Amounts authorized to be appropriated 
under this subsection to carry out section 
319L are in addition to amounts otherwise 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
such section. 

‘(3) RESTRICTIONS ON USE OF FUNDS.— 
Amounts in the special reserve fund shall 
not be used to pay costs other than pay- 
ments made by the Secretary to a vendor for 
advanced development (under section 319L) 
or for procurement of a security counter- 
measure under subsection (c)(7). 

‘(4) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
any date on which the Secretary determines 
that the amount of funds in the special re- 
serve fund available for procurement is less 
than $1,500,000,000, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the appropriate committees of Con- 
gress a report detailing the amount of such 
funds available for procurement and the im- 
pact such reduction in funding will have— 

“(A) in meeting the security counter- 
measure needs identified under this section; 
and 

“(B) on the annual Public Health Emer- 
gency Medical Countermeasures Enterprise 
and Strategy Implementation Plan (pursu- 
ant to section 2811(d)). 

(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘advanced research and de- 
velopment’ has the meaning given such term 
in section 319L(a). 

‘“(2) The term ‘special reserve fund’ means 
the ‘Biodefense Countermeasures’ appropria- 
tions account, any appropriation made avail- 
able pursuant to section 521(a) of the Home- 
land Security Act of 2002, and any appropria- 
tion made available pursuant to subsection 
(g)(1).”’. 
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SEC. 402. BIOMEDICAL ADVANCED RESEARCH 
AND DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY. 

(a) DUTIES.—Section 319L(c)(4) of the Pub- 
lic Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d- 
7e(c)(4)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B)(iii), by inserting 
“(which may include advanced research and 
development for purposes of fulfilling re- 
quirements under the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act or section 351 of this Act)” 
after ‘‘development’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (D)(iii), by striking 
“and vaccine manufacturing technologies” 
and inserting ‘‘vaccine-manufacturing tech- 
nologies, dose-sparing technologies, efficacy- 
increasing technologies, and platform tech- 
nologies’’. 

(b) TRANSACTION AUTHORITIES.—Section 
3819L(c)(5) of the Public Health Service Act 
(42 U.S.C. 247d-7e(c)(5)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

“(G) GOVERNMENT PURPOSE.—In awarding 
contracts, grants, and cooperative agree- 
ments under this section, the Secretary shall 
provide a clear statement of defined Govern- 
ment purpose related to activities included 
in subsection (a)(6)(B) for a qualified coun- 
termeasure or qualified pandemic or epi- 
demic product.’’. 

(c) FUND.—Paragraph (2) of section 319L(d) 
of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
247d-7e(d)(2)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘(2) FUNDING.—To carry out the purposes 
of this section, there is authorized to be ap- 
propriated to the Fund $415,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2013 through 2017, such amounts 
to remain available until expended.’’. 

(d) CONTINUED INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS.—Section 319L(e)(1)(C) of the 
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d- 
7e(e)(1)(C)) is amended by striking ‘‘7 years” 
and inserting ‘“‘11 years”. 

(e) EXTENSION OF LIMITED ANTITRUST EX- 
EMPTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 405(b) of the Pan- 
demic and All-Hazards Preparedness Act (42 
U.S.C. 247d-6a note) is amended by striking 
““6-year’’ and inserting ‘‘1l-year’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This subsection shall 
take effect as if enacted on December 17, 
2012. 

(£) INDEPENDENT EVALUATION.—Section 
319L of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 247d-7e) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘*(f) INDEPENDENT E\VALUATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall conduct an independent 
evaluation of the activities carried out to fa- 
cilitate flexible manufacturing capacity pur- 
suant to this section. 

“(2) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this subsection, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the appropriate committees 
of Congress a report concerning the results 
of the evaluation conducted under paragraph 
(1). Such report shall review and assess— 

“(A) the extent to which flexible manufac- 
turing capacity under this section is dedi- 
cated to chemical, biological, radiological, 
and nuclear threats; 

‘“(B) the activities supported by flexible 
manufacturing initiatives; and 

“(C) the ability of flexible manufacturing 
activities carried out under this section to— 

“(i) secure and leverage leading technical 
expertise with respect to countermeasure ad- 
vanced research, development, and manufac- 
turing processes; and 

“(ii) meet the surge manufacturing capac- 
ity needs presented by novel and emerging 
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threats, including chemical, biological, radi- 
ological, and nuclear agents.’’. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.— 

(1) QUALIFIED COUNTERMEASURE.—Section 
319F-1(a)(2)(A) of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-6a(a)(2)(A)) is amended— 

(A) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 
striking ‘‘to—’’ and inserting ‘‘—’’; 

(B) in clause (i)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘diagnose’’ and inserting 
“to diagnose”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘; or 
colon; 

(C) in clause (ii)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘diagnose’’ and inserting 
“to diagnose”; and 

(ii) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“Gii) is a product or technology intended 
to enhance the use or effect of a drug, bio- 
logical product, or device described in clause 
(i) or (ii).’’. 

(2) QUALIFIED PANDEMIC OR EPIDEMIC PROD- 
ucT.—Section 319F-8(i)(7)(A) of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-6d(i)(7)(A)) 
is amended— 

(A) in clause (i)(II), by striking ‘‘; or” and 
inserting ‘‘;’’; 

(B) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“Gii) a product or technology intended to 
enhance the use or effect of a drug, biologi- 
cal product, or device described in clause (i) 
or (ii); and’’. 

(3) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Section 319F- 
3G) of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 247d-6d(i)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(C), by inserting ‘“‘, 
564A, or 564B”’ after ‘‘564’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (7)(B)(iii), by inserting ‘‘, 
564A, or 564B” after ‘‘564’’. 

SEC. 403. STRATEGIC NATIONAL STOCKPILE. 

Section 319F-2 of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-6b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘consistent with section 
2811” before ‘‘by the Secretary to be appro- 
priate”; and 

(ii) by inserting before the period at the 
end of the second sentence the following: 
“and shall submit such review annually to 
the appropriate congressional committees of 
jurisdiction to the extent that disclosure of 
such information does not compromise na- 
tional security”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(D), by inserting before 
the semicolon at the end the following: ‘‘and 
that the potential depletion of counter- 
measures currently in the stockpile is iden- 
tified and appropriately addressed, including 
through necessary replenishment”; and 

(2) in subsection (f)(1), by striking 
‘*$640,000,000 for fiscal year 2002, and such 
sums aS may be necessary for each of fiscal 
years 2003 through 2006. Such authorization 
is in addition to amounts in the special re- 
serve fund referred to in subsection 
(c)(10)(A).””> and inserting ‘‘$533,800,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2018 through 2017. Such 
authorization is in addition to amounts in 
the special reserve fund referred to in sub- 
section (h).’’. 

SEC. 404. NATIONAL BIODEFENSE SCIENCE 
BOARD. 

Section 319M(a) of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act (42 U.S.C. 247d-f(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (D)— 

(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking the period and 
inserting a semicolon; and 


* and inserting a semi- 
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(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(iii) one such member shall be an indi- 
vidual with pediatric subject matter exper- 
tise; and 

“(iv) one such member shall be a State, 
tribal, territorial, or local public health offi- 
cial.’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following flush 

sentence: 
“Nothing in this paragraph shall preclude a 
member of the Board from satisfying two or 
more of the requirements described in sub- 
paragraph (D).’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (5)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(D) provide any recommendation, finding, 
or report provided to the Secretary under 
this paragraph to the appropriate commit- 
tees of Congress.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS) and the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 307, the Pandemic 
and All-Hazards Preparedness Reau- 
thorization Act of 2018, introduced by 
my colleague, MIKE ROGERS, from 
Michigan, would reauthorize programs 
designed to foster the development of 
chemical, biological, radioactive, and 
nuclear medical countermeasures and 
strengthen the Nation’s preparedness 
infrastructure. It reauthorizes pro- 
grams for 5 years at the fiscal year 2012 
appropriated level and does not create 
anew program nor increase the author- 
ization for appropriations for an exist- 
ing program. 

Congress originally enacted the pro- 
grams reauthorized in PAHPRA 
through the Project BioShield Act of 
2004 and Pandemic and All-Hazards 
Preparedness Act of 2006. Project Bio- 
Shield authorized funds for the pur- 
chase of medical countermeasures 
through the Special Reserve Fund and 
enabled the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services to authorize the emer- 
gency use of medical products. 

PAHPRA created the Biodefense Ad- 
vanced Research and Development Au- 
thority within HHS to help with the 
development of medical counter- 
measures and ensure communications 
between HHS and the developers of 
medical countermeasures. Reauthor- 
izing these programs would help the 
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Nation respond to a CBRN attack and 
is essential to addressing gaps in the 
Nation’s flu preparedness. 

H.R. 307 is essentially the same as 
H.R. 6672, the Pandemic and All-Haz- 
ards Preparedness Reauthorization Act 
of 2012, which passed the House in De- 
cember by a vote of 383-16. 

I would urge all Members to support 
this critical piece of legislation, and I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise in 
support of H.R. 307, the Pandemic and 
All-Hazards Preparedness Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2013. Unfortunately, last 
month, before the end of the Congress, 
we were unable to get this final bill 
over the finish line, so I am grateful to 
Chairman UPTON and Ranking Member 
WAXMAN for agreeing to move quickly 
to get this bill passed and sent over to 
the Senate without further delay. 

This bill is virtually identical to the 
House-passed bill last December. It re- 
flects bipartisan work that took place 
between the House and Senate over 
several months late last year to resolve 
differences between the House- and 
Senate-passed PAHPA reauthorization 
bills. 

We all know very well that our Na- 
tion continues to face threats that re- 
quire an ongoing commitment to pub- 
lic health and emergency preparedness. 
Of course, I think to my own district 
and State of New Jersey after we expe- 
rienced a devastating storm that de- 
stroyed entire communities. The Fed- 
eral Government’s support, including 
through programs authorized by 
PAHPA, was critical in the wake of 
this hurricane disaster. 

The legislation before us today reau- 
thorizes programs and activities first 
established as part of the Public Health 
Security and Bioterrorism Prepared- 
ness and Response Act of 2002, the 2004 
Project BioShield Act, and the 2006 
Pandemic and All-Hazards Prepared- 
ness Act. Over the past decade, these 
programs have represented comprehen- 
sive efforts to prepare for and respond 
to public health emergencies. As a re- 
sult of the investments that followed, 
our Nation is better equipped to re- 
spond to public health emergencies. 

I just want to take a few moments to 
highlight ways that H.R. 307 will con- 
tinue the progress we’ve made over the 
past decade: 

First, the bill further facilitates the 
development of medical counter- 
measures through emphasizing medical 
countermeasure advancement in the 
National Health Security Strategy, re- 
quiring the development of a 5-year 
budget analysis of the countermeasure 
enterprise, and calling for the develop- 
ment of a countermeasure strategy and 
implementation plan; 

Second, it bolsters the Nation’s med- 
ical and public health preparedness and 
response infrastructure, including 
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through a new authority that would 
allow States to deploy personnel fund- 
ed through Federal programs to the 
areas within their State where they are 
most needed in the aftermath of a dis- 
aster; 

Third, it strengthens and clarifies 
the position of Assistant Secretary for 
Preparedness and Response as the lead 
for HHS on emergency preparedness 
and response and calls for streamlining 
and better coordinating HHS prepared- 
ness grants with those of other Depart- 
ments; 

Finally, it places even greater em- 
phasis on the special needs of pediatric 
and other at-risk populations in pre- 
paring for and responding to public 
health emergencies. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 307 improves 
FDA’s emergency response capabili- 
ties. It will enable FDA to authorize 
the distribution and use of medical 
countermeasures in preparation for an 
emergency and to take actions during 
an emergency that will allow for the 
most effective use of medical counter- 
measures. 

I just wanted to thank the Congress- 
men. First, I want to thank my col- 
league, who is about to speak, Con- 
gresswoman ANNA HESHOO, for all her 
work on this legislation over the years; 
also, obviously, MIKE ROGERS and Con- 
gressman GENE GREEN. These are dif- 
ferent people who have authored the 
legislation over the years. 

I would also like to recognize the 
contributions of Chairman UPTON, 
Chairman PITTS, Ranking Member 
WAXMAN, and Congressman MARKEY in 
strengthening the legislation as it 
moved through the committee process 
and in discussions with the Senate. 
They have all worked in a bipartisan 
fashion over the past 1⁄2 years to ac- 
complish the goals of our Members, and 
they should be commended for their 
work. 

I urge Members to join me in sup- 
porting passage of H.R. 307. I am hope- 
ful that our Senate colleagues will 
move forward on this bill’s passage so 
we can get it to the President’s desk as 
quickly as possible. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. ROGERS), 
the prime sponsor of this legislation. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker and Ranking Member 
PALLONE. I want to thank ANNA ESHOO 
for being such a great partner in what 
is truly a collaborative effort to get 
this bill passed and protect our ability 
to protect so many Americans. 

It’s been about 10 years, Mr. Speaker, 
since September 11 and the anthrax at- 
tacks that followed. The threat of bio- 
terrorism remains a very real danger, 
indeed, to the American people. As we 
have seen in events across northern Af- 
rica, our adversaries in al Qaeda and 
others are still hell-bent on their ter- 
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rorism acts, and we know that they are 
interested in chemical and radiological 
and biological elements to further 
their political gains. 

Fortunately, we have spent the last 
decade preparing for those chemical, 
biological, radiological, and nuclear 
threats by developing and stockpiling 
numerous medical countermeasures to 
protect Americans in the event of at- 
tack. As a result of these efforts, we 
now have numerous vaccines and treat- 
ments in the Strategic National Stock- 
pile that will save thousands of lives if 
we’re attacked. However, the work to 
protect Americans against  bioter- 
rorism is not finished, and we must 
pass this bill or the future of America’s 
public health preparedness infrastruc- 
ture will be in jeopardy. 

The Pandemic and All-Hazards Pre- 
paredness Reauthorization Act is a fis- 
cally responsible bill that represents 
common ground between the bipartisan 
House- and Senate-passed preparedness 
bills in the 112th Congress. 

Trda like to take this opportunity 
again to thank the bipartisan cospon- 
sors—first, ANNA ESHOO for her long- 
term commitment and partnership in 
this, certainly Mr. PALLONE from New 
Jersey as well, Chairman UPTON and 
Ranking Member WAXMAN, and all of 
our great partners in the Senate—for 
their support in what has been a very 
productive process to ensure the health 
preparedness of our States and hos- 
pitals for the next flu outbreak or pan- 
demic. 
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This bill will reauthorize critically 
important biodefense programs de- 
signed to promote the continued devel- 
opment of medical countermeasures 
against chemical, biological, radio- 
logical, and nuclear threats, and would 
strengthen the Nation’s public health 
preparedness infrastructure. Reauthor- 
izing these programs is essential to 
how the Nation would respond to these 
types of attacks. 

The bill would also reauthorize pro- 
grams for 5 years at the fiscal year 2012 
appropriated level. The bill would not 
create a new program nor increase au- 
thorization for appropriations for an 
existing program. This bill would reau- 
thorize and improve certain provisions 
of Project BioShield and something we 
call PAHPA. 

Again, I want to thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. I wish this bill Godspeed for 
the safety of all of our first responders 
and those who might be exposed to 
what we know is a real threat when it 
comes to the safety, health, and na- 
tional security of the United States. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
ESHOO). She is a longtime advocate and 
sponsor of this legislation. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
ranking member, Mr. PALLONE, for his 


270 


leadership and legislative courtesies 
along the way. I’m very proud that as 
we begin a new year and a new Con- 
gress that this bill is on the floor. I 
think it’s fitting that we begin a new 
Congress with this bill, the Pandemic 
and All-Hazards Preparedness Reau- 
thorization. It is very important legis- 
lation, as you have already heard from 
those that have spoken. 

I first introduced this legislation 
with Congressman MIKE ROGERS, my 
friend, my colleague, at the com- 
mittee, and we’ve done other bills to- 
gether very successfully, as well. We 
began that particular effort in 2006 to 
better help our country prepare for a 
chemical, biological, radiological, or 
nuclear attack—all words that none of 
us really wish to utter. But we need to 
be prepared. 

Developing and stockpiling appro- 
priate countermeasures is essential for 
public safety. And these programs en- 
courage American companies to invest 
in areas of critical need because we 
need the partnership of the private sec- 
tor in this as well. 

The bill before us today includes new 
provisions that highlight the impor- 
tant needs of our Nation’s children. 
Children are not just little adults. 
They need special care and medical at- 
tention. They’re especially vulnerable 
to biological or chemical agents be- 
cause of their size, their limited capac- 
ity to flush toxins out of their bodies, 
their underdeveloped motor skills, and 
their total reliance on their parents or 
other caregivers. And certainly the 
role of the Congress in this is to make 
sure that we have laws that really 
speak specifically to them. 

While the hope is that we will never 
need to use these countermeasures to 
combat an attack on our country, I’m 
proud that we’ve strengthened these 
programs for everyone in our country, 
especially children. 

This legislation is supported by the 
American Public Health Association, 
the Association of State and Terri- 
torial Health Officials, the National 
Association of County and City Health 
Officials, and Trust for America’s 
Health, as well as, very importantly, 
the American Academy of Pediatrics. 

I’m very pleased that we're, once 
again, voting to pass the Pandemic and 
All-Hazards Preparedness Reauthoriza- 
tion Act, just as we did a month before 
the end of the last Congress, and I 
strongly urge my colleagues in the 
Senate to do the same. This is a bipar- 
tisan effort, and it’s critical to our na- 
tional preparedness and security strat- 
egies. We very often come to the floor 
about strategies relative to our mili- 
tary and strategies relative to our na- 
tional intelligence community. This is 
about the public health element of that 
national security for our country. 

We need to move forward with this 
and bring the legislation to the Presi- 
dent’s desk for his signature. 
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I thank Chairman UPTON, the rank- 
ing member of the full Energy and 
Commerce Committee, Mr. WAXMAN, 
and certainly the distinguished chair- 
man of the Health Subcommittee and, 
again, my wonderful partner, Congress- 
man MIKE ROGERS. 

Mr. PITTS. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to include for the RECORD a joint 
letter from four public health organiza- 
tions: the American Public Health As- 
sociation, the Association of State and 
Territorial Health Officials, the Na- 
tional Association of County and City 
Health Officials, and Trust for Amer- 
ica’s Health. 


JANUARY 22, 2013. 
Hon. FRED UPTON, Chairman, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. JOSEPH R. PITTS, Chairman, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. HENRY A. WAXMAN, Ranking Member, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. FRANK PALLONE, JR., Ranking Member, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. MIKE ROGERS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMEN UPTON AND PITTS, RANKING 
MEMBERS WAXMAN AND PALLONE, AND REP- 
RESENTATIVE ROGERS: On behalf of the under- 
signed organizations, dedicated to protecting 
the public health of our nation, we write to 
express our support for the Pandemic and 
All-Hazards Preparedness Reauthorization 
Act of 2013 (PAHPRA, H.R. 307). We urge 
swift passage in the House as this legislation 
is critical to the safety of our nation. We 
thank you for your leadership in moving 
PAHPRA though the House in the 112th Con- 
gress and are eager to work with both the 
House and Senate to ensure final passage in 
this session. 

PAHPRA is vital to state and local health 
and other public health practitioners who 
are a critical part of any community’s first 
response to disease outbreaks, emergencies, 
and acts of terrorism. The following provi- 
sions in particular are essential to keeping 
communities healthy and safe: 

Temporary Redeployment of Federally 
Funded Personnel During a Public Health 
Emergency (Section 201): The provision al- 
lows states and tribes to request from the 
Department of Health and Human Services 
(HHS) the authority to temporarily reassign 
public health personnel from other HHS- 
funded grant programs to respond to a major 
emergency. The authority would allow state 
and local governments to meet the tremen- 
dous staffing needs required by a disaster. 

Reauthorization of the Public Health and 
Emergency Preparedness Grants (PHEP) 
(Section 202): The PHEP cooperative agree- 
ment program provides funding to local and 
state public health departments to strength- 
en their capacity and capability to effec- 
tively respond to public health emergencies 
including terrorist threats, infectious dis- 
ease outbreaks, natural disasters, and bio- 
logical, chemical, nuclear, and radiological 
emergencies. State and local health depart- 
ments work with federal government offi- 
cials, law enforcement, emergency manage- 
ment, health care, business, education, and 
religious groups to plan, train, and prepare 
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for emergencies so that when disaster 
strikes, communities are prepared. 

Reauthorization of the Hospital Prepared- 
ness Program (HPP) (Section 203): HPP pro- 
vides funding to state and local health de- 
partments to enhance hospital preparedness 
and improve overall surge capacity in the 
case of public health emergencies. The pre- 
paredness activities carried out under this 
program strengthen the capabilities of hos- 
pitals throughout the country to respond to 
floods, hurricanes, or wildfires, and also in- 
clude training for a potential influenza pan- 
demic or terrorist attack. 

Carryover of Grant Use, Coordination (Sec- 
tion 202 and 203): The bill updates the pre- 
paredness grant programs at HHS giving 
grantees limited ability to carry over funds 
encouraging flexibility and efficiency. The 
provisions promote long-term planning cur- 
rently impossible in an unpredictable fiscal 
environment. 

Children’s Preparedness (Sections 103, 307 
and throughout): The bill establishes the Na- 
tional Advisory Committee on Children and 
Disasters to bring together federal and non- 
federal partners to provide guidance and rec- 
ommendations on medical and public health 
preparedness for children before, during and 
after a disaster or public health emergency. 
The bill takes significant steps to consider 
the particular needs of pediatric populations 
in Medical Countermeasure (MCM) research 
and development. The bill also calls for con- 
sideration of the needs of children, as an at- 
risk population, in the Public Health Emer- 
gency Medical Countermeasures Enterprise 
Strategy and Implementation Plan, PHEP, 
HPP, and Medical Reserve Corps. 

Enhancing Situational Awareness and Bio- 
surveillance (Section 204): The bill calls for 
planning and integration of the current bio- 
surveillance systems to strengthen the na- 
tion’s bioterrorism and disease outbreak re- 
sponse capabilities. The bill also requires co- 
ordination with the National Biodefense 
Science Board. HHS is required to provide a 
report to Congress on their implementation 
plans and progress. 

Individuals with Disabilities (Section 101): 
The bill calls for the consideration of the 
needs individuals with disabilities in the Na- 
tional Health Security Strategy. 

Thank you again for your work to reau- 
thorize this important legislation. We look 
forward to working with you and your staff 
to move this bill to the President’s desk. 

Sincerely, 

GEORGES C. BENJAMIN, MD, 
FACP, FACEP (E), 
Executive Director, 

American Public 
Health Association. 

PAUL E. JARRIS, MD, MBA, 
Executive Director, As- 

sociation of State 
and Territorial 
Health Officials. 

ROBERT M. PESTRONK, 

MPH, 
Executive Director, 
National Association 
of County and City 
Health Officials. 
JEFF LEVI, PH.D., 


Executive Director, 
Trust For America’s 
Health. 


Mr. PALLONE. I now would like to 
yield 3 minutes to another sponsor of 
the legislation, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. GREEN). 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in strong support of the 
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Pandemic and All-Hazards Prepared- 
ness Reauthorization Act which will 
reauthorize certain provisions of the 
Project BioShield Act of 2004 and the 
Pandemic and All-Hazards Prepared- 
ness Act of 2006. 

This legislation was initially passed 
by Congress to help the U.S. develop 
medical countermeasures against 
chemical, biological, radiological, and 
nuclear terrorism agents, to provide a 
mechanism for Federal acquisition of 
these newly developed counter- 
measures. 

Our Nation remains vulnerable to 
these threats because many of the vac- 
cines and medicines to protect our citi- 
zens do not exist. Developing and 
stockpiling these medical counter- 
measures require time, resources, and 
research, all of which will be provided 
under the legislation before us today. 
I’m pleased that the language I sup- 
ported during the committee process 
aimed at increasing emphasis on re- 
gional trauma care centers was in- 
cluded. 

This bill is very important to me be- 
cause the University of Texas Medical 
Branch’s Galveston National Labora- 
tory is near our district. The Galveston 
National Lab is the only BSL-4 lab lo- 
cated on a university campus. At the 
lab, scientists conduct research to de- 
velop therapies, vaccines, and diag- 
nostic tests for naturally occurring 
emerging diseases such as SARS and 
avian influenza, as well as for microbes 
that might be employed by terrorists. 

This is exactly the type of research 
we hope to encourage under the Pan- 
demic and All-Hazards Preparedness 
Reauthorization Act. 

As an original cosponsor of this bill 
with Mr. ROGERS, I’m very pleased at 
how quickly we have moved this rare 
bipartisan piece of legislation. I would 
like to thank Chairman ROGERS, Chair- 
man UPTON, Chairman PITTS, Ranking 
Member WAXMAN, Ranking Member 
PALLONE, Mrs. Myrick and Ms. ESHOO 
for their work on this important legis- 
lation. The House passed this bill twice 
last year, and I hope the Senate acts 
quickly, and we will send it to the 
President. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to vote 
“yes” on this legislation. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no additional colleagues to speak, and 
I would simply urge Members to join 
me in supporting passage of H.R. 307 
and hope that our Senate colleagues 
will move forward on the bill’s passage 
so we can get the bill to the President’s 
desk. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
other speakers. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. It has strong bipartisan 
support. I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support 
of H.R. 307, the Pandemic and All-Hazards 
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Preparedness Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
and urge my colleagues to support this bill as 
well. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill has been a long time 
coming. In fact, it’s the same one we passed 
just last month at the end of the 112th Con- 
gress. H.R. 307 reflects a lengthy, but ex- 
tremely productive process with our Senate 
colleagues and their staff to come together to 
bridge the differences between earlier House 
and Senate bills. H.R. 307 is the product of 
that effort. It is our hope that this time around, 
the Senate will pass the bill as soon as pos- 
sible after the House acts on the legislation 
today. 

Toward that end, H.R. 307 reauthorizes and 
makes minor—but important—improvements 
to various programs and activities first estab- 
lished in the 2002 Public Health Security and 
Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Act; 
2004 Project BioShield Act; and the 2006 Pan- 
demic and All-Hazards Preparedness Act, or 
as it is commonly referred to, “PAHPA.” 
These programs and activities are key in help- 
ing to ensure that our nation is well prepared 
to successfully manage the effects of natural 
disasters, infectious disease outbreaks, and 
acts of bioterrorism. 

H.R. 307 includes dozens of changes to 
these underlying authorities. Let me highlight 
just three provisions that deserve special at- 
tention: 

First, the bill will ensure that the Food and 
Drug Administration focuses on medical coun- 
termeasures of the highest importance. Med- 
ical countermeasures are products designed 
to combat chemical, biological, radiological, 
and nuclear agents. H.R. 307 will facilitate 
communication between the FDA and product 
sponsors—particularly on high priority counter- 
measures for which sponsors have developed 
regulatory management plans—to resolve sci- 
entific and regulatory questions and help make 
these products available more quickly. Just 
last month, FDA approved the first drug devel- 
oped and procured under Project BioShield. 

The FDA provisions in H.R. 307 will also fa- 
cilitate the rapid provision of existing medi- 
cines to people in need during an emergency. 
Taken together, these FDA provisions—along 
with the renewed emphasis in our counter- 
measure enterprise through other parts of the 
legislation—will make it possible for a greater 
number of drugs and devices to move from 
early development to procurement. 

Second, the legislation makes improve- 
ments to the nation’s blueprint for public 
health preparedness and response activities 
that will enhance the ability of our diverse 
health care system to respond to mass cas- 
ualty emergencies. Among such improvements 
are clarifying the role of the Assistant Sec- 
retary of Preparedness and Response as the 
lead office within the Department of Health 
and Human Services for emergency prepared- 
ness and response. H.R. 307 also establishes 
a new authority to permit the Secretary of the 
Department of Health and Human Services to 
approve a request of a state, territory, or an 
Indian tribe to redeploy certain federally-sup- 
ported employees during the time of a national 
emergency to geographic areas where these 
employees are needed most. 

Finally, H.R. 307 continues support for in- 
vestments in state and local public health de- 
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partments. Such investments are necessary to 
make certain that we have the requisite public 
health infrastructure in place to respond imme- 
diately and appropriately to any public health 
threat that may arise. 

This legislation reflects the effort of a num- 
ber of members—Democrats and Republicans 
alike. On our side of the aisle, Congressman 
GREEN, Congresswoman ESHOO, Congress- 
man MARKEY, and our Health Subcommittee 
Ranking Member, Congressman PALLONE, 
have been deeply involved. | want to thank 
them and their staff for all the long and incred- 
ibly hard work they have put into this legisla- 
tion and to the process of getting us here 
today. 

| urge my colleagues to vote in favor of H.R. 
307. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PITTS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 307. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


Ee 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 49 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


—— 


1400 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. POE of Texas) at 2 p.m. 


EE 


RESIGNATION FROM THE HOUSE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following resigna- 
tion from the House of Representa- 
tives: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 22, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House, 
Washington, DC. 

SPEAKER BOEHNER: I write to inform you 
that I have notified Missouri Governor Jere- 
miah Nixon of my resignation from the U.S. 
House of Representatives, effective 11:59 
p.m., January 22, 2013. 

Serving the Eighth Congressional District 
in the U.S. House of Representatives has 
been the greatest honor of my professional 
career. Iam humbled and grateful for the op- 
portunity to represent Southern Missouri, to 
bring the ideas of the people to our Capitol, 
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and to be part of our democracy. I have al- 
ways emphasized the same virtues of the 
people who sent me here: civility, hard work, 
integrity and love for our neighbors. I deeply 
appreciate the way our House of Representa- 
tives reflects these important parts of life in 
our great Nation. 

I’m grateful beyond words for the members 
of my staff, our committees and my fellow 
colleagues in Congress for their service, 
guidance and friendship. So many talented 
individuals work to ensure the House of Rep- 
resentatives reflects the voice and will of the 
People, and most Americans never see the 
men and women working long hours to ad- 
vance policy, to support debate and to con- 
duct meaningful oversight. 

Finally, I have to thank the constituents 
of the Eighth Congressional District. In 
times of tragedy, they have inspired me with 
their courage. In times of disaster, they have 
inspired me with their resilience. In times of 
uncertainty, they have inspired with me 
their unwavering optimism. I have been hon- 
ored to fight by their side. I am very proud 
of what we have accomplished. 

Very sincerely, 
JO ANN EMERSON. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 22, 2013. 
Hon. JEREMIAH W. NIXON, 
Governor of Missouri, 
Jefferson City, MO. 

GOVERNOR NIXON: I write to inform you 
that I will resign my seat in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, effective 11:59 p.m., Janu- 
ary 22, 2013. 

Serving Missouri’s Eighth Congressional 
District for 17 years has been an incredible 
honor, a welcome challenge, and a deeply re- 
warding endeavor. I count myself as incred- 
ibly fortunate to have represented Ameri- 
cans who are so passionate about the prin- 
ciples of service and community. Our democ- 
racy is in good hands thanks to the talent, 
dedication and civic pride of the proud 
Americans working every day to improve our 
Nation and its prospects. 

I commend the citizens of my District to 
you, and I assure you that my trust in the 
People remains well-placed with those I have 
had the honor of representing. 

Very sincerely, 
JO ANN EMERSON. 


EE 
HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 


Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that when 
the House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 


EE 
PANDEMIC AND ALL-HAZARDS 
PREPAREDNESS REAUTHORIZA- 


TION ACT OF 2013 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin- 
ished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 307) to reauthorize certain 
programs under the Public Health 
Service Act and the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect to 
public health security and all-hazards 
preparedness and response, and for 


other purposes, on which the yeas and 


nays were ordered. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PITTS) that the House suspend the 


rules and pass the bill. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 395, nays 29, 


not voting 8, as follows: 


Alexander 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cohen 

Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Daines 


[Roll No. 24] 
YEAS—395 


Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 

Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 

Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 


Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Holt 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 


The 
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McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 


Amash 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Broun (GA) 
Campbell 
Cotton 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Foxx 
Graves (GA) 


Aderholt 
Buchanan 
Carter 


Messrs. 


January 22, 2013 


Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 


NAYS—29 


Harris 
Hudson 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kingston 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Marchant 
Massie 
Miller (FL) 


NOT VOTING—8 


Gabbard 
Honda 
Kelly 


1427 
GRAVES 


Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 

Stewart 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 

Titus 

Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 

Upton 
Valadao 

Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 

Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 

Waters 

Watt 

Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 

Womack 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Mullin 
Pittenger 
Radel 

Rokita 
Sensenbrenner 
Southerland 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Woodall 


Lewis 
Wasserman 
Schultz 


of Georgia, 


BRIDENSTINE, MARCHANT, ROKITA, 
KINGSTON, SOUTHERLAND and SEN- 


SENBRENNER 


changed 


from “yea” to “nay.” 
Messrs. KIND, PETERSON, RANGEL 
and WESTMORELAND changed their 


vote from “nay” to “yea.” 


their vote 


So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 


the table. 


January 22, 2013 


MOTION TO ADJOURN 


Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on the motion to adjourn 
will be followed by a 5-minute vote on 
approval of the Journal, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 0, nays 416, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 15, as 


follows: 


[Roll No. 25] 


NAYS—416 
Alexander Conaway Gibson 
Amash Connolly Gingrey (GA) 
Amodei Conyers Gohmert 
Andrews Cook Goodlatte 
Bachmann Cooper Gosar 
Bachus Costa Gowdy 
Barber Cotton Granger 
Barletta Courtney Graves (GA) 
Barr Cramer Graves (MO) 
Barrow Crawford Grayson 
Barton Crenshaw Green, Al 
Bass Cuellar Green, Gene 
Beatty Culberson Griffin (AR) 
Benishek Cummings Griffith (VA) 
Bentivolio Daines Grijalva 
Bera Davis (CA) Grimm 
Bilirakis Davis, Danny Guthrie 
Bishop (GA) Davis, Rodney Gutierrez 
Bishop (NY) DeFazio Hahn 
Bishop (UT) DeGette Hall 
Black Delaney Hanabusa 
Blackburn DelBene Hanna 
Blumenauer Denham Harper 
Bonamici Dent Harris 
Bonner DeSantis Hartzler 
Boustany DesJarlais Hastings (FL) 
Brady (PA) Deutch Hastings (WA) 
Brady (TX) Diaz-Balart Heck (NV) 
Braley (IA) Dingell Heck (WA) 
Bridenstine Doggett Hensarling 
Brooks (AL) Doyle Herrera Beutler 
Brooks (IN) Duckworth Higgins 
Broun (GA) Duffy Himes 
Brown (FL) Duncan (SC) Hinojosa 
Brownley (CA) Duncan (TN) Holding 
Buchanan Edwards Holt 
Bucshon Ellison Horsford 
Burgess Ellmers Hudson 
Bustos Emerson Huelskamp 
Butterfield Engel Huffman 
Calvert Enyart Huizenga (MI) 
Camp Eshoo Hultgren 
Campbell Esty Hunter 
Cantor Farenthold Hurt 
Capito Farr Issa 
Capps Fattah Jackson Lee 
Capuano Fincher Jeffries 
Cardenas Fitzpatrick Jenkins 
Carney Fleischmann Johnson (GA) 
Carson (IN) Fleming Johnson (OH) 
Cartwright Flores Johnson, E. B. 
Cassidy Forbes Johnson, Sam 
Castor (FL) Fortenberry Jones 
Castro (TX) Foster Jordan 
Chabot Foxx Joyce 
Chaffetz Frankel (FL) Kaptur 
Chu Franks (AZ) Keating 
Cicilline Frelinghuysen Kennedy 
Clarke Fudge Kildee 
Clay Gallego Kilmer 
Cleaver Garamendi Kind 
Coble Garcia King (IA) 
Coffman Gardner King (NY) 
Cole Garrett Kingston 
Collins (GA) Gerlach Kinzinger (IL) 
Collins (NY) Gibbs Kirkpatrick 


Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Markey 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 


Neugebauer 
Noem 

Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 

Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 

Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Pocan 

Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radel 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 

Ross 

Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 

Ruiz 

Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 


Sanchez, Linda 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 

Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 

Schneider 
Schock 

Schrader 
Schwartz 
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Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 

Titus 

Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 

Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 

Waters 

Watt 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


ANSWERED ‘“‘PRESENT’’—1 


Aderholt 
Becerra 
Carter 
Clyburn 
Crowley 
DeLauro 


Mr. 


Cohen 


Gabbard 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Kelly 
Pelosi 
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from “yea” to “nay.” 
So the motion to adjourn was re- 


jected. 


NOT VOTING—15 


Scott (VA) 

Van Hollen 

Wasserman 
Schultz 


CUMMINGS changed his vote 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 24, H.R. 307—Pandemic and All-Hazards 
Preparedness Reauthorization, had | been 
present, | would have voted “yea.” 
On rollcall No. 25, Motion to adjourn, had | 
been present, | would had voted “nay.” 


EE 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal, which the Chair will put 
de novo. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


rE 


NO BUDGET, NO PAY 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to address the larg- 
est threat that confronts every man, 
woman, child, and us collectively as a 
Nation: $16 trillion in national debt. 
This massive debt that is carried by 
the Nation grows larger each and every 
day. 

Americans should be united that the 
overspending and reckless financial un- 
paid loans has created a legacy of debt 
for all current and future generations 
of Americans. Americans are united 
that it is right to help those most 
needy and vulnerable. 

Sadly, the debt prevents this Nation 
from fully meeting those needs. The 
annual interest alone is crowding out 
our ability to fund services for those 
most in need. National debt annual in- 
terest is a part of mandatory spending 
that consumes 60 percent of our yearly 
expenses. This crowds out important 
services and creates economic harm 
that costs Americans jobs. 

It is time to work together to end the 
debt and provide a secure future for all 
Americans. I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 325 that requires the Sen- 
ate to pass a budget and allows no pay 
for Congress without a budget. 


EE 


CENTRAL NEW YORKERS WANT 
FAIR SHOT AT AMERICAN DREAM 


(Mr. MAFFEI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. MAFFEI. Mr. Speaker, just in 
these last weeks I have already begun 
to meet with local business owners in 
my district at the places where they 
work. I have spoken with constituents 
at their doorsteps, and I have had con- 
versations at events throughout our 
community. The one message central 
New Yorkers have made clear to me is 
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that we need to grow our middle class, 
fix our economy, and create more good- 
paying jobs for the working families of 
this country. Central New Yorkers 
want a fair shot at the American 
Dream. 

Now, we need to balance the budget, 
but we need to do it in the right way, 
not on the backs of our middle class 
and seniors. Medicare and Social Secu- 
rity must be protected, but we can do 
this without sacrificing vital invest- 
ments in future generations. 

Our local businesses want to expand 
and hire new workers, but they need 
the young people with the abilities and 
demeanor to succeed. That’s what I 
have heard going around central New 
York. We need to keep central New 
York part of the broad shoulders of the 
middle class on which this country’s 
future rests. 

To this House I say: I am committed 
to do everything I can to ensure that 
every central New Yorker gets a fair 
shot at the American Dream. 


i—i 


PASS A BUDGET 


(Mr. HARRIS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania who spoke 
just a few minutes ago put his finger 
right on the problem. We have a $16.4 
trillion debt—$50,000 for every man, 
woman, and child in this country; 
$50,000 for every baby born today. Be- 
fore that baby draws his or her first 
breath, it’s greeted with a $50,000 bill, 
their part of the U.S. debt. Mr. Speak- 
er, that’s reckless. 

But there’s something even more 
reckless. The only way to solve these 
problems is with a budget—every house 
knows it, every business knows it, al- 
most every government knows it, but 
not the U.S. Senate, which hasn’t 
passed a budget for 4 years. 

Tomorrow, the House will take up 
H.R. 325. This bill will force the U.S. 
Senate to finally pass a budget in order 
to increase our debt ceiling. 

The time is now. The Senate has to 
act. 


EE 
1500 


FINAL FLIGHT OF SPACE 
SHUTTLE “CHALLENGER” 


(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, on January 
28, 1986, the Space Shuttle Challenger 
broke apart 73 seconds after launch. 
The whole world cried watching Chal- 
lenger tumble back to Earth knowing 
that seven brave Americans had lost 
their lives. Commander Dick Scobee, 
pilot Michael Smith, mission specialist 
Judy Resnick, specialist Ron McNair, 
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mission specialist Ellison Onizuka, 
payload specialist Greg Jarvis, and 
America’s first and only teacher into 
space, Christa McAuliffe, all perished 
pursuing our dreams. 

The night of the disaster, President 
Reagan put all of our thoughts, our 
pain, and our prayers into words. He 
said: 

We will never forget them, nor the last 
time we saw them, this morning, as they pre- 
pared for their journey and waved goodbye 
and ‘‘slipped the surly bonds of Earth’’ to 
“touch the face of God.” 


Ee 


PRESIDENT OBAMA’S INAUGURAL 
SPEECH 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL- 
LINS of New York). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 3, 2018, 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
ELLISON) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, thank 
you for allotting the time. I appreciate 
it very much. 

My name is KEITH ELLISON. I’m here 
today to reflect on what I believe was 
a historic speech for the ages yester- 
day. President Obama met the historic 
challenge, met the historic moment; 
and I just want to talk about my feel- 
ings about how important that speech 
really, really was. President Obama, 
you should understand, was called upon 
to make his second inaugural address. 
And inaugural addresses, historically, 
are speeches that people don’t always 
remember, but there are some that we 
will never forget because of how impor- 
tant they are. 

His first speech 4 years ago was a 
speech during which, over the course of 
18 minutes, he talked about trying to 
reach out diplomatically. He talked 
about the importance of trying to come 
together to solve common problems. 
And I think the basic attitude of the 
first speech was conciliation in an ef- 
fort to try to work out problems both 
foreign and domestic. 

In this speech, however, President 
Obama set forth what I believe was a 
clear, concise agenda based on values 
that he owns. I was so proud to hear 
President Obama talk about the need 
to address climate change. He re- 
minded us that you can believe in cli- 
mate change or you can disbelieve in 
climate change, but the fact is our 
storms are harder, the drier weather 
we are seeing is causing forest fires, 
and we are seeing climatic catas- 
trophes associated with climate 
change. We’re seeing the consequences 
of it. So if we ignore the cause, we can- 
not ignore the consequence. I was so 
proud to hear him say that. 

He also spoke out boldly for equality, 
human rights and civil rights for all 
Americans. I remember that he said, 
and you may recall, too, Mr. Speaker, 
he said, we will never forget Stonewall, 
Seneca Falls, and Selma. These are 
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three iconic moments in civil rights 
history when he talked about the wom- 
en’s rights movement, the gay rights 
movement, and the African American 
movement for civil rights; but they all 
added up to one thing, which is that an 
American is an American is an Amer- 
ican. It doesn’t matter what your color 
is, what your sex is, or who you love 
and want to be with. What matters is 
that you are an American and entitled 
to the full protection of the law in 
these United States. 

I think it was very important for him 
to do so. It represented an evolutionary 
moment in American history that a 
President being inaugurated into his 
second term would stand up for the 
first time and say ‘‘civil and human 
rights for all people.” I thought it was 
a great moment, and I found myself 
cheering even though I hadn’t planned 
on doing so. 

But he didn’t stop there. He specifi- 
cally said we need to stand here and 
protect Social Security, Medicare, and 
Medicaid, three critical programs this 
Nation depends on, three critical pro- 
grams that seniors depend upon. But 
not only do seniors depend on them. 
Also we know that seniors and people 
live on survivors benefits. When their 
loved one who gets Social Security 
dies, children are entitled to get sur- 
vivors benefits. And these survivors 
benefits are literally putting food on 
the tables for millions of families all 
across this country. 

But not only that. People with dis- 
abilities get Medicare and Social Secu- 
rity. And he stood up for these pro- 
grams, reminding us that this richest 
country in the history of the world— 
the richest country in the history of 
the world—does not need to throw its 
poor, its vulnerable, and its aged under 
the bus. We are not too broke to make 
sure that our senior citizens, our chil- 
dren who are on survivors benefits, and 
people who are vulnerable economi- 
cally, we’re not too poor to make sure 
that there’s something for them and 
that they have a livelihood and a way 
to make it forward. 

Imagine the richest country in the 
history of the world saying, I’m sorry, 
Grandma, but we got to cut your bene- 
fits because we can’t make it. The re- 
ality is that when he gave that speech 
and he specifically identified those 
three programs as central to the Amer- 
ican Dream, the American promise, I 
was proud. And I said, that’s right. And 
I tell you, I was so happy to hear him 
say that. 

But he didn’t even stop there. He 
talked about the need for immigration 
reform and the fact that for so many 
people around the world, America is 
still the land of opportunity and that 
we cannot sit by as 12 million people 
live in our country in the shadows with 
no pathway toward citizenship. The 
President specifically called on us to 
do something about it. 
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Now, the President knows that guns 
are a volatile issue. He didn’t smack 
the issue of gun violence prevention 
right on the head, but he did mention 
the victims of Sandy Hook; and he did 
tell us that children have a right to be 
safe at school, thereby signaling that, 
you know, yeah, we are going to do 
some things about the proliferation of 
guns, high-capacity clips, and back- 
ground checks, things that make sense, 
not taking away the right to own a 
gun, but to do commonsense gun vio- 
lence prevention measures that I think 
will make everybody safer. In fact, if 
you’re looking at the news right now, 
you know that there was another 
shooting today in Texas—today— 
today. 

So the bottom line is that the Presi- 
dent laid out a vision, an inclusive vi- 
sion, for America. The President got up 
in front of the world stage, all the 
Members of Congress, Ambassadors, 
Senators, the Supreme Court, and ev- 
erybody assembled and said, This is the 
direction that we’re going in. We’re 
going to say Americans, whatever their 
background, are included within the 
promise of America. We’re going to ad- 
dress income inequality. We’re going to 
protect the social safety net. 

Now, some pundits—you can always 
count on the punditry to throw salt 
around—they said, well, it didn’t reach 
out to the Republicans. Well, I think 
that Republicans are on Social Secu- 
rity, Medicare, and Medicaid; and they 
probably, or at least their parents, ap- 
preciate protection of that program. 
Republicans live on this planet in 
which we see the temperature rising 
and the consequences of global climate 
change hurting more and more people. 
Some Republicans are black, some Re- 
publicans are Latino, and some Repub- 
licans are gay. And when they heard 
that they are included in Obama’s vi- 
sion of America, they must have felt 
good about that. 

So I don’t agree that this speech 
didn’t reach out to the full range of the 
political spectrum, left and right. I 
think that if you’re in the category 
that he mentioned, that no matter 
what your political ideology may be, 
that you would feel that, yes, this in- 
cludes me. 

Now, I think the President’s speech 
was also great because it was coura- 
geous. No President has ever men- 
tioned before the gay community in 
the United States; and most people like 
myself and most people are what we 
call straight or heterosexual. 
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But all of us know that there is prej- 
udice against the gay community. 
There’s no denying this. There’s no 
sense in denying it. We all know that 
these folks are our neighbors, they’re 
our coworkers, they’re our friends, and 
we know that they have suffered be- 
cause of prejudice against them. For a 
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President to stand up and say this isn’t 
right and that everybody is included in 
the American Dream, I thought was a 
great moment. It was a first. It was 
historic. I think that President Obama 
seized the historical mantle and said, 
I’m not going to sit up here and use a 
bunch of flowery, vague language. I’m 
going to get up here and talk about 
what I really believe in. I was so proud 
of Obama yesterday. I admired how he 
handled himself and what he said. 

I think over the past 4 years, Presi- 
dent Obama has, in my opinion, bent 
over backwards to reach out to the Re- 
publican Conference. He has really ac- 
commodated them in a whole number 
of ways, and yet their conference—and 
the record is clear—has come forward 
and said that their goal over the course 
of the last 4 years was to make him a 
one-term President. Well, they failed. 
He’s a two-term President. So the ques- 
tion is: Are we now going to come to- 
gether? Is the caucus of ‘‘no’”’ now 
going to say there are some things 
we’re willing to work with? I hope so. 

Let me tell you. My dad was a Repub- 
lican for many years. Of course, I love 
my dad and loved him when he was a 
Republican. He was what I would call a 
“sensible Republican.” He believed in 
watching the money. He believed in 
getting the most out of every dollar. 
He believed that the government had a 
limited role and shouldn’t get in every- 
one’s business. Today, we have folks 
who are not in the realm of even nego- 
tiation. They’re willing to shut the 
government down, allow our country to 
go over the fiscal cliff and default on 
America’s debt just to get their way. 
That’s an extremist position. This is an 
extremist ideology. It’s not a reason- 
able thing to say. 

Now, some of them will come up here 
and talk about how big the debt and 
the deficit is. Wait a minute. When we 
say that we want to cut oil subsidies to 
Big Oil companies, they don’t want to 
do that. When we want to raise some 
taxes on the wealthy so we can use 
that money to lower the deficit, they 
don’t want to do that. I doubt anyone 
who says they’re outraged by the debt 
and the deficit, and we give credible so- 
lutions on how to lower it and they say 
‘no’’—I begin to doubt that that’s real- 
ly what they’re concerned about. 

The speech yesterday that the Presi- 
dent gave, I believe, is a good starting 
point. The President is not negotiating 
with himself. He’s declaring his posi- 
tion. The other side in the political di- 
vide can declare their position, and 
then we can come together and nego- 
tiate. Pm a huge supporter of the 
President, but I kind of believe that 
what he used to do, he used to state his 
values, then he used to anticipate what 
the other side would want, then he used 
to try to come together, bring both 
sides together, and then he would go to 
the table and negotiate. So we would 
end up not with a liberal position, but 
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with sort of a centrist position, and we 
would start out right there, and then 
anywhere we would go from there 
would be further to the right. So if 
we’re lucky, we end up with a center- 
right position. 

Now I think we start with, as we are 
proud to be the progressive liberals 
that we are, we start out with what we 
believe in, then they say what they be- 
lieve in, and then we negotiate, and 
maybe we’ll end up in the middle. But 
I don’t want to end up in the center 
right anymore. I want to end up with 
some reasonable compromise that pro- 
tects Social Security, Medicare, and 
Medicaid; that protects civil rights for 
all Americans; that addresses this mas- 
sive income inequality; that addresses 
climate change; that moves us toward 
a green economy; that allows people 
who are immigrants to have a pathway 
into the respectability of life in Amer- 
ican society. The President did not dis- 
appoint last night. I believe in those 
things. Clearly he does, too. And I was 
so proud to see the President stand and 
deliver for these important values. 

Over the next several weeks, Mr. 
Speaker, we’re going to be in a huge 
debate. We just finished the whole de- 
bate on the so-called fiscal cliff. It 
really wasn’t a fiscal cliff. That was 
just the name the press loved to call it, 
but the reality is it was a set of budg- 
etary deadlines and tax deadlines. We 
were able to come up with a deal, but 
the worst part of the deal is what 
wasn’t in it. That’s why I voted for it. 
I wasn’t thrilled with the deal, but the 
thing I didn’t like about it was the 
stuff mostly that was not included. Be- 
cause even though I was happy to ex- 
tend unemployment for a year, that 
was good. Even though I was happy to 
raise taxes on the richest Americans, 
because I believe it’s their patriotic 
duty to help their country out, that 
was good too. I believe those were good 
things. 

I thought the fact that we did not 
deal with the debt ceiling, the seques- 
ter, and the continuing resolution real- 
ly just put us in a position where a few 
months later our Republican friends 
would say: You’re going to cut vital 
programs for Americans who need 
them, or we’re going to shut down the 
government. You’re going to cut Head 
Start, you’re going to cut food stamps, 
you’re going to cut Social Security, 
Medicare, and Medicaid, or we’re going 
to default on America’s debt. This is 
the hardcore bargaining position 
they’ve been trying to ram down our 
throat. 

T’ll never forget Speaker BOEHNER, 
who said, ‘‘Look, if they don’t take 
these cuts in one loaf, we’ll feed it to 
them a slice at a time.” That’s a quote. 

And so I was concerned that this deal 
we just did, this so-called fiscal cliff 
deal, the New Year’s Eve deal, even 
though there were things in it that I 
thought were good, I was concerned, 
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Mr. Speaker, because of what wasn’t in 
it. I believe the American people and 
our markets, our business people, de- 
serve to have this budgetary issue re- 
solved in a way so they can actually 
plan. 

My Republican friends correctly 
point out that there is uncertainty 
when Congress doesn’t solve problems, 
but they’re the ones causing the uncer- 
tainty. In fact, they are guilty of cre- 
ating the problem that they criticize 
the most. They say that we shouldn’t 
kick the can down the road. They say 
we should have some finality. But 
they’re the ones who are not agreeing 
to some finality. They say that we 
need to make sure that we get some 
real job creation, but they’re the ones 
cutting into the public sector, causing 
us layoffs from the Federal Govern- 
ment, and therefore State govern- 
ments. And of course, people who have 
government jobs spend money too, 
which leads people who they do busi- 
ness with to have jobs. If you work for 
the EPA and you go to a local grocery 
store, you spend money there, which 
allows the cashiers and the stock peo- 
ple to have jobs. 

Everything they say they don’t want 
it seems like that’s what they’re for. 
They don’t want job cuts, they don’t 
want job losses, but they create them. 
They don’t want uncertainty, but they 
create it. They want finality, but they 
avoid it. It doesn’t make any sense. 
They say they want to reduce the def- 
icit, but they enlarge it. So my point 
is: What’s really going on here? 

I think President Obama has just 
kind of had enough and has said rather 
than trying to figure out how to do a 
deal with these folks who keep moving 
the goalpost, I’m just going to say 
what I’m about, I’m going to declare 
what my values are, and they can come 
to the table and represent their own 
point of view, and we’ll find a way, 
hopefully, to get to a point where we 
can agree and go forward. Even if we 
hate the deal, even if we don’t like it, 
at least maybe we can move forward so 
Americans can at least be able to plan 
for their future. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that Presi- 
dential inauguration speeches are im- 
portant. They do lay out an important 
path. I was reviewing, Mr. Speaker, the 
inaugural speeches of President Abra- 
ham Lincoln. I’m a huge fan of Abra- 
ham Lincoln. I wouldn’t call myself an 
expert or scholar of Lincoln, but Pm 
sort of an amateur reader of everything 
about Lincoln. 

In Lincoln’s first speech, he was con- 
ciliatory. You will recall, Mr. Speaker, 
Abraham Lincoln, when he was elected, 
as soon as he was elected, Southern 
States began to secede even before he 
was inaugurated. South Carolina, Mis- 
sissippi, the other States, they started 
seceding each before he was inaugu- 
rated. As soon as he was elected, some 
of them said, We are out of here. 
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So when he came to his inaugural 
speech, the first one, he was trying to 
keep the Southern States in and trying 
to keep the border States from leaving. 
So he said some things that were so 
conciliatory, that even the abolition- 
ists of the time thought that he wasn’t 
what they were hoping for. He wasn’t 
really against slavery. He said he was, 
but they thought that he didn’t prove 
it. They thought he was halting, they 
thought he was too cautious, and they 
criticized him for this. 

But after the Civil War broke out and 
so much blood was spilled and so much 
harm was done to our Nation—620,000 
people died in the Civil War—President 
Lincoln came back 4 years later. On 
that speech, his second inaugural 
speech, it was a bold defense of the 
union cause and an argument that 
slavery must go. 
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He didn’t pull any punches on the 
second one. Now, he was not bodacious, 
and he was not offensive—he was try- 
ing to be as conciliatory as he could 
be—but he made very clear that Amer- 
ica was going to be, one, whole and not 
divided and, two, that it would be slave 
free. He didn’t water it down, as some 
pundits think that Obama should water 
his position down. The second time 
around, after we went through all the 
big fights, President Lincoln stood firm 
and spoke firmly and clearly but also 
in a conciliatory way about what he 
believed in. I don’t know. Maybe there 
were some people back in 1865 who 
might have said, Well, Lincoln ought 
to be a little more sympathetic to the 
South, and he ought to try to work 
with them more. 

Look, I’m not trying to compare this 
budgetary fight to the horror of slav- 
ery. There is no comparison, not at all. 
I’m not trying to say that our Repub- 
lican colleagues are in any way sympa- 
thetic to slavery. They’re not. That’s 
not true. I’m simply trying to make 
the point that when you start out try- 
ing to work with somebody and you 
can’t get anywhere, and when you go 
through all the travails and difficulties 
of trying to get somewhere and you 
can’t, then at the end of the fight, if 
you win, you’re probably going to say, 
Look, I tried to work with you and you 
wouldn’t work with me. I ended up 
coming out on top on this thing, so 
now I’m going to bargain for my posi- 
tion. 

This is not to say the President is 
not going to negotiate. This is not to 
say the Democrats aren’t going to ne- 
gotiate. We are going to negotiate. We 
believe that the democratic process re- 
quires an eye toward compromise, but I 
also believe that we went to our con- 
stituents in 485 districts around this 
country and that we told them what we 
believed in and we told them what we 
stood for, so they deserve for us to at 
least articulate that position. If we 
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have to make a compromise on some 
things for the sake of the Union, for 
the sake of the Nation, we should do 
that, but we should never act like we 
don’t believe in what we do, in fact, be- 
lieve in, which is Social Security, 
Medicare, Medicaid; which is con- 
fronting income inequality; which is 
equality for all Americans regardless 
of race, color, sexual preference; and 
all that kind of stuff. We should say 
what we believe in. We should say that 
we believe that a woman should earn 
every penny that a man makes. We 
should say these things. We should not 
be afraid to be who we are and articu- 
late our vision of the world. Then when 
we go to the negotiating table, there 
might be some things we have to give 
up, and there might be some things we 
get, but we should never make any 
mistake about what we’re all about. 

So I’m really proud of the President 
tonight. I feel the President did a fine 
job for America yesterday, and I wish 
the President well. I do know that the 
President, in being a man of reason, 
will listen to Republican arguments as 
to what they would like to see happen, 
but I also believe, based on what he 
said yesterday, that he is going to fight 
for what he believes in, too. He warned 
us against dogmatism, and he also said 
Look, don’t confuse absolutism with 
principle. So that’s sort of a warning to 
our side a little bit in his saying, look, 
I am going to have to negotiate some 
things. But when he sits around that 
table, we know where he’s starting 
from, and that makes me feel good. 

I wish all the best for this Presidency 
and this Congress because I think that, 
if the Republicans are successful and if 
the Democrats are successful and if the 
President is successful, then America 
will be successful. So I’m here to say 
that I hope we do negotiate, but there 
are some things that, quite frankly, 
I’m not willing to cave in on—Social 
Security, Medicaid, Medicare bene- 
ficiary cuts. They’re asking for cuts 
from the people who have already been 
cut. 

Do you know, Mr. Speaker, that 20 
percent of widowed women on Social 
Security have nothing but Social Secu- 
rity to live on, and yet we want to re- 
duce their benefits? Do you know that 
a full third of widowed women on So- 
cial Security depend upon Social Secu- 
rity to the degree of 90 percent of their 
incomes? We’re talking about people 
who are making somewhere between 
$17,000 and $24,000 a year to begin with. 
You cannot go to people who already 
have so little and say give me back 
even more. 

This is at a time, because of our 
housing foreclosure crisis, when rents 
in nearly every city have gone up, and 
this is at a time when we have limited 
vitally important programs that help 
ease the pain of poverty for Americans. 
So there are some things that we are 
going to protect in this and that we are 
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going to call upon the masses of Ameri- 
cans to protect. 

Let me just say, Mr. Speaker, that 
today I don’t have the ability to be 
here for the whole hour—duty calls— 
but I did want to offer a few reflections 
on the speech that was given. I also 
want to say a few other things as it re- 
lates to the next period coming up. 

In the next few weeks, we’re going to 
face a debt ceiling increase. In fact, we 
have a debt ceiling vote tomorrow. 
We’re not voting to raise the debt ceil- 
ing; we’re voting to suspend it. I think 
this is bad policy because markets, 
businesspeople, and everybody else 
need to know that the Congress is 
going to stand by the credit rating and 
the debts of the American people. 
We’re not going to default, and we 
shouldn’t threaten that we are. It’s 
bad. It’s not a good thing to do. It’s im- 
portant for the American people to 
know that, when we talk about raising 
the debt ceiling, Congress is not ap- 
proving new spending. We’re not bor- 
rowing. We’re saying that we’re going 
to pay the bills on debts we already ac- 
quired. 

It’s kind of like this: If you have a 
family and if somehow you’re already 
obligated to pay a mortgage, if you 
don’t have the money for your mort- 
gage, you may have to go to your cous- 
in or your brother or your uncle and 
say, I need you to help me until next 
week so I can pay the mortgage. So 
you now have borrowed money to pay 
an obligation that you already owe, an 
obligation that, if you don’t pay, you 
will default on. You can also have a sit- 
uation in which somebody doesn’t have 
enough money but goes into a local 
electronics store and says, I’m going to 
buy that big screen television right 
there on my credit card. 

Those are two different scenarios— 
borrowing to meet obligations you’ve 
already acquired and borrowing to buy 
stuff you really cannot afford. Raising 
the debt ceiling is the first one, Mr. 
Speaker. It’s borrowing to meet obliga- 
tions we already have. It’s not bor- 
rowing for new expenditures. So, when 
we appropriate money and when we 
have had appropriated expenditures in 
the past, we might raise the debt ceil- 
ing to meet those obligations, which 
we should do, because to do otherwise 
is to say that America is going to de- 
fault on its debts, which we cannot do, 
not just for our own sakes, but this 
would cause international harm to the 
world economy. 

People are confused about this whole 
debt ceiling debate, and I don’t believe 
that it’s right for Republicans to just 
suspend the debt ceiling and then to 
put a bunch of stuff in there about the 
Senate and all that kind of stuff, some 
provisions that are blatantly unconsti- 
tutional, too, by the way. So I’m dis- 
appointed in this thing that’s coming 
up, but people need to know that this 
debt ceiling vote is coming up. 
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They should also know that the se- 
quester is coming up. With the New 
Year’s Eve deal, we delayed the seques- 
ter 2 months. These are massive cuts to 
the tune of, I think, around $89 billion 
that are going to be put on the Pen- 
tagon and domestic spending. They’re 
dumb cuts. We’re not looking at spe- 
cific programs and evaluating their 
worth and eliminating some and keep- 
ing others. We’re just, like, ‘‘chop.’’ 
This is no way to budget for a Nation, 
and I hope we can delay the sequester, 
but it’s coming up soon. Republicans 
have vowed that they want even more 
cuts, maybe even in addition to the se- 
quester, to negotiate. I think we should 
remind everybody that we’ve already 
had $1.7 trillion in cuts and that we 
just did $600 billion in new revenue. 
That’s about $2.3 trillion. How much 
more cutting do we need to do, particu- 
larly when we’re talking about vital 
programs for Americans? 

So, Mr. Speaker, if we’re going to 
make cuts, we should cut things that 
we really don’t need. For example, 
Medicare part D, which passed in 2003, 
prohibits Medicare from negotiating 
drug prices with the pharmaceutical 
companies. Now, the Veterans Admin- 
istration does negotiate for drug prices 
all the time, but Medicare is prohibited 
from doing so. Basically, if the phar- 
maceutical company says this drug 
costs this, the government has to pay, 
and we can’t use our large buying 
power to lower a price. 
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We should change that. We should in- 
troduce competitive bidding. That 


would save us a quite a bit of money, 
Mr. Speaker. That’s a way we could 
save money. 

Here’s another thing we should do. 
We should eliminate oil subsidies, coal 
subsidies, and natural gas subsidies. 
The fossil fuel industry, a highly prof- 
itable industry, making a lot of money, 
a profitable industry, there’s no reason 
in a free market economy we should be 
subsidizing a profitable company. It 
doesn’t make sense. Even if you are a 
free market person, you have a hard 
case to make that we should be hand- 
ing Exxon, Chevron, and Mobil money. 
We shouldn’t do it. We should end it, 
and any real conservative would agree 
with me on that. Now, if somebody is 
just trying to get money to friends, 
that’s another story. But if you’re real- 
ly about reducing the deficit, that’s 
one way to do it. 

You know, there are a number of 
things we could cut. There’s a lot of 
Cold War weapons systems that could 
be eliminated. Our nuclear arsenal 
could be reduced without threatening 
our national security, and we could 
save money in doing it. 

There are ways to reduce the budget. 
There are ways to do it, and we prob- 
ably should. But let’s do it in a way 
where we keep Social Security, Medi- 
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care, Medicaid, food stamps, aid for 
college students, money for investing 
in medical research, and 
groundbreaking research to give life to 
brand-new industries. You know, a lot 
of people don’t know, Mr. Speaker, this 
thing we call the Internet was started 
with a government program—some- 
thing called DARPA. A government 
grant helped fund the Internet. Yes, it 
did. I don’t know about Al Gore, but I 
do know that the government, a gov- 
ernment grant, put the money into the 
form that we now know as the Inter- 
net. The government did that. 

The government funded the project 
for mapping the human genome. The 
government. The government’s not al- 
ways bad. 

So we should keep some programs. 
We should lower others, but we’ve got 
to think about this thing in a different 
way than we are. 

All I want to say, Mr. Speaker, as I 
begin to wrap up is that it is an honor 
and a privilege to be able to serve in 
this, the greatest deliberative body in 
the world. And even though we have 
big fights with our Republican col- 
leagues, it’s an honor to serve with 
them, too. We’re both here, sent here 
by the 485 districts that we represent 
to argue our positions and try to come 
to some kind of solution. I believe that 
we can have solutions if everyone has 
an eye toward compromise, but that 
depends upon everybody starting out 
carrying out the vision of the district 
they represent. 

My district wants me to stand up for 
Social Security, Medicare, and Med- 
icaid, stand up for civil and equal 
rights for everybody, including gay 
people. My district wants me to find a 
pathway to citizenship for immigrants 
who are here. My district wants me to 
do something about climate change 
and move our economy toward a green 
economy. Now, I’m going to start 
there, and then we can negotiate with 
our colleagues on where we end up, but 
I’m proud that the President stood up 
for our values. I think his speech was 
groundbreaking, historic, and gave real 
energy to people who share his value 
system. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I have to 
curtail my hour, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 


EE 


FORTY YEARS OF VICTIMS: 
LEGACY OF ABORTION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2018, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. SMITH) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major- 
ity leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
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material on the subject of my Special 
Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, 40 years ago today marks the 
U.S. Supreme Court’s infamous, reck- 
less, and inhumane abandonment of 
women and babies to abortionists. 
Forty years of victims, dead babies, 
wounded women, shattered families. 
Forty years of government-sanctioned 
violence against women and children. 
Since 1973, more than 55 million chil- 
dren have been killed by abortion, a 
staggering loss of children’s precious 
lives, a death toll that equates to the 
entire population of England. 

The passage of time hasn’t changed 
the fact that abortion is a serious, le- 
thal violation of fundamental human 
rights; and that women and children 
deserve better, much better; and that 
the demands of justice, generosity, and 
compassion require that the right to 
life be guaranteed to everyone, regard- 
less of age, sex, race, condition of de- 
pendency, disability, or stage of devel- 
opment. 

Rather than obscure or dull our con- 
sciousness to the unmitigated violence 
of abortion, the passage of time has 
only enabled us to see and better un- 
derstand the innate cruelty of abortion 
and its horrific legacy—victims—while 
making us more determined than ever 
to protect the weakest and most vul- 
nerable and end the mass deception by 
the abortion industry. 

Earlier today, Linda Shrewsbury, an 
academic and an African American 
with a degree from Harvard, who had 
an abortion, told a 40 Years Of Victims 
press conference: 

The lies that brought me to that day and 
its sorrowful aftermath are crystal clear in 
my mind: falsehoods and deceptions that 
concealed the truth about abortion. Lies 
planted in my thinking by clever marketing, 
media campaigns, and endless repetition led 
to a tragic, irreversible decision—the death 
of my first child. 

She goes on to say: 

It’s past time to lance the national wound 
of abortion with truth. The high culture— 
thought leaders, media, celebrities—that 
brought us abortion seem vested beyond ex- 
traction. 

She said she ‘‘dreamed of the volcano 
of abortion truth that could erupt one 
day from the grass-roots—women and 
men and their relatives witnessing to 
their suppressed emotion, unspoken 
trauma, and lived pain. With abortion 
denial ended, we as a society could 
then reconnect with reality and life.” 

Clearly, Mr. Speaker, there are seem- 
ingly ominous present-day signs that 
hinder ending abortion denial and a re- 
connection with reality and life. Cer- 
tainly the re-election of the abortion 
President Barack Obama, public fund- 
ing for abortion in the ObamaCare 
health exchanges that come online in 
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2014, a massive increase of public fund- 
ing for abortion, the use of coercion to 
compel religious believers and entre- 
preneurs to violate their consciences, 
slick advertising, and the export of 
abortion worldwide. 

And it is deeply troubling that de- 
spite the fact that Planned Parenthood 
claims direct responsibility for killing 
over 6 million unborn babies in their 
clinics, including a record 333,964 abor- 
tions in 2011 alone, Planned Parent- 
hood remains President Obama’s favor- 
ite organization. 

Despite these and many obstacles, 
however, we will never quit. In adver- 
sity, our faith and trust in God is test- 
ed, but it also deepens and overcomes 
and forges an indomitable, yet humble, 
spirit. 

The pro-life movement—and I’ve 
been in it for 41 years—is comprised of 
some of the noblest, caring, smart, and 
selfless people I have ever met. They 
make up an extraordinarily powerful, 
nonviolent, faith-filled human rights 
struggle that is growing in public sup- 
port, intensity, commitment, and hope. 

The compassionate women and men 
who staff thousands of pregnancy care 
centers, many of the women being 
post-abortive themselves who try to 
save women from that irreversible de- 
cision, help women who are experi- 
encing unexpected pregnancies, and 
they provide tangible assistance and an 
enormous amount of love and emo- 
tional support both before and after 
the birth of a child. 

The pro-life movement is not only on 
the side of compassion, justice, and in- 
clusion. We are on the right side of re- 
sponsible science and of history. 

Someday future generations will look 
back on America and wonder how and 
why such a seemingly enlightened soci- 
ety, so blessed and endowed with edu- 
cation, advanced science, information, 
wealth, and opportunity, could have 
failed to protect the innocent and the 
inconvenient. They will wonder how 
and why a Nobel Peace Prize-winning 
President could also simultaneously 
have been the abortion President. 

Dr. Alveda King, niece of the late Dr. 
Martin King, who had two abortions 
but is now solidly pro-life, said in one 
of her speeches: 

My Uncle Martin had a dream. He dreamt 
that we would live out that which is self-evi- 
dent, that all men are created equal. He 
called on America to admit our wrongs and 
turn from them. Today, I call on all of us, re- 
gardless of nationality, race, or religion, to 
admit our wrongs and turn from them. I be- 
lieve that the denial of the right to life is the 
greatest injustice we face in the world today. 
There is no compassion in killing. There is 
no justice in writing people out of the human 
race. 
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History, Mr. Speaker, will not look 
favorably on today’s abortion culture. 
We must, indeed and instead, work 
tirelessly to replace it with a culture of 
life. 


January 22, 2013 


Mr. Speaker, forty years ago today marks 
the U.S. Supreme Court’s infamous, reckless 
and inhumane abandonment of women and 
babies to abortionists. 

Forty years of victims—dead babies, wound- 
ed women, shattered families. 

Forty years of government sanctioned vio- 
lence against women and children. 

Since 1973, more than 55 million children 
have been killed by abortion—a staggering 
loss of children’s precious lives—a death toll 
that equates to the entire population of Eng- 
land. 

The passage of time hasn’t changed the 
fact that abortion is a serious, lethal violation 
of fundamental human rights. And that women 
and children deserve better—much better. And 
that the demands of justice, generosity and 
compassion require that the right to life be 
guaranteed to everyone, regardless of age, 
sex, race, condition of dependency, disability, 
or stage of development. 

Rather than obscure or dull our consciences 
to the unmitigated violence of abortion, the 
passage of time has only enabled us to see 
and better understand the innate cruelty of 
abortion—and its horrific legacy victims—while 
making us more determined than ever to pro- 
tect the weakest and most vulnerable, and 
end mass deception by the abortion industry. 

Earlier today, Linda Shrewsbury, an aca- 
demic and African American with a degree 
from Harvard who had an abortion told a “40 
Years of Victims” press conference that: “the 
lies that brought me to that day and its sor- 
rowful aftermath are crystal clear in my mind— 
falsehoods and deceptions that concealed the 
truth about abortion. Lies planted in my think- 
ing by clever marketing, media campaigns and 
endless repetition led to a tragic irreversible 
decision—the death of my first child. 

| didn’t really understand back then. At age 
20, | had no inkling of the mental and emo- 
tional darkness | was about to enter. | couldn’t 
have grasped the immense psychological toll 
abortion would take for years into the future— 
unrelenting tears, guilt, shame, and depres- 
sion. After spending many years in denial, | 
did eventually find healing. When | understood 
and rejected distortions about fetal develop- 
ment, doublespeak about choice, rights, 
planned and wanted children; | understood the 
reality and victimhood of my aborted child. | 
understood the absence of moral bases for 
choosing to “dis-entitle’ an innocent human 
being of life. When | embraced truth, truth set 
me free and | finally gained inner peace. 

It's past time to lance the national wound of 
abortion with truth. The high culture—thought 
leaders, media, celebrities—that brought us 
abortion seem vested beyond extraction. | 
dreamed of the volcano of abortion truth that 
could erupt one day from the grassroots— 
women and men and their relatives witnessing 
to their suppressed emotion, unspoken trau- 
ma, and lived pain. With abortion denial 
ended, we as a society could then reconnect 
with reality and life.” 

Clearly there are seemingly ominous 
present-day signs that hinder ending abortion 
denial and a reconnection with reality and 
life—the reelection of the abortion President 
Barack Obama, public funding for abortion in 
the Obamacare health exchanges that come 
on-line in 2014, the use of coercion to compel 
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religious believers and entrepreneurs to violate 
their conscience, and the export of abortion 
worldwide. 

And, it is deeply troubling that despite the 
fact that Planned Parenthood claims direct re- 
sponsibility for killing over 6 million unborn ba- 
bies, including a record 333,964 abortions in 
2011 alone, Planned Parenthood remains 
President Obama’s favorite organization. 

Despite these and any obstacles, we will 
never quit. In adversity our faith and trust in 
God is tested, but it also deepens and over- 
comes and forges an indomitable yet humble 
spirit. 

The pro-life movement is comprised of 
some of the noblest, caring, smart and selfless 
people | have ever met. They make up an ex- 
traordinarily powerful, non-violent, faith-filled 
human rights struggle that is growing in public 
support, intensity, commitment and hope. 

The compassionate women and men who 
staff thousands of pregnancy care centers 
throughout America provide women who are 
experiencing unexpected pregnancies tangible 
assistance, love and emotional support both 
before and after the birth of her child. 

With malice towards none, even President 
Obama for whom we must pray, we believe 
that the nightmare that is abortion on demand 
will end. 

The pro-life movement is not only on the 
side of compassion, justice, and inclusion; we 
are on the right side of responsible science 
and of history. 

Someday future generations will look back 
on America and wonder how and why such a 
seemingly enlightened society, so blessed and 
endowed with education, advanced science, 
information, wealth and opportunity could have 
failed to protect the innocent and inconvenient. 
They will wonder how and why a Nobel Peace 
Prize winning President could also simulta- 
neously have been the Abortion President. 

Dr. Alveda King, niece of the late Dr. Martin 
Luther King, had two abortions but is now pro- 
life. She said in one speech: “My Uncle Martin 
had a dream. He dreamt that we would live 
out that which is self-evident—that all men are 
created equal. He called on America to admit 
our wrongs and turn from them. Today, | call 
on all of us, regardless of nationality, race or 
religion, to admit our wrongs and turn from 
them. | believe that the denial of the right to 
life is the greatest injustice we face in the 
world today. There is no compassion in killing. 
There is no justice in writing people out of the 
human race.” 

History will not look favorably on today’s 
abortion culture. We must instead work tire- 
lessly to replace it with a culture of life. 

Pro-lifers celebrate the sanctity of life. Un- 
born babies are not disposable commodities. 
We recognize that unborn children, like their 
older brothers and sisters, have inherent 
worth, value, and dignity. They are children 
too. If left alone to grow and mature, they too 
will become older brothers and sisters—and 
perhaps parents themselves someday. 

Modern medicine and scientific break- 
through—especially the widespread use of 
ulrasound—have shattered the pernicious 
myth that unborn children are mere blobs of 
tissue. It’s time to recognize birth merely as a 
celebratory event in the life of a person—not 
the beginning of life. And we’ve got to step up 
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our efforts to educate and persuade. Far too 
many politicians, judges, journalists and others 
choose denial and deceptive speech over 
truth. 

Today doctors diagnose illness and dis- 
ability before birth. New and exciting break- 
through health care interventions for the un- 
born—including microsurgeries—are leading to 
an ever expanding array of successful treat- 
ments and cures of sick or disabled unborn 
babies in need of help. Unborn children are 
society’s littlest patients who like any one of 
us might need health care. 

In stark contrast, abortion methods rip, tear 
and dismember or chemically poison the frag- 
ile bodies of babies and abortion pills cause 
premature expulsion from the womb and 
death. There is nothing benign, compas- 
sionate, or just about an act that utterly de- 
stroys the life of a child and often physically, 
psychologically, and emotionally harms 
women. And despite the near total absence of 
any meaningful reporting by the media, 
women get hurt and some even die from legal 
abortions. 

According to the most recent Centers for 
Disease Control (CDC) report, from 1973 to 
2008 at least 403 women tragically died in the 
United States from legal abortion. And that 
sad fact is almost certainly a_ significant 
undercount because the methodology em- 
ployed by CDC is passive and voluntary and 
likely to miss instances of both mortality and 
morbidity. 

In the years since CDC’s “most recent re- 
port,” many more women have surely died. 
Like Tonya Reaves, a 24-year-old woman who 
died last July from a botched second trimester 
dismemberment abortion—a D&E—at a Chi- 
cago area Planned Parenthood abortion mill. 

The abortion industry excels at surface ap- 
peal argument and propaganda. Indeed the 
misleading term “safe abortion” purposely 
misses the point that no abortion—legal or ille- 
gal—is ever safe for the baby and that all are 
fraught with negative health consequences for 
the mother. 

Today, at least 104 credible studies show 
significant psychological harm, major depres- 
sion and/or elevated suicide risk in women 


who abort. 
The Times of London reported that, 
“[S]enior . . . psychiatrists say that new evi- 


dence has uncovered a clear link between 
abortion and mental illness in women with no 
previous history of psychological problems.” 
They found “that women who have had abor- 
tions have twice the level of psychological 
problems and three times the level of depres- 
sion as women who have given birth or who 
have never been pregnant.” 

In 2006, a comprehensive New Zealand 
study found that 78.6% of the 15—18-year-olds 
who had abortions displayed symptoms of 
major depression as compared to 31% of their 
peers. The study also found that 27% of the 
21-25-year-old women who had abortions had 
suicidal ideations compared to 8% of those 
who did not have an abortion. 

At this morning’s “40 Years of Victims” 
press conference courageous post-abortive 
women, as well as the mother of a minor girl 
who was transported across state lines to New 
Jersey to evade Pennsylvania’s parental in- 
volvement laws spoke eloquently of the an- 
guish of abortion. 
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Irene Beltran said: “My entire being was 
overcome by terror, and | felt deep anguish in 
the core of my soul when | ended the life of 
my own child for the sake of convenience. At 
the clinic | was treated like livestock being 
herded from one step to the next. . . When 
the abortionist administered the poison in my 
stomach | was mortified and shocked because 
| felt my child kick and turn very hastily. Years 
later | found out she was being burned and 
could feel the pain. Since | was 6 months 
pregnant this would be a two-day process. 
The second day consisted of the abortionist 
tearing my daughter out of me—limb from 
limb, piece by piece. But | did not go back. 
After feeling my daughter fight for her life | 
went straight to my mother’s home crying for 
help. She drove me to the Labor and Delivery 
Department at a local hospital. | arrived at the 
hospital grasping on the slim chance they 
could save my daughter, but there was noth- 
ing the doctors could do. The effects of the 
toxin were irreversible.” 

Marcia Carroll said even though “my daugh- 
ter chose to have the baby, raise it. . . . The 
father’s family arranged a taxi, a train, and 
subway rides to sneak her across state lines 
to New Jersey where his family met them in 
front of the abortion clinic They 
planned, financed, harassed, and ultimately 
threatened my daughter into having the abor- 
tion. . .. AS a result of the legal abortion that 
was completed unbeknownst to me, my 
daughter suffered years of depression, intense 
grief, post-traumatic stress disorder, night- 
mares, and thoughts and even attempts of sui- 
cide.” 

Kellie Stauffer spoke of her abortion at the 
age of 14: “We all thought abortion would 
erase the situation | had gotten myself in and 
we would go on living life the way it was. That 
was not the case. . . . life sadly was never 
the same. | hated myself. | tried to numb my 
pain in any way | could find, drugs, alcohol, 
food, meaningless relationships, but nothing 
took away the deep darkness that over- 
whelmed my soul. . . . She persuaded me to 
go to a Rachels vineyard retreat and that 
weekend saved my life. | allowed myself to 
feel the forgiveness God had been showing 
me all along. . . . | will never forget what | did 
to my first child. | am still brought to my knees 
in tears at times when | remember the pain | 
caused her. In response to God’s grace and 
for my daughter’s spirit | will be silent no 
more.” 

Olivia Gans Turner said: “I was not told vital 
information about the child | was carrying. In- 
cluding the medical fact that by the time | had 
an abortion at 12 weeks, my baby already had 
a beating heart and brain waves! . . . | have 
not forgotten one moment of that day, and 
never will. That single day changed my life for- 
ever.” 

Abortion not only has deleterious effects on 
women but on children born subsequently to 
women who have had a previous abortion. 

At least 115 studies show a significant asso- 
ciation between abortion and subsequent pre- 
mature births. Researchers Shah and Zao 
showed a 36% increased risk for preterm birth 
after one abortion and a staggering 93% in- 
creased risk after two. 

Similarly, the risk of subsequent children 
being born with low birth weight increases by 
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35% after one and 72% after two or more 
abortions. Another study shows the risk in- 
creases 9 times after a woman has had three 
abortions. 

What does this mean for her children? 
Preterm birth is the leading cause of infant 
mortality in the industrialized world after con- 
genital anomalies. Preterm infants have a 
greater risk of suffering from chronic lung dis- 
ease, sensory deficits, cerebral palsy, cog- 
nitive impairments and behavior problems. 
Low birth weight is similarly associated with 
neonatal mortality and morbidity. 

The extremism of the pro-abortion industry 
is shocking. 

Last spring, the House of Representatives 
took up a bill to ban sex-selection abortion. 
The bill garnered a solid majority—246 to 
168—in the House. President Obama, how- 
ever, made it absolutely clear that he would 
veto the sex-selection abortion prohibition 
should it be sent to the White House. 

While sex-selection abortion almost exclu- 
sively targets girls for extermination—simply 
because they are little girls—the egregious 
practice remains legal in most states. In fact, 
only four states—lllinois, Pennsylvania, Okla- 
homa and Arizona—and several countries in- 
cluding the United Kingdom proscribe it. 

And if that’s not shocking enough, many re- 
main unaware of the fact that sex-selection 
abortion is part of a deliberate plan of popu- 
lation contro—a war on women. In other 
words, abort the girls so they can’t grow up 
someday and have children of their own. 

In her book “Unnatural Selection: Choosing 
Boys Over Girls, and the Consequences of a 
World Full of Men,” Mara Hvistendahl traces 
the sordid history of sex-selection abortion as 
a means of population control. 

“By August 1969, when the National Insti- 
tute of Child Health and Human Development 
and the Population Council convened another 
workshop on population control, sex selection 
had become a pet scheme,” Hvistendahl 
writes. “If a reliable sex-determination tech- 
nology could be made available to a mass 
market,” there was “rough consensus” that 
sex-selection abortion “would be an effective, 
uncontroversial and ethical way of reducing 
the global population.” 

Many of you might recall the undercover 
sting operation by Live Action that exposed 
several Planned Parenthood affiliates who 
were eager, ready and willing to facilitate se- 
cret abortions for underage sex-trafficking vic- 
tims—some as young or younger than 14. As 
the prime sponsor of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act—the landmark law to combat 
human trafficking—I found the willingness of 
Planned Parenthood personnel to exploit 
young girls and partner with sex traffickers to 
be absolutely appalling. 

Now, Live Action has released sting-oper- 
ation videos—part of a series, “Gendercide in 
America”—that show Planned Parenthood 
personnel advising undercover female inves- 
tigators how to procure a sex-selection abor- 
tion. Caught on tape, one staffer tells an in- 
vestigator to wait until her baby is 5 months 
along to get an ultrasound that reveals the sex 
of the child. Then, if it’s a girl, kill it. 

For most of us, “it’s a girl’ is cause for 
enormous joy, happiness and celebration. But 
far too often, this phrase can be a death sen- 
tence. 
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These cruel, anti-woman policies have had 
horrible consequences everywhere, especially 
in China (and India as well). 

China’s one child per couple policy in effect 
since 1979 constitutes massive crimes against 
humanity. The Nuremberg Nazi war crimes tri- 
bunal properly construed forced abortion as a 
crime against humanity—nothing in human 
history compares to the magnitude of China’s 
34-year assault on women and children. 

In China, brothers and sisters are illegal in 
most instances. 

The price for failing to conform to the one 
child per couple policy is unbearably high. A 
Chinese woman who becomes pregnant with- 
out a permit will be put under mind-bending 
pressure to abort. She knows that “out-of- 
plan” illegal children are denied education, 
health care, and marriage, and that fines for 
bearing a child without a birth permit can be 
10 times the average annual income of two 
parents, and those families that can’t or won’t 
pay are jailed and their homes smashed in. 

If the brave woman still refuses to submit, 
she may be held in a punishment cell, or, if 
she flees, her relatives may be held and, very 
often, beaten. Group punishments will be used 
to socially ostracize her. And her colleagues 
and neighbors will be denied birth permits. If 
the woman is by some miracle still able to re- 
sist this pressure, she may be physically 
dragged to the operating table and forced to 
undergo an abortion. 

Over the years, | have chaired 43 congres- 
sional human rights hearings focused in whole 
or in part on China’s one child policy. At one, 
the principal witness, Wuijan, a Chinese stu- 
dent attending a U.S. university, testified about 
how her child was forcibly murdered by the 
government. She said, “[T]he room was full of 
moms who had just gone through a forced 
abortion. Some moms were crying. Some 
moms were mourning. Some moms were 
screaming. And one mom was rolling on the 
floor with unbearable pain.” Then Wuijan said 
it was her turn, and through her tears she de- 
scribed what she called her journey in hell.” 

Not only has the Obama Administration 
turned a blind eye to the atrocities being com- 
mitted under the one child policy, but con- 
tinues to provide financial support—contrary to 
U.S. law—to the United Nations Population 
Fund (UNFPA), an organization that supports, 
plans, implements, defends and whitewashes 
the Chinese government's brutal program. 

Twenty nine years ago—on May 9, 1984— 
| authored the first amendment ever to a for- 
eign aid bill to deny funding to organizations 
such as the UNFPA that are complicit with 
China’s forced abortion and involuntary steri- 
lization policy. It passed. After all these years, 
it is astonishing that policy makers—including 
and especially the Obama Administration—re- 
main indifferent or worse, supportive, of these 
massive crimes against women and children. 
The Obama Administration has long enabled 
this cruel policy by its silence and financial 
support to the tune of $50 million a year to the 
UNFPA. 

The result of this policy is a nightmarish 
“brave new world” with no precedent in 
human history, where women are psycho- 
logically wounded, girls fall victim to sex-selec- 
tive abortion (in some provinces 140 boys are 
born for every 100 girls), and most children 


January 22, 2013 


grow up without brothers or sisters, aunts or 
uncles or cousins. 

Women bear the major brunt of the one 
child policy not only as victimized mothers. 
Due to the male preference in China’s society 
and the limitation of the family size to one 
child, the policy has directly contributed to 
what is accurately described as gendercide— 
the deliberate extermination of a girl—born or 
unborn—simply because she happens to be a 
girl. 

As a result of the Chinese government’s 
barbaric attack on mothers and their children, 
there are some 100 million missing daughters 
in China today. 

Because of the missing girls—China today 
has become the human sex trafficking mag- 
nate of the world. Women and young girls 
from outside the country are being sold as 
commodities throughout China—a direct con- 
sequence of the one child policy. Several 
prominent people including Ted Turner have 
suggested that the United States—indeed the 
world—needs to follow China’s example and 
promulgate a one child per couple policy. 

Mr Speaker, despite the best and slickest 
market branding money can buy, the stubborn 
fact remains that Planned Parenthood clinics 
are among the most dangerous places on 
Earth for a child. Planned Parenthood’s own 
personnel are now taking a second look and, 
thanks to ultrasound, are clearly seeing what 
is being done to millions of children in the 
womb. 

One of those abortion providers who took a 
second look and walked away is Abby John- 
son, a former Planned Parenthood abortion 
clinic director. In her book ’Unplanned,” Abby 
Johnson exposes the duplicity and cruelty of 
what really goes on behind closed doors at a 
Planned Parenthood clinic. In it she writes 
how she witnessed and assisted in an abor- 
tion of a 13-week-old baby by holding the 
ultrasound probe, and as she pointed out in 
the book, it was the first ultrasound-guided 
abortion at that facility. 

She writes in the book: “The details startled 
me. At 13 weeks you could clearly see the 
profile of the head, both arms, legs, and even 
tiny fingers and toes. With my eyes glued to 
the image of this perfectly formed baby, | 
watched as a new image emerged on the 
video screen. The cannula, a straw-shaped in- 
strument attached to the end of the suction 
tube, had been inserted into the uterus and 
was nearing the baby’s side. It looked like an 
invader on the screen: out of place, wrong. It 
just looked wrong.” 

She goes on to write: “My heart sped up; 
time slowed. | didn’t want to look, but | didn’t 
want to stop looking either. At first, the baby 
didn’t seem aware of the cannula. It gently 
probed the baby’s side, and for a quick sec- 
ond | felt relief But | couldn’t shake an inner 
disquiet that was quickly mounting to horror as 
| watched the screen.” Remember, this is an 
abortion clinic director saying this. 

“The next movement was a sudden jerk of 
a tiny foot of the baby as he started kicking, 
as if trying to move away from the probing in- 
vader.” 

“As the cannula pressed in, the baby began 
struggling to turn and twist away. It seemed 
clear to me that the fetus could feel the 
cannula, and it did not like the feeling. And 
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then the doctor’s voice broke through, startling 
me: ‘Beam me up, Scotty,’ the abortionist said 
lightheartedly to the nurse. He was telling her 
to turn on the suction, in an abortion the suc- 
tion isn’t turned on until the doctor feels he 
has the cannula in exactly the right place. 

Abbey Johnson, abortion clinic director, 
went on to write: “I had a sudden urge to yell, 
Stop; to shake the woman and say, Look at 
what’s happening to your baby. Wake up; 
hurry. Stop them. But even as | was thinking 
those words, | thought of my own hand and 
saw my own hand holding the probe. | was 
one of them performing this act” of abortion. 

“My eyes shot back to the screen. The 
cannula was already being rotated by the doc- 
tor and now | could see the tiny body violently 
twisting with it. For the briefest moment it 
looked as if the baby was being wrung like a 
dishcloth, twirled and squeezed. And then the 
little body crumpled and began disappearing 
into the cannula before my eyes. The last 
thing | saw was the tiny perfectly formed back- 
bone sucked into the tube. And then every- 
thing was gone. The image of that tiny dead 
baby mangled and sucked away kept replay- 
ing in my mind. What was in this woman’s 
womb just a moment ago was alive. It wasn’t 
tissue. It wasn’t cells. This was a human baby, 
fighting for life. A battle was lost in the blink 
of an eye. 

“What | have told people for years’—8 
years as a clinic director at a Planned Parent- 
hood clinic—“what | have told people for 
years,” Abby Johnson continues, “what | be- 
lieved and taught and defended is a lie.” Abby 
Johnson is now an amazing pro-life leader. 

Mr. Speaker, as we stand here on the floor 
of the U.S. House of Representatives this 
afternoon marking 40 years since seven mem- 
bers of the U.S. Supreme Court imposed 
abortion on demand for all nine months on the 
United States of America, the legacy of Roe v. 
Wade—dead babies and injured women, shat- 
tered families—begs reappraisal. And coura- 
geous women like Abby Johnson are showing 
the way. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a duty to protect. The 
struggle to re-establish durable protections for 
the most discriminated minority in America 
today—unborn babies— is worth any personal 
sacrifice, inconvenience or pain. 

We cannot allow the violence against 
women and their children to continue. 

I would like now to yield to my good 
friend and colleague, MARSHA BLACK- 
BURN. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. I thank the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey for the excel- 
lent work that he continues to do, year 
in and year out, on this issue. I appre- 
ciate his leadership. 

We do stand today and mark the 40th 
anniversary of the tragic Roe v. Wade 
decision, and it really said that not all 
life is created equal. Since the Su- 
preme Court gave our government’s 
seal of approval, if you will, for on-de- 
mand abortion, there have been over 55 
million lives lost. 

Mr. Speaker, I’m not certain that we 
think about the gravity or the enor- 
mity of the issue until we look at it in 
that collective sense, 55 million lives 
that have been lost. 
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As a woman, I personally believe that 
America is better than choosing abor- 
tion, and I agree, and I believe that 
women deserve better. 

The gentleman from New Jersey ref- 
erenced the press conference that vic- 
tims held today, and I was so touched 
by a statement from one of those that 
participated in this press conference. 
Her name is Irene Beltran. Ms. Beltran 
tells the story of what she endured 
when she was living in southern Cali- 
fornia and when she chose the path of 
abortion, and it is a very tender and 
heart-wrenching story. I want to quote 
from one paragraph in her story and 
this statement that she gave. And I’m 
quoting Ms. Beltran now: 

I’ve grief-stricken countless people with 
the choice that I’ve made. I’ve robbed my 
seven children of a sister that they could 
have played with, fed, and helped nurture. 
I’ve robbed three sets of grandparents of a 
granddaughter. I’ve robbed future genera- 
tions from ever existing. I’ve suffered from 
depression, anxiety, and eating disorder, just 
to name a few. I felt damaged, humiliated 
and hopeless. 

Women deserve better than abortion. I 
stand before you today because my daughter 
forgives me, my family forgives me, the Lord 
forgives me, and I forgive myself. I dedicated 
the rest of my existence to fight this life- 
and-death war. This is why I am silent no 
more. 

That is the statement from Ms. 
Beltran as told at the press conference 
today. And we all know in our hearts 
what she says is just so true, that life 
is a natural right. It’s a gift from God, 
whose love extends beyond our com- 
prehension, and He calls on us to pro- 
tect the smallest and the weakest 
among us. 

We’re moving forward with pro-life 
legislation in the States, and the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey referenced the 
movement that he has worked in for 40 
years. We have 24 State legislatures 
that passed a record 92 measures that 
restricted abortion in 2011. Nine States 
have recently banned most abortions 
after 20 weeks of pregnancy. 

On the national level, we’re working 
to end taxpayer funding for abortion. I 
have legislation that addresses that 
Title X funding. And we are continuing 
to work to make certain that we focus 
on helping the families that have felt 
the impact of abortion in their life. 
We’re focusing on celebrating life and 
committing to making certain that we 
stand and work toward a pro-life Amer- 
ica. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I want to 
thank my good friend and colleague, 
MARSHA BLACKBURN, for her exemplary 
leadership and for her very eloquent 
statement today. 

Td like to yield to Congresswoman 
ANN WAGNER, the gentlelady from Mis- 
souri. 

Mrs. WAGNER. 
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with heavy heart 
that I stand here today on the 40th an- 
niversary of Roe v. Wade, a decision 


I thank the gen- 
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that has done so much harm to the 

moral landscape of our Nation. 

Since that dreadful day 40 years ago, 
there have been more than 55 million 
abortions in this country. That is 
roughly one-fifth of the United States 
population whom we will never know. 
We will never derive the contributions 
to society that these nameless angels 
could have brought to the world. And 
even worse is the emotional pain that 
millions of women have endured in the 
days, months, and years after their 
abortion. 

It’s my honor to put in the RECORD 
today the story of Joyce Zounis, who 
joins us today. It’s compelling testi- 
mony, and it’s an honor to put her tes- 
timony forward. 

Since I was sworn into Congress 
nearly 3 weeks ago, I have had the op- 
portunity to sign on to pieces of pro- 
life legislation. I believe that it is im- 
portant that we prevent any taxpayer 
dollars from going to abortions or or- 
ganizations that perform abortions. 

I believe in the sanctity of life, that 
life is truly a gift, from conception to 
natural death, and I am dedicated to 
protecting the rights of the unborn. I 
support the efforts to reduce the num- 
ber of abortions in this country, and 
will work not only to make abortion il- 
legal, but to make abortion unthink- 
able. 

You see, as a mother of three beau- 
tiful children, the sanctity of life is 
very cherished and very personal to 
me. In fact, it was exactly 23 years ago 
that I came to Washington, DC, on a 
bus from St. Louis, Missouri, to par- 
ticipate in the March for Life. I know 
it was exactly 23 years ago because I 
was 6 weeks pregnant at the time with 
my second son, Stephen. Taking a 14- 
hour bus ride while experiencing morn- 
ing sickness is generally not advisable, 
but I knew actively participating in 
the pro-life movement at a time when 
I was carrying my unborn child was so 
very important. 

As a mother, I want to raise my chil- 
dren in a world that values life at all 
stages. I do not want to raise them in 
a world that exhibits a flagrant dis- 
regard for human life. And at that mo- 
ment 23 years ago, I knew that it was 
not enough to simply say that I was 
pro-life; I had to, indeed, walk the 
walk. 

On the anniversary of the Supreme 
Court decision that legalized abortion 
in this country, I am heartbroken for 
the pain this decision has caused over 
the last 40 years, but I am hopeful, 
hopeful and inspired by the many 
young people I have seen today who 
will be marching side by side with me 
for life this Friday. I encourage my col- 
leagues to join me and show support 
for human life at all stages. 

JOYCE ZOUNIS—TV AND RADIO PRODUCER AND 
Host, LIVING BEYOND THE BANDAIDE OF 
ABORTION 
“We will not speak of this again’’ were the 

words spoken to me as my mom and I, a 15- 
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teen-year old high school sophomore, walked 
into the abortion facility. I too wanted to 
forget this problem. I was determined to be 
the one who decided when I became a mom; 
NOT a positive reading on a stick. Already 
disconnected, my mind was not on what was 
about to happen, but of missing cheerleading 
practice. 

The room was filled with many girls and to 
my mom’s dismay we saw someone we knew. 
Our secret was blown. I sat in a room waiting 
for my name to be called just like any other 
doctor’s appointment but this was like no 
other. They said it won’t hurt; it did! They 
said it would be over real quick; it has lasted 
35 years! 

Eleven years after my first abortion, I was 
having my seventh. I was in the same wait- 
ing room, walking the same hall, wearing 
the same gown, taking the same pill, and 
laying on the same table. To this abortion- 
ist’s disgust, my pregnancy was further 
along and required more of his time. 

Several hours later the vacuum-like noise 
broke a decade-old trance—‘‘what have I 
done?” I began to weep uncontrollably, and 
this enraged the abortionist. His gestures 
were rough, and he was morbidly pleased to 
have me see his bloody garments when he 
was finished. The nurse quickly moved me to 
the recovery room and gave me crackers. 
Within 10 minutes I was rushed out the back 
door and nauseous on my way home. 

Eleven years, three clinics, two states, 
seven abortions, and not once was I told of 
the physical risks I would suffer later: the 
necessity of bi-lateral mammograms and 
fear of breast cancer; ovarian cysts; being 
bedridden for five months in my last preg- 
nancy and having to explain the possibly of 
“mommy dying” to my four young children 
due to placenta previa, which resulted in my 
losing all but two pints of blood; and, a par- 
tial hysterectomy at delivery. 

Not once was I told of the emotional trau- 
ma I would suffer: uncontrollable anger 
flamed by betrayal, deafening seclusion, and 
the inability to trust. That child loss 
through choice would devour my dignity as I 
justified the twisted truth. Or that deception 
would slowly creep into all areas of my life 
including the need to discretely reveal sev- 
eral of my abortions as miscarriages. 

I was never told I would feel like I was the 
only one going crazy. Everyone talks about 
their “right to choose;’’ but no one talks 
about the choice. In my case this led to sabo- 
taging many life joys. I will never forget 
hearing my firstborn’s heartbeat. Instead of 
joy, I was in shock, terrified that the nurses 
could see right through me and what I had 
done to my other children. 

I was never told you would need to grieve 
and cry for your unborn; that your life would 
be forever altered by the horrors of your 
‘chosen’ loss, tormented by the innate long- 
ing to hold and know your dead children and 
their dreams. Or that my five living children 
would suffer with an impossible mom; 
trapped by the hidden sadness of her gullible 
past. 

Through divine intervention in 1990, I had 
participated in an abortion recovery pro- 
gram. The tears so long forgotten had begun 
to form and fall together with the bandaides 
covering my shameful sorrows. With grateful 
relief I was able to acknowledge, name, and 
mourn my seven babies and rightfully pub- 
licly position them among their siblings. 

For over two decades, my now deceased 
mom joined me in telling others that abor- 
tion hurts everyone: family, friends, and fu- 
ture generations. We were wrong. Abortion 
was not the right answer for my untimely 
pregnancies. 
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I now know that you are forever a mom re- 
gardless of the age of your child; 6 seconds, 
6 days or 60 years. I was blind to this but now 
I see. This momma of 12 children chooses to 
be a voice of truth. In pregnancy you carry 
the baby for only nine months but in abor- 
tion you carry it for a lifetime just with 
empty arms. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Thank 
you very much for that very powerful 
statement. 

I yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi (Mr. NUNNELEE). 

Mr. NUNNELEE. I want to thank the 
gentleman from New Jersey for his 
leadership in speaking out on this very 
important issue. 

Our Declaration of Independence, our 
Nation’s birth certificate, states that 
all are endowed by their Creator with 
certain unalienable rights, and among 
those are the right to life; but now, for 
40 years, over 55 million Americans 
have been denied that basic right to 
life guaranteed by our Declaration of 
Independence. 

The Supreme Court got it wrong with 
Roe, just as they got it wrong with 
Dred Scott. Now, I accept the fact that 
under our system of law Roe is the law 
of the land today, but I, along with 
many millions of people around Amer- 
ica, pray that one day that decision 
will be overturned. 

While in this body we’ve had much 
spirited debate over the right to life, 
there’s one area where we have found 
bipartisan agreement, and that is that 
taxpayers should not be forced to sub- 
sidize a practice that so many of us 
find abhorrent. We must protect tax- 
payers from funding abortion. That’s 
why, earlier today, I introduced legis- 
lation that would do just that. 

Under ObamaCare, the Federal Gov- 
ernment is required to sponsor at least 
two multistate insurance plans. 
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The bill that was introduced earlier 
today would simply prevent those 
plans from paying for abortions, thus 
making sure that taxpayers around the 
Nation are not required to subsidize 
the taking of life. Now this isn’t new 
policy, in fact, it’s simply an extension 
of longstanding Federal policy, and 
that’s why I urge my colleagues to sup- 
port this bill. 

Recently, President Obama said: 

When it comes to protecting the most vul- 
nerable among us, we must act now. Let’s do 
the right thing. 

This bill is an effort to do the right 
thing, to protect taxpayers from fund- 
ing the destruction of the most vulner- 
able among us: the unborn child. 

In closing, let’s remember the words 
of the prophet of old: 

This day I call Heaven and Earth as wit- 
nesses against you, that I have set before 
you life and death, blessings and curses. Now 
choose life, so that you and your children 
may live. 

On this 40th anniversary of Roe, let 
us rededicate ourselves to choose life. 
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Thank 
you so much, Mr. NUNNELEE. 

I yield to Mr. POMPEO of the Fourth 
District of Kansas. 

Mr. POMPEO. Today, I stand here on 
the 40th anniversary of one of the 
worst decisions of our United States 
Supreme Court. It was deeply flawed. 
Too many Justices spoke of ema- 
nations of penumbras but missed the 
core principle contained in the Con- 
stitution: this notion that every 
human being is endowed with this spe- 
cial dignity that we call life. 

The cost of that decision has been 
enormous: 55 million souls were not 
brought into this world. We can feel it 
in families torn asunder and in lives 
that didn’t get to become the next 
great leaders in our Nation. These lives 
were lost to each of us. They’re lost to 
the families. They’re lost to our com- 
munity. They’re lost to their Maker. 

But I want to talk today about hope. 
Ever since this decision in 1973, there’s 
been a march. And I was in the Army. 
When you march, you march to vic- 
tory. We’ve had this special march. 
We’ll have this march again this week. 
We’ll have it in Kansas. Kansas has a 
very special relationship to this march. 

In 1991, in Wichita, Kansas, the city 
which I represent, we held the Summer 
of Mercy, where people came together 
in peace to talk about these lives that 
should have been protected but had not 
been. And this week, the airlines per- 
mitting, Pll be back to watch young 
people from all across south central 
Kansas board buses bound for Wash- 
ington, DC. I’ll see them off from 
churches and cathedrals and syna- 
gogues, folks coming to Washington, 
DC, to once again march on this town 
to demand that we do everything we 
can in our power here in Washington, 
DC, to protect every human life. 

I’m very proud of the rich history 
and the contribution that the citizens 
of the Fourth District of Kansas have 
made to this movement. It is certainly 
important to me as a matter of faith. 
But as a matter of science, we have 
this one right as well. We must protect 
every unborn life. I’m dedicated to 
doing so. I look forward to being with 
that next generation, these young peo- 
ple coming to Washington, DC, so this 
fight can continue. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield to 
VICKY HARTZLER, the gentlelady from 
Missouri. 

Mrs. HARTZLER. Thank you. I ap- 
plaud my colleague from New Jersey, 
and I thank him for his leadership on 
this very important issue. 

Today marks the 40th anniversary of 
the Supreme Court ruling in Roe v. 
Wade and Doe v. Bolton, two rulings 
which impose legalized abortion in this 
country. I was in junior high at the 
time this ruling came down, and I real- 
ly didn’t understand the implications. 
It was only later when I took a child 
development class and they showed pic- 
tures of the different stages of the 
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baby’s development that I came to re- 
alize this wasn’t just talk about a blot 
of tissue. This procedure ended a beat- 
ing heart and denied life into this 
world. I became pro-life then and con- 
tinue to be pro-life now. 

This Friday, hundreds of thousands 
of Americans will come to Washington 
to recognize this anniversary. And it’s 
not an anniversary observed with cele- 
bration, but one marked by somber re- 
flection. We mourn the loss of 55 mil- 
lion aborted boys and girls, innocent 
children who were never given the 
right to live, attend school, go to birth- 
day parties, participate on little league 
teams, or become siblings and peers. 
We mourn for families who do not 
know their lost children but wish they 
did. We mourn the devastating impact 
abortion has on our culture and our 
consciences. 

This anniversary also represents an 
occasion to renew our commitment to 
defending the most fundamental 
human right: the right to life. We know 
that more Americans now describe 
themselves as pro-life—50 percent— 
than those that consider themselves 
pro-choice—41 percent—and we know 
that younger Americans have begun to 
understand that the protection of their 
rights cannot be built upon the de- 
struction of an innocent human being’s 
right to life. 

Still, we have work to do. The Fed- 
eral Government continues to subsidize 
family planning clinics that provide 
abortions. In 2011, the Nation’s largest 
provider, Planned Parenthood, per- 
formed a record number of abortions, 
over 330,000 abortions. Most of us in 
Congress represent approximately 
750,000 people. If you think about it, 
that’s almost half of a congressional 
district that was wiped out in 2011 at 
the hands of Planned Parenthood clin- 
ics alone. Planned Parenthood ended 
the beating hearts of these innocent 
victims while deluding vulnerable 
women that their choice wouldn’t have 
any harmful consequences, and they 
did so with taxpayer funding, over $500 
million in 2011. 

This must stop. 

Abortion does have consequences. It 
destroys babies. It harms women phys- 
ically and emotionally, and it harms 
men, too. 

This past weekend, I had the oppor- 
tunity to hear a man speak, who shared 
the heartbreak and the shame that he 
has suffered for over 20 years at the 
loss of four children that he was re- 
sponsible for their abortions. It im- 
pacted his marriage, his mental and 
physical health, his parenting, and how 
he was able to do his job. 

Abortion has consequences. It dead- 
ens our consciences and it perpetrates 
the lie that killing the unborn is mor- 
ally acceptable. 

This week, I stand with hundreds of 
thousands here in Washington who 
know better, who understand the truth, 
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that abortion harms us and is killing 
off future generations. We observe the 
40th anniversary of Roe v. Wade with 
the renewed hope that more Americans 
will see this truth and honor life. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
the gentlelady for her very eloquent 
statement. 

I yield to my good friend and col- 
league, Mr. HUELSKAMP, the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Thank you. I ap- 
preciate the time from such a pro-life 
leader. 

First of all, my wife, Ang, and I are 
proud adoptive parents of four chil- 
dren. Our heartfelt gratitude goes out 
to their birth mothers and birth fami- 
lies for choosing life for our four chil- 
dren, and I believe you will be eter- 
nally rewarded for your generous 
choice. 

It is reassuring, aS was mentioned 
here, that every year millions of Amer- 
icans descend on Washington and our 
State capitals, including Kansas, to 
stand as surrogate voices for the mil- 
lions of lives taken by abortion. It’s a 
shame that this event has to happen. 
But this year, descending on Wash- 
ington is more than just about abor- 
tion; it’s about religious liberty. 

Those in favor of abortion like to 
cast this debate about rights and 
choices rather than rights or wrongs. 
So if we’re to use their terms, where is 
the outrage at the fact that Americans 
increasingly have no choice, particu- 
larly under the President’s health care 
plan, when it comes to paying for abor- 
tion, paying for abortion drugs, and nu- 
merous other things they find morally 
reprehensible? And where’s the outrage 
that religious liberty, the first part of 
the First Amendment, can come at the 
expense of this radical agenda? 

We in this Congress stand as the peo- 
ple’s direct representatives in Wash- 
ington and must stand as a check to 
the most pro-abortion President in our 
history. A President’s second term is 
usually about legacy building, but for 
the sake of the unborn and for the sake 
of our religious liberty, I fear for the 
legacy that he will attempt to craft in 
the next 4 years. 
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. It is a 
high honor and privilege to yield to the 
distinguished majority leader, the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CANTOR). 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 

I come to the floor today to join my 
colleagues in support of the March for 
Life. 

It seems that too often in Wash- 
ington these days the focus is on what 
people are against rather than what 
they are for. But this Friday, thou- 
sands of Americans will gather because 
of their support of what our Founders 
described as one of the unalienable 
rights endowed by our Creator: life. 
Some of those gathered will be Repub- 
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licans, others Democrats. Others will 
belong to no political party at all. 
They will belong to every faith and 
race and will belong to every socio- 
economic demographic. 

Those gathered this Friday and those 
of us here on the floor of the House this 
afternoon are joined because we believe 
that life must be protected—and must 
be protected especially for those who 
have no ability to protect it them- 
selves. 

Since Roe v. Wade in 1973 medical 
science has made tremendous gains. 
Today, expecting parents can watch 3- 
D images of their young child playing 
in the womb. Today, doctors can per- 
form life-saving surgeries on children 
while they are still in utero. Today, 
thanks to medical science, we know 
that within 6 weeks after conception 
these little lives have a heartbeat and 
brain waves. 

Here in the people’s House we are 
taking steps to defend life, as are nu- 
merous State legislatures throughout 
the country. But the real heroes are 
those men and women who volunteer at 
pregnancy centers helping women, and 
those gathered for the March for Life 
who are committed to this mission. 
They gather this year not only in the 
name of protecting life but also to cele- 
brate the life of the founder of the 
March, Nellie Gray. We’ll all miss her 
red coat up there on that stage, leading 
the March up the hill, but I know Nel- 
lie would be as pleased as I am to see 
the progress being made for this most 
important cause—and she would en- 
courage us never to rest until the job is 
done. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I want to 
thank the distinguished majority lead- 
er for his exemplary leadership for 
many years, but especially as majority 
leader, and for reminding all of us that 
the unborn child, especially over the 
last 2 decades, has become the littlest 
patient, where microsurgeries and 
interventions can save children and en- 
hance their life. I appreciate his ex- 
traordinary leadership. 

I now yield to our distinguished col- 
league, the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. WALBERG). 

Mr. WALBERG. I thank my col- 
league, the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, and I thank you for your leader- 
ship as a medical doctor. 

It is a real special thing in this 
Chamber that we have pro-life patriots 
who represent medicine, the profession 
of law, mothers, fathers, people who 
understand life from the most intimate 
fashion. 

I happen to be a pastor. It was 40 
years ago that I had just accepted the 
call to my first church out of divinity 
school. I was busy in that ministry and 
getting started and didn’t take too 
much notice of Roe v. Wade. But it was 
in 1978 when that issue hit me full 
square in the face, when two wonderful 
young people in my church came to my 
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office and said, Pastor, we have a prob- 
lem, and went on to talk about an un- 
planned pregnancy that they had. As 
we discussed, they committed to the 
fact that they intended to keep the 
child as a gift of God. But ultimately 
the story didn’t go that way because 
their parents—who were fine, upstand- 
ing church members yet determined 
that these children wouldn’t have that 
as a detriment to their life—encour- 
aged them to, as they called it, termi- 
nate the pregnancy. 

It broke my heart, and I watch the 
pain in these two young people go on 
even to this very day 40 years later. I 
committed to my God that I would 
stand for life strongly and have the 
privilege of doing that in the pastorate, 
in counseling sessions, on boards of 
adoption agencies, and crisis pregnancy 
centers as well. 

It was just a few years ago—6 years 
to be exact—when I held in my hands 
little John Timothy Walberg, my first 
grandson, along with his twin brother, 
Micah Todd Walberg, two little boys 
born at 24 weeks, 1.12 lbs, 12 inches 
long, fighting for life. They had been 
born just down the corridor from where 
abortions were being done on those 
same age children. I saw these two 
boys fight for life. Someday I will see 
John Timothy again in heaven, but I 
thank God that little Micah Todd is a 
live 6-year-old, growing strong, 
healthy, a gift of God. 

The Framers of our Declaration of 
Independence went to their knees 
many times. They understood the 
value of politics, but they also under- 
stood the value of truth, truth that 
came not from man, but truth that 
came from God, truths such as these 
where it is said in Psalm 127:3: 

Behold, children are a gift of the Lord. The 
fruit of the womb is a reward. 

Jeremiah 1:5: 

Before I formed you in the womb, I knew 
you. Before you were born I set you apart. 

Psalm 139, where it says: 

For You formed my inward parts; 

You wove me in my mother’s womb. 

I will give thanks to You, for I am fear- 
fully and wonderfully made. 

Wonderful are Your works, 

And my soul knows it very well. 

My frame was not hidden from You, 

When I was made in secret, 

And skillfully wrought in the depths of the 
earth. 

Your eyes have seen my unformed sub- 
stance. 

And in Your book were all written the days 
that were ordained for me, 

When as yet there was not one of them. 

I end by going back to what ulti- 
mately came from understanding of 
truth by our Framers and Founders, 
when they said: 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, 
that all men are created equal and endowed 
by their Creator with certain unalienable 
rights, among them the right to life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I now 
yield to the gentleman from New Mex- 
ico (Mr. PEARCE). 
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Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman 
from New Jersey for leading this dis- 
cussion one more time. 

Life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap- 
piness. Those were the values described 
by our Founding Fathers. And against 
that backdrop, we must understand 
that a Nation is judged the same way 
that people are judged. We’re judged by 
how we speak for those least able to 
speak for themselves. 

The most fragile in any circumstance 
are those with no voice at all, the un- 
born. And on this day, 40 years after a 
Supreme Court decision, 50 million 
voices with no representation, no op- 
portunity to speak, how will this Na- 
tion be judged? I think the answer is 
clear. Our Supreme Court at that time 
expressed conflict on when life began, 
but today’s science leaves no conflict. 
DNA is established on day one. The 
heartbeat is visible soon thereafter. 

What Nation would put mothers at 
odds with their unborn children and de- 
clare it to be a matter of choice? This 
is no matter of choice; it’s a constitu- 
tional question of protection of life. 
It’s a value that—our Founding Fa- 
thers would blanch at our definition 
today. They would have no concept 
that we would have these discussions. 

But the hope lies ahead of us because 
the younger generations are seeing the 
technological replays of the unborn 
and know that it’s more than a mass of 
tissue. Their standing in greater num- 
bers on behalf of life, as is every one of 
us who are speaking here today. 

May God bless this Nation as we seek 
to protect the unborn. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Thank 
you very much, Mr. PEARCE, for that 
very moving statement. 

I now yield to the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HARRIS). 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to thank the 
gentleman from New Jersey for taking 
a pause every year to let us review 
what happened 40 years ago and what’s 
happened since. Because some 40 years 
ago, obviously the Supreme Court de- 
cided that it was no longer the State’s 
prerogative to decide what laws could 
regulate abortion. We know some of 
the consequences of that: We know we 
have third trimester abortions; we 
have abortions for sex selection; we 
have abortions without the consent or 
even the notification of parents when 
minors are involved. That’s the path 
we’ve gone down. But as the majority 
says, much has changed in 40 years and 
deserves reevaluation. 
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I’m an obstetric anesthesiologist. 
I’ve spent 25 years in the labor and de- 
livery suite always wondering about 
the hypocrisy of being in a labor and 
delivery suite doing everything we 
could to save a 24-week baby, while 
across the corridor, 24-week babies 
were dismembered under what Roe v. 
Wade allowed under the law of the 
land. 
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The majority leader is right: science 
has changed tremendously. Why, 40 
years ago, we didn’t have the Human 
Genome Project. We didn’t realize the 
richness and diversity of the human ge- 
nome, which only strengthened the no- 
tion that each and every human being 
is absolutely unique from the moment 
of conception. And that’s in every em- 
bryology textbook you can look into. 
Every human being is unique from the 
moment of conception. And now, as the 
majority leader said, we have 3-D and 
4-D ultrasound. We can see these 
human beings that are not blobs of tis- 
sue; they are human beings. So maybe 
we need to revisit what Roe v. Wade 
said. 

Let me tell you a story that really 
makes you think about revisiting this 
because, aS you know, we spend hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars to fund or- 
ganizations whose real sole purpose is 
to end life through abortion and very 
little to help the pregnancy centers 
that the majority leader spoke of. But 
in a pregnancy center north about 7 
years ago—it’s a pregnancy center in 
Baltimore—a woman speaking Spanish 
called one afternoon. She was on polit- 
ical asylum in the United States from 
El Salvador. She was single, had two 
children already, and was pregnant 
with a third. She called the pregnancy 
center, actually, to get a referral for an 
abortion. That day, by coincidence, 
maybe the grace of God, a counselor 
was there who spoke Spanish and spoke 
to that woman. That woman really 
wanted to keep her child; but as many 
women facing abortion, she was in a 
period of crisis. She needed help, not 
the help that a Planned Parenthood 
would offer, but the help that this 
pregnancy center offered, by helping 
her through her pregnancy, giving her 
the support she needed, the money she 
needed, and the things she needed to 
have that child. 

Now, I know that story because that 
Spanish-speaking counselor was my 
wife. Seven-year-old Jennifer comes 
over to our house now. I look into her 
eyes, and I wonder if anyone is ever 
going to tell her the real story of what 
almost happened and how is someone 
going to look in her eyes and tell Jen- 
nifer that she was better off because of 
Roe v. Wade. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I now 
yield to the distinguished obstetrician, 
Dr. ROE, PHIL ROE, from Tennessee. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

First, Mr. Speaker, I want to thank 
CHRIS SMITH for not just this year, but 
for over 30 years of advocating for life 
and making that one of his missions in 
life. CHRIS, thank you for what you 
have done not only for this Congress, 
but for our country, to make aware- 
ness. I really appreciate it. I can’t 
thank you enough for what you have 
personally done and sacrificed. 
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Exactly 40 years ago next month, I 
was a young doctor in training in Mem- 
phis, Tennessee, and I was drafted in 
the U.S. military and left the country 
to go to Southeast Asia for a tour of 
duty there. And something happened 
when I was gone. Roe v. Wade passed. 
It really passed, and I wasn’t even 
aware of it because I was out of the 
country. I came back to my training, 
which had been interrupted by my 
military service, and realized some- 
thing very fundamentally different had 
happened to America. 

As an obstetrician, I personally have 
delivered around 5,000 babies. In the 31 
years I was in medical practice in 
Johnson City, Tennessee, a small town 
in northeast Tennessee, our group had 
delivered over 25,000 babies—25,000 chil- 
dren. I see these children now as doc- 
tors, lawyers, teachers, Sunday school 
teachers, soccer coaches, housewives, 
and farmers, you name it, bettering 
our community. I cannot imagine my 
community without these young people 
there. They are the future of this great 
Nation. 

As Dr. HARRIS mentioned, I saw when 
ultrasound went from when it was just 
a blob that you saw to being able to 
visualize the heartbeat 28 days or less 
post-conception. It’s unbelievable to be 
able to see that. And to see this child 
develop is something that I can’t ex- 
plain to you how fulfilling that is to be 
able to see that happen. And to have a 
“choice” snuff that out is a law that 
we have to get right in this country. 
Thank goodness minds are changing. 

I look around this great room here, 
this great Chamber, and wonder what 
it would be like if different choices 
were made, the great people that I’ve 
met here in Congress that might not be 
here had a different choice been made. 
In this Chamber, we have a clear re- 
sponsibility and duty for those that do 
not have a voice. The fourth President 
of our country, and the architect of the 
Constitution, James Madison, warned 
that the rights of the minority must be 
protected. The unborn children of 
America represent the greatest silent 
minority that there is. They are the 
most innocent among us and deserve 
the protection we afford all people in 
this great country. 

Life is a precious miracle from God 
that begins at conception. As a physi- 
cian, I can personally attest after vis- 
ualizing literally thousands of 
ultrasounds. We have to make our laws 
consistent with science of today. 

It’s been mentioned before that one 
of our government’s most important 
duties is to protect the most vulner- 
able among us, and I pledge to continue 
to remember and strive toward this as 
long as I breathe. I’m heartened that so 
many others today have chosen to do 
the same thing. And may God very 
much bless the 4 million women last 
year in this country who chose life, not 
a choice to terminate life. 
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Dr. ROE, 
thank you very much. Thank you for 
your great leadership here. 

I would like to now yield to my good 
friend and colleague, Dr. FLEMING, a 
medical doctor as well, from the great 
State of Louisiana. 

Mr. FLEMING. I thank the gen- 
tleman, my good friend from New Jer- 
sey, for all the great work that you’ve 
done in this area and many others, pro- 
tecting children; and we’re all grateful 
to you for doing that. 

Mr. Speaker, 40 years ago, when the 
Supreme Court’s Roe v. Wade decision 
was handed down, I was just a college 
student taking premed courses with a 
desire to pursue my goal of being a doc- 
tor one day. That was when Roe v. 
Wade was passed, and hardly anybody 
even noticed what a landmark decision 
that was that has led now to the death 
of over 55 million unborn innocents in 
this country. 

Today, after 36 years as a family phy- 
sician and having delivered hundreds of 
babies, I know now more than ever 
that life begins at conception. Over the 
decades, medical technology has only 
served to confirm what we know. 
Ultrasound has given us a powerful 
window into the womb that shows us a 
small, intricately developing human 
being. We know now through DNA that 
every little baby, every little embryo, 
is a unique blueprint in history. Pro- 
tecting these pre-born children must be 
our first priority. That’s what I strive 
to do as a family physician in Lou- 
isiana, looking after expectant mothers 
and their soon-to-be-born babies. 

As a Congressman, my aim has been 
unchanged. Abortion is an attack on 
the very creed that I follow as a physi- 
cian: first, do no harm. As a Member of 
Congress, I’ve stood firm against abor- 
tion, against laws that have infringed 
on the conscience protections of med- 
ical providers who want nothing to do 
with abortion, and I have consistently 
opposed the use of taxpayer dollars for 
abortion services. 

Many think that at the termination 
of a pregnancy that the problem goes 
away, but nothing could be further 
from the truth. We know through stud- 
ies that young women who have abor- 
tions are more likely to have depres- 
sion, more likely to commit suicide, 
and more likely to have future mis- 
carriages and problems with their preg- 
nancy. 

Mr. Speaker, the problems do not end 
with the termination of an innocent 
life. The abortion epidemic has cost 55 
million children their lives. This is a 
national tragedy, and it must stop; and 
on this heartbreaking anniversary 
today, 40 years after Roe v. Wade, I’m 
more committed than ever to defend- 
ing the lives of the unborn. 


1620 


Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I would 
like to yield to my good friend, Mr. 


285 


SCHWEIKERT, the gentleman from Ari- 
zona. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. To my good 
friend, Mr. SMITH, thank you. Thank 
you for managing this. 

The last handful of Congressmen that 
have come up to the mic have been 
medical doctors. I get to stand here be- 
hind the microphone and share a 
slightly different story. This is that 
one very special time of year I get to 
stand here and say “thank you” to a 
woman named Mary Lynn Sheridan, at 
the time who was named Mary Lynn 
Gephart. 

She was a 17-year-old who found out 
she was pregnant, and she was in the 
car on the way, at that time in south- 
ern California, on her way to, appar- 
ently, Tijuana. And she broke down 
crying and kept crying more and kept 
hyperventilating. The two girlfriends 
she was with were so terrified she was 
getting sick in the car, they turned 
around and took her back home. Heav- 
en forbid, she told her mother she was 
pregnant. 

I was born a few months later at Holy 
Family Unwed Mother’s Home in down- 
town L.A. The amazing thing is—pic- 
ture this: You’re in your thirties. You 
come into work one day. You turn on 
your computer, and there’s an email 
saying, Hi, DAVID, you have no idea 
who I am, but your sister gave me in- 
formation. Here’s your birth mother. 

What do you do? How about if she’s 
never told her family, told her two 
daughters that I’m out there? 

And I send a really carefully worded 
note after having a family meeting, 
and I had one of the most amazing ex- 
periences you could imagine. Imagine a 
couple of weeks later, you get a phone 
call, and it’s this little voice saying, 
I’ve prayed for you every single day of 
your life. Every March 3, I go to mass 
and I light candles for you. Are you 
okay? Are you happy? Have you had a 
good life? 

All I could tell her through all the 
tears was, Look, I’m incredibly lucky. 
I was adopted by an amazing family. 
I’ve gotten to live a great life. I’m here 
in Congress, which, actually, in many 
ways, may have disappointed her. 

But the reason I stand here and tell 
the story is I’ve had this amazing rela- 
tionship, having now met my birth fa- 
ther, having spent holidays with my 
family that has raised me and my birth 
family. I have a picture in my office 
with all these kids and all these people 
where all of our families—even my lit- 
tle sister, who has met her birth fam- 
ily, because my siblings are all adopt- 
ed, and we get everyone together and 
go to Disneyland. 

I’ve noticed there is an amazing 
change out there where the little kids 
come up to you and say, Okay, my 
mom is your sister, but your sister is 
not my mom’s sister. The little kids 
get it. I think with this I get to come 
here behind the microphone and say, 
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Thank you. Thank you for giving me 
the chance to be alive. Thank you for 
giving me the chance to engage in this 
battle that we have here in Congress of 
trying to do good things for our coun- 
try. Thank you, Mary Lynn Sheridan. 

My mother would send my birth 
mother pictures of me as a baby. So 
when I would go to Walnut, California, 
and go see my birth mother, down the 
hallway would be all these pictures of 
me as a little kid. My birth mother has 
developed a very aggressive type of 
Alzheimer’s, and something amazing 
has happened in her mind. She can de- 
scribe all those photos. In her mind 
now, I grew up with my two younger 
sisters there in Walnut, California. In 
her mind, I’ve been with her this whole 
time. And that heartbreak she used to 
describe to me for all those years won- 
dering what had happened to me is 
gone. 

Thank you, God, and thank you to 
Mary Lynn for giving me a chance to 
be here today. Thank you. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
you so very much for sharing not only 
with the Congress, but with the coun- 
try, that very moving story. 

I would like to now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING). 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey for yielding 
and for leading this Special Order on 
this 40th anniversary of Roe v. Wade. 

Forty has a lot of biblical implica- 
tions. Moses led them wandering in the 
desert for 40 years, and Jesus spent for 
40 days and 40 nights. Marilyn and I 
have been married for 40 years. 

There are a number of things I would 
like to tell in this narrative, Mr. 
Speaker. The first thing I would like to 
relate is the story of Joyce Zounis, who 
has delivered to me her narrative, and 
I will pick out some of the highlights 
of it and introduce it into the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Will the 
gentleman yield just briefly to my 
good friend, Ms. Foxx, because she does 
have to leave, and then we’ll go right 
back. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I yield to the gen- 
tlewoman from North Carolina. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
colleague, Mr. KING. I’m sorry I could 
not get down here early, but the Rules 
Committee kept me. 

I want to say all of us here are speak- 
ing on an extraordinarily important 
topic to our Nation. Life is the most 
fundamental of all rights. It is sacred 
and God-given. But millions of babies 
have been robbed of that right in this, 
the freest country in the world. That is 
a tragedy beyond words, and it’s a be- 
trayal of what we, as a Nation, stand 
for. 

Before liberty, equality, free speech, 
freedom of conscience, the pursuit of 
happiness, and justice for all, there has 
to be life. And yet, for millions of 
aborted infants, many pain-capable and 
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many discriminated because of gender 
or disability, life is exactly what 
they’ve been denied, often at taxpayer 
expense. And an affront to life for some 
is an affront to life for every one of us. 

One day we hope it will be different. 
We hope life will cease to be valued on 
a sliding scale. We hope the error of 
elective abortions ushered in by an 
unelected court will be closed and col- 
lectively deemed one of the darkest 
chapters in American history. But 
until that day, it remains a solemn 
duty to stand up for life. 

Regardless of the length of this jour- 
ney, we will continue to speak for 
those who cannot, and we will continue 
to pray to the One who can change the 
hearts of those in desperation and 
those in power who equally hold the 
lives of the innocent in their hands. 

May we, in love, defend the unborn; 
may we, in humility, confront this na- 
tional sin; and may we mourn what 
abortion reveals about the conscience 
of our Nation. 

And I thank my colleague from Iowa 
very much for yielding. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, and I start 
again from the beginning, Mr. Speaker. 

This is the 40th anniversary of Roe v. 
Wade. I never imagined that we would 
be here 40 years afterwards, 55 million 
abortions afterwards, still seeking re- 
spect for innocent, unborn human life 
and the right of personhood that many 
over on the other side of the aisle also 
claim one should have once they’re 
born. But they give no right, no dignity 
to babies who are preborn. 

I would like to provide some of the 
narrative here of a story written by 
Joyce Zounis. Joyce’s narrative is 
about her life. Each one of these are 
just heart-wrenching, and this is 
among those heart-wrenching stories 
shared now by millions around the 
country. 

Joyce’s story starts out with this in 
bold, ‘‘We will not speak of this again.”’ 

It’s her mother telling her as a 15- 
year-old girl on the way to the abor- 
tion clinic that there would be no dis- 
cussion outside of what happened that 
day. That’s at age 15. 

It says that “the room was filled 
with many girls,’’ of which she knew 
weren’t able to keep it as a secret. 

They said it won’t hurt; it did. They said it 
would be over real quick; it has lasted 35 
years. 

And 11 years later—here’s the nar- 
rative, Mr. Speaker: Eleven years, 
three clinics, two States, seven abor- 
tions, not once was I told of the trau- 
matic suffering that would follow, 
which it did. 

And on the seventh abortion, Joyce 
Zounis writes: 

Several hours later, the vacuum-like noise 
broke a decade-old trance—‘‘What have I 
done?” 
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And as her story continues, she 
writes about emotional trauma, ‘‘That 
child lost through choice would devour 
my dignity’’—they didn’t tell her that. 
She said, “I justified my twisted 
truth.” 

That goes on every day here in Amer- 
ica, 4,000 times a day in America. Ev- 
eryone talks about their right to 
choose, but no one talks about the re- 
sult of the choice. 
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She writes, ‘‘I will never forget hear- 
ing my firstborn’s heartbeat,” a thing 
of joy for most people. 

Instead of joy, I was in shock, terrified 
that the nurses could see right through me 
and what I had done to my other children. I 
was never told you would need to grieve and 
ery for your unborn, that your life would be 
forever altered by the horrors of your ‘‘cho- 
sen” loss. 

Put this in this perspective: 40 years 
of Roe v. Wade. How did we get here, 
Mr. Speaker? It’s important for us to 
understand how the creeping decisions 
of a Supreme Court creep in on the in- 
nocent unborn lives of 55 million babies 
who were victims of abortion, of mil- 
lions of mothers and of fathers who 
have suffered the trauma and the 
heartbreak of finding out afterwards 
that they carried the responsibility 
and the burden on their consciences 
that altered them for a lifetime. 

It changed their relationships with 
their other children and with their 
family members, and it changed their 
relationships with brothers and sisters 
and mothers and fathers that they 
interrelate with in their daily lives. 

In 1965, we had a Supreme Court deci- 
sion called Griswold v. Connecticut, 
and that was the camel’s nose under 
the tent. At that time, Connecticut 
had passed State legislation that had 
prohibited the sale of contraceptives. It 
was supported by the Catholic Church, 
of which I am a member, and it was 
litigated to the Supreme Court. The 
Supreme Court found a right to pri- 
vacy, which was manufactured out of 
thin air. That right to privacy prohib- 
ited banning the sale of contraceptives 
to married couples. That ‘‘right to pri- 
vacy’’ phrase became the foundation, 
from 1965 until 1973, for Roe v. Wade 
and Doe v. Bolton. Those two cases 
came together and essentially said that 
you have a right to an abortion at any 
time, for any reason—abortion on de- 
mand. That was the conclusion of the 
two cases, Doe v. Bolton, in ’73. 

We went on. We got some opportuni- 
ties to try to make some changes here 
in Congress; and the beginning of it 
was the ban on partial birth abortion, 
which was litigated to the Supreme 
Court and was turned down. I arrived 
here on the Judiciary Committee, and 
we rewrote that language, under the 
leadership of STEVE CHABOT of Ohio, so 
that it would comply with the decision 
of the Court. It was litigated across the 
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countryside, and I went into the court- 
room of Judge Kopf in Lincoln, Ne- 
braska, as he had concluded that the 
findings of Congress were inferior to 
the preparation work of the attorneys 
in that court. 

Someone had to speak up. I did so in 
Lincoln that day, and let him know 
that our congressional findings were 
deeply deliberated and well founded. I 
did so through the press, and I found 
out that he reads the papers. What hap- 
pened finally was we were able to have 
a case sustained to the Supreme Court 
that at least banned the gruesome 
process of partial birth abortion. 

In the process of these debates that 
we’ve had, Mr. Speaker, it has been 
useful. We’ve marched here. This will 
be the 40th year that hundreds of thou- 
sands and, by now, millions of people— 
especially young people—have come to 
Washington, D.C., and have gone out to 
the basilica for the pro-life vigil mass— 
or I’ve seen aS many as 15,000 people 
out at the basilica—all praying to- 
gether, all singing together, all joining 
together in an effort to protect and de- 
fend innocent unborn human life, and 
then have come the next day here to 
the Mall in Washington and marched 
together from the Mall all the way 
around to the Supreme Court and then 
dispersed across the Capitol Grounds to 
the various receptions and offices so 
that they could bring their influence. 

This has changed the conscience of 
America. This has informed millions of 
now mothers who might have given up 
their babies to abortion instead. I’m 
encouraged by the path that we’ve 
taken. I have to believe that, over the 
years, the millions of voices raising to- 
gether in hymns and prayer and in the 
marching have had its effect and is 
having its effect. There will be a day 
when we see the end of Roe v. Wade. 
There will be a day when we respect 
and revere every human life from that 
instant, or moment, of conception 
until natural death. That’s what I work 
for. That’s what I pray for. That’s what 
many Members of the Pro-Life Caucus 
here in Congress have and many people 
across the countryside have. 

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful to live in 
a country that has so many millions of 
people who have great respect for inno- 
cent unborn human life, and I will be 
forever grateful if I live to see the day 
that Roe v. Wade is finally set aside 
and that life is protected in law. 

JOYCE ZOUNIS—TV AND RADIO PRODUCER & 
HOST LIVING BEYOND THE BANDAIDE OF ABOR- 
TION 
“We will not speak of this again” were the 

words spoken to me as my mom and I, a 15- 

teen-year old high school sophomore, walked 

into the abortion facility. I too wanted to 
forget this problem. I was determined to be 
the one who decided when I became a mom; 

NOT a positive reading on a stick. Already 

disconnected, my mind was not on what was 

about to happen, but of missing cheerleading 
practice. 

The room was filled with many girls and to 
my mom’s dismay we saw someone we knew. 
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Our secret was blown. I sat in a room waiting 
for my name to be called just like any other 
doctor’s appointment but this was like no 
other. They said it won’t hurt; it did! They 
said it would be over real quick; it has lasted 
35 years! 

Eleven years after my first abortion, I was 
having my seventh. I was in the same wait- 
ing room, walking the same hall, wearing 
the same gown, taking the same pill, and 
laying on the same table. To this abortion- 
ist’s disgust, my pregnancy was further 
along and required more of his time. 

Several hours later the vacuum-like noise 
broke a decade-old trance—‘‘what have I 
done?” I began to weep uncontrollably, and 
this enraged the abortionist. His gestures 
were rough, and he was morbidly pleased to 
have me see his bloody garments when he 
was finished. The nurse quickly moved me to 
the recovery room and gave me crackers. 
Within 10 minutes I was rushed out the back 
door and nauseous on my way home. 

Eleven years, three clinics, two states, 
seven abortions, and not once was I told of 
the physical risks I would suffer later: the 
necessity of bi-lateral mammograms and 
fear of breast cancer; ovarian cysts; being 
bedridden for five months in my last preg- 
nancy and having to explain the possibly of 
“mommy dying” to my four young children 
due to placenta previa, which resulted in my 
losing all but two pints of blood; and, a par- 
tial hysterectomy at delivery. 

Not once was I told of the emotional trau- 
ma I would suffer: uncontrollable anger 
flamed by betrayal, deafening seclusion, and 
the inability to trust. That child loss 
through choice would devour my dignity as I 
justified the twisted truth. Or that deception 
would slowly creep into all areas of my life 
including the need to discretely reveal sev- 
eral of my abortions as miscarriages. 

I was never told I would feel like I was the 
only one going crazy. Everyone talks about 
their ‘‘right to choose;’’ but no one talks 
about the choice. In my case this led to sabo- 
taging many life joys. I will never forget 
hearing my firstborn’s heartbeat. Instead of 
joy, I was in shock, terrified that the nurses 
could see right through me and what I had 
done to my other children. 

I was never told you would need to grieve 
and cry for your unborn; that your life would 
be forever altered by the horrors of your 
‘chosen’ loss, tormented by the innate long- 
ing to hold and know your dead children and 
their dreams. Or that my five living children 
would suffer with an impossible mom; 
trapped by the hidden sadness of her gullible 
past. 

Through divine intervention in 1990, I had 
participated in an abortion recovery pro- 
gram. The tears so long forgotten had begun 
to form and fall together with the bandaides 
covering my shameful sorrows. With grateful 
relief I was able to acknowledge, name, and 
mourn my seven babies and rightfully pub- 
licly position them among their siblings. 

For over two decades, my now deceased 
mom joined me in telling others that abor- 
tion hurts everyone: family, friends, and fu- 
ture generations. We were wrong. Abortion 
was not the right answer for my untimely 
pregnancies. 

I now know that you are forever a mom re- 
gardless of the age of your child; 6 seconds, 
6 days or 60 years. I was blind to this but now 
I see. This momma of 12 children chooses to 
be a voice of truth. In pregnancy you carry 
the baby for only nine months but in abor- 
tion you carry it for a lifetime just with 
empty arms. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL- 
LINS of Georgia). The time of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey has expired. 
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Under the Speaker’s announced pol- 
icy of January 3, 2013, the Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. FORTENBERRY) for 30 minutes. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. I ask unani- 
mous consent that all Members have 5 
legislative days to revise and extend 
their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 
this Friday, hundreds of thousands of 
people will gather in Washington for a 
peaceful march, exercising the most 
American of values—the right to as- 
semble and the right to freedom of 
speech. Among the people who will 
come are multitudes of young persons 
from all over America—young people 
who are the inheritors of the great 
civil rights traditions of this land. 
These young people are pro-life. Mr. 
Speaker, they’re really saying some- 
thing pretty simple. 

They are saying that the time for 
honesty has come, that the time for a 
new national conversation has come, 
that the time for the violence to end 
has come, and that the time since the 
Supreme Court decision that legalized 
abortion on demand some 40 years ago 
has inflicted a deep wound on ourselves 
and the very soul of this country. 

Over the past few decades, we have 
witnessed an evolving desensitization 
to abortion. It has become too easy to 
think of abortion as a procedure, as 
something clinical, somehow normal, 
removed. Disguised in the mantle and 
vocabulary of health, minds and hearts 
can easily become numb to what abor- 
tion really is, to what it really does 
and to who really dies. 

But the youth among us, they know 
better. They know that women deserve 
better. 

Abortion is so often the result of 
abandonment. A woman, in not know- 
ing where to turn, falls into the grasps 
of the abortion industry, which says, 
We can quietly make this go away. 
There are no consequences here; just 
pay over there. But the consequences 
are so very real. Abortion is an act of 
violence. The woman so often carries 
the wound from this act of violence im- 
posed upon her. Her unborn child dies. 
The abortion industry profits from this 
pain, and the other responsible party— 
the man—escapes his responsibilities. 
This is why the early feminist move- 
ment saw abortion as another form of 
male domination over women. 

Mr. Speaker, young people, they 
know this. They sense this. They know 
instinctively that the Supreme Court’s 
decision was a dinosaur decision, not 
based on science. They know that the 
consequences of abortion are very real, 
and they’re simply saying there’s a 
better way. There has to be a better 
way. We should be loving enough and 
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caring enough. We certainly are big 
enough. We certainly have resources 
enough to rally as a community and 
help a person no matter how difficult 
her circumstances. They are saying no 
woman should be left alone or in isola- 
tion. We are a community committed 
to the beautiful gift of life. Mr. Speak- 
er, that’s the message from these 
young people who will gather by the 
tens of thousands this Friday in Wash- 
ington, and I’m proud to stand with 
them. 

With that, I yield to my good friend, 
Congressman SMITH. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
my good friend for yielding, and I ap- 
plaud his tremendous leadership over 
the years in defense of the culture of 
life, for being consistent on all human 
rights issues—from child soldiers and 
combating that abuse of children to 
the abuse of unborn children by way of 
abortion. So I thank him for that. I 
would just make a few points, because 
we are coming to a close, Mr. Speaker. 

Today, doctors diagnose illness and 
disability before birth. New and excit- 
ing breakthrough health care interven- 
tions for the unborn, including micro- 
surgeries, are leading to an ever-ex- 
panding array of successful treatments 
and cures of sick or disabled unborn ba- 
bies. A few other Members have made 
this point very clearly, as do I, which 
is that unborn children are society’s 
littlest patients, and they might need 
health care just like any one of us. 
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In stark contrast, abortion methods 
rip, tear, dismember or chemically poi- 
son the fragile bodies of unborn babies 
to death, and abortion pills cause pre- 
mature expulsion from the womb and 
death. There is nothing benign, com- 
passionate, or just about an act that 
utterly destroys the life of a child and 
often physically, psychologically, and 
emotionally harms women. And despite 
the near total absence of any meaning- 
ful reporting by the news media, 
women get hurt and even die from legal 
abortions. 

According to the most recent Centers 
for Disease Control report, from 1973 to 
2008, at least 403 women tragically died 
in the United States from legal abor- 
tion. And that sad fact is almost cer- 
tainly a significant undercount because 
the methodology employed by CDC is 
passive and voluntary and likely to 
miss instances of both mortality and 
morbidity. 

In the years since CDC’s ‘‘most re- 
cent report,” many more women have 
surely died, like Tonya Reaves, a 24- 
year-old woman who died last July 
from a botched second trimester dis- 
memberment abortion, a D&E, at a 
Chicago area Planned Parenthood abor- 
tion mill. 

The abortion industry, Mr. Speaker, 
excels at surface appeal argument and 
at propaganda. Indeed, the misleading 
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term ‘safe abortion’? purposefully 
misses the point that no abortion, legal 
or illegal, is ever safe for the baby, and 
all are fraught with negative health 
consequences for the mother. 

Today, at least 104 credible studies 
show significant psychological harm, 
major depression, and/or elevated sui- 
cide risk to women who abort. The 
Times of London reported that: 

Senior psychiatrists say that new evidence 
has uncovered a clear link between abortion 
and mental illness in women who have had 
no previous history of psychological prob- 
lems. They’ve found that women who’ve had 
abortions have twice the level of psycho- 
logical problems, three times the level of de- 
pression aS women who have given birth or 
who have never been pregnant. 

One comprehensive study out of New 
Zealand in 2006 found that 78.6 percent 
of the 15- to 18-year-olds who had had 
abortions displayed symptoms of major 
depression as compared to 31 percent of 
their peers. 

Mr. Speaker, there are at least 115 
studies that show significant associa- 
tion between abortion and subsequent 
premature births. You never read 
about this in the news media. 

Researchers Shah and Zao show a 36 
percent increase for pre-term birth 
after one abortion and a staggering 93 
percent increased risk after two. 

What does this mean for children? 
Pre-term birth is the leading cause of 
infant mortality in the industrialized 
world after congenital anomalies. Pre- 
term infants have a greater risk of suf- 
fering chronic lung disease, sensory 
deficits, cerebral palsy, cognitive im- 
pairments, and behavioral problems. 
Low birth weight is similarly associ- 
ated with neonatal mortality and mor- 
bidity. 

These are consequences that are vis- 
ited upon a woman later on. She’s 
never told this at the abortion clinic 
that subsequent children that she will 
have later in her life could suffer pre- 
maturity and low birth weight. 

And, finally, the extremism of the 
pro-abortion industry is shocking. 

Last spring, the House of Representa- 
tives took up TRENT FRANKS’ bill to 
ban sex-selection abortion. The bill 
garnered a solid majority, 246-168 in 
the House. President Obama, however, 
made it absolutely clear that he would 
veto the sex-selection abortion prohibi- 
tion should it be sent to the White 
House. 

While sex selection targets almost 
exclusively girls for extermination, 
simply because they’re girls, the egre- 
gious practice remains legal in most of 
our States. In fact, only four States— 
Illinois, Pennsylvania, Oklahoma, and 
Arizona—and several countries, includ- 
ing the United Kingdom, prohibit sex- 
selection abortion. And yet we have 
not been able to get that legislation 
enacted into law, and it’s opposed by 
President Obama. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to stand up for 
life. Again, I want to thank my good 
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friend and colleague from Nebraska for 
having this second Special Order on de- 
fending life. And like JEFF, I do look 
forward to the March for Life on Janu- 
ary 25 where we will all rally in defense 
of the defenseless. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. If the gen- 
tleman would perhaps be interested in 
entering into a bit of a dialogue, and 
I’m sorry I missed your earlier state- 
ment, but let me say to you, thank you 
for your stalwart leadership, your deep 
commitment to the beautiful gift of 
life, for saying to America consist- 
ently, constantly, fervently, with heart 
and emotion for 30-plus years, I think 
you’ve been here. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Thirty- 
three. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. There is a bet- 
ter way. We can do better than this. 
Women deserve better. But in your last 
comment, you touched upon the issue 
of sex-selected abortion, and I wonder 
if in your earlier comments you talked 
about policies, such as the one-child 
policy in China, which are taking hold, 
sadly, in other parts of South Asia, 
how they are affecting population im- 
balance and how it ends up being the 
little girls, the unborn little girls who 
are primarily the targets of these 
state-imposed coercions on families. So 
you have this very significant imbal- 
ance in the population because of the 
targeting of unborn little girls in the 
womb for sex-selected abortion. Per- 
haps you touched on that earlier. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. No, I did 
not. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. It’s a very im- 
portant part of this overall discussion, 
to talk about the consequences of 
where all of this leads. And in a coun- 
try like China, which has imposed this 
brutality upon its own people, the 
women who have come here under- 
cover, we’ve had them in our hearings. 
They’ve had to be behind screens be- 
cause they fear reprisal from the Chi- 
nese Government toward their fami- 
lies, who’ve talked about being victim- 
ized by coercive abortion, that issue 
plus the issue of how this is created, 
and it is targeted primarily at unborn 
girls, the grave injustice of that. 

I know you’re so learned and have 
such details on that subject, perhaps 
you can re-raise that if you didn’t ear- 
lier talk about it. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding and for rais- 
ing that important issue. 

The People’s Republic of China 
doesn’t have a pro-life movement per 
se. The government is a dictatorship. 
Regrettably, going back to 1979, they 
enacted with great push and encour- 
agement from the United States and 
from the West, Europe especially, a 
one-child-per-couple policy where 
brothers and sisters are illegal, where 
women are systematically, forcibly 
aborted, and forced sterilization is 
commonplace to achieve quotas. Not 
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only does a woman have to get a birth 
authorization from the Government of 
China to have a baby; if she has an out- 
of-plan birth, she is aborted forcibly. 

Over the years, as chairman of the 
China Commission and as chairman of 
the Human Rights Committee of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee, I’ve 
chaired 43 congressional hearings on 
human rights in China; and many of 
those were focused on, as you pointed 
out, women who had to be behind 
screens to tell their story about the 
gross indignity, the exploitation, the 
crimes against humanity that had been 
committed against them. 

In China today, there are approxi- 
mately 100 million, maybe more, miss- 
ing daughters, the direct consequence 
of sex-selection abortion and what is 
often referred to as gendercide, the de- 
liberate killing of a little girl simply 
because she is a girl. 

In her book “Unnatural Selection: 
Choosing Boys Over Girls and the Con- 
sequences of a World Full of Men,” 
Mara Hvistendahl traces the sordid his- 
tory of sex-selection abortion as a 
means of population control. And al- 
most no one knows about this. You’ll 
never read about this in the local pa- 
pers. You don’t hear about it on the 
major news broadcasts. She writes: 

By August 1969, when the National Insti- 
tute of Child Health and Human Develop- 
ment and the Population Council convened 
another workshop on population control, sex 
selection had become a pet scheme. 

Hvistendahl writes: 

If a reliable sex-determination technology 
could be made available to a mass market, 
there was a rough consensus that sex-selec- 
tion abortion would be an effective, 
uncontroversial, and ethical way of reducing 
the global population. 

What that means is that you kill the 
girl child in the womb, you end one 
life, and that girl who will never grow 
up to be a woman because she has been 
exterminated because she happened to 
be a girl, will never be a mother. So it 
is a means of population control. It is 
absolutely an egregious violation of 
human rights, and yet our own Presi- 
dent refuses to support a ban on sex-se- 
lection abortion. He talked about we 
the people and inclusion yesterday. 
Where’s the inclusion of all unborn ba- 
bies, but those who are particularly 
targeted for elimination, the girl child? 
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And I would also add, finally, Live 
Action, an undercover sting operation 
that they had done—and it’s on the 
Web, you can watch it, you can watch 
the raw footage, liveaction.org—in 
their series, ‘‘Gendercide in America,” 
they showed Planned Parenthood per- 
sonnel in this country advising under- 
cover female investigators how to pro- 
cure sex-selection abortions. I watched 
that and was sickened by the admon- 
ishment, the so-called counseling that 
was all caught on tape. 

One staffer tells the investigator to 
wait until her baby is 5 months along, 
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get the ultrasound. That’s when you 
can determine the gender of the child, 
boy or girl, and if it’s a girl, that’s 
when you can kill it. 

And it was all made very clear. The 
investigators were laying out a sce- 
nario where, if it’s a girl, I want the 
girl child to be destroyed. And there 
was Planned Parenthood accommo- 
dating that to the nth degree. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. If the gen- 
tleman would yield for a moment, I 
think it’s important, an important tan- 
gent. It’s not tangential. It’s an ele- 
ment of this discussion because it 
shows once we give up on this basic 
fundamental human right, once we let 
go of our civil rights tradition and we 
don’t include every person, including 
those who are most vulnerable in the 
womb, we can see the consequences. 
Maybe not here just yet, to a large de- 
gree, but we can certainly see the con- 
sequences of what I talked about ear- 
lier in terms of the desensitization of 
what abortion really is. 

So in other places it’s lent itself to 
coercive population control, and even 
to the shocking horror of taking the 
life of little girls simply because 
they’re a girl. Now, that still bothers 
our conscience here in this country, 
but you can see how it’s related to the 
deeper problem of once we start down 
this pathway, we desensitize ourselves 
to the hard, to the important reality 
that the life within is deserving of pro- 
tection; that women who perhaps are 
in very difficult circumstances deserve 
better than this, deserve a fullness of 
commitment from you and me and the 
United States Congress and commu- 
nities of concern everywhere that there 
is a better way. 

We do not have to do this to one an- 
other. We do not have to impose this 
wound upon women. We do not have to 
think in this paradigm when there are 
hard circumstances. We can do it dif- 
ferently. 

And I think it’s important to have a 
discussion about the broader con- 
sequences of what is happening all 
around us because we desensitize our- 
selves in what I call a dinosaur deci- 
sion, because it wasn’t based on 
science. We didn’t have the fullness of 
technology back then, which fortu- 
nately helped so many of us understand 
just how that small, tiny little life is 
viable, is real, and is growing and can 
reach its fullness of potentiality if we 
just nurture it. 

And sometimes people who are in cir- 
cumstances that are tough and dif- 
ficult and need a little help with that 
nurturing, they deserve that support 
and help. That’s our message. That’s 
our message. 

So if we can turn this back and build 
upon a new ideal that life is beautiful, 
life is a gift, it is worthy of support, 
not only just from individuals but from 
the culture at large, I think we’ll go a 
long way towards stopping this aggres- 
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sive, horrific assault that is happening, 
primarily in other places but is a 
threat to potentially happen here, 
where you’re even going so far as to se- 
lect out the little girl for termination 
because she’s a girl. 

This is particularly hard for me, to 
be honest with you, because I have five 
daughters. Just kind of happened that 
way. And I remember, in our last 
ultrasound for the baby, she’s 7, I still 
call her a little baby, but when we saw 
that child in the womb, my youngest 
one at that time looked at me and said, 
Dad, I hope it’s a boy so you have 
someone to play with. 

But technology has helped us under- 
stand that life, the nature of that life. 
And so that’s why the Supreme Court 
decision was not scientific, terribly 
misguided, has inflicted a deep wound 
upon us, has given us a false notion of 
choice and freedom, which tickles the 
ear, sounds good at one level, but the 
consequences are oh so deep and real 
for the individual, for those who are re- 
sponsible and have been able to escape 
their responsibility, for geopolitical 
movements now that have ended up in 
coercive population control measures, 
which is grievously unjust, particular 
to women in far away places. 

Going back to what I said as well, if 
you’d like, describe some of the testi- 
mony that we heard from the women 
who came from China in secret, who 
had to be, again, behind screens be- 
cause we were fearful, and they were as 
well, for reprisals against their fami- 
lies back in China simply because they 
dared stand up and say, the govern- 
ment should not impose coercive abor- 
tion upon me. 

There was one woman, as I recall, 
who was in tears. She had four abor- 
tions imposed upon her by the govern- 
ment. 

You recall that hearing last year be- 
cause you were responsible for it, and I 
think it’s a great credit to your leader- 
ship. 

But again, as hard as this is to look 
at, as painful as it is, I don’t think 
there’s been a more powerful hearing in 
which I’ve participated in the United 
States Congress, hearing from the vic- 
tim of a government-imposed, coerced 
abortion and what the consequences 
were on her. 

I’m sorry. Perhaps you had raised 
that earlier. I didn’t have the privilege 
of hearing your earlier talk, but I 
think that perspective is important as 
well. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
my friend for yielding and for raising 
again another very important point. 
You know, at several of these hearings, 
which were covered very scarcely by 
the news media, unfortunately, we had 
some powerful witnesses from women 
who are actually the victims of coer- 
cive abortion. 

Over the many years we’ve had such 
hearings, and when they tell their 
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story, and they talk about the helpless- 
ness and almost hopelessness of the sit- 
uation, trying to evade family planning 
cadres in China as they hunt them 
down. 

You know, most people are unaware 
of the fact that it begins with eco- 
nomic coercion. If you have a baby out 
of plan, you are fined if you do not vol- 
untarily walk into the abortion mill 
for the child to be destroyed. And 
many women want those children. 

One of the women we had testify, her 
name was Wuijan. She was a Chinese 
student attending a U.S. university, 
and part of her testimony—these are 
her words—she said, when she was 
rounded up, literally grabbed by the 
family planning cadres and thrown into 
a van, totally against her will, she 
said: 

The room was full of moms who had just 
gone through a forced abortion. Some moms 
were crying. Some moms were mourning. 
Some moms were screaming. And one mom 
was rolling on the floor with unbearable 
pain. 

Then Wuijan said that it was her 
turn, and through her tears she de- 
scribed her journey into hell. Here is a 
woman, just like so many others that 
we heard from, who were literally 
trussed, picked up, arrested. 

I had a woman back in the 1990s, who 
was pretty much smuggled out of 
China, who ran one of the family plan- 
ning centers in Fujian Province, and 
she self-described herself: “By day I 
was a monster, by night a wife and 
mother of one.” And she talked about 
it, and she got asylum here eventually. 

But she talked about how she would 
use every part of the police state to en- 
sure that women, even if they evaded 
family planning cadres up to the ninth 
month—to drag her in and to kill the 
baby, and if it’s very late in the preg- 
nancy, with a poison shot of formalde- 
hyde or some other substance right to 
the soft part of the brain to kill the 
baby. 

These are crimes against humanity. 
They are ever-present throughout 
China. And again, they’re missing 100 
million girls, maybe more, because of 
gendercide and the loss of life. There’s 
no precedent. There’s no example that 
even comes close of a government 
using abortion as a tool of population 
control and the like. And it came right 
out of the population control move- 
ment and what happened in the early 
or late sixties and especially into the 
seventies, right here in the United 
States. 

In 1984, I say to my friend, Mr. FOR- 
TENBERRY, 29 years ago I offered the 
first amendment on this floor, from 
this podium, to a foreign aid bill to 
deny funding to any organization, such 
as the U.N. Population Fund, that is 
complicit in China’s forced abortion 
policy and involuntary sterilization. It 
passed, and it morphed into what be- 
came known as the Kemp-Kasten 
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Amendment, offered on the appropria- 
tions bill by Congressman Jack Kemp. 

After all of these years, it is aston- 
ishing to me that we still have so many 
Members of Congress, we have an ad- 
ministration, in the Obama adminis- 
tration, that is, at best, indifferent, 
and I would say, at worst supportive of 
these crimes by giving money to the 
groups that are on the ground enabling 
these crimes against women. The 
Obama administration has enabled this 
cruel policy by its silence and its finan- 
cial support to the tune of some $50 
million a year to the U.N. Population 
Fund. 

We passed, in this House, a prohibi- 
tion. They, unfortunately, ignore it, do 
findings that do not comport with the 
reality on the ground, and then end up 
sending this money. 
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And I met with a woman whose name 
is Peng Peiyun, who ran the family 
planning program in China, I say to my 
friend, Mr. FORTENBERRY, for several 
hours in a conversation in Beijing. She 
kept coming back to the fact that the 
U.N. Population Fund was there on the 
ground and found nothing but vol- 
untary abortions. Of course, there are a 
loss of lives, too, but no coercion. So 
the whitewashing that the U.N. Popu- 
lation Fund has been able to provide to 
this egregious violation of women’s 
rights in China, and now we today, 
under the Obama administration, are 
funding it, Mr. FORTENBERRY. So it’s 
something that has to end. We should 
be on the side of life and respect, not 
enabling such terrible things. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. As we’re wind- 
ing down here—we only have a few mo- 
ments left—I think perhaps we can 
talk about some good news as well as 
some common ground. Because every- 
body listening to this and this impor- 
tant dialogue, this highly sensitive dia- 
logue, may not agree with us. But the 
vast majority of Americans do agree 
that the government should not be en- 
tangled in this. In other words, tax- 
payer money should not be going for 
the provision of abortion. That’s one 
bit of good news. 

The second bit of good news, I think, 
is, again, those of us who have been 
here a little while, who have been in 
these trenches trying to beg and plead 
for an increase of awareness as to what 
the consequences of abortion are, 
young people are recognizing that, 
again, there’s got to be a better way. 
They’ve lived with this through their 
generation. They’ve seen the scars, 
seen the wounds, seen the effects on so- 
ciety. And they’re coming forward and 
saying, Women deserve better. Can’t 
we be loving enough, can’t we be big 
enough to do something different here? 

And I think that’s a great sign of en- 
couragement for two reasons. One is, 
projecting forward, maybe we can re- 
shape society. But also, heal the 
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wounds that have already occurred. Be- 
cause they are substantive and deep. 
And I think it’s important. And young 
people, I believe, recognize this. 
They’re there saying, Don’t make this 
choice. It’s a false choice, particularly 
if you feel coerced or abandoned. There 
are people here ready to help, love, get 
you through. But if there is that deep 
wound, we’re also here to heal and 
help. And I think it’s just such a beau- 
tiful message. 

It inspires me that so many young 
people would come to the Capitol and 
say, Legislators, older generation of 
America, let’s change this paradigm. 
Let’s change this idea. Because it’s not 
serving our country. It’s not serving 
our people. It’s leaving us deeply, deep- 
ly hurt. And we can do better. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. One of the 
things that is so noble about the pro- 
life movement is that it loves and cares 
for women during the time of their cri- 
sis. And if they do procure an abortion, 
they are there, again, with Project Ra- 
chel and all of these outreaches to help 
women find reconciliation and peace. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. And men. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. And men, 
too, have lost track of the number of 
women we have met that found that 
peace. We had four women today at the 
40 Years of Victims who told their 
story of the terrible crisis of the abor- 
tion but also the reconciliation and 
peace that they found later. 

You make a very good point, Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, about the young genera- 
tion. I have never seen more pro-lifers 
at the March for Life than we are see- 
ing now. And I went to the first one 
back in 1974 with my wife, Marie, and 
then made every one thereafter. When 
I speak in schools, I used to get a great 
deal of pushback in answer to a ques- 
tion on the right to life. There are still 
people who push back, but many stu- 
dents say, It’s life. Ultrasound has 
helped enormously. It’s a window to 
the womb. We all remember Dr. Ber- 
nard Nathanson, the founder of 
NARAL, who became a pro-lifer. He 
said, “If wombs had windows, abortion 
would end.” The ultrasound is a win- 
dow to the womb. And you can see that 
magnificent unborn child moving, 
shaking around, sucking his or her 
thumb, doing somersaults inside the 
womb. Blobs of tissue and protoplasm 
don’t do this. 

I think this young generation also 
has another perspective as well. One of 
my favorite musicals is “Les 
Miserables.’’ My wife and I have seen it 
twice—once in New York, once here in 
Washington. And now the movie. 
There’s a very haunting song in ‘‘Les 
Miserables,” a song by Marius, one of 
the chief people in that musical, Victor 
Hugo’s ‘‘Les Miserables,” and it’s 
called, “Empty Chairs and Empty Ta- 
bles.” And he says, ‘“‘There’s a grief 
that can’t be spoken, there’s a pain,” 
and it goes on and on, ‘‘Empty chairs 
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and empty tables where my friends will 
live no more.” 

We have empty chairs and empty ta- 
bles. A third of this generation has 
been killed by abortion. You look to 
your left, you look to your right in a 
classroom or at a diner, there are miss- 
ing children and now young adults even 
up to the age of 40, since 40 years ago 
Roe v. Wade was handed down. Empty 
chairs, empty tables. And I would add 
to that, empty cribs. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Again, I thank 
the gentleman for your poignant 
words, your passion, your deep belief in 
this. So I think now is the time to let 
the healing begin. Let’s put the past 
behind us. Let’s look forward, march- 
ing arm-in-arm with the new civil 
rights movement that these young peo- 
ple are the great inheritors of, to say 
that we as a Nation can all stand for 
the beautiful gift of life. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, the 
great Henry Hyde once said, “Our moment in 
history is marked by a mortal conflict between 
a culture of life and a culture of death. God 
put us in the world to do noble things, to love 
and to cherish our fellow human beings, not to 
destroy them. Today we must choose sides.” 

It is so very important that those of us here 
remember that we as Americans, and even 
more so as members of this body, have a 
special stewardship that perhaps no other 
people on Earth have. 

While every human being is called of God to 
make the best difference they can in this life 
for their fellow human beings, in America that 
calling weighs heavier upon us as citizens 
than it does any other people on Earth. Be- 
cause this Nation was founded on the timeless 
premise that all men are created equal; with 
the image of God stamped on each soul; with 
the rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness—in that order. 

Yet today marks 40 years of legalized abor- 
tion-on-demand in America. Of over 50 million 
innocent unborn babies slaughtered before 
they see the light of day. 

| both hope and believe that the conscience 
of America has begun to stir. | mourn the 
genocide marked by today’s tragic anniver- 
sary, Mr. Speaker. But more than that, | look 
prayerfully forward to the day when the same 
America that rushed into Europe to arrest the 
Nazi holocaust will muster that same courage 
here at home, and future generations of chil- 
dren will walk in the sunlight of freedom. May 
it be so, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, today we 
as a Nation reflect on the 40th anniversary of 
the Supreme Court’s decision in Roe v. Wade. 
It is estimated that in the 40 years since that 
fateful decision, 55 million abortions have 
been performed in the United States of Amer- 
ica—millions of unique and precious human 
lives ended by the unspeakable tragedy of 
abortion. 

As a matter of morality, history, science, 
reason, and most of all faith, | can come to no 
other conclusion but that every human life be- 
gins at conception and every life is worthy of 
protection. We have a sacred responsibility to 
protect the innocent and defend the rights of 
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those who are unable to defend themselves. 
The struggle to protect life is truly a struggle 
to change hearts and minds. It requires faith, 
reason, debate, action, and compassion. 

Often we hear that we ought to do some- 
thing for the least of these; truly, unborn life is 
the least of these. Let us recognize it. Let us 
hold it precious. Let us live up to our respon- 
sibilities from the Creator and grant those yet 
to be born that precious right to life. 

Later this week, thousands of citizens will 
fight for the rights of the unborn by partici- 
pating in the March for Life in Washington, 
D.C. Thousands more will march to support 
the inalienable right to life in local events in 
Texas and around the country. | applaud 
those who attend, both in body and spirit, for 
their determination to uphold the sanctity and 
dignity of human life and wholeheartedly sup- 
port their efforts. 

Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to recognize 
the 40th anniversary of the monumental court 
decision Roe v. Wade. 

Since the Supreme Court legalized abortion 
in 1973, 40 years ago today, 54 million abor- 
tions have been performed throughout the 
United States. Over 4,000 babies will be 
aborted today alone and over the course of 
2013, 1.4 million children in the United States 
will not be granted the gift of life. 

Mr. Speaker, | am unapologetically pro-life. 
| believe that the miracle of human life begins 
at conception. | believe that every human 
being has the unalienable right to life and that 
this right must be protected by law. 

As a proud member of the Pro-Life Caucus, 
| respect the sanctity of human life in all of its 
stages. Science proves that human beings de- 
velop at an astonishingly rapid pace and that 
the life of a child begins long before he or she 
is born into this world. At about 22 days after 
conception, a child’s heart begins to circulate 
his own blood, unique to that of his mother’s 
and his heartbeat can be detected on 
ultrasound. 

Americans have a proud tradition of stand- 
ing up and fighting for those who can’t fight for 
themselves. As a woman, a wife, a mother of 
two children, and as the Representative of 
Alabama’s Second Congressional District, I’m 
committed to fighting for the unborn. 

Recently, my home state of Alabama be- 
came the fifth state in the Nation to pass a 
measure banning abortions after 20 weeks, 
which is the point where unborn children can 
feel pain. | applaud the Alabama Legislature 
for taking such a strong stance on abortion 
and for protecting those who do not have a 
voice. 

As the 113th Congress begins, | will con- 
tinue to do everything in my power to fight for 
the unborn, prevent taxpayer money from 
funding abortions, and protect our democratic 
system from the encroachment of an all-pow- 
erful judiciary. 

Mr. Speaker, today is a time to celebrate 
the miracle of life and mourn those whose 
lives were unjustly ended. Let us use the 40th 
anniversary of Roe v. Wade as an occasion to 
reaffirm our beliefs and vow to fight for the life 
of every child. 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
today we remember the children who have 
died as a direct result of the Supreme Court’s 
decision in Roe v. Wade, and Doe v. Bolton, 
which were decided 40 years ago today. 
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In the 40 years since that terrible day, my 
wife, Sandy, and | have been blessed with six 
children. It has been our privilege to raise 
them and watch them grow and mature, and 
three of our children are now married and 
have begun to have children of their own. 
Sandy and | now have eight beautiful grand- 
children, and each of them have unique tal- 
ents and personalities. | look forward to wel- 
coming more grandchildren and great grand- 
children into our family in the future. 

In the 40 years since that terrible day, an 
estimated 55 million innocent children have 
died as a result of abortions performed in the 
United States. In 2011 alone, Planned Parent- 
hood reported performing 333,000 abortions. 
The death of 333,000 children in that one year 
represents more lives lost than if the entire 
population of Orlando, Florida, was suddenly 
extinguished. Over the past 40 years, abortion 
has claimed nearly three times the total popu- 
lation of the State of Florida, or the same 
number of people who lived in the Northeast 
United States as of July 1, 2012. 

Life is a gift, and each and every day, | am 
grateful for the gift of my children, and my 
grandchildren. Today, | mourn the loss of the 
55 million children who never had the oppor- 
tunity to live and grow and to one day have 
children of their own. | mourn for their families, 
who never had the joy of knowing them. | 
mourn for our nation, which will never benefit 
from the lives and the love of these children, 
who would have been our sisters and broth- 
ers, sons and daughters, our friends, and our 
neighbors. 

We must never cease to fight for life, nor 
cease to be grateful for our own. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to ac- 
knowledge the 40th Anniversary of the Su- 
preme Court decision of Roe v. Wade. | was 
a senior in high school when the case was de- 
cided and | still remember that decision vividly 
today. | could not understand how the Court 
could legalize the stopping of a beating heart 
on demand. | thought it was outrageous then 
and the intervening years since then have 
done nothing to change my opinion. My opin- 
ion has been reinforced by the tragic record of 
abortion. Fifty five million innocent children 
have been lost and countless women have 
suffered both mental and physical pain as a 
result of abortion. 

We are a nation of 315 million people. That 
means that over one sixth of our friends, 
neighbors, and family members are not with 
us today because of abortion. Millions of chil- 
dren have been denied the right to live their 
own lives, to skin their knees on the play- 
ground, to go on their first date, to graduate 
from high school, and to go on to have fami- 
lies of their own. All those unique, amazing 
lives were ended before we were even able to 
know them. 

The tragedy of abortion doesn’t stop with 
the loss of so many innocent children. Like 
any medical procedure, abortion can have 
devastating side effects and complications that 
cause pain and suffering. Mental anguish, re- 
gret, and other emotional pain can also result 
from abortion. 

It is time for us as a nation to reject such 
a dismal and heartbreaking procedure. It is 
time for us to reject the cold callous indiffer- 
ence of abortion that abandons women and 
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their precious children. We’re a nation that 
takes care of our own, that protects the most 
innocent and vulnerable among us, and 
stands up for justice for women and children. 
As Roe v. Wade shows, justice does not flow 
from the pen of a judge. Justice comes from 
the loving heart of a human being and from 
the natural law enshrined in the Declaration of 
Independence. “We hold these truths to be 
self-evident, that all men are created equal, 
that they are endowed by their Creator with 
certain unalienable Rights that among these 
are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.” 
Today, let us continue the fight for Life and 
justice for all Americans and especially for un- 
born children and their mothers. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, | solemnly rise 
today in memory of more than 50 million inno- 
cent lives who were lost as a result of the Roe 
v. Wade decision that was handed down 40 
years ago today. 

As Americans, we have a moral obligation 
to protect the rights of the unborn, and to pro- 
tect the sanctity of life. 

That is why | was proud to cosponsor two 
pieces of legislation that would prohibit the 
hard-earned dollars of taxpayers that make up 
family planning grants from being awarded to 
any entity that performs abortions. 

Introduced by Rep. DIANE BLACK and Rep. 
MARSHA BLACKBURN, these bills will prohibit 
hundreds of millions of federal taxpayer dollars 
from subsidizing large abortion providers such 
as Planned Parenthood. 

As a Christian, a father, and a Member of 
the Pro-Life Congressional Caucus, | am 
deeply committed to preserving our nation’s 
traditional family values and will always be a 
strong advocate for policies that value the 
sanctity of life. 
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 325, NO BUDGET, NO PAY 
ACT OF 2013 


Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 113-2) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 39) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 325) to ensure the com- 
plete and timely payment of the obli- 
gations of the United States Govern- 
ment until May 19, 2013, and for other 
purposes, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 


EE 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Ms. GABBARD (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today. 

Mr. ADERHOLT (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of a 
death in the family. 


EE 


PUBLICATION OF BUDGETARY 
MATERIAL 

REVISIONS TO THE AGGREGATES AND ALLOCATIONS OF 
THE FISCAL YEAR 2012 AND 2013 BUDGET RESOLUTIONS 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, pur- 
suant to section 503 of H. Con. Res. 112, the 
House-passed budget resolution for fiscal year 
2013, deemed to be in force by H. Res. 5, | 
hereby submit for printing in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD revisions to the budget alloca- 
tions and aggregates. The revision reflects the 
budgetary impact of H.R. 8, the American Tax- 
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payer Relief Act of 2012, which makes perma- 
nent certain tax policies enacted in 2001, 
2003, and 2010 and would provide relief from 
the Alternative Minimum Tax. A corresponding 
table is attached. 


This revision represents an adjustment pur- 
suant to sections 302 and 311 of the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974, as amended 
(Budget Act). For the purposes of the Budget 
Act, these revised aggregates and allocations 
are to be considered as aggregates and allo- 
cations included in the budget resolution, pur- 
suant to section 101 of H. Con. Res 112. 


BUDGET AGGREGATES 


[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars] 


Fiscal Year 


2013- 2013-2022 
Current aggregates: !— 
Budget authority— 2,793,848- 2 
2,891,589- 2 
2,293,339- 32,472,564 
Budget authority— 0 2 
Outlays- ... 0- 2 
Revenues- — 203,799- — 3,515,231 
Revised aggregates:— 
Budget authority— 2,793,848- 2 
Outlays- ... 2,891,589- 2 
Revenues— 2,089,540- 28,957,333 
1Section 506 of H. Con. Res. 112 stipulates that adjustments to alloca- 
tions and aggregates shall apply while the measure is under consideration 
and take effect upon enactment of that measure. The current aggregates re- 
flect the original budget resolution levels adjusted only for those measures, 


which were provided an adjustment during consideration and that have been 
enacted into law. Presently, the revenue aggregates in H. Con. Res. 112 
have been adjusted by — 203,799 for FY2013 and by — $3,515,231 for 
FY2013-FY2022 for measures enacted into law. 

2Not applicable because annual appropriations acts for fiscal years 2015 
through 2022 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 


DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES 


[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars] 


2013 2013-2022 Total 


Budget au- Budget au- 
thority Outlays thority Outlays 
House Committee on Ways & Means 
Current: allocations: eintaki a aaa 985,036 982,582 11,683,572 11,672,931 
Changes for the American Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (H.R. 8) .. 0 0 +198,295 +198,295 
Revised allocation:— 985,036 982,582 11,881,867 11,871,226 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 6 minutes p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad- 
journed until tomorrow, Wednesday, 
January 23, 2018, at 9 a.m. 


— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

74. A letter from the Senior Counsel for 


Regulatory Affairs, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Determination of Foreign Ex- 


change Swaps and Foreign Exchange For- 
wards Under the Commodity Exchange Act 
received January 9, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 


75. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 


final rule — Fluroxypyr; Pesticide Toler- 
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2011-0962; FRL-9371-1] 
received January 9, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

76. A letter from the Acting Principal Dep- 
uty, Department of Defense, transmitting 
authorization of four officers to wear the au- 
thorized insignia of the grade of major gen- 
eral and brigadier general; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 


77. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of Treas- 
ury, transmitting annual report on recruit- 
ment and retention, training and workforce 
development, and workforce flexibilities; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

78. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Federal Trade Commission, transmitting a 
report under Section 319 of the Fair and Ac- 
curate Credit Transactions Act of 2003; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 


79. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Air Quality Implementation Plans; Colorado; 
Revisions to New Source Review Rules [EPA- 
R08-OAR-2011-1025; FRL-9762-5] received Jan- 
uary 9, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

80. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans and Designation of 
Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes; 
New Hampshire; Redesignation of the South- 
ern New Hampshire 1997 8-hour Ozone Non- 
attainment Area [EPA-R01-OAR-2010-0290; 
FRL-9768-7] received January 9, 2018, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

81. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
State Implementation Plans; State of Utah; 
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Smoke Management Requirements for Man- 
datory Class I Areas under 40 CFR 51.309 
[EPA-R08-OAR-2011-0636; FRL-9636-6] re- 
ceived January 9, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

82. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — National Emissions Standards 
for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Major 
Sources: Industrial, Commercial, and Insti- 
tutional Boilers and Process Heaters [EPA- 
HQ-OAR-2002-0058; FRL-9676-8] (RIN: 2060- 
AR13) received January 9, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

83. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards for Particulate Matter [HEPA-HQ- 
OAR-2007-0492; FRL-9761-8] (RIN: 2060-A047) 
received January 9, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

84. A letter from the Acting General Coun- 
sel, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final rule — 
Regional Reliability Standard PRC-006- 
SERC-01 — Automatic Underfrequency Load 
Shedding Requirements [Docket No.: RM12-9- 
000; Order No. 772] received January 14, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

85. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment to the International Traffic in 
Arms Regulations: Afghanistan and Change 
to Policy on Prohibited Exports (RIN: 1400- 
AD26) received January 9, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

86. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Interagency Working 
Group on U.S. Government-Sponsored Inter- 
national Exchanges and Training FY 2012 
Annual Report; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

87. A letter from the Acting Secretary, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting the De- 
partment’s Performance and Accountability 
Report for fiscal year 2012; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

88. A letter from the Administrator, Na- 
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s 
Agency Financial Report for fiscal year 2012; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

89. A letter from the Chairman, Commis- 
sion on Civil Rights, transmitting a copy of 
the charter of the U.S. Commission on Civil 
Rights State Advisory Committees; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

90. A letter from the Federal Liaison Offi- 
cer, Department of Commerce, transmitting 
the Department’s “Major” final rule — Set- 
ting and Adjusting Patent Fees [Docket No.: 
PTO-C-2011-0008] (RIN: 0651-AC54) received 
January 15, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

91. A letter from the Principal Deputy As- 
sistant Attorney General, Department of 
Justice, transmitting a letter regarding two 
additional pending cases under Section 3 of 
the Defense of Marriage Act; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

92. A letter from the Secretary, Judicial 
Conference of the United States, transmit- 
ting a report on the continuing need for 
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bankruptcy judgeships; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

93. A letter from the Paralegal Specialist, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule — 
Major Capital Investment Projects [Docket 
No.: FTA-2010-0009] (RIN: 2132-AB02) received 
January 15, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

94. A letter from the Chair, NASA Aero- 
space Safety Advisory Panel, transmitting 
the Panel’s Annual Report for 2012; to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology. 

95. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a semi-annual report to Con- 
gress on the continued compliance of Azer- 
baijan, Kazakhstan, Moldova, the Russian 
Federation, Tajikistan, and Uzbekistan with 
the Trade Act’s freedom of emigration provi- 
sions, as required under the Jackson-Vanik 
Amendment; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

96. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting notification of intent to obli- 
gate funds for purposes of Nonproliferation 
and Disarmament Fund (NDF) activities; 
jointly to the Committees on Foreign Affairs 
and Appropriations. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. SESSIONS: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 39. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 325) to en- 
sure the complete and timely payment of the 
obligations of the United States Government 
until May 19, 2013, and for other purposes 
(Rept. 113-2). Referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 


EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Ms. MOORE (for herself, Mr. CON- 
YERS, Ms. Bass, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. 
BERA of California, Mr. BISHOP of 
New York, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. BRADY 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, 
Ms. BROWN of Florida, Ms. BROWNLEY 
of California, Mrs. BUSsTos, Mrs. 
Capps, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. CARDENAS, 
Mr. CARNEY, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. CASTRO of 
Texas, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. COSTA, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. DAVIS 
of California, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of 
Illinois, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. DELANEY, 
Ms. DELAURO, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. 
DEUTCH, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. DOGGETT, 
Mr. DOYLE, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Ms. 
EDWARDS, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. ENGEL, 
Mr. ENYART, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. ESTY, 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
FATTAH, Mr. FOSTER, Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. GABBARD, 
Mr. GARCIA, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. HAHN, 
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Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor- 
ida, Mr. HECK of Washington, Mr. 
HIGGINS, Mr. HIMES, Mr. HINOJOSA, 
Mr. HOLT, Mr. HONDA, Mr. HORSFORD, 
Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
JEFFRIES, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN- 
SON of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor- 
gia, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. 
KILMER, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Ms. 
KUSTER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. LARSEN 
of Washington, Mr. LARSON of Con- 
necticut, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mrs. 
LOWEY, Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New 
Mexico, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRIS- 
HAM of New Mexico, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 
MAFFEI, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. MATSUI, 


Mrs. McCARTHY of New York, Ms. 
McCoLLuM, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
McNERNEY, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. MENG, 


Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California, Mr. MORAN, Mr. MURPHY 
of Florida, Mr. NADLER, Mrs. NAPOLI- 
TANO, Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD, Mr. 
NOLAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. O’ROURKE, 
Mr. OWENS, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. PAS- 
CRELL, Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. 
PIERLUISI, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. 
PocAN, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, 
Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. Roy- 
BAL-ALLARD, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, 
Mr. RuSH, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Ms. LINDA T. 
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. SARBANES, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
SCHNEIDER, Mr. SCHRADER, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. SEWELL 
of Alabama, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. 
SHERMAN, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. SIRES, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. SMITH of Wash- 
ington, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. 
TITUS, Ms. TSonGAS, Mr. VAN HOL- 
LEN, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. WATERS, 
Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. WELCH, Ms. WILSON 
of Florida, and Mr. YARMUTH): 

H.R. 11. A bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to 
the Committees on Energy and Commerce, 
Education and the Workforce, Financial 
Services, and Natural Resources, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. LAMBORN: 

H.R. 326. A bill to amend the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 to establish a point of 
order to prohibit the extension of the public 
debt limit unless a concurrent resolution on 
the budget has been agreed to and is in ef- 
fect; to the Committee on Rules, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on the Budget, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ (for himself and 
Mr. TIERNEY): 

H.R. 327. A bill to establish requirements 
relating to the provision of certain products 
to the Government of Afghanistan, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed 
Services, and in addition to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ (for himself and 
Mr. QUIGLEY): 
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H.R. 328. A bill to establish a pilot program 
for the expedited disposal of Federal real 
property; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 329. A bill to amend the NICS Im- 
provement Amendments Act of 2007 to en- 
courage States to provide records to the Na- 
tional Instant Background Check System; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALVERT (for himself and Mr. 
TAKANO): 

H.R. 330. A bill to designate a Distin- 
guished Flying Cross National Memorial at 
the March Field Air Museum in Riverside, 
California; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. CALVERT (for himself and Mr. 
TAKANO): 

H.R. 331. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to permit the centralized 
reporting of veteran enrollment by certain 
groups, districts, and consortiums of edu- 
cational institutions; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHIFF (for himself, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. MORAN, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. NORTON, and Mr. 
SERRANO): 

H.R. 382. A bill to provide victims of gun 
violence access to the same civil remedies as 
are available to those injured through other 
means; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BISHOP of Georgia (for himself, 
Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Ms. BROWN 
of Florida, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. COURT- 
NEY, Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 
GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. RAHALL, 
Ms. TSONGAS, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. LAR- 
SEN of Washington, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. TIERNEY, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, and Mr. PETERSON): 

H.R. 333. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to permit retired members of 
the Armed Forces who have a service-con- 
nected disability rated less than 50 percent 
to receive concurrent payment of both re- 
tired pay and veterans’ disability compensa- 
tion, to eliminate the phase-in period for 
concurrent receipt, to extend eligibility for 
concurrent receipt to chapter 61 disability 
retirees with less than 20 years of service, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself, Mr. 
CoNAWAY, Mr. CHABOT, Mrs. MILLER 
of Michigan, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
HALL, Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. KING of Iowa, 
Mr. FARENTHOLD, and Mr. WEBER of 
Texas): 

H.R. 334. A bill to approve the Keystone XL 
pipeline project permit; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and in 
addition to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce, and Natural Resources, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BOUSTANY (for himself, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. CAPU- 
ANO, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. 
McCauL, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. MICHAUD, 
Mr. LYNCH, Mr. JONES, Mr. GRIMM, 
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Mr. NADLER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. HAR- 
PER, Mr. DINGELL, Ms. LEE of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. 
CARNEY, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, Ms. PIN- 
GREE of Maine, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. 
CASSIDY, Mr. HIMES, Mr. FLEMING, 
Mr. WALBERG, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. KING 
of New York, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkan- 
sas, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. HIG- 
GINS, and Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee): 
H.R. 335. A bill to ensure that amounts 
credited to the Harbor Maintenance Trust 
Fund are used for harbor maintenance; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure, and in addition to the Committee 
on Rules, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 


By Mr. CAPUANO (for himself, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. MCNERNEY, and Ms. 
NORTON): 


H.R. 336. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to provide penalties for coun- 
terfeiting or selling Presidential inaugura- 
tion tickets, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER: 

H.R. 337. A bill to require States to carry 
out Congressional redistricting in accord- 
ance with a process under which members of 
the public are informed of redistricting pro- 
posals and have the opportunity to partici- 
pate in the development of such proposals 
prior to their adoption, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA (for himself, 
Mr. SABLAN, Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. 
PIERLUISI): 

H.R. 338. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to include certain territories 
and possessions of the United States in the 
definition of State for the purposes of chap- 
ter 114, relating to trafficking in contraband 
cigarettes and smokeless tobacco; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia (for him- 
self, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. STOCK- 
MAN, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, and Mrs. 
BLACKBURN): 

H.R. 339. A bill to require the Bureau of Al- 
cohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives to 
make video recordings of the examination 
and testing of firearms and ammunition, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA (for himself, Mr. 
CONYERS, and Mr. CUMMINGS): 

H.R. 340. A bill to amend the Higher Edu- 
cation Opportunity Act to restrict institu- 
tions of higher education from using reve- 
nues derived from Federal educational as- 
sistance funds for advertising, marketing, or 
recruiting purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HONDA (for himself and Mr. 
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois): 

H.R. 341. A bill to facilitate nationwide 
availability of volunteer income tax assist- 
ance for low-income and underserved popu- 
lations, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUNTER (for himself, Mr. 


THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. TURNER, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. YODER, Mr. BRADY of 


Pennsylvania, Mr. CoNAWAy, Mrs. 
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HARTZLER, Mr. COBLE, Mr. CULBER- 
SON, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. Gowpy, Mr. 
KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. ROONEY, 
Mr. NUGENT, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
GRIMM, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. 
PALAZZO, and Mr. COFFMAN): 

H.R. 342. A bill to prioritize certain Gov- 
ernment obligations for continued payment 
in the event that the statutory debt limit is 
reached, to appropriate funds for the pay and 
allowances of all members of the Armed 
Forces, and for those civilian employees of 
the Department of Defense and the Coast 
Guard serving in a combat zone, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Appropriations, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 343. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to ensure that every military 
chaplain has the prerogative to close a pray- 
er outside of a religious service according to 
the dictates of the chaplain’s own con- 
science; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 

H.R. 344. A bill to restore the application 
of the Federal antitrust laws to the business 
of health insurance to protect competition 
and consumers; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 345. A bill to amend the District of Co- 
lumbia Home Rule Act to eliminate all Fed- 
erally-imposed mandates over the local 
budget process and financial management of 
the District of Columbia and the borrowing 
of money by the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. NUNNELHEE: 

H.R. 346. A bill to amend title I of the Pa- 
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act to 
ensure that the coverage offered under 
multi-State qualified health plans offered in 
Exchanges is consistent with the Federal 
abortion funding ban; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PETRI (for himself, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. HANNA, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. THOMPSON of Penn- 
sylvania, Ms. MOORE, Mr. GRIMM, and 
Ms. CASTOR of Florida): 

H.R. 347. A bill to provide, develop, and 
support 2lst century readiness initiatives 
that assist students in acquiring the skills 
necessary to think critically and solve prob- 
lems, be an effective communicator, collabo- 
rate with others, and learn to create and in- 
novate; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. RANGEL (for himself, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. BLUMENAUER, and Mr. 
McDERMOTT): 

H.R. 348. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 and the Social Security 
Act to provide for employment tax treat- 
ment of professional service businesses; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. ROBY (for herself, Mr. BON- 
NER, Mr. BACHUS, and Ms. SEWELL of 
Alabama): 

H.R. 349. A bill to amend the Food Security 
Act of 1985 with respect to maximum enroll- 
ment and eligible land in the conservation 
reserve program; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia (for 
himself, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
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DUNCAN of South Carolina, and Mr. 
MULVANEY): 

H.R. 350. A bill to repeal the Legal Services 
Corporation Act; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. 
COHEN, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. LAN- 
GEVIN, and Ms. SHEA-PORTER): 

H.J. Res. 20. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to contributions and 
expenditures with respect to elections; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Mr. 
JONES, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Mr. FARR, Mr. DEFAZIO, and Ms. LEE 
of California): 

H.J. Res. 21. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to clarify the authority of 
Congress and the States to regulate corpora- 
tions, limited liability companies or other 
corporate entities established by the laws of 
any State, the United States, or any foreign 
state; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

H.J. Res. 22. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to limit the number of con- 
secutive terms that a Member of Congress 
may serve; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. RIGELL: 

H. Con. Res. 9. Concurrent resolution pro- 
hibiting the House or Senate from adjourn- 
ing for a period of more than 5 days during 
a fiscal year unless the House involved has 
adopted a concurrent resolution on the budg- 
et for such fiscal year and has approved leg- 
islation to provide funding for the operations 
of the government for the entire fiscal year; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H. Res. 40. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
active duty military personnel who are sta- 
tioned or residing in the District of Colum- 
bia should be permitted to exercise fully 
their rights under the Second Amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H. Res. 41. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of February 12, 2013, as Dar- 
win Day and recognizing the importance of 
science in the betterment of humanity; to 
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Ms. MOORE: 

H.R. 11. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. LAMBORN: 

H.R. 326. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 2 
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By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 327. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution: The Congress shall have Power 
To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts 
and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for 
the common Defence and general Welfare of 
the United States; but all Duties, Imposts 
and Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States; 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 328. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution: The Congress shall have Power 
To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts 
and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for 
the common Defence and general Welfare of 
the United States; but all Duties, Imposts 
and Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States; 

Clause 2 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution: To borrow Money on the credit 
of the United States; 

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution: To make all Laws which shall 
be necessary and proper for carrying into 
Execution the foregoing Powers, and all 
other Powers vested by this Constitution in 
the Government of the United States, or in 
any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 329. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

By Mr. CALVERT: 

H.R. 330. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion, specifically clause 18 (relating to the 
power to make all laws necessary and proper 
for carrying out the powers vested in Con- 
gress). 

By Mr. CALVERT: 

H.R. 331. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion, specifically clause 18 (relating to the 
power to make all laws necessary and proper 
for carrying out the powers vested in Con- 
gress). 

By Mr. SCHIFF: 

H.R. 332. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Equal Access to Justice for Victims of 
Gun Violence Act is constitutionally author- 
ized under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, the 
Commerce Clause and Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18, the Necessary and Proper Clause. 
Additionally, the Preamble to the Constitu- 
tion provides support of the authority to 
enact legislation to promote the General 
Welfare. 

By Mr. BISHOP of Georgia: 

H.R. 333. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Art. I, Sect. 8, Clause 1: to provide for the 
common defense and general welfare 

Art. I, Sect. 8, Clause 12: to raise and sup- 
port Armies 

Art. I, Sect. 8, Clause 16: to provide for or- 
ganizing, arming, and disciplining, the Mili- 
tia, and for governing such Part of them as 
may be employed in the Service of the 
United States, reserving to the States re- 
spectively, the Appointment of the Officers, 
and the Authority of training the Militia ac- 
cording to the discipline prescribed by Con- 
gress 

Art. I, Sect. 8, Clause 14: The constitu- 
tional authority on which this bill rests is 
the power of Congress to make rules for the 
government and regulation of the land and 
naval forces, as enumerated in Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 14 of the United States Con- 
stitution, 

Art. I, Sect. 8, Clause 18: to make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by the Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States 
or in any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 334. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 Clause 3 

By Mr. BOUSTANY: 

H.R. 335. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 

H.R. 336. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 3, Clause 1: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have Power To lay and collect 
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay 
the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States;”’ 

Article I, Section 3, Clause 6: ‘“‘To provide 
for the Punishment of counterfeiting the Se- 
curities and current Coin of the United 
States;”’ 

By Mr. COOPER: 

H.R. 337. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

(1) The authority granted to Congress 
under Article I, Section 4 of the Constitution 
of the United States gives Congress the 
power to enact laws governing the time, 
place, and manner of elections for Members 
of the House of Representatives; and 

(2) The authority granted to Congress 
under Section 5 of the 14th Amendment to 
the Constitution gives Congress the power to 
enact laws to enforce Section 2 of such 
Amendment, which requires Representatives 
to be apportioned among the several States 
according to their number. 

By Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA: 

H.R. 338. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

“The Congress shall have Power to dispose 
of and make all needful Rules and Regula- 
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop- 
erty belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State.” 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H.R. 339. Congress has the power to enact 

this legislation pursuant to the following: 
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution that states that Congress shall 
have Power “To regulate Commerce with 
foreign Nations, and among the several 
States...” 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 340. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

U.S. Const. art. I, §1 and 8. 

By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 341. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. HUNTER: 

H.R. 342. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 9, Clause 7 of the U.S. 
Constitution sets the power of appropria- 
tions and states that ‘‘No Money shall be 
drawn from the Treasury but in Consequence 
of Appropriations made by Law .. .’’. In ad- 
dition, Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 states 
that ‘‘The Congress shall have the Power... 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States ...’’. Also, Article I, section 8 of the 
United States Constitution (clauses 12, 13, 14, 
16, and 18), grant Congress the power to raise 
and support an Army; to provide and main- 
tain a Navy; to make rules for the govern- 
ment and regulation of the land and naval 
forces; to provide for organizing, arming, and 
disciplining the militia; and to make all laws 
necessary and proper for carrying out the 
foregoing powers. 

By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 343. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle 1, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion (clauses 12, 13, 14, and 16), which grants 
Congress the power to raise and support an 
Army; to provide and maintain a Navy; to 
make rules for the government and regula- 
tion of the land and naval forces; and to pro- 
vide for organizing, arming, and disciplining 
the militia. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 

H.R. 344. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 section 8 Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 345. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 17 of section 8 of article I of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. NUNNELEE: 

H.R. 346. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution. 

By Mr. PETRI: 

H.R. 347. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. RANGEL: 

H.R. 348. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article XVI of the Constitution—Congress 
shall have power to lay and collect taxes on 
incomes. ... 
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By Mrs. ROBY: 

H.R. 349. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority on which 
this bill rests in the power of Congress in in 
the U.S. Constitution under Article 1, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 3, Commerce Clause. 

By Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia: 

H.R. 350. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18. To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department of Officer 
thereof. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN: 

H.J. Res. 20. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN: 

H.J. Res. 21. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

H.J. Res. 22. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V.—The Congress, whenever two 
thirds of both Houses shall deem it nec- 
essary, shall propose Amendments to this 
Constitution, or, on the Application of the 
Legislatures of two thirds of the several 
States, shall call a Convention for proposing 
Amendments, which, in either Case, shall be 
valid to all Intents and Purposes, as Part of 
this Constitution, when ratified by the Leg- 
islatures of three fourths of the several 
States, or by Conventions in three fourths 
thereof, as the one or the other Mode of 
Ratification may be proposed by the Con- 
gress; Provided that no Amendment which 
may be made prior to the Year One thousand 
eight hundred and eight shall in any Manner 
affect the first and fourth Clauses in the 
Ninth Section of the first Article; and that 
no State, without its Consent, shall be de- 
prived of its equal Suffrage in the Senate. 


EEE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 


H.R. 23: Mr. LONG and Mr. POMPEO. 

H.R. 24: Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. 
TIBERI, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. WOODALL, 
Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. WOLF, Mr. HARRIS, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia, Mr. MCKIN- 
LEY, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 
SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. WHIT- 
FIELD, Mr. JOYCE, and Mr. COLLINS of Geor- 
gia. 

H.R. 82: Mr. LATHAM, Mr. DEFAZIO, and Mr. 
NUNNELEE. 

H.R. 44: Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 45: Mr. SCALISE, Mr. LONG, Mr. GOH- 
MERT, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. 
LAMALFA, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
POSEY, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. FLEMING, 
Mr. MESSER, and Mr. MULVANEY. 

H.R. 61: Mr. BENTIVOLIO, Mrs. WAGNER, and 
Mr. MCINTYRE. 

H.R. 71: Mr. SABLAN. 

H.R. 106: Mr. HASTINGS of Washington and 
Mr. FORBES. 
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H.R. 107: Mr. BARTON. 
H.R. 109: Mr. BENTIVOLIO and Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah. 


H.R. 110: Ms. CHU, Ms. TITUS, and Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA. 

H.R. 111: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Ms. 
TITUS, Mr. FARR, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. 


FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 125: Ms. DELAURO. 

H.R. 129: Mr. MORAN, Mr. CAPUANO, and Ms. 
NORTON. 

H.R. 137: Mr. SERRANO, Ms. MENG, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Mr. TIERNEY, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. PIN- 
GREE of Maine, Mr. MORAN, Ms. SCHWARTZ, 
Mr. CARNEY, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. GEORGE MIL- 
LER of California, Mr. PAYNE, and Mr. BISHOP 
of New York. 

H.R. 188: Mr. SERRANO, Ms. MENG, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine, Mr. HOLT, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. DANNY 
K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. SARBANES, and Mr. 
PAYNE. 

H.R. 141: Ms. MENG, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. HOLT, 
Ms. MOORE, and Mr. SARBANES. 

H.R. 142: Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. 
HOLT, and Mr. SARBANES. 

H.R. 146: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN, Mr. ELLISON, 
and Ms. NORTON. 

H.R. 149: Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. HECK of 
Nevada, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. GOSAR, Mrs. LUM- 
MIS, and Mr. OLSON. 

H.R. 181: Mr. HANNA, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
REED, Mr. NADLER, Mr. BISHOP of New York, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. GIBSON, Ms. MENG, Mrs. 
LOWEY, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. COLLINS 
of New York, Mr. TONKO, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, 
Mrs. McCARTHY of New York, Mr. KING of 
New York, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. OWENS, Mr. MAF- 
FEI, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. JEFFRIES, 
and Mr. MEEKS. 

H.R. 182: Mr. MICHAUD. 

H.R. 196: Mr. OLSON and Mr. ROE of Ten- 
nessee. 

H.R. 207: Mr. RENACCI. 

H.R. 217: Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. 
TERRY, Mr. Ross, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. STEW- 
ARD, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. 
BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. HURT, Mr. YOUNG 
of Florida, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
MCINTYRE, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mrs. NOEM, Mr. 
COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. BARR, Mr. HOLDING, 
Mr. PETRI, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. 
WENSTRUP, Mr. MESSER, Mrs. WAGNER, and 
Mr. RIBBLE. 

H.R. 220: Mr. MARCHANT. 

H.R. 227: Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. HOLT, Ms. 
NORTON, and Ms. LEE of California. 

H.R. 233: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 

H.R. 235: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. DIN- 
GELL, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. 
YODER, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. BURGESS, and Mr. 
HANNA. 

H.R. 246: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 

H.R. 247: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. DUN- 
CAN of South Carolina, and Mr. HARRIS. 

H.R. 258: Mr. LAMBORN and Mr. WENSTRUP. 

H.R. 262: Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. FORTENBERRY, 
and Mr. PAULSEN. 

H.R. 283: Mr. FINCHER, Mr. DUNCAN of Ten- 
nessee, and Mr. CHABOT. 

H.R. 297: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. 

H.R. 301: Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. SIRES, and 
Mr. ROSKAM. 

H.R. 303: Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. HINOJOSA, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. TONKO, Mr. LOEBSACK, 
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. ScorT of Vir- 
ginia, Mr. LATHAM, Ms. HAHN, Mr. MORAN, 
Mr. Mica, Mr. RUNYAN, and Mr. MEEHAN. 
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H.R. 310: Mr. SOUTHERLAND, Mr. WEBSTER 
of Florida, Mr. BARR, and Mr. MCINTYRE. 

H.R. 311: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. 

H.R. 317: Mr. COFFMAN, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. WALDEN, and 
Mrs. BLACKburn. 

H.R. 322: Mr. CULBERSON. 

H.R. 324: Mr. BENISHEK and Mr. JONES. 

H. Res. 10: Ms. CHU. 

H. Res. 24: Mr. GIBBS, Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, and Mr. ROSKAM. 

H. Res. 31: Mr. FORTENBERRY and Ms. 
WATERS. 
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CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM- 
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM- 
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 


Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 


OFFERED BY MR. CAMP 


The provisions that warranted a referral to 
the Committee on Ways and Means in H.R. 
325, to ensure the complete and timely pay- 
ment of the obligations of the United States 
Government until May 19, 2013, and for other 
purposes, do not contain any congressional 


297 


earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited 
tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule 
XXI of the Rules of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


OFFERED BY MRS. MILLER OF MICHIGAN 


The provisions that warranted a referral to 
the Committee on House Administration in 
H.R. 325, to ensure the complete and timely 
payment of the obligations of the United 
States Government until May 19, 2013, and 
for other purposes, do not contain any con- 
gressional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or 
limited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 
of rule XXI. 
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SENATE—Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


The Senate met at 10 a.m., on the ex- 
piration of the recess, and was called to 
order by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. LEAHY). 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

O thou beginner of our yesterdays, 
mystery of our today, and the hope of 
our tomorrows, Lord, we sometimes 
take Your mercies for granted. Forgive 
us when we forget to be thankful for 
Your presence in our Nation and world. 

Thank You for the inauguration of 
our President and for this new chapter 
in our Nation’s history. Bless President 
Barack Obama. May the last words of 
King David of Israel characterize the 
leadership and legacy of his Presi- 
dency: ‘‘Those who rule over people 
must be just, ruling with Godly rev- 
erence. And they shall be as the light 
of the morning without clouds, as the 
tender grass springing out of the Earth 
by clear shining after rain.” 

We pray in Your sovereign Name. 
Amen. 


——— 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The Honorable PATRICK J. LEAHY led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 


I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


SE 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


— 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 


aE 


SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
leader remarks, if any, the Senate will 
be in a period of morning business until 
12:30 today. During that period of time, 
Senators will be permitted to speak for 
up to 10 minutes each. We will be in re- 
cess from 12:30 until 2:15 to allow for 
our weekly caucus meetings. 


EEE 
WORKING TOGETHER 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, today, with 
the inspiration of the second inaugura- 


(Legislative day of Thursday, January 3, 2013) 


tion of President Obama fresh in our 
minds, we renew our efforts to fulfill 
the promise of prosperity for every 
American. 

The theme of yesterday’s inaugura- 
tion was “Faith in America’s Future.” 
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., whose 
birth and life we also celebrated Mon- 
day, once said, ‘‘Faith is taking the 
first step even when you don’t see the 
whole staircase.” I have faith that the 
Members of the 113th Congress will 
bring this Nation closer to realizing 
the promise of prosperity. The last 
Congress was too often characterized 
by sharp political divides—divides that 
hampered efforts to foster success for 
all Americans. I am hopeful and cau- 
tiously optimistic that the 113th Con- 
gress will be characterized not by our 
divisions but by our renewed commit- 
ment to cooperation and compromise. I 
urge every woman and every man for- 
tunate enough to serve in this Chamber 
to remember that it is possible to hold 
fast to our principles while making the 
compromises necessary to move our 
country forward. 

Democrats will hold fast to the guid- 
ing principle that a strong middle 
class—and an opportunity for every 
American to enter that middle class— 
is the key to this Nation’s success. 
Democrats will stand strong—strong 
for the standard of balance. We will re- 
main resolute—resolute in the pursuit 
of fairness for all Americans, regard- 
less of where they were born or the 
color of their skin, regardless of the 
size of their bank accounts, regardless 
of their religion or sexual orientation. 

Those principles will direct our 
course as we introduce our first 10 bills 
today—a tradition we have had in the 
Senate, which is that the majority 
party introduces the first 10 bills—as 
we mend our broken immigration sys- 
tem, strengthen our schools, and re- 
build our roads and bridges, and we will 
look to those principles as we bring 
forth other measures included in those 
10 bills. Those principles will be fore- 
most in our minds as we balance the 
right to bear arms with the right for 
every child to grow up safe from gun 
violence. Those principles will be our 
North Star as we work to end wasteful 
tax loopholes and balance thoughtful 
spending reductions with revenue from 
the wealthiest among us. And those 
principles will point the way as we 
work to ensure that this country’s uni- 
formed servicemembers never struggle 
to find employment when their mili- 
tary duties end. Through every strug- 
gle and every triumph, those principles 
must be our guide. 


Not a single piece of important legis- 
lation can pass the Senate or become 
law without the votes of both Demo- 
crats and Republicans, so we will be 
willing to compromise and work with 
our colleagues across the aisle. Unfor- 
tunately, a number of bipartisan bills 
passed the Senate during the last Con- 
gress that were never acted upon by 
the House of Representatives. So this 
year the Senate will revisit some of 
those legislative priorities that passed 
on a bipartisan basis here. 


We will again take up the Violence 
Against Women Act. This is an impor- 
tant piece of legislation that is expir- 
ing. We will take up the farm bill, 
which is a revolutionary piece of legis- 
lation that would save the country up 
to $24 billion. We will again revisit his- 
torical reforms to save the U.S. Postal 
Service, and we will take up legislation 
to make whole victims of Hurricane 
Sandy. Each of these initiatives passed 
the Senate on a bipartisan basis after 
deliberation and debate during the last 
Congress but was left to languish by 
the House. 


The Senate will continue to help our 
fellow Americans recover from Hurri- 
cane Sandy before another similar dis- 
aster strikes. Hundreds of thousands of 
homes and businesses were destroyed 
in New York, New Jersey, and New 
England, and tens of thousands of 
Americans were left homeless by this 
destructive storm. We have a responsi- 
bility to aid our countrymen as they 
rebuild their lives and their commu- 
nities, as we have after terrible floods, 
fires, and storms in other parts of our 
Nation. 

Once we complete that vital legisla- 
tion, the Senate will take action to 
make this institution we all love—the 
U.S. Senate—work more effectively. 
We will consider changes to the Senate 
rules. Because this matter warrants ad- 
ditional debate, today we will follow 
the precedents set in 2005 and again in 
2011. We will reserve the right of all 
Senators to propose changes to the 
Senate rules, and we will explicitly not 
acquiesce in the carrying over of all 
the rules from the last Congress. It is 
my intention that the Senate will re- 
cess today rather than adjourn to con- 
tinue the same legislative day and 
allow this important rules discussion 
to continue later this month. I am 
hopeful and cautiously optimistic that 
the Republican leader and I will reach 
an agreement that allows the Senate to 
operate more effectively in the coming 
months. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHATZ). The Republican leader is rec- 
ognized. 


ee 


NEW BEGINNINGS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
wish to start by congratulating Presi- 
dent Obama on his inauguration. Presi- 
dential inaugurations are always a 
time for the country to come together. 
We all feel a certain pride in the event, 
and we are reminded of how fortunate 
we are to live in a Nation where we 
have the ability to choose our leaders 
freely and resolve our differences in 
peace. Inauguration Day is also a time 
for new beginnings, a chance to learn 
from the mistakes and missed opportu- 
nities of the past as we reengage in 
some vitally important debates about 
our future. 

Too often over the past 4 years, polit- 
ical considerations have trumped the 
need to put our country on a sound fi- 
nancial footing and a path to pros- 
perity. Today we should recommit our- 
selves to the task of facing up to our 
problems head-on. I understand that 
the passions of an election can some- 
times overshadow the business of gov- 
erning, but the Presidential campaign 
is now behind us, and so it is my hope 
that the President will finally be will- 
ing to do what Republicans have been 
asking him to do since his first inau- 
guration 4 years ago, and that is to 
work with us on identifying durable so- 
lutions to the problems we can only 
solve together, to put aside those 
things we know we can’t agree on and 
focus on what we can. 

We should start with spending and 
debt because if we don’t get a handle 
on that, nothing else matters. If we 
don’t work together to strengthen our 
entitlement programs, they will go 
bankrupt. Automatic cuts will be 
forced on seniors already receiving 
benefits, rendering worthless the prom- 
ises they have built their retirements 
around. It is nice to say, as the Presi- 
dent did yesterday, that these pro- 
grams free us to take the risks that 
make our country great, but if we 
don’t act to strengthen and protect 
them now, in a few years they simply 
won’t be there in their current form. 
And if we don’t work together to con- 
trol the debt, then the cost of our in- 
terest payments alone will eventually 
crowd out funding for things we all 
agree on—from defense, to infrastruc- 
ture, and assistance for those who need 
it most. In short, the debate we are 
now engaged in over the growing Fed- 
eral debt is about much more than 
numbers on a page; it is about the cost 
of inaction in terms of promises bro- 
ken, jobs lost, and dreams deferred. 
That is why there is simply no more 
time to waste. 

Over the past 4 years, while the 
President focused on reelection and too 
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many Senate Democrats focused on 
avoiding tough decisions, the debt grew 
by more than $6 trillion. We saw the 
President blast House Republicans for 
doing their job and passing a budget 
while Senate Democrats didn’t even 
propose one. Rather than work with us 
to save existing entitlements, we saw 
the President team up with Democrats 
in Congress to force through a brand 
new entitlement that will make it even 
harder to cover the cost of programs 
we already have. In short, Democrats 
have put off the hard stuff until now, 
and our problems have only gotten 
worse. 


But that was the first term. A second 
term presents the opportunity to do 
things differently, and in the Senate 
that means a return to regular order. 
Later this week the House plans to 
send the Senate a bill to address the 
debt limit in a timely manner. Once we 
get it, the Senate should quickly re- 
spond. If the Senate version is different 
from the one the House sends over, 
send it to conference. That is how 
things are supposed to work around 
here. We used to call it legislating. 


I know a lot of Democrats are afraid 
of a process that exposes their prior- 
ities, particularly on spending and 
debt. After nearly 4 years of refusing to 
pass a budget, they have only now re- 
luctantly agreed to develop a spending 
plan for the coming fiscal year. All I 
would say to that is since the revenue 
question has been settled, I am sure 
the American people are eager to see 
what other ideas Democrats might 
have to bring down our ruinous defi- 
cits. 


Let me just say that one thing Amer- 
icans will no longer tolerate is an atti- 
tude that says we can put off our work 
until the very last minute. They are 
tired of eleventh-hour deals. They are 
tired of careening from crisis to crisis, 
and so am I. 


The good news is that a return to 
regular order is the surest way to solve 
the problems we face. And I hope some 
of my friends on the other side will 
agree that there is value in this body 
actually functioning the way it was in- 
tended to. Let’s face it. The status quo 
isn’t working. The Senate isn’t func- 
tioning as it should. It has nothing to 
do with the process that has served us 
well for a very long time. But if we 
work together and strive to avoid some 
of the bad habits that have developed 
around here, I truly believe we will be 
able to achieve the kinds of solutions 
that have eluded us for the past 4 years 
and deliver some positive results for 
the people who sent us here, with time 
to spare. 

We can do better. I know my con- 
stituents expect better than what they 
have been getting from Congress in re- 
cent years, and so should we. 


Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
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MORNING BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business for de- 
bate only until 12:30 p.m., with Sen- 
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

The Senator from Indiana. 


—— 


CHALLENGES AHEAD 


Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I appre- 
ciate the remarks of the minority lead- 
er, and I think he essentially gets to 
the point all of us, in this first week 
for the 113th Congress, need to be fo- 
cused on and need to address. This is 
our first workweek back after the inau- 
guration festivities of yesterday, and I 
think it is an appropriate time for the 
Members of this body to discuss the 
challenges that lay before us over the 
next 2 years. 

The most critical and, in my opinion, 
the most pressing of these challenges is 
one we have been dealing with for the 
past 2 years and is now of even more 
critical importance, and that is the 
out-of-control government spending 
that weakens the health of our econ- 
omy, threatens the security of our 
country, and jeopardizes opportunities 
for future generations. 

When I arrived here 2 years ago, it 
was clear the American people were 
concerned about out-of-control Federal 
spending. At the beginning of the 
President’s term 4 years ago, the debt 
limit stood at $10.626 trillion plus. In 
the 4 years of that term, it has risen to 
over $16.400 trillion—nearly a $6 tril- 
lion increase. 

It is unprecedented in the history of 
our country to have such out-of-con- 
trol spending. It has resulted in our 
borrowing a very substantial amount 
of each year’s budget, which is not 
healthy whether you are a family or 
you are a business or you are a State 
government or you are the Federal 
Government. The chickens will come 
home to roost if we continue to do 
that. 

Each American’s share of our na- 
tional debt now is well over $50,000. 
That means every new baby born in 
this country instantly owes the gov- 
ernment more than $50,000. 

We have had 4 straight years of tril- 
lion-dollar deficits without a budget in 
this body. The minority leader just 
talked about that. Hopefully, we will 
finally have a budget to work off of and 
a budget for which we can look at what 
the priorities are and make tough deci- 
sions about how we spend taxpayers’ 
money. 

We currently spend over $40,000 a sec- 
ond. These are not partisan numbers, 
and this should not be a partisan issue. 
These are the facts. As our former Gov- 
ernor in Indiana, Mitch Daniels, said: 
Just do the arithmetic. This is not a 
deep philosophical or ideological issue. 
It is a matter of basic math. 
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With financial problems as great as 
these, it is my hope as we return now 
to this 118th Congress we will be able 
to address this fiscal crisis. It is the 
same hope I had 2 years ago when I 
joined the 112th Congress. As we know, 
we went through a series of efforts to 
begin to address this problem. Many of 
those were on a bipartisan basis—we 
had the Gang of 6 and then we had the 
supercommittee of 12. These were bi- 
partisan efforts. Many of us worked 
with our colleagues across the aisle to 
try to put a grand bargain together. Of 
course, the President had his own com- 
mission led by Mr. Bowles and former 
Senator Simpson. He rejected that. The 
Simpson Bowles proposal would have 
been a good blueprint upon which to 
begin our discussions. I will be talking 
some more about that and the dis- 
appointment—the extreme disappoint- 
ment—of Mr. Bowles and Mr. Simpson 
in terms of the inability of this body to 
address what has been predicted as the 
most predictable financial crisis in our 
Nation’s history. 

We went through this whole process 
of the fiscal cliff. We, unfortunately, 
had to pick the lesser of two evils in 
order to protect nearly 99 percent of 
taxpayers from drastic tax increases, 
starting with the lowest to the highest 
taxpayer. The fiscal cliff deal may have 
allowed the President to fulfill his 
campaign promise to raise taxes on 
millionaires and billionaires, but it did 
little or nothing to address excessive 
Federal spending. 

So the debate now shifts. The Presi- 
dent got his taxes. With revenue off the 
table, the debate shifts to where it 
needs to be and should have been in the 
first place; that is, addressing spending 
reductions. 

Just last week Fitch Ratings warned 
that America’s AAA credit rating is at 
risk if the Congress and the President 
increase the debt limit but fail to enact 
a “credible medium-term deficit reduc- 
tion plan.” We can expect to see more 
headlines like this if we do not come 
together and take action to deal with 
our country’s debt obligations. 

In the coming days and weeks I will 
be speaking in this Chamber and out- 
lining what I believe are rational steps 
we need to take to get our fiscal house 
in order. The easy thing to do, and the 
way Congress has operated over these 
past 2 years, is to look at our fiscal sit- 
uation and say: Well, we have more 
time; or we can deal with this after the 
next election. While I thought that was 
exactly the wrong tactic to take, that 
is what happened. There were a series 
of efforts, but each one ended up so- 
called kicking the can down the road 
or postponing the day of decision. 

This is the day of decision. This is 
the hour of decision. This is the time 
when we have to step up now and ad- 
dress our out-of-control spending. We 
have had that next election. The Presi- 
dent has been reelected for 4 years. 
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Members have been reelected. We have 
this challenge now in front of us. Con- 
tinuing with the status quo, governing 
by a crisis, and failing to address our 
spending problem must be unaccept- 
able. 

Mr. President, 2013 is the year. In 2014 
we are back in another election. We all 
know the precious 6 to 9 to 12 months 
that lay before us is the time—post- 
election, with the President’s reelec- 
tion and new Members here—this is the 
time we have to step up and address 
our debt and deficit problem. 

If we do not do so now, most experts 
who look at this, whether they are lib- 
eral or conservative, nonpartisan or 
partisan, ideological or nonideological, 
have virtually all come to the conclu- 
sion that unless we address this now in 
2013, with an election year in 2014, 2015 
will be too late. 

We have seen what is happening in 
Europe. We see what is happening in 
Japan. We see what is happening 
around the world—a world hungry for 
America to lead, to address its prob- 
lem, not by pushing it down the road, 
not through avoiding tough decisions, 
but addressing the real issue before us 
that impacts the future of this country 
and the future of generations to come. 

So now is the time, now is the hour 
of decision that we have to take to go 
forward and address this problem. As I 
said, I will be using this platform and 
others as a way to address what I be- 
lieve we need to go forward with, not 
only looking at the larger picture but 
also looking at how this government 
spends way beyond its means, spends 
money that it does not have, wastes 
money through bureaucracy and waste 
and failed efforts, tries to do more than 
it should or could or is able, and I want 
to document some of those—everything 
from the macro to the micro, from the 
absurd to the bureaucratic to the nec- 
essary tough decisions, particularly in 
regard to our entitlements that have to 
be addressed in order to preserve and 
save those programs for not only cur- 
rent beneficiaries but for future bene- 
ficiaries. 

Mr. President, I appreciate the oppor- 
tunity to begin this process, and I 
think each of us must dedicate our- 
selves to the challenge that lies before 
us. That challenge is dealing with our 
out-of-control fiscal situation, that if 
not controlled will bring this country 
down and continue this economic mal- 
aise that we are currently in. 

With that, I yield the floor and sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Mexico. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


CHANGING SENATE RULES 


Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
President, I rise today to talk about 
our efforts to change the Senate rules. 
AS we began the 113th Congress on Jan- 
uary 3, Senators MERKLEY, HARKIN, and 
I submitted a resolution to reform the 
Standing Rules of the Senate. Thirteen 
of my colleagues have signed on to co- 
sponsor our resolution. 

When we submitted the resolution, 
we agreed with the majority leader 
that it would be best to have the de- 
bate about reforming our rules after 
the inauguration. I appreciate his will- 
ingness to work with us on this impor- 
tant issue. Although we postponed the 
debate, we preserved the right of a sim- 
ple majority of this body to amend the 
rules in accordance with article 1, sec- 
tion 5 of the Constitution. 

Senate Resolution 4, our proposal to 
reform the rules, is simple, it is lim- 
ited, and it is fair. Again, we are not 
ending the filibuster. We preserved the 
rights of the minority. Here is what we 
are proposing: an end to the widespread 
abuse of silent filibusters. Instead, Sen- 
ators would be required to go to the 
floor and actually tell the American 
people why they oppose a bill or nomi- 
nee in order to maintain a filibuster. 
Debate on motions to proceed to a bill 
or to send a bill to conference would be 
limited to 2 hours. Postcloture debate 
on a nominee, other than a Justice of 
the Supreme Court, would be limited to 
2 hours rather than the current limit of 
30 hours. 

These are sensible changes. These are 
reforms we are willing to live with if 
we are in the minority, and yet we are 
warned these simple reforms will trans- 
form the very character of the Senate 
and leave the minority without a voice. 
These arguments are covers for contin- 
ued abuse of the rules. 

The reforms we propose are modest— 
some would say too modest—but they 
would discourage the excessive use of 
filibusters. The minority still has the 
right to filibuster, but not the right of 
one Senator to do so by simply picking 
up the phone, by simply making an an- 
nouncement and then going out to din- 
ner or, more likely, out to a fundraiser. 
I have listened carefully to the argu- 
ments by the other side against these 
changes. Let me say, again, we are not 
talking about taking away the rights 
of the minority, we are not talking 
about abolishing the right of debate or 
to filibuster, but there must be change. 
The abuse of the filibuster and other 
procedural rules has prevented the Sen- 
ate from doing its job. We are no longer 
the world’s greatest deliberative body. 
In fact, we barely deliberate at all. 
This does not honor this institution, 
and it does not serve the American peo- 
ple. 
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For most of our history the filibuster 
was used very sparingly, but in recent 
years what was rare has become rou- 
tine; the exception has become the 
norm. Everything is filibustered, every 
procedural step of the way, with para- 
lyzing effect. The Senate was meant to 
cool the process, not send it into a deep 
freeze. 

Since the Democratic majority came 
into the upper Chamber in 2007, the 
Senates of the 110th, 111th, and 112th 
Congresses have the three highest to- 
tals of filibusters ever recorded. Lyn- 
don Johnson faced one filibuster during 
his 6 years as Senate majority leader. 
In the same span of time HARRY REID 
has faced over 390. Lyndon Johnson, 1, 
HARRY REID, 390. Legislation is blocked 
at every turn. The result is not sur- 
prising. The Senate of the 112th Con- 
gress passed a record low 2.8 percent of 
bills introduced. That is a 66-percent 
decrease from the last Republican ma- 
jority in 2005-2006, and a 90-percent de- 
crease from the high in 1955-1956. By 
every measure, the 112th Congress was 
the most unproductive Congress in our 
history. 

My Republican colleagues have come 
to the floor and made many impas- 
sioned statements in opposition to 
amending our rules at the beginning of 
this Congress. They say the rules can 
only be changed with a two-thirds 
supermajority, as the current filibuster 
rule requires. They argue that any at- 
tempt to amend the rules by a simple 
majority is breaking the rules to 
change the rules. This is simply not 
true. The supermajority requirement 
to change Senate rules is in direct con- 
flict with the U.S. Constitution. Arti- 
cle 1, section 5 of the Constitution 
states: 

Each House may determine the Rules of its 
Proceedings, punish its Members for dis- 
orderly Behavior, and, with the Concurrence 
of two thirds, expel a Member. 

When the Framers required a super- 
majority, they explicitly said so, as 
they did for expelling a Member. On all 
other matters, such as determining the 
Chamber’s rules, a majority require- 
ment is clearly implied. There have 
been three rulings by Vice Presidents, 
sitting as President of the Senate— 
where the Presiding Officer is sitting 
today—who have ruled on the meaning 
of article 1, section 5. 

In 1957, Vice President Nixon ruled 
that: 

The right of a current majority of the Sen- 
ate at the beginning of a new Congress to 
adopt its own rules, stemming as it does 
from the Constitution itself, cannot be re- 
stricted or limited by rules adopted by a ma- 
jority of a previous Congress. 

Vice President Rockefeller and Vice 
President Humphrey made similar rul- 
ings at the beginning of later Con- 
gresses. 

The Constitution is clear, and there 
is also a longstanding common law 
principle—upheld in the Supreme 
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Court—that one legislature cannot 
bind its successors. Many of my Repub- 
lican colleagues have made the same 
argument. For example, in 2003 Senator 
JOHN CORNYN wrote in a Law Review 
article: 

Just as one Congress cannot enact a law 
that a subsequent Congress could not amend 
by majority vote, one Senate cannot enact a 
rule that a subsequent Senate could not 
amend by majority vote. Such power, after 
all, would violate the general common law 
principle that one parliament cannot bind 
another. 

So amending our rules at the begin- 
ning of a Congress is not breaking the 
rules to change the rules, it is reaffirm- 
ing that the U.S. Constitution is supe- 
rior to the Senate rules. When there is 
a conflict between them, we follow the 
Constitution. 

Some of my colleagues may believe 
that using the Constitution in this way 
would be harmful to the Senate. But 
there is an alternative. We do not have 
to reform the rules with only a major- 
ity vote. Each time the filibuster rule 
has been amended in the past, a bipar- 
tisan majority of Senators was pre- 
pared to use the constitutional option. 
But with a majority vote on the re- 
forms looming, enough Members 
agreed on a compromise and they 
passed the changes with two-thirds in 
favor. 

We could do that again. I know many 
of my Republican colleagues agree 
with me. The Senate is not working. As 
I visit with my Republican colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle, they tell 
me they are unhappy with the way 
things are. I said 2 years ago I would 
push for the same reforms at the begin- 
ning of the next Congress regardless of 
which party was in the majority. 

At the time, many people believed 
the Democrats would lose their major- 
ity. So let me be clear: If Leader 
MCCONNELL had become the new major- 
ity leader in this Congress, I would 
have asked him to work with me on 
these same reforms. 

I will say again, the proposed 
changes will reform the abuse of the 
filibuster. They will not trample the le- 
gitimate rights of the minority party. I 
am willing to live with all the changes 
we are proposing, whether I am in the 
majority or the minority. 

The other side has suggested a 
change in the rules is an affront to the 
American people. But the real affront 
would be to allow the abuse of the fili- 
buster to continue. 

We have to change the way we do 
business. We have to govern. It is time 
for us to pay attention to jobs and the 
economy and what matters to Amer- 
ican families—what they talk about 
around the kitchen table. That was the 
message that was sent us from this 
election, and we would do very well to 
listen to it. 

Under the abuse of the current rules, 
all it takes to filibuster is one Senator 
picking up the phone. That is it—does 
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not even have to go to the floor and de- 
fend it—just a phone call by one Sen- 
ator: no muss, no fuss, no inconven- 
ience, except for the American public, 
except for a nation that expects and 
needs a government that works, a gov- 
ernment that actually works together 
and finds common ground. 

Maybe some of my colleagues believe 
the Senate is working as it should, 
that everything is fine. We do not take 
that view. It is not working and it 
needs change. The American people of 
all persuasions want a government 
that actually gets something done. The 
challenges are too great, the stakes are 
too high for a government of gridlock 
to continue. 

The New York Times yesterday and 
several of the local newspapers in my 
home State have editorialized about 
moving forward with reform and how 
important that is. I ask unanimous 
consent that an editorial from the New 
York Times and an editorial from the 
New Mexican be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the New York Times, Jan. 21, 2013] 

A CHANCE TO FIX THE SENATE 

For six years, Democrats in the Senate 
have chafed at an unprecedented abuse of the 
filibuster by Republicans, who have used the 
practice to hold up nominees high and low 
and require a supermajority for virtually 
every bill. But now that they finally have an 
opportunity to end much of this delay and 
abuse, Democrats are instead considering 
only a few half-measures. 

When the Senate returns on Tuesday, it 
will still technically be in the first legisla- 
tive day of the session, which means only a 
simple majority is necessary to change the 
rules for the rest of the session. 

With the support of 51 senators, the rules 
could be changed to require a ‘‘talking fili- 
buster,” forcing those objecting to a bill to 
stand and explain their reasons, at length. 
The current practice of routinely requiring a 
60-vote majority for a bill through a silent 
objection would end, breaking the logjam 
that has made the chamber a well of ineffi- 
ciency and frustration. 

Several younger senators, led by Jeff 
Merkley of Oregon and Tom Udall of New 
Mexico, say that if pressed, a majority of the 
Senate would support their plan for the talk- 
ing filibuster. But older senators aren’t so 
sure, and have reportedly persuaded Harry 
Reid, the majority leader, to back off the 
idea. With the experience of having been in 
the minority themselves, these Democrats 
are fearful of losing a powerful tool should 
Republicans ever return to power in the 
chamber. 

That would squander a moment for change. 
Supermajorities were never intended to be a 
routine legislative barrier; they should be re- 
served for the most momentous bills, and the 
best way to make that happen is to require 
that objectors work hard for their filibuster, 
assembling a like-minded coalition and being 
forthright about their concerns rather than 
hiding in the shadows or holding up a bill 
with an e-mailed note. 

Currently there are six opportunities to fil- 
ibuster most bills, and Republicans have ex- 
ploited them all. Mr. Reid wants to reduce 
those opportunities and speed things up, pri- 
marily by ending the filibuster on motions 
to proceed to debate on bills. 
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That change alone could cut a week of 
delay on most measures. He also wants to 
curb filibusters that prevent conference com- 
mittees from meeting and that hold up some 
presidential nominations. 

A faster-moving Senate would be useful, 
but that should not be the only goal. The 
best way to end the Senate’s sorry history of 
inaction is to end the silent filibuster, forc- 
ing lawmakers to explain themselves if they 
want to block legislation supported by the 
majority. 


[From the New Mexican, Jan. 5, 2013] 
FILIBUSTER REFORM: WE NEED IT Now 


The first day of the 118th Congress took 
place last week. But fortunately, for the 
hopes of filibuster reform in the U.S. Senate, 
opening day will continue later this month, 
likely Jan. 22. It is, after all, on the opening 
day of a session that the Senate can revise 
its rules with a simple majority of 51 votes— 
and a rules revision to make it easier to do 
the people’s business is desperately needed. 

New Mexico Sen. Tom Udall, a Democrat, 
has been a leader in the efforts to reform the 
U.S. Senate, a move that should not be seen 
as partisan. Should easing the logjam of 
holds on bills and appointments help the 
Democratic majority right now, a rules 
change could assist Republicans in the fu- 
ture. In politics, no majority is permanent, 
after all. However, Udall and others—notably 
U.S. Sen. Jeff Merkley, an Oregon Demo- 
crat—are right to keep pressing for sub- 
stantive reform in how the contemplative 
Senate does its work. The problem facing the 
Senate is this: Obstructionists in the minor- 
ity have essentially made it impossible to do 
business without a supermajority. To pass 
legislation, the Senate routinely needs 60 
votes—the number that can overcome a fili- 
buster—rather than a simple majority. With 
their reform, Udall and Merkley want any 
senator who puts a hold on a bill to have to 
get up and actually filibuster. That is, talk 
and talk and talk, without stopping, so that 
the whole world sees who is gumming up the 
works. Anonymous holds would stop, wheth- 
er on legislation or appointments that re- 
quire Senate confirmation. This seems like 
common sense. A senator who wants to make 
a stand should have to stand up and tell the 
country why. 

What is common sense in flyover country 
is controversial in Washington, D.C., where 
lawmakers enjoy exercising secret holds out 
of the light of day. Even instituting the re- 
form will be difficult. Normally, changing 
Senate rules takes 67 votes; on the first day 
of Congress, though, 51 votes will do the job. 
Senate tradition—and boy, is the Senate tra- 
ditional—frowns upon changing rules with 
such a narrow margin. Doing so is called the 
‘nuclear’? option by detractors, and the 
“constitutional” option to those hoping to 
break open stifling Senate culture. In recent 
days, a different Senate rules change pack- 
age has been discussed, one proposed by 
Democratic Sen. Carl Levin of Michigan and 
Republican Sen. John McCain of Arizona and 
backed by others. We like its bipartisan ori- 
gins, but unfortunately, the senators’ pro- 
posal appears too watered down to fix grid- 
lock. It would make it tougher for the mi- 
nority to block debate, but by guaranteeing 
minority members two amendments, could 
serve up another method of killing legisla- 
tion. 

We are encouraged that Majority Leader 
Harry Reid of Nevada chose to recess, rather 
than adjourn, the Senate on its first day of 
the session, thus giving Udall and Merkley 
time to garner support for their substantive 
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rules reform. The right for a single senator 
to stand on principle, holding up legislation 
out of strong conviction, must be protected— 
and asking a politician to talk, after all, is 
no heavy penalty. What must go by the way- 
side is the ability of any senator to stall ap- 
pointments, or hold up necessary legislation, 
just because. 

When the Senate continues its first day 
later this month, we urge Majority Leader 
Reid to go for broke. Seek true reform, al- 
lowing the filibuster to remain only if sen- 
ators will stand up and speak for their posi- 
tions out loud where all can see. If need be, 
institute the reform with 51 votes. Other- 
wise, the Senate will not be able to conduct 
the essential business of the country—again. 
And whether approving Cabinet secretaries 
or ambassadors or judges, or passing nec- 
essary laws on immigration and gun control, 
the nation needs a Senate that can move leg- 
islation through in a timely, thoughtful but 
never cumbersome fashion. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Three of 
my Senate colleagues who have just 
been elected are in the Chamber. I 
think one of the best things about this 
new class of Senators who have come 
into the Senate is they have studied 
this issue, they understand this issue, 
they have been out there with the 
American people and listened to them. 
The American people are demanding 
change. 

So it is a real pleasure to see in the 
chair the Senator from Hawaii, who is 
the Presiding Officer, and on the floor 
the Senator from North Dakota and 
also the Senator from Maine. I know 
shortly we will be going into our cau- 
cus and having a very lively debate 
about which way to move forward, how 
we do reform. 

I am convinced we are going to re- 
form these rules. I hope we do it work- 
ing with our colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle. But if they will not 
come with us, we are in a position 
where we are in the majority, and we 
have to make this institution work for 
the American people. 

With that, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HEITKAMP). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, I 
am rising today to talk about the vi- 
sion we have ahead for the next 2 years 
and how this Senate can fulfill its re- 
sponsibilities under the Constitution to 
do its legislative responsibilities ad- 
dressing the big issues facing America. 

I don’t think anyone is unaware that 
for the last 2 years this Chamber has 
seen simply inaction and paralysis. It 
has been rated as one of the worst 2- 
year sessions in the history of the U.S. 
Government. 

Well, what are we going to do dif- 
ferently? How is it that we only ad- 
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dress 1 out of 24 appropriations bills 
over the last 2 years? How is it that so 
many important bills never made it to 
the floor of the Senate, bills such as 
the replacement for No Child Left Be- 
hind, which was a bipartisan vision 
that came out of committee. 

How is it that so many bills came to 
this floor to never see a final vote? 
These are bills, such as the DISCLOSE 
Act, which would have eliminated se- 
crecy in campaign donations; the 
DREAM Act, which would have hon- 
ored creating a future for those who 
know only America as their home; the 
President’s jobs package, which would 
have helped put America back to work; 
and the closing of loopholes for the big- 
gest, most wealthy oil companies. 
Those funds could be put to use reduc- 
ing our deficit or funding critical pro- 
grams for working Americans. 

On issue after issue after issue, we 
saw inaction. What we heard yesterday 
at the start of this next 2 years was a 
call from the President for action. In 
his inaugural speech he said: 

For now decisions are upon us, and we can- 
not afford delay. We cannot mistake absolut- 
ism for principle, or substitute spectacle for 
politics, or treat name-calling as reasoned 
debate. We must act, knowing that our work 
will be imperfect. We must act, knowing that 
today’s victories will be only partial. 

The President echoed, if you will, the 
thought that he brought into his first 4 
years, the urgency of now. We have big 
issues facing America, and it is time 
for the executive branch and the legis- 
lative branch to work together to ad- 
dress those issues. 

In this call for action, we must ask 
how much action can there be if we see 
more than 100 filibusters in the next 2 
years? How much action can there be if 
on every request for a vote an objec- 
tion is heard that creates a day of 
delay in this Senate? The contrast is 
enormous from the time that Lyndon 
B. Johnson was President of the Sen- 
ate. 

Lyndon B. Johnson, during 6 years of 
presiding over this body, saw one fili- 
buster. HARRY REID, in his 6 years of 
presiding over this Senate, has seen 391 
filibusters. 

Let me convey that even when we 
have the votes to end a filibuster, the 
fact that it is launched creates enor- 
mous paralysis. Imagine you are debat- 
ing a bill, and you continue debating 
through the end of the week. When you 
come in the following Monday to de- 
bate, and nobody has anything left to 
say, then someone says: I ask unani- 
mous consent that we have a final vote 
on this bill. Now, you see, we don’t 
have a previous question on this floor, 
so one has to ask unanimous consent. 
Any of the 100 Senators can weigh in 
and say no. 

When they weigh in and say no on 
that Monday, then on Tuesday a peti- 
tion is put forward with 16 Senators 
saying: Let’s have a vote on closing de- 
bate. That vote can’t happen until 
Thursday, under the rules. 
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If it is successful on a Thursday, we 
have to have 30 hours more of debate 
before we can hold the final vote. That 
takes us into Saturday. Monday 
through Saturday is lost based on an 
objection on Monday by one Senator. 

If we have 391 of these objections 
that waste a week of our time in the 
course of a 6-year period, then we basi- 
cally waste every legislative week be- 
cause there are not 391 weeks in a 6- 
year period. 

It becomes pretty simple to see why 
we only were able to get one appropria- 
tions bill done in the last 2 years, and 
why so many bills never made it to the 
floor of the Senate for consideration 
even though they were essential to re- 
storing the economic vitality of our 
Nation and putting people back to 
work. I, for one, find this absolutely 
unacceptable. 

Over our history there have been 
three basic forms of filibusters. The 
first only worked in an age when trans- 
portation didn’t work very well, and at 
any given moment there were a num- 
ber of Members who couldn’t get here 
to the floor of the Senate because they 
were traveling from their farms and 
the axle on their wagon broke or the 
train broke down or so on and so forth. 
Sometimes those journeys would take 
many weeks and things happened along 
the way. In that situation, a quorum of 
50 percent plus 1 was sometimes in 
doubt, and those seeking delay could 
say: You know what. Let’s deny a 
quorum. 

Well, that was an effective tool only 
through that period. Then, as that 
changed, folks said: You know, we have 
the respect here of hearing everyone 
out. Therefore, if I can get to the floor 
of the Senate, I may delay this Senate 
as long as I am able to speak. 

Well, it is through this effort that we 
have a number of famous filibusters, 
folks such as Strom Thurmond holding 
forth for 24 hours. We have, however, 
seen that a person can only delay the 
Senate for 24 hours. Then someone else 
can seek the floor, and you may pro- 
ceed. So that was a fairly modest strat- 
egy. 
In both the case of the denying 
quorum and in the case of speaking as 
long as you could, you had to spend 
time and energy. You had to organize, 
and it was visible before this body. It 
was visible before the reporters gath- 
ered in the balcony. Therefore, the 
American people, long before there was 
a television camera here, could see 
what you were doing, and the public 
could provide feedback on that. 

But now we come to the modern era, 
from 1970 forward, in which it has be- 
come popular to start using the objec- 
tion as an instrument of party warfare, 
the objection to a final vote. If we turn 
back before 1970, we had an overlap be- 
tween the parties of perhaps 30 Mem- 
bers. So if you had used this objection, 
you would have a good sense that you 
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would be able to get cloture. Further- 
more, there was a social contract that 
you only interrupted the workings of 
this body on an issue of deep principle. 
You only blockaded the operations of 
the Senate on an issue of profound con- 
cern to your State, not as a routine in- 
strument of party politics. 

But that has changed over the last 43 
years, since 1970 forward, and now the 
minority party can say: Let’s show 
that the majority can’t even get an 
agenda onto the floor of the Senate, 
and then let’s complain about them not 
acting. This is not a philosophy that 
serves America. It is not a philosophy 
that was embraced through the extent 
of our history. You came here with the 
responsibility to contribute in com- 
mittee, to contribute on the Senate 
floor, to try to make bills better, and 
to try to get issues addressed. You were 
not trying to paralyze this body so 
issues don’t get addressed that may be 
contained on that side. That, quite 
frankly, is an unacceptable theme that 
has started to haunt this Hall, and we 
need to do something about it. 

Indeed, if we look at the modern era 
where the parties have become so di- 
vided, we no longer see that overlap of 
30 Senators. Therefore, any minority 
group, be it the Democrats, be it the 
Republicans, has the ability to bring 
this Chamber to a halt. But is it right 
to do so? If we cannot persuade our col- 
leagues it is wrong to do so, then we 
need to change the rules of the Senate. 
We need to insist if someone is going to 
throw a shoe into the gears, if someone 
is going to blockade the ability of the 
Senate to deliberate and decide, then 
that Senator needs to take responsi- 
bility here on the floor of the Senate. 

Yes, we should get rid of the fili- 
buster on the motion to proceed. Fili- 
bustering on whether to get to a bill 
does not enhance deliberation on the 
bill itself. We should make that deci- 
sion in a crisp fashion and get on to the 
work, not waste weeks trying to decide 
if we are going to do the work of the 
people. 

Second, we should get rid of the fili- 
buster on going to a conference com- 
mittee. Both Chambers have decided. 
They have voted in favor of the bill. It 
has been passed in different forms. 
Nothing should impede getting to con- 
ference and having a negotiation. In- 
deed, out of those negotiations, even if 
starting with one Chamber having a 
dramatic view different from the other, 
there is a coming together that takes 
steps forward that both Chambers can 
agree to. So nothing should impede 
that negotiation from going forward. 
We recognize a bill can still be filibus- 
tered when it comes back from com- 
mittee, so why impede getting to the 
conference committee in the first 
place? 

We should greatly reduce the number 
of hours after we have gotten cloture 
on debate. On nominations, by the time 


303 


we vote on closing debate, our Mem- 
bers know how they are going to vote 
on that nominee. So we could have a 
final 2 hours but not a final 30 hours. 
Thirty hours is another wasted set of 
days we can ill afford. And certainly it 
makes sense to say, whenever possible, 
we should cut down that 30 hours on 
bills after we have reached cloture. We 
can do it by unanimous consent, and 
we often do that now. We can do it by 
requiring Senators to proceed to a vote 
if they do not stand and talk, but that 
is postcloture. 

Here is the thing: When 41 Senators 
say they want additional debate, they 
want to delay the decisionmaking proc- 
ess here in the Senate, they should be 
willing to stand and make their case 
before their colleagues and the Amer- 
ican people. It takes time and energy if 
you go that direction. It doesn’t be- 
come a freebie where one Senator 
spends no time, no energy, and can go 
off to dinner or on vacation while para- 
lyzing the Senate. You should have to 
spend the time and energy to be here to 
make your case. 

Not only is that important in strip- 
ping away frivolous filibusters, it also 
means the American people get to 
weigh in. I am absolutely convinced if 
we were to go back to the debate on 
the DISCLOSE Act, which stripped 
away secrecy in campaign donations, 
and we had 59 votes to close debate—we 
needed a sixtieth—if those who voted 
for additional debate, and who fled this 
Chamber fearful of making their case 
before the American people, had been 
required to stand and defend secrecy 
and foreign donations in our campaign 
system, the American people would not 
have said they were heroes but they 
were bums. They would have weighed 
in and said to their own Senators: Join 
the effort to close debate, because to 
stand in the way of a final vote over se- 
crecy in campaign donations does great 
damage to our democracy. Maybe the 
pressure and common sense of the citi- 
zens would have helped address the bit- 
ter partisanship that guides this body. 

At a minimum, the citizens of this 
Nation have the right to know what is 
happening to legislation here on floor. 
The idea it is being paralyzed by the 
secret filibuster is unacceptable, so we 
should include the talking filibuster in 
any package we bring to modify the 
rules of the Senate. 

I see my colleague from New Mexico 
has come to the floor, and he spoke 
earlier. He has put forward the vision 
that we must, at the start of every 2 
years, evaluate how the Senate is 
working, and if it has problems we need 
to pass changes in the rules to address 
those problems. 

This is not some remote concept of 
inside baseball. This is about American 
citizens having a legislature that can 
address the big issues facing our Na- 
tion. So I praise him for his leadership 
in putting this forward, which has led 
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to this day. And it is the second time. 
We were here 2 years ago making this 
case, making this argument that we 
owe it to our citizens to improve the 
workings of the Senate, and we are 
here again today. 

There is a saying about the Senate, 
that the Senate is the world’s greatest 
deliberative body. If only it were so. It 
has been, at various points in its his- 
tory, a thoughtful Chamber, a delibera- 
tive Chamber. But not today. It is driv- 
en by deep partisan differences, those 
being converted into strategies of pa- 
ralysis, that prevent deliberation. We 
must change that. It is our responsi- 
bility as Senators to change that. The 
American people expect it. Let’s make 
it so. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Mexico. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Madam 
President, I ask unanimous consent to 
engage in a colloquy with my friend, 
the Senator from Oregon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Madam 
President, once again let me say at the 
beginning it is a real pleasure to see 
my old attorney general colleague, now 
the Senator from North Dakota, HEIDI 
HEITKAMP, in the chair presiding over 
the Senate, and also to see the Senator 
from Maine, ANGUS KING, here—our 
new Senators. I think Senator 
MERKLEY would agree with this, that 
our new Senators bring an energy to 
this that we don’t necessarily have. We 
are 4 years from our last campaign. We 
ran in 2008. I love hearing their stories 
and what they have heard and how 
they have visited with people in town- 
hall meetings. 

The American people get this. I don’t 
think there is any doubt that they 
really get this. I know my colleague 
has done a number of townhalls on this 
issue. I just hope, as we have the 
chance to discuss this, both in our cau- 
cus and on the floor and with other 
Senators, that we can capture the en- 
ergy of the Senators who have arrived 
here and have been out with the people 
in their States, with their constitu- 
ents, and what they bring to this. 

But I wanted to ask the Senator be- 
cause, among many of our Senators, he 
does regular townhall meetings—and I 
have also done a number in my ca- 
reer—is this kind of rules change some- 
thing that is so arcane that people 
don’t understand it? Are they saying: 
Why are you bothering with procedure 
or do people get it? Do they get it in 
Oregon when you are in a meeting? 

Mr. MERKLEY. To my colleague 
from New Mexico, I would say they 
most adamantly get it. In fact, I had 13 
townhall meetings 2 weeks ago, in con- 
servative parts of the State, in more 
liberal parts of the State. And in every 
setting—every setting from conserv- 
ative to liberal—folks said: Please, 
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please continue this effort to address 
the filibuster and the paralysis, and 
the simple notion behind the talking 
filibuster. 

If a Senator is voting for more de- 
bate—that is to delay the workings of 
the Senate—then he or she should be 
making their case on the floor so the 
citizens get to see what is going on and 
they get to decide whether they sup- 
port it or oppose it. That idea reso- 
nates with people. It is the way folks 
think the Senate works, and they often 
think the rules that required it in the 
past have been changed so it does not 
happen now. So it is a chance I have to 
explain to them that what has changed 
is the social contract; that when people 
objected to the Senate proceeding with 
its business in the past, they wanted to 
make their views known on the Senate 
floor. They wanted to take responsi- 
bility because they realized it was a 
very high privilege to be able to delay 
the Senate and they had a responsi- 
bility to do so only for deeply prin- 
cipled or large issues and to make their 
case known. 

So I do see overwhelming support. I 
feel as though the American people are 
so far ahead of maybe our own Cham- 
ber in understanding how broken we 
are and how much it needs to be fixed. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. The Sen- 
ator made some nice comments about 
me—he was probably a little too gen- 
erous—and I wanted to also thank him 
for all the work he has done on this 
issue. He has been a passionate voice 
for change, and he and I have both 
reached out to our friends across the 
aisle and tried to get things done. 

I always bring this back to the ques- 
tion of why are we doing this. We are 
doing this so government can tackle 
the issues the American people care 
about. And I think there are two times 
in history—I am sure there are many 
others—where for me the Senate was in 
its glory days. We should always re- 
member we have that potential. We see 
little bits of light every now and then 
here, such as with the passage of a 
transportation bill or a farm bill out of 
the Senate where bipartisanship exists 
and we come together, but I wish to 
talk very briefly about two time peri- 
ods that I consider to be the glory days 
of the Senate. 

One was before the Civil War. In the 
40 years before the Civil War, the Sen- 
ate was grappling with how do we hold 
the Union together. There was tremen- 
dous discussion, and Senators such as 
Daniel Webster and John Calhoun and 
others would work with each other and 
have heated debate, but for that 40 
years before the Civil War, they held 
the country together. It was the Sen- 
ate that fashioned those compromises 
that allowed the country to stay out of 
the Civil War. They didn’t completely 
prevent it, but most people, looking at 
history, say those were some of the 
glory days of the Senate. 
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The second period was in the 1960s 
and 1970s, with Senators such as 
Muskie and Stafford and Chafee—gi- 
ants in this body—who stepped forward 
on civil rights, stepped forward on en- 
vironmental issues, stepped forward on 
the pressing issues of the time. So the 
Senate, once again in that time period, 
passed laws. 

I remember; I was a kid here in 
Washington, and my father was Sec- 
retary of the Interior, when the wilder- 
ness law, the Clean Water Act, the 
Clean Air Act, and the Environmental 
Protection Agency was set up. Those 
were big laws—big, bold laws—that 
were dealing with our problems. So 
once again, they are glory days of the 
Senate. 

I think we have that potential. As I 
see the new Senators coming in, the 
folks who were elected with us, and the 
Senators who arrived in the last 5 or 10 
years, I think we have the ability to re- 
spond in a big, bold way to the crises 
that face us. 

I know Senator MERKLEY came here 
as a young man with Senator Hatfield, 
I believe, and he saw a different Sen- 
ate. Maybe he could talk about that. 
We don’t want to stay; I know we are 
going to a caucus and we have our gen- 
erous chair here—our presiding offi- 
cer—so we don’t want to keep her up 
here too long. 

Anyway, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MERKLEY. I think my colleague 
from New Mexico is absolutely right in 
pointing out there were periods when 
the Senate really worked to face the 
big issues of America. And it wasn’t 
that there weren’t profound dif- 
ferences. There were fierce differences, 
emotional differences, deep differences, 
but folks came to this floor, they con- 
versed, they laid out their arguments 
and, ultimately, they made decisions 
about which way to go. They didn’t 
bring the attitude: Well, let’s paralyze 
this Chamber from doing anything. 
Had they done that, there would never 
have been the set of changes that ad- 
dressed significant issues in either of 
those periods. 

My colleague is right that a part of 
the reason I feel so strongly about re- 
storing the functioning of this Senate 
is that when I came here as an intern 
at age 19 for Senator Hatfield, I had the 
very good fortune to be assigned to the 
Tax Reform Act of 1976, and then I had 
the even better fortune that it came up 
on the floor of the Senate. So during 
the many days it came before the body, 
I sat up in the staff gallery and 
watched as amendment after amend- 
ment was raised and debated and voted 
on. And since in those days there was 
no camera or e-mail, the member of 
the Senate team who was responsible 
for it would run down from the staff 
gallery, intercept their Senator, and 
tell them what the issue was, what was 
said about it, what the folks back 
home thought about it, what the set of 
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motions was that had been dealt with 
on it, and so it was a legislature at 
work. And rarely, rarely, did the 
thought that anything would not be de- 
cided by 51 pass the minds of Senators. 
Again, that objection for 51 was re- 
served for very special, very rare occa- 
sions. It might happen once or twice in 
your career. 

I do feel that the conversation we 
have before us is so important that I 
thought I would put up this chart. As 
my colleague can see, this just drama- 
tizes it. It is a picture of Lyndon B. 
Johnson showing his one filibuster in 6 
years, one time that he needed to get a 
cloture motion to try to shut down de- 
bate; otherwise, there was a courtesy 
that people said what they had to say 
and then stood aside and took votes. 
And here we have HARRY REID in his 6 
years—it says ‘387 and counting.” It 
hit 391 before we completed his sixth 
year. So there is an enormous dif- 
ference. 

The work we are engaged in right 
now of trying to find a way to have 
every voice heard and then to be able 
to proceed to be accountable and trans- 
parent before the public is so impor- 
tant. 

As the Senator and I have engaged in 
this conversation, sometimes we have 
heard criticism from across the aisle 
saying: You are trying to silence the 
voice of the minority. Does the Senator 
see anything in the proposals that we 
have been advocating that in any way 
silences the voice of the minority? 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. In look- 
ing at this, I do not see anything in the 
proposals, and I think we, in working 
on this together, tried to bring a dis- 
cipline to it that said we want to pre- 
serve the best traditions of the Senate, 
we want the minority to be heard, we 
want the minority to have amend- 
ments, and we want them included in 
the process. What we don’t want is the 
tyranny of the minority. And the 
Founders talked about the tyranny of 
the minority. They talked about the 
fact that if you allowed a small minor- 
ity to govern and block the governing 
of the majority, that was the tyranny 
of the minority, and they feared that. 

So I think that when we consider this 
and we talk about the filibuster and 
our institution today, our Senate, 
where many times the Republican lead- 
er has come to the floor and said that 
it is going to take 60 votes, everything 
takes 60 votes, that isn’t the way the 
Founders designed it. The Founders ac- 
tually had very strong language for 
what they thought of supermajorities. 

Everybody remembers their history. 
The Founders came off the Articles of 
Confederation. It was a supermajority. 
It didn’t work. It was broken. So they 
only put into the Constitution in five 
places supermajorities—things such as 
expelling a Member and ratifying a 
treaty—but otherwise it was simple 
majorities. And when the history is 
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going to be written, it is hard to tell 
how this happened. But to have a lead- 
er of the Senate stand and say that ev- 
erything takes 60 votes—the Founders 
never contemplated that. When they 
adopted rule XXII in 1917, that wasn’t 
what they were trying to do, and the 
rule has actually been turned on its 
head. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, I 
would like to follow up on the last 
point Senator UDALL of New Mexico 
made about our Founders. 

I have in my hand three of the Fed- 
eralist Papers, Federalist Papers 22, 75, 
and 58. These are by Madison and Ham- 
ilton, and they explore this issue of the 
supermajority. It was a very conscious 
decision that a supermajority was not 
put into the Constitution for decisions 
of these Chambers. And the reason 
why—and they explained it more elo- 
quently—is essentially that if you take 
the path that the minority thinks is 
the right path rather than the path the 
majority thinks is the right path, then 
over time you make a series of worse 
decisions. The minority might be right 
on occasion, but most of the time the 
viewpoint brought by those rep- 
resenting the greatest number of 
States in this case or the greatest 
number of citizens on the House side is 
the path that makes sense. And they 
warned about the supermajority as an 
instrument that would bring paralysis. 
It is almost as if they could look for- 
ward 200 years to this moment and say: 
Don’t do that because you will end up 
with paralysis. 

This is from Federalist Paper No. 22 
by Alexander Hamilton. He wrote this 
in 1787, and he notes in commenting 
about the issue of a simple majority 
that ‘‘there is commonly a necessity 
for action. The public business must, in 
some way or other, go forward. If a per- 
tinacious minority can control the 
opinion of a majority, respecting the 
best mode of conducting it, the major- 
ity, in order that something may be 
done, must conform to the views of the 
minority; and thus the sense of the 
smaller number will overrule that of 
the greater, and give a tone to the na- 
tional proceedings. Hence, tedious 
delays; continual negotiation and in- 
trigue; contemptible compromises of 
the public good.” 

Let me read that last set of words 
about what Hamilton said would hap- 
pen if you had a supermajority require- 
ment in the Senate: ‘‘tedious delays; 
continual negotiation and intrigue; 
contemptible compromises of the pub- 
lic good.” I think anyone watching the 
proceedings of the Senate for the last 2 
years would say that Hamilton was 
right on the mark in that regard. And, 
of course, he was not alone. There was 
not a single Federalist Paper written 
arguing that there should be a super- 
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majority in the Senate or the House 
because of the experience that had been 
had previous to forming the strategy 
embodied in the Constitution. 

Let’s turn to James Madison. In Fed- 
eralist 58, James Madison said: 

It has been said that more than a majority 
ought to have been required for a quorum 


He goes on to discuss it in various 
views, and he said: 

Lastly, it would facilitate and foster the 
baneful practice of secessions; a practice 
which has shown itself even in States where 
a majority only is required; a practice sub- 
verslve— 

And here is the key language— 

a practice subversive of all the principles 
of order and regular government; a practice 
which leads more directly to public convul- 
sions, and the ruin of popular governments, 
than any other which has yet been displayed 
among us. 

He also made the point that we would 
end up with equitable sacrifices to the 
general weal—or general good. 

So as we turn to our conversations in 
our respective caucuses and to the dia- 
log here on the floor of the Senate, I 
ask my colleagues to search your 
hearts about our responsibility to the 
citizens of the United States of Amer- 
ica to address the big issues facing 
America, which means that we don’t 
paralyze this body in secret. If my col- 
leagues have points to make, then 
make them as was done during the pe- 
riods of great debate on the floor of the 
Senate: Make them on the floor of the 
Senate, engage in that debate, and 
when no more is to be said, when all 100 
Senators say: We have had our full 
input, then let’s make a decision. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 


EE 


RECESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:38 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem- 
bled when called to order by the Pre- 
siding Officer (Ms. BALDWIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois is recognized. 


—— 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent the period for 
morning business be extended until 4 
p.m. today and that all provisions 
under the previous order remain in ef- 
fect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBIN. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MORAN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
DEBT CEILING 


Mr. MORAN. Madam President, let 
me take a moment to welcome you to 
the Senate. I look forward to working 
with you and welcome you, coming 
from the House of Representatives to 
the Senate. 

Over the Christmas holidays most of 
our Nation was focused on what Con- 
gress would do to avoid the so-called 
fiscal cliff. What was largely missing 
from that conversation was how to ad- 
dress the much greater and more dam- 
aging problem, our growing national 
debt. 

I am not exactly sure what the defi- 
nition of fiscal cliff was. I think it had 
different meanings to different people. 
We dealt with a portion of the fiscal 
cliff, a slight delay in sequestration, 
and the consequences of the so-called 
Bush tax cuts expiring on December 31, 
but the serious problem is our national 
debt. Last year’s budget shortfall 
reached $1.1 trillion; the fourth 
straight year of trillion-dollar deficit 
spending. 

This out-of-control government 
spending has increased our national 
debt to a record $16 trillion, which is 
more than the entire U.S. economy 
produced in goods and services for the 
entire year of 2012. 

Last week Secretary Geithner let 
Congress know it will reach its bor- 
rowing limit as soon as mid-February. 
President Obama will request that Con- 
gress raise the debt ceiling once again. 
This is the fifth time that President 
Obama has requested the debt limit be 
raised to allow the Federal Govern- 
ment to borrow and spend more money. 

What is the point of even having a 
debt limit if Congress simply extends 
the Treasury’s borrowing capacity each 
time the limit is reached? While some 
may say it is irresponsible not to raise 
the debt limit, our Nation finds itself 
at a point of such indebtedness that it 
is equally as irresponsible to extend 
the debt ceiling without significant re- 
ductions in Federal spending. 

I voted against an increase to the 
debt limit 2 years ago and intend to 
vote against another increase unless 
we substantially change the way gov- 
ernment does business by reducing 
Federal spending. 

In addition to it being alleged that it 
is irresponsible not to raise the debt 
ceiling, sometimes it is suggested it is 
not compassionate to not spend money. 
Where is the compassion in spending 
money we don’t have that is being bor- 
rowed and will have to be repaid by fu- 
ture generations of Americans—our 
kids and grandkids? 

Our country is facing enormous fiscal 
challenges that, if left unchecked, will 
have a disastrous impact on the future 
of our Nation. The simple truth is that 
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government is spending more than it is 
taking in, and this pattern must not, 
and in fact cannot, continue. 

During the last 2 years alone the gov- 
ernment has spent more than $7.3 tril- 
lion and increased the Nation’s debt by 
more than $3.2 trillion. We didn’t get 
into this situation overnight. It has 
been years in the making. Our stag- 
gering national debt and deficits are 
the responsibility of many Congresses 
and Presidents from both political par- 
ties who have allowed us to live well 
beyond our means for far too long. 
Americans deserve leadership in Wash- 
ington to confront these fiscal chal- 
lenges and fight for the future of our 
Nation. However, to date, our Presi- 
dent and our Congress—this Congress— 
has failed to provide that leadership. 

We learned from the New Year’s Eve 
fiscal cliff negotiations that our work 
to tackle our debt must begin now. It 
cannot wait until the eleventh hour 
when the deadline is near and the con- 
sequences are preventable. We have all 
heard the saying that the definition of 
insanity is doing the same thing over 
and over but expecting different re- 
sults. Why should we expect our fiscal 
situation to change if we keep doing 
the same thing: raising the debt limit 
so we can borrow more money and 
spend more money? 

We know what needs to be done. It 
will just take the political courage to 
do it. Rather than wait for another 
last-minute deal that gets rushed 
through with little input from the 
American people, it is time we have an 
open and honest debate. 

I think Americans are ready for lead- 
ership that involves tough decisions. 
The President must come to the table 
with Congress and put courage and 
common sense before politics, and that 
means getting serious about our gov- 
ernment’s finances. 

One of the best ways to rein in spend- 
ing is to set a budget and live by it. No 
country, business, or family can oper- 
ate responsibly without a budget. 
Crafting a budget is one of the basic re- 
sponsibilities of Congress, but this Sen- 
ate has not passed a budget in more 
than 1,300 days. 

When a Kansas family meets the max 
on their credit card, they don’t just 
call the credit card company and ask 
them to raise their credit limit so they 
can keep on spending. No. They cut 
back on spending and change their 
budget. Washington needs to do the 
same. 

I hope the stories the Senate is going 
to address a budget are true, and I hope 
that means the Budget Committee will 
meet and—in regular order—deal with 
a budget. I am a member of the Senate 
Appropriations Committee. I hope we 
have the opportunity to do appropria- 
tions bills which matter and follow 
that budget. 

We must take serious action to ad- 
dress this fiscal cliff—the real one—of 
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$48 trillion in unfunded obligations. 
These programs, which represent prom- 
ises made by the Federal Government 
to Americans, must be kept. It is not 
about undoing Social Security or Medi- 
care or Medicaid, it is about making 
certain they are available, fiscally 
sound, and that another generation of 
Americans can receive the benefits. 

Another solution, besides the budget, 
in getting our spending back under 
control is to consider and adopt many 
of the bipartisan recommendations put 
forth by the President’s own Deficit 
Reduction Commission. The cochairs of 
that Commission have warned that if 
we fail to take swift and serious action, 
the United States faces the most pre- 
dictable economic crisis in history. Yet 
the President and Senate leadership 
has ignored these recommendations 
and continues to spend borrowed 
money without regard for the con- 
sequences. 

The President’s solution is to raise 
revenues to balance the budget, but 
those tax increases—if he got all he 
asked for—would only cover our spend- 
ing for a few weeks. The budget the 
President proposed during the 4 years 
he has been President raises taxes. 
Every budget that the President has 
proposed in the 4 years he has been in 
office has raised taxes. One would 
think maybe that means the deficit is 
going down. But, unfortunately, the 
budgets proposed by President Obama 
would raise taxes, raise spending, and 
increase debt. To me, that suggests in- 
creasing taxes is never the solution 
that results in less spending and less 
deficits but just increased taxes and 
more spending. 

History shows us that every time 
money is raised in Washington, DC, 
more money is spent by Washington, 
DC. The revenues we need to balance 
our books are not increases in taxes 
but revenues coming from a strong and 
growing economy. To turn our econ- 
omy around and put people back to 
work, Congress and the administration 
should be implementing policies that 
encourage job creation; rein in burden- 
some government regulations; replace 
our convoluted Tax Code with one that 
is fair, simple, and certain; open for- 
eign markets to American-manufac- 
tured goods and agricultural products; 
and develop a comprehensive energy 
policy. We are not immune from the 
laws of economics which face every Na- 
tion. 

The Congressional Budget Office esti- 
mates that government spending on 
health care, entitlements, Social Secu- 
rity, and interest on the national debt 
will consume 100 percent of the total 
revenues generated by the Federal Gov- 
ernment by the year 2025. That means 
the money the government spends on 
national defense, transportation, vet- 
erans’ health care, and other govern- 
ment programs will have to be bor- 
rowed and will drive us even further 
into debt. 
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The CBO issued a report last June 
which warned that unless we work to 
reduce our debt, we will face the in- 
creased probability of a sudden fiscal 
crisis that would cause investors to 
lose confidence in the government’s 
ability to manage its budget, and the 
government would thereby lose its 
ability to borrow at these affordable 
rates. 

I do not want to experience the day 
when our creditors decide we are no 
longer creditworthy and America has 
to suffer the same consequences as the 
countries that have ignored their debt 
crisis. We need to look no further than 
the current situation of many coun- 
tries in Europe to see what high levels 
of national debt will do to a country’s 
economic health. 

Last week one of the major credit 
rating agencies, Fitch, warned that 
America risks losing its AAA credit 
rating if Congress and the President 
fail to agree to a ‘‘credible medium- 
term deficit reduction plan.” Fitch’s 
warning is yet another reason we need 
to work together to put our country on 
a sustainable path for the future. We 
need to heed this warning and take 
steps now to prevent another credit 
downgrade. 

The American people expect the 
President and Members of Congress to 
confront our Nation’s challenges and 
not push them off to some future date. 
They also want their concerns and 
voices heard. The last-minute deals, 
the negotiations by a handful of people 
are very disturbing to me and to many 
Americans. 

Today I am pleased to share a new 
opportunity which gives Kansans a 
voice in the debate on how to reduce 
spending through a new Web site called 
Fight for our Future. Kansans can ac- 
cess that site from my home page and 
learn more about the government’s 
true fiscal condition. Not only can they 
share their thoughts on why we should 
cut spending, but they can also vote for 
a debt reduction proposal they think 
will be most effective. They will be 
able to add their name to a message 
that will be sent to the President and 
congressional leaders to urge us to put 
politics aside and work to save our 
country’s future. 

The debate over government spend- 
ing is often seen as one that is philo- 
sophical or simply partisan bickering. 
All my life I heard Republicans and 
Democrats argue about spending, defi- 
cits, and taxes. They think that is 
what goes on in Washington, DC. This 
time it is different. Our failure to act 
will have dramatic consequences to the 
daily lives of Americans. This is about 
whether an American can find a job, af- 
ford to make payments on their homes 
and cars, and whether their kids will 
have a bright future. 

The debt limit crisis we are facing 
now did not have to be a crisis. We 
knew the day would come when we 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


would have to deal with the con- 
sequences of living beyond our means. 
Let’s work together to solve this tre- 
mendous challenge. 

I note the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MANCHIN). The Senator from Okla- 
homa. 


Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


—— EEE 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the period for 
morning business be extended until 5 
p.m. today, and that all provisions of 
the previous order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


CLIMATE CHANGE 


Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, yester- 
day President Obama made a beautiful 
speech. I think everyone agrees that he 
is a very persuasive speaker. Although 
I didn’t agree with anything he said, it 
was said beautifully. 

I want to read one part of his speech 
because I don’t want to get it wrong. 
He said: 

We will respond to the threat of climate 
change, knowing that the failure to do so 
would betray our children and future genera- 
tions .. . The path towards sustainable en- 
ergy sources will be long and sometimes dif- 
ficult. But America cannot resist this transi- 
tion. We must lead it. We cannot cede to 
other nations the technology that will power 
new jobs and new industries. We must claim 
its promise. That’s how we will maintain our 
economic vitality and our national treasure. 

That is a direct quote which came 
out of the President’s speech, and it 
has a lot of little subliminal things in 
there that people did not pick up on, 
but I did. 

One is—and they talked about that— 
we must show the leadership. That is 
because of all the things they try to do 
to damage the economy, to destroy the 
economy, in terms of the cap-and-trade 
agenda. And all of that are things that 
other countries are just waiting for us 
to do. It is not that we are going to 
provide the leadership, and all of a sud- 
den China is going to say: Hey, they 
are doing it, so maybe we ought to do 
it. China, instead, is sitting back hop- 
ing that will happen in this country, so 
they can have all the jobs that are 
chased away from our manufacturing 
base. 

There are a few sentences the Presi- 
dent dedicated to global warming, and 
the rest of his speech could be labeled 
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as a liberal laundry list. And I think 
everyone was expecting that. 

I was not surprised that the Presi- 
dent decided to do this. All during the 
campaign and during the weeks since 
the election, the President’s extreme 
environmental base has been very 
vocal with their frustrations. 

A lot of them go back and say: At one 
time, Mr. President, you had the White 
House and you had the House and you 
had the Senate, and yet you did not 
even try to get this stuff done. They 
are talking about, of course, the cap- 
and-trade system. In fact, there is one 
good reason he did not get it done, and 
that is because the votes just are not 
there. 

They want the President to imme- 
diately regulate hydraulic fracturing, 
officially reject the permit for the Key- 
stone pipeline, advance the regulatory 
powers of the EPA to cut CO, emis- 
sions, use all of his political capital to 
push a legislative fix to climate 
change, and to kill America’s oil and 
gas industry. 

That is what was expected of him. 
And now, since he does not have to run 
for reelection, you are going to get a 
lot more than you did before. So that 
should make them happy. But it is a 
lot more rhetoric and not a lot more 
action. 

Studies done during the most recent 
debate—and that would have been the 
Waxman-Markey bill; that was the cap- 
and-trade bill just a couple years ago 
that they had; I think that might have 
been the last one we had—the esti- 
mates—this is interesting—going all 
the way back to the Kyoto treaty, they 
said, the cost, if you try to do cap and 
trade, is going to be between $300 bil- 
lion and $400 billion a year. Well, that 
is between $300 billion and $400 billion 
a year. 

I do something in my State of Okla- 
homa, and I suggest that the Presiding 
Officer may do this in his State of West 
Virginia. Every year I get the figures 
on how many families there are in my 
State of Oklahoma who file a Federal 
tax return and actually pay Federal 
taxes. Then I do the math. The way it 
works out, if you are talking about $400 
billion a year—and I have not had one 
person argue with that figure that I 
have been using for over 10 years now— 
but if you do the math, that means for 
each person in my State of Oklahoma, 
it would cost them about $3,000 a year 
to do it. The interesting part of this is, 
you do not really accomplish anything 
by doing it. 

This same agenda at the EPA, under 
authority he is claiming is under the 
Clean Water Act, has to be something 
we are going to talk about. And I do 
not have any hesitation in doing that. 

Bills such as the Waxman-Markey 
bill—and I believe Senator BOXER and 
several others have had bills—the cost 
of that being of some $400 billion a 
year, would affect industries and 
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emitters of CO. that emit 25,000 tons of 
CO2 or more a year—25,000 tons. That 
would truly be just the big emitters. 
However, the effort of this administra- 
tion—since they cannot get it passed 
through legislation—is to do it through 
regulation under the Clean Air Act. 

The Clean Air Act is specific. And the 
Clean Air Act goes after anyone who 
emits at least 250 tons of CO2. So stop 
and think about that because it is very 
difficult to try to evaluate it and deter- 
mine just how much it would cost. The 
regulations they have would force 
these facilities to receive—anyone who 
is regulated under this—EPA construc- 
tion permits, rehabilitation permits, 
monitoring devices, and install unnec- 
essary and costly technology to reduce 
CO, emissions without any cor- 
responding benefits. This would give 
the EPA a hand in everything. 

The cost of this is so great that it 
cannot be calculated. Stop and think 
about this. If the Waxman-Markey 
bill—or any of the other pieces of legis- 
lation that were called cap-and-trade 
regulations—were passed, that would 
regulate only those 25,000 tons or more 
of emissions. However, the Clean Air 
Act is 250 tons. So 25,000 tons would be 
$400 billion a year. How much would it 
be for just 250 tons? That means every 
university, every school, every hospital 
would be subject to the regulation. 
That is something they have been at- 
tempting to do for a long time. 

I have to say, there are a lot of ap- 
pointees of President Obama whom I do 
not like at all. One I do like—and I am 
sorry she is not staying—is Lisa Jack- 
son. Lisa Jackson was the Director ap- 
pointed by President Obama to be the 
Director of the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency. I found one thing really 
curious about her. While she is very 
liberal philosophically, she does not 
lie. That is all I can really ask of peo- 
ple. 

I can remember in this case, when 
they finally gave up—this is just 2 
years go. They finally gave up and said: 
We are not going to be able to pass any 
kind of a bill for cap and trade, but we 
are going to go to Copenhagen and tell 
them we are going to do it another 
way. If we cannot get a bill passed, we 
will do it through regulation. 

To do it through regulation instead 
of legislation—this is kind of in the 
weeds—you have to have an 
endangerment finding. That is what 
the law says. So Lisa Jackson was be- 
fore our committee, and I asked her a 
question. I said: Madam Administrator, 
tomorrow I am going to leave for Co- 
penhagen to be the one-man truth 
squad—because everybody has been 
over there lying to these other coun- 
tries saying we are going to pass some- 
thing over here—and I have a feeling 
that once I leave town, you are going 
to have an endangerment finding and 
do this through regulation. I could see 
her kind of smiling. I said: When you 
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do that, the regulation that you have is 
going to have to be based on science. 
That is what the law says. What 
science are you going to use? Her an- 
swer was: Well, we will use mostly the 
United Nations IPCC. 

A lot of people do not realize—I 
wrote a whole book about this—this 
thing all started way back 12 years 
ago, and it was a thing by the United 
Nations. They formed the IPCC, the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change. They are the ones who came 
up with all this stuff. So she said it is 
going to be on the IPCC. 

Well, poetic justice. It could not have 
been done better if we had planned it, 
because it was not weeks after that, it 
was days after that, that what hap- 
pened? Climategate. All of a sudden, 
they realized, through some leaked in- 
formation, that the IPCC had been 
lying all those years. 

I will mention a couple things. 

The UK Telegraph said it is the 
“worst scientific scandal of our genera- 
tion.” 

Clive Crook of the Financial Times 
said: ‘‘The stink of intellectual corrup- 
tion is overpowering.” 

IPCC prominent physicist resigns be- 
cause ‘‘Climategate was a fraud on a 
scale I have never seen.” 

Further, another U.N. scientist bails. 
U.N. IPCC coordinating author Dr. 
Phillip Lloyd calls out IPCC ‘‘fraud.’’ 
“The result is not scientific.” 

And the list goes on and on. Just stop 
and think about it. The UK Tele- 
graph—one of the biggest publications 
in the UK—saying it is the ‘‘worst sci- 
entific scandal of our generation.” 

So we now know that was the science 
they were going to use. I will always be 
appreciative of Director Jackson for 
being totally honest in her response. 

But we can guess that would be dev- 
astating and cripple the Nation and 
bankrupt our economy. We know what 
would happen. The contrast here is 
stark. On one hand, you have the Presi- 
dent saying he wants to control carbon 
for the sake of protecting our economy 
and, on the other hand, you have the 
President’s EPA embarking on a regu- 
latory crusade that potentially would 
be devastating to our economy and 
America. 

The President and the EPA have been 
working for 4 years to build a case to 
justify the need for Federal regulation 
of hydraulic fracturing. A minute ago I 
listed all the things that were in his 
speech that I think would be dev- 
astating to the economy. One is hy- 
draulic fracturing. I will bet you, 5 
years ago, if you said hydraulic frac- 
turing, people’s eyes would glass over 
and they would not know what you 
were talking about. They all know now 
because hydraulic fracturing is a proc- 
ess that is used to get oil and gas out 
of tight formations. I know quite a bit 
about it because it all started in 1949 in 
my State of Oklahoma. 
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In 1949, in Duncan, OK, we discovered 
that you could unlock these reserves 
using hydraulic fracturing. So it is 
something that has been used that way 
for over a million—a million—applica- 
tions, and the States have been regu- 
lating it and doing so quite well. Ev- 
eryone is satisfied with the way it has 
been regulated. 

There has never been a case—getting 
back to Lisa Jackson, I asked her a 
question in one of our committee hear- 
ings—and it was live with TV covering 
it—I said: Can you tell me and can you 
identify one case in a million—a mil- 
lion applications of hydraulic frac- 
turing—one case where there has been 
groundwater contamination? She said 
she could not. So there has never been 
a confirmed, documented case of 
groundwater contamination because of 
hydraulic fracturing. 

Because of these facts, the only rea- 
son for EPA regulation of hydraulic 
fracturing is to significantly limit, if 
not ban, its use. It would kill the do- 
mestic oil and gas industry, which I be- 
lieve, more often than not, that is ex- 
actly what they want. 

Well, in closing, the President’s re- 
marks yesterday were not surprising to 
me. But it did confirm the fact that 
this President is not interested in pur- 
suing an agenda that would help the 
growing segments of the economy, such 
as the oil and gas industry. 

People talk about our reliance upon 
the Middle East and people who could 
become our enemies for oil and gas. All 
we have to do is produce our own, get 
the political obstacles out of the way, 
so we can be totally independent. 

I wish to mention two things Presi- 
dent Obama has said. One, he says that 
oil and gas production during his ad- 
ministration—his 4 years—has boomed. 
This is true, but not in the public sec- 
tor. It has done so because of hydraulic 
fracturing, horizontal drilling, and all 
these technologies that have been very 
successful and have worked. He has 
made the statement over and again 
that: Well, it would not do any good if 
we opened public lands for production 
because it would take 10 years before 
that would affect the supply and the 
cost of oil and gas. 

Well, there is a guy whose name is 
Harold Hamm. Harold Hamm is argu- 
ably the most successful independent 
oil man in America today. He is from 
Enid, OK. I called him because I was 
going to be on a very liberal TV show 
and knew they were going to ask this 
question. I called him so I could docu- 
ment an answer. The statement they 
were going to make was: Well, Presi- 
dent Obama has said it would take 10 
years for that, for oil to reach the 
pumps if you opened public lands. How 
long do you think it would take? 

So I called Harold Hamm. I said: Har- 
old, you have to be accurate in re- 
sponding to this question because I am 
going to use it on national TV tonight, 
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and I am going to use your name. So I 
said: If you were to set up your rig in 
New Mexico and start drilling—you 
say: Go right now—how long would it 
take for the first barrel you brought up 
to reach the pumps? Without hesi- 
tating, he said 70 days—not 10 years, 70 
days. Then he went on and told me 
what would happen each day, how long 
it would take to go through the refin- 
ing process and reach the pumps. 

So that is just one of the things that 
has been said over and over to make 
people believe it is true. 

Let me mention a couple of things in 
winding this down. 

Richard Lindzen is from MIT. Rich- 
ard Lindzen is probably the foremost 
authority. No one has really ques- 
tioned him in the past. His statement 
was: Regulating CO, is a bureaucrat’s 
dream. If you regulate CO2, you regu- 
late life. 

That is exactly what it would be. Ev- 
eryone would fall into that regulation. 

Getting back to why—lI do not want 
people to sit around and worry about 
it—you are going to hear a lot of talk 
and the President is going to do all he 
can under regulations to try to do cap 
and trade. We found out—it took exten- 
sive research—that the President, in 
his first 4 years, has actually spent 
$68.4 billion on cap and trade, and that 
was not authorized. 

So he can do a lot of it through regu- 
lation, but it is not going to pass. The 
reason it is not going to pass is, as we 
have stated, the cost would be exten- 
sive. And what would be accom- 
plished—again, going back to when I 
asked a question of the Administrator 
of the EPA, Lisa Jackson, in another 
hearing—I said, if we were to pass any 
of the regulations, any of the legisla- 
tion, the Waxman-Markey legislation 
or any of the rest of them, would this 
reduce CO2 emissions worldwide? She 
said: No, it would not. She said: Be- 
cause the problem is not here in the 
United States. The problem is in China, 
in India, in Mexico, and other places. 

So you can carry that argument even 
further. If we were to do this in just 
the United States, if you were one of 
those who really believes that CO, 
emissions are causing all these prob- 
lems—which I do not agree with—but if 
you really believe that, it still would 
not reduce them. It would actually 
have the effect of increasing them be- 
cause aS we chase away our manufac- 
turing base—because we cannot gen- 
erate the electricity to sustain it— 
where do they go? They go to countries 
such as China and India and Mexico 
and other countries where they have 
little or no emissions regulations. 

So with that, while it sounded real 
good yesterday in his speech, and I do 
have a great deal of respect for the 
President and his persuasive abilities, I 
want people to realize, those who are 
out there recognizing that we can be- 
come independent in our energy devel- 
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opment in this country, that they are 
not going to be able to pass cap-and- 
trade any more now than they have 
failed to do so in the last 10 years. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. WAR- 
REN). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
HURRICANE SANDY 


Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 
came to the floor this afternoon to 
speak briefly about Hurricane Sandy 
and what the Senate and the House 
could and should be doing to help the 
survivors of this catastrophic disaster 
that occurred now over 3 months ago 
on the northeast coast. We from Lou- 
isiana are very familiar, unfortunately, 
with disasters. We have had quite a 
number over the past several years. 
Unfortunately, I have become an ex- 
pert on disasters. I don’t want to be, 
but I am becoming one as chair of the 
Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs Committee and as a leader from 
Louisiana. All of us, whether we are 
school board members, city council 
members, mayors, parish officials or 
Governors from Louisiana, are becom- 
ing experts on disasters because we are 
having a lot of them. 

So I came to the floor to say just a 
few things this afternoon about Hurri- 
cane Sandy. First, I wish to begin by 
saying the people of the Northeast— 
and they don’t need me to tell them 
this—have a wonderfully strong delega- 
tion in the Senate, Senators SCHUMER, 
GILLIBRAND, MENENDEZ, and LAUTEN- 
BERG. Of course, in Maryland—though 
we don’t hear much about Maryland, 
there were one or two small counties 
that were terribly affected in Mary- 
land—and Senator CARDIN and Senator 
MIKULSKI have been, day in and day 
out, working with me and with many 
others, of course, trying to fashion a 
robust and smart response to the dis- 
aster on the East Coast. 

We want it to be smart because the 
taxpayers don’t want to waste money 
on things that don’t work. Of course, 
the survivors want it to be smart be- 
cause they need us to do our best work 
now. We can’t be late and sloppy and 
bureaucratic. They have churches to 
rebuild and faith-based organizations 
to get back up and running. There are 
schools and libraries and, most impor- 
tantly, of course, their homes and their 
businesses. So this is very important 
work. 

It has been difficult because there are 
many different philosophies about how 
to tackle this. I have made my posi- 
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tions fairly clear on certain aspects 
such as offsets, et cetera. But today I 
wanted to come to the floor to just ac- 
knowledge the extraordinary work of 
the delegation—led in large measure by 
Senator SCHUMER—of Members who 
have been absolutely rolling up their 
sleeves at every meeting and trying to 
build bipartisan support, which we 
have to do in the Senate. The House 
can sometimes get away with sending 
things over here with only the Repub- 
licans voting for it and no Democrats, 
but over here we can’t get anything 
done unless it is done with all of us to- 
gether. It is just a different set of rules 
in the Senate, so we have had to work 
very hard. 

Senators SCHUMER and GILLIBRAND 
and other Members worked very hard 
to get together the necessary votes to 
get that $60 billion out of here a couple 
weeks ago. The House, of course, unfor- 
tunately, stripped away some provi- 
sions but, happily—happily—they left 
some of the best reforms we have been 
able to think of in the last 4 or 5 years 
in the bill, and that is what I wish to 
talk about today. 

I am a big believer in sending aid to 
the people in America who need it. We 
send a lot of aid overseas, and we will 
sure send a lot of aid when we rebuild 
Afghanistan and Iraq, but I am a real 
big believer in sending aid to our own 
taxpayers when their homes are flood- 
ed or tornadoes have taken out their 
area or fires have raged out of control 
or major storms have hit their area. I 
am a big believer that when people pay 
taxes all their life—middle-class fami- 
lies as well as the poor and the working 
poor, as well as the wealthy, who pay a 
lot of taxes—they deserve their govern- 
ment to respond when they are at a 
very dark moment. That is what is 
happening on the east coast, and these 
constituents and citizens of ours could 
not get this help. They need it more 
quickly. 

We are moving as fast as we can—not 
fast enough for this Senator, but hope- 
fully we can get this vote and this bill 
to the President’s desk. I know Presi- 
dent Obama will be happy to sign this 
and is eager to sign it. I wish to also 
say thank you to President Obama for 
his strong support of a robust supple- 
mental and to say how proud I am to 
have worked with his Cabinet, many of 
whom are involved in this recovery, 
and particularly the Secretary of HUD, 
who is probably one of the most able 
leaders. All the Cabinet members are 
very able, but the Secretary of HUD is 
particularly knowledgeable about re- 
building in a more coordinated fashion 
because he actually got to practice on 
us down in the gulf coast. We were kind 
of like the guinea pigs. Hopefully, we 
have worked out a lot of the problems 
and we can take all the best practices 
and lessons learned. 

But Shaun Donovan will do a great 
job leading that effort on the east 
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coast, I have no doubt, with both a 
very strong Democratic Governor and a 
very strong Republican Governor— 
Governor Christie and Governor Cuomo 
in that area—along with Mayor 
Bloomberg and Mayor Cory Booker and 
so many other small-town officials in- 
volved in the recovery. They will have 
a great friend and a knowledgeable and 
reliable partner in Secretary of HUD 
Shaun Donovan. 

But let me go into just a few things 
we were able to redesign, thinking that 
our citizens and our constituents want 
government to be leaner. They want 
government, most importantly, to be 
smarter and more efficient, and I could 
not agree more. We have tried, at least 
in the disaster recovery—when the re- 
sponse to Katrina and Rita was such a 
disaster itself—to reshape some of this 
and make it better and smarter. So we 
put some very effective and smartly 
designed programs into the Sandy sup- 
plemental. 

I want to begin by thanking my 
friend and colleague from the State of 
Mississippi, Senator COCHRAN, who 
joined me in introducing the Disaster 
Recovery Act in 2011 that contained 
many of these reforms. Our States have 
endured the same series of disasters 
and bureaucratic roadblocks to recov- 
ery over the past eight years, and we 
are determined to prevent commu- 
nities in the northeast from experi- 
encing the same inefficiency and 
waste. His contributions to the Gulf 
Coast’s recovery and the development 
of this legislation have been tremen- 
dous, and I am grateful for his partner- 
ship in this endeavor. 

I also wish to thank my House col- 
leagues, particularly Congressman 
SHUSTER, Congressman RAHALL, Con- 
gressman DENHAM, Delegate HOLMES- 
NORTON, Congressman MICA, who is the 
outgoing chair of the committee over 
there and was so instrumental in help- 
ing to fashion some of this, Congress- 
woman SLAUGHTER, Congresswoman 
LOWEY, Congressman ALEXANDER and 
Congressman RICHMOND. In particular, 
CEDRIC RICHMOND, who is from Lou- 
isiana and a dear friend, along with 
Congressman ALEXANDER, from my 
home State, were very instrumental in 
helping their colleagues—one is a Re- 
publican, one is a Democrat—kind of 
understand why it is important to have 
these reforms stay in the bill, and they 
were successful. I am very grateful to 
them for that. 

One of the things from the several 
lists of things that were in this bill— 
and that I want to put into the 
RECORD—I will just go over and high- 
light briefly. 

No. 1, in the Sandy supplemental, it 
will reauthorize two expired pilot pro- 
grams from the post-Katrina Emer- 
gency Management Reform Act that 
allowed FEMA to repair rental units as 
a cost-effective temporary housing al- 
ternative to trailers and mobile homes 
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and to utilize expedited debris removal 
procedures. 

This might not seem very interesting 
to people, unless you and your family 
are looking at living in an 8-by-16 or 8- 
by-24 trailer for the next 6 months. 
Then you are very interested. In the 
old days, when Katrina happened, all 
people were given were trailers and, in 
some instances, with formaldehyde in 
them, which made for a lovely and very 
healthy way to live for 6 months. We 
don’t want to go over the nightmares 
of what happened after Katrina and 
Rita, but we decided we had to give our 
citizens some other options besides 
trailers. So if something would happen 
in Massachusetts, Madam President, 
your Governor and your local officials 
could come together and maybe be a 
little bit creative in thinking about 
some rental repairs, where maybe peo- 
ple could move into some of the blight- 
ed properties. That would also help 
with the blight. Instead of spending 
$120,000 per trailer, maybe we could do 
a little investing in some blight reduc- 
tion and, at the same time, giving peo- 
ple a temporary place to live. So that 
is smart. I think taxpayers appreciate 
it when we try to spend their money in 
a wiser, built-to-last kind of way. That 
is what the Sandy supplemental allows. 

It also allows the State to draw down 
a portion of its hazard mitigation funds 
from FEMA in order to leverage miti- 
gation opportunities earlier in the re- 
construction process. In the old days, 
it would take 18 to 36 months for fund- 
ing to become available, in some in- 
stances, to rebuild a school. That is too 
long. Can you imagine a community 
going 3 years without even getting 
their school started? 

I realize sometimes it takes a long 
time to build things, but you don’t 
want to wait 3 years before you start. 
So the way we do it now, without 
spending any more money, is just al- 
lowing the Federal Government to 
push out some of the front money to 
the locals so they can get started on 
mitigation projects much sooner. So 
that is a very smart reform that is in- 
cluded. 

In addition, we also provide grants on 
the basis of reliable fixed estimates for 
rebuilding damaged infrastructure and 
facilities and expedited removal of 
storm debris. This approach will be 
faster, cheaper, and more effective. The 
Public assistance program as currently 
designed may be one of the most dys- 
functional programs in the entire Fed- 
eral Government and will not work for 
this disaster. Under the current ap- 
proach, initial damage estimates are 
often incomplete. Projects must be 
reversioned multiple times. Decisions 
are often not made in writing. Fre- 
quent staff turnover leads to decision 
reversals. Hundreds of meetings result 
in incalculable administrative waste. 
And it can take years for even a small 
project to be completed. And let me 
just put this in English. 
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What this means is in the old days 
when Katrina hit—and people are not 
going to believe it when I say this, but 
it is true, and I will put this in the 
RECORD so people can go find it. But in 
the old days we would have to take 
measurements and pictures of a tree to 
determine how wide the branch was be- 
cause if it was more than 3 inches you 
got reimbursed, and if it was less than 
that you didn’t. We would have to go 
take pictures of trees where the debris 
came down to try to get the paperwork 
necessary for the reimbursement. 
Those days are hopefully over with. 

We will now do kind of an estimate 
just like any normal, rational person 
would do. You know from past storms 
how much debris is usually there. You 
could sort of measure that. There are 
ways—not just subjective but objec- 
tive, like geospatial modeling, without 
having to take pictures of limbs on 
trees and measure them individually— 
which is a complete waste of time and 
wholly irrational and, of course, sur- 
vivors who are standing there without 
a house are wondering why government 
officials are going around taking pic- 
tures of shrubs. So we need to move 
past that. Hopefully, we will with some 
of this legislation. 

No. 4 codifies temporary legislative 
measures that were enacted to facili- 
tate smarter recovery, including third- 
party arbitration, eliminating pen- 
alties on alternate projects, and con- 
solidating facilities into a single 
project. This was my most important 
thing, and I would like to take a 
minute to explain it to everyone. 

A while after Katrina, which was a 
nightmare, I kept wondering why these 
project worksheets were never getting 
settled. We would send thousands of 
these worksheets to the Federal Gov- 
ernment and say: This was our library. 
We estimate it will cost $5 million to 
rebuild it. 

The Federal Government would say: 
No, we think it is $2.5 million. That is 
all we owe you. 

So I said: I can understand there 
could be a disagreement. Who resolves 
it? No one. What do you mean, no one? 
No one. It just keeps going around and 
around, and we just keep sending paper 
back. 

I said: Is there any timeline for the 
resolution? No. I said: Is there any 
third-party arbitrator? No. So we put 
in a third-party arbitrator so that if a 
project is disagreed to by the locals 
about what was there, what it looked 
like, how they should rebuild it, we 
now have a rational way to step in and 
get a decision, and it is nonnegotiable. 
You can’t appeal it. But it is better 
than not having a decision. The local 
governments really support this, and I 
am happy we could get that done. 

In addition—this was one of my fa- 
vorites—everyone would run around 
giving press conferences about how we 
were going to build smarter and 
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stronger and better, et cetera. Except 
when we looked into the law and actu- 
ally read the law, it was illegal. If you 
tried to move a police station like 10 
feet to get it out of the way of the 
river, or the land had sunk and you 
wanted to move it to higher ground, 
you would actually be penalized 25 per- 
cent because it became an alternate 
project since it wasn’t exactly the 
same. So I said: We don’t want to build 
the exact same thing. That was the 
problem to begin with. Some of our 
buildings were in places they shouldn’t 
have been. Some of our buildings were 
built with materials we should never 
have used. So why are we having to re- 
build the same old thing? 

Well, that was because that was what 
the law said. I said: Well, the law needs 
to be changed, and we are changing it. 

So I hope people, while they fuss at 
government—and I know we have a lot 
to do to get things straight—know a 
lot of thought has gone into some of 
these reforms, and they are based on 
real-life experiences on what commu- 
nities have gone through. Hopefully, 
the Northeast will benefit from this as 
we go forward. 

Let me just put a few more things in 
the RECORD. No. 5 allows families to 
use FEMA individual assistance for 
childcare expenses. 

Here is another thing we found. We 
do depend on individual citizens to re- 
build their communities. Trust me. 
The Federal Government may send a 
lot of money, but they didn’t gut 
houses. Do you know who gutted 
houses? The churches helped, the vol- 
unteers helped, and seniors. Many vet- 
erans who had fought the war in the 
“greatest generation,’ they, at 80 
years old, put on gloves and overalls 
and gutted their own houses. 

I mean take your house down to the 
studs. It is a hard thing to do. Not only 
is it physically hard, it is emotionally 
devastating. The Federal Government 
did not come in and gut people’s 
houses. We had to gut our houses by 
ourselves. 

After we sorted our debris by EPA re- 
quirements and dragged it out to the 
sidewalk and made sure it didn’t touch 
a part of the lawn—because if it did, 
they couldn’t pick it up because they 
can’t go on private property to pick up 
debris. It is a nightmare. But this is 
going to be alleviated because parents 
and grandparents need to get back to 
gut their homes. They have to have a 
place for their kids to go that is safe. 
You can’t have children running 
around in dangerous places. So people 
aren’t thinking about this in a recov- 
ery, but schools have to be up and run- 
ning, and you really should be able to 
use some of this money for daycare so 
the parents can work. Some of them 
quit their jobs to rebuild their homes. 
They lived off their savings and they 
went back to work. It is a tough situa- 
tion. 
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But I am happy, and I want to thank 
Mark Shriver, Save the Children, and 
the National Commission on Children 
and Disasters who led this initiative 
trying to help us focus on the storms of 
the future, what we could do better to 
help children to make sure their needs 
are cared for. We think about adults, 
but, of course, most of these families 
have kids, sometimes young children. 
So we have done a little bit. I wish we 
could have done more, but we nego- 
tiated the best we could, and at least 
we got the childcare provision in. 

It reduces bureaucratic waste by 
eliminating duplicative agency reviews 
for the same project and the same set 
of laws governing environmental, his- 
toric preservation, and benefit-cost re- 
quirements. It also helps the environ- 
ment by incentivizing recycling of de- 
bris. So if we can find a way to recycle 
it, then people get paid a little bit 
more as opposed to just throwing it in 
the landfills. We think that will be a 
good opportunity to try to promote 
some good technologies for recycling. 
And—this is very important—it also 
corrects a gap in current law that pro- 
hibited tribal governments from re- 
questing Federal assistance. They were 
completely prohibited under the 
former law. Really, as a matter of fair 
policy and the Federal law, tribes 
should be able to request some assist- 
ance as well, and that was corrected in 
this piece of legislation. 

It also, finally, eliminates a perverse 
incentive in the law to use high-priced 
contract labor for emergency work in- 
stead of local government employees, 
such as firefighters and police officers, 
which should save the Federal Govern- 
ment millions of dollars. 

In closing, I want to thank all of the 
different organizations that helped to 
pass this: the U.S. Conference of May- 
ors, the National League of Cities, the 
National Association of County Organi- 
zations, International Association of 
Emergency Managers, International 
Association of Firefighters, Inter- 
national Association of Fire Chiefs, 
and the Association of State Flood- 
plain Managers. 

This is not a subject that is always 
fun to talk about because when you are 
talking about it, it is a lot of suffering 
that is going on, whether it is Joplin, 
MO, or Gulfport, MS, or New Orleans, 
LA, or New York, NY, or the boardwalk 
in New Jersey. And many of those not- 
so-small beach communities are very 
highly populated. There is a lot of suf- 
fering. But it is important for us to 
try, when we can, when we see that the 
response is not what it should be, to 
take the time to push out some re- 
forms, to fix what we can fix so that 
the $60 billion that I hope we will send 
to them can be used smartly, quickly, 
and efficiently. 

I am living proof of a Senator who 
has had to literally help lead the re- 
building of the gulf coast, along with 
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my friends from Texas, Mississippi, 
Alabama, and Florida. My hometown is 
New Orleans. My brother is now the 
mayor, and he is rebuilding that city 
every day. Eighty percent of the resi- 
dential communities on the east bank 
were destroyed completely. That would 
be like 80 percent of the District of Co- 
lumbia but not Anacostia, but 80 per- 
cent—which would be the whole other 
side of DC on this side of the river— 
being uninhabitable. It is hard for peo- 
ple to get their head around that scale. 
I think Massachusetts has experienced 
some of these storms. But the scale and 
scope of the loss is just hard to get 
your head around. Even though it is 
not on the 5 o’clock news or the 6 
o’clock news or 10 o’clock news or now 
24-hour news, it is still happening. So 
this money and these reforms are im- 
portant. 

So I hope the Senate will act quickly 
this week. We may have to take up a 
few amendments from the minority. 
We have already had the debate about 
offsets, and we have decided that in the 
middle of the battle we don’t have to 
argue about who is going to pay for the 
bullets. We need to go ahead and send 
the money, and we will figure out how 
to pay for it later. We are going to pay 
for it. It is not a question of whether it 
is going to be repaid. It will be paid for. 
We should not be arguing about that 
while the water is rising or while peo- 
ple are gutting their homes or wor- 
shiping in tents along the beach. They 
need their churches back, they need 
their communities back, and we need 
to send them money and the smarter 
tools to help them with the recovery. 

So I again thank so many colleagues 
for helping with this, particularly Sen- 
ator Lieberman and Senator COLLINS, 
who led a lot of these efforts through 
their leadership of the Homeland Secu- 
rity Committee and spent a significant 
amount of time along with their staff 
reviewing and helping to improve this 
legislation, as well as my colleagues on 
the Appropriations Committee on 
Homeland Security. 


EE 


EXTENSIONS OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent the period of 
morning business be extended until 6 
p.m. today, and that all provisions of 
the previous order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DON- 
NELLY). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 
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MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi- 
ness, with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


a 


REMEMBERING DANIEL K. INOUYE 


Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
deeply miss my friend Danny Inouye. 

Danny Inouye’s passing leaves a huge 
void in the Senate and for me person- 
ally, as I have lost a dear friend, and 
now being the sole U.S. Senator to 
have served in World War II is a lone- 
some post—especially after losing the 
presence of a Medal of Honor winner. 

Danny was not only a great Senator 
for his constituents, but also the most 
popular among his Senate colleagues. 
He exemplified what it means to serve 
and represented the very best qualities 
of our country. Whether in the Army or 
as Hawaii’s representative in Wash- 
ington since the State’s birth, he 
worked tirelessly to do right by every 
Hawaiian and every American. 

Danny volunteered to serve in the 
Army’s 442nd Regimental Combat 
Team, which was almost entirely made 
up of Nisei, or people of Japanese de- 
scent born in the United States. Al- 
though its members faced discrimina- 
tion at home and many of their fami- 
lies were in internment camps, the 
442nd is widely acknowledged as the 
most decorated infantry unit in the 
history of the U.S. Army. All of us who 
served admired the courage and her- 
oism Danny displayed on the battle- 
field especially in San Terenzo, Italy 
when 4 days before the war’s end, he 
lost his arm in battle, earning a Purple 
Heart. 

When Danny first joined the Senate 
in 1962, World War II veterans were 
common in our chamber and, over the 
past five decades, the Senators who 
served in World War II have shared a 
bond that overcame partisan politics. 
But I am now the last of that group 
and I will continue to look to Danny’s 
example to bring colleagues together 
to do what is right for all Americans. 

Danny and I partnered together time 
and time again on the Appropriations 
Committee to write legislation that 
has made America safer and healthier 
for our families. I will always be espe- 
cially thankful for his help in crafting 
relief bills for New Jersey in our times 
of need after Hurricane Irene and 
Superstorm Sandy. In fact, his last 
piece of legislation in the Senate was 
one to provide relief to those affected 
by Sandy. 

But perhaps Danny’s defining quality 
was this—in a time and profession that 
increasingly rewards grandstanding 
and grasping for the spotlight, Danny 
served with intelligence, grace and hu- 
mility. And while he was always a 
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humble and quiet leader, when Danny 
spoke other Senators listened closely 
and took his words to heart. His voice 
never wavered when it came to advo- 
cating for an America that leaves no 
one behind. 

He was a giant in the Senate, and we 
will never forget the legacy he leaves 
behind. As the last World War II vet- 
eran in the Senate, I promise to always 
do whatever I can to uphold his com- 
mitment to service and love of coun- 
try. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I am 
proud to join my colleagues in remem- 
bering our friend and colleague Senator 
Daniel Inouye. Dan Inouye dedicated 
his life to Hawaii and represented Ha- 
waii from when it achieved statehood 
until his death. 

Senator Inouye was respected and 
loved by members of both parties and 
both chambers. He was the last Sen- 
ator to serve with both Everett Dirk- 
sen and Richard Russell. Senator 
Inouye learned early the importance of 
doing something for the good of the 
Nation and the good of the Senate, as 
well as the importance of personal re- 
lationships and trust among col- 
leagues. For Dan Inouye, his word was 
his bond and that applied to Democrats 
and Republicans alike. He became the 
chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, the Senate President Pro-Tem- 
pore, was the second longest serving 
Senator in history and served on spe- 
cial committees investigating the Wa- 
tergate and Iran Contra scandals. At 
the time of his death, he had long be- 
come a Senate giant in his own right. 

Long before reaching the Senate, Dan 
Inouye was an American hero. Enlist- 
ing in the Army after the bombing of 
Pearl Harbor, he served in Europe earn- 
ing a Bronze Star, Purple Heart and 
Distinguished Service Cross for helping 
his fellow soldiers while suffering ter- 
rible injuries. Later in life, President 
Clinton would confer upon him the 
Medal of Honor. 

His moral character and life experi- 
ences made Senator Inouye a leader on 
many of the pressing issues of the day 
from civil rights to veterans benefits 
and from health care to helping people 
with disabilities. Through his position 
on the Appropriations Committee, Sen- 
ator Inouye was able to direct funding 
to important projects and research 
that helped bring about important ad- 
vancements as well as simply help peo- 
ple. 

Dan Inouye was also a strong sup- 
porter of Israel and the Jewish commu- 
nity. From his advocacy on behalf of 
Holocaust survivors, to his efforts to 
help free Jews from the former Soviet 
Union to his influential role in secur- 
ing funding for Israel, Senator Inouye 
was a tireless friend and advocate. He 
was given the nickname ‘‘Trumpeldor”’ 
after a Zionist hero, Joseph 
Trumpeldor. 

In closing, I am reminded of a quote 
used to eulogize Daniel Webster that 
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President Nixon used when eulogizing 
Everett Dirksen, ‘‘Our great men are 
the common property of the country.” 
Senator Inouye was indeed a great man 
and our country is better off today for 
his commitment, his conscience and 
his years of dedicated service. 


Ee 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


EE 
EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


Ee 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
RECEIVED DURING RECESS 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 3, 2013, the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, on January 4, 
2013, during the recess of the Senate, 
received a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing that the 
Speaker had signed the following en- 
rolled bill: 

H.R. 41. An act to temporarily increase the 
borrowing authority of the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency for carrying out 
the National Flood Insurance Program. 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 3, 2013, the en- 
rolled bill was subsequently signed on 
January 4, 2013 by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 


——— EE 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 10:03 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 152. An act making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2018, to improve and streamline 
disaster assistance for Hurricane Sandy, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 219. An act to improve and streamline 
disaster assistance for Hurricane Sandy, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Senate Concurrent Resolu- 
tion 2, 113th Congress, and the order of 
the House of January 3, 2018, the 
Speaker appoints the following Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives to 
the Joint Congressional Committee on 
Inaugural Ceremonies: Mr. BOEHNER of 
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Ohio, Mr. CANTOR of Virginia, and Ms. 
PELOSI of California. 

The message further announced that 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 1928a, and the 
order of the House of January 3, 2013, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
member on the part of the House of 
Representatives to the United States 
Group of the NATO Parliamentary As- 
sembly: Mr. TURNER of Ohio, Chairman. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 3003, and the 
order of the House of January 3, 2018, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
member on the part of the House of 
Representatives to the Commission on 
Security and Cooperation in Europe: 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Co-Chairman. 


EE 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bills were read the first 
time: 

H.R. 152. An act making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2013, and for other purposes. 

S. 47. A bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 


EC-2. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Fluroxypyr; Pesticide Tolerances” 
(FRL No. 9371-1) received during recess of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on January 9, 2018; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 

EC-3. A communication from the Director 
of Defense Procurement and Acquisition Pol- 
icy, Department of Defense, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Defense Federal Acquisition Regulation 
Supplement; Contracting Activity Updates” 
((RIN0750-A H81) (DFARS Case 2012-D045)) re- 
ceived during recess of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 9, 2013; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

EC-4. A communication from the Director 
of Defense Procurement and Acquisition Pol- 
icy, Department of Defense, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Defense Federal Acquisition Regulation 
Supplement; Definition of Cost or Pricing 
Data” ((RIN0750-AH49) (DFARS Case 2011- 
D040)) received during recess of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 9, 2013; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC-5. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on 
the approved retirement of Lieutenant Gen- 
eral Patrick J. O’Reilly, United States 
Army, and his advancement to the grade of 
lieutenant general on the retired list; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-6. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readi- 
ness), transmitting the report of four (4) offi- 
cers authorized to wear the insignia of the 
grade of major general and brigadier general, 
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as indicated, in accordance with title 10, 
United States Code, section 777; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC-7. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readi- 
ness), transmitting the report of three (8) of- 
ficers authorized to wear the insignia of the 
grade of major general and brigadier general, 
as indicated, in accordance with title 10, 
United States Code, section 777; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC-8. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Final Flood Elevation Deter- 
minations” ((44 CFR part 67) (Docket No. 
FEMA-2012-0003)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 3, 
2013;to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-9. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Changes in Flood Elevation 
Determinations” ((44 CFR part 65) (Docket 
No. FEMA-~2012-0003)) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 3, 
2013; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-10. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Final Flood Elevation Deter- 
minations” ((44 CFR part 67) (Docket No. 
FEMA-2012-0003)) received during recess of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on January 7, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-11. A communication from the Regu- 
latory Specialist, Office of the Comptroller 
of the Currency, Department of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Rules of Practice and 
Procedure; Rules of Practice and Procedure 
in Adjudicatory Proceedings; Civil Money 
Penalty Inflation Adjustments’? (RIN1557-— 
AD61) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 3, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-12. A communication from the Regu- 
latory Specialist, Office of the Comptroller 
of the Currency, Department of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Lending Limits” 
(RIN1557-AD59) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 3, 2013; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC-18. A communication from the Regu- 
latory Specialist, Office of the Comptroller 
of the Currency, Department of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Community Rein- 
vestment Act Regulations’? (RIN1557-AD60) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 3, 2013; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-14. A communication from the Acting 
Secretary of the Federal Trade Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel- 
ative to the steps that the Federal Trade 
Commission has taken over the previous 
years to ensure compliance by payment card 
network companies with section 1075 of 
Dodd-Frank regulations promulgated there- 
under; to the Committee on Banking, Hous- 
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-15. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu- 
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ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the continuation of the national emergency 
that was declared in Executive Order 13396 
on February 7, 2006, with respect to Cote 
dIvoire; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 


EC-16. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report entitled ‘‘2012 Annual Report to Con- 
gress on Human Capital Planning”; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 


EC-17. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel for Legislation, Regula- 
tion and Energy Efficiency, Department of 
Energy, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port entitled ‘‘Energy Conservation Pro- 
gram: Certification of Commercial and In- 
dustrial HVAC, Refrigeration and Water 
Heating Equipment” (RIN1904-AC90) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 8, 2013; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 


EC-18. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel for Legislation, Regula- 
tion and Energy Efficiency, Department of 
Energy, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port entitled ‘‘Energy Conservation Program 
for Consumer Products: Test Procedures for 
Residential Furnaces and Boilers (Standby 
Mode and Off Mode)’ (RIN1904-AC44) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 3, 2013; to the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources. 


EC-19. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, an annual report relative to the Stra- 
tegic Petroleum Reserve for calendar year 
2011; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 


EC-20. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Colorado; 
Revisions to New Source Review Rules” 
(FRL No. 9762-5) received during recess of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on January 9, 2018; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 


EC-21. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans and Designation of Areas 
for Air Quality Planning Purposes; New 
Hampshire; Redesignation of the Southern 
New Hampshire 1997 8-hour Ozone Nonattain- 
ment Area” (FRL No. 9768-7) received during 
recess of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 9, 2013; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 


EC-22. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of State 
Implementation Plans; State of Utah; 
Smoke Management Requirements for Man- 
datory Class I Areas under 40 CFR 51.309” 
(FRL No. 9636-6) received during recess of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on January 9, 2018; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 
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EC-23. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘National Emission Standards for Haz- 
ardous Air Pollutants for Major Sources: In- 
dustrial, Commercial, and Institutional Boil- 
ers and Process Heaters” (FRL No. 9676-8) re- 
ceived during recess of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 9, 2013; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-24. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘National Ambient Air Quality Stand- 
ards for Particulate Matter” (FRL No. 9761- 
8) received during recess of the Senate in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 9, 2013; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-25. A communication from the Director 
of Congressional Affairs, Office of Nuclear 
Reactor Regulation, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Regulatory 
Guide 4.22: ‘Decommissioning Planning Dur- 
ing Operations’’’ (RIN3150-AI55) received 
during recess of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 9, 
2013; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-26. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Treasury Inflation- 
Protected Securities Issued at a Premium; 
Bond Premium Carryforward”’ (RIN1545-BK45 
and RIN1545-BL29) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 4, 
2013; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-27. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Disclosure or Use 
of Information by Preparers of Returns” 
(RIN1545-BI85) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 4, 2013; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-28. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘Employee Plans 
Compliance Resolution System” (Revenue 
Procedure 2013-12) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 4, 
2013; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-29. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Bureau of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the semiannual report on the contin- 
ued compliance of Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, 
Moldova, the Russian Federation, 
Tajikistan, and Uzbekistan with the 1974 
Trade Act’s freedom of emigration provi- 
sions, as required under the Jackson-Vanik 
Amendment; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-30. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, certification of 
proposed issuance of a manufacturing license 
agreement pursuant to section 36(d) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (Transmittal No. 
DDTC 12-120); to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

EC-31. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, certification of 
proposed issuance of an export license pursu- 
ant to section 36(c) of the Arms Export Con- 
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trol Act (Transmittal No. DDTC 12-164); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-32. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, certification of 
proposed issuance of an export license pursu- 
ant to section 36(c) of the Arms Export Con- 
trol Act (Transmittal No. DDTC 12-155); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-33. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, certification of 
proposed issuance of an export license pursu- 
ant to sections 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms 
Export Control Act (Transmittal No. DDTC 
12-153); to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

EC-34. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, certification of 
proposed issuance of an export license pursu- 
ant to section 36(c) of the Arms Export Con- 
trol Act (Transmittal No. DDTC 12-174); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-35. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, certification of 
proposed issuance of an export license pursu- 
ant to section 36(c) of the Arms Export Con- 
trol Act (Transmittal No. DDTC 12-142); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-36. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, certification of 
proposed issuance of an export license pursu- 
ant to section 36(c) of the Arms Export Con- 
trol Act (Transmittal No. DDTC 12-159); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-37. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the International 
Labor Organization Recommendations con- 
cerning National Floors of Social Protection 
(No. 202), adopted by the 101st session of the 
International Labor Conference at Geneva; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-38. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to amendment to parts 
120 and 126 of the International Traffic in 
Arms Regulations (ITAR); to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

EC-39. A communication from the Acting 
Secretary of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report relative to the export to 
the People’s Republic of China of an item not 
detrimental to the U.S. space launch indus- 
try; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-40. A communication from the Director 
of the Office of Standards, Regulations, and 
Variances, Mine Safety and Health Adminis- 
tration, Department of Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Criteria and Procedures for Proposed As- 
sessment of Civil Penalties; Inflation Adjust- 
ment’’ (RIN1219-AB81) received during recess 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 7, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-41. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Labor, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the 2012 report (covering trade in cal- 
endar year 2011) relative to the impact of the 
Andean Trade Preference Act on U.S. trade 
and employment; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

EC-42. A communication from the Admin- 
istrator of the Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services Administration, Department 
of Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to the cer- 
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tification that the Department of Homeland 
Security has developed a plan for achieving a 
drug-free workplace; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-43. A communication from the Asso- 
ciate General Counsel for General Law, De- 
partment of Homeland Security, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to a 
vacancy in the position of Under Secretary, 
Office of Intelligence and Analysis, Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security, received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 2, 2013; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-44. A communication from the Deputy 
Director, Office of Management and Budget, 
Executive Office of the President, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Sta- 
tistical Programs of the United States Gov- 
ernment: Fiscal Year 2013’; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-45. A communication from the Acting 
Chief Privacy and Civil Liberties Officer, Of- 
fice of Privacy and Civil Liberties, Depart- 
ment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Exemption 
of Privacy Act System of Records of the De- 
partment of Justice, Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation (FBI) ‘FBI Data Warehouse Sys- 
tem, (JUSTICE/FBI-022)’’’ (CPCLO Order No. 
014-2021) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 3, 2013; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC-46. A communication from the Sec- 
retary, Judicial Conference of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to the continuing need for 
bankruptcy judgeships; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

EC-47. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the United States Commission on 
Civil Rights, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
a report relative to the United States Com- 
mission on Civil Rights renewing the charter 
of its federal advisory committees; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC-48. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Attorney General, Office of Legis- 
lative Affairs, Department of Justice, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the Annual Report 
of the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delin- 
quency Prevention for 2010; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

EC-49. A communication from the Prin- 
cipal Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Of- 
fice of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
Justice, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
annual report from the Attorney General to 
Congress relative to the Uniformed and Over- 
seas Citizens Absentee Voting Act; to the 
Committee on Rules and Administration. 

EC-50. A communication from the Deputy 
General Counsel, Veterans Health Adminis- 
tration, Department of Veterans Affairs, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Copayments for Medications 
in 2013’? (RIN2900-A058) received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 8, 2013; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

EC-51. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-486, ‘‘Pedestrian and Bicyclist 
Protection Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-52. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-487, ‘‘Driver Privacy Protec- 
tion Amendment Act of 2012’; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 
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EC-53. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-489, ‘‘Comprehensive Impaired 
Driving and Alcohol Testing Program 
Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

Ec-54. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-490, ‘‘District Department of 
Transportation Accessible Vehicles Fund 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-55. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-491, ‘‘Classroom Animal for 
Educational Purposes Clarification Tem- 
porary Amendment Act of 2012”; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-56. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-512, “District of Columbia Of- 
ficial Code Title 29 Technical and Harmo- 
nizing Amendments Act of 2012”; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-57. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-513, ‘‘Technology Sector En- 
hancement Act of 2012”; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-58. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-514, “District Department of 
Transportation Parking Meter Fund Estab- 
lishment Temporary Amendment Act of 
2012”; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-59. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-515, “Reckless Driving Tem- 
porary Amendment Act of 2012”; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-60. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-516, ‘‘Allen Chapel A.M.E. 
Senior Residential Rental Project Property 
Tax Exemption Clarification Temporary Act 
of 2012”; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-61. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-517, ‘‘Extension of Time to 
Dispose of the Eastern Avenue Property 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-62. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-518, ‘‘Extension of Time to 
Dispose of the Strand Theater Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-63. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-519, ‘‘General Obligation 
Bonds and Bond Anticipation Notes for Fis- 
cal Years 2013-2018 Authorization Temporary 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Act of 2012”; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

Ec-64. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-520, ‘‘Processing Sales Tax 
Clarifying Temporary Amendment Act of 
2012”; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-65. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-521, “Income Tax Withholding 
Statements Electronic Submission Tem- 
porary Act of 2012’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-66. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-522, ‘‘Clarification of Personal 
Property Tax Revenue Reporting Temporary 
Act of 2012”; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-67. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-523, “Temporary Assistance 
for Needy Families Time Delay Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2012’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-68. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-524, ‘‘Metropolitan Wash- 
ington Airports Authority Amendment Act 
of 2012”; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-69. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-5384, “Employee Transpor- 
tation Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 


——— 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. LEAHY, 


Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. SCHATZ, 
Mr. BROWN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
Coons, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 


BLUMENTHAL, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 1. A bill to reform America’s broken im- 
migration system; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mr. BROWN, Mr. Coons, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. LAUTEN- 
BERG, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. BOXER, 
Mr. MURPHY, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. 
LEVIN, and Mr. ROCKEFELLER): 

S. 2. A bill to reduce violence and protect 
the citizens of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. HARKIN, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. MURRAY, Ms. MI- 
KULSKI, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mr. COONS, Mrs. GILLI- 
BRAND, Mr. BROWN, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. 
ScHATZ, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. MENENDEZ, 
Ms. CANTWELL, and Mr. LEVIN): 

S. 3. A bill to improve education and pro- 
vide all students in the United States with 
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the opportunity to succeed; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 
By Mr. REID (for himself, Mrs. BOXER, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mr. HARKIN, Mrs. QILLI- 
BRAND, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR, and Mr. Coons): 

S. 4. A bill to create jobs and strengthen 
our economy by rebuilding our Nation’s in- 
frastructure; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. STABENOW, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. UDALL of New Mex- 
ico, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. BROWN, 
Mr. TESTER, Mr. Coons, Mr. WHITE- 
HOUSE, Mr. Baucus, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. 
BEGICH, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. ROCKEFELLER, and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 5. A bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. SAND- 
ERS, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
UDALL of New Mexico, Mr. BAUCUS, 
Mr. BROWN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. TESTER, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. WARNER, Mr. 
CARDIN, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. 
CASEY, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. NELSON, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. Coons, Mr. LEVIN, 
and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 6. A bill to reauthorize the VOW to Hire 
Heroes Act of 2011, to provide assistance to 
small businesses owned by veterans, to im- 
prove enforcement of employment and reem- 
ployment rights of members of the uni- 
formed services, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. REID (for himself, Mrs. BOXER, 
Mr. WYDEN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. SCHU- 
MER, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. CARPER, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. SAND- 
ERS, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. COONS, 
Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. CANT- 
WELL, and Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 7. A bill to improve the resilience of the 
United States to extreme weather events and 
to prevent the worsening of extreme weather 
conditions; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 


LAUTENBERG, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SANDERS, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 


CARDIN, Mr. Coons, and Mr. LEVIN): 

S. 8. A bill expressing the sense of the Sen- 
ate on the need to enact legislation to elimi- 
nate wasteful tax loopholes; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. LEAHY, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. MuR- 
RAY, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. COONS, Mrs. FEIN- 
STEIN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. LAUTEN- 
BERG, Mr. SANDERS, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 
ScHATZ, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. ROCKEFELLER, and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 9. A bill to strengthen our Nation’s elec- 
toral system by ensuring clean and fair elec- 
tions; to the Committee on Rules and Ad- 
ministration. 

By Mr. REID (for himself, Ms. STABE- 
now, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. Baucus, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
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BROWN, Mr. TESTER, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
HARKIN, Mr. SCHATZ, Ms. HEITKAMP, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. Coons, Mr. DON- 
NELLY, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. FRANKEN): 

S. 10. A bill to reauthorize agricultural 
programs through 2018; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for himself, 
Mr. CARPER, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
LEVIN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. WHITE- 
HOUSE, and Mr. Coons): 

S. 21. A bill to secure the United States 
against cyber attack, to improve commu- 
nication and collaboration between the pri- 
vate sector and the Federal Government, to 
enhance American competitiveness and cre- 
ate jobs in the information technology in- 
dustry, and to protect the identities and sen- 
sitive information of American citizens and 
businesses; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself, 
Mr. REED, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. CARPER, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. Coons, Mr. WHITE- 
HOUSE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and 
Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 22. A bill to establish background check 
procedures for gun shows; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVIN (for himself and Ms. 
STABENOW): 

S. 23. A bill to designate as wilderness cer- 
tain land and inland water within the Sleep- 
ing Bear Dunes National Lakeshore in the 
State of Michigan, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. PORTMAN: 

S. 24. A bill to lower health premiums and 
increase choice for small businesses; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
LEE): 

S. 25. A bill to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to convey certain Federal features 
of the electric distribution system to the 
South Utah Valley Electric Service District, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
LEE): 

S. 26. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to facilitate the development of 
hydroelectric power on the Diamond Fork 
System of the Central Utah Project; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
LEE): 

S. 27. A bill to clarify authority granted 
under the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to define the 
exterior boundary of the Uintah and Ouray 
Indian Reservation in the State of Utah, and 
for other purposes”; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr. LEE, 
Mr. CRAPO, and Mr. FLAKE): 

S. 28. A bill to provide for the conveyance 
of a small parcel of National Forest System 
land in the Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National 
Forest in Utah to Brigham Young Univer- 
sity, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
TESTER, Mr. ENZI, Mr. BURR, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. BAR- 
RASSO, Mr. LEE, Mr. RUBIO, and Mr. 
GRASSLEY): 

S. 29. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to provide for automatic con- 
tinuing resolutions; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 
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By Ms. AYOTTE: 

S. 30. A bill to prevent the 2013 pay adjust- 
ment of persons holding senior positions in 
the Federal Government from being made 
and to prevent pay adjustments for Members 
of Congress in any year there is a budget def- 
icit; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Ms. AYOTTE: 

S. 31. A bill to make the moratorium on 
Internet access taxes and multiple and dis- 
criminatory taxes on electronic commerce 
permanent; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. PORTMAN: 

S. 32. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit taking minors 
across State lines in circumvention of laws 
requiring the involvement of parents in abor- 
tion decisions; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. CAR- 
PER, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. REED, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. COONS, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
HARKIN, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. MURPHY, and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND): 

S. 33. A bill to prohibit the transfer or pos- 
session of large capacity ammunition feeding 
devices, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. FEIN- 


STEIN, Mr. REED, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND): 


S. 34. A bill to increase public safety by 
permitting the Attorney General to deny the 
transfer of firearms or the issuance of fire- 
arms and explosives licenses to known or 
suspected dangerous terrorists; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. REED, Mrs. BOXER, 
and Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 35. A bill to require face to face pur- 
chases of ammunition, to require licensing of 
ammunition dealers, and to require report- 
ing regarding bulk purchases of ammunition; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 

S. 36. A bill for the relief of Alemseghed 
Mussie Tesfamical; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. TESTER: 

S. 87. A bill to sustain the economic devel- 
opment and recreational use of National For- 
est System land and other public land in the 
State of Montana, to add certain land to the 
National Wilderness Preservation System, to 
release certain wilderness study areas, to 
designate new areas for recreation, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, and Ms. COLLINS): 

S. 38. A bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to prohibit the exclusion of in- 
dividuals from service on a Federal jury on 
account of sexual orientation or gender iden- 
tity; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARKIN: 

S. 39. A bill to improve the health of Amer- 
icans and reduce health care costs by reori- 
enting the Nation’s health care system to- 
ward prevention, wellness, and health pro- 
motion; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. COBURN, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. PORTMAN, 
Mr. WICKER, Mr. BURR, Mrs. FISCHER, 
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Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. CHAM- 
BLISS, Mr. RISCH, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. 
Coats, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr. ROB- 
ERTS): 

S. 40. A bill to restore Americans’ indi- 
vidual liberty by striking the Federal man- 
date to purchase insurance; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Ms. CANTWELL (for herself, Mr. 
ENZI, and Mr. NELSON): 

S. 41. A bill to provide a permanent deduc- 
tion for State and local general sales taxes; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr. 
GRASSLEY): 

S. 42. A bill to provide anti-retaliation pro- 
tections for antitrust whistleblowers; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 


ENZI, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Ms. AYOTTE, 
Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. VITTER, Mr. 
FLAKE, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. CORKER, 


Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. THUNE, Mr. CORNYN, 
Mr. LEE, and Mr. JOHNSON of Wis- 
consin): 

S. 48. A bill to require that any debt limit 
increase be balanced by equal spending cuts 
of the next decade; to the Committee on the 
Budget. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and Mr. 
INHOFE): 

S. 44. A bill to improve patient access to 
health care services and provide improved 
medical care by reducing the excessive bur- 
den the liability system places on the health 
care delivery system; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Ms. CANT- 
WELL, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. MERKLEY, 
Mrs. MURRAY, and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 45. A bill to amend the Outer Conti- 
nental Shelf Lands Act to permanently pro- 
hibit the conduct of offshore drilling on the 
outer Continental Shelf off the coast of Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, and Washington; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. TOOMEY (for himself, Mr. VIT- 
TER, Mr. LEE, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. ENZI, 
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Wisconsin, Mr. HELLER, Mr. FLAKE, 
Mr. RISCH, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. ISAKSON, 
Mr. GRASSLEY, and Mr. CRUZ): 

S. 46. A bill to protect Social Security ben- 
efits and military pay and require that the 
United States Government prioritize all obli- 
gations on the debt held by the public in the 
event that the debt limit is reached; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Mr. CRAPO, 
Ms. MURKOWSKI, Ms. MIKULSKI, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. Coons, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. BENNET, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado, Mr. KIRK, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Ms. CANTWELL, and Mr. 
CASEY): 

S. 47. A bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994; read the first 
time. 

By Mr. KERRY: 

S. 48. A bill for the relief of Genesio 
Januario Oliveira; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and Ms. 
AYOTTE): 

S. 49. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to ensure that veterans in each 
of the 48 contiguous States are able to re- 
ceive services in at least one full-service De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs medical center 
in the State or receive comparable services 
provided by contract in the State, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 
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By Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Mr. 
CRAPO): 

S. 50. A bill to direct the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency to in- 
vestigate and address cancer and disease 
clusters, including in infants and children; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mr. VIT- 
TER, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Mr. 
TESTER, Mr. Baucus, Mr. WHITE- 
HOUSE, Mr. CARDIN, and Mr. ROB- 
ERTS): 

S. 51. A bill to reauthorize and amend the 
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation Es- 
tablishment Act; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 52. A bill to improve the energy and 

water efficiency of Federal buildings; to the 


Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 
By Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Mr. 
CRAPO): 


S. 53. A bill to authorize the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
award grants to individuals that may be af- 
fected by a reported disease cluster; to the 


Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 
By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr. 
DURBIN): 


S. 54. A bill to increase public safety by 
punishing and deterring firearms trafficking; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Mr. 
CASEY): 

S. 55. A bill to prohibit Members of Con- 
gress and the President from receiving pay 
during Government shutdowns; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 56. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to increase the credit for em- 
ployers establishing workplace child care fa- 
cilities, to increase the child care credit to 
encourage greater use of quality child care 
services, to provide incentives for students 
to earn child care-related degrees and to 
work in child care facilities, and to increase 
the exclusion for employer-provided depend- 
ent care assistance; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 57. A bill to establish a timely and expe- 
ditious process for voting on the statutory 
debt limit; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 58. A bill to amend the Help America 
Vote Act of 2002 to ensure that voters in 
elections for Federal office do not wait in 
long lines in order to vote; to the Committee 
on Rules and Administration. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mr. NEL- 
SON, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN): 

S. 59. A bill to designate a Distinguished 
Flying Cross National Memorial at the 
March Field Air Museum in Riverside, Cali- 
fornia; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN): 

S. 60. A bill to amend the National Trails 
System Act to provide for the study of the 
Western States Trail for potential designa- 
tion as a national historic trail; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN): 

S. 61. A bill to include the Point Arena- 
Stornetta Public Lands in the California 
Coastal National Monument as a part of the 
National Landscape Conservation System, 
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and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mr. 
BEGICH, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. COONS, 
Ms. LANDRIEU, Ms. MIKULSKI, and Mr. 
MERKLEY): 

S. 62. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to allow taxpayers to designate 
overpayments of tax as contributions and to 
make additional contributions to the Home- 
less Veterans Assistance Fund, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. Coons): 

S. 68. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Commerce and the Secretary of Labor to es- 
tablish the Made In America Incentive Grant 


Program, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. LEE: 


S.J. Res. 1. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States requiring that the Federal 
budget be balanced; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


EEE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. RES. 4 

At the request of Mr. UDALL of New 
Mexico, the names of the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE), the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), 
the Senator from Maryland (Ms. MI- 
KULSKI), the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator from 
New Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH), the Sen- 
ator from Alaska (Mr. BEGICH), the 
Senator from New Hampshire (Mrs. 
SHAHEEN), the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. WARNER), the Senator from Con- 
necticut (Mr. MURPHY), the Senator 
from Maine (Mr. KING), the Senator 
from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN), the 
Senator from Minnesota (Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR), the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER), the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) and the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN) 
were added as cosponsors of S. Res. 4, a 
resolution to limit certain uses of the 
filibuster in the Senate to improve the 
legislative process. 

S. RES. 7 

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Alaska 
(Mr. BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 7, a resolution to permit the 
Senate to avoid unnecessary delay and 
vote on matters for which floor debate 
has ceased. 


ee 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
BROWN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
Coons, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 


Mrs. BOXER, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. 
HEINRICH): 
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S. 1. A bill to reform America’s bro- 
ken immigration system; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S.1 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘Immigration 
Reform that Works for America’s Future 
Act”. 

SEC. 2. SENSE OF THE SENATE. 

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress 
should— 

(1) create a roadmap for immigrants who 
are here without legal status to earn citizen- 
ship, provided they pay taxes, complete a 
background check, learn English, and show a 
commitment to America; 

(2) allow students who came to America as 
children to earn citizenship by attending col- 
lege or joining the Armed Forces; 

(3) protect the sustainability of the Amer- 
ican agricultural industry, including the 
dairy industry, with a stable and legal agri- 
cultural workforce; 

(4) encourage those who seek to invest in 
the United States and create American jobs; 

(5) permit and encourage individuals who 
earn an advanced degree from one of our 
world-class universities to remain in the 
United States, rather than using that edu- 
cation to work for our international com- 
petitors; 

(6) fulfill and strengthen our Nation’s com- 
mitments regarding security along our bor- 
ders and at our ports of entry; 

(T) strengthen our Nation’s historic hu- 
manitarian tradition of welcoming asylum 
seekers and refugees and improve existing 
policies that support immigrant victims of 
crime and domestic violence; 

(8) create an effective electronic 
verification system and strengthen enforce- 
ment to prevent employers from hiring peo- 
ple here illegally; 

(9) implement a rational legal immigration 
system that promotes job creation by con- 
verting the current flow of illegal immi- 
grants into the United States into a more 
manageable, controlled, and legal process for 
admitting immigrants while, at the same 
time, safeguarding the jobs, rights, and 
wages of American workers; and 

(10) adopt practical and fair immigration 
reforms to help ensure that all families are 
able to be together. 


By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. Coons, Ms. HIRONO, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. LAUTEN- 
BERG, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. MURPHY, Ms. CANT- 
WELL, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER): 


S. 2. A bill to reduce violence and 
protect the citizens of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 
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There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S.2 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Sandy Hook 
Elementary School Violence Reduction 
Act”. 

SEC. 2. SENSE OF THE SENATE. 

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress 
should— 

(1) support the efforts of the President of 
the United States to reduce violence in the 
United States; 

(2) promote common-sense proposals for 
preventing gun violence; 

(3) provide law enforcement officers with 
the tools necessary to combat violent crime 
and protect communities, and protect them- 
selves; 

(4) ensure children can attend school free 
from the threat of violence; 

(5) support States and local districts to en- 
sure schools have the safe and successful 
learning conditions in which all students can 
excel; 

(6) provide tools for identifying individuals 
that pose a threat to themselves or others, 
so they can receive appropriate assistance; 

(7) keep dangerous weapons out of the 
hands of criminals and individuals who are 
not lawfully authorized to possess them; 

(8) promote information-sharing that will 
facilitate the early identification of threats 
to public safety; 

(9) mitigate the effects of violence by pro- 
moting preparedness; 

(10) provide training for educational pro- 
fessionals, health providers, and others to 
recognize indicators of the potential for vio- 
lent behavior; 

(11) examine whether there is a connection 
between violent media and violent behavior; 

(12) enable the collection, study, and publi- 
cation of relevant research; and 

(18) expand access to mental health serv- 
ices, with a focus on children and young 
adults. 


By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. 
HARKIN, Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. MUR- 
RAY, Ms. MUKULSKI, Mr. LEAHY, 


Mr. CARDIN, Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
Mr. Coons, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
Mr. BROWN, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Ms. CANTWELL, and 
Mr. LEVIN): 


S. 3. A bill to improve education and 
provide all students in the United 
States with the opportunity to suc- 
ceed; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

sS. 3 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 


This Act may be cited as the “Strengthen 
our Schools and Students Act”. 
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SEC. 2. SENSE OF THE SENATE. 

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress 
should— 

(1) strengthen early learning programs to 
better prepare children for success in school; 

(2) ensure that all students have equitable 
access to a high-quality, well-rounded edu- 
cation that prepares them to succeed in col- 
lege and a career; 

(3) build on recent efforts to continue to 
make higher education more affordable and 
to improve access and success for all stu- 
dents; 

(4) provide all teachers with the support 
they need to ensure student success, includ- 
ing the creation of a new national Science, 
Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics 
(STEM) Master Teacher Corps to recognize 
and help retain STEM teachers and strength- 
en STEM education in public schools in the 
United States; and 

(5) support States and local educational 
agencies to ensure schools have the safe and 
successful learning conditions in which all 
students can excel. 


By Mr. REID (for himself, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. SCHU- 
MER, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. HAR- 
KIN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. LAU- 
TENBERG, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, and 
Mr. Coons): 

S. 4. A bill to create jobs and 
strengthen our economy by rebuilding 
our Nation’s infrastructure; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S. 4 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the 
America Act”. 

SEC. 2. SENSE OF THE SENATE. 

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress 
should— 

(1) create jobs and support businesses while 
improving our Nation’s global competitive- 
ness by modernizing and strengthening our 
national infrastructure; 

(2) invest resources in transportation cor- 
ridors of national and regional significance 
that promote commerce and reduce conges- 
tion; 

(3) update and enhance our national net- 
work of rail, dams, and ports of the United 
States; 

(4) develop innovative financing mecha- 
nisms for infrastructure, such as an infra- 
structure bank, to leverage Federal funds 
with private sector partners; 

(5) invest in critical infrastructure, such as 
a smarter national energy grid, to reduce en- 
ergy waste and bolster investment in clean 
energy jobs and industries; 

(6) invest in clean energy technologies that 
help free the United States from its depend- 
ence on oil, especially foreign oil; 

(7) eliminate wasteful tax subsidies that 
promote pollution and fail to reduce our reli- 
ance on foreign oil; 

(8) spur innovation by facilitating the de- 
velopment of new cutting-edge broadband 
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internet technology and improving internet 
access for all Americans; 

(9) modernize, renovate, and repair elemen- 
tary and secondary school buildings in public 
school districts and community colleges 
across the United States in order to support 
improved educational outcomes in those 
schools; 

(10) invest in the Nation’s crumbling water 
infrastructure to protect public health and 
reduce pollution; 

(11) upgrade and repair the Nation’s system 
of flood protection infrastructure, such as 
levees, to protect public safety; and 

(12) invest in the infrastructure of the 
United States to address vulnerabilities to 
natural disasters and the impacts of extreme 
weather. 


By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. STA- 
BENOW, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 


UDALL of New Mexico, Mrs. 
SHAHEEN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 


BROWN, Mr. TESTER, Mr. COONS, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. BAUCUS, 


Ms. HIRONO, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. 
SANDERS, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 


Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mrs. BOXER, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 5. A bill to reauthorize the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 1994; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S.5 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SENSE OF THE SENATE. 

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress 
should— 

(1) reauthorize the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13925 et seq.) 
(referred to in this section as ‘‘VAWA’’), a 
landmark bipartisan bill that has dramati- 
cally improved the national response to do- 
mestic and sexual violence; 

(2) renew the commitment of the United 
States to providing the resources necessary 
to combat all forms of domestic violence, 
sexual assault, dating violence, and stalking, 
including important new initiatives to re- 
duce homicides, increase the focus on pre- 
venting and responding to sexual assault, 
and make women on college campuses safer 
from domestic and sexual violence; 

(3) build upon the success of VAWA in 
transforming the criminal justice and com- 
munity-based response to abuse by bol- 
stering and streamlining the programs, 
grants, and coalitions created by VAWA and 
expanding the reach of VAWA to meet the 
remaining unmet needs of victims; 

(4) continue to provide the training, tools, 
and resources necessary for law enforcement 
officers and victim service providers to hold 
the perpetrators of domestic and sexual vio- 
lence accountable and to keep victims safe; 
and 

(5) ensure that all victims of domestic and 
sexual violence, including Native American 
women, gay and lesbian victims, and bat- 
tered immigrant women, receive the support 
and protections provided by VAWA. 


January 22, 2013 


By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. 
SANDERS, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. UDALL of New 
Mexico, Mr. BAUCUS, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
TESTER, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
WARNER, Mr. CARDIN, Ms. 


HIRONO, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. CASEY, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. NELSON, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. Coons, Mr. 
LEVIN, and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 6. A bill to reauthorize the VOW to 
Hire Heroes Act of 2011, to provide as- 
sistance to small businesses owned by 
veterans, to improve enforcement of 
employment and reemployment rights 
of members of the uniformed services, 
and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 


8.6 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “Putting Our Veterans Back to Work 
Act of 2013”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 


Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 


TITLE I—RENEWING OUR VOW TO HIRE 
HEROES 


Sec. 101. Reauthorization of veterans 
training assistance program. 

Sec. 102. Extension of authority of Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs to provide 
rehabilitation and vocational 
benefits to members of Armed 
Forces with severe injuries or 
illnesses. 

Sec. 103. Extension of additional rehabilita- 
tion programs for persons who 
have exhausted rights to unem- 
ployment benefits under State 


re- 


law. 
Sec. 104. Reauthorization of collaborative 
veterans’ training, mentoring, 


and placement program. 


TITLE II—EXPANDING OUR VOW TO 
VETERAN SMALL BUSINESSES 


Sec. 201. Patriot Express Loan Program. 
Sec. 202. SBA Surety Bond Program. 


TITLE III—BUILDING ON OUR VOW TO 
HIRE HEROES 


Sec. 301. Unified employment portal for vet- 
erans. 

Sec. 302. Grants to hire veterans as first re- 
sponders. 

Sec. 303. Employment of veterans as evalua- 
tion factor in the awarding of 
Federal contracts. 


TITLE IV—IMPROVING EMPLOYMENT 
AND REEMPLOYMENT RIGHTS OF 
MEMBERS OF THE UNIFORMED SERV- 
ICES 


Sec. 401. Enforcement of rights of members 
of uniformed services with re- 
spect to States and private em- 
ployers. 
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Sec. 402. Suspension, termination, or debar- 
ment of contractors for re- 
peated violations of employ- 
ment or reemployment rights 
of members of uniformed serv- 
ices. 


Sec. 403. Subpoena power for Special Coun- 
sel in enforcement of employ- 
ment and reemployment rights 
of members of uniformed serv- 
ices with respect to Federal ex- 
ecutive agencies. 


Sec. 404. Issuance and service of civil inves- 
tigative demands by Attorney 
General. 


TITLE I—RENEWING OUR VOW TO HIRE 
HEROES 


SEC. 101. REAUTHORIZATION OF VETERANS RE- 
TRAINING ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 


(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (k) of section 
211 of the VOW to Hire Heroes Act of 2011 
(Public Law 112-56; 38 U.S.C. 4100 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘March 31, 2014” and in- 
serting ‘‘March 31, 2016”. 


(b) NUMBER OF ELIGIBLE VETERANS.—Sub- 
section (a)(2) of such section is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

“(C) 50,000 during the period beginning 
April 1, 2014, and ending March 31, 2015; and 

“(D) 50,000 during the period beginning 
April 1, 2015, and ending March 31, 2016.’’. 

(c) CLARIFICATION OF LIMITATION ON AGGRE- 
GATE AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE.—Subsection 
(b) of such section is amended by striking 
“up to 12 months of retraining assistance 
provided by the Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs” and inserting ‘‘an aggregate of not 
more than 12 months of retraining assistance 
provided by the Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs under this section’’. 


SEC. 102. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY OF SEC- 
RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS TO 
PROVIDE REHABILITATION AND VO- 
CATIONAL BENEFITS TO MEMBERS 
OF ARMED FORCES WITH SEVERE 
INJURIES OR ILLNESSES. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1631(b)(2) of the 
Wounded Warrior Act (title XVI of Public 
Law 110-181; 10 U.S.C. 1071 note) is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2014” and insert- 
ing ‘‘December 31, 2016”. 


(b) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall sub- 
mit to the appropriate committees of Con- 
gress a report on the benefits provided by the 
Secretary under section 1631(b) of such Act. 

(2) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON- 
GRESS.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘appro- 
priate committees of Congress” means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. 

SEC. 103. EXTENSION OF ADDITIONAL REHABILI- 
TATION PROGRAMS FOR PERSONS 
WHO HAVE EXHAUSTED RIGHTS TO 
UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFITS UNDER 
STATE LAW. 


Section 3102(b)(4) of title 38, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘March 31, 
2014” and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2016”. 
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REAUTHORIZATION OF COLLABO- 
RATIVE VETERANS’ TRAINING, MEN- 
TORING, AND PLACEMENT PRO- 
GRAM. 

Subsection (e) of section 4104A of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section amounts as follows: 

““(1) $4,500,000 for the period consisting of 
fiscal years 2012 and 2018. 

‘(2) $4,500,000 for the period consisting of 
fiscal years 2014 and 2015.’’. 


TITLE II—BUILDING ON OUR VOW TO 
HIRE HEROES 
201. UNIFIED EMPLOYMENT PORTAL FOR 
VETERANS. 

Section 4105 of title 38, United States Code 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c)X(1) The Secretary shall develop a sin- 
gle, unified Federal web-based employment 
portal, for use by veterans, containing infor- 
mation regarding all Federal programs and 
activities concerning employment, unem- 
ployment, and training to the extent the 
programs and activities affect veterans. 

‘“(2) The Secretary shall work with rep- 
resentatives from the Department of De- 
fense, the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
the Small Business Administration, and 
other Federal agencies and organizations 
concerned with veterans’ issues, to deter- 
mine an appropriate platform and imple- 
menting agency for the portal. The Sec- 
retary shall enter into an agreement with 
the other Federal agencies for the implemen- 
tation of the portal.’’. 

SEC. 202. GRANTS TO HIRE VETERANS AS FIRST 
RESPONDERS. 

(a) GRANTS FOR FIREFIGHTERS.—The Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security shall award 
grants under section 34 of the Federal Fire 
Prevention and Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 
2229a) to hire veterans as firefighters. 

(b) GRANTS FOR LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFI- 
CERS.—The Attorney General shall award 
grants under part Q of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and SAfe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3796dd et seq.) to hire veterans as 
law enforcement officers. 

(c) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this section to hire veterans, the Secretary 
of Homeland Security and the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall give priority to the hiring of vet- 
erans who served on active duty in the 
Armed Forces on or after September 11, 2011. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $250,000,000. 

SEC. 203. EMPLOYMENT OF VETERANS AS EVAL- 
UATION FACTOR IN THE AWARDING 
OF FEDERAL CONTRACTS. 

(a) CIVILIAN CONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 33 of title 41, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 


“$3312. Employment of veterans as evalua- 
tion factor 


“The head of each executive agency shall 
consider favorably as an evaluation factor in 
solicitations for contracts and task or deliv- 
ery order valued at or above $25,000,000 the 
employment by a prospective contractor of 
veterans constituting at least 5 percent of 
the contractor’s workforce.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by adding after the item relating to 
section 3311 the following new item: 


‘3312. Employment of veterans as evaluation 
factor.’’. 


SEC. 104. 


SEC. 
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(b) DEFENSE CONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 137 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“$2336. Employment of veterans as evalua- 
tion factor 


“The head of each agency shall consider fa- 
vorably as an evaluation factor in solicita- 
tions for contracts and task or delivery order 
valued at or above $25,000,000 the employ- 
ment by a prospective contractor of veterans 
constituting at least 5 percent of the con- 
tractor’s workforce.”’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by adding after the item relating to 
section 2335 the following new item: 

‘2336. Employment of veterans as evaluation 
factor.’’. 


(c) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Federal Acquisition Regulatory Council 
shall amend the Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion to carry out the provisions of section 
3313 of title 41, United States Code, and sec- 
tion 2336 of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsections (a) and (b), respec- 
tively. 

TITLE I1TI—IMPROVING EMPLOYMENT AND 
REEMPLOYMENT RIGHTS OF MEMBERS 
OF THE UNIFORMED SERVICES 

SEC. 301. ENFORCEMENT OF RIGHTS OF MEM- 

BERS OF UNIFORMED SERVICES 
WITH RESPECT TO STATES AND PRI- 
VATE EMPLOYERS. 

(a) ACTION FOR RELIEF.—Subsection (a) of 
section 4323 of title 38, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘appear on behalf of, and 
act as attorney for, the person on whose be- 
half the complaint is submitted and’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘for such person”’; 

(C) by striking the fourth sentence; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 
“The person on whose behalf the complaint 
is referred may, upon timely application, in- 
tervene in such action, and may obtain such 
appropriate relief as is provided in sub- 
sections (d) and (e).’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following new paragraph (2): 

“(2)(A) Not later than 60 days after the 
date the Attorney General receives a referral 
under paragraph (1), the Attorney General 
shall transmit, in writing, to the person on 
whose behalf the complaint is submitted— 

“(i) if the Attorney General has made a de- 
cision to commence an action for relief 
under paragraph (1) relating to the com- 
plaint of the person, notice of the decision; 
and 

“(ii) if the Attorney General has not made 
such a decision, notice of when the Attorney 
General expects to make such a decision. 

‘“(B) If the Attorney General notifies a per- 
son that the Attorney General expects to 
make a decision under subparagraph (A)(ii), 
the Attorney General shall, not later than 30 
days after the date on which the Attorney 
General makes such decision, notify, in writ- 
ing, the person of such decision.”’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (4); 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (3): 

“(3) Whenever the Attorney General has 
reasonable cause to believe that a State (as 
an employer) or a private employer is en- 
gaged in a pattern or practice of resistance 
to the full enjoyment of any of the rights 
and benefits provided for under this chapter, 
and that the pattern or practice is of such a 
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nature and is intended to deny the full exer- 
cise of such rights and benefits, the Attorney 
General may commence an action for relief 
under this chapter.’’; and 

(5) in paragraph (4), as redesignated by 
paragraph (3), by striking subparagraph (C) 
and inserting the following new subpara- 
graph (C): 

“(C) has been notified by the Attorney 
General that the Attorney General does not 
intend to commence an action for relief 
under paragraph (1) with respect to the com- 
plaint under such paragraph.’’. 

(b) STANDING.—Subsection (f) of such sec- 
tion is amended to read as follows: 

“(f) STANDING.—An action under this chap- 
ter may be initiated only by the Attorney 
General or by a person claiming rights or 
benefits under this chapter under subsection 
(a).”’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(h)(2) of such section is amended by striking 


“under subsection (a)(2)° and inserting 
“under paragraph (1) or (4) of subsection 
(a). 


SEC. 302. SUSPENSION, TERMINATION, OR DE- 
BARMENT OF CONTRACTORS FOR 
REPEATED VIOLATIONS OF EMPLOY- 
MENT OR REEMPLOYMENT RIGHTS 
OF MEMBERS OF UNIFORMED SERV- 
ICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter III of chapter 
43 of title 38, United States Code, is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sec- 
tion: 

“§ 4328. Suspension, termination, or debar- 
ment of contractors 

‘“(a) GROUNDS FOR SUSPENSION, TERMI- 
NATION, OR DEBARMENT.—Payment under a 
contract awarded by a Federal executive 
agency may be suspended and the contract 
may be terminated, and the contractor who 
made the contract with the agency may be 
suspended or debarred in accordance with 
the requirements of this section, if the head 
of the agency determines that the contractor 
as an employer has repeatedly been con- 
victed of failing or refusing to comply with 
one or more provisions of this chapter. 

“(b) EFFECT OF DEBARMENT.—A contractor 
debarred by a final decision under this sec- 
tion is ineligible for award of a contract by 
a Federal executive agency, and for partici- 
pation in a future procurement by a Federal 
executive agency, for a period specified in 
the decision, not to exceed 5 years.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 43 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 4327 the following 
new item: 

‘4328. Suspension, termination, 
ment of contractor.’’. 

(c) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Federal Acquisition Regulatory Council 
shall amend the Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion to carry out section 4828 of title 38, 
United States Code, as added by subsection 
(a). 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 4828 of title 
38, United States Code, as added by sub- 
section (a), shall apply with respect to fail- 
ures and refusals to comply with provisions 
of chapter 43 of such title occurring on or 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(e) ANNUAL REPORT.—Section 4332(a) of 
such title is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (10) as para- 
graph (11); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (9) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (10): 

(10) The number of suspensions, termi- 
nations, and debarments under section 4828 


or debar- 
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of this title, disaggregated by the agency or 

department imposing the suspension or de- 

barment.”’. 

SEC. 303. SUBPOENA POWER FOR SPECIAL COUN- 
SEL IN ENFORCEMENT OF EMPLOY- 
MENT AND REEMPLOYMENT RIGHTS 
OF MEMBERS OF UNIFORMED SERV- 
ICES WITH RESPECT TO FEDERAL 
EXECUTIVE AGENCIES. 

Section 4824 of title 38, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

‘““(e)(1) In order to carry out the Special 
Counsel’s responsibilities under this section, 
the Special Counsel may require by subpoena 
the attendance and testimony of Federal em- 
ployees and the production of documents 
from Federal employees and Federal execu- 
tive agencies. 

(2) In the case of contumacy or failure to 
obey a subpoena issued under paragraph (1), 
upon application by the Special Counsel, the 
Merit Systems Protection Board may issue 
an order requiring a Federal employee or 
Federal executive agency to comply with a 
subpoena of the Special Counsel. 

“(3) An order issued under paragraph (2) 
may be enforced by the Merit Systems Pro- 
tection Board in the same manner as any 
order issued under section 1204 of title 5.”. 
SEC. 304. ISSUANCE AND SERVICE OF CIVIL IN- 

VESTIGATIVE DEMANDS BY ATTOR- 
NEY GENERAL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4323 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (i) as sub- 
section (j); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (h) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (i): 

“(i) ISSUANCE AND SERVICE OF CIVIL INVES- 
TIGATIVE DEMANDS.—(1) Whenever the Attor- 
ney General has reason to believe that any 
person may be in possession, custody, or con- 
trol of any documentary material relevant 
to an investigation under this subchapter, 
the Attorney General may, before com- 
mencing a civil action under subsection (a), 
issue in writing and serve upon such person, 
a civil investigative demand requiring— 

“(A) the production of such documentary 
material for inspection and copying; 

“(B) that the custodian of such documen- 
tary material answer in writing written 
questions with respect to such documentary 
material; or 

‘(C) the production of any combination of 
such documentary material or answers. 

‘(2) The provisions of section 3733 of title 
31 governing the authority to issue, use, and 
enforce civil investigative demands shall 
apply with respect to the authority to issue, 
use, and enforce civil investigative demands 
under this section, except that, for purposes 
of applying such section 3733— 

“(A) references to false claims law inves- 
tigators or investigations shall be considered 
references to investigators or investigations 
under this subchapter; 

“(B) references to interrogatories shall be 
considered references to written questions, 
and answers to such need not be under oath; 

“(C) the definitions relating to ‘false 
claims law’ shall not apply; and 

‘(D) provisions relating to qui tam rela- 
tors shall not apply.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsection (i) of 
such section, as added by subsection (a)(2), 
shall take effect on the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act and shall apply with respect 
to violations of chapter 43 of such title al- 
leged to have occurred on or after such date. 

(c) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Section 4832(b)(2) of 
such title is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Not later than’’ and insert- 
ing the following: 
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“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘(B) ANNUAL SUPPLEMENT ON CIVIL INVES- 
TIGATIVE DEMANDS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
shall include with each report submitted 
under subparagraph (A) for the last quarter 
of each fiscal year a report on the issuance of 
civil investigative demands under section 
4323(i) of this title during the most recently 
completed fiscal year. 

“(ii) ELEMENTS.—Each report submitted 
under clause (i) shall include the following 
for the fiscal year covered by the report: 

“(I) The number of times that a civil inves- 
tigative demand was issued under section 
4323(i) of this title. 

“(JI) For each civil investigative demand 
issued under such section with respect to an 
investigation, whether such investigation re- 
sulted in a settlement, order, or judgment.” . 


By Mr. REID (for himself, Mrs. 

BOXER, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. MURRAY, 
Mr. CARPER, Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
BROWN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
Coons, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. HIRONO, 
Ms. CANTWELL, and Mr. 

BEGICH): 

S. 7. A bill to improve the resilience 
of the United States to extreme weath- 
er events and to prevent the worsening 
of extreme weather conditions; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S.7 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Extreme 
Weather Prevention and Resilience Act’’. 
SEC. 2. SENSE OF THE SENATE. 

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress 
should— 

(1) prepare and protect communities from 
extreme weather, sea-level rise, drought, 
flooding, wildfire, and other changing condi- 
tions exacerbated by carbon pollution; 

(2) promote close coordination across Fed- 
eral agencies and provide strong support to 
States, Indian tribes, and public and private 
sector entities to prepare for and withstand 
extreme weather; 

(3) promote investment in new infrastruc- 
ture and replace aging and obsolete infra- 
structure to ensure resilience to extreme 
weather, disasters, and hydrological change; 

(4) promote investment in clean energy in- 
frastructure, energy efficiency, and other 
measures to address dangerous air, land, and 
water pollution; 

(5) promote development of clean energy 
technologies that reduce demand for oil, con- 
tribute to economic growth and job creation, 
and put the United States at the forefront of 
the global clean energy market; and 

(6) ensure that the Federal Government is 
a leader in reducing pollution, promoting the 
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use of clean energy sources, and improving 
energy efficiency. 


By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 


SCHATZ, Mr. SANDERS, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. Coons, and Mr. 
LEVIN): 


S. 8. A bill expressing the sense of the 
Senate on the need to enact legislation 
to eliminate wasteful tax loopholes; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S.8 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “End Waste- 
ful Tax Loopholes Act”. 

SEC. 2. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON THE ELIMI- 
NATION OF TAX LOOPHOLES. 

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress 
should enact legislation to— 

(1) eliminate wasteful tax loopholes that 
create incentives for taxpayers to engage in 
transactions that have no economic sub- 
stance solely to lower their tax bills; 

(2) eliminate corporate tax loopholes and 
wasteful tax breaks for special interests; 

(3) enhance tax fairness by reforming or 
eliminating tax breaks that provide exces- 
sive benefits to millionaires and billionaires; 

(4) crack down on tax cheaters and close 
the tax gap; 

(5) use the revenue saved by curtailing tax 
loopholes to reduce the Federal deficit and 
reform the Federal tax code; 

(6) address provisions in the Federal tax 
code that make it more profitable for compa- 
nies to create jobs overseas than in the 
United States; and 

(7) reform the Federal tax code in a man- 
ner that promotes job creation, competitive- 
ness, and economic growth in the United 
States. 


By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. DUR- 
BIN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. GILLI- 
BRAND, Mr. CooNs, Mrs. FEN- 


STEIN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mr. SANDERS, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER, and Mr. HEIN- 
RICH): 


S. 9. A bill to strengthen our Nation’s 
electoral system by ensuring clean and 
fair elections; to the Committee on 
Rules and Administration. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

8.9 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Clean and 
Fair Elections Act”. 

SEC. 2. SENSE OF THE SENATE. 

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress 
should— 

(1) recognize that— 

(A) our elections belong to the voters of 
the United States; and 

(B) our systems of election administration 
and campaign finance should be structured 
in a way that prioritizes the interests of the 
American public first; 

(2) pass legislation to bring greater trans- 
parency to our elections and end anonymous 
political spending by shadow groups and spe- 
cial interests; 

(3) require greater disclosure of campaign 
contributions in a searchable, public online 
database; 

(4) take steps to safeguard the right to 
vote for every eligible voter, including pro- 
hibiting deceptive and misleading efforts to 
prevent voters from exercising the franchise; 

(5) improve access to the polls for every el- 
igible voter by streamlining voting proce- 
dures; 

(6) pass election reform legislation that in- 
cludes expanded absentee voting, mandatory 
early voting periods, and voter registration 
reforms; 

(7) support local election officials to ensure 
they have working voting systems that are 
accessible, secure, and easy to use; 

(8) require states to develop plans to re- 
duce lines at polling places and develop con- 
tingency plans that provide additional flexi- 
bility in the event of a natural disaster or 
other emergency situation; and 

(9) ensure that the guarantees of the 14th 
and 15th amendments to the Constitution 
and the Voting Rights Act of 1965 are en- 
forced so that all Americans are able to vote 
and have their votes count without discrimi- 
nation. 


By Mr. REID (for himself, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. JOHNSON of South 
Dakota, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. BAU- 
cus, Mr. BENNET, Mr. BROWN, 
Mr. TESTER, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
HARKIN, Mr. SCHATZ, Ms. 
HEITKAMP, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
Coons, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. 
LEVIN, and Mr. FRANKEN): 

S. 10. A bill to reauthorize agricul- 
tural programs through 2018; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S. 10 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Agriculture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act 
of 2013”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 


Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definition of Secretary. 


TITLE I—COMMODITY PROGRAMS 
Subtitle A—Repeals and Reforms 
Sec. 1101. Repeal of direct payments. 
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Sec. 1102. Repeal of counter-cyclical pay- 
ments. 

Repeal of average crop revenue 
election program. 

Definitions. 

Agriculture risk coverage. 

Producer agreement required as 
condition of provision of pay- 
ments. 

Period of effectiveness. 

Adjusted gross income limitation 
for conservation programs. 


Subtitle B—Marketing Assistance Loans and 
Loan Deficiency Payments 


Sec. 1201. Availability of nonrecourse mar- 
keting assistance loans for loan 
commodities. 

Loan rates for nonrecourse mar- 
keting assistance loans. 

Term of loans. 

Repayment of loans. 

Loan deficiency payments. 

Payments in lieu of loan defi- 
ciency payments for grazed 
acreage. 

Special competitive provisions for 
extra long staple cotton. 

Availability of recourse loans for 
high moisture feed grains and 
seed cotton. 

Adjustments of loans. 


Subtitle C—Sugar 
1301. Sugar program. 
Subtitle D—Dairy 


PART I—DAIRY PRODUCTION MARGIN PROTEC- 
TION AND DAIRY MARKET STABILIZATION 
PROGRAMS 


Sec. 1401. Definitions. 

Sec. 1402. Calculation of average feed cost 
and actual dairy production 
margins. 

SUBPART A—DAIRY PRODUCTION MARGIN 
PROTECTION PROGRAM 


Sec. 1411. Establishment of dairy production 
margin protection program. 

Participation of dairy operations 
in production margin protec- 
tion program. 

Production history of partici- 
pating dairy operations. 

Basic production margin protec- 
tion. 

Supplemental production margin 
protection. 

Sec. 1416. Effect of failure to pay adminis- 

tration fees or premiums. 
SUBPART B—DAIRY MARKET STABILIZATION 
PROGRAM 


Sec. 1431. Establishment of dairy market 
stabilization program. 

Threshold for implementation and 
reduction in dairy payments. 

Milk marketings information. 

Calculation and collection of re- 
duced dairy operation pay- 
ments. 

Remitting funds to the Secretary 
and use of funds. 

Suspension of reduced payment re- 
quirement. 

Enforcement. 

1438. Audit requirements. 

1439. Study; report. 
SUBPART C—ADMINISTRATION 


Sec. 1451. Duration. 

Sec. 1452. Administration and enforcement. 
PART II —DAIRY MARKET TRANSPARENCY 
Sec. 1461. Dairy product mandatory report- 

ing. 
Sec. 1462. Federal milk marketing order in- 
formation. 


Sec. 1103. 
1104. 
1105. 
1106. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 1107. 
Sec. 1108. 


Sec. 1202. 
1208. 
1204. 
1205. 
1206. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 1207. 


Sec. 1208. 


Sec. 1209. 


Sec. 


Sec. 1412. 


Sec. 1413. 


Sec. 1414. 


Sec. 1415. 


Sec. 1432. 


1433. 
1434. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 1435. 


Sec. 1436. 


Sec. 1437. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
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PART ITI—REPEAL OR REAUTHORIZATION OF 
OTHER DAIRY-RELATED PROVISIONS 
Sec. 1471. Repeal of dairy product price sup- 
port and milk income loss con- 
tract programs. 


Sec. 1472. Repeal of dairy export incentive 
program. 

Sec. 1473. Extension of dairy forward pricing 
program. 

Sec. 1474. Extension of dairy indemnity pro- 
gram. 

Sec. 1475. Extension of dairy promotion and 
research program. 

Sec. 1476. Extension of Federal Milk Mar- 
keting Order Review Commis- 
sion. 

PART IV—FEDERAL MILK MARKETING ORDER 

REFORM 


Sec. 1481. Federal milk marketing orders. 
PART V—EFFECTIVE DATE 
Sec. 1491. Effective date. 


Subtitle E—Supplemental Agricultural 
Disaster Assistance Programs 


Sec. 1501. Supplemental agricultural 
aster assistance programs. 
Subtitle F—Administration 

1601. Administration generally. 

1602. Suspension of permanent price 
support authority. 

Payment limitations. 

Payments limited to active farm- 
ers. 

Adjusted gross income limitation. 

Geographically disadvantaged 
farmers and ranchers. 

Personal liability of producers for 
deficiencies. 

Prevention of deceased individuals 
receiving payments under farm 
commodity programs. 

Appeals. 

Technical corrections. 

Assignment of payments. 

Tracking of benefits. 

1613. Signature authority. 

1614. Implementation. 

TITLE II—CONSERVATION 

Subtitle A—Conservation Reserve Program 


Sec. 2001. Extension and enrollment require- 
ments of conservation reserve 
program. 

Farmable wetland program. 

Duties of owners and operators. 

Duties of the Secretary. 

Payments. 

Contract requirements. 

Conversion of land subject to con- 
tract to other conserving uses. 

Sec. 2008. Effective date. 

Subtitle B—Conservation Stewardship 
Program 
Sec. 2101. Conservation stewardship 
gram. 
Subtitle C—Environmental Quality 
Incentives Program 

Purposes. 

Definitions. 

Establishment 
tion. 

Evaluation of applications. 

Duties of producers. 

Limitation on payments. 

Conservation innovation grants 
and payments. 

Sec. 2208. Effective date. 

Subtitle D—Agricultural Conservation 
Easement Program 
Sec. 2301. Agricultural Conservation Ease- 
ment Program. 
Subtitle E—Regional Conservation 
Partnership Program 

Sec. 2401. Regional Conservation Partner- 

ship Program. 


dis- 


Sec. 
Sec. 


1603. 
1604. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


1605. 
1606. 


Sec. 1607. 


Sec. 1608. 


1609. 
1610. 
1611. 
1612. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


2002. 
2003. 
2004. 
2005. 
2006. 
2007. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


pro- 


2201. 
2202. 
2203. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. and administra- 
2204. 
2205. 
2206. 
2207. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
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Subtitle F—Other Conservation Programs 

Sec. 2501. Conservation of private grazing 
land. 

. 2502. Grassroots source water protec- 
tion program. 

. 2508. Voluntary public access and habi- 
tat incentive program. 

. 2504. Agriculture conservation experi- 
enced services program. 

. 2505. Small watershed rehabilitation 
program. 

Sec. 2506. Terminal lakes assistance. 


Subtitle G—Funding and Administration 
Sec. 2601. Funding. 


Sec. 2602. Technical assistance. 

Sec. 2603. Regional equity. 

Sec. 2604. Reservation of funds to provide as- 
sistance to certain farmers or 
ranchers for conservation ac- 
cess. 

Sec. 2605. Annual report on program enroll- 
ments and assistance. 

Sec. 2606. Administrative requirements for 
conservation programs. 

Sec. 2607. Rulemaking authority. 

Sec. 2608. Standards for State technical 
committees. 

Sec. 2609. Highly erodible land and wetland 


conservation for crop insur- 


ance. 
Subtitle H—Repeal of Superseded Program 
Authorities and Transitional Provisions 
Sec. 2701. Comprehensive conservation en- 
hancement program. 


Sec. 2702. Emergency forestry conservation 
reserve program. 

Sec. 2703. Wetlands reserve program. 

Sec. 2704. Farmland protection program and 
farm viability program. 

Sec. 2705. Grassland reserve program. 

Sec. 2706. Agricultural water enhancement 
program. 

Sec. 2707. Wildlife habitat incentive pro- 
gram. 

Sec. 2708. Great Lakes basin program. 

Sec. 2709. Chesapeake Bay watershed pro- 
gram. 

Sec. 2710. Cooperative conservation partner- 
ship initiative. 

Sec. 2711. Environmental easement program. 

Sec. 2712. Technical amendments. 

TITLE III—TRADE 
Subtitle A—Food for Peace Act 

Sec. 3001. Set-aside for support for organiza- 
tions through which non- 
emergency assistance is pro- 
vided. 

Sec. 3002. Food aid quality. 

Sec. 3003. Minimum levels of assistance. 

Sec. 3004. Reauthorization of Food Aid Con- 
sultative Group. 

Sec. 3005. Oversight, monitoring, and eval- 
uation of Food for Peace Act 
programs. 

Sec. 3006. Assistance for stockpiling and 
rapid transportation, delivery, 
and distribution of shelf-stable 
prepackaged foods. 

Sec. 3007. Limitation on total volume of 
commodities monetized. 

Sec. 3008. Flexibility. 

Sec. 3009. Procurement, transportation, 
testing, and storage of agricul- 
tural commodities for 
prepositioning in the United 
States and foreign countries. 

Sec. 3010. Deadline for agreements to fi- 
nance sales or to provide other 
assistance. 

Sec. 3011. Minimum level of nonemergency 
food assistance. 

Sec. 3012. Coordination of foreign assistance 


programs report. 


January 22, 2013 


Sec. 3013. Micronutrient fortification pro- 
grams. 
Sec. 3014. John Ogonowski and Doug Bereu- 


ter Farmer-to-Farmer Pro- 
gram. 
Sec. 3015. Prohibition on assistance for 


North Korea. 

Subtitle B—Agricultural Trade Act of 1978 
Sec. 3101. Export credit guarantee programs. 
Sec. 3102. Funding for market access pro- 

gram. 
Sec. 3103. Foreign market development co- 
operator program. 


Subtitle C—Other Agricultural Trade Laws 


Sec. 3201. Food for Progress Act of 1985. 

Sec. 3202. Bill Emerson Humanitarian Trust. 

Sec. 3203. Promotion of agricultural exports 
to emerging markets. 

3204. McGovern-Dole International 
Food for Education and Child 
Nutrition Program. 

3205. Technical assistance for specialty 
crops. 

3206. Global Crop Diversity Trust. 

3207. Local and regional food aid pro- 
curement projects. 

3208. Donald Payne Horn of Africa food 
resilience program. 

3209. Agricultural trade enhancement 
study. 


TITLE IV—NUTRITION 


Subtitle A—Supplemental Nutrition 
Assistance Program 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 4001. Food distribution program on In- 
dian reservations. 

Sec. 4002. Standard utility allowances based 
on the receipt of energy assist- 
ance payments. 

Sec. 4003. Eligibility disqualifications. 

Sec. 4004. Ending supplemental nutrition as- 
sistance program benefits for 
lottery or gambling winners. 

Sec. 4005. Retail food stores. 

Sec. 4006. Improving security of food assist- 
ance. 

Sec. 4007. Technology modernization for re- 
tail food stores. 

Sec. 4008. Use of benefits for purchase of 
community-supported agri- 
culture share. 

Sec. 4009. Restaurant meals program. 

Sec. 4010. Quality control error rate deter- 
mination. 

Sec. 4011. Performance bonus payments. 

Sec. 4012. Authorization of appropriations. 

Sec. 4013. Assistance for community food 
projects. 

Sec. 4014. Emergency food assistance. 

Sec. 4015. Nutrition education. 

Sec. 4016. Retail food store and recipient 
trafficking. 

Sec. 4019. Technical and conforming amend- 
ments. 

Subtitle B—Commodity Distribution 
Programs 

Sec. 4101. Commodity distribution program. 

Sec. 4102. Commodity supplemental food 
program. 

Sec. 4103. Distribution of surplus commod- 
ities to special nutrition 
projects. 

Sec. 4104. Technical and conforming amend- 
ments. 

Subtitle C—Miscellaneous 

Sec. 4201. Purchase of fresh fruits and vege- 
tables for distribution to 
schools and service institu- 
tions. 

Sec. 4202. Seniors farmers’ market nutrition 
program. 

Sec. 4203. Nutrition information and aware- 


ness pilot program. 
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4204. 
4205. 
4206. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Whole grain products. 

Hunger-free communities. 

Healthy Food Financing Initia- 
tive. 

Pulse crop products. 

Dietary Guidelines for Americans. 

Purchases of locally produced 
foods. 
TITLE V—CREDIT 


Subtitle A—Farmer Loans, Servicing, and 
Other Assistance Under the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act 


Sec. 5001. Farmer loans, servicing, and other 
assistance under the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Develop- 
ment Act. 

Subtitle B—Miscellaneous 


Sec. 5101. State agricultural mediation pro- 
grams. 
Sec. 5102. Loans to purchasers of highly 
fractionated land. 
Sec. 5103. Removal of duplicative appraisals. 
TITLE VI—RURAL DEVELOPMENT 


Subtitle A—Reorganization of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act 


Sec. 6001. Reorganization of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Develop- 
ment Act. 

6002. Conforming amendments. 

Subtitle B—Rural Electrification 


6101. Definition of rural area. 

6102. Guarantees for bonds and notes 
issued for electrification or 
telephone purposes. 

6103. Expansion of 911 access. 

6104. Access to broadband telecommuni- 
cations services in rural areas. 


Subtitle C—Miscellaneous 


6201. Distance learning and telemedi- 
cine. 
6202. Rural energy savings program. 
6203. Funding of pending rural develop- 
ment loan and grant applica- 
tions. 
Study of 
issues. 
Sec. 6205. Agricultural transportation pol- 
icy. 
TITLE VII—RESEARCH, EXTENSION, AND 
RELATED MATTERS 


Subtitle A—National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 


Sec. 7101. National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, Education, and Eco- 
nomics Advisory Board. 

Specialty crop committee. 

Veterinary services grant pro- 
gram. 

Grants and fellowships for food 
and agriculture sciences edu- 
cation. 

Agricultural and food policy re- 
search centers. 

Education grants to Alaska Native 
serving institutions and Native 
Hawaiian serving institutions. 

Nutrition education program. 

Continuing animal health and dis- 
ease research programs. 

Grants to upgrade agricultural 
and food sciences facilities at 
1890 land-grant colleges, includ- 
ing Tuskegee University. 

Grants to upgrade agricultural 
and food sciences facilities and 
equipment at insular area land- 
grant institutions. 

Hispanic-serving institutions. 

Competitive grants for inter- 
national agricultural science 
and education programs. 


4207. 
4208. 
4209. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 6204. rural transportation 


7102. 
7103. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 7104. 


Sec. 7105. 


Sec. 7106. 


7107. 
7108. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 7109. 


Sec. 7110. 


7111. 
7112. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
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Sec. 7113. University research. 

Sec. 7114. Extension service. 

Sec. 7115. Supplemental and alternative 
crops. 

Sec. 7116. Capacity building grants for 
NLGCA institutions. 

Sec. 7117. Aquaculture assistance programs. 

Sec. 7118. Rangeland research programs. 

Sec. 7119. Special authorization for biosecu- 
rity planning and response. 

Sec. 7120. Distance education and resident 


instruction grants program for 
insular area institutions of 
higher education. 


Subtitle B—Food, Agriculture, Conservation, 
and Trade Act of 1990 


Best utilization of biological ap- 
plications. 

Integrated management systems. 

Sustainable agriculture tech- 
nology development and trans- 
fer program. 

National training program. 

National Genetics Resources Pro- 
gram. 

National Agricultural Weather In- 
formation System. 

High-priority research and exten- 
sion initiatives. 

Organic agriculture research and 
extension initiative. 

Farm business management. 

Regional centers of excellence. 

Assistive technology program for 
farmers with disabilities. 

National rural information center 
clearinghouse. 


Subtitle C—Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 


Sec. 7301. Relevance and merit of agricul- 
tural research, extension, and 
education funded by the De- 
partment. 

Integrated research, 
and extension 
grants program. 

Support for research regarding 
diseases of wheat, triticale, and 
barley caused by Fusarium 
graminearum or by Tilletia 
indica. 

Grants for youth organizations. 

Specialty crop research initiative. 

Food animal residue avoidance 
database program. 

Office of pest management policy. 

Authorization of regional inte- 
grated pest management cen- 
ters. 

Subtitle D—Other Laws 


Critical Agricultural 
Act. 

Equity in Educational Land-Grant 
Status Act of 1994. 

Research Facilities Act. 

Competitive, Special, and Facili- 
ties Research Grant Act. 

Enhanced use lease authority pilot 
program under Department of 
Agriculture Reorganization Act 
of 1994. 

Renewable Resources 
Act of 1978. 

National Aquaculture Act of 1980. 

Beginning farmer and rancher de- 
velopment program under Farm 
Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002. 


Subtitle E—Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008 
PART I—AGRICULTURAL SECURITY 


Sec. 7501. Agricultural biosecurity commu- 
nication center. 


. 7201. 
. 7202. 
. 7203. 
. 7204. 
. 7205. 
. 7206. 
. 7207. 
. 7208. 
. 7209. 
. 7210. 
. 7211. 


. 7212. 


. 7302. education, 


competitive 


. 7303. 


. 7304. 
. 7305. 
. 7306. 


. 7307. 
. 7308. 


. 7401. Materials 
. 7402. 


. 7408. 
. 7404. 


. 7405. 
. 7406. Extension 


. 7407. 
. 7408. 
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Sec. 7502. Assistance to build local capacity 
in agricultural biosecurity 
planning, preparation, and re- 
sponse. 


Sec. 7503. Research and development of agri- 
cultural countermeasures. 
Sec. 7504. Agricultural biosecurity grant 
program. 
PART II—MISCELLANEOUS 
Sec. 7511. Grazinglands research laboratory. 
Sec. 7512. Budget submission and funding. 
Sec. 7513. Natural products research pro- 
gram. 
Sec. 7514. Sun grant program. 
Subtitle F—Miscellaneous 
Sec. 7601. Foundation for Food and Agri- 
culture Research. 
Sec. 7602. Objective and scholarly agricul- 


tural and food law research and 
information. 


TITLE VITI—FORESTRY 


Subtitle A—Repeal of Certain Forestry 
Programs 


Sec. 8001. Forest land enhancement pro- 
gram. 

Watershed forestry assistance pro- 
gram. 

Expired cooperative national for- 
est products marketing pro- 
gram. 

Hispanic-serving institution agri- 
cultural land national re- 
sources leadership program. 

Tribal watershed forestry assist- 
ance program. 


Subtitle B—Reauthorization of Cooperative 
Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 Programs 


Sec. 8101. State-wide assessment and strate- 
gies for forest resources. 

Forest stewardship program. 

Forest Legacy Program. 

Community forest and open space 
conservation program. 

Urban and community forestry as- 
sistance. 


Subtitle C—Reauthorization of Other 
Forestry-related Laws 


Rural revitalization technologies. 
Office of International Forestry. 
Insect infestations and related dis- 
eases. 
Stewardship end 
tracting projects. 
8205. Healthy forests reserve program. 
Subtitle D—Miscellaneous Provisions 


Sec. 8301. McIntire-Stennis Cooperative For- 
estry Act. 
Sec. 8302. Revision of strategic plan for for- 
est inventory and analysis. 
TITLE IX—ENERGY 


Definition of renewable chemical. 

Biobased markets program. 

Biorefinery, renewable chemical, 
and biobased product manufac- 
turing assistance. 

Repeal of repowering assistance 
program and transfer of re- 
maining funds. 

Bioenergy program for advanced 
biofuels. 

Biodiesel fuel education program. 

Rural Energy for America Pro- 
gram. 

Biomass 
ment. 

Feedstock flexibility program for 
bioenergy producers. 

Biomass Crop Assistance Program. 

Repeal of forest biomass for en- 
ergy. 

Community wood energy program. 


Sec. 8002. 


Sec. 8003. 


Sec. 8004. 


Sec. 8005. 


Sec. 8102. 
Sec. 8103. 
Sec. 8104. 


Sec. 8105. 


. 8201. 
. 8202. 
. 8203. 
. 8204. 


result con- 


Sec. 


. 9001. 
. 9002. 
. 9003. 


Sec. 9004. 


Sec. 9005. 


9006. 
9007. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
9008. 


Sec. research and develop- 


Sec. 9009. 


9010. 
9011. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 9012. 
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Sec. 9013. Repeal of renewable fertilizer 


study. 
TITLE X—HORTICULTURE 


10001. Specialty crops market news al- 

location. 

10002. Repeal of grant program to im- 
prove movement of specialty 
crops. 

Farmers market and local food 
promotion program. 

Study on local food production 
and program evaluation. 

Organic agriculture. 

Food safety education initiatives. 

Coordinated plant management 
program. 

Specialty crop block grants. 

Recordkeeping, investigations, 
and enforcement. 

10010. Report on honey. 

10011. Effective date. 

TITLE XI—CROP INSURANCE 


11001. Supplemental coverage option. 

11002. Premium amounts for cata- 
strophic risk protection. 

Permanent enterprise unit. 

Enterprise units for irrigated and 
nonirrigated crops. 

Data collection. 

Adjustment in actual production 
history to establish insurable 
yields. 

Submission and review of poli- 
cies. 

Board review and approval. 

Consultation. 

Budget limitations on renegoti- 
ation of the standard reinsur- 
ance agreement. 

Stacked income protection plan 
for producers of upland cotton. 

Peanut revenue crop insurance. 

Authority to correct errors. 

Implementation. 

Approval of costs for research 
and development. 

Whole farm risk management in- 
surance. 

Study of food safety insurance. 

Crop insurance for livestock. 

Margin coverage for catfish. 

Poultry business disruption in- 
surance policy. 

Crop insurance for organic crops. 

Research and development. 

Pilot programs. 

Index-based weather 
pilot program. 

Enhancing producer 
through farm 
benchmarking. 

Beginning farmer and rancher 
provisions. 

Agricultural management assist- 
ance, risk management edu- 
cation, and organic. certifi- 
cation cost share assistance. 

Crop production on native sod. 

Technical amendments. 

Greater accessibility for crop in- 
surance. 

GAO crop insurance fraud report. 

Limitation on premium subsidy 
based on average adjusted gross 
income. 


TITLE XII—MISCELLANEOUS 


Subtitle A—Socially Disadvantaged 
Producers and Limited Resource Producers 


Sec. 12001. Outreach and assistance for so- 
cially disadvantaged farmers 
and ranchers and veteran farm- 
ers and ranchers. 

Sec. 12002. Office of Advocacy and Outreach. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 10003. 


Sec. 10004. 
10005. 
10006. 
10007. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


10008. 
10009. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


11003. 
11004. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


11005. 
11006. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 11007. 
11008. 
11009. 
11010. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 11011. 
11012. 
11013. 
11014. 
11015. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 11016. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


11017. 
11018. 
11019. 
11020. 


11021. 
11022. 
11023. 
11024. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. insurance 


Sec. 11025. self-help 


financial 


Sec. 11026. 


Sec. 11027. 


11028. 
11029. 
11030. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


11031. 
11032. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
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Subtitle B—Livestock 


. 12101. Wildlife reservoir zoonotic dis- 
ease initiative. 

. 12102. Trichinae certification program. 

. 12103. National Aquatic Animal Health 
Plan. 

. 12104. Sheep production and marketing 
grant program. 

. 12105. Feral swine eradication pilot pro- 
gram. 

Subtitle C—Other Miscellaneous Provisions 


Sec. 12201. Military veterans agricultural li- 
aison. 

Sec. 12202. Information gathering. 

Sec. 12203. Grants to improve supply, sta- 
bility, safety, and training of 
agricultural labor force. 


Sec. 12204. Noninsured crop assistance pro- 
gram. 

Sec. 12205. Regional economic and infra- 
structure development. 

Sec. 12206. Canada geese removal. 

Sec. 12207. Office of Tribal Relations. 

Sec. 12208. Repeal of duplicative program. 

Sec. 12209. Sense of the Senate. 

Sec. 12210. Acer Access and Development 
Program. 

Sec. 12211. Definition of rural area for pur- 
poses of the Housing Act of 
1949. 

Sec. 12212. Prohibition on attending an ani- 


mal fight or causing a minor to 
attend an animal fight; enforce- 
ment of animal fighting provi- 
sions. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF SECRETARY. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

TITLE I—COMMODITY PROGRAMS 
Subtitle A—Repeals and Reforms 
SEC. 1101. REPEAL OF DIRECT PAYMENTS. 

(a) REPEAL.—Sections 1103 and 1303 of the 
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 
(7 U.S.C. 8718, 8753) are repealed. 

(b) CONTINUED APPLICATION FOR 2013 CROP 
YEAR.—Sections 1103 and 1803 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 8718, 8753), as in effect on the day be- 
fore the date of enactment of this Act, shall 
continue to apply through the 2013 crop year 
with respect to all covered commodities (as 
defined in section 1001 of that Act (7 U.S.C. 
8702)) (except pulse crops) and peanuts on a 
farm. 

SEC. 1102. REPEAL OF COUNTER-CYCLICAL PAY- 
MENTS. 

(a) REPEAL.—Sections 1104 and 1304 of the 
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 
(7 U.S.C. 8714, 8754) are repealed. 

(b) CONTINUED APPLICATION FOR 2013 CROP 
YEAR.—Sections 1104 and 1804 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 8714, 8754), as in effect on the day be- 
fore the date of enactment of this Act, shall 
continue to apply through the 2013 crop year 
with respect to all covered commodities (as 
defined in section 1001 of that Act (7 U.S.C. 
8702)) and peanuts on a farm. 

SEC. 1103. REPEAL OF AVERAGE CROP REVENUE 
ELECTION PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 1105 of the Food, Con- 
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
8715) is repealed. 

(b) CONTINUED APPLICATION FOR 2013 CROP 
YEAR.—Section 1105 of the Food, Conserva- 
tion, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8715), 
as in effect on the day before the date of en- 
actment of this Act, shall continue to apply 
through the 2013 crop year with respect to all 
covered commodities (as defined in section 
1001 of that Act (7 U.S.C. 8702)) and peanuts 
on a farm for which the irrevocable election 
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under section 1105 of that Act is made before 
the date of enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 1104. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle, subtitle B, and subtitle F: 

(1) ACTUAL CROP REVENUE.—The term ‘‘ac- 
tual crop revenue’’, with respect to a covered 
commodity for a crop year, means the 
amount determined by the Secretary under 
section 1105(c)(8). 

(2) AGRICULTURE RISK COVERAGE GUAR- 
ANTEE.—The term ‘‘agriculture risk coverage 
guarantee’’, with respect to a covered com- 
modity for a crop year, means the amount 
determined by the Secretary under section 
1105(c)(4). 

(3) AGRICULTURE RISK COVERAGE PAYMENT.— 
The term ‘agriculture risk coverage pay- 
ment”? means a payment under section 
1105(c). 

(4) AVERAGE INDIVIDUAL YIELD.—The term 
“average individual yield? means the yield 
reported by a producer for purposes of sub- 
title A of the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 
U.S.C. 1501 et seq.), to the maximum extent 
practicable. 

(5) COUNTY COVERAGE.—For the purposes of 
agriculture risk coverage under section 1105, 
the term ‘‘county coverage” means coverage 
determined using the total quantity of all 
acreage in a county of the covered com- 
modity that is planted or prevented from 
being planted for harvest by a producer with 
the yield determined by the average county 
yield described in subsection (c) of that sec- 
tion. 

(6) COVERED COMMODITY .— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘covered com- 
modity’’ means wheat, corn, grain sorghum, 
barley, oats, long grain rice, medium grain 
rice, pulse crops, soybeans, other oilseeds, 
and peanuts. 

(B) PopcoRN.—The Secretary— 

(i) shall study the feasibility of including 
popcorn as a covered commodity by 2014; and 

(ii) if the Secretary determines it to be fea- 
sible, shall designate popcorn as a covered 
commodity. 

(7) ELIGIBLE ACRES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraphs (B) through (D), the term ‘‘el- 
igible acres” means all acres planted or pre- 
vented from being planted to all covered 
commodities on a farm in any crop year. 

(B) MAXIMUM.—Except as provided in (C), 
the total quantity of eligible acres on a farm 
determined under subparagraph (A) shall not 
exceed the average total acres planted or 
prevented from being planted to covered 
commodities and upland cotton on the farm 
for the 2009 through 2012 crop years, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary. 

(C) ADJUSTMENT.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide for an adjustment, as appropriate, in 
the eligible acres for covered commodities 
for a farm if any of the following cir- 
cumstances occurs: 

(i) If a conservation reserve contract for a 
farm in a county entered into under section 
1231 of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3831) expires or is voluntarily termi- 
nated or cropland is released from coverage 
under a conservation reserve contract, the 
Secretary shall provide for an adjustment, as 
appropriate, in the eligible acres for the 
farm to a total quantity that is the higher 
of— 

(I) the total base acreage for the farm, less 
any upland cotton base acreage, that was 
suspended during the conservation reserve 
contract; or 

(II) the product obtained by multiplying— 

(aa) the average proportion that— 

(AA) the total number of acres planted to 
covered commodities and upland cotton in 
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the county for crop years 2009 through 2012; 
bears to 

(BB) the total number of all acres of cov- 
ered commodities, grassland, and upland cot- 
ton acres in the county for the same crop 
years; by 

(bb) the total acres for which coverage has 
expired, voluntarily terminated, or been re- 
leased under the conservation reserve con- 
tract. 

(ii) The producer has eligible oilseed acre- 
age as the result of the Secretary desig- 
nating additional oilseeds, which shall be de- 
termined in the same manner as eligible oil- 
seed acreage under section 1101(a)(1)(D) of 
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 8711(a)(1)(D)). 

(iii) The producer has any acreage not 
cropped during the 2009 through 2012 crop 
years, but placed into an established rota- 
tion practice for the purposes of enriching 
land or conserving moisture for subsequent 
crop years, including summer fallow, as de- 
termined by the Secretary. 

(D) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘eligible acres” 
does not include any crop subsequently 
planted during the same crop year on the 
same land for which the first crop is eligible 
for payments under this subtitle, unless the 
crop was planted in an area approved for 
double cropping, as determined by the Sec- 
retary. 

(8) EXTRA LONG STAPLE COTTON.—The term 
“extra long staple cotton’? means cotton 
that— 

(A) is produced from pure strain varieties 
of the Barbadense species or any hybrid of 
the species, or other similar types of extra 
long staple cotton, designated by the Sec- 
retary, having characteristics needed for 
various end uses for which United States up- 
land cotton is not suitable and grown in irri- 
gated cotton-growing regions of the United 
States designated by the Secretary or other 
areas designated by the Secretary as suitable 
for the production of the varieties or types; 
and 

(B) is ginned on a roller-type gin or, if au- 
thorized by the Secretary, ginned on another 
type gin for experimental purposes. 

(9) INDIVIDUAL COVERAGE.—For purposes of 
agriculture risk coverage under section 1105, 
the term ‘individual coverage” means cov- 
erage determined using the total quantity of 
all acreage in a county of the covered com- 
modity that is planted or prevented from 
being planted for harvest by a producer with 
the yield determined by the average indi- 
vidual yield of the producer described in sub- 
section (c) of that section. 

(10) MEDIUM GRAIN RICE.—The term ‘‘me- 
dium grain rice” includes short grain rice. 

(11) MIDSEASON PRICE.—The term 
‘midseason price”? means the applicable na- 
tional average market price received by pro- 
ducers for the first 5 months of the applica- 
ble marketing year, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(12) OTHER OILSEED.—The term ‘“‘other oil- 
seed? means a crop of sunflower seed, 
rapeseed, canola, safflower, flaxseed, mus- 
tard seed, crambe, sesame seed, or any oil- 
seed designated by the Secretary. 

(13) PRODUCER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘producer’’ 
means an owner, operator, landlord, tenant, 
or sharecropper that shares in the risk of 
producing a crop and is entitled to share in 
the crop available for marketing from the 
farm, or would have shared had the crop been 
produced. 

(B) HYBRID SEED.—In determining whether 
a grower of hybrid seed is a producer, the 
Secretary shall— 
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(i) not take into consideration the exist- 
ence of a hybrid seed contract; and 

(ii) ensure that program requirements do 
not adversely affect the ability of the grower 
to receive a payment under this title. 

(14) PULSE CROP.—The term ‘“‘pulse crop” 
means dry peas, lentils, small chickpeas, and 
large chickpeas. 

(15) STATE.—The term “State” means— 

(A) a State; 

(B) the District of Columbia; 

(C) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; and 

(D) any other territory or possession of the 
United States. 

(16) TRANSITIONAL YIELD.—The term ‘‘tran- 
sitional yield”? has the meaning given the 
term in section 502(b) of the Federal Crop In- 
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1502(b)). 

(17) UNITED STATES.—The term “United 
States’’, when used in a geographical sense, 
means all of the States. 

(18) UNITED STATES PREMIUM FACTOR.—The 
term ‘United States Premium Factor” 
means the percentage by which the dif- 
ference in the United States loan schedule 
premiums for Strict Middling (SM) 14-inch 
upland cotton and for Middling (M) 1%42-inch 
upland cotton exceeds the difference in the 
applicable premiums for comparable inter- 
national qualities. 

SEC. 1105. AGRICULTURE RISK COVERAGE. 

(a) PAYMENTS REQUIRED.—If the Secretary 
determines that payments are required 
under subsection (c), the Secretary shall 
make payments for each covered commodity 
available to producers in accordance with 
this section. 

(b) COVERAGE ELECTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For the period of crop 
years 2014 through 2018, the producers shall 
make a 1-time, irrevocable election to re- 
ceive— 

(A) individual coverage under this section, 
as determined by the Secretary; or 

(B) in the case of a county with sufficient 
data (as determined by the Secretary), coun- 
ty coverage under this section. 

(2) EFFECT OF ELECTION.—The election 
made under paragraph (1) shall be binding on 
the producers making the election, regard- 
less of covered commodities planted, and ap- 
plicable to all acres under the operational 
control of the producers, in a manner that— 

(A) acres brought under the operational 
control of the producers after the election 
are included; and 

(B) acres no longer under the operational 
control of the producers after the election 
are no longer subject to the election of the 
producers but become subject to the election 
of the subsequent producers. 

(3) DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY.—The Sec- 
retary shall ensure that producers are pre- 
cluded from taking any action, including re- 
constitution, transfer, or other similar ac- 
tion, that would have the effect of altering 
or reversing the election made under para- 
graph (1). 

(c) AGRICULTURE RISK COVERAGE.— 

(1) PAYMENTS.—The Secretary shall make 
agriculture risk coverage payments avail- 
able under this subsection for each of the 
2014 through 2018 crop years if the Secretary 
determines that— 

(A) the actual crop revenue for the crop 
year for the covered commodity; is less than 

(B) the agriculture risk coverage guarantee 
for the crop year for the covered commodity. 

(2) TIME FOR PAYMENTS.—If the Secretary 
determines under this subsection that agri- 
culture risk coverage payments are required 
to be made for the covered commodity, the 
agriculture risk coverage payments shall be 
made as soon as practicable thereafter. 


326 


(3) ACTUAL CROP REVENUE.—The amount of 
the actual crop revenue for a crop year of a 
covered commodity shall be equal to the 
product obtained by multiplying— 

(A)G) in the case of individual coverage, 
the actual average individual yield for the 
covered commodity, as determined by the 
Secretary; or 

(ii) in the case of county coverage, the ac- 
tual average yield for the county for the cov- 
ered commodity, as determined by the Sec- 
retary; and 

(B) the higher of— 

(i) the midseason price; or 

(ii) if applicable, the national marketing 
assistance loan rate for the covered com- 
modity under subtitle B. 

(4) AGRICULTURE RISK COVERAGE GUAR- 
ANTEE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The agriculture risk cov- 
erage guarantee for a crop year for a covered 
commodity shall equal 89 percent of the 
benchmark revenue. 

(B) BENCHMARK REVENUE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The benchmark revenue 
shall be the product obtained by multi- 
plying— 

(I)(aa) in the case of individual coverage, 
subject to clause (ii), the average individual 
yield, as determined by the Secretary, for 
the most recent 5 crop years, excluding each 
of the crop years with the highest and lowest 
yields; or 

(bb) in the case of county coverage, the av- 
erage county yield, as determined by the 
Secretary, for the most recent 5 crop years, 
excluding each of the crop years with the 
highest and lowest yields; and 

(II) subject to clause (iii), the average na- 
tional marketing year average price for the 
most recent 5 crop years, excluding each of 
the crop years with the highest and lowest 
prices. 

(ii) USE OF TRANSITIONAL YIELDS.—If the 
yield determined under clause (i)(I1)(aa)— 

(I) for the 2013 crop year or any prior crop 
year, is less than 60 percent of the applicable 
transitional yield, the Secretary shall use 60 
percent of the applicable transitional yield 
for that crop year; and 

(II) for the 2014 crop year and any subse- 
quent crop year, is less than 70 percent of the 
applicable transitional yield, the Secretary 
shall use 70 percent of the applicable transi- 
tional yield for that crop year. 

(iii) SPECIAL RULE FOR RICE AND PEANUTS.— 
If the national marketing year average price 
under clause (i)(II) for any of the applicable 
crop years is lower than the price for the 
covered commodity listed below, the Sec- 
retary shall use the following price for that 
crop year: 

(I) For long grain rice, $13.00 per hundred- 
weight. 

(II) For medium grain rice, $13.00 per hun- 
dredweight. 

(III) For peanuts, $530.00 per ton. 

(5) PAYMENT RATE.—The payment rate for 
each covered commodity shall be equal to 
the lesser of— 

(A) the amount that— 

(i) the agriculture risk coverage guarantee 
for the covered commodity; exceeds 

(ii) the actual crop revenue for the crop 
year of the covered commodity; or 

(B) 10 percent of the benchmark revenue 
for the crop year of the covered commodity. 

(6) PAYMENT AMOUNT.—If agriculture risk 
coverage payments under this subsection are 
required to be paid for any of the 2014 
through 2018 crop years of a covered com- 
modity, the amount of the agriculture risk 
coverage payment for the crop year shall be 
equal to the product obtained by multi- 
plying— 
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(A) the payment rate under paragraph (5); 
and 

(B)(i) in the case of individual coverage the 
sum of— 

(I) 65 percent of the planted eligible acres 
of the covered commodity; and 

(II) 45 percent of the eligible acres that 
were prevented from being planted to the 
covered commodity; or 

(ii) in the case of county coverage— 

(I) 80 percent of the planted eligible acres 
of the covered commodity; and 

(II) 45 percent of the eligible acres that 
were prevented from being planted to the 
covered commodity. 

(7) DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY.—In carrying 
out the program under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall— 

(A) to the maximum extent practicable, 
use all available information and analysis to 
check for anomalies in the determination of 
payments under the program; 

(B) to the maximum extent practicable, 
calculate a separate actual crop revenue and 
agriculture risk coverage guarantee for irri- 
gated and nonirrigated covered commodities; 

(C) differentiate by type or class the na- 
tional average price of— 

(i) sunflower seeds; 

(ii) barley, using malting barley values; 
and 

(iii) wheat; and 

(D) assign a yield for each acre planted or 
prevented from being planted for the crop 
year for the covered commodity on the basis 
of the yield history of representative farms 
in the State, region, or crop reporting dis- 
trict, as determined by the Secretary, if the 
Secretary cannot establish the yield as de- 
termined under paragraph (8)(A)(ii) or 
(4X(B)G) or if the yield determined under 
paragraph (3)(A)(ii) or (4) is an unrepresenta- 
tive average yield for the covered com- 
modity as determined by the Secretary. 

SEC. 1106. PRODUCER AGREEMENT REQUIRED AS 
CONDITION OF PROVISION OF PAY- 
MENTS. 

(a) COMPLIANCE WITH CERTAIN 
MENTS.— 

(1) REQUIREMENTS.—Before the producers 
on a farm may receive agriculture risk cov- 
erage payments, the producers shall agree, 
during the crop year for which the payments 
are made and in exchange for the payments— 

(A) to comply with applicable conservation 
requirements under subtitle B of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3811 
et seq.); 

(B) to comply with applicable wetland pro- 
tection requirements under subtitle C of 
title XII of that Act (16 U.S.C. 3821 et seq.); 

(C) to use the land on the farm for an agri- 
cultural or conserving use in a quantity 
equal to the attributable eligible acres of the 
farm, and not for a nonagricultural commer- 
cial, industrial, or residential use, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary; and 

(D) to effectively control noxious weeds 
and otherwise maintain the land in accord- 
ance with sound agricultural practices, as 
determined by the Secretary, if the agricul- 
tural or conserving use involves the noncul- 
tivation of any portion of the land referred 
to in subparagraph (C). 

(2) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary may issue 
such rules as the Secretary considers nec- 
essary to ensure producer compliance with 
the requirements of paragraph (1). 

(3) MODIFICATION.—At the request of the 
transferee or owner, the Secretary may mod- 
ify the requirements of this subsection if the 
modifications are consistent with the objec- 
tives of this subsection, as determined by the 
Secretary. 
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(b) TRANSFER OR CHANGE OF INTEREST IN 
FARM.— 

(1) TERMINATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), a transfer of (or change in) the 
interest of the producers on a farm for which 
agriculture risk coverage payments are 
made shall result in the termination of the 
agriculture risk coverage payments, unless 
the transferee or owner of the acreage agrees 
to assume all obligations under subsection 
(a). 

(B) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The termination 
shall take effect on the date determined by 
the Secretary. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—If a producer entitled to an 
agriculture risk coverage payment dies, be- 
comes incompetent, or is otherwise unable to 
receive the payment, the Secretary shall 
make the payment, in accordance with rules 
issued by the Secretary. 

(c) REPORTS.— 

(1) ACREAGE REPORTS.—AS a condition on 
the receipt of any benefits under this sub- 
title or subtitle B, the Secretary shall re- 
quire producers on a farm to submit to the 
Secretary annual acreage reports with re- 
spect to all cropland on the farm. 

(2) PRODUCTION REPORTS.—As a condition 
on the receipt of any benefits under section 
1105, the Secretary shall require producers 
on a farm to submit to the Secretary annual 
production reports with respect to all cov- 
ered commodities produced on the farm. 

(3) PENALTIES.—No penalty with respect to 
benefits under this subtitle or subtitle B 
shall be assessed against the producers on a 
farm for an inaccurate acreage or production 
report unless the producers on the farm 
knowingly and willfully falsified the acreage 
or production report. 

(4) DATA REPORTING.—To the maximum ex- 
tent practicable, the Secretary shall use 
data reported by the producer pursuant to 
requirements under the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.) to meet the 
obligations described in paragraphs (1) and 
(2), without additional submissions to the 
Department. 

(d) TENANTS AND SHARECROPPERS.—In car- 
rying out this subtitle, the Secretary shall 
provide adequate safeguards to protect the 
interests of tenants and sharecroppers. 

SEC. 1107. PERIOD OF EFFECTIVENESS. 

Sections 1104 through 1106 shall be effec- 
tive beginning with the 2014 crop year of 
each covered commodity through the 2018 
crop year. 

SEC. 1108. ADJUSTED GROSS INCOME LIMITA- 
TION FOR CONSERVATION PRO- 
GRAMS. 

Section 1001D(b)(2)(A) of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308-8a(b)(2)(A)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘LIMITS.—’”’ and all that fol- 
lows through ‘‘clause (ii),”’ and inserting 
“Timits.—Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law,’’; and 

(2) by striking clause (ii). 

Subtitle B—Marketing Assistance Loans and 
Loan Deficiency Payments 
SEC. 1201. AVAILABILITY OF NONRECOURSE MAR- 
KETING ASSISTANCE LOANS FOR 
LOAN COMMODITIES. 

(a) DEFINITION OF LOAN COMMODITY.—In 
this subtitle, the term ‘‘loan commodity” 
means wheat, corn, grain sorghum, barley, 
oats, upland cotton, extra long staple cotton, 
long grain rice, medium grain rice, peanuts, 
soybeans, other oilseeds, graded wool, non- 
graded wool, mohair, honey, dry peas, len- 
tils, small chickpeas, and large chickpeas. 

(b) NONRECOURSE LOANS AVAILABLE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For each of the 2014 
through 2018 crops of each loan commodity, 
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the Secretary shall make available to pro- 
ducers on a farm nonrecourse marketing as- 
sistance loans for loan commodities pro- 
duced on the farm. 

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The marketing 
assistance loans shall be made under terms 
and conditions that are prescribed by the 
Secretary and at the loan rate established 
under section 1202 for the loan commodity. 

(c) ELIGIBLE PRODUCTION.—The producers 
on a farm shall be eligible for a marketing 
assistance loan under subsection (b) for any 
quantity of a loan commodity produced on 
the farm. 

(d) COMPLIANCE WITH CONSERVATION AND 
WETLANDS REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) REQUIREMENTS.—Before the producers 
on a farm may receive a marketing assist- 
ance loan or any other payment or benefit 
under this subtitle, the producers shall 
agree, for the crop year for which the pay- 
ments are made and in exchange for the pay- 
ments— 

(A) to comply with applicable conservation 
requirements under subtitle B of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3811 
et seq.); 

(B) to comply with applicable wetland pro- 
tection requirements under subtitle C of 
title XII of that Act (16 U.S.C. 3821 et seq.); 

(C) to use the land on the farm for an agri- 
cultural or conserving use in a quantity 
equal to the attributable eligible acres of the 
farm, and not for a nonagricultural commer- 
cial, industrial, or residential use, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary; and 

(D) to effectively control noxious weeds 
and otherwise maintain the land in accord- 
ance with sound agricultural practices, as 
determined by the Secretary, if the agricul- 
tural or conserving use involves the noncul- 
tivation of any portion of the land referred 
to in subparagraph (C). 

(2) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary may issue 
such rules as the Secretary considers nec- 
essary to ensure producer compliance with 
paragraph (1). 

(3) MODIFICATION.—At the request of a 
transferee or owner, the Secretary may mod- 
ify the requirements of this subsection if the 
modifications are consistent with the pur- 
poses of this subsection, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

(e) SPECIAL RULES FOR PEANUTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—This subsection shall 
apply only to producers of peanuts. 

(2) OPTIONS FOR OBTAINING LOAN.—A mar- 
keting assistance loan under this section, 
and loan deficiency payments under section 
1205, may be obtained at the option of the 
producers on a farm through— 

(A) a designated marketing association or 
marketing cooperative of producers that is 
approved by the Secretary; or 

(B) the Farm Service Agency. 

(3) STORAGE OF LOAN PEANUTS.—AS a condi- 
tion on the approval by the Secretary of an 
individual or entity to provide storage for 
peanuts for which a marketing assistance 
loan is made under this section, the indi- 
vidual or entity shall agree— 

(A) to provide the storage on a nondiscrim- 
inatory basis; and 

(B) to comply with such additional require- 
ments as the Secretary considers appropriate 
to accomplish the purposes of this section 
and promote fairness in the administration 
of the benefits of this section. 

(4) STORAGE, HANDLING, AND ASSOCIATED 
cosTs.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To ensure proper storage 
of peanuts for which a loan is made under 
this section, the Secretary shall pay han- 
dling and other associated costs (other than 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


storage costs) incurred at the time at which 
the peanuts are placed under loan, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary. 

(B) REDEMPTION AND FORFEITURE.—The 
Secretary shall— 

(i) require the repayment of handling and 
other associated costs paid under subpara- 
graph (A) for all peanuts pledged as collat- 
eral for a loan that is redeemed under this 
section; and 

(ii) pay storage, handling, and other associ- 
ated costs for all peanuts pledged as collat- 
eral that are forfeited under this section. 

(5) MARKETING.—A marketing association 
or cooperative may market peanuts for 
which a loan is made under this section in 
any manner that conforms to consumer 
needs, including the separation of peanuts by 
type and quality. 

(6) REIMBURSABLE AGREEMENTS AND PAY- 
MENT OF ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—The 
Secretary may implement any reimbursable 
agreements or provide for the payment of ad- 
ministrative expenses under this subsection 
only in a manner that is consistent with 
those activities in regard to other loan com- 
modities. 

SEC. 1202. LOAN RATES FOR NONRECOURSE MAR- 
KETING ASSISTANCE LOANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of each of 
the 2014 through 2018 crop years, the loan 
rate for a marketing assistance loan under 
section 1201 for a loan commodity shall be 
equal to the following: 

(1) In the case of wheat, $2.94 per bushel. 

(2) In the case of corn, $1.95 per bushel. 

(3) In the case of grain sorghum, $1.95 per 
bushel. 

(4) In the case of barley, $1.95 per bushel. 

(5) In the case of oats, $1.39 per bushel. 

(6) In the case of base quality of upland 
cotton, for the 2013 and each subsequent crop 
year, the simple average of the adjusted pre- 
vailing world price for the 2 immediately 
preceding marketing years, as determined by 
the Secretary and announced October 1 pre- 
ceding the next domestic plantings, but in no 
case less than $0.47 per pound or more than 
$0.52 per pound. 

(7) In the case of extra long staple cotton, 
$0.7977 per pound. 

(8) In the case of long grain rice, $6.50 per 
hundredweight. 

(9) In the case of medium grain rice, $6.50 
per hundredweight. 

(10) In the case of soybeans, $5.00 per bush- 
el. 

(11) In the case of other oilseeds, $10.09 per 
hundredweight for each of the following 
kinds of oilseeds: 

(A) Sunflower seed. 

(B) Rapeseed. 

(C) Canola. 

(D) Safflower. 

(E) Flaxseed. 

(F) Mustard seed. 

(G) Crambe. 

(H) Sesame seed. 

(I) Other oilseeds designated by the Sec- 
retary. 

(12) In the case of dry peas, $5.40 per hun- 
dredweight. 

(18) In the case of lentils, $11.28 per hun- 
dredweight. 

(14) In the case of small chickpeas, $7.43 per 
hundredweight. 

(15) In the case of large chickpeas, $11.28 
per hundredweight. 

(16) In the case of graded wool, $1.15 per 
pound. 

(17) In the case of nongraded wool, $0.40 per 
pound. 

(18) In the case of mohair, $4.20 per pound. 

(19) In the case of honey, $0.69 per pound. 
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(20) In the case of peanuts, $355 per ton. 

(b) SINGLE COUNTY LOAN RATE FOR OTHER 
OILSEEDS.—The Secretary shall establish a 
single loan rate in each county for each kind 
of other oilseeds described in subsection 
(a)Q)). 

SEC. 1203. TERM OF LOANS. 


(a) TERM OF LOAN.—In the case of each 
loan commodity, a marketing assistance 
loan under section 1201 shall have a term of 
9 months beginning on the first day of the 
first month after the month in which the 
loan is made. 

(b) EXTENSIONS PROHIBITED.—The Sec- 
retary may not extend the term of a mar- 
keting assistance loan for any loan com- 
modity. 

SEC. 1204. REPAYMENT OF LOANS. 


(a) GENERAL RULE.—The Secretary shall 
permit the producers on a farm to repay a 
marketing assistance loan under section 1201 
for a loan commodity (other than upland 
cotton, long grain rice, medium grain rice, 
extra long staple cotton, peanuts and confec- 
tionery and each other kind of sunflower 
seed (other than oil sunflower seed)) at a 
rate that is the lesser of— 

(1) the loan rate established for the com- 
modity under section 1202, plus interest (de- 
termined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)); 

(2) a rate (as determined by the Secretary) 
that— 

(A) is calculated based on average market 
prices for the loan commodity during the 
preceding 30-day period; and 

(B) will minimize discrepancies in mar- 
keting loan benefits across State boundaries 
and across county boundaries; or 

(3) a rate that the Secretary may develop 
using alternative methods for calculating a 
repayment rate for a loan commodity that 
the Secretary determines will— 

(A) minimize potential loan forfeitures; 

(B) minimize the accumulation of stocks of 
the commodity by the Federal Government; 

(C) minimize the cost incurred by the Fed- 
eral Government in storing the commodity; 

(D) allow the commodity produced in the 
United States to be marketed freely and 
competitively, both domestically and inter- 
nationally; and 

(E) minimize discrepancies in marketing 
loan benefits across State boundaries and 
across county boundaries. 

(b) REPAYMENT RATES FOR UPLAND COTTON, 
LONG GRAIN RICE, AND MEDIUM GRAIN RICE.— 
The Secretary shall permit producers to 
repay a marketing assistance loan under sec- 
tion 1201 for upland cotton, long grain rice, 
and medium grain rice at a rate that is the 
lesser of— 

(1) the loan rate established for the com- 
modity under section 1202, plus interest (de- 
termined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)); or 

(2) the prevailing world market price for 
the commodity, as determined and adjusted 
by the Secretary in accordance with this sec- 
tion. 

(c) REPAYMENT RATES FOR EXTRA LONG 
STAPLE COTTON.—Repayment of a marketing 
assistance loan for extra long staple cotton 
shall be at the loan rate established for the 
commodity under section 1202, plus interest 
(determined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)). 

(d) PREVAILING WORLD MARKET PRICE.—For 
purposes of this section, the Secretary shall 
prescribe by regulation— 
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(1) a formula to determine the prevailing 
world market price for each of upland cot- 
ton, long grain rice, and medium grain rice; 
and 

(2) a mechanism by which the Secretary 
shall announce periodically those prevailing 
world market prices. 

(e) ADJUSTMENT OF PREVAILING WORLD 
MARKET PRICE FOR UPLAND COTTON, LONG 
GRAIN RICE, AND MEDIUM GRAIN RICE.— 

(1) RicE.—The prevailing world market 
price for long grain rice and medium grain 
rice determined under subsection (d) shall be 
adjusted to United States quality and loca- 
tion. 

(2) CoTTON.—The prevailing world market 
price for upland cotton determined under 
subsection (d)— 

(A) shall be adjusted to United States qual- 
ity and location, with the adjustment to in- 
clude— 

(i) a reduction equal to any United States 
Premium Factor for upland cotton of a qual- 
ity higher than Middling (M) 1%2-inch; and 

(ii) the average costs to market the com- 
modity, including average transportation 
costs, as determined by the Secretary; and 

(B) may be further adjusted, during the pe- 
riod beginning on the date of enactment of 
this Act and ending on July 31, 2018, if the 
Secretary determines the adjustment is nec- 
essary— 

(i) to minimize potential loan forfeitures; 

(ii) to minimize the accumulation of 
stocks of upland cotton by the Federal Gov- 
ernment; 

(iii) to ensure that upland cotton produced 
in the United States can be marketed freely 
and competitively, both domestically and 
internationally; and 

(iv) to ensure an appropriate transition be- 
tween current-crop and forward-crop price 
quotations, except that the Secretary may 
use forward-crop price quotations prior to 
July 31 of a marketing year only if— 

(I) there are insufficient current-crop price 
quotations; and 

(II) the forward-crop price quotation is the 
lowest such quotation available. 

(3) GUIDELINES FOR ADDITIONAL ADJUST- 
MENTS.—In making adjustments under this 
subsection, the Secretary shall establish a 
mechanism for determining and announcing 
the adjustments in order to avoid undue dis- 
ruption in the United States market. 

(£) REPAYMENT RATES FOR CONFECTIONERY 
AND OTHER KINDS OF SUNFLOWER SEEDS.—The 
Secretary shall permit the producers on a 
farm to repay a marketing assistance loan 
under section 1201 for confectionery and each 
other kind of sunflower seed (other than oil 
sunflower seed) at a rate that is the lesser 
of— 

(1) the loan rate established for the com- 
modity under section 1202, plus interest (de- 
termined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)); or 

(2) the repayment rate established for oil 
sunflower seed. 

(g) PAYMENT OF COTTON STORAGE COSTS.— 
Effective for each of the 2014 through 2018 
crop years, the Secretary shall make cotton 
storage payments available in the same 
manner, and at the same rates as the Sec- 
retary provided storage payments for the 
2006 crop of cotton, except that the rates 
shall be reduced by 20 percent. 

(h) REPAYMENT RATE FOR PEANUTS.—The 
Secretary shall permit producers on a farm 
to repay a marketing assistance loan for pea- 
nuts under subsection (a) at a rate that is 
the lesser of— 

(1) the loan rate established for peanuts 
under subsection (b), plus interest (deter- 
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mined in accordance with section 163 of the 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re- 
form Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)); or 

(2) a rate that the Secretary determines 
will— 

(A) minimize potential loan forfeitures; 

(B) minimize the accumulation of stocks of 
peanuts by the Federal Government; 

(C) minimize the cost incurred by the Fed- 
eral Government in storing peanuts; and 

(D) allow peanuts produced in the United 
States to be marketed freely and competi- 
tively, both domestically and internation- 
ally. 

(i) AUTHORITY TO TEMPORARILY ADJUST RE- 
PAYMENT RATES.— 

(1) ADJUSTMENT AUTHORITY.—In the event 
of a severe disruption to marketing, trans- 
portation, or related infrastructure, the Sec- 
retary may modify the repayment rate oth- 
erwise applicable under this section for mar- 
keting assistance loans under section 1201 for 
a loan commodity. 

(2) DURATION.—Any adjustment made 
under paragraph (1) in the repayment rate 
for marketing assistance loans for a loan 
commodity shall be in effect on a short-term 
and temporary basis, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

SEC. 1205. LOAN DEFICIENCY PAYMENTS. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF LOAN DEFICIENCY PAY- 
MENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub- 
section (d), the Secretary may make loan de- 
ficiency payments available to producers on 
a farm that, although eligible to obtain a 
marketing assistance loan under section 1201 
with respect to a loan commodity, agree to 
forgo obtaining the loan for the commodity 
in return for loan deficiency payments under 
this section. 

(2) UNSHORN PELTS, HAY, AND SILAGE.— 

(A) MARKETING ASSISTANCE LOANS.—Sub- 
ject to subparagraph (B), nongraded wool in 
the form of unshorn pelts and hay and silage 
derived from a loan commodity are not eligi- 
ble for a marketing assistance loan under 
section 1201. 

(B) LOAN DEFICIENCY PAYMENT.—Effective 
for the 2014 through 2018 crop years, the Sec- 
retary may make loan deficiency payments 
available under this section to producers on 
a farm that produce unshorn pelts or hay and 
silage derived from a loan commodity. 

(b) COMPUTATION.—A loan deficiency pay- 
ment for a loan commodity or commodity 
referred to in subsection (a)(2) shall be equal 
to the product obtained by multiplying— 

(1) the payment rate determined under sub- 
section (c) for the commodity; by 

(2) the quantity of the commodity pro- 
duced by the eligible producers, excluding 
any quantity for which the producers obtain 
a marketing assistance loan under section 
1201. 

(c) PAYMENT RATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a loan com- 
modity, the payment rate shall be the 
amount by which— 

(A) the loan rate established under section 
1202 for the loan commodity; exceeds 

(B) the rate at which a marketing assist- 
ance loan for the loan commodity may be re- 
paid under section 1204. 

(2) UNSHORN PELTS.—In the case of unshorn 
pelts, the payment rate shall be the amount 
by which— 

(A) the loan rate established under section 
1202 for ungraded wool; exceeds 

(B) the rate at which a marketing assist- 
ance loan for ungraded wool may be repaid 
under section 1204. 

(8) HAY AND SILAGE.—In the case of hay or 
silage derived from a loan commodity, the 
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payment rate shall be the amount by 
which— 

(A) the loan rate established under section 
1202 for the loan commodity from which the 
hay or silage is derived; exceeds 

(B) the rate at which a marketing assist- 
ance loan for the loan commodity may be re- 
paid under section 1204. 

(d) EXCEPTION FOR EXTRA LONG STAPLE 
CoTTon.—This section shall not apply with 
respect to extra long staple cotton. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE FOR PAYMENT RATE DE- 
TERMINATION.—The Secretary shall deter- 
mine the amount of the loan deficiency pay- 
ment to be made under this section to the 
producers on a farm with respect to a quan- 
tity of a loan commodity or commodity re- 
ferred to in subsection (a)(2) using the pay- 
ment rate in effect under subsection (c) as of 
the date the producers request the payment. 
SEC. 1206. PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF LOAN DEFI- 

CIENCY PAYMENTS FOR GRAZED 
ACREAGE. 

(a) ELIGIBLE PRODUCERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Effective for the 2014 
through 2018 crop years, in the case of a pro- 
ducer that would be eligible for a loan defi- 
ciency payment under section 1205 for wheat, 
barley, or oats, but that elects to use acre- 
age planted to the wheat, barley, or oats for 
the grazing of livestock, the Secretary shall 
make a payment to the producer under this 
section if the producer enters into an agree- 
ment with the Secretary to forgo any other 
harvesting of the wheat, barley, or oats on 
that acreage. 

(2) GRAZING OF TRITICALE ACREAGE.—Effec- 
tive for the 2014 through 2018 crop years, 
with respect to a producer on a farm that 
uses acreage planted to triticale for the graz- 
ing of livestock, the Secretary shall make a 
payment to the producer under this section 
if the producer enters into an agreement 
with the Secretary to forgo any other har- 
vesting of triticale on that acreage. 

(b) PAYMENT AMOUNT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of a payment 
made under this section to a producer on a 
farm described in subsection (a)(1) shall be 
equal to the amount determined by multi- 
plying— 

(A) the loan deficiency payment rate deter- 
mined under section 1205(c) in effect, as of 
the date of the agreement, for the county in 
which the farm is located; by 

(B) the payment quantity determined by 
multiplying— 

(i) the quantity of the grazed acreage on 
the farm with respect to which the producer 
elects to forgo harvesting of wheat, barley, 
or oats; and 

(ii)(1) the yield in effect for the calculation 
of agriculture risk coverage payments under 
subtitle A with respect to that loan com- 
modity on the farm; or 

(II) in the case of a farm without a pay- 
ment yield for that loan commodity, an ap- 
propriate yield established by the Secretary. 

(2) GRAZING OF TRITICALE ACREAGE.—The 
amount of a payment made under this sec- 
tion to a producer on a farm described in 
subsection (a)(2) shall be equal to the 
amount determined by multiplying— 

(A) the loan deficiency payment rate deter- 
mined under section 1205(c) in effect for 
wheat, as of the date of the agreement, for 
the county in which the farm is located; by 

(B) the payment quantity determined by 
multiplying— 

(i) the quantity of the grazed acreage on 
the farm with respect to which the producer 
elects to forgo harvesting of triticale; and 

(ii)(1) the yield in effect for the calculation 
of agriculture risk coverage payments under 
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subtitle A with respect to wheat on the farm; 
or 

(II) in the case of a farm without a pay- 
ment yield for wheat, an appropriate yield 
established by the Secretary in a manner 
consistent with section 1102 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 8712). 

(c) TIME, MANNER, AND AVAILABILITY OF 
PAYMENT.— 

(1) TIME AND MANNER.—A payment under 
this section shall be made at the same time 
and in the same manner as loan deficiency 
payments are made under section 1205. 

(2) AVAILABILITY .— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish an availability period for the pay- 
ments authorized by this section. 

(B) CERTAIN COMMODITIES.—In the case of 
wheat, barley, and oats, the availability pe- 
riod shall be consistent with the availability 
period for the commodity established by the 
Secretary for marketing assistance loans au- 
thorized by this subtitle. 

(d) PROHIBITION ON CROP INSURANCE INDEM- 
NITY OR NONINSURED CROP ASSISTANCE.—A 
2014 through 2018 crop of wheat, barley, oats, 
or triticale planted on acreage that a pro- 
ducer elects, in the agreement required by 
subsection (a), to use for the grazing of live- 
stock in lieu of any other harvesting of the 
crop shall not be eligible for an indemnity 
under a policy or plan of insurance author- 
ized under the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 
U.S.C. 1501 et seq.) or noninsured crop assist- 
ance under section 196 of the Federal Agri- 
culture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 
(7 U.S.C. 7333). 

SEC. 1207. SPECIAL COMPETITIVE PROVISIONS 
FOR EXTRA LONG STAPLE COTTON. 

(a) COMPETITIVENESS PROGRAM.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, during 
the period beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act through July 31, 2018, the 
Secretary shall carry out a program— 

(1) to maintain and expand the domestic 
use of extra long staple cotton produced in 
the United States; 

(2) to increase exports of extra long staple 
cotton produced in the United States; and 

(3) to ensure that extra long staple cotton 
produced in the United States remains com- 
petitive in world markets. 

(b) PAYMENTS UNDER PROGRAM; TRIGGER.— 
Under the program, the Secretary shall 
make payments available under this section 
whenever— 

(1) for a consecutive 4-week period, the 
world market price for the lowest priced 
competing growth of extra long staple cotton 
(adjusted to United States quality and loca- 
tion and for other factors affecting the com- 
petitiveness of such cotton), as determined 
by the Secretary, is below the prevailing 
United States price for a competing growth 
of extra long staple cotton; and 

(2) the lowest priced competing growth of 
extra long staple cotton (adjusted to United 
States quality and location and for other 
factors affecting the competitiveness of such 
cotton), as determined by the Secretary, is 
less than 134 percent of the loan rate for 
extra long staple cotton. 

(c) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—The Secretary 
shall make payments available under this 
section to domestic users of extra long staple 
cotton produced in the United States and ex- 
porters of extra long staple cotton produced 
in the United States that enter into an 
agreement with the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration to participate in the program under 
this section. 

(d) PAYMENT AMOUNT.—Payments under 
this section shall be based on the amount of 
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the difference in the prices referred to in 
subsection (b)(1) during the fourth week of 
the consecutive 4-week period multiplied by 
the amount of documented purchases by do- 
mestic users and sales for export by export- 
ers made in the week following such a con- 
secutive 4-week period. 
SEC. 1208. AVAILABILITY OF RECOURSE LOANS 
FOR HIGH MOISTURE FEED GRAINS 
AND SEED COTTON. 

(a) HIGH MOISTURE FEED GRAINS.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF HIGH MOISTURE STATE.—In 
this subsection, the term “high moisture 
state”? means corn or grain sorghum having 
a moisture content in excess of Commodity 
Credit Corporation standards for marketing 
assistance loans made by the Secretary 
under section 1201. 

(2) RECOURSE LOANS AVAILABLE.—For each 
of the 2014 through 2018 crops of corn and 
grain sorghum, the Secretary shall make 
available recourse loans, as determined by 
the Secretary, to producers on a farm that— 

(A) normally harvest all or a portion of 
their crop of corn or grain sorghum in a high 
moisture state; 

(B) present— 

(i) certified scale tickets from an in- 
spected, certified commercial scale, includ- 
ing a licensed warehouse, feedlot, feed mill, 
distillery, or other similar entity approved 
by the Secretary, pursuant to regulations 
issued by the Secretary; or 

(ii) field or other physical measurements of 
the standing or stored crop in regions of the 
United States, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, that do not have certified commer- 
cial scales from which certified scale tickets 
may be obtained within reasonable prox- 
imity of harvest operation; 

(C) certify that the producers on the farm 
were the owners of the feed grain at the time 
of delivery to, and that the quantity to be 
placed under loan under this subsection was 
in fact harvested on the farm and delivered 
to, a feedlot, feed mill, or commercial or on- 
farm high-moisture storage facility, or to a 
facility maintained by the users of corn and 
grain sorghum in a high moisture state; and 

(D) comply with deadlines established by 
the Secretary for harvesting the corn or 
grain sorghum and submit applications for 
loans under this subsection within deadlines 
established by the Secretary. 

(3) ELIGIBILITY OF ACQUIRED FEED GRAINS.— 
A loan under this subsection shall be made 
on a quantity of corn or grain sorghum of 
the same crop acquired by the producer 
equivalent to a quantity determined by mul- 
tiplying— 

(A) the acreage of the corn or grain sor- 
ghum in a high moisture state harvested on 
the farm of the producer; by 

(B) the lower of the actual average yield 
used to make payments under subtitle A or 
the actual yield on a field, as determined by 
the Secretary, that is similar to the field 
from which the corn or grain sorghum was 
obtained. 

(b) RECOURSE LOANS AVAILABLE FOR SEED 
CoTTon.—For each of the 2014 through 2018 
crops of upland cotton and extra long staple 
cotton, the Secretary shall make available 
recourse seed cotton loans, as determined by 
the Secretary, on any production. 

(c) REPAYMENT RATES.—Repayment of a re- 
course loan made under this section shall be 
at the loan rate established for the com- 
modity by the Secretary, plus interest (de- 
termined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7288)). 

SEC. 1209. ADJUSTMENTS OF LOANS. 

(a) ADJUSTMENT AUTHORITY.—Subject to 

subsection (e), the Secretary may make ap- 
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propriate adjustments in the loan rates for 
any loan commodity (other than cotton) for 
differences in grade, type, quality, location, 
and other factors. 

(b) MANNER OF ADJUSTMENT.—The adjust- 
ments under subsection (a) shall, to the max- 
imum extent practicable, be made in such a 
manner that the average loan level for the 
commodity will, on the basis of the antici- 
pated incidence of the factors, be equal to 
the level of support determined in accord- 
ance with this subtitle and subtitles C 
through E. 

(c) ADJUSTMENT ON COUNTY BASIS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may estab- 
lish loan rates for a crop for producers in in- 
dividual counties in a manner that results in 
the lowest loan rate being 95 percent of the 
national average loan rate, if those loan 
rates do not result in an increase in outlays. 

(2) PROHIBITION.—Adjustments under this 
subsection shall not result in an increase in 
the national average loan rate for any year. 

(d) ADJUSTMENT IN LOAN RATE FOR COT- 
TON.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 
appropriate adjustments in the loan rate for 
cotton for differences in quality factors. 

(2) REVISIONS TO QUALITY ADJUSTMENTS FOR 
UPLAND COTTON.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall implement revisions in the 
administration of the marketing assistance 
loan program for upland cotton to more ac- 
curately and efficiently reflect market val- 
ues for upland cotton. 

(B) MANDATORY REVISIONS.—Revisions 
under subparagraph (A) shall include— 

(i) the elimination of warehouse location 
differentials; 

(ii) the establishment of differentials for 
the various quality factors and staple 
lengths of cotton based on a 3-year, weighted 
moving average of the weighted designated 
spot market regions, as determined by re- 
gional production; 

(iii) the elimination of any artificial split 
in the premium or discount between upland 
cotton with a 32 or 33 staple length due to 
micronaire; and 

(iv) a mechanism to ensure that no pre- 
mium or discount is established that exceeds 
the premium or discount associated with a 
leaf grade that is 1 better than the applicable 
color grade. 

(C) DISCRETIONARY REVISIONS.—Revisions 
under subparagraph (A) may include— 

(i) the use of non-spot market price data, 
in addition to spot market price data, that 
would enhance the accuracy of the price in- 
formation used in determining quality ad- 
justments under this subsection; 

(ii) adjustments in the premiums or dis- 
counts associated with upland cotton with a 
staple length of 33 or above due to 
micronaire with the goal of eliminating any 
unnecessary artificial splits in the calcula- 
tions of the premiums or discounts; and 

(iii) such other adjustments as the Sec- 
retary determines appropriate, after con- 
sultations conducted in accordance with 
paragraph (8). 

(3) CONSULTATION WITH PRIVATE SECTOR.— 

(A) PRIOR TO REVISION.—In making adjust- 
ments to the loan rate for cotton (including 
any review of the adjustments) as provided 
in this subsection, the Secretary shall con- 
sult with representatives of the United 
States cotton industry. 

(B) INAPPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ACT.—The Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to 
consultations under this subsection. 
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(4) REVIEW OF ADJUSTMENTS.—The Sec- 
retary may review the operation of the up- 
land cotton quality adjustments imple- 
mented pursuant to this subsection and may 
make further revisions to the administration 
of the loan program for upland cotton, by— 

(A) revoking or revising any actions taken 
under paragraph (2)(B); or 

(B) revoking or revising any actions taken 
or authorized to be taken under paragraph 
(2)(C). 

(e) RicE.—The Secretary shall not make 
adjustments in the loan rates for long grain 
rice and medium grain rice, except for dif- 
ferences in grade and quality (including mill- 
ing yields). 

Subtitle C—Sugar 
SEC. 1301. SUGAR PROGRAM. 

(a) CONTINUATION OF CURRENT PROGRAM 
AND LOAN RATES.— 

(1) SUGARCANE.—Section 156(a)(5) of the 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re- 
form Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 17272(a)(5)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘the 2012 crop year” 
and inserting ‘‘each of the 2014 through 2018 
crop years”. 

(2) SUGAR BEETS.—Section 156(b)(2) of the 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re- 
form Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7272(b)(2)) is 
amended by striking ‘2012’? and inserting 
“*2018”’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE PERIOD.—Section 156(i) of the 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re- 
form Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7272(i)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) FLEXIBLE MARKETING ALLOTMENTS FOR 
SUGAR.— 

(1) SUGAR ESTIMATES.—Section 359b(a)(1) of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 (7 
U.S.C. 1359bb(a)(1)) is amended by striking 
‘2012” and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(2) SUGAR IMPORT QUOTA ADJUSTMENT 
DATE.—Section 359k(b) of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938 (7 U.S.C. 1859kk(b)) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘APRIL 1” each place it ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘FEBRUARY 1”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘April 1” each place it ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘February 1”. 

(3) EFFECTIVE PERIOD.—Section 359l(a) of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 (7 
U.S.C. 18591l(a)) is amended by striking 
‘2012” and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

Subtitle D—Dairy 
PART I—DAIRY PRODUCTION MARGIN 

PROTECTION AND DAIRY MARKET STA- 

BILIZATION PROGRAMS 
SEC. 1401. DEFINITIONS. 

In this part: 

(1) ACTUAL DAIRY PRODUCTION MARGIN.—The 
term ‘actual dairy production margin” 
means the difference between the all-milk 
price and the average feed cost, as calculated 
under section 1402. 

(2) ALL-MILK PRICE.—The term ‘‘all-milk 
price” means the average price received, per 
hundredweight of milk, by dairy operations 
for all milk sold to plants and dealers in the 
United States, as determined by the Sec- 
retary. 

(3) ANNUAL PRODUCTION HISTORY.—The term 
“annual production history” means the pro- 
duction history determined for a partici- 
pating dairy operation under section 1413(b) 
whenever the participating dairy operation 
purchases supplemental production margin 
protection. 

(4) AVERAGE FEED COST.—The term ‘‘aver- 
age feed cost’’ means the average cost of feed 
used by a dairy operation to produce a hun- 
dredweight of milk, determined under sec- 
tion 1402 using the sum of the following: 

(A) The product determined by multiplying 
1.0728 by the price of corn per bushel. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


(B) The product determined by multiplying 
0.00735 by the price of soybean meal per ton. 

(C) The product determined by multiplying 
0.0187 by the price of alfalfa hay per ton. 

(5) BASIC PRODUCTION HISTORY.—The term 
“basic production history” means the pro- 
duction history determined for a partici- 
pating dairy operation under section 1413(a) 
for provision of basic production margin pro- 
tection. 

(6) CONSECUTIVE 2-MONTH PERIOD.—The 
term ‘‘consecutive 2-month period” refers to 
the 2-month period consisting of the months 
of January and February, March and April, 
May and June, July and August, September 
and October, or November and December, re- 
spectively. 

(7) DAIRY OPERATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘dairy oper- 
ation’’ means, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, 1 or more dairy producers that 
produce and market milk as a single dairy 
operation in which each dairy producer— 

(i) shares in the pooling of resources and a 
common ownership structure; 

(ii) is at risk in the production of milk on 
the dairy operation; and 

(iii) contributes land, labor, management, 
equipment, or capital to the dairy operation. 

(B) ADDITIONAL OWNERSHIP STRUCTURES.— 
The Secretary shall determine additional 
ownership structures to be covered by the 
definition of dairy operation. 

(8) HANDLER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘handler’’ 
means the initial individual or entity mak- 
ing payment to a dairy operation for milk 
produced in the United States and marketed 
for commercial use. 

(B) PRODUCER-HANDLER.—The term in- 
cludes a ‘‘producer-handler’’ when the pro- 
ducer satisfies the definition in subpara- 
graph (A). 

(9) PARTICIPATING DAIRY OPERATION.—The 
term ‘‘participating dairy operation” means 
a dairy operation that— 

(A) signs up under section 1412 to partici- 
pate in the production margin protection 
program under subpart A; and 

(B) as a result, also participates in the sta- 
bilization program under subpart B. 

(10) PRODUCTION MARGIN PROTECTION PRO- 
GRAM.—The term ‘‘production margin protec- 
tion program” means the dairy production 
margin protection program required by sub- 
part A. 

(11) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture. 

(12) STABILIZATION PROGRAM.—The term 
“stabilization program” means the dairy 
market stabilization program required by 
subpart B for all participating dairy oper- 
ations. 

(13) STABILIZATION PROGRAM BASE.—The 
term ‘‘stabilization program base”, with re- 
spect to a participating dairy operation, 
means the stabilization program base cal- 
culated for the participating dairy operation 
under section 1481(b). 

(14) UNITED STATES.—The term ‘‘United 
States’’, in a geographical sense, means the 
50 States, the District of Columbia, Amer- 
ican Samoa, Guam, the Commonwealth of 
the Northern Mariana Islands, the Common- 
wealth of Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands of 
the United States, and any other territory or 
possession of the United States. 

SEC. 1402. CALCULATION OF AVERAGE FEED 
COST AND ACTUAL DAIRY PRODUC- 
TION MARGINS. 

(a) CALCULATION OF AVERAGE FEED CosT.— 
The Secretary shall calculate the national 
average feed cost for each month using the 
following data: 
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(1) The price of corn for a month shall be 
the price received during that month by 
farmers in the United States for corn, as re- 
ported in the monthly Agricultural Prices 
report by the Secretary. 

(2) The price of soybean meal for a month 
shall be the central Illinois price for soybean 
meal, as reported in the Market News- 
Monthly Soybean Meal Price Report by the 
Secretary. 

(3) The price of alfalfa hay for a month 
shall be the price received during that month 
by farmers in the United States for alfalfa 
hay, as reported in the monthly Agricultural 
Prices report by the Secretary. 

(b) CALCULATION OF ACTUAL DAIRY PRODUC- 
TION MARGINS.— 

(1) PRODUCTION MARGIN PROTECTION PRO- 
GRAM.—For use in the production margin 
protection program under subpart A, the 
Secretary shall calculate the actual dairy 
production margin for each consecutive 2- 
month period by subtracting— 

(A) the average feed cost for that consecu- 
tive 2-month period, determined in accord- 
ance with subsection (a); from 

(B) the all-milk price for that consecutive 
2-month period. 

(2) STABILIZATION PROGRAM.—For use in the 
stabilization program under subpart B, the 
Secretary shall calculate each month the ac- 
tual dairy production margin for the pre- 
ceding month by subtracting— 

(A) the average feed cost for that preceding 
month, determined in accordance with sub- 
section (a); from 

(B) the all-milk price for that preceding 
month. 

(3) TIME FOR CALCULATIONS.—The calcula- 
tions required by paragraphs (1) and (2) shall 
be made as soon as practicable using the full 
month price of the applicable reference 
month. 

Subpart A—Dairy Production Margin 
Protection Program 
SEC. 1411. ESTABLISHMENT OF DAIRY PRODUC- 
TION MARGIN PROTECTION PRO- 
GRAM. 

Effective not later than 120 days after the 
effective date of this subtitle, the Secretary 
shall establish and administer a dairy pro- 
duction margin protection program under 
which participating dairy operations are 
paid— 

(1) basic production margin protection pro- 
gram payments under section 1414 when ac- 
tual dairy production margins are less than 
the threshold levels for such payments; and 

(2) supplemental production margin pro- 
tection program payments under section 1415 
if purchased by a participating dairy oper- 
ation. 
SEC. 1412. PARTICIPATION OF DAIRY OPER- 

ATIONS IN PRODUCTION MARGIN 
PROTECTION PROGRAM. 

(a) ELIGIBILITY.—All dairy operations in 
the United States shall be eligible to partici- 
pate in the production margin protection 
program, except that a participating dairy 
operation shall be required to register with 
the Secretary before the participating dairy 
operation may receive— 

(1) basic production margin protection pro- 
gram payments under section 1414; and 

(2) if the participating dairy operation pur- 
chases supplemental production margin pro- 
tection under section 1415, supplemental pro- 
duction margin protection program pay- 
ments under such section. 

(b) REGISTRATION PROCESS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall speci- 
fy the manner and form by which a partici- 
pating dairy operation may register to par- 
ticipate in the production margin protection 
program. 
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(2) TREATMENT OF MULTIPRODUCER DAIRY 
OPERATIONS.—If a participating dairy oper- 
ation is operated by more than 1 dairy pro- 
ducer, all of the dairy producers of the par- 
ticipating dairy operation shall be treated as 
a single dairy operation for purposes of— 

(A) registration to receive basic production 
margin protection and election to purchase 
supplemental production margin protection; 

(B) payment of the participation fee under 
subsection (d) and producer premiums under 
section 1415; and 

(C) participation in the stabilization pro- 
gram under subtitle B. 

(3) TREATMENT OF PRODUCERS WITH MUL- 
TIPLE DAIRY OPERATIONS.—If a dairy producer 
operates 2 or more dairy operations, each 
dairy operation of the producer shall sepa- 
rately register to receive basic production 
margin protection and purchase supple- 
mental production margin protection and 
only those dairy operations so registered 
shall be covered by the stabilization pro- 
gram. 

(c) TIME FOR REGISTRATION.— 

(1) EXISTING DAIRY OPERATIONS.—During 
the 15-month period beginning on the date of 
the initiation of the registration period for 
the production margin protection program, a 
dairy operation that is actively engaged as 
of such date may register with the Sec- 
retary— 

(A) to receive basic production margin pro- 
tection; and 

(B) if the dairy operation elects, to pur- 
chase supplemental production margin pro- 
tection. 

(2) NEW ENTRANTS.—A dairy producer that 
has no existing interest in a dairy operation 
as of the date of the initiation of the reg- 
istration period for the production margin 
protection program, but that, after such 
date, establishes a new dairy operation, may 
register with the Secretary during the l-year 
period beginning on the date on which the 
dairy operation first markets milk commer- 
cially— 

(A) to receive basic production margin pro- 
tection; and 

(B) if the dairy operation elects, to pur- 
chase supplemental production margin pro- 
tection. 

(d) TRANSITION FROM MILC TO PRODUCTION 
MARGIN PROTECTION.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF TRANSITION PERIOD.—In 
this subsection, the term ‘“‘transition period” 
means the period during which the milk in- 
come loss program established under section 
1506 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8773) and the production 
margin protection program under this sub- 
title are both in existence. 

(2) NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY.—Not later 
than 30 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall publish a notice 
in the Federal Register to inform dairy oper- 
ations of the availability of basic production 
margin protection and supplemental produc- 
tion margin protection, including the terms 
of the protection and information about the 
option of dairy operations during the transi- 
tion period to make an election described in 
paragraph (3). 

(3) ELECTION.—Except as provided in para- 
graph (4), a dairy operation may elect to par- 
ticipate in either the milk income loss pro- 
gram established under section 1506 of the 
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 
(7 U.S.C. 8773) or the production margin pro- 
tection program under this subtitle for the 
duration of the transition period. 

(4) TRANSFER TO PRODUCTION MARGIN PRO- 
TECTION.—A dairy operation that elects to 
participate in the milk income loss program 
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established under section 1506 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 8773) during the transition period 
may, at any time, make a permanent trans- 
fer to the production margin protection pro- 
gram. 

(e) ADMINISTRATION FEE.— 

(1) ADMINISTRATION FEE REQUIRED.—Except 
as provided in paragraph (5), a participating 
dairy operation shall— 

(A) pay an administration fee under this 
subsection to register to participate in the 
production margin protection program; and 

(B) pay the administration fee annually 
thereafter to continue to participate in the 
production margin protection program. 

(2) FEE AMOUNT.—The administration fee 
for a participating dairy operation for a cal- 
endar year shall be based on the pounds of 
milk (in millions) marketed by the partici- 
pating dairy operation in the previous cal- 
endar year, as follows: 


Pounds Marketed (in mil- Administra- 
lions) tion Fee 
TOSS bhan A casetsesisedetenaedvedesacs $100 
$250 
more than 5 to 10... $350 
more than 10 to 40 ................ $1,000 
more than 40 ............cceeeeeeee ee $2,500 


(8) DEPOSIT OF FEES.—AI]l] administration 
fees collected under this subsection shall be 
credited to the fund or account used to cover 
the costs incurred to administer the produc- 
tion margin protection program and the sta- 
bilization program and shall be available to 
the Secretary, without further appropriation 
and until expended, for use or transfer as 
provided in paragraph (4). 

(4) USE OF FEES.—The Secretary shall use 
administration fees collected under this sub- 
section— 

(A) to cover administrative costs of the 
production margin protection program and 
stabilization program; and 

(B) to cover costs of the Department of Ag- 
riculture relating to reporting of dairy mar- 
ket news, carrying out the amendments 
made by section 1476, and carrying out sec- 
tion 273 of the Agricultural Marketing Act of 
1946 (7 U.S.C. 1687b)), to the extent funds re- 
main available after operation of subpara- 
graph (A). 

(5) WAIVER.—The Secretary shall waive or 
reduce the administration fee required under 
paragraph (1) in the case of a limited-re- 
source dairy operation, as defined by the 
Secretary. 

(f) LIMITATION.—A dairy operation may 
only participate in the production margin 
protection program or the livestock gross 
margin for dairy program under the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.), but 
not both. 

SEC. 1413. PRODUCTION HISTORY OF PARTICI- 
PATING DAIRY OPERATIONS. 

(a) PRODUCTION HISTORY FOR BASIC PRODUC- 
TION MARGIN PROTECTION.— 

(1) DETERMINATION REQUIRED.—For pur- 
poses of providing basic production margin 
protection, the Secretary shall determine 
the basic production history of a partici- 
pating dairy operation. 

(2) CALCULATION.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (3), the basic production history of 
a participating dairy operation for basic pro- 
duction margin protection is equal to the 
highest annual milk marketings of the par- 
ticipating dairy operation during any 1 of 
the 3 calendar years immediately preceding 
the calendar year in which the participating 
dairy operation first signed up to participate 
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in the production margin protection pro- 
gram. 

(3) ELECTION BY NEW DAIRY OPERATIONS.—In 
the case of a participating dairy operation 
that has been in operation for less than a 
year, the participating dairy operation shall 
elect 1 of the following methods for the Sec- 
retary to determine the basic production his- 
tory of the participating dairy operation: 

(A) The volume of the actual milk mar- 
ketings for the months the participating 
dairy operation has been in operation extrap- 
olated to a yearly amount. 

(B) An estimate of the actual milk mar- 
ketings of the participating dairy operation 
based on the herd size of the participating 
dairy operation relative to the national roll- 
ing herd average data published by the Sec- 
retary. 

(4) NO CHANGE IN PRODUCTION HISTORY FOR 
BASIC PRODUCTION MARGIN PROTECTION.—Once 
the basic production history of a partici- 
pating dairy operation is determined under 
paragraph (2) or (3), the basic production his- 
tory shall not be subsequently changed for 
purposes of determining the amount of any 
basic production margin protection pay- 
ments for the participating dairy operation 
made under section 1414. 

(b) ANNUAL PRODUCTION HISTORY FOR SUP- 
PLEMENTAL PRODUCTION MARGIN PROTEC- 
TION.— 

(1) DETERMINATION REQUIRED.—For pur- 
poses of providing supplemental production 
margin protection for a participating dairy 
operation that purchases supplemental pro- 
duction margin protection for a year under 
section 1415, the Secretary shall determine 
the annual production history of the partici- 
pating dairy operation under paragraph (2). 

(2) CALCULATION.—The annual production 
history of a participating dairy operation for 
a year is equal to the actual milk mar- 
ketings of the participating dairy operation 
during the preceding calendar year. 

(3) NEW DAIRY OPERATIONS.—Subsection 
(a)(3) shall apply with respect to determining 
the annual production history of a partici- 
pating dairy operation that has been in oper- 
ation for less than a year. 

(c) REQUIRED INFORMATION.—A partici- 
pating dairy operation shall provide all in- 
formation that the Secretary may require in 
order to establish— 

(1) the basic production history of the par- 
ticipating dairy operation under subsection 
(a); and 

(2) the production history of the partici- 
pating dairy operation whenever the partici- 
pating dairy operation purchases supple- 
mental production margin protection under 
section 1415. 

(d) TRANSFER OF PRODUCTION HISTORIES.— 

(1) TRANSFER BY SALE OR LEASE.—In pro- 
mulgating the rules to initiate the produc- 
tion margin protection program, the Sec- 
retary shall specify the conditions under 
which and the manner by which the produc- 
tion history of a participating dairy oper- 
ation may be transferred by sale or lease. 

(2) COVERAGE LEVEL.— 

(A) BASIC PRODUCTION MARGIN PROTEC- 
TION.—A purchaser or lessee to whom the 
Secretary transfers a basic production his- 
tory under this subsection shall not obtain a 
different level of basic production margin 
protection than the basic production margin 
protection coverage held by the seller or les- 
sor from whom the transfer was obtained. 

(B) SUPPLEMENTAL PRODUCTION MARGIN 
PROTECTION.—A purchaser or lessee to whom 
the Secretary transfers an annual production 
history under this subsection shall not ob- 
tain a different level of supplemental produc- 
tion margin protection coverage than the 
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supplemental production margin protection 
coverage in effect for the seller or lessor 
from whom the transfer was obtained for the 
calendar year in which the transfer was 
made. 

(e) MOVEMENT AND TRANSFER OF PRODUC- 
TION HISTORY.— 

(1) MOVEMENT AND TRANSFER AUTHORIZED.— 
Subject to paragraph (2), if a participating 
dairy operation moves from 1 location to an- 
other location, the participating dairy oper- 
ation may transfer the basic production his- 
tory and annual production history associ- 
ated with the participating dairy operation. 

(2) NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—A partici- 
pating dairy operation shall notify the Sec- 
retary of any move of a participating dairy 
operation under paragraph (1). 

(3) SUBSEQUENT OCCUPATION OF VACATED LO- 
CATION.—A party subsequently occupying a 
participating dairy operation location va- 
cated as described in paragraph (1) shall have 
no interest in the basic production history or 
annual production history previously associ- 
ated with the participating dairy operation 
at such location. 

SEC. 1414. BASIC PRODUCTION MARGIN PROTEC- 


(a) PAYMENT THRESHOLD.—The Secretary 
shall make a payment to participating dairy 
operations in accordance with subsection (b) 
whenever the average actual dairy produc- 
tion margin for a consecutive 2-month period 
is less than $4.00 per hundredweight of milk. 

(b) BASIC PRODUCTION MARGIN PROTECTION 
PAYMENT.—The basic production margin pro- 
tection payment for a participating dairy op- 
eration for a consecutive 2-month period 
shall be equal to the product obtained by 
multiplying— 

(1) the difference between the average ac- 
tual dairy production margin for the con- 
secutive 2-month period and $4.00, except 
that, if the difference is more than $4.00, the 
Secretary shall use $4.00; by 

(2) the lesser of— 

(A) 80 percent of the production history of 
the participating dairy operation, divided by 
6; or 

(B) the actual quantity of milk marketed 
by the participating dairy operation during 
the consecutive 2-month period. 

SEC. 1415. SUPPLEMENTAL PRODUCTION MARGIN 
PROTECTION. 

(a) ELECTION OF SUPPLEMENTAL PRODUC- 
TION MARGIN PROTECTION.—A participating 
dairy operation may annually purchase sup- 
plemental production margin protection to 
protect, during the calendar year for which 
purchased, a higher level of the income of a 
participating dairy operation than the in- 
come level guaranteed by basic production 
margin protection under section 1414. 

(b) SELECTION OF PAYMENT THRESHOLD.—A 
participating dairy operation purchasing 
supplemental production margin protection 
for a year shall elect a coverage level that is 
higher, in any increment of $0.50, than the 
payment threshold for basic production mar- 
gin protection specified in section 1414(a), 
but not to exceed $8.00. 

(c) COVERAGE PERCENTAGE.—A partici- 
pating dairy operation purchasing supple- 
mental production margin protection for a 
year shall elect a percentage of coverage 
equal to not more than 90 percent, nor less 
than 25 percent, of the annual production 
history of the participating dairy operation. 

(d) PREMIUMS FOR SUPPLEMENTAL PRODUC- 
TION MARGIN PROTECTION.— 

(1) PREMIUMS REQUIRED.—A participating 
dairy operation that purchases supplemental 
production margin protection shall pay an 
annual premium equal to the product ob- 
tained by multiplying— 
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(A) the coverage percentage elected by the 
participating dairy operation under sub- 
section (c); 

(B) the annual production history of the 
participating dairy operation; and 

(C) the premium per hundredweight of 
milk, as specified in the applicable table 
under paragraph (2) or (3). 

(2) PREMIUM PER HUNDREDWEIGHT FOR FIRST 
4 MILLION POUNDS OF PRODUCTION.—For the 
first 4,000,000 pounds of milk marketings in- 
cluded in the annual production history of a 
participating dairy operation, the premium 
per hundredweight corresponding to each 
coverage level specified in the following 
table is as follows: 


Premium per 


Coverage Level Cwt. 


$0.01 
$0.02 
$0.035 
$0.045 
$0.09 
$0.40 
$0.60 
$0.95 


(3) PREMIUM PER HUNDREDWEIGHT FOR PRO- 
DUCTION IN EXCESS OF 4 MILLION POUNDS.—For 
milk marketings in excess of 4,000,000 pounds 
included in the annual production history of 
a participating dairy operation, the premium 
per hundredweight corresponding to each 
coverage level is as follows: 


Premium per 


Coverage Level Cwt. 


$0.02 
$0.04 
$0.10 
$0.15 
$0.29 
$0.62 
$0.83 
$1.06 


(4) TIME FOR PAYMENT.—In promulgating 
the rules to initiate the production margin 
protection program, the Secretary shall pro- 
vide more than 1 method by which a partici- 
pating dairy operation that purchases sup- 
plemental production margin protection for 
a calendar year may pay the premium under 
this subsection for that year in any manner 
that maximizes participating dairy oper- 
ation payment flexibility and program integ- 
rity. 


(e) PREMIUM OBLIGATIONS.— 

(1) PRO-RATION OF PREMIUM FOR NEW DAIRY 
OPERATIONS.—A_ participating dairy oper- 
ation described in section 1412(c)(2) that pur- 
chases supplemental production margin pro- 
tection for a calendar year after the start of 
the calendar year shall pay a pro-rated pre- 
mium for that calendar year based on the 
portion of the calendar year for which the 
participating dairy operation purchases the 
coverage. 

(2) LEGAL OBLIGATION.—A participating 
dairy operation that purchases supplemental 
production margin protection for a calendar 
year shall be legally obligated to pay the ap- 
plicable premium for that calendar year, ex- 
cept that the Secretary may waive that obli- 
gation, under terms and conditions deter- 
mined by the Secretary, for 1 or more pro- 
ducers in any participating dairy operation 
in the case of death, retirement, permanent 
dissolution of a participating dairy oper- 
ation, or other circumstances as the Sec- 
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retary considers appropriate to ensure the 
integrity of the program. 

(f) SUPPLEMENTAL PAYMENT THRESHOLD.—A 
participating dairy operation with supple- 
mental production margin protection shall 
receive a supplemental production margin 
protection payment whenever the average 
actual dairy production margin for a con- 
secutive 2-month period is less than the cov- 
erage level threshold selected by the partici- 
pating dairy operation under subsection (b). 

(g) SUPPLEMENTAL PRODUCTION MARGIN 
PROTECTION PAYMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The supplemental produc- 
tion margin protection payment for a par- 
ticipating dairy operation is in addition to 
the basic production margin protection pay- 
ment. 

(2) AMOUNT OF PAYMENT.—The_ supple- 
mental production margin protection pay- 
ment for the participating dairy operation 
shall be determined as follows: 

(A) The Secretary shall calculate the dif- 
ference between the coverage level threshold 
selected by the participating dairy operation 
under subsection (b) and the greater of— 

(i) the average actual dairy production 
margin for the consecutive 2-month period; 
or 

(ii) $4.00. 

(B) The amount determined under subpara- 
graph (A) shall be multiplied by the percent- 
age selected by the participating dairy oper- 
ation under subsection (c) and by the lesser 
of the following: 

(i) The annual production history of the 
participating dairy operation, divided by 6. 

(ii) The actual amount of milk marketed 
by the participating dairy operation during 
the consecutive 2-month period. 

SEC. 1416. EFFECT OF FAILURE TO PAY ADMINIS- 
TRATION FEES OR PREMIUMS. 

(a) LOSS OF BENEFITS.—A participating 
dairy operation that fails to pay the required 
administration fee under section 1412 or is in 
arrears on premium payments for supple- 
mental production margin protection under 
section 1415— 

(1) remains legally obligated to pay the ad- 
ministration fee or premiums, as the case 
may be; and 

(2) may not receive basic production mar- 
gin protection payments or supplemental 
production margin protection payments 
until the fees or premiums are fully paid. 

(b) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
take such action as necessary to collect ad- 
ministration fees and premium payments for 
supplemental production margin protection. 

Subpart B—Dairy Market Stabilization 
Program 
SEC. 1431. ESTABLISHMENT OF DAIRY MARKET 
STABILIZATION PROGRAM. 

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED; PURPOSE.—Effec- 
tive not later than 120 days after the effec- 
tive date of this subtitle, the Secretary shall 
establish and administer a dairy market sta- 
bilization program applicable to partici- 
pating dairy operations for the purpose of as- 
sisting in balancing the supply of milk with 
demand when participating dairy operations 
are experiencing low or negative operating 
margins. 

(b) ELECTION OF STABILIZATION PROGRAM 
BASE CALCULATION METHOD.— 

(1) ELECTION.—When a dairy operation 
signs up under section 1412 to participate in 
the production margin protection program, 
the dairy operation shall inform the Sec- 
retary of the method by which the stabiliza- 
tion program base for the participating dairy 
operation will be calculated under paragraph 
(3). 

(2) CHANGE IN CALCULATION METHOD.—A par- 
ticipating dairy operation may change the 
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stabilization program base calculation meth- 
od to be used for a calendar year by noti- 
fying the Secretary of the change not later 
than a date determined by the Secretary. 

(3) CALCULATION METHODS.—A participating 
dairy operation may elect either of the fol- 
lowing methods for calculation of the sta- 
bilization program base for the participating 
dairy operation: 

(A) The volume of the average monthly 
milk marketings of the participating dairy 
operation for the 3 months immediately pre- 
ceding the announcement by the Secretary 
that the stabilization program will become 
effective. 

(B) The volume of the monthly milk mar- 
ketings of the participating dairy operation 
for the same month in the preceding year as 
the month for which the Secretary has an- 
nounced the stabilization program will be- 
come effective. 

SEC. 1432. THRESHOLD FOR IMPLEMENTATION 
AND REDUCTION IN DAIRY PAY- 
MENTS. 

(a) WHEN STABILIZATION PROGRAM RE- 
QUIRED.—Except as provided in subsection 
(b), the Secretary shall announce that the 
stabilization program is in effect and order 
reduced payments by handlers to partici- 
pating dairy operations that exceed the ap- 
plicable percentage of the participating 
dairy operation’s stabilization program base 
whenever— 

(1) the actual dairy production margin has 
been $6.00 or less per hundredweight of milk 
for each of the immediately preceding 2 
months; or 

(2) the actual dairy production margin has 
been $4.00 or less per hundredweight of milk 
for the immediately preceding month. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—If any of the conditions de- 
scribed in section 1436(b) have been met dur- 
ing the 2-month period immediately pre- 
ceding the month in which the announce- 
ment under subsection (a) would otherwise 
be made by the Secretary in the absence of 
this exception, the Secretary shall— 

(1) suspend the stabilization program; 

(2) refrain from making the announcement 
under subsection (a) to implement order the 
stabilization payment; or 

(3) order reduced payments. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE FOR IMPLEMENTATION 
OF PAYMENT REDUCTIONS.—Reductions in 
dairy payments shall commence beginning 
on the first day of the month immediately 
following the date of the announcement by 
the Secretary under subsection (a). 

SEC. 1433. MILK MARKETINGS INFORMATION. 

(a) COLLECTION OF MILK MARKETING 
DATA.—The Secretary shall establish, by reg- 
ulation, a process to collect from partici- 
pating dairy operations and handlers such 
information that the Secretary considers 
necessary for each month during which the 
stabilization program is in effect. 

(b) REDUCE REGULATORY BURDEN.—When 
implementing the process under subsection 
(a), the Secretary shall minimize the regu- 
latory burden on participating dairy oper- 
ations and handlers. 

SEC. 1434. CALCULATION AND COLLECTION OF 
REDUCED DAIRY OPERATION PAY- 
MENTS. 

(a) REDUCED PARTICIPATING DAIRY OPER- 
ATION PAYMENTS REQUIRED.—During any 
month in which payment reductions are in 
effect under the stabilization program, each 
handler shall reduce payments to each par- 
ticipating dairy operation from whom the 
handler receives milk. 

(b) REDUCTIONS BASED ON ACTUAL DAIRY 
PRODUCTION MARGIN.— 

(1) REDUCTION REQUIREMENT 1.—If the Sec- 
retary determines that the average actual 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


dairy production margin has been less than 
$6.00 but greater than $5.00 per hundred- 
weight of milk for 2 consecutive months, the 
handler shall make payments to a partici- 
pating dairy operation for a month based on 
the greater of the following: 

(A) 98 percent of the stabilization program 
base of the participating dairy operation. 

(B) 94 percent of the marketings of milk 
for the month by the participating dairy op- 
eration. 

(2) REDUCTION REQUIREMENT 2.—If the Sec- 
retary determines that the average actual 
dairy production margin has been less than 
$5.00 but greater than $4.00 for 2 consecutive 
months, the handler shall make payments to 
a participating dairy operation for a month 
based on the greater of the following: 

(A) 97 percent of the stabilization program 
base of the participating dairy operation. 

(B) 93 percent of the marketings of milk 
for the month by the participating dairy op- 
eration. 

(3) REDUCTION REQUIREMENT 3.—If the Sec- 
retary determines that the average actual 
dairy production margin has been $4.00 or 
less for any 1 month, the handler shall make 
payments to a participating dairy operation 
for a month based on the greater of the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) 96 percent of the stabilization program 
base of the participating dairy operation. 

(B) 92 percent of the marketings of milk 
for the month by the participating dairy op- 
eration. 

(c) CONTINUATION OF REDUCTIONS.—The 
largest level of payment reduction required 
under paragraph (1), (2), or (3) of subsection 
(b) shall be continued for each month until 
the Secretary suspends the stabilization pro- 
gram and terminates payment reductions in 
accordance with section 14386. 

(d) PAYMENT REDUCTION EXCEPTION.—Not- 
withstanding any preceding subsection of 
this section, a handler shall make no pay- 
ment reductions for a participating dairy op- 
eration for a month if the participating 
dairy operation’s milk marketings for the 
month are equal to or less than the percent- 
age of the stabilization program base appli- 
cable to the participating dairy operation 
under paragraph (1), (2), or (3) of subsection 
(b). 
SEC. 1435. REMITTING FUNDS TO THE SEC- 

RETARY AND USE OF FUNDS. 

(a) REMITTING FUNDS.—As soon as prac- 
ticable after the end of each month during 
which payment reductions are in effect 
under the stabilization program, each han- 
dler shall remit to the Secretary an amount 
equal to the amount by which payments to 
participating dairy operations are reduced 
by the handler under section 1434. 

(b) DEPOSIT OF REMITTED FUNDS.—AlI1 funds 
received under subsection (a) shall be avail- 
able to the Secretary, without further appro- 
priation and until expended, for use or trans- 
fer as provided in subsection (c). 

(c) USE OF FUNDS.— 

(1) AVAILABILITY FOR CERTAIN COMMODITY 
DONATIONS.—Not later than 90 days after the 
funds described in subsection (a) are due as 
determined by the Secretary, the Secretary 
shall obligate the funds for the purpose of— 

(A) purchasing dairy products for donation 
to food banks and other programs that the 
Secretary determines appropriate; and 

(B) expanding consumption and building 
demand for dairy products. 

(2) NO DUPLICATION OF EFFORT.—The Sec- 
retary shall ensure that expenditures under 
paragraph (1) are compatible with, and do 
not duplicate, programs supported by the 
dairy research and promotion activities con- 
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ducted under the Dairy Production Stabiliza- 
tion Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 4501 et seq.). 

(3) ACCOUNTING.—The Secretary shall keep 
an accurate account of all funds expended 
under paragraph (1). 


(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than De- 
cember 31 of each year that the stabilization 
program is in effect, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate a report that provides an accu- 
rate accounting of— 

(1) the funds received by the Secretary dur- 
ing the preceding fiscal year under sub- 
section (a); 

(2) all expenditures made by the Secretary 
under subsection (b) during the preceding fis- 
cal year; and 

(3) the impact of the stabilization program 
on dairy markets. 


(e) ENFORCEMENT.—If a participating dairy 
operation or handler fails to remit or collect 
the amounts by which payments to partici- 
pating dairy operations are reduced under 
section 1484, the participating dairy oper- 
ation or handler responsible for the failure 
shall be liable to the Secretary for the 
amount that should have been remitted or 
collected, plus interest. In addition to the 
enforcement authorities available under sec- 
tion 1437, the Secretary may enforce this 
subsection in the courts of the United 
States. 


SEC. 1436. SUSPENSION OF REDUCED PAYMENT 
REQUIREMENT. 


(a) DETERMINATION OF PRICES.—For pur- 
poses of this section: 

(1) The price in the United States for ched- 
dar cheese and nonfat dry milk shall be de- 
termined by the Secretary. 

(2) The world price of cheddar cheese and 
skim milk powder shall be determined by the 
Secretary. 


(b) SUSPENSION THRESHOLDS.—The sta- 
bilization program shall be suspended or the 
Secretary shall refrain from making the an- 
nouncement under section 1432(a) if the Sec- 
retary determines that— 

(1) the actual dairy production margin is 
greater than $6.00 per hundredweight of milk 
for 2 consecutive months; 

(2) the actual dairy production margin is 
equal to or less than $6.00 (but greater than 
$5.00) for 2 consecutive months, and during 
the same 2 consecutive months— 

(A) the price in the United States for ched- 
dar cheese is equal to or greater than the 
world price of cheddar cheese; or 

(B) the price in the United States for non- 
fat dry milk is equal to or greater than the 
world price of skim milk powder; 

(3) the actual dairy production margin is 
equal to or less than $5.00 (but greater than 
$4.00) for 2 consecutive months, and during 
the same 2 consecutive months— 

(A) the price in the United States for ched- 
dar cheese is more than 5 percent above the 
world price of cheddar cheese; or 

(B) the price in the United States for non- 
fat dry milk is more than 5 percent above 
the world price of skim milk powder; or 

(4) the actual dairy production margin is 
equal to or less than $4.00 for 2 consecutive 
months, and during the same 2 consecutive 
months— 

(A) the price in the United States for ched- 
dar cheese is more than 7 percent above the 
world price of cheddar cheese; or 

(B) the price in the United States for non- 
fat dry milk is more than 7 percent above 
the world price of skim milk powder. 
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(c) IMPLEMENTATION BY HANDLERS.—Effec- 
tive on the day after the date of the an- 
nouncement by the Secretary under sub- 
section (b) of the suspension of the stabiliza- 
tion program, the handler shall cease reduc- 
ing payments to participating dairy oper- 
ations under the stabilization program. 

(d) CONDITION ON RESUMPTION OF STABILIZA- 
TION PROGRAM.—Upon the announcement by 
the Secretary under subsection (b) that the 
stabilization program has been suspended, 
the stabilization program may not be imple- 
mented again until, at the earliest— 

(1) 2 months have passed, beginning on the 
first day of the month immediately fol- 
lowing the announcement by the Secretary; 
and 

(2) the conditions of section 14382(a) are 
again met. 

SEC. 1437. ENFORCEMENT. 

(a) UNLAWFUL AcT.—It shall be unlawful 
and a violation of the this subpart for any 
person subject to the stabilization program 
to willfully fail or refuse to provide, or delay 
the timely reporting of, accurate informa- 
tion and remittance of funds to the Sec- 
retary in accordance with this subpart. 

(b) ORDER.—After providing notice and op- 
portunity for a hearing to an affected person, 
the Secretary may issue an order against 
any person to cease and desist from con- 
tinuing any violation of this subpart. 

(c) APPEAL.—An order of the Secretary 
under subsection (b) shall be final and con- 
clusive unless an affected person files an ap- 
peal of the order of the Secretary in United 
States district court not later than 30 days 
after the date of the issuance of the order. A 
finding of the Secretary in the order shall be 
set aside only if the finding is not supported 
by substantial evidence. 

(d) NONCOMPLIANCE WITH ORDER.—If a per- 
son subject to this subpart fails to obey an 
order issued under subsection (b) after the 
order has become final and unappealable, or 
after the appropriate United States district 
court has entered a final judgment in favor 
of the Secretary, the United States may 
apply to the appropriate United States dis- 
trict court for enforcement of the order. If 
the court determines that the order was law- 
fully made and duly served and that the per- 
son violated the order, the court shall en- 
force the order. 

SEC. 1438. AUDIT REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) AUDITS OF DAIRY OPERATION AND HAN- 
DLER COMPLIANCE.— 

(1) AUDITS AUTHORIZED.—If determined by 
the Secretary to be necessary to ensure com- 
pliance by participating dairy operations and 
handlers with the stabilization program, the 
Secretary may conduct periodic audits of 
participating dairy operations and handlers. 

(2) SAMPLE OF DAIRY OPERATIONS.—Any 
audit conducted under this subsection shall 
include, at a minimum, investigation of a 
statistically valid and random sample of par- 
ticipating dairy operations. 

(b) SUBMISSION OF RESULTS.—The Sec- 
retary shall submit the results of any audit 
conducted under subsection (a) to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate and include such recommendations as 
the Secretary considers appropriate regard- 
ing the stabilization program. 

SEC. 1439. STUDY; REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall di- 
rect the Office of the Chief Economist to 
conduct a study of the impacts of the pro- 
gram established under section 1481(a). 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—The study conducted 
under subsection (a) shall consider— 
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(1) the economic impact of the program 
throughout the dairy product value chain, 
including the impact on producers, proc- 
essors, domestic customers, export cus- 
tomers, actual market growth and potential 
market growth, farms of different sizes, and 
different regions and States; and 

(2) the impact of the program on the com- 
petitiveness of the United States dairy in- 
dustry in international markets. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than December 1, 
2017, the Office of the Chief Economist shall 
submit to the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives and the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry of the Senate a report that describes 
the results of the study conducted under sub- 
section (a). 

Subpart C—Administration 
SEC. 1451. DURATION. 

The production margin protection program 
and the stabilization program shall end on 
December 31, 2018. 

SEC. 1452. ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
mulgate regulations to address administra- 
tive and enforcement issues involved in car- 
rying out the production margin protection, 
supplemental production margin protection, 
and market stabilization programs. 


(b) RECONSTITUTION AND ELIGIBILITY 
ISSUES.— 
(1) RECONSTITUTION.—Using authorities 


under section 1001(f) and 1001B of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308(f), 1308-2), 
the Secretary shall promulgate regulations 
to prohibit a dairy producer from reconsti- 
tuting a dairy operation for the sole purpose 
of the dairy producer— 

(A) receiving basic margin protection; 

(B) purchasing supplemental margin pro- 
tection; or 

(C) avoiding participation in the market 
stabilization program. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY ISSUES.—Using authorities 
under section 1001(f) and 1001B of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308(f), 1308-2), 
the Secretary shall promulgate regulations— 

(A) to prohibit a scheme or device; 

(B) to provide for equitable relief; and 

(C) to provide for other issues affecting eli- 
gibility and liability issues. 

(3) ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.—Using au- 
thorities under section 1001(h) of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308(h)) and 
subtitle H of the Department of Agriculture 
Reorganization Act (7 U.S.C. 6991 et seq.), the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations to 
provide for administrative appeals of deci- 
sions of the Secretary that are adverse to 
participants of the programs described in 
subsection (a). 

PART II—DAIRY MARKET TRANSPARENCY 
SEC. 1461. DAIRY PRODUCT MANDATORY RE- 
PORTING. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 272(1)(A) of the 
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 
1637a(1)(A)) is amended by inserting ‘‘, or any 
other products that may significantly aid 
price discovery in the dairy markets, as de- 
termined by the Secretary” after ‘‘of 1987”. 

(b) MANDATORY REPORTING FOR DAIRY 
PRODUCTS.—Section 278(b) of the Agricul- 
tural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 
1687b(b)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following new paragraph: 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—In establishing the pro- 
gram, the Secretary shall only— 

“(A)(i) subject to the conditions described 
in paragraph (2), require each manufacturer 
to report to the Secretary, more frequently 
than once per month, information con- 


January 22, 2013 


cerning the price, quantity, and moisture 
content of dairy products sold by the manu- 
facturer and any other product characteris- 
tics that may significantly aid price dis- 
covery in the dairy markets, as determined 
by the Secretary; and 

“(ii) modify the format used to provide the 
information on the day before the date of en- 
actment of this subtitle to ensure that the 
information can be readily understood by 
market participants; and 

‘“(B) require each manufacturer and other 
person storing dairy products (including 
dairy products in cold storage) to report to 
the Secretary, more frequently than once per 
month, information on the quantity of dairy 
products stored.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘or those 
that may significantly aid price discovery in 
the dairy markets” after ‘‘Federal milk mar- 
keting order”? each place it appears in sub- 
paragraphs (A), (B), and (C). 

SEC. 1462. FEDERAL MILK MARKETING ORDER IN- 
FORMATION. 

(a) INFORMATION CLEARINGHOUSE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, on 
behalf of each milk marketing order issued 
under the Agricultural Adjustment Act (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), reenacted with amend- 
ments by the Agricultural Marketing Agree- 
ment Act of 1937, establish an information 
clearinghouse for the purposes of educating 
the public about the Federal milk marketing 
order system and any marketing order 
referenda, including proposal information 
and timelines that shall be kept current and 
updated as information becomes available. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Information under 
paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) information on procedures by which co- 
operatives vote; 

(B) if applicable, information on the man- 
ner by which producers may cast an indi- 
vidual ballot; 

(C) in applicable, instructions on the man- 
ner in which to vote online; 

(D) due dates for each specific referendum; 

(E) the text of each referendum question 
under consideration; 

(F) a description in plain language of the 
question; 

(G) any relevant background information 
to the question; and 

(H) any other information that increases 
Federal milk marketing order transparency. 

(b) NOTIFICATION LIST FOR UPCOMING REF- 
ERENDUM.—Each Federal milk marketing 
order shall— 

(1) make available the information de- 
scribed in subsection (b) through an Internet 
site; and 

(2) publicize the information in major agri- 
culture and dairy-specific publications on 
upcoming referenda. 

(c) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study of the feasibility of establishing 
2 classes of milk, a fluid class and a manu- 
facturing class, to replace the 4-class system 
in effect on the date of enactment of this Act 
in administering Federal milk marketing or- 
ders. 

(2) FEDERAL MILK MARKET ORDER REVIEW 
COMMISSION.—The Secretary may elect to use 
the Federal Milk Market Order Review Com- 
mission established under section 1509(a) of 
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 (Public Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 1726), or 
documents of the Commission, to conduct all 
or part of the study. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture of the House of Representatives 
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and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
that describes the results of the study re- 
quired under this subsection, including any 
recommendations. 

PART ITI—REPEAL OR REAUTHORIZATION 
OF OTHER DAIRY-RELATED PROVISIONS 
SEC. 1471. REPEAL OF DAIRY PRODUCT PRICE 
SUPPORT AND MILK INCOME LOSS 

CONTRACT PROGRAMS. 

(a) REPEAL OF DAIRY PRODUCT PRICE SUP- 
PORT PROGRAM.—Section 1501 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 8771) is repealed. 

(b) REPEAL OF MILK INCOME LOSS CONTRACT 
PROGRAM.— 

(1) PAYMENTS UNDER MILK INCOME LOSS CON- 
TRACT PROGRAM.—Section 1506(c)(3) of the 
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 
(7 U.S.C. 8778(c)(8)) is amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by 
“and” after the semicolon; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘Au- 
gust 31, 2018, 45 percent; and” and inserting 
‘June 30, 2014, 45 percent.’’; and 

(C) by striking subparagraph (C). 

(2) EXTENSION.—Section 1506(h)(1) of the 
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 
(7 U.S.C. 8773(h)(1)) is amended by striking 
“September 30, 2013” and inserting ‘‘June 30, 
2012”. 

(3) REPEAL.—Effective July 1, 2014, section 
1506 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8773) is repealed. 

SEC. 1472. REPEAL OF DAIRY EXPORT INCENTIVE 
PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 153 of the Food Secu- 
rity Act of 1985 (15 U.S.C. 713a-14) is repealed. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
902(2) of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Ex- 
port Enhancement Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 
7201(2)) is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (D); and 

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (E) and 
(F) as subparagraphs (D) and (E), respec- 
tively. 

SEC. 1473. EXTENSION OF DAIRY FORWARD PRIC- 
ING PROGRAM. 

Section 1502(e) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8772(e)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2012” and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘2015”’ and 
inserting ‘‘2021”’. 

SEC. 1474. EXTENSION 
PROGRAM. 

Section 3 of Public Law 90-484 (7 U.S.C. 
4501) is amended by striking ‘‘2012” and in- 
serting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 1475. EXTENSION OF DAIRY PROMOTION 
AND RESEARCH PROGRAM. 

Section 118(e)(2) of the Dairy Production 
Stabilization Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 4504(e)(2)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
“2018”. 

SEC. 1476. EXTENSION OF FEDERAL MILK MAR- 
KETING ORDER REVIEW COMMIS- 
SION. 

Section 1509(a) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-246; 
122 Stat. 1726) is amended by inserting ‘‘or 
other funds” after ‘‘Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations”. 

PART IV—FEDERAL MILK MARKETING 

ORDER REFORM 
SEC. 1481. FEDERAL MILK MARKETING ORDERS. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide an analysis on the effects of amending 
each Federal milk marketing order issued 
under section 8c of the Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Act (7 U.S.C. 608c), reenacted with 
amendments by the Agricultural Marketing 
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Agreement Act of 1937 (in this part referred 
to as a ‘milk marketing order”), as required 
by this section. 

(b) USE OF END-PRODUCT PRICE FOR- 
MULAS.—In carrying out subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall— 

(1) consider replacing the use of end-prod- 
uct price formulas with other pricing alter- 
natives; and 

(2) submit to the Committee on Agri- 
culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate a report describ- 
ing the findings of the Secretary on the im- 
pact of the action considered under para- 
graph (1). 

PART V—EFFECTIVE DATE 
SEC. 1491. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Except as otherwise provided in this sub- 
title, this subtitle and the amendments made 
by this subtitle take effect on October 1, 
2013. 


Subtitle E—Supplemental Agricultural 
Disaster Assistance Programs 
SEC. 1501. SUPPLEMENTAL AGRICULTURAL DIS- 
ASTER ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ELIGIBLE PRODUCER ON A FARM.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘eligible pro- 
ducer on a farm” means an individual or en- 
tity described in subparagraph (B) that, as 
determined by the Secretary, assumes the 
production and market risks associated with 
the agricultural production of crops or live- 
stock. 

(B) DESCRIPTION.—An individual or entity 
referred to in subparagraph (A) is— 

(i) a citizen of the United States; 

(ii) a resident alien; 

(iii) a partnership of citizens of the United 
States; or 

(iv) a corporation, limited liability cor- 
poration, or other farm organizational struc- 
ture organized under State law. 

(2) FARM.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘farm’’ means, 
in relation to an eligible producer on a farm, 
the total of all crop acreage in all counties 
that is planted or intended to be planted for 
harvest, for sale, or on-farm livestock feed- 
ing (including native grassland intended for 
haying) by the eligible producer. 

(B) AQUACULTURE.—In the case of aqua- 
culture, the term ‘‘farm’’ means, in relation 
to an eligible producer on a farm, all fish 
being produced in all counties that are in- 
tended to be harvested for sale by the eligi- 
ble producer. 

(C) HoNEY.—In the case of honey, the term 
“farm” means, in relation to an eligible pro- 
ducer on a farm, all bees and beehives in all 
counties that are intended to be harvested 
for a honey crop for sale by the eligible pro- 
ducer. 

(8) FARM-RAISED FISH.—The term ‘‘farm- 
raised fish” means any aquatic species that 
is propagated and reared in a controlled en- 
vironment. 

(4) LIVESTOCK.—The term ‘livestock’ in- 
cludes— 

(A) cattle (including dairy cattle); 

(B) bison; 

(C) poultry; 

(D) sheep; 

(E) swine; 

(F) horses; and 

(G) other livestock, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(b) LIVESTOCK INDEMNITY PAYMENTS.— 

(1) PAYMENTS.—For each of fiscal years 
2012 through 2018, the Secretary shall use 
such sums as are necessary of the funds of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation to make 


335 


livestock indemnity payments to eligible 
producers on farms that have incurred live- 
stock death losses in excess of the normal 
mortality, as determined by the Secretary, 
due to— 

(A) attacks by animals reintroduced into 
the wild by the Federal Government or pro- 
tected by Federal law, including wolves; or 

(B) adverse weather, as determined by the 
Secretary, during the calendar year, includ- 
ing losses due to hurricanes, floods, bliz- 
zards, disease, wildfires, extreme heat, and 
extreme cold. 

(2) PAYMENT RATES.—Indemnity payments 
to an eligible producer on a farm under para- 
graph (1) shall be made at a rate of 65 per- 
cent of the market value of the applicable 
livestock on the day before the date of death 
of the livestock, as determined by the Sec- 
retary. 

(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR PAYMENTS MADE DUE 
TO DISEASE.—The Secretary shall ensure that 
payments made to an eligible producer under 
paragraph (1) are not made for the same live- 
stock losses for which compensation is pro- 
vided pursuant to section 10407(d) of the Ani- 
mal Health Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 8306(d)). 

(c) LIVESTOCK FORAGE DISASTER PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
livestock forage disaster program to provide 
1 source for livestock forage disaster assist- 
ance for weather-related forage losses, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, by combining— 

(A) the livestock forage assistance func- 
tions of— 

(i) the noninsured crop disaster assistance 
program established by section 196 of the 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re- 
form Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7333); and 

(ii) the emergency assistance for livestock, 
honey bees, and farm-raised fish program 
under section 5381(e) of the Federal Crop In- 
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1531(e)) (as in existence 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
this Act); and 

(B) the livestock forage disaster program 
under section 531(d) of the Federal Crop In- 
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1531(d)) (as in existence 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
this Act). 

(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

(A) COVERED LIVESTOCK.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the term ‘‘covered livestock” 
means livestock of an eligible livestock pro- 
ducer that, during the 60 days prior to the 
beginning date of an eligible forage loss, as 
determined by the Secretary, the eligible 
livestock producer— 

(I) owned; 

(II) leased; 

(III) purchased; 

(IV) entered into a contract to purchase; 

(V) was a contract grower; or 

(VI) sold or otherwise disposed of due to an 
eligible forage loss during— 

(aa) the current production year; or 

(bb) subject to paragraph (4)(B)(ii), 1 or 
both of the 2 production years immediately 
preceding the current production year. 

(ii) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘covered live- 
stock” does not include livestock that were 
or would have been in a feedlot, on the begin- 
ning date of the eligible forage loss, as a part 
of the normal business operation of the eligi- 
ble livestock producer, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(B) DROUGHT MONITOR.—The term ‘‘drought 
monitor’? means a system for classifying 
drought severity according to a range of ab- 
normally dry to exceptional drought, as de- 
fined by the Secretary. 

(C) ELIGIBLE FORAGE LOSS.—The term ‘‘eli- 
gible forage loss’? means 1 or more forage 
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losses that occur due to weather-related con- 
ditions, including drought, flood, blizzard, 
hail, excessive moisture, hurricane, and fire, 
occurring during the normal grazing period, 
as determined by the Secretary, if the for- 
age— 

(i) is grown on land that is native or im- 
proved pastureland with permanent vegeta- 
tive cover; or 

(ii) is a crop planted specifically for the 
purpose of providing grazing for covered live- 
stock of an eligible livestock producer. 

(D) ELIGIBLE LIVESTOCK PRODUCER.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible live- 
stock producer” means an eligible producer 
on a farm that— 

(I) is an owner, cash or share lessee, or con- 
tract grower of covered livestock that pro- 
vides the pastureland or grazing land, includ- 
ing cash-leased pastureland or grazing land, 
for the covered livestock; 

(II) provides the pastureland or grazing 
land for covered livestock, including cash- 
leased pastureland or grazing land that is 
physically located in a county affected by an 
eligible forage loss; 

(III) certifies the eligible forage loss; and 

(IV) meets all other eligibility require- 
ments established under this subsection. 

(ii) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘“‘eligible live- 
stock producer” does not include an owner, 
cash or share lessee, or contract grower of 
livestock that rents or leases pastureland or 
grazing land owned by another person on a 
rate-of-gain basis. 

(E) NORMAL CARRYING CAPACITY.—The term 
‘normal carrying capacity”, with respect to 
each type of grazing land or pastureland in a 
county, means the normal carrying capacity, 
as determined under paragraph (4)(D)(i), that 
would be expected from the grazing land or 
pastureland for livestock during the normal 
grazing period, in the absence of an eligible 
forage loss that diminishes the production of 
the grazing land or pastureland. 

(F) NORMAL GRAZING PERIOD.—The term 
‘normal grazing period’’, with respect to a 
county, means the normal grazing period 
during the calendar year for the county, as 
determined under paragraph (4)(D)(i). 

(3) PROGRAM.—For each of fiscal years 2012 
through 2018, the Secretary shall use such 
sums as are necessary of the funds of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation to provide 
compensation under paragraphs (4) through 
(6), as determined by the Secretary for eligi- 
ble forage losses affecting covered livestock 
of eligible livestock producers. 

(4) ASSISTANCE FOR ELIGIBLE FORAGE LOSSES 
DUE TO DROUGHT CONDITIONS.— 

(A) ELIGIBLE FORAGE LOSSES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer of covered livestock may receive as- 
sistance under this paragraph for eligible 
forage losses that occur due to drought on 
land that— 

(I) is native or improved pastureland with 
permanent vegetative cover; or 

(II) is planted to a crop planted specifically 
for the purpose of providing grazing for cov- 
ered livestock. 

(ii) EXCLUSIONS.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer may not receive assistance under this 
paragraph for eligible forage losses that 
occur on land used for haying or grazing 
under the conservation reserve program es- 
tablished under subchapter B of chapter 1 of 
subtitle D of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831 et seq.), unless the 
land is grassland eligible for the conserva- 
tion reserve program under section 1231(d)(2) 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3831(d)(2)) (as amended by section 2001). 

(B) MONTHLY PAYMENT RATE.— 
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(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the payment rate for assistance 
for 1 month under this paragraph shall, in 
the case of drought, be equal to 60 percent of 
the lesser of— 

(I) the monthly feed cost for all covered 
livestock owned or leased by the eligible 
livestock producer, as determined under sub- 
paragraph (C); or 

(I) the monthly feed cost calculated by 
using the normal carrying capacity of the el- 
igible grazing land of the eligible livestock 
producer. 

(ii) PARTIAL COMPENSATION.—In the case of 
an eligible livestock producer that sold or 
otherwise disposed of covered livestock due 
to drought conditions in 1 or both of the 2 
production years immediately preceding the 
current production year, as determined by 
the Secretary, the payment rate shall be 80 
percent of the payment rate otherwise cal- 
culated in accordance with clause (i). 

(C) MONTHLY FEED COST.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The monthly feed cost 
shall equal the product obtained by multi- 
plying— 

(I) 30 days; 

(II) a payment quantity that is equal to 
the feed grain equivalent, as determined 
under clause (ii); and 

(III) a payment rate that is equal to the 
corn price per pound, as determined under 
clause (iii). 

(ii) FEED GRAIN EQUIVALENT.—For purposes 
of clause (i)(II), the feed grain equivalent 
shall equal— 

(I) in the case of an adult beef cow, 15.7 
pounds of corn per day; or 

(II) in the case of any other type of weight 
of livestock, an amount determined by the 
Secretary that represents the average num- 
ber of pounds of corn per day necessary to 
feed the livestock. 

(iii) CORN PRICE PER POUND.—For purposes 
of clause (i)(III), the corn price per pound 
shall equal the quotient obtained by divid- 
ing— 

(I) the higher of— 

(aa) the national average corn price per 
bushel for the 12-month period immediately 
preceding March 1 of the year for which the 
disaster assistance is calculated; or 

(bb) the national average corn price per 
bushel for the 24-month period immediately 
preceding that March 1; by 

(II) 56. 

(D) NORMAL GRAZING PERIOD AND DROUGHT 
MONITOR INTENSITY.— 

(i) FSA COUNTY COMMITTEE DETERMINA- 
TIONS.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall deter- 
mine the normal carrying capacity and nor- 
mal grazing period for each type of grazing 
land or pastureland in the county served by 
the applicable Farm Service Agency com- 
mittee. 

(II) CHANGES.—No change to the normal 
carrying capacity or normal grazing period 
established for a county under subclause (I) 
shall be made unless the change is requested 
by the appropriate State and county Farm 
Service Agency committees. 

(ii) DROUGHT INTENSITY.— 

(I) D2.—An eligible livestock producer that 
owns or leases grazing land or pastureland 
that is physically located in a county that is 
rated by the U.S. Drought Monitor as having 
a D2 (severe drought) intensity in any area 
of the county for at least 8 consecutive 
weeks during the normal grazing period for 
the county, as determined by the Secretary, 
shall be eligible to receive assistance under 
this paragraph in an amount equal to 1 
monthly payment using the monthly pay- 
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ment rate determined under subparagraph 
(B). 

(II) D3.—An eligible livestock producer 
that owns or leases grazing land or 
pastureland that is physically located in a 
county that is rated by the U.S. Drought 
Monitor as having at least a D3 (extreme 
drought) intensity in any area of the county 
at any time during the normal grazing pe- 
riod for the county, as determined by the 
Secretary, shall be eligible to receive assist- 
ance under this paragraph— 

(aa) in an amount equal to 3 monthly pay- 
ments using the monthly payment rate de- 
termined under subparagraph (B); 

(bb) if the county is rated as having a D3 
(extreme drought) intensity in any area of 
the county for at least 4 weeks during the 
normal grazing period for the county, or is 
rated as having a D4 (exceptional drought) 
intensity in any area of the county at any 
time during the normal grazing period, in an 
amount equal to 4 monthly payments using 
the monthly payment rate determined under 
subparagraph (B); or 

(cc) if the county is rated as having a D4 
(exceptional drought) intensity in any area 
of the county for at least 4 weeks during the 
normal grazing period, in an amount equal 
to 5 monthly payments using the monthly 
rate determined under subparagraph (B). 

(iii) ANNUAL PAYMENT BASED ON DROUGHT 
CONDITIONS DETERMINED BY MEANS OTHER 
THAN THE U.S. DROUGHT MONITOR.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer that owns grazing land or pastureland 
that is physically located in a county that 
has experienced on average, over the pre- 
ceding calendar year, precipitation levels 
that are 50 percent or more below normal 
levels, according to sufficient documentation 
as determined by the Secretary, may be eli- 
gible, subject to a determination by the Sec- 
retary, to receive assistance under this para- 
graph in an amount equal to not more than 
1 monthly payment using the monthly pay- 
ment rate under subparagraph (B). 

(II) NO DUPLICATE PAYMENT.—A producer 
may not receive a payment under both 
clause (ii) and this clause. 

(5) ASSISTANCE FOR LOSSES DUE TO FIRE ON 
PUBLIC MANAGED LAND.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer may receive assistance under this 
paragraph only if— 

(i) the eligible forage losses occur on 
rangeland that is managed by a Federal 
agency; and 

(ii) the eligible livestock producer is pro- 
hibited by the Federal agency from grazing 
the normal permitted livestock on the man- 
aged rangeland due to a fire. 

(B) PAYMENT RATE.—The payment rate for 
assistance under this paragraph shall be 
equal to 50 percent of the monthly feed cost 
for the total number of livestock covered by 
the Federal lease of the eligible livestock 
producer, as determined under paragraph 
(4)(C). 

(C) PAYMENT DURATION.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), an 
eligible livestock producer shall be eligible 
to receive assistance under this paragraph 
for the period— 

(I) beginning on the date on which the Fed- 
eral agency excludes the eligible livestock 
producer from using the managed rangeland 
for grazing; and 

(II) ending on the last day of the Federal 
lease of the eligible livestock producer. 

(ii) LIMITATION.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer may only receive assistance under this 
paragraph for losses that occur on not more 
than 180 days per year. 
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(6) ASSISTANCE FOR ELIGIBLE FORAGE LOSSES 
DUE TO OTHER THAN DROUGHT OR FIRE.— 

(A) ELIGIBLE FORAGE LOSSES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), an eligible livestock producer of covered 
livestock may receive assistance under this 
paragraph for eligible forage losses that 
occur due to weather-related conditions 
other than drought or fire on land that— 

(I) is native or improved pastureland with 
permanent vegetative cover; or 

(II) is planted to a crop planted specifically 
for the purpose of providing grazing for cov- 
ered livestock. 

(ii) EXCLUSIONS.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer may not receive assistance under this 
paragraph for eligible forage losses that 
occur on land used for haying or grazing 
under the conservation reserve program es- 
tablished under subchapter B of chapter 1 of 
subtitle D of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831 et seq.), unless the 
land is grassland eligible for the conserva- 
tion reserve program under section 1231(d)(2) 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3831(d)(2)) (as amended by section 2001). 

(B) PAYMENTS FOR ELIGIBLE FORAGE 
LOSSES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide assistance under this paragraph to an 
eligible livestock producer for eligible forage 
losses that occur due to weather-related con- 
ditions other than— 

(I) drought under paragraph (4); and 

(II) fire on public managed land under 
paragraph (5). 

(ii) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The Secretary 
shall establish terms and conditions for as- 
sistance under this paragraph that are con- 
sistent with the terms and conditions for as- 
sistance under this subsection. 

(7) NO DUPLICATIVE PAYMENTS.—An eligible 
livestock producer may elect to receive as- 
sistance for eligible forage losses under ei- 
ther paragraph (4), (5), or (6), if applicable, 
but may not receive assistance under more 
than 1 of those paragraphs for the same loss, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

(8) DETERMINATIONS BY SECRETARY.—A de- 
termination made by the Secretary under 
this subsection shall be final and conclusive. 

(d) EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE FOR LIVESTOCK, 
HONEY BEES, AND FARM-RAISED FISH.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2012 through 2018, the Secretary shall use not 
more than $5,000,000 of the funds of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation to provide emer- 
gency relief to eligible producers of live- 
stock, honey bees, and farm-raised fish to aid 
in the reduction of losses due to disease, ad- 
verse weather, or other conditions, such as 
blizzards and wildfires, as determined by the 
Secretary, that are not covered under sub- 
section (b) or (c). 

(2) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds made available 
under this subsection shall be used to reduce 
losses caused by feed or water shortages, dis- 
ease, or other factors as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(3) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Any funds 
made available under this subsection shall 
remain available until expended. 

(e) TREE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

(A) ELIGIBLE ORCHARDIST.—The term ‘‘eli- 
gible orchardist’’ means a person that pro- 
duces annual crops from trees for commer- 
cial purposes. 

(B) NATURAL DISASTER.—The term ‘‘natural 
disaster” means plant disease, insect infesta- 
tion, drought, fire, freeze, flood, earthquake, 
lightning, or other occurrence, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary. 

(C) NURSERY TREE GROWER.—The term 
‘nursery tree grower” means a person who 
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produces nursery, ornamental, fruit, nut, or 
Christmas trees for commercial sale, as de- 
termined by the Secretary. 

(D) TREE.—The term ‘‘tree’’ 
tree, bush, and vine. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY.— 

(A) Loss.—Subject to subparagraph (B), for 
each of fiscal years 2012 through 2018, the 
Secretary shall use such sums as are nec- 
essary of the funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation to provide assistance— 

(i) under paragraph (8) to eligible orchard- 
ists and nursery tree growers that planted 
trees for commercial purposes but lost the 
trees as a result of a natural disaster, as de- 
termined by the Secretary; and 

(ii) under paragraph (8)(B) to eligible or- 
chardists and nursery tree growers that have 
a production history for commercial pur- 
poses on planted or existing trees but lost 
the trees as a result of a natural disaster, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

(B) LIMITATION.—An eligible orchardist or 
nursery tree grower shall qualify for assist- 
ance under subparagraph (A) only if the tree 
mortality of the eligible orchardist or nurs- 
ery tree grower, as a result of damaging 
weather or related condition, exceeds 15 per- 
cent (adjusted for normal mortality). 

(3) ASSISTANCE.—Subject to paragraph (4), 
the assistance provided by the Secretary to 
eligible orchardists and nursery tree growers 
for losses described in paragraph (2) shall 
consist of— 

(A)(i) reimbursement of 65 percent of the 
cost of replanting trees lost due to a natural 
disaster, as determined by the Secretary, in 
excess of 15 percent mortality (adjusted for 
normal mortality); or 

(ii) at the option of the Secretary, suffi- 
cient seedlings to reestablish a stand; and 

(B) reimbursement of 50 percent of the cost 
of pruning, removal, and other costs incurred 
by an eligible orchardist or nursery tree 
grower to salvage existing trees or, in the 
case of tree mortality, to prepare the land to 
replant trees as a result of damage or tree 
mortality due to a natural disaster, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary, in excess of 15 per- 
cent damage or mortality (adjusted for nor- 
mal tree damage and mortality). 

(4) LIMITATIONS ON ASSISTANCE.— 

(A) DEFINITIONS OF LEGAL ENTITY AND PER- 
son.—In this paragraph, the terms ‘‘legal en- 
tity” and ‘‘person’’ have the meaning given 
those terms in section 1001(a) of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308(a)). 

(B) AMOUNT.—The total amount of pay- 
ments received, directly or indirectly, by a 
person or legal entity (excluding a joint ven- 
ture or general partnership) under this sub- 
section may not exceed $100,000 for any crop 
year, or an equivalent value in tree seed- 
lings. 

(C) ACRES.—The total quantity of acres 
planted to trees or tree seedlings for which a 
person or legal entity shall be entitled to re- 
ceive payments under this subsection may 
not exceed 500 acres. 

(£) PAYMENTS.— 

(1) PAYMENT LIMITATIONS.— 

(A) DEFINITIONS OF LEGAL ENTITY AND PER- 
son.—In this subsection, the terms “‘legal en- 
tity” and ‘‘person’’ have the meanings given 
those terms in section 1001(a) of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308(a)). 

(B) AMOUNT.—The total amount of disaster 
assistance payments received, directly or in- 
directly, by a person or legal entity (exclud- 
ing a joint venture or general partnership) 
under this section (excluding payments re- 
ceived under subsection (e)) may not exceed 
$100,000 for any crop year. 

(C) DIRECT ATTRIBUTION.—Subsections (d) 
and (e) of section 1001 of the Food Security 
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Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308) or any successor 
provisions relating to direct attribution 
shall apply with respect to assistance pro- 
vided under this section. 

(2) PAYMENT DELIVERY.—The Secretary 
shall make payments under this section 
after October 1, 2018, for losses incurred in 
the 2012 and 2013 fiscal years, and as soon as 
practicable for losses incurred in any year 
thereafter. 

Subtitle F—Administration 
SEC. 1601. ADMINISTRATION GENERALLY. 

(a) USE OF COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORA- 
TION.—The Secretary shall use the funds, fa- 
cilities, and authorities of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation to carry out this title. 

(b) DETERMINATIONS BY SECRETARY.—A de- 
termination made by the Secretary under 
this title shall be final and conclusive. 

(c) REGULATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this subsection, not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary and the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, as appropriate, shall promul- 
gate such regulations as are necessary to im- 
plement this title and the amendments made 
by this title. 

(2) PROCEDURE.—The promulgation of the 
regulations and administration of this title 
and the amendments made by this title and 
sections 11001 and 11011 shall be made with- 
out regard to— 

(A) the notice and comment provisions of 
section 553 of title 5, United States Code; 

(B) chapter 35 of title 44, United States 
Code (commonly known as the ‘‘Paperwork 
Reduction Act’’); and 

(C) the Statement of Policy of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture effective July 24, 1971 
(36 Fed. Reg. 18804), relating to notices of 
proposed rulemaking and public participa- 
tion in rulemaking. 

(3) CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF AGENCY RULE- 
MAKING.—In carrying out this subsection, the 
Secretary shall use the authority provided 
under section 808 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(d) ADJUSTMENT AUTHORITY RELATED TO 
TRADE AGREEMENTS COMPLIANCE.— 

(1) REQUIRED DETERMINATION; ADJUST- 
MENT.—If the Secretary determines that ex- 
penditures under this title that are subject 
to the total allowable domestic support lev- 
els under the Uruguay Round Agreements (as 
defined in section 2 of the Uruguay Round 
Agreements Act (19 U.S.C. 3501)) will exceed 
the allowable levels for any applicable re- 
porting period, the Secretary shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, make adjust- 
ments in the amount of the expenditures 
during that period to ensure that the expend- 
itures do not exceed the allowable levels. 

(2) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—Before 
making any adjustment under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
describing the determination made under 
that paragraph and the extent of the adjust- 
ment to be made. 

SEC. 1602. SUSPENSION OF PERMANENT PRICE 
SUPPORT AUTHORITY. 

(a) AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ACT OF 
1938.—The following provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938 shall not be 
applicable to the 2014 through 2018 crops of 
covered commodities (as defined in section 
1104), cotton, and sugar and shall not be ap- 
plicable to milk during the period beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act through 
December 31, 2018: 

(1) Parts II through V of subtitle B of title 
III (7 U.S.C. 1326 et seq.). 
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(2) In the case of upland cotton, section 377 
(7 U.S.C. 1877). 

(3) Subtitle D of title III (7 U.S.C. 1379a et 
seq.). 

(4) Title IV (7 U.S.C. 1401 et seq.). 

(b) AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 1949.—The fol- 
lowing provisions of the Agricultural Act of 
1949 shall not be applicable to the 2014 
through 2018 crops of covered commodities 
(as defined in section 1104), cotton, and sugar 
and shall not be applicable to milk during 
the period beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act and through December 31, 
2018: 

(1) Section 101 (7 U.S.C. 1441). 

(2) Section 103(a) (7 U.S.C. 1444(a)). 

(3) Section 105 (7 U.S.C. 1444b). 

(4) Section 107 (7 U.S.C. 1445a). 

(5) Section 110 (7 U.S.C. 1445e). 

(6) Section 112 (7 U.S.C. 1445g). 

(7) Section 115 (7 U.S.C. 1445k). 

(8) Section 201 (7 U.S.C. 1446). 

(9) Title III (7 U.S.C. 1447 et seq.). 

(10) Title IV (7 U.S.C. 1421 et seq.), other 
than sections 404, 412, and 416 (7 U.S.C. 1424, 
1429, and 1481). 

(11) Title V (7 U.S.C. 1461 et seq.). 

(12) Title VI (7 U.S.C. 1471 et seq.). 

(c) SUSPENSION OF CERTAIN QUOTA PROVI- 
SIONS.—The joint resolution entitled “A 
joint resolution relating to corn and wheat 
marketing quotas under the Agricultural Ad- 
justment Act of 1938, as amended’’, approved 
May 26, 1941 (7 U.S.C. 1330 and 1840), shall not 
be applicable to the crops of wheat planted 
for harvest in the calendar years 2014 
through 2018. 

SEC. 1603. PAYMENT LIMITATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1001 of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1808) is amend- 
ed by striking subsections (b) and (c) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(b) LIMITATION ON PAYMENTS FOR PEANUTS 
AND OTHER COVERED COMMODITIES.—The 
total amount of payments received, directly 
or indirectly, by a person or legal entity (ex- 
cept a joint venture or general partnership) 
for any crop year under subtitle A of title I 
of the Agriculture Reform, Food, and Jobs 
Act of 2013 for— 

“(1) peanuts may not exceed $50,000; and 

“(2) 1 or more other covered commodities 
may not exceed $50,000.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON MARKETING LOAN GAINS 
AND LOAN DEFICIENCY PAYMENTS FOR PEA- 
NUTS AND OTHER COVERED COMMODITIES.— 
Section 1001 of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(7 U.S.C. 1308) is amended by striking sub- 
section (d) and inserting the following: 

‘(d) LIMITATION ON MARKETING LOAN GAINS 
AND LOAN DEFICIENCY PAYMENTS FOR PEA- 
NUTS AND OTHER COVERED COMMODITIES.—The 
total amount of marketing loan gains and 
loan deficiency payments received, directly 
or indirectly, by a person or legal entity (ex- 
cept a joint venture or general partnership) 
for any crop year under subtitle B of the Ag- 
riculture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013 
(or a successor provision) for— 

“(1) peanuts may not exceed $75,000; and 

“(2) 1 or more other covered commodities 
may not exceed $75,000.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Section 1001 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1808) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 1001 of the Food, Conservation, and En- 
ergy Act of 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘section 1104 
of the Agriculture Reform, Food, and Jobs 
Act of 2013”; 

(B) in subsection (e)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘sub- 
sections (b) and (c) and a program described 
in paragraphs (1)(C)’ and inserting ‘‘sub- 
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section (b) and a program described in para- 
graph (1)(B)’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (3)(B), by striking ‘“‘sub- 
sections (b) and (c)? each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)’’; 

(C) in subsection (f)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘or title XII” each place it 
appears in paragraphs (5)(A) and (6)(A) and 
inserting ‘‘, title I of the Agriculture Re- 
form, Food, and Jobs Act of 2018, or title 
XII’; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking 
sections (b) and (c)? and inserting 
section (b)’’; 

(iii) in paragraph (4)(B), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (b) or (c)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(b)”’; 

(iv) in paragraph (5)— 

(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (d)? and inserting ‘‘subsection (c)’’; 
and 

(II) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (b), (c), or (d)? and inserting ‘‘sub- 
section (b) or (c)’’; and 

(v) in paragraph (6)— 

(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (d), except as provided in subsection 
(g)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (c), except as 
provided in subsection (f)’’; and 

(II) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sub- 
sections (b), (c), and (d)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub- 
sections (b) and (c)’’; 

(D) in subsection (g)— 

(i) in paragraph (1)— 

(D) bv striking ‘‘subsection (f)(6)(A)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘subsection (e)(6)(A)’’ and 

(I) by striking ‘‘subsection (b) or (c)? and 
inserting ‘‘subsection (b)’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘sub- 


“Sub- 
“Sub- 


sections (b) and (c)? and inserting ‘‘sub- 
section (b)’’; and 

(E) by redesignating subsections (d) 
through (h) as subsections (c) through (g), re- 
spectively. 


(2) Section 1001A of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308-1) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘sub- 
sections (b) and (c)? and inserting ‘‘sub- 
section (b)’’; and 

(B) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (b) or (c)? and inserting ‘‘subsection 
b)”. 

(3) Section 1001B(a) of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308-2(a)) is amended in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1) by strik- 
ing ‘‘subsections (b) and (c)? and inserting 
“subsection (b)”. 

(4) Section 1001C(a) of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308-3(a)) is amended by 
inserting ‘‘title I of the Agriculture Reform, 
Food, and Jobs Act of 2013,” after ‘‘2008,”’. 

(d) APPLICATION.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply beginning with 
the 2018 crop year. 

SEC. 1604. PAYMENTS LIMITED TO ACTIVE FARM- 
ERS. 

Section 1001A of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308-1) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(2)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘or active personal man- 
agement” each place it appears in subpara- 
graphs (A)(i)(II) and (B)(ii); and 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking “‘, as 
applied to the legal entity, are met by the 
legal entity, the partners or members mak- 
ing a significant contribution of personal 
labor or active personal management” and 
inserting ‘‘are met by partners or members 
making a significant contribution of per- 
sonal labor, those partners or members’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking subparagraph (A) and insert- 
ing the following: 
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“(A) the landowner share-rents the land at 
a rate that is usual and customary;”’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(C) the share of the payments received by 
the landowner is commensurate with the 
share of the crop or income received as 
rent.”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘active 
personal management or”; 

(C) in paragraph (5)— 

(i) by striking ‘(5)’? and all that follows 
through ‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A person” and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(5) CUSTOM FARMING SERVICES.—A per- 
son’’; 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘under usual and cus- 
tomary terms” after ‘‘services’’; and 

(iii) by striking subparagraph (B); and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(7) FARM MANAGERS.—A person who other- 
wise meets the requirements of this sub- 
section other than (b)(2)(A)(i)(II) shall be 
considered to be actively engaged in farm- 
ing, as determined by the Secretary, with re- 
spect to the farming operation, including a 
farming operation that is a sole proprietor- 
ship, a legal entity such as a joint venture or 
general partnership, or a legal entity such as 
a corporation or limited partnership, if the 
person— 

“(A) makes a significant contribution of 
management to the farming operation nec- 
essary for the farming operation, taking into 
account— 

“(i) the size and complexity of the farming 
operation; and 

“(i) the management requirements nor- 
mally and customarily required by similar 
farming operations; 

‘“(B) is the only person in the farming oper- 
ation qualifying as actively engaged in farm- 
ing; 

“(C) does not use the management con- 
tribution under this paragraph to qualify as 
actively engaged in more than 1 farming op- 
eration; and 

‘(D) manages a farm operation that does 
not substantially share equipment, labor, or 
management with persons or legal entities 
that with the person collectively receive, di- 
rectly or indirectly, an amount equal to 
more than the applicable limits under sec- 
tion 1001(b).”’. 

SEC. 1605. ADJUSTED GROSS INCOME LIMITA- 
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1001D(b)) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308- 
3a(b)) is amended by striking paragraph (1) 
and inserting the following: 

‘(1) COMMODITY PROGRAMS.— 

“(A) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, a person or legal enti- 
ty shall not be eligible to receive any benefit 
described in subparagraph (B) during a crop, 
fiscal or program year, as appropriate, if the 
average adjusted gross income (or com- 
parable measure over the 3 taxable years pre- 
ceding the most immediately preceding com- 
plete taxable year, as determined by the Sec- 
retary) of the person or legal entity exceeds 
$750,000. 

‘“(B) COVERED BENEFITS.—Subparagraph (A) 
applies with respect to the following: 

“(i) A payment under section 1105 of the 
Agriculture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 
2018. 

“(i) A marketing loan gain or loan defi- 
ciency payment under subtitle B of title I of 
the Agriculture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act 
of 2013. 

“(ii) A payment under subtitle E of the 
Agriculture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 
2013.”. 
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‘“(iv) A payment under section 196 of the 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re- 
form Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7333).’’. 

(b) APPLICATION.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply beginning with 
the 2013 crop year. 

SEC. 1606. GEOGRAPHICALLY DISADVANTAGED 
FARMERS AND RANCHERS. 

Section 1621(d) of the Food, Conservation, 

and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8792(d)) is 


amended by striking ‘2012’? and inserting 

“2018”. 

SEC. 1607. PERSONAL LIABILITY OF PRODUCERS 
FOR DEFICIENCIES. 


Section 164 of the Federal Agriculture Im- 
provement and Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 
7284) is amended by striking ‘‘and title I of 
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008’? each place it appears and inserting 
“title I of the Food, Conservation, and En- 
ergy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8702 et seq.), and 
title I of the Agriculture Reform, Food, and 
Jobs Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 1608. PREVENTION OF DECEASED INDIVID- 
UALS RECEIVING PAYMENTS UNDER 
FARM COMMODITY PROGRAMS. 

(a) RECONCILIATION.—At least twice each 
year, the Secretary shall reconcile social se- 
curity numbers of all individuals who receive 
payments under this title, whether directly 
or indirectly, with the Commissioner of So- 
cial Security to determine if the individuals 
are alive. 

(b) PRECLUSION.—The Secretary shall pre- 
clude the issuance of payments to, and on be- 
half of, deceased individuals that were not 
eligible for payments. 

SEC. 1609. APPEALS. 

(a) DIRECTION, CONTROL, AND SUPPORT.— 
Section 272 of the Department of Agriculture 
Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 6992) is 
amended by striking subsection (c) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘*(c) DIRECTION, CONTROL, AND SUPPORT.— 

‘*(1) DIRECTION AND CONTROL.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the Director shall be free from 
the direction and control of any person other 
than the Secretary or the Deputy Secretary 
of Agriculture. 

‘(B) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT.—The Divi- 
sion shall not receive administrative support 
(except on a reimbursable basis) from any 
agency other than the Office of the Sec- 
retary. 

‘“(C) PROHIBITION ON DELEGATION.—The Sec- 
retary may not delegate to any other officer 
or employee of the Department, other than 
the Deputy Secretary of Agriculture or the 
Director, the authority of the Secretary with 
respect to the Division. 

“(2) EXCEPTION.—The Assistant Secretary 
for Administration is authorized to inves- 
tigate, enforce, and implement the provi- 
sions in law, Executive order, or regulations 
that relate in general to competitive and ex- 
cepted service positions and employment 
within the Division, including the position of 
Director, and such authority may be further 
delegated to subordinate officials.’’. 

(b) DETERMINATION OF APPEALABILITY OF 
AGENCY DECISIONS.—Section 272 of the De- 
partment of Agriculture Reorganization Act 
of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 6992) is amended by striking 
subsection (d) and inserting the following: 

‘(qd) DETERMINATION OF APPEALABILITY OF 
AGENCY DECISIONS.— 

‘(1) DEFINITION OF A MATTER OF GENERAL 
APPLICABILITY.—In this subsection, the term 
‘a matter of general applicability’ means a 
matter that challenges the merits or author- 
ity of a rule, procedure, local or national 
program practice, or determination of an 
agency that applies, or can apply, to more 
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than 1 interested party as opposed to the 
particular application of the rule, procedure, 
or practice to a specific set of facts or the 
facts themselves as the facts apply to 1 par- 
ticular interested party. 

‘(2) MATTERS NOT SUBJECT TO APPEAL.—The 
Division may not hear appeals— 

“(A) unless the determination of the agen- 
cy is adverse to the appellant; 

“(B) that involve matters of general appli- 
cability; and 

“(C) that involve requests for equitable re- 
lief unless the equitable relief has been de- 
nied by the agency. 

‘(3) EQUITABLE RELIEF.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—An appeal requesting eq- 
uitable relief may not be granted by the Di- 
rector to an appellant unless, using the rules 
and practices that the agency applies to 
itself, the agency could in fact have granted 
the relief because the appellant acted in 
good faith, but failed to fully comply with 
the requirement of the rule or practice of the 
agency. 

“(B) REMAND.—If it cannot be determined 
whether the agency would have granted equi- 
table relief because the appellant acted in 
good faith, but failed to comply with the rule 
or practice of the agency, the matter shall be 
remanded to the agency for further consider- 
ation. 

“(4) DETERMINATION OF APPEALABILITY.—If 
an officer, employee, or committee of an 
agency determines that a decision is not ap- 
pealable and a participant appeals the deci- 
sion to the Director, the Director shall de- 
termine whether the decision is adverse to 
the individual participant and appealable or 
is a matter of general applicability and not 
subject to appeal. 

“(5) APPEALABILITY OF DETERMINATION.— 
The determination of the Director as to 
whether a decision is appealable is final.’’. 

(c) EQUITABLE RELIEF.—Section 278 of the 
Department of Agriculture Reorganization 
Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 6998) is amended by 
striking subsection (d). 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
296(b) of the Department of Agriculture Re- 
organization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 7014(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (6)(C), by striking “or” at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (7), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

(8) the authority of the Secretary to 
carry out amendments to sections 272 and 278 
made by the Agriculture Reform, Food, and 
Jobs Act of 2018.”’. 

SEC. 1610. TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS. 

(a) Section 359f(c)(1)(B) of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 19388 (7 U.S.C. 
1859ff(c)(1)(B)) is amended by adding a period 
at the end. 

(b)(1) Section 1603(g) of the Food, Conserva- 
tion, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110- 
246; 122 Stat. 1739) is amended in paragraphs 
(2) through (6) and the amendments made by 
those paragraphs by striking ‘‘1703(a)’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘1603(a)’’. 

(2) This subsection and the amendments 
made by this subsection take effect as if in- 
cluded in the Food, Conservation, and En- 
ergy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 
1651). 

SEC. 1611. ASSIGNMENT OF PAYMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The provisions of section 
8(g) of the Soil Conservation and Domestic 
Allotment Act (16 U.S.C. 590h(g)), relating to 
assignment of payments, shall apply to pay- 
ments made under this title. 

(b) NoTIcE.—The producer making the as- 
signment, or the assignee, shall provide the 
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Secretary with notice, in such manner as the 
Secretary may require, of any assignment 
made under this section. 

SEC. 1612. TRACKING OF BENEFITS. 

As soon as practicable after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary may 
track the benefits provided, directly or indi- 
rectly, to individuals and entities under ti- 
tles I and II and the amendments made by 
those titles. 

SEC. 1613. SIGNATURE AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this title 
and title II and amendments made by those 
titles, if the Secretary approves a document, 
the Secretary shall not subsequently deter- 
mine the document is inadequate or invalid 
because of the lack of authority of any per- 
son signing the document on behalf of the 
applicant or any other individual, entity, 
general partnership, or joint venture, or the 
documents relied upon were determined in- 
adequate or invalid, unless the person sign- 
ing the program document knowingly and 
willfully falsified the evidence of signature 
authority or a signature. 

(b) AFFIRMATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this section 
prohibits the Secretary from asking a proper 
party to affirm any document that otherwise 
would be considered approved under sub- 
section (a). 

(2) NO RETROACTIVE EFFECT.—A denial of 
benefits based on a lack of affirmation under 
paragraph (1) shall not be retroactive with 
respect to third-party producers who were 
not the subject of the erroneous representa- 
tion of authority, if the third-party pro- 
ducers— 

(A) relied on the prior approval by the Sec- 
retary of the documents in good faith; and 

(B) substantively complied with all pro- 
gram requirements. 

SEC. 1614. IMPLEMENTATION. 

(a) STREAMLINING.—In implementing this 
title, the Secretary shall, to the maximum 
extent practicable— 

(1) seek to reduce administrative burdens 
and costs to producers by streamlining and 
reducing paperwork, forms, and other admin- 
istrative requirements; 

(2) improve coordination, information 
sharing, and administrative work with the 
Risk Management Agency and the Natural 
Resources Conservation Service; and 

(3) take advantage of new technologies to 
enhance efficiency and effectiveness of pro- 
gram delivery to producers. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—On October 1, 2013, 
the Secretary shall make available to the 
Farm Service Agency to carry out this title 
$100,000,000. 

TITLE II—CONSERVATION 

Subtitle A—Conservation Reserve Program 


SEC. 2001. EXTENSION AND ENROLLMENT RE- 
QUIREMENTS OF CONSERVATION 
RESERVE PROGRAM. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 1231(a) of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3881(a)) is 
amended by striking ‘2012’? and inserting 
“2018”. 

(b) ELIGIBLE LAND.—Section 1231(b) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831(b)) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘the 
date of enactment of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008’? and inserting ‘‘the 
date of enactment of the Agriculture Re- 
form, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013”; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and redesig- 
nating paragraph (3) as paragraph (2); 

(3) by inserting before paragraph (4) the 
following: 

(3) grassland that— 
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“(A) contains forbs or shrubland (including 
improved rangeland and pastureland) for 
which grazing is the predominant use; 

“(B) is located in an area historically 
dominated by grassland; and 

“(C) could provide habitat for animal and 
plant populations of significant ecological 
value if the land is retained in its current 
use or restored to a natural condition;’’; 

(4) in paragraph (4)(C), by striking 
“filterstrips devoted to trees or shrubs” and 
inserting ‘‘filterstrips and riparian buffers 
devoted to trees, shrubs, or grasses’’; and 

(5) by striking paragraph (5) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(5) the portion of land in a field not en- 
rolled in the conservation reserve in a case 
in which— 

“(A) more than 50 percent of the land in 
the field is enrolled as a buffer or filterstrip 
or more than 75 percent of the land in the 
field is enrolled in a practice other than as a 
buffer or filterstrip; and 

“(B) the remainder of the field is— 

“(i) infeasible to farm; and 

“(ii) enrolled at regular rental rates.’’. 

(c) PLANTING STATUS OF CERTAIN LAND.— 
Section 1231(c) of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831(c)) is amended by striking 
“if” and all that follows through the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘if, during the crop 
year, the land was devoted to a conserving 
use.”’. 

(d) ENROLLMENT.—Section 1231 of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3881) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: 

‘*(d) ENROLLMENT.— 

‘(1) MAXIMUM ACREAGE ENROLLED.—The 
Secretary may maintain in the conservation 
reserve at any 1 time during— 


“(A) fiscal year 2018, no more than 
32,000,000 acres; 

‘(B) fiscal year 2014, no more than 
30,000,000 acres; 

“(C) fiscal year 2015, no more than 
27,500,000 acres; 

‘(D) fiscal year 2016, no more than 
26,500,000 acres; 

“(E) fiscal year 2017, no more than 
25,500,000 acres; and 

‘(F) fiscal year 2018, no more than 


25,000,000 acres. 

‘(2) GRASSLAND.— 

‘“(A) LIMITATION.—For purposes of applying 
the limitations in paragraph (1), no more 
than 1,500,000 acres of the land described in 
subsection (b)(3) may be enrolled in the pro- 
gram at any 1 time during the 2014 through 
2018 fiscal years. 

“(B) PRIORITY.—In enrolling acres under 
subparagraph (A), the Secretary may give 
priority to land with expiring conservation 
reserve program contracts. 

“(C) METHOD OF ENROLLMENT.—In enrolling 
acres under subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
shall make the program available to owners 
or operators of eligible land at least once 
during each fiscal year.’’. 

(e) DURATION OF CONTRACT.—Section 1231(e) 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3831(e)) is amended by striking paragraphs (2) 
and (8) and inserting the following: 

‘(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN LAND.—In 
the case of land devoted to hardwood trees, 
shelterbelts, windbreaks, or wildlife cor- 
ridors under a contract entered into under 
this subchapter, the owner or operator of the 
land may, within the limitations prescribed 
under this section, specify the duration of 
the contract.’’. 

(£) CONSERVATION PRIORITY AREAS.—Sec- 
tion 1231(f) of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3831(f)) is amended— 
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(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘watershed 
areas of the Chesapeake Bay Region, the 
Great Lakes Region, the Long Island Sound 
Region, and other’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘WATER- 
SHEDS.—Watersheds’’ and inserting 
‘““AREAS.—Areas’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘a water- 
shed’s designation—’”’ and all that follows 
through the period at the end and inserting 
“an area’s designation if the Secretary finds 
that the area no longer contains actual and 
significant adverse water quality or habitat 
impacts related to agricultural production 
activities.’’. 

SEC. 2002. FARMABLE WETLAND PROGRAM. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 1231B(a)(1) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
38381b(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
and 

(2) by striking “a program” and inserting 
“a farmable wetland program”. 

(b) ELIGIBLE ACREAGE.—Section 
1231B(b)(1)(B) of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831b(b)(1)(B)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘flow from a row crop agriculture 
drainage system” and inserting ‘‘surface and 
subsurface flow from row crop agricultural 
production”. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—Section 1231B 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3831b) is amended— 

(1) by striking the heading and inserting 
the following: 

“SEC. 1231B. FARMABLE WETLAND PROGRAM.”; 
and 

(2) in subsection (f)(2), by striking ‘‘section 
1234(c)(2)(B)”’ and inserting “section 
1234(c)(2)(A)(ii)”’. 

SEC. 2003. DUTIES OF OWNERS AND OPERATORS. 

(a) LIMITATION ON HARVESTING, GRAZING OR 
COMMERCIAL USE OF  FORAGE.—Section 
1232(a)(8) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3832(a)(8)) is amended by striking ‘‘ex- 
cept that” and all that follows through the 
semicolon at the end of the paragraph and 
inserting ‘‘except as provided in section 
1233(b);’’. 

(b) CONSERVATION PLAN REQUIREMENTS.— 
Section 1232 of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3832) is amended by striking sub- 
section (b) and inserting the following: 

““(b) CONSERVATION PLANS.—The plan re- 
ferred to in subsection (a)(1) shall set forth— 

“(1) the conservation measures and prac- 
tices to be carried out by the owner or oper- 
ator during the term of the contract; and 

““(2) the commercial use, if any, to be per- 
mitted on the land during the term.’’. 

(c) RENTAL PAYMENT REDUCTION.—Section 
1232 of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3832) is amended by striking sub- 
section (d). 

SEC. 2004. DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY. 

Section 1233 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3833) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“SEC. 1233. DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY. 

‘“(a) COST-SHARE AND RENTAL PAYMENTS.— 
In return for a contract entered into by an 
owner or operator, the Secretary shall— 

“(1) share the cost of carrying out the con- 
servation measures and practices set forth in 
the contract for which the Secretary deter- 
mines that cost sharing is appropriate and in 
the public interest; and 

‘“(2) for a period of years not in excess of 
the term of the contract, pay an annual rent- 
al payment in an amount necessary to com- 
pensate for— 

“(A) the conversion of highly erodible 
cropland or other eligible land normally de- 
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voted to the production of an agricultural 
commodity on a farm or ranch to a less in- 
tensive use; 

‘(B) the retirement of any cropland base 
and allotment history that the owner or op- 
erator agrees to retire permanently; and 

‘“(C) the development and management of 
grassland for multiple natural resource con- 
servation benefits, including soil, water, air, 
and wildlife. 

‘(b) SPECIFIED ACTIVITIES PERMITTED.—The 
Secretary shall permit certain activities or 
commercial uses of land that is subject to 
the contract if those activities or uses are 
consistent with a plan approved by the Sec- 
retary and include— 

“(1) harvesting, grazing, or other commer- 
cial use of the forage in response to drought, 
flooding, or other emergency without any re- 
duction in the rental rate; 

“(2) grazing by livestock of a beginning 
farmer or rancher without any reduction in 
the rental rate, if the grazing is— 

“(A) consistent with the conservation of 
soil, water quality, and wildlife habitat (in- 
cluding habitat during the primary nesting 
season for critical birds in the area); and 

‘“(B) described in subparagraph (B) or (C) of 
paragraph (3); 

“(3) consistent with the conservation of 
soil, water quality, and wildlife habitat (in- 
cluding habitat during the primary nesting 
season for critical birds in the area) and in 
exchange for a reduction of not less than 25 
percent in the annual rental rate for the 
acres covered by the authorized activity— 

“(A) managed harvesting and other com- 
mercial use (including the managed har- 
vesting of biomass), except that in permit- 
ting those activities the Secretary, in co- 
ordination with the State technical com- 
mittee— 

“(i) shall develop appropriate vegetation 
management requirements; and 

“(ii) shall identify periods during which 
the activities may be conducted, such that 
the frequency is at least once every 5 years 
but not more than once every 8 years; 

‘(B) prescribed grazing for the control of 
invasive species, which may be conducted 
annually; 

‘(C) routine grazing, except that in per- 
mitting routine grazing, the Secretary, in 
coordination with the State technical com- 
mittee— 

“(i) shall develop appropriate vegetation 
management requirements and stocking 
rates for the land that are suitable for con- 
tinued routine grazing; and 

“(Gi) shall identify the periods during 
which routine grazing may be conducted, 
such that the frequency is not more than 
once every 2 years, taking into consideration 
regional differences such as— 

“(D climate, soil type, and natural re- 
sources; 

“(ID) the number of years that should be re- 
quired between routine grazing activities; 
and 

“(JIT) how often during a year in which 
routine grazing is permitted that routine 
grazing should be allowed to occur; and 

“(D) the installation of wind turbines and 
associated access, except that in permitting 
the installation of wind turbines, the Sec- 
retary shall determine the number and loca- 
tion of wind turbines that may be installed, 
taking into account— 

“(i) the location, size, and other physical 
characteristics of the land; 

“(ii) the extent to which the land contains 
threatened or endangered wildlife and wild- 
life habitat; and 

“(iii) the purposes of the conservation re- 
serve program under this subchapter; and 
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“(4) the intermittent and seasonal use of 
vegetative buffer practices incidental to ag- 
ricultural production on land adjacent to the 
buffer such that the permitted use does not 
destroy the permanent vegetative cover. 

‘(c) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES ON GRASS- 
LAND.—Notwithstanding section 1232(a)(8), 
for eligible land described in section 
1231(b)(8), the Secretary shall permit the fol- 
lowing activities: 

‘“(1) Common grazing practices, including 
maintenance and necessary cultural prac- 
tices, on the land in a manner that is con- 
sistent with maintaining the viability of 
grassland, forb, and shrub species appro- 
priate to that locality. 

“(2) Haying, mowing, or harvesting for 
seed production, subject to appropriate re- 
strictions during the primary nesting season 
for critical birds in the area. 

‘(3) Fire presuppression, rehabilitation, 
and construction of fire breaks. 

“(4) Grazing-related activities, 
fencing and livestock watering. 

‘(d) RESOURCE CONSERVING USE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date 
that is 1 year before the date of termination 
of a contract under the program, the Sec- 
retary shall allow an owner or operator to 
make conservation and land improvements 
that facilitate maintaining protection of 
highly erodible land after expiration of the 
contract. 

‘(2) CONSERVATION PLAN.—The Secretary 
shall require an owner or operator carrying 
out the activities described in paragraph (1) 
to develop and implement a conservation 
plan. 

‘(3) REENROLLMENT PROHIBITED.—Land al- 
tered under paragraph (1) may not be re- 
enrolled in the conservation reserve program 
for 5 years. 

“(4) PAYMENT.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide an annual payment that is reduced in an 
amount commensurate with any income or 
other compensation received as a result of 
the activities carried out under paragraph 


such as 


D 
SEC. 2005. PAYMENTS. 

(a) TREES, WINDBREAKS, SHELTERBELTS, 
AND WILDLIFE CORRIDORS.—Section 


1234(b)(3)(A) of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3834(b)(3)(A)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘and’’ after 
the semicolon; 

(2) by striking clause (ii); and 

(3) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause 
(ii). 

(b) INCENTIVES.—Section 1234(b)(3)(B) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3834(b)(3)(B)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘, practices to 
improve the condition of resources on the 
land,” after ‘‘operator)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(iii) INCENTIVES.—In making rental pay- 
ments to an owner or operator of land de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
may provide incentive payments sufficient 
to encourage proper thinning and practices 
to improve the condition of resources on the 
land.’’. 

(c) ANNUAL RENTAL PAYMENTS.—Section 
1234(c) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3834(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and 
other eligible land” after “highly erodible 
cropland” both places it appears; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(2) METHODS OF DETERMINATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The amounts payable to 
owners or operators in the form of rental 
payments under contracts entered into under 
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this subchapter determined 
through— 

“(i) the submission of bids for such con- 
tracts by owners and operators in such man- 
ner as the Secretary may prescribe; or 

“(ii) such other means as the Secretary de- 
termines are appropriate. 

“(B) GRASSLAND.—In the case of eligible 
land described in section 1231(b)(3), the Sec- 
retary shall make annual payments in an 
amount that is not more than 75 percent of 
the grazing value of the land covered by the 
contract.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (5)(A)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The Secretary” and in- 
serting the following: 

“G) SURVEY.—The Secretary”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(ii) USE.—The Secretary may use the sur- 
vey of dryland cash rental rates described in 
clause (i) as a factor in determining rental 
rates under this section as the Secretary de- 
termines appropriate.’’. 

(d) PAYMENT SCHEDULE.—Section 1234 of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3834) 
is amended by striking subsection (d) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(d) PAYMENT SCHEDULE.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this section, payments under this 
subchapter shall be made in cash in such 
amount and on such time schedule as is 
agreed on and specified in the contract. 

““(2) SOURCE.—Payments under this sub- 
chapter shall be made using the funds of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

(3) ADVANCE PAYMENT.—Payments under 
this subchapter may be made in advance of 
determination of performance.”’. 

(e) PAYMENT LIMITATION.—Section 1234(f) of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3834(f)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘, includ- 
ing rental payments made in the form of in- 
kind commodities,”’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (3); and 

(3) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (2). 

SEC. 2006. CONTRACT REQUIREMENTS. 

Section 1235(f) of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3835(f)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘DUTIES’’ and all that fol- 
lows through ‘‘a beginning farmer” and in- 
serting ‘‘TRANSITION TO COVERED FARMER OR 
RANCHER.—In the case of a contract modi- 
fication approved in order to facilitate the 
transfer of land subject to a contract from a 
retired farmer or rancher to a beginning 
farmer”; 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘the 
farmer or rancher” and inserting ‘‘the cov- 
ered farmer or rancher”; and 

(C) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 1001A(b)(3)(B)”” and inserting ‘‘section 
1001”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘require- 
ment of section 1231(h)(4)(B)’”’ and inserting 
“option provided under section 
1234(c)(2)(A)(ii)’’. 

SEC. 2007. CONVERSION OF LAND SUBJECT TO 
CONTRACT TO OTHER CONSERVING 
USES. 

Section 1235A of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3835a) is repealed. 

SEC. 2008. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
this subtitle shall take effect on October 1, 
2013, except, the amendment made by section 
2001(d), which shall take effect on the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 


may be 
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subtitle shall not affect the validity or terms 
of any contract entered into by the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture under subchapter B of 
chapter 1 of subtitle D of title XII of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831 et 
seq.) before October 1, 2013, or any payments 
required to be made in connection with the 
contract. 

(2) UPDATING OF EXISTING CONTRACTS.—The 
Secretary shall permit an owner or operator 
with a contract entered into under sub- 
chapter B of chapter 1 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3831 et seq.) before October 1, 2018, to 
update the contract to reflect the activities 
and uses of land under contract permitted 
under the terms and conditions of para- 
graphs (1) and (2) of section 1233(b) of that 
Act (as amended by section 2004). 


Subtitle B—Conservation Stewardship 
Program 
SEC. 2101. CONSERVATION STEWARDSHIP PRO- 
GRAM. 

(a) REVISION OF CURRENT PROGRAM.—Sub- 
chapter B of chapter 2 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3838d et seq.) is amended to read as 
follows: 


“Subchapter B—Conservation Stewardship 
Program 
“SEC. 1238D. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this subchapter: 

‘(1) AGRICULTURAL OPERATION.—The term 
‘agricultural operation’ means all eligible 
land, whether or not contiguous, that is— 

“(A) under the effective control of a pro- 
ducer at the time the producer enters into a 
contract under the program; and 

‘“(B) operated with equipment, labor, man- 
agement, and production or cultivation prac- 
tices that are substantially separate from 
other agricultural operations, as determined 
by the Secretary. 

*(2) CONSERVATION ACTIVITIES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘conservation 
activities’ means conservation systems, 
practices, or management measures. 

“(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘conservation 
activities’ includes— 

“(i) structural measures, vegetative meas- 
ures, and land management measures, in- 
cluding agriculture drainage management 
systems, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

“(ii) planning needed to address a priority 
resource concern. 

‘(3) CONSERVATION STEWARDSHIP PLAN.— 
The term ‘conservation stewardship plan’ 
means a plan that— 

“(A) identifies and inventories priority re- 
source concerns; 

“(B) establishes benchmark data and con- 
servation objectives; 

“(C) describes conservation activities to be 
implemented, managed, or improved; and 

“(D) includes a schedule and evaluation 
plan for the planning, installation, and man- 
agement of the new and existing conserva- 
tion activities. 

‘*(4) ELIGIBLE LAND.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible land’ 
means— 

“(i) private and tribal land on which agri- 
cultural commodities, livestock, or forest-re- 
lated products are produced; and 

“(ii) land associated with the land de- 
scribed in clause (i) on which priority re- 
source concerns could be addressed through a 
contract under the program. 

‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible land’ 
includes— 

“(i) cropland; 

“(ii) grassland; 
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“(iii) rangeland; 

“(iv) pastureland; 

“(v) nonindustrial private forest land; and 

“(vi) other agricultural land (including 
cropped woodland, marshes, and agricultural 
land used for the production of livestock), as 
determined by the Secretary. 

‘(5) PRIORITY RESOURCE CONCERN.—The 
term ‘priority resource concern’ means a 
natural resource concern or problem, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, that— 

“(A) is identified at the national, State or 
local level, as a priority for a particular area 
of the State; 

‘“(B) represents a significant concern in a 
State or region; and 

“(C) is likely to be addressed successfully 
through the implementation of conservation 
activities under this program. 

‘(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the conservation stewardship program estab- 
lished by this subchapter. 

“(7) STEWARDSHIP THRESHOLD.—The term 
‘stewardship threshold’ means the level of 
management required, as determined by the 
Secretary, to conserve and improve the qual- 
ity and condition of a natural resource. 

“SEC. 1238E. CONSERVATION STEWARDSHIP PRO- 
GRAM. 

‘“(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—During 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018, the 
Secretary shall carry out a conservation 
stewardship program to encourage producers 
to address priority resource concerns and im- 
prove and conserve the quality and condition 
of natural resources in a comprehensive 
manner— 

“(1) by undertaking additional conserva- 
tion activities; and 

‘(2) by improving, maintaining, and man- 
aging existing conservation activities. 

‘“(b) EXCLUSIONS.— 

‘(1) LAND ENROLLED IN OTHER CONSERVA- 
TION PROGRAMS.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the following land (even if covered by the 
definition of eligible land) is not eligible for 
enrollment in the program: 

“(A) Land enrolled in the conservation re- 
serve program. 

“(B) Land enrolled in the Agricultural 
Conservation Easement Program in a wet- 
land easement. 

“(C) Land enrolled in the conservation se- 
curity program. 

‘(2) CONVERSION TO CROPLAND.—Eligible 
land used for crop production after October 
1, 2013, that had not been planted, considered 
to be planted, or devoted to crop production 
for at least 4 of the 6 years preceding that 
date shall not be the basis for any payment 
under the program, unless the land does not 
meet the requirement because— 

“(A) the land had previously been enrolled 
in the conservation reserve program; 

“(B) the land has been maintained using 
long-term crop rotation practices, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary; or 

“(C) the land is incidental land needed for 
efficient operation of the farm or ranch, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

“SEC. 1238F. STEWARDSHIP CONTRACTS. 

‘*(a) SUBMISSION OF CONTRACT OFFERS.—To 
be eligible to participate in the conservation 
stewardship program, a producer shall sub- 
mit a contract offer for the agricultural op- 
eration that— 

“(1) demonstrates to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary that the producer, at the time of 
the contract offer, is meeting the steward- 
ship threshold for at least 2 priority resource 
concerns; and 

“(2) would, at a minimum, meet or exceed 
the stewardship threshold for at least 1 addi- 
tional priority resource concern by the end 
of the stewardship contract by— 
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“(A) installing and adopting additional 
conservation activities; and 

“(B) improving, maintaining, and man- 
aging existing conservation activities on the 
agricultural operation in a manner that in- 
creases or extends the conservation benefits 
in place at the time the contract offer is ac- 
cepted by the Secretary. 

‘(b) EVALUATION OF CONTRACT OFFERS.— 

“(1) RANKING OF APPLICATIONS.—In evalu- 
ating contract offers the Secretary shall 
rank applications based on— 

“(A) the level of conservation treatment 
on all applicable priority resource concerns 
at the time of application; 

““(B) the degree to which the proposed con- 
servation activities effectively increase con- 
servation performance; 

“(C) the number of applicable priority re- 
source concerns proposed to be treated to 
meet or exceed the stewardship threshold by 
the end of the contract; 

“(D) the extent to which other priority re- 
source concerns will be addressed to meet or 
exceed the stewardship threshold by the end 
of the contract period; 

‘“(E) the extent to which the actual and an- 
ticipated conservation benefits from the con- 
tract are provided at the least cost relative 
to other similarly beneficial contract offers; 
and 

“(F) the extent to which priority resource 
concerns will be addressed when 
transitioning from the conservation reserve 
program to agricultural production. 

‘*(2) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary may not 
assign a higher priority to any application 
because the applicant is willing to accept a 
lower payment than the applicant would oth- 
erwise be eligible to receive. 

**(3) ADDITIONAL CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
may develop and use such additional criteria 
that the Secretary determines are necessary 
to ensure that national, State, and local pri- 
ority resource concerns are effectively ad- 
dressed. 

‘“(c) ENTERING INTO CONTRACTS.—After a 
determination that a producer is eligible for 
the program under subsection (a), and a de- 
termination that the contract offer ranks 
sufficiently high under the evaluation cri- 
teria under subsection (b), the Secretary 
shall enter into a conservation stewardship 
contract with the producer to enroll the eli- 
gible land to be covered by the contract. 

‘“(d) CONTRACT PROVISIONS.— 

“(1) TERM.—A conservation stewardship 
contract shall be for a term of 5 years. 

**(2) REQUIRED PROVISIONS.—The conserva- 
tion stewardship contract of a producer 
shall— 

“(A) state the amount of the payment the 
Secretary agrees to make to the producer for 
each year of the conservation stewardship 
contract under section 1238G(d); 

““(B) require the producer— 

“(i) to implement a conservation steward- 
ship plan that describes the program pur- 
poses to be achieved through 1 or more con- 
servation activities; 

“Gi) to maintain and supply information 
as required by the Secretary to determine 
compliance with the conservation steward- 
ship plan and any other requirements of the 
program; and 

‘“(iii) not to conduct any activities on the 
agricultural operation that would tend to de- 
feat the purposes of the program; 

“(C) permit all economic uses of the eligi- 
ble land that— 

“(i) maintain the agricultural nature of 
the land; and 

‘“(ii) are consistent with the conservation 
purposes of the conservation stewardship 
contract; 
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‘(D) include a provision to ensure that a 
producer shall not be considered in violation 
of the contract for failure to comply with 
the contract due to circumstances beyond 
the control of the producer, including a dis- 
aster or related condition, as determined by 
the Secretary; 

‘“(E) include provisions where upon the vio- 
lation of a term or condition of the contract 
at any time the producer has control of the 
land— 

“(i) if the Secretary determines that the 
violation warrants termination of the con- 
tract— 

‘(I) to forfeit all rights to receive pay- 
ments under the contract; and 

“(IT) to refund all or a portion of the pay- 
ments received by the producer under the 
contract, including any interest on the pay- 
ments, as determined by the Secretary; or 

“(ii) if the Secretary determines that the 
violation does not warrant termination of 
the contract, to refund or accept adjust- 
ments to the payments provided to the pro- 
ducer, as the Secretary determines to be ap- 
propriate; 

‘(F) include provisions in accordance with 
paragraphs (3) and (4) of this section; and 

‘“(G) include any additional provisions the 
Secretary determines are necessary to carry 
out the program. 

‘(3) CHANGE OF INTEREST IN LAND SUBJECT 
TO A CONTRACT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—At the time of applica- 
tion, a producer shall have control of the eli- 
gible land to be enrolled in the program. Ex- 
cept as provided in subparagraph (B), a 
change in the interest of a producer in eligi- 
ble land covered by a contract under the pro- 
gram shall result in the termination of the 
contract with regard to that land. 

‘(B) TRANSFER OF DUTIES AND RIGHTS.— 
Subparagraph (A) shall not apply if— 

“(i) within a reasonable period of time (as 
determined by the Secretary) after the date 
of the change in the interest in all or a por- 
tion of the land covered by a contract under 
the program, the transferee of the land pro- 
vides written notice to the Secretary that 
duties and rights under the contract have 
been transferred to, and assumed by, the 
transferee for the portion of the land trans- 
ferred; 

“(ii) the transferee meets the eligibility re- 
quirements of the program; and 

“(iii) the Secretary approves the transfer 
of all duties and rights under the contract. 

‘*(4) MODIFICATION AND TERMINATION OF CON- 
TRACTS.— 

‘(A) VOLUNTARY MODIFICATION OR TERMI- 
NATION.—The Secretary may modify or ter- 
minate a contract with a producer if— 

“(i) the producer agrees to the modifica- 
tion or termination; and 

“(ii) the Secretary determines that the 
modification or termination is in the public 
interest. 

‘(B) INVOLUNTARY TERMINATION.—The Sec- 
retary may terminate a contract if the Sec- 
retary determines that the producer violated 
the contract. 

(5) REPAYMENT.—If a contract is termi- 
nated, the Secretary may, consistent with 
the purposes of the program— 

“(A) allow the producer to retain payments 
already received under the contract; or 

‘(B) require repayment, in whole or in 
part, of payments received and assess liq- 
uidated damages. 

“(e) CONTRACT RENEWAL.—At the end of the 
initial 5-year contract period, the Secretary 
may allow the producer to renew the con- 
tract for 1 additional 5-year period if the pro- 
ducer— 
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‘“(1) demonstrates compliance with the 
terms of the existing contract; 

‘“(2) agrees to adopt and continue to inte- 
grate conservation activities across the en- 
tire agricultural operation as determined by 
the Secretary; and 

“(3) agrees, at a minimum, to meet or ex- 
ceed the stewardship threshold for at least 2 
additional priority resource concerns on the 
agricultural operation by the end of the con- 
tract period. 

“SEC. 1238G. DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—To achieve the conserva- 
tion goals of a contract under the conserva- 
tion stewardship program, the Secretary 
shall— 

“(1) make the program available to eligible 
producers on a continuous enrollment basis 
with 1 or more ranking periods, 1 of which 
shall occur in the first quarter of each fiscal 
year; 

‘(2) identify not less than 5 priority re- 
source concerns in a particular watershed or 
other appropriate region or area within a 
State; and 

“(3) establish a science-based stewardship 
threshold for each priority resource concern 
identified under subparagraph (2). 

‘(b) ALLOCATION TO STATES.—The Sec- 
retary shall allocate acres to States for en- 
rollment, based— 

“(1) primarily on each State’s proportion 
of eligible land to the total acreage of eligi- 
ble land in all States; and 

“(2) also on consideration of— 

“(A) the extent and magnitude of the con- 
servation needs associated with agricultural 
production in each State; 

‘(B) the degree to which implementation 
of the program in the State is, or will be, ef- 
fective in helping producers address those 
needs; and 

‘(C) other considerations to achieve equi- 
table geographic distribution of funds, as de- 
termined by the Secretary. 

‘(c) ACREAGE ENROLLMENT LIMITATION.— 
During the period beginning on October 1, 
2013, and ending on September 30, 2022, the 
Secretary shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable— 

“(1) enroll in the program an additional 
10,348,000 acres for each fiscal year; and 

“(2) manage the program to achieve a na- 
tional average rate of $18 per acre, which 
shall include the costs of all financial assist- 
ance, technical assistance, and any other ex- 
penses associated with enrollment or partici- 
pation in the program. 

“(d) CONSERVATION STEWARDSHIP PAY- 
MENTS.— 

“(1) AVAILABILITY OF PAYMENTS.—The Sec- 
retary shall provide annual payments under 
the program to compensate the producer 
for— 

‘(A) installing and adopting additional 
conservation activities; and 

‘(B) improving, maintaining, and man- 
aging conservation activities in place at the 
operation of the producer at the time the 
contract offer is accepted by the Secretary. 

‘(2) PAYMENT AMOUNT.—The amount of the 
conservation stewardship annual payment 
shall be determined by the Secretary and 
based, to the maximum extent practicable, 
on the following factors: 

“(A) Costs incurred by the producer associ- 
ated with planning, design, materials, instal- 
lation, labor, management, maintenance, or 
training. 

‘“(B) Income forgone by the producer. 

‘“(C) Expected conservation benefits. 

‘(D) The extent to which priority resource 
concerns will be addressed through the in- 
stallation and adoption of conservation ac- 
tivities on the agricultural operation. 
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“(E) The level of stewardship in place at 
the time of application and maintained over 
the term of the contract. 

“(F) The degree to which the conservation 
activities will be integrated across the entire 
agricultural operation for all applicable pri- 
ority resource concerns over the term of the 
contract. 

“(G@) Such other factors as determined by 
the Secretary. 

“*(3) EXCLUSIONS.—A payment to a producer 
under this subsection shall not be provided 
for— 

“(A) the design, construction, or mainte- 
nance of animal waste storage or treatment 
facilities or associated waste transport or 
transfer devices for animal feeding oper- 
ations; or 

“(B) conservation activities for which 
there is no cost incurred or income forgone 
to the producer. 

“(4) DELIVERY OF PAYMENTS.—In making 
stewardship payments, the Secretary shall, 
to the extent practicable— 

“(A) prorate conservation performance 
over the term of the contract so as to accom- 
modate, to the extent practicable, producers 
earning equal annual stewardship payments 
in each fiscal year; and 

“(B) make stewardship payments as soon 
as practicable after October 1 of each fiscal 
year for activities carried out in the previous 
fiscal year. 

‘“(e) SUPPLEMENTAL PAYMENTS FOR RE- 
SOURCE-CONSERVING CROP ROTATIONS.— 

“(1) AVAILABILITY OF PAYMENTS.—The Sec- 
retary shall provide additional payments to 
producers that, in participating in the pro- 
gram, agree to adopt resource-conserving 
crop rotations to achieve beneficial crop ro- 
tations as appropriate for the eligible land of 
the producers. 

‘(2) BENEFICIAL CROP ROTATIONS.—The Sec- 
retary shall determine whether a resource- 
conserving crop rotation is a beneficial crop 
rotation eligible for additional payments 
under paragraph (1), based on whether the re- 
source-conserving crop rotation is designed 
to provide natural resource conservation and 
production benefits. 

“(8) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive 
a payment described in paragraph (1), a pro- 
ducer shall agree to adopt and maintain the 
resource-conserving crop rotations for the 
term of the contract. 

‘(4) RESOURCE-CONSERVING CROP ROTA- 
TION.—In this subsection, the term ‘resource- 
conserving crop rotation’ means a crop rota- 
tion that— 

“(A) includes at least 1 resource conserving 
crop (as defined by the Secretary); 

‘“(B) reduces erosion; 

““(C) improves soil fertility and tilth; 

“(D) interrupts pest cycles; and 

‘“(E) in applicable areas, reduces depletion 
of soil moisture or otherwise reduces the 
need for irrigation. 

“(f) PAYMENT LIMITATIONS.—A person or 
legal entity may not receive, directly or in- 
directly, payments under the program that, 
in the aggregate, exceed $200,000 under all 
contracts entered into during fiscal years 
2014 through 2018, excluding funding arrange- 
ments with Indian tribes, regardless of the 
number of contracts entered into under the 
program by the person or legal entity. 

‘“(g) SPECIALTY CROP AND ORGANIC PRO- 
DUCERS.—The Secretary shall ensure that 
outreach and technical assistance are avail- 
able, and program specifications are appro- 
priate to enable specialty crop and organic 
producers to participate in the program. 

‘“(h) COORDINATION WITH ORGANIC CERTIFI- 
CATION.—The Secretary shall establish a 
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transparent means by which producers may 
initiate organic certification under the Or- 
ganic Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
6501 et seq.) while participating in a contract 
under the program. 

“(i) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
promulgate regulations that— 

“(1) prescribe such other rules as the Sec- 
retary determines to be necessary to ensure 
a fair and reasonable application of the limi- 
tations established under subsection (f); and 

“(2) otherwise enable the Secretary to 
carry out the program.”’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

(c) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendment made by 
this section shall not affect the validity or 
terms of any contract entered into by the 
Secretary of Agriculture under subchapter B 
of chapter 2 of subtitle D of title XII of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838d et 
seq.) before October 1, 2013, or any payments 
required to be made in connection with the 
contract. 

(2) CONSERVATION STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM.— 
Funds made available under section 
1241(a)(4) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3841(a)(4)) (as amended by section 
2601(a)) may be used to administer and make 
payments to program participants enrolled 
into contracts during any of fiscal years 2009 
through 2013. 


Subtitle C—Environmental Quality 
Incentives Program 
SEC. 2201. PURPOSES. 

Section 1240 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (C) and, in such subparagraph, 
by inserting ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

‘(B) develop and improve wildlife habitat; 
and’’; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a period; and 

(3) by striking paragraph (5). 

SEC. 2202. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 1240A of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa-1) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (2) and redesig- 
nating paragraphs (3) through (6) as para- 
graphs (2) through (5), respectively; and 

(2) in paragraph (2) (as so redesignated), by 
inserting ‘‘established under the Organic 
Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6501 et 
seq.)’’ after ‘‘national organic program”. 

SEC. 2203. ESTABLISHMENT AND ADMINISTRA- 
TION. 

Section 1240B of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa-2) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘2014’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018”’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking paragraph 
(2) and inserting the following: 

‘(2) TERM.—A contract under the program 
shall have a term that does not exceed 10 
years.”’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (3), by striking subpara- 
graphs (A) through (G) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(A) soil health; 

‘“(B) water quality and quantity improve- 
ment; 

“(C) nutrient management; 

‘“(D) pest management; 

“(E) air quality improvement; 
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‘“(F) wildlife habitat development, includ- 
ing pollinator habitat; 

‘“(G) invasive species management; or 

“(H) other resource issues of regional or 
national significance, as determined by the 
Secretary.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A) in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i), by inserting ‘‘, veteran 
farmer or rancher (as defined in section 
2501(e) of the Food, Agriculture, Conserva- 
tion, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
2279(e))),’’ before ‘‘or a beginning farmer or 
rancher”; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(B) ADVANCE PAYMENTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Not more than 30 percent 
of the amount determined under subpara- 
graph (A) may be provided in advance for the 
purpose of purchasing materials or con- 
tracting. 

“(ii) RETURN OF FUNDS.—If funds provided 
in advance are not expended during the 90- 
day period beginning on the date of receipt 
of the funds, the funds shall be returned 
within a reasonable time frame, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary.’’; 

(4) by striking subsection (f) and inserting 
the following: 

“(f) ALLOCATION OF FUNDING.— 

‘1) LIVESTOCK.—For each of fiscal years 
2014 through 2018, at least 60 percent of the 
funds made available for payments under the 
program shall be targeted at practices relat- 
ing to livestock production. 

‘(2) WILDLIFE HABITAT.—For each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018, at least 5 percent of 
the funds made available for payments under 
the program shall be targeted at practices 
benefitting wildlife habitat under subsection 
(8).”; and 

(5) by striking subsection (g) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(¢) WILDLIFE HABITAT INCENTIVE PRAC- 
TICE.—The Secretary shall provide payments 
under the program for conservation practices 
that support the restoration, development, 
and improvement of wildlife habitat on eligi- 
ble land, including— 

“(1) upland wildlife habitat; 

“(2) wetland wildlife habitat; 

“(3) habitat for threatened and endangered 
species; 

“(4) fish habitat; 

“(5) habitat on pivot corners and other ir- 
regular areas of a field; and 

‘6) other types of wildlife habitat, as de- 
termined by the Secretary.’’. 

SEC. 2204. EVALUATION OF APPLICATIONS. 

Section 1240C(b) of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa-3(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘environ- 
mental’’ and inserting ‘‘conservation’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘purpose of 
the environmental quality incentives pro- 
gram specified in section 1240(1)”’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘purposes of the program”. 

SEC. 2205. DUTIES OF PRODUCERS. 

Section 1240D(2) of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 38389aa—4(2)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘farm, ranch, or forest” and insert- 
ing ‘‘enrolled’’. 

SEC. 2206. LIMITATION ON PAYMENTS. 

Section 1240G of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa-7) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking “‘by the person or entity 
during any six-year period,” and inserting 
“during fiscal years 2014 through 2018”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘federally recognized” and 
all that follows through the period and in- 
serting “Indian tribes under section 1244(1).’’; 
and 
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(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘any 
six-year period” and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 
2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 2207. CONSERVATION INNOVATION GRANTS 
AND PAYMENTS. 

Section 1240H of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa-8) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(c) REPORTING.—Not later than December 
31, 2014, and every 2 years thereafter, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the 
Senate and the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives a report on the 
status of projects funded under this section, 
including— 

“(1) funding awarded; 

““(2) project results; and 

“*(3) incorporation of project findings, such 
as new technology and innovative ap- 
proaches, into the conservation efforts im- 
plemented by the Secretary.’’. 

SEC. 2208. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
this subtitle shall take effect on October 1, 
2013. 

(b) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS.—The 
amendments made by this title shall not af- 
fect the validity or terms of any contract en- 
tered into by the Secretary of Agriculture 
under chapter 4 of subtitle D of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3839aa et seq.) before October 1, 2018, or any 
payments required to be made in connection 
with the contract. 

Subtitle D—Agricultural Conservation 
Easement Program 
SEC. 2301. AGRICULTURAL CONSERVATION EASE- 
MENT PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Title XII of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“Subtitle H—Agricultural Conservation 
Easement Program 
“SEC. 1265. ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSES. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish an Agricultural Conservation Ease- 
ment Program for the conservation of eligi- 
ble land and natural resources through ease- 
ments or other interests in land. 

‘“(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the pro- 
gram are to— 

“1) combine the purposes and coordinate 
the functions of the wetlands reserve pro- 
gram established under section 12387, the 
grassland reserve program established under 
section 1238N, and the farmland protection 
program established under section 1238]; 

““(2) restore, protect, and enhance wetland 
on eligible land; 

““(3) protect the agricultural use, viability, 
and related conservation values of eligible 
land by limiting nonagricultural uses of that 
land; and 

“(4) protect grazing uses and related con- 
servation values by restoring and conserving 
eligible land. 

“SEC. 1265A. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this subtitle: 

“1) AGRICULTURAL LAND EASEMENT.—The 
term ‘agricultural land easement’ means an 
easement or other interest in eligible land 
that— 

“(A) is conveyed for the purposes of pro- 
tecting natural resources and the agricul- 
tural nature of the land, and of promoting 
agricultural viability for future generations; 
and 

“(B) permits the landowner the right to 
continue agricultural production and related 
uses subject to an agricultural land ease- 
ment plan. 
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‘“(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means— 

“(A) an agency of State or local govern- 
ment or an Indian tribe (including farmland 
protection board or land resource council es- 
tablished under State law); or 

“(B) an organization that is— 

“(i) organized for, and at all times since 
the formation of the organization has been 
operated principally for, 1 or more of the 
conservation purposes specified in clause (i), 
(ii), (iii), or (iv) of section 170(h)(4)(A) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986; 

“(ii) an organization described in section 
501(c)(3) of that Code that is exempt from 
taxation under section 501(a) of that Code; or 

“(iii) described in— 

“(I) paragraph (1) or (2) of section 509(a) of 
that Code; or 

“(IT) section 509(a)(3) of that Code and is 
controlled by an organization described in 
section 509(a)(2) of that Code. 

“(3) ELIGIBLE LAND.—The term ‘eligible 
land’ means private or tribal land that is— 

“(A) in the case of an agricultural land 
easement, agricultural land, including land 
on a farm or ranch— 

“(i) that is subject to a pending offer for 
purchase from an eligible entity; 

(i) that— 

“(D) has prime, unique, or other productive 
soil; 

“(ID) contains historical or archaeological 
resources; or 

‘(III) the protection of which will further a 
State or local policy consistent with the pur- 
poses of the program; and 

‘““(jii) that is— 

(D) cropland; 

“(ID) rangeland; 

“(JIT) grassland or land that contains forbs, 
or shrubland for which grazing is the pre- 
dominant use; 

‘“(IV) pastureland; or 

‘(V) nonindustrial private forest land that 
contributes to the economic viability of an 
offered parcel or serves as a buffer to protect 
such land from development; 

“(B) in the case of a wetland easement, a 
wetland or related area, including— 

“(i) farmed or converted wetland, together 
with the adjacent land that is functionally 
dependent on that land if the Secretary de- 
termines it— 

“(I) is likely to be successfully restored in 
a cost effective manner; and 

“(ID will maximize the wildlife benefits 
and wetland functions and values as deter- 
mined by the Secretary in consultation with 
the Secretary of the Interior at the local 
level; 

“(ii) cropland or grassland that was used 
for agricultural production prior to flooding 
from the natural overflow of a closed basin 
lake or pothole, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, together (where practicable) with the 
adjacent land that is functionally dependent 
on the cropland or grassland; 

“(ii) farmed wetland and adjoining land 
that— 

“(I) is enrolled in the conservation reserve 
program; 

“(ID) has the highest wetland functions and 
values; and 

“(III) is likely to return to production 
after the land leaves the conservation re- 
serve program; 

“(iv) riparian areas that link wetland that 
is protected by easements or some other de- 
vice that achieves the same purpose as an 
easement; or 

“(v) other wetland of an owner that would 
not otherwise be eligible if the Secretary de- 
termines that the inclusion of such wetland 
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in such easement would significantly add to 
the functional value of the easement; and 

“(C) in the case of both an agricultural 
land easement or wetland easement, other 
land that is incidental to eligible land if the 
Secretary determines that it is necessary for 
the efficient administration of the ease- 
ments under this program. 

‘(4) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the Agricultural Conservation Easement 
Program established by this subtitle. 

“(5) WETLAND EASEMENT.—The term ‘wet- 
land easement’ means a reserved interest in 
eligible land that— 

“(A) is defined and delineated in a deed; 
and 

“(B) stipulates— 

“(i) the rights, title, and interests in land 
conveyed to the Secretary; and 

“(ii) the rights, title, and interests in land 
that are reserved to the landowner. 

“SEC. 1265B. AGRICULTURAL LAND EASEMENTS. 

“(a) AVAILABILITY OF ASSISTANCE.—The 
Secretary shall facilitate and provide fund- 
ing for— 

“(1) the purchase by eligible entities of ag- 
ricultural land easements and other inter- 
ests in eligible land; and 

‘(2) technical assistance to provide for the 
conservation of natural resources pursuant 
to an agricultural land easement plan. 

‘(b) COST-SHARE ASSISTANCE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide cost-share assistance to eligible entities 
for purchasing agricultural land easements 
to protect the agricultural use, including 
grazing, and related conservation values of 
eligible land. 

‘*(2) SCOPE OF ASSISTANCE AVAILABLE.— 

‘“(A) FEDERAL SHARE.—Subject to subpara- 
graph (C), an agreement described in para- 
graph (4) shall provide for a Federal share de- 
termined by the Secretary of an amount not 
to exceed 50 percent of the fair market value 
of the agricultural land easement or other 
interest in land, as determined by the Sec- 
retary using— 

“(i) the Uniform Standards of Professional 
Appraisal Practices; 

“(ii) an area-wide market analysis or sur- 
vey; or 

‘“(iii) another industry approved method. 

‘(B) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(C), under the agreement, the eligible entity 
shall provide a share that is at least equiva- 
lent to that provided by the Secretary. 

‘“(ii) SOURCE OF CONTRIBUTION.—An eligible 
entity may include as part of its share a 
charitable donation or qualified conserva- 
tion contribution (as defined by section 
170(h) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986) 
from the private landowner if the eligible en- 
tity contributes its own cash resources in an 
amount that is at least 50 percent of the 
amount contributed by the Secretary. 

“(C) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—In the case of 
grassland of special environmental signifi- 
cance, as determined by the Secretary, the 
Secretary may provide up to 75 percent of 
the fair market value of the agricultural 
land easement. 

‘(3) EVALUATION AND RANKING OF APPLICA- 
TIONS.— 

“(A) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish evaluation and ranking criteria to maxi- 
mize the benefit of Federal investment under 
the program. 

‘(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—In establishing the 
criteria, the Secretary shall emphasize sup- 
port for— 

“(i) protecting agricultural uses and re- 
lated conservation values of the land; and 

“(ii) maximizing the protection of areas 
devoted to agricultural use. 
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(C) BIDDING DOWN.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines that 2 or more applications for cost- 
share assistance are comparable in achieving 
the purpose of the program, the Secretary 
shall not assign a higher priority to any of 
those applications solely on the basis of less- 
er cost to the program. 

‘“(4) AGREEMENTS WITH ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
enter into agreements with eligible entities 
to stipulate the terms and conditions under 
which the eligible entity is permitted to use 
cost-share assistance provided under this 
section. 

‘“(B) LENGTH OF AGREEMENTS.—An agree- 
ment shall be for a term that is— 

“(i) in the case of an eligible entity cer- 
tified under the process described in para- 
graph (5), a minimum of 5 years; and 

‘“(ii) for all other eligible entities, at least 
3, but not more than 5 years. 

‘“(C) MINIMUM TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—An 
eligible entity shall be authorized to use its 
own terms and conditions for agricultural 
land easements so long as the Secretary de- 
termines such terms and conditions— 

““(j) are consistent with the purposes of the 
program; 

“Gi) are permanent or for the maximum 
duration allowed under applicable State law; 

“(ii) permit effective enforcement of the 
conservation purposes of such easements, in- 
cluding appropriate restrictions depending 
on the purposes for which the easement is 
acquired; 

‘“(iv) include a right of enforcement for the 
Secretary if terms of the easement are not 
enforced by the holder of the easement; 

““(v) subject the land purchased to an agri- 
cultural land easement plan that— 

““(I) describes the activities which promote 
the long-term viability of the land to meet 
the purposes for which the easement was ac- 
quired; 

“(II) requires the management of grassland 
according to a grassland management plan; 
and 

“(IIT) includes a conservation plan, where 
appropriate, and requires, at the option of 
the Secretary, the conversion of highly erod- 
ible cropland to less intensive uses; and 

‘“(vi) include a limit on the impervious sur- 
faces to be allowed that is consistent with 
the agricultural activities to be conducted. 

“(D) SUBSTITUTION OF QUALIFIED 
PROJECTS.—An agreement shall allow, upon 
mutual agreement of the parties, substi- 
tution of qualified projects that are identi- 
fied at the time of the proposed substitution. 

‘“(E) EFFECT OF VIOLATION.—If a violation 
occurs of a term or condition of an agree- 
ment under this subsection— 

“(i) the agreement may be terminated; and 

“(i) the Secretary may require the eligible 
entity to refund all or part of any payments 
received by the entity under the program, 
with interest on the payments as determined 
appropriate by the Secretary. 

‘‘(5) CERTIFICATION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.— 

‘“(A) CERTIFICATION PROCESS.—The Sec- 
retary shall establish a process under which 
the Secretary may— 

“(i) directly certify eligible entities that 
meet established criteria; 

“(ii) enter into long-term agreements with 
certified eligible entities; and 

“(ii) accept proposals for cost-share as- 
sistance for the purchase of agricultural land 
easements throughout the duration of such 
agreements. 

‘(B) CERTIFICATION CRITERIA.—In order to 
be certified, an eligible entity shall dem- 
onstrate to the Secretary that the entity 
will maintain, at a minimum, for the dura- 
tion of the agreement— 
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“(i) a plan for administering easements 
that is consistent with the purpose of this 
subtitle; 

“(ii) the capacity and resources to monitor 
and enforce agricultural land easements; and 
‘(iii) policies and procedures to ensure— 

“(I) the long-term integrity of agricultural 
land easements on eligible land; 

“(IT) timely completion of acquisitions of 
easements; and 

‘“(III) timely and complete evaluation and 
reporting to the Secretary on the use of 
funds provided under the program. 

‘(C) REVIEW AND REVISION.— 

“(i) REVIEW.—The Secretary shall conduct 
a review of eligible entities certified under 
subparagraph (A) every 3 years to ensure 
that such entities are meeting the criteria 
established under subparagraph (B). 

“(ii) REVOCATION.—If the Secretary finds 
that the certified entity no longer meets the 
criteria established under subparagraph (B), 
the Secretary may— 

‘(T) allow the certified entity a specified 
period of time, at a minimum 180 days, in 
which to take such actions as may be nec- 
essary to meet the criteria; and 

“(ID) revoke the certification of the entity, 
if after the specified period of time, the cer- 
tified entity does not meet such criteria. 

‘(c) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary may provide technical assistance, if 
requested, to assist in— 

“(1) compliance with the terms and condi- 
tions of easements; and 

‘“(2) implementation of an agricultural 
land easement plan. 

“SEC. 1265C. WETLAND EASEMENTS. 

“(a) AVAILABILITY OF ASSISTANCE.—The 
Secretary shall provide assistance to owners 
of eligible land to restore, protect, and en- 
hance wetland through— 

“(1) easements and related wetland ease- 
ment plans; and 

“(2) technical assistance. 

‘*(b) HASEMENTS.— 

‘1) METHOD OF ENROLLMENT.—The Sec- 
retary shall enroll eligible land through the 
use of— 

“(A) 30-year easements; 

‘“(B) permanent easements; 

“(C) easements for the maximum duration 
allowed under applicable State laws; or 

‘(D) as an option for Indian tribes only, 30- 
year contracts. 

‘*(2) LIMITATIONS.— 

“(A) INELIGIBLE LAND.—The Secretary may 
not acquire easements on— 

“(i) land established to trees under the 
conservation reserve program, except in 
cases where the Secretary determines it 
would further the purposes of the program; 
and 

“(ii) farmed wetland or converted wetland 
where the conversion was not commenced 
prior to December 23, 1985. 

‘(B) CHANGES IN OWNERSHIP.—No easement 
shall be created on land that has changed 
ownership during the preceding 24-month pe- 
riod unless— 

“(i) the new ownership was acquired by 
will or succession as a result of the death of 
the previous owner; 

“(Gi)X(TI) the ownership change occurred be- 
cause of foreclosure on the land; and 

“(ID immediately before the foreclosure, 
the owner of the land exercises a right of re- 
demption from the mortgage holder in ac- 
cordance with State law; or 

“(iii) the Secretary determines that the 
land was acquired under circumstances that 
give adequate assurances that such land was 
not acquired for the purposes of placing it in 
the program. 
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‘(3) EVALUATION AND RANKING OF OFFERS.— 

“(A) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish evaluation and ranking criteria to maxi- 
mize the benefit of Federal investment under 
the program. 

(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—When evaluating of- 
fers from landowners, the Secretary may 
consider— 

“(i) the conservation benefits of obtaining 
an easement or 30-year contract, including 
the potential environmental benefits if the 
land was removed from agricultural produc- 
tion; 

“(ii) the cost-effectiveness of each ease- 
ment or 30-year contract, so as to maximize 
the environmental benefits per dollar ex- 
pended; 

“(iii) whether the landowner or another 
person is offering to contribute financially 
to the cost of the easement or 30-year con- 
tract to leverage Federal funds; and 

“(iv) such other factors as the Secretary 
determines are necessary to carry out the 
purposes of the program. 

‘“(C) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall place 
priority on acquiring easements based on the 
value of the easement for protecting and en- 
hancing habitat for migratory birds and 
other wildlife. 

‘(4) AGREEMENT.—To be eligible to place 
eligible land into the program through a 
wetland easement, the owner of such land 
shall enter into an agreement with the Sec- 
retary to— 

“(A) grant an easement on such land to the 
Secretary; 

‘(B) authorize the implementation of a 
wetland easement plan; 

‘“(C) create and record an appropriate deed 
restriction in accordance with applicable 
State law to reflect the easement agreed to; 

‘(D) provide a written statement of con- 
sent to such easement signed by those hold- 
ing a security interest in the land; 

“(E) comply with the terms and conditions 
of the easement and any related agreements; 
and 

‘“(F) permanently retire any existing crop- 
land base and allotment history for the land 
on which the easement has been obtained. 

‘(5) TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF EASEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A wetland easement 
shall include terms and conditions that— 

“(i) permit— 

“(D repairs, improvements, and inspections 
on the land that are necessary to maintain 
existing public drainage systems; and 

‘(II) owners to control public access on the 
easement areas while identifying access 
routes to be used for restoration activities 
and management and easement monitoring; 

‘“(ii) prohibit— 

“(I) the alteration of wildlife habitat and 
other natural features of such land, unless 
specifically authorized by the Secretary; 

“(IT) the spraying of such land with chemi- 
cals or the mowing of such land, except 
where such spraying or mowing is authorized 
by the Secretary or is necessary— 

“(aa) to comply with Federal or State nox- 
ious weed control laws; 

(bb) to comply with a Federal or State 
emergency pest treatment program; or 

“(cc) to meet habitat needs of specific 
wildlife species; 

“(JIT) any activities to be carried out on 
the owner’s or successor’s land that is imme- 
diately adjacent to, and functionally related 
to, the land that is subject to the easement 
if such activities will alter, degrade, or oth- 
erwise diminish the functional value of the 
eligible land; and 

‘(IV) the adoption of any other practice 
that would tend to defeat the purposes of the 
program, as determined by the Secretary; 
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“(ii) provide for the efficient and effective 
establishment of wetland functions and val- 
ues; and 

““(iv) include such additional provisions as 
the Secretary determines are desirable to 
carry out the program or facilitate the prac- 
tical administration thereof. 

“(B) VIOLATION.—On the violation of the 
terms or conditions of the easement, the 
easement shall remain in force and the Sec- 
retary may require the owner to refund all 
or part of any payments received by the 
owner under the program, together with in- 
terest thereon as determined appropriate by 
the Secretary. 

“(C) COMPATIBLE USES.—Land subject to a 
wetland easement may be used for compat- 
ible economic uses, including such activities 
as hunting and fishing, managed timber har- 
vest, or periodic haying or grazing, if such 
use is specifically permitted by the wetland 
easement plan and is consistent with the 
long-term protection and enhancement of 
the wetland resources for which the ease- 
ment was established. 

‘“(D) RESERVATION OF GRAZING RIGHTS.—The 
Secretary may include in the terms and con- 
ditions of an easement a provision under 
which the owner reserves grazing rights if— 

‘“(i) the Secretary determines that the res- 
ervation and use of the grazing rights— 

“(I) is compatible with the land subject to 
the easement; 

‘“(ID) is consistent with the historical nat- 
ural uses of the land and long-term protec- 
tion and enhancement goals for which the 
easement was established; and 

“(IIT) complies with the wetland easement 
plan; and 

“Gi) the agreement provides for a commen- 
surate reduction in the easement payment to 
account for the grazing value, as determined 
by the Secretary. 

‘“(E) APPLICATION.—The relevant provisions 
of this paragraph shall also apply to a 30- 
year contract. 

‘(6) COMPENSATION.— 

‘(A) DETERMINATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
as compensation for a permanent easement 
acquired an amount necessary to encourage 
enrollment in the program based on the low- 
est of— 

“(T) the fair market value of the land, as 
determined by the Secretary, using the Uni- 
form Standards of Professional Appraisal 
Practices or an area-wide market analysis or 
survey; 

“(II) the amount corresponding to a geo- 
graphical cap, as determined by the Sec- 
retary in regulations; or 

“(III) the offer made by the landowner. 

“(ii) OTHER.—Compensation for a 30-year 
contract or 30-year easement shall be not 
less than 50 percent, but not more than 75 
percent, of the compensation that would be 
paid for a permanent easement. 

“(B) FORM OF PAYMENT.—Compensation 
shall be provided by the Secretary in the 
form of a cash payment, in an amount deter- 
mined under subparagraph (A). 

“(C) PAYMENT SCHEDULE.— 

“(i) EASEMENTS VALUED AT LESS THAN 
$500,000.—For easements valued at $500,000 or 
less, the Secretary may provide easement 
payments in not more than 10 annual pay- 
ments. 

‘“(ii) EASEMENTS VALUED AT MORE THAN 
$500,000.—For easements valued at more than 
$500,000, the Secretary may provide easement 
payments in at least 5, but not more than 10 
annual payments, except that, if the Sec- 
retary determines it would further the pur- 
poses of the program, the Secretary may 
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make a lump sum payment for such an ease- 
ment. 

‘*(c) EASEMENT RESTORATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide financial assistance to carry out the es- 
tablishment of conservation measures and 
practices and protect wetland functions and 
values, including necessary maintenance ac- 
tivities, as set forth in a wetland easement 
plan. 

(2) PAYMENTS.—The Secretary shall— 

“(A) in the case of a permanent easement, 
pay an amount that is not less than 75 per- 
cent, but not more than 100 percent, of the 
eligible costs; and 

‘“(B) in the case of a 30-year contract or 30- 
year easement, pay an amount that is not 
less than 50 percent, but not more than 75 
percent, of the eligible costs. 

‘*(d) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall as- 
sist owners in complying with the terms and 
conditions of easements and 30-year con- 
tracts. 

‘(2) CONTRACTS OR AGREEMENTS.—The Sec- 
retary may enter into 1 or more contracts 
with private entities or agreements with a 
State, non-governmental organization, or In- 
dian tribe to carry out necessary restora- 
tion, enhancement or maintenance of an 
easement if the Secretary determines that 
the contract or agreement will advance the 
purposes of the program. 

‘“(e) WETLAND ENHANCEMENT OPTION.—The 
Secretary may enter into 1 or more agree- 
ments with a State (including a political 
subdivision or agency of a State), nongovern- 
mental organization, or Indian tribe to carry 
out a special wetland enhancement option 
that the Secretary determines would ad- 
vance the purposes of the program. 

““(f) ADMINISTRATION.— 

‘(1) WETLAND EASEMENT PLAN.—The Sec- 
retary shall develop a wetland easement plan 
for eligible land subject to a wetland ease- 
ment, which will include the practices and 
activities necessary to restore, protect, en- 
hance, and maintain the enrolled land. 

‘(2) DELEGATION OF EASEMENT ADMINISTRA- 
TION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may dele- 
gate any of the easement management, mon- 
itoring, and enforcement responsibilities of 
the Secretary to other Federal or State 
agencies that have the appropriate author- 
ity, expertise and resources necessary to 
carry out such delegated responsibilities or 
to other conservation organizations if the 
Secretary determines the organization has 
similar expertise and resources. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not 
delegate any of the monitoring or enforce- 
ment responsibilities under the program to 
conservation organizations. 

‘(3) PAYMENTS.— 

“(A) TIMING OF PAYMENTS.—The Secretary 
shall provide payment for obligations in- 
curred by the Secretary under this section— 

“(i) with respect to any easement restora- 
tion obligation as soon as possible after the 
obligation is incurred; and 

“(ii) with respect to any annual easement 
payment obligation incurred by the Sec- 
retary as soon as possible after October 1 of 
each calendar year. 

“(B) PAYMENTS TO OTHERS.—If an owner 
who is entitled to a payment dies, becomes 
incompetent, is otherwise unable to receive 
such payment, or is succeeded by another 
person or entity who renders or completes 
the required performance, the Secretary 
shall make such payment, in accordance 
with regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
and without regard to any other provision of 
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law, in such manner as the Secretary deter- 
mines is fair and reasonable in light of all of 
the circumstances. 

“SEC. 1265D. ADMINISTRATION. 

“(a) INELIGIBLE LAND.—The Secretary may 
not acquire an easement under the program 
on— 

“(1) land owned by an agency of the United 
States, other than land held in trust for In- 
dian tribes; 

“(2) land owned in fee title by a State, in- 
cluding an agency or a subdivision of a 
State, or a unit of local government; 

“(3) land subject to an easement or deed re- 
striction which, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, provides similar protection as would 
be provided by enrollment in the program; 
and 

“(4) land where the purposes of the pro- 
gram would be undermined due to on-site or 
off-site conditions, such as risk of hazardous 
substances, proposed or existing rights of 
way, infrastructure development, or adjacent 
land uses. 

‘“(b) PRIORITY.—In evaluating applications 
under the program, the Secretary may give 
priority to land that is currently enrolled in 
the conservation reserve program in a con- 
tract that is set to expire within 1 year and— 

“(1) in the case of an agricultural land 
easement, is grassland that would benefit 
from protection under a long-term easement; 
and 

“(2) in the case of a wetland easement, is a 
wetland or related area with the highest 
functions and values and is likely to return 
to production after the land leaves the con- 
servation reserve program. 

‘(¢) SUBORDINATION, EXCHANGE, MODIFICA- 
TION, AND TERMINATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may sub- 
ordinate, exchange, terminate, or modify 
any interest in land, or portion of such inter- 
est, administered by the Secretary, either di- 
rectly or on behalf of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation under the program when the 
Secretary determines that— 

“(A) it is in the Federal Government’s in- 
terest to subordinate, exchange, modify or 
terminate the interest in land; 

“(B) the subordination, exchange, 
fication, or termination action— 

“(i) will address a compelling public need 
for which there is no practicable alternative, 
or 

“(ii) such action will further the practical 
administration of the program; and 

“(C) the subordination, exchange, modi- 
fication, or termination action will result in 
comparable conservation value and equiva- 
lent or greater economic value to the United 
States. 

‘(2) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
work with the current owner, and eligible 
entity if applicable, to address any subordi- 
nation, exchange, termination, or modifica- 
tion of the interest, or portion of such inter- 
est in land. 

““(3) NOTICE.—At least 90 days before taking 
any termination action described in para- 
graph (1), the Secretary shall provide written 
notice of such action to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate. 

‘“(d) LAND ENROLLED IN OTHER PROGRAMS.— 

‘*(1) CONSERVATION RESERVE PROGRAM.—The 
Secretary may terminate or modify an exist- 
ing contract entered into under section 
1231(a) if eligible land that is subject to such 
contract is transferred into the program. 

‘(2) OTHER.—Land enrolled in the wetlands 
reserve program, grassland reserve program, 
or farmland protection program shall be con- 
sidered enrolled in this program. 
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“(e) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS FOR AGRICUL- 
TURAL LAND EHASEMENTS.—Of the funds made 
available under section 1241 to carry out the 
program for a fiscal year, the Secretary 
shall, to the extent practicable, use no less 
than 40 percent for agricultural land ease- 
ments.’’. 

(b) COMPLIANCE WITH CERTAIN REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—Before an eligible entity or owner of 
eligible land may receive assistance under 
subtitle H of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985, the eligible entity or person shall 
agree, during the crop year for which the as- 
sistance is provided and in exchange for the 
assistance— 

(1) to comply with applicable conservation 
requirements under subtitle B of title XII of 
that Act (16 U.S.C. 3811 et seq.); and 

(2) to comply with applicable wetland pro- 
tection requirements under subtitle C of 
title XII of that Act (16 U.S.C. 3821 et seq.). 

(c) CROSS REFERENCE.—Section 1244 of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3844) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub- 
paragraph (A); 

(ii) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub- 
paragraph (B); and 

(iii) by striking subparagraph (C); 

(B) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

(2) the Agricultural Conservation Ease- 
ment Program established under subtitle H; 
and’’; and 

(2) in subsection (f)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘pro- 
grams administered under subchapters B and 
C of chapter 1 of subtitle D” and inserting 
“conservation reserve program established 
under subchapter B of chapter 1 of subtitle D 
and the Agricultural Conservation Easement 
Program under subtitle H using wetland 
easements under section 1265C’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sub- 
chapter C of chapter 1 of subtitle D” and in- 
serting ‘‘the Agricultural Conservation Ease- 
ment Program under subtitle H using wet- 
land easements under section 12650”; and 


(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘sub- 
chapter C” and inserting ‘‘subchapter B”. 
(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 


made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2018. 
Subtitle E—Regional Conservation 
Partnership Program 
SEC. 2401. REGIONAL CONSERVATION PARTNER- 
SHIP PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title XII of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 is amended by inserting 
after subtitle H (as added by section 2301) the 
following: 

“Subtitle I—Regional Conservation 
Partnership Program 
“SEC. 1271. ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSES. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a Regional Conservation Partner- 
ship Program to implement eligible activi- 
ties through— 

“(1) partnership agreements with eligible 
partners; and 

““(2) contracts with producers. 

‘“(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the pro- 
gram are— 

“(1) to combine the purposes and coordi- 
nate the functions of— 

“(A) the agricultural water enhancement 
program established under section 12401; 

“(B) the Chesapeake Bay watershed pro- 
gram established under section 1240Q; 
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‘“(C) the cooperative conservation partner- 
ship initiative established under section 1243; 
and 

‘(D) the Great Lakes basin program for 
soil erosion and sediment control established 
under section 1240P;. 

“(2) to further the conservation, restora- 
tion, and sustainable use of soil, water, wild- 
life, and related natural resources on a re- 
gional or watershed scale; and 

(3) to encourage partners to cooperate 
with producers in— 

“(A) meeting or avoiding the need for na- 
tional, State, and local natural resource reg- 
ulatory requirements related to production; 
and 

‘“(B) implementing projects that will result 
in the installation and maintenance of eligi- 
ble activities that affect multiple agricul- 
tural or nonindustrial private forest oper- 
ations on a local, regional, State, or multi- 
State basis. 


“SEC. 1271A. DEFINITIONS. 


“In this subtitle: 

“(1) COVERED PROGRAMS.—The term ‘cov- 
ered programs’ means— 

“(A) the agricultural conservation ease- 
ment program; 

‘(B) the environmental quality incentives 
program; and 

“(C) the conservation stewardship pro- 
gram. 

‘(2) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITY.—The term ‘eligible 
activity’ means any of the following con- 
servation activities when delivered through 
a covered program: 

“(A) Water quality restoration or enhance- 
ment projects, including nutrient manage- 
ment and sediment reduction. 

‘(B) Water quantity conservation, restora- 
tion, or enhancement projects relating to 
surface water and groundwater resources, in- 
cluding— 

“(i) the conversion of irrigated cropland to 
the production of less water-intensive agri- 
cultural commodities or dryland farming; 
and 

“(i) irrigation system improvement and 
irrigation efficiency enhancement. 

‘“(C) Drought mitigation. 

‘(D) Flood prevention. 

“(E) Water retention. 

“(F) Habitat conservation, restoration, and 
enhancement. 

““(G) Erosion control. 

“(H) Other related activities that the Sec- 
retary determines will help achieve con- 
servation benefits. 

‘“(3) ELIGIBLE PARTNER.—The term ‘eligible 
partner’ means any of the following: 

“(A) An agricultural or silvicultural pro- 
ducer association or other group of pro- 
ducers. 

“(B) A State or unit of local government. 

“(C) An Indian tribe. 

‘“(D) A farmer cooperative. 

“(E) An institution of higher education. 

“(F) An organization with an established 
history of working cooperatively with pro- 
ducers on agricultural land, as determined 
by the Secretary, to address— 

“(i) local conservation priorities related to 
agricultural production, wildlife habitat de- 
velopment, and nonindustrial private forest 
land management; or 

“(ii) critical watershed-scale soil erosion, 
water quality, sediment reduction, or other 
natural resource concerns. 

‘“(4) PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT.—The term 
‘partnership agreement’ means an agreement 
between the Secretary and an eligible part- 
ner. 
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‘(5) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the Regional Conservation Partnership Pro- 
gram established by this subtitle. 
“SEC. 1271B. REGIONAL CONSERVATION 

NERSHIPS. 

“(a) PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENTS AUTHOR- 
IZED.—The Secretary may enter into a part- 
nership agreement with an eligible partner 
to implement a project that will assist pro- 
ducers with installing and maintaining an el- 
igible activity. 

‘“(b) LENGTH.—A partnership agreement 
shall be for a period not to exceed 5 years, 
except that the Secretary may extend the 
agreement 1 time for up to 12 months when 
an extension is necessary to meet the objec- 
tives of the program. 

‘*(¢) DUTIES OF PARTNERS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Under a partnership 
agreement, the eligible partner shall— 

“(A) define the scope of a project, includ- 
ing— 

“(i) the eligible activities to be imple- 
mented; 

“(ii) the potential agricultural or non- 
industrial private forest operations affected; 

“(iii) the local, State, multi-State or other 
geographic area covered; and 

“(iv) the planning, outreach, implementa- 
tion and assessment to be conducted; 

“(B) conduct outreach and education to 
producers for potential participation in the 
project; 

“(C) at the request of a producer, act on 
behalf of a producer participating in the 
project in applying for assistance under sec- 
tion 1271C; 

“(D) leverage financial or technical assist- 
ance provided by the Secretary with addi- 
tional funds to help achieve the project ob- 
jectives; 

“(E) conduct an assessment of the project’s 
effects; and 

‘(F) at the conclusion of the project, re- 
port to the Secretary on its results and funds 
leveraged. 

‘(2) CONTRIBUTION.—A partner shall pro- 
vide a significant portion of the overall costs 
of the scope of the project as determined by 
the Secretary. 

‘(d) APPLICATIONS.— 

(1) COMPETITIVE PROCESS.—The Secretary 
shall conduct a competitive process to select 
applications for partnership agreements and 
may assess and rank applications with simi- 
lar conservation purposes as a group. 

“(2) CRITERIA USED.—In carrying out the 
process described in paragraph (1), the Sec- 
retary shall make public the criteria used in 
evaluating applications. 

‘(3) CONTENT.—An application to the Sec- 
retary shall include a description of— 

“(A) the scope of the project as described 
in subsection (c)(1)(A); 

‘(B) the plan for monitoring, evaluating, 
and reporting on progress made towards 
achieving the project’s objectives; 

“(C) the program resources requested for 
the project, including the covered programs 
to be used and estimated funding needed 
from the Secretary; 

‘(D) the partners collaborating to achieve 
project objectives, including their roles, re- 
sponsibilities, capabilities, and financial 
contribution; and 

“(E) any other elements the Secretary con- 
siders necessary to adequately evaluate and 
competitively select applications for funding 
under the program. 

‘‘(4) APPLICATION SELECTION.— 

‘(A) PRIORITY TO CERTAIN APPLICATIONS.— 
The Secretary shall give a higher priority to 
applications that— 
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“(i) assist producers in meeting or avoiding 
the need for a natural resource regulatory 
requirement; 

“(ii) significantly leverage non-Federal fi- 
nancial and technical resources and coordi- 
nate with other local, State, regional, or na- 
tional efforts; 

“Gii) deliver high percentages of applied 
conservation to address conservation prior- 
ities or local, State, regional, or national 
conservation initiatives; or 

“(iv) provide innovation in conservation 
methods and delivery, including outcome- 
based performance measures and methods. 

‘“(B) OTHER APPLICATIONS.—The Secretary 
may give priority to applications that— 

“() have a high percentage of producers in 
the area to be covered by the agreement; or 

“Gi) meet other factors that are important 
for achieving the purposes of the program, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

“SEC. 1271C. ASSISTANCE TO PRODUCERS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
enter into contracts to provide financial and 
technical assistance to— 

“(1) producers participating in a project 
with an eligible partner as described in sec- 
tion 1271B; or 

““(2) producers that fit within the scope of 
a project described in section 1271B or a crit- 
ical conservation area designated pursuant 
to section 1271F, but who are seeking to im- 
plement an eligible activity independent of a 
partner. 

‘“(b) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 

‘(1) CONSISTENCY WITH PROGRAM RULES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Secretary shall ensure 
that the terms and conditions of a contract 
under this section are consistent with the 
applicable rules of the covered programs to 
be used as part of the project, as described in 
the application under section 1271B(d)(3)(C). 

“(B) ADJUSTMENTS.—Except for statutory 
program requirements governing appeals, 
payment limitations, and conservation com- 
pliance, the Secretary may adjust the discre- 
tionary program rules of a covered pro- 
gram— 

“(i) to provide a simplified application and 
evaluation process; and 

“Gi) to better reflect unique local cir- 
cumstances and purposes if the Secretary de- 
termines such adjustments are necessary to 
achieve the purposes of the program. 

“(2) ALTERNATIVE FUNDING ARRANGE- 
MENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For the purposes of pro- 
viding assistance for land described in sub- 
section (a) and section 1271F, the Secretary 
may enter into alternative funding arrange- 
ments with a multistate water resource 
agency or authority if— 

“(i) the Secretary determines that the 
goals and objectives of the program will be 
met by the alternative funding arrange- 
ments; 

“(ii) the agency or authority certifies that 
the limitations established under this sec- 
tion on agreements with individual pro- 
ducers will not be exceeded; and 

“Gii) all participating producers meet ap- 
plicable payment eligibility provisions. 

“(B) CONDITIONS.—As a condition on re- 
ceipt of funding under subparagraph (A), the 
multistate water resource agency or author- 
ity shall agree— 

“(i) to submit an annual independent audit 
to the Secretary that describes the use of 
funds under this paragraph; 

“Gi) to provide any data necessary for the 
Secretary to issue a report on the use of 
funds under this paragraph; and 

““(jii) not to use any funds for administra- 
tion or contracting with another entity. 
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““(C) LIMITATION.—The Secretary may enter 
into not more than 10 alternative funding ar- 
rangements under this paragraph. 

“(c) PAYMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with stat- 
utory requirements of the covered programs 
involved, the Secretary may make payments 
to a producer in an amount determined by 
the Secretary to be necessary to achieve the 
purposes of the program. 

‘(2) PAYMENTS TO CERTAIN PRODUCERS.— 
The Secretary may provide payments for a 
period of 5 years— 

“(A) to producers participating in a project 
that addresses water quantity concerns and 
in an amount sufficient to encourage conver- 
sion from irrigated to dryland farming; and 

‘“(B) to producers participating in a project 
that addresses water quality concerns and in 
an amount sufficient to encourage adoption 
of conservation practices and systems that 
improve nutrient management. 

‘(3) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—To assist in the 
implementation of the program, the Sec- 
retary may waive the applicability of the 
limitation in section 1001D(b)(2) of this Act 
for participating producers if the Secretary 
determines that the waiver is necessary to 
fulfill the objectives of the program. 

“SEC. 1271D. FUNDING. 

“(a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The Sec- 
retary shall use $100,000,000 of the funds of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018 to carry out 
the program established under this subtitle. 

‘(b) DURATION OF AVAILABILITY.—Funds 
made available under subsection (a) shall re- 
main available until expended. 

“(c) ADDITIONAL FUNDING AND ACRES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the funds 
made available under subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary shall reserve 8 percent of the funds 
and acres made available for a covered pro- 
gram for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2014 in order to ensure additional resources 
are available to carry out this program. 

‘(2) UNUSED FUNDS AND ACRES.—Any funds 
or acres reserved under paragraph (1) for a 
fiscal year from a covered program that are 
not obligated under this program by April 1 
of that fiscal year shall be returned for use 
under the covered program. 

“(d) ALLOCATION OF FUNDING.—Of the funds 
and acres made available for the program 
under subsections (a) and (c), the Secretary 
shall allocate— 

“(1) 25 percent of the funds and acres to 
projects based on a State competitive proc- 
ess administered by the State conserva- 
tionist, with the advice of the State tech- 
nical committee; 

‘“(2) 40 percent of the funds and acres to 
projects based on a national competitive 
process to be established by the Secretary; 
and 

“(3) 35 percent of the funds and acres to 
projects for the critical conservation areas 
designated in section 1271F. 

“(e) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EX- 
PENSES.—None of the funds made available 
under the program may be used to pay for 
the administrative expenses of partners. 
“SEC. 1271E. ADMINISTRATION. 

“(a) DISCLOSURE.—In addition to the cri- 
teria used in evaluating applications as de- 
scribed in section 1271B(d)(2), the Secretary 
shall make publicly available information on 
projects selected through the competitive 
process described in section 1271B(d)(1). 

‘*(b) REPORTING.—Not later than December 
31, 2014, and for every 2 years thereafter, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report on 
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the status of projects funded under the pro- 
gram, including— 

“(1) the number and types of partners and 
producers participating in the partnership 
agreements selected; 

‘“(2) the number of producers receiving as- 
sistance; 

“(3) total funding committed to projects, 
including Federal and non-Federal resources; 
and 

“(4) a description of how the funds under 
section 1271C(b)(3) are being administered, 
including— 

“(A) any oversight mechanisms that the 
Secretary has implemented; 

(B) the process through which the Sec- 
retary is resolving appeals by program par- 
ticipants; and 

“(C) the means by which the Secretary is 
tracking adherence to any applicable provi- 
sions for payment eligibility. 

“SEC. 1271F. CRITICAL CONSERVATION AREAS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—When administering the 
funding described in section 1271D(d)(3), the 
Secretary shall select applications for part- 
nership agreements and producer contracts 
within designated critical conservation 
areas. 

‘(b) CRITICAL CONSERVATION AREA DES- 
IGNATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall des- 
ignate up to 6 geographical areas as critical 
conservation areas based on the degree to 
which an area— 

“(A) includes multiple States with signifi- 
cant agricultural production; 

“(B) is covered by an existing regional, 
State, binational, or multistate agreement 
or plan that has established objectives, goals 
and work plans and is adopted by a Federal, 
State, or regional authority; 

“(C) has water quality concerns, including 
concerns for reducing erosion, promoting 
sediment control, and addressing nutrient 
management activities affecting large bodies 
of water of regional, national, or inter- 
national significance; 

‘(D) has water quantity concerns, includ- 
ing— 

“(i) concerns for groundwater, surface 
water, aquifer, or other water sources; or 

“(ii) a need to promote water retention and 
flood prevention; or 

“(E) is subject to regulatory requirements 
that could reduce the economic scope of ag- 
ricultural operations within the area. 

“(2) EXPIRATION.—Critical conservation 
area designations under this section shall ex- 
pire after 5 years, subject to redesignation, 
except that the Secretary may withdraw des- 
ignation from an area if the Secretary finds 
the area no longer meets the conditions de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 

‘*(¢) ADMINISTRATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the Secretary shall administer 
any partnership agreement or producer con- 
tract under this section in a manner that is 
consistent with the terms of the program. 

‘(2) RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING ACTIVITY.— 
The Secretary shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable, ensure that eligible activities 
carried out in critical conservation areas 
designated under this section complement 
and are consistent with other Federal and 
State programs and water quality and quan- 
tity strategies.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

Subtitle F—Other Conservation Programs 
SEC. 2501. CONSERVATION OF PRIVATE GRAZING 

LAND. 

Section 1240M(e) of the Food Security Act 

of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb(e)) is amended in- 
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serting ‘‘and $30,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018” before the period at 
the end. 
SEC. 2502. GRASSROOTS SOURCE WATER PRO- 
TECTION PROGRAM. 

Section 12400(b) of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb-2(b)) is amended by 
inserting ‘‘and $15,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018” before the period at 
the end. 

SEC. 2503. VOLUNTARY PUBLIC ACCESS AND 
HABITAT INCENTIVE PROGRAM. 

(a) FUNDING.—Section 1240R(f)(1) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb- 
5(f)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FISCAL 
YEARS 2009 THROUGH 2012” and inserting ‘‘MAN- 
DATORY FUNDING’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘and $40,000,000 for the pe- 
riod of fiscal years 2014 through 2018” before 
the period at the end. 

(b) REPORT ON PROGRAM EFFECTIVENESS.— 
Not later than 2 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Agri- 
culture shall submit to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
evaluating the effectiveness of the voluntary 
public access and habitat incentive program 
established by section 1240R of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb-5), includ- 
ing— 

(1) identifying cooperating agencies; 

(2) identifying the number of land holdings 
and total acres enrolled by State; 

(3) evaluating the extent of improved ac- 
cess on eligible land, improved wildlife habi- 
tat, and related economic benefits; and 

(4) any other relevant information and 
data relating to the program that would be 
helpful to such Committees. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2504. AGRICULTURE CONSERVATION EXPE- 
RIENCED SERVICES PROGRAM. 

(a) FUNDING.—Section 1252 of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3851) is amended 
by striking subsection (c) and inserting the 
following: 

“*(¢) FUNDING.— 

**(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry 
out the ACES program using funds made 
available to carry out each program under 
this title. 

““(2) EXCLUSION.—Funds made available to 
carry out the conservation reserve program 
may not be used to carry out the ACES pro- 
gram.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2505. SMALL WATERSHED REHABILITATION 
PROGRAM. 

Section 14(h)(2)(E) of the Watershed Pro- 
tection and Flood Prevention Act (16 U.S.C. 
1012(h)(2)(E)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 2506. TERMINAL LAKES ASSISTANCE. 

Section 2507 of the Food, Security, and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (48 U.S.C. 2211 
note; Public Law 107-171) is amended to read 
as follows: 

“SEC. 2507. TERMINAL LAKES ASSISTANCE. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ELIGIBLE LAND.—The term ‘eligible 
land’ means privately owned agricultural 
land (including land in which a State has a 
property interest as a result of state water 
law)— 

“(A) that a landowner voluntarily agrees 
to sell to a State; and 
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“(B) which— 

“(i)(1) is ineligible for enrollment as a wet- 
land easement established under the Agricul- 
tural Conservation Easement Program under 
subtitle H of the Food Security Act of 1985; 

“(ID is flooded to— 

“(aa) an average depth of at least 6.5 feet; 
or 

“(bb) a level below which the State deter- 
mines the management of the water level is 
beyond the control of the State or land- 
owner; or 

‘“(JIT) is inaccessible for agricultural use 
due to the flooding of adjoining property 
(such as islands of agricultural land created 
by flooding); 

“(ii) is located within a watershed with 
water rights available for lease or purchase; 
and 

“(iii) has been used during at least 5 of the 
immediately preceding 30 years— 

“(I) to produce crops or hay; or 

‘(ID) as livestock pasture or grazing. 

‘(2) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the voluntary land purchase program estab- 
lished under this section. 

‘(3) TERMINAL LAKE.—The term ‘terminal 
lake’ means a lake and its associated ripar- 
ian and watershed resources that is— 

“(A) considered flooded because there is no 
natural outlet for water accumulating in the 
lake or the associated riparian area such 
that the watershed and surrounding land is 
consistently flooded; or 

“(B) considered terminal because it has no 
natural outlet and is at risk due to a history 
of consistent Federal assistance to address 
critical resource conditions, including insuf- 
ficient water available to meet the needs of 
the lake, general uses, and water rights. 

(b) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary shall— 

“(1) provide grants under subsection (c) for 
the purchase of eligible land impacted by a 
terminal lake described in subsection 
(a)(3)(A); and 

‘“(2) provide funds to the Secretary of the 
Interior pursuant to subsection (e)(2) with 
assistance in accordance with subsection (d) 
for terminal lakes described in subsection 
(a)(3)(B). 

‘(c) LAND PURCHASE GRANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 
under subsection (e)(1), the Secretary shall 
make available land purchase grants to 
States for the purchase of eligible land in ac- 
cordance with this subsection. 

*(2) IMPLEMENTATION.— 

“(A) AMOUNT.—A land purchase grant shall 
be in an amount not to exceed the lesser of— 

“(i) 50 percent of the total purchase price 
per acre of the eligible land; or 

““(ji)(1) in the case of eligible land that was 
used to produce crops or hay, $400 per acre; 
and 

“(ID) in the case of eligible land that was 
pasture or grazing land, $200 per acre. 

‘(B) DETERMINATION OF PURCHASE PRICE.— 
A State purchasing eligible land with a land 
purchase grant shall ensure, to the max- 
imum extent practicable, that the purchase 
price of such land reflects the value, if any, 
of other encumbrances on the eligible land to 
be purchased, including easements and min- 
eral rights. 

“(C) COST-SHARE REQUIRED.—To be eligible 
to receive a land purchase grant, a State 
shall provide matching non-Federal funds in 
an amount equal to 50 percent of the amount 
described in subparagraph (A), including ad- 
ditional non-Federal funds. 

‘(D) CONDITIONS.—To receive a land pur- 
chase grant, a State shall agree— 

“(i) to ensure that any eligible land pur- 
chased is— 
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‘“(T) conveyed in fee simple to the State; 
and 

“(JI) free from mortgages or other liens at 
the time title is transferred; 

“(ii) to maintain ownership of the eligible 
land in perpetuity; 

“(iii) to pay (from funds other than grant 
dollars awarded) any costs associated with 
the purchase of eligible land under this sec- 
tion, including surveys and legal fees; and 

“(iv) to Keep eligible land in a conserving 
use, as defined by the Secretary. 

“(E) LOSS OF FEDERAL BENEFITS.—Eligible 
land purchased with a grant under this sec- 
tion shall lose eligibility for any benefits 
under other Federal programs, including— 

“(i) benefits under title XII of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.); 

““(ii) benefits under the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.); and 

“(iii) covered benefits described in section 
1001D(b) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 
U.S.C. 1308-3a). 

“(F) PROHIBITION.—Any Federal rights or 
benefits associated with eligible land prior 
to purchase by a State may not be trans- 
ferred to any other land or person in antici- 
pation of or as a result of such purchase. 

‘(d) WATER ASSISTANCE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In- 
terior, acting through the Commissioner of 
Reclamation, may use the funds described in 
subsection (e)(2) to administer and provide 
financial assistance to carry out this sub- 
section to provide water and assistance to a 
terminal lake described in subsection 
(a)(8)(B) through willing sellers or willing 
participants only— 

“(A) to lease water; 

‘(B) to purchase land, water appurtenant 
to the land, and related interests; and 

“(C) to carry out research, support and 
conservation activities for associated fish, 
wildlife, plant, and habitat resources.” 

““(2) EXCLUSIONS.—The Secretary of the In- 
terior may not use this subsection to deliver 
assistance to the Great Salt Lake in Utah, 
lakes that are considered dry lakes, or other 
lakes that do not meet the purposes of this 
section, as determined by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

‘*(3) TRANSITIONAL PROVISION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this section, any funds 
made available before the date of enactment 
of the Agriculture Reform, Food, and Jobs 
Act of 2013 under a provision of law described 
in subparagraph (B) shall remain available 
using the provisions of law (including regula- 
tions) in effect on the day before the date of 
enactment of that Act. 

‘(B) DESCRIBED LAWS.—The provisions of 
law described in this section are— 

“(i) section 2507 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (48 U.S.C. 2211 
note; Public Law 107-171) (as in effect on the 
day before the date of enactment of the Agri- 
culture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013); 

“(ii) section 207 of the Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations Act, 2003 (Pub- 
lic Law 108-7; 117 Stat. 146); 

“(iii) section 208 of the Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations Act, 2006 (Pub- 
lic Law 109-103; 119 Stat. 2268, 123 Stat. 2856); 
and 

“(iv) section 208 of the Energy and Water 
Development and Related Agencies Appro- 
priations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85; 123 
Stat. 2858, 123 Stat. 2967, 125 Stat. 867). 

“(e) FUNDING.— 

‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out subsection (c) 
$25,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 
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‘“(2) COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION.—AS 
soon as practicable after the date of enact- 
ment of the Agriculture Reform, Food, and 
Jobs Act of 2018, the Secretary shall transfer 
to the Bureau of Reclamation Water and Re- 
lated Resources Account $150,000,000 from the 
funds of the Commodity Credit Corporation 
to carry out subsection (d), to remain avail- 
able until expended.’’. 

Subtitle G—Funding and Administration 
SEC. 2601. FUNDING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1241 of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(a) ANNUAL FUNDING.—For each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018, the Secretary shall 
use the funds, facilities, and authorities of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation to carry 
out the following programs under this title 
(including the provision of technical assist- 
ance): 

“(1) The conservation reserve program 
under subchapter B of chapter 1 of subtitle 
D, including, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable— 

“(A) $10,000,000 for the period of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018 to provide payments 
under paragraph (3) of section 1234(b) in con- 
nection with thinning activities conducted 
on land described in subparagraph (B)(iii) of 
that paragraph; and 

“*(B) $50,000,000 for the period of fiscal years 
2014 through 2018 to carry out section 1235(f) 
to facilitate the transfer of land subject to 
contracts from retired or retiring owners and 
operators to beginning farmers or ranchers 
and socially disadvantaged farmers or ranch- 
ers. 

“(2) The Agricultural Conservation Ease- 
ment Program under subtitle H using to the 
maximum extent practicable— 

**(A) $223,000,000 for fiscal year 2014; 

““(B) $702,000,000 for fiscal year 2015; 

“*“(C) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2016; 

“*“(D) $525,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; and 

“*(E) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2018. 

(3) The conservation security program 
under subchapter A of chapter 2 of subtitle 
D, using such sums as are necessary to ad- 
minister contracts entered into before Sep- 
tember 30, 2008. 

““(4) The conservation stewardship program 
under subchapter B of chapter 2 of subtitle 
D. 

“(5) The environmental quality incentives 
program under chapter 4 of subtitle D, using, 
to the maximum extent practicable— 

“*(A) $1,455,000,000 for fiscal year 2014; 

““(B) $1,645,000,000 for fiscal year 2015; and 

“(C) $1,650,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2016 through 2018.’’. 

(b) GUARANTEED AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.— 
Section 1241 of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3841) is amended— 

(1) by  redesignating subsections (b) 
through (h) as subsections (c) through (i), re- 
spectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(b) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Amounts 
made available by subsection (a) shall be 
used by the Secretary to carry out the pro- 
grams specified in such subsection for fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018 and shall remain 
available until expended. Amounts made 
available for the programs specified in such 
subsection during a fiscal year through 
modifications, cancellations, terminations, 
and other related administrative actions and 
not obligated in that fiscal year shall remain 
available for obligation during subsequent 
fiscal years, but shall reduce the amount of 
additional funds made available in the subse- 
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quent fiscal year by an amount equal to the 
amount remaining unobligated.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2602. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE. 

Section 1241 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841) is amended by striking 
subsection (c) (as redesignated by section 
2601(b)(1)) and inserting the following: 

‘*(c) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 

“(1) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Commodity 
Credit Corporation funds made available for 
a fiscal year for each of the programs speci- 
fied in subsection (a)— 

“(A) shall be available for the provision of 
technical assistance for the programs for 
which funds are made available as necessary 
to implement the programs effectively; and 

‘(B) shall not be available for the provi- 
sion of technical assistance for conservation 
programs specified in subsection (a) other 
than the program for which the funds were 
made available. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than December 31, 
2013, the Secretary shall submit (and update 
as necessary in subsequent years) to the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate a report— 

“(A) detailing the amount of technical as- 
sistance funds requested and apportioned in 
each program specified in subsection (a) dur- 
ing the preceding fiscal year; and 

‘(B) any other data relating to this provi- 
sion that would be helpful to such Commit- 
tees.’’. 

SEC. 2603. REGIONAL EQUITY. 

Section 1241 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841) is amended by striking 
subsection (e) (as redesignated by section 
2601(b)(1)) and inserting the following: 

‘(e) REGIONAL EQUITY.— 

‘*(1) EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION.—When deter- 
mining funding allocations each fiscal year, 
the Secretary shall, after considering avail- 
able funding and program demand in each 
State, provide a distribution of funds for 
conservation programs under subtitle D (ex- 
cluding the conservation reserve program 
under subchapter B of chapter 1), subtitle H 
(excluding wetland easements under section 
1265C), and subtitle I to ensure equitable pro- 
gram participation proportional to historical 
funding allocations and usage by all States. 

(2) MINIMUM PERCENTAGE.—In determining 
the specific funding allocations under para- 
graph (1), the Secretary shall— 

“(A) ensure that during the first quarter of 
each fiscal year each State has the oppor- 
tunity to establish that the State can use an 
aggregate allocation amount of at least 0.6 
percent of the funds made available for those 
conservation programs; and 

“(B) for each State that can so establish, 
provide an aggregate amount of at least 0.6 
percent of the funds made available for those 
conservation programs.”’. 

SEC. 2604. RESERVATION OF FUNDS TO PROVIDE 
ASSISTANCE TO CERTAIN FARMERS 
OR RANCHERS FOR CONSERVATION 
ACCESS. 

Subsection (h) of section 1241 of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841) (as redes- 
ignated by section 2601(b)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘2012” and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(4) PREFERENCE.—In providing assistance 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall give 
preference to a veteran farmer or rancher (as 
defined in section 2501(e) of the Food, Agri- 
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
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(7 U.S.C. 2279(e))) that qualifies under sub- 

paragraph (A) or (B) of paragraph (1).’’. 

SEC. 2605. ANNUAL REPORT ON PROGRAM EN- 
ROLLMENTS AND ASSISTANCE. 

Subsection (i) of section 1241 of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841) (as redes- 
ignated by section 2601(b)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘wetlands 
reserve program” and inserting ‘‘agricul- 
tural conservation easement program”’; 

(2) by striking paragraphs (2) and (8) and 
redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), and (6) as 
paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), respectively; 

(3) in paragraph (3) (as so redesignated)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘agricultural water en- 
hancement program” and inserting ‘‘regional 
conservation partnership program”; and 

(B) by striking ‘“‘section 1240I(g)’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘section 1271C(c)(3)’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“(5) Payments made under the conserva- 
tion stewardship program. 

“(6) Waivers granted by the Secretary 
under section 1265B(b)(2)(C).’’. 

SEC. 2606. ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS FOR 
CONSERVATION PROGRAMS. 

Section 1244 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3844) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(E) Veteran farmers or ranchers (as de- 
fined in section 2501(e) of the Food, Agri- 
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279(e))).’’s 

(2) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘, H, and 
T” before the period at the end; 

(3) in subsection (f)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘coun- 
try” and inserting “county”; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (c)(2)(B) or (f)(4)”’ and inserting ‘‘sub- 
section (c)(2)(A)(ii) or ®©)”; 

(4) by striking subsection (i) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(i) CONSERVATION APPLICATION PROCESS.— 

“(1) INITIAL APPLICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, the Secretary shall establish a sin- 
gle, simplified application for eligible enti- 
ties to use in initially requesting assistance 
under any conservation program adminis- 
tered by the Secretary (referred to in this 
subsection as the ‘initial application’). 

“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—To the maximum ex- 
tent practicable, the Secretary shall ensure 
that— 

“(i) a conservation program applicant is 
not required to provide information that is 
duplicative of information or resources al- 
ready available to the Secretary for that ap- 
plicant and the specific operation of the ap- 
plicant; and 

“(i) the initial application process is 
streamlined to minimize complexity and re- 
dundancy. 

‘*(2) REVIEW OF APPLICATION PROCESS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, the Secretary shall review the appli- 
cation process for each conservation pro- 
gram administered by the Secretary, includ- 
ing the forms and processes used to receive 
assistance requests from eligible program 
participants. 

“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
review, the Secretary shall determine what 
information the participant is required to 
submit during the application process, in- 
cluding— 

“(i) identification information for the ap- 
plicant; 

“(ii) identification and location informa- 
tion for the land parcel or tract of concern; 
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‘“(iii) a general statement of the need or re- 
source concern of the applicant for the land 
parcel or tract; and 

“(iv) the minimum amount of other infor- 
mation the Secretary considers to be essen- 
tial for the applicant to provide personally. 

‘(3) REVISION AND STREAMLINE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, the Secretary shall carry out a revi- 
sion of the application forms and processes 
for each conservation program administered 
by the Secretary to enable use of informa- 
tion technology to incorporate appropriate 
data and information concerning the con- 
servation needs and solutions appropriate for 
the land area identified by the applicant. 

“(B) GOAL.—The goal of the revision shall 
be to streamline the application process to 
minimize the burden placed on applicants. 

“(4) CONSERVATION PROGRAM APPLICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Once the needs of an ap- 
plicant have been adequately assessed by the 
Secretary, or a third party provider under 
section 1242, based on the initial application, 
in order to determine the 1 or more programs 
under this title that best match the needs of 
the applicant, with the approval of the appli- 
cant, the Secretary may convert the initial 
application into the specific application for 
assistance for the relevant conservation pro- 
gram. 

“(B) SECRETARIAL BURDEN.—To the max- 
imum extent practicable, the Secretary 
shall— 

“G) complete the specific application for 
conservation program assistance for each ap- 
plicant; and 

“Gi) request only that specific further in- 
formation from the applicant that is not al- 
ready available to the Secretary. 

‘“(5) IMPLEMENTATION AND NOTIFICATION.— 
Not later than 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of this subsection, the Secretary shall 
submit to the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives and the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry of the Senate written notification that 
the Secretary has fulfilled the requirements 
of this subsection.’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(j) IMPROVED ADMINISTRATIVE EFFICIENCY 
AND EFFECTIVENESS.—In administrating a 
conservation program under this title, the 
Secretary shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable— 

“(1) seek to reduce administrative burdens 
and costs to producers by streamlining con- 
servation planning and program resources; 
and 

‘“(2) take advantage of new technologies to 
enhance efficiency and effectiveness. 

‘“(k) RELATION TO OTHER PAYMENTS.—Any 
payment received by an owner or operator 
under this title, including an easement pay- 
ment or rental payment, shall be in addition 
to, and not affect, the total amount of pay- 
ments that the owner or operator is other- 
wise eligible to receive under any of the fol- 
lowing: 

“(1) This Act. 

(2) The Agricultural Act of 1949 (7 U.S.C. 
1421 et seq.). 

“(3) The Agriculture Reform, Food, and 
Jobs Act of 2013. 

“(4) Any law that succeeds a law specified 
in paragraph (1), (2), or (8). 

‘“(1) FUNDING FOR INDIAN TRIBES.—In car- 
rying out the conservation stewardship pro- 
gram under subchapter B of chapter 2 of sub- 
title D and the environmental quality incen- 
tives program under chapter 4 of subtitle D, 
the Secretary may enter into alternative 
funding arrangements with Indian tribes if 
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the Secretary determines that the goals and 
objectives of the programs will be met by 
such arrangements, and that statutory limi- 
tations regarding contracts with individual 
producers will not be exceeded by any Tribal 
member.’’. 

SEC. 2607. RULEMAKING AUTHORITY. 

Subtitle E of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841 et seq.) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

“SEC. 1246. REGULATIONS. 

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
mulgate such regulations as are necessary to 
implement programs under this title, includ- 
ing such regulations as the Secretary deter- 
mines to be necessary to ensure a fair and 
reasonable application of the limitations es- 
tablished under section 1244(f). 

“(b) RULEMAKING PROCEDURE.—The pro- 
mulgation of regulations and administration 
of programs under this title— 

“(1) shall be carried out without regard 
to— 

“(A) the Statement of Policy of the Sec- 
retary effective July 24, 1971 (86 Fed. Reg. 
13804), relating to notices of proposed rule- 
making and public participation in rule- 
making; and 

‘(B) chapter 35 of title 44, United States 
Code (commonly known as the Paperwork 
Reduction Act); and 

“(2) shall be made as an interim rule effec- 
tive on publication with an opportunity for 
notice and comment. 

‘(c) CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF AGENCY 
RULEMAKING.—In promulgating regulations 
under this section, the Secretary shall use 
the authority provided under section 808 of 
title 5, United States Code.’’. 

SEC. 2608. STANDARDS FOR STATE TECHNICAL 
COMMITTEES. 

Section 1261(b) of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3861(b)) is amended by striking 
“Not later than 180 days after the date of en- 
actment of the Food, Conservation, and En- 
ergy Act of 2008, the Secretary shall de- 
velop”? and inserting ‘The Secretary shall 
review and update as necessary”. 

SEC. 2609. HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND WET- 
LAND CONSERVATION FOR CROP IN- 
SURANCE. 

(a) HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND PROGRAM INELI- 
GIBILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1211(a)(1) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3811(a)(1)) is amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by adding “or” at 
the end; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(E) any portion of premium paid by the 
Federal Crop Insurance Corporation for a 
plan or policy of insurance under the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.);’’. 

(2) EXEMPTIONS.—Section 1212(a)(2) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3812(a)(2)) is amended— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘(2) 
If,” and inserting the following: 

‘*(2) ELIGIBILITY BASED ON COMPLIANCE WITH 
CONSERVATION PLAN.— 

‘*(A) IN GENERAL.—If,”’; 

(B) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘In 
carrying” and inserting the following: 

‘(B) MINIMIZATION OF DOCUMENTATION.—In 
carrying”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘““(C) CROP INSURANCE.—In the case of pay- 
ments that are subject to section 1211 for the 
first time due to the amendment made by 
section 2609(a) of the Agriculture Reform, 
Food, and Jobs Act of 2013, any person who 
produces an agricultural commodity on the 
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land that is the basis of the payments shall 
have until January 1 of the fifth year after 
the date on which the payments became sub- 
ject to section 1211 to develop and comply 
with an approved conservation plan.’’. 

(b) WETLAND CONSERVATION PROGRAM IN- 
ELIGIBILITY.—Section 1221(b) of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3821) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) Any portion of premium paid by the 
Federal Crop Insurance Corporation for a 
plan or policy of insurance under the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.).’’. 

Subtitle H—Repeal of Superseded Program 

Authorities and Transitional Provisions 
SEC. 2701. COMPREHENSIVE CONSERVATION EN- 
HANCEMENT PROGRAM. 

Section 1230 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3830) is repealed. 

SEC. 2702. EMERGENCY FORESTRY CONSERVA- 
TION RESERVE PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 1231A of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 383la) is re- 
pealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 

(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS.—The 
amendment made by this section shall not 
affect the validity or terms of any contract 
entered into by the Secretary of Agriculture 
under section 1231A of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831a) before October 1, 2013, 
or any payments required to be made in con- 
nection with the contract. 

(2) FUNDING.—The Secretary may use funds 
made available to carry out the conservation 
reserve program under subchapter B of chap- 
ter 1 of subtitle D of title XII of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831 et seq.) to 
continue to carry out contracts referred to 
in paragraph (1) using the provisions of law 
and regulation applicable to such contracts 
as in existence on September 30, 2013. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2703. WETLANDS RESERVE PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Subchapter C of chapter 1 of 
subtitle D of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3837 et seq.) is repealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 

(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS AND 
EASEMENTS.—The amendment made by this 
section shall not affect the validity or terms 
of any contract or easement entered into by 
the Secretary of Agriculture under sub- 
chapter C of chapter 1 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3837 et seq.) before October 1, 2018, or 
any payments required to be made in connec- 
tion with the contract or easement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 

(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith- 
standing the repeal of subchapter C of chap- 
ter 1 of subtitle D of title XII of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3837 et seq.), any 
funds made available from the Commodity 
Credit Corporation to carry out the wetlands 
reserve program under that subchapter for 
fiscal years 2009 through 2018 shall be made 
available to carry out contracts or ease- 
ments referred to in paragraph (1) that were 
entered into prior to October 1, 2013 (includ- 
ing the provision of technical assistance), 
provided that no such contract or easement 
is modified so as to increase the amount of 
the payment received. 

(B) OTHER.—The Secretary may use funds 
made available to carry out the agricultural 
conservation easement program under sub- 
title H of title XII of the Food Security Act 
of 1985, as added by section 2301, to continue 
to carry out contracts and easements re- 
ferred to in paragraph (1) using the provi- 
sions of law and regulation applicable to 
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such contracts and easements as in existence 
on September 30, 2013. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2704. FARMLAND PROTECTION PROGRAM 
AND FARM VIABILITY PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Subchapter C of chapter 2 of 
subtitle D of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838h et seq.) is re- 
pealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 

(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING AGREEMENTS AND 
EASEMENTS.—The amendment made by this 
section shall not affect the validity or terms 
of any agreement or easement entered into 
by the Secretary of Agriculture under sub- 
chapter C of chapter 2 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3838h et seq.) before October 1, 2013, or 
any payments required to be made in connec- 
tion with the agreement or easement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 

(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith- 
standing the repeal of subchapter C of chap- 
ter 2 of subtitle D of title XII of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838h et seq.), 
any funds made available from the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
farmland protection program under that sub- 
chapter for fiscal years 2009 through 2013 
shall be made available to carry out agree- 
ments and easements referred to in para- 
graph (1) that were entered into prior to Oc- 
tober 1, 2013 (including the provision of tech- 
nical assistance). 

(B) OTHER.—On exhaustion of funds made 
available under subparagraph (A), the Sec- 
retary may use funds made available to 
carry out the agricultural conservation ease- 
ment program under subtitle H of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985, as added by 
section 2301, to continue to carry out agree- 
ments and easements referred to in para- 
graph (1) using the provisions of law and reg- 
ulation applicable to such agreements and 
easement as in existence on September 30, 
2018. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2705. GRASSLAND RESERVE PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Subchapter D of chapter 2 of 
subtitle D of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838n et seq.) is re- 
pealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 

(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS, AGREE- 
MENTS, AND EASEMENTS.—The amendment 
made by this section shall not affect the va- 
lidity or terms of any contract, agreement, 
or easement entered into by the Secretary of 
Agriculture under subchapter D of chapter 2 
of subtitle D of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838n et seq.) before Oc- 
tober 1, 2013, or any payments required to be 
made in connection with the contract, agree- 
ment, or easement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 

(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith- 
standing the repeal of subchapter D of chap- 
ter 2 of subtitle D of title XII of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838n et seq.), 
any funds made available from the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
grassland reserve program under that sub- 
chapter for fiscal years 2009 through 2013 
shall be made available to carry out con- 
tracts, agreements, or easements referred to 
in paragraph (1) that were entered into prior 
to October 1, 2013 (including the provision of 
technical assistance), provided that no such 
contract, agreement, or easement is modi- 
fied so as to increase the amount of the pay- 
ment received. 
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(B) OTHER.—The Secretary may use funds 
made available to carry out the agricultural 
conservation easement program under sub- 
title H of title XII of the Food Security Act 
of 1985, as added by section 2301, to continue 
to carry out contracts, agreements, and 
easements referred to in paragraph (1) using 
the provisions of law and regulation applica- 
ble to such contracts, agreements, and ease- 
ments as in existence on September 30, 2013. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2706. AGRICULTURAL WATER ENHANCE- 
MENT PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 1240I of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa-9) is re- 
pealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 

(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS AND 
AGREEMENTS.—The amendment made by this 
section shall not affect the validity or terms 
of any contract or agreement entered into by 
the Secretary of Agriculture under section 
1240I of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3839aa-9) before October 1, 2013, or any 
payments required to be made in connection 
with the contract or agreement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 

(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith- 
standing the repeal of section 1240I of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa— 
9), any funds made available from the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
agricultural water enhancement program 
under that section for fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 shall be made available to carry 
out contracts and agreements referred to in 
paragraph (1) that were entered into prior to 
October 1, 2013 (including the provision of 
technical assistance). 

(B) OTHER.—On exhaustion of funds made 
available under subparagraph (A), the Sec- 
retary may use funds made available to 
carry out the regional conservation partner- 
ships program under subtitle I of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985, as added by 
section 2401, to continue to carry out con- 
tracts and agreements referred to in para- 
graph (1) using the provisions of law and reg- 
ulation applicable to such contracts and 
agreements as in existence on September 30, 
2013. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2707. WILDLIFE HABITAT INCENTIVE PRO- 
GRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 1240N of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb-1) is re- 
pealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 

(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS.—The 
amendment made by this section shall not 
affect the validity or terms of any contract 
entered into by the Secretary of Agriculture 
under section 1240N of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb-1) before October 1, 
2013, or any payments required to be made in 
connection with the contract. 

(2) FUNDING.— 

(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith- 
standing the repeal of section 1240N of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb— 
1), any funds made available from the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
wildlife habitat incentive program under 
that section for fiscal years 2009 through 2013 
shall be made available to carry out con- 
tracts referred to in paragraph (1) which 
were entered into prior to October 1, 2013 (in- 
cluding the provision of technical assist- 
ance). 
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(B) OTHER.—On exhaustion of funds made 
available under subparagraph (A), the Sec- 
retary may use funds made available to 
carry out the environmental quality incen- 
tives program under chapter 4 of subtitle D 
of title XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3839aa et seq.) to continue to carry 
out contracts referred to in paragraph (1) 
using the provisions of law and regulation 
applicable to such contracts as in existence 
on September 30, 2013. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2708. GREAT LAKES BASIN PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 1240P of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb-3) is re- 
pealed. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2709. CHESAPEAKE BAY WATERSHED PRO- 
GRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 1240Q of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb-4) is re- 
pealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 

(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS, AGREE- 
MENTS, AND EASEMENTS.—The amendment 
made by this section shall not affect the va- 
lidity or terms of any contract, agreement, 
or easement entered into by the Secretary of 
Agriculture under section 1240Q of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb-4) be- 
fore October 1, 2018, or any payments re- 
quired to be made in connection with the 
contract, agreement, or easement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 

(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith- 
standing the repeal of section 1240Q of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb— 
4), any funds made available from the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
Chesapeake Bay watershed program under 
that section for fiscal years 2009 through 2013 
shall be made available to carry out con- 
tracts, agreements, and easements referred 
to in paragraph (1) that were entered into 
prior to October 1, 2013 (including the provi- 
sion of technical assistance). 

(B) OTHER.—The Secretary may use funds 
made available to carry out the regional con- 
servation partnerships program under sub- 
title I of title XII of the Food Security Act 
of 1985, as added by section 2401, to continue 
to carry out contracts, agreements, and 
easements referred to in paragraph (1) using 
the provisions of law and regulation applica- 
ble to such contracts, agreements, and ease- 
ments as in existence on September 30, 2013. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2710. COOPERATIVE CONSERVATION PART- 
NERSHIP INITIATIVE. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 1248 of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3843) is repealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 

(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS AND 
AGREEMENTS.—The amendment made by this 
section shall not affect the validity or terms 
of any contract or agreement entered into by 
the Secretary of Agriculture under section 
1248 of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3843) before October 1, 2013, or any 
payments required to be made in connection 
with the contract or agreement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 

(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith- 
standing the repeal of section 1243 of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3848), 
any funds made available from the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
cooperative conservation partnership initia- 
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tive under that section for fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 shall be made available to carry 
out contracts and agreements referred to in 
paragraph (1) that were entered into prior to 
October 1, 2013 (including the provision of 
technical assistance). 

(B) OTHER.—On exhaustion of funds made 
available under subparagraph (A), the Sec- 
retary may use funds made available to 
carry out the regional conservation partner- 
ships program under subtitle I of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985, as added by 
section 2401, to continue to carry out con- 
tracts and agreements referred to in para- 
graph (1) using the provisions of law and reg- 
ulation applicable to such contracts and 
agreements as in existence on September 30, 
2018. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 2711. ENVIRONMENTAL EASEMENT PRO- 
GRAM. 

Chapter 3 of subtitle D of title XII of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839 et 
seq.) is repealed. 

SEC. 2712. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS. 

(a) Section 1201(a) of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3801(a)) is amended in the 
matter preceding paragraph (1) by striking 
“E” and inserting “I”. 

(b) Section 1211(a) of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3811(a)) is amended by strik- 
ing “predominate” each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘predominant’’. 

(c) Section 1242(i) of the Food Security Act 
of 1985(16 U.S.C. 3842(i)) is amended in the 
subl1413by striking ‘‘SPECIALITY’’ and insert- 
ing ‘“‘SPECIALTY”’. 

TITLE Il1I—TRADE 
Subtitle A—Food for Peace Act 
SEC. 3001. SET-ASIDE FOR SUPPORT FOR ORGANI- 
ZATIONS THROUGH WHICH NON- 
EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE IS PRO- 
VIDED. 

Effective October 1, 2018, section 202(e)(1) of 
the Food for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1722(e)(1)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘13 percent” and inserting 
“15 percent”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘new’’ 
and inserting ‘‘and enhancing”. 

SEC. 3002. FOOD AID QUALITY. 

Section 202(h) of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1722(h)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
use funds made available for fiscal year 2014 
and subsequent fiscal years to carry out this 
title— 

“(A) to assess the types and quality of ag- 
ricultural commodities and products donated 
for food aid; 

“(B) to adjust products and formulations, 
including potential introduction of new 
fortificants and products, as necessary to 
cost-effectively meet nutrient needs of tar- 
get populations; 

“(C) to test prototypes; 

“(D) to adopt new specifications or im- 
prove existing specifications for micro- 
nutrient fortified food aid products, based on 
the latest developments in food and nutri- 
tion science, and in coordination with other 
international partners; 

‘“(E) to develop new program guidance to 
facilitate improved matching of products to 
purposes having nutritional intent, in co- 
ordination with other international part- 
ners; 

“(F) to develop improved guidance for im- 
plementing partners on how to address nutri- 
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tional deficiencies that emerge among re- 

cipients for whom food assistance is the sole 

source of diet in emergency programs that 
extend beyond 1 year, in coordination with 
other international partners; and 

‘(G) to evaluate, in appropriate settings 
and as necessary, the performance and cost- 
effectiveness of new or modified specialized 
food products and program approaches de- 
signed to meet the nutritional needs of the 
most vulnerable groups, such as pregnant 
and lactating mothers, and children under 
the age of 5.”; and 

(2) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘2011’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 3003. MINIMUM LEVELS OF ASSISTANCE. 

Section 204(a) of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1724(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2012”’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘2012”’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 3004. REAUTHORIZATION OF FOOD AID CON- 
SULTATIVE GROUP. 

Section 205(f) of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1725(f)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 3005. OVERSIGHT, MONITORING, AND EVAL- 
UATION OF FOOD FOR PEACE ACT 
PROGRAMS. 

Section 207(f) of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1726a(f)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (4) and redesig- 
nating paragraphs (5) and (6) as paragraphs 
(4) and (5), respectively; and 

(2) in subparagraph (A) of paragraph (5) (as 
so redesignated)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘during fiscal year 2009” 
and inserting ‘‘during the period of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 3006. ASSISTANCE FOR STOCKPILING AND 
RAPID TRANSPORTATION, DELIV- 
ERY, AND DISTRIBUTION OF SHELF- 
STABLE PREPACKAGED FOODS. 

Section 208(f) of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1726b(f)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012”’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 3007. LIMITATION ON TOTAL VOLUME OF 
COMMODITIES MONETIZED. 

Section 403 of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1733) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘(m) LIMITATION ON MONETIZATION OF COM- 
MODITIES.— 

“(1) LIMITATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Unless the Adminis- 
trator grants a waiver under paragraph (2), 
no commodity may be made available under 
this Act unless the rate of return for the 
commodity (as determined under subpara- 
graph (B)) is at least 70 percent. 

‘(B) RATE OF RETURN.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A), the rate of return shall be 
equal to the proportion that— 

“(i) the proceeds the implementing part- 
ners generate through monetization; bears to 

“(ii) the cost to the Federal Government to 
procure and ship the commodities to a re- 
cipient country for monetization. 

‘“(2) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The Adminis- 
trator may waive the application of the limi- 
tation in paragraph (1) with regard to a com- 
modity for a recipient country if the Admin- 
istrator determines that it is necessary to 
achieve the purposes of this Act in the re- 
cipient country. 

‘(3) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
a waiver is granted under paragraph (2), the 
Administrator shall prepare, publish in the 
Federal Register, and submit to the Commit- 
tees on Foreign Affairs, Agriculture, and Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives, 
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and the Committees on Appropriations, For- 

eign Relations, and Agriculture, Nutrition, 

and Forestry of the Senate a report that— 

“(A) contains the reasons for granting the 
waiver and the actual rate of return for the 
commodity; and 

“(B) includes for the commodity the costs 
of bagging or further processing, ocean 
transportation, inland transportation in the 
recipient country, storage costs, and any 
other information that the Administrator 
determines to be necessary.’’. 

SEC. 3008. FLEXIBILITY. 

Section 406 of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1736) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(¢) FLEXIBILITY.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law and as necessary to 
achieve the purposes of this Act, funds avail- 
able under this Act may be used to pay the 
costs of up to 20 percent of activities con- 
ducted in recipient countries by nonprofit 
voluntary organizations, cooperatives, or 
intergovernmental agencies or organiza- 
tions.’’. 

SEC. 3009. PROCUREMENT, TRANSPORTATION, 
TESTING, AND STORAGE OF AGRI- 
CULTURAL COMMODITIES FOR 
PREPOSITIONING IN THE UNITED 
STATES AND FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 

Section 407 of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1736a) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (c)(4)(A)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘2012”’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘for each such fiscal year 
not more than $10,000,000 of such funds” and 
inserting ‘‘for each of fiscal years 2001 
through 2012 not more than $10,000,000 of 
such funds and for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018 not more than $15,000,000 of 
such funds”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(¢) FUNDING FOR TESTING OF FOOD AID 
SHIPMENTS.—Funds made available for agri- 
cultural products acquired under this Act 
and section 3107 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 17360- 
1) may be used to pay for the testing of those 
agricultural products.”’. 

SEC. 3010. DEADLINE FOR AGREEMENTS TO FI- 
NANCE SALES OR TO PROVIDE 
OTHER ASSISTANCE. 

Section 408 of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1736b) is amended by striking ‘‘2012”’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 3011. MINIMUM LEVEL OF NONEMERGENCY 
FOOD ASSISTANCE. 

Section 412 of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1786f) is amended by striking sub- 
section (e) and inserting the following: 

“(e) MINIMUM LEVEL OF NONEMERGENCY 
FOOD ASSISTANCE.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
of the amounts made available to carry out 
emergency and nonemergency food assist- 
ance programs under title II, not less than 20 
nor more than 30 percent for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018 shall be expended for 
nonemergency food assistance programs 
under title II. 

“(2) MINIMUM LEVEL.—The amount made 
available to carry out nonemergency food as- 
sistance programs under title II shall not be 
less than $275,000,000 for any fiscal year.’’. 
SEC. 3012. COORDINATION OF FOREIGN ASSIST- 

ANCE PROGRAMS REPORT. 

Section 413 of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1736g) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—To the 
maximum” and inserting “To the max- 
imum”; and 
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(2) by striking subsection (b). 

SEC. 3013. MICRONUTRIENT FORTIFICATION PRO- 
RAMS. 

(a) ELIMINATION OF OBSOLETE REFERENCE 
TO STUuDY.—Section 415(a)(2)(B) of the Food 
for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1786g-2(a)(2)(B)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘, using recommenda- 
tions” and all that follows through ‘‘quality 
enhancements”. 

(b) EXTENSION.—Section 415(c) of the Food 
for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1736g-2(c)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘2012” and inserting ‘‘2018”. 

SEC. 3014. JOHN OGONOWSKI AND DOUG BEREU- 
TER FARMER-TO-FARMER PROGRAM. 

Section 501 of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1737) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘0.5 percent” and inserting 
“0.6 percent”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (e)(1), by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 3015. PROHIBITION ON ASSISTANCE FOR 
NORTH KOREA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—No amounts may be obli- 
gated or expended to provide assistance 
under title II of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1721 et seq.) to the Democratic Peo- 
ple’s Republic of Korea. 

(b) NATIONAL INTEREST WAIVER.—The 
President may waive subsection (a) if the 
President determines and certifies to the 
Committees on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry and Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate and the Committees on Agriculture and 
Foreign Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives that the waiver is in the national inter- 
est of the United States. 

Subtitle B—Agricultural Trade Act of 1978 
SEC. 3101. EXPORT CREDIT GUARANTEE PRO- 

GRAMS. 

Section 211 of the Agricultural Trade Act 
of 1978 (7 U.S.C. 5641) is amended by striking 
subsection (b) and inserting the following: 

“(b) EXPORT CREDIT GUARANTEE PRO- 
GRAMS.—The Commodity Credit Corporation 
shall make available for each of fiscal years 
2014 through 2018 credit guarantees under 
section 202(a) in an amount equal to not 
more than $4,500,000,000 in credit guaran- 
tees.”’. 

SEC. 3102. FUNDING FOR MARKET ACCESS PRO- 
GRAM. 

Section 211(c)(1)(A) of the Agricultural 
Trade Act of 1978 (7 U.S.C. 5641(c)(1)(A)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
“2018”. 

SEC. 3103. FOREIGN MARKET DEVELOPMENT CO- 
OPERATOR PROGRAM. 

Section 703(a) of the Agricultural Trade 
Act of 1978 (7 U.S.C. 5723(a)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018”. 

Subtitle C—Other Agricultural Trade Laws 
SEC. 3201. FOOD FOR PROGRESS ACT OF 1985. 

(a) EXTENSION.—The Food for Progress Act 
of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 17360) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (f)(8), by striking ‘‘2012” 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

(2) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘2012”’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

(3) in subsection (k), by striking ‘‘2012”’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(4) in subsection (1)(1), by striking ‘‘2012”’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) REPEAL OF COMPLETED PROJECT.—Sub- 
section (f) of the Food for Progress Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 17360) is amended by striking 
paragraph (6). 

(c) FLEXIBILITY.—The Food for Progress 
Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 17360) is amended in sub- 
section (1) by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 
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“(5) FLEXIBILITY.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law and as necessary to 
achieve the purposes of this Act, funds avail- 
able under this Act may be used to pay the 
costs of up to 20 percent of activities con- 
ducted in recipient countries by nonprofit 
voluntary organizations, cooperatives, or 
intergovernmental agencies or organiza- 
tions.’’. 

(d) LIMITATION ON TOTAL VOLUME OF COM- 
MODITIES MONETIZED.—The Food for Progress 
Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 17360) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(p) LIMITATION ON MONETIZATION OF COM- 
MODITIES.— 

“(1) LIMITATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Unless the Secretary 
grants a waiver under paragraph (2), no eligi- 
ble commodity may be made available under 
this section unless the rate of return for the 
eligible commodity (as determined under 
subparagraph (B)) is at least 70 percent. 

‘(B) RATE OF RETURN.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A), the rate of return shall be 
equal to the proportion that— 

“(i) the proceeds the implementing part- 
ners generate through monetization; bears to 

“(ii) the cost to the Federal Government to 
procure and ship the eligible commodities to 
a recipient country for monetization. 

“(2) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 
may waive the application of the limitation 
in paragraph (1) with regard to an eligible 
commodity for a recipient country if the 
Secretary determines that it is necessary to 
achieve the purposes of this Act in the re- 
cipient country. 

(8) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
a waiver is granted under paragraph (2), the 
Secretary shall prepare, publish in the Fed- 
eral Register, and submit to the Committees 
on Foreign Affairs, Agriculture, and Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives, 
and the Committees on Appropriations, For- 
eign Relations, and Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate a report that— 

“(A) contains the reasons for granting the 
waiver and the actual rate of return for the 
eligible commodity; and 

“(B) includes for the commodity the costs 
of bagging or further processing, ocean 
transportation, inland transportation in the 
recipient country, storage costs, and any 
other information that the Secretary deter- 
mines to be necessary.’’. 
SEC. 3202. BILL EMERSON 

TRUST. 

Section 302 of the Bill Emerson Humani- 
tarian Trust Act (7 U.S.C. 1786f-1) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b)(2)(B)(i), by striking 
‘2012? both places it appears and inserting 
‘$2018’; and 

(2) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘2012”’’ 
both places it appears and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 3203. PROMOTION OF AGRICULTURAL EX- 

PORTS TO EMERGING MARKETS. 

(a) DIRECT CREDITS OR EXPORT CREDIT 
GUARANTEES.—Section 1542(a) of the Food, 
Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 
1990 (Public Law 101-624; 7 U.S.C. 5622 note) is 
amended by striking ‘2012’? and inserting 
“2018”. 

(b) DEVELOPMENT OF AGRICULTURAL SYS- 
TEMS.—Section 1542(d)(1)(A)(i) of the Food, 
Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 
1990 (Public Law 101-624; 7 U.S.C. 5622 note) is 
amended by striking ‘2012’? and inserting 
“2018”. 

SEC. 3204. MCGOVERN-DOLE INTERNATIONAL 
FOOD FOR EDUCATION AND CHILD 
NUTRITION PROGRAM. 

(a) REAUTHORIZATION.—Section 3107(1)(2) of 
the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
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Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 17360-1(1)(2)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘2012”’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 3107(d) 
of the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 17360-1(d)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘to’’ in the matter preceding para- 
graph (1). 

SEC. 3205. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR 
CIALTY CROPS. 

(a) PURPOSE.—Section 3205(b) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 5680(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘re- 
lated barriers to trade” and inserting ‘‘tech- 
nical barriers to trade’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Section 3205(e)(2) of the 
Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 
2002 (7 U.S.C. 5680(e)(2)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘and’”’ at the end of sub- 
paragraph (C); and 

(2) by striking subparagraphs (D) and (E) 
and inserting the following new subpara- 
graph: 

‘“(D) $9,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2011 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 3206. GLOBAL CROP DIVERSITY TRUST. 

Section 3202(c) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-246; 
22 U.S.C. 2220a note) is amended by striking 
‘2008 through 2012’ and inserting ‘‘2014 
through 2018”. 

SEC. 3207. LOCAL AND REGIONAL FOOD AID PRO- 
CUREMENT PROJECTS. 

Section 3206 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 1726c) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(b) STUDY; FIELD-BASED 
PROJECTS.—”’ and all that follows through 
‘(2) FIELD-BASED PROJECTS.—”’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(b) FIELD-BASED PROJECTS.—”’; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively, 
and indenting appropriately; 

(C) in paragraph (1) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘subparagraph (B)’’ and inserting 
“paragraph (2)’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (2) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘subparagraph (A)? and inserting 
“paragraph (1)’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (b)(2)° and inserting ‘‘subsection 
0%)”; 

(3) by striking subsections (d), (£), and (g); 

(4) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (d); 

(5) in subsection (d) (as so redesignated)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking subparagraph (B); and 

(ii) in subparagraph (A)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘(A) APPLICATION.—’’ and all 
that follows through “To be eligible” in 
clause (i) and inserting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible”; 

(II) by redesignating clause (ii) as subpara- 
graph (B) and indenting appropriately; and 

(III) in subparagraph (B) (as so redesig- 
nated), by striking ‘‘clause (i)’’ and inserting 
“subparagraph (A)’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (4); and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) FUNDING.— 

‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $40,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

““(2) PREFERENCE.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Secretary may give a preference to 
eligible organizations that have, or are 
working toward, projects under the McGov- 
ern-Dole International Food for Education 
and Child Nutrition Program established 
under section 3107 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 17360- 
1). 


SPE- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


(3) REPORTING.—Each year, the Secretary 
shall submit to the appropriate committees 
of Congress a report that describes the use of 
funds under this section, including— 

“(A) the impact of procurements and 
projects on— 

“(G) local and regional agricultural pro- 
ducers; and 

“(ii) markets and consumers, 
low-income consumers; and 


including 


“(B) implementation time frames and 
costs.’’. 
SEC. 3208. DONALD PAYNE HORN OF AFRICA 


FOOD RESILIENCE PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator’? means the Administrator of the 
Agency for International Development. 

(2) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON- 
GRESS.—The term ‘“‘appropriate committees 
of Congress” means— 

(A) the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives; 

(C) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; and 

(D) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives. 

(3) ELIGIBLE ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘“‘eli- 
gible organization”? means an organization 
that is— 

(A) a private voluntary organization or co- 
operative that is, to the extent practicable, 
registered with the Administrator; or 

(B) an intergovernmental organization, 
such as the World Food Program. 

(4) HORN OF AFRICA.—The term ‘‘Horn of 
Africa” means the countries of— 

(A) Ethiopia; 

(B) Somalia; 

(C) Kenya; 

(D) Djibouti; 

(E) Eritrea; 

(F) South Sudan; 

(G) Uganda; and 

(H) such other countries as the Adminis- 
trator determines to be appropriate after 
providing notification to the appropriate 
committees of Congress. 

(5) RESILIENCE.—The 
means— 

(A) the capacity to mitigate the negative 
impacts of crises (including natural disas- 
ters, conflicts, and economic shocks) in 
order to reduce loss of life and depletion of 
productive assets; 

(B) the capacity to respond effectively to 
crises, ensuring basic needs are met in a way 
that is integrated with long-term develop- 
ment efforts; and 

(C) the capacity to recover and rebuild 
after crises so that future shocks can be ab- 
sorbed with less need for ongoing external 
assistance. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to establish a pilot program to effectively 
integrate all United States-funded emer- 
gency and long-term development activities 
that aim to improve food security in the 
Horn of Africa, building resilience so as— 

(1) to reduce the impacts of future crises; 

(2) to enhance local capacity for emer- 
gency response; 

(8) to enhance sustainability of long-term 
development programs targeting poor and 
vulnerable households; and 

(4) to reduce the need for repeated costly 
emergency operations. 

(c) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall initiate a study of prior 
programs to support resilience in the Horn of 
Africa conducted by— 
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(A) other donor countries; 

(B) private voluntary organizations; 

(C) the World Food Program of the United 
Nations; and 

(D) multilateral institutions, including the 
World Bank. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The study shall— 

(A) include all programs implemented 
through the Agency for International Devel- 
opment, the Department of Agriculture, the 
Department of Treasury, the Millennium 
Challenge Corporation, the Peace Corps, and 
other relevant Federal agencies; 

(B) evaluate how well the programs de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) work together to 
complement each other and leverage impacts 
across programs; 

(C) include recommendations for how full 
integration of efforts can be achieved; and 

(D) evaluate the degree to which country- 
led development plans support programs that 
increase resilience, including review of the 
investments by each country in nutrition 
and safety nets. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad- 
ministrator shall submit to the appropriate 
committees of Congress a report containing 
the results of the study. 

(d) FIELD-BASED PROJECT GRANTS OR COOP- 
ERATIVE AGREEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall— 

(A) provide grants to, or enter into cooper- 
ative agreements with, eligible organizations 
to carry out field-based projects that build 
resilience in the Horn of Africa in accord- 
ance with this section; and 

(B) develop a project approval process to 
ensure full integration of efforts. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS OF ELIGIBLE ORGANIZA- 
TIONS.— 

(A) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant from, or enter into a cooperative 
agreement with, the Administrator under 
this subsection, an eligible organization 
shall submit to the Administrator an appli- 
cation by such date, in such manner, and 
containing such information as the Adminis- 
trator may require. 

(B) COMPLETION REQUIREMENT.—To be eligi- 
ble to receive a grant from, or enter into a 
cooperative agreement with, the Adminis- 
trator under this subsection, an eligible or- 
ganization shall agree— 

(i) to collect, not later than September 30, 
2016, data containing the information re- 
quired under subsection (f)(2) relating to the 
field-based project funded through the grant 
or cooperative agreement; and 

(ii) to provide to the Administrator the 
data collected under clause (i). 

(3) REQUIREMENTS OF ADMINISTRATOR.— 

(A) PROJECT DIVERSITY .— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii) and 
subparagraph (B), in selecting proposals for 
field-based projects to fund under this sec- 
tion, the Administrator shall select a diver- 
sity of projects, including projects located 
in— 

(I) areas most prone to repeated crises; 

(II) areas with effective existing resilience 
programs that can be scaled; and 

(III) areas in all countries of the Horn of 
Africa. 

(ii) PRIORITY.—In selecting proposals for 
field-based projects under clause (i), the Ad- 
ministrator shall ensure that the selected 
proposals are for field-based projects that— 

(I) effectively integrate emergency and 
long-term development programs to improve 
sustainability; 

(II) demonstrate the potential to reduce 
the need for future emergency assistance; 
and 
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(III) build targeted productive safety nets, 
in coordination with host country govern- 
ments, through food for work, cash for work, 
and other proven program methodologies. 

(B) AVAILABILITY.—The Administrator 
shall not award a grant or cooperative agree- 
ment or approve a field-based project under 
this subsection until the date on which the 
Administrator promulgates regulations or 
issues guidelines under subsection (e). 

(e) REGULATIONS; GUIDELINES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of completion of the study 
under subsection (c), the Administrator shall 
promulgate regulations or issue guidelines to 
carry out field-based projects under this sec- 
tion. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In promulgating regu- 
lations or issuing guidelines under paragraph 
(1), the Administrator shall— 

(A) take into consideration the results of 
the study described in subsection (c); and 

(B) provide an opportunity for public re- 
view and comment. 

(f) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than November 
1, 2016, the Administrator shall submit to the 
appropriate committees of Congress a report 
that— 

(A) addresses each factor described in para- 
graph (2); and 

(B) is conducted in accordance with this 
section. 

(2) REQUIRED FACTORS.—The report shall 
include baseline and end-of-project data that 
measures— 

(A) the prevalence of moderate and severe 
hunger so as to provide an accurate account- 
ing of project impact on household access to 
and consumption of food during every month 
of the year prior to data collection; 

(B) household ownership of and access to 
productive assets, including at a minimum 
land, livestock, homes, equipment, and other 
materials assets needed for income genera- 
tion; 

(C) household incomes, including informal 
sources of employment; and 

(D) the productive assets of women using 
the Women’s Empowerment in Agriculture 
Index. 

(3) PUBLIC ACCESS TO RECORDS AND RE- 
PORTS.—Not later than 90 days after the date 
on which the report is submitted under para- 
graph (1), the Administrator shall provide 
public access to the report. 

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

SEC. 3209. AGRICULTURAL TRADE ENHANCE- 
MENT STUDY. 

(a) DEFINITION OF AGRICULTURE COMMIT- 
TEES AND SUBCOMMITTEES.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘agriculture committees and sub- 
committees”? means— 

(1) the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives; 

(2) the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate; and 

(3) the subcommittees on agriculture, rural 
development, food and drug administration, 
and related agencies of the Committees on 
Appropriations of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate. 

(b) DEVELOPMENT.—The Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the agriculture committees 
and subcommittees, shall develop a study 
that takes into consideration a reorganiza- 
tion of international trade functions for im- 
ports and exports at the Department of Agri- 
culture. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—In implementing the 
study under this section, the Secretary— 
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(1) in recognition of the importance of ag- 
ricultural exports to the farm economy and 
the economy as a whole, may include a rec- 
ommendation for the establishment of an 
Under Secretary for Trade and Foreign Agri- 
cultural Affairs; 

(2) may take into consideration how the 
Under Secretary described in paragraph (1) 
would serve as a multiagency coordinator of 
sanitary and phytosanitary issues and non- 
tariff trade barriers in agriculture with re- 
spect to imports and exports of agricultural 
products; and 

(8) shall take into consideration all impli- 
cations of a reorganization described in sub- 
section (b) on domestic programs and oper- 
ations of the Department of Agriculture. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the agriculture com- 
mittees and subcommittees a report describ- 
ing the results of the study under this sec- 
tion. 


TITLE IV—NUTRITION 


Subtitle A—Supplemental Nutrition 
Assistance Program 

SEC. 4001. FOOD DISTRIBUTION PROGRAM ON IN- 
DIAN RESERVATIONS. 

Section 4(b)(6)(F) of the Food and Nutri- 
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2013(b)(6)(F)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
**2018”. 

SEC. 4002. STANDARD UTILITY ALLOWANCES 
BASED ON THE RECEIPT OF ENERGY 
ASSISTANCE PAYMENTS. 

(a) STANDARD UTILITY ALLOWANCES IN THE 
SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION ASSISTANCE PRO- 
GRAM.—Section 5(e)(6)(C) of the Food and Nu- 
trition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2014(e)(6)(C)) is 
amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘, subject to 
clause (iv)’’ after ‘‘Secretary’’; and 

(2) in clause (iv)(1), by striking ‘‘the house- 
hold still incurs” and all that follows 
through the end of the subclause and insert- 
ing “the payment received by, or made on 
behalf of, the household exceeds $10 or a 
higher amount annually, as determined by 
the Secretary.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
2605(f)(2)(A) of the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Act of 1981 (42 U.S.C. 8624(f)(2)(A)) 
is amended by inserting before the semicolon 
at the end ‘‘, except that, for purposes of the 
supplemental nutrition assistance program 
established under the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.), such pay- 
ments or allowances exceed $10 or a higher 
amount annually, as determined by the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture in accordance with sec- 
tion 5(e)(6)(C)(iv)(1) of that Act (7 U.S.C. 
2014(e)(6)(C)(iv)(1))”’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE 
DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), this section and the amend- 
ments made by this section shall take effect 
beginning on October 1, 2013, for all certifi- 
cation periods beginning after that date. 

(2) STATE OPTION TO DELAY IMPLEMENTATION 
FOR CURRENT RECIPIENTS.—A State may, at 
the option of the State, implement a policy 
that eliminates or minimizes the effect of 
the amendments made by this section for 
households that receive a standard utility al- 
lowance as of the date of enactment of this 
Act for not more than a 180-day period begin- 
ning on the date on which the amendments 
made by this section would otherwise affect 
the benefits received by a household. 

SEC. 4003. ELIGIBILITY DISQUALIFICATIONS. 

Section 6(e)(8)(B) of Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2015(e)(3)(B)) is amended 
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by striking ‘‘section’’ and inserting the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘section, subject to the condition 
that the course or program of study— 

“(i) is part of a program of career and tech- 
nical education (as defined in section 3 of the 
Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Edu- 
cation Act of 2006 (20 U.S.C. 2302)) that may 
be completed in not more than 4 years at an 
institution of higher education (as defined in 
section 102 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)); or 

“(ii) is limited to remedial courses, basic 
adult education, literacy, or English as a 
second language;’’. 

SEC. 4004. ENDING SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAM BENEFITS 
FOR LOTTERY OR GAMBLING WIN- 
NERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6 of the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2015) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(r) INELIGIBILITY FOR BENEFITS DUE TO RE- 
CEIPT OF SUBSTANTIAL LOTTERY OR GAMBLING 
WINNINGS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Any household in which 
a member receives substantial lottery or 
gambling winnings, as determined by the 
Secretary, shall lose eligibility for benefits 
immediately upon receipt of the winnings. 

‘(2) DURATION OF INELIGIBILITY.—A house- 
hold described in paragraph (1) shall remain 
ineligible for participation until the house- 
hold meets the allowable financial resources 
and income eligibility requirements under 
subsections (c), (d), (e), ©, (8), @, (kK), 0), 
(m), and (n) of section 5. 

(3) AGREEMENTS.—As determined by the 
Secretary, each State agency, to the max- 
imum extent practicable, shall establish 
agreements with entities responsible for the 
regulation or sponsorship of gaming in the 
State to determine whether individuals par- 
ticipating in the supplemental nutrition as- 
sistance program have received substantial 
lottery or gambling winnings.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 5(a) 
of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2014(a)) is amended in the second sen- 
tence by striking ‘‘sections 6(b), 6(d)(2), and 
6(g)’? and inserting ‘‘subsections (b), (d)(2), 
(€), and (r) of section 6”. 

SEC. 4005. RETAIL FOOD STORES. 

(a) DEFINITION OF RETAIL FOOD STORE.— 
Subsection (0)(1)(A) of section 3 of the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2012) (as 
redesignated by section 4017(a)(4)) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘at least 2” and inserting ‘‘at 
least 3”. 

(b) ALTERNATIVE BENEFIT DELIVERY.—Sec- 
tion 7(f) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016(f)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘*(2) IMPOSITION OF COSTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Secretary shall require 
participating retail food stores (including 
restaurants participating in a State option 
restaurant program intended to serve the el- 
derly, disabled, and homeless) to pay 100 per- 
cent of the costs of acquiring, and arrange 
for the implementation of, electronic benefit 
transfer point-of-sale equipment and sup- 
plies, including related services. 

“(B) EXEMPTIONS.—The Secretary may ex- 
empt from subparagraph (A)— 


“(i) farmers’ markets, military com- 
missaries, nonprofit food buying coopera- 
tives, and establishments, organizations, 


programs, or group living arrangements de- 
scribed in paragraphs (5), (7), and (8) of sec- 
tion 3(k); and 

“(ii) establishments described in para- 
graphs (3), (4), and (9) of section 3(k), other 
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than restaurants participating in a State op- 
tion restaurant program.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(4) TERMINATION OF MANUAL VOUCHERS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning on 
the date of enactment of this paragraph, ex- 
cept as provided in subparagraph (B), no 
State shall issue manual vouchers to a 
household that receives supplemental nutri- 
tion assistance under this Act or allow retail 
food stores to accept manual vouchers as 
payment, unless the Secretary determines 
that the manual vouchers are necessary, 
such as in the event of an electronic benefit 
transfer system failure or a disaster situa- 
tion. 

‘(B) EXEMPTIONS.—The Secretary may ex- 
empt categories of retail food stores or indi- 
vidual retail food stores from subparagraph 
(A) based on criteria established by the Sec- 
retary. 

‘(5) UNIQUE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER RE- 
QUIRED.—The Secretary shall require all par- 
ties providing electronic benefit transfer 
services to provide for and maintain unique 
terminal identification number information 
through the supplemental nutrition assist- 
ance program electronic benefit transfer 
transaction routing system.’’. 

(c) ELECTRONIC BENEFIT TRANSFERS.—Sec- 
tion 7(h)(3)(B) of the Food and Nutrition Act 
of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016(h)(8)(B)) is amended by 
striking ‘“‘is operational—’’ and all that fol- 
lows through ‘‘(ii) in the case of other par- 
ticipating stores,” and inserting ‘‘is oper- 
ational’’. 

(d) APPROVAL OF RETAIL FOOD STORES AND 
WHOLESALE FOOD CONCERNS.—Section 9 of 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2018) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the second sentence of paragraph 
(a)(1), by striking ‘‘; and (C)? and inserting 
“:; (C) whether the applicant is located in an 
area with significantly limited access to 
food; and (D)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(4) RETAIL FOOD STORES WITH SIGNIFICANT 
SALES OF EXCEPTED ITEMS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—No retail food store for 
which at least 45 percent of the total sales of 
the retail food store is from the sale of ex- 
cepted items described in section 3(k)(1) may 
be authorized to accept and redeem benefits 
unless the Secretary determines that the 
participation of the retail food store is re- 
quired for the effective and efficient oper- 
ation of the supplemental nutrition assist- 
ance program. 

‘“(B) APPLICATION.—Subparagraph (A) shall 
be effective— 

“(i) in the case of retail food stores apply- 
ing to be authorized for the first time, begin- 
ning on the date that is 1 year after the date 
of enactment of this paragraph; and 

“(ii) in the case of retail food stores par- 
ticipating in the program on the date of en- 
actment of this paragraph, during periodic 
reauthorization in accordance with para- 
graph (2)(A).’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(g) EBT SERVICE REQUIREMENT.—An ap- 
proved retail food store shall provide ade- 
quate EBT service as described in section 
7(h)(38)(B).”’. 

SEC. 4006. IMPROVING SECURITY OF FOOD AS- 
SISTANCE. 

Section 7(h)(8) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016(h)(8)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the paragraph heading and 
inserting ‘‘REPLACEMENT OF CARDS.—”’; 

(2) by striking “A State” and inserting the 
following: 

“(A) FEES.—A State”; and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


(3) by adding after subparagraph (A) (as so 
designated by paragraph (2)) the following: 

‘(B) PURPOSEFUL LOSS OF CARDS.— 

“() IN GENERAL.—Subject to terms and 
conditions established by the Secretary in 
accordance with clause (ii), if a household 
makes excessive requests for replacement of 
the electronic benefit transfer card of the 
household, the Secretary may require a 
State agency to decline to issue a replace- 
ment card to the household unless the house- 
hold, upon request of the State agency, pro- 
vides an explanation for the loss of the card. 

‘“(ii) REQUIREMENTS.—The terms and condi- 
tions established by the Secretary shall pro- 
vide that— 

“(I) the household be given the oppor- 
tunity to provide the requested explanation 
and meet the requirements under this para- 
graph promptly; 

“(TI) after an excessive number of lost 
cards, the head of the household shall be re- 
quired to review program rights and respon- 
sibilities with State agency personnel au- 
thorized to make determinations under sec- 
tion 5(a); and 

“(TIT) any action taken, including actions 
required under section 6(b)(2), other than the 
withholding of the electronic benefit trans- 
fer card until an explanation described in 
subclause (I) is provided, shall be consistent 
with the due process protections under sec- 
tion 6(b) or 11(e)(10), as appropriate. 

“(C) PROTECTING VULNERABLE PERSONS.—In 
implementing this paragraph, a State agency 
shall act to protect homeless persons, per- 
sons with disabilities, victims of crimes, and 
other vulnerable persons who lose electronic 
benefit transfer cards but are not inten- 
tionally committing fraud. 

“(D) EFFECT ON ELIGIBILITY.—While a State 
may decline to issue an electronic benefits 
transfer card until a household satisfies the 
requirements under this paragraph, nothing 
in this paragraph shall be considered a denial 
of, or limitation on, the eligibility for bene- 
fits under section 5.’’. 

SEC. 4007. TECHNOLOGY MODERNIZATION FOR 
RETAIL FOOD STORES. 

(a) MOBILE TECHNOLOGIES.—Section 7(h) of 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2016(h)) (as amended by section 4015(e)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(14) MOBILE TECHNOLOGIES.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the Secretary shall approve retail food 
stores to redeem benefits through electronic 
means other than wired point of sale devices 
for electronic benefit transfer transactions, 
if the retail food stores— 

““(i) establish recipient protections regard- 
ing privacy, ease of use, access, and support 
similar to the protections provided for trans- 
actions made in retail food stores; 

‘“(ii) bear the costs of obtaining, installing, 
and maintaining mobile technologies, in- 
cluding mechanisms needed to process EBT 
cards and transaction fees; 

“Gii) demonstrate the foods purchased 
with benefits issued under this section 
through mobile technologies are purchased 
at a price not higher than the price of the 
same food purchased by other methods used 
by the retail food store, as determined by the 
Secretary; 

“(iv) provide adequate documentation for 
each authorized transaction, as determined 
by the Secretary; and 

“(v) meet other criteria as established by 
the Secretary. 

‘“(B) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT ON ACCEPT- 
ANCE OF BENEFITS OF MOBILE TRANSACTIONS.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—Before authorizing im- 
plementation of subparagraph (A) in all 
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States, the Secretary shall pilot the use of 
mobile technologies determined by the Sec- 
retary to be appropriate to test the feasi- 
bility and implications for program integ- 
rity, by allowing retail food stores to accept 
benefits from recipients of supplemental nu- 
trition assistance through mobile trans- 
actions. 

‘“(ii) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.—To be eli- 
gible to participate in a demonstration 
project under clause (i), a retail food store 
shall submit to the Secretary for approval a 
plan that includes— 

“(I) a description of the technology; 

“(JI) the manner by which the retail food 
store will provide proof of the transaction to 
households; 

‘“(IIIT) the provision of data to the Sec- 
retary, consistent with requirements estab- 
lished by the Secretary, in a manner that al- 
lows the Secretary to evaluate the impact of 
the demonstration on participant access, 
ease of use, and program integrity; and 

“(IV) such other criteria as the Secretary 
may require. 

“(iii) DATE OF COMPLETION.—The dem- 
onstration projects under this subparagraph 
shall be completed and final reports sub- 
mitted to the Secretary by not later than 
July 1, 2015. 

“(C) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary 
shall— 

“(i) by not later than January 1, 2016, au- 
thorize implementation of subparagraph (A) 
in all States, unless the Secretary makes a 
finding, based on the data provided under 
subparagraph (B), that implementation in all 
States is not in the best interest of the sup- 
plemental nutrition assistance program; and 

“(ii) if the determination made in clause 
(i) is not to implement subparagraph (A) in 
all States, submit a report to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry of the Senate that in- 
cludes the basis of the finding.’’. 

(b) ACCEPTANCE OF BENEFITS THROUGH ON- 
LINE TRANSACTIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 7 of the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘(k) OPTION TO ACCEPT PROGRAM BENEFITS 
THROUGH ON-LINE TRANSACTIONS.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (4), 
the Secretary shall approve retail food stores 
to accept benefits from recipients of supple- 
mental nutrition assistance through on-line 
transactions. 

‘(2) REQUIREMENTS TO ACCEPT BENEFITS.—A 
retail food store seeking to accept benefits 
from recipients of supplemental nutrition as- 
sistance through on-line transactions shall— 

“(A) establish recipient protections regard- 
ing privacy, ease of use, access, and support 
similar to the protections provided for trans- 
actions made in retail food stores; 

‘“(B) ensure benefits are not used to pay de- 
livery, ordering, convenience, or other fees 
or charges; 

“(C) clearly notify participating house- 
holds at the time a food order is placed— 

“(i) of any delivery, ordering, convenience, 
or other fee or charge associated with the 
food purchase; and 

“(ii) that any such fee cannot be paid with 
benefits provided under this Act; 

“(D) ensure the security of on-line trans- 
actions by using the most effective tech- 
nology available that the Secretary con- 
siders appropriate and cost-effective and 
that is comparable to the security of trans- 
actions at retail food stores; and 

“(E) meet other criteria as established by 
the Secretary. 
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‘(3) STATE AGENCY ACTION.—Each State 
agency shall ensure that recipients of supple- 
mental nutrition assistance can use benefits 
on-line as described in this subsection as ap- 
propriate. 

‘(4) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT ON ACCEPT- 
ANCE OF BENEFITS THROUGH ON-LINE TRANS- 
ACTIONS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Before the Secretary au- 
thorizes implementation of paragraph (1) in 
all States, the Secretary shall carry out a 
number of demonstration projects as deter- 
mined by the Secretary to test the feasi- 
bility of allowing retail food stores to accept 
benefits through on-line transactions. 

‘(B) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.—To be eli- 
gible to participate in a demonstration 
project under subparagraph (A), a retail food 
store shall submit to the Secretary for ap- 
proval a plan that includes— 

“(i) a method of ensuring that benefits 
may be used to purchase only eligible items 
under this Act; 

“(ii) a description of the method of edu- 
cating participant households about the 
availability and operation of on-line pur- 
chasing; 

“(iii) adequate testing of the on-line pur- 
chasing option prior to implementation; 

“(iv) the provision of data as requested by 
the Secretary for purposes of analyzing the 
impact of the project on participant access, 
ease of use, and program integrity; 

‘“(v) reports on progress, challenges, and 
results, as determined by the Secretary; and 

“(vi) such other criteria, including secu- 
rity criteria, as established by the Secretary. 

“(C) DATE OF COMPLETION.—The demonstra- 
tion projects under this paragraph shall be 
completed and final reports submitted to the 
Secretary by not later than July 1, 2015. 

‘(5) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary 
shall— 

“(A) by not later than January 1, 2016, au- 
thorize implementation of paragraph (1) in 
all States, unless the Secretary makes a 
finding, based on the data provided under 
paragraph (4), that implementation in all 
States is not in the best interest of the sup- 
plemental nutrition assistance program; and 

‘(B) if the determination made in subpara- 
graph (A) is not to implement in all States, 
submit a report to the Committee on Agri- 
culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate that includes the 
basis of the finding.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) Section 7(b) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016(b)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘purchase food in retail food stores” 
and inserting ‘‘purchase food from retail food 
stores”. 

(B) Section 10 of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2019) is amended in the 
first sentence by inserting ‘‘retail food stores 
authorized to accept and redeem benefits 
through on-line transactions shall be author- 
ized to accept benefits prior to the delivery 
of food if the delivery occurs within a rea- 
sonable time of the purchase, as determined 
by the Secretary,’ after ‘‘food so pur- 
chased,’’. 

(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion or an amendment made by this section 
alter any requirements of the Food and Nu- 
trition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) un- 
less specifically authorized in this section or 
an amendment made by this section. 

SEC. 4008. USE OF BENEFITS FOR PURCHASE OF 
COMMUNITY-SUPPORTED AGRI- 
CULTURE SHARE. 

Section 10 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 

2008 (7 U.S.C. 2019) (as amended by section 
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4007(b)(2)(B)) is amended in the first sentence 
by inserting ‘‘agricultural producers who 
market agricultural products directly to 
consumers shall be authorized to redeem 
benefits for the initial cost of the purchase 
of a community-supported agriculture share 
for an appropriate time in advance of food 
delivery as determined by the Secretary,” 
after ‘‘as determined by the Secretary,’’. 

SEC. 4009. RESTAURANT MEALS PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11(e) of the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2020(e)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (22), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (23), by striking the period 
at the end of subparagraph (C) and inserting 
“: and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

(24) if the State elects to carry out a pro- 
gram to contract with private establish- 
ments to offer meals at concessional prices, 
as described in paragraphs 3, 4, and 9 of sec- 
tion 3(k)— 

“(A) the plans of the State agency for oper- 
ating the program, including— 

‘“(i) documentation of a need that eligible 
homeless, elderly, and disabled clients are 
underserved in a particular geographic area; 

‘“(ii) the manner by which the State agen- 
cy will limit participation to only those pri- 
vate establishments that the State deter- 
mines necessary to meet the need identified 
in clause (i); and 

“(jii) any other conditions the Secretary 
may prescribe, such as the level of security 
necessary to ensure that only eligible recipi- 
ents participate in the program; and 

“(B) a report by the State agency to the 
Secretary annually, the schedule of which 
shall be established by the Secretary, that 
includes— 

“(i) the number of households and indi- 
vidual recipients authorized to participate in 
the program, including any information on 
whether the individual recipient is elderly, 
disabled, or homeless; and 

““(i) an assessment of whether the program 
is meeting an established need, as docu- 
mented under subparagraph (A)(i).’’. 

(b) APPROVAL OF RETAIL FOOD STORES AND 
WHOLESALE FOOD CONCERNS.—Section 9 of 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2018) (as amended by section 4005(d)(3)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(h) PRIVATE ESTABLISHMENTS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
no private establishment that contracts with 
a State agency to offer meals at concessional 
prices as described in paragraphs 3, 4, and 9 
of section 3(k) may be authorized to accept 
and redeem benefits unless the Secretary de- 
termines that the participation of the pri- 
vate establishment is required to meet a doc- 
umented need in accordance with section 
11(e)(24). 

‘(2) EXISTING CONTRACTS.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—If, on the day before the 
date of enactment of this subsection, a State 
has entered into a contract with a private es- 
tablishment described in paragraph (1) and 
the Secretary has not determined that the 
participation of the private establishment is 
necessary to meet a documented need in ac- 
cordance with section 11(e)(24), the Secretary 
shall allow the operation of the private es- 
tablishment to continue without that deter- 
mination of need for a period not to exceed 
180 days from the date on which the Sec- 
retary establishes determination criteria, by 
regulation, under section 11(e)(24). 

“(B) JUSTIFICATION.—If the Secretary 
makes a determination to terminate a con- 
tract with a private establishment that is in 


January 22, 2013 


effect on the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, the Secretary shall provide jus- 
tification to the State in which the private 
establishment is located for that termi- 
nation. 

‘(3) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
90 days after September 30, 2018, and 90 days 
after the last day of each fiscal year there- 
after, the Secretary shall report to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate on the effectiveness of a program under 
this subsection using any information re- 
ceived from States under section 11(e)(24) as 
well as any other information the Secretary 
may have relating to the manner in which 
benefits are used.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
3(k) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2012(k)) is amended by inserting ‘‘sub- 
ject to section 9h)” after ‘‘concessional 
prices” each place it appears. 

SEC. 4010. QUALITY CONTROL ERROR RATE DE- 
TERMINATION. 

Section 16(c) of the Food and Nutrition Act 
of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2025(c)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘10) TOLERANCE LEVEL.—For the purposes 
of this subsection, the Secretary shall set 
the tolerance level for excluding small errors 
at $25.”’. 

SEC. 4011. PERFORMANCE BONUS PAYMENTS. 

Section 16(d) of the Food and Nutrition Act 
of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2025(d)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘(5) USE OF PERFORMANCE BONUS PAY- 
MENTS.—A State agency may use a perform- 
ance bonus payment received under this sub- 
section only to carry out the program estab- 
lished under this Act, including investments 
in— 

“(A) technology; 

‘“(B) improvements in administration and 
distribution; and 

‘(C) actions to prevent fraud, waste, and 
abuse.’’. 

SEC. 4012. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 18(a)(1) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2027(a)(1)) is amended in 
the first sentence by striking ‘‘2012” and in- 
serting ‘‘2018”’. 

SEC. 4013. ASSISTANCE FOR COMMUNITY FOOD 
PROJECTS. 

Section 25 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2034) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)(B)(ii)— 

(A) by striking subclause (I); and 

(B) by redesignating subclauses (II) and 
(III) as subclauses (I) and (II), respectively; 
and 

(2) in subsection (b), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘**(3) FUNDING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Secretary to carry out this section not 
less than $5,000,000 for fiscal year 2014 and 
each fiscal year thereafter. 

‘(B) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out this section 
the funds transferred under subparagraph 
(A), without further appropriation. 

‘(C) MAINTENANCE OF FUNDING.—The fund- 
ing provided under subparagraph (A) shall 
supplement (and not supplant) other Federal 
funding made available to the Secretary to 
carry out this section.’’. 

SEC. 4014. EMERGENCY FOOD ASSISTANCE. 

(a) PURCHASE OF COMMODITIES.—Section 
27(a) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2036(a)) is amended— 
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(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2008 
through 2012” and inserting ‘‘2014 through 
2018”’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(2) AMOUNTS.—The Secretary shall use to 
carry out paragraph (1)— 

“(A) for fiscal year 2013, $260,250,000; and 

‘(B) for each subsequent fiscal year, the 
dollar amount of commodities specified in 
subparagraph (A) adjusted by the percentage 
by which the thrifty food plan has been ad- 
justed under section 3(u)(4) between June 30, 
2013, and June 30 of the immediately pre- 
ceding fiscal year, and subsequently in- 
creased by— 

““(i) for fiscal year 2014, $28,000,000; 

““(ii) for fiscal year 2015, $44,000,000; 

““(iii) for fiscal year 2016, $24,000,000; 

‘(iv) for fiscal year 2017, $18,000,000; and 

‘““(v) for fiscal year 2018 and each fiscal year 
thereafter, $10,000,000.’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) FUNDS AVAILABILITY.—For purposes of 
the funds described in this subsection, the 
Secretary shall— 

“(A) make the funds available for 2 fiscal 
years; and 

‘“(B) allow States to carry over unexpended 
balances to the next fiscal year pursuant to 
such terms and conditions as are determined 
by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) EMERGENCY FOOD PROGRAM INFRASTRUC- 
TURE GRANTS.—Section 209(d) of the Emer- 
gency Food Assistance Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 
75lla(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012” and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 4015. NUTRITION EDUCATION. 

Section 28(b) of the Food and Nutrition Act 
of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2036a(b)) is amended by in- 
serting ‘“‘and physical activity”? after 
“healthy food choices”. 

SEC. 4016. RETAIL FOOD STORE AND RECIPIENT 
TRAFFICKING. 

The Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“SEC. 29. RETAIL FOOD STORE AND RECIPIENT 
TRAFFICKING. 

‘“(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to provide the Department of Agriculture 
with additional resources to prevent traf- 
ficking in violation of this Act by strength- 
ening recipient and retail food store program 
integrity. 

“(b) USE OF FUNDS.—Additional funds are 
provided under this section to supplement 
the retail food store and recipient integrity 
activities of the Department. 

‘*(¢) FUNDING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Out of any funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Secretary to carry out this section not 
less than $18,500,000 for fiscal year 2014 and 
each fiscal year thereafter. 

‘(2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out this section 
the funds transferred under paragraph (1), 
without further appropriation. 

‘(3) MAINTENANCE OF FUNDING.—The fund- 
ing provided under paragraph (1) shall sup- 
plement (and not supplant) other Federal 
funding for programs carried out under this 
Act.”. 
SEC. 4017. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING 
AMENDMENTS. 

(a) Section 3 of the Food and Nutrition Act 
of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2012) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘coupon,’’ 
and inserting ‘‘coupon”’; 

(2) in subsection (k)(7), by striking 
are” and inserting ‘‘and’’; 
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(8) by striking subsection (1); 

(4) by redesignating subsections (m) 
through (t) as subsections (1) through (s), re- 
spectively; and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (s) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

“(t) ‘Supplemental nutrition assistance 
program’ means the program operated pursu- 
ant to this Act.’’. 

(b) Section 4(a) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2013(a)) is amended in 
the last sentence by striking ‘‘benefits’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Benefits’’. 

(c) Section 5 of the Food and Nutrition Act 
of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2014) is amended— 

(1) in the last sentence of subsection 
(i)(2)(D), by striking ‘‘section 13(b)(2)’? and 
inserting ‘‘section 18(b)’’; and 

(2) in subsection (k)(4)(A), by striking 
“paragraph (2)(H)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(2)(G)”’. 

(d) Section 6(d)(4) of the Food and Nutri- 
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2015(d)(4)) is amend- 
ed in subparagraphs (B)(vii) and (F)(iii) by 
indenting both clauses appropriately. 

(e) Section 7(h) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016(h)) is amended by 
redesignating the second paragraph (12) (re- 
lating to interchange fees) as paragraph (13). 

(f) Section 9(a) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2018(a)) is amended by 
indenting paragraph (3) appropriately. 

(g) Section 12 of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2021) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(3)(C), by striking 
“civil money penalties” and inserting ‘‘civil 
penalties”; and 

(2) in subsection (g)(1), by striking ‘‘(7 
U.S.C. 1786)” and inserting ‘‘(42 U.S.C. 1786)”. 

(h) Section 15(b)(1) of the Food and Nutri- 
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2024(b)(1)) is amend- 
ed in the first sentence by striking ‘‘an ben- 
efit” and inserting ‘‘a benefit”. 

(i) Section 16(a) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2025(a)) is amended in 
the proviso following paragraph (8) by strik- 
ing “as amended.’’. 

(j) Section 18(e) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2027(e)) is amended in 
the first sentence by striking ‘‘sections 7(f)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 7(f)’’. 

(k) Section 22(b)(10)(B)(i) of the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2031(b)(10)(B)(i)) is amended in the last sen- 
tence by striking ‘‘Food benefits” and insert- 
ing ‘‘Benefits’’. 

(1) Section 26(f)(8)(C) of the Food and Nu- 
trition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2035(f)(3)(C)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘subsection’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘subsections’’. 

(m) Section 27(a)(1) of the Food and Nutri- 
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2036(a)(1)) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘(Public Law 98-8; 7 U.S.C. 
612c note)” and inserting ‘‘(7 U.S.C. 7515)’’. 

(n) Section 509 of the Older Americans Act 
of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3056g) is amended in the 
section heading by striking ‘‘food stamp pro- 
grams” and inserting ‘‘supplemental nutrition as- 
sistance programs’’. 

(o) Section 4115(c)(2)(H) of the Food, Con- 
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public 
Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 1871) is amended by 
striking ‘‘531’’ and inserting ‘‘454’’. 

Subtitle B—Commodity Distribution 
Programs 
SEC. 4101. COMMODITY DISTRIBUTION PROGRAM. 

Section 4(a) of the Agriculture and Con- 
sumer Protection Act of 1973 (7 U.S.C. 612c 
note; Public Law 93-86) is amended in the 
first sentence by striking ‘‘2012’”’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 4102. COMMODITY SUPPLEMENTAL FOOD 
PROGRAM. 

Section 5 of the Agriculture and Consumer 
Protection Act of 1973 (7 U.S.C. 612c note; 
Public Law 93-86) is amended— 
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(1) in paragraphs (1) and (2)(B) of sub- 
section (a), by striking ‘‘2012’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘2018”’; 

(2) in the first sentence of subsection (d)(2), 
by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (g) and inserting 
the following: 

“(g) HELIGIBILITY.—Except as provided in 
subsection (m), the States shall only provide 
assistance under the commodity supple- 
mental food program to low-income persons 
aged 60 and older.’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“(m) PHASE-OUT.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, an individual who re- 
ceives assistance under the commodity sup- 
plemental food program on the day before 
the date of enactment of this subsection 
shall continue to receive that assistance 
until the date on which the individual is no 
longer eligible for assistance under the eligi- 
bility requirements for the program in effect 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
this subsection.”’. 

SEC. 4103. DISTRIBUTION OF SURPLUS COMMOD- 
ITIES TO SPECIAL NUTRITION 
PROJECTS. 

Section 1114(a)(2)(A) of the Agriculture and 
Food Act of 1981 (7 U.S.C. 1431le(2)(A)) is 
amended in the first sentence by striking 
“2012”? and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 4104. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING 
AMENDMENTS. 

Section 3 of the Commodity Distribution 
Reform Act and WIC Amendments of 1987 (7 
U.S.C. 612c note; Public Law 100-237) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking subpara- 
graph (B) and inserting the following: 

‘“(B) the program established under section 
4(b) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2018(b));’’?; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)(D), by striking ‘‘the 
Committee on Education and Labor” and in- 
serting ‘‘the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce”; 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)(A)(ii), by striking 
“section 32 of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.)’’ and inserting ‘‘sec- 
tion 32 of the Act of August 24, 1935 (7 U.S.C. 
612c)’; 

(3) in subsection (e)(1)(D)(iii), by striking 
subclause (II) and inserting the following: 

“(IT) the program established under section 
4(b) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2018(b));’’; and 

(4) in subsection (k), by striking ‘‘the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor” and insert- 
ing “the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce”. 

Subtitle C—Miscellaneous 
SEC. 4201. PURCHASE OF FRESH FRUITS AND 
VEGETABLES FOR DISTRIBUTION TO 
SCHOOLS AND SERVICE INSTITU- 
TIONS. 

Section 10603(b) of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 612c- 
4(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012” and in- 
serting ‘‘2018”. 

SEC. 4202. SENIORS FARMERS’ MARKET NUTRI- 
TION PROGRAM. 

Section 4402(a) of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
3007(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012” and in- 
serting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 4203. NUTRITION INFORMATION AND 
AWARENESS PILOT PROGRAM. 

Section 4403 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 3171 
note; Public Law 107-171) is repealed. 

SEC. 4204. WHOLE GRAIN PRODUCTS. 

Section 4805 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (42 U.S.C. 1755a) is amend- 
ed— 
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(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘2005’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2010”’; 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘2011’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2015”’; 

(3) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘Labor of 
the House of Representative” and inserting 
“the Workforce of the House of Representa- 
tives”; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

““(f) FUNDING.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—On October 1, 2013, out of 
any funds in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall transfer to the Secretary to carry out 
this section $10,000,000 for the period of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2015. 

‘((2) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec- 
retary shall be entitled to receive, shall ac- 
cept, and shall use to carry out this section 
the funds transferred under paragraph (1), 
without further appropriation. 

‘(3) MAINTENANCE OF FUNDING.—The fund- 
ing provided under paragraph (1) shall sup- 
plement (and not supplant) other Federal 
funding (including funds made available 
under section 32 of the Act of August 24, 1935 
(7 U.S.C. 612c)) for programs carried out 
under— 

“(A) the Richard B. Russell National 
School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1751 et seq.), ex- 
cept for section 19 of that Act (42 U.S.C. 
1769a); 

“(B) the Emergency Food Assistance Act 
of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 7501 et seq.); and 

“(C) section 27 of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2036).”. 

SEC. 4205. HUNGER-FREE COMMUNITIES. 

Section 4405 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7517) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.— 

“(A) COLLABORATIVE GRANTS.—In sub- 
section (b), the term ‘eligible entity’ means 
a public food program service provider or 
nonprofit organization, including an emer- 
gency feeding organization, that has collabo- 
rated or will collaborate with 1 or more local 
partner organizations to achieve at least 1 
hunger-free communities goal. 

“(B) INCENTIVE GRANTS.—In subsection (c), 
the term ‘eligible entity’ means a nonprofit 
organization (including an emergency feed- 
ing organization), an agricultural coopera- 
tive, producer network or association, com- 
munity health organization, public benefit 
corporation, economic development corpora- 
tion, farmers’ market, community-supported 
agriculture program, buying club, supple- 
mental nutrition assistance program retail 
food store, a State, local, or tribal agency, 
and any other entity the Secretary des- 
ignates.’’; 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(4) SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM.—The term ‘supplemental nutrition 
assistance program’ means the supplemental 
nutrition assistance program established 
under the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2011 et seq.). 

‘(5) UNDERSERVED COMMUNITY.—The term 
‘underserved community’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 25 of the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2034).’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)(A), by striking ‘‘not 
more than 50 percent of any funds made 
available under subsection (e)’’ and inserting 
“funds made available under subsection 
(d))”’; and 

(3) by striking subsections (c), (d), and (e) 
and inserting the following: 

‘“(¢) HUNGER-FREE COMMUNITIES INCENTIVE 
GRANTS.— 
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“(1) AUTHORIZATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In each of the years 
specified in subsection (d), the Secretary 
shall make grants to eligible entities in ac- 
cordance with paragraph (2). 

‘“(B) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of carrying out an activity under 
this subsection shall not exceed 50 percent of 
the total cost of the activity. 

“(C) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share of 
the cost of an activity under this subsection 
may be provided— 

‘“(ID) in cash or in-kind contributions as de- 
termined by the Secretary, including facili- 
ties, equipment, or services; and 

‘“(ID) by a State or local government or a 
private source. 

““(i) LIMITATION.—In the case of a for-prof- 
it entity, the non-Federal share described in 
clause (i) shall not include services of an em- 
ployee, including salaries paid or expenses 
covered by the employer. 

“(2) CRITERIA.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub- 
section, an eligible entity is a governmental 
agency or nonprofit organization that— 

“(G) meets the application criteria set forth 
by the Secretary; and 

“(i) proposes a project that, at a min- 
imum— 

“(I) has the support of the State agency; 

“(II) would increase the purchase of fruits 
and vegetables by low-income consumers 
participating in the supplemental nutrition 
assistance program by providing incentives 
at the point of purchase; 

“(IIT) agrees to participate in the evalua- 
tion described in paragraph (4); 

““(TV) ensures that the same terms and con- 
ditions apply to purchases made by individ- 
uals with benefits issued under this Act and 
incentives provided for in this subsection as 
apply to purchases made by individuals who 
are not members of households receiving 
benefits, such as provided for in section 
278.2(b) of title 7, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions (or a successor regulation); and 

“(V) includes effective and efficient tech- 
nologies for benefit redemption systems that 
may be replicated in other for States and 
communities. 

“(B) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this section, the Secretary shall give pri- 
ority to projects that— 

“(i) maximize the share of funds used for 
direct incentives to participants; 

“(ii) use direct-to-consumer sales mar- 
keting; 

“(iii) demonstrate a track record of design- 
ing and implementing successful nutrition 
incentive programs that connect low-income 
consumers and agricultural producers; 

““(iv) provide locally or regionally produced 
fruits and vegetables; 

“(v) are located in underserved commu- 
nities; or 

‘“(vi) address other criteria as established 
by the Secretary. 

‘(3) APPLICABILITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The value of any benefit 
provided to a participant in any activity 
funded under this subsection shall not be 
considered income or resources for any pur- 
pose under any Federal, State, or local law. 

‘(B) PROHIBITION ON COLLECTION OF SALES 
TAXES.—Each State shall ensure that no 
State or local tax is collected on a purchase 
of food under this subsection. 

“(C) NO LIMITATION ON BENEFITS.—A grant 
made available under this subsection shall 
not be used to carry out any project that 
limits the use of benefits under the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) or 
any other Federal nutrition law. 


January 22, 2013 


“(D) HOUSEHOLD ALLOTMENT.—Assistance 
provided under this subsection to households 
receiving benefits under the supplemental 
nutrition assistance program shall not— 

“(i) be considered part of the supplemental 
nutrition assistance program benefits of the 
household; or 

“(ii) be used in the collection or disposi- 
tion of claims under section 13 of the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2022). 

(4) EVALUATION.— 

‘(A) INDEPENDENT EVALUATION.—The Sec- 
retary shall provide for an independent eval- 
uation of projects selected under this sub- 
section that measures the impact of each 
project on— 

“(i) improving the nutrition and health 
status of participating households receiving 
incentives under this subsection; and 

“(ii) increasing fruit and vegetable pur- 
chases in participating households. 

‘“(B) REQUIREMENT.—The independent eval- 
uation under subparagraph (A) shall use rig- 
orous methodologies capable of producing 
scientifically valid information regarding 
the effectiveness of a project. 

“(C) CosTs.—The Secretary may use funds 
not to exceed 10 percent of the funding pro- 
vided to carry out this section to pay costs 
associated with administering, monitoring, 
and evaluating each project. 

“(d) FUNDING.— 

‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out subsection (b) $5,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘(2) MANDATORY FUNDING.—Of the funds of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, the Sec- 
retary shall use to carry out subsection (c)— 

“(A) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2014; 

‘“(B) $20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2015 
through 2017; and 

““(C) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2018.’’. 

SEC. 4206. HEALTHY FOOD FINANCING INITIA- 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle D of title II of 
the Department of Agriculture Reorganiza- 
tion Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 6951 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 242. HEALTHY FOOD FINANCING INITIA- 

TIVE. 

‘“(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to enhance the authorities of the Sec- 
retary to support efforts to provide access to 
healthy food by establishing an initiative to 
improve access to healthy foods in under- 
served areas, to create and preserve quality 
jobs, and to revitalize low-income commu- 
nities by providing loans and grants to eligi- 
ble fresh, healthy food retailers to overcome 
the higher costs and initial barriers to entry 
in underserved areas. 

‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL 
INSTITUTION.—The term ‘community develop- 
ment financial institution’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 103 of the Commu- 
nity Development Banking and Financial In- 
stitutions Act of 1994 (12 U.S.C. 4702). 

“(2) INITIATIVE.—The term ‘Initiative’ 
means the Healthy Food Financing Initia- 
tive established under subsection (c)(1). 

‘(3) NATIONAL FUND MANAGER.—The term 
‘national fund manager’ means a community 
development financial institution that is— 

“(A) in existence on the date of enactment 
of this section; and 

‘(B) certified by the Community Develop- 
ment Financial Institution Fund of the De- 
partment of Treasury to manage the Initia- 
tive for purposes of— 

“(i) raising private capital; 

“(ii) providing financial and technical as- 
sistance to partnerships; and 
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“(iii) funding eligible projects to attract 
fresh, healthy food retailers to underserved 
areas, in accordance with this section. 

‘“(4) PARTNERSHIP.—The term ‘partnership’ 
means a regional, State, or local public-pri- 
vate partnership that— 

“(A) is organized to improve access to 
fresh, healthy foods; 

‘(B) provides financial and technical as- 
sistance to eligible projects; and 

“(C) meets such other criteria as the Sec- 
retary may establish. 

‘(5) PERISHABLE FOOD.—The term ‘perish- 
able food’ means a staple food that is fresh, 
refrigerated, or frozen. 

“(6) QUALITY JOB.—The term ‘quality job’ 
means a job that provides wages and other 
benefits comparable to, or better than, simi- 
lar positions in existing businesses of similar 
size in similar local economies. 

‘(7) STAPLE FOOD.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘staple food’ 
means food that is a basic dietary item. 

‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘staple food’ 
includes— 

“(i) bread; 

“(ii) flour; 

“(iii) fruits; 

“(iv) vegetables; and 

“(v) meat. 

‘“*(c) INITIATIVE.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish an initiative to achieve the purpose 
described in subsection (a) in accordance 
with this subsection. 

‘*(2) IMPLEMENTATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the Ini- 
tiative, the Secretary shall provide funding 
to entities with eligible projects, as de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B), subject to the 
priorities described in subparagraph (C). 

“(ii) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds provided to an 
entity pursuant to clause (i) shall be used— 

“(I) to create revolving loan pools of cap- 
ital or other products to provide loans to fi- 
nance eligible projects or partnerships; 

‘(II) to provide grants for eligible projects 
or partnerships; 

“(III) to provide technical assistance to 
funded projects and entities seeking Initia- 
tive funding; and 

‘“(IV) to cover administrative expenses of 
the national fund manager in an amount not 
to exceed 10 percent of the Federal funds pro- 
vided. 

‘(B) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—Subject to the 
approval of the Secretary, the national fund 
manager shall establish eligibility criteria 
for projects under the Initiative, which shall 
include the existence or planned execution of 
agreements— 

“(i) to expand or preserve the availability 
of staple foods in underserved areas with 
moderate- and low-income populations by 
maintaining or increasing the number of re- 
tail outlets that offer an assortment of per- 
ishable food and staple food items, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary, in those areas; and 

“(ii) to accept benefits under the supple- 
mental nutrition assistance program estab- 
lished under the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.). 

“(C) PRIORITIES.—In carrying out the Ini- 
tiative, priority shall be given to projects 
that— 

“(i) are located in severely distressed low- 
income communities, as defined by the Com- 
munity Development Financial Institutions 
Fund of the Department of Treasury; and 

“(ii) include 1 or more of the following 
characteristics: 

‘“(T) The project will create or retain qual- 
ity jobs for low-income residents in the com- 
munity. 
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“(II) The project supports regional food 
systems and locally grown foods, to the max- 
imum extent practicable. 

““(IIT) In areas served by public transit, the 
project is accessible by public transit. 

“(IV) The project involves women- or mi- 
nority-owned businesses. 

“(V) The project receives funding from 
other sources, including other Federal agen- 
cies. 

“(VI) The project otherwise advances the 
purpose of this section, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

“(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section 
$125,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
296(b) of the Department of Agriculture Re- 
organization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 7014(b)) (as 
amended by section 1609(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in paragraph (8), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

(9) the authority of the Secretary to es- 
tablish and carry out the Health Food Fi- 
nancing Initiative under section 242.’’. 

SEC. 4207. PULSE CROP PRODUCTS. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to encourage greater awareness and inter- 
est in the number and variety of pulse crop 
products available to schoolchildren, as rec- 
ommended by the most recent Dietary 
Guidelines for Americans published under 
section 301 of the National Nutrition Moni- 
toring and Related Research Act of 1990 (7 
U.S.C. 5341). 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ELIGIBLE PULSE CROP.—The term ‘‘eligi- 
ble pulse crop”? means dry beans, dry peas, 
lentils, and chickpeas. 

(2) PULSE CROP PRODUCT.—The term ‘‘pulse 
crop product” means a food product derived 
in whole or in part from an eligible pulse 
crop. 

(c) PURCHASE OF PULSE CROPS AND PULSE 
CROP PRODUCTS.—In addition to the com- 
modities delivered under section 6 of the 
Richard B. Russell National School Lunch 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1755), the Secretary shall pur- 
chase eligible pulse crops and pulse crop 
products for use in— 

(1) the school lunch program established 
under the Richard B. Russell National 
School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1751 et seq.); and 

(2) the school breakfast program estab- 
lished by section 4 of the Child Nutrition Act 
of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 1773). 

(da) EVALUATION.—Not later than Sep- 
tember 30, 2016, the Secretary shall conduct 
an evaluation of the activities conducted 
under subsection (c), including— 

(1) an evaluation of whether children par- 
ticipating in the school lunch and breakfast 
programs described in subsection (c) in- 
creased overall consumption of eligible pulse 
crops as a result of the activities; 

(2) an evaluation of which eligible pulse 
crops and pulse crop products are most ac- 
ceptable for use in the school lunch and 
breakfast programs; 

(8) any recommendations of the Secretary 
regarding the integration of the use of pulse 
crop products in carrying out the school 
lunch and breakfast programs; 

(4) an evaluation of any change in the nu- 
trient composition in the school lunch and 
breakfast programs due to the activities; and 

(5) an evaluation of any other outcomes de- 
termined to be appropriate by the Secretary. 

(e) REPORT.—As soon as practicable after 
the completion of the evaluation under sub- 
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section (d), the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry of the Senate and the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce of the 
House of Representative a report describing 
the results of the evaluation. 


(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 


SEC. 4208. DIETARY GUIDELINES FOR AMERI- 
CANS. 


Section 30l(a) of the National Nutrition 
Monitoring and Related Research Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 5341(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(3) PREGNANT WOMEN AND YOUNG CHIL- 
DREN.—Not later than the 2020 report and in 
each report thereafter, the Secretaries shall 
include national nutritional and dietary in- 
formation and guidelines for pregnant 
women and children from birth until the age 
of 2.”. 


SEC. 4209. PURCHASES OF LOCALLY PRODUCED 
FOODS. 


Section 9(j) of the Richard B. Russell Na- 
tional School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1758(j)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(3) as subparagraphs (A) through (C), respec- 
tively, and indenting the subparagraphs ap- 
propriately; 

(2) by striking ‘‘The Secretary” and insert- 
ing the following: 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary”; 

(3) in paragraph (1) (as so redesignated)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘paragraph (1) of the policy 
described in that paragraph and paragraph 
(3)? and inserting ‘‘subparagraph (A) of the 
policy described in that subparagraph and 
subparagraph (C)’’; and 

(ii) by striking “and” at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(D) not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this subparagraph, in accord- 
ance with paragraphs (2) and (3), conduct not 
fewer than 5 demonstration projects through 
school food authorities receiving funds under 
this Act and the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 
(42 U.S.C. 1771 et seq.) to facilitate the pur- 
chase of unprocessed and minimally proc- 
essed locally grown and locally raised agri- 
cultural products.’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

(2) SELECTION.—In conducting demonstra- 
tion projects under paragraph (1)(D), the Sec- 
retary shall ensure that at least 1 project is 
located in a State in each of— 

“(A) the Pacific Northwest Region; 

“(B) the Northeast Region; 

“(C) the Western Region; 

“(D) the Midwest Region; and 

“(E) the Southern Region. 

‘(3) PRIORITY.—In selecting States for par- 
ticipation in the demonstration projects 
under paragraph (2), the Secretary shall 
prioritize applications based on— 

“(A) the quantity and variety of growers of 
local fruits and vegetables in the State; 

“(B) the demonstrated commitment of the 
State to farm-to-school efforts, as evidenced 
by prior efforts to increase and promote 
farm-to- school programs in the State; and 

“(C) whether the State contains a suffi- 
cient quantity of school districts of varying 
population sizes and geographical loca- 
tions.’’. 
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TITLE V—CREDIT 


Subtitle A—Farmer Loans, Servicing, and 
Other Assistance Under the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act 

SEC. 5001. FARMER LOANS, SERVICING, AND 

OTHER ASSISTANCE UNDER THE 
CONSOLIDATED FARM AND RURAL 
DEVELOPMENT ACT. 

The Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop- 
ment Act (as amended by section 6001) is 
amended by inserting after section 3002 the 
following: 

“Subtitle A—Farmer Loans, Servicing, and 

Other Assistance 

“CHAPTER 1—FARM OWNERSHIP LOANS 
“SEC. 3101. FARM OWNERSHIP LOANS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make or guarantee a farm ownership loan 
under this chapter to an eligible farmer. 

‘(b) ELIGIBILITY.—A farmer shall be eligi- 
ble under subsection (a) only— 

“(1) if the farmer, or, in the case of an enti- 
ty, 1 or more individuals holding a majority 
interest in the farmer— 

“(A) is a citizen of the United States; and 

“(B) in the case of a direct loan, has train- 
ing or farming experience that the Secretary 
determines is sufficient to ensure a reason- 
able prospect of success in the farming oper- 
ation proposed by the farmer; 

“(2)(A) in the case of a farmer that is an 
individual, if the farmer is or proposes to be- 
come an owner and operator of a farm that 
is not larger than a family farm; or 

‘“(B) in the case of a lessee-operator of a 
farm located in the State of Hawaii, if the 
Secretary determines that— 

“(i) the farm is not larger than a family 
farm; 

“(ii) the farm cannot be acquired in fee 
simple by the lessee-operator; 

‘“(iii) adequate security is provided for the 
loan with respect to the farm for which the 
lessee-operator applies under this chapter; 
and 

“(iv) there is a reasonable probability of 
accomplishing the objectives and repayment 
of the loan; 

“(3) in the case of a farmer that is a coop- 
erative, corporation, partnership, trust, lim- 
ited liability company, joint operation, or 
such other legal entity as the Secretary de- 
termines to be appropriate, with respect to 
the entity and each farm in which the entity 
has an ownership or operator interest— 

“(A) if— 

“(i) a majority interest is held by individ- 
uals who are related by blood or marriage, as 
defined by the Secretary; 

‘“(ii) all of the individuals are or propose to 
become owners or operators of a farm that is 
not larger than a family farm; and 

“(iii) at least 1 of the individuals is or pro- 
poses to become an operator of the farm; or 

“(B) if— 

“(i) the entire interest is held by individ- 
uals who are related by blood or marriage, as 
defined by the Secretary; 

“(ii) all of the individuals are or propose to 
become farm operators; and 

“(iii) the ownership interest of each indi- 
vidual separately constitutes not larger than 
a family farm, even if the ownership inter- 
ests of the individuals collectively con- 
stitute larger than a family farm; 

“(4) in the case of an entity that is, or will 
become within a reasonable period of time, 
as determined by the Secretary, only the op- 
erator of a family farm, if the 1 or more indi- 
viduals who are the owners of the family 
farm own— 

“(A) a percentage of the family farm that 
exceeds 50 percent; or 
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“(B) such other percentage as the Sec- 
retary determines to be appropriate; 

‘“(5) in the case of an operator described in 
paragraph (38) that is owned, in whole or in 
part, by 1 or more other entities, if each of 
the individuals that have a direct or indirect 
ownership interest in such other entities 
also have a direct ownership interest in the 
entity applying as an individual; and 

“(6) if the farmer and each individual that 
holds a majority interest in the farmer is un- 
able to obtain credit elsewhere. 

‘“(c) DIRECT LOANS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the Secretary may make a direct loan under 
this chapter only to a farmer who has par- 
ticipated in business operations of a farm for 
not less than 3 years (or has other acceptable 
experience for a period of time determined 
by the Secretary) and— 

“(A) is a qualified beginning farmer; 

“(B) has not received a previous direct 
farm ownership loan made under this chap- 
ter; or 

“(C) has not received a direct farm owner- 
ship loan under this chapter more than 10 
years before the date on which the new loan 
would be made. 

‘“(2) YOUTH LOANS.—The operation of an en- 
terprise by a youth under section 3201(d) 
shall not be considered the operation of a 
farm for purposes of paragraph (1). 

“SEC. 3102. PURPOSES OF LOANS. 

‘“(a) ALLOWED PURPOSES.— 

“(1) DIRECT LOANS.—A farmer may use a di- 
rect loan made under this chapter only— 

“(A) to acquire or enlarge a farm; 

“(B) to make capital improvements to a 
farm; 

““(C) to pay loan closing costs related to ac- 
quiring, enlarging, or improving a farm; 

“(D) to pay for activities to promote soil 
and water conservation and protection de- 
scribed in section 3103 on a farm; or 

‘“(E) to refinance a temporary bridge loan 
made by a commercial or cooperative lender 
to a farmer for the acquisition of land for a 
farm, if— 

““(i) the Secretary approved an application 
for a direct farm ownership loan to the farm- 
er for acquisition of the land; and 

“(i) funds for direct farm ownership loans 
under section 3201(a) were not available at 
the time at which the application was ap- 
proved. 

‘“(2) GUARANTEED LOANS.—A farmer may 
use a loan guaranteed under this chapter 
only— 

“(A) to acquire or enlarge a farm; 

“(B) to make capital improvements to a 
farm; 

““(C) to pay loan closing costs related to ac- 
quiring, enlarging, or improving a farm; 

“(D) to pay for activities to promote soil 
and water conservation and protection de- 
scribed in section 3103 on a farm; or 

‘“(E) to refinance indebtedness. 

(b) PREFERENCES.—In making or guaran- 
teeing a loan under this chapter for purchase 
of a farm, the Secretary shall give preference 
to a person who— 

“(1) has a dependent family; 

“(2) to the extent practicable, is able to 
make an initial down payment on the farm; 
or 

““(3) is an owner of livestock or farm equip- 
ment that is necessary to successfully carry 
out farming operations. 

‘“(c) HAZARD INSURANCE REQUIREMENT.— 
The Secretary may not make a loan to a 
farmer under this chapter unless the farmer 
has, or agrees to obtain, hazard insurance on 
any real property to be acquired or improved 
with the loan. 


January 22, 2013 


“SEC. 3103. CONSERVATION LOAN AND LOAN 
GUARANTEE PROGRAM. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make or guarantee qualified conservation 
loans to eligible borrowers under this sec- 
tion. 

“(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) CONSERVATION PLAN.—The term ‘con- 
servation plan’ means a plan, approved by 
the Secretary, that, for a farming operation, 
identifies the conservation activities that 
will be addressed with loan funds provided 
under this section, including— 

“(A) the installation of conservation struc- 
tures to address soil, water, and related re- 
sources; 

“(B) the establishment of forest cover for 
sustained yield timber management, erosion 
control, or shelter belt purposes; 

“(C) the installation of water conservation 
measures; 

“(D) the installation of waste management 
systems; 

“(E) the establishment or improvement of 
permanent pasture; 

‘(F) compliance with section 1212 of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3812); 
and 

‘(G) other purposes consistent with the 
plan, including the adoption of any other 
emerging or existing conservation practices, 
techniques, or technologies approved by the 
Secretary. 

‘(2) QUALIFIED CONSERVATION LOAN.—The 
term ‘qualified conservation loan’ means a 
loan, the proceeds of which are used to cover 
the costs to the borrower of carrying out a 
qualified conservation project. 

‘(3) QUALIFIED CONSERVATION PROJECT.— 
The term ‘qualified conservation project’ 
means conservation measures that address 
provisions of a conservation plan of the eligi- 
ble borrower. 

‘(c) ELIGIBILITY.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 
or guarantee loans to farmers. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—To be eligible for a 
loan under this section, applicants shall 
meet the citizenship and training and experi- 
ence requirements of section 3101(b). 

“(d) PRIORITY.—In making or guaranteeing 
loans under this section, the Secretary shall 
give priority to— 

“(1) qualified beginning farmers and so- 
cially disadvantaged farmers; 

(2) owners or tenants who use the loans to 
convert to sustainable or organic agricul- 
tural production systems; and 

‘“(3) producers who use the loans to build 
conservation structures or establish con- 
servation practices to comply with section 
1212 of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3812). 

‘(e) LIMITATIONS APPLICABLE TO LOAN 
GUARANTEES.—The portion of a loan that the 
Secretary may guarantee under this section 
shall not exceed 75 percent of the principal 
amount of the loan. 

‘“(f) ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS.—The Sec- 
retary shall ensure, to the maximum extent 
practicable, that loans made or guaranteed 
under this section are distributed across di- 
verse geographic regions. 

‘“(g) CREDIT ELIGIBILITY.—The provisions of 
paragraphs (1) and (3) of section 3406(a) shall 
not apply to loans made or guaranteed under 
this section. 

‘(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
For each of fiscal years 2013 through 2018, 
there are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary such sums as are necessary to 
carry out this section. 

“SEC. 3104. LOAN MAXIMUMS. 

“(a) MAXIMUM.— 
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“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make or guarantee no loan under sections 
8101, 3102, 3103, 3106, and 3107 that would 
cause the unpaid indebtedness under those 
sections of any 1 borrower to exceed the less- 
er of— 

“(A) the value of the farm or other secu- 
rity, or 

“(B)(i) in the case of a loan made by the 
Secretary, $300,000; or 

“(ii) in the case of a loan guaranteed by 
the Secretary, $700,000 (as modified under 
paragraph (2)). 

‘(2) MODIFICATION.—The amount specified 
in paragraph (1)(B)(ii) shall be— 

“(A) increased, beginning with fiscal year 
2000, by the inflation percentage applicable 
to the fiscal year in which the loan is guar- 
anteed; and 

‘“(B) reduced by the amount of any unpaid 
indebtedness of the borrower on loans under 
chapter 2 that are guaranteed by the Sec- 
retary. 

‘(b) DETERMINATION OF VALUE.—In deter- 
mining the value of the farm, the Secretary 
shall consider appraisals made by competent 
appraisers under rules established by the 
Secretary. 

‘“(c) INFLATION PERCENTAGE.—For purposes 
of this section, the inflation percentage ap- 
plicable to a fiscal year is the percentage (if 
any) by which— 

“(1) the average of the Prices Paid By 
Farmers Index (as compiled by the National 
Agricultural Statistics Service of the De- 
partment) for the 12-month period ending on 
August 31 of the immediately preceding fis- 
cal year; exceeds 

“(2) the average of that index (as so de- 
fined) for the 12-month period ending on Au- 
gust 31, 1996. 

“SEC. 3105. REPAYMENT REQUIREMENTS FOR 
FARM OWNERSHIP LOANS. 

“(a) PERIOD FOR REPAYMENT.—The period 
for repayment of a loan under this chapter 
shall not exceed 40 years. 

‘(b) INTEREST RATES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this title, the interest rate on a loan 
under this chapter shall be determined by 
the Secretary at a rate— 

“(A) not to exceed the sum obtained by 
adding— 

“(i) the current average market yield on 
outstanding marketable obligations of the 
United States with remaining periods to ma- 
turity comparable to the average maturity 
of the loan; and 

“(ii) an amount not to exceed 1 percent, as 
determined by the Secretary; and 

‘(B) adjusted to the nearest % of 1 percent. 

‘(2) LOW INCOME FARM OWNERSHIP LOANS.— 
Except as provided in paragraph (3), the in- 
terest rate on a loan (other than a guaran- 
teed loan) under section 3106 shall be deter- 
mined by the Secretary at a rate that is— 

“(A) not greater than the sum obtained by 
adding— 

“(i) an amount that does not exceed % of 
the current average market yield on out- 
standing marketable obligations of the 
United States with maturities of 5 years; and 

“(ii) an amount not to exceed 1 percent per 
year, as the Secretary determines is appro- 
priate; and 

‘(B) not less than 5 percent per year. 

‘(3) JOINT FINANCING ARRANGEMENT.—If a 
direct farm ownership loan is made under 
this chapter as part of a joint financing ar- 
rangement and the amount of the direct 
farm ownership loan does not exceed 50 per- 
cent of the total principal amount financed 
under the arrangement, the interest rate on 
the direct farm ownership loan shall be at 
least 4 percent annually. 
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(4) GUARANTEED LOANS.—The interest rate 
on a loan made under this chapter as a guar- 
anteed loan shall be such rate as may be 
agreed on by the borrower and the lender, 
but not in excess of any rate determined by 
the Secretary. 

‘“(c) PAYMENT OF CHARGES.—A borrower of 
a loan made or guaranteed under this chap- 
ter shall pay such fees and other charges as 
the Secretary may require, and prepay to the 
Secretary such taxes and insurance as the 
Secretary may require, on such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary may prescribe. 

“(d) SECURITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall take 
as security for an obligation entered into in 
connection with a loan, a mortgage on a 
farm with respect to which the loan is made 
or such other security as the Secretary may 
require. 

‘“(2) LIENS TO UNITED STATES.—An instru- 
ment for security under paragraph (1) may 
constitute a lien running to the United 
States notwithstanding the fact that the 
note for the security may be held by a lender 
other than the United States. 

“*(3) MULTIPLE LOANS.—A borrower may use 
the same collateral to secure 2 or more loans 
made or guaranteed under this chapter, ex- 
cept that the outstanding amount of the 
loans may not exceed the total value of the 
collateral. 

‘“(e) MINERAL RIGHTS AS COLLATERAL.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a farm 
ownership loan made after December 23, 1985, 
unless appraised values of the rights to oil, 
gas, or other minerals are specifically in- 
cluded as part of the appraised value of col- 
lateral securing the loan, the rights to oil, 
gas, or other minerals located under the 
property shall not be considered part of the 
collateral securing the loan. 

‘(2) COMPENSATORY PAYMENTS.—Nothing in 
this subsection prevents the inclusion of, as 
part of the collateral securing the loan, any 
payment or other compensation the bor- 
rower may receive for damages to the sur- 
face of the collateral real estate resulting 
from the exploration for or recovery of min- 
erals. 

“(f) ADDITIONAL COLLATERAL.—The Sec- 
retary may not— 

“(1) require any borrower to provide addi- 
tional collateral to secure a farmer program 
loan made or guaranteed under this subtitle, 
if the borrower is current in the payment of 
principal and interest on the loan; or 

“(2) bring any action to foreclose, or other- 
wise liquidate, the loan as a result of the 
failure of a borrower to provide additional 
collateral to secure the loan, if the borrower 
was current in the payment of principal and 
interest on the loan at the time the addi- 
tional collateral was requested. 

“SEC. 3106. LIMITED-RESOURCE LOANS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make or guarantee a limited-resource loan 
for any of the purposes specified in sections 
3102(a) or 3103(a) to a farmer in the United 
States who— 

“(1) in the case of an entity, all members, 
stockholders, or partners are eligible under 
section 3101(b); 

‘“(2) has a low income; and 

(3) demonstrates a need to maximize the 
income of the farmer from farming oper- 
ations. 

‘“(b) INSTALLMENTS.—A loan made or guar- 
anteed under this section shall be repayable 
in such installments as the Secretary deter- 
mines will provide for reduced payments dur- 
ing the initial repayment period of the loan 
and larger payments during the remainder of 
the repayment period of the loan. 
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‘“(c) INTEREST RATES.—Except as provided 
in section 3105(b)(3) and in section 3204(b)(3), 
the interest rate on loans (other than guar- 
anteed loans) under this section shall not 
be— 

“(1) greater than the sum obtained by add- 
ing— 

“(A) an amount that does not exceed % of 
the current average market yield on out- 
standing marketable obligations of the 
United States with maturities of 5 years; and 

‘“(B) an amount not exceeding 1 percent per 
year, as the Secretary determines is appro- 
priate; or 

‘(2) less than 5 percent per year. 

“SEC. 3107. DOWNPAYMENT LOAN PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of this chapter, the Sec- 
retary shall establish, under the farm owner- 
ship loan program established under this 
chapter, a program under which loans shall 
be made under this section to a qualified be- 
ginning farmer or a socially disadvantaged 
farmer for a downpayment on a farm owner- 
ship loan. 

‘“(2) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall be 
the primary coordinator of credit super- 
vision for the downpayment loan program es- 
tablished under this section, in consultation 
with a commercial or cooperative lender 
and, if applicable, a contracting credit coun- 
seling service selected under section 3420(c). 

‘*(b) LOAN TERMS.— 

“(1) PRINCIPAL.—Each loan made under 
this section shall be in an amount that does 
not exceed 45 percent of the lesser of— 

“(A) the purchase price of the farm to be 
acquired; 

‘“(B) the appraised value of the farm to be 
acquired; or 

‘“(C) $667,000. 

‘(2) INTEREST RATE.—The interest rate on 
any loan made by the Secretary under this 
section shall be a rate equal to the greater 
of— 

“(A) the difference between— 

“(i) 4 percent; and 

“(ii) the interest rate for farm ownership 
loans under this chapter; or 

‘“(B) 1.5 percent. 

‘(3) DURATION.—Each loan under this sec- 
tion shall be made for a period of 20 years or 
less, at the option of the borrower. 

“(4) REPAYMENT.—Each borrower of a loan 
under this section shall repay the loan to the 
Secretary in equal annual installments. 

‘(5) NATURE OF RETAINED SECURITY INTER- 
EST.—The Secretary shall retain an interest 
in each farm acquired with a loan made 
under this section that shall— 

“(A) be secured by the farm; 

‘“(B) be junior only to such interests in the 
farm as may be conveyed at the time of ac- 
quisition to the person (including a lender) 
from whom the borrower obtained a loan 
used to acquire the farm; and 

‘(C) require the borrower to obtain the 
permission of the Secretary before the bor- 
rower may grant an additional security in- 
terest in the farm. 

“(c) LIMITATIONS.— 

‘(1) BORROWERS REQUIRED TO MAKE MIN- 
IMUM DOWN PAYMENT.—The Secretary shall 
not make a loan under this section to any 
borrower with respect to a farm if the con- 
tribution of the borrower to the down pay- 
ment on the farm will be less than 5 percent 
of the purchase price of the farm. 

‘((2) PROHIBITED TYPES OF FINANCING.—The 
Secretary shall not make a loan under this 
section with respect to a farm if the farm is 
to be acquired with other financing that con- 
tains any of the following conditions: 
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“(A) The financing is to be amortized over 
a period of less than 30 years. 

‘“(B) A balloon payment will be due on the 
financing during the 20-year period begin- 
ning on the date on which the loan is to be 
made by the Secretary. 

““(d) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall, to the max- 
imum extent practicable— 

“(1) facilitate the transfer of farms from 
retiring farmers to persons eligible for in- 
sured loans under this subtitle; 

‘“(2) make efforts to widely publicize the 
availability of loans under this section 
among— 

‘(A) potentially eligible recipients of the 
loans; 

“(B) retiring farmers; and 

‘(C) applicants for farm ownership loans 
under this chapter; 

“(3) encourage retiring farmers to assist in 
the sale of their farms to qualified beginning 
farmers and socially disadvantaged farmers 
providing seller financing; 

“(4) coordinate the loan program estab- 
lished by this section with State programs 
that provide farm ownership or operating 
loans for beginning farmers or socially dis- 
advantaged farmers; and 

‘“(5) establish annual performance goals to 
promote the use of the down payment loan 
program and other joint financing arrange- 
ments as the preferred choice for direct real 
estate loans made by any lender to a quali- 
fied beginning farmer or socially disadvan- 
taged farmer. 

“SEC. 3108. BEGINNING FARMER AND SOCIALLY 
DISADVANTAGED FARMER CON- 
TRACT LAND SALES PROGRAM. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, in 
accordance with this section, guarantee a 
loan made by a private seller of a farm to a 
qualified beginning farmer or socially dis- 
advantaged farmer on a contract land sales 
basis. 

‘*(b) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a loan 
guarantee under subsection (a)— 

“(1) the qualified beginning farmer or so- 
cially disadvantaged farmer shall— 

‘(A) on the date the contract land sale 
that is subject of the loan is complete, own 
and operate the farm that is the subject of 
the contract land sale; 

“(B) have a credit history that— 

“(i) includes a record of satisfactory debt 
repayment, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

““(ii) is acceptable to the Secretary; and 

“(C) demonstrate to the Secretary that the 
farmer is unable to obtain sufficient credit 
without a guarantee to finance any actual 
need of the farmer at a reasonable rate or 
term; and 

‘“(2) the loan shall meet applicable under- 
writing criteria, as determined by the Sec- 
retary. 

“(c) LIMITATIONS.—The Secretary shall not 
provide a loan guarantee under subsection 
(a) if— 

“(1) the contribution of the qualified be- 
ginning farmer or socially disadvantaged 
farmer to the down payment for the farm 
that is the subject of the contract land sale 
would be less than 5 percent of the purchase 
price of the farm; or 

‘“(2) the purchase price or the appraisal 
value of the farm that is the subject of the 
contract land sale is greater than $500,000. 

‘“(d) PERIOD OF GUARANTEE.—A loan guar- 
antee under this section shall be in effect for 
the 10-year period beginning on the date on 
which the guarantee is provided. 

‘(e) GUARANTEE PLAN.— 

‘“(1) SELECTION OF PLAN.—A private seller 
of a farm who makes a loan guaranteed by 
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the Secretary under subsection (a) may se- 
lect— 

“(A) a prompt payment guarantee plan, 
which shall cover— 

“(i) 3 amortized annual installments; or 

“Gi) an amount equal to 3 annual install- 
ments (including an amount equal to the 
total cost of any tax and insurance incurred 
during the period covered by the annual in- 
stallments); or 

“(B) a standard guarantee plan, which 
shall cover an amount equal to 90 percent of 
the outstanding principal of the loan. 

‘(2) ELIGIBILITY FOR STANDARD GUARANTEE 
PLAN.—To be eligible for a standard guar- 
antee plan referred to in paragraph (1)(B), a 
private seller shall— 

“(A) secure a commercial lending institu- 
tion or similar entity, as determined by the 
Secretary, to serve as an escrow agent; or 

‘“(B) in cooperation with the farmer, use an 
appropriate alternate arrangement, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary. 

“CHAPTER 2—OPERATING LOANS 
“SEC. 3201. OPERATING LOANS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make or guarantee an operating loan under 
this chapter to an eligible farmer in the 
United States. 

‘“(b) ELIGIBILITY.—A farmer shall be eligi- 
ble under subsection (a) only— 

“(1) if the farmer, or an individual holding 
a majority interest in the farmer— 

“(A) is a citizen of the United States; and 

“(B) has training or farming experience 
that the Secretary determines is sufficient 
to ensure a reasonable prospect of success in 
the farming operation proposed by the farm- 
er; 

‘“(2) in the case of a farmer that is an indi- 
vidual, if the farmer is or proposes to become 
an operator of a farm that is not larger than 
a family farm; 

‘“(3) in the case of a farmer that is a coop- 
erative, corporation, partnership, trust, lim- 
ited liability company, joint operation, or 
other such legal entity as the Secretary de- 
termines to be appropriate, with respect to 
the entity and each farm in which the entity 
has an ownership or operator interest— 

(A) if— 

“(i) a majority interest is held by individ- 
uals who are related by blood or marriage, as 
defined by the Secretary; 

“(i) all of the individuals are or propose to 
become owners or operators of a farm that is 
not larger than a family farm; and 

“(ii) at least 1 of the individuals is or pro- 
poses to become an operator of the farm; or 

“(B) if— 

‘“(i) the entire interest is held by individ- 
uals who are related by blood or marriage, as 
defined by the Secretary; 

“(i) all of the individuals are or propose to 
become farm operators; and 

“(ii) the ownership interest of each indi- 
vidual separately constitutes not larger than 
a family farm, even if the ownership inter- 
ests of the individuals collectively con- 
stitute larger than a family farm; 

“*(4) in the case of an operator described in 
paragraph (38) that is owned, in whole or in 
part by 1 or more other entities, if not less 
than 75 percent of the ownership interests of 
each other entity is owned directly or indi- 
rectly by 1 or more individuals who own the 
family farm; and 

‘“(5) if the farmer and each individual that 
holds a majority interest in the farmer is un- 
able to obtain credit elsewhere. 

“(¢) DIRECT LOANS.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (8), 
the Secretary may make a direct loan under 
this chapter only to a farmer who— 
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“(A) is a qualified beginning farmer; 

‘“(B) has not received a previous direct op- 
erating loan made under this chapter; or 

‘(C) has not received a direct operating 
loan made under this chapter for a total of 7 
years, less 1 year for every 3 consecutive 
years the farmer did not receive a direct op- 
erating loan after the year in which the bor- 
rower initially received a direct operating 
loan under this chapter, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

(2) YOUTH LOANS.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘direct operating loan’ shall not include 
a loan made to a youth under subsection (d). 

‘(3) TRANSITION RULE.—If, as of April 4, 
1996, a farmer has received a direct operating 
loan under this chapter during each of 4 or 
more previous years, the borrower shall be 
eligible to receive a direct operating loan 
under this chapter during 3 additional years 
after April 4, 1996. 

‘*(4) WAIVERS.— 

‘(A) FARM OPERATIONS ON TRIBAL LAND.— 
The Secretary shall waive the limitation 
under paragraph (1)(C) or (3) for a direct loan 
made under this chapter to a farmer whose 
farm land is subject to the jurisdiction of an 
Indian tribe and whose loan is secured by 1 
or more security instruments that are sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of an Indian tribe if 
the Secretary determines that commercial 
credit is not generally available for such 
farm operations. 

‘(B) OTHER FARM OPERATIONS.—On a case- 
by-case determination not subject to admin- 
istrative appeal, the Secretary may grant a 
borrower a waiver, 1 time only for a period of 
2 years, of the limitation under paragraph 
(1)(C) or (8) for a direct operating loan if the 
borrower demonstrates to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary that— 

“(i) the borrower has a viable farm oper- 
ation; 

“(ii) the borrower applied for commercial 
credit from at least 2 commercial lenders; 

“(iii) the borrower was unable to obtain a 
commercial loan (including a loan guaran- 
teed by the Secretary); and 

“(iv) the borrower successfully has com- 
pleted, or will complete within 1 year, bor- 
rower training under section 3419 (from 
which requirement the Secretary shall not 
grant a waiver under section 3419(f)). 

“(d) YOUTH LOANS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub- 
section (b), except for citizenship and credit 
requirements, a loan may be made under this 
chapter to a youth who is a rural resident to 
enable the youth to operate an enterprise in 
connection with the participation in a youth 
organization, as determined by the Sec- 
retary. 

‘(2) FULL PERSONAL LIABILITY.—A youth 
receiving a loan under this subsection who 
executes a promissory note for the loan shall 
incur full personal liability for the indebted- 
ness evidenced by the note, in accordance 
with the terms of the note, free of any dis- 
ability of minority. 

‘“(3) COSIGNER.—The Secretary may accept 
the personal liability of a cosigner of a prom- 
issory note for a loan under this subsection, 
in addition to the personal liability of the 
youth borrower. 

‘(4) YOUTH ENTERPRISES NOT FARMING.— 
The operation of an enterprise by a youth 
under this subsection shall not be considered 
the operation of a farm under this subtitle. 

‘(e) PILOT LOAN PROGRAM TO SUPPORT 
HEALTHY FOODS FOR THE HUNGRY.— 

‘(1) DEFINITION OF GLEANER.—In this sub- 
section, the term ‘gleaner’ means an entity 
that— 

“(A) collects edible, surplus food that 
would be thrown away and distributes the 
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food to agencies or nonprofit organizations 
that feed the hungry; or 

“(B) harvests for free distribution to the 
needy, or for donation to agencies or non- 
profit organizations for ultimate distribu- 
tion to the needy, an agricultural crop that 
has been donated by the owner of the crop. 

‘“(2) PROGRAM.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, the Secretary shall establish, within 
the operating loan program established 
under this chapter, a pilot program under 
which the Secretary makes loans available 
to eligible entities to assist the entities in 
providing food to the hungry. 

“(3) ELIGIBILITY.—In addition to any other 
person eligible under the terms and condi- 
tions of the operating loan program estab- 
lished under this chapter, gleaners shall be 
eligible to receive loans under this sub- 
section. 

(4) LOAN AMOUNT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each loan issued under 
the program shall be in an amount of not 
less than $500 and not more than $5,000. 

“(B) REDISTRIBUTION.—If the eligible re- 
cipients in a State do not use the full alloca- 
tion of loans that are available to eligible re- 
cipients in the State under this subsection, 
the Secretary may use any unused amounts 
to make loans available to eligible entities 
in other States in accordance with this sub- 
section. 

‘*(5) LOAN PROCESSING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
process any loan application submitted 
under the program not later than 30 days 
after the date on which the application was 
submitted. 

‘(B) EXPEDITING APPLICATIONS.—The Sec- 
retary shall take any measure the Secretary 
determines necessary to expedite any appli- 
cation submitted under the program. 

‘(6) PAPERWORK REDUCTION.—The Sec- 
retary shall take measures to reduce any pa- 
perwork requirements for loans under the 
program. 

“(7) PROGRAM INTEGRITY.—The Secretary 
shall take such actions as are necessary to 
ensure the integrity of the program estab- 
lished under this subsection. 

“(8) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—Of funds that are 
made available to carry out this chapter, the 
Secretary shall use to carry out this sub- 
section a total amount of not more than 
$500,000. 

‘(9) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the maximum amount of funds are used to 
carry out this subsection under paragraph 
(8), the Secretary shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate a report that describes the results of the 
pilot program and the feasibility of expand- 
ing the program. 

“SEC. 3202. PURPOSES OF LOANS. 

‘“(a) DIRECT LOANS.—A direct loan may be 
made under this chapter only— 

“(1) to pay the costs incident to reorga- 
nizing a farm for more profitable operation; 

‘(2) to purchase livestock, poultry, or farm 
equipment; 

‘(3) to purchase feed, seed, fertilizer, insec- 
ticide, or farm supplies, or to meet other es- 
sential farm operating expenses, including 
cash rent; 

“(4) to finance land or water development, 
use, or conservation; 

‘(5) to pay loan closing costs; 

(6) to assist a farmer in changing the 
equipment, facilities, or methods of oper- 
ation of a farm to comply with a standard 
promulgated under section 6 of the Occupa- 
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tional Safety and Health Act of 1970 (29 
U.S.C. 655) or a standard adopted by a State 
under a plan approved under section 18 of 
that Act (29 U.S.C. 667), if the Secretary de- 
termines that without assistance under this 
paragraph the farmer is likely to suffer sub- 
stantial economic injury in complying with 
the standard; 

“(7) to train a limited-resource borrower 
receiving a loan under section 3106 in main- 
taining records of farming operations; 

‘“(8) to train a borrower under section 3419; 

**(9) to refinance the indebtedness of a bor- 
rower, if the borrower— 

“(A) has refinanced a loan under this chap- 
ter not more than 4 times previously; and 

“*(B)(i) is a direct loan borrower under this 
title at the time of the refinancing and has 
suffered a qualifying loss because of a nat- 
ural or major disaster or emergency; or 

‘“(ii) is refinancing a debt obtained from a 
creditor other than the Secretary; or 

‘“(10) to provide other farm or home needs, 
including family subsistence. 

‘“(b) GUARANTEED LOANS.—A loan may be 
guaranteed under this chapter only— 

“(1) to pay the costs incident to reorga- 
nizing a farm for more profitable operation; 

‘“(2) to purchase livestock, poultry, or farm 
equipment; 

“*(3) to purchase feed, seed, fertilizer, insec- 
ticide, or farm supplies, or to meet other es- 
sential farm operating expenses, including 
cash rent; 

“(4) to finance land or water development, 
use, or conservation; 

‘“(5) to refinance indebtedness; 

““(6) to pay loan closing costs; 

“(7) to assist a farmer in changing the 
equipment, facilities, or methods of oper- 
ation of a farm to comply with a standard 
promulgated under section 6 of the Occupa- 
tional Safety and Health Act of 1970 (29 
U.S.C. 655) or a standard adopted by a State 
under a plan approved under section 18 of 
that Act (29 U.S.C. 667), if the Secretary de- 
termines that without assistance under this 
paragraph the farmer is likely to suffer sub- 
stantial economic injury due to compliance 
with the standard; 

““(8) to train a borrower under section 3419; 
or 

“(9) to provide other farm or home needs, 
including family subsistence. 

“(c) HAZARD INSURANCE REQUIREMENT.— 
The Secretary may not make a loan to a 
farmer under this chapter unless the farmer 
has, or agrees to obtain, hazard insurance on 
the property to be acquired with the loan. 

“(d) PRIVATE RESERVE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this title, the Secretary 
may reserve a portion of any loan made 
under this chapter to be placed in an unsu- 
pervised bank account that may be used at 
the discretion of the borrower for the basic 
family needs of the borrower and the imme- 
diate family of the borrower. 

‘“(2) LIMIT ON SIZE OF THE RESERVE.—The 
size of the reserve shall not exceed the lesser 
of— 

“(A) 10 percent of the loan; 

“*(B) $5,000; or 

“(C) the amount needed to provide for the 
basic family needs of the borrower and the 
immediate family of the borrower for 3 cal- 
endar months. 

“SEC. 3203. RESTRICTIONS ON LOANS. 

‘“(a) REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may not 
make or guarantee a loan under this chap- 
ter— 

“(A) that would cause the total principal 
indebtedness outstanding at any 1 time for 
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loans made under this chapter to any 1 bor- 
rower to exceed— 

“(i)(I) in the case of a loan made by the 
Secretary, $300,000; or 

“(ID) in the case of a loan guaranteed by 
the Secretary, $700,000 (as modified under 
paragraph (2)); or 

‘(B) for the purchasing or leasing of land 
other than for cash rent, or for carrying on 
a land leasing or land purchasing program. 

‘(2) MODIFICATION.—The amount specified 
in paragraph (1)(A)(ii) shall be— 

“(A) increased, beginning with fiscal year 
2000, by the inflation percentage applicable 
to the fiscal year in which the loan is guar- 
anteed; and 

‘“(B) reduced by the unpaid indebtedness of 
the borrower on loans under sections speci- 
fied in section 3104 that are guaranteed by 
the Secretary. 

‘(b) INFLATION PERCENTAGE.—For purposes 
of this section, the inflation percentage ap- 
plicable to a fiscal year is the percentage (if 
any) by which— 

“(1) the average of the Prices Paid By 
Farmers Index (as compiled by the National 
Agricultural Statistics Service of the De- 
partment) for the 12-month period ending on 
August 31 of the immediately preceding fis- 
cal year; exceeds 

“(2) the average of that index (as so de- 
fined) for the 12-month period ending on Au- 
gust 31, 1996. 

“SEC. 3204. TERMS OF LOANS. 

“(a) PERSONAL LIABILITY.—A borrower of a 
loan made under this chapter shall secure 
the loan with the full personal liability of 
the borrower and such other security as the 
Secretary may prescribe. 

‘(_b) INTEREST RATES.— 

“(1) MAXIMUM RATE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraphs (2) and (8), the interest rate on a 
loan made under this chapter (other than a 
guaranteed loan) shall be determined by the 
Secretary at a rate not to exceed the sum ob- 
tained by adding— 

“(i) the current average market yield on 
outstanding marketable obligations of the 
United States with remaining periods to ma- 
turity comparable to the average maturity 
of the loan; and 

“(ii) an additional charge not to exceed 1 
percent, as determined by the Secretary. 

“(B) ADJUSTMENT.—The sum obtained 
under subparagraph (A) shall be adjusted to 
the nearest % of 1 percent. 

(2) GUARANTEED LOAN.—The interest rate 
on a guaranteed loan made under this chap- 
ter shall be such rate as may be agreed on by 
the borrower and the lender, but may not ex- 
ceed any rate prescribed by the Secretary. 

‘(3) LOW INCOME LOAN.—The interest rate 
on a direct loan made under this chapter to 
a low-income, limited-resource borrower 
shall be determined by the Secretary at a 
rate that is not— 

“(A) greater than the sum obtained by add- 
ing— 

“(i) an amount that does not exceed 12 of 
the current average market yield on out- 
standing marketable obligations of the 
United States with a maturity of 5 years; 
and 

“(ii) an amount not to exceed 1 percent per 
year, as the Secretary determines is appro- 
priate; or 

‘(B) less than 5 percent per year. 

“(c) PERIOD FOR REPAYMENT.—The period 
for repayment of a loan made under this 
chapter may not exceed 7 years. 

“(q) LINE-OF-CREDIT LOANS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A loan made or guaran- 
teed by the Secretary under this chapter 
may be in the form of a line-of-credit loan. 
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“(2) TERM.—A line-of-credit loan under 
paragraph (1) shall terminate not later than 
5 years after the date that the loan is made 
or guaranteed. 

‘(3) ELIGIBILITY.—For purposes of deter- 
mining eligibility for an operating loan 
under this chapter, each year during which a 
farmer takes an advance or draws on a line- 
of-credit loan the farmer shall be considered 
as having received an operating loan for 1 
year. 

‘(4) TERMINATION OF DELINQUENT LOANS.—If 
a borrower does not pay an installment on a 
line-of-credit loan on schedule, the borrower 
may not take an advance or draw on the 
line-of-credit, unless the Secretary deter- 
mines that— 

“(A) the failure of the borrower to pay on 
schedule was due to unusual conditions that 
the borrower could not control; and 

“(B) the borrower will reduce the line-of- 
credit balance to the scheduled level at the 
end of— 

“(i) the production cycle; or 

“(ii) the marketing of the agricultural 
products of the borrower. 

‘(5) AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES.—A line- 
of-credit loan may be used to finance the 
production or marketing of an agricultural 
commodity that is eligible for a price sup- 
port program of the Department. 

“CHAPTER 3—EMERGENCY LOANS 
“SEC. 3301. EMERGENCY LOANS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make or guarantee an emergency loan under 
this chapter to an eligible farmer (including 
a commercial fisherman) only to the extent 
and in such amounts as provided in advance 
in appropriation Acts. 

“(b) ELIGIBILITY.—An established farmer 
shall be eligible under subsection (a) only— 

“(1) if the farmer or an individual holding 
a majority interest in the farmer— 

“(A) is a citizen of the United States; and 

‘“(B) has experience and resources that the 
Secretary determines are sufficient to en- 
sure a reasonable prospect of success in the 
farming operation proposed by the farmer; 

“(2) in the case of a farmer that is an indi- 
vidual, if the farmer is— 

“(A) in the case of a loan for a purpose 
under chapter 1, an owner, operator, or les- 
see-operator described in section 3101(b)(2); 
and 

‘“(B) in the case of a loan for a purpose 
under chapter 2, an operator of a farm that 
is not larger than a family farm; 

“(3) in the case of a farmer that is a coop- 
erative, corporation, partnership, trust, lim- 
ited liability company, joint operation, or 
such other legal entity as the Secretary de- 
termines to be appropriate, with respect to 
the entity and each farm in which the entity 
has an ownership or operator interest— 

“(A) if— 

“(i) a majority interest is held by individ- 
uals who are related by blood or marriage, as 
defined by the Secretary; 

“(ii) all of the individuals are or propose to 
become owners or operators of a farm that is 
not larger than a family farm; and 

“(iii) at least 1 of the individuals is or pro- 
poses to become an operator of the farm; or 

“(B) if— 

“(i) the entire interest is held by individ- 
uals who are related by blood or marriage, as 
defined by the Secretary; 

“(ii) all of the individuals are or propose to 
become farm operators; and 

“(iii) the ownership interest of each indi- 
vidual separately constitutes not larger than 
a family farm, even if the ownership inter- 
ests of the individuals collectively con- 
stitute larger than a family farm; 
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“(4) if the entity is owned, in whole or in 
part, by 1 or more other entities and each in- 
dividual who is an owner of the family farm 
involved has a direct or indirect ownership 
interest in each of the other entities; 

‘“(5) if the farmer and any individual that 
holds a majority interest in the farmer is un- 
able to obtain credit elsewhere; and 

“*(6)(A) if the Secretary finds that the oper- 
ations of the farmer have been substantially 
affected by— 

“(i) a natural or major disaster or emer- 
gency designated by the President under the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.); 
or 

“Gi) a quarantine imposed by the Sec- 
retary under the Plant Protection Act (7 
U.S.C. 7701 et seq.) or the Animal Health 
Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 8301 et seq.); or 

“(B) if the farmer conducts farming oper- 
ations in a county or a county contiguous to 
a county in which the Secretary has found 
that farming operations have been substan- 
tially affected by a natural or major disaster 
or emergency. 

‘(c) TIME FOR ACCEPTING AN APPLICATION.— 
The Secretary shall accept an application for 
a loan under this chapter from a farmer at 
any time during the 8-month period begin- 
ning on the date that— 

“(1) the Secretary determines that farming 
operations of the farmer have been substan- 
tially affected by— 

“(A) a quarantine imposed by the Sec- 
retary under the Plant Protection Act (7 
U.S.C. 7701 et seq.) or the Animal Health 
Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 8301 et seq.); or 

‘“(B) a natural disaster; or 

““(2) the President makes a major disaster 
or emergency designation with respect to the 
affected county of the farmer referred to in 
subsection (b)(5)(B). 

“(d) HAZARD INSURANCE REQUIREMENT.— 
The Secretary may not make a loan to a 
farmer under this chapter to cover a prop- 
erty loss unless the farmer had hazard insur- 
ance that insured the property at the time of 
the loss. 

“(e) FAMILY FARM.—The Secretary shall 
conduct the loan program under this chapter 
in a manner that will foster and encourage 
the family farm system of agriculture, con- 
sistent with the reaffirmation of policy and 
declaration of the intent of Congress con- 
tained in section 102(a) of the Food and Agri- 
culture Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 2266(a)). 

“SEC. 3302. PURPOSES OF LOANS. 

“Subject to the limitations on the 
amounts of loans provided in section 3303(a), 
a loan may be made or guaranteed under this 
chapter for— 

“(1) any purpose authorized for a loan 
under chapter 1 or 2; and 

‘(2) crop or livestock purposes that are— 

“(A) necessitated by a quarantine, natural 
disaster, major disaster, or emergency; and 

‘“(B) considered desirable by the farmer. 
“SEC. 3303. TERMS OF LOANS. 

‘“(a) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF LOAN.—The Sec- 
retary may not make or guarantee a loan 
under this chapter to a borrower who has 
suffered a loss in an amount that— 

‘“(1) exceeds the actual loss caused by a dis- 
aster; or 

**(2) would cause the total indebtedness of 
the borrower under this chapter to exceed 
$500,000. 

“(b) INTEREST RATES.—Any portion of a 
loan under this chapter up to the amount of 
the actual loss suffered by a farmer caused 
by a disaster shall be at a rate prescribed by 
the Secretary, but not in excess of 8 percent 
per annum. 
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‘(c) INTEREST SUBSIDIES FOR GUARANTEED 
LOANS.—In the case of a guaranteed loan 
under this chapter, the Secretary may pay 
an interest subsidy to the lender for any por- 
tion of the loan up to the amount of the ac- 
tual loss suffered by a farmer caused by a 
disaster. 

“(d) TIME FOR REPAYMENT.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
a loan under this chapter shall be repayable 
at such times as the Secretary may deter- 
mine, considering the purpose of the loan 
and the nature and effect of the disaster, but 
not later than the maximum repayment pe- 
riod allowed for a loan for a similar purpose 
under chapters 1 and 2. 

‘(2) EXTENDED REPAYMENT PERIOD.—The 
Secretary may, if the loan is for a purpose 
described in chapter 2 and the Secretary de- 
termines that the need of the loan applicant 
justifies the longer repayment period, make 
the loan repayable at the end of a period of 
more than 7 years, but not more than 20 
years. 

‘(e) SECURITY FOR LOAN.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A borrower of a loan 
made under this chapter shall secure the 
loan with the full personal liability of the 
borrower and such other security as the Sec- 
retary may prescribe. 

‘(2) ADEQUATE SECURITY.—Subject to para- 
graph (3), the Secretary may not make or 
guarantee a loan under this chapter unless 
the security for the loan is adequate to en- 
sure repayment of the loan. 

‘(3) INADEQUATE SECURITY DUE TO DIS- 
ASTER.—If adequate security for a loan under 
this chapter is not available because of a dis- 
aster, the Secretary shall accept as security 
any collateral that is available if the Sec- 
retary is confident that the collateral and 
the repayment ability of the farmer are ade- 
quate security for the loan. 

‘(4) VALUATION OF FARM ASSETS.—If a farm 
asset (including land, livestock, or equip- 
ment) is used as collateral to secure a loan 
applied for under this chapter and the gov- 
ernor of the State in which the farm is lo- 
cated requests assistance under this chapter 
or the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et 
seq.) for the portion of the State in which 
the asset is located, the Secretary shall es- 
tablish the value of the asset as of the day 
before the occurrence of the natural or major 
disaster or emergency. 

‘“(f) REVIEW OF LOAN.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a loan 
made, but not guaranteed, under section 
3301, the Secretary shall review the loan 3 
years after the loan is made, and every 2 
years thereafter for the term of the loan. 

‘(2) TERMINATION OF FEDERAL ASSIST- 
ANCE.—If, based on a review under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary determines that the bor- 
rower is able to obtain a loan from a non- 
Federal source at reasonable rates and 
terms, the borrower shall, on request by the 
Secretary, apply for, and accept, a non-Fed- 
eral loan in a sufficient amount to repay the 
Secretary. 

“SEC. 3304. PRODUCTION LOSSES. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make or guarantee a loan under this chapter 
to an eligible farmer for production losses if 
a single enterprise that constitutes a basic 
part of the farming operation of the farmer 
has sustained at least a 30 percent loss in 
normal per acre or per animal production, or 
such lesser percentage as the Secretary may 
determine, as a result of a disaster. 

‘“(b) BASIS FOR PERCENTAGE.—A percentage 
loss under subsection (a) shall be based on 
the average monthly price in effect for the 
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previous crop or calendar year, as appro- 
priate. 

“(c) AMOUNT OF LOAN.—A loan under sub- 
section (a) shall be in an amount that is 
equal to 80 percent, or such greater percent- 
age as the Secretary may determine, of the 
total calculated actual production loss sus- 
tained by the farmer. 

“CHAPTER 4—GENERAL FARMER LOAN 

PROVISIONS 
“SEC. 3401. AGRICULTURAL CREDIT INSURANCE 
FUND. 

“The fund established pursuant to section 
ll(a) of the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant 
Act (60 Stat. 1075, chapter 964) shall be 
known as the Agricultural Credit Insurance 
Fund (referred to in this section as the 
‘Fund’, unless the context otherwise re- 
quires) for the discharge of the obligations of 
the Secretary under agreements insuring 
loans under this subtitle and loans and mort- 
gages insured under prior authority. 

“SEC. 3402. GUARANTEED FARMER LOANS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may pro- 
vide financial assistance to a borrower for a 
purpose provided in this subtitle by guaran- 
teeing a loan made by any Federal or State 
chartered bank, savings and loan associa- 
tion, cooperative lending agency, or other le- 
gally organized lending agency. 

“(b) INTEREST RATE.—The interest rate 
payable by a borrower on the portion of a 
guaranteed loan that is sold by a lender to 
the secondary market under this subtitle 
may be lower than the interest rate charged 
on the portion retained by the lender, but 
shall not exceed the average interest rate 
charged by the lender on loans made to farm 
borrowers. 

“(c) FEES.—In the case of a loan guarantee 
on a loan made by a commercial or coopera- 
tive lender related to a loan made by the 
Secretary under section 3107— 

“(1) the Secretary shall not charge a fee to 
any person (including a lender); and 

“(2) a lender may charge a loan origination 
and servicing fee in an amount not to exceed 
1 percent of the amount of the loan. 

‘(d) MAXIMUM GUARANTEE OF 90 PERCENT.— 
Except as provided in subsections (e) and (f), 
a loan guarantee under this subtitle shall be 
for not more than 90 percent of the principal 
and interest due on the loan. 

‘“(e) REFINANCED LOANS GUARANTEED AT 95 
PERCENT.—The Secretary shall guarantee 95 
percent of— 

“(1) in the case of a loan that solely refi- 
nances a direct loan made under this sub- 
title, the principal and interest due on the 
loan on the date of the refinancing; or 

“(2) in the case of a loan that is used for 
multiple purposes, the portion of the loan 
that refinances the principal and interest 
due on a direct loan made under this subtitle 
that is outstanding on the date the loan is 
guaranteed. 

‘“(f) BEGINNING FARMER LOANS GUARANTEED 
UP TO 95 PERCENT.—The Secretary may guar- 
antee not more than 95 percent of— 

“(1) a farm ownership loan for acquiring a 
farm to a borrower who is participating in 
the downpayment loan program under sec- 
tion 3107; or 

‘“(2) an operating loan to a borrower who is 
participating in the downpayment loan pro- 
gram under section 3107 that is made during 
the period that the borrower has a direct 
loan outstanding under chapter 1 for acquir- 
ing a farm. 

“(g) GUARANTEE OF LOANS MADE UNDER 
STATE BEGINNING FARMER PROGRAMS.—The 
Secretary may guarantee under this subtitle 
a loan made under a State beginning farmer 
program, including a loan financed by the 
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net proceeds of a qualified small issue agri- 

cultural bond for land or property described 

in section 144(a)(12)(B)(@ii) of the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986. 

“SEC. 3403. PROVISION OF INFORMATION TO BOR- 
ROWERS. 

‘“(a) APPROVAL NOTIFICATION.—The Sec- 
retary shall approve or disapprove an appli- 
cation for a loan or loan guarantee made 
under this subtitle, and notify the applicant 
of such action, not later than 60 days after 
the date on which the Secretary has received 
a complete application for the loan or loan 
guarantee. 

“(b) LIST OF LENDERS.—The Secretary 
shall make available to any farmer, on re- 
quest, a list of lenders in the area that par- 
ticipate in guaranteed farmer program loan 
programs established under this subtitle, and 
other lenders in the area that express a de- 
sire to participate in the programs and that 
request inclusion on the list. 

‘‘(c) OTHER INFORMATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—On the request of a þor- 
rower, the Secretary shall make available to 
the borrower— 

“(A) a copy of each document signed by the 
borrower; 

“(B) a copy of each appraisal performed 
with respect to the loan; and 

“(C) any document that the Secretary is 
required to provide to the borrower under 
any law in effect on the date of the request. 

‘“(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Paragraph (1) 
shall not supersede any duty imposed on the 
Secretary by a law in effect on January 5, 
1988, unless the duty directly conflicts with a 
duty under paragraph (1). 

“SEC. 3404. NOTICE OF LOAN SERVICE PRO- 
GRAMS. 

“(a) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall 
provide notice by certified mail to each bor- 
rower who is at least 90 days past due on the 
payment of principal or interest on a loan 
made under this subtitle. 

‘“(b) CONTENTS.—The notice required under 
subsection (a) shall— 

“(1) include a summary of all primary loan 
service programs, homestead retention pro- 
grams, debt settlement programs, and appeal 
procedures, including the eligibility criteria, 
and terms and conditions of the programs 
and procedures; 

‘“(2) include a summary of the manner in 
which the borrower may apply, and be con- 
sidered, for all such programs, except that 
the Secretary shall not require the borrower 
to select among the programs or waive any 
right to be considered for any program car- 
ried out by the Secretary; 

‘“(3) advise the borrower regarding all fil- 
ing requirements and any deadlines that 
must be met for requesting loan servicing; 

“(4) provide any relevant forms, including 
applicable response forms; 

‘“(5) advise the borrower that a copy of reg- 
ulations is available on request; and 

‘“(6) be designed to be readable and under- 
standable by the borrower. 

‘“(c) CONTAINED IN REGULATIONS.—AI1] no- 
tices required by this section shall be con- 
tained in the regulations issued to carry out 
this title. 

“(d) TIMING.—The notice described in sub- 
section (b) shall be provided— 

“(1) at the time an application is made for 
participation in a loan service program; 

(2) on written request of the borrower; 
and 

‘(3) before the earliest of the date of— 

“(A) initiating any liquidation; 

““(B) requesting the conveyance of security 
property; 

““(C) accelerating the loan; 
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‘“(D) repossessing property; 

‘“(E) foreclosing on property; or 

“(F) taking any other collection action. 

“(e) CONSIDERATION OF BORROWERS FOR 
LOAN SERVICE PROGRAMS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
sider a farmer program loan borrower for all 
loan service programs if, not later than 60 
days after receipt of the notice described in 
subsection (b), the borrower requests the 
consideration in writing. 

(2) PRIORITY.—In considering a borrower 
for a loan service program, the Secretary 
shall place the highest priority on the pres- 
ervation of the farming operations of the 
borrower. 

“SEC. 3405. PLANTING AND PRODUCTION HIS- 
TORY GUIDELINES. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall en- 
sure that appropriate procedures, including, 
to the extent practicable, onsite inspections, 
or use of county or State yield averages, are 
used in calculating future yields for an appli- 
cant for a loan, when an accurate projection 
cannot be made because the past production 
history of the farmer has been affected by a 
natural or major disaster or emergency. 

‘(b) CALCULATION OF YIELDS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of aver- 
aging the past yields of the farm of a farmer 
over a period of crop years to calculate the 
future yield of the farm under this title, the 
Secretary shall permit the farmer to exclude 
the crop year with the lowest actual or coun- 
ty average yield for the farm from the cal- 
culation, if the farmer was affected by a nat- 
ural or major disaster or emergency during 
at least 2 of the crop years during the period. 

‘((2) AFFECTED BY A NATURAL OR MAJOR DIS- 
ASTER OR EMERGENCY.—A farmer was affected 
by a natural or major disaster or emergency 
under paragraph (1) if the Secretary finds 
that the farming operations of the farmer 
have been substantially affected by a natural 
or major disaster or emergency, including a 
farmer who has a qualifying loss but is not 
located in a designated or declared disaster 
area. 

‘*(3) APPLICATION OF SUBSECTION.—This sub- 
section shall apply to any action taken by 
the Secretary that involves— 

“(A) a loan under chapter 1 or 2; and 

“(B) the yield of a farm of a farmer, includ- 
ing making a loan or loan guarantee, serv- 
icing a loan, or making a credit sale. 

“SEC. 3406. SPECIAL CONDITIONS AND LIMITA- 
TIONS ON LOANS. 

“(a) APPLICANT REQUIREMENTS.—In connec- 
tion with a loan made or guaranteed under 
this subtitle, the Secretary shall require— 

“(1) the applicant— 

“(A) to certify in writing that, and the 
Secretary shall determine whether, the ap- 
plicant is unable to obtain credit elsewhere; 
and 

‘(B) to furnish an appropriate written fi- 
nancial statement; 

‘(2) except for a guaranteed loan, an agree- 
ment by the borrower that if at any time it 
appears to the Secretary that the borrower 
may be able to obtain a loan from a produc- 
tion credit association, a Federal land bank, 
or other responsible cooperative or private 
credit source (or, in the case of a borrower 
under section 3106, the borrower may be able 
to obtain a loan under section 3101), at rea- 
sonable rates and terms for loans for similar 
purposes and periods of time, the borrower 
will, on request by the Secretary, apply for 
and accept the loan in a sufficient amount to 
repay the Secretary or the insured lender, or 
both, and to pay for any stock necessary to 
be purchased in a cooperative lending agency 
in connection with the loan; 
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(3) such provision for supervision of the 
operations of the borrower as the Secretary 
shall consider necessary to achieve the ob- 
jectives of the loan and protect the interests 
of the United States; and 

‘“(4) the application of a person who is a 
veteran for a loan under chapter 1 or 2 to be 
given preference over a similar application 
from a person who is not a veteran if the ap- 
plications are on file in a county or area of- 
fice at the same time. 

‘*(b) AGENCY PROCESSING REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) NOTIFICATIONS.— 

‘(A) INCOMPLETE APPLICATION NOTIFICA- 
TION.—If an application for a loan or loan 
guarantee under this subtitle (other than an 
operating loan or loan guarantee) is incom- 
plete, the Secretary shall inform the appli- 
cant of the reasons the application is incom- 
plete not later than 20 days after the date on 
which the Secretary has received the appli- 
cation. 

‘(B) OPERATING LOANS.— 

“(i) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NEEDED.—Not 
later than 10 calendar days after the Sec- 
retary receives an application for an oper- 
ating loan or loan guarantee, the Secretary 
shall notify the applicant of any information 
required before a decision may be made on 
the application. 

‘“(ii) INFORMATION NOT RECEIVED.—If, not 
later than 20 calendar days after the date a 
request is made pursuant to clause (i) with 
respect to an application, the Secretary has 
not received the information requested, the 
Secretary shall notify the applicant and the 
district office of the Farm Service Agency, 
in writing, of the outstanding information. 

‘(C) REQUEST INFORMATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—On receipt of an applica- 
tion, the Secretary shall request from other 
parties such information as may be needed in 
connection with the application. 

‘(ii) INFORMATION FROM AN AGENCY OF THE 
DEPARTMENT.—Not later than 15 calendar 
days after the date on which an agency of 
the Department receives a request for infor- 
mation made pursuant to subparagraph (A), 
the agency shall provide the Secretary with 
the requested information. 

‘(2) REPORT OF PENDING APPLICATIONS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A county office shall no- 
tify the district office of the Farm Service 
Agency of each application for an operating 
loan or loan guarantee that is pending more 
than 45 days after receipt, and the reasons 
for which the application is pending. 

‘(B) ACTION ON PENDING APPLICATIONS.—A 
district office that receives a notice provided 
under subparagraph (A) with respect to an 
application shall immediately take steps to 
ensure that final action is taken on the ap- 
plication not later than 15 days after the 
date of the receipt of the notice. 

‘(C) PENDING APPLICATION REPORT.—The 
district office shall report to the State office 
of the Farm Service Agency on each applica- 
tion for an operating loan or loan guarantee 
that is pending more than 45 days after re- 
ceipt, and the reasons for which the applica- 
tion is pending. 

‘(D) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Each month, 
the Secretary shall notify the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate, on a State- 
by-State basis, as to each application for an 
operating loan or loan guarantee on which 
final action had not been taken within 60 
calendar days after receipt by the Secretary, 
and the reasons for which final action had 
not been taken. 

‘*(3) DISAPPROVALS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If an application for a 
loan or loan guarantee under this subtitle is 
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disapproved by the Secretary, the Secretary 
shall state the reasons for the disapproval in 
the notice required under paragraph (1). 

‘(B) DISAPPROVAL DUE TO LACK OF FUNDS.— 

“(G) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding para- 
graph (1), each application for a loan or loan 
guarantee under section 3601(e), or for a loan 
under section 3501(a) or 3502(a), that is to be 
disapproved by the Secretary solely because 
the Secretary lacks the funds necessary to 
make the loan or guarantee shall not be dis- 
approved but shall be placed in pending sta- 
tus. 

“(ii) RECONSIDERATION.—The Secretary 
shall retain each pending application and re- 
consider the application beginning on the 
date that sufficient funds become available. 

“(ii) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 60 days 
after funds become available regarding each 
pending application, the Secretary shall no- 
tify the applicant of the approval or dis- 
approval of funding for the application. 

“*(4) APPROVALS ON APPEAL.—If an applica- 
tion for a loan or loan guarantee under this 
subtitle is disapproved by the Secretary, but 
that action is subsequently reversed or re- 
vised as the result of an appeal within the 
Department or to the courts of the United 
States and the application is returned to the 
Secretary for further consideration, the Sec- 
retary shall act on the application and pro- 
vide the applicant with notice of the action 
not later than 15 days after the date of re- 
turn of the application to the Secretary. 

‘(5) PROVISION OF PROCEEDS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), if an application for an in- 
sured loan under this title is approved by the 
Secretary, the Secretary shall provide the 
loan proceeds to the applicant not later than 
15 days (or such longer period as the appli- 
cant may approve) after the application for 
the loan is approved by the Secretary. 

‘“(B) LACK OF FUNDS.—If the Secretary is 
unable to provide the loan proceeds to the 
applicant during the 15-day period described 
in subparagraph (A) because sufficient funds 
are not available to the Secretary for that 
purpose, the Secretary shall provide the loan 
proceeds to the applicant as soon as prac- 
ticable (but in no event later than 15 days 
unless the applicant agrees to a longer pe- 
riod) after sufficient funds for that purpose 
become available to the Secretary. 

“SEC. 3407. GRADUATION OF BORROWERS. 

‘“(a) GRADUATION OF SEASONED DIRECT 
LOAN BORROWERS TO THE LOAN GUARANTEE 
PROGRAM.— 

‘“(1) REVIEW OF LOANS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, or a con- 
tracting third party, shall annually review 
under section 3420 the loans of each seasoned 
direct loan borrower. 

‘“(B) ASSISTANCE.—If, based on the review, 
it is determined that a borrower would be 
able to obtain a loan, guaranteed by the Sec- 
retary, from a commercial or cooperative 
lender at reasonable rates and terms for 
loans for similar purposes and periods of 
time, the Secretary shall assist the borrower 
in applying for the commercial or coopera- 
tive loan. 

‘(2) PROSPECTUS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with sec- 
tion 3422, the Secretary shall prepare a pro- 
spectus on each seasoned direct loan bor- 
rower determined eligible to obtain a guar- 
anteed loan. 

““(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The prospectus shall 
contain a description of the amounts of the 
loan guarantee and interest assistance that 
the Secretary will provide to the seasoned 
direct loan borrower to enable the seasoned 
direct loan borrower to carry out a finan- 
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cially viable farming plan if a guaranteed 
loan is made. 

‘*(3) VERIFICATION.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide a prospectus of a seasoned direct loan 
borrower to each approved lender whose 
lending area includes the location of the sea- 
soned direct loan borrower. 

‘“(B) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
notify each borrower of a loan that a pro- 
spectus has been provided to a lender under 
subparagraph (A). 

“(C) CREDIT EXTENDED.—If the Secretary 
receives an offer from an approved lender to 
extend credit to the seasoned direct loan bor- 
rower under terms and conditions contained 
in the prospectus, the seasoned direct loan 
borrower shall not be eligible for a loan from 
the Secretary under chapter 1 or 2, except as 
otherwise provided in this section. 

‘*(4) INSUFFICIENT ASSISTANCE OR OFFERS.— 
If the Secretary is unable to provide loan 
guarantees and, if necessary, interest assist- 
ance to the seasoned direct loan borrower 
under this section in amounts sufficient to 
enable the seasoned direct loan borrower to 
borrow from commercial sources the amount 
required to carry out a financially viable 
farming plan, or if the Secretary does not re- 
ceive an offer from an approved lender to ex- 
tend credit to a seasoned direct loan bor- 
rower under the terms and conditions con- 
tained in the prospectus, the Secretary shall 
make a loan to the seasoned direct loan bor- 
rower under chapter 1 or 2, whichever is ap- 
plicable. 

‘(5) INTEREST RATE REDUCTIONS.—To the 
extent necessary for the borrower to obtain 
a loan, guaranteed by the Secretary, from a 
commercial or cooperative lender, the Sec- 
retary shall provide interest rate reductions 
as provided for under section 3413. 

‘(b) TRANSITION TO PRIVATE COMMERCIAL 
OR OTHER SOURCES OF CREDIT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In making an operating 
or ownership loan, the Secretary shall estab- 
lish a plan and promulgate regulations (in- 
cluding performance criteria) that promote 
the goal of transitioning borrowers to pri- 
vate commercial credit and other sources of 
credit in the shortest period of time prac- 
ticable. 

“(2) COORDINATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall integrate and co- 
ordinate the transition policy described in 
subsection (a) with— 

“(A) the borrower training program estab- 
lished by section 3419; 

‘(B) the loan assessment process estab- 
lished by section 3420; 

‘(C) the supervised credit requirement es- 
tablished by section 3421; 

(D) the market placement program estab- 
lished by section 3422; and 

“(E) other appropriate programs and au- 
thorities, as determined by the Secretary. 

‘(c) GRADUATION OF BORROWERS WITH OP- 
ERATING LOANS OR GUARANTEES TO PRIVATE 
COMMERCIAL CREDIT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a plan, in coordination with activi- 
ties under sections 3419 through 3422, to en- 
courage each borrower with an outstanding 
loan under this chapter, or with respect to 
whom there is an outstanding guarantee 
under this chapter, to graduate to private 
commercial or other sources of credit. 

“SEC. 3408. DEBT ADJUSTMENT AND CREDIT 
COUNSELING. 

“In carrying out this subtitle, the Sec- 
retary may— 

“(1) provide voluntary debt adjustment as- 
sistance between— 

“(A) farmers; and 

“(B) the creditors of the farmers; 
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‘“(2) cooperate with State, territorial, and 
local agencies and committees engaged in 
the debt adjustment; and 

‘(8) give credit counseling. 


“SEC. 3409. SECURITY SERVICING. 


“(a) SALE OF PROPERTY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to this sub- 
section and subsection (e)(1), the Secretary 
shall offer to sell real property that is ac- 
quired by the Secretary under this subtitle 
using the following order and method of sale: 

“(A) ADVERTISEMENT.—Not later than 15 
days after acquiring real property, the Sec- 
retary shall publicly advertise the property 
for sale. 

‘(B) QUALIFIED BEGINNING FARMER.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 75 days 
after acquiring real property, the Secretary 
shall offer to sell the property to a qualified 
beginning farmer or a socially disadvantaged 
farmer at current market value based on a 
current appraisal. 

“ii) RANDOM SELECTION.—If more than 1 
qualified beginning farmer or socially dis- 
advantaged farmer offers to purchase the 
property, the Secretary shall select between 
the qualified applicants on a random basis. 

“(iii) APPEAL OF RANDOM SELECTION.—A 
random selection or denial by the Secretary 
of a qualified beginning farmer or a socially 
disadvantaged farmer for farm inventory 
property under this subparagraph shall be 
final and not administratively appealable. 

‘“(C) PUBLIC SALE.—If no acceptable offer is 
received from a qualified beginning farmer 
or a socially disadvantaged farmer under 
subparagraph (B) not later than 135 days 
after acquiring the real property, the Sec- 
retary shall, not later than 30 days after the 
185-day period, sell the property after public 
notice at a public sale, and, if no acceptable 
bid is received, by negotiated sale, at the 
best price obtainable. 

‘(2) INTEREST.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), any conveyance of real property under 
this subsection shall include all of the inter- 
est of the United States in the property, in- 
cluding mineral rights. 

“(B) CONSERVATION.—The Secretary may 
for conservation purposes grant or sell an 
easement, restriction, development right, or 
similar legal right to real property to a 
State, a political subdivision of a State, or a 
private nonprofit organization separately 
from the underlying fee or other rights to 
the property owned by the United States. 

‘(3) OTHER LAW.—Subtitle I of title 40, 
United States Code, and title III of the Fed- 
eral Property and Administrative Services 
Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 251 et seq.) shall not 
apply to any exercise of authority under this 
subtitle. 

‘*(4) LEASE OF PROPERTY.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the Secretary may not lease any real 
property acquired under this subtitle. 

‘(B) EXCEPTION.— 

“(i) QUALIFIED BEGINNING FARMER OR SO- 
CIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMER.—The Sec- 
retary may lease or contract to sell to a 
qualified beginning farmer or a socially dis- 
advantaged farmer a farm acquired by the 
Secretary under this subtitle if the qualified 
beginning farmer qualifies for a credit sale 
or direct farm ownership loan under chapter 
1 but credit sale authority for loans or direct 
farm ownership loan funds, respectively, are 
not available. 

“(ii) TERM.—The term of a lease or con- 
tract to sell to a qualified beginning farmer 
or a socially disadvantaged farmer under 
clause (i) shall be until the earlier of— 
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“(I) the date that is 18 months after the 
date of the lease or sale; or 

‘“(II) the date that direct farm ownership 
loan funds or credit sale authority for loans 
becomes available to the qualified beginning 
farmer or socially disadvantaged farmer. 

““Gii) INCOME-PRODUCING CAPABILITY.—In 
determining the rental rate on real property 
leased under this subparagraph, the Sec- 
retary shall consider the income-producing 
capability of the property during the term 
that the property is leased. 

‘(5) EXPEDITED DETERMINATION.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—On the request of an ap- 
plicant, not later than 30 days after denial of 
the application, the appropriate State direc- 
tor shall provide an expedited review and de- 
termination of whether the applicant is a 
qualified beginning farmer or a socially dis- 
advantaged farmer for the purpose of acquir- 
ing farm inventory property. 

“(B) APPEAL.—The determination of a 
State Director under subparagraph (A) shall 
be final and not administratively appealable. 

‘(C) EFFECTS OF DETERMINATIONS.— 

“(j) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
maintain statistical data on the number and 
results of determinations made under sub- 
paragraph (A) and the effect of the deter- 
minations on— 

“(I) selling farm inventory property to 
qualified beginning farmers or socially dis- 
advantaged farmers; and 

“(II) disposing of real property in inven- 
tory. 

“(ii) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
notify the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate if the Secretary determines that 
the review process under subparagraph (A) is 
adversely affecting the selling of farm inven- 
tory property to qualified beginning farmers 
or socially disadvantaged farmers or the dis- 
posing of real property in inventory. 

“(bì ROAD AND UTILITY EASEMENTS AND 
CONDEMNATIONS.—In the case of any real 
property administered under this subtitle, 
the Secretary may grant or sell easements or 
rights-of-way for roads, utilities, and other 
appurtenances that are not inconsistent with 
the public interest. 

‘“(c) SALE OR LEASE OF FARMLAND.— 

‘“(1) DISPOSITION OF REAL PROPERTY ON IN- 
DIAN RESERVATIONS.— 

“(A) DEFINITION OF INDIAN RESERVATION.— 
In this paragraph, the term ‘Indian reserva- 
tion’ means— 

“(i) all land located within the limits of 
any Indian reservation under the jurisdiction 
of the United States, notwithstanding the 
issuance of any patent, and, including any 
right-of-way running through the reserva- 
tion; 

‘“(ii) trust or restricted land located within 
the boundaries of a former reservation of an 
Indian tribe in the State of Oklahoma; or 

‘“(iii) all Indian allotments the Indian ti- 
tles to which have not been extinguished if 
the allotments are subject to the jurisdiction 
of an Indian tribe. 

‘“(B) DISPOSITION.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (3), the Secretary shall dispose of 
or administer the property as provided in 
this paragraph when— 

“(i) the Secretary acquires property under 
this subtitle that is located within an Indian 
reservation; and 

‘“(ii) the borrower-owner is the Indian tribe 
that has jurisdiction over the reservation in 
which the real property is located or the bor- 
rower-owner is a member of the Indian tribe; 

“(C) PRIORITY.—Not later than 90 days 
after acquiring the property, the Secretary 
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shall afford an opportunity to purchase or 
lease the real property in accordance with 
the order of priority established under sub- 
paragraph (D) to the Indian tribe having ju- 
risdiction over the Indian reservation within 
which the real property is located or, if no 
order of priority is established by the Indian 
tribe under subparagraph (D), in the fol- 
lowing order: 

“(i) An Indian member of the Indian tribe 
that has jurisdiction over the reservation 
within which the real property is located. 

“(ii) An Indian corporate entity. 

“(iii) The Indian tribe. 

“(D) REVISION OF PRIORITY AND RESTRICTION 
OF ELIGIBILITY.—The governing body of any 
Indian tribe having jurisdiction over an In- 
dian reservation may revise the order of pri- 
ority provided in subparagraph (C) under 
which land located within the reservation 
shall be offered for purchase or lease by the 
Secretary under subparagraph (C) and may 
restrict the eligibility for the purchase or 
lease to— 

“(i) persons who are members of the Indian 
tribe; 

“(ii) Indian corporate entities that are au- 
thorized by the Indian tribe to lease or pur- 
chase land within the boundaries of the res- 
ervation; or 

“(iii) the Indian tribe itself. 

(E) TRANSFER OF PROPERTY TO SECRETARY 
OF THE INTERIOR.— 

““(j) IN GENERAL.—If real property described 
in subparagraph (B) is not purchased or 
leased under subparagraph (C) and the Indian 
tribe having jurisdiction over the reserva- 
tion within which the real property is lo- 
cated is unable to purchase or lease the real 
property, the Secretary shall transfer the 
real property to the Secretary of the Interior 
who shall administer the real property as if 
the real property were held in trust by the 
United States for the benefit of the Indian 
tribe. 

“(ii) USE OF RENTAL INCOME.—From the 
rental income derived from the lease of the 
transferred real property, and all other in- 
come generated from the transferred real 
property, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
pay the State, county, municipal, or other 
local taxes to which the transferred real 
property was subject at the time of acquisi- 
tion by the Secretary, until the earlier of— 

“(I) the expiration of the 4-year period be- 
ginning on the date on which the real prop- 
erty is so transferred; or 

“(ID) such time as the land is transferred 
into trust pursuant to subparagraph (H). 

‘“(F) RESPONSIBILITIES OF SECRETARIES.—If 
any real property is transferred to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior under subparagraph 
@Œ)— 

“(i) the Secretary of Agriculture shall have 
no further responsibility under this title 
for— 

“(I) collection of any amounts with regard 
to the farm program loan that had been se- 
cured by the real property; 

“(ID any lien arising out of the loan trans- 
action; or 

‘“(IIT) repayment of any amount with re- 
gard to the loan transaction or lien to the 
Treasury of the United States; and 

“(ii) the Secretary of the Interior shall 
succeed to all right, title, and interest of the 
Secretary of Agriculture in the real estate 
arising from the farm program loan trans- 
action, including the obligation to remit to 
the Treasury of the United States, in repay- 
ment of the original loan, the amounts pro- 
vided in subparagraph (G). 

‘“(G) USE OF INCOME.—After the payment of 
any taxes that are required to be paid under 
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subparagraph (E)(ii), all remaining rental in- 
come derived from the lease of the real prop- 
erty transferred to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior under subparagraph (E)(i), and all other 
income generated from the real property 
transferred to the Secretary of the Interior 
under that subparagraph, shall be deposited 
as miscellaneous receipts in the Treasury of 
the United States until the amount depos- 
ited is equal to the lesser of— 

“(i) the amount of the outstanding lien of 
the United States against the real property, 
as of the date the real property was acquired 
by the Secretary; 

“(ii) the fair market value of the real prop- 
erty, as of the date of the transfer to the 
Secretary of the Interior; or 

“(iii) the capitalized value of the real prop- 
erty, as of the date of the transfer to the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

‘“(H) HOLDING OF TITLE IN TRUST.—If the 
total amount that is required to be deposited 
under subparagraph (G) with respect to any 
real property has been deposited into the 
Treasury of the United States, title to the 
real property shall be held in trust by the 
United States for the benefit of the Indian 
tribe having jurisdiction over the Indian res- 
ervation within which the real property is 
located. 

‘(T) PAYMENT OF REMAINING LIEN OR FAIR 
MARKET VALUE OF PROPERTY .— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other subparagraph of this paragraph, the In- 
dian tribe having jurisdiction over the In- 
dian reservation within which the real prop- 
erty described in subparagraph (B) is located 
may, at any time after the real property has 
been transferred to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior under subparagraph (E), offer to pay the 
remaining amount on the lien or the fair 
market value of the real property, whichever 
is less. 

“(i) EFFECT OF PAYMENT.—On payment of 
the amount, title to the real property shall 
be held by the United States in trust for the 
tribe and the trust or restricted land that 
has been acquired by the Secretary under 
foreclosure or voluntary transfer under a 
loan made or insured under this subtitle and 
transferred to an Indian person, entity, or 
tribe under this paragraph shall be consid- 
ered to have never lost trust or restricted 
status. 

‘(J) APPLICABILITY.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—This paragraph shall 
apply to all land in the land inventory estab- 
lished under this subtitle (as of November 28, 
1990) that was (immediately prior to the 
date) owned by an Indian borrower-owner de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B) and that is situ- 
ated within an Indian reservation, regardless 
of the date of foreclosure or acquisition by 
the Secretary. 

‘(ii) OPPORTUNITY TO PURCHASE OR LEASE.— 
The Secretary shall afford an opportunity to 
an Indian person, entity, or tribe to purchase 
or lease the real property as provided in sub- 
paragraph (C). 

“(ii) TRANSFER.—If the right is not exer- 
cised or no expression of intent to exercise 
the right is received within 180 days after 
November 28, 1990, the Secretary shall trans- 
fer the real property to the Secretary of the 
Interior as provided in subparagraph (E). 

‘(2) ADDITIONAL RIGHTS.—The rights pro- 
vided in this subsection shall be in addition 
to any right of first refusal under the law of 
the State in which the property is located. 

‘*(3) DISPOSITION OF REAL PROPERTY ON IN- 
DIAN RESERVATIONS AFTER PROCEDURES EX- 
HAUSTED.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall dis- 
pose of or administer real property described 
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in paragraph (1)(B) only as provided in para- 
graph (1), as modified by this paragraph, if— 

“G) the real property described in para- 
graph (1)(B) is located within an Indian res- 
ervation; 

“(ii) the borrower-owner is an Indian tribe 
that has jurisdiction over the reservation in 
which the real property is located or the bor- 
rower-owner is a member of an Indian tribe; 

“(iii) the borrower-owner has obtained a 
loan made or guaranteed under this title; 
and 

“(iv) the borrower-owner and the Secretary 
have exhausted all of the procedures pro- 
vided for in this title to permit a borrower- 
owner to retain title to the real property, so 
that it is necessary for the borrower-owner 
to relinquish title. 

‘“(B) NOTICE OF RIGHT TO CONVEY PROP- 
ERTY.—The Secretary shall provide the bor- 
rower-owner of real property that is de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) with written no- 
tice of— 

“(i) the right of the borrower-owner to vol- 
untarily convey the real property to the Sec- 
retary; and 

“Gi) the fact that real property so con- 
veyed will be placed in the inventory of the 
Secretary. 

“(C) NOTICE OF RIGHTS AND PROTECTIONS.— 
The Secretary shall provide the borrower- 
owner of the real property with written no- 
tice of the rights and protections provided 
under this title to the borrower-owner, and 
the Indian tribe that has jurisdiction over 
the reservation in which the real property is 
located, from foreclosure or liquidation of 
the real property, including written notice— 

“() of paragraph (1), this paragraph, and 
subsection (e)(3); 

‘“(ii) if the borrower-owner does not volun- 
tarily convey the real property to the Sec- 
retary, that— 

“(T) the Secretary may foreclose on the 
property; 

‘“(II) in the event of foreclosure, the prop- 
erty will be offered for sale; 

‘(III) the Secretary shall offer a bid for the 
property that is equal to the fair market 
value of the property or the outstanding 
principal and interest of the loan, whichever 
is higher; 

“(IV) the property may be purchased by 
another party; and 

“(V) if the property is purchased by an- 
other party, the property will not be placed 
in the inventory of the Secretary and the 
borrower-owner will forfeit the rights and 
protections provided under this title; and 

“Gii) of the opportunity of the borrower- 
owner to consult with the Indian tribe that 
has jurisdiction over the reservation in 
which the real property is located or counsel 
to determine if State or tribal law provides 
rights and protections that are more bene- 
ficial than the rights and protections pro- 
vided the borrower-owner under this title. 

‘“(D) ACCEPTANCE OF VOLUNTARY CONVEY- 
ANCE.— 

“() IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the Secretary shall accept the 
voluntary conveyance of real property de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A). 

‘“(ii) HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES.—If a haz- 
ardous substance (as defined in section 
101(14) of the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601(14))) is located on the 
property and the Secretary takes remedial 
action to protect human health or the envi- 
ronment if the property is taken into inven- 
tory, the Secretary shall accept the vol- 
untary conveyance of the property only if 
the Secretary determines that the convey- 
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ance is in the best interests of the Federal 
Government. 

“(E) FORECLOSURE PROCEDURES.— 

“(i) NOTICE TO BORROWER.—If an Indian 
borrower-owner does not voluntarily convey 
to the Secretary real property described in 
subparagraph (A), not less than 30 days be- 
fore a foreclosure sale of the property, the 
Secretary shall provide the Indian borrower- 
owner with the option of— 

“(D) requiring the Secretary to assign the 
loan and security instruments to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, if the Secretary of the 
Interior agrees to an assignment releasing 
the Secretary of Agriculture from all further 
responsibility for collection of any amounts 
with regard to the loan secured by the real 
property; or 

“(II) requiring the Secretary to assign the 
loan and security instruments to the tribe 
having jurisdiction over the reservation in 
which the real property is located, if the 
tribe agrees to assume the loan under the 
terms specified in clause (iii). 

“(ii) NOTICE TO TRIBE.—If an Indian bor- 
rower-owner does not voluntarily convey to 
the Secretary real property described in sub- 
paragraph (A), not less than 30 days before a 
foreclosure sale of the property, the Sec- 
retary shall provide written notice to the In- 
dian tribe that has jurisdiction over the res- 
ervation in which the real property is lo- 
cated of— 

“(I) the sale; 

‘(ID) the fair market value of the property; 
and 

‘(III) the requirements of this paragraph. 

“(iii) ASSUMED LOANS.—If an Indian tribe 
assumes a loan under clause (i)— 

“(I) the Secretary shall not foreclose the 
loan because of any default that occurred 
prior to the date of the assumption; 

“(ID) the loan shall be for the lesser of the 
outstanding principal and interest of the 
loan or the fair market value of the prop- 
erty; and 

“(III) the loan shall be treated as though 
the loan was made under Public Law 91-229 
(25 U.S.C. 488 et seq.). 

‘(F) AMOUNT OF BID BY SECRETARY.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), at a foreclosure sale of real prop- 
erty described in subparagraph (A), the Sec- 
retary shall offer a bid for the property that 
is equal to the higher of— 

‘“(T) the fair market value of the property; 
or 

“(IT) the outstanding principal and interest 
on the loan. 

“(ii) HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES.—If a haz- 
ardous substance (as defined in section 
101(14) of the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601(14))) is located on the 
property and the Secretary takes remedial 
action to protect human health or the envi- 
ronment if the property is taken into inven- 
tory, clause (i) shall apply only if the Sec- 
retary determines that bidding is in the best 
interests of the Federal Government. 

‘(4) DETRIMENTAL EFFECT ON VALUE OF 
AREA FARMLAND.—The Secretary shall not 
offer for sale or sell any farmland referred to 
in paragraphs (1) through (8) if placing the 
farmland on the market will have a detri- 
mental effect on the value of farmland in the 
area. 

‘(5) INSTALLMENT SALES AND MULTIPLE OP- 
ERATORS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may sell 
farmland administered under this title 
through an installment sale or similar device 
that contains such terms as the Secretary 
considers necessary to protect the invest- 
ment of the Federal Government in the land. 
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‘(B) SALE OF CONTRACT.—The Secretary 
may subsequently sell any contract entered 
into to carry out subparagraph (A). 

“(6) HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND.—In the case of 
farmland administered under this title that 
is highly erodible land (as defined in section 
1201 of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3801)), the Secretary may require the 
use of specified conservation practices on the 
land as a condition of the sale or lease of the 
land. 

‘“(7) NO EFFECT ON ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS, 
MARKETING QUOTAS, OR ACREAGE BASES.—Not- 
withstanding any other law, compliance by 
the Secretary with this subsection shall not 
cause any acreage allotment, marketing 
quota, or acreage base assigned to the prop- 
erty to lapse, terminate, be reduced, or oth- 
erwise be adversely affected. 

‘(8) NO PREEMPTION OF STATE LAW.—If a 
conflict exists between any provision of this 
subsection and any provision of the law of 
any State providing a right of first refusal to 
the owner of farmland or the operator of a 
farm before the sale or lease of land to any 
other person, the provision of State law shall 
prevail. 

‘(d) RELEASE OF NORMAL INCOME SECU- 
RITY.— 

‘(1) DEFINITION OF NORMAL INCOME SECU- 
RITY.—In this subsection: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the term ‘normal income 
security’ means all security not considered 
basic security, including crops, livestock, 
poultry products, Farm Service Agency pay- 
ments and Commodity Credit Corporation 
payments, and other property covered by 
Farm Service Agency liens that is sold in 
conjunction with the operation of a farm or 
other business. 

“(B) EXCEPTIONS.—The term ‘normal in- 
come security’ does not include any equip- 
ment (including fixtures in States that have 
adopted the Uniform Commercial Code), or 
foundation herd or flock, that is— 

“(i) the basis of the farming or other oper- 
ation; and 

“(ii) the basic security for a farmer pro- 
gram loan. 

‘(2) GENERAL RELEASE.—The Secretary 
shall release from the normal income secu- 
rity provided for a loan an amount sufficient 
to pay for the essential household and farm 
operating expenses of the borrower, until 
such time as the Secretary accelerates the 
loan. 

‘(3) NOTICE OF REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 
AND RIGHTS.—If a borrower is required to 
plan for or to report as to how proceeds from 
the sale of collateral property will be used, 
the Secretary shall notify the borrower of— 

“(A) the requirement; and 

“(B) the right to the release of funds under 
this subsection and the means by which a re- 
quest for the funds may be made. 

‘(e) EASEMENTS ON INVENTORIED PROP- 
ERTY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
in the disposal of real property under this 
section, the Secretary shall establish per- 
petual wetland conservation easements to 
protect and restore wetland or converted 
wetland that exists on inventoried property. 

‘(2) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not 
establish a wetland conservation easement 
on an inventoried property that— 

“(A) was cropland on the date the property 
entered the inventory of the Secretary; or 

“(B) was used for farming at any time dur- 
ing the period— 

“(i) beginning on the date that is 5 years 
before the property entered the inventory of 
the Secretary; and 
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“Gi) ending on the date on which the prop- 
erty entered the inventory of the Secretary. 

(3) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
provide prior written notification to a bor- 
rower considering homestead retention that 
a wetland conservation easement may be 
placed on land for which the borrower is ne- 
gotiating a lease option. 

“(4) APPRAISED VALUE.—The appraised 
value of the farm shall reflect the value of 
the land due to the placement of wetland 
conservation easements. 
“SEC. 3410. CONTRACTS 

PROPERTIES. 

‘“(a) CONTRACTS ON LOAN SECURITY PROP- 
ERTIES.—Subject to subsection (b), the Sec- 
retary may enter into a contract related to 
real property for conservation, recreation, or 
wildlife purposes. 

““(b) LIMITATIONS.—The Secretary may 
enter into a contract under subsection (a) 
if— 

“(1) the property is wetland, upland, or 
highly erodible land; 

‘“(2) the property is determined by the Sec- 
retary to be suitable for the purpose in- 
volved; and 

““(3)(A) the property secures a loan made 
under a law administered and held by the 
Secretary; and 

“(B) the contract would better enable a 
qualified borrower to repay the loan in a 
timely manner, as determined by the Sec- 
retary. 

‘“(c) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The terms 
and conditions specified in a contract under 
subsection (a) shall— 

“(1) specify the purposes for which the real 
property may be used; 

‘“(2) identify any conservation measure to 
be taken, and any recreational and wildlife 
use to be allowed, with respect to the real 
property; and 

““(3) require the owner to permit the Sec- 
retary, and any person or governmental enti- 
ty designated by the Secretary, to have ac- 
cess to the real property for the purpose of 
monitoring compliance with the contract. 

‘(d) REDUCTION OR FORGIVENESS OF DEBT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to this section, 
the Secretary may reduce or forgive the out- 
standing debt of a borrower— 

“(A) in the case of a borrower to whom the 
Secretary has made an outstanding loan 
under a law administered by the Secretary, 
by canceling that part of the aggregate 
amount of the outstanding loan that bears 
the same ratio to the aggregate amount as— 

“G) the number of acres of the real prop- 
erty of the borrower that are subject to the 
contract; bears to 

“(ii) the aggregate number of acres secur- 
ing the loan; or 

‘“(B) in any other case, by treating as pre- 
paid that part of the principal amount of a 
new loan to the borrower issued and held by 
the Secretary under a law administered by 
the Secretary that bears the same ratio to 
the principal amount as— 

“(G) the number of acres of the real prop- 
erty of the borrower that are subject to the 
contract; bears to 

“(ii) the aggregate number of acres secur- 
ing the new loan. 

‘“(2) MAXIMUM CANCELED AMOUNT.—The 
amount canceled or treated as prepaid under 
paragraph (1) shall not exceed— 

“(A) in the case of a delinquent loan, the 
greater of— 

“(i) the value of the land on which the con- 
tract is entered into; or 

“(ii) the difference between— 

“(T) the amount of the outstanding loan se- 
cured by the land; and 
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“(JI) the value of the land; or 

‘“(B) in the case of a nondelinquent loan, 33 
percent of the amount of the loan secured by 
the land. 

“(e) CONSULTATION WITH FISH AND WILD- 
LIFE SERVICE.—If the Secretary uses the au- 
thority provided by this section, the Sec- 
retary shall consult with the Director of the 
Fish and Wildlife Service for the purposes 
of— 

“(1) selecting real property in which the 
Secretary may enter into a contract under 
this section; 

‘(2) formulating the terms and conditions 
of the contract; and 

‘(3) enforcing the contract. 

““(f) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary, and 
any person or governmental entity des- 
ignated by the Secretary, may enforce a con- 
tract entered into by the Secretary under 
this section. 

“SEC. 3411. DEBT RESTRUCTURING AND LOAN 
SERVICING. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
modify a delinquent farmer program loan 
made under this subtitle, or purchased from 
the lender or the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation under section 3902, to the max- 
imum extent practicable— 

“(1) to avoid a loss to the Secretary on the 
loan, with priority consideration being 
placed on writing-down the loan principal 
and interest (subject to subsections (d) and 
(e)), and debt set-aside (subject to subsection 
(e)), to facilitate keeping the borrower on 
the farm, or otherwise through the use of 
primary loan service programs under this 
section; and 

‘2) to ensure that a borrower is able to 
continue farming operations. 

“(b) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to obtain 
assistance under subsection (a)— 

“(1) the delinquency shall be due to a cir- 
cumstance beyond the control of the bor- 
rower, as defined in regulations issued by the 
Secretary, except that the regulations shall 
require that, if the value of the assets cal- 
culated under subsection (c)(2)(A)(ii) that 
may be realized through liquidation or other 
methods would produce enough income to 
make the delinquent loan current, the bor- 
rower shall not be eligible for assistance 
under subsection (a); 

(2) the borrower shall have acted in good 
faith with the Secretary in connection with 
the loan as defined in regulations issued by 
the Secretary; 

“(3) the borrower shall present a prelimi- 
nary plan to the Secretary that contains rea- 
sonable assumptions that demonstrate that 
the borrower will be able— 

“(A) to meet the necessary family living 
and farm operating expenses of the borrower; 
and 

“(B) to service all debts of the borrower, 
including restructured loans; and 

“(4) the loan, if restructured, shall result 
in a net recovery to the Federal Govern- 
ment, during the term of the loan as restruc- 
tured, that would be more than or equal to 
the net recovery to the Federal Government 
from an involuntary liquidation or fore- 
closure on the property securing the loan. 

“(c) RESTRUCTURING DETERMINATIONS.— 

‘(1) DETERMINATION OF NET RECOVERY.—In 
determining the net recovery from the invol- 
untary liquidation of a loan under this sec- 
tion, the Secretary shall calculate— 

“(A) the recovery value of the collateral 
securing the loan, in accordance with para- 
graph (2); and 

“(B) the value of the restructured loan, in 
accordance with paragraph (3). 
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‘(2) RECOVERY VALUE.—For the purpose of 
paragraph (1), the recovery value of the col- 
lateral securing the loan shall be based on 
the difference between— 

“(A)G) the amount of the current appraised 
value of the interests of the borrower in the 
property securing the loan; and 

“(ii) the value of the interests of the bor- 
rower in all other assets that are— 

“(I) not essential for necessary family liv- 
ing expenses; 

“(IT) not essential to the operation of the 
farm; and 

“(IIT) not exempt from judgment creditors 
or in a bankruptcy action under Federal or 
State law; 

“(B) the estimated administrative, attor- 
ney, and other expenses associated with the 
liquidation and disposition of the loan and 
collateral, including— 

“(i) the payment of prior liens; 

“(ii) taxes and assessments, depreciation, 
management costs, the yearly percentage de- 
crease or increase in the value of the prop- 
erty, and lost interest income, each cal- 
culated for the average holding period for 
the type of property involved; 

‘“(iii) resale expenses, such as repairs, com- 
missions, and advertising; and 

“(iv) other administrative and attorney 
costs; and 

“(C) the value, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, of any property not included in sub- 
paragraph (A)(i) if the property is specified 
in any security agreement with respect to 
the loan and the Secretary determines that 
the value of the property should be included 
for purposes of this section. 

‘(3) VALUE OF THE RESTRUCTURED LOAN.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of para- 
graph (1), the value of the restructured loan 
shall be based on the present value of pay- 
ments that the borrower would make to the 
Federal Government if the terms of the loan 
were modified under any combination of pri- 
mary loan service programs to ensure that 
the borrower is able to meet the obligations 
and continue farming operations. 

‘(B) PRESENT VALUE.—For the purpose of 
calculating the present value referred to in 
subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall use a 
discount rate of not more than the current 
rate at the time of the calculation of 90-day 
Treasury bills. 

‘“(C) CASH FLOW MARGIN.—For the purpose 
of assessing under subparagraph (A) the abil- 
ity of a borrower to meet debt obligations 
and continue farming operations, the Sec- 
retary shall assume that the borrower needs 
up to 110 percent of the amount indicated for 
payment of farm operating expenses, debt 
service obligations, and family living ex- 
penses. 

‘“(4) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 90 days 
after receipt of a written request for restruc- 
turing from the borrower, the Secretary 
shall— 

“(A) make the calculations specified in 
paragraphs (2) and (3); 

“(B) notify the borrower in writing of the 
results of the calculations; and 

‘(C) provide documentation for the cal- 
culations. 

‘*(5) RESTRUCTURING OF LOANS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the value of a restruc- 
tured loan is greater than or equal to the re- 
covery value of the collateral securing the 
loan, not later than 45 days after notifying 
the borrower under paragraph (4), the Sec- 
retary shall offer to restructure the loan ob- 
ligations of the borrower under this subtitle 
through primary loan service programs that 
would enable the borrower to meet the obli- 
gations (as modified) under the loan and to 
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continue the farming operations of the bor- 
rower. 

(B) RESTRUCTURING.—If the borrower ac- 
cepts an offer under subparagraph (A), not 
later than 45 days after receipt of notice of 
acceptance, the Secretary shall restructure 
the loan accordingly. 

“(6) TERMINATION OF LOAN OBLIGATIONS.— 
The obligations of a borrower to the Sec- 
retary under a loan shall terminate if— 

“(A) the borrower satisfies the require- 
ments of paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection 
b); 

‘“(B) the value of the restructured loan is 
less than the recovery value; and 

“(C) not later than 90 days after receipt of 
the notification described in paragraph 
(4)(B), the borrower pays (or obtains third- 
party financing to pay) the Secretary an 
amount equal to the current market value. 

“(7) NEGOTIATION OF APPRAISAL.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—In making a determina- 
tion concerning restructuring under this 
subsection, the Secretary, at the request of 
the borrower, shall enter into negotiations 
with the borrower concerning appraisals re- 
quired under this subsection. 

“(B) INDEPENDENT APPRAISAL.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—If the borrower, based on 
a separate current appraisal, objects to the 
decision of the Secretary regarding an ap- 
praisal, the borrower and the Secretary shall 
mutually agree, to the extent practicable, on 
an independent appraiser who shall conduct 
another appraisal of the property of the bor- 
rower. 

“(i) VALUE OF FINAL APPRAISAL.—The av- 
erage of the 2 appraisals under clause (i) that 
are closest in value shall become the final 
appraisal under this paragraph. 

“(iii) COST OF APPRAISAL.—The borrower 
and the Secretary shall each pay % of the 
cost of any independent appraisal. 

“(d) PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST WRITE- 
DOWN.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.— 

“(A) PRIORITY CONSIDERATION.—In selecting 
the restructuring alternatives to be used in 
the case of a borrower who has requested re- 
structuring under this section, the Secretary 
shall give priority consideration to the use 
of a principal and interest write-down if 
other creditors of the borrower (other than 
any creditor who is fully collateralized) rep- 
resenting a substantial portion of the total 
debt of the borrower held by the creditors of 
the borrower, agree to participate in the de- 
velopment of the restructuring plan or agree 
to participate in a State mediation program. 

‘“(B) FAILURE OF CREDITORS TO AGREE.— 
Failure of creditors to agree to participate in 
the restructuring plan or mediation program 
shall not preclude the use of a principal and 
interest write-down by the Secretary if the 
Secretary determines that restructuring re- 
sults in the least cost to the Secretary. 

‘(2) PARTICIPATION OF CREDITORS.—Before 
eliminating the option to use debt write- 
down in the case of a borrower, the Sec- 
retary shall make a reasonable effort to con- 
tact the creditors of the borrower, either di- 
rectly or through the borrower, and encour- 
age the creditors to participate with the Sec- 
retary in the development of a restructuring 
plan for the borrower. 

“(e) SHARED APPRECIATION 
MENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of re- 
structuring a loan in accordance with this 
section, the borrower of the loan may be re- 
quired to enter into a shared appreciation ar- 
rangement that requires the repayment of 
amounts written off or set aside. 

““(2) TERMS.—A shared appreciation agree- 
ment shall— 
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“(A) have a term not to exceed 10 years; 
and 

‘“(B) provide for recapture based on the dif- 
ference between the appraised values of the 
real security property at the time of restruc- 
turing and at the time of recapture. 

‘(3) PERCENTAGE OF RECAPTURE.—The 
amount of the appreciation to be recaptured 
by the Secretary shall be— 

“(A) 75 percent of the appreciation in the 
value of the real security property if the re- 
capture occurs not later than 4 years after 
the date of restructuring; and 

‘(B) 50 percent if the recapture occurs dur- 
ing the remainder of the term of the agree- 
ment. 

‘(4) TIME OF RECAPTURE.—Recapture shall 
take place on the date that is the earliest 
of— 

“(A) the end of the term of the agreement; 

“(B) the conveyance of the real security 
property; 

‘“(C) the repayment of the loans; or 

‘(D) the cessation of farming operations by 
the borrower. 

“(5) TRANSFER OF TITLE.—Transfer of title 
to the spouse of a borrower on the death of 
the borrower shall not be treated as a con- 
veyance for the purpose of paragraph (4). 

‘(6) NOTICE OF RECAPTURE.—Not later than 
12 months before the end of the term of a 
shared appreciation arrangement, the Sec- 
retary shall notify the borrower involved of 
the provisions of the arrangement. 

‘*(7) FINANCING OF RECAPTURE PAYMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may am- 
ortize a recapture payment owed to the Sec- 
retary under this subsection. 

(B) TERM.—The term of an amortization 
under this paragraph may not exceed 25 
years. 

‘(C) INTEREST RATE.—The interest rate ap- 
plicable to an amortization under this para- 
graph may not exceed the rate applicable to 
a loan to reacquire homestead property less 
100 basis points. 

‘(D) REAMORTIZATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may mod- 
ify the amortization of a recapture payment 
referred to in subparagraph (A) of this para- 
graph on which a payment has become delin- 
quent if— 

“(I) the default is due to circumstances be- 
yond the control of the borrower; and 

“(JI) the borrower acted in good faith (as 
determined by the Secretary) in attempting 
to repay the recapture amount. 

‘*(ji) LIMITATIONS.— 

“(I) TERM OF REAMORTIZATION.—The term 
of a reamortization under this subparagraph 
may not exceed 25 years from the date of the 
original amortization agreement. 

“(II) NO REDUCTION OR PRINCIPAL OR UNPAID 
INTEREST DUE.—A reamortization of a recap- 
ture payment under this subparagraph may 
not provide for reducing the outstanding 
principal or unpaid interest due on the re- 
capture payment. 

“(f) INTEREST RATES.—Any loan for farm 
ownership purposes, farm operating pur- 
poses, or disaster emergency purposes, other 
than a guaranteed loan, that is deferred, con- 
solidated, rescheduled, or reamortized shall, 
notwithstanding any other provision of this 
subtitle, bear interest on the balance of the 
original loan and for the term of the original 
loan at a rate that is the lowest of— 

“(1) the rate of interest on the original 
loan; 

“(2) the rate being charged by the Sec- 
retary for loans, other than guaranteed 
loans, of the same type at the time at which 
the borrower applies for a deferral, consoli- 
dation, rescheduling, or reamortization; or 
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“(3) the rate being charged by the Sec- 
retary for loans, other than guaranteed 
loans, of the same type at the time of the de- 
ferral, consolidation, rescheduling, or re- 
amortization. 

‘(g) PERIOD AND EFFECT.— 

“(1) PERIOD.—The Secretary may consoli- 
date or reschedule outstanding loans for pay- 
ment over a period not to exceed 7 years (or, 
in the case of loans for farm operating pur- 
poses, 15 years) from the date of the consoli- 
dation or rescheduling. 

‘(2) EFFECT.—The amount of unpaid prin- 
cipal and interest of the prior loans so con- 
solidated or rescheduled shall not create a 
new charge against any loan levels author- 
ized by law. 

‘(h) PREREQUISITES TO FORECLOSURE OR 
LIQUIDATION.—No foreclosure or other simi- 
lar action shall be taken to liquidate any 
loan determined to be ineligible for restruc- 
turing by the Secretary under this section— 

“(1) until the borrower has been given the 
opportunity to appeal the decision; and 

‘“(2) if the borrower appeals, the appeals 
process has been completed, and a deter- 
mination has been made that the loan is in- 
eligible for restructuring. 

‘“(i) NOTICE OF INELIGIBILITY FOR RESTRUC- 
TURING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A notice of ineligibility 
for restructuring shall be sent to the bor- 
rower by registered or certified mail not 
later than 15 days after a determination of 
ineligibility. 

‘(2) CONTENTS.—The notice required under 
paragraph (1) shall contain— 

“(A) the determination and the reasons for 
the determination; 

‘(B) the computations used to make the 
determination, including the calculation of 
the recovery value of the collateral securing 
the loan; and 

“(C) a statement of the right of the bor- 
rower to appeal the decision to the appeals 
division, and to appear before a hearing offi- 
cer. 

‘*(j) INDEPENDENT APPRAISALS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—An appeal may include a 
request by the borrower for an independent 
appraisal of any property securing the loan. 

‘“(2) PROCESS FOR APPRAISAL.—On a request 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
present the borrower with a list of 3 apprais- 
ers approved by the county supervisor, from 
which the borrower shall select an appraiser 
to conduct the appraisal. 

“(3) CosT.—The cost of an appraisal under 
this subsection shall be paid by the bor- 
rower. 

‘“(4) RESULT.—The result of an appraisal 
under this subsection shall be considered in 
any final determination concerning the loan. 

“(5) Copy.—A copy of any appraisal under 
this subsection shall be provided to the bor- 
rower. 

“(k) PARTIAL LIQUIDATIONS.—If a partial 
liquidation of a delinquent loan is performed 
(with the prior consent of the Secretary) as 
part of loan servicing by a guaranteed lender 
under this title, the Secretary shall not re- 
quire full liquidation of the loan for the lend- 
er to be eligible to receive payment on 
losses. 

“(1) ONLY 1 WRITE-DOWN OR NET RECOVERY 
BUY-OUT PER BORROWER FOR A LOAN MADE 
AFTER JANUARY 6, 1988.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may pro- 
vide for each borrower not more than 1 
write-down or net recovery buy-out under 
this section with respect to all loans made to 
the borrower after January 6, 1988. 

‘(2) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of para- 
graph (1), the Secretary shall treat any loan 
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made on or before January 6, 1988, with re- 
spect to which a restructuring, write-down, 
or net recovery buy-out is provided under 
this section after January 6, 1988, as a loan 
made after January 6, 1988. 

‘“(m) LIQUIDATION OF ASSETS.—The Sec- 
retary may not use the authority provided 
by this section to reduce or terminate any 
portion of the debt of the borrower that the 
borrower could pay through the liquidation 
of assets (or through the payment of the loan 
value of the assets, if the loan value is great- 
er than the liquidation value) described in 
subsection (c)(2)(A)(ii). 

“(n) LIFETIME LIMITATION ON DEBT FOR- 
GIVENESS PER BORROWER.—The Secretary 
may provide each borrower not more than 
$300,000 in debt forgiveness under this sec- 
tion. 
“SEC. 3412. RELIEF FOR MOBILIZED MILITARY 
RESERVISTS FROM CERTAIN AGRI- 
CULTURAL LOAN OBLIGATIONS. 

‘(a) DEFINITION OF MOBILIZED MILITARY RE- 
SERVIST.—In this section, the term ‘mobi- 
lized military reservist’ means an individual 
who— 

“(1) is on active duty under section 688, 
12301(a), 12301(g), 12302, 12304, 12306, or 12406, 
or chapter 15 of title 10, United States Code, 
or any other provision of law during a war or 
during a national emergency declared by the 
President or Congress, regardless of the loca- 
tion at which the active duty service is per- 
formed; or 

(2) in the case of a member of the Na- 
tional Guard, is on full-time National Guard 
duty (as defined in section 101(d)(5) of title 
10, United States Code) under a call to active 
service authorized by the President or the 
Secretary of Defense for a period of more 
than 30 consecutive days under section 502(f) 
of title 32, United States Code, for purposes 
of responding to a national emergency de- 
clared by the President and supported by 
Federal funds. 

“(b) FORGIVENESS OF INTEREST PAYMENTS 
DUE WHILE BORROWER IS A MOBILIZED MILI- 
TARY RESERVIST.—Any requirement that a 
borrower of a direct loan made under this 
subtitle make any interest payment on the 
loan that would otherwise be required to be 
made while the borrower is a mobilized mili- 
tary reservist is rescinded. 

“(c) DEFERRAL OF PRINCIPAL PAYMENTS 
DUE WHILE OR AFTER BORROWER IS A MOBI- 
LIZED MILITARY RESERVIST.—The due date of 
any payment of principal on a direct loan 
made to a borrower under this subtitle that 
would otherwise be required to be made 
while or after the borrower is a mobilized 
military reservist is deferred for a period 
equal in length to the period for which the 
borrower is a mobilized military reservist. 

“(d) NONACCRUAL OF INTEREST.—Interest on 
a direct loan made to a borrower described in 
this section shall not accrue during the pe- 
riod the borrower is a mobilized military re- 
servist. 

‘(e) BORROWER NOT CONSIDERED TO BE DE- 
LINQUENT OR RECEIVING DEBT FORGIVENESS.— 
Notwithstanding section 3425 or any other 
provision of this title, a borrower who re- 
ceives assistance under this section shall 
not, as a result of the assistance, be consid- 
ered to be delinquent or receiving debt for- 
giveness for purposes of receiving a direct or 
guaranteed loan under this subtitle. 

“SEC. 3413. INTEREST RATE REDUCTION PRO- 
GRAM. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The 
Secretary shall establish and carry out in ac- 
cordance with this section an interest rate 
reduction program for any loan guaranteed 
under this subtitle. 
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‘(b) ENTERING INTO CONTRACTS.—The Sec- 
retary shall enter into a contract with, and 
make payments to, an institution to reduce, 
during the term of the contract, the interest 
rate paid by the borrower on the guaranteed 
loan if— 

“(1) the borrower— 

“(A) is unable to obtain credit elsewhere; 

‘“(B) is unable to make payments on the 
loan in a timely manner; and 

‘(C) during the 24-month period beginning 
on the date on which the contract is entered 
into, has a total estimated cash income, in- 
cluding all farm and nonfarm income, that 
will equal or exceed the total estimated cash 
expenses, including all farm and nonfarm ex- 
penses, to be incurred by the borrower dur- 
ing the period; and 

“(2) during the term of the contract, the 
lender reduces the annual rate of interest 
payable on the loan by a minimum percent- 
age specified in the contract. 

“(c) PAYMENTS.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
in return for a contract entered into by a 
lender under subsection (b) for the reduction 
of the interest rate paid on a loan, the Sec- 
retary shall make payments to the lender in 
an amount equal to not more than 100 per- 
cent of the cost of reducing the annual rate 
of interest payable on the loan. 

‘(2) LIMITATION.—Payments under para- 
graph (1) may not exceed the cost of reducing 
the rate by more than 400 basis points. 

“(d) TERM.—The term of a contract entered 
into under this section to reduce the interest 
rate on a guaranteed loan may not exceed 
the outstanding term of the loan. 

‘*(e) CONDITION ON FORECLOSURE.—Notwith- 
standing any other law, any contract of 
guarantee on a farm loan entered into under 
this subtitle shall contain a condition that 
the lender of the loan may not initiate a 
foreclosure action on the loan until 60 days 
after a determination is made with respect 
to the eligibility of the borrower to partici- 
pate in the program established under this 
section. 

“SEC. 3414. HOMESTEAD PROPERTY. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘Adminis- 
trator’ means the Administrator of the 
Small Business Administration. 

‘(2) BORROWER-OWNER.—The 
rower-owner’ means— 

“(A) a borrower-owner of a loan made or 
guaranteed by the Secretary or the Adminis- 
trator who meets the eligibility require- 
ments of subsection (c)(1); or 

“(B) in a case in which an owner of home- 
stead property pledged the property to se- 
cure the loan and the owner is different than 
the borrower, the owner. 

“(3) FARM PROGRAM LOAN.—The term ‘farm 
program loan’ means a loan made by the Ad- 
ministrator under the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 631 et seq.) for any of the purposes au- 
thorized for loans under chapter 1 or 2. 

‘(4) HOMESTEAD PROPERTY.—The 
‘homestead property’ means— 

“(A) the principal residence and adjoining 
property possessed and occupied by a bor- 
rower-owner, including a reasonable number 
of farm outbuildings located on the adjoin- 
ing land that are useful to any occupant of 
the homestead; and 

‘(B) not more than 10 acres of adjoining 
land that is used to maintain the family of 
the borrower-owner. 

‘*(b) RETENTION OF HOMESTEAD PROPERTY .— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary or the Ad- 
ministrator shall, on application by a bor- 
rower-owner who meets the eligibility re- 
quirements of subsection (c)(1), permit the 
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borrower-owner to retain possession and oc- 
cupancy of homestead property under the 
terms set forth, and until the action de- 
scribed in this section has been completed, 
if— 

“(A) the Secretary forecloses or takes into 
inventory property securing a loan made 
under this subtitle; 

“(B) the Administrator forecloses or takes 
into inventory property securing a farm pro- 
gram loan made under the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 631 et seq.); or 

“(C) the borrower-owner of a loan made by 
the Secretary or the Administrator files a 
petition in bankruptcy that results in the 
conveyance of the homestead property to the 
Secretary or the Administrator, or agrees to 
voluntarily liquidate or convey the property 
in whole or in part. 

‘(2) PERIOD OF OCCUPANCY.—Subject to sub- 
section (c), the Secretary or the Adminis- 
trator shall not grant a period of occupancy 
of less than 3 nor more than 5 years. 

‘“(¢) ELIGIBILITY.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to occupy 
homestead property, a borrower-owner of a 
loan made by the Secretary or the Adminis- 
trator shall— 

‘(A) apply for the occupancy not later 
than 30 days after the property is acquired 
by the Secretary or Administrator; 

‘(B) have received from farming oper- 
ations gross farm income that is reasonably 
commensurate with— 

“(i) the size and location of the farming 
unit of the borrower-owner; and 

“(ii) local agricultural conditions (includ- 
ing natural and economic conditions), during 
at least 2 calendar years of the 6-year period 
preceding the calendar year in which the ap- 
plication is made; 

“(C) have received from farming operations 
at least 60 percent of the gross annual in- 
come of the borrower-owner and any spouse 
of the borrower-owner during at least 2 cal- 
endar years of the 6-year period described in 
subparagraph (B); 

‘“(D) have continuously occupied the home- 
stead property during the 6-year period de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B), except that the 
requirement of this subparagraph may be 
waived if a borrower-owner, due to cir- 
cumstances beyond the control of the bor- 
rower-owner, had to leave the homestead 
property for a period of time not to exceed 12 
months during the 6-year period; 

‘“(E) during the period of occupancy of the 
homestead property, pay a reasonable sum as 
rent for the property to the Secretary or the 
Administrator in an amount substantially 
equivalent to rents charged for similar resi- 
dential properties in the area in which the 
homestead property is located; 

‘“(F) during the period of the occupancy of 
the homestead property, maintain the prop- 
erty in good condition; and 

“(G) meet such other reasonable and nec- 
essary terms and conditions as the Secretary 
may require. 

‘((2) DEFINITION OF FARMING OPERATIONS.— 
In subparagraphs (B) and (C) of paragraph 
(1), the term ‘farming operations’ includes 
rent paid by a lessee of agricultural land dur- 
ing a period in which the borrower-owner, 
due to circumstances beyond the control of 
the borrower-owner, is unable to actively 
farm the land. 

‘*(3) TERMINATION OF RIGHTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of para- 
graph (1)(E), the failure of the borrower- 
owner to make a timely rental payment 
shall constitute cause for the termination of 
all rights of the borrower-owner to posses- 
sion and occupancy of the homestead prop- 
erty under this section. 
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‘“(B) PROCEDURE FOR TERMINATION.—In ef- 
fecting a termination under subparagraph 
(A), the Secretary shall— 

‘“(i) afford the borrower-owner or lessee the 
notice and hearing procedural rights de- 
scribed in subtitle H of the Department of 
Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 
U.S.C. 6991 et seq.); and 

“Gi) comply with any applicable State and 
local law governing eviction of a person from 
residential property. 

“(4) RIGHTS OF BORROWER-OWNER.— 

‘“(A) PERIOD OF OCCUPANCY.—Subject to 
subsection (b)(2), the period of occupancy al- 
lowed the borrower-owner of homestead 
property under this section shall be the pe- 
riod requested in writing by the borrower- 
owner. 

‘(B) RIGHT TO REACQUIRE.— 

“() IN GENERAL.—During the period the 
borrower-owner occupies the homestead 
property, the borrower-owner shall have a 
right to reacquire the homestead property on 
such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
shall determine. 

““i) SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED BORROWER- 
OWNER.—During the period of occupancy of a 
borrower-owner who is a socially disadvan- 
taged farmer, the borrower-owner or a mem- 
ber of the immediate family of the borrower- 
owner shall have a right of first refusal to re- 
acquire the homestead property on such 
terms and conditions as the Secretary shall 
determine. 

‘“(iii) INDEPENDENT APPRAISAL.—The Sec- 
retary may not demand a payment for the 
homestead property that is in excess of the 
current market value of the homestead prop- 
erty as established by an independent ap- 
praisal. 

‘“(iv) CONDUCT OF APPRAISAL.—An inde- 
pendent appraisal under clause (iii) shall be 
conducted by an appraiser selected by the 
borrower-owner, or, in the case of a bor- 
rower-owner who is a socially disadvantaged 
farmer, the immediate family member of the 
borrower-owner, from a list of 3 appraisers 
approved by the county supervisor. 

‘(5) TRANSFER OF RIGHTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), no right of a borrower- 
owner under this section, and no agreement 
entered into between the borrower-owner 
and the Secretary for occupancy of the 
homestead property, shall be transferable or 
assignable by the borrower-owner or by oper- 
ation of law. 

‘(B) DEATH OR INCOMPETENCY.—In the case 
of death or incompetency of the borrower- 
owner, the right and agreement shall be 
transferable to a spouse of the borrower- 
owner if the spouse agrees to comply with 
any terms and conditions of the right or 
agreement. 

**(6) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than the date 
of acquisition of the property securing a loan 
made under this title, the Secretary shall 
notify the borrower-owner of the property of 
the availability of homestead protection 
rights under this section. 

“(d) END OF PERIOD OF OCCUPANCY.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—At the end of the period 
of occupancy allowed a _ borrower-owner 
under subsection (c), the Secretary or the 
Administrator shall grant to the borrower- 
owner a right of first refusal to reacquire the 
homestead property on such terms and con- 
ditions (which may include payment of prin- 
cipal in installments) as the Secretary or the 
Administrator shall determine. 

‘“(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The terms 
and conditions granted under paragraph (1) 
may not be less favorable than those offered 
by the Secretary or Administrator or in- 
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tended by the Secretary or Administrator to 
be offered to any other buyer. 

“(e) MAXIMUM PAYMENT OF PRINCIPAL.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—At the time a reacquisi- 
tion agreement is entered into, the Sec- 
retary or the Administrator may not demand 
a total payment of principal that is in excess 
of the value of the homestead property. 

‘(2) DETERMINATION OF VALUE.—To the 
maximum extent practicable, the value of 
the homestead property shall be determined 
by an independent appraisal made during the 
180 day period beginning on the date of re- 
ceipt of the application of the borrower- 
owner to retain possession and occupancy of 
the homestead property. 

‘“(f) TITLE NOT NEEDED TO ENTER INTO CON- 
TRACTS.—The Secretary may enter into a 
contract authorized by this section before 
the Secretary acquires title to the home- 
stead property that is the subject of the con- 
tract. 

“(g) STATE LAW PREVAILS.—In the event of 
a conflict between this section and a provi- 
sion of State law relating to the right of a 
borrower-owner to designate for separate 
sale or redeem part or all of the real prop- 
erty securing a loan foreclosed on by a lend- 
er to the borrower-owner, the provision of 
State law shall prevail. 

“SEC. 3415. TRANSFER OF INVENTORY LAND. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b), the Secretary may transfer to a Federal 
or State agency, for conservation purposes, 
any real property, or interest in real prop- 
erty, administered by the Secretary under 
this subtitle— 

“(1) with respect to which the rights of all 
prior owners and operators have expired; 

‘(2) that is eligible to be disposed of in ac- 
cordance with section 3409; and 

(3) that— 

“(A) has marginal value for agricultural 
production; 

“(B) is environmentally sensitive; or 

‘“(C) has special management importance. 

‘(b) CONDITIONS.—The Secretary may not 
transfer any property or interest in property 
under subsection (a) unless— 

“(1) at least 2 public notices are given of 
the transfer; 

‘(2) if requested, at least 1 public meeting 
is held prior to the transfer; and 

“(3) the Governor and at least 1 elected 
county official of the State and county in 
which the property is located are consulted 
prior to the transfer. 

“SEC. 3416. TARGET PARTICIPATION RATES. 

‘*(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish annual target participation rates, on 
a county-wide basis, that shall ensure that 
members of socially disadvantaged groups 
shall— 

“(A) receive loans made or guaranteed 
under chapter 1; and 

‘“(B) have the opportunity to purchase or 
lease farmland acquired by the Secretary 
under this subtitle. 

‘“(2) GROUP POPULATION.—Except as pro- 
vided in paragraph (3), in establishing the 
target rates, the Secretary shall take into 
consideration— 

“(A) the portion of the population of the 
county made up of the socially disadvan- 
taged groups; and 

“(B) the availability of inventory farmland 
in the county. 

‘(3) GENDER.—In the case of gender, target 
participation rates shall take into consider- 
ation the number of current and potential 
socially disadvantaged farmers in a State in 
proportion to the total number of farmers in 
the State. 
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“(b) RESERVATION AND ALLOCATION.— 

“(1) RESERVATION.—To the maximum ex- 
tent practicable, the Secretary shall reserve 
sufficient loan funds made available under 
chapter 1 for use by members of socially dis- 
advantaged groups identified under target 
participation rates established under sub- 
section (a). 

*(2) ALLOCATION.—The Secretary shall al- 
locate the loans on the basis of the propor- 
tion of members of socially disadvantaged 
groups in a county and the availability of in- 
ventory farmland, with the greatest amount 
of loan funds being distributed in the county 
with the greatest proportion of socially dis- 
advantaged group members and the greatest 
quantity of available inventory farmland. 

‘(3) INDIAN RESERVATIONS.—In distributing 
loan funds in counties within the boundaries 
of an Indian reservation, the Secretary shall 
allocate the funds on a reservation-wide 
basis. 

‘(¢) OPERATING LOANS.— 

‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish annual target participation rates 
that shall ensure that socially disadvantaged 
farmers receive loans made or guaranteed 
under chapter 2. 

“(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—In establishing the 
target rates, the Secretary shall consider the 
number of socially disadvantaged farmers in 
a State in proportion to the total number of 
farmers in the State. 

‘*(2) RESERVATION AND ALLOCATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, the Secretary shall reserve and 
allocate the proportion of the loan funds of 
each State made available under chapter 2 
that is equal to the target participation rate 
of the State for use by the socially disadvan- 
taged farmers in the State. 

‘(B) DISTRIBUTION.—To the maximum ex- 
tent practicable, the Secretary shall dis- 
tribute the total loan funds reserved under 
subparagraph (A) on a _ county-by-county 
basis according to the number of socially dis- 
advantaged farmers in the county. 

‘(C) REALLOCATION OF UNUSED FUNDS.—Any 
funds reserved and allocated under this para- 
graph but not used within a State shall, to 
the extent necessary to satisfy pending ap- 
plications under this title, be available for 
use by socially disadvantaged farmers in 
other States, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, and any remaining funds shall be re- 
allocated within the State. 

‘“(d) REPORT.—The Secretary shall prepare 
and submit to the Committee on Agriculture 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry of the Senate a report that de- 
scribes the annual target participation rates 
and the success in meeting the rates. 

‘(e) IMPLEMENTATION CONSISTENT WITH SU- 
PREME COURT HOLDING.—Not later than 180 
days after April 4, 1996, the Secretary shall 
ensure that the implementation of this sec- 
tion is consistent with the holding of the Su- 
preme Court in Adarand Constructors, Inc. v. 
Federico Pena, Secretary of Transportation, 
115 S. Ct. 2097 (1995). 

“SEC. 3417. COMPROMISE OR ADJUSTMENT OF 
DEBTS OR CLAIMS BY GUARANTEED 
LENDER. 

“(a) LOSS BY LENDER.—If the lender of a 
guaranteed farmer program loan takes any 
action described in section 3903(a)(4) with re- 
spect to the loan and the Secretary approves 
the action, for purposes of the guarantee, the 
lender shall be treated as having sustained a 
loss equal to the amount by which— 

“(1) the outstanding balance of the loan 
immediately before the action; exceeds 
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““(2) the outstanding balance of the loan 
immediately after the action. 

“(b) NET PRESENT VALUE OF LOAN.—The 
Secretary shall approve the taking of an ac- 
tion described in section 3903(a)(4) by the 
lender of a guaranteed farmer program loan 
with respect to the loan if the action reduces 
the net present value of the loan to an 
amount equal to not less than the greater 
of— 

“(1) the greatest net present value of a 
loan the borrower could reasonably be ex- 
pected to repay; and 

“*(2) the difference between— 

“(A) the greatest amount that the lender 
of the loan could reasonably expect to re- 
cover from the borrower through bank- 
ruptcy, or liquidation of the property secur- 
ing the loan; and 

‘“(B) all reasonable and necessary costs and 
expenses that the lender of the loan could 
reasonably expect to incur to preserve or dis- 
pose of the property (including all associated 
legal and property management costs) in the 
course of such a bankruptcy or liquidation. 

“(c) No LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY.—This 
section shall not limit the authority of the 
Secretary to enter into a shared appreciation 
arrangement with a borrower under section 
3411(e). 

“SEC. 3418. WAIVER OF MEDIATION RIGHTS BY 
BORROWERS. 

“The Secretary may not make or guar- 
antee any farmer program loan to a farm 
borrower on the condition that the borrower 
waive any right under the mediation pro- 
gram of any State. 

“SEC. 3419. BORROWER TRAINING. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
tract to provide educational training to all 
borrowers of direct loans made under this 
subtitle in financial and farm management 
concepts associated with commercial farm- 
ing. 

“(b) CONTRACT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con- 
tract with a State or private provider of 
farm management and credit counseling 
services (including a community college, the 
extension service of a State, a State depart- 
ment of agriculture, or a nonprofit organiza- 
tion) to carry out this section. 

**(2) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary may 
consult with the chief executive officer of a 
State concerning the identity of the con- 
tracting organization and the process for 
contracting. 

“(c) ELIGIBILITY FOR LOANS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
to be eligible to obtain a direct or guaran- 
teed loan under this subtitle, a borrower 
shall be required to obtain management as- 
sistance under this section, appropriate to 
the management ability of the borrower dur- 
ing the determination of eligibility for the 
loan. 

**(2) LOAN CONDITIONS.—The need of a bor- 
rower who satisfies the criteria set out in 
section 3101(b)(1)(B) or 3201(b)(1)(B) for man- 
agement assistance under this section shall 
not be cause for denial of eligibility of the 
borrower for a direct or guaranteed loan 
under this subtitle. 

“(d) GUIDELINES AND CURRICULUM.—The 
Secretary shall issue regulations estab- 
lishing guidelines and curriculum for the 
borrower training program established under 
this section. 

(e) PAYMENT.—A borrower— 

“(1) shall pay for training received under 
this section; and 

“(2) may use funds from operating loans 
made under chapter 2 to pay for the training. 

“(f) WAIVERS.— 


375 


“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
waive the requirements of this section for an 
individual borrower on a determination that 
the borrower demonstrates adequate knowl- 
edge in areas described in this section. 

““(2) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish criteria providing for the application of 
paragraph (1) consistently in all counties na- 
tionwide. 

“SEC. 3420. LOAN ASSESSMENTS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—After an applicant is de- 
termined to be eligible for assistance under 
this subtitle, the Secretary shall evaluate, in 
accordance with regulations issued by the 
Secretary, the farming plan and financial 
situation of each qualified farmer applicant. 

‘“(b) DETERMINATIONS.—In evaluating the 
farming plan and financial situation of an 
applicant under this section, the Secretary 
shall determine— 

“(1) the amount that the applicant needs 
to borrow to carry out the proposed farming 
plan; 

‘(2) the rate of interest that the applicant 
would need to be able to cover expenses and 
build an adequate equity base; 

‘(3) the goals of the proposed farming plan 
of the applicant; 

“(4) the financial viability of the plan and 
any changes that are necessary to make the 
plan viable; and 

“(5) whether assistance is necessary under 
this title and, if so, the amount of the assist- 
ance. 

“(c) CONTRACT.—The Secretary may con- 
tract with a third party (including an entity 
that is eligible to provide borrower training 
under section 3419(b)) to conduct a loan as- 
sessment under this section. 

‘(d) REVIEW OF LOANS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Loan assessments con- 
ducted under this section shall include bian- 
nual review of direct loans, and periodic re- 
view (as determined necessary by the Sec- 
retary) of guaranteed loans, made under this 
title to assess the progress of a borrower in 
meeting the goals for the farm operation. 

(2) CONTRACTS.—The Secretary may con- 
tract with an entity that is eligible to pro- 
vide borrower training under section 3419(b) 
to conduct a loan review under paragraph (1). 

“(3) PROBLEM ASSESSMENTS.—If a borrower 
is delinquent in payments on a direct or 
guaranteed loan made under this title, the 
Secretary or the contracting entity shall de- 
termine the cause of, and action necessary to 
correct, the delinquency. 

‘(e) GUIDELINES.—The Secretary shall 
issue regulations providing guidelines for 
loan assessments conducted under this sec- 
tion. 

“SEC. 3421. SUPERVISED CREDIT. 

“The Secretary shall provide adequate 
training to employees of the Farm Service 
Agency on credit analysis and financial and 
farm management— 

“(1) to better acquaint the employees with 
what constitutes adequate financial data on 
which to base a direct or guaranteed loan ap- 
proval decision; and 

‘(2) to ensure proper supervision of farmer 
program loans. 

“SEC. 3422. MARKET PLACEMENT. 

“The Secretary shall establish a market 
placement program for a qualified beginning 
farmer and any other borrower of farmer 
program loans that the Secretary believes 
has a reasonable chance of qualifying for 
commercial credit with a guarantee provided 
under this subtitle. 

“SEC. 3423. RECORDKEEPING OF LOANS BY GEN- 
DER OF BORROWER. 

“The Secretary shall classify, by gender, 
records of applicants for loans and loan guar- 
antees under this subtitle. 
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“SEC. 3424. CROP INSURANCE REQUIREMENT. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of obtain- 
ing any benefit (including a direct loan, loan 
guarantee, or payment) described in sub- 
section (b), a borrower shall be required to 
obtain at least catastrophic risk protection 
insurance coverage under section 508 of the 
Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508) for 
the crop and crop year for which the benefit 
is sought, if the coverage is offered by the 
Federal Crop Insurance Corporation. 

“(b) APPLICABLE BENEFITS.—Subsection (a) 
shall apply to— 

“(1) a farm ownership loan under section 
3102; 

“(2) an operating loan under section 3202; 
and 

“(3) an emergency loan under section 3301. 
“SEC. 3425. LOAN AND LOAN SERVICING LIMITA- 

TIONS. 

“(a) DELINQUENT BORROWERS PROHIBITED 
FROM OBTAINING DIRECT OPERATING LOANS.— 
The Secretary may not make a direct oper- 
ating loan under chapter 2 to a borrower who 
is delinquent on any loan made or guaran- 
teed under this subtitle. 

“(b) LOANS PROHIBITED FOR BORROWERS 
THAT HAVE RECEIVED DEBT FORGIVENESS.— 

‘“(1) PROHIBITIONS.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2)— 

“(A) the Secretary may not make a loan 
under this subtitle to a borrower that has re- 
ceived debt forgiveness on a loan made or 
guaranteed under this subtitle; and 

“(B) the Secretary may not guarantee a 
loan under this subtitle to a borrower that 
has received— 

“(i) debt forgiveness after April 4, 1996, on 
a loan made or guaranteed under this sub- 
title; or 

“(ii) received debt forgiveness on more 
than 3 occasions on or before April 4, 1996. 

‘*(2) EXCEPTIONS.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make a direct or guaranteed farm operating 
loan for paying annual farm operating ex- 
penses of a borrower who— 

“(i) was restructured with a write-down 
under section 3411; 

“(ii) is current on payments under a con- 
firmed reorganization plan under chapters 1 
11, 12, or 18 of title 11 of the United States 
Code; or 

“(iii) received debt forgiveness on not more 
than 1 occasion resulting directly and pri- 
marily from a major disaster or emergency 
designated by the President on or after April 
4, 1996, under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5121 et seq.). 

“(B) EMERGENCY LOANS.—The Secretary 
may make an emergency loan under section 
3301 to a borrower that— 

“(i) on or before April 4, 1996, received not 
more than 1 debt forgiveness on a loan made 
or guaranteed under this subtitle; and 

“(ii) after April 4, 1996, has not received 
debt forgiveness on a loan made or guaran- 
teed under this subtitle. 

“(c) No MORE THAN 1 DEBT FORGIVENESS 
FOR A BORROWER ON A DIRECT LOAN.—The 
Secretary may not provide to a borrower 
debt forgiveness on a direct loan made under 
this subtitle if the borrower has received 
debt forgiveness on another direct loan made 
under this subtitle. 

“SEC. 3426. SHORT FORM CERTIFICATION OF 
FARM PROGRAM BORROWER COM- 
PLIANCE. 

“The Secretary shall develop and use a 
consolidated short form for farmer program 
loan borrowers to use in certifying compli- 
ance with any applicable provision of law 
(including a regulation) that serves as an eli- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


gibility prerequisite for a loan made under 

this subtitle. 

“SEC. 3427. UNDERWRITING FORMS AND STAND- 
ARDS. 


“In the administration of this subtitle, the 
Secretary shall, to the extent practicable, 
use underwriting forms, standards, practices, 
and terminology similar to the forms, stand- 
ards, practices, and terminology used by 
lenders in the private sector. 

“SEC. 3428. BEGINNING FARMER INDIVIDUAL DE- 
VELOPMENT ACCOUNTS PILOT PRO- 
GRAM. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

‘“(1) DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM.—The term 
‘demonstration program’ means a dem- 
onstration program carried out by a quali- 
fied entity under the pilot program estab- 
lished in subsection (b)(1). 

‘(2) ELIGIBLE PARTICIPANT.—The term ‘eli- 
gible participant’ means a qualified begin- 
ning farmer that— 

“(A) lacks significant financial resources 
or assets; and 

‘“(B) has an income that is less than— 

“(i) 80 percent of the median income of the 
State in which the farmer resides; or 

““(ji) 200 percent of the most recent annual 
Federal Poverty Income Guidelines pub- 
lished by the Department of Health and 
Human Services for the State. 

‘(3) INDIVIDUAL DEVELOPMENT ACCOUNT.— 
The term ‘individual development account’ 
means a savings account described in sub- 
section (b)(4)(A). 

“(4) QUALIFIED ENTITY.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified en- 
tity’ means— 

“(i) 1 or more organizations— 

“(I) described in section 501(c)(3) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986; and 

“(I) exempt from taxation under section 
501(a) of such Code; or 

“Gi) a State, local, or tribal government 
submitting an application jointly with an or- 
ganization described in clause (i). 

‘“(B) NO PROHIBITION ON COLLABORATION.— 
An organization described in subparagraph 
(A)G) may collaborate with a financial insti- 
tution or for-profit community development 
corporation to carry out the purposes of this 
section. 

“(b) PILOT PROGRAM.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish a pilot program to be known as the 
‘New Farmer Individual Development Ac- 
counts Pilot Program’ under which the Sec- 
retary shall work through qualified entities 
to establish demonstration programs— 

“(A) of at least 5 years in duration; and 

‘“(B) in at least 15 States. 

**(2) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall 
operate the pilot program through and in co- 
ordination with the farmer program loans of 
the Farm Service Agency. 

‘(3) RESERVE FUNDS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A qualified entity car- 
rying out a demonstration program under 
this section shall establish a reserve fund 
consisting of a non-Federal match of 50 per- 
cent of the total amount of the grant award- 
ed to the demonstration program under this 
section. 

“(B) FEDERAL FUNDS.—After the qualified 
entity has deposited the non-Federal match- 
ing funds described in subparagraph (A) in 
the reserve fund, the Secretary shall provide 
the total amount of the grant awarded under 
this section to the demonstration program 
for deposit in the reserve fund. 

““(C) USE OF FUNDS.—Of the funds deposited 
under subparagraph (B) in the reserve fund 
established for a demonstration program, the 
qualified entity carrying out the demonstra- 
tion program— 
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“(i) may use up to 10 percent for adminis- 
trative expenses; and 

“(ii) shall use the remainder in making 
matching awards described in paragraph 
(DBI). 

“(D) INTEREST.—Any interest earned on 
amounts in a reserve fund established under 
subparagraph (A) may be used by the quali- 
fied entity as additional matching funds for, 
or to administer, the demonstration pro- 
gram. 

“(E) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary shall issue 
guidance regarding the investment require- 
ments of reserve funds established under this 
paragraph. 

“(F) REVERSION.—On the date on which all 
funds remaining in any individual develop- 
ment account established by a qualified enti- 
ty have reverted under paragraph (5)(B)(ii) to 
the reserve fund established by the qualified 
entity, there shall revert to the Treasury of 
the United States a percentage of the 
amount (if any) in the reserve fund equal 
to— 

“(i) the amount of Federal funds deposited 
in the reserve fund under subparagraph (B) 
that were not used for administrative ex- 
penses; divided by 

“(ii) the total amount of funds deposited in 
the reserve fund. 

‘*(4) INDIVIDUAL DEVELOPMENT ACCOUNTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A qualified entity re- 
ceiving a grant under this section shall es- 
tablish and administer individual develop- 
ment accounts for eligible participants. 

‘(B) CONTRACT REQUIREMENTS.—To be eligi- 
ble to receive funds under this section from 
a qualified entity, an eligible participant 
shall enter into a contract with only 1 quali- 
fied entity under which— 

“(i) the eligible participant agrees— 

‘““T) to deposit a certain amount of funds of 
the eligible participant in a personal savings 
account, as prescribed by the contractual 
agreement between the eligible participant 
and the qualified entity; 

“(ID to use the funds described in sub- 
clause (I) only for 1 or more eligible expendi- 
tures described in paragraph (5)(A); and 

‘(III) to complete financial training; and 

“(ii) the qualified entity agrees— 

“(D) to deposit, not later than 1 month 
after an amount is deposited pursuant to 
clause (i)(1), at least a 100-percent, and up to 
a 200-percent, match of that amount into the 
individual development account established 
for the eligible participant; and 

‘(II) with uses of funds proposed by the eli- 
gible participant. 

‘(C) LIMITATION.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—A qualified entity admin- 
istering a demonstration program under this 
section may provide not more than $6,000 for 
each fiscal year in matching funds to the in- 
dividual development account established by 
the qualified entity for an eligible partici- 
pant. 

“(ii) TREATMENT OF AMOUNT.—An amount 
provided under clause (i) shall not be consid- 
ered to be a gift or loan for mortgage pur- 
poses. 

‘*(6) ELIGIBLE EXPENDITURES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—An eligible expenditure 
described in this subparagraph is an expendi- 
ture— 

“(i) to purchase farmland or make a down 
payment on an accepted purchase offer for 
farmland; 

“(ii) to make mortgage payments on farm- 
land purchased pursuant to clause (i), for up 
to 180 days after the date of the purchase; 

““iii) to purchase breeding stock, fruit or 
nut trees, or trees to harvest for timber; and 

‘““iv) for other similar expenditures, as de- 
termined by the Secretary. 
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‘(B) TIMING.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—An eligible participant 
may make an eligible expenditure at any 
time during the 2-year period beginning on 
the date on which the last matching funds 
are provided under paragraph (4)(B)(ii)(1) to 
the individual development account estab- 
lished for the eligible participant. 

“(ii) UNEXPENDED FUNDS.—At the end of 
the period described in clause (i), any funds 
remaining in an individual development ac- 
count established for an eligible participant 
shall revert to the reserve fund of the dem- 
onstration program under which the account 
was established. 

‘“(¢) APPLICATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A qualified entity that 
seeks to carry out a demonstration program 
under this section may submit to the Sec- 
retary an application at such time, in such 
form, and containing such information as 
the Secretary may prescribe. 

“(2) CRITERIA.—In considering whether to 
approve an application to carry out a dem- 
onstration program under this section, the 
Secretary shall assess— 

“(A) the degree to which the demonstra- 
tion program described in the application is 
likely to aid eligible participants in success- 
fully pursuing new farming opportunities; 

‘(B) the experience and ability of the 
qualified entity to responsibly administer 
the demonstration program; 

“(C) the experience and ability of the 
qualified entity in recruiting, educating, and 
assisting eligible participants to increase 
economic independence and pursue or ad- 
vance farming opportunities; 

“(D) the aggregate amount of direct funds 
from non-Federal public sector and private 
sources that are formally committed to the 
demonstration program as matching con- 
tributions; 

“(E) the adequacy of the plan of the quali- 
fied entity to provide information relevant 
to an evaluation of the demonstration pro- 
gram; and 

“(F) such other factors as the Secretary 
considers to be appropriate. 

‘(3) PREFERENCES.—In considering an ap- 
plication to conduct a demonstration pro- 
gram under this section, the Secretary shall 
give preference to an application from a 
qualified entity that demonstrates— 

“(A) a track record of serving clients tar- 
geted by the program, including, as appro- 
priate, socially disadvantaged farmers; and 

‘“(B) expertise in dealing with financial 
management aspects of farming. 

“(4) APPROVAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this section, in ac- 
cordance with this section, the Secretary 
shall, on a competitive basis, approve such 
applications to conduct demonstration pro- 
grams as the Secretary considers appro- 
priate. 

“(5) TERM OF AUTHORITY.—If the Secretary 
approves an application to carry out a dem- 
onstration program, the Secretary shall au- 
thorize the applicant to carry out the project 
for a period of 5 years, plus an additional 2 
years to make eligible expenditures in ac- 
cordance with subsection (b)(5)(B). 

“(d) GRANT AUTHORITY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make a grant to a qualified entity author- 
ized to carry out a demonstration program 
under this section. 

‘(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF GRANTS.—The ag- 
gregate amount of grant funds provided to a 
demonstration program carried out under 
this section shall not exceed $250,000. 

‘(3) TIMING OF GRANT PAYMENTS.—The Sec- 
retary shall pay the amounts awarded under 
a grant made under this section— 
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“(A) on the awarding of the grant; or 

“(B) pursuant to such payment plan as the 
qualified entity may specify. 

““(e) REPORTS.— 

“(1) ANNUAL PROGRESS REPORTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the end of the calendar year in which 
the Secretary authorizes a qualified entity 
to carry out a demonstration program under 
this section, and annually thereafter until 
the conclusion of the demonstration pro- 
gram, the qualified entity shall prepare an 
annual report that includes, for the period 
covered by the report— 

“G) an evaluation of the progress of the 
demonstration program; 

“(ii) information about the demonstration 
program, including the eligible participants 
and the individual development accounts 
that have been established; and 

‘“(iii) such other information as the Sec- 
retary may require. 

“(B) SUBMISSION OF REPORTS.—A qualified 
entity shall submit each report required 
under subparagraph (A) to the Secretary. 

‘(2) REPORTS BY THE SECRETARY.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date on which all dem- 
onstration programs under this section are 
concluded, the Secretary shall submit to 
Congress a final report that describes the re- 
sults and findings of all reports and evalua- 
tions carried out under this section. 

“(f) ANNUAL REVIEW.—The Secretary may 
conduct an annual review of the financial 
records of a qualified entity— 

“(1) to assess the financial soundness of 
the qualified entity; and 

‘“(2) to determine the use of grant funds 
made available to the qualified entity under 
this section. 

“(g) REGULATIONS.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary may promulgate regu- 
lations to ensure that the program includes 
provisions for— 

“(1) the termination of demonstration pro- 
grams; 

‘(2) control of the reserve funds in the case 
of such a termination; 

““(3) transfer of demonstration programs to 
other qualified entities; and 

‘“(4) remissions from a reserve fund to the 
Secretary in a case in which a demonstration 
program is terminated without transfer to a 
new qualified entity. 

“(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $5,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2013 through 2018. 

“SEC. 3429. FARMER LOAN PILOT PROJECTS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con- 
duct pilot projects of limited scope and dura- 
tion that are consistent with this subtitle to 
evaluate processes and techniques that may 
improve the efficiency and effectiveness of 
the programs carried out under this subtitle 

“*(b) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall— 

“(1) not less than 60 days before the date 
on which the Secretary initiates a pilot 
project under subsection (a), submit notice 
of the proposed pilot project to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate; and 

“(2) consider any recommendations or 
feedback provided to the Secretary in re- 
sponse to the notice provided under para- 
graph (1). 

“SEC. 3430. PROHIBITION ON USE OF LOANS FOR 
CERTAIN PURPOSES. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsections (b) and (c), the Secretary may 
not approve a loan under this subtitle to 
drain, dredge, fill, level, or otherwise manip- 
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ulate a wetland (as defined in section 1201(a) 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3801(a))), or to engage in any activity that 
results in impairing or reducing the flow, 
circulation, or reach of water. 

(b) PRIOR ACTIVITY.—Subsection (a) does 
not apply in the case of— 

“(1) an activity related to the maintenance 
of a previously converted wetland; or 

“(2) an activity that had already com- 
menced before November 28, 1990. 

“(c) EXCEPTION.—This section shall not 
apply to a loan made or guaranteed under 
this subtitle for a utility line. 

“SEC. 3431. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA- 
TIONS AND ALLOCATION OF FUNDS. 

‘*(a) AUTHORIZATION FOR LOANS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 
or guarantee loans under chapters 1 and 2 
from the Agricultural Credit Insurance Fund 
for not more than $4,226,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2013 through 2018, of which, for 
each fiscal year— 

“(A) $1,200,000,000 shall be for direct loans, 
of which— 

“(i) $350,000,000 shall be for farm ownership 
loans; and 

“(ii) $850,000,000 shall be for operating 
loans; and 

“(B) $3,026,000,000 shall be for guaranteed 
loans, of which— 

“(i) $1,000,000,000 shall be for guarantees of 
farm ownership loans; and 

““(ii) $2,026,000,000 shall be for guarantees of 
operating loans. 

‘(2) BEGINNING FARMERS.— 

‘(A) DIRECT LOANS.— 

“(i) FARM OWNERSHIP LOANS.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 
available under paragraph (1) for direct farm 
ownership loans, the Secretary shall reserve 
an amount that is not less than 75 percent of 
the total amount for qualified beginning 
farmers. 

“(II) DOWN PAYMENT LOANS; JOINT FINANC- 
ING ARRANGEMENTS.—Of the amounts re- 
served for a fiscal year under subclause (1), 
the Secretary shall reserve an amount not 
less than 74 of the amount for the down pay- 
ment loan program under section 3107 and 
joint financing arrangements under section 
3105 until April 1 of the fiscal year. 

“(ii) OPERATING LOANS.—Of the amounts 
made available under paragraph (1) for direct 
operating loans, the Secretary shall reserve 
for qualified beginning farmers for each of 
fiscal years 2013 through 2018, an amount 
that is not less than 50 percent of the total 
amount. 

“(iii) FUNDS RESERVED UNTIL SEPTEMBER 
1.—Except as provided in clause (i)(II), funds 
reserved for qualified beginning farmers 
under this subparagraph for a fiscal year 
shall be reserved only until September 1 of 
the fiscal year. 

‘(B) GUARANTEED LOANS.— 

‘(i) FARM OWNERSHIP LOANS.—Of the 
amounts made available under paragraph (1) 
for guarantees of farm ownership loans, the 
Secretary shall reserve an amount that is 
not less than 40 percent of the total amount 
for qualified beginning farmers. 

“(ii) OPERATING LOANS.—Of the amounts 
made available under paragraph (1) for guar- 
antees of operating loans, the Secretary 
shall reserve 40 percent for qualified begin- 
ning farmers. 

“(iii) FUNDS RESERVED UNTIL APRIL 1.— 
Funds reserved for qualified beginning farm- 
ers under this subparagraph for a fiscal year 
shall be reserved only until April 1 of the fis- 
cal year. 

‘(C) RESERVED FUNDS FOR ALL QUALIFIED 
BEGINNING FARMERS.—If a qualified beginning 
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farmer meets the eligibility criteria for re- 
ceiving a direct or guaranteed loan under 
section 3101, 3107, or 3201, the Secretary shall 
make or guarantee the loan if sufficient 
funds reserved under this paragraph are 
available to make or guarantee the loan. 

‘(3) TRANSFER FOR DOWN PAYMENT LOANS.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B)— 

“(i) beginning on August 1 of each fiscal 
year, the Secretary shall use available un- 
subsidized guaranteed farm operating loan 
funds to provide direct farm ownership loans 
approved by the Secretary to qualified begin- 
ning farmers under the down payment loan 
program established under section 3107, if 
sufficient direct farm ownership loan funds 
are not otherwise available; and 

“(ii) beginning on September 1 of each fis- 
cal year, the Secretary shall use available 
unsubsidized guaranteed farm operating loan 
funds to provide direct farm ownership loans 
approved by the Secretary to qualified begin- 
ning farmers, if sufficient direct farm owner- 
ship loan funds are not otherwise available. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall 
limit the transfer of funds under subpara- 
graph (A) so that all guaranteed farm oper- 
ating loans that have been approved, or will 
be approved, by the Secretary during the fis- 
cal year will be made to the extent of avail- 
able amounts. 

‘(4) TRANSFER FOR CREDIT SALES OF FARM 
INVENTORY PROPERTY.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subpara- 
graphs (B) and (C), beginning on September 1 
of each fiscal year, the Secretary may use 
available funds made available under chapter 
3 for the fiscal year to fund the credit sale of 
farm real estate in the inventory of the Sec- 
retary. 

‘(B) SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS.—The 
transfer authority provided under subpara- 
graph (A) shall not apply to any funds made 
available to the Secretary for any fiscal year 
under an Act making supplemental appro- 
priations. 

“(C) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall 
limit the transfer of funds under subpara- 
graph (A) so that all emergency disaster 
loans that have been approved, or will be ap- 
proved, by the Secretary during the fiscal 
year will be made to the extent of available 
amounts. 

‘(5) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funds made 
available to carry out this subtitle shall re- 
main available until expended. 

‘“(b) COST PROJECTIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
velop long-term cost projections for loan 
program authorizations required under sub- 
section (a). 

“(2) ANALYSIS.—Each projection under 
paragraph (1) shall include analyses of— 

“(A) the long-term costs of the lending lev- 
els that the Secretary requests to be author- 
ized under subsection (a); and 

“(B) the long-term costs for increases in 
lending levels beyond those requested to be 
authorized, based on increments of $10,000,000 
or such other levels as the Secretary con- 
siders appropriate. 

‘(3) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—The Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committees on 
Agriculture and Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Committees on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry and Ap- 
propriations of the Senate reports con- 
taining the long-term cost projections for 
the 3-year period beginning with fiscal year 
1983 and each 3-year period thereafter at the 
time the requests for authorizations for 
those periods are submitted to Congress. 

‘(¢) LOW-INCOME, LIMITED-RESOURCE BOR- 
ROWERS.— 
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“(1) RESERVE.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, not less than 25 percent of 
the loans for farm ownership purposes for 
each fiscal year under this subtitle shall be 
for low-income, limited-resource borrowers. 

‘“(2) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
provide notification to farm borrowers under 
this subtitle in the normal course of loan 
making and loan servicing operations, of the 
provisions of this subtitle relating to low-in- 
come, limited-resource borrowers and the 
procedures by which persons may apply for 
loans under the low-income, limited-resource 
borrower program.’’. 

Subtitle B—Miscellaneous 
SEC. 5101. STATE AGRICULTURAL MEDIATION 
PROGRAMS. 

Section 506 of the Agricultural Credit Act 
of 1987 (7 U.S.C. 5106) is amended by striking 
“2015” and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 5102. LOANS TO PURCHASERS OF HIGHLY 
FRACTIONATED LAND. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The first sentence of Pub- 
lic Law 91-229 (25 U.S.C. 488) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the first sentence, 
by striking ‘‘loans from” and all that follows 
through ‘‘1929)’”’ and inserting ‘‘direct loans 
in a manner consistent with direct loans pur- 
suant to chapter 4 of subtitle A of the Con- 
solidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act”; 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘pursuant to section 205(c) 
of the Indian Land Consolidation Act (25 
U.S.C. 2204(c))’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or to intermediaries in 
order to establish revolving loan funds for 
the purchase of highly fractionated land 
under that section” before the period at the 
end; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) CONSULTATION REQUIRED.—In deter- 
mining regulations and procedures to define 
eligible purchasers of highly fractionated 
land under this section, the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture shall consult with the Secretary of 
the Interior.’’. 

SEC. 5103. REMOVAL OF DUPLICATIVE APPRAIS- 
ALS. 

Notwithstanding any other law (including 
regulations), in making loans under the first 
section of Public Law 91-229 (25 U.S.C. 488), 
borrowers who are Indian tribes, members of 
Indian tribes, or tribal corporations shall 
only be required to obtain 1 appraisal under 
an appraisal standard recognized as of the 
date of enactment of this Act by the Sec- 
retary or the Secretary of the Interior. 

TITLE VI—RURAL DEVELOPMENT 
Subtitle A—Reorganization of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act 
SEC. 6001. REORGANIZATION OF THE CONSOLI- 


DATED FARM AND RURAL DEVELOP- 
MENT ACT. 


Title III of the Agricultural Act of 1961 (7 
U.S.C. 1921 et seq.) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“TITLE I1I—AGRICULTURAL CREDIT 
“SEC. 3001. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

“(a) SHORT TITLE.—This title may be cited 
as the ‘Consolidated Farm and Rural Devel- 
opment Act’. 

“(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of 
contents of this title is as follows: 

“TITLE III—AGRICULTURAL CREDIT 
“Sec. 3001. Short title; table of contents. 
“Sec. 3002. Definitions. 

“Subtitle A—Farmer Loans, Servicing, and 

Other Assistance 
‘‘CHAPTER 1—FARM OWNERSHIP LOANS 
“Sec. 3101. Farm ownership loans. 
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Purposes of loans. 

Conservation loan and loan guar- 
antee program. 

Loan maximums. 

Repayment requirements 
farm ownership loans. 

Limited-resource loans. 

Downpayment loan program. 

Beginning farmer and socially 
disadvantaged farmer contract 
land sales program. 


‘‘CHAPTER 2—OPERATING LOANS 


3201. Operating loans. 

3202. Purposes of loans. 

3203. Restrictions on loans. 
3204. Terms of loans. 

“CHAPTER 3—EMERGENCY LOANS 


3301. Emergency loans. 
3302. Purposes of loans. 
“Sec. 3303. Terms of loans. 
“Sec. 3304. Production losses. 
“CHAPTER 4—GENERAL FARMER LOAN 
PROVISIONS 


Agricultural Credit 
Fund. 

Guaranteed farmer loans. 

Provision of information to bor- 
rowers. 

Notice of loan service programs. 

Planting and production history 
guidelines. 

Special conditions and limita- 
tions on loans. 

Graduation of borrowers. 

Debt adjustment and credit coun- 
seling. 

Security servicing. 

Contracts on loan security prop- 
erties. 

Debt restructuring and loan serv- 
icing. 

Relief for mobilized military re- 
servists from certain agricul- 
tural loan obligations. 

Interest rate reduction program. 

Homestead property. 

Transfer of inventory land. 

Target participation rates. 

Compromise or adjustment of 
debts or claims by guaranteed 
lender. 

Waiver of mediation rights by 
borrowers. 

Borrower training. 

Loan assessments. 

Supervised credit. 

Market placement. 

Recordkeeping of loans by gender 
of borrower. 

Crop insurance requirement. 

Loan and loan servicing limita- 
tions. 

Short form certification of farm 
program borrower compliance. 
Underwriting forms and stand- 

ards. 

Beginning farmer individual de- 
velopment accounts pilot pro- 
gram. 

Farmer loan pilot projects. 

Prohibition on use of loans for 
certain purposes. 

Authorization of appropriations 
and allocation of funds. 

“Subtitle B—Rural Development 
‘‘CHAPTER 1—RURAL COMMUNITY PROGRAMS 

“Sec. 3501. Water and waste disposal loans, 

loan guarantees, and grants. 

“Sec. 3502. Community facilities loans, loan 

guarantees, and grants. 

“Sec. 3503. Health care services. 


‘‘CHAPTER 2—RURAL BUSINESS AND 
COOPERATIVE DEVELOPMENT 


“Sec. 3601. Business programs. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 


3102. 
3103. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 


3104. 
3105. for 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 


3106. 
3107. 
3108. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 


“Sec. 3401. Insurance 
“Sec. 


“Sec. 


3402. 
3403. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 


3404. 
3405. 
“Sec. 3406. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 


3407. 
3408. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 


3409. 
3410. 


“Sec. 3411. 


“Sec. 3412. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 


3413. 
3414. 
3415. 
3416. 
3417. 


“Sec. 3418. 
3419. 
3420. 
3421. 
3422. 
3423. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 
“Sec. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 


3424. 
3425. 
“Sec. 3426. 
“Sec. 3427. 


“Sec. 3428. 


“Sec. 
“Sec. 


3429. 
3430. 


“Sec. 3481. 
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“Sec. 3602. Rural business investment pro- 


gram. 
“CHAPTER 3—GENERAL RURAL DEVELOPMENT 
PROVISIONS 
“Sec. 3701. General provisions for loans and 
grants. 
“Sec. 3702. Strategic economic and commu- 


nity development. 


“Sec. 3703. Guaranteed rural development 
loans. 

“Sec. 3704. Rural Development Insurance 
Fund. 

“Sec. 3705. Rural economic area partnership 
zones. 

“Sec. 3706. Streamlining applications and 


improving accessibility of rural 
development programs. 

State Rural Development Part- 
nership. 

“CHAPTER 4—DELTA REGIONAL AUTHORITY 


“Sec. 3801. Definitions. 

“Sec. 3802. Delta Regional Authority. 

“Sec. 3803. Economic and community devel- 
opment grants. 

Supplements to Federal grant 
programs. 

Local development districts; cer- 
tification and administrative 
expenses. 

Distressed counties and areas 
and nondistressed counties. 

Development planning process. 

Program development criteria. 

Approval of development plans 
and projects. 

Consent of States. 

Records. 

Annual report. 

“Sec. 3813. Authorization of appropriations. 

“Sec. 3814. Termination of authority. 

‘‘CHAPTER 5—NORTHERN GREAT PLAINS 
REGIONAL AUTHORITY 


“Sec. 3707. 


“Sec. 3804. 


“Sec. 3805. 


“Sec. 3806. 


“Sec. 3807. 
“Sec. 3808. 
“Sec. 3809. 


“Sec. 3810. 
“Sec. 3811. 
“Sec. 3812. 


“Sec. 3821. Definitions. 

“Sec. 3822. Northern Great Plains Regional 
Authority. 

“Sec. 3823. Interstate cooperation for eco- 
nomic opportunity and effi- 
ciency. 


“Sec. 8824. Economic and community devel- 


opment grants. 


“Sec. 3825. Supplements to Federal grant 
programs. 

“Sec. 3826. Multistate and local develop- 
ment districts and organiza- 
tions and Northern Great 
Plains Inc. 

“Sec. 3827. Distressed counties and areas 


and nondistressed counties. 
Development planning process. 
Program development criteria. 
Approval of development plans 
and projects. 
Consent of States. 
Records. 
Annual report. 
“Sec. 3834. Authorization of appropriations. 
“Sec. 8835. Termination of authority. 
‘Subtitle C—General Provisions 


“Sec. 3901. Full faith and credit. 

“Sec. 3902. Purchase and sale of guaranteed 
portions of loans. 

Administration. 

Loan moratorium and policy on 
foreclosures. 

Oil and gas royalty payments on 
loans. 

Taxation. 

Conflicts of interest. 

Loan summary statements. 

Certified lenders program. 

Loans to resident aliens. 

Expedited clearing of title to in- 
ventory property. 


“Sec. 3828. 
“Sec. 3829. 
“Sec. 3830. 


“Sec. 3831. 
“Sec. 3832. 
“Sec. 3833. 


“Sec. 3903. 
“Sec. 3904. 


“Sec. 3905. 


“Sec. 3906. 
“Sec. 3907. 
“Sec. 3908. 
“Sec. 3909. 
“Sec. 3910. 
“Sec. 3911. 
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“Sec. 3912. Transfer of land to Secretary. 

“Sec. 3913. Competitive sourcing limita- 
tions. 

“Sec. 3914. Regulations. 

“SEC. 3002. DEFINITIONS. 


“In this title (unless the context otherwise 
requires): 

“(1) ABLE TO OBTAIN CREDIT ELSEWHERE.— 
The term ‘able to obtain credit elsewhere’ 
means able to obtain a loan from a produc- 
tion credit association, a Federal land bank, 
or other responsible cooperative or private 
credit source (or, in the case of a borrower 
under section 3106, the borrower may be able 
to obtain a loan under section 3101) at rea- 
sonable rates and terms, taking into consid- 
eration prevailing private and cooperative 
rates and terms in the community in or near 
which the applicant resides for loans for 
similar purposes and periods of time. 

“(2) AGRICULTURAL CREDIT INSURANCE 
FUND.—The term ‘Agricultural Credit Insur- 
ance Fund’ means the fund established under 
section 3401. 

‘“(3) APPROVED LENDER.—The term 
proved lender’ means— 

“(A) a lender approved prior to October 28, 
1992, by the Secretary under the approved 
lender program established by exhibit A to 
subpart B of part 1980 of title 7, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations (as in effect on January 1, 
1991); or 

““(B) a lender certified under section 3909. 

“(4)  AQUACULTURE.—The term  ‘aqua- 
culture’ means the culture or husbandry of 
aquatic animals or plants by private indus- 
try for commercial purposes, including the 
culture and growing of fish by private indus- 
try for the purpose of creating or aug- 
menting publicly owned and regulated stocks 
of fish. 

‘*(5) BEGINNING FARMER.—The term ‘begin- 
ning farmer’ has the meaning given the term 
by the Secretary. 

“(6) BORROWER.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the term ‘borrower’ means 
an individual or entity who has an out- 
standing obligation to the Secretary under 
any loan made or guaranteed under this 
title, without regard to whether the loan has 
been accelerated. 

“(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘borrower’ 
does not include an individual or entity all 
of whose loans and accounts have been fore- 
closed on or liquidated, voluntarily or other- 
wise. 

“(7) COUNTY COMMITTEE.—The term ‘county 
committee’ means the appropriate county 
committee established under section 8(b)(5) 
of the Soil Conservation and Domestic Allot- 
ment Act (16 U.S.C. 590h(b)(5)). 

‘(8) DEBT FORGIVENESS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the term ‘debt forgiveness’ 
means reducing or terminating a loan made 
or guaranteed under this title, in a manner 
that results in a loss to the Secretary, 
through— 

“() writing down or writing off a loan 
under section 3411; 

“Gi) compromising, adjusting, reducing, or 
charging-off a debt or claim under section 
3903; 

“Gii) paying a loss on a guaranteed loan 
under this title; or 

“(iv) discharging a debt as a result of 
bankruptcy. 

“(B) LOAN RESTRUCTURING.—The term ‘debt 
forgiveness’ does not include consolidation, 
rescheduling, reamortization, or deferral. 

(9) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘Department’ 
means the Department of Agriculture. 


‘ap- 
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‘(10) DIRECT LOAN.—The term ‘direct loan’ 
means a loan made by the Secretary from 
appropriated funds. 

(11) ENTITY.—The term ‘entity’ means a 
corporation, farm cooperative, partnership, 
joint operation, governmental entity, or 
other legal organization, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

*(12) FARM.—The term ‘farm’ means an op- 
eration involved in— 

‘(A) the production of an agricultural 
commodity; 

“(B) ranching; or 

“(C) aquaculture. 

‘(13) FARMER.—The term ‘farmer’ means 
an individual or entity engaged primarily 
and directly in— 

‘(A) the production of an agricultural 
commodity; 

“(B) ranching; or 

‘“(C) aquaculture. 

“(14) FARMER PROGRAM LOAN.—The term 
‘farmer program loan’ means— 

“(A) a farm ownership loan under section 
3101; 

“(B) a conservation loan under section 
3103; 

“(C) an operating loan under section 3201; 

(D) an emergency loan under section 3301; 

“(E) an economic emergency loan under 
section 202 of the Emergency Agricultural 
Credit Adjustment Act of 1978 (7 U.S.C. prec. 
1961 note; Public Law 95-334); 

“(F) a loan for a farm service building 
under section 502 of the Housing Act of 1949 
(42 U.S.C. 1472); 

‘“(G) an economic opportunity loan under 
section 602 of the Economic Opportunity Act 
of 1964 (Public Law 88-452; 42 U.S.C. 2942 
note) (as it existed before the amendment 
made by section 683(a) of the Omnibus Budg- 
et Reconciliation Act of 1981 (Public Law 97- 
35; 95 Stat. 519)); 

“(H) a softwood timber loan under section 
608 of the Agricultural Programs Adjustment 
Act of 1984 (7 U.S.C. 1981 note; Public Law 98- 
258); or 

“(JT) any other loan described in section 
343(a)(10) of this title (as it existed before the 
amendment made by section 2 of the Agri- 
culture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013) 
that is outstanding on the date of enactment 
of that Act. 

“(15) FARM SERVICE AGENCY.—The term 
‘Farm Service Agency’ means the offices of 
the Farm Service Agency to which the Sec- 
retary delegates responsibility to carry out 
this title. 

‘16) GOVERNMENTAL ENTITY.—The term 
‘governmental entity’ means any agency of 
the United States, a State, or a unit of local 
government of a State, or subdivision there- 
of. 

(17) GUARANTEE.—The term ‘guarantee’ 
means guaranteeing the payment of a loan 
originated, held, and serviced by a private fi- 
nancial agency, or lender, approved by the 
Secretary. 

‘(18) HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND.—The term 
‘highly erodible land’ has the meaning given 
the term in section 1201(a) of the Food Secu- 
rity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3801(a)). 

‘(19) HOMESTEAD RETENTION.—The term 
‘homestead retention’ means homestead re- 
tention as authorized under section 3414. 

‘(20) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian 
tribe’ means a Federal and State-recognized 
Indian tribe or other federally recognized In- 
dian tribal group (including a Tribal College 
or University, as defined in section 316(b) of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1059c(b)). 

‘(21) LOAN SERVICE PROGRAM.—The term 
‘loan service program’ means, with respect 
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to a farmer program loan borrower, a pri- 
mary loan service program or a homestead 
retention program. 

‘*(22) NATURAL OR MAJOR DISASTER OR EMER- 
GENCY.—The term ‘natural or major disaster 
or emergency’ means— 

“(A) a disaster due to nonmanmade causes 
declared by the Secretary; or 

‘(B) a major disaster or emergency des- 
ignated by the President under the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.). 

‘(23) PRIMARY LOAN SERVICE PROGRAM.— 
The term ‘primary loan service program’ 
means, with respect to a farmer program 
loan— 

“(A) loan consolidation, rescheduling, or 
reamortization; 

“(B) interest rate reduction, including the 
use of the limited resource program; 

“(C) loan restructuring, including deferral, 
set aside, or writing down of the principal or 
accumulated interest charges, or both, of the 
loan; or 

“(D) any combination of actions described 
in subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C). 

‘(24) PRIME FARMLAND.—The term ‘prime 
farmland’ means prime farmland and unique 
farmland (as defined in subsections (a) and 
(b) of section 657.5 of title 7, Code of Federal 
Regulations (1980)). 

‘(25) PROJECT.—For purposes of section 
3501, the term ‘project’ includes a facility 
providing central service or a facility serv- 
ing an individual property, or both. 

‘(26) QUALIFIED BEGINNING FARMER.—The 
term ‘qualified beginning farmer’ means an 
applicant, regardless of whether the appli- 
cant is participating in a program under sec- 
tion 3107, who— 

“(A) is eligible for assistance under this 
title; 

‘“(B) has not operated a farm, or has oper- 
ated a farm for not more than 10 years; 

‘“(C) in the case of a cooperative, corpora- 
tion, partnership, or joint operation, has 
members, stockholders, partners, or joint op- 
erators who are all related to each other by 
blood or marriage; 

“(D) in the case of a farmer who is the 
owner and operator of a farm— 

“(i) in the case of a loan made to an indi- 
vidual, individually or with the immediate 
family of the applicant— 

“(D materially and substantially partici- 
pates in the operation of the farm; and 

‘(II) provides substantial day-to-day labor 
and management of the farm, consistent 
with the practices in the State or county in 
which the farm is located; or 

“(i)(I) in the case of a loan made to a co- 
operative, corporation, partnership, or joint 
operation, has members, stockholders, part- 
ners, or joint operators who materially and 
substantially participate in the operation of 
the farm; and 

“(ID) in the case of a loan made to a cor- 
poration, has stockholders who all qualify 
individually as beginning farmers; 

‘“(E) in the case of an applicant seeking to 
become an owner and operator of a farm— 

“(i) in the case of a loan made to an indi- 
vidual, individually or with the immediate 
family of the applicant, will— 

“(D materially and substantially partici- 
pate in the operation of the farm; and 

“(IT) provide substantial day-to-day labor 
and management of the farm, consistent 
with the practices in the State or county in 
which the farm is located; or 

“(ii)(I) in the case of a loan made to a co- 
operative, corporation, partnership, or joint 
operation, will have members, stockholders, 
partners, or joint operators who will materi- 
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ally and substantially participate in the op- 
eration of the farm; and 

‘“(II) in the case of a loan made to a cor- 
poration, has stockholders who will all qual- 
ify individually as beginning farmers; 

“(F) agrees to participate in such loan as- 
sessment, borrower training, and financial 
management programs as the Secretary may 
require; 

““(G@)(i) does not own farm land; or 

‘“(ii) directly or through interests in family 
farm corporations, owns farm land, the ag- 
gregate acreage of which does not exceed 30 
percent of the average acreage of the farms, 
as the case may be, in the county in which 
the farm operations of the applicant are lo- 
cated, as reported in the most recent census 
of agriculture taken in accordance with the 
Census of Agriculture Act of 1997 (7 U.S.C. 
2204g et seq.), except that this subparagraph 
shall not apply to a loan made or guaranteed 
under chapter 2 of subtitle A; and 

(H) demonstrates that the available re- 
sources of the applicant and any spouse of 
the applicant are not sufficient to enable the 
applicant to farm on a viable scale. 

‘“(27) RECREATIONAL PURPOSE.—For pur- 
poses of section 3410, the term ‘recreational 
purpose’ has the meaning provided by the 
Secretary, but shall include hunting. 

‘(28) RURAL AND RURAL AREA.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to any deter- 
mination made under subparagraph (B), the 
terms ‘rural’ and ‘rural area’ mean any area 
other than— 

“G) a city or town that has a population of 
greater than 50,000 inhabitants; and 

“(ii) any urbanized area contiguous and ad- 
jacent to a city or town described in clause 
(i). 

‘“(B) DETERMINATION OF AREAS RURAL IN 
CHARACTER.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—If part of an area de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A)(ii) was eligible 
under the definitions of the terms ‘rural’ and 
‘rural area’ in section 343 (as in effect on the 
day before the date of enactment of the Agri- 
culture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013) 
for community facility, water and waste dis- 
posal, and broadband programs, that area 
shall remain eligible unless the Secretary, 
acting through the Under Secretary for 
Rural Development (referred to in this sub- 
paragraph as the ‘Under Secretary’), deter- 
mines the area is no longer rural, based on 
the criteria described in clause (iii). 

‘“(ii) OTHER AREAS.—On petition of a unit 
of local government in an urbanized area de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A)(ii), or on the ini- 
tiative of the Under Secretary, the Under 
Secretary may determine that part of an 
area is rural, based on the criteria described 
in clause (iii). 

“(ii) CRITERIA.—_In making a determina- 
tion under clause (i), the Under Secretary 
shall consider— 

‘“(I) population density; 

‘“(IID) economic conditions, favoring a rural 
determination for areas facing— 

“(aa) chronic unemployment in excess of 
statewide averages; 

““(bb) sudden loss of employment from nat- 
ural disaster or the loss of a significant em- 
ployer in the area; or 

““(cc) chronic poverty demonstrated at the 
census block or county level compared to 
statewide median household income; and 

“(IIT) commuting patterns, favoring a rural 
determination for areas that can dem- 
onstrate higher proportions of the popu- 
lation living and working in the area. 

‘“(iv) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out 
this subparagraph, the Under Secretary 
shall— 
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“(I) not delegate the authority to carry 
out this subparagraph; 

“(ID not make a determination under 
clause (i) until the date that is 3 years after 
the date of enactment of the Agriculture Re- 
form, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013; 

‘“(IIT) consult with the applicable rural de- 
velopment State or regional director of the 
Department and the Governor of the respec- 
tive State; 

‘“(IV) provide an opportunity to appeal to 
the Under Secretary a determination made 
under this subparagraph; 

‘(V) release to the public notice of a peti- 
tion filed or initiative of the Under Sec- 
retary under this subparagraph not later 
than 30 days after receipt of the petition or 
the commencement of the initiative, as ap- 
propriate; 

“(VI) make a determination under this 
subparagraph not less than 15 days, and not 
more than 60 days, after the release of the 
notice under subclause (V); and 

“(VID submit to the Committee on Agri- 
culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate an annual report 
on actions taken to carry out this subpara- 
graph. 

“(v) HAWAII AND PUERTO RICO.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of this sub- 
section, within the areas of the County of 
Honolulu, Hawaii, and the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, the Under Secretary may des- 
ignate any part of the areas as a rural area 
if the Under Secretary determines that the 
part is not urban in character, other than 
any area included in the Honolulu Census 
Designated Place or the San Juan Census 
Designated Place. 

“(C) HXCLUSIONS.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this paragraph, in deter- 
mining which census blocks in an urbanized 
area are not in a rural area (as defined in 
this paragraph), the Secretary shall exclude 
any cluster of census blocks that would oth- 
erwise be considered not in a rural area only 
because the cluster is adjacent to not more 
than 2 census blocks that are otherwise con- 
sidered not in a rural area under this para- 
graph. 

‘(29) SEASONED DIRECT LOAN BORROWER.— 
The term ‘seasoned direct loan borrower’ 
means a borrower who could reasonably be 
expected to qualify for commercial credit 
using criteria determined by the Secretary. 

*(380) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture. 

**(31) SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMER.— 
The term ‘socially disadvantaged farmer’ 
means a farmer who is a member of a so- 
cially disadvantaged group. 

‘(32) SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED GROUP.— 
The term ‘socially disadvantaged group’ 
means a group whose members have been 
subjected to racial, ethnic, or gender preju- 
dice because of the identity of the members 
as members of a group without regard to the 
individual qualities of the members. 

“*(33) SOLAR ENERGY.—The term ‘solar en- 
ergy’ means energy derived from sources 
(other than fossil fuels) and technologies in- 
cluded in the Federal Nonnuclear Energy Re- 
search and Development Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5901 et seq.). 

“*(34) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means— 

“(A) in this title (other than subtitle A), 
each of the 50 States, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, Guam, 
American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, the Republic of 
the Marshall Islands, the Federated States of 
Micronesia, and the Republic of Palau; and 
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‘“(B) in subtitle A, each of the 50 States, 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Vir- 
gin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands, and, to the extent the Secretary deter- 
mines it to be feasible and appropriate, the 
Republic of the Marshall Islands, the Fed- 
erated States of Micronesia, and the Repub- 
lic of Palau. 

‘*(35) STATE BEGINNING FARMER PROGRAM.— 
The term ‘State beginning farmer program’ 
means any program that is— 

“(A) carried out by, or under contract 
with, a State; and 

‘(B) designed to assist qualified beginning 
farmers in obtaining the financial assistance 
necessary to enter agriculture and establish 
viable farming operations. 

‘(86) VETERAN.—The term ‘veteran’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 101 of 
title 38, United States Code. 

‘(87) WETLAND.—The term ‘wetland’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 1201(a) 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3801(a)). 

(38) WILDLIFE.—The term ‘wildlife’ means 
fish or wildlife (as defined in section 2(a) of 
the Lacey Act Amendments of 1981 (16 U.S.C. 
3371(a))). 

“Subtitle B—Rural Development 
“CHAPTER 1—RURAL COMMUNITY 
PROGRAMS 
“SEC. 3501. WATER AND WASTE DISPOSAL LOANS, 

LOAN GUARANTEES, AND GRANTS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make grants and loans and issue loan guar- 
antees (including a guarantee of a loan fi- 
nanced by the net proceeds of a bond de- 
scribed in section 142(a) of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986) to eligible entities de- 
scribed in subsection (b) for projects in rural 
areas that primarily serve rural residents to 
provide for— 

“(1) the development, storage, treatment, 
purification, or distribution of water or the 
collection, treatment, or disposal of waste; 
and 

“(2) financial assistance and other aid in 
the planning of projects for purposes de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 

“(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—Entities eligible 
for assistance described in subsection (a) 
are— 

“(1) associations (including corporations 
not operated for profit); 

(2) Indian tribes; 

“(3) public and quasi-public agencies; and 

‘“(4) in the case of a project to attach an in- 
dividual property in a rural area to a water 
system to alleviate a health risk, an indi- 
vidual. 

“(c) LOAN AND LOAN GUARANTEE REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—In connection with loans made or 
guaranteed under this section, the Secretary 
shall require the applicant— 

“(1) to certify in writing, and the Sec- 
retary shall determine, that the applicant is 
unable to obtain sufficient credit elsewhere 
to finance the actual needs of the applicant 
at reasonable rates and terms, taking into 
consideration prevailing private and cooper- 
ative rates and terms in the community in 
or near which the applicant resides for loans 
for similar purposes and periods of time; and 

‘“(2) to furnish an appropriate written fi- 
nancial statement. 

‘(d) GRANT AMOUNTS.— 

“(1) MAXIMUM.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this subsection, the amount of any 
grant made under this section shall not ex- 
ceed 75 percent of the development cost of 
the project for which the grant is provided. 

(2) GRANT RATE.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish the grant rate for each project in 
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conformity with regulations issued by the 
Secretary that shall provide for a graduated 
scale of grant rates that establish higher 
rates for projects in communities that 
have— 

“(A) lower community population; 

‘“(B) higher rates of outmigration; and 

““(C) lower income levels. 

“(3) LOCAL SHARE REQUIREMENTS.—Grants 
made under this section may be used to pay 
the local share requirements of another Fed- 
eral grant-in-aid program to the extent per- 
mitted under the law providing for the 
grant-in-aid program. 


“(e) SPECIAL GRANTS.— 

“(1) REVOLVING FUNDS FOR FINANCING 
WATER AND WASTEWATER PROJECTS.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make grants to qualified, nonprofit entities 
in rural areas to capitalize revolving funds 
for the purpose of providing financing to eli- 
gible entities for— 

““(i) predevelopment costs associated with 
proposed water and wastewater projects or 
with existing water and wastewater systems; 
and 

“Gi) short-term costs incurred for replace- 
ment equipment, small-scale extension serv- 
ices, or other small capital projects that are 
not part of the regular operations and main- 
tenance activities of existing water and 
wastewater systems. 

“(B) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF FINANCING.—The 
amount of financing made to an eligible en- 
tity under this paragraph shall not exceed— 

“(i) $100,000 for costs described in subpara- 
graph (A)(i); and 

“*(ii) $100,000 for costs described in subpara- 
graph (A)(ii). 

“(C) TERM.—The term of financing pro- 
vided to an eligible entity under this para- 
graph shall not exceed 10 years. 

‘“(D) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary shall 
limit the amount of grant funds that may be 
used by a grant recipient for administrative 
costs incurred under this paragraph. 

‘“(E) ANNUAL REPORT.—A nonprofit entity 
receiving a grant under this paragraph shall 
submit to the Secretary an annual report 
that describes the number and size of com- 
munities served and the type of financing 
provided. 

‘“(F) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this paragraph $30,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘(2) EMERGENCY AND IMMINENT COMMUNITY 
WATER ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide grants in accordance with this para- 
graph to assist the residents of rural areas 
and small communities to secure adequate 
quantities of safe water— 

“(i) after a significant decline in the quan- 
tity or quality of water available from the 
water supplies of the rural areas and small 
communities, or when such a decline is im- 
minent; or 

“Gi) when repairs, partial replacement, or 
significant maintenance efforts on estab- 
lished water systems would remedy— 

“(T) an acute or imminent shortage of qual- 
ity water; or 

“(TT) a significant or imminent decline in 
the quantity or quality of water that is 
available. 

‘“(B) PRIORITY.—In carrying out subpara- 
graph (A), the Secretary shall— 

“(i) give priority to projects described in 
subparagraph (A)(i); and 

“Gi) provide at least 70 percent of all 
grants under this paragraph to those 
projects. 
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“(C) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to obtain 
a grant under this paragraph, an applicant 
shall— 

“(i) be a public or private nonprofit entity; 
and 

“(ii) in the case of a grant made under sub- 
paragraph (A)(i), demonstrate to the Sec- 
retary that the decline referred to in that 
subparagraph occurred, or will occur, not 
later than 2 years after the date on which 
the application was filed for the grant. 

‘(D) USES.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Grants made under this 
paragraph may be used— 

“(I) for waterline extensions from existing 
systems, laying of new waterlines, repairs, 
significant maintenance, digging of new 
wells, equipment replacement, and hook and 
tap fees; 

‘“(IT) for any other appropriate purpose as- 
sociated with developing sources of, treating, 
storing, or distributing water; 

“(III) to assist communities in complying 
with the requirements of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) 
or the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.); and 

‘“(IV) to provide potable water to commu- 
nities through other means. 

‘“(ii) JOINT PROPOSALS.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the restric- 
tions in subparagraph (E), nothing in this 
paragraph precludes rural communities from 
submitting joint proposals for emergency 
water assistance. 

‘(II) CONSIDERATION OF RESTRICTIONS.—The 
restrictions in subparagraph (E) shall be con- 
sidered in the aggregate, depending on the 
number of communities involved. 

(E) RESTRICTIONS.— 

“(i) MAXIMUM INCOME.—No grant provided 
under this paragraph shall be used to assist 
any rural area or community that has a me- 
dian household income in excess of the State 
nonmetropolitan median household income 
according to the most recent decennial cen- 
sus of the United States. 

“(ii) SET-ASIDE FOR SMALLER COMMU- 
NITIES.—Not less than 50 percent of the funds 
allocated under this paragraph shall be allo- 
cated to rural communities with populations 
that do not exceed 3,000 inhabitants. 

“(F) MAXIMUM GRANTS.—Grants 
under this paragraph may not exceed— 

“(i) in the case of each grant made under 
subparagraph (A)(i), $500,000; and 

“(ii) in the case of each grant made under 
subparagraph (A)(ii), $150,000. 

‘(G) FULL FUNDING.—Subject to subpara- 
graph (F), grants under this paragraph shall 
be made in an amount equal to 100 percent of 
the costs of the projects conducted under 
this paragraph. 

‘(H) APPLICATION.— 

“(i) NATIONALLY COMPETITIVE APPLICATION 
PROCESS.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
velop a nationally competitive application 
process to award grants under this para- 
graph. 

‘(II) REQUIREMENTS.—The process shall in- 
clude criteria for evaluating applications, in- 
cluding population, median household in- 
come, and the severity of the decline, or im- 
minent decline, in the quantity or quality of 
water. 

‘(ii) TIMING OF REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.— 

‘(T) SIMPLIFIED APPLICATION.—The applica- 
tion process developed by the Secretary 
under clause (i) shall include a simplified ap- 
plication form that will permit expedited 
consideration of an application for a grant 
filed under this paragraph. 

‘(II) PRIORITY REVIEW.—In processing ap- 
plications for any water or waste grant or 
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loan authorized under this section, the Sec- 
retary shall afford priority processing to an 
application for a grant under this paragraph 
to the extent funds will be available for an 
award on the application at the conclusion of 
priority processing. 

“(JIT) TIMING.—The Secretary shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, review and act 
on an application under this paragraph not 
later than 60 days after the date on which 
the application is submitted to the Sec- 
retary. 

‘“(T) FUNDING.— 

“(i) RESERVATION.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year, not 
less than 3 nor more than 5 percent of the 
total amount made available to carry out 
this section for the fiscal year shall be re- 
served for grants under this paragraph. 

“(ID RELEASE.—Funds reserved under sub- 
clause (I) for a fiscal year shall be reserved 
only until July 1 of the fiscal year. 

‘(ii) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
In addition to funds made available under 
clause (i), there is authorized to be appro- 
priated to carry out this paragraph 
$35,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. 

‘(3) WATER AND WASTE FACILITY LOANS AND 
GRANTS TO ALLEVIATE HEALTH RISKS.— 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF COOPERATIVE.—In this 
paragraph, the term ‘cooperative’ means a 
cooperative formed specifically for the pur- 
pose of the installation, expansion, improve- 
ment, or operation of water supply or waste 
disposal facilities or systems. 

‘(B) LOANS AND GRANTS TO PERSONS OTHER 
THAN INDIVIDUALS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make or guarantee loans and make grants to 
provide for the conservation, development, 
use, and control of water (including the ex- 
tension or improvement of existing water 
supply systems) and the installation or im- 
provement of drainage or waste disposal fa- 
cilities and essential community facilities, 
including necessary related equipment, 
training, and technical assistance to— 

‘(T) rural water supply corporations, co- 
operatives, or similar entities; 

‘(ID) Indian tribes on Federal or State res- 
ervations and other federally recognized In- 
dian tribes; 

“(III) rural or native villages in the State 
of Alaska; 

“(IV) native tribal health consortiums; 

‘“(V) public agencies; and 

‘(VI) Native Hawaiian Home Lands. 

“(ii) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—Loans and grants 
described in clause (i) shall be available only 
to provide the described water and waste fa- 
cilities and services to communities whose 
residents face significant health risks, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, due to the fact 
that a significant proportion of the residents 
of the community do not have access to, or 
are not served by, adequate affordable— 

“(D water supply systems; or 

““(IT) waste disposal facilities. 

‘“ii) MATCHING REQUIREMENTS.—For enti- 
ties described under subclauses (III), (IV), or 
(V) of clause (i) to be eligible to receive a 
grant for water supply systems or waste dis- 
posal facilities, the State in which the 
project will occur shall provide 25 percent in 
matching funds from non-Federal sources. 

‘“(iv) CERTAIN AREAS TARGETED.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—Loans and grants under 
clause (i) shall be made only if the loan or 
grant funds will be used primarily to provide 
water or waste services, or both, to residents 
of a county or census area— 

“(aa) the per capita income of the resi- 
dents of which is not more than 70 percent of 
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the national average per capita income, as 
determined by the Department of Commerce; 
and 

“(bb) the unemployment rate of the resi- 
dents of which is not less than 125 percent of 
the national average unemployment rate, as 
determined by the Bureau of Labor Statis- 
tics. 

“(II) EXCEPTIONS.—Notwithstanding sub- 
clause (I), loans and grants under clause (i) 
may also be made if the loan or grant funds 
will be used primarily to provide water or 
waste services, or both, to residents of— 

“(aa) a rural area that was recognized as a 
colonia as of October 1, 1989; or 

“(bb) an area described under subclause 
(II), (IIT), or (VI) of clause (i). 

“(C) LOANS AND GRANTS TO INDIVIDUALS.— 

“(j) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make or guarantee loans and make grants to 
individuals who reside in a community de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B)(i) for the purpose 
of extending water supply and waste disposal 
systems, connecting the systems to the resi- 
dences of the individuals, or installing 
plumbing and fixtures within the residences 
of the individuals to facilitate the use of the 
water supply and waste disposal systems. 

‘“(ii) INTEREST.—Loans described in clause 
(i) shall be at a rate of interest no greater 
than the Federal Financing Bank rate on 
loans of a similar term at the time the loans 
are made. 

“(Gii) AMORTIZATION.—The repayment of 
loans described in clause (i) shall be amor- 
tized over the expected life of the water sup- 
ply or waste disposal system to which the 
residence of the borrower will be connected. 

‘“(iv) MANNER IN WHICH LOANS AND GRANTS 
ARE TO BE MADE.—Loans and grants to indi- 
viduals under clause (i) shall be made— 

‘“(D) directly to the individuals by the Sec- 
retary; or 

‘“(IID) to the individuals through the rural 
water supply corporation, cooperative, or 
similar entity, or public agency, providing 
the water supply or waste disposal services, 
pursuant to regulations issued by the Sec- 
retary. 

“(D) PREFERENCE.—The Secretary shall 
give preference in the awarding of loans and 
grants under subparagraphs (B) and (C) to 
entities described in clause (i) of subpara- 
graph (B) that propose to provide water sup- 
ply or waste disposal services to the resi- 
dents of Indian reservations, rural or native 
villages in the State of Alaska, Native Ha- 
waiian Home Lands, and those rural subdivi- 
sions commonly referred to as colonias, that 
are characterized by substandard housing, 
inadequate roads and drainage, and a lack of 
adequate water or waste facilities. 

“(E) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER AUTHORITY.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
the head of any Federal agency may enter 
into interagency agreements with Federal, 
State, tribal, and other entities to share re- 
sources, including transferring and accepting 
funds, equipment, or other supplies, to carry 
out the activities described in this para- 
graph. 

“(F) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated— 


“G) for grants under this paragraph, 
$60,000,000 for each fiscal year; 
“Gi) for loans under this paragraph, 


$60,000,000 for each fiscal year; and 

“(ii) in addition to grants provided under 
clause (i), for grants under this section to 
benefit Indian tribes, $20,000,000 for each fis- 
cal year. 

“(4) SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT GRANTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make grants to nonprofit organizations for 
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the provision of regional technical assist- 
ance to local and regional governments and 
related agencies for the purpose of reducing 
or eliminating pollution of water resources 
and improving the planning and manage- 
ment of solid waste disposal facilities in 
rural areas. 

“(B) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE GRANT 
AMOUNTS.—Grants made under this para- 
graph for the provision of technical assist- 
ance shall be made for 100 percent of the cost 
of the technical assistance. 

‘(C) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this paragraph $10,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018 

‘(5) RURAL WATER AND WASTEWATER TECH- 
NICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING PROGRAMS.— 

‘(A) GRANTS TO NONPROFITS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 
grants to nonprofit organizations to enable 
the organizations to provide to associations 
that provide water and wastewater services 
in rural areas technical assistance and train- 
ing— 

“(I) to identify, and evaluate alternative 
solutions to, problems relating to the obtain- 
ing, storage, treatment, purification, or dis- 
tribution of water or the collection, treat- 
ment, or disposal of waste in rural areas; 

“(II) to prepare applications to receive fi- 
nancial assistance for any purpose specified 
in subsection (a)(1) from any public or pri- 
vate source; and 

‘(III) to improve the operation and main- 
tenance practices at any existing works for 
the storage, treatment, purification, or dis- 
tribution of water or the collection, treat- 
ment, or disposal of waste in rural areas. 

‘“(ii) SELECTION PRIORITY.—In selecting re- 
cipients of grants to be made under clause 
(i), the Secretary shall give priority to non- 
profit organizations that have experience in 
providing the technical assistance and train- 
ing described in clause (i) to associations 
serving rural areas in which— 

“(I) residents have low income; and 

“(IT) water supply systems or waste facili- 
ties are unhealthful. 

“(iii) FUNDING.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subclause (II), not less than 1 nor more than 
3 percent of any funds made available to 
carry out water and waste disposal projects 
described in subsection (a) for any fiscal year 
shall be reserved for grants under this para- 
graph. 

“(JI) EXCEPTION.—The minimum amount 
specified in subclause (I) shall not apply if 
the aggregate amount of grant funds re- 
quested by applications that qualify for 
grants received by the Secretary from eligi- 
ble nonprofit organizations for the fiscal 
year totals less than 1 percent of those funds. 

‘(B) RURAL WATER AND WASTEWATER CIR- 
CUIT RIDER PROGRAM.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
tinue a national rural water and wastewater 
circuit rider program that— 

“(I) is consistent with the activities and 
results of the program conducted before Jan- 
uary 1, 2012, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

“(ID) received funding from the Secretary, 
acting through the Administrator of the 
Rural Utilities Service. 

‘“(ii) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subparagraph $25,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2014 and each fiscal year there- 
after. 

‘(6) SEARCH PROGRAM.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may es- 
tablish a Special Evaluation Assistance for 
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Rural Communities and Households 
(SEARCH) program to make predevelopment 
planning grants for feasibility studies, de- 
sign assistance, and technical assistance, to 
financially distressed communities in rural 
areas with populations of 2,500 or fewer in- 
habitants for water and waste disposal 
projects described in this section. 

“(B) TERMS.— 

“(i)  DOCUMENTATION.—With respect to 
grants made under this paragraph, the Sec- 
retary shall require the lowest quantity of 
documentation practicable. 

“(i) MATCHING.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this section, the Secretary 
may fund up to 100 percent of the eligible 
costs of grants provided under this para- 
graph, as determined by the Secretary. 

“(iii) FUNDING.—The Secretary may use 
not more than 4 percent of the total amount 
of funds made available for a fiscal year for 
water, waste disposal, and essential commu- 
nity facility activities under this chapter to 
carry out this paragraph. 

‘(C) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER AUTHORITY.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The funds and authori- 
ties provided under this paragraph are in ad- 
dition to any other funds or authorities the 
Secretary may have to carry out activities 
described in this section. 

“(ii) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—The Sec- 
retary may furnish financial assistance or 
other aid in planning projects for the pur- 
poses described in subparagraph (A). 


“(f) PRIORITY.—_In making grants and 
loans, and guaranteeing loans, for water, 
wastewater, and waste disposal projects 


under this section, the Secretary shall give 
priority consideration to projects that serve 
rural communities that, as determined by 
the Secretary— 

“(1) have a population of less than 5,500 
permanent residents; 

“(2) have a community water, wastewater, 
or waste disposal system that— 

“(A) is experiencing— 

“(i) an unanticipated reduction in the 
quality of water, the quantity of water, or 
the ability to deliver water; or 

“(ii) some other deterioration in the sup- 
ply of water to the community; 

‘“(B) is not adequate to meet the needs of 
the community; and 

‘“(C) requires immediate corrective action; 

“(3) are experiencing outmigration; 

“(4) have a high percentage of low-income 
residents; or 

“(5) are isolated from other significant 
population centers. 

“(g) CURTAILMENT OR LIMITATION OF SERV- 
ICE PROHIBITED.—The service provided or 
made available through any such association 
shall not be curtailed or limited by inclusion 
of the area served by such association within 
the boundaries of any municipal corporation 
or other public body, or by the granting of 
any private franchise for similar service 
within such area during the term of such 
loan; nor shall the happening of any such 
event be the basis of requiring such associa- 
tion to secure any franchise, license, or per- 
mit as a condition to continuing to serve the 
area served by the association at the time of 
the occurrence of such event. 

‘(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section such sums as are nec- 
essary. 
“SEC. 3502. COMMUNITY FACILITIES LOANS, 
LOAN GUARANTEES, AND GRANTS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make grants and loans and issue loan guar- 
antees (including a guarantee of a loan fi- 
nanced by the net proceeds of a bond de- 
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scribed in section 142(a) of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986) to eligible entities de- 
scribed in subsection (b) for projects in rural 
areas that primarily serve rural residents to 
provide for— 

“(1) essential community facilities, includ- 
ing— 

“(A) necessary equipment; 

““(B) recreational developments; and 

“(2) financial assistance and other assist- 
ance in the planning of projects for purposes 
described in this section. 

“(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—Entities eligible 
for assistance described in subsection (a) 
are— 

“(1) associations (including corporations 
not operated for profit); 

‘“(2) Indian tribes (including groups of indi- 
viduals described in paragraph (4) of section 
815 of the Native American Programs Act of 
1974 (42 U.S.C. 2992c)); and 

“*(3) public and quasi-public agencies. 

“(c) LOAN AND LOAN GUARANTEE REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—In connection with loans 
made or guaranteed under this section, the 
Secretary shall require the applicant— 

“(A) to certify in writing, and the Sec- 
retary shall determine, that the applicant is 
unable to obtain sufficient credit elsewhere 
to finance the actual needs of the applicant; 
and 

“(B) to furnish an appropriate written fi- 
nancial statement. 

‘(2) DEBT RESTRUCTURING AND LOAN SERV- 
ICING FOR COMMUNITY FACILITY LOANS.—The 
Secretary shall establish and implement a 
program that is similar to the program es- 
tablished under section 3411, except that the 
debt restructuring and loan servicing proce- 
dures shall apply to delinquent community 
facility program loans to a hospital or 
health care facility under subsection (a). 

“(d) GRANT AMOUNTS.— 

(1) MAXIMUM.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this subsection, the amount of any 
grant made under this section shall not ex- 
ceed 75 percent of the development cost of 
the project for which the grant is provided. 

““(2) GRANT RATE.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish the grant rate for each project in 
conformity with regulations issued by the 
Secretary that shall provide for a graduated 
scale of grant rates that establish higher 
rates for projects in communities that 
have— 

“(A) low community population; 

“(B) high rates of outmigration; and 

““(C) low income levels. 

“(8) LOCAL SHARE REQUIREMENTS.—Grants 
made under this section may be used to pay 
the local share requirements of another Fed- 
eral grant-in-aid program to the extent per- 
mitted under the law providing for the 
grant-in-aid program. 

“(e) PRIORITY.—In making grants and 
loans, and guaranteeing loans under this sec- 
tion, the Secretary shall give priority con- 
sideration to projects that serve rural com- 
munities that— 

“(1) have a population of less than 20,000 
permanent residents; 

““(2) are experiencing outmigration; 

““(3) have a high percentage of low-income 
residents; or 

“(4) are isolated from other significant 
population centers. 

“(f) TRIBAL COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES.— 

**(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 
grants to an entity that is a Tribal College 
or University (as defined in section 316(b) of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1059c(b))) to provide the Federal share of the 
cost of developing specific Tribal College or 
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University essential community facilities in 
rural areas. 

““(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Secretary shall 
establish the maximum percentage of the 
cost of the project that may be covered by a 
grant under this subsection, except that the 
Secretary may not require non-Federal fi- 
nancial support in an amount that is greater 
than 5 percent of the total cost of the 
project. 

‘(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $10,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(g) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR COMMUNITY 
FACILITIES PROJECTS.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the Secretary may use funds made available 
for community facilities programs author- 
ized under this section to provide technical 
assistance to applicants and participants for 
community facilities programs. 

(2) FUNDING.—The Secretary may use not 
more than 3 percent of the amount of funds 
made available to participants for a fiscal 
year for a community facilities program to 
provide technical assistance described in 
paragraph (1). 

‘(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section such sums as are nec- 
essary. 

“SEC. 3503. HEALTH CARE SERVICES. 

‘“(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to address the continued unmet health 
needs in the Delta region through coopera- 
tion among health care professionals, insti- 
tutions of higher education, research institu- 
tions, and other individuals and entities in 
the region. 

‘(b) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In 
this section, the term ‘eligible entity’ means 
a consortium of regional institutions of 
higher education, academic health and re- 
search institutes, and economic development 
entities located in the Delta region that 
have experience in addressing the health 
care issues in the region. 

“(c) GRANTS.—To carry out the purpose de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Secretary may 
award a grant to an eligible entity for— 

“(1) the development of— 

“(A) health care services; 

‘(B) health education programs; and 

‘“(C) health care job training programs; and 

‘(2) the development and expansion of pub- 
lic health-related facilities in the Delta re- 
gion to address longstanding and unmet 
health needs of the region. 

“(d) USE.—As a condition of the receipt of 
the grant, the eligible entity shall use the 
grant to fund projects and activities de- 
scribed in subsection (c), based on input so- 
licited from local governments, public health 
care providers, and other entities in the 
Delta region. 

‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $3,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“CHAPTER 2—RURAL BUSINESS AND 
COOPERATIVE DEVELOPMENT 
“SEC. 3601. BUSINESS PROGRAMS. 

‘(a) RURAL BUSINESS 
GRANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 
grants under this subsection to eligible enti- 
ties described in paragraph (2) in rural areas 
that primarily serve rural areas for purposes 
described in paragraph (8). 

‘(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The Secretary 
may make grants under this subsection to— 

“(A) governmental entities; 

“(B) Indian tribes; and 
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“(C) nonprofit entities. 

‘(3) ELIGIBLE PURPOSES FOR GRANTS.—HEli- 
gible entities that receive grants under this 
subsection may use the grant funds for— 

“(A) business opportunity projects that— 

“(i) identify and analyze business opportu- 
nities; 

“(ii) identify, train, and provide technical 
assistance to existing or prospective rural 
entrepreneurs and managers; 

“(iii) assist in the establishment of new 
rural businesses and the maintenance of ex- 
isting businesses, including through business 
support centers; 

“(iv) conduct regional, community, and 
local economic development planning and 
coordination, and leadership development; 
and 

“(v) establish centers for training, tech- 
nology, and trade that will provide training 
to rural businesses in the use of interactive 
communications technologies to develop 
international trade opportunities and mar- 
kets; and 

‘“(B) projects that support the development 
of business enterprises that finance or facili- 
tate— 

“(i) the development of small and emerg- 
ing private business enterprise; 

“(ii) the establishment, expansion, and op- 
eration of rural distance learning networks; 

“(iii) the development of rural learning 
programs that provide educational instruc- 
tion or job training instruction related to 
potential employment or job advancement to 
adult students; and 

“(iv) the provision of technical assistance 
and training to rural communities for the 
purpose of improving passenger transpor- 
tation services or facilities. 

“(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this subsection 
$65,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

“(b) VALUE-ADDED AGRICULTURAL PRO- 
DUCER GRANTS.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘(A) MID-TIER VALUE CHAIN.—The term 
‘mid-tier value chain’ means a local and re- 
gional supply network that links inde- 
pendent producers with businesses and co- 
operatives that market value-added agricul- 
tural products in a manner that— 

“(i) targets and strengthens the profit- 
ability and competitiveness of small- and 
medium-sized farms that are structured as 
family farms; and 

“(ii) obtains agreement from an eligible 
agricultural producer group, farmer coopera- 
tive, or majority-controlled producer-based 
business venture that is engaged in the value 
chain on a marketing strategy. 

“(B) PRODUCER.—The term 
means a farmer. 

‘(C) VALUE-ADDED AGRICULTURAL PROD- 
ucT.—The term ‘value-added agricultural 
product’ means any agricultural commodity 
or product— 

“(i) that— 

“(D) has undergone a change in physical 
state; 

“(IT) was produced in a manner that en- 
hances the value of the agricultural com- 
modity or product, as demonstrated through 
a business plan that shows the enhanced 
value, as determined by the Secretary; 

‘“(III) is physically segregated in a manner 
that results in the enhancement of the value 
of the agricultural commodity or product; 

“(IV) is a source of farm-based renewable 
energy, including E-85 fuel; or 

“(V) is aggregated and marketed as a lo- 
cally produced agricultural food product; and 
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“(ii) for which, as a result of the change in 
physical state or the manner in which the 
agricultural commodity or product was pro- 
duced, marketed, or segregated— 

“(I) the customer base for the agricultural 
commodity or product is expanded; and 

“(II) a greater portion of the revenue de- 
rived from the marketing, processing, or 
physical segregation of the agricultural com- 
modity or product is available to the pro- 
ducer of the commodity or product. 

“(2) GRANTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make grants under this subsection to— 

“(G) independent producers of value-added 
agricultural products; and 

“Gi) an agricultural producer group, farm- 
er cooperative, or majority-controlled pro- 
ducer-based business venture, as determined 
by the Secretary. 

“(B) GRANTS TO A PRODUCER.—A grantee 
under subparagraph (A)(i) shall use the 
grant— 

““(j) to develop a business plan or perform 
a feasibility study to establish a viable mar- 
keting opportunity (including through mid- 
tier value chains) for value-added agricul- 
tural products; or 

“Gi) to provide capital to establish alli- 
ances or business ventures that allow the 
producer to better compete in domestic or 
international markets. 

“(C) GRANTS TO AN AGRICULTURAL PRO- 
DUCER GROUP, COOPERATIVE OR PRODUCER- 
BASED BUSINESS VENTURE.—A grantee under 
subparagraph (A)(ii) shall use the grant— 

““(i) to develop a business plan for viable 
marketing opportunities in emerging mar- 
kets for a value-added agricultural product; 
or 

“Gi) to develop strategies that are in- 
tended to create marketing opportunities in 
emerging markets for the value-added agri- 
cultural product. 

“(D) AWARD SELECTION.— 

“(j) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this subsection, the Secretary shall give pri- 
ority to projects— 

“(I) that contribute to increasing opportu- 
nities for operators of small- and medium- 
sized farms that are structured as family 
farms; or 

“(II) at least 1⁄4 of the recipients of which 
are beginning farmers or socially disadvan- 
taged farmers. 

“(ii) RANKING.—In evaluating and ranking 
proposals under this subsection, the Sec- 
retary shall provide substantial weight to 
the priorities described in clause (i). 

“(E) AMOUNT OF GRANT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The total amount pro- 
vided to a grant recipient under this sub- 
section shall not exceed $500,000. 

“(ii) MAJORITY-CONTROLLED, PRODUCER- 
BASED BUSINESS VENTURES.—The total 
amount of all grants provided to majority- 
controlled, producer-based business ventures 
under this subsection for a fiscal year shall 
not exceed 10 percent of the amount of funds 
used to make all grants for the fiscal year 
under this subsection. 

“(F) TERM.—The term of a grant under this 
paragraph shall not exceed 3 years. 

‘“(G) SIMPLIFIED APPLICATION.—The Sec- 
retary shall offer a simplified application 
form and process for project proposals re- 
questing less than $50,000 under this sub- 
section. 

(3) FUNDING.— 

“(A) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $40,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(B) RESERVATION OF FUNDS FOR PROJECTS 
TO BENEFIT BEGINNING FARMERS, SOCIALLY 
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DISADVANTAGED AND 
VALUE CHAINS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall re- 
serve 10 percent of the amounts made avail- 
able for each fiscal year under this sub- 
section to fund projects that benefit begin- 
ning farmers or socially disadvantaged farm- 
ers. 

“(ii) MID-TIER VALUE CHAINS.—The Sec- 
retary shall reserve 10 percent of the 
amounts made available for each fiscal year 
under this subsection to fund applications of 
eligible entities described in paragraph (2) 
that propose to develop mid-tier value 
chains. 

“(iii) UNOBLIGATED AMOUNTS.—Any 
amounts in the reserves for a fiscal year es- 
tablished under clauses (i) and (ii) that are 
not obligated by June 30 of the fiscal year 
shall be available to the Secretary to make 
grants under this subsection to eligible enti- 
ties in any State, as determined by the Sec- 
retary. 

‘(C) MANDATORY FUNDING.—Of the funds of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, the Sec- 
retary shall use to carry out this subsection 
$12,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

“(c) RURAL COOPERATIVE DEVELOPMENT 
GRANTS.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘(A) NONPROFIT INSTITUTION.—The term 
‘nonprofit institution’ means any organiza- 
tion or institution, including an accredited 
institution of higher education, no part of 
the net earnings of which inures, or may 
lawfully inure, to the benefit of any private 
shareholder or individual. 

‘(B) UNITED STATES.—The term 
States’ means— 

“(i) the several States; and 

“(ii) the District of Columbia. 

“(2) GRANTS.—The Secretary shall make 
grants under this subsection to nonprofit in- 
stitutions for the purpose of enabling the 
nonprofit institutions to establish and oper- 
ate centers for rural cooperative develop- 
ment. 

“(3) GOALS.—The goals of a center funded 
under this subsection shall be to facilitate 
the creation of jobs in rural areas through 
the development of new rural cooperatives, 
value -added processing, and rural busi- 
nesses. 

‘*(4) APPLICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Any nonprofit institu- 
tion seeking a grant under paragraph (2) 
shall submit to the Secretary an application 
containing a plan for the establishment and 
operation by the institution of 1 or more 
centers for cooperative development. 

“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary may 
approve an application if the plan contains 
the following: 

“(i) A provision that substantiates that the 
center will effectively serve rural areas in 
the United States. 

“(ii) A provision that the primary objec- 
tive of the center will be to improve the eco- 
nomic condition of rural areas through coop- 
erative development. 

“(iii) A description of the activities that 
the center will carry out to accomplish the 
objective, which may include programs— 

“(ID) for applied research and feasibility 
studies that may be useful to individuals, co- 
operatives, small businesses, and other simi- 
lar entities in rural areas served by the cen- 
ter; 

“(IT) for the collection, interpretation, and 
dissemination of information that may be 
useful to individuals, cooperatives, small 
businesses, and other similar entities in 
rural areas served by the center; 
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“(III) providing training and instruction 
for individuals, cooperatives, small busi- 
nesses, and other similar entities in rural 
areas served by the center; 

‘“(IV) providing loans and grants to indi- 
viduals, cooperatives, small businesses, and 
other similar entities in rural areas served 
by the center; 

‘(V) providing technical assistance, re- 
search services, and advisory services to in- 
dividuals, cooperatives, small businesses, 
and other similar entities in rural areas 
served by the center; and 

‘(VI) providing for the coordination of 
services and sharing of information by the 
center. 

“(iv) A description of the contributions 
that the activities are likely to make to the 
improvement of the economic conditions of 
the rural areas for which the center will pro- 
vide services. 

“(v) Provisions that the center, in carrying 
out the activities, will seek, if appropriate, 
the advice, participation, expertise, and as- 
sistance of representatives of business, in- 
dustry, educational institutions, the Federal 
Government, and State and local govern- 
ments. 

“(vi) Provisions that the center will take 
all practicable steps to develop continuing 
sources of financial support for the center, 
particularly from sources in the private sec- 
tor. 

“(vii) Provisions for— 

“(I) monitoring and evaluating the activi- 
ties by the nonprofit institution operating 
the center; and 

“(JI) accounting for funds received by the 
institution under this section. 

‘(5) AWARDING GRANTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Grants made under 
paragraph (2) shall be made on a competitive 
basis. 

(B) PREFERENCE.—In making grants under 
paragraph (2), the Secretary shall give pref- 
erence to grant applications providing for 
the establishment of centers for rural coop- 
erative development that— 

“(i) demonstrate a proven track record in 
carrying out activities to promote and assist 
the development of cooperatively and mutu- 
ally owned businesses; 

“(ii) demonstrate previous expertise in 
providing technical assistance in rural areas 
to promote and assist the development of co- 
operatively and mutually owned businesses; 

“(iii) demonstrate the ability to assist in 
the retention of businesses, facilitate the es- 
tablishment of cooperatives and new cooper- 
ative approaches, and generate employment 
opportunities that will improve the eco- 
nomic conditions of rural areas; 

“(iv) commit to providing technical assist- 
ance and other services to underserved and 
economically distressed areas in rural areas 
of the United States; 

“(v) demonstrate a commitment to— 

“(I) networking with and sharing the re- 
sults of the efforts of the center with other 
cooperative development centers and other 
organizations involved in rural economic de- 
velopment efforts; and 

“(II) developing multiorganization and 
multistate approaches to addressing the eco- 
nomic development and cooperative needs of 
rural areas; and 

‘“(vi) commit to providing a 25 percent 
matching contribution with private funds 
and in-kind contributions, except that the 
Secretary shall not require non-Federal fi- 
nancial support in an amount that is greater 
than 5 percent in the case of a 1994 institu- 
tion (as defined in section 532 of the Equity 
in Educational Land-Grant Status Act of 
1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 note; Public Law 103-882)). 
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‘(6) GRANT PERIOD.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A grant awarded to a 
center that has received no prior funding 
under this subsection shall be made for a pe- 
riod of 1 year. 

“(B) MULTIYEAR GRANTS.—If the Secretary 
determines it to be in the best interest of the 
program, the Secretary shall award grants 
for a period of more than 1 year, but not 
more than 3 years, to a center that has suc- 
cessfully met the requirements of paragraph 
(5)(B), as determined by the Secretary. 

‘(7) AUTHORITY TO EXTEND GRANT PERIOD.— 
The Secretary may extend for 1 additional 
12-month period the period during which a 
grantee may use a grant made under this 
subsection. 

‘(8) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO PREVENT EX- 
CESSIVE UNEMPLOYMENT OR UNDEREMPLOY- 
MENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sub- 
section, the Secretary may provide technical 
assistance to alleviate or prevent conditions 
of excessive unemployment, underemploy- 
ment, outmigration, or low employment 
growth in economically distressed rural 
areas that the Secretary determines have a 
substantial need for the assistance. 

“(B) INCLUSIONS.—The assistance may in- 
clude planning and feasibility studies, man- 
agement and operational assistance, and 
studies evaluating the need for the develop- 
ment potential of projects that increase em- 
ployment and improve economic growth in 
the areas. 

“(9) GRANTS TO DEFRAY ADMINISTRATIVE 
cosTs.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make grants to defray not to exceed 75 per- 
cent of the costs incurred by organizations 
and public bodies to carry out projects for 
which grants or loans are made under this 
subsection. 

‘““(B) COST-SHARING.—For purposes of deter- 
mining the non-Federal share of the costs, 
the Secretary shall include contributions in 
cash and in kind, fairly evaluated, including 
premises, equipment, and services. 

‘“(10) COOPERATIVE RESEARCH PROGRAM.— 
The Secretary shall offer to enter into a co- 
operative research agreement with 1 or more 
qualified academic institutions in each fiscal 
year to conduct research on the effects of all 
types of cooperatives on the national econ- 
omy. 

‘“(11) ADDRESSING NEEDS OF MINORITY COM- 
MUNITIES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the total amount ap- 
propriated under paragraph (13) for a fiscal 
year exceeds $7,500,000, the Secretary shall 
reserve an amount equal to 20 percent of the 
total amount appropriated for grants for co- 
operative development centers, individual 
cooperatives, or groups of cooperatives— 

“(j) that serve socially disadvantaged 
groups; and 

“Gi) a majority of the boards of directors 
or governing boards of which are comprised 
of individuals who are members of socially 
disadvantaged groups. 

‘“(B) INSUFFICIENT APPLICATIONS.—To the 
extent there are insufficient applications to 
carry out subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
shall use the funds as otherwise authorized 
by this subsection. 

“(12) INTERAGENCY WORKING GROUP.—Not 
later than 90 days after the date of enact- 
ment of the Agriculture Reform, Food, and 
Jobs Act of 2013, the Secretary shall coordi- 
nate and chair an interagency working group 
to foster cooperative development and en- 
sure coordination with Federal agencies and 
national and local cooperative organizations 
that have cooperative programs and inter- 
ests. 
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‘(13) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $50,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘(d) APPROPRIATE TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER 
FOR RURAL AREAS PROGRAM.— 

‘(1) DEFINITION OF NATIONAL NONPROFIT AG- 
RICULTURAL ASSISTANCE INSTITUTION.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘national nonprofit ag- 
ricultural assistance institution’ means an 
organization that— 

“(A) is described in section 501(c)(3) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and exempt 
from taxation under 501(a) of that Code; 

‘(B) has staff and offices in multiple re- 
gions of the United States; 

‘“(C) has experience and expertise in oper- 
ating national agricultural technical assist- 
ance programs; 

‘“(D) expands markets for the agricultural 
commodities produced by producers through 
the use of practices that enhance the envi- 
ronment, natural resource base, and quality 
of life; and 

“(E) improves the economic viability of ag- 
ricultural operations. 

“(2) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a national appropriate technology 
transfer for rural areas program to assist ag- 
ricultural producers that are seeking infor- 
mation— 

“(A) to reduce input costs; 

“(B) to conserve energy resources; 

‘(C) to diversify operations through new 
energy crops and energy generation facili- 
ties; and 

‘(D) to expand markets for agricultural 
commodities produced by the producers by 
using practices that enhance the environ- 
ment, natural resource base, and quality of 
life. 

‘*(3) IMPLEMENTATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
carry out the program under this subsection 
by making a grant to, or offering to enter 
into a cooperative agreement with, a na- 
tional nonprofit agricultural assistance in- 
stitution. 

“(B) GRANT AMOUNT.—A grant made, or co- 
operative agreement entered into, under sub- 
paragraph (A) shall provide 100 percent of the 
cost of providing information described in 
paragraph (2). 

‘(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $5,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘(e) BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY DIRECT AND 
GUARANTEED LOANS.— 

‘(1) DEFINITION OF BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY 
LOAN.—In this section, the term ‘business 
and industry loan’ means a direct loan that 
is made, or a loan that is guaranteed, by the 
Secretary under this subsection. 

‘(2) LOAN PURPOSES.—The Secretary may 
make business and industry loans to public, 
private, or cooperative organizations orga- 
nized for profit or nonprofit, private invest- 
ment funds that invest primarily in coopera- 
tive organizations, or to individuals— 

“(A) to improve, develop, or finance busi- 
ness, industry, and employment and improve 
the economic and environmental climate in 
rural communities, including pollution 
abatement and control; 

‘(B) to conserve, develop, and use water 
for aquaculture purposes in rural areas; and 

“(C) to reduce the reliance on nonrenew- 
able energy resources by encouraging the de- 
velopment and construction of renewable en- 
ergy systems (including solar energy sys- 
tems, wind energy systems, and anaerobic 
digestors for the purpose of energy genera- 
tion), including the modification of existing 
systems, in rural areas. 
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“(3) LOAN GUARANTEES FOR CERTAIN 
LOANS.—The Secretary may guarantee loans 
made under this subsection to finance the 
issuance of bonds for the projects described 
in paragraph (2). 

‘(4) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF PRINCIPAL.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this paragraph, no loan may be 
made or guaranteed under this subsection 
that exceeds $25,000,000 in principal amount. 

‘(B) LIMITATIONS ON LOAN GUARANTEES FOR 
COOPERATIVE ORGANIZATIONS.— 

“(i) PRINCIPAL AMOUNT.—Subject to clause 
(ii), the principal amount of a business and 
industry loan made to a cooperative organi- 
zation and guaranteed under this subsection 
shall not exceed $40,000,000. 

“(ii) USE.—To be eligible for a guarantee 
under this subsection for a business and in- 
dustry loan made to a cooperative organiza- 
tion, the principal amount of the loan in ex- 
cess of $25,000,000 shall be used to carry out 
a project that is in a rural area and— 

“(D) provides for the value-added proc- 
essing of agricultural commodities; or 

“(ID significantly benefits 1 or more enti- 
ties eligible for assistance for the purposes 
described in paragraph (2), as determined by 
the Secretary. 

“(iii) APPLICATIONS.—If a cooperative orga- 
nization submits an application for a guar- 
antee under this paragraph, the Secretary 
shall make the determination whether to ap- 
prove the application, and the Secretary 
may not delegate this authority. 

‘“(iv) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The total amount 
of business and industry loans made to coop- 
erative organizations and guaranteed for a 
fiscal year under this subsection with prin- 
cipal amounts that are in excess of $25,000,000 
may not exceed 10 percent of the total 
amount of business and industry loans guar- 
anteed for the fiscal year under this sub- 
section. 

“(5) FEES.—The Secretary may assess a 1- 
time fee and an annual renewal fee for any 
guaranteed business and industry loan in an 
amount that does not exceed 3 percent of the 
guaranteed principal portion of the loan. 

“(6) INTANGIBLE ASSETS.—In determining 
whether a cooperative organization is eligi- 
ble for a guaranteed business and industry 
loan, the Secretary may consider the market 
value of a properly appraised brand name, 
patent, or trademark of the cooperative. 

“(7) LOAN APPRAISALS.—The Secretary may 
require that any appraisal made in connec- 
tion with a business and industry loan be 
conducted by a specialized appraiser that 
uses standards that are comparable to stand- 
ards used for similar purposes in the private 
sector, as determined by the Secretary. 

“(8) LOAN GUARANTEES FOR THE PURCHASE 
OF COOPERATIVE STOCK.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
guarantee a business and industry loan to in- 
dividual farmers to purchase capital stock of 
a farmer cooperative established for the pur- 
pose of processing an agricultural com- 
modity. 

‘(B) PROCESSING CONTRACTS DURING INITIAL 
PERIOD.—A cooperative described in subpara- 
graph (A) for which a farmer receives a guar- 
antee to purchase stock under that subpara- 
graph may contract for services to process 
agricultural commodities or otherwise proc- 
ess value added for the period beginning on 
the date of the startup of the cooperative in 
order to provide adequate time for the plan- 
ning and construction of the processing facil- 
ity of the cooperative. 

‘(C) FINANCIAL INFORMATION.—Financial 
information required by the Secretary from 
a farmer as a condition of making a business 
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and industry loan guarantee under this para- 
graph shall be provided in the manner gen- 
erally required by commercial agricultural 
lenders in the applicable area. 

‘(9) LOANS TO COOPERATIVES.— 

“(A) ELIGIBILITY.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 
or guarantee a business and industry loan to 
a cooperative organization that is 
headquartered in a metropolitan area if the 
loan is— 

“(I) used for a project or venture described 
in paragraph (2) that is located in a rural 
area; or 

“(II) a loan guarantee that meets the re- 
quirements of paragraph (10). 

“(ii) EQuiTy.—The Secretary may guar- 
antee a loan made for the purchase of pre- 
ferred stock or similar equity issued by a co- 
operative organization or a fund that invests 
primarily in cooperative organizations, if 
the guarantee significantly benefits 1 or 
more entities eligible for assistance for the 
purposes described in paragraph (2)(A), as de- 
termined by the Secretary. 

“(B) REFINANCING.—A cooperative organi- 
zation that is eligible for a business and in- 
dustry loan shall be eligible to refinance an 
existing business and industry loan with a 
lender if— 

“(i) the cooperative organization— 

“(T) is current and performing with respect 
to the existing loan; and 

“(IT(aa) is not, and has not been, in pay- 
ment default, with respect to the existing 
loan; or 

““(bb) has not converted any of the collat- 
eral with respect to the existing loan; and 

“(i) there is adequate security or full col- 
lateral for the refinanced loan. 

(10) LOAN GUARANTEES IN NONRURAL 
AREAS.—The Secretary may guarantee a 
business and industry loan to a cooperative 
organization for a facility that is not located 
in arural area if— 

“(A) the primary purpose of the loan guar- 
antee is for a facility to provide value-added 
processing for agricultural producers that 
are located within 80 miles of the facility; 

“(B) the applicant demonstrates to the 
Secretary that the primary benefit of the 
loan guarantee will be to provide employ- 
ment for residents of a rural area; and 

“(C) the total amount of business and in- 
dustry loans guaranteed for a fiscal year 
under this paragraph does not exceed 10 per- 
cent of the business and industry loans guar- 
anteed for the fiscal year under this sub- 
section. 

*(11) LOCALLY OR REGIONALLY PRODUCED AG- 
RICULTURAL FOOD PRODUCTS.— 

‘‘(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph: 

“(i) LOCALLY OR REGIONALLY PRODUCED AG- 
RICULTURAL FOOD PRODUCT.—The term ‘lo- 
cally or regionally produced agricultural 
food product’ means any agricultural food 
product that is raised, produced, and distrib- 
uted in— 

“(T) the locality or region in which the 
final product is marketed, so that the total 
distance that the product is transported is 
less than 400 miles from the origin of the 
product; or 

“(II) the State in which the product is pro- 
duced. 

“(ii) UNDERSERVED COMMUNITY.—The term 
‘underserved community’ means a commu- 
nity (including an urban or rural community 
and an Indian tribal community) that, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, has— 

“(D) limited access to affordable, healthy 
foods, including fresh fruits and vegetables, 
in grocery retail stores or farmer-to-con- 
sumer direct markets; and 
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“(ID) a high rate of hunger or food insecu- 
rity or a high poverty rate. 

‘(B) LOAN AND LOAN GUARANTEE PRO- 
GRAM.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make or guarantee loans to individuals, co- 
operatives, cooperative organizations, busi- 
nesses, and other entities to establish and fa- 
cilitate enterprises that process, distribute, 
aggregate, store, and market locally or re- 
gionally produced agricultural food products 
to support community development and farm 
income. 

“(ii) REQUIREMENT.—The recipient of a 
loan or loan guarantee under this paragraph 
shall include in an appropriate agreement 
with retail and institutional facilities to 
which the recipient sells locally or region- 
ally produced agricultural food products a 
requirement to inform consumers of the re- 
tail or institutional facilities that the con- 
sumers are purchasing or consuming locally 
or regionally produced agricultural food 
products. 

“(ii) PRIORITY.—_In making or guaran- 
teeing a loan under this paragraph, the Sec- 
retary shall give priority to projects that 
have components benefitting underserved 
communities. 

“(iv) REPORTS.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of the Agri- 
culture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013 
and annually thereafter, the Secretary shall 
submit to the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives and the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry of the Senate, and publish on the Inter- 
net, a report that describes projects carried 
out using loans or loan guarantees made 
under clause (i), including— 

“D) summary information 
projects; 

“(JI) the characteristics of the commu- 
nities served; and 

“(JIT) resulting benefits. 

“(v) RESERVATION OF FUNDS.—For each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018, the Secretary 
shall reserve not less than 5 percent of the 
total amount of funds made available to 
carry out this subsection to carry out this 
paragraph until April 1 of the fiscal year. 

“(vi) OUTREACH.—The Secretary shall de- 
velop and implement an outreach plan to 
publicize the availability of loans and loan 
guarantees under this paragraph, working 
closely with rural cooperative development 
centers, credit unions, community develop- 
ment financial institutions, regional eco- 
nomic development authorities, and other fi- 
nancial and economic development entities. 

‘(12) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $75,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘“(f) RELENDING PROGRAMS.— 

‘(1) INTERMEDIATE RELENDING PROGRAM.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make or guarantee loans to eligible entities 
described in subparagraph (B) so that the eli- 
gible entities may relend the funds to indi- 
viduals and entities for the purposes de- 
scribed in subparagraph (C). 

“(B) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—Entities eligible 
for loans and loan guarantees described in 
subparagraph (A) are— 

“(i) public agencies; 

“(ii) Indian tribes; 

‘“(iii) cooperatives; and 

‘“(iv) nonprofit corporations. 

‘(C) ELIGIBLE PURPOSES.—The proceeds 
from loans made or guaranteed by the Sec- 
retary pursuant to subparagraph (A) may be 
relent by eligible entities for projects that— 

“(i) predominately serve communities in 
rural areas; and 
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“(ii) as determined by the Secretary— 

“(D promote community development; 

“(ID) establish new businesses; 

“(III) establish and support microlending 
programs; and 

‘“(IV) create or retain employment oppor- 
tunities. 

‘(D) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $50,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘“(2) RURAL MICROENTREPRENEUR ASSIST- 
ANCE PROGRAM.— 

‘(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph: 

“(i) MICROENTREPRENEUR.—The term 
‘microentrepreneur’ means an owner and op- 
erator, or prospective owner and operator, of 
a rural microenterprise who is unable to ob- 
tain sufficient training, technical assistance, 
or credit other than under this subsection, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

‘(ii) MICROENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT ORGA- 
NIZATION.—The term ‘microenterprise devel- 
opment organization’ means an organization 
that is— 

‘“(T) a nonprofit entity; 

“(ID an Indian tribe, the tribal government 
of which certifies to the Secretary that— 

“(aa) no microenterprise development or- 
ganization serves the Indian tribe; and 

‘“(bb) no rural microentrepreneur assist- 
ance program exists under the jurisdiction of 
the Indian tribe; 

“(III) a public institution of higher edu- 
cation; or 

‘“(IV) a collaboration of rural nonprofit en- 
tities serving a region or State, if 1 lead non- 
profit entity is the sole underwriter of all 
loans and is responsible for associated risks. 

“(iii) MICROLOAN.—The term ‘microloan’ 
means a business loan of not more than 
$50,000 that is provided to a rural microen- 
terprise. 

‘“(iv) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ 
means the rural microentrepreneur assist- 
ance program established under subpara- 
graph (B). 

“(v) RURAL MICROENTERPRISE.—The term 
‘rural microenterprise’ means a business en- 
tity with not more than 10 full-time equiva- 
lent employees located in a rural area. 

“(vi) TRAINING.—The term ‘training’ means 
teaching broad business principles or general 
business skills in a group or public setting. 

‘(vii) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The term 
‘technical assistance’ means working with a 
business client in a 1-to-1 manner to provide 
business and financial management coun- 
seling, assist in the preparation of business 
or marketing plans, or provide other skills 
tailored to an individual microentrepreneur. 

‘(B) RURAL MICROENTREPRENEUR ASSIST- 
ANCE PROGRAM.— 

“(i) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a rural microentrepreneur assist- 
ance program to provide loans and grants to 
support microentrepreneurs in the develop- 
ment and ongoing success of rural micro- 
enterprises. 

“(ii) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the pro- 
gram is to provide microentrepreneurs 
with— 

“(I) the skills necessary to establish new 
rural microenterprises; and 

“(ID continuing technical and financial as- 
sistance related to the successful operation 
of rural microenterprises. 

“(iii) LOANS.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make loans to microenterprise development 
organizations for the purpose of providing 
fixed-interest rate microloans to microentre- 
preneurs for startup and growing rural 
microenterprises. 
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“(II) LOAN TERMS.—A loan made by the 
Secretary to a microenterprise development 
organization under this subparagraph shall— 

“(aa) be for a term not to exceed 20 years; 
and 

“(bb) bear an annual interest rate of at 
least 1 percent. 

“(JIT) LOAN LOSS RESERVE FUND.—The Sec- 
retary shall require each microenterprise de- 
velopment organization that receives a loan 
under this subparagraph to— 

‘“(aa) establish a loan loss reserve fund; 
and 

“(bb) maintain the reserve fund in an 
amount equal to at least 5 percent of the 
outstanding balance of such loans owed by 
the microenterprise development organiza- 
tion, until all obligations owed to the Sec- 
retary under this subparagraph are repaid. 

“(IV) DEFERRAL OF INTEREST AND PRIN- 
CIPAL.—The Secretary may permit the defer- 
ral of payments on principal and interest due 
on a loan to a microenterprise development 
organization made under this paragraph for 
a 2-year period beginning on the date on 
which the loan is made. 

“(iv) GRANTS TO SUPPORT RURAL MICROEN- 
TERPRISE DEVELOPMENT.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make grants to microenterprise development 
organizations— 

‘“(aa) to provide training and technical as- 
sistance, and other related services to rural 
microentrepreneurs; and 

““(bb) to carry out such other projects and 
activities as the Secretary determines appro- 
priate to further the purposes of the pro- 
gram. 

“(II) SELECTION.—In making grants under 
subclause (I), the Secretary shall— 

“(aa) place an emphasis on microenterprise 
development organizations that serve micro- 
entrepreneurs that are located in rural areas 
that have suffered significant outward mi- 
gration, as determined by the Secretary; and 

““(bb) ensure, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, that grant recipients include micro- 
enterprise development organizations of 
varying sizes and that serve racially and eth- 
nically diverse populations. 

“(v) GRANTS TO ASSIST MICROENTRE- 
PRENEURS.— 

“(T) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make annual grants to microenterprise de- 
velopment organizations to provide tech- 
nical assistance to microentrepreneurs 
that— 

“(aa) received a loan from the microenter- 
prise development organization under sub- 
paragraph (B)(iii); or 

““(bb) are seeking a loan from the microen- 
terprise development organization under 
subparagraph (B)(iii). 

‘“(II) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF TECHNICAL AS- 
SISTANCE GRANT.—The maximum amount of a 
grant under this clause shall be in an 
amount equal to not more than 25 percent of 
the total outstanding balance of microloans 
made by the microenterprise development 
organization under clause (iii), as of the date 
the grant is awarded. 

“(vi) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Not more 
than 10 percent of a grant received by a mi- 
croenterprise development organization for a 
fiscal year under this subparagraph may be 
used to pay administrative expenses. 

“(C) ADMINISTRATION.— 

“(i) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—As a condi- 
tion of any grant made under clauses (iv) and 
(v) of subparagraph (B), the Secretary shall 
require the microenterprise development or- 
ganization to match not less than 15 percent 
of the total amount of the grant in the form 
of matching funds (including community de- 
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velopment block grants), indirect costs, or 
in-kind goods or services. 

“(ii) OVERSIGHT.—At a minimum, not later 
than December 1 of each fiscal year, a micro- 
enterprise development organization that re- 
ceives a loan or grant under this section 
shall provide to the Secretary such informa- 
tion as the Secretary may require to ensure 
that assistance provided under this section is 
used for the purposes for which the loan or 
grant was made. 

‘(D) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this paragraph $40,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(E) MANDATORY FUNDING FOR FISCAL 
YEARS 2014 THROUGH 2018.—Of the funds of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation, the Sec- 
retary shall use to carry out this paragraph 
$3,750,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018, to remain available until expended. 
“SEC. 3602. RURAL BUSINESS INVESTMENT PRO- 


“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ARTICLES.—The term ‘articles’ means 
articles of incorporation for an incorporated 
body or the functional equivalent or other 
similar documents specified by the Secretary 
for other business entities. 

‘(2) DEVELOPMENTAL VENTURE CAPITAL.— 
The term ‘developmental venture capital’ 
means capital in the form of equity capital 
investments in rural business investment 
companies with an objective of fostering eco- 
nomic development in rural areas. 

‘(3) EMPLOYEE WELFARE BENEFIT PLAN; PEN- 
SION PLAN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The terms ‘employee 
welfare benefit plan’ and ‘pension plan’ have 
the meanings given the terms in section 3 of 
the Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 1002). 

‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The terms ‘employee 
welfare benefit plan’ and ‘pension plan’ in- 
clude— 

“(i) public and private pension or retire- 
ment plans subject to this subtitle; and 

“(ii) similar plans not covered by this sub- 
title that have been established, and that are 
maintained, by the Federal Government or 
any State (including by a political subdivi- 
sion, agency, or instrumentality of the Fed- 
eral Government or a State) for the benefit 
of employees. 

“(4) EQUITY CAPITAL.—The term ‘equity 
capital’ means common or preferred stock or 
a similar instrument, including subordinated 
debt with equity features. 

“(5) LEVERAGE.—The term 
cludes— 

“(A) debentures purchased or guaranteed 
by the Secretary; 

‘(B) participating securities purchased or 
guaranteed by the Secretary; and 

‘(C) preferred securities outstanding as of 
the date of enactment of the Agriculture Re- 
form, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013. 

“(6) LICENSE.—The term ‘license’ means a 
license issued by the Secretary in accord- 
ance with in subsection (d)(5). 

‘(7) LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.—The term 
‘limited liability company’ means a business 
entity that is organized and operating in ac- 
cordance with a State limited liability com- 
pany law approved by the Secretary. 

“(8) MEMBER.—The term ‘member’ means, 
with respect to a rural business investment 
company that is a limited liability company, 
a holder of an ownership interest, or a person 
otherwise admitted to membership in the 
limited liability company. 

‘(9) OPERATIONAL ASSISTANCE.—The term 
‘operational assistance’ means management, 
marketing, and other technical assistance 
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that assists a rural business concern with 
business development. 

‘(10) PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT.—The term 
‘participation agreement’ means an agree- 
ment, between the Secretary and a rural 
business investment company granted final 
approval under subsection (d)(5), that re- 
quires the rural business investment com- 
pany to make investments in smaller enter- 
prises in rural areas. 

“(11) PRIVATE CAPITAL.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘private cap- 
ital’ means the total of— 

““i)(1) the paid-in capital and paid-in sur- 
plus of a corporate rural business investment 
company; 

“(IT) the contributed capital of the part- 
ners of a partnership rural business invest- 
ment company; or 

“(ITI) the equity investment of the mem- 
bers of a limited liability company rural 
business investment company; and 

“(ii) unfunded binding commitments from 
investors that meet criteria established by 
the Secretary to contribute capital to the 
rural business investment company, except 
that— 

“(I) unfunded commitments may be count- 
ed as private capital for purposes of approval 
by the Secretary of any request for leverage; 
but 

“(ID) leverage shall not be funded based on 
the commitments. 

‘“(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘private cap- 
ital’ does not include— 

“(i) any funds borrowed by a rural business 
investment company from any source; 

“(Gi) any funds obtained through the 
issuance of leverage; or 

“(ii) any funds obtained directly or indi- 
rectly from the Federal Government or any 
State (including by a political subdivision, 
agency, or instrumentality of the Federal 
Government or a State), except for— 

“(I) funds obtained from the business reve- 
nues (excluding any governmental appropria- 
tion) of any Federally chartered or govern- 
ment-sponsored enterprise established prior 
to the date of enactment of the Agriculture 
Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013; 

‘(II) funds invested by an employee welfare 
benefit plan or pension plan; and 

‘(III) any qualified nonprivate funds (if the 
investors of the qualified nonprivate funds 
do not control, directly or indirectly, the 
management, board of directors, general 
partners, or members of the rural business 
investment company). 

“(12) QUALIFIED NONPRIVATE FUNDS.—The 
term ‘qualified nonprivate funds’ means 
any— 

“(A) funds directly or indirectly invested 
in any applicant or rural business invest- 
ment company on or before the date of en- 
actment of the Agriculture Reform, Food, 
and Jobs Act of 2013 by any Federal agency, 
other than the Department, under a provi- 
sion of law explicitly mandating the inclu- 
sion of those funds in the definition of the 
term ‘private capital’; and 

‘(B) funds invested in any applicant or 
rural business investment company by 1 or 
more entities of any State (including by a 
political subdivision, agency, or instrumen- 
tality of the State and including any guar- 
antee extended by those entities) in an ag- 
gregate amount that does not exceed 33 per- 
cent of the private capital of the applicant or 
rural business investment company. 

‘(13) RURAL BUSINESS CONCERN.—The term 
‘rural business concern’ means— 

“(A) a public, private, or cooperative for- 
profit or nonprofit organization; 

‘(B) a for-profit or nonprofit business con- 
trolled by an Indian tribe; or 
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“(C) any other person or entity that pri- 
marily operates in a rural area, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary. 

“(14) RURAL BUSINESS INVESTMENT COM- 
PANY.—The term ‘rural business investment 
company’ means a company that— 

“(A) has been granted final approval by the 
Secretary under subsection (d)(5); and 

‘“(B) has entered into a participation agree- 
ment with the Secretary. 

“(15) SMALLER ENTERPRISE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘smaller enter- 
prise’ means any rural business concern 
that, together with its affiliates— 

“(i) has— 

“(I)a net financial worth of not more than 
$6,000,000, as of the date on which assistance 
is provided under this section to the rural 
business concern; and 

“(II) except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), an average net income for the 2-year pe- 
riod preceding the date on which assistance 
is provided under this section to the rural 
business concern, of not more than $2,000,000, 
after Federal income taxes (excluding any 
carryover losses); or 

‘“(ii) satisfies the standard industrial clas- 
sification size standards established by the 
Administrator of the Small Business Admin- 
istration for the industry in which the rural 
business concern is primarily engaged. 

‘“(B) EXCEPTION.—For purposes of subpara- 
graph (A)(i)(D, if the rural business concern 
is not required by law to pay Federal income 
taxes at the enterprise level, but is required 
to pass income through to the shareholders, 
partners, beneficiaries, or other equitable 
owners of the business concern, the net in- 
come of the business concern shall be deter- 
mined by allowing a deduction in an amount 
equal to the total of— 

‘“(i) if the rural business concern is not re- 
quired by law to pay State (and local, if any) 
income taxes at the enterprise level, the 
product obtained by multiplying— 

“(T) the net income (determined without 
regard to this subparagraph); by 

‘“(IID) the marginal State income tax rate 
(or by the combined State and local income 
tax rates, as applicable) that would have ap- 
plied if the business concern were a corpora- 
tion; and 

“(i) the product obtained by multiplying— 

“(T) the net income (so determined) less 
any deduction for State (and local) income 
taxes calculated under clause (i); by 

‘“(ID) the marginal Federal income tax rate 
that would have applied if the rural business 
concern were a corporation. 

‘“(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Rural 
Business Investment Program established 
under this section are— 

“(1) to promote economic development and 
the creation of wealth and job opportunities 
in rural areas and among individuals living 
in those areas by encouraging developmental 
venture capital investments in smaller en- 
terprises primarily located in rural areas; 
and 

‘“(2) to establish a developmental venture 
capital program, with the mission of address- 
ing the unmet equity investment needs of 
small enterprises located in rural areas, by 
authorizing the Secretary— 

“(A) to enter into participation agree- 
ments with rural business investment com- 
panies; 

‘“(B) to guarantee debentures of rural busi- 
ness investment companies to enable each 
rural business investment company to make 
developmental venture capital investments 
in smaller enterprises in rural areas; and 

“(C) to make grants to rural business in- 
vestment companies, and to other entities, 
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for the purpose of providing operational as- 
sistance to smaller enterprises financed, or 
expected to be financed, by rural business in- 
vestment companies. 


“(c) ESTABLISHMENT.—In accordance with 
this subtitle, the Secretary shall establish a 
Rural Business Investment Program, under 
which the Secretary may— 

“(1) enter into participation agreements 
with companies granted final approval under 
subsection (d)(5) for the purposes described 
in subsection (b); 

“(2) guarantee the debentures issued by 
rural business investment companies as pro- 
vided in subsection (e); and 

(3) make grants to rural business invest- 
ment companies, and to other entities, under 
subsection (h). 


‘(d) SELECTION OF RURAL BUSINESS INVEST- 
MENT COMPANIES.— 

“(1) ELIGIBILITY.—A company shall be eli- 
gible to apply to participate, as a rural busi- 
ness investment company, in the program es- 
tablished under this section if— 

“(A) the company is a newly formed for- 
profit entity or a newly formed for-profit 
subsidiary of such an entity; 

‘“(B) the company has a management team 
with experience in community development 
financing or relevant venture capital financ- 
ing; and 

“(C) the company will invest in enterprises 
that will create wealth and job opportunities 
in rural areas, with an emphasis on smaller 
enterprises. 

‘“(2) APPLICATION.—To participate, as a 
rural business investment company, in the 
program established under this section, a 
company meeting the eligibility require- 
ments of paragraph (1) shall submit an appli- 
cation to the Secretary that includes— 

“(A) a business plan describing how the 
company intends to make successful devel- 
opmental venture capital investments in 
identified rural areas; 

“(B) information regarding the community 
development finance or relevant venture 
capital qualifications and general reputation 
of the management of the company; 

“(C) a description of how the company in- 
tends to work with community-based organi- 
zations and local entities (including local 
economic development companies, local 
lenders, and local investors) and to seek to 
address the unmet equity capital needs of 
the communities served; 

‘(D) a proposal describing how the com- 
pany intends to use the grant funds provided 
under this section to provide operational as- 
sistance to smaller enterprises financed by 
the company, including information regard- 
ing whether the company intends to use li- 
censed professionals, as necessary, on the 
staff of the company or from an outside enti- 
ty; 

“(E) with respect to binding commitments 
to be made to the company under this sec- 
tion, an estimate of the ratio of cash to in- 
kind contributions; 

‘“(F) a description of the criteria to be used 
to evaluate whether and to what extent the 
company meets the purposes of the program 
established under this section; 

“(G) information regarding the manage- 
ment and financial strength of any parent 
firm, affiliated firm, or any other firm essen- 
tial to the success of the business plan of the 
company; and 

“(H) such other information as the Sec- 
retary may require. 
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(83) STATUS.—Not later than 90 days after 
the initial receipt by the Secretary of an ap- 
plication under this subsection, the Sec- 
retary shall provide to the applicant a writ- 
ten report describing the status of the appli- 
cation and any requirements remaining for 
completion of the application. 

(4) MATTERS CONSIDERED.—In reviewing 
and processing any application under this 
subsection, the Secretary shall— 

“(A) determine whether— 

“(i) the applicant meets the requirements 
of paragraph (5); and 

“(ii) the management of the applicant is 
qualified and has the knowledge, experience, 
and capability necessary to comply with this 
section; 

“(B) take into consideration— 

“(i) the need for and availability of financ- 
ing for rural business concerns in the geo- 
graphic area in which the applicant is to 
commence business; 

“(ii) the general business reputation of the 
owners and management of the applicant; 
and 

“(iii) the probability of successful oper- 
ations of the applicant, including adequate 
profitability and financial soundness; and 

“(C) not take into consideration any pro- 
jected shortage or unavailability of grant 
funds or leverage. 

‘(5) APPROVAL; LICENSE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Secretary may ap- 
prove an applicant to operate as a rural busi- 
ness investment company under this subtitle 
and license the applicant as a rural business 
investment company, if— 

“(i) the Secretary determines that the ap- 
plication satisfies the requirements of para- 
graph (2); 

“(ii) the area in which the rural business 
investment company is to conduct its oper- 
ations, and establishment of branch offices 
or agencies (if authorized by the articles), 
are approved by the Secretary; and 

“(iii) the applicant enters into a participa- 
tion agreement with the Secretary. 

‘(B) CAPITAL REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this section, the Secretary 
may approve an applicant to operate as a 
rural business investment company under 
this section and designate the applicant as a 
rural business investment company, if the 
Secretary determines that the applicant— 

“(D has private capital as determined by 
the Secretary; 

“(II) would otherwise be approved under 
this section, except that the applicant does 
not satisfy the requirements of subsection 
(i(3); and 

“(IID) has a viable business plan that— 

“(aa) reasonably projects profitable oper- 
ations; and 

“(bb) has a reasonable timetable for 
achieving a level of private capital that sat- 
isfies the requirements of subsection (i)(3). 

“(ii) LEVERAGE.—An applicant approved 
under clause (i) shall not be eligible to re- 
ceive leverage under this section until the 
applicant satisfies the requirements of sec- 
tion 3602(i)(3). 

“(Gii) GRANTS.—An applicant approved 
under clause (i) shall be eligible for grants 
under subsection (h) in proportion to the pri- 
vate capital of the applicant, as determined 
by the Secretary. 

‘*(e) DEBENTURES.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may guar- 
antee the timely payment of principal and 
interest, as scheduled, on debentures issued 
by any rural business investment company. 

‘(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The Sec- 
retary may make guarantees under this sub- 
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section on such terms and conditions as the 
Secretary considers appropriate, except that 
the term of any debenture guaranteed under 
this section shall not exceed 15 years. 

“(3) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT OF THE UNITED 
STATES.—Section 3901 shall apply to any 
guarantee under this subsection. 

(4) MAXIMUM GUARANTEE.—Under this sub- 
section, the Secretary may— 

“(A) guarantee the debentures issued by a 
rural business investment company only to 
the extent that the total face amount of out- 
standing guaranteed debentures of the rural 
business investment company does not ex- 
ceed the lesser of— 

‘(i) 300 percent of the private capital of the 
rural business investment company; or 

““(i) $105,000,000; and 

‘“(B) provide for the use of discounted de- 
bentures. 

“(f) ISSUANCE AND GUARANTEE OF TRUST 
CERTIFICATES.— 

“(1) ISSUANCE.—The Secretary may issue 
trust certificates representing ownership of 
all or a fractional part of debentures issued 
by a rural business investment company and 
guaranteed by the Secretary under this sec- 
tion, if the certificates are based on and 
backed by a trust or pool approved by the 
Secretary and composed solely of guaranteed 
debentures. 

“(2) GUARANTEE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may, 
under such terms and conditions as the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate, guarantee the 
timely payment of the principal of and inter- 
est on trust certificates issued by the Sec- 
retary or agents of the Secretary for pur- 
poses of this subsection. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—Each guarantee under 
this paragraph shall be limited to the extent 
of principal and interest on the guaranteed 
debentures that compose the trust or pool. 

“(C) PREPAYMENT OR DEFAULT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.— 

‘“(I) AUTHORITY TO PREPAY.—A debenture 
may be prepaid at any time without penalty. 

‘(II) REDUCTION OF GUARANTEE.—Subject to 
subclause (I), if a debenture in a trust or pool 
is prepaid, or in the event of default of such 
a debenture, the guarantee of timely pay- 
ment of principal and interest on the trust 
certificates shall be reduced in proportion to 
the amount of principal and interest the pre- 
paid debenture represents in the trust or 
pool. 

“(ii) INTEREST.—Interest on prepaid or de- 
faulted debentures shall accrue and be guar- 
anteed by the Secretary only through the 
date of payment of the guarantee. 

“(ii) REDEMPTION.—At any time during 
the term of a trust certificate, the trust cer- 
tificate may be called for redemption due to 
prepayment or default of all debentures. 

‘(3) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT OF THE UNITED 
STATES.—Section 3901 shall apply to any 
guarantee of a trust certificate issued by the 
Secretary under this section. 

“(4) SUBROGATION AND OWNERSHIP RIGHTS.— 

““(A) SUBROGATION.—If the Secretary pays a 
claim under a guarantee issued under this 
section, the claim shall be subrogated fully 
to the rights satisfied by the payment. 

‘“(B) OWNERSHIP RIGHTS.—No_ Federal, 
State, or local law shall preclude or limit the 
exercise by the Secretary of the ownership 
rights of the Secretary in a debenture resid- 
ing in a trust or pool against which 1 or more 
trust certificates are issued under this sub- 
section. 

“(5) MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION.— 

“(A) REGISTRATION.—The Secretary shall 
provide for a central registration of all trust 
certificates issued under this subsection. 
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“(B) CREATION OF POOLS.—The Secretary 
may— 

“(i) maintain such commercial bank ac- 
counts or investments in obligations of the 
United States as may be necessary to facili- 
tate the creation of trusts or pools backed by 
debentures guaranteed under this subtitle; 
and 

“(ii) issue trust certificates to facilitate 
the creation of those trusts or pools. 

‘(C) FIDELITY BOND OR INSURANCE REQUIRE- 
MENT.—Any agent performing functions on 
behalf of the Secretary under this paragraph 
shall provide a fidelity bond or insurance in 
such amount as the Secretary considers to 
be necessary to fully protect the interests of 
the United States. 

‘(D) REGULATION OF BROKERS AND DEAL- 
ERS.—The Secretary may regulate brokers 
and dealers in trust certificates issued under 
this subsection. 

“(E) ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION.—Nothing 
in this paragraph prohibits the use of a book- 
entry or other electronic form of registra- 
tion for trust certificates issued under this 
subsection. 

‘“(¢) FEES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
charge a fee that does not exceed $500 with 
respect to any guarantee or grant issued 
under this section. 

(2) TRUST CERTIFICATE.—Notwithstanding 
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall not collect 
a fee for any guarantee of a trust certificate 
under subsection (f), except that any agent 
of the Secretary may collect a fee that does 
not exceed $500 for the functions described in 
subsection (f)(5)(B). 

**(3) LICENSE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (C), the Secretary may pre- 
scribe fees to be paid by each applicant for a 
license to operate as a rural business invest- 
ment company under this section. 

‘“(B) USE OF AMOUNTS.—Fees 
under this paragraph— 

“(i) shall be deposited in the account for 
salaries and expenses of the Secretary; 

“(ii) are authorized to be appropriated 
solely to cover the costs of licensing exami- 
nations; and 

“(iii) shall— 

“(I) in the case of a license issued before 
the date of enactment of the Agriculture Re- 
form, Food, and Jobs Act of 2018, not exceed 
$500 for any fee collected under this para- 
graph; and 

“(ID) in the case of a license issued after 
the date of enactment of the Agriculture Re- 
form, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013, be a rate as 
determined by the Secretary. 

‘*“(C) PROHIBITION ON COLLECTION OF CERTAIN 
FEES.—In the case of a license described in 
subparagraph (A) that was approved before 
July 1, 2007, the Secretary shall not collect 
any fees due on or after the date of enact- 
ment of the Agriculture Reform, Food, and 
Jobs Act of 2013. 

‘(h) OPERATIONAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with this 
subsection, the Secretary may make grants 
to rural business investment companies and 
to other entities, as authorized by this sec- 
tion, to provide operational assistance to 
smaller enterprises financed, or expected to 
be financed, by the entities. 

“(2) TERMS.—Grants made under this sub- 
section shall be made over a multiyear pe- 
riod (not to exceed 10 years) under such 
terms as the Secretary may require. 

(3) USE OF FUNDS.—The proceeds of a 
grant made under this subsection may be 
used by the rural business investment com- 
pany receiving the grant only to provide 
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operational assistance in connection with an 
equity or prospective equity investment in a 
business located in a rural area. 

‘(4) SUBMISSION OF PLANS.—A rural busi- 
ness investment company shall be eligible 
for a grant under this subsection only if the 
rural business investment company submits 
to the Secretary, in such form and manner 
as the Secretary may require, a plan for use 
of the grant. 

‘*(5) GRANT AMOUNT.— 

‘(A) RURAL BUSINESS INVESTMENT COMPA- 
NIES.—The amount of a grant made under 
this subsection to a rural business invest- 
ment company shall be equal to the lesser 
of— 

‘“(i) 10 percent of the private capital raised 
by the rural business investment company; 
or 

‘*(ii) $1,000,000. 

“(6) OTHER ENTITIES.—The amount of a 
grant made under this subsection to any en- 
tity other than a rural business investment 
company shall be equal to the resources (in 
cash or in kind) raised by the entity in ac- 
cordance with the requirements applicable 
to rural business investment companies 
under this section. 


“(i) RURAL BUSINESS INVESTMENT COMPA- 
NIES.— 

“(1) ORGANIZATION.—For purposes of this 
subsection, a rural business investment com- 
pany shall— 

“(A) be an incorporated body, a limited li- 
ability company, or a limited partnership or- 
ganized and chartered or otherwise existing 
under State law solely for the purpose of per- 
forming the functions and conducting the ac- 
tivities authorized by this section; and 

‘“(B)(i) if incorporated, have succession for 
a period of not less than 30 years unless ear- 
lier dissolved by the shareholders of the 
rural business investment company; and 

“(ii) if a limited partnership or a limited 
liability company, have succession for a pe- 
riod of not less than 10 years; and 

“(iii) possess the powers reasonably nec- 
essary to perform the functions and conduct 
the activities. 

‘“(2) ARTICLES.—The articles of any rural 
business investment company— 

“(A) shall specify in general terms— 

“(i) the purposes for which the rural busi- 
ness investment company is formed; 

“(ii) the name of the rural business invest- 
ment company; 

“(iii) the 1 or more areas in which the op- 
erations of the rural business investment 
company are to be carried out; 

‘““(iv) the place where the principal office of 
the rural business investment company is to 
be located; and 

“(v) the amount and classes of the shares 
of capital stock of the rural business invest- 
ment company; 

‘“(B) may contain any other provisions con- 
sistent with this section that the rural busi- 
ness investment company may determine ap- 
propriate to adopt for the regulation of the 
business of the rural business investment 
company and the conduct of the affairs of 
the rural business investment company; and 

‘“(C) shall be subject to the approval of the 
Secretary. 

‘(3) CAPITAL REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each rural business in- 
vestment company shall be required to meet 
the capital requirements as provided by the 
Secretary. 

‘“(B) TIME FRAME.—Each rural business in- 
vestment company shall have a period of 2 
years to meet the capital requirements of 
this paragraph. 
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“(C) ADEQUACY.—In addition to the re- 
quirements of subparagraph (A), the Sec- 
retary shall— 

“(G) determine whether the private capital 
of each rural business investment company 
is adequate to ensure a reasonable prospect 
that the rural business investment company 
will be operated soundly and profitably, and 
managed actively and prudently in accord- 
ance with the articles of the rural business 
investment company; 

“(ii) determine that the rural business in- 
vestment company will be able to comply 
with the requirements of this section; 

“(ii) require that at least 75 percent of the 
capital of each rural business investment 
company is invested in rural business con- 
cerns; 

‘“(iv) ensure that the rural business invest- 
ment company is designed primarily to meet 
equity capital needs of the businesses in 
which the rural business investment com- 
pany invests and not to compete with tradi- 
tional small business financing by commer- 
cial lenders; and 

““(v) require that the rural business invest- 
ment company makes short-term non-equity 
investments of less than 5 years only to the 
extent necessary to preserve an existing in- 
vestment. 

‘(4) DIVERSIFICATION OF OWNERSHIP.—The 
Secretary shall ensure that the management 
of each rural business investment company 
licensed after the date of enactment of the 
Agriculture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 
2013 is sufficiently diversified from and unaf- 
filiated with the ownership of the rural busi- 
ness investment company so as to ensure 
independence and objectivity in the financial 
management and oversight of the invest- 
ments and operations of the rural business 
investment company. 

‘“(j) FINANCIAL INSTITUTION INVESTMENTS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this subsection and notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the following 
banks, associations, and institutions are eli- 
gible both to establish and invest in any 
rural business investment company or in any 
entity established to invest solely in rural 
business investment companies: 

“(A) Any bank or savings association the 
deposits of which are insured under the Fed- 
eral Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1811 et 
seq.), including an investment pool created 
entirely by such bank or savings association. 

“(B) Any Farm Credit System institution 
described in subsection 1.2(a) of the Farm 
Credit Act of 1971 (12 U.S.C. 2002(a)). 

‘“(2) LIMITATION.—No bank, association, or 
institution described in paragraph (1) may 
make investments described in paragraph (1) 
that are greater than 5 percent of the capital 
and surplus of the bank, association, or in- 
stitution. 

‘(3) LIMITATION ON RURAL BUSINESS INVEST- 
MENT COMPANIES CONTROLLED BY FARM CREDIT 
SYSTEM INSTITUTIONS.—If a Farm Credit Sys- 
tem institution described in section 1.2(a) of 
the Farm Credit Act of 1971 (12 U.S.C. 2002(a)) 
holds more than 25 percent of the shares of a 
rural business investment company, either 
alone or in conjunction with other System 
institutions (or affiliates), the rural business 
investment company shall not provide eq- 
uity investments in, or provide other finan- 
cial assistance to, entities that are not oth- 
erwise eligible to receive financing from the 
Farm Credit System under that Act (12 
U.S.C. 2001 et seq.). 

“(k) EXAMINATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Each rural business in- 
vestment company that participates in the 
program established under this section shall 
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be subject to examinations made at the di- 
rection of the Secretary in accordance with 
this subsection. 

‘(2) ASSISTANCE OF PRIVATE SECTOR ENTI- 
TIES.—An examination under this subsection 
may be conducted with the assistance of a 
private sector entity that has the qualifica- 
tions and the expertise necessary to conduct 
such an examination. 

“(3) COSTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may as- 
sess the cost of an examination under this 
section, including compensation of the ex- 
aminers, against the rural business invest- 
ment company examined. 

“(B) PAYMENT.—Any rural business invest- 
ment company against which the Secretary 
assesses costs under this subparagraph shall 
pay the costs. 

“(4) DEPOSIT OF FUNDS.—Funds collected 
under this subsection shall— 

“(A) be deposited in the account that in- 
curred the costs for carrying out this sub- 
section; 

“(B) be made available to the Secretary to 
carry out this subsection, without further 
appropriation; and 

“(C) remain available until expended. 

‘(1) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) RURAL BUSINESS INVESTMENT COMPA- 
NIES.—Each entity that participates in a pro- 
gram established under this section shall 
provide to the Secretary such information as 
the Secretary may require, including— 

“(A) information relating to the measure- 
ment criteria that the entity proposed in the 
program application of the rural business in- 
vestment company; and 

“(B) in each case in which the entity under 
this section makes an investment in, or a 
loan or grant to, a business that is not lo- 
cated in a rural area, a report on the number 
and percentage of employees of the business 
who reside in those areas. 

‘*(2) PUBLIC REPORTS.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre- 
pare and make available to the public an an- 
nual report on the programs established 
under this section, including detailed infor- 
mation on— 

“(i) the number of rural business invest- 
ment companies licensed by the Secretary 
during the previous fiscal year; 

“(ii) the aggregate amount of leverage that 
rural business investment companies have 
received from the Federal Government dur- 
ing the previous fiscal year; 

“(iii) the aggregate number of each type of 
leveraged instruments used by rural business 
investment companies during the previous 
fiscal year and how each number compares 
to previous fiscal years; 

“(iv) the number of rural business invest- 
ment company licenses surrendered and the 
number of rural business investment compa- 
nies placed in liquidation during the pre- 
vious fiscal year, identifying the amount of 
leverage each rural business investment 
company has received from the Federal Gov- 
ernment and the type of leverage instru- 
ments each rural business investment com- 
pany has used; 

“(v) the amount of losses sustained by the 
Federal Government as a result of operations 
under this section during the previous fiscal 
year and an estimate of the total losses that 
the Federal Government can reasonably ex- 
pect to incur as a result of the operations 
during the current fiscal year; 

“(vi) actions taken by the Secretary to 
maximize recoupment of funds of the Federal 
Government expended to implement and ad- 
minister the Rural Business Investment Pro- 
gram under this section during the previous 


January 22, 2013 


fiscal year and to ensure compliance with 
the requirements of this section (including 
regulations); 

“(vii) the amount of Federal Government 
leverage that each licensee received in the 
previous fiscal year and the types of leverage 
instruments each licensee used; 

‘“(viii) for each type of financing instru- 
ment, the sizes, types of geographic loca- 
tions, and other characteristics of the small 
business investment companies using the in- 
strument during the previous fiscal year, in- 
cluding the extent to which the investment 
companies have used the leverage from each 
instrument to make loans or equity invest- 
ments in rural areas; and 

“(ix) the actions of the Secretary to carry 
out this section 

‘(B) PROHIBITION.—In compiling the report 
required under subparagraph (A), the Sec- 
retary may not— 

“(i) compile the report in a manner that 
permits identification of any particular type 
of investment by an individual rural business 
investment company or small business con- 
cern in which a rural business investment 
company invests; or 

“(ii) release any information that is pro- 
hibited under section 1905 of title 18, United 
States Code. 

‘(m) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $25,000,000 for the pe- 
riod of fiscal years 2008 through 2018.’’. 

“CHAPTER 3—GENERAL RURAL 
DEVELOPMENT PROVISIONS 
“SEC. 3701. GENERAL PROVISIONS FOR LOANS 
AND GRANTS. 

“(a) PERIOD FOR REPAYMENT.—Unless oth- 
erwise specifically provided for in this sub- 
title, the period for repayment of a loan 
under this subtitle shall not exceed 40 years. 

‘*(b) INTEREST RATES.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this title, the interest rate on a loan 
under this subtitle shall be determined by 
the Secretary at a rate— 

“(A) not to exceed a sum obtained by add- 
ing— 

“(i) the current average market yield on 
outstanding marketable obligations of the 
United States with remaining periods to ma- 
turity comparable to the average maturity 
of the loan; and 

“(ii) an amount not to exceed 1 percent, as 
determined by the Secretary; and 

‘“(B) adjusted to the nearest % of 1 percent. 

‘(2) WATER AND WASTE FACILITY LOANS AND 
COMMUNITY FACILITIES LOANS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
provision of State law limiting the rate or 
amount of interest that may be charged, 
taken, received, or reserved, except as pro- 
vided in subparagraph (C) and paragraph (5), 
the interest rate on a loan (other than a 
guaranteed loan) to a public body or non- 
profit association (including an Indian tribe) 
for a water or waste disposal facility or es- 
sential community facility shall be deter- 
mined by the Secretary at a rate not to ex- 
ceed— 

“(i) the current market yield on out- 
standing municipal obligations with remain- 
ing periods to maturity comparable to the 
average maturity for the loan, and adjusted 
to the nearest % of 1 percent; 

“(ii) 5 percent per year for a loan that is 
for the upgrading of a facility or construc- 
tion of a new facility as required to meet ap- 
plicable health or sanitary standards in— 

“(I) an area in which the median family in- 
come of the persons to be served by the facil- 
ity is below the poverty line (as defined in 
section 673 of the Community Services Block 
Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9902)); and 
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“(II) any areas the Secretary may des- 
ignate in which a significant percentage of 
the persons to be served by the facilities are 
low income persons, as determined by the 
Secretary; and 

“(ii) 7 percent per year for a loan for a fa- 
cility that does not qualify for the 5 percent 
per year interest rate prescribed in clause 
(ii) but that is located in an area in a State 
in which the median household income of the 
persons to be served by the facility does not 
exceed 100 percent of the statewide non- 
metropolitan median household income for 
the State. 

‘“(B) HEALTH CARE AND RELATED FACILI- 
TIES.—Notwithstanding subparagraph (A), 
the Secretary shall establish a rate for a 
loan for a health care or related facility that 
is— 

“(i) based solely on the income of the area 
to be served; and 

“Gi) otherwise consistent with subpara- 
graph (A). 

“(C) INTEREST RATES FOR WATER AND WASTE 
DISPOSAL FACILITIES LOANS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii) and notwithstanding subparagraph 
(A), in the case of a direct loan for a water 
or waste disposal facility— 

““(T) in the case of a loan that would be sub- 
ject to the 5 percent interest rate limitation 
under subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall 
establish the interest rate at a rate that is 
equal to 60 percent of the current market 
yield for outstanding municipal obligations 
with remaining periods to maturity com- 
parable to the average maturity of the loan, 
adjusted to the nearest % of 1 percent; and 

“(ID) in the case of a loan that would be 
subject to the 7 percent limitation under 
subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall estab- 
lish the interest rate at a rate that is equal 
to 80 percent of the current market yield for 
outstanding municipal obligations with re- 
maining periods to maturity comparable to 
the average maturity of the loan, adjusted to 
the nearest % of 1 percent. 

““(i) EXCEPTION.—Clause (i) does not apply 
to a loan for a specific project that is the 
subject of a loan that has been approved, but 
not closed, as of the date of enactment of the 
Agriculture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 
2018. 

‘“(3) INTEREST RATES ON BUSINESS AND 
OTHER LOANS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (4), the interest rates on loans 
under sections 3501(a)(1) (other than guaran- 
teed loans and loans as described in para- 
graph (2)(A)) shall be as determined by the 
Secretary in accordance with subparagraph 
(B). 

“(B) MINIMUM RATE.—The interest rates de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) shall be not less 
than the sum obtained by adding— 

‘“(i) such rates as determined by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury taking into consider- 
ation the current average market yield on 
outstanding marketable obligations of the 
United States with remaining periods to ma- 
turity comparable to the average maturities 
of such loans, adjusted in the judgment of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to provide for 
rates comparable to the rates prevailing in 
the private market for similar loans and con- 
sidering the insurance by the Secretary of 
the loans; and 

“Gi) an additional charge, prescribed by 
the Secretary, to cover the losses of the Sec- 
retary and cost of administration, which 
shall be deposited in the Rural Development 
Insurance Fund, and further adjusted to the 
nearest ¥% of 1 percent. 

‘‘(4) INTEREST RATES ADJUSTMENTS.— 
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“(A) ADJUSTMENTS.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this subsection, in the 
case of loans (other than guaranteed loans) 
made or guaranteed under the authorities of 
this title specified in subparagraph (C) for 
activities that involve the use of prime farm- 
land, the interest rates shall be the interest 
rates otherwise applicable under this section 
increased by 2 percent per year. 

‘(B) PRIME FARMLAND.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Wherever practicable, 
construction by a State, municipality, or 
other political subdivision of local govern- 
ment that is supported by loans described in 
subparagraph (A) shall be placed on land 
that is not prime farmland, in order to pre- 
serve the maximum practicable quantity of 
prime farmlands for production of food and 
fiber. 

“(ii) INCREASED RATE.—In any case in 
which other options exist for the siting of 
construction described in clause (i) and the 
governmental authority still desires to carry 
out the construction on prime farmland, the 
2-percent interest rate increase provided by 
this paragraph shall apply, but that in- 
creased interest rate shall not apply where 
such other options do not exist. 

‘(C) APPLICABLE AUTHORITIES.—The au- 
thorities referred to in subparagraph (A) 
are— 

“(i) the provisions of section 3502(a) relat- 
ing to loans for recreational developments 
and essential community facilities; 

“(ii) section 3601(e)(2)(A); and 

“(iii) section 3601(c). 

“(c) PAYMENT OF CHARGES.—A borrower of 
a loan made or guaranteed under this sub- 
title shall pay such fees and other charges as 
the Secretary may require, and prepay to the 
Secretary such taxes and insurance as the 
Secretary may require, on such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary may prescribe. 

‘(d) SECURITY.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall take 
as security for an obligation entered into in 
connection with a loan made under this sub- 
title such security as the Secretary may re- 
quire. 

‘(2) LIENS TO UNITED STATES.—An instru- 
ment for security under paragraph (1) may 
constitute a lien running to the United 
States notwithstanding the fact that the 
note for the security may be held by a lender 
other than the United States. 

‘(3) MULTIPLE LOANS.—A borrower may use 
the same collateral to secure 2 or more loans 
made or guaranteed under this subtitle, ex- 
cept that the outstanding amount of the 
loans may not exceed the total value of the 
collateral. 

“(e) LEGAL COUNSEL FOR SMALL LOANS.—In 
the case of a loan of less than $500,000 made 
or guaranteed under section 3501 that is evi- 
denced by a note or mortgage (as distin- 
guished from a bond issue), the borrower 
shall not be required to appoint bond counsel 
to review the legal validity of the loan if the 
Secretary has available legal counsel to per- 
form the review. 

“SEC. 3702. STRATEGIC ECONOMIC AND COMMU- 
NITY DEVELOPMENT. 

“(a) PRIORITY.—In the case of any rural de- 
velopment program authorized by this sub- 
title, the Secretary may give priority to ap- 
plications that are otherwise eligible and 
support strategic community and economic 
development plans on a multijurisdictional 
basis, as approved by the Secretary. 

“(b) EVALUATION.—In evaluating strategic 
applications, the Secretary shall give a high- 
er priority to strategic applications for a 
plan described in subsection (a) that dem- 
onstrate— 
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“(1) the plan was developed through the 
collaboration of multiple stakeholders in the 
service area of the plan, including the par- 
ticipation of combinations of stakeholders 
such as State, local, and tribal governments, 
nonprofit institutions, institutions of higher 
education, and private entities; 

“(2) an understanding of the applicable re- 
gional resources that could support the plan, 


including natural resources, human re- 
sources, infrastructure, and financial re- 
sources; 


“(3) investment from other Federal agen- 
cies; 

“(4) investment from philanthropic organi- 
zations; and 

‘“(5) clear objectives for the plan and the 
ability to establish measurable performance 
measures and to track progress toward meet- 
ing the objectives. 

“SEC. 3703. GUARANTEED RURAL DEVELOPMENT 
LOANS. 

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may pro- 
vide financial assistance to a borrower for a 
purpose provided in this subtitle by guaran- 
teeing a loan made by any Federal or State 
chartered bank, savings and loan associa- 
tion, cooperative lending agency, or other le- 
gally organized lending agency. 

“(b) INTEREST RATE.—The interest rate 
payable by a borrower on the portion of a 
guaranteed loan that is sold by a lender to 
the secondary market under this subtitle 
may be lower than the interest rate charged 
on the portion retained by the lender. 

‘(c) MAXIMUM GUARANTEE OF 90 PERCENT.— 
Except as provided in subsections (d) and (e), 
a loan guarantee under this subtitle shall be 
for not more than 90 percent of the principal 
and interest due on the loan. 

‘(d) REFINANCED LOANS GUARANTEED AT 95 
PERCENT.—The Secretary shall guarantee 95 
percent of— 

“(1) in the case of a loan that solely refi- 
nances a direct loan made under this sub- 
title, the principal and interest due on the 
loan on the date of the refinancing; or 

“(2) in the case of a loan that is used for 
multiple purposes, the portion of the loan 
that refinances the principal and interest 
due on a direct loan made under this subtitle 
that is outstanding on the date on which the 
loan is guaranteed. 

‘(e) RISK OF Loss.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b), the Secretary may not make a loan 
under section 3501 or 3601 unless the Sec- 
retary determines that no other lender is 
willing to make the loan and assume 10 per- 
cent of the potential loss to be sustained 
from the loan. 

‘(2) EXCEPTION FOR NONPROFIT GROUPS.— 
Paragraph (1) shall not apply to a public 
body or nonprofit association, including an 
Indian tribe. 

“SEC. 3704. RURAL DEVELOPMENT INSURANCE 
FUND. 

“(a) DEFINITION OF RURAL DEVELOPMENT 
LOAN.—In this section, the term ‘rural devel- 
opment loan’ means a loan provided for by 
section 3501 or 3601. 

‘“(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund 
to be Known as the ‘Rural Development In- 
surance Fund’ that shall be used by the Sec- 
retary to discharge the obligations of the 
Secretary under contracts making or guar- 
anteeing rural development loans. 

“SEC. 3705. RURAL ECONOMIC AREA PARTNER- 
SHIP ZONES. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may des- 
ignate additional areas as rural economic 
area partnership zones to be assisted under 
this chapter— 
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“(1) through an open, competitive process; 
and 

““(2) with priority given to rural areas— 

“(A) with excessive unemployment or 
underemployment, a high percentage of low- 
income residents, or high rates of outmigra- 
tion, as determined by the Secretary; and 

‘“(B) that the Secretary determines have a 
substantial need for assistance. 

““(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary shall 
carry out those rural economic area partner- 
ship zones administratively in effect on the 
date of enactment of the Agriculture Re- 
form, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013 in accord- 
ance with the terms and conditions con- 
tained in the memoranda of agreement en- 
tered into by the Secretary for the rural eco- 
nomic area partnership zones. 

“SEC. 3706. STREAMLINING APPLICATIONS AND 
IMPROVING ACCESSIBILITY OF 
RURAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS. 

“The Secretary shall expedite the process 
of creating user-friendly and accessible ap- 
plication forms and procedures prioritizing 
programs and applications at the individual 
level with an emphasis on utilizing current 
technology including online applications and 
submission processes. 

“SEC. 3707. STATE RURAL DEVELOPMENT PART- 
NERSHIP. 

‘*(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) AGENCY WITH RURAL RESPONSIBIL- 
ITIES.—The term ‘agency with rural respon- 
sibilities’ means any executive agency (as 
defined in section 105 of title 5, United States 
Code) that implements a Federal law, or ad- 
ministers a program, targeted at or having a 
significant impact on rural areas. 

‘“(2) PARTNERSHIP.—The term ‘Partnership’ 
means the State Rural Development Part- 
nership continued by subsection (b). 

‘(3) STATE RURAL DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL.— 
The term ‘State rural development council’ 
means a State rural development council 
that meets the requirements of subsection 
(c). 

‘(b) PARTNERSHIP.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sup- 
port the State Rural Development Partner- 
ship comprised of State rural development 
councils. 

““(2) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Part- 
nership are to empower and build the capac- 
ity of States, regions, and rural communities 
to design flexible and innovative responses 
to their rural development needs in a man- 
ner that maximizes collaborative public- and 
private-sector cooperation and minimizes 
regulatory redundancy. 

‘“(3) COORDINATING PANEL.—A panel con- 
sisting of representatives of State rural de- 
velopment councils shall be established— 

“(A) to lead and coordinate the strategic 
operation and policies of the Partnership; 
and 

‘“(B) to facilitate effective communication 
among the members of the Partnership, in- 
cluding the sharing of best practices. 

“(4) ROLE OF FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.—The 
role of the Federal Government in the Part- 
nership may be that of a partner and 
facilitator, with Federal agencies author- 
ized— 

“(A) to cooperate with States to imple- 
ment the Partnership; 

“(B) to provide States with the technical 
and administrative support necessary to plan 
and implement tailored rural development 
strategies to meet local needs; 

““(C) to ensure that the head of each agency 
with rural responsibilities directs appro- 
priate field staff to participate fully with the 
State rural development council within the 
jurisdiction of the field staff; and 
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‘“(D) to enter into cooperative agreements 
with, and to provide grants and other assist- 
ance to, State rural development councils. 

‘“(c) STATE RURAL DEVELOPMENT COUN- 
cILS.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Notwithstanding 
chapter 63 of title 31, United States Code, 
each State may elect to participate in the 
Partnership by entering into an agreement 
with the Secretary to recognize a State rural 
development council. 

‘(2) COMPOSITION.—A State rural develop- 
ment council shall— 

“(A) be composed of representatives of 
Federal, State, local, and tribal govern- 
ments, nonprofit organizations, regional or- 
ganizations, the private sector, and other en- 
tities committed to rural advancement; and 

‘(B) have a nonpartisan and nondiscrim- 
inatory membership that— 

“(i) is broad and representative of the eco- 
nomic, social, and political diversity of the 
State; and 

“(ii) shall be responsible for the govern- 
ance and operations of the State rural devel- 
opment council. 

‘(3) DUTIES.—A State rural development 
council shall— 

“(A) facilitate collaboration among Fed- 
eral, State, local, and tribal governments 
and the private and nonprofit sectors in the 
planning and implementation of programs 
and policies that have an impact on rural 
areas of the State; 

‘(B) monitor, report, and comment on poli- 
cies and programs that address, or fail to ad- 
dress, the needs of the rural areas of the 
State; 

‘(C) as part of the Partnership, facilitate 
the development of strategies to reduce or 
eliminate conflicting or duplicative adminis- 
trative or regulatory requirements of Fed- 
eral, State, local, and tribal governments; 
and 

‘“(D)(i) provide to the Secretary an annual 
plan with goals and performance measures; 
and 

“(ii) submit to the Secretary an annual re- 
port on the progress of the State rural devel- 
opment council in meeting the goals and 
measures. 

‘(4) FEDERAL PARTICIPATION IN 
RURAL DEVELOPMENT COUNCILS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A State Director for 
Rural Development of the Department of Ag- 
riculture, other employees of the Depart- 
ment, and employees of other Federal agen- 
cies with rural responsibilities shall fully 
participate as voting members in the govern- 
ance and operations of State rural develop- 
ment councils (including activities related 
to grants, contracts, and other agreements 
in accordance with this section) on an equal 
basis with other members of the State rural 
development councils. 

(B) CONFLICTS.—Participation by a Fed- 
eral employee in a State rural development 
council in accordance with this paragraph 
shall not constitute a violation of section 205 
or 208 of title 18, United States Code. 

‘“(d) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT OF THE 
PARTNERSHIP.— 

“(1) DETAIL OF EMPLOYEES.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—In order to provide expe- 
rience in intergovernmental collaboration, 
the head of an agency with rural responsibil- 
ities that elects to participate in the Part- 
nership may, and is encouraged to, detail to 
the Secretary for the support of the Partner- 
ship 1 or more employees of the agency with 
rural responsibilities without reimburse- 
ment for a period of up to 1 year. 

‘(B) CIVIL SERVICE STATUS.—The detail 
shall be without interruption or loss of civil 
service status or privilege. 
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(2) ADDITIONAL SUPPORT.—The Secretary 
may provide for any additional support staff 
to the Partnership as the Secretary deter- 
mines to be necessary to carry out the duties 
of the Partnership. 

“(3) INTERMEDIARIES.—The Secretary may 
enter into a contract with a qualified inter- 
mediary under which the intermediary shall 
be responsible for providing administrative 
and technical assistance to a State rural de- 
velopment council, including administering 
the financial assistance available to the 
State rural development council. 

‘(e) MATCHING REQUIREMENTS FOR STATE 
RURAL DEVELOPMENT COUNCILS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), a State rural development 
council shall provide matching funds, or in- 
kind goods or services, to support the activi- 
ties of the State rural development council 
in an amount that is not less than 33 percent 
of the amount of Federal funds received from 
a Federal agency under subsection (f)(2). 

‘(2) EXCEPTIONS TO MATCHING REQUIREMENT 
FOR CERTAIN FEDERAL FUNDS.—Paragraph (1) 
shall not apply to funds, grants, funds pro- 
vided under contracts or cooperative agree- 
ments, gifts, contributions, or technical as- 
sistance received by a State rural develop- 
ment council from a Federal agency that are 
used— 

“(A) to support 1 or more specific program 
or project activities; or 

‘“(B) to reimburse the State rural develop- 
ment council for services provided to the 
Federal agency providing the funds, grants, 
funds provided under contracts or coopera- 
tive agreements, gifts, contributions, or 
technical assistance. 

‘(3) DEPARTMENT’S SHARE.—The Secretary 
shall develop a plan to decrease, over time, 
the share of the Department of Agriculture 
of the cost of the core operations of State 
rural development councils. 

““(f) FUNDING.— 

‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $5,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘(2) FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law limiting the ability of 
an agency, along with other agencies, to pro- 
vide funds to a State rural development 
council in order to carry out the purposes of 
this section, a Federal agency may make 
grants, gifts, or contributions to, provide 
technical assistance to, or enter into con- 
tracts or cooperative agreements with, a 
State rural development council. 

“(B) ASSISTANCE.—Federal agencies are en- 
couraged to use funds made available for pro- 
grams that have an impact on rural areas to 
provide assistance to, and enter into con- 
tracts with, a State rural development coun- 
cil, as described in subparagraph (A). 

‘(3) CONTRIBUTIONS.—A State rural devel- 
opment council may accept private contribu- 
tions. 

‘“(g) TERMINATION.—The authority provided 
under this section shall terminate on Sep- 
tember 30, 2018. 


“CHAPTER 4—DELTA REGIONAL 
AUTHORITY 
“SEC. 3801. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this chapter: 

“(1) AUTHORITY.—The term ‘Authority’ 
means the Delta Regional Authority estab- 
lished by section 3802. 

‘(2) FEDERAL GRANT PROGRAM.—The term 
‘Federal grant program’ means a Federal 
grant program to provide assistance in— 

“(A) acquiring or developing land; 
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“(B) constructing or equipping a highway, 
road, bridge, or facility; or 

“(C) carrying out other economic develop- 
ment activities. 

“(8) REGION.—The term ‘region’ means the 
Lower Mississippi (as defined in section 4 of 
the Delta Development Act (42 U.S.C. 3121 
note; Public Law 100-460)). 

“SEC. 3802. DELTA REGIONAL AUTHORITY. 

““(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established the 
Delta Regional Authority. 

‘“(2) COMPOSITION.—The Authority shall be 
composed of— 

“(A) a Federal member, to be appointed by 
the President, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate; and 

“(B) the Governor (or a designee of the 
Governor) of each State in the region that 
elects to participate in the Authority. 

**(3) COCHAIRPERSONS.—The Authority shall 
be headed by— 

“(A) the Federal member, who shall serve 
as— 

“(i) the Federal cochairperson; and 

‘“(ii) a liaison between the Federal Govern- 
ment and the Authority; and 

‘“(B) a State cochairperson, who shall be— 

“() a Governor of a participating State in 
the region; and 

“(ii) elected by the State members for a 
term of not less than 1 year. 

“(4) ALABAMA.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the State of Alabama shall 
be a full member of the Authority and shall 
be entitled to all rights and privileges that 
the membership affords to all other partici- 
pating States in the Authority. 

“(b) ALTERNATE MEMBERS.— 

“(1) STATE ALTERNATES.—The State mem- 
ber of a participating State may have a sin- 
gle alternate, who shall be— 

“(A) a resident of that State; and 

“(B) appointed by the Governor of the 
State. 

‘(2) ALTERNATE FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
The President shall appoint an alternate 
Federal cochairperson. 

(3) QUORUM.—A State alternate shall not 
be counted toward the establishment of a 
quorum of the Authority in any instance in 
which a quorum of the State members is re- 
quired to be present. 

“(4) DELEGATION OF POWER.—No power or 
responsibility of the Authority specified in 
paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection (c), and 
no voting right of any Authority member, 
shall be delegated to any person— 

“(A) who is not an Authority member; or 

“(B) who is not entitled to vote in Author- 
ity meetings. 

“(c) VOTING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A decision by the Au- 
thority shall require a majority vote of the 
Authority (not including any member rep- 
resenting a State that is delinquent under 
subsection (g)(2)(C)) to be effective. 

“*(2) QUORUM.—A quorum of State members 
shall be required to be present for the Au- 
thority to make any policy decision, includ- 
ing— 

“(A) a modification or revision of an Au- 
thority policy decision; 

‘“(B) approval of a State or regional devel- 
opment plan; and 

“(C) any allocation of funds among the 
States. 

‘(3) PROJECT AND GRANT PROPOSALS.—The 
approval of project and grant proposals shall 
be— 

“(A) a responsibility of the Authority; and 

‘“(B) conducted in accordance with section 
3809. 

“(4) VOTING BY ALTERNATE MEMBERS.—An 
alternate member shall vote in the case of 


393 


the absence, death, disability, removal, or 
resignation of the Federal or State rep- 
resentative for which the alternate member 
is an alternate. 


“(d) DuTIES.—The Authority shall— 

“(1) develop, on a continuing basis, com- 
prehensive and coordinated plans and pro- 
grams to establish priorities and approve 
grants for the economic development of the 
region, giving due consideration to other 
Federal, State, and local planning and devel- 
opment activities in the region; 

‘(2) review, and where appropriate amend, 
priorities in a development plan for the re- 
gion (including 5-year regional outcome tar- 
gets); 

“(3) assess the needs and assets of the re- 
gion based on available research, demonstra- 
tions, investigations, assessments, and eval- 
uations of the region prepared by Federal, 
State, and local agencies, universities, local 
development districts, and other nonprofit 
groups; 

“(4) formulate and recommend to the Gov- 
ernors and legislatures of States that par- 
ticipate in the Authority forms of interstate 
cooperation; 

“(5) work with State and local agencies in 
developing appropriate model legislation; 

“6)(A) enhance the capacity of, and pro- 
vide support for, local development districts 
in the region; or 

‘(B) if no local development district exists 
in an area in a participating State in the re- 
gion, foster the creation of a local develop- 
ment district; 

‘“(7) encourage private investment in in- 
dustrial, commercial, and other economic 
development projects in the region; and 

‘(8) cooperate with and assist State gov- 
ernments with economic development pro- 
grams of participating States. 


‘*(e) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out sub- 
section (d), the Authority may— 

“(1) hold such hearings, sit and act at such 
times and places, take such testimony, re- 
ceive such evidence, and print or otherwise 
reproduce and distribute a description of the 
proceedings and reports on actions by the 
Authority as the Authority considers appro- 
priate; 

“(2) authorize, through the Federal or 
State cochairperson or any other member of 
the Authority designated by the Authority, 
the administration of oaths if the Authority 
determines that testimony should be taken 
or evidence received under oath; 

“(3) request from any Federal, State, or 
local department or agency such information 
as may be available to or procurable by the 
department or agency that may be of use to 
the Authority in carrying out duties of the 
Authority; 

“(4) adopt, amend, and repeal bylaws, 
rules, and regulations governing the conduct 
of Authority business and the performance of 
Authority duties; 

‘“(5) request the head of any Federal de- 
partment or agency to detail to the Author- 
ity such personnel as the Authority requires 
to carry out duties of the Authority, each 
such detail to be without loss of seniority, 
pay, or other employee status; 

“(6) request the head of any State depart- 
ment or agency or local government to de- 
tail to the Authority such personnel as the 
Authority requires to carry out duties of the 
Authority, each such detail to be without 
loss of seniority, pay, or other employee sta- 
tus; 

“(7) provide for coverage of Authority em- 
ployees in a suitable retirement and em- 
ployee benefit system by— 
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“(A) making arrangements or entering 
into contracts with any participating State 
government; or 

‘(B) otherwise providing retirement and 
other employee benefit coverage; 

“(8) accept, use, and dispose of gifts or do- 
nations of services or real, personal, tan- 
gible, or intangible property; 

‘(9) enter into and perform such contracts, 
leases, cooperative agreements, or other 
transactions as are necessary to carry out 
Authority duties, including any contracts, 
leases, or cooperative agreements with— 

‘(A) any department, agency, or instru- 
mentality of the United States; 

‘(B) any State (including a political sub- 
division, agency, or instrumentality of the 
State); or 

‘“(C) any person, firm, association, or cor- 
poration; and 

“(10) establish and maintain a central of- 
fice and field offices at such locations as the 
Authority may select. 

“(f) FEDERAL AGENCY COOPERATION.—A 
Federal agency shall— 

““(1) cooperate with the Authority; and 

‘“(2) provide, on request of the Federal co- 
chairperson, appropriate assistance in car- 
rying out this chapter, in accordance with 
applicable Federal laws (including regula- 
tions). 

‘(g) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—Administrative expenses 
of the Authority (except for the expenses of 
the Federal cochairperson, including ex- 
penses of the alternate and staff of the Fed- 
eral cochairperson, which shall be paid sole- 
ly by the Federal Government) shall be 
paid— 

“(A) by the Federal Government, in an 
amount equal to 50 percent of the adminis- 
trative expenses; and 

‘(B) by the States in the region partici- 
pating in the Authority, in an amount equal 
to 50 percent of the administrative expenses. 

‘(2) STATE SHARE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The share of administra- 
tive expenses of the Authority to be paid by 
each State shall be determined by the Au- 
thority. 

‘(B) NO FEDERAL PARTICIPATION.—The Fed- 
eral cochairperson shall not participate or 
vote in any decision under subparagraph (A). 

“(C) DELINQUENT STATES.—If a State is de- 
linquent in payment of the State’s share of 
administrative expenses of the Authority 
under this subsection— 

“(i) no assistance under this chapter shall 
be furnished to the State (including assist- 
ance to a political subdivision or a resident 
of the State); and 

“(ii) no member of the Authority from the 
State shall participate or vote in any action 
by the Authority. 

‘“(h) COMPENSATION.— 

‘(1) FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.—The Federal 
cochairperson shall be compensated by the 
Federal Government at level III of the Exec- 
utive Schedule in subchapter II of chapter 53 
of title 5, United States Code. 

‘(2) ALTERNATE FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
The alternate Federal cochairperson— 

“(A) shall be compensated by the Federal 
Government at level V of the Executive 
Schedule described in paragraph (1); and 

“(B) when not actively serving as an alter- 
nate for the Federal cochairperson, shall per- 
form such functions and duties as are dele- 
gated by the Federal cochairperson. 

‘*(3) STATE MEMBERS AND ALTERNATES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A State shall com- 
pensate each member and alternate rep- 
resenting the State on the Authority at the 
rate established by law of the State. 
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“(B) NO ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION.—No 
State member or alternate member shall re- 
ceive any salary, or any contribution to or 
supplementation of salary from any source 
other than the State for services provided by 
the member or alternate to the Authority. 

‘(4) DETAILED EMPLOYEES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—No person detailed to 
serve the Authority under subsection (e)(6) 
shall receive any salary or any contribution 
to or supplementation of salary for services 
provided to the Authority from— 

“(i) any source other than the State, local, 
or intergovernmental department or agency 
from which the person was detailed; or 

“Gi) the Authority. 

‘“(B) VIOLATION.—Any person that violates 
this paragraph shall be fined not more than 
$5,000, imprisoned not more than 1 year, or 
both. 

“(C) APPLICABLE LAW.—The Federal co- 
chairperson, the alternate Federal cochair- 
person, and any Federal officer or employee 
detailed to duty on the Authority under sub- 
section (e)(5) shall not be subject to subpara- 
graph (A), but shall remain subject to sec- 
tions 202 through 209 of title 18, United 
States Code. 

“(5) ADDITIONAL PERSONNEL.— 

“(A) COMPENSATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Authority may ap- 
point and fix the compensation of an execu- 
tive director and such other personnel as are 
necessary to enable the Authority to carry 
out the duties of the Authority. 

“(ii) EXCEPTION.—Compensation under 
clause (i) shall not exceed the maximum rate 
for the Senior Executive Service under sec- 
tion 5382 of title 5, United States Code, in- 
cluding any applicable locality-based com- 
parability payment that may be authorized 
under section 5304(h)(2)(C) of that title. 

‘“(B) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—The executive 
director shall be responsible for— 

‘“(i) the carrying out of the administrative 
duties of the Authority; 

‘“(ii) direction of the Authority staff; and 

‘“(iii) such other duties as the Authority 
may assign. 

“(C) NO FEDERAL EMPLOYEE STATUS.—No 
member, alternate, officer, or employee of 
the Authority (except the Federal cochair- 
person of the Authority, the alternate and 
staff for the Federal cochairperson, and any 
Federal employee detailed to the Authority 
under subsection (e)(5)) shall be considered 
to be a Federal employee for any purpose. 

“(i) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided under 
paragraph (2), no State member, alternate, 
officer, or employee of the Authority shall 
participate personally and substantially as a 
member, alternate, officer, or employee of 
the Authority, through decision, approval, 
disapproval, recommendation, the rendering 
of advice, investigation, or otherwise, in any 
proceeding, application, request for a ruling 
or other determination, contract, claim, con- 
troversy, or other matter in which, to 
knowledge of the member, alternate, officer, 
or employee, there is a financial interest of— 

“(A) the member, alternate, officer, or em- 
ployee; 

“(B) the spouse, minor child, partner, or 
organization (other than a State or political 
subdivision of the State) of the member, al- 
ternate, officer, or employee, in which the 
member, alternate, officer, or employee is 
serving as officer, director, trustee, partner, 
or employee; or 

““(C) any person or organization with whom 
the member, alternate, officer, or employee 
is negotiating or has any arrangement con- 
cerning prospective employment. 
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‘(2) DISCLOSURE.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply if the State member, alternate, officer, 
or employee— 

“(A) immediately advises the Authority of 
the nature and circumstances of the pro- 
ceeding, application, request for a ruling or 
other determination, contract, claim, con- 
troversy, or other particular matter pre- 
senting a potential conflict of interest; 

“(B) makes full disclosure of the financial 
interest; and 

‘(C) before the proceeding concerning the 
matter presenting the conflict of interest, 
receives a written determination by the Au- 
thority that the interest is not so substan- 
tial as to be likely to affect the integrity of 
the services that the Authority may expect 
from the State member, alternate, officer, or 
employee. 

‘(3) VIOLATION.—Any person that violates 
this subsection shall be fined not more than 
$10,000, imprisoned not more than 2 years, or 
both. 

‘(j) VALIDITY OF CONTRACTS, LOANS, AND 
GRANTS.—The Authority may declare void 
any contract, loan, or grant of or by the Au- 
thority in relation to which the Authority 
determines that there has been a violation of 
any provision under subsection (h)(4), sub- 
section (i), or sections 202 through 209 of title 
18, United States Code. 

“SEC. 3803. ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVEL- 
OPMENT GRANTS. 

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Authority may ap- 
prove grants to States and public and non- 
profit entities for projects, approved in ac- 
cordance with section 3809— 

“(1) to develop the transportation infra- 
structure of the region for the purpose of fa- 
cilitating economic development in the re- 
gion (except that grants for this purpose 
may only be made to a State or local govern- 
ment); 

“(2) to assist the region in obtaining the 
job training, employment-related education, 
and business development (with an emphasis 
on entrepreneurship) that are needed to 
build and maintain strong local economies; 

“(3) to provide assistance to severely dis- 
tressed and underdeveloped areas that lack 
financial resources for improving basic pub- 
lic services; 

“(4) to provide assistance to severely dis- 
tressed and underdeveloped areas that lack 
financial resources for equipping industrial 
parks and related facilities; and 

“(5) to otherwise achieve the purposes of 
this chapter. 

‘*(b) FUNDING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Funds for grants under 
subsection (a) may be provided— 

“(A) entirely from appropriations to carry 
out this section; 

“(B) in combination with funds available 
under another Federal or Federal grant pro- 
gram; or 

“(C) from any other source. 

‘(2) PRIORITY OF FUNDING.—To best build 
the foundations for long-term economic de- 
velopment and to complement other Federal 
and State resources in the region, Federal 
funds available under this chapter shall be 
focused on the activities in the following 
order or priority: 

‘(A) Basic public infrastructure in dis- 
tressed counties and isolated areas of dis- 
tress. 

‘(B) Transportation infrastructure for the 
purpose of facilitating economic develop- 
ment in the region. 

‘(C) Business development, with emphasis 
on entrepreneurship. 

‘(D) Job training or employment-related 
education, with emphasis on use of existing 
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public educational institutions located in 

the region. 

“SEC. 3804. SUPPLEMENTS TO FEDERAL GRANT 
PROGRAMS. 

“(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that certain 
States and local communities of the region, 
including local development districts, may 
be unable to take maximum advantage of 
Federal grant programs for which the States 
and communities are eligible because— 

“(1) the States or communities lack the 
economic resources to provide the required 
matching share; or 

“(2) there are insufficient funds available 
under the applicable Federal law authorizing 
the Federal grant program to meet pressing 
needs of the region. 

“(b) FEDERAL GRANT PROGRAM FUNDING.— 
Notwithstanding any provision of law lim- 
iting the Federal share, the areas eligible for 
assistance, or the authorizations of appro- 
priations of any Federal grant program, and 
in accordance with subsection (c), the Au- 
thority, with the approval of the Federal co- 
chairperson and with respect to a project to 
be carried out in the region— 

“(1) may increase the Federal share of the 
costs of a project under the Federal grant 
program to not more than 90 percent (except 
as provided in section 3806(b)); and 

“(2) shall use amounts made available to 
carry out this chapter to pay the increased 
Federal share. 

‘*(¢) CERTIFICATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any 
project for which all or any portion of the 
basic Federal share of the costs of the 
project is proposed to be paid under this sec- 
tion, no Federal contribution shall be made 
until the Federal official administering the 
Federal law that authorizes the Federal 
grant program certifies that the project— 

“(A) meets (except as provided in sub- 
section (b)) the applicable requirements of 
the applicable Federal grant program; and 

‘“(B) could be approved for Federal con- 
tribution under the Federal grant program if 
funds were available under the law for the 
project. 

‘*(2) CERTIFICATION BY AUTHORITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The certifications and 
determinations required to be made by the 
Authority for approval of projects under this 
Act in accordance with section 3809 shall 
be— 

“(i) controlling; and 

““(ii) accepted by the Federal agencies. 

‘(B) ACCEPTANCE BY FEDERAL COCHAIR- 
PERSON.—In the case of any project described 
in paragraph (1), any finding, report, certifi- 
cation, or documentation required to be sub- 
mitted with respect to the project to the 
head of the department, agency, or instru- 
mentality of the Federal Government re- 
sponsible for the administration of the Fed- 
eral grant program under which the project 
is carried out shall be accepted by the Fed- 
eral cochairperson. 

“SEC. 3805. LOCAL DEVELOPMENT DISTRICTS; 
CERTIFICATION AND ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE EXPENSES. 

“(a) DEFINITION OF LOCAL DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT.—In this section, the term ‘local 
development district’ means an entity that— 

(1) is— 

“(A) a planning district in existence on the 
date of enactment of the Agriculture Re- 
form, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013 that is rec- 
ognized by the Secretary; or 

‘(B) if an entity described in subparagraph 
(A) does not exist— 

“(i) organized and operated in a manner 
that ensures broad-based community partici- 
pation and an effective opportunity for other 
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nonprofit groups to contribute to the devel- 
opment and implementation of programs in 
the region; 

“Gi) governed by a policy board with at 
least a simple majority of members con- 
sisting of elected officials or employees of a 
general purpose unit of local government 
who have been appointed to represent the 
government; 

‘“(iii) certified to the Authority as having a 
charter or authority that includes the eco- 
nomic development of counties or parts of 
counties or other political subdivisions with- 
in the region— 

“(D by the Governor of each State in which 
the entity is located; or 

““(IT) by the State officer designated by the 
appropriate State law to make the certifi- 
cation; and 

“(iv)(I) a nonprofit incorporated body orga- 
nized or chartered under the law of the State 
in which the entity is located; 

“(II) a nonprofit agency or instrumentality 
of a State or local government; 

“(IIT) a public organization established be- 
fore December 21, 2000, under State law for 
creation of multi-jurisdictional, area-wide 
planning organizations; or 

“(IV) a nonprofit association or combina- 
tion of bodies, agencies, and instrumental- 
ities described in subclauses (I) through (III); 
and 

‘“(2) has not, as certified by the Federal co- 
chairperson— 

‘“(A) inappropriately used Federal grant 
funds from any Federal source; or 

“(B) appointed an officer who, during the 
period in which another entity inappropri- 
ately used Federal grant funds from any Fed- 
eral source, was an officer of the other enti- 
ty. 
‘“(b) GRANTS TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT DIS- 
TRICTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Authority shall 
make grants for administrative expenses 
under this section. 

‘‘(2) CONDITIONS FOR GRANTS.— 

“(A) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The amount of 
any grant awarded under paragraph (1) shall 
not exceed 80 percent of the administrative 
expenses of the local development district 
receiving the grant. 

‘“(B) MAXIMUM PERIOD.—No grant described 
in paragraph (1) shall be awarded to a State 
agency certified as a local development dis- 
trict for a period greater than 3 years. 

“(C) LOCAL SHARE.—The contributions of a 
local development district for administrative 
expenses may be in cash or in kind, fairly 
evaluated, including space, equipment, and 
services. 

‘“(c) DUTIES OF LOCAL DEVELOPMENT DIS- 
TRICTS.—A local development district shall— 

“(1) operate as a lead organization serving 
multicounty areas in the region at the local 
level; and 

‘“(2) serve as a liaison between State and 
local governments, nonprofit organizations 
(including community-based groups and edu- 
cational institutions), the business commu- 
nity, and citizens that— 

“(A) are involved in multijurisdictional 
planning; 

“(B) provide technical assistance to local 
jurisdictions and potential grantees; and 

“(C) provide leadership and civic develop- 
ment assistance. 

“SEC. 3806. DISTRESSED COUNTIES AND AREAS 
AND NONDISTRESSED COUNTIES. 

“(a) DESIGNATIONS.—Each year, the Au- 
thority, in accordance with such criteria as 
the Authority may establish, shall des- 
ignate— 

“(1) as distressed counties, counties in the 
region that are the most severely and per- 
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sistently distressed and underdeveloped and 
have high rates of poverty or unemployment; 

“(2) as nondistressed counties, counties in 
the region that are not designated as dis- 
tressed counties under paragraph (1); and 

“(3) as isolated areas of distress, areas lo- 
cated in nondistressed counties (as des- 
ignated under paragraph (2)) that have high 
rates of poverty or unemployment. 

‘*(b) DISTRESSED COUNTIES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Authority shall allo- 
cate at least 75 percent of the appropriations 
made available under section 3813 for pro- 
grams and projects designed to serve the 
needs of distressed counties and isolated 
areas of distress in the region. 

‘(2) FUNDING LIMITATIONS.—The funding 
limitations under section 3804(b) shall not 
apply to a project providing transportation 
or basic public services to residents of 1 or 
more distressed counties or isolated areas of 
distress in the region. 

‘*“(¢) NONDISTRESSED COUNTIES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
this subsection, no funds shall be provided 
under this chapter for a project located in a 
county designated as a nondistressed county 
under subsection (a)(2). 

‘*(2) EXCEPTIONS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The funding prohibition 
under paragraph (1) shall not apply to grants 
to fund the administrative expenses of local 
development districts under section 3805(b). 

‘(B) MULTICOUNTY PROJECTS.—The Author- 
ity may waive the application of the funding 
prohibition under paragraph (1) to a multi- 
county project that includes participation by 
a nondistressed county; or any other type of 
project if the Authority determines that the 
project could bring significant benefits to 
areas of the region outside a nondistressed 
county. 

‘(C) ISOLATED AREAS OF DISTRESS.—For a 
designation of an isolated area of distress for 
assistance to be effective, the designation 
shall be supported— 

“(i) by the most recent Federal data avail- 
able; or 

“(ii) if no recent Federal data are avail- 
able, by the most recent data available 
through the government of the State in 
which the isolated area of distress is located. 

‘(d) TRANSPORTATION AND BASIC PUBLIC IN- 
FRASTRUCTURE.—The Authority shall allo- 
cate at least 50 percent of any funds made 
available under section 3813 for transpor- 
tation and basic public infrastructure 
projects authorized under paragraphs (1) and 
(3) of section 3803(a). 

“SEC. 3807. DEVELOPMENT PLANNING PROCESS. 

‘(a) STATE DEVELOPMENT PLAN.—In ac- 
cordance with policies established by the Au- 
thority, each State member shall submit a 
development plan for the area of the region 
represented by the State member. 

‘“(b) CONTENT OF PLAN.—A State develop- 
ment plan submitted under subsection (a) 
shall reflect the goals, objectives, and prior- 
ities identified in the regional development 
plan developed under section 3802(d)(2). 

‘*(¢) CONSULTATION WITH INTERESTED LOCAL 
PARTIES.—In carrying out the development 
planning process (including the selection of 
programs and projects for assistance), a 
State may— 

“(1) consult with— 

“(A) local development districts; and 

“(B) local units of government; and 

“(2) take into consideration the goals, ob- 
jectives, priorities, and recommendations of 
the entities described in paragraph (1). 

‘(d) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Authority and appli- 
cable State and local development districts 
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shall encourage and assist, to the maximum 
extent practicable, public participation in 
the development, revision, and implementa- 
tion of all plans and programs under this 
chapter. 

“(2) REGULATIONS.—The Authority shall 
develop guidelines for providing public par- 
ticipation described in paragraph (1), includ- 
ing public hearings. 

“SEC. 3808. PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT CRITERIA. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—In considering programs 
and projects to be provided assistance under 
this chapter and in establishing a priority 
ranking of the requests for assistance pro- 
vided by the Authority, the Authority shall 
follow procedures that ensure, to the max- 
imum extent practicable, consideration of— 

“(1) the relationship of the project or class 
of projects to overall regional development; 

‘(2) the per capita income and poverty and 
unemployment rates in an area; 

“(3) the financial resources available to 
the applicants for assistance seeking to 
carry out the project, with emphasis on en- 
suring that projects are adequately financed 
to maximize the probability of successful 
economic development; 

““(4) the importance of the project or class 
of projects in relation to other projects or 
classes of projects that may be in competi- 
tion for the same funds; 

‘“(5) the prospects that the project for 
which assistance is sought will improve, on a 
continuing rather than a temporary basis, 
the opportunities for employment, the aver- 
age level of income, or the economic develop- 
ment of the area served by the project; and 

‘(6) the extent to which the project design 
provides for detailed outcome measurements 
by which grant expenditures and the results 
of the expenditures may be evaluated. 

“(b) NO RELOCATION ASSISTANCE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), no financial assistance author- 
ized by this chapter shall be used to assist a 
person or entity in relocating from 1 area to 
another. 

‘(2) OUTSIDE BUSINESSES.—Financial assist- 
ance under this chapter may be used as oth- 
erwise authorized by this title to attract 
businesses from outside the region to the re- 
gion. 

“(c) REDUCTION OF FUNDS.—Funds may be 
provided for a program or project in a State 
under this chapter only if the Authority de- 
termines that the level of Federal or State 
financial assistance provided under a law 
other than this chapter, for the same type of 
program or project in the same area of the 
State within the region, will not be reduced 
as a result of funds made available by this 
chapter. 

“SEC. 3809. APPROVAL OF DEVELOPMENT PLANS 
AND PROJECTS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—A State or regional de- 
velopment plan or any multistate sub- 
regional plan that is proposed for develop- 
ment under this chapter shall be reviewed 
and approved by the Authority. 

‘(b) EVALUATION BY STATE MEMBER.—An 
application for a grant or any other assist- 
ance for a project under this chapter shall be 
made through and evaluated for approval by 
the State member of the Authority rep- 
resenting the applicant. 

‘“(c) CERTIFICATION.—An application for a 
grant or other assistance for a project shall 
be approved only on certification by the 
State member that the application for the 
project— 

“(1) describes ways in which the project 
complies with any applicable State develop- 
ment plan; 

“(2) meets applicable criteria under section 
3808; 
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““(3) provides adequate assurance that the 
proposed project will be properly adminis- 
tered, operated, and maintained; and 

““(4) otherwise meets the requirements of 
this chapter. 

“(d) APPROVAL OF GRANT APPLICATIONS.— 
On certification by a State member of the 
Authority of an application for a grant or 
other assistance for a specific project under 
this section, an affirmative vote of the Au- 
thority under section 3802(c) shall be re- 
quired for approval of the application. 

“SEC. 3810. CONSENT OF STATES. 

“Nothing in this chapter requires any 
State to engage in or accept any program 
under this chapter without the consent of 
the State. 

“SEC. 3811. RECORDS. 

“(a) RECORDS OF THE AUTHORITY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Authority shall 
maintain accurate and complete records of 
all transactions and activities of the Author- 
ity. 

‘“(2) AVAILABILITY.—AI] records of the Au- 
thority shall be available for audit and ex- 
amination by the Comptroller General of the 
United States and the Inspector General of 
the Department of Agriculture (including au- 
thorized representatives of the Comptroller 
General and the Inspector General of the De- 
partment of Agriculture). 

‘“(b) RECORDS OF RECIPIENTS OF FEDERAL 
ASSISTANCE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A recipient of Federal 
funds under this chapter shall, as required by 
the Authority, maintain accurate and com- 
plete records of transactions and activities 
financed with Federal funds and report on 
the transactions and activities to the Au- 
thority. 

(2) AVAILABILITY.—AIll records required 
under paragraph (1) shall be available for 
audit by the Comptroller General of the 
United States, the Inspector General of the 
Department of Agriculture, and the Author- 
ity (including authorized representatives of 
the Comptroller General, the Inspector Gen- 
eral of the Department of Agriculture, and 
the Authority). 

“SEC. 3812. ANNUAL REPORT. 

“Not later than 180 days after the end of 
each fiscal year, the Authority shall submit 
to the President and to Congress a report de- 
scribing the activities carried out under this 
chapter. 

“SEC. 3813. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA- 
TIONS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to 
be appropriated to the Authority to carry 
out this chapter $30,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018, to remain available 
until expended. 

‘(b) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Not more 
than 5 percent of the amount appropriated 
under subsection (a) for a fiscal year shall be 
used for administrative expenses of the Au- 
thority. 

“SEC. 3814. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY. 

“This chapter and the authority provided 
under this chapter expire on October 1, 2018. 
“CHAPTER 5—NORTHERN GREAT PLAINS 

REGIONAL AUTHORITY 
“SEC. 3821. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this chapter: 

“(1) AUTHORITY.—The term ‘Authority’ 
means the Northern Great Plains Regional 
Authority established by section 3822. 

‘(2) FEDERAL GRANT PROGRAM.—The term 
‘Federal grant program’ means a Federal 
grant program to provide assistance in— 

“(A) implementing the recommendations 
of the Northern Great Plains Rural Develop- 
ment Commission established by the North- 
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ern Great Plains Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 2661 note; Public Law 103-818); 

‘“(B) acquiring or developing land; 

(C) constructing or equipping a highway, 
road, bridge, or facility; 

‘“(D) carrying out other economic develop- 
ment activities; or 

“(E) conducting research activities related 
to the activities described in subparagraphs 
(A) through (D). 

(3) REGION.—The term ‘region’ means the 
States of Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri (other 
than counties included in the Delta Regional 
Authority), Nebraska, North Dakota, and 
South Dakota. 

“SEC. 3822. NORTHERN GREAT PLAINS REGIONAL 
AUTHORITY. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established the 
Northern Great Plains Regional Authority. 

‘(2) COMPOSITION.—The Authority shall be 
composed of— 

“(A) a Federal member, to be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate; 

“(B) the Governor (or a designee of the 
Governor) of each State in the region that 
elects to participate in the Authority; and 

“(C) a member of an Indian tribe, who shall 
be a chairperson of an Indian tribe in the re- 
gion or a designee of such a chairperson, to 
be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate. 

‘(3) COCHAIRPERSONS.—The Authority shall 
be headed by— 

“(A) the Federal member, who shall serve 
as— 

“(i) the Federal cochairperson; and 

“(ii) a liaison between the Federal Govern- 
ment and the Authority; 

‘“(B) a State cochairperson, who shall be— 

“(i) a Governor of a participating State in 
the region; and 

“(ii) elected by the State members for a 
term of not less than 1 year; and 

“(C) the member of an Indian tribe, who 
shall serve as— 

“(i) the tribal cochairperson; and 

“(ii) a liaison between the governments of 
Indian tribes in the region and the Author- 
ity. 

‘*(4) FAILURE TO CONFIRM.— 

“(A) FEDERAL MEMBER.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of this section, if a Fed- 
eral member described in paragraph (2)(A) 
has not been confirmed by the Senate by not 
later than 180 days after the date of enact- 
ment of the Agriculture Reform, Food, and 
Jobs Act of 2013, the Authority may organize 
and operate without the Federal member. 

‘(B) TRIBAL COCHAIRPERSON.—In the case of 
the tribal cochairperson, if no tribal cochair- 
person is confirmed by the Senate, the re- 
gional authority shall consult and coordi- 
nate with the leaders of Indian tribes in the 
region concerning the activities of the Au- 
thority, as appropriate. 

“(b) ALTERNATE MEMBERS.— 

‘(1) ALTERNATE FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
The President shall appoint an alternate 
Federal cochairperson. 

‘(2) STATE ALTERNATES.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The State member of a 
participating State may have a single alter- 
nate, who shall be— 

“(i) a resident of that State; and 

“(ii) appointed by the Governor of the 
State. 

‘“(B) QUORUM.—A State alternate member 
shall not be counted toward the establish- 
ment of a quorum of the members of the Au- 
thority in any case in which a quorum of the 
State members is required to be present. 

‘(3) ALTERNATE TRIBAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
The President shall appoint an alternate 
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tribal cochairperson, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. 

‘(4) DELEGATION OF POWER.—No power or 
responsibility of the Authority specified in 
paragraphs (2) and (8) of subsection (c), and 
no voting right of any member of the Au- 
thority, shall be delegated to any person who 
is not— 

“(A)a member of the Authority; or 

“(B) entitled to vote in Authority meet- 
ings. 

“(c) VOTING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A decision by the Au- 
thority shall require a majority vote of the 
Authority (not including any member rep- 
resenting a State that is delinquent under 
subsection (g)(2)(D)) to be effective. 

‘(2) QUORUM.—A quorum of State members 
shall be required to be present for the Au- 
thority to make any policy decision, includ- 
ing— 

“(A) a modification or revision of an Au- 
thority policy decision; 

‘(B) approval of a State or regional devel- 
opment plan; and 

“(C) any allocation of funds among the 
States. 

‘(3) PROJECT AND GRANT PROPOSALS.—The 
approval of project and grant proposals shall 
be— 

“(A) a responsibility of the Authority; and 

“(B) conducted in accordance with section 
3830. 

‘(4) VOTING BY ALTERNATE MEMBERS.—An 
alternate member shall vote in the case of 
the absence, death, disability, removal, or 
resignation of the Federal, State, or Indian 
tribe member for whom the alternate mem- 
ber is an alternate. 

‘(d) DUTIES.—The Authority shall— 

“(1) develop, on a continuing basis, com- 
prehensive and coordinated plans and pro- 
grams for multistate cooperation to advance 
the economic and social well-being of the re- 
gion and to approve grants for the economic 
development of the region, giving due con- 
sideration to other Federal, State, tribal, 
and local planning and development activi- 
ties in the region; 

‘“(2) review, and when appropriate amend, 
priorities in a development plan for the re- 
gion (including 5-year regional outcome tar- 
gets); 

“(3) assess the needs and assets of the re- 
gion based on available research, demonstra- 
tions, investigations, assessments, and eval- 
uations of the region prepared by Federal, 
State, tribal, and local agencies, univer- 
sities, regional and local development dis- 
tricts or organizations, and other nonprofit 
groups; 

“(4) formulate and recommend to the Gov- 
ernors and legislatures of States that par- 
ticipate in the Authority forms of interstate 
cooperation for— 

“(A) renewable energy development and 
transmission; 

‘“(B) transportation planning and economic 
development; 

“(C) information technology; 

“(D) movement of freight and individuals 
within the region; 

“(E) federally-funded research at institu- 
tions of higher education; and 

“(F) conservation land management; 

“(5) work with State, tribal, and local 
agencies in developing appropriate model 
legislation; 

“(6) enhance the capacity of, and provide 
support for, multistate development and re- 
search organizations, local development or- 
ganizations and districts, and resource con- 
servation districts in the region; 

‘“(7) encourage private investment in in- 
dustrial, commercial, renewable energy, and 
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other economic development projects in the 
region; and 

‘“(8) cooperate with and assist State gov- 
ernments with economic development pro- 
grams of participating States. 

“(e) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out sub- 
section (d), the Authority may— 

“(1) hold such hearings, sit and act at such 
times and places, take such testimony, re- 
ceive such evidence, and print or otherwise 
reproduce and distribute a description of the 
proceedings and reports on actions by the 
Authority as the Authority considers appro- 
priate; 

‘“(2) authorize, through the Federal, State, 
or tribal cochairperson or any other member 
of the Authority designated by the Author- 
ity, the administration of oaths if the Au- 
thority determines that testimony should be 
taken or evidence received under oath; 

““(3) request from any Federal, State, trib- 
al, or local agency such information as may 
be available to or procurable by the agency 
that may be of use to the Authority in car- 
rying out the duties of the Authority; 

“(4) adopt, amend, and repeal bylaws and 
rules governing the conduct of business and 
the performance of duties of the Authority; 

““(5) request the head of any Federal agen- 
cy to detail to the Authority such personnel 
as the Authority requires to carry out duties 
of the Authority, each such detail to be 
without loss of seniority, pay, or other em- 
ployee status; 

““(6) request the head of any State agency, 
tribal government, or local government to 
detail to the Authority such personnel as the 
Authority requires to carry out duties of the 
Authority, each such detail to be without 
loss of seniority, pay, or other employee sta- 
tus; 

““(7) provide for coverage of Authority em- 
ployees in a suitable retirement and em- 
ployee benefit system by— 

“(A) making arrangements or entering 
into contracts with any participating State 
government or tribal government; or 

“(B) otherwise providing retirement and 
other employee benefit coverage; 

““(8) accept, use, and dispose of gifts or do- 
nations of services or real, personal, tan- 
gible, or intangible property; 

“(9) enter into and perform such contracts, 
leases, cooperative agreements, or other 
transactions aS are necessary to carry out 
Authority duties, including any contracts, 
leases, or cooperative agreements with— 

“(A) any department, agency, or instru- 
mentality of the United States; 

“(B) any State (including a political sub- 
division, agency, or instrumentality of the 
State); 

‘“(C) any Indian tribe in the region; or 

“(D) any person, firm, association, or cor- 
poration; and 

(10) establish and maintain a central of- 
fice and field offices at such locations as the 
Authority may select. 

“(f) FEDERAL AGENCY COOPERATION.—A 
Federal agency shall— 

“(1) cooperate with the Authority; and 

‘“(2) provide, on request of a cochairperson, 
appropriate assistance in carrying out this 
chapter, in accordance with applicable Fed- 
eral laws (including regulations). 

‘“(g) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.— 

“(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the administrative expenses of the Authority 
shall be— 

“(A) for each of fiscal years 2012 and 2018, 
100 percent; 

““(B) for fiscal year 2014, 75 percent; and 

“(C) for fiscal year 2015 and each fiscal 
year thereafter, 50 percent. 
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‘*(2) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share 
of the administrative expenses of the Au- 
thority shall be paid by non-Federal sources 
in the States that participate in the Author- 
ity. 

‘(B) SHARE PAID BY EACH STATE.—The 
share of administrative expenses of the Au- 
thority to be paid by non-Federal sources in 
each State shall be determined by the Au- 
thority. 

‘(C) NO FEDERAL PARTICIPATION.—The Fed- 
eral cochairperson shall not participate or 
vote in any decision under subparagraph (B). 

‘(D) DELINQUENT STATES.—If a State is de- 
linquent in payment of the State’s share of 
administrative expenses of the Authority 
under this subsection— 

“(i) no assistance under this chapter shall 
be provided to the State (including assist- 
ance to a political subdivision or a resident 
of the State); and 

“(ii) no member of the Authority from the 
State shall participate or vote in any action 
by the Authority. 

“(h) COMPENSATION.— 


‘(1) FEDERAL AND TRIBAL COCHAIR- 
PERSONS.—The Federal cochairperson and 
the tribal cochairperson shall be com- 


pensated by the Federal Government at the 
annual rate of basic pay prescribed for level 
III of the Executive Schedule in subchapter 
II of chapter 53 of title 5, United States Code. 

‘(2) ALTERNATE FEDERAL AND TRIBAL CO- 
CHAIRPERSONS.—The alternate Federal co- 
chairperson and the alternate tribal cochair- 
person— 

“(A) shall be compensated by the Federal 
Government at the annual rate of basic pay 
prescribed for level V of the Executive 
Schedule described in paragraph (1); and 

“(B) when not actively serving as an alter- 
nate, shall perform such functions and duties 
as are delegated by the Federal cochair- 
person or the tribal cochairperson, respec- 
tively. 

‘(3) STATE MEMBERS AND ALTERNATES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A State shall com- 
pensate each member and alternate rep- 
resenting the State on the Authority at the 
rate established by State law. 

‘(B) NO ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION.—No 
State member or alternate member shall re- 
ceive any salary, or any contribution to or 
supplementation of salary from any source 
other than the State for services provided by 
the member or alternate member to the Au- 
thority. 

‘*(4) DETAILED EMPLOYEES.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—No person detailed to 
serve the Authority under subsection (e)(6) 
shall receive any salary or any contribution 
to or supplementation of salary for services 
provided to the Authority from— 

“(i) any source other than the State, trib- 
al, local, or intergovernmental agency from 
which the person was detailed; or 

“(ii) the Authority. 

‘(B) VIOLATION.—Any person that violates 
this paragraph shall be fined not more than 
$5,000, imprisoned not more than 1 year, or 
both. 

“(C) APPLICABLE LAW.—The Federal co- 
chairperson, the alternate Federal cochair- 
person, and any Federal officer or employee 
detailed to duty on the Authority under sub- 
section (e)(5) shall not be subject to subpara- 
graph (A), but shall remain subject to sec- 
tions 202 through 209 of title 18, United 
States Code. 

‘*(5) ADDITIONAL PERSONNEL.— 

““(A) COMPENSATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Authority may ap- 
point and fix the compensation of an execu- 
tive director and such other personnel as are 
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necessary to enable the Authority to carry 
out the duties of the Authority. 

“(i) EXCEPTION.—Compensation under 
clause (i) shall not exceed the maximum rate 
for the Senior Executive Service under sec- 
tion 5382 of title 5, United States Code, in- 
cluding any applicable locality-based com- 
parability payment that may be authorized 
under section 5304(h)(2)(C) of that title. 

“(B) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—The executive 
director shall be responsible for— 

“(i) the carrying out of the administrative 
duties of the Authority; 

“(ii) direction of the Authority staff; and 

“(iii) such other duties as the Authority 
may assign. 

‘(C) NO FEDERAL EMPLOYEE STATUS.—No 
member, alternate, officer, or employee of 
the Authority (except the Federal cochair- 
person of the Authority, the alternate and 
staff for the Federal cochairperson, and any 
Federal employee detailed to the Authority 
under subsection (e)(5)) shall be considered 
to be a Federal employee for any purpose. 


‘(i) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided under 
paragraph (2), no State member, Indian tribe 
member, State alternate, officer, or em- 
ployee of the Authority shall participate per- 
sonally and substantially as a member, al- 
ternate, officer, or employee of the Author- 
ity, through decision, approval, disapproval, 
recommendation, the rendering of advice, in- 
vestigation, or otherwise, in any proceeding, 
application, request for a ruling or other de- 
termination, contract, claim, controversy, or 
other matter in which, to knowledge of the 
member, alternate, officer, or employee, 
there is a financial interest of— 

“(A) the member, alternate, officer, or em- 
ployee; 

‘“(B) the spouse, minor child, partner, or 
organization (other than a State or political 
subdivision of the State or the Indian tribe) 
of the member, alternate, officer, or em- 
ployee, in which the member, alternate, offi- 
cer, or employee is serving as officer, direc- 
tor, trustee, partner, or employee; or 

‘“(C) any person or organization with whom 
the member, alternate, officer, or employee 
is negotiating or has any arrangement con- 
cerning prospective employment. 

“(2) DISCLOSURE.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply if the State member, Indian tribe 
member, alternate, officer, or employee— 

“(A) immediately advises the Authority of 
the nature and circumstances of the pro- 
ceeding, application, request for a ruling or 
other determination, contract, claim, con- 
troversy, or other particular matter pre- 
senting a potential conflict of interest; 

“(B) makes full disclosure of the financial 
interest; and 

‘(C) before the proceeding concerning the 
matter presenting the conflict of interest, 
receives a written determination by the Au- 
thority that the interest is not so substan- 
tial as to be likely to affect the integrity of 
the services that the Authority may expect 
from the State member, Indian tribe mem- 
ber, alternate, officer, or employee. 

‘(3) VIOLATION.—Any person that violates 
this subsection shall be fined not more than 
$10,000, imprisoned not more than 2 years, or 
both. 


‘“(j) VALIDITY OF CONTRACTS, LOANS, AND 
GRANTS.—The Authority may declare void 
any contract, loan, or grant of or by the Au- 
thority in relation to which the Authority 
determines that there has been a violation of 
any provision under subsection (h)(4) or sub- 
section (i) of this chapter, or sections 202 
through 209 of title 18, United States Code. 
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“SEC. 3823. INTERSTATE COOPERATION FOR ECO- 
NOMIC OPPORTUNITY AND EFFI- 
CIENCY. 

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Authority shall pro- 
vide assistance to States in developing re- 
gional plans to address multistate economic 
issues, including plans— 

““(1) to develop a regional transmission sys- 
tem for movement of renewable energy to 
markets outside the region; 

“(2) to address regional transportation 
concerns, including the establishment of a 
Northern Great Plains Regional Transpor- 
tation Working Group; 

“(3) to encourage and support interstate 
collaboration on federally-funded research 
that is in the national interest; and 

“*(4) to establish a Regional Working Group 
on Agriculture Development and Transpor- 
tation. 

“(b) ECONOMIC ISSUES.—The multistate 
economic issues referred to in subsection (a) 
shall include— 

“(1) renewable energy development and 
transmission; 

““(2) transportation planning and economic 
development; 

‘(3) information technology; 

(4) movement of freight and individuals 
within the region; 

‘“(5) federally-funded research at institu- 
tions of higher education; and 

‘“(6) conservation land management. 

“SEC. 3824. ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVEL- 
OPMENT GRANTS. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Authority may ap- 
prove grants to States, Indian tribes, local 
governments, and public and nonprofit orga- 
nizations for projects, approved in accord- 
ance with section 3830— 

“(1) to assist the region in obtaining the 
job training, employment-related education, 
and business development (with an emphasis 
on entrepreneurship) that are needed to 
build and maintain strong local economies; 

‘“(2) to develop the transportation, renew- 
able energy transmission, and telecommuni- 
cation infrastructure of the region for the 
purpose of facilitating economic develop- 
ment in the region (except that grants for 
this purpose may be made only to States, In- 
dian tribes, local governments, and nonprofit 
organizations); 

‘“(3) to provide assistance to severely dis- 
tressed and underdeveloped areas that lack 
financial resources for improving basic pub- 
lic services; 

“(4) to provide assistance to severely dis- 
tressed and underdeveloped areas that lack 
financial resources for equipping industrial 
parks and related facilities; and 

“(5) to otherwise achieve the purposes of 
this chapter. 

“*(b) FUNDING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Funds for grants under 
subsection (a) may be provided— 

“(A) entirely from appropriations to carry 
out this section; 

“(B) in combination with funds available 
under another Federal grant program; or 

““(C) from any other source. 

‘“(2) PRIORITY OF FUNDING.—To best build 
the foundations for long-term economic de- 
velopment and to complement other Federal, 
State, and tribal resources in the region, 
Federal funds available under this chapter 
shall be focused on the following activities: 

“(A) Basic public infrastructure in dis- 
tressed counties and isolated areas of dis- 
tress. 

“(B) Transportation and telecommuni- 
cation infrastructure for the purpose of fa- 
cilitating economic development in the re- 
gion. 
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‘“(C) Business development, with emphasis 
on entrepreneurship. 

‘(D) Job training or employment-related 
education, with emphasis on use of existing 
public educational institutions located in 
the region. 

“SEC. 3825. SUPPLEMENTS TO FEDERAL GRANT 
PROGRAMS. 

“(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that certain 
States and local communities of the region 
may be unable to take maximum advantage 
of Federal grant programs for which the 
States and communities are eligible be- 
cause— 

“(1) the States and communities lack the 
economic resources to provide the required 
matching share; or 

“(2) there are insufficient funds available 
under the applicable Federal law authorizing 
the Federal grant program to meet pressing 
needs of the region. 

“(b) FEDERAL GRANT PROGRAM FUNDING.— 
Notwithstanding any provision of law lim- 
iting the Federal share, the areas eligible for 
assistance, or the authorizations of appro- 
priations, under any Federal grant program, 
and in accordance with subsection (c), the 
Authority, with the approval of the Federal 
cochairperson and with respect to a project 
to be carried out in the region— 

“(1) may increase the Federal share of the 
costs of a project under any Federal grant 
program to not more than 90 percent (except 
as provided in section 3827(b)); and 

“(2) shall use amounts made available to 
carry out this chapter to pay the increased 
Federal share. 

‘(¢) CERTIFICATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any 
project for which all or any portion of the 
basic Federal share of the costs of the 
project is proposed to be paid under this sec- 
tion, no Federal contribution shall be made 
until the Federal official administering the 
Federal law that authorizes the Federal 
grant program certifies that the project— 

“(A) meets (except as provided in sub- 
section (b)) the applicable requirements of 
the applicable Federal grant program; and 

‘(B) could be approved for Federal con- 
tribution under the Federal grant program if 
funds were available under the law for the 
project. 

‘(2) CERTIFICATION BY AUTHORITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The certifications and 
determinations required to be made by the 
Authority for approval of projects under this 
Act in accordance with section 3830 shall 
be— 

“(i) controlling; and 

““(ii) accepted by the Federal agencies. 

‘(B) ACCEPTANCE BY FEDERAL COCHAIR- 
PERSON.—In the case of any project described 
in paragraph (1), any finding, report, certifi- 
cation, or documentation required to be sub- 
mitted with respect to the project to the 
head of the department, agency, or instru- 
mentality of the Federal Government re- 
sponsible for the administration of the Fed- 
eral grant program under which the project 
is carried out shall be accepted by the Fed- 
eral cochairperson. 

“SEC. 3826. MULTISTATE AND LOCAL DEVELOP- 
MENT DISTRICTS AND ORGANIZA- 
TIONS AND NORTHERN GREAT 
PLAINS INC. 

“(a) DEFINITION OF MULTISTATE AND LOCAL 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT OR ORGANIZATION.— 
In this section, the term ‘multistate and 
local development district or organization’ 
means an entity— 

“(1) that— 

“(A) is a planning district that is recog- 
nized by the Economic Development Admin- 
istration of the Department of Commerce; or 
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‘(B) is— 

“(i) organized and operated in a manner 
that ensures broad-based community partici- 
pation and an effective opportunity for other 
nonprofit groups to contribute to the devel- 
opment and implementation of programs in 
the region; 

“(ii) a nonprofit incorporated body orga- 
nized or chartered under the law of the State 
in which the entity is located; 

“(iii) a nonprofit agency or instrumen- 
tality of a State or local government; 

“(iv) a public organization established be- 
fore the date of enactment of the Agriculture 
Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013 under 
State law for creation of multijurisdictional, 
area-wide planning organizations; 

“(v) a nonprofit agency or instrumentality 
of a State that was established for the pur- 
pose of assisting with multistate coopera- 
tion; or 

“(vi) a nonprofit association or combina- 
tion of bodies, agencies, and instrumental- 
ities described in clauses (ii) through (v); and 

“(2) that has not, as certified by the Au- 
thority (in consultation with the Federal co- 
chairperson or Secretary, as appropriate)— 

“(A) inappropriately used Federal grant 
funds from any Federal source; or 

‘(B) appointed an officer who, during the 
period in which another entity inappropri- 
ately used Federal grant funds from any Fed- 
eral source, was an officer of the other enti- 
ty. 

‘(b) GRANTS TO MULTISTATE, LOCAL, OR RE- 
GIONAL DEVELOPMENT DISTRICTS AND ORGANI- 
ZATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Authority may 
make grants for administrative expenses 
under this section to multistate, local, and 
regional development districts and organiza- 
tions. 

‘*(2) CONDITIONS FOR GRANTS.— 

“(A) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The amount of 
any grant awarded under paragraph (1) shall 
not exceed 80 percent of the administrative 
expenses of the multistate, local, or regional 
development district or organization receiv- 
ing the grant. 

“(B) MAXIMUM PERIOD.—No grant described 
in paragraph (1) shall be awarded for a period 
of greater than 3 years. 

“(3) LOCAL SHARE.—The contributions of a 
multistate, local, or regional development 
district or organization for administrative 
expenses may be in cash or in kind, fairly 
evaluated, including space, equipment, and 
services. 


‘“(c) DUTIES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), a local development district 
shall operate as a lead organization serving 
multicounty areas in the region at the local 
level. 

“(2) DESIGNATION.—The Federal cochair- 
person may designate an Indian tribe or 
multijurisdictional organization to serve as 
a lead organization in such cases as the Fed- 
eral cochairperson or Secretary, as appro- 
priate, determines appropriate. 


“(d) NORTHERN GREAT PLAINS INc.—North- 
ern Great Plains Inc., a nonprofit corpora- 
tion incorporated in the State of Minnesota 
to implement the recommendations of the 
Northern Great Plains Rural Development 
Commission established by the Northern 
Great Plains Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 2661 note; Public Law 103-318)— 

“(1) shall serve as an independent, primary 
resource for the Authority on issues of con- 
cern to the region; 

‘“(2) shall advise the Authority on develop- 
ment of international trade; 
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“(3) may provide research, education, 
training, and other support to the Authority; 
and 

“(4) may carry out other activities on its 
own behalf or on behalf of other entities. 
“SEC. 3827. DISTRESSED COUNTIES AND AREAS 

AND NONDISTRESSED COUNTIES. 

“(a) DESIGNATIONS.—Each year, the Au- 
thority, in accordance with such criteria as 
the Authority may establish, shall des- 
ignate— 

“(1) as distressed counties, counties in the 
region that are the most severely and per- 
sistently distressed and underdeveloped and 
have high rates of poverty, unemployment, 
or outmigration; 

‘“(2) as nondistressed counties, counties in 
the region that are not designated as dis- 
tressed counties under paragraph (1); and 

‘“(3) as isolated areas of distress, areas lo- 
cated in nondistressed counties (as des- 
ignated under paragraph (2)) that have high 
rates of poverty, unemployment, or out- 
migration. 

“(b) DISTRESSED COUNTIES.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Authority shall allo- 
cate at least 50 percent of the appropriations 
made available under section 3834 for pro- 
grams and projects designed to serve the 
needs of distressed counties and isolated 
areas of distress in the region. 

“(2) FUNDING LIMITATIONS.—The funding 
limitations under section 3825(b) shall not 
apply to a project to provide transportation 
or telecommunication or basic public serv- 
ices to residents of 1 or more distressed 
counties or isolated areas of distress in the 
region. 

“(c) TRANSPORTATION, TELECOMMUNICATION, 
RENEWABLE ENERGY, AND BASIC PUBLIC IN- 
FRASTRUCTURE.—The Authority shall allo- 
cate at least 50 percent of any funds made 
available under section 3834 for transpor- 
tation, telecommunication, renewable en- 
ergy, and basic public infrastructure projects 
authorized under paragraphs (1) and (8) of 
section 3824(a). 

“SEC. 3828. DEVELOPMENT PLANNING PROCESS. 

“(a) STATE DEVELOPMENT PLAN.—In ac- 
cordance with policies established by the Au- 
thority, each State member shall submit a 
development plan for the area of the region 
represented by the State member. 

““(b) CONTENT OF PLAN.—A State develop- 
ment plan submitted under subsection (a) 
shall reflect the goals, objectives, and prior- 
ities identified in the regional development 
plan developed under section 3823(d)(2). 

“(¢) CONSULTATION WITH INTERESTED LOCAL 
PARTIES.—In carrying out the development 
planning process (including the selection of 
programs and projects for assistance), a 
State may— 

“(1) consult with— 

“(A) multistate, regional, and local devel- 
opment districts and organizations; and 

‘“(B) local units of government; and 

‘“(2) take into consideration the goals, ob- 
jectives, priorities, and recommendations of 
the entities described in paragraph (1). 

“(d) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Authority and appli- 
cable multistate, regional, and local develop- 
ment districts and organizations shall en- 
courage and assist, to the maximum extent 
practicable, public participation in the de- 
velopment, revision, and implementation of 
all plans and programs under this chapter. 

‘“(2) REGULATIONS.—The Authority shall 
develop guidelines for providing public par- 
ticipation described in paragraph (1), includ- 
ing public hearings. 

“SEC. 3829. PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT CRITERIA. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—In considering programs 
and projects to be provided assistance under 
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this chapter, and in establishing a priority 
ranking of the requests for assistance pro- 
vided to the Authority, the Authority shall 
follow procedures that ensure, to the max- 
imum extent practicable, consideration of— 

“(1) the relationship of the project or class 
of projects to overall multistate or regional 
development; 

‘(2) the per capita income and poverty and 
unemployment and outmigration rates in an 
area; 

(3) the financial resources available to 
the applicants for assistance seeking to 
carry out the project, with emphasis on en- 
suring that projects are adequately financed 
to maximize the probability of successful 
economic development; 

“(4) the importance of the project or class 
of projects in relation to other projects or 
classes of projects that may be in competi- 
tion for the same funds; 

‘(5) the prospects that the project for 
which assistance is sought will improve, on a 
continuing rather than a temporary basis, 
the opportunities for employment, the aver- 
age level of income, or the economic develop- 
ment of the area to be served by the project; 
and 

‘(6) the extent to which the project design 
provides for detailed outcome measurements 
by which grant expenditures and the results 
of the expenditures may be evaluated. 

“(b) NO RELOCATION ASSISTANCE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), no financial assistance author- 
ized by this chapter shall be used to assist a 
person or entity in relocating from 1 area to 
another. 

‘(2) OUTSIDE BUSINESSES.—Financial assist- 
ance under this chapter may be used as oth- 
erwise authorized by this title to attract 
businesses from outside the region to the re- 
gion. 

“(c) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—Funds may 
be provided for a program or project in a 
State under this chapter only if the Author- 
ity determines that the level of Federal or 
State financial assistance provided under a 
law other than this chapter, for the same 
type of program or project in the same area 
of the State within the region, will not be re- 
duced as a result of funds made available by 
this chapter. 

“SEC. 3830. APPROVAL OF DEVELOPMENT PLANS 
AND PROJECTS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—A State or regional de- 
velopment plan or any multistate sub- 
regional plan that is proposed for develop- 
ment under this chapter shall be reviewed by 
the Authority. 

‘(b) EVALUATION BY STATE MEMBER.—An 
application for a grant or any other assist- 
ance for a project under this chapter shall be 
made through and evaluated for approval by 
the State member of the Authority rep- 
resenting the applicant. 

‘“(c) CERTIFICATION.—An application for a 
grant or other assistance for a project shall 
be approved only on certification by the 
State member that the application for the 
project— 

“(1) describes ways in which the project 
complies with any applicable State develop- 
ment plan; 

‘“(2) meets applicable criteria under section 
3829; 

“(3) provides adequate assurance that the 
proposed project will be properly adminis- 
tered, operated, and maintained; and 

“(4) otherwise meets the requirements of 
this chapter. 

‘(d) VOTES FOR DECISIONS.—On certifi- 
cation by a State member of the Authority 
of an application for a grant or other assist- 
ance for a specific project under this section, 
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an affirmative vote of the Authority under 
section 3822(c) shall be required for approval 
of the application. 

“SEC. 3831. CONSENT OF STATES. 

“Nothing in this chapter requires any 
State to engage in or accept any program 
under this chapter without the consent of 
the State. 

“SEC. 3832. RECORDS. 

‘*“(a) RECORDS OF THE AUTHORITY .— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Authority shall 
maintain accurate and complete records of 
all transactions and activities of the Author- 
ity. 

“(2) AVAILABILITY.—AI1] records of the Au- 
thority shall be available for audit and ex- 
amination by the Comptroller General of the 
United States and the Inspector General of 
the Department of Agriculture (including au- 
thorized representatives of the Comptroller 
General and the Inspector General of the De- 
partment of Agriculture). 

‘(b) RECORDS OF RECIPIENTS OF FEDERAL 
ASSISTANCE.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—A recipient of Federal 
funds under this chapter shall, as required by 
the Authority, maintain accurate and com- 
plete records of transactions and activities 
financed with Federal funds and report to 
the Authority on the transactions and ac- 
tivities to the Authority. 

‘“(2) AVAILABILITY.—AI1l records required 
under paragraph (1) shall be available for 
audit by the Comptroller General of the 
United States, the Inspector General of the 
Department of Agriculture, and the Author- 
ity (including authorized representatives of 
the Comptroller General, the Inspector Gen- 
eral of the Department of Agriculture, and 
the Authority). 

‘“(c) ANNUAL AUDIT.—The Inspector Gen- 
eral of the Department of Agriculture shall 
audit the activities, transactions, and 
records of the Authority on an annual basis. 
“SEC. 3833. ANNUAL REPORT. 

“Not later than 180 days after the end of 
each fiscal year, the Authority shall submit 
to the President and to Congress a report de- 
scribing the activities carried out under this 
chapter. 

“SEC. 3834. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA- 
TIONS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to 
be appropriated to the Authority to carry 
out this chapter $30,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018, to remain available 
until expended. 

‘(b) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Not more 
than 5 percent of the amount appropriated 
under subsection (a) for a fiscal year shall be 
used for administrative expenses of the Au- 
thority. 

‘(c) MINIMUM STATE SHARE OF GRANTS.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of this 
chapter, for any fiscal year, the aggregate 
amount of grants received by a State and all 
persons or entities in the State under this 
chapter shall be not less than % of the prod- 
uct obtained by multiplying— 

“(1) the aggregate amount of grants under 
this chapter for the fiscal year; and 

“(2) the ratio that— 

“(A) the population of the State (as deter- 
mined by the Secretary of Commerce based 
on the most recent decennial census for 
which data are available); bears to 

‘(B) the population of the region (as so de- 
termined). 

“SEC. 3835. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY. 

“The authority provided by this chapter 

terminates effective October 1, 2018. 
“Subtitle C—General Provisions 
“SEC. 3901. FULL FAITH AND CREDIT. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—A contract of insurance 

or guarantee executed by the Secretary 
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under this title shall be an obligation sup- 
ported by the full faith and credit of the 
United States. 

‘“(b) CONTESTABILITY.—A contract of insur- 
ance or guarantee executed by the Secretary 
under this title shall be incontestable except 
for fraud or misrepresentation that the lend- 
er or any holder— 

“(1) has actual knowledge of at the time 
the contract of insurance or guarantee is ex- 
ecuted; or 

““(2) participates in or condones. 

“SEC. 3902. PURCHASE AND SALE OF GUARAN- 
TEED PORTIONS OF LOANS. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsections 
(b) and (c), the Secretary may purchase, on 
such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
considers appropriate, the guaranteed por- 
tion of a loan guaranteed under this title, if 
the Secretary determines that an adequate 
secondary market is not available in the pri- 
vate sector. 

“(b) MAXIMUM PAYMENT.—The Secretary 
may not pay for any guaranteed portion of a 
loan under subsection (a) in excess of an 
amount equal to the unpaid principal bal- 
ance and accrued interest on the guaranteed 
portion of the loan. 

‘“(c) SOURCES OF FUNDING.—The Secretary 
may use for the purchases— 

““(1) funds from the Rural Development In- 
surance Fund with respect to rural develop- 
ment loans (as defined in section 3704(a)); 
and 

‘“(2) funds from the Agricultural Credit In- 
surance Fund with respect to all other loans 
under this title. 

‘“(d) SALE OF GUARANTEED LOANS.— 

“(1) SALES.— 

“(A) REGULATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The guaranteed portion 
of any loan made under this title may be 
sold by the lender, and by any subsequent 
holder, in accordance with such regulations 
governing the sales as the Secretary shall es- 
tablish, subject to clauses (ii) and (iii). 

‘(ii) FEES TO BE PAID IN FULL.—AI]I fees due 
the Secretary with respect to a guaranteed 
loan shall be paid in full before any sale. 

‘“(iii) LOAN TO BE FULLY DISBURSED.—The 
loan shall be fully disbursed to the borrower 
before the sale. 

‘“(B) POST-SALE.—After a loan is sold in the 
secondary market, the lender shall— 

“(i) remain obligated under the guarantee 
agreement of the lender with the Secretary; 
and 

‘“(ii) continue to service the loan in accord- 
ance with the terms and conditions of that 
agreement. 

““(C) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary shall de- 
velop such procedures as are necessary for— 

“(j) the facilitation, administration, and 
promotion of secondary market operations; 
and 

“(ii) determining the increase of access of 
farmers to capital at reasonable rates and 
terms as a result of secondary market oper- 
ations. 

“(D) RIGHTS TO PREPAY.—This subsection 
does not impede or extinguish— 

“(j) the right of the borrower or the suc- 
cessor in interest to the borrower to prepay 
(in whole or in part) any loan made under 
this title; or 

“Gi) the rights of any party under any pro- 
vision of this title. 

‘(2) ISSUE POOL CERTIFICATES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may, di- 
rectly or through a market maker approved 
by the Secretary, issue pool certificates rep- 
resenting ownership of part or all of the 
guaranteed portion of any loan guaranteed 
by the Secretary under this title. 
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“(B) APPROVAL.—Certificates under sub- 
paragraph (A) shall be based on and backed 
by a pool established or approved by the Sec- 
retary and composed solely of the entire 
guaranteed portion of the loans. 

‘“(C) GUARANTEE OF POOL.—On such terms 
and conditions as the Secretary considers ap- 
propriate, the Secretary may guarantee the 
timely payment of the principal and interest 
on pool certificates issued on behalf of the 
Secretary by approved market makers for 
purposes of this subsection. 

“(D) LIMITATIONS.—A guarantee under sub- 
paragraph (C) shall be limited to the extent 
of principal and interest on the guaranteed 
portions of loans that compose the pool. 

“(E) PREPAYMENT.—If a loan in a pool is 
prepaid, either voluntarily or by reason of 
default, the guarantee of timely payment of 
principal and interest on the pool certifi- 
cates shall be reduced in proportion to the 
amount of principal and interest that the 
prepaid loan represents in the pool. 

‘“(F) INTEREST ACCRUAL.—Interest on pre- 
paid or defaulted loans shall accrue and be 
guaranteed by the Secretary only through 
the date of payment on the guarantee. 

“(G) REDEMPTION.—During the term of the 
pool certificate, the certificate may be called 
for redemption due to prepayment or default 
of all loans constituting the pool. 

‘“(H) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.—The full 
faith and credit of the United States is 
pledged to the payment of all amounts that 
may be required to be paid under any guar- 
antee of the pool certificates issued by ap- 
proved market makers under this subsection. 

“(I) FEES.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not 
collect any fee for any guarantee under this 
subsection. 

“(ii) SECRETARIAL FUNCTIONS.—Clause (i) 
does not preclude the Secretary from col- 
lecting a fee for the functions described in 
paragraph (8). 

‘“(J) DEFAULT.—Not later than 30 days 
after a borrower of a guaranteed loan is in 
default of any principal or interest payment 
due for 60 days or more, the Secretary 
shall— 

“(i) purchase the pool certificates rep- 
resenting ownership of the guaranteed por- 
tion of the loan; and 

“(ii) pay the registered holder of the cer- 
tificates an amount equal to the guaranteed 
portion of the loan represented by the cer- 
tificate. 

“(K) PAYMENT OF CLAIMS.—If the Secretary 
pays a claim under a guarantee issued under 
this subsection, the claim shall be sub- 
rogated fully to the rights satisfied by the 
payment, aS may be provided by the Sec- 
retary. 

“(L) APPLICATION OF LAWS.—No State or 
local law, and no Federal law, shall preclude 
or limit the exercise by the Secretary of the 
ownership rights of the Secretary in the por- 
tions of loans constituting the pool against 
which the certificates are issued. 

‘*(3) DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—On the adoption of final 
rules and regulations, the Secretary shall— 

“(i) provide for the central collection of 
registration information from all partici- 
pating market makers for all loans and pool 
certificates sold under paragraphs (1) and (2), 
including, with respect to each original sale 
and any subsequent sale— 

(D) identification of the interest rate paid 
by the borrower to the lender; 

“(ID) the servicing fee of the lender; 

“(III) disclosure of whether interest on the 
loan is at a fixed or variable rate; 

‘(IV) identification of each purchaser of a 
pool certificate; 
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‘“(V) the interest rate paid on the certifi- 
cate; and 

“(VI) such other information as the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate. 

“(ii) before any sale, require the seller (as 
defined in subparagraph (B) to disclose to 
each prospective purchaser of the portion of 
a loan guaranteed under this title and to 
each prospective purchaser of a pool certifi- 
cate issued under paragraph (2) information 
on the terms, conditions, and yield of such 
instrument; 

“(iii) provide for adequate custody of any 
pooled guaranteed loans; 

“(iv) take such actions as are necessary, in 
restructuring pools of the guaranteed por- 
tion of loans, to minimize the estimated 
costs of paying claims under guarantees 
issued under this subsection; 

‘(v) require each market maker— 

“(I) to service all pools formed, and par- 
ticipations sold, by the market maker; and 

“(IIT) to provide the Secretary with infor- 
mation relating to the collection and dis- 
bursement of all periodic payments, prepay- 
ments, and default funds from lenders, to or 
from the reserve fund that the Secretary 
shall establish to enable the timely payment 
guarantee to be self-funding, and from all 
beneficial holders; and 

“(vi) regulate market makers in pool cer- 
tificates sold under this subsection. 

‘(B) DEFINITION OF SELLER.—For purposes 
of subparagraph (A)(ii), if the instrument 
being sold is a loan, the term ‘seller’ does 
not include— 

“(i) the person who made the loan; or 

“(ii) any person who sells 3 or fewer guar- 
anteed loans per year. 

‘(4) CONTRACT FOR SERVICES.—The Sec- 
retary may contract for goods and services 
to be used for the purposes of this subsection 
without regard to titles 5, 40, and 41, United 
States Code (including any regulations 
issued under those titles). 

“SEC. 3903. ADMINISTRATION. 

‘(a) POWERS OF SECRETARY.—The 
retary may— 

‘(1)(A) administer the powers and duties of 
the Secretary through such national, area, 
State, or local offices and employees in the 
United States as the Secretary determines to 
be necessary; and 

“(B) authorize an office to serve an area 
composed of 2 or more States if the Sec- 
retary determines that the volume of busi- 
ness in the area is not sufficient to justify 
separate State offices; 

‘(2)(A) accept and use voluntary and un- 
compensated services; and 

“(B) with the consent of the agency con- 
cerned, use the officers, employees, equip- 
ment, and information of any agency of the 
Federal Government, or of any State, terri- 
tory, or political subdivision; 

‘“(3) subject to appropriations, make nec- 
essary expenditures for the purchase or hire 
of passenger vehicles, and such other facili- 
ties and services as the Secretary may from 
time to time find necessary for the proper 
administration of this title; 

““(4) subject to subsection (b), compromise, 
adjust, reduce, or charge-off debts or claims 
(including debts and claims arising from 
loan guarantees), and adjust, modify, subor- 
dinate, or release the terms of security in- 
struments, leases, contracts, and agreements 
entered into or administered by the Farm 
Service Agency, the Rural Utilities Service, 
the Rural Housing Service, the Rural Busi- 
ness-Cooperative Service, or successor agen- 
cies under this title, except for activities 
conducted under the Housing Act of 1949 (42 
U.S.C. 1441 et seq.); 
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‘“(5) release mortgage and other contract 
liens if it appears that the mortgage and 
liens have no present or prospective value or 
that the enforcement of the mortgage and 
liens likely would be ineffectual or uneco- 
nomical; 

(6) obtain fidelity bonds protecting the 
Federal Government against fraud and dis- 
honesty of officers and employees of the 
Farm Service Agency, the Rural Utilities 
Service, the Rural Housing Service, or the 
Rural Business-Cooperative Service in lieu of 
faithful performance of duties bonds under 
section 14 of title 6, United States Code, but 
otherwise in accordance with the section; 

“(T) consent to— 

“(A) long-term leases of facilities financed 
under this title notwithstanding the failure 
of the lessee to meet any of the requirements 
of this title if the long-term leases are nec- 
essary to ensure the continuation of services 
for which financing was extended to the les- 
sor; and 

‘“(B) the transfer of property securing any 
loan or financed by any loan or grant made 
or guaranteed by the Farm Service Agency, 
the Rural Utilities Service, the Rural Hous- 
ing Service, or the Rural Business-Coopera- 
tive Service under this title, or any other 
law administered by the Secretary, on such 
terms as the Secretary considers necessary 
to carry out the purpose of the loan or grant 
or to protect the financial interest of the 
Federal Government, provided that the Sec- 
retary shall document the consent of the 
Secretary for the transfer of the property of 
a borrower in the file of the borrower; and 

(8) notwithstanding that an area ceases, 
or has ceased, to be rural, in a rural area, or 
an eligible area, make loans and grants, and 
approve transfers and assumptions, under 
this title on the same basis as though the 
area still was rural in connection with prop- 
erty securing any loan made or guaranteed 
by the Secretary under this title or in con- 
nection with any property held by the Sec- 
retary under this title. 

“(b) LOAN ADJUSTMENTS.— 

“(1) NO LIQUIDATION OF PROPERTY.—The 
Secretary may not require liquidation of 
property securing any farmer program loan 
or acceleration of any payment required 
under any farmer program loan as a pre- 
requisite to initiating an action authorized 
under subsection (a). 

‘(2) RELEASE OF PERSONAL LIABILITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Secretary may release 
a borrower or other person obligated on a 
debt (other than debt incurred under the 
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1441 et seq.)) 
from personal liability with or without pay- 
ment of any consideration at the time of the 
compromise, adjustment, reduction, or 
charge-off of any claim. 

““(B) EXCEPTION.—No compromise, adjust- 
ment, reduction, or charge-off of any claim 
may be made or carried out after the claim 
has been referred to the Attorney General, 
unless the Attorney General approves. 

“(3) RURAL ELECTRIFICATION SECURITY IN- 
STRUMENTS.—In the case of a security instru- 
ment entered into under the Rural Elec- 
trification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 901 et seq.), 
the Secretary shall notify the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the intent of the Secretary to exer- 
cise the authority of the Secretary under 
paragraph (2). 

“(c) SIMPLIFIED APPLICATION FORMS FOR 
LOAN GUARANTEES.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide to lenders a short, simplified applica- 
tion form for guarantees under this title of— 

“(A) farmer program loans the principal 
amount of which is $125,000 or less; and 
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“(B) business and industry guaranteed 
loans under section 3601(a)(2)(A) the prin- 
cipal amount of which is— 

“(i) in the case of a loan guarantee made 
during fiscal year 2002 or 2003, $400,000 or less; 
and 

“(ii) in the case of a loan guarantee made 
during any subsequent fiscal year— 

““(T) $400,000 or less; or 

“(ID if the Secretary determines that there 
is not a significant increased risk of a de- 
fault on the loan, $600,000 or less. 

‘(2) WATER AND WASTE DISPOSAL GRANTS 
AND LOANS.—The Secretary shall develop an 
application process that accelerates, to the 
maximum extent practicable, the processing 
of applications for water and waste disposal 
grants or direct or guaranteed loans under 
section 3501(a)(1) the grant award amount or 
principal loan amount, respectively, of 
which is $300,000 or less. 

‘“(3) ADMINISTRATION.—In developing an ap- 
plication under this subsection, the Sec- 
retary shall— 

“(A) consult with commercial and coopera- 
tive lenders; and 

“(B) ensure that— 

“(i) the form can be completed manually 
or electronically, at the option of the lender; 

“(ii) the form minimizes the documenta- 
tion required to accompany the form; 

“(iii) the cost of completing and processing 
the form is minimal; and 

“(iv) the form can be completed and proc- 
essed in an expeditious manner. 

“(d) USE OF ATTORNEYS FOR PROSECUTION 
OR DEFENSE OF CLAIMS.—The Secretary may 
use for the prosecution or defense of any 
claim or obligation described in subsection 
(a)(5) the Attorney General, the General 
Counsel of the Department, or a private at- 
torney who has entered into a contract with 
the Secretary. 

‘(e) PRIVATE COLLECTION AGENCY.—The 
Secretary may use a private collection agen- 
cy to collect a claim or obligation described 
in subsection (a)(5). 

““(f) SECURITY SERVICING.— 

‘*(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may— 

‘(A) make advances, without regard to any 
loan or total indebtedness limitation, to pre- 
serve and protect the security for, or the lien 
or priority of the lien securing any loan or 
other indebtedness owing to or acquired by 
the Secretary under this title or under any 
other program administered by the Farm 
Service Agency, the Rural Utilities Service, 
the Rural Housing Service, or the Rural 
Business-Cooperative Service applicable pro- 
gram, as determined by the Secretary; and 

‘“(B)(i) bid for and purchase at any execu- 
tion, foreclosure, or other sale or otherwise 
acquire property on which the United States 
has a lien by reason of a judgment or execu- 
tion arising from, or that is pledged, mort- 
gaged, conveyed, attached, or levied on to se- 
cure the payment of, the indebtedness re- 
gardless of whether the property is subject 
to other liens; 

“(ii) accept title to any property so pur- 
chased or acquired; and 

“(iii) sell, manage, or otherwise dispose of 
the property in accordance with this sub- 
section. 

‘(2) OPERATION OR LEASE OF REALTY.—EXx- 
cept as provided in subsections (c) and (e), 
real property administered under this title 
may be operated or leased by the Secretary 
for such period as the Secretary may con- 
sider necessary to protect the investment of 
the Federal Government in the property. 

“(g) PAYMENTS TO LENDERS.— 

“(1) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 90 days 
after a court of competent jurisdiction con- 
firms a plan of reorganization under chapter 
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12 of title 11, United States Code, for any 
borrower to whom a lender has made a loan 
guaranteed under this title, the Secretary 
shall pay the lender an amount estimated by 
the Secretary to be equal to the loss in- 
curred by the lender for purposes of the guar- 
antee. 

‘(2) PAYMENT TOWARD LOAN GUARANTEE.— 
Any amount paid to a lender under this sub- 
section with respect to a loan guaranteed 
under this title shall be treated as payment 
towards satisfaction of the loan guarantee. 
“SEC. 3904. LOAN MORATORIUM AND POLICY ON 

FORECLOSURES. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—In addition to any other 
authority that the Secretary may have to 
defer principal and interest and forgo fore- 
closure, the Secretary may permit, at the re- 
quest of the borrower, the deferral of prin- 
cipal and interest on any outstanding loan 
made or guaranteed by the Secretary under 
this title, or under any other law adminis- 
tered by the Farm Service Agency, the Rural 
Utilities Service, the Rural Housing Service, 
or the Rural Business-Cooperative Service, 
and may forgo foreclosure of the loan, for 
such period as the Secretary considers nec- 
essary on a showing by the borrower that, 
due to circumstances beyond the control of 
the borrower, the borrower is temporarily 
unable to continue making payments of the 
principal and interest when due without un- 
duly impairing the standard of living of the 
borrower. 

‘*(b) INTEREST.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the Secretary may permit any 
loan deferred under this section to bear no 
interest during or after the deferral period. 

“(2) EXCEPTION.—If the security instru- 
ment securing the loan is foreclosed, such in- 
terest as is included in the purchase price at 
the foreclosure shall become part of the prin- 
cipal and draw interest from the date of fore- 
closure at the rate prescribed by law. 

‘(c) MORATORIUM REGARDING CIVIL RIGHTS 
CLAIMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this subsection, effective beginning 
on May 22, 2008, there shall be in effect a 
moratorium, with respect to farmer program 
loans made under subtitle A, on all accelera- 
tion and foreclosure proceedings instituted 
by the Department against any farmer who— 

“(A) has pending against the Department a 
claim of program discrimination that is ac- 
cepted by the Department as valid; or 

‘(B) files a claim of program discrimina- 
tion that is accepted by the Department as 
valid. 

‘(2) WAIVER OF INTEREST AND OFFSETS.— 
During the period of the moratorium, the 
Secretary shall waive the accrual of interest 
and offsets on all farmer program loans made 
under subtitle A, B, or C for which loan ac- 
celeration or foreclosure proceedings have 
been suspended under paragraph (1). 

‘(3) TERMINATION OF MORATORIUM.—The 
moratorium shall terminate with respect to 
a claim of discrimination by a farmer on the 
earlier of— 

“(A) the date the Secretary resolves the 
claim; or 

‘(B) if the farmer appeals the decision of 
the Secretary on the claim to a court of 
competent jurisdiction, the date that the 
court renders a final decision on the claim. 

‘(4) FAILURE TO PREVAIL.—If a farmer does 
not prevail on a claim of discrimination de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), the farmer shall be 
liable for any interest and offsets that ac- 
crued during the period that loan accelera- 
tion or foreclosure proceedings have been 
suspended under paragraph (1). 
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“SEC. 3905. OIL AND GAS ROYALTY PAYMENTS ON 
LOANS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall per- 
mit a borrower of a loan made or guaranteed 
under this title to make a prospective pay- 
ment on the loan with proceeds from— 

‘“(1) the leasing of oil, gas, or other mineral 
rights to real property used to secure the 
loan; or 

‘“(2) the sale of oil, gas, or other minerals 
removed from real property used to secure 
the loan, if the value of the rights to the oil, 
gas, or other minerals has not been used to 
secure the loan. 

“(b) APPLICABILITY.—Subsection (a) shall 
not apply to a borrower of a loan made or 
guaranteed under this title with respect to 
which a liquidation or foreclosure proceeding 
was pending on December 23, 1985. 

“SEC. 3906. TAXATION. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), all property subject to a lien 
held by the United States or the title to 
which is acquired or held by the Secretary 
under this title (other than property used for 
administrative purposes) shall be subject to 
taxation by State, territory, district, and 
local political subdivisions in the same man- 
ner and to the same extent as other property 
is taxed. 

‘“(b) EXCEPTIONS.—No tax shall be imposed 
or collected as described in subsection (a) if 
the tax (whether as a tax on the instrument 
or in connection with conveying, transfer- 
ring, or recording the instrument) is based 
on— 

“(1) the value of any notes or mortgages or 
other lien instruments held by or transferred 
to the Secretary; 

‘“(2) any notes or lien instruments adminis- 
tered under this title that are made, as- 
signed, or held by a person otherwise liable 
for the tax; or 

“*(3) the value of any property conveyed or 
transferred to the Secretary. 

‘“(c) FAILURE To PAY OR COLLECT TAX.— 
The failure to pay or collect a tax under sub- 
section (a) shall not— 

“(1) be a ground for— 

“(A) refusal to record or file an instru- 
ment; or 

““(B) failure to provide notice; or 

““(2) prevent the enforcement of the instru- 
ment in any Federal or State court. 

“SEC. 3907. CONFLICTS OF INTEREST. 

‘“(a) ACCEPTANCE OF CONSIDERATION PRO- 
HIBITED.—No officer, attorney, or other em- 
ployee of the Department shall, directly or 
indirectly, be the beneficiary of or receive 
any fee, commission, gift, or other consider- 
ation for or in connection with any trans- 
action or business under this title other than 
such salary, fee, or other compensation as 
the officer, attorney, or employee may re- 
ceive as the officer, attorney, or employee. 

‘“(b) ACQUISITION OF INTEREST IN LAND PRO- 
HIBITED.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), no officer or employee of the 
Department who acts on or reviews an appli- 
cation made by any person under this title 
for a loan to purchase land may acquire, di- 
rectly or indirectly, any interest in the land 
for a period of 3 years after the date on 
which the action is taken or the review is 
made. 

‘“(2) FORMER COUNTY COMMITTEE MEM- 
BERS.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply to a 
former member of a county committee on a 
determination by the Secretary, prior to the 
acquisition of the interest, that the former 
member acted in good faith when acting on 
or reviewing the application. 

‘“(c) CERTIFICATIONS ON LOANS TO FAMILY 
MEMBERS PROHIBITED.—No member of a 
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county committee shall knowingly make or 
join in making any certification with respect 
to— 

“(1) a loan to purchase any land in which 
the member, or any person related to the 
member within the second degree of consan- 
guinity or affinity, has or may acquire any 
interest; or 

‘“(2) any applicant related to the member 
within the second degree of consanguinity or 
affinity. 

‘“(d) PENALTIES.—Any person violating this 
section shall, on conviction of the violation, 
be punished by a fine of not more than $2,000 
or imprisonment for not more than 2 years, 
or both. 


“SEC. 3908. LOAN SUMMARY STATEMENTS. 


“(a) DEFINITION OF SUMMARY PERIOD.—In 
this section, the term ‘summary period’ 
means the period beginning on the date of 
issuance of the preceding loan summary 
statement and ending on the date of issuance 
of the current loan summary statement. 


‘“(b) ISSUANCE OF STATEMENTS.—On the re- 
quest of a borrower of a loan made (but not 
guaranteed) under this title, the Secretary 
shall issue to the borrower a loan summary 
statement that reflects the account activity 
during the summary period for each loan 
made under this title to the borrower, in- 
cluding— 

“(1) the outstanding amount of principal 
due on each loan at the beginning of the 
summary period; 

“(2) the interest rate charged on each loan; 

“(3) the amount of payments made on, and 
the application of the payments to, each 
loan during the summary period and an ex- 
planation of the basis for the application of 
the payments; 

“(4) the amount of principal and interest 
due on each loan at the end of the summary 
period; 

‘“(5) the total amount of unpaid principal 
and interest on all loans at the end of the 
summary period; 

“(6) any delinquency in the repayment of 
any loan; 

“(7) a schedule of the amount and date of 
payments due on each loan; and 

‘(8) the procedure the borrower may use to 
obtain more information concerning the sta- 
tus of the loans. 


“SEC. 3909. CERTIFIED LENDERS PROGRAM. 


“(a) CERTIFIED LENDERS PROGRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish a program under which the Secretary 
shall guarantee loans under this title that 
are made by lending institutions certified by 
the Secretary. 

‘(2) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.—The 
Secretary shall certify a lending institution 
that meets such criteria as the Secretary 
may prescribe in regulations, including the 
ability of the institution to properly make, 
service, and liquidate the loans of the insti- 
tution. 

‘*(3) CONDITION OF CERTIFICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—AS a condition of the 
certification, the Secretary shall require the 
institution to undertake to service the loans 
guaranteed by the Secretary under this sec- 
tion, using standards that are not less strin- 
gent than generally accepted banking stand- 
ards concerning loan servicing employed by 
prudent commercial or cooperative lenders. 

“(B) MONITORING.—The Secretary shall, at 
least annually, monitor the performance of 
each certified lender to ensure that the con- 
ditions of the certification are being met. 

‘(4) EFFECT OF CERTIFICATION.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law: 
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‘(A) AMOUNT OF LOAN GUARANTEE.—In the 
case of a loan made or guaranteed under sub- 
title A, the Secretary shall guarantee 80 per- 
cent of a loan made under this section by a 
certified lending institution as described in 
paragraph (1), subject to a determination 
that the borrower of the loan meets the eli- 
gibility requirements and such other criteria 
as may be applicable to loans guaranteed by 
the Secretary under other provisions of this 
title. 

‘“(B) CERTIFICATIONS BY LENDING INSTITU- 
TIONS.—In the case of loans to be guaranteed 
by the Secretary under this section, the Sec- 
retary shall permit certified lending institu- 
tions to make appropriate certifications (as 
provided by regulations issued by the Sec- 
retary)— 

“(i) relating to issues such as creditworthi- 
ness, repayment ability, adequacy of collat- 
eral, and feasibility of farm operation; and 

“(ii) that the borrower is in compliance 
with all requirements of law, including regu- 
lations issued by the Secretary. 

‘(C) APPROVAL PROCESS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ap- 
prove or disapprove a guarantee not later 
than 14 days after the date that the lending 
institution applies to the Secretary for the 
guarantee. 

“(ii) DISAPPROVAL.—If the Secretary dis- 
approves the loan application during the 14- 
day period, the Secretary shall state, in 
writing, all of the reasons the application 
was disapproved. 

‘“(5) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—Nothing in this section affects the 
responsibility of the Secretary to certify eli- 
gibility, review financial information, and 
otherwise assess an application. 

‘(b) PREFERRED CERTIFIED LENDERS PRO- 
GRAM.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish a Preferred Certified Lenders Pro- 
gram for lenders under this title who estab- 
lish— 

“(A) knowledge of, and experience under, 
the program established under subsection 
(a); 

“(B) knowledge of the regulations con- 
cerning the guaranteed loan program; and 

‘(C) proficiency related to the certified 
lender program requirements. 

‘(2) REVOCATION OF DESIGNATION.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the designation of a lender as a Pre- 
ferred Certified Lender shall be revoked at 
any time— 

“(i) that the Secretary determines that the 
lender is not adhering to the rules and regu- 
lations applicable to the program; or 

“(ii) if the loss experiences of a Preferred 
Certified Lender are excessive as compared 
to other Preferred Certified Lenders. 

‘(B) EFFECT.—A suspension or revocation 
under subparagraph (A) shall not affect any 
outstanding guarantee. 

‘(3) CONDITION OF CERTIFICATION.—AS a 
condition of preferred certification, the Sec- 
retary shall require the institution to under- 
take to service the loans guaranteed by the 
Secretary under this subsection using gen- 
erally accepted banking standards con- 
cerning loan servicing employed by prudent 
commercial or cooperative lenders. 

“(4) MONITORING.—The Secretary shall, at 
least annually, monitor the performance of 
each Preferred Certified Lender to ensure 
that the conditions of certification are being 
met. 

‘(5) EFFECT OF PREFERRED LENDER CERTIFI- 
CATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary shall— 
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“(G) guarantee 80 percent of an approved 
loan made by a certified lending institution 
as described in this subsection, subject to a 
determination that the borrower meets the 
eligibility requirements or such other cri- 
teria as may be applicable to loans guaran- 
teed by the Secretary under other provisions 
of this title; 

“Gi) permit certified lending institutions— 

“(I) to make all decisions, with respect to 
loans to be guaranteed by the Secretary 
under this subsection relating to credit wor- 
thiness, the closing, monitoring, collection 
and liquidation of loans; and 

“(II) to accept appropriate certifications, 
as provided by regulations issued by the Sec- 
retary, that the borrower is in compliance 
with all requirements of law or regulations 
promulgated by the Secretary; and 

“Gii) be considered to have guaranteed 80 
percent of a loan made by a preferred cer- 
tified lending institution as described in 
paragraph (1), if the Secretary fails to ap- 
prove or reject the application of such insti- 
tution within 14 calendar days after the date 
that the lending institution presented the 
application to the Secretary. 

‘“(B) REQUIREMENT.—If the Secretary re- 
jects an application under subparagraph 
(A)(@iii) during the 14-day period, the Sec- 
retary shall state, in writing, the reasons the 
application was rejected. 

‘(c) ADMINISTRATION OF CERTIFIED LENDERS 
AND PREFERRED CERTIFIED LENDERS PRO- 
GRAMS.—The Secretary may administer the 
loan guarantee programs under subsections 
(a) and (b) through central offices estab- 
lished in States or in multi-State areas. 


“SEC. 3910. LOANS TO RESIDENT ALIENS. 


“(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the 
provisions of this title limiting the making 
of a loan to a citizen of the United States, 
the Secretary may make a loan under this 
title to an alien lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence under 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101 et seq.). 

““(b) REGULATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—No loan may be made 
under this title to an alien referred to in sub- 
section (a) until the Secretary issues regula- 
tions establishing the terms and conditions 
under which the alien may receive the loan. 

(2) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall 
submit the regulations to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate at least 30 
days prior to the date on which the regula- 
tions are published in the Federal Register. 
“SEC. 3911. EXPEDITED CLEARING OF TITLE TO 

INVENTORY PROPERTY. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may em- 
ploy local attorneys, on a case-by-case basis, 
to process all legal procedures necessary to 
clear the title to foreclosed properties in the 
inventory of the Department. 

‘“(b) COMPENSATION.—Attorneys shall be 
compensated at not more than the usual and 
customary charges of the attorneys for the 
work. 


“SEC. 3912. TRANSFER OF LAND TO SECRETARY. 


“The President may at any time, in the 
discretion of the President, transfer to the 
Secretary any right, interest, or title held by 
the United States in any land acquired in the 
program of national defense and no longer 
needed for that purpose that the President 
finds suitable for the purposes of this title, 
and the Secretary shall dispose of the trans- 
ferred land in the manner and subject to the 
terms and conditions of this title. 
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“SEC. 3913. COMPETITIVE SOURCING LIMITA- 
TIONS. 

“The Secretary may not complete a study 
of, or enter into a contract with a private 
party to carry out, without specific author- 
ization in a subsequent Act of Congress, a 
competitive sourcing activity of the Sec- 
retary, including support personnel of the 
Department, relating to rural development 
or farmer program loans. 

“SEC. 3914. REGULATIONS. 

“The Secretary may issue such regula- 
tions, prescribe such terms and conditions 
for making or guaranteeing loans, security 
instruments, and agreements, except as oth- 
erwise specified in this title, and make such 
delegations of authority as the Secretary 
considers necessary to carry out this title.’’. 
SEC. 6002. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS. 

(a) Section 17(c) of the Rural Electrifica- 
tion Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 917(c)) is amended 
by striking paragraph (1) and inserting the 
following: 

“(1) Subtitle B of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act.”’. 

(b) Section 305(c)(2)(B)(i)) of the Rural 
Electrification Act of 19386 (7 U.S.C. 
935(c)(2)(B)(i)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 307(a)(3)(A) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1927(a)(3)(A))” and inserting “section 
38701(b)(2) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act”. 

(c) Section 306F(a)(1) of the Rural Elec- 
trification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 936f(a)(1)) is 
amended by striking subparagraph (B) and 
inserting the following: 

‘(B) chapter 1 of subtitle B of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act.’’. 

(da) Section 2833(d) of the Food, Agri- 
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 950aaa—2(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (11), by adding “and” at 
the end; 

(2) by striking paragraph (12); and 

(3) by redesignating paragraph (18) as para- 
graph (12). 

(e) Section 601(b) of the Rural Electrifica- 
tion Act of 1986 (7 U.S.C. 950bb(b)) is amended 
by striking paragraph (3). 

(f) Section 602(5) of the Emergency Live- 
stock Feed Assistance Act of 1988 (7 U.S.C. 


1471(5)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
355(e)(1)(D)(ii) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1985(e)(1)(D)(ii))’””, and inserting ‘‘section 


3409(c)(1)(A) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act)”. 

(g) Section 508 of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(7)(A), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 371 of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2008f)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘section 3424 of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act’’; and 

(2) in subsection (n)(2), by striking ‘‘sub- 
title C of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1961 et seq.)’’? and 
inserting ‘‘chapter 3 of subtitle A of the Con- 
solidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act”. 

(h) Section 231(a) of the Agricultural Risk 
Protection Act of 2000 (7 U.S.C. 1632a(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘section 
343(a) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1991(a)) and in- 
serting ‘‘section 3002 of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act”; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘section 
355(e) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2003(e))’? and in- 
serting ‘‘section 3002 of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act”. 
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(i) Section 14204(a) of the Food, Conserva- 
tion, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2008q- 
1(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘an entity de- 
scribed in section 879C(a) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
2008q(a) and inserting ‘‘an entity deter- 
mined by the Secretary”. 

(j) Section 607(c)(6) of the Rural Develop- 
ment Policy Act of 1972 (7 U.S.C. 2204b(c)(6)) 
is amended in the last sentence— 

(1) by striking ‘‘, and” and inserting ‘‘and 
any”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘required under section 
306(a)(12) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act”. 

(k) Section 901(b) of the Agricultural Act 
of 1970 (7 U.S.C. 2204b-1(b)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘rural areas as defined in the pri- 
vate business enterprise exception in section 
306(a)(7) of the Consolidated Farmers Home 
Administration Act of 1961, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 1926)? and inserting ‘“‘rural areas, as 
defined in section 3002 of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act”. 

(1) Section 14220 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2206b) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 348(a)(18)(A) of 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop- 
ment Act)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 3002 of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act)’’. 

(m) Section 2501(c)(2)(D) of the Food, Agri- 
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279(c)(2)(D)) is amended by striking 
“sections 355(a)(1) and 355(c) of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 2003(a)(1))”” and inserting ‘‘paragraphs 
(1) and (8) of section 3416(a) of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act”. 

(n) Section 2501A(b) of the Food, Agri- 
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279-1(b)) is amended by striking 
“section 355(e) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2003(e))’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 3002 of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act”. 

(0) Section 7405(c)(8)(B) of the Farm Secu- 
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 3319f(c)(8)(B)) is amended by striking 
“section 355(e) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2003(e))’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 3002 of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act)”. 

(p) Section 1101(d)(2)(A) of the Food, Con- 
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
8711(d)(2)(A)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
355(e) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2003(e))’? and in- 
serting ‘‘section 3002 of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act)”. 

(q) Section 1302(d)(2)(A) of the Food, Con- 
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
8752(d)(2)(A)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
355(e) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2003(e))” and in- 
serting ‘‘section 3002 of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act)”. 

(r) Section 2375(g) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
66138(¢)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
304(b), 306(a), or 310B(e) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1924(b), 1926(a), and 1932(e))’’ and inserting 
“subtitle B of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act”. 

(s) Section 226B(a)(1) of the Department of 
Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 
U.S.C. 6934(a)(1)) is amended by striking 
“section 343(a) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1991(a))’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 3002 of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act”. 

(t) Section 196(i)(8)(B) of the Federal Agri- 
culture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 
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(7 U.S.C. 7333(i)(3)(B)) is amended by striking 
“subtitle C of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1961 et 
seq.) and inserting ‘‘chapter 3 of subtitle A 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop- 
ment Act”. 

(u) Section 9009(a)(1) of the Farm Security 
and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8109(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
348(a)(13)(A) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1991(a)(18)(A)))”” and inserting ‘‘section 3002 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop- 
ment Act”. 

(v) Section 9011(c)(2)(B)(v) of the Farm Se- 
curity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 8111(c)(2)(B)(v)) is amended by strik- 
ing subclause (I) and inserting the following: 

“(T) beginning farmers (as defined in ac- 
cordance with section 3002 of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act); 
or”. 

(w) Section 7(b)(2)(B) of the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 686(b)(2)(B)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section 321 of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1961)” and inserting ‘‘section 3301 of the Con- 
solidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act”. 

(x) Section 8(b)(5)(B)(iii)(III)(bb) of the Soil 
Conservation and Domestic Allotment Act 
(16 U.S.C. 590h(b)(5)(B)(iii)(III)(bb)) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘section 355(e)(1) of the Con- 
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(7 U.S.C.A. § 2008(e)(1))”’ and inserting ‘‘sec- 
tion 3002 of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act)”. 

(y) Section 10(b)(3) of the Cooperative For- 
estry Assistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 
2106(b)(3)) is amended in the last sentence by 
striking ‘‘set out in the first clause of sec- 
tion 306(a)(7) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act? and inserting 
“given the term in section 3002 of the Con- 
solidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act”. 

(z) Section 1201(a)(2) of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3801(a)(2)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘section 348(a)(8) of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 1991(a)(8))”’ and inserting ‘‘section 3002 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop- 
ment Act”. 

(aa) Section 1238(2) of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838(2)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section 343(a) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1991(a) and inserting ‘‘section 3002 of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act”. 

(bb) Section 5 of Public Law 91-229 (25 
U.S.C. 492) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
307(a)(3)(B) of the Consolidated Farmers 
Home Administration Act of 1961, as amend- 
ed, and to the provisions of subtitle D of that 
Act except sections 340, 341, 342, and 343” and 
inserting ‘‘3105(b)(2) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act”. 

(cc) Section 6(c) of Public Law 91-229 (25 
U.S.C. 493(c)) is amended by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 333B of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1983b)’’ and 
inserting ‘“‘subtitle H of the Department of 
Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 
U.S.C. 6991 et seq.)’’. 

(dd) Section 181(a)(2)(B)(ii) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by striking 
“section 2009aa-l of title 7, United States 
Code” and inserting ‘‘section 3801 of the Con- 
solidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act”. 

(ee) Section 515(b)(8) of the Housing Act of 
1949 (42 U.S.C. 1485(b)(8)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘‘all the provisions of section 309 and the 
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second and third sentences of section 308 of 

the Consolidated Farmers Home Administra- 

tion Act of 1961, including the authority in 
section 309(f)(1) of that Act” and inserting 

“section 3401 of the Consolidated Farm and 

Rural Development Act”. 

(ff) Section 517(b) of the Housing Act of 
1949 (42 U.S.C. 1487(b)) is amended in the 
third sentence by striking ‘‘(7 U.S.C. 1929)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘under section 3401 of the Con- 
solidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act”. 

(gg) Section 3(8) of the Public Works and 
Economic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3122(8)) is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (B) and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(B) the Delta Regional Authority estab- 
lished under chapter 4 of subtitle B of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act;”; and 

(2) by striking subparagraph (D) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(D) the Northern Great Plains Regional 
Authority established under chapter 5 of sub- 
title B of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act.’’. 

(hh) Section 310(a) of the Robert T. Staf- 
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist- 
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5153(a)) is amended by 
striking paragraph (4) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(4) Chapter 1 of subtitle B of the Consoli- 
dated Farm and Rural Development Act.’’. 

(ii) Section 582(d)(1) of the National Flood 
Insurance Reform Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 
5154a(d)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
321(a) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1961(a) and in- 
serting ‘‘section 3301(b) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act”. 

(jj) Section 213(c)(1) of the Biomass Energy 
and Alcohol Fuels Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
8813(c)(1)) is amended in the first sentence by 
striking ‘‘section 309 of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act or the 
Rural Development Insurance Fund in sec- 
tion 309A of such Act” and inserting ‘under 
section 3401 of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act or the Rural Devel- 
opment Insurance Fund under section 3704 of 
that Act”. 

(kk) Section 1323(b)(2) of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (Public Law 99-198; 7 U.S.C. 1932 
note) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
at the end and inserting a period; and 

(3) by striking subparagraph (C). 

Subtitle B—Rural Electrification 

SEC. 6101. DEFINITION OF RURAL AREA. 

Section 13(8) of the Rural Electrification 
Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 913(A)) is amended by 
striking subparagraph (A) and inserting the 
following: 

“(A) any area described in section 
3002(28)(A)(i) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act; and’’. 

SEC. 6102. GUARANTEES FOR BONDS AND NOTES 
ISSUED FOR ELECTRIFICATION OR 
TELEPHONE PURPOSES. 

Section 318A(f) of the Rural Electrification 
Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 940c-1(f)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012”’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 6103. EXPANSION OF 911 ACCESS. 

Section 315(d) of the Rural Electrification 
Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 940e(d)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012”’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 


SEC. 6104. ACCESS TO BROADBAND TELE- 
COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES IN 
RURAL AREAS. 


Section 601 of the Rural Electrification Act 
of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 950bb) is amended— 
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(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘loans 
and” and inserting ‘‘grants, loans, and’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking paragraph 
(3) and inserting the following: 

(3) RURAL AREA.—The term ‘rural area’ 
means any area described in section 3002 of 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop- 
ment Act.’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“LOANS AND” and inserting ‘‘GRANTS, LOANS, 
AND”; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘make 
grants and” after ‘‘Secretary shall’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘*(2) PRIORITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In making grants, loans, 
or loan guarantees under paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall— 

“(i) establish not less than 2, and not more 
than 4, evaluation periods for each fiscal 
year to compare grant, loan, and loan guar- 
antee applications and to prioritize grants, 
loans, and loan guarantees to all or part of 
rural communities that do not have residen- 
tial broadband service that meets the min- 
imum acceptable level of broadband service 
established under subsection (e); 

“(ii) give the highest priority to applicants 
that offer to provide broadband service to 
the greatest proportion of unserved rural 
households or rural households that do not 
have residential broadband service that 
meets the minimum acceptable level of 
broadband service established under sub- 
section (e), as— 

“(I) certified by the affected community, 
city, county, or designee; or 

“(ID demonstrated on— 

“(aa) the broadband map of the affected 
State if the map contains address-level data; 
or 

‘“(bb) the National Broadband Map if ad- 
dress-level data is unavailable; and 

“(iii) provide equal consideration to all 
qualified applicants, including those that 
have not previously received grants, loans, 
or loan guarantees under paragraph (1). 

‘(B) OTHER.—After giving priority to the 
applicants described in subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall then give priority to projects 
that serve rural communities— 

“(i) with a population of less than 20,000 
permanent residents; 

‘“(ii) experiencing outmigration; 

“(iii) with a high percentage of low-income 
residents; and 

“(iv) that are isolated from other signifi- 
cant population centers.’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) GRANT AMOUNTS.— 

“(A) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a 
grant under this section, the project that is 
the subject of the grant shall be carried out 
in a rural area. 

‘“(B) MAXIMUM.—Except as provided in sub- 
paragraph (D), the amount of any grant 
made under this section shall not exceed 50 
percent of the development costs of the 
project for which the grant is provided. 

“(C) GRANT RATE.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish the grant rate for each project in ac- 
cordance with regulations issued by the Sec- 
retary that shall provide for a graduated 
scale of grant rates that establish higher 
rates for projects in communities that 
have— 

“(i) remote locations; 

“(ii) low community populations; 

“(iii) low income levels; 

‘“(iv) developed the applications of the 
communities with the participation of com- 
binations of stakeholders, including— 
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“(D) State, local, and tribal governments; 

‘(IID) nonprofit institutions; 

“(TIT) institutions of higher education; 

“(IV) private entities; and 

“(V) philanthropic organizations; and 

“(v) targeted funding to provide the min- 
imum acceptable level of broadband service 
established under subsection (e) in all or part 
of an unserved community that is below that 
minimum acceptable level of broadband serv- 
ice. 

“(D) SECRETARIAL AUTHORITY TO ADJUST.— 
The Secretary may make grants of up to 75 
percent of the development costs of the 
project for which the grant is provided to an 
eligible entity if the Secretary determines 
that the project serves a remote or low in- 
come area that does not have access to 
broadband service from any provider of 
broadband service (including the appli- 
cant).”’; 

(4) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A)— 

(i) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 


striking ‘‘loan or” and inserting “grant, 
loan, or’’; 

(ii) by striking clause (i) and inserting the 
following: 


“(i) demonstrate the ability to furnish, im- 
prove in order to meet the minimum accept- 
able level of broadband service established 
under subsection (e), or extend broadband 
service to all or part of an unserved rural 
area or an area below the minimum accept- 
able level of broadband service established 
under subsection (e);’’; 

(iii) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘a loan ap- 
plication” and inserting “an application”; 
and 

(iv) in clause (iii)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘the loan application” and 
inserting ‘‘the application”; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘proceeds from the loan 
made or guaranteed under this section are’’ 
and inserting ‘‘assistance under this section 
is’: 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A)— 

(I) in the matter preceding clause (i)— 

(aa) by striking ‘‘the proceeds of a loan 
made or guaranteed” and inserting ‘‘assist- 
ance”; and 

(bb) by striking ‘‘for the loan or loan guar- 
antee” and inserting ‘‘of the eligible entity”; 

(II) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘is offered 
broadband service by not more than 1 incum- 
bent service provider” and inserting ‘‘are 
unserved or have service levels below the 
minimum acceptable level of broadband serv- 
ice established under subsection (e)’’; and 

(III) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘3’’ and in- 
serting “2”; 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(B) ADJUSTMENTS.— 

“(i) INCREASE.—The Secretary may in- 
crease the household percentage requirement 
under subparagraph (A)(i) if— 

“(IT) more than 25 percent of the costs of 
the project are funded by grants made under 
this section; or 

“(II) the proposed service territory in- 
cludes 1 or more communities with a popu- 
lation in excess of 20,000. 

“Gi) REDUCTION.—The Secretary may re- 
duce the household percentage requirement 
under subparagraph (A)(i)— 

“(I) to not less than 15 percent, if the pro- 
posed service territory does not have a popu- 
lation in excess of 5,000 people; or 

‘(ID) to not less than 18 percent, if the pro- 
posed service territory does not have a popu- 
lation in excess of 7,500 people.’’; and 

(iii) in subparagraph (C)— 
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(I) in the subparagraph heading, by strik- 
ing ‘‘3’’ and inserting ‘‘2’’; and 

(II) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘the min- 
imum acceptable level of broadband service 
established under subsection (e) in” after 
“service to”; 

(C) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘loan 
or” and inserting “grant, loan, or’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(ii) INFORMATION.—Information sub- 
mitted under this subparagraph shall be— 

“(I) certified by the affected community, 
city, county, or designee; and 

“(ID demonstrated on— 

“(aa) the broadband map of the affected 
State if the map contains address-level data; 
or 

‘“(pb) the National Broadband Map if ad- 
dress-level data is unavailable.’’; 

(D) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Subject to paragraph (1),” 
and inserting the following: 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (1) 
and subparagraph (B),”’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘loan or’’ and inserting 
“grant, loan, or”; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

““(B) PILOT PROGRAMS.—The Secretary may 
carry out pilot programs in conjunction with 
interested entities described in subparagraph 
(A) (which may be in partnership with other 
entities, as determined appropriate by the 
Secretary) to address areas that are 
unserved or have service levels below the 
minimum acceptable level of broadband serv- 
ice established under subsection (e).’’; 

(E) in paragraph (5)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking “loan or”? and inserting 
“orant, loan, or’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by inserting ‘‘, and 
proportion relative to the service territory,” 
after ‘‘estimated number’’; 

(F) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘loan or” 
and inserting ‘‘grant, loan, or”; 

(G) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘a loan 
application” and inserting ‘‘an application’’; 
and 

(H) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(8) TRANSPARENCY AND REPORTING.—The 
Secretary— 

“(A) shall require any entity receiving as- 
sistance under this section to submit quar- 
terly, in a format specified by the Secretary, 
a report that describes— 

“(i) the use by the entity of the assistance, 
including new equipment and capacity en- 
hancements that support high-speed 
broadband access for educational institu- 
tions, health care providers, and public safe- 
ty service providers (including the estimated 
number of end users who are currently using 
or forecasted to use the new or upgraded in- 
frastructure); and 

“(ii) the progress towards fulfilling the ob- 
jectives for which the assistance was grant- 
ed, including— 

“(I) the number and location of residences 
and businesses that will receive new 
broadband service, existing network service 
improvements, and facility upgrades result- 
ing from the Federal assistance; 

““(IT) the speed of broadband service; 

‘(III) the price of broadband service; 

“(IV) any changes in broadband service 
adoption rates, including new subscribers 
generated from demand-side projects; and 

“(V) any other metrics the Secretary de- 
termines to be appropriate; 

“(B) shall maintain a fully searchable 
database, accessible on the Internet at no 
cost to the public, that contains, at a min- 
imum— 
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“(i) a list of each entity that has applied 
for assistance under this section; 

“(ii) a description of each application, in- 
cluding the status of each application; 

“(iii) for each entity receiving assistance 
under this section— 

“(I) the name of the entity; 

‘(II) the type of assistance being received; 

“(III) the purpose for which the entity is 
receiving the assistance; and 

‘“(IV) each quarterly report submitted 
under subparagraph (A); and 

“(iv) such other information as is suffi- 
cient to allow the public to understand and 
monitor assistance provided under this sec- 
tion; 

“(C) shall, in addition to other authority 
under applicable law, establish written pro- 
cedures for all broadband programs adminis- 
tered by the Secretary that, to the max- 
imum extent practicable— 

“(i) recover funds from loan defaults; 

“(ii)(1) deobligate awards to grantees that 
demonstrate an insufficient level of perform- 
ance (including failure to meet build-out re- 
quirements, service quality issues, or other 
metrics determined by the Secretary) or 
wasteful or fraudulent spending; and 

“(IT) award those funds, on a competitive 
basis, to new or existing applicants con- 
sistent with this section; and 

“(iii) consolidate and minimize overlap 
among the programs; 

‘(D) with respect to an application for as- 
sistance under this section, shall— 

“(i) promptly post on the website of the 
Rural Utility Service— 

“(I) an announcement that identifies— 

“(aa) each applicant; 

‘“(bb) the amount and type of support re- 
quested by each applicant; and 

“(IT) a list of the census block groups or 
proposed service territory, in a manner spec- 
ified by the Secretary, that the applicant 
proposes to service; 

“(ii) provide not less than 15 days for 
broadband service providers to voluntarily 
submit information about the broadband 
services that the providers offer in the 
groups or tracts listed under clause (i)(II) so 
that the Secretary may assess whether the 
applications submitted meet the eligibility 
requirements under this section; and 

“(iii) if no broadband service provider sub- 
mits information under clause (ii), consider 
the number of providers in the group or tract 
to be established by reference to— 

“(I) the most current National Broadband 
Map of the National Telecommunications 
and Information Administration; or 

“(ID any other data regarding the avail- 
ability of broadband service that the Sec- 
retary may collect or obtain through reason- 
able efforts; and 

“(E) may establish additional reporting 
and information requirements for any recipi- 
ent of any assistance under this section so as 
to ensure compliance with this section.”’; 

(5) in subsection (e)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(B) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
for purposes of this section, the minimum 
acceptable level of broadband service for a 
rural area shall be at least— 

“(A) a 4Mbps downstream transmission 
capacity; and 

‘(B) a 1-Mbps upstream transmission ca- 
pacity. 

‘*(2) ADJUSTMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—At least once every 2 
years, the Secretary shall review, and may 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


adjust, the minimum acceptable level of 
broadband service established under para- 
graph (1) to ensure that high quality, cost-ef- 
fective broadband service is provided to rural 
areas over time. 

‘“(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—In making an ad- 
justment to the minimum acceptable level of 
broadband service under subparagraph (A), 
the Secretary may consider establishing dif- 
ferent transmission rates for fixed broadband 
service and mobile broadband service.’’; 

(6) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘make a 
loan or loan guarantee” and inserting ‘‘pro- 
vide assistance”; 

(7) in subsection (g), by striking paragraph 
(2) and inserting the following: 

(2) TERMS.—In determining the term and 
conditions of a loan or loan guarantee, the 
Secretary may— 

“(A) consider whether the recipient would 
be serving an area that is unserved; and 

‘“(B) if the Secretary makes a determina- 
tion in the affirmative under subparagraph 
(A), establish a limited initial deferral period 
or comparable terms necessary to achieve 
the financial feasibility and long-term sus- 
tainability of the project.’’; 

(8) in subsection (j)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘loan and loan guarantee’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by inserting ‘“‘grants and” after ‘‘num- 
ber of”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘“, including any loan 
terms or conditions for which the Secretary 
provided additional assistance to unserved 
areas” before the semicolon at the end; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘loan’’; 
and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘loans 
and” and inserting ‘‘grants, loans, and’’; 

(D) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘loan’’; 

(E) in paragraph (5), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(F) in paragraph (6), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(G) by adding at the end the following: 

““(7) the overall progress towards fulfilling 
the goal of improving the quality of rural 
life by expanding rural broadband access, as 
demonstrated by metrics, including— 

“(A) the number of residences and busi- 
nesses receiving new broadband services; 

“(B) network improvements, including fa- 
cility upgrades and equipment purchases; 

“(C) average broadband speeds and prices 
on a local and statewide basis; 

“(D) any changes in broadband adoption 
rates; and 

“(E) any specific activities that increased 
high speed broadband access for educational 
institutions, health care providers. and pub- 
lic safety service providers.’’; and 

(9) by redesignating subsections (k) and (1) 
as subsections (1) and (m), respectively; 

(10) by inserting after subsection (j) the 
following: 

“(k) BROADBAND BUILDOUT DATA.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of receiv- 
ing a grant, loan, or loan guarantee under 
this section, a recipient of assistance shall 
provide to the Secretary address-level 
broadband buildout data that indicates the 
location of new broadband service that is 
being provided or upgraded within the serv- 
ice territory supported by the grant, loan, or 
loan guarantee— 

“(A) for purposes of inclusion in the semi- 
annual updates to the National Broadband 
Map that is managed by the National Tele- 
communications and Information Adminis- 
tration (referred to in this subsection as the 
‘Administration’); and 
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‘“(B) not later than 30 days after the earlier 
of— 

“(i) the date of completion of any project 
milestone established by the Secretary; or 

“(ii) the date of completion of the project. 

‘(2) ADDRESS-LEVEL DATA.—Effective be- 
ginning on the date the Administration re- 
ceives data described in paragraph (1), the 
Administration shall use only address-level 
broadband buildout data for the National 
Broadband Map. 

**(3) CORRECTIONS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Administration any correction to 
the National Broadband Map that is based on 
the actual level of broadband coverage with- 
in the rural area, including any requests for 
a correction from an elected or economic de- 
velopment official. 

‘(B) INCORPORATION.—Not later than 30 
days after the date on which the Administra- 
tion receives a correction submitted under 
subparagraph (A), the Administration shall 
incorporate the correction into the National 
Broadband Map. 

“(C) USE.—If the Secretary has submitted 
a correction to the Administration under 
subparagraph (A), but the National 
Broadband Map has not been updated to re- 
flect the correct by the date on which the 
Secretary is making a grant or loan award 
decision under this section, the Secretary 
may use the correction submitted under that 
subparagraph for purposes of make the grant 
or loan award decision.’’; 

(11) subsection (1) (as redesignated by para- 
graph (9))— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘$25,000,000’’ and inserting 
“*$50,000,000’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘2012”’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A)— 

(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

““(iii) set aside at least 1 percent to be used 
for— 

“(I) conducting oversight under this sec- 
tion; and 

“(II) implementing accountability meas- 
ures and related activities authorized under 
this section.’’; and 

(12) in subsection (m) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (9))— 

(A) by striking ‘‘loan or” 
“grant, loan, or”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

Subtitle C—Miscellaneous 
SEC. 6201. DISTANCE LEARNING AND TELEMEDI- 
CINE. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 2335A of the Food, Agriculture, Con- 
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
950aaa-5) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1(b) 
of Public Law 102-551 (7 U.S.C. 950aaa note) is 
amended by striking ‘2012’? and inserting 
“2018”. 

SEC. 6202. RURAL ENERGY SAVINGS PROGRAM. 

Subtitle E of title VI of the Farm Security 
and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (Public 
Law 107-171; 116 Stat. 424) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“SEC. 6407. RURAL ENERGY SAVINGS PROGRAM. 

‘“(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to create jobs, promote rural development, 
and help rural families and small businesses 
achieve cost savings by providing loans to 
qualified consumers to implement durable 
cost-effective energy efficiency measures. 


and inserting 
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“(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means— 

“(A) any public power district, public util- 
ity district, or similar entity, or any electric 
cooperative described in section 501(c)(12) or 
1381(a)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, that borrowed and repaid, prepaid, or is 
paying an electric loan made or guaranteed 
by the Rural Utilities Service (or any prede- 
cessor agency); 

‘(B) any entity primarily owned or con- 
trolled by 1 or more entities described in 
subparagraph (A); or 

“(C) any other entity that is an eligible 
borrower of the Rural Utility Service, as de- 
termined under section 1710.101 of title 7, 
Code of Federal Regulations (or a successor 
regulation). 

‘(2) ENERGY EFFICIENCY MEASURES.—The 
term ‘energy efficiency measures’ means, for 
or at property served by an eligible entity, 
structural improvements and investments in 
cost-effective, commercial technologies to 
increase energy efficiency. 

‘(3) QUALIFIED CONSUMER.—The term 
‘qualified consumer’ means a consumer 
served by an eligible entity that has the abil- 
ity to repay a loan made under subsection 
(d), as determined by the eligible entity. 

“(4) SGECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Administrator of the Rural Util- 
ities Service. 


“(c) LOANS TO ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the Secretary shall make loans to eligible 
entities that agree to use the loan funds to 
make loans to qualified consumers for the 
purpose of implementing energy efficiency 
measures. 

‘*(2) REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of receiv- 
ing a loan under this subsection, an eligible 
entity shall— 

“(i) establish a list of energy efficiency 
measures that is expected to decrease energy 
use or costs of qualified consumers; 

“(ii) prepare an implementation plan for 
use of the loan funds, including use of any 
interest to be received pursuant to sub- 
section (d)(1)(A); 

“(iii) provide for appropriate measurement 
and verification to ensure— 

“(I) the effectiveness of the energy effi- 
ciency loans made by the eligible entity; and 

“(ID that there is no conflict of interest in 
carrying out this section; and 

“(iv) demonstrate expertise in effective use 
of energy efficiency measures at an appro- 
priate scale. 

‘“(B) REVISION OF LIST OF ENERGY EFFI- 
CIENCY MEASURES.—Subject to the approval 
of the Secretary, an eligible entity may up- 
date the list required under subparagraph 
(A)G) to account for newly available effi- 
ciency technologies. 

“(C) EXISTING ENERGY EFFICIENCY PRO- 
GRAMS.—An eligible entity that, at any time 
before the date that is 60 days after the date 
of enactment of this section, has established 
an energy efficiency program for qualified 
consumers may use an existing list of energy 
efficiency measures, implementation plan, or 
measurement and verification system of that 
program to satisfy the requirements of sub- 
paragraph (A) if the Secretary determines 
the list, plan, or systems are consistent with 
the purposes of this section. 

‘(3) NO INTEREST.—A loan under this sub- 
section shall bear no interest. 

‘(4) REPAYMENT.—With respect to a loan 
under paragraph (1)— 
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“(A) the term shall not exceed 20 years 
from the date on which the loan is closed; 
and 

‘“(B) except as provided in paragraph (6), 
the repayment of each advance shall be am- 
ortized for a period not to exceed 10 years. 

‘“(5) AMOUNT OF ADVANCES.—Any advance of 
loan funds to an eligible entity in any single 
year shall not exceed 50 percent of the ap- 
proved loan amount. 

“(6) SPECIAL ADVANCE FOR START-UP ACTIVI- 
TIES.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—In order to assist an eli- 
gible entity in defraying the appropriate 
start-up costs (as determined by the Sec- 
retary) of establishing new programs or 
modifying existing programs to carry out 
subsection (d), the Secretary shall allow an 
eligible entity to request a special advance. 

“(B) AMOUNT.—No eligible entity may re- 
ceive a special advance under this paragraph 
for an amount that is greater than 4 percent 
of the loan amount received by the eligible 
entity under paragraph (1). 

“(C) REPAYMENT.—Repayment of the spe- 
cial advance— 

“() shall be required during the 10-year pe- 
riod beginning on the date on which the spe- 
cial advance is made; and 

“(ii) at the election of the eligible entity, 
may be deferred to the end of the 10-year pe- 
riod. 

“(7) LIMITATION.—All special advances 
shall be made under a loan described in para- 
graph (1) during the first 10 years of the term 
of the loan. 

“(d) LOANS TO QUALIFIED CONSUMERS.— 

“(1) TERMS OF LOANS.—Loans made by an 
eligible entity to qualified consumers using 
loan funds provided by the Secretary under 
subsection (c)— 

“(A) may bear interest, not to exceed 3 per- 
cent, to be used for purposes that include— 

“(i) to establish a loan loss reserve; and 

“(i) to offset personnel and program costs 
of eligible entities to provide the loans; 

‘“(B) shall finance energy efficiency meas- 
ures for the purpose of decreasing energy 
usage or costs of the qualified consumer by 
an amount that ensures, to the maximum ex- 
tent practicable, that a loan term of not 
more than 10 years will not pose an undue fi- 
nancial burden on the qualified consumer, as 
determined by the eligible entity; 

““(C) shall not be used to fund purchases of, 
or modifications to, personal property unless 
the personal property is or becomes attached 
to real property (including a manufactured 
home) as a fixture; 

‘“(D) shall be repaid through charges added 
to the electric bill for the property for, or at 
which, energy efficiency measures are or will 
be implemented, on the condition that this 
requirement does not prohibit— 

“(i) the voluntary prepayment of a loan by 
the owner of the property; or 

“Gi) the use of any additional repayment 
mechanisms that are— 

““(IT) demonstrated to have appropriate risk 
mitigation features, as determined by the el- 
igible entity; or 

“(II) required if the qualified consumer is 
no longer a customer of the eligible entity; 
and 

‘“(E) shall require an energy audit by an el- 
igible entity to determine the impact of pro- 
posed energy efficiency measures on the en- 
ergy costs and consumption of the qualified 
consumer. 

“(2) CONTRACTORS.—In addition to any 
other qualified general contractor, eligible 
entities may serve as general contractors. 

“(e) CONTRACT FOR MEASUREMENT AND 
VERIFICATION, TRAINING, AND TECHNICAL AS- 
SISTANCE.— 
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“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Secretary— 

“(A) shall establish a plan for measure- 
ment and verification, training, and tech- 
nical assistance of the program; and 

“(B) may enter into 1 or more contracts 
with a qualified entity for the purposes of— 

E providing measurement and 
verification activities; and 

“(ii) developing a program to provide tech- 
nical assistance and training to the employ- 
ees of eligible entities to carry out this sec- 
tion. 

‘(2) USE OF SUBCONTRACTORS AUTHORIZED.— 
A qualified entity that enters into a contract 
under paragraph (1) may use subcontractors 
to assist the qualified entity in carrying out 
the contract. 

“(f) FAST 
PROJECTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall offer 
to enter into agreements with eligible enti- 
ties (or groups of eligible entities) that have 
energy efficiency programs described in sub- 
section (c)(2)(C) to establish an energy effi- 
ciency loan demonstration projects con- 
sistent with the purposes of this section. 

“(2) EVALUATION CRITERIA.—In determining 
which eligible entities to award loans under 
this section, the Secretary shall take into 
consideration eligible entities that— 

“(A) implement approaches to energy au- 
dits and investments in energy efficiency 
measures that yield measurable and predict- 
able savings; 

“(B) use measurement and verification 
processes to determine the effectiveness of 
energy efficiency loans made by eligible en- 
tities; 

‘(C) include training for employees of eli- 
gible entities, including any contractors of 
such entities, to implement or oversee the 
activities described in subparagraphs (A) and 
(B); 

‘(D) provide for the participation of a ma- 
jority of eligible entities in a State; 

“(E) reduce the need for generating capac- 
ity; 

‘“(F) provide efficiency loans to— 

“(i) in the case of a single eligible entity, 
not fewer than 20,000 consumers; or 

“(ii) in the case of a group of eligible enti- 
ties, not fewer than 80,000 consumers; and 

“(G) serve areas in which, as determined 
by the Secretary, a large percentage of con- 
sumers reside— 

“(i) in manufactured homes; or 

“(ii) in housing units that are more than 50 
years old. 

‘(3) DEADLINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION.—To 
the maximum extent practicable, the Sec- 
retary shall enter into agreements described 
in paragraph (1) by not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this section. 

‘(4) EFFECT ON AVAILABILITY OF LOANS NA- 
TIONALLY.—Nothing in this subsection shall 
delay the availability of loans to eligible en- 
tities on a national basis beginning not later 
than 180 days after the date of enactment of 
this section. 

‘(5) ADDITIONAL DEMONSTRATION PROJECT 
AUTHORITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con- 
duct demonstration projects in addition to 
the project required by paragraph (1). 

‘(B) INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN CRI- 
TERIA.—The additional demonstration 
projects may be carried out without regard 
to subparagraphs (D), (F), or (G) of para- 
graph (2). 

‘(¢) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY.—The author- 
ity provided in this section is in addition to 
any other authority of the Secretary to offer 
loans under any other law. 


START DEMONSTRATION 
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‘(h) EFFECTIVE PERIOD.—Subject to the 
availability of funds and except as otherwise 
provided in this section, the loans and other 
expenditures required to be made under this 
section shall be available until expended, 
with the Secretary authorized to make new 
loans as loans are repaid. 

“(i) REGULATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this subsection, not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this sec- 
tion, the Secretary shall promulgate such 
regulations as are necessary to implement 
this section. 

‘(2) PROCEDURE.—The promulgation of the 
regulations and administration of this sec- 
tion shall be made without regard to— 

“(A) the Statement of Policy of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture effective July 24, 1971 
(36 Fed. Reg. 18804), relating to notices of 
proposed rulemaking and public participa- 
tion in rulemaking; and 

‘(B) chapter 35 of title 44, United States 
Code (commonly known as the ‘Paperwork 
Reduction Act’). 

‘(3) CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF AGENCY 
RULEMAKING.—In carrying out this section, 
the Secretary shall use the authority pro- 
vided under section 808 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

(4) INTERIM REGULATIONS.—Notwith- 
standing paragraphs (1) and (2), to the extent 
regulations are necessary to carry out any 
provision of this section, the Secretary shall 
implement such regulations through the pro- 
mulgation of an interim rule.’’. 

SEC. 6203. FUNDING OF PENDING RURAL DEVEL- 
OPMENT LOAN AND GRANT APPLI- 
CATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use 
funds made available under subsection (b) to 
provide funds for applications that are pend- 
ing on the date of enactment of this Act in 
accordance with the terms and conditions of 
section 6029 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-246; 122 
Stat. 1955). 

(b) FUNDING.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, beginning in fiscal year 
2014, of the funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, the Secretary shall use to carry 
out this section $50,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended. 

SEC. 6204. STUDY OF RURAL TRANSPORTATION 
ISSUES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary and the 
Secretary of Transportation shall jointly 
conduct a study of transportation issues re- 
garding the movement of agricultural prod- 
ucts, domestically produced renewable fuels, 
and domestically produced resources for the 
production of electricity for rural areas of 
the United States, and economic develop- 
ment in those areas. 

(b) INCLUSIONS.—The study shall include an 
examination of— 

(1) the importance of freight transpor- 
tation, including rail, truck, and barge, to— 

(A) the delivery of equipment, seed, fer- 
tilizer, and other products important to the 
development of agricultural commodities 
and products; 

(B) the movement of agricultural commod- 
ities and products to market; 

(C) the delivery of ethanol and other re- 
newable fuels; 

(D) the delivery of domestically produced 
resources for use in the generation of elec- 
tricity for rural areas; 

(E) the location of grain elevators, ethanol 
plants, and other facilities; 

(F) the development of manufacturing fa- 
cilities in rural areas; and 

(G) the vitality and economic development 
of rural communities; 
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(2) the sufficiency in rural areas of trans- 
portation capacity, the sufficiency of com- 
petition in the transportation system, the 
reliability of transportation services, and 
the reasonableness of transportation rates; 

(8) the sufficiency of facility investment in 
rural areas necessary for efficient and cost- 
effective transportation; and 

(4) the accessibility to shippers in rural 
areas of Federal processes for the resolution 
of grievances arising within various trans- 
portation modes. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary and the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation shall submit a report to Congress that 
contains the results of the study required 
under subsection (a). 

(d) PERIODIC UPDATES.—The Secretary and 
the Secretary of Transportation shall pub- 
lish triennially an updated version of the 
study described in subsection (a). 

SEC. 6205. AGRICULTURAL TRANSPORTATION 
POLICY. 

Section 203 of the Agricultural Marketing 
Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1622) is amended by 
striking subsection (j) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(j) POLICY DEVELOPMENT PROCEEDINGS.— 
The Secretary shall participate on behalf of 
the interests of agriculture and rural Amer- 
ica in all policy development proceedings or 
other proceedings of the Surface Transpor- 
tation Board that may establish freight rail 
transportation policy affecting agriculture 
and rural America.’’. 


TITLE VII—RESEARCH, EXTENSION, AND 
RELATED MATTERS 


Subtitle A—National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 
SEC. 7101. NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH, 
EXTENSION, EDUCATION, AND ECO- 

NOMICS ADVISORY BOARD. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1408(h) of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3123(h)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012”’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) DUTIES OF NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL RE- 
SEARCH, EXTENSION, EDUCATION, AND ECONOM- 
IcS ADVISORY BOARD.—Section 1408(c) of the 
National Agricultural Research, Extension, 
and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 
3123(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (8), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (4)(C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(5) consult with industry groups on agri- 
cultural research, extension, education, and 
economics, and make recommendations to 
the Secretary based on that consultation.’’. 
SEC. 7102. SPECIALTY CROP COMMITTEE. 

Section 1408A of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3123a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Individuals”’ and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) ELIGIBILITY.—Individuals’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘Members”’ and inserting 
the following: 

“(2) SERVICE.—Members’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) DIVERSITY.—Membership of the spe- 
cialty crops committee shall reflect diver- 
sity in the specialty crops represented.”’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(6) Analysis of alignment of specialty 
crop committee recommendations with spe- 
cialty crop research initiative grants award- 
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ed under section 412(d) of the Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7632).’’; 

(3) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 
as subsections (e) and (f), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(d) CONSULTATION WITH SPECIALTY CROP 
INDUSTRY.—In studying the scope and effec- 
tiveness of programs under subsection (a), 
the specialty crops committee shall consult 
on an ongoing basis with diverse sectors of 
the specialty crop industry.’’; and 

(5) in subsection (f) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (8)), by striking ‘‘subsection (d)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘subsection (e)’’. 

SEC. 7103. VETERINARY SERVICES GRANT PRO- 
GRAM. 


The National Agricultural Research, Ex- 
tension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 is 
amended by inserting after section 1415A (7 
U.S.C. 3151a) the following: 

“SEC. 1415B. VETERINARY SERVICES GRANT PRO- 
GRAM. 


“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) QUALIFIED ENTITY.—The term ‘quali- 
fied entity’ means— 

‘(A) a for-profit or nonprofit entity lo- 
cated in the United States that operates a 
veterinary clinic providing veterinary serv- 
ices— 

“(i) in a rural area, as defined in section 
343(a) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1991(a)); and 

“(ii) in response to a veterinarian shortage 
situation; 

“(B) a State, national, allied, or regional 
veterinary organization or specialty board 
recognized by the American Veterinary Med- 
ical Association; 

“(C) a college or school of veterinary medi- 
cine accredited by the American Veterinary 
Medical Association; 

“(D) a university research foundation or 
veterinary medical foundation; 

“(E) a department of veterinary science or 
department of comparative medicine accred- 
ited by the Department of Education; 

‘(F) a State agricultural experiment sta- 
tion; and 

“(G) a State, local, or tribal government 
agency. 

‘((2) VETERINARIAN SHORTAGE SITUATION.— 
The term ‘veterinarian shortage situation’ 
means a veterinarian shortage situation de- 
termined by the Secretary under section 
1415A(b). 

“(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.— 

‘(1) COMPETITIVE GRANTS.—The Secretary 
shall carry out a program to make competi- 
tive grants to qualified entities that carry 
out programs or activities described in para- 
graph (2) for the purpose of developing, im- 
plementing, and sustaining veterinary serv- 
ices. 

‘(2) ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS.—To be eli- 
gible to receive a grant described in para- 
graph (1), a qualified entity shall carry out 
programs or activities that the Secretary de- 
termines will— 

“(A) substantially 
shortage situations; 

‘(B) support or facilitate private veteri- 
nary practices engaged in public health ac- 
tivities; or 

“(C) support or facilitate the practices of 
veterinarians who are participating in or 
have successfully completed a service re- 
quirement under section 1415A(a)(2). 

‘(c) AWARD PROCESSES AND 
ERENCES.— 

“(1) APPLICATION, EVALUATION, AND INPUT 
PROCESSES.—In administering the grant pro- 
gram under this section, the Secretary 
shall— 
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“(A) use an appropriate application and 
evaluation process, as determined by the 
Secretary; and 

‘“(B) seek the input of interested persons. 

(2) GRANT PREFERENCES.—In selecting re- 
cipients of grants to be used for any of the 
purposes described in paragraphs (2) through 
(6) of subsection (d), the Secretary shall give 
a preference to qualified entities that pro- 
vide documentation of coordination with 
other qualified entities, with respect to any 
such purpose. 

‘(3) ADDITIONAL PREFERENCES.—In award- 
ing grants under this section, the Secretary 
may develop additional preferences by tak- 
ing into account the amount of funds avail- 
able for grants and the purposes for which 
the grant funds will be used. 

‘(4) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER PROVISIONS.— 
Sections 1418B, 1462(a), 1469(a)(3), 1469(c), and 
1470 apply to the administration of the grant 
program under this section. 

‘“(d) USE OF GRANTS TO RELIEVE VETERI- 
NARIAN SHORTAGE SITUATIONS AND SUPPORT 
VETERINARY SERVICES.—A qualified entity 
may use funds provided by grants under this 
section to relieve veterinarian shortage situ- 
ations and support veterinary services for 
the following purposes: 

“(1) To assist veterinarians with estab- 
lishing or expanding practices for the pur- 
pose of— 

“(A) equipping veterinary offices; 

“(B) sharing in the reasonable overhead 
costs of the practices, as determined by the 
Secretary; or 

“(C) establishing mobile veterinary facili- 
ties in which a portion of the facilities will 
address education or extension needs. 

‘(2) To promote recruitment (including for 
programs in secondary schools), placement, 
and retention of veterinarians, veterinary 
technicians, students of veterinary medicine, 
and students of veterinary technology. 

“(3) To allow veterinary students, veteri- 
nary interns, externs, fellows, and residents, 
and veterinary technician students to cover 
expenses (other than the types of expenses 
described in 1415A(c)(5)) to attend training 
programs in food safety or food animal medi- 
cine. 

‘“(4) To establish or expand accredited vet- 
erinary education programs (including fac- 
ulty recruitment and retention), veterinary 
residency and fellowship programs, or veteri- 
nary internship and externship programs 
carried out in coordination with accredited 
colleges of veterinary medicine. 

“(5) To assess veterinarian shortage situa- 
tions and the preparation of applications 
submitted to the Secretary for designation 
as a veterinarian shortage situation under 
section 1415A(b). 

‘“(6) To provide continuing education and 
extension, including veterinary telemedicine 
and other distance-based education, for vet- 
erinarians, veterinary technicians, and other 
health professionals needed to strengthen 
veterinary programs and enhance food safe- 
ty. 

‘(e) SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTAIN 
GRANTS.— 

‘(1) TERMS OF SERVICE REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Grants provided under 
this section for the purpose specified in sub- 
section (d)(1) shall be subject to an agree- 
ment between the Secretary and the grant 
recipient that includes a required term of 
service for the recipient, as established by 
the Secretary. 

‘“(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—In establishing a 
term of service under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall consider only— 

“(i) the amount of the grant awarded; and 
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““(i) the specific purpose of the grant. 

‘(2) BREACH REMEDIES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—An agreement under 
paragraph (1) shall provide remedies for any 
breach of the agreement by the grant recipi- 
ent, including repayment or partial repay- 
ment of the grant funds, with interest. 

“(B) WAIVER.—The Secretary may grant a 
wavier of the repayment obligation for 
breach of contract if the Secretary deter- 
mines that the grant recipient demonstrates 
extreme hardship or extreme need. 

“(C) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS RECOVERED.— 
Funds recovered under this paragraph shall— 

“(i) be credited to the account available to 
carry out this section; and 

“(i) remain available until expended. 

““(f) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) RECIPIENT SHARE.—Subject to para- 
graph (2), to be eligible to receive a grant 
under this section, a qualified entity shall 
provide matching non-Federal funds, either 
in cash or in-kind support, in an amount 
equal to not less than 25 percent of the Fed- 
eral funds provided by the grant. 

“(2) WAIVER.—The Secretary may estab- 
lish, by regulation, conditions under which 
the cost-sharing requirements of paragraph 
(1) may be reduced or waived. 

‘(g) PROHIBITION ON USE OF GRANT FUNDS 
FOR CONSTRUCTION.—Funds made available 
for grants under this section may not be 
used— 

“(1) to construct a new building or facility; 
or 

“(2) to acquire, expand, remodel, or alter 
an existing building or facility, including 
site grading and improvement and architect 
fees. 

“(h) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Secretary shall promulgate regulations 
to carry out this section. 

‘“(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $10,000,000 
for fiscal year 2014 and each fiscal year 
thereafter, to remain available until ex- 
pended.”’. 

SEC. 7104. GRANTS AND FELLOWSHIPS FOR FOOD 
AND AGRICULTURE SCIENCES EDU- 
CATION. 

Section 1417(m) of the National Agricul- 
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3152(m)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section $60,000,000” 
and all that follows and inserting the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘section— 

“(1) $60,000,000 for each of fiscal years 1990 
through 2013; and 

**(2) $40,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7105. AGRICULTURAL AND FOOD POLICY RE- 
SEARCH CENTERS. 

Section 1419A of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3155) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
“AGRICULTURAL AND FOOD” before ‘‘POL- 
ICY”; 

(2) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Secretary may” and in- 
serting ‘‘Secretary shall, acting through the 
Office of the Chief Economist,’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘with a history of pro- 
viding unbiased, nonpartisan economic anal- 
ysis to Congress” after ‘‘subsection (b)’’; 

(3) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘other re- 
search institutions” and all that follows 
through ‘‘shall be eligible” and inserting 
“other public research institutions and orga- 
nizations shall be eligible’’; 

(4) in subsection (c)— 
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(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘, with preference given to pol- 
icy research centers having extensive data- 
bases, models, and demonstrated experience 
in providing Congress with agricultural mar- 
ket projections, rural development analysis, 
agricultural policy analysis, and baseline 
projections at the farm, multiregional, na- 
tional, and international levels,” after ‘‘with 
this section’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2) by inserting ‘‘applied’’ 
after ‘‘theoretical’’; and 

(5) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: ‘‘ 

‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $5,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2012 and each fiscal year thereafter.’’. 


SEC. 7106. EDUCATION GRANTS TO ALASKA NA- 
TIVE SERVING INSTITUTIONS AND 
NATIVE HAWAIIAN SERVING INSTI- 
TUTIONS. 


Section 1419B of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3156) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘(or 
grants without regard to any requirement 
for competition)”; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘(or 
grants without regard to any requirement 
for competition)”; and 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘2012”’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 


SEC. 7107. NUTRITION EDUCATION PROGRAM. 


Section 1425(f) of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3175(f)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012”’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 


SEC. 7108. CONTINUING ANIMAL HEALTH AND 
DISEASE RESEARCH PROGRAMS. 


Section 1433 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3195) is amended by 
striking the section designation and heading 
and all that follows through subsection (a) 
and inserting the following: 


“SEC. 1433. APPROPRIATIONS FOR CONTINUING 
ANIMAL HEALTH AND DISEASE RE- 
SEARCH PROGRAMS. 


‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to support continuing ani- 
mal health and disease research programs at 
eligible institutions such sums as are nec- 
essary, but not to exceed $25,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 1991 through 2018. 

(2) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds made available 
under this section shall be used— 

“(A) to meet the expenses of conducting 
animal health and disease research, pub- 
lishing and disseminating the results of such 
research, and contributing to the retirement 
of employees subject to the Act of March 4, 
1940 (7 U.S.C. 331); 

‘“(B) for administrative planning and direc- 
tion; and 

“(C) to purchase equipment and supplies 
necessary for conducting research described 
in subparagraph (A).’’. 

SEC. 7109. GRANTS TO UPGRADE AGRICULTURAL 
AND FOOD SCIENCES FACILITIES AT 
1890 LAND-GRANT COLLEGES, IN- 
CLUDING TUSKEGEE UNIVERSITY. 


Section 1447(b) of the National Agricul- 
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3222b(b)) is 
amended by striking ‘2012’? and inserting 
‘*2018"’. 
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SEC. 7110. GRANTS TO UPGRADE AGRICULTURAL 
AND FOOD SCIENCES FACILITIES 
AND EQUIPMENT AT INSULAR AREA 
LAND-GRANT INSTITUTIONS. 

Section 1447B(d) of the National Agricul- 
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3222b-2(d)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘*2018"’. 

SEC. 7111. HISPANIC-SERVING INSTITUTIONS. 

Section 1455(c) of the National Agricul- 
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3241(c)) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7112. COMPETITIVE GRANTS FOR INTER- 

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL SCIENCE 
AND EDUCATION PROGRAMS. 

Section 1459A of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3292b) is amended by 
striking subsection (c) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 1999 through 2013; and 

‘(2) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7113. UNIVERSITY RESEARCH. 

Section 1463 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3311) is amended in each 
of subsections (a) and (b) by striking ‘‘2012” 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7114. EXTENSION SERVICE. 

Section 1464 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3312) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012”’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 7115. SUPPLEMENTAL AND ALTERNATIVE 
CROPS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS AND 
TERMINATION.—Section 1473D of the National 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3319d) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2012 and 2013; and 

‘(2) $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

(b) COMPETITIVE GRANTS.—Section 
1478D(c)(1) of the National Agricultural Re- 
search, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act 
of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 33819d(c)(1)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘use such research funding, special 
or competitive grants, or other means, as the 
Secretary determines,” and inserting ‘‘make 
competitive grants”. 

SEC. 7116. CAPACITY BUILDING GRANTS FOR 
NLGCA INSTITUTIONS. 

Section 1478F(b) of the National Agricul- 
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3319i(b)) is 


amended by striking ‘2012’? and inserting 
‘*2018"’. 
SEC. 7117. AQUACULTURE ASSISTANCE PRO- 


GRAMS. 

(a) COMPETITIVE GRANTS.—Section 1475(b) 
of the National Agricultural Research, Ex- 
tension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 3322(b)) is amended in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1) by inserting ‘‘competi- 
tive” before “grants”. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1477 of the National Agricultural Re- 
search, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act 
of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3324) is amended to read as 
follows: 
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“SEC. 1477. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA- 
TIONS. 

‘“‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to carry out this subtitle— 

“(1) $7,500,000 for each of fiscal years 1991 
through 2013; and 

**(2) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. 

‘“(b) PROHIBITION ON USE.—Funds made 
available under this section may not be used 
to acquire or construct a building.’’. 

SEC. 7118. RANGELAND RESEARCH PROGRAMS. 

Section 1483(a) of the National Agricul- 
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3336(a)) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘subtitle’’ and all that follows 
and inserting the following: ‘‘subtitle— 

“(1) $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 1991 
through 2013; and 

**(2) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7119. SPECIAL AUTHORIZATION FOR BIO- 
SECURITY PLANNING AND RE- 
SPONSE. 

Section 1484(a) of the National Agricul- 
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3351(a)) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘response such sums as are 
necessary” and all that follows and inserting 
the following: ‘‘response— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2002 through 2013; and 

“*(2) $20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7120. DISTANCE EDUCATION AND RESIDENT 
INSTRUCTION GRANTS PROGRAM 
FOR INSULAR AREA INSTITUTIONS 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION. 

(a) DISTANCE EDUCATION GRANTS FOR INSU- 
LAR AREAS.— 

(1) COMPETITIVE GRANTS.—Section 1490(a) of 
the National Agricultural Research, Exten- 
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 3362(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘or 
noncompetitive”. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1490(f) of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3362(£)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section’’ and all that follows and 
inserting the following: ‘‘section— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2002 through 2013; and 

**(2) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 

(b) RESIDENT INSTRUCTION GRANTS FOR IN- 
SULAR AREAS.—Section 1491(c) of the Na- 
tional Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3363(c)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘such sums as are 
necessary” and all that follows and inserting 
the following: ‘‘to carry out this section— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2002 through 2013; and 

**(2) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 

Subtitle B—Food, Agriculture, Conservation, 
and Trade Act of 1990 

SEC. 7201. BEST UTILIZATION OF BIOLOGICAL AP- 
PLICATIONS. 

Section 1624 of the Food, Agriculture, Con- 
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5814) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$40,000,000 for each fiscal 
year’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘$40,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2014 through 2018” after ‘‘chapter’’. 
SEC. 7202. INTEGRATED MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS. 

Section 1627 of the Food, Agriculture, Con- 
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5821) is amended by striking subsection (d) 
and inserting the following: 

“(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
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carry out this section through the National 

Institute of Food and Agriculture $20,000,000 

for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

SEC. 7203. SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE TECH- 
NOLOGY DEVELOPMENT AND 
TRANSFER PROGRAM. 

Section 1628 of the Food, Agriculture, Con- 
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5831) is amended by striking subsection (f) 
and inserting the following: 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section such sums as are nec- 
essary for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018.”’. 

SEC. 7204. NATIONAL TRAINING PROGRAM. 

Section 1629 of the Food, Agriculture, Con- 
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5832) is amended by striking subsection (i) 
and inserting the following: 

‘(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out the National Training Program 
$20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7205. NATIONAL GENETICS 
PROGRAM. 

Section 1635(b) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5844(b)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘such funds as may be nec- 
essary”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘subtitle’’ and all that fol- 
lows and inserting the following: ‘‘subtitle— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 1991 through 2013; and 

‘(2) $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7206. NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL WEATHER 
INFORMATION SYSTEM. 

Section 1641(c) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5855(c)) is amended by inserting ‘‘and 
$1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018” before the period at the end. 

SEC. 7207. HIGH-PRIORITY RESEARCH AND EX- 
TENSION INITIATIVES. 

Section 1672 of the Food, Agriculture, Con- 
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5925) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a), 
by striking ‘‘subsections (e) through (i) of’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)— 

(A) by striking the first sentence and in- 
serting the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—To facilitate the mak- 
ing of research and extension grants under 
subsection (d), the Secretary may appoint a 
task force to make recommendations to the 
Secretary.’’; and 

(B) in the second sentence, by striking 
“The Secretary may not incur costs in ex- 
cess of $1,000 for any fiscal year in connec- 
tion with each’’ and inserting the following: 

“(B) CosTs.—The Secretary may not incur 
costs in excess of $1,000 for any fiscal year in 
connection with a’’; 

(3) in subsection (e)— 

(A) by striking paragraphs (1) through (5), 
(7), (8), (11) through (39), (41) through (43), 
(47), (48), (51), and (52); 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (6), (9), 
(10), (40), (44), (45), (46), (49), and (50) as para- 
graphs (1), (2), (3), (4), (5), (6), (7), (8), and (9), 
respectively; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(10) CORN, SOYBEAN MEAL, CEREAL GRAINS, 
AND GRAIN BYPRODUCTS RESEARCH AND EXTEN- 
SION.—Research and extension grants may be 
made under this section for the purpose of 
carrying out or enhancing research to im- 
prove the digestibility, nutritional value, 
and efficiency of use of corn, soybean meal, 
cereal grains, and grain byproducts for the 
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poultry and food animal production indus- 
tries.”’; 

(4) by striking subsections (f), (€), and (i); 

(5) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(f) PULSE HEALTH INITIATIVE.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection; 

“(A) INITIATIVE.—The term ‘Initiative’ 
means the pulse health initiative established 
by paragraph (2). 

‘(B) PULSE.—The term ‘pulse’ means dry 
beans, dry peas, lentils, and chickpeas or 
garbanzo beans. 

(2) ESTABLISHMENT.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, during the period 
beginning on the date of enactment of the 
Agriculture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 
2013 and ending on September 30, 2018, the 
Secretary shall carry out a pulse crop health 
and extension initiative to address the crit- 
ical needs of the pulse crop industry by de- 
veloping and disseminating science-based 
tools and information, including— 

“(A) research in health and nutrition, such 
as— 

“(i) identifying global dietary patterns of 
pulse crops in relation to population health; 

“(ii) researching pulse crop diets and the 
ability of the diets to reduce obesity and as- 
sociated chronic disease (including cardio- 
vascular disease, type 2 diabetes, and can- 
cer); and 

“(iii) identifying the underlying mecha- 
nisms of the health benefits of pulse crop 
consumption (including disease biomarkers, 
bioactive components, and relevant plant ge- 
netic components to enhance the health pro- 
moting value of pulse crops); 

“(B) research in functionality, such as— 

“(i) improving the functional properties of 
pulse crops and pulse fractions; 

“(ii) developing new and innovative tech- 
nologies to improve pulse crops as an ingre- 
dient in food products; and 

“(iii) developing nutrient-dense food prod- 
uct solutions to ameliorate chronic disease 
and enhance food security worldwide; 

“(C) research in sustainability to enhance 
global food security, such as— 

“(i) plant breeding, genetics and genomics 
to improve productivity, nutrient density, 
and phytonutrient content for a growing 
world population; 

“(ii) pest and disease management, includ- 
ing resistance to pests and diseases resulting 
in reduced application management strate- 
gies; and 

“(ii) improving nitrogen fixation to re- 
duce the carbon and energy footprint of agri- 
culture; 

‘(D) optimizing pulse cropping systems to 
reduce water usage; and 

“(E) education and technical service, such 
as— 

“(i) providing technical expertise to help 
food companies include nutrient-dense pulse 
crops in innovative and healthy foods; and 

“(ii) establishing an educational program 
to encourage the consumption and produc- 
tion of pulse crops in the United States and 
other countries. 

‘(3) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The Secretary 
may carry out the Initiative through— 

“(A) Federal agencies, including the Agri- 
cultural Research Service and the National 
Institute of Food and Agriculture; 

“(B) National Laboratories; 

“(C) institutions of higher education; 

“(D) research institutions or organiza- 
tions; 

‘“(E) private organizations or corporations; 

‘(F) State agricultural experiment sta- 
tions; 

“(G) individuals; or 
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““(H) groups consisting of 2 or more entities 
or individuals described in subparagraphs (A) 
through (G). 

“(4) RESEARCH PROJECT GRANTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sub- 
section, the Secretary shall award grants on 
a competitive basis. 

‘“(B) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 

“(i) seek and accept proposals for grants; 

“(ii) determine the relevance and merit of 
proposals through a system of peer review, in 
consultation with the pulse crop industry; 
and 

“(iii) award grants on the basis of merit, 
quality, and relevance. 

“(C) PRIORITIES.—_In making grants under 
this subsection, the Secretary shall provide a 
higher priority to projects that— 

““(j) are multistate, multiinstitutional, and 
multidisciplinary; and 

“(i) include explicit mechanisms to com- 
municate results to the pulse crop industry 
and the public. 

“(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $25,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(¢) TRAINING COORDINATION FOR FOOD AND 
AGRICULTURE PROTECTION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make grants and enter into contracts or co- 
operative agreements with eligible entities 
described in paragraph (2) for the purposes of 
establishing a Comprehensive Food Safety 
Training Network. 

‘(2) ELIGIBILITY .— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub- 
section, an eligible entity is a multiinstitu- 
tional consortium that includes— 

“(j) a nonprofit institution that provides 
administering food protection training; and 

“(ii) 1 or more training centers in institu- 
tions of higher education that have dem- 
onstrated expertise in developing and deliv- 
ering community-based training in food and 
agricultural safety and defense. 

“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—To ensure that co- 
ordination and administration is provided 
across all the disciplines and provide com- 
prehensive food protection training, the Sec- 
retary may only consider an entire consor- 
tium collectively rather than on an institu- 
tion-by-institution basis. 

“(C) MEMBERSHIP.—An eligible entity may 
alter the consortium membership to meet 
specific training expertise needs. 

“(8) DUTIES OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—AS a con- 
dition of the receipt of assistance under this 
subsection, an eligible entity, in cooperation 
with the Secretary, shall establish and main- 
tain the network for an internationally inte- 
grated training system to enhance protec- 
tion of the United States food supply, includ- 
ing, at a minimum— 

“(A) developing curricula and a training 
network to provide basic, technical, manage- 
ment, and leadership training to regulatory 
and public health officials, producers, proc- 
essors, and other agrifood businesses; 

‘“(B) serving as the hub for the administra- 
tion of an open training network; 

“(C) implementing standards to ensure the 
delivery of quality training through a na- 
tional curricula; 

“(D) building and overseeing a nationally 
recognized instructor cadre to ensure the 
availability of highly qualified instructors; 

“(E) reviewing training proposed through 
the National Institute of Food and Agri- 
culture and other relevant Federal agencies 
that report to the Secretary on the quality 
and content of proposed and existing courses; 

“(F) assisting Federal agencies in the im- 
plementation of food protection training re- 
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quirements including requirements con- 
tained in the Agriculture Reform, Food, and 
Jobs Act of 2013, the FDA Food Safety Mod- 
ernization Act (Public Law 111-853; 124 Stat. 
3885), and amendments made by those Acts; 
and 

‘(G) performing evaluation and outcome- 
based studies to provide to the Secretary 
feedback on the effectiveness and impact of 
training and metrics on jurisdictions and 
sectors within the food safety system. 

‘(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $20,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018, to remain 
available until expended.’’; 

(6) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘2012”’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘2018”’; 

(7) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub- 
section (i); and 

(8) in subsection (i) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘2012”’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 7208. ORGANIC AGRICULTURE RESEARCH 
AND EXTENSION INITIATIVE. 

Section 1672B of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5925b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘, education,” after ‘‘support re- 
search”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and im- 
provement” after ‘‘development’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘to pro- 
ducers and processors who use organic meth- 
ods” and inserting ‘‘of organic agricultural 
production and methods to producers, proc- 
essors, and rural communities”; 

(D) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘and re- 
searching solutions to” after ‘‘identifying’’; 
and 

(E) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘and mar- 
keting” and inserting ‘‘, marketing, and food 
safety”; 

(2) by striking subsection (e); 

(3) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(4) in paragraph (1) of subsection (e) (as so 
redesignated)— 

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FOR FISCAL 
YEARS 2008 THROUGH 2012”’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(C) $16,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7209. FARM BUSINESS MANAGEMENT. 

Section 1672D(d) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5925f(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘such sums 
as are necessary to carry out this section.” 
and inserting the following: ‘‘to carry out 
this section— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for fiscal 
year 2013; and 

‘(2) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7210. REGIONAL CENTERS OF EXCELLENCE. 

Subtitle H of the Food, Agriculture, Con- 
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 is amended 
by inserting after section 1672D (7 U.S.C. 
5925) the following: 

“SEC. 1673. REGIONAL CENTERS OF EXCELLENCE. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary may 
prioritize regional centers of excellence es- 
tablished for specific agricultural commod- 
ities for the receipt of funding. 

‘*(b) COMPOSITION.—A regional center of ex- 
cellence shall be composed of 1 or more col- 
leges and universities (including land-grant 
institutions, schools of forestry, schools of 
veterinary medicine, or NLGCA Institutions 
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(as defined in section 1404 of the National 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103))) 
that provide financial support to the re- 
gional center of excellence. 

‘(c) CRITERIA FOR REGIONAL CENTERS OF 
EXCELLENCE.—The criteria for consideration 
to be a regional center of excellence shall in- 
clude efforts— 

“(1) to ensure coordination and cost-effec- 
tiveness by reducing unnecessarily duplica- 
tive efforts regarding research, teaching, and 
extension; 

“(2) to leverage available resources by 
using public/private partnerships among ag- 
ricultural industry groups, institutions of 
higher education, and the Federal Govern- 
ment; 

(3) to implement teaching initiatives to 
increase awareness and effectively dissemi- 
nate solutions to target audiences through 
extension activities; 

‘(4) to increase the economic returns to 
rural communities by identifying, attract- 
ing, and directing funds to high-priority ag- 
ricultural issues; and 

‘(5) to improve teaching capacity and in- 
frastructure at colleges and universities (in- 
cluding land-grant institutions, schools of 
forestry, and schools of veterinary medicine, 
and NLGCA Institutions). 

‘“(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7211. ASSISTIVE TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM 
FOR FARMERS WITH DISABILITIES. 

Section 1680(c)(1) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5933(c)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘is’”’ 
and 

(2) by striking ‘‘section’”’ and all that fol- 
lows and inserting the following: ‘‘section— 

“(A) $6,000,000 for each of fiscal years 1999 
through 2013; and 

‘(B) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7212. NATIONAL RURAL INFORMATION CEN- 
TER CLEARINGHOUSE. 

Section 2881(e) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
3125b(e)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012” and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 


Subtitle C—Agricultural Research, Extension, 
and Education Reform Act of 1998 
SEC. 7301. RELEVANCE AND MERIT OF AGRICUL- 
TURAL RESEARCH, EXTENSION, AND 
EDUCATION FUNDED BY THE DE- 
PARTMENT. 

Section 103(a)(2) of the Agricultural Re- 
search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7618(a)(2)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the paragraph designation 
and heading and inserting the following: 

“(2) RELEVANCE AND MERIT REVIEW OF 
RESEARCH, EXTENSION, AND EDUCATION 
GRANTS.—”’; 

(2) in subparagraph (A)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘relevance and” before 
“merit’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘extension or education’’ 
and inserting, ‘‘research, extension, or edu- 
cation’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (B) by inserting ‘‘on a 
continuous basis” after ‘‘procedures’’. 

SEC. 7302. INTEGRATED RESEARCH, EDUCATION, 
AND EXTENSION COMPETITIVE 
GRANTS PROGRAM. 

Section 406(f) of the Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 
(7 U.S.C. 7626(f)) is amended by striking 
‘2012’? and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 


and inserting ‘‘are’’; 
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SEC. 7303. SUPPORT FOR RESEARCH REGARDING 
DISEASES OF WHEAT, TRITICALE, 
AND BARLEY CAUSED BY FUSARIUM 
GRAMINEARUM OR BY TILLETIA 
INDICA. 


Section 408(e) of the Agricultural Re- 
search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7628(e)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘such sums as may be necessary for 
each of fiscal years 1999 through 2012” and in- 
serting ‘‘$10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2014 through 2018”. 


SEC. 7304. GRANTS FOR YOUTH ORGANIZATIONS. 


Section 410(d) of the Agricultural Re- 
search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7630(d)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section such sums as are nec- 
essary” and all that follows and inserting 
the following: ‘‘section— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2013; and 

“*(2) $3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7305. SPECIALTY CROP RESEARCH INITIA- 
TIVE. 

Section 412 of the Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 
(7 U.S.C. 7632) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(8), by inserting ‘‘han- 
dling and processing,” after ‘‘production effi- 
ciency,”’; 

(2) in subsection (e)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’”’ 
at the end; 

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

“(D) consult with the specialty crops com- 
mittee authorized under section 1408A of the 
National Agricultural Research, Extension, 
and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 
3123a) during the peer and merit review proc- 
ess.”; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘non-Fed- 
eral” and all that follows through the end of 
the paragraph and inserting ‘‘other sources 
in an amount that is at least equal to the 
amount provided by a grant received under 
this section.’’; and 

(8) in subsection (h), by striking paragraph 
(8) and inserting the following: 

“(3) SUBSEQUENT FUNDING.—Of the funds of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, the Sec- 
retary shall make available to carry out this 
section— 

“*(A) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2014; 

“*(B) $30,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2015 
and 2016; 

““(C) $65,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; and 

““(D) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2018 and each 
fiscal year thereafter.’’. 


SEC. 7306. FOOD ANIMAL RESIDUE AVOIDANCE 
DATABASE PROGRAM. 


Section 604(e) of the Agricultural Re- 
search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7642(e)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 7307. OFFICE OF PEST MANAGEMENT POL- 
ICY. 

Section 614(f) of the Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 
(7 U.S.C. 7653(f)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘such sums as are nec- 
essary”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘section’’ and all that fol- 
lows and inserting the following: ‘‘section— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 1999 through 2013; and 

“*(2) $3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 
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SEC. 7308. AUTHORIZATION OF REGIONAL INTE- 
GRATED PEST MANAGEMENT CEN- 
TERS. 

Subtitle B of title VI of the Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7651 et seq.) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

“SEC. 621. AUTHORIZATION OF REGIONAL INTE- 
GRATED PEST MANAGEMENT CEN- 
TERS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—There are established 4 
regional integrated pest management cen- 
ters (referred to in this section as the ‘Cen- 
ters’), which shall be located at such specific 
locations in the north central, northeastern, 
southern, and western regions of the United 
States as the Secretary shall specify. 

‘“(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Cen- 
ters shall be— 

“(1) to strengthen the connection of the 
Department with production agriculture, re- 
search, and extension programs, and agricul- 
tural stakeholders throughout the United 
States; 

‘“(2) to increase the effectiveness of pro- 
viding pest management solutions for the 
private and public sectors; 

“(3) to quickly respond to information 
needs of the public and private sectors; and 

“(4) to improve communication among the 
relevant stakeholders. 

“(c) DUTIES.—In meeting the purposes de- 
scribed in subsection (b) and otherwise car- 
rying out this section, the Centers shall— 

“(1) develop regional strategies to address 
pest management needs; 

“(2) assist the Department and partner in- 
stitutions of the Department in identifying, 
prioritizing, and coordinating a national pest 
management research, extension, and edu- 
cation program implemented on a regional 
basis; 

“(3) establish a national pest management 
communication network that includes— 

“(A) the agencies of the Department and 
other government agencies; 

“(B) scientists at institutions of higher 
education; and 

‘“(C) stakeholders focusing on pest manage- 
ment issues; 

‘“(4) serve as regional hubs responsible for 
ensuring efficient access to pest manage- 
ment expertise and data available through 
institutions of higher education; and 

‘“(5) on behalf of the Department, manage 
grants that can be most effectively and effi- 
ciently delivered at the regional level, as de- 
termined by the Secretary.’’. 

Subtitle D—Other Laws 


SEC. 7401. CRITICAL AGRICULTURAL MATERIALS 
ACT. 


Section 16(a) of the Critical Agricultural 
Materials Act (7 U.S.C. 178n(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘such sums as are nec- 
essary”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘Act’’ and all that follows 
and inserting the following: ‘‘Act— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 1991 through 2013; and 

‘(2) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7402. EQUITY IN EDUCATIONAL LAND- 
GRANT STATUS ACT OF 1994. 

(a) DEFINITION OF 1994 INSTITUTIONS.—Sec- 
tion 532 of the Equity in Educational Land- 
Grant Status Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 note; 
Public Law 103-382) is amended to read as 
follows: 

“SEC. 532. DEFINITION OF 1994 INSTITUTIONS. 

“In this part, the term ‘1994 Institutions’ 
means any 1 of the following: 

“(1) Aaniiih Nakoda College. 

“(2) Bay Mills Community College. 

“(3) Blackfeet Community College. 
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“(4) Cankdeska Cikana Community Col- 
lege. 

“(5) Chief Dull Knife Memorial College. 

“(6) College of Menominee Nation. 

“(7) College of the Muscogee Nation. 

“(8) Comanche Nation College. 

(9) D-Q University. 

‘(10) Dine College. 

(11) Fond du Lac Tribal and Community 
College. 

(12) Fort Berthold Community College. 

(13) Fort Peck Community College. 

“(14) Haskell Indian Nations University. 

“(15) Tlisagvik College. 

(16) Institute of American Indian and 
Alaska Native Culture and Arts Develop- 
ment. 

“(17) Keweenaw Bay Ojibwa Community 
College. 

“(18) Lac Courte Oreilles Ojibwa Commu- 
nity College. 

“(19) Leech Lake Tribal College. 

‘(20) Little Big Horn College. 

(21) Little Priest Tribal College. 

‘(22) Navajo Technical College. 

(23) Nebraska Indian Community College. 

(24) Northwest Indian College. 

“(25) Oglala Lakota College. 

‘(26) Saginaw Chippewa Tribal College. 

“(27) Salish Kootenai College. 

‘(28) Sinte Gleska University. 

‘(29) Sisseton Wahpeton College. 

‘(80) Sitting Bull College. 

“(31) Southwestern Indian Polytechnic In- 
stitute. 

**(32) Stone Child College. 

‘(83) Tohono O’odham Community College. 

(34) Turtle Mountain Community College. 

(35) United Tribes Technical College. 

“(36) White Earth Tribal and Community 
College.’’. 

(b) ENDOWMENT FOR 1994 INSTITUTIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 533 of the Equity 
in Educational Land-Grant Status Act of 
1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 note; Public Law 103-382) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (a)(2)(A)(ii), by striking 
“of such Act as added by section 534(b)(1) of 
this part”? and inserting ‘‘of that Act (7 
U.S.C. 348(b)(3)) and for programs for chil- 
dren, youth, and families at risk and for Fed- 
erally recognized tribes implemented under 
section 3(d) of that Act (7 U.S.C. 348(d))’’; and 

(B) in subsection (b), in the first sentence 
by striking ‘‘2012” and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 3(d) 
of the Smith-Lever Act (7 U.S.C. 348(d)) is 
amended in the second sentence by inserting 
“and, in the case of programs for children, 
youth, and families at risk and for Federally 
recognized tribes, the 1994 Institutions (as 
defined in section 532 of the Equity in Edu- 
cational Land-Grant Status Act of 1994 (7 
U.S.C. 301 note; Public Law 103-382)),’’ before 
‘“may compete for”. 

(c) INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY BUILDING 
GRANTS.—Section 535 of the Equity in Edu- 
cational Land-Grant Status Act of 1994 (7 
U.S.C. 301 note; Public Law 103-382) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ each place it ap- 
pears in subsections (b)(1) and (c) and insert- 
ing ‘‘2018’’. 

(d) RESEARCH GRANTS.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 536(c) of the Equity in Educational 
Land-Grant Status Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 
note; Public Law 103-882) is amended in the 
first sentence by striking ‘‘2012’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘2018’’. 

(2) RESEARCH GRANT REQUIREMENTS.—Sec- 
tion 536(b) of the Equity in Educational 
Land-Grant Status Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 
note; Public Law 103-382) is amended by 
striking ‘‘with at least 1 other land-grant 
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college or university” and all that follows 
and inserting the following: ‘‘with— 

“(1) the Agricultural Research Service of 
the Department of Agriculture; or 

**(2) at least 1— 

“(A) other land-grant college or university 
(exclusive of another 1994 Institution); 

“(B) non-land-grant college of agriculture 
(as defined in section 1404 of the National 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103)); 
or 

“(C) cooperating forestry school (as de- 
fined in that section).’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsections (a), (b), and (d)(2) take 
effect on October 1, 2013. 

SEC. 7403. RESEARCH FACILITIES ACT. 

Section 6(a) of the Research Facilities Act 
(7 U.S.C. 390d(a)) is amended by striking 
“2012” and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 7404. COMPETITIVE, SPECIAL, AND FACILI- 
TIES RESEARCH GRANT ACT. 

Section 2 of the Competitive, Special, and 
Facilities Research Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 450i) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(11)(A), in the matter 
preceding clause (i), by striking ‘2012’? and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(1) STREAMLINING GRANT APPLICATION 
PROCESS.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this subsection, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
that includes— 

“(1) an analysis of barriers that exist in 
the competitive grants process administered 
by the National Institute of Food and Agri- 
culture that prevent eligible institutions and 
organizations with limited institutional ca- 
pacity from successfully applying and com- 
peting for competitive grants; and 

“(2) specific recommendations for future 
steps that the Department can take to 
streamline the competitive grants applica- 
tion process so as to remove the barriers and 
increase the success rates of applicants de- 
scribed in paragraph (1).’’. 

SEC. 7405. ENHANCED USE LEASE AUTHORITY 
PILOT PROGRAM UNDER DEPART- 
MENT OF AGRICULTURE REORGA- 
NIZATION ACT OF 1994. 

Section 308(b)(6) of the Department of Ag- 
riculture Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 
3125a note; Public Law 103-354) is amended by 
striking subparagraph (A) and inserting the 
following: 

“(A) on September 30, 2018; or”. 

SEC. 7406. RENEWABLE RESOURCES EXTENSION 
ACT OF 1978. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 6 of the Renewable Resources Exten- 
sion Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 1675) is amended in 
the first sentence by striking ‘‘2012’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) TERMINATION DATE.—Section 8 of the 
Renewable Resources Extension Act of 1978 
(16 U.S.C. 1671 note; Public Law 95-306) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
“2018”. 

SEC. 7407. NATIONAL AQUACULTURE ACT OF 1980. 

Section 10 of the National Aquaculture Act 
of 1980 (16 U.S.C. 2809) is amended by striking 
“2012”? each place it appears and inserting 
“2018”. 

SEC. 7408. BEGINNING FARMER AND RANCHER 
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM UNDER 
FARM SECURITY AND RURAL IN- 
VESTMENT ACT OF 2002. 

Section 7405 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 3319f) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)(8)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 
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(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(D) beginning farmers and ranchers who 
are veterans (as defined in section 101 of title 
38, United States Code).’’; and 

(2) by redesignating subsection (h) as sub- 
section (i); 

(3) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘h) STATE GRANTS.— 

‘(1) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In 
this subsection, the term ‘eligible entity’ 
means— 

“(A) an agency of a State or political sub- 
division of a State; 

“(B) a national, State, or regional organi- 
zation of agricultural producers; and 

‘(C) any other entity determined appro- 
priate by the Secretary. 

“(2) GRANTS.—The Secretary shall use such 
sums as are necessary of funds made avail- 
able to carry out this section for each fiscal 
year under subsection (i) to make grants to 
States, on a competitive basis, which States 
shall use the grants to make grants to eligi- 
ble entities to establish and improve farm 
safety programs at the local level.’’; and 

(4) in subsection (i) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (2))— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FOR FISCAL 
YEARS 2009 THROUGH 2012”’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

“(C) $17,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018, to remain available until ex- 
pended.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FOR FISCAL 
YEARS 2009 THROUGH 2012”; and 

(ii) striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018”’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (3). 

Subtitle E—Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008 
PART I—AGRICULTURAL SECURITY 
SEC. 7501. AGRICULTURAL BIOSECURITY COMMU- 
NICATION CENTER. 

Section 14112 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8912) is 
amended by striking subsection (c) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2013; and 

‘(2) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7502. ASSISTANCE TO BUILD LOCAL CAPAC- 
ITY IN AGRICULTURAL BIOSECURITY 
PLANNING, PREPARATION, AND RE- 
SPONSE. 

Section 14118 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8913) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘such sums as may be nec- 
essary”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘subsection’’ and all that 
follows and inserting the following: ‘‘sub- 
section— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2013; and 

‘(2) $15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘is au- 
thorized to be appropriated to carry out this 
subsection” and all that follows and insert- 
ing the following: ‘‘are authorized to be ap- 
propriated to carry out this subsection— 
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“(1) $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2013; and 

‘(2) $15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7503. RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OF AG- 
RICULTURAL COUNTERMEASURES. 

Section 14121(b) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8921(b)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘is authorized to be ap- 
propriated to carry out this section” and all 
that follows and inserting the following: 
“are authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this section— 

“(1) $50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2013; and 

‘(2) $15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7504. AGRICULTURAL BIOSECURITY GRANT 
PROGRAM. 

Section 14122(e) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8922(e)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking 
essary”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘section’”’ and all that fol- 
lows and inserting the following: ‘‘section— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2018, to remain 
available until expended; and 

‘(2) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018, to remain available until ex- 
pended.’’. 

PART II—MISCELLANEOUS 
SEC. 7511. GRAZINGLANDS RESEARCH LABORA- 
TORY. 

Section 7502 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-246; 112 
Stat. 2019) is amended by striking ‘‘for the 5- 
year period beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act” and inserting ‘until Sep- 
tember 30, 2018”. 

SEC. 7512. BUDGET SUBMISSION AND FUNDING. 

Section 7506 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7614c) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF COM- 
PETITIVE PROGRAMS.—In this section, the 
term”; and inserting the following: 

‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) COMPETITIVE PROGRAMS.—The term”; 
and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) COVERED PROGRAM.—The term ‘covered 
program’ means— 

“(A) each research program carried out by 
the Agricultural Research Service or the 
Economic Research Service for which annual 
appropriations are requested in the annual 
budget submission of the President; and 

‘(B) each competitive program (as defined 
in section 251(f)(1) of the Department of Agri- 
culture Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 
6971(f)(1))) carried out by the National Insti- 
tute of Food and Agriculture for which an- 
nual appropriations are requested in the an- 
nual budget submission of the President. 

‘(3) REQUEST FOR AWARDS.—The term ‘re- 
quest for awards’ means a funding announce- 
ment published by the National Institute of 
Food and Agriculture that provides detailed 
information on funding opportunities at the 
Institute, including the purpose, eligibility, 
restriction, focus areas, evaluation criteria, 
regulatory information, and instructions on 
how to apply for such opportunities.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(e) ADDITIONAL PRESIDENTIAL BUDGET 
SUBMISSION REQUIREMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Each year, the President 
shall submit to Congress, together with the 
annual budget submission of the President, 
the information described in paragraph (2) 


“such sums as are nec- 
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for each funding request for a covered pro- 
gram. 

‘(2) INFORMATION DESCRIBED.—The infor- 
mation described in this paragraph in- 
cludes— 

“(A) baseline information, including with 
respect to each covered program— 

““(i) the funding level for the program for 
the fiscal year preceding the year the annual 
budget submission of the President is sub- 
mitted; 

“(i) the funding level requested in the an- 
nual budget submission of the President, in- 
cluding any increase or decrease in the fund- 
ing level; and 

“Gii) an explanation justifying any change 
from the funding level specified in clause (i) 
to the level specified in clause (ii); 

““(B) with respect to each covered program 
that is carried out by the Economic Re- 
search Service or the Agricultural Research 
Service, the location and staff years of the 
program; 

““(C) the proposed funding levels to be allo- 
cated to, and the expected publication date, 
scope, and allocation level for, each request 
for awards to be published under— 

““(j) each priority area specified in section 
2(b)(2) of the Competitive, Special, and Fa- 
cilities Research Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 
450i(b)(2)); 

“(i) each research and extension project 
carried out under section 1621(a) of the Food, 
Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 
1990 (7 U.S.C. 5811(a)); 

“(jii) each grant awarded under section 
1672B(a) of the Food, Agriculture, Conserva- 
tion, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 5925b(a)); 

“(iv) each grant awarded under section 
412(b) of the Agricultural Research, Exten- 
sion, and Education Reform Act of 1998 (7 
U.S.C. 7632(b)); and 

“(v) each grant awarded under 7405(c)(1) of 
the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 3319f(c)(1)); or 

“(D) any other information the Secretary 
determines will increase congressional over- 
sight with respect to covered programs. 

‘“(3) PROHIBITION.—Unless the President 
submits the information described in para- 
graph (2)(C) for a fiscal year, the President 
may not carry out any program during the 
fiscal year that is authorized under— 

“(A) section 2(b) of the Competitive, Spe- 
cial, and Facilities Research Grant Act (7 
U.S.C. 450i(b)); 

‘“(B) section 1621 of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5811); 

““(C) section 1672B of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5925b); 

“(D) section 411 of the Agricultural Re- 
search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7631); or 

‘“(E) section 7405 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 3319f). 

“(f) REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF AGRI- 
CULTURE.—Each year on a date that is not 
later than the date on which the President 
submits the annual budget submission, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
containing a description of the agricultural 
research, extension, and education activities 
carried out by the Federal Government dur- 
ing the fiscal year that immediately pre- 
cedes the year for which the report is sub- 
mitted, including— 

“(1) a review of the extent to which those 
activities— 

“(A) are duplicative or overlap within the 
Department of Agriculture; or 

“(B) are similar to activities carried out 
by— 
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“(i) other Federal agencies; 

“(ii) the States (including the District of 
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico and other territories or possessions of 
the United States); 

“(iii) institutions of higher education (as 
defined in section 101 of the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001)); or 

‘(iv) the private sector; and 

‘(2) for each report submitted under this 
section on or after January 1, 2013, a 5-year 
projection of national priorities with respect 
to agricultural research, extension, and edu- 
cation, taking into account both domestic 
and international needs.”’. 

SEC. 7513. NATURAL PRODUCTS RESEARCH PRO- 
GRAM. 

Section 7525 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 5937) is amended 
by striking subsection (e) and inserting the 
following: 

‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $7,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 7514. SUN GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7526 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 8114) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(4)(B), by striking ‘‘the 
Department of Energy” and inserting ‘‘other 
appropriate Federal agencies (as determined 
by the Secretary)”; 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘at 
South Dakota State University”; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘at 
the University of Tennessee at Knoxville”; 

(C) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘at 
Oklahoma State University”; 

(D) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘at 
Oregon State University’; 

(E) in subparagraph (E), by striking “at 
Cornell University”; and 

(F) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘at 
the University of Hawaii’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking 
“multistate” and all that follows through 
“technology implementation” and inserting 
“integrated, multistate research, extension, 
and education programs on technology devel- 
opment and technology implementation”; 

(B) by striking subparagraph (C); and 

(C) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as 
subparagraph (C); 

(4) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘gasification’’ and inserting 
“bioproducts”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘the Department of En- 
ergy” and inserting ‘‘other appropriate Fed- 
eral agencies’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2); 

(C) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 

(D) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘in ac- 
cordance with paragraph (2)’’; and 

(5) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
7526(f) of the Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8114(f)) is amended— 


(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (c)(1)(D)(i)” and inserting ‘‘sub- 
section (c)(1)(C)(i)’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (d)(1)”” and inserting ‘‘subsection 


(d)”. 
Subtitle F—Miscellaneous 


SEC. 7601. FOUNDATION FOR FOOD AND AGRI- 
CULTURE RESEARCH. 


(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
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(1) BOARD.—The term “Board” means the 
Board of Directors described in subsection 
(e). 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of Agriculture. 

(8) FOUNDATION.—The term “Foundation” 
means the Foundation for Food and Agri- 
culture Research established under sub- 
section (b). 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish a nonprofit corporation to be known as 
the ‘‘Foundation for Food and Agriculture 
Research”. 

(2) STATUS.—The Foundation shall not be 
an agency or instrumentality of the United 
States Government. 

(c) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Foun- 
dation shall be— 

(1) to advance the research mission of the 
Department by supporting agricultural re- 
search activities focused on addressing key 
problems of national and international sig- 
nificance including— 

(A) plant health, production, and plant 
products; 

(B) animal health, production, and prod- 
ucts; 

(C) food safety, nutrition, and health; 

(D) renewable energy, natural resources, 
and the environment; 

(E) agricultural and food security; 

(F) agriculture systems and technology; 
and 

(G) agriculture economics and rural com- 
munities; and 

(2) to foster collaboration with agricul- 
tural researchers from the Federal Govern- 
ment, institutions of higher education, in- 
dustry, and nonprofit organizations. 

(d) DUTIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Foundation shall— 

(A) award grants to, or enter into con- 
tracts, memoranda of understanding, or co- 
operative agreements with, scientists and 
entities, which may include agricultural re- 
search agencies in the Department, univer- 
sity consortia, public-private partnerships, 
institutions of higher education, nonprofit 
organizations, and industry, to efficiently 
and effectively advance the goals and prior- 
ities of the Foundation; 

(B) in consultation with the Secretary— 

(i) identify existing and proposed Federal 
intramural and extramural research and de- 
velopment programs relating to the purposes 
of the Foundation described in subsection 
(c); and 

(ii) coordinate Foundation activities with 
those programs so as to minimize duplica- 
tion of existing efforts; 

(C) identify unmet and emerging agricul- 
tural research needs after reviewing the 
Roadmap for Agricultural Research, Edu- 
cation and Extension as required by section 
7504 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7614a); 

(D) facilitate technology transfer and re- 
lease of information and data gathered from 
the activities of the Foundation to the agri- 
cultural research community; 

(E) promote and encourage the develop- 
ment of the next generation of agricultural 
research scientists; and 

(F) carry out such other activities as the 
Board determines to be consistent with the 
purposes of the Foundation. 

(2) AUTHORITY.—Subject to paragraph (8), 
the Foundation shall be the sole entity re- 
sponsible for carrying out the duties enumer- 
ated in this subsection. 

(3) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER ACTIVITIES.— 
The activities described in paragraph (1) 
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shall be supplemental to any other activities 
at the Department and shall not preempt 
any authority or responsibility of the De- 
partment under another provision of law. 

(e) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Foundation shall 
be governed by a Board of Directors. 

(2) COMPOSITION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall be com- 
posed of appointed and ex-officio, nonvoting 
members. 

(B) EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS.—The ex-officio 
members of the Board shall be the following 
individuals or designees: 

(i) The Secretary. 

(ii) The Under Secretary of Agriculture for 
Research, Education, and Economics. 

(iii) The Administrator of the Agricultural 
Research Service. 

(iv) The Director of the National Institute 
of Food and Agriculture. 

(v) The Director of the National Science 
Foundation. 

(C) APPOINTED MEMBERS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The ex-officio members of 
the Board under subparagraph (B) shall, by 
majority vote, appoint to the Board 15 indi- 
viduals, of whom— 

(I) 8 shall be selected from a list of can- 
didates to be provided by the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences; and 

(II) 7 shall be selected from lists of can- 
didates provided by industry. 

(ii) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(I) EXPERTISE.—The ex-officio members 
shall ensure that a majority of the members 
of the Board have actual experience in agri- 
cultural research and, to the extent prac- 
ticable, represent diverse sectors of agri- 
culture. 

(II) LIMITATION.—No employee of the Fed- 
eral Government may serve as an appointed 
member of the Board under this subpara- 
graph. 

(III) NOT FEDERAL EMPLOYMENT.—Appoint- 
ment to the Board under this subparagraph 
shall not constitute Federal employment. 

(iii) AUTHORITY.—AI1] appointed members of 
the Board shall be voting members. 

(D) CHAIR.—The Board shall, from among 
the members of the Board, designate an indi- 
vidual to serve as Chair of the Board. 

(3) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall convene a meeting of the 
ex-officio members of the Board— 

(A) to incorporate the Foundation; and 

(B) to appoint the members of the Board in 
accordance with paragraph (2)(C)(i). 

(4) DUTIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall— 

(i) establish bylaws for the Foundation 
that, at a minimum, include— 

(I) policies for the selection of future 
Board members, officers, employees, agents, 
and contractors of the Foundation; 

(II) policies, including ethical standards, 
for— 

(aa) the acceptance, solicitation, and dis- 
position of donations and grants to the 
Foundation; and 

(bb) the disposition of assets of the Foun- 
dation, including appropriate limits on the 
ability of donors to designate, by stipulation 
or restriction, the use or recipient of donated 
funds; 

(III) policies that would subject all em- 
ployees, fellows, trainees, and other agents 
of the Foundation (including members of the 
Board) to the conflict of interest standards 
under section 208 of title 18, United States 
Code; 

(IV) policies for writing, editing, printing, 
publishing, and vending of books and other 
materials; 
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(V) policies for the conduct of the general 
operations of the Foundation, including a 
cap on administrative expenses for recipients 
of a grant, contract, or cooperative agree- 
ment from the Foundation; and 

(VI) specific duties for the Executive Di- 
rector; 

(ii) prioritize and provide overall direction 
for the activities of the Foundation; 

(iii) evaluate the performance of the Exec- 
utive Director; and 

(iv) carry out any other necessary activi- 
ties regarding the Foundation. 

(B) ESTABLISHMENT OF BYLAWS.—In estab- 
lishing bylaws under subparagraph (A)(i), the 
Board shall ensure that the bylaws do not— 

(i) reflect unfavorably on the ability of the 
Foundation to carry out the duties of the 
Foundation in a fair and objective manner; 
or 

(ii) compromise, or appear to compromise, 
the integrity of any governmental agency or 
program, or any officer or employee em- 
ployed by or involved in a governmental 
agency or program. 

(5) TERMS AND VACANCIES.— 

(A) TERMS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The term of each member 
of the Board appointed under paragraph 
(2)(C) shall be 5 years. 

(ii) PARTIAL TERMS.—If a member of the 
Board does not serve the full term applicable 
under clause (i), the individual appointed to 
fill the resulting vacancy shall be appointed 
for the remainder of the term of the prede- 
cessor of the individual. 

(iii) TRANSITION.—A member of the Board 
may continue to serve after the expiration of 
the term of the member until a successor is 
appointed. 

(B) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the mem- 
bership of the Board shall be filled in the 
manner in which the original position was 
made and shall not affect the power of the 
remaining members to execute the duties of 
the Board. 

(6) COMPENSATION.—Members of the Board 
may not receive compensation for service on 
the Board but may be reimbursed for travel, 
subsistence, and other necessary expenses in- 
curred in carrying out the duties of the 
Board. 

(7) MEETINGS AND QUORUM.—A majority of 
the members of the Board shall constitute a 
quorum for purposes of conducting business 
of the Board. 

(f) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall hire an 
Executive Director who shall carry out such 
duties and responsibilities as the Board may 
prescribe. 

(B) SERVICE.—The Executive Director shall 
serve at the pleasure of the Board. 

(2) ADMINISTRATIVE POWERS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Board, acting through the Execu- 
tive Director, may— 

(i) adopt, alter, and use a corporate seal, 
which shall be judicially noticed; 

(ii) hire, promote, compensate, and dis- 
charge 1 or more officers, employees, and 
agents, aS may be necessary, and define the 
duties of the officers, employees, and agents; 

(iii) solicit and accept any funds, gifts, 
grants, devises, or bequests of real or per- 
sonal property made to the Foundation, in- 
cluding such support from private entities; 

(iv) prescribe the manner in which— 

(I) real or personal property of the Founda- 
tion is acquired, held, and transferred; 

(II) general operations of the Foundation 
are to be conducted; and 

(III) the privileges granted to the Board by 
law are exercised and enjoyed; 
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(v) with the consent of the applicable exec- 
utive department or independent agency, use 
the information, services, and facilities of 
the department or agency in carrying out 
this section; 

(vi) enter into contracts with public and 
private organizations for the writing, edit- 
ing, printing, and publishing of books and 
other material; 

(vii) hold, administer, invest, and spend 
any gift, devise, or bequest of real or per- 
sonal property made to the Foundation; 

(viii) enter into such contracts, leases, co- 
operative agreements, and other trans- 
actions as the Board considers appropriate to 
conduct the activities of the Foundation; 

(ix) modify or consent to the modification 
of any contract or agreement to which the 
Foundation is a party or in which the Foun- 
dation has an interest; 

(x) take such action as may be necessary 
to obtain patents and licenses for devices 
and procedures developed by the Foundation 
and employees of the Foundation; 

(xi) sue and be sued in the corporate name 
of the Foundation, and complain and defend 
in courts of competent jurisdiction; 

(xii) appoint other groups of advisors as 
may be determined necessary to carry out 
the functions of the Foundation; and 

(xiii) exercise such other incidental powers 
as are necessary to carry out the duties and 
functions of the Foundation in accordance 
with this section. 

(B) LIMITATION.—No appointed member of 
the Board or officer or employee of the Foun- 
dation or of any program established by the 
Foundation (other than ex-officio members 
of the Board) shall exercise administrative 
control over any Federal employee. 

(3) RECORDS.— 

(A) AUDITS.—The Foundation shall— 

(i) provide for annual audits of the finan- 
cial condition of the Foundation; and 

(ii) make the audits, and all other records, 
documents, and other papers of the Founda- 
tion, available to the Secretary and the 
Comptroller General of the United States for 
examination or audit. 

(B) REPORTS.— 

(i) ANNUAL REPORT ON FOUNDATION.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 5 months 
following the end of each fiscal year, the 
Foundation shall publish a report for the 
preceding fiscal year that includes— 

(aa) a description of Foundation activities, 
including accomplishments; and 

(bb) a comprehensive statement of the op- 
erations and financial condition of the Foun- 
dation. 

(II) FINANCIAL CONDITION.—Each report 
under subclause (I) shall include a descrip- 
tion of all gifts or grants to the Foundation 
of real or personal property or money, which 
shall include— 

(aa) the source of the gifts or grants; and 

(bb) any restrictions on the purposes for 
which the gift or grant may be used. 

(IIT) AVAILABILITY.—The Foundation 
shall— 

(aa) make copies of each report submitted 
under subclause (I) available for public in- 
spection; and 

(bb) on request, provide a copy of the re- 
port to any individual. 

(IV) PUBLIC MEETING.—The Board shall 
hold an annual public meeting to summarize 
the activities of the Foundation. 

(ii) GRANT REPORTING.—Any recipient of a 
grant under subsection (d)(1)(A) shall provide 
the Foundation with a report at the conclu- 
sion of any research or studies conducted the 
describes the results of the research or stud- 
ies, including any data generated. 
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(4) INTEGRITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To ensure integrity in 
the operations of the Foundation, the Board 
shall develop and enforce procedures relating 
to standards of conduct, financial disclosure 
statements, conflict of interest (including 
recusal and waiver rules), audits, and any 
other matters determined appropriate by the 
Board. 

(B) FINANCIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.— 
Any individual who is an officer, employee, 
or member of the Board is prohibited from 
any participation in deliberations by the 
Foundation of a matter that would directly 
or predictably affect any financial interest 
of— 

(i) the individual; 

(ii) a relative (as defined in section 109 of 
the Ethics in Government Act of 1978 (5 
U.S.C. App.)) of that individual; or 

(iii) a business organization or other entity 
in which the individual has an interest, in- 
cluding an organization or other entity with 
which the individual is negotiating employ- 
ment. 

(5) INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY.—The Board 
shall adopt written standards to govern own- 
ership of any intellectual property rights de- 
rived from the collaborative efforts of the 
Foundation. 

(6) LIABILITY.—The United States shall not 
be liable for any debts, defaults, acts, or 
omissions of the Foundation nor shall the 
full faith and credit of the United States ex- 
tend to any obligations of the Foundation. 

(g) FUNDS.— 

(1) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—On October 1, 2013, of the 
funds of the Commodity Credit Corporation, 
the Secretary shall transfer to the Founda- 
tion to carry out this section $100,000,000, to 
remain available until expended under the 
conditions described in subparagraph (B). 

(B) CONDITIONS ON EXPENDITURE.—The 
Foundation may use the funds made avail- 
able under subparagraph (A) to carry out the 
purposes of the Foundation only to the ex- 
tent that the Foundation secures an equal 
amount of non-Federal matching funds for 
each expenditure. 

(C) PROHIBITION ON CONSTRUCTION.—None of 
the funds made available under subparagraph 
(A) may be used for construction. 

(2) SEPARATION OF FUNDS.—The Executive 
Director shall ensure that any funds received 
under paragraph (1) are held in separate ac- 
counts from funds received from nongovern- 
mental entities as described in subsection 
Aii). 

SEC. 7602. OBJECTIVE AND SCHOLARLY AGRI- 
CULTURAL AND FOOD LAW RE- 
SEARCH AND INFORMATION. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) the farms, ranches, and forests of the 
United States are impacted by a complex and 
rapidly evolving web of international, Fed- 
eral, State, and local laws (including regula- 
tions); 

(2) objective, scholarly, and authoritative 
agricultural and food law research and infor- 
mation helps the farm, ranch, and forestry 
community contribute to the strength of the 
United States through improved conserva- 
tion, environmental protection, job creation, 
economic development, renewable energy 
production, outdoor recreational opportuni- 
ties, and increased local and regional sup- 
plies of food, fiber, and fuel; and 

(3) the vast agricultural community of the 
United States, including farmers, ranchers, 
foresters, attorneys, policymakers, and ex- 
tension personnel, need access to agricul- 
tural and food law research and information 
provided by an objective, scholarly, and neu- 
tral source. 
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(b) PARTNERSHIPS.. The Secretary, acting 
through the National Agricultural Library, 
shall support the dissemination of objective, 
scholarly, and authoritative agricultural and 
food law research and information by enter- 
ing into partnerships with institutions of 
higher education that have expertise in agri- 
cultural and food law research and informa- 
tion. 

(c) RESTRICTION.—For each fiscal year, the 
Secretary shall use not more than $1,000,000 
of the amounts made available to the Na- 
tional Agricultural Library to carry out this 
section. 


TITLE VIII—FORESTRY 


Subtitle A—Repeal of Certain Forestry 
Programs 
SEC. 8001. FOREST LAND ENHANCEMENT PRO- 
GRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 4 of the Cooperative 
Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 
2103) is repealed. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 8002 
of the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-171; 16 U.S.C. 2103 
note) is amended by striking subsection (a). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 8002. WATERSHED FORESTRY ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 6 of the Cooperative 
Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 
2103b) is repealed. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 8003. EXPIRED COOPERATIVE NATIONAL 
FOREST PRODUCTS MARKETING 
PROGRAM. 

Section 18 of the Cooperative Forestry As- 
sistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2112) is re- 
pealed. 

SEC. 8004. HISPANIC-SERVING INSTITUTION AG- 
RICULTURAL LAND NATIONAL RE- 
SOURCES LEADERSHIP PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 8402 of the Food, Con- 
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (16 U.S.C. 
1649a) is repealed. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

SEC. 8005. TRIBAL WATERSHED FORESTRY AS- 
SISTANCE PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 303 of the Healthy 
Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 
6542) is repealed. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013. 

Subtitle B—Reauthorization of Cooperative 
Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 Programs 
SEC. 8101. STATE-WIDE ASSESSMENT AND STRAT- 

EGIES FOR FOREST RESOURCES. 

Section 2A(f)(1) of the Cooperative For- 
estry Assistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 
2101a(f)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012”’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 8102. FOREST STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM. 

Section 5(h) of the Cooperative Forestry 
Assistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2103a(h)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘such sums as may be 
necessary thereafter” and inserting 
‘*$50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 

SEC. 8103. FOREST LEGACY PROGRAM. 

Section 7 of the Cooperative Forestry As- 
sistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2103c) is 
amended by striking subsection (m) and in- 
serting the following: 

““(m) FUNDING.— 

“(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
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carry out this section $200,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘“(2) ADDITIONAL FUNDING SOURCES.—In ad- 
dition to any funds appropriated for each fis- 
cal year to carry out this section, the Sec- 
retary may use any other Federal funds 
available to the Secretary.’’. 

SEC. 8104. COMMUNITY FOREST AND OPEN 
SPACE CONSERVATION PROGRAM. 

Section 7A of the Cooperative Forestry As- 
sistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2103d) is 
amended by striking subsection (g) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(¢) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $50,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

SEC. 8105. URBAN AND COMMUNITY FORESTRY 
ASSISTANCE. 

Section 9(i) of the Cooperative Forestry 
Assistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2105(i)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘such sums as may be 
necessary for each fiscal year thereafter’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$50,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018”. 

Subtitle C—Reauthorization of Other 
Forestry-related Laws 

RURAL REVITALIZATION TECH- 
NOLOGIES. 

Section 2371(d)(2) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
6601(d)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012” and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 8202. OFFICE OF INTERNATIONAL FOR- 
ESTRY. 

Section 2405 of the Global Climate Change 
Prevention Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6704) is 
amended by striking subsection (d) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
To carry out this section, there are author- 
ized to be appropriated— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 1996 through 2013; and 

*“(2) $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 8203. INSECT INFESTATIONS AND RELATED 
DISEASES. 

(a) FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.—Section 401 of 
the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 
(16 U.S.C. 6551) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by  redesignating paragraphs (3) 
through (12) as paragraphs (4) through (13), 
respectively; and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(3) the mountain pine beetle is— 

“(A) threatening and ravaging forests 
throughout the Western region of the United 
States, including Arizona, California, Colo- 
rado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, 
Oregon, and South Dakota; 

‘“(B) reaching epidemic populations and se- 
verely impacting over 41,000,000 acres in 
western forests; and 

“(C) deteriorating forest health in national 
forests and, when combined with drought, 
disease, and storm damage, is resulting in 
extreme fire hazards in national forests 
across the Western United States and endan- 
gering the economic stability of surrounding 
adjacent communities, ranches, and parks;’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(4) to provide for designation of treat- 
ment areas pursuant to section 405.’’. 

(b) DESIGNATION OF TREATMENT AREAS.— 
Title IV of the Healthy Forests Restoration 


SEC. 8201. 
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Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6551 et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating sections 405 and 406 (16 
U.S.C. 6555, 6556) as sections 406 and 407, re- 
spectively; and 

(2) by inserting after section 404 (16 U.S.C. 
6554) the following: 

“SEC. 405. DESIGNATION OF TREATMENT AREAS. 

‘“(a) DESIGNATION OF TREATMENT AREAS.— 
Not later than 60 days after the date of en- 
actment of the Agriculture Reform, Food, 
and Jobs Act of 2013, the Secretary shall des- 
ignate treatment areas on at least 1 national 
forest in each State, if requested by the Gov- 
ernor of the State, that the Secretary deter- 
mines, based on annual forest health sur- 
veys, are experiencing declining forest 
health due to insect or disease infestation. 

‘“(b) TREATMENT OF AREAS.—The Secretary 
may carry out treatments to address the in- 
sect or disease infestation in the areas des- 
ignated under subsection (a) in accordance 
with sections 104, 105, 106, and 401. 

‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $200,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 407 of the Healthy Forests Restora- 
tion Act of 2003 (as redesignated by sub- 
section (b)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘2008’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 8204. STEWARDSHIP END RESULT CON- 
TRACTING PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title VI of the Healthy 
Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 
6591) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 602. STEWARDSHIP END RESULT CON- 
TRACTING PROJECTS. 

‘*(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) CHIEF.—The term ‘Chief’ means the 
Chief of the Forest Service. 

‘(2) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘Director’ means 
the Director of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment. 

‘“(b) PROJECTS.—The Chief and the Direc- 
tor, via agreement or contract as appro- 
priate, may enter into stewardship con- 
tracting projects with private persons or 
other public or private entities to perform 
services to achieve land management goals 
for the national forests and the public lands 
that meet local and rural community needs. 

‘“(c) LAND MANAGEMENT GOALS.—The land 
management goals of a project under sub- 
section (b) may include— 

“(1) road and trail maintenance or obliter- 
ation to restore or maintain water quality; 

“(2) soil productivity, habitat for wildlife 
and fisheries, or other resource values; 

““(3) setting of prescribed fires to improve 
the composition, structure, condition, and 
health of stands or to improve wildlife habi- 
tat; 

“(4) removing vegetation or other activi- 
ties to promote healthy forest stands, reduce 
fire hazards, or achieve other land manage- 
ment objectives; 

(5) watershed restoration and mainte- 
nance; 

(6) restoration and maintenance of wild- 
life and fish; or 

“(7) control of noxious and exotic weeds 
and reestablishing. 

‘“(d) AGREEMENTS OR CONTRACTS.— 

“(1) PROCUREMENT PROCEDURE.—A source 
for performance of an agreement or contract 
under subsection (b) shall be selected on a 
best-value basis, including consideration of 
source under other public and private agree- 
ments or contracts. 

‘(2) CONTRACT FOR SALE OF PROPERTY.—A 
contract entered into under this section 
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may, at the discretion of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, be considered a contract for the 
sale of property under such terms as the Sec- 
retary may prescribe without regard to any 
other provision of law. 

“(3) TERM.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Chief and the Director 
may enter into a contract under subsection 
(b) in accordance with section 3903 of title 41, 
United States Code. 

‘“(B) MAXIMUM.—The period of the contract 
under subsection (b) may exceed 5 years but 
may not exceed 10 years. 

‘*(4) OFFSETS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Chief and the Direc- 
tor may apply the value of timber or other 
forest products removed as an offset against 
the cost of services received under the agree- 
ment or contract described in subsection (b). 

‘(B) METHODS OF APPRAISAL.—The value of 
timber or other forest products used as an 
offset under subparagraph (A)— 

“(i) shall be determined using appropriate 
methods of appraisal commensurate with the 
quantity of products to be removed; and 

“(i) may— 

“(I) be determined using a unit of measure 
appropriate to the contracts; and 

“(II) may include valuing products on a 
per-acre basis. 

‘(5) RELATION TO OTHER LAWS.—Notwith- 
standing subsections (d) and (g) of section 14 
of the National Forest Management Act of 
1976 (16 U.S.C. 472a), the Chief may enter into 
an agreement or contract under subsection 
(b). 

(6) CONTRACTING OFFICER.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, the Sec- 
retary or the Secretary of the Interior may 
determine the appropriate contracting offi- 
cer to enter into and administer an agree- 
ment or contract under subsection (b). 

‘“(e) RECEIPTS.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief and the Direc- 
tor may collect monies from an agreement 
or contract under subsection (b) if the collec- 
tion is a secondary objective of negotiating 
the contract that will best achieve the pur- 
poses of this section. 

“(2) UsE.—Monies from an agreement or 
contract under subsection (b)— 

“(A) may be retained by the Chief and the 
Director; and 

‘(B) shall be available for expenditure 
without further appropriation at the project 
site from which the monies are collected or 
at another project site. 

‘(3) RELATION TO OTHER LAWS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the value of services 
received by the Chief or the Director under a 
stewardship contract project conducted 
under this section, and any payments made 
or resources provided by the contractor, 
Chief, or Director shall not be considered 
monies received from the National Forest 
System or the public lands. 

‘(B) KNUTSON-VANDERBERG ACT.—The Act 
of June 9, 1930 (commonly known as the 
‘Knutson-Vanderberg Act’) (16 U.S.C. 576 et 
seq.) shall not apply to any agreement or 
contract under subsection (b). 

“(f) COSTS OF REMOVAL.—Notwithstanding 
the fact that a contractor did not harvest 
the timber, the Chief may collect deposits 
from a contractor covering the costs of re- 
moval of timber or other forest products 
under— 

“(1) the Act of August 11, 1916 (16 U.S.C. 
490); and 

“(2) and the Act of June 30, 1914 (16 U.S.C. 
498). 

“(g) PERFORMANCE AND PAYMENT GUARAN- 
TEES.— 
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“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief and the Direc- 
tor may require performance and payment 
bonds under sections 28.103-2 and 28.103-3 of 
the Federal Acquisition Regulation, in an 
amount that the contracting officer con- 
siders sufficient to protect the investment in 
receipts by the Federal Government gen- 
erated by the contractor from the estimated 
value of the forest products to be removed 
under a contract under subsection (b). 

‘(2) EXCESS OFFSET VALUE.—If the offset 
value of the forest products exceeds the 
value of the resource improvement treat- 
ments, the Chief and the Director may— 

“(A) collect any residual receipts under the 
Act of June 9, 1930 (commonly known as the 
‘Knutson-Vanderberg Act’) (16 U.S.C. 576 et 
seq.); and 

‘(B) apply the excess to other authorized 
stewardship projects. 

‘*(h) MONITORING AND EVALUATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief and the Direc- 
tor shall establish a multiparty monitoring 
and evaluation process that accesses the 
stewardship contracting projects conducted 
under this section. 

(2) PARTICIPANTS.—Other than the Chief 
and Director, participants in the process de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) may include— 

“(A) any cooperating governmental agen- 
cies, including tribal governments; and 

‘“(B) any other interested groups or indi- 
viduals. 

“(i) REPORTING.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
and annually thereafter, the Chief and the 
Director shall report to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the 
Senate and the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives on— 

“(1) the status of development, execution, 
and administration of agreements or con- 
tracts under subsection (b); 

‘(2) the specific accomplishments that 
have resulted; and 

“(3) the role of local communities in the 
development of agreements or contract 
plans.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 347 
of the Department of the Interior and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999 (16 
U.S.C. 2104 note; Public Law 105-277) is re- 
pealed. 

SEC. 8205. HEALTHY FORESTS RESERVE PRO- 

(a) DEFINITION OF ACREAGE OWNED BY IN- 
DIAN TRIBES.—Section 502(e)(3) of the 
Healthy Forests Restoration Act (16 U.S.C. 
6572(e)(3)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘sub- 
paragraphs (A) and (B)? and inserting 
“clauses (i) and (ii)’’; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (C) as clauses (i) through (iii), re- 
spectively, and indenting appropriately; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘In the case of’’ and insert- 
ing the following: 

‘((A) DEFINITION OF ACREAGE OWNED BY IN- 
DIAN TRIBES.—In this paragraph, the term 
‘acreage owned by Indian tribes’ includes— 

“(i) land that is held in trust by the United 
States for Indian tribes or individual Indi- 
ans; 

“(ii) land, the title to which is held by In- 
dian tribes or individual Indians subject to 
Federal restrictions against alienation or en- 
cumbrance; 

“(iii) land that is subject to rights of use, 
occupancy, and benefit of certain Indian 
tribes; 

“(iv) land that is held in fee title by an In- 
dian tribe; or 

“(v) land that is owned by a native cor- 
poration formed under section 17 of the Act 
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of June 18, 1934 (commonly known as the ‘In- 
dian Reorganization Act’) (25 U.S.C. 477) or 
section 8 of the Alaska Native Claims Settle- 
ment Act (48 U.S.C. 1607); or 

“(vi) a combination of 1 or more types of 
land described in clauses (i) through (v). 

‘(B) ENROLLMENT OF ACREAGE.—In the case 
of”. 

(b) CHANGE IN FUNDING SOURCE FOR 
HEALTHY FORESTS RESERVE PROGRAM.—Sec- 
tion 508 of the Healthy Forests Restoration 
Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6578) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘IN GEN- 
ERAL” and inserting ‘‘FISCAL YEARS 2009 
THROUGH 2013”; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(b) FISCAL YEARS 2014 THROUGH 2018.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Agriculture to carry out this 
section $9,750,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. 

“(c) ADDITIONAL SOURCE OF FUNDS.—In ad- 
dition to funds appropriated pursuant to the 
authorization of appropriations in subsection 
(b) for a fiscal year, the Secretary may use 
such amount of the funds appropriated for 
that fiscal year to carry out the Soil Con- 
servation and Domestic Allotment Act (16 
U.S.C. 590a et seq.) as the Secretary deter- 
mines necessary to cover the cost of tech- 
nical assistance, management, and enforce- 
ment responsibilities for land enrolled in the 
healthy forests reserve program pursuant to 
subsections (a) and (b) of section 504.’’. 
Subtitle D—Miscellaneous Provisions 

8301. MCINTIRE-STENNIS COOPERATIVE 

FORESTRY ACT. 

(a) 1890 WAIVERS.—Section 4 of Public Law 
87-788 (commonly known as the ‘‘McIntire- 
Stennis Cooperative Forestry Act”) (16 
U.S.C. 582a-3) is amended by inserting ‘‘The 
matching funds requirement shall not be ap- 
plicable to eligible 1890 Institutions (as de- 
fined in section 2 of the Agricultural Re- 
search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7601)) if the allocation is 
below $200,000.” before ‘‘The Secretary is au- 
thorized” in the second sentence. 

(b) PARTICIPATION.—Section 8 of Public 
Law 87-788 (commonly known as the 
““McIntire-Stennis Cooperative Forestry 
Act”) (16 U.S.C. 582a-7) is amended by insert- 
ing ‘the Federated States of Micronesia, 
American Samoa, the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands, the District of Columbia,’ before ‘and 
Guam’ ”. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section take effect on October 
1, 2013. 

SEC. 8302. REVISION OF STRATEGIC PLAN FOR 
FOREST INVENTORY AND ANALYSIS. 

(a) REVISION REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall revise the 
strategic plan for forest inventory and anal- 
ysis initially prepared pursuant to section 
3(e) of the Forest and Rangeland Renewable 
Resources Research Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 
1642(e)) to address the requirements imposed 
by subsection (b). 

(b) ELEMENTS OF REVISED STRATEGIC 
PLAN.—In revising the strategic plan, the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall describe in de- 
tail the organization, procedures, and fund- 
ing needed to achieve each of the following: 

(1) Complete the transition to a fully 
annualized forest inventory program and in- 
clude inventory and analysis of interior 
Alaska. 

(2) Implement an annualized inventory of 
trees in urban settings, including the status 
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and trends of trees and forests, and assess- 
ments of their ecosystem services, values, 
health, and risk to pests and diseases. 

(3) Report information on renewable bio- 
mass supplies and carbon stocks at the local, 
State, regional, and national level, including 
by ownership type. 

(4) Engage State foresters and other users 
of information from the forest inventory and 
analysis in reevaluating the list of core data 
variables collected on forest inventory and 
analysis plots with an emphasis on dem- 
onstrated need. 

(5) Improve the timeliness of the timber 
product output program and accessibility of 
the annualized information on that database. 

(6) Foster greater cooperation among the 
forest inventory and analysis program, re- 
search station leaders, and State foresters 
and other users of information from the for- 
est inventory and analysis. 

(7) Availability of and access to non-Fed- 
eral resources to improve information anal- 
ysis and information management. 

(8) Collaborate with the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service, National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration, National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, and United 
States Geological Survey to integrate re- 
mote sensing, spatial analysis techniques, 
and other new technologies in the forest in- 
ventory and analysis program. 

(9) Understand and report on changes in 
land cover and use. 

(10) Expand existing programs to promote 
sustainable forest stewardship through in- 
creased understanding, in partnership with 
other Federal agencies, of the over 10 million 
family forest owners, their demographics, 
and the barriers to forest stewardship. 

(11) Implement procedures to improve the 
statistical precision of estimates at the sub- 
State level. 


(c) SUBMISSION OF REVISED STRATEGIC 
PLAN.—The Secretary of Agriculture shall 
submit the revised strategic plan to the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate. 


TITLE IX—ENERGY 


SEC. 9001. DEFINITION OF RENEWABLE CHEM- 
ICAL. 


Section 9001 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8101) 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (13) and 
(14) as paragraphs (14) and (15) respectively; 
and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (12) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(13) RENEWABLE CHEMICAL.—The term ‘re- 
newable chemical’ means a monomer, poly- 
mer, plastic, formulated product, or chem- 
ical substance produced from renewable bio- 
mass.”’. 


SEC. 9002. BIOBASED MARKETS PROGRAM. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 9002 of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 8102) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)(A)(i)— 

(i) in subclause (I), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(ii) in subclause (II)(bb), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(III) establish a targeted biobased-only 
procurement requirement under which the 
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procuring agency shall issue a certain num- 
ber of biobased-only contracts when the pro- 
curing agency is purchasing products, or pur- 
chasing services that include the use of prod- 
ucts, that are included in a biobased product 
category designated by the Secretary.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) in clause (v), by inserting ‘‘as deter- 
mined to be necessary by the Secretary 
based on the availability of data,’’ before 
“provide information”’; 

(II) by redesignating clauses (v) and (vi) as 
clauses (vii) and (viii), respectively; and 

(III) by inserting after clause (iv) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(v) require reporting of quantities and 
types of biobased products purchased by pro- 
curing agencies; 

‘““vi) focus on products that apply an inno- 
vative approach to growing, harvesting, pro- 
curing, processing, or manufacturing 
biobased products regardless of the date of 
entry of the products into the market- 
place;’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(F) REQUIRED DESIGNATIONS.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this subparagraph, the Secretary shall begin 
to designate intermediate ingredients or 
feedstocks and assembled and finished 
biobased products in the guidelines issued 
under this paragraph.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘The Secretary” and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) AUDITING AND COMPLIANCE.—The Sec- 
retary may carry out such auditing and com- 
pliance activities as the Secretary deter- 
mines to be necessary to ensure compliance 
with subparagraph (A).’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(4) ASSEMBLED AND FINISHED PRODUCTS.— 
Not later than 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of this paragraph, the Secretary shall 
begin issuing criteria for determining which 
assembled and finished products may qualify 
to receive the label under paragraph (1).”’; 

(3) by redesignating subsections (d), (e), (£), 
(€), and (h) as subsections (e), (£), (€), (i), and 
(j), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(d) OUTREACH, 
MOTION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may en- 
gage in outreach, educational, and pro- 
motional activities intended to increase 
knowledge, awareness, and benefits of 
biobased products. 

(2) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—In carrying 
out this subsection, the Secretary may— 

“(A) conduct consumer education and out- 
reach (including consumer and awareness 
surveys); 

‘“(B) conduct outreach to and support for 
State and local governments interested in 
implementing biobased purchasing pro- 
grams; 

‘“(C) partner with industry and nonprofit 
groups to produce educational and outreach 
materials and conduct educational and out- 
reach events; 

‘(D) sponsor special conferences and 
events to bring together buyers and sellers of 
biobased products; and 

“(E) support pilot and demonstration 
projects.’’; 

(5) in subsection (h) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (3))— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 
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(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A) by striking ‘‘The report” and inserting 
“Each report under paragraph (1)’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

“(C) the progress made by other Federal 
agencies in compliance with the biobased 
procurement requirements, including the 
quantity of purchases made; and 

“(D) the status of outreach, educational, 
and promotional activities carried out by the 
Secretary under subsection (d), including the 
attainment of specific milestones and overall 
results.’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) ECONOMIC IMPACT STUDY AND REPORT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a study to assess the economic impact 
of the biobased products industry, includ- 
ing— 

“(i) the quantity of biobased products sold; 

“(i) the value of the biobased products; 

“(ii) the quantity of jobs created; 

“(iv) the quantity of petroleum displaced; 

““(v) other environmental benefits; and 

“(vi) areas in which the use or manufac- 
turing of biobased products could be more ef- 
fectively used, including identifying any 
technical and economic obstacles and recom- 
mending how those obstacles can be over- 
come. 

““(B) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this subparagraph, 
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a re- 
port describing the results of the study con- 
ducted under subparagraph (A).’’. 

(6) by inserting after subsection (g) (as re- 
designated by paragraph (3)) the following: 

“(h) FOREST PRODUCTS LABORATORY Co- 
ORDINATION.—In determining whether prod- 
ucts are eligible for the ‘USDA Certified 
Biobased Product’ label, the Secretary (act- 
ing through the Forest Products Laboratory) 
shall— 

“(1) review and approve forest-related 
products for which an application is sub- 
mitted for the program; 

“(2) expedite the approval of innovative 
products resulting from technology devel- 
oped by the Forest Products Laboratory or 
partners of the Laboratory; and 

‘“(3) provide appropriate technical assist- 
ance to applicants, as determined by the Sec- 
retary.’’; and 

(7) in subsection (j) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (3))— 

(A) in the heading of paragraph (1), by in- 
serting ‘‘FOR FISCAL YEARS 2008 THROUGH 
2012” after ‘‘FUNDING’’; 

(B) in the heading of paragraph (2), by in- 
serting ‘‘FOR FISCAL YEARS 2009 THROUGH 
2013” after ‘‘FUNDING’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) FISCAL YEARS 2014 THROUGH 2018.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $2,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(4) MANDATORY FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEARS 
2014 THROUGH 2018.—Of the funds of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to carry out this section $3,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
944(c)(2)(A) of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16258(c)(2)(A)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘‘section 9002(h)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘sec- 
tion 9002(b)’’. 

SEC. 9003. BIOREFINERY, RENEWABLE CHEM- 
ICAL, AND BIOBASED PRODUCT 
MANUFACTURING ASSISTANCE. 

(a) PROGRAM ADJUSTMENTS.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 9003 of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 8103) is amended— 

(A) in the section heading, by inserting ‘‘, 
RENEWABLE CHEMICAL, AND BIOBASED 
PRODUCT MANUFACTURING” after ‘‘BIO- 
REFINERY”; 

(B) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘renew- 
able chemicals, and biobased product manu- 
facturing” after ‘‘advanced biofuels,”’’; 

(C) in subsection (b)— 

(i) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 

(ii) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘(1) BIOBASED PRODUCT MANUFACTURING.— 
The term ‘biobased product manufacturing’ 
means development, construction, and retro- 
fitting of technologically new commercial- 
scale processing and manufacturing equip- 
ment and required facilities that will be used 
to convert renewable chemicals and other 
biobased outputs of biorefineries into end- 
user products on a commercial scale.’’; and 

(D) in subsection (c)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) grants and loan guarantees to fund the 
development and construction of renewable 
chemical and biobased product manufac- 
turing facilities.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on 
October 1, 2013. 

(b) FUNDING.—Section 9003(h) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 8103(h)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(1) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), of the funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, the Secretary shall use for the 
cost of loan guarantees under this section, to 
remain available until expended— 

‘‘(i) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2013; and 

““(ii) $58,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
and 2015. 

‘(B) BIOBASED PRODUCT MANUFACTURING.— 
Of the total amount of funds made available 
for the period of fiscal years 2018 through 
2015 under subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
use for the cost of loan guarantees under this 
section not more than $25,000,000 to promote 
biobased product manufacturing.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘2013”’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 9004. REPEAL OF REPOWERING ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM AND TRANSFER OF RE- 
MAINING FUNDS. 

(a) REPEAL.—Subject to subsection (b), sec- 
tion 9004 of the Farm Security and Rural In- 
vestment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8104) is re- 
pealed. 

(b) USE OF REMAINING FUNDING FOR RURAL 
ENERGY FOR AMERICA PROGRAM.—Funds 
made available pursuant to subsection (d) of 
section 9004 of the Farm Security and Rural 
Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8104) that 
are unobligated on the day before the date of 
enactment of this section shall— 

(1) remain available until expended; 

(2) be used by the Secretary of Agriculture 
to carry out financial assistance for energy 
efficiency improvements and renewable en- 
ergy systems under section 9007(a)(2) of the 
Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 
2002 (7 U.S.C. 8107(a)(2)); and 

(3) be in addition to any other funds made 
available to carry out that program. 
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SEC. 9005. BIOENERGY PROGRAM FOR ADVANCED 
BIOFUELS. 

Section 9005(g) of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8105(¢)) is amended— 

(1) in the heading of paragraph (1), by in- 
serting ‘‘FOR FISCAL YEARS 2009 THROUGH 
2012” after ‘‘FUNDING”’; 

(2) in the heading of paragraph (2), by in- 
serting ‘‘FOR FISCAL YEARS 2009 THROUGH 
2013” after ‘‘FUNDING”’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (4); and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(3) FISCAL YEARS 2014 THROUGH 2018.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $20,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

SEC. 9006. BIODIESEL FUEL EDUCATION PRO- 
GRAM. 

Section 9006(d) of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8106(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘FISCAL 
YEARS 2009 THROUGH 2012” and inserting ‘‘MAN- 
DATORY FUNDING” ; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2012”’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘fiscal 
year 2013” and inserting ‘‘each of fiscal years 
2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 9007. RURAL ENERGY FOR AMERICA PRO- 


(a) PROGRAM ADJUSTMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 9007 of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 8107) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (b)(2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(ii) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as 
subparagraph (E); and 

(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

“(D) a council (as defined in section 1528 of 
the Agriculture and Food Act of 1981 (16 
U.S.C. 3451)); and’’; and 

(B) in subsection (c)— 

(i) in paragraph (1)(A), by inserting ‘‘, such 
as for agricultural and associated residential 
purposes” after ‘‘electricity”’; 

(ii) by striking paragraph (3); 

(iii) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (3); 

(iv) in paragraph (8) (as so redesignated), 
by striking subparagraph (A) and inserting 
the following: 

“(A) GRANTS.—The amount of a grant 
under this subsection shall not exceed the 
lesser of— 

‘*(i) $500,000; and 

““(ii) 25 percent of the cost of the activity 
carried out using funds from the grant.’’; and 

(v) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(4) TIERED APPLICATION PROCESS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In providing loan guar- 
antees and grants under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall use a 3-tiered application 
process that reflects the size of proposed 
projects in accordance with this paragraph. 

“(B) TIER 1.—The Secretary shall establish 
a separate application process for projects 
for which the cost of the activity funded 
under this subsection is not more than 
$80,000. 

“(C) TIER 2.—The Secretary shall establish 
a separate application process for projects 
for which the cost of the activity funded 
under this subsection is greater than $80,000 
but less than $200,000. 

“(D) TIER 3.—The Secretary shall establish 
a separate application process for projects 
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for which the cost of the activity funded 
under this subsection is equal to or greater 
than $200,000. 

“(E) APPLICATION PROCESS.—The Secretary 
shall establish an application, evaluation, 
and oversight process that is the most sim- 
plified for tier I projects and more com- 
prehensive for each subsequent tier.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on 
October 1, 2013. 

(b) FUNDING.—Section 9007(¢) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 8107(g)) is amended— 

(1) in the heading of paragraph (1), by in- 
serting ‘‘FOR FISCAL YEARS 2009 THROUGH 
2012” after ‘‘FUNDING’’; 

(2) in the heading of paragraph (2), by in- 
serting ‘‘FOR FISCAL YEARS 2009 THROUGH 
2012” after ‘‘FUNDING’’; 

(3) in the heading of paragraph (3), by in- 
serting ‘‘FOR FISCAL YEARS 2009 THROUGH 
2013” after ‘‘FUNDING’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) FISCAL YEARS 2014 THROUGH 2018.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $20,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(5) MANDATORY FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEARS 
2013 THROUGH 2018.—Of the funds of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to carry out this section $48,200,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.”’. 
SEC. 9008. BIOMASS RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 

MENT. 

Section 9008(h) of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8108(h)) is amended— 

(1) in the heading of paragraph (1), by in- 
serting ‘‘FOR FISCAL YEARS 2009 THROUGH 
2012” after ‘‘FUNDING’’; 

(2) in the heading of paragraph (2), by in- 
serting ‘‘FOR FISCAL YEARS 2009 THROUGH 
2013” after ‘‘FUNDING’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) FISCAL YEARS 2014 THROUGH 2018.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $30,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(4) MANDATORY FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEARS 
2014 THROUGH 2018.—Of the funds of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to carry out this section $26,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 9009. FEEDSTOCK FLEXIBILITY PROGRAM 

FOR BIOENERGY PRODUCERS. 

Section 9010(b) of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8110(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘2013”’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘2013”’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 9010. BIOMASS CROP ASSISTANCE PRO- 
GRAM. 

Section 9011 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8111) 
is amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 9011. BIOMASS CROP ASSISTANCE PRO- 


‘*(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) BCAP.—The term ‘BCAP’ means the 
Biomass Crop Assistance Program estab- 
lished under this section. 

“(2) BCAP PROJECT AREA.—The term ‘BCAP 
project area’ means an area that— 

“(A) has specified boundaries that are sub- 
mitted to the Secretary by the project spon- 
sor and subsequently approved by the Sec- 
retary; 

““(B) includes producers with contract acre- 
age that will supply a portion of the renew- 
able biomass needed by a biomass conversion 
facility; and 
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“(C) is physically located within an eco- 
nomically practicable distance from the bio- 
mass conversion facility. 

‘(3) CONTRACT ACREAGE.—The term ‘con- 
tract acreage’ means eligible land that is 
covered by a BCAP contract entered into 
with the Secretary. 

‘*(4) ELIGIBLE CROP.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible crop’ 
means a crop of renewable biomass. 

‘“(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible crop’ 
does not include— 

“(i) any crop that is eligible to receive pay- 
ments under title I of the Food, Conserva- 
tion, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8702 et 
seq.) or an amendment made by that title; 

“(ii) any plant that is invasive or noxious 
or species or varieties of plants that credible 
risk assessment tools or other credible 
sources determine are potentially invasive, 
as determined by the Secretary in consulta- 
tion with other appropriate Federal or State 
departments and agencies; or 

“(iii) algae. 

‘(5) ELIGIBLE LAND.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible land’ 
includes— 

“(i) agricultural and nonindustrial private 
forest lands (as defined in section 5(c) of the 
Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 
(16 U.S.C. 2108a(c))); and 

“(ii) land enrolled in the agricultural con- 
servation easement program established 
under subtitle H of title XII of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985. 

‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible land’ 
does not include— 

“(i) Federal- or State-owned land; 

“(ii) land that is native sod, as of the date 
of enactment of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8701 et seq.); 

“(iii) land enrolled in the conservation re- 
serve program established under subchapter 
B of chapter 1 of subtitle D of title XII of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831 et 
seq.); 

“(iv) land enrolled in the Agricultural Con- 
servation Easement Program established 
under subtitle H of title XII of that Act; or 

“(v) land enrolled in the conservation re- 
serve program or the Agricultural Conserva- 
tion Easement Program under a contract 
that will expire at the end of the current fis- 
cal year. 

‘(6) ELIGIBLE MATERIAL.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible mate- 
rial’ means renewable biomass harvested di- 
rectly from the land, including crop residue 
from any crop that is eligible to receive pay- 
ments under title I of the Agriculture Re- 
form, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013 or an 
amendment made by that title. 

‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible mate- 
rial’ shall only include— 

“(i) eligible material that is collected or 
harvested by the eligible material owner— 

“(I) directly from— 

“(aa) National Forest System; 

““(bb) Bureau of Land Management land; 

““(cc) non-Federal land; or 

“(dd) land owned by an individual Indian 
or Indian tribe that is held in trust by the 
United States for the benefit of the indi- 
vidual Indian or Indian tribe or subject to a 
restriction against alienation imposed by the 
United States; 

“(ID) in a manner that is consistent with— 

“(aa) a conservation plan; 

‘(bb) a forest stewardship plan; or 

“(cc) a plan that the Secretary determines 
is equivalent to a plan described in item (aa) 
or (bb) and consistent with Executive Order 
18112 (42 U.S.C. 4321 note; relating to invasive 
species); 
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“(ii) if woody eligible material, woody eli- 
gible material that is produced on land other 
than contract acreage that— 

‘(T) is a byproduct of a preventative treat- 
ment that is removed to reduce hazardous 
fuel or to reduce or contain disease or insect 
infestation; and 

“(JI) if harvested from Federal land, is har- 
vested in accordance with section 102(e) of 
the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 
(16 U.S.C. 6512(e)); and 

“(iii) eligible material that is delivered to 
a qualified biomass conversion facility to be 
used for heat, power, biobased products, re- 
search, or advanced biofuels. 

““(C) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible mate- 
rial’ does not include— 

“(i) material that is whole grain from any 
crop that is eligible to receive payments 
under title I of the Agriculture Reform, 
Food, and Jobs Act of 2018 or an amendment 
made by that title, including— 

“(I) barley, corn, grain sorghum, oats, rice, 
or wheat; 

“(ID) honey; 

“(III) mohair; 

“(IV) oilseeds, including canola, crambe, 
flaxseed, mustard seed, rapeseed, safflower 
seed, soybeans, sesame seed, and sunflower 
seed; 

“(V) peanuts; 

‘“(VI) pulse; 

‘(VID chickpeas, lentils, and dry peas; 

“(VIII dairy products; 

“(IX) sugar; and 

“(X) wool and cotton boll fiber; 

“(ii) animal waste and byproducts, includ- 
ing fat, oil, grease, and manure; 

“(iii) food waste and yard waste; 

“(iv) algae; 

“(v) woody eligible material that— 

“(I) is removed outside contract acreage; 
and 

“(II) is not a byproduct of a preventative 
treatment to reduce hazardous fuel or to re- 
duce or contain disease or insect infestation; 

“(vi) any woody eligible material collected 
or harvested outside contract acreage that 
would otherwise be used for existing market 
products; or 

“(vii) bagasse. 

‘“(7)  PRODUCER.—The term ‘producer’ 
means an owner or operator of contract acre- 
age that is physically located within a BCAP 
project area. 

‘(8) PROJECT SPONSOR.—The term ‘project 
sponsor’ means— 

“(A) a group of producers; or 

“(B) a biomass conversion facility. 

‘(9) SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMER OR 
RANCHER.—The term ‘socially disadvantaged 
farmer or rancher’ has the meaning given 
the term in section 2501(e) of the Food, Agri- 
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279(e)). 

‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—The 
Secretary shall establish and administer a 
Biomass Crop Assistance Program to— 

“(1) support the establishment and produc- 
tion of eligible crops for conversion to bio- 
energy in selected BCAP project areas; and 

“(2) assist agricultural and forest land 
owners and operators with the collection, 
harvest, storage, and transportation of eligi- 
ble material for use in a biomass conversion 
facility. 

“(c) BCAP PROJECT AREA.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide financial assistance to a producer of an 
eligible crop in a BCAP project area. 

‘*(2) SELECTION OF PROJECT AREAS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—To be considered for se- 
lection as a BCAP project area, a project 
sponsor shall submit to the Secretary a pro- 
posal that, at a minimum, includes— 
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““j) a description of the eligible land and 
eligible crops of each producer that will par- 
ticipate in the proposed BCAP project area; 

“(ii) a letter of commitment from a bio- 
mass conversion facility that the facility 
will use the eligible crops intended to be pro- 
duced in the proposed BCAP project area; 

‘“(iii) evidence that the biomass conversion 
facility has sufficient equity available, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, if the biomass 
conversion facility is not operational at the 
time the proposal is submitted to the Sec- 
retary; and 

‘“(iv) any other information about the bio- 
mass conversion facility or proposed biomass 
conversion facility that the Secretary deter- 
mines necessary for the Secretary to be rea- 
sonably assured that the plant will be in op- 
eration by the date on which the eligible 
crops are ready for harvest. 

“(B) BCAP PROJECT AREA SELECTION CRI- 
TERIA.—In selecting BCAP project areas, the 
Secretary shall consider— 

““(i) the volume of the eligible crops pro- 
posed to be produced in the proposed BCAP 
project area and the probability that those 
crops will be used for the purposes of the 
BCAP; 

“(i) the volume of renewable biomass pro- 
jected to be available from sources other 
than the eligible crops grown on contract 
acres; 

“Gii) the anticipated economic impact in 
the proposed BCAP project area; 

“(iv) the opportunity for producers and 
local investors to participate in the owner- 
ship of the biomass conversion facility in the 
proposed BCAP project area; 

“(v) the participation rate by— 

“(T) beginning farmers or ranchers (as de- 
fined in accordance with section 3438(a) of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1991(a))); or 

“(ID socially disadvantaged farmers or 
ranchers; 

““(vi) the impact on soil, water, and related 
resources; 

“(vii) the variety in biomass production 
approaches within a project area, including 
(as appropriate)— 

‘“(T) agronomic conditions; 

“(II) harvest and postharvest practices; 
and 

“(OI) monoculture and polyculture crop 
mixes; 

“(viii) the range of eligible crops among 
project areas; and 

“(ix) any additional information that the 
Secretary determines to be necessary. 

‘(3) CONTRACT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—On approval of a BCAP 
project area by the Secretary, each producer 
in the BCAP project area shall enter into a 
contract directly with the Secretary. 

“(B) MINIMUM TERMS.—At a minimum, a 
contract under this subsection shall include 
terms that cover— 

‘“(i) an agreement to make available to the 
Secretary, or to an institution of higher edu- 
cation or other entity designated by the Sec- 
retary, such information as the Secretary 
considers to be appropriate to promote the 
production of eligible crops and the develop- 
ment of biomass conversion technology; 

“Gi) compliance with the highly erodible 
land conservation requirements of subtitle B 
of title XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3811 et seq.) and the wetland con- 
servation requirements of subtitle C of title 
XII of that Act (16 U.S.C. 3821 et seq.); 

“Gii) the implementation of (as deter- 
mined by the Secretary)— 

“(I) a conservation plan; 

‘(ID a forest stewardship plan; or 
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“(III) a plan that is equivalent to a con- 
servation or forest stewardship plan; and 

“(iv) any additional requirements that 
Secretary determines to be necessary. 

“(C) DURATION.—A contract under this sub- 
section shall have a term of not more than— 

“(i) 5 years for annual and perennial crops; 
or 

“(ii) 15 years for woody biomass. 

‘*(4) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PROGRAMS.—In 
carrying out this subsection, the Secretary 
shall provide for the preservation of cropland 
base and yield history applicable to the land 
enrolled in a BCAP contract. 

‘(5) PAYMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make establishment and annual payments 
directly to producers to support the estab- 
lishment and production of eligible crops on 
contract acreage. 

‘“(B) AMOUNT OF ESTABLISHMENT PAY- 
MENTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), the 
amount of an establishment payment under 
this subsection shall be not more than 50 
percent of the costs of establishing an eligi- 
ble perennial crop covered by the contract 
but not to exceed $500 per acre, including— 

“(JT) the cost of seeds and stock for 
perennials; 

“(II) the cost of planting the perennial 
crop, as determined by the Secretary; and 

‘“(IIT) in the case of nonindustrial private 
forestland, the costs of site preparation and 
tree planting. 

‘(ii) SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS OR 
RANCHERS.—In the case of socially disadvan- 
taged farmers or ranchers, the costs of estab- 
lishment may not exceed $750 per acre. 

‘“(C) AMOUNT OF ANNUAL PAYMENTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), the 
amount of an annual payment under this 
subsection shall be determined by the Sec- 
retary. 

“(ii) REDUCTION.—The Secretary shall re- 
duce an annual payment by an amount de- 
termined to be appropriate by the Secretary, 
if— 

‘(T) an eligible crop is used for purposes 
other than the production of energy at the 
biomass conversion facility; 

“(IT) an eligible crop is delivered to the 
biomass conversion facility; 

‘“(III) the producer receives a payment 
under subsection (d); 

‘“(IV) the producer violates a term of the 
contract; or 

“(V) the Secretary determines a reduction 
is necessary to carry out this section. 

(D) EXCLUSION.—The Secretary shall not 
make any BCAP payments on land for which 
payments are received under the conserva- 
tion reserve program established under sub- 
chapter B of chapter 1 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3831 et seq.) or the agricultural con- 
servation easement program established 
under subtitle H of title XII of that Act. 

“(d) ASSISTANCE WITH COLLECTION, HAR- 
VEST, STORAGE, AND TRANSPORTATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make a payment for the delivery of eligible 
material to a biomass conversion facility 
to— 

“(A) a producer of an eligible crop that is 
produced on BCAP contract acreage; or 

‘(B) a person with the right to collect or 
harvest eligible material, regardless of 
whether the eligible material is produced on 
contract acreage. 

‘(2) PAYMENTS.— 

“(A) COSTS COVERED.—A payment under 
this subsection shall be in an amount de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B) for— 
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“(i) collection; 

“(ii) harvest; 

“(iii) storage; and 

“(iv) transportation to a biomass conver- 
sion facility. 

‘“(B) AMOUNT.—Subject to paragraph (3), 
the Secretary may provide matching pay- 
ments at a rate of up to $1 for each $1 per ton 
provided by the biomass conversion facility, 
in an amount not to exceed $20 per dry ton 
for a period of 4 years. 

‘(3) LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE FOR BCAP 
CONTRACT ACREAGE.—AS a condition of the 
receipt of an annual payment under sub- 
section (c), a producer receiving a payment 
under this subsection for collection, harvest, 
storage, or transportation of an eligible crop 
produced on BCAP acreage shall agree to a 
reduction in the annual payment. 

“(e) REPORT.—Not later than 4 years after 
the date of enactment of the Agriculture Re- 
form, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report on 
the dissemination by the Secretary of the 
best practice data and information gathered 
from participants receiving assistance under 
this section. 

‘““(f) FUNDING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to carry out this section $38,600,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘(2) COLLECTION, HARVEST, STORAGE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION PAYMENTS.—Of the amount 
made available under paragraph (1) for each 
fiscal year, the Secretary shall use not less 
than 10 percent, nor more than 50 percent, of 
the amount to make collection, harvest, 
transportation, and storage payments under 
subsection (d)(2).’’. 

SEC. 9011. REPEAL OF FOREST BIOMASS FOR EN- 
ERGY. 

Section 9012 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8112) 
is repealed. 

SEC. 9012. COMMUNITY WOOD ENERGY PRO- 
GRAM. 

(a) DEFINITION OF BIOMASS CONSUMER COOP- 
ERATIVE.—Section 9013(a) of the Farm Secu- 
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 8118(a)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as paragraphs (2) and (8), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘(1) BIOMASS CONSUMER COOPERATIVE.—The 
term ‘biomass consumer cooperative’ means 
a consumer membership organization the 
purpose of which is to provide members with 
services or discounts relating to the pur- 
chase of biomass heating products or bio- 
mass heating systems.”’’. 

(b) GRANT PROGRAM.—Section 9018(b)(1) of 
the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8113(b)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(C) grants of up to $50,000 to biomass con- 
sumer cooperatives for the purpose of estab- 
lishing or expanding biomass consumer co- 
operatives that will provide consumers with 
services or discounts relating to— 

“(i) the purchase of biomass heating sys- 
tems; 

“(ii) biomass heating products, including 
wood chips, wood pellets, and advanced 
biofuels; or 

“(iii) the delivery and storage of biomass 
of heating products.’’. 
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(c) MATCHING FUNDS.—Section 9013(d) of 
the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8113(d)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘A State or local govern- 
ment that receives a grant under subsection 
(b)? and inserting the following: 

“(1) STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.—A 
State or local government that receives a 
grant under subparagraph (A) or (B) of sub- 
section (b)(1)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(2) BIOMASS CONSUMER COOPERATIVES.—A 
biomass consumer cooperative that receives 
a grant under subsection (b)(1)(C) shall con- 
tribute an amount of non-Federal funds 
(which may include State, local, and non- 
profit funds and membership dues) toward 
the establishment or expansion of a biomass 
consumer cooperative that is at least equal 
to 50 percent of the amount of Federal funds 
received for that purpose.’’. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 9013(e) of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8113(e)) is amended by striking ‘‘2013’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 9013. REPEAL OF RENEWABLE FERTILIZER 
STUDY. 

Section 9003 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-246; 122 
Stat. 2096) is repealed. 

TITLE X—HORTICULTURE 
SEC. 10001. SPECIALTY CROPS MARKET NEWS AL- 
LOCATION. 

Section 10107(b) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 1622b(b)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
“2018”. 

SEC. 10002. REPEAL OF GRANT PROGRAM TO IM- 
PROVE MOVEMENT OF SPECIALTY 
CROPS. 

Section 10403 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 1622c) is re- 
pealed. 

SEC. 10003. FARMERS MARKET AND LOCAL FOOD 
PROMOTION PROGRAM. 

Section 6 of the Farmer-to-Consumer Di- 
rect Marketing Act of 1976 (7 U.S.C. 3005) is 
amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by adding ‘‘AND 
LOCAL Foob”’ after “MARKET”; 

(2) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘and Local Food” after 
“Market”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘farmers’ markets and to 
promote”; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘and local food capacity 
development” before the period at the end; 

(3) in subsection (b), by striking paragraph 
(1) and inserting the following: 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—The purposes of the Pro- 
gram are to increase domestic consumption 
of and access to locally and regionally pro- 
duced agricultural products by developing, 
improving, expanding, and providing out- 
reach, training, and technical assistance to, 
or assisting in the development, improve- 
ment and expansion of— 

“(A) domestic farmers’ markets, roadside 
stands, community-supported agriculture 
programs, agritourism activities, and other 
direct producer-to-consumer market oppor- 
tunities; and 

“(B) local and regional food enterprises 
that are not direct producer-to-consumer 
markets but process, distribute, aggregate, 
store, and market locally or regionally pro- 
duced food products.”’; 

(4) in subsection (c)(1)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘or other business entity” 
after ‘‘cooperative’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, including a community 
supported agriculture network or associa- 
tion” after ‘‘association’’; 
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(5) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (f); 

(6) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(e) PRIORITIES.—In providing grants under 
the Program, priority shall be given to appli- 
cations that include projects that— 

“(1) benefit underserved communities; 

‘“(2) develop market opportunities for 
small and mid-sized farm and ranch oper- 
ations; and 

“(3) include a strategic plan to maximize 
the use of funds to build capacity for local 
and regional food systems in a community.”’; 

(7) in subsection (f) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (5))— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FISCAL 
YEARS 2008 THROUGH 2012” and inserting ‘‘MAN- 
DATORY FUNDING”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon at the end; 

(iii) in subparagraph (C), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

“(D) $20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’; 

(B) by striking paragraphs (3) and (5); 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘*(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to funds made available under para- 
graph (1), there is authorized to be appro- 
priated to carry out this section $20,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.”’; 
and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(5) USE OF FUNDS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds made avail- 
able to carry out the Program for each fiscal 
year, 50 percent shall be used for the pur- 
poses described in subsection (b)(1)(A) and 50 
percent shall be used for the purposes de- 
scribed in subsection (b)(1)(B). 

“(B) COST SHARE.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant for a project described in subsection 
(b)(1)(B), a recipient shall provide a match in 
the form of cash or in-kind contributions in 
an amount equal to 25 percent of the total 
cost of the project. 

‘6) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Not more 
than 10 percent of the total amount made 
available to carry out this section for a fis- 
cal year may be used for administrative ex- 
penses. 

“(7) LIMITATIONS.—An eligible entity may 
not use a grant or other assistance provided 
under the Program for the purchase, con- 
struction, or rehabilitation of a building or 
structure.’’. 


SEC. 10004. STUDY ON LOCAL FOOD PRODUCTION 
AND PROGRAM EVALUATION. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 

(1) collect data on the production and mar- 
keting of locally or regionally produced agri- 
cultural food products; 

(2) facilitate interagency collaboration and 
data sharing on programs related to local 
and regional food systems; and 

(3) monitor the effectiveness of programs 
designed to expand or facilitate local food 
systems. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall, at a minimum— 

(1) collect and distribute comprehensive re- 
porting of prices of locally or regionally pro- 
duced agricultural food products; 

(2) conduct surveys and analysis and pub- 
lish reports relating to the production, han- 
dling, distribution, retail sales, and trend 
studies (including consumer purchasing pat- 
terns) of or on locally or regionally produced 
agricultural food products; 
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(3) evaluate the effectiveness of existing 
programs in growing local and regional food 
systems, including— 

(A) the impact of local food systems on job 
creation and economic development; 

(B) the level of participation in the Farm- 
ers’ Market and Local Food Promotion Pro- 
gram established under section 6 of the 
Farmer-to-Consumer Direct Marketing Act 
of 1976 (7 U.S.C. 3005), including the percent- 
age of projects funded in comparison to ap- 
plicants and the types of eligible entities re- 
ceiving funds; 

(C) the ability for participants to leverage 
private capital and a synopsis of the places 
from which non-Federal funds are derived; 
and 

(D) any additional resources required to 
aid in the development or expansion of local 
and regional food systems; 

(4) expand the Agricultural Resource Man- 
agement Survey to include questions on lo- 
cally or regionally produced agricultural 
food products; and 

(5) seek to establish or expand private-pub- 
lic partnerships to facilitate, to the max- 
imum extent practicable, the collection of 
data on locally or regionally produced agri- 
cultural food products, including the devel- 
opment of a nationally coordinated and re- 
gionally balanced evaluation of the redevel- 
opment of locally or regionally produced 
food systems. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act and annu- 
ally thereafter, the Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate a report describing the progress 
that has been made in implementing this 
section and identifying any additional needs 
related to developing local and regional food 
systems. 

SEC. 10005. ORGANIC AGRICULTURE. 

(a) ORGANIC PRODUCTION AND MARKET DATA 
INITIATIVES.—Section 7407 of the Farm Secu- 
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 5925c) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘and annually thereafter” after 
“this subsection’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(D) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(2) describes how data collection agencies 
(such as the Agricultural Marketing Service 
and the National Agricultural Statistics 
Service) are coordinating with data user 
agencies (such as the Risk Management 
Agency) to ensure that data collected under 
this section can be used by data user agen- 
cies, including by the Risk Management 
Agency to offer price elections for all or- 
ganic crops; and’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (3); 

(B) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) MANDATORY FUNDING.—In addition to 
any funds available under paragraph (1), of 
the funds of the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion, the Secretary shall use to carry out 
this section $5,000,000, to remain available 
until expended.”’; and 

(D) in paragraph (8) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (B))— 

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FOR FISCAL 
YEARS 2008 THROUGH 2012”’; 
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(ii) by striking ‘‘paragraph (1)’’ and insert- 
ing “paragraphs (1) and (2)’’; and 

(iii) by striking ‘2012’ and 
“2018”. 

(b) MODERNIZATION AND TECHNOLOGY UP- 
GRADE FOR NATIONAL ORGANIC PROGRAM.— 
Section 2123 of the Organic Foods Production 
Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6522) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (5), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(B) by redesignating paragraph (6) as para- 
graph (7); and 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol- 
lowing: 

“*(6) $15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018; and”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) MODERNIZATION AND TECHNOLOGY UP- 
GRADE FOR NATIONAL ORGANIC PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall mod- 
ernize database and technology systems of 
the national organic program. 

(2) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation and in addition to 
any other funds made available for that pur- 
pose, the Secretary shall make available to 
carry out this subsection $5,000,000 in fiscal 
year 2014, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

“(d) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this subsection, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
that— 

“(1) describes the efforts of the Secretary 
to ensure that activities conducted through 
commodity research and promotion pro- 
grams adequately reflect the priorities of all 
members of the applicable orders; and 

‘“(2) includes an assessment of the feasi- 
bility of establishing an organic research and 
promotion program, including any current 
barriers to establishment and challenges re- 
lated to implementation.’’. 

SEC. 10006. FOOD SAFETY EDUCATION 
TIVES. 

Section 10105(c) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7655a(c)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
“2018”. 

SEC. 10007. COORDINATED PLANT MANAGEMENT 
PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 420 of the Plant 
Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 7721) is amended— 

(1) by striking the section heading and in- 
serting ‘COORDINATED PLANT MANAGE- 
MENT PROGRAM.”’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (f); and 

(8) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(e) NATIONAL CLEAN PLANT NETWORK.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish a program to be known as the ‘Na- 
tional Clean Plant Network’ (referred to in 
this subsection as the ‘Program’). 

‘“(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Under the Program, 
the Secretary shall establish a network of 
clean plant centers for diagnostic and patho- 
gen elimination services— 

“(A) to produce clean propagative plant 
material; and 

‘“(B) to maintain blocks of pathogen-tested 
plant material in sites located throughout 
the United States. 

“(3) AVAILABILITY OF CLEAN PLANT SOURCE 
MATERIAL.—Clean plant source material pro- 
duced or maintained under the Program may 
be made available to— 

“(A) a State for a certified plant program 
of the State; and 
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‘“(B) private nurseries and producers. 

‘*(4) CONSULTATION AND COLLABORATION.—In 
carrying out the Program, the Secretary 
shall— 

(A) consult with— 

“(i) State departments of agriculture; and 

“(ii) land-grant colleges and universities 
and NLGCA Institutions (as those terms are 
defined in section 1404 of the National Agri- 
cultural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103)); and 

‘“(B) to the extent practicable and with 
input from the appropriate State officials 
and industry representatives, use existing 
Federal or State facilities to serve as clean 
plant centers.’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Subsection (f) of section 420 
of the Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 7721) 
(as redesignated by subsection (a)(1)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking “and each 
fiscal year thereafter.” and inserting a semi- 
colon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(5) $60,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2017; and 

“(6) $65,000,000 for fiscal year 2018 and each 
fiscal year thereafter.’’. 

(c) REPEAL OF EXISTING PROVISION.—Sec- 
tion 10202 of the Food, Conservation, and En- 
ergy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7761) is repealed. 

(d) CLARIFICATION OF USE OF FUNDS FOR 
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Section 420 of the 
Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 17721) (as 
amended by subsection (a)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(g) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAW.—The use 
of Commodity Credit Corporation funds 
under this section to provide technical as- 
sistance shall not be considered an allotment 
or fund transfer from the Commodity Credit 
Corporation for purposes of the limit on ex- 
penditures for technical assistance imposed 
by section 11 of the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration Charter Act (15 U.S.C. 714i).”. 

SEC. 10008. SPECIALTY CROP BLOCK GRANTS. 

Section 101 of the Specialty Crops Com- 
petitiveness Act of 2004 (7 U.S.C. 1621 note; 
Public Law 108-465) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘subsection (j) and insert- 
ing ‘‘subsection (1)’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(b) GRANTS BASED ON VALUE AND ACRE- 
AGE.—Subject to subsection (c), in the case 
of each State with an application for a grant 
for a fiscal year that is accepted by the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture under subsection (f), 
the amount of a grant for a fiscal year to a 
State under this section shall bear the same 
ratio to the total amount made available 
under subsection (1) for that fiscal year as— 

“(1) the average of the most recent avail- 
able value of specialty crop production in the 
State and the acreage of specialty crop pro- 
duction in the State, as demonstrated in the 
most recent Census of Agriculture data; 
bears to 

“(2) the average of the most recent avail- 
able value of specialty crop production in all 
States and the acreage of specialty crop pro- 
duction in all States, as demonstrated in the 
most recent Census of Agriculture data.’’; 

(3) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub- 
section (1); 

(4) by inserting after subsection (i) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(j) MULTISTATE PROJECTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Agri- 
culture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013, 
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the Secretary of Agriculture shall issue guid- 
ance for the purpose of making grants to 
multistate projects under this section for 
projects involving— 

“(A) food safety; 

‘“(B) plant pests and disease; 

‘“(C) crop-specific projects addressing com- 
mon issues; and 

“(D) any other area that furthers the pur- 
poses of this section, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

‘(2) FUNDING.—Of the funds provided under 
subsection (1), the Secretary of Agriculture 
may allocate for grants under this sub- 
section, to remain available until expended— 

‘(A) $1,000,000 for fiscal year 2014; 

‘‘(B) $2,000,000 for fiscal year 2015; 

““(C) $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2016; 

‘(D) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; and 

“(E) $5,000,000 for fiscal year 2018. 

“(k) ADMINISTRATION.— 

“(1) DEPARTMENT.—The Secretary of Agri- 
culture may not use more than 3 percent of 
the funds made available to carry out this 
section for a fiscal year for administrative 
expenses. 

“(2) STATES.—A State receiving a grant 
under this section may not use more than 8 
percent of the funds received under the grant 
for a fiscal year for administrative ex- 
penses.’’; and 

(5) in subsection (1) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (3))— 

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(4) $70,000,000 for fiscal year 2014 and each 
fiscal year thereafter.’’. 

SEC. 10009. RECORDKEEPING, INVESTIGATIONS, 
AND ENFORCEMENT. 

The Organic Foods Production Act of 1990 
is amended by inserting after section 2120 (7 
U.S.C. 6519) the following: 

“SEC. 2120A. RECORDKEEPING, INVESTIGATIONS, 
AND ENFORCEMENT. 

‘*(a.) RECORDKEEPING.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this title, all persons, including pro- 
ducers, handlers, and certifying agents, re- 
quired to report information to the Sec- 
retary under this title shall maintain, and 
make available to the Secretary on the re- 
quest of the Secretary, all contracts, agree- 
ments, receipts, and other records associated 
with the organic certification program es- 
tablished by the Secretary under this title. 

‘(2) DURATION OF RECORDKEEPING REQUIRE- 
MENT.—A record covered by paragraph (1) 
shall be maintained— 

“(A) by a person covered by this title, ex- 
cept for a certifying agent, for a period of 5 
years beginning on the date of the creation 
of the record; and 

‘“(B) by a certifying agent, for a period of 
10 years beginning on the date of the cre- 
ation of the record. 

‘(b) CONFIDENTIALITY .— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
and except as otherwise directed by the Sec- 
retary or the Attorney General for enforce- 
ment purposes, no officer, employee, or 
agent of the United States shall make avail- 
able to the public information, statistics, or 
documents obtained from or made available 
by any person under this title, other than in 
a manner that ensures that confidentiality is 
preserved regarding the identity of persons, 
including parties to a contract, and propri- 
etary business information. 

‘(2) ALLEGED VIOLATORS AND NATURE OF AC- 
TIONS.—The Secretary may release the name 
of the alleged violator and the nature of the 
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actions triggering an order, suspension, or 
revocation under subsection (e). 

‘(c) INVESTIGATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may take 
such investigative actions as the Secretary 
considers to be necessary to carry out this 
title— 

“(A) to verify the accuracy of any informa- 
tion reported or made available under this 
title; and 

‘“(B) to determine, with regard to actions, 
practices, or information required under this 
title, whether a person covered by this title 
has committed, or will commit, a violation 
of any provision of this title, including an 
order or regulation promulgated by the Sec- 
retary. 

‘(2) INVESTIGATIVE POWERS.—The Secretary 
may administer oaths and affirmations, sub- 
poena witnesses, compel attendance of wit- 
nesses, take evidence, and require the pro- 
duction of any books, papers, and documents 
that are relevant to the investigation. 

“(d) UNLAWFUL ACT.—It shall be unlawful 
and a violation of this title for any person 
covered by this title— 

“(1) to fail or refuse to provide, or delay 
the timely provision of, accurate informa- 
tion required by the Secretary under this 
section; 

**(2) to violate— 

“(A) an order of the Secretary; 

‘“(B) a suspension or revocation of the or- 
ganic certification of a producer or handler; 
or 

‘“(C) a suspension or revocation of the ac- 
creditation of a certifying agent; or 

““(3) to sell, or attempt to sell, a product 
that is represented as being organically pro- 
duced under this title if in fact the product 
has been produced or handled by an oper- 
ation that is not yet a certified organic pro- 
ducer or handler under this title. 

‘“(e) ENFORCEMENT.— 

“(1) ORDER.—The Secretary may issue an 
order to stop the sale of an agricultural 
product that is labeled or otherwise rep- 
resented as being organically produced— 

“(A) until the product can be verified— 

“(i) as meeting the national and State 
standards for organic production and han- 
dling as provided in sections 2105 through 
2114; 

“Gi) as having been produced or handled 
without the use of a prohibited substance 
listed under section 2118; and 

“Gii) as being produced and handled by a 
certified organic operation; and 

‘“(B) if a person has committed an unlawful 
act with respect to the product under sub- 
section (d). 

‘‘(2) CERTIFICATION OR ACCREDITATION.— 

‘“(A) SUSPENSION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may sus- 
pend the organic certification of a producer 
or handler, or accreditation of a certifying 
agent, for a period not to exceed 30 days, and 
may renew the suspension for an additional 
period, under the circumstances described in 
clause (ii). 

‘“(ii) ACTIONS TRIGGERING SUSPENSION.—The 
Secretary may take the suspension or re- 
newal actions described in clause (i), if the 
Secretary has reason to believe that a person 
producing or handling an agricultural prod- 
uct, or a certifying agent, has violated or is 
violating any provision of this title, includ- 
ing an order or regulation promulgated 
under this title. 

“(iii) CONTINUATION OF SUSPENSION 
THROUGH APPEAL.—If the Secretary deter- 
mines subsequent to an investigation that a 
violation of this title by a person covered by 
this title has occurred, the suspension shall 
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remain in effect until the Secretary issues a 
revocation of the certification of the person 
or of the accreditation of the certifying 
agent, covered by this title, after an expe- 
dited administrative appeal under section 
2121 has been completed. 

‘“(B) REVOCATION.—After notice and oppor- 
tunity for an administrative appeal under 
section 2121, if a violation described in sub- 
paragraph (A)(ii) is determined to have oc- 
curred and is an unlawful act under sub- 
section (d), the Secretary shall revoke the 
organic certification of the producer or han- 
dler, or the accreditation of the certifying 
agent. 

‘(3) VIOLATION OF ORDER OR REVOCATION.— 
A person who violates an order to stop the 
sale of a product as an organically produced 
product under paragraph (1), or a revocation 
of certification or accreditation under para- 
graph (2)(B), shall be subject to 1 or more of 
the penalties provided in subsections (a) and 
(b) of section 2120. 

“(f) APPEAL.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—An order under sub- 
section (e)(1), or a revocation of certification 
or accreditation under subsection (e)(2)(B) 
shall be final and conclusive unless the af- 
fected person files an appeal of the order— 

“(A) first, to the administrative appeals 
process established under section 2121(a); and 

‘(B) second, if the affected person so 
elects, to a United States district court as 
provided in section 2121(b) not later than 30 
days after the date of the determination 
under subparagraph (A). 

“(2) STANDARD.—An order under subsection 
(e)(1), or a revocation of certification or ac- 
creditation under subsection (e)(2)(B), shall 
be set aside only if the order, or the revoca- 
tion of certification or accreditation, is not 
supported by substantial evidence. 

‘*(¢) NONCOMPLIANCE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—If a person covered by 
this title fails to obey an order, or a revoca- 
tion of certification or accreditation, de- 
scribed in subsection (f)(2) after the order or 
revocation has become final and conclusive 
or after the appropriate United States dis- 
trict court has entered a final judgment in 
favor of the Secretary, the United States 
may apply to the appropriate United States 
district court for enforcement of the order, 
or the revocation of certification or accredi- 
tation. 

“(2) HENFORCEMENT.—If the court deter- 
mines that the order or revocation was law- 
fully made and duly served and that the per- 
son violated the order or revocation, the 
court shall enforce the order or revocation. 

“(3) CIVIL PENALTY.—If the court finds that 
the person violated the order or revocation, 
the person shall be subject to a civil penalty 
of not more than $10,000 for each offense.’’. 


SEC. 10010. REPORT ON HONEY. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary, in consultation with affected 
stakeholders, shall submit to the Commis- 
sioner of Food and Drugs a report describing 
how an appropriate Federal standard for the 
identity of honey would promote honesty 
and fair dealing and would be in the interest 
of consumers, the honey industry, and 
United States agriculture. 

(b) CONTENTS.—In preparing the report 
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall 
take into consideration the March 2006 
Standard of Identity citizens petition filed 
with the Food and Drug Administration, in- 
cluding any current industry amendments or 
clarifications necessary to update that 2006 
petition. 
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SEC. 10011. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This title and the amendments made by 

this title take effect on October 1, 2013. 
TITLE XI—CROP INSURANCE 
SEC. 11001. SUPPLEMENTAL COVERAGE OPTION. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF SUPPLEMENTAL Cov- 
ERAGE OPTION.—Section 508(c) of the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(c)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (3) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘*(3) YIELD AND LOSS BASIS OPTIONS.—A pro- 
ducer shall have the option of purchasing ad- 
ditional coverage based on— 

“(A)(i) an individual yield and loss basis; 
or 

“(ii) an area yield and loss basis; 

‘“(B) an individual yield and loss basis, sup- 
plemented with coverage based on an area 
yield and loss basis to cover all or a part of 
the deductible under the individual yield and 
loss policy, as authorized in paragraph (4)(C); 
or 

“(C) a margin basis alone or in combina- 
tion with— 

“(i) individual yield and loss coverage; or 

“(ii) area yield and loss coverage.’’. 

(b) LEVEL OF COVERAGE.—Section 508(c) of 
the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1508(c)) is amended by striking paragraph (4) 
and inserting the following: 

‘*(4) LEVEL OF COVERAGE.— 

‘(A) DOLLAR DENOMINATION AND PERCENT- 
AGE OF YIELD.—Except as provided in sub- 
paragraph (C), the level of coverage— 

“(i) shall be dollar denominated; and 

“(ii) may be purchased at any level not to 
exceed 85 percent of the individual yield or 95 
percent of the area yield (as determined by 
the Corporation). 

‘“(B) INFORMATION.—The Corporation shall 
provide producers with information on cata- 
strophic risk and additional coverage in 
terms of dollar coverage (within the allow- 
able limits of coverage provided in this para- 
graph). 

‘(C) SUPPLEMENTAL COVERAGE OPTION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A), in the case of the supple- 
mental coverage option described in para- 
graph (3)(B), the Corporation shall offer pro- 
ducers the opportunity to purchase coverage 
in combination with a policy or plan of in- 
surance offered under this subtitle that 
would allow indemnities to be paid to a pro- 
ducer equal to all or part of the deductible 
under the policy or plan of insurance, if suf- 
ficient area data is available (as determined 
by the Corporation). 

“(ii) TRIGGER.—Coverage offered under this 
subparagraph shall be triggered only if the 
losses in the area exceed 10 percent of nor- 
mal levels (as determined by the Corpora- 
tion). 

“(iii) COVERAGE.—Subject to the trigger 
described in clause (ii) and the deductible 
imposed by clause (iv), coverage offered 
under this subparagraph shall cover the first 
loss incurred by the producer, not to exceed 
the difference between— 

“(D) 100 percent; and 

‘(II) the coverage level selected by the pro- 
ducer for the underlying policy or plan of in- 
surance. 

“(iv) DEDUCTIBLE.—Coverage offered under 
this subparagraph shall be subject to a de- 
ductible in an amount equal to— 

“(I) in the case of a producer who partici- 
pates in the agriculture risk coverage pro- 
gram under section 1105(c) of the Agriculture 
Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013, 21 per- 
cent of the expected value of the crop of the 
producer covered by the underlying policy or 
plan of insurance, as determined by the Cor- 
poration; and 
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‘“(II) in the case of all other producers, 10 
percent of the expected value of the crop of 
the producer covered by the underlying pol- 
icy or plan of insurance, as determined by 
the Corporation. 

“(v) CALCULATION OF PREMIUM.—Notwith- 
standing subsection (d), the premium shall— 

“(I) be sufficient to cover anticipated 
losses and a reasonable reserve; and 

“(II) include an amount for operating and 
administrative expenses established in ac- 
cordance with subsection (k)(4)(F).’’. 

(c) PAYMENT OF PORTION OF PREMIUM BY 
CORPORATION.—Section 508(e)(2) of the Fed- 
eral Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(e)(2)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(H) In the case of the supplemental cov- 
erage option authorized in subsection 
(c)(4)(C), the amount shall be equal to the 
sum of— 

““(j) 70 percent of the additional premium 
associated with the coverage; and 

“(Gi) the amount determined under sub- 
section (c)(4)(C)(v)(II) for the coverage to 
cover operating and administrative ex- 
penses.’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
508(k)(4)(F) of the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(k)(4)(F)) is amended by in- 
serting ‘‘or authorized under subsection 
(c)(4)(C)” after ‘‘of this subparagraph”. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The Federal Crop In- 
surance Corporation shall begin to provide 
additional coverage based on an individual 
yield and loss basis, supplemented with cov- 
erage based on an area yield and loss basis, 
not later than for the 2018 crop year. 

SEC. 11002. PREMIUM AMOUNTS FOR CATA- 
STROPHIC RISK PROTECTION. 

Section 508(d)(2) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(d)(2)) is amended by 
striking subparagraph (A) and inserting the 
following: 

“(A) In the case of catastrophic risk pro- 
tection, the amount of the premium estab- 
lished by the Corporation for each crop for 
which catastrophic risk protection is avail- 
able shall be reduced by the percentage equal 
to the difference between the average loss 
ratio for the crop and 100 percent, plus a rea- 
sonable reserve, as determined by the Cor- 
poration.’’. 

SEC. 11003. PERMANENT ENTERPRISE UNIT. 

Section 508(e)(5) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(e)(5)) is amended by 
striking subparagraph (A) and inserting the 
following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation may 
pay a portion of the premiums for plans or 
policies of insurance for which the insurable 
unit is defined on a whole farm or enterprise 
unit basis that is higher than would other- 
wise be paid in accordance with paragraph 
(2).”. 

SEC. 11004. ENTERPRISE UNITS FOR IRRIGATED 
AND NONIRRIGATED CROPS. 

Section 508(e)(5) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(e)(5)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

(D) NONIRRIGATED CROPS.—Beginning with 
the 2013 crop year, the Corporation shall 
make available separate enterprise units for 
irrigated and nonirrigated acreages of crops 
in counties.” . 

SEC. 11005. DATA COLLECTION. 

Section 508(g)(2) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(g)(2)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘“(E) SOURCES OF YIELD DATA.—To deter- 
mine yields under this paragraph, the Cor- 
poration— 

“(i) shall use county data collected by the 
Risk Management Agency or the National 
Agricultural Statistics Service, or both; or 


425 


“(ii) if sufficient county data is not avail- 
able, may use other data considered appro- 
priate by the Secretary.’’. 

SEC. 11006. ADJUSTMENT IN ACTUAL PRODUC- 
TION HISTORY TO ESTABLISH IN- 
SURABLE YIELDS. 

Section 508(g)(4)(B) of the Federal Crop In- 
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(g)(4)(B)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 
inserting ‘‘for the 2012 crop year or any prior 
crop year, or 70 percent of the applicable 
transitional yield for the 2013 or any subse- 
quent crop year,” after ‘transitional yield’’; 
and 

(2) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘60 percent of 
the applicable transitional yield” and insert- 
ing ‘‘the applicable percentage of the transi- 
tional yield described in this subparagraph”. 
SEC. 11007. SUBMISSION AND REVIEW OF POLI- 

CIES. 

Section 508(h)(1) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(h)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as clauses (i) and (ii), respectively, and 
indenting appropriately; 

(2) by striking ‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—”’ and in- 
serting the following: 

“(1) SUBMISSION AND REVIEW OF POLICIES.— 

“(A) SUBMISSIONS.—In addition’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) REVIEW.—The Corporation shall re- 
view any policy developed under section 
522(c) or any pilot program developed under 
section 523 and submit the policy or program 
to the Board under this subsection if the 
Corporation, at the sole discretion of the 
Corporation, finds that the policy or pro- 
gram— 

“(i) will likely result in a viable and mar- 
ketable policy consistent with this sub- 
section; 

“(ii) would provide crop insurance cov- 
erage in a significantly improved form; and 

“(iii) adequately protects the interests of 
producers.’’. 

SEC. 11008. BOARD REVIEW AND APPROVAL. 

(a) REVIEW AND APPROVAL BY THE BOARD.— 
Section 508(h) of the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(h)) is amended by striking 
paragraph (3) and inserting the following: 

‘(3) REVIEW AND APPROVAL BY THE BOARD.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A policy, plan of insur- 
ance, or other material submitted to the 
Board under this subsection shall be re- 
viewed by the Board and shall be approved 
by the Board for reinsurance and for sale by 
approved insurance providers to producers at 
actuarially appropriate rates and under ap- 
propriate terms and conditions if the Board, 
at the sole discretion of the Board, deter- 
mines that— 

“(i) the interests of producers are ade- 
quately protected; 

“(ii) the rates of premium and price elec- 
tion methodology are actuarially appro- 
priate; 

“(iii) the terms and conditions for the pro- 
posed policy or plan of insurance are appro- 
priate and would not unfairly discriminate 
among producers; 

‘““iv) the proposed policy or plan of insur- 
ance will, at the sole discretion of the 
Board— 

“(I) likely result in a viable and market- 
able policy that can reasonably attain levels 
of participation similar to other like policies 
or plans of insurance; 

‘“(II) provide crop insurance coverage in a 
significantly improved form or in a manner 
that addresses a recognized flaw or problem 
in an existing policy; or 

“(III) provide a new kind of coverage for a 
commodity that previously had no available 
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crop insurance, or has demonstrated a low 
level of participation under existing cov- 
erage; 

‘““(v) the proposed policy or plan of insur- 
ance will, at the sole discretion of the Board, 
not have a significant adverse impact on the 
crop insurance delivery system; and 

‘““(vi) the proposed policy or plan of insur- 
ance meets such other requirements as are 
determined appropriate by the Board. 

‘(B) PRIORITIES.— 

“(i) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Board, at the 
sole discretion of the Board, may— 

‘(T) annually establish priorities under 
this subsection that specify types of submis- 
sions needed to fulfill the portfolio of poli- 
cies or plans of insurance to be reviewed and 
approved under this subsection; and 

‘“(IT) make the priorities available on the 
website of the Corporation. 

‘“(ii) PROCESS.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—Policies or plans of in- 
surance that satisfy the priorities estab- 
lished by the Board under this subsection 
shall be considered by the Board for approval 
prior to other submissions. 

“(II) CONSIDERATIONS.—In approving poli- 
cies or plans of insurance, the Board shall— 

“(aa) consider providing the highest prior- 
ities for policies or plans of insurance that 
address underserved commodities, including 
commodities for which there is no insurance; 
and 

‘“(bb) consider providing the highest prior- 
ities for existing policies for which there is 
inadequate coverage or there exists low lev- 
els of participation. 

“(iii) OTHER CRITERIA.—The Board may es- 
tablish such other criteria as the Board de- 
termines to meet the needs of producers and 
the priorities of this subsection, consistent 
with the purposes of this subtitle.’’. 

SEC. 11009. CONSULTATION. 

Section 508(h)(4) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(h)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

(E) CONSULTATION.— 

“(i) REQUIREMENT.—As part of the feasi- 
bility and research associated with the de- 
velopment of a policy or other material con- 
ducted prior to making a submission to the 
Board under this subsection, the submitter 
shall consult with groups representing pro- 
ducers of agricultural commodities in all 
major producing areas for the commodities 
to be served or potentially impacted, either 
directly or indirectly. 

‘“(ii) SUBMISSION TO THE BOARD.—Any sub- 
mission made to the Board under this sub- 
section shall contain a summary and anal- 
ysis of the feasibility and research findings 
from the impacted groups described in clause 
(i), including a summary assessment of the 
support for or against development of the 
policy and an assessment on the impact of 
the proposed policy to the general marketing 
and production of the crop from both a re- 
gional and national perspective. 

‘(iii) EVALUATION BY THE BOARD.—In evalu- 
ating whether the interests of producers are 
adequately protected pursuant to paragraph 
(3) with respect to an submission made under 
this subsection, the Board shall review the 
information provided pursuant to clause (ii) 
to determine if the submission will create 
adverse market distortions with respect to 
the production of commodities that are the 
subject of the submission.’’. 

SEC. 11010. BUDGET LIMITATIONS ON RENEGOTI- 
ATION OF THE STANDARD REINSUR- 
ANCE AGREEMENT. 

Section 508(k)(8) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(k)(8)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
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“(F) BUDGET.— 

‘“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall ensure 
that any Standard Reinsurance Agreement 
negotiated under subparagraph (A)(ii), as 
compared to the previous Standard Reinsur- 
ance Agreement— 

“(I) to the maximum extent practicable, 
shall be budget neutral; and 

“(IT) in no event, may significantly depart 
from budget neutrality. 

‘“(ii) USE OF SAVINGS.—To the extent that 
any budget savings is realized in the renego- 
tiation of a Standard Reinsurance Agree- 
ment under subparagraph (A)(ii), and the 
savings are determined not to be a signifi- 
cant departure from budget neutrality under 
clause (i), the savings shall be used for pro- 
grams administered or managed by the Risk 
Management Agency.’’. 

SEC. 11011. STACKED INCOME PROTECTION PLAN 
FOR PRODUCERS OF UPLAND COT- 
TON. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF STACKED INCOME PRO- 
TECTION PLAN.—The Federal Crop Insurance 
Act is amended by inserting after section 
508A (7 U.S.C. 1508a) the following: 

“SEC. 508B. STACKED INCOME PROTECTION PLAN 
FOR PRODUCERS OF UPLAND COT- 
TON. 

“(a) AVAILABILITY.—Beginning not later 
than the 2013 crop of upland cotton, if prac- 
ticable, the Corporation shall make avail- 
able to producers of maximum eligible acres 
of upland cotton an additional policy (to be 
known as the ‘Stacked Income Protection 
Plan’), which shall provide coverage con- 
sistent with the Group Risk Income Protec- 
tion Plan (and the associated Harvest Rev- 
enue Option Endorsement) offered by the 
Corporation for the 2011 crop year. 

‘“(b) REQUIRED TERMS.—The Corporation 
may modify the Stacked Income Protection 
Plan on a program-wide basis, except that 
the Stacked Income Protection Plan shall 
comply with the following requirements: 

**(1)(A) Provide coverage for revenue loss of 
not more than 30 percent of expected county 
revenue, specified in increments of 5 percent. 

“(B) The deductible is the minimum per- 
cent of revenue loss at which indemnities are 
triggered under the plan, not to be less than 
10 percent of the expected county revenue. 

““(C) Once the deductible is met, any losses 
in excess of the deductible will be paid up to 
the coverage selected by the producer. 

‘“(2) Be offered to producers of upland cot- 
ton in all counties with upland cotton pro- 
duction— 

“(A) at a county-wide level to the fullest 
extent practicable; or 

“(B) in counties that lack sufficient data, 
on the basis of such larger geographical area 
as the Corporation determines to provide 
sufficient data for purposes of providing the 
coverage. 

(3) Be purchased in addition to any other 
individual or area coverage in effect on the 
producer’s acreage or as a stand-alone pol- 
icy, except that if a producer has an indi- 
vidual or area coverage for the same acreage, 
the maximum coverage available under the 
Stacked Income Protection Plan shall not 
exceed the deductible for the individual or 
area coverage. 

‘“(4) Establish coverage based on— 

“(A) an expected price that is the expected 
price established under existing Group Risk 
Income Protection or area wide policy of- 
fered by the Corporation for the applicable 
county (or area) and crop year; and 

‘“(B) an expected county yield that is the 
higher of— 

““(i) the expected county yield established 
for the existing area-wide plans offered by 
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the Corporation for the applicable county (or 
area) and crop year (or, in geographic areas 
where area-wide plans are not offered, an ex- 
pected yield determined in a manner con- 
sistent with those of area-wide plans); or 

“(i)(TI) the average of the applicable yield 
data for the county (or area) for the most re- 
cent 5 years, excluding the highest and low- 
est observations, from the Risk Management 
Agency or the National Agricultural Statis- 
tics, or both; or 

“(ID if sufficient county data is not avail- 
able, such other data considered appropriate 
by the Secretary. 

‘(5) Use a multiplier factor to establish 
maximum protection per acre (referred to as 
a ‘protection factor’) of not more than 120 
percent. 

“(6) Pay an indemnity based on the 
amount that the expected county revenue 
exceeds the actual county revenue, as ap- 
plied to the individual coverage of the pro- 
ducer. Indemnities under the Stacked In- 
come Protection Plan shall not include or 
overlap the amount of the deductible se- 
lected under paragraph (1). 

“(7) To the maximum extent practicable, 
in all counties for which data are available, 
establish separate coverage for irrigated and 
nonirrigated practices. 

“(8) Notwithstanding section 508(d), 
clude a premium that— 

‘(A) is sufficient to cover anticipated 
losses and a reasonable reserve; and 

‘(B) includes an amount for operating and 
administrative expenses established in ac- 
cordance with section 508(k)(4)(F). 

‘(c) RELATION TO OTHER COVERAGES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the Stacked Income Protec- 
tion Plan is in addition to all other cov- 
erages available to producers of upland cot- 
ton. 

‘(2) LIMITATION.—Acreage of upland cotton 
insured under the Supplemental Coverage 
Option shall not be eligible for the Stacked 
Income Protection Plan. 

‘(d) PAYMENT OF PORTION OF PREMIUM BY 
CORPORATION.—Subject to section 508(e)(4), 
the amount of premium paid by the Corpora- 
tion for all qualifying coverage levels of the 
Stacked Income Protection Plan shall be— 

“(1) 80 percent of the amount of the pre- 
mium established under subsection (b)(8)(A) 
for the coverage level selected; and 

“(2) the amount determined under sub- 
section (b)(8)(B) to cover administrative and 
operating expenses.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
508(k)(4)(F) of the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(k)(4)(F)) (as amended by 
section 11001(d)) is amended by inserting ‘‘or 
under section 508B’ after ‘‘subsection 
(c)(4)(C)”’. 

SEC. 11012. PEANUT REVENUE CROP INSURANCE. 

The Federal Crop Insurance Act is amend- 
ed by inserting after section 508B (as added 
by section 11011(a)) the following: 

“SEC. 508C. PEANUT REVENUE CROP INSURANCE. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning with 
the 2013 crop year, the Risk Management 
Agency and the Corporation shall make 
available to producers of peanuts a revenue 
crop insurance program for peanuts. 

‘*(b) EFFECTIVE PRICE.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
for purposes of the policies and plans of in- 
surance offered under subsections (a) and (b) 
of section 508, the effective price for peanuts 
shall be equal to the Rotterdam price index 
for peanuts, as adjusted to reflect the farmer 
stock price of peanuts in the United States. 

‘*(2) ADJUSTMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The effective price for 
peanuts established under paragraph (1) may 
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be adjusted by the Risk Management Agency 
and the Corporation to correct distortions. 

“(B) ADMINISTRATION.—If an adjustment is 
made under subparagraph (A), the Risk Man- 
agement Agency and the Corporation shall— 

“(i) make the adjustment in an open and 
transparent manner; and 

“(i) submit to the Committee on Agri- 
culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate a report that de- 
scribes the reasons for the adjustment.’’. 


SEC. 11013. AUTHORITY TO CORRECT ERRORS. 


Section 515(c) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1515(c)) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘The 
Secretary” and inserting the following: 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary”; 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘Be- 
ginning with’’ and inserting the following: 

““(2) FREQUENCY.—Beginning with’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(3) CORRECTIONS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 
establish procedures that allow an agent and 
approved insurance provider within a reason- 
able amount of time following the applicable 
sales closing date to correct information re- 
garding the entity name, social security 
number, tax identification number, or such 
other eligibility information as determined 
by the Corporation that is provided by a pro- 
ducer for the purpose of obtaining coverage 
under any policy or plan of insurance made 
available under this subtitle to ensure that 
the eligibility information is consistent with 
the information reported by the producer to 
the Farm Service Agency. 

“(B) LIMITATION.—In accordance with the 
procedures of the Corporation, procedures 
under subparagraph (A) may include any 
subsequent correction to the eligibility in- 
formation described in that subparagraph 
made by the Farm Service Agency if the cor- 
rections do not allow the producer— 

“(i) to obtain a disproportionate benefit 
under the crop insurance program or any re- 
lated program of the Department of Agri- 
culture; 

“(ii) to avoid ineligibility requirements for 
insurance; or 

“(iii) to avoid an obligation or requirement 
under any Federal or State law.’’. 

SEC. 11014. IMPLEMENTATION. 


Section 515 of the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1515) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (j), by striking paragraph 
(1) and inserting the following: 

“(1) SYSTEMS MAINTENANCE 
GRADES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
maintain and upgrade the information man- 
agement systems of the Corporation used in 
the administration and enforcement of this 
subtitle. 

‘(B) REQUIREMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—In maintaining and up- 
grading the systems, the Secretary shall en- 
sure that new hardware and software are 
compatible with the hardware and software 
used by other agencies of the Department to 
maximize data sharing and promote the pur- 
poses of this section. 

“(ii) ACREAGE REPORT STREAMLINING INITIA- 
TIVE PROJECT.—As soon as practicable, the 
Secretary shall develop and implement an 
acreage report streamlining initiative 
project to allow producers to report acreage 
and other information directly to the De- 
partment.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (k), by striking paragraph 
(1) and inserting the following: 

“(1) INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY .— 
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“(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub- 
section (j)(1), the Corporation may use, from 
amounts made available from the insurance 
fund established under section 516(c), not 
more than— 

“(CD for fiscal year 2014, $25,000,000; and 

“(II) for each of fiscal years 2015 through 
2018, $10,000,000; or 

“Gi) if the Acreage Crop Reporting 
Streamlining Initiative (ACRSI) project is 
substantially completed by September 30, 
2013, not more than $15,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2015 through 2018. 

‘“(B) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than July 1, 
2013, the Secretary shall notify the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate on the status of the substantial comple- 
tion of the Acreage Crop Reporting Stream- 
lining Initiative (ACRSIJ) project.’’. 

SEC. 11015. APPROVAL OF COSTS FOR RESEARCH 
AND DEVELOPMENT. 

Section 522(b)(2) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522(b)(2)) is amended by 
striking subparagraph (E) and inserting the 
following: 

“(E) APPROVAL.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Board may approve 
up to 50 percent of the projected total re- 
search and development costs to be paid in 
advance to an applicant, in accordance with 
the procedures developed by the Board for 
the making of the payments, if, after consid- 
eration of the reviewer reports described in 
subparagraph (D) and such other information 
as the Board determines appropriate, the 
Board determines that— 

“(I) the concept, in good faith, will likely 
result in a viable and marketable policy con- 
sistent with section 508(h); 

“(TT) at the sole discretion of the Board, 
the concept, if developed into a policy and 
approved by the Board, would provide crop 
insurance coverage— 

“(aa) in a significantly improved form or 
that addresses a unique need of agricultural 
producers; 

““(bb) to a crop or region not traditionally 
served by the Federal crop insurance pro- 
gram; or 

““(cc) in a form that addresses a recognized 
flaw or problem in the program; 

“(IIT) the applicant agrees to provide such 
reports as the Corporation determines are 
necessary to monitor the development effort; 

“(IV) the proposed budget and timetable 
are reasonable, as determined by the Board; 
and 

“(V) the concept proposal meets any other 
requirements that the Board determines ap- 
propriate. 

“(ii) WAIVER.—The Board may waive the 
50-percent limitation and, upon request of 
the submitter after the submitter has begun 
research and development activities, the 
Board may approve an additional 25 percent 
advance payment to the submitter for re- 
search and development costs, if, at the sole 
discretion of the Board, the Board deter- 
mines that— 

“(I) the intended policy or plan of insur- 
ance developed by the submitter will provide 
coverage for a region or crop that is under- 
served by the Federal crop insurance pro- 
gram, including specialty crops; 

“(ID) the submitter is making satisfactory 
progress towards developing a viable and 
marketable policy or plan of insurance con- 
sistent with section 508(h); and 

“(TIT) the submitter does not have suffi- 
cient financial resources to complete the de- 
velopment of the submission into a viable 
and marketable policy or plan of insurance 
consistent with section 508(h).’’. 
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SEC. 11016. WHOLE FARM RISK MANAGEMENT IN- 
SURANCE. 

Section 522(c) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522(c)) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

‘18) WHOLE FARM DIVERSIFIED RISK MAN- 
AGEMENT INSURANCE PLAN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 
conduct activities or enter into contracts to 
carry out research and development to de- 
velop a whole farm risk management insur- 
ance plan, with a liability limitation of 
$1,500,000, that allows a diversified crop or 
livestock producer the option to qualify for 
an indemnity if actual gross farm revenue is 
below 85 percent of the average gross farm 
revenue or the expected gross farm revenue 
that can reasonably be expected of the pro- 
ducer, as determined by the Corporation. 

‘(B) ELIGIBLE PRODUCERS.—The Corpora- 
tion shall permit producers (including di- 
rect-to-consumer marketers, and producers 
servicing local and regional and farm iden- 
tity-preserved markets) who produce mul- 
tiple agricultural commodities, including 
specialty crops, industrial crops, livestock, 
and aquaculture products, to participate in 
the plan in lieu of any other plan under this 
subtitle. 

‘(C) DIVERSIFICATION.—The Corporation 
may provide diversification-based additional 
coverage payment rates, premium discounts, 
or other enhanced benefits in recognition of 
the risk management benefits of crop and 
livestock diversification strategies for pro- 
ducers that grow multiple crops or that may 
have income from the production of live- 
stock that uses a crop grown on the farm. 

‘(D) MARKET READINESS.—The Corporation 
may include coverage for the value of any 
packing, packaging, or any other similar on- 
farm activity the Corporation determines to 
be the minimum required in order to remove 
the commodity from the field. 

“(E) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this paragraph, the 
Corporation shall submit to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
that describes the results and feasibility of 
the research and development conducted 
under this paragraph, including an analysis 
of potential adverse market distortions.’’. 
SEC. 11017. STUDY OF FOOD SAFETY INSURANCE. 

Section 522(c) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522(c)) (as amended by 
section 11016) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(19) STUDY OF FOOD SAFETY INSURANCE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 
offer to enter into a contract with 1 or more 
qualified entities to conduct a study to de- 
termine whether offering policies that pro- 
vide coverage for specialty crops from food 
safety and contamination issues would ben- 
efit agricultural producers. 

‘(B) SUBJECT.—The study described in sub- 
paragraph (A) shall evaluate policies and 
plans of insurance coverage that provide pro- 
tection for production or revenue impacted 
by food safety concerns including, at a min- 
imum, government, retail, or national con- 
sumer group announcements of a health ad- 
visory, removal, or recall related to a con- 
tamination concern. 

“(C) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this paragraph, the 
Corporation shall submit to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
that describes the results of the study con- 
ducted under subparagraph (A).’’. 
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SEC. 11018. CROP INSURANCE FOR LIVESTOCK. 


Section 522(c) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (as amended by section 11016) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(19) STUDY ON SWINE CATASTROPHIC DIS- 
EASE PROGRAM.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 
contract with a qualified person to conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of insuring 
swine producers for a catastrophic event. 

“(B) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of the enactment of this paragraph, 
the Corporation shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate a report that describes the results of the 
study conducted under subparagraph (A).’’. 


SEC. 11019. MARGIN COVERAGE FOR CATFISH. 


Section 522(c) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (as amended by section 11017) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(20) MARGIN COVERAGE FOR CATFISH.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 
offer to enter into a contract with a qualified 
entity to conduct research and development 
regarding a policy to insure producers 
against reduction in the margin between the 
market value of catfish and selected costs 
incurred in the production of catfish. 

‘(B) ELIGIBILITY.—Eligibility for the policy 
described in subparagraph (A) shall be lim- 
ited to freshwater species of catfish that are 
propagated and reared in controlled or se- 
lected environments. 

““(C) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Board shall re- 
view the policy described in subparagraph 
(B) under subsection 508(h) and approve the 
policy if the Board finds that the policy— 

“(i) will likely result in a viable and mar- 
Ketable policy consistent with this sub- 
section; 

“(ii) would provide crop insurance cov- 
erage in a significantly improved form; 

“(iii) adequately protects the interests of 
producers; and 

“(iv) the proposed policy meets other re- 
quirements of this subtitle determined ap- 
propriate by the Board.’’. 

SEC. 11020. POULTRY BUSINESS DISRUPTION IN- 
SURANCE POLICY. 

Section 522(c) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522(c)) (as amended by 
sections 11016, 11017, and 11018) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(21) POULTRY BUSINESS DISRUPTION INSUR- 
ANCE POLICY AND CATASTROPHIC DISEASE PRO- 
GRAM.— 

‘(A) DEFINITION OF POULTRY.—In this para- 
graph, the term ‘poultry’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 2(a) of the Packers 
and Stockyards Act, 1921 (7 U.S.C. 182(a)). 

‘(B) AUTHORITY.—The Corporation shall 
offer to enter into 1 or more contracts with 
qualified entities to carry out— 

“(i) a study to determine the feasibility of 
insuring commercial poultry production 
against business disruptions caused by inte- 
grator bankruptcy; and 

“(ii) a study to determine the feasibility of 
insuring poultry producers for a catastrophic 
event. 

‘(C) BUSINESS DISRUPTION 
study described in subparagraph 
shall— 

“(i) evaluate the market place for business 
disruption insurance that is available to 
poultry producers; 

“(ii) assess the feasibility of a policy to 
allow producers to ensure against a portion 
of losses from loss under contract due to 
business disruption from integrator bank- 
ruptcy; and 
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“(iii) analyze the costs to the Federal gov- 
ernment of a Federal business disruption in- 
surance program for poultry producers. 

“(D) REPORTS.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this paragraph, the 
Corporation shall submit to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
that describes the results of— 

“G) the study carried out under subpara- 
graph (B)(i); and 

“(i) the study carried out under subpara- 
graph (B)(ii).’’. 

SEC. 11021. CROP INSURANCE FOR ORGANIC 
CROPS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 508(c)(6) of the 
Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1508(c)(6)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘“(D) ORGANIC CROPS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—AS soon as possible, but 
not later than the 2015 reinsurance year, the 
Corporation shall offer producers of organic 
crops price elections for all organic crops 
produced in compliance with standards 
issued by the Department of Agriculture 
under the national organic program estab- 
lished under the Organic Foods Production 
Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6501 et seq.) that reflect 
the actual retail or wholesale prices, as ap- 
propriate, received by producers for organic 
crops, as determined by the Secretary using 
all relevant sources of information. 

“Gi) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Corporation 
shall submit to the Committee on Agri- 
culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate an annual report 
on progress made in developing and improv- 
ing Federal crop insurance for organic crops, 
including— 

“(ID) the numbers and varieties of organic 
crops insured; 

“(II) the progress of implementing the 
price elections required under this subpara- 
graph, including the rate at which additional 
price elections are adopted for organic crops; 

“(IIT) the development of new insurance 
approaches relevant to organic producers; 
and 

“(IV) any recommendations the Corpora- 
tion considers appropriate to improve Fed- 
eral crop insurance coverage for organic 
crops.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
522(c) of the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 
U.S.C. 1522(c)) (as amended by section 11018) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (10); and 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (11) 
through (20) as paragraphs (10) through (19), 
respectively. 

SEC. 11022. RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 522(c) of the Fed- 
eral Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522(c)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“Contracting”; 

(2) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking “may 
enter into contracts to carry out research 
and development to”? and inserting ‘‘may 
conduct activities or enter into contracts to 
carry out research and development to main- 
tain or improve existing policies or develop 
new policies to”; 

(3) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘con- 
duct research and development or’’ after 
“The Corporation may”; and 

(B) by striking subparagraph (B) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘“*(B) CONSULTATION.—Before conducting re- 
search and development or entering into a 
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contract under subparagraph (A), the Cor- 
poration shall follow the consultation re- 
quirements described in section 
508(h)(4)(B).”; 

(4) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘after ex- 
pert review in accordance with section 505(e) 
and procedures of the Board” after ‘“‘ap- 
proved by the Board’’; and 

(5) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘a pasture, 
range, and forage program” and inserting 
“policies that increase participation by pro- 
ducers of underserved agricultural commod- 
ities, including sweet sorghum, sorghum for 
biomass, specialty crops, sugarcane, and 
dedicated energy crops”. 

(b) FUNDING.—Section 522(e) of the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522(e)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(A) AUTHORITY.—”’ and in- 
serting ‘‘(A) CONDUCTING AND CONTRACTING 
FOR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—”’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘con- 
duct research and development and” after 
“the Corporation may use to”; and 

(C) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘con- 
duct research and development and” after 
“for the fiscal year to”; 

(2) in paragraph (3), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘to pro- 
vide either reimbursement payments or con- 
tract payments”; and 

(3) by striking paragraph (4). 

SEC. 11023. PILOT PROGRAMS. 

Section 523(a) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1523(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, at the 
sole discretion of the Corporation,” after 
“may”; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (5). 

SEC. 11024. INDEX-BASED WEATHER INSURANCE 
PILOT PROGRAM. 

Section 523(a)(2) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1523(a)(2)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Under’’ inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Under”’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) INDEX-BASED WEATHER INSURANCE 
PILOT PROGRAM.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A), the Corporation, at the sole 
discretion of the Corporation, may conduct a 
pilot program to provide financial assistance 
for producers of underserved crops and live- 
stock (including specialty crops) to purchase 
an index-based weather insurance product 
from a private insurance company, subject 
to the requirements of this subparagraph. 

“(ji) PAYMENT OF PREMIUM.— 

‘“(T) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (II) 
and clause (v), the Corporation may pay a 
portion of the premium for producers who 
purchase index-based weather insurance pro- 
tection from a private insurance company 
for a crop and policy that is not reinsured 
under this subtitle, as determined by the 
Corporation. 

“(II) CONDITION.—The premium assistance 
under subclause (I) shall not exceed 60 per- 
cent of the estimated premium amount, 
based on expected losses, representative op- 
erating expenses, and representative profit 
margins, as determined by the Corporation. 

“(iii) ELIGIBLE PROVIDERS.—Before pro- 
viding premium assistance to producers to 
purchase index-based weather insurance 
from a private insurance company pursuant 
to this subparagraph, the Corporation shall 
verify that the company has adequate expe- 
rience— 

“(I) to develop and manage the index-based 
weather insurance products, including ade- 
quate resources, experience, and assets or 
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sufficient reinsurance to meet the obliga- 

tions of the company under this subpara- 

graph; and 

‘(II) to support and deliver the index-based 
weather insurance products. 

‘“(iv) PROCEDURES.—The Corporation shall 
develop and publish procedures to administer 
the pilot program under this subparagraph 
that— 

“(I) require each applicable private insur- 
ance company to report claim and sales data, 
and any other data the Corporation deter- 
mines to be appropriate, to allow the Cor- 
poration to evaluate product pricing and per- 
formance; 

“(II) allow the private insurance compa- 
nies exclusive rights over the private insur- 
ance offered under this subparagraph, includ- 
ing rating of policies, protection of intellec- 
tual property rights on the product or pol- 
icy, and associated rating methodology, for 
the period during which the companies are 
eligible under clause (iii); and 

“(III) contain such other requirements as 
the Corporation determines to be necessary 
to ensure that— 

‘“(aa) the interests of producers are pro- 
tected; and 

‘“(bb) the program operates in an actuari- 
ally sound manner. 

““(v) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Corpora- 
tion, the Corporation shall use to carry out 
this subparagraph $10,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2014 through 2018, to remain avail- 
able until expended.’’. 

SEC. 11025. ENHANCING PRODUCER SELF-HELP 
THROUGH FARM FINANCIAL 
BENCHMARKING. 

(a) DEFINITION.—Section 502(b) of the Fed- 
eral Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1502(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (6) through 
(9) as paragraphs (7) through (10), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(6) FARM FINANCIAL BENCHMARKING.—The 
term ‘farm financial benchmarking’ means— 

“(A) the process of comparing the perform- 
ance of an agricultural enterprise against 
the performance of other similar enterprises, 
through the use of comparable and reliable 
data, in order to identify business manage- 
ment strengths, weaknesses, and steps nec- 
essary to improve management performance 
and business profitability; and 

(B) benchmarking of the type conducted 
by farm management and producer associa- 
tions consistent with the activities described 
in or funded pursuant to section 1672D of the 
Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade 
Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 5925f).’’. 

(b) PARTNERSHIPS FOR RISK MANAGEMENT 
FOR PRODUCERS OF SPECIALTY CROPS AND UN- 
DERSERVED AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES.— 
Section 522(d)(8)(F) of the Federal Crop In- 
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522(d)(3)(F)) is amend- 
ed by inserting “farm financial 
benchmarking,” after ‘‘management,’’. 

(c) CROP INSURANCE EDUCATION AND RISK 
MANAGEMENT ASSISTANCE.—Section 524(a) of 
the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1524(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3)(A), by inserting ‘‘farm 
financial benchmarking,” after ‘‘risk reduc- 
tion,’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘(in- 
cluding farm financial benchmarking)” after 
“management strategies’’. 

SEC. 11026. BEGINNING FARMER AND RANCHER 
PROVISIONS. 

(a) DEFINITION.—Section 502(b) of the Fed- 
eral Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1502(b)) (as 
amended by section 11025(a)) is amended— 
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(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(10) as paragraphs (4) through (11), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(8) BEGINNING FARMER OR RANCHER.—The 
term ‘beginning farmer or rancher’ means a 
farmer or rancher who has not actively oper- 
ated and managed a farm or ranch with a 
bona fide insurable interest in a crop or live- 
stock as an owner-operator, landlord, tenant, 
or sharecropper for more than 5 crop years, 
as determined by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) PREMIUM ADJUSTMENTS.—Section 508 of 
the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1508) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(5)(E), by inserting 
“and beginning farmers or ranchers” after 
‘limited resource farmers”; 

(2) in subsection (e), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘(8) PREMIUM FOR BEGINNING FARMERS OR 
RANCHERS.—Notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of this subsection regarding payment 
of a portion of premiums, a beginning farmer 
or rancher shall receive premium assistance 
that is 10 percentage points greater than pre- 
mium assistance that would otherwise be 
available under paragraphs (2) (except for 
subparagraph (A) of that paragraph), (5), (6), 
and (7) for the applicable policy, plan of in- 
surance, and coverage level selected by the 
beginning farmer or rancher.’’; and 

(8) in subsection (g)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)(B)— 

(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(ii) in clause (ii)(IID), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(ii) if the producer is a beginning farmer 
or rancher who was previously involved in a 
farming or ranching operation, including in- 
volvement in the decisionmaking or physical 
involvement in the production of the crop or 
livestock on the farm, for any acreage ob- 
tained by the beginning farmer or rancher, a 
yield that is the higher of— 

“(I) the actual production history of the 
previous producer of the crop or livestock on 
the acreage determined under subparagraph 
(A); or 

““(II) a yield of the producer, as determined 
in clause (i).’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4)(B)(ii) (as amended by 
section 11006)— 

(i) by inserting “(D)” after ‘‘(ii)’’; 

(ii) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(TT) in the case of beginning farmers or 
ranchers, replace each excluded yield with a 
yield equal to 80 percent of the applicable 
transitional yield.’’. 

SEC. 11027. AGRICULTURAL MANAGEMENT AS- 
SISTANCE, RISK MANAGEMENT EDU- 
CATION, AND ORGANIC CERTIFI- 
CATION COST SHARE ASSISTANCE. 

Section 524 of the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1524) is amended by striking 
subsection (b) and inserting the following: 

“(b) AGRICULTURAL MANAGEMENT ASSIST- 
ANCE, RISK MANAGEMENT EDUCATION, AND OR- 
GANIC CERTIFICATION COST SHARE ASSIST- 
ANCE.— 

“(1) AUTHORITY FOR PROVISION OF ASSIST- 
ANCE.—The Secretary shall provide assist- 
ance under this section as follows: 

“(A) Provision of organic certification cost 
share assistance pursuant to section 10606 of 
the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 6523). 

“(B) Activities to support risk manage- 
ment education and community outreach 
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partnerships pursuant to section 522(d), in- 
cluding— 

“(i) entering into futures or hedging; 

“(ii) entering into agricultural trade op- 
tions as a hedging transaction to reduce pro- 
duction, price, or revenue risk; or 

“(iii) conducting any other activity relat- 
ing to an activity described in clause (i) or 
(ii), including farm financial benchmarking, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

“(C) Provision of agricultural management 
assistance grants to producers in States in 
which there has been traditionally, and con- 
tinues to be, a low level of Federal crop in- 
surance participation and availability, and 
producers underserved by the Federal crop 
insurance program, as determined by the 
Secretary, for the purposes of— 

“(i) constructing or improving— 

“(I) watershed management structures; or 

“(ID irrigation structures; 

“(ii) planting trees to form windbreaks or 
to improve water quality; and 

“(ii) mitigating financial risk through 
production or marketing diversification or 
resource conservation practices, including— 

“(I) soil erosion control; 

‘(ID) integrated pest management; 

“(JIT) organic farming; or 

‘“(IV) to develop and implement a plan to 
create marketing opportunities for the pro- 
ducer, including through value-added proc- 
essing. 

‘(2) PAYMENT  LIMITATION.—The total 
amount of payments made to a person (as de- 
fined in section 1001(5) of the Food Security 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1308(5))) (as in existence before 
the amendment made by section 1603(b) of 
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 (Public Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 1730)) 
under paragraph (1) for any year may not ex- 
ceed $50,000. 

‘*(3) FUNDING.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
carry out this subsection through the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation. 

“(B) FUNDING.—For each of fiscal years 
2014 through 2018, the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration shall make available to carry out 
this subsection $23,000,000. 

‘“(C) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—Of_ the 
amount made available to carry out this sub- 
section for a fiscal year, the Commodity 
Credit Corporation shall use not less than— 

“(i) 50 percent to carry out paragraph 
(yA); 

“(ii) 26 percent to carry out paragraph 
(1)(B); and 

“(iii) 24 percent to carry out paragraph 
(1y(C).”. 

SEC. 11028. CROP PRODUCTION ON NATIVE SOD. 


(a) FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE.—Section 
508(0) of the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 
U.S.C. 1508(0)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(B), by inserting ‘‘, or 
the producer cannot substantiate that the 
ground has ever been tilled,” after ‘‘tilled’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘for 
benefits under—’’ and all that follows 
through the period at the end and inserting 
“for— 

“(i) a portion of crop insurance premium 
subsidies under this subtitle in accordance 
with paragraph (3); 

“(ii) benefits under section 196 of the Fed- 
eral Agriculture Improvement and Reform 
Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7333); and 

“(iii) payments described in subsection (b) 
of section 1001 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308).’’; and 

(3) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(3) ADMINISTRATION.— 
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‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—During the first 4 crop 
years of planting on native sod acreage by a 
producer described in paragraph (2)— 

“(i) paragraph (2) shall apply to 65 percent 
of the applicable transitional yield; and 

“(ii) the crop insurance premium subsidy 
provided for the producer under this subtitle 
shall be 50 percentage points less than the 
premium subsidy that would otherwise 
apply. 

‘(B) YIELD SUBSTITUTION.—During the pe- 
riod native sod acreage is covered by this 
subsection, a producer may not substitute 
yields for the native sod acreage.”’’. 

(b) NONINSURED CROP DISASTER ASSIST- 
ANCE.—Section 196(a)(4) of the Federal Agri- 
culture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 
(7 U.S.C. 7338(a)(4)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by inserting ‘‘, 
or the producer cannot substantiate that the 
ground has ever been tilled,” after ‘‘tilled’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking ‘‘for 
benefits under—’’ and all that follows 
through the period at the end and inserting 
‘*for— 

“(I) benefits under this section; 

“(II) a portion of crop insurance premium 
subsidies under the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.) in accordance with 
subparagraph (C); and 

(III) payments described in subsection (b) 
of section 1001 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308).’’; and 

(3) by striking subparagraph (C) and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(C) ADMINISTRATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—During the first 4 crop 
years of planting on native sod acreage by a 
producer described in subparagraph (B)— 

“(D) subparagraph (B) shall apply to 65 per- 
cent of the applicable transitional yield; and 

“(II) the crop insurance premium subsidy 
provided for the producer under the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.) 
shall be 50 percentage points less than the 
premium subsidy that would otherwise 
apply. 

“(ii) YIELD SUBSTITUTION.—During the pe- 
riod native sod acreage is covered by this 
paragraph, a producer may not substitute 
yields for the native sod acreage.’’. 

(c) CROPLAND REPORT.— 

(1) BASELINE.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture shall submit to the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen- 
ate a report that describes the cropland acre- 
age in each county and State, and the 
change in cropland acreage from the pre- 
ceding year in each county and State, begin- 
ning with calendar year 2000 and including 
that information for the most recent year 
for which that information is available. 

(2) ANNUAL UPDATES.—Not later than Janu- 
ary 1, 2014, and each January 1 thereafter 
through January 1, 2018, the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture shall submit to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
that describes— 

(A) the cropland acreage in each county 
and State as of the date of submission of the 
report; and 

(B) the change in cropland acreage from 
the preceding year in each county and State. 
SEC. 11029. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS. 

Section 508(b) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(b)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (7); and 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (8) through 
(11) as paragraphs (7) through (10), respec- 
tively. 
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SEC. 11030. GREATER ACCESSIBILITY FOR CROP 
INSURANCE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(1) due to changes in commodity and other 
agricultural programs made by the Agri- 
culture Reform, Food, and Jobs Act of 2013, 
it is more important than ever that agricul- 
tural producers be able to fully understand 
the terms of plans and policies of crop insur- 
ance offered under the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.); and 

(2) proposed reductions by the Secretary in 
the number of State and local offices of the 
Farm Service Agency will reduce the serv- 
ices available to assist agricultural pro- 
ducers in understanding crop insurance. 

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR USE OF PLAIN LAN- 
GUAGE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In issuing regulations and 
guidance relating to plans and policies of 
crop insurance, the Risk Management Agen- 
cy and the Federal Crop Insurance Corpora- 
tion shall, to the greatest extent practicable, 
use plain language, as required under Execu- 
tive Orders 12866 (5 U.S.C. 601 note; relating 
to regulatory planning and review) and 12988 
(28 U.S.C. 519 note; relating to civil justice 
reform). 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri- 
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report de- 
scribing the efforts of the Secretary to accel- 
erate compliance with the Executive Orders 
described in paragraph (1). 

(c) WEBSITE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary, in consultation with the approved in- 
surance providers (as defined in section 
502(b) of the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 
U.S.C. 1502(b)), shall improve the existing 
Internet website through which agricultural 
producers in any State may identify crop in- 
surance options in that State. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The website described 
in paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) provide answers in an easily accessible 
format to frequently asked questions; and 

(B) include published materials of the De- 
partment of Agriculture that relate to plans 
and policies of crop insurance offered under 
that Act. 

(d) ADMINISTRATION.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion authorizes the Risk Management Agen- 
cy to sell a crop insurance policy or plan of 
insurance. 

SEC. 11031. GAO CROP INSURANCE FRAUD RE- 
PORT. 

Section 515(d) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1515(d)) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

‘(6) GAO CROP INSURANCE FRAUD REPORT.— 
As soon as practicable after the date of en- 
actment of this paragraph, the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall conduct, 
and submit to Congress a report describing 
the results of, a study regarding fraudulent 
claims filed, and benefits provided, under 
this subtitle.’’. 

SEC. 11032. LIMITATION ON PREMIUM SUBSIDY 
BASED ON AVERAGE ADJUSTED 
GROSS INCOME. 

Section 508(e) of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(e)) (as amended by 
section 11023(b)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘(9) LIMITATION ON PREMIUM SUBSIDY BASED 
ON AVERAGE ADJUSTED GROSS INCOME.— 

‘“(A) DEFINITION OF AVERAGE ADJUSTED 
GROSS INCOME.—In this paragraph, the term 
‘average adjusted gross income’ has the 
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meaning given the term in section 1001D(a) 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 
1808-8a(a)). 

“(B) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this subtitle and begin- 
ning with the 2014 reinsurance year, in the 
case of any producer that is a person or legal 
entity that has an average adjusted gross in- 
come in excess of $750,000 based on the most 
recent data available from the Farm Service 
Agency as of the beginning of the reinsur- 
ance year, the total amount of premium sub- 
sidy provided with respect to additional cov- 
erage under subsection (c), section 508B, or 
section 508C issued on behalf of the producer 
for a reinsurance year shall be 15 percentage 
points less than the premium subsidy pro- 
vided in accordance with this subsection 
that would otherwise be available for the ap- 
plicable policy, plan of insurance, and cov- 
erage level selected by the producer. 

‘(C) APPLICATION.— 

“(i) STUDY.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary, 
in consultation with the Government Ac- 
countability Office, shall carry out a study 
to determine the effects of the limitation de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B) on— 

“(ID) the overall operations of the Federal 
crop insurance program; 

“(IT) the number of producers participating 
in the Federal crop insurance program; 

‘“(IIT) the level of coverage purchased by 
participating producers; 

‘(IV) the amount of premiums paid by par- 
ticipating producers and the Federal Govern- 
ment; 

“(V) any potential liability for partici- 
pating producers, approved insurance pro- 
viders, and the Federal Government; 

‘(VI) different crops or growing regions; 

‘“(VII) program rating structures; 

“(VIII creation of schemes or devices to 
evade the impact of the limitation; and 

‘“(IX) administrative and operating ex- 
penses paid to approved insurance providers 
and underwriting gains and loss for the Fed- 
eral government and approved insurance pro- 
viders. 

“(i) EFFECTIVENESS.—The limitation de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B) shall not take ef- 
fect unless the Secretary determines, 
through the study described in clause (i), 
that the limitation would not— 

“(D significantly increase the premium 
amount paid by producers with an average 
adjusted gross income of less than $750,000; 

“(IT) result in a decline in the crop insur- 
ance coverage available to producers; and 

“(III) increase the total cost of the Federal 
crop insurance program.’’. 


TITLE XII—MISCELLANEOUS 


Subtitle A—Socially Disadvantaged 
Producers and Limited Resource Producers 


SEC. 12001. OUTREACH AND ASSISTANCE FOR SO- 
CIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS 
AND RANCHERS AND VETERAN 
FARMERS AND RANCHERS. 

(a) OUTREACH AND ASSISTANCE FOR S0- 
CIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS AND RANCH- 
ERS AND VETERAN FARMERS AND RANCHERS.— 
Section 2501 of the Food, Agriculture, Con- 
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
2279) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
“AND VETERAN FARMERS AND RANCH- 
ERS” after ‘““RANCHERS’”’; 

(2) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)(B)(i), by inserting 
“and veteran farmers or ranchers” after 
“ranchers”; and 

(B) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
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(I) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FISCAL 
YEARS 2009 THROUGH 2012” and inserting ‘‘MAN- 
DATORY FUNDING”; 

(II) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(III) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(IV) by adding at the end the following: 

““(iii) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(B) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $20,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’; 

(8) in subsection (b)(2), by inserting ‘‘or 
veteran farmers and ranchers” after ‘‘so- 
cially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers”; 
and 

(4) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by inserting ‘‘vet- 
eran farmers or ranchers and” before ‘‘mem- 
bers”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by inserting ‘‘vet- 
eran farmers or ranchers and” before ‘‘mem- 
bers’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF VETERAN FARMER OR 
RANCHER.—Section 2501(e) of the Food, Agri- 
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279(e)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(7) VETERAN FARMER OR RANCHER.—The 
term ‘veteran farmer or rancher’ means a 
farmer or rancher who served in the active 
military, naval, or air service, and who was 
discharged or released from the service 
under conditions other than dishonorable.’’. 
SEC. 12002. OFFICE OF ADVOCACY AND OUT- 

REACH. 

Section 226B(f)(3) of the Department of Ag- 
riculture Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 
6934(f)(8)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection— 

“(A) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2009 through 2013; and 

‘(B) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

Subtitle B—Livestock 
SEC. 12101. WILDLIFE RESERVOIR ZOONOTIC DIS- 
EASE INITIATIVE. 

Title IV of the Agricultural Research, Ex- 
tension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 (7 
U.S.C. 7621 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“SEC. 413. WILDLIFE RESERVOIR ZOONOTIC DIS- 
EASE INITIATIVE. 

“(a) DEFINITION OF COVERED DISEASE.—In 
this section, the term ‘covered disease’ 
means a zoonotic disease affecting domestic 
livestock that is transmitted primarily from 
wildlife. 

“(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Department a wildlife reservoir 
zoonotic disease initiative to provide assist- 
ance through Coordinated Agricultural 
Project grants for research and development 
of surveillance methods, vaccines, vaccina- 
tion delivery systems, or diagnostic tests for 
covered diseases. 

‘*(¢) COVERED DISEASE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible for a grant 
under this section, an eligible entity shall 
conduct research and development of surveil- 
lance methods, vaccines, vaccination deliv- 
ery systems, or diagnostic tests for covered 
diseases in— 

“(A) a wildlife reservoir in the United 
States; or 

‘(B) domestic livestock or wildlife pre- 
senting a potential concern to public health. 
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“(2) PRIORITY.—In making grants under 
this section, the Secretary shall give pri- 
ority to grants that address— 

“(A) Brucella abortus (Bovine Brucellosis); 

“(B) Mycobacterium bovis (Bovine Tuber- 
culosis); or 

“(C) other zoonotic disease in livestock 
that is covered by a high-priority research 
and extension initiative conducted under 
section 1672 of the Food, Agriculture, Con- 
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5925). 

“(qd) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The Secretary 
shall carry out the initiative established 
under subsection (b) through public sci- 
entific research consortia that may consist 
of members from— 

“(1) Federal agencies; 

(2) National Laboratories; 

‘“(3) institutions of higher education; 

“(4) research institutions and organiza- 
tions; or 

“(5) State agricultural experiment sta- 
tions. 

‘“(e) RESEARCH PROJECTS.—In carrying out 
this section, the Secretary shall award 
grants on a competitive basis. 

“(f) ADMINISTRATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of grants 
awarded under this section, the Secretary 
shall— 

“(A) seek and accept proposals for grants; 

‘“(B) determine the relevance and merit of 
proposals through a system of peer and merit 
review in accordance with section 103; 

“(C) award grants on the basis of merit, 
quality, and relevance; and 

“(D) manage the initiative established 
under subsection (b) using a Coordinated Ag- 
ricultural Project format. 

(2) TERM.—The term of a grant under this 
section may not exceed 10 years. 

“(8) MATCHING FUNDS REQUIRED.—The Sec- 
retary shall require the recipient of a grant 
under this section to provide funds or in- 
kind support from non-Federal sources in an 
amount that is not less than 25 percent of 
the amount provided by the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

“(4) OTHER CONDITIONS.—The Secretary 
may set such other conditions on the award 
of a grant under this section as the Sec- 
retary determines to be appropriate. 

“(g) BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES.—Funds 
made available under this section shall not 
be used for— 

“(1) the construction of a new building or 
facility; or 

“(2) the acquisition, expansion, remod- 
eling, or alteration of an existing building or 
facility (including site grading and improve- 
ment and architect fees). 

‘“(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

**(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this section 
$7,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018. 

‘“(2) ALLOCATION.—Of the amount made 
available for a fiscal year under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall use not less than 30 
percent of the amount for the fiscal year to 
carry out activities under each of subpara- 
graphs (A) and (B) of subsection (c)(2).’’. 

SEC. 12102. TRICHINAE CERTIFICATION PRO- 
GRAM. 

Section 10405(d)(1) of the Animal Health 
Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 8304(d)(1)) is amend- 
ed in subparagraphs (A) and (B) by striking 
“2012”? each place it appears and inserting 
“2018”. 

SEC. 12103. NATIONAL AQUATIC ANIMAL HEALTH 
PLAN. 


Section 11013(d) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8322(d)) is 


431 


amended by striking ‘‘2012” and inserting 
“2018”. 
SEC. 12104. SHEEP PRODUCTION AND MAR- 


KETING GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A of the Agricul- 
tural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1621 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 209. SHEEP PRODUCTION AND MARKETING 
GRANT PROGRAM. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary, act- 
ing through the Administrator of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Service (referred to in 
this section as the ‘Secretary’) shall estab- 
lish a competitive grant program for the pur- 
poses of improving the United States sheep 
industry. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the grant 
program shall be to strengthen and enhance 
the production and marketing of sheep and 
sheep products, including improvement of— 

“(1) infrastructure; 

“*(2) business; 

““(3) resource development; and 

“(4) innovative approaches to solve long- 
term needs. 

“(c) ELIGIBILITY.—The Secretary shall 
make grants under this section to 1 or more 
national entities the mission of which is con- 
sistent with the purpose of the grant pro- 
gram. 

“(d) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to carry out this section $1,500,000 
for fiscal year 2014, to remain available until 
expended.”’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 374 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop- 
ment Act (7 U.S.C. 2008j) (as in existence on 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
Act) is— 

(1) amended in subsection (e)— 

(A) in paragraph (3)(D), by striking ‘‘3 per- 
cent” and inserting ‘‘10 percent”; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (6); and 

(2) redesignated as section 210 of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Act of 1946; and 

(3) moved so as to appear at the end of sub- 
title A of that Act (as amended by sub- 
section (a)). 

SEC. 12105. FERAL SWINE ERADICATION PILOT 
PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—To eradicate or control 
the threat feral swine pose to the domestic 
swine population, the entire livestock indus- 
try, and the destruction of crops and natural 
plant communities and native habitats, the 
Secretary of Agriculture may establish a 
feral swine eradication pilot program. 

(b) PILOT.—Subject to the availability of 
appropriations under this section, the Sec- 
retary may provide financial assistance for 
the cost of carrying out a pilot program— 

(1) to study and assess the nature and ex- 
tent of damage to the pilot area caused by 
feral swine; 

(2) to develop methods to eradicate or con- 
trol feral swine in the pilot area; and 

(3) to develop methods to restore damage 
caused by feral swine. 

(c) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall en- 
sure that the Natural Resource Conservation 
Service and the Animal and Plant Health In- 
spection Service coordinate to carry out the 
pilot program. 

(d) CosT SHARING.— 

(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the costs of the pilot program under this sec- 
tion may not exceed 75 percent of the total 
costs of carrying out the pilot program. 

(2) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—The non-Fed- 
eral share of the costs of the pilot program 
may be provided in the form of in-kind con- 
tributions of materials or services. 
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(e) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EX- 
PENSES.—Not more than 10 percent of finan- 
cial assistance provided by the Secretary 
under this section may be used for adminis- 
trative expenses. 

(£) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $2,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

Subtitle C—Other Miscellaneous Provisions 
SEC. 12201. MILITARY VETERANS AGRICULTURAL 
LIAISON. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture Reorganization Act of 
1994 is amended by inserting after section 218 
(7 U.S.C. 6918) the following: 

“SEC. 219. MILITARY VETERANS AGRICULTURAL 
LIAISON. 

“(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary shall 
establish in the Department the position of 
Military Veterans Agricultural Liaison. 

“(b) DUTIES.—The Military Veterans Agri- 
cultural Liaison shall— 

“(1) provide information to returning vet- 
erans about, and connect returning veterans 
with, beginning farmer training and agricul- 
tural vocational and rehabilitation programs 
appropriate to the needs and interests of re- 
turning veterans, including assisting vet- 
erans in using Federal veterans educational 
benefits for purposes relating to beginning a 
farming or ranching career; 

‘“(2) provide information to veterans con- 
cerning the availability of and eligibility re- 
quirements for participation in agricultural 
programs, with particular emphasis on be- 
ginning farmer and rancher programs; 

“(3) serving as a resource for assisting vet- 
eran farmers and ranchers, and potential 
farmers and ranchers, in applying for partici- 
pation in agricultural programs; and 

“(4) advocating on behalf of veterans in 
interactions with employees of the Depart- 
ment. 

‘(c) CONTRACTS AND COOPERATIVE AGREE- 
MENTS.—For purposes of carrying out the du- 
ties under subsection (b), the Military Vet- 
erans Agricultural Liaison may enter into 
contracts or cooperative agreements with 
the research centers of the Agricultural Re- 
search Service, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, or nonprofit organizations for— 

“(1) the conduct of regional research on 
the profitability of small farms; 

‘“(2) the development of educational mate- 
rials; 

“(3) the conduct of workshops, courses, and 
certified vocational training; 

“(4) the conduct of mentoring activities; or 

‘“(5) the provision of internship opportuni- 
ties.”’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
296(b) of the Department of Agriculture Re- 
organization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 7014(b)) (as 
amended by section 4206(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (8), by striking the “or” at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (9), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(10) the authority of the Secretary to es- 
tablish in the Department the position of 
Military Veterans Agricultural Liaison in 
accordance with section 219.’’. 

SEC. 12202. INFORMATION GATHERING. 

Section 1619(b)(3) of the Food, Conserva- 
tion, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8791) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) COOPERATION WITH STATE AND LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), in 
the case of a State agency, political subdivi- 
sion, or local governmental agency that is 
charged with implementing an agriculture or 
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conservation program under State law, on 
request of the State agency, political sub- 
division, or local governmental agency, the 
information described in paragraph (2) shall 
be disclosed to the State agency, political 
subdivision, or local governmental agency if 
the Secretary determines that the State 
agency, political subdivision, or local gov- 
ernmental agency demonstrates that the dis- 
closure is required for implementing the 

State program. 

“(ii) RESTRICTION.—Any information dis- 
closed to a State agency, political subdivi- 
sion, or local governmental agency under 
clause (i) shall be— 

“(I) used solely by the State agency, polit- 
ical subdivision, or local governmental agen- 
cy; and 

“(II) exempt from disclosure to the public, 
including under any State law that allows a 
citizen to petition a State agency for that 
information.”’. 

SEC. 12203. GRANTS TO IMPROVE SUPPLY, STA- 
BILITY, SAFETY, AND TRAINING OF 
AGRICULTURAL LABOR FORCE. 

Section 14204(d) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2008q—1(d)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

“(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

“(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2013; and 

**(2) $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’’. 

SEC. 12204. NONINSURED CROP ASSISTANCE PRO- 
GRAM. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 196 of the Federal 
Agriculture Improvement and Reform Act of 
1996 (7 U.S.C. 7333) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.— 

(A) COVERAGES.—In the case of an eligible 
crop described in paragraph (2), the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture shall operate a non- 
insured crop disaster assistance program to 
provide coverages based on individual yields 
(other than for value-loss crops) equivalent 
to— 

“G) catastrophic risk protection available 
under section 508(b) of the Federal Crop In- 
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(b)); or 

‘“(ii) additional coverage available under 
subsections (c) and (h) of section 508 of that 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1508) that does not exceed 65 
percent. 

(B) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary shall 
carry out this section through the Farm 
Service Agency (referred to in this section as 
the ‘Agency’).’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A)— 

(I) in the matter before clause (i), by strik- 
ing ‘‘(except livestock)” and inserting ‘‘(ex- 
cept livestock and crops and grasses used for 
grazing)”; 

(II) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘and’’ after 
the semicolon at the end; 

(III) by redesignating clause (ii) as clause 
(iii); and 

(IV) by inserting after clause (i) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(ii) for which additional coverage under 
subsections (c) and (h) of section 508 of that 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1508) is not available; and’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) by inserting ‘‘(except ferns)” after ‘‘flo- 
ricultural’’; 

(II) by inserting ‘‘(except ferns)” after ‘‘or- 
namental nursery”; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘(including ornamental 
fish)” and inserting ‘‘(including ornamental 
fish, but excluding tropical fish)’’; 
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(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘The Sec- 
retary” and inserting ‘‘Subject to subsection 
(1), the Secretary”; 

(3) in subsection (k)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘$250’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$260’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘$750’’ and inserting ‘‘$780’’; 
and 

Gi) by striking 
‘*$1,950’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 


‘(1) PAYMENT EQUIVALENT TO ADDITIONAL 
COVERAGE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make available to a producer eligible for 
noninsured assistance under this section a 
payment equivalent to an indemnity for ad- 
ditional coverage under subsections (c) and 
(h) of section 508 of the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508) that does not exceed 
65 percent, computed by multiplying— 

“(A) the quantity that is less than 50 to 65 
percent of the established yield for the crop, 
as determined by the Secretary, specified in 
increments of 5 percent; 

‘(B) 100 percent of the average market 
price for the crop, as determined by the Sec- 
retary; and 

‘“(C) a payment rate for the type of crop, as 
determined by the Secretary, that reflects— 

“(i) in the case of a crop that is produced 
with a significant and variable harvesting 
expense, the decreasing cost incurred in the 
production cycle for the crop that is, as ap- 
plicable— 

“(I) harvested; 

“(IT) planted but not harvested; or 

‘“(IIT) prevented from being planted be- 
cause of drought, flood, or other natural dis- 
aster, as determined by the Secretary; or 

“(ii) in the case of a crop that is produced 
without a significant and variable harvesting 
expense, such rate as shall be determined by 
the Secretary. 

“(2) PREMIUM.—To be eligible to receive a 
payment under this subsection, a producer 
shall pay— 

“(A) the service fee required by subsection 
(k); and 

‘(B) a premium for the applicable crop 
year that is equal to— 

“(i) the product obtained by multiplying— 

“(I) the number of acres devoted to the eli- 
gible crop; 

“(ID) the yield, as determined by the Sec- 
retary under subsection (e); 

‘(III) the coverage level elected by the pro- 
ducer; 

‘“(IV) the average market price, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary; and 

““(ii) 5.25-percent premium fee. 

‘*(3) LIMITED RESOURCE, BEGINNING, AND SO- 
CIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS.—The addi- 
tional coverage made available under this 
subsection shall be available to limited re- 
source, beginning, and socially disadvan- 
taged producers, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, in exchange for a premium that is 50 
percent of the premium determined for a 
producer under paragraph (2). 

‘(4) ADDITIONAL AVAILABILITY.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—AS soon as practicable 
after October 1, 2018, the Secretary shall 
make assistance available to producers of an 
otherwise eligible crop described in sub- 
section (a)(2) that suffered losses— 

“(i) to a 2012 annual fruit crop grown on a 
bush or tree; and 

“(ii) in a county covered by a declaration 
by the Secretary of a natural disaster for 
production losses due to a freeze or frost. 


‘$1,875°” and inserting 
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“(B) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary shall 
make assistance available under subpara- 
graph (A) in an amount equivalent to assist- 
ance available under paragraph (1), less any 
fees not previously paid under paragraph 
(2).”’. 

(b) TERMINATION DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Effective October 1, 2018, 
subsection (a) and the amendments made by 
subsection (a) (other than the amendments 
made by clauses (i)(I) and (ii) of subsection 
(a)(1)(B)) are repealed 

(2) ADMINISTRATION.—Effective October 1, 
2018, section 196 of the Federal Agriculture 
Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 (7 
U.S.C. 7333) shall be applied and adminis- 
tered as if subsection (a) and the amend- 
ments made by subsection (a) (other than 
the amendments made by clauses (i)(I) and 
(ii) of subsection (a)(1)(B)) had not been en- 
acted. 


SEC. 12205. REGIONAL ECONOMIC AND INFRA- 


STRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT. 

Section 15751 of title 40, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Not more than” and in- 
serting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), not more than’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) LIMITED FUNDING.—In a case in which 
less than $10,000,000 is made available to a 
Commission for a fiscal year under this sec- 
tion, paragraph (1) shall not apply.’’. 

SEC. 12206. CANADA GEESE REMOVAL. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—On a determination by 
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration that the population of Can- 
ada geese residing on land under the jurisdic- 
tion of the National Park Service that is lo- 
cated within 5 miles of any commercial air- 
port poses a risk to flight safety, the Sec- 
retary (acting through the Administrator of 
the Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service), in consultation with the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration, shall— 

(1) by the first subsequent molting period 
for Canada geese that occurs after the date 
of enactment of this Act, publish a manage- 
ment plan that provides for the removal, by 
not later than 1 year after the date of publi- 
cation, of all Canada geese residing on the 
applicable land; and 

(2) as soon as practicable after the date of 
publication of the management plan under 
paragraph (1), commence removal of Canada 
geese from the applicable land. 

(b) JFK INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT.—Not 
later than June 1, 2012, the Secretary (acting 
through the Administrator of the Animal 
and Plant Health Inspection Service) shall— 

(1) issue a record of decision for the docu- 
ment entitled ‘‘Supplement to the Environ- 
mental Impact Statement Bird Hazard Re- 
duction Program: John F. Kennedy Inter- 
national Airport”; and 

(2) commence consultation with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to complete the collec- 
tion and removal of Canada geese from the 
applicable National Park Service land to en- 
sure that the removal is completed by not 
later than August 1, 2012. 

SEC. 12207. OFFICE OF TRIBAL RELATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title III of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture Reorganization Act of 
1994 is amended by adding after section 308 (7 
U.S.C. 3125a note; Public Law 103-354) the fol- 
lowing: 
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“SEC. 309. OFFICE OF TRIBAL RELATIONS. 

“The Secretary shall establish in the Of- 
fice of the Secretary an Office of Tribal Rela- 
tions.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
296(b) of the Department of Agriculture Re- 
organization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 7014(b)) (as 
amended by section 12201(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in paragraph (9), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following: 

“(10) the authority of the Secretary to es- 
tablish in the Office of the Secretary the Of- 
fice of Tribal Relations in accordance with 
section 309.”’. 

SEC. 12208. REPEAL OF DUPLICATIVE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Effective on the date of 
enactment of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act (7 U.S.C. 8701 et seq.), section 
11016 of that Act (Public Law 110-246; 122 
Stat. 2130) and the amendments made by 
that section are repealed. 

(b) APPLICATION.—The Agricultural Mar- 
keting Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1621 et seq.) and 
the Federal Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 
601 et seq.) shall be applied and administered 
as if section 11016 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act (Public Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 
2130) and the amendments made by that sec- 
tion had not been enacted. 

SEC. 12209. SENSE OF THE SENATE. 

It is the sense of the Senate that nothing 
in this Act or an amendment made by this 
Act should manipulate prices or interfere 
with the free market. 

SEC. 12210. ACER ACCESS AND DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM. 

(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED; AUTHORIZED AC- 
TIVITIES.—The Secretary of Agriculture may 
make grants to States and tribal govern- 
ments to support their efforts to promote 
the domestic maple syrup industry through 
the following activities: 

(1) Promotion of research and education re- 
lated to maple syrup production. 

(2) Promotion of natural resource sustain- 
ability in the maple syrup industry. 

(3) Market promotion for maple syrup and 
maple-sap products. 

(4) Encouragement of owners and operators 
of privately held land containing species of 
tree in the genus Acer— 

(A) to initiate or expand maple-sugaring 
activities on the land; or 

(B) to voluntarily make the land available, 
including by lease or other means, for access 
by the public for maple-sugaring activities. 

(b) APPLICATIONS.—In submitting an appli- 
cation for a grant under this section, a State 
or tribal government shall include— 

(1) a description of the activities to be sup- 
ported using the grant funds; 

(2) a description of the benefits that the 
State or tribal government intends to 
achieve as a result of engaging in such ac- 
tivities; and 

(3) an estimate of the increase in maple- 
sugaring activities or maple syrup produc- 
tion that the State or tribal government an- 
ticipates will occur as a result of engaging in 
such activities. 

(c) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAWS.—Nothing 
in this section preempts a State or tribal 
government law, including any State or trib- 
al government liability law. 

(d) DEFINITION OF MAPLE SUGARING.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘maple-sugaring”’ 
means the collection of sap from any species 
of tree in the genus Acer for the purpose of 
boiling to produce food. 

(e) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Agri- 
culture shall promulgate such regulations as 
are necessary to carry out this section. 
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(£) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $20,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2012 through 2015. 

SEC. 12211. DEFINITION OF RURAL AREA FOR 
PURPOSES OF THE HOUSING ACT OF 
1949. 

The second sentence of section 520 of the 
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1490) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘1990 or 2000 decennial cen- 
sus shall continue to be so classified until 
the receipt of data from the decennial census 
in the year 2010” and inserting ‘1990, 2000, or 
2010 decennial census, and any area deemed 
to be a ‘rural area’ for purposes of this title 
under any other provision of law at any time 
during the period beginning January 1, 2000, 
and ending December 31, 2010, shall continue 
to be so classified until the receipt of data 
from the decennial census in the year 2020”; 
and 

(2) by striking 
‘*35,000’’. 

SEC. 12212. PROHIBITION ON ATTENDING AN ANI- 
MAL FIGHT OR CAUSING A MINOR 
TO ATTEND AN ANIMAL FIGHT; EN- 
FORCEMENT OF ANIMAL FIGHTING 
PROVISIONS. 

(a) PROHIBITION ON ATTENDING AN ANIMAL 
FIGHT OR CAUSING A MINOR TO ATTEND AN 
ANIMAL FIGHT.—Section 26 of the Animal 
Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 2156) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘SPON- 
SORING OR EXHIBITING AN ANIMAL IN” and in- 
serting ‘“‘SPONSORING OR EXHIBITING AN ANI- 
MAL IN, ATTENDING, OR CAUSING A MINOR TO 
ATTEND”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘IN GEN- 
ERAL” and inserting ‘‘SPONSORING OR EXHIB- 
ITING’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘paragraph (2)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘paragraph (8)’’; 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(D) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

‘(2) ATTENDING OR CAUSING A MINOR TO AT- 
TEND.—It shall be unlawful for any person 
to— 

“(A) knowingly attend an animal fighting 
venture; or 

“(B) knowingly cause a minor to attend an 
animal fighting venture.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (g), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘“(5) the term ‘minor’ means a person under 
the age of 18 years old.’’. 

(b) ENFORCEMENT OF ANIMAL FIGHTING PRO- 
HIBITIONS.—Section 49 of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Whoever’’ and inserting 
“(a) IN GENERAL.—Whoever”’; 

(2) in subsection (a), as designated by para- 
graph (1) of this section, by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (a), and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(a)(1),”’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘(b) ATTENDING AN ANIMAL FIGHTING VEN- 
TURE.—Whoever violates subsection (a)(2)(A) 
of section 26 of the Animal Welfare Act (7 
U.S.C. 2156) shall be fined under this title, 
imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or both, 
for each violation. 

“(c) CAUSING A MINOR TO ATTEND AN ANI- 
MAL FIGHTING VENTURE.—Whoever violates 
subsection (a)(2)(B) of section 26 (7 U.S.C. 
2156) of the Animal Welfare Act shall be fined 
under this title, imprisoned for not more 
than 3 years, or both, for each violation.’’. 


**25,000’? and inserting 


By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and 
Mr. GRASSLEY): 
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S. 42. A bill to provide anti-retalia- 
tion protections for antitrust whistle- 
blowers; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to once again join with Senator 
GRASSLEY and today introduce the 
Criminal Antitrust Anti-Retaliation 
Act. This legislation, which is identical 
to our legislation from last Congress, 
will provide important protections to 
employees who come forward and dis- 
close to law enforcement price fixing 
and other criminal antitrust behavior 
that harm consumers. This legislation 
is a continuation of the long partner- 
ship that I have had with Senator 
GRASSLEY on whistleblower issues. 

Congress should encourage employees 
with information about criminal anti- 
trust activity, such as price fixing, to 
report that information by offering 
meaningful protection to those who 
blow the whistle rather than leaving 
them vulnerable to reprisals. Through- 
out our history, whistleblowers have 
been instrumental in alerting the pub- 
lic, Congress, and law enforcement to 
wrongdoing in a variety of areas. These 
individuals take risks in stepping for- 
ward, and many times their actions re- 
sult in important reforms and have 
even saved lives. 

The legislation we are introducing 
today is based on recommendations 
from the Government Accountability 
Office, which interviewed key stake- 
holders in the antitrust community 
and found widespread support for anti- 
retaliatory protection in criminal anti- 
trust cases. The provisions in this bill 
are modeled on the whistleblower pro- 
tections that Senator GRASSLEY and I 
authored as part of the Sarbanes Oxley 
Act, and are narrowly tailored to en- 
sure that whistleblowers are not pro- 
vided with an economic incentive to 
bring forth false claims. 

The antitrust laws protect consumers 
and serve to promote our free enter- 
prise system. Our bipartisan bill will 
help to ensure that criminal violations 
of these laws do not go unreported. I 
urge the Senate to act quickly to pass 
this important legislation. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 42 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Criminal 
Antitrust Anti-Retaliation Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. AMENDMENT TO ACPERA. 

The Antitrust Criminal Penalty Enhance- 
ment and Reform Act of 2004 (Public Law 
108-237; 15 U.S.C. 1 note) is amended by add- 
ing after section 215 the following: 

“SEC. 216. ANTI-RETALIATION PROTECTION FOR 


WHISTLEBLOWERS. 
“(a) WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTIONS FOR EM- 
PLOYEES, CONTRACTORS, SUBCONTRACTORS, 


AND AGENTS.— 
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‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—No person, or any officer, 
employee, contractor, subcontractor, or 
agent of such person, may discharge, demote, 
suspend, threaten, harass, or in any other 
manner discriminate against a whistleblower 
in the terms and conditions of employment 
because— 

“(A) the whistleblower provided or caused 
to be provided to the person or the Federal 
Government information relating to— 

“(i) any violation of, or any act or omis- 
sion the whistleblower reasonably believes to 
be a violation of the antitrust laws; or 

“(i) any violation of, or any act or omis- 
sion the whistleblower reasonably believes to 
be a violation of another criminal law com- 
mitted in conjunction with a potential viola- 
tion of the antitrust laws or in conjunction 
with an investigation by the Department of 
Justice of a potential violation of the anti- 
trust laws; or 

‘“(B) the whistleblower filed, caused to be 
filed, testified, participated in, or otherwise 
assisted an investigation or a proceeding 
filed or about to be filed (with any knowl- 
edge of the employer) relating to— 

“(i) any violation of, or any act or omis- 
sion the whistleblower reasonably believes to 
be a violation of the antitrust laws; or 

“(i) any violation of, or any act or omis- 
sion the whistleblower reasonably believes to 
be a violation of another criminal law com- 
mitted in conjunction with a potential viola- 
tion of the antitrust laws or in conjunction 
with an investigation by the Department of 
Justice of a potential violation of the anti- 
trust laws. 

‘“(2) LIMITATION ON PROTECTIONS.—Para- 
graph (1) shall not apply to any whistle- 
blower if— 

“(A) the whistleblower planned and initi- 
ated a violation or attempted violation of 
the antitrust laws; 

“(B) the whistleblower planned and initi- 
ated a violation or attempted violation of 
another criminal law in conjunction with a 
violation or attempted violation of the anti- 
trust laws; or 

“(C) the whistleblower planned and initi- 
ated an obstruction or attempted obstruc- 
tion of an investigation by the Department 
of Justice of a violation of the antitrust 
laws. 

‘(3) DEFINITIONS.—In the section: 

“(A) PERSON.—The term ‘person’ has the 
same meaning as in subsection (a) of the 
first section of the Clayton Act (15 U.S.C. 
12(a)). 

‘“(B) ANTITRUST LAWS.—The term ‘antitrust 
laws’ means section 1 or 3 of the Sherman 
Act (15 U.S.C. 1, 3) or similar State law. 

““(C) WHISTLEBLOWER.—The term ‘whistle- 
blower’ means an employee, contractor, sub- 
contractor, or agent protected from dis- 
crimination under paragraph (1). 

“*(o) ENFORCEMENT ACTION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A whistleblower who al- 
leges discharge or other discrimination by 
any person in violation of subsection (a) may 
seek relief under subsection (c) by— 

“(A) filing a complaint with the Secretary 
of Labor; or 

‘“(B) if the Secretary has not issued a final 
decision within 180 days of the filing of the 
complaint and there is no showing that such 
delay is due to the bad faith of the claimant, 
bringing an action at law or equity for de 
novo review in the appropriate district court 
of the United States, which shall have juris- 
diction over such an action without regard 
to the amount in controversy. 

‘(2) PROCEDURE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A complaint filed with 
the Secretary of Labor under paragraph 
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(1)(A) shall be governed under the rules and 
procedures set forth in section 42121(b)of 
title 49, United States Code. 

“(B) EXCEPTION.—Notification made under 
section 42121(b)(1) of title 49, United States 
Code, shall be made to the person named in 
the complaint and to the employer. 

‘“(C) BURDENS OF PROOF.—A complaint filed 
with the Secretary of Labor under paragraph 
(1) shall be governed by the legal burdens of 
proof set forth in section 42121(b) of title 49, 
United States Code. 

‘(D) STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.—A com- 
plaint under paragraph (1)(A) shall be filed 
with the Secretary of Labor not later than 
180 days after the date on which the viola- 
tion occurs. 

“(E) CIVIL ACTIONS TO ENFORCE.—If a person 
fails to comply with an order or preliminary 
order issued by the Secretary of Labor pur- 
suant to the procedures in section 42121(b), 
the Secretary of Labor or the person on 
whose behalf the order was issued may bring 
a civil action to enforce the order in the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the judi- 
cial district in which the violation occurred. 

“(c) REMEDIES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A whistleblower pre- 
vailing in any action under subsection (b)(1) 
shall be entitled to all relief necessary to 
make the whistleblower whole. 

‘(2) COMPENSATORY DAMAGES.—Relief for 
any action under paragraph (1) shall in- 
clude— 

“(A) reinstatement with the same senior- 
ity status that the whistleblower would have 
had, but for the discrimination; 

‘“(B) the amount of back pay, with inter- 
est; and 

‘“(C) compensation for any special damages 
sustained as a result of the discrimination 
including litigation costs, expert witness 
fees, and reasonable attorney’s fees. 

‘“(d) RIGHTS RETAINED BY WHISTLE- 
BLOWERS.—Nothing in this section shall be 
deemed to diminish the rights, privileges, or 
remedies of any whistleblower under any 
Federal or State law, or under any collective 
bargaining agreement.’’. 


By Mr. LEAHY (for Mr. CRAPO, 
Ms. MURKOWSKI, Ms. MIKULSKI, 
Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. Coons, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BEN- 
NET, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado, Mr. KIRK, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Ms. CANTWELL, 
and Mr. CASEY): 

S. 47. A bill to reauthorize the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 1994; read 
the first time. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, on the 
first day for bill introductions this 
year I once again join with Senator 
CRAPO and a distinguished, bipartisan 
group of Senators to introduce the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act of 2018. This life-saving legislation 
should be a top priority of the new 
113th Congress. It is our hope that the 
Senate will act quickly to pass this 
strong, bipartisan bill to help all vic- 
tims of domestic and sexual violence. 

The Senate acted just 9 months ago 
to approve the Leahy-Crapo Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2012 with 68 bipartisan votes. Despite 
our best efforts, the House did not join 
in our bipartisan efforts and enact that 
bill into law. 
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By now, the litany of VAWA’s suc- 
cesses is familiar, but important. Since 
this historic legislation first passed in 
1994, States have strengthened criminal 
rape statutes, and every State has 
made stalking a crime. The annual in- 
cidence of domestic violence has 
dropped more than 50 percent. We have 
helped to provide victims with critical 
services like housing and legal protec- 
tion. Those are just a few highlights. 
We need to remember that behind 
those numbers are thousands of lives 
made immeasurably better. 

Despite VAWA’s success, there is a 
pressing need to update and strengthen 
its protections. The Center for Disease 
Control and Prevention’s 2010 National 
Intimate Partner and Sexual Violence 
Survey found that one in four women 
has been the victim of severe physical 
domestic violence and one in five 
women has been raped in her lifetime. 
These numbers are almost too awful to 
contemplate. 

Real life cases remind us that this re- 
authorization is long overdue. Last 
month, I read in the Burlington Free 
Press the story of Carmen Tarleton, a 
woman from Thetford, VT. Five years 
ago, Carmen’s estranged husband broke 
into her home, beat her with a baseball 
bat, and poured industrial-strength lye 
on her, severely burning a great deal of 
her body and nearly blinding her. Her 
doctors said that she had suffered ‘‘the 
most horrific injury a human being 
could suffer.” Today, she is nearly 
blind, disfigured, and continues to ex- 
perience pain from her injuries. De- 
spite this, Carmen is courageously 
sharing her story. 

Stories like this one remind us that 
every day that we do not pass legisla- 
tion that will help to prevent horrific 
violence and assist victims, more peo- 
ple are suffering. Late last year while 
Congress failed to act on our bipartisan 
bill, we saw tragic domestic violence- 
related murder-suicides in Missouri 
and Colorado. We also learned of 
harrowing new accounts of sexual as- 
saults on college campuses. These are 
just more examples of the kind of trag- 
edies that unfold every day across the 
country. 

The Leahy-Crapo bill would support 
the use of techniques proven to help 
identify high-risk cases and prevent do- 
mestic violence homicides. It would in- 
crease VAWA’s focus on sexual assault 
and push colleges to strengthen their 
efforts to protect students from domes- 
tic and sexual violence. 

This reauthorization will allow us to 
make real progress in addressing the 
horrifying epidemic of domestic vio- 
lence in tribal communities, where one 
recent study found that almost three 
in five native women have been as- 
saulted by their spouses or intimate 
partners. It will allow services to get 
to those in the LGBT community who 
have had trouble accessing services in 
the past. 
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Every VAWA reauthorization Con- 
gress has passed has taken steps to 
help immigrant victims of violence, 
who are often particularly vulnerable. 
Last year’s bill included a modest in- 
crease in the number of U visas avail- 
able to immigrant victims who help 
law enforcement, which is good for vic- 
tims and for law enforcement. Unfortu- 
nately, that provision led to a tech- 
nical objection from House Republican 
leaders. In the interest of making 
quick and decisive progress, we intro- 
duce the bill today without that provi- 
sion in order to remove any excuse for 
House inaction. We have retained other 
important improvements for immi- 
grant victims in the bill we introduce 
today as part of our commitment to 
ensuring that all victims are protected. 

I still believe strongly in the U visa 
increase that was in last year’s Leahy- 
Crapo bill. I authored that provision 
after hearing from law enforcement 
and the experts in the field. I think it 
is needed to encourage assistance to 
law enforcement and to protect immi- 
grant women and I remain committed 
to enacting it and ensuring that the 
needed U visa increase is adopted. I in- 
tend to work to include it in com- 
prehensive immigration reform legisla- 
tion that we should consider early in 
this Congress. It will be part of our im- 
migration reform effort. 

We have included, as well, in this 
year’s bill the specific provisions of the 
SAFER bill that I worked out with 
Senator CORNYN and Senator GRASSLEY 
last year and that then passed the Sen- 
ate unanimously late in the session. I 
hope that Senators who opposed VAWA 
last year while supporting those provi- 
sions will now join with us in our effort 
to enact VAWA reauthorization that 
includes those provisions, as well. 

All of the provisions in our bill were 
developed with the help of victims and 
with those who assist them every day. 
They are commonsense measures that 
will help real people. It is past time for 
Congress to move beyond partisan poli- 
tics in order to provide help to victims 
of domestic and sexual violence. 

We can make these concrete and im- 
portant changes in the law that will 
prevent terrible violence and provide 
more help to victims. There is no ex- 
cuse for delay. I hope all Senators will 
join me in quickly moving this bill 
through the Senate and that the House 
will quickly work with us to get a 
strong VAWA bill to the President. 

I thank Senator CRAPO, the lead Sen- 
ate Republican cosponsor of our bill 
and Senators MURKOWSKI, MIKULSKI, 
AYOTTE, COLLINS, COONS, DURBIN, BEN- 
NET, KLOBUCHAR, SHAHEEN, KIRK, CANT- 
WELL, MURRAY, UDALL (CO), CASEY, and 
MCCASKILL, who join us as original co- 
sponsors and have all been strong sup- 
porters of VAWA. I look forward to 
many others joining us to move for- 
ward on this vital legislation. 
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S. 47 
To reauthorize the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013”. 

SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

The table of contents for this Act is as fol- 
lows: 
Sec. 1. 
Sec. 2. 
Sec. 3. 


Short title. 

Table of contents. 

Universal definitions and grant con- 
ditions. 

Sec. 4. Effective date. 


TITLE I—ENHANCING JUDICIAL AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT TOOLS TO COMBAT VI- 
OLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 


Sec. 101. Stop grants. 

Sec. 102. Grants to encourage arrest policies 
and enforcement of protection 
orders. 

Legal assistance for victims. 

Consolidation of grants to support 
families in the justice system. 

Sex offender management. 

Court-appointed special advocate 
program. 

Criminal provision 
stalking, 
cyberstalking. 

Outreach and services to under- 
served populations grant. 

Sec. 109. Culturally specific services grant. 


TITLE II—IMPROVING SERVICES FOR 
VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 
DATING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, 
AND STALKING 


Sec. 201. Sexual assault services program. 

Sec. 202. Rural domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, stalking, 
and child abuse enforcement as- 
sistance. 

Sec. 203. Training and services to end vio- 
lence against women with dis- 
abilities grants. 

Sec. 204. Enhanced training and services to 
end abuse in later life. 


TITLE III—SERVICES, PROTECTION, AND 
JUSTICE FOR YOUNG VICTIMS OF VIO- 
LENCE 


Sec. 301. Rape prevention and 
grant. 

Sec. 302. Creating hope through outreach, 
options, services, and education 
for children and youth. 

Sec. 303. Grants to combat violent crimes on 
campuses. 

Sec. 304. Campus sexual violence, domestic 
violence, dating violence, and 
stalking education and preven- 
tion. 


TITLE IV—VIOLENCE REDUCTION 
PRACTICES 
Sec. 401. Study conducted by the centers for 
disease control and prevention. 
Sec. 402. Saving money and reducing trage- 
dies through prevention grants. 


103. 
104. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


105. 
106. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 107. relating to 


including 


Sec. 108. 


education 
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TITLE V—STRENGTHENING THE 
HEALTHCARE SYSTEM’S RESPONSE TO 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING 


Sec. 501. Consolidation of grants to 
strengthen the healthcare sys- 
tem’s response to domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking. 

TITLE VI—SAFE HOMES FOR VICTIMS OF 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING 


Sec. 601. Housing protections for victims of 
domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalk- 


ing. 

Sec. 602. Transitional housing assistance 
grants for victims of domestic 
violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault, and stalking. 

Sec. 603. Addressing the housing needs of 
victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking. 

TITLE VII—ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR 
VICTIMS OF VIOLENCE 


Sec. 701. National Resource Center on Work- 
place Responses to assist vic- 
tims of domestic and sexual vi- 
olence. 

TITLE VIII—PROTECTION OF BATTERED 

IMMIGRANTS 

Sec. 801. U nonimmigrant definition. 

Sec. 802. Annual report on immigration ap- 
plications made by victims of 
abuse. 


Sec. 803. Protection for children of VAWA 
self-petitioners. 

Sec. 804. Public charge. 

Sec. 805. Requirements applicable to U visas. 

Sec. 806. Hardship waivers. 

Sec. 807. Protections for a fiancée or fiancé 
of a citizen. 

Sec. 808. Regulation of international mar- 
riage brokers. 

Sec. 809. Eligibility of crime and trafficking 


victims in the Commonwealth 
of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands to adjust status. 

Sec. 810. Disclosure of information for na- 
tional security purposes. 


TITLE IX—SAFETY FOR INDIAN WOMEN 


Sec. 901. Grants to Indian tribal govern- 
ments. 

Sec. 902. Grants to Indian tribal coalitions. 

Sec. 903. Consultation. 

Sec. 904. Tribal jurisdiction over crimes of 
domestic violence. 

Sec. 905. Tribal protection orders. 

Sec. 906. Amendments to the Federal assault 
statute. 

Sec. 907. Analysis and research on violence 
against Indian women. 

Sec. 908. Effective dates; pilot project. 

Sec. 909. Indian law and order commission; 
Report on the Alaska Rural 
Justice and Law Enforcement 
Commission. 

Sec. 910. Limitation. 

TITLE X—SAFER ACT 

Sec. 1001. Short title. 

Sec. 1002. Debbie Smith grants for auditing 
sexual assault evidence back- 
logs. 

Sec. 1003. Reports to congress. 

Sec. 1004. Reducing the rape kit backlog. 

Sec. 1005. Oversight and accountability. 

Sec. 1006. Sunset. 

TITLE XI—OTHER MATTERS 
Sec. 1101. Sexual abuse in custodial settings. 
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1102. 
1103. 
1104. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Anonymous online harassment. 

Stalker database. 

Federal victim assistants reau- 
thorization. 

Child abuse training programs for 
judicial personnel and practi- 
tioners reauthorization. 

SEC. 3. UNIVERSAL DEFINITIONS AND GRANT 

CONDITIONS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Subsection (a) of section 
40002 of the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994 (42 U.S.C. 18925(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraphs (5), (17), (18), 
(23), (29), (33), (86), and (37); 

(2) by redesignating— 

(A) paragraphs (34) and (85) as paragraphs 
(41) and (42), respectively; 

(B) paragraphs (30), (81), and (32) as para- 
graphs (36), (87), and (88), respectively; 

(C) paragraphs (24) through (28) as para- 
graphs (30) through (34), respectively; 

(D) paragraphs (21) and (22) as paragraphs 
(26) and (27), respectively; 

(E) paragraphs (19) and (20) as paragraphs 
(23) and (24), respectively; 

(F) paragraphs (10) through (16) as para- 
graphs (18) through (19), respectively; 

(G) paragraphs (6), (7), (8), and (9) as para- 
graphs (8), (9), (10), and (11), respectively; and 

(H) paragraphs (1), (2), (8), and (4) as para- 
graphs (2), (8), (4), and (5), respectively; 

(3) by inserting before paragraph (2), as re- 
designated, the following: 

“(1) ALASKA NATIVE VILLAGE.—The term 
‘Alaska Native village’ has the same mean- 
ing given such term in the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act (48 U.S.C. 1601 et 
seq.).”; 

(4) in paragraph (3), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘serious harm.” and inserting ‘‘seri- 
ous harm to an unemancipated minor.”’; 

(5) in paragraph (4), as redesignated, by 
striking “The term” through ‘‘that—’”’ and 
inserting ‘‘The term ‘community-based orga- 
nization’ means a nonprofit, nongovern- 
mental, or tribal organization that serves a 
specific geographic community that—’’; 

(6) by inserting after paragraph (5), as re- 
designated, the following: 

“(6) CULTURALLY SPECIFIC.—The term ‘cul- 
turally specific’ means primarily directed to- 
ward racial and ethnic minority groups (as 
defined in section 1707(g) of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300u-6(g)). 

“(7) CULTURALLY SPECIFIC SERVICES.—The 
term ‘culturally specific services’ means 
community-based services that include cul- 
turally relevant and linguistically specific 
services and resources to culturally specific 
communities.’’; 

(7) in paragraph (8), as redesignated, by in- 
serting ‘‘or intimate partner” after ‘‘former 
spouse” and ‘‘as a spouse’”’; 

(8) by inserting after paragraph (11), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘*(12) HOMELESS.—The term ‘homeless’ has 
the meaning provided in section 41403(6).”’; 

(9) in paragraph (18), as redesignated, by 
inserting ‘‘or Village Public Safety Officers’’ 
after ‘‘governmental victim services pro- 
grams”; 

(10) in paragraph (19), as redesignated, by 
inserting at the end the following: 

“Intake or referral, by itself, does not con- 

stitute legal assistance.” ; 

(11) by inserting after paragraph (19), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(20) PERSONALLY IDENTIFYING INFORMATION 
OR PERSONAL INFORMATION.—The term ‘per- 
sonally identifying information’ or ‘personal 
information’ means individually identifying 
information for or about an individual in- 
cluding information likely to disclose the lo- 
cation of a victim of domestic violence, dat- 
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ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking, re- 
gardless of whether the information is en- 
coded, encrypted, hashed, or otherwise pro- 
tected, including— 

“(A) a first and last name; 

‘(B) a home or other physical address; 

“(C) contact information (including a post- 
al, e-mail or Internet protocol address, or 
telephone or facsimile number); 

“(D) a social security number, driver li- 
cense number, passport number, or student 
identification number; and 

“(E) any other information, including date 
of birth, racial or ethnic background, or reli- 
gious affiliation, that would serve to identify 
any individual. 

‘(21) POPULATION SPECIFIC ORGANIZATION.— 
The term ‘population specific organization’ 
means a nonprofit, nongovernmental organi- 
zation that primarily serves members of a 
specific underserved population and has dem- 
onstrated experience and expertise providing 
targeted services to members of that specific 
underserved population. 

‘(22) POPULATION SPECIFIC SERVICES.—The 
term ‘population specific services’ means 
victim-centered services that address the 
safety, health, economic, legal, housing, 
workplace, immigration, confidentiality, or 
other needs of victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking, 
and that are designed primarily for and are 
targeted to a specific underserved popu- 
lation.’’; 

(12) in paragraph (23), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘services’’ and inserting ‘‘assist- 
ance”; 

(13) by inserting after paragraph (24), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(25) RAPE CRISIS CENTER.—The term ‘rape 
crisis center’ means a nonprofit, nongovern- 
mental, or tribal organization, or govern- 
mental entity in a State other than a Terri- 
tory that provides intervention and related 
assistance, as specified in section 
41601(b)(2)(C), to victims of sexual assault 
without regard to their age. In the case of a 
governmental entity, the entity may not be 
part of the criminal justice system (such as 
a law enforcement agency) and must be able 
to offer a comparable level of confidentiality 
as a nonprofit entity that provides similar 
victim services.’’; 

(14) in paragraph (26), as redesignated— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘ 
after the semicolon; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(C) by inserting at the end the following: 

“(C) any federally recognized Indian 
tribe.’’; 

(15) in paragraph (27), as redesignated— 

(A) by striking ‘52’? and inserting ‘‘57’’; 
and 

(B) by striking 
“*250,000’’; 

(16) by inserting after paragraph (27), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(28) SEX TRAFFICKING.—The term ‘sex traf- 
ficking’ means any conduct proscribed by 
section 1591 of title 18, United States Code, 
whether or not the conduct occurs in inter- 
state or foreign commerce or within the spe- 
cial maritime and territorial jurisdiction of 
the United States. 

(29) SEXUAL ASSAULT.—The term ‘sexual 
assault’ means any nonconsensual sexual act 
proscribed by Federal, tribal, or State law, 
including when the victim lacks capacity to 
consent.’’; 

(17) by inserting after paragraph (84), as re- 
designated, the following: 

“(35) TRIBAL COALITION.—The term ‘tribal 
coalition’ means an established nonprofit, 


’ 


‘or’ 


‘150,000” and inserting 
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nongovernmental Indian organization, Alas- 
ka Native organization, or a Native Hawai- 
ian organization that— 

“(A) provides education, support, and tech- 
nical assistance to member Indian service 
providers in a manner that enables those 
member providers to establish and maintain 
culturally appropriate services, including 
shelter and rape crisis services, designed to 
assist Indian women and the dependents of 
those women who are victims of domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking; and 

‘(B) is comprised of board and general 
members that are representative of— 

“(i) the member service providers de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); and 

“(ii) the tribal communities in which the 
services are being provided.’’; 

(18) by inserting after paragraph (88), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(39) UNDERSERVED POPULATIONS.—The 
term ‘underserved populations’ means popu- 
lations who face barriers in accessing and 
using victim services, and includes popu- 
lations underserved because of geographic lo- 
cation, religion, sexual orientation, gender 
identity, underserved racial and ethnic popu- 
lations, populations underserved because of 
special needs (such as language barriers, dis- 
abilities, alienage status, or age), and any 
other population determined to be under- 
served by the Attorney General or by the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services, as 
appropriate. 

‘(40) UNIT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT.—The 
term ‘unit of local government’ means any 
city, county, township, town, borough, par- 
ish, village, or other general purpose polit- 
ical subdivision of a State.’’; and 

(19) by inserting after paragraph (42), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘*(43) VICTIM SERVICE PROVIDER.—The term 
‘victim service provider’ means a nonprofit, 
nongovernmental or tribal organization or 
rape crisis center, including a State or tribal 
coalition, that assists or advocates for do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking victims, including domes- 
tic violence shelters, faith-based organiza- 
tions, and other organizations, with a docu- 
mented history of effective work concerning 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking. 

‘(44) VICTIM SERVICES OR SERVICES.—The 
terms ‘victim services’ and ‘services’ mean 
services provided to victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, including telephonic or web-based 
hotlines, legal advocacy, economic advocacy, 
emergency and transitional shelter, accom- 
paniment and advocacy through medical, 
civil or criminal justice, immigration, and 
social support systems, crisis intervention, 
short-term individual and group support 
services, information and referrals, cul- 
turally specific services, population specific 
services, and other related supportive serv- 
ices. 

‘(45) YOUTH.—The term ‘youth’ means a 
person who is 11 to 24 years old.’’. 

(b) GRANTS CONDITIONS.—Subsection (b) of 
section 40002 of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 18925(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 


(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking 
clauses (i) and (ii) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 


““(j) disclose, reveal, or release any person- 
ally identifying information or individual in- 
formation collected in connection with serv- 
ices requested, utilized, or denied through 
grantees’ and subgrantees’ programs, regard- 
less of whether the information has been en- 
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coded, encrypted, hashed, or otherwise pro- 
tected; or 

“(ii) disclose, reveal, or release individual 
client information without the informed, 
written, reasonably time-limited consent of 
the person (or in the case of an 
unemancipated minor, the minor and the 
parent or guardian or in the case of legal in- 
capacity, a court-appointed guardian) about 
whom information is sought, whether for 
this program or any other Federal, State, 
tribal, or territorial grant program, except 
that consent for release may not be given by 
the abuser of the minor, incapacitated per- 
son, or the abuser of the other parent of the 
minor. 


If a minor or a person with a legally ap- 
pointed guardian is permitted by law to re- 
ceive services without the parent’s or guard- 
ian’s consent, the minor or person with a 
guardian may release information without 
additional consent.’’; 

(B) by amending subparagraph (D), to read 
as follows: 

“(D) INFORMATION SHARING.— 

“(i) Grantees and subgrantees may share— 

“(I) nonpersonally identifying data in the 
aggregate regarding services to their clients 
and nonpersonally identifying demographic 
information in order to comply with Federal, 
State, tribal, or territorial reporting, evalua- 
tion, or data collection requirements; 

““(IT) court-generated information and law 
enforcement-generated information con- 
tained in secure, governmental registries for 
protection order enforcement purposes; and 

“(IIT) law enforcement-generated and pros- 
ecution-generated information necessary for 
law enforcement and prosecution purposes. 

“(ii) In no circumstances may— 

“(T) an adult, youth, or child victim of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking be required to provide a 
consent to release his or her personally iden- 
tifying information as a condition of eligi- 
bility for the services provided by the grant- 
ee or subgrantee; 

“(II) any personally identifying informa- 
tion be shared in order to comply with Fed- 
eral, tribal, or State reporting, evaluation, 
or data collection requirements, whether for 
this program or any other Federal, tribal, or 
State grant program.”’; 

(C) by redesignating subparagraph (E) as 
subparagraph (F); 

(D) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 
following: 

“(E) STATUTORILY MANDATED REPORTS OF 
ABUSE OR NEGLECT.—Nothing in this section 
prohibits a grantee or subgrantee from re- 
porting suspected abuse or neglect, as those 
terms are defined and specifically mandated 
by the State or tribe involved.’’; and 

(E) by inserting after subparagraph (F), as 
redesignated, the following: 

“(G) CONFIDENTIALITY ASSESSMENT AND AS- 
SURANCES.—Grantees and subgrantees must 
document their compliance with the con- 
fidentiality and privacy provisions required 
under this section.’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (8) and inserting 
the following: 

“(3) APPROVED ACTIVITIES.—In carrying out 
the activities under this title, grantees and 
subgrantees may collaborate with or provide 
information to Federal, State, local, tribal, 
and territorial public officials and agencies 
to develop and implement policies and de- 
velop and promote State, local, or tribal leg- 
islation or model codes designed to reduce or 
eliminate domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (7), by inserting at the end 
the following: 
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“Final reports of such evaluations shall be 
made available to the public via the agency’s 
website.’’; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (11) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(12) DELIVERY OF LEGAL ASSISTANCE.—Any 
grantee or subgrantee providing legal assist- 
ance with funds awarded under this title 
shall comply with the eligibility require- 
ments in section 1201(d) of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg— 
6(d)). 

‘*(13) CIVIL RIGHTS.— 

‘“(A) NONDISCRIMINATION.—No person in the 
United States shall, on the basis of actual or 
perceived race, color, religion, national ori- 
gin, sex, gender identity (as defined in para- 
graph 249(c)(4) of title 18, United States 
Code), sexual orientation, or disability, be 
excluded from participation in, be denied the 
benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination 
under any program or activity funded in 
whole or in part with funds made available 
under the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994 (title IV of Public Law 103-322; 108 Stat. 
1902), the Violence Against Women Act of 
2000 (division B of Public Law 106-386; 114 
Stat. 1491), the Violence Against Women and 
Department of Justice Reauthorization Act 
of 2005 (title IX of Public Law 109-162; 119 
Stat. 3080), the Violence Against Women Re- 
authorization Act of 2018, and any other pro- 
gram or activity funded in whole or in part 
with funds appropriated for grants, coopera- 
tive agreements, and other assistance admin- 
istered by the Office on Violence Against 
Women. 

“(B) EXCEPTION.—If sex segregation or sex- 
specific programming is necessary to the es- 
sential operation of a program, nothing in 
this paragraph shall prevent any such pro- 
gram or activity from consideration of an in- 
dividual’s sex. In such circumstances, grant- 
ees may meet the requirements of this para- 
graph by providing comparable services to 
individuals who cannot be provided with the 
sex-segregated or sex-specific programming. 

““(C) DISCRIMINATION.—The authority of the 
Attorney General and the Office of Justice 
Programs to enforce this paragraph shall be 
the same as it is under section 3789d of title 
42, United States Code. 

“(D) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing contained in 
this paragraph shall be construed, inter- 
preted, or applied to supplant, displace, pre- 
empt, or otherwise diminish the responsibil- 
ities and liabilities under other State or Fed- 
eral civil rights law, whether statutory or 
common. 

‘*(14) CLARIFICATION OF VICTIM SERVICES AND 
LEGAL ASSISTANCE.—Victim services and 
legal assistance under this title also include 
services and assistance to victims of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
or stalking who are also victims of severe 
forms of trafficking in persons as defined by 
section 103 of the Trafficking Victims Pro- 
tection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7102). 

‘*(15) CONFERRAL.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Office on Violence 
Against Women shall establish a biennial 
conferral process with State and tribal coali- 
tions and technical assistance providers who 
receive funding through grants administered 
by the Office on Violence Against Women 
and authorized by this Act, and other key 
stakeholders. 

“(B) AREAS COVERED.—The areas of con- 
ferral under this paragraph shall include— 

“(i) the administration of grants; 

“(ii) unmet needs; 

“(iii) promising practices in the field; and 

“(iv) emerging trends. 

“(C) INITIAL CONFERRAL.—The first con- 
ferral shall be initiated not later than 6 
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months after the date of enactment of the 
Violence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act of 2013. 

‘“(D) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the conclusion of each conferral period, the 
Office on Violence Against Women shall pub- 
lish a comprehensive report that— 

“(i) summarizes the issues presented dur- 
ing conferral and what, if any, policies it in- 
tends to implement to address those issues; 

“(ii) is made available to the public on the 
Office on Violence Against Women’s website 
and submitted to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary of the Senate and the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

(16) ACCOUNTABILITY.—AIl grants awarded 
by the Attorney General under this Act shall 
be subject to the following accountability 
provisions: 

‘(A) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Beginning in the first fis- 
cal year beginning after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act, and in each fiscal year 
thereafter, the Inspector General of the De- 
partment of Justice shall conduct audits of 
recipients of grants under this Act to pre- 
vent waste, fraud, and abuse of funds by 
grantees. The Inspector General shall deter- 
mine the appropriate number of grantees to 
be audited each year. 

“(ii) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the 
term ‘unresolved audit finding’ means a find- 
ing in the final audit report of the Inspector 
General of the Department of Justice that 
the audited grantee has utilized grant funds 
for an unauthorized expenditure or otherwise 
unallowable cost that is not closed or re- 
solved within 12 months from the date when 
the final audit report is issued. 

“(iii) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—A recipient 
of grant funds under this Act that is found to 
have an unresolved audit finding shall not be 
eligible to receive grant funds under this Act 
during the following 2 fiscal years. 

“(iv) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this Act, the Attorney General shall give pri- 
ority to eligible entities that did not have an 
unresolved audit finding during the 3 fiscal 
years prior to submitting an application for 
a grant under this Act. 

“(v) REIMBURSEMENT.—If an entity is 
awarded grant funds under this Act during 
the 2-fiscal-year period in which the entity is 
barred from receiving grants under para- 
graph (2), the Attorney General shall— 

“(D deposit an amount equal to the grant 
funds that were improperly awarded to the 
grantee into the General Fund of the Treas- 
ury; and 

‘(II) seek to recoup the costs of the repay- 
ment to the fund from the grant recipient 
that was erroneously awarded grant funds. 

‘(B) NONPROFIT ORGANIZATION REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

“(i) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this para- 
graph and the grant programs described in 
this Act, the term ‘nonprofit organization’ 
means an organization that is described in 
section 501(c)(8) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 and is exempt from taxation under 
section 501(a) of such Code. 

“(ii) PROHIBITION.—The Attorney General 
may not award a grant under any grant pro- 
gram described in this Act to a nonprofit or- 
ganization that holds money in offshore ac- 
counts for the purpose of avoiding paying the 
tax described in section 511(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

“(iii) DISCLOSURE.—Each nonprofit organi- 
zation that is awarded a grant under a grant 
program described in this Act and uses the 
procedures prescribed in regulations to cre- 
ate a rebuttable presumption of reasonable- 
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ness for the compensation of its officers, di- 
rectors, trustees and key employees, shall 
disclose to the Attorney General, in the ap- 
plication for the grant, the process for deter- 
mining such compensation, including the 
independent persons involved in reviewing 
and approving such compensation, the com- 
parability data used, and contemporaneous 
substantiation of the deliberation and deci- 
sion. Upon request, the Attorney General 
shall make the information disclosed under 
this subsection available for public inspec- 
tion. 

‘“(C) CONFERENCE EXPENDITURES.— 

“(i) LIMITATION.—No amounts authorized 
to be appropriated to the Department of Jus- 
tice under this Act may be used by the At- 
torney General, or by any individual or orga- 
nization awarded discretionary funds 
through a cooperative agreement under this 
Act, to host or support any expenditure for 
conferences that uses more than $20,000 in 
Department funds, unless the Deputy Attor- 
ney General or such Assistant Attorney Gen- 
erals, Directors, or principal deputies as the 
Deputy Attorney General may designate, 
provides prior written authorization that the 
funds may be expended to host a conference. 

“Gi) WRITTEN APPROVAL.—Written ap- 
proval under clause (i) shall include a writ- 
ten estimate of all costs associated with the 
conference, including the cost of all food and 
beverages, audiovisual equipment, honoraria 
for speakers, and any entertainment. 

“(ii) REPORT.—The Deputy Attorney Gen- 
eral shall submit an annual report to the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives on all approved 
conference expenditures referenced in this 
paragraph. 

“(D) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION.—Beginning in 
the first fiscal year beginning after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Attorney 
General shall submit, to the Committee on 
the Judiciary and the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the Senate and the Committee 
on the Judiciary and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives, 
an annual certification that— 

“(i) all audits issued by the Office of the 
Inspector General under paragraph (1) have 
been completed and reviewed by the appro- 
priate Assistant Attorney General or Direc- 
tor; 

“Gi) all mandatory exclusions required 
under subparagraph (A)(iii) have been issued; 

“Gii) all reimbursements required under 
subparagraph (A)(v) have been made; and 

““(iv) includes a list of any grant recipients 
excluded under subparagraph (A) from the 
previous year.’’. 

SEC. 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Except as otherwise specifically provided 
in this Act, the provisions of titles I, II, III, 
IV, VII, and sections 3, 602, 901, and 902 of 
this Act shall not take effect until the begin- 
ning of the fiscal year following the date of 
enactment of this Act. 


TITLE I—ENHANCING JUDICIAL AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT TOOLS TO COMBAT VIO- 
LENCE AGAINST WOMEN 

SEC. 101. STOP GRANTS. 

Title I of the Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 8711 et 
seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 1001(a)(18) (42 U.S.C. 
3793(a)(18)), by striking ‘‘$225,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2007 through 2011” and insert- 
ing ‘‘$222,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”; 

(2) in section 2001(b) (42 U.S.C. 3796gg(b))— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)— 
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(i) by striking “equipment” and inserting 
“resources”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘for the protection and 
safety of victims,” after ‘‘women,”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘sexual 
assault” and all that follows through ‘‘dat- 
ing violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking, including the appropriate use of 
nonimmigrant status under subparagraphs 
(T) and (U) of section 101(a)(15) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a))’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘sexual as- 
sault and domestic violence” and inserting 
“domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking”; 

(D) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘sexual 
assault and domestic violence” and inserting 
“domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking, as well as the appro- 
priate treatment of victims”; 

(E) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘sexual assault and domes- 
tic violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, 
“identifying’’; 

(F) in paragraph (5)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘and legal assistance’’ 
after ‘‘victim services”; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘domestic violence and dat- 
ing violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, and stalking”; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘sexual assault and domes- 
tic violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking”’’; 

(G) by striking paragraph (6) and redesig- 
nating paragraphs (7) through (14) as para- 
graphs (6) through (13), respectively; 

(H) in paragraph (6), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G), by striking ‘‘sexual as- 
sault and domestic violence” and inserting 
“domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking”; 

(I) in paragraph (7), as redesignated by sub- 
paragraph (G), by striking ‘‘and dating vio- 
lence” and inserting ‘‘dating violence, and 
stalking”’’; 

(J) in paragraph (9), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G), by striking ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence or sexual assault” and inserting ‘‘ do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking”; 

(K) in paragraph (12), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘triage 
protocols to ensure that dangerous or poten- 
tially lethal cases are identified and 
prioritized”? and inserting ‘‘the use of evi- 
dence-based indicators to assess the risk of 
domestic and dating violence homicide and 
prioritize dangerous or potentially lethal 
cases”; and 

(ii) by striking “and” at the end; 

(L) in paragraph (13), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G)— 

(i) by striking ‘to provide” and inserting 
“providing”’; 

Gi) by striking 
mental’’; 

(iii) by striking the comma after ‘‘local 
governments”; 

(iv) in the matter following subparagraph 
(C), by striking ‘‘paragraph (14)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘“‘paragraph (13); and 

(v) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

(M) by inserting after paragraph (13), as re- 
designated by subparagraph (G), the fol- 
lowing: 

“(14) developing and promoting State, 
local, or tribal legislation and policies that 


classifying,” after 


“nonprofit nongovern- 
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enhance best practices for responding to do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking; 

‘(15) developing, implementing, or enhanc- 
ing Sexual Assault Response Teams, or other 
similar coordinated community responses to 
sexual assault; 

“(16) developing and strengthening poli- 
cies, protocols, best practices, and training 
for law enforcement agencies and prosecu- 
tors relating to the investigation and pros- 
ecution of sexual assault cases and the ap- 
propriate treatment of victims; 

“(17) developing, enlarging, or strength- 
ening programs addressing sexual assault 
against men, women, and youth in correc- 
tional and detention settings; 

(18) identifying and conducting inven- 
tories of backlogs of sexual assault evidence 
collection kits and developing protocols and 
policies for responding to and addressing 
such backlogs, including protocols and poli- 
cies for notifying and involving victims; 

“(19) developing, enlarging, or strength- 
ening programs and projects to provide serv- 
ices and responses targeting male and female 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking, whose abil- 
ity to access traditional services and re- 
sponses is affected by their sexual orienta- 
tion or gender identity, as defined in section 
249(c) of title 18, United States Code; and 

‘(20) developing, enhancing, or strength- 
ening prevention and educational program- 
ming to address domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, or stalking, with not 
more than 5 percent of the amount allocated 
to a State to be used for this purpose.”’; 

(3) in section 2007 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg—1)— 

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘non- 
profit nongovernmental victim service pro- 
grams” and inserting ‘‘victim service pro- 
viders’’; 

(B) in subsection (b)(6), by striking ‘‘(not 
including populations of Indian tribes)”; 

(C) in subsection (c)— 

(i) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(2) grantees and subgrantees shall develop 
a plan for implementation and shall consult 
and coordinate with— 

“(A) the State sexual assault coalition; 

“(B) the State domestic violence coalition; 

“(C) the law enforcement entities within 
the State; 

‘“(D) prosecution offices; 

“(E) State and local courts; 

“(F) Tribal governments in those States 
with State or federally recognized Indian 
tribes; 

“(G) representatives from underserved pop- 
ulations, including culturally specific popu- 
lations; 

‘“(H) victim service providers; 

‘(T) population specific organizations; and 

“(J) other entities that the State or the 
Attorney General identifies as needed for the 
planning process;”’; 

(ii) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (4); 

(iii) by inserting after paragraph (2), as 
amended by clause (i), the following: 

“(3) grantees shall coordinate the State 
implementation plan described in paragraph 
(2) with the State plans described in section 
307 of the Family Violence Prevention and 
Services Act (42 U.S.C. 10407) and the pro- 
grams described in section 1404 of the Vic- 
tims of Crime Act of 1984 (42 U.S.C. 10603) and 
section 393A of the Public Health Service Act 
(42 U.S.C. 280b-1b).”’; 

(iv) in paragraph (4), as redesignated by 
clause (ii)— 
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(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and 
not less than 25 percent shall be allocated for 
prosecutors”; 

(II) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and 
(C) as subparagraphs (C) and (D); 

(III) by inserting after subparagraph (A), 
the following: 

‘“(B) not less than 25 percent shall be allo- 
cated for prosecutors;”; and 

(IV) in subparagraph (D) as redesignated by 
subclause (II) by striking ‘‘for’’ and inserting 
“to”; and 

(v) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(5) not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act, and every year there- 
after, not less than 20 percent of the total 
amount granted to a State under this sub- 
chapter shall be allocated for programs or 
projects in 2 or more allocations listed in 
paragraph (4) that meaningfully address sex- 
ual assault, including stranger rape, ac- 
quaintance rape, alcohol or drug-facilitated 
rape, and rape within the context of an inti- 
mate partner relationship.”’; 

(D) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: 


“(d) APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS.—An ap- 
plication for a grant under this section shall 
include— 

“(1) the certifications of qualification re- 
quired under subsection (c); 

“(2) proof of compliance with the require- 
ments for the payment of forensic medical 
exams and judicial notification, described in 
section 2010; 

““(3) proof of compliance with the require- 
ments for paying fees and costs relating to 
domestic violence and protection order 
cases, described in section 2011 of this title; 

“*(4) proof of compliance with the require- 
ments prohibiting polygraph examinations 
of victims of sexual assault, described in sec- 
tion 2013 of this title; 

“(5) an implementation plan required 
under subsection (i); and 

‘“(6) any other documentation that the At- 
torney General may require.”’; 

(E) in subsection (e)— 

(i) in paragraph (2)— 

(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘do- 
mestic violence and sexual assault” and in- 
serting ‘‘domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking”; and 

(II) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘lin- 
guistically and”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) CONDITIONS.—In disbursing grants 
under this part, the Attorney General may 
impose reasonable conditions on grant 
awards to ensure that the States meet statu- 
tory, regulatory, and other program require- 
ments.”’; 

(F) in subsection (f), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘, except that, for 
purposes of this subsection, the costs of the 
projects for victim services or tribes for 
which there is an exemption under section 
40002(b)(1) of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 18925(b)(1)) shall not 
count toward the total costs of the 
projects.’’; and 

(G) by adding at the end the following: 


‘“(i) IMPLEMENTATION PLANS.—A State ap- 
plying for a grant under this part shall— 

“(1) develop an implementation plan in 
consultation with the entities listed in sub- 
section (c)(2), that identifies how the State 
will use the funds awarded under this part, 
including how the State will meet the re- 
quirements of subsection (c)(5); and 

*(2) submit to the Attorney General— 

“(A) the implementation plan developed 
under paragraph (1); 
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“(B) documentation from each member of 
the planning committee as to their partici- 
pation in the planning process; 

‘“(C) documentation from the prosecution, 
law enforcement, court, and victim services 
programs to be assisted, describing— 

“(i) the need for the grant funds; 

“(ii) the intended use of the grant funds; 

“(iii) the expected result of the grant 
funds; and 

“(iv) the demographic characteristics of 
the populations to be served, including age, 
disability, race, ethnicity, and language 
background; 

‘(D) a description of how the State will en- 
sure that any subgrantees will consult with 
victim service providers during the course of 
developing their grant applications in order 
to ensure that the proposed activities are de- 
signed to promote the safety, confiden- 
tiality, and economic independence of vic- 
tims; 

“(E) demographic data on the distribution 
of underserved populations within the State 
and a description of how the State will meet 
the needs of underserved populations, includ- 
ing the minimum allocation for population 
specific services required under subsection 
(c)(4)(C); 

‘“(F) a description of how the State plans 
to meet the regulations issued pursuant to 
subsection (e)(2); 

‘(G) goals and objectives for reducing do- 
mestic violence-related homicides within the 
State; and 

“(H) any other information requested by 
the Attorney General. 

‘*(j) REALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—A State may 
use any returned or remaining funds for any 
authorized purpose under this part if— 

“(1) funds from a subgrant awarded under 
this part are returned to the State; or 

“(2) the State does not receive sufficient 
eligible applications to award the full fund- 
ing within the allocations in subsection 
NH”; 

(4) in section 2010 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg—4)— 

(A) in subsection (a), by striking paragraph 
(1) and inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A State, Indian tribal 
government, or unit of local government 
shall not be entitled to funds under this sub- 
chapter unless the State, Indian tribal gov- 
ernment, unit of local government, or an- 
other governmental entity— 

“(A) incurs the full out-of-pocket cost of 
forensic medical exams described in sub- 
section (b) for victims of sexual assault; and 

‘“(B) coordinates with health care providers 
in the region to notify victims of sexual as- 
sault of the availability of rape exams at no 
cost to the victims.”’’; 

(B) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or’’ after 
the semicolon; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; or” and 
inserting a period; and 

(iii) by striking paragraph (3); and 

(C) by amending subsection (d) to read as 
follows: 

‘*(d) NONCOOPERATION.— 

‘*(1) IN GENERAL.—To be in compliance with 
this section, a State, Indian tribal govern- 
ment, or unit of local government shall com- 
ply with subsection (b) without regard to 
whether the victim participates in the crimi- 
nal justice system or cooperates with law en- 
forcement. 

‘“(2) COMPLIANCE PERIOD.—States, terri- 
tories, and Indian tribal governments shall 
have 3 years from the date of enactment of 
this Act to come into compliance with this 
section.’’; and 

(5) in section 2011(a)(1) (42 U.S.C. 3796gg— 
5(a)(1))— 
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(A) by inserting ‘‘modification, enforce- 
ment, dismissal, withdrawal’ after ‘‘reg- 
istration,’’ each place it appears; 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking” after ‘‘felony domestic 
violence’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘victim of domestic vio- 
lence” and all that follows through ‘‘sexual 
assault” and inserting ‘‘victim of domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking”. 

SEC. 102. GRANTS TO ENCOURAGE ARREST POLI- 
CIES AND ENFORCEMENT OF PRO- 
TECTION ORDERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part U of title I of the 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act 
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796hh et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 2101 (42 U.S.C. 3796hh)— 

(A) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘States,’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘units of local government” and in- 
serting ‘‘grantees’’; 

(ii) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and en- 
forcement of protection orders across State 
and tribal lines” before the period; 

(iii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and 
training in police departments to improve 
tracking of cases” and inserting ‘‘data col- 
lection systems, and training in police de- 
partments to improve tracking of cases and 
classification of complaints”; 

(iv) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘and pro- 
vide the appropriate training and education 
about domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking” after ‘‘com- 
puter tracking systems’’; 

(v) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘and 
other victim services” after ‘‘legal advocacy 
service programs”; 

(vi) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘judges’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Federal, State, tribal, terri- 
torial, and local judges, courts, and court- 
based and court-related personnel’’; 

(vii) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘and sex- 
ual assault” and inserting ‘‘dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking”; 

(viii) in paragraph (10), by striking ‘‘non- 
profit, non-governmental victim services or- 
ganizations,” and inserting ‘‘victim service 
providers, staff from population specific or- 
ganizations,’’; and 

(ix) by adding at the end the following: 

“(14) To develop and implement training 
programs for prosecutors and other prosecu- 
tion-related personnel regarding best prac- 
tices to ensure offender accountability, vic- 
tim safety, and victim consultation in cases 
involving domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking. 

‘(15) To develop or strengthen policies, 
protocols, and training for law enforcement, 
prosecutors, and the judiciary in recog- 
nizing, investigating, and prosecuting in- 
stances of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking against 
immigrant victims, including the appro- 
priate use of applications for nonimmigrant 
status under subparagraphs (T) and (U) of 
section 101(a)(15) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)). 

‘(16) To develop and promote State, local, 
or tribal legislation and policies that en- 
hance best practices for responding to the 
crimes of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking, including the 
appropriate treatment of victims. 

“(17) To develop, implement, or enhance 
sexual assault nurse examiner programs or 
sexual assault forensic examiner programs, 
including the hiring and training of such ex- 
aminers. 

‘(18) To develop, implement, or enhance 
Sexual Assault Response Teams or similar 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


coordinated community responses to sexual 
assault. 

(19) To develop and strengthen policies, 
protocols, and training for law enforcement 
officers and prosecutors regarding the inves- 
tigation and prosecution of sexual assault 
cases and the appropriate treatment of vic- 
tims. 

‘(20) To provide human immunodeficiency 
virus testing programs, counseling, and pro- 
phylaxis for victims of sexual assault. 

‘(21) To identify and inventory backlogs of 
sexual assault evidence collection kits and 
to develop protocols for responding to and 
addressing such backlogs, including policies 
and protocols for notifying and involving 
victims. 

(22) To develop multidisciplinary high- 
risk teams focusing on reducing domestic vi- 
olence and dating violence homicides by— 

(A) using evidence-based indicators to as- 
sess the risk of homicide and link high-risk 
victims to immediate crisis intervention 
services; 

“(B) identifying and managing high-risk 
offenders; and 

“(C) providing ongoing victim advocacy 
and referrals to comprehensive services in- 
cluding legal, housing, health care, and eco- 
nomic assistance.”’’; 

(B) in subsection (c)— 

(i) in paragraph (1)— 

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by inserting ‘‘except for a court,’’ before 
“certify”; and 

(ID) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as clauses (i) and (ii), and adjusting the 
margin accordingly; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘except 
for a court,” before ‘‘demonstrate’’; 

(iii) in paragraph (3)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘spouses’’ each place it ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘parties’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘spouse’’ and inserting 
“party”; 

(iv) in paragraph (4)— 

(I) by inserting ‘‘, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking” after ‘‘felony domestic 
violence”; 

(II) by inserting ‘‘modification, 
ment, dismissal,” after ‘‘registration, 
place it appears; 

(III) by inserting ‘‘dating violence,” after 
“victim of domestic violence,” ; and 

(IV) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 

(v) in paragraph (5)— 

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘, not later than 3 years 
after January 5, 2006”; 

(II) by inserting ‘‘, trial of, or sentencing 
for” after ‘‘investigation of”? each place it 
appears; 

(III) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
and (B) as clauses (i) and (ii), and adjusting 
the margin accordingly; 

(IV) in clause (ii), as redesignated by sub- 
clause (III) of this clause, by striking ‘‘sub- 
paragraph (A)? and inserting ‘‘clause (i)’’; 
and 

(V) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting ‘‘; and’’; 

(vi) by redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (5), as amended by this subpara- 
graph, as subparagraphs (A) through (E), re- 
spectively; 

(vii) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), as redesignated by clause (v) of this sub- 
paragraph— 

(D) by striking the comma that imme- 
diately follows another comma; and 

(I) by striking ‘‘grantees are States” and 
inserting the following: ‘‘grantees are— 

“(1) States”; and 

(viii) by adding at the end the following: 


enforce- 
? each 
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“(2) a State, tribal, or territorial domestic 
violence or sexual assault coalition or a vic- 
tim service provider that partners with a 
State, Indian tribal government, or unit of 
local government that certifies that the 
State, Indian tribal government, or unit of 
local government meets the requirements 
under paragraph (1).’’; 

(C) in subsection (d)— 

(i) in paragraph (1)— 

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by inserting ‘‘, policy,” after “law”; and 

(II) in subparagraph (A), by inserting “and 
the defendant is in custody or has been 
served with the information or indictment” 
before the semicolon; and 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“‘it’’ and 
inserting ‘‘its’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) ALLOCATION FOR TRIBAL COALITIONS.— 
Of the amounts appropriated for purposes of 
this part for each fiscal year, not less than 5 
percent shall be available for grants under 
section 2001 of title I of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 
U.S.C. 3796g¢). 

‘(g) ALLOCATION FOR SEXUAL ASSAULT.—Of 
the amounts appropriated for purposes of 
this part for each fiscal year, not less than 25 
percent shall be available for projects that 
address sexual assault, including stranger 
rape, acquaintance rape, alcohol or drug-fa- 
cilitated rape, and rape within the context of 
an intimate partner relationship.’’; and 

(2) in section 2102(a) (42 U.S.C. 3796hh— 
1(a))— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘court,’’ 
after “tribal government,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘non- 
profit, private sexual assault and domestic 
violence programs” and inserting ‘‘victim 
service providers and, as appropriate, popu- 
lation specific organizations’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1001(a)(19) of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3793(a)(19)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$75,000,000’’ and all that 
follows through ‘2011.’ and inserting 
“$73,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’; and 

(2) by striking the period that immediately 
follows another period. 


SEC. 103. LEGAL ASSISTANCE FOR VICTIMS. 


Section 1201 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg-6) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘aris- 
ing as a consequence of’’ and inserting ‘‘re- 
lating to or arising out of’’; and 

(B) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘‘or 
arising out of” after ‘relating to”; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘AND 
GRANT CONDITIONS” after ‘‘DEFINITIONS’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and grant conditions’’ 
after ‘‘definitions’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘victims 
services organizations” and inserting ‘‘vic- 
tim service providers”; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (8) and inserting 
the following: 

“(3) to implement, expand, and establish 
efforts and projects to provide competent, 
supervised pro bono legal assistance for vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking, except that not 
more than 10 percent of the funds awarded 
under this section may be used for the pur- 
pose described in this paragraph.’’; 

(4) in subsection (d)— 
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(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘this sec- 
tion has completed” and all that follows and 
inserting the following: ‘‘this section—”’ 

“(A) has demonstrated expertise in pro- 
viding legal assistance to victims of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
or stalking in the targeted population; or 

‘“(B)(i) is partnered with an entity or per- 
son that has demonstrated expertise de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); and 

“(ii) has completed, or will complete, 
training in connection with domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, stalking, or sexual as- 
sault and related legal issues, including 
training on evidence-based risk factors for 
domestic and dating violence homicide;”’’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘stalking 
organization” and inserting ‘‘stalking victim 
service provider’’; and 

(5) in subsection (f) in paragraph (1), by 
striking ‘‘this section” and all that follows 
and inserting the following: ‘‘this section 
$57,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 104. CONSOLIDATION OF GRANTS TO SUP- 
PORT FAMILIES IN THE JUSTICE 
SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title III of division B of 
the Victims of Trafficking and Violence Pro- 
tection Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-386; 114 
Stat. 1509) is amended by striking the sec- 
tion preceding section 1302 (42 U.S.C. 10420), 
as amended by section 306 of the Violence 
Against Women and Department of Justice 
Reauthorization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109- 
162; 119 Stat. 316), and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 1301. GRANTS TO SUPPORT FAMILIES IN 
THE JUSTICE SYSTEM. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
may make grants to States, units of local 
government, courts (including juvenile 
courts), Indian tribal governments, nonprofit 
organizations, legal services providers, and 
victim services providers to improve the re- 
sponse of all aspects of the civil and criminal 
justice system to families with a history of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking, or in cases involving al- 
legations of child sexual abuse. 

“(b) USE OF FUNDS.—A grant under this 
section may be used to— 

“(1) provide supervised visitation and safe 
visitation exchange of children and youth by 
and between parents in situations involving 
domestic violence, dating violence, child sex- 
ual abuse, sexual assault, or stalking; 

‘(2) develop and promote State, local, and 
tribal legislation, policies, and best practices 
for improving civil and criminal court func- 
tions, responses, practices, and procedures in 
cases involving a history of domestic vio- 
lence or sexual assault, or in cases involving 
allegations of child sexual abuse, including 
cases in which the victim proceeds pro se; 

“(3) educate court-based and court-related 
personnel and court-appointed personnel (in- 
cluding custody evaluators and guardians ad 
litem) and child protective services workers 
on the dynamics of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking, in- 
cluding information on perpetrator behavior, 
evidence-based risk factors for domestic and 
dating violence homicide, and on issues re- 
lating to the needs of victims, including 
safety, security, privacy, and confiden- 
tiality, including cases in which the victim 
proceeds pro se; 

“(4) provide appropriate resources in juve- 
nile court matters to respond to dating vio- 
lence, domestic violence, sexual assault (in- 
cluding child sexual abuse), and stalking and 
ensure necessary services dealing with the 
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health and mental health of victims are 
available; 

‘“(5) enable courts or court-based or court- 
related programs to develop or enhance— 

“(A) court infrastructure (such as special- 
ized courts, consolidated courts, dockets, in- 
take centers, or interpreter services); 

“(B) community-based initiatives within 
the court system (such as court watch pro- 
grams, victim assistants, pro se victim as- 
sistance programs, or community-based sup- 
plementary services); 

“(C) offender management, 
and accountability programs; 

“(D) safe and confidential information- 
storage and information-sharing databases 
within and between court systems; 

“(E) education and outreach programs to 
improve community access, including en- 
hanced access for underserved populations; 
and 

“(F) other projects likely to improve court 
responses to domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking; 

““(6) provide civil legal assistance and advo- 
cacy services, including legal information 
and resources in cases in which the victim 
proceeds pro se, to— 

“(A) victims of domestic violence; and 

“(B) nonoffending parents in matters— 

‘“(i) that involve allegations of child sexual 
abuse; 

‘“(ii) that relate to family matters, includ- 
ing civil protection orders, custody, and di- 
vorce; and 

“Gii) in which the other parent is rep- 
resented by counsel; 

“(7) collect data and provide training and 
technical assistance, including developing 
State, local, and tribal model codes and poli- 
cies, to improve the capacity of grantees and 
communities to address the civil justice 
needs of victims of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking who 
have legal representation, who are pro- 
ceeding pro se, or who are proceeding with 
the assistance of a legal advocate; and 

“(8) to improve training and education to 
assist judges, judicial personnel, attorneys, 
child welfare personnel, and legal advocates 
in the civil justice system. 

“(¢) CONSIDERATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In making grants for 
purposes described in paragraphs (1) through 
(7) of subsection (b), the Attorney General 
shall consider— 

“(A) the number of families to be served by 
the proposed programs and services; 

““(B) the extent to which the proposed pro- 
grams and services serve underserved popu- 
lations; 

“(C) the extent to which the applicant 
demonstrates cooperation and collaboration 
with nonprofit, nongovernmental entities in 
the local community with demonstrated his- 
tories of effective work on domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, including State or tribal domestic 
violence coalitions, State or tribal sexual as- 
sault coalitions, local shelters, and programs 
for domestic violence and sexual assault vic- 
tims; and 

“(D) the extent to which the applicant 
demonstrates coordination and collaboration 
with State, tribal, and local court systems, 
including mechanisms for communication 
and referral. 

“(2) OTHER GRANTS.—In making grants 
under subsection (b)(8) the Attorney General 
shall take into account the extent to which 
the grantee has expertise addressing the ju- 
dicial system’s handling of family violence, 
child custody, child abuse and neglect, adop- 
tion, foster care, supervised visitation, di- 
vorce, and parentage. 


monitoring, 
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‘(d) APPLICANT REQUIREMENTS.—The At- 
torney General may make a grant under this 
section to an applicant that— 

“(1) demonstrates expertise in the areas of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or child sexual abuse, as 
appropriate; 

“(2) ensures that any fees charged to indi- 
viduals for use of supervised visitation pro- 
grams and services are based on the income 
of those individuals, unless otherwise pro- 
vided by court order; 

‘(3) for a court-based program, certifies 
that victims of domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, or stalking are not 
charged fees or any other costs related to the 
filing, petitioning, modifying, issuance, reg- 
istration, enforcement, withdrawal, or dis- 
missal of matters relating to the domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking; 

“(4) demonstrates that adequate security 
measures, including adequate facilities, pro- 
cedures, and personnel capable of preventing 
violence, and adequate standards are, or will 
be, in place (including the development of 
protocols or policies to ensure that confiden- 
tial information is not shared with courts, 
law enforcement agencies, or child welfare 
agencies unless necessary to ensure the safe- 
ty of any child or adult using the services of 
a program funded under this section), if the 
applicant proposes to operate supervised vis- 
itation programs and services or safe visita- 
tion exchange; 

“(5) certifies that the organizational poli- 
cies of the applicant do not require medi- 
ation or counseling involving offenders and 
victims being physically present in the same 
place, in cases where domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking is al- 
leged; 

‘“(6) certifies that any person providing 
legal assistance through a program funded 
under this section has completed or will 
complete training on domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, and stalking, in- 
cluding child sexual abuse, and related legal 
issues; and 

‘“(7) certifies that any person providing 
custody evaluation or guardian ad litem 
services through a program funded under 
this section has completed or will complete 
training developed with input from and in 
collaboration with a tribal, State, terri- 
torial, or local domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking victim 
service provider or coalition on the dynam- 
ics of domestic violence and sexual assault, 
including child sexual abuse, that includes 
training on how to review evidence of past 
abuse and the use of evidenced-based theo- 
ries to make recommendations on custody 
and visitation. 

‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $22,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. Amounts ap- 
propriated pursuant to this subsection shall 
remain available until expended. 

‘“(f) ALLOTMENT FOR INDIAN TRIBES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 10 percent 
of the total amount available under this sec- 
tion for each fiscal year shall be available 
for grants under the program authorized by 
section 3796gg-10 of this title. 

‘(2) APPLICABILITY OF PART.—The require- 
ments of this section shall not apply to funds 
allocated for the program described in para- 
graph (1).”. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—Subtitle J of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048 et seq.) is 
repealed. 
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SEC. 105. SEX OFFENDER MANAGEMENT. 

Section 40152(c) of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13941) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘$5,000,000’’ and all that fol- 
lows and inserting ‘‘$5,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2014 through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 106. COURT-APPOINTED SPECIAL ADVOCATE 
PROGRAM. 

Subtitle B of title II of the Crime Control 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 18011 et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in section 216 (42 U.S.C. 13012), by strik- 
ing “January 1, 2010” and inserting ‘‘January 
1, 2015”; 

(2) in section 217 (42 U.S.C. 13013)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Code of Ethics” in section 
(c)(2) and inserting ‘‘Standards for Pro- 
grams”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(e) REPORTING.—An organization that re- 
ceives a grant under this section for a fiscal 
year shall submit to the Administrator a re- 
port regarding the use of the grant for the 
fiscal year, including a discussion of out- 
come performance measures (which shall be 
established by the Administrator) to deter- 
mine the effectiveness of the programs of the 
organization in meeting the needs of chil- 
dren in the child welfare system.’’; and 

(3) in section 219(a) (42 U.S.C. 18014(a)), by 
striking ‘‘fiscal years 2007 through 2011” and 
inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2014 through 2018”. 


SEC. 107. CRIMINAL PROVISION RELATING TO 
STALKING, INCLUDING 
CYBERSTALKING. 


(a) INTERSTATE DOMESTIC VIOLENCE.—Sec- 
tion 2261(a)(1) of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘is present” after ‘‘Indian 
Country or’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘or presence” after “as a 
result of such travel’’; 

(b) STALKING.—Section 2261A of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

“§ 2261A. Stalking 

‘‘Whoever— 

“(1) travels in interstate or foreign com- 
merce or is present within the special mari- 
time and territorial jurisdiction of the 
United States, or enters or leaves Indian 
country, with the intent to kill, injure, har- 
ass, intimidate, or place under surveillance 
with intent to kill, injure, harass, or intimi- 
date another person, and in the course of, or 
as a result of, such travel or presence en- 
gages in conduct that— 

“(A) places that person in reasonable fear 
of the death of, or serious bodily injury to— 

“(i) that person; 

“(ii) an immediate family member (as de- 
fined in section 115) of that person; or 

“(iii) a spouse or intimate partner of that 
person; or 

‘“(B) causes, attempts to cause, or would be 
reasonably expected to cause substantial 
emotional distress to a person described in 
clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of subparagraph (A); or 

‘(2) with the intent to kill, injure, harass, 
intimidate, or place under surveillance with 
intent to kill, injure, harass, or intimidate 
another person, uses the mail, any inter- 
active computer service or electronic com- 
munication service or electronic commu- 
nication system of interstate commerce, or 
any other facility of interstate or foreign 
commerce to engage in a course of conduct 
that— 

“(A) places that person in reasonable fear 
of the death of or serious bodily injury to a 
person described in clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of 
paragraph (1)(A); or 

‘“(B) causes, attempts to cause, or would be 
reasonably expected to cause substantial 
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emotional distress to a person described in 
clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of paragraph (1)(A), 
shall be punished as provided in section 
2261(b) of this title.’’. 

(c) INTERSTATE VIOLATION OF PROTECTION 
ORDER.—Section 2262(a)(2) of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘“‘is 
present” after ‘‘Indian Country or”. 

SEC. 108. OUTREACH AND SERVICES TO UNDER- 
SERVED POPULATIONS GRANT. 

Section 120 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“SEC. 120. GRANTS FOR OUTREACH AND SERV- 
ICES TO UNDERSERVED POPU- 
LATIONS. 

‘“(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts appro- 
priated under the grant programs identified 
in paragraph (2), the Attorney General shall 
take 2 percent of such appropriated amounts 
and combine them to award grants to eligi- 
ble entities described in subsection (b) of 
this section to develop and implement out- 
reach strategies targeted at adult or youth 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking in under- 
served populations and to provide victim 
services to meet the needs of adult and 
youth victims of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking in un- 
derserved populations. The requirements of 
the grant programs identified in paragraph 
(2) shall not apply to this grant program. 

‘“(2) PROGRAMS COVERED.—The programs 
covered by paragraph (1) are the programs 
carried out under the following provisions: 

“(A) Section 2001 of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (Grants 
to Combat Violent Crimes Against Women). 

“(B) Section 2101 of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (Grants 
to Encourage Arrest Policies and Enforce- 
ment of Protection Orders Program). 

“(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—Eligible entities 
under this section are— 

“(1) population specific organizations that 
have demonstrated experience and expertise 
in providing population specific services in 
the relevant underserved communities, or 
population specific organizations working in 
partnership with a victim service provider or 
domestic violence or sexual assault coali- 
tion; 

‘“(2) victim service providers offering popu- 
lation specific services for a specific under- 
served population; or 

““(3) victim service providers working in 
partnership with a national, State, tribal, or 
local organization that has demonstrated ex- 
perience and expertise in providing popu- 
lation specific services in the relevant under- 
served population. 

“(c) PLANNING GRANTS.—The Attorney 
General may use up to 25 percent of funds 
available under this section to make one- 
time planning grants to eligible entities to 
support the planning and development of 
specially designed and targeted programs for 
adult and youth victims in one or more un- 
derserved populations, including— 

“(1) identifying, building and strength- 
ening partnerships with potential collabo- 
rators within underserved populations, Fed- 
eral, State, tribal, territorial or local gov- 
ernment entities, and public and private or- 
ganizations; 

“(2) conducting a needs assessment of the 
community and the targeted underserved 
population or populations to determine what 
the barriers are to service access and what 
factors contribute to those barriers, using 
input from the targeted underserved popu- 
lation or populations; 
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“(3) identifying promising prevention, out- 
reach and intervention strategies for victims 
from a targeted underserved population or 
populations; and 

“(4) developing a plan, with the input of 
the targeted underserved population or popu- 
lations, for implementing prevention, out- 
reach and intervention strategies to address 
the barriers to accessing services, promoting 
community engagement in the prevention of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking within the targeted un- 
derserved populations, and evaluating the 
program. 

‘(d) IMPLEMENTATION GRANTS.—The Attor- 
ney General shall make grants to eligible en- 
tities for the purpose of providing or enhanc- 
ing population specific outreach and services 
to adult and youth victims in one or more 
underserved populations, including— 

“(1) working with Federal, State, tribal, 
territorial and local governments, agencies, 
and organizations to develop or enhance pop- 
ulation specific services; 

‘“(2) strengthening the capacity of under- 
served populations to provide population 
specific services; 

“(3) strengthening the capacity of tradi- 
tional victim service providers to provide 
population specific services; 

“(4) strengthening the effectiveness of 
criminal and civil justice interventions by 
providing training for law enforcement, pros- 
ecutors, judges and other court personnel on 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking in underserved popu- 
lations; or 

‘(5) working in cooperation with an under- 
served population to develop and implement 
outreach, education, prevention, and inter- 
vention strategies that highlight available 
resources and the specific issues faced by 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking from under- 
served populations. 

“(e) APPLICATION.—An eligible entity desir- 
ing a grant under this section shall submit 
an application to the Director of the Office 
on Violence Against Women at such time, in 
such form, and in such manner as the Direc- 
tor may prescribe. 

““(f) REPORTS.—Each eligible entity receiv- 
ing a grant under this section shall submit 
to the Director of the Office on Violence 
Against Women a report that describes the 
activities carried out with grant funds. 

‘(¢) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
In addition to the funds identified in sub- 
section (a)(1), there are authorized to be ap- 
propriated to carry out this section $2,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘(h) DEFINITIONS AND GRANT CONDITIONS.— 
In this section the definitions and grant con- 
ditions in section 40002 of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13925) 
shall apply.’’. 

SEC. 109. CULTURALLY SPECIFIC SERVICES 
GRANT. 

Section 121 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045a) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking ‘‘AND 
LINGUISTICALLY’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘and linguistically” each 
place it appears; 

(3) by striking ‘‘and linguistic”? each place 
it appears; 

(4) by striking subsection (a)(2) and insert- 
ing: 

‘(2) PROGRAMS COVERED.—The programs 
covered by paragraph (1) are the programs 
carried out under the following provisions: 

‘(A) Section 2101 of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (Grants 
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to Encourage Arrest Policies and Enforce- 

ment of Protection Orders). 

‘“(B) Section 14201 of division B of the Vic- 
tims of Trafficking and Violence Protection 
Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg-6) (Legal Assist- 
ance for Victims). 

‘“(C) Section 40295 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13971) (Rural 
Domestic Violence, Dating Violence, Sexual 
Assault, Stalking, and Child Abuse Enforce- 
ment Assistance). 

‘(D) Section 40802 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14041a) (En- 
hanced Training and Services to End Vio- 
lence Against Women Later in Life). 

“(E) Section 1402 of division B of the Vic- 
tims of Trafficking and Violence Protection 
Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg-7) (Education, 
Training, and Enhanced Services to End Vio- 
lence Against and Abuse of Women with Dis- 
abilities).’’; and 

(5) in subsection (g), by striking ‘“‘linguistic 
and’’. 

TITLE II—IMPROVING SERVICES FOR VIC- 
TIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING 

SEC. 201. SEXUAL ASSAULT SERVICES PROGRAM. 
(a) GRANTS TO STATES AND TERRITORIES.— 

Section 41601(b) of the Violence Against 

Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14043g(b)) is 

amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘other pro- 
grams” and all that follows and inserting 
“other nongovernmental or tribal programs 
and projects to assist individuals who have 
been victimized by sexual assault, without 
regard to the age of the individual.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘or 
tribal programs and activities” after ‘‘non- 
governmental organizations’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C)(v), by striking 
“linguistically and”; and 

(3) in paragraph (4)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘(including the District of 
Columbia and Puerto Rico)’’ after ‘‘The At- 
torney General shall allocate to each State’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘the District of Columbia, 
Puerto Rico,” after ‘‘Guam’’; 

(C) by striking ‘‘0.125 percent” and insert- 
ing ‘‘0.25 percent”; and 

(D) by striking ‘‘The District of Columbia 
shall be treated as a territory for purposes of 
calculating its allocation under the pre- 
ceding formula.’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 41601(f)(1) of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048g(f)(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$50,000,000 to remain 
available until expended for each of the fis- 
cal years 2007 through 2011” and inserting 
“*$40,000,000 to remain available until ex- 
pended for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018”. 

SEC. 202. RURAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 

VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, 
STALKING, AND CHILD ABUSE EN- 
FORCEMENT ASSISTANCE. 

Section 40295 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13971) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)(H), by inserting ‘‘, 
including sexual assault forensic examiners” 
before the semicolon; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘victim advocacy groups” 
and inserting ‘‘victim service providers”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, including developing 
multidisciplinary teams focusing on high 
risk cases with the goal of preventing domes- 
tic and dating violence homicides’’ before 
the semicolon; 
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(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘and other long- and short- 
term assistance” and inserting ‘‘legal assist- 
ance, and other long-term and short-term 
victim and population specific services”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) developing, enlarging, or strength- 
ening programs addressing sexual assault, 
including sexual assault forensic examiner 
programs, Sexual Assault Response Teams, 
law enforcement training, and programs ad- 
dressing rape kit backlogs. 

“(5) developing programs and strategies 
that focus on the specific needs of victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking who reside in remote 
rural and geographically isolated areas, in- 
cluding addressing the challenges posed by 
the lack of access to shelters and victims 
services, and limited law enforcement re- 
sources and training, and providing training 
and resources to Community Health Aides 
involved in the delivery of Indian Health 
Service programs.’’; and 

(8) in subsection (e)(1), by striking 
“*$55,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$50,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 203. TRAINING AND SERVICES TO END VIO- 
LENCE AGAINST WOMEN WITH DIS- 
ABILITIES GRANTS. 

Section 1402 of division B of the Victims of 
Trafficking and Violence Protection Act of 
2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg-7) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘(includ- 
ing using evidence-based indicators to assess 
the risk of domestic and dating violence 
homicide)” after ‘‘risk reduction’’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘victim 
service organizations” and inserting ‘‘victim 
service providers”; and 

(C) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘victim 
services organizations”? and inserting ‘‘vic- 
tim service providers’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)(1)(D), by striking 
‘nonprofit and nongovernmental victim 
services organization, such as a State” and 
inserting ‘‘victim service provider, such as a 
State or tribal’’; and 

(3) in subsection (e), by striking 
“$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$9,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 204. ENHANCED TRAINING AND SERVICES 
TO END ABUSE IN LATER LIFE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle H of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 
14041 et seq.) is amended to read as follows: 
“Subtitle H—Enhanced Training and Services 

to End Abuse Later in Life 
“SEC. 40801. ENHANCED TRAINING AND SERVICES 
TO END ABUSE IN LATER LIFE. 

‘*(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

“(1) the term ‘exploitation’ has the mean- 
ing given the term in section 2011 of the So- 
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1397j); 

‘“(2) the term ‘later life’, relating to an in- 
dividual, means the individual is 50 years of 
age or older; and 

(3) the term ‘neglect’ means the failure of 
a caregiver or fiduciary to provide the goods 
or services that are necessary to maintain 
the health or safety of an individual in later 
life. 

“(b) GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Attorney 
General may make grants to eligible entities 
to carry out the activities described in para- 
graph (2). 

“(2) MANDATORY AND PERMISSIBLE ACTIVI- 
TIES.— 
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‘(A) MANDATORY ACTIVITIES.—An eligible 
entity receiving a grant under this section 
shall use the funds received under the grant 
to— 

“(i) provide training programs to assist 
law enforcement agencies, prosecutors, agen- 
cies of States or units of local government, 
population specific organizations, victim 
service providers, victim advocates, and rel- 
evant officers in Federal, tribal, State, terri- 
torial, and local courts in recognizing and 
addressing instances of elder abuse; 

“(ii) provide or enhance services for vic- 
tims of abuse in later life, including domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
stalking, exploitation, and neglect; 

“(iii) establish or support multidisci- 
plinary collaborative community responses 
to victims of abuse in later life, including 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, exploitation, and neglect; 
and 

“(iv) conduct cross-training for law en- 
forcement agencies, prosecutors, agencies of 
States or units of local government, attor- 
neys, health care providers, population spe- 
cific organizations, faith-based advocates, 
victim service providers, and courts to better 
serve victims of abuse in later life, including 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, exploitation, and neglect. 

‘(B) PERMISSIBLE ACTIVITIES.—An eligible 
entity receiving a grant under this section 
may use the funds received under the grant 
to— 

“(i) provide training programs to assist at- 
torneys, health care providers, faith-based 
leaders, or other community-based organiza- 
tions in recognizing and addressing instances 
of abuse in later life, including domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, stalk- 
ing, exploitation, and neglect; or 

“(ii) conduct outreach activities and 
awareness campaigns to ensure that victims 
of abuse in later life, including domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, stalk- 
ing, exploitation, and neglect receive appro- 
priate assistance. 

“(C) WAIVER.—The Attorney General may 
waive 1 or more of the activities described in 
subparagraph (A) upon making a determina- 
tion that the activity would duplicate serv- 
ices available in the community. 

“(D) LIMITATION.—An eligible entity re- 
ceiving a grant under this section may use 
not more than 10 percent of the total funds 
received under the grant for an activity de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B)(ii). 

“(3) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—An entity shall be 
eligible to receive a grant under this section 
if— 

“(A) the entity is— 

“(i)a State; 

“(ii) a unit of local government; 

“(iii) a tribal government or tribal organi- 
zation; 

“(iv) a population specific organization 
with demonstrated experience in assisting 
individuals over 50 years of age; 

“(v) a victim service provider with dem- 
onstrated experience in addressing domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking; or 

“(vi) a State, tribal, or territorial domes- 
tic violence or sexual assault coalition; and 

‘“(B) the entity demonstrates that it is part 
of a multidisciplinary partnership that in- 
cludes, at a minimum— 

“(i)a law enforcement agency; 

“(ii) a prosecutor’s office; 

“(iii) a victim service provider; and 

“(iv) a nonprofit program or government 
agency with demonstrated experience in as- 
sisting individuals in later life; 
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‘(4) UNDERSERVED POPULATIONS.—In mak- 
ing grants under this section, the Attorney 
General shall give priority to proposals pro- 
viding services to culturally specific and un- 
derserved populations. 

‘(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $9,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.”’. 

TITLE III—SERVICES, PROTECTION, AND 
JUSTICE FOR YOUNG VICTIMS OF VIO- 
LENCE 

SEC. 301. RAPE PREVENTION AND EDUCATION 
GRANT. 

Section 393A of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 280b-1b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘, territorial or tribal” after 
“crisis centers, State”; and 

(B) in paragraph (6), by inserting ‘‘and al- 
cohol” after ‘‘about drugs”; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘*$80,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$50,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) BASELINE FUNDING FOR STATES, THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, AND PUERTO RICO.—A 
minimum allocation of $150,000 shall be 
awarded in each fiscal year for each of the 
States, the District of Columbia, and Puerto 
Rico. A minimum allocation of $35,000 shall 
be awarded in each fiscal year for each Terri- 
tory. Any unused or remaining funds shall be 
allotted to each State, the District of Colum- 
bia, and Puerto Rico on the basis of popu- 
lation.’’. 

SEC. 302. CREATING HOPE THROUGH OUTREACH, 
OPTIONS, SERVICES, AND EDU- 
CATION FOR CHILDREN AND YOUTH. 

Subtitle L of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 is amended by striking sections 
41201 through 41204 (42 U.S.C. 14048c through 
14043c-3) and inserting the following: 

“SEC. 41201. CREATING HOPE THROUGH OUT- 
REACH, OPTIONS, SERVICES, AND 
EDUCATION FOR CHILDREN AND 
YOUTH (‘CHOOSE CHILDREN & 
YOUTH’). 

“(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.. The Attorney 
General, working in collaboration with the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services and 
the Secretary of Education, shall award 
grants to enhance the safety of youth and 
children who are victims of, or exposed to, 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking and prevent future vio- 
lence. 

‘“(b) PROGRAM PURPOSES.—Funds provided 
under this section may be used for the fol- 
lowing program purpose areas: 

‘(1) SERVICES TO ADVOCATE FOR AND RE- 
SPOND TO YOUTH.—To develop, expand, and 
strengthen victim-centered interventions 
and services that target youth who are vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking. Services may 
include victim services, counseling, advo- 
cacy, mentoring, educational support, trans- 
portation, legal assistance in civil, criminal 
and administrative matters, such as family 
law cases, housing cases, child welfare pro- 
ceedings, campus administrative pro- 
ceedings, and civil protection order pro- 
ceedings, services to address the co-occur- 
rence of sex trafficking, population-specific 
services, and other activities that support 
youth in finding safety, stability, and justice 
and in addressing the emotional, cognitive, 
and physical effects of trauma. Funds may 
be used to— 

“(A) assess and analyze currently available 
services for youth victims of domestic vio- 
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lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking, determining relevant barriers to 
such services in a particular locality, and de- 
veloping a community protocol to address 
such problems collaboratively; 

““(B) develop and implement policies, prac- 
tices, and procedures to effectively respond 
to domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking against youth; or 

“(C) provide technical assistance and 
training to enhance the ability of school per- 
sonnel, victim service providers, child pro- 
tective service workers, staff of law enforce- 
ment agencies, prosecutors, court personnel, 
individuals who work in after school pro- 
grams, medical personnel, social workers, 
mental health personnel, and workers in 
other programs that serve children and 
youth to improve their ability to appro- 
priately respond to the needs of children and 
youth who are victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking, 
and to properly refer such children, youth, 
and their families to appropriate services. 

‘(2) SUPPORTING YOUTH THROUGH EDUCATION 
AND PROTECTION.—To enable middle schools, 
high schools, and institutions of higher edu- 
cation to— 

“(A) provide training to school personnel, 
including healthcare providers and security 
personnel, on the needs of students who are 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking; 

“(B) develop and implement prevention 
and intervention policies in middle and high 
schools, including appropriate responses to, 
and identification and referral procedures 
for, students who are experiencing or perpe- 
trating domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking, and procedures 
for handling the requirements of court pro- 
tective orders issued to or against students; 

“(C) provide support services for student 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault or stalking, such as a 
resource person who is either on-site or on- 
call; 

“(D) implement developmentally appro- 
priate educational programming for students 
regarding domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking and the impact 
of such violence on youth; or 

‘“(E) develop strategies to increase identi- 
fication, support, referrals, and prevention 
programming for youth who are at high risk 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking. 

‘(c) ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this section, an entity shall 
be— 

“(A) a victim service provider, tribal non- 
profit, or population-specific or community- 
based organization with a demonstrated his- 
tory of effective work addressing the needs 
of youth who are, including runaway or 
homeless youth affected by, victims of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking; 

“(B) a victim service provider that is 
partnered with an entity that has a dem- 
onstrated history of effective work address- 
ing the needs of youth; or 

‘“(C) a public, charter, tribal, or nationally 
accredited private middle or high school, a 
school administered by the Department of 
Defense under section 2164 of title 10, United 
States Code or section 1402 of the Defense 
Dependents’ Education Act of 1978, a group 
of schools, a school district, or an institution 
of higher education. 

‘(2) PARTNERSHIPS.— 

‘“*(A) EDUCATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant for the purposes described in sub- 
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section (b)(2), an entity described in para- 
graph (1) shall be partnered with a public, 
charter, tribal, or nationally accredited pri- 
vate middle or high school, a school adminis- 
tered by the Department of Defense under 
section 2164 of title 10, United States Code or 
section 1402 of the Defense Dependents’ Edu- 
cation Act of 1978, a group of schools, a 
school district, or an institution of higher 
education. 

‘(B) OTHER PARTNERSHIPS.—AI] applicants 
under this section are encouraged to work in 
partnership with organizations and agencies 
that work with the relevant population. 
Such entities may include— 

“(i) a State, tribe, unit of local govern- 
ment, or territory; 

“(ii) a population specific or community- 
based organization; 

“(iii) batterer intervention programs or 
sex offender treatment programs with spe- 
cialized knowledge and experience working 
with youth offenders; or 

“(iv) any other agencies or nonprofit, non- 
governmental organizations with the capac- 
ity to provide effective assistance to the 
adult, youth, and child victims served by the 
partnership. 

‘(d) GRANTEE REQUIREMENTS.—Applicants 
for grants under this section shall establish 
and implement policies, practices, and proce- 
dures that— 

“(1) require and include appropriate refer- 
ral systems for child and youth victims; 

‘(2) protect the confidentiality and privacy 
of child and youth victim information, par- 
ticularly in the context of parental or third 
party involvement and consent, mandatory 
reporting duties, and working with other 
service providers all with priority on victim 
safety and autonomy; and 

“(3) ensure that all individuals providing 
intervention or prevention programming to 
children or youth through a program funded 
under this section have completed, or will 
complete, sufficient training in connection 
with domestic violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault and stalking. 

‘(e) DEFINITIONS AND GRANT CONDITIONS.— 
In this section, the definitions and grant 
conditions provided for in section 40002 shall 
apply. 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(g) ALLOTMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 50 percent 
of the total amount appropriated under this 
section for each fiscal year shall be used for 
the purposes described in subsection (b)(1). 

‘(2) INDIAN TRIBES.—Not less than 10 per- 
cent of the total amount appropriated under 
this section for each fiscal year shall be 
made available for grants under the program 
authorized by section 2015 of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968. 
The requirements of this section shall not 
apply to funds allocated under this para- 
graph. 

‘“(h) PRIORITY.—The Attorney General 
shall prioritize grant applications under this 
section that coordinate with prevention pro- 
grams in the community.’’. 

SEC. 303. GRANTS TO COMBAT VIOLENT CRIMES 
ON CAMPUSES. 

Section 304 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘stalking on campuses, 
and” and inserting ‘‘stalking on campuses,”’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘crimes against women on” 
and inserting ‘‘crimes on’’; and 
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(iii) by inserting ‘‘, and to develop and 
strengthen prevention education and aware- 
ness programs” before the period; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘$500,000”’ 
and inserting ‘‘$300,000’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘, strengthen,” after “To 
develop”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘including the use of tech- 
nology to commit these crimes,” after ‘‘sex- 
ual assault and stalking,”’’; 

(B) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘and population specific 
services” after ‘‘strengthen victim services 
programs’’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘entities carrying out’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘stalking victim 
services programs” and inserting ‘‘victim 
service providers”; and 

(iii) by inserting ‘‘, regardless of whether 
the services are provided by the institution 
or in coordination with community victim 
service providers’’ before the period at the 
end; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

(9) To develop or adapt and provide devel- 
opmental, culturally appropriate, and lin- 
guistically accessible print or electronic ma- 
terials to address both prevention and inter- 
vention in domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual violence, and stalking. 

‘10) To develop or adapt population spe- 
cific strategies and projects for victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking from underserved popu- 
lations on campus.’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘any 
non-profit” and all that follows through 
“victim services programs” and inserting 
“victim service providers’’; 

(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) 
through (F) as subparagraphs (E) through 
(G), respectively; and 

(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (C), 
the following: 

‘(D) describe how underserved populations 
in the campus community will be adequately 
served, including the provision of relevant 
population specific services;’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘2014 through 
2018”’; 

(4) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (4); and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (2), the 
following: 

‘(3) GRANTEE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.— 
Each grantee shall comply with the fol- 
lowing minimum requirements during the 
grant period: 

“(A) The grantee shall create a coordi- 
nated community response including both 
organizations external to the institution and 
relevant divisions of the institution. 

“(B) The grantee shall establish a manda- 
tory prevention and education program on 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking for all incoming stu- 
dents. 

‘“(C) The grantee shall train all campus law 
enforcement to respond effectively to domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking. 

“(D) The grantee shall train all members 
of campus disciplinary boards to respond ef- 
fectively to situations involving domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking.’’; and 

(5) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘there 
are” and all that follows through the period 
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and inserting ‘‘there is authorized to be ap- 

propriated $12,000,000 for each of fiscal years 

2014 through 2018.’’. 

SEC. 304. CAMPUS SEXUAL VIOLENCE, DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, AND 
STALKING EDUCATION AND PRE- 
VENTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 485(f) of the High- 
er Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1092(f)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (C)(iii), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘, when the 
victim of such crime elects or is unable to 
make such a report.’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (F)— 

(i) in clause (i)(VIII), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon; 

(ii) in clause (ii)— 

(1) by striking ‘‘sexual orientation” and in- 
serting ‘‘ national origin, sexual orientation, 
gender identity,’’; and 

(II) by striking the period and inserting ‘‘; 
and’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(iii) of domestic violence, dating violence, 
and stalking incidents that were reported to 
campus security authorities or local police 
agencies.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by inserting “, that 
withholds the names of victims as confiden- 
tial,” after “that is timely”; 

(3) in paragraph (6)(A)— 

(A) by redesignating clauses (i), (ii), and 
(iii) as clauses (ii), (iii), and (iv), respec- 
tively; 

(B) by inserting before clause (ii), as redes- 
ignated by subparagraph (A), the following: 

““(j) The terms ‘dating violence’, ‘domestic 
violence’, and ‘stalking’ have the meaning 
given such terms in section 40002(a) of the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 
U.S.C. 138925(a)).’’; and 

(C) by inserting after clause (iv), as redes- 
ignated by subparagraph (A), the following: 

“(v) The term ‘sexual assault’ means an of- 
fense classified as a forcible or nonforcible 
sex offense under the uniform crime report- 
ing system of the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation.’’; 

(4) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘paragraph (1)(F)”’ and in- 
serting ‘‘clauses (i) and (ii) of paragraph 
EŒ)”; and 

(B) by inserting after ‘‘Hate Crime Statis- 
tics Act.” the following: “For the offenses of 
domestic violence, dating violence, and 
stalking, such statistics shall be compiled in 
accordance with the definitions used in sec- 
tion 40002(a) of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13925(a)).”’; 

(5) by striking paragraph (8) and inserting 
the following: 

“(8)(A) Each institution of higher edu- 
cation participating in any program under 
this title and title IV of the Economic Op- 
portunity Act of 1964, other than a foreign 
institution of higher education, shall develop 
and distribute as part of the report described 
in paragraph (1) a statement of policy re- 
garding— 

“G) such institution’s programs to prevent 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking; and 

“(i) the procedures that such institution 
will follow once an incident of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking has been reported, including a 
statement of the standard of evidence that 
will be used during any institutional conduct 
proceeding arising from such a report. 

‘“(B) The policy described in subparagraph 
(A) shall address the following areas: 

“G) Education programs to promote the 
awareness of rape, acquaintance rape, domes- 
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tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking, which shall include— 

“(ID) primary prevention and awareness pro- 
grams for all incoming students and new em- 
ployees, which shall include— 

“(aa) a statement that the institution of 
higher education prohibits the offenses of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking; 

“(bb) the definition of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking 
in the applicable jurisdiction; 

““(cc) the definition of consent, in reference 
to sexual activity, in the applicable jurisdic- 
tion; 

‘“(dd) safe and positive options for by- 
stander intervention that may be carried out 
by an individual to prevent harm or inter- 
vene when there is a risk of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking against a person other than such in- 
dividual; 

“(ee) information on risk reduction to rec- 
ognize warning signs of abusive behavior and 
how to avoid potential attacks; and 

“(ff) the information described in clauses 
(ii) through (vii); and 

“(II) ongoing prevention and awareness 
campaigns for students and faculty, includ- 
ing information described in items (aa) 
through (ff) of subclause (I). 

“(ii) Possible sanctions or protective meas- 
ures that such institution may impose fol- 
lowing a final determination of an institu- 
tional disciplinary procedure regarding rape, 
acquaintance rape, domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

“(iii) Procedures victims should follow if a 
sex offense, domestic violence, dating vio- 


lence, sexual assault, or stalking has oc- 
curred, including information in writing 
about— 


“(I) the importance of preserving evidence 
as may be necessary to the proof of criminal 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking, or in obtaining a protec- 
tion order; 

“(ID) to whom the alleged offense should be 
reported; 

‘“(III) options regarding law enforcement 
and campus authorities, including notifica- 
tion of the victim’s option to— 

“(aa) notify proper law enforcement au- 
thorities, including on-campus and local po- 
lice; 

‘“(bb) be assisted by campus authorities in 
notifying law enforcement authorities if the 
victim so chooses; and 

“(cc) decline to notify such authorities; 
and 

‘“(IV) where applicable, the rights of vic- 
tims and the institution’s responsibilities re- 
garding orders of protection, no contact or- 
ders, restraining orders, or similar lawful or- 
ders issued by a criminal, civil, or tribal 
court. 

“(iv) Procedures for institutional discipli- 
nary action in cases of alleged domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, which shall include a clear state- 
ment that— 

‘““T) such proceedings shall— 

“(aa) provide a prompt, fair, and impartial 
investigation and resolution; and 

““(bb) be conducted by officials who receive 
annual training on the issues related to do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking and how to conduct an in- 
vestigation and hearing process that pro- 
tects the safety of victims and promotes ac- 
countability; 

“(ID) the accuser and the accused are enti- 
tled to the same opportunities to have others 
present during an institutional disciplinary 
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proceeding, including the opportunity to be 
accompanied to any related meeting or pro- 
ceeding by an advisor of their choice; and 

“(III) both the accuser and the accused 
shall be simultaneously informed, in writing, 
of— 

“(aa) the outcome of any institutional dis- 
ciplinary proceeding that arises from an al- 
legation of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking; 

‘“(bb) the institution’s procedures for the 
accused and the victim to appeal the results 
of the institutional disciplinary proceeding; 

“(cc) of any change to the results that oc- 
curs prior to the time that such results be- 
come final; and 

“(dd) when such results become final. 

“(v) Information about how the institution 
will protect the confidentiality of victims, 
including how publicly-available record- 
Keeping will be accomplished without the in- 
clusion of identifying information about the 
victim, to the extent permissible by law. 

“(vi) Written notification of students and 
employees about existing counseling, health, 
mental health, victim advocacy, legal assist- 
ance, and other services available for victims 
both on-campus and in the community. 

“(vii) Written notification of victims about 
options for, and available assistance in, 
changing academic, living, transportation, 
and working situations, if so requested by 
the victim and if such accommodations are 
reasonably available, regardless of whether 
the victim chooses to report the crime to 
campus police or local law enforcement. 

‘“(C) A student or employee who reports to 
an institution of higher education that the 
student or employee has been a victim of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking, whether the offense oc- 
curred on or off campus, shall be provided 
with a written explanation of the student or 
employee’s rights and options, as described 
in clauses (ii) through (vii) of subparagraph 
(B).”; 

(6) in paragraph (9), by striking ‘‘The Sec- 
retary”? and inserting ‘‘The Secretary, in 
consultation with the Attorney General of 
the United States,’’; 

(7) by striking paragraph (16) and inserting 
the following: 

“(16)(A) The Secretary shall seek the ad- 
vice and counsel of the Attorney General of 
the United States concerning the develop- 
ment, and dissemination to institutions of 
higher education, of best practices informa- 
tion about campus safety and emergencies. 

“(B) The Secretary shall seek the advice 
and counsel of the Attorney General of the 
United States and the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services concerning the develop- 
ment, and dissemination to institutions of 
higher education, of best practices informa- 
tion about preventing and responding to in- 
cidents of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking, including 
elements of institutional policies that have 
proven successful based on evidence-based 
outcome measurements.’’; and 

(8) by striking paragraph (17) and inserting 
the following: 

“(17) No officer, employee, or agent of an 
institution participating in any program 
under this title shall retaliate, intimidate, 
threaten, coerce, or otherwise discriminate 
against any individual for exercising their 
rights or responsibilities under any provision 
of this subsection.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect with 
respect to the annual security report under 
section 485(f)(1) of the Higher Education Act 
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1092(f)(1)) prepared by an in- 
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stitution of higher education 1 calendar year 

after the date of enactment of this Act, and 

each subsequent calendar year. 

TITLE IV—VIOLENCE REDUCTION 
PRACTICES 

SEC. 401. STUDY CONDUCTED BY THE CENTERS 
FOR DISEASE CONTROL AND PRE- 
VENTION. 

Section 402(c) of the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 280b-4(c)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$2,000,000 for each of 
the fiscal years 2007 through 2011’’ and in- 
serting ‘$1,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 
2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 402. SAVING MONEY AND REDUCING TRAGE- 
DIES THROUGH PREVENTION 
GRANTS. 

(a) SMART PREVENTION.—Section 41303 of 
the Violence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 
U.S.C. 14048d-2) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“SEC. 41303. SAVING MONEY AND REDUCING 
TRAGEDIES THROUGH PREVENTION 
(SMART PREVENTION). 

“(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Attorney 
General, in consultation with the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services and the Sec- 
retary of Education, is authorized to award 
grants for the purpose of preventing domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking by taking a comprehensive ap- 
proach that focuses on youth, children ex- 
posed to violence, and men as leaders and 
influencers of social norms. 

“(b) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds provided under 
this section may be used for the following 
purposes: 

“(1) TEEN DATING VIOLENCE AWARENESS AND 
PREVENTION.—To develop, maintain, or en- 
hance programs that change attitudes and 
behaviors around the acceptability of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking and provide education and 
skills training to young individuals and indi- 
viduals who influence young individuals. The 
prevention program may use evidence-based, 
evidence-informed, or innovative strategies 
and practices focused on youth. Such a pro- 
gram should include— 

“(A) age and developmentally-appropriate 
education on domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, and sexual 
coercion, as well as healthy relationship 
skills, in school, in the community, or in 
health care settings; 

“(B) community-based collaboration and 
training for those with influence on youth, 
such as parents, teachers, coaches, 
healthcare providers, faith-leaders, older 
teens, and mentors; 

“(C) education and outreach to change en- 
vironmental factors contributing to domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking; and 

“(D) policy development targeted to pre- 
vention, including school-based policies and 
protocols. 

‘“(2) CHILDREN EXPOSED TO VIOLENCE AND 
ABUSE.—To develop, maintain or enhance 
programs designed to prevent future inci- 
dents of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking by preventing, 
reducing and responding to children’s expo- 
sure to violence in the home. Such programs 
may include— 

‘“(A) providing services for children ex- 
posed to domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault or stalking, including direct 
counseling or advocacy, and support for the 
non-abusing parent; and 

“(B) training and coordination for edu- 
cational, after-school, and childcare pro- 
grams on how to safely and confidentially 
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identify children and families experiencing 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking and properly refer chil- 
dren exposed and their families to services 
and violence prevention programs. 

‘(3) ENGAGING MEN AS LEADERS AND ROLE 
MODELS.—To develop, maintain or enhance 
programs that work with men to prevent do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking by helping men to serve 
as role models and social influencers of other 
men and youth at the individual, school, 
community or statewide levels. 

“(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—To be eligible to 
receive a grant under this section, an entity 
shall be— 

“(1) a victim service provider, community- 
based organization, tribe or tribal organiza- 
tion, or other non-profit, nongovernmental 
organization that has a history of effective 
work preventing domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking and ex- 
pertise in the specific area for which they 
are applying for funds; or 

‘(2) a partnership between a victim service 
provider, community-based organization, 
tribe or tribal organization, or other non- 
profit, nongovernmental organization that 
has a history of effective work preventing 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking and at least one of the 
following that has expertise in serving chil- 
dren exposed to domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, or stalking, youth do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking prevention, or engaging 
men to prevent domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, or stalking: 

“(A) A public, charter, tribal, or nationally 
accredited private middle or high school, a 
school administered by the Department of 
Defense under section 2164 of title 10, United 
States Code or section 1402 of the Defense 
Dependents’ Education Act of 1978, a group 
of schools, or a school district. 

“(B) A local community-based organiza- 
tion, population-specific organization, or 
faith-based organization that has established 
expertise in providing services to youth. 

“(C) A community-based organization, pop- 
ulation-specific organization, university or 
health care clinic, faith-based organization, 
or other non-profit, nongovernmental orga- 
nization with a demonstrated history of ef- 
fective work addressing the needs of children 
exposed to domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

‘(D) A nonprofit, nongovernmental entity 
providing services for runaway or homeless 
youth affected by domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

“(E) Healthcare entities eligible for reim- 
bursement under title XVIII of the Social Se- 
curity Act, including providers that target 
the special needs of children and youth. 

‘(F) Any other agencies, population-spe- 
cific organizations, or nonprofit, nongovern- 
mental organizations with the capacity to 
provide necessary expertise to meet the 
goals of the program; or 

(3) a public, charter, tribal, or nationally 
accredited private middle or high school, a 
school administered by the Department of 
Defense under section 2164 of title 10, United 
States Code or section 1402 of the Defense 
Dependents’ Education Act of 1978, a group 
of schools, a school district, or an institution 
of higher education. 

‘(d) GRANTEE REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Applicants for grants 
under this section shall prepare and submit 
to the Director an application at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor- 
mation as the Director may require that 
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demonstrates the capacity of the applicant 
and partnering organizations to undertake 
the project. 

‘(2) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES.—Applicants 
under this section shall establish and imple- 
ment policies, practices, and procedures 
that— 

“(A) include appropriate referral systems 
to direct any victim identified during pro- 
gram activities to highly qualified follow-up 
care; 

‘(B) protect the confidentiality and pri- 
vacy of adult and youth victim information, 
particularly in the context of parental or 
third party involvement and consent, man- 
datory reporting duties, and working with 
other service providers; 

“(C) ensure that all individuals providing 
prevention programming through a program 
funded under this section have completed or 
will complete sufficient training in connec- 
tion with domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault or stalking; and 

‘(D) document how prevention programs 
are coordinated with service programs in the 
community. 

‘(3) PREFERENCE.—In selecting grant re- 
cipients under this section, the Attorney 
General shall give preference to applicants 
that— 

“(A) 
and 

“(B) identify any other community, school, 
or State-based efforts that are working on 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking prevention and explain 
how the grantee or partnership will add 
value, coordinate with other programs, and 
not duplicate existing efforts. 


‘(e) DEFINITIONS AND GRANT CONDITIONS.— 
In this section, the definitions and grant 
conditions provided for in section 40002 shall 
apply. 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. Amounts ap- 
propriated under this section may only be 
used for programs and activities described 
under this section. 


‘“(¢) ALLOTMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 25 percent 
of the total amounts appropriated under this 
section in each fiscal year shall be used for 
each set of purposes described in paragraphs 
(1), (2), and (8) of subsection (b). 

‘(2) INDIAN TRIBES.—Not less than 10 per- 
cent of the total amounts appropriated under 
this section in each fiscal year shall be made 
available for grants to Indian tribes or tribal 
organizations. If an insufficient number of 
applications are received from Indian tribes 
or tribal organizations, such funds shall be 
allotted to other population-specific pro- 
grams.’’. 


include outcome-based evaluation; 


(b) REPEALS.—The following provisions are 
repealed: 

(1) Sections 41304 and 41305 of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14043d- 
3 and 14043d-4). 

(2) Section 403 of the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045c). 
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TITLE V—STRENGTHENING THE 
HEALTHCARE SYSTEM’S RESPONSE TO 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND STALK- 
ING 

SEC. 501. CONSOLIDATION OF GRANTS TO 

STRENGTHEN THE HEALTHCARE 

SYSTEM’S RESPONSE TO DOMESTIC 

VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEX- 

UAL ASSAULT, AND STALKING. 

(a) GRANTS.—Section 399P of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 280g-4) is 
amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 399P. GRANTS TO STRENGTHEN THE 

HEALTHCARE SYSTEM’S RESPONSE 
TO DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
award grants for— 

“(1) the development or enhancement and 
implementation of interdisciplinary training 
for health professionals, public health staff, 
and allied health professionals; 

“(2) the development or enhancement and 
implementation of education programs for 
medical, nursing, dental, and other health 
profession students and residents to prevent 
and respond to domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking; and 

““(3) the development or enhancement and 
implementation of comprehensive statewide 
strategies to improve the response of clinics, 
public health facilities, hospitals, and other 
health settings (including behavioral and 
mental health programs) to domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking. 

““(b) USE OF FUNDS.— 

“(1) REQUIRED USES.—Amounts provided 
under a grant under this section shall be 
used to— 

“(A) fund interdisciplinary training and 
education programs under paragraphs (1) and 
(2) of subsection (a) that— 

“G) are designed to train medical, psy- 
chology, dental, social work, nursing, and 
other health profession students, interns, 
residents, fellows, or current health care pro- 
viders to identify and provide health care 
services (including mental or behavioral 
health care services and referrals to appro- 
priate community services) to individuals 
who are or who have been victims of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
or stalking; and 

“Gi) plan and develop culturally com- 
petent clinical training components for inte- 
gration into approved internship, residency, 
and fellowship training or continuing med- 
ical or other health education training that 
address physical, mental, and behavioral 
health issues, including protective factors, 
related to domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, and other 
forms of violence and abuse, focus on reduc- 
ing health disparities and preventing vio- 
lence and abuse, and include the primacy of 
victim safety and confidentiality; 

“(B) design and implement comprehensive 
strategies to improve the response of the 
health care system to domestic or sexual vi- 
olence in clinical and public health settings, 
hospitals, clinics, and other health settings 
(including behavioral and mental health), 
under subsection (a)(3) through— 

“G) the implementation, dissemination, 
and evaluation of policies and procedures to 
guide health professionals and public health 
staff in identifying and responding to domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking, including strategies to ensure 
that health information is maintained in a 
manner that protects the patient’s privacy 
and safety, and safely uses health informa- 
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tion technology to improve documentation, 
identification, assessment, treatment, and 
follow-up care; 

“(ii) the development of on-site access to 
services to address the safety, medical, and 
mental health needs of patients by increas- 
ing the capacity of existing health care pro- 
fessionals and public health staff to address 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking, or by contracting with 
or hiring domestic or sexual assault advo- 
cates to provide such services or to model 
other services appropriate to the geographic 
and cultural needs of a site; 

“(iii) the development of measures and 
methods for the evaluation of the practice of 
identification, intervention, and documenta- 
tion regarding victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking, 
including the development and testing of 
quality improvement measurements, in ac- 
cordance with the multi-stakeholder and 
quality measurement processes established 
under paragraphs (7) and (8) of section 1890(b) 
and section 1890A of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1395aaa(b)(7) and (8); 42 U.S.C. 
1890A); and 

‘“(iv) the provision of training and follow- 
up technical assistance to health care profes- 
sionals, and public health staff, and allied 
health professionals to identify, assess, 
treat, and refer clients who are victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking, including using tools 
and training materials already developed. 

‘*(2) PERMISSIBLE USES.— 

“(A) CHILD AND ELDER ABUSE.—To the ex- 
tent consistent with the purpose of this sec- 
tion, a grantee may use amounts received 
under this section to address, as part of a 
comprehensive programmatic approach im- 
plemented under the grant, issues relating to 
child or elder abuse. 

“(B) RURAL AREAS.—Grants funded under 
paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a) may 
be used to offer to rural areas community- 
based training opportunities, which may in- 
clude the use of distance learning networks 
and other available technologies needed to 
reach isolated rural areas, for medical, nurs- 
ing, and other health profession students and 
residents on domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, and, as appro- 
priate, other forms of violence and abuse. 

“(C) OTHER USES.—Grants funded under 
subsection (a)(3) may be used for— 

“(i) the development of training modules 
and policies that address the overlap of child 
abuse, domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking and elder abuse, 
as well as childhood exposure to domestic 
and sexual violence; 

“(ii) the development, expansion, and im- 
plementation of sexual assault forensic med- 
ical examination or sexual assault nurse ex- 
aminer programs; 

“(iii) the inclusion of the health effects of 
lifetime exposure to violence and abuse as 
well as related protective factors and behav- 
ioral risk factors in health professional 
training schools including medical, dental, 
nursing, social work, and mental and behav- 
ioral health curricula, and allied health serv- 
ice training courses; or 

“(iv) the integration of knowledge of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking into health care accredi- 
tation and professional licensing examina- 
tions, such as medical, dental, social work, 
and nursing boards, and where appropriate, 
other allied health exams. 

‘(c) REQUIREMENTS FOR GRANTEES.— 

“(1) CONFIDENTIALITY AND SAFETY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Grantees under this sec- 
tion shall ensure that all programs developed 
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with grant funds address issues of confiden- 
tiality and patient safety and comply with 
applicable confidentiality and nondisclosure 
requirements under section 40002(b)(2) of the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994 and the 
Family Violence Prevention and Services 
Act, and that faculty and staff associated 
with delivering educational components are 
fully trained in procedures that will protect 
the immediate and ongoing security and con- 
fidentiality of the patients, patient records, 
and staff. Such grantees shall consult enti- 
ties with demonstrated expertise in the con- 
fidentiality and safety needs of victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking on the development 
and adequacy of confidentially and security 
procedures, and provide documentation of 
such consultation. 

‘(B) ADVANCE NOTICE OF INFORMATION DIS- 
CLOSURE.—Grantees under this section shall 
provide to patients advance notice about any 
circumstances under which information may 
be disclosed, such as mandatory reporting 
laws, and shall give patients the option to 
receive information and referrals without af- 
firmatively disclosing abuse. 

‘(2) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EX- 
PENSES.—A grantee shall use not more than 
10 percent of the amounts received under a 
grant under this section for administrative 
expenses. 

‘(3) APPLICATION.— 

‘“(A) PREFERENCE.—In selecting grant re- 
cipients under this section, the Secretary 
shall give preference to applicants based on 
the strength of their evaluation strategies, 
with priority given to outcome based evalua- 
tions. 

‘(B) SUBSECTION (A)(1) AND (2) GRANTEES.— 
Applications for grants under paragraphs (1) 
and (2) of subsection (a) shall include— 

“(i) documentation that the applicant rep- 
resents a team of entities working collabo- 
ratively to strengthen the response of the 
health care system to domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking, 
and which includes at least one of each of— 

‘“T) an accredited school of allopathic or 
osteopathic medicine, psychology, nursing, 
dentistry, social work, or other health field; 

“(ID) a health care facility or system; or 

‘“(IIT) a government or nonprofit entity 
with a history of effective work in the fields 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking; and 

“(ii) strategies for the dissemination and 
sharing of curricula and other educational 
materials developed under the grant, if any, 
with other interested health professions 
schools and national resource repositories 
for materials on domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking. 

‘(C) SUBSECTION (A)(3) GRANTEES.—An enti- 
ty desiring a grant under subsection (a)(8) 
shall submit an application to the Secretary 
at such time, in such a manner, and con- 
taining such information and assurances as 
the Secretary may require, including— 

“(i) documentation that all training, edu- 
cation, screening, assessment, services, 
treatment, and any other approach to pa- 
tient care will be informed by an under- 
standing of violence and abuse victimization 
and trauma-specific approaches that will be 
integrated into prevention, intervention, and 
treatment activities; 

“(ii) strategies for the development and 
implementation of policies to prevent and 
address domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking over the lifespan 
in health care settings; 

“(iii) a plan for consulting with State and 
tribal domestic violence or sexual assault 
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coalitions, national nonprofit victim advo- 
cacy organizations, State or tribal law en- 
forcement task forces (where appropriate), 
and population specific organizations with 
demonstrated expertise in domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking; 

“(iv) with respect to an application for a 
grant under which the grantee will have con- 
tact with patients, a plan, developed in col- 
laboration with local victim service pro- 
viders, to respond appropriately to and make 
correct referrals for individuals who disclose 
that they are victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, stalking, or 
other types of violence, and documentation 
provided by the grantee of an ongoing col- 
laborative relationship with a local victim 
service provider; and 

“(v) with respect to an application for a 
grant proposing to fund a program described 
in subsection (b)(2)(C)(ii), a certification that 
any sexual assault forensic medical examina- 
tion and sexual assault nurse examiner pro- 
grams supported with such grant funds will 
adhere to the guidelines set forth by the At- 
torney General. 

“(d) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive 
funding under paragraph (1) or (2) of sub- 
section (a), an entity shall be— 

“(A) a nonprofit organization with a his- 
tory of effective work in the field of training 
health professionals with an understanding 
of, and clinical skills pertinent to, domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, and lifetime exposure to violence 
and abuse; 

‘“(B) an accredited school of allopathic or 
osteopathic medicine, psychology, nursing, 
dentistry, social work, or allied health; 

“(C) a health care provider membership or 
professional organization, or a health care 
system; or 

“(D) a State, tribal, territorial, or local en- 
tity. 

‘*(2) SUBSECTION (A)(3) GRANTEES.—To be eli- 
gible to receive funding under subsection 
(a)(8), an entity shall be— 

“(A) a State department (or other division) 
of health, a State, tribal, or territorial do- 
mestic violence or sexual assault coalition 
or victim service provider, or any other non- 
profit, nongovernmental organization with a 
history of effective work in the fields of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking, and health care, including 
physical or mental health care; or 

‘“(B) a local victim service provider, a local 
department (or other division) of health, a 
local health clinic, hospital, or health sys- 
tem, or any other community-based organi- 
zation with a history of effective work in the 
field of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking and health care, 
including physical or mental health care. 

“(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds made avail- 
able to carry out this section for any fiscal 
year, the Secretary may make grants or 
enter into contracts to provide technical as- 
sistance with respect to the planning, devel- 
opment, and operation of any program, ac- 
tivity or service carried out pursuant to this 
section. Not more than 8 percent of the funds 
appropriated under this section in each fiscal 
year may be used to fund technical assist- 
ance under this subsection. 

‘“(2) AVAILABILITY OF MATERIALS.—The Sec- 
retary shall make publicly available mate- 
rials developed by grantees under this sec- 
tion, including materials on training, best 
practices, and research and evaluation. 

““(3) REPORTING.—The Secretary shall pub- 
lish a biennial report on— 
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“(A) the distribution of funds under this 
section; and 

‘“(B) the programs and activities supported 
by such funds. 


‘“(f) RESEARCH AND EVALUATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds made avail- 
able to carry out this section for any fiscal 
year, the Secretary may use not more than 
20 percent to make a grant or enter into a 
contract for research and evaluation of— 

“(A) grants awarded under this section; 
and 

‘“(B) other training for health professionals 
and effective interventions in the health 
care setting that prevent domestic violence, 
dating violence, and sexual assault across 
the lifespan, prevent the health effects of 
such violence, and improve the safety and 
health of individuals who are currently being 
victimized. 

“(2) RESEARCH.—Research authorized in 
paragraph (1) may include— 

“(A) research on the effects of domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
childhood exposure to domestic, dating or 
sexual violence on health behaviors, health 
conditions, and health status of individuals, 
families, and populations, including under- 
served populations; 

“(B) research to determine effective health 
care interventions to respond to and prevent 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking; 

‘“(C) research on the impact of domestic, 
dating and sexual violence, childhood expo- 
sure to such violence, and stalking on the 
health care system, health care utilization, 
health care costs, and health status; and 

‘(D) research on the impact of adverse 
childhood experiences on adult experience 
with domestic violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault, stalking, and adult health out- 
comes, including how to reduce or prevent 
the impact of adverse childhood experiences 
through the health care setting. 


‘(¢) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 


‘“(h) DEFINITIONS.—Except as otherwise 
provided herein, the definitions provided for 
in section 40002 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 shall apply to this sec- 
tion.’’. 

(b) REPEALS.—The following provisions are 
repealed: 

(1) Section 40297 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13973). 

(2) Section 758 of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 294h). 


TITLE VI—SAFE HOMES FOR VICTIMS OF 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND STALK- 
ING 


SEC. 601. HOUSING PROTECTIONS FOR VICTIMS 
OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING. 


(a) AMENDMENT.—Subtitle N of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 
14048e et seq.) is amended— 

(1) by inserting after the subtitle heading 
the following: 


“CHAPTER 1—GRANT PROGRAMS”; 


(2) in section 41402 (42 U.S.C. 14043e-1), in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1), by strik- 
ing ‘“‘subtitle’’ and inserting ‘‘chapter’’; 

(3) in section 41403 (42 U.S.C. 14043e-2), in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1), by strik- 
ing ‘“‘subtitle’’ and inserting ‘‘chapter’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
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“CHAPTER 2—HOUSING RIGHTS 
“SEC. 41411. HOUSING PROTECTIONS FOR VIC- 
TIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DAT- 
ING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, 
AND STALKING. 

‘“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this chapter: 

“(1) AFFILIATED INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘af- 
filiated individual’ means, with respect to an 
individual— 

“(A) a spouse, parent, brother, sister, or 
child of that individual, or an individual to 
whom that individual stands in loco 
parentis; or 

“(B) any individual, tenant, or lawful occu- 
pant living in the household of that indi- 
vidual. 

‘(2) APPROPRIATE AGENCY.—The term ‘ap- 
propriate agency’ means, with respect to a 
covered housing program, the Executive de- 
partment (as defined in section 101 of title 5, 
United States Code) that carries out the cov- 
ered housing program. 

‘*(3) COVERED HOUSING PROGRAM.—The term 
‘covered housing program’ means— 

“(A) the program under section 202 of the 
Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q); 

‘“(B) the program under section 811 of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013); 

‘“(C) the program under subtitle D of title 
VIII of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Af- 
fordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 12901 et seq.); 

‘“(D) the program under subtitle A of title 
IV of the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assist- 
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 11360 et seq.); 

“(E) the program under subtitle A of title 
II of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Afford- 
able Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 12741 et seq.); 

‘(F) the program under paragraph (8) of 
section 221(d) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 17151(d)) that bears interest at a rate 
determined under the proviso under para- 
graph (5) of such section 221(d); 

‘“(G) the program under section 236 of the 
National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z-1); 

‘“(H) the programs under sections 6 and 8 of 
the United States Housing Act of 1987 (42 
U.S.C. 1487d and 1487f); 

“() rural housing assistance provided 
under sections 514, 515, 516, 533, and 538 of the 
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1484, 1485, 1486, 
1490m, and 1490p-2); and 

‘“(J) the low income housing tax credit pro- 
gram under section 42 of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986. 

‘(b) PROHIBITED BASIS FOR DENIAL OR TER- 
MINATION OF ASSISTANCE OR EVICTION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—An applicant for or ten- 
ant of housing assisted under a covered hous- 
ing program may not be denied admission to, 
denied assistance under, terminated from 
participation in, or evicted from the housing 
on the basis that the applicant or tenant is 
or has been a victim of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking, 
if the applicant or tenant otherwise qualifies 
for admission, assistance, participation, or 
occupancy. 

‘*(2) CONSTRUCTION OF LEASE TERMS.—An in- 
cident of actual or threatened domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking shall not be construed as— 

“(A) a serious or repeated violation of a 
lease for housing assisted under a covered 
housing program by the victim or threatened 
victim of such incident; or 

“(B) good cause for terminating the assist- 
ance, tenancy, or occupancy rights to hous- 
ing assisted under a covered housing pro- 
gram of the victim or threatened victim of 
such incident. 

‘(3) TERMINATION ON THE BASIS OF CRIMINAL 
ACTIVITY .— 

‘(A) DENIAL OF ASSISTANCE, TENANCY, AND 
OCCUPANCY RIGHTS PROHIBITED.—No person 
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may deny assistance, tenancy, or occupancy 
rights to housing assisted under a covered 
housing program to a tenant solely on the 
basis of criminal activity directly relating to 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking that is engaged in by a 
member of the household of the tenant or 
any guest or other person under the control 
of the tenant, if the tenant or an affiliated 
individual of the tenant is the victim or 
threatened victim of such domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

“(B) BIFURCATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A), a public housing agency or 
owner or manager of housing assisted under 
a covered housing program may bifurcate a 
lease for the housing in order to evict, re- 
move, or terminate assistance to any indi- 
vidual who is a tenant or lawful occupant of 
the housing and who engages in criminal ac- 
tivity directly relating to domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking 
against an affiliated individual or other indi- 
vidual, without evicting, removing, termi- 
nating assistance to, or otherwise penalizing 
a victim of such criminal activity who is 
also a tenant or lawful occupant of the hous- 
ing. 

“(ii) EFFECT OF EVICTION ON OTHER TEN- 
ANTS.—If public housing agency or owner or 
manager of housing assisted under a covered 
housing program evicts, removes, or termi- 
nates assistance to an individual under 
clause (i), and the individual is the sole ten- 
ant eligible to receive assistance under a 
covered housing program, the public housing 
agency or owner or manager of housing as- 
sisted under the covered housing program 
shall provide any remaining tenant an oppor- 
tunity to establish eligibility for the covered 
housing program. If a tenant described in the 
preceding sentence cannot establish eligi- 
bility, the public housing agency or owner or 
manager of the housing shall provide the 
tenant a reasonable time, as determined by 
the appropriate agency, to find new housing 
or to establish eligibility for housing under 
another covered housing program. 

“(C) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
subparagraph (A) shall be construed— 

“() to limit the authority of a public hous- 
ing agency or owner or manager of housing 
assisted under a covered housing program, 
when notified of a court order, to comply 
with a court order with respect to— 

“(T) the rights of access to or control of 
property, including civil protection orders 
issued to protect a victim of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking; or 

“(II) the distribution or possession of prop- 
erty among members of a household in a 
case; 

“(ii) to limit any otherwise available au- 
thority of a public housing agency or owner 
or manager of housing assisted under a cov- 
ered housing program to evict or terminate 
assistance to a tenant for any violation of a 
lease not premised on the act of violence in 
question against the tenant or an affiliated 
person of the tenant, if the public housing 
agency or owner or manager does not subject 
an individual who is or has been a victim of 
domestic violence, dating violence, or stalk- 
ing to a more demanding standard than 
other tenants in determining whether to 
evict or terminate; 

“(ii) to limit the authority to terminate 
assistance to a tenant or evict a tenant from 
housing assisted under a covered housing 
program if a public housing agency or owner 
or manager of the housing can demonstrate 
that an actual and imminent threat to other 
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tenants or individuals employed at or pro- 
viding service to the property would be 
present if the assistance is not terminated or 
the tenant is not evicted; or 

“(iv) to supersede any provision of any 
Federal, State, or local law that provides 
greater protection than this section for vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking. 


‘*(¢) DOCUMENTATION.— 

‘(1) REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTATION.—If an 
applicant for, or tenant of, housing assisted 
under a covered housing program represents 
to a public housing agency or owner or man- 
ager of the housing that the individual is en- 
titled to protection under subsection (b), the 
public housing agency or owner or manager 
may request, in writing, that the applicant 
or tenant submit to the public housing agen- 
cy or owner or manager a form of docu- 
mentation described in paragraph (3). 

‘*(2) FAILURE TO PROVIDE CERTIFICATION.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—If an applicant or tenant 
does not provide the documentation re- 
quested under paragraph (1) within 14 busi- 
ness days after the tenant receives a request 
in writing for such certification from a pub- 
lic housing agency or owner or manager of 
housing assisted under a covered housing 
program, nothing in this chapter may be 
construed to limit the authority of the pub- 
lic housing agency or owner or manager to— 

“(i) deny admission by the applicant or 
tenant to the covered program; 

“(ii) deny assistance under the covered 
program to the applicant or tenant; 

“(iii) terminate the participation of the 
applicant or tenant in the covered program; 
or 

“(iv) evict the applicant, the tenant, or a 
lawful occupant that commits violations of a 
lease. 

‘(B) EXTENSION.—A public housing agency 
or owner or manager of housing may extend 
the 14-day deadline under subparagraph (A) 
at its discretion. 

‘(3) FORM OF DOCUMENTATION.—A form of 
documentation described in this paragraph 
is— 

‘(A) a certification form approved by the 
appropriate agency that— 

“(i) states that an applicant or tenant is a 
victim of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking; 

“(ii) states that the incident of domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking that is the ground for protection 
under subsection (b) meets the requirements 
under subsection (b); and 

“(iii) includes the name of the individual 
who committed the domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking, if 
the name is known and safe to provide; 

“(B) a document that— 

“(i) is signed by— 

‘“(T) an employee, agent, or volunteer of a 
victim service provider, an attorney, a med- 
ical professional, or a mental health profes- 
sional from whom an applicant or tenant has 
sought assistance relating to domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, or the effects of the abuse; and 

‘(ID) the applicant or tenant; and 

“(ii) states under penalty of perjury that 
the individual described in clause (i)(I) be- 
lieves that the incident of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking 
that is the ground for protection under sub- 
section (b) meets the requirements under 
subsection (b); 

“(C) a record of a Federal, State, tribal, 
territorial, or local law enforcement agency, 
court, or administrative agency; or 
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‘(D) at the discretion of a public housing 
agency or owner or manager of housing as- 
sisted under a covered housing program, a 
statement or other evidence provided by an 
applicant or tenant. 

(4) CONFIDENTIALITY.—Any information 
submitted to a public housing agency or 
owner or manager under this subsection, in- 
cluding the fact that an individual is a vic- 
tim of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking shall be main- 
tained in confidence by the public housing 
agency or owner or manager and may not be 
entered into any shared database or dis- 
closed to any other entity or individual, ex- 
cept to the extent that the disclosure is— 

“(A) requested or consented to by the indi- 
vidual in writing; 

‘“(B) required for use in an eviction pro- 
ceeding under subsection (b); or 

‘“(C) otherwise required by applicable law. 

‘(5) DOCUMENTATION NOT REQUIRED.—Noth- 
ing in this subsection shall be construed to 
require a public housing agency or owner or 
manager of housing assisted under a covered 
housing program to request that an indi- 
vidual submit documentation of the status of 
the individual as a victim of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking. 

‘(6) COMPLIANCE NOT SUFFICIENT TO CON- 
STITUTE EVIDENCE OF UNREASONABLE ACT.— 
Compliance with subsection (b) by a public 
housing agency or owner or manager of hous- 
ing assisted under a covered housing pro- 
gram based on documentation received under 
this subsection, shall not be sufficient to 
constitute evidence of an unreasonable act 
or omission by the public housing agency or 
owner or manager or an employee or agent of 
the public housing agency or owner or man- 
ager. Nothing in this paragraph shall be con- 
strued to limit the liability of a public hous- 
ing agency or owner or manager of housing 
assisted under a covered housing program for 
failure to comply with subsection (b). 

‘(7) RESPONSE TO CONFLICTING CERTIFI- 
CATION.—If a public housing agency or owner 
or manager of housing assisted under a cov- 
ered housing program receives documenta- 
tion under this subsection that contains con- 
flicting information, the public housing 
agency or owner or manager may require an 
applicant or tenant to submit third-party 
documentation, as described in subparagraph 
(B), (C), or (D) of paragraph (3). 

“(8) PREEMPTION.—Nothing in this sub- 
section shall be construed to supersede any 
provision of any Federal, State, or local law 
that provides greater protection than this 
subsection for victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

‘*(d) NOTIFICATION.— 

“(1) DEVELOPMENT.—The Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall de- 
velop a notice of the rights of individuals 
under this section, including the right to 
confidentiality and the limits thereof. 

‘(2) PROVISION.—Each public housing agen- 
cy or owner or manager of housing assisted 
under a covered housing program shall pro- 
vide the notice developed under paragraph 
(1), together with the form described in sub- 
section (c)(3)(A), to an applicant for or ten- 
ants of housing assisted under a covered 
housing program— 

‘(A) at the time the applicant is denied 
residency in a dwelling unit assisted under 
the covered housing program; 

“(B) at the time the individual is admitted 
to a dwelling unit assisted under the covered 
housing program; 

“(C) with any notification of eviction or 
notification of termination of assistance; 
and 
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“(D) in multiple languages, consistent with 
guidance issued by the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development in accordance with 
Executive Order 13166 (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1 note; 
relating to access to services for persons 
with limited English proficiency). 

““(e) EMERGENCY TRANSFERS.—Each appro- 
priate agency shall adopt a model emergency 
transfer plan for use by public housing agen- 
cies and owners or managers of housing as- 
sisted under covered housing programs 
that— 

“(1) allows tenants who are victims of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking to transfer to another 
available and safe dwelling unit assisted 
under a covered housing program if— 

“(A) the tenant expressly requests the 
transfer; and 

““(B)(i) the tenant reasonably believes that 
the tenant is threatened with imminent 
harm from further violence if the tenant re- 
mains within the same dwelling unit assisted 
under a covered housing program; or 

‘“(ii) in the case of a tenant who is a victim 
of sexual assault, the sexual assault occurred 
on the premises during the 90 day period pre- 
ceding the request for transfer; and 

(2) incorporates reasonable confiden- 
tiality measures to ensure that the public 
housing agency or owner or manager does 
not disclose the location of the dwelling unit 
of a tenant to a person that commits an act 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking against the tenant. 

“(f) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR EMER- 
GENCY TRANSFER.—The Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development shall establish poli- 
cies and procedures under which a victim re- 
questing an emergency transfer under sub- 
section (e) may receive, subject to the avail- 
ability of tenant protection vouchers, assist- 
ance under section 8(0) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1487f(0)). 

“(g) IMPLEMENTATION.—The appropriate 
agency with respect to each covered housing 
program shall implement this section, as 
this section applies to the covered housing 
program.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) SECTION 6.—Section 6 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1487d) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (c)— 

(i) by striking paragraph (3); and 

(ii) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; 

(B) in subsection (1)— 

(i) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘, and that 
an incident or incidents of actual or threat- 
ened domestic violence, dating violence, or 
stalking will not be construed as a serious or 
repeated violation of the lease by the victim 
or threatened victim of that violence and 
will not be good cause for terminating the 
tenancy or occupancy rights of the victim of 
such violence’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘; except 
that”? and all that follows through ‘‘stalk- 
ing.’’; and 

(C) by striking subsection (u). 

(2) SECTION 8.—Section 8 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1487f) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (c), by striking paragraph 
(9); 

(B) in subsection (d)(1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and 
that an applicant or participant is or has 
been a victim of domestic violence, dating 
violence, or stalking is not an appropriate 
basis for denial of program assistance or for 
denial of admission if the applicant other- 
wise qualifies for assistance or admission’’; 
and 
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(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘, and that an 
incident or incidents of actual or threatened 
domestic violence, dating violence, or stalk- 
ing will not be construed as a serious or re- 
peated violation of the lease by the victim or 
threatened victim of that violence and will 
not be good cause for terminating the ten- 
ancy or occupancy rights of the victim of 
such violence”; and 

(II) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘, except 
that:’? and all that follows through ‘‘stalk- 
ing.”’; 

(C) in subsection (f)— 

(i) in paragraph (6), by adding ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(ii) in paragraph (7), by striking the semi- 
colon at the end and inserting a period; and 

(iii) by striking paragraphs (8), (9), (10), and 
ap; 

(D) in subsection (0)— 

(i) in paragraph (6)(B), by striking the last 
sentence; 

(ii) in paragraph (7)— 

(I) in subparagraph (C), by striking “and 
that an incident or incidents of actual or 
threatened domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, or stalking shall not be construed as a 
serious or repeated violation of the lease by 
the victim or threatened victim of that vio- 
lence and shall not be good cause for termi- 
nating the tenancy or occupancy rights of 
the victim of such violence”; and 

(II) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘; ex- 
cept that? and all that follows through 
“stalking.” ; and 

Gii) by striking paragraph (20); and 

(E) by striking subsection (ee). 

(3) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
Act, or the amendments made by this Act, 
shall be construed— 

(A) to limit the rights or remedies avail- 
able to any person under section 6 or 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1987 (42 U.S.C. 
1437d and 1487f), as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this Act; 

(B) to limit any right, remedy, or proce- 
dure otherwise available under any provision 
of part 5, 91, 880, 882, 883, 884, 886, 891, 903, 960, 
966, 982, or 983 of title 24, Code of Federal 
Regulations, that— 

(i) was issued under the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-162; 119 
Stat. 2960) or an amendment made by that 
Act; and 

(ii) provides greater protection for victims 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking than this Act; or 

(C) to disqualify an owner, manager, or 
other individual from participating in or re- 
ceiving the benefits of the low income hous- 
ing tax credit program under section 42 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 because of 
noncompliance with the provisions of this 
Act. 

SEC. 602. TRANSITIONAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 
GRANTS FOR VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEX- 
UAL ASSAULT, AND STALKING. 

Chapter 11 of subtitle B of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13975 et 
seq.) is amended— 

(1) in the chapter heading, by striking 
“CHILD VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 
STALKING, OR SEXUAL ASSAULT” and in- 
serting ‘“‘VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIO- 
LENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL AS- 
SAULT, OR STALKING”; and 

(2) in section 40299 (42 U.S.C. 18975)— 

(A) in the header, by striking ‘‘CHILD VIC- 
TIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, STALKING, OR SEX- 
UAL ASSAULT” and inserting ‘‘VICTIMS OF DO- 
MESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL AS- 
SAULT, OR STALKING’’; 
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(B) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘flee- 
ing”; 

(C) in subsection (b)(8)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking 
at the end; 

Gi) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (C); 

Gii) by inserting after subparagraph (A) 
the following: 

‘“(B) secure employment, including obtain- 
ing employment counseling, occupational 
training, job retention counseling, and coun- 
seling concerning re-entry in to the work- 
force; and”; and 

(iv) in subparagraph (C), as redesignated by 
clause (ii), by striking ‘‘ employment coun- 
seling,’’; and 

(D) in subsection (g)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$40,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2007 through 2011” 
and inserting ‘‘$35,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018”; and 

(ii) in paragraph (3)— 

(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘eligi- 
ble” and inserting ‘‘qualified’’; and 

(II) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(D) QUALIFIED APPLICATION DEFINED.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘qualified applica- 
tion’ means an application that— 

“(i) has been submitted by an eligible ap- 
plicant; 

“(ii) does not propose any activities that 
may compromise victim safety, including— 

“(I) background checks of victims; or 

“(ID clinical evaluations to determine eli- 
gibility for services; 

“(iii) reflects an understanding of the dy- 
namics of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking; and 

‘“(iv) does not propose prohibited activi- 
ties, including mandatory services for vic- 
tims.’’. 

SEC. 603. ADDRESSING THE HOUSING NEEDS OF 
VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 
DATING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL AS- 
SAULT, AND STALKING. 

Subtitle N of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048e et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in section 41404(i) (42 U.S.C. 14048e-3(i)), 
by striking ‘‘$10,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2007 through 2011’ and inserting 
‘*$4,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”; and 

(2) in section 41405(g) (42 U.S.C. 14048e-4(g)), 
by striking ‘‘$10,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2007 through 2011’ and inserting 
‘*$4,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 

TITLE VII—ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR 

VICTIMS OF VIOLENCE 

SEC. 701. NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTER ON 
WORKPLACE RESPONSES TO ASSIST 
VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC AND SEXUAL 
VIOLENCE. 

Section 41501(e) of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048f(e)) is 
amended by striking ‘fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 

TITLE VIII—PROTECTION OF BATTERED 
IMMIGRANTS 
SEC. 801. U NONIMMIGRANT DEFINITION. 

Section 101(a)(15)(U)(iii) of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)@iii)) is amended by inserting 
“stalking; after ‘‘sexual exploitation;’’. 

SEC. 802. ANNUAL REPORT ON IMMIGRATION AP- 
PLICATIONS MADE BY VICTIMS OF 
ABUSE. 

Not later than December 1, 2014, and annu- 
ally thereafter, the Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall submit to the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the Senate and the Com- 
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mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report that includes the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) The number of aliens who— 

(A) submitted an application for non- 
immigrant status under paragraph (15)(T)(i), 
(15)(U)(i), or (51) of section 101(a) of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)) during the preceding fiscal year; 

(B) were granted such nonimmigrant sta- 
tus during such fiscal year; or 

(C) were denied such nonimmigrant status 
during such fiscal year. 

(2) The mean amount of time and median 
amount of time to adjudicate an application 
for such nonimmigrant status during such 
fiscal year. 

(3) The mean amount of time and median 
amount of time between the receipt of an ap- 
plication for such nonimmigrant status and 
the issuance of work authorization to an eli- 
gible applicant during the preceding fiscal 
year. 

(4) The number of aliens granted continued 
presence in the United States under section 
107(c)(3) of the Trafficking Victims Protec- 
tion Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7105(c)(8)) during 
the preceding fiscal year. 

(5) A description of any actions being 
taken to reduce the adjudication and proc- 
essing time, while ensuring the safe and 
competent processing, of an application de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) or a request for con- 
tinued presence referred to in paragraph (4). 
SEC. 803. PROTECTION FOR CHILDREN OF VAWA 

SELF-PETITIONERS. 

Section 204(1)(2) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1154(1)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subparagraph (E), by striking “or” at 
the end; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (F) as 
subparagraph (G); and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the 
following: 

“(F) a child of an alien who filed a pending 
or approved petition for classification or ap- 
plication for adjustment of status or other 
benefit specified in section 101(a)(51) as a 
VAWA self-petitioner; or”. 

SEC. 804. PUBLIC CHARGE. 

Section 212(a)(4) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(4)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(E) SPECIAL RULE FOR QUALIFIED ALIEN 
VICTIMS.—Subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) 
shall not apply to an alien who— 

“() is a VAWA self-petitioner; 

“Gi) is an applicant for, or is granted, non- 
immigrant status under section 101(a)(15)(U); 
or 

“Gii) is a qualified alien described in sec- 
tion 431(c) of the Personal Responsibility and 
Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996 
(8 U.S.C. 1641(c)).”’. 

SEC. 805. REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO U 
VISAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 214(p) of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184(p)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“(7) AGE DETERMINATIONS.— 

“(A) CHILDREN.—An unmarried alien who 
seeks to accompany, or follow to join, a par- 
ent granted status under section 
101(a)(15)(U)(i), and who was under 21 years of 
age on the date on which such parent peti- 
tioned for such status, shall continue to be 
classified as a child for purposes of section 
101(a)(15)(U) (ii), if the alien attains 21 years 
of age after such parent’s petition was filed 
but while it was pending. 

(B) PRINCIPAL ALIENS.—An alien described 
in clause (i) of section 101(a)(15)(U) shall con- 
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tinue to be treated as an alien described in 
clause (ii)(1) of such section if the alien at- 
tains 21 years of age after the alien’s applica- 
tion for status under such clause (i) is filed 
but while it is pending.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect as if 
enacted as part of the Victims of Trafficking 
and Violence Protection Act of 2000 (Public 
Law 106-386; 114 Stat. 1464). 

SEC. 806. HARDSHIP WAIVERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 216(c)(4) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1186a(c)(4)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking the 
comma at the end and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘(1), 
or” and inserting ‘‘(1); or”; 

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon and 
“or”; and 

(4) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

‘(D) the alien meets the requirements 
under section 204(a)(1)(A)Gii)(dD(aa)(BB) and 
following the marriage ceremony was bat- 
tered by or subject to extreme cruelty per- 
petrated by the alien’s intended spouse and 
was not at fault in failing to meet the re- 
quirements of paragraph (1).’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.—Section 
216(c)(4) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1186a(c)(4)), as amended by sub- 
section (a), is further amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking “The Attorney General, in 
the Attorney General’s’’ and inserting ‘‘The 
Secretary of Homeland Security, in the Sec- 
retary’s’’; and 

(2) in the undesignated paragraph at the 
end— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘At- 
torney General’’ and inserting ‘‘Secretary of 
Homeland Security”; 

(B) in the second sentence, by striking 
“Attorney General’? and inserting ‘‘Sec- 
retary”; 

(C) in the third sentence, by striking ‘‘At- 
torney General.” and inserting ‘‘Secretary.”; 
and 

(D) in the fourth sentence, by striking ‘‘At- 
torney General’’ and inserting ‘‘Secretary’’. 
SEC. 807. PROTECTIONS FOR A FIANCEE OR 

FIANCE OF A CITIZEN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 214 of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1184) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘crime.’’ 
and inserting ‘‘crime described in paragraph 
(3)(B) and information on any permanent 
protection or restraining order issued 
against the petitioner related to any speci- 
fied crime described in paragraph (3)(B)(i).”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘a consular officer” and in- 
serting ‘‘the Secretary of Homeland Secu- 
rity”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘the officer” and inserting 
“the Secretary”; and 

(C) in paragraph (8)(B)(i), by striking 
“abuse, and stalking.” and inserting ‘‘abuse, 
stalking, or an attempt to commit any such 
crime.”; and 

(2) in subsection (r)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘crime.’’ 
and inserting ‘‘crime described in paragraph 
(5)(B) and information on any permanent 
protection or restraining order issued 
against the petitioner related to any speci- 
fied crime described in subsection (5)(B)(i).’’; 
and 

(B) by amending paragraph (4)(B)(ii) to 
read as follows: 
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“(ii) To notify the beneficiary as required 
by clause (i), the Secretary of Homeland Se- 
curity shall provide such notice to the Sec- 
retary of State for inclusion in the mailing 
to the beneficiary described in section 
833(a)(5)(A)(i) of the International Marriage 
Broker Regulation Act of 2005 (8 U.S.C. 
1375a(a)(5)(A)(i)).”’; and 

(3) in paragraph (5)(B)(i), by striking 
“abuse, and stalking.” and inserting ‘‘abuse, 
stalking, or an attempt to commit any such 
crime.’’. 

(b) PROVISION OF INFORMATION TO K NON- 
IMMIGRANTS.—Section 833 of the Inter- 
national Marriage Broker Regulation Act of 
2005 (8 U.S.C. 1875a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(5)(A)— 

(A) in clause (iii)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘State any’’ and inserting 
“State, for inclusion in the mailing de- 
scribed in clause (i), any”; and 

(ii) by striking the last sentence; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(iv) The Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall conduct a background check of the Na- 
tional Crime Information Center’s Protec- 
tion Order Database on each petitioner for a 
visa under subsection (d) or (r) of section 214 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1184). Any appropriate information ob- 
tained from such background check— 

‘(T) shall accompany the criminal back- 
ground information provided by the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security to the Sec- 
retary of State and shared by the Secretary 
of State with a beneficiary of a petition re- 
ferred to in clause (iii); and 

“(ID) shall not be used or disclosed for any 
other purpose unless expressly authorized by 
law. 

‘“(v) The Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall create a cover sheet or other mecha- 
nism to accompany the information required 
to be provided to an applicant for a visa 
under subsection (d) or (r) of section 214 of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1184) by clauses (i) through (iv) of this 
paragraph or by clauses (i) and (ii) of sub- 
section (r)(4)(B) of such section 214, that 
calls to the applicant’s attention— 

“(D whether the petitioner disclosed a pro- 
tection order, a restraining order, or crimi- 
nal history information on the visa petition; 

“(ID) the criminal background information 
and information about any protection order 
obtained by the Secretary of Homeland Secu- 
rity regarding the petitioner in the course of 
adjudicating the petition; and 

‘“(IIT) whether the information the peti- 
tioner disclosed on the visa petition regard- 
ing any previous petitions filed under sub- 
section (d) or (r) of such section 214 is con- 
sistent with the information in the multiple 
visa tracking database of the Department of 
Homeland Security, as described in sub- 
section (r)(4)(A) of such section 214.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)(A), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
after ‘‘orders’’ and inserting ‘‘and’’. 

SEC. 808. REGULATION OF INTERNATIONAL MAR- 
RIAGE BROKERS. 

(a) IMPLEMENTATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
MARRIAGE BROKER ACT OF 2005.— 

(1) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following: 

(A) The International Marriage Broker Act 
of 2005 (subtitle D of Public Law 109-162; 119 
Stat. 3066) has not been fully implemented 
with regard to investigating and prosecuting 
violations of the law, and for other purposes. 

(B) Six years after Congress enacted the 
International Marriage Broker Act of 2005 to 
regulate the activities of the hundreds of for- 
profit international marriage brokers oper- 
ating in the United States, the Attorney 
General has not determined which compo- 
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nent of the Department of Justice will inves- 
tigate and prosecute violations of such Act. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Attorney General shall submit to Congress a 
report that includes the following: 

(A) The name of the component of the De- 
partment of Justice responsible for inves- 
tigating and prosecuting violations of the 
International Marriage Broker Act of 2005 
(subtitle D of Public Law 109-162; 119 Stat. 
3066) and the amendments made by this Act. 

(B) A description of the policies and proce- 
dures of the Attorney General for consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of Homeland Secu- 
rity and the Secretary of State in inves- 
tigating and prosecuting such violations. 

(b) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 
833(a)(2)(H) of the International Marriage 
Broker Regulation Act of 2005 (8 U.S.C. 
1875a(a)(2)(H)) is amended by striking ‘‘Fed- 
eral and State sex offender public registries” 
and inserting ‘‘the National Sex Offender 
Public Website”. 

(c) REGULATION OF INTERNATIONAL MAR- 
RIAGE BROKERS.—Section 833(d) of the Inter- 
national Marriage Broker Regulation Act of 
2005 (8 U.S.C. 1875a(d)) is amended— 

(1) by amending paragraph (1) to read as 
follows: 

“(1) PROHIBITION ON MARKETING OF OR TO 
CHILDREN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—An international mar- 
riage broker shall not provide any individual 
or entity with the personal contact informa- 
tion, photograph, or general information 
about the background or interests of any in- 
dividual under the age of 18. 

““(B) COMPLIANCE.—To comply with the re- 
quirements of subparagraph (A), an inter- 
national marriage broker shall— 

“(i) obtain a valid copy of each foreign na- 
tional client’s birth certificate or other 
proof of age document issued by an appro- 
priate government entity; 

“(ii) indicate on such certificate or docu- 
ment the date it was received by the inter- 
national marriage broker; 

‘“(iii) retain the original of such certificate 
or document for 7 years after such date of re- 
ceipt; and 

““(iv) produce such certificate or document 
upon request to an appropriate authority 
charged with the enforcement of this para- 
graph.”’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)(i)— 

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘REG- 
ISTRIES.—’’ and inserting ‘‘WEBSITE.—’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘Registry or State sex of- 
fender public registry,’ and inserting 
““Website,’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking ‘‘or 
stalking.” and inserting ‘‘stalking, or an at- 
tempt to commit any such crime.”’; 

(8) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)— 

(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘Registry, or of 
the relevant State sex offender public reg- 
istry for any State not yet participating in 
the National Sex Offender Public Registry, 
in which the United States client has resided 
during the previous 20 years,” and inserting 
“Website”; and 

(ii) in clause (iii)(II), by striking ‘‘back- 
ground information collected by the inter- 
national marriage broker under paragraph 
(2)(B);’? and inserting ‘‘signed certification 
and accompanying documentation or attes- 
tation regarding the background information 
collected under paragraph (2)(B);’’; and 

(B) by striking subparagraph (C); 

(4) in paragraph (5)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by striking “A 
penalty may be imposed under clause (i) by 


January 22, 2013 


the Attorney General only” and inserting 
“At the discretion of the Attorney General, 
a penalty may be imposed under clause (i) ei- 
ther by a Federal judge, or by the Attorney 
General’’; 

(B) by amending subparagraph (B) to read 
as follows: 

‘((B) FEDERAL CRIMINAL PENALTIES.— 

“(i) FAILURE OF INTERNATIONAL MARRIAGE 
BROKERS TO COMPLY WITH OBLIGATIONS.—Ex- 
cept as provided in clause (ii), an inter- 
national marriage broker that, in cir- 
cumstances in or affecting interstate or for- 
eign commerce, or within the special mari- 
time and territorial jurisdiction of the 
United States— 

‘“(T) except as provided in subclause (II), 
violates (or attempts to violate) paragraph 
(1), (2), (8), or (4) shall be fined in accordance 
with title 18, United States Code, or impris- 
oned for not more than 1 year, or both; or 

“(II) knowingly violates or attempts to 
violate paragraphs (1), (2), (3), or (4) shall be 
fined in accordance with title 18, United 
States Code, or imprisoned for not more than 
5 years, or both. 

“(ii) MISUSE OF INFORMATION.—A person 
who knowingly discloses, uses, or causes to 
be used any information obtained by an 
international marriage broker as a result of 
a requirement under paragraph (2) or (3) for 
any purpose other than the disclosures re- 
quired under paragraph (3) shall be fined in 
accordance with title 18, United States Code, 
or imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or 
both. 

“(iii) FRAUDULENT FAILURES OF UNITED 
STATES CLIENTS TO MAKE REQUIRED SELF-DIS- 
CLOSURES.—A person who knowingly and 
with intent to defraud another person out- 
side the United States in order to recruit, so- 
licit, entice, or induce that other person into 
entering a dating or matrimonial relation- 
ship, makes false or fraudulent representa- 
tions regarding the disclosures described in 
clause (i), (ii), (ii), or (iv) of subsection 
(d)(2)(B), including by failing to make any 
such disclosures, shall be fined in accordance 
with title 18, United States Code, imprisoned 
for not more than 1 year, or both. 

‘(iv) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PENALTIES.— 
The penalties provided in clauses (i), (ii), and 
(ii) are in addition to any other civil or 
criminal liability under Federal or State law 
to which a person may be subject for the 
misuse of information, including misuse to 
threaten, intimidate, or harass any indi- 
vidual. 

‘““(v) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this para- 
graph or paragraph (3) or (4) may be con- 
strued to prevent the disclosure of informa- 
tion to law enforcement or pursuant to a 
court order.’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘including eq- 
uitable remedies.’’; 

(5) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) 
as paragraphs (7) and (8), respectively; and 

(6) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘*(6) ENFORCEMENT.— 

‘(A) AUTHORITY.—The Attorney General 
shall be responsible for the enforcement of 
the provisions of this section, including the 
prosecution of civil and criminal penalties 
provided for by this section. 

““(B) CONSULTATION.—The Attorney General 
shall consult with the Director of the Office 
on Violence Against Women of the Depart- 
ment of Justice to develop policies and pub- 
lic education designed to promote enforce- 
ment of this section.’’. 
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(d) GAO STUDY AND REPORT.—Section 833(f) 
of the International Marriage Broker Regu- 
lation Act of 2005 (8 U.S.C. 1875a(f)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“STUDY AND REPORT.—’’ and inserting 
“STUDIES AND REPORTS.—’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(4) CONTINUING IMPACT STUDY AND RE- 
PORT.— 

‘(A) STuDY.—The Comptroller General 
shall conduct a study on the continuing im- 
pact of the implementation of this section 
and of section of 214 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1184) on the process 
for granting K nonimmigrant visas, includ- 
ing specifically a study of the items de- 
scribed in subparagraphs (A) through (E) of 
paragraph (1). 

“(B) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of the enactment of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives a report setting 
forth the results of the study conducted 
under subparagraph (A). 

“(C) DATA COLLECTION.—The Attorney Gen- 
eral, the Secretary of Homeland Security, 
and the Secretary of State shall collect and 
maintain the data necessary for the Comp- 
troller General to conduct the study required 
by paragraph (1)(A).’’. 

SEC. 809. ELIGIBILITY OF CRIME AND TRAF- 
FICKING VICTIMS IN THE COMMON- 
WEALTH OF THE NORTHERN MAR- 
IANA ISLANDS TO ADJUST STATUS. 

Section 705(c) of the Consolidated Natural 
Resources Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-229; 48 
U.S.C. 1806 note), is amended by striking 
“except that,” and all that follows through 
the end, and inserting the following: ‘‘except 
that— 

“(1) for the purpose of determining wheth- 
er an alien lawfully admitted for permanent 
residence (as defined in section 101(a)(20) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(20)) has abandoned or lost such 
status by reason of absence from the United 
States, such alien’s presence in the Common- 
wealth, before, on or after November 28, 2009, 
shall be considered to be presence in the 
United States; and 

‘(2) for the purpose of determining wheth- 
er an alien whose application for status 
under subparagraph (T) or (U) of section 
101(a)(15) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)) was granted is sub- 
sequently eligible for adjustment under sub- 
section (1) or (m) of section 245 of such Act (8 
U.S.C. 1255), such alien’s physical presence in 
the Commonwealth before, on, or after No- 
vember 28, 2009, and subsequent to the grant 
of the application, shall be considered as 
equivalent to presence in the United States 
pursuant to a nonimmigrant admission in 
such status.’’. 

SEC. 810. DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION FOR NA- 
TIONAL SECURITY PURPOSES. 

(a) INFORMATION SHARING.—Section 384(b) 
of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immi- 
grant Responsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 
1367(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘Secretary of Homeland 
Security or the” before “Attorney General 
may”; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘Secretary’s or the’’ be- 
fore “Attorney General’s discretion’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘Secretary of Homeland 
Security or the” before “Attorney General 
may”: 
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(B) by inserting ‘‘Secretary or the’’ before 
“Attorney General for’’; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘in a manner that protects 
the confidentiality of such information” 
after ‘‘law enforcement purpose’’; 

(8) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘Attorney 
General is” and inserting ‘‘Secretary of 
Homeland Security and the Attorney Gen- 
eral are”; and 

(4) by adding at the end a new paragraph as 
follows: 

(8) Notwithstanding subsection (a)(2), the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, the Sec- 
retary of State, or the Attorney General 
may provide in the discretion of either such 
Secretary or the Attorney General for the 
disclosure of information to national secu- 
rity officials to be used solely for a national 
security purpose in a manner that protects 
the confidentiality of such information.”’’. 

(b) GUIDELINES.—Section 384(d) of the Ille- 
gal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Re- 
sponsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1867(d)) is 
amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, Secretary of State,” 
after ‘‘The Attorney General’’; 

(2) by inserting ‘‘, Department of State,” 
after ‘‘Department of Justice”; and 

(3) by inserting ‘‘and severe forms of traf- 
ficking in persons or criminal activity listed 
in section 101(a)(15)(U) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(u))”’ 
after ‘‘domestic violence”. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Attorney General, the Secretary of 
State, and Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall provide the guidance required by sec- 
tion 384(d) of the Illegal Immigration Reform 
and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 (8 
U.S.C. 1867(d)), consistent with the amend- 
ments made by subsections (a) and (b). 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 
384(a)(1) of the Illegal Immigration Reform 
and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1986 is 
amended by striking ‘‘241(a)(2)’’ in the mat- 
ter following subparagraph (F) and inserting 
937(a)(2)’’. 

TITLE IX—SAFETY FOR INDIAN WOMEN 
SEC. 901. GRANTS TO INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERN- 

MENTS. 

Section 2015(a) of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3796gg-10(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘“‘sex traf- 
ficking,’’ after ‘‘sexual assault,’’; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘“‘sex traf- 
ficking,’’ after ‘‘sexual assault,’’; 

(8) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘and stalk- 
ing” and all that follows and inserting ‘‘sex- 
ual assault, sex trafficking, and stalking;’’; 

(4) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘sex trafficking,’ after 
“sexual assault,” each place it appears; and 

(B) by striking “and” at the end; 

(5) in paragraph (8)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘sex trafficking,” after 
“stalking,’’; and 

(B) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 

““(9) provide services to address the needs 
of youth who are victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, sex 
trafficking, or stalking and the needs of 
youth and children exposed to domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, including support for the non- 
abusing parent or the caretaker of the youth 
or child; and 

‘“(10) develop and promote legislation and 
policies that enhance best practices for re- 
sponding to violent crimes against Indian 
women, including the crimes of domestic vi- 
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olence, dating violence, sexual assault, sex 

trafficking, and stalking.’’. 

SEC. 902. GRANTS TO INDIAN 
TIONS. 

Section 2001 of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3796gg) is amended by striking sub- 
section (d) and inserting the following: 

‘(d) TRIBAL COALITION GRANTS.— 

‘(1) PURPOSE.—The Attorney General shall 
award a grant to tribal coalitions for pur- 
poses of— 

“(A) increasing awareness of domestic vio- 
lence and sexual assault against Indian 
women; 

‘(B) enhancing the response to violence 
against Indian women at the Federal, State, 
and tribal levels; 

‘(C) identifying and providing technical 
assistance to coalition membership and trib- 
al communities to enhance access to essen- 
tial services to Indian women victimized by 
domestic and sexual violence, including sex 
trafficking; and 

‘(D) assisting Indian tribes in developing 
and promoting State, local, and tribal legis- 
lation and policies that enhance best prac- 
tices for responding to violent crimes 
against Indian women, including the crimes 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, sex trafficking, and stalking. 

(2) GRANTS.—The Attorney General shall 
award grants on an annual basis under para- 
graph (1) to— 

“(A) each tribal coalition that— 

“(i) meets the criteria of a tribal coalition 
under section 40002(a) of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 
13925(a)); 

“(ii) is recognized by the Office on Vio- 
lence Against Women; and 

“(iii) provides services to Indian tribes; 
and 

‘(B) organizations that propose to incor- 
porate and operate a tribal coalition in areas 
where Indian tribes are located but no tribal 
coalition exists. 

(3) USE OF AMOUNTS.—For each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018, of the amounts ap- 
propriated to carry out this subsection— 

‘(A) not more than 10 percent shall be 
made available to organizations described in 
paragraph (2)(B), provided that 1 or more or- 
ganizations determined by the Attorney 
General to be qualified apply; 

‘“(B) not less than 90 percent shall be made 
available to tribal coalitions described in 
paragraph (2)(A), which amounts shall be dis- 
tributed equally among each eligible tribal 
coalition for the applicable fiscal year. 

‘(4) ELIGIBILITY FOR OTHER GRANTS.—Re- 
ceipt of an award under this subsection by a 
tribal coalition shall not preclude the tribal 
coalition from receiving additional grants 
under this title to carry out the purposes de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 

‘“(5) MULTIPLE PURPOSE APPLICATIONS.— 
Nothing in this subsection prohibits any 
tribal coalition or organization described in 
paragraph (2) from applying for funding to 
address sexual assault or domestic violence 
needs in the same application.’’. 

SEC. 903. CONSULTATION. 

Section 903 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045d) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and the Violence Against 
Women Act of 2000” and inserting ‘‘, the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 2000”; and 

(B) by inserting ‘“, and the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013” 
before the period at the end; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
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(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘Secretary of the Department of 
Health and Human Services” and inserting 
“Secretary of Health and Human Services, 
the Secretary of the Interior,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and 
stalking” and inserting ‘“‘stalking, and sex 
trafficking”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Attorney Gen- 
eral shall submit to Congress an annual re- 
port on the annual consultations required 
under subsection (a) that— 

“(1) contains the recommendations made 
under subsection (b) by Indian tribes during 
the year covered by the report; 

“(2) describes actions taken during the 
year covered by the report to respond to rec- 
ommendations made under subsection (b) 
during the year or a previous year; and 

“(3) describes how the Attorney General 
will work in coordination and collaboration 
with Indian tribes, the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, and the Secretary of 
the Interior to address the recommendations 
made under subsection (b). 

‘(d) NOTICE.—Not later than 120 days be- 
fore the date of a consultation under sub- 
section (a), the Attorney General shall no- 
tify tribal leaders of the date, time, and loca- 
tion of the consultation.” . 

SEC. 904. TRIBAL JURISDICTION OVER CRIMES 
OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE. 

Title II of Public Law 90-284 (25 U.S.C. 1801 
et seq.) (Commonly known as the ‘Indian 
Civil Rights Act of 1968’’) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“SEC. 204. TRIBAL JURISDICTION OVER CRIMES 
OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) DATING VIOLENCE.—The term ‘dating 
violence’ means violence committed by a 
person who is or has been in a social rela- 
tionship of a romantic or intimate nature 
with the victim, as determined by the length 
of the relationship, the type of relationship, 
and the frequency of interaction between the 
persons involved in the relationship. 

‘(2) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE.—The term ‘do- 
mestic violence’ means violence committed 
by a current or former spouse or intimate 
partner of the victim, by a person with 
whom the victim shares a child in common, 
by a person who is cohabitating with or has 
cohabitated with the victim as a spouse or 
intimate partner, or by a person similarly 
situated to a spouse of the victim under the 
domestic- or family- violence laws of an In- 
dian tribe that has jurisdiction over the In- 
dian country where the violence occurs. 

‘(3) INDIAN COUNTRY.—The term ‘Indian 
country’ has the meaning given the term in 
section 1151 of title 18, United States Code. 

‘(4) PARTICIPATING TRIBE.—The term ‘par- 
ticipating tribe’ means an Indian tribe that 
elects to exercise special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction over the Indian country 
of that Indian tribe. 

‘“(5) PROTECTION ORDER.—The term ‘protec- 
tion order’— 

“(A) means any injunction, restraining 
order, or other order issued by a civil or 
criminal court for the purpose of preventing 
violent or threatening acts or harassment 
against, sexual violence against, contact or 
communication with, or physical proximity 
to, another person; and 

‘(B) includes any temporary or final order 
issued by a civil or criminal court, whether 
obtained by filing an independent action or 
as a pendent lite order in another pro- 
ceeding, if the civil or criminal order was 
issued in response to a complaint, petition, 
or motion filed by or on behalf of a person 
seeking protection. 
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‘(6) SPECIAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CRIMINAL 
JURISDICTION.—The term ‘special domestic 
violence criminal jurisdiction’ means the 
criminal jurisdiction that a participating 
tribe may exercise under this section but 
could not otherwise exercise. 

“(7) SPOUSE OR INTIMATE PARTNER.—The 
term ‘spouse or intimate partner’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2266 of 
title 18, United States Code. 

‘“(b) NATURE OF THE CRIMINAL JURISDIC- 
TION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, in addition to all 
powers of self-government recognized and af- 
firmed by sections 201 and 203, the powers of 
self-government of a participating tribe in- 
clude the inherent power of that tribe, which 
is hereby recognized and affirmed, to exer- 
cise special domestic violence criminal juris- 
diction over all persons. 

‘“(2) CONCURRENT JURISDICTION.—The exer- 
cise of special domestic violence criminal ju- 
risdiction by a participating tribe shall be 
concurrent with the jurisdiction of the 
United States, of a State, or of both. 

“(3) APPLICABILITY.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion— 

“(A) creates or eliminates any Federal or 
State criminal jurisdiction over Indian coun- 
try; or 

“(B) affects the authority of the United 
States or any State government that has 
been delegated authority by the United 
States to investigate and prosecute a crimi- 
nal violation in Indian country. 

“*(4) EXCEPTIONS.— 

“(A) VICTIM AND DEFENDANT ARE BOTH NON- 
INDIANS.— 

“() IN GENERAL.—A participating tribe 
may not exercise special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction over an alleged offense 
if neither the defendant nor the alleged vic- 
tim is an Indian. 

“(ii) DEFINITION OF VICTIM.—In this sub- 
paragraph and with respect to a criminal 
proceeding in which a participating tribe ex- 
ercises special domestic violence criminal 
jurisdiction based on a violation of a protec- 
tion order, the term ‘victim’ means a person 
specifically protected by a protection order 
that the defendant allegedly violated. 

‘“(B) DEFENDANT LACKS TIES TO THE INDIAN 
TRIBE.—A participating tribe may exercise 
special domestic violence criminal jurisdic- 
tion over a defendant only if the defendant— 

“(i) resides in the Indian country of the 
participating tribe; 

“Gi) is employed in the Indian country of 
the participating tribe; or 

“(ii) is a spouse, intimate partner, or dat- 
ing partner of— 

“(I)a member of the participating tribe; or 

‘“(ID) an Indian who resides in the Indian 
country of the participating tribe. 

“(¢) CRIMINAL CONDUCT.—A participating 
tribe may exercise special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction over a defendant for 
criminal conduct that falls into one or more 
of the following categories: 

“(1) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND DATING VIO- 
LENCE.—An act of domestic violence or dat- 
ing violence that occurs in the Indian coun- 
try of the participating tribe. 

‘(2) VIOLATIONS OF PROTECTION ORDERS.— 
An act that— 

“(A) occurs in the Indian country of the 
participating tribe; and 

“(B) violates the portion of a protection 
order that— 

“() prohibits or provides protection 
against violent or threatening acts or har- 
assment against, sexual violence against, 
contact or communication with, or physical 
proximity to, another person; 
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“(ii) was issued against the defendant; 

“(iii) is enforceable by the participating 
tribe; and 

“(iv) is consistent with section 2265(b) of 
title 18, United States Code. 

‘“(d) RIGHTS OF DEFENDANTS.—In a criminal 
proceeding in which a participating tribe ex- 
ercises special domestic violence criminal 
jurisdiction, the participating tribe shall 
provide to the defendant— 

“(1) all applicable rights under this Act; 

“(2) if a term of imprisonment of any 
length may be imposed, all rights described 
in section 202(c); 

‘(3) the right to a trial by an impartial 
jury that is drawn from sources that— 

“(A) reflect a fair cross section of the com- 
munity; and 

“(B) do not systematically exclude any dis- 
tinctive group in the community, including 
non-Indians; and 

“(4) all other rights whose protection is 
necessary under the Constitution of the 
United States in order for Congress to recog- 
nize and affirm the inherent power of the 
participating tribe to exercise special domes- 
tic violence criminal jurisdiction over the 
defendant. 

‘(e) PETITIONS To STAY DETENTION.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A person who has filed a 
petition for a writ of habeas corpus in a 
court of the United States under section 203 
may petition that court to stay further de- 
tention of that person by the participating 
tribe. 

‘(2) GRANT OF STAY.—A court shall grant a 
stay described in paragraph (1) if the court— 

“(A) finds that there is a substantial likeli- 
hood that the habeas corpus petition will be 
granted; and 

“(B) after giving each alleged victim in the 
matter an opportunity to be heard, finds by 
clear and convincing evidence that under 
conditions imposed by the court, the peti- 
tioner is not likely to flee or pose a danger 
to any person or the community if released. 

“(3) NOTICE.—An Indian tribe that has or- 
dered the detention of any person has a duty 
to timely notify such person of his rights 
and privileges under this subsection and 
under section 203. 

‘(f) GRANTS TO TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS.—The 
Attorney General may award grants to the 
governments of Indian tribes (or to author- 
ized designees of those governments)— 

“(1) to strengthen tribal criminal justice 
systems to assist Indian tribes in exercising 
special domestic violence criminal jurisdic- 
tion, including— 

“(A) law enforcement (including the capac- 
ity of law enforcement or court personnel to 
enter information into and obtain informa- 
tion from national crime information data- 
bases); 

‘“(B) prosecution; 

‘“(C) trial and appellate courts; 

‘“(D) probation systems; 

“(E) detention and correctional facilities; 

“(F) alternative rehabilitation centers; 

‘(G) culturally appropriate services and 
assistance for victims and their families; and 

“(H) criminal codes and rules of criminal 
procedure, appellate procedure, and evi- 
dence; 

‘(2) to provide indigent criminal defend- 
ants with the effective assistance of licensed 
defense counsel, at no cost to the defendant, 
in criminal proceedings in which a partici- 
pating tribe prosecutes a crime of domestic 
violence or dating violence or a criminal vio- 
lation of a protection order; 

‘(3) to ensure that, in criminal proceedings 
in which a participating tribe exercises spe- 
cial domestic violence criminal jurisdiction, 
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jurors are summoned, selected, and in- 
structed in a manner consistent with all ap- 
plicable requirements; and 

“(4) to accord victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, and violations of protection 
orders rights that are similar to the rights of 
a crime victim described in section 3771(a) of 
title 18, United States Code, consistent with 
tribal law and custom. 

“(g) SUPPLEMENT, NoT SUPPLANT.— 
Amounts made available under this section 
shall supplement and not supplant any other 
Federal, State, tribal, or local government 
amounts made available to carry out activi- 
ties described in this section. 

‘(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated 
$5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018 to carry out subsection (f) and to pro- 
vide training, technical assistance, data col- 
lection, and evaluation of the criminal jus- 
tice systems of participating tribes.’’. 

SEC. 905. TRIBAL PROTECTION ORDERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2265 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
subsection (e) and inserting the following: 

“(e) TRIBAL COURT JURISDICTION.—For pur- 
poses of this section, a court of an Indian 
tribe shall have full civil jurisdiction to 
issue and enforce protection orders involving 
any person, including the authority to en- 
force any orders through civil contempt pro- 
ceedings, to exclude violators from Indian 
land, and to use other appropriate mecha- 
nisms, in matters arising anywhere in the 
Indian country of the Indian tribe (as defined 
in section 1151) or otherwise within the au- 
thority of the Indian tribe.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), nothing in this Act, including 
an amendment made by this Act, alters or 
modifies the jurisdiction or authority of an 
Indian tribe in the State of Alaska under 
section 2265(e) of title 18, United States Code 
(as in effect on the day before the date of en- 
actment of this Act). 

(2) STATE OF ALASKA.—In the State of Alas- 
ka, subsection (a) shall apply only to the 
Metlakatla Indian Community, Annette Is- 
land Reserve. 

SEC. 906. AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL AS- 
SAULT STATUTE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 113 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

(1) Assault with intent to commit murder 
or a violation of section 2241 or 2242, by a fine 
under this title, imprisonment for not more 
than 20 years, or both.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘felony 
under chapter 109A” and inserting ‘‘violation 
of section 2241 or 2242’’; 

(C) in paragraph (8) by striking ‘‘and with- 
out just cause or excuse,’’; 

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking 
months” and inserting ‘‘1 year”; 

(E) in paragraph (7)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘substantial bodily injury 
to an individual who has not attained the 
age of 16 years” and inserting ‘‘substantial 
bodily injury to a spouse or intimate part- 
ner, a dating partner, or an individual who 
has not attained the age of 16 years”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘fine’’ and inserting ‘‘a 
fine”; and 

(F) by adding at the end the following: 

“(8) Assault of a spouse, intimate partner, 
or dating partner by strangling, suffocating, 
or attempting to strangle or suffocate, by a 
fine under this title, imprisonment for not 
more than 10 years, or both.’’; and 
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(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(b) As used in this sub- 
section—”’ and inserting the following: 

‘*(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘and’”’ 
at the end; 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

““(3) the terms ‘dating partner’ and ‘spouse 
or intimate partner’ have the meanings 
given those terms in section 2266; 

(4) the term ‘strangling’ means inten- 
tionally, knowingly, or recklessly impeding 
the normal breathing or circulation of the 
blood of a person by applying pressure to the 
throat or neck, regardless of whether that 
conduct results in any visible injury or 
whether there is any intent to kill or 
protractedly injure the victim; and 

(5) the term ‘suffocating’ means inten- 
tionally, knowingly, or recklessly impeding 
the normal breathing of a person by covering 
the mouth of the person, the nose of the per- 
son, or both, regardless of whether that con- 
duct results in any visible injury or whether 
there is any intent to kill or protractedly in- 
jure the victim.’’. 

(b) INDIAN MAJOR CRIMES.—Section 1153(a) 
of title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘assault with intent to commit 
murder, assault with a dangerous weapon, 
assault resulting in serious bodily injury (as 
defined in section 1365 of this title)” and in- 
serting ‘‘a felony assault under section 113”. 

(c) REPEAT OFFENDERS.—Section 
2265A(b)(1)(B) of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting ‘‘or tribal” after 
“State”. 

SEC. 907. ANALYSIS AND RESEARCH ON VIO- 
LENCE AGAINST INDIAN WOMEN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 904(a) of the Vio- 
lence Against Women and Department of 
Justice Reauthorization Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 3796gg-10 note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking “The National” and insert- 
ing “Not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of the Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act of 2013, the National”; 
and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and in Native villages (as 
defined in section 3 of the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act (48 U.S.C. 1602))’’ be- 
fore the period at the end; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(A)— 

(A) in clause (iv), by striking “and” at the 
end; 

(B) in clause (v), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

““(vi) sex trafficking.’’; 

(8) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘this Act” 
and inserting ‘‘the Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act of 2013”; and 

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘this sec- 
tion $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 and 
2008” and inserting ‘‘this subsection $1,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 and 2015”. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 905(b)(2) of the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (28 U.S.C. 534 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 

SEC. 908. EFFECTIVE DATES; PILOT PROJECT. 

(a) GENERAL EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as 
provided in section 4 and subsection (b) of 
this section, the amendments made by this 
title shall take effect on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE FOR SPECIAL DOMESTIC- 
VIOLENCE CRIMINAL JURISDICTION.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), subsections (b) through (d) of 
section 204 of Public Law 90-284 (as added by 
section 904) shall take effect on the date that 
is 2 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(2) PILOT PROJECT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—At any time during the 2- 
year period beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, an Indian tribe may ask 
the Attorney General to designate the tribe 
as a participating tribe under section 204(a) 
of Public Law 90-284 on an accelerated basis. 

(B) PROCEDURE.—The Attorney General 
may grant a request under subparagraph (A) 
after coordinating with the Secretary of the 
Interior, consulting with affected Indian 
tribes, and concluding that the criminal jus- 
tice system of the requesting tribe has ade- 
quate safeguards in place to protect defend- 
ants’ rights, consistent with section 204 of 
Public Law 90-284. 

(C) EFFECTIVE DATES FOR PILOT PROJECTS.— 
An Indian tribe designated as a participating 
tribe under this paragraph may commence 
exercising special domestic violence crimi- 
nal jurisdiction pursuant to subsections (b) 
through (d) of section 204 of Public Law 90- 
284 on a date established by the Attorney 
General, after consultation with that Indian 
tribe, but in no event later than the date 
that is 2 years after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

SEC. 909. INDIAN LAW AND ORDER COMMISSION; 
REPORT ON THE ALASKA RURAL 
JUSTICE AND LAW ENFORCEMENT 
COMMISSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 15(f) of the Indian 
Law Enforcement Reform Act (25 U.S.C. 
2812(f)) is amended by striking ‘‘2 years” and 
inserting ‘‘3 years’’. 

(b) REPORT.—The Attorney General, in con- 
sultation with the Attorney General of the 
State of Alaska, the Commissioner of Public 
Safety of the State of Alaska, the Alaska 
Federation of Natives and Federally recog- 
nized Indian tribes in the State of Alaska, 
shall report to Congress not later than one 
year after enactment of this Act with re- 
spect to whether the Alaska Rural Justice 
and Law Enforcement Commission estab- 
lished under Section 112(a)(1) of the Consoli- 
dated Appropriations Act, 2004 should be con- 
tinued and appropriations authorized for the 
continued work of the commission. The re- 
port may contain recommendations for legis- 
lation with respect to the scope of work and 
composition of the commission. 

SEC. 910. LIMITATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), nothing in this Act or any 
amendment made by this Act limits, alters, 
expands, or diminishes the civil or criminal 
jurisdiction of the State of Alaska, any sub- 
division of the State of Alaska, or any Indian 
tribe in the State of Alaska. 

(b) STATE OF ALASKA.—In the State of 
Alaska, sections 904 and 905(a) shall apply 
only to the Metlakatla Indian Community, 
Annette Island Reserve. 

TITLE X—SAFER ACT 
SEC. 1001. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Sexual As- 
sault Forensic Evidence Reporting Act of 
2013” or the ‘‘SAFER Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 1002. DEBBIE SMITH GRANTS FOR AUDITING 
SEXUAL ASSAULT EVIDENCE BACK- 
LOGS. 

Section 2 of the DNA Analysis Backlog 
Elimination Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 14135) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 
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“(7) To conduct an audit consistent with 
subsection (n) of the samples of sexual as- 
sault evidence that are in the possession of 
the State or unit of local government and 
are awaiting testing. 

‘(8) To ensure that the collection and proc- 
essing of DNA evidence by law enforcement 
agencies from crimes, including sexual as- 
sault and other violent crimes against per- 
sons, is carried out in an appropriate and 
timely manner and in accordance with the 
protocols and practices developed under sub- 
section (0)(1).”’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘(4) ALLOCATION OF GRANT AWARDS FOR AU- 
DITs.—For each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2017, not less than 5 percent, but not more 
than 7 percent, of the grant amounts distrib- 
uted under paragraph (1) shall, if sufficient 
applications to justify such amounts are re- 
ceived by the Attorney General, be awarded 
for purposes described in subsection (a)(7), 
provided that none of the funds required to 
be distributed under this paragraph shall de- 
crease or otherwise limit the availability of 
funds required to be awarded to States or 
units of local government under paragraph 
(8).’’?; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘(n) USE OF FUNDS FOR AUDITING SEXUAL 
ASSAULT EVIDENCE BACKLOGS.— 

“(1) ELIGIBILITY.—The Attorney General 
may award a grant under this section to a 
State or unit of local government for the 
purpose described in subsection (a)(7) only if 
the State or unit of local government— 

‘(A) submits a plan for performing the 
audit of samples described in such sub- 
section; and 

‘“(B) includes in such plan a good-faith es- 
timate of the number of such samples. 

(2) GRANT CONDITIONS.—A State or unit of 
local government receiving a grant for the 
purpose described in subsection (a)(7)— 

“(A) may not enter into any contract or 
agreement with any non-governmental ven- 
dor laboratory to conduct an audit described 
in subsection (a)(7); and 

“(B) shall— 

“(i) not later than 1 year after receiving 
the grant, complete the audit referred to in 
paragraph (1)(A) in accordance with the plan 
submitted under such paragraph; 

“(ii) not later than 60 days after receiving 
possession of a sample of sexual assault evi- 
dence that was not in the possession of the 
State or unit of local government at the 
time of the initiation of an audit under para- 
graph (1)(A), subject to paragraph (4)(F), in- 
clude in any required reports under clause 
(v), the information listed under paragraph 
(4)(B); 

““(iii) for each sample of sexual assault evi- 
dence that is identified as awaiting testing 
as part of the audit referred to in paragraph 
()(A)— 

‘“(T) assign a unique numeric or alpha- 
numeric identifier to each sample of sexual 
assault evidence that is in the possession of 
the State or unit of local government and is 
awaiting testing; and 

“(ID identify the date or dates after which 
the State or unit of local government would 
be barred by any applicable statutes of limi- 
tations from prosecuting a perpetrator of the 
sexual assault to which the sample relates; 

“(iv) provide that— 

“(I) the chief law enforcement officer of 
the State or unit of local government, re- 
spectively, is the individual responsible for 
the compliance of the State or unit of local 
government, respectively, with the reporting 
requirements described in clause (v); or 
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““(TT) the designee of such officer may ful- 
fill the responsibility described in subclause 
(I) so long as such designee is an employee of 
the State or unit of local government, re- 
spectively, and is not an employee of any 
governmental laboratory or non-govern- 
mental vendor laboratory; and 

“(v) comply with all grantee reporting re- 
quirements described in paragraph (4). 

‘“(3) EXTENSION OF INITIAL DEADLINE.—The 
Attorney General may grant an extension of 
the deadline under paragraph (2)(B)(i) to a 
State or unit of local government that dem- 
onstrates that more time is required for 
compliance with such paragraph. 

‘“(4) SEXUAL ASSAULT FORENSIC EVIDENCE 
REPORTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For not less than 12 
months after the completion of an initial 
count of sexual assault evidence that is 
awaiting testing during an audit referred to 
in paragraph (1)(A), a State or unit of local 
government that receives a grant award 
under subsection (a)(7) shall, not less than 
every 60 days, submit a report to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, on a form prescribed by the 
Attorney General, which shall contain the 
information required under subparagraph 
(B). 

‘“(B) CONTENTS OF REPORTS.—A_ report 
under this paragraph shall contain the fol- 
lowing information: 

‘“(i) The name of the State or unit of local 
government filing the report. 

“Gi) The period of dates covered by the re- 
port. 

“(iii) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence that, at the 
end of the reporting period— 

“(I) are in the possession of the State or 
unit of local government at the reporting pe- 
riod; 

‘(ID are awaiting testing; and 

“(TIT) the State or unit of local government 
has determined should undergo DNA or other 
appropriate forensic analyses. 

“(iv) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence in the posses- 
sion of the State or unit of local government 
that, at the end of the reporting period, the 
State or unit of local government has deter- 
mined should not undergo DNA or other ap- 
propriate forensic analyses, provided that 
the reporting form shall allow for the State 
or unit of local government, at its sole dis- 
cretion, to explain the reasoning for this de- 
termination in some or all cases. 

“(v) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence in a total 
under clause (iii) that have been submitted 
to a laboratory for DNA or other appropriate 
forensic analyses. 

“(vi) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence identified by 
an audit referred to in paragraph (1)(A) or 
under paragraph (2)(B)(ii) for which DNA or 
other appropriate forensic analysis has been 
completed at the end of the reporting period. 

“(vii) The total number of samples of sex- 
ual assault evidence identified by the State 
or unit of local government under paragraph 
(2)(B)(ii), since the previous reporting period. 

“(vili) The cumulative total number of 
samples of sexual assault evidence described 
under clause (iii) for which the State or unit 
of local government will be barred within 12 
months by any applicable statute of limita- 
tions from prosecuting a perpetrator of the 
sexual assault to which the sample relates. 

‘“(C) PUBLICATION OF REPORTS.—Not later 
than 7 days after the submission of a report 
under this paragraph by a State or unit of 
local government, the Attorney General 
shall, subject to subparagraph (D), publish 
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and disseminate a facsimile of the full con- 
tents of such report on an appropriate inter- 
net website. 

‘(D) PERSONALLY IDENTIFIABLE INFORMA- 
TION.—The Attorney General shall ensure 
that any information published and dissemi- 
nated as part of a report under this para- 
graph, which reports information under this 
subsection, does not include personally iden- 
tifiable information or details about a sexual 
assault that might lead to the identification 
of the individuals involved. 

“(E) OPTIONAL REPORTING.—The Attorney 
General shall— 

“(i) at the discretion of a State or unit of 
local government required to file a report 
under subparagraph (A), allow such State or 
unit of local government, at their sole dis- 
cretion, to submit such reports on a more 
frequent basis; and 

“(ii) make available to all States and units 
of local government the reporting form cre- 
ated pursuant to subparagraph (A), whether 
or not they are required to submit such re- 
ports, and allow such States or units of local 
government, at their sole discretion, to sub- 
mit such reports for publication. 

‘“(F) SAMPLES EXEMPT FROM REPORTING RE- 
QUIREMENT.—The reporting requirements de- 
scribed in paragraph (2) shall not apply to a 
sample of sexual assault evidence that— 

“(i) is not considered criminal evidence 
(such as a sample collected anonymously 
from a victim who is unwilling to make a 
criminal complaint); or 

“(ii) relates to a sexual assault for which 
the prosecution of each perpetrator is barred 
by a statute of limitations. 

‘(5) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

“(A) AWAITING TESTING.—The term ‘await- 
ing testing’ means, with respect to a sample 
of sexual assault evidence, that— 

“(i) the sample has been collected and is in 
the possession of a State or unit of local gov- 
ernment; 

“(ii) DNA and other appropriate forensic 
analyses have not been performed on such 
sample; and 

“(iii) the sample is related to a criminal 
case or investigation in which final disposi- 
tion has not yet been reached. 

“(B) FINAL DISPOSITION.—The term ‘final 
disposition’ means, with respect to a crimi- 
nal case or investigation to which a sample 
of sexual assault evidence relates— 

“(i) the conviction or acquittal of all sus- 
pected perpetrators of the crime involved; 

“(ii) a determination by the State or unit 
of local government in possession of the sam- 
ple that the case is unfounded; or 

“(iii) a declaration by the victim of the 
crime involved that the act constituting the 
basis of the crime was not committed. 

‘*(C) POSSESSION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘possession’, 
used with respect to possession of a sample 
of sexual assault evidence by a State or unit 
of local government, includes possession by 
an individual who is acting as an agent of 
the State or unit of local government for the 
collection of the sample. 

“(ii) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
clause (i) shall be construed to create or 
amend any Federal rights or privileges for 
non-governmental vendor laboratories de- 
scribed in regulations promulgated under 
section 210303 of the DNA Identification Act 
of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14181). 

“(o) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROTOCOLS, TECH- 
NICAL ASSISTANCE, AND DEFINITIONS.— 

‘(1) PROTOCOLS AND PRACTICES.—Not later 
than 18 months after the date of enactment 
of the SAFER Act of 2013, the Director, in 
consultation with Federal, State, and local 
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law enforcement agencies and government 
laboratories, shall develop and publish a de- 
scription of protocols and practices the Di- 
rector considers appropriate for the accu- 
rate, timely, and effective collection and 
processing of DNA evidence, including proto- 
cols and practices specific to sexual assault 
cases, which shall address appropriate steps 
in the investigation of cases that might in- 
volve DNA evidence, including— 

“(A) how to determine— 

“(i) which evidence is to be collected by 
law enforcement personnel and forwarded for 
testing; 

“(ii) the preferred order in which evidence 
from the same case is to be tested; and 

“(iii) what information to take into ac- 
count when establishing the order in which 
evidence from different cases is to be tested; 

‘“(B) the establishment of a reasonable pe- 
riod of time in which evidence is to be for- 
warded by emergency response providers, law 
enforcement personnel, and prosecutors to a 
laboratory for testing; 

‘“(C) the establishment of reasonable peri- 
ods of time in which each stage of analytical 
laboratory testing is to be completed; 

“(D) systems to encourage communication 
within a State or unit of local government 
among emergency response providers, law 
enforcement personnel, prosecutors, courts, 
defense counsel, crime laboratory personnel, 
and crime victims regarding the status of 
crime scene evidence to be tested; and 

“(E) standards for conducting the audit of 
the backlog for DNA case work in sexual as- 
sault cases required under subsection (n). 

‘(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING.— 
The Director shall make available technical 
assistance and training to support States 
and units of local government in adopting 
and implementing the protocols and prac- 
tices developed under paragraph (1) on and 
after the date on which the protocols and 
practices are published. 

(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
terms ‘awaiting testing’ and ‘possession’ 
have the meanings given those terms in sub- 
section (n).’’. 

SEC. 1003. REPORTS TO CONGRESS. 

Not later than 90 days after the end of each 
fiscal year for which a grant is made for the 
purpose described in section 2(a)(7) of the 
DNA Analysis Backlog Elimination Act of 
2000, as amended by section 1002, the Attor- 
ney General shall submit to Congress a re- 
port that— 

(1) lists the States and units of local gov- 
ernment that have been awarded such grants 
and the amount of the grant received by 
each such State or unit of local government; 

(2) states the number of extensions granted 
by the Attorney General under section 
2(n)(8) of the DNA Analysis Backlog Elimi- 
nation Act of 2000, as added by section 1002; 
and 

(3) summarizes the processing status of the 
samples of sexual assault evidence identified 
in Sexual Assault Forensic Evidence Reports 
established under section 2(n)(4) of the DNA 
Analysis Backlog Elimination Act of 2000, in- 
cluding the number of samples that have not 
been tested. 

SEC. 1004. REDUCING THE RAPE KIT BACKLOG. 

Section 2(c)(3) of the DNA Analysis Back- 
log Elimination Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 
14185(c)(8)) is amended— 

(a) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘2014’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(b) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(C) For each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018, not less than 75 percent of the total 
grant amounts shall be awarded for a com- 
bination of purposes under paragraphs (1), 
(2), and (8) of subsection (a).’’. 
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SEC. 1005. OVERSIGHT AND ACCOUNTABILITY. 

All grants awarded by the Department of 
Justice that are authorized under this title 
shall be subject to the following: 

(1) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.—Beginning in fis- 
cal year 2018, and each fiscal year thereafter, 
the Inspector General of the Department of 
Justice shall conduct audits of recipients of 
grants under this title to prevent waste, 
fraud, and abuse of funds by grantees. The 
Inspector General shall determine the appro- 
priate number of grantees to be audited each 
year. 

(2) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—A recipient of 
grant funds under this title that is found to 
have an unresolved audit finding shall not be 
eligible to receive grant funds under this 
title during the 2 fiscal years beginning after 
the 12-month period described in paragraph 
(5). 

(8) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this title, the Attorney General shall give 
priority to eligible entities that, during the 
3 fiscal years before submitting an applica- 
tion for a grant under this title, did not have 
an unresolved audit finding showing a viola- 
tion in the terms or conditions of a Depart- 
ment of Justice grant program. 

(4) REIMBURSEMENT.—If an entity is award- 
ed grant funds under this Act during the 2- 
fiscal-year period in which the entity is 
barred from receiving grants under para- 
graph (2), the Attorney General shall— 

(A) deposit an amount equal to the grant 
funds that were improperly awarded to the 
grantee into the General Fund of the Treas- 
ury; and 

(B) seek to recoup the costs of the repay- 
ment to the fund from the grant recipient 
that was erroneously awarded grant funds. 

(5) DEFINED TERM.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘unresolved audit finding’? means an 
audit report finding in the final audit report 
of the Inspector General of the Department 
of Justice that the grantee has utilized grant 
funds for an unauthorized expenditure or 
otherwise unallowable cost that is not closed 
or resolved within a 12-month period begin- 
ning on the date when the final audit report 
is issued. 

(6) NONPROFIT 
MENTS.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion and the grant programs described in 
this title, the term ‘‘‘nonprofit organiza- 
tion’’’ means an organization that is de- 
scribed in section 501(c)(8) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 and is exempt from tax- 
ation under section 501(a) of such Code. 

(B) PROHIBITION.—The Attorney General 
shall not award a grant under any grant pro- 
gram described in this title to a nonprofit or- 
ganization that holds money in offshore ac- 
counts for the purpose of avoiding paying the 
tax described in section 511(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(C) DISCLOSURE.—Each nonprofit organiza- 
tion that is awarded a grant under a grant 
program described in this title and uses the 
procedures prescribed in regulations to cre- 
ate a rebuttable presumption of reasonable- 
ness for the compensation of its officers, di- 
rectors, trustees and key employees, shall 
disclose to the Attorney General, in the ap- 
plication for the grant, the process for deter- 
mining such compensation, including the 
independent persons involved in reviewing 
and approving such compensation, the com- 
parability data used, and contemporaneous 
substantiation of the deliberation and deci- 
sion. Upon request, the Attorney General 
shall make the information disclosed under 
this subsection available for public inspec- 
tion. 
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(7) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Unless oth- 
erwise explicitly provided in authorizing leg- 
islation, not more than 7.5 percent of the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated under 
this title may be used by the Attorney Gen- 
eral for salaries and administrative expenses 
of the Department of Justice. 

(8) CONFERENCE EXPENDITURES.— 

(A) LIMITATION.—No amounts authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of Justice 
under this title may be used by the Attorney 
General or by any individual or organization 
awarded discretionary funds through a coop- 
erative agreement under this Act, to host or 
support any expenditure for conferences that 
uses more than $20,000 in Department funds, 
unless the Deputy Attorney General or the 
appropriate Assistant Attorney General, Di- 
rector, or principal deputy as the Deputy At- 
torney General may designate, provides prior 
written authorization that the funds may be 
expended to host a conference. 

(B) WRITTEN APPROVAL.—Written approval 
under subparagraph (A) shall include a writ- 
ten estimate of all costs associated with the 
conference, including the cost of all food and 
beverages, audio/visual equipment, honoraria 
for speakers, and any entertainment. 

(C) REPORT.—The Deputy Attorney General 
shall submit an annual report to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House 
of Representatives on all conference expendi- 
tures approved by operation of this para- 
graph. 

(9) PROHIBITION ON LOBBYING ACTIVITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts authorized to be 
appropriated under this title may not be uti- 
lized by any grant recipient to— 

(i) lobby any representative of the Depart- 
ment of Justice regarding the award of grant 
funding; or 

(ii) lobby any representative of a Federal, 
state, local, or tribal government regarding 
the award of grant funding. 

(B) PENALTY.—If the Attorney General de- 
termines that any recipient of a grant under 
this title has violated subparagraph (A), the 
Attorney General shall— 

(i) require the grant recipient to repay the 
grant in full; and 

(ii) prohibit the grant recipient from re- 
ceiving another grant under this title for not 
less than 5 years. 

SEC. 1006. SUNSET. 

Effective on December 31, 2018, subsections 
(a)(6) and (n) of section 2 of the DNA Anal- 
ysis Backlog Elimination Act of 2000 (42 
U.S.C. 14185(a)(6) and (n)) are repealed. 


TITLE XI—OTHER MATTERS 


SEC. 1101. SEXUAL ABUSE IN CUSTODIAL SET- 
TINGS. 

(a) SUITS BY PRISONERS.—Section 7(e) of 
the Civil Rights of Institutionalized Persons 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1997e(e)) is amended by insert- 
ing before the period at the end the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘or the commission of a sexual act 
(as defined in section 2246 of title 18, United 
States Code)’’. 

(b) UNITED STATES AS DEFENDANT.—Section 
1346(b)(2) of title 28, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting before the period at 
the end the following: ‘‘or the commission of 
a sexual act (as defined in section 2246 of 
title 18)”. 

(c) ADOPTION AND EFFECT OF NATIONAL 
STANDARDS.—Section 8 of the Prison Rape 
Elimination Act of 2003 (42 U.S.C. 15607) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 
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“(c) APPLICABILITY TO DETENTION FACILI- 
TIES OPERATED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF HOME- 
LAND SECURITY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
publish a final rule adopting national stand- 
ards for the detection, prevention, reduction, 
and punishment of rape and sexual assault in 
facilities that maintain custody of aliens de- 
tained for a violation of the immigrations 
laws of the United States. 

‘“(2) APPLICABILITY.—The standards adopt- 
ed under paragraph (1) shall apply to deten- 
tion facilities operated by the Department of 
Homeland Security and to detention facili- 
ties operated under contract with the De- 
partment. 

‘(3) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary of Home- 
land Security shall— 

“(A) assess compliance with the standards 
adopted under paragraph (1) on a regular 
basis; and 

“(B) include the results of the assessments 
in performance evaluations of facilities com- 
pleted by the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity. 

‘(4) CONSIDERATIONS.—In adopting stand- 
ards under paragraph (1), the Secretary of 
Homeland Security shall give due consider- 
ation to the recommended national stand- 
ards provided by the Commission under sec- 
tion 7(e). 

“(5) DEFINITION.—As used in this section, 
the term ‘detention facilities operated under 
contract with the Department’ includes, but 
is not limited to contract detention facilities 
and detention facilities operated through an 
intergovernmental service agreement with 
the Department of Homeland Security. 

‘(d) APPLICABILITY TO CUSTODIAL FACILI- 
TIES OPERATED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services 
shall publish a final rule adopting national 
standards for the detection, prevention, re- 
duction, and punishment of rape and sexual 
assault in facilities that maintain custody of 
unaccompanied alien children (as defined in 
section 462(¢) of the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 279(g))). 

‘“(2) APPLICABILITY.—The standards adopt- 
ed under paragraph (1) shall apply to facili- 
ties operated by the Department of Health 
and Human Services and to facilities oper- 
ated under contract with the Department. 

““(3) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary of Health 
and Human Services shall— 

“(A) assess compliance with the standards 
adopted under paragraph (1) on a regular 
basis; and 

“(B) include the results of the assessments 
in performance evaluations of facilities com- 
pleted by the Department of Health and 
Human Services. 

‘(4) CONSIDERATIONS.—In adopting stand- 
ards under paragraph (1), the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services shall give due 
consideration to the recommended national 
standards provided by the Commission under 
section 7(e).’’. 

SEC. 1102. ANONYMOUS ONLINE HARASSMENT. 

Section 223(a)(1) of the Communications 
Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 223(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), in the undesig- 
nated matter following clause (ii), by strik- 
ing ‘“‘annoy,”’; 

(2) in subparagraph (C)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘annoy,’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘harass any person at the 
called number or who receives the commu- 
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nication” and inserting ‘‘harass any specific 

person’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘har- 
ass any person at the called number or who 
receives the communication” and inserting 
“harass any specific person”. 

SEC. 1103. STALKER DATABASE. 

Section 40603 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14032) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘$3,000,000’’ and all that fol- 
lows and inserting ‘‘$3,000,000 for fiscal years 
2014 through 2018.’’. 

SEC. 1104. FEDERAL VICTIM ASSISTANTS REAU- 
THORIZATION. 

Section 40114 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-322; 108 
Stat. 1910) is amended by striking ‘‘fiscal 
years 2007 through 2011” and inserting ‘‘fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 1105. CHILD ABUSE TRAINING PROGRAMS 
FOR JUDICIAL PERSONNEL AND 
PRACTITIONERS REAUTHORIZA- 
TION. 

Subtitle C of the Victims of Child Abuse 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 13024) is amended in 
subsection (a) by striking ‘‘$2,300,000’’ and all 
that follows and inserting ‘‘$2,300,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.”’. 


By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr. 
DURBIN): 

S. 54. A bill to increase public safety 
by punishing and deterring firearms 
trafficking; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today I 
am introducing legislation directed at 
combating the practice of straw pur- 
chasing and illegal trafficking in fire- 
arms. I thank the law enforcement 
partners who have contributed ideas 
and Senator DURBIN for joining me in 
this effort. I hope that as Senators be- 
come familiar with the proposal, they 
will see it as a focused approach to pro- 
vide law enforcement officials with the 
tools they need to go after those who 
engage in the illegal trafficking. This 
commonsense measure deserves the bi- 
partisan support that will be critical to 
any effort in the Senate to reduce gun 
violence in America. 

I have heard again and again from 
Senators on both sides of the aisle that 
keeping guns away from those who 
should not have them is a goal worth 
pursuing. This bill will further that ef- 
fort. When the President spoke last 
week about the need for legislative ac- 
tion in the wake of the horrific events 
at Sandy Hook Elementary School, 
strengthening our law enforcement ef- 
forts against illegal gun trafficking 
was one of the key issues he proposed. 
This bill will answer that call to ac- 
tion. 

Next week, the Senate Judiciary 
Committee will hold the first hearing 
of the 118th Congress on the issue of 
gun violence. I expect that part of that 
discussion will include examining var- 
ious legislative proposals Senators 
have put forward. We need to move be- 
yond platitudes and toward solutions. 
It is my hope that as the Committee 
proceeds we can find areas of common 
ground. 

There is now broad recognition that 
the Second Amendment guarantees the 
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individual right to own a firearm, and 
that self protection is an essential part 
of that right. To the extent there used 
to be a backdrop of uncertainty about 
the meaning of the Second Amend- 
ment, that time is past. I have long be- 
lieved that the right to bear arms for 
protection is a fundamental right. The 
Supreme Court has now confirmed the 
individual right guaranteed by the Sec- 
ond Amendment. That is no longer 
questioned. So we can proceed now in 
this discussion with certainty that 
Americans’ constitutional rights will 
be preserved while we seek solutions to 
prevent gun violence. 

There is broad agreement that keep- 
ing guns away from those suffering 
from mental illness and criminals is 
the right thing to do. I am a respon- 
sible gun owner. I know that other re- 
sponsible gun owners will support bet- 
ter enforcement of the laws that exist 
to keep guns out of the hands of crimi- 
nals and the mentally ill. We cannot 
allow those who are barred from buy- 
ing guns to circumvent our laws. That 
is just common sense. 

Law enforcement officials have com- 
plained for years that they lack the 
legal tools necessary to effectively 
combat illegal firearms trafficking. 
Congressional inquiry during the last 
Congress should have put a spotlight 
on the very difficult legal environment 
within which law enforcement officials 
currently operate. In fact, one of the 
whistleblowers who testified about the 
misguided tactics used by Federal law 
enforcement in firearms trafficking in- 
vestigations in Arizona described the 
current laws as ‘‘toothless’’. If we are 
to address gun violence, we must re- 
spond to this clear vulnerability. 

The Stop Illegal Trafficking in Fire- 
arms Act will make important changes 
to Federal firearms statutes to give 
law enforcement officials the tools 
they need to investigate and prosecute 
the all-too-common practice of straw 
purchasing and illegal trafficking of 
firearms. This practice typically in- 
volves a person who is not prohibited 
by Federal law purchasing a firearm on 
behalf of a prohibited person, or at the 
direction of a drug trafficking or other 
criminal organization. It is a problem 
that must be addressed. It not only re- 
sults in the support of larger criminal 
organizations, but also in the prolifera- 
tion of illegal firearms and gun vio- 
lence in our communities. It puts both 
law enforcement officials and law abid- 
ing firearms dealers in a very difficult 
position but more importantly, this 
makes our citizens and communities 
less safe. 

Under current law, there is no spe- 
cific statute that makes it illegal to 
act as a straw purchaser of firearms. 
Nor is there a law directly on point to 
address the illegal trafficking of fire- 
arms. As a result, prosecutors must 
cobble together charges against a 
straw purchaser using so-called ‘‘paper- 
work” violations such as lying on a 
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Federal form. These laws are imper- 
fect, and do not give prosecutors the le- 
verage needed to encourage straw buy- 
ers, often the lowest rungs on a ladder 
in a criminal enterprise, to provide the 
information needed for investigators 
and prosecutors to go after those di- 
recting and profiting from such activ- 
ity. 
The bill I introduce today will add a 
new provision to our Federal criminal 
code to specifically prohibit serving as 
a straw purchaser of firearms, and es- 
tablishes tough penalties for those who 
purchase firearms for, on behalf of, or 
with the intent to transfer the firearms 
to someone prohibited from making 
that purchase directly. Under current 
law, it is a crime to transfer a firearm 
to another with the knowledge that the 
firearm will be used in criminal activ- 
ity. This bill would strengthen this ex- 
isting law by prohibiting such a trans- 
fer where the transferor has ‘‘reason- 
able cause to believe” that the firearm 
will be used in relation to criminal ac- 
tivity. The bill does contain important 
exemptions from the prohibition, 
namely, the transfer of a firearm as a 
gift, or in relation to a legitimate raf- 
fle, auction or contest. 

This bill will complement existing 
law that makes it a crime to smuggle 
firearms into the United States by spe- 
cifically prohibiting the smuggling of 
firearms out of the United States. 

The provisions laid out in this legis- 
lation are focused, commonsense rem- 
edies to the very real problem of fire- 
arms trafficking and straw purchasing. 
The bill does not affect Federal fire- 
arms licensees, and in no way alters 
their rights and responsibilities as sell- 
ers of a lawful commodity. 

As the Senate seeks a way forward to 
find national solutions to reduce gun 
violence, I hope Senators from across 
the political spectrum can work to- 
gether to find common ground. We 
have a responsibility and a duty to re- 
fine our laws consistent with the rights 
guaranteed by the Second Amendment. 
As Chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, a Senator, a Vermonter, an 
American, a father and a grandfather, I 
am prepared to hear all ideas, listen to 
all views, and work with Senators from 
both sides of the aisle. The bill I intro- 
duce today is the first of several pro- 
posals I expect to support to reduce 
gun violence. I look forward to dis- 
cussing it further with fellow Senators 
and witnesses at the upcoming hearing 


before the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 
a 
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 1. Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Ms. 
STABENOW) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
152, making supplemental appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2018, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 
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SA 2. Mr. REID (for Mr. UDALL of Colorado 
(for himself and Mr. BENNET)) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. 
REID to the bill H.R. 152, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


ES 


TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 1. Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and 
Ms. STABENOW) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 152, making supple- 
mental appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2013, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 


On page 33, between lines 16 and 17, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 1012. SUPPLEMENTAL AGRICULTURAL DIS- 
ASTER ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ELIGIBLE PRODUCER ON A FARM.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘eligible pro- 
ducer on a farm” means an individual or en- 
tity described in subparagraph (B) that, as 
determined by the Secretary, assumes the 
production and market risks associated with 
the agricultural production of crops or live- 
stock. 

(B) DESCRIPTION.—An individual or entity 
referred to in subparagraph (A) is— 

(i) a citizen of the United States; 

(ii) a resident alien; 

(iii) a partnership of citizens of the United 
States; or 

(iv) a corporation, limited liability cor- 
poration, or other farm organizational struc- 
ture organized under State law. 

(2) FARM.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘farm’’ means, 
in relation to an eligible producer on a farm, 
the total of all crop acreage in all counties 
that is planted or intended to be planted for 
harvest, for sale, or on-farm livestock feed- 
ing (including native grassland intended for 
haying) by the eligible producer. 

(B) AQUACULTURE.—In the case of aqua- 
culture, the term “farm” means, in relation 
to an eligible producer on a farm, all fish 
being produced in all counties that are in- 
tended to be harvested for sale by the eligi- 
ble producer. 

(C) HoNEY.—In the case of honey, the term 
“farm” means, in relation to an eligible pro- 
ducer on a farm, all bees and beehives in all 
counties that are intended to be harvested 
for a honey crop for sale by the eligible pro- 
ducer. 

(3) FARM-RAISED FISH.—The term ‘‘farm- 
raised fish” means any aquatic species that 
is propagated and reared in a controlled en- 
vironment. 

(4) LIVESTOCK.—The term ‘“‘livestock’’ in- 
cludes— 

(A) cattle (including dairy cattle); 

(B) bison; 

(C) poultry; 

(D) sheep; 

(E) swine; 

(F) horses; and 

(G) other livestock, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(b) LIVESTOCK INDEMNITY PAYMENTS.— 

(1) PAYMENTS.—For each of fiscal years 
2012 and 2018, the Secretary shall use such 
sums as are necessary of the funds of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation to make live- 
stock indemnity payments to eligible pro- 
ducers on farms that have incurred livestock 
death losses in excess of the normal mor- 
tality, as determined by the Secretary, due 
to— 
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(A) attacks by animals reintroduced into 
the wild by the Federal Government or pro- 
tected by Federal law, including wolves; or 

(B) adverse weather, as determined by the 
Secretary, during the calendar year, includ- 
ing losses due to hurricanes, floods, bliz- 
zards, disease, wildfires, extreme heat, and 
extreme cold. 

(2) PAYMENT RATES.—Indemnity payments 
to an eligible producer on a farm under para- 
graph (1) shall be made at a rate of 65 per- 
cent of the market value of the applicable 
livestock on the day before the date of death 
of the livestock, as determined by the Sec- 
retary. 

(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR PAYMENTS MADE DUE 
TO DISEASE.—The Secretary shall ensure that 
payments made to an eligible producer under 
paragraph (1) are not made for the same live- 
stock losses for which compensation is pro- 
vided pursuant to section 10407(d) of the Ani- 
mal Health Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 8306(d)). 

(c) LIVESTOCK FORAGE DISASTER PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
livestock forage disaster program to provide 
1 source for livestock forage disaster assist- 
ance for weather-related forage losses, as de- 
termined by the Secretary, by combining— 

(A) the livestock forage assistance func- 
tions of— 

(i) the noninsured crop disaster assistance 
program established by section 196 of the 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re- 
form Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7333); and 

(ii) the emergency assistance for livestock, 
honey bees, and farm-raised fish program 
under section 531(e) of the Federal Crop In- 
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1531(e)) (as in existence 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
this Act); and 

(B) the livestock forage disaster program 
under section 531(d) of the Federal Crop In- 
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1531(d)) (as in existence 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
this Act). 

(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

(A) COVERED LIVESTOCK.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the term ‘‘covered livestock” 
means livestock of an eligible livestock pro- 
ducer that, during the 60 days prior to the 
beginning date of an eligible forage loss, as 
determined by the Secretary, the eligible 
livestock producer— 

(I) owned; 

(II) leased; 

(III) purchased; 

(IV) entered into a contract to purchase; 

(V) was a contract grower; or 

(VI) sold or otherwise disposed of due to an 
eligible forage loss during— 

(aa) the current production year; or 

(bb) subject to paragraph (4)(B)(ii), 1 or 
both of the 2 production years immediately 
preceding the current production year. 

(ii) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘covered live- 
stock” does not include livestock that were 
or would have been in a feedlot, on the begin- 
ning date of the eligible forage loss, as a part 
of the normal business operation of the eligi- 
ble livestock producer, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(B) DROUGHT MONITOR.—The term ‘‘drought 
monitor’? means a system for classifying 
drought severity according to a range of ab- 
normally dry to exceptional drought, as de- 
fined by the Secretary. 

(C) ELIGIBLE FORAGE LOSS.—The term ‘‘eli- 
gible forage loss’? means 1 or more forage 
losses that occur due to weather-related con- 
ditions, including drought, flood, blizzard, 
hail, excessive moisture, hurricane, and fire, 
occurring during the normal grazing period, 
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as determined by the Secretary, if the for- 
age— 

(i) is grown on land that is native or im- 
proved pastureland with permanent vegeta- 
tive cover; or 

(ii) is a crop planted specifically for the 
purpose of providing grazing for covered live- 
stock of an eligible livestock producer. 

(D) ELIGIBLE LIVESTOCK PRODUCER.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible live- 
stock producer” means an eligible producer 
on a farm that— 

(I) is an owner, cash or share lessee, or con- 
tract grower of covered livestock that pro- 
vides the pastureland or grazing land, includ- 
ing cash-leased pastureland or grazing land, 
for the covered livestock; 

(II) provides the pastureland or grazing 
land for covered livestock, including cash- 
leased pastureland or grazing land that is 
physically located in a county affected by an 
eligible forage loss; 

(III) certifies the eligible forage loss; and 

(IV) meets all other eligibility require- 
ments established under this subsection. 

(ii) EXcLUSION.—The term ‘‘eligible live- 
stock producer” does not include an owner, 
cash or share lessee, or contract grower of 
livestock that rents or leases pastureland or 
grazing land owned by another person on a 
rate-of-gain basis. 

(E) NORMAL CARRYING CAPACITY.—The term 
‘normal carrying capacity”, with respect to 
each type of grazing land or pastureland in a 
county, means the normal carrying capacity, 
as determined under paragraph (4)(D)(i), that 
would be expected from the grazing land or 
pastureland for livestock during the normal 
grazing period, in the absence of an eligible 
forage loss that diminishes the production of 
the grazing land or pastureland. 

(F) NORMAL GRAZING PERIOD.—The term 
‘normal grazing period’’, with respect to a 
county, means the normal grazing period 
during the calendar year for the county, as 
determined under paragraph (4)(D)(i). 

(3) PROGRAM.—For each of fiscal years 2012 
and 2018, the Secretary shall use such sums 
as are necessary of the funds of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation to provide com- 
pensation under paragraphs (4) through (6), 
as determined by the Secretary for eligible 
forage losses affecting covered livestock of 
eligible livestock producers. 

(4) ASSISTANCE FOR ELIGIBLE FORAGE LOSSES 
DUE TO DROUGHT CONDITIONS.— 

(A) ELIGIBLE FORAGE LOSSES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer of covered livestock may receive as- 
sistance under this paragraph for eligible 
forage losses that occur due to drought on 
land that— 

(I) is native or improved pastureland with 
permanent vegetative cover; or 

(II) is planted to a crop planted specifically 
for the purpose of providing grazing for cov- 
ered livestock. 

(ii) EXCLUSIONS.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer may not receive assistance under this 
paragraph for eligible forage losses that 
occur on land used for haying or grazing 
under the conservation reserve program es- 
tablished under subchapter B of chapter 1 of 
subtitle D of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831 et seq.), unless the 
land is grassland eligible for the grassland 
reserve program established under sub- 
chapter D of chapter 2 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3838n et seq.). 

(B) MONTHLY PAYMENT RATE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the payment rate for assistance 
for 1 month under this paragraph shall, in 
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the case of drought, be equal to 60 percent of 
the lesser of— 

(I) the monthly feed cost for all covered 
livestock owned or leased by the eligible 
livestock producer, as determined under sub- 
paragraph (C); or 

(II) the monthly feed cost calculated by 
using the normal carrying capacity of the el- 
igible grazing land of the eligible livestock 
producer. 

(ii) PARTIAL COMPENSATION.—In the case of 
an eligible livestock producer that sold or 
otherwise disposed of covered livestock due 
to drought conditions in 1 or both of the 2 
production years immediately preceding the 
current production year, as determined by 
the Secretary, the payment rate shall be 80 
percent of the payment rate otherwise cal- 
culated in accordance with clause (i). 

(C) MONTHLY FEED COST.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The monthly feed cost 
shall equal the product obtained by multi- 
plying— 

(I) 30 days; 

(II) a payment quantity that is equal to 
the feed grain equivalent, as determined 
under clause (ii); and 

(III) a payment rate that is equal to the 
corn price per pound, as determined under 
clause (iii). 

(ii) FEED GRAIN EQUIVALENT.—For purposes 
of clause (i)(II), the feed grain equivalent 
shall equal— 

(I) in the case of an adult beef cow, 15.7 
pounds of corn per day; or 

(II) in the case of any other type of weight 
of livestock, an amount determined by the 
Secretary that represents the average num- 
ber of pounds of corn per day necessary to 
feed the livestock. 

(iii) CORN PRICE PER POUND.—For purposes 
of clause (i)(III), the corn price per pound 
shall equal the quotient obtained by divid- 
ing— 

(I) the higher of— 

(aa) the national average corn price per 
bushel for the 12-month period immediately 
preceding March 1 of the year for which the 
disaster assistance is calculated; or 

(bb) the national average corn price per 
bushel for the 24-month period immediately 
preceding that March 1; by 

(II) 56. 

(D) NORMAL GRAZING PERIOD AND DROUGHT 
MONITOR INTENSITY.— 

(i) FSA COUNTY COMMITTEE DETERMINA- 
TIONS.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall deter- 
mine the normal carrying capacity and nor- 
mal grazing period for each type of grazing 
land or pastureland in the county served by 
the applicable Farm Service Agency com- 
mittee. 

(II) CHANGES.—No change to the normal 
carrying capacity or normal grazing period 
established for a county under subclause (I) 
shall be made unless the change is requested 
by the appropriate State and county Farm 
Service Agency committees. 

(ii) DROUGHT INTENSITY.— 

(I) D2.—An eligible livestock producer that 
owns or leases grazing land or pastureland 
that is physically located in a county that is 
rated by the U.S. Drought Monitor as having 
a D2 (severe drought) intensity in any area 
of the county for at least 8 consecutive 
weeks during the normal grazing period for 
the county, as determined by the Secretary, 
shall be eligible to receive assistance under 
this paragraph in an amount equal to 1 
monthly payment using the monthly pay- 
ment rate determined under subparagraph 
(B). 

(II) D3.—An eligible livestock producer 
that owns or leases grazing land or 
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pastureland that is physically located in a 
county that is rated by the U.S. Drought 
Monitor as having at least a D3 (extreme 
drought) intensity in any area of the county 
at any time during the normal grazing pe- 
riod for the county, as determined by the 
Secretary, shall be eligible to receive assist- 
ance under this paragraph— 

(aa) in an amount equal to 3 monthly pay- 
ments using the monthly payment rate de- 
termined under subparagraph (B); 

(bb) if the county is rated as having a D3 
(extreme drought) intensity in any area of 
the county for at least 4 weeks during the 
normal grazing period for the county, or is 
rated as having a D4 (exceptional drought) 
intensity in any area of the county at any 
time during the normal grazing period, in an 
amount equal to 4 monthly payments using 
the monthly payment rate determined under 
subparagraph (B); or 

(cc) if the county is rated as having a D4 
(exceptional drought) intensity in any area 
of the county for at least 4 weeks during the 
normal grazing period, in an amount equal 
to 5 monthly payments using the monthly 
rate determined under subparagraph (B). 

(iii) ANNUAL PAYMENT BASED ON DROUGHT 
CONDITIONS DETERMINED BY MEANS OTHER 
THAN THE U.S. DROUGHT MONITOR.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer that owns grazing land or pastureland 
that is physically located in a county that 
has experienced on average, over the pre- 
ceding calendar year, precipitation levels 
that are 50 percent or more below normal 
levels, according to sufficient documentation 
as determined by the Secretary, may be eli- 
gible, subject to a determination by the Sec- 
retary, to receive assistance under this para- 
graph in an amount equal to not more than 
1 monthly payment using the monthly pay- 
ment rate under subparagraph (B). 

(II) NO DUPLICATE PAYMENT.—A_ producer 
may not receive a payment under both 
clause (ii) and this clause. 

(5) ASSISTANCE FOR LOSSES DUE TO FIRE ON 
PUBLIC MANAGED LAND.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer may receive assistance under this 
paragraph only if— 

(i) the eligible forage losses occur on 
rangeland that is managed by a Federal 
agency; and 

(ii) the eligible livestock producer is pro- 
hibited by the Federal agency from grazing 
the normal permitted livestock on the man- 
aged rangeland due to a fire. 

(B) PAYMENT RATE.—The payment rate for 
assistance under this paragraph shall be 
equal to 50 percent of the monthly feed cost 
for the total number of livestock covered by 
the Federal lease of the eligible livestock 
producer, as determined under paragraph 
(4)(C). 

(C) PAYMENT DURATION.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), an 
eligible livestock producer shall be eligible 
to receive assistance under this paragraph 
for the period— 

(I) beginning on the date on which the Fed- 
eral agency excludes the eligible livestock 
producer from using the managed rangeland 
for grazing; and 

(II) ending on the last day of the Federal 
lease of the eligible livestock producer. 

(ii) LIMITATION.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer may only receive assistance under this 
paragraph for losses that occur on not more 
than 180 days per year. 

(6) ASSISTANCE FOR ELIGIBLE FORAGE LOSSES 
DUE TO OTHER THAN DROUGHT OR FIRE.— 

(A) ELIGIBLE FORAGE LOSSES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), an eligible livestock producer of covered 
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livestock may receive assistance under this 
paragraph for eligible forage losses that 
occur due to weather-related conditions 
other than drought or fire on land that— 

(I) is native or improved pastureland with 
permanent vegetative cover; or 

(II) is planted to a crop planted specifically 
for the purpose of providing grazing for cov- 
ered livestock. 

(ii) EXCLUSIONS.—An eligible livestock pro- 
ducer may not receive assistance under this 
paragraph for eligible forage losses that 
occur on land used for haying or grazing 
under the conservation reserve program es- 
tablished under subchapter B of chapter 1 of 
subtitle D of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831 et seq.), unless the 
land is grassland eligible for the grassland 
reserve program established under sub- 
chapter D of chapter 2 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3838n et seq.). 

(B) PAYMENTS 
LOSSES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide assistance under this paragraph to an 
eligible livestock producer for eligible forage 
losses that occur due to weather-related con- 
ditions other than— 

(I) drought under paragraph (4); and 

(II) fire on public managed land under 
paragraph (5). 

(ii) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The Secretary 
shall establish terms and conditions for as- 
sistance under this paragraph that are con- 
sistent with the terms and conditions for as- 
sistance under this subsection. 

(7) NO DUPLICATIVE PAYMENTS.—An eligible 
livestock producer may elect to receive as- 
sistance for eligible forage losses under ei- 
ther paragraph (4), (5), or (6), if applicable, 
but may not receive assistance under more 
than 1 of those paragraphs for the same loss, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

(8) DETERMINATIONS BY SECRETARY.—A de- 
termination made by the Secretary under 
this subsection shall be final and conclusive. 

(d) EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE FOR LIVESTOCK, 
HONEY BEES, AND FARM-RAISED FISH.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2012 and 2013, the Secretary shall use not 
more than $5,000,000 of the funds of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation to provide emer- 
gency relief to eligible producers of live- 
stock, honey bees, and farm-raised fish to aid 
in the reduction of losses due to disease, ad- 
verse weather, or other conditions, such as 
blizzards and wildfires, as determined by the 
Secretary, that are not covered under sub- 
section (b) or (c). 

(2) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds made available 
under this subsection shall be used to reduce 
losses caused by feed or water shortages, dis- 
ease, or other factors as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(3) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Any funds 
made available under this subsection shall 
remain available until expended. 

(e) TREE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

(A) ELIGIBLE ORCHARDIST.—The term ‘‘eli- 
gible orchardist’’ means a person that pro- 
duces annual crops from trees for commer- 
cial purposes. 

(B) NATURAL DISASTER.—The term ‘‘natural 
disaster” means plant disease, insect infesta- 
tion, drought, fire, freeze, flood, earthquake, 
lightning, or other occurrence, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary. 

(C) NURSERY TREE GROWER.—The term 
“nursery tree grower”? means a person who 
produces nursery, ornamental, fruit, nut, or 
Christmas trees for commercial sale, as de- 
termined by the Secretary. 


FOR ELIGIBLE FORAGE 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


(D) TREE.—The term ‘‘tree’’ includes a 
tree, bush, and vine. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY.— 

(A) Loss.—Subject to subparagraph (B), for 
each of fiscal years 2012 and 2013, the Sec- 
retary shall use such sums as are necessary 
of the funds of the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration to provide assistance— 

(i) under paragraph (8) to eligible orchard- 
ists and nursery tree growers that planted 
trees for commercial purposes but lost the 
trees as a result of a natural disaster, as de- 
termined by the Secretary; and 

(ii) under paragraph (8)(B) to eligible or- 
chardists and nursery tree growers that have 
a production history for commercial pur- 
poses on planted or existing trees but lost 
the trees as a result of a natural disaster, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

(B) LIMITATION.—An eligible orchardist or 
nursery tree grower shall qualify for assist- 
ance under subparagraph (A) only if the tree 
mortality of the eligible orchardist or nurs- 
ery tree grower, as a result of damaging 
weather or related condition, exceeds 15 per- 
cent (adjusted for normal mortality). 

(3) ASSISTANCE.—Subject to paragraph (4), 
the assistance provided by the Secretary to 
eligible orchardists and nursery tree growers 
for losses described in paragraph (2) shall 
consist of— 

(A)(i) reimbursement of 65 percent of the 
cost of replanting trees lost due to a natural 
disaster, as determined by the Secretary, in 
excess of 15 percent mortality (adjusted for 
normal mortality); or 

(ii) at the option of the Secretary, suffi- 
cient seedlings to reestablish a stand; and 

(B) reimbursement of 50 percent of the cost 
of pruning, removal, and other costs incurred 
by an eligible orchardist or nursery tree 
grower to salvage existing trees or, in the 
case of tree mortality, to prepare the land to 
replant trees as a result of damage or tree 
mortality due to a natural disaster, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary, in excess of 15 per- 
cent damage or mortality (adjusted for nor- 
mal tree damage and mortality). 

(4) LIMITATIONS ON ASSISTANCE.— 

(A) DEFINITIONS OF LEGAL ENTITY AND PER- 
son.—In this paragraph, the terms ‘‘legal en- 
tity” and ‘‘person’’ have the meaning given 
those terms in section 1001(a) of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308(a)). 

(B) AMOUNT.—The total amount of pay- 
ments received, directly or indirectly, by a 
person or legal entity (excluding a joint ven- 
ture or general partnership) under this sub- 
section may not exceed $100,000 for any crop 
year, or an equivalent value in tree seed- 
lings. 

(C) ACRES.—The total quantity of acres 
planted to trees or tree seedlings for which a 
person or legal entity shall be entitled to re- 
ceive payments under this subsection may 
not exceed 500 acres. 

(£) PAYMENTS.— 

(1) PAYMENT LIMITATIONS.— 

(A) DEFINITIONS OF LEGAL ENTITY AND PER- 
son.—In this subsection, the terms ‘‘legal en- 
tity” and ‘‘person’’ have the meanings given 
those terms in section 1001(a) of the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308(a)). 

(B) AMOUNT.—The total amount of disaster 
assistance payments received, directly or in- 
directly, by a person or legal entity (exclud- 
ing a joint venture or general partnership) 
under this section (excluding payments re- 
ceived under subsection (e)) may not exceed 
$100,000 for any crop year. 

(C) DIRECT ATTRIBUTION.—Subsections (d) 
and (e) of section 1001 of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308) or any successor 
provisions relating to direct attribution 
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shall apply with respect to assistance pro- 
vided under this section. 

(2) PAYMENT DELIVERY.—The Secretary 
shall make payments under this section 
after October 1, 2018, for losses incurred in 
the 2012 and 2013 fiscal years. 

SEC. 1013. FRUIT CROP DISASTER ASSISTANCE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ELIGIBLE CROP.—The term “eligible 
crop” means each commercial crop of annual 
fruit that is grown on a bush or tree— 

(AXi) for which catastrophic risk protec- 
tion under section 508(b) of the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(b)) was not 
available for the 2012 crop year; and 

(ii) that is produced for food or fiber; and 

(B) that is located in a county covered by 
a declaration by the Secretary of a natural 
disaster for production losses under section 
321(a) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1961(a)) due to 
freeze or frost in 2012. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Administrator of the Farm 
Service Agency and using the funds, facili- 
ties, and authorities of the Commodity Cred- 
it Corporation consistent with this section. 

(b) DISASTER ASSISTANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an eligible 
crop, the Secretary shall provide disaster as- 
sistance under this section and to the max- 
imum extent practicable subject to the 
availability of funds under subsection (c)(3). 

(2) PAYMENT.—In the case of an eligible 
crop, the Secretary shall provide disaster as- 
sistance under this section in the form of a 
payment for losses suffered in excess of 35 
percent of the established yield for the eligi- 
ble crop, as determined by the Secretary, 
compensated at a rate of 100 percent of the 
average market price for the eligible crop, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) PAYMENT LIMITATIONS.— 

(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
terms ‘‘legal entity” and ‘“‘person’’ have the 
meanings given those terms in section 
1001(a) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 
U.S.C. 1308(a)). 

(B) PAYMENT LIMITATION.—The total 
amount of payments received, directly or in- 
directly, by a person or legal entity (exclud- 
ing a joint venture or general partnership) 
for any crop year under this section may not 
exceed $100,000. 

(C) LIMITATION ON MULTIPLE BENEFITS FOR 
SAME LOSS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), if a producer who is eligible to re- 
ceive benefits under this section is also eligi- 
ble to receive assistance for the same loss 
under any other program administered by 
the Secretary, the producer shall not receive 
benefits in excess of 100 percent of the loss, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

(ii) EXCEPTION.—Clause (i) shall not apply 
to emergency loans under subtitle C of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1961 et seq.). 

(2) REGULATIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this paragraph, not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary and the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, as appropriate, shall promul- 
gate such regulations as are necessary to im- 
plement this section and the amendments 
made by this section. 

(B) PROCEDURE.—The promulgation of the 
regulations and administration of this sec- 
tion shall be made without regard to— 

(i) the notice and comment provisions of 
section 553 of title 5, United States Code; 
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(ii) chapter 35 of title 44, United States 
Code (commonly known as the ‘‘Paperwork 
Reduction Act’’); and 

(iii) the Statement of Policy of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture effective July 24, 1971 
(36 Fed. Reg. 18804), relating to notices of 
proposed rulemaking and public participa- 
tion in rulemaking. 

(C) CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF AGENCY 
RULEMAKING.—In carrying out this para- 
graph, the Secretary shall use the authority 
provided under section 808 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

(3) MANDATORY FUNDING.—Of the funds of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, the Sec- 
retary shall use to carry out this section 
$125,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 


SA 2. Mr. REID (for Mr. UDALL of Col- 
orado (for himself and Mr. BENNET)) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by Mr. REID to the bill 
H.R. 152, making supplemental appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2018, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

On page 32, line 17, strike ‘‘and’’ and insert 
*or’?, 
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NOTICES OF HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
announce that the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions will meet in open session on 
Tuesday, January 29, 2013, at 10 a.m. in 
room SD-430 of the Dirksen Senate Of- 
fice Building to conduct a hearing enti- 
tled ‘380 Million New Patients and 11 
Months to Go: Who Will Provide Their 
Primary Care?” 

For further information regarding 
this meeting, please contact Sophie 
Kasimow of the committee staff on 
(202) 224-2831. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 

AND PENSIONS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
announce that the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions will meet in open session on 
Thursday, January 24, 2018, at 10 a.m. 
in room SD-430 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building to conduct a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Assessing the State of Amer- 
ica’s Mental Health System.” 

For further information regarding 
this meeting, please contact Kathleen 
Laird of the committee staff on (202) 
224-6840. 


ES 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on January 22, 2018, at 2:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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INAUGURAL CEREMONY 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the transcript 
of the inaugural ceremony proceedings 
for Monday, January 21, be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

INAUGURAL CEREMONY 


Inauguration of Barack Hussein Obama, 
January 21, 2018, 11:30 a.m. 

Their Excellencies, the Chiefs of Diplo- 
matic Missions, assembled on the President’s 
platform. 

The Architect of the Capitol, Stephen T. 
Ayers, assembled on the President’s plat- 
form. 

The Joint Chiefs of Staff assembled on the 
President’s platform. 

The Governors of the United States and its 
territories and the mayor of the District of 
Columbia assembled on the President’s plat- 
form. 

Members of the 113th House of Representa- 
tives of the United States, led by majority 
whip KEVIN MCCARTHY and Democratic whip 
STENY HOYER, and the dean of the House of 
Representatives, JOHN DINGELL, assembled 
on the President’s platform. 

Members of the 113th Senate of the United 
States assembled on the President’s plat- 
form. 

Former Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, Newt Gingrich, accompanied by Mrs. 
Gingrich, assembled on the President’s plat- 
form. 

Former Senate majority leader Tom 
Daschle, accompanied by Mrs. Daschle, as- 
sembled on the President’s platform. 

Ambassador Matthew Barzun, Ms. Eva 
Longoria, Ms. Jane Stetson, and Mr. Frank 
White, Jr., cochairs of the 57th Presidential 
Inaugural Committee; Mr. Steve J. Kerrigan, 
chief executive officer; and Mr. David J. 
Cusack, executive director of the 57th Presi- 
dential Inaugural Committee, assembled on 
the President’s platform. 

The President’s Cabinet and agency des- 
ignees assembled on the President’s plat- 
form. 

The Chief Justice of the United States, the 
Honorable John G. Roberts, Jr., and the As- 
sociate Justices of the Supreme Court of the 
United States assembled on the President’s 
platform. 

The 39th President of the United States, 
Jimmy Carter, and Mrs. Rosalynn Carter as- 
sembled on the President’s platform. 

The 42nd President of the United States, 
William Jefferson Clinton, and Secretary of 
State Hillary Rodham Clinton assembled on 
the President’s platform. 

The children of the Vice President, MAJ 
Beau Biden, Hunter Biden, and Ashley Biden, 
accompanied by the House chief administra- 
tive officer, Dan Strodel, assembled on the 
President’s platform. 

The daughters of the President, Malia 
Obama and Sasha Obama, also Mrs. Marian 
Robinson, accompanied by Catlin O’Neill, as- 
sembled on the President’s platform. 

Dr. Jill Biden, accompanied by Mrs. Alex- 
ander, Mrs. Boehner, Mrs. Cantor, Assistant 
Secretary of the Senate Sheila Dwyer, and 
Deputy Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives Robert Reeves, assembled on the Presi- 
dent’s platform. 

The First Lady of the United States, Mrs. 
Michelle Obama, accompanied by Secretary 
of the Senate Nancy Erikson, Clerk of the 
House of Representatives Karen Haas, Mrs. 
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Schumer, Mrs. Reid, and Mr. Pelosi, assem- 
bled on the President’s platform. 

The Vice President of the United States, 
JOSEPH R. BIDEN, accompanied by the inau- 
gural coordinator for the Joint Congres- 
sional Committee on Inaugural Ceremonies, 
Kelly Fado; Senate Deputy Sergeant at 
Arms, Martine Bradford; House Deputy Ser- 
geant at Arms, Kerry Hanley; Senate major- 
ity leader, Senator HARRY REID; and House 
Democratic leader, Representative NANCY 
PELOSI, assembled on the President’s plat- 
form. 

The President of the United States, Barack 
H. Obama, accompanied by the staff director 
for the Joint Congressional Committee on 
Inaugural Ceremonies, Jean Parvin 
Bordewich; Senate Sergeant at Arms, Ter- 
rence W. Gainer; the House Sergeant at 
Arms, Paul Irving; chairman of the Joint 
Congressional Committee on Inaugural Cere- 
monies, Senator CHARLES E. SCHUMER; Sen- 
ator LAMAR ALEXANDER; the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, JOHN BOEHNER; 
Senate majority leader, Senator HARRY 
REID; House majority leader, Representative 
ERIC CANTOR; and House Democratic leader, 
Representative NANCY PELOSI, assembled on 
the President’s platform. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, Mr. Vice 
President, Members of Congress, all who are 
present, and to all who are watching, wel- 
come to the Capitol and to this celebration 
of our great democracy. This is the 57th in- 
auguration of an American President, and no 
matter how many times one witnesses this 
event, its simplicity, its innate majesty, and 
most of all its meaning, that sacred, yet cau- 
tious, entrusting of power from we, the peo- 
ple, to our chosen leader, never fails to make 
one’s heart beat faster as it will today with 
the inauguration of President Barack H. 
Obama. 

We know we would not be here today were 
it not for those who stand guard around the 
world to preserve our freedom. To those in 
our Armed Forces, we offer our infinite 
thanks for your bravery, your honor, your 
sacrifice. 

(Applause.) 

This democracy of ours was forged by in- 
tellect and argument, by activism and blood, 
and above all, from John Adams to Elizabeth 
Cady Stanton, to Martin Luther King, Jr., by 
a stubborn adherence to the notion that we 
are all created equal and deserve nothing 
less than a great Republic worthy of our con- 
sent. 

The theme of this year’s inaugural is 
“Faith in America’s Future.” The perfect 
embodiment of this unshakable confidence 
and the ongoing success of our collective 
journey is an event from our past. I speak of 
the improbable completion of the Capitol 
dome and capping it with the Statue of Free- 
dom which occurred 150 years ago in 1863. 

When Abraham Lincoln took office 2 years 
earlier, the dome above us was a half-built 
eyesore. The conventional wisdom was it 
should be left unfinished until the war ended, 
given the travails and financial needs of the 
times. But to President Lincoln, the half-fin- 
ished dome symbolized the half-divided Na- 
tion. Lincoln said: If people see the Capitol 
going on, it is a sign we intend the Union 
shall go on. So despite the conflict which en- 
gulfed the Nation and surrounded the city, 
the dome continued to rise. 

On December 2, 1868, the Statue of Free- 
dom, a woman, was placed atop the dome, 
where she still stands. In a sublime irony, it 
was a former slave, now free American, Phil- 
ip Reid, who helped to cast the bronze stat- 
ue. 


January 22, 2013 


Our present times are not as perilous or de- 
spairing as they were in 1863, but in 2013 far 
too many doubt the future of this great Na- 
tion and our ability to tackle our own era’s 
half-finished domes. 

Today’s problems are intractable, they 
say; the times are so complex, the dif- 
ferences in the country and the world so deep 
we will never overcome them. When 
thoughts such as these produce anxiety, fear, 
and even despair, we do well to remember 
Americans have always been, and still are, a 
practical, optimistic, problem-solving peo- 
ple; that, as our history shows, no matter 
how steep the climb, how difficult the prob- 
lems, how half-finished the task, America al- 
ways rises to the occasion. America prevails 
and America prospers. 

(Applause.) 

Those who bet against this country have 
inevitably been on the wrong side of history. 
So it is a good moment to gaze upward and 
behold the Statue of Freedom at the top of 
the Capitol dome. It is a good moment to 
gain strength and courage and humility from 
those who were determined to complete the 
half-finished dome. It is a good moment to 
rejoice at this 57th Presidential inaugural 
ceremony, and it is the perfect moment to 
renew our collective faith in the future of 
America. 

(Applause.) 

Thank you and God bless these United 
States. 

In that spirit of faith, I would now like to 
introduce civil rights leader Myrlie Evers, 
who has committed her life to extending the 
promise of our Nation’s founding principles 
to all Americans. 

Mrs. Evers will lead us in the invocation. 

Mrs. EVERS. America, we are here, our 
Nation’s Capitol, on this day, January the 
21st, 2013, the inauguration of our 45th Presi- 
dent, Barack Obama. We come at this time 
to ask blessings upon our leaders, the Presi- 
dent, Vice President, Members of Congress, 
all elected and appointed officials of the 
United States of America. 

We are here to ask blessings upon our 
Armed Forces, blessings upon all who con- 
tribute to the essence of the American spirit, 
the American dream, the opportunity to be- 
come whatever our mankind, womankind al- 
lows us to be. This is the promise of Amer- 
ica. 

As we sing the words of belief, ‘‘This is my 
country,” let us act upon the meaning every- 
one is included. May the inherent dignity 
and inalienable rights of every woman, man, 
boy, and girl be honored. May all Your peo- 
ple, especially the least of these, flourish in 
our blessed Nation. One hundred fifty years 
after the Emancipation Proclamation and 50 
years after the march on Washington, we cel- 
ebrate the spirit of our ancestors which has 
allowed us to move from a nation of unborn 
hopes and a history of disenfranchised votes 
to today’s expression of a more perfect 
Union. 

We ask, too, Almighty, that where our 
paths seem blanketed by throngs of oppres- 
sion and rippled by pangs of despair, we ask 
for Your guidance toward the light of deliv- 
erance, and with the vision of those who 
came before us and dreamed of this day, that 
we recognize their visions still inspire us. 
They are a great cloud of witnesses unseen 
by the naked eye but all around us thankful 
that their living was not in vain. For every 
mountain You gave us the strength to climb, 
Your grace is pleaded to continue that climb 
for America and the world. 

We now stand beneath the shadow of the 
Nation’s Capitol whose golden dome reflects 
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the unity and democracy of one Nation, indi- 
visible, with liberty and justice for all. 

Approximately 4 miles from where we are 
assembled, the hallowed remains of men and 
women rest in Arlington Cemetery; they who 
believed, fought, and died for this country. 
May their spirit infuse our being to work to- 
gether with respect, enabling us to continue 
to build this Nation, and in so doing we send 
a message to the world that we are strong, 
fierce in our strength, and ever vigilant in 
our pursuit of freedom. 

We ask that You grant our President the 
will to act courageously but cautiously when 
confronted with danger and to act prudently 
but deliberately when challenged by adver- 
sity. Please continue to vest his efforts, to 
lead by example in consideration and favor 
of the diversity of our people. Bless our fami- 
lies all across this Nation. 

We thank You for this opportunity of pray- 
er to strengthen us for the journey through 
the days that lie ahead. We invoke the pray- 
ers of our grandmothers who taught us to 
pray: God make me a blessing. Let their spir- 
it guide us as we claim the spirit of old. 
There is something within me that holds the 
reins. There is something within me that 
banishes pain. There is something within me 
I cannot explain. But all I know, America, 
there is something within—there is some- 
thing within. 

In Jesus’s name and the name of all who 
are holy and right, we pray. 

Amen. 

(Applause.) 

Mr. SCHUMER. I am pleased to introduce 
the award-winning tabernacle choir, the 
Brooklyn Tabernacle Choir, to sing ‘‘Battle 
Hymn of the Republic.” 

(Performance by the Brooklyn Tabernacle 
Choir.) 

Mr. SCHUMER. Please join me in wel- 
coming my colleague and friend, the Senator 
from Tennessee, the Honorable LAMAR ALEX- 
ANDER. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, Mr. Vice 
President, ladies and gentlemen, the late 
Alex Haley, author of ‘‘Roots,’’ lived his life 
by these six words: ‘‘Find the good and praise 
it.” Today we praise the American tradition 
of transferring or reaffirming immense 
power in the inauguration of the President of 
the United States. We do this in a peaceful, 
orderly way. There is no mob, no coup, no in- 
surrection. This is a moment when millions 
stop and watch, a moment most of us always 
will remember. It is a moment that is our 
most conspicuous and enduring symbol of 
the American democracy. How remarkable 
that this has survived for so long in such a 
complex country, when so much power is at 
stake, this freedom to vote for our leaders 
and the restraint to respect the results. 

Last year, at Mount Vernon, a tour guide 
told me our first President, George Wash- 
ington, once posed this question: What is 
most important of this grand experiment, 
the United States? Then Washington an- 
swered his own question in this way: Not the 
election of the first President but the elec- 
tion of its second President. The peaceful 
transfer of power is what will separate our 
country from every other country in the 
world. 

Today we celebrate the 57th inauguration 
of the American President: Find the good 
and praise it. 

(Applause.) 

It is my honor to introduce Associate Jus- 
tice of the U.S. Supreme Court Sonia 
Sotomayor for the purpose of administering 
the oath of office to the Vice President. Will 
everyone please stand. 
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Associate Justice SONIA SOTOMAYOR ad- 
ministered to the Vice President-elect the 
oath of office prescribed by the Constitution, 
which he repeated, as follows: 

I, JOSEPH R. BIDEN JR., do solemnly 
swear that I will support and defend the Con- 
stitution of the United States against all en- 
emies foreign and domestic; that I will bear 
true faith and allegiance to the same; that I 
take this obligation freely, without any 
mental reservation or purpose of evasion, 
and that I will well and faithfully discharge 
the duties of the office on which I am about 
to enter. So help me God. 

Justice SOTOMAYOR. Congratulations. 

(Applause.) 

Mr. SCHUMER. It is my pleasure to intro- 
duce renowned musical artist James Taylor. 

(Applause.) 

(Performance by James Taylor.) 

Mr. SCHUMER. It is my honor to present 
the Chief Justice of the United States, JOHN 
G. ROBERTS, JR., who will administer the 
Presidential oath of office. 

Everyone, please rise. 

The Chief Justice of the U.S. Supreme 
Court, JOHN G. ROBERTS, JR., adminis- 
tered to the President-elect the oath of of- 
fice prescribed by the Constitution, which he 
repeated as follows: 

I, BARACK HUSSEIN OBAMA, do sol- 
emnly swear that I will faithfully execute 
the office of President of the United States 
and will, to the best of my ability, preserve, 
protect, and defend the Constitution of the 
United States. So help me God. 

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Congratulations, Mr. 
President. 

(Applause.) 

Mr. SCHUMER. Ladies and gentlemen, it is 
my great privilege and distinct honor to in- 
troduce the 44th President of the United 
States of America, Barack H. Obama. 

(Applause.) 

The PRESIDENT. Thank you. Thank you 
so much. 

Vice President BIDEN, Mr. Chief Justice, 
Members of the U.S. Congress, distinguished 
guests, and fellow citizens, each time we 
gather to inaugurate a President, we bear 
witness to the enduring strength of our Con- 
stitution. We affirm the promise of our de- 
mocracy. We recall that what binds this Na- 
tion together are not the colors of our skin 
or the tenets of our faith or the origins of 
our names. What makes us exceptional— 
what makes us American—is our allegiance 
to an idea, articulated in a declaration made 
more than two centuries ago: 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, 
that all men are created equal, that they are 
endowed by their Creator with certain 
unalienable Rights, that among these are 
Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness. 

(Applause.) 

Today we continue a never-ending journey 
to bridge the meaning of those words with 
the realities of our time, for history tells us 
that while these truths may be self-evident, 
they have never been self-executing; that 
while freedom is a gift from God, it must be 
secured by His people here on Earth. 

The patriots of 1776 did not fight to replace 
the tyranny of a king with the privileges of 
a few or the rule of a mob. They gave to us 
a republic, a government of and by and for 
the people, entrusting each generation to 
keep safe our founding creed. For more than 
200 years, we have. Through blood drawn by 
lash and blood drawn by sword, we learned 
that no union founded on the principles of 
liberty and equality could survive half slave 
and half free. We made ourselves anew and 
vowed to move forward together. Together, 
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we determined that a modern economy re- 
quires railroads and highways to speed travel 
and commerce; schools and colleges to train 
our workers. Together, we discovered that a 
free market only thrives when there are 
rules to ensure competition and fair play. 
Together, we resolve that a great nation 
must care for the vulnerable and protect its 
people from life’s worst hazards and misfor- 
tunes. Through it all, we have never relin- 
quished our skepticism of central authority, 
nor have we succumbed to the fiction that 
all society’s ills can be cured through gov- 
ernment alone. Our celebration of initiative 
and enterprise, our insistence on hard work 
and personal responsibility, these are con- 
stants in our character. 

We have always understood that when 
times change, so must we; that fidelity to 
our founding principles requires new re- 
sponses to new challenges; that preserving 
our individual freedoms ultimately requires 
collective action, for the American people 
can no more meet the demands of today’s 
world by acting alone than American sol- 
diers could have met the forces of fascism or 
communism with muskets and militias. No 
single person can train all the math and 
science teachers we will need to equip our 
children for the future or build the roads and 
networks and research labs that will bring 
new jobs to our shores. Now, more than ever, 
we must do these things together as one Na- 
tion and one people. 

(Applause.) 

This generation of Americans has been 
tested by crises that steeled our resolve and 
proved our resilience. A decade of war is now 
ending. 

(Applause.) 

An economic recovery has begun. 

(Applause.) 

America’s possibilities are limitless, for we 
possess all the qualities this world without 
boundaries demands: youth and drive, diver- 
sity and openness, an endless capacity for 
risk, and a gift for reinvention. 

My fellow Americans, we are made for this 
moment, and we will seize it so long as we 
seize it together. 

(Applause.) 

For we, the People, understand that our 
country cannot succeed when a shrinking 
few do very well and a growing many barely 
make it. 

(Applause.) 

We believe America’s prosperity must rest 
upon the broad shoulders of a rising middle 
class. We know America thrives when every 
person can find independence and pride in 
their work, when the wages of honest labor 
liberate families from the brink of hardship. 
We are true to our creed when a little girl 
born into the bleakest poverty knows she 
has the same chance to succeed as anybody 
else because she is an American, she is free, 
and she is equal, not just in the eyes of God 
but also in our own. 

(Applause.) 

We understand outworn programs are inad- 
equate to the needs of our time. We must 
harness new ideas in technology to remake 
our government, revamp our Tax Code, re- 
form our schools, and empower our citizens 
with the skills they need to work harder, 
learn more, and reach higher. But while the 
means will change, our purpose endures. A 
nation that rewards the effort and deter- 
mination of every single American, that is 
what this moment requires. That is what 
will give real meaning to our creed. 

We, the people, still believe that every cit- 
izen deserves a basic measure of security and 
dignity. We must make the hard choices to 
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reduce the cost of health care and the size of 
our deficit. But we reject the belief that 
America must choose between caring for the 
generation that built this country and in- 
vesting in the generation that will build its 
future. 

(Applause.) 

For we remember the lessons of our past, 
when twilight years were spent in poverty 
and parents of a child with a disability had 
nowhere to turn. We do not believe, in this 
country, freedom is reserved for the lucky or 
happiness for the few. We recognize that no 
matter how responsibly we live our lives, 
any one of us, at any time, may face a job 
loss or a sudden illness or a home swept 
away in a terrible storm. The commitments 
we make to each other, through Medicare 
and Medicaid and Social Security, these 
things do not sap our Nation; they strength- 
en us. 

(Applause.) 

They do not make us a nation of takers; 
they free us to take the risks that make this 
country great. 

(Applause.) 

We, the people, still believe our obligations 
as Americans are not just to ourselves but to 
all posterity. We will respond to the threat 
of climate change, knowing the failure to do 
so would betray our children and future gen- 
erations. 

(Applause.) 

Some may still deny the overwhelming 
judgment of science, but none can avoid the 
devastating impact of raging fires and crip- 
pling drought and more powerful storms. The 
path toward sustainable energy sources will 
be long and sometimes difficult, but America 
cannot resist this transition; we must lead 
it. We cannot cede to other Nations the tech- 
nology that will power new jobs and new in- 
dustries; we must claim its promise. That is 
how we will maintain our economic vitality 
and our national treasure, our forests and 
waterways, our croplands and snow-capped 
peaks. That is how we will preserve our plan- 
et, commanded to our care by God. That is 
what will lend meaning to the creed our Fa- 
thers once declared. 

We, the people, still believe that enduring 
security and lasting peace do not require 
perpetual war. Our brave men and women in 
uniform, tempered by the flames of battle, 
are unmatched in skill and courage. Our citi- 
zens, seared by the memory of those we have 
lost, know too well the price that is paid for 
liberty. The knowledge of their sacrifice will 
keep us forever vigilant against those who 
would do us harm. But we are also heirs to 
those who won the peace and not just the 
war, who turned sworn enemies into the sur- 
est of friends, and we must carry those les- 
sons into this time as well. 

We will defend our people and uphold our 
values through strength of arms and rule of 
law. We will show the courage to try and re- 
solve our differences with other Nations 
peacefully, not because we are naive about 
the dangers we face but because engagement 
can more durably lift suspicion and fear. 

America will remain the anchor of strong 
alliances in every corner of the globe, and we 
will renew those institutions that extend our 
capacity to manage crisis abroad, for no one 
has a greater stake in a peaceful world than 
its most powerful Nation. We will support 
democracy from Asia to Africa, from the 
Americas to the Middle East, because our in- 
terests and our conscience compel us to act 
on behalf of those who long for freedom. We 
must be a source of hope to the poor, the 
sick, the marginalized, the victims of preju- 
dice, not out of mere charity but because 
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peace in our time requires the constant ad- 
vance of those principles that our common 
creed describes: tolerance and opportunity, 
human dignity and justice. 

We, the people, declare today that the 
most evident of truths, that all of us are cre- 
ated equal, is the star that guides us still, 
just as it guided our forebears through Sen- 
eca Falls and Selma and Stonewall, just as it 
guided all those men and women, sung and 
unsung, who left footprints along this great 
Mall to hear a preacher say we cannot walk 
alone, to hear a ‘‘King”’ proclaim that our in- 
dividual freedom is inextricably bound to the 
freedom of every soul on Earth. 

(Applause.) 

It is now our generation’s task to carry on 
what those pioneers began, for our journey is 
not complete until our wives, our mothers, 
and daughters can earn a living equal to 
their efforts. 

(Applause.) 

Our journey is not complete until our gay 
brothers and sisters are treated like anyone 
else under the law, for if we are truly created 
equal, then surely the love we commit to one 
another must be equal as well. 

Our journey is not complete until no cit- 
izen is forced to wait for hours to exercise 
the right to vote. Our journey is not com- 
plete until we find a better way to welcome 
the striving, hopeful immigrants who still 
see America as a land of opportunity; until 
bright young students and engineers are en- 
listed in our workforce rather than expelled 
from our country. 

Our journey is not complete until all our 
children, from the streets of Detroit to the 
hills of Appalachia, to the quiet lanes of 
Newtown, know they are cared for and cher- 
ished and always safe from harm. That is our 
generation’s task—to make these words, 
these rights, these values of life and liberty 
and the pursuit of happiness real for every 
American. 

Being true to our founding documents does 
not require us to agree on every contour of 
life. It does not mean we will all define lib- 
erty in exactly the same way or follow the 
same precise path to happiness. Progress 
does not compel us to settle centuries-long 
debates about the role of government for all 
time, but it does require us to act in our 
time. 

(Applause.) 

For now decisions are upon us, and we can- 
not afford delay. We cannot mistake absolut- 
ism for principle or substitute spectacle for 
politics or treat name-calling as reasoned de- 
bate. We must act, knowing our work will be 
imperfect. We must act, Knowing today’s vic- 
tories will be only partial and that it will be 
up to those who stand here in 4 years and 40 
years and 400 years hence to advance the 
timeless spirit once conferred to us in a 
spare Philadelphia hall. 

My fellow Americans, the oath I have 
sworn before you today, similar to the one 
recited by others who serve in this Capitol, 
was an oath to God and country, not party or 
faction, and we must faithfully execute that 
pledge during the duration of our service. 
But the words I spoke today are not so dif- 
ferent from the oath that is taken each time 
a soldier signs up for duty or an immigrant 
realizes her dream. My oath is not so dif- 
ferent from the pledge we all make to the 
flag that waves above and that fills our 
hearts with pride. They are the words of citi- 
zens and they represent our greatest hope. 

You and I, as citizens, have the power to 
set this country’s course. You and I, as citi- 
zens, have the obligation to shape the de- 
bates of our time, not only with the votes we 
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cast but with the voices we lift in defense of 
our most ancient values and enduring ideals. 
Let each of us now embrace, with solemn 
duty and awesome joy, what is our lasting 
birthright. With common effort and common 
purpose, with passion and dedication, let us 
answer the call of history and carry into an 
uncertain future that precious light of free- 
dom. 

Thank you. God bless you, and may He for- 
ever bless these United States of America. 

(Applause.) 

Mr. SCHUMER. At this time, please join 
me in welcoming award-winning artist Kelly 
Clarkson, accompanied by the U.S. Marine 
Band. 

(Kelly Clarkson and the Marine Band per- 
formed.) 

Mr. SCHUMER. Wow. Our next distin- 
guished guest is the poet Richard Blanco, 
who will share with us words he has com- 
posed for this occasion. 

Mr. BLANCO. Mr. President, 
President, America, ‘‘One Today.” 


One sun rose on us today, kindled over our 
shores, peeking over the Smokies, 
greeting the faces of the Great Lakes, 
spreading a simple truth across the 
Great Plains, then charging across the 
Rockies. One light, waking up rooftops, 
under each one, a story told by our si- 
lent gestures moving across windows. 

My face, your face, millions of faces in morn- 
ing’s mirrors, each one yawning to life, 
crescendoing into our day: pencil-yel- 
low school buses, the rhythm of traffic 
lights, fruit stands: apples, limes, and 
oranges arrayed like rainbows begging 
our praise. 

Silver trucks heavy with oil or paper—bricks 
or milk, teeming over highways along- 
side us, on our way to clean tables, 
read ledgers, or save lives—to teach ge- 
ometry, or ring up groceries as my 
mother did for twenty years, so I could 
write this poem for all of us today. 

All of us as vital as the one light we move 
through, the same light on blackboards 
with lessons for the day: equations to 
solve, history to question, or atoms 
imagined, the “I have a dream” we all 
keep dreaming or the impossible vocab- 
ulary of sorrow that won’t explain the 
empty desks of twenty children 
marked absent today, and forever. 
Many prayers, but one light breathing 
color into stained glass windows, life 
into the faces of bronzed statues, 
warmth onto the steps of our museums 
and park benches as mothers watch 
children slide into the day. 

One ground. Our ground, rooting us to every 
stock of corn, every head of wheat 
sown by sweat and hands, hands glean- 
ing coal or planting windmills in 
deserts and hilltops that keep us warm, 
hands digging trenches, routing pipes 
and cables, hands as worn as my fa- 
ther’s cutting sugarcane so my brother 
and I could have books and shoes. 

The dust of farms and deserts, cities and 

plains mingled by one wind—our 

breath. Breathe. Hear it through the 
day’s gorgeous din of honking cabs, 
buses launching down avenues, the 
symphony of footsteps, guitars, and 
screeching subways, the unexpected 
song bird on your clothes line. 

squeaky playground swings, trains 
whistling, or whispers across cafe ta- 
bles. Hear: the doors we open each day 
for each other, saying, hello, shalom, 
buon giorno, howdy, namaste, or bue- 
nos dias in the language my mother 


Mr. Vice 


Hear: 
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taught me—in every language spoken 
into one wind carrying our lives with- 
out prejudice, as these words break 
from my lips. 

One sky: since the Appalachians and Sierras 
claimed their majesty, and the Mis- 
sissippi and Colorado worked their way 
to the sea. Thank the work of our 
hands: weaving steel into bridges, fin- 
ishing one more report for the boss on 
time, stitching another wound or uni- 
form, the first brushstroke on a por- 
trait, or the last floor on the Freedom 
Tower jutting into a sky that yields to 
our resilience. 

One sky: toward which we sometimes lift our 
eyes tired from work, some days guess- 
ing at the weather of our lives, some 
days giving thanks for a love that loves 
you back, sometimes praising a mother 
who knew how to give, or forgiving a 
father who couldn’t give what you 
wanted. 

We head home: through the gloss of rain or 
weight of snow, or the plum plush of 
dusk, but always—home, always under 
one sky, our sky. And always one moon 
like a silent drum tapping on every 
rooftop and every window, of one coun- 
try—all of us—facing the stars. Hope— 
a new constellation waiting for us to 
map it, waiting for us to name it—to- 
gether. 

(Applause.) 

Mr. SCHUMER. Ladies and gentlemen, it is 
now my privilege to introduce Rev. Dr. Luis 
Leon to deliver the benediction. 

Reverend LEON. Let us pray. 

Gracious and eternal God, as we conclude 
the second inauguration of President Obama, 
we ask for Your blessings as we seek to be- 
come, in the words of Martin Luther King, 
Jr., citizens of a beloved community loving 
You and loving our neighbors as ourselves. 

We pray that You will bless us with Your 
continued presence because without it, ha- 
tred and arrogance will infect our hearts. 
But with Your blessing, we know that we can 
break down the walls that separate us. 

We pray for Your blessing today because 
without it, mistrust, prejudice, and rancor 
will rule our hearts, but with the blessing of 
Your presence, we know that we can renew 
the ties of mutual regard which can best 
form our civic life. 

We pray for Your blessing, because without 
it, suspicion, despair, and fear of those dif- 
ferent from us will be our rule of life. But 
with Your blessing, we can see each other 
created in Your image, a unit of God’s grace, 
unprecedented, irrepeatable, and irreplace- 
able. 

We pray for Your blessing, because without 
it, we will see only what the eye can see. But 
with the blessing of Your blessing, we will 
see that we are created in Your image 
whether Brown, Black or White, male or fe- 
male, first-generation immigrant American 
or Daughters of the American Revolution, 
gay or straight, rich or poor. 

We pray for Your blessing, because without 
it, we will only see scarcity in the midst of 
abundance. But with Your blessing, we will 
recognize the abundance of the gifts of this 
good land with which You have endowed this 
Nation. 

We pray for Your blessing. Bless all of us 
privileged to be citizens and residents of this 
Nation with a spirit of gratitude and humil- 
ity that we may become a blessing among 
the Nations of this world. 

We pray that You will shower with Your 
life-giving spirit the elected leaders of this 
land, especially Barack, our President, and 
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Joe, our Vice President. Fill them with the 
love of truth and righteousness that they 
may serve this Nation ably and be glad to do 
Your will. Endow their hearts with wisdom 
and forbearance so that peace may prevail 
with righteousness, justice with order so 
that men and women throughout this Nation 
can find with one another the fulfillment of 
our humanity. 

We pray that the President, Vice Presi- 
dent, and all in political authority will re- 
member the words of the Prophet Micah: 
What does the Lord require of you but to do 
justice, to love kindness, and always walk 
humbly with God. 

(Remarks in Spanish.) 

Mr. President, Mr. Vice President, may 
God bless you all your days. 

All this we pray in Your most holy Name. 

Amen. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Ladies and gentlemen, 
please remain standing for the singing of our 
national anthem by award-winning artist 
Beyonce, accompanied by the U.S. Marine 
Band. 

Following the national anthem please re- 
main in your place while the Presidential 
party exits the platform. 

(Performance by Beyonce and the U.S. Ma- 
rine Band.) 

(The Inaugural ceremony was concluded at 
12:31 p.m.) 


— EEE 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 
EN BLOC —S. 47 AND H.R. 152 


Mr. DURBIN. I understand there are 
two bills at the desk. I ask for their 
first reading, en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the titles of the bills, en 
bloc. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 47) to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 

A bill (H.R. 152) making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2018, to improve and streamline 
disaster assistance for Hurricane Sandy, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. DURBIN. I now ask for a second 
reading, en bloc, and object to my own 
request, en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. The bills will be read for 
the second time on the next legislative 
day. 


EEE 


ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
JANUARY 23, 2013 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it re- 
cess until 9:30 a.m. on Wednesday, Jan- 
uary 23, 2013; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the Journal of proceedings 
be approved to date and the time for 
the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day; that following any 
leader remarks, the Senate be in a pe- 
riod of morning business for debate 
only until 12 p.m., with Senators per- 
mitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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RECESS UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate recess under the pre- 
vious order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:02 p.m., recessed until Wednesday, 
January 23, 2018, at 9:30 a.m. 


— 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


CHARLES TIMOTHY HAGEL, OF NEBRASKA, TO BE SEC- 
RETARY OF DEFENSE, VICE LEON E. PANETTA. 

FREDERICK VOLLRATH, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN AS- 
SISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE. (NEW POSITION) 

ALAN F. ESTEVEZ, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE A PRINCIPAL DEPUTY UNDER SECRETARY OF DE- 
FENSE, VICE FRANK KENDALL III. 


CHEMICAL SAFETY AND HAZARD INVESTIGATION 
BOARD 


RICHARD J. ENGLER, OF NEW JERSEY, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE CHEMICAL SAFETY AND HAZARD INVES- 
TIGATION BOARD FOR A TERM OF FIVE YEARS, VICE WIL- 
LIAM E. WRIGHT, TERM EXPIRED. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


CHRISTOPHER J. MEADE, OF NEW YORK, TO BE GEN- 
ERAL COUNSEL FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF THE TREAS- 
URY, VICE GEORGE WHEELER MADISON, RESIGNED. 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 


WILLIAM B. SCHULTZ, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES, VICE DANIEL MERON. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


JACOB J. LEW, OF NEW YORK, TO BE SECRETARY OF 
THE TREASURY, VICE TIMOTHY F. GEITHNER. 


INTERNATIONAL BANKS 


JACOB J. LEW, OF NEW YORK, TO BE UNITED STATES 
GOVERNOR OF THE INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND 
FOR A TERM OF FIVE YEARS; UNITED STATES GOV- 
ERNOR OF THE INTERNATIONAL BANK FOR RECON- 
STRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT FOR A TERM OF FIVE 
YEARS; UNITED STATES GOVERNOR OF THE INTER- 
AMERICAN DEVELOPMENT BANK FOR A TERM OF FIVE 
YEARS; UNITED STATES GOVERNOR OF THE EUROPEAN 
BANK FOR RECONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT, VICE 
TIMOTHY F. GEITHNER. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


JOHN FORBES KERRY, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE SEC- 
RETARY OF STATE, VICE HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON. 


BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS 


JEFFREY SHELL, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE CHAIRMAN OF 
THE BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS, VICE WAL- 
TER ISAACSON, RESIGNED. 

JEFFREY SHELL, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS FOR A TERM 
EXPIRING AUGUST 13, 2015, VICE WALTER ISAACSON, 
TERM EXPIRED. 


EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 


JENNY R. YANG, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO BE 
A MEMBER OF THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2017, VICE 
STUART ISHIMARU, RESIGNED. 


FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH REVIEW 
COMMISSION 


ROBERT F. COHEN, JR., OF WEST VIRGINIA, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH 
REVIEW COMMISSION FOR A TERM OF SIX YEARS EXPIR- 
ING AUGUST 30, 2018. (REAPPOINTMENT) 


FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY 


CAROL WALLER POPE, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE A MEMBER OF THE FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS 
AUTHORITY FOR A TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING JULY 
1, 2014. (REAPPOINTMENT) 


CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 


JOHN OWEN BRENNAN, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE DIRECTOR 
OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, VICE DAVID H. 
PETRAEUS, RESIGNED. 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


DEREK ANTHONY WEST, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE ASSO- 
CIATE ATTORNEY GENERAL, VICE THOMAS JOHN 
PERRELLI, RESIGNED. 


PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVERSIGHT 
BOARD 


DAVID MEDINE, OF MARYLAND, TO BE CHAIRMAN AND 
MEMBER OF THE PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVER- 
SIGHT BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 29, 2018. 
(NEW POSITION) 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


SYLVIA M. BECKER, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE A MEMBER OF THE FOREIGN CLAIMS SETTLEMENT 
COMMISSION OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE TERM EX- 
PIRING SEPTEMBER 30, 2013, VICE RALPH E. MARTINEZ, 
TERM EXPIRED. 

SYLVIA M. BECKER, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE A MEMBER OF THE FOREIGN CLAIMS SETTLEMENT 
COMMISSION OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE TERM EX- 
PIRING SEPTEMBER 30, 2016. (REAPPOINTMENT) 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE- 
SERVE OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be lieutenant general 


MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM H. ETTER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be lieutenant general 


LT. GEN. JOHN W. HESTERMAN III 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be brigadier general 


COL. JAMES E. MCCLAIN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be brigadier general 


COL. RICHARD M. MURPHY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be major general 


BRIGADIER GENERAL ARNOLD W. BUNCH, JR. 
BRIGADIER GENERAL THERESA C. CARTER 
BRIGADIER GENERAL SANDRA E. FINAN 
BRIGADIER GENERAL JEFFREY L. HARRIGIAN 
BRIGADIER GENERAL TIMOTHY J. LEAHY 
BRIGADIER GENERAL GREGORY J. LENGYEL 
BRIGADIER GENERAL LEE K. LEVY II 
BRIGADIER GENERAL JAMES F. MARTIN, JR. 
BRIGADIER GENERAL JERRY P. MARTINEZ 
BRIGADIER GENERAL PAUL H. MCGILLICUDDY 
BRIGADIER GENERAL ROBERT D. MCMURRY, JR. 
BRIGADIER GENERAL EDWARD M. MINAHAN 
BRIGADIER GENERAL MARK C. NOWLAND 
BRIGADIER GENERAL TERRENCE J. O'SHAUGHNESSY 
BRIGADIER GENERAL MICHAEL T. PLEHN 
BRIGADIER GENERAL MARGARET B. POORE 
BRIGADIER GENERAL JAMES N. POST III 
BRIGADIER GENERAL STEVEN M. SHEPRO 
BRIGADIER GENERAL DAVID D. THOMPSON 
BRIGADIER GENERAL SCOTT A. VANDER HAMM 
BRIGADIER GENERAL MARSHALL B. WEBB 
BRIGADIER GENERAL BURKE E. WILSON 
BRIGADIER GENERAL SCOTT J. ZOBRIST 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be brigadier general 


COLONEL NINA M. ARMAGNO 
COLONEL SAM C. BARRETT 
COLONEL STEVEN L. BASHAM 
COLONEL RONALD D. BUCKLEY 
COLONEL CARL A. BUHLER 
COLONEL JOHN A. CHERREY 
COLONEL JAMES C. DAWKINS, JR. 
COLONEL PATRICK J. DOHERTY 
COLONEL DAWN M. DUNLOP 
COLONEL THOMAS L. GIBSON 
COLONEL JAMES B. HECKER 
COLONEL PATRICK C. HIGBY 
COLONEL MARK K. JOHNSON 
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COLONEL BRIAN M. KILLOUGH 
COLONEL ROBERT D. LABRUTTA 
COLONEL SCOTT C. LONG 
COLONEL RUSSELL L. MACK 
COLONEL PATRICK X. MORDENTE 
COLONEL SHAUN Q. MORRIS 
COLONEL PAUL D. NELSON 
COLONEL JOHN M. PLETCHER 
COLONEL DUKE Z. RICHARDSON 
COLONEL BRIAN S. ROBINSON 
COLONEL BARRE R. SEGUIN 
COLONEL JOHN S. SHAPLAND 
COLONEL ROBERT J. SKINNER 
COLONEL JAMES C. SLIFE 
COLONEL DIRK D. SMITH 
COLONEL JEFFREY B. TALIAFERRO 
COLONEL JON T. THOMAS 
COLONEL GLEN D. VANHERCK 
COLONEL STEPHEN N. WHITING 
COLONEL JOHN M. WOOD 


IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be lieutenant general 


MAJ. GEN. KENNETH E. TOVO 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be lieutenant general 


LT. GEN. JOHN M. BEDNAREK 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be major general 


BRIG. GEN. JOHN F. WHARTON 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY NURSE CORPS TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 3064: 


To be brigadier general 


COL. BARBARA R. HOLCOMB 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SEC- 
TIONS 624 AND 3064: 


To be brigadier general 


COL. PATRICK D. SARGENT 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL CORPS TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 3064: 


To be major general 


BRIG. GEN. BRIAN C. LEIN 
BRIG. GEN. NADJA Y. WEST 


IN THE MARINE CORPS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS RESERVE TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be major general 


BRIG. GEN. PAUL W. BRIER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA- 
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be major general 


BRIGADIER GENERAL JOHN J. BROADMEADOW 
BRIGADIER GENERAL HERMAN S. CLARDY III 
BRIGADIER GENERAL LEWIS A. CRAPAROTTA 
BRIGADIER GENERAL ROBERT F. HEDELUND 
BRIGADIER GENERAL FREDERICK M. PADILLA 
BRIGADIER GENERAL MICHAEL A. ROCCO 
BRIGADIER GENERAL VINCENT R. STEWART 


IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be vice admiral 
REAR ADMIRAL WILLIAM H. HILARIDES 


January 22, 2013 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


HONORING J. GUADALUPE 
VALTIERRA 


HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure that | stand before you today to 
honor J. Guadalupe Valtierra and to wish him 
well upon his retirement from his position as 
Chancellor at Ivy Tech Community College. 
Chancellor Valtierra’s many years of service 
and expertise in the field of education have 
been a remarkable asset to the community of 
Northwest Indiana, where he has been able to 
positively impact the lives of countless stu- 
dents and educators. In honor of his retire- 
ment, a reception will be held on Wednesday, 
January 23, 2013 at Avalon Manor in 
Merrillville, Indiana. 

J. Guadalupe Valtierra’s professional career 
began with his passion for education and 
learning. Following his graduation from Purdue 
University, Lupe went on to earn a law de- 
gree, followed by a master’s degree in higher 
education and student affairs, both from Indi- 
ana University. Chancellor Valtierra’s career 
with Ivy Tech Community College spans sev- 
enteen years. Prior to becoming chancellor, he 
served as Director of Student Services. In 
2002, Mr. Valtierra became chancellor of the 
college’s Northwest Region, which includes 
the campuses located in Gary, East Chicago, 
Valparaiso, and Michigan City. In this position, 
Chancellor Valtierra has been a true leader, 
supervising and directing the administrative 
and fiscal operations for the Northwest Re- 
gion. Under his direction, enrollment in Ivy 
Tech’s Northwest Region grew by more than 
seventy percent, and today there are more 
than 16,000 students enrolled in classes. In 
2006, the new Valparaiso Ivy Tech campus 
opened. Chancellor Valtierra oversaw the 
completion of this project, which included a 
tremendously successful capital campaign that 
raised $3.9 million. During his tenure, the Ger- 
ald |. Lamkin Innovation and Entrepreneurship 
Center, which manages the Society of 
Innovators and the Dare to Dream Initiative, 
was also launched. These programs have 
been a tremendous benefit to the community 
of Northwest Indiana, fostering a culture of in- 
novation, which is so crucial in today’s ever- 
changing economy. 

Additionally, Lupe has selflessly given of his 
time through his involvement in various organi- 
zations and civic activities, including 
H.O.P.E.—Hispanic Organization Promoting 
Excellence, the Lake County Good Govern- 
ment Initiative, the Quality of Life Council, 
Catholic Charities, the Gary Educational De- 
velopment Foundation Board, the Salvation 
Army, and the Northwest Indiana Local Gov- 
ernment Academy Advisory Board, among 
many others. For his service and dedication to 


serving his community, Lupe is to be com- 
mended. 

Mr. Valtierra’s commitment to education and 
to the community of Northwest Indiana is ex- 
ceeded only by his devotion to his amazing 
family. He and his wonderful wife, Teresa, 
have one daughter, Adriana. 

Today, there are countless citizens through- 
out Northwest Indiana and beyond whose lives 
are fuller because of Chancellor Valtierra’s life 
of dedicated public service. They have been 
educated when otherwise they might not have 
been. They have fuller careers and loves. | am 
grateful for Lupe’s selflessness, as well as for 
his friendship. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that you and my other 
distinguished colleagues join me in com- 
mending Chancellor J. Guadalupe Valtierra for 
his lifetime of leadership, service, and dedica- 
tion to Ivy Tech and to the field of education. 
For his uncompromising devotion to his stu- 
dents and his community, Chancellor Valtierra 
is worthy of the highest praise, and | ask that 
you join me in wishing him well upon his re- 
tirement. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE 50TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE AMSOIL WORLD 
CHAMPIONSHIP SNOWMOBILE 
DERBY IN EAGLE RIVER, WIS- 
CONSIN 


HON. SEAN P. DUFFY 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the 50th Anniversary of the Amsoil 
World Championship Snowmobile Derby on 
Sunday, January 20, 2013, in Eagle River, 
Wisconsin. 

Fifty years ago, the sport of snowmobiling 
had just begun. Today, the sport has a na- 
tional economic impact of $24 billion with an 
additional international economic impact of 
$13 billion. Over 100,000 full-time jobs in 
North America are generated by the snow- 
mobile industry. These American jobs include 
jobs in manufacturing, sales, and tourism-re- 
lated services. 

| am proud to have a snowmobile manufac- 
turer with facilities located in Wisconsin’s Sev- 
enth Congressional District. Polaris Industries, 
Inc. manufactures and distributes quality 
snowmobiles, among other high-performance 
motorized products. This employee owned 
company is just one example of the positive 
impacts the snowmobile industry has on our 
economy. 

The history of snowmobiling started in Vilas 
County, 40 years before the very first snow- 
mobile race took place. In fact, Carl Eliason of 
Sayner, Wisconsin, invented the first snow- 
mobile, which was a snow toboggan, with skis 
and a track to drive the machine over the 


snow. By 1964, John and Betty Alward in 
Eagle River, along with Walter Goldsworthy of 
nearby Three Lakes, WI, gave the winter 
economy a boost with the sport of snowmobile 
racing. The initial news release called this the 
“World’s First Snowmobile Derby,” which at 
the time, was an entirely new concept in win- 
ter sports celebrations. Between 2,000 and 
3,000 people attended that event in 1964. 
Today, the World Championship attracts over 
30,000. 

| am thankful for those who envisioned the 
snowmobile derby and for those who have 
made this event an incredible success. 
Snowmobiling is an important part of Wiscon- 
sin’s heritage and | ask my colleagues to join 
me in extending my congratulations on the 
50th Anniversary of the Amsoil World Cham- 
pionship Snowmobile Derby in Eagle River, 
WI. 


IN HONOR OF SANDRA FABER 
HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Sandra Faber, a University of California, 
Santa Cruz Professor, who has been selected 
by the White House to receive the National 
Medal of Science for her inspiring contribu- 
tions to the fields of astronomy and astro- 
physics. Sandra is not only an exceptional and 
passionate educator; she is an innovative and 
dedicated scientist. 

Sandra is an observational astronomer who 
specializes in research on cosmology and gal- 
axy formation. She has co-authored nearly 
250 scientific papers, which have been cited 
over 37,000 times. Sandra is currently leading 
the CANDELS project, the largest project in 
the history of the Hubble Space Telescope. 
Her team is making revolutionary discoveries 
on cosmic evolution and is working to give sci- 
entists a view of galaxy formation nearly back 
to the Big Bang. 

A member of the National Academy of 
Sciences, American Academy of Arts and 
Sciences, and the American Philosophical So- 
ciety, Sandra has received many additional 
awards and honors for her scientific achieve- 
ments. In 2009, she received the Franklin In- 
stitute’s Bower Award and Prize for Achieve- 
ment in Science. In the past year, she was 
recognized with two lifetime achievement 
awards, the Bruce Medal of the Astronomical 
Society of the Pacific, and the Russell Prize of 
the American Astronomical Society. 

Sandra is thrilled to be one of 12 recipients 
of the National Medal of Science and wants to 
express her gratitude to the University of 
Santa Cruz and University of California Ob- 
servatories. She recognizes that without the 
collaboration of her fellow scientists and the 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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world class equipment provided by these insti- 
tutions, her amazing contributions would not 
have been possible. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to rise today to 
honor Sandra Faber for her outstanding com- 
mitment and dedication to higher education 
and the scientific community. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. ADAM SMITH 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, on 
Friday, January 4, 2013, | was unable to be 
present for a recorded vote. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yes” on rollcall 
vote No. 7 (on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass H.R. 41). 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF E. JOHN 
MOROCCO 


HON. RICHARD E. NEAL 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize Public Safety Commissioner E. John 
Morocco for 46 years of service to the City of 
North Adams, Massachusetts. Commissioner 
Morocco, in a career spanning over four dec- 
ades, has been an instrumental member of 
the leadership within the city’s and throughout 
Berkshire County’s law enforcement duties. It 
is the dedication Commissioner Morocco has 
had to his job and to the people that has 
made North Adams, Massachusetts a safer 
place to live and to call “home.” 

Throughout his tenure with the North Adams 
Police Department, Commissioner Morocco 
has held various roles over the years. Notable 
titles include being appointed Detective in 
1986, Lieutenant in 1994 and his retiring title 
of Commissioner in 1996. Commissioner Mo- 
rocco also served as one of the founding 
members of the Berkshire County Drug Task 
Force and is also a past President of the New 
England Narcotic Enforcement Officers Asso- 
ciation. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in congratu- 
lating Commissioner Morocco on his achieve- 
ments and thanking him for his contribution 
and dedication to the citizens and City of 
North Adams, Massachusetts. 


BLACK JANUARY 
HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, as the Co- 
Chairman of the Congressional Azerbaijan 
Caucus, | rise today to join with the people of 
Azerbaijan to commemorate the tragic events 
of “Black January.” 

On January 19, 1990, approximately 26,000 
Soviet troops stormed Azerbaijan’s capital city 
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of Baku in tanks and armored vehicles. That 
night, the Soviet military opened indiscriminate 
fire on peaceful demonstrators, including 
women and children. As a result of these mer- 
ciless acts 131 people were killed, 611 were 
injured, 841 were arrested, and 5 went miss- 
ing. 

The Human Rights Watch report “Black 
January in Azerbaijan” states that “among the 
most heinous violations of human rights during 
the Baku incursion were the numerous attacks 
on medical personnel, ambulances, and even 
hospitals.” The report concludes that the vio- 
lence used by the Soviet Army constituted an 
exercise in collective punishment and that the 
punishment inflicted on Baku by Soviet sol- 
diers may have been intended as a warning to 
nationalists, not only in Azerbaijan, but in 
other Republics of the Soviet Union. 

Far from crushing the spirit of Azeris, the 
atrocities of Black January instead consoli- 
dated the rising independence movements in 
the country and united the Azerbaijani nation 
in its quest for freedom. After 23 years Azer- 
baijan represents a flourishing country where 
democratic aspirations of Azerbaijani people 
have been materialized as they continue diplo- 
matic relations with the United States. 

It is my honor to thank the Azerbaijani peo- 
ple for their friendship and to offer my 
thoughts and prayers to the families of those 
who gave their lives for the independence of 
Azerbaijan. | encourage my colleagues to visit 
the very moving memorial to Black January in 
Baku that honors the memory of those killed 
in these attacks by the Soviet military and to 
join with me today in standing with 
Azerbaijanis as they commemorate this trag- 
edy. 


-u 


TRIBUTE TO UMATILLA COUNTY 
SHERIFF JOHN TRUMBO 


HON. GREG WALDEN 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay special tribute to Umatilla County Sheriff 
John Trumbo. Sheriff Trumbo retired on Janu- 
ary 1, 2013 after a career in law enforcement 
that dates back to 1973. Since he moved to 
Pendleton, Oregon in 1977, Sheriff Trumbo 
has dedicated over thirty-five years of service 
to the citizens of Umatilla County. 

Born and raised in Oregon’s Willamette Val- 
ley, John learned how to work hard in the fam- 
ily business and later as a crane “high flyer”. 
His love for police service began in 1972 
when he joined the Benton County Sheriff's 
Office “Ride Along” program. A year later 
John became a reserve officer, serving Benton 
County, Oregon for nearly four years. During 
this time he joined his colleagues in Benton 
County who traveled to Pendleton, Oregon 
and lent a hand with security for the world fa- 
mous Pendleton Round-Up and Happy Can- 
yon Pageantry Show. Because of these con- 
nections and his work, John was offered a job 
by the Umatilla County Sheriff. 

John took the Sheriff up on this invitation 
and in 1977 moved to Pendleton, an eastern 
Oregon wheat ranch and rodeo community 
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which he and his wife Carol never left. His 
wife Carol, an accomplished school teacher in 
her own right, was there helping John raise 
their two sons Nick and Michael who now 
have blessed them with two loving grand- 
children, Presley and Cade. Recently Cade 
was asked to write about a hero in school and 
chose his “good grandpa the Sheriff’ who 
would be there “just in case anyone is a crimi- 
nal.” 

For nearly twenty years John served in var- 
ious roles in the Umatilla County Sheriff's of- 
fice, officer in the jail, having the first K-9 unit, 
Sergeant, Lieutenant, Captain and Under- 
Sheriff. In 1997, John was sworn in and began 
his first of sixteen years of service as Umatilla 
County Sheriff. Always known for his honest 
and straightforward approach, Sheriff Trumbo 
was requested and volunteered to participate 
in many local and state boards, task forces, 
and councils, including the Governors Meth- 
amphetamine Task Force and the advisory 
board for Blue Mountain Community College’s 
criminal justice program. He also served as 
President of the Oregon State Sheriffs Asso- 
ciation. 

Sheriff Trumbo also implemented programs 
to aid the citizens of Umatilla County and the 
region. He organized the nationally recognized 
Umatilla County Neighborhood Watch and 
Rural Crime Prevention Program that now has 
19 units and over 800 active members. Rec- 
ognizing the rural nature of Umatilla County 
and the challenges that are posed, especially 
in the winter, John implemented an all-terrain 
vehicle and snowmobile patrol program, for 
search, rescue, and patrols. Whether it was 
creating a program to take meth off the streets 
or sending a bill to a foreign county for the 
care and feeding of their citizens, Sheriff 
Trumbo has always looked for simple, straight- 
forward solutions to solving problems. 

Although John has retired as Sheriff, | know 
he won't be ending his service to Pendleton or 
Umatilla County. In fact, John remains an ac- 
tive volunteer with the Pendleton Round-Up, 
serving as the Board of Director who heads up 
security during the world famous rodeo. In this 
role he spearheads efforts to provide protec- 
tion and safety of thousands of people attend- 
ing the performances and visiting the commu- 
nity, including helping those wayward individ- 
uals leaving the “Let’er Buck” room stay out of 
trouble. 

| also know he will be spending plenty of 
well-earned time on those things he loves, 
whether it is traveling horseback across the 
county with his grandchildren, woodworking, or 
camping with his family. Mr. Speaker, | ask my 
colleagues to join me in wishing Sheriff John 
Trumbo the best in his retirement. Sheriff, 
thanks for all your service to Umatilla County, 
the region, and our fine State of Oregon. You 
may be able to turn that cell phone off from 
time to time now. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. ALLYSON Y. SCHWARTZ 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 7 on H.R. 41 “To temporarily increase the 


January 22, 2013 


borrowing authority of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency for carrying out the Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Program,” | am not re- 
corded because | was absent due to illness. 

Had | been present, | would have voted 
“aye.” 


— 


RECOGNIZING THE 2012 STONY 
BROOK UNIVERSITY BASEBALL 
TEAM 


HON. TIMOTHY H. BISHOP 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to recognize and congratulate the 
2012 Stony Brook University Baseball team on 
a record-setting season with its “Shock the 
World” rallying cry. 

The Seawolves finished the regular season 
with a 43-11 record and won their second 
straight conference regular season title. The 
team also swept the major conference awards, 
bringing home Coach of the Year, Player of 
the Year, and Pitcher of the Year. Twelve 
players were named all-conference. But the 
team’s success did not end there. 

After winning its conference, Stony Brook 
went on to win the America East Champion- 
ship for the second time in three seasons. The 
Seawolves then competed in the Coral Gables 
Regional of the NCAA tournament. The tour- 
nament, attended by four teams, was statis- 
tically the toughest regional tournament in the 
country. The team was able to prevail over the 
three other competitors and advance to the 
Super Regional in Baton Rouge. 

In the Super Regional, the Seawolves faced 
the LSU Tigers in a best-of-three tournament. 
After falling behind in Game 1, the Seawolves 
won Game 2 to force a winner-take-all Game 
3. Although the Tigers took an early lead, the 
Seawolves won the game to become the first 
Northeast region school to advance to the Col- 
lege World Series since the end of geographic 
regional tournaments in 1987. 

The Seawolves went to Omaha as the team 
that had captured the attention and the hearts 
of observers throughout the country. The team 
embraced the rallying cry “Shock the World” 
as a mission; it set out to leave a mark on the 
national stage and make Stony Brook a 
household name. Unfortunately, the 
Seawolves were eliminated from the College 
World Series after a loss to Florida State, but 
they were successful in their mission to raise 
the profile of the Stony Brook University ath- 
letic program. The question, “What’s a sea 
wolf?” is now able to be answered by people 
who have never set foot on the Stony Brook 
campus. 

By the end of the post-season, Stony Brook 
had compiled an NCAA-best 52 wins. For the 
2011 and 2012 seasons combined, the team 
has a winning percentage of .777, the best in 
the nation. In addition to its playoff run, the 
team reached a number of milestones for its 
program. Coach Matt Senk became the third 
coach in the history of the conference to win 
6,000 games. The program also had a record 
seven players drafted in the Major League 
Baseball First-Year Player Draft, including its 
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first player to be drafted in the first round. All 
seven players have signed with major league 
organizations. 


Stony Brook’s remarkable season of tri- 
umphs was recognized by the local news 
media as among the top sports moments of 
2012, and the coaches and members of the 
team were named People of the Year in 
Sports by a local newspaper. These are a few 
among the many ways the team has been 
honored by organizations across Long Island, 
and | am so very proud to represent this out- 
standing baseball team and Stony Brook Uni- 
versity as their representative in Congress. 


Mr. Speaker, on behalf of New York’s first 
congressional district, | again congratulate the 
2012 Stony Brook University Baseball team on 
its record-breaking season and wish the pro- 
gram continued success. Go Seawolves! 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF THE 21ST 
CENTURY READINESS ACT OF 20138 


HON. THOMAS E. PETRI 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, in order for our 
students to be competitive in the global econ- 
omy, we must do our part to ensure that they 
are acquiring the knowledge and skills they 
need for success. 


The skills needed for success go beyond 
the basics of reading, writing, and math, how- 
ever. When surveyed, employers continually 
emphasize that, in our 21st century economy, 
students need to be adept at critical thinking 
and problem solving; communication; collabo- 
ration; and creativity and innovation, in addi- 
tion to being proficient in core subjects. 


Sixteen states, as well as local school dis- 
tricts from across the country, have formed a 
partnership with over thirty leading education 
organizations and corporate entities to find 
ways to strengthen 21st century skills in their 
K-12 classrooms. However, this momentum 
isn’t sustainable unless federal policy gives 
states and districts the flexibility to innovate in 
this direction. 


To remedy this, Rep. DAVE LOEBSACK and | 
are introducing the 21st Century Readiness 
Act. This bill does not create any new pro- 
grams or authorize additional spending; in- 
stead, it would amend the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act (ESEA) to empha- 
size the importance of 21st century skills and 
give states and districts added flexibility to de- 
velop and enhance these skills as part of their 
own initiatives. 


A growing coalition of states and school dis- 
tricts has recognized the importance of giving 
our students the tools they need to succeed in 
our 21st century workforce. This bill will give 
them the flexibility to succeed in these efforts. 


| hope that our colleagues will join us in this 
effort. 
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A CLARION CALL FOR THE 
PERSECUTED CHURCH 


HON. FRANK R. WOLF 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | submit a letter | 
recently sent to over three hundred national 
faith leaders encouraging them to use their 
platform and lend their voice to the cause of 
the persecuted church globally. 

DEAR FRIEND: Christians worldwide just 
celebrated the birth of Jesus. For those of us 
living in the West, this was a festive season 
marked by worship services, gift-giving and 
time with family and friends. But for our 
brethren in the Middle Hast, fear of persecu- 
tion and outright violence or even death cast 
a long dark shadow over the Christmas holi- 
day. 

While most striking in the Middle East, 
given the ancient roots of Christianity in 
that part of the world, the challenges facing 
those believers are by no means isolated, nor 
are they anything ‘‘new under the sun.”’ 

Ecclesiastes 4:1 says, “I saw the tears of 
the oppressed, and they have no comforter; 
power was on the side of the oppressor.” As 
you well know, oppression has marked the 
church since its birth. Consider the chilling 
words of Roman historian Tacitus regarding 
the early church: 

“Besides being put to death they were 
made to serve as objects of amusement; they 
were clad in the hides of beasts and torn to 
death by dogs; others were crucified, others 
set on fire to serve to illuminate the night 
when daylight failed. ...” 

Every day, around the world, men and 
women of faith are imprisoned, beaten, de- 
tained, tortured and even killed. The book of 
Hebrews enjoins us to ‘‘remember those in 
prison as if you were their fellow prisoners, 
and those who are mistreated as if you your- 
selves were suffering.” Do we suffer with our 
brethren? Have we in the West ceased to be 
salt and light? 

Consider that on our watch a historic exo- 
dus of Christians from the Middle East is un- 
derway—an exodus fueled by persecution. 

German Lutheran pastor Dietrich 
Bonhoeffer, faced with the tyranny and hor- 
ror of Nazism, famously said, ‘‘Silence in the 
face of evil is itself evil. Not to speak is to 
speak. Not to act is to act.” 

And that is precisely what many in the 
church did, or failed to do, as Hitler un- 
leashed his murderous plans. I recently en- 
countered this haunting account by a Ger- 
man Christian in the book When a Nation 
Forgets God: 

“T lived in Germany during the Nazi Holo- 
caust. I considered myself a Christian. We 
heard stories of what was happening to the 
Jews, but we tried to distance ourselves from 
it, because, what could anyone do to stop it? 

A railroad track ran behind our small 
church and each Sunday morning we could 
hear the whistle in the distance and then the 
wheels coming over the tracks. We became 
disturbed when we heard the cries coming 
from the train as it passed by. We realized 
that it was carrying Jews like cattle in the 
cars! 

Week after week the whistle would blow. 
We dreaded to hear the sound of those wheels 
because we knew that we would hear the 
cries of the Jews en route to a death camp. 
Their screams tormented us. 

We knew the time the train was coming 
and when we heard the whistle blow we 
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began singing hymns. By the time the train 
came past our church we were singing at the 
top of our voices. If we heard the screams, we 
sang more loudly and soon we heard them no 
more. 

Years have passed and no one talks about 
it anymore. But I still hear that train whis- 
tle in my sleep. God forgive me; forgive all of 
us who called ourselves Christians and yet 
did nothing to intervene.” 

The parallels are imperfect but the senti- 
ments are the same. Has our comfort led to 
complacency? Can the church in the West be 
galvanized to act? 

A phrase not often heard outside the ma- 
jority Muslim world is “First the Saturday 
people, then the Sunday people.” The ‘‘Sat- 
urday people” are of course the Jews. Their 
once vibrant communities in countries 
throughout the region are now decimated. In 
1948 there were roughly 150,000 Jews in Iraq; 
today less than 10 remain. In Egypt, there 
were once as many as 80,000 Jews; now less 
than 100 remain. 

It appears a similar fate awaits the ancient 
Christian community in these same lands. 
Iraq’s Christian population has fallen from 
as many as 1.4 million in 2003 to between 
500,000 and 700,000 today. Churches have been 
targeted, believers kidnapped for ransom and 
families threatened with violence if they 
stay. In October 2010, Islamist extremists 
laid siege on Our Lady of Salvation Catholic 
Church in Baghdad killing over 50 hostages 
and police and wounding dozens more. 

In Egypt with the ascent of the Muslim 
Brotherhood, Coptic Christians, numbering 
roughly 8 to 10 million, are leaving in droves. 
Ironically, some 2,000 years ago, the Holy 
Family sought refuge in this same land from 
the murderous aims of King Herod. 

In the midst of devastating bloodshed in 
Syria, the Christian population is particu- 
larly vulnerable. A recent ABC News story 
reported, ‘They [Christians] are fearful that 
Syria will become another Iraq, with Chris- 
tians caught in the crossfire between rival 
Islamic groups.” 

Over the span of a few decades, the Middle 
East, with the exception of Israel, was vir- 
tually emptied of Jews. The same thing will 
happen to the Christian community if the 
current trajectory holds true. And yet, the 
silence of many in the West is deafening. 
Such stories receive scant attention in the 
mainstream media, and perhaps more strik- 
ingly, are rarely spoken of from our pulpits. 

A recent study on Christian persecution re- 
leased by the British-based think tank 
Civitas explained the media’s seeming am- 
bivalence this way: ‘‘Parts of the media have 
been influenced by the logical error that 
equates criticism of Muslims with racism, 
and therefore as wrong by definition. This 
has further distracted attention away from 
the hounding of Christians, helping to ce- 
ment the surprisingly widespread idea that 
Christianity is a ‘Western’ faith.” 

And yet, we in the church ought to know 
better. The Middle East is the very cradle of 
Christendom. Consider Iraq: with the excep- 
tion of Israel, the Bible contains more ref- 
erences to the cities, regions and nations of 
ancient Iraq than any other country. The pa- 
triarch Abraham came from a city in Iraq 
called Ur. Isaac’s bride, Rebekah, came from 
northwest Iraq. Jacob spent 20 years in Iraq 
and his sons (the 12 tribes of Israel) were 
born in northwest Iraq. A remarkable spir- 
itual revival as told in the book of Jonah oc- 
curred in Nineveh. The events of the book of 
Esther took place in Iraq as did the account 
of Daniel in the Lion’s Den. Furthermore, 
many of Iraq’s Christians still speak Ara- 
maic, the language of Jesus. 
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So how do we account for the Church’s in- 
difference? Is it political correctness? Lack 
of awareness? What tragedy must befall this 
community before we are propelled to act? 

The persecution plaguing the Middle East 
is no exception. Christians are targeted 
throughout the world in countries like 
China, Vietnam and Pakistan. According to 
the Civitas study, ‘‘More Christians are im- 
prisoned in China than in any other country 
in the world.” If the faith community in the 
West isn’t engaged, are we surprised when 
government leaders turn a blind eye to mat- 
ters of religious freedom? 

Consider the following: bipartisan legisla- 
tion to create a special envoy position at the 
State Department charged with advocating 
on behalf of religious minorities in the Mid- 
dle East and South Central Asia overwhelm- 
ingly passed the House of Representatives 
more than a year and a half ago. But it re- 
mained stalled in the Senate as a result of 
State Department opposition and the refusal 
of the chairman of the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee, and presumptive secretary 
of state, John Kerry, to even hold a hearing 
on the legislation. 

I have had the privilege of meeting individ- 
uals who boldly follow Jesus despite unbe- 
lievably hostile circumstances. Shabbaz 
Bhatti, Pakistan’s federal minister for mi- 
nority affairs, and the only Christian Mem- 
ber of the cabinet and an outspoken critic of 
his country’s blasphemy laws, was one such 
man. On March 2, 2011 he was murdered, his 
car riddled with bullets, leaving his mother’s 
house for work. In a video filmed shortly be- 
fore his assassination (accessible on my Web 
site at  http://wolf-house.gov/bhattivideo), 
Bhatti appears to sense that the path he has 
chosen will come with a price. 

When asked about the threats against his 
life, he said, without malice or fear, “I be- 
lieve in Jesus Christ who has given his own 
life for us. I know what is the meaning of 
[the] cross. And I am following the cross. 
And I am ready to die for a cause.” And so 
he did. 

The book of Proverbs tells us to ‘‘Speak up 
for those who cannot speak for themselves 

. .’ Bhatti can no longer speak. The Chi- 
nese bishop under house arrest cannot speak. 
The North Korean believer enslaved in the 
gulag can’t speak. The Iraqi nun fearing for 
her life cannot speak. 

Will we be their voice? Martin Luther 
King, Jr. famously said, ‘‘In the end, we will 
remember not the words of our enemies, but 
the silence of our friends.’’ Are we not their 
friends? 

The Church globally is under assault. Our 
response must not be to simply sing more 
loudly, thereby drowning out the cries for 
help from our brothers and sisters. Rather 
we must speak out, advocate and act on 
their behalf. 

From my perspective the Church in the 
West, specifically in America, is failing in 
this regard. Can you, as a leader in the 
Church, help? Are you pained by these ac- 
counts of persecution? Do you have ideas 
about how best to respond? Will you use your 
sphere of influence to raise the profile of this 
issue—be it through a sermon, writing or 
media interview? I welcome your thoughts 
and invite your engagement in this monu- 
mental task. 

Next week, when Congress reconvenes, I in- 
tend to reintroduce the special envoy legisla- 
tion and press for passage in both houses of 
Congress. I don’t pretend to think that a spe- 
cial envoy will single-handedly solve the 
problem, but it certainly can’t hurt to have 
a high-level person within the State Depart- 
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ment bureaucracy who is exclusively focused 
on the protection and preservation of these 
ancient communities. Furthermore, to do 
nothing is simply not an option. 
We in the West must speak out on behalf of 
the persecuted church around the world. 
Best wishes. 
Sincerely, 
FRANK R. WOLF, 
Member of Congress. 
P.S. I know you are busy and have so many 
competing priorities but your involvement 
could really make a difference in the lives of 
believers around the world. 


EE 


CONGENITAL HEART DEFECT 
AWARENESS WEEK 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize Congenital Heart Defect Awareness 
Week, which is February 7th—14th. 

This week is dedicated to the millions of 
Americans who have been diagnosed with 
Congenital Heart Defects, the challenges their 
families face and for the families of those who 
have sadly lost loved ones to this condition. 
Congenital Heart Disease is considered to be 
the most common birth defect and is also the 
leading cause of birth defect related deaths 
worldwide. 

Each year approximately forty thousand ba- 
bies are born in the United States with Con- 
genital Heart Defects and some remain 
undiagnosed for months or even years after 
birth. This dangerous condition, if left 
undiagnosed, can cause sudden cardiac death 
especially in young adolescent athletes. 

Unfortunately, despite these statistics, 
newborns and young athletes are not routinely 
screened for Congenital Heart Defects and 
funding for research regarding the condition is 
limited. 

Mr. Speaker, Congenital Heart Defects af- 
fect millions of Americans and | rise to recog- 
nize those affected by this condition and to 
help bring awareness to this important cause. 


EE 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 3, 
2009, the day | took office, the national debt 
was $10,627,961 ,295,930.67. 

Today, it is $16,432,619,424,703.06. We’ve 
added $5,804,658, 128,772.39 to our debt in 4 
years. This is $5.8 trillion in debt our nation, 
our economy, and our children could have 
avoided with a Balanced Budget Amendment. 
We must stop this unconscionable accumula- 
tion of debt. 
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TRIBUTE TO CLAUDIA LUPPINO 


HON. KEN CALVERT 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and pay tribute to an individual whose 
dedication and contributions to southern Cali- 
fornia are exceptional. Our community has 
been fortunate to have dynamic and dedicated 
leaders who willingly and unselfishly give their 
time and talent to make their communities a 
better place to live and work. Claudia Luppino 
is one of these individuals. On Friday, January 
4, 2013, Claudia ended her tenure as the Area 
Director for the Inland Area jurisdiction of the 
Social Security Administration (SSA) after 37 
years of service. 

Claudia grew up in Erie, Pennsylvania, 
where she and her future husband Bud were 
high school sweethearts. After graduating from 
Erie Business College, the young military wife 
began her government career with the U.S. 
Army Computer Systems Command at Fort 
Belvoir, Virginia, later transferring to March Air 
Force Base in Riverside. In 1977, after Bud 
left the Air Force, she began her career with 
Social Security as the Administrative Aide in 
the Riverside District office. Since then, she 
has held more than a dozen positions with the 
Agency, including Claims Representative, Op- 
erations Analyst and Operations Supervisor. 

In 1985 Claudia was selected as the Area 
Analyst in the Inland Area Directors Office 
(ADO), and in 1987 she became the District 
Manager in the Redlands Office, where she 
served for two years before being selected as 
the Operations Officer in San Bernardino. In 
1993 Claudia rejoined the Inland ADO as the 
Area Administrative Assistant, and later went 
on to serve as the Assistant District Manager 
in Palm Springs, District Manager in North Las 
Vegas, District Manager in Victorville, Deputy 
Area Director in the Inland Area Director's Of- 
fice and the District Manager for the Riverside 
District. Claudia is a graduate of the Region IX 
Leadership Development Program and has re- 
ceived numerous awards, including the Re- 
gional Commissioner's Citation. 

Claudia recently concluded an assignment 
as the Acting Area Director in the Los Angeles 
Metro Area. She served for over six months 
as the Acting Area Director in the Inland Area, 
where she oversaw 540 employees in 16 of- 
fices in Riverside and San Bernardino coun- 
ties, and all of Nevada. It was a responsibility 
she took seriously. According to her, “There is 
no other government agency that provides the 
critical services SSA does, providing retire- 
ment, survivors and disability benefits as well 
as Supplemental Security Income benefits to 
the American public.” What she will miss most 
about her job, she said, “is that very ability to 
make a difference in the lives of so many peo- 
ple.” 

In her retirement, Claudia plans to help her 
husband Bud with his business, Bud’s Tire 
and Wheel, Inc. in Riverside, and a shop in 
Moreno Valley. They will soon begin construc- 
tion on a third location in Riverside. She also 
looks forward to traveling more, learning 
Italian and spending time with her three 
grandsons. 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


In light of all Claudia has done for southern 
California seniors, it is only fitting that she be 
honored for her many years of dedicated serv- 
ice. Claudia’s tireless passion for public serv- 
ice has contributed immensely to the better- 
ment of the Inland Empire and | am proud to 
call her a fellow community member, Amer- 
ican and friend. | know that many community 
members are grateful for her service and sa- 
lute her as she retires. 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF STEVEN 
GOLDSTEIN 


HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Mr. Steven Goldstein as he em- 
barks on a new venture in life. Mr. Goldstein 
has worked tirelessly on behalf of the lesbian, 
gay, bisexual and transgender (LGBT) com- 
munity in New Jersey and it is my honor to 
celebrate him at Garden State Equality’s Inau- 
guration Brunch. 

Steven Goldstein founded Garden State 
Equality in 2004 and has since led it as CEO 
and Chair. During his tenure, Garden State 
Equality has seen 213 LGBT civil rights laws 
enacted in N.J. A proponent of equal rights for 
all, Garden State Equality, under Mr. Gold- 
stein’s leadership, also advocated for anti-bul- 
lying laws and created programs aimed at 
helping N.J.’s youth. As Mr. Goldstein passes 
on the torch as CEO and Chair of Garden 
State Equality to pursue a new career as As- 
sociate Chancellor for External Affairs at Rut- 
gers University—Newark, he remains com- 
mitted to the organization and its cause and 
will serve as its Honorary Chair on the Board 
and executive committee. 

Mr. Goldstein earned a B.A. from Brandeis 
University, an M.P.P. from Harvard’s John F. 
Kennedy School of Government, an M.S. from 
the Columbia School of Journalism and a J.D. 
from Columbia Law School. In addition to his 
time at Garden State Equality, Mr. Goldstein’s 
resume includes working as a senior staff 
member in the U.S. House of Representatives 
and the U.S. Senate, a co-campaign manager 
of a U.S. Senate campaign in N.J., a tele- 
vision producer and an educator. He also en- 
deavors to become a rabbi and is working to- 
ward that goal. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, please join me in 
thanking Steven Goldstein for his years of 
service to Garden State Equality and his im- 
measurable contributions to the State of New 
Jersey. Mr. Goldstein’s leadership and ongo- 
ing accomplishments are truly deserving of 
this body’s recognition. 


ES 


HONORING CONGRESSWOMAN JO 
ANN EMERSON ON HER RETIRE- 
MENT 


HON. WM. LACY CLAY 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor a great American who leaves this body 
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today to return to the private sector, my won- 
derful friend from Cape Girardeau . . . Con- 
gresswoman JO ANN EMERSON. Her retirement 
is a great loss to the citizens of southeast Mis- 
souri, to our State, and to our Nation. 

As the outgoing dean of Missouri's congres- 
sional delegation, she has led our group with 
fairness, respect, and a spirit of cooperation. 
As she retires today, | know that every mem- 
ber of the Missouri delegation, as well as her 
many friends on both sides of the aisle, join 
me in congratulating her on an exceptional ca- 
reer in the U.S. House. Congresswoman Jo 
ANN EMERSON has represented southeast Mis- 
souri with honor and integrity and in the face 
of so much discord, so much distortion, and 
too often, an inability to compromise, 

Jo ANN has always been a voice of calm, 
reason, and good common sense. There is no 
doubt that the center aisle caucus will miss 
her strong, principled leadership. Congress- 
woman EMERSON is a member who searches 
for common ground. . . 

Both out of instinct and because of her 
deeply held belief that Congress was sent 
here to work together to solve problems, not 
to obstruct the government, not to incite intol- 
erance or rancor, not to set one region of the 
country against the other, but to seek out, and 
then support a common agenda that will do 
the most good for America. 

That is how JO ANN has lived her life, and 
that is how she has served. Congresswoman 
EMERSON is a skilled legislator, she is a won- 
derful colleague, and she is a great friend of 
mine. Congresswoman EMERSON represents 
the best of Missouri. 

| will miss her wise voice as Democrats and 
Republicans seek common ground to move 
the Nation forward. My only consolation on her 
retirement, is the knowledge that my good 
friend, her husband, attorney Ron Gladney, 
and their wonderful children . . . will finally 
have their wife and mother back. And that is 
a great family blessing that we should all un- 
derstand and appreciate. From the dark days 
immediately after she assumed the congres- 
sional seat of her late husband . . . Con- 
gressman Bill Emerson. 

Jo ANN has brought the Missouri values of 
common sense, family, community, faith, and 
freedom to the floor every day. 

| shall miss her wisdom, her kindness, and 
her decency, and | know that our State, this 
honorable body, and our Nation will be forever 
grateful for her service. 

Congresswoman, | thank you for all your 
help and friendship, | congratulate you on your 
retirement. May God bless you and your fam- 
ily. 

Í eM 
INTRODUCTION OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA BUDGET AUTON- 
OMY ACT OF 2013 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, District of Co- 
lumbia residents raise billions of dollars annu- 
ally for their local budget, and, like Americans 
everywhere, regard the right to control the 
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funds they themselves raise to support their 
city as fundamental to their American citizen- 
ship. Therefore, today | introduce the District 
of Columbia Budget Autonomy Act of 2013, 
the second bill | have introduced this Con- 
gress, to allow the District's local-taxpayer- 
raised budget to take effect immediately when 
passed by the city, without being subject to 
congressional approval. 

Control over the dollars raised by local tax- 
payers is central to local control, the oldest 
American government principle. Beyond this 
core principle, permitting the city’s local budg- 
et to become law without congressional ap- 
proval would have multiple practical benefits 
for both the city and Congress. For the city, a 
timely budget means eliminating the uncer- 
tainty of the congressional approval process, 
which has a negative effect on the city’s bond 
rating, adding unnecessary interest costs for 
local taxpayers; significantly improving the Dis- 
trict’s ability to make accurate revenue fore- 
casts; and reducing the countless operational 
problems that result because the city’s budget 
cannot be implemented until Congress ap- 
proves it. Also of major importance is that the 
bill would allow the District to use the typical 
state and local government fiscal year (July 1— 
June 30), allowing ample time to prepare for 
the opening of schools in September, instead 
of the federal fiscal year (October 1—Sep- 
tember 30). Moreover, the D.C. local budget 
consumes valuable subcommittee, committee, 
and floor time in both houses of Congress, the 
most inefficient and redundant annual process 
in the Congress, yet the D.C. budget is of in- 
terest only to those members who use it to 
promote their own issues, violating a principle 
of local self-government that they value for 
their own districts and states. 

Increasing recognition of the hardships and 
delays caused by the congressional approval 
process has led Congress to begin freeing the 
city from many congressional constraints. | ap- 
preciate that my bill to avoid a D.C. govern- 
ment shutdown when the federal government 
shuts down is in the Senate Appropriations 
Committee-passed fiscal year 2013 Financial 
Services and General Government Appropria- 
tions bill. President Obama included this provi- 
sion in his fiscal year 2013 budget, and the 
Republican-controlled House Appropriations 
Committee indicated in its report accom- 
panying its fiscal year 2013 Financial Services 
and General Government Appropriations bill 
that legislation to avoid D.C. shutdowns was 
necessary. In addition, several years ago, | 
negotiated an agreement with a Republican- 
led appropriations committee that ensures that 
the city’s local budget is approved in the first 
continuing resolution (CR) if the D.C. Appro- 
priations bill has not been approved by the 
start of the fiscal year. This approach ended 
the annual nightmares of lengthy delay of the 
budget of a big city until an appropriations bill 
was passed, often months after the start of the 
fiscal year. As a result, under CRs, the city 
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has been able to spend its local funds at the 
next year’s funding level, even though federal 
agencies must spend at the prior year’s fund- 
ing level. We are appreciative that this proc- 
ess, which eliminated serious problems for the 
functioning of the D.C. government, has con- 
tinued. 

We nearly secured budget autonomy for the 
District in the last days of the lame-duck ses- 
sion in the 111th Congress. | used an unusual 
procedure, getting the House authorizers to 
agree to the inclusion of budget autonomy in 
the fiscal year 2011 Financial Services and 
General Government Appropriations bill, which 
was passed by the subcommittee. Unfortu- 
nately, Congress passed a CR instead of reg- 
ular appropriations bills in the lame duck. 

Most important, we gained critical support 
for D.C. budget autonomy in the 112th Con- 
gress. In an Oversight and Government Re- 
form Committee hearing in May 2011, Chair- 
man DARRELL ISSA (R-CA) endorsed budget 
autonomy. Since that time, House Majority 
Leader ERIC CANTOR (R-VA) and Virginia 
Governor Bob McDonnell (R) have both indi- 
cated their support for budget autonomy. 

Even if the District of Columbia Budget Au- 
tonomy Act of 2013 were enacted, Congress 
would still retain jurisdiction over the District of 
Columbia under article |, section 8, clause 17 
of the U.S. Constitution. Because this authority 
allows Congress to make changes to the Dis- 
trict’s budget and other laws at any time, it is 
unnecessary to require a lengthy repetition of 
the District's local budget process in Con- 
gress. The time is overdue to permit the city 
to enact its local budget, the single most im- 
portant step Congress could take to help the 
District better manage itself. 

Members of Congress were sent here to do 
the business of the nation. Members have no 
reason to be interested in or to become knowl- 
edgeable about the local budget of a single 
city. In the past, the House and Senate have 
more often than not passed the Districts 
budget as is. Our bill takes the Congress in 
the direction it is already moving in. Congres- 
sional interference in one of the most vital 
rights of self-government should end this year 
by enacting the District of Columbia Budget 
Autonomy Act of 2013. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ALLYSON Y. SCHWARTZ 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 9, on final passage of H.R. 152, “Disaster 
Relief Appropriations Act, 2013” | am not re- 
corded because | was absent due to illness. 
Had | been present, | would have voted “aye.” 


January 22, 2013 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ADAM SMITH 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, on 
Monday, January 14, 2013, | was unable to be 
present for recorded votes. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yes” on rollcall 
vote No. 8 (on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass H.R. 219), “yes” on rollcall vote No. 
9 (on approving the journal), “no” on rollcall 
vote No. 10 (on the motion to adjourn). 


EE 


HONORING THE HONOREES OF THE 
PANTHEON-BOURGEOIS GUITARS 


HON. MICHAEL H. MICHAUD 


OF MAINE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 22, 2013 


Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Pantheon-Bourgeois Guitars, LLC 
on winning the first annual Achievement 
Award from the Small Enterprise Growth Fund 
(SEGF). 

Pantheon-Bourgeois Guitars was formed in 
2000 after Dana Bourgeois, a well known 
luthier, and a group of new business investors 
collaborated over a shared vision. In just over 
12 years, the company has built a reputation 
among professional musicians for being 
among the finest crafted acoustic guitars in 
the world. Today, Dana and his craftsmen 
build about thirty guitars every month in the 
historic Roy Continental Mill in Lewiston, 
Maine. 

Pantheon-Bourgeois Guitars was recently 
honored by SEGF with its first annual 
Achievement Award, which recognizes the 
company’s tremendous revenue growth and 
exceptional productivity in the past year. This 
award follows a fruitful collaboration with 
Maine’s Manufacturing Extension Partnership 
(MEP), which provides business and technical 
assistance to help our state’s small busi- 
nesses thrive. With the help of Maine MEP, 
Pantheon-Bourgeois Guitars expanded its 
weekly production by 50 percent. The com- 
pany has additional plans to implement im- 
provements that will boost future productivity 
and efficiency. 

A professionally-managed venture capital 
fund, the SEGF has been investing only in 
Maine companies who exhibit the potential for 
growth and public benefit since 1997. This 
well deserved award solidifies Pantheon-Bour- 
geois Guitars as valued member of Maine’s 
business community. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me again in con- 
gratulating Pantheon-Bourgeois Guitars on 
earning SEGF’s Achievement Award. 


January 23, 2013 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


The House met at 9 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker. 


EEE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

God of Heaven and Earth, we give 
You thanks for giving us another day. 

We ask Your blessing upon the Mem- 
bers of the people’s House during these 
opening days of the first session of the 
113th Congress. 

Bless the Members of this assembly 
with wisdom; inspire them to act with 
justice; and empower them to work to- 
ward legislative solutions to the many 
challenges facing our Nation. 

Bless all the people of our Nation as 
they return to their homes following 
the celebrations of the past few days. 
May the work of their hands issue 
forth to the betterment of their own 
lives and the strength and vitality of 
their communities. 

And may all that is done this day be 
for Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


———— 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, pur- 
suant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a 
vote on agreeing to the Speaker’s ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ob- 
ject to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8, 
rule XX, further proceedings on this 
question will be postponed. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 


a 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. COFFMAN) come for- 
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Mr. COFFMAN led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 


lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EEE 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 


The SPEAKER. Under clause 5(d) of 
rule XX, the Chair announces to the 
House that, in light of the resignation 
of the gentlewoman from Missouri 
(Mrs. Emerson), the whole number of 
the House is 482. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter- 
tain up to five requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 


EE 


ENDING THE CONGRESSIONAL 
PENSION 


(Mr. COFFMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, today 
I’m introducing legislation to put an 
end to the defined benefit retirement 
plan currently available to Members of 
Congress. 

These are extremely difficult eco- 
nomic times. We are in a debt crisis 
that will require sacrifices on the part 
of all Americans. I served in both the 
U.S. Army and Marine Corps, and I was 
taught that leaders should never ask 
others to do anything that they them- 
selves would be unwilling to do. Con- 
gress needs to set an example and lead 
the way for the country. I think ending 
the congressional pension system is a 
good start. 

My legislation will honor any retire- 
ment benefits accrued prior to the pas- 
sage of this bill and will keep Social 
Security and the Thrift Savings Plan 
in place for Members of Congress. 

I believe that Members of Congress 
should feel the same economic pres- 
sures the rest of society does, and I 
firmly believe that the current effort 
to reduce spending and constrain the 
size and scope of government requires 
that all possible solutions be taken, in- 
cluding cuts to the congressional budg- 
et. 

I urge the passage of this bill. 


EEE 
IN HONOR OF PAT COLLINS 


(Mr. GARCIA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor a dedicated educator, a true 
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Miami treasure, a man who inspired me 
and many others, Mr. Pat Collins. 

Mr. Collins has been a social studies 
teacher and a department head at 
Belen Jesuit Preparatory School since 
1971. Currently teaching AP U.S. Gov- 
ernment and Politics and U.S. Govern- 
ment, Mr. Collins moderates Belen’s 
chapter of Amnesty International. Pat 
is instrumental in the success of Belen 
Jesuit’s model United Nations pro- 
gram, founded the overseas study pro- 
gram in 1994, and teaches civic respon- 
sibility to his students. 

A charter member of the U.S. Histor- 
ical Society, Pat has received numer- 
ous awards, including the Cornell Uni- 
versity Outstanding Educator and the 
Close Up Foundation’s Linda Myers 
Chozen Award for teaching excellence 
in civics. 

Mr. Collins has inspired and educated 
many thousands of students, many who 
serve in public service like myself. 


EE 


HONORING THE 16TH STREET BAP- 
TIST CHURCH BOMBING VICTIMS 


(Mr. BACHUS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Speaker, let me 
rise to announce bipartisan legislation 
that my good friend and colleague, 
TERRI SEWELL, and I are introducing 
today to honor the four little girls that 
were killed in the bombing of the 16th 
Street Baptist Church in Birmingham 
with the Congressional Gold Medal. 

This year marks the 50th anniversary 
of this pivotal event in the history of 
the civil rights movement, which less 
than a year later resulted in the pas- 
sage of the Civil Rights Act. We know 
today that the evil that occurred in 
this place of God on September 15, 1963, 
galvanized the conscience of the Nation 
and led to the passage of laws to ensure 
equal rights for every American. 

The innocent young children killed 
in the bombing—Addie Mae Collins, 
Carole Robertson, Cynthia Wesley, and 
Denise McNair—were eulogized as mar- 
tyred heroines by Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr., and it is fitting and proper 
that this Congress recognize the his- 
toric significance of their lives. 

Ironically, they were studying about 
the love and forgiveness of God at the 
time of their death. Let us be mindful 
that despite this act of violence and 
the killing of a young 16-year-old black 
boy and 14-year-old black boy the same 
day, the civil rights leaders were com- 
mitted to nonviolence, and they kept 
true to that commitment. 
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Despite the violence done to them, 
they showed forgiveness against the 
people, and our colleague JOHN LEWIS 
and others helped us avoid, by their 
commitment to nonviolence, the ca- 
lamities and replaying of grievances 
that have destroyed the fabric of many 
other countries. To them, we should be 
eternally grateful. 

In closing, let this legislation bring 
us together. I commend your support 
for it, and I ask for your cosponsorship. 


EE 


0910 
PAYCHECK FAIRNESS ACT 


(Ms. ESHOO asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 


minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 
Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, consider 


the following: if the United States had 
an adopted policy of equal pay, it 
would put $200 billion more into the 
economy every year. That comes out to 
about $137 for every white woman per 
paycheck and to approximately $300 for 
every woman of color, who is doubly 
discriminated against. These women 
are not going to put their money into 
a Cayman Islands bank account. In- 
stead, they’ll spend it; and this will 
boost our economy, create jobs and 
help families. 

With a record number of women in 
the workforce, wage discrimination 
hurts the majority of American fami- 
lies both in terms of their economic se- 
curity today and their retirement secu- 
rity tomorrow. The Institute for Wom- 
en’s Policy Research found that wage 
disparity will cost women anywhere 
from $400,000 to $2 million over a life- 
time of lost wages. That means fewer 
resources to pay the mortgage, to send 
kids to college, or to have a decent re- 
tirement. Also, due to rising employ- 
ment rates, an unprecedented number 
of women are now the family bread- 
winners, making pay equity even more 
critical, not simply to family economic 
security but also to the Nation’s eco- 
nomic recovery. 

As we look for ways to create more 
jobs and grow the economy, it is as- 
tounding to me that Congress has not 
yet passed legislation ensuring equal 
pay for equal work. It is a powerful pol- 
icy with what would be powerful and 
positive economic outcomes. That is 
why I support the Paycheck Fairness 
Act. It ensures that employers who try 
to justify paying a man more than a 
woman for the same job must show 
that the disparity is not sex-based, but 
job-related and necessary. It prohibits 
employers from retaliating against em- 
ployees who discuss or disclose their 
own salary information with their co- 
workers, and it strengthens the rem- 
edies available to wronged employees. 

Pay inequity due to gender discrimi- 
nation is real, and it should not be tol- 
erated. The House of Representatives 
should address this issue. 
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NO BUDGET, NO PAY 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, the primary reason the gov- 
ernment is in economic turmoil and is 
destroying jobs is due to a lack of fis- 
cal responsibility. 

The House has fulfilled the most 
basic responsibility of governing and 
passing a budget. On the other hand, 
the liberal-controlled Senate has failed 
to complete a budget for nearly 4 
years. Hardworking American families 
and small businesses plan to spend 
within their means and abide by a 
budget. The Federal Government 
should do so as well. 

Today, House Republicans will con- 
sider legislation aimed at putting this 
fiscal irresponsibility to a halt by vot- 
ing on the No Budget, No Pay Act. This 
bill will raise the debt ceiling for 3 
months with the provision that both 
Houses of Congress must pass a budget. 
If either body fails to achieve the task, 
the Members’ pay will be withheld. 

It is past time to hold the President 
and the liberal-controlled Senate ac- 
countable for out-of-control spending. 
If hardworking Americans strive to 
succeed in their jobs, the Senate must 
do so as well. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 


EE 


40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to commemorate the 40th anni- 
versary of Roe v. Wade, the landmark 
Supreme Court decision that formally 
recognized a woman’s right to make 
decisions regarding her own reproduc- 
tive health care. 

On January 22, 1973, this monumental 
decision came as a result of decades of 
relentless activism and litigation on 
the part of great women advocates; but 
today, there are still those who would 
prefer to roll back these fundamental 
rights and turn the clock back on wom- 
en’s health care. We’ve seen them use 
the same tactics over and over again 
during the last 40 years. In fact, ac- 
cording to the Guttmacher Institute, 
more than 40 laws were passed to re- 
strict access to abortion in 19 States 
just this past year. 

That’s why, as we commemorate the 
40th anniversary of Roe v. Wade, it is 
more important than ever to commit 
ourselves to protecting these basic 
rights and to ensure that women across 
our country have full control over 
their personal well-being and health 
and that they retain access to any 
health care services they require. 
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NO BUDGET, NO PAY 


(Mr. McCLINTOCK asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, the 
House is poised to pass H.R. 325 today. 
I respect the sincerity of its sup- 
porters, but I must firmly dissent. 

This bill accommodates spending at 
ruinous levels far beyond the limits set 
by the House budget. It sets a terrible 
precedent by abolishing the debt limit 
for nearly 4 months, giving an unlim- 
ited credit card to this administration. 
I think Members will be stunned by the 
borrowing that this moratorium makes 
possible. Certainly, thousands of dol- 
lars of new debt will be heaped on 
every household in America. 

House Republicans have passed two 
budget plans that put our Nation back 
on a path toward fiscal solvency. If the 
debt limit were increased within that 
trajectory at 2-month intervals, it 
would require only small and incre- 
mental reforms each time. That would 
both avert default now and the fiscal 
crisis that we are fast approaching. I 
believe that it is achievable and far 
preferable to the bill to be voted on 
today. 


— 


50TH ANNIVERSARY OF CIVIL 
RIGHTS MOVEMENT 


(Ms. SEWELL of Alabama asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, this year marks the 50th commemo- 
ration of the city of Birmingham’s piv- 
otal role in the civil rights movement. 
We are declaring 2013 as the Year of 
Birmingham in order to honor the his- 
toric events that occurred in our city 
in 1963. The city of Birmingham serves 
as a reminder to the rest of the world 
that, out of despair, there is hope and 
that justice does, indeed, prevail. 

My good friend Congressman SPEN- 
CER BACHUS and I, along with the en- 
tire Alabama delegation, plan to ask 
this august body to bestow, on a bipar- 
tisan basis, its highest civilian honor, 
the Congressional Gold Medal, to the 
four little girls who tragically lost 
their lives during the 1963 bombing of 
the 16th Street Baptist Church. We be- 
lieve it is befitting that during this 
year, 2013, we posthumously pay trib- 
ute to Addie Mae Collins, Cynthia Wes- 
ley, Carole Robertson, and Denise 
McNair, for they have truly paid the 
ultimate sacrifice. 

They are, indeed, emblematic of so 
many citizens of Birmingham who lost 
their lives for the cause of freedom. 
They represent all of those citizens and 
all of those who fought so hard and 
courageously, black and white, to 
make sure that we in this Nation hold 
up its ideals of equality for all. 

I ask that this august body work 
with SPENCER BACHUS and the entire 
Alabama delegation to bipartisanly 
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support and bestow upon them the Con- 
gressional Medal of Honor. 
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NO BUDGET, NO PAY 


(Mrs. BLACK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, as a char- 
ter member of the Fix Congress Now 
Caucus and as an early supporter of No 
Budget, No Pay, Iam very excited that 
this legislation will be voted on in the 
House later today. 

We on the House Budget Committee 
work hard to pass a responsible budget 
each year, but the Democrat-controlled 
Senate refuses to do the same. In fact, 
it has been nearly 4 years since the 
Senate has passed a budget. Since that 
time, the Federal Government has 
racked up annual deficits exceeding $1 
trillion; and, in total, more than $5 
trillion has been added to our national 
debt in just 4 years. If we stay on our 
current path of record deficits, big gov- 
ernment and unfunded entitlement pro- 
grams, Greece’s present will be Amer- 
ica’s future. 

A massive debt crisis is surely not 
the future we want for our children or 
our grandchildren. Fiscal responsi- 
bility and accountability in the Halls 
of Congress cannot wait. Today, we 
will take an important step in the 
House to force the Senate to either do 
its job or face the consequences. It’s 
simple: no budget, no pay. 
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GUN CONTROL 


(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, after 
the massacre of 20 children and six edu- 
cators in Connecticut, we’ve heard the 
predictable rantings of people who are 
convinced beyond all reason and evi- 
dence that the Federal Government in- 
tends to take their guns away. 

I am sad that they have succumbed 
to the fear-mongering of the National 
Rifle Association and others who really 
only want to sell more guns. It’s more 
than sad. Frankly, it’s dangerous when 
a government leader stoops to the 
same fear-mongering for political pur- 
poses. 

Last week, Senate Minority Leader 
MITCH MCCONNELL’s campaign sent out 
an email titled, ‘‘Watch out. They’re 
Coming for Your Guns.” Among the 
email’s dishonest claims was this bla- 
tant distortion: 

President Obama is spelling out the 23 dif- 
ferent executive orders he will take to get 
your guns. 

Those 23 executive actions are so 
modest that even gun rights activists 
have said they have no problem with 
them. In fact, many of them reflect 
proposals made by the NRA. 

Even if we give Senator MCCONNELL 
the benefit of the doubt as to whether 
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he actually knew what his campaign 
manager was putting out, he is respon- 
sible, as we all are, for what our em- 
ployees do in our name. I call on Sen- 
ator MCCONNELL to apologize to his 
supporters, some of whom are my con- 
stituents, for stoking totally irrational 
and unjustifiable fear. 


ES 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 325, NO BUDGET, NO PAY 
ACT OF 2013 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 39 and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 


H. RES. 39 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to consider in 
the House the bill (H.R. 325) to ensure the 
complete and timely payment of the obliga- 
tions of the United States Government until 
May 19, 2013, and for other purposes. All 
points of order against consideration of the 
bill are waived. The amendment printed in 
the report of the Committee on Rules accom- 
panying this resolution shall be considered 
as adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be 
considered as read. All points of order 
against provisions in the bill, as amended, 
are waived. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend- 
ed, and on any amendment thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except: 
(1) one hour of debate, with 40 minutes equal- 
ly divided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means and 20 minutes equally 
divided and controlled by the chair and rank- 
ing minority member of the Committee on 
House Administration; and (2) one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WOMACK). The gentleman from Texas is 
recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the customary 30 minutes to my friend, 
the gentleman from Worcester, Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. All time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on H. 
Res. 39. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Today’s debate is 
about one very simple but profoundly 
important goal, Mr. Speaker, and that 
is restoring our vibrant economy by re- 
ducing the crippling weight of the 
growing debt caused by our Federal 
Government. 

In the coming months, we face a 
string of deadlines that will force Con- 
gress and the administration to address 
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the fundamental challenge of our tril- 
lion-dollar deficit and its mounting ef- 
fect on our economy and jobs in Amer- 
ica. We’ve already exceeded $16 trillion 
in debt, and Republicans find this debt 
level absolutely unacceptable and that 
is why we are here today. By contrast, 
President Obama seems to be perfectly 
comfortable with the idea of reaching 
$23 trillion, which is where we’ll be at 
the end of his second term if we con- 
tinue his policies in that direction. 

While $16 trillion in debt is stifling 
our economy, $23 trillion would crush 
it. It would crush the dreams and hopes 
and aspirations of our great Nation and 
the people who will certainly follow us, 
our children and our grandchildren. 
That’s why, today, we’re considering 
this rule and the underlying bill in 
order to reverse this course. Our great 
Speaker, JOHN BOEHNER, and our ma- 
jority leader, ERIC CANTOR, are pleased 
that this bill is on the floor today to 
discuss not just this important activity 
with our Members of Congress, but to 
let the American people know we are 
serious about what needs to be done to 
save this country from this crippling 
debt. 

We will use the upcoming weeks and 
the looming deadlines before us as a 
means to enacting a more meaningful 
and lasting reform so that we can begin 
to grapple with this skyrocketing debt. 
At the same time, today’s rule and the 
underlying bill will allow us to turn up 
pressure on the Senate to join the 
House in offering real solutions. To- 
gether, these actions will help to re- 
ignite our engines to grow our econ- 
omy and to restore discipline and ac- 
countability to our Federal budget. 

The first of the looming deadlines we 
face is the debt ceiling limit. The un- 
derlying bill would temporarily sus- 
pend this limit so that we have the op- 
portunity to craft comprehensive re- 
forms without risking default on the 
debt that our Nation has incurred. 
Risking default would be counter- 
productive to our Republican agenda of 
restoring economic growth, getting our 
fiscal house in order, and ensuring that 
we do not burden future generations 
with intolerable debt. 

We will not risk the full faith and 
credit of the United States, but neither 
will we compromise a long-term exten- 
sion of this debt ceiling without slash- 
ing wasteful Federal spending, enact- 
ing meaningful entitlement reform, 
and ending the era of trillion-dollar 
deficits. By taking this temporary ac- 
tion, we are keeping the focus where it 
needs to be: resolving the coming de- 
bates on sequestration, the expiring 
continuing resolution, and the fiscal 
year 2014 budget through fiscal dis- 
cipline and entitlement reform. Sus- 
pending the debt ceiling until May 19 
provides the House and the Senate with 
much-needed time to pass a budget and 
then consider how best to deal with the 
sequester. 
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The underlying bill also takes action 
to ensure that the Senate becomes an 
active partner, which we want and need 
and the American people, I think, ex- 
pect, in our efforts to reform Federal 
spending. For nearly 4 years, the Sen- 
ate has failed to meet its most basic 
obligation: passing a budget. During 
this time, the Senate has collected its 
own paychecks despite being derelict 
in its most important duty. 

In the private sector, there are con- 
sequences for failing to do one’s job. 
This resolution will impose the same 
accountability on Members of Congress 
that private sector workers face. Oh, 
yes, and we’re putting that same obli- 
gation on the House as we would want 
them to accept in the Senate. That is, 
if you don’t get your work done, you 
don’t get paid. 

The power of the purse is the most 
fundamental duty the Constitution 
places upon Congress. For far too long, 
this power has not been wielded with 
the discipline and accountability nec- 
essary to do so responsibly and 
sustainably. There are a host of chal- 
lenges that must be addressed, but the 
entire process begins with a joint budg- 
et resolution. As long as the Senate is 
unwilling or unable to do its job, our 
efforts in the House to deliver real so- 
lutions to the American people will 
continue to be impeded. 

Some have questioned whether the 
action we are taking is constitutional. 
The 27th Amendment of the Constitu- 
tion prohibits legislation that varies 
the salary of Members of the current 
Congress. This provision was intended 
to prevent Members of the House and 
the Senate from giving themselves a 
pay raise without first standing before 
the voters. 

This bill upholds both the letter and 
the spirit of the 27th Amendment. It 
would not change a Member’s rate of 
compensation in any way; they just 
don’t get to collect it until they do 
their jobs. And until they get their 
work done, we simply cannot adopt a 
permanent extension to that debt ceil- 
ing. 

This body will work to ensure that 
the Senate performs the most basic of 
tasks to pass a budget, and we’ll do our 
job also. We will continue to work for 
meaningful entitlement and spending 
reforms to take us beyond our current 
cycle of crisis and deadlines in favor of 
long-term solutions. As we do all of 
this in order to invigorate our economy 
and put our Nation back to prosperity 
for ourselves and for future genera- 
tions, I urge my colleagues to support 
this rule and the underlying legisla- 
tion. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Texas, the 
new chairman of the Rules Committee, 
Mr. SESSIONS, for yielding me the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes. 

I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 
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Mr. Speaker, first of all, let me say 
to my colleagues, both Democratic and 
Republican colleagues, that they ought 
to vote against this rule. The bill be- 
fore us today was not the product of 
deliberation in either the Ways and 
Means Committee or the House Admin- 
istration Committee. There were no 
hearings. It was brought before the 
Rules Committee last night, and not a 
single amendment was made in order. 
This is a closed rule. 
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So if my friend from Texas wants to 
usher in a new policy of openness in 
this Congress, we should have had this 
rule open so that Members could have 
an opportunity to express themselves 
and to have their viewpoints made 
known. But, again, it is a completely 
closed rule. 

So this rule should be defeated. It 
should go back to the Rules Com- 
mittee. We ought to come back with 
something that allows this Chamber to 
be able to do its deliberation. 

And Mr. Speaker, we ought to be here 
today to raise the debt ceiling, not be- 
cause we like the idea of raising the 
debt ceiling, but because that’s the 
right thing to do. It is the right thing 
to do for our country and for our econ- 
omy. 

It is the right thing to do for the 
businesses of this country, so that they 
have some certainty that we will not 
default on our debts. And if they had 
that certainty, they would then invest 
in our economy and help create more 
jobs and help create more opportunity 
for people. 

You know, one of the things I have 
heard from Republicans and Democrats 
who I’ve bumped into at all types of oc- 
casions, they may have differences on 
our tax policy, they may have dif- 
ferences on our economic policy, but 
the one thing that everybody seems to 
agree on is that Congress ought to pro- 
vide certainty. And this is anything 
but certainty, because what we are 
doing today, thanks to the Republican 
leadership, is to bring a short-term ex- 
tension of the debt ceiling to the floor, 
which means that they have decided, 
once again, to play partisan politics 
with the debt ceiling. 

This is a bad idea. This is not the 
way a mature governing body ought to 
behave. We ought to do our job. 

Next month the United States will 
hit the debt ceiling and, without ac- 
tion, the United States will default on 
its debts. Now, the last time the Re- 
publican leadership played this dan- 
gerous game of economic Russian rou- 
lette, they threatened the full faith 
and credit of the United States for the 
first time in our history. For some rea- 
son they seem hell-bent on doing it 
again. 

We need to be clear about one thing. 
The debt limit is not about new spend- 
ing, it’s not about increasing the def- 
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icit. The debt limit is simply the way 
Congress pays for things that we have 
already bought, things like the wars in 
Iraq and Afghanistan, by the way, that 
my friends on the other side continue 
to insist that we don’t pay for; it just 
goes on a credit card. Things like the 
Medicare prescription drug benefit that 
was not paid forward that my friends 
on the other side of the aisle cham- 
pioned, things that the Republicans 
have voted for over and over and over 
again. 

Now, we can and we should have an 
open and thoughtful debate about our 
spending priorities and our deficit. 
That is what we’re supposed to do. But 
playing games with the debt limit, 
threatening to default, should not be 
an option. But that’s just what the bill 
before us does. It, once again, kicks the 
can down the road. 

Now, instead of passing a clean, long- 
term debt ceiling bill, one that could 
ensure that America doesn’t default on 
its debt and obligations, the Repub- 
licans have chosen to bring a bill up 
that would put us right back in the 
same place that we’re in now in May, 3 
months from now. 

So what’s next, Mr. Speaker? A 3- 
week extension of the debt ceiling? 
Three days? Three hours? 

My Republican friends go on and on 
about how the business community 
needs and deserves certainty from 
Washington, but treating the full faith 
and credit of the United States like 
just another political talking point is 
no way to create certainty. 

How ironic, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Republican Party, the party that took 
a record surplus and turned it into a 
record deficit, the party that put two 
major wars on the Nation’s credit card, 
the party that refused to pay for two 
rounds of tax cuts and a massive, ex- 
pansive prescription drug benefit, now 
wants to pay its bills. Now wants to 
pay its bills. 

The same group of people that got us 
into this mess are now telling us that 
they want to get us out of this mess. 
The fact is, on the issue of the deficit 
and on the issue of the debt, my friends 
on the other side of the aisle, I do not 
believe, have any credibility. 

You know, there’s an old show busi- 
ness saying, Mr. Speaker: you got to 
have a gimmick. And my Republican 
friends never cease to disappoint me. 
They always have a gimmick. They be- 
lieve in government by gimmicks. And 
this No Budget, No Pay bill is another 
gimmick. 

Let’s kind of play this out. What 
their bill says is if the House doesn’t 
pass a budget bill by April 15, we don’t 
get paid. If the Senate doesn’t pass a 
budget bill by April 15, they don’t get 
paid. 

Now, I have no doubt that they have 
the votes to ram whatever they want 
through the House of Representatives, 
and I expect that they will bring us yet 
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another budget bill that has the same 
extreme, excessive spending cuts in 
programs that benefit the middle class 
and poor that they brought before us 
last year. So I think they will bring a 
bill to the floor. 

And let’s say the Senate does bring a 
budget bill to the floor and they pass 
it. This bill does not require that there 
be a conference report that is voted on 
by both the House and the Senate as a 
condition of whether or not Members 
get paid. 

So, again, this is not a solution. 
What this is just more political games- 
manship. You pass something in the 
House that may be totally irreconcil- 
able, something that will never be able 
to be conferenced with the Senate. Sen- 
ate, you pass whatever you want, it 
doesn’t have to be conferenceable with 
the House, and there we are. And there 
we are, 3 months from now, in the same 
position that we are in now. 

You know, the way this should be 
done, and I know this is a radical idea, 
but the way this should be done is the 
leadership of the Republican side 
should speak with the leadership of the 
Democratic side, and let’s see if we can 
kind of agree on a way to proceed. 
There ought to be serious discussions. 

T’ll also point out for my colleagues 
and for those who are watching, there 
were a couple of occasions over the last 
year and a half where Speaker BOEHNER 
came very close to coming to agree- 
ment with the White House on a bigger 
deal. And on those two occasions the 
Speaker walked away and said no after 
he came very close to saying yes. 

Why did he say no? 

It had nothing to do with the Senate 
not having passed a budget resolution. 
It had everything to do with the fact 
that when the Speaker came back and 
talked to his Republican rank-and-file 
Members, they all said no. They said 
no. It doesn’t cut Medicare enough. It 
doesn’t cut Social Security enough. It 
doesn’t cut food stamps enough. It 
doesn’t cut education enough. It 
doesn’t cut job creation enough. 

There are people on the other side of 
the aisle, Mr. Speaker, who are using 
this not as an opportunity to balance 
our budget, but they’re using this as an 
opportunity to gut government, to end 
the public sector. They see this as their 
opportunity. And as a result, we have 
this uncertainty. And as a result, the 
American people pay the price. As a re- 
sult, this economy is not recovering as 
quickly as it needs to be. 

I would urge my colleagues to vote 
“no” on this rule, this closed rule. This 
is not the way we should begin this ses- 
sion. 

Mr. Speaker, I would urge my col- 
leagues on the other side of the aisle, 
enough of the gimmicks. It’s time to 
get serious about doing the people’s 
business, and this is not doing the peo- 
ple’s business. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I will 
insert into the RECORD an article from 
The Washington Post dated January 22, 
2013. 

Mr. Speaker, I’d like to now discuss, 
if I can, this Washington Post article 
which is out today, which says the Sen- 
ate Majority Leader HARRY REID 
praised House leaders for moving ahead 
with a bill that would give the govern- 
ment borrowing authority into the fu- 
ture. 

He further said that he not only is 
very glad that we’re going to send a 
clean debt ceiling bill, but that he felt 
like it would be good for the Senate to 
be able to take up this action. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, what we’re trying 
to do is to empower those things that 
we know this institution, the House 
and the Senate—where we work closer 
together, where we both do our work. 

And yesterday, the gentleman rep- 
resenting the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, Mr. RYAN, who’s also PAUL 
RYAN, the chairman of the House Budg- 
et Committee, in testimony said that 
he intended to make sure that he 
would produce a bill exactly supporting 
what we are trying to do here today, 
and would bring that to the floor, and 
would be faithful in doing that. 

Look, maybe people are upset that 
we're putting their pay at risk. Maybe 
people are upset because it wasn’t their 
idea. But the bottom line is that PAUL 
RYAN, JOHN BOEHNER, ERIC CANTOR, the 
Rules Committee, yesterday said we 
think it’s a good bill, and we were 
joined by HARRY REID, the Senate Ma- 
jority Leader. 

When the Senate Majority Leader 
can agree with Republicans about a 
great direction to go that will empower 
the Senate and join with them in try- 
ing to make sure that we get our job 
done, I think that’s a rare day. I think 
that’s a good day when we can work to- 
gether, when we can bring legislation 
that the Senate openly welcomes and, 
might I add, the President of the 
United States, President Obama, would 
sign this legislation. And he said so in 
the Statement of Administration Pol- 
icy. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
[From the Washington Post, Jan. 22, 2013] 
REID SAY’S HE’S PLEASED WITH HOUSE GOP’S 
‘CLEAN DEBT CEILING BILL’ 

(By Rosalind S. Helderman) 

Senate Majority Leader Harry M. Reid (D- 
Nev.) praised House leaders Tuesday for mov- 
ing ahead with a bill that would give the 
government borrowing authority into May, 
without demanding deep spending cuts in re- 
turn. 

He said Democrats will discuss in coming 
days how to deal with a House provision, at- 
tached to the bill, that would require the 
Senate to adopt a budget for the first time in 
four years or see their pay docked. He said 
he would be meeting with the Senate Budget 
Committee Chairwoman Patty Murray (D- 
Wash.) to discuss the Republicans’ ‘‘no budg- 
et, no pay provision.”’ 

“Im very glad that they’re going to send 
us a clean debt ceiling bill,” Reid told re- 
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porters. “The other stuff on it, we’ll ap- 
proach that when we need to. But I’m glad 
we’re not facing crisis here in the matter of 
a few days.”’ 

The government hit the $16.4 trillion debt 
ceiling in December. The Treasury Depart- 
ment has been using extraordinary measures 
to extend the limit but has said that if Con- 
gress doesn’t act to raise the limit by the 
end of February, the United States will be 
unable to meet its spending obligations and 
will default. 

Republicans had been threatening to refuse 
to raise the limit unless Democrats offered 
deep entitlement cuts in return. They an- 
nounced a new strategy Monday: Suspend 
the debt ceiling until May 19, while pres- 
suring the Senate to adopt a budget. The 
House will vote on the temporary lifting of 
the debt ceiling on Wednesday. 

Reid stopped short of saying the Senate 
would adopt the measure without changes if 
it passes the House on Wednesday. But by 
characterizing the House bill as a ‘‘clean’’ in- 
crease in the nation’s borrowing limit—a 
longtime demand of the White House and 
Democrats—he suggested its passage in the 
Senate will not be difficult. 

“Im happy they sent us a debt ceiling not 
tied to entitlement cuts and dollar-for-dollar 
[cuts],’’ Reid said. ‘‘That’s a big step in the 
right direction. The other stuff on it, Sen. 
Murray is going to be the spokesperson on 
that for the next 24 hours or so. We’ll see 
how she wants to proceed.” 

The result of the House action, he said, was 
to buy time: ‘‘We have many months to work 
through this,’’ he said. 

Reid’s review was far more positive than 
that of House Minority Whip Steny Hoyer 
(D-Md.), who blasted the GOP measure as a 
diversion tactic to reporters Tuesday. If 
House Speaker John A. Boehner (R-Ohio) has 
support from fellow Republicans, however, 
he can pass the bill Wednesday without the 
votes of House Democrats. 
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I’m glad the gentleman from Texas 
agrees with HARRY REID. I hope he 
agrees with HARRY REID on more 
things in the future. But the fact of the 
matter is this show business before us 
does nothing other than postpone this 
debate on the debt ceiling for 3 months. 
It doesn’t require a finished product. It 
does not require that we actually have 
something that amounts to a deal that 
goes to the President’s desk. The House 
will pass their extreme budget, like 
they always do. The Senate will prob- 
ably do something. And then nothing 
else is required. There’s no require- 
ment for a deal in order to get your 
pay. 

This is show business. And what we 
should be doing is providing certainty 
to the business community that we’re 
not going to default on our obligations 
in 3 months. And we ought to come to- 
gether and figure out a way to be able 
to get this budget in balance without 
destroying the social safety net in this 
country. Again, the problem has al- 
ways been—and let’s be clear about 
this—as much as I get frustrated with 
the Senate, the problem on this is not 
the Senate. The problem is the rank- 
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and-file Republicans in the House Re- 
publican Conference who, every time 
the Speaker of the House goes to them 
with a deal, they say, No. They always 
say it doesn’t cut deep enough, it 
doesn’t eliminate programs that help 
the poor, it doesn’t eliminate programs 
that help the middle class, it doesn’t 
eliminate programs that help create 
jobs. Because the ultimate goal of so 
many on the other side is not about a 
balanced budget. They don’t care about 
balanced budgets. They’re the ones who 
took this balanced budget that Bill 
Clinton had and turned it into one of 
the worst deficits and debt in our coun- 
try. They don’t care about that. They 
care about eliminating the public sec- 
tor. That’s what this is about. Three 
months? Please. Three months? What 
kind of certainty is that? 

I yield such time as she may consume 
to the gentlewoman from New York 


(Ms. SLAUGHTER), the distinguished 
ranking member of the Rules Com- 
mittee. 


Ms. SLAUGHTER. I thank my col- 
league for yielding to me. And I want 
to continue what he was saying, de- 
spite the fact I’ve got a great speech 
here. But it’s terribly important, I 
think, that we try to make the point 
one more time that process here is 
turned upside down and is totally 
meaningless. So JOHN BOEHNER and 
PAUL RYAN and HARRY REID and the 
Rules Committee all agree. That leaves 
out about 500 more people who have 
been sent here from the districts to 
represent what the people who live 
there think. 

This is not the first time this has 
happened. A couple of weeks ago, on 
the fiscal cliff, we had a thing that 
came up from nowhere called Plan B. 
JOHN BOEHNER liked that. I guess PAUL 
RYAN liked that. I’m not sure what 
HARRY REID thought about that. The 
Rules Committee thought it was okay. 
But the fact of the matter is that that 
bill was written while the Rules Com- 
mittee was in session. There are 13 of 
us on the Rules Committee. We love 
the enormous power that we’ve got. 
But I don’t believe any of us ever sus- 
pected that the Rules Committee was 
going to supersede all of the commit- 
tees in the House of Representatives. 
There’s been no committee action on 
any of this. 

In addition, I want to make the 
point, again, that despite what we tried 
to do, we said, Nobody’s talked about 
this. There’s been no discussion on 
this. Let’s have an open rule. Let’s let 
not just the people on our side but the 
people on the Republican side who’ve 
had no input here as well, let’s open it 
up and have a real debate and see 
what’s going on here. 

What is going on here? What’s going 
on here, as my colleague points out, is 
a circus of dubious constitutional va- 
lidity, frankly. Some people may say 
what they’re doing is okay. Other peo- 
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ple say, Absolutely not. We certainly 
should have had that decision before 
we got this far. What will the Senate 
do with it? Heavens to Betsy, I don’t 
know. They have to have 60 votes over 
there before they can get to anything. 
It is the only legislative body in the 
world where 60 is the majority, not 51, 
as it is in every other legislature. 

So we’ve just reached, I think, a new 
low today. I am very depressed by the 
fact that the Constitution of the 
United States, which is very specific, 
that the rules of the Congress, which 
are extremely specific, are meaningless 
here. We have all these people on the 
committees, people with expertise, and 
wonderful staff. We can draw on re- 
sources from all over probably the 
world, not just America. But we’ve got 
plenty of them here just a block away. 
All the people we can talk to, all the 
people we can ask, What is the mean- 
ing of this? What will it do to the econ- 
omy of the United States of America? 
Are we on the right track? Should we 
be doing something different? Do we 
need a debt limit law? 

What are we doing? Why can’t we 
have those kinds of discussions in this 
Congress ever again? It’s as though if 
we give them time to think about it 
and everybody has a chance to weigh in 
on it, then maybe we won’t be able to 
move this the way we would like to and 
play another ‘‘gotcha’’ game, which is 
really what it comes down to. 

I don’t care if The Washington Post 
loves it. They’re probably so pleased to 
see the fact that people believe there’s 
something in the fact that HARRY REID 
said he liked it, which is not anything 
that’s been heard here lately, and that 
they thought they would like it as 
well. But I don’t know what it is, and 
I don’t think any of the rest of my 
Members did. And we certainly did not 
yesterday in the Rules Committee. We 
did not have the benefit of the knowl- 
edge of any of the other Members of 
the Congress or the committee process, 
which could have answered the ques- 
tions for us that came up yesterday. 

In fact, all of us know where this 
came from. Charles Krauthammer 
wrote a column in The Washington 
Post. They maybe like that a whole 
lot, as well. That’s where this came 
from. He said, Hey, there’s a good idea. 
Instead of going to the committees of 
the Congress of the United States, 
where people of knowledge are seated, 
they decided let’s just throw it to- 
gether over the weekend at a retreat 
and we’ll take it back next week. We’re 
only going to work a couple of days so 
let’s rush it through and get it through 
and maybe by the time we get to 3 
months, something will have straight- 
ened out. Or, more likely, Mr. Speaker, 
in 3 months we will have thought of an- 
other way that we can kick the can 
down the road. 

Now it’s important to note that this 
is not an extension of debt limit. It is 
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a suspension of debt limit. That makes 
a difference, I think, as well, but we 
didn’t get a chance to discuss that part 
of it either. We did away with all no- 
tions of regular order. I really thought 
the Plan B, as I’d said earlier—and I 
don’t want anybody to miss this—that 
bill was being written while the Rules 
Committee was meeting. I know that 
all students of government, all the col- 
leges and universities in this country, 
they’re out there teaching people how 
America runs, how carefully and won- 
derfully put together it was by the 
Founding Fathers, how our Constitu- 
tion is our guiding light. We just cele- 
brated that. Because without doubt, 
the President’s inaugural speech, based 
so closely on the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence and talking about the Con- 
stitution, made us understand that 
that is what we are here to uphold. And 
indeed we all held up our hands and 
swore we would uphold it. 

But when it comes to a piece of legis- 
lation like this—and this is the same 
as I said last night in the Rules Com- 
mittee—it’s just lurching around and 
jerking around and coming up with any 
kind of crazy gimmick we can think of 
and making smart remarks. But I will 
tell you that kicking the can down the 
road for 3 more months is not a solu- 
tion. It gives us some breathing room. 
But I don’t have any reason in the 
world to believe from past performance 
that the future is going to be any 
clearer for us. 

Until the leaders of the House can 
start to include the fellow Members in 
the majority—because they have been 
cut out as well—and the minority in 
the legislative process, the regular 
order will be little more than a dream. 
And today’s bill drops the majority’s 
insistence that increasing the debt 
limit be matched by cuts to Medicare 
or reductions to education funding. 
That’s a step forward. But it doesn’t 
answer our questions. 

My Democrat colleagues and I are 
eager to participate in the legislative 
process for which we came to Wash- 
ington. And the American people are 
certainly eager—if not eager, maybe 
desperate would be a better word—to 
see an end to the dysfunction in this 
Congress. I hope that at some point the 
majority will realize that a completely 
partisan approach, which is what we’ve 
had, is a dead end. That meaningful so- 
lutions can only come from negotiation 
and compromise with those on the 
other side of the aisle who do have 
some good ideas. And when the major- 
ity comes to that realization, my Dem- 
ocrat colleagues and I will happily join 
in the effort to craft the serious legis- 
lative answers our country needs, our 
constituents deserve, and the world ex- 
pects of us. 

The bill before us today isn’t a serious solu- 
tion—it is a gimmick of dubious constitutional 
validity. The legislation is the product of a 
weekend retreat, and contains all the serious- 
ness one would expect from such origins. 
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For the last year, the majority has alter- 
natively taken the full faith and credit of our 
Nation hostage and put forth extreme pro- 
posals that do nothing to reduce our deficit in 
a balanced way. 

In the process they have done away with 
any notion of regular order. Just weeks ago, a 
so-called “Plan B” to the fiscal cliff was being 
written at the same time the Rules Committee 
was meeting—thus forcing us to debate a bill 
no one had ever seen. 

Now we meet to debate a bill that failed to 
go through a single committee hearing before 
landing on the Rules Committee desk yester- 
day afternoon. 

Under the process forged by the majority, 
the Rules Committee has become the place 
where legislation is unveiled by the majority 
and brought to the floor 24 hours later, with no 
input from their colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle. 

This is about as far away from regular order 
as it gets. Until the leaders of the House start 
including their fellow members of the majority 
and minority in the legislative process, regular 
order will be little more than a dream. 

Mr. Speaker, today’s bill drops the majority’s 
insistence that any increase in the debt limit 
be matched by cuts to Medicare or reductions 
to education funding. This is certainly a note- 
worthy step forward. 

But kicking the can down the road for three 
months is not the solution that the American 
people deserve. If today’s legislation had been 
crafted in the halls of Congress, with input 
from both sides of the aisle, | believe that we 
could be voting on a serious measure to pre- 
vent a debt-limit crisis and reduce our deficit 
starting today. 

My Democratic colleagues and | are eager 
to participate in the legislative process, and 
the American people are eager to see an end 
to the dysfunction in Congress. 

| hope that at some point the majority will 
realize that a completely partisan approach is 
a dead end. Meaningful solutions can only 
come from negotiation and compromise with 
those on the other side of the aisle. 

When the majority comes to that realization, 
my Democratic colleagues and | will happily 
join in the effort to craft the serious legislative 
answers that our country needs and our con- 
stituents deserve. 
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Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I appre- 
ciate the gentlewoman, the ranking 
member of the committee, who was 
very faithful and sat through not only 
the hearing yesterday, but offered her 
feedback to our speakers who came to 
the Rules Committee representing the 
House Administration Committee and 
representing the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. I thought that her questions 
and her tone were very appropriate. 

I think that yesterday the two Re- 
publican lead Representatives—the 
gentlewoman from Michigan, CANDICE 
MILLER, representing the House Ad- 
ministration Committee; and the gen- 
tleman from the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, Mr. RyYAN—adequately not only 
spoke about, Mr. Speaker, a five-page 
bill—five pages that we could not only 
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understand, but offer the idea, regard- 
less of who came up with the idea, that 
represents what I hope will be and be- 
lieve will be more than 218 votes and I 
think will be bipartisan. These ideas 
don’t just belong to somebody and we 
can’t share them—they belong to the 
American people—about a way to move 
forward, avoiding conflict, working to- 
gether, coming up with ideas that you 
can express with great confidence that 
we believe will work. 

Yesterday, during the hearing, we 
also had some thoughtful conversation. 

Td like to yield 5 minutes to the 
Rules Committee designee to Chairman 
RYAN and the Budget Committee, the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
WOODALL). 

Mr. WOODALL. I thank my chairman 
for yielding. 

I used to come to this podium, Mr. 
Speaker, and say I’m just a House 
freshman, but this is what I think 
about things. Pm now a House sopho- 
more. It’s been 2 years and 1 month 
since I arrived here; and if you told me 
2 years ago when I arrived that we were 
going to be bringing five-page pieces of 
legislation to this floor for up-or-down 
votes by this body, I wouldn’t have be- 
lieved it because I’ve watched the way 
this House has operated for over a dec- 
ade. 

I see these bills—and Mr. Speaker, 
you’ve seen them too—these bills that 
folks have to carry down here on a 
dolly, those bills that they drop them 
down here on the rostrum with just a 
thump. Folks can’t read those bills; 
folks can’t analyze those bills; folks 
can’t digest those bills. But this one 
that we have today deals with an in- 
credibly complicated topic, the debt 
ceiling, an incredibly controversial 
topic—how it is that the House and the 
Senate get their business done—and 
yet we bring it in five pages that every 
Member of this body has had a chance 
to read and digest, every Member of 
this body. 

We had a hearing on it in the Rules 
Committee yesterday. And here on the 
floor today we’re going to debate this 
bill not just with one committee of ju- 
risdiction, with the Ways and Means 
Committee getting time, but with two 
committees of jurisdiction, the Ways 
and Means Committee getting time 
and the House Administration Com- 
mittee getting time. 

You know, it’s unusual, Mr. Speaker, 
that we have a bill that the Speaker of 
the House has decided to bring forward, 
that the majority leader of the Senate 
has praised the Speaker for bringing 
forward, and that the White House has 
said it doesn’t have any objection to. 
That’s unusual. Candidly, it makes me 
a little suspicious. That’s the way it’s 
been around here. I think my col- 
leagues on the Rules Committee would 
agree. So often we get so used to the 
controversy that if we can’t fight 
about something, we start to wonder 
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what’s wrong, what’s wrong that we 
can’t fight about something. Ill tell 
you, Mr. Speaker, we’re going to have 
that opportunity to fight. We don’t 
have that roadmap yet. Of course, the 
House has laid out its budget roadmap 
year after year after year after year. 
Certainly, the 2 years I’ve been here, 
the House has done its job—much to 
the credit of my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle—and passed a budget. 
This year, rumor has it the Senate is 
going to do the same thing. 

This bill certainly puts an incentive 
in place for both the House and the 
Senate to get their job done, but how is 
it that we’re going to tackle those 
tough decisions that my friend from 
New York, the ranking member of the 
Rules Committee, talked about, those 
really difficult financial decisions, 
talking about those obligations we 
have in the future that we have abso- 
lutely no plan or means to pay for. 
How are we going to grapple with those 
decisions? Well, I’1l tell you, I wish we 
had gotten a big deal in the debt ceil- 
ing debate of August of 2011. We got a 
step in the right direction, but we 
didn’t get it all done. I wish we had 
gotten it in the Joint Select Com- 
mittee. We didn’t get it done. I wish we 
had gotten it in the fiscal cliff debate 
of last year. We didn’t get it done. 

But I believe—maybe it’s just a hope, 
Mr. Speaker—but I believe that if the 
Senate has the courage to lay out its 
path for America—its path for Amer- 
ica’s budget and dealing with Amer- 
ica’s obligations—and if the House has 
the courage to lay out its vision for 
America, its vision of dealing with 
America’s obligations, that we’re going 
to find that opportunity to come to- 
gether to make those decisions that 
have to happen. 

Now, I hope I’m not speaking out of 
school, Mr. Speaker, but I had a chance 
for some constituents in town—some of 
my business leaders, some of the great 
entrepreneurs from my district, they’re 
in town. I took them by to meet with 
Speaker JOHN BOEHNER. I’ll tell you, I 
come from one of the most conserv- 
ative districts in the United States of 
America; Speaker JOHN BOEHNER is not 
always the most popular name in my 
district. But I brought them by to meet 
him because I wanted them to hear 
from him directly and he said this to 
them, he said: We have real opportuni- 
ties in divided government, real oppor- 
tunities to come together and do the 
big things that matter; that only in di- 
vided government can you bring to- 
gether the best ideas from both sides 
and put everybody’s fingerprint and 
stamp of approval on them and do 
those things that really make a dif- 
ference for America. And my goal is to 
do those things while I’m leading this, 
the people’s House. 

I take him at his word, Mr. Speaker. 
And if giving this 90-day extension so 
that budgets can be passed gives him 
that opportunity, T11 do it. 
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A colleague of mine yesterday said, 
“That stuck with me.” He said, ‘‘I’ve 
had people I respect a whole lot less 
ask me for a whole lot more.”’ 

I have great respect for our Budget 
Committee chairman, PAUL RYAN. I 
have great respect for our Rules Com- 
mittee chairman, PETE SESSIONS. I 
have great respect for the Speaker of 
the House. If they tell me another 90 
days is going to give us that oppor- 
tunity to do those big things I think we 
on both sides of the aisle want to do, 
I’m there. 

I support this resolution, Mr. Speak- 
er, and I hope folks will support the un- 
derlying bill. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I want to tell the gentleman from 
Georgia that I appreciate his many, 
many, many, many years working here 
in Washington, not only as a Member 
of Congress, but his many years as a 
congressional aide. So you have a per- 
spective here based on many, many 
years of service in Washington. But I 
would just say that if someone were to 
tell me that the Republican leadership 
were to bring yet another closed rule 
to the floor, I’m sad to say that I’d re- 
spond: I’m not surprised. 

This is a closed rule. This is a bill— 
whether it’s five pages or a hundred 
pages, it doesn’t make any difference— 
that did not come out of a committee 
process. The Ways and Means Com- 
mittee didn’t hold hearings or a mark- 
up. The House Administration Com- 
mittee didn’t hold hearings or a mark- 
up. This did, as my colleague from New 
York said, basically come out of your 
retreat, and you hand a bill to all of us 
here. What’s even more startling is 
that you do not allow anybody, Demo- 
crats or Republicans, to amend it. 
Completely closed. Completely closed. 

Look, I would say to my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle—espe- 
cially the freshmen who campaigned on 
the platform of openness and trans- 
parency—you vote for this rule, you’re 
the problem. You’re the problem if you 
vote for this rule. So I would again 
urge my colleagues, just on the process 
alone, this is not the way that we 
should proceed. 

The other thing I would remind my 
friends who are saying that somehow 
this is going to produce a result, this 
doesn’t require a result. This requires 
the House to once again pass its budg- 
et—which, as we all know from last 
year’s experience, represents the ex- 
treme of the extreme; I mean, it’s ir- 
reconcilable with the Senate—and the 
Senate can pass whatever they want, 
but it doesn’t require a finished prod- 
uct. What the American people want is 
a finished product, not a gimmick to 
kick the can down the road for 3 
months. Yeah, everybody is happy 
we’re not going to default today. But 3 
months, that’s it? I mean, I think we 
can do a heck of a lot better than this. 
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At this point, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER), the distinguished ranking 
member of the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House, at the end of the day when we 
vote today, we will simply be voting to 
kick the can down the road—which 
every Member of this House has told 
their constituents they no longer want- 
ed to do—but we will kick the can 
down the road on the question of the 
debt limit of the United States and 
whether or not the full faith and credit 
of the United States will stand behind 
the bills that we owe the rest of the 
world, the businesses and our compa- 
nies, individuals, people’s retirement 
plans. That’s all this bill does. Under 
some sort of camouflage about with- 
holding pay, what have you, they kick 
the can down the road. 

You know, Americans are starting to 
realize that the economy is starting to 
recover after the devastation of the 
housing scandals, of the Wall Street 
scandals. Small businesses are starting 
to hire; spending over Christmas was 
reasonably good; the stock market is 
at a 5-year high; the housing market is 
coming back; builders are in fact build- 
ing new homes because of the demand 
in housing. 
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All of a sudden, enter the Congress of 
the United States and it says that 
we’re going to put the full faith and 
credit of the United States of America 
on a 90-day leash. We’re going to take 
the greatest economy in the greatest 
country with the greatest responsi- 
bility in the world and we’re going to 
put them on a 90-day leash. 

How does a great country respond on 
a 90-day leash? We know how it re- 
sponded last time the world saw this 
happen. We got downgraded in the 
credit rating. That drove up the bor- 
rowing cost of the United States. That 
drove up the borrowing cost of corpora- 
tions. That drove up the borrowing 
cost of counties and cities—the coun- 
ties and the cities that we represent. 
And we’re told again that should we 
falter on the credit debt of the United 
States, that we can expect a downgrade 
and we can expect a further downgrade 
in cities and counties all over the coun- 
try, and somehow we’re supposed to be- 
lieve that this is a good plan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
What this plan does is hold the jobs of 
America’s families and working people 
all across this country hostage. It 
holds them hostage to the passage of 
this legislation, and it holds them hos- 
tage 90 days from now. 
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This bill says if you don’t vote for 
the Ryan budget—because we know the 
votes are on the other side of the aisle 
to pass the Ryan budget—then we go 
back to putting the credit of the 
United States at risk. The last time 
the American people looked at the 
Ryan budget they rejected it over- 
whelmingly. Do you remember the 
election of November, just a couple of 
months ago? They rejected those cuts 
in Medicare, those cuts in Medicaid, 
and the tax cuts for the wealthy. 

Yet all of this is being put back on 
the table by holding the debt limit hos- 
tage, holding the credit hostage, and 
holding American jobs hostage. So if 
you don’t vote for that budget, then 
they get to play with the debt limit 
again. They get to play with the debt 
limit again. 

We have got big lifts to make be- 
tween now and then, folks. We have se- 
questration, we have tax reform, and 
we have a budget to write. Let’s just 
get down to business and do it. Just do 
it. Don’t play with the credit of this 
country. Don’t play with people’s pen- 
sion plans. Don’t play with the interest 
rates that corporations have to pay to 
borrow. Don’t play with the interest 
rates that your local municipalities 
have to pay to borrow for projects in 
their districts. 

This has got to stop. If you really be- 
lieve that America is a great country, 
if you really believe that we’re an 
international power, then we ought to 
start acting like one, and the Congress 
of the United States ought to start act- 
ing like it. And 90-day extensions on 
the creditworthiness of the United 
States is not the picture you paint 
when you’re an international power. 

It has to stop. It has to stop. We can- 
not continue to go through this and 
put all of this at risk and put this re- 
covery that is, in fact, happening at 
risk because of the actions of the ma- 
jority here in this House, once again, 
to fool with the credit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Do you want to shut down the govern- 
ment? Have at it. I was here when it 
happened before. You'll find all your 
constituents up close and personal. 
You'll get to know them. That’s a lot 
different. That’s a lot different action. 
You want to go off with sequestration? 
You don’t like the cuts that come up 
with its substitute? Fine. We voted for 
sequestration. You told the American 
people with your votes you were pre- 
pared to have sequestration if we didn’t 
do the job. So you’ve got a lot of tough 
votes to make. Don’t try to avoid them 
by holding the creditworthiness of the 
United States at risk. 

It has got to stop, and it should stop 
today on the floor of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. We should say to the 
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world that we are prepared to have this 
country pay the bills. The deficits have 
been incurred by our actions. It has got 
to stop today with a ‘‘no”’ vote against 
this legislation. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, as al- 
ways, this floor is open to people who 
have ideas. I’d like to say to the Amer- 
ican people and to my colleagues that 
are listening that the Republican lead- 
ership has decided to bring this bill to 
the floor today. We have no clue ex- 
actly what date the United States ac- 
tually needs to make sure that we pass 
this bill to avoid not paying our bills. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is in ac- 
tive notification with our leadership 
and the leadership of the Senate and 
perhaps all Members because of his 
openness to speak about this in the 
press. 

We don’t know when that day is, and 
because we don’t know when that day 
is, that’s a good reason to begin work- 
ing on ideas to see whether we can even 
pass this bill. I think we’re going to. I 
think it’s going to be a bipartisan bill. 
I don’t think everybody necessarily has 
the same concerns that the gentleman 
from California spoke of, but what 
we’re trying to do is work together. 
Conservative Republicans in our party 
do support this bill. I support this bill 
as a conservative Republican. Our 
Speaker, as a conservative Republican, 
supports this bill. 

What it’s about is avoiding the prob- 
lems of chaos, avoiding the problems of 
doing things at the last minute, avoid- 
ing the problems of not addressing the 
issue, and avoiding the problems where 
the marketplace loses confidence in 
what we’re doing. 

Chairman PAUL RYAN, chairman of 
our Budget Committee, a bright young 
leader for our country, forthrightly 
brought this idea to our conference and 
has sold it. It’s the right thing to do. 
We are trying to do here today the 
right thing, talking with the American 
people, letting people see that we’re 
moving forward to avoid conflict and 
avoid problems. 

So it was accomplished with this 5- 
page bill, a 5-page bill which we will 
then have two committee chairmen, 
PAUL RYAN representing the Ways and 
Means committee, perhaps DAVE CAMP, 
the chairman of the committee, and 
CANDICE MILLER of House Administra- 
tion, work through meticulous, 
thoughtful ideas that really are not 
difficult to get because it’s a 5-page 
bill. 

We think we’re doing the right thing, 
we think we’ve got the votes, and we 
think it’s going to provide this country 
and the Senate and this administra- 
tion, us all working together, the right 
thing. So if you want to oppose it, I get 
that. I can understand the positions 
held. But passing the bill will be a posi- 
tive thing. It will offer working-to- 
gether relationships with the Senate. 
It is supported and not opposed by the 
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President, and I think that gives us an 
opportunity to put a good foot forward 
in this new Congress rather than one 
where we’re fighting, disagreeing, and 
can’t get our act together. 

The American people demand that we 
get things done. The American people 
are asking, hey, when possible, can you 
guys work together? Yes, we can. 
Today is the day where we can say, Mr. 
Speaker, people from Nebraska, people 
from Texas, people from Ohio, people 
from all over this country, can you 
work together? We’re trying to find a 
way, and I’m proud of that. And with 
great respect to anybody who would 
disagree with that, we’re going to 
stand behind our product today with a 
money-back guarantee—a money-back 
guarantee: if we don’t get our job done, 
we’re not going to take the pay. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 30 seconds. Let’s be clear. This 
House is not open to new ideas. If it 
was, we would not be coming to the 
floor with a bill that is a completely 
closed rule so that Members cannot 
offer their ideas in the form of amend- 
ments. 

Secondly, their gimmick even has a 
gimmick to it. They say that if the 
Senate doesn’t act or the House doesn’t 
act on a budget, they don’t get paid. 
Really what they do is they get paid at 
the end of the year. So their pay is not 
taken away. 

This is show business. Instead of 
show business and instead of gimmicks, 
we ought to be coming to the House 
floor in a bipartisan way trying to fig- 
ure out how to solve some of these 
budgetary problems. I regret very 
much that this is the best we can do, 
kicking the can down the road for 3 
months. 

Mr. Speaker, at this point, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. BERA). 
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Mr. BERA of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to address Congress’ failure to 
pass a responsible budget. 

As an original cosponsor of H.R. 310, 
the standalone and original No Budget, 
No Pay Act, I’m pleased to see the 
113th Congress begin to address our 
core obligations to pass a responsible 
budget that not only honors the prom- 
ises that we have made to our parents 
and grandparents, but also secures a 
prosperous future for our children and 
grandchildren. 

We can do this, but we must do so in 
a bipartisan way. The great Speaker of 
the House, the Honorable Tip O’Neill, 
was able to work with President Ron- 
ald Reagan to revamp our Tax Code 
and strengthen Social Security. The 
Honorable Speaker Newt Gingrich was 
able to work with President Bill Clin- 
ton to not only balance our budget, but 
to create a budget surplus. 

We can do this, but we must do so in 
a bipartisan fashion, taking the best 
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ideas from both sides of the aisle, find- 
ing common ground, and moving for- 
ward. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the gen- 
tleman very much from Massachusetts, 
and I thank my friend from Texas. 

I would hope that all of us would 
commit to doing our job. And I know 
that my good friend recognizes that 
the Constitution in article I, section 8, 
requires the Congress to have the 
power to collect taxes and duties and 
to pay the debts, but also to be con- 
cerned about the general welfare. 

Really what the administration says 
is that they support a long-term in- 
crease in the debt ceiling. And the rea- 
son why the people of the United 
States have not heard of this con- 
troversy is because the normal course 
of business constitutionally is for the 
Congress to consult with the Treasury, 
the Treasury to consult with the Con- 
gress, and the debt ceiling is raised in 
a manner that protects the general 
welfare of the American people. 

But now we have a proposal that is 
driven by polling and brinksmanship. 
This is not the way to run a country. I 
heard a comedian some years ago say, 
What a great country. We are a great 
country. I love America. The Constitu- 
tion emphasizes the greatness of this 
Nation, but we don’t play politics with 
something that is the ordinary course 
of business. 

Spending cuts is the responsible way 
to govern, but it is to govern in a way 
that we sit at the table of reconcili- 
ation and we don’t break the backs of 
seniors who utilize Medicare and Social 
Security and veterans benefits. What 
we do is we sit at the table and we un- 
derstand how to deal with the oncom- 
ing issue of the deficit. How do we do 
that? We do it with growth. But the 
Constitution has nothing in here that 
suggests, under this article, that we 
are to do brinksmanship and do 2 
weeks or 3 weeks or to May. What hap- 
pens in May, a crisis where we can’t 
pay our military? The debt ceiling is 
paying the debt, and I am troubled by 
the fact that we would use this tactic. 

I want bipartisanship. In fact, some- 
one who raises issues about the vulner- 
able, like myself, has worked with my 
Republican friends. I look forward to 
do it. ’m an American. I believe in the 
Constitution, but you do not raise the 
debt ceiling in increments. The admin- 
istration says, We won’t stop it, but we 
want a long-term increase so that we 
can begin the rebuilding of this Nation. 

Growth, the Constitution, that’s 
what we should be talking about, mak- 
ing America better. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The gentlewoman from Houston, 
Texas, is absolutely correct. We do 
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need long-term growth of our economy. 
We need jobs. We need job creation. We 
need to be able to reduce the debt of 
this country. 

The President is well aware, we’re 
well aware here in Congress that each 
of the years that the President has 
been our President he increased spend- 
ing. He wants a massive tax increase, 
and we have a deficit. We have a deficit 
of $1.3 trillion each of these years. 

We’re trying to work together. We’re 
trying to, as the President said as he 
addressed a luncheon just an hour after 
he was sworn in, that he wants to learn 
from some of the things that he’s done 
and he wants to do better. Some of 
doing that better is a chance to per- 
haps reassess: Did I do the right thing 
the first time? Did I do the right thing 
when I continue to raise taxes and de- 
mand that we do that? 

Higher taxes diminish jobs and op- 
portunity and growth in this country, 
and that’s why we are trying to suggest 
openly, Mr. President, let’s grow some 
jobs. Let’s do the things I think that 
are more in line with what President 
George W. Bush did, who is referred to 
as No. 43 in Dallas, Texas. No. 43 had 60 
straight months of economic growth, 
with the underpinning of reducing 
taxes so that Americans would go and 
work harder and see the incentive for 
creating jobs and would want to buy 
into the philosophy that the harder 
that we work, our country benefits. 
The underpinnings of Social Security, 
of Medicare, of Medicaid, systems that 
are very important to our country; re- 
ducing the number of people who have 
to receive government assistance is 
what happens when you have job 
growth; protecting the long-term inter- 
ests of this country and growing the 
American Dream. 

The gentlewoman from Houston is 
absolutely correct. And the method- 
ology towards getting there is not 
higher taxes, and it is not higher 
spending. It is giving more freedom and 
opportunity. It is having a reduced size 
of government, not a bigger govern- 
ment. It is giving people an oppor- 
tunity to have fewer rules and regula- 
tions, not more rules and regulations. 

So the process that the Republican 
Party believes in deeply is the rights of 
individuals, freedom and opportunity, 
and reducing the size of government, 
which gives more people opportunities 
to empower their freedom and oppor- 
tunity for their American Dream. 

It’s part of what we’re doing here 
today. I think we believe and I think it 
works. Look at Texas and you will see 
where we have job growth, job cre- 
ation, a healthier economy than other 
places in the country, and an oppor- 
tunity to say we want more of it for all 
of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time do I have remaining? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
TERRY). The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has 2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
ANDREWS). 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I doubt 
very much that anyone in America is 
sitting around today saying, I hope 
Congress sets up another fiscal cliff; I 
hope they put us in a position again 
where no one knows what’s going to 
happen the next couple of months. 

We ought to listen, but that’s what 
we are doing with this bill. We should 
listen to the President who said this: 

Unfortunately, Congress consistently 
brings the government to the edge of default 
before facing its responsibility. This 
brinksmanship threatens the holders of gov- 
ernment bonds, those who rely on Social Se- 
curity and veterans benefits. Interest rates 
would skyrocket, instability would occur in 
financial markets, and the Federal deficit 
would soar. The United States has a special 
responsibility to itself and the world to meet 
its obligations. 

We should listen to this President. 

Ronald Reagan said this in 1986. In 
1986, the Congress listened to him, ex- 
tended the debt ceiling, and acted re- 
sponsibly. So should we. This legisla- 
tion sets up another fiscal cliff, an- 
other financial nightmare, another 
problem for the American people that 
we should avoid. 

I urge all Members to vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time, as I have 
no additional speakers. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. We have a gimmick 
before us that withholds pay if we 
don’t pass a budget, but not if you 
don’t get a deal. It doesn’t matter 
whether the budget is irreconcilable or 
partisan. Here is the other gimmick. It 
doesn’t really withhold anybody’s pay. 
It just delays when you get the check. 

The problem is not the United States 
Senate, I want to tell my friends. It is 
my friends on the other side of the 
aisle who do not want a deal, who want 
instead to basically annihilate and 
eviscerate the public sector. I say to 
my friends, if you want to balance the 
budget, pay for your wars, pay for your 
tax cuts, pay for your giveaways to the 
very wealthy in this country. What is 
before us is not a solution. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no,”’ to 
not kick the can down the road, to deal 
with the problems as we see them right 
now. And I also urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle, those especially 
who call for transparency, vote “no” 
on this closed rule. This is a closed 
rule. Nobody has an opportunity to 
offer any other ideas. This is not the 
way we should be dealing with budget 
issues. Vote ‘‘no”’ on this closed rule. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. SESSIONS. I yield myself the 
balance of my time. 
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I appreciate my colleagues—the gen- 
tleman, Mr. MCGOVERN; the ranking 
member of the committee, Ms. SLAUGH- 
TER; and those Democrat Members who 
came down to express themselves. I 
also appreciate the Republicans who 
came down to talk about this impor- 
tant issue. 

Mr. Speaker, what we’re doing is de- 
bating a bill, H.R. 325, that ensures 
that the obligations of the United 
States are taken care of. We’re not try- 
ing to stand in the way. Even the 
United States Senate majority leader 
said, Great job, House. Thank you very 
much. We can work with this bill. We 
can work with you. 

Members of my party have said we 
think this is a responsible way to begin 
the process to avoid having to make 
difficult decisions at the very end. 
We’ve laid out a process. Yesterday, 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, our 
young leader, PAUL RYAN, who is the 
chairman of the House Budget Com- 
mittee, was asked in testimony, Will 
you produce your end of the bargain 
that is in here? Will you take care of 
your part with the knowledge that 
we’re counting on that? 

The Senate has said, as to their part 
of the bargain, whether they pass this 
bill or not, they can step up to the re- 
sponsibility. Those leaders have said, 
Yes, we think we can. 

It’s not perfect. By golly, I’m not 
sure what ‘‘perfect’’? is anymore be- 
cause ‘‘perfect’’ may not get passed in 
this House, but the fair and proper way 
to handle things is so the American 
people have confidence in what we’re 
doing, so the markets have confidence 
in what we’re doing, and so the budget 
is handled. All of these things are 
placed in a systematic order so that 
our Members, the Members of this 
body, can go home and communicate 
with people as to here is what we think 
is going to happen next. 

Avoiding problems is what Speaker 
BOEHNER and our great majority lead- 
er, ERIC CANTOR, are trying to do. They 
are bringing legislation to this floor 
that adequately begins the process be- 
fore we get in trouble. It’s a 5-page bill. 
It’s ordered up exactly as the doctor 
would have wanted—in English, where 
you can understand it, where it doesn’t 
take a legal degree or for you to have 
to be in the House for 30 years to figure 
out what we’re trying to say. 

What we’re trying to say is right 
here, and that is for the House and the 
Senate to work together. We do a budg- 
et. We lay out to the American people 
what we’re trying to do. We work with 
the President, and we tell this adminis- 
tration and the government what we’re 
doing. The American people can have 
confidence in this. 

I support this. In fact, as chairman of 
the Rules Committee, I am asking for 
our Members and all Members of this 
body to please see this as a responsible 
way to deal with the problems that are 
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immediately in front of us but before it 
becomes a crisis, before it becomes 
something that we cannot deal with as 
effectively, and bringing the American 
people along. 

I also want to thank the President of 
the United States, President Obama, 
because President Obama said he could 
live with this. 

I want to congratulate Senator 
HARRY REID, the Senate majority lead- 
er. Yes, Ill say that here on the floor 
because he says it’s the right thing to 
do, and thank you for passing us a 
clean bill that will give them the au- 
thority and the responsibility to do 
what they really want to do—not play- 
ing hardball, not throwing rocks. As a 
matter of fact, Senator HARRY REID 
said, A clean bill—a good thing. Now 
it’s up to them. It’s up to them to take 
up their activities that are for us, and 
it’s up to this House of Representa- 
tives. 

So, as we finish this, PAUL RYAN, the 
young leader of the Ways and Means 
Committee, DAVE CAMP, and others 
will be here debating these ideas. Im- 
mediately after that, you will see that 
CANDICE MILLER, the House Adminis- 
tration chairwoman, will come and 
talk with this House and the American 
people about the responsibility that 
she has to ensure that what we do is 
correct and proper. Then this body will 
have a chance to vote “yes”? or ‘‘no,”’ 
and that will be an authority and a re- 
sponsibility once again for PAUL RYAN, 
as the chairman of our Budget Com- 
mittee, and for those members of the 
committee, Republicans and Demo- 
crats, to do their work, get it done and 
to produce a bill. We will then comply, 
but if we don’t: no work, no pay. That’s 
something the American people can un- 
derstand. It’s simple. It goes back to 
1607: no work, no food. 

Members of Congress need to under- 
stand we’ve got to get our job done, so 
I’m proud of what we’re doing here 
today. I can stand behind this product 
and proudly say that I think this will 
pass the smell test of the American 
people and that it’s something they 
can understand and something they 
will look forward to. Watch us as we do 
our job. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman will state his inquiry. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, isn’t 
it true that no matter what happens 
with this bill that Members will get 
paid no matter what? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair cannot respond to that. It is not 
a proper parliamentary inquiry. 

The question is on ordering the pre- 
vious question. 


The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on ordering the 
previous question will be followed by 5- 
minute votes on adoption of House Res- 
olution 39, if ordered, and approval of 
the Journal, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 232, nays 
193, not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 26] 


YEAS—232 
Aderholt Gibbs Miller (MI) 
Alexander Gibson Miller, Gary 
Amash Gingrey (GA) Mullin 
Amodei Gohmert Mulvaney 
Bachmann Goodlatte Murphy (PA) 
Bachus Gosar Neugebauer 
Barber Gowdy Noem 
Barletta Granger Nugent 
Barr Graves (GA) Nunes 
Barton Graves (MO) Nunnelee 
Benishek Griffin (AR) Olson 
Bentivolio Griffith (VA) Palazzo 
Bilirakis Grimm Paulsen 
Bishop (UT) Guthrie Pearce 
Black Hall Perry 
Blackburn Hanna Peters (CA) 
Bonner Harper Petri 
Boustany Harris Pittenger 
Brady (TX) Hartzler Pitts 
Bridenstine Hastings (WA) Poe (TX) 
Brooks (AL) Heck (NV) Pompeo 
Brooks (IN) Hensarling Posey 
Broun (GA) Herrera Beutler Price (GA) 
Buchanan Holding Radel 
Bucshon Hudson Reed 
Burgess Huelskamp Reichert 
Calvert Huizenga (MI) Renacci 
Camp Hultgren Ribble 
Campbell Hunter Rice (SC) 
Cantor Hurt Rigell 
Capito Issa Roby 
Carter Jenkins Roe (TN) 
Cassidy Johnson (OH) Rogers (AL) 
Chabot Johnson, Sam Rogers (KY) 
Chaffetz Jones Rogers (MI) 
Coble Jordan Rokita 
Coffman Joyce Rooney 
Cole Kelly Ros-Lehtinen 
Collins (GA) King (IA) Roskam 
Collins (NY) King (NY) Ross 
Conaway Kingston Rothfus 
Cook Kinzinger (IL) Royce 
Cotton Kirkpatrick Runyan 
Cramer Kline Ryan (WI) 
Crawford Labrador Salmon 
Crenshaw LaMalfa Scalise 
Culberson Lamborn Schock 
Daines Lance Schweikert 
Davis, Rodney Lankford Scott, Austin 
Denham Latham Sensenbrenner 
Dent Latta Sessions 
DeSantis LoBiondo Shimkus 
DesJarlais Long Shuster 
Diaz-Balart Lucas Simpson 
Duffy Luetkemeyer Smith (NE) 
Duncan (SC) Lummis Smith (NJ) 
Duncan (TN) Marchant Smith (TX) 
Ellmers Marino Southerland 
Farenthold Massie Stewart 
Fincher McCarthy (CA) Stivers 
Fitzpatrick McCaul Stockman 
Fleischmann McClintock Stutzman 
Fleming McHenry Terry 
Flores McKeon Thompson (PA) 
Forbes McKinley Thornberry 
Fortenberry McMorris Tiberi 
Foxx Rodgers Tipton 
Franks (AZ) Meadows Turner 
Frelinghuysen Meehan Upton 
Gardner Messer Valadao 
Garrett Mica Wagner 
Gerlach Miller (FL) Walberg 
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Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 


Andrews 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 

Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 


Cardenas 
DeLauro 


Messrs. 


Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 


NAYS—193 


Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 


NOT VOTING—6 


Huffman 
Rohrabacher 
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Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Nolan 

O’Rourke 

Owens 

Pallone 

Pascrell 

Pastor (AZ) 

Payne 

Pelosi 

Perlmutter 

Peters (MI) 

Peterson 

Pingree (ME) 

Pocan 

Polis 

Price (NC) 

Quigley 

Rahall 

Rangel 

Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schneider 

Schrader 

Schwartz 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Shea-Porter 

Sherman 

Sinema 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Tierney 

Titus 

Tonko 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 

Watt 

Waxman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


Rush 
Young (AK) 


HOLT and RUIZ changed 


their vote from “yea” to “nay.” 
Messrs. BACHUS, WILSON of South 


Carolina, 


and WHITFIELD changed 


their vote from “nay” to “yea.” 
So the previous question was ordered. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The 


question is on the resolution. 
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The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 234, noes 190, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 27] 
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Womack Yoder Young (FL) 
Woodall Yoho Young (IN) 

NOES—190 

Andrews Gutierrez Nolan 
Barrow (GA) Hahn O’Rourke 
Bass Hanabusa Owens 
Beatty Hastings (FL) Pallone 
Becerra Heck (WA) Pascrell 
Bera (CA) Higgins Pastor (AZ) 
Bishop (GA) Himes Payne 
Bishop (NY) Hinojosa Pelosi 
Blumenauer Holt Perlmutter 
Bonamici Honda Peters (CA) 
Brady (PA) Horsford Peters (MI) 
Braley (IA) Hoyer Pingree (ME) 
Brown (FL) Huffman Pocan 
Brownley (CA) Israel Polis 
Bustos Jackson Lee Price (NC) 
Butterfield Jeffries Quigley 
Capps Johnson (GA) Rahall 
Capuano Johnson, E. B. Rangel 
Carney Jones Richmond 
Carson (IN) Kaptur Roybal-Allard 
Cartwright Keating Ruiz 
Castor (FL) Kennedy Ruppersberger 
Castro (TX) Kildee Ryan (OH) 
Chu Kilmer Sanchez, Linda 
Cicilline Kind T 
Clarke Kirkpatrick Sanchez, Loretta 
Clay Kuster Sarbanes 
Cleaver Langevin Schakowsky 
Clyburn Larsen (WA) Schiff 
Cohen Larson (CT) Schneider 
Connolly Lee (CA) Schrader 
Conyers Levin Schwartz 
Courtney Lewis Scott (VA) 
Crowley Lipinski Scott, David 
Cuellar Loebsack Serrano 
Cummings Lofgren Sewell (AL) 
Davis (CA) Lowenthal Shea-Porter 
DeFazio Lowey Sherman 
DeGette Lujan Grisham Sinema 
Delaney (NM) Sires 
DelBene Luján, Ben Ray Slaughter 
Deutch (NM) Smith (WA) 
Dingell Lynch Speier 
Doggett Maloney, Swalwell (CA) 
Doyle Carolyn Takano 
Duckworth Maloney, Sean Thompson (CA) 
Edwards Markey Thompson (MS) 
Ellison Matheson Tierney 
Engel Matsui Titus 
Enyart McCarthy (NY) Tonko 
Eshoo McCollum Tsongas 
Esty McDermott Van Hollen 
Farr McGovern Veasey 
Fattah McIntyre Vela 
Foster McNerney Velázquez 
Frankel (FL) Meeks Visclosky 
Fudge Meng Walz 
Gabbard Michaud Wasserman 
Gallego Miller, George Schultz 
Garamendi Moore Waters 
Garcia Murphy (FL) Watt 
Grayson Nadler Waxman 
Green, Al Napolitano Welch 
Green, Gene Neal Wilson (FL) 
Grijalva Negrete McLeod Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—7 
Cárdenas Rush Young (AK) 
Davis, Danny Vargas 
DeLauro Webster (FL) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 


ing. 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 


The result of the vote was announced 


as above recorded. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on 


the table. 
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sideration of the bill (H.R. 325). Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yea.” 


e 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal, which the Chair will put 
de novo. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 291, nays 
129, answered ‘“‘present” 2, not voting 9, 
as follows: 


on 


[Roll No. 28] 


AYES—234 
Aderholt Gohmert Nunes 
Alexander Goodlatte Nunnelee 
Amash Gosar Olson 
Amodei Gowdy Palazzo 
Bachmann Granger Paulsen 
Bachus Graves (GA) Pearce 
Barber Graves (MO) Perry 
Barletta Griffin (AR) Peterson 
Barr Gri fith (VA) Petri 
Barton Grimm Pittenger 
Benishek Guthrie Pitts 
Bentivolio Hal Poe (TX) 
Bilirakis Hanna Pompeo 
Bishop (UT) Harper Posey 
Black Harris Price (GA) 
Blackburn Hartzler Radel 
Bonner Hastings (WA) Reed 
Boustany Heck (NV) Rei 
j eichert 

Brady (TX) Hensarling Ranacdi 
Bridenstine Herrera Beutler Ribble 
Brooks (AL) Holding £ 
Brooks (IN) Hudson Rice (SC) 
Broun (GA) Huelskamp Rigell 
Buchanan Huizenga (MI) Roby 
Bucshon Hultgren Roe (TN) 
Burgess Hunter Rogers (AL) 
Calvert Hurt Rogers (KY) 
Camp Issa Rogers (MI) 
Campbell Jenkins Rohrabacher 
Cantor Johnson (OH) Rokita 
Capito Johnson, Sam Rooney 
Carter Jordan Ros-Lehtinen 
Cassidy Joyce Roskam 
Chabot Kelly Ross 
Chaffetz King (IA) Rothfus 
Coble King (NY) Royce 
Coffman Kingston Runyan 
Cole Kinzinger (IL) Ryan (WI) 
Collins (GA) Kline Salmon 
Collins (NY) Labrador Scalise 
Conaway LaMalfa Schock 
Cook Lamborn Schweikert 
Cooper Lance Scott, Austin 
Costa Lankford Sensenbrenner 
Cotton Latham Sessions 
Cramer Latta Shimkus 
Crawford LoBiondo Shuster 
Crenshaw Long Simpson 
Culberson Lucas Smith (NE) 
Daines Luetkemeyer Smith (NJ) 
Davis, Rodney Lummis Smith (TX) 
Denham Maffei Southerland 
Dent Marchant Stewart 
DeSantis Marino = 

$ 3 Stivers 
DesJarlais Massie Stockman 
Diaz-Balart McCarthy (CA) Stutzman 
Duffy McCaul 
Duncan (SC) McClintock Terry 
Duncan (TN) McHenry Thompson (PA) 
Ellmers McKeon Thornberry 
Farenthold McKinley Tiberi 
Fincher McMorris Tipton 
Fitzpatrick Rodgers Turner 
Fleischmann Meadows Upton 
Fleming Meehan Valadao 
Flores Messer Wagner 
Forbes Mica Walberg 
Fortenberry Miller (FL) Walden 
Foxx Miller (MI) Walorski 
Franks (AZ) Miller, Gary Weber (TX) 
Frelinghuysen Moran Wenstrup 
Gardner Mullin Westmoreland 
Garrett Mulvaney Whitfield 
Gerlach Murphy (PA) Williams 
Gibbs Neugebauer Wilson (SC) 
Gibson Noem Wittman 
Gingrey (GA) Nugent Wolf 


Stated for: 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on 
rollcall No. 27, | was unavoidably detained off 
of the House floor. Therefore, | was unable to 
cast my vote on H. Res. 39 providing for con- 


YEAS—291 
Aderholt Crenshaw Issa 
Alexander Culberson Jackson Lee 
Amodei Daines Johnson (GA) 
Bachmann Davis (CA) Johnson, Sam 
Bachus Davis, Danny Kaptur 
Barber DeGette Kelly 
Barletta DelBene Kildee 
Barr DeSantis Kilmer 
Barrow (GA) DesJarlais King (IA) 
Barton Diaz-Balart King (NY) 
Beatty Doggett Kingston 
Becerra Doyle Kinzinger (IL) 
Bentivolio Duckworth Kirkpatrick 
Bera (CA) Duncan (SC) Kline 
Bilirakis Duncan (TN) Kuster 
Bishop (GA) Ellison Labrador 
Bishop (UT) Ellmers LaMalfa 
Black Engel Lamborn 
Blackburn Eshoo Lankford 
Blumenauer Esty Larsen (WA) 
Bonamici Farenthold Larson (CT) 
Bonner Farr Levin 
Boustany Fattah Lipinski 
Brady (TX) Fleischmann Loebsack 
Braley (IA) Fleming Lofgren 
Bridenstine Flores Long 
Brooks (IN) Forbes Lowenthal 
Broun (GA) Fortenberry Lucas 
Brown (FL) Foster Luetkemeyer 
Brownley (CA) Frankel (FL) Lujan Grisham 
Buchanan Franks (AZ) (NM) 
Bucshon Fudge Lujan, Ben Ray 
Bustos Gabbard (NM) 
Butterfield Gallego Lummis 
Calvert Garamendi Maffei 
Camp Garcia Maloney, Sean 
Campbell Garrett Marino 
Cantor Gerlach Massie 
Capito Gibbs Matheson 
Capps Gingrey (GA) McCarthy (CA) 
Carney Goodlatte McCarthy (NY) 
Carson (IN) Gosar McCaul 
Carter Gowdy McClintock 
Cartwright Granger McHenry 
Cassidy Grayson McIntyre 
Castro (TX) Griffith (VA) McKeon 
Chabot Guthrie McKinley 
Chaffetz Hahn McMorris 
Chu Hall Rodgers 
Cicilline Hanabusa McNerney 
Clay Harper Meadows 
Clyburn Harris Meng 
Coble Hastings (WA) Messer 
Cohen Heck (WA) Mica 
Cole Hensarling Michaud 
Collins (GA) Himes Miller (FL) 
Collins (NY) Hinojosa Miller (MI) 
Connolly Holding Miller, Gary 
Cook Huizenga (MI) Moran 
Cooper Hultgren Mullin 
Cramer Hurt Mulvaney 
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Murphy (FL) 


Nad 
New 


ler 
gebauer 


Noem 


Nug 


ent 


Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 


Ran: 


gel 


Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Roby 


Roe 


(TN) 


Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 


Roh: 


rabacher 


Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 


Amash 


And: 


rews 


Bass 
Benishek 
Bishop (NY) 
Brady (PA) 
Burgess 
Capuano 


Cas 


or (FL) 


Clarke 
Cleaver 


Coffman 


Conaway 


Cos 
Cot 


a 
on 


Courtney 
Crawford 
Crowley 


Cue. 


lar 


Cummings 
Davis, Rodney 


DeF 


azio 


Delaney 


Den: 
Den 


nam 


Deu 


ch 


Dingell 
Duffy 
Edwards 


Eny: 


art 


Fincher 


Fitz 


patrick 


Foxx 
Gardner 
Gibson 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 


Griffin (AR) 


Grimm 
Gutierrez 


Han: 


na 


Hartzler 


Goh 


Ross 

Rothfus 
Royce 

Ruiz 

Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 


NAYS—129 


Hastings (FL) 
Heck (NV) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Lance 
Langevin 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lewis 
LoBiondo 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Marchant 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Murphy (PA) 
Napolitano 
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Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Yoho 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Neal 

Negrete McLeod 

Nolan 

Pallone 

Pastor (AZ) 

Paulsen 

Pelosi 

Peters (MI) 

Peterson 

Poe (TX) 

Posey 

Price (GA) 

Radel 

Rahall 

Reed 

Reichert 

Renacci 

Ribble 

Rigell 

Roybal-Allard 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Sewell (AL) 

Sinema 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Terry 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Turner 

Valadao 

Veasey 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walberg 

Wittman 

Woodall 

Yoder 

Young (AK) 


ANSWERED ‘“‘PRESENT’’—2 


mert 


Brooks (AL) 
Cardenas 
Conyers 


Owens 


NOT VOTING—9 


DeLauro 
Frelinghuysen 
Grijalva 


Jones 
Kind 
Rush 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 
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So the Journal was approved. 
The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


EEE 
NO BUDGET, NO PAY ACT OF 2013 


Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to 
House Resolution 39, I call up the bill 
(H.R. 325) to ensure the complete and 
timely payment of the obligations of 
the United States Government until 
May 19, 2013, and for other purposes, 
and ask for its immediate consider- 
ation. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 39, the amend- 
ment printed in House Report 113-2 is 
considered adopted, and the bill, as 
amended, is considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 


H.R. 325 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘No Budget, 
No Pay Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. TEMPORARY SUSPENSION OF DEBT CEIL- 


(a) SUSPENSION.—Section 3101(b) of title 31, 
United States Code, shall not apply for the 
period beginning on the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act and ending on May 18, 2013. 

(b) SPECIAL RULE RELATING TO OBLIGATIONS 
ISSUED DURING SUSPENSION PERIOD.—Effec- 
tive May 19, 2013, the limitation in section 
3101(b) of title 31, United States Code, as in- 
creased by section 3101A of such title, is in- 
creased to the extent that— 

(1) the face amount of obligations issued 
under chapter 31 of such title and the face 
amount of obligations whose principal and 
interest are guaranteed by the United States 
Government (except guaranteed obligations 
held by the Secretary of the Treasury) out- 
standing on May 19, 2013, exceeds 

(2) the face amount of such obligations 
outstanding on the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 


An obligation shall not be taken into ac- 
count under paragraph (1) unless the 
issuance of such obligation was necessary to 
fund a commitment incurred by the Federal 
Government that required payment before 
May 19, 2018. 
SEC. 3. HOLDING SALARIES OF MEMBERS OF 
CONGRESS IN ESCROW UPON FAIL- 
URE TO AGREE TO BUDGET RESOLU- 
TION. 

(a) HOLDING SALARIES IN ESCROW.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If by April 15, 2013, a 
House of Congress has not agreed to a con- 
current resolution on the budget for fiscal 
year 2014 pursuant to section 301 of the Con- 
gressional Budget Act of 1974, during the pe- 
riod described in paragraph (2) the payroll 
administrator of that House of Congress 
shall deposit in an escrow account all pay- 
ments otherwise required to be made during 
such period for the compensation of Members 
of Congress who serve in that House of Con- 
gress, and shall release such payments to 


485 


such Members only upon the expiration of 
such period. 

(2) PERIOD DESCRIBED.—With respect to a 
House of Congress, the period described in 
this paragraph is the period which begins on 
April 16, 2013, and ends on the earlier of— 

(A) the day on which the House of Congress 
agrees to a concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2014 pursuant to sec- 
tion 301 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974; or 

(B) the last day of the One Hundred Thir- 
teenth Congress. 

(3) WITHHOLDING AND REMITTANCE OF 
AMOUNTS FROM PAYMENTS HELD IN ESCROW.— 
The payroll administrator shall provide for 
the same withholding and remittance with 
respect to a payment deposited in an escrow 
account under paragraph (1) that would 
apply to the payment if the payment were 
not subject to paragraph (1). 

(4) RELEASE OF AMOUNTS AT END OF THE 
CONGRESS.—In order to ensure that this sec- 
tion is carried out in a manner that shall not 
vary the compensation of Senators or Rep- 
resentatives in violation of the twenty-sev- 
enth article of amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, the payroll admin- 
istrator of a House of Congress shall release 
for payments to Members of that House of 
Congress any amounts remaining in any es- 
crow account under this section on the last 
day of the One Hundred Thirteenth Congress. 

(5) ROLE OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.— 
The Secretary of the Treasury shall provide 
the payroll administrators of the Houses of 
Congress with such assistance as may be nec- 
essary to enable the payroll administrators 
to carry out this section. 

(b) TREATMENT OF DELEGATES AS MEM- 
BERS.—In this section, the term “Member” 
includes a Delegate or Resident Commis- 
sioner to the Congress. 

(c) PAYROLL ADMINISTRATOR DEFINED.—In 
this section, the ‘‘payroll administrator” of 
a House of Congress means— 

(1) in the case of the House of Representa- 
tives, the Chief Administrative Officer of the 
House of Representatives, or an employee of 
the Office of the Chief Administrative Officer 
who is designated by the Chief Administra- 
tive Officer to carry out this section; and 

(2) in the case of the Senate, the Secretary 
of the Senate, or an employee of the Office of 
the Secretary of the Senate who is des- 
ignated by the Secretary to carry out this 
section. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate 
shall not exceed 1 hour with 40 minutes 
equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means and 
20 minutes equally divided and con- 
trolled by the chair and ranking minor- 
ity member of the Committee on House 
Administration. 

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
CAMP) and the gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. LEVIN) each will control 20 
minutes. The gentlewoman from Michi- 
gan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. BRADY) each 
will control 10 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. CAMP). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that all Members have 5 
legislative days in which to revise and 
extend their remarks and to include ex- 
traneous material on H.R. 325. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 325, the No Budget, No 
Pay Act of 2013. This legislation directs 
Members of the House and Senate to 
adopt a budget resolution by April 15, 
2013. If either body does not adopt a 
budget resolution by April 15, 2013, 
Members of that body will have their 
pay withheld until they pass a budget. 
It’s simple: no budget, no pay. The 
American people understand that they 
don’t get paid if they don’t do their 
job, and neither should Members of 
Congress. 

In addition, to ensure the complete 
and timely payment of the obligations 
of the U.S. Government, this legisla- 
tion allows Treasury to issue debt be- 
tween the date of enactment and May 
18, 2013. However, Treasury may only 
issue enough debt necessary to pay 
bills coming due before May 18. I want 
to be perfectly clear on this point: this 
bill does not allow Treasury to run up 
an unlimited amount of debt between 
now and May 18. 

The debt authorized under this bill 
must be tied to bills coming due during 
that timeframe. Further, on May 19, a 
new debt limit is automatically estab- 
lished. 

So that’s what this bill does. The 
larger question is, why are we even 
talking about the debt and debt limit? 
Our Nation’s debt is not just some ab- 
stract number. It has a direct impact 
on American families. During the 
President’s fiscal commission, the 
Simpson-Bowles Commission, we heard 
nonpartisan testimony that when the 
debt is this large in comparison to the 
economy, it costs the country the 
equivalent of about 1 million jobs. 
Think about that. If Washington got 
its debt and spending under control, 
then 1 million more Americans would 
be working today. 

And if that wasn’t sobering enough, 
Fitch Ratings recently warned that the 
failure to come up with a plan for re- 
ducing our debt would likely still re- 
sult in a downgrade of the U.S. credit 
rating. A lower credit rating is sure to 
mean higher interest rates. That 
means higher credit card payments, 
higher car payments, higher student 
loans, and certainly higher mortgage 
payments. 

Despite these nonpartisan warnings, 
the Democrat-controlled Senate has 
not produced a budget in more than 
1,300 days. That’s 4 years without a 
budget. How can we begin to get our 
debt under control when Democrats 
won’t even produce a budget? This bill 
is the first step in forcing Democrats 
to put forward a budget so we can start 
holding Washington accountable for its 
out-of-control spending. 
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Every day, American families have to 
make decisions about their household 
finances. They have to adjust their 
spending to cover a whole host of 
things: groceries, student loan pay- 
ments, braces for children, and a re- 
placement for that aging refrigerator. 
Of course, they can’t buy everything 
they want. Every day, they have to 
make tough choices. 

It’s time for Congress—the House and 
the Senate—to make some tough 
choices. To be honest, Mr. Speaker, 
this isn’t a tough choice where I come 
from. Where I grew up, if you didn’t do 
your job, you didn’t get paid. It’s time 
for Congress to start living with the 
same facts of life everyone else in 
America has to live with. I support the 
No Budget, No Pay Act because it 
brings back a bit of accountability and 
common sense to Washington. I urge 
my colleagues to join me in passing 
this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I shall consume. 

This Republican bill is not a change 
in policy. It’s a change in tactics. 
House Republicans continue to play 
with economic fire. They’re playing po- 
litical games with the debt ceiling, and 
that undermines certainty. 

Yesterday, economist Simon Johnson 
of MIT testified before our committee 
saying that a short-term increase 
would only extend uncertainty. He 
said: 

You will continue to undermine the pri- 
vate sector. You will continue to delay in- 
vestment and to reduce employment relative 
to what it would be otherwise. 

Let’s, for a second, remember his- 
tory, the last time the House Repub- 
licans played political games with the 
debt ceiling. In August 2011, our econ- 
omy produced the lowest job growth in 
3 years. During that 2-month period, 
the Dow Jones plummeted 2,000 points, 
including one of its worst single-day 
drops in history—635 points on August 
8. S&P downgraded the U.S. credit rat- 
ing for the first time in history. 

Leading Republicans in June, 2011, 
criticized the notion of a short-term 
debt ceiling increase as providing a 
lack of certainty. The majority leader 
said: 

We feel very strongly that one of the rea- 
sons why we continue to see an ailing econ- 
omy is that people have very little con- 
fidence, have very little certainty in terms 
of where we are headed. 

Our Ways and Means chairman 
echoed that feeling only days later say- 
ing about the prospect of a short-term 
debt ceiling increase, It does not give 
you certainty. 

This bill does not give certainty, but 
uncertainty. 

The action we took New Year’s Day 
to avoid the fiscal cliff brought our 
total deficit reduction over the past 2 
years to $2.5 trillion. What’s more, it 
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set the stage for future further bal- 
anced agreements that include both 
spending cuts and new revenue. We 
should proceed with that effort, not 
plunge into further uncertainty. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. CAMP. I yield myself 15 seconds 
just to say that Standard & Poor’s 
downgraded the U.S. credit rating on 
August 5, after the Budget Control Act 
was passed. In doing so: 

The downgrade reflects our opinion that 
the fiscal consolidation plan that Congress 
and the administration recently agreed to 
falls short of what, in our view, would be 
necessary to stabilize the government’s me- 
dium-term debt dynamics. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to a distinguished member of 
the Ways and Means Committee and 
chairman of the House Budget Com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I thank the 
chairman. 

Mr. Speaker, you know what we 
know with certainty? We know with 
certainty that a debt crisis is coming 
to America. This is not a question of if; 
it’s a question of when. 

What is a debt crisis? It means we 
can’t keep living beyond our means. It 
means we can’t keep borrowing from 
our children’s future. Our generation of 
Americans, we’re being selfish. We are 
taking from the next generation their 
future. 

We have a moral obligation to fix 
that. If we have a debt crisis, those 
who get hurt the first and the worst 
are those who need government the 
most: our seniors, the poor, the people 
living on the safety net, that’s who 
gets hurt in a debt crisis. We have an 
obligation to do something about this. 

What does this bill do? This bill sim- 
ply says: Congress do your job. 

When I grew up in Wisconsin, if you 
had a job and you did the work, then 
you got paid. If you didn’t do the work 
you didn’t get paid. It’s that simple. 
Here’s the point. We have a law, and 
it’s called the Budget Control Act. It 
requires that Congress pass a budget by 
April 15. All we’re saying is: Congress, 
follow the law. Do your work. Budget. 

The reason for this extension is so 
that we can have the debate we need to 
have. It’s been a one-sided debate. The 
House of Representatives has passed 
budgets. The other body, the Senate, 
hasn’t passed a budget for almost 4 
years. We owe our constituents more 
than that. We owe them solutions. 
When both parties put their solutions 
on the table, then we can have a good 
and clear debate about how to solve the 
problem. The problem is not going 
away no matter how much we wish it 
away. The problem of debt, of deficits, 
of a debt crisis is here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. CAMP. I yield an additional 30 
seconds to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. We owe it to 
our children and our grandchildren and 
we owe it to our constituents to fix 
this. 

This isn’t a Republican or Democrat 
thing. This is a math thing. And the 
math is vicious, and it’s hurting our 
country, and it’s hurting the next gen- 
eration, and it’s hurting our economy. 
The sooner we can solve this problem, 
the better off everybody is going to be. 
That’s why this needs to pass. 

Mr. LEVIN. I now yield 2 minutes to 
the ranking member of the Budget 
Committee, Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Michigan. 

This resolution contains some good 
news, but lots of bad news for the 
American people. The good news is 
that our congressional Republican col- 
leagues have finally recognized that 
America must pay its bills and meet its 
financial obligations without condi- 
tion. The bad news is they only want to 
do that for 3 months. Just read the 
title: To ensure the complete and time- 
ly payment of the obligations of the 
United States Government until May 
19. 

If it’s a good idea to maintain the ob- 
ligations of the U.S. Government be- 
tween now and May 19, it sure is a good 
idea to make sure that we meet the ob- 
ligations of the U.S. Government be- 
yond that. And by setting up what 
amounts to another fiscal cliff, all our 
Republican colleagues are doing is pro- 
longing economic uncertainty. 

For the last 2 years, we’ve heard 
from our Republican colleagues that 
economic uncertainty is bad for the 
economy. Guess what? It is. Yet that’s 
exactly what you’re doing, another big 
dose of economic uncertainty. This is a 
political effort simply to increase their 
negotiating strategy leverage 3 months 
from now at the expense of jobs in the 
economy and the American people. 

How do we know it’s at the expense 
of jobs in the economy? Because we 
saw what happened in August of 2011. 
As the ranking member of the Ways 
and Means Committee said, it was the 
worst month in terms of jobs. We saw 
our credit rating downgraded, and both 
GAO and the Bipartisan Policy Center 
have said it cost the taxpayers over $1 
billion. So that’s all we’re doing right 
now, another dose of uncertainty. 

To my friend and colleague, the 
chairman of the Budget Committee, 
yes, we need budgets; yes, we need to 
reduce our long-term deficits. That’s 
never been the issue. The issue is how. 
We believe we’ve got to make targeted 
cuts in reforms, but we also believe we 
need to eliminate a lot of the tax 
breaks and loopholes that we heard a 
lot from our colleagues about in order 
to reduce the deficit in a balanced way. 
If you don’t do that, you sock it to ev- 
erybody else in the country. 
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Let’s pass a balanced approach to re- 
ducing our deficit, and not one that 
takes it out at the expense of our kids 
and our seniors. 

Mr. CAMP. I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

I would just say that we’ve already 
increased the debt limit over $5 trillion 
in the Obama administration. That’s 
an almost 50 percent increase in the 
debt limit. 

Let me also just say that we’ve had 
several temporary short-term increases 
in the debt limit before there’s been a 
more permanent longer-term in- 
crease—in 1987, in 1990, and 1996. So it 
is not unprecedented, the action that 
we're going to be taking today. 

With that, I yield 2 minutes to the 
distinguished member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, the gentleman from 
Washington State (Mr. REICHERT). 

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman. 

Let me just see if I can simplify this 
just a little bit. 

There are three branches of govern- 
ment. Two branches of the government 
have responsibility for the budget, and 
there are three pieces to those two 
branches. The White House is one—the 
administration needs to produce a 
budget; the House Republicans need to 
produce a budget; and the Senate 
Democrats need to produce a budget 
for the system to work. 

Even though we may not agree with 
it on this side of the aisle, the Presi- 
dent has produced his budget. It’s in- 
creased our deficit from $11.4 to $16.4 
trillion or $16.5 trillion. And some peo- 
ple at home may not really grasp the 
concept of $16 trillion. Let’s just talk 
about $1 trillion. If we spent a dollar a 
second, Mr. Speaker, how long would it 
take us to spend that $1 trillion? It 
would take 36,000 years. We are 16 of 
those in debt. It’s time for the Senate 
to do their job. 

Even though Admiral Mullen has said 
our greatest national security threat is 
our deficit, and even though the Senate 
has raised their right hand and took an 
oath to protect and defend this great 
Nation of ours and defend the Constitu- 
tion, they still have not acted. They 
still have not done their job to protect 
and defend, to uphold the oath that 
they took. Again, Admiral Mullen has 
said—and I repeat—that national secu- 
rity is at great risk because of our $16 
trillion deficit. 

Look, you own a home and you have 
a $50,000-a-year job and you’re making 
your payments on a car and a house 
and you’re thinking things are going 
just fine, but I want to add to that. Pm 
going to buy a new big screen TV, I’m 
going to put a pool table in, I’m going 
to buy two more cars, I’m going to put 
a pool in the back, I’m just going to fix 
the place up. All of a sudden you real- 
ize, I can’t pay for it. 

You have some options available. 
You have to raise revenue. You go out 
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and get two or three more jobs maybe, 
or your wife goes to work or your kids 
have to go to work. And that still 
doesn’t meet your responsibilities. 
Then you have to stop spending, right? 
Stop spending. 

The only other option now is to get 
rid of some of the stuff you can’t pay 
for because even though you might 
have stopped spending and you’ve 
taken another job and you’ve raised 
some revenue, now you’ve got to get 
rid of stuff. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CAMP. I yield an additional 15 
seconds to the gentleman from Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. REICHERT. Let’s get rid of the 
pool table, let’s get rid of the big 
screen TV. We’ve got to start cutting 
things. We need to stop spending in 
this country. The Senate needs to do 
their job. 

No budget, no pay. 
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Mr. LEVIN. I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. RAN- 
GEL). 

Mr. RANGEL. I don’t think anyone 
challenges the fact that we have to 
stop overspending. You just can’t sim- 
plify it and say, ‘‘Stop spending.” 

The problem that we have now is 
that the debt ceiling has nothing to do 
with the full faith and credit of money 
that has already been spent. We’d have 
plenty of time to talk about taxes and 
spending if we’d talk about concurrent 
resolutions, if we’d talk about seques- 
tration; but if what you’re saying is 
that if there is a budget that I have to 
vote “yes” or “no” on and if one budg- 
et says that one way to close and re- 
duce the deficit is to go after the peo- 
ple who are the poorest, the most sick, 
and the oldest and call that ‘‘entitle- 
ment cutbacks” and if I don’t vote for 
that then it means that the govern- 
ment is not going to pay me, well, I 
can go home very easily and tell them 
that a bad budget is worse than no 
budget and that, once again, we are 
holding hostage the spending cuts that 
a lot of people want that should be ne- 
gotiated. 

Perhaps we’ve got a 3-month re- 
prieve, but the fact remains that this is 
holding up the President and our coun- 
try from getting on with what we 
should do when the fiscal impact of 
this in our country and throughout the 
world is dangerous. 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to a distinguished member of 
the Ways and Means Committee, the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. REED). 

Mr. REED. Thank you, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

I rise today in support of this No 
Budget, No Pay proposal. 

This is why we ran for office. This is 
why I came to Washington, D.C.—to 
stand for a vision that’s going to at- 
tack this debt crisis that is upon us 
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today, the debt crisis that will threat- 
en our children and our grandchildren 
for generations if we do not get our fis- 
cal house in order in Washington, D.C. 
It is time to put up the visions of the 
House Republicans versus those of the 
Senate Democrats as to what the pro- 
posals to move forward to solve this 
debt crisis are. 

We owe it to the American people, to 
hardworking taxpayers, to be open and 
honest, and if my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle want to stand for 
budgets that are all about tax in- 
creases, so be it. I believe there is a 
better way, and that better way will be 
in a House Republican budget that does 
the responsible thing and lays out a vi- 
sion of growth and opportunity for gen- 
erations to deal with this unsus- 
tainable debt crisis that is now upon 
us. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield 1 minute to an- 
other member of our committee, the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
McDERMOTT). 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, here 
we are with another Republican straw 
man out here—a bill set up to fail. The 
Senate has not yet adopted its rules. 
We don’t know where the filibuster is 
going to be used or anything, and 
you’re saying they have to do some- 
thing by a fixed date. Now, we’ve had 
fixed dates in here as long as I’ve been 
here, and we never make them; but 
what we are creating is continuous 
chaos globally in the economic world, 
and what you’re doing by this is simply 
saying, hey, let’s have another big 
kerfuffle. We’ll be out here in May, 4 
months from now, making exactly the 
same speeches. We’ll all bring out the 
same pieces of paper and read from 
them and give the same speeches, and 
we will continue to retard the ability 
of the American economy to move for- 
ward. 

We cannot send the message world- 
wide that the United States has lost 
the ability to make decisions, to pay 
its debts. If that’s the message you 
want the world to get, that’s what this 
is about today. I’m voting against this. 
Bring back one that lifts the debt limit 
and that gets it out of the way so we 
can get down to the cost-cutting that 
needs to happen. 

Mr. CAMP. I yield 1 minute to a dis- 
tinguished member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, the gentlewoman 
from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK). 

Mrs. BLACK. As a charter member of 
the Fix Congress Now Caucus and as an 
early supporter of the No Budget, No 
Pay, I am very excited that this legis- 
lation will be voted on in the House in 
just a little bit. 

We on the House Budget Committee 
work hard to pass a responsible budget 
each year, but the Democrat-controlled 
Senate refuses to do the same. In fact, 
it has been nearly 4 years since the 
Senate has passed a budget, and since 
that time, the government has racked 
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up annual deficits exceeding $1 trillion 
a year and, in total, more than $5 tril- 
lion in 4 years. If we stay on this cur- 
rent path of record deficits, big govern- 
ment, and unfunded entitlement pro- 
grams, Greece’s present will be Amer- 
ica’s future. 

A massive debt crisis is surely not 
the future we want for our children or 
our grandchildren. Fiscal responsi- 
bility and accountability in the Halls 
of Congress cannot wait. Today, we 
will take an important step in the 
House, forcing the Senate to either do 
its job or to face the consequences. It’s 
simple: no budget, no pay. 

Mr. LEVIN. I now yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. NEAL). 

Mr. NEAL. Thank you, Mr. LEVIN. 

Our job here is to educate the public, 
not to entertain them. They ran up 
deficits on the Republican side of $6 
trillion during an 8-year period of 
time—$2.3 trillion worth of tax cuts 
and two wars. Now they come back 
today with a glitzy proposal of no 
work, no pay. 

Institutional memory. Do you re- 
member their term limits pledge? They 
invented that. They’re all still here. Do 
you remember their line-item veto? the 
constitutional theorists? They got rid 
of that. How about that they were 
going to pass a balanced budget amend- 
ment to the Constitution? My dad used 
to say, “At least Jesse James had 
enough personal respect to wear a 
mask.” 

The people who put us into this situ- 
ation are now quibbling about raising 
the debt ceiling when they almost 
broke the country with the proposals 
that they offered during all of those 
years, and never once did they deny 
President Bush on those proposals. 

Mr. CAMP. I yield 1 minute to a dis- 
tinguished member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM). 

Mr. ROSKAM. Thank you, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Look, here is an opportunity. There 
is an opportunity to find common 
ground. There is an opportunity to do 
something that makes common sense, 
that is not just common ground. It is 
common sense to require people, if 
they’re getting compensation, to do 
their jobs. It has been 4 years. Iron- 
ically, it has been since the day Rod 
Blagojevich, the Governor of Illinois, 
was indicted that the United States 
Senate has passed a budget, and now 
we have an opportunity to put pressure 
on the other body, which is for them to 
do their work. 

We don’t do ourselves, we don’t do 
our children, we don’t do the taxpayers 
any favors by creating a climate that 
says ‘‘folks don’t have to do their 
work.” We don’t get to a solution or a 
remedy unless we pass budgets. This is 
an opportunity to get on record and 
put the other body out into the open 
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field so we can have a discussion and 
move this country on a pathway that 
makes sense. We ought to pass this and 
pass it quickly. 

Mr. LEVIN. I now yield 1 minute to a 
member of our committee and chair- 
man of our caucus, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. BECERRA). 

Mr. BECERRA. If you buy a house, 
you pay your mortgage—well, at least 
under this bill, for 3 or 4 months. If you 
want your kids to go to college, you 
take out student loans, and you'll tell 
the bank, well, you’ll pay for 3 or 4 
months, and then we can talk again. If 
you want to buy a car, you go in and 
tell the dealer, Love that beautiful new 
car. You take out a loan. You pay for 
3 or 4 months, and then you tell the 
dealer, Let’s talk in about 3 or 4 
months about what we do with the rest 
of the debt. 

This simply creates more uncer- 
tainty, another fiscal cliff and yet an- 
other economic case of sabotage 
against the American public. The party 
that voted for tax cuts for the wealthy, 
two wars, and a massive new prescrip- 
tion drug benefit program and that put 
all of the costs of that on a credit card 
doesn’t believe it’s important now to 
honor those obligations of paying those 
bills and maintaining the full faith and 
credit of the United States of America. 
Now, with this new Congress, we have a 
chance for a fresh start—an oppor- 
tunity to find common ground, not 
more conflict. Instead, our Republican 
colleagues are threatening three 
strikes against the middle class, 
against small businesses and the U.S. 
economy—the U.S. default, a govern- 
ment shutdown, and sequestration. 

Let’s start talking about what really 
matters to Americans, the biggest def- 
icit we face—a jobs deficit. Let’s get to 
work putting Americans back to work. 
Let’s be problem solvers, not problem 
makers. It’s time to get America mov- 
ing again. 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to a distinguished member of 
the Ways and Means Committee, the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. YOUNG). 
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Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 
as I travel in my south central Indiana 
district, I hear frequently two simple 
requests from my constituents. First, 
they want us to get our spending and 
our debt under control. And, second, 
they want us to work together, collec- 
tively, Republicans and Democrats, to 
get that important job done. That’s 
why I support this proposed legislation, 
H.R. 325. 

The bill strikes me as eminently rea- 
sonable because it not only satisfies 
those simple requests; it asks us to do 
our job. We are required under law, as 
has been said before, to pass a budget. 
The House is required to do it, and the 
Senate is required to do it. The Senate 
has not done it for 4 years. 
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Now, a budget is essentially spending 
priorities. It lays out your vision for 
the future. Whatever solutions you 
may or may not have are revealed in a 
budget. It’s not easy to put together a 
budget. Sometimes it’s unpopular, but 
it is our duty. 

So I say no budget, no pay. I’m tired 
of the Senate being dilatory in its re- 
sponsibilities. They need to pass a 
budget. That’s why I urge my col- 
leagues to support this legislation. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield 1 minute to an- 
other member of our committee, the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. We continue to 
talk past one another. The issue isn’t 
passing a budget or not passing a budg- 
et. The issue is whether or not we’re 
going to take fundamental steps to re- 
form the way that we spend money 
around here. 

The Republican budget of my good 
friend, Mr. RYAN, that they’ve passed 
on a couple of occasions would have re- 
quired 9 trillion dollars in additional 
debt ceiling increase and wouldn’t be 
balanced for two decades. 

Let’s stop playing games with the 
form, and let’s sit down and work on 
the things we agree upon. I think the 
American public would support us if we 
took out tens of billions of dollars of 
unnecessary spending for redundant 
nuclear weapons; to reform the scandal 
that is the crop insurance program 
that incents people to plant land that 
they shouldn’t plant and drives up 
losses. Let’s accelerate health care re- 
form like we’re doing in Oregon that 
would save over a trillion dollars if it 
were applied nationally. 

Let’s get down and do it. Act, don’t 
debate. 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to a distinguished member of 
the Ways and Means Committee, the 
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today in support of H.R. 325. 
The bill is an important step toward 
getting our fiscal house in order be- 
cause it requires the Senate to finally 
pass a budget, something American 
families and businesses do each and 
every day. 

The Federal Government is currently 
in the process of accumulating its fifth 
consecutive trillion-dollar deficit. We 
need a serious, forward-looking plan to 
address the deficit. However, the Sen- 
ate has gone nearly 4 years without 
even passing an annual budget. 

Taking a year-by-year approach and 
addressing only discretionary spending 
will not solve our long-term spending 
problem. We must take a comprehen- 
sive, long-term approach to the Federal 
budget. A comprehensive approach to 
spending must also address the long- 
term solvency issues of entitlements 
such as Medicare, Medicaid, and Social 
Security. Without reform, spending 
will remain on an unsustainable path 
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while the Medicare and Social Security 
trust funds are emptied before the ma- 
jority of Americans who currently are 
paying in even qualify to become bene- 
ficiaries of those programs. 

Today’s legislation will allow us to 
work with the Senate in achieving this 
long-term deficit solution we know 
would meet the needs of Americans. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAS- 
CRELL), a member of our committee. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, the 
14th Amendment of the Constitution 
states, if I may paraphrase, the public 
debt of the United States shall not be 
questioned. In other words, we don’t 
even have the power, really, in section 
4 of that amendment. Take a look at it 
and read it, what our objectives are, 
rather than bring to debate year after 
year whether we should raise the debt 
limit. We have to do our jobs. 

It would be foolish if people around 
the world began to wonder, once again, 
whether or not the Congress will give 
the President the ability to pay the 
debts that we racked up. Both sides 
voted for much of this. The fact is that 
the United States, as the President 
said, is not a deadbeat Nation. We will 
pay our obligations, both to our bond- 
holders and to seniors and veterans and 
the middle class. 

So while I’m glad my colleagues on 
the other side have edged slightly away 
from the precipice of default, they are 
still leaving themselves room to back- 
track if they don’t get what they want. 
And just the fact that the conference 
chairperson has said if we have to shut 
down the government to make sure 
that President Obama understands 
that we’re serious, that’s almost trea- 
son, according to the 14th Amendment. 

Mr. CAMP. At this time I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS). 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R. 
325, which is based on a very simple 
principle: if Congress does not pass a 
budget, Congress does not get paid. 

We cannot start the process of con- 
trolling spending in this country with- 
out a budget. We also cannot ask hard- 
working taxpayers to manage their 
own budgets when their elected leaders 
fail to do so. 

The House has done its work and 
passed a budget each of the past 2 
years. The other body of this branch 
must do theirs if we’re going to address 
our out-of-control spending. For nearly 
4 years, the Senate has gotten away 
with not passing a budget, but they’ve 
found time to pass laws that increase 
spending. Failing to budget for our 
country for the past 4 years is a ter- 
rible way to run a government, and I 
support this bill which will pay for 
bills already obligated. 

We have to stop the political games- 
manship that is occurring here in this 
town and work together to find com- 
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monsense solutions to cut spending and 
find savings in our budget. I look for- 
ward to passing this bill that will fi- 
nally hold Congress accountable and 
begin putting America on a debt repay- 
ment plan and save future generations 
from paying for the mistakes of the 
past. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, how much 
time remains? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) has 
912 minutes, and the other gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. CAMP) has 514 min- 
utes. 

Mr. LEVIN. I now yield 1 minute to 
the distinguished gentleman from Wis- 
consin (Mr. KIND). 

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, the legislation before us 
today solves no problems. In fact, it 
just maintains the great uncertainty 
hanging over the U.S. and the global 
economy—whether or not we’re going 
to jeopardize the full faith and credit of 
the United States of America and de- 
fault on our Nation’s financial obliga- 
tions for the first time in our Nation’s 
history. I do not for the life of me un- 
derstand why anyone would jeopardize 
that safe haven that’s been established 
in this country. 

But we all know what needs to be 
done to get our fiscal house in order. 
Both parties are going to have to lock 
arms and jump into the icy water and 
make difficult decisions together. 
Every bipartisan commission that has 
been formed to address this issue has 
come up with the same conclusion. 
There’s going to have to be some addi- 
tional revenue, and there’s going to 
have to be major spending reforms in 
our budget to make this work. 

But my friends on the other side have 
not been exactly up front with the 
American people. They’ve finished two 
national campaigns promising to re- 
store $700 billion to the Medicare pro- 
gram and increase defense spending by 
over $2 trillion over the next 10 years. 
That’s $2.7 trillion additional dollars in 
the two largest spending programs. So 
we do need an honest conversation 
about this. 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self 15 seconds to place in the RECORD a 
letter from the Executive Office of the 
President, a Statement of Administra- 
tion Policy, that says: 

The administration would not oppose a 
short-term solution to the debt limit and 
looks forward to continuing to work with 
both the House and the Senate to increase 
certainty and stability for the American 
economy. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY 
H.R. 325—TEMPORARY SUSPENSION OF DEBT 
CEILING 
(Rep. Camp, R-MI, and Rep. Miller, R-MI, 
Jan. 22, 2013) 

The Administration supports a long-term 
increase in the debt limit that would in- 
crease certainty and economic stability. Al- 
though H.R. 325 is a short-term measure and 
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introduces unnecessary complications, need- 
lessly perpetuating uncertainty in the Na- 
tion’s fiscal system, the Administration is 
encouraged that H.R. 325 lifts the immediate 
threat of default and indicates that congres- 
sional Republicans have backed off an insist- 
ence on holding the Nation’s economy hos- 
tage to extract drastic cuts in Medicare, edu- 
cation, and other programs that middle-class 
families depend on. For these reasons, the 
Administration would not oppose a short- 
term solution to the debt limit and looks 
forward to continuing to work with both the 
House and the Senate to increase certainty 
and stability for the economy. 

Instead of short-term management of self- 
inflicted fiscal crises, the President believes 
there is now an opportunity to strengthen 
the economy by putting the Nation on a 
sounder fiscal path. Progress has already 
been made towards that goal. In 2011, the 
President signed into law $1.4 trillion in 
spending reductions, not counting additional 
savings from winding down the wars in Iraq 
and Afghanistan. The fiscal agreement the 
President signed at the beginning of January 
increased revenue from high-income house- 
holds by over $600 billion. Together with in- 
terest savings, these two steps will cut the 
deficit by more than $2.5 trillion over the 
next decade. The President has made clear 
that he remains willing to work with both 
parties in the Congress to budget responsibly 
and to achieve additional deficit reduction 
consistent with the principles of balance, 
shared growth, and shared opportunity. 

The President has also made clear that he 
will not have another debate with the Con- 
gress over whether or not they should pay 
the bills that they have already racked up 
through the laws that they passed. The 
President has made clear that the Congress 
has only two options—pay their bills, or fail 
to do so and put the Nation into default. 

H.R. 325 would temporarily allow the Con- 
gress to fund commitments to which it has 
already agreed. A temporary solution is not 
enough to remove the threat of default that 
Republicans in the Congress have held over 
the economy. The Congress should commit 
to paying its bills and pass a long-term clean 
debt limit increase that lifts self-inflicted 
and unnecessary uncertainty from the Na- 
tion’s economy. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. CROW- 
LEY), a member of our committee. 

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Michigan for yielding me 
this time. 

The Budget Control Act of 2011 sets 
the budget for the next 10 years. It ac- 
tually says it in the name of the bill: 
the Budget Control Act. Many of my 
colleagues on either side supported 
that bill. So we have a budget in place 
for 10 years. You don’t like what you 
voted for now, I understand that. 
That’s problematic. 

But this bill before us today is not a 
serious proposal by House Republicans, 
but rather a gimmick. Even the Wall 
Street Journal called it a gimmick. 
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This bill does not provide certainty 
to the business community, the inter- 
national markets or job creators here 
in the U.S. that the U.S. Government 
will pay its bills. 

This bill simply sets up another GOP- 
manufactured crisis in 4 months, put- 
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ting the economy and the creditworthi- 
ness of our Nation at risk. Instead of 
no cliffs, my Republican colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle are creating 
a new cliff. 

The American people sent us here to 
work, not to play more games. But my 
Republican colleagues are failing 
America again. Only 38 of my Repub- 
lican colleagues voted for the Hurri- 
cane Sandy relief. Only 85 of their 
Members voted to provide tax cuts to 
the middle class. Yet, when it comes to 
pushing our country over the brink, 
they’re all in. 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, at this time 
I yield 1 minute to the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), 
the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Let me thank my 
colleague for yielding, and ask my col- 
leagues today to vote for the No Budg- 
et, No Pay Act. 

You know, the promise here is pretty 
simple. It says that there should be no 
long-term increase in the debt limit 
until there’s a long-term plan to deal 
with the fiscal crisis that faces our 
country. 

Every hardworking taxpayer in 
America knows that they have to do a 
budget. Every hardworking taxpayer 
understands that you can’t continue to 
spend money that you don’t have. 

We are committed to continue to do 
a budget every year. And if you think 
about this, it’s not just that we’ve done 
a budget the last 2 years that addresses 
our fiscal crisis. Even when the Demo- 
crats had control, in the 2 years before 
that, you all did a budget. And yet, for 
4 years, nearly 4 years, the United 
States Senate has not done a budget. 

And so this bill before us is real sim- 
ple. It says, Congress, if you don’t doa 
budget, you don’t get paid. I have no 
doubt that we’re going to do our work. 
We’re committed to doing a budget and 
a 10-year plan to solve our budget crisis 
and to balance our budget. 

Frankly, I think it’s time for the 
Senate and the White House to produce 
a budget that will balance over the 
next 10 years. 

You know, most Americans would 
look up and go, wait a minute, why do 
they need 10 years to balance the budg- 
et? 

But we know with baby boomers re- 
tiring, and the fact that it wasn’t pre- 
pared for, it’s going to take a little 
more time. But my goodness, we ought 
to be able to balance the budget in the 
next 10 years. 

Balancing the budget over the next 10 
years means that we save the future 
for our kids and our grandkids. It also 
means that we strengthen programs 
like Social Security and Medicare and 
Medicaid that can’t continue to exist 
in the current form without some kind 
of controls. 

It’s time for Congress to get serious 
about this, and this is the first step in 
an effort to bring real fiscal responsi- 
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bility to Washington. It’s real simple. 
No budget, no pay. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield 2% minutes to the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER), 
our whip. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I want to say to the Speaker before 
he leaves the floor, I believe the Speak- 
er wants to get to a responsible agree- 
ment between our parties, between the 
House and the Senate, and between the 
Congress and the President on getting 
to a responsible way to reduce the 
budget. This bill is not that vehicle. 

This bill, in my view, is an irrespon- 
sible waste of our time. This bill does 
not do what Republicans said they 
wanted to do over and over and over 
again, and that is give a sense of cer- 
tainty to our economy, to our people, 
and to the international community. 

This bill kicks the can down the road 
for 90 days one more time. This bill 
simply puts a leverage point another 90 
days away, so that we can continue to 
roil this Congress, roil this country, 
and roil our people and our economy. 

This bill is a political gimmick. This 
bill was cooked up a few miles from 
here when, frankly, the majority party 
said, We’re in trouble. The people don’t 
like us. Things aren’t going well. How 
do we fix it? 

Well, they came up with this gim- 
mick, and the gimmick was, if you 
don’t vote the way we want you to 
vote, we won’t pay you. 

Now, very frankly, the problem with 
that premise is that we are elected by 
435 districts who have different per- 
spectives. And my view is the over- 
whelming majority of us come here, 
work very hard on behalf of our con- 
stituents, but your constituents may 
not like what my constituents want. 
But that doesn’t mean you have the 
right to say you’re not going to get 
paid, Mr. HOYER, because we don’t like 
what you’re working for. If that’s our 
premise, we are holding hostage policy 
in an undemocratic, dictatorial fash- 
ion. 

Not only that, this 90-day kicking 
the can down the road has got to stop. 
We need to come to reality that it’s 
not the debt limit that’s the problem— 
and the President’s absolutely right. 
The President has nothing to do with 
the debt limit. Only this House and the 
Senate can spend money. The Presi- 
dent can’t spend a nickel. Only this 
House and only this Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield the gentleman an 
additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. HOYER. The other problem with 
this, of course, is we’re now going to 
spend till 12:30 today discussing this 
critically important issue. We treat it 
like just a throwaway. I can’t discuss 
the substance of this issue in the time 
allotted to me, nor can any other Mem- 
ber. 
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When I had a magic 1 minute, it was 
a little better when I was majority 
leader. I miss that very much. 

But I urge both of us, both Repub- 
licans and Democrats, to come to grips 
with making the hard decision, not the 
political demagoguery decisions that 
this bill projects. Let us sit down to- 
gether and come to grips with the fact 
that, yes, my friend, we need more rev- 
enues and, yes, we need to restrain 
spending and, yes, we need to restrain 
entitlements. 

I say that as a leader of my party. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield the gentleman an 
additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. HOYER. But I say to all of us, 
you will not get there with gimmicks. 
You will not get there with pretense. 
You will not get there with irrespon- 
sibility and kick the can down the 
road. 

I understand what you have done. 
You’ve taken your most controversial 
leverage point and put it at the end, 
rather than at the beginning of the 
process. But you still have the CR, and 
you still have the sequester, and we’ll 
have to debate those. 

What we ought to be doing is extend- 
ing this debt limit for 1, 2, 4, or 6 years, 
or eliminating it all together. When 
you spend money, it has nothing to do 
with the debt limit and everything to 
do with the actions of this Congress. 

Mr. CAMP. At this time I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished Member 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK). 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I thank the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a gimmick. 
For the past, almost going on now 4 
years, our colleagues in the Senate 
have failed in their most basic respon- 
sibility of governance, which is to pass 
a budget. 

The people I represent back in Bucks 
County and Montgomery County, 
Pennsylvania, the families and the 
businesses, they wouldn’t survive with- 
out being able to operate on a budget. 
The school districts, the municipali- 
ties, the boroughs, the townships, the 
county government, even the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania, are all re- 
quired to pass a budget that balances 
on time. 

I’m proud to have, over the course of 
the past year, been advocating consist- 
ently for no budget, no pay in this 
House. The hardworking men and 
women that I represent wouldn’t be 
paid if they didn’t show up and they 
didn’t do their job, or they didn’t get 
their job done on time. And this place 
should operate no differently. 

So I call on all our Members of the 
House, all my colleagues, to support no 
budget, no pay in these very difficult 
and troubled times. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS). 
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Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

No budget, no pay. No budget, no re- 
sponsibility. No stability, no con- 
fidence. No confidence, no ability to 
borrow, to attract investors. 

H.R. 325 is a gimmick. It is a gim- 
mick. And I’ve always been taught that 
if you have a debt, pay it. Delaying it 
drives up interest rates and is not the 
best approach to convincing investors 
and lenders that we have the ability to 
pay. 

If you convince people that you don’t 
have the ability to pay, it is more like- 
ly that they’re not going to let you 
have what you want. That’s what I’ve 
always been taught. They do not want 
gimmicks. They want solutions. 
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Mr. CAMP. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. Can I ask how much time 
we have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) has 
3 minutes remaining. The gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. CAMP) also has 3 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield 1 minute to a 
member of our committee, the Con- 
gresswoman from California (Ms. LINDA 
T. SANCHEZ). N, 

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia. I want to thank my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle for under- 
standing the need to stop dancing with 
default. Recognizing that we can’t dis- 
regard our obligations to seniors, vet- 
erans, and active military is a first big 
step. But this legislation doesn’t create 
the long-term certainty that our econ- 
omy needs. The small business owners 
that I talk to tell me that they need 
certainty before they can invest in 
their businesses and hire more employ- 
ees. 

Instead of providing small businesses 
the long-term certainty they need, the 
Republican-led House is just playing 
games. They’re stringing the American 
public along so they can set up yet an- 
other dramatic showdown that only 
hurts our recovery. The mere mention 
of default sends markets plummeting, 
dries up hiring, and pulls the rug out 
from under consumer confidence. 

Businesses in my district and all 
across the country can’t afford more 
tantrums threatening defaults and gov- 
ernment shutdowns. It’s our job to find 
a solution and give businesses, the 
markets, and American families the 
long-term certainty they deserve. This 
legislation isn’t a long-term solution. 
It’s yet more irresponsible gamesman- 


ship. 

Mr. CAMP. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
DELANEY). 


Mr. DELANEY. There’s more cash in 
U.S. corporations than there’s ever 
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been in our country’s history. Corpora- 
tions have three things they can do 
with their cash: They can raise their 
dividends; they can buy back stock; or 
they can make investments. 

To make investments, which require 
a long-term time horizon, there needs 
to be certainty. If we care about Amer- 
ican families, if we want our corpora- 
tions to make investments that will 
create jobs, we will have certainty on 
the debt ceiling for a reasonable period 
of time and we will create fiscal cer- 
tainty in this country in a balanced 
way. By “balanced,” I mean additional 
revenues. That’s what will create cer- 
tainty in this country. That’s what will 
get U.S. corporations investing. 

If U.S. corporations invest, we create 
jobs, and that helps working families. 

Mr. CAMP. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, 
much time do we have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
Foxx). The gentleman from Michigan 
has 1 minute remaining. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield myself the bal- 
ance of my time. 

This isn’t: no budget, no pay. This is: 
3 months, no certainty. It’s been said it 
kicks the can down the road—a road 
paved with uncertainty. 

What this does, in a few words, is 
keep default hanging over the heads of 
this Congress and over the heads of the 
American economy and the American 
people. It’s unwise to do that. We tried 
that in the summer of 2011. The Repub- 
licans more than flirted with it, and 
they flirted dangerously. Now they’re 
pulling back. 

But instead of meeting this head-on, 
they essentially bring a bill here that 
presumes that it moves us ahead, when 
it moves us into more and more uncer- 
tainty. This is unwise. Politically, they 
think it’s smart policy. For the Amer- 
ican people, it’s very dumb. 

Mr. CAMP. I yield myself the balance 
of my time. 

The gentleman, my friend from 
Michigan, talked about certainty. And 
yes, there is certainty, because the 
Senate majority leader just announced 
they will take up this bill and pass it. 
And I think every American under- 
stands that we must get our debt and 
deficit under control. We’ve had over $5 
trillion in increases in deficits in the 
Obama administration—almost a 50 
percent increase in our national debt. 

And let me just say that we have had 
many short-term increases in the debt 
limit over time. What was business as 
usual when the Democrats were in the 
majority? We had nine short-term debt 
increases—three of them in 1987 and six 
of them in 1990—before longer, more 
permanent debt limit increases were 
made. So what was business as usual 
for the Democrats they now call ‘‘flirt- 
ing dangerously” for Republicans. 

I think it is very important we move 
forward on increasing the debt limit 
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for this limited period of time while we 
can then address the issues that will 
help affect our long-term debts and 
deficits, including the sequester and 
the continuing resolution. 

When the long-term debt of the 
United States was lowered to a AA-plus 
rating on August 5, 2011, they said that 
the downgrade, which was after the 
Budget Control Act was passed, re- 
flected their opinion that the fiscal 
consolidation plan that Congress and 
the administration recently agreed 
to—meaning the Budget Control Act— 
falls short of what, in our view, would 
be necessary to stabilize the govern- 
ment’s medium-term debt dynamics, 
meaning we didn’t do enough to ad- 
dress the drivers of our long-term debt. 
We must do that. 

I would urge my colleagues to sup- 
port H.R. 325, to support the No Budg- 
et, No Pay Act, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise today in strong support of H.R. 
325, the No Budget, No Pay Act. 

The Budget Act of 1974 requires each 
House of Congress to pass a budget 
each year by April 15. This is impor- 
tant, of course, because the budget 
that we pass is our blueprint, literally, 
for how we’re going to spend the hard- 
earned tax dollars that the American 
people send here to Washington to run 
our Nation. 

Today, we are in a situation where 
the United States Senate has not 
passed a budget in nearly 4 full years, 
leaving the American people with no 
idea of how the Senate intends to deal 
with the fiscal crisis that is facing our 
Federal Government. In the time since 
the Senate last passed a budget, the 
Federal Government has experienced 
deficits of over $1 trillion each and 
every year, and we have added more 
than $5 trillion to our national debt. 
Obviously, this is a very serious fiscal 
crisis, and the American people are de- 
manding answers. 

This legislation will allow us room to 
begin working on a solution that will 
put our Nation on a much more sound 
financial footing. This bill will extend 
our Nation’s borrowing authority for 90 
days to give each House of Congress, 
the House and the Senate, the needed 
time to do what they are legally re- 
quired to do, which is to pass a budget 
to show the American people how we 
intend to deal with the many chal- 
lenges that we face. But while giving 
Congress time to do its work, it also 
has a very important caveat associated 
with it that says, if we don’t do what 
we are required to do by law, that we 
will not be paid. Simply put: no budget, 
no pay. 

This idea actually came, Madam 
Speaker, from previous bipartisan ef- 
forts to bring fiscal responsibility to 
Washington. And now the President 
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has indicated that if it reaches his 
desk, he will sign it, that he does not 
oppose it. 

As well, there have been very prom- 
ising indications coming out of the 
United States Senate from many 
Democratic Members that they will 
also step up, after 4 long years of inac- 
tion, and put forward a budget. 
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I believe that this can be the impetus 
today for us to begin working together 
to make the difficult decisions to fi- 
nally address our fiscal challenges. 
Today, we can send that very strong 
message to the American people with a 
bipartisan vote to show that we are 
willing to put our paychecks on the 
line to meet these challenges. 

Now, some are concerned about 
whether or not this legislation is con- 
stitutional because of the 27th Amend- 
ment’s restriction that the pay of 
Members of Congress cannot be var- 
ied—that is really the operative phrase 
of that amendment, ‘‘varied’’—that it 
can neither be raised nor reduced until 
another election has taken place. This 
bill, Madam Speaker, was carefully 
crafted to comply with the require- 
ments of the 27th Amendment. 

So this is how it will work: 

If either the House or the Senate 
does not pass a budget by April 15, the 
deadline, then beginning on April 16, 
the pay for Members of that Chamber 
will be placed into an escrow account 
and will only be paid when that Cham- 
ber—either the House or the Senate— 
has passed a budget or when we reach 
the end of the 113th Congress. The 
amount that Members are paid will not 
be reduced nor will it be raised, so we 
stay in strict compliance with the 
terms of the 27th Amendment. 

There is no requirement in the 27th 
Amendment which states that Mem- 
bers have to be paid weekly, biweekly, 
monthly, or bimonthly or what have 
you, only that the pay that they re- 
ceive will not vary. 

Now, some have suggested that the 
escrow account into which the Member 
pay would be deposited should bear in- 
terest so that that could then, as well, 
be paid to the Members. This cannot 
happen because that would actually 
cause Member pay to increase, of 
course. It would then vary their pay, 
which would not be in compliance with 
the strict terms of the 27th Amend- 
ment. 

So I am extremely hopeful, Madam 
Speaker, that we will successfully con- 
clude our work in a timely basis here 
in the House, and I hope that this addi- 
tional provision, as well, encourages 
the Senate to also complete our impor- 
tant work and pass a budget. 

What we are suggesting certainly is 
not unreasonable. I’1l tell you, I come 
from southeast Michigan, and one 
thing I can tell you that is true about 
the people that I am honored to serve 
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is that they get up every single day, 
every morning and work hard all day, 
every day. They simply do not under- 
stand how Congress can fail to do our 
job for almost 4 years—no budget out 
of the Senate for almost 4 years—and 
yet suffer no consequences. 

The American people are demanding 
that their Members of Congress deal ef- 
fectively with the challenges we face. 
Our problems are real, and it’s time for 
real solutions or real consequences. 

The concept, again, very simple: no 
budget, no pay. When times are tight, 
you balance your checkbook. When you 
run out of money, you stop spending. 
When your credit card is maxed out, 
you cut it up or get a plan together to 
pay it off. And if you don’t do your job, 
you don’t get paid. These are the prin- 
ciples, Madam Speaker, that Ameri- 
cans live by, and we certainly should 
be no exception. 

So I would urge my colleagues to join 
me in supporting this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

This bill is not a serious or viable at- 
tempt to address the debt ceiling issue 
and is merely another way to avoid 
dealing with the difficult choices we 
need to make. 

We have been here before. We know 
what happens when we govern with this 
kick-the-can-down-the-road mentality. 
The most troubling effect, again, is the 
constitutionality of this bill is also 
dangerously unclear. 

I was not on the floor last week when 
my colleagues read the Constitution. 
Maybe they didn’t reach the 27th 
Amendment. I am not a constitutional 
attorney. I am not an attorney in any 
way, and I make no apologies for that. 
But it’s real easy: 

No law, varying the compensation for the 
services of the Senators or Representatives, 
shall take effect, until an election of the 
Representatives shall have intervened. 

“Varying” is the, again, as my friend 
did say, operative word. If you aren’t 
getting a paycheck in a month and 
you’re going to wait for 18 months, 
that’s varying. So it could be—and, in 
my opinion, it is—a constitutional 
problem. 

But be that as it may, I do commend 
the majority for recognizing that Con- 
gress must pay its bills, that raising 
the debt ceiling isn’t about spending 
more money, it’s about paying for bills 
we already incurred. 

There is widespread, bipartisan ac- 
knowledgement of how difficult and se- 
rious the fiscal challenges before us 
have become. However, this proposal is 
just another attempt to yet again put 
the discussion off for another day. 

Madam Speaker, I came here and I 
saw the sign, ‘‘No Budget, No Pay.” It 
probably should say, ‘‘No Budget, De- 
layed Pay,” but it sounds better when 
you say “No Budget, No Pay.” That 
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means we may not be getting paid, but 
we’re going to get paid; it will be de- 
layed, but we’re going to get paid. 

Every year in this house we do pass a 
budget; although, it’s a budget that I 
can’t vote for. It’s a budget that hurts 
the middle class, the working class, the 
want-to-be-working class, and it also 
hurts the American people’s safety net. 
We know again this year we will pass 
that budget. So our friends on the 
other side of the aisle are putting up a 
No Budget, No Pay quite well knowing 
that they will probably pass their 
budget and we probably will get paid. 

On another thought, as my good 
friend, Mr. DOYLE, from Pittsburgh has 
said to me, why not no gun control, no 
pay? Why not no immigration reform, 
no pay? Why not no DISCLOSE Act, no 
pay? 

So, Madam Speaker, in my opinion— 
and I think in a lot of my colleagues’ 
opinion—it’s a gimmick bill. No Budg- 
et, No Pay has no teeth. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Madam 
Speaker, before I yield time to my 
good colleague here, a couple of com- 
ments in regards to what my ranking 
member has said from the committee, 
why not no gun control, no pay, or 
using some other examples. I would 
just point out that none of those are 
required by law, as passing a budget is 
required by law. 

Also, there was some comment again 
about the significance of the 27th 
Amendment. I would just add quickly a 
statement from David Rivkin, Jr., and 
Lee Casey. These are two constitu- 
tional attorneys that served in former 
administrations who say the bill passes 
muster. Their comment: 

It does not vary Members’ compensation 
instead holding it in escrow until such time 
that a budget is passed or, at the latest, this 
Congress comes to an end. It is attentive to 
the text and structure of the Constitution. 

And just one other quote. This is 
from another constitutional attorney, 
a Greg Watson—actually, a gentleman 
who rallied the support to pass the 27th 
Amendment. I will proudly point out, 
in 1992 it was my State of Michigan 
that put it over the three-fourths 
threshold. But at any rate, he said: 

Nowhere in such a proposal do I see any 
violation of the terms and provisions of the 
27th Amendment. Such a proposal does not 
vary the dollar amount of compensation to 
Members of Congress. The proposal merely 
delays the disbursement of that dollar 
amount. 

STATEMENT OF DAVID B. RIVKIN, JR., AND LEE 
A. CASEY 

Members of Congress are accountable not 
just to serve their constituents but also to 
support and defend the Constitution of the 
United States. The House of Representatives’ 
debt ceiling extension furthers both. The 
American people expect that their elected 
representatives in Congress will work to- 
gether to enact a budget resolution, and the 
House bill’s approach holds them personally 
accountable for doing so. It honors both Ar- 
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ticle I and the Twenty-Seventh Amendment 
to the U.S. Constitution because it does not 
vary Members’ compensation, instead hold- 
ing it in escrow until such time that a budg- 
et is passed or, at the latest, this Congress 
comes to an end. This mechanism is a model 
for the way that Congress ought to work: it 
is creative, it is fiscally responsible, and it is 
attentive to the text and structure of the 
Constitution. 

Madam Speaker, at this time I am 
very honored and privileged to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi (Mr. HARPER), who is a distin- 
guished member of the Committee on 
House Administration. 

Mr. HARPER. Madam Speaker, the 
No Budget, No Pay portion of this bill 
was written specifically to ensure that 
it complies with the 27th Amendment 
to the Constitution. The bill does not 
vary the amount of compensation and 
is, therefore, constitutional. It only 
changes when Representatives and Sen- 
ators are paid if they fail to adopt a 
budget resolution, as required by law. 

Currently, Representatives are paid 
monthly and Senators are paid twice a 
month. This bill simply says, if the 
House does not adopt a budget resolu- 
tion, the Members of that House, in- 
stead, get paid at the end of that term 
of Congress. 

In 1789, James Madison, when he in- 
troduced the 27th Amendment, spoke of 
preventing changes in compensation 
from being for the benefit of those de- 
termining them. The clear purpose of 
the amendment—which, as we know, 
was not ratified until 1992—was to pre- 
vent Members from drawing higher sal- 
aries from the public treasury without 
giving voters an opportunity to speak 
on that decision. This bill does not ben- 
efit Members at the expense of tax- 
payers, and it is consistent with the 
provisions of the 27th Amendment. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. It is my 
pleasure to yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont (Mr. WELCH). 

Mr. WELCH. I thank the gentleman. 

We have sharp differences in this 
body on taxes, on spending, on the best 
path forward to resolve our fiscal situ- 
ation. Those are fairly legitimate de- 
bates, but there should be absolutely 
no daylight between us on meeting our 
obligation to pay our bills. There 
should be no linkage between the obli- 
gation to pay our bills and getting our 
way on contentious issues in dispute 
among us. 

This is just like a person with a cred- 
it card who buys a refrigerator. At the 
end of the month when the credit card 
bill arrives, they’ve used the refrig- 
erator, they see they’re above their 
credit limit, they don’t tear up their 
credit card. What they do is they stiff 
their credit card company. 
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We have to pay our bills. That is not 
negotiable. A year ago August when we 
went through this spectacle with this 
linkage, we suffered our first down- 
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grade in the history of the country. 
That is outrageous. And it’s going to 
cost taxpayers money. If we mess 
around with the debt ceiling, creating 
uncertainty as to whether this is a po- 
litical tool and gimmick, a 1 percent 
increase in interest rates will cost the 
taxpayers $1 trillion. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Madam 
Speaker, the reason that we have such 
an enormous amount of national debt, 
such a number that you can’t even get 
your mind around it anymore, $16 tril- 
lion, a big component of that is be- 
cause we have not been following the 
law in having the Senate pass a budget 
as we have done in this House. 

I would say, having been very proud 
to participate and sit on the platform 
watching the President of the United 
States in his inaugural getting sworn 
in just the other day, one of the things 
that he said is that we have to address 
our debt and we have to work together. 
And today, the White House is saying 
they will not oppose this bill. So I am 
asking my colleagues to work together 
in a bipartisan way. Passing a budget 
is the foundation for us to begin to get 
a handle on this out-of-control spend- 
ing and the deficit and the debt that we 
have. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, I would like to yield 1 minute 
to the gentleman from New York, 
HAKEEM JEFFRIES. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Over the last 2 years, 
the debt ceiling has been illegitimately 
demonized, politicized, and 
mischaracterized. If it were possible to 
give voice to the debt ceiling, it might 
reasonably ask the question: Where do 
I go to get my reputation back? 

The debt ceiling is not a forward- 
looking vehicle designed to give the 
President the power to spend more. It 
is a backward-looking vehicle designed 
to give the administration the ability 
to pay bills that have already been in- 
curred by the Congress. 

We’ve all sworn an oath to uphold 
the Constitution. We, therefore, have a 
constitutional obligation to protect 
the full faith and credit of the United 
States to prevent a default and to stop 
holding the economy hostage to eco- 
nomic and ideological extremism. 

The American people deserve a mean- 
ingful, long-term increase in the debt 
ceiling that will give us the stability to 
create economic growth. That is the 
reason why I urge a ‘“‘no” vote on this 
legislative gimmick. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, it is my pleasure to yield 1 
minute to the distinguished Demo- 
cratic leader, Ms. NANCY PELOSI. 

Ms. PELOSI. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. I 
thank him; our ranking member on the 
Ways and Means Committee, Mr. 
LEVIN; and our ranking member on 
Budget, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, for their 
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leadership and the clarity they have 
brought to the debate on the floor 
today. 

It’s a curiosity what we have on the 
floor today. It’s a subterfuge to dis- 
tract from the matter at hand. Madam 
Speaker, once again, as has happened 
too often in the last 2 years, we have 
come to the floor at a moment when 
our Republican colleagues are threat- 
ening the full faith and credit of the 
United States of America and putting 
the stability of our economy on the 
line. 

Too often, families and small busi- 
nesses have faced uncertainty about 
the debt ceiling, funding our national 
government, our Tax Code, and the 
rest. Three months. Where is the cer- 
tainty in 3 months? We should not even 
be having a debate. There should be no 
doubt that the full faith and credit of 
the United States will be honored, and 
that is what our Constitution says. 

Too often, House Republicans have 
refused to acknowledge the negative 
impact of their action, choosing to re- 
turn to the same tired, failed strategy, 
one that only serves to, again, weaken 
our economy and undermine our mid- 
dle class. That track record must end. 

Now, I’m hearing people say that we 
should go down this path of least re- 
sistance. That’s what I call it. It’s an 
easy way out, 3 months. But the fact is 
that that is a path to even more prob- 
lems and, as Mr. CROWLEY has said, a 
path to another cliff. 

Our country needs a clean, long-term 
debt ceiling increase and a bipartisan, 
balanced budget that protects Medi- 
care and Social Security, invests in the 
future, and responsibly reduces the def- 
icit. We all know that. We know that 
as we go forward to reduce the deficit 
we need growth in job creation, we 
need spending cuts, and we need rev- 
enue. Democrats have already agreed 
to $1.6 trillion in spending cuts. Demo- 
crats have already agreed to more than 
$1 trillion in Medicare savings to 
strengthen Medicare and to protect 
beneficiaries and not to affect their 
benefits. Democrats and Republicans 
came together to avert the fiscal cliff 
and raise revenues by de-linking the 
tax cut for the high end from the tax 
cut for the middle class. 

We all agree that more can and must 
be done to get our fiscal house in order. 
But we must face the facts. Real, last- 
ing deficit reduction will only be 
achieved through an approach that is 
balanced, fair, and focused on jobs and 
the prosperity of our middle class. 

Unfortunately, this bill on the floor 
today fails to meet those standards. 
Americans and Members of Congress 
should remember two words about this 
legislation—two words: three months. 
Three months. That’s how long Repub- 
licans are prepared to raise the debt 
ceiling. Today they really don’t even 
address the debt ceiling issue—three 
months. 
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But Republican leaders are doing 
more. They have made promises to 
their fellow Republicans, to get their 
vote, to even go beyond the Ryan budg- 
et. This is like the Ryan budget on 
steroids. They have called this bill No 
Budget, No Pay. But who pays under 
the Republican budget? Seniors pay, 
ending the Medicare guarantee. Sen- 
iors, children, and people with disabil- 
ities pay, cutting Medicaid. Children 
pay because it will cut investments in 
their education, in their future, in 
their self-fulfillment, in the competi- 
tiveness of our country in the global 
economy. Veterans pay because of the 
gutting of our domestic spending prior- 
ities. 

I don’t think that we should ever 
link what we do here as to whether 
people get paid. We have a lot of work 
to do here. This linkage is a gimmick, 
it’s a joke, and it’s not right. It’s de- 
signed to put people on the spot and 
say, you don’t get paid, and in order to 
get paid, in order for Members of Con- 
gress to get paid, you must cut benefits 
for seniors and their Medicare guar- 
antee, Medicaid and the rest. It’s a 
false link. It shouldn’t even be there in 
the first place, and it is wrong. 

Again, this proposal is a missed op- 
portunity. It does not relieve the un- 
certainty faced by small businesses, 
the markets, and the middle class. It is 
a gimmick unworthy of the fiscal and 
economic challenges that we face. This 
proposal does not have certainty. It 
does not have growth, and it does not 
have my support. I urge a “no” vote. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. How 
much time do I have remaining, 
Madam Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has 444 min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. I would 
like to yield 1 minute to my dear friend 
from right across the river from me, 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
ANDREWS). 
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Mr. ANDREWS. Madam Speaker, an 
owner of a software company is decid- 
ing whether to hire more people today, 
a manufacturer is deciding whether to 
buy a new piece of equipment, a res- 
taurant owner is deciding whether to 
add more tables and jobs to her res- 
taurant. In order for them to decide to 
grow, they need to know there’s going 
to be a stable financial environment. 

What we’re doing today is saying to 
those decisionmakers, don’t worry, the 
government is going to pay all of its 
bills until May 19. After that, we’re not 
sure. 

The way to reduce the deficit is, yes, 
fiscal restraint and adding revenue, but 
the way to reduce the deficit is to grow 
jobs in this country. The people who 
decide to grow jobs in this country will 
not make that decision in an atmos- 
phere of financial chaos. 
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This bill creates another fiscal cliff. 
Fiscal cliffs are the problem, not the 
solution. The solution is economic 
growth. 

Let’s oppose this bill and oppose yet 
another unnecessary and contrived fis- 
cal cliff. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. JERRY 
NADLER. 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, the 
gimmick nature of this whole thing I 
won’t elaborate on. It’s been done be- 
fore. The fact that this provision of 
withholding pay from Members of Con- 
gress is unconstitutional as it varies 
Members’ pay is obvious. The argu- 
ment that withholding pay for a year 
and a half or a year and three-quarters 
is not varying compensation. It is con- 
stitutionally laughable and beneath re- 
spect. 

Secondly, this is institutionalized 
bribery and extortion. It should never 
be considered. What this provision says 
is if you vote the way we think you 
ought to vote, you’ll get paid. If you 
vote the way we think you should not 
vote, you will not get paid. That’s why 
we have this provision in the Constitu- 
tion. We should not be bribing Mem- 
bers. We should not say to a Member 
that if you think the budget before you 
is not good for the country, vote 
against it and you won’t get paid; if 
you think it’s not good for the country, 
you better vote for it because you have 
a mortgage payment coming due. 

How dare we. 

Finally, the last thing we want to do 
is say to people thinking of running for 
the Congress, if you’re not a million- 
aire, don’t run because there’s no guar- 
antee you'll be paid. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, it’s my honor to yield 1% 
minutes to the assistant Democratic 
leader, Mr. CLYBURN. 

Mr. CLYBURN. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding me this time. 

In 2011, the majority leader, Mr. CAN- 
TOR, said: 

We don’t need to be governing in 2 month 
increments. 

I agree. 

We don’t need any more uncertainty. 

I agree. 

He later said: 

Uncertainty prevents entrepreneurs from 
taking a risk, from starting a business and 
creating jobs. 

I agree. Governing in 3-month incre- 
ments is no better. It maintains a con- 
tinuous cloud of uncertainty. 

We all saw the damage caused in 2011 
when our Republican colleagues risked 
the full faith and credit of the United 
States. Businesses slowed and Standard 
& Poor’s downgraded America’s credit. 
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Going down this road again will threat- 
en our ongoing economic recovery and 
reverse job growth. 

My Republican colleagues continue 
to use the American economy as lever- 
age for their ideological agenda and 
creating another cliff is not an ade- 
quate solution. This is hostage-taking, 
and this is unacceptable. 

This bill merely kicks the can down 
the road and does nothing to end the 
uncertainty facing businesses. I urge a 
“no” vote. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. As I 
have no more speakers, I’m prepared to 
close and yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

I heard the previous speakers on the 
other side talk about no budget, no 
pay. It’s no budget, delayed pay. They 
are trying to fool the American people 
by saying we’re not getting paid, which 
is not true. We are going to be getting 
paid—which I doubt also—at the end of 
18 months. So we’re going to get paid. 

The reason why I doubt that is be- 
cause every year my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle do pass a budget. 
Do we pass a budget that we can agree 
with? No. Do they hurt the middle 
class? Yes. Do they hurt the working 
class? Yes. Do they take away safety 
nets? Yes. Do they hurt our veterans? 
Yes. 

Without question, I will make a bet 
with anybody who would like to that 
there will be a budget passed in this 
session. When that happens, they will 
try to put some pressure on the Senate, 
which can easily pass anything they 
want to pass, and then that makes this 
no budget, no pay, no teeth. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

I would just say this, Madam Speak- 
er: what we’re hearing from our Demo- 
cratic colleagues here in the House is 
really a complete disconnect from 
what we’re hearing from their Senate 
colleagues about this particular bill. 

You have House Democrats saying 
that this bill is nothing but a gimmick. 
I’ve heard it said that this bill is a 
joke. In other words, it is a gimmick or 
a joke to suggest that Congress should 
follow the law. 

I think that’s different than what 
Senate Democrats have been saying 
very vocally, that this bill actually 
would give them an opportunity to 
pass a budget and the White House say- 
ing that they won’t oppose it. Again, 
it’s a complete disconnect from my col- 
leagues here on the floor, some that 
I’m hearing on the other side there. I 
would say more pointedly that it’s a 
complete disconnect from what the 
American people have as an expecta- 
tion for their government, which is to 
follow the law, to pass a budget, to get 
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a handle on our debt and our spending, 
and to prioritize our spending. 

Again, a budget is a blueprint for a 
path forward. It speaks to the Amer- 
ican people of the priorities of their 
Congress, of their government. We will 
have lots of other opportunities to ad- 
dress this terrible national debt. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this bill, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. COOPER. Madam Speaker, | rise today 
to support No Budget, No Pay. The idea be- 
hind No Budget, No Pay came from a 
Nashvillian who approached me two years ago 
and said, “I don’t get paid if | don’t do my job, 
and do it on time. Why should Congress be 
any different?” | agreed, and | introduced No 
Budget, No Pay in 2011 during the last Con- 
gress with the help of the important non-par- 
tisan reform group No Labels. | reintroduced 
the bill, H.R. 310, last Friday, with 48 original 
cosponsors, 19 Democrats and 29 Repub- 
licans. 

The purpose of No Budget, No Pay is to get 
Congress to do its essential budgeting work 
on time. This means pay-for-performance, a 
new concept here on Capitol Hill. Getting the 
job done on time is a fundamental American 
principle yet one that has been forgotten in 
our nation’s Capitol. Our No Budget, No Pay 
proposal aligns incentives of elected officials 
with those of our citizens back home so that 
we will start completing our work on time in 
order to get paid. The purpose of this bill is 
not punishment, but performance. 

We are in an interesting parliamentary situa- 
tion today because, after stonewalling by both 
political parties, the Republican Party has 
now, suddenly and without hearings, adopted 
a diluted version of No Budget, No Pay for im- 
mediate floor consideration. Thankfully, the 
Democratic Party has decided not to make 
this a partisan issue, freeing members to vote 
as their conscience tells them. 

| am not defending Republican floor proce- 
dures, or the modifications they made to my 
bill. But the important point is that reform of 
Congress is long overdue, and this is the way 
to start, with a new type of reform that brings 
Congress back in line with the values and the 
work ethic of the American people. No work, 
no pay. No budget, no pay. 

Mr. DINGELL. Madam Speaker, I rise in op- 
position to H.R. 325, the No Budget, No Pay 
Act of 2013. 

It frustrates me to no end that my Repub- 
lican colleagues still have not learned their 
lesson from their earlier failures on matters of 
similar character. The American people want 
results, not political gimmicks, which is pre- 
cisely what this bill is. H.R. 325 does nothing 
to ensure the long-term stability of markets, 
promote sustainable economic growth, and 
protect the credit rating of the United States. 
Very much the opposite, it is a “gotcha bill” 
that allows House Republicans to thumb their 
noses at the Senate and blame it for faults in 
which House Republicans share. | have never 
been a great lover of the other body, but now 
is not the time for petulant antics. Now is the 
time for action in the public interest. 

| urge my colleagues to vote down H.R. 
325. We have time enough—though not 
much—to negotiate a bipartisan increase to 
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the debt ceiling that is not just another stop- 
gap measure creating new problems and risks 
in the immediate future. That will require good 
faith and hard work by all who choose to be 
involved. | choose so, and | hope my col- 
leagues do as well. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, this 
measure will continue to ensure funding for all 
federal government obligations and allow the 
government to continue its day to day oper- 
ations through May of 2013. 

The U.S. Constitution is clear on the subject 
of the debt limit. Section 4 of the 14th Amend- 
ment states in clear language that: “the valid- 
ity of the public debt of the United States. . . 
shall not be questioned.” 

The American people and our economy are 
being held hostage to gimmicks driven by 
polls, and unfettered brinkmanship. On the 
cusp of the inauguration of our 44th Presi- 
dent—a glorious occasion—the people de- 
serve better. 

Americans want a clean debt limit increase, 
which has been done numerous times, but the 
normal process by which the Treasury Sec- 
retary consults with the President and Con- 
gress seems to have hit a major roadblock. 
This obstructionist governing is based on a 
practice that seems to put ideology over prag- 
matism. 

The President has stated: 

“The Administration supports a long-term in- 
crease in the debt limit that would increase 
certainty and economic stability . . . Instead 
of short-term management of self-inflicted fis- 
cal crises, the President believes there is now 
an opportunity to strengthen the economy by 
putting the Nation on a sounder fiscal path. 
Progress has already been made towards that 
goal.” 

| would hope that my colleagues on the 
other side realize that these are trying times 
for the American people and brinkmanship is 
not the answer. This body must come up with 
a sensible solution to the pressing financial 
problems which plague our economy. 

It is truly shameful that during the beautiful 
transcendent inaugural weekend, in which 
many of my Houston constituents were able to 
come and enjoy Washington, DC, hospitality; 
capped off by the celebration of Dr. Martin Lu- 
ther King’s birthday, Congress is back to the 
same bad sportsmanship which has crippled 
this body to the point of gridlock. 

The measure provides funding authority for 
the first five months of 2013, through May 
2013, to allow the government to service 
debts and obligations which we have pre- 
viously incurred. 

This legislation is filled with gimmickry be- 
cause it would require House Members’ sala- 
ries to be held in escrow if we House do not 
adopt a budget resolution and Senators’ sala- 
ries to be held in escrow if the Senate doesn’t 
do the same. It appears that my colleagues on 
the right have opted for form over substance. 

We cannot continue to hold our Nation hos- 
tage, keeping the benefits of recipients of So- 
cial Security, Medicaid, and Medicare who 
have must have sleepless nights because they 
are worried about the disappearance of their 
monthly checks. 

| support a long-term increase in the debt 
limit that would increase certainty and eco- 
nomic stability. The bill before us this morning, 
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H.R. 325, is a short-term measure with unnec- 
essary complications, needlessly perpetuating 
uncertainty in the Nation’s fiscal system, 
though | would note that the Obama adminis- 
tration has given somewhat tepid support, and 
only because H.R. 325 lifts the immediate 
threat of default and indicates that my Con- 
gressional Republican colleagues have 
backed off an insistence on holding the Na- 
tion’s economy hostage to extract drastic cuts 
in Medicare, education, and other programs 
that middle-class families depend on. 

My colleagues want to buy time so that they 
can figure out how to squeeze the American 
taxpayer even more by devising bone-crunch- 
ing cuts and slashes to entitlement pro- 
grams—all of which is driven by rabid ide- 
ology—as opposed to sitting down and work- 
ing with Democrats to come up with reason- 
able budget reforms which do not hurt seniors 
and the disadvantaged. 

That is why Madam Speaker, | submitted an 
Amendment to the Rules Committee yesterday 
which: 

“Establishes that it is the sense of Congress 
that the safety net for the most vulnerable 
among us, the 15.1 percent of Americans liv- 
ing below the poverty line which includes 21 
percent of our nation’s children, must be pro- 
tected in any budget negotiations.” 

Madam Speaker, Social Security is currently 
the only source of income for nearly two-thirds 
of older American households receiving bene- 
fits, and roughly one-third of those households 
depend on Social Security for nearly all of 
their income. 

Half of those 65 and older have annual in- 
comes below $18,500, and many older Ameri- 
cans have experienced recent and significant 
losses in retirement savings, pensions, and 
home values. Today, every dollar of the aver- 
age Social Security retirement benefit of about 
$14,800 is absolutely critical to the typical 
beneficiary. 

Contrary to some claims, Social Security is 
not the cause of our nation’s deficit problem. 
Not only does the program operate independ- 
ently, but it is prohibited from borrowing. So- 
cial Security must pay all benefits from its own 
trust fund. 

If there are insufficient funds to pay out full 
benefits, benefits are automatically reduced to 
the level supported by the program’s own rev- 
enues. 

For reasons like these, | may not oppose a 
short-term solution to the debt limit and look 
forward to continuing to work with my col- 
leagues here in the House and the Senate to 
provide certainty and foment stability for the 
economy. 

| would add that instead of short-term man- 
agement of self-inflicted fiscal crises, | truly 
believe we have an opportunity to strengthen 
the economy by putting the Nation on a 
sounder fiscal path. 

Progress has already been made towards 
that goal. In 2011, the President signed into 
law $1.4 trillion in spending reductions, not 
counting additional savings from winding down 
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. We need to 
seize this template and move forward—not 
backwards. 

The fiscal agreement the President signed 
at the beginning of January increased revenue 
from high-income households by over $600 
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billion. Together with interest savings, these 
two steps will cut the deficit by more than $2.5 
trillion over the next decade. We should have 
done more to address our revenue problem. 

The President has made clear that he re- 
mains willing to work with both parties in the 
Congress to budget responsibly and to 
achieve additional deficit reduction consistent 
with the principles of balance, shared growth, 
and shared opportunity. 

The President has also made clear that he 
will not have another debate with the Con- 
gress over whether or not they should pay the 
bills that they have already racked up through 
the laws that they passed. The President has 
made clear that the Congress has only two 
options—pay their bills, or fail to do so and put 
the Nation into default. And | am in complete 
agreement. 

According to the Bipartisan Policy Center, 
spending for Medicare and Medicaid is pro- 
jected to increase from 21 percent of non-in- 
terest federal spending in 2010 to 31 percent 
by 2020. The numbers are wonkish sounding 
but in terms of real dollars, the increase is 
mammoth. That is why we must address the 
spending issue in earnest but not using the 
paltry monthly income of seniors to pay for 
yachts for millionaires. 

National spending on health care has grown 
about 2 percentage points per year faster than 
GDP over time. Federal revenues, however, 
have not kept pace, growing at roughly the 
same rate as GDP. 

As a result, federal deficits will be driven up- 
ward by federal health programs unless their 
rate of growth is tamed. This discrepancy 
must be dealt with sooner rather than later, 
but no matter how you couch it, there is no 
better translation than the word: b-r-o-k-e. 

| hasten to add that community health cen- 
ters provide much needed, high-quality 
healthcare to over 20 million Americans. 
These centers are able to serve vulnerable 
portions of the American population, including 
racial and ethnic minorities, as well as rural 
and low-income Americans. 

| want to give some pertinent facts about my 
district and why the certainty provided by H.R. 
325 is so important. 

The Houston-Sugar Land-Baytown Metro- 
politan Area consists of 10 counties: Austin, 
Brazoria, Chambers, Fort Bend, Galveston, 
Harris, Liberty, Montgomery, San Jacinto and 
Waller. 

The Houston metro area: 

It ranks sixth among U.S. metropolitan sta- 
tistical areas with a population of 5,867,489 as 
of mid—2009, and it covers more than 10,000 
square miles, and has a gross product of 
$403.8 billion, according to The Perryman 
Group. This area recorded 2.54 million payroll 
jobs in November 2010, more than the job 
counts of 31 U.S. states, including Arizona, 
Colorado and Alabama. 

The Houston economy has experienced a 
resurgence but lets remember the economic 
history: 

The recession hit Houston in September 
08. Our region lost 152,800 jobs through Jan- 
uary ’10. We began to recoup jobs starting in 
February that year and by October ’11, the re- 
gion had gained 153,000 jobs, or 101.1 per- 
cent of what we lost in the recession. 

And though Houston faces some challenges 
in the near term, the long-term outlook is 
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bright. The challenges are those of managing 
growth rather than economic stagnation. The 
long-term outlook for the Houston metro area 
is positive, and steady growth will be the norm 
for Houston for the foreseeable future. What 
Houston cannot afford right now is continued 
uncertainty from Washington, D.C. 

Moreover, given the uncertainty of final 
funding decisions and the possibility that 
across-the-board spending cuts will occur in 
March unless Congress and the President can 
reach agreement to prevent the currently 
scheduled “sequester,” it is critical that we 
work towards bipartisan solutions to our na- 
tion’s financial woes. 

Given the U.S. economy is showing signs of 
progress, it is crucial that we continue to fund 
government programs without interruption. 

Lastly, as a Senior Member of the Home- 
land Security and Judiciary Committees | un- 
derstand the importance of the U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection mission to enforce drug, 
trade and travel laws in efforts to keep our 
borders safe; and the importance of ensuring 
that our nation remains safe from terrorists 
and others who would do harm to our nation. 

In summation, | urge my colleagues to reject 
this poll-driven exercise in futility and give a 
clean debt ceiling vote so that the American 
people can carry-on with the business of 
achieving prosperity. 

This is not a new law, new outlay, or some 
random exercise in the fulfillment of the 
Obama Doctrine. In fact, according to the 
Congressional Research Service, since March 
1962, Congress has enacted 76 separate 
measures that have altered the limit on federal 
debt. Typically, the Treasury Secretary 
consults with the President and Congress, and 
the limit has been subsequently raised to ac- 
commodate our fiscal needs. 

And | close with the sacred words from our 
Constitution. Section 4 of the 14th Amendment 
states in clear language that: “the validity of 
the public debt of the United States . . . shall 
not be question.” 

And the President himself was transparent 
and sincere when he stated: 

“H.R. 325 would temporarily allow the Con- 
gress to fund commitments to which it has al- 
ready agreed. A temporary solution is not 
enough to remove the threat of default that 
Republicans in the Congress have held over 
the economy. The Congress should commit to 
paying its bills and pass a long-term clean 
debt limit increase that lifts self-inflicted and 
unnecessary uncertainty from the Nation’s 
economy.” 

| echo President Obama’s words and wish 
that this House gets its house in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 39, the pre- 
vious question is ordered on the bill, as 
amended. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. MURPHY of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I have a motion to recommit 
at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 
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Mr. MURPHY of Florida. I am op- 
posed in its current form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Murphy of Florida moves to recommit 
the bill H.R. 325 to the Committee on Ways 
and Means with instructions to report the 
same back to the House forthwith with the 
following amendment: 

Add at the end the following new section: 
SEC. 4. PROTECTING VETERANS, TROOPS, AND 

SENIORS FROM BENEFIT CUTS AND 
COST INCREASES. 

A concurrent resolution on the budget 
shall not be taken into account under sec- 
tion 3 if the concurrent resolution provides 
for— 

(1) any cut in benefits for veterans, mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces, or their families; 
or 

(2) any cut in benefits for seniors, includ- 
ing— 

(A) the elimination of guaranteed health 
insurance benefits for seniors or people with 
disabilities; 

(B) the conversion of Medicare into a 
voucher plan that provides limited payments 
to seniors or people with disabilities to pur- 
chase health care in the private health insur- 
ance market; 

(C) cuts in Medicaid health insurance bene- 
fits; 

(D) cuts in nursing home care; or 

(E) privatization of Social Security bene- 
fits. 


Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Madam 
Speaker, I reserve a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point 
of order is reserved. 

The gentleman from Florida is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes in support of his 
motion. 


1240 


Mr. MURPHY of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, this is the final amendment 
to the bill, which will not kill the bill 
or send it back to committee. If adopt- 
ed, the bill will be amended and imme- 
diately proceed to final passage. 

I appreciate that the Republican 
leadership has put forward legislation 
that would raise the Nation’s debt ceil- 
ing, agreeing that it is not an option 
for the United States to default on its 
obligations. I also support that Mem- 
bers of Congress should not be paid if 
they do not do their jobs, part of which 
is to pass a responsible budget, but I do 
not agree with the political gamesman- 
ship of, once again, playing politics 
with our serious fiscal issues and using 
short-term gimmicks rather than 
working to find long-term solutions. 
We need to stop playing games with 
the debt ceiling and spend our time and 
energy on job creation. 

I supported a clean debt limit bill. 
However, because in this version con- 
gressional pay has been tied directly to 
passing a budget, it is important to en- 
sure that the budget that is passed is 
responsible and protects our most vul- 
nerable citizens. 

My amendment would not kill the 
underlying legislation. It would merely 
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add commonsense protections to the 
bill for members of our Armed Forces, 
our veterans, and our seniors from the 
budget-cutting process. Anyone who 
supports the underlying legislation has 
no reason to not also support this 
amendment. If adopted, the debt limit 
would still be raised to allow the gov- 
ernment to pay its obligations through 
May 19, and Members of Congress 
would still have their pay withheld if 
they fail to agree to a budget resolu- 
tion by April 15. The amendment sim- 
ply clarifies that the budget resolution 
protects our troops, veterans, and sen- 
iors. 

I recently visited the West Palm 
Beach VA Medical Center and spoke 
with both veterans and staff. I heard 
their very real fears that their bene- 
fits, which they fought for, would be 
threatened by the political gamesman- 
ship in Washington. I saw that same 
anxiety in the eyes of seniors I re- 
cently spoke to from Nettles Island on 
the Treasure Coast, who worry that 
cuts to Medicare and the privatization 
of Social Security could lead to a 
choice between a meal or medicine. 
After hearing these concerns, I ex- 
pressed time and time again through- 
out my district that I could not under- 
stand why anyone would oppose 
amending the underlying legislation to 
ensure veterans, troops, and seniors are 
protected from devastating cuts. 

Madam Speaker, this amendment 
language should have the full support 
of the House. It simply states that we 
cannot cut benefits for veterans or 
members of the Armed Forces or cut 
benefits for seniors and that we will 
not gamble our grandparents’ futures 
on Wall Street or turn Medicaid into a 
for-profit voucher system designed 
more to help out the big corporations 
than those who are struggling or dis- 
abled. 

I also want to express my disappoint- 
ment that the underlying legislation is 
another short-term fix when our coun- 
try needs long-term solutions. I spoke 
to several business groups last week, 
and they want stability from our gov- 
ernment. If they had certainty, they 
would begin investing capital back into 
our economy rather than sitting on it. 
Our dysfunctional Congress is to blame 
for slowing our recovery. 

Now is the time to work together 
with courage and purpose and come to 
a grand bargain that will protect 
America’s greatness for generations to 
come. Our Nation cannot afford to con- 
tinue down the path of such fiscal irre- 
sponsibility. Such piecemeal ap- 
proaches will not address our country’s 
long-term fiscal health. Rather, we 
must look at reducing spending, gener- 
ating revenue, lowering unemploy- 
ment, addressing the long-term sus- 
tainability of Social Security and 
Medicare, and creating additional eco- 
nomic growth through job creation. 

A real fix to America’s long-term fis- 
cal issues and deficit reduction can 
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only come by truly coming to the table 
without personal agendas and with the 
recognition that America needs less po- 
litical gamesmanship and more leader- 
ship. Unfortunately, the underlying 
legislation in its current form falls 
short of what our country desperately 
needs. 

That is why I hope my amendment 
will be adopted here today as a first 
step towards putting aside partisanship 
and, instead, protecting our veterans, 
troops, and seniors. While the under- 
lying legislation is not perfect and 
while it is not the grand bargain we 
were hoping for, it would show that 
there is willingness in the 118th Con- 
gress for compromise. AS we move for- 
ward from the debate over the debt 
limit and on to other pressing fiscal 
issues, we can no longer settle for 
short-term approaches to our public 
policy but, instead, work together to 
come to the grand bargains that will 
ensure America continues to be the 
greatest country for generations to 
come. 

Madam Speaker, my amendment is 
an opportunity to show the American 
people that this Congress is willing to 
work together and compromise to ad- 
dress our fiscal issues and to protect 
our troops, veterans, and seniors. I 
urge my colleagues to vote in support 
of my commonsense amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Madam 
Speaker, I withdraw my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res- 
ervation is withdrawn. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Madam 
Speaker, I rise in opposition to the mo- 
tion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Madam 
Speaker, as I read this motion to re- 
commit, it says that the concurrent 
resolution on the budget shall not do 
this, shall not do that, shall do this, 
shall do that. This debate belongs when 
we do the budget. We’re not at the 
budget yet. 

Look, I’m glad people are excited 
about actually debating a budget. 
That’s wonderful. Let’s hold that en- 
thusiasm until we actually are debat- 
ing a budget. The purpose of this bill is 
to actually get us to have that debate, 
to have a budget. 

What’s frustrating for Democrats and 
Republicans in the House, I would like 
to say, is that the other body hasn’t 
been doing a budget for 4 years. The 
minority, to their credit, brought a 
budget to the floor. The majority has 
brought a budget to the floor and 
passed it both of the last 2 years. The 
Senate, no budget. So what we decided 
to do was to take a piece of legislation 
from the minority, from a member of 
the minority—the No Budget, No Pay 
legislation—and add it to this so that 
we can get to debating this Nation’s 
fiscal house, which is not in order, 
Madam Speaker. 
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So all I would say is we should defeat 
this motion to recommit. It is pre- 
mature, and it is prejudging a budget 
that does not yet exist. So let’s get rid 
of this motion to recommit and be seri- 
ous about this short-term extension so 
that we can make sure that we have 
the debate we deserve. 

How are we going to prevent a debt 
crisis? How are we going to balance the 
budget? How are we going to have 
growth and opportunity in this soci- 
ety? How are we going to save Medi- 
care? How are we going to make sure 
that we can pay our bills and stop our 
government from living beyond its 
means? How are we going to secure a 
future for our children and our grand- 
children? 

That’s the debate surrounding the 
budget. This is premature. It applies to 
a budget that hasn’t even been written 
yet and which will be written on a 
baseline that doesn’t even exist yet. So 
let’s defeat this motion to recommit— 
it’s silly, it’s partisan, it’s process— 
and move on to the underlying bill. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MURPHY of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of passage. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 151, nays 
277, not voting 3, as follows: 

[Roll No. 29] 


YEAS—151 
Andrews DeLauro Honda 
Barber DelBene Horsford 
Barrow (GA) Deutch Huffman 
Beatty Doggett Israel 
Becerra Doyle Jackson Lee 
Bera (CA) Duckworth Jeffries 
Bishop (GA) Engel Johnson (GA) 
Bishop (NY) Enyart Jones 
Bonamici Eshoo Kaptur 
Brady (PA) Esty Keating 
Braley (IA) Farr Kennedy 
Brownley (CA) Fattah Kildee 
Bustos Foster Kilmer 
Butterfield Frankel (FL) Kind 
Capps Gabbard Kirkpatrick 
Carney Gallego Kuster 
Cartwright Garamendi Langevin 
Castor (FL) Garcia Larsen (WA) 
Castro (TX) Grayson Larson (CT) 
Chu Green, Gene Levin 
Cicilline Grijalva Lewis 
Cooper Gutierrez Lipinski 
Courtney Hahn Loebsack 
Crowley Hanabusa Lofgren 
Cuellar Hastings (FL) Lowenthal 
Davis (CA) Higgins Lowey 
DeFazio Hinojosa Lujan Grisham 
Delaney Holt (NM) 


Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Markey 
Matheson 
McCollum 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 


Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capuano 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clarke 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cohen 

Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 

Costa 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeGette 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 


Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Pelosi 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Schakowsky 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 


NAYS—277 


Dingell 

Duffy 

Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 

Hall 

Hanna 

Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Himes 
Holding 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurt 

Issa 

Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 

Joyce 

Kelly 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 

Watt 
Waxman 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
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Roe (TN) Serrano Veasey 
Rogers (AL) Sessions Wagner 
Rogers (KY) Sherman Walberg 
Rogers (MI) Shimkus Walden 
Rohrabacher Shuster Walorski 
Rokita Simpson Wasserman 
Rooney Smith (NE) Schultz 
Ros-Lehtinen Smith (NJ) Weber (TX) 
Roskam Smith (TX) Webster (FL) 
Ross Southerland Welch 
Rothfus Stewart Wenstrup 
Royce Stivers Westmoreland 
Runyan Stockman Whitfield 
Ruppersberger Stutzman Williams 
Ryan (WI) Terry Wilson (SC) 
Salmon Thompson (CA) Wittman 
Sanchez, Loretta Thompson (MS) Wolf 
Sarbanes Thompson (PA) Womack 
Scalise Thornberry Woodall 
Schiff Tiberi Yoder 
Schock Tipton Yoho 
Schweikert Turner Young (AK) 
Scott, Austin Upton Young (FL) 
Sensenbrenner Valadao Young (IN) 
NOT VOTING—3 
Cardenas Rush Waters 
1310 
Messrs. LATTA, OLSON, PERRY, 


Ms. BASS, Messrs. SERRANO, ADER- 
HOLT, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Messrs. PAYNE, MCDERMOTT, Ms. 
EDWARDS, Mr. VEASEY, Ms. BROWN 


of Florida, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Messrs. DANNY K. 
DAVIS of Illinois, CUMMINGS, 
McGOVERN, CARSON of Indiana, 


CLAY, RICHMOND, AL GREEN of 
Texas, PERLMUTTER, THOMPSON of 
California, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 
York, Messrs. MORAN, SCHIFF, RUP- 
PERSBERGER, and BLUMENAUER 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
“nay.” 

Messrs. HUFFMAN, POLIS of Colo- 
rado, MCNERNEY, GUTIERREZ, and 
BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico 
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
“yea.” 

Mr. COHEN changed his vote from 
“present” to “nay.” 

So the motion to recommit was re- 
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 285, noes 144, 
not voting 3, as follows: 

[Roll No. 30] 


AYES—285 
Aderholt Bera (CA) Brady (TX) 
Alexander Bilirakis Braley (IA) 
Amodei Bishop (GA) Brooks (IN) 
Bachus Bishop (NY) Brownley (CA) 
Barber Bishop (UT) Buchanan 
Barletta Black Bucshon 
Barr Blackburn Burgess 
Barton Boehner Bustos 
Benishek Bonner Butterfield 
Bentivolio Boustany Calvert 


January 23, 2013 


Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Carney 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cicilline 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Delaney 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Doggett 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Enyart 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hahn 

Hal 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Higgins 
Himes 


Amash 
Andrews 
Bachmann 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 

Beatty 
Becerra 


Hinojosa 
Holding 
Horsford 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Keating 
Kelly 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Neal 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 


NOES—144 


Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
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Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Polis 
Pompeo 
Price (GA) 
Quigley 
Radel 
Rahall 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 

Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 


Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Capuano 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Chu 

Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 


Clyburn Johnson, E. B. Price (NC) 
Coble Jones Rangel 

Cohen Kaptur Richmond 
Collins (GA) Kennedy Rohrabacher 
Conyers Kildee Roybal-Allard 
Crowley King (IA) Ryan (OH) 
Cummings King (NY) Salmon 

Davis (CA) Larsen (WA) 2 G 
Davis, Danny Larson (CT) sa Hinda, 
DeGette Lee (CA) Sanchez Loretta 
DeLauro Levin Sarbanes 
DesJarlais Lofgren Schakowsk 
Dingell Lowey i y 
Doyle Luján, Ben Ray Schiff 

Duncan (TN) (NM) Schwartz 
Edwards Maloney, Scott (VA) 
Ellison Carolyn Sensenbrenner 
Engel Massie Serrano 

Eshoo Matsui Shea-Porter 
Farr McClintock Sherman 
Fattah McCollum Sires 

Frankel (FL) McDermott Slaughter 
Fudge McGovern Smith (WA) 
Gabbard Meeks Speier 

Garcia Miller, George Stockman 
Gingrey (GA) Moore Swalwell (CA) 
Gohmert Mullin Thompson (CA) 
Grayson Na ler Thompson (MS) 
Grijalva Napolitano Turner 
Gutierrez Negrete McLeod Van Hollen 
Hanabusa Neugebauer v. 

Hastings (FL) Pallone argas 

Heck (NV) Pascrell Veasey 
Herrera Beutler Payne Velazquez 
Holt Pearce Wasserman 
Honda Pelosi Schultz 
Hoyer Perlmutter Waters 
Hudson Peters (MI) Watt 
Huelskamp Petri Welch 
Huffman Pingree (ME) Williams 
Jackson Lee Pocan Wilson (FL) 
Jeffries Poe (TX) Yarmuth 
Johnson (GA) Posey Yoho 


Cardenas 


Messrs. BROOKS of Alabama, DUN- 
CAN of Tennessee and GUTIERREZ 
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to “no.” 


NOT VOTING—3 


Green, Gene 
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So the bill was passed. 


The result of the vote was announced 


as above recorded. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on 


the table. 

Stated for: 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, on rollcall No. 30, had | been 


Rush 


present, | would have voted “aye.” 


Ea 


ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN 
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Mr. BECERRA. Madam Speaker, by 
direction of the Democratic Caucus, I 
offer a privileged resolution and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 42 


Resolved, That the following named Mem- 
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol- 
lowing standing committees of the House of 
Representatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON 
Courtney. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET.—Mr. Schra- 
der. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON ETHICS.—Mr. Pierluisi, 
Mr. Capuano, Ms. Clarke, and Mr. Deutch. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERN- 
MENT REFORM.—Mr. Danny K. Davis of Illi- 
nois, Mr. Cardenas, Mr. Horsford, and Ms. 
Michelle Lujan Grisham of New Mexico. 


AGRICULTURE.—Mr. 
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(5) COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS.—Mr. 
Barber, Ms. Kuster, and Mr. Murphy of Flor- 
ida. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS.—Mr. 
Walz. 

Mr. BECERRA (during the reading). 
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the resolution be considered 
as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY, 
JANUARY 25, 2013 


Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns today, it ad- 
journ to meet at 2 p.m. on Friday, Jan- 
uary 25, 2013, and when the House ad- 
journs on that day, it adjourn to meet 
at 1 p.m. on Tuesday, January 29, 2013. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 


Ee 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
BOARD OF REGENTS OF THE 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 
pointment, pursuant to sections 5580 
and 5581 of the revised statutes (20 
U.S.C. 42-48), and the order of the 
House of January 3, 2013, of the fol- 
lowing Members on the part of the 
House to the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution: 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON, Texas 

Mr. COLE, Oklahoma 


——— 


APPOINTMENTS—OFFICE OF 
CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 
pointment, pursuant to section 4(d) of 
House Resolution 5, 118th Congress, and 
the order of the House of January 3, 
2013, of the following individuals to 
serve as the Governing Board of the Of- 
fice of Congressional Ethics: 

Nominated by the Speaker with the 
concurrence of the minority leader: 

Mr. Porter J. Goss, Florida, Chair- 
man 

Mr. James M. Eagen, III, Colorado 
Ms. Allison R. Hayward, Virginia 

Mr. Bill Frenzel, Virginia, Alternate 
Nominated by the minority leader 
with the concurrence of the Speaker: 
Mr. David Skaggs, Colorado, Co- 
Chairman 

Mrs. Yvonne Brathwaite Burke, Cali- 
fornia 

Ms. Karan English, Arizona 

Mr. Mike Barnes, Maryland, Alter- 
nate 
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1330 
MARCH FOR LIFE 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, Friday marks the an- 
nual March for Life, and I look forward 
to joining the thousands of constitu- 
ents that will journey to Washington 
to be the voice of the unborn and 
champions for their protection. With- 
out abortion, we can only imagine 
what cures, innovations, and discov- 
eries we would have today from those 
aborted babies who did not grow up to 
fulfill the purpose that God had for 
them. 

Our country is founded on the prin- 
ciples of Judeo-Christian ethics, in- 
cluding dignity of human life and life 
is an unalienable right. If we do not re- 
spect and protect the born and the un- 
born, all other values and morals are 
meaningless. 

The dignity of human life is the first 
principle of any civilized society. Abor- 
tion is contrary to one of the basic 
foundations in this great Nation of 
equal rights for all and special exemp- 
tion for none. Abortion is contrary to 
the beliefs held by most Americans 
that it is right and moral to help those 
who are in need and vulnerable. The in- 
nocent unborn are among the most vul- 
nerable. 

Thank you to the hundreds of thou- 
sands who will be in Washington on 
Friday to march for this country’s 
most vulnerable, the unborn. 


EE 
THE PAYCHECK FAIRNESS ACT 


(Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
of New Mexico asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup- 
port of the Paycheck Fairness Act, 
which is being introduced today by its 
long-time champion, Congresswoman 
ROSA DELAURO. 

I am proud to join her and my col- 
leagues in supporting this critical leg- 
islation which now protects women in 
the workforce by strengthening the 
Equal Pay Act by banning retaliation 
against workers who discuss their 
wages, helping employees challenge un- 
equal pay and making available rem- 
edies for discriminatory practices. 

We all know that women make 77 
cents for every dollar earned by men. 
The number has been repeated often, 
especially in this House, which has 
passed Paycheck Fairness twice to cor- 
rect this injustice. 

And in this tough economy, now 
more than ever before, women are the 
last line of economic defense for them- 
selves and their children, working to 
keep a roof over their family’s heads 
and food on the table. 
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That is why we need the Paycheck 
Fairness Act without delay. It is time 
for the Congress to act and give women 
a fighting chance to receive fair pay for 
their hard work. It’s time to get this 
legislation to the President’s desk. 


EE 
NATIONAL SCHOOL CHOICE WEEK 


(Mr. MESSER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize National School 
Choice Week, which has grown from 200 
organizations and 150 events in 2011 to 
500 organizations and more than 3,500 
events this year. 

National School Choice Week high- 
lights the benefits of school choice and 
the need to provide meaningful school 
options to students and families across 
this country. The school choice move- 
ment is based on one essential truth: 
that when parents have a choice, kids 
have an opportunity. School choice 
programs empower parents so they can 
send their kids to schools that best 
meet their needs. 

As the former president of School 
Choice Indiana, I am proud of the more 
than 10,000 Hoosier children who have 
better opportunities today because of 
Indiana’s school choice programs. 
Those programs work, and I will work 
for their continued expansion as a 
member of the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

Mr. Speaker, school choice is an idea 
that transcends ideology and party af- 
filiation, providing opportunities that 
every child deserves. 


EE 


EXPORT LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS 


(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, there 
is good news about energy. We have un- 
tapped natural resources here at home. 
In the United States, we have natural 
gas that can be turned into liquefied 
natural gas. Other nations don’t have 
this. We have so much natural gas that 
we can export it by selling it as LNG. 
Not only will exporting LNG bring 
money and energy back home; it will 
create jobs. This means jobs and cap- 
ital for Americans and American com- 
panies. 

Even the Department of Energy says 
that expanded export of LNG will ben- 
efit the United States economy. In 
2010, the oil and natural gas industry 
added $476 billion to our economy. To 
top it off, the oil and natural gas indus- 
try employs 9.2 million people in Amer- 
ica. We are missing out on this oppor- 
tunity by not exporting LNG. We’ve ig- 
nored this opportunity far too long. 
Let’s stop relying on Middle Eastern 
nations and use more natural gas and 
export it as LNG. 


January 23, 2013 
And that’s just the way it is. 


NO BUDGET, NO PAY FOR MR. 
REID 


(Mr. STUTZMAN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, grow- 
ing up back home on the farm in Indi- 
ana, we all knew that ‘if you don’t 
work, you don’t eat.” Unfortunately, 
that doesn’t hold true if you’re the ma- 
jority leader in the United States Sen- 
ate. 

It’s been 4 years since Senate Major- 
ity Leader HARRY REID has brought a 
budget to the floor of the United States 
Senate. You could build the Pentagon 
three times in that timeframe. It’s 
time to pass a budget out of the United 
States Senate, and Senator REID 
should not be paid until it’s done. 

The House has acted responsibly. 
We’ve met our deadlines, and we have 
set our priorities. I was part of the 
House Budget Committee when we put 
together budgets that tried to get our 
out-of-control spending under control 
and rein in our $16 trillion of debt. The 
Senate has not acted one time in that 
timeframe. 

It’s time to make the hard choices 
and do the work necessary to restore 
fiscal responsibility to Washington. It’s 
time for Senator REID to pass a budget 
or withhold his paycheck. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING EDEN PRAIRIE 
POLICE 40TH ANNIVERSARY 


(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the Eden Prairie Po- 
lice Department as they celebrate their 
40th anniversary this year. Since the 
creation of the Public Safety Depart- 
ment in December of 1972, the Eden 
Prairie community has been safer and 
stronger because of the wonderful work 
of its police officers. 

A police department that started 
with only five officers, a secretary and 
two patrol cars has grown to be a thriv- 
ing pillar of our community, employ- 
ing more than 60 officers today. 

Every day, I am amazed by the hard 
work of police departments and officers 
across Minnesota, but I am particu- 
larly and especially proud of my home- 
town Eden Prairie Police Department 
and would like to congratulate them 
and all of its officers on an impressive 
40 years serving our community. 

To Chief Reynolds and every Eden 
Prairie police officer, past and present, 
thank you for your service and also 
thank you for providing for our contin- 
ued safety. 


January 23, 2013 
HENRY CLAY, THE GREAT 


COMPROMISER 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CRAMER). Under the Speaker’s an- 


nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. BARR) 
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des- 
ignee of the majority leader. 

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, when I grad- 
uated from Henry Clay High School in 
Lexington, Kentucky, just over 20 
years ago, I had little notion that I 
would stand before you today occu- 
pying the seat which the Great Com- 
promiser himself once held. 

Henry Clay was first elected to this 
House in 1811 becoming the only person 
elected as Speaker the same day he 
took office. During his remarkable four 
decades on the national stage, he 
steered America through a daunting 
array of crises, each of which might 
have shattered the Union absent his re- 
markable leadership. 

Indeed, Henry Clay demonstrated 
that an unwavering dedication to prin- 
ciple and a practical commitment to 
compromise are not incompatible val- 
ues. They are, instead, the tools of 
statesmanship, the implements of 
progress, and the guardians of freedom. 

He was Abraham Lincoln’s ‘‘beau 
ideal of a great man.” Eulogizing Clay 
in 1852, Lincoln called him “the man 
for a crisis,” declaring that Clay ‘‘de- 
sired the prosperity of his countrymen 
partly because they were his country- 
men, but chiefly to show the world 
that freemen could be prosperous. 

Henry Clay understood the indispen- 
sable link between liberty, prosperity, 
and basic human dignity. His struggle 
to harness our system of checks and 
balances to serve these goals echoes 
across the generations. The process 
was messy, and the path ahead was 
fraught with danger and uncertainty; 
but the Great Compromiser governed 
in the national interest without com- 
prising himself or forgetting who sent 
him there. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored, indeed I 
am awed, by the legacy of Henry Clay 
and the exceptional men who followed 
him; but I did not come here as the 
self-styled heir to that legacy. 
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Instead, I came here as a father con- 
cerned about his children’s future. I 
came here as a Kentuckian determined 
to fight for my State’s signature indus- 
tries. And I came here as an American 
committed to restoring the American 
Dream. 

My district, in central and eastern 
Kentucky, offers a panoramic view of 
the values, dreams, and passions that 
have animated our Nation since its be- 
ginnings. Historically anchored in Ken- 
tucky’s bluegrass region, the Sixth 
District now extends to the Appa- 
lachian foothills, bordering the coal- 
fields of the Cumberland Plateau. 

We are perhaps most recognized as 
the horse capital of the world. Indeed, 
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the world came to Kentucky just over 
2 years ago when Lexington hosted the 
Alltech FEI World Equestrian Games. 
Yet that event offers just the latest ex- 
ample of our State’s deep integration 
with the global economy. 

Georgetown, Kentucky, is home to 
the largest Toyota manufacturing fa- 
cility outside of Japan, a facility which 
provides 7,000 well-paying jobs that 
produces the Camry, the most popular 
American-made car in the United 
States. 

These jobs in turn rely upon some of 
the lowest electricity costs in the Na- 
tion, which Kentucky’s coal industry 
makes possible. Having endured the as- 
tonishing assault of the war on coal 
during the last 4 years, Kentucky’s 
coal industry continues to offer the re- 
ality of affordable energy today and 
the promise of an affordable, reliable, 
and clean source of American energy 
for centuries to come. 

Kentuckians are also capitalizing 
upon our State’s enormous potential 
for tourism through creative initia- 
tives like the Bourbon Trail, which 
now draws an estimated 400,000 visitors 
every year. We are introducing the 
world to our special distilling heritage. 

The Sixth District offers a number of 
historic treasures, such as Daniel 
Boone’s settlement, Fort Boones- 
borough, and in Frankfort, even our 
new State capitol and executive man- 
sion are listed on the National Register 
of Historic Places. Plus, tourists and 
residents alike can enjoy natural at- 
tractions of stunning majesty, such as 
Red River Gorge, Natural Bridge, and 
Cave Run, which provide almost limit- 
less opportunities for outdoor recre- 
ation. 

The Sixth District also remains home 
to a diverse and thriving agricultural 
economy. We are best known for to- 
bacco, but many people may not know 
that Kentucky possesses more head of 
cattle than any State east of the Mis- 
sissippi. 

These industries are supported with 
colleges and universities filled with 
outstanding teaching and research pro- 
fessionals. Institutions like the Univer- 
sity of Kentucky—my alma mater— 
Eastern Kentucky University, Transyl- 
vania University, Kentucky State Uni- 
versity, Georgetown College, Midway 
College, and the members of our com- 
munity and technical college system. 

The University of Kentucky is well- 
known for its proud tradition of college 
basketball, having won eight national 
championships, most recently in 2012. 

Underlying all of these success sto- 
ries is the unique pride and attachment 
to place that distinguishes Kentuck- 
ians wherever you find us. Our State’s 
pioneer heritage survives as the well- 
spring of our determination to survive 
and excel against overwhelming odds. 
No matter the challenge, we will per- 
severe. We will lead. And with God’s 
help, we will prosper together. 
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Mr. Speaker, I am humbled beyond 
measure to represent a people who em- 
body the spirit, the generosity, and the 
creativity that define America’s great- 
ness. I pray that my service proves 
equal to their trust. 

Through the lens of time, Henry Clay 
appears larger than life, yet our Repub- 
lic has a habit of producing the right 
men and women at the right time. To- 
gether, let’s strive after Henry Clay’s 
model of leadership. Given the gravity 
of our challenge, each of us must. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 


EE 
TERRORIST ATTACK IN BENGHAZI 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. WOLF) is recognized for the 
remainder of the hour. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, more than 4 
months have passed since the terrorist 
attacks in Benghazi, which killed four 
Americans, including our ambassador, 
injured many others, and destroyed 
two U.S. facilities. Yet, despite the 
months that have passed, we’re hardly 
closer to bringing those responsible to 
justice than we were in the weeks im- 
mediately following the attack. Put 
bluntly, the lack of progress in identi- 
fying and hunting down the terrorists 
responsible is stunning. 

Consider the current state of the 
Obama administration’s investigation 
and response to the attack: 

Four months later, the administra- 
tion still cannot or will not name the 
terrorist groups responsible for the at- 
tacks or the names of these group lead- 
ers; 

Four months later, despite consulate 
video footage that many Members of 
Congress have seen and many eye- 
witnesses, not a single Benghazi terror 
suspect is in custody; 

Four months later, the FBI has had 
access to only one suspect, Ali Harzi, 
for just 3 hours, and the Tunisian Gov- 
ernment kept the FBI team waiting for 
more than 5 weeks before finally grant- 
ing access; 

Four months later, the administra- 
tion still has not disclosed the serious 
connections between the groups behind 
the Benghazi attack and the leaders of 
the attack on the U.S. embassies in 
Cairo, Tunis, and Sana’a that same 
week of September 11; 

Four months later, following the re- 
lease of the Pickering report on State 
Department failures leading up to the 
attack, not a single State Department 
employee has been fired and held re- 
sponsible for their role in denying ade- 
quate security for the consulate in 
Benghazi; 

Four months later, despite Secretary 
Clinton’s September 21 declaration 
when she said, ‘‘What happened was a 
terrorist attack, and we will not rest 
until we have tracked down and 
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brought to justice the terrorists who 
murdered four Americans,” this admin- 
istration seems to have not only rest- 
ed, but to have moved on and appar- 
ently hopes that the Congress and the 
American people will too. 

Just today, the New York Times is 
reporting: 

Several Egyptian members of the squad of 
militants that lay bloody siege to an Alge- 
rian gas complex last week also took part in 
the deadly attack on the United States Mis- 
sion in Libya in September. 

Mr. Speaker, 4 months later, this is 
an unacceptable state of affairs. Quite 
frankly, the Obama administration has 
failed. They have failed to prioritize 
this investigation. They have failed to 
bring the necessary pressure to bear on 
the Libyan, Tunisian, and Egyptian 
Governments. But more fundamen- 
tally, the administration has failed to 
respond to a terrorist attack appro- 
priately, treating it as a law enforce- 
ment and diplomatic issue, rather than 
the security issue that it is. 

At its core, this is yet another reflec- 
tion of President Obama’s schizo- 
phrenic counterterrorism policy, the 
same administration that unapologet- 
ically rains down lethal drone attacks 
on some al Qaeda affiliate terrorists in 
Pakistan, Yemen, and Somalia and will 
not use other counterterrorism re- 
sources to identify, locate, and detain 
the terrorists involved in the death of 
our ambassador and others in Libya. 

This inconsistent policy may stem 
from the President’s hasty campaign 
promise to shut down Guantanamo Bay 
in Gitmo and prematurely transfer de- 
tention facilities in Iraq and Afghani- 
stan. In doing so, the President effec- 
tively ended America’s ability to de- 
tain and interrogate terrorists, depriv- 
ing the FBI, the CIA, and other agen- 
cies of critical opportunities to obtain 
information on al Qaeda networks. 

Today, as the case of Benghazi sus- 
pect Ali Harzi has demonstrated, the 
United States is completely reliant on 
the cooperation of host countries to de- 
tain on our behalf and selectively allow 
access to suspects. As in the case of 
Harzi, as demonstrated, this approach 
is fraught with diplomatic roadblocks, 
costing critical time in getting infor- 
mation from suspects to track terrorist 
networks. Perhaps that is why Presi- 
dent Obama so often opts to use lethal 
drone strikes to kill terrorists, know- 
ing that the U.S. would be unable to 
get access to interrogate these terror 
suspects by working through host gov- 
ernments or because he no longer has a 
way to detain them in U.S. custody 
short of providing them the full privi- 
leges of an article III court. 
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In short, the President has tied his 
own hands, compromised U.S. national 
security and put the FBI in an impos- 


sible position. The FBI has been asked 
to treat the terrorist attack where four 
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Americans died as if it’s a law enforce- 
ment activity and has been put in a 
compromised and very difficult spot, 
and they have laid the groundwork for 
the administration’s inept response in 
the wake of the terrorist attack in 
Benghazi. 

To make matters worse, the adminis- 
tration has not even seen any signifi- 
cant success from its diplomatic-fo- 
cused response. When Tunisia refused 
to allow the FBI access to Harzi for 
more than 5 weeks, the administration 
took no public steps to use diplomatic 
tools, like U.S. foreign assistance, to 
pressure the Tunisians to make Harzi 
available. In fact, the FBI only gained 
access after Members of Congress 
threatened amendments to cut off or 
restrict Tunisia’s foreign aid if they 
continued to obstruct the FBI inves- 
tigation. 

I was among those Members of Con- 
gress along with LINDSEY GRAHAM and 
Senator MCCAIN and others. In the in- 
terim, I urged the administration to 
act immediately to suspend foreign as- 
sistance if the Tunisian Government 
persisted in obstructing the investiga- 
tion. On January 4, I received a tepid— 
and it was tepid—response from the 
Acting Deputy Assistant Adminis- 
trator for Legislative and Public Af- 
fairs at USAID with a bland assurance 
that the Tunisian Government was co- 
operating. Was cooperating? Five 
weeks and the FBI had to wait? Then 
the FBI had 3 hours to talk to him, and 
we gave this Tunisian Government, Mr. 
Speaker, $320 million last year? Days 
later, Ali Harzi was released. 

Today, I again wrote USAID, express- 
ing my disappointment that the admin- 
istrator himself could not respond di- 
rectly to a Member of Congress who 
serves on a committee of jurisdiction 
and, further, pointed out what should 
be obvious—that the Tunisian Govern- 
ment did not cooperate. The Tunisian 
Government never seriously thought 
the aid—precious taxpayer money—was 
in jeopardy. The Tunisian Government 
has not faced a single consequence for 
undermining U.S. national security. I 
submit my letter for the RECORD. 

Sadly, the failure to respond force- 
fully and appropriately to the Benghazi 
attack will undoubtedly encourage our 
enemies and make the world a more 
dangerous place for Americans working 
in hostile environments around the 
world. This failure to respond has en- 
dangered future Embassy staffs and 
Ambassadors—the Federal employees 
who serve our country at great risk. 

Rather than demonstrating that 
there will be no quarter, no respite, no 
safe haven for terrorists who threaten 
American officials abroad, the message 
the administration has sent is that 
there is no apparent consequence for 
these actions. This will only embolden 
our enemy to plan the next Benghazi, 
knowing that under this administra- 
tion there is less consequence even for 
their involvement in such an attack. 
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In this context, perhaps it is not sur- 
prising that the al Qaeda-affiliated ter- 
rorist group Ansar al-Sharia brazenly 
took pictures of the FBI agents inter- 
viewing Harzi and posted pictures on 
their Web sites; and when the Tunisian 
Government released Harzi, Ansar al- 
Sharia was there to welcome him and 
post a video of the celebration of his 
release. Again, these antagonistic ac- 
tions have been met by silence from 
this administration. 

As Steve Hayes and Tom Joscelyn re- 
ported in The Weekly Standard this 
week: 

U.S. officials tell The Weekly Standard 
that the release of the photos was a clear at- 
tempt to intimidate the Americans and show 
that the FBI could not act with impunity. 

In its posting, Ansar al-Sharia Tuni- 
sia warned the Tunisian people that 
their government had allowed the FBI 
“to begin investigating your sons 
under post-revolutionary protection.” 

Consider that, in the same week of 
the Benghazi attack, our Embassies in 
Cairo, Tunis and Sana were also over- 
run in an increasingly apparent coordi- 
nated plot. In each case, the American 
flag was ripped down and burned, and a 
black al Qaeda flag was flown in its 
place. We are fortunate and blessed 
that none of these incidents resulted in 
a loss of life. They were, nonetheless, 
an attack on America by hostile 
groups. 

As the administration’s own State 
Department Web site states: ‘‘Any at- 
tack on an Embassy is considered an 
attack on the country it represents.” 
Each Embassy and consulate that was 
overrun the week of September 11 rep- 
resents, in its own way, a public attack 
on America, and in the months that 
have followed, this administration has 
demonstrated that there are no con- 
sequences for breaching our Embassies 
or for killing our personnel. 

I fear that the latest hostage-taking 
and killing of Americans and other 
Westerners in Algeria is a manifesta- 
tion of a newfound confidence by our 
enemy in knowing that they may face 
no serious consequences from this ad- 
ministration for their murderous acts. 
It is telling that neither President 
Obama nor any others in his adminis- 
tration have made a public statement 
on the recent terrorist activities in Al- 
geria, whereas the head of France and 
the head of England have spoken out 
over and over and over. 

All the while, the Arab Spring, which 
was fanned by this administration to 
much fanfare, has become an Arab Win- 
ter, and for many of the people in the 
Middle East and North Africa, this 
Arab Winter—a new safe haven for al 
Qaeda-affiliated groups—is forming, 
ideologically fueled by the release of 
terrorists and extremists from prisons 
and flush with weapons provided to 
anti-Qadhafi rebels last year. 

We are witnessing the potential for- 
mation of the next front in the war on 
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terror, but we increasingly have an ad- 
ministration that no longer considers 
it a war worth fighting no matter the 
cost to American power or to the safe- 
ty of our people abroad. While some 
have described the Obama doctrine as 
leading from behind, it is increasingly 
clear that the Obama doctrine means 
not leading at all. While most of the re- 
sponsibility falls on the President and 
his administration, the Congress—the 
House and the Senate—and the media 
share some blame for failing to ade- 
quately investigate and bring attention 
to the many questions surrounding the 
administration’s response to Benghazi. 

Aside from a handful of reporters 
who have stayed with this story and 
have continued to raise questions 
about the administration’s words and 
deeds, I can’t help but wonder: Where 
are the New York Times, the Wash- 
ington Post, or the network news pro- 
grams? Why in the wake of last week’s 
deadly terrorist attack in Algeria are 
no reporters investigating the serious 
links between al Qaeda’s affiliates in 
North Africa and the connection be- 
tween the groups? 

Equally important, where has the 
Congress been in investigating both the 
circumstances of the attack and the 
administration’s response over the last 
4 months? Despite a handful of hear- 
ings, many in classified settings and 
done by very capable and good people, 
the American people have not been pro- 
vided with anything close to an ade- 
quate answer to the following ques- 
tions. It is not only important for the 
Congress to find out; it is important 
for the American people to find out. 
Have they been given answers to these 
questions? 

Secretary Panetta, Attorney General 
Holder and DNI Clapper still have not 
testified publicly before Congress as to 
what steps they took during the attack 
and in the days that followed. 

What were the President’s activities 
during the 7-hour period of attack? 

Why wasn’t the U.S. military de- 
ployed to assist? 

On the anniversary of the worst ter- 
rorist attack in American history and 
after multiple attacks this year on 
U.S. and Western interests, why were 
U.S. military units and assets in the 
region not ready, alert, and in a posi- 
tion to respond? After all, two of the 
four people killed were murdered 7 
hours after the fighting began. 

Why do we still not have the clear 
answers on the internal process that 
produced the inaccurate and, frankly, 
misleading talking points on which 
Ambassador Rice relied several days 
after the attack? 

Why were the testimonies of the U.S. 
personnel who were evacuated from 
Benghazi on September 12—eye- 
witnesses who knew there was never a 
demonstration outside the consulate— 
not immediately factored into the 
judgments of our intelligence commu- 
nity? 
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Have the witnesses who were there on 
the scene, government employees, good 
people—all risking their lives—been 
called to come up and been given the 
opportunity to talk to Members on 
both sides of the aisle? The answer to 
date is “no.” 

Why hasn’t Secretary Clinton been 
interviewed by the Pickering Commis- 
sion? 

Was the White House aware of the 
FBI investigation of General Petraeus? 
If not, why not? 

To date, Congress has failed to get 
these answers, and it has not developed 
a coordinated or substantial investiga- 
tive plan to fully explore this critical 
matter, which has a direct bearing on 
U.S. national security. In the absence 
of serious oversight, the media has 
moved on. In the absence of this, the 
administration, which has so much to 
account for to the American people, re- 
ceives a carte blanche from the legisla- 
tive branch to continue its question- 
able policies. 

These matters are too serious to be 
brushed aside. There are critical legis- 
lative decisions the next Congress will 
have to make based on answers to 
these questions; but, more impor- 
tantly, the American people deserve 
the answers to these questions, includ- 
ing open hearings and an unclassified 
report. 
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Mr. Speaker, for these reasons I re- 
main convinced that a House select 
committee on the terrorist attack in 
Benghazi is needed more than ever. 
That is why last week I introduced my 
resolution, H. Res. 36, with 20 of our 
colleagues joining as cosponsors. 

A select committee is essential to 
combine the myriad existing investiga- 
tions into a single, comprehensive, and 
exhaustive review. I believe such a 
combined effort will yield even more 
information regarding the true nature 
of these terrorist attacks and the ad- 
ministration’s response will not allow 
administration officials to offer up 
siloed accounts to various committees. 

The select committee I am proposing 
should draw from the existing congres- 
sional investigations by including the 
chairman and ranking member of each 
committee of jurisdiction—the Intel- 
ligence Committee, Mr. ROGERS and 
Mr. RUPPERSBERGER have done a great 
job; the Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Mr. ROYCE and Mr. ENGEL do a great 
job; the Judiciary Committee, the 
same way; the Armed Services Com- 
mittee; the Homeland Security Com- 
mittee; the Oversight and Government 
Reform Committee; as well as five ad- 
ditional Republican Members ap- 
pointed by the Speaker and two addi- 
tional Democrats appointed by the mi- 
nority leader so it is truly bipartisan. 

I appreciate the support I’ve received 
for this resolution from the original co- 
sponsors, as well as the Heritage Foun- 
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dation; former Senator from Ten- 
nessee, Fred Thompson, who was coun- 
sel on the Watergate Select Com- 
mittee; former Ambassador John 
Bolton; and General Jerry Boykin, a 
former special operations officer and 
CIA operative who is widely respected 
in the intelligence community. 

Mr. Speaker and Members of this 
body, we owe it to the families of the 
victims and the American people to 
fully investigate this terrorist attack. 
I urge my colleagues to support my 
resolution to create a House select 
committee. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 23, 2013. 
Dr. RAJIV SHAH, 
Administrator, Agency For International Devel- 
opment, Washington, DC. 

DEAR DR. SHAH: Ms. Barbara Bennett, act- 
ing deputy assistant administrator for legis- 
lative and public affairs at USAID recently 
sent a response to my December 11, 2012 let- 
ter to you. I was disappointed you did not re- 
spond directly to a Member of Congress who 
serves on a committee of jurisdiction, espe- 
cially given that my concern was budgetary 
in nature. 

Just days after I received your response, 
Tunisian authorities released Ali Harzi, a 
key suspect in the September 11 terrorist at- 
tack on the U.S. consulate and annex in 
Benghazi, which took the lives of four Amer- 
icans, including the U.S. ambassador, and re- 
sulted in the destruction of two U.S. facili- 
ties. This development is completely at odds 
with USAID’s assurances in the response let- 
ter that ‘“. .. Tunisian authorities are co- 
operating with the Department [State] 
through normal law enforcement channels.’’ 
Respectfully, I would also like to remind you 
that I chair the Commerce-Justice-Science 
appropriations subcommittee which has ju- 
risdiction over the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation (FBI). Consequently, while Ms. Ben- 
nett indicated that USAID ‘‘could not pro- 
vide further detail,” I am well-versed on the 
investigation and can say with confidence 
that releasing Ali Harzi is an affront to U.S. 
national security and rule of law, given the 
evidence of his alleged involvement. 

Furthermore, your assertion that U.S. as- 
sistance is critical to ‘“‘Tunisia’s successful 
democratic transition” is misguided. Tunisia 
is not transitioning successfully. I have en- 
closed for your review a recent piece which 
ran in Bloomberg Businessweek, ‘‘Revolution 
and Entropy,” which paints a bleak picture 
of progress in Tunisia. A January 14 Reuters 
piece described large street protests in the 
capital city during which protestors chanted, 
‘‘Where is the constitution? Where is democ- 
racy?” Democratic transition aside, the Tu- 
nisian government, as evidenced by this 
most recent development with Ali Harzi, is 
working at cross-purposes with U.S. national 
interests. 

During these tight budgetary times, when 
worthy programs face constraints and cuts, 
our national priorities should undergird our 
foreign assistance. The administration con- 
tinues to claim that bringing the perpetra- 
tors to justice for the deadly attack on the 
U.S. consulate is a priority. And yet its ac- 
tions are inconsistent with such sentiments, 
particularly in the case of Tunisia. 

We must send a clear and unequivocal mes- 
sage to the Tunisian government. U.S. aid 
must not be taken for granted. U.S. national 
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security considerations are a cornerstone of 
our foreign policy. When those interests are 
undermined, there are consequences. 

I look forward to a personal response to 
this letter and any future correspondence. 
Best wishes. 

Sincerely, 
FRANK R. WOLF, 
Member of Congress. 
[From Bloomberg Businessweek, Jan. 14-20, 
2013] 
REVOLUTION AND ENTROPY 


(By Norman Pearlstine and Tarek el- 
Tablawy) 

In Tunisia, where the Arab Spring began, 
the transition to democracy is sputtering. 

Two years after he set himself on fire, 
Mohamed Bouazizi remains history’s most 
famous fruit vendor. Like many enterprising 
Tunisians, Bouazizi, 26, was subject to con- 
stant fines of as much as 10 times his daily 
earnings as he tried to make a living on the 
streets of Sidi Bouzid. After his scale and 
cart were seized on Dec. 17, 2010, he doused 
himself with a liter of paint solvent while 
standing in front of the provincial governor’s 
office. A flick of a lighter and... 

What then? Tunisia’s revolution and the 
Arab Spring that followed created a list of 
dead, imprisoned, or exiled autocrats—in- 
cluding Egypt’s Hosni Mubarak, Libya’s 
Muammar Qaddafi, and Tunisia’s own Zine 
el-Abidine Ben Ali. (Syria’s Bashar Assad 
hangs on, brutally.) But hope and vengeance 
are very different from progress, as Ben Ali’s 
successor as president, the physician and ex- 
opposition leader Moncef Marzouki, has dis- 
covered. 

On Dec. 17, 2012, Marzouki went to Sidi 
Bouzid to commemorate the man and the 
moment that began all the changes in the re- 
gion, only to be greeted by angry chants of 
“Leave! Leave!” When he told the crowd he 
lacked a ‘‘magic wand” to cure Tunisia’s ills, 
the response was a hailstorm of rocks and to- 
matoes. Marzouki had to be hustled into a 
car and sped away from the stage. 

“Nothing has changed, and that’s the sad 
reality,” says Mohamad Amri, a close friend 
of the Bouazizi family. Unemployment is of- 
ficially 18 percent, but a September study 
published by the Middle East Economic As- 
sociation says about 50 percent of young 
Tunisians with higher education are without 
work. At 33, Amri is unemployed and relies 
on an allowance from his father to cover 
soaring food and living costs, “I feel like I 
need to be optimistic, but in the end, Pm 
pessimistic.”’ 

On Dec. 12, Fitch Ratings downgraded 
Tunisia’s sovereign ratings, citing the slow 
transition to a free economy and ‘large twin 
budget and current-account deficits.” Stand- 
ard & Poor’s has downgraded the country to 
junk status, too. Meji Djelloul, a professor of 
Islamic history at Manouba University in 
Tunis, the capital, says 80 percent of his stu- 
dents are eager to leave after graduating. 
“In 25 years of teaching I have never encoun- 
tered such a sense of helplessness,” he says. 

It need not be this bleak. The revolution 
lifted restraints on expression that had ex- 
isted for decades, and Tunisians seem to 
agree that even without a functioning con- 
stitution, they feel more free—a significant 
accomplishment. The country has close so- 
cial and economic ties to Europe, a highly 
educated populace, and infrastructure that’s 
among the best in the Arab world, with good 
roads and nine commercial airports serving a 
country the size of Florida. 

Tunisia has the further comfort of know- 
ing it’s not alone. In its political and eco- 
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nomic struggles, Egypt is Tunisia’s larger, 
perhaps more troubled mirror. Both saw 
Islamists take top government positions 
while Salafis, who embrace the strictest, 
most puritanical interpretation of Islam, 
have pressed for an even greater role for reli- 
gion in the reborn nations. (Egyptian 
secularists are angered by a constitution 
they say was forced upon them, while 
Tunisia’s latest constitutional draft was 
stripped of references to sharia, or Islamic 
law.) Both countries also saw their econo- 
mies contract sharply in reaction to change. 
Egypt’s net international reserves tell al- 
most 60 percent, to $15 billion, over the past 
two years. Tunisia’s economy contracted 1.8 
percent in 2011. Last year growth was likely 
2.7 percent and could rise to 3.3 percent this 
year, says the International Monetary Fund. 
“We are going through a complicated transi- 
tion, not unlike what Eastern Europe went 
through,” says Tunisian Foreign Minister 
Rafik Abdessalem, a former professor of poli- 
tics in Britain who returned to Tunisia after 
the revolution. ‘‘We need to prove that it is 
possible to have democracy in the Arab 
world.” 

Weaker, economies in Europe have hurt 
tourism and exports, two of Tunisia’s chief 
sources of revenue. That’s left officials ap- 
pealing to the U.S., the United Arab Emir- 
ates, and Qatar, for investment. So far Tuni- 
sia hasn’t received the support it sought, let 
alone the aid it was promised. At its May 
2011 summit in Deauville, France, the Group 
of Eight pledged more than $30 billion to as- 
sist new Arab governments. ‘‘When we spoke 
about intentions, it was $30 billion,” jokes 
Alaya Bettaieb, secretary of state to the 
minister of investment and international co- 
operation. ‘‘When we spoke about action, it 
was $250 million” that was delivered. 

Tunisia’s transition from dictatorship to 
democracy would have been easier had the 
collapse of the Ben Ali regime not been so 
sudden. Amri, Bouazizi’s friend, suggests the 
man who started it all didn’t even know how 
flammable the paint thinner he poured on 
himself was, let-alone the impact of his act 
of martyrdom. Other protesters, in Tunisia 
and across the Arab world, decided to set 
themselves afire in the weeks and months 
that followed. Hernando de Soto, the Peru- 
vian economist best known for his work 
seeking property rights for peasants, has 
studied the underclass in Tunisia, Egypt, and 
elsewhere. He documented 164 deaths by self- 
immolation in the six months following 
Bouazizi’s act. ‘‘The ground was fertile so- 
cially, economically, and politically for this 
kind of statement,” says Ali Bouazizi, a 
cousin who played a key role in the revolu- 
tion by filming and uploading to his 
Facebook page a video of the protest after 
the fruit seller’s death. 

The embers of unrest remain hot. Tunisia’s 
first truly free elections in 2011 yielded a 
Constituent Assembly charged with drafting 
the country’s new charter and also serving as 
its parliament. Ennahda, the moderate 
Islamist party whose name translates to 
Renaissance, won 41 percent of the seats and 
together with two smaller secular parties 
formed a ruling coalition. 

The constitution is still a source of great 
uncertainty, as are Ennahda’s broader inten- 
tions. Critics on the right maintain that the 
party has stressed its commitment to 
Tunisia’s secular tradition in public, while 
urging Salafis to be patient for the realiza- 
tion of their goals behind closed doors. 
Salafis, including Mouldi Mojahed, who 
heads the Salafi-controlled al-Asala Party, 
says Ennahda ‘‘has backed away from its 
principles.” 
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Neither side has been pacified. Salafis have 
been blamed for the serial arson of stores 
selling alcohol as well as the September at- 
tack on the U.S. embassy amid outrage over 
a YouTube clip denigrating Islam’s prophet. 
Ahmed Nejib Chebbi, an Official in the oppo- 
sition Jumhuri, or Republican, Party says, 
“The Islamists don’t know how to govern,” 
and the win by Ennahda in October 2011 was 
“not very reassuring to the economic stake- 
holders in the country.” 

Prime Minister Hamadi Jebali has tried to 
walk the middle ground. ‘‘The Tunisian peo- 
ple have their own identity, and they agreed 
on this identity,” says Jebali in an inter- 
view, affirming the country’s commitment 
to secularism. Jebali, who spent 10 years in 
solitary confinement while Ben Ali con- 
trolled the country, says the new constitu- 
tion won’t impose Islamic law and will re- 
spect women’s rights. He and Ennahda have 
also pledged to support a market economy, if 
not a workers’ paradise; he rages at those he 
suggests have riled up. labor unions and 
“who live with the idea of the proletariat 
revolution, and who believe that the revolu- 
tion in Tunisia was led by the proletariat.” 

Sorting out how to improve the lives of or- 
dinary Tunisians, regardless of their politics, 
is complicated by a lack of economic facts. 
At a conference organized by Utica, a group 
representing Tunisia’s largest employers, De 
Soto, the economist, estimated that the 
black market economy is more than 10 times 
the size of all companies on the country’s 
stock exchange. Others have suggested off- 
the-books trade represents as much as 30 per- 
cent of Tunisia’s GDP. The divisions between 
the corporate and informal sectors run deep- 
er than matters of accounting. Wided 
Bouchmaorii, Utica’s president and head of 
one of Tunisia’s largest business enterprises, 
says the informal economy condones vio- 
lence. ‘‘It is disastrous for legitimate busi- 
nesses serving consumers,” she says. 

Prime Minister Jebali acknowledges the 
size of the informal economy and continued 
problems with corruption. (The nation saw 
its corruption ranking, issued by Trans- 
parency International, slide from 59th in 2010 
to 75th in 2012.) He pledges that Tunisia will 
do more to address these problems as demo- 
cratic institutions take hold and the econ- 
omy strengthens. In the meantime, he says 
priorities include addressing the ‘‘heavy tax- 
ation of the formal economy” and the inabil- 
ity of a “young economy to absorb unem- 
ployed youth.” 

For those who have been waiting, patience 
is running short. Habib Kasdalli set himself 
afire shortly after Bouazizi when a civil serv- 
ant denied him government benefits for a 
mental disability. Seated in a Tunis hotel, 
Kasdalli describes his nervous condition as 
his burn-scarred hands twitch. When he pulls 
off a blue knit cap, his scalp is grotesquely 
scarred. ‘‘I felt oppressed, and I felt hopeless- 
ness,” Kasdalli says. The revolution offered a 
respite. Relief remains a long way off. 
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ADMINISTRATION IN REVIEW 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, just 
very briefly, we had a vote today. 
There’s some wonderfully fine Mem- 
bers of Congress that I have deep re- 
spect for who voted ‘‘yes,’’ and 32 voted 
“no” from the Republican side. It’s not 
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because we don’t all hold the same be- 
lief that we have to cut spending to be 
responsible, to avoid continuing to add 
debt to our children and grandchildren, 
but a matter of difference in strategy. 
It is a mistake to suspend the debt ceil- 
ing increase, just as it would be to 
raise the debt ceiling without any 
meaningful cuts, just as Senator Phil 
Gramm got back in 1985, I believe it 
was, with Gramm-Rudman and so 
many of the debt ceiling increases that 
were accompanied as part of the deal 
with restrictions on spending. 

There’re so many things going on in 
the world today that are just stag- 
gering. We know we had Secretary of 
State Hillary Clinton testifying today. 
One report here today says that Sec- 
retary Clinton interrupted one Senator 
to contradict him and stress that she 
did not see requests for additional se- 
curity to protect the Benghazi mission. 

That’s extremely unfortunate that 
people in our State Department, com- 
mitted to helping this country, would 
make cries for help over a period of 
months, over a period of years, even 
going back to when Ambassador Rice 
was with the State Department and 
people were killed at an American em- 
bassy and a request had been made for 
extra security that went unheeded. 

Here it came again; and apparently 
there were a number of people who 
made requests, including one of the se- 
curity officials that I met and talked 
to personally. They could see that we 
were sitting ducks. And apparently 
former Senator Clinton, now Secretary 
Clinton, is saying she never saw the re- 
quest. The bucks would have stopped 
with her if they’d ever made it to her. 
What it says is something has got to be 
done so that when people who have 
dedicated their lives to helping and 
protecting this country cry for help, 
that months, years after the cries, we 
don’t again come back and say: never 
heard the cries; never got to me. 

Tragic. Tragic. 

Senator, now-Secretary, Clinton said 
that the administration’s response to 
the assault was to be defended, and an 
independent investigation found that 
the State’s actions saved American 
lives in real-time. 

Well, from what I’ve seen on the 
House side and in the news, without 
going into anything that might be clas- 
sified, just from the public information 
we’ve discerned, the actions of the 
State Department in failing and ignor- 
ing the requests for help did not save 
lives. It ended up costing lives. 

The failure of this President to either 
receive information when a United 
States Ambassador he put in harm’s 
way was begging, was under fire and 
people were begging for help on his be- 
half, we’ve had people indicate, gee, 
that immediately gets to the President 
himself or someone directly around the 
President who can get the President’s 
immediate attention. We have an Am- 
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bassador under attack; that goes 
straight to the President or somebody 
right around him. 

And just like Secretary Clinton ap- 
parently has testified today: I never 
saw or heard the cries for help. I didn’t 
know. 

Well, since this President is going to 
be in office for 4 more years as of Mon- 
day, it is imperative that he clean 
house and set up new procedures so 
that even if he’s out golfing, even if 
he’s on vacation, body surfing in Ha- 
waii, wherever he is, doing fund-raising 
in Las Vegas, no matter where he is, 
that when somebody says Mr. Presi- 
dent, people that you put in harm’s 
way are begging for help, they’re under 
attack, they’re begging for your help, 
and I feel sure, you know, he would 
take time off of one of the greens or 
body surfing. He would surely take 
time. I know he would. If somebody 
would get him the information, your 
Ambassador is about to be killed, I 
know he would walk off the green and 
give some order to protect him, surely. 
But he’s got to get the information. 

And since I travel around the world 
meeting with our military, Special 
Forces, different branches of our mili- 
tary, from Afghanistan to the very far 
reaches in the southern part of the 
Philippines, wherever, Iraq—and I 
won’t be going back to Iraq. Prime 
Minister Maliki didn’t like DANA ROHR- 
ABACHER and me questioning him about 
repaying some of the U.S. money that 
we spent to give him the opportunity 
to be elected, especially since they now 
have all that oil revenue, and he also 
didn’t like us bringing up the fact that 
they promised the United States when 
they took over the government that 
they would protect the people at Camp 
Ashraf, the refugees from Iran, and 
that actually the military had gone in 
and killed some of those people that he 
and the U.S. had pledged would be safe. 
And he didn’t like that and apparently 
sent word that we were not welcome in 
his country anymore. 
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We’re okay with Americans dying so 
I can get elected here in Iraq, but we 
don’t want anybody making us keep 
our promises here in Iraq. 

I’ve seen our military in the Kurdish 
areas of northern Iraq, all around the 
world. I was in the Army for 4 years. 
And one thing that they are very con- 
cerned about that they can’t talk 
about publicly, but especially after we 
had two former SEALs killed trying to 
protect the Ambassador, when it 
wasn’t their job to do that, they did it 
because they’re American heroes, 
American patriots. But our military 
sees those things. 

You know, when I was in the mili- 
tary, President Carter was President. 
We knew we had a President who did 
not have our back, who was more con- 
cerned about other things than the 
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military. And there was a lot of unrest, 
but it’s a crime in the United States 
military to say anything derogatory 
about anyone in your chain of com- 
mand, including the top person, the 
President, and it needs to be that way. 

When you’re in the military, you 
take orders and you follow your orders, 
and you don’t castigate whoever is up 
your chain of command, even if they 
don’t have a clue what they’re doing. It 
has to be for the good order and dis- 
cipline of the military. 

But we were not stupid. We knew 
when the President was not protecting 
us, was not protecting Americans. We 
knew when the President was not pro- 
viding the equipment and what we 
needed to protect Americans. We knew 
that. 

And as I go around the world and 
talk to different of our military, they 
notice that we have officials in this ad- 
ministration who, after Americans 
dedicated to protecting this country 
are killed, will come forward from the 
White House down and say, gee, I had 
no idea that they were in that kind of 
trouble. I had no idea that our policies 
subjected them to being killed. I had 
no idea. I wish somebody had let me 
know they were in this kind of trouble. 

The military knows that. And as I’ve 
mentioned, one soldier in Afghanistan 
said, please let others in Washington 
know I don’t mind laying down my life 
for my country, but please don’t waste 
it. That’s not much of an ask for those 
who are committed to protecting the 
rest of us. 

And yet this administration still pre- 
vents us from getting to the real facts, 
the real truth. To have someone come 
forward and say, I really didn’t know 
there was trouble; I didn’t know about 
the request for help, that does not an- 
swer the question that this body is de- 
manding answers to and, that is, well, 
who did know. 

Who made the decisions not to pro- 
tect Americans in harm’s way? Who 
made that call? Who was it that gave 
orders, because surely there was some- 
body out there who said, an American 
Ambassador is under attack. We’re 
going to go protect him. 

To attack a consulate is an act of 
war under anybody’s interpretation of 
international law. It’s an act of war. 
And when somebody commits an act of 
war against the United States, against 
a U.S. Ambassador, against our people, 
they need to know that there’s a Com- 
mander in Chief, or if he doesn’t know 
because he’s busy, somebody that will 
give the order to protect those that 
were put in that bad situation. 

Our military needs to know that 
their Commander cares. Our military 
needs to know that they’re not going 
to lay down their life for nothing. 

This is not the kind of testimony 
that we need. We want the truth. If 
this is the truth, so be it. 

Of course, we’d heard from her doc- 
tors after the fall that, gee, it turns 
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out this could be the kind of thing that 
would result in memory loss. And I’m 
glad she’s well enough to get along. 

My late mother, with a brain tumor, 
had balance problems. We constantly 
had to be on the alert for her falling, 
maybe tripping over a curb and hurting 
herself. It breaks your heart when you 
see somebody with bruises from falling. 
So I’m glad Secretary Clinton’s okay. 

But we have an Ambassador and 
other Americans who died. So instead 
of sending witnesses to say, I don’t 
know what happened, Ill take the 
blame. I have no clue what happened, 
but I’m responsible, instead of that, 
please, Mr. Speaker, we need to be pro- 
vided with testimony and evidence how 
did these irresponsible decisions get 
made, and who made them. 

Because, as I say, our military gets 
it. They see what’s going on. Despite 
some that might say, yeah, if you don’t 
finish high school or don’t get an edu- 
cation, you may end up in the military, 
if you actually spend enough time with 
the military, instead of being a 90-day 
wonder and get your Purple Heart and 
be on your way, if you actually spend 
substantial time with true military he- 
roes that are dedicated to protecting 
our way of life, you spend time with 
them, you know these are smart peo- 
ple. 

You spend time with SEALs, as I 
have, and you find out these are not 
only incredibly trained people. They’re 
smart people. You spend time with 
Special Forces, as I have there at Fort 
Benning where I spent 4 years, that’s 
where the Rangers are trained. They’re 
smart people, and they’re smart 
enough to know when people in their 
chain of command do not have their 
back, they do not take actions that 
make it appear they care. 

I know the President cares. I know 
he does. I know Secretary Clinton 
cares. But it’s not enough to say, “I 
had no idea that I put people in harm’s 
way and that they were begging for 
help and I got them killed.”’ 

You know, let’s find out where the 
problem is. How come they didn’t know 
that was what was going on and the 
failure to provide security was going to 
get them killed? Why didn’t they 
know? Those are the kinds of things we 
need to find out. 

Then we find out that there were 
Americans killed in the attack in Alge- 
ria. How could it be that these people 
in Algeria had the weapons to carry 
out this attack? 

Well, some of the reports indicate 
that these weapons probably came 
from Libya. Well, where would the 
Libyans have gotten weapons? Could it 
be that those were American-provided 
weapons, just like this administration 
forced the sale of guns that would go to 
kill at least one American and hun- 
dreds of Mexicans before it started 
claiming we’ve got to go after entirely, 
with our full force of the law, anybody 
that sells guns to criminals? 
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It’s a shame they didn’t start with 
the Department of Justice; but I guess 
if you’re the Department of Justice and 
you’re responsible for forcing the sale 
of guns for criminals, then you’re not 
exactly interested in looking at whose 
actions in your Department caused the 
death of hundreds of Mexicans and one 
or two Americans. 

But it needs to be looked at. That’s 
how you avoid mistakes in the future. 
You find out what caused the mistakes. 
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The three Americans were among 38 
workers killed in the siege of an Alge- 
rian gas plant in which Islamic terror- 
ists used hostages as human shields 
after their attempted mass kidnapping 
for ransom went awry. 

Some Algerian attackers are placed 
in Benghazi. This story is from Algeria, 
in The New York Times, dated January 
22, by Adam Nossiter: 

Several Egyptian members of the squad of 
militants that lay bloody siege to an Alge- 
rian gas complex last week also took part in 
the deadly attack on the United States mis- 
sion in Libya in September, a senior Alge- 
rian official said Tuesday. 

Months and months after a U.S. am- 
bassador was killed, we finally have 
our FBI director go over to check into 
it himself. After FBI agents went and 
did some checking, we had reporters go 
over there and find actual evidence 
that somehow the FBI missed or did 
not bother with. Mistakes that get the 
United States public servants who have 
committed their lives to the U.S., and 
get them killed, requires scrutiny. And 
this administration, since they will 
have 4 more years, will, hopefully, be 
concerned enough about not getting 
other members of their State Depart- 


ment, their embassies, their con- 
sulates, their soldiers, killed for noth- 
ing. 


Now I know the soldiers. I’ve been to 
far too many funerals. And having 
known so many in harm’s way, even if 
they’re sent to the Valley of Death 
riding with the 600, figuratively speak- 
ing, they know they didn’t die for 
nothing. They died devoted to the be- 
lief in the things that are set out in the 
Declaration of Independence—that we 
are endowed by our Creator with cer- 
tain unalienable rights. And just like 
inheritance, if you’re going to keep it, 
you’re probably going to have to fight 
for it. Again, our military begs, If I’m 
going to lay down my life for my coun- 
try, don’t waste it. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I hope and pray this 
administration will stop obfuscating, 
will stop the hiding of documents, pre- 
venting us from getting them, so we 
can find out what mistakes were made 
so that we can prevent them in the fu- 
ture. And the great news for this ad- 
ministration, Mr. Speaker, is that gee, 
it doesn’t have to run for reelection 
again. So there should be no excuse 
whatsoever for not bringing the facts 
forward. 
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May I inquire how much time is re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman has 9 minutes remaining. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Since the President 
doesn’t have to run for reelection, 
there is no reason not to bring out the 
facts of Fast and Furious and what 
happened in Benghazi, that has now 
spilled over and cost American lives in 
Algeria. Let’s get to the bottom of it. 
And if Secretary Clinton does not know 
what happened, if she doesn’t have a 
clue, bless her heart, let’s get some- 
body that does. Let’s find out how 
these mistakes were made so we can 
prevent future lives being lost when 
they don’t have to be. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to conclude 
today, since this week marks the 40th 
anniversary of the landmark case of 
Roe v. Wade, and those of us who have 
been involved as a lawyer trying cases 
such as Roe v. Wade, which was a civil 
case, those of us that have been in- 
volved as a judge, as I was also a chief 
justice, we know that in order for a 
case to be ripe, that it can be heard in 
court, there must be a justiciable issue, 
as there was in Roe v. Wade. But the 
person bringing the case actually has 
standing to bring the case. It took 
years, but we ultimately find out that 
at the time there was no standing. We 
find out from the person who was Roe, 
a fictitious name, that she deeply re- 
grets what had happened. And that 
case has been responsible for the kill- 
ing of millions of lives. 

I have so many dear friends on the 
Democratic side of the aisle. I know 
their hearts. They don’t want people to 
get killed. They care about life. And so 
many on both sides of the aisle talk 
about trying to protect ‘‘the most vul- 
nerable among us.” I would humbly 
submit there is no one more vulnerable 
than an unborn child. There is that 
cord through which nourishment and 
oxygen flow as that baby grows and de- 
velops. There is a desire in the human 
heart to live. There is a desire to live. 
And those precious, innocent children 
want to live. It’s who they are. It’s part 
of their genetic makeup to want to 
live. There’s no baby, born or unborn, 
who is capable mentally or physically 
of taking their own lives intentionally. 
It can’t happen. It doesn’t happen. 
They want to live. 

So our heart breaks as a Nation, 
thinking about the spilled blood of in- 
nocent, vulnerable children all put to 
death because someone did not under- 
stand what was going on and they were 
led to believe it’s not a life, it’s a 
choice. The children want to live. When 
our first-born was born, she came 8 to 
10 weeks prematurely. Back then, it 
was uncertain whether she was going 
to live. We were encouraged at first, 
but the doctor said, She’s in trouble. 
Her lungs were not developed. And I 
knew from cases that I had been in- 
volved in that if too much oxygen is 
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given to a preemie, there’s a chance 
they’ll go blind. So doctors avoided 
that, if at all possible. And I saw them 
go from 20 to 40 to 60 to 80 to 100 per- 
cent oxygen. When they got to 100 per- 
cent, I knew Katy was in big trouble or 
they wouldn’t risk her blindness. 

They said we needed to ship her to ei- 
ther Dallas or Shreveport, where she 
could get the top-rated neonatal ICU. 
Shreveport was a little closer. I was 
torn—my wife was suffering, having 
given birth prematurely—whether to 
stay with her or go with the baby. She 
said, Go with Katy. Do anything you 
can to help her. So I followed the am- 
bulance to Shreveport. A man named 
Dr. Tsing was the neonatologist. He 
cared so deeply for those babies. And I 
began to understand why the doctor 
said they seemed to have the best sur- 
vival rate there in Shreveport. 
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He had a policy that if you went by a 
child, you had to observe proper saniti- 
zation procedures, but you touched 
those children, you talked to those 
children. They hear you. They know 
you. 

When I got there, they sat me on a 
stool and said you can stay no more 
than 2 hours, but talk to this child, she 
knows your voice. She has heard your 
voice for maybe 7 months. She knows 
your voice. Talk to her. Caress her 
arms. Talk to her. Caress her little 
face. And I did. The monitors were 
going so fast, so erratic was the heart 
rate, so erratic was the breathing, the 
lungs so undeveloped. 

As I had been there for a couple of 
hours, Dr. Tsing came back over. Katy 
had a grip on my finger, that tiny little 
hand of hers around the very end of my 
finger, and she wouldn’t let go. He 
came over after a while and he said, 
have you looked at the monitors? I 
looked up. She still had such undevel- 
oped lungs, but her breathing had sta- 
bilized. Her heart rate had stabilized. 
And Dr. Tsing said, she is drawing life, 
she is drawing strength from you. I 
couldn’t leave. I sat there for 8 hours 
before they forced me to take a break, 
but I learned, born or unborn, a child 
wants to live. 

I hope and pray we will not continue 
to allow the killing of 40, 50, 60 million 
more precious babies like Katy. Katy is 
alive today. She is a joy, she is bril- 
liant. There are other children that 
wanted to live as well. We need to stop 
deceiving pregnant women that it’s not 
a life. It is a life, and it’s endowed by 
our Creator. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 


EE 


SUNSET MEMORIAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) 
for 30 minutes. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak- 
er, I know that another legislative day 
has come to an end and that sunset fast 
approaches in Washington, D.C. 

I stand before this House with what I 
call a Sunset Memorial. Because, you 
see, Mr. Speaker, before the sun sets 
today in America, almost 4,000 more 
defenseless unborn children will be 
killed by abortion on demand in the 
land of the free and the home of the 
brave. That is more than the number of 
innocent lives lost on September 11th 
in this country, and it happens every 
single day. 

Mr. Speaker, it has now been 40 
years—an entire generation—since the 
tragedy called Roe v. Wade was first 
handed down. Since then, the very 
foundation of this Nation has been 
stained by the blood of almost 55 mil- 
lion of its own unborn children. Some 
of them, Mr. Speaker, cried and 
screamed as they died, but because it 
was amniotic fluid going over the vocal 
cords instead of air, we couldn’t hear 
them. 

All of them had at least four things 
in common, Mr. Speaker. First, they 
were just nameless little babies who 
had done wrong to no one, and yet each 
one of them died a nameless and lonely 
death. And each one of their mothers, 
whether she realizes it or not, will 
never be quite the same. And all the 
gifts that these children might have 
brought to humanity in this world are 
now lost forever. 

Yet, even in the glare of such trag- 
edy, this generation still clings to a 
blind, invincible ignorance while his- 
tory repeats itself over and over again 
and our own silent genocide merci- 
lessly annihilates the most helpless of 
all victims, those yet unborn. 

Mr. Speaker, I recently heard Barack 
Obama speak such poignant words 
that, whether he knows it or not, apply 
so profoundly to the tragedy of abor- 
tion on demand in America. Let me 
quote selected, excerpted portions of 
his comments. 

He said: 

This is our first task—caring for our chil- 
dren. It’s our first job. If we don’t get that 
right, we don’t get anything right. That’s 
how, as a society, we will be judged. And by 
that measure, can we truly say, as a Nation, 
that we are meeting our obligations? Can we 
honestly say that we’re doing enough to 
keep our children—all of them—safe from 
harm? 

He went on to quote: 

Can we say that we’re truly doing enough 
to give all the children of this country the 
chance they deserve to live out their lives in 
happiness and with purpose? 

He said: 

I’ve been reflecting on this the last few 
days, and if we’re honest with ourselves, the 
answer is no. We’re not doing enough. And 
we will have to change. 

Oh, Mr. Speaker, how true the Presi- 
dent’s words were. The President also 
said: 
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We can’t tolerate this anymore. These 
tragedies must end. And to end them, we 
must change. 

Then the President asked: 

Are we really prepared to say that we’re 
powerless in the face of such carnage, that 
the politics are too hard? Are we prepared to 
say that such violence visited on our chil- 
dren year after year after year is somehow 
the price of our freedom? 

What a powerful question, Mr. Speak- 
er. It is the most relevant question we 
should all be asking in the midst of 
this genocidal murder of thousands of 
unborn children in America every day. 

The President said: 

Our journey is not complete until all our 
children are cared for and cherished and al- 
ways safe from harm. 

He said: 

That is our generation’s task—to make 
these words, these rights, these values of life 
and liberty and the pursuit of happiness real 
for every American. 

Mr. Speaker, never have I so deeply 
agreed with any words ever spoken by 
President Obama as those I have just 
quoted. And yet this President, in the 
most merciless distortion of logic and 
reason and humanity itself, refuses to 
apply these majestic words to the help- 
less unborn babies of this Nation. How 
I wish that somehow Mr. Obama would 
just open his heart and his ears to his 
own words, and ask himself in the core 
of his soul, why his words, that should 
apply to all children, cannot include 
the most helpless of all children. 

Only a few days ago, no more than 
200 yards from this well, Barack Obama 
put his hand down on the same Bible 
that Abraham Lincoln was sworn in on 
when he took his Presidential oath. 
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Mr. Speaker, we should remember 
that we honor Abraham Lincoln most 
because he found the courage as Presi- 
dent of the United States in the days of 
slavery, and the humanity within him- 
self, to recognize the image of God 
stamped on the soul of slaves that the 
Supreme Court said were not human 
and that the tide of public opinion 
didn’t recognize as protectable under 
the law. Could it still be, could it still 
be, Mr. Speaker, that President Barack 
Obama might consider that perspec- 
tive, as well as his own legacy, and 
even eternity itself, Mr. Speaker, and 
recognize that in his day under his 
Presidency that these little unborn 
children look so desperately to him 
now for help? 

Could it be that the President might 
finally remember that on the pages of 
the Bible on which he laid his hand 
were the words written in red: 

Inasmuch as you have done unto the least 
of these My brethren, you have done it unto 
Me. 

Mr. Speaker, whether he does or not, 
it is certainly time for those of us in 
this Chamber to remind ourselves of 
why we are really all here. Thomas Jef- 
ferson said: 
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The care of human life and happiness, and 
not its destruction, is the chief and only ob- 
ject of good government. 

The phrase in the 14th Amendment 
encapsulates our entire Constitution. 
It says: 

No State shall deprive any person of life, 
liberty or property without due process of 
law. 

Mr. Speaker, protecting the lives of 
all Americans and their constitutional 
rights is why we are all here. The bed- 
rock foundation of this Republic is 
that clarion declaration of that self- 
evident truth that all human beings 
are created equal and endowed by their 
Creator with unalienable rights, the 
rights of life, liberty and the pursuit of 
happiness. 

Every conflict and battle our Nation 
has ever faced can be traced to our 
commitment to this core self-evident 
truth. It has made us the beacon of 
hope for the entire world, Mr. Speaker. 
It is who we are. And yet today another 
day has passed, and we in this body 
have failed again to honor that 
foundational commitment. We have 
failed our sworn oath and our God- 
given responsibility as we broke faith 
with nearly 4,000 more innocent little 
American babies who died today with- 
out the protection we should have 
given them. 

So, Mr. Speaker, let me conclude this 
sunset memorial in the hopes that per- 
haps someone new who heard it tonight 
will finally embrace the very inconven- 
ient truth that abortion really does 
kill little babies and that it hurts 
mothers in ways that we can never 
imagine, and that it is time we stood 
up together again and looked to our 
Declaration of Independence and re- 
member that we are the same America 
that rejected human slavery and 
marched into Europe to arrest the Nazi 
Holocaust, and we are still the coura- 
geous and compassionate Nation that 
can find a better way for mothers and 
their unborn babies than abortion on 
demand. 

It is still not too late for us to make 
a better world and for America to be 
the one that leads the rest of the plan- 
et, just as we did in the days of slavery, 
from this tragic genocide of murdering 
nearly 4,000 of our own children every 
day. 

So, now, Mr. Speaker, as we consider 
the plight of the unborn after 40 years 
under Roe v. Wade, maybe we can re- 
mind ourselves that our own days in 
this sunshine of life are all numbered, 
and that all too soon, each one of us 
will also walk from these Chambers for 
the very last time. And if it should be 
that this Congress is allowed to con- 
vene on yet another day, may that be 
the day when we finally find the hu- 
manity, the courage, and the will to 
embrace together our human and our 
constitutional duty to protect these, 
the least of our tiny little brothers and 
sisters in America, from this mur- 
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derous scourge upon our Nation called 
abortion on demand. 

Mr. Speaker, it is now 40 years since 
Roe v. Wade first stained the founda- 
tion of this Nation with the blood of its 
own children. This, in the land of the 
free and the home of the brave. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 


Ee 


PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE 
RULES 


RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON RULES FOR THE 
118TH CONGRESS 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, | submit the 
attached copy of the rules of the Committee 
on Rules for the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives for the 113th Congress: 

RULE 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

(a) The Rules of the House are the rules of 
the Committee and its subcommittees so far 
as applicable, except that a motion to recess 
from day to day, and a motion to dispense 
with the first reading (in full) of a bill or res- 
olution, if printed copies are available, are 
non-debatable privileged motions in the 
Committee. A proposed investigative or 
oversight report shall be considered as read 
if it has been available to the members of the 
Committee for at least 24 hours (excluding 
Saturdays, Sundays, or legal holidays except 
when the House is in session on such day). 

(b) Each subcommittee is a part of the 
Committee, and is subject to the authority 
and direction of the Committee and to its 
rules so far as applicable. 

(c) The provisions of clause 2 of rule XI of 
the Rules of the House are incorporated by 
reference as the rules of the Committee to 
the extent applicable. 

(d) The Committee’s rules shall be pub- 
lished in the Congressional Record not later 
than 30 days after the Committee is elected 
in each odd-numbered year. 

RULE 2—REGULAR, ADDITIONAL, AND SPECIAL 

MEETINGS 
Regular Meetings 

(a)(1) The Committee shall regularly meet 
at 5:00 p.m. on the first day on which votes 
are scheduled of each week when the House 
is in session. 

(2) A regular meeting of the Committee 
may be dispensed with if, in the judgment of 
the Chairman of the Committee (hereafter in 
these rules referred to as the ‘‘Chair’’), there 
is no need for the meeting. 

(8) Additional regular meetings and hear- 
ings of the Committee may be called by the 
Chair. 

Notice for Regular Meetings 

(b) The Chair shall notify in electronic or 
written form each member of the Committee 
of the agenda of each regular meeting of the 
Committee at least 48 hours before the time 
of the meeting and shall provide to each 
member of the Committee, at least 24 hours 
before the time of each regular meeting: 

(1) for each bill or resolution scheduled on 
the agenda for consideration of a rule, a copy 
of— 

(A) the bill or resolution; 

(B) any committee reports thereon; and 

(C) any available letter requesting a rule 
for the bill or resolution; and 

(2) for each other bill, resolution, report, or 
other matter on the agenda a copy of— 

(A) the bill, resolution, report, or mate- 
rials relating to the other matter in ques- 
tion; and 

(B) any report on the bill, resolution, re- 
port, or any other matter made by any sub- 
committee of the Committee. 
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Emergency Meetings 


(c)(1) The Chair may call an emergency 
meeting of the Committee at any time on 
any measure or matter which the Chair de- 
termines to be of an emergency nature; pro- 
vided, however, that the Chair has made an 
effort to consult the ranking minority mem- 
ber, or, in such member’s absence, the next 
ranking minority party member of the Com- 
mittee. 

(2) As soon as possible after calling an 
emergency meeting of the Committee, the 
Chair shall notify each member of the Com- 
mittee of the time and location of the meet- 
ing. 

(3) To the extent feasible, the notice pro- 
vided under paragraph (2) shall include the 
agenda for the emergency meeting and cop- 
ies of available materials which would other- 
wise have been provided under subsection (b) 
if the emergency meeting was a regular 
meeting. 

Special Meetings 

(d) Special meetings shall be called and 
convened as provided in clause 2(c)(2) of rule 
XI of the Rules of the House. 

RULE 3—MEETING AND HEARING PROCEDURES 

In General 


(a)(1) Meetings and hearings of the Com- 
mittee shall be called to order and presided 
over by the Chair or, in the Chair’s absence, 
by the member designated by the Chair as 
the Vice Chair of the Committee, or by the 
ranking majority member of the Committee 
present as Acting Chair. 

(2) Meetings and hearings of the Com- 
mittee shall be open to the public unless 
closed in accordance with clause 2(g) of rule 
XI of the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

(3) Any meeting or hearing of the Com- 
mittee that is open to the public shall be 
open to coverage by television, radio, and 
still photography in accordance with the 
provisions of clause 4 of rule XI of the Rules 
of the House (which are incorporated by ref- 
erence as part of these rules). 

(4) Before a motion to report a rule is of- 
fered, a copy of the language recommended 
shall be furnished to each member of the 
Committee. 


Quorum 


(b)(1) For the purpose of hearing testimony 
on requests for rules, five members of the 
Committee shall constitute a quorum. 

(2) For the purpose of taking testimony 
and receiving evidence on measures or mat- 
ters of original jurisdiction before the Com- 
mittee, three members of the Committee 
shall constitute a quorum. 

(3) A majority of the members of the Com- 
mittee shall constitute a quorum for the pur- 
poses of: reporting any measure or matter; 
authorizing a subpoena; closing a meeting or 
hearing pursuant to clause 2(g) of rule XI of 
the Rules of the House (except as provided in 
clause 2(g)(2)(A) and (B); or taking any 
other action. 

Voting 

(c)(1) No vote may be conducted on any 
measure or motion pending before the Com- 
mittee unless a majority of the members of 
the Committee is actually present for such 
purpose. 

(2) A record vote of the Committee shall be 
provided on any question before the Com- 
mittee upon the request of any member. 

(3) No vote by any member of the Com- 
mittee on any measure or matter may be 
cast by proxy. 

(4) A record of the vote of each Member of 
the Committee on each record vote on any 
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measure or matter before the Committee 
shall be made publicly available in elec- 
tronic form within 48 hours, and with respect 
to any record vote on any motion to amend 
or report, shall be included in the report of 
the Committee showing the total number of 
votes cast for and against and the names of 
those members voting for and against. 


Hearing Procedures 


(d)(1) With regard to hearings on matters 
of original jurisdiction, to the greatest ex- 
tent practicable: 

(A) each witness who is to appear before 
the Committee shall file with the Committee 
at least 24 hours in advance of the appear- 
ance a statement of proposed testimony in 
written and electronic form and shall limit 
the oral presentation to the Committee to a 
brief summary thereof; and 

(B) each witness appearing in a non-gov- 
ernmental capacity shall include with the 
statement of proposed testimony provided in 
written and electronic form a curriculum 
vitae and a disclosure of the amount and 
source (by agency and program) of any Fed- 
eral grant (or subgrant thereof) or contract 
(or subcontract thereof) received during the 
current fiscal year or either of the two pre- 
ceding fiscal years. 

(2) The five-minute rule shall be observed 
in the interrogation of each witness before 
the Committee until each member of the 
Committee has had an opportunity to ques- 
tion the witness. 

(3) The provisions of clause 2(k) of rule XI 
of the Rules of the House shall apply to any 
hearing conducted by the Committee. 


Subpoenas and Oaths 


(e)(1) Pursuant to clause 2(m) of rule XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, a 
subpoena may be authorized and issued by 
the Committee or a subcommittee in the 
conduct of any investigation or series of in- 
vestigations or activities, only when author- 
ized by a majority of the members voting, a 
majority being present. 

(2) The Chair may authorize and issue sub- 
poenas under such clause during any period 
in which the House has adjourned for a pe- 
riod of longer than three days. 

(3) Authorized subpoenas shall be signed by 
the Chair or by any member designated by 
the Committee, and may be served by any 
person designated by the Chair or such mem- 
ber. 

(4) The Chair, or any member of the Com- 
mittee designated by the Chair, may admin- 
ister oaths to witnesses before the Com- 
mittee. 


RULE 4—GENERAL OVERSIGHT RESPONSIBILITIES 


(a) The Committee shall review and study, 
on a continuing basis, the application, ad- 
ministration, execution, and effectiveness of 
those laws, or parts of laws, the subject mat- 
ter of which is within its jurisdiction. 

(b) Not later than February 15 of the first 
session of a Congress, the Committee shall 
meet in open session, with a quorum present, 
to adopt its oversight plans for that Con- 
gress for submission to the Committee on 
House Administration and the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of clause 2(d) of 
House rule X. 


RULE 5—SUBCOMMITTEES 


Establishment and Responsibilities of 
Subcommittees 


(a)(1) There shall be two subcommittees of 
the Committee as follows: 

(A) Subcommittee on Legislative and 
Budget Process, which shall have general re- 
sponsibility for measures or matters related 
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to relations between the Congress and the 
Executive Branch. 

(B) Subcommittee on Rules and Organiza- 
tion of the House, which shall have general 
responsibility for measures or matters re- 
lated to process and procedures of the House, 
relations between the two Houses of Con- 
gress, relations between the Congress and 
the Judiciary, and internal operations of the 
House. 

(2) In addition, each such subcommittee 
shall have specific responsibility for such 
other measures or matters as the Chair re- 
fers to it. 

(3) Each subcommittee of the Committee 
shall review and study, on a continuing 
basis, the application, administration, exe- 
cution, and effectiveness of those laws, or 
parts of laws, the subject matter of which is 
within its general responsibility. 

Referral of Measures and Matters to 
Subcommittees 


(b)(1) No special order providing for the 
consideration of any bill or resolution shall 
be referred to a subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee. 

(2) The Chair shall refer to a subcommittee 
such measures or matters of original juris- 
diction as the Chair deems appropriate given 
its jurisdiction and responsibilities. 

(3) All other measures or matters of origi- 
nal jurisdiction shall be subject to consider- 
ation by the full Committee. 

(4) In referring any measure or matter of 
original jurisdiction to a subcommittee, the 
Chair may specify a date by which the sub- 
committee shall report thereon to the Com- 
mittee. 

(5) The Committee by motion may dis- 
charge a subcommittee from consideration 
of any measure or matter referred to a sub- 
committee of the Committee. 

Composition of Subcommittees 


(c) The size and ratio of each sub- 
committee shall be determined by the Com- 
mittee and members shall be elected to each 
subcommittee, and to the positions of chair- 
man and ranking minority member thereof, 
in accordance with the rules of the respec- 
tive party caucuses. The Chair of the full 
Committee shall designate a member of the 
majority party on each subcommittee as its 
vice chairman. 

Subcommittee Meetings and Hearings 


(d)(1) Each subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee is authorized to meet, hold hearings, 
receive testimony, mark up legislation, and 
report to the full Committee on any measure 
or matter referred to it. 

(2) No subcommittee of the Committee 
may meet or hold a hearing at the same time 
as a meeting or hearing of the full Com- 
mittee is being held. 

(8) The chairman of each subcommittee 
shall schedule meetings and hearings of the 
subcommittee only after consultation with 
the Chair. 

Quorum 

(e)(1) For the purpose of taking testimony, 
two members of the subcommittee shall con- 
stitute a quorum. 

(2) For all other purposes, a quorum shall 
consist of a majority of the members of a 
subcommittee. 

Effect of a Vacancy 

(f) Any vacancy in the membership of a 
subcommittee shall not affect the power of 
the remaining members to execute the func- 
tions of the subcommittee. 

Records 


(g) Each subcommittee of the Committee 
shall provide the full Committee with copies 
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of such records of votes taken in the sub- 
committee and such other records with re- 
spect to the subcommittee necessary for the 
Committee to comply with all rules and reg- 
ulations of the House. 
RULE 6—STAFF 
In General 

(a)(1) Except as provided in paragraphs (2) 
and (38), the professional and other staff of 
the Committee shall be appointed, by the 
Chair, and shall work under the general su- 
pervision and direction of the Chair. 

(2) All professional, and other staff pro- 
vided to the minority party members of the 
Committee shall be appointed, by the rank- 
ing minority member of the Committee, and 
shall work under the general supervision and 
direction of such member. 

(3) The appointment of all professional 
staff shall be subject to the approval of the 
Committee as provided by, and subject to the 
provisions of, clause 9 of rule X of the Rules 
of the House. 

Associate Staff 


(b) Associate staff for members of the Com- 
mittee may be appointed only at the discre- 
tion of the Chair (in consultation with the 
ranking minority member regarding any mi- 
nority party associate staff), after taking 
into account any staff ceilings and budg- 
etary constraints in effect at the time, and 
any terms, limits, or conditions established 
by the Committee on House Administration 
under clause 9 of rule X of the Rules of the 
House. 

Subcommittee Staff 


(c) From funds made available for the ap- 
pointment of staff, the Chair of the Com- 
mittee shall, pursuant to clause 6(d) of rule 
X of the Rules of the House, ensure that suf- 
ficient staff is made available to each sub- 
committee to carry out its responsibilities 
under the rules of the Committee, and, after 
consultation with the ranking minority 
member of the Committee, that the minority 
party of the Committee is treated fairly in 
the appointment of such staff. 

Compensation of Staff 

(d) The Chair shall fix the compensation of 
all professional and other staff of the Com- 
mittee, after consultation with the ranking 
minority member regarding any minority 
party staff. 

Certification of Staff 


(e)(1) To the extent any staff member of 
the Committee or any of its subcommittees 
does not work under the direct supervision 
and direction of the Chair, the Member of 
the Committee who supervises and directs 
the staff member’s work shall file with the 
Chief of Staff of the Committee (not later 
than the tenth day of each month) a certifi- 
cation regarding the staff member’s work for 
that member for the preceding calendar 
month. 

(2) The certification required by paragraph 
(1) shall be in such form as the Chair may 
prescribe, shall identify each staff member 
by name, and shall state that the work en- 
gaged in by the staff member and the duties 
assigned to the staff member for the member 
of the Committee with respect to the month 
in question met the requirements of clause 9 
of rule X of the Rules of the House. 

(3) Any certification of staff of the Com- 
mittee, or any of its subcommittees, made 
by the Chair in compliance with any provi- 
sion of law or regulation shall be made— 

(A) on the basis of the certifications filed 
under paragraph (1) to the extent the staff is 
not under the Chair’s supervision and direc- 
tion, and 
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(B) on his own responsibility to the extent 
the staff is under the Chair’s direct super- 
vision and direction. 


RULE 7—BUDGET, TRAVEL, PAY OF WITNESSES 
Budget 


(a) The Chair, in consultation with other 
members of the Committee, shall prepare for 
each Congress a budget providing amounts 
for staff, necessary travel, investigation, and 
other expenses of the Committee and its sub- 
committees. 


Travel 


(b)(1) The Chair may authorize travel for 
any member and any staff member of the 
Committee in connection with activities or 
subject matters under the general jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee. Before such author- 
ization is granted, there shall be submitted 
to the Chair in writing the following: 

(A) The purpose of the travel. 

(B) The dates during which the travel is to 
occur. 

(C) The names of the States or countries to 
be visited and the length of time to be spent 
in each. 

(D) The names of members and staff of the 
Committee for whom the authorization is 
sought. 

(2) Members and staff of the Committee 
shall make a written report to the Chair on 
any travel they have conducted under this 
subsection, including a description of their 
itinerary, expenses, and activities, and of 
pertinent information gained as a result of 
such travel. 

(3) Members and staff of the Committee 
performing authorized travel on official busi- 
ness shall be governed by applicable laws, 
resolutions, and regulations of the House and 
of the Committee on House Administration. 


Pay of Witnesses 


(c) Witnesses may be paid from funds made 
available to the Committee in its expense 
resolution subject to the provisions of clause 
5 of rule XI of the Rules of the House. 

RULE 8—COMMITTEE ADMINISTRATION 
Reporting 

(a) Whenever the Committee authorizes 
the favorable reporting of a bill or resolution 
from the Committee— 

(1) the Chair or acting Chair shall report it 
to the House or designate a member of the 
Committee to do so, and 

(2) in the case of a bill or resolution in 
which the Committee has original jurisdic- 
tion, the Chair shall allow, to the extent 
that the anticipated floor schedule permits, 
any member of the Committee a reasonable 
amount of time to submit views for inclusion 
in the Committee report on the bill or reso- 
lution. Any such report shall contain all 
matters required by the Rules of the House 
of Representatives (or by any provision of 
law enacted as an exercise of the rulemaking 
power of the House) and such other informa- 
tion as the Chair deems appropriate. 

(3) In the case of a resolution providing for 
consideration of a measure, the Committee 
report accompanying such resolution shall 
include an accurate explanation of any waiv- 
ers of points of order, including a detailed 
explanation of all points of order. 


Records 


(b)(1) There shall be a transcript made of 
each regular meeting and hearing of the 
Committee, and the transcript may be print- 
ed if the Chair decides it is appropriate or if 
a majority of the Members of the Committee 
requests such printing. Any such transcripts 
shall be a substantially verbatim account of 
remarks actually made during the pro- 
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ceedings, subject only to technical, gram- 
matical, and typographical corrections au- 
thorized by the person making the remarks. 
Nothing in this paragraph shall be construed 
to require that all such transcripts be sub- 
ject to correction and publication. 

(2) The Committee shall keep a record of 
all actions of the Committee and of its sub- 
committees. The record shall contain all in- 
formation required by clause 2(e)(1) of rule 
XI of the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives and shall be available for public inspec- 
tion at reasonable times in the offices of the 
Committee. 

(8) All Committee hearings, records, data, 
charts, and files shall be kept separate and 
distinct from the congressional office 
records of the Chair, shall be the property of 
the House, and all Members of the House 
shall have access thereto as provided in 
clause 2(e)(2) of rule XI of the Rules of the 
House. 

(4) The records of the Committee at the 
National Archives and Records Administra- 
tion shall be made available for public use in 
accordance with rule VII of the Rules of the 
House. The Chair shall notify the ranking 
minority member of any decision, pursuant 
to clause 3(b)(8) or clause 4(b) of the rule, to 
withhold a record otherwise available, and 
the matter shall be presented to the Com- 
mittee for a determination on written re- 
quest of any member of the Committee. 

Audio and Video Coverage 

(c) The Chair shall provide, to the max- 
imum extent practicable,— 

(1) Complete and unedited audio and video 
broadcasts of all committee hearings and 
meetings; and 

(2) For distribution of such broadcasts and 
unedited recordings thereof to the public and 
for the storage of audio and video recordings 
of the proceedings. Proceedings shall be 
broadcast live on the Majority Committee 
website and recordings shall be made avail- 
able on such website within one calendar day 
of the proceeding. 

Committee Publications on the Internet 

(d) To the maximum extent feasible, the 
Committee shall make its publications avail- 
able in electronic form. 

Journal 

(e)(1) The Committee shall maintain a 
Committee Journal, which shall include all 
bills, resolutions, and other matters referred 
to or reported by the Committee and all 
bills, resolutions, and other matters reported 
by any other committee on which a rule has 
been granted or formally requested, and such 
other matters as the Chair shall direct. The 
Journal shall be published periodically, but 
in no case less often than once in each ses- 
sion of Congress. (2) A rule is considered as 
formally requested when the Chairman of a 
committee of primary jurisdiction which has 
reported a bill or resolution (or a member of 
such committee authorized to act on the 
Chairman’s behalf): 

(A) has requested, in writing to the Chair, 
that a hearing be scheduled on a rule for the 
consideration of the bill or resolution, and 

(B) has supplied the Committee with the 
bill or resolution, as reported, together with 
the final committee report thereon. 

Other Procedures 

(f) The Chair may establish such other 
Committee procedures and take such actions 
as may be necessary to carry out these rules 
or to facilitate the effective operation of the 
Committee and its subcommittees in a man- 
ner consistent with these rules. 

RULE 9—AMENDMENTS TO COMMITTEE RULES 

The rules of the Committee may be modi- 
fied, amended or repealed, in the same man- 
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ner and method as prescribed for the adop- 
tion of committee rules in clause 2 of rule XI 
of the Rules of the House, but only if written 
notice of the proposed change has been pro- 
vided to each Member at least 48 hours be- 
fore the time of the meeting at which the 
vote on the change occurs. Any such change 
in the rules of the Committee shall be pub- 
lished in the Congressional Record within 30 
calendar days after their approval. 
RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON NATURAL 
RESOURCES FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. Speak- 
er, | submit for publication the attached copy 
of the rules of the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources for the U.S. House of Representatives 
for the 113th Congress: 

RULE 1. RULES OF THE HOUSE; VICE CHAIRMEN 

(a) Applicability of House Rules. 

(1) The Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, so far as they are applicable, are the 
rules of the Committee on Natural Resources 
(hereinafter in these rules referred to as the 
“Committee’’) and its Subcommittees. 

(2) Each Subcommittee is part of the Com- 
mittee and is subject to the authority, direc- 
tion and rules of the Committee. References 
in these rules to “Committee” and ‘‘Chair- 
man” shall apply to each Subcommittee and 
its Chairman wherever applicable. 

(3) House Rule XI is incorporated and made 
a part of the rules of the Committee to the 
extent applicable. 

(b) Vice Chairmen.—Unless inconsistent 
with other rules, the Chairman shall appoint 
Vice Chairmen of the Committee and the 
Subcommittees. If the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee or Subcommittee is not present at 
any meeting of the Committee or Sub- 
committee, as the case may be, the Vice 
Chairman shall preside. If the Vice Chairman 
is not present, the ranking Member of the 
Majority party on the Committee or Sub- 
committee who is present shall preside at 
that meeting. 

RULE 2. MEETINGS IN GENERAL 


(a) Scheduled Meetings.—The Committee 
shall meet at 10 a.m. every Wednesday when 
the House is in session if so noticed by the 
Chairman under Committee Rule 3(a). The 
Committee shall also meet at the call of the 
Chairman subject to advance notice to all 
Members of the Committee. Special meet- 
ings shall be called and convened by the 
Chairman as provided in clause 2(c)(1) of 
House Rule XI. Any Committee meeting or 
hearing that conflicts with a party caucus, 
conference, or similar party meeting shall be 
rescheduled at the discretion of the Chair- 
man, in consultation with the Ranking Mi- 
nority Member. The Committee may not sit 
during a joint session of the House and Sen- 
ate or during a recess when a joint meeting 
of the House and Senate is in progress. 

(b) Open Meetings.—Each meeting for the 
transaction of business, including the mark- 
up of legislation, and each hearing of the 
Committee or a Subcommittee shall be open 
to the public, except as provided by clause 
2(g) and clause 2(k) of House Rule XI. 

(c) Broadcasting.—Whenever a meeting for 
the transaction of business, including the 
markup of legislation, or a hearing is open to 
the public, that meeting or hearing shall be 
open to coverage by television, radio, and 
still photography in accordance with clause 4 
of House Rule XI. The provisions of clause 
4(f) of House Rule XI are specifically made 
part of these rules by reference. To the max- 
imum extent practicable, the Committee 
shall provide audio and visual coverage of 
each hearing or meeting for the transaction 
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of business in a manner that allows the pub- 
lic to easily listen to and view the pro- 
ceedings, and maintain the recordings of 
such coverage in a manner that is easily ac- 
cessible to the public. Operation and use of 
any Committee Internet broadcast system 
shall be fair and nonpartisan and in accord- 
ance with clause 4(b) of House Rule XI and 
all other applicable rules of the Committee 
and the House. 

(d) Oversight Plan.—No later than Feb- 
ruary 15 of the first session of each Congress, 
the Committee shall adopt its oversight 
plans for that Congress in accordance with 
clause 2(d)(1) of House Rule X. 

RULE 3. MEETING AND HEARING PROCEDURES IN 
GENERAL 

(a) Notice and Information for Members 
and the Public. 

(1) The Chairman shall publicly announce 
the date, place and subject matter of: (i) a 
Committee hearing, which may not com- 
mence earlier than one week after such no- 
tice; or (ii) a Committee meeting, which may 
not commence earlier than the third day on 
which Members have notice thereof. 

(2) A hearing or meeting may begin sooner 
if the Chairman, with the concurrence of the 
Ranking Minority Member, determines that 
there is good cause to begin the meeting or 
hearing sooner, or if the Committee so deter- 
mines by majority vote. In these cases, the 
Chairman shall publicly announce the meet- 
ing or hearing at the earliest possible time. 
The Chief Legislative Clerk of the Com- 
mittee shall promptly notify the Daily Di- 
gest Clerk of the Congressional Record and 
shall promptly make publicly available in 
electronic form the appropriate information 
as soon as possible after the public an- 
nouncement is made. 

(3) To the extent practicable, a background 
memorandum prepared by the Majority staff 
for the Majority Members and the Minority 
staff for the Minority Members summarizing 
the major provisions of any bill being consid- 
ered by the Committee, including the need 
for the bill and its effect on current law, will 
be available for the Members of the Com- 
mittee no later than 48 hours before the 
meeting. 

(b) Public Availability of Markup Text.— 
At least 24 hours prior to the markup of any 
legislation (or at the time of an announce- 
ment under paragraph (a)(2) above made 
within 24 hours before such meeting), the 
Chairman shall cause the text of such legis- 
lation to be made publicly available in elec- 
tronic form. 

(c) Meetings and Hearings to Begin 
Promptly.—Each meeting or hearing of the 
Committee shall begin promptly at the time 
stipulated in the public announcement of the 
meeting or hearing. 

(d) Addressing the Committee.—A Com- 
mittee Member may address the Committee 
or a Subcommittee on any bill, motion, or 
other matter under consideration or may 
question a witness at a hearing only when 
recognized by the Chairman for that purpose. 
The time a Member may address the Com- 
mittee or Subcommittee for any purpose or 
to question a witness shall be limited to five 
minutes, except as provided in Committee 
Rule 4(f). A Member shall limit his remarks 
to the subject matter under consideration. 
The Chairman shall enforce the preceding 
provision. 

(e) Quorums. 

(1) A majority of the Members of the Com- 
mittee shall constitute a quorum for the re- 
porting of any measure or recommendation, 
the authorizing of a subpoena, the closing of 
any meeting or hearing to the public under 
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clause 2(g)(1), clause 2(g)(2)(A) and clause 
2(k)(5)(B) of House Rule XI, and the releasing 
of executive session materials under clause 
2(k)(7) of House Rule X. Testimony and evi- 
dence may be received at any hearing at 
which there are at least two Members of the 
Committee present. For the purpose of 
transacting all other business of the Com- 
mittee, one third of the Members shall con- 
stitute a quorum. 

(2) When a call of the roll is required to as- 
certain the presence of a quorum, the offices 
of all Members shall be notified and the 
Members shall have not less than 15 minutes 
to prove their attendance. The Chairman 
shall have the discretion to waive this re- 
quirement when a quorum is actually 
present or whenever a quorum is secured and 
may direct the Chief Legislative Clerk to 
note the names of all Members present with- 
in the 15-minute period. 

(f) Participation of Members in Committee 
and Subcommittees.—Any Member of the 
Committee may sit with any Subcommittee 
during any meeting or hearing, and by unan- 
imous consent of the Members of the Sub- 
committee, may participate in such meeting 
or hearing. However, a Member who is not a 
Member of the Subcommittee may not vote 
on any matter before the Subcommittee, be 
counted for purposes of establishing a 
quorum or raise points of order. 

(g) Proxies.—No vote in the Committee or 
its Subcommittees may be cast by proxy. 

(h) Record Votes.—Record votes shall be 
ordered on the demand of one-fifth of the 
Members present, or by any Member in the 
apparent absence of a quorum. 

(i) Postponed Record Votes. 

(1) Subject to paragraph (2), the Chairman 
may, after consultation with the Ranking 
Minority Member, postpone further pro- 
ceedings when a record vote is ordered on the 
question of approving any measure or matter 
or adopting an amendment. The Chairman 
shall resume proceedings on a postponed re- 
quest at any time after reasonable notice, 
but no later than the next meeting day. 

(2) Notwithstanding any intervening order 
for the previous question, when proceedings 
resume on a postponed question under para- 
graph (1), an underlying proposition shall re- 
main subject to further debate or amend- 
ment to the same extent as when the ques- 
tion was postponed. 

(3) This rule shall apply to Subcommittee 
proceedings. 

(j) Privileged Motions.—A motion to recess 
from day to day, a motion to recess subject 
to the call of the Chairman (within 24 hours), 
and a motion to dispense with the first read- 
ing (in full) of a bill or resolution if printed 
copies are available, are nondebatable mo- 
tions of high privilege. 

(k) Layover and Copy of Bill.—No measure 
or recommendation reported by a Sub- 
committee shall be considered by the Com- 
mittee until two calendar days from the 
time of Subcommittee action. No bill shall 
be considered by the Committee unless a 
copy has been delivered to the office of each 
Member of the Committee requesting a copy. 
These requirements may be waived by a ma- 
jority vote of the Committee at the time of 
consideration of the measure or rec- 
ommendation. 

(1) Access to Dais and Conference Room.— 
Access to the hearing rooms’ daises (and to 
the conference rooms adjacent to the Com- 
mittee hearing rooms) shall be limited to 
Members of Congress and employees of the 
Committee during a meeting of the Com- 
mittee, except that Committee Members’ 
personal staff may be present on the daises if 
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their employing Member is the author of a 
bill or amendment under consideration by 
the Committee, but only during the time 
that the bill or amendment is under active 
consideration by the Committee. Access to 
the conference rooms adjacent to the Com- 
mittee hearing rooms shall be limited to 
Members of Congress and employees of Con- 
gress during a meeting of the Committee. 

(m) Cellular Telephones.—The use of cel- 
lular telephones is prohibited on the Com- 
mittee dais or in the Committee hearing 
rooms during a meeting of the Committee. 

(n) Motion to go to Conference with the 
Senate.—The Chairman may offer a motion 
under clause 1 of Rule XXII whenever the 
Chairman considers it appropriate. 

RULE 4. HEARING PROCEDURES 


(a) Written Statement; Oral Testimony.— 

Each witness who is to appear before the 
Committee or a Subcommittee shall file 
with the Chief Legislative Clerk of the Com- 
mittee or Subcommittee Clerk, at least two 
working days before the day of his or her ap- 
pearance, a written statement of their pro- 
posed testimony. Each witness shall limit 
his or her oral presentation to a five-minute 
summary of the written statement, unless 
the Chairman, in consultation with the 
Ranking Minority Member, extends this 
time period. In addition, all witnesses shall 
be required to submit with their testimony a 
resume or other statement describing their 
education, employment, professional affili- 
ations and other background information 
pertinent to their testimony. Failure to 
comply with these requirements may result 
in the exclusion of the written testimony 
from the hearing record and/or the barring of 
an oral presentation of the testimony. 
(b) Minority Witnesses.—When any hearing 
is conducted by the Committee or any Sub- 
committee upon any measure or matter, the 
Minority party Members on the Committee 
or Subcommittee shall be entitled, upon re- 
quest to the Chairman by a majority of those 
Minority Members before the completion of 
the hearing, to call witnesses selected by the 
Minority to testify with respect to that 
measure or matter during at least one day of 
hearings thereon. 

(c) Information for Members.—After an- 
nouncement of a hearing, the Committee 
shall make available as soon as practicable 
to all Members of the Committee a tentative 
witness list and to the extent practicable the 
Majority staff shall make available to the 
Majority Members and the Minority staff 
shall make available to the Minority Mem- 
bers a memorandum explaining the subject 
matter of the hearing (including relevant 
legislative reports and other necessary mate- 
rial). In addition, the Chairman shall make 
available to the Members of the Committee 
any official reports from departments and 
agencies on the subject matter as they are 
received. 

(d) Subpoenas.—The Committee or a Sub- 
committee may authorize and issue a sub- 
poena under clause 2(m) of House Rule XI if 
authorized by a majority of the Members 
voting. In addition, the Chairman of the 
Committee may authorize and issue sub- 
poenas during any period of time in which 
the House of Representatives has adjourned 
for more than three days. Subpoenas shall be 
signed only by the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee, or any Member of the Committee au- 
thorized by the Committee, and may be 
served by any person designated by the 
Chairman or Member. 

(e) Oaths.—The Chairman of the Com- 
mittee or any Member designated by the 
Chairman may administer oaths to any wit- 
ness before the Committee. All witnesses ap- 
pearing in hearings may be administered the 
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following oath by the Chairman or his des- 
ignee prior to receiving the testimony: ‘‘Do 
you solemnly swear or affirm that the testi- 
mony that you are about to give is the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God?” 

Opening Statements; Questioning of Wit- 
nesses. 

(1) Opening statements by Members may 
not be presented orally, unless the Chairman 
or his designee makes a statement, in which 
case the Ranking Minority Member or his 
designee may also make a statement. If a 
witness scheduled to testify at any hearing 
of the Committee is a constituent of a Mem- 
ber of the Committee, that Member shall be 
entitled to introduce the witness at the hear- 
ing. 

(2) The questioning of witnesses in Com- 
mittee and Subcommittee hearings shall be 
initiated by the Chairman, followed by the 
Ranking Minority Member and all other 
Members alternating between the Majority 
and Minority parties. In recognizing Mem- 
bers to question witnesses, the Chairman 
shall take into consideration the ratio of the 
Majority to Minority Members present and 
shall establish the order of recognition for 
questioning in a manner so as not to dis- 
advantage the Members of the Majority or 
the Members of the Minority. A motion is in 
order to allow designated Majority and Mi- 
nority party Members to question a witness 
for a specified period to be equally divided 
between the Majority and Minority parties. 
This period shall not exceed one hour in the 
aggregate. 

(g) Materials for Hearing Record.—Any 
materials submitted specifically for inclu- 
sion in the hearing record must address the 
announced subject matter of the hearing and 
be submitted to the relevant Subcommittee 
Clerk or Chief Legislative Clerk no later 
than 10 business days following the last day 
of the hearing. 

(h) Claims of Privilege.—Claims of com- 
mon-law privileges made by witnesses in 
hearings, or by interviewees or deponents in 
investigations or inquiries, are applicable 
only at the discretion of the Chairman, sub- 
ject to appeal to the Committee. 

RULE 5. FILING OF COMMITTEE REPORTS 


(a) Duty of Chairman.—Whenever the Com- 
mittee authorizes the favorable reporting of 
a measure from the Committee, the Chair- 
man or his designee shall report the same to 
the House of Representatives and shall take 
all steps necessary to secure its passage 
without any additional authority needing to 
be set forth in the motion to report each in- 
dividual measure. In appropriate cases, the 
authority set forth in this rule shall extend 
to moving in accordance with the Rules of 
the House of Representatives that the House 
be resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the measure; and to moving in 
accordance with the Rules of the House of 
Representatives for the disposition of a Sen- 
ate measure that is substantially the same 
as the House measure as reported. 

(b) Filing.—A report on a measure which 
has been approved by the Committee shall be 
filed within seven calendar days (exclusive of 
days on which the House of Representatives 
is not in session) after the day on which 
there has been filed with the Committee 
Chief Legislative Clerk a written request, 
signed by a majority of the Members of the 
Committee, for the reporting of that meas- 
ure. Upon the filing with the Committee 
Chief Legislative Clerk of this request, the 
Chief Legislative Clerk shall transmit imme- 
diately to the Chairman notice of the filing 
of that request. 
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(c) Supplemental, Additional or Minority 
Views.—Any Member may, if notice is given 
by any Member at the time a bill or resolu- 
tion is approved by the Committee, file sup- 
plemental, additional, or minority views. 
These views must be in writing and signed by 
each Member joining therein and be filed 
with the Committee Chief Legislative Clerk 
not less than two additional calendar days 
(excluding Saturdays, Sundays and legal 
holidays except when the House is in session 
on those days) of the time the bill or resolu- 
tion is approved by the Committee. This 
paragraph shall not preclude the filing of 
any supplemental report on any bill or reso- 
lution that may be required for the correc- 
tion of any technical error in a previous re- 
port made by the Committee on that bill or 
resolution. 

(d) Review by Members.—Each Member of 
the Committee shall be given an opportunity 
to review each proposed Committee report 
before it is filed with the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives. Nothing in this para- 
graph extends the time allowed for filing 
supplemental, additional or minority views 
under paragraph (c). 

(e) Disclaimer.—All Committee or Sub- 
committee reports printed and not approved 
by a majority vote of the Committee or Sub- 
committee, as appropriate, shall contain the 
following disclaimer on the cover of the re- 
port: 

“This report has not been officially adopt- 
ed by the {Committee on Natural Resources} 
{Subcommittee} and may not therefore nec- 
essarily reflect the views of its Members.” 


RULE 6. ESTABLISHMENT OF SUBCOMMITTEES; 
FULL COMMITTEE JURISDICTION; BILL REFER- 
RALS 


(a) Subcommittees.—There shall be five 
standing Subcommittees of the Committee, 
with the following jurisdiction and respon- 
sibilities: 

Subcommittee on Public Lands and 
Environmental Regulation 


(1) The National Environmental Policy Act 
in general. 

(2) Measures and matters related to the 
National Park System and its units, includ- 
ing Federal reserved water rights. 

(3) The National Wilderness Preservation 
System. 

(4) Wild and Scenic Rivers System, Na- 
tional Trails System, national heritage areas 
and other national units established for pro- 
tection, conservation, preservation or rec- 
reational development, other than coastal 
barriers. 

(5) Military parks and battlefields, na- 
tional cemeteries administered by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, parks in and within 
the vicinity of the District of Columbia and 
the erection of monuments to the memory of 
individuals. 

(6) Federal and non-Federal outdoor recre- 
ation plans, programs and administration in- 
cluding the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund Act of 1965 and the Outdoor Recreation 
Act of 1963. 

(7) Preservation of prehistoric ruins and 
objects of interest on the public domain and 
other historic preservation programs and ac- 
tivities, including national monuments, his- 
toric sites and programs for international 
cooperation in the field of historic preserva- 
tion. 

(8) Matters concerning the following agen- 
cies and programs: Urban Parks and Recre- 
ation Recovery Program, Historic American 
Buildings Survey, Historic American Engi- 
neering Record, and U.S. Holocaust Memo- 
rial. 
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(9) Public lands generally, including meas- 
ures or matters relating to entry, easements, 
withdrawals, grazing and Federal reserved 
water rights. 

(10) Forfeiture of land grants and alien 
ownership, including alien ownership of min- 
eral lands. 

(11) Cooperative efforts to encourage, en- 
hance and improve international programs 
for the protection of the environment and 
the conservation of natural resources other- 
wise within the jurisdiction of the Sub- 
committee. 

(12) Forest reservations, including manage- 
ment thereof, created from the public do- 
main. 

(18) Public forest lands generally, includ- 
ing measures or matters related to entry, 
easements, withdrawals, grazing and Federal 
reserved water rights. 

(14) General and continuing oversight and 
investigative authority over activities, poli- 
cies and programs within the jurisdiction of 
the Subcommittee. 


Subcommittee on Fisheries, Wildlife, Oceans 
and Insular Affairs 


(1) All matters regarding insular areas of 
the United States. 

(2) All measures or matters regarding the 
Freely Associated States and Antarctica. 

(3) Fisheries management and fisheries re- 
search generally, including the management 
of all commercial and recreational fisheries 
(except for the reauthorization of the Mag- 
nuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act), interjurisdictional fish- 
eries, international fisheries agreements, 
aquaculture, seafood safety and fisheries pro- 
motion. 

(4) Wildlife resources, including research, 
restoration, refuges and conservation. 

(5) All matters pertaining to the protection 
of coastal and marine environments, includ- 
ing estuarine protection. 

(6) Coastal barriers. 

(7) Oceanography. 

(8) Ocean engineering, including materials, 
technology and systems. 

(9) Coastal zone management. 

(10) Marine sanctuaries. 

(11) U.N. Convention on the Law of the Sea. 

(12) Sea Grant programs and marine exten- 
sion services. 

(18) Cooperative efforts to encourage, en- 
hance and improve international programs 
for the protection of the environment and 
the conservation of natural resources other- 
wise within the jurisdiction of the Sub- 
committee. 

(14) General and continuing oversight and 
investigative authority over activities, poli- 
cies and programs within the jurisdiction of 
the Subcommittee. 


Subcommittee on Water and Power 


(1) Generation and marketing of electric 
power from Federal water projects by Feder- 
ally chartered or Federal regional power 
marketing authorities. 

(2) All measures and matters concerning 
water resources planning conducted pursu- 
ant to the Water Resources Planning Act, 
water resource research and development 
programs and saline water research and de- 
velopment. 

(3) Compacts relating to the use and appor- 
tionment of interstate waters, water rights 
and major interbasin water or power move- 
ment programs. 

(4) All measures and matters pertaining to 
irrigation and reclamation projects and 
other water resources development and recy- 
cling programs, including policies and proce- 
dures. 
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(5) Indian water rights and settlements. 

(6) Cooperative efforts to encourage, en- 
hance and improve international programs 
for the protection of the environment and 
the conservation of natural resources other- 
wise within the jurisdiction of the Sub- 
committee. 

(7) General and continuing oversight and 
investigative authority over activities, poli- 
cies and programs within the jurisdiction of 
the Subcommittee. 


Subcommittee on Energy and Mineral 
Resources 


(1) All measures and matters concerning 
the U.S. Geological Survey, except for the 
activities and programs of the Water Re- 
sources Division or its successor. 

(2) All measures and matters affecting geo- 
thermal resources. 

(8) Conservation of United States uranium 
supply. 

(4) Mining interests generally, including 
all matters involving mining regulation and 
enforcement, including the reclamation of 
mined lands, the environmental effects of 
mining, and the management of mineral re- 
ceipts, mineral land laws and claims, long- 
range mineral programs and deep seabed 
mining. 

(5) Mining schools, experimental stations 
and long-range mineral programs. 

(6) Mineral resources on public lands. 

(7) Conservation and development of oil 
and gas resources of the Outer Continental 
Shelf. 

(8) Petroleum conservation on the public 
lands and conservation of the radium supply 
in the United States. 

(9) Measures and matters concerning the 
transportation of natural gas from or within 
Alaska and disposition of oil transported by 
the trans-Alaska oil pipeline. 

(10) Rights of way over public lands for un- 
derground energy-related transportation. 

(11) Cooperative efforts to encourage, en- 
hance and improve international programs 
for the protection of the environment and 
the conservation of natural resources other- 
wise within the jurisdiction of the Sub- 
committee. 

(12) General and continuing oversight and 
investigative authority over activities, poli- 
cies and programs within the jurisdiction of 
the Subcommittee. 


Subcommittee on Indian and Alaska Native 
Affairs 


(1) Measures relating to the welfare of Na- 
tive Americans, including management of 
Indian lands in general and special measures 
relating to claims which are paid out of In- 
dian funds. 

(2) All matters regarding the relations of 
the United States with Native Americans 
and Native American tribes, including spe- 
cial oversight functions under House Rule X. 

(3) All matters regarding Native Alaskans. 

(4) All matters related to the Federal trust 
responsibility to Native Americans and the 
sovereignty of Native Americans. 

(b) Full Committee.—The following meas- 
ures and matters shall be retained at the 
Full Committee: 

(1) Environmental and habitat measures of 
general applicability, including the Endan- 
gered Species Act and reauthorization of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act. 

(2) All matters regarding Native Hawai- 
ians. 

(3) Cooperative efforts to encourage, en- 
hance and improve international programs 
for the protection of the environment and 
the conservation of natural resources other- 
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wise within the jurisdiction of the Full Com- 
mittee under this paragraph. 

(4) All other measures and matters re- 
tained by the Full Committee, including 
those retained under Committee Rule 6(e). 

(5) General and continuing oversight and 
investigative authority over activities, poli- 
cies and programs within the jurisdiction of 
the Committee under House Rule X. 

(c) Ex-officio Members.—The Chairman 
and Ranking Minority Member of the Com- 
mittee may serve as ex-officio Members of 
each standing Subcommittee to which the 
Chairman or the Ranking Minority Member 
have not been assigned. Ex-officio Members 
shall have the right to fully participate in 
Subcommittee activities but may not vote 
and may not be counted in establishing a 
quorum. 

(d) Powers and Duties of Subcommittees. 
Each Subcommittee is authorized to meet, 
hold hearings, receive evidence and report to 
the Committee on all matters within its ju- 
risdiction. Each Subcommittee shall review 
and study, on a continuing basis, the appli- 
cation, administration, execution and effec- 
tiveness of those statutes, or parts of stat- 
utes, the subject matter of which is within 
that Subcommittee’s jurisdiction; and the 
organization, operation, and regulations of 
any Federal agency or entity having respon- 
sibilities in or for the administration of such 
statutes, to determine whether these stat- 
utes are being implemented and carried out 
in accordance with the intent of Congress. 
Each Subcommittee shall review and study 
any conditions or circumstances indicating 
the need of enacting new or supplemental 
legislation within the jurisdiction of the 
Subcommittee. Each Subcommittee shall 
have general and continuing oversight and 
investigative authority over activities, poli- 
cies and programs within the jurisdiction of 
the Subcommittee. 

(e) Referral to Subcommittees; Recall. 

(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2) and 
for those measures or matters retained at 
the Full Committee, every legislative meas- 
ure or other matter referred to the Com- 
mittee shall be referred to the Sub- 
committee of jurisdiction within two weeks 
of the date of its referral to the Committee. 
If any measure or matter is within or affects 
the jurisdiction of one or more Subcommit- 
tees, the Chairman may refer that measure 
or matter simultaneously to two or more 
Subcommittees for concurrent consideration 
or for consideration in sequence subject to 
appropriate time limits, or divide the matter 
into two or more parts and refer each part to 
a Subcommittee. 

(2) The Chairman, with the approval of a 
majority of the Majority Members of the 
Committee, may refer a legislative measure 
or other matter to a select or special Sub- 
committee. A legislative measure or other 
matter referred by the Chairman to a Sub- 
committee may be recalled from the Sub- 
committee for direct consideration by the 
Full Committee, or for referral to another 
Subcommittee, provided Members of the 
Committee receive one week written notice 
of the recall and a majority of the Members 
of the Committee do not object. In addition, 
a legislative measure or other matter re- 
ferred by the Chairman to a Subcommittee 
may be recalled from the Subcommittee at 
any time by majority vote of the Committee 
for direct consideration by the Full Com- 
mittee or for referral to another Sub- 
committee. 

Consultation.—Each Subcommittee Chair- 
man shall consult with the Chairman of the 
Full Committee prior to setting dates for 
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Subcommittee meetings with a view towards 
avoiding whenever possible conflicting Com- 
mittee and Subcommittee meetings. 

(g) Vacancy.—A vacancy in the member- 
ship of a Subcommittee shall not affect the 
power of the remaining Members to execute 
the functions of the Subcommittee. 


RULE 7. TASK FORCES, SPECIAL OR SELECT 
SUBCOMMITTEES 

(a) Appointment.—The Chairman of the 
Committee is authorized, after consultation 
with the Ranking Minority Member, to ap- 
point Task Forces, or special or select Sub- 
committees, to carry out the duties and 
functions of the Committee. 

(b) Ex-Officio Members.—The Chairman 
and Ranking Minority Member of the Com- 
mittee may serve as ex-officio Members of 
each Task Force, or special or select Sub- 
committee if they are not otherwise mem- 
bers. Ex-officio Members shall have the right 
to fully participate in activities but may not 
vote and may not be counted in establishing 
a quorum. 

(c) Party Ratios.—The ratio of Majority 
Members to Minority Members, excluding 
ex-officio Members, on each Task Force, spe- 
cial or select Subcommittee shall be as close 
as practicable to the ratio on the Full Com- 
mittee. 

(d) Temporary Resignation.—A Member 
can temporarily resign his or her position on 
a Subcommittee to serve on a Task Force, 
special or select Subcommittee without prej- 
udice to the Member’s seniority on the Sub- 
committee. 

(e) Chairman and Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber.—The Chairman of any Task Force, or 
special or select Subcommittee shall be ap- 
pointed by the Chairman of the Committee. 
The Ranking Minority Member shall select a 
Ranking Minority Member for each Task 
Force, or standing, special or select Sub- 
committee. 

RULE 8. RECOMMENDATION OF CONFEREES 


Whenever it becomes necessary to appoint 
conferees on a particular measure, the Chair- 
man shall recommend to the Speaker as con- 
ferees those Majority Members, as well as 
those Minority Members recommended to 
the Chairman by the Ranking Minority 
Member, primarily responsible for the meas- 
ure. The ratio of Majority Members to Mi- 
nority Members recommended for con- 
ferences shall be no greater than the ratio on 
the Committee. 

RULE 9. COMMITTEE RECORDS 


(a) Segregation of Records.—All Com- 
mittee records shall be kept separate and 
distinct from the office records of individual 
Committee Members serving as Chairmen or 
Ranking Minority Members. These records 
shall be the property of the House and all 
Members shall have access to them in ac- 
cordance with clause 2(e)(2) of House Rule 
XI. 

(b) Availability——The Committee shall 
make available to the public for review at 
reasonable times in the Committee office 
transcripts of public meetings and hearings, 
except those that are unrevised or unedited 
and intended solely for the use of the Com- 
mittee. 

(c) Archived Records.—Records of the Com- 
mittee which are deposited with the Na- 
tional Archives shall be made available for 
public use pursuant to House Rule VII. The 
Chairman of the Committee shall notify the 
Ranking Minority Member of any decision, 
pursuant to clause 3(b)(8) or clause 4(b) of 
House Rule VII, to withhold, or to provide a 
time, schedule or condition for availability 
of any record otherwise available. At the 
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written request of any Member of the Com- 
mittee, the matter shall be presented to the 
Committee for a determination and shall be 
subject to the same notice and quorum re- 
quirements for the conduct of business under 
Committee Rule 3. 

(d) Records of Closed Meetings.—Notwith- 
standing the other provisions of this rule, no 
records of Committee meetings or hearings 
which were closed to the public pursuant to 
the Rules of the House of Representatives 
shall be released to the public unless the 
Committee votes to release those records in 
accordance with the procedure used to close 
the Committee meeting. 

(e) Classified Materials.—A1l classified ma- 
terials shall be maintained in an appro- 
priately secured location and shall be re- 
leased only to authorized persons for review, 
who shall not remove the material from the 
Committee offices without the written per- 
mission of the Chairman. 

(I) Committee Information Available for 
the Public.—In addition to any other re- 
quirement of these rules or the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, the Chairman 
shall cause to be made available publicly in 
electronic form the following: 

(1) a record of the votes on any question on 
which a recorded vote is taken which shall 
be posted no later than 24 hours after the 
vote is taken that shall include: 

(i) a copy of the amendment or a detailed 
description of the motion, order or other 
proposition; and 

(ii) the name of each Member voting for 
and each Member voting against such 
amendment, motion, order, or proposition, 
the names of those Members voting present, 
and the names of any Member not present. 

(2) copies of all amendments adopted in 
Committee by voice vote or unanimous con- 
sent within 24 hours of the adoption of the 
amendment. 

(3) the rules of the Committee, once adopt- 
ed, and any amendments thereto, in accord- 
ance with clause 2(a)(2) of House Rule XI. 

(4) the statements required under the sec- 
ond sentence of clause 2(g¢)(5) of House Rule 
XI, with appropriate redactions to protect 
the privacy of the witness, which shall be 
posted no later than one day after the wit- 
ness appears before the Committee. 

RULE 10. COMMITTEE BUDGET AND EXPENSES 


(a) Budget.—At the beginning of each Con- 
gress, after consultation with the Chairman 
of each Subcommittee and the Ranking Mi- 
nority Member, the Chairman shall present 
to the Committee for its approval a budget 
covering the funding required for staff, trav- 
el, and miscellaneous expenses. 

(b) Expense Resolution.—-Upon approval 
by the Committee of each budget, the Chair- 
man, acting pursuant to clause 6 of House 
Rule X, shall prepare and introduce in the 
House a supporting expense resolution, and 
take all action necessary to bring about its 
approval by the Committee on House Admin- 
istration and by the House of Representa- 
tives. 

(c) Amendments.—The Chairman shall re- 
port to the Committee any amendments to 
each expense resolution and any related 
changes in the budget. 

(d) Additional Expenses.—Authorization 
for the payment of additional or unforeseen 
Committee expenses may be procured by one 
or more additional expense resolutions proc- 
essed in the same manner as set out under 
this rule. 

(e) Month Reports.—Copies of each month- 
ly report, prepared by the Chairman for the 
Committee on House Administration, which 
shows expenditures made during the report- 
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ing period and cumulative for the year, an- 
ticipated expenditures for the projected 
Committee program, and detailed informa- 
tion on travel, shall be available to each 
Member. 

RULE 11. COMMITTEE STAFF 


(a) Rules and Policies——Committee staff 
members are subject to the provisions of 
clause 9 of House Rule X, as well as any writ- 
ten personnel policies the Committee may 
from time to time adopt. 

(b) Majority and Nonpartisan Staff—The 
Chairman shall appoint, determine the re- 
muneration of, and may remove, the legisla- 
tive and administrative employees of the 
Committee not assigned to the Minority. 
The legislative and administrative staff of 
the Committee not assigned to the Minority 
shall be under the general supervision and 
direction of the Chairman, who shall estab- 
lish and assign the duties and responsibil- 
ities of these staff members and delegate any 
authority he determines appropriate. 

(c) Minority Staff—The Ranking Minority 
Member of the Committee shall appoint, de- 
termine the remuneration of, and may re- 
move, the legislative and administrative 
staff assigned to the Minority within the 
budget approved for those purposes. The leg- 
islative and administrative staff assigned to 
the Minority shall be under the general su- 
pervision and direction of the Ranking Mi- 
nority Member of the Committee who may 
delegate any authority he determines appro- 
priate. 

(d) Availability.—The skills and services of 
all Committee staff shall be available to all 
Members of the Committee. 

RULE 12. COMMITTEE TRAVEL 


In addition to any written travel policies 
the Committee may from time to time 
adopt, all travel of Members and staff of the 
Committee or its Subcommittees, to hear- 
ings, meetings, conferences and investiga- 
tions, including all foreign travel, must be 
authorized by the Full Committee Chairman 
prior to any public notice of the travel and 
prior to the actual travel. In the case of Mi- 
nority staff, all travel shall first be approved 
by the Ranking Minority Member. Funds au- 
thorized for the Committee under clauses 6 
and 7 of House Rule X are for expenses in- 
curred in the Committee’s activities within 
the United States. 

RULE 13. CHANGES TO COMMITTEE RULES 


The rules of the Committee may be modi- 
fied, amended, or repealed, by a majority 
vote of the Committee, provided that written 
notice of the proposed change has been pro- 
vided each Member of the Committee prior 
to the meeting date on which the changes 
are to be discussed and voted on consistent 
with Committee Rule 3(a). A change to the 
rules of the Committee shall be published in 
the Congressional Record no later than 30 
days after its approval and made publicly 
available in electronic form. 

RULE 14. OTHER PROCEDURES 


The Chairman may establish procedures 
and take actions as may be necessary to 
carry out the rules of the Committee or to 
facilitate the effective administration of the 
Committee, in accordance with the rules of 
the Committee and the Rules of the House of 
Representatives. 


RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to 
submit for printing, pursuant to rule XI, clause 
2(a) of the Rules of the House, a copy of the 
Rules of the Committee on Agriculture, which 
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were adopted at the organizational meeting of 
the Committee on January 23, 2013. 

Apendix A of the Committee Rules will in- 
clude excerpts from the Rules of the House 
relevant to the operation of the Committee. 
Appendix B will include relevant excerpts from 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. In the 
interests of minimizing printing costs, Appen- 
dices A and B are omitted from this submis- 
sion. 

RULE I.—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

(a) Applicability of House Rules.—(1) The 
Rules of the House shall govern the proce- 
dure of the Committee and its subcommit- 
tees, and the rules of the Committee on Agri- 
culture so far as applicable shall be inter- 
preted in accordance with the Rules of the 
House, except that a motion to recess from 
day to day, and a motion to dispense with 
the first reading (in full) of a bill or resolu- 
tion, if printed copies are available, are non- 
debatable privileged motions in the Com- 
mittee and its subcommittees. (See Appendix 
A for the applicable Rules of the U.S. House 
of Representatives.) 

(2) As provided in clause 1(a)(2) of House 
Rule XI, each subcommittee is part of the 
Committee and is subject to the authority 
and direction of the Committee and its rules 
so far as applicable. (See also Committee 
rules III, IV, V, VI, VII and X, infra.) 

(b) Authority to Conduct Investigations.— 
The Committee and its subcommittees, after 
consultation with the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee, may conduct such investigations and 
studies as they may consider necessary or 
appropriate in the exercise of their respon- 
sibilities under Rule X of the Rules of the 
House and in accordance with clause 2(m) of 
House Rule XI. 

(c) Authority to Print.—The Committee is 
authorized by the Rules of the House to have 
printed and bound testimony and other data 
presented at hearings held by the Committee 
and its subcommittees. All costs of steno- 
graphic services and transcripts in connec- 
tion with any meeting or hearing of the 
Committee and its subcommittees shall be 
paid from applicable accounts of the House 
described in clause 1(i)(1) of House Rule X in 
accordance with clause 1(c) of House Rule XI. 
(See also paragraphs (d), (e) and (f) of Com- 
mittee rule VIII.) 

(d) Vice Chairman.—The Member of the 
majority party on the Committee or sub- 
committee designated by the Chairman of 
the full Committee shall be the vice chair- 
man of the Committee or subcommittee in 
accordance with clause 2(d) of House Rule 
XI. 

(e) Presiding Member.—If the Chairman of 
the Committee or subcommittee is not 
present at any Committee or subcommittee 
meeting or hearing, the vice chairman shall 
preside. If the Chairman and vice chairman 
of the Committee or subcommittee are not 
present at a Committee or subcommittee 
meeting or hearing the ranking Member of 
the majority party who is present shall pre- 
side in accordance with clause 2(d), House 
Rule XI. 

(f) Publication of Rules.—The Committee’s 
rules shall be publicly available in electronic 
form and published in the Congressional 
Record not later than 30 days after the Chair 
is elected in each odd-numbered year as pro- 
vided in clause 2(a) of House Rule XI. 

(g) Joint Committee Reports of Investiga- 
tion or Study.—A report of an investigation 
or study conducted jointly by more than one 
committee may be filed jointly, provided 
that each of the committees complies inde- 
pendently with all requirements for approval 
and filing of the report. 
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RULE IIl.—COMMITTEE BUSINESS MEETINGS— 
REGULAR, ADDITIONAL AND SPECIAL 

(a) Regular Meetings.—(1) Regular meet- 
ings of the Committee, in accordance with 
clause 2(b) of House Rule XI, shall be held on 
the first Wednesday of every month to trans- 
act its business if notice is given pursuant to 
clause 2(g¢)(3) of House Rule XI. The Chair- 
man shall provide each member of the Com- 
mittee, as far in advance of the day of the 
regular meeting as practicable, a written 
agenda of such meeting. Items may be placed 
on the agenda by the Chairman or a majority 
of the Committee. This paragraph shall not 
apply to meetings of any subcommittee. (See 
paragraph (f) of Committee rule X for provi- 
sions that apply to meetings of subcommit- 
tees.) 

(b) Additional Meetings.—(1) The Chair- 
man may call and convene, as he or she con- 
siders necessary, which may not commence 
earlier than the third day on which members 
have notice thereof after consultation with 
the Ranking Minority Member of the Com- 
mittee or after concurrence with the Rank- 
ing Minority Member, additional meetings of 
the Committee for the consideration of any 
bill or resolution pending before the Com- 
mittee or for the conduct of other Com- 
mittee business. The Committee shall meet 
for such additional meetings pursuant to the 
notice from the Chairman. 

(2) A hearing or meeting may begin sooner 
than specified in clause (1) (in which case the 
chair shall make the announcement specified 
at the earliest possible time) if the com- 
mittee so determines by majority vote in the 
presence of the number of members required 
under the rules of the committee for the 
transaction of business. 

(3) At least 24 hours prior to the com- 
mencement of a meeting for the markup of a 
measure or matter the Chair shall cause the 
text of such measure or matter to be made 
publicly available in electronic form. 

(c) Special Meetings.—If at least three 
members of the Committee desire that a spe- 
cial meeting of the Committee be called by 
the Chairman, those members may file in the 
offices of the Committee their written re- 
quest to the Chairman for such special meet- 
ing. Such request shall specify the measure 
or matters to be considered. Immediately 
upon the filing of the request, the Majority 
Staff Director (serving as the clerk of the 
Committee for such purpose) shall notify the 
Chairman of the filing of the request. If, 
within three calendar days after the filing of 
the request, the Chairman does not call the 
requested special meeting to be held within 7 
calendar days after the filing of the request, 
a majority of the members of the Committee 
may file in the offices of the Committee 
their written notice that a special meeting 
of the Committee will be held, specifying the 
date and hour thereof, and the measures or 
matter to be considered at that special meet- 
ing in accordance with clause 2(c)(2) of House 
Rule XI. The Committee shall meet on that 
date and hour. Immediately upon the filing 
of the notice, the Majority Staff Director 
(serving as the clerk) of the Committee shall 
notify all members of the Committee that 
such meeting will be held and inform them of 
its date and hour and the measure or matter 
to be considered, and only the measure or 
matter specified in that notice may be con- 
sidered at that special meeting. 

RULE III.—OPEN MEETINGS AND HEARINGS; 

BROADCASTING 

(a) Open Meetings and Hearings.—Each 
meeting for the transaction of business, in- 
cluding the markup of legislation, and each 
hearing by the Committee or a sub- 
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committee shall be open to the public unless 
closed in accordance with clause 2g) of 
House Rule XI. (See Appendix A.) 

(b) Broadcasting and Photography.—When- 
ever a Committee or subcommittee meeting 
for the transaction of business, including the 
markup of legislation, or a hearing is open to 
the public, that meeting or hearing shall: 

(1) To the maximum extent practicable the 
Committee shall provide audio and video 
coverage of each hearing or meeting for the 
transaction of business in a manner that al- 
lows the public to easily listen to and view 
the proceedings and shall maintain the re- 
cordings of such coverage in a manner that 
is easily accessible to the public. 

(2) Be open to coverage by television, 
radio, and still photography in accordance 
with clause 4 of House Rule XI (See Appendix 
A). When such radio coverage is conducted in 
the Committee or subcommittee, written no- 
tice to that effect shall be placed on the desk 
of each Member. The Chairman of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee, shall not limit the 
number of television or still cameras per- 
mitted in a hearing or meeting room to 
fewer than two representatives from each 
medium (except for legitimate space or safe- 
ty considerations, in which case pool cov- 
erage shall be authorized). 

(c) Closed Meetings—Attendees.—No per- 
son other than Members of the Committee or 
subcommittee and such congressional staff 
and departmental representatives as the 
Committee or subcommittee may authorize 
shall be present at any business or markup 
session that has been closed to the public as 
provided in clause 2(g)(1) of House Rule XI. 

(d) Addressing the Committee.—A Com- 
mittee member may address the Committee 
or a subcommittee on any bill, motion, or 
other matter under consideration (See Com- 
mittee rule VII (e) relating to questioning a 
witness at a hearing). The time a member 
may address the Committee or sub- 
committee for any such purpose shall be lim- 
ited to five minutes, except that this time 
limit may be waived by unanimous consent. 
A member shall also be limited in his or her 
remarks to the subject matter under consid- 
eration, unless the Member receives unani- 
mous consent to extend his or her remarks 
beyond such subject. 

(e) Meetings to Begin Promptly.—Subject 
to the presence of a quorum, each meeting or 
hearing of the Committee and its sub- 
committees shall begin promptly at the time 
so stipulated in the public announcement of 
the meeting or hearing. 

(f) Prohibition on Proxy Voting.—No vote 
by any Member of the Committee or sub- 
committee with respect to any measure or 
matter may be cast by proxy. 

(g) Location of Persons at Meetings.—No 
person other than the Committee or sub- 
committee Members and Committee or sub- 
committee staff may be seated in the ros- 
trum area during a meeting of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee unless by unani- 
mous consent of Committee or sub- 
committee. 

(h) Consideration of Amendments and Mo- 
tions.—A Member, upon request, shall be rec- 
ognized by the Chairman to address the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee at a meeting for a 
period limited to five minutes on behalf of 
an amendment or motion offered by the 
Member or another Member, or upon any 
other matter under consideration, unless the 
Member receives unanimous consent to ex- 
tend the time limit. Every amendment or 
motion made in Committee or subcommittee 
shall, upon the demand of any Member 
present, be reduced to writing, and a copy 
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thereof shall be made available to all Mem- 
bers present. Such amendment or motion 
shall not be pending before the Committee or 
subcommittee or voted on until the require- 
ments of this paragraph have been met. 

(i) Demanding Record Vote.— 

(1) A record vote of the Committee or sub- 
committee on a question or action shall be 
ordered on a demand by one-fifth of the 
Members present. 

(2) The Chairman of the Committee or Sub- 
committee may postpone further pro- 
ceedings when a record vote is ordered on the 
question of approving a measure or matter 
or on adopting an amendment. If the Chair- 
man postpones further proceedings: 

(A) the Chairman may resume such post- 
poned proceedings, after giving Members 
adequate notice, at a time chosen in con- 
sultation with the Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber; and 

(B) notwithstanding any intervening order 
for the previous question, the underlying 
proposition on which proceedings were post- 
poned shall remain subject to further debate 
or amendment to the same extent as when 
the question was postponed. 

(j) Submission of Motions or Amendments 
In Advance of Business Meetings.—The Com- 
mittee and subcommittee-Chairman may re- 
quest and Committee and subcommittee 
Members should, insofar as practicable, co- 
operate in providing copies of proposed 
amendments or motions to the Chairman 
and the Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee or the subcommittee twenty-four 
hours before a Committee or subcommittee 
business meeting. 

(k) Points of Order.— No point of order 
against the hearing or meeting procedures of 
the Committee or subcommittee shall be en- 
tertained unless it is made in a timely fash- 
ion. 

d) Limitation on Committee Sittings.— 
The Committee or subcommittees may not 
sit during a joint session of the House and 
Senate or during a recess when a joint meet- 
ing of the House and Senate is in progress. 

(m) Prohibition of Wireless Telephones.— 
Use of wireless phones during a committee or 
subcommittee hearing or meeting is prohib- 
ited. 

RULE IV.—QUORUMS 

(a) Working Quorum.—One-third of the 
members of the Committee or a sub- 
committee shall constitute a quorum for 
taking any action, other than as noted in 
paragraphs (b) and (c). 

(b) Majority Quorum.—A majority of the 
members of the Committee or subcommittee 
shall constitute a quorum for: 

(1) the reporting of a bill, resolution or 
other measure (See clause 2(h)(1) of House 
Rules XI, and Committee rule VIII); 

(2) the closing of a meeting or hearing to 
the public pursuant to clauses 2(g), 2(k)(5) 
and 2(k)(7) of the Rule XI of the Rules of the 
House; 

(3) the authorizing of a subpoena as pro- 
vided in clause 2(m)(3), of House Rule XI (See 
also Committee rule VI.); and 

(4) as where required by a rule of the 
House. 

(c) Quorum for Taking Testimony.—Two 
members of the Committee or subcommittee 
shall constitute a quorum for the purpose of 
taking testimony and receiving evidence. 

RULE V.—RECORDS 

(a) Maintenance of Records.—The Com- 
mittee shall keep a complete record of all 
Committee and subcommittee action which 
shall include— 

(1) in the case of any meeting or hearing 
transcripts, a substantially verbatim ac- 
count of remarks actually made during the 
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proceedings, subject only to technical, gram- 
matical and typographical corrections au- 
thorized by the person making the remarks 
involved, and 

(2) written minutes shall include a record 
of all Committee and subcommittee action 
and a record of all votes on any question and 
a tally on all record votes. 

The result of each such record vote shall be 
made available by the Committee for inspec- 
tion by the public at reasonable times in the 
offices of the Committee and by telephone 
request and also made publicly available in 
electronic form within 48 hours of such 
record vote. Not later than 24 hours after 
adoption of an amendment to a measure or 
matter, the chair of the Committee shall 
cause the text of such amendment adopted 
thereto to be made publicly available in elec- 
tronic form. Information so available for 
public inspection shall include a description 
of the amendment, motion, order or other 
proposition and the name of each member 
voting for and each member voting against 
such amendment, motion, order, or propo- 
sition, and the names of those members 
present but not voting. 

(b) Access to and Correction of Records.— 
Any public witness, or person authorized by 
such witness, during Committee office hours 
in the Committee offices and within two 
weeks of the close of hearings, may obtain a 
transcript copy of that public witness’s testi- 
mony and make such technical, grammatical 
and typographical corrections as authorized 
by the person making the remarks involved 
as will not alter the nature of testimony 
given. There shall be prompt return of such 
corrected copy of the transcript to the Com- 
mittee. Members of the Committee or sub- 
committee shall receive copies of transcripts 
for their prompt review and correction and 
prompt return to the Committee. The Com- 
mittee or subcommittee may order the print- 
ing of a hearing record without the correc- 
tions of any Member or witness if it deter- 
mines that such Member or witness has been 
afforded a reasonable time in which to make 
such corrections and further delay would se- 
riously impede the consideration of the leg- 
islative action that is subject of the hearing. 
The record of a hearing shall be closed ten 
calendar days after the last oral testimony, 
unless the Committee or subcommittee de- 
termines otherwise. Any person requesting 
to file a statement for the record of a hear- 
ing must so request before the hearing con- 
cludes and must file the statement before 
the record is closed unless the Committee or 
subcommittee determines otherwise. The 
Committee or subcommittee may reject any 
statement in light of its length or its tend- 
ency to defame, degrade, or incriminate any 
person. 

(c) Property of the House.—All Committee 
and subcommittee records (including hear- 
ings data, charts, and files) shall be kept sep- 
arate and distinct from the congressional of- 
fice records of the Members serving as Chair- 
man and such records shall be the property 
of the House and all Members of the House 
shall have access thereto. The Majority Staff 
Director shall promptly notify the Chairman 
and the Ranking Minority Member of any re- 
quest for access to such records. 

(d) Availability of Archived Records.—The 
records of the Committee at the National Ar- 
chives and Records Administration shall be 
made available for public use in accordance 
with House Rule VII. The Chairman shall no- 
tify the Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee of the need for a Committee 
order pursuant to clause 3(b)(3) or clause 4(b) 
of such House Rule, to withhold a record oth- 
erwise available. 
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(e) Special Rules for Certain Records and 
Proceedings.—A stenographic record of a 
business meeting of the Committee or sub- 
committee may be kept and thereafter may 
be published if the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee, after consultation with the Ranking 
Minority Member, determines there is need 
for such a record. The proceedings of the 
Committee or subcommittee in a closed 
meeting, evidence or testimony in such 
meeting, shall not be divulged unless other- 
wise determined by a majority of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee. 

(f) Electronic Availability of Committee 
Publications.—To the maximum extent fea- 
sible, the Committee shall make its publica- 
tions available in electronic form. 


RULE VI.—POWER TO SIT AND ACT; SUBPOENA 
POWER 


(a) Authority to Sit and Act.—For the pur- 
pose of carrying out any of its function and 
duties under House Rules X and XI, the Com- 
mittee and each of its subcommittees is au- 
thorized (subject to paragraph (b)(1) of this 
rule)— 

(1) to sit and act at such times and places 
within the United States whether the House 
is in session, has recessed, or has adjourned 
and to hold such hearings, and 

(2) to require, by subpoena or otherwise, 
the attendance and testimony of such wit- 
nesses and the production of such books, 
records, correspondence, memoranda, papers 
and documents, as it deems necessary. The 
Chairman of the Committee or sub- 
committee, or any member designated by 
the Chairman, may administer oaths to any 
witness. 

(b) Issuance of Subpoenas.—(1) A subpoena 
may be authorized and issued by the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee under paragraph 
(a)(2) in the conduct of any investigation or 
series of investigations or activities, only 
when authorized by a majority of the mem- 
bers voting, a majority being present, as pro- 
vided in clause 2(m)(8)(A) of House Rule XI. 
Such authorized subpoenas shall be signed by 
the Chairman of the Committee or by any 
member designated by the Committee. As 
soon as practicable after a subpoena is issued 
under this rule, the Chairman shall notify all 
members of the Committee of such action. 

(2) Notice of a meeting to consider a mo- 
tion to authorize and issue a subpoena 
should be given to all Members of the Com- 
mittee by 5 p.m. of the day preceding such 
meeting. 

(3) Compliance with any subpoena issued 
by the Committee or subcommittee under 
paragraph (a)(2) may be enforced only as au- 
thorized or directed by the House. 

(4) A subpoena duces tecum may specify 
terms of return other than at a meeting or 
hearing of the committee or subcommittee 
authorizing the subpoena. 

(c) Expenses of Subpoenaed Witnesses.— 
Each witness who has been subpoenaed, upon 
the completion of his or her testimony be- 
fore the Committee or any subcommittee, 
may report to the offices of the Committee, 
and there sign appropriate vouchers for trav- 
el allowances and attendance fees to which 
he or she is entitled. If hearings are held in 
cities other than Washington D.C., the sub- 
poenaed witness may contact the Majority 
Staff Director of the Committee, or his or 
her representative, before leaving the hear- 
ing room. 

RULE VII.—HEARING PROCEDURES 


(a) Power to Hear.—For the purpose of car- 
rying out any of its functions and duties 
under House Rule X and XI, the Committee 
and its subcommittees are authorized to sit 
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and hold hearings at any time or place with- 
in the United States whether the House is in 
session, has recessed, or has adjourned. (See 
paragraph (a) of Committee rule VI and para- 
graph (f) of Committee rule X for provisions 
relating to subcommittee hearings and meet- 
ings.) 

(b) Announcement.—The Chairman of the 
Committee shall after consultation with the 
Ranking Minority Member of the Com- 
mittee, make a public announcement of the 
date, place and subject matter of any Com- 
mittee hearing at least one week before the 
commencement of the hearing. The Chair- 
man of a subcommittee shall schedule a 
hearing only after consultation with the 
Chairman of the Committee and after con- 
sultation with the Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber of the subcommittee, and the Chairmen 
of the other subcommittees after such con- 
sultation with the Committee Chairman, and 
shall request the Majority Staff Director to 
make a public announcement of the date, 
place, and subject matter of such hearing at 
least one week before the hearing. If the 
Chairman of the Committee or the sub- 
committee, with concurrence of the Ranking 
Minority Member of the Committee or sub- 
committee, determines there is good cause 
to begin the hearing sooner, or if the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee so determines by 
majority vote, a quorum being present for 
the transaction of business, the Chairman of 
the Committee or subcommittee, as appro- 
priate, shall request the Majority Staff Di- 
rector to make such public announcement at 
the earliest possible date. The clerk of the 
Committee shall promptly notify the Daily 
Digest Clerk of the Congressional Record, 
and shall promptly enter the appropriate in- 
formation into the Committee scheduling 
service of the House Information Systems as 
soon as possible after such public announce- 
ment is made. 

(c) Scheduling of Witnesses.—Except as 
otherwise provided in this rule, the sched- 
uling of witnesses and determination of the 
time allowed for the presentation of testi- 
mony at hearings shall be at the discretion 
of the Chairman of the Committee or sub- 
committee, unless a majority of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee determines other- 
wise. 

(d) Written Statement; Oral Testimony.— 
(1) Each witness who is to appear before the 
Committee or a subcommittee, shall insofar 
as practicable file with the Majority Staff 
Director of the Committee, at least two 
working days before day of his or her appear- 
ance, a written statement of proposed testi- 
mony. Witnesses shall provide sufficient cop- 
ies of their statement for distribution to 
Committee or subcommittee Members, staff, 
and the news media. Insofar as practicable, 
the Committee or subcommittee staff shall 
distribute such written statements to all 
Members of the Committee or subcommittee 
as soon as they are received as well as any 
official reports from departments and agen- 
cies on such subject matter. All witnesses 
may be limited in their oral presentations to 
brief summaries of their statements within 
the time allotted to them, at the discretion 
of the Chairman of the Committee or sub- 
committee, in light of the nature of the tes- 
timony and the length of time available. 

(2) As noted in paragraph (a) of Committee 
rule VI, the Chairman of the Committee or 
one of its subcommittees, or any Member 
designated by the Chairman, may administer 
an oath to any witness. 

(3) To the greatest extent practicable, each 
witness appearing in a non-governmental ca- 
pacity shall include with the written state- 
ment of proposed testimony a curriculum 
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vitae and disclosure of the amount and 
source (by agency and program) of any Fed- 
eral grant (or subgrant thereof) or contract 
(or subcontract thereof) received during the 
current fiscal year or either of the two pre- 
ceding fiscal years. Such statements, with 
appropriate redactions to protect the privacy 
of witnesses, shall be made publicly avail- 
able in electronic form not later than one 
day after the witness appears. 

(e) Questioning of Witnesses.—Committee 
or subcommittee Members may question wit- 
nesses only when they have been recognized 
by the Chairman of the Committee or sub- 
committee for that purpose. Each Member so 
recognized shall be limited to questioning a 
witness for five minutes until such time as 
each Member of the Committee or sub- 
committee who so desires has had an oppor- 
tunity to question the witness for five min- 
utes; and thereafter the Chairman of the 
Committee or subcommittee may limit the 
time of a further round of questioning after 
giving due consideration to the importance 
of the subject matter and the length of time 
available. All questions put to witnesses 
shall be germane to the measure or matter 
under consideration. Unless a majority of 
the Committee or subcommittee determines 
otherwise, no committee or subcommittee 
staff shall interrogate witnesses. 

(f) Extended Questioning for Designated 
Members.—Notwithstanding paragraph (e), 
the Chairman and Ranking Minority member 
may designate an equal number of Members 
from each party to question a witness for a 
period not longer than 60 minutes. 

(g) Witnesses for the Minority.—When any 
hearing is conducted by the Committee or 
any subcommittee upon any measure or mat- 
ter, the minority party members on the 
Committee or subcommittee shall be enti- 
tled, upon request to the Chairman by a ma- 
jority of those minority members before the 
completion of such hearing, to call witnesses 
selected by the minority to testify with re- 
spect to that measure or matter during at 
least one day of hearing thereon as provided 
in clause 2(j)(1) of House Rule XI. 

(h) Summary of Subject Matter.—Upon an- 
nouncement of a hearing, to the extent prac- 
ticable, the Committee shall make available 
immediately to all members of the Com- 
mittee a concise summary of the subject 
matter (including legislative reports and 
other material) under consideration. In addi- 
tion, upon announcement of a hearing and 
subsequently as they are received, the Chair- 
man of the Committee or subcommittee 
shall, to the extent practicable, make avail- 
able to the members of the Committee any 
official reports from departments and agen- 
cies on such matter. (See Committee rule 
X(f).) 

(i) Open Hearings.—Each hearing con- 
ducted by the Committee or subcommittee 
shall be open to the public, including radio, 
television and still photography coverage, 
except as provided in clause 4 of House Rule 
XI (see also Committee rule III (b).). In any 
event, no Member of the House may be ex- 
cluded from nonparticipatory attendance at 
any hearing unless the House by majority 
vote shall authorize the Committee or sub- 
committee, for purposes of a particular se- 
ries of hearings on a particular bill or resolu- 
tion or on a particular subject of investiga- 
tion, to close its hearings to Members by 
means of the above procedure. 

(j) Hearings and Reports.—(1)(i) The Chair- 
man of the Committee or subcommittee at a 
hearing shall announce in an opening state- 
ment the subject of the investigation. A copy 
of the Committee rules (and the applicable 
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provisions of clause 2 of House Rule XI, re- 
garding hearing procedures, an excerpt of 
which appears in Appendix A thereto) shall 
be made available to each witness upon re- 
quest. Witnesses at hearings may be accom- 
panied by their own counsel for the purpose 
of advising them concerning their constitu- 
tional rights. The Chairman of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee may punish 
breaches of order and decorum, and of profes- 
sional ethics on the part of counsel, by cen- 
sure and exclusion from the hearings; but 
only the full Committee may cite the of- 
fender to the House for contempt. 

(ii) Whenever it is asserted by a member of 
the committee that the evidence or testi- 
mony at a hearing may tend to defame, de- 
grade, or incriminate any person, or it is as- 
serted by a witness that the evidence or tes- 
timony that the witness would give at a 
hearing may tend to defame, degrade, or in- 
criminate the witness, such testimony or 
evidence shall be presented in executive ses- 
sion, notwithstanding the provisions of para- 
graph (i) of this rule, if by a majority of 
those present, there being in attendance the 
requisite number required under the rules of 
the Committee to be present for the purpose 
of taking testimony, the Committee or sub- 
committee determines that such evidence or 
testimony may tend to defame, degrade, or 
incriminate any person. The Committee or 
subcommittee shall afford a person an oppor- 
tunity voluntarily to appear as a witness; 
and the Committee or subcommittee shall 
receive and shall dispose of requests from 
such person to subpoena additional wit- 
nesses. 

(iii) No evidence or testimony taken in ex- 
ecutive session may be released or used in 
public sessions without the consent of the 
Committee or subcommittee. In the discre- 
tion of the Committee or subcommittee, wit- 
nesses may submit brief and pertinent state- 
ments in writing for inclusion in the record. 
The Committee or subcommittee is the sole 
judge of the pertinency of testimony and evi- 
dence adduced at its hearings. A witness may 
obtain a transcript copy of his or her testi- 
mony given at a public session or, if given at 
an executive session, when authorized by the 
Committee or subcommittee. (See paragraph 
(c) of Committee rule V.) 

(2) A proposed investigative or oversight 
report shall be considered as read if it has 
been available to the members of the Com- 
mittee for at least 24 hours (excluding Satur- 
days, Sundays, or legal holidays except when 
the House is in session on such day) in ad- 
vance of their consideration. 

RULE VIII.—THE REPORTING OF BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


(a) Filing of Reports.—The Chairman shall 
report or cause to be reported promptly to 
the House any bill, resolution, or other 
measure approved by the Committee and 
shall take or cause to be taken all necessary 
steps to bring such bill, resolution, or other 
measure to a vote. No bill, resolution, or 
measure shall be reported from the Com- 
mittee unless a majority of Committee is ac- 
tually present. A Committee report on any 
bill, resolution, or other measure approved 
by the Committee shall be filed within seven 
calendar days (not counting days on which 
the House is not in session) after the day on 
which there has been filed with the Majority 
Staff Director of the Committee a written 
request, signed by a majority of the Com- 
mittee, for the reporting of that bill or reso- 
lution. The Majority Staff Director of the 
Committee shall notify the Chairman imme- 
diately when such a request is filed. 

(b) Content of Reports.—Each Committee 
report on any bill or resolution approved by 


517 


the Committee shall include as separately 
identified sections: 

(1) a statement of the intent or purpose of 
the bill or resolution; 

(2) a statement describing the need for 
such bill or resolution; 

(3) a statement of Committee and sub- 
committee consideration of the measure in- 
cluding a summary of amendments and mo- 
tions offered and the actions taken thereon; 

(4) the results of the each record vote on 
any amendment in the Committee and sub- 
committee and on the motion to report the 
measure or matter, including the names of 
those Members and the total voting for and 
the names of those Members and the total 
voting against such amendment or motion 
(See clause 3(b) of House rule XIII); 

(5) the oversight findings and recommenda- 
tions of the Committee with respect to the 
subject matter of the bill or resolution as re- 
quired pursuant to clause 3(c)(1) of House 
Rule XIII and clause 2(b)(1) of House Rule X; 

(6) the detailed statement described in 
House Rule XIII clause 3(c)(2) and section 
308(a) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
if the bill or resolution provides new budget 
authority (other than continuing appropria- 
tions), new spending authority described in 
section 401(c)(2) of such Act, new credit au- 
thority, or an increase or decrease in reve- 
nues or tax expenditures, except that the es- 
timates with respect to new budget author- 
ity shall include, when practicable, a com- 
parison of the total estimated funding level 
for the relevant program (or programs) to 
the appropriate levels under current law; 

(7) the estimate of costs and comparison of 
such estimates, if any, prepared by the Di- 
rector of the Congressional Budget Office in 
connection with such bill or resolution pur- 
suant to section 402 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 if submitted in timely 
fashion to the Committee; 

(8) a statement of general performance 
goals and objectives, including outcome-re- 
lated goals and objectives, for which the 
measure authorizes funding; 

(9) an estimate by the committee of the 
costs that would be incurred in carrying out 
such bill or joint resolution in the fiscal year 
in which it is reported and for its authorized 
duration or for each of the five fiscal years 
following the fiscal year of reporting, which- 
ever period is less (see Rule XIII, clause 
3(d)(2), (3) and (h)(2), (8)), together with—(i) a 
comparison of these estimates with those 
made and submitted to the Committee by 
any Government agency when practicable, 
and (ii) a comparison of the total estimated 
funding level for the relevant program (or 
programs) with appropriate levels under cur- 
rent law (The provisions of this clause do not 
apply if a cost estimate and comparison pre- 
pared by the Director of the Congressional 
Budget Office under section 403 of the Con- 
gressional Budget Act of 1974 has been time- 
ly submitted prior to the filing of the report 
and included in the report); 

(10) a list of congressional earmarks, lim- 
ited tax benefits, and limited tariff benefits 
in the bill or in the report (and the name of 
any Member, Delegate, or Resident Commis- 
sioner who submitted a request to the com- 
mittee for each respective item included in 
such list) or a statement that the propo- 
sition contains no congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff bene- 
fits; 

(11) the changes in existing law (if any) 
shown in accordance with clause 3 of House 
Rule XIII; 

(12) the determination required pursuant 
to section 5(b) of Public Law 92-468, if the 
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legislation reported establishes or authorizes 
the establishment of an advisory committee; 
and 

(18) the information on Federal and inter- 
governmental mandates required by section 
423(c) and (d) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974, as added by the Unfunded Man- 
dates Reform Act of 1995 (P.L. 104-4). 

(14) a statement regarding the applica- 
bility of section 102(b)(3) of the Congres- 
sional Accountability Act, Public Law 104-1. 

“(15) a statement indicating whether any 
provision of the measure establishes or reau- 
thorizes a program of the Federal Govern- 
ment known to be duplicative of another 
Federal program. The Statement shall at a 
minimum explain whether— 

“(A) any such program was included in any 
report from the Government Accountability 
Office to Congress pursuant to section 21 of 
Public Law 111-139; or 

“(B) the most recent catalog of Federal 
Domestic Assistance, published pursuant to 
the Federal Program Information Act (Pub- 
lic Law 95-220, as amended by Public Law 98- 
169), identified other programs related to the 
program established or reauthorized by the 
measure”. 

“(16) a statement estimating the number of 
directed rule makings required by the meas- 
ure.” 

(c) Supplemental, Minority, or Additional 
Views.—If, at the time of approval of any 
measure or matter by the Committee, any 
Member of the Committee gives notice of in- 
tention to file supplemental, minority, or ad- 
ditional views, all Members shall be entitled 
to not less than two subsequent calendar 
days (excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and 
legal holidays except when the House is in 
session on such date) in which to file such 
writing and signed views, with the Majority 
Staff Director of the Committee. When time 
guaranteed by this paragraph has expired (or 
if sooner, when all separate views have been 
received), the Committee may arrange to file 
its report with the Clerk of the House not 
later than one hour after the expiration of 
such time. All such views (in accordance 
with House rule XI, clause 2(1) and House 
rule XIII, clause 3(a)(1)), as filed by one or 
more Members of the Committee, shall be in- 
cluded within and made a part of the report 
filed by the Committee with respect to that 
bill or resolution. 

(d) Printing of Reports.—The report of the 
Committee on the measure or matter noted 
in paragraph (a) above shall be printed in a 
single volume, which shall: 

(1) include all supplemental, minority or 
additional views that have been submitted 
by the time of the filing of the report; and 

(2) bear on its cover a recital that any such 
supplemental, minority, or additional views 
(and any material submitted under House 
rule XII, clause 3(a)(1)) are included as part 
of the report. 

(e) Immediate Printing; Supplemental Re- 
ports.— Nothing in this rule shall preclude 
(1) the immediate filing or printing of a 
Committee report unless timely request for 
the opportunity to file supplemental, minor- 
ity, or additional views has been made as 
provided by paragraph (c), or (2) the filing by 
the Committee of any supplemental report 
on any bill or resolution that may be re- 
quired for the correction of any technical 
error in a previous report made by the Com- 
mittee on that bill or resolution. 

(€) Availability of Printed Hearing 
Records.—If hearings have been held on any 
reported bill or resolution, the Committee 
shall make every reasonable effort to have 
the record of such hearings printed and 
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available for distribution to the Members of 
the House prior to the consideration of such 
bill or resolution by the House. Each printed 
hearing of the Committee or any of its sub- 
committees shall include a record of the at- 
tendance of the Members. 

(g) Committee Prints.—All Committee or 
subcommittee prints or other Committee or 
subcommittee documents, other than reports 
or prints of bills, that are prepared for public 
distribution shall be approved by the Chair- 
man of the Committee or the Committee 
prior to public distribution. 

(h) Post Adjournment Filing of Committee 
Reports.—(1) After an adjournment of the 
last regular session of a Congress sine die, an 
investigative or oversight report approved by 
the Committee may be filed with the Clerk 
at any time, provided that if a member gives 
notice at the time of approval of intention to 
file supplemental, minority, or additional 
views, that member shall be entitled to not 
less than seven calendar days in which to 
submit such views for inclusion with the re- 
port. 

(2) After an adjournment of the last reg- 
ular session of a Congress sine die, the Chair- 
man of the Committee may file at any time 
with the Clerk the Committee’s activity re- 
port for that Congress pursuant to clause 
1(d)(1) of rule XI of the Rules of the House 
without the approval of the Committee, pro- 
vided that a copy of the report has been 
available to each member of the Committee 
for at least seven calendar days and the re- 
port includes any supplemental, minority, or 
additional views submitted by a member of 
the Committee. 

(i) The Chairman is directed to offer a mo- 
tion under clause 1 of rule XXII of the Rules 
of the House whenever the Chairman con- 
siders it appropriate. 

RULE IX.—OTHER COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 

(a) Oversight Plan.—Not later than Feb- 
ruary 15 of the first session of a Congress, 
the Chairman shall convene the Committee 
in a meeting that is open to the public and 
with a quorum present to adopt its oversight 
plans for that Congress. Such plans shall be 
submitted simultaneously to the Committee 
on Government Reform and to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration. In devel- 
oping such plans the Committee shall, to the 
maximum extent feasible— 

(1) consult with other committees of the 
House that have jurisdiction over the same 
or related laws, programs, or agencies within 
its jurisdiction, with the objective of ensur- 
ing that such laws, programs, or agencies are 
reviewed in the same Congress and that 
there is a maximum of coordination between 
such committees in the conduct of such re- 
views; and such plans shall include an expla- 
nation of what steps have been and will be 
taken to ensure such coordination and co- 
operation; 

(2) review specific problems with federal 
rules, regulations, statutes, and court deci- 
sions that are ambiguous, arbitrary, or non- 
sensical, or that impose severe financial bur- 
dens on individuals; 

(8) give priority consideration to including 
in its plans the review of those laws, pro- 
grams, or agencies operating under perma- 
nent budget authority or permanent statu- 
tory authority; 

(4) have a view toward ensuring that all 
significant laws, programs, or agencies with- 
in its jurisdiction are subject to review at 
least once every ten years; and 

(5) include proposals to cut or eliminate 
programs, including mandatory spending 
programs, that are inefficient, duplicative, 
outdated, or more appropriately adminis- 
tered by State or local governments. 
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The Committee and its appropriate sub- 
committees shall review and study, on a con- 
tinuing basis, the impact or probable impact 
of tax policies affecting subjects within its 
jurisdiction as provided in clause 2(d) of 
House Rule X. The Committee shall include 
in the report filed pursuant to clause 1(d) of 
House Rule XI a summary of the oversight 
plans submitted by the Committee under 
clause 2(d) of House Rule X, a summary of 
actions taken and recommendations made 
with respect to each such plan, and a sum- 
mary of any additional oversight activities 
undertaken by the Committee and any rec- 
ommendations made or actions taken there- 
on. 
(b) Annual Appropriations.—The Com- 
mittee shall, in its consideration of all bills 
and joint resolutions of a public character 
within its jurisdiction, ensure that appro- 
priations for continuing programs and ac- 
tivities of the Federal government and the 
District of Columbia government will be 
made annually to the maximum extent fea- 
sible and consistent with the nature, require- 
ments, and objectives of the programs and 
activities involved. The Committee shall re- 
view, from time to time, each continuing 
program within its jurisdiction for which ap- 
propriations are not made annually in order 
to ascertain whether such program could be 
modified so that appropriations therefor 
would be made annually. 

(c) Budget Act Compliance: Views and Es- 
timates (See Appendix B).—Not later than 
six weeks after the President submits his 
budget under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code, or at such time as the 
Committee on the Budget may request, the 
Committee shall, submit to the Committee 
on the Budget (1) its views and estimates 
with respect to all matters to be set forth in 
the concurrent resolution on the budget for 
the ensuing fiscal year (under section 301 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974—see 
Appendix B) that are within its jurisdiction 
or functions; and (2) an estimate of the total 
amounts of new budget authority, and budg- 
et outlays resulting therefrom, to be pro- 
vided or authorized in all bills and resolu- 
tions within its jurisdiction that it intends 
to be effective during that fiscal year. 

(d) Budget Act Compliance: Recommended 
Changes.—Whenever the Committee is di- 
rected in a concurrent resolution on the 
budget to determine and recommend changes 
in laws, bills, or resolutions under the rec- 
onciliation process, it shall promptly make 
such determination and recommendations, 
and report a reconciliation bill or resolution 
(or both) to the House or submit such rec- 
ommendations to the Committee on the 
Budget, in accordance with the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974 (See Appendix B). 

(e) Conference Committees.—Whenever in 
the legislative process it becomes necessary 
to appoint conferees, the Chairman shall, 
after consultation with the Ranking Minor- 
ity Member, determine the number of con- 
ferees the Chairman deems most suitable and 
then recommend to the Speaker as con- 
ferees, in keeping with the number to be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker as provided in House 
Rule I, clause 11, the names of those Mem- 
bers of the Committee of not less than a ma- 
jority who generally supported the House po- 
sition and who were primarily responsible 
for the legislation. The Chairman shall, to 
the fullest extent feasible, include those 
Members of the Committee who were the 
principal proponents of the major provisions 
of the bill as it passed the House and such 
other Committee Members of the majority 
party as the Chairman may designate in con- 
sultation with the Members of the majority 
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party. Such recommendations shall provide a 
ratio of majority party Members to minority 
party Members no less favorable to the ma- 
jority party than the ratio of majority party 
Members to minority party Members on the 
Committee. In making recommendations of 
Minority Party Members as conferees, the 
Chairman shall consult with the Ranking 
Minority Member of the Committee. 

Ad) The Committee, or a subcommittee, 
shall hold at least one hearing during each 
120-day period following the establishment of 
the committee on the topic of waste, fraud, 
abuse, or mismanagement in Government 
programs which the committee may author- 
ize. 

(2) A hearing described in subparagraph (1) 
shall include a focus on the most egregious 
instances of waste, fraud, abuse, or mis- 
management as documented by any report 
the committee has received from a Federal 
Office of the Inspector General or the Comp- 
troller General of the United States. 

(€) The Committee or a subcommittee, 
shall hold at least one hearing in any session 
in which the committee has received dis- 
claimers of agency financial statements 
from auditors of any Federal agency that the 
committee may authorize to hear testimony 
on such disclaimers from representatives of 
any such agency. 

(h) The Committee or a subcommittee, 
shall hold at least one hearing on issues 
raised by reports issued by the Comptroller 
General of the United States indicating that 
Federal programs or operations that the 
committee may authorize are at high risk 
for waste, fraud, and mismanagement, 
known as the ‘high-risk-list’ or the ‘high- 
risk series’. 

GX) Not later than January 2 of each 
year, the Committee shall submit to the 
House a report on the activities of the com- 
mittee. After adjournment sine die of a reg- 
ular session of Congress, or after December 
15, whichever occurs first, the Chair may file 
the report, a copy of which shall be made 
available to each member of the committee 
for at least seven calendar days, with the 
Clerk at any time. 

(2) Such report shall include separate sec- 
tions summarizing the legislative and over- 
sight activities of the Committee during 
that Congress. 

(3) The oversight section of such report 
shall include a summary of the oversight 
plans submitted by the Committee pursuant 
to clause 2(d) of House Rule X, a summary of 
the actions taken and recommendations 
made with respect to each such plan, and a 
summary of any additional oversight activi- 
ties undertaken by the Committee, and any 
recommendations made or actions taken 
with respect thereto. 

RULE X.—SUBCOMMITTEES 


(a) Number and Composition.—There shall 
be such subcommittees as specified in para- 
graph (c) of this rule. Each of such sub- 
committees shall be composed of the number 
of members set forth in paragraph (c) of this 
rule, including ex officio members. The 
Chairman may create additional subcommit- 
tees of an ad hoc nature as the Chairman de- 
termines to be appropriate subject to any 
limitations provided for in the House Rules. 

(b) Ratios.—On each subcommittee, there 
shall be a ratio of majority party members 
to minority party members which shall be 
consistent with the ratio on the full Com- 
mittee. In calculating the ratio of majority 
party members to minority party members, 
there shall be included the ex officio mem- 
bers of the subcommittees and ratios below 
reflect that fact. 
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(c) Jurisdiction.—EKach subcommittee shall 
have the following general jurisdiction and 
number of members: 

General Farm Commodities and Risk Man- 
agement (_ = members, majority and 
__ minority)—Program and markets re- 
lated to cotton, cottonseed, wheat, feed 
grains, soybeans, oilseeds, rice, dry beans, 
peas, lentils, the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion, risk management, including crop insur- 
ance, commodity exchanges, and specialty 
crops. 

Livestock, Rural Development, and Credit 
(____ members, _ majority and 
__minority)—Livestock, dairy, poultry, 
meat, seafood and seafood products, inspec- 
tion, marketing, and promotion of such com- 
modities, aquaculture, animal welfare and 
grazing, rural development, farm security 
and family farming matters, and agricul- 
tural credit. 

Department Operations, Oversight, and 
Nutrition (___ members, majority and 
__ Mminority)—Agency oversight, review and 
analysis, special investigations, food stamps, 
nutrition and consumer programs. 

Conservation, Energy, and Forestry 
(____ members, _ majority and 
__ Mminority)—Soil, water, and resource con- 
servation, small watershed program, energy 
and biobased energy production, rural elec- 
trification, forestry in general and forest re- 
serves other than those created in public do- 
main. 


Horticulture, Research, Biotechnology, 
and Foreign Agriculture ( members, 
majority and minority)—Fruits and 


vegetables, honey and bees, marketing and 
promotion orders, plant pesticides, quar- 
antine, adulteration of seeds and insect 
pests, and organic agriculture, research, edu- 
cation and extension, biotechnology and for- 
eign agriculture assistance, and trade pro- 
motion programs, generally. 

(d) Referral of Legislation.—(1)(a) In Gen- 
eral.—All bills, resolutions, and other mat- 
ters referred to the Committee shall be re- 
ferred to all subcommittees of appropriate 
jurisdiction within 2 weeks after being re- 
ferred to the Committee. After consultation 
with the Ranking Minority Member, the 
Chairman may determine that the Com- 
mittee will consider certain bills, resolu- 
tions, or other matters. 

(b) Trade Matters.—Unless action is other- 
wise taken under subparagraph (3), bills, res- 
olutions, and other matters referred to the 
Committee relating to foreign agriculture, 
foreign food or commodity assistance, and 
foreign trade and marketing issues will be 
considered by the Committee. 

(2) The Chairman, by a majority vote of 
the Committee, may discharge a sub- 
committee from further consideration of any 
bill, resolution, or other matter referred to 
the subcommittee and have such bill, resolu- 
tion or other matter considered by the Com- 
mittee. The Committee having referred a 
bill, resolution, or other matter to a sub- 
committee in accordance with this rule may 
discharge such subcommittee from further 
consideration thereof at any time by a vote 
of the majority members of the Committee 
for the Committee’s direct consideration or 
for reference to another subcommittee. 

(3) Unless the Committee, a quorum being 
present, decides otherwise by a majority 
vote, the Chairman may refer bills, resolu- 
tions, legislation or other matters not spe- 
cifically within the jurisdiction of a sub- 
committee, or that is within the jurisdiction 
of more than one subcommittee, jointly or 
exclusively as the Chairman deems appro- 
priate, including concurrently to the sub- 
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committees with jurisdiction, sequentially 
to the subcommittees with jurisdiction (sub- 
ject to any time limits deemed appropriate), 
divided by subject matter among the sub- 
committees with jurisdiction, or to an ad 
hoc subcommittee appointed by the Chair- 
man for the purpose of considering the mat- 
ter and reporting to the Committee thereon, 
or make such other provisions deemed appro- 
priate. 

(e) Participation and Service of Committee 
Members on Subcommittees.—(1) The Chair- 
man and the Ranking Minority Member shall 
serve as ex officio members of all sub- 
committees and shall have the right to vote 
on all matters before the subcommittees. 
The Chairman and the Ranking Minority 
Member may not be counted for the purpose 
of establishing a quorum. 

(2) Any member of the Committee who is 
not a member of the subcommittee may have 
the privilege of sitting and nonparticipatory 
attendance at subcommittee hearings or 
meetings in accordance with clause 2(g)(2) of 
House Rule XI. Such member may not: 

(i) vote on any matter; 

(ii) be counted for the purpose of a estab- 
lishing a quorum; 

(iii) participate in questioning a witness 
under the five minute rule, unless permitted 
to do so by the subcommittee Chairman in 
consultation with the Ranking Minority 
Member or a majority of the subcommittee, 
a quorum being present; 

(iv) raise points of order; or 

(v) offer amendments or motions. 

(f) Subcommittee Hearings and Meetings.— 
(1) Each subcommittee is authorized to 
meet, hold hearings, receive evidence, and 
make recommendations to the Committee on 
all matters referred to it or under its juris- 
diction after consultation by the sub- 
committee Chairmen with the Committee 
Chairman. (See Committee rule VII.) 

(2) After consultation with the Committee 
Chairman, subcommittee Chairmen shall set 
dates for hearings and meetings of their sub- 
committees and shall request the Majority 
Staff Director to make any announcement 
relating thereto. (See Committee rule 
VII(b).) In setting the dates, the Committee 
Chairman and subcommittee Chairman shall 
consult with other subcommittee Chairmen 
and relevant Committee and Subcommittee 
Ranking Minority Members in an effort to 
avoid simultaneously scheduling Committee 
and subcommittee meetings or hearings to 
the extent practicable. 

(3) Notice of all subcommittee meetings 
shall be provided to the Chairman and the 
Ranking Minority Member of the Committee 
by the Majority Staff Director. 

(4) Subcommittees may hold meetings or 
hearings outside of the House if the Chair- 
man of the Committee and other sub- 
committee Chairmen and the Ranking Mi- 
nority Member of the subcommittee is con- 
sulted in advance to ensure that there is no 
scheduling problem. However, the majority 
of the Committee may authorize such meet- 
ing or hearing. 

(5) The provisions regarding notice and the 
agenda of Committee meetings under Com- 
mittee rule II(a) and special or additional 
meetings under Committee rule II(b) shall 
apply to subcommittee meetings. 

(6) If a vacancy occurs in a subcommittee 
chairmanship, the Chairman may set the 
dates for hearings and meetings of the sub- 
committee during the period of vacancy. The 
Chairman may also appoint an acting sub- 
committee Chairman until the vacancy is 
filled. 

(g) Subcommittee Action.—(1) Any bill, 
resolution, recommendation, or other matter 
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forwarded to the Committee by a sub- 
committee shall be promptly forwarded by 
the subcommittee Chairman or any sub- 
committee member authorized to do so by 
the subcommittee. 

(2) Upon receipt of such recommendation, 
the Majority Staff Director of the Com- 
mittee shall promptly advise all members of 
the Committee of the subcommittee action. 

(3) The Committee shall not consider any 
matters recommended by subcommittees 
until two calendar days have elapsed from 
the date of action, unless the Chairman or a 
majority of the Committee determines oth- 
erwise. 

(h) Subcommittee Investigations.—No in- 
vestigation shall be initiated by a sub- 
committee without the prior consultation 
with the Chairman of the Committee or a 
majority of the Committee. 

RULE XI.—COMMITTEE BUDGET, STAFF, AND 

TRAVEL 


(a) Committee Budget.—The Chairman, in 
consultation with the majority members of 
the Committee, and the minority members 
of the Committee, shall prepare a prelimi- 
nary budget for each session of the Congress. 
Such budget shall include necessary amounts 
for staff personnel, travel, investigation, and 
other expenses of the Committee and sub- 
committees. After consultation with the 
Ranking Minority Member, the Chairman 
shall include an amount budgeted to minor- 
ity members for staff under their direction 
and supervision. Thereafter, the Chairman 
shall combine such proposals into a consoli- 
dated Committee budget, and shall take 
whatever action is necessary to have such 
budget duly authorized by the House. 

(b) Committee Staff—(1) The Chairman 
shall appoint and determine the remunera- 
tion of, and may remove, the professional 
and clerical employees of the Committee not 
assigned to the minority. The professional 
and clerical staff of the Committee not as- 
signed to the minority shall be under the 
general supervision and direction of the 
Chairman, who shall establish and assign the 
duties and responsibilities of such staff 
members and delegate such authority as he 
or she determines appropriate. (See House 
Rule X, clause 9) 

(2) The Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee shall appoint and determine the 
remuneration of, and may remove, the pro- 
fessional and clerical staff assigned to the 
minority within the budget approved for 
such purposes. The professional and clerical 
staff assigned to the minority shall be under 
the general supervision and direction of the 
Ranking Minority Member of the Committee 
who may delegate such authority as he or 
she determines appropriate. 

(3) From the funds made available for the 
appointment of Committee staff pursuant to 
any primary or additional expense resolu- 
tion, the Chairman shall ensure that each 
subcommittee is adequately funded and 
staffed to discharge its responsibilities and 
that the minority party is fairly treated in 
the appointment of such staff (See House 
Rule X, clause 6(d)). 

(c) Committee Travel.—(1) Consistent with 
the primary expense resolution and such ad- 
ditional expense resolution as may have been 
approved, the provisions of this rule shall 
govern official travel of Committee members 
and Committee staff regarding domestic and 
foreign travel (See House rule XI, clause 2(n) 
and House Rule X, clause 8 (reprinted in Ap- 
pendix A)). Official travel for any member or 
any Committee staff member shall be paid 
only upon the prior authorization of the 
Chairman. Official travel may be authorized 
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by the Chairman for any Committee Member 
and any Committee staff member in connec- 
tion with the attendance of hearings con- 
ducted by the Committee and its subcommit- 
tees and meetings, conferences, facility in- 
spections, and investigations which involve 
activities or subject matter relevant to the 
general jurisdiction of the Committee. Be- 
fore such authorization is given there shall 
be submitted to the Chairman in writing the 
following: 

(i) The purpose of the official travel; 

(ii) The dates during which the official 
travel is to be made and the date or dates of 
the event for which the official travel is 
being made; 

(iii) The location of the event for which the 
official travel is to be made; and 

(iv) The names of members and Committee 
staff seeking authorization. 

(2) In the case of official travel of members 
and staff of a subcommittee to hearings, 
meetings, conferences, facility inspections 
and investigations involving activities or 
subject matter under the jurisdiction of such 
subcommittee to be paid for out of funds al- 
located to the Committee, prior authoriza- 
tion must be obtained from the sub- 
committee Chairman and the full Committee 
Chairman. Such prior authorization shall be 
given by the Chairman only upon the rep- 
resentation by the applicable subcommittee 
Chairman in writing setting forth those 
items enumerated in clause (1). 

(3) Within 60 days of the conclusion of any 
official travel authorized under this rule, 
there shall be submitted to the Committee 
Chairman a written report covering the in- 
formation gained as a result of the hearing, 
meeting, conference, facility inspection or 
investigation attended pursuant to such offi- 
cial travel. 

(4) Local currencies owned by the United 
States shall be made available to the Com- 
mittee and its employees engaged in car- 
rying out their official duties outside the 
United States, its territories or possessions. 
No appropriated funds shall be expended for 
the purpose of defraying expenses of Mem- 
bers of the Committee or its employees in 
any country where local currencies are avail- 
able for this purpose; and the following con- 
ditions shall apply with respect to their use 
of such currencies; 

(i) No Member or employee of the Com- 
mittee shall receive or expend local cur- 
rencies for subsistence in any country at a 
rate in excess of the maximum per diem rate 
set forth in applicable Federal law; and 

(ii) Each Member or employee of the Com- 
mittee shall make an itemized report to the 
Chairman within 60 days following the com- 
pletion of travel showing the dates each 
country was visited, the amount of per diem 
furnished, the cost of transportation fur- 
nished, and any funds expended for any other 
official purpose, and shall summarize in 
these categories the total foreign currencies 
and appropriated funds expended. All such 
individual reports shall be filed by the Chair- 
man with the Committee on House Adminis- 
tration and shall be open to public inspec- 
tion. 

RULE XII.—AMENDMENT OF RULES 


These rules may be amended by a majority 
vote of the Committee. A proposed change in 
these rules shall not be considered by the 
Committee as provided in clause 2 of House 
Rule XI, unless written notice of the pro- 
posed change has been provided to each Com- 
mittee member two legislative days in ad- 
vance of the date on which the matter is to 
be considered. Any such change in the rules 
of the Committee shall be published in the 
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Congressional Record within 30 calendar 
days after its approval. 
RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED 
SERVICES FOR THE 118TH CONGRESS 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, | submit for 
publication the attached copy of the rules of 
the Committee on Armed Services for the U.S. 
House of Representatives for the 113th Con- 
gress, as adopted by the committee on Janu- 
ary 15, 2013: 

RULE 1. GENERAL PROVISIONS 

(a) The Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives are the rules of the Committee on 
Armed Services (hereinafter referred to in 
these rules as the ‘‘Committee’’) and its sub- 
committees so far as applicable. 

(b) Pursuant to clause 2(a)(2) of rule XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
the Committee’s rules shall be publicly 
available in electronic form and published in 
the Congressional Record not later than 30 
days after the chair of the committee is 
elected in each odd-numbered year. 

RULE 2. FULL COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 


(a) The Committee shall meet every 
Wednesday at 10:00 a.m., when the House of 
Representatives is in session, and at such 
other times as may be fixed by the Chairman 
of the Committee (hereinafter referred to as 
the ‘‘Chairman’’), or by written request of 
members of the Committee pursuant to 
clause 2(c) of rule XI of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives. 

(b) A Wednesday meeting of the Committee 
may be dispensed with by the Chairman, but 
such action may be reversed by a written re- 
quest of a majority of the members of the 
Committee. 

RULE 3. SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING DATES 

Each subcommittee is authorized to meet, 
hold hearings, receive evidence, and report 
to the Committee on all matters referred to 
it. Insofar as possible, meetings of the Com- 
mittee and its subcommittees shall not con- 
flict. A subcommittee Chairman shall set 
meeting dates after consultation with the 
Chairman, other subcommittee Chairmen, 
and the Ranking Minority Member of the 
subcommittee with a view toward avoiding, 
whenever possible, simultaneous scheduling 
of Committee and subcommittee meetings or 
hearings. 

RULE 4. JURISDICTION AND MEMBERSHIP OF 

COMMITTEE AND SUBCOMMITTEES 

(a) Jurisdiction 

(1) The Committee retains jurisdiction of 
all subjects listed in clause l(c) and clause 
3(b) of rule X of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives and retains exclusive juris- 
diction for: defense policy generally, ongoing 
military operations, the organization and re- 
form of the Department of Defense and De- 
partment of Energy, counter-drug programs, 
security and humanitarian assistance (ex- 
cept special operations-related activities) of 
the Department of Defense, acquisition and 
industrial base policy, technology transfer 
and export controls, joint interoperability, 
the Cooperative Threat Reduction program, 
Department of Energy nonproliferation pro- 
grams, detainee affairs and policy, force pro- 
tection policy and inter-agency reform as it 
pertains to the Department of Defense and 
the nuclear weapons programs of the Depart- 
ment of Energy. While subcommittees are 
provided jurisdictional responsibilities in 
subparagraph (2), the Committee retains the 
right to exercise oversight and legislative ju- 
risdiction over all subjects within its pur- 
view under rule X of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives. 
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(2) The Committee shall be organized to 
consist of seven standing subcommittees 
with the following jurisdictions: 

Subcommittee on Tactical Air and Land 
Forces: All Army, Air Force and Marine 
Corps acquisition programs (except Marine 
Corps amphibious assault vehicle programs, 
strategic missiles, space, lift programs, spe- 
cial operations, science and technology pro- 
grams, and information technology ac- 
counts) and the associated weapons systems 
sustainment. In addition, the subcommittee 
will be responsible for Navy and Marine 
Corps aviation programs and the associated 
weapons systems sustainment, National 
Guard and Army, Air Force and Marine 
Corps Reserve modernization, and ammuni- 
tion programs. 

Subcommittee on Military Personnel: Mili- 
tary personnel policy, Reserve Component 
integration and employment issues, military 
health care, military education, and POW/ 
MIA issues. In addition, the subcommittee 
will be responsible for Morale, Welfare and 
Recreation issues and programs. 

Subcommittee on Readiness: Military 
readiness, training, logistics and mainte- 
nance issues and programs. In addition, the 
subcommittee will be responsible for all 
military construction, depot policy, civilian 
personnel policy, environmental policy, in- 
stallations and family housing issues, includ- 
ing the base closure process, and energy pol- 
icy and programs of the Department of De- 
fense. 

Subcommittee on Seapower and Projection 
Forces: Navy acquisition programs, Naval 
Reserve equipment, and Marine Corps am- 
phibious assault vehicle programs (except 
strategic weapons, space, special operations, 
science and technology programs, and infor- 
mation technology programs), deep strike 
bombers and related systems, lift programs, 
seaborne unmanned aerial systems and the 
associated weapons systems sustainment. In 
addition, the subcommittee will be respon- 
sible for Maritime programs under the juris- 
diction of the Committee as delineated in 
paragraphs 5, 6, and 9 of clause 1(c) of rule X 
of the Rules of the House of Representatives. 

Subcommittee on Strategic Forces: Stra- 
tegic weapons (except deep strike bombers 
and related systems), space programs (in- 
cluding national intelligence space pro- 
grams), ballistic missile defense, the associ- 
ated weapons systems sustainment, and De- 
partment of Energy national security pro- 
grams (except non-proliferation programs). 

Subcommittee on Intelligence, Emerging 
Threats and Capabilities: Defense-wide and 
joint enabling activities and programs to in- 
clude: Special Operations Forces; counter- 
proliferation and counter-terrorism pro- 
grams and initiatives; science and tech- 
nology policy and programs; information 
technology programs; homeland defense and 
Department of Defense related consequence 
management programs; related intelligence 
support; and other enabling programs and 
activities to include cyber operations, stra- 
tegic communications, and information op- 
erations. In addition the subcommittee will 
be responsible for intelligence policy (includ- 
ing coordination of military intelligence pro- 
grams), national-intelligence programs (ex- 
cluding national intelligence space pro- 
grams), and DoD elements that are part of 
the Intelligence Community. 

Subcommittee on Oversight and Investiga- 
tions: Any matter within the jurisdiction of 
the Committee, subject to the concurrence of 
the Chairman of the Committee and, as ap- 
propriate, affected subcommittee chairmen. 
The subcommittee shall have no legislative 
jurisdiction. 
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(b) Membership of the Subcommittees 

(1) Subcommittee memberships, with the 
exception of membership on the Sub- 
committee on Oversight and Investigations, 
shall be filled in accordance with the rules of 
the Majority party’s conference and the Mi- 
nority party’s caucus, respectively. 

(2) The Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Member of the Subcommittee on Oversight 
and Investigations shall be filled in accord- 
ance with the rules of the Majority party’s 
conference and the Minority party’s caucus, 
respectively. Consistent with the party ra- 
tios established by the Majority party, all 
other Majority members of the sub- 
committee shall be appointed by the Chair- 
man of the Committee, and all other Minor- 
ity members shall be appointed by the Rank- 
ing Minority Member of the Committee. 

(3) The Chairman of the Committee and 
Ranking Minority Member thereof may sit 
as ex officio members of all subcommittees. 
Ex officio members shall not vote in sub- 
committee hearings or meetings or be taken 
into consideration for the purpose of deter- 
mining the ratio of the subcommittees or es- 
tablishing a quorum at subcommittee hear- 
ings or meetings. 

(4) A member of the Committee who is not 
a member of a particular subcommittee may 
sit with the subcommittee and participate 
during any of its hearings but shall not have 
authority to vote, cannot be counted for the 
purpose of achieving a quorum, and cannot 
raise a point of order at the hearing. 

RULE 5. COMMITTEE PANELS AND TASK FORCES 

(a) Committee Panels 

(1) The Chairman may designate a panel of 
the Committee consisting of members of the 
Committee to inquire into and take testi- 
mony on a matter or matters that fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of more than one sub- 
committee and to report to the Committee. 

(2) No panel appointed by the Chairman 
shall continue in existence for more than six 
months after the appointment. A panel so 
appointed may, upon the expiration of six 
months, be reappointed by the Chairman for 
a period of time which is not to exceed six 
months. 

(3) Consistent with the party ratios estab- 
lished by the Majority party, all Majority 
members of the panels shall be appointed by 
the Chairman of the Committee, and all Mi- 
nority members shall be appointed by the 
Ranking Minority Member of the Com- 
mittee. The Chairman of the Committee 
shall choose one of the Majority members so 
appointed who does not currently chair an- 
other subcommittee of the Committee to 
serve as Chairman of the panel. The Ranking 
Minority Member of the Committee shall 
similarly choose the Ranking Minority 
Member of the panel. 

(4) No panel shall have legislative jurisdic- 
tion. 

(b) Committee and Subcommittee Task 
Forces 

(1) The Chairman of the Committee, or a 
Chairman of a subcommittee with the con- 
currence of the Chairman of the Committee, 
may designate a task force to inquire into 
and take testimony on a matter that falls 
within the jurisdiction of the Committee or 
subcommittee, respectively. The Chairman 
and Ranking Minority Member of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee shall each appoint 
an equal number of members to the task 
force. The Chairman of the Committee or 
subcommittee shall choose one of the mem- 
bers so appointed, who does not currently 
chair another subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee, to serve as Chairman of the task 
force. The Ranking Minority Member of the 
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Committee or subcommittee shall similarly 
appoint the Ranking Minority Member of the 
task force. 

(2) No task force appointed by the Chair- 
man of the Committee or subcommittee 
shall continue in existence for more than 
three months. A task force may only be re- 
appointed for an additional three months 
with the written concurrence of the Chair- 
man and Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee or subcommittee whose Chair- 
man appointed the task force. 

(3) No task force shall have legislative ju- 
risdiction. 


RULE 6. REFERENCE AND CONSIDERATION OF 
LEGISLATION 


(a) The Chairman shall refer legislation 
and other matters to the appropriate sub- 
committee or to the full Committee. 

(b) Legislation shall be taken up for a 
hearing or markup only when called by the 
Chairman of the Committee or sub- 
committee, as appropriate, or by a majority 
of the Committee or subcommittee, as ap- 
propriate. 

(c) The Chairman, with approval of a ma- 
jority vote of a quorum of the Committee, 
shall have authority to discharge a sub- 
committee from consideration of any meas- 
ure or matter referred thereto and have such 
measure or matter considered by the Com- 
mittee. 

(d) Reports and recommendations of a sub- 
committee may not be considered by the 
Committee until after the intervention of 
three calendar days from the time the report 
is approved by the subcommittee and avail- 
able to the members of the Committee, ex- 
cept that this rule may be waived by a ma- 
jority vote of a quorum of the Committee. 

(e) The Chairman, in consultation with the 
Ranking Minority Member, shall establish 
criteria for recommending legislation and 
other matters to be considered by the House 
of Representatives, pursuant to clause I of 
rule XV of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Such criteria shall not conflict 
with the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives and other applicable rules. 

RULE 7. PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT OF HEARINGS 

AND MEETINGS 


(a) Pursuant to clause 2(g)(3) of rule XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
the Chairman of the Committee, or of any 
subcommittee, panel, or task force, shall 
make a public announcement of the date, 
place, and subject matter of any hearing or 
meeting before that body at least one week 
before the commencement of a hearing and 
at least three days before the commence- 
ment of a meeting. However, if the Chairman 
of the Committee, or of any subcommittee, 
panel, or task force, with the concurrence of 
the respective Ranking Minority Member, 
determines that there is good cause to begin 
the hearing or meeting sooner, or if the Com- 
mittee, subcommittee, panel, or task force 
so determines by majority vote, a quorum 
being present for the transaction of business, 
such chairman shall make the announce- 
ment at the earliest possible date. Any an- 
nouncement made under this rule shall be 
promptly published in the Daily Digest, 
promptly entered into the committee sched- 
uling service of the House Information Re- 
sources, and promptly made publicly avail- 
able in electronic form. 

(b) At least 24 hours prior to the com- 
mencement of a meeting for the markup of 
legislation, or at the time of an announce- 
ment under paragraph (a) made within 24 
hours before such meeting, the Chairman of 
the Committee, or of any subcommittee, 
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panel, or task force shall cause the text of 
such measure or matter to be made publicly 
available in electronic form as provided in 
clause 2(g)(4) of rule XI of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives. 


RULE 8. BROADCASTING OF COMMITTEE 
HEARINGS AND MEETINGS 


(a) Pursuant to clause 2(e)(5) of rule XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
the Committee shall, to the maximum ex- 
tent practicable, provide audio and video 
coverage of each hearing or meeting for the 
transaction of business in a manner that al- 
lows the public to easily listen to and view 
the proceedings. The Committee shall main- 
tain the recordings of such coverage in a 
manner that is easily accessible to the pub- 
lic. 

(b) Clause 4 of rule XI of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives shall apply to the 
Committee. 


RULE 9. MEETINGS AND HEARINGS OPEN TO THE 
PUBLIC 


(a) Each hearing and meeting for the trans- 
action of business, including the markup of 
legislation, conducted by the Committee, or 
any subcommittee, panel, or task force, to 
the extent that the respective body is au- 
thorized to conduct markups, shall be open 
to the public except when the Committee, 
subcommittee, panel, or task force in open 
session and with a majority being present, 
determines by record vote that all or part of 
the remainder of that hearing or meeting on 
that day shall be in executive session be- 
cause disclosure of testimony, evidence, or 
other matters to be considered would endan- 
ger the national security, would compromise 
sensitive law enforcement information, or 
would violate any law or rule of the House of 
Representatives. Notwithstanding the re- 
quirements of the preceding sentence, a ma- 
jority of those present, there being in at- 
tendance no fewer than two members of the 
Committee, subcommittee, panel, or task 
force may vote to close a hearing or meeting 
for the sole purpose of discussing whether 
testimony or evidence to be received would 
endanger the national security, would com- 
promise sensitive law enforcement informa- 
tion, or would violate any law or rule of the 
House of Representatives. If the decision is 
to proceed in executive session, the vote 
must be by record vote and in open session, 
a majority of the Committee, subcommittee, 
panel, or task force being present. 

(b) Whenever it is asserted by a member of 
the Committee or subcommittee that the 
evidence or testimony at a hearing may tend 
to defame, degrade, or incriminate any per- 
son, or it is asserted by a witness that the 
evidence or testimony that the witness 
would give at a hearing may tend to defame, 
degrade, or incriminate the witness, not- 
withstanding the requirements of (a) and the 
provisions of clause 2(g)(2) of rule XI of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, such 
evidence or testimony shall be presented in 
executive session, if by a majority vote of 
those present, there being in attendance no 
fewer than two members of the Committee 
or subcommittee, the Committee or sub- 
committee determines that such evidence 
may tend to defame, degrade, or incriminate 
any person. A majority of those present, 
there being in attendance no fewer than two 
members of the Committee or subcommittee 
may also vote to close the hearing or meet- 
ing for the sole purpose of discussing wheth- 
er evidence or testimony to be received 
would tend to defame, degrade, or incrimi- 
nate any person. The Committee or sub- 
committee shall proceed to receive such tes- 
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timony in open session only if the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee, a majority being 
present, determines that such evidence or 
testimony will not tend to defame, degrade, 
or incriminate any person. 

(c) Notwithstanding the foregoing, and 
with the approval of the Chairman, each 
member of the Committee may designate by 
letter to the Chairman, one member of that 
member’s personal staff, and an alternate, 
which may include fellows, with Top Secret 
security clearance to attend hearings of the 
Committee, or that member’s sub- 
committee(s), panel(s), or task force(s) (ex- 
cluding briefings or meetings held under the 
provisions of committee rule 9(a)), which 
have been closed under the provisions of rule 
9(a) above for national security purposes for 
the taking of testimony. The attendance of 
such a staff member or fellow at such hear- 
ings is subject to the approval of the Com- 
mittee, subcommittee, panel, or task force 
as dictated by national security require- 
ments at that time. The attainment of any 
required security clearances is the responsi- 
bility of individual members of the Com- 
mittee. 

(d) Pursuant to clause 2(g)(2) of rule XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
no Member, Delegate, or Resident Commis- 
sioner may be excluded from 
nonparticipatory attendance at any hearing 
of the Committee or a subcommittee, unless 
the House of Representatives shall by major- 
ity vote authorize the Committee or sub- 
committee, for purposes of a particular se- 
ries of hearings on a particular article of leg- 
islation or on a particular subject of inves- 
tigation, to close its hearings to Members, 
Delegates, and the Resident Commissioner 
by the same procedures designated in this 
rule for closing hearings to the public. 

(e) The Committee or the subcommittee 
may vote, by the same procedure, to meet in 
executive session for up to five additional 
consecutive days of hearings. 


RULE 10. QUORUM 


(a) For purposes of taking testimony and 
receiving evidence, two members shall con- 
stitute a quorum. 

(b) One-third of the members of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee shall constitute a 
quorum for taking any action, with the fol- 
lowing exceptions, in which case a majority 
of the Committee or subcommittee shall 
constitute a quorum: 

(1) Reporting a measure or recommenda- 
tion; 

(2) Closing Committee or subcommittee 
meetings and hearings to the public; 

(3) Authorizing the issuance of subpoenas; 

(4) Authorizing the use of executive session 
material; and 

(5) Voting to proceed in open session after 
voting to close to discuss whether evidence 
or testimony to be received would tend to de- 
fame, degrade, or incriminate any person. 

(c) No measure or recommendation shall be 
reported to the House of Representatives un- 
less a majority of the Committee is actually 
present. 

RULE 11. THE FIVE-MINUTE RULE 


(a) Subject to rule 15, the time any one 
member may address the Committee or sub- 
committee on any measure or matter under 
consideration shall not exceed five minutes 
and then only when the member has been 
recognized by the Chairman or sub- 
committee chairman, as appropriate, except 
that this time limit may be exceeded by 
unanimous consent. Any member, upon re- 
quest, shall be recognized for not more than 
five minutes to address the Committee or 
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subcommittee on behalf of an amendment 
which the member has offered to any pend- 
ing bill or resolution. The five-minute limi- 
tation shall not apply to the Chairman and 
Ranking Minority Member of the Committee 
or subcommittee. 

(b)(1) Members who are present at a hear- 
ing of the Committee or subcommittee when 
a hearing is originally convened shall be rec- 
ognized by the Chairman or subcommittee 
chairman, as appropriate, in order of senior- 
ity. Those members arriving subsequently 
shall be recognized in order of their arrival. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Chair- 
man and the Ranking Minority Member will 
take precedence upon their arrival. In recog- 
nizing members to question witnesses in this 
fashion, the Chairman shall take into consid- 
eration the ratio of the Majority to Minority 
members present and shall establish the 
order of recognition for questioning in such 
a manner as not to disadvantage the mem- 
bers of either party. 

(2) Pursuant to rule 4 and subject to rule 
15, a member of the Committee who is not a 
member of a subcommittee may be recog- 
nized by a subcommittee chairman in order 
of their arrival and after all present sub- 
committee members have been recognized. 

(3) The Chairman of the Committee or a 
subcommittee, with the concurrence of the 
respective Ranking Minority Member, may 
depart with the regular order for questioning 
which is specified in paragraphs (a) and (b) of 
this rule provided that such a decision is an- 
nounced prior to the hearing or prior to the 
opening statements of the witnesses and that 
any such departure applies equally to the 
Majority and the Minority. 

(c) No person other than a Member, Dele- 
gate, or Resident Commissioner of Congress 
and committee staff may be seated in or be- 
hind the dais area during Committee, sub- 
committee, panel, or task force hearings and 
meetings. 

RULE 12. POWER TO SIT AND ACT; SUBPOENA 

POWER 

(a) For the purpose of carrying out any of 
its functions and duties under rules X and XI 
of the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
the Committee and any subcommittee is au- 
thorized (subject to subparagraph (b)(1) of 
this paragraph): 

(1) to sit and act at such times and places 
within the United States, whether the House 
is in session, has recessed, or has adjourned, 
and to hold hearings, and 

(2) to require by subpoena, or otherwise, 
the attendance and testimony of such wit- 
nesses and the production of such books, 
records, correspondence, memorandums, pa- 
pers and documents, including, but not lim- 
ited to, those in electronic form, as it con- 
siders necessary. 

(b)(1) A subpoena may be authorized and 
issued by the Committee, or any sub- 
committee with the concurrence of the full 
Committee Chairman and after consultation 
with the Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee, under subparagraph (a)(2) in the 
conduct of any investigation, or series of in- 
vestigations or activities, only when author- 
ized by a majority of the members voting, a 
majority of the Committee or subcommittee 
being present. Authorized subpoenas shall be 
signed only by the Chairman, or by any 
member designated by the Committee. 

(2) Pursuant to clause 2(m) of rule XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
compliance with any subpoena issued by the 
Committee or any subcommittee under sub- 
paragraph (a)(2) may be enforced only as au- 
thorized or directed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 
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RULE 13. WITNESS STATEMENTS 


(a) Any prepared statement to be presented 
by a witness to the Committee or a sub- 
committee shall be submitted to the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee at least 48 hours in 
advance of presentation and shall be distrib- 
uted to all members of the Committee or 
subcommittee as soon as practicable but not 
less than 24 hours in advance of presen- 
tation. A copy of any such prepared state- 
ment shall also be submitted to the Com- 
mittee in electronic form. If a prepared 
statement contains national security infor- 
mation bearing a classification of Secret or 
higher, the statement shall be made avail- 
able in the Committee rooms to all members 
of the Committee or subcommittee as soon 
as practicable but not less than 24 hours in 
advance of presentation; however, no such 
statement shall be removed from the Com- 
mittee offices. The requirement of this rule 
may be waived by a majority vote of the 
Committee or subcommittee, a quorum 
being present. In cases where a witness does 
not submit a statement by the time required 
under this rule, the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee, as appropriate, 
with the concurrence of the respective Rank- 
ing Minority Member, may elect to exclude 
the witness from the hearing. 

(b) The Committee and each subcommittee 
shall require each witness who is to appear 
before it to file with the Committee in ad- 
vance of his or her appearance a written 
statement of the proposed testimony and to 
limit the oral presentation at such appear- 
ance to a brief summary of the submitted 
written statement. 

(c) Pursuant to clause 2(g)(5) of rule XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
written witness statements, with appro- 
priate redactions to protect the privacy of 
the witness, shall be made publicly available 
in electronic form not later than one day 
after the witness appears. 


RULE 14. ADMINISTERING OATHS TO WITNESSES 


(a) The Chairman, or any member des- 
ignated by the Chairman, may administer 
oaths to any witness. 

(b) Witnesses, when sworn, shall subscribe 
to the following oath: 

“Do you solemnly swear (or affirm) that 
the testimony you will give before this Com- 
mittee (or subcommittee) in the matters now 
under consideration will be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you Qod?” 


RULE 15. QUESTIONING OF WITNESSES 


(a) When a witness is before the Committee 
or a subcommittee, members of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee may put questions 
to the witness only when recognized by the 
Chairman or subcommittee chairman, as ap- 
propriate, for that purpose according to rule 
11 of the Committee. 

(b) Members of the Committee or sub- 
committee who so desire shall have not more 
than five minutes to question each witness 
or panel of witnesses, the responses of the 
witness or witnesses being included in the 
five-minute period, until such time as each 
member has had an opportunity to question 
each witness or panel of witnesses. There- 
after, additional rounds for questioning wit- 
nesses by members are within the discretion 
of the Chairman or subcommittee chairman, 
as appropriate. 

(c) Questions put to witnesses before the 
Committee or subcommittee shall be perti- 
nent to the measure or matter that may be 
before the Committee or subcommittee for 
consideration. 
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RULE 16. PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
AND MARKUPS 


The transcripts of those hearings con- 
ducted by the Committee, subcommittee, or 
panel will be published officially in substan- 
tially verbatim form, with the material re- 
quested for the record inserted at that place 
requested, or at the end of the record, as ap- 
propriate. The transcripts of markups con- 
ducted by the Committee or any sub- 
committee may be published officially in 
verbatim form. Any requests to correct any 
errors, other than those in transcription, 
will be appended to the record, and the ap- 
propriate place where the change is re- 
quested will be footnoted. Any transcript 
published under this rule shall include the 
results of record votes conducted in the ses- 
sion covered by the transcript and shall also 
include materials that have been submitted 
for the record and are covered under rule 19. 
The handling and safekeeping of these mate- 
rials shall fully satisfy the requirements of 
rule 20. No transcript of an executive session 
conducted under rule 9 shall be published 
under this rule. 

RULE 17. VOTING AND ROLLCALLS 


(a) Voting on a measure or matter may be 
by record vote, division vote, voice vote, or 
unanimous consent. 

(b) A record vote shall be ordered upon the 
request of one-fifth of those members 
present. 

(c) No vote by any member of the Com- 
mittee or a subcommittee with respect to 
any measure or matter shall be cast by 
proxy. 

(d) In the event of a vote or votes, when a 
member is in attendance at any other com- 
mittee, subcommittee, or conference com- 
mittee meeting during that time, the nec- 
essary absence of that member shall be so 
noted in the record vote record, upon timely 
notification to the Chairman by that mem- 
ber. 

(e) The Chairman of the Committee or a 
subcommittee, as appropriate, with the con- 
currence of the Ranking Minority Member or 
the most senior Minority member who is 
present at the time, may elect to postpone 
requested record votes until such time or 
point at a markup as is mutually decided. 
When proceedings resume on a postponed 
question, notwithstanding any intervening 
order for the previous question, the under- 
lying proposition shall remain subject to fur- 
ther debate or amendment to the same ex- 
tent as when the question was postponed. 


RULE 18. COMMITTEE REPORTS 


(a) If, at the time of approval of any meas- 
ure or matter by the Committee, any mem- 
ber of the Committee gives timely notice of 
intention to file supplemental, Minority, ad- 
ditional or dissenting views, all members 
shall be entitled to not less than two cal- 
endar days (excluding Saturdays, Sundays, 
and legal holidays except when the House is 
in session on such days) in which to file such 
written and signed views with the Staff Di- 
rector of the Committee, or the Staff Direc- 
tor’s designee. All such views so filed by one 
or more members of the Committee shall be 
included within, and shall be a part of, the 
report filed by the Committee with respect 
to that measure or matter. 

(b) With respect to each record vote on a 
motion to report any measure or matter, and 
on any amendment offered to the measure or 
matter, the total number of votes cast for 
and against, the names of those voting for 
and against, and a brief description of the 
question, shall be included in the Committee 
report on the measure or matter. 


523 


(c) Not later than 24 hours after the adop- 
tion of any amendment to a measure or mat- 
ter considered by the Committee, the Chair- 
man shall cause the text of each such amend- 
ment to be made publicly available in elec- 
tronic form as provided in clause 2(e)(6) of 
rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

RULE 19. PUBLIC INSPECTION OF COMMITTEE 

ROLLCALLS 


The result of each record vote in any meet- 
ing of the Committee shall be made available 
by the Committee for inspection by the pub- 
lic at reasonable times in the offices of the 
Committee and also made publicly available 
in electronic form within 48 hours of such 
record vote pursuant to clause 2(e)(1)B(i) of 
rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Information so available shall 
include a description of the amendment, mo- 
tion, order, or other proposition and the 
name of each member voting for and each 
member voting against such amendment, 
motion, order, or proposition and the names 
of those members present but not voting. 

RULE 20. PROTECTION OF NATIONAL SECURITY 

AND OTHER INFORMATION 


(a) Except as provided in clause 2(g) of rule 
XI of the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, all national security information bear- 
ing a classification of Secret or higher which 
has been received by the Committee or a sub- 
committee shall be deemed to have been re- 
ceived in executive session and shall be given 
appropriate safekeeping. 

(b) The Chairman of the Committee shall, 
with the approval of a majority of the Com- 
mittee, establish such procedures as in his 
judgment may be necessary to prevent the 
unauthorized disclosure of any national se- 
curity information that is received which is 
classified as Secret or higher. Such proce- 
dures shall, however, ensure access to this 
information by any member of the Com- 
mittee or any other Member, Delegate, or 
Resident Commissioner of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, staff of the Committee, or staff 
designated under rule 9(c) who have the ap- 
propriate security clearances and the need to 
know, who has requested the opportunity to 
review such material. 

(c) The Chairman of the Committee shall, 
in consultation with the Ranking Minority 
Member, establish such procedures as in his 
judgment may be necessary to prevent the 
unauthorized disclosure of any proprietary 
information that is received by the Com- 
mittee, subcommittee, panel, or task force. 
Such procedures shall be consistent with the 
Rules of the House of Representatives and 
applicable law. 

RULE 21. COMMITTEE STAFFING 


The staffing of the Committee, the stand- 
ing subcommittees, and any panel or task 
force designated by the Chairman or chair- 
men of the subcommittees shall be subject to 
the Rules of the House of Representatives. 

RULE 22. COMMITTEE RECORDS 

The records of the Committee at the Na- 
tional Archives and Records Administration 
shall be made available for public use in ac- 
cordance with rule VII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives. The Chairman 
shall notify the Ranking Minority Member 
of any decision, pursuant to clause 3(b)(3) or 
clause 4(b) of rule VII, to withhold a record 
otherwise available, and the matter shall be 
presented to the Committee for a determina- 
tion on the written request of any member of 
the Committee. 

RULE 23. HEARING PROCEDURES 

Clause 2(k) of rule XI of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives shall apply to the 
Committee. 
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RULE 24. COMMITTEE ACTIVITY REPORTS 


Not later than January 2nd of each year 
the Committee shall submit to the House a 
report on its activities, pursuant to clause 
1(d) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives. 

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, | submit for 
publication the attached copy of the rules of 
the Committee on the Judiciary for the U.S. 
House of Representatives for the 113th Con- 
gress, as adopted by the Committee on Janu- 
ary 23, 2013: 


RULE I. 


The Rules of the House of Representatives 
are the rules of the Committee on the Judici- 
ary and its Subcommittees with the fol- 
lowing specific additions thereto. 

RULE II. COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


(a) The regular meeting day of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary for the conduct of 
its business shall be on Wednesday of each 
week while the House is in session. 

(b) Additional meetings may be called by 
the Chairman and a regular meeting of the 
Committee may be dispensed with when, in 
the judgment of the Chairman, there is no 
need therefor. 

(c) The Chairman shall furnish each Mem- 
ber of the Committee or Subcommittee with 
the date, place, and a list of bills and sub- 
jects to be considered at a Committee or 
Subcommittee meeting, which may not com- 
mence earlier than the third day on which 
Members have notice thereof (excluding Sat- 
urdays, Sundays and legal holidays when the 
House is not in session). 

(d) At least 48 hours prior to the com- 
mencement of a meeting for the markup of 
legislation, the text of such legislation shall 
be made publicly available in electronic 
form. 

(e) In an emergency that does not reason- 
ably allow for the notice requirements in (c) 
and (d), the Chairman may waive the notice 
requirements with the concurrence of the 
Ranking Minority Member. 

(f) To the maximum extent practicable, 
amendments to a measure or matter shall be 
submitted in writing or electronically to the 
designee of both the Chairman and Ranking 
Member at least 24 hours prior to the consid- 
eration of the measure or matter. The Chair- 
man may use his discretion to give priority 
to amendments submitted in advance. 

(g) Committee and Subcommittee meet- 
ings for the transaction of business, i.e. 
meetings other than those held for the pur- 
pose of taking testimony, shall be open to 
the public except when the Committee or 
Subcommittee determines by majority vote 
to close the meeting because disclosure of 
matters to be considered would endanger na- 
tional security, would compromise sensitive 
law enforcement information, or would tend 
to defame, degrade or incriminate any per- 
son or otherwise would violate any law or 
rule of the House. 

(h) Every motion made to the Committee 
and entertained by the Chairman shall be re- 
duced to writing upon demand of any Mem- 
ber, and a copy made available to each Mem- 
ber present. 

(i) For purposes of taking any action at a 
meeting of the full Committee or any Sub- 
committee thereof, a quorum shall be con- 
stituted by the presence of not less than one- 
third of the Members of the Committee or 
Subcommittee, except that a full majority of 
the Members of the Committee or Sub- 
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committee shall constitute a quorum for 
purposes of reporting a measure or rec- 
ommendation from the Committee or Sub- 
committee, closing a meeting to the public, 
or authorizing the issuance of a subpoena. 

(jG) Subject to subparagraph (2), the 
Chairman may postpone further proceedings 
when a record vote is ordered on the ques- 
tion of approving any measure or matter or 
adopting an amendment. The Chairman may 
resume proceedings on a postponed request 
at any time. 

(2) In exercising postponement authority 
under subparagraph (1), the Chairman shall 
take all reasonable steps necessary to notify 
Members on the resumption of proceedings 
on any postponed record vote. 

(3) When proceedings resume on a post- 
poned question, notwithstanding any inter- 
vening order for the previous question, an 
underlying proposition shall remain subject 
to further debate or amendment to the same 
extent as when the question was postponed. 

(k) Transcripts of markups shall be re- 
corded and may be published in the same 
manner as hearings before the Committee. 

(1) Without further action of the Com- 
mittee, the Chairman is directed to offer a 
motion under clause 1 of rule XXII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives when- 
ever the Chairman considers it appropriate. 

RULE III. HEARINGS 


(a) The Committee Chairman or any Sub- 
committee Chairman shall make public an- 
nouncement of the date, place, and subject 
matter of any hearing to be conducted by it 
on any measure or matter at least one week 
before the commencement of that hearing. If 
the Chairman of the Committee, or Sub- 
committee, with the concurrence of the 
Ranking Minority Member, determines there 
is good cause to begin the hearing sooner, or 
if the Committee or Subcommittee so deter- 
mines by majority vote, a quorum being 
present for the transaction of business, the 
Chairman or Subcommittee Chairman shall 
make the announcement at the earliest pos- 
sible date. 

(b) Committee and Subcommittee hearings 
shall be open to the public except when the 
Committee or Subcommittee determines by 
majority vote to close the meeting because 
disclosure of matters to be considered would 
endanger national security, would com- 
promise sensitive law enforcement informa- 
tion, or would tend to defame, degrade or in- 
criminate any person or otherwise would vio- 
late any law or rule of the House. 

(c) For purposes of taking testimony and 
receiving evidence before the Committee or 
any Subcommittee, a quorum shall be con- 
stituted by the presence of two Members. 

(d) In the course of any hearing each Mem- 
ber shall be allowed five minutes for the in- 
terrogation of a witness until such time as 
each Member who so desires has had an op- 
portunity to question the witness. 

(e) The transcripts of those hearings con- 
ducted by the Committee which are decided 
to be printed shall be published in verbatim 
form, with the material requested for the 
record inserted at that place requested, or at 
the end of the record, as appropriate. Indi- 
viduals, including Members of Congress, 
whose comments are to be published as part 
of a Committee document shall be given the 
opportunity to verify the accuracy of the 
transcription in advance of publication. Any 
requests by those Members, staff or wit- 
nesses to correct any errors other than er- 
rors in the transcription, or disputed errors 
in transcription, shall be appended to the 
record, and the appropriate place where the 
change is requested will be footnoted. Prior 
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to approval by the Chairman of hearings con- 
ducted jointly with another congressional 
Committee, a memorandum of under- 
standing shall be prepared which incor- 
porates an agreement for the publication of 
the verbatim transcript. 

RULE IV. BROADCASTING 

Whenever a hearing or meeting conducted 
by the Committee or any Subcommittee is 
open to the public, those proceedings shall be 
open to coverage by television, radio and 
still photography except when the hearing or 
meeting is closed pursuant to the Committee 
Rules of Procedure. 

RULE V. STANDING SUBCOMMITTEES 

(a) The full Committee shall have jurisdic- 
tion over such matters as determined by the 
Chairman. 

(b) There shall be five standing Sub- 
committees of the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, with jurisdictions as follows: 

The Subcommittee on the Constitution 
and Civil Justice shall have jurisdiction over 
the following subject matters: constitutional 
amendments, constitutional rights, Federal 
civil rights, ethics in government, tort li- 
ability, including medical malpractice and 
product liability, legal reform generally, 
other appropriate matters as referred by the 
Chairman, and relevant oversight. 

The Subcommittee on Courts, Intellectual 
Property, and the Internet shall have juris- 
diction over the following subject matters: 
Administration of U.S. Courts, Federal Rules 
of Evidence, Civil and Appellate Procedure, 
judicial ethics, copyright, patent, trademark 
law, information technology, other appro- 
priate matters as referred to by the Chair- 
man, and relevant oversight. 

The Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, 
Homeland Security, and Investigations shall 
have jurisdiction over the following subject 
matters: Federal Criminal Code, drug en- 
forcement, sentencing, parole and pardons, 
internal and homeland security, Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure, prisons, crimi- 
nal law enforcement, and other appropriate 
matters as referred by the Chairman, and 
relevant oversight. 

The Subcommittee on Immigration and 
Border Security shall have jurisdiction over 
the following subject matters: immigration 
and naturalization, border security, admis- 
sion of refugees, treaties, conventions and 
international agreements, claims against the 
United States, Federal charters of incorpora- 
tion, private immigration and claims bills, 
non-border immigration enforcement, other 
appropriate matters as referred by the Chair- 
man, and relevant oversight. 

The Subcommittee on Regulatory Reform, 
Commercial and Antitrust Law shall have 
jurisdiction over the following subject mat- 
ters: bankruptcy and commercial law, bank- 
ruptcy judgeships, administrative law, inde- 
pendent counsel, state taxation affecting 
interstate commerce, interstate compacts, 
antitrust matters, other appropriate matters 
as referred by the Chairman, and relevant 
oversight. 

(c) The Chairman of the Committee and 
Ranking Minority Member thereof shall be 
ex officio Members, but not voting Members, 
of each Subcommittee to which such Chair- 
man or Ranking Minority Member has not 
been assigned by resolution of the Com- 
mittee. Ex officio Members shall not be 
counted as present for purposes of consti- 
tuting a quorum at any hearing or meeting 
of such Subcommittee. 

RULE VI. POWERS AND DUTIES OF 
SUBCOMMITTEES 

Each Subcommittee is authorized to meet, 

hold hearings, receive evidence, and report 
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to the full Committee on all matters referred 
to it or under its jurisdiction. Subcommittee 
chairmen shall set dates for hearings and 
meetings of their respective Subcommittees 
after consultation with the Chairman and 
other Subcommittee chairmen with a view 
toward avoiding simultaneous scheduling of 
full Committee and Subcommittee meetings 
or hearings whenever possible. 
RULE VII. NON-LEGISLATIVE REPORTS 


No report of the Committee or Subcommit- 
tee which does not accompany a measure or 
matter for consideration by the House shall 
be published unless all Members of the Com- 
mittee or Subcommittee issuing the report 
shall have been apprised of such report and 
given the opportunity to give notice of in- 
tention to file supplemental, additional, or 
dissenting views as part of the report. In no 
case shall the time in which to file such 
views be less than three calendar days (ex- 
cluding Saturdays, Sundays and legal holi- 
days when the House is not in session). 

RULE VIII. COMMITTEE RECORDS 

The records of the Committee at the Na- 
tional Archives and Records Administration 
shall be made available for public use ac- 
cording to the Rules of the House. The Chair- 
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man shall notify the Ranking Minority 
Member of any decision to withhold a record 
otherwise available, and the matter shall be 
presented to the Committee for a determina- 
tion on the written request of any Member of 
the Committee. 
RULE IX. OFFICIAL COMMITTEE WEBSITE 

(a) The Chairman shall maintain an offi- 
cial website on behalf of the Committee for 
the purpose of furthering the Committee’s 
legislative and oversight responsibilities, in- 
cluding communicating information about 
the Committee’s activities to Committee 
Members and other Members of the House. 

(b) The Chairman shall make the record of 
the votes on any question on which a record 
vote is demanded in the full Committee 
available on the Committee’s official website 
not later than 48 hours after such vote is 
taken. Such record shall identify or describe 
the amendment, motion, order, or other 
proposition, the name of each Member voting 
for and each Member voting against such 
amendment, motion, order, or proposition, 
and the names of the Members voting 
present. 

(c) Not later than 24 hours after the adop- 
tion of any amendment to a measure or mat- 
ter considered by the Committee or its Sub- 
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committees, the Chairman shall make the 
text of each such amendment publicly avail- 
able in electronic form. 

(d) Not later than 3 days after the conclu- 
sion of a Committee meeting, the transcript 
of such meeting and the text of all amend- 
ments offered shall be made available on the 
Committee website. 

(e) The Ranking Member is authorized to 
maintain a similar official website on behalf 
of the Committee Minority for the same pur- 
pose, including communicating information 
about the activities of the Minority to Com- 
mittee Members and other Members of the 
House. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Friday, January 
25, 2013, at 2 p.m. 


meee Ml 


EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 


Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Official Foreign Travel during the fourth quar- 
ter of 2012 pursuant to Public Law 95-384 are as follows: 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, CARLOS SANCHEZ, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN NOV. 30 AND DEC. 2, 2012 


Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 
Carlos SAanched: sanii ratia aa 11/30 12/2 MEXICO: aatia aiaia a, Aaaa GIRI atasduaits EDS aiaia AARE. ARASEN 658.94 
Committee total ea a i AA a A aa a A abrir raa a AE EES a ARE, a EEA NS S 658.94 


1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 


2If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 


3 Military air transportation. 


MR. CARLOS SANCHEZ, Dec. 31, 2012. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORKFORCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 


31, 2012 
Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
p: currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 


Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.[X| 


HOUSE COMMITTEES 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 


2 |f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 


HON. JOHN KLINE, Chairman, Jan. 2, 2013. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ETHICS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2012 


Date 


Name of Member or employee 


Arrival Departure 


Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
Count U.S. dollar US. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
y Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 


Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.[X| 


HOUSE COMMITTEES 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 


2If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 


HON. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY, Chairman, Jan. 15, 2013. 


526 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


January 23, 2013 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2012 


Date 


Name of Member or employee 


Arrival Departure 


Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
Count U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
y Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 


Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.[X| 


HOUSE COMMITTEES 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 


2If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 


HON. DANIEL E. LUNGREN, Chairman, Dec. 31, 2012. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2012 


Date 


Name of Member or employee 


Arrival Departure 


Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 
Count U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 
y Foreign equivalen Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 


Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check 


HOUSE COMMITTEES 


he box at right to so indicate and return.&X] 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 


2 |f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 


REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRASTR 


AND DEC. 31, 2012 


HON. LAMAR SMITH, Chairman, Jan. 2, 2013. 


UCTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 


Date 


Name of Member or employee 


Arrival Departure 


Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total 
Count U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
y Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 


Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.[X| 


HOUSE COMMITTEES 


1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 


2If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 


HON. JOHN L. MICA, Chairman, Jan. 2, 2013. 


Ee aM 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

97. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Spiromesifen; Pesticide Toler- 
ances [HPA-HQ-OPP-2012-0038; FRL-9374-3] 
received January 10, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

98. A letter from the Chairman and Presi- 
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
report on transactions involving U.S. exports 
with Korean Air Lines of Seoul, South Korea 
pursuant to Section 2(b)(3) of the Export-Im- 
port Bank Act of 1945, as amended; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

99. A letter from the Chairman and Presi- 
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
report on transactions involving U.S. exports 
to LATAM Airlines Group S.A. of Santiago, 
Chile pursuant to Section 2(b)(3) of the Ex- 
port-Import Bank Act of 1945, as amended; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

100. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Federal Trade Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s Report on Activities Related 
to Section 1075 of the Dodd-Frank Act; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

101. A letter from the Chair, Community 
Preventive Services Task Force, transmit- 
ting the Annual Report to Congress for 2012; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

102. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Energy, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s Annual Report for the Strategic Pe- 
troleum Reserve covering calendar year 2011, 
in accordance with section 165 of the Energy 


Policy and Conservation Act; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

103. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Findings of Failure to Submit a 
Complete State Implementation Plan for 
Section 110(a) Pertaining to the 2008 Ozone 
National Ambient Air Quality Standard 
[EPA-HQ-OAR-2012-0943; FRL-9769-4] (RIN: 
2060) received January 10, 2018, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

104. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Air Quality Implementation Plans; Mary- 
land; Reasonably Available Control Tech- 
nology Requirements for Volatile Organic 
Compounds [EHPA-R03-OAR-2012-0610; FRL- 
9770-6] received January 10, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

105. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Air Quality Implementation Plans; West Vir- 
ginia; Requirements for Determining Gen- 
eral Conformity of Federal Actions to Appli- 
cable State Implementation Plans [EPA-R03- 
OAR-2012-0784; FRL-9770-4] received January 
10, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

106. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; New Mexico; Revi- 
sions to the New Source Review (NSR) State 
Implementation Plan (SIP); Prevention of 


Significant Deterioration (PSD) and Non- 
attainment New Source Review (NNSR) Per- 
mitting [EPA-R06-OAR-2011-0033; FRL-9770-8] 
received January 10, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

107. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report on gifts given by the 
United States to foreign individuals for Fis- 
cal Year 2010, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2694(2); to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

108. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting the 
annual report for FY 2012 of the Depart- 
ment’s Bureau of Industry and Security 
(BIS); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

109. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Army, Department of Defense, transmitting 
annual audit of the American Red Cross con- 
solidated financial statements for the year 
ending June 30, 2012; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

110. A letter from the Principal Deputy As- 
sistant Attorney General, Department of 
Justice, transmitting the Department’s re- 
port on the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens 
Absentee Voting Act for 2012, amended; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

111. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Air Quality Implementation Plans; New 
Mexico; Infrastructure and Interstate Trans- 
port Requirements for the 2006 PM2.5 NAAQS 
[EPA-R06-OAR-2009-0710; FRL-9770-9] re- 
ceived January 10, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

112. A letter from the Deputy Assistant Ad- 
ministrator for Regulatory Programs, 
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NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis- 
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the North- 
eastern United States; Atlantic Sea Scallop 
Fishery; Closure of the Elephant Trunk Area 
[Docket No.: 121203677-2677-01] (RIN: 0648- 
BC67) received January 14, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

113. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Salmon [Docket No.: 
120330244-2673-02] (RIN: 0648-BB77) received 
January 14, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

114. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Reallocation of Pacific Cod 
in the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Man- 
agement Area [Docket No.: 111213751-2102-02] 
(RIN: 0648-XC376) received January 14, 2018, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

115. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Fisheries of the Northeastern United States; 
Atlantic Mackerel, Squid, and Butterfish 
Fisheries; Framework Adjustment 5 [Docket 
No.: 120321209-2643-02] (RIN: 0648-BC08) re- 
ceived January 14, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

116. A letter from the Attorney General, 
Department of Justice, transmitting a copy 
of the decision of the Court of Appeals for 
Intercollegiate Broadcasting System, Inc. v. 
Copyright Royalty Board, 684 F.3d 1832 (D.C. 
Cir. 2012); to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

117. A letter from the Trade Representa- 
tive, Executive Office of the President, 
transmitting notification that the Adminis- 
tration intends to enter negotiations for a 
new trade agreement aimed at promoting 
international trade in services; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


EE 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. LEWIS (for himself, Mr. CLy- 
BURN, Mr. HOYER, Mr. BRADY of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. ANDREWS, 
Ms. Bass, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BECERRA, 
Mr. BERA of California, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. BISHOP of New York, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Ms. 
BROWN of Florida, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 
CARDENAS, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. CASTOR of Flor- 
ida, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Ms. CHU, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Ms. CLARKE, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. COSTA, 
Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Il- 
linois, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. DELANEY, 
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Ms. DELAURO, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. DIN- 
GELL, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. DOYLE, Ms. 
EDWARDS, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. ESHOO, 
Ms. Esty, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. 
FARR, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. FOSTER, Ms. 
FRANKEL of Florida, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. 
GABBARD, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, 
Ms. HAHN, Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. HAS- 
TINGS of Florida, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. 
HIMES, Mr. HINOJosA, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. HORSFORD, Mr. HUFFMAN, 
Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
JEFFRIES, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN- 
SON of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor- 
gia, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KEATING, Mr. 
KILDEE, Mr. KIND, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, 
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. LARSEN of Wash- 
ington, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, 


Ms. LEE of California, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. BEN 
Ray LUJÁN of New Mexico, Ms. 


MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 
Mexico, Mr. MAFFEI, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York, Ms. MATSUI, 


Mrs. McCARTHY of New York, Ms. 
McCoLLUM, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. 
McGOVERN, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. MENG, 


Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California, Ms. MOORE, Mr. MORAN, 
Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. NADLER, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mrs. NEGRETE 
MCLEOD, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. PAYNE, 
Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. 
PIERLUISI, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. 
PocaNn, Mr. POLIS, Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. RANGEL, 
Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. RUP- 
PERSBERGER, Mr. RUSH, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. LINDA T. 
SANCHEZ of California, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. SARBANES, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Geor- 
gia, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. 
SERRANO, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, 
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. SIRES, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. SMITH of Wash- 
ington, Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Mr. TAKANO, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis- 
sissippi, Mr. THOMPSON of California, 
Mr. TIERNEY, Ms. TITUS, Mr. TONKO, 
Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
VARGAS, Mr. VEASEY, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, 
Mr. VISCLOSKY, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Ms. WATERS, Mr. WATT, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Mr. WELCH, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, and Mr. YARMUTH): 

H.R. 12. A bill to modernize voter registra- 
tion, promote access to voting for individ- 
uals with disabilities, protect the ability of 
individuals to exercise the right to vote in 
elections for Federal office, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on House Admin- 
istration, and in addition to the Committees 
on the Judiciary, Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology, Veterans’ Affairs, Oversight and 
Government Reform, and Education and the 
Workforce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee (for himself, 
Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. 
BILIRAKIS, Mr. BISHOP of New York, 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mrs. BLACK, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. 
BUCHANAN, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. BUR- 
GESS, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. 
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COURTNEY, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CULBER- 
SON, Mr. DAINES, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. 
DENT, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. DUNCAN 
of Tennessee, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 
GIBBS, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. 
GOSAR, Mr. GOWDY, Mr. GRIFFIN of 
Arkansas, Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia, 
Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. HANNA, Mr. HAR- 
PER, Mr. HARRIS, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. 
HECK of Nevada, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mr. LANCE, Mr. LATHAM, 
Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California, 
Mr. Lone, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. 
MATHESON, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. MEE- 
HAN, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. PETRI, Mr. 


PoE of Texas, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. 
POSEY, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. 
REED, Mrs. ROBY, Mr. ROGERS of 


Michigan, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. ROSKAM, 
Mr. ScHock, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SIMP- 
SON, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. THOMP- 
SON of Pennsylvania, Mr. THORN- 
BERRY, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
WALDEN, Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. 
WENSTRUP, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. 
WOMACK, and Mr. YOUNG of Florida): 

H.R. 351. A bill to repeal the provisions of 
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act providing for the Independent Payment 
Advisory Board; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Commit- 
tees on Energy and Commerce, and Rules, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GOODLATTE (for himself, Mr. 
THORNBERRY, Mr. DUNCAN of Ten- 
nessee, Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia, Mr. 
MCINTYRE, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. WEST- 
MORELAND, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. SENSEN- 
BRENNER, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. BACHUS, 
Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mrs. McMorRRIS 
RODGERS, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. LUETKE- 
MEYER, Mr. FORBES, Mr. LONG, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. 
McKEOoN, Mr. Issa, Mr. Lucas, Mr. 
UPTON, Mr. WALDEN, Mr. MILLER of 
Florida, Mr. KLINE, Mr. MCCARTHY of 
California, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, 
Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. PosEY, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, 
Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. BON- 
NER, Mr. PITTS, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. 
CARTER, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. Mica, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. MARCH- 
ANT, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. TERRY, 
Mr. GOHMERT, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
CONAWAY, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. RoG- 
ERS of Alabama, Mr. GINGREY of 
Georgia, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. WOODALL, Mr. 
HURT, Mr. LATTA, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. MCCLIN- 
TOCK, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. WEBER of 
Texas, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. BENISHEK, 
and Mr. BOUSTANY): 

H.R. 352. A bill to terminate the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 
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By Mr. DENT: 

H.R. 353. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to implement a program to pre- 
vent the fraudulent use of taxpayer identi- 
fication numbers of residents of United 
States territories and possessions to be used 
to obtain a credit or refund on tax returns 
filed with the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself and 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York): 

H.R. 354. A bill to amend the DNA Analysis 
Backlog Elimination Act of 2000 to provide 
for Debbie Smith grants for auditing sexual 
assault evidence backlogs and to establish a 
Sexual Assault Forensic Evidence Reporting 
System, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

H.R. 355. A bill to increase the statutory 
limit on the public debt only upon the cer- 
tification by the President of the submission 
to the States for their ratification of the 
proposed amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States to balance the Federal 
Budget or limit Federal spending; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BISHOP of Utah (for himself, 
Mr. MATHESON, Mr. CHAFFETZ, and 
Mr. STEWART): 

H.R. 356. A bill to clarify authority granted 
under the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to define the 
exterior boundary of the Uintah and Ouray 
Indian Reservation in the State of Utah, and 
for other purposes”; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida (for himself 
and Mr. MICHAUD): 

H.R. 357. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to require courses of education 
provided by public institutions of higher edu- 
cation that are approved for purposes of the 
educational assistance programs adminis- 
tered by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to 
charge veterans tuition and fees at the in- 
State tuition rate; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. McCOLLUM (for herself, Mr. 
KELLY, Mr. WALZ, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
NOLAN, Mr. HIGGINS, Mrs. BACHMANN, 
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
PETERSON, and Mr. PAULSEN): 

H.R. 358. A bill to direct the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, in coordination 
with the Army Corps of Engineers, the Na- 
tional Park Service, and the United States 
Geological Survey, to lead a multiagency ef- 
fort to slow the spread of Asian Carp in the 
Upper Mississippi and Ohio River basins and 
tributaries, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia (for himself, 
Mr. WOLF, and Mr. CUMMINGS): 

H.R. 359. A bill to establish and operate a 
National Center for Campus Public Safety; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. SEWELL of Alabama (for her- 
self, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BONNER, Mrs. 
ROBY, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 
ADERHOLT, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, 
Mr. LEWIS, and Mr. BISHOP of Geor- 
gia): 

H.R. 360. A bill to award posthumously a 
Congressional Gold Medal to Addie Mae Col- 
lins, Denise McNair, Carole Robertson, and 
Cynthia Wesley, in recognition of the 50th 
commemoration of the bombing of the Six- 
teenth Street Baptist Church where the 4 lit- 
tle Black girls lost their lives, which served 
as a catalyst for the Civil Rights Movement; 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. REICHERT (for himself and Ms. 
DELBENE): 
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H.R. 361. A bill to expand the Alpine Lakes 
Wilderness in the State of Washington, to 
designate the Middle Fork Snoqualmie River 
and Pratt River as wild and scenic rivers, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Ms. NORTON (for herself, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. FARR, Mr. RANGEL, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. CLAY, 


Mr. ELLISON, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. COHEN, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Ms. CHU, Mr. PIERLUISI, 


and Mr. POLIS): 

H.R. 362. A bill to provide for the treat- 
ment of the District of Columbia as a State 
for purposes of representation in the House 
of Representatives and Senate, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, and in addition to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. NORTON (for herself, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. FARR, Mr. RANGEL, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. CLAY, 


Mr. ELLISON, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. COHEN, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Ms. CHU, and Mr. 
PIERLUISI): 


H.R. 363. A bill to provide for the treat- 
ment of the District of Columbia as a State 
for purposes of representation in the House 
of Representatives, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in 
addition to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. PIERLUISI (for himself, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, 
Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. SABLAN, and Mr. 
SERRANO): 

H.R. 364. A bill to extend the supplemental 
security income program to Puerto Rico, the 
United States Virgin Islands, Guam, and 
American Samoa, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PIERLUISI (for himself, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, 
Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. SERRANO): 

H.R. 365. A bill to amend the Social Secu- 
rity Act to eliminate the cap on certain pay- 
ments under the TANF program to Puerto 
Rico, the Virgin Islands, Guam, and Amer- 
ican Samoa, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARINO (for himself, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. 
COFFMAN, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. LAN- 
GEVIN, Mr. WELCH, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Mr. GERLACH, Mr. DENT, Mr. GUTIER- 
REZ, Mr. KING of New York, Ms. Lo- 
RETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. 
LEWIS, and Mr. HIMES): 

H.R. 366. A bill to prohibit attendance of an 
animal fighting venture, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
in addition to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana (for himself, 
Mr. AMODEI, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BARR, 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mrs. BLACK, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. BONNER, Mr. BROOKS 
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of Alabama, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. CAMP, 
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, 
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. ROD- 
NEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. DESANTIS, 
Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. DUNCAN of Ten- 
nessee, Mr. DUNCAN of South Caro- 
lina, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. FORBES, 
Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. 
GERLACH, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. GINGREY of 
Georgia, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. Gowpy, Mr. 
GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. GRIFFIN of 
Arkansas, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. HANNA, 
Mr. HARPER, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. 
HOLDING, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michi- 
gan, Mr. HULTGREN, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
KELLY, Mr. KLINE, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
LATHAM, Mr. LATTA, Mr. LONG, Mr. 
LUETKEMEYER, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. 
MASSIE, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. MESSER, 
Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mrs. CAPITO, 
Mr. MULLIN, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER, Mrs. NOEM, Mr. 
NUGENT, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. OLSON, 
Mr. PEARCE, Mr. REED, Mr. RIBBLE, 
Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. ROGERS of 
Michigan, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. SCALISE, 
Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. 
SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. STOCKMAN, 
Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. 
TIBERI, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. WALDEN, 
Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. WEST- 
MORELAND, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. YODER, Mr. YoHo, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. KINZINGER of Il- 
linois, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. 
GIBSON, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. HALL, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. PALAZZO, 
Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. MARINO, Mr. POSEY, 
Mrs. ROBY, Mr. FLORES, Mr. BARTON, 
Mr. CALVERT, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. 
BARLETTA, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. 
ADERHOLT, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. GOH- 
MERT, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. UPTON, Mr. 
SESSIONS, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. 
BENISHEK, and Mr. Ross): 

H.R. 367. A bill to amend chapter 8 of title 
5, United States Code, to provide that major 
rules of the executive branch shall have no 
force or effect unless a joint resolution of ap- 
proval is enacted into law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and in addition to the 
Committees on Rules, and the Budget, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BENISHEK: 

H.R. 368. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to require an audiometric test 
of each member of the Armed Forces before 
the separation of the member; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. BENISHEK: 

H.R. 369. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to establish a presumption of 
service connection for certain veterans with 
tinnitus or hearing loss; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, and Mr. GRIFFIN of 
Arkansas): 

H.R. 370. A bill to amend title II of the So- 
cial Security Act to establish a Social Secu- 
rity Surplus Protection Account in the Fed- 
eral Old-Age and Survivors Insurance Trust 
Fund to hold the Social Security surplus, to 
provide for suspension of investment of 
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amounts held in the Account until enact- 
ment of legislation providing for investment 
of the Trust Fund in investment vehicles 
other than obligations of the United States, 
and to establish a Social Security Invest- 
ment Commission to make recommendations 
for alternative forms of investment of the 
Social Security surplus in the Trust Fund; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Alabama (for him- 
self, Mr. BAcHUS, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, 
Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. MCKINLEY, and 
Mr. JONES): 

H.R. 371. A bill to increase the statutory 
limit on the public debt by $1,000,000,000 upon 
the adoption by Congress of a Balanced 
Budget Constitutional Amendment and by 
an additional $1,000,000,000 upon ratification 
by the States of that Amendment; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 

H.R. 372. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to eliminate the requirement 
that the President submit a budget to the 
Congress each year, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Budget, and in ad- 
dition to the Committees on House Adminis- 
tration, Oversight and Government Reform, 
and Rules, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mrs. CAPPS (for herself, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. HOLT, Ms. LEE of 
California, and Mr. GRIJALVA): 

H.R. 373. A bill to amend title VII of the 
Oil Pollution Act of 1990, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 374. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to assist in the recovery 
and development of the Virgin Islands by 
providing for a reduction in the tax imposed 
on distributions from certain retirement 
plans’ assets which are invested for at least 
30 years, subject to defined withdrawals, 
under a Virgin Islands investment program; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CICILLINE (for himself, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Mr. YARMUTH, Ms. NOR- 
TON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
and Mr. LIPINSKI): 

H.R. 375. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Commerce and the Secretary of Labor to es- 
tablish the Make It In America Incentive 
Grant Program, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Financial Services, and in 
addition to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California (for her- 
self, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
HONDA, Ms. LEE of California, and 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York): 

H.R. 376. A bill to amend the Help America 
Vote Act of 2002 to allow all eligible voters 
to vote by mail in Federal elections; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. AN- 
DREWS, Ms. Bass, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. BRADY 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, 
Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mrs. BUSTOS, 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. CARSON 
of Indiana, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, 
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Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. COOPER, Mr. COSTA, 
Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Mr. DELANEY, Ms. 
DELBENE, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. DINGELL, 
Mr. DOYLE, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. ELLI- 
SON, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. EsHoo, Ms. ESTY, 
Mr. FARR, Mr. FATTAH, Ms. FRANKEL 
of Florida, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms. HAHN, Ms. 
HANABUSA, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, 
Mr. HECK of Washington, Mr. HIG- 
GINS, Mr. HIMES, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
HOLT, Mr. HONDA, Mr. HOYER, Mr. 
ISRAEL, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KEATING, Mr. KIL- 
DEE, Mr. KILMER, Mr. KIND, Mr. LAN- 
GEVIN, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, 
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. LEE 
of California, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LEWIS, 
Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. LOFGREN, Mrs. 
Lowey, Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New 
Mexico, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRIS- 
HAM of New Mexico, Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. MATHESON, Ms. MATSUI, Mrs. 
MCCARTHY of New York, Ms. McCoL- 
LUM, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. McGov- 
ERN, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. 
MENG, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER of California, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. NADLER, Mrs. NAPOLI- 
TANO, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. PASTOR 
of Arizona, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. PERL- 
MUTTER, Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. 
PIERLUISI, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. 
PocaN, Mr. POLIS, Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. RICHMOND, 
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. RUPPERS- 
BERGER, Mr. RUSH, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California, 
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, 
Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. 
ScHIFF, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. SCHRA- 
DER, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. DAVID SCOTT 
of Georgia, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, 
Mr. SERRANO, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. 
SHERMAN, Ms. SINEMA, Ms. SLAUGH- 
TER, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Ms. 
SPEIER, Mr. THOMPSON of California, 
Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. TONKO, Ms. TSON- 

GAS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. 

VELAZQUEZ, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. 

WALZ, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. 

WATERS, Mr. WATT, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. 

WELCH, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. 

YARMUTH, Mrs. BEATTY, and Mr. Con- 

NOLLY): 

H.R. 377. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to provide more effec- 
tive remedies to victims of discrimination in 
the payment of wages on the basis of sex, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 378. A bill to provide for adequate and 
equitable educational opportunities for stu- 
dents in State public school systems, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 379. A bill to amend section 1120A(c) 
of the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 to assure comparability of oppor- 
tunity for educationally disadvantaged stu- 
dents; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 
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By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 380. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit against 
income tax for contributions to a trust used 
to provide need-based college scholarships; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 381. A bill to amend the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 to require long-term cost 
benefit analyses of introduced bills; to the 
Committee on Rules, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Budget, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. FOXX (for herself, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. WEBER of Texas, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 
GOHMERT, and Mr. MULVANEY): 

H.R. 382. A bill to provide for State ap- 
proval of national monuments, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. GIBSON (for himself, Mr. 
AMASH, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. BROOKS of 
Alabama, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. DUNCAN 
of Tennessee, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, Ms. Foxx, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Ohio, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. LABRADOR, 
Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. MILLER of Flor- 
ida, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. 
REED, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. ROONEY, Mr. 
Ross, Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, 
Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SMITH of Wash- 
ington, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, and 
Mr. STIVERS): 

H.R. 383. A bill to amend the War Powers 
Resolution to limit the use of funds for in- 
troduction of the Armed Forces into hos- 
tilities, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to 
the Committee on Rules, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (for him- 
self, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. GENE GREEN 
of Texas, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. HINOJOSA, 
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. HAHN, Mr. HAs- 
TINGS of Florida, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
HONDA, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. RANGEL, and 
Mr. RUSH): 

H.R. 384. A bill to establish the position of 
Special Assistant for Veterans Affairs in the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (for him- 
self, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER, and Mr. 
MICHAUD): 

H.R. 385. A bill to establish a pilot program 
to authorize the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development to make grants to non- 
profit organizations to rehabilitate and mod- 
ify homes of disabled and low-income vet- 
erans; to the Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (for him- 
self, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. GENE GREEN 
of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HINO- 
JOSA, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. HAHN, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
HONDA, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
RUSH, Ms. MOORE, and Mr. SERRANO): 

H.R. 386. A bill to provide housing assist- 
ance for very low-income veterans; to the 
Committee on Financial Services, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 387. A bill to amend title II of the So- 
cial Security Act to remove the limitation 
upon the amount of outside income which an 
individual may earn while receiving benefits 
under such title, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas (for him- 
self, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. CRAWFORD, and 
Mr. COTTON): 

H.R. 388. A bill to designate the United 
States courthouse located at 300 West Sec- 
ond Street in Little Rock, Arkansas, as the 
“Morris Sheppard Arnold United States 
Courthouse’’; to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. GUTHRIE: 

H.R. 389. A bill to require the submission 
to the Congress of annual reports on the to- 
bacco user fees assessed and collected under 
section 919 of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida: 

H.R. 390. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to establish national 
emergency centers on military installations; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In- 
frastructure, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER (for her- 
self and Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia): 

H.R. 391. A bill to provide for a 10 percent 
reduction in pay for Members of Congress, 
the President, and the Vice President; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, and in addition to the Committee on 
House Administration, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. HONDA (for himself, Mr. CON- 
YERS, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 
Ms. MOORE, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
PoLis, and Mr. VAN HOLLEN): 

H.R. 392. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to di- 
rect local educational agencies to release 
secondary school student information to 
military recruiters if the student’s parent 
provides written consent for the release, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 393. A bill to consolidate, improve, 
and reauthorize programs that support fami- 
lies and victims in the justice system af- 
fected by domestic violence; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 394. A bill to ensure the development 
and responsible stewardship of nanotechnol- 
ogy; to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on Energy and Commerce, Ways and 
Means, and Homeland Security, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. ISRAEL (for himself, Mr. KING 
of New York, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
HANNA, and Mr. CICILLINE): 

H.R. 395. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in- 
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come amounts paid by an employer on an 
employee’s student loans; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. JENKINS: 

H.R. 396. A bill to reduce the annual rates 
of pay for Members of Congress by 20 per- 
cent, and to prohibit an adjustment in such 
rates during a year unless the Federal gov- 
ernment did not run a deficit in the previous 
fiscal year; to the Committee on House Ad- 
ministration, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. LATHAM: 

H.R. 397. A bill to prohibit the disburse- 
ment of funds for salaries and expenses of 
the offices of Members and committees of 
Congress and to hold the salaries of Members 
of Congress in escrow if Congress does not 
adopt a concurrent resolution on the budget 
on or before May 15 of each year, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on House 
Administration, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. LOEBSACK (for himself and 
Mrs. KIRKPATRICK): 

H.R. 398. A bill to reduce the rate of pay for 
Members of Congress by 10 percent and to 
eliminate automatic pay adjustments for 
Members; to the Committee on House Ad- 
ministration, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. MATSUI (for herself, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of 
California, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Ms. LOF- 
GREN, Mr. COSTA, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, 
Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. HONDA, 
Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California, 
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, 
Mr. FARR, Ms. LEE of California, Mrs. 
NEGRETE MCLEOD, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Mrs. DAVIS of California, 
Ms. Bass, Mr. WAXMAN, Ms. HAHN, 
Ms. CHU, Mr. BERA of California, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, and Mr. CALVERT): 

H.R. 399. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Army to undertake a comprehensive re- 
view of the Corps of Engineers policy guide- 
lines on vegetation management for levees, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. MATSUI (for herself, Mr. DIN- 
GELL, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. MICHAUD, and 
Mr. SCHIFF): 

H.R. 400. A bill to provide for the establish- 
ment of a Clean Energy Technology Manu- 
facturing and Export Assistance Fund to as- 
sist United States businesses with exporting 
clean energy technology products and serv- 
ices; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and in addition to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. NUGENT (for himself, Mr. 
Scott of Virginia, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. 
GRIMM, Mr. Gowpy, Mr. SENSEN- 
BRENNER, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. CONYERS, and Ms. LOF- 
GREN): 
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H.R. 401. A bill to reauthorize and improve 
the Mentally Ill Offender Treatment and 
Crime Reduction Act of 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 

H.R. 402. A bill to provide for the retention 
of the name of Mount McKinley; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. SABLAN: 

H.R. 403. A bill to amend the percentage of 
funds appropriated under title I of the Ele- 
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 required to be reserved for outlying 
areas and the Secretary of the Interior; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work- 
force. 

By Mr. SCHIFF (for himself, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. PIERLUISI, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. MORAN, Mr. DANNY 
K. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. DELAURO, 
Mr. TAKANO, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and Mr. 
SHERMAN): 

H.R. 404. A bill to enhance criminal pen- 
alties for straw purchasers of firearms; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 405. A bill to permit Members of Con- 
gress to administer the oath of allegiance to 
applicants for naturalization; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 406. A bill to provide discretionary au- 
thority to an immigration judge to deter- 
mine that an alien parent of a United States 
citizen child should not be ordered removed, 
deported, or excluded from the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 407. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide a business credit 
relating to the use of clean-fuel and fuel effi- 
cient vehicles by businesses within areas des- 
ignated as nonattainment areas under the 
Clean Air Act, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: 

H.R. 408. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to repeal certain limita- 
tions on the expensing of section 179 prop- 
erty, to allow taxpayers to elect shorter re- 
covery periods for purposes of determining 
the deduction for depreciation, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SIMPSON: 

H.R. 409. A bill to provide for Indian trust 
asset management reform, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. STOCKMAN: 

H.R. 410. A bill to provide that any execu- 
tive action infringing on the Second Amend- 
ment has no force or effect, and to prohibit 
the use of funds for certain purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TONKO (for himself, Mr. Con- 
YERS, Mr. HUNTER, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Ms. NORTON, Mr. MARINO, Mr. 
HIGGINS, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. McGov- 
ERN, and Ms. SHEA-PORTER): 

H.R. 411. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to establish a registry of 
certain veterans who were stationed at Fort 
McClellan, Alabama, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. TSONGAS: 

H.R. 412. A bill to amend the Wild and Sce- 
nic Rivers Act to designate segments of the 
mainstem of the Nashua River and its tribu- 
taries in the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts for study for potential addition to the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 
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By Mr. WELCH (for himself, Mr. 
HANNA, Mr. COOPER, and Mr. BRALEY 
of Iowa): 


H.R. 413. A bill to eliminate the 2-year 
delay in including oral-only ESRD-related 
drugs in the Medicare ESRD prospective pay- 
ment system, as provided under section 
632(b)(1) of the American Taxpayer Relief 
Act of 2012; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 


H.R. 414. A bill to provide for the continued 
lease or eventual conveyance of certain Fed- 
eral land within the boundaries of Fort 
Wainwright Military Reservation in Fair- 
banks, Alaska; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources, and in addition to the Committee 
on Armed Services, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. BECERRA: 


H. Res. 42. A resolution electing Members 
to certain standing committees of the House 
of Representatives; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 


H. Res. 48. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives in sup- 
port of the Common Core State Standards 
Initiative; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. FATTAH (for himself, Mr. 
HULTGREN, and Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of 
New Mexico): 


H. Res. 44. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
Federal laboratories have been and continue 
to be on the cutting edge of scientific and 
technological advancement and supporting 
the designation of 2013 as the ‘‘Year of the 
Federal Lab’’; to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 


H. Res. 45. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that it 
is imperative that the United States creates 
a clear vision and goal to be the world leader 
in innovation, science, technology, engineer- 
ing, and math to ensure the continued 
strength, growth, and vitality of this Nation; 
to the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology. 

By Mr. LIPINSKI (for himself, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. REED, Mr. 
JONES, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
KELLY, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. SABLAN, 
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. TIBERI, Ms. 


BORDALLO, Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. 
BENISHEK, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Ms. 
EsHoo, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 


Mr. HARRIS, Mr. FORBES, Mr. YAR- 
MUTH, and Ms. SPEIER): 


H. Res. 46. A resolution supporting the con- 
tributions of Catholic schools; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
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Mr. GUTIERREZ introduced a _ bill 
(H.R. 415) for the relief of Francisca 
Lino; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


——— 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. LEWIS: 

H.R. 12. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse- 
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee: 

H.R. 351. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The repeal of this provision is consistent 
with the powers that are reserved to the 
States and to the people as expressed in 
Amendment X to the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. GOODLATTE: 

H.R. 352. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 Section 8 of Article 1 of the 
United States Constitution and Amendment 
XVI of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. DENT: 

H.R. 353. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 354. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 Clause 1, which reads: 
The Congress shall have Power To lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18, which reads: 
The Congress shall have Power To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by the Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. CRAWFORD: 
H.R. 355. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clauses 1 and 2 of Section 8 of Article 1 of 
the United States Constitution. 

Article V of the U.S. Constitution, which 
grants Congress the authority to propose 
Constitutional amendments. 

By Mr. BISHOP of Utah: 

H.R. 356. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 357. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

By Ms. McCOLLUM: 

H.R. 358. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18, which gives 
Congress the power “To make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into Execution the foregoing powers.” 

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia: 

H.R. 359. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con- 
stitution 

Clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 
Constitution 

By Ms. SEWELL of Alabama: 

H.R. 360. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I Section 8 

By Mr. REICHERT: 

H.R. 361. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle 1, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion, specifically clause 1 (relating to pro- 
viding for the general welfare of the United 
States) and clause 18 (relating to the power 
to make all laws necessary and proper for 
carrying out the powers vested in Congress), 
and Article IV, section 3, clause 2 (relating 
to the power of Congress to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations re- 
specting the territory or other property be- 
longing to the United States).”’ 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 362. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

clause 17 of section 8 of article I of the 
Constitution. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 363. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

clause 17 of section 8 of article I of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. PIERLUISI: 

H.R. 364. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to pro- 
vide for the general welfare of the United 
States, as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 1 of the United States Constitution; 
to make all laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into execution such 
power, as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 of the Constitution; and to make 
rules and regulations respecting the U.S. ter- 
ritories, as enumerated in Article IV, Sec- 
tion 3, Clause 2 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. PIERLUISI: 

H.R. 365. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to pro- 
vide for the general welfare of the United 
States, as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 1 of the United States Constitution; 
to make all laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into execution such 
power, as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 of the Constitution; and to make 
rules and regulations respecting the U.S. ter- 
ritories, as enumerated in Article IV, Sec- 
tion 3, Clause 2 of the Constitution. 


532 


By Mr. MARINO: 

H.R. 366. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

1) Article I, Section 8, Clause 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

2) Article I, Section 9, Clause 3 

To regulate Commerce with foreign Na- 
tions, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana: 

H.R. 367. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution, including the 
power granted Congress under Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 18, of the United States Con- 
stitution, and the power granted to each 
House of Congress under Article I, Section 5, 
Clause 2, of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. BENISHEK: 

H.R. 368. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 14 “To make 
Rules for the Government and Regulation of 
the land and naval Forces.” 

By Mr. BENISHEK: 

H.R. 369. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 “To make 
Rules for the Government and Regulation of 
the land and naval Forces” and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18 ‘“‘To make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by the Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof.” 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 

H.R. 370. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1; Article 1, 
Section 8, Clause 3; and Article 1, Section 8, 
Clause 14. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Alabama: 

H.R. 871. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8. The Congress shall 
have Power. . . to pay debts. . .” 

Article V. The Congress, whenever two 
thirds of both Houses shall deem it nec- 
essary, shall propose Amendments to this 
Constitution. . . 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 

H.R. 372. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mrs. CAPPS: 

H.R. 373. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H.R. 374. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“Article IV, section 3 of the Constitution 
of the United States grant Congress the au- 
thority to make all needful Rules and Regu- 
lations respecting the Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United States and 
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Article 1, section 7 which provides that all 
Bills for raising Revenue shall originate in 
the House of Representatives.” 

By Mr. CICILLINE: 

H.R. 375. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California: 

H.R. 376. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 4: 

“The Times, Places and Manner of holding 
Elections for Senators and Representatives, 
shall be perscribed in each State by the Leg- 
islature thereof; but the Congress may at 
any time by Law make or alter such Regula- 
tions. . .”’ 

By Ms. DELAURO: 

H.R. 377. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Fourteenth Amendment, Section 5 Section 
1: All persons born or naturalized in the 
United States, and subject to the jurisdic- 
tion thereof, are citizens of the United 
States and the State wherein they reside. No 
State shall make or enforce any law which 
shall abridge the privileges or immunities of 
citizens of the United States; nor shall any 
State deprive any person of life, liberty, or 
property, without due process of law; nor 
deny to any person within its jurisdiction 
the equal protection of the laws. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 378. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 379. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 380. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 381. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Ms. FOXX: 

H.R. 382. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 grants Con- 
gress the ‘‘Power to dispose of and make all 
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needful Rules and Regulations respecting the 
Terroritory or other Property belonging to 
the United States.” 

By Mr. GIBSON: 

H.R. 383. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clauses 11, 12, 18, 14, 
and 18. 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 384. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority to enact this 
legislation can be found in: 

General Welfare Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 1) 

Commerce Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 3) 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 385. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority to enact this 
legislation can be found in: 

General Welfare Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 1), 

Commerce Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 3), 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 386. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority to enact this 
legislation can be found in: 

General Welfare Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 1) 

Commerce Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 3) 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 387. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution (the Commerce Clause). 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas: 

H.R. 388. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 2 of Section 3 of Article IV of the 
Constitution: The Congress shall have Power 
to dispose of and make all needful Rules and 
Regulations respecting the Territory or 
other Property belonging to the United 
States; and nothing in this Constitution 
shall be so construed as to Prejudice any 
Claims of the United States, or of any par- 
ticular State. 

By Mr. GUTHRIE: 

H.R. 389. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defense and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

To regulate Commerce with foreign Na- 
tions and among the several States, and with 
the Indian Tribes 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida: 

H.R. 390. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, including but 
not limited to Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 
and 3. 

By Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER: 

H.R. 391. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 6, of the Constitution 
reguires Congress to determine its own pay. 

By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 392. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8 of article I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 393. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

section 8 of article I of the Constitution 

By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 394. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

section 8 of article I of the Constitution 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 395. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Ms. JENKINS: 

H.R. 396. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Clause 1 of Section 6 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution which states “The Senators and 
Representatives shall receive a Compensa- 
tion for their Services, to be ascertained by 
Law, and paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States.” and Clause 1 of Section 1 of 
Article I which states: ‘‘All legislative Pow- 
ers herein granted shall be vested in a Con- 
gress of the United States, which shall con- 
sist of a Senate and House of Representa- 
tives.” 

By Mr. LATHAM: 

H.R. 397. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, sections 6 and 9 of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

By Mr. LOEBSACK: 

H.R. 398. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 6 of Article I of the 
Constitution. 

By Ms. MATSUI: 

H.R. 399. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Ms. MATSUI: 

H.R. 400. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

H.R. 401. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 

H.R. 402. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution.” 

By Mr. SABLAN: 

H.R. 403. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Under Article 1, section 8 of the United 
States Constitution (clause 1), which grants 
Congress the power to collect taxes and ex- 
pend funds to provide for the general welfare 
of the United States. 

By Mr. SCHIFF: 

H.R. 404. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Straw Purchaser Penalty Enhance- 
ment Act is constitutionally authorized 
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under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, the Com- 

merce Clause and Article I, Section 8, Clause 

18, the Necessary and Proper Clause. Addi- 

tionally, the Preamble to the Constitution 

provides support of the authority to enact 

legislation to promote the General Welfare. 
By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 405. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4, which gives 
Congress the power ‘‘To establish an uniform 
Rule of Naturalization,” and Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 18, which gives Congress the 
power ‘To make all Laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into Execu- 
tion the foregoing Powers.” 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 406. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4, which gives 
Congress the power ‘‘T’o establish an uniform 
Rule of Naturalization,” and Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 18, which gives Congress the 
power ‘To make all Laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper or carrying into Execution 
the foregoing Powers.”’ 

By Mr. SERRANO: 

H.R. 407. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This legislation is introduced pursuant to 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Constitu- 
tion, which states that ‘‘The Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts and excises. ..’’ In addition, this 
legislation is introduced pursuant to Article 
I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Constitution, 
which states that Congress shall have the 
power ‘to make all laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the govern- 
ment of the United States, or in any depart- 
ment or officer thereof.” 

By Mr. SESSIONS: 

H.R. 408. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the 

Article I, Section 8 Congress has the power 
to regulate Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMPSON: 

H.R. 409. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, which grants Congress 
the power to regulate Commerce with the In- 
dian Tribes. 

By Mr. STOCKMAN: 

H.R. 410. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 1 

“All legislative Powers herein granted 
shall be vested in a Congress of the United 
States, which shall consist of a Senate and 
House of Representatives.” 

Article I, Section 8 

“The Congress shall have Power ... To 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore- 
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof.” 

By Mr. TONKO: 

H.R. 411. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power *** To regu- 
late Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In- 
dian Tribes. 
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By Ms. TSONGAS: 

H.R. 412. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, clause 18 (relating to 
the power to make all laws necessary and 
proper for carrying out the powers vested in 
Congress), and Article IV, Section 3, clause 2 
(relating to the power of Congress to dispose 
of and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States). 

By Mr. WELCH: 

H.R. 413. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con- 
gress shall have Power To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 414. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

The Congress shall have Power to dispose 
of and make all needful Rules and Regula- 
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop- 
erty belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State. 

Mr. GUTIERREZ: 

H.R. 415. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 and Amend- 
ment I, Clause 3 of the Constitution. 

TR 
ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 

H.R. 11: Ms. PELOSI, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. WATT, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and Mr. 
KIND. 

H.R. 21: Ms. SCHWARTZ and Mr. DOYLE. 

H.R. 23: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee and Mr. 
WITTMAN. 

H.R. 24: Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. NUGENT, 
Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, Mrs. NOEM, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. POMPEO, 
Mr. ROKITA, Mr. YODER, Mr. POE of Texas, 
Mr. HURT, Mr. LATHAM, and Mr. FLORES. 

H.R. 25: Mr. DESANTIS. 

H.R. 36: Mr. MATHESON, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. BARR, Mr. HANNA, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. 
CASSIDY, Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. 
GRIMM, Mr. SCHOCK, and Mr. BURGESS. 

H.R. 55: Mr. GIBBS. 

H.R. 61: Mr. PoE of Texas, Mr. ROTHFUS, 
and Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. 

H.R. 93: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. 
SARBANES, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. BISHOP of 
New York, Mr. HIMES, and Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 106: Mr. ROKITA. 

H.R. 107: Mr. POE of Texas. 

H.R. 129: Mr. WELCH and Mr. DOGGETT. 

H.R. 184: Mr. PEARCE. 

H.R. 140: Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. MARCH- 
ANT, Mr. BENTIVOLIO, and Mr. FRANKS of Ari- 
zona. 

H.R. 148: Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. PERLMUTTER, 
Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. HIGGINS, and Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 149: Mr. PEARCE, Mr. FINCHER, and Mr. 
FLORES. 

H.R. 164: Mr. YouNG of Florida, Mr. CoN- 
NOLLY, and Mr. PEARCE. 


534 


H.R. 167: Mrs. BLACK and Mr. PEARCE. 

H.R. 176: Mr. BENTIVOLIO. 

H.R. 178: Mr. YODER and Mr. DESANTIS. 

H.R. 181: Mr. HIGGINS and Mr. SEAN PAT- 
RICK MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 200: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 

H.R. 203: Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. LONG, and Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina. 

H.R. 207: Mr. ROKITA and Mr. HARRIS. 

H.R. 217: Mr. MULLIN, Mr. RYAN of Wis- 
consin, and Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. 

H.R. 221: Mr. JONES and Mr. FINCHER. 

H.R. 225: Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 

H.R. 226: Ms. LEE of California. 


H.R. 227: Ms. CASTOR of Florida and Mr. 
BISHOP of New York. 
H.R. 232: Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. GINGREY of 


Georgia, and Mrs. BLACKBURN. 

H.R. 236: Mr. BISHOP of New York. 

H.R. 239: Mr. PERRY. 

H.R. 241: Mr. BENTIVOLIO. 

H.R. 261: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. 
POCAN. 

H.R. 270: Ms. EDWARDS. 

H.R. 271: Mr. WALBERG. 

H.R. 273: Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. COLLINS of New 
York, and Mr. MESSER. 

H.R. 280: Ms. LEE of California, Mr. HOLT, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. FARR, and Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 290: Ms. LEE of California and Mr. 
HONDA. 
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H.R. 297: Mr. KING of New York, Ms. CAs- 
TOR of Florida, Mr. TIBERI, and Mr. RIBBLE. 

H.R. 298: Mr. BARR and Mr. ROE of Ten- 
nessee. 

H.R. 300: Mr. BENTIVOLIO and Mr. OWENS. 

H.R. 303: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. COLE, and Mr. SIMPSON. 

H.R. 309: Mr. MULLIN and Mr. HUELSKAMP. 

H.R. 310: Mr. PETERS of California, Mr. 
HECK of Nevada, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, 
and Ms. DUCKWORTH. 

H.R. 311: Mr. PALAZZO. 

H.R. 317: Mr. FLORES. 

H.R. 318: Mr. RUSH, Mr. KING of New York, 
and Mr. TURNER. 

H.R. 320: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. JOHNSON of 


Georgia, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, Ms. NORTON, Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. 
RUSH. 


H.R. 321: Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. COURTNEY, and 
Mr. BISHOP of New York. 

H.R. 322: Mr. ROKITA, Mr. COBLE, and Mr. 
BARTON. 

H.R. 333: Mr. CONYERS, Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
VARGAS, Mr. HONDA, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. TONKO, Mr. MCINTYRE, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr. PETERS of 
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Michigan, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, and Mr. 
STIVERS. 


H.R. 334: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. 
FINCHER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. GOHMERT, MR. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, and Mr. BAR- 
TON. 


H.R. 335: Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 
ROSKAM, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. 
PETERS of Michigan, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
KEATING, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. SAR- 
BANES, Mr. FITZPATRICK, and Mr. UPTON. 


H.R. 341: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. ELLISON, 
GRIJALVA, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
Ms. LEE of California. 


H.R. 342: Mr. FLORES and Mr. GIBBS. 
H.J. Res. 21: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H. Res. 12: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 


H. Res. 19: Ms. WATERS, Mr. NADLER, Ms. 
LEE of California, Ms. CHU, Mr. FARR, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. 
McCoLLuM, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. SMITH of Wash- 
ington, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. KEATING, and Mr. HIGGINS. 


H. Res. 38: Mr. SABLAN, Mr. VEASEY, and 
Mr. KILDEE. 


Mr. 
and 
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SENATE—Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m., on the 
expiration of the recess, and was called 
to order by the Honorable HEIDI 
HEITKAMP, a Senator from the State of 
North Dakota. 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal Lord God, we shout praises 
to You, for Your love never fails. You 
rescue us from trouble with Your lov- 
ing and mighty providence. We com- 
mend our Nation to Your compas- 
sionate care, trusting You to guide it 
with Your merciful hands. 

Bless the work of our Senators. Help 
them to respect and esteem each other 
as they struggle together for resolution 
of complex issues. 

Lord, we thank You for the many 
people working on Capitol Hill who 
support our lawmakers, serving You 
faithfully, without public recognition. 
May we never take for granted their la- 
bors for liberty. 

We pray in Your gracious Name. 
Amen. 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable HEIDI HEITKAMP led 
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, January 23, 2013. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable HEIDI HEITKAMP, a 
Senator from the State of North Dakota, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 


Ms. HEITKAMP thereupon assumed 
the chair as Acting President pro tem- 
pore. 


(Legislative day of Thursday, January 3, 2013) 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


WELCOMING NEW MEMBERS 


Mr. REID. Madam President, yester- 
day I had the opportunity to meet with 
my Democratic Senate caucus for the 
first time this year. It was the first op- 
portunity for all of us to sit down to- 
gether, to break bread, and to discuss 
challenges and opportunities we all 
face. As the majority leader, I was 
gratified to see so many new faces and 
to have such an inclusive caucus. It 
was music to my ears to hear the an- 
nouncement that the Presiding Officer 
today would be HEIDI HEITKAMP. 

We have nine new Democratic Sen- 
ators. Four of these new Senators are 
women, and so about one-third of our 
Democratic caucus is now women. We 
have, for example, the first Asian 
woman. We have expanded our major- 
ity. I am particularly satisfied that 
with each passing election cycle our 
caucus better reflects the Nation it 
serves. But despite the diversity of the 
caucus—and in particular its fresh- 
men—there is one quality shared by 
each Democratic Senator: deep and 
abiding patriotism. 

As Governor Adlai Stevenson said: 

Patriotism is not short, frenzied outbursts 
of emotion, but the tranquil and steady dedi- 
cation of a lifetime. 

That is true. Patriotism is not short, 
frenzied outbursts of emotion, but the 
tranquil and steady dedication of a 
lifetime. If we look at the records, the 
careers of these new Senators, that is 
the way it is. 

Each person coming here reminds me 
of my first few weeks in the House of 
Representatives when Tip O’Neill—we 
had a large incoming class, so he called 
us in these groups of maybe 15 or so, 
and he told us something I have always 
remembered. He said: Each of you are 
successful politicians or you wouldn’t 
be here. And that is true. I say that to 
each of my new Senators. They are suc- 
cessful politicians, and there is nothing 
wrong with the word ‘‘politician.’’ I am 
proud I am a politician. I am proud I 
serve in government, and we should 
each be proud. 

So I am pleased now, and I was 
pleased yesterday, to be surrounded by 
so many dedicated public servants, new 
Members and old alike, who have de- 
voted their lives to making their indi- 


vidual States and our shared Nation a 
better place in which to grow up, grow 
a family, and grow old. 

Each new Democratic Member is ac- 
complished, I repeat, in his or her own 
right. Our new caucus members include 
a couple of former Governors, a Har- 
vard law professor, an engineer, just to 
name a few. While they have each ac- 
complished so much already, their 
greatest achievements are still ahead 
of them. I know they will look back 
with satisfaction on the work we do to- 
gether in the Senate. 

Our caucus, this Congress, and our 
country face immense challenges. As 
we approach these tests and trials, this 
diverse group of new Democratic Sen- 
ators will be united by a single objec- 
tive: to fight for fairness and balance 
on behalf of the middle class. 

SENATE RULES REFORM 

We are going to continue to work on 
Senate rules reforms. I will continue to 
work with the Republican leader on a 
package of reforms I hope we can agree 
on. As I have said before, if we don’t 
agree, then we are going to do some- 
thing as a Democratic caucus alone. I 
remain cautiously optimistic we will 
be able to move forward on a bipartisan 
basis. I hope we can do that. I will have 
more to say about that if, in fact, we 
can do that. 

We are not going to get everything 
we want, and the Republicans aren’t 
going to get everything they want. But 
maybe we can find a sweet spot in the 
middle and come up with something 
that will make the Senate more effi- 
cient. However, Democrats reserve the 
right of all Senators to propose 
changes to the Senate rules. We will 
explicitly not acquiesce in the carrying 
over of all the rules from last Congress. 
There must be some agreement reached 
or we will have to use every means to 
make the Congress—especially the 
Senate—more efficient. 

Would the Chair announce the busi- 
ness of the day. 


SS 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 

pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


— 


MORNING BUSINESS 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will be in a period of morning 
business for debate only until 12 noon, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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Mr. REID. Madam President, I note 
the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COATS. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EEE 
FISCAL POLICY 


Mr. COATS. Madam President, ear- 
lier this week, through the eyes of the 
Nation watched the inauguration cere- 
mony here in Washington. A week be- 
fore that, back in Indiana, I was 
present for the celebration of the inau- 
guration of Indiana’s 50th Governor, 
former Congressman Mike Pence, who 
is taking over after 8 years of leader- 
ship under our former Governor, Mitch 
Daniels. So back-to-back weekends had 
two special events. 

Inauguration ceremonies are a time 
for reflection on what has happened in 
the past and a time for new vision on 
how we ought to go forward with the 
future. It is also a time for new oppor- 
tunity. An opportunity for the kind of 
change necessary to address the prob- 
lems and challenges we face. 

As I participated in the inauguration 
events for Governor Pence in Indianap- 
olis just two weekends ago, I couldn’t 
help but think of the remarkable 
record of achievement and the bold re- 
forms that our former Governor, Mitch 
Daniels, delivered to the Hoosier State 
and the lessons they may offer to 
Washington. 

In 2005, Indiana faced a several-hun- 
dred-million-dollar deficit. This pales 
by comparison to the deficit we face 
here; but, nevertheless, for a State of 
our size it is a significant amount. Al- 
though it is constitutionally mandated 
in Indiana, we had not balanced our 
budget for 7 years. Governor Daniels 
and his team had a vision and the po- 
litical courage to make much needed 
changes, and the people of Indiana sup- 
ported and responded. While other 
States increased spending and raised 
taxes, Indiana reduced spending, cut 
taxes, and paid down our debts. 

Governor Daniels, with the help of 
the legislature and with the support of 
the people of Indiana, slowed down the 
rate of spending. The State’s expendi- 
tures have grown at less than one-quar- 
ter the rate of the previous decade. We 
also reduced the size of State govern- 
ment. 

Indiana has the fewest State employ- 
ees per capita in the country. We paid 
down the previous debt by 48 percent, 
and we currently sit with a budget sur- 
plus and a rebate program which will 
give money collected in taxes back to 
the taxpayer because of our state’s effi- 
ciency and effectiveness in terms of 
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running our government. Indiana, as a 
result of this, has received its first 
AAA credit rating. This means when 
we do need to borrow or sell bonds to 
do certain infrastructure or meet other 
needs, we can receive low interest rates 
because of our superb AAA rating. All 
this has transformed Indiana’s balance 
sheet and made our State one of the 
most attractive places to live, raise a 
family, and do business in the Midwest, 
if not in the Nation. 

The story of Indiana and how it got 
hold of its fiscal issues has been writ- 
ten up in national journals and news- 
papers and documentaries and others. 
It is a remarkable story. It is not 
unique because we see these things 
happening in other States around the 
country led not only by Republican 
Governors but Democrat Governors. 
These are the kinds of decisions that 
have to be made and are being made to 
restore state and local governments. 
And it has created a much brighter fu- 
ture for the citizens of those States. 

Governor Daniels has often said, 
“You’d be amazed by how much gov- 
ernment you’ll never miss.’’ The re- 
sults of his administration back that 
up. 

You can go around Indiana, as I have, 
and talk to people from big cities to 
small, rural to urban and everything in 
between and ask them how we have 
moved from deficit to surplus in our 
state. You can ask if they still believe 
our state performs the necessary func- 
tions of government and you can ask 
Hoosiers what has been cut that you 
think should have stayed. 

Frankly, no one could come up with 
an answer that says: We have had dis- 
astrous consequences from these deci- 
sions. The vast majority say that 
things are working pretty well. In fact, 
I can get my license renewed through a 
total revamp of our licensing system in 
just a few minutes over the Internet or 
just a few minutes at the DMV. Gov- 
ernor Daniels’ measure for that was in 
and out in less than 7 minutes. 

For those of us who have spent hours 
and hours committing half a day or 
more to getting our license renewed, 
this is a remarkable achievement. The 
use of technology, privatization, and 
the use of more efficient government 
demands that our civil servants do 
more with less and this has proven to 
be effective. 

While the fiscal situation we faced in 
Indiana is not totally analogous to 
what we face here, the principles are 
the same, and there still are many sim- 
ilarities. AS Washington seeks answers 
at the start of this new session of Con- 
gress on how we move forward and ad- 
dress our extremely serious debt situa- 
tion and get our fiscal house back in 
order so that we too can retain a AAA 
rating and so we too can provide the 
opportunity for growth and oppor- 
tunity not just for the middle class but 
for all Americans in the future, maybe 
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there are some lessons to be learned 
from Indiana. The spend less, borrow 
less, and tax less Hoosier model has re- 
sulted in balanced budgets, job cre- 
ation, and a AAA credit rating. In con- 
trast, the spend more, borrow more, 
and tax more approach in Washington 
during these last several years has re- 
sulted in fewer jobs, higher debt, and a 
threatened downgrade from credit 
agencies. 

So as we reflect back on the last 4 
years of this current administration, it 
is clear to me we must take a different 
course in the second term of this ad- 
ministration. 

Whether lawmakers want to admit it, 
the crux of our problem is this: Wash- 
ington has promised Americans far too 
much and committed well beyond our 
means. Federal spending and borrowing 
cannot continue at this current pace 
without dire consequences. 

Whether one is reading or listening 
to a liberal, conservative or a non- 
partisan economist or an analyst, there 
is a consensus that sustaining our cur- 
rent rate or continuing our rate of bor- 
rowing and spending simply is not fea- 
sible and the consequences will be dire 
if we do not address it. 

As we seek to address these issues, 
my suggestion for Washington is to 
take a look at the Hoosier model. It is 
tested, it is proven, and it is working. 

We need to go big and bold. We need 
to have the political courage to look 
beyond the short-term political con- 
sequences, as we perceive them, to the 
long-term benefit from sound policies— 
which, interestingly enough, translate 
into good politics. Strengthening the 
economy and getting our country on a 
track to brighter and more prosperous 
times should be our priority. 

We have proven in Indiana that good 
policy, no matter how politically dif- 
ficult it might seem at the time to 
achieve, does translate into good poli- 
tics. But much more important than 
the politics, good policy can translate 
into strengthening our economy, im- 
proving the lives of Americans, and 
providing opportunity for future gen- 
erations. 

It is time we learn that lesson in 
Washington that our State of Indiana 
and many States across the country, as 
well as other communities, are learn- 
ing. It is time we exhibit the political 
courage to stand and do what I think 
just about everyone in this body under- 
stands; that is, to get a hold of run- 
away spending and borrowing that is 
putting us in a very deep fiscal hole 
and will have significant, dire con- 
sequences not only on future genera- 
tions but even our current generation. 

The time is now. As I said from this 
spot yesterday, 2013 is the decisive 
year. In 2014, we will be back into an 
election year, and that tired old belief 
that we cannot make these kinds of 
changes with the election looming will 
surface again. If we don’t act now, 


January 23, 2013 


more people will say that we need to 
wait until after the next election. It 
will push us into 2015. Many who have 
looked at our situation fiscally and 
analyzed it from a nonpartisan, non- 
ideological basis have said 2015 is too 
late. 

This is the time when we need to 
summon our courage, summon our po- 
litical will, and do what is right for the 
American people. We cannot continue 
to bump along at less than 2 percent 
growth. We cannot continue to keep 
more than 8 percent or nearly 8 percent 
of our people unemployed; and, obvi- 
ously, that number is much higher 
when we count those who are no longer 
looking for work who have given up. 
We cannot continue to keep America 
on the edge of uncertainty in terms of 
what our fiscal future will look like. 

Let us summon that courage to go 
forward. Let us use examples from 
those States, the support of those Gov- 
ernors and the support they have re- 
ceived from people across those States. 
Let us summon the courage to do what 
we need to do. 

I want to continue talking about how 
we need to address this with a ‘‘go big, 
go bold? type of approach. Everyone 
says and concludes that if we can put 
that package together to address our 
long-term ills over a period of time and 
bring us back to balance and stability, 
we will see a revival of the economy of 
this country and we will see great hope 
for the American people going forward. 

Madam President, with that, I yield 
the floor and suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask the Acting 
President pro tempore if we are in 
morning business, and I assume we are. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Thank you, Madam 
President. 

(The remarks of Mr. ROBERTS per- 
taining to the submission of S. Res. 8 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. ROBERTS. I yield back the re- 
mainder of my time, and I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 
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RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Republican leader is recog- 
nized. 


———— 


FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
President Obama may have been vague 
on details in his inaugural speech on 
Monday, but I will give him this, he 
couldn’t have been clearer about the 
tone and the direction he has in mind 
for the second term. Gone is the 
postpartisan rhetoric that propelled 
him onto the national stage and into 
the White House. In its place is an un- 
abashedly leftwing appeal for more bu- 
reaucratic control and centralized 
power here in Washington. 

On Monday, we saw a President and a 
party that appeared to have shifted 
into reverse and jammed on the gas. 
For Democrats in the Obama age, the 
era of big government being over is of- 
ficially over. And anybody who dis- 
agrees with their approach isn’t just 
wrong, they are not just standing in 
the way of progress, they are malevo- 
lent, they are the bad guys, they are 
the ones who want to take food away 
from children, they want the old and 
the infirm to suffer, they want to 
choose between caring for the people 
who built this country, as the Presi- 
dent put it on Monday, and investing 
in those who will build our future. 

I don’t know if the President buys all 
this stuff; I don’t know if he believes 
his own caricature—I certainly hope 
not—but one thing I do know is that 
questioning the intentions of one’s po- 
litical opponents makes it awfully hard 
to get anything done in a representa- 
tive democracy. As the President him- 
self said, without so much as a hint of 
irony, we cannot mistake absolutism 
for principle or substitute spectacle for 
politics or treat name calling as rea- 
soned debate. 

The President won the election. I 
congratulate him on his victory. It is 
his prerogative to lay out an agenda 
and to make an argument—against all 
evidence—for the efficacy of big gov- 
ernment, more Washington spending, 
and centralization. It is even his pre- 
rogative to argue—mistakenly, in my 
view—that America’s greatness some- 
how rests not on its communities and 
voluntary associations, its churches 
and charities, on civil society, but in- 
stead on the dictates of Washington. 
But to suggest that those of us and our 
constituents who believe otherwise 
don’t want the best interest of our par- 
ents or our children or our country’s 
future is, at best, needlessly provoca- 
tive; at worst, it suggests a troubling 
inability to view those who don’t hap- 
pen to share your opinions as beneath 
you. 

To suggest, as one of the President’s 
spokesmen did earlier this week, that 
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both the American political system 
and those who belong to the party of 
Lincoln aren’t worthy of this White 
House or its agenda isn’t the way to 
get things done. It makes it impossible 
to tend to problems we simply have to 
face up to and that we will only solve 
together. Frankly, it calls into ques- 
tion the President’s own belief in the 
wisdom and the efficacy of the con- 
stitutional system of checks and bal- 
ances that the Founders so wisely put 
in place. 

The postinaugural period is usually a 
chance to pivot to governing after a 
long campaign. It is an opportunity for 
Presidents to reach out to the minority 
and to forge compromises. But that is 
not what we are seeing this time 
around. Even before Monday we all 
noted the harsh change in tone, the 
reboot of the campaign machine, and 
how, instead of offering an olive branch 
to those who disagree with him, the 
President had already decided to trans- 
form his campaign operation into a 
weapon to bulldoze anyone who doesn’t 
share his vision. Well, I would suggest 
that one thing the American people 
don’t want is a permanent campaign. 
That is the last thing the American 
people are looking for—a permanent 
campaign. They want us to work to- 
gether on solutions to our problems. 
And deficits and debt are right at the 
top of the list. 

I wish to suggest this morning the 
President rethink the adversarial tone 
he has adopted in recent weeks. Our 
problems are simply too urgent and too 
big for the President to give up on 
working with us. I appeal to him once 
again to work with us on the things we 
can achieve together, and let us start 
with the deficit and the debt. Because 
the only way we will be able to tackle 
these problems is by doing it together. 
If he refuses, if he insists on spending 
the next 4 years pushing a polarizing 
hard-left agenda instead, I assure him 
he will meet a determined opposition 
not only from Republicans in Wash- 
ington but from the very people he 
seems to believe are squarely on his 
side in the push to remake government 
in his image. 

The irony in the President’s attacks, 
of course, is that the kind of reforms 
Republicans are calling for are the only 
conceivable route to saving the pro- 
grams the President claims he wants to 
protect. Failing to reform the entitle- 
ment programs of the last century 
now—right now—is the best way to 
guarantee they no longer exist in their 
current form. I mean, one could prac- 
tically hear the ring of the cash reg- 
ister with every new promise the Presi- 
dent made. At a time when we can all 
see the failure of such policies by sim- 
ply turning on the news, he seems 
blissfully—blissfully—unaware of the 
fact that from Athens to Madrid the 
sad, slow death of the left’s big govern- 
ment dream is on display for all to see. 
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If we want a less prosperous, less dy- 
namic, less mobile society, that is the 
way to go—just ‘‘Europeanize’’ Amer- 
ica. 

The President’s vision of an all-pow- 
erful government that rights every 
wrong and heals every wound may 
warm the liberal heart, but it is com- 
pletely divorced from experience and 
from reality. So today I wish to do my 
part to bring the President and his al- 
lies in Congress a little closer down to 
Earth. I know it may be hard for them 
to accept, but the reality is this: We 
have a spending problem—not a taxing 
problem, a spending problem. 

Let’s take a look at the chart to my 
right. The green represents historic 
and projected tax revenue. And we can 
see it goes right straight across here 
out to 2040. The tax increases of 3 
weeks ago were delivered by operation 
of law. In other words, the law expired 
and all of the Bush tax cuts were over. 
The Congress, 2 hours after everybody’s 
taxes went up—in other words, after all 
the Bush tax cuts expired—restored tax 
relief for 99 percent of the American 
people, and they did it on a permanent 
basis to guarantee we wouldn’t have 
another cliff, as we inevitably have. 
When a law sunsets, we have a cliff. 

So the President was able to get 
some new revenue by operation of law, 
and that represents this dark blue line 
right across here. You can see that is 
pretty steady out to 2040. 

The President, of course, said that 
wasn’t nearly enough. He said: We need 
more taxes, and we will be back asking 
for more taxes later. So as nearly as we 
can tell, based on what he has said, the 
taxes he would like to add to the ones 
he got by operation of law 2% weeks 
ago is this light blue line right across 
here. 

If the President were given all the 
tax increases he says at the moment he 
wants, that would provide this amount 
of revenue going out to 2040. As you 
can see, that doesn’t do anything to 
solve the problem because the red rep- 
resents spending in the past and the 
spending escalation that will occur if 
we don’t do anything to solve the 
spending problem. 

Look at this line dramatically going 
up to 2040. So as you can see, there is 
not enough revenue we can raise with- 
out completely shutting down the 
economy to solve the problem. In fact, 
it produces a rather static and totally 
insignificant amount of revenue in 
order to deal with the massive spend- 
ing problem. 

So this constant demand for more 
and more tax increases on, I guess, 
whom people assume is the more suc- 
cessful guy down the street may be a 
great campaign tactic, but it doesn’t 
do anything to solve the problem. Even 
if the President were able to get every 
bit of taxes he wants, we still have an 
enormous gap in spending if we don’t 
deal with the real problem, which is 
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spending. We have a spending addic- 
tion. I didn’t make this up. This is a 
fact. This is reality. 

So the tax issue is over. Congress has 
restored permanent tax relief for 99 
percent of the American people. Even if 
the President were to get—and he will 
not—any more tax revenue, it is per- 
fectly obvious that doesn’t do anything 
to solve the problem. 

So the challenge for us—and looking 
at the chart we can see—is revenue 
today is just about where it has been 
for the past 30 years or so. The Presi- 
dent spent nearly his entire first term 
arguing that we needed to tax the so- 
called rich to solve our fiscal woes. He 
harangued Congress about it. He ar- 
gued for it in rallies and debates. He 
threatened to push us over the cliff if 
he didn’t get his way. 

In the end, by operation of law he got 
part of what he asked for. And the rea- 
son he got it, as I said earlier, is be- 
cause the tax relief we passed in 2001 
and 2003 carried an expiration date. 
President Obama got some of the tax 
increases he wanted because the law 
expired. Then Congress, led by Repub- 
licans, voted to make Bush-era tax 
rates permanent for 99 percent of all 
Americans. Now, permanency is impor- 
tant. It has been kind of lost on the 
general public, but the importance is 
we don’t have another cliff, another ex- 
piration date where all of a sudden ev- 
erything changes. 

Given how much time he devoted to 
that one topic, one would think his tax 
hike would have closed the deficit, 
eliminated the entire national debt, 
and left us with extra cash to spare. 
But do you see that tiny little blue line 
I pointed to right here? That is how 
much additional revenue he got. This 
blue area is the revenue he says he 
wants. He will not get it; but if he did, 
it is pretty apparent it has nothing 
whatsoever to do with solving the 
spending addiction. 

So if this revenue doesn’t come any- 
where close to solving the problem, the 
real challenge, obviously, is how we are 
going to control all of this red. What 
do we do about this? Well, we are clear- 
ly spending way more than we take in. 
The real uptick, interestingly enough, 
occurs about the time the President 
took office. It has been hard enough to 
find ways to close the President’s tril- 
lion-dollar deficits. But as I just point- 
ed out, they are nothing next to what 
is going to hit us when tens of millions 
of baby boomers reach retirement 
age—nothing compared to what is 
heading our way. 

I pointed out the massive slope. That 
is what is headed our way. Nothing 
short of a bipartisan effort is going to 
fix this problem, and there is only one 
way we can do it. We can’t tax our way 
out of this problem. The revenue ques- 
tion is behind us. The law we voted for, 
as I said, made current tax rates per- 
manent. I am pretty confident not a 
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single Republican in the House or Sen- 
ate will vote to raise any more taxes. 
But even if we were to do that, all the 
taxes the President asked for would 
only put us here in 2040. And look at 
what would be spent. 

So the reality the President needs to 
face—and quickly—is that there is no 
realistic way to raise taxes high 
enough to even begin to address this 
problem. That is why Republicans are 
saying we need to start controlling 
spending, and we need to do it now. 
That is why if the President wants to 
do something good right now, he 
should put us out of the liberal wish 
list and put us out of the character at- 
tacks and join us in this great task. It 
is the transcendent issue of our time. 

If we don’t fix this problem, we don’t 
leave behind for our children and 
grandchildren the kind of America our 
parents left behind for us. There is no 
bigger issue, even though it got scant 
mention in the State of the Union. 

Now, I have no animus toward the 
President. I just want to see him do 
something about the problem because 
the longer we wait, the worse the prob- 
lem becomes. The more we delay the 
inevitable, the less time younger 
Americans will have to plan for the re- 
forms we make today. That is simply 
not right. 

So the President has a choice. He can 
paint himself as a warrior of the left 
and charge into battle with failed ideas 
we have already tried before; he can de- 
mean and blame the opposition for his 
own failure to lead; he can indulge his 
supporters in a bitter, never-ending 
campaign that will only divide our 
country further; or he could take the 
responsible road. He can help his own 
base come to terms with the mathe- 
matical reality. 

Some people over there are living in 
a fantasy world—a world that doesn’t 
exist. He could reach out to leaders in 
both parties—and all of the members in 
both parties—and negotiate in good 
faith. We would be happy to give him 
credit. That is fine by me. If boosting 
his legacy is what it takes and it helps 
the country, that is all the better. 

If my constituents believe they are 
working to help make their future a 
little better and a little brighter, 
great. But we can’t waste any more 
time denying the reality that is staring 
each of us in the face. There is only one 
way to solve this problem, and that is 
to do something about this spending 
addiction that is going to sink this 
country and turn us into Greece. 

Senate Republicans are ready to help 
the President solve this problem. I 
hope we have an opportunity to do so. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
I wonder if I might pose a question to 
the Republican leader, if he would re- 
take the floor. 
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Mr. McCONNELL. I would be happy 
to respond. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I want to con- 
gratulate the Republican leader for his 
remarks. 

Here is my question. We have arrived 
at a time when we have a newly elected 
President who has had a fine inaugural 
day. He has an agenda that he wants to 
follow which he announced in his inau- 
gural address. It is not an agenda that 
most of us on this side agree with, but 
he has an agenda that he wants to fol- 
low in his second term, all of which 
would ensure—in his eyes—his legacy 
as a President. 

But isn’t there one thing that in 
order to get to that agenda—or any 
other thing—he and we have to do, and 
that is to address the debt? Isn’t the 
very best time—isn’t the very best 
time to do something difficult, some- 
thing nobody wants to talk about, 
something that is hard—the best time 
to do that is at a time when we have a 
divided government, a Democratic 
President, a Republican House, and 30 
or 40 or 50 of us Senators on both sides 
of the aisle who have been saying for 2 
years that we are ready to fix the debt? 

Isn’t this an opportunity now? Not 
just because it is a divided government, 
but because the House of Representa- 
tives today may very well create a 2- 
month or 3-month window during 
which we can address all of these issues 
if we had Presidential leadership? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I say to my friend 
from Tennessee, it is counterintuitive. 
But one could argue that a divided gov- 
ernment—which we have had more 
often than not since World War II—has 
produced four of the most significant 
accomplishments for our country in 
modern times. 

In the Reagan administration, Presi- 
dent Reagan and Tip O’Neill, the 
Democratic Speaker of the House, 
agreed to raise the age for Social Secu- 
rity to save Social Security for another 
generation. Reagan and Tip O’Neill did 
the last comprehensive tax reform. 

Bill Clinton and a Republican Con- 
gress did welfare reform, arguably the 
most important piece of social legisla- 
tion in recent times. And Bill Clinton 
and a Republican Congress actually 
balanced the budgets in the late 1990s. 

My friend from Tennessee is correct. 
Divided government actually is the 
perfect time—some would argue even 
the only time—we can do tough things, 
hard-to-explain things that need to be 
done to save the country. So I hate to 
miss the opportunity presented by a di- 
vided government to tackle the tran- 
scendent issue of our times. 

The President talked about a lot of 
things, and that is all interesting, but 
it had nothing to do with fixing the 
country. Until we fix this problem, we 
will not have the kind of country for 
our children and our grandchildren 
that our parents left behind for us. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
I wonder if I might pose one more ques- 
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tion to the Republican leader after 
making a short statement. 

I came to this body as a young law- 
yer-legislative aide to Senator Howard 
Baker a long time ago, in 1967. I re- 
member very well Senator Baker’s 
story about how the civil rights bill of 
1968 was passed. I have discussed this 
with the Republican leader before. He 
knows that era as well or better than I 
do. 

But there was a time when Senator 
Baker said he was in Everett Dirksen’s 
office—he is the man who had the job 
that Senator MCCONNELL now has. He 
was the Republican leader then. He 
said he heard the telephone ring. He 
heard only one end of the conversation, 
but Senator Dirksen was saying: No, 
Mr. President, I cannot come down and 
have a drink with you tonight. I did 
that last night, and Luella is very un- 
happy with me. And that was the con- 
versation. 

About 30 minutes later there was a 
rustle out in the outer office of the Re- 
publican leader’s office—the very office 
that Senator MCCONNELL now holds. 
Two beagles, followed by the President 
of the United States, came in. Lyndon 
Johnson, the President, said to the Re- 
publican leader: Everett, if you won’t 
have a drink with me, I am down here 
to have one with you. And they dis- 
appeared in the back room for 45 min- 
utes. 

The point of all that is not their so- 
cializing. The point was it was in that 
very office, the Republican leader’s of- 
fice, that in 1968, the next year, the 
civil rights bill was written and en- 
acted. Lyndon Johnson got the credit 
for that in history but Everett Dirksen 
made it possible, and there were at 
that time many more Democrats in the 
Senate than Republicans. 

What I want to say to Senator 
MCCONNELL, the Republican leader, the 
question I want to ask him, is this. He 
has seen the U.S. Senate and Presi- 
dency for the last number of years. He 
has seen many relationships between 
the President and leaders of the oppo- 
site party. He knows how this place 
works. My sense of the Republican 
leader and of the large majority of us is 
that we wish to see a result. We wish to 
see a result on this very tough issue of 
saving Social Security, saving Medi- 
care, saving Medicaid, saving these 
programs on which seniors depend. I 
wonder if the Republican leader would 
agree with me that despite the fact 
that we engage every day in political 
matters, that we have big differences of 
opinion, that on this issue, without 
Presidential leadership, we cannot get 
a result and that there are a lot of us 
on both sides of the aisle who are ready 
to work with the President to fix the 
debt? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I say to my friend 
from Tennessee—in many ways it is a 
statement of the obvious but a lot of 
people forget it—there is only 1 person 
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in America out of 307 million Ameri- 
cans who can sign something into law 
and only 1 person in America who can 
deliver the members of his party to 
support an agreement that he makes. 
The only way to get an outcome on the 
biggest issue of our time is with Presi- 
dential leadership. So it was dis- 
appointing to see scant reference in the 
State of the Union. Of course that is 
just one speech and I have not given up 
hoping that this President can make 
solving the transcendent issue of our 
time one of his premier accomplish- 
ments. 

The point I think the Senator from 
Tennessee and I are making this morn- 
ing is there are potential partners on 
this side of the aisle to make this hap- 
pen. I hope we will not lose this oppor- 
tunity once again to deal with the big- 
gest issue in the country. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky for extending his 
time on the floor. On my own I wish to 
continue that line of thinking a little 
bit. 

It is traditional that when we have a 
new President, a newly inaugurated 
President, that he has a pretty good 
opportunity to get what he asks; that 
it is a time of maximum leverage, it is 
a time to do important things, it is a 
time to do difficult things, it is a time 
to do things that otherwise might not 


get done. 
Presidents are defined by their 
skills—their communication skills, 


their electoral ability—but they are 
also defined by their capacity over a 
period of years to identify the hard 
issues that are important to our coun- 
try and cause people, as the President 
said in his address day before yester- 
day, to work together to solve those 
problems. Now the problem is whether 
you want to raise taxes on the guy 
down the street with the biggest house. 
That is not so hard to do. The problem 
is to spend money that you do not 
have—because you can do it; that is 
not so hard to do. If the problem is to 
address a disaster to help people who 
are in desperate shape, there might be 
some debate about whether it is really 
a disaster or not but it is not hard to 
do because in the end it is going to 
happen. What Presidents are remem- 
bered for is dealing with important, 
difficult crises. 

President Clinton is remembered for 
a number of things but one of the 
things he did was challenge the conven- 
tional thinking in his own party to 
deal with welfare reform. It would not 
have happened if he had not done it. It 
would not have happened if he had not 
done it because a Republican could not 
have made the argument. A President’s 
job, according to George Reedy, the 
former press secretary to Lyndon 
Johnson, is three things: One is to see 
an urgent need, two is to develop a 
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strategy to meet the need, and the 
third is to persuade at least half the 
people he is right. 

President Nixon in the early 1960s 
went to China. That seems like ancient 
history but that was straight against 
the core of the Republican Party at 
that time. That was something that 
was inconceivable for a Republican 
President to do, given the history of 
mainland China and Taiwan, as they 
were both called. 

There have been many times in our 
history when Presidents have had to do 
the hard work. President George H.W. 
Bush made a budget agreement which 
may have caused him to lose the elec- 
tion in 1992 because it angered a num- 
ber of Republicans. But it also helped 
balance the budget and gave us a pe- 
riod of time in the 1990s when that 
budget agreement plus a good economy 
gave us an actual surplus of funding. 

I sense that there is at the White 
House a feeling, two things I wish to 
disabuse the White House of. The first 
is that the budget problem is not a real 
problem. I cannot believe people at the 
White House think that. Everybody 
knows it is. Senator MCCONNELL gave a 
very good explanation of what was 
going on there. But let me say it this 
way: In 2025, according to the Congres- 
sional Budget Office, every dollar of 
taxes we collect will go to pay for 
Medicare, Medicaid, Social Security, 
and interest on the debt, and there is 
nothing left for national defense, Na- 
tional Laboratories, Pell grants for 
education, highways, or the invest- 
ments that we need to make in re- 
search to grow this country. It all goes 
for Medicare, Medicaid, Social Secu- 
rity, and the interest on debt, every 
single penny we collect. And that is 
only 12 years away. That is not me 
talking. That is the Congressional 
Budget Office saying that. The Medi- 
care trustees have said that in 2024 the 
Medicare Program will not have 
enough money to pay all of its bills. 
Whose bills? Bills of seniors, bills of 
Tennesseans, many of whom are lit- 
erally counting the days until they are 
old enough to be eligible for Medicare 
so they can pay their medical bills. It 
would be a tragedy if that day arrived 
and there were not enough money to 
pay the bills. But the Medicare trust- 
ees, who by law are supposed to tell us 
these things, say that day will come in 
2024. It is just 11 years away and that is 
the day for people already on Medicare 
and people who are going to be on 
Medicare. 

Medicaid, which is a program for 
lower income Americans, is an impor- 
tant program. As Governor, I dealt 
with it in my State. But when I was 
Governor, it was 8 percent of the State 
budget. Today it is 26 percent of the 
State budget. It is soaking up almost 
every dollar that would go to higher 
education. As a result, students around 
the country are wondering: Why are 
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my tuition fees going up? It is because 
of Washington’s Medicaid Program re- 
quiring States to make decisions that 
soak up money that otherwise would be 
used to fund education. 

In our State of Tennessee, 30 years 
ago the State paid 70 percent of the 
cost of going to the University of Ten- 
nessee. Today it pays 30. And Medicaid 
is the chief culprit. 

Everyone knows this. The President’s 
own debt commission has told him this 
and suggested a way to deal with it. 
Forty or fifty of us on both sides of the 
aisle have been working together, 
meeting together, having dinner to- 
gether, writing bills together, trying to 
come up with plans to do it. Senator 
CORKER, my colleague from Tennessee, 
has developed a bill on which I am his 
prime cosponsor which says we have 
found a way to strengthen Medicare 
and other entitlements by reducing the 
growth in spending. We understand 
this. 

We passed a Budget Control Act a 
couple of years ago. People said they 
didn’t like it. It was not so bad because 
it took 38 percent of the budget, which 
is all of our discretionary spending—in- 
cluding national defense, national 
parks, national labs—and said it will 
go up at about the rate of inflation. 
This is before we get to the so-called 
sequester. But what about the rest of 
the budget? That is the automatic stuff 
we do not even vote on: Medicare, enti- 
tlements, all this? It is going up at 
about three to four times the rate of 
inflation. It is going to bankrupt these 
programs. Seniors will not be able to 
have their medical bills paid and the 
country will be bankrupt. That is no 
overstatement. The former Comp- 
troller of the Currency says that. 
President Clinton says this is an ur- 
gent problem. The former Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff says the na- 
tional debt is the single biggest threat 
to our national security. Why are we 
not dealing with it? I think we are not 
dealing with it, A, because it is hard to 
do; B, because on both sides of the aisle 
we have not been effective in dealing 
with it before. 

I remember when we had an all-Re- 
publican cast of characters here in 
town—President Bush, a Republican 
majority—we tried to reduce the 
growth of Medicare and we could not 
get the votes to do that. 

This is not easy to do, but Robert 
Merry, who wrote a book about Presi- 
dent Polk, had lunch with some of us 
yesterday, made this statement: ‘‘In 
America’s history every crisis has been 
solved by Presidential leadership or 
not at all.” 

Whether it was Lincoln in the Civil 
War or Reagan and Tip O’Neill or 
Nixon to China or Clinton on welfare 
reform—we can all identify the crises. 
But it takes Presidential leadership to 
do it. It takes that to do it. 

I was a Governor, which is much 
smaller potatoes. If I sat around wait- 
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ing for the State legislature, with all 
respect, to come up with a road pro- 
gram we would still be driving on dirt 
roads. They were waiting for the Gov- 
ernor to do it. That is how our system 
works. 

I wonder if the President thinks that 
the debt is not a problem? I cannot 
imagine anybody at the White House 
thinks that. This is a problem. If the 
President does not address it during his 
two terms he will be remembered by 
history as failing to do that. His legacy 
may be a failure to address financial 
matters that put this country on a 
road to bankruptcy. Or, if he were to 
do it, if he were to provide the leader- 
ship, he would be—as the Australian 
Foreign Minister has said, ‘‘America is 
one budget agreement away from re- 
asserting its global preeminence.” Why 
wouldn’t President Obama want to be 
known as the President who caused 
America to reassert its global pre- 
eminence by dealing with a budget 
agreement during the first 3 months of 
his term and then he can get on with 
his agenda, about which we can argue? 
That leaves me with only one thought: 
That the President thinks we don’t 
want to do it. We do want to do it and 
it is a misunderstanding if he thinks 
that. 

I know the Republican leader would 
not mind me saying he is a wily, clever 
tactician who knows the Senate as well 
as anyone here. But if you look care- 
fully, when we got down to the last few 
days of the year and needed an agree- 
ment on taxes, the Republican leader 
was in the middle of the agreement. 
When we needed an agreement to try to 
avoid default on the debt, the Repub- 
lican leader was the one who was in the 
middle of doing that. 

I think if the White House thinks 
that the Republican leader or we on 
the Republican side do not want to fix 
the debt, they are badly misunder- 
standing where we are and who we are. 
I do not know how we can say it more 
clearly. We have written bills that do 
it. We have held dinners to talk about 
it. We have made public statements 
with Democrats, 30 or 40 of us at a 
time, saying we support Simpson- 
Bowles, we support Domenici-Rivlin, or 
we support this or we support that. 
What is missing? Two words: Presi- 
dential leadership. This is not a par- 
tisan comment. It just does not work 
unless the President lays out his plan. 

Some say the President does not 
want to lay out his plan. He has to lay 
out his plan. He is the President. We 
are just legislators. Senator CORKER 
and I have put out our plan. Who pays 
attention to that? Madam President, $1 
trillion in reductions and a $1 trillion 
increase in the debt ceiling—it is out 
there. That is not going to work. How- 
ever, if President Obama, with his 
skills, calls together Simpson and 
Bowles or his advisers and says: Here is 
my plan to save Medicare, here is my 
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plan to save Medicaid, here is my plan 
to fix the debt, and I want bipartisan 
support to do that, he will get it. At 
first, because it is a difficult issue, ev- 
erybody will say: Oh, no, we can’t do it 
that way. We need to sit down, talk, 
and come up with a result. I think the 
Republican leader has shown he is pre- 
pared and willing to do that. He has 
said it and done it on other issues. I 
don’t know what else the rest of us can 
do to show that. 

What I am trying to respectfully say 
today, aS much as anything, to the 
President of the United States is con- 
gratulations on your inauguration. I 
was there. I was proud to participate in 
it and have the opportunity to speak 
for a minute and a half about why we 
celebrate for the 57th time the inau- 
guration of an American President. We 
celebrate it because our country is dis- 
tinguished from most other countries 
in the world by the peaceful transition 
or reaffirmation of the largest amount 
of power in the world. We have our po- 
litical contests, and then we have the 
restraint to respect the results. 

After winning the election, it is im- 
portant, first, to get the fiscal house in 
order. The time to do it is while we 
have a divided government. The time 
to do it is while the President is at the 
peak of his popularity. The time to do 
it is while the House of Representa- 
tives—the Republican House—has cre- 
ated a window of 2 or 3 months to deal 
with all the fiscal issues. The time to 
do it is after 2 years of discussion with 
Republicans and Democrats in a bipar- 
tisan way about the need to fix the 
debt and the importance of it for the 
country. 

My hope is that as the President and 
his advisers look at the Senate, they 
see a willingness to solve the problem 
of fixing the debt in a bipartisan way. 
I get the feeling they don’t believe that 
about us. I don’t know what else we 
can do to cause them to believe that. 
There is not the same kind of com- 
fortable, back-and-forth relationship 
there should be. I have heard some peo- 
ple say: Well, the Johnson-Dirksen 
days are ancient history. That was a 
long time ago. However, human nature 
doesn’t change. Human nature doesn’t 
change in 50 years, 100 years, or 500 
years. 

There is plenty of good will across 
the aisle and on this side of the aisle, 
at the beginning of this term, to work 
with a newly inaugurated President 
and say: Mr. President, we are ready to 
fix the debt. Provide us the leadership. 
No great crisis is ever solved without 
Presidential leadership in the United 
States. You are the President; you are 
the only one who can lay out the plan. 
We will then consider it, amend it, 
argue about it, change it, and pass it. 
After that, we can get onto the Presi- 
dent’s agenda, about which we will 
have a difference of opinion, but he will 
go down in history as the man who was 
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willing to do something hard within his 
own party, which was to fix the debt 
and save the programs seniors depend 
upon to pay their medical bills. 

I hope I can say that in the spirit of 
someone who participated in the inau- 
guration and admires the President’s 
considerable abilities. I hope he and his 
advisers stop, take a look, and say: 
Maybe we were wrong. Maybe this is 
the time to do it. Maybe we are the 
only ones who can do it, so let’s make 
a proposal and get started. 

I thank the President. I yield the 
floor and suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EEE 
THE BUDGET 


Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I 
was pleased to hear a few days ago that 
Senator SCHUMER said we would have a 
budget in the Senate. It has been now, 
I think, about 1,370 days, give or take, 
since we have had a budget in the Sen- 
ate, even though plain statutory law 
requires the Congress to have a budget. 
Now Senator MURRAY has followed up 
today, I believe, with a quote saying: 
“. . . the Senate will once again return 
to regular order and move a budget res- 
olution through the Budget Committee 
and to the Senate floor.” 

So the Budget Committee has not 
been meeting. It has not been doing its 
duty. As the ranking Republican on the 
Budget Committee, I have been aghast 
at the process and have talked about it 
for now for over 1,000 days. So this will 
be a good step. 

My colleagues would like to suggest 
somehow that they decided to do this 
out of the goodness of their hearts be- 
cause it is the right thing to do. But I 
think the American people have had a 
belly full of this. 

The U.S. House of Representatives 
has repeatedly passed budgets, but the 
Senate has refused to even bring one up 
in committee or on the floor for over 2 
years now. They have said they are 
raising the debt limit for about 3 
months, but they have declared that 
the Senate does not get paid until we 
have a budget. Right now there is no 
punishment for not passing a budget. I 
was a Federal prosecutor for over 15 
years and know how to read a code. It 
has no penalty for failing to pass a 
budget. It says the Senate should bring 
up a budget. It should complete the 
budget process in committee by April 1 
and then the full Senate should take it 
up and it should be completed by April 
15. The Senate is given priority: 50 
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hours of debate, virtually unlimited 
amendments—an opportunity to debate 
the financial condition of America. 

That is why it has not happened. Sen- 
ator REID, the Democratic leader for 
the last several years, has said it would 
be foolish to have a budget. What he 
meant was that it would be foolish po- 
litically. Because when you bring up a 
budget, this is a tough thing. The 
House did that. 

PAUL RYAN offered a historic budget 
that would change the debt course of 
America and put us on a sound path. 
They had to make some tough choices. 
So they were, of course, attacked in 
the election—Oh, these are horrible 
people; they want to throw old people 
off the cliff and that kind of thing and 
it was irresponsible—while during this 
entire process, the Senate was in direct 
violation of Federal law that required 
us to bring up a budget. We did not 
bring it up because it would be foolish, 
foolish politically, because we have to 
take tough votes. We have to stand and 
be counted. Numbers have to be ana- 
lyzed: How much are you truly going to 
raise taxes? Oh, well, is that going to 
change the debt course? 

Is this latest $600 billion tax increase 
going to change the debt course of 
America? No; it is not. Our deficit last 
year was about $1,080 billion. How 
much would this tax increase, this $600 
billion, have changed that? That is $60 
billion a year. Instead of $1,080 billion 
or so in deficit, our deficit would have 
been $1,020 billion. Is that going to fix 
our problem? No, it will not. 

These are difficult problems. These 
are very difficult problems, and it is 
not going to be easy. But it was easy to 
attack the House while not producing a 
budget. It is a pretty flabbergasting 
thing to me. So I am glad we are now 
going to have this process. It will not 
be easy for Republicans. It will not be 
easy for Democrats. But what are we 
paid to do? What responsibility do we 
have as the Congress—that has the 
power of the purse—if not discussing 
the great issues of our time? 

We are on an unsustainable debt 
path. Last year there was another tril- 
lion-dollar deficit, and they are pro- 
jecting we will have a trillion-dollar 
deficit this year. That is 5 consecutive 
years of trillion-dollar deficits. I know 
President Bush was criticized, and cor- 
rectly sometimes, for spending too 
much. The highest deficit he ever had 
in 8 years was $470 billion. The year be- 
fore he left it was $160 billion. Presi- 
dent Obama has averaged well over 
$1,000 billion a year in an annual deficit 
ever since. 

This is not sustainable, as every ex- 
pert has told us time and time again. 
So I am worried about it. Maybe we 
can move out of these secret meetings 
where the Senate just sits around and 
we wait for the people to appear, write 
us a bill at midnight on December 31— 
actually 1 a.m. on January 1—that is 
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supposed to handle it and nobody has 
even read it. 

That is what we have been doing for 
the last 4 years. It has worked out good 
politically because it has kept an hon- 
est discussion of the dangerous path we 
are on from being part of the public de- 
bate. We have to have it part of the 
public debate. I am not saying this 
budget, if it moves through the Senate, 
is going to solve our problems and that 
it will be adopted. I am not saying 
that. But I do believe the American 
people will understand better the chal- 
lenges we face and Senators will under- 
stand better the challenges we face, 
how deep they are, how systemic they 
are. 

In 2011, after Republicans won a vic- 
tory in the midterm elections, there 
was hope we would have a new budget 
from the President, that he would 
reach out to the House that had gotten 
a Republican majority for a change— 
they took back the majority, and there 
were more Republicans in the Senate— 
and that the President was going to 
produce a budget that would put us on 
the right path and maybe a historic 
path that would help make Social Se- 
curity and Medicare sustainable, pre- 
serve those programs so people can go 
to bed at night and feel confident these 
programs not going to go bankrupt and 
there are not going to be dramatic 
cuts. We can do that. It would take 
some belt-tightening, but we could do 
that. Yet the administration refused: 
You are just partisan, SESSIONS. 

I am saying, without fear of con- 
tradiction by anybody who knows what 
has happened, that this administration 
basically has not wanted to talk about 
those deep spending issues that amount 
to more than half the money we spend. 

That was a challenge. Maybe that 
logjam has broken and this budget 
process will give us an opportunity to 
move forward. 

I do not like to be critical of nomi- 
nees or anyone. I try to be as courteous 
and respectful as we can to people 
whom we deal with on a regular basis 
in the Congress. But I have to share 
with my colleagues a deep feeling that 
we have a serious credibility problem 
with credibility on debt and financing. 
We have to end that credibility prob- 
lem. We have to be honest and deal 
with real numbers. 

In January of 2011, Mr. Jack Lew, the 
then-Director of the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget, with a substantial 
staff—one of their primary duties is to 
produce a budget every year—sub- 
mitted the President’s Budget to Con- 
gress. The President always submits a 
budget—it has been late, but they have 
always sent them over. The Senate has 
not moved budgets like it is required 
to, but every President has always sent 
over a budget. There was great hope 
that the budget would be the kind of 
breakthrough—with a Republican 
House and a Democratic President and 
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a Democratic Senate—that somehow 
this would be an opportunity for his- 
toric agreement to put America on a 
sound path and get us off these trillion- 
dollar deficits, put us on a path to a 
balanced budget and do the kind of 
things that are necessary for the wel- 
fare of our country. 

Mr. Lew produced the budget, and he 
went on television immediately and 
talked about it. On Wednesday of that 
week, he was going to be before the 
Budget Committee, but this is what he 
said in his CNN Sunday morning inter- 
view about his budget. I would ask you 
to listen to these words, colleagues and 
friends, anybody who is watching, and 
see what they mean to you. He said: 

Our budget will get us, over the next sev- 
eral years, to the point where we can look 
the American people in the eye and say we’re 
not adding to the debt anymore; we’re spend- 
ing money that we have each year— 

Money that we have each year— 
and then we can work on bringing down our 
national debt. 

That was on CNN. 

So he appeared before the Budget 
Committee and I asked him if that was 
an accurate statement; did he stand by 
that. He said: Yes, sir, and he never 
wavered from that. 

I will just say that as part of the 
budget process we get a stack of docu- 
ments—this much—from Mr. Lew’s of- 
fice. The Office of Management and 
Budget submits them—supporting doc- 
uments—as part of their process. They 
are easily ascertainable. The numbers 
are not in dispute. 

The lowest single deficit over 10 
years that Mr. Lew projected was more 
than $600 billion. In other words, there 
was never a balanced budget, never 
paying down the debt, never a single 
year we were not borrowing at least 
$600 billion. 

None of what he said is accurate. It is 
breathtaking. I called it the greatest 
financial misrepresentation in history. 
It would have added $13 trillion to the 
debt of the United States over 10 years, 
by his own estimate, not stuff I made 
up. Yet he said we are not going to be 
adding to the debt anymore. 

So I thought, if a businessman re- 
ported to potential stock purchasers, 
our company is on the right track, we 
are not adding to our debt anymore— 
we are going to look the American peo- 
ple in the eye and say we’re not adding 
to the debt anymore, we are spending 
only money we have—you are bor- 
rowing—the least amount of money 
you have borrowed in a single year is 
$600 billion, larger than President Bush 
ever had in 8 years as President. 

When I asked him about it, he in- 
sisted that it was true. So we have got 
a problem here, and that is why I am 
not going to support Mr. Lew for the 
Secretary of the Treasury. I am not 
going to vote for him. I believe he 
knew exactly what he was saying. He 
produced a budget that was panned by 
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virtually every editorial board in 
America. They hammered it as failing 
to meet the challenge of our time, and 
he knew it was that way. He is not a 
person who doesn’t understand these 
issues. He knew what it was all about. 
But they decided they would go out 
and spin it this way. They would say it 
did what the American people wanted. 

I hate to be this harsh, but there is 
only one conclusion. They decided to 
produce a budget that did not change 
the debt course of America and left us 
on an unsustainable path. Even their 
own numbers show that, but they 
would tell the American people this, 
say it was fixed, and maybe lull them 
into a false sense of confidence. 

Then they attacked PAUL RYAN of 
the Republican House for producing a 
realistic budget. It wasn’t a dramatic 
budget, it didn’t even balance in 10 
years, but it changed us and put us on 
a sound path. They would attack him 
as not caring about people, and for 2 
years that is what has happened. 

Once we bring a budget to the floor of 
this Senate, Republicans and Demo- 
crats are going to find out this is a 
very difficult situation we are in. The 
challenge is going to be very difficult, 
and we are going to have a hard time 
dealing with it. 

Mr. Lew didn’t just make that com- 
ment to CNN, in case you think I am 
exaggerating here. He also said this in 
an NPR, National Public Radio, inter- 
view on February 15, 2011, the day, I be- 
lieve, of a Budget Committee hearing: 

If we’re able to reduce the deficit to the 
point where we can pay for our spending and 
invest in the future, that is an enormous ac- 
complishment. This budget has specific pro- 
posals that would do that. 

He looked the American people in the 
eye, or, I guess, talked to their ears on 
NPR, and said his ‘‘budget has specific 
proposals” that would put us in a posi- 
tion to pay for our spending and invest 
in the future and reduce our deficit. 

He went on to say on February 15, 
2011, at the Budget Committee hear- 
ing—and I think this was my question, 
Was this an accurate statement that 
you made, Mr. OMB Director? 

He said: 

It’s an accurate statement that our cur- 
rent spending will not be increasing the debt. 
We’ve stopped spending money that we don’t 
have. 

I mean, I almost can’t read those 
words without the hair standing up on 
the back of my neck. The Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget 
appeared before the U.S. Senate Budget 
Committee, and he said, ‘‘it’s an accu- 
rate statement,” this baloney, “it’s an 
accurate statement that our current 
spending will not be increasing the 
debt We’ve stopped spending 
money that we don’t have.” 

Nothing could be further from the 
truth—the lowest single deficit was 
$600 billion. 

What about on a different CNN inter- 
view on February 14, 2011: 
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It [the budget] takes real actions now so 
that between now and 5 years from now we 
can get our deficit under control so that we 
can stabilize things so that we’re not adding 
to the debt anymore. 

He promised, and looked the Amer- 
ican people in the eye and said, in 5 
years, we are not going to be adding to 
the debt anymore. He knew exactly 
what he was saying. He knew exactly 
what he wanted the American people to 
hear. There is no ambiguity about it, 
and it was utterly false. 

February 13, 2011, on ABC, he said: 

This budget has a lot of pain, [but] it does 
the job, it cuts the deficit in half by the end 
of the President’s first term. . . It’s going to 
take us a lot of hard work just to take us to 
the point where we’re not adding to the debt. 

There is not one year that they are 
not adding to the debt. 

In the seventh, eighth, ninth, tenth 
years of the budget that Jack Lew pre- 
sented, when you look at his real num- 
bers, the deficit was going up each 
year. So it was not a fix to our debt 
problem. 

Then he says this on the White House 
blog, February 18, 2011: 

Like every family, we have to tighten our 
belts and live within our means while we’re 
investing in the things that we need to have 
a strong and secure future. . . We know that 
you have to stabilize where we’re going be- 
fore you can move on and solve the rest of 
the problem. This budget does that. 

So it is going to stabilize us and 
move us forward. 

Well, as I say, that was not well re- 
ceived. The New York Times wrote this 
on February 5, 2011. That was his op-ed. 
I won’t go into the editorials, but a 
whole list of those were critical of Mr. 
Lew. 

I would just say this, we are in a dif- 
ficult financial position. We need hon- 
esty, we need a budget that is truthful, 
we need the regular order so the Budg- 
et Committee does its work, and then 
it comes to the floor of the U.S. Sen- 
ate—this will be first time in over a 
thousand days—it guarantees 50 hours 
of debate, it can’t be filibustered, it 
can be passed with a simple majority, 
we will know what is in it, and people 
can offer amendments. That is what 
should have been happening for a long 
time that has not been happening. 
That is what the law requires, and that 
should be completed by April 15 of this 
year. 

As we go forward, I am confident 
that we will be better served by public 
discussion of our debt, not secret meet- 
ings. I have been critical of them. I had 
hoped that some of them would ripen 
into some good solutions, but all we 
have had is temporary ‘‘kick the can 
down the road”? maneuvers, and noth- 
ing substantial has been done to 
change the debt course of America. 

By the way, when Mr. Erskine 
Bowles, whom President Obama ap- 
pointed to head his fiscal commission, 
saw this budget in 2011, he said it goes 
nowhere near where they will have to 
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go to resolve our fiscal nightmare. Ev- 
erybody knew this budget wouldn’t do 
the job, and that is why it was never 
brought through the process, and that 
is why it wasn’t brought to the floor 
for a full budget analysis in committee 
and in debate on the floor. 

So as we go forward, I will be meet- 
ing with our new chairman, Senator 
MURRAY. She is a great, tough advo- 
cate for her values, but she is a good 
person to work with. I have told her we 
will try to work with her, but we are 
going to talk about the great issues of 
our time, the difficulties we face, and 
see if we can’t make this system work 
better and try to put this country on a 
sound financial footing. 

We can do it. We can get this country 
on a sound path. It is not impossible, 
but anybody who thinks it will be easy 
is wrong. This is going to take some 
hard work. As we do that in a bipar- 
tisan, open way in the committee, on 
the floor of the Senate, the American 
people will be able to digest the dif- 
ficulty of some of our challenges, and 
so will our Members in Congress. In the 
end, that, I think, leaves us in the best 
position to reach the kind of agree- 
ment, compromise, solution, that can 
put us on the right path, because ev- 
erybody is going to have to swallow a 
little bit. 

I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Iowa. 


EE 
THE BUDGET AND THE DEFICIT 


Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, I 
couldn’t help but listen to the words of 
my friend from Alabama regarding the 
debt and deficit, and then to be re- 
minded that we did balance the budget 
not too long ago. In fact, in 1993, we 
passed a tax bill here in the Senate and 
in the House—it was signed into law by 
President Clinton—which set us on a 
course to reduce the deficit. In fact, by 
the years 1999 and 2000, we balanced the 
budget. We had a surplus. Can you 
imagine that? We had a surplus for 3 
years in a row. The Congressional 
Budget Office and OMB said that if we 
had continued on that pathway, we 
would have fully paid off the national 
debt by 2010. 

When I hear my friends on the Re- 
publican side talk about reducing the 
deficit and the debt, we did that. When 
the Democrats were in charge of the 
Senate and the House and we had the 
Presidency, I would also point out that 
not one Republican on that side of the 
aisle voted for that bill in 1993. I can 
remember standing here and debating 
with my friend from Texas at that time 
on this bill, and there were all kinds of 
dire warnings that if this bill passed, 
we were going to have depressions and 
recessions; the business community 
would stop, and it would be the worst 
thing that ever happened to this coun- 
try if we passed the Clinton tax pro- 
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posal. Well, we passed it, but without 
one Republican vote. 

And what happened? We had the larg- 
est spurt of economic growth this 
country had seen almost since the 1950s 
and 1960s. This was to the point to 
where, as I said, by the end of the 1990s 
we had a balanced budget and we had a 
surplus. 

Then President Bush comes into of- 
fice, and we had surpluses, enough to 
retire the entire national debt by the 
year 2010. So what did President Bush 
say? Well, now we are going to give tax 
cuts. They pushed through this big tax 
cut bill for which this Senator did not 
vote. 

That tax cut bill gave a lot away to 
corporations and to the wealthy of this 
country, so that they didn’t have to 
pay their fair share. Also, there were 
two wars we didn’t pay for, plus a re- 
cession, and now we are in this huge 
deficit. 

We know how to get ourselves out of 
this fix. We did it in 1993. It was by 
having the people in this country pay 
their fair share of taxes, to make sure 
that corporations, to make sure that 
those who enjoy the benefits of living 
in this free and productive society, pay 
their fair share. This is for all of us to 
raise the revenues necessary to meet 
our obligations in education, health, 
infrastructure building, the security of 
our Nation, and also to raise enough 
revenues so we can reduce the deficit. 

But it can only be done with fairness 
and with fair sharing by all, and that is 
what President Obama has spoken 
about. He spoke about that in his inau- 
gural address. That is what we have 
been talking about here for a long 
time; that is, shared sacrifice on behalf 
of all, and to make sure that all pay 
their fair share of taxes in this country 
so we can once again do what we did in 
1993. We can do it again if only my 
friends on the Republican side will join 
with us in making sure we raise the 
necessary revenues to get us out of this 
hole. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
BALDWIN). The Senator from Missouri. 


EE 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

Mrs. McCASKILL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the pe- 
riod of morning business be extended 
until 2 p.m. today, and that all provi- 
sions of the previous order remain in 
effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Missouri. 


— 


REMEMBERING STAN MUSIAL 


Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, first 
of all, this is the first time I have spo- 
ken on the floor when you were in the 
chair. Welcome to the Senate and wel- 
come to the presiding chair. 
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I want to talk for a few minutes 
today about a baseball great, a Mis- 
souri great, Stan Musial, who passed 
away on Saturday at the age of 92. 
Stan Musial was born in November 1920 
in Denora, PA. His title was Stan ‘‘The 
Man.” He was the youngest of six chil- 
dren. When he wasn’t called Stan ‘‘The 
Man,” he was just a guy who worked at 
a company as a young man, whose dad 
was a Polish immigrant, whose mother 
was of Czechoslovakian ancestry, and 
whose dreams were probably not to be- 
come a professional baseball player but 
who was, indeed, a great athlete from 
the very start. 

In his remarks, when he presented 
Stan Musial the Medal of Freedom in 
2011, President Obama said the fol- 
lowing: 

Stan matched his hustle with humility. He 
retired with 17 records—even as he missed a 
season in his prime to serve his country in 
the Navy. He was the first player to make— 
get this—$100,000. Even more shocking, he 
asked for a pay cut when he didn’t perform 
up to his own expectations. 

I don’t think that August Busch gave 
him the pay cut—again, a quote—but I 
have read the story where Stan Musial 
was holding out for a pay package 
somewhere in the mid-90s and August 
Busch, Jr., who not long before that 
had bought the Cardinals, called him 
into the office and said: I’m never 
going to pay you 90—whatever thou- 
sand dollars he was asking for. He said: 
I’m going to pay you $100,000, and you 
are going to be the first baseball player 
to make $100,000. 

Stan Musial played for the Cardinals 
from 1941 to 1968, the only Major 
League team he played for. He entered 
the majors in 1941 as the fifth youngest 
player. He ended his career in 1963 as 
the third oldest player. He had a record 
of 24 times being named to the Major 
League Baseball All-Star team. He won 
seven National League batting titles, 
three National League Most Valuable 
Player awards, and he led the Cardinals 
to three World Series championships in 
the 1940s. 

Stan Musial—No. 6—had a batting 
average of at least .300 in every 1 of his 
17 seasons—a .300 hitter for every 1 of 
his 17 seasons. His lifetime batting av- 
erage was .331. He batted .330 in the 
year before he decided to retire. He had 
3,630 career hits, hitting 1,815 hits in 
St. Louis at Sportsman Park and 
Busch Stadium, and he hit another 
1,815 on the road. He played as well at 
home as he did away from home. He 
missed the entire 1945 season while he 
was serving in the Navy. 

It was a fan at Ebbet’s Field—with 
the Dodgers playing at Ebbet’s Field— 
who groaned as he came to the plate 
one time in a game—he was always 
particularly good against the Dodgers. 
The fan said: Here comes the man. And 
from that point on, his nickname was 
Stan ‘‘The Man.” 

I had a chance to sit by Tommy 
Lasorda at a luncheon a few years ago 
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after I had read a biography of Stan 
Musial. Tommy was sort of the long- 
time Dodgers manager who was a play- 
er when Stan Musial was playing, and 
he said he thought Stan Musial was the 
best ballplayer he ever saw play, and 
he was death on the Dodgers. The 
Dodgers fans liked him, but it was a 
real rivalry. 

Stan was elected to the Baseball Hall 
of Fame the first year he was eligible, 
in 1969, and he would be one of the 
great ambassadors to baseball for the 
rest of his life. When he retired in 1963, 
Commissioner Ford Frick said: 

Here stands baseball’s perfect warrior. 
Here stands baseball’s perfect knight. 

Stan Musial became an American 
icon throughout ballparks and over the 
radio in the 1940s and 1950s. KMOX, in 
the 1960s, had a booming signal that 
went almost all the way to the west 
coast and covered a lot of the South, 
and the St. Louis Cardinals were the 
furthest south of any baseball team 
and the furthest west of any baseball 
team. Because of that, Stan Musial 
played on a club that, in many ways, 
became America’s team at that time. 

I can remember growing up in south- 
west Missouri on a dairy farm, and par- 
ticularly late at night when we were 
hauling hay—and I can remember this 
when I was 10 or 12 years old—and who- 
ever was in the truck must have been 
almost deaf because the driver would 
have the radio turned as loud as you 
could turn the radio up, and the St. 
Louis Cardinals game would be coming 
out of both windows as we were out 
there working in the fields or, if we 
weren’t working in the field, we would 
be sitting on the porch somewhere lis- 
tening to the Cardinals play, and there 
was no greater Cardinal than Stan 
Musial. 

Bob Gibson, another great Cardinal 
and Stan’s teammate and fellow Hall of 
Famer, said: 

Stan Musial is the nicest man I ever met in 
baseball. 

And Bob Gibson went on to say he 
didn’t particularly associate nice with 
baseball, but he associated nice with 
Stan Musial. 

Bob Costas had this to say about 
Stan Musial: 

Stan Musial didn’t hit in 56 straight 
games. He didn’t hit .400 for a season. He 
didn’t get 4,000 hits. He didn’t get 500 home 
runs. He didn’t hit a home run in his last at 
bat, just a single. He didn’t marry Marilyn 
Monroe; he married his high school sweet- 
heart. His excellence was a quiet excellence. 

ESPN titled Musial the most under- 
rated athlete ever. Only Hank Aaron— 
thinking about the things Stan Musial 
didn’t do—had more runs than Stan 
Musial and extra base hits. Only Tris 
Speaker and Pete Rose had more hits. 
And only Babe Ruth and Barry Bonds 
created more runs. But Stan Musial 
was at the highest levels in all of those 
areas. 

Writing in the St. Louis Post Dis- 
patch this week, Bernie Miklasz wrote: 
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Let’s celebrate Musial’s extraordinary life 
and be thankful for his enduring presence 
through the decades. Let’s keep it simple in 
honor of this remarkably uncomplicated 
man. There has never been a more perfect 
union, a better relationship between an ath- 
lete and a town, than Stan Musial and St. 
Louis. From the time Stan took his first at- 
bat as a Cardinal, until his death Saturday 
at his home in Ladue, he was part of the 
community’s soul for 71 years, 4 months, and 
2 days. 

Many stories about Stan Musial have 
been told, but I want to mention three 
that Bernie mentioned in that same ar- 
ticle. He talked about when Musial was 
first inducted into the Baseball Hall of 
Fame—as I said earlier, as soon as you 
could possibly be inducted. It was an 
overcast day in Cooperstown. The 
crowd was quiet, subdued, and a little 
bit put off by the day. Moments before 
Musial’s official ceremony, the clouds 
got out of the way and the sunshine 
emerged, and Dizzy Dean’s widow said: 
“Stan brought the sun. He always 
does.”’ 

In the 1960s, a second story emerged 
of Musial and other Major League stars 
visiting U.S. troops in Vietnam, and 
they went to the military hospitals to 
console the wounded soldiers. One seri- 
ously injured soldier looked up at 
Musial from his hospital bed and said: 
“You’re the best.” And Musial’s re- 
sponse was: ‘‘No, you are.” 

Brooklyn Dodgers pitcher Joe Black, 
an African American, told a story 
about being racially taunted by players 
in the St. Louis dugout during a game. 
Musial, who was batting at the time, 
and facing Joe Black, stepped out and 
angrily kicked the dirt to display his 
disapproval of his own teammates. He 
waited after the game to tell Black: 

I’m sorry that happened. But don’t you 
worry about it. You’re a great pitcher. You 
will win a lot of games. 

Black said Musial’s support helped 
him gain the confidence he needed to 
become a top pitcher. 

The fourth and last story Bernie told 
was of legendary center fielder Willie 
Mays, who frequently talked about 
Musial befriending African-American 
players, relating that at an All-Star 
game black players were being ignored 
by the other players. Mays said: 

We were in the back of the clubhouse play- 
ing poker and none of the white guys had 
come back or said, “Hi” or ‘‘How’s it going?” 
or “How you guys doing?” or ‘‘Welcome to 
the All Star Game.” Nothing. We’re playing 
poker and all of a sudden I look up and here 
comes Stan towards us. He grabs a chair, sits 
down and starts playing cards with us. And 
Stan didn’t know how to play poker! But 
that was his way of welcoming us, of making 
us feel a part of it. I never forgot that. We 
never forgot that. 

Musial didn’t make a lot of fiery 
speeches. He didn’t ‘‘lead’’ a movement 
or try to promote himself as an angelic 
humanitarian. He just did good things. 

There is one last story, a love story, 
between Stan and his wife Lil. This 
may be the best Musial statistic of all. 
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They were married for 71 years, 4 
months, and 2 days until Lil’s death on 
May 3, with Stan following her in Jan- 
uary. 

I listened to KMOX from the hay 
truck I talked about earlier, like lots 
of other Cardinals and Musial fans, but 
I remember the first time I saw Stan 
Musial play at Sportsman Park. I re- 
member the first time, 30 years later, I 
actually met him, when I was the Sec- 
retary of State in Missouri. Getting to 
meet Stan Musial was about as good as 
it got even then. I remember hearing 
him play ‘‘Take Me Out to the Ball 
Game” on his harmonica. 

Baseball was lucky to have him, Mis- 
souri was lucky to have him, and the 
Cardinals and St. Louis were lucky to 
have him, and I am pleased to be here 
today to say how much we appreciate 
Stan Musial. 

I am also pleased to be joined by my 
colleague from Missouri, Senator 
MCCASKILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mrs. MCCASKILL. Madam President, 
I want to thank my colleague. He and 
I disagree on many things, but we 
agree on many things also, and one of 
those things usually begins and ends 
with the State we love, Missouri, and 
certainly some of our most famous and 
beloved people who come from Mis- 
souri. Obviously, there is no one who 
deserves more love and respect than 
Stan Musial. 

There are so many memories about 
Stan Musial that I want to try to en- 
capsulate today, but the interesting 
thing about the memories I have about 
Stan Musial is that I don’t have these 
memories because I am a Senator. 
They do not belong uniquely to me be- 
cause I am an elected official. I have 
these memories that I share with hun- 
dreds of thousands of people who were 
lucky enough to encounter Stan Musial 
during his time on Earth. 

You know, when you meet somebody, 
and you can tell they are kind of look- 
ing over you to try to find the person 
who is more important behind you or 
maybe they are impatient because they 
do not think you are a big enough deal 
to be taking their time? If you look at 
our sports icons today who travel with 
posses and have entourages and certain 
rules about who can come near them 
and who can’t and when, that was not 
Stan Musial. Not one day of his career 
or one day after his career did he con- 
sider himself untouchable. He saw it as 
his duty and obligation to be there for 
all fans. Whether it was somebody who 
worked at the ballpark sweeping after 
the game was over or whether it was a 
very talented ballplayer from another 
team, everyone was equal in Stan 
Musial’s eyes. What a wonderful Amer- 
ican value. 

I could stand here today, Madam 
President, and talk about his amazing 
record as a baseball player, his unique 
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swing, and the beauty of his accom- 
plishments in America’s favorite pas- 
time, but what we need to focus on as 
we mourn the loss of this living legend 
is his character because it was his 
character that brought universal love, 
respect, and devotion to the man, our 
man, Stan ‘‘The Man.” 

I know Senator BLUNT talked about 
this story, but I want to elaborate a 
little bit. 

It is 1952. Joe Black has just been 
called up to the majors after spending 
1 year in the minors with the Brooklyn 
organization. He is facing Stan Musial. 
Now, keep in mind that this is an ac- 
complished baseball player who had 
won two championships in the Negro 
Baseball Leagues, and it had only been 
a few years since Jackie Robinson had, 
in fact, broken the color barrier for 
Major League Baseball. He is facing 
Stan Musial, who already was the most 
feared hitter in baseball. He is standing 
there as a Black man on the mound in 
this baseball game, and out of the Car- 
dinal dugout come jeers and taunts. In 
fact, one of the things said was, hey, 
Stan, you are not going to have any 
trouble hitting that ball against that 
dark background. 

When the game was over, Stan 
Musial decided not to stay in the Car- 
dinal dugout. Joe Black told the story 
that as he sat in the dugout, he felt a 
hand on his shoulder. He looked up, 
and there was Stan Musial from the op- 
posing dugout saying to Joe Black: 
You are going to be a great pitcher. 

Now, that encapsulates the character 
of Stan Musial. 

Chuck Connors, “The Rifleman,” 
used to tell this story. He was a strug- 
gling hitter for the Chicago Cubs. 

I may need to explain to you, Madam 
President, but I certainly don’t need to 
explain to anybody in Cardinal Nation 
that the Chicago Cubs are an opponent. 
Now, we don’t like the Chicago Cubs in 
Cardinal Nation. 

Chuck Connors asked a teammate 
what he should do about his swing. He 
was struggling with being able to hit in 
the majors, and they all told him the 
same thing: The only guy who can help 
you is Stan Musial. So even though he 
was reluctant to approach a hitter on 
the opposing team, he went to Musial 
and asked for help, and, of course, Stan 
responded as all of us would expect he 
would; he spent 30 minutes in the cage 
with an opposing player trying to help 
him with his swing. Connors recounted 
that he really wasn’t ever that good of 
a hitter, but he said he never forgot 
Stan Musial’s kindness. 

And when he finished watching me cut 
away at the ball, Stan slapped me on the 
back and told me to Keep swinging. 

After the 1946 season, the promoters 
from the Mexican League decided it 
was time for them to up the ante on 
baseball. At the time, Stan Musial was 
making the enormous sum of $13,500 
playing for the St. Louis Cardinals. 


545 


The Mexican League came to Stan 
Musial and said: We are going to offer 
you—a king’s ransom at the time— 
$125,000 for 5 years. That was a lot of 
money for Stan Musial and his family, 
but he turned down the Mexican 
League. When asked about it later, he 
said: 

Back in my day, we didn’t think about 
money as much. We just enjoyed playing the 
game. We loved baseball. I didn’t think about 
anybody else but the Cardinals. 

Harry Caray knew Stan Musial for 
over 50 years. He would often tell the 
story of Stan Musial wandering out of 
the ballpark after a steaming double- 
header—and trust me, we can have 
steaming doubleheaders in Missouri— 
looking as if he had been through 15 
rounds in a prize fight and every single 
thing in his body language signifying 
that he was exhausted and just wanted 
to go home and lie down. Instead, when 
he got to his car, he found fans waiting 
for him. ‘‘Watch this,” Harry Caray 
told a friend. And sure enough, 
Musial’s whole body straightened—like 
Popeye had just eaten a can of spin- 
ach—and he started shouting, 
“Whaddya Say! Whaddya Say!” And he 
signed every single autograph of all the 
fans surrounding his car. Harry Caray 
loved telling that story not because it 
was unusual—that is who Stan Musial 
was—but for the opposite reason: be- 
cause it was ordinary. Even in his 
time, when baseball players weren’t 
paid as much and so were more part of 
the community, Stan Musial stood 
apart by standing with the people in 
the community. 

It wasn’t just Cardinal Nation that 
worshipped Stan Musial. His oppo- 
nents, the opposing teams—can you 
imagine this happening today? Believe 
it or not, the New York Mets had a 
Stan Musial Day at their park. And in 
Chicago, the home of the Cubs, he once 
finished first in a favorite player sur- 
vey, edging out the legendary Ernie 
Banks, who was also a very nice guy 
who was beloved by the fans of baseball 
in the Midwest. 

I could go on and on with stories that 
reflect this man’s character. Yes, he 
has amazing statistics. Yes, him hit- 
ting a baseball was a thing of beauty to 
all baseball fans in America. But, real- 
ly, what this man was about was that 
phrase we love to throw around in poli- 
tics way too often; that is, American 
values. This was a man who didn’t have 
to talk about his values because he 
lived them—his love for his family and 
how close they are. 

I am very fortunate to be friends 
with the Musial family and have vis- 
ited with them in the days since his 
death. They received messages from 
every star in the constellation of 
American baseball, but one stood out. 
Joe Torre, upon hearing of Stan’s 
death just a few days ago, sent a mes- 
sage to the Musial family, and it sim- 
ply said this: 
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Stan Musial was a Hall of Famer in the 
game of life. We will miss you, Stan Musial. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HEINRICH). The Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO FEDERAL 
EMPLOYEES 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, as we 
get started on this next Congress—and 
I wish to congratulate the Presiding 
Officer for joining this Chamber. As 
someone who has had the opportunity 
to preside during my first 2 years in 
the Senate, I commend the Presiding 
Officer for those actions and look for- 
ward to working with you on a variety 
of projects. 

What I want to do today is continue 
a tradition that I actually inherited 
from one of our former colleagues, Sen- 
ator Ted Kaufman of Delaware. Sen- 
ator Kaufman, who had been a long- 
time employee of the Senate, came to 
this floor on a fairly regular basis dur- 
ing his time here to basically celebrate 
and acknowledge—in most cases—the 
tireless, unsung work of so many of our 
Federal employees. As we debate budg- 
ets, debt, and deficit, we oftentimes 
recognize we have to make extraor- 
dinary and difficult choices in cuts. In 
many instances, behind all of those 
cuts are Federal employees who do re- 
markable work in keeping us safe, pro- 
viding services, and helping our coun- 
try grow. 

Ted Kaufman used to come down here 
on a regular basis and celebrate some 
of those unsung heroes. I was proud to 
continue his tradition during the last 
Congress and look forward to carrying 
it on through another session. 

I start this next Congress actually 
celebrating two great Federal employ- 
ees, I might add, who both happen to be 
Virginians who serve as excellent role 
models. They represent the thousands 
of professionals who work quietly 
every day across our intelligence com- 
munity to keep our Nation safe. 

Very often these professionals work 
in anonymity and many risk their lives 
in troubled spots far away from the 
limelight, and that is how it should be. 
Recently we have seen certain inci- 
dents abroad, and sometimes they pay 
with the highest sign of sacrifice in 
terms of their lives. 

For their service, their late nights 
and early mornings away from their 
families, the risks they take, and the 
sacrifices they make every day—and 
because they do not hear this nearly 
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enough—allow me to say thank you to 
those members of the intelligence com- 
munity. 

JEANNE VERTEFEUILLE 

Today I wish to briefly tell the re- 
markable stories of two extraordinary 
women who built their careers at the 
Central Intelligence Agency. Jeanne 
Vertefeuille, who is pictured here, 
passed away on December 29 at the age 
of 80 after a brief illness. 

In announcing her death to the CIA 
family, Acting Director Michael Morell 
appropriately described Ms. 
Vertefeuille as an icon within the agen- 
cy. If her story were not true, it would 
read like a spy novel. 

Jeanne joined the CIA when she grad- 
uated from college in 1954. It was the 
year I was born and a year DICK DURBIN 
was also young. This was a time when 
the American intelligence community 
could be best described as an old boys’ 
club. She was hired at the CIA as a GS- 
4 typist. This is a woman coming out of 
college in 1954 hired as a typist. 

Over her career, which stretched over 
nearly a half century, Jeanne 
Vertefeuille blazed a trail for women in 
the national clandestine service. She 
methodically worked her way up to 
leadership positions. There were over- 
seas postings in Ethiopia, Finland, and 
The Hague. She became an expert in 
Soviet intelligence and spycraft. She 
retired as a member of the Senior In- 
telligence Service in 1992. 

Even after her retirement, she con- 
tinued her work for the agency as a 
contractor, making still more valuable 
contributions and working without a 
day’s break in service until she became 
ill last summer. As her obituary reads: 

She remained a quiet agency soldier... 
purposefully nondescript and selflessly dedi- 
cated. 

She lived alone and walked to work. 

But if she was a great figure at the agency, 
Ms. Vertefeuille was also a tenacious and ef- 
fective one, and in October of 1986 was asked 
to lead a task force to investigate the dis- 
appearance of Russians whom the CIA had 
hired to spy against their own country. 

Together, with colleagues at the CIA 
she invested years in the methodical 
and painstaking hunt for a mole. It was 
through her efforts, and the good work 
of many others, that we ultimately un- 
masked the notorious traitor Aldrich 
Ames in 1984. Remember, this is a 
woman who joined the CIA in 1954 as a 
typist. 

Aldrich Ames turned out to be one of 
the most dangerous traitors in the Na- 
tion’s history. Thanks in large measure 
to Ms. Vertefeuille, he was convicted of 
espionage and is now serving a life 
term without parole. 

SANDY GRIMES 

Jeanne Vertefeuille’s story does not 
end there. The Washington Post re- 
cently described how one of her col- 
leagues, Sandy Grimes—another Vir- 
ginian who worked with her on the 
Ames task force—stepped up over the 
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past year to care for Jeanne as she was 
battling cancer. 

Sandy Grimes, a career CIA employee 
whose parents worked on the Manhat- 
tan Project, ultimately served as 
Jeanne’s primary caregiver. She sat 
with her each day during the final 3 
months of her remarkable life. She 
monitored Jeanne’s care and tried to 
make sure she remained comfortable. 
She often brought personal messages of 
support and appreciation from their 
former colleagues. Ms. Grimes said: 

I felt an obligation to be there with her. I 
can’t imagine not doing it. I was the one 
Jeanne would accept. I owed it to her as a 
friend. 

By all accounts Jeanne Vertefeuille 
was an intensely private woman, and 
she doubtless would recoil at the atten- 
tion she is now receiving. One cannot 
help but be inspired by this true-life 
story of service, patriotism, and friend- 
ship demonstrated by these two great 
employees, Sandy Grimes and the late 
Jeanne Vertefeuille. Their service re- 
flects well on the thousands of other 
intelligence professionals whose names 
can never be revealed. Both of them de- 
serve our recognition and thanks. 

During the last Congress I joined 14 
Senators in a Joint Resolution to mark 
the U.S. Intelligence Professionals 
Day. At some point during this Con- 
gress, I hope we can gather more sup- 
porters so we can have a day des- 
ignated on a more formalized basis to 
recognize the enormous contributions 
made by intelligence professionals. 
Again, this is an effort to bring re- 
spectful attention to these quiet pro- 
fessionals who literally—as a member 
of the intelligence committee, I can 
testify to this—keep our Nation safe 
every day without any thought of rec- 
ognition. 

Again, I look forward to working 
with my colleagues so we can introduce 
this resolution in the next Congress. 

As I conclude my remarks, I see my 
friend the distinguished majority whip. 
We have spent a lot of time over the 
last 242 years grappling with the chal- 
lenges around the debt and deficit and 
trying to make some of the very hard 
choices we are going to need to make 
as a Nation. 

While it appears that we may be 
avoiding some of the immediate con- 
sequences of the so-called debt ceiling 
debate, which I am glad to see, never 
should the full faith and credit of the 
United States be used as a political 
hostage. Again, I want to compliment 
my friend the Senator from Illinois 
who has been as stalwart as anyone in 
this Chamber at stepping up and who 
has been willing to speak truth to even 
those who are the most supportive 
about some of the challenges and 
choices we have to make. 

We are going to have to proceed at a 
level of spending that is less than what 
we have had in the past. As we think 
about cutting back budgets, I think it 
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is important to remember that behind 
many of these budgets, there are not 
just numbers but there are incredible 
professionals who give their life’s serv- 
ice to making this a stronger Nation. 
So with this tribute to Jeanne and 
Sandy, I commend these two great Fed- 
eral employees. 

I will be back on a regular basis to 
celebrate Federal employees through- 
out this Congress because too often in 
today’s day and life, government serv- 
ice is disparaged. But for Jeanne 
Vertefeuille and Sandy Grimes we 
might not have as safe a Nation as we 
do today. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I will 
accept my colleague from Virginia’s 
kind words with at least an indirect 
apology for the defamation which he 
included in his speech suggesting that I 
was somehow an Ancient Mariner here 
in the Senate. I wear my trousers 
rolled but not quite as rolled as my 
friend suggested. 

I thank the Senator for his leader- 
ship on this deficit and debt issue. We 
have a lot to do and we have to do it 
thoughtfully. I am glad my colleague 
highlighted the two employees. 

I read the obituary of the one the 
Senator from Virginia highlighted. It 
was an extraordinary story of a woman 
who persevered in an agency which 
didn’t have much use for women be- 
yond the secretarial staff. I am glad 
the Senator continues this tradition of 
acknowledging these important Fed- 
eral employees. 

I thank my friend from Virginia. 


EEE 
REMEMBERING STAN MUSIAL 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, it has 
been said in St. Louis, MO, baseball is 
not a sport, it is a religion. If that is 
true, Stan Musial was a St. Louis civic 
patron saint. 

Stan Musial was an icon in St. Louis. 
He was the best ballplayer to wear a 
Cardinal’s uniform and one of the best 
to play the game of baseball. 

Stan Musial was my childhood hero 
when I was a boy and he remains a hero 
in my life to this day. When a person 
reaches my age, and maybe my station 
in life, they are supposed to be beyond 
the stage of swooning adolescence. But 
when it comes to Stan Musial, I am a 
10-year-old kid all over again in East 
St. Louis, IL, buying more bubble gum 
than I can possibly afford in the hope 
that I would open one of those pack- 
ages and find, covered in pink powder, 
a card that had Stan Musial’s picture. 
It was the treasure of my youth, and it 
still would be today if my mom had not 
thrown those cards away. 

Stan Musial’s death has hit the Car- 
dinals nation like a death in the fam- 
ily. One Cardinal fan spoke for many of 
us when she said losing Stan Musial ‘‘is 
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like losing a grandparent. It’s hard not 
to tear up.” 

I grew up in East St. Louis across the 
river, and my most prized possession 
when I was a kid was my very first 
Stan Musial Rawlings baseball glove. 
As a kid I rubbed that glove with some- 
thing called Gloveoleum until I was the 
only one who could still see Stan 
Musial’s name burned in the leather. 
One of the highlights in my life came 2 
years ago when I got to meet Stan 
Musial in person for the very first time 
in my life. It was at the White House, 
February 11, 2011. Stan Musial was 
there to receive from President Obama 
the Presidential Medal of Freedom. He 
is one of only eight other baseball play- 
ers in the history of America to receive 
that prestigious honor. Listen to the 
company he joined: Joe DiMaggio, 


Jackie Robinson, Ted Williams, Ro- 
berto Clemente, Hank Aaron, Frank 
Robinson, and the famous Buck 
O’Neill. 


At the White House I stood patiently 
waiting for the moment to ask Stan 
Musial to sign that old baseball glove, 
which I still have and have had since I 
was a kid. He agreed to do so. What a 
thrill. I was 10 years old all over again. 

Outside Busch Stadium in St. Louis 
is a statue of Stan ‘‘The Man” in his 
playing prime. He is coiled up in his 
batting style. Every coach said don’t 
bat like Stan ‘‘The Man,” even though 
he has great numbers. If you do that, 
you will never hit the ball. We all 
tried; the coaches were right. Etched in 
the base of that statue are words that 
Major League Baseball Commissioner 
Ford Frick said when Stan retired in 
1963: ‘‘Here stands baseball’s perfect 
warrior. Here stands baseball’s perfect 
knight.” 

On the field and off Stan Musial was 
always a gentleman, always a cham- 
pion. He exemplified the values of 
sportsmanship, discipline, hard work, 
grace, consistency, and a love of fam- 
ily. Baseball broadcaster Vince Scully, 
a Hall of Famer himself, once said: 
“How good was Stan Musial? He was 
good enough to take your breath 
away.” 

Stan Musial played his entire 22-year 
career for the St. Louis Cardinals. He 
did take off one season in 1945 to serve 
our country in the U.S. Navy during 
World War II. His 3,026 games with the 
same club are second only to the 3,308 
games over 23 years by Carl Yas- 
trzemski. 

When Stan Musial retired from base- 
ball after the 1963 season, he held 29 
National League records and 17 Major 
League records. Here are just some of 
his career numbers: a batting average 
of .331, an on-base percentage of .417, 
3,630 hits, 725 doubles, 177 triples, 475 
homers—and the first homer I can ever 
remember seeing on television was the 
All-Star game in St. Louis, and darned 
if Stan Musial didn’t get up in the 12th 
inning, parking a home run into the 


547 


outfield stands, winning it for the Na- 
tional League. I couldn’t have been 
more thrilled, my first exposure to 
baseball on television. He had 1,951 
RBIs and 1,949 runs. He is the only 
baseball player to finish his career in 
the top 25 in all of these categories. 

Where did he get that nickname? It 
was coined not by a Cardinals fan but 
by a Brooklyn Dodgers fan in May 1946, 
after Musial’s four hits helped lead the 
Cardinals to a 18-to-4 drubbing of the 
Brooklyn Dodgers. Every time Stan 
Musial came to the plate, the fans in 
Ebbets Field said, ‘Here comes the 
man.” And the name stuck. 

The legendary baseball writer Red 
Barber once described the 1947 season 
as ‘‘the year all hell broke loose in 
baseball.” It was the year Jackie Rob- 
inson integrated Major League Base- 
ball. Jackie Robinson would later re- 
call when asked about his baseball ca- 
reer that it was Stan Musial and Hank 
Greenberg, two players who went out of 
their way to be friendly and encour- 
aging in that historic and difficult 
year. 

Maybe Stan Musial’s greatest base- 
ball day came on May 2, 1954. It was a 
double header in St. Louis against the 
New York Giants. He hit three homers 
in the first game and two in the sec- 
ond. 

In 1957, Stan Musial became the first 
Major League Baseball player to earn 
the amazing salary of $100,000 a year. 
Two years later, when his batting aver- 
age dipped to .255, it was Musial who 
went to the Cardinals’ owners and 
asked them to cut his salary back to 
$80,000. He wasn’t playing up to what 
he thought he had the potential to play 
up to. 

Late in his final season, he stayed up 
all night waiting for the birth of his 
first grandchild, and the next day he 
became the first grandfather to ever 
homer in the Major Leagues. Umpires— 
and this says something about what a 
gentleman he always was—umpires 
never once ejected Stan Musial from a 
baseball game in more than _ 3,000 
games. 

On January 21, 1969, Stan Musial was 
elected to the Baseball Hall of Fame on 
the first ballot. He was named on 92 
percent of the ballots—something on 
which to reflect after what we just 
went through a few weeks ago when no 
one made the cut for the Baseball Hall 
of Fame. Stan Musial was the first 
player to receive 300 votes on a Hall of 
Fame ballot. 

When he retired, the St. Louis Car- 
dinals retired his number, No. 6. Car- 
dinals manager Mike Matheny has said 
that when the entire Cardinals team 
takes the field this year, they will be 
wearing a No. 6 patch on their uni- 
forms. But then he said: 

It will be a call for us to do our very best 
to live up to that high standard of excel- 
lence. 


Then he added: 
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You don’t come across names like warrior, 
prince and knight by just having Hall of 
Fame statistics. It comes from making an 
impact in people’s lives. I was in that group. 
Mr. Musial, I say thank you. He’s a perfect 
example of what it means to wear this jer- 
sey. 

I want to give credit to my colleague, 
Senator CLAIRE MCCASKILL. She 
worked with me—in fact, she led the 
way in terms of the Presidential Medal 
of Freedom, along with Senator Bond, 
for Stan Musial. And she came up with 
a great idea. I don’t know if it is going 
to go anywhere, but I am going to try 
to help her make it a reality. She has 
suggested we can honor this American 
hero, this regional hero and the values 
he stood for by naming the new bridge 
being built across the Mississippi River 
at St. Louis in honor of Stan Musial. I 
grew up on the Illinois side, and we 
kind of looked over at Missouri a little 
differently than most, and they looked 
at us a little differently too. But if 
there was one thing that ever united us 
it was baseball loyalty and Stan 
Musial. It is a perfect name for a bridge 
that spans between Illinois and Mis- 
souri in that region of the country. 

I am proud to join Senator CLAIRE 
MCCASKILL, and we will be introducing 
a bill to name the bridge the Stan 
Musial Memorial Bridge. Other legisla- 
tion is being considered in the Illinois 
and Missouri General Assemblies at 
this time. I wish them the best in hon- 
oring this great man. It was my great 
honor to join him on that historic date 
when he was given the Presidential 
Medal of Freedom. 

(The remarks of Senator DURBIN per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 1138 
and S. 114 are printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘“‘Statements on Intro- 
duced Bills and Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. DURBIN. I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Coons). The Senator from Louisiana. 
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GOOD GOVERNMENT REFORM 


Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, more 
and more Americans from all walks of 
life, of both political parties, feel there 
is not just a pond or a sea but an ocean 
of difference between the real world 
where they live and Washington, DC. 
They view—I think correctly—Wash- 
ington, DC, as a different planet where 
normal rules do not seem to apply. 
That is why on the first day I could in- 
troduce new legislation in this new 
Congress, I chose to introduce a pack- 
age of reform measures—measures 
aimed at bridging that gap, bringing 
those two worlds together, returning 
us—returning Washington to the real 
world and reconnecting with the Amer- 
ican people. 

The American people are also con- 
cerned—rightly—about the bitter par- 
tisanship, the overly ideological tone 
of almost all of the debate we have 
here in Washington now, here in Con- 
gress. 
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I believe these sorts of reform meas- 
ures—the four bills I have introduced 
in particular—can also help bridge that 
divide because they are not ideological, 
they are not partisan, they are good- 
government reform, things that can 
and should and, hopefully, will bring us 
together and bring us together and re- 
connect us with the American people. 
Again, it is another reason I chose to 
introduce this package of four reform 
measures, four good-government bills 
on the first day I could introduce legis- 
lation this Congress. 

The first is a very simple and basic 
but fundamental idea: term limits for 
Members of Congress. I am honored to 
be joined by six other Senators right 
out of the gate, right out of the box in 
terms of cosponsoring this important 
legislation: Senators PAUL, AYOTTE, 
COBURN, LEE, RUBIO, CRUZ, and JOHN- 
SON. I thank them for their cosponsor- 
ship and their support. This measure 
would limit Members of Congress in 
the House to three consecutive terms, 
a total of 6 years, and the Senate to 
two consecutive terms, a total of 12 
years. It is a consensus measure sup- 
ported by citizens groups very active 
and supportive of the concept of term 
limits. The idea, again, is simple: to re- 
connect Congress with the American 
people, to do away with the notion of 
legislating as a career, and to get back 
to the Founders’ vision of citizen legis- 
lators. 

When I was in the State legislature, 
I authored and passed term limits for 
the State legislature. That required a 
State constitutional amendment—a big 
deal—a two-thirds vote in each body, 
and then a vote of the people. But be- 
cause of the people’s voices rising and 
being heard, we achieved that. With 
that reform, which was voted over- 
whelmingly into the State constitution 
by the people of Louisiana, we have a 
regular influx now of new, fresh blood, 
real experience from the real world 
that reconnects in a very healthy way 
the State legislature and all of us, the 
citizens, whom it is supposed to rep- 
resent. That was needed for the State 
legislature, and if it was—and it was— 
it is needed a thousand times more for 
Congress because that divide, that sea, 
that ocean, that difference between dif- 
ferent planets in the eyes of so many 
Americans is even greater between 
Congress and the real world, Congress 
and the American people. 

The second bill I have introduced is a 
bill to do away with automatic pay in- 
creases for Members of Congress. That 
is present law, that we get regular in- 
creases of pay with no proposal, no bill 
put in the hopper, no debate, no need 
for an inconvenient vote. I think that 
is just outright wrong. I think it helps 
build that distrust on the part of the 
American people. I am joined by a bi- 
partisan cosponsor, Senator MCCASKILL 
of Missouri. I thank her for her leader- 
ship and her support of this measure. 
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Again, the measure is very simple: Just 
repeal, do away with any automatic 
pay increases for Members of Congress. 
If there is to be a pay increase, there 
should be a bill proposing it and open 
debate and a public vote. 

The third measure is also fully bipar- 
tisan. I am introducing it with Senator 
BILL NELSON of Florida. It is reform of 
the Corps of Engineers—something 
very important for our two States but 
also for, indeed, the whole country. In 
Louisiana, in Florida, and elsewhere, 
unfortunately, the Corps of Engineers 
has become a poster child for a dys- 
functional Federal Government, a Fed- 
eral bureaucracy, a Federal system 
that is just bogged down, does not 
work. It takes 10 and 20 years to study 
something, never ever getting to con- 
struction. We need to streamline and 
reform that process, and the Vitter- 
Nelson bill does just that by greatly 
streamlining the process by which 
Corps projects can come to fruition, 
putting State and local leaders more in 
charge of that effort, at first on a pilot 
basis. Hopefully, we will expand that in 
the future for important Corps of Engi- 
neers projects. Again, that is particu- 
larly important for our States of Lou- 
isiana and Florida, but it is important 
for so many States and for the country 
as a whole. 

Fourth and finally, I am introducing 
a measure that I have had before to re- 
form Federal campaign finance law to 
prohibit PACs and campaign funds 
from employing Members’ spouses or 
family members. 

That is just a way, quite frankly, in 
some circumstances for Members of 
Congress, politicians, to pad their fam- 
ily income. I think that is wrong, and 
that leads directly to the real suspicion 
and low regard in which so many 
Americans hold this institution. 

Again, this bill is simple, straight- 
forward, but important. It would pro- 
hibit spouses and immediate family 
members of Members of Congress from 
receiving payments from that Mem- 
ber’s campaign accounts or leadership 
PACs. That is a loophole and an area of 
abuse we must close. We must prohibit 
that abuse in the future. 

These four bills won’t solve every 
problem out there. They won’t be the 
be-all and end-all of important reform 
and good-government efforts, but they 
would be an important start. They 
would help us truly reconnect with the 
American people and narrow this di- 
vide, which is so vast right now, be- 
tween the real world, real Americans, 
and this institution. They would be im- 
portant, nonpartisan, nonideological 
reform efforts that we can gather 
around, Republicans and Democrats 
alike, to do something positive, to do 
something productive, and to recon- 
nect with the American people. 

I urge my colleagues from both par- 
ties to support these measures, to come 
on as cosponsors. Many of you already 
have, and I thank you for that. 
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Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BROWN). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


SE 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the period of morn- 
ing business be extended until 5 p.m. 
today and that all provisions of the 
previous order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


a 


REMEMBERING JOHN “JACK” 
EDWARD BRESCH 


Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor the life, legacy and 
service of a dear friend—John Edward 
Bresch. Jack lead a life filled with 
compassion. He worked tirelessly for 
everyone to have access to affordable, 
quality health care, especially needy 
children and families. His heart was as 
big as heaven. 

But Jack’s life was also a life of great 
humor. Anybody who knew him also 
knew his warm and infectious laugh. It 
was a sure sign that Jack was some- 
where nearby because you could almost 
hear his laughter before you saw his 
face. And everybody was glad to see 
Jack coming their way. He truly never 
met a stranger. 

Sadly, we won’t be able to hear that 
distinct laughter again. Jack passed 
away on September 1, 2012, surrounded 
by his family after a brief and coura- 
geous battle with pancreatic cancer. 
From the moment of his fateful diag- 
nosis until the day he left us, we saw in 
him grace and courage, dignity and hu- 
mility, joy and, yes, laughter—and so 
much love and gratitude lived out on a 
daily basis that, even in our sorrow, his 
memory will never be lost. 

Tomorrow, Jack will be laid to rest 
in our Nation’s most hallowed ground— 
Arlington National Cemetery—with 
full military honors as a decorated 
Naval Lieutenant who served as a 
Chaplain during the Vietnam war. 

In his life, Jack Bresch was many 
things but above all, a family man, de- 
voted to his wife, JoAnn; his children, 
Mary Elizabeth, James Richard, and 
Jeffrey John; and 10 grandchildren on 
whom he doted. He also leaves behind 
countless friends and colleagues whose 
lives are enriched with memories of 
this gregarious, energetic, larger-than- 
life man. But when a loved one is gone, 
it is often the little things you remem- 
ber most. Some of us will remember 
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how much Jack loved neckties. Some 
of us will remember sharing Jack’s fa- 
vorite drink—a Manhattan, made with 
Maker’s Mark, up, no bitters, with a 
twist of orange. Some of us will re- 
member how often Jack quoted the 
19th century German politician Otto 
von Bismark—‘‘Politics is the art of 
the possible.” And some of us will re- 
member how proud Jack was to be at 
the White House when President 
Obama signed the Affordable Care Act 
for which he worked so tirelessly. A 
friend saw Jack on TV and sent him a 
text to let him know, and Jack texted 
back, ‘‘Just a pleasure to be here.”’ 

It was a pleasure for Jack to be any- 
where. Simply put, Jack enjoyed being 
with people, and people enjoyed being 
with Jack. He was a great person to 
talk to—probably because he began his 
adult life as a Roman Catholic priest. 
Jack was a priest in the Diocese of 
Pittsburgh, his native city, from 1966 
to 1974. In 1968, at the height of the 
Vietnam war, he entered the U.S. Navy 
and served as a Navy and Marine Corps 
Chaplain in posts around the world. 
During his time in the service, he su- 
pervised drug and alcohol rehabilita- 
tion programs and worked as a liaison 
with the American Red Cross. After the 
war, Jack left the priesthood. But in 
some ways, he never stopped being a 
chaplain, in the sense that he never 
wavered from his steadfast belief in so- 
cial justice. He carried that belief for- 
ward in career that made the world a 
better place—working for Congress, the 
Federal Government, the Illinois Hos- 
pital Association, the Catholic Health 
Association, and the American Dental 
Education Association. Many members 
of Congress got to know Jack through 
his work as the lead lobbyist for the 
Catholic Health Association. They also 
learned quickly just how hard it was to 
say ‘‘no’’ to Jack. 

While at the Catholic Health Associa- 
tion, Jack worked closely with then 
First Lady Hillary Clinton and the 
White House to develop a plan for re- 
forming the Nation’s health care sys- 
tem. While at the American Dental 
Education Association, he was instru- 
mental in improving access to dental 
care for needy children. For more than 
a decade, he worked diligently to en- 
sure that policymakers understood the 
value of oral health to overall health— 
the reason why he was invited to the 
White House for the signing of the Af- 
fordable Care Act. Jack lived long 
enough to see the Supreme Court up- 
hold key portions of the Affordable 
Care Act. He knew the law wasn’t per- 
fect, but he was happy to see it move 
forward. Remember, he believed that 
‘politics is the art of the possible.” 

To JoAnn and Jack’s entire family, 
my wife Gayle and I extend our deepest 
sympathy because we are part of that 
family. Jack and I shared four of his 10 
grandchildren, but he lent all the rest 
of them to me, too. It is hard to think 
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of this world without Jack being a part 
of it, making us laugh—and hearing 
him laugh—and making us care—the 
way he cared. 

There is a wonderful anonymous 
quote which may well describe how we 
should think of Jack’s passing, espe- 
cially since he served so courageously 
in the Navy. It offers great comfort to 
those who grieve. And it goes some- 
thing like this: 

I am standing upon the seashore. A ship at 
my side spreads her white sails to the morn- 
ing breeze and starts for the blue ocean. She 
is an object of beauty and strength, and I 
stand and watch her until, at length, she 
hangs like a speck of white cloud just where 
the sea and sky come down to mingle with 
each other. Then someone at my side says, 
“There! She’s gone.” 

Gone where? Gone from my sight—that is 
all. She is just as large in mast and hull and 
spar as she was when she left my side, and 
just as able to bear her load of living freight 
to the place of destination. Her diminished 
size is in me, not in her, and just at the mo- 
ment when someone at my side says, ‘‘There, 
she’s gone,’’—there are other eyes watching 
her coming, and other voices ready to take 
up the glad shout, ‘‘There she comes!” 

Jack Bresch was a man whose opti- 
mism could overwhelm any doubter 
and whose joy for life was wonderfully 
contagious and completely irresistible. 
The ancient poets tell us that ‘‘one 
must wait until the evening to see how 
splendid the day has been.” Our day 
with Jack Bresch was splendid indeed. 

AS we prepare to honor Jack with the 
military honors due a decorated Navy 
Chaplain, I would like to end my trib- 
ute to Jack’s life with a traditional 
nautical blessing and wish my dear 
friend “fair winds and following seas.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen- 
ior Senator from Tennessee is recog- 
nized. 


EE 
REMEMBERING PATTI PAGE 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 
Patti Page died on New Year’s Day this 
year. She was 85 years old. The Senate 
has not been in session for most of the 
time since then. I wanted to come to 
the floor to pay a Tennessean’s tribute 
to Patti Page. Patti Page is best 
known for our State song, the ‘‘Ten- 
nessee Waltz.” A few years ago, in 2007, 
when I met her for the first time, she 
told me the story of the ‘‘Tennessee 
Waltz.” I knew some of it, but she com- 
pleted the rest of it. 

In 1946, a couple of Tennesseans, Pee 
Wee King and Redd Stewart, were driv- 
ing from Memphis to Nashville. That 
was before the interstate highways. It 
took a pretty good amount of time to 
drive that distance. I don’t know 
whether or not they were drinking a 
beer on the way from Memphis to 
Nashville but they were relaxed, and 
one of them said to the other, Why is it 
Kentucky and Missouri have a waltz 
and Tennessee doesn’t have a waltz? So 
on the way from Memphis to Nashville 
they took out a penny matchbox, 


550 


which is one of these big boxes with 
wooden matches in it, dumped out the 
matches on the floorboards of the car, 
and on the back of the penny match- 
box, between Memphis and Nashville, 
in 1946, Pee Wee King and Redd Stew- 
art wrote the ‘‘Tennessee Waltz.” They 
sang it around a few places. Pee Wee 
King sang it at the Grand Ole Opry. No- 
body paid much attention to it. Cow- 
boy Copas sang it. They sang it on Red 
Foley’s show in Missouri. Nothing 
much happened to the ‘Tennessee 
Waltz” until 1950, and this is the story 
Patti Page told me. Mercury Records 
in New York had a new song they were 
sure was going to be a big hit. It was 
called ‘‘Boogie Woogie Santa Claus.” I 
don’t know whether it was a follow up 
to “Rudolph the Red-Nosed Reindeer,” 
but the executives in New York were 
sure it was going to be a big hit so they 
wanted the hottest young female sing- 
er in America to record ‘‘Boogie 
Woogie Santa Claus’’ so they hired 
Patti Page. She flew to New York, re- 
corded it for Mercury Records, and 
then in those days you always had to 
put a record on the back of the main 
record. You had to pick a song. It 
would be the “B” side. Just as a throw- 
away they put on the back of it the 
song by Pee Wee King and Redd Stew- 
art, the “Tennessee Waltz.” 

We know the rest of the story. The 
“Tennessee Waltz” sold about a million 
copies. Nobody ever heard of the 
“Boogie Woogie Santa Claus’’ except 
those who bought the ‘Tennessee 
Waltz.” Mike Curb, who owns Curb 
Records in Nashville, told me it was 
the best selling record ever by a female 
artist. Patti Page eventually sold 100 
million records. She was the top selling 
female artist in record sales in history. 

Growing up I heard her songs, 
“Mockingbird Hill,” “I Went To Your 
Wedding,” ‘‘Old Cape Cod.” In 1952 she 
had a song called ‘‘Doggie in the Win- 
dow.” It sounds like a silly little song, 
but it sold a lot of records and a great 
many Americans remember it. When I 
was Governor of Tennessee I would 
travel to Japan, recruiting industry. In 
the evenings I would go to a restaurant 
bar with friends, and to my astonish- 
ment all of my Japanese friends, many 
of whom did not know much English, 
could sing every word of the ‘‘Ten- 
nessee Waltz.” When I inquired about 
it, it was because it was introduced 
during the time of the American occu- 
pation of Japan in 1950 or so, and ac- 
cording to them, the Asian music 
doesn’t have the same kind of standard 
that American music has. We get a 
phrase or a theme in our minds and we 
never forget it, such as the ‘Tennessee 
Waltz.” So the ‘‘Tennessee Waltz” be- 
came a song that most Japanese men 
of that age knew, remembered, and 
could sing from memory. 

I met Patti Page for the first time 6 
years ago. It was 2007. She was about 79 
or 80 years of age at the time. She told 
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me the story of the recording of the 
“Tennessee Waltz” for Mercury 
Records. It turned out it was her last 
recording session. Mike Curb, the 
owner of Curb Records, had invited her 
to come to Nashville and record an 
album, ‘‘Best of Patti Page.” He had 
invited me to come play the piano 
while she sang the ‘‘Tennessee Waltz,” 
which I did. It was a real thrill and she 
was very patient to put up with an 
amateur piano player for her very spe- 
cial song. She told me then it wasn’t 
the first time she had performed with a 
Tennessee Governor. In 1950 she had 
performed with Tennessee Governor 
Gordon Browning at a Memphis the- 
ater. This was when she was all the 
rage, the ‘‘Tennessee Waltz?” was all 
the rage, and the Governor wanted to 
sing it with her. 

I asked how it went. She said, ‘‘Well, 
to tell you the truth, the Governor 
wasn’t a very good singer.” 

I don’t know what she said to others 
about my piano playing, but I think 
that was probably about as harsh a ver- 
dict as Patti Page ever rendered of any 
other person. 

According to the New York Times 
obituary, Patti Page once said: 

But I don’t think I’ve stepped on anyone 
along the way. If I have, I didn’t mean to. 

Well, Patti Page is gone now, but her 
music is not. Whenever we Tennesseans 
hear our State song, the ‘‘Tennessee 
Waltz,” played, or whenever we sing it, 
we will remember the voice of Patti 
Page. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that following my remarks that 
the obituary about Patti Page from the 
New York Times be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the New York Times—Obituary] 
PATTI PAGE, HONEY-VOICED 50S POP 
SENSATION, DIES AT 85 
(By Anita Gates) 

Patti Page, the apple-cheeked, honey- 
voiced alto whose sentimental, soothing, 
sometimes silly hits like ‘‘Tennessee Waltz,” 
“Old Cape Cod”? and “How Much Is That 
Doggie in the Window?” made her one of the 
most successful pop singers of the 1950s, died 
on Tuesday in Encinitas, Calif. She was 85. 

Her death was confirmed by Seacrest Vil- 
lage Retirement Communities, where she 
lived. 

Ms. Page had briefly been a singer with 
Benny Goodman when she emerged at the 
end of the big band era, just after World War 
II, into a cultural atmosphere in which pop 
music was not expected to be challenging. 
Critics assailed her style as plastic, placid, 
bland and antiseptic, but those opinions were 
not shared by millions of record buyers. As 
Jon Pareles wrote in The New York Times in 
1997, ‘‘For her fans, beauty and comfort were 
one and the same.” 

“Doggie in the Window,” a perky 1952 nov- 
elty number written by Bob Merrill and In- 
grid Reuterskiold, featured repeated barking 
sounds and could claim no more sophisti- 
cated a lyric than “I must take a trip to 


” 


January 23, 2013 


California.” It is often cited as an example of 
what was wrong with pop music in the early 
60s, a perceived weakness that opened the 
door for rock ’n’ roll. But if that is true, and 
if the silky voice of “the singing rage, Miss 
Patti Page,” as she was introduced during 
her heyday, was mechanical or sterile, she 
had significant achievements nonetheless. 

“Tennessee Waltz,” from 1950, sold 10 mil- 
lion copies and is largely considered the first 
true crossover hit; it spent months on the 
pop, country and rhythm-and-blues charts. 

Ms. Page was believed to be the first singer 
to overdub herself, long before technology 
made that method common. Mitch Miller, a 
producer for Mercury Records, had her do it 
first on ‘‘Confess,’’ in 1948, when there were 
no backup singers because of a strike. 

The height of her career predated the 
Grammy Awards, which were created in 1959, 
but she finally won her first and only 
Grammy in 1999 for “Live at Carnegie Hall,” 
a recording of a 1997 concert celebrating her 
50th anniversary as a performer. Her career 
was also the basis of recent, short-lived Off 
Broadway musical, ‘‘Flipside: The Patti Page 
Story.” 

In the early days of television Ms. Page 
was the host of several short-lived network 
series, including ‘Scott Music Hall” (1952), a 
15-minute NBC show that followed the 
evening news two nights a week, and “The 
Big Record,” which ran one season, 1957-58, 
on CBS. “The Patti Page Show” was an NBC 
summer fill-in series in 1956. 

Ms. Page defended her demure, unpre- 
tentious style as appropriate for its time. “It 
was right after the war,” she told The Advo- 
cate of Baton Rouge, La., in 2002, ‘‘and peo- 
ple were waiting to just settle down and take 
a deep breath and relax.” 

She was born Clara Ann Fowler on Nov. 8, 
1927, in Claremore, Okla., a small town near 
Tulsa that was also the birthplace of Will 
Rogers. She was one of 11 children of a rail- 
road laborer. 

Having shown talent as an artist, Clara 
took a job in the art department of the Tulsa 
radio station KTUL, but an executive there 
had heard her sing and soon asked her to 
take over a short country-music show called 
“Meet Patti Page” (Time magazine called it 
“a hillbilly affair”), sponsored by Page Milk. 
She adopted the fictional character’s name 
and kept it. 

The newly named Ms. Page broke away 
from her radio career to tour with Jimmy 
Joy’s band and was shortly signed by Mer- 
cury Records. She had her first hit record, 
“With My Eyes Wide Open, I’m Dreaming,” 
in 1950. Other notable recordings were ‘‘Cross 
Over the Bridge,” ‘‘Mockin’ Bird Hill,” ‘‘Al- 
legheny Moon” and her last hit, “Hush ... 
Hush, Sweet Charlotte,” which she recorded 
as the theme for the Bette Davis movie of 
the same name. That song was nominated for 
an Oscar, and Ms. Page sang it on the 1965 
Academy Awards telecast. 

Ms. Page briefly pursued a movie career in 
her early ’30s, playing an evangelical singer 
alongside Burt Lancaster and Jean Simmons 
in “Elmer Gantry” (1960), David Janssen’s 
love interest in the comic-strip-inspired 
“Dondi” (1961) and a suburban wife in the 
comedy ‘‘Boys’ Night Out’’ (1962), with Kim 
Novak and James Garner. She had one of her 
earliest acting roles in 1957 on an episode of 
“The United States Steel Hour.” 

In later decades her star faded, but she 
continued to sing professionally throughout 
her 70s. Early in the 21st century she was 
performing in about 40 to 50 concerts a year. 
In 2002 and 2003 she released an album of 
children’s songs, a new ‘‘best of” collection 
and a Christmas album. 
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Ms. Page married Charles O’Curran, a Hol- 
lywood choreographer, in 1956. They divorced 
in 1972. In 1990 she married Jerry Filiciotto, 
a retired aerospace engineer, with whom she 
founded a New Hampshire company mar- 
keting maple syrup products. He died in 2009. 
Survivors include her son, Danny O’Curran; 
her daughter, Kathleen Ginn; and a number 
of grandchildren. 

Ms. Page’s nice-girl image endured. In 1988, 
when she was 60, she told The Times: “I'm 
sure there are a lot of things I should have 
done differently. But I don’t think I’ve 
stepped on anyone along the way. If I have, 
I didn’t mean to.” 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

(The remarks of Mr. COONS per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 85 are 
printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. COONS. I yield the floor and sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


STARTUP ACT 2.0 


Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I have 
only been a Member of the Senate for 2 
years, but in that short period of time 
at least seven other countries have 
taken actions that we have not taken 
to better support and attract entre- 
preneurs to their countries’ economies. 
The map beside me shows those coun- 
tries: the United Kingdom, Russia, 
Singapore, Australia, Brazil, Chile, and 
Canada. Those countries have changed 
their rules, regulations, passed laws, 
changed their policies to make their 
country more friendly to startup busi- 
nesses and to entrepreneurship. 

I wish to focus on and visit with my 
colleagues about what is happening in 
one of those countries—our neighbor to 
the north, Canada—and explain why it 
is in the interests of our own country 
to act quickly to retain highly skilled 
and entrepreneurial immigrants. 

In 2002, Canada announced plans to 
create a new visa to attract foreign en- 
trepreneurs to their country. Canada is 
developing a plan to admit foreign en- 
trepreneurs who have received capital 
from venture funds to start businesses 
in Canada and to admit them to Can- 
ada within weeks. A spokesman for the 
Canadian immigration agency was 
quoted in September as saying: ‘‘Can- 
ada seeks young, ambitious innovative 
immigrants who will contribute to 
Canada’s job growth and further drive 
our economy.” 

But Canada is not just changing its 
laws to attract entrepreneurs; it is ad- 
vertising and trying to lure talent 
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there. The ad we are now showing—this 
is a full-page ad that appeared in a pub- 
lication called Fast Company. It is an 
American magazine dedicated to 
startups, to technology and innova- 
tion. The advertisement for Ontario 
highlights R&D incentives and innova- 
tive and dynamic business environment 
and the top talent needed to grow new 
businesses. 

We in Congress and in the adminis- 
tration need to take note of this. Other 
countries, including our friends to the 
north, are aggressively courting entre- 
preneurs and talented individuals and 
they are luring them from here; they 
are trying to get them from the United 
States. Canadian Citizenship and Im- 
migration Minister Jason Kenney said: 
“We need to proactively target a new 
type of immigrant entrepreneur who 
has the potential to build innovative 
companies that can compete on a glob- 
al scale and create jobs for Canadians.” 

While we work in the United States 
to continue educating our children 
with the skills for a 21st century econ- 
omy and training the next generation 
of great American entrepreneurs, we 
also need to be welcoming to those who 
want to create a business in the United 
States and employ Americans now. 
With respect to Canada, America is the 
country of entrepreneurs, a place 
where those with good ideas who are 
willing to work hard can come and 
make something for themselves. 

There is a global battle for entrepre- 
neurial talent and the United States is 
falling behind. A story I heard while 
visiting California, the Silicon Valley, 
last year, illustrates this point pretty 
well. A large company that just a few 
years ago was a small startup told me 
they had plans to hire 68 highly skilled 
immigrants but could not get a visa for 
them to work in the United States. 
Rather than letting this talent go, the 
company hired them but hired them at 
their location in Canada. It is certainly 
troubling that 68 jobs went outside the 
United States. They were lost in our 
country because the United States does 
not have a visa program that works. 
What troubles me even more is that 
some of those 68 people hired in Canada 
will go on to start a business that may 
result in significant job creation in 
Canada. Those jobs that could have 
been in the United States are now in 
another country and those individuals 
who may start a company are no 
longer in the United States but are 
now in Canada. When we lose entre- 
preneurs and highly skilled immi- 
grants, we lose the jobs they create. 

The good news is there are steps we 
can take to attract and retain foreign 
entrepreneurs and highly skilled immi- 
grants. In a bipartisan effort, Senator 
WARNER, Senator COONS, Senator 
RUBIO, and I introduced Startup Act 2.0 
last year. Senators BLUNT and Scott 
Brown of Massachusetts joined as co- 
sponsors, and an identical bill was in- 
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troduced in the House of Representa- 
tives with an even number of Repub- 
lican and Democratic supporters. 
Again, this year, I am working with 
those colleagues to reintroduce a bill 
very similar to that in very short 
order. 

Startup Act 2.0 makes changes to the 
Federal regulatory process to lessen 
government burdens on job creators, 
modifies the Tax Code to encourage in- 
vestment in new businesses and capital 
formation, seeks to accelerate the 
commercialization of university re- 
search that can lead to new ventures 
and, most importantly, provides new 
opportunities for highly educated and 
entrepreneurial immigrants to stay in 
the United States where their talent 
and new ideas can fuel economic 
growth and, most importantly, create 
jobs for Americans. 

Startup Act 2.0 creates an entrepre- 
neurial visa for foreign-born entre- 
preneurs currently in the United 
States—legally in the United States. 
Those with good ideas, with capital, 
and the willingness to hire Americans 
would be able to stay in the United 
States and grow their businesses. In 
many instances, foreign-born entre- 
preneurs, here legally, have an idea and 
want to begin a company that will em- 
ploy Americans but are told their visa 
does not allow them to remain in the 
United States. 

Take the story of Asaf Darash. Asaf 
was born in Israel and came to the 
United States in 2007 after being 
awarded a Fulbright scholarship to 
study at the University of California. 
After completing his doctoral thesis, 
he founded a software company called 
Regpack. Asaf raised $1.5 million in fi- 
nancing for the company and hired 
more than a dozen Americans. His com- 
pany has the potential to grow quickly 
and to further create additional jobs. 
But Asaf, the founder of this dynamic 
company, is no longer in the United 
States. My staff contacted him this 
morning and he said that because of 
the difficulty in obtaining a visa and 
the amount of time and effort it was 
taking, he decided it was easier to 
move to Israel and take the core of the 
company, including its jobs, with him. 
As Regpack grows, new jobs are going 
to be created in Israel—jobs that could 
have been in the United States if we 
had a visa dedicated to foreign entre- 
preneurs such as Asaf. 

Sadly, his story is far from uncom- 
mon. Immigrants legally living in the 
United States who have a good idea 
and want to start a business have few 
options available to them. With very 
few ways to stay, these entrepreneurs, 
just like Asaf, are forced to move and 
take their businesses with them and 
take the jobs they have created and 
will create to other countries. 

I wish to make certain America is 
the best place for entrepreneurs who 
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want to build America and hire Ameri- 
cans. Passing Startup Act 2.0 will help 
make this happen. 

Entrepreneurial immigrants have 
long contributed to the strength of our 
country by starting companies and cre- 
ating jobs. Of the current Fortune 500 
companies, more than 40 percent were 
founded by first- or second-generation 
Americans. Today, 1 in every 10 Ameri- 
cans employed at a privately owned 
U.S. company works at an immigrant- 
owned firm. 

In our mobile world, entrepreneurs 
have a choice as to where they start a 
business. For decades, there was no 
better place than the land of oppor- 
tunity—the United States of America. 
But things are changing. Other coun- 
tries are aggressively seeking the best 
and brightest, those with entrepre- 
neurial talent, as a way to grow their 
economy. 

I believe most—in fact, I would say 
at least 80 percent—of my colleagues in 
Congress agree with the visa provisions 
in Startup Act 2.0. They understand 
that retaining highly skilled entrepre- 
neurial immigrants will lead to eco- 
nomic growth and new jobs for Ameri- 
cans. Unfortunately, there is an ap- 
proach in Congress that has been here 
for the last several years that says if 
we can’t do everything, we will not do 
anything. I urge my colleagues let’s 
pass what we can agree on now and 
keep working to find common ground 
on issues that still divide us. 

Canada and other countries are cre- 
ating new opportunities for entre- 
preneurs, for startup companies, but 
the United States is still the home of 
the American dream. We need to pass 
Startup 2.0 so individuals can pursue 
their ambitions in America. 

Millions of our citizens remain out of 
work. Our economy is barely growing. 
One would think, common sense would 
suggest we would work hard together 
to deal with the issues we have agree- 
ment on that would help jump-start 
the economy. 

Let’s do that. Let’s jump-start the 
American economy through entrepre- 
neurship and allow those with talents 
and skills we need to pursue the Amer- 
ican dream in the United States of 
America and thereby strengthen our 
economy. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL). Without objection, it is 
so ordered. 


EE 
DYSFUNCTIONAL LEGISLATING 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, we 
all know in the Senate and in the 
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House of Representatives about the low 
grades Congress receives in public 
opinion polling. Everybody knows what 
the public reports: Congress is par- 
tisan. Congress is divided. Congress is 
dysfunctional. 

One recent survey that got a lot of 
media attention reported that Congress 
is less popular than a root canal. 
Across the country, people are fed up 
with Congress. Indeed, Members of 
Congress are fed up with Congress. 

Americans want a Congress that can 
take on the tough challenges of today. 
But another recent poll by USA Today 
and Gallup showed that 77 percent of 
Americans feel ‘‘the way politics works 
in Washington these days is causing se- 
rious harm to the United States.” 

Americans think Congress has a 
problem. Indeed, Americans think Con- 
gress is a problem. Well, if we want to 
fix a problem, we ought to be specific 
about it. A doctor wouldn’t try to fix a 
patient without a _ precise under- 
standing of the patient’s problem. An 
engineer wouldn’t try to fix a system 
without a precise understanding of the 
system’s problem. A mechanic 
wouldn’t try to fix your car without a 
precise understanding of your car’s 
problem. So if we are going to fix what 
is wrong with Congress, we better have 
a precise understanding of what Con- 
gress’ problem is. 

Let’s start with the Senate. We do 
have our share of dysfunction in the 
Senate, I will confess. Undoubtedly, 
the filibuster is being abused. Cer- 
tainly, nominees awaiting confirma- 
tion are unjustifiably delayed. Indeed, 
they are held hostage. So everything is 
not all roses in the Senate. 

But we did pass a highway bill, a bi- 
partisan highway bill, that passed the 
Senate with 74 votes. We did pass a 
farm bill, a bipartisan farm bill. Al- 
though I did not support that par- 
ticular measure, it was a bipartisan 
measure that passed the Senate with 64 
votes. 

We passed the Hurricane Sandy emer- 
gency relief bill, also in bipartisan 
fashion, with 62 votes. We had open de- 


bate, we had discussions, we had 
amendments, and we passed legisla- 
tion. 


Particularly, we passed, by a power- 
ful bipartisan vote of 89 to 8, a bill that 
avoided tax increases for 99 percent of 
Americans and extended emergency un- 
employment benefits for another year 
and protected us from the fiscal cliff. 
When it comes to legislating, the Sen- 
ate actually has a pretty strong bipar- 
tisan record. 

How did those Senate bills do on the 
House side? Well, the House couldn’t 
pass its own highway bill. Congress has 
been doing highway bills since the Hi- 
senhower years. This isn’t rocket 
science. The House couldn’t do one. 
The best the House of Representatives 
could do was to pass a short-term ex- 
tension that allowed some of their 
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Members to get to conference on the 
Senate bill, but they took no bill into 
conference because they couldn’t pass 
one. Even then, they delayed the con- 
ference negotiations, putting thou- 
sands of jobs in jeopardy before they fi- 
nally came around and passed an 
amended version of the Senate bipar- 
tisan highway bill. So their record on 
the highway bill is nothing to be proud 
of. 

The House also couldn’t pass a farm 
bill. Farm bills are pretty ordinary leg- 
islative business too. We do them all 
the time, but the House has passed no 
farm bill. We passed a strong bipar- 
tisan Senate farm bill. They can’t even 
agree to call up the bipartisan Senate 
farm bill and pass it. With 80 percent of 
the agricultural land of the country in 
drought, there is no farm bill. It is 
trapped in the sinkhole of the House. 

The House almost couldn’t pass a dis- 
aster bill. If you go back to Hurricane 
Katrina, when Katrina hit back in 2005, 
the House of Representatives then had 
emergency aid on its way to the 850,000 
damaged or destroyed homes of the 
gulf coast in 11 days. In 11 days aid was 
on its way. This time, with this House 
of Representatives, the House balked 
at the bipartisan Senate disaster bill 
and, finally, it took them 78 days after 
the landfall of Hurricane Sandy to send 
help to the half million homes and 
businesses damaged or destroyed by 
that storm. 

The condemnation of the House of 
Republicans was bipartisan. The Re- 
publican Governor of New Jersey 
blamed, and I quote, ‘‘the toxic inter- 
nal politics,” the toxic internal poli- 
tics, of the House Republicans for this 
fiasco. ‘“‘This,’’ he said, and I will quote 
again, ‘is why the American people 
hate Congress.”’ 

Is there a problem over in the House? 
You bet there is, to the point where 
one departing House Republican Mem- 
ber compared the Speaker of the House 
to the manager of an asylum and the 
Speaker’s House Republican colleagues 
to the asylum inmates. That is pretty 
strong criticism from within the Re- 
publican Party. 

The reason I give this speech is to try 
to be precise about what the problem is 
that has driven Congress’s approval 
into the cellar, and what exactly is 
that problem? Well, I think the House 
votes on the so-called fiscal cliff bill 
and on the emergency Hurricane Sandy 
aid illustrate what the problem is. 
Those bills passed the House for one 
reason and one reason only: The Speak- 
er of the House of Representatives 
waived what is called the Hastert rule. 

What is the Hastert rule? The 
Hastert rule is probably the most sig- 
nificant contributor to dysfunction in 
Washington right now. It is not even 
really a rule, it is a policy, a political 
policy of Republican Speakers. It 
began under former Republican Speak- 
er Hastert, hence its common name as 


January 23, 2013 


the Hastert rule. The rule is that the 
Speaker will bring no bill to the floor 
of the House of Representatives with- 
out a majority of his own party sup- 
porting the bill. It doesn’t matter 
about a majority of Congress; Demo- 
cratic votes don’t count. It is only 
when the Speaker has a majority of Re- 
publican votes supporting it that the 
Speaker will allow legislation to come 
to the floor. 

It has actually gotten a little bit 
harder under Speaker BOEHNER, who 
has said, I don’t feel comfortable 
scheduling any controversial legisla- 
tion unless I know we have the votes 
on our side first, which sounds like he 
is saying he has to be able to produce 
a majority of the House out of just the 
Republican caucus before bringing a 
bill. But whether it is the original 
Hastert rule requiring a majority of 
the majority before they will even 
bring a bill to the floor or what appears 
to be the Boehner rule, that they have 
to have the votes on ‘‘our side first,” it 
is a rule of obstruction. 

There are somewhere between 50 and 
60 Members of the House Republican 
tea party caucus and a whole bunch 
more House Republicans who are 
scared of the tea party and scared of 
what might happen to them if they get 
a tea party primary challenger. So get- 
ting a majority of his party together 
for anything reasonable is a challenge 
for Speaker BOEHNER. 

House Republicans could not get a 
majority of their conference to support 
a highway bill. So the Hastert rule 
kicked in and there was no House high- 
way bill, none—they couldn’t do one at 
all because they couldn’t get it 
through their conference under the 
Hastert rule. That is why there was no 
highway bill. 

The House Republicans could not get 
a majority of their conference to sup- 
port a farm bill, so under the Hastert 
rule there is no House farm bill. The 
Speaker won’t bring up the stalled bi- 
partisan Senate farm bill, because 
under the Hastert rule he can’t get a 
majority of his party to support even 
the bipartisan Senate farm bill. 

We were headed for the exact same 
result on the fiscal cliff—we were head- 
ed for the exact same result on the fis- 
cal cliff. Speaker BOEHNER could not 
get his party to support protecting 
America from the fiscal cliff. So, with 
literally minutes left to spare, and 
with the House Republican Conference 
ready, willing, and about to pitch the 
country off the fiscal cliff, Speaker 
BOEHNER did what? He ignored the 
Hastert rule. He ignored the Hastert 
rule, and he let the fiscal cliff bill come 
to the floor of the House without hav- 
ing the votes on ‘‘our side first,” to use 
the Speaker’s language. Two-thirds of 
House Republicans actually voted to 
roll America off the fiscal cliff. Here is 
the vote count. Republican ‘‘yes’’ votes 
on the fiscal cliff legislation were only 
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85. Republican ‘‘no’’ votes on the fiscal 
cliff legislation were 151. He wasn’t 
even close to making the Hastert rule. 

That fiscal cliff bill passed the House 
257 to 167 because the Democrats came 
out and voted for it, 172 to 16; 172 
Democratic ‘‘yes’’ votes, 16 Democratic 
“no” votes. Two-thirds of the ‘‘yes’’ 
votes that put the fiscal cliff bill across 
and saved America from a 100-percent 
tax increase and protected our econ- 
omy from the fiscal cliff—two-thirds of 
those votes came from Democrats. If 
the Speaker had enforced the Hastert 
rule, we would be over the fiscal cliff 
today. 

What happened on Sandy? After near- 
ly 3 months of stalling, while my 
State, while the Presiding Officer’s 
State of New York, while the States of 
New York and New Jersey, struck by 
Sandy, were waiting urgently for the 
relief that we got to the coast within 11 
days, they stalled and they stalled be- 
cause they could not get a majority of 
the Republican caucus to support Fed- 
eral relief for our hurricane-ravaged 
States. Under the Hastert rule, they 
couldn’t get that bill to the floor. So 
Speaker BOEHNER once again decided to 
forgo the Hastert rule. That is how 
they got the Sandy emergency aid bill 
passed. Look again at the votes. Re- 
publican ‘‘yes’’ votes for the disaster 
bill, 49; Republican ‘‘no”’ votes for that 
bill, 179. That bill was dead on arrival 
under the Hastert rule. The Republican 
caucus couldn’t support it, wouldn’t 
support it, and we would be without 
any help now if they had followed the 
Hastert rule. 

On the Democratic side, what was 
the vote on the Hurricane Sandy bill— 
192 ‘‘yes’’ votes to 1 “no” vote. The 
final count was 241 ayes, 180 nays. The 
bill passed, but about three-quarters of 
the support came from Democratic 
votes. 

If the Speaker had imposed the 
Hastert rule, not only would we be off 
the fiscal cliff, but we would have 
failed at providing disaster relief for 
Hurricane Sandy. The only reason 
these critical pieces of legislation 
avoided the fate of the highway bill 
and of the farm bill is that the Speaker 
didn’t follow the Hastert rule. He 
couldn’t follow the Hastert rule be- 
cause he wouldn’t have been able to 
pass legislation. If his tea party caucus 
had forced America off the fiscal cliff, 
he knew there would have been hell to 
pay, so he waived the Hastert rule. 

Now, of course, House Republicans 
are all in a fuss about having waived 
the Hastert rule. One tea party law- 
maker admitted that the New Year’s 
Day tax vote left a lot of his fellow Re- 
publicans with a very bad taste in their 
mouth. So it is probably back to 
Hastert rule business as usual on the 
House side, with death by tea party to 
any major bipartisan Senate legisla- 
tion. 

The tea party over on the House side 
wanted to vote for extreme things, 
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such as voting to repeal or defund 
ObamaCare over 30 times—over 30 
times—or voting to turn Medicare into 
a voucher program. If it is extreme 
enough, then they will vote for it. But 
those are actions which are not sup- 
ported by the American people, and 
they can’t pass the Senate. 

For the regular business of govern- 
ment, for the regular business of pass- 
ing Senate bipartisan legislation, the 
tea party-Hastert rule combination is 
deadly. 

So back to where I began. If you are 
concerned about dysfunction in Con- 
gress, if you are wondering why we are 
less popular than a root canal, if you 
are wondering why 77 percent of Ameri- 
cans look at Congress and think we are 
actually doing more harm than good, 
and if you want an explanation of the 
dysfunction, take a look at the Hastert 
rule. If you look at this problem the 
way a doctor would look at a patient, 
the way an engineer would look at a 
system, the way a car mechanic would 
look at an automobile, and you look 
for what is broken, be specific; it is the 
application by the Speaker of the 
Hastert rule that prevents strong, bi- 
partisan Senate legislation from going 
forward. When something moves, it is 
because the Hastert rule has been 
waived. 

So if you want to see what is wrong, 
that quest takes you straight to the 
House of Representatives, and there it 
leads you straight to the House Repub- 
lican conference, and there it leads you 
to that toxic combination of the tea 
party and the Hastert rule. 

When you understand the problem, 
the cure is obvious: The House should 
ditch the Hastert rule. Call things up 
for a vote. Let everybody’s vote count. 
Don’t refuse to proceed unless only 
your own party will let you. It is the 
obvious and only solution. The fiscal 
cliff bill and the Sandy bill and the 
votes on those bills prove it. 

With those tea party extremists 
dominating the House Republican con- 
ference and ready to pitch the country 
over the fiscal cliff and leave hurricane 
victims high and dry, the Speaker had 
to ditch the Hastert rule. The only way 
the House can do bipartisan business 
on major issues is to ditch the Hastert 
rule. 

AS we saw, the Senate has its prob- 
lems, but we are actually doing OK, 
just as our legislative record shows. 
Over and over, we pass real, signifi- 
cant, bipartisan legislation after a real 
process on the floor of argument and 
amendment. As the House’s legislative 
record shows, the problem is over 
there. More precisely, the problem is 
within the House Republican con- 
ference. Still more precisely, again, the 
problem is that toxic combination of 
the tea party and the Hastert rule. 

If we want Congress to function effec- 
tively, if we want to succeed at doing 
the work of the American people, such 
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as the fiscal cliff bill and the hurricane 
relief bill, and if we don’t want to see 
more important legislation, such as 
highway bills and farm bills, fail in the 
House, unable to pass in the House, 
blocked in the House, the solution for 
the problem is clear: We have to ditch 
the Hastert rule and let the House as a 
body work its will, just as the Amer- 
ican people elected it to do. 


— 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the period 
for morning business be extended until 
6:30 p.m. today and that all provisions 
of the previous order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

(The remarks of Mr. CHAMBLISS per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 122 are 
printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.” ) 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
SANDY DISASTER RELIEF 


Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
rise to encourage the Senate to seek 
quick action on the Sandy relief pack- 
age that has been long overdue. I know 
the majority leader is committed to 
bringing it to the floor as soon as we 
can get some type of agreement with 
the other side of the aisle, and I hope 
that agreement can come quickly be- 
cause a recovery that is delayed—as 
this has already been significantly de- 
layed—is a recovery that very likely 
can fail. 

We cannot afford for one of the big- 
gest engines of the national economy, 
which is the Northeast, to fail in its re- 
covery. This is not only for the sake of 
the Northeast but for the entire coun- 
try. 

I appreciate the majority leader’s 
steadfast commitment to provide that 
relief as quickly as possible here in the 
Senate, but time is a-wasting. It is al- 
ready Wednesday, and I am concerned 
we will lose another week before we, in 
fact, seek passage and then go to the 
President. From there, it would move 
on so the resources could begin to flow 
to communities across the Northeast 
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that have languished since Sandy took 
its toll. 

There is no excuse for delay. We al- 
ready had the delay in the House. They 
could have passed the package the Sen- 
ate passed in a transparent process 
that had the Appropriations Com- 
mittee—on both sides—scrubbing the 
bill. It was brought before the Senate 
in a fashion in which we like to see the 
Senate work. I believe there were 25- 
some-odd amendments that were con- 
sidered, a full vetting of the legisla- 
tion, and there was a strong bipartisan 
vote at the end of that process. It was 
then sent to the House, and unfortu- 
nately it languished and died at the 
end of the last Congress. 

Now the House has acted in a dif- 
ferent fashion. So I am happy at this 
point to accept the House’s version— 
even though I do believe the Senate 
version is superior in a variety of 
ways—so it can be sent to the Presi- 
dent. Getting relief to the citizens in 
the Northeast is critically important. 

I look at the package the House has, 
and I say to myself that $50.7 billion in 
resources, in addition to the flood in- 
surance package that has already 
passed, will allow our residents and 
small businesses that have been wait- 
ing so long to recover and begin to re- 
build. Finally, it will show them that 
they have a strong partner in the Fed- 
eral Government and that someone is 
there for them, as we have been when- 
ever and wherever disaster has struck 
our fellow Americans throughout this 
Nation. 

Obviously, I would have preferred the 
Senate bill, which was stronger, but we 
cannot let the perfect be the enemy of 
the good. We need to get assistance to 
the victims of Sandy as quickly as pos- 
sible. This is a vehicle that gets us to 
that goal. 

While the House bill significantly re- 
duces assistance in a couple of areas— 
including fishery disasters and commu- 
nity development funding, which I 
think in that respect may stump the 
recovery of an important industry 
along our coast and could potentially 
siphon off billions in CDBG funding 
that is badly needed right now in New 
York and New Jersey by amplifying 
what disasters are eligible for it—I am 
pleased to say we protected the overall 
amendment of the CDBG funding from 
the Senate bill, which is about $16 bil- 
lion. 

While it is not everything we needed 
since it will now be spread even thinner 
across even more disasters, we can cer- 
tainly help as many communities re- 
build and recover as we can because 
time is of the essence. There is a fierce 
urgency right now. There are many 
business owners whom I have spoken to 
who said to me: Senator, I am at a crit- 
ical juncture. I don’t know whether I 
can reopen. If the government is not 
going to give me assistance, then I 
likely won’t open because adding more 
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debt, even in terms of a long-term, low- 
interest loan, is still debt. They say: I 
took out debt to start this business or: 
I took out debt to get through the 
great recession, but I don’t really have 
the option to take out more debt with- 
out some direct assistance, such as a 
grant. A grant would give the help I 
need to jump-start my business so I 
can get those individuals I had em- 
ployed reemployed once again and cre- 
ate an opportunity for our community. 

That decision right now for those 
businesses, which are life-and-death de- 
cisions, is pending and hanging by the 
will of the Senate to act. 

I am also pleased that the package 
the House passed recognizes what I 
have been saying all along—that fund- 
ing the Army Corps of Engineers’ ef- 
forts is critical to rebuilding coastal 
communities, particularly New Jer- 
sey’s weakened coastal defenses. We 
are at the lowest of our immune sys- 
tem as a coastal State, and we already 
see the biting cold. It is cold through- 
out the Capitol today, which shows 
how cold it is outside. Think about 
those residents who are fellow Ameri- 
cans and don’t have a place to call 
home because they don’t have the 
wherewithal to get their home back in 
a way in which they can once again be 
able to live there, raise their families 
there, and meet their challenges as a 
family in a warm nurturing environ- 
ment. That does not exist for many of 
our fellow Americans because they 
don’t have the wherewithal to decide 
whether they are going to get the type 
of assistance to help them rebuild their 
homes. All of that is pending. 

Part of that is the Army Corps of En- 
gineers’ ability to reengineer our 
beaches in a way that ultimately pro- 
vides not only for the potential of tour- 
ism, which is a $37 billion industry in 
our State, but even more importantly 
for the protection of lives, property, 
and protection against repetitive 
losses. That is what is going to happen 
when we get this money to the Army 
Corps of Engineers so they can rebuild 
our coastal defenses. This package 
would give Jersey Shore residents and 
businesses the comfort of knowing they 
would be better protected in the future 
than they have been in the past. 

It also includes $13 billion in critical 
funding I sought to help to restore our 
transportation systems. For example, 
it would allow New Jersey Transit to 
repair extensive damage from the 
storm and allow the agency to build fa- 
cilities on higher ground to prevent fu- 
ture flood damage, which is a common- 
sense option. When we think about fis- 
cal responsibility, why would we re- 
build only to the very same status that 
was allowed to be flooded in the first 
place and caused all of the damage the 
government would pay for? The pas- 
sage of this potential package from the 
House would allow the port authority 
to finish repairing the PATH station 
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and harden electrical equipment to 
prevent future damages. 

If we could get an agreement, the 
package that would come to the floor 
would include necessary policy reforms 
that I have supported that will stream- 
line recovery efforts and improve 
FEMA’s public assistance programs, 
which is critical to a successful recov- 
ery. These reforms would allow us to 
rebuild what is in place even stronger 
and better before there is another 
storm. Again, this is important in 
terms of the end results. It is impor- 
tant in terms of the fiscal responsi- 
bility to ensure we rebuild in such a 
way that we don’t end up with repet- 
itive damage, which would be more 
costly to the government. 

It would allow a third-party dispute 
resolution process for major projects. 
Some of the history we have, particu- 
larly with Katrina from Senator LAN- 
DRIEU’s experience, is the reality of not 
having a dispute resolution process, 
which ultimately forestalled recoveries 
and critical projects to that State and 
in those communities. Also, coverage 
for childcare costs related to disaster 
recovery through FEMA individual as- 
sistance is a critical element. 

Without going through all of the pro- 
visions of the House bill, let me just 
say we need to pass this relief package. 
People are suffering. They are des- 
perately waiting for certainty so they 
can start rebuilding their lives, their 
businesses and communities. They are 
trying to get back on their feet. They 
need this aid even if it is late and even 
if it is ultimately longer than other 
disasters have had to wait. As I pointed 
out in the past, I think it was 10 days 
or so when $50 billion flowed to Katrina 
victims. We are nearly 3 months since 
the worst disaster on the east coast in 
terms of a natural disaster that has 
taken place. 

The people of the Northeast, the peo- 
ple of my State of New Jersey and our 
neighbors in New York desperately 
need this funding, and it is time to help 
these fellow Americans. It is time to do 
it now. It is time to do it this week. It 
is going to take time for this recovery 
to take place. The longer we delay, the 
greater the chance of failure we, in 
fact, create. I think we want success, 
not failure. I think we want to under- 
stand, as an institution, as I have said 
many times, that this is the United 
States of America. That means we re- 
spond to the challenges and the disas- 
ters that take place in other parts of 
the country. We do it, hopefully, more 
expeditiously than this, and at the 
same time we stand by our fellow 
Americans so they can reclaim their 
lives, reclaim their commitments to 
their communities, reclaim the oppor- 
tunity to reopen their businesses, to 
contribute to those communities, to 
our State, to this Nation, to our soci- 
ety. 

So I strongly urge our colleagues who 
have some reticence to agree to mov- 
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ing forward on a Sandy bill to come to 
common ground with us, to come to 
agreement to move this relief package. 
No American should have to languish 
months after a disaster to get help. 
That should not be the standard. The 
hallmark of our response should be an 
intelligent but expeditious response to 
the consequences of a disaster that any 
American faces. That is our tradition. 
It is a tradition we should maintain. It 
is a tradition that, unfortunately, in 
this particular instance has not been a 
reality. It is a tradition that I hope we 
can ultimately embrace once again 
this week in finally pushing through a 
Sandy package that can move to the 
President for signature and bring relief 
to our communities. 
With that, I yield the floor. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


TRIBUTE TO KEN SQUIER 


e Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to celebrate Ken Squier, of 
Stowe, VT, for his historic contribu- 
tion to motor sports and to broad- 
casting, and for his deep and abiding 
commitment to the people of Vermont. 
On November 29, 2012, NASCAR pre- 
sented Ken with the prestigious Buddy 
Shuman Award, given to “an indi- 
vidual who has played a key role in the 
continued growth and success of Cup 
racing.” 

Most Americans know Ken Squier as 
the “Voice of the Daytona 500.” In 1979, 
Squier convinced CBS Sports to broad- 
cast the Daytona 500 in its entirety. 
This event was a seminal moment for 
stock car racing in the United States, 
later described by ESPN as ‘‘NASCAR’s 
most revolutionary event,’ the one 
that convinced the national networks 
that NASCAR had a very wide fol- 
lowing around the country. 

When he was 14 years old, Ken Squier 
announced his first race at a small dirt 
track in northern Vermont—from the 
back of a logging truck. 

In 1960, he opened Thunder Road 
SpeedBowl, a quarter-mile racetrack in 
Barre, VT. In summer, the track has 
hosted stock car races every Thursday 
night for the last 50 years. These 
events have become fixtures in the cul- 
ture of northern Vermont. 

As NASCAR developed a national fol- 
lowing, Ken Squier became one of its 
most celebrated personalities. He pio- 
neered the use of in-car cameras during 
broadcasts, putting viewers right next 
to the driver during the race. Ken’s 
voice became inseparable from the 
sport, providing turn-by-turn coverage 
of all CBS-broadcast races for almost 
two decades. This included the sport’s 
most prestigious event, the Daytona 
500. 

Ken Squier is not at all defined solely 
by his importance to racing. He has 
deep roots in northern Vermont. In 
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1969, he became president of Radio 
Vermont, Inc., a family business that 
is one of the only independent, family- 
run radio companies left in the United 
States. Radio Vermont’s stations pro- 
vide a variety of music, sports, and 
news; in particular, they focus on local 
events, the happenings that bind com- 
munities together and give them iden- 
tity. Over the years, Ken has staunchly 
opposed corporate consolidation of the 
media because he believes, strongly, 
that radio stations should serve the 
community and provide vital conduits 
for local information. He has practiced 
what he preaches. 

Radio Vermont’s immense value to 
the communities it served was proven 
during the aftermath of Tropical 
Storm Irene in August 2011. Irene was 
the most destructive storm to hit 
Vermont in decades. Torrential rains 
and Vermont’s mountainous terrain 
brought flooding on a vast scale, wip- 
ing out houses, businesses, and historic 
downtowns. Roads and bridges were 
washed away, cutting dozens of towns 
around Vermont off from the outside 
world. Ken and his staff, Eric Michaels, 
Lee Kittell, Tom Beardsley, meteorolo- 
gist Roger Hill, and others kept the 
station on the air 24 hours a day in the 
weeks after the storm to ensure vital 
emergency information reached 
Vermonters in towns that had been cut 
off. With the State of Vermont’s emer- 
gency communications equipment 
washed away, Radio Vermont proved 
that local radio stations are fundamen- 
tally important to their communities. 

Ken Squier has helped change sports 
in America, but even more signifi- 
cantly, he has been a true exemplar of 
a good citizen. Vermont is, and will re- 
main, deeply in his debt.e 


EE 


REMEMBERING CATHERINE 
O’NEILL 


e Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, today I 
ask my colleagues to join me in hon- 
oring Catherine O’Neill, the great ad- 
vocate for refugee women and children 
who died in Los Angeles last month at 
age 70. Cathy was my friend and neigh- 
bor, and I will miss her. 

Catherine was born in 1942 in Queens, 
NY, the daughter of Irish immigrants 
Patrick and Bridget Vesey. After grad- 
uating from St. Joseph’s College in 
Brooklyn and teaching as a Catholic 
missionary in Texas, she earned mas- 
ter’s degrees in social work from How- 
ard University and in international af- 
fairs from Columbia. 

Cathy had an extraordinary career as 
a social worker, writer, editorial direc- 
tor, businesswoman, and director of the 
UN Information Center in Washington, 
DC. She was also active in political 
life, twice running for office in Cali- 
fornia and serving as finance director 
for Governor Jerry Brown’s 1976 presi- 
dential campaign, but she is best 
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known for her groundbreaking and he- 
roic efforts to help refugee women and 
children. 

In 1989, after visiting refugee camps 
around the world as a board member of 
the humanitarian International Rescue 
Committee, Cathy became a founder of 
the Women’s Commission for Refugee 
Women and Children, now Women’s 
Refugee Commission. 

As the Commission’s board chair, 
Cathy traveled the world to listen to 
refugee women and children and learn 
about their most pressing needs. She 
attracted prominent women journal- 
ists, academics, and philanthropists to 
the Commission and became a leading 
advocate for refugee issues on Capitol 
Hill, at the UN, and in the media. 
Under her leadership, the Women’s Ref- 
ugee Commission has shaped policies 
and practices in the U.S. and around 
the world to address the needs of 
women and children displaced by war, 
persecution, and natural disasters. 

On behalf of the people of California, 
I send my gratitude and condolences to 
Cathy’s husband, Richard Reeves, her 
daughter Fiona Reeves, sons Colin and 
Conor O’Neill, Jeffrey Reeves, her 
grandchildren, and her sister Mary Ann 
Garvey. Catherine O’Neill was an 
amazing person who made our world a 
better and more compassionate place, 
and we will miss her dearly.e 


Sa 


REMEMBERING FRANCIS JOSEPH 
CHASE 


e Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
pay tribute to a proud veteran, a com- 
mitted Marylander, a great American, 
and my good friend, Francis Joseph 
“Frank” Chase. Frank passed away on 
December 11, 2012 in his Columbia, MD 
home after a brief illness. He leaves be- 
hind his beloved family: his wife of 50 
years, Carole, a daughter Amy, and a 
granddaughter Grace. 

Frank loved his country dearly, and 
he showed it through years of public 
service, which began in 1955, when he 
entered the Army for 3 years. Frank 
then joined the civil service, beginning 
at the Social Security Administration 
and later moving to the Health Care 
Financing Administration, both in Bal- 
timore. When he retired in January 
1993, Frank left government service 
with far more than his Federal pension. 
For at SSA and HCFA, he had honed 
expertise that would for many years 
guide him to continue, as a volunteer, 
to improve the lives of retirees, persons 
with disabilities, and others. 

A man of boundless energy, Frank 
was a valued confidant and a member 
of my health advisory group for the 
past 20 years. With nearly perfect at- 
tendance at meetings and conference 
calls, he could always be counted on for 
a warm greeting, sage advice, and wis- 
dom born of compassion and clear- 
sightedness. 

A graduate of Dartmouth College, 
Frank maintained strong ties with his 
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alma mater, serving terms as president 
of the Dartmouth Alumni Association 
and president of the Dartmouth Club of 
Maryland. He also served his commu- 
nity through volunteer work at Com- 
mon Cause of Maryland, United Seniors 
of Maryland, and the National Associa- 
tion of Retired Federal Employees. 

Through his involvement in Mary- 
land politics, Frank fought tirelessly 
for fair election practices, propelled by 
the belief that, regardless of their 
views, all Marylanders deserved to 
have their voices heard. Through my 
many conversations with him over the 
years, I discovered a man who loved de- 
mocracy and justice, and who felt com- 
pelled to live his life in service to these 
causes. 

In closing, when I think of Frank, I 
am reminded of the words of Robert 
Frost in “Stopping by Woods on a 
Snowy Evening”: 

The woods are lovely, dark and deep. 
But I have promises to keep, 

And miles to go before I sleep, 

And miles to go before I sleep. 

Frank could have led a comfortable, 
quiet life after retirement, but he 
chose instead to keep going for many 
more miles, working for the causes he 
believed in deeply and the Nation he 
loved. Like all who were privileged to 
know him, I will miss my dear friend 
Frank Chase, and I ask you to join me 
in celebrating his life.e 


EE 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


Ea 


MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 


At 11:48 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bill, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 307. An act to reauthorize certain pro- 
grams under the Public Health Service Act 
and the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act with respect to public health security 
and all-hazards preparedness and response, 
and for other purposes. 


At 4:20 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that pursuant to sections 5580 
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and 5581 of the revised statutes (20 
U.S.C. 42-48), and the order of the 
House of January 3, 2013, the Speaker 
appoints the following Members of the 
House of Representatives to the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion: Mr. JOHNSON of Texas and Mr. 
COLE of Oklahoma. 


e 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bill was read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 307. An act to reauthorize certain pro- 
grams under the Public Health Service Act 
and the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act with respect to public health security 
and all-hazards preparedness and response, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 


EES 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bills were read the first 
time: 

S. 81. A bill to provide guidance and prior- 
ities for Federal Government obligations in 
the event that the debt limit is reached. 

S. 82. A bill to provide that any executive 
action infringing on the Second Amendment 
has no force or effect, and to prohibit the use 
of funds for certain purposes. 

S. 83. A bill to provide for continuing oper- 
ations of Government in a fiscally respon- 
sible manner. 

S. 124. A bill to provide that Members of 
Congress may not receive pay after October 
1 of any fiscal year in which Congress has 
not approved a concurrent resolution on the 
budget and passed the regular appropriations 
bills. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The folowing communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC-70. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval, Disapproval and Promulga- 
tion of State Implementation Plans; State of 
Utah; Regional Haze Rule Requirements for 
Mandatory Class I Areas Under 40 CFR 51.309; 
Correction” (FRL No. 9771-9) received during 
recess of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 18, 2013; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-71. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Determination of Attainment for the 
San Francisco Bay Area Nonattainment 
Area for the 2006 Fine Particle Standard; 
California; Determination Regarding Appli- 
cability of Clean Air Act Requirements” 
(FRL No. 9766-7) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 3, 2013; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-72. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Determination of Attainment for the 


January 23, 2013 


Nogales Nonattainment Area for the 2006 
Fine Particle Standard; Arizona; Determina- 
tion Regarding Applicability of Clean Air 
Act Requirements” (FRL No. 9766-8) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 8, 2013; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 

EC-73. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Revisions to the California State Im- 
plementation Plan, San Diego APCD, North- 
ern Sierra AQMD, and Sacramento Metro- 
politan AQMD” (FRL No. 9732-9) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 3, 2013; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-74. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval of the Clean Air Act, Sec- 
tion 112(1), Authority for Hazardous Air Pol- 
lutants: Asbestos Management and Control; 
State of New Hampshire Department of En- 
vironmental Services’? (FRL No. 9697-2) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 3, 2013; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-75. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans and Designation of Areas 
for Air Quality Planning Purposes; State of 
Nevada; Redesignation of Clark County to 
Attainment for the 1997 8-Hour Ozone Stand- 
ard” (FRL No. 9766-9) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 3, 
2013; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-76. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Determination of Attainment for the 
Yuba City-Marysville Nonattainment Area 
for the 2006 Fine Particle Standard; Cali- 
fornia; Determination Regarding Applica- 
bility of Clean Air Act Requirements” (FRL 
No. 9768-2) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 3, 2013; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-77. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Interim Final Determination to Stay 
Sanctions, Imperial County Air Pollution 
Control District” (FRL No. 9766-4) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 8, 2013; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 

EC-78. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Finding of Substantial Inadequacy of 
Implementation Plan; Call for California 
State Implementation Plan Revision; South 
Coast” (FRL No. 9767-8) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 3, 2013; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-79. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘“‘Commercial and Industrial Solid 
Waste Incineration Units: Reconsideration 
and Final Amendments; Non-Hazardous Sec- 
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ondary Materials That Are Solid Waste: 
Final Rule” (FRL No. 9764-1) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 3, 2013; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-80. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘National Emission Standards for Haz- 
ardous Air Pollutants for the Portland Ce- 
ment Manufacturing Industry and Standards 
of Performance for Portland Cement Plants” 
(FRL No. 9758-6) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 3, 2013; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-81. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘National Emission Standards for Haz- 
ardous Air Pollutants for Area Sources: In- 
dustrial, Commercial, and Institutional Boil- 
ers’? (FRL No. 9698-5) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 3, 
2013; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-82. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘Revisions to the California State Im- 
plementation Plan, Placer County Air Pollu- 
tion Control District”? (FRL No. 9760-4) re- 
ceived during recess of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 18, 2013; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-83. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans; State of Missouri; Control 
of Sulfur Emissions from Stationary Boil- 
ers” (FRL No. 9772-6) received during recess 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 18, 2013; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-84. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Revisions to the California State Im- 
plementation Plan, South Coast Air Quality 
Management District’? (FRL No. 9755-9) re- 
ceived during recess of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 18, 2013; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-85. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans and Designation of Areas 
for Air Quality Purposes; Alabama; Redesig- 
nation of the Birmingham 2006 24-Hour Fine 
Particulate Matter Nonattainment Area to 
Attainment” (FRL No. 9771-2) received dur- 
ing recess of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 18, 2013; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-86. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Massachu- 
setts and New Hampshire; Enhanced Motor 
Vehicle Inspection and Maintenance Pro- 
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gram’’ (FRL No. 9754-6) received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 18, 2013; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-87. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans and Designation of Areas 
for Air Quality Planning Purposes; Alabama; 
Redesignation of the Birmingham 1997 An- 
nual Fine Particulate Matter Nonattainment 
Area to Attainment’? (FRL No. 9771-1) re- 
ceived during recess of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 18, 2018; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-88. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Labeling of Pesticide Products and 
Devices for Export; Clarification of Require- 
ments” (FRL No. 9360-8) received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 18, 2013; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-89. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘National Emission Standards for Haz- 
ardous Air Pollutants for Reciprocating In- 
ternal Combustion Engines; New Source Per- 
formance Standards for Stationary Internal 
Combustion Engines’? (RIN2060-AQ58) re- 
ceived during recess of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 18, 2018; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-90. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘National Oil and Hazardous Sub- 
stances Pollution Contingency Plan; Revi- 
sion to Increase Public Availability of the 
Administrative Record File” (FRL No. 9772- 
9) received during recess of the Senate in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 18, 2018; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-91. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; New Mexico; 
Infrastructure and Interstate Transport Re- 
quirements for 2006 PM2.5NAAQS” (FRL No. 
9770-9) received during recess of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 10, 2013; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 

EC-92. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; West Vir- 
ginia; Requirements for Determining Gen- 
eral Conformity of Federal Actions to Appli- 
cable State Implementation Plans’? (FRL 
No. 9770-4) received during recess of the Sen- 
ate in the Office of the President of the Sen- 
ate on January 10, 2013; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-93. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
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Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland; 
Reasonably Available Control Technology 
Requirements for Volatile Organic Com- 
pounds” (FRL No. 9770-6) received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 10, 2013; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-94. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Findings of Failure to Submit a Com- 
plete State Implementation Plan for Section 
110(a) Pertaining to the 2008 Ozone National 
Ambient Air Quality Standard’ (FRL No. 
9769-4) received during recess of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 10, 2013; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 

EC-95. A communication from the Director 
of the Regulatory Management Division, En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans; New Mexico; Revisions to 
the New Source Review (NSR) State Imple- 
mentation Plan (SIP); Prevention of Signifi- 
cant Deterioration (PSD) and Nonattain- 
ment New Source Review (NNSR) Permit- 
ting’ (FRL No. 9770-8) received during recess 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 10, 2013; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-96. A communication from the Director 
of Congressional Affairs, Office of Enforce- 
ment, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Dispositioning Boiling 
Water Reactor Licensee Noncompliance with 
Technical Specification Containment Re- 
quirements During Operations with a Poten- 
tial for Draining the Reactor Vessel’? (EGM 
11-003, Rev 1) received during recess of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 17, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-97. A communication from the Director 
of Congressional Affairs, Office of Enforce- 
ment, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Dispositioning Violations of 
NRC Requirements Implementing the 
Decommisioning Planning Rule” (EGM 12- 
002) received during recess of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 17, 2013; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-98. A communication from the Director 
of Congressional Affairs, Office of Enforce- 
ment, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Determining the Technical 
Adequacy of Probabilistic Risk Assessment 
for RISK-INFORMED LICENSE Amendment 
Requests After Initial Fuel Load (ADAMS) 
Accession No. ML12193A107”’ (Updating SRP 
NUREG-—0800 Guidance to Chapter 19.1 Rev. 3) 
received during recess of the Senate in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 14, 2018; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-99. A communication from the Director 
of Congressional Affairs, Office of Enforce- 
ment, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Guidance for Performing a 
Tsunami, Surge, or Seiche Hazard Assess- 
ment” (JLD-ISG—2012006) received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 17, 2013; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 
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EC-100. A communication from the Admin- 
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port entitled ‘‘Fiscal Year 2011 Superfund 
Five-Year Review Report to Congress’’; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-101. A communication from the Con- 
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Golden 
Nematode; Removal of Regulated Areas in 
Livingston and Steuben Counties, NY” 
(Docket No. APHIS-2012-0079) received dur- 
ing recess of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 18, 2013; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC-102. A communication from the Con- 
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Traceability for Livestock Moving Inter- 
state”? (C(RIN0579-AD24) (Docket No. APHIS- 
2009-0091)) received during recess of the Sen- 
ate in the Office of the President of the Sen- 
ate on January 18, 2013; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC-103. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Review Group, Farm 
Service Agency, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Microloan Operating Loans” 
(RIN0560—AI17) received during recess of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 17, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 

EC-104. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Epoxy Polymer; Exemption from the 
Requirement of a Tolerance” (FRL No. 9369- 
7) received during recess of the Senate in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 18, 2013; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC-105. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Spiromesifen; Pesticide Tolerances” 
(FRL No. 9874-8) received during recess of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on January 10, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 

EC-106. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Defense Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion Supplement; New Qualifying Country— 
Poland” ((RIN0750-AH82) (DFARS Case 2011- 
D049)) received during recess of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 15, 2013; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC-107. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Army, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to the U.S. Army 
Audit Agency’s review of an audit of the 
American National Red Cross’s Annual 
Statement; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC-108. A communication from the Acting 
Principal Deputy, Office of the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense (Reserve Affairs), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel- 
ative to a proposed change by the Air Force 
Reserve to the Fiscal Year 2011 National 
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Guard and Reserve Equipment Appropriation 
(NGREA) procurement; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC-109. A communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the continuation of the national emergency 
that was declared in Executive Order 12947 
with respect to terrorists who threaten to 
disrupt the Middle East peace process; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-110. A communication from the Senior 
Counsel for Regulatory Affairs, Department 
of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Deter- 
mination of Foreign Exchange Swaps and 
Foreign Exchange Forwards Under the Com- 
modity Exchange Act’’ received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 7, 2013; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-111. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled “Final Flood Elevation Deter- 
minations”’ ((44 CFR Part 67) (Docket No. 
FEM A-2012-0003)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 38, 
2013; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-112. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Securities and Exchange Com- 
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Lost Security 
Holders and Unresponsive Payees’’ (RIN38235— 
AL11) received during recess of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 17, 2013; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1138. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Re- 
moval of Persons From the Entity List 
Based on Removal Request; Implementation 
of Entity List Annual Review Changes; and 
Implementation of Modifications and Correc- 
tions to the Entity List” (RIN0694-AF82) re- 
ceived during recess of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 10, 2013; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-114. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ments to Existing Validated End User Au- 
thorizations: Advanced Micro Devices China, 
Inc., Lam Research Corporation, SK hynix 
Semiconductor (China) Ltd., and SK hynix 
Semiconductor (Wuxi) Ltd. in the People’s 
Republic of China; Clarification of Scope of 
Entries in Supplement No. 7 to Part 748 of 
the EAR” (RIN0694-AF84) received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 10, 2013; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-115. A communication from the Chair- 
man and President of the Export-Import 
Bank, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to a transaction involving U.S. 
exports to Chile; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-116. A communication from the Chair- 
man and President of the Export-Import 
Bank, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to a transaction involving U.S. 
exports to South Korea; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 
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EC-117. A communication from the Acting 
Secretary of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the Annual Report for fiscal year 
2012 of the Commerce Department’s Bureau 
of Industry and Security (BIS); to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-118. A communication from the Acting 
Secretary of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the Department of Commerce’s 
2013 Report of Foreign Policy-Based Export 
Controls; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-119. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revisions to 
Electric Reliability Organization Definition 
of Bulk Electric System and Rules of Proce- 
dure” (RIN1902-AD51) received during recess 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 10, 2013; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-120. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Regional Reli- 
ability Standard PRC—006-SERC-01—Auto- 
matic Underfrequency Load Shedding Re- 
quirements” (RIN1902-AE53) received during 
recess of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 17, 2013; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-121. A communication from the Inspec- 
tor General, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Review of Medicare 
Contractor Information Security Program 
Evaluations for Fiscal Year 2010’; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC-122. A communication from the Inspec- 
tor General, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Limited Supplier So- 
licitation of Prescribing Physicians Under 
Medicare DMEPOS Competitive Bidding Pro- 
gram”; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-123. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Announcement of 
the Results of the 2011-2012 Allocation Round 
of the Qualifying Advance Coal Project Pro- 
gram” (Announcement 2013-2) received dur- 
ing recess of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 10, 2013; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-124. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘2013 Cost-of-Living 
Adjustments to Certain Tax Items” (Rev. 
Proc. 2018-15) received during recess of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 15, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

EC-125. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Patel v. Commis- 
sioner” (AOD 2012-05) received during recess 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 16, 2013; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC-126. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Update of Weighted 
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Average Interest Rates, Yield Curves, and 
Segment Rates” (Notice 2013-2) received dur- 
ing recess of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 16, 2013; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-127. A communication from the Execu- 
tive Secretary, U.S. Agency for Inter- 
national Development (USAID), transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to a 
vacancy in the position of Assistant Admin- 
istrator, Bureau for Legislative and Public 
Affairs, U.S. Agency for International Devel- 
opment (USAID), received during recess of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on January 10, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-128. A communication from the Acting 
Secretary of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report relative to the export to 
the People’s Republic of China of an item not 
detrimental to the U.S. space launch indus- 
try; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-129. A communication from the Acting 
Secretary of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report relative to the export to 
the People’s Republic of China of an item not 
detrimental to the U.S. space launch indus- 
try; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-130. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, certification of 
proposed issuance of an export license pursu- 
ant to section 36(c) of the Arms Export Con- 
trol Act (Transmittal No. DDTC 12-188); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-131. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, certification of 
proposed issuance of an export license pursu- 
ant to section 36(c) of the Arms Export Con- 
trol Act (Transmittal No. DDTC 12-089); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-132. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state- 
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2013-0000—2013-0006); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-133. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Citizenship 
and Immigration Services, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Provi- 
sional Unlawful Presence Waivers of Inad- 
missibility for Certain Immediate Relatives” 
(RIN1615-AB99) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 4, 2013; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC-134. A communication from the Clerk 
of Court, United States Court of Federal 
Claims, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Court’s annual report for the year ended Sep- 
tember 30, 2012; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

EC-135. A communication from the Federal 
Liaison Officer, Patent and Trademark Of- 
fice, Department of Commerce, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Setting and Adjusting Patent Fees” 
(RIN0651—AC54) received during recess of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 15, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


a 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 
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By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 64. A bill to prohibit authorized commit- 
tees and leadership PAC’s from employing 
the spouse or immediate family members of 
any candidate or Federal office holder con- 
nected to the committee; to the Committee 
on Rules and Administration. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself and Mrs. 
MCCASKILL): 

S. 65. A bill to repeal the provision of law 
that provides automatic pay adjustments for 
Members of Congress; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself and Mr. 
NELSON): 

S. 66. A bill to establish a pilot program to 
evaluate the cost-effectiveness and project 
delivery efficiency of non-Federal sponsors 
as the lead project delivery team for author- 
ized civil works flood control and navigation 
construction projects of the Corps of Engi- 
neers; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG: 

S. 67. A bill to amend the Safe Drinking 
Water Act and the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act to authorize the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
reduce or eliminate the risk of releases of 
hazardous chemicals from public water sys- 
tems and wastewater treatment works, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG: 

S. 68. A bill to enhance the security of 
chemical facilities and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVIN: 

S. 69. A bill for the relief of Anton Dodaj, 
Gjyljana Dodaj, Franc Dodaj, Kristjan Dodaj, 
and Kanto Macotaj; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVIN: 

S. 70. A bill for the relief of Marcos Anto- 
nio Sanchez-Diaz; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVIN: 

S. 71. A bill for the relief of Josephina 
Valera Lopez; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. LEVIN: 

S. 72. A bill for the relief of Luay Hadad; to 

the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LEVIN: 

S. 73. A bill for the relief of Miguel 
Santillan; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. LEVIN: 

S. 74. A bill for the relief of Momo Krcic; to 

the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LEVIN: 

S. 75. A bill for the relief of Ibrahim 

Parlak; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LEVIN: 

S. 76. A bill for the relief of Guy Yang, 
Genevieve Chong Foung, Caroline Yang, and 
Melanie Vang; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. FRANKEN (for himself and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 77. A bill to amend part D of title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to authorize the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services to 
negotiate for lower prices for Medicare pre- 
scription drugs; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mr. LEVIN: 

S. 78. A bill for the relief of Hussein Bazzi; 

to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LEVIN: 

S. 79. A bill for the relief of Al-Housseynou 

Ba; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. BEN- 
NET, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. BURR, and 
Mr. KIRK): 

S. 80. A bill to amend the DNA Analysis 
Backlog Elimination Act of 2000 to provide 
for Debbie Smith grants for auditing sexual 
assault evidence backlogs and to establish a 
Sexual Assault Forensic Evidence Reporting 
System, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAUL: 

S. 81. A bill to provide guidance and prior- 
ities for Federal Government obligations in 
the event that the debt limit is reached; read 
the first time. 

By Mr. PAUL: 

S. 82. A bill to provide that any executive 
action infringing on the Second Amendment 
has no force or effect, and to prohibit the use 
of funds for certain purposes; read the first 
time. 

By Mr. PAUL: 

S. 83. A bill to provide for continuing oper- 
ations of Government in a fiscally respon- 
sible manner; read the first time. 

By Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. Coons, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mrs. 
HAGAN, Mr. HARKIN, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. LEVIN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. MERKLEY, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
REED, Mr. SANDERS, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Ms. STABENOW, Mr. UDALL of New 
Mexico, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. HEIN- 
RICH, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. 
WYDEN, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. FRANKEN, 
and Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 84. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to provide more effec- 
tive remedies to victims of discrimination in 
the payment of wages on the basis of sex, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. COONS (for himself, Mr. WAR- 
NER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, and Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 85. A bill to provide incentives for 
States to invest in practices and technology 
that are designed to expedite voting at the 
polls and to simplify voter registration; to 
the Committee on Rules and Administration. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 86. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to expand the Coverdell edu- 
cation savings accounts to allow home 
school education expenses, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 87. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide a tax deduction for 
itemizers and nonitemizers for expenses re- 
lating to home schooling; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 88. A bill to amend the public charter 
school provisions of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 89. A bill to amend the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act to authorize hunting under cer- 
tain circumstances; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 90. A bill to amend title II of the Social 
Security Act to allow workers who attain 
age 65 after 1981 and before 1992 to choose ei- 
ther lump sum payments over four years to- 
taling $5,000 or an improved benefit computa- 
tion formula under a new 10-year rule gov- 
erning the transition to the changes in ben- 
efit computation rules enacted in the Social 
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Security Amendments of 1977, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 
By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 91. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to clarify eligibility for the 
child tax credit; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 92. A bill to require that the Govern- 
ment give priority to payment of all obliga- 
tions on the debt held by the public and pay- 
ment of Social Security benefits in the event 
that the debt limit is reached; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 93. A bill to provide tax relief with re- 
spect to the Hurricane Isaac disaster area; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 94. A bill to terminate the $1 presi- 
dential coin program; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 95. A bill to withhold United States con- 
tributions to the United Nations until the 
United Nations formally retracts the final 
report of the ‘‘United Nations Fact Finding 
Mission on the Gaza Conflict’’; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 96. A bill to authorize the use of certain 
offshore oil and gas platforms in the Gulf of 
Mexico for artificial reefs, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 97. A bill to amend title 44 of the United 
States Code, to provide for the suspension of 
fines under certain circumstances for first- 
time paperwork violations by small business 
concerns; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 98. A bill to ensure efficiency and fair- 
ness in the awarding of Federal contracts in 
connection with natural disaster reconstruc- 
tion efforts; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 99. A bill to provide for full and open 
competition for Federal contracts related to 
natural disaster reconstruction efforts; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 100. A bill to amend the Financial Sta- 
bility Act of 2010 to repeal certain designa- 
tion authority of the Financial Stability 
Oversight Council, to repeal the Payment, 
Clearing, and Settlement Supervision Act of 
2010, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 101. A bill to prohibit the provision of 
Federal funds to State and local govern- 
ments for payment of obligations, to pro- 
hibit the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System from financially assisting 
State and local governments, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 102. A bill to reduce the amount of fi- 
nancial assistance provided to the Govern- 
ment of Mexico in response to the illegal 
border crossings from Mexico into the United 
States, which serve to dissipate the political 
discontent with the higher unemployment 
rate within Mexico; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Ms. 
MIKULSKI): 

S. 103. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 

the Interior to conduct a special resource 
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study of P.S. 103 in West Baltimore, Mary- 
land, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 104. A bill to provide for congressional 
approval of national monuments and restric- 
tions on the use of national monuments; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 105. A bill to direct the General Ac- 
countability Office to conduct a full audit of 
hurricane protection funding and cost esti- 
mates associated with post-Katrina hurri- 
cane protection; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 106. A bill to provide for the establish- 
ment, on-going validation, and use of an offi- 
cial set of data on the historical temperature 
record, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 107. A bill to prohibit the regulation of 
carbon dioxide emissions in the United 
States until China, India, and Russia imple- 
ment similar reductions; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 108. A bill to amend part B of the Indi- 
viduals with Disabilities Education Act to 
provide full Federal funding of such part; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. BURR, Mr. COBURN, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. ROBERTS, 
and Mr. WICKER): 

S. 109. A bill to preserve open competition 
and Federal Government neutrality towards 
the labor relations of Federal Government 
contractors on Federal and federally funded 
construction projects; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 110. A bill to establish a procedure to 
safeguard the Social Security Trust Funds; 
to the Committee on the Budget. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 111. A bill to require all public school 
employees and those employed in connection 
with a public school to receive FBI back- 
ground checks prior to being hired, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Ms. 
CANTWELL): 

S. 112. A bill to expand the Alpine Lakes 
Wilderness in the State of Washington, to 
designate the Middle Fork Snoqualmie River 
and Pratt River as wild and scenic rivers, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. HAR- 
KIN, and Mr. FRANKEN): 

S. 113. A bill to amend the Truth in Lend- 
ing Act and the Higher Education Act of 1965 
to require certain creditors to obtain certifi- 
cations from institutions of higher edu- 
cation, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. HAR- 
KIN, Mr. REED, and Ms. WARREN): 

S. 114. A bill to amend title 11, United 
States Code, with respect to certain excep- 
tions to discharge in bankruptcy; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASEY: 

S. 115. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide a credit for in- 
creasing payroll; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 
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By Mr. REED (for himself, Ms. MUR- 
KOWSKI, Mr. DURBIN, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. 
UDALL of New Mexico, Mrs. MURRAY, 
Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mr. Coons, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. STA- 
BENOW, and Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 116. A bill to revise and extend provi- 
sions under the Garrett Lee Smith Memorial 
Act; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
BEGICH, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. JOHNSON of 
South Dakota, Mr. SANDERS, and 
Mrs. SHAHEEN): 

S. 117. A bill to amend part D of title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to require the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services to 
negotiate covered part D drug prices on be- 
half of Medicare beneficiaries; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. COBURN (for himself and Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado): 

S. 118. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to prohibit the use of pub- 
lic funds for political party conventions; to 
the Committee on Rules and Administration. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 119. A bill to prohibit the application of 
certain restrictive eligibility requirements 
to foreign nongovernmental organizations 
with respect to the provision of assistance 
under part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Ms. 
LANDRIEU): 

S. 120. A bill to expand the number of 
scholarships available to Pakistani women 
under the Merit and Needs-Based Scholar- 
ship Program; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 121. A bill to establish the United States 
Advisory Council on Human Trafficking to 
review Federal Government policy on human 
trafficking; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself, Mr. 
BURR, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. COBURN, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. MORAN, and Mr. CRUZ): 

S. 122. A bill to promote freedom, fairness, 
and economic opportunity by repealing the 
income tax and other taxes, abolishing the 
Internal Revenue Service, and enacting a na- 
tional sales tax to be administered primarily 
by the States; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, Mrs. 
BOXER, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
BEGICH, and Mr. Coons): 

S. 128. A bill to modernize voter registra- 
tion, promote access to voting for individ- 
uals with disabilities, protect the ability of 
individuals to exercise the right to vote in 
elections for Federal office, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Rules and Ad- 
ministration. 


By Mr. HELLER (for himself, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. ALEXANDER, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. BURR, 


Mr. COBURN, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. COR- 
NYN, Mr. ENZI, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. 
CORKER, Mr. FLAKE, and Mr. VITTER): 
S. 124. A bill to provide that Members of 
Congress may not receive pay after October 
1 of any fiscal year in which Congress has 
not approved a concurrent resolution on the 
budget and passed the regular appropriations 
bills; read the first time. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. PAUL, 
Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. COBURN, Mr. LEE, 
Mr. RUBIO, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. TOOMEY, 

and Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin): 
S.J. Res. 2. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relative to limiting the num- 
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ber of terms that a Member of Congress may 
serve; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. VIT- 
TER): 

S.J. Res. 3. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relative to limiting the num- 
ber of terms that a Member of Congress may 
serve to 3 in the House of Representatives 
and 2 in the Senate; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself and Mr. 
PAUL): 

S.J. Res. 4. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to United States citi- 
zenship; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


—— 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. ROBERTS (for himself, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Wisconsin, and Mr. CORNYN): 

S. Res. 8. A resolution expressing the sense 
of the Senate that Congress holds the sole 
authority to borrow money on the credit of 
the United States and shall not cede this 
power to the President; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CARPER, 
Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mrs. MURRAY, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. Res. 9. A resolution designating January 
2013 as ‘‘National Mentoring Month’’; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. Res. 10. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate regarding the Govern- 
ment of Antigua and Barbuda and its actions 
relating to the Stanford Financial Group 
fraud; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. Res. 11. A resolution expressing support 
for prayer at school board meetings; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


s.4 

At the request of Mr. REID, the name 

of the Senator from Washington (Ms. 

CANTWELL) was added as a cosponsor of 

S. 4, a bill to create jobs and strength- 

en our economy by rebuilding our Na- 
tion’s infrastructure. 
S.5 

At the request of Mr. UDALL of Colo- 
rado, his name was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 5, a bill to reauthorize the Vi- 
olence Against Women Act of 1994. 

At the request of Mr. REID, the 
names of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL), the Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. HARKIN) and the Senator from Or- 
egon (Mr. WYDEN) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 5, supra. 

S. 6 

At the request of Mr. REID, the 
names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) and the Senator 
from West Virginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 6, a bill 
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to reauthorize the VOW to Hire Heroes 
Act of 2011, to provide assistance to 
small businesses owned by veterans, to 
improve enforcement of employment 
and reemployment rights of members 
of the uniformed services, and for other 
purposes. 
S.8 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
his name was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 8, a bill expressing the sense of the 
Senate on the need to enact legislation 
to eliminate wasteful tax loopholes. 
S. 10 
At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from Delaware (Mr. 
CARPER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
10, a bill to reauthorize agricultural 
programs through 2018. 
S. 21 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 21, 
a bill to secure the United States 
against cyber attack, to improve com- 
munication and collaboration between 
the private sector and the Federal Gov- 
ernment, to enhance American com- 
petitiveness and create jobs in the in- 
formation technology industry, and to 
protect the identities and sensitive in- 
formation of American citizens and 
businesses. 
S. 29 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. TOOMEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 29, a bill to amend title 
31, United States Code, to provide for 
automatic continuing resolutions. 
S. 32 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. MCCONNELL), the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. CHAMBLISS), the Senator 
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN) and the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
BURR) were added as cosponsors of S. 
32, a bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit taking minors 
across State lines in circumvention of 
laws requiring the involvement of par- 
ents in abortion decisions. 
S. 40 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI), the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi (Mr. COCHRAN), the Senator 
from Wyoming (Mr. ENZI) and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 40, a bill to 
restore Americans’ individual liberty 
by striking the Federal mandate to 
purchase insurance. 
S. 41 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 41, a bill to provide a per- 
manent deduction for State and local 
general sales taxes. 
S. 43 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. TOOMEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 43, a bill to require that 
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any debt limit increase be balanced by 
equal spending cuts of the next decade. 
S. 47 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mrs. HAGAN), the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE), the 
Senator from Montana (Mr. TESTER), 
the Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN- 
STEIN), the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED), the Senator from Min- 
nesota (Mr. FRANKEN), the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL), the Sen- 
ator from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN), the 
Senator from Alaska (Mr. BEGICH), the 
Senator from Maine (Mr. KING), the 
Senator from Oregon (Mr. WYDEN) and 
the Senator from Massachusetts (Ms. 
WARREN) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 47, a bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 
S. 51 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 51, a bill to reauthorize and 
amend the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation Establishment Act. 
S. RES. 4 
At the request of Mr. UDALL of New 
Mexico, the name of the Senator from 
Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Res. 4, a resolution to 
limit certain uses of the filibuster in 
the Senate to improve the legislative 
process. 
S. RES. 5 
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of 8S. 
Res. 5, a resolution amending the 
Standing Rules of the Senate to pro- 
vide for cloture to be invoked with less 
than a three-fifths majority after addi- 
tional debate. 
S. RES. 7 
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Hawaii 
(Mr. SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 7, a resolution to permit the 
Senate to avoid unnecessary delay and 
vote on matters for which floor debate 
has ceased. 


a 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. 
BENNET, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
BURR, AND MR. KIRK): 

S. 80. A bill to amend the DNA Anal- 
ysis Backlog Elimination Act of 2000 to 
provide for Debbie Smith grants for au- 
diting sexual assault evidence backlogs 
and to establish a Sexual Assault Fo- 
rensic Evidence Reporting System, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 
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S. 80 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Sexual As- 
sault Forensic Evidence Reporting Act of 
2013” or the “SAFER Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. DEBBIE SMITH GRANTS FOR AUDITING 
SEXUAL ASSAULT EVIDENCE BACK- 
LOGS. 

Section 2 of the DNA Analysis Backlog 
Elimination Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 14135) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraphs: 

“(7) To conduct an audit consistent with 
subsection (n) of the samples of sexual as- 
sault evidence that are in the possession of 
the State or unit of local government and 
are awaiting testing. 

““(8) To ensure that the collection and proc- 
essing of DNA evidence by law enforcement 
agencies from crimes, including sexual as- 
sault and other violent crimes against per- 
sons, is carried out in an appropriate and 
timely manner and in accordance with the 
protocols and practices developed under sub- 
section (0)(1).”’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

“(4) ALLOCATION OF GRANT AWARDS FOR AU- 
DITS.—For each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2017, not less than 5 percent, but not more 
than 7 percent, of the grant amounts distrib- 
uted under paragraph (1) shall, if sufficient 
applications to justify such amounts are re- 
ceived by the Attorney General, be awarded 
for purposes described in subsection (a)(7), 
provided that none of the funds required to 
be distributed under this paragraph shall de- 
crease or otherwise limit the availability of 
funds required to be awarded to States or 
units of local government under paragraph 
(3).”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘“(n) USE OF FUNDS FOR AUDITING SEXUAL 
ASSAULT EVIDENCE BACKLOGS.— 

“(1) EQLIGIBILITY.—The Attorney General 
may award a grant under this section to a 
State or unit of local government for the 
purpose described in subsection (a)(7) only if 
the State or unit of local government— 

“(A) submits a plan for performing the 
audit of samples described in such sub- 
section; and 

‘“(B) includes in such plan a good-faith es- 
timate of the number of such samples. 

‘“(2) GRANT CONDITIONS.—A State or unit of 
local government receiving a grant for the 
purpose described in subsection (a)(7)— 

“(A) may not enter into any contract or 
agreement with any non-governmental ven- 
dor laboratory to conduct an audit described 
in subsection (a)(7); and 

“(B) shall— 

“(i) not later than 1 year after receiving 
the grant, complete the audit referred to in 
paragraph (1)(A) in accordance with the plan 
submitted under such paragraph; 

“Gi) not later than 60 days after receiving 
possession of a sample of sexual assault evi- 
dence that was not in the possession of the 
State or unit of local government at the 
time of the initiation of an audit under para- 
graph (1)(A), subject to paragraph (4)(F), in- 
clude in any required reports under clause 
(v), the information listed under paragraph 
(4)(B); 

“(ii) for each sample of sexual assault evi- 
dence that is identified as awaiting testing 
as part of the audit referred to in paragraph 
()(A)\— 
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“(T) assign a unique numeric or alpha- 
numeric identifier to each sample of sexual 
assault evidence that is in the possession of 
the State or unit of local government and is 
awaiting testing; and 

“(ID identify the date or dates after which 
the State or unit of local government would 
be barred by any applicable statutes of limi- 
tations from prosecuting a perpetrator of the 
sexual assault to which the sample relates; 

““(iv) provide that— 

“(I) the chief law enforcement officer of 
the State or unit of local government, re- 
spectively, is the individual responsible for 
the compliance of the State or unit of local 
government, respectively, with the reporting 
requirements described in clause (v); or 

“(ID) the designee of such officer may ful- 
fill the responsibility described in subclause 
(I) so long as such designee is an employee of 
the State or unit of local government, re- 
spectively, and is not an employee of any 
governmental laboratory or non-govern- 
mental vendor laboratory; and 

“(v) comply with all grantee reporting re- 
quirements described in paragraph (4). 

‘(3) EXTENSION OF INITIAL DEADLINE.—The 
Attorney General may grant an extension of 
the deadline under paragraph (2)(B)(i) to a 
State or unit of local government that dem- 
onstrates that more time is required for 
compliance with such paragraph. 

‘(4) SEXUAL ASSAULT FORENSIC EVIDENCE 
REPORTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For not less than 12 
months after the completion of an initial 
count of sexual assault evidence that is 
awaiting testing during an audit referred to 
in paragraph (1)(A), a State or unit of local 
government that receives a grant award 
under subsection (a)(7) shall, not less than 
every 60 days, submit a report to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, on a form prescribed by the 
Attorney General, which shall contain the 
information required under subparagraph 
(B). 

‘(B) CONTENTS OF REPORTS.—A_ report 
under this paragraph shall contain the fol- 
lowing information— 

“(i) the name of the State or unit of local 
government filing the report; 

“(ii) the period of dates covered by the re- 
port; 

“(iii) the cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence that, at the 
end of the reporting period— 

‘“(T) are in the possession of the State or 
unit of local government at the reporting pe- 
riod; 

“(ID) are awaiting testing; and 

“(III) the State or unit of local government 
has determined should undergo DNA or other 
appropriate forensic analyses; 

“(iv) the cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence in the posses- 
sion of the State or unit of local government 
that, at the end of the reporting period, the 
State or unit of local government has deter- 
mined should not undergo DNA or other ap- 
propriate forensic analyses, provided that 
the reporting form shall allow for the State 
or unit of local government, at its sole dis- 
cretion, to explain the reasoning for this de- 
termination in some or all cases; 

“(v) the cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence in a total 
under clause (iii) that have been submitted 
to a laboratory for DNA or other appropriate 
forensic analyses; 

“(vi) the cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence identified by 
an audit referred to in paragraph (1)(A) or 
under paragraph (2)(B)(ii) for which DNA or 
other appropriate forensic analysis has been 
completed at the end of the reporting period; 
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‘““(vii) the total number of samples of sex- 
ual assault evidence identified by the State 
or unit of local government under paragraph 
(2)(B)(i), since the previous reporting period; 
and 

“(viii) the cumulative total number of 
samples of sexual assault evidence described 
under clause (iii) for which the State or unit 
of local government will be barred within 12 
months by any applicable statute of limita- 
tions from prosecuting a perpetrator of the 
sexual assault to which the sample relates. 

‘(C) PUBLICATION OF REPORTS.—Not later 
than 7 days after the submission of a report 
under this paragraph by a State or unit of 
local government, the Attorney General 
shall, subject to subparagraph (D), publish 
and disseminate a facsimile of the full con- 
tents of such report on an appropriate inter- 
net website. 

‘(D) PERSONALLY IDENTIFIABLE INFORMA- 
TION.—The Attorney General shall ensure 
that any information published and dissemi- 
nated as part of a report under this para- 
graph, which reports information under this 
subsection, does not include personally iden- 
tifiable information or details about a sexual 
assault that might lead to the identification 
of the individuals involved. 

“(E) OPTIONAL REPORTING.—The Attorney 
General shall— 

“(i) at the discretion of a State or unit of 
local government required to file a report 
under subparagraph (A), allow such State or 
unit of local government, at their sole dis- 
cretion, to submit such reports on a more 
frequent basis; and 

“(ii) make available to all States and units 
of local government the reporting form cre- 
ated pursuant to subparagraph (A), whether 
or not they are required to submit such re- 
ports, and allow such States or units of local 
government, at their sole discretion, to sub- 
mit such reports for publication. 

‘“(F) SAMPLES EXEMPT FROM REPORTING RE- 
QUIREMENT.—The reporting requirements de- 
scribed in paragraph (2) shall not apply to a 
sample of sexual assault evidence that— 

“(i) is not considered criminal evidence 
(such as a sample collected anonymously 
from a victim who is unwilling to make a 
criminal complaint); or 

“(ii) relates to a sexual assault for which 
the prosecution of each perpetrator is barred 
by a statute of limitations. 

(5) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

“(A) AWAITING TESTING.—The term ‘await- 
ing testing’ means, with respect to a sample 
of sexual assault evidence, that— 

“(i) the sample has been collected and is in 
the possession of a State or unit of local gov- 
ernment; 

“(ii) DNA and other appropriate forensic 
analyses have not been performed on such 
sample; and 

“(iii) the sample is related to a criminal 
case or investigation in which final disposi- 
tion has not yet been reached. 

‘(B) FINAL DISPOSITION.—The term ‘final 
disposition’ means, with respect to a crimi- 
nal case or investigation to which a sample 
of sexual assault evidence relates— 

“(i) the conviction or acquittal of all sus- 
pected perpetrators of the crime involved; 

“(ii) a determination by the State or unit 
of local government in possession of the sam- 
ple that the case is unfounded; or 

“(ii) a declaration by the victim of the 
crime involved that the act constituting the 
basis of the crime was not committed. 

‘(C) POSSESSION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘possession’, 
used with respect to possession of a sample 
of sexual assault evidence by a State or unit 
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of local government, includes possession by 
an individual who is acting as an agent of 
the State or unit of local government for the 
collection of the sample. 

“(i) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
clause (i) shall be construed to create or 
amend any Federal rights or privileges for 
non-governmental vendor laboratories de- 
scribed in regulations promulgated under 
section 210303 of the DNA Identification Act 
of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 141381). 

‘“(o) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROTOCOLS, TECH- 
NICAL ASSISTANCE, AND DEFINITIONS.— 

‘“(1) PROTOCOLS AND PRACTICES.—Not later 
than 18 months after the date of enactment 
of the SAFER Act of 2018, the Director, in 
consultation with Federal, State, and local 
law enforcement agencies and government 
laboratories, shall develop and publish a de- 
scription of protocols and practices the Di- 
rector considers appropriate for the accu- 
rate, timely, and effective collection and 
processing of DNA evidence, including proto- 
cols and practices specific to sexual assault 
cases, which shall address appropriate steps 
in the investigation of cases that might in- 
volve DNA evidence, including— 

“(A) how to determine— 

“(i) which evidence is to be collected by 
law enforcement personnel and forwarded for 
testing; 

“(i) the preferred order in which evidence 
from the same case is to be tested; and 

“Gii) what information to take into ac- 
count when establishing the order in which 
evidence from different cases is to be tested; 

“(B) the establishment of a reasonable pe- 
riod of time in which evidence is to be for- 
warded by emergency response providers, law 
enforcement personnel, and prosecutors to a 
laboratory for testing; 

“(C) the establishment of reasonable peri- 
ods of time in which each stage of analytical 
laboratory testing is to be completed; 

“(D) systems to encourage communication 
within a State or unit of local government 
among emergency response providers, law 
enforcement personnel, prosecutors, courts, 
defense counsel, crime laboratory personnel, 
and crime victims regarding the status of 
crime scene evidence to be tested; and 

‘“(E) standards for conducting the audit of 
the backlog for DNA case work in sexual as- 
sault cases required under subsection (n). 

‘(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING.— 
The Director shall make available technical 
assistance and training to support States 
and units of local government in adopting 
and implementing the protocols and prac- 
tices developed under paragraph (1) on and 
after the date on which the protocols and 
practices are published. 

(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
terms ‘awaiting testing’ and ‘possession’ 
have the meanings given those terms in sub- 
section (n).’’. 

SEC. 3. REPORTS TO CONGRESS. 

Not later than 90 days after the end of each 
fiscal year for which a grant is made for the 
purpose described in section 2(a)(7) of the 
DNA Analysis Backlog Elimination Act of 
2000, as amended by section 2, the Attorney 
General shall submit to Congress a report 
that— 

(1) lists the States and units of local gov- 
ernment that have been awarded such grants 
and the amount of the grant received by 
each such State or unit of local government; 

(2) states the number of extensions granted 
by the Attorney General under section 
2(n)(8) of the DNA Analysis Backlog Elimi- 
nation Act of 2000, as added by section 2; and 

(3) summarizes the processing status of the 
samples of sexual assault evidence identified 
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in Sexual Assault Forensic Evidence Reports 
established under section 2(n)(4) of the DNA 
Analysis Backlog Elimination Act of 2000, in- 
cluding the number of samples that have not 
been tested. 

SEC. 4. REDUCING THE RAPE KIT BACKLOG. 

Section 2(c)(3) of the DNA Analysis Back- 
log Elimination Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 
14185(c)(8)) is amended— 

(a) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘2014’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(b) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(C) For each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018, not less than 75 percent of the total 
grant amounts shall be awarded for a com- 
bination of purposes under paragraphs (1), 
(2), and (3) of subsection (a).’’. 

SEC. 5. OVERSIGHT AND ACCOUNTABILITY. 

All grants awarded by the Department of 
Justice that are authorized under the 
SAFER Act of 2018 shall be subject to the 
following: 

(1) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.—Beginning in fis- 
cal year 2013, and each fiscal year thereafter, 
the Inspector General of the Department of 
Justice shall conduct audits of recipients of 
grants under this Act to prevent waste, 
fraud, and abuse of funds by grantees. The 
Inspector General shall determine the appro- 
priate number of grantees to be audited each 
year. 

(2) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—A recipient of 
grant funds under this Act that is found to 
have an unresolved audit finding shall not be 
eligible to receive grant funds under this Act 
during the 2 fiscal years beginning after the 
12-month period described in paragraph (5). 

(8) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this Act, the Attorney General shall give pri- 
ority to eligible entities that, during the 3 
fiscal years before submitting an application 
for a grant under this Act, did not have an 
unresolved audit finding showing a violation 
in the terms or conditions of a Department 
of Justice grant program. 

(4) REIMBURSEMENT.—If an entity is award- 
ed grant funds under this Act during the 2- 
fiscal-year period in which the entity is 
barred from receiving grants under para- 
graph (2), the Attorney General shall— 

(A) deposit an amount equal to the grant 
funds that were improperly awarded to the 
grantee into the General Fund of the Treas- 
ury; and 

(B) seek to recoup the costs of the repay- 
ment to the fund from the grant recipient 
that was erroneously awarded grant funds. 

(5) DEFINED TERM.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘unresolved audit finding” means an 
audit report finding in the final audit report 
of the Inspector General of the Department 
of Justice that the grantee has utilized grant 
funds for an unauthorized expenditure or 
otherwise unallowable cost that is not closed 
or resolved within a 12-month period begin- 
ning on the date when the final audit report 
is issued. 

(6) NONPROFIT 
MENTS.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion and the grant programs described in 
this Act, the term ‘‘‘nonprofit organiza- 
tion’’’ means an organization that is de- 
scribed in section 501(c)(3) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 and is exempt from tax- 
ation under section 501(a) of such Code. 

(B) PROHIBITION.—The Attorney General 
shall not award a grant under any grant pro- 
gram described in this Act to a nonprofit or- 
ganization that holds money in offshore ac- 
counts for the purpose of avoiding paying the 
tax described in section 511(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(C) DISCLOSURE.—Each nonprofit organiza- 
tion that is awarded a grant under a grant 
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program described in this Act and uses the 
procedures prescribed in regulations to cre- 
ate a rebuttable presumption of reasonable- 
ness for the compensation of its officers, di- 
rectors, trustees and key employees, shall 
disclose to the Attorney General, in the ap- 
plication for the grant, the process for deter- 
mining such compensation, including the 
independent persons involved in reviewing 
and approving such compensation, the com- 
parability data used, and contemporaneous 
substantiation of the deliberation and deci- 
sion. Upon request, the Attorney General 
shall make the information disclosed under 
this subsection available for public inspec- 
tion. 

(7) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Unless oth- 
erwise explicitly provided in authorizing leg- 
islation, not more than 7.5 percent of the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated under 
this Act may be used by the Attorney Gen- 
eral for salaries and administrative expenses 
of the Department of Justice. 

(8) CONFERENCE EXPENDITURES.— 

(A) LIMITATION.—No amounts authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of Justice 
under this Act may be used by the Attorney 
General or by any individual or organization 
awarded discretionary funds through a coop- 
erative agreement under this Act, to host or 
support any expenditure for conferences that 
uses more than $20,000 in Department funds, 
unless the Deputy Attorney General or the 
appropriate Assistant Attorney General, Di- 
rector, or principal deputy as the Deputy At- 
torney General may designate, provides prior 
written authorization that the funds may be 
expended to host a conference. 

(B) WRITTEN APPROVAL.—WYritten approval 
under subparagraph (A) shall include a writ- 
ten estimate of all costs associated with the 
conference, including the cost of all food and 
beverages, audio/visual equipment, honoraria 
for speakers, and any entertainment. 

(C) REPORT.—The Deputy Attorney General 
shall submit an annual report to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House 
of Representatives on all conference expendi- 
tures approved by operation of this para- 
graph. 

(9) PROHIBITION ON LOBBYING ACTIVITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts authorized to be 
appropriated under this Act may not be uti- 
lized by any grant recipient to— 

(i) lobby any representative of the Depart- 
ment of Justice regarding the award of grant 
funding; or 

(ii) lobby any representative of a Federal, 
state, local, or tribal government regarding 
the award of grant funding. 

(B) PENALTY.—If the Attorney General de- 
termines that any recipient of a grant under 
this Act has violated subparagraph (A), the 
Attorney General shall— 

(i) require the grant recipient to repay the 
grant in full; and 

(ii) prohibit the grant recipient from re- 
ceiving another grant under this Act for not 
less than 5 years. 

SEC. 6. SUNSET. 

Effective on December 31, 2018, subsections 
(a)(7) and (n) of section 2 of the DNA Anal- 
ysis Backlog Elimination Act of 2000 (42 
U.S.C. 14185(a)(7) and (n)) are repealed. 


By Mr. COONS (for himself, Mr. 
WARNER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, and Mrs. GILLI- 
BRAND): 

S. 85. A bill to provide incentives for 
States to invest in practices and tech- 
nology that are designed to expedite 
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voting at the polls and to simplify 
voter registration; to the Committee 
on Rules and Administration. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, we are no 
longer in an election year, which 
makes this the perfect time for this 
Congress to take action on real and 
meaningful election reform. Regardless 
of which candidates we voted for last 
November, we can all agree that in the 
world’s greatest democracy, in the year 
2013 we should put in place systems 
which ensure every voter will be able 
to cast their ballot without unneces- 
sary delays, redtape, or restriction in 
our next elections. That is why I am 
looking forward to working with my 
colleagues in the Senate, with leaders 
in State and local governments across 
the country, and with folks in the U.S. 
Department of Justice to discuss ways 
we can reform our election process to 
make voting more accessible for more 
Americans. 

In his second inaugural address deliv- 
ered just this Monday, President 
Obama made a point to tie voting 
rights to civil rights. President Obama 
spoke of the long American march to- 
ward justice. He said: 

And the first steps of that march—of the 
journey toward a better, fairer, more equal 
society, one where every American, regard- 
less of their race, gender, sexual orientation 
or economic status, has the same shot at 
success—has always started at the ballot 
box. 

President Obama mentioned Seneca 
Falls, a central moment in the move- 
ment for women’s suffrage, and Selma, 
the emotional heart of the fight for 
equal access to voting rights for Afri- 
can Americans. He said: 

Our journey is not complete until no cit- 
izen is forced to wait for hours to exercise 
the right to vote. 

He is right. 

The 2012 elections were a wake-up 
call to those of us who treasure the 
right to vote. All over our country—in 
blue States and red States—Americans 
saw their fundamental right to vote 
eroded by exceptionally long lines, con- 
fusing rules, and widespread voting ma- 
chine malfunctions. There were prob- 
lems in more than a dozen States docu- 
mented in the media. 

There were voting machine irregular- 
ities in Pennsylvania and Colorado; 
error-ridden voter rolls in Ohio; delays 
counting ballots in Arizona; voters 
waiting in lines 5 hours long in Vir- 
ginia and 8 hours long in Florida. We 
have to do better than this. 

As Americans, the right to vote is in 
our DNA. So just days after these 2012 
elections, which had such widespread 
problems, I introduced the FAST Vot- 
ing Act, the Fair, Accurate, Secure, 
and Timely Voting Act, along with 
Senator WARNER and colleagues in the 
House, Congressman CONNOLLY and 
Congressman LANGEVIN. 

Our bill challenges States to imple- 
ment commonsense changes well before 
the next election. It would provide in- 
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centives and competitive grants to 
those States that can turn around their 
poorest performing polling places, im- 
prove the administration of their elec- 
tions, and make voting faster and more 
accessible to all voters. 

As a former county executive myself, 
I know States and local governments 
are laboratories of democracy. When it 
comes to administering elections, 
many States and counties are getting 
it right. We can learn from them and 
replicate their successes elsewhere in 
the country to ensure these same prob- 
lems do not plague the next national 
elections. 

For example, Florida was one of 
many States with rampant election 
problems in 2012. There were long lines, 
limited early voting, and other issues 
that may have disenfranchised as many 
as 49,000 Floridians, according to a 
study by Professor Theodore Allen of 
Ohio State University. 

Floridians such as Richard Jordan 
waited more than 3 hours in a line that 
just was not moving to try and cast his 
ballot on election day 2012. He had al- 
ready worked a 10-hour shift that day. 
He was exhausted, his back hurt, he 
was hungry, and ultimately in anger 
decided he could not wait anymore. He 
simply gave up and walked away. He 
was denied the opportunity to cast his 
ballot by an unprepared, 
underresourced, or just incompetent 
election system. 

On behalf of voters across the State 
such as Richard, earlier this month 
Florida’s elections administrators pre- 
sented Florida’s Governor Rick Scott 
with a list of reforms they would like 
to see implemented to prevent these 
problems from happening again. Gov- 
ernor Scott admitted that his own 
State’s election process was clearly in 
need of improvement. He said he 
agreed with some of the election super- 
visors’ proposals. In my view, this is a 
very positive step forward, and one 
which should be undertaken in every 
State where there is documented need 
for stronger, fairer, faster, and freer 
elections. 

In my view, the government can and 
should play a role in incentivizing that 
process to ensure that election im- 
provements are made to last. It can 
help States move forward in using 
available technology, and it can ensure 
States do a better job of enforcing laws 
that are already on the books. 

For example, the National Voter 
Registration Act, commonly known as 
the motor voter law, requires States to 
allow voters to register when they 
renew their driver’s license at the DMV 
or at other governmental agencies. Yet 
there are substantial and credible alle- 
gations that some States all across 
this country—whether blue, red, or 
purple—are not fulfilling their obliga- 
tions under this act. 

In talking with elections administra- 
tors from around the country, it is 
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clear to me that compliance with exist- 
ing law is not complete. We have to do 
more to ensure voters are afforded the 
rights given to them under current law 
and that State agencies are doing what 
is required to simplify the registration 
process to maintain uniform and non- 
discriminatory voter rolls and provide 
widespread registration opportunities. 
Enforcing existing law is just part of 
the solution to the voting problems we 
saw across our country in 2012. 

We also have to look forward at ways 
to deliver the best and most efficient 
voting process to all Americans. There 
is still much more we can do to meet 
that goal, and I think part of the solu- 
tion is the mechanism of the FAST 
Voting Act. 

Our legislation focuses on cost-effec- 
tive reforms, such as making it easier 
to register online and ensuring citizens 
who move to a new jurisdiction can 
easily transfer their voter registration. 
If we use modern technology that we 
already have at our disposal, we can 
make it easier for all eligible American 
citizens to cast their ballot and ensure 
every vote is counted. 

President Obama was right to men- 
tion election reform alongside the 
most essential civil rights struggles in 
our country’s history in his inaugural 
address on Monday. Making it harder 
for citizens to vote is a violation of 
their civil rights. Long lines are just 
another form of voter disenfranchise- 
ment. Running out of ballots can be 
just another form of voter suppression. 
The fact is access to vote is denied 
when registration is cumbersome or in- 
accessible and when early voter vote- 
by-mail options are just not available. 

Let’s do something now when we are 
no longer hamstrung by election year 
politics in the Senate so that changes 
that last and make a difference can be 
implemented well before the next elec- 
tion. 

AS someone who serves on the For- 
eign Relations Committee and who 
often speaks with foreign heads of 
State, civil society leaders, and voting 
advocates from around the world, it is 
an embarrassment that in 2012 our Na- 
tion could not overcome the simple 
challenges to ensuring fair and accu- 
rate elections all across our country. 

If we ignore these assaults on Amer- 
ica’s civil rights that we saw last No- 
vember, we are certain to have to en- 
dure them the next time around. We 
cannot stand by and allow that to hap- 
pen. Our democracy needs to be a 
model to the rest of the world for how 
to ensure that every citizen gets to ex- 
ercise the right to vote. 

Let’s find a way to come together to 
put meaningful election reforms in 
place now before we deny one more 
American their fundamental right to 
vote for the candidate of their choice. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 
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There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 85 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘Louis L. 
Redding Fair, Accurate, Secure, and Timely 
Voting Act of 2013” or the “FAST Voting Act 
of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. INCENTIVES FOR STATES TO INVEST IN 
PRACTICES AND TECHNOLOGY THAT 
ARE DESIGNED TO EXPEDITE VOT- 
ING AT THE POLLS AND SIMPLIFY 
VOTER REGISTRATION. 

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are to— 

(1) provide incentives for States to invest 
in practices and technology that are de- 
signed to expedite voting at the polls; and 

(2) provide incentives for States to sim- 
plify voter registration. 

(b) RESERVATION OF FUNDS.—From_ the 
amount made available to carry out this sec- 
tion for a fiscal year, the Attorney General 
may reserve not more than 10 percent of 
such amount to carry out activities related 
to— 

(1) technical assistance; and 

(2) outreach and dissemination. 

(c) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—From the amounts made 
available under subsection (h) for a fiscal 
year and not reserved under subsection (b), 
the Attorney General shall award grants, on 
a competitive basis, to States in accordance 
with subsection (d)(2), to enable the States 
to carry out the purposes of this section. 

(2) NUMBER OF GRANTS.—A State may not 
receive more than 1 grant under this section 
per grant period. 

(3) DURATION OF GRANTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A grant under this sec- 
tion shall be awarded for a period of not 
more than 4 years. 

(B) CONTINUATION OF GRANTS.—A State that 
is awarded a grant under this section shall 
not receive grant funds under this section for 
the second or any subsequent year of the 
grant unless the State demonstrates to the 
Attorney General, at such time and in such 
manner as determined by the Attorney Gen- 
eral, that the State is— 

(i) making progress in implementing the 
plan under subsection (d)(1)(C) at a rate that 
the Attorney General determines will result 
in the State fully implementing such plan 
during the remainder of the grant period; or 

(ii) making progress against the perform- 
ance measures set forth in subsection (e) at 
a rate that the Attorney General determines 
will result in the State reaching its targets 
and achieving the objectives of the grant 
during the remainder of the grant period. 

(d) APPLICATIONS.— 

(1) APPLICATIONS.—Each State that desires 
to receive a grant under this section shall 
submit an application to the Attorney Gen- 
eral at such time, in such manner, and con- 
taining such information as the Attorney 
General may reasonably require. At a min- 
imum, each such application shall include— 

(A) documentation of the applicant’s 
record, as applicable— 

(i) in providing various voter registration 
opportunities; 

(ii) in providing early voting; 

(iii) in providing absentee voting; 

(iv) in providing assistance to voters who 
do not speak English as a primary language; 

(v) in providing assistance to voters with 
disabilities; 
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(vi) in providing effective access to voting 
for members of the armed services; 

(vii) in providing formal training of elec- 
tion officials; 

(viii) in auditing or otherwise documenting 
waiting times at polling stations; 

(ix) in allocating polling locations, equip- 
ment, and staff to match population dis- 
tribution; 

(x) in responding to voting irregularities 
and concerns raised at polling stations; 

(xi) in creating and adhering to contin- 
gency voting plans in the event of a natural 
or other disaster; and 

(xii) with respect to any other performance 
measure described in subsection (e) that is 
not included in clauses (i) through (xi); 

(B) evidence of conditions of innovation 
and reform that the applicant has estab- 
lished and the applicant’s proposed plan for 
implementing additional conditions for inno- 
vation and reform, including— 

(i) a description of how the applicant has 
identified and eliminated ineffective prac- 
tices in the past and the applicant’s plan for 
doing so in the future; 

(ii) a description of how the applicant has 
identified and promoted effective practices 
in the past and the applicant’s plan for doing 
so in the future; and 

(iii) steps the applicant has taken and will 
take to eliminate statutory, regulatory, pro- 
cedural, or other barriers and to facilitate 
the full implementation of the proposed plan 
under this subparagraph; 

(C) a comprehensive and coherent plan for 
using funds under this section, and other 
Federal, State, and local funds, to improve 
the applicant’s performance on the measures 
described in subsection (e), consistent with 
criteria set forth by the Attorney General, 
including how the applicant will, if applica- 
ble— 

(i) provide flexible registration opportuni- 
ties, including online and same-day registra- 
tion and registration updating; 

(ii) provide early voting, at a minimum of 
9 of the 10 calendar days preceding an elec- 
tion, at sufficient and flexible hours; 

(iii) provide absentee voting, including no- 
excuse absentee voting; 

(iv) provide assistance to voters who do not 
speak English as a primary language; 

(v) provide assistance to voters with dis- 
abilities, including visual impairment; 

(vi) provide effective access to voting for 
members of the armed services; 

(vii) provide formal training of election of- 
ficials, including State and county adminis- 
trators and volunteers; 

(viii) audit and reduce waiting times at 
polling stations; 

(ix) allocate polling locations, equipment, 
and staff to match population distribution; 

(x) respond to any reports of voting irreg- 
ularities or concerns raised at the polling 
station; 

(xi) create contingency voting plans in the 
event of a natural or other disaster; and 

(xii) improve the wait times at the persist- 
ently poorest performing polling stations 
within the jurisdiction of the applicant; 

(D) evidence of collaboration between the 
State, local election officials, and other 
stakeholders, in developing the plan de- 
scribed in subparagraph (C), including evi- 
dence of the commitment and capacity to 
implement the plan; 

(EŒ) the applicant’s annual performance 
measures and targets, consistent with the re- 
quirements of subsection (e); and 

(F) a description of the applicant’s plan to 
conduct a rigorous evaluation of the effec- 
tiveness of activities carried out with funds 
under this section. 
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(2) CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING APPLICA- 
TIONS.— 

(A) AWARD BASIS.—The Attorney General 
shall award grants under this section on a 
competitive basis, based on the quality of 
the applications submitted under paragraph 
(1), including— 

(i) each applicant’s record in the areas de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)(A); 

(ii) each applicant’s record of, and commit- 
ment to, establishing conditions for innova- 
tion and reform, as described in paragraph 
(1B); 

(iii) the quality and likelihood of success 
of each applicant’s plan described in para- 
graph (1)(C) in showing improvement in the 
areas described in paragraph (1)(A), includ- 
ing each applicant’s capacity to implement 
the plan and evidence of collaboration as de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)(D); and 

(iv) each applicant’s evaluation plan as de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)(F). 

(B) EXPLANATION.—The Attorney General 
shall publish an explanation of how the ap- 
plication review process under this para- 
graph will ensure an equitable and objective 
evaluation based on the criteria described in 
subparagraph (A). 

(e) PERFORMANCE MEASURES.—Each State 
receiving a grant under this section shall es- 
tablish performance measures and targets, 
approved by the Attorney General, for the 
programs and activities carried out under 
this section. These measures shall, at a min- 
imum, track the State’s progress— 

(1) in implementing its plan described in 
subsection (d)(1)(C); 

(2) in expediting voting at the polls or sim- 
plifying voter registration, as applicable; 
and 

(3) on any other measures identified by the 
Attorney General. 

(f) USES OF FUNDS.—Each State that re- 
ceives a grant under this section shall use 
the grant funds for any purpose included in 
the State’s plan under subsection (d)(1)(C). 

(g) REPORTING.—A State that receives a 
grant under this section shall submit to the 
Attorney General, at such time and in such 
manner as the Attorney General may re- 
quire, an annual report including— 

(1) data on the State’s progress in achiev- 
ing the targets for the performance measures 
established under subsection (e); 

(2) a description of the challenges the 
State has faced in implementing its program 
and how it has addressed or plans to address 
those challenges; and 

(3) findings from the evaluation plan as de- 
scribed in subsection (d)(1)(F). 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out this 
section. 


By Mr. CARDIN (for himself and 
Ms. MIKULSKI): 

S. 103. A bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to conduct a spe- 
cial resource study of P.S. 103 in West 
Baltimore, Maryland, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, today I 
am proud to introduce the Justice 
Thurgood Marshall’s Elementary 
School Study Act. The elementary 
school that Justice Marshall attended, 
known as PS 108, located in my home- 
town of Baltimore, is a place of na- 
tional significance because it marks 
the site where one of our Nation’s 
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greatest legal minds began his edu- 
cation. 

Thurgood Marshall is well known as 
one of the most significant historical 
figures of the American civil rights 
movement. By the time he was 32, he 
was appointed the chief legal counsel 
for the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People, 
NAACP. He served at the NAACP a 
total of 25 years and was a key strate- 
gist to end racial segregation through- 
out the United States. 

Perhaps the greatest illustration of 
this effort was his victory before the 
Supreme Court overturning the Plessy 
doctrine effectively ending school seg- 
regation with the landmark decision in 
Brown v. Board of Education of To- 
peka, KS, in 1954. Not only did this 
case open up educational opportunity 
and sparked the civil rights movement 
in this Nation, it also marked the be- 
ginning of Thurgood Marshall’s career, 
still a young attorney from Baltimore, 
as one of the greatest legal minds in all 
the land. This case was just one of the 
29 cases he won before the U.S. Su- 
preme Court. 

Fittingly, Marshall was the first Af- 
rican American confirmed to the Su- 
preme Court. He was nominated by 
President Lyndon B. Johnson in 1967 
and served 24 years, until 1991. On the 
high court, Marshall continued his 
fight for the Constitutional protection 
of individual human rights. 

But Thurgood Marshall was not al- 
ways a legal giant. He was once a 
young boy growing up in West Balti- 
more. He received the first 6 years of 
his public education at PS 103. An 
apocryphal story goes that a young 
Thurgood Marshall studied the U.S. 
Constitution in the basement of the 
building while serving detention. Re- 
gardless of whether or not this is true, 
the building powerfully tells the story 
of racial segregation in America, PS 
103 was a ‘‘blacks only” school when 
Justice Marshall was a student, and 
marks the academic beginning of one 
of the country’s most brilliant legal 
thinkers and a pioneer of the civil 
rights movement. 

The building is located at 1315 Divi- 
sion Street in the Upton Neighborhood 
of Old West Baltimore. The building is 
part of the Old West Baltimore Na- 
tional Register Historic District, and is 
listed as a contributing historic re- 
source for the neighborhood. The Old 
West Baltimore historic district is one 
of the largest predominately African 
American historic districts in the 
country, and its significance is cen- 
tered on the African American experi- 
ence in the area. 

In Baltimore, we are fortunate to 
have the National Park Service operate 
two historical sites, Fort McHenry and 
the Hampton Mansion. Adding PS 103 
is a unique opportunity for the Na- 
tional Park Service to work in Balti- 
more’s inner-city and to reach out and 
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engage people about African American 
history. 

Needless to say, Thurgood Marshall’s 
legacy is one that should be preserved. 
He was one of our country’s greatest 
legal minds and a prominent historical 
figure of one chapter of our country’s 
great history—the civil rights move- 
ment. This bill authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to conduct a spe- 
cial resource study of PS 103 to evalu- 
ate the suitability and feasibility of es- 
tablishing the building as a unit of the 
National Park Service. Preserving the 
building that was Justice Marshall’s el- 
ementary school will give Americans 
insight into Justice Marshall’s child- 
hood. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S. 103 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Thurgood 
Marshall’s Elementary School Study Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(2) STUDY AREA.—The term ‘‘study area” 
means P.S. 103, the public school located in 
West Baltimore, Maryland, which Thurgood 
Marshall attended as a youth. 

SEC. 3. SPECIAL RESOURCE STUDY. 

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
special resource study of the study area. 

(b) CONTENTS.—In conducting the study 
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall— 

(1) evaluate the national significance of 
the study area; 

(2) determine the suitability and feasi- 
bility of designating the study area as a unit 
of the National Park System; 

(3) consider other alternatives for preserva- 
tion, protection, and interpretation of the 
study area by the Federal Government, 
State or local government entities, or pri- 
vate and nonprofit organizations; 

(4) consult with interested Federal agen- 
cies, State or local governmental entities, 
private and nonprofit organizations, or any 
other interested individuals; 

(5) identify cost estimates for any Federal 
acquisition, development, interpretation, op- 
eration, and maintenance associated with 
the alternatives; and 

(6) identify any authorities that would 
compel or permit the Secretary to influence 
local land use decisions under the alter- 
natives. 

(c) APPLICABLE LAW.—The study required 
under subsection (a) shall be conducted in 
accordance with section 8 of the National 
Park System General Authorities Act (16 
U.S.C. 1a-5). 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after 
the date on which funds are first made avail- 
able to carry out the study under subsection 
(a), the Secretary shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate a 
report that describes— 

(1) the results of the study; and 
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(2) any conclusions and recommendations 
of the Secretary. 


By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
HARKIN, and Mr. FRANKEN): 

S. 113. A bill to amend the Truth in 
Lending Act and the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 to require certain creditors 
to obtain certifications from institu- 
tions of higher education, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to reintroduce two pieces of leg- 
islation: the Know Before You Owe Act 
and the Fairness for Struggling Stu- 
dents Act. These bills will take critical 
steps toward addressing the student 
debt crisis facing America. 

Every week my office is contacted by 
young people and their families who 
share with me their horror stories 
about student debt. Many of them are 
college students or graduates who are 
getting crushed by student loans the 
size of mortgages. All too often, these 
young people were lured into attending 
worthless, for-profit colleges that left 
them with worthless diplomas and 
mountains of debt. It is disgraceful. 
But it is not only young people facing 
this debt crisis, it is their parents, 
their siblings, even their grandparents 
who did them a favor by cosigning on 
these loans. They, too, are being held 
responsible when the loans go into de- 
fault. 

Many of these people contact my of- 
fice because they don’t know where to 
turn. Their debt loan leaves them feel- 
ing helpless. They are putting off 
major life decisions such as buying a 
home or even starting a family because 
of crushing student debt. We can’t 
stand idly by any longer and ignore 
this reality. We have to step up and 
recognize that this student debt bomb 
is ticking away. 

Student loan debt among college stu- 
dents surpassed $1 trillion last year. 
The New York Fed reports that bal- 
ances of student loans have now ex- 
ceeded the balances on automobile 
loans and credit card debt in America— 
student loans. That makes student 
loans the largest form of consumer 
debt outside of home mortgages. 

Last year, 37 million borrowers held 
student loan debt. That is more than 10 
percent of the population of this coun- 
try. The average balance is $24,300. But, 
remember, that is an average. This is a 
massive amount of debt, and it is hav- 
ing a profound impact on the lives of 
students and their families across 
America. 

The overall growth in student debt is 
troubling. The most pressing concern is 
what is known as private student 
loans. If a student goes to college, they 
could qualify for a government-guaran- 
teed loan with dramatically lower in- 
terest rates with accommodations 
based on their employment and even 
some loan forgiveness. Not so when it 
comes to private student loans in most 
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cases. Students who take out Federal 
loans receive affordable interest rates, 
a lot of protections and repayment op- 
tions. Private student loans are totally 
different. Private student loans often 
have high variable interest rates, hefty 
origination fees, lack of repayment op- 
tions, and, unfortunately, crushing 
penalties. 

In 2012 the amount of outstanding 
private student loans exceeded $150 bil- 
lion. Students are being steered into 
these private loans while they are still 
eligible for the better government 
loans. Why? Because somebody is mak- 
ing more money when they sign up for 
private student loans. As a result, 
many students are being saddled with 
debt they don’t have to be saddled with 
and sometimes debt they can never 
repay. 

The Consumer Financial Protection 
Bureau last year reported that at least 
850,000 individual private student loans 
were in default amounting to more 
than $8 billion. 

Let me tell my colleagues about one 
of those students. I have opened on my 
official Web site a place where those 
who have student loans and want to 
share their stories can come. Anna 
Wilcox, who is 31 years old, did. She at- 
tended the Brooks Institute of Photog- 
raphy, a for-profit college owned by the 
Career Education Corporation. 

Anna Wilcox saw a TV ad one day 
about this so-called Brooks Institute of 
Photography and decided she would 
call and inquire. The school called her 
twice a day until she finally enrolled. 
The recruiter at the school—this Ca- 
reer Education Corporation School— 
told her that a Brooks degree would 
help her make $85,000 a year as a pho- 
tographer. So Anna enrolled, and when 
she graduated in 2006, she had a debt of 
about $170,000, almost all of it in pri- 
vate student loans. 

Anna was 24 years old with $170,000 in 
student debt from this for-profit 
school. With a variable interest rate 
that went as high as 18 percent, her 
balance just kept growing. Her month- 
ly payments on her private student 
loan now exceed $1,000 a month. Her 
Federal loans she took out as well had 
low interest rates. She said those pay- 
ments are reasonable, and she can han- 
dle them. Her parents decided to help 
her out and cosigned on the loans. Now 
her parents, in their sixties, are on the 
hook as well. They have to change 
their life plans because they wanted to 
help their daughter, and now they are 
stuck with a debt of $170,000 for a 
worthless diploma from a for-profit 
school. 

Well, Anna did find a job, but the job 
doesn’t pay anywhere near $85,000 a 
year. She just can’t keep up with these 
staggering monthly loan payments. 
She said she would like to file for 
bankruptcy, clean the slate, and start 
over. She can’t borrow money to go to 
a real school. She has wasted her bor- 
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rowing power these for-profit 
schools. 

It doesn’t do her any good to want to 
file for bankruptcy. Private student 
loans are not dischargeable for bank- 
ruptcy. If a person signs up as a college 
student for one of these student loans, 
it is debt that will follow that person 
for a lifetime. There is no way to es- 
cape it. It is something to think about 
long and hard when students make that 
decision. 

Anna is very blunt and despondent. 
She said she made a big mistake going 
to the school. It was a waste. She 
thought she would get a better life by 
going to college. She didn’t realize 
these for-profit schools by and large 
are a waste of money and cause debt 
that most students can never pay back. 
She has bad credit now and a mountain 
of debt to show for it. 

So what are we going to do about it? 
Are we going to say: Well, Anna, you 
should have been a little bit smarter 
when you were 19 years old and sat 
across the desk from somebody who 
said: We want you as a college student. 
You made your mistake, girl. That is 
the way it works in America, and now 
you have to pay the price. Is that the 
answer? Is that the answer when these 
for-profit schools depend on the Fed- 
eral Government and taxpayers for 85 
to 95 percent of all of the revenue they 
take in? 

These for-profit schools, if we took 
the Federal money we send their way— 
if these for-profit schools were a Fed- 
eral agency, it would be the ninth larg- 
est Federal agency in America. That is 
how much money we are pouring into 
these for-profit schools. 

Let me just put three numbers out 
for people to reflect on: 12 percent of 
the students out of high school go to 
for-profit schools. We know their 
names. They are students who gather 
in Washington and come to the gal- 
leries. They know what I am talking 
about. Go on the Internet and try to es- 
cape an ad for a for-profit school: Uni- 
versity of Phoenix, DeVry, Kaplan. 
Ring a bell? Well, I can tell my col- 
leagues these are the biggies, but there 
are hundreds of them. Twelve percent 
of the students after high school go to 
for-profit schools. 

For-profit schools, though, account 
for 25 percent of all of the Federal aid 
to education. They just soak it up. Stu- 
dents borrow and turn it over to the 
for-profit schools. The student is stuck 
with the debt. The for-profit school 
may never graduate you, but they have 
their money. 

There is a third number to remem- 
ber. The first is 12, the second is 25. The 
third number is 47. Forty-seven percent 
of the student loan defaults in America 
are students from for-profit schools, 
students being dragged into these 
schools that charge way too much for 
tuition and then the student either 
can’t finish the school or gets out of 
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school and can’t find a job and they are 
stuck. 

I tell my students back home, if you 
are not sure, start at a community col- 
lege. It is affordable. It has a wide 
array of courses to be offered to you. 
You will learn a lot about yourself, you 
will learn a lot about what you want to 
do in school, and you will not end up 
sunk in debt like these for-profit 
schools want to do to you. 

We have to do something about Anna 
Wilcox’s plight and many others just 
like her. 

I wish to commend especially one 
community college in my State, the 
Elgin Community College. I have been 
visiting that school regularly and al- 
ways come home thinking: This college 
gets it. They have implemented a fi- 
nancial counseling program that goes 
above and beyond anything I would put 
into law. All of the students at Elgin 
Community College in Elgin, IL, must 
submit a monthly budget detailing all 
their costs when they are seeking fi- 
nancial aid. The student then has a 
mandatory, one-on-one meeting with a 
counselor to review the loan balance, 
the repayment options, and what hap- 
pens if they default. This community 
college has implemented a workshop 
for students who will be graduating 
during the upcoming semester to dis- 
cuss repayment options and give them 
a complete summary of every loan they 
have taken out. 

These students are facing debt the 
likes of which they have never seen in 
their lives. They are motivated by all 
of the preaching they have heard from 
their parents, like me, saying: Go to 
school. Get a degree. They are ready to 
sign up because they want to do what 
they think is the right thing. They do 
not know that the for-profit school is 
worthless, they do not know that the 
thousands and thousands of dollars of 
debt will never be able to be repaid, 
and they do not know that debt will be 
with them for a lifetime. So here are 
some bills I am introducing to address 
it. 

I believe students will benefit more if 
they have the kind of loan counseling 
we see at the Elgin Community Col- 
lege. Iam joining Senator TOM HARKIN 
of Iowa, chairman of the HELP Com- 
mittee, in reintroducing the Know Be- 
fore You Owe Private Student Loan 
Act of 2013. 

The legislation requires colleges to 
confirm a student’s enrollment status, 
cost of attendance, and estimated Fed- 
eral financial aid assistance before any 
private student loan can be approved 
for that student. In other words, if you 
are eligible for the government loan, 
for goodness’ sakes, take that first. 
The private student loan is much more 
expensive, and it is tougher to pay it 
back. So we want to make sure stu- 
dents who are eligible for government 
loans know that before they sign up for 
the private student loans. Often, stu- 
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dents have not even applied for Federal 
aid before they are encouraged by some 
of these schools to apply for private 
student loans, or students have not ex- 
hausted their eligibility for Federal 
aid. Requiring school certification 
would give the school the opportunity 
to make students aware of Federal stu- 
dent aid options and the most afford- 
able options. 

The bill would also require schools to 
counsel the students about their loan 
options. Schools would be required to 
inform students about the differences 
between Federal student loans and pri- 
vate student loans, and they are stark 
and dramatic. For students who decide 
to take out private student loans, the 
bill would require lenders to provide 
them with quarterly up-to-date infor- 
mation about their balance and inter- 
est accrued. It is not one of these deals 
where you just keep borrowing and bor- 
rowing and borrowing, and finally 
when you are about to finish school—or 
years later—they give you the total, 
and you look at it and say: My good- 
ness, I did not realize I had signed up 
for all of that debt. 

This legislation is supported by a 
large coalition of educational, student, 
and consumer organizations and has 
been recommended by the Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau. 

The other bill I am reintroducing 
today is the Fairness for Struggling 
Students Act. This bill, cosponsored by 
Senators WHITEHOUSE, FRANKEN, HAR- 
KIN, and JACK REED, would restore the 
Bankruptcy Code’s pre-2005 treatment 
of private student loans. 

As I said earlier, since 2005 private 
student loans have enjoyed a privileged 
status under the Bankruptcy Code. 
They cannot be discharged in bank- 
ruptcy except under the most extreme 
circumstances. Only a few other types 
of debt cannot be discharged in bank- 
ruptcy—criminal fines, child support, 
taxes, and alimony. In contrast, nearly 
all types of private, unsecured debt— 
credit card debt, doctor bills—are dis- 
chargeable in bankruptcy, but not stu- 
dent loans. 

There was no good reason for Con- 
gress to give such preferred treatment 
to these financial institutions that are 
peddling these private student loans. It 
was a provision—a sweetheart provi- 
sion—tucked into a massive bank- 
ruptcy reform bill with very little de- 
bate and even less justification. There 
is no evidence that private student 
loan borrowers were abusing the bank- 
ruptcy system before this law was 
changed. In fact, the private student 
loan market has been growing—even 
before this measure was enacted into 
law. But the private student loan in- 
dustry got a sweetheart deal out of 
Congress, and now we are in a situation 
where many students have over- 
whelming private student loan debt, 
and they cannot repay, and they can- 
not escape. This is devastating for 
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those students and a drag on our over- 
all economy. 

There was an article a few months 
ago in the New York Times, and it 
talked about a grandmother who was 
having her Social Security check gar- 
nished because she had signed on as a 
cosigner of her granddaughter’s stu- 
dent loan. Her granddaughter dropped 
out of college and could not pay back 
the loan, and now we are going after 
grandma’s Social Security check. That 
is how serious this can be. 

A large coalition of student, edu- 
cational, civil rights, and consumer or- 
ganizations support this bill. I hope we 
can move forward with legislation this 
year. It is time to restore fairness to 
our Bankruptcy Code when it comes to 
student debt. 

Let me be clear: When used appro- 
priately, student loans are valuable 
and important. I would not be standing 
here today if I had not borrowed money 
from the Federal Government to go to 
college and law school. I never could 
have afforded it otherwise. It was 
called the National Defense Education 
Act. If I told you the numbers that I 
borrowed, you would realize how old I 
am. But at the time, it was scary to 
have that much debt coming fresh out 
of law school. I paid it back just like I 
was supposed to so the next generation 
could take over. But what I faced, the 
debt I incurred to go to school and law 
school, does not even come close to 
matching what many students have to 
borrow in the first semester, and that, 
unfortunately, leads to a debt that 
some will be crushed with for a life- 
time. In many instances, student loans 
help Americans get a quality higher 
education and the job skills they need 
to repay their loans and have a reward- 
ing life and career. But, unfortunately, 
there are far too many Americans who 
have been steered into high-cost pri- 
vate loans that will burden them for 
life and prevent them from fully con- 
tributing to our economy. 

It is about time we woke up to the 
reality of what students—millions of 
students—across America are facing, 
and their families. We have a responsi- 
bility to them over and above the prof- 
its that are being earned by for-profit 
schools and the financial institutions 
peddling these private student loans 
with these outrageous interest rates 
and terms. It is time for this Congress 
to listen to working families and their 
kids all across America to restore 
transparency, fairness, and common 
sense to private student loans. I urge 
my colleagues to support these bills. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bills be print- 
ed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bills was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S. 113 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Know Before 
You Owe Private Student Loan Act of 2013”. 
SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO THE TRUTH IN LEND- 

ING ACT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 128(e) of the 
Truth in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1638(e)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

“3) INSTITUTIONAL 
QUIRED.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), before a creditor may 
issue any funds with respect to an extension 
of credit described in this subsection, the 
creditor shall obtain from the relevant insti- 
tution of higher education where such loan is 
to be used for a student, such institution’s 
certification of— 

“(i) the enrollment status of the student; 

“(ii) the student’s cost of attendance at 
the institution as determined by the institu- 
tion under part F of title IV of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965; and 

“(iii) the difference between— 

“(I) such cost of attendance; and 

“(ID) the student’s estimated financial as- 
sistance, including such assistance received 
under title IV of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 and other financial assistance known to 
the institution, as applicable. 

“(B) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A), a creditor may issue funds 
with respect to an extension of credit de- 
scribed in this subsection without obtaining 
from the relevant institution of higher edu- 
cation such institution’s certification if such 
institution fails to provide within 15 business 
days of the creditor’s request for such cer- 
tification— 

“(i) the requested certification; or 

“(ii) notification that the institution has 
received the request for certification and 
will need additional time to comply with the 
certification request. 

‘(C) LOANS DISBURSED WITHOUT CERTIFI- 
CATION.—If a creditor issues funds without 
obtaining a certification, as described in sub- 
paragraph (B), such creditor shall report the 
issuance of such funds in a manner deter- 
mined by the Director of the Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection Bureau.’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (9), (10), 
and (11) as paragraphs (10), (11), and (12), re- 
spectively; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘*(9) PROVISION OF INFORMATION.— 

‘(A) PROVISION OF INFORMATION TO STU- 
DENTS.— 

“(i) LOAN STATEMENT.—A creditor that 
issues any funds with respect to an extension 
of credit described in this subsection shall 
send loan statements, where such loan is to 
be used for a student, to borrowers of such 
funds not less than once every 3 months dur- 
ing the time that such student is enrolled at 
an institution of higher education. 

‘“(ii) CONTENTS OF LOAN STATEMENT.—Each 
statement described in clause (i) shall— 

“(I) report the borrower’s total remaining 
debt to the creditor, including accrued but 
unpaid interest and capitalized interest; 

‘“(IT) report any debt increases since the 
last statement; and 

“(JIT) list the current interest rate for each 
loan. 

‘(B) NOTIFICATION OF LOANS DISBURSED 
WITHOUT CERTIFICATION.—On or before the 
date a creditor issues any funds with respect 
to an extension of credit described in this 
subsection, the creditor shall notify the rel- 
evant institution of higher education, in 
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writing, of the amount of the extension of 
credit and the student on whose behalf credit 
is extended. The form of such written notifi- 
cation shall be subject to the regulations of 
the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau. 

“(C) ANNUAL REPORT.—A creditor that 
issues funds with respect to an extension of 
credit described in this subsection shall pre- 
pare and submit an annual report to the Con- 
sumer Financial Protection Bureau con- 
taining the required information about pri- 
vate student loans to be determined by the 
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Edu- 
cation.’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF PRIVATE EDUCATION 
LOAN.—Section 140(a)(7)(A) of the Truth in 
Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1650(a)(7)(A)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating clause (ii) as clause 
Gii); 

(2) in clause (i), by striking “and” after the 
semicolon; and 

(3) by adding after clause (i) the following: 

“(i) is not made, insured, or guaranteed 
under title VII or title VIII of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 292 et seq. and 
296 et seq.); and’’. 

(c) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 365 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau shall 
issue regulations in final form to implement 
paragraphs (3) and (9) of section 128(e) of the 
Truth in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1638(e)), as 
amended by subsection (a). Such regulations 
shall become effective not later than 6 
months after their date of issuance. 

SEC. 3. AMENDMENT TO THE HIGHER EDU- 
CATION ACT OF 1965. 

(a) AMENDMENT TO THE HIGHER EDUCATION 
ACT OF 1965.—Section 487(a) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1094(a)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (28) and in- 
serting the following: 

**(28)(A) The institution shall— 

“G) upon the request of a private edu- 
cational lender, acting in connection with an 
application initiated by a borrower for a pri- 
vate education loan in accordance with sec- 
tion 128(e)(3) of the Truth in Lending Act, 
provide certification to such private edu- 
cational lender— 

“(I) that the student who initiated the ap- 
plication for the private education loan, or 
on whose behalf the application was initi- 
ated, is enrolled or is scheduled to enroll at 
the institution; 

“(IT) of such student’s cost of attendance 
at the institution as determined under part 
F of this title; and 

““(TIT) of the difference between— 

‘“(aa) the cost of attendance at the institu- 
tion; and 

““(bb) the student’s estimated financial as- 
sistance received under this title and other 
assistance known to the institution, as ap- 
plicable; and 

“Gi) provide the certification described in 
clause (i), or notify the creditor that the in- 
stitution has received the request for certifi- 
cation and will need additional time to com- 
ply with the certification request— 

“(I) within 15 business days of receipt of 
such certification request; and 

“(TT) only after the institution has com- 
pleted the activities described in subpara- 
graph (B). 

“(B) The institution shall, upon receipt of 
a certification request described in subpara- 
graph (A)(i), and prior to providing such cer- 
tification— 

“(i) determine whether the student who 
initiated the application for the private edu- 
cation loan, or on whose behalf the applica- 
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tion was initiated, has applied for and ex- 
hausted the Federal financial assistance 
available to such student under this title and 
inform the student accordingly; and 

“(ii) provide the borrower whose loan ap- 
plication has prompted the certification re- 
quest by a private education lender, as de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A)(i), with the fol- 
lowing information and disclosures: 

“(I) The availability of, and the borrower’s 
potential eligibility for, Federal financial as- 
sistance under this title, including disclosing 
the terms, conditions, interest rates, and re- 
payment options and programs of Federal 
student loans. 

‘(II) The borrower’s ability to select a pri- 
vate educational lender of the borrower’s 
choice. 

“(IIT) The impact of a proposed private 
education loan on the borrower’s potential 
eligibility for other financial assistance, in- 
cluding Federal financial assistance under 
this title. 

‘“(IV) The borrower’s right to accept or re- 
ject a private education loan within the 30- 
day period following a private educational 
lender’s approval of a borrower’s application 
and about a borrower’s 3-day right to cancel 
period. 

‘(C) For purposes of this paragraph, the 
terms ‘private educational lender’ and ‘pri- 
vate education loan’ have the meanings 
given such terms in section 140 of the Truth 
in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1650).”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the effective date of the regulations de- 
scribed in section 2(c). 

SEC. 4. REPORT. 

Not later than 24 months after the issuance 
of regulations under section 2(c), the Direc- 
tor of the Consumer Financial Protection 
Bureau and the Secretary of Education shall 
jointly submit to Congress a report on the 
compliance of institutions of higher edu- 
cation and private educational lenders with 
section 128(e)(3) of the Truth in Lending Act 
(15 U.S.C. 1638(e)), as amended by section 2, 
and section 487(a)(28) of the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1094(a)), as 
amended by section 3. Such report shall in- 
clude information about the degree to which 
specific institutions utilize certifications in 
effectively encouraging the exhaustion of 
Federal student loan eligibility and lowering 
student private education loan debt. 

S. 114 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fairness for 
Struggling Students Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. EXCEPTIONS TO DISCHARGE. 

Section 523(a)(8) of title 11, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘dependents, 
for” and all that follows through the end of 
subparagraph (B) and inserting ‘‘dependents, 
for an educational benefit overpayment or 
loan made, insured, or guaranteed by a gov- 
ernmental unit or made under any program 
funded in whole or in part by a governmental 
unit or an obligation to repay funds received 
from a governmental unit as an educational 
benefit, scholarship, or stipend;’’. 


By Mr. REED (for himself, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, Mr. DURBIN, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mr. UDALL of New 
Mexico, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. LAU- 
TENBERG, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
Coons, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. 
STABENOW, and Mr. BEGICH): 
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S. 116. A bill to revise and extend pro- 
visions under the Garrett Lee Smith 
Memorial Act; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to be joined by Senators MUR- 
KOWSKI, DURBIN, COLLINS, TOM UDALL, 
MURRAY, LAUTENBERG, BLUMENTHAL, 
COONS, KLOBUCHAR, and STABENOW in 
the introduction of the Garrett Lee 
Smith Memorial Act Reauthorization. 

This legislation is named for the son 
of Senator Gordon Smith, our former 
colleague, who took his own life at the 
young age of 22. After this tragedy, 
Senator Smith rallied support from 
members across the aisle and in both 
chambers to prevent other children 
from doing the same with passage of 
the Garrett Lee Smith Memorial Act in 
2004. Since then, it has retained its bi- 
partisan support among Members of 
Congress and over 40 member organiza- 
tions of the Mental Health Liaison 
Group. 

However, the recent horrific mass 
shooting in Newtown, CT shows that 
more work must be done to address the 
mental and behavioral health of chil- 
dren and young adults before they hurt 
themselves and others. Indeed, what is 
so clear now from this terrible tragedy 
is that we have young people who des- 
perately need help. Parents also need 
help in identifying early warning signs 
of mental illness and accessing the ap- 
propriate treatment before it is too 
late. 

The Garrett Lee Smith Memorial Act 
authorizes critical resources for 
schools, elementary schools through 
college where children and young 
adults spend most of their time, to be 
able to reach at risk youth. Currently, 
this law supports 40 States, 38 tribes 
and tribal organizations, and 85 col- 
leges and universities in their efforts 
to address mental health and prevent 
suicides among their youth. 

The bill my colleagues and I are in- 
troducing today would increase the au- 
thorized grant level to States, tribes, 
and college campuses for the imple- 
mentation of proven programs and ini- 
tiatives designed to address mental ill- 
ness and reduce youth suicide. It will 
enable more schools to offer critical 
services to students and provide great- 
er flexibility in the use of funds, par- 
ticularly on college campuses. 

Suicide is now the second leading 
cause of death for adolescents and 
young adults age 10 to 24, up from the 
third leading cause of death in this 
population just a few years ago, and re- 
sults in 4,800 lives lost each year, ac- 
cording to the Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention. Additionally, the 
CDC reports that 157,000 young adults 
in this age group are treated for self-in- 
flicted injuries annually, often as the 
result of a failed suicide attempt. 

We can play a role in helping these 
children and their families. I am 
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pleased that President Obama and Vice 
President BIDEN recognized this and in- 
cluded in their Plan to Protect Our 
Children and Our Communities by Re- 
ducing Gun Violence a recommenda- 
tion to increase support for young 
adults ages 16 to 25, a population with 
high rates of mental illness, substance 
abuse, and suicide that is unlikely to 
seek help. Indeed, passing the Garrett 
Lee Smith Memorial Act Reauthoriza- 
tion is one way we can better address 
the mental health needs of this popu- 
lation. 

My colleague, Chairman HARKIN, will 
be holding a hearing on the status of 
the mental health system in our coun- 
try tomorrow. I look forward to con- 
tinuing to work with him and others to 
act on the President’s recommenda- 
tions to improve mental and behavioral 
health care services, particularly for 
children and young people. This should 
be something that we do automatically 
when it comes to the welfare of our 
children but is even more urgently re- 
quired in the wake of the terrible re- 
cent tragedies in Connecticut and else- 
where. 


By Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself, 
Mr. BURR, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. 
MORAN, and Mr. CRUZ): 

S. 122. A bill to promote freedom, 
fairness, and economic opportunity by 
repealing the income tax and other 
taxes, abolishing the Internal Revenue 
Service, and enacting a national sales 
tax to be administered primarily by 
the States; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
rise to speak today about our Tax Code 
as well as our economic future. There 
is a problem with our Tax Code, one 
that hits home with nearly all Ameri- 
cans; that is, its complexity. In the 
past few years I have met with hun- 
dreds of constituents who are worried 
about this issue. Individuals, small 
businesses, farms, and large corpora- 
tions alike struggle with meeting their 
obligations to the IRS because of the 
complexity of our current Tax Code. 

Earlier this month the IRS Taxpayer 
Advocate revealed some startling fig- 
ures in the Agency’s annual report to 
Congress. It estimates that individuals 
and businesses spend 6.1 billion hours 
each year complying with the IRS tax 
filing requirements. The complexity of 
the Tax Code is so burdensome that 9 
out of 10 taxpayers now pay a profes- 
sional preparer or use often costly 
commercial software to assist in tax 
preparation. 

Then there is the problem with our 
corporate taxes. The United States has 
the highest marginal effective tax rate 
among the largest developed nations in 
the Organization for Economic Co- 
operation and Development. According 
to recent studies by the Cato Institute, 
that rate for U.S. corporations is al- 
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most 36 percent. In fact, only Argen- 
tina, Chad, and Uzbekistan have higher 
tax rates than does the United States. 
While the U.S. corporate rates have re- 
mained high, other countries are low- 
ering their rates. Sweden, for example, 
has become the latest country to an- 
nounce that it will lower corporate tax 
rates, in part to help attract more for- 
eign investment. Our corporate tax 
rates continue to be higher than they 
should, and we lose our competitive ad- 
vantage to other nations in part be- 
cause of that high tax rate. 

I want to talk about a way to fix 
both these problems. Since joining the 
Senate, I have introduced in each new 
Congress the Fair Tax Act. Today I am 
reintroducing this legislation because 
of my belief that the Fair Tax Act can 
fix the problems built into our current 
Tax Code. The fair tax will promote 
freedom and economic opportunity by 
eliminating our current archaic and in- 
efficient Tax Code and replacing it 
with a simpler, fairer means of col- 
lecting tax revenue. It will repeal the 
individual income tax, the corporate 
income tax, capital gains taxes, all 
payroll taxes, self-employment taxes, 
and the estate and gift tax in lieu of a 
23-percent tax on the final sale of goods 
and services. Elimination of these inef- 
ficient taxing mechanisms will not 
only bring about equality within our 
tax system, it will also bring about 
simplicity. It will provide tax relief for 
business-to-business transactions. 
These transactions, including those for 
used goods that have already been 
taxed, are not subject to the sales tax, 
so there would be no double taxation. 

Some of my colleagues have asked 
how the fair tax would affect our rev- 
enue on our entitlement programs. So- 
cial Security and Medicare benefits 
would remain untouched under the 
Fair Tax Act. There would be no finan- 
cial reductions to either of these vital 
programs. Instead, the source of the 
trust fund revenue for these two pro- 
grams would be replaced simply by the 
sales tax revenue instead of by payroll 
tax revenue. 

Another question I get is how the fair 
tax would affect impoverished Ameri- 
cans. Under the Fair Tax Act, every 
American would receive a monthly re- 
bate check equal to the spending up to 
the Federal poverty level, according to 
Department of Health and Human 
Services guidelines. This rebate would 
ensure that no American pays taxes on 
the purchase of necessities. 

We have made nearly 5,000 changes to 
the Tax Code since 2001—I have sup- 
ported some of them, and I have not 
supported others—all in the name of 
improvement and economic benefit. I 
believe we can do better than simply 
lowering our taxes. I know we can 
make a bigger impact on our economic 
future by ridding ourselves of a tax 
structure that is holding us back. 

Ronald Reagan once said: 
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I believe we really can, however, say that 
God did give mankind virtually unlimited 
gifts to invent, produce and create. And for 
that reason alone, it would be wrong for gov- 
ernments to devise a tax structure or eco- 
nomic system that suppresses and denies 
those gifts. 

With that statement, I could not 
agree more. 


Se 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 8—EXPRESS- 
ING THE SENSE OF THE SENATE 
THAT CONGRESS HOLDS THE 
SOLE AUTHORITY TO BORROW 
MONEY ON THE CREDIT OF THE 
UNITED STATES AND SHALL NOT 
CEDE THIS POWER TO THE 
PRESIDENT 


Mr. ROBERTS (for himself, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Wisconsin, and Mr. CORNYN) submitted 
the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance: 

S. RES. 8 


Whereas it is Congress’ prerogative and 
duty to decide how much the Nation will 
borrow and for what purposes; 

Whereas Congress has the responsibility 
under the Constitution to regulate the terms 
and conditions under which the Nation bor- 
rows funds; 

Whereas Congress has the power and the 
obligation to ensure that payments are made 
on the national debt; 

Whereas Congress is directly accountable 
to the people concerning any tax and spend- 
ing burdens placed upon the public; 

Whereas these Constitutional powers and 
responsibilities create an appropriate check 
on the executive branch and preclude the 
President from raising taxes and issuing 
debt; 

Whereas on November 29, 2012, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, on behalf of the 
President, proposed that Congress should 
surrender its authority to establish the debt 
limit of the United States to the executive 
branch; and 

Whereas for 6 decades Congress and the 
President have routinely used the necessity 
of increasing the debt limit as a vehicle for 
debate and broader reforms on the path of 
spending and future deficits: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that Congress— 

(1) should not relinquish its long utilized 
authority vested in article 1, section 8 of the 
Constitution to ‘‘borrow money on the credit 
of the United States” by refusing to debate, 
amend, and vote on a bill to address the debt 
limit; and 

(2) should not provide the executive branch 
with exclusive power to issue debt on behalf 
of the United States Government. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I am 
rising to submit a resolution making it 
absolutely clear that Congress, and 
only Congress, has the authority and 
responsibility to set the Federal debt 
limit. I should not even have to submit 
a resolution such as this, but I feel it is 
absolutely necessary. 

Raising the Federal debt limit—the 
limit we place on government bor- 
rowing—as everybody knows, has been 
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a hot topic around Washington. It is a 
key issue for the start of the 113th Con- 
gress. It is another case where if we 
could just maintain regular order, reg- 
ular authority to address our problems, 
that is the best way for us to approach 
the task of getting our fiscal house in 
order. 

I know there is a lot of dispute over 
what breaching the limit means. There 
is a lot of talk about that. It is clear a 
great deal of the public and our finan- 
cial markets are extremely concerned 
about the Federal Government’s abil- 
ity to meet its financial obligations 
once we do hit the limit. 

The President has asked for a very 
large increase in the debt ceiling, and 
some in the administration have called 
for no limit at all. Others of the admin- 
istration and in the House are calling 
for Congress to give up its authority to 
set the debt limit—rather amazing— 
thus giving the executive branch uni- 
lateral authority to borrow. This is not 
a good idea. 

If the Federal Government does not 
collect enough revenue to pay for all 
its spending obligations, it must bor- 
row to make up the shortfall. Every- 
body knows that. We are borrowing 
now about 42 cents of every $1 we are 
obligated to spend. 

This is clearly—I think everybody 
would agree on either side of the aisle 
and the public—an unsustainable situa- 
tion which will only get worse if we do 
not begin meaningful discussions over 
our spending priorities, including—in- 
cluding—entitlement spending to 
strengthen and preserve those pro- 
grams for future generations. 

The national debt is growing. Every- 
body has seen that chart. It is about 
$16.4 trillion. The total public debt out- 
standing at the end of the third quarter 
just passed was $16.07 trillion. That is 
up from $15.86 trillion reported in June 
2012. We are on the wrong path. 

The Federal debt is now equivalent 
to at least 73 percent of the Nation’s 
gross domestic product—nearly double 
the level as a percentage of GDP that 
we had back in 1990. That is not too 
long ago. 

According to some measures, there 
has been a 60-percent increase in the 
debt limit since 2009. At the rate we are 
going, in a few short years we will be 
spending more to pay interest on the 
debt than we will on all discretionary 
programs outside of defense. Even de- 
fense now is going through a very dif- 
ficult time with the sequester and has 
already been cut about one-half trillion 
dollars. 

Let me just say that means no 
money for education. That means no 
money for agriculture. That means no 
money for the environment. That 
means no money for health care. It all 
goes to pay off interest on the debt. 

The Federal debt is the accumulation 
of this borrowing, including all bills, 
notes, and bonds issued by the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury. 


571 


The current statutory debt limit is 
$16.394 trillion, which was established 
on January 28 of last year, 2012—about 
1 year ago—under the procedures of the 
Budget Control Act of 2011. 

According to the Department of the 
Treasury, as of December 31—just last 
month—total debt outstanding subject 
to the limit was only $25 million—mil- 
lion; it used to be a lot of money— 
below the current limit. 

Once the amount of outstanding debt 
reaches the debt limit, the government 
can no longer issue additional debt to 
cover the cash shortfalls needed to 
fund government operations and meet 
legal obligations. 

Similar to the power of the purse, 
Congress’s powers over borrowing are 
firmly rooted in our constitutional tra- 
ditions. The Founders understood the 
potential danger of permitting the ex- 
ecutive branch to unilaterally incur 
new public debt. Article I of the Con- 
stitution empowers only—only—Con- 
gress “to borrow money on the credit 
of the United States.” 

The debt limit is the means by which 
Congress—Congress—exercises this 
critical legislative responsibility. 

I can remember well that lesson, that 
lecture, if you will, from Robert C. 
Byrd of West Virginia, the institu- 
tional flame of the Senate, who would 
have repeated that Congress cannot 
give debt limit authority to the execu- 
tive, should not, cannot. It is not con- 
stitutional. 

To implement this congressional pre- 
rogative, the amount of money the 
Federal Government is allowed to bor- 
row is subject to a specific statutory 
limit. 

From time to time, Congress con- 
siders and adopts legislation to change 
this limit and has done so more than 
100 times since the first modern debt 
limit was set way back in 1939, and we 
will do so again shortly. We have to. 

So preserving this role and estab- 
lishing the debt limit is vital to en- 
courage deficit reduction and to uphold 
our constitutional tradition of legisla- 
tive control over borrowing. Not only 
does the debt limit provide an essential 
check on executive borrowing, it pro- 
vides public accountability—everybody 
is talking about transparency—for 
Congress’s borrowing and debt manage- 
ment practices. We cannot duck that 
responsibility. We cannot pass this 
debt limit simply to the Executive and 
duck our responsibility and the public 
accountability. 

In other words, debates over the debt 
limit, as difficult and as contentious as 
they are—and they are; I know that— 
shed the light of day on the overall fi- 
nancial condition of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. Precluding these discussions 
by removing Congress’s authority over 
the debt limit would lead to a less well- 
informed decisionmaking over fiscal 
policy. That is probably the under- 
statement of my remarks. It is a nice 
way to put it. 
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We can do this. In the past, legisla- 
tion to raise the debt limit has fre- 
quently been coupled with legislation 
to reduce the overall Federal debt and 
deficit. That is the way we should do 
it. These extensions, often approved on 
a bipartisan basis, have been important 
catalysts for fiscal reform. In this re- 
spect, the debt limit is a strong mecha- 
nism, a strong tool, a way for Congress 
to evaluate fiscal policy and to main- 
tain control over such policy. 

Abdicating this role would fundamen- 
tally alter the checks and balances em- 
bedded in the Constitution. This is a 
power that should not be bargained 
away. 

The necessary and critical battle to 
control spending is far from over. I 
view the debt ceiling debate as a crit- 
ical means in what has to be an ongo- 
ing effort to tighten the government’s 
fiscal belt—if we can just do that. But 
we cannot settle our national finances 
by fundamentally altering the con- 
stitutional structure and processes 
governing those finances. We cannot 
cavalierly give up one of our most im- 
portant tools in evaluating and reining 
in the Federal Government’s runaway 
spending. 

Equally clear, we cannot keep spend- 
ing what we do not have. We must con- 
tinue to fight for spending cuts, for 
debt reduction, and against tax in- 
creases and, I might add, the tidal 
wave of regulations that continue to 
pour out of Washington. 

In response to calls to give up this 
vital congressional authority over debt 
issuance, I am submitting today a sim- 
ple resolution. Let’s put the Senate on 
record. The Congress holds the sole au- 
thority to borrow money on the credit 
of the United States and cannot cede 
this power to the President. 

I invite everybody to cosponsor this 
important measure and look forward to 
passage of this resolution. This should 
be a bipartisan effort, and it is abso- 
lutely necessary. 


Ee 


SENATE RESOLUTION 9—DESIG- 
NATING JANUARY 2013 AS “NA- 
TIONAL MENTORING MONTH” 


Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CARPER, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mrs. MURRAY, Mrs. GILLI- 
BRAND, and Mr. WYDEN) submitted the 
following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary: 

S. RES. 9 

Whereas mentoring is a longstanding tradi- 
tion in which a dependable, caring adult pro- 
vides guidance, support, and encouragement 
to facilitate the social, emotional, and cog- 
nitive development of a young person; 

Whereas continued research on mentoring 
shows that formal, high-quality mentoring 
focused on developing the competence and 
character of the mentee promotes positive 
outcomes, such as improved academic 
achievement, self-esteem, social skills, and 
career development; 
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Whereas further research on mentoring 
provides strong evidence that mentoring suc- 
cessfully reduces substance use and abuse, 
academic failure, and delinquency; 

Whereas mentoring, in addition to pre- 
paring young people for school, work, and 
life, is extremely rewarding for the people 
who serve as mentors; 

Whereas more than 5,000 mentoring pro- 
grams in communities of all sizes across the 
United States focus on building strong, effec- 


tive relationships between mentors and 
mentees; 
Whereas approximately 3,000,000 young 


people in the United States are in formal 
mentoring relationships due to the remark- 
able vigor, creativity, and resourcefulness of 
the thousands of mentoring programs in 
communities throughout the United States; 

Whereas, in spite of the progress made in 
increasing mentoring, the United States has 
a serious ‘‘mentoring gap”, with nearly 
15,000,000 young people in need of mentors; 

Whereas mentoring partnerships between 
the public and private sectors bring State 
and local leaders together to support men- 
toring programs by preventing duplication of 
efforts, offering training in industry best 
practices, and making the most of limited 
resources to benefit young people in the 
United States; 

Whereas the designation of January 2013 as 
“National Mentoring Month” will help call 
attention to the critical role mentors play in 
helping young people realize their potential; 

Whereas a month-long celebration of men- 
toring will encourage more individuals and 
organizations, including schools, businesses, 
nonprofit organizations, faith institutions, 
and foundations, to become engaged in men- 
toring across the United States; and 

Whereas, most significantly, 
Mentoring Month— 

(1) will build awareness of mentoring; and 

(2) will encourage more people to become 
mentors and help close the mentoring gap in 
the United States: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates the month of January 2013 as 
“National Mentoring Month”; 

(2) recognizes with gratitude the contribu- 
tions of the millions of caring adults and 
students who are already volunteering as 
mentors; and 

(3) encourages more adults and students to 
volunteer as mentors. 


National 
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SENATE RESOLUTION 10—EX- 
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE REGARDING THE GOV- 
ERNMENT OF ANTIGUA AND 
BARBUDA AND ITS ACTIONS RE- 
LATING TO THE STANFORD FI- 
NANCIAL GROUP FRAUD 


Mr. VITTER submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 10 


Whereas the Government of Antigua and 
Barbuda has committed numerous acts 
against the interests of United States citi- 
zens and operated the financial sector and 
judicial system of Antigua and Barbuda in a 
manner that is manifestly contrary to the 
public policy of the United States; 

Whereas 20,000 investors, including many 
United States citizens, lost $7,200,000,000 in 
an alleged Ponzi scheme involving fictitious 
certificates of deposit from Stanford Inter- 
national Bank, an offshore bank chartered in 
Antigua and Barbuda; 
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Whereas the Government of Antigua and 
Barbuda violated the order of the United 
States District Court for the Northern Dis- 
trict of Texas regarding the receivership pro- 
ceeding initiated at the request of the United 
States Securities and Exchange Commission 
(referred to in this preamble as the ‘‘Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission”), in which 
the court took exclusive control of all the 
assets owned by Allen Stanford and Stan- 
ford-affiliated entities around the world and 
documents relating to those assets; 

Whereas the Government of Antigua and 
Barbuda challenged the authority of the 
United States District Court for the North- 
ern District of Texas by— 

(1) initiating a separate and competing liq- 
uidation proceeding for Stanford Inter- 
national Bank; and 

(2) appointing liquidators who have defied 
the orders of the court in multiple jurisdic- 
tions around the world by litigating for con- 
trol of hundreds of millions of dollars in 
bank accounts in the United Kingdom, Swit- 
zerland, and Canada; 

Whereas the Government of Antigua and 
Barbuda challenged the authority of the 
United States Department of Justice by 
seeking to obtain control of hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars in bank accounts in the 
United Kingdom, Switzerland, and Canada 
that had been frozen at the request of the 
Department of Justice in accordance with 
multilateral criminal asset forfeiture trea- 
ties; 

Whereas the courts of Antigua and Bar- 
buda have denied recognition of the United 
States district court-appointed receiver for 
all assets of Allen Stanford and Stanford-af- 
filiated entities; 

Whereas the Stanford International Bank 
liquidators appointed by the Eastern Carib- 
bean Court of Appeals now seek recognition 
of the Antigua and Barbuda liquidation pro- 
ceeding as a foreign insolvency proceeding 
under chapter 15 of title 11, United States 
Code, in the United States District Court for 
the Northern District of Texas; 

Whereas the Government of Antigua and 
Barbuda acknowledged in a statement in 
March 2010 that— 

(1) Stanford International Bank ‘‘was oper- 
ating in Antigua as a transit point and for 
purposes of registration and regulation”; and 

(2) “[t]he business of Stanford Inter- 
national Bank, Ltd. was run from Houston, 
Texas, and its books maintained in Memphis, 
Tennessee’’; 

Whereas Allen Stanford, the Stanford Fi- 
nancial Group, and the Government of Anti- 
gua and Barbuda enjoyed a mutually bene- 
ficial business relationship involving numer- 
ous economic development projects and 
loans to the government of at least 
$85,000,000, and forensic accounting reports 
have identified those loans as having been 
made from Stanford International Bank cer- 
tificate of deposit funds; 

Whereas, in June 2010, the Securities and 
Exchange Commission alleged that Allen 
Stanford bribed Leroy King, the chief execu- 
tive officer of the Financial Services Regu- 
latory Commission of Antigua and Barbuda, 
to persuade Leroy King to— 

(1) not investigate Stanford International 
Bank; 

(2) provide Allen Stanford with access to 
the confidential files of the Financial Serv- 
ices Regulatory Commission; 

(3) allow Allen Stanford to dictate the re- 
sponse of the Financial Services Regulatory 
Commission to inquiries by the Securities 
and Exchange Commission about Stanford 
International Bank; and 
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(4) withhold information from the Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission; 

Whereas, in June 2010, the United States 
Department of Justice indicted Leroy King 
on criminal charges and ordered Leroy King 
to be extradited to the United States; 

Whereas the Government of Antigua and 
Barbuda has failed to complete the process of 
extraditing Leroy King to the United States 
to stand trial; 

Whereas Dr. Errol Cort, who served as the 
Minister of Finance of Antigua and Barbuda 
from 2004 to 2009, allegedly received more 
than $1,000,000 of fraudulently transferred 
Stanford investor funds either directly or in- 
directly through his law firm, Cort & Cort; 

Whereas Cort & Cort, the law firm of Dr. 
Errol Cort, served as the official registered 
agent for Stanford International Bank until 
June 2009; 

Whereas the Government of Antigua and 
Barbuda, along with the Eastern Caribbean 
Central Bank— 

(1) seized control and possession of the 
Allen Stanford-owned Bank of Antigua with- 
out compensation to the United States dis- 
trict court-appointed receiver; 

(2) renamed that bank the ‘Eastern Carib- 
bean Amalgamated Bank”; and 

(3) allocated a 40 percent ownership posi- 
tion to the Government of Antigua and Bar- 
buda and 60 percent ownership to 5 Eastern 
Caribbean Central Bank member banks; 

Whereas, after the fraud that the Stanford 
Financial Group allegedly perpetrated was 
made public, the Government of Antigua and 
Barbuda expropriated numerous Allen Stan- 
ford-owned properties in Antigua and Bar- 
buda worth up to several hundred million 
dollars, and the government has not turned 
over those properties to the United States 
district court-appointed receiver; 

Whereas the Government of Antigua and 
Barbuda expropriated without compensation 
the property known as the Half Moon Bay 
Resort, which is owned by a group of 12 
United States citizens; and 

Whereas the Government of Antigua and 
Barbuda— 

(1) has sought and obtained loans from the 
International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development and the International Develop- 
ment Association (commonly known as the 
“World Bank’’) and the International Mone- 
tary Fund; and 

(2) is the recipient of other direct and indi- 
rect aid from the United States: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that— 

(1) provision of all further direct or indi- 
rect aid or assistance, including assistance 
derived from Federal funds, by the United 
States Government to the Government of 
Antigua and Barbuda should be suspended 
until the Government of Antigua and Bar- 
buda provides complete redress of the issues 
described in the preamble, including 
through— 

(A) the full cooperation of the Government 
of Antigua and Barbuda and any appointee of 
that government, including the joint liquida- 
tors of Stanford International Bank, with 
the United States Securities and Exchange 
Commission, the United States Department 
of Justice, the United States district court- 
appointed receiver, and the United States 
district court-appointed Stanford Investors 
Committee, in investigating the Stanford Fi- 
nancial Group fraud and marshaling the as- 
sets of Allen Stanford and all Stanford-affili- 
ated entities; 

(B) an agreement by the Government of 
Antigua and Barbuda to be subject to the ju- 
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risdiction and bound by the judgment of any 
United States court that adjudicates the 
claims relating to the Stanford Financial 
Group fraud; 

(C) the transfer of the assets seized by the 
Government of Antigua and Barbuda, or ob- 
tained by the joint liquidators of Stanford 
International Bank, to the United States dis- 
trict court-appointed receiver for the benefit 
of victims of the Stanford Financial Group 
fraud; 

(D) a contribution by the Government of 
Antigua and Barbuda to the United States 
receivership estate for the benefit of victims 
of the Stanford Financial Group fraud, in an 
amount equal to the amount of any funds 
that Allen Stanford or any Stanford-affili- 
ated entity provided to the Government or 
government officials of Antigua and Bar- 
buda; 

(E) a contribution by the Government of 
Antigua and Barbuda to the United States 
receivership estate for the benefit of victims 
of the Stanford Financial Group fraud, in an 
amount equal to any payments that Allen 
Stanford or the Stanford Financial Group 
made to Leroy King or any other official of 
the Government of Antigua and Barbuda for 
the purpose of subverting regulatory over- 
sight of Stanford International Bank; 

(F) the fulfillment by the Government of 
Antigua and Barbuda of its obligations relat- 
ing to the expropriation of the Half Moon 
Bay Resort; and 

(G) an agreement by the Government of 
Antigua and Barbuda to not— 

(i) interfere with the receivership com- 
menced by the United States Government; 
and 

(ii) seek control of assets claimed by the 
United States Government; and 

(2) the Secretary of the Treasury should di- 
rect the United States Executive Directors 
of the International Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development and the International De- 
velopment Association (commonly known as 
the ‘‘World Bank’’) and the International 
Monetary Fund to use the voice and vote of 
the United States to ensure that any future 
loan made by the World Bank or the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund to the Government 
of Antigua and Barbuda is conditioned on 
providing complete redress of the matters, 


and satisfaction of the requirements, de- 
scribed under paragraph (1). 

Í 
SENATE RESOLUTION 11—EX- 


PRESSING SUPPORT FOR PRAY- 
ER AT SCHOOL BOARD MEET- 
INGS 


Mr. VITTER submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 


Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions: 
S. REs. 11 


Whereas the freedom to practice religion 
and to express religious thought is acknowl- 
edged to be a fundamental and unalienable 
right belonging to all individuals; 

Whereas the United States was founded on 
the principle of freedom of religion and not 
freedom from religion; 

Whereas the framers of the Constitution of 
the United States intended that the First 
Amendment to the Constitution would pro- 
hibit the Federal Government from enacting 
any law that favors one religious denomina- 
tion over another, not that the First Amend- 
ment to the Constitution would prohibit any 
mention of religion or reference to God in 
civic dialogue; 
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Whereas, in 1983, the Supreme Court held 
in Marsh v. Chambers, 463 U.S. 783, that the 
practice of opening legislative sessions with 
prayer has become part of the fabric of our 
society and invoking divine guidance on a 
public body entrusted with making the laws 
is not a violation of the Establishment 
Clause of the First Amendment to the Con- 
stitution, but rather is simply a tolerable ac- 
knowledgment of beliefs widely held among 
the people of the United States; 

Whereas voluntary prayer by elected bod- 
ies should not be limited to prayer in State 
legislatures and Congress; 

Whereas school boards are deliberative 
bodies of adults, similar to a legislature in 
that they are elected by the people, act in 
the public interest, and hold sessions that 
are open to the public for voluntary attend- 
ance; and 

Whereas voluntary prayer by an elected 
body should be protected under law and en- 
couraged in society because voluntary pray- 
er has become a part of the fabric of our soci- 
ety, voluntary prayer acknowledges beliefs 
widely held among the people of the United 
States, and the Supreme Court has held that 
it is not a violation of the Establishment 
Clause of the First Amendment to the Con- 
stitution for a public body to invoke divine 
guidance: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes that prayer before school 
board meetings is a protected act in accord- 
ance with the fundamental principles upon 
which the United States was founded; and 

(2) expresses support for the practice of 
prayer at the beginning of school board 
meetings. 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mrs. McCASKILL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on January 23, 2013, at 9 a.m., to 
hold a hearing entitled, ‘‘Benghazi: The 
Attacks and the Lessons Learned.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mrs. McCASKILL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen- 
ate, on January 23, 2018, at 10 a.m., in 
room SD-226 of the Dirksen Senate Of- 
fice Building, to conduct a hearing en- 
titled “Judicial Nominations.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that Jac- 
queline Emanuel, who is a fellow in 
Senator MARK UDALL’s office, be grant- 
ed floor privileges for the Senate’s ses- 
sions of the 113th Congress for the re- 
mainder of the month of January 2013. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


574 


SIGNING AUTHORITY 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that from Wednesday, 
January 23, through Monday, January 
28, the majority leader be authorized to 
sign duly enrolled bills or joint resolu- 
tions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 
EN BLOC—S. 81, S. 82, S. 83, AND 
S. 124 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am told 

there are four bills at the desk, and I 

ask for their first reading en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the titles of the bills en 
bloc. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 81) to provide guidance and prior- 
ities for Federal Government obligations in 
the event that the debt limit is reached. 

A bill (S. 82) to provide that any executive 
action infringing on the Second Amendment 
has no force or effect, and to prohibit the use 
of funds for certain purposes. 

A bill (S. 83) to provide for continuing op- 
erations of Government in a fiscally respon- 
sible manner. 

A bill (S. 124) to provide that Members of 
Congress may not receive pay after October 
1 of any fiscal year in which Congress has 
not approved a concurrent resolution on the 
budget and passed the regular appropriations 
bills. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ask 
for a second reading en bloc, and I ob- 
ject to my own request on all four of 
these measures. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The bills will be read for the second 
time on the next legislative day. 


——— 


ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
JANUARY 24, 2013 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it recess 
until 9:30 a.m. on Thursday, January 
24, 2013; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date and the time for the 
two leaders be reserved for their use 
later in the day; that following any 
leader remarks, the Senate be in a pe- 
riod of morning business for debate 
only until 12 noon, with Senators per- 
mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each during that time, with the major- 
ity controlling the first half-hour and 
the Republicans controlling the second 
half-hour. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


RECESS UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
it recess under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:39 p.m., recessed until Thursday, 
January 24, 2018, at 9:30 a.m. 


EEE 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 


IN THE ARMY 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be general 
GENERAL LLOYD J. AUSTIN III 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be lieutenant general 
LIEUTENANT GENERAL ROBERT L. CASLEN, JR. 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT- 
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 


To be major 
KORY D. BINGHAM 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
MICHAEL A. COOPER 
LOREN J. JANKE 
SUSAN MICHELLE MILLER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
VICTOR DOUGLAS BROWN 
DAVID P. DOROFF 
DAVID L. MOYER 
RODNEY M. WAITE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
WALTER S. ADAMS 
RANDY A. MARSHALL 
DAVID L. SUMRALL 
CARL E. SUPPLEE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
JOHN J. BARTRUM 
WILLIAM H. CRAIG 
KRISTIN A. HILLERY 
GREGORY C. STAUDENMAIER 
ANTHONY A. TREZZA 
GEORGE L. VALENTINE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
KIMBERLY L. BARBER 
DIANE DIFRANCESCO 
MARY C. GOETTER 
THOMAS M. HANSEN 
JO ANNE HOWARD 
LIESELOTTE J. KENNEDY 
DOROTHY ANNE KLEINERT 
JANET L. SETNOR 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
DINA L. BERNSTEIN 
CHRISTOPHER DAVID CAREY 
MICHELLE S. CRAMER 
GEORGE A. KIRKPATRICK 
LORRAINE M. MINK 


January 23, 2013 


JULIA D. RIVERA 

DANIEL L. ROUSE 
CHRISTOPHER A. SANTORO 
RANDALL G. SNOW 
CORNELIA P. WEISS 
WILLIAM R. YOUNGBLOOD 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
TIMOTHY LEE BRININGER 
JEANINE M. CZECH 
DAVID L. DAWSON 
KARL J. EDELMANN 
ERIC S. JOHNSON 
COLLEEN ELIZABETH KELLEY 
JOHN T. LANGELL 
DAVID J. LUTHER 
MARY E. NEWMAN 
BRIAN S. PINKSTON 
THOMAS E. QUINN, JR. 
CHRISTOPHER J. RYAN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
FRANCIS XAVIER ALTIERI 
MICHAEL EDWARD AMIRAULT 
BRYAN G. ANDERS 
BRADFORD T. ANDERSON 
ANTHONY P. ANGELLO 
DAVID SCOTT ARGYLE 
CHARLES D. ASSUMMA 
KEVIN J. AUNAPU 
ROBERT E. BALSERAK 
PAUL NATHAN BARNES 
BRIAN CHRISTOPHER BATAILLE 
DAVID B. BAYSINGER 
LESLIE A. BEAVERS 
PAMELA ANNE BERGESON 
RICARDO J. BERUVIDES 
ROBERT M. BLAKE 
BRETT A. BOLAN 
BRIAN S. BOWMAN 
ANN L. BROWN 
STEPHEN M. BROWNING 
PAMELA JUNE BRUNER 
ROBERT OTIS BUCHANAN 
MICHAEL ALPHONS BUONICONTI 
GREGORY P. BUTLER 
ERIC MARTIN BUTTER 
DEAN C. CALDWELL 
LEE WILLIAM CAREY 
BARBARA ELISABETH CARSON 
JOHN YOUNG CHOL CARTER 
ELIZABETH J. CHAMBERLAIN 
TODD WILLIAM CHAVANNE 
MICHAEL A. CHRISTOPH 
MELISSA ANN COBURN 
CHRISTINA M. COLLINS 
GLENN COLLINS 
JOSEPH A. COLLINS 
DAVID J. CONDIT 
MATTHEW CHRISTOPHER CONRAD 
ARTHUR T. COPPAGE 
STANLEY D. CROW, JR. 
PETER V. CULLINAN 
CHRISTOPHER C. CUNNINGHAM 
RAYMOND J. DANOWSKI 
LISA D. DAY 
MICHAEL P. DAY 
JOSEPH LOUIS DELLARCIPRETE 
LAWRENCE R. DISALVI 
TIMOTHY SEAN DONNELLY 
VANESSA J. DORNHOEFER 
BARNABAS DUDAS 
ROBERT GREEN DUNHAM 
SAM T. DUPRE 
ALAN M. EDMIASTON 
BRIAN M. FARRAR 
TERRY J. FRADY 
KENNETH T. FRANKENBERY 
RALPH L. FREED 
CHESTER V. FROST III 
DARRIN L. GAMBLIN 
SEAN ALAN GARRETT 
ROBERT P. GRAHAM 
MARK M. GRUENEWALD 
ROBERT A. HADDIX 
GREGORY D. HALEN 
JEROME S. HAYES 
LYNNETTE J. HEBERT 
WILLIAM M. HEISER 
DIANE L. HIGGINBOTHEM 
JEFFREY FRANK HILL 
MARK D. HOLTEN 
MELANI S. HOWARD 
PAUL B. HOWARD 
GERALD L. HROMOWYK 
WILLIAM T. HUBBARD 
THOMAS WILSON HUDNALL 
MARTY A. HUGHES 
BRYAN D. HUNTLEY 
ERIC P. JENKINS 
ERIC R. JENKINS 
BARRY K. JONES 
FRANCEEN KAKAVOULISPERERA 
CATHERINE J. KASSUBE 
JAMES W. KELLOGG, JR. 
JOSEPH W. KING 


January 23, 2013 


JOHN L. KITCHELL II 
DETLEF KLANN 

ANN P. KNABE 

STEPHEN R. KOENIG 
ROBERT BRYAN KOWNACKY 
TANYA R. KUBINEC 

NEAL J. LANDEEN 
MICHAEL J. LATTANZI 
ANDREW J. LEONE 
HAROLD W. LINNEAN III 
JEFFRY S. LONG 

KAREN L. MAGNUS 
JAMES D. MARSHALL 
DOUGLAS S. MARTIN 
JACQUELYN L. MARTY 
THOMAS C. MATSCHEK, JR. 
KURT A. MATTHEWS 
JEANINE M. MCANANEY 
TERRY W. MCCLAIN 
SCOTT T. MCLEAN 
THOMAS CHRIS MCNURLIN 
RUTH MEYER 

JOEL M. MILTON 
THOMAS O. MOFFATT, JR. 
MARTHA M. MONROE 
LEON H. MORRIS 
CHARLES E. MORTON 
BRIAN J. MUELLER 
NICHOLAS W. MYERS 
MARK A. NEVILLE 
CHRISTOPHER D. OGREN 
SHANNON OHARREN 

ERIC J. OISTAD 

MICHAEL J. OTT 
RAYMOND C. OTTO 
DAVID A. OWENS, JR. 
EDWARD G. PAYLOR 
JAMES M. PAYNE II 

REX EUGENE PELTO 
LINDA N. PEPIN 

ROBERT L. PERCY 
ROBERT E. PEREZ 
ANTHONY M. PERKINS 
DEAN E. PETERS 

KURT M. PETERS 
MICHAEL H. PHAN 

DAVID A. PIFFARERIO 
PAUL RICHARD PINKSTAFF 
RAYMOND M. PLATT 
DAVID C. POLACHECK 
ANTHONY G. POLASHEK 
RICHARD C. POSTON 
SCOTT M. REED 

JOSEPH MATTHEW REVIT 
DAVID WAYNE ROBERTSON 
STANLEY ROGERS 
KATHRYN A. RUSSEL 
PAUL A. SAINSBURY 
SCOTT D. SANDBERG 
GREGORY R. SAUNDERS 
JOHN L. SCHMIDT IIT 
DAVID E. SCHOBEL 

TODD MICHAEL SEGER 
LORENZA H. SHAW III 
JAMES M. SHEALY II 
CRAIG B. SHENKENBERG 
DORNEEN W. SHIPP 
JEFFREY B. SHORES 
LENNIE J. SIMPSON 
MARK V. SLOMINSKI 
DAVID L. SMITH 

GEORGE HUMPHREY SMITH II 
MICHAEL J. SMITH 
SCOTT A. SNYDER 

ADAM J. SPEARS 

RANDY P. SPEARS 
ROBERT J. STANTON 
CLIFTON D. STARGARDT 
STEPHEN J. STASO 
ROBERT J. STEFANOWICZ 
CHRISTOPHER L. STEGNER 
ANDREW H. STEPHAN 
PAUL K. STERNAL 
CAROLYN ANN STICKELL 
MICHAEL A. STOLT 
MICHAEL LEROY TAYLOR 
SHERRY L. TEAGUE 
KIMBERLY G. TEBRUGGE 
KEVIN B. THOMAS 
STUART A. TOFT 

MIGUEL F. TORREALDAY 
STEVEN G. TREE 
CHARLES D. TUCK 
LUTHER L. UPTON, JR. 
ANTHONY DOMINIC VALLERA 
CAROL ANN MARIE VELDHUIZEN 
SAMUELL R. VENEY 
NICHOLAS A. VOLPE 
ANNE M. VONLUHRTE 
JEFFREY S. WALLACE 
CLIFFORD W. WALLER 
ROBERT J. WALTZ 

JAMES F. WARD 

JOHN K. WELCH 

CRAIG R. WELLS 

ADRIAN K. WHITE 

MARIA EARNHARDT WHITE 
CHRISTOPHER T. WHITEHEAD 
ROBERT D. WHITEHOUSE 
STEPHANIE W. WILLIAMS 
ADAM B. WILLIS 

GARY A. WOLF 
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SHANNON L. YENCHESKY 
KEVIN M. ZELLER 


IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
JONATHAN A. FOSKEY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
MARION J. PARKS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
KAREN A. PIKE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY NURSE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 


To be major 
DEREK S. REYNOLDS 
BRIAN D. VOGT 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR REGULAR AP- 
POINTMENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED 
STATES ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 


To be major 
EDWARD A. FIGUEROA 
MICHAEL C. VANHOVEN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
JACK C. MASON 
TODD B. WAYTASHEK 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
RUTH E. APONTE 
EDWARD R. ARMSTRONG 
WARREN F. BACOTE 
TIMOTHY O. BANE 
MARSHALL D. BANKS 
ORAIG A. BARKLEY 
ROSBELL BARRERA 
THOMAS E. BARTOW 
HARRY C. BLANCO 
ROBERT I. BLAND 
CURTIS T. BOTH 
NORMA J. BRADFORD 
MIGUEL A. CASTELLANOS 
DOUGLAS A. CHERRY 
TYRONE D. CLIFTON 
ELIZABETH A. COBLE 
MARK W. COLVIS 
ROSANNA L. DOLPHIN 
MICHAEL J. FAGNANT 
JON M. GOFORTH 
NIKKI L. GRIFFINOLIVE 
WILLIAM I. GRYMES 
KENNETH M. HAMMOND 
MICHAEL T. HARVEY 
CURTIS R. HENRY 
SEAN P. HIGGINS 
DEBRA A. HOWER 
DAVID R. JAMES 
RICARDO A. JAVIER 
CHARLES M. JENKS 
LINDA C. JOHNSON 
PATRICK N. JOYNER 
MICHAEL L. KASNIC 
DANIEL A. KELLER 
ROBERT J. KENNEDY 
ERIC A. LAWSON 
SAMUEL E. LICORISH, JR. 
TERRY D. LINDON 
RONALD L. LUNDY 
JOSE M. MADERA 
GASPARE MAGADDINO 
JOHN D. MANNING 
EDWARD B. MCEACHERN 
THOMAS P. MCLEARY 
GREGORY S. MCMILLAN 
ELIZABETH A. MEDINA 
DONNA M. MIKULIC 
WILLIAM N. NUTTER 
JAMES R. ORBOCK 
THOMAS B. PENTECOST 
WILLIAM PHILLIPS 
LUIS POMALES 
DEREK W. PRUITT 
DEREK J. REMINGTON 
DALE B. RIVERS 
PAUL R. ROSEWITZ 
MICHAEL C. ROWELLS 
GLENN W. SANDERS 
EDUARDO C. SANNICOLAS 
EASTER K. SHARPE 
RICHARD T. SHEVLIN 
DUSTIN A. SHULTZ 
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ROBERT F. SINGLER, JR. 
GREGORY W. SMITH 
PAUL M. SOEHNLEIN 
MICHAEL P. SPEARS 
MARK A. TOWNE 
MICHAEL J. TROMBLEY 
MICHAEL J. VARGAS 
FRANCISCO 8. VELEZ III 
JOHN B. VINZANT 
THERESA J. WALSH 
FLETCHER V. WASHINGTON 
KURT H. L. WEINAND 
BRADLEY P. WELCH 
MATTHEW Z. WEST 
PAMELA L. WRIGHT 
TWANDA E. YOUNG 
MICHAEL J. ZINNO 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL’S CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 AND 3064: 


To be major 
LESLIE E. AKINS 
RONALD ALCALA 
ADRIAN T. ALLISON 
NATHANIEL H. BABB 
JASON S. BALLARD 
SEAMUS K. BARRY 
KRISTA L. BARTOLOMUCCI 
CHRISTOPHER B. BERHOW 
TRICIA L. BIRDSELL 
KENNETH W. D. BORGNINO 
CARL J. BROMLEY 
JAY S. BURNS 
JOHN W. CAULWELL 
CINNAMON J. CHIELENS 
JOHN CIULLA, JR. 
GILBERT J. COMLEY 
BRENDAN R. CRONIN 
CHRISTOPHER J. CURRAN 
MELISSA DASGUPTASMITH 
NICHOLES D. DEMBINSKI 
JOHN G. DOYLE 
BRADLEY ENDICOTT 
CHAD M. FISHER 
CHRISTOFER T. FRANCA 
JEFFREY A. GILBERG 
MEGHAN D.B. GLUSHENKO 
BRENT A. GOODWIN 
CLYDE B. GORE 
TERRY J. GRIDER 
JOHN R. GUENARD 
RAUDEL GUERRA 
BRAD T. GWILLIM 
JEREMY A. HAUGH 
JENNIFER M. HEALY 
THOMAS S. HONG 
LARRIS HUTTON 
STEWART HYDERKHAN 
MATTHEW W. JEPPSON 
DURWARD JOHNSON 
JOSHUA W. JOHNSON 
ASHLEY A. JOLISSAINT 
JOSEPH E. JORGENSEN 
CAOILTE K. JOY 
TAKASHI KAGAWA 
BRIAN J. KARGUS 
SAMUEL K. KIM 
MICHAEL KORTE 
JOSHUA W. KRUPA 
CHRISTOPHER A. LACOUR 
BRETT A. LAMBORN 
MICHAEL H. LAMPHIER 
SANDRA N. LEEBER 
SHAUN B. LISTER 
MARK W. MALCOLM 
ROBERTO C. MARTENS 
DANIEL D. MAURER 
ALLISON D. MCFEATTERS 
JENNIFER A. MCKEEL 
MARCUS L. MISINEC 
JODEAN MORROW 
DUSTIN P. J. MURPHY 
ALAN J. NEF 
WILLIAM A. OBRINGER 
GREGORY T. OMALLEY 
MEGHAN OSULLIVAN 
BENJAMIN M. OWENSFILICE 
JOY L. PREMO 
ARMANDO RANCANO 
JESS R. RANKIN 
THEODORE B. REITER 
JAMAL RHINEHARDT 
STEPHEN J. RUETER 
ANDREW W. SCOTT 
BRETT C. SHEPARD 
JOSHUA J. SMITH 
NATHANIEL G. SMITH 
SHAHARA T. TIMBROOK 
VIRGINIA H. TINSLEY 
BRUCE TYLER 
KYLE C. VANDEWATER 
STEVEN VARGO 
CHRISTOPHER C. WAITE 
RYAN T. WARDLE 
JOSEPH H. WHEELER 
MELVIN L. WILLIAMS 
JASON D. WRIGHT 
MATTHEW E. WRIGHT 
MARC W. ZELNICK 
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THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
TIMOTHY G. ABRELL 
SCOTT E. ADAMS 
ROBERT C. ALLISON, JR. 
JOHN C. ANDONIE 
RAMON M. ANGELUCCI 
GARY P. APPEL 
NICHOLAS R. ARANDA 
BRUCE C. BALZANO 
THOMAS C. BARNETT, JR. 
MARTIN J. BASHAM 
JEFFREY K. BECKER 
MATTHEW J. BEDWELL 
MAUREEN E. BELLAMY 
JANEEN L. BIRCKHEAD 
ROBYN J. BLADER 
RONALD L. BRAZELL II 
THERESA L. BROWN 
JONATHAN D. BUONAMICI 
JOHN E. BURICK 
TODD R. BURTON 
JAMES J. CARUOLO 
DAVID G. CHACON 
PAUL B. CHAUNCEY III 
KENNETH D. CHAVEZ 
PHILIP W. CLAYTON 
DENNIS S. CLEAVELAND 
CHRISTOPHER J. COLE 
SCOTT E. COLLINS 
MARGARET L. COMPTON 
DAVID M. COOLEY 
JEFFREY L. COPELAND 
ROBERT C. COVERT 
HOLLIE A. CRISSEY 
LISA CRUM 
DAVID M. DAHLE 
DARRELL W. DANIELS 
JONATHAN T. DAVENPORT 
MATTHEW L. DAVIS 
BARRY A. DEATON 
DARRELL W. DEMENT 
JODY L. DEW 
MICHAEL P. DIETZ 
AMANDA E. DIGRE 
MARTIN C. DINAN 
TONY D. DIVISH 
JONATHAN R. DOLS 
ROBERT A. DWAN, SR. 
ANITA R. EASLEY 
ROBERT D. EDGERLY 
FRANK D. EMANUEL 
DAVID H. ESTES 
GREGORY L. ESTES 
MICHAEL V. ETCHEVERRY 
CURTIS W. FAULK 
RICHARD B. FENNELL 
KYLE G. FERLEMANN 
JOHN W. FINDLEY 
MICHAEL S. FINER 
GEORGE L. FISHER 
THOMAS C. FISHER 
ADAM R. FLASCH 
CHRISTOPHER M. FLEMING 
DANIEL M. FRICKENSCHMIDT 
MARTIN S. FRIES 
MARK S. FRITZ 
DOUGLAS C. GAGNON 
ELIZABETH K. GAYTON 
FREDERICK P. GILSON 
NEIL C. GLAD 
NORBERT L. GLADNICK, JR. 
MICHAEL J. GLISSON 
SETH M. GOLDBERG 
CHRISTOPHER M. GOLNICK 
ESTEBAN L. GONZALES 
SAMUEL W. GOULD 
DOUGLAS T. GRAGERT 
RODNEY M. GRAHAM 
ANDREW L. GRANTHAM 
JON R. GREENHAW 
WARREN R. GRIFFIS 
STEVEN T. GRIGSBY 
FORREST M. GRIMES, JR. 
DAVID A. GUIDO 
JEFFREY J. HAFNER 
WILLIAM M. HALL 
JOHN P. HARDY 
TODD R. HARLESS 
TERRY B. HARPER 
GEORGE J. HARRINGTON 
CYRO D. HARRISON 
JOHN F. HARRISON 
JET M. HAYS 
ROBERT F. HEPNER, JR. 
BARBARA A. HERRINGTONCLEMENS 
STEVEN L. HIBLER 
GARY M. HOFFMANN 
DEDRICK W. HOSKINS 
ANDREW F. HUTCHINSON 
ENIS A. JAMES 
ROGER L. JENNINGS, JR. 
DANIEL M. JOHNSON 
ANDREA J. JOHNSONHARVEY 
JOHN D. JOHNSON 
LYNDON C. JOHNSON 
ANGELA B. JONES 
DAVID V. JORDAN 
PETER D. JORDAN 
TROY D. JOSLIN 
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JOHN E. KAJANDER 
RAYMOND M. KENT 
THOMAS J. KILMARTIN 
CECIL W. KING 

DANIEL J. KNIGHT 
JOHN D. KOVAC 

GARY D. LADD 

GENE K. LAMBRECHT 
RICHARD J. LEBEL 
JOHN J. LEE 

DAVID A. LEGER 
DAVID C. LEONARD 
THOMAS R. LEONARD 
TODD W. LEWIS 

JAMES D. LORD 

SONJA M. LUCAS 
CLYDE A. LYNN II 
AMY S. LYONS 
MICHAEL A. LYONS. 
MICHAEL D. LYTLE 
THOMAS M. MALEE II 
BARRY W. MANLEY 
TERRY L. MAST, JR. 
JUDY M. MAVROLEON 
SCOTT C. MAYLATH 
DANIEL C. MCCARROLL 
GARY L. MCGINNIS 
EDWARD M. MCINNIS 
LES A. MELNYK 
MICHAEL K. MESSICK 
STEVEN E. METZE 
MARK K. MIERA 

MILO W. MOODY 

RENE MORENO 
ALBERT C. MORRIS 
ROBERT E. MOSCARELLO 
MAX E. MOSS, JR. 

ERIC T. MULLAI 

RALPH R. MYERS, JR. 
MARTY R. NICHOLS 
LEE G. NORDIN 

DANIEL A. NORMAN 
NATALIE D. NORTHERN 
JEFFREY A. OLIVE 
KEVIN A. OLSON 

JOHN E. PARKER 
MICHAEL E. PATTERSON 
LISA A. PEAKE 
WILLIAM H. POPPLER 
DAVID C. POULTON 
ROGER A. PRESLEY, JR. 
RICKY C. PRESSNELL 
MIGUEL A. RAMOSNIEVES 
JASON J. RECKARD 
RAFAEL A. RIBAS 
MARK T. RICCARDI 
RYON A. RICHMOND 
TIMOTHY R. RICKERT 
TIMOTHY L. RIEGER 
GARY A. ROBINSON II 
ROBERT D. ROBINSON II 
JEFFREY L. RYAN 
MARK J. SCHINDLER 
RONALD J. SCHWICKERATH 
LAWRENCE P. SEABERG 
JAMES S. SELCHERT 
JOHN A. SEPRODI 
DAVID P. SHAFER 
DAVID R. SHAUL 

TODD C. SHEALY 
JAMES T. SHUTO 
JAMES B. SLAGOWSKI 
ELIZABETH B. SMART 
RONALD J. SPENCER 
DEAN T. SPENZOS 
CHRISTOPHER S. STANGER 
JEFFREY S. STEVENS 
JOHN A. STEVENS 

LORI A. STRODE 
ANTHONY K. SUTTER 
GERALD A. TAKASE 
WILLIAM H. TAYLOR 
STUART J. TOMASA 
KENNETH S. TOUSSAINT 
DANIEL L. TOWNSEND 
THEODORE F. TRACY 
TRYGVE B. TROSPER 
HERMAN P. VALENTINE 
VINCENT L. VANNOORBEECK 
LARRY B. VAUGHN 
KEVIN A. VEDDER 
ADAM C. VOLANT 
MICHELE R. VOORHEES 
DAVID L. WARD 

LOREN A. WEEKS 

JOHN M. WELLS 
ROBERT M. WHITE 
MICHAEL D. WICKMAN 
DAVID L. WILLIAMS 
MICHAEL W. WILLIAMS 
WARREN R. WINTRODE 
STEVEN F. WOLF 
ANDREW M. WOOD 
RUSSELL W. WOODLIEF 
JOHN J. WRANEK III 
RICHARD M. WRIGHT 
WILLIAM R. YOUNG 
JAMES A. ZOLLAR 
JOHN A. ZULFER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 
RAFAEL E. ABREU 
LESLIE L. ACHTERBERG 
THOMAS B. ADAMS 
DAVID F. ALBANESE 
RANDELL ALICEAORTIZ 
DERRIC H. ANDERSON 
JON T. ANDERSON 
TRAVIS J. ANGLIN 
TROY J. ANHALT 
MICHAEL T. ANSAY 
DANIEL E. ARZONICO 
EDGARDO AVILES 
LISA D. A. BACA 
MICHELLE M. BAILEY 
GREGORY L. BAISCH 
HARLAN E. BALLARD 
DANIEL J. BASIK 
MILLER L. BELMONT 
CURTIS A. BENNETT 
JAMES M. BERRY 
KARL J. BERSCHEID 
ANDREW P. BESSMER 
HERALD E. BIRCHFIELD, JR. 
BARRY N. BIRDWELL 
GARY A. BISSELL 
MICHAEL L. BLAND 
JON T. BLATT 
RICHARD J. BOEHNING 
GLENN A. BOGDANSKI 
JIMMY D. BOWIE 
MICHAEL W. BRANER 
STEPHEN J. BROADFOOT 
BUDDY B. BROOK 
MICHAEL E. BROWNE 
JAMES C. BULKOWSKI 
JOHN W. BUSTERUD 
CLARENCE D. BUTLER 
WINDSOR S. BUZZA 
KENNETH W. CARLSON 
ANGELO J. CARMELLO 
DONALD E. CARTER, JR. 
WILLIAM E. CARTER 
WALTER C. CATLETT 
SHAWN R. CHENEY 
WALTER J. CHWASTYK 
RICHARD E. CIOCHON 
ELIZABETH L. COFFMAN 
ROYELLE D. COMER 
GEORGE W. COOK, JR. 
TIMOTHY P. COON 
THOMAS M. COONEY 
MICHAEL D. CRADER 
GEORGE C. CRESSMAN, JR. 
KENNETH R. DASILVA 
GLENN M. DAVIS 
STEVEN A. DAVIS 
DONALD L. DEAS 
STEVEN J. DEBRUIN 
GENE J. DELBIANCO 
STEVEN E. DEVORE 
TERRY L. DEWITT 
BRIAN T. DIEFFENBACHER 
GEORGE K. DIXON 
RONALD D. DIZ 
ROY J. DOWNEY 
JOHN M. DRESKA 
TIMOTHY D. DYE 
JOSEPH F. DZIEZYNSKI 
MATTHEW P. EASLEY 
VALERIE D. ECHOLS 
HOWARD W. ECKSTEIN 
ANNE D. EDGECOMB 
JOSEPH A. EDWARDS II 
GREGORY T. ELPERS 
JOHN T. FARNSWORTH 
RICHARD A. FAULKNER, JR. 
MICHAEL A. FITZGERALD 
KENNETH W. FORMELLA 
LOVOYD L. FOUNTAIN 
MITCHELL H. FRIDLEY 
SAMUEL A. FRYER 
JAMES W. FULKS 
GERALD J. GAFFORD 
DANIEL A. GAJEWSKI 
WILLIAM H. GALBREATH 
THOMAS M. GANTT 
THOMAS C. GEORGES 
DARREL A. GERMAN 
SCOTT A. GIACOBBI 
TONI A. GLOVER 
SCOTT J. GORDON 
PETER GORKY 
SUZANNE M. GOULETTE 
ELIZABETH L. GROSSI 
MICHAEL W. GROSZ 
ROBERT A. GRUMBERG 
MICHELE M. HABERLACH 
TYRA A. HARDING 
JEROME R. HEATH 
RALPH D. HENNING 
JON A. HEWITT 
ROBERT HILDEBRANDT 
JOHN A. HILL 
EDWARD HRICZOV, JR. 
TEDDY R. HUGHART 
RONALD S. HUNTER 
GARTHA INGRAM III 
LAWRENCE M. IWANSKI 
BRYDON D. JACKSON 
JAY S. JACKSON 
MATTHEW A. JENKINS 
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SHAWN M. JIRIK 
GARRETT P. JOHNSON 
KIT D. JONES 

REX W. JONES 
WOLFGANG E. JUNGE 
TIMOTHY W. KELLEY 
PHILIP E. KEYES 
GOTTFRIED H. KOBLITZ 
STANLEY J. KORYTA, JR. 
FRANK A. KUCZYNSKI 
KELLY E. KYBURZ 
STEVE J. LANCASTER 
RUBY R. LARDENT 
RICHARD E. LAUBER 
KENNETH J. LAVOY 
TODD M. LAZAROSKI 
SCOTT R. LEATHERMAN 
PETER H. LEE 

BRUCE R. LEMOINE 
BETHANY I. LENDERMAN 
EVAN K. LITTMAN 
WILLIAM S. LONGINO 
JOHN C. LOOMIS 
DOUGLAS A. LUEHE 
MARK J. MAIER 


GAYNA C. MALCOLMPACKNETT 


RODNEY C. MANOR 
PABLO MANZO 

DANIEL J. MAROUN 
DANIEL F. V. MCCARTHY 
JULIANA K. MCCAUSLIN 
REX E. MCCULLOUGH 
JAMES A. MCDONALD 
FRANCESCA M. MCFADDEN 
MOLLY S. MCGLAUGHLIN 
ERIC J. MCGRAW 
KEVIN W. MCKELVY 
JEFFERY W. MCKONE 
WILLIAM J. MCLAEN 
WILLIAM H. MILLARD 
CAROL S. MOMOHARA 
THOMAS O. MONAHAN 
JOHN C. MOORE, JR. 
DION B. MOTEN 

DAVID C. MUNDFROM 
KARL E. NELL 

GARY L. NICHOL 
MILFORD C. NICHOLS 
LUIS F. NIEVES 
MICHAEL D. NYENHUIS 
MICHAEL A. OHEARN 
CLARE P. OKEEFFE 
MICHAEL G. OLIVERI 
TERI L. OMAN 

ANDREW PARKER 
MICHAEL D. PARRISH 
RICHARD A. PEMBER 
ELDON D. PENCE III 
GEORGE C. PENROD 
JOHN H. PHILLIPS 
JOHN S. PHILLIPS 
LAURENCE K. PIKE 
JAMES O. POSEY, JR. 
JONATHAN M. PULEO 
RONALD QUIETT 
PETER J. RAYNA 
GEORGE W. REAGAN 
ANNA L. REGO 

DAVID A. ROSCOE 
RONALD A. SALAS 
DAVID W. SCHEIDELER 
KARL R. SCHELLY 
MARTIN C. SCHULZ 
WILLIAM P. SCHWAB 
KIMBERLY G. SELL 
CHARLES S. SENTELL IIT 
MITCHELL R. SHAFFER 
DARYL N. SHRYOCK 
JOHN W. SIMMA, JR. 
DOUGLAS S. SMITH 
JAMES E. SMITH 
GEOFFREY M. SMYTH 
SUSAN M. SOISSON 
JOHN C. SPEAR 
GREGORY W. SPEARS 
ROBERT W. SPINELLI 
JOHN E. STEFULA 
DONALD P. STEWART 
KEITH F. STUBBS 
PETER T. SULLIVAN 
BRIAN TACKETT 

AMY M. TAITANO 

AMY L. TALBERT 

CARL D. TAYLOR 
JEANETTE L. THOMPSON 
DAVID G. TORGERSEN 
ANDREW J. TROSKE 
LAWRENCE L. TUBBS 
DARRYL L. UNDERWOOD 
ALOK K. UPADHYAYA 


PETER A. VANDERLAND, JR. 
ALEXANDER J. VERRET, JR. 


EDWARD D. WAGNER 
HOWARD G. WENGER 
RICHARD P. WHITAKER 
ROBERT M. WILKINSON 
JOHN D. WILLIAMSON 
CHRISTOPHER J. WILSON 
GARY W. WINCH, JR. 
TERESA B. WOLFGANG 
MICHAEL J. WORTH 
HARRY G. YOUNGER 


JAMIE D. ZUCKER 


IN THE MARINE CORPS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be major 
DARREN M. GALLAGHER 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be major 
DUSTY C. EDWARDS 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be major 
JACKIE W. MORGAN, JR. 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
DANA R. FIKE 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 


UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
SAMUEL W. SPENCER IIT 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
LARRY MIYAMOTO 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
SAL L. LEBLANC 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
MAURO MORALES 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 


UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
GEORGE L. ROBERTS 
PAUL A. SHIRLEY 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
RICHARD D. KOHLER 
GARY J. SPINELLI 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be major 
JAMES B. THOMPSON 
JASON A. WOODWORTH 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be major 
ERIC T. CLINE 
ROBERT S. SCHMIDT, JR. 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
JOSE L. SADA 
BRIAN J. SPOONER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be major 
FREDERICK L. HUNT 
PARIMA IN 
CHAD E. TIDWELL 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be major 
TODD E. LOTSPEICH 
DAVID L. OGDEN, JR. 
DONALD E. WILLIAMS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
JASON B. DAVIS 
JOHN DIGIOVANNI 
JOHN F. REYNOLDS, JR. 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
TRAVIS M. FULTON 
MARK L. HOBIN 
GARY S. LIDDELL 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
BRYAN DELGADO 
MARK R. DOEHRMANN 
KELLY M. JONES 
RODOLFO D. QUISPE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be major 
DAVID B. BLANN 
KEVIN J. GOODWIN 
WILLIAM W. INNS III 
ALLEN L. LEWIS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be major 
MICHAEL GASPERINI 
THESOLINA D. HUBERT 
ERIC S. KIRCHNER 
DAVID P. KRAKLOW 
TIMOTHY W. WILLIAMS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be major 
STEPHEN R. BYRNES 
LUKE A. CROUSON 
CRAIG A. ELLIOTT 
JASON C. FLORES 
MICHAEL J. MALONE 
JAMES N. TIMMER, JR. 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 624: 


To be major 
PETER K. BASABE, JR. 
JAMES R. BURNS, JR. 
KENNETH E. CUPP 
KURT D. GARRIOTT 
BRIAN KOVAL 
SEAN M. MELANPHY 
MICHAEL A. YOUNG 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA- 
RINE CORPS RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
12203: 


To be colonel 
MICHAEL A. BROWN 
DAVID W. EDSON 
STEVEN G. GODINHO 
DERRICK R. HEYL 
BART L. PESTER 
FRANCIS P. PICCOLI 
MICHAEL E. SAMPLES, JR. 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA- 
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be colonel 
CHRISTOPHER C. ABRAMS 
GEOFFREY M. ANTHONY 
STEPHEN P. ARMES 
JOHN B. ATKINSON 
STEPHEN C. AUGUSTIN 
PAUL D. BAKER 
SCOTT A. BALDWIN 
JOHN M. BARNETT 
TIMOTHY E. BARRICK 
WILLIAM C. BERRIS 
CHAD A. BLAIR 
BRET A. BOLDING 


578 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 


ROBERT J. BRAATZ 
DAVID P. BRADNEY 
RONALD C. BRANEY 
ROLLIN D. BREWSTER III 
VICTOR J. BUNCH 
RUSSELL C. BURTON 
MICHAEL J. CALLANAN 
JENNIFER E. CARTER 
MELVIN G. CARTER 

IAN R. CLARK 

WILLIAM P. CLARK 
JAIME O. COLLAZO 
SAMUEL C. COOK 
ROBERT D. COOPER 
PAUL D. CUCINOTTA 
DREW E. CUKOR 
MATTHEW C. CULBERTSON 
ROMIN DASMALCHI 
CHARLES M. DUNNE 
THOMAS C. EULER III 
THOMAS M. FAHY, JR. 
TODD W. FERRY 
CHRISTOPHER A. FEYEDELEM 
JAMES W. FREY 

ROBERT C. FULFORD 
JAMES R. FULLWOOD, JR. 
PETER S. GADD 
DOUGLAS V. GLASGOW 
DAVID P. GRANT 
DANIEL Q. GREENWOOD 
JAMES F. HARP 
CLARENCE T. HARPER III 
MARK D. HOROWITZ 
LAWRENCE E. HUGGINS, JR. 
PETER D. HUNTLEY 

JAN M. JANUARY 
JEFFREY L. JAROSZ 
DAVID E. JONES 

SEKOU S. KAREGA 
DANIEL R. KAZMIER 
PATRICK J. KEANE III 
JEFFREY J. KENNEY 
SCOTT S. LACY 

FRANK N. LATT 
WENDELL B. LEIMBACH, JR. 
JOSEPH P. LEVREAULT 
JOSEPH A. LORE 

LORNA M. MAHLOCK 
GEORGE G. MALKASIAN 
THOMAS G. MCCANN II 
WILLIAM P. MCCLANE 
DONALD B. MCDANIEL 
JOHN E. MCDONOUGH 
ELDON E. METZGER 
MICHAEL J. MOONEY 
JASON L. MORRIS 

PAUL J. NUGENT 

DAVID S. OWEN 
PATRICK R. OWENS 
LOUIS J. PALAZZO 
CHRISTOPHER D. PATTON 
THOMAS A. PECINA 
SCOTT W. PIERCE 
ROBERT J. PLEVELL 
MARVIN REED 

BRENDAN REILLY 
GEORGE B. ROWELL IV 
JOSEPH J. RUSSO 

JOHN M. SCHAAR 
FREDERICK G. SCHENK 
WILLIAM H. SWAN 
MICHAEL J. TARGOS III 
TODD S. TOMKO 

CASEY C. TRAVERS 
HENRY E. VANDERBORGHT 
WILLIAM H. VIVIAN 
GAINES L. WARD 
MICHAEL R. WATERMAN 
PAUL R. WEAVER 

JAMES B. WELLONS 
STEVEN M. WOLF 

CRAIG R. WONSON 
KEVIN S. WOODARD 
MICHAEL P. WYLIE 
DANIEL L. YAROSLASKI 
JOSEPH J. ZARBA, JR. 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA- 
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
JESSICA L. ACOSTA 
BRIAN S. ALBON 
MICHAEL F. ARNONE 
ERIC M. ASCHENBRENNER 
RICHARD B. ASHFORD 
SHERIF A. AZIZ 
MICHAEL J. BABILOT 
MATTHEW A. BALDWIN 
DAX C. BATTAGLIA 
GINGER E. BEALS 
BRADLEY P. BEAN 
JAMES M. BECHTEL 
DAVID A. BECKER 
ERIC M. BECKMANN 
EDWARD Y. BLAKISTON 
DAVID A. BOGLE 
JONATHAN A. BOSSIE 
KEVIN H. BRIGHT 
CHRISTIAN J. BROADSTON 
KAREN B. BROCKMEIER 
BRANDON C. BROOKS 


JEFFREY T. BROOKS 
MICHAEL L. BROOKS 
JOSEPH D. BROOME 
MAURICE A. BROWN 
DESMOND F. BROWNE, JR. 
CHRISTOPHER A. BROWNING 
SAMUEL G. BRYCE 
BENEDICT G. BUERKE 
ASHLEY K. BURCH 
DOUGLAS R. BURKE, JR. 
GREGORY K. BUTCHER 
TAMARA L. CAMPBELL 
TROY H. CAMPBELL 
CHRISTOPHER K. CANNON 
EDWARD M. CARICATO, JR. 
FOSTER T. CARLILE 
BRADFORD R. CARR 
ROBERT E. CATO II 
JOSHUA B. CHARTIER 
JOHN R. CHERRY 
DARREL L. CHOAT 
ANDREW CHRISTIAN 

LEE K. CLARE 
CHRISTOPHER J. COLLINS 
JAMES A. COOPER 

LEE K. COOPER 

MARK E. COVER 
ROBERTO CUEVAS 
GREGORY R. CURTIS 
ROBERT B. DAVIS 
TIMOTHY A. DAVIS 

JOSE M. DELEON, JR. 
ANDREW M. DELGAUDIO 
BRIAN P. DENNIS 
SAMUEL N. DEPUTY 
KEVIN B. DEWITT 


PATRIZIA M. DIENHARTSTABILE 


JEFFREY S. DINSMORE 
JOHN F. DOBRYDNEY 
KEVIN M. DOHERTY 
HENRY DOLBERRY, JR. 
LINA M. DOWNING 
CHARLES E. DUDIK 
DAVID D. FAIRLEIGH 
JENNIFER M. FARINA 
RORY M. FEELY 
WILLIAM B. FENWICK 
FRANK E. FILLER 

RYAN M. FINN 

MARY K. FLATLEY 
DUANE C. FORSBERG 
JOHN M. FRASER 

JASON A. GADDY 
ROBERT B. GARRISON 
WILLIAM J. GIBBONS 
CARL D. GIDEON 

BRIAN J. GILBERTSON 
MAXX GODSEY 
MATTHEW J. GORBATY 
BRANDON W. GRAHAM 
MICHAEL A. GRAZIANI 
CHRISTOPHER D. HAFER 
DENNIS L. HAGER II 
JASON M. HAMILTON 
AMEDE I. HANSON 

DANE HANSON 
GREGORY A. HANWECK 
DAVID J. HART 

CRAIG L. HARVEY 
BRYAN C. HATFIELD 
TREVOR A. HEIDENREICH 
MONROE H. HENDERSON 
PHILIP R. HERSCHELMAN 
JASON W. HEUER 
BRENT E. HEYL 

JIMMY S. HICKS 
BRADLEY D. HITCHCOCK 
SEAN P. HOEWING 
MARK D. HOWARD 
HENRY E. HURT UI 
DAVID C. HYMAN 
TIMOTHY W. IRWIN 
JOHN J. JAESKI 
CHARLES D. JENNINGS 
FERNANDO V. JIMENEZ 
GRANT M. JOHNSON 
JASON JOHNSON 
KIMBERLY A. JOHNSON 
PAUL K. JOHNSON III 
GREGORY L. JONES 
KEMPER A. JONES 
DAVID C. JOSEFORSKY 
GREGORY K. JOSEPH 
JAY J. KAJS 

ANDREW M. KELLEY 
MARK A. KIEHLE 

JOHN P. KIRBY 
JONATHAN D. KNOTTS 
NOAH J. KOMNICK 

PAUL B. KOPACZ 
SPEROS C. KOUMPARAKIS 
PETER J. LANG II 
LANCE J. LANGFELDT 
JEFFREY J. LARSON 
GOTTFRIED H. LAUBE, JR. 
ISAAC G. LEE 

SAMUEL K. LEE 

ADAM V. LEFRINGHOUSE 
LEONARD J. LEVINE 
CARL A. LEWANDOWSKI 
JON B. LIVINGSTON 
ROBERT J. LIVINGSTON, JR. 
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DAVID S. LOWERY 

JOHN P. MAHER 

MICHAEL J. MANIFOR 
RHONDA C. MARTIN 
DAVID M. MARTINEZ 
IRVIN MARTINEZ 

JAMES K. MCBRIDE 

JOHN S. MCCALMONT 
MATTHEW N. MCCONNELL 
JEFFREY S. MCCORMACK 
FREDERICK J. MCELMAN 
AMY M. MCGRATH 

JAMES R. MCGRATH 
GREGORY A. MCGUIRE 
ELVINO M. MENDONCA, JR. 
JASON B. MITCHELL 
JAMES D. MULLIN 

BRIAN T. MULVIHILL 
PETER J. MUNSON 
GERALD E. MURPHY 
CHRISTOPHER M. MURRAY 
KATHRYN M. NAVIN 
ANDREW J. NELSON 
LAWRENCE D. NICHOLS 
EDWIN NORRIS 

CHARLES M. NUNALLY IT 
NICHOLAS C. NUZZO 
DEREK S. OST 

ANDREW M. OTERO 
MICHAEL C. PALMER 
VASILIOS E. PAPPAS 
ANDREW J. PETRUCCI 
STEPHANIE M. POLESNAK 
CASEY J. POLKINGHORNE 
JAMES P. POPPY 

MONTE S. POWELL 
EDWARD W. POWERS 
CARL C. PRIECHENFRIED 
CHRISTOPHER D. PRITCHETT 
RONALD J. REGA, JR. 
JACOB L. REYNOLDS 
PATRICK J. REYNOLDS, JR. 
JAMES E. RICHARDSON, JR. 
DUANE T. RIVERA 
CHRISTOPHER D. ROBERSON 
NATHANIEL K. ROBINSON 
GREGORY S. ROOKER 
COLLEEN J. SABAT 

MARK D. SADOWSKY 
ANDRE P. SALVANERA 
AARON C. SAMSEL 

BRIAN K. SANCHEZ 

KURT M. SANGER, JR. 
TODD R. SCHIRO 

KARL T. SCHMIDT 
TIMOTHY W. SCHNELLE 
WILLIAM J. SCHRANTZ 
ANTONIO SCOFFIELD 
ROBERTO C. SCOTT 
GEORGE J. SEEGEL 
MARISA P. SERANO 

JACK A. SILE 

DAVID B. SLAY 

TIMOTHY M. SLINGER 
LISA M. SOUDERS 

DAVID W. SPANGLER 
ROBERT A. STEELE 
DAVID R. STENGRIM 
JONATHAN M. STOFKA 
ERIC A. STRONG 

JOSEPH C. TAMMINEN 
BRIAN R. TAYLOR 
THOMAS N. TAYLOR 
ROGER N. THOMAS 
ROBERT A. TOMLINSON 
RENE TORRES 

JONATHAN E. TOWLE 
RENE TREVINO 

RANDALL G. TURNER 
JOSHUA B. TUTTLE 
QUENTIN R. VAUGHN 
ROMAN P. VITKOVITSKY 
JARED C. VONEIDA 
MATTHEW L. WALKER 
MELVILLE J. WALTERS IV 
MICHAEL P. WARD 
LARRY R. WARFIELD II 
THOMAS M. WARREN 
ALTON A. WARTHEN 

LISA M. WEBB 

MICHAEL E. WEBB 
PATRICK WEINERT 
JAMES W. WEIRICK 

JODY E. WHITE 

JOHNNY J. WIDENER 
ANDRE L. WILLIAMS 
HILARY H. WILLIAMS 
WADE L. WORKMAN 
MATTHEW S. YOUNGBLOOD 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA- 
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be major 
RICO ACOSTA 
MICAH L. ADKISON 
KYLE J. ANDREWS 
MATTHEW A. ANKER 
PETER E. ANKNEY 
ANDREW R. APETZ 
ROBIN J. ARANT 
RICHARD M. ARBOGAST 
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JAMES G. ARGENTINA, JR. 
KELLY R. ATTWOOD 
MICHAEL J. AUBRY 
DOUGLAS P. BAHRNS 
LUCAS A. BALKE 
DAVID S. BARBER, 
BRANDON W. BARNETT 
NEWEL R. BARTLETT 
MATTHEW J. BAUMANN 
GARY R. BECHTOLD 
JOSEPH C. BEGLEY 
BRIDGET N. BEMIS 
CASEY BENEFIELD 
STEVEN G. BERCH 
PAUL R. BERTOLONE 
DAVID C. BJERKE 
JUSTIN L. BLACKMON 
CASEY R. BLASINGAME 
MATTHEW D. BOHMAN 
WYATT J. BORSHEIM 
STEVEN M. BOST 

OWEN M. BOYCE 
JONATHAN H. BRANDT 
AMANDA M. BRANNON 
MATTHEW D. BRONSON 
STEVEN R. BROUSSARD 
JASON P. BROWN 
ANDREW M. BUDENZ 
SCOTT S. BUERSTATTE 
JOSEPH T. BUFFAMANTE 
AARON D. BURCIAGA 
KIMBERLY R. BYRD 
JOHN A. CACIOPPO 
JEFFREY J. CAHILL 
MOLLY S. CAHILL 
BRENT J. CANTRELL 
JAMES W. CARLSON 
JUSTIN E. CARLSON 
ERIC A. CATTO 

RYAN M. CAULDER 
ARTHUR CHAPMAN III 
JOSEPH E. CLEMMEY, JR. 
MATTHEW P. COOK 
BRANDON A. CORDILL 
TRAVIS J. COVEY 

ERIC P. CRECELIUS 
JOSEPH C. DADIOMOFF 
ANDREW D. DAMBROGI 
BRAD A. DANKS 
RAMIRO DEANDA, JR. 


ANTHONY C. DELLACOSTA IT 


THOMAS J. DENEVAN 
ANDREW P. DIMITRUK 
NATHAN P. DMOCHOWSKI 
THOMAS R. DOLAN 
CASEY C. DORAN 
BRYAN A. DUDLEY 
IAN J. DUNCAN 
WESLEY J. EARHART 
BARRY L. EDWARDS 
DUSTIN B. ELLIOTT 
JASON M. ELLIS 
PATRICK J. FAHEY 
JOSEPH I. FARINA 
STEPHEN R. FELTS 
TIMOTHY J. FENTON 
JOHN L. FERRITER 
DEREK A. FILIPE 


CAMERON A. FITZSIMMONS 


DANIEL L. FLATLEY 
RAYMOND A. FORBES 
ROBERT A. FOULKES 
MAX D. FRANK 

RYAN J. FRANZEN 
JAMES R. FRIEDLEIN 
ANTHONY L. FRIEL 
PETER K. FUKUSHIMA 
DONALD L. GALLOWAY 
CLAYTON D. GARD III 
JEFFREY A. GARZA 
LYLE L. GILBERT 
MARC H. GINEZ 
DANIEL E. GOOD 

EVAN R. GORDON 
NATHANIEL D. GREEN 
JOSHUA A. GREGORY 
MATTHEW E. GREY 
WILLIAM H. GRIMBALL 
GIDEON P. GRISSETT 
JEREMY H. GROEFSEMA 
MATTHEW S. GUNESCH 
JOHN D. HAFEMANN 
RHETT A. HANSEN 
JOHN P. HARLEY 
EDWARD B. HART 
TYLER J. HART 

KIRBY C. HARWELL 
JEREMY C. HAWKINS 
JASON P. HAYES 
JEREMY L. HENDERSON 
JOSE R. HERNANDEZ 
ROBERT J. HILLERY 
ALDEN E. HINGLE III 
BRIAN E. HOLLIER 
JOHN A. HOOKS, JR. 
JOSEPH L. HORNACKY 
DOUGLAS H. HOWARD 
ETHAN M. HOWELL 
MICHAEL S. HRITZ 
JASON A. HVIZDAK 
LEIGH G. IRWIN 
MARVIN L. JACKSON 


KIRK A. JOHNSON 
CHARLES R. JOHNSTON 
MICHAEL L. JONES 
SEAN D. JONES 


CHRISTOPHER M. KAPRIELIAN 


ANDRE A. KARPOWICH 
KEVIN M. KEENE 

ERIK A. KEIM 

TRAVIS B. KEMPF 
JUSTIN O. KENNEDY 
SUNG G. KIM 

RYAN T. KING 
MICHAEL T. KINGEN 
PATRICK E. KINSER 
ADAM W. KINTOP 

BRET J. KNICKERBOCKER 
ZACHARY M. KNIGHT 
TOPHER S. KOREIS 
ROMAN Y. KOSHKIN 
CHIP D. KOSKINIEMI 
KEVIN H. KOYAMA 
MICHAEL P. KUSNERAK 
MARK A. LAQUIHON 
PATRICK V. LAVOIE 
BENJAMIN D. LAWLESS 
JARED W. LEDBETTER 
BOBBY W. LEE, JR. 
DOUGLAS G. LEE 
TIMOTHY J. LEONARD 
GARY A. LINGEN 
GARRETT G. LITFIN 
THOMAS R. MACKESY 
ROGELIO MAESE 
MATTHEW J. MAHONEY 
JASON J. MARAFFI 
DANIEL C. MARTIN 
QUINCI D. MARTIN 
TRISTAN G. MARTINEZ 
JESSICA G. MARTZ 
ROHIT Y. MASIH 

SETH W. MCCOLLOUGH 
MICHAEL J. MCDONALD 
BLAISE T. MCFADDEN 
SCOTT J. MCGUIGAN 
GREGORY S. MCSWEEN 
MATTHEW T. MELLOTT 
MELINA MESTA 

JOHN R. MILLSAP 
DIEGO A. MIRANDA 
JOSEPH F. MONAHAN 
PETER S. MOON 

JASON C. MOORE 
NATHAN M. MOORE 
SAMUEL C. MOORE 
MATTHEW S. MORENO 
JASON L. MORRIS 
BRET W. MORRISS 
CHRISTOPHER J. MYETTE 
JAMES R. NEAGLE 
CHRISTOPHER M. NELSON 
DENNIS R. NICHOLS 
JOSHUA N. NUNN 
STEVEN D. NYLAND 
BRANDON J. OATES 
DANA R. OGLE 
DOUGLAS R. ORR 
BYRON J. OWEN 
JUSTIN D. OWENS 
ROBERT E. PATMORE 


JEFFREY J. PATTERSON II 


NICHOLAS R. PERGAR 
MICHELLE L. PETERS 
JONATHAN L. PETERSON 
TROY M. PETERSON 
JONATHAN J. PFUNTNER 
MICHAEL A. PIGFORD 


CHRISTOPHER F. POLIDORA 


LOTTIE A. PORTELLI 
JASON W. POTTER 
MICHAEL J. PRUDEN 
MICHAEL A. REEL 

KELLY J. REPAIR 
LAWRENCE G. RIBBLE, JR. 


CHRISTOPHER R. RICHARDELLA 
CATHERINE E. RICHARDSON 


JAMES A. RICHARDSON 
ANDREW S. ROBERSON 
PHILLIP G. ROBERTS, JR. 
JOSHUA J. ROBINSON 
ERIC R. RODRIGUEZ 
ROBERT A. ROGERS 


DOUGLAS M. ROSENSTOCK 


PETER B. ROTTKAMP 
GIANOULIS ROUSSOS 
DUSTIN R. ROWLAND 
GREGG SAFINSKI 
DANIEL M. SCHIERLING 
KARL W. SCHLEGEL 
SCOTT M. SCHMITZ 
AARON P. SCHNETZLER 
RYAN D. SCHRAMEL 
DANIEL H. SCHWARTZ 
GREGORY R. SCOTT 
MATTHEW A. SEAVITTE 
DAVID C. SEGRAVES 
MORRIS M. SHARBER, JR. 


CHRISTOPHER R. SHERWOOD 


NATHAN B. SHIVELY 
DOUGLAS B. SHORES 
CURTIS I. SHREVE 
ROBERT E. SHUFORD 
MICHAEL J. SHULL 
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CHRISTOPHER M. SIEKMAN 
MICHAEL D. SIMON 
JENNIFER A. SIMPSON 
DANIEL M. SINGER 
COREY J. SMITH 

JAMES N. SNYDER 
GREGORY S. SORELLE 
MICHAEL J. SOUZA 
REBECCA G. SPAHR 
ROBERT E. SPALLA 
RICHARD B. STANDARD 
JEFFERY L. STARR 
ROLLIN A. STEELE 

JEFF M. STEINKAMP 
CHRISTOPHER A. STEPHENSON 
JILL L. STEPHENSON 
THOMAS J. STONA 
JOSHUA T. SUMMERS 
BRETT R. SWAIM 

MARK C. SYKES 

PAULA D. TAIBI 

RYAN E. THOMPSON 
KURT R. THORMAHLEN 
MARC R. TILNEY 

RALPH B. TOMPKINS 
JOHN W. TORRESALA 
CHRISTOPHER A. TRENT 
JULIAN M. TSUKANO 
JUAN O. TURNER 

DAVID W. VANDYNE 
MICHAEL J. VANWYK 
SABRINA M. VILLARREAL 
MICHAEL E. VINCENT 
SAMUEL F. WATTS 
MICHAEL A. WEATHERS 
MATTHEW J. WEAVER 
JUSTIN M. WELAN 
NATHAN E. WERVE 
ROBERT A. WILHELMSEN 
ERIC M. WILLIAMS 

SEAN M. WILLIAMS 
GREGORY A. WILSON 
SCOTT A. WILSON 
WILLIAM C. WOODWARD, JR. 
JUSTIN M. WORTENDYKE 
GREGORY J. YOUNGBERG 
JOHN A. ZAAL 

ESTEBAN ZAMORA 
ANDREW J. ZETTS 


IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 
HARRY E. HAYES 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be lieutenant commander 
SHEMEYA L. GRANT 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES NAVY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
531: 


To be commander 
CHRISTOPHER J. KANE 


To be lieutenant commander 
LUKE C. SUBER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR TEMPORARY 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES NAVY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
5721: 


To be lieutenant commander 
JEANINE F. BENJAMIN 
TIMOTHY S. BREWER 
JUSTIN M. BUMMARA 
LLOYD R. EDWARDS 
BRIAN J. EHRHARDT 
PAUL K. EVANS 
BALTAZAR FERNANDEZ IIT 
ALEXANDER J. FRANZ 
DAEHYUN J. GILLESPIE 
NICHOLAS E. GURLEY 
FREDERICK G. HETTLING 
NICHOLAS G. HOFFMAN 
MICHAEL JACKSON 
DEREK C. JASKOWIAK 
JADA E. JOHNSON 
RYAN D. JOHNSON 
DAVID W. KING 
LUCIAN D. KINS 
DONALD E. LEE II 
GREGORY E. LEVEQUE 
TYLER B. MCDONALD 
ERNEST L. MILLER III 
JOHNNY L. MINCEY 
DANIEL C. PATRICK 
ANDREW D. PYLE 
JOSEPH R. SHERMAN 
MARK D. STANLEY 
JAMIE E. VANDYKE 
BENJAMIN F. VISGER 
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ROOSEVELT’S PANAMA CANAL 
AND TAXES 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | submit 
the following. Disease. Death. Bankruptcy. 
That’s how the Panama Canal got started. At 
the time, the nineteenth century, trade and 
economic activity boomed in this part of the 
world and with it, other nations tried to cash 
in. As the U.S., Britain and France competed 
to assert their influence in the region, they ran 
into one problem: land. They didn’t have a 
way to ship goods from the Atlantic to the Pa- 
cific without making the treacherous and 
lengthy journey around the tip of Cape Horn in 
South America. All three nations knew there 
was a need for a shorter sea lane connecting 
the two oceans. Unfortunately, the French got 
there first. 

In 1881, the French sent veteran builder 
Ferdinand de Lesseps, who oversaw the suc- 
cessful construction of the Suez Canal in 
Egypt, to build a canal in Panama, then a 
province of Colombia. In the first nine years of 
construction, the French spent hundreds of 
millions of dollars, lost 20,000 workers to ma- 
laria and yellow fever and only completed 
eleven miles of the canal. The project went 
bankrupt and failed. The dream of a connec- 
tion between east and west seemed all but 
dead . . . then came Teddy Roosevelt. The 
former Roughrider knew an opportunity when 
he saw one and seized upon it. 

The U.S. was emerging as a world power 
and Roosevelt saw that having a shorter route 
to the Pacific and beyond was a way to ex- 
pand American Naval Power and Economic 
opportunity. Such foresight proved correct in 
WWII. Roosevelt quickly got to work, having 
his Secretary of State, John Hay negotiate the 
Hay-Herran Treaty to purchase land in the Co- 
lombia province of Panama. The U.S. Senate 
ratified the treaty. But there was a big hiccup: 
the Colombians wanted more money and re- 
fused to approve the treaty. 

Roosevelt wasn’t about to be duped and 
pour more money in the project, perhaps end- 
ing up like the French. He knew that the Pan- 
amanians wanted the U.S. to complete the 51- 
mile canal and he knew that they wanted inde- 
pendence. (Some claim that Roosevelt took 
advantage of the unrest and stirred up Pan- 
ama’s revolution against the Colombians, but 
that’s for historians to debate). The U.S. did 
not get involved in the fight, but helped the 
Panamanians by sending the gunboat, the 
U.S.S. Nashville, and ten other warships from 
both the Atlantic and Pacific to show support. 
This is now known as “gunboat diplomacy”. 
Panama’s non-violent coup-de-tat was suc- 
cessful, and the nation of Panama was born. 
With that, the U.S. and Panama ratified a trea- 


ty and construction of the canal began. One 
revolution, $700 million and ten years later the 
Panama Canal Zone—now U.S. Territory— 
was completed in 1914. 

Fast forward 99 years. After President Car- 
ter returned the canal zone to Panama, it has 
since maintained control of the security and 
operation of the canal. Panama has under- 
taken a critically important expansion of the 
canal. One that will add a third channel and a 
new set of locks, allowing larger cargo ships 
to pass through. Approved in 2006, this new 
expansion—dubbed PanamEx—will finally be 
completed next year. Surprisingly, no Pan- 
amanian chapter of the EPA held it up, and 
only a few environmental groups opposed. 
Perhaps it’s a transportation miracle. 

Of course, Panama benefits from this wid- 
ening and deepening of the canal, but so will 
the United States. The recent implementation 
of the U.S.-Panama Free Trade Agreement 
approved by Congress, along with this $5.25 
billion canal expansion project, ensures that 
free trade between the U.S. and Panama will 
continue to grow. And, because of our geo- 
graphic location, this expansion will “expand 
Texas’ position as a global gateway for the 
nation,” according to the Panama Canal Work- 
ing Group. That means a huge increase in ex- 
ports from the gulf coast and our Great State, 
including the Port of Houston, to countries 
around the world. 

Trade in Texas and Houston drives our 
economy, and the engine for trade is ports. 
With that, we'll see more exports of dry and 
liquid bulk, agriculture products, coal, petro- 
chemicals, military cargo, and consumer 
goods. Larger and wider vessels, like tankers 
carrying liquefied natural gas, will now be able 
to enjoy quick, reliable transit through the 
canal. That’s good news for us here in Hous- 
ton and good news for our State. 

Next year, we celebrate 100 years since 
Roosevelt’s dream became a reality. Thanks 
to Teddy’s dream, the U.S. built the canal and 
our economy and security have benefitted 
from the opportunities that it created. God 
bless Teddy. And that’s just the way it is. 


EE 


HONORING THE CAREER OF 
RICHARD EDWARDS, SR. 


HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the career and accomplishments of a 
distinguished member of my Western New 
York community, Richard Edwards, Sr. 

Richard has been a lifelong resident of Am- 
herst, New York, where he has served for 
over 50 years as a dedicated and valued 
member of Main-Transit Fire Department. Dur- 
ing his years at Main-Transit, Richard served 


as the Fire Police Lieutenant and Fire Police 
Captain. 

Richard and his colleagues are American 
heroes. Every day they courageously place 
themselves in harm’s way to protect the lives 
and properties of others. Their sacrifices are 
invaluable to our community and | thank him 
for his half-century of service. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great pride that | rise 
today to honor Richard Edwards, Sr. on his 
exemplary career. 


— 


HONORING THE HONOREES OF THE 
ANDROSCOGGIN COUNTY CHAM- 
BER OF COMMERCE AWARDS 


HON. MICHAEL H. MICHAUD 


OF MAINE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the Honorees of the 2013 
Androscoggin County Chamber of Commerce 
Annual Banquet Dinner. The Androscoggin 
County Chamber of Commerce serves the 
people and business community of the greater 
Lewiston/Auburn area, working hard to 
strengthen economic opportunity throughout 
the region and the State. 

Each year, the Androscoggin Chamber of 
Commerce recognizes local businesses, busi- 
ness leaders, and individuals who promote 
and advance a vital and healthy business en- 
vironment. These individuals and businesses 
are committed to strengthening opportunity 
and prosperity in Maine. 

This year’s award recipients include Barbara 
Dagley of Carbonite Inc., recipient of Business 
Leadership Award for a Larger Company; Kurk 
Lalemand of Next Level Business Coaching 
and John Stass of Katahdin Furniture, recipi- 
ents of the Business Leadership Awards for 
Smaller Companies; Larry Raymond of 
Issacson and Raymond, recipient of the Ray 
Geiger Award; Rita Dube, Julia Sleeper and 
Kim Pelletier, recipients of the Community 
Service Leadership Awards; Rick Jones of 
Jones Associates, recipient of the Poland 
Business Award; Nick Benoit of Benoit’s Bak- 
ery and Wine Cellar, recipient of the Lisbon 
Business Award; Nancy Ricker of Ricker Hill 
Orchards, recipient of the Turner Business 
Award; Russ Barlow, Principal of the Franklin 
Alternative School in Auburn is the recipient of 
the Education Award; Sherry Spencer of Proc- 
tor and Gamble-Tambrands, recipient of the 
“Cool Chamber Award;” Dick Roy of Mechan- 
ics Savings Bank, recipient of the Ken Addi- 
tion Small Business Advocate Award; Kim 
Jacques of Revelation Massage, recipient of 
the 2013 New Member of the Year Award; 
and Susan Hall of The Vault and Kevin Dean 
and Emil Clavet of Electricity Maine, recipients 
of the President’s Award. 

These recipients are among the best that 
Maine has to offer. Through their leadership 
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and incredible commitment to their commu- 
nities and the region, Maine is a better place 
to live and do business. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me again in con- 
gratulating the Androscoggin Chamber of 
Commerce and these individuals on their out- 
standing service and achievement. 


REMEMBERING RALPH FRESE 


HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, last month the 
city of Chicago lost a legendary canoe-maker 
and conservationist. Ralph Frese, known as 
“Mr. Canoe,” got his first boat when he was 
just 14, and spent the next 50 years cham- 
pioning the conservation of Chicago-region riv- 
ers. 

Starting in the 1960s, Ralph was active with 
the Clean Streams Committee, reporting wa- 
terway conditions, pollution and blockages to 
government agencies. In recognition of his ef- 
forts, he was inducted into the National Rivers 
Hall of Fame, and in 2007 a stretch of the Chi- 
cago River was renamed “The Ralph Frese 
River Trail.” 

Ralph is responsible for introducing thou- 
sands of people to the pleasures of paddling 
a canoe across Illinois’ waterways and loved 
nothing more than sharing his knowledge with 
other would-be conservationists. 

| once had the pleasure of canoeing down 
the Chicago River with Ralph and learned so 
much during our time together. More than any- 
thing, | left fully inspired by his love for the 
natural world around us, even in big cities like 
Chicago. 

We will miss Ralph cracking jokes or shar- 
ing his stories on the river trail. But his envi- 
ronmental legacy will live on for generations, 
and for that we should be forever thankful. 


Ee 


INTRODUCTION OF THE “TAX 
CODE TERMINATION ACT” 


HON. BOB GOODLATTE 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, our Nation 
watched as we recently ended another battle 
over our Nation’s tax-and-spend policies. 
While many Americans are now left trying to 
decipher how their taxes will be changing for 
the coming year, all Americans are, yet again, 
forced to comply with a tax code that is no 
longer working in a fair manner for our Na- 
tion’s citizens. While almost every Member 
would acknowledge that our tax code is no 
longer working in a fair manner for Americans, 
nothing has been done to create a more equi- 
table tax code. So today | rise to reintroduce 
the Tax Code Termination Act. 

The Tax Code Termination Act will force 
Congress to finally debate and address funda- 
mental tax reform. This bi-partisan legislation 
is simple. It will abolish the Internal Revenue 
Code by December 31, 2017, and call on 
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Congress to approve a new Federal tax sys- 
tem by July of the same year. 

As recently shown, Congress will not reach 
a consensus on a contentious issue, such as 
tax reform, unless it is forced to do so. My bill 
will do exactly that: force Congress to finally 
address fundamental tax reform. 

Though many questions and ideas remain 
about the best way to reform our tax system, 
| am certain that if Congress is forced to ad- 
dress the issue we can create a tax code that 
is simpler, fairer, and better for our economy 
than the one we are forced to comply with 
today. 

Whichever tax system is adopted, the key 
ingredients should be: a low rate for all Ameri- 
cans; tax relief for working people; protection 
of the rights of taxpayers and reduction in tax 
collection abuses; promotion of savings and 
investment; and encouragement of economic 
growth and job creation. Taxes may be un- 
avoidable but they don’t have to be unfair and 
overcomplicated. 

Once the Tax Code Termination Act be- 
comes law, today’s oppressive tax code would 
survive for only 4 more years, at which time it 
would expire and be replaced with a new tax 
code that will be determined by Congress, the 
President, and the American people. This leg- 
islation will allow us, as a nation, to collec- 
tively decide what the new tax system should 
look like. Having a date-certain to end the cur- 
rent tax code will force the issue to the top of 
the national agenda. 

America cannot continue down this path of 
irresponsible tax-and-spend policies. There is 
widespread consensus that the current system 
is broken, and keeping it is not in America’s 
best interest. The American people deserve a 
certainty, fairness, and assurance that our cur- 
rent tax code cannot provide them. | urge my 
colleagues to support this legislation and end 
the broken tax system that exists today and 
provide a tax code that the American people 
deserve. 


HONORING BILL McBRIDE 


HON. KATHY CASTOR 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor and highlight the distinguished 
life of Bill McBride. Mr. McBride’s contributions 
to the Tampa Bay community, the State of 
Florida, and the country are worthy of recogni- 
tion by all. 

Born on May 10, 1945, Mr. McBride moved 
to Florida at the age of 9 and spent most of 
his childhood in Leesburg, Florida where he 
attended high school and distinguished himself 
on the football field as a fullback and line- 
backer. While attending the University of Flor- 
ida on a football scholarship, his football ca- 
reer was derailed by a knee injury. Mr. 
McBride then turned to public service, becom- 
ing an active member in Florida Blue Key 
honor society and president of Alpha Tau 
Omega fraternity. 

At the height of the Vietnam War, Mr. 
McBride dropped out of law school and en- 
listed in the U.S. Marines. He volunteered for 
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combat duty, rose to the rank of captain, and 
was awarded a Bronze Star with a Combat V 
for valor for his wartime service. After return- 
ing from Vietnam, Mr. McBride finished law 
school. At that time, he became a civic leader 
in such organizations as the United Way and 
the Florida Holocaust Museum. He also be- 
came a managing partner of Holland and 
Knight, one of Florida’s largest law firms. 

Bill McBride was a force for good in the 
Tampa Bay community and a strong advocate 
for public education and civil rights in Florida. 
As a gubernatorial candidate in 2002, he 
championed smaller class sizes, greater sup- 
port for teachers, and encouraged greater in- 
vestment in education. Throughout his life he 
promoted equality in Florida as well, advo- 
cating for the survivors of the Rosewood racial 
massacre, pro bono legal work, and gay 
rights. His mission in life was to serve Florida, 
and he accomplished that in innumerable 
ways. His selfless dedication to our community 
and State will be greatly missed. 

The Tampa Bay community is proud to rec- 
ognize Bill McBride for his lifelong dedication 
to improving the lives of Floridians. His out- 
standing commitment to the State made him 
an inspirational community leader. | ask that 
you and all Americans recognize such a re- 
markable citizen for his service to our commu- 
nity and our State. 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY 
OF MR. JAMES A. COOGAN 


HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to 
honor the extraordinary life and legacy of Mr. 
James A. Coogan, who passed away on Janu- 
ary 5, 2013, at the age of 73. 

A resident of the city of Tonawanda for the 
better part of his life, James Coogan was very 
active in community affairs and local Demo- 
cratic politics, serving the people of Tona- 
wanda for many years. 

James was a dedicated public servant who 
was Second Ward Alderman for the City of 
Tonawanda for two terms, from 1980 to 1983. 
In 1984, James was appointed Tonawanda 
City Clerk and held the position for ten years, 
until 1993. Additionally, James was a member 
of the Erie County Town Clerk’s Association. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that you join me and 
Members of the House to express our deepest 
condolences to the family of the late James 
Coogan, and join with me in recognizing the 
many good works of service he performed 
during his long and full life. 


BLACK JANUARY IN AZERBAIJAN 


HON. DANIEL B. MAFFEI 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. MAFFEI. Mr. Speaker, | rise to com- 
memorate the 23rd anniversary of the events 
that marked the beginning of the end of Soviet 
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rule over our ally Azerbaijan, an occupation 
that existed for much of the 20th Century. 

This time period is referred to in Azerbaijan 
as “Black January,” when violence erupted in 
Azerbaijan’s capital city of Baku on January 
19th and 20th, 1990. During the conflict, So- 
viet troops killed over 100 nationalist dem- 
onstrators and wounded another 700 Azeri 
citizens demanding freedom. Azerbaijan even- 
tually declared its independence from the 
U.S.S.R. on October 18, 1991. 

| ask the House of Representatives to join 
me in commemorating—with our ally, Azer- 
baijan—the events of Black January in 1990, 
events which began in tragedy but culminated 
in the birth of an independent nation and ally 
of the United States. 


EE 


HONORING SLAIN POLICE OFFICER 
KEVIN TONN 


HON. JERRY McNERNEY 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great sadness that | make this statement 
today to recognize the life and service of po- 
lice officer Kevin Tonn. Officer Tonn served in 
the Galt police department for three years, 
protecting a community in California that | am 
honored to represent. Tragically, Officer Tonn 
was killed in the line of duty this past week 
while pursuing a criminal suspect. 

Officer Tonn was the example of a model 
citizen. As a teenager who grew up in Rose- 
ville, California, he joined the Roseville Police 
Explorers; after he graduated high school, he 
joined the U.S. Army as a military police offi- 
cer. Officer Tonn also served as a firefighter in 
New York before returning to California to join 
the Sacramento Sherriff's Academy. In 2009, 
he was sworn into the Galt police force as a 
K-9 officer. Kevin Tonn’s character and self- 
less commitment to his fellow citizens is evi- 
denced by his years of service, working in 
multiple capacities and uniforms. 

Anyone who encountered Officer Tonn was 
impressed by his integrity, his ability to use 
humor to diffuse difficult situations, and his 
dedication to serving the community, espe- 
cially our younger citizens. The Galt commu- 
nity was fortunate to have such a dedicated 
individual, and his memory will live on. It is 
never easy to lose a loved one, but my 
thoughts and prayers are with his family and 
the community at this difficult time, as | know 
the Nation has lost a true American hero. 


EEE 
INTRODUCTION OF THE NANO- 
TECHNOLOGY ADVANCEMENT 


AND NEW OPPORTUNITIES ACT 
HON. MICHAEL M. HONDA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, January 23, 2013 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to in- 
troduce the Nanotechnology Advancement 
and New Opportunities (NANO) Act. 

The NANO Act is a comprehensive bill to 
promote the development and responsible 
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stewardship of nanotechnology in the United 
States. The legislation draws upon the findings 
of the Blue Ribbon Task Force on Nanotech- 
nology, which | convened. The Task Force in- 
cluded nanotechnology experts with back- 
grounds in established industry, startup com- 
panies, consulting groups, non-profits, aca- 
demia, government, medical research, and 
venture capital from around my home State of 
California, which is a leader in the field of 
nanotechnology. 

Nanotechnology has the potential to create 
entirely new industries and radically transform 
the basis of competition in other fields, and | 
am proud of my work with former Science 
Committee Chairman Sherry Boehlert on the 
Nanotechnology Research and Development 
Act of 2003 to foster research in this area. 

But one of the things | have heard from ex- 
perts in the field is that while the United States 
is a leader in nanotechnology research, our 
foreign competitors are focusing more re- 
sources and effort on the commercialization of 
those research results than we are. 

In its report Thinking Big About Thinking 
Small, which can be found on my website, the 
Blue Ribbon Task Force on Nanotechnology 
made a series of recommendations for ways 
that the nation can promote the development 
and commercialization of nanotechnology. The 
NANO Act includes a number of these rec- 
ommendations. 

In addition, the bill addresses concerns that 
have been raised about whether the Federal 
Government is doing enough to address po- 
tential health and safety risks associated with 
nanotechnology. The NANO Act requires the 
development of a nanotechnology research 
strategy that establishes research priorities for 
the Federal Government and industry that will 
ensure the development and responsible stew- 
ardship of nanotechnology. This strategy will 
help to resolve the uncertainty that is one of 
the major obstacles to the commercialization 
of nanotechnology—uncertainty about what 
the risks might be and uncertainty about how 
the Federal Government might regulate nano- 
technology in the future. 

The NANO Act also includes a number of 
provisions to create partnerships, raise aware- 
ness, and implement strategic policies to re- 
solve obstacles and promote nanotechnology. 
It will: create a public-private investment part- 
nership to address the nanotechnology com- 
mercialization gap; establish a tax credit for in- 
vestment in nanotechnology firms; authorize a 
grant program to support the establishment 
and development of nanotechnology incuba- 
tors; establish a Nanoscale Science and Engi- 
neering Center for “nano-CAD” tools; estab- 
lish grant programs for nanotechnology re- 
search to address specific challenges in the 
areas of energy, environment, homeland secu- 
rity, and health; establish a tax credit for nano- 
technology education and training program ex- 
penses; establish a grant program to support 
the development of curriculum materials for 
interdisciplinary nanotechnology courses at 
higher education institutions; direct NSF to es- 
tablish a program to encourage manufacturing 
companies to enter into partnerships with oc- 
cupational training centers for the develop- 
ment of training to support nanotechnology 
manufacturing; and call for the development of 
a strategy for increasing interaction on nano- 
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technology interests between DOE national 
labs and the informal science education com- 
munity. 

| look forward to working with Science, 
Space and Technology Committee Chairman 
LAMAR SMITH and Ranking Member EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON on this bill and their com- 
mittee’s other efforts to reauthorize the Na- 
tion’s nanotechnology research and develop- 
ment program. 


EE 
IN HONOR OF LT. MIKE “CHIP” 
CHIAPPERINI, TOMASZ 


KACZOWKA AND THE WEST WEB- 
STER FIRE DEPARTMENT 


HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor Lieutenant Mike “Chip” Chiapperini 
and Tomasz Kaczowka of Webster, NY. 
These two heroes will be forever remembered 
for their brave and selfless commitment to the 
people they called neighbors, friends and fam- 
ily and the place they were proud to call 
home. 

Chip and Tomasz devoted their lives to pub- 
lic service. For 19 years, Chip worked his way 
through the ranks of the Webster Police De- 
partment—from Dispatcher, to Police Officer, 
Investigator, Sergeant and Lieutenant. Yet 
when each shift at the Police Department was 
complete, Chip’s public service continued as a 
volunteer firefighter with the West Webster 
Fire Department. For 25 years Chip served as 
a volunteer firefighter and rose to be Fire 
Chief and advisor to the Fire Department's 
Fire Explorer Post. 

It was in his role as a firefighter that Chip 
oversaw a young volunteer firefighter and 
good family friend. 

Tomasz Kaczowka had the passion be- 
stowed by youth, yet a dedication to service 
that went far beyond his years. From serving 
as an emergency dispatch operator for the 
City of Rochester, to responding to calls as a 
volunteer firefighter with the West Webster 
Fire Department, Tomasz showed an 
unrivaled commitment to helping others and a 
selflessness that set the bar high for future 
generations to come. 

As brothers in service, Tomasz viewed Chip 
as a mentor; in turn, Chip tutored and pro- 
tected Tomasz as if he were a son. 

It is in the line of public service that these 
two friends would be taken from this Earth. On 
December 24, 2012, Chip and Tomasz were 
responding to a fire in the early morning dark- 
ness when a gunman opened fire and took 
their lives. Tomasz, as was his selfless nature, 
was on duty that morning so that other fire- 
fighters who are fathers could be at home with 
their families on Christmas Eve. 

There is little we can say to provide comfort 
to the neighbors, friends and family of Chip 
and Tomasz. Words, no matter their elo- 
quence, fail to heal a pain which cannot be 
forgotten, and a loss that cannot be undone. 

Together Chip and Tomasz served along- 
side the distinguished men and women of the 
West Webster Fire Department—a family they 
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loved like their own. When Chip and Tomasz 
were fallen by gun fire, their fellow firefighters 
had to persevere through the fear and pain, 
and bravely put out the fires that threatened to 
take more lives. Now, these brave firefighters 
grieve for the loss of their family members, 
while honoring them the best way they know 
how—through the work they do every day. 

| urge my fellow Members of Congress to 
follow the example of the West Webster Fire 
Department and honor Chip and Tomasz with 
the actions we take. Over the last two months, 
more than 900 Americans, including Chip and 
Tomasz, have been killed with a gun. This 
endless string of tragedies must be no more. 
Now is the time for Congress to enact a com- 
prehensive and commonsense reform to our 
nation’s gun laws, and renew our commitment 
to a mental health system that has been ne- 
glected for far too long. 

While no legislation can bring back Chip 
and Tomasz, nor fill the void left at their dinner 
tables every night, putting an end to senseless 
acts of gun violence can ensure that even in 
death, these two brave heroes will continue to 
save lives. 

Chip and Tomasz were a shining example 
of what we know to be true: that in America 
we are united, that as long as we walk this 
Earth we are committed to protecting one an- 
other and in so doing we will realize the prom- 
ise of a better world. In their brave and self- 
less actions Chip and Tomasz lived this prom- 
ise to each other, and now it is our turn to do 
the same. 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF JOHN MARKOWICZ 


HON. JOE COURTNEY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
with a heavy heart to honor a fierce and pas- 
sionate advocate for southeastern Con- 
necticut, John Markowicz. 

John was well known in southeastern Con- 
necticut for the many hats he wore over the 
course of his life. Graduating the U.S. Naval 
Academy in 1965, John achieved the rank of 
captain in the Navy where he served in the 
submarine force in a variety of posts, including 
the USS Pargo (SSN 650) and USS Guitarro 
(SSN 665). Following active duty service, John 
continued in the Naval Reserve to achieve 34 
years in the service of our Nation. In his life 
in the private sector, John helped found 
Sonalysts in 1976, a defense contractor in 
Waterford, Connecticut that is one of the re- 
gion’s largest employers today. Following his 
time at Sonalysts, John served in a number of 
positions to promote economic development in 
eastern Connecticut, most notably as Execu- 
tive Director of the Connecticut Enterprise Re- 
gion (seCTer). 

As impressive as these achievements are, 
he is best and rightly remembered by the 
southeastern Connecticut region as the leader 
of the fight to save Naval Submarine Base 
New London from closure during the 2005 
Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) proc- 
ess. 
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When the submarine base was placed on 
the BRAC list in 2005, John activated a non- 
partisan and diverse group of experts tasked 
with the seemingly insurmountable challenge 
of overturning the Pentagon’s recommenda- 
tion. John and his team burrowed into the 
data, found critical flaws, and constructed the 
airtight argument against closing this unique 
and irreplaceable naval asset. 

Although | was not in Congress at the time, 
| vividly remember attending the Boston re- 
gional meeting of the BRAC commission in the 
summer of 2005. With John and his case at 
the lead, Connecticut’s delegation picked apart 
the misguided decision to close the base— 
stressing the economic harm, the strategic im- 
pact and, most importantly, the various flaws 
underpinning the case to close the base. 

It worked. In September 2005 the base was 
removed from the list and spared closure. 
While there were many involved in the suc- 
cessful effort to save the base, it was John’s 
leadership, attention to detail, and unsparing 
devotion to the mission that was rightly cred- 
ited with making it possible. 

As importantly, John understood that the 
work of promoting and defending the base did 
not end with the decision to remove the base 
from the BRAC list. In the years following, 
John stressed the need for the creation of a 
state Office of Military Affairs and a historic 
new partnership between Connecticut and the 
Navy to invest in the infrastructure of the 
base—both of which are in place now and 
under way. He also worked closely with my 
staff and me in monitoring the latest rumors 
about new BRACs and following Congres- 
sional debates about submarine production 
like a box score. 

In my years of knowing him, | always found 
John to be a quiet but effective professional. 
He never pursued the spotlight, never wanted 
the glory—he sought only to accomplish the 
mission. In his passing, eastern Connecticut 
has lost a fierce advocate for the “Submarine 
Capitol of the World” and all of us will long re- 
member all he gave to our region and our 
state. His memory will live on in the thousands 
of people at work every day at a more modem 
submarine base that he helped to save—and 
the countless businesses and employees 
across the region that rely on it. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask all my colleagues to join 
me in honoring the life and service of John 
Markowicz and sharing our condolences with 
the family he leaves behind. 


EE 


HONORING THE VILLAGE OF 
MINOA, NEW YORK 


HON. DANIEL B. MAFFEI 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. MAFFEI. Mr. Speaker, | rise to extend 
my congratulations to the Village of Minoa on 
the occasion of its Centennial Celebration. | 
am honored to join the Central New York com- 
munity in celebrating Minoa on this historic oc- 
casion. 

The Village of Minoa’s founding tells an in- 
teresting story about the character of the peo- 
ple who have lived there and about Central 
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New York as a whole. In 1913, during the in- 
corporation of the Village of Minoa, a group of 
Minoa women banded together in solidarity to 
vote for incorporation in the village election. 
Although national law prohibited these women 
from voting, village law afforded them the abil- 
ity to do so in this local election. These united 
women were able to have their voices heard 
several years before the 19th amendment was 
passed. As a result of this group’s support and 
solidarity, Minoa officially became incorporated 
on January 12, 1913. The Village of Minoa 
demonstrates how then and now, Central New 
Yorkers have unlimited potential when every 
person has a fair shot. 

For 100 years, Minoa has served as a vital 
part of Onondaga County and Central New 
York. It was a prominent railroad community 
for many years and continues to be a wonder- 
ful place to live and raise a family. | am grate- 
ful and fortunate to have such a vibrant com- 
munity within the district | represent. 

Once again, congratulations to the Village of 
Minoa and | wish its residents the best of luck 
in the next 100 years. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO DAPHNE MAYOR 
BAILEY YELDING 


HON. JO BONNER 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay 
tribute to a beloved public servant who defined 
leadership in his community by reaching out to 
all points of view. | am speaking of Daphne, 
Alabama Mayor Bailey Yelding, who passed 
away on January 22, 2013, after a brief ill- 
ness. 

Born and raised in Daphne, Mayor Yelding 
loved his community so much that he never 
really left it. He was always proud of his home 
town, noting to the Mobile Press-Register, 
“You live and work in a place where it’s all 
been great for you, why not love it?” 

And he gave back so much to the commu- 
nity he loved. After graduating from the Bald- 
win County Training School in Daphne in 
1957, and receiving a degree from Alabama 
State University, he set his sights on helping 
young people in Daphne. He soon began a 
career in local education that would encom- 
pass 39 years of his life, changing lives and 
racking up an impressive record as both a 
football and basketball coach. 

At Baldwin County Training School, Coach 
Yelding earned a 49-16-1 record at the helm 
of the school’s football program. After he 
transitioned to Fairhope High School in 1970, 
he went on to become the first African Amer- 
ican coach of an integrated high school team 
in Baldwin County. As head varsity basketball 
coach, he led the team to a 302-130 record. 

After nearly four decades of educating the 
young people of Baldwin County, Coach 
Yelding then turned his attention to a different 
challenge—serving his community in elected 
office. In 2000 he ran for and was elected to 
the Daphne City Council. For the next 11 
years, Councilman Yelding was a reliable 
voice for all the people of Daphne, reaching 
out to his fellow councilmen and the commu- 
nity to put the city first. 


584 


In 2011, the Daphne City Council appointed 
Yelding to serve the unexpired term of Mayor 
Fred Small who retired early from office. In 
2012, Mayor Yelding ran for a full term on the 
platform of experience and stability. He sur- 
vived a lively campaign and a runoff in Octo- 
ber 2012 to become Daphne’s first popularly 
elected African American mayor. 

To everyone who knew him and worked 
with him, Mayor Yelding was more than the 
chief executive of the city. He was a pillar of 
integrity and a consensus builder. In short—a 
leader. It’s not surprising that he was success- 
ful in public office. He took the skills he honed 
as a winning football and basketball coach to 
city hall, forging teamwork while motivating 
city employees and the community to greater 
heights. 

Mayor Yelding will be remembered not only 
as a trail blazer, but also as a wise and steady 
hand at Daphne City Hall. 

On behalf of the people of South Alabama, 
| wish to extend my condolences to Mayor 
Yelding’s family, many friends and to the peo- 
ple of Daphne. You are all in our thoughts and 
prayers. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE MERCER 
COUNTY GOLDEN EAGLES FOOT- 
BALL TEAM 


HON. CHERI BUSTOS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the outstanding results achieved by 
the Mercer County Golden Eagles against the 
Alhoff Crusaders in the 2A Illinois state foot- 
ball championship game this past month. 

The game was a defensive battle with both 
sides tied at 7 in the second half. During the 
third quarter Mercer County linebacker Devin 
Morford recovered a fumble at his own five 
yard line, and returned it 95 yards for the 
game winning touchdown. It was the type of 
moment that seemed as if it was straight from 
a movie! 

| congratulate the Golden Eagles for winning 
the Illinois 2A state championship. This hard 
fought victory by Mercer County gives the 
school its fourth state title. The school and the 
entire community should be very proud to see 
such a hard earned trophy added to their 
case. 

Mr. Speaker, | am extremely proud of the 
accomplishments of the Mercer County foot- 
ball team, both on and off the field, and | am 
honored to salute them today. 
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TRIBUTE TO EAGLE SCOUT ALEX 
BARRETT 


HON. TOM LATHAM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize and congratulate Alex Barrett of Boy 
Scout Troop 188 in Ankeny, lowa for achiev- 
ing the rank of Eagle Scout. 
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The Eagle Scout rank is the highest ad- 
vancement rank in scouting. Only about five 
percent of Boy Scouts earn the Eagle Scout 
Award. The award is a performance-based 
achievement with high standards that have 
been well-maintained over the past century. 

To earn the Eagle Scout rank, a Boy Scout 
is obligated to pass specific tests that are or- 
ganized by requirements and merit badges, as 
well as completing an Eagle Project to benefit 
the community. For his project, Alex con- 
structed and installed duck nesting platforms 
at the Chichaqua Bottoms Greenbelt in Polk 
County. The work ethic Alex has shown in his 
Eagle Project and every other project leading 
up to his Eagle Scout rank speaks volumes of 
his commitment to serving a cause greater 
than himself and assisting his community. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by this young 
man and his supportive family demonstrates 
the rewards of hard work, dedication and per- 
severance. | am honored to represent Alex 
and his family in the United States Congress. 
| know that all of my colleagues in the House 
will join me in congratulating him on obtaining 
the Eagle Scout ranking, and | wish him con- 
tinued success in his future education and ca- 
reer. 


ee 


A TRIBUTE TO KENTUCKY RIGHT 
TO LIFE 


HON. GARLAND “ANDY” BARR 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, it is with great re- 
spect that | rise today to recognize my friends 
and members of the Kentucky Right to Life 
Association, who in 2013 will celebrate 40 
years of nobly and steadfastly defending the 
rights of all human life, born and unborn, 
young and old, regardless of ability or dis- 
ability. 

The Kentucky Right to Life Association 
came together 40 years ago in response to 
the 1973 Roe vs. Wade U.S. Supreme Court 
decision which disregarded the ethical tradi- 
tions of countless Americans by superseding 
the traditional prerogative of states and local 
communities to protect life. Today, the Ken- 
tucky Right to Life Association is comprised of 
thousands of individuals working together to 
restore the law to protect the lives of the un- 
born and the most vulnerable among us, and 
to uphold the belief that every human being 
has a right to live—a belief that | strongly 
share. Right to Life is comprised of individuals 
of different faiths, political beliefs, and back- 
grounds, all united in one purpose. Their spe- 
cial union sets a strong example of organiza- 
tional leadership for other movements and 
causes of moral consequence. 

Today, | congratulate my friends with the 
Kentucky Right to Life Association for their 40 
years of leadership on this, the most con- 
sequential moral issue of our time. | also 
would like to personally welcome those mem- 
bers joining me in Washington, DC this Friday, 
January 25, 2013, to participate in the annual 
March for Life on the National Mall. | hold 
each and every one of you in the highest re- 
gard and firmly stand behind you in this great 
endeavor. 
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HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY 
OF JAMES HOOD: A CIVIL 
RIGHTS PIONEER 


HON. TERRI A. SEWELL 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to recognize and pay tribute to the 
life and legacy of Dr. James Hood, one of the 
first African-Americans to attend The Univer- 
sity of Alabama, who passed away Thursday, 
January 17 at the age of 70. Dr. Hood was a 
trailblazer in the quest for civil rights and 
equality. | am deeply saddened by his passing 
but | am comforted in knowing that his legacy 
will live on. 

Dr. Hood was born on November 10, 1942 
in Gadsden, Alabama. He attended Gadsden 
public schools and he enrolled at the Univer- 
sity of Alabama in 1963. 

On June 11, 1963, Dr. Hood along with fel- 
low student Vivian Malone attempted to enroll 
at the University of Alabama. Upon his arrival 
to the Tuscaloosa campus, then Alabama 
Governor George Wallace physically blocked 
Dr. Hood from entering Foster Auditorium to 
register for classes. As the world watched, 
Gov. Wallace’s efforts to block Dr. Hood and 
Ms. Malone were recorded in our Nation’s his- 
tory as “The Stand in the Schoolhouse Door.” 
Later that day, Dr. Hood, with the support of 
a federal court order and members of the Ala- 
bama National Guard, was eventually allowed 
to register for classes and pursue his degree. 

However, despite his bravery and courage, 
Dr. Hood’s time as a student at the University 
of Alabama was short. On August 11, 1963, 
Dr. Hood left the University after numerous 
threats and constant harassment. He would 
later return to the University of Alabama in 
1997 to obtain a doctorate in interdisciplinary 
studies. 

After his short time at the University of Ala- 
bama, Dr. Hood went on to obtain a bach- 
elor’s degree from Wayne State University and 
a master’s degree from Michigan State. Dr. 
Hood also studied at the University of London. 
He later served as deputy police chief in De- 
troit and as a chairman of the police science 
program at the Madison Area Technical Col- 
lege in Wisconsin before retiring in 2002. Dur- 
ing his extraordinary life, Dr. Hood was also a 
devoted father to five children and nine grand- 
children. 

Today, as we mourn the passing of this 
American hero, we are reminded of his sac- 
rifices for our Nation. Dr. Hood’s courage was 
a testament to his commitment to education 
and equality. On behalf of a grateful Nation, 
we honor Dr. Hood’s personal sacrifices and 
commit to sharing his story with future genera- 
tions. 

Today, “The Stand in the Schoolhouse 
Door” is remembered as a pivotal moment in 
the Civil Rights Movement. Dr. Hood’s quest 
for educational equality served as a catalyst 
for the opportunities that many of us enjoy 
today. As a benefactor of Dr. Hood’s contribu- 
tions, | am humbled by this opportunity to fur- 
ther solidify his place in American history. As 
the first African-American woman elected to 
Congress from the state of Alabama, | know 
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that my journey would not be possible without 
the contributions of foot soldiers like Dr. Hood. 
Let his life serve as a testament to the cour- 
age and strength of one individual’s ability to 
change the trajectory of our Nation. On behalf 
of the 7th Congressional District, the State of 
Alabama and this Nation, | ask my colleagues 
to join me in honoring the life and legacy of 
Dr. James Hood. 


a 


RECOGNIZING MRS. PURA 
DELGADO ANDINO 


HON. ALAN GRAYSON 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Mrs. Pura Delgado Andino, a shin- 
ing example of leadership and inspiration to us 
all. Mrs. Delgado’s distinguished career in 
community advocacy deserves our acknowl- 
edgement. 

Mrs. Delgado was born in Yabucoa, Puerto 
Rico on February 2, 1931. At age sixteen, she 
moved from Puerto Rico to New York. There 
Mrs. Delgado met her late husband, Jose 
Caraballo, and became a mother to two won- 
derful children. 

In 1967, Mrs. Delgado moved to Con- 
necticut, where her lasting commitment to civic 
engagement and community participation 
began. Mrs. Delgado was instrumental in the 
creation of the Hill Health Center for Children 
and Youth at Yale University. Recognizing the 
need for a youth-oriented and minority-focused 
health care center, Mrs. Delgado obtained a 
grant to better serve these children and her 
community. Because of her leadership on this 
issue, Mrs. Delgado served as Health Edu- 
cation Assistant to the Center’s Director. 

Working alongside the Dean of the Yale 
School of Medicine, Mrs. Delgado helped 
guide the school’s implementation of its affirm- 
ative action program. At the time, affirmative 
action policies were often limited to African 
American students, but Mrs. Delgado encour- 
aged the school to extend their efforts to other 
minority communities, such as Puerto Ricans 
and Mexicans. Thanks to Mrs. Delgado’s in- 
volvement, the school graduated twenty-five 
minority students. One of these students who 
went on to serve his community is the Honor- 
able Judge Wilfredo Martinez of Orlando, Flor- 
ida. 

Drawing again on her intimate knowledge of 
the community and innate ability to express its 
needs, Mrs. Delgado obtained another grant to 
begin operation of the Fair Haven Health Clin- 
ic. This clinic recently celebrated its forty-third 
anniversary. 

Though Mrs. Delgado retired at age sev- 
enty-two, her record of accomplishments in 
the physical and mental health areas remains 
impressive. She has served on a variety of 
public service and community advisory boards, 
including on the Board for Progressive Action, 
which aimed to empower low-income commu- 
nities through education, counseling, and oc- 
cupational training. 

In 1991 Mrs. Delgado relocated to Irma 
Shores Lake in Orlando, Florida, where she 
began several small businesses and became 
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an active member of the community. Mrs. 
Delgado served as a Regional Field Operator 
for President Bill Clinton in 1996 and helped 
coin the term “I—4 Corridor’. 

Mrs. Delgado is a proud member of the 
Asociación Borinquena de la Florida Central 
and currently serves as Vice Chair for the 
Black-Latino and Puerto Rican Alliance for 
Justice of Florida. 

Please join me in recognizing Mrs. 
Delgado’s lifetime of civic achievement and 
community involvement. 


HONORING MONA REIS 


HON. LOIS FRANKEL 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to honor Mona Reis, a courageous 
advocate for women’s reproductive freedom. 
Ms. Reis runs the Presidential Women’s Cen- 
ter in West Palm Beach, Florida which has 
provided quality individualized health care for 
thousands of women since its founding in 
1980. Without this exceptional resource, many 
women in South Florida would go without 
needed wellness and reproductive health care 
services. 

Today, as we commemorate the 40th Anni- 
versary of the Supreme Court’s landmark Roe 
v. Wade decision, which affirmed a woman’s 
right to reproductive choice, | thank Mona Reis 
for her compassionate, dedicated, and unre- 
lenting pursuit of women’s reproductive free- 
dom. 


EE 


THE DEDICATION OF A MONUMENT 
HONORING NAVY SEAL AARON 
VAUGHN 


HON. PATRICK MURPHY 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. MURPHY of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the life and legacy of Navy 
SEAL Aaron Vaughn, whose memory was re- 
cently honored by a monument being dedi- 
cated in tribute to his service and sacrifice at 
the Sailfish Splash Water Park in Stuart, Flor- 
ida. 

It is most appropriate that the memorial is 
located at the Sailfish Splash Water Park. As 
Aaron’s mother, Karen Vaughn, described at 
the memorial service, it is “most fitting since 
inside those gates there will always be living, 
breathing representations of the things Aaron 
held most dear—love, laughter, family, friends 
and fun.” 

Aaron Vaughn grew up in Florida’s 18th 
Congressional district, where he attended Mar- 
tin County High School and was a member of 
the football team. Aaron then received his As- 
sociate’s Degree from Indian River State Col- 
lege, studying turf grass science. Aaron later 
enlisted in the Navy and became a member of 
the elite Navy SEALs. 

Aaron bravely served as a Navy SEAL, a 
lifelong dream of his. Aaron’s father, Billy 
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Vaughn, said that “the commander of SEAL 
Team Six said he was a fearless leader who 
was headed to the top.” In August 2011, 
Aaron lost his life when his helicopter was 
shot down in Afghanistan. 

Mr. Speaker, Aaron Vaughn dedicated his 
life to this country and | am proud that the city 
of Stuart has recognized his service by dedi- 
cating this memorial in his honor. It is truly 
humbling to recognize his life and his great 
service to our country here today. 


EE 


THE INTRODUCTION OF H.R. 12, 
THE VOTER EMPOWERMENT ACT 


HON. JOHN LEWIS 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to re- 
introduce the Voter Empowerment Act. 

| am proud to be joined by my friends and 
colleagues—the Gentleman from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. CLYBURN), the Gentleman from Mary- 
land (Mr. HOYER), the Gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. BRADY), the Gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS), and over 160 of our 
Democratic colleagues in sponsoring this land- 
mark legislation. Our good friend, Senator 
GILLIBRAND, is also introducing the companion 
to the Voter Empowerment Act in the Senate. 

Today, January 23rd marks the 49th anni- 
versary of the 24th Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution. This is the amendment which 
ended poll taxes, a tool used to undermine the 
right to vote for millions of African Americans. 
On this day, we must recommit ourselves in 
mind, body, and spirit to fight both overt and 
covert impediments to the most powerful non- 
violent tool we have in a democratic society. 

The right to vote is precious, almost sacred, 
yet millions of Americans are still not reg- 
istered to vote. How can we continue to be 
global leaders in promoting democratic values 
and principles, when so many citizens still 
face barriers to participating in an electoral de- 
mocracy? 

When my colleagues and | introduced this 
legislation last year, we urged prompt action to 
ensure access, accountability, and integrity in 
our nation’s electoral system. Last November, 
we all watched aghast as Americans stood in 
line for hours on end determined to cast their 
vote. Some were able to weather the difficul- 
ties, while others were forced to give up. Mr. 
Speaker, this is unacceptable. Earlier this 
week, the President stated in his inaugural ad- 
dress that, “Our journey is not complete until 
no citizen is forced to wait for hours to exer- 
cise the right to vote.” 

The Voter Empowerment Act responds to 
that call to action with a plan. H.R. 12 modern- 
izes the voter registration system in this na- 
tion. It helps voters with disabilities, members 
of the military and young people to fully ac- 
cess their right to vote and to have their vote 
counted. 

The VEA also restores the integrity of the 
voting system, by providing well-informed, 
well-trained poll workers who know the law, 
and ensuring that election officials don’t have 
a vested interest in the outcome of political 
campaigns. This bill protects voters from de- 
ceptive practices and intimidation and prohibits 
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voter caging, and will ensure that every vote 
is counted. H.R. 12 creates a national hotline 
so that problems are reported, corrected and 
prevented in real time, and it reauthorizes the 
Election Assistance Commission, the only 
agency with election administration expertise, 
to ensure the highest standards are being met 
nationwide. 

People sacrificed their lives for this precious 
right. We have a duty to honor this legacy and 
the lives that were lost by ensuring this sacred 
right. We must all come together to guarantee 
open, fair, free access to democracy in our 
great country. | hope that each and every one 
of my colleagues will join me in support of this 
landmark legislation. 


a 


THE INTRODUCTION OF CENTER 

TO ADVANCE, MONITOR, AND 
PRESERVE UNIVERSITY SECU- 
RITY SAFETY ACT OF 2013 


HON. ROBERT C. “BOBBY” SCOTT 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, today 
| am introducing the Center to Advance, Mon- 
itor and Preserve University Security (“CAM- 
PUS”) Safety Act of 2013. The CAMPUS 
Safety Act previously passed the House of 
Representatives by voice vote as a standalone 
bill in the 110th and 111th Congresses and 
was included in the House-passed versions of 
the College Opportunity and Affordability Act 
of 2008 in the 110th Congress and the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2012 in the 112th Congress. It is my hope that 
the CAMPUS Safety Act will be signed into 
law during the 113th Congress. 

The purpose of the legislation is to enable 
our institutions of higher education to more 
easily obtain the best information available on 
how to keep our campuses safe and how to 
respond in the event of a campus emergency. 
The bill creates a National Center for Campus 
Public Safety (“Center”), which will be admin- 
istered through the Department of Justice. The 
Center is designed to train campus public 
safety agencies in state of the art practices to 
assure campus safety, encourage research to 
strengthen college safety and security, and 
serve as a clearinghouse for the dissemination 
of relevant campus public safety information. 
The Director of the Center will have authority 
to award grants to institutions of higher learn- 
ing to help them meet their enhanced public 
safety goals. 

Over the past few years we have seen nu- 
merous tragedies occur at colleges and uni- 
versities, including the disastrous events that 
occurred at Virginia Tech, Northern Illinois 
University and more recently at Old Dominion 
University that took the life of Congressman 
ELIJAH CUMMINGS’ nephew. Unfortunately, 
these events were the first of their kind at their 
schools and there was insufficient knowledge 
on how to prevent the tragedies or how to 
most effectively respond in their aftermath. 
While there is growing awareness that such 
threats are possible anywhere, many schools 
still have not developed safety protocols that 
would prepare them to maximize the pros- 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


pects of preventing such tragedies or to effec- 
tively respond to them should they occur de- 
spite sound prevention efforts. 

Our nation’s colleges and universities play a 
large role in the development of our next gen- 
eration of leaders and we should assist them 
in their efforts to keep our campuses and our 
students safe. The Clery Act already requires 
schools to have safety plans in order to par- 
ticipate in the Title IV deferral student aid pro- 
grams; unfortunately there is no one place for 
schools to obtain reliable and useful informa- 
tion. It makes little sense to require the thou- 
sands of institutions of higher education to 
start from scratch and individually go through 
the cost and effort to develop comprehensive 
plans. Instead, they ought to be able to obtain 
guidance and assistance, including best prac- 
tices, from a “one stop shop” like the Center. 

The CAMPUS Safety Act will help institu- 
tions of higher learning understand how to 
prevent such tragedies from occurring, and 
how to respond immediately and effectively in 
case they do. Although this bill was originally 
drafted in direct response to the Virginia Tech 
shootings to specifically assist college and uni- 
versity campuses, | should note that in the 
wake of the tragedy at Sandy Hook Elemen- 
tary School in Newtown, Connecticut, public 
elementary and secondary schools and their 
governing agencies will be able to access the 
informational and training benefits of the Cen- 
ter. 

| urge my colleagues to cosponsor and sup- 
port this important legislation to ensure that 
our institutions of higher education have ac- 
cess to the information necessary to keep 
their schools safe. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE COMMU- 
NITY AND PUBLIC SERVICE OF 
WILLIAM J. UGGIANO 


HON. MATT CARTWRIGHT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, this Satur- 
day, January 26, marks the 115th anniversary 
of Council 302 of the Wilkes-Barre Knights of 
Columbus, and | rise today to congratulate the 
Knights of Columbus on this remarkable ac- 
complishment and to recognize the leadership 
and community service of William J. Uggiano, 
the immediate past Grand Knight of the orga- 
nization. Mr. Uggiano served the Council for 
the period July 2010-June 2012, and he is 
being honored by the Knights of Columbus as 
part of the 115th anniversary celebration. 

William Uggiano previously served his coun- 
try with distinction during a long career in the 
Navy, which included tours of duty on four dif- 
ferent warships, the last of which was the USS 
Guam. He was even baptized at sea on the 
Guam off the coast of Liberia. He retired in 
1999 and enrolled in Luzerne Community Col- 
lege where he received an Associates degree 
in computer information systems. While at- 
tending college to get the degree, he began 
working at the Wilkes-Barre Veterans Adminis- 
tration hospital as an IT specialist in the Office 
of Information and Technology, and he is still 
employed there today. 
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Mr. Uggiano is a past Commander of the 
Italian American Veterans of Luzerne Coun- 
ty—Post No. 1, Treasurer of the American 
Federal of Government Employees (AFGE)— 
Local 1699, and Treasurer of the Diamond 
City chapter of the American Wine Society. He 
is married to the former Javette Swinney of 
Portsmouth, Virginia, and he and Javette have 
six children and thirteen grandchildren. 

Willam Uggiano exemplifies the Knights of 
Columbus founding core principles of charity 
toward others, unity for the good of us all, fra- 
ternity with one another, and patriotism 
marked by devotion to both God and country. 
Please accept my congratulations on this mo- 
mentous occasion. 


——— 


TO PROVIDE FOR THE CONTINUED 
LEASE OR EVENTUAL CONVEY- 
ANCE OF CERTAIN FEDERAL 
LAND WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES 
OF FORT WAINWRIGHT MILI- 
TARY RESERVATION IN FAIR- 
BANKS, ALASKA 


HON. DON YOUNG 


OF ALASKA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to introduce legislation to continue the 
conversation on how to preserve and protect 
an important neighborhood in Fairbanks, Alas- 
ka from eventual destruction. 

In 1987, the Army entered into a Section 
801 build-to-lease housing contract for a 400- 
home community on 76 acres of land. These 
homes, consisting of 3, 4, and 5 bedroom 
units, a maintenance and leasing facility, asso- 
ciated roads and parking areas, landscaping, 
18 playgrounds, and a central heating system 
including 39 boiler houses, are an important 
source of housing for military families and the 
local area. This group of homes is more than 
just housing or a neighborhood, it is a commu- 
nity. 

The housing lease for this Section 801 con- 
tract expired in 2007 and the ground lease is 
scheduled to expire on June 26, 2018. Without 
an extension of the ground lease, the 400 
houses must be removed from their current lo- 
cation no later than 180 days following the ex- 
piration of the lease. The most likely outcome 
of this situation is a complete demolition of 
these properties. 

Currently, these 400 houses are nearly 
100% occupied (99% in August of 2012) 
which is an unbiased testament to the value of 
these houses. Additionally, the four and five 
bedroom units are a valuable but very limited 
resource for the large number of military fami- 
lies with multiple children stationed in the 
area. In fact, seeing the value of these homes 
to both the military community and the local 
tax base, several community leaders and in- 
terests have written to me over the past cou- 
ple of years to express their support for ex- 
tending the ground-lease under these homes. 

While | understand that this is a sensitive 
issue, it simply does not make sense for 400 
high-use and high-value homes to be torn 
down. There must be a better solution. This 
bill may not be that solution, but it is a critical 
step in the direction to finding one. 
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HONORING ROTARY INTER- 
NATIONAL FOR 108 YEARS OF 
SERVICE 


HON. GUS M. BILIRAKIS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and congratulate Rotary International for 
selflessly working for 108 years to improve 
communities around the world and to recog- 
nize the Rotary Clubs of the State of Florida 
for the important work they do in our commu- 
nities. The organization’s motto of “Service 
Above Self’ inspires its members to provide 
humanitarian service, encourage high ethical 
standards, and promote good will and peace 
in the world. 

Founded in 1905, Rotary International has 
become one of the world’s largest non-profit 
service organizations. In my home State of 
Florida, there are nearly 400 Rotary clubs 
throughout 8 Rotary districts. These clubs rep- 
resent thousands of Floridians who actively 
sponsor service projects throughout the State 
and internationally. Through their charitable 
spirit, these clubs provide solutions to prob- 
lems impacting society, including poverty, hun- 
ger, illiteracy, and more. Since its founding, 
Rotary has contributed more than one billion 
dollars and countless volunteer hours in the 
fight to eradicate polio. Last year alone, the 
organization raised more than $200 million for 
global polio eradication. 

Rotary is also the world’s largest privately- 
funded source of international scholarships. 
Annually, more than 7,000 secondary school 
students are able to study abroad through the 
organization’s Youth Exchange Programs. 

Mr. Speaker, for more than 100 years, Ro- 
tary International has represented the best of 
the human spirit, and the organization and its 
State and local chapters have become pillars 
in their communities. Their humanitarian ef- 
forts and successes exemplify the strength of 
compassion, and | commend them for their 
contributions. 


Ee 


IN HONOR OF THE 25TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF UPS AIRLINES 


HON. JOHN A. YARMUTH 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of UPS Airlines, which on January 
25, 2013, celebrates 25 years of exemplary 
service. 

This anniversary date marks an inauspicious 
beginning. A quarter-century ago, the Federal 
Aviation Authority offered its initial approval of 
the UPS Air Carrier Operating Certificate. 
Starting with two DC-8s, UPS Airlines would 
quickly become one of the largest airlines in 
the world. And with Worldport, UPS Airlines’ 
innovative international hub, they have helped 
make Louisville, KY—my District and home- 
town—a global leader in logistics. 

Today, United Parcel Service delivers more 
than 15 million packages every day in more 
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than 220 countries and territories around the 
world. And Louisville's Worldport has revolu- 
tionized American logistics through techno- 
logical advancements that are the envy of 
innovators across the globe. At Worldport, 
more than 20,000 local employees process 
416,000 packages an hour in a facility the size 
of 90 football fields. The operation is as ex- 
traordinary as it is expansive. 

Not only have UPS Airlines and Worldport 
made Louisville a world leader in logistics; the 
company has been pivotal in generating eco- 
nomic development throughout our commu- 
nity. Countless businesses have moved to 
Louisville and are now thriving because of 
what UPS Airlines brings—and ships out. And 
through the Metropolitan College partnership 
with the University of Louisville and Jefferson 
Community and Technical College, UPS has 
provided more than 2,600 employees tuition 
reimbursement since 1998. 

Good corporate citizenship means creating 
high-quality, good-paying jobs and new eco- 
nomic opportunities for communities. But it 
also means contributing to the greater whole, 
whether through strategic investments or pro- 
grams that help expand opportunity beyond 
the walls of any single institution. UPS and 
Worldport have spent decades providing a 
model for corporate citizenship in Louisville. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in honoring this corporate leader on the 25th 
anniversary of UPS Airlines. 


— 


IN CELEBRATION OF THE LIFE 
AND LEGACY OF SAMUEL KEKER 


HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
celebrate the remarkable life and legacy of a 
great American, Samuel Keker. 

Sam was born to Greek immigrants in 
Pueblo, Colorado in 1917. He attended Amer- 
ican University, where he was elected vice- 
president of the student government and wrote 
for the college newspaper. 

A member of the “greatest generation”, 
Sam served with distinction in the Navy during 
World War II, escorting convoys in the Atlantic 
and commanding a minesweeper in the Pa- 
cific. Sam’s commitment to country would later 
cause him to return to duty during the Korean 
War, where he served as an executive officer 
on destroyers. He remained in the naval re- 
serve until 1962, retiring with the rank of Com- 
mander. 

Sam spent the entirety of his professional 
career at U.S. News and World Report, rising 
from the position of assistant to the circulation 
manager in 1946 to becoming Chairman and 
Chief Executive Officer in 1982. Under Sam's 
leadership, U.S. News and World Report 
reached over two million readers and earned 
a well-deserved reputation for high-quality re- 
porting and excellence in journalism. 

Sam Keker was the embodiment of the 
American Dream—a person who through hard 
work, motivation and smarts rose to the high- 
est level of his profession. Throughout that 
journey, he remained humble and treated 
those around him with dignity and kindness. 
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| was privileged to know Sam Keker and will 
miss his intelligence, counsel and extraor- 
dinary wit. He was an inspiration to me, and 
his life was a good example for all. Sam and 
his loving wife Lucy have been leaders in our 
community, giving generously of their time and 
resources to help the less fortunate. 

| extend my deepest sympathies to Lucy, 
Sam’s sons John and Jerry, and the rest of 
the Keker family. As we mourn Sam’s loss, we 
are also grateful for the lessons he taught and 
the life that he lived. 


—— 


DEFENSE OF A WOMAN’S RIGHT 
TO CHOOSE 


HON. TULSI GABBARD 


OF HAWAII 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, forty years 
ago this month, the U.S. Supreme Court af- 
firmed a woman’s constitutional right to 
choose in Roe v. Wade. This landmark deci- 
sion ensures that women can make their own 
health decisions, and if they want to, consult 
with their doctor, family, and faith. 

Four decades later, even though abortion 
remains legal, women still face enormous bar- 
riers—barriers that wholly violate the spirit of 
the Roe v. Wade decision. | support efforts to 
increase access to affordable healthcare serv- 
ices which can contribute to fewer unplanned 
and teen pregnancies, a goal we should all 
support. 

This monumental Supreme Court ruling re- 
mains under attack, as the ability for women 
to be free to make what is often the most dif- 
ficult decision in their lives, is constantly chal- 
lenged. Now more than ever, we must remain 
steadfast in our defense of a woman’s right to 
choose. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA EQUAL REPRESEN- 
TATION ACT AND THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA HOUSE VOTING 
RIGHTS ACT 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
introduce two bills that provide different ap- 
proaches for obtaining voting representation 
for the more than 600,000 American citizens 
who reside in the nation’s capital and pay the 
full array of federal taxes that support the gov- 
ernment of the United States, but have no vot- 
ing representation in Congress. These bills are 
the District of Columbia Equal Representation 
Act and the District of Columbia House Voting 
Rights Act. | have introduced these bills during 
different periods in the past. | introduce them 
today after listening to residents at the many 
Community Conversations | have held in each 
ward of the District since a dangerous gun 
amendment—which would have eliminated all 
of the District's gun safety laws and would 
have done much more—forced us to decline 
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to move to final passage of the District of Co- 
lumbia House Voting Rights Act in April 2010. 


| introduce these bills today, in the same 
month that the House majority again elimi- 
nated the District’s vote in the Committee of 
the Whole, despite rulings by the federal 
courts that this vote is constitutional. It there- 
fore is clear that the House would not consider 
any approach to representation and full de- 
mocracy for D.C. residents at this time. As my 
first bill of the 113th Congress, | introduced 
the New Columbia Admission Act, to make the 
District of Columbia the 51st state, the only 
option that affords the residents of the District 
of Columbia equality with other American citi- 
zens, and the option we will always seek. 
However, today, | am reintroducing two bills 
that residents have indicated would have their 
continued support on the way to statehood, 
which they deserve. Residents embraced 
these approaches because they were possible 
at the time. Today’s bills will help ensure that 
there is no weakening in the momentum that 
these bills helped build here and throughout 
the country over the past several years. 


The District of Columbia Equal Representa- 
tion Act would give the District of Columbia 
two senators and, initially, one House mem- 
ber. With statehood delayed, then-Senator Jo- 
seph Lieberman and | introduced this bill for 
several years as the No Taxation Without 
Representation Act. The House, which was 
controlled by Republicans, did not act on the 
bill. The Senate held hearings and marked up 
the bill in 2002, but did not bring it to the floor. 


The second bill, the District of Columbia 
House Voting Rights Act, to give D.C., initially, 
one House member, almost became law. In 
2005, when | continued to be in the minority, 
then-Representative Tom Davis and | 
partnered on a bipartisan bill giving House 
votes to Democratic D.C. and Republican 
Utah. The D.C. House Voting Rights Act 
marked the first time in decades that we 
achieved large majority votes in the House 
and Senate for voting rights for D.C. residents, 
and brought the city closer than we have ever 
come to voting representation in more than 
two centuries. This bill likely would be law 
today had the gun lobby not insisted on add- 
ing an amendment that would not only have 
eliminated the District's gun safety laws, but 
also would have added measures making the 
nation’s capital one of the most permissive 
gun jurisdictions in the country. 


In introducing these bills, we lay down a 
marker of our determination to never relent or 
retreat until we have obtained each and every 
right to which we are entitled, whether through 
the frustration and anguish of the 
incrementalism that Congress has always 
forced upon the District or through statehood. 
We will be watchful to both make and seize 
every opportunity to pursue our rights, regard- 
less of who controls Congress. We accept no 
imposed limit on our equal rights as American 
citizens, and we will pursue them all until the 
day when there is no difference in citizenship 
between residents of the District of Columbia 
and other American citizens. 
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REINTRODUCING THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY CENTERS ESTAB- 
LISHMENT ACT 


HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to reintroduce the National Emer- 
gency Centers Establishment Act, a bill that | 
first introduced in the 109th Congress. This 
legislation authorizes the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) to make use of 
already closed military facilities to coordinate 
emergency response and provide voluntary 
humanitarian assistance to Americans dis- 
placed by natural disasters. 

From Hurricane Katrina to Hurricane Sandy, 
and numerous other destructive disasters, we 
have seen time and time again how emer- 
gency relief efforts can be complex, expen- 
sive, and oftentimes chaotic. Despite the ex- 
traordinary efforts of agencies like FEMA, the 
American Red Cross, and other local and na- 
tional organizations to provide immediate re- 
lief, natural disasters can leave tens of thou- 
sands of Americans struggling for long periods 
of time. Sixteen months after Hurricane 
Katrina, 60,000 Americans were still ill- 
housed, and struggling to access adequate 
food and health care, education and jobs. | 
have seen similar effects following hurricanes 
in my home state of Florida. 

While disaster preparedness, response, and 
recovery has improved greatly in recent years, 
difficult challenges remain. | believe that we 
must increase the availability of temporary 
housing in times of national emergencies, and 
improve training and preparedness for national 
emergencies in order to ensure that we can 
mitigate as much as possible the humanitarian 
catastrophes that occurred in the Gulf Coast, 
the Atlantic Coast, and elsewhere in the na- 
tion. 

My legislation authorized FEMA to establish 
six National Emergency Centers throughout 
the United States. The Centers will be used to 
provide temporary housing, medical and hu- 
manitarian assistance for individuals and fami- 
lies displaced due to an emergency. The Cen- 
ters will also serve as a centralized location 
for the training and coordination of first re- 
sponders in the instance of an emergency. In 
addition, the Centers will improve the coordi- 
nation of preparedness, response, and recov- 
ery efforts between governments, private com- 
panies, not-for-profit entities and faith-based 
organizations. 

| would like to point out, Mr. Speaker, that 
the use of these facilities would be totally vol- 
untary on the part of displaced Americans. No 
federal agency is authorized under this legisla- 
tion to force anyone to evacuate to these fa- 
cilities, nor to force those who voluntarily ar- 
rive there to remain longer than they wish. 
The goal is to provide the facility and means 
for Americans displaced by disasters to con- 
tinue leading their lives as much as possible. 

The National Emergency Centers will be lo- 
cated on military bases that have been closed 
during the most recent Base Realignment and 
Closures (BRAC) round. | am proposing these 
sites because the necessary infrastructure to 
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house, feed, and care for evacuees over an 
extended period of time is already in place, 
thus limiting the cost and time needed to con- 
struct these facilities. Military bases often con- 
tain large warehouses or hangers, ideal loca- 
tions for storing large amounts of supplies and 
equipment. Finally, military bases are often ac- 
cessible by a wide range of transportation 
links, and may themselves have train yards or 
airstrips capable of facilitating the rapid dis- 
bursement of supplies or relief efforts. 

Mr. Speaker, we have an obligation to better 
prepare and more adequately respond to the 
needs of communities hit by natural disasters. 
Furthermore, we must ensure that basic needs 
of disaster victims are met immediately fol- 
lowing the devastation. The goal of this legis- 
lation is to improve humanitarian relief to indi- 
viduals and families displaced and suffering 
from the effects of a natural disaster. The idea 
is to have an accessible central location that 
can house large numbers of people while pro- 
viding for their immediate medical and daily 
needs. 

| ask my colleagues to support this legisla- 
tion, and urge the House Leadership to bring 
this bill to the floor for its swift consideration. 


EE 


A TRIBUTE IN HONOR OF EVELYN 
FILICE STANTON 


HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life of Evelyn Filice Stanton who 
died peacefully while on a family vacation on 
December 29, 2012. 

Evelyn was born on December 17, 1926, in 
Hollister, California, at the apricot and prune 
ranch of her parents. She lived there until 
World War II when her father moved the fam- 
ily to San Francisco, where she entered Low- 
ell High School, graduating with the Class of 
1944. She earned her A.B. degree from U.C. 
Berkeley where she met her future husband, 
returning war veteran Emmett Stanton, whom 
she married in 1949. 

Evelyn earned a teaching credential from 
San Francisco State University, and taught at 
El Cerrito High School while Emmett practiced 
dentistry. The couple moved to San Mateo 
County in 1952, where they raised their four 
sons. 

Evelyn Stanton served as the President or 
as a board member of the United Way of the 
Bay Area; Mills Peninsula Hospital; Belmont 
Hills Psychiatric Center; AAUW Education 
Foundation; San Mateo County League of 
Women Voters; Family Services Association; 
American Heart Association; Poplar Center for 
the Developmentally Disabled; the 
Hillsborough Concours D’Elegance, which she 
co-chaired with her husband, and for which 
they were honored as Hillsborough’s Citizens 
of the Year in 1979; San Mateo High School 
and Crocker Middle School PARENT Groups; 
Admiralty Home Owners Association; and the 
Citizen Task Force to study county govern- 
ment operations in 1975-1977. 

In 1979, Evelyn began working for the Men- 
tal Health Association of San Mateo, her first 
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foray into the paid workforce since her years 
as a teacher. She became Executive Director 
in 1979 and served in that post until 2003. 
Evelyn Stanton distinguished herself in every 
community organization she was part of but 
her extraordinary leadership in the mental 
health community of San Mateo County was 
legendary. She was “Mrs. Mental Health”, 
shaping and making the system the best in 
California. 

Together we were founding members of the 
San Mateo County General Hospital Founda- 
tion. She was a member of the AIDS Commu- 
nity Board, and Chair of the Mental Health 
Contract Agencies. Evelyn earned and was 
awarded many honors—the Soroptomist 
Woman of the Year; the Evelyn F. Stanton En- 
dowed Fellowship established by AAUW; the 
Seaton Manning Outstanding Agency Profes- 
sional Award; and she was inducted into the 
San Mateo County Women’s Hall of Fame in 
1987. 

Evelyn will be deeply missed by her four de- 
voted sons, Gary of San Mateo, Greg of San 
Diego, Dave of San Francisco, Emmett of San 
Francisco and her nine beloved grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in honoring a great and good woman who 
served the people of San Mateo County with 
honor and generosity, earning the respect of 
the entire community, as well as her col- 
leagues in public service. | ask my colleagues 
to extend to her family our most sincere sym- 
pathy for their loss. Evelyn Stanton will be 
missed by everyone who had the good fortune 
to know her, and | count myself among those 
so blessed. Our community has been 
strengthened by her life and her service, and 
our country has been immensely bettered by 
her extraordinary contributions and a life lived 
exceedingly well. 


m 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 3, 
2009, the day | took office, the national debt 
was $10,627,961 ,295,930.67. 

Today, it is $16,432,619,424,703.06. We’ve 
added $5,804,658, 128,772.39 to our debt in 4 
years. This is a $5.8 trillion in debt our nation, 
our economy, and our children could have 
avoided with a Balanced Budget Amendment. 
We must stop this unconscionable accumula- 
tion of debt. 
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THE INDUCTION OF JACQUELINE 
DOUGLAS INTO THE CALIFORNIA 
OUTDOORS HALL OF FAME 


HON. GEORGE MILLER 
OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, January 23, 2013 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. Mr. 


Speaker, | rise today to pay tribute to Jac- 
queline Douglas upon her induction into the 
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California Outdoors Hall of Fame. This is a 
terrific and well-deserved honor for a mainstay 
of the California sport fishing community 

Jacky, known affectionately as “Wacky 
Jacky,” is a San Francisco native and the only 
female fishing charter boat skipper in the Bay 
Area. She is a legendary voice within San 
Francisco’s sport fishing community, respected 
by fisherman of both Golden Gate and Pacific 
Coast Salmon fisheries, and one of the Bay 
Area’s most passionate voices for protecting 
salmon and their habitat. She is a fervent 
fighter for conservation and water issues, as 
well as a tremendous advocate for salmon, 
wildlife, and the California coast. 

Jacky has also been a great help to the 
members of the Bay Area congressional dele- 
gation in our efforts to achieve a water policy 
in California that will sustain all of our state’s 
interests, including the important fisheries that 
yield so many jobs for people up and down 
the west coast. 

Wacky Jacky was confirmed by a record 40 
of 41 votes from peers, the highest vote tally 
of any member to gain entry into the California 
Outdoors Hall of Fame. She was nominated 
due to the fact that she has inspired thou- 
sands of Californians to take part in the great 
outdoors and conservation. She was also pre- 
viously inducted at the International Sports- 
men’s Exposition at Sacramento’s Cal Expo 
and honored by the Bay Institute for her dedi- 
cated advocacy. And in further recognition of 
her many accomplishments, Jacky was also 
inducted into her high school’s Abraham Lin- 
coln High School Wall of Fame in May 2002. 

With 29 years of fishing experience, she is 
still taking people from all over the world fish- 
ing out the Golden Gate. At 84, she is a hero 
among her fellow fishing captains, and is one 
of the most popular party boat captains in 
America. She was the first and remains the 
only woman to own and skipper her own com- 
mercial boat in the San Francisco Bay Area. 

Douglas passed her Coast Guard examina- 
tion in 1972, purchased her first party boat 
and has mastered boating, safety and fishing 
ever since. She started fishing on San Fran- 
cisco area boats in 1955, and became a deck- 
hand in 1970, after which she skippered a pri- 
vate boat and fished commercially for several 
years. She became the skipper of the Wacky 
Jacky in 1973, unheard of for a woman at the 
time. 

Jacky is well known for taking good care of 
her customers, and says the most important 
thing is, “to have my customers leave with a 
smile on their face.” In the meantime, Jacky, 
continually improves her sailing skills, has now 
earned her master mariners license which 
permits her to skipper boats up to 100 tons. 
Over her career, she has taken an estimated 
150,000 people out to fish. 

Her unique position on the bay has made 
Jacky a part of what makes San Francisco 
such an incredible place. She has inspired nu- 
merous newspaper articles as well as tele- 
vision spots on CNN and National Geographic. 
During her career, Jacky has won a number of 
awards, including honors from the Common- 
wealth Club and the Golden Gate Fisherman’s 
Association. Her work with newspapers, radio 
show hosts and TV broadcasts has made it 
easier for Californians to connect to the world 
of the outdoors. She was married to George 
Douglas and has four daughters. 
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| invite our colleagues to join me in con- 
gratulating Jacqueline Douglas, a woman be- 
loved by all that meet her, for her lifelong ef- 
forts in fishing and conservation and her dedi- 
cation to educating others about the outdoors. 


EE 


HONORING CONGRESSWOMAN JO 
ANN EMERSON 


HON. ANN WAGNER 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mrs. WAGNER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to an incredible woman, role 
model, public servant, and friend. 

Over the past several decades putting peo- 
ple before politics has been a way of life for 
Congresswoman Jo Ann Emerson. Whether it 
was an agricultural issue, flood control prob- 
lems, a small business in trouble or a Veteran 
who needed help—there were no Democrats 
or Republicans to Jo Ann, just constituents. 

Jo Ann truly represents the people of Mis- 
souris 8th District by listening to them and 
then working hard to make a difference. Put- 
ting people before politics was not just a slo- 
gan to her—it was the way the gentlelady from 
Missouris sprawling 8th District operates. She 
epitomized what being a Member of the Peo- 
ple’s House should be. 

Her legacy of service and that of her late 
husband Bill Emerson will not be forgotten and 
she remains an example for all of us in this 
body. Her service will be remembered be- 
cause of the lives she has touched by doing 
what was right because it was right. 

While | am excited for Congresswoman 
Emerson in her new endeavor, | am sad for 
the great loss to this chamber and to the peo- 
ple of Missouri’s 8th District. 


EE 
INTRODUCING A BILL TO REQUIRE 
THE SECRETARY OF AGRI- 


CULTURE TO SUBMIT A REPORT 
TO CONGRESS ON PAYMENT 
RATES FOR SCHOOL MEALS AND 
SUPPLEMENTS 


HON. GREGORIO KILIL] CAMACHO 
SABLAN 


OF THE NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, today, | am in- 
troducing legislation that will provide this Con- 
gress with the information we need to deter- 
mine whether the U.S. Department of Agri- 
culture is correctly reimbursing schools in the 
Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, American 
Samoa, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Is- 
lands for student meals. 

Congress has already recognized that there 
may be costs in the insular and non-contig- 
uous areas of our nation that are different than 
those in the continental United States and for 
this reason gave the Secretary of Agriculture 
the authority to set adjusted reimbursement 
rates in 42 U.S.C. 1760(f): 

In providing assistance for breakfasts, 
lunches, suppers, and supplements served in 
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Alaska, Hawaii, Guam, American Samoa, 
Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands of the United 
States, and the Commonwealth of the North- 
ern Mariana Islands, the Secretary may es- 
tablish appropriate adjustments for each 
such State to the national average payment 
rates prescribed under sections 1753, 1759a, 
1761 and 1766 of this title and section 4 of the 
Child Nutrition Act of 1966, to reflect the dif- 
ferences between the costs of providing 
meals and supplements in those States and 
the costs of providing meals and supplements 
in all other States. 

[Here “States” means the 50 States, the 
District of Columbia, and the named U.S. insu- 
lar areas.] 

The Secretary has used this authority to set 
adjusted—and _ place-appropriate rates—for 
both Alaska and Hawaii, where transportation 
and other factors add to the cost of providing 
meals in the schools. In the other insular 
areas—the Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, 
American Samoa, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. 
Virgin Islands—however, where distance and 
reverse economies of scale can increase 
costs just as in Alaska and Hawaii, schools 
are reimbursed at the standard national rate 
that applies throughout the continental U.S. 

Those of us who shuttle between our duties 
in Congress and the insular areas we rep- 
resent are familiar with the costs of food and 
other services both here and at home. We 
know that there are differences. And, if these 
differences mean that children in our areas 
are receiving less food or less nutritious food 
or no food at all because the current reim- 
bursement rates are inadequate, then we 
need that information. By the same token— 
though this is not my expectation—if the fed- 
eral government is overpaying, then Congress 
needs to know that, as well. 

The legislation | am introducing today re- 
quires the Secretary of Agriculture to report to 
the Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Senate 
on: 

1. the difference between the costs of pro- 
viding meals and supplements under the Rich- 
ard B. Russell National School Lunch Act and 
the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 in the Northern 
Mariana Islands, Guam, American Samoa, 
Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands and 
the average cost of providing these meals and 
supplements in the 50 States and the District 
of Columbia; and 

2. the relationship of those cost differences 
and the reimbursement rates offered to the in- 
sular areas. 

Accurate information, such as this legislation 
will provide to Congress, is essential for accu- 
rate policy-making. | urge my colleagues to 
co-sponsor this bill and thank them for their 
support. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. TULSI GABBARD 


OF HAWAII 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, on January 
22, 2013, | was unavoidably detained and was 
unable to record my vote for rollcall Nos. 24 
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and 25. Had | been present | would have 
voted: 

Rollcall No. 24: “yes’—On Motion to Sus- 
pend the Rules and Pass H.R. 307 

Rollcall No. 25: “no”—On Motion to Adjourn 


EES 


HONORING ROSA PARKS’ 100TH 
BIRTHDAY 


HON. JERRY McNERNEY 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Speaker, today | rise 
to ask my colleagues to join me in honoring 
Rosa Parks’ 100th Birthday. 

Rosa Parks is a true American icon and a 
civil rights activist. She is best known for re- 
fusing to give up her seat on a bus in Ala- 
bama to a white passenger in 1955. Con- 
sequently, she was arrested for civil disobe- 
dience. 

Rosa Parks’ actions were a catalyst for the 
Montgomery Bus Boycott. African Americans 
in Montgomery, Alabama boycotted local 
buses and used other methods of transpor- 
tation to get to work. The boycott lasted 381 
days and helped bring about the repeal of the 
law requiring segregation on public buses. Her 
actions helped bring additional national atten- 
tion to race inequality throughout the United 
States. 

Her courage and resolve was emblematic of 
the efforts made during the civil rights move- 
ment. Her actions remain part of the story of 
the fight to secure every individual’s right to 
share the American dream. 

Rosa Parks’ legacy continues to resonate 
throughout the country. For example, in my 
own district, the Aspire Rosa Parks Academy 
in Stockton, California celebrates Rosa Parks’ 
birthday. This tremendous event serves as an 
important reminder of how far we have come 
as a nation and serves as an educational and 
historical tool. It brings the community together 
to recognize one of the true pioneers of the 
civil rights movement. 

Today, | ask my colleagues to join me in 
recognizing not only one of our nations’ most 
well-regarded activists and her contributions to 
American history, but the countless schools 
and groups like the Aspire Rosa Parks Acad- 
emy who celebrate her legacy every year. 


——S 


HONORING 40TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
ROE V. WADE 


HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, January 23, 2013 


Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today be- 
cause 40 years ago our Supreme Court deter- 
mined that every woman has the right to de- 
cide whether or not to continue her pregnancy. 
While that ruling stands today, we must re- 
main vigilant. 

As we speak, anti-choice activists are work- 
ing to erode that right, not only by making 
abortions illegal, but by making them unavail- 
able. In 2011, a record 92 abortion-regulating 
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laws passed in 24 states, imposing onerous 
waiting periods, invasive ultrasounds, and 
dangerous parental consent requirements—All 
in an effort to make such services inacces- 
sible. 

As President Obama said on Monday, 
“while these truths may be self-evident, they 
have never been self-executing.” Yes, abor- 
tion is legal, but we have to fight to ensure it 
remains accessible. The good news is, most 
Americans are with us. A recent Wall Street 
Journal/NBC News Poll found 7 in 10 Ameri- 
cans believe Roe v. Wade should stand. 

On the 40th Anniversary of Roe v. Wade 
lets reflect on the rights we have won, and 
renew the fight to protect them. 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
January 24, 2013 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 


JANUARY 29 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
Business meeting to consider pending 
calendar business. 
S-116 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 
Subcommittee on Primary Health and 


Aging 
To hold hearings to examine primary 
care. 
SD-430 
2:30 p.m. 


Select Committee on Intelligence 
To hold closed hearings to examine cer- 
tain intelligence matters. 
SH-219 


JANUARY 30 


10 a.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
Business meeting to consider pending 
calendar business. 
S-116 
Committee on the Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine gun vio- 
lence in America. 
SH-216 
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JANUARY 31 with the possibility of a closed session 2:30 p.m. 
9:30 a.m. in SVC-217 following the open session. Select Committee on Intelligence 
Committee on Armed Services SD-G50 To hold closed hearings to examine cer- 
‘ ; A 10 a.m. tain intelligence matters. 
To hold h t th - 
ooo PAT MERIO SARIT ern nee Committee on Foreign Relations SH-219 


tion of Charles Timothy Hagel, of Ne- 


braska, to be Secretary of Defense; Business meeting to consider pending 


calendar business. 
S-116 
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SENATE—Thursday, January 24, 2013 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m., on the 
expiration of the recess, and was called 
to order by the Honorable BRIAN 
SCHATZ, a Senator from the State of 
Hawaii. 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Lord, You alone deserve all our 
praise because of Your love and faith- 
fulness. Inspire our Senators to trust 
You to help protect and guide them. 
May they learn and depend upon Your 
promises, believing that Your blessings 
will keep America strong. Reveal to 
them Your priorities and plans so that 
they will stay within the circle of Your 
will. Lord, make them agents of Your 
visible impact on our Nation and world 
as You guard their hearts and minds 
with Your peace. 

We pray in Your merciful Name. 
Amen. 


EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable BRIAN SCHATZ led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


—— 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, January 24, 2013. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable BRIAN SCHATZ, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Hawaii, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. SCHATZ thereupon assumed the 

chair as Acting President pro tempore. 


a 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


(Legislative day of Thursday, January 3, 2013) 


SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
leader remarks, the Senate will be in a 
period of morning business, with Sen- 
ators allowed to speak for up to 10 min- 
utes each. The majority will control 
the first 30 minutes and the Repub- 
licans the final 30 minutes. 

Would the Chair announce the busi- 
ness of the day. 


EE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 
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MORNING BUSINESS 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will be in a period of morning 
business for debate only until 12 noon, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each, with 
the majority controlling the first half 
hour. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I note the 
absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Republican leader is recog- 
nized. 


Ee 


CONFRONTING FISCAL 
CHALLENGES 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I do 
not know if you know anyone who has 
climbed to the top of Mount Everest, 
but I am told it is quite an under- 
taking. It apparently took Sir Edmund 
Hillary several weeks to do it back in 
the 1950s. I am told my friends across 
the aisle could have scaled Everest al- 
most 300 times in the nearly 4 years 
that have gone by since they last 
passed a budget. They could have taken 
179 trips to the Moon or built three 
Pentagons. 

Well, today it looks like that is all 
about to change. It is nice to see that 


after years of playing budget peekaboo, 
Senate Democrats are finally ready to 
take up their most basic of responsibil- 
ities—and only a few weeks after the 
chairwoman of the Budget Committee 
indicated they might skip it, for the 
fourth year in a row. 

There is an indication now that the 
majority is committed to passing a 
budget. What is unfortunate is that it 
has required so much pressure for them 
to do so. It is in stark contrast to the 
House of Representatives, who have 
taken their duties very seriously. 

Over there, committee hearings have 
been held, budget resolutions have been 
marked up, amendments have been 
considered. More importantly, the 
House has passed serious budgets annu- 
ally, as the law requires. They have 
laid out their priorities for the public 
to see: their plans to control spending, 
to save our most important social pro- 
grams from collapse, to reform an out- 
dated anticompetitive Tax Code, and to 
streamline government bureaucracies 
that are literally suffocating job cre- 
ation. 

They have done their jobs while Sen- 
ate Democrats have tried to keep their 
priorities a secret. 

We know Senate Democrats do not 
like the House budgets. And we know 
they do not even support the Presi- 
dent’s budgets—at least not with their 
votes. What we have not known for 
nearly 4 years is what they are for be- 
cause they have refused to put their 
plans for the country down on paper 
and actually vote for them. 

It is my hope the Democrats’ sudden 
interest in passing a budget is not just 
another attempt to actually raise 
taxes. As I have said repeatedly, we are 
done with the revenue issue. The Presi- 
dent has already said the so-called rich 
are now paying their ‘‘fair share,” and, 
of course, middle-income families are 
already on the hook for new taxes as a 
result of ObamaCare. 

So the question is, Who would be in 
the firing line this time? And at what 
cost? 

Look, struggling families should not 
have to pick up the tab again for Wash- 
ington’s inability to live within its 
means. We need to start solving the ac- 
tual problem, which is spending, and 
we need to do it together. 

So if—and I say if—Democrats are fi- 
nally ready to confront the massive fis- 
cal and economic challenges facing our 
country, and to do so in a serious way, 
I assure them they will find partners 
on this side of the aisle. 

As for the debt limit, there is no need 
to wait for final resolution of the 
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House’s short-term legislation before 
we start putting a long-term debt re- 
duction solution together in the Sen- 
ate. If the bill the House passed yester- 
day is signed into law, Congress will 
have another 3 months to take the debt 
challenge—to take it on seriously—but 
that does not mean we should wait a 
minute longer to start working on it. 
There is no reason, for instance, that 
the Finance Committee should not 
begin preparing the critical spending 
reforms that will be necessary, for ex- 
ample, to get my vote and the vote of 
many of my colleagues for any kind of 
long-term increase in the debt ceiling. 

So let’s get the process moving. No 
more brinksmanship. No more last- 
minute deals. The American people 
have already had to wait 4 years—4 
years—for a budget from Senate Demo- 
crats. They should not have to wait 
nearly as long for us to confront a debt 
that threatens the economy, our jobs, 
and the future of our Nation. 

Yesterday I laid out the realities of 
the fiscal challenges we face as a coun- 
try. We have delayed facing them long 
enough. Let’s put the politics aside and 
finally do the work we were sent here 
to do. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that I 
be recognized to speak for 10 minutes 
as in morning business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
WILDFIRE RELIEF 


Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I rise to speak in favor of a crit- 
ical issue for my State; that is, much 
needed wildfire relief. 

I wish to be more specific. Colorado 
has been in dire need of emergency wa- 
tershed protection funds since fires 
raged in my State just 6 months ago. 
Just 6 months ago we were in the news 
not only in our country but around the 
world because of fires in our State. 

This is an important issue, one of the 
most important issues confronting my 
State because the last fire season was 
the worst, literally, on record. Al- 
though the fires no longer burn, the 
threats they pose to entire commu- 
nities persist long after the final em- 
bers are extinguished. Literally, hun- 
dreds of thousands of Coloradans re- 
main vulnerable to flooding and taint- 
ed water supplies in the aftermath of 
these fires. 
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To people not from the West, the rea- 
son why this is an emergency may not 
be immediately clear, so let me ex- 
plain. In my State, the Hyde Park and 
the Waldo Canyon fires—these are two 
fires that were all over the news—trag- 
ically took lives, burned more than 
100,000 acres, and led to catastrophic 
property loss. President Obama de- 
clared them national disasters, and he 
actually came to Colorado and joined 
me and the rest of the delegation to 
visit the scenes of destruction, where 
over 300 homes were destroyed in Colo- 
rado’s second largest city, Colorado 
Springs. 

But that initial impact in those ini- 
tial scenes could pale in comparison to 
threats these communities will face in 
the coming days, months, and years. 
Why is that so? Because once a moun- 
tainside is stripped of all its trees and 
foliage and the soil is burned down to 
bedrock, there is nothing left to hold 
back the water and debris as it races 
downhill toward our communities. 

Without rehabilitation and restora- 
tion, the watersheds that provide mu- 
nicipal and agricultural water are at 
risk from landslides, flooding, and ero- 
sion. In turn, that could result in seri- 
ous infrastructure damage, water sup- 
ply disruptions, and even loss of life. 

Stabilizing and protecting these com- 
munities’ watersheds is simply the 
right thing to do and, moreover—and 
this is important—taking action now is 
also fiscally responsible. Quite simply, 
if we do not do the repairs now, we will 
pay more later. 

When Coloradans came to Senator 
BENNET and me to share these needs 
confronting our State, we immediately 
went to work. We delivered on the 
promise of providing fire relief when 
the Senate passed the emergency sup- 
plemental spending bill in December of 
last year, which also provided much 
needed relief funds for Hurricane Sandy 
victims. That was a bipartisan bill sup- 
ported by Senate Republicans and 
Democrats alike. But the Republicans 
in the House regrettably gutted the bill 
and sent back legislation that explic- 
itly cut out wildfire relief. 

In that context, let me make one 
point absolutely clear. This is an emer- 
gency. Some people question the need 
for funding and have asked why we 
wouldn’t limit dollars to just Hurri- 
cane Sandy areas, such as the bill does 
before us today. The short answer is it 
is a fiscally smart thing to do, the 
right thing to do, and the fair thing to 
do. 

This bill is an emergency appropria- 
tions bill for all national disasters, not 
just Hurricane Sandy. It is our best 
hope of seeing wildfire relief. 

I emphatically note the Colorado 
emergencies occurred before Hurricane 
Sandy, and the West should not have to 
continue to wait. Very few emergency 
supplemental bills pass Congress. This 
bill is passing now, and it should in- 
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clude aid for Colorado and other States 
across our country. 

We, as Americans, are in this to- 
gether. When deadly disasters strike, 
we all support each other. I know the 
Presiding Officer’s home State of Ha- 
waii has experienced natural disasters. 
We stand together when we get into 
these situations. That is why I am so 
frustrated that the House of Represent- 
atives dismissed Colorado’s needs and 
ruined our chances, the West’s chances, 
of immediate wildfire relief when law- 
makers there failed to include emer- 
gency watershed protection funding for 
Colorado in this disaster relief legisla- 
tion. 

This neglect is particularly dis- 
appointing, because if the House had 
quickly taken up the Senate-passed 
disaster assistance bill at the end of 
last year, we would not be in this des- 
perate position today. I say this some- 
what reluctantly; I served in the House 
for 10 years. But I have to say the 
House is setting a dangerous precedent 
of arbitrarily legislating disaster relief 
funds. Communities across this coun- 
try, and not just those affected by Hur- 
ricane Sandy, are at risk of cata- 
strophic flooding and contaminated 
drinking water. 

But House Republicans are either 
sending a message that the West 
doesn’t matter or saying they don’t 
care about certain communities once 
the TV cameras are focused elsewhere. 

What is the latest development in 
this ongoing fight to help wildfire vic- 
tims? Yesterday, I introduced an 
amendment to the House-passed dis- 
aster relief legislation that would help 
national disaster areas repair their 
drinking water supplies and the sys- 
tems that back up those water sup- 
plies. This amendment would not add a 
single cent to the bill and instead sim- 
ply reverses the House’s decision to ex- 
clude all States other than those af- 
fected by Hurricane Sandy. 

No one questions that we need to 
help hurricane victims in the North- 
east. But wildfire relief is not pork. I 
will say that again. Wildfire relief is 
not pork. Colorado’s record-setting 
wildfires in 2012 displaced tens of thou- 
sands, destroyed more than 600 homes 
statewide and tragically resulted in 
deaths. Wildfires destroy communities, 
and their devastation persists for dec- 
ades. 

These restoration projects of which I 
speak must get started now before our 
spring snow melt sends tons of ash and 
sediment into our water supplies and 
buries homes and infrastructure under 
mudslides and floodwaters. 

As I said earlier, I know these fires 
may seem to be old news for some, but 
Coloradans are living under the ongo- 
ing threats every day. I wish to remind 
all of my colleagues that in the past 
the Natural Resources Conservation 
Services, the NRCS, had the flexibility 
to provide EWP assistance for earlier 
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disasters before moving on to the needs 
created by subsequent events. 

As of December, 2012, an estimated 
$47 million was needed to mitigate 
damaged watersheds in the aftermath 
of other Presidentially declared Staf- 
ford Act disaster areas in Arizona, Col- 
orado, Louisiana, Florida, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, New York, Utah, and Wis- 
consin, North, South, East, and West. 

Of the $180 million the House ap- 
proved for Sandy-related emergency 
watershed protection relief, only $30 
million has been requested. Yet the 
House bill is saying other communities 
cannot have access to these funds to 
protect their own people. It is sense- 
lessly wasteful to leave these other 
communities behind to suffer the ef- 
fects of less-recent disasters, whether 
they faced wildfire, hurricane or flood. 

Mr. President, I am not being an 
alarmist. Coloradans unfortunately 
have already experienced some of these 
effects. For example, the usually crys- 
tal-clear Poudre River has been flowing 
black—literally flowing black due to 
ash and runoff from the fires. This 
forced the downstream city of Fort 
Collins to shut off its water intake for 
over 100 days. Senator BENNET was on 
site just a week ago, and the pictures 
were tragic and they compel action. 

Further downstream on that impor- 
tant water course, the Poudre, the city 
of Greeley shut off its water intakes 
for 36 days and is still only able to take 
a small fraction of its normal intake. 

I have a photo here that shows a 
water main that supplies 75 percent of 
the backup drinking water supply for 
the city of Colorado Springs, our sec- 
ond largest city, south of Denver. This 
pipeline used to be buried 8 feet deep 
but is now exposed due to runoff. It has 
been exposed because of the runoff 
from the fire area, and, of course, it 
will be exposed to more runoff. 

You can see the effect of what is hap- 
pening after these fires. How much 
more of an emergency do we need, 
when our most basic resource—drink- 
ing water supplies for three of Colo- 
rado’s largest cities and its families 
and businesses—is threatened? 

Let me share one more example. The 
flood potential in the burned areas is 
now 20 times higher than before the 
fire, which means that areas are expe- 
riencing 100-year floods from the same 
amount of rainfall that would have 
caused a 5-year flood before the 
wildfires. 

Look at this photo. This is Highway 
14, which is the major east-west artery 
through northern Colorado. This 
mudslide is one of many that occurred 
during one very minor rainstorm after 
the High Park fire. These mudslides on 
our major roads put people, property, 
and commerce at risk. Already families 
in the Colorado Springs vicinity, which 
I mentioned earlier, have received at 
least four flash flood warnings since 
the Waldo Canyon fire. Stabilizing this 
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ground and restoring the burned areas 
on both Federal and private land is 
critical to public safety, public health, 
and the prevention of another disaster. 

So as I begin to close, I would just 
say, don’t get me wrong, I support the 
recovery of the communities dev- 
astated by Hurricane Sandy, but I want 
to ensure that my colleagues under- 
stand the gravity of the situation we 
are facing in Colorado and in other 
States that are confronting disaster 
needs. The Senate delivered when it 
came to providing fire relief, in part 
because of my colleague Senator BEN- 
NET’s great work on the Agriculture 
Committee, but the House unwisely 
sent us a package that turns a blind 
eye to Colorado and the West. If we do 
not act soon, communities across this 
Nation will see unnecessary flood risks, 
contaminated water supplies, and the 
potential looms for tragic deaths 
caused by our inaction. That is simply 
not acceptable. 

So when someone asks whether the 
EWP—the emergency watershed pro- 
tection provisions and program—is nec- 
essary, critical, or even an emergency, 
the answer is an emphatic yes. For 
many of our communities in Colorado, 
this is their No. 1 priority in Congress, 
and I, for one, am not going to let their 
critical needs go unmet. Mark my 
words. This is not an issue I am going 
to let die. It is not an issue Senator 
BENNET will let die. We are going to 
keep at it until we stabilize these soils, 
protect our water supplies, and stand 
up for the people of Colorado and the 
people of our country. 

I thank the Acting President pro 
tempore for his attention, and I yield 
the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for 7 min- 
utes on the same topic as my col- 
league. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I wish 
to thank my colleague, the senior Sen- 
ator from Colorado, for his remarks 
and for his commitment to this impor- 
tant issue, and I rise today to speak 
briefly about the disaster bill that is in 
front of the Senate and to address an 
issue of enormous importance to the 
people of Colorado. 

We have in front of us a disaster bill 
to respond to the widespread damage 
caused by Hurricane Sandy along the 
east coast, and we should obviously 
pass this bill to help our fellow citizens 
in their time of need. It is in that exact 
same spirit that the Senate passed a 
disaster relief bill at the end of last 
year that helped victims of natural dis- 
asters all across this country—not just 
the victims of Hurricane Sandy but 
also the victims of the devastating 
wildfires in my home State of Colorado 
and other States across the West. 
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We worked very hard to get that 
money into the bill the Senate passed 
in December. With the leadership of 
MARK UDALL, we were able to success- 
fully make the case that Colorado has 
a significant need for resources to help 
protect communities affected by the 
wildfires. We worked closely with the 
Senate Appropriations Committee, and 
they answered Colorado’s call for help, 
and I thank those Members—Members 
from both sides of the aisle—who sup- 
ported us. That was hard to do. It was 
hard to do, but in the end the idea that 
we are all in this together prevailed. 


The House, however, let that bipar- 
tisan bill die at the end of last session, 
and now Congress has to start anew. 
Now here we are, asked to consider a 
House-passed bill that leaves Colorado 
behind, a bill where the House arbi- 
trarily stripped out the money that 
would help our struggling communities 
in Colorado, and we are told this bill is 
unamendable. We are told the House 
has drawn a line in the sand and won’t 
take any changes. Like my senior Sen- 
ator, I am stunned by this and pro- 
foundly disappointed. 


So let me tell my colleagues what 
this means for the people of Colorado. 
The Waldo Canyon and High Park fires 
in the summer of 2012 were the first 
and second most destructive fires in 
Colorado’s history. They tragically re- 
sulted in the loss of life for several 
Coloradans. The fires destroyed hun- 
dreds of homes and caused millions of 
dollars of damage to critical infra- 
structure and some of the worst and 
most lasting damage to our water- 
sheds. As anyone from Colorado or the 
West knows, our watersheds and the 
clean water they provide are the life- 
blood of our communities. 


Here is a hilltop that was completely 
devastated by the fires of 2012 and a 
road near Fort Collins that was over- 
run with sediment and debris in a 
mudslide after the High Park fire. 


Here is the Poudre River after the 
fire, running completely black as the 
sediment, ash, and soot are washed off 
the singed hillsides into the water. 
This river provides drinking water for 
the cities of Fort Collins and Greeley, 
CO, home to one-quarter of a million 
people—home to 250,000 people—and 
home to agriculture and businesses 
that rely on having clean water to get 
through the day. 


I recently met with the water pro- 
viders at the treatment plant for this 
area, situated just yards from the 
charred mountains. They showed me a 
mason jar of black water, just like 
this. It could have been pulled directly 
from the Poudre. That is, unfortu- 
nately, because of our inaction and our 
foolishness, our shortsightedness, and 
that is what communities can expect if 
we don’t start recovery work in these 
watersheds. 
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The resources provided under the 
USDA’s emergency watershed protec- 
tions—the EWP Program—would di- 
rectly help these communities in Colo- 
rado. We fought for those resources, for 
the EWP Program, in the Senate bill 
last December, and reason prevailed. 
Republicans and Democrats came to- 
gether and said: We understand the 
people of Colorado need this; they need 
our help. And I again thank our friends 
on the Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittee for helping to make that hap- 
pen. Yet we stand here today with a 
bill that doesn’t include these funds, 
the funding stripped out, while an 
unmet need of $20 million persists in 
Colorado alone. And it is not just our 
State, there are 51 other projects 
across 19 other States that need these 
resources to recover from their disas- 
ters. This is a major national issue, 
and it is crazy that we are standing 
here in this position today. Lest any- 
body think this is a decision that 
somehow is fiscally disciplined, let me 
stand on this floor and guarantee you 
that as these hillsides wash into the 
river in the spring snowmelt, the cost 
of restoring these water treatment 
plants, the cost of making sure we have 
clean water will dwarf the $20 million 
we are talking about today. 

To conclude, it is incredibly unfortu- 
nate, given the history we have in this 
country of coming together after a dis- 
aster, that the House would not follow 
our lead in the Senate and provide us 
these resources. There are reasons we 
are the United States of America, and 
one of those reasons is that we come to 
each other’s aid at moments of natural 
disasters and help our friends and 
neighbors in other States. We make 
sure they get through to the next year. 

Perhaps adding insult to injury is 
that funding for Colorado was stripped 
under the rationale, as I said, that the 
House was somehow being fiscally re- 
sponsible, even though the exact oppo- 
site is true. The reality of this situa- 
tion is that it is fiscally irresponsible 
because we can say with 100 percent 
certainty that the cost of fixing these 
problems later will be significantly 
more than it is now. So an ounce of 
prevention in this case is clearly worth 
a pound of cure. Any household or 
small business understands that mak- 
ing these investments today is the 
right move, instead of just waiting for 
the next disaster to happen, instead of 
waiting for matters to get worse, al- 
though that is the habit of this town, 
as the Acting President pro tempore 
will come to learn. The House just 
couldn’t put rigid ideology aside and do 
something for the country as a whole. 

Mr. President, I am not going to op- 
pose the Sandy bill. We need to help 
our fellow citizens on the east coast. 
But this is a real head-scratcher for me 
and I know for the senior Senator from 
Colorado, even for this place. We are 
going to continue to work with our col- 
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leagues in the Senate to get these re- 
sources signed into law, but the fact is 
we had it done. We had it done in the 
Senate, in a bipartisan way, with the 
help of our friends on the Appropria- 
tions Committee and both Republicans 
and Democrats on this Senate floor. 
The House of Representatives let Colo- 
rado down, and now we are going to 
have to go back and find a way to 
make it right. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor, and I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
THE NATIONAL DEBT 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, in 2008, 
a prominent Democratic politician said 
that adding $4 trillion to the national 
debt was “irresponsible and unpatri- 
otic.” 

In 2009, this same politician said, ‘‘I 
refuse to leave our children with a debt 
they cannot repay. We cannot simply 
spend as we please.” 

Again, in 2010, this same individual 
said, ‘‘It keeps me awake at night look- 
ing at all that red ink.” 

Then in 2011, he echoed the state- 
ments of the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, ADM Mike Mullen, 
when he said, ‘The greatest long-term 
threat to America’s national security 
is America’s debt.” 

And then finally, in 2012, this same 
politician said he was running for re- 
election ‘‘to pay down our debt in a 
way that is balanced and responsible.”’ 

Well, you might have guessed who 
this was. These are statements made 
by President Barack Obama. 

Unfortunately, the President’s ac- 
tions have not come close to matching 
his own rhetoric. Since he took office, 
the gross national debt has increased 
by nearly $6 trillion. Indeed, the Presi- 
dent has served at a time when we have 
accumulated far more debt than any 
other President in American history. 

After spending his first term maxing 
out America’s credit card, the Presi- 
dent is demanding yet another increase 
in the debt limit. The President argues 
he is merely asking lawmakers to pay 
the bills that have already been racked 
up. And he continues to blame others— 
certainly not himself—for trillion-dol- 
lar annual deficits and skyrocketing 
debt. But he fails to acknowledge that 
his stimulus bill borrowed more than $1 
trillion, increasing the debt by that 
amount; and, secondly, that 
Obamacare will spend more than $2 
trillion in its first decade. 
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Those on this side of the aisle, Re- 
publicans, have shown our willingness 
to pass a budget that stabilizes our 
public finances. Indeed, I applaud the 
reaction of the White House and of 
Democrats in the Senate saying that 
for the first time since 2009 they are 
willing to take up and pass a budget in 
the Senate—the first time since 2009. It 
is long overdue but welcome news. 

Likewise, we are willing to make 
compromises—not on principle, but we 
are willing to find common ground, and 
we are willing to take tough votes. In- 
deed, that is part of the budget process 
because we know—whether it is a fam- 
ily budget; whether it is a small busi- 
ness; whether it is a county, city, State 
or the Federal Government—priorities 
have to be established in a budget be- 
cause we know they always involve 
tough decisions: What is the most im- 
portant? What do you have to have? 
What are the things you want but you 
need to delay because you don’t have 
the money to pay for it now? What are 
the things you would like to have but 
you simply cannot afford? 

Those are decisions that are made by 
every family in America on a daily 
basis, and the Federal Government, 
particularly the Senate, has not been 
willing to make those sorts of hard 
choices since 2009. 

In this cloud I guess there is a silver 
lining. Finally, we are going to see 
some movement in the Senate which is 
long overdue. The only way, though, to 
get the real spending cuts we need to 
bring our budget into balance and real 
deficit reduction over the next 4 years 
is if the President takes the lead. This 
is not something Congress can do with- 
out the President. We need the Presi- 
dent’s leadership and, indeed, that is 
something that many of us on a bipar- 
tisan basis have been looking for since 
the Simpson-Bowles Commission re- 
port came down in December 2010. I am 
still astonished that rather than em- 
brace that bipartisan commission re- 
port—not all of which I agree with, by 
the way, but at least it was a start. 
The President could have done some- 
thing important that had bipartisan 
support, and it actually would have en- 
hanced his chances of getting reelected 
because people would have seen it as 
statesmanship and leadership. 

We have had an unfortunate set of 
experiences here as recently as the end 
of last year, New Year’s Eve, because 
we approached a manufactured crisis, a 
deadline known as the fiscal cliff. But 
I don’t think anybody in America, cer- 
tainly not anybody in this body, wants 
another 2 a.m. Senate vote—not be- 
cause it is inconvenient, but because it 
is not a good thing in the people’s 
House, the Senate and the House of 
Representatives, to be voting in the 
dark of night when people are not able 
to watch. Nobody wants another cliff 
hanger that weakens public trust in 
our government or in our willingness 
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to meet our responsibilities. Most of 
all, no one wants another credit down- 
grade. This is important. 

The President talks about the impor- 
tance of lifting the debt ceiling because 
he said we do not want to suffer an- 
other downgrade in our credit stand- 
ing. But, indeed, one of the reasons we 
have already suffered a negative re- 
sponse to our credit rating is because 
we have not dealt with the real prob- 
lems that confront our country, the 
$16.4 trillion in debt, and we have not 
come together in a bipartisan way to 
save and preserve Social Security and 
Medicare and to keep the promises that 
we have made to our seniors. That has 
caused the credit downgrade. 

Most of all, what Americans want, I 
believe, is a serious, good-faith, open, 
transparent discussion over America’s 
long-term budget strategy. They want 
both parties to work together. Iron- 
ically, the best time to actually do 
that is when we have divided govern- 
ment, like we have. They want both 
parties to demonstrate that we are ca- 
pable of having an adult conversation 
about balancing our budget. 

Unfortunately, the President has 
given very little indication that he is 
prepared to negotiate on these impor- 
tant issues. Indeed, his inaugural 
speech, eloquent as it was, barely men- 
tioned the preeminent challenge facing 
America today; that is, our $16.4 tril- 
lion debt and millions, tens of millions 
of Americans either unemployed or un- 
deremployed. The President barely 
touched on those issues. 

Instead, at a recent press conference 
the President suggested that certain 
unnamed Republicans really do not 
care about poor children, the elderly, 
or medical research. Rather than tak- 
ing the high road of Presidential lead- 
ership, unfortunately, the President 
chose the low road. This is the same 
President who frequently bemoans the 
poisonous atmosphere and toxic par- 
tisanship of Washington, DC. 

When President Obama is ready to 
quit slandering his opponents and quit 
knocking down straw men, when he is 
ready to make serious arguments and 
serious compromises, we might finally 
be able to work together to make some 
real progress on long-term fiscal con- 
solidation. Americans are yearning for 
that kind of leadership. They are 
yearning to see real solutions to the 
challenges that face our country. They 
are looking forward to seeing concrete 
proposals from the White House that 
cut spending and reduce our national 
debt. 

The President said he wanted a bal- 
anced approach. He wanted revenue to 
go along with the cuts and the reform 
of Social Security and Medicare. The 
President got his pound of flesh in the 
fiscal cliff negotiations. Unfortunately, 
because of the expiration of a number 
of temporary tax provisions, taxes were 
going to go up in the $3 trillion-plus 
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range, if Congress did nothing. We were 
able, fortunately, to mitigate some of 
that and to eliminate tax increases on 
the vast majority of Americans and to 
make many temporary provisions per- 
manent. But it is going to require gen- 
uine leadership from the President, 
which I hope he will provide soon, be- 
cause Americans cannot afford to wait 
much longer. 

I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I appre- 
ciate the remarks of my colleague from 
Texas. I want to add my thoughts to 
much the same issue. I rise, once again, 
to address what I believe and what 
many believe is the most important 
issue that faces this Congress and faces 
the Nation as a whole; that issue is, the 
out-of-control Federal Government 
spending that continues to pile up 
unsustainable debt and threaten our 
economic future. 

Both Republicans and Democrats and 
conservatives and liberals have ac- 
knowledged that unless we get the debt 
under control, we will eventually reach 
a tipping point where investors either 
stop buying our debt or insist on higher 
interest rates to account for their 
greater risk. This can trigger a crisis of 
confidence, a crisis that would likely 
happen if we do not take action, and 
take action soon to address this prob- 
lem. 

We have witnessed what happens in a 
number of European nations. Greece 
comes to mind, of course. That country 
is in chaos based on promises made 
that cannot be kept, based on spending 
that could not be covered, based on a 
country that defied the math and the 
laws of economics. But it is not just 
Greece. I just heard earlier this morn- 
ing the latest numbers on unemploy- 
ment in Spain: over 25 percent and ris- 
ing among all workers, and for those 
under the age of 25—those coming out 
of universities and colleges and the 
educational system looking to start 
their lives and begin their roles as 
breadwinners, the providers for their 
families and holding down a job so they 
can participate in life as people capable 
of paying their bills, buying a house, 
getting married, raising their children, 
and providing for their education—that 
number for those young people is over 
55 percent. More than one of every two 
young people in Spain is without em- 
ployment—on the streets, nothing to 
do, no job to go to every day. 

We see the austerity measures having 
to be imposed in the United Kingdom. 
Italy is in and out of the news in terms 
of its’ financial status. There are ques- 
tions about France, questions about 
other countries. Germany is struggling 
along with very little growth, even 
though it is seen as an economic pro- 
vider and dynamo, at a level of growth 
which is so anemic there are questions 
raised as to whether and how much it 
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can do to help the European situation. 
But even aside from the potentially 
catastrophic debt bomb that continues 
to tick away, if we fail to get spending 
under control in the short term, our 
economy will remain in the doldrums 
because of this cloud of economic un- 
certainty it creates among businesses, 
investors, and consumers—created by 
our inability to grasp the fiscal plight 
of our excessive and reckless spending. 

The fact is that we are not going to 
be able to get our economy out of the 
rut we have been in unless we tackle 
the Federal Government’s spending ad- 
diction. Washington’s reckless spend- 
ing and failure to produce even a budg- 
et plan over the last 4 years under- 
mines confidence in our economic pros- 
pects and causes investors, businesses, 
and consumers to sit on the sidelines 
rather than take risks with their 
money. AS my colleagues know very 
well, our spending addiction in Wash- 
ington has at long last led us to the 
point where we now face the process of 
record deficits as far as the eye can see 
into the future, a spiraling Federal 
debt that is now nearly $16.5 trillion, 
and a possible further downgrading of 
the credit rating of the United States. 

Were interest rates not being held at 
historically, artificially low levels by 
the Fed we might already be facing our 
day of reckoning. According to the 
nonpartisan Congressional Budget Of- 
fice, even a 1 percentage point increase 
in interest rates would add $1.3 trillion 
to our debt over a period of 10 years. If 
borrowing costs return to their 20-year 
average, which certainly they will at 
some point, deficits over the next 10 
years will increase by $4.9 trillion. If 
interest rates were to rise to the level 
of the 1980s, the total U.S. debt in 2021 
would be $5.3 trillion greater. That is 
$5.3 trillion in new debt that would 
occur without any changes in spending 
or taxes. Interest rates would simply 
drive our debt out of control. 

Make no mistake that this is a 
spending problem and not a revenue 
problem. The President campaigned on 
the false narrative that taking more 
from the top earners would alleviate 
the economic burdens we face. As a re- 
sult of winning the election, he was 
able to get higher taxes on Americans 
at the higher end of the income scale. 
But no one is fooled and math does not 
lie. Increasing taxes on higher income 
earners is not going to make much of a 
dent in our $1 trillion deficits. 

The fact is, even if the President had 
received all of the revenue from the ex- 
piration of all of the 2001 and 2003 tax 
cuts in tax rates, Federal revenue 
would have come in at this historical 
average of just over 18 percent of GDP, 
but spending continues to rise, on aver- 
age, 23 percent of GDP over the same 
period of time—more than 2 points 
ahead of its historical average. Thus, 
the problem: the fact that we are 
spending more than we can afford. We 
are spending more than we receive. 
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Actions speak louder than words. 
President Obama may talk about the 
need to rein in spending—although 
lately he has even rejected that—but 
his administration refuses to act. In- 
stead, the President started off his sec- 
ond term doubling down on—what? The 
need for more taxes. Are not the Amer- 
ican people being taxed to death? It is 
not just the Federal income tax, it is 
the State tax added to that, it is the 
sales tax, it is the excise tax, it is the 
car tax, it is the alcohol tax—it is any 
number of things that add up to a bur- 
den of taxation on the American people 
that is severely hampering our ability 
to grow and our economy to provide 
the necessary employment and the nec- 
essary jobs for people so desperately in 
need of and looking for that work. 

While the President has not truly 
recognized that spending is the prob- 
lem, the business community has. A re- 
cent survey of chief executives said 
they are considerably less optimistic 
about the short-term growth process 
for their companies than they were 
just a year ago. The reason is uncer- 
tainty. The business community does 
not have confidence in the growth pros- 
pects for our country because there is 
little confidence that Washington can 
get its act together and deal with the 
spending crisis that is dragging down 
this economy. 

In an atmosphere of uncertainty, in- 
vestors, businesses, and consumers pro- 
ceed with caution. They hold back in 
making significant investments or ex- 
penditures. Also, they don’t hire peo- 
ple, and they will not until they get 
more clarity about the future and our 
ability to address our problems. 

As I traveled across Indiana and 
talked to business owners’ large, small, 
and in between, as well as farmers, to 
owners of restaurants, to CEOs of 
major companies, they all said the 
same thing. They all said the lack of 
certainty and the prospects for the fu- 
ture—unless we get control of our 
spending—are such that they have no 
choice but to just sit on their hands 
and hold back. 

The big credit agencies are saying 
the same thing. They know that with- 
out significant spending reform and 
spending cuts the United States will be 
unable to pay its bills at some point. 
Refusing to make the tough choices 
now just hastens the day of reckoning 
when markets decide the United States 
has become a bad credit risk. Standard 
& Poor’s, Moody’s, and Fitch Ratings 
all have a negative outlook on the 
United States’ prospects and are 
threatening a further downgrade of our 
credit rating unless we get our fiscal 
house in order. Other downgrades 
would follow in short order: Fannie 
Mae and Freddie Mac, as well as many 
State governments. As a result, this 
would irreparably damage many State 
and local pension funds. They are all at 
risk. 
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It is a nightmare scenario that is not 
far away from happening if we don’t 
start getting a handle on our reckless, 
runaway spending. We need to get a 
handle on it now not later. There is no 
more reason for excuses. We have done 
all we can on the revenue side. The 
President got what he wanted. He got 
his taxes, but now is the time when we 
need to focus on the real problem, 
which is runaway spending. Big spend- 
ing and small, everything from the 
need to reform our mandatory entitle- 
ment spending to the smaller, duplica- 
tive, wasteful, yet important, spending 
that Washington specializes in and is 
not necessary particularly at a time of 
austerity. 

I intend to get into some more detail 
about spending reforms in future 
speeches, but the overall point is unde- 
niable: Unless we get our spending 
under control, we are going to continue 
to stagger forward with a weak econ- 
omy, high unemployment, and draw 
ever closer to the day when our inves- 
tors and creditors lose faith in our abil- 
ity to pay our debts. 

The next time I come to the floor— 
and I am not sure when since it de- 
pends on what our schedule might be— 
I want to talk not about what DAN 
CoATS is saying, not what the Senator 
from Indiana is saying; I want to talk 
about what others are saying. I want to 
hear from those who are not saying it 
from a political perspective or trying 
to reflect their party’s position but 
from those who spend their time ana- 
lyzing our current situation. I want to 
hear from those who understand the 
map of where we are and what the im- 
plications and consequences are for our 
country. I don’t just want to hear 
statements by those of us here but 
statements made by others and the im- 
portance and need for us to address 
this most serious of problems and chal- 
lenges. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask that 
following my remarks, the senior Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island be granted per- 
mission to speak. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 


MEDICARE AND MEDICAID 
REFORM 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak on a matter that is of the great- 
est importance. Our Nation is on an 
unsustainable fiscal path. The national 
debt stands at a current whopping $16.4 
trillion with annual trillion-dollar defi- 
cits having become the norm with the 
current administration. Put simply, 
unless we change our course, our debt 
threatens to cripple our economy and 
saddle future generations with bills 
they will not be able to pay. 
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Federal spending has been growing 
and will continue to grow at a rate 
that outpaces government revenues by 
leaps and bounds. Despite some claims 
to the contrary, the difference simply 
cannot be made up by increasing taxes. 
We do not face a problem with not tax- 
ing enough in this country; we have a 
spending problem. 

Moreover, in the runup to the fiscal 
cliff, we had a national discussion on 
increasing taxes. Taxes were increased 
and the revenue discussion is done. It 
is time to turn our attention to our 
country’s runaway spending problem 
and our unsustainable entitlement pro- 
grams. The only way we can make 
meaningful progress toward reducing 
our deficits and eliminating our mas- 
sive debt is to focus on the main driv- 
ers of these problems. The main drivers 
of our debts and deficits is not a lack of 
revenue; it is our entitlement pro- 
grams. 

Let’s take a look at our two main 
health care entitlements, Medicare and 
Medicaid. In just the next 10 years, the 
Federal Government will spend more 
than $12 trillion on Medicare and Med- 
icaid. Let’s put that in perspective. 
That is $12 trillion on just two pro- 
grams. That is more than the entire 
economies of Germany, France, the 
UK, Italy, and Spain combined. If we 
do not act to slow the rate of growth in 
these two programs, they will consume 
roughly 10 percent of our entire econ- 
omy by the year 2035. 

Medicare, by itself, spent nearly $480 
billion last year. Over the next 10 
years, it will spend more than $7 tril- 
lion. In fact, by the end of that same 10 
years, we will be spending more on 
Medicare than on our entire national 
defense. The prospects for Medicare 
solvency only get worse as time goes 
on. Over the long term, Medicare has 
nearly $39 trillion in unfunded liabil- 
ity. That is $328,404 for every American 
household in this country. Fixing 
Medicare will not just be a matter of 
trimming off some fat and waste. The 
problems with the program are sys- 
temic. 

Let’s talk about Medicaid for a mo- 
ment. Things are not much better with 
that program. The Federal Government 
spent $261 billion on Medicaid in 2012 
and the States themselves spent about 
$196 billion, bringing the total cost of 
the program to $457 billion in a single 
year. In the next 10 years, Federal Med- 
icaid spending as a share of the U.S. 
economy is set to grow by 37 percent. 
The Federal Government will spend 
more than $4.4 trillion on the program 
over that time. 

According to the National Governors 
Association, Medicaid represents the 
single largest portion of total State 
spending, which accounted for an esti- 
mated 23.6 percent of State budgets 
last year. Between Medicare and Med- 
icaid, we have two programs that 
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threaten to swallow not only the Fed- 
eral Government but State govern- 
ments as well. We simply cannot afford 
to keep these programs running on 
autopilot, nor can we afford to tinker 
around the edges when we talk about 
reform. If we are serious about address- 
ing our Nation’s debt, Medicare and 
Medicaid need structural reforms. 

Today, I wish to lay out five specific 
reform proposals that could help to 
rein in entitlement spending and put 
our Nation on a better fiscal course. 
These are reasonable, rational ideas 
that have all enjoyed bipartisan sup- 
port over the years. I believe they 
should be included in any deficit reduc- 
tion package. 

No. 1: We need to adjust the Medicare 
eligibility age from 65 to 67. Raising 
the retirement age is simply common 
sense. It would reflect increases in life 
expectancy and align Medicare eligi- 
bility with that of Social Security. 
This idea was supported by the Simp- 
son-Bowles Commission, and it was in- 
cluded in the bipartisan deficit nego- 
tiations in 2011. 

In addition, prominent Democrats, 
including former Senate Budget Com- 
mittee chairman Kent Conrad and 
House Budget Committee ranking 
member CHRIS VAN HOLLEN, have ex- 
pressed support for raising the retire- 
ment age as part of the discussion on 
retirement reform. Raising the retire- 
ment age is not just a Republican idea. 
Members of both parties have sup- 
ported it. 

No. 2: We need to modernize the 
Medigap Program by limiting supple- 
mental Medicare insurance plans from 
covering initial out-of-pocket expenses 
for Medicare beneficiaries. In 2010, on 
average, Medicare made $9,765 per ben- 
eficiary. The average out-of-pocket ex- 
pense coming from copayments, coin- 
surance, and deductibles for bene- 
ficiaries was $1,679. Almost 90 percent 
of Medicare recipients use some kind of 
supplemental insurance to offset some 
of their out-of-pocket costs. Almost 30 
percent of beneficiaries have so-called 
Medigap policies that provide first-dol- 
lar coverage. 

Multiple studies have found that this 
30 percent—the ones with Medigap in- 
surance policies—use about 25 percent 
more services than those without simi- 
lar coverage. This overutilization of 
services leads directly to higher costs 
for all seniors on Medicare. Limiting 
first-dollar coverage will encourage 
seniors to make better health care 
choices and ensure the highest quality 
outcome while lowering costs for the 
entire Medicare Program. 

This policy was supported by the 
Simpson-Bowles Commission, and it 
was part of the Biden-Cantor deficit re- 
duction negotiations in 2011. In addi- 
tion, the Democratic members of the 
House Ways and Means Committee in- 
cluded this idea as part of a set of cost- 
sharing reforms in their 2011 deficit re- 
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duction proposal. The President’s own 
2011 deficit reduction package included 
a similar proposal to reduce costs asso- 
ciated with Medigap insurance plans. 

Once again, this is a policy that both 
Democrats and Republicans should be 
willing to get behind. 

No. 3: We need to simplify Medicare 
beneficiary cost sharing while pro- 


tecting seniors from catastrophic 
health costs. Currently, Medicare cost 
sharing—copays, deductibles, et 


cetera—varies significantly depending 
on the type of service being provided. 
Beneficiaries now have separate 
deductibles for inpatient care under 
Part A and physician and outpatient 
services under Part B. This overly com- 
plex benefit structure is difficult for 
beneficiaries to navigate, and it pro- 
motes overutilization. By streamlining 
the cost sharing and creating a single 
combined deductible for both Part A 
and Part B, we can make it easier for 
seniors to use Medicare more effi- 
ciently and reduce costs associated 
with overutilization. 

At the same time, we should insti- 
tute an annual catastrophic cap to pro- 
tect seniors who face serious health 
events which will provide seniors with 
much needed financial security. This 
was another policy supported by the 
Simpson-Bowles Commission. It was 
also a part of the Coburn-Lieberman 
Medicare proposal introduced in the 
last Congress. It is, in every sense, a bi- 
partisan proposal. 

No. 4: We need to increase quality 
and lower costs on Medicare by intro- 
ducing competitive bidding into the 
program. By allowing private health 
plans to compete with traditional fee- 
for-service Medicare, we can provide 
seniors with their guaranteed Medicare 
benefit while at the same time reduc- 
ing costs and improving the quality of 
care. 

Entitlement reforms should draw 
upon market-oriented solutions. In- 
creased competition will allow seniors 
to choose for themselves based on 
transparent cost and quality informa- 
tion—if they want to use the tradi- 
tional Medicare program or a private 
health plan. This is the type of struc- 
ture seniors enjoy under the Medicare 
Part D which has controlled costs and 
is very popular among beneficiaries. 

This is not a Republican fantasy or a 
conservative plan to gut Medicare, as 
some may claim. Democrats have sup- 
ported this approach over the years as 
well. President Clinton proposed a 
major set of Medicare reforms in 1999 
that included a version of a premium 
support system. Alice Rivlin, OMB Di- 
rector under President Clinton, re- 
cently worked with Senator Pete 
Domenici on a Medicare reform bill 
that included a defined premium sup- 
port plan. In addition, Democratic Sen- 
ator RON WYDEN worked with the 
House Budget Committee Chairman 
PAUL RYAN to develop a similar pro- 
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posal in the 112th Congress. So while 
there may be some resistance to this 
particular idea, it has enjoyed bipar- 
tisan support. 

Finally, No. 5: We need to strengthen 
Medicaid for patients and States 
through realistic reforms. Setting per 
capita limits on Federal Medicaid 
spending would put the Medicaid Pro- 
gram on a sustainable budget and, 
when combined with increased flexi- 
bility for patient-centered reforms at 
the State level, would reduce costs and 
improve patient care across the board. 
As with other ideas I have mentioned, 
this is a bipartisan proposal. 

In 1995, President Clinton introduced 
a Medicaid reform plan that included a 
per capita cap on Federal Medicaid 
spending. At that time, all 46 Demo- 
cratic Senators, including several who 
are still serving today, signed a letter 
to President Clinton expressing sup- 
port for this proposal. In addition, in 
October of last year, former Demo- 
cratic Senate majority leader Tom 
Daschle publicly expressed support for 
per capita caps on Medicaid spending 
as a way of ‘‘guaranteeing the benefits 
of the Medicaid program.” 

So there we have it—a concrete, bi- 
partisan approach to reforming our 
health care entitlement programs and 
restoring fiscal sanity here in Wash- 
ington. 

I know it is popular to talk in ab- 
stractions around here when it comes 
to reforming our entitlement system, 
but these are specific ideas that have 
enjoyed the support of both Repub- 
licans and Democrats over the years. 
This is precisely what has been missing 
from the current debate over deficit re- 
duction. 

Entitlement reform is not a matter 
of choice; it is a necessity. That being 
the case, it is not a Republican or 
Democratic issue; it is a challenge fac- 
ing our entire country. My proposals, 
which have all enjoyed bipartisan sup- 
port, will help ensure future genera- 
tions have a viable and sustainable 
safety net in place. Far from being of- 
fered out of any sense of ‘‘suspicion”’ 
about government safety net programs, 
as a cynic might suggest, my proposals 
are designed to help sustain these im- 
portant programs. 

I believe these types of proposals are 
a good starting point for a serious dis- 
cussion about entitlement reform. I 
hope my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle will want to be part of this con- 
versation. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
will yield the floor for my distin- 
guished friend from Florida, Senator 
NELSON, with the understanding that I 
will be recognized at the conclusion of 
his remarks. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Florida. 
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GUN VIOLENCE 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I wish 
to address the issue of gun violence. I 
think my colleague from Rhode Island 
is going to be addressing this issue on 
which he has shown tremendous leader- 
ship. It will be a continuing issue over 
the next several weeks as we get ready 
to consider legislation. 

My approach is one of common sense 
and moderation. I come to this issue as 
a hunter, as a kid who grew up on a 
ranch having guns all my life, being 
very familiar and comfortable with 
guns and to this day enjoying hunting, 
although my hunting has primarily 
been limited to quail, but I enjoy that 
so much with my son, although I might 
say that I was hunting Burmese 
pythons in the Everglades last week, 
but people do not have to hunt them 
with guns. Since they are taking over 
the Everglades, they are caught and 
then euthanized and, hopefully, we can 
stop this proliferation of Burmese 
pythons that are eating up everything 
in the Everglades, including alligators. 
But that is a subject for another day. 

The subject before us is gun violence. 
Is there anybody who does not realisti- 
cally, with common sense, think we 
should do a criminal background check 
for anyone who is purchasing a gun? 
That is about as common sense, as 
moderate a position one can take given 
the circumstances we find ourselves in 
with people who go in and start slaugh- 
tering innocent children. Maybe that is 
the one thing we can get over 60 votes 
for in this Chamber in order to pass 
and maybe they will consider it in the 
other body, the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Secondly, is there anybody who 
thinks we should have clips which I 
showed with the sheriff of Orange 
County in Orlando last week—clips 
that are this long and hold 60 rounds? 
The law I voted to extend back in 2004 
said clips of more than 10 would not be 
allowed. Is that not reasonable? Is that 
not common sense? I know how people 
say, Oh, a person can change a clip in 
a few seconds. But should we make it 
easier for a killer so he does not have 
to change the clip? 

The question is one of balance, one of 
common sense. When I go hunting, I 
don’t have any need for anything more 
than 10; indeed, I don’t have any need 
for anything more than a few. In quail 
hunting, of course, if it is an over-and- 
under, a hunter has two shells because 
that is basically the number of shots 
he is going to get off when the quail 
flush. 

The third element is also one of com- 
mon sense. The sheriff of Orange Coun- 
ty and I held up two guns they con- 
fiscated from people using them for 
criminal purposes. I held up an AK-47. 
The sheriff held up a Bushmaster. The 
AK-47 is a derivative of the same weap- 
on used by the North Vietnamese 
against us in the Vietnam war. I sim- 
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ply asked the question: Are these guns 
for hunting or are they for killing? The 
legitimate answer is they are not for 
hunting, they are for killing. That is 
what they were designed for, as an as- 
sault-type weapon in a combat cir- 
cumstance. 

So how do we approach the legiti- 
mate recognition of the second amend- 
ment, the right to bear arms, with as- 
sault weapons? It seems as though 
among people of good will using com- 
mon sense and moderation, we can 
come to some definitions that would 
ban those types of assault weapons. 

I wish to conclude my remarks by 
saying this is a lot of politics. Some of 
us are portrayed, as a result of taking 
this position of moderation and com- 
mon sense, as if we were not for the 
second amendment. That is totally 
false. Of course I support the second 
amendment. I just gave my history: 
growing up in the country, having guns 
all my life, and still having a number 
of guns in my house. I support the sec- 
ond amendment. I do so in light of the 
circumstances in our society today 
that have changed. 

My final comment: In all of the poli- 
tics going on about this issue, the ad- 
vocacy organization called the Na- 
tional Rifle Association is not the 
same NRA that grew up representing 
the interests of hunters and sportsmen. 
It has become an advocacy group for 
gun manufacturers that want to sell 
more of their manufactured products. 
So it becomes an economic issue to 
people instead of one of common sense 
and moderation. 

We need to draw that distinction. 
This organization—the NRA—has gone 
to the extreme not only, as we saw, in 
their response to the elementary 
school killings in Connecticut, but 
they have gone to the extreme in my 
State by advocating in the State legis- 
lature getting in between the doctor- 
patient relationship as to what a doc- 
tor can inquire about with regard to a 
patient concerning a wound that might 
have come from a gunshot. 

This is extremism in the extreme. We 
ought to call it what it is as we are de- 
bating this issue. 

Moderation and common sense is the 
answer to this issue facing us. 

Mr. President, I wish to thank my 
colleague from Rhode Island for his 
courtesies extended, and I yield the 
floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Rhode Island. 


EEE 
NATIONAL CLIMATE ASSESSMENT 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. The Senator 
from Florida is welcome. It was one of 
my great pleasures to sit next to him 
on the Intelligence Committee for 
these many years. To tell a brief story, 
whenever Senator NELSON said, Well, I 
am just a country lawyer from Florida, 
everybody on the committee perked up, 
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because they had learned from experi- 
ence that one of the more withering 
and devastating cross-examinations of 
a witness was about to ensue. It is al- 
ways my pleasure to extend courtesy 
to the Senator from Florida. 

I am here once again to talk about 
climate change. Alarms are ringing, in- 
cluding the voices of the overwhelming 
majority of scientists, and indeed the 
voices of the overwhelming majority of 
Americans. But here in Congress, it is 
still time for us to wake up. 

Climate change is not a problem that 
will go away; human activity is driving 
global change. Climate change is not a 
problem that can wait; we see its ef- 
fects all around us. But climate change 
is a problem that can be solved. 

We can and we must leave a healthy 
environment and clean energy sources 
to our children and grandchildren. The 
missing piece is Congress. Congress is 
sleepwalking through history. It is 
time to wake up. 

The National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration has confirmed 
that 2012 was the hottest year in the 
contiguous United States on record, 
ever. This one wasn’t a close call; it did 
not come down to the wire; 2012 was a 
full degree Fahrenheit higher than the 
previous record year—a full degree 
Fahrenheit higher than the previous 
record year. To put that into context, 1 
degree may not sound like a lot, but 
when you average it across an entire 
year, it is a huge shift. The previous 
warmest U.S. year on record, 1998, was 
4.2 degrees Fahrenheit warmer than 
the coldest year on record, 1917. If you 
take the warmest year on record—1998 
until now—and you take the coldest 
year on record—1917—the entire span 
between them is only 4.2 degrees Fahr- 
enheit. This is a jump of a full degree 
in Fahrenheit in just 1 year. By the 
way, 2.1 degrees Fahrenheit over 2011 is 
a seriously big change. 

We are just starting to heat up. The 
most optimistic estimate for the end of 
the century is a 2-degrees-Fahrenheit 
increase. That is the most optimistic 
estimate. More likely scenarios—ones 
that assume continued current levels 
of greenhouse gas emissions—project 
for the continental United States an 
increase of between 4 and 10 degrees 
Fahrenheit. Worldwide, last year was 
the 36th year in a row with an annual 
global temperature above the 20th-cen- 
tury average—36 straight years above 
average. In fact, the 12 years of this 
century, of the 21st century, 2000 to 
2012, every single one of them is in the 
top 14 warmest global averages on 
record. Mr. President, 12 for 12, they 
are in the top 14 warmest global aver- 
age years on record. Since 1970, global 
average temperatures have increased 
more than one-quarter of a degree 
Fahrenheit every decade. 

As the vast majority of climate sci- 
entists have confirmed, natural cli- 
mate forces alone simply do not ex- 
plain this global temperature trend, 
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nor do they explain regional tempera- 
ture trends. They do not explain the 
land surface temperature trends. They 
do not explain the ocean surface tem- 
perature trends. Only models that in- 
clude the greenhouse effect caused by 
carbon dioxide emissions explain these 
trends. When I use the word ‘‘explain,”’ 
I use it in its scientific sense—i.e., es- 
tablish a significantly, statistically 
meaningful correlation between the 
two. 

The United States does a regular na- 
tional climate assessment. The assess- 
ment is based on scientific, peer-re- 
viewed research and technical reports 
from top scientists at Federal agencies 
such as NOAA and NASA, the Depart- 
ments of Agriculture and Energy, and 
the U.S. Geological Survey. Now, bear 
in mind that NASA scientists have just 
put a rover on to the surface of the 
planet Mars. These aren’t people who 
get things very badly wrong. 

The recent draft assessment paints a 
clear picture of what is happening in 
America right now. It says: 

U.S. average temperature has increased by 
about 1.5 degrees Fahrenheit since 1895; more 
than 80 percent of this increase has occurred 
since 1980. The most recent decade was the 
nation’s hottest on record. 

The National Climate Assessment is 
also required by law to project what is 
to come. The draft assessment says: 

U.S. temperatures will continue to rise, 
with the next few decades projected to see 
another 2 degrees Fahrenheit to 4 degrees 
Fahrenheit of warming in most areas. The 
amount of warming by the end of the cen- 
tury is projected to correspond closely to the 
cumulative global emissions of greenhouse 
gases up to that time: roughly . . . 5 degrees 
Fahrenheit to 10 degrees Fahrenheit .. . as- 
suming continued increases in emissions. 

I represent the Ocean State, Rhode 
Island. I see that the new senior Sen- 
ator from Hawaii is presiding, and cer- 
tainly he represents an ocean State 
too, so let’s talk about oceans. 

Atmospheric warming brings sea 
level rise, and as global sea levels rise, 
storms, waves, and tides wash ever 
higher against the coast, putting our 
coastal infrastructure at greater and 
greater risk of storm surges, flooding, 
and erosion. Five million Americans 
live within 4 feet of the high-tide line— 
it is not just us in Rhode Island, it is 
not just your folks in Hawaii—and it 
has real human consequences. Hurri- 
cane Sandy, I hope, reminded us of 
that. 

Already, sea level rise is up about 8 
inches over the past century. These 
changes are very evident to Rhode Is- 
landers. We have been monitoring the 
ocean for centuries. Just outside Nar- 
ragansett Bay, the crew of the Brenton 
Reef Lightship took nearly 22,000 ocean 
temperature measurements between 
1878 and 1942. We have been at this a 
while. Alarmingly, the modern tem- 
perature record from points around 
Narragansett Bay shows that since the 
1960s, the annual temperature in Narra- 
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gansett Bay has increased about 4 de- 
grees Fahrenheit. This has real-life ef- 
fect—crushing our winter flounder fish- 
ery, for instance. Long-term data from 
the tide gauges in Newport, RI, show 
an increase in average sea level of 
nearly 10 inches since 1930. The rate of 
sea level rise at Newport is accel- 
erating too. In southern Rhode Island, 
local erosion rates doubled from 1990 to 
2006. Some of our freshwater wetlands 
near the coast are already 
transitioning to salt marsh. 

Oceans warm and expand. Snow, gla- 
ciers, and icecaps melt into the sea. 
And the sea level is projected to rise 
between 1 and 4 feet by the end of this 
century. 

Deniers should look to the assess- 
ments of our defense and intelligence 
agencies. Diego Garcia, a small island 
south of India, is the home to a logis- 
tics hub for U.S. and British forces in 
the Middle East and to Air Force Sat- 
ellite Control Network equipment. The 
average elevation of Diego Garcia is 
approximately 4 feet. This installation 
is threatened by inundation from slow, 
steady, sea level rise, set aside storms. 
Norfolk naval air station and naval 
base on the southern end of the Chesa- 
peake Bay is the Navy’s largest supply 
center and home to the U.S. Atlantic 
fleet. Eglin Air Force Base on Florida’s 
gulf coast is the largest Air Force base 
in the world. Both bases are threatened 
by rising seas. 

The oceans are rising because they 
are getting warmer. Water expands as 
it warms. Warmer seas also threaten 
multibillion-dollar maritime industries 
here in our country, industries such as 
fishing, tourism, and energy. When 
water is too warm, it stresses fish, 
coral, and other sea life. As I said, the 
winter flounder catch in Rhode Island 
has been crushed by warming water. 
When water is too warm, it can’t be 
used for cooling powerplants. That is 
what caused last summer’s shutdown of 
Unit 2 at the Millstone powerplant in 
Connecticut. The temperature of the 
water in Long Island Sound climbed to 
over 75 degrees Fahrenheit—too warm 
to cool a nuclear reactor. 

Carbon dioxide, of course, doesn’t 
just warm the atmosphere and warm 
the oceans, carbon dioxide also gets ab- 
sorbed into the oceans, and the oceans 
become more acidic. Carbon pollution 
by humans has caused a nearly 30 per- 
cent increase in the acidity of the 
ocean, and this ocean acidification is 
certainly caused by human activity. 

As the draft National Climate Assess- 
ment explains, ocean acidification 
harms species such as oysters, coral, 
and even the plankton—like the hum- 
ble pteropod I have spoken about be- 
fore on this floor—that comprise the 
base of the ocean food chain, a food 
chain to which humankind is inex- 
tricably linked. 

For my ocean State, carbon pollution 
presents a triple whammy from the 
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sea: higher seas, warming seas, and 
more acidic seas. But the draft Na- 
tional Climate Assessment shows that 
you don’t have to be an ocean State to 
be at risk. In the far North, Alaska is 
threatened by the loss of permafrost. 
Most of the permafrost in Alaska is 
tens of thousands of years old. It is a 
natural wonder whose loss threatens 
structures, such as buildings and roads, 
as well as plants and wildlife that over 
many centuries have adapted to that 
frozen tundra environment. In the Mid- 
west, the draft assessment warns of 
“the occurrence of extreme events such 
as heat waves, droughts, and floods. In 
the long term, combined stresses asso- 
ciated with climate change are ex- 
pected to decrease agricultural produc- 


tivity, especially without significant 
advances in genetic and agronomic 
technology.”’ 


The dangers of carbon pollution are 
bearing down on us all. In the face of 
the clear warning of this national as- 
sessment, there are some who counsel 
surrender. The oil industry-backed In- 
stitute for Energy Research says this: 

If the worst-case scenarios are correct, 
then even very strong action by the Federal, 
State, and local governments in the United 
States will do very little to alter the global 
climate. 

The polluters deny the ability of the 
United States to lead. Well, they are 
wrong. They are wrong. They are very 
wrong. With our vast economy, with 
our ingenuity, and with the trust the 
rest of the world has put on our experi- 
ment in democracy, we can lead. We 
can lead the world toward a cleaner fu- 
ture. To do any less would be, as Presi- 
dent Obama said in his inaugural ad- 
dress, to betray our children and future 
generations. I will not countenance 
that betrayal, and neither will most 
Americans. A recent poll conducted by 
Yale University and George Mason Uni- 
versity found that a large majority of 
Americans—77 percent—say climate 
change should be a priority for Presi- 
dent Obama and for all of us here in 
Congress. Yet, for the last 2 years, op- 
ponents and skeptics, polluters and 
lobbyists, special interests and their 
paid-for front organizations have 
blocked Congress from acting to reduce 
carbon pollution and reduce the threat 
of climate change. 

Today, a very distinguished Member 
of the House of Representatives who 
has worked on environmental issues for 
38 years in this building, Representa- 
tive HENRY WAXMAN, and I announced 
the formation of a bicameral House and 
Senate climate change task force to 
fight back. We welcome all Members of 
Congress, regardless of political party, 
who recognize the urgency of what is 
happening to our world all around us 
and who feel a duty to our descendents. 
We intend to focus sufficient attention 
on what is happening in the world 
around us to at last—at long last—re- 
duce the carbon pollution that is caus- 
ing it. 
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It is time to wake up. Carbon pollu- 
tion from fossil fuels is threatening our 
future. Unless we take serious action 
to scale back the pollution, the con- 
sequences may well be dire. Congress is 
sleepwalking through history. It is 
time to hear the alarms, roll up our 
sleeves, and do what needs to be done. 
It is time to wake up. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
THE BUDGET 


Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I want to 
talk a little about the bill that is com- 
ing over from the House that would re- 
quire the Senate to—surprise—have a 
budget. I know the law already re- 
quires the Senate to have a budget, but 
apparently that law wasn’t good 
enough for us to have a budget for the 
last 3 years. So I am supportive of the 
House decision to do that. In fact, I am 
supportive of almost any discussion 
that requires us to talk about what we 
are going to do about spending. 

You know, if you have been living 
outside your means, if you can’t pay 
your bills and you go to a credit coun- 
selor, the credit counselor is highly un- 
likely to say: Your problem is you need 
another credit card. The credit coun- 
selor is going to say: You need to fig- 
ure out how you are going to pay your 
bills, and that includes things such as 
having a budget, it includes things 
such as figuring out what you are 
spending money on that you can stop 
spending money on. That is what we 
need to do, and it is what we need to do 
with a budget. 

Somehow in the face of unprece- 
dented spending and record Federal 
debt, the President and even Senate 
Democrats for a few years now have 
been saying that in Washington all we 
need to do is get another credit card. 
Our problem, I hear, is not a spending 
problem, it is a health care problem or 
it is a whatever kind of problem it is. 
It is clearly a spending problem. 

There is no doubt that Washington is 
living outside its means. The Federal 
debt has skyrocketed to a record $16.5 
trillion. President Obama’s first term 
added almost $6 trillion to that total. 
There is no reason to believe we have 
done anything to slow down the spend- 
ing and debt path we have been on. 
Meanwhile, it has been 1,360 days since 
the majority in the Senate and the 
Senate itself has managed to pass a 
budget. In fact, I think during that 
1,316 days we haven’t even had the 
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Budget Committee report a budget out 
for the Senate to vote on. 

Last summer Vice President BIDEN 
said: Show me your budget and I will 
tell you what you value. Well, let’s find 
out what we value. Let’s find out what 
the majority in the Senate values. 
When the Vice President talked about 
showing the budget, he was talking 
about the Republican budget, because 
there actually was one. The Republican 
House had passed a budget. In fact, the 
Senate and the House both passed a 
budget every single year from the pas- 
sage of the Budget Control Act in the 
mid-1970s until 2010. In 2010, both the 
House and the Senate—the House with 
Speaker PELOSI and the Senate with 
the current majority—said: We don’t 
care what the law says, we are not 
going to pass a budget. That lasted 1 
year in the House, but it has lasted 
now 3 years in the Senate. In 2011 and 
2012 the House came back and passed a 
budget. 

The Republicans have voted for seri- 
ous budgets that make tough choices, 
and even those choices were choices 
that made us go out and explain what 
we were for. And, of course, that is ex- 
actly what the Vice President was 
talking about when he said: Show me 
your budget, I will show you your val- 
ues. There was only one side that had a 
budget. So that was a pretty harmless 
position, from the point of view of the 
Vice President, because he was saying: 
Let’s look at the budget the other guys 
have put on the table because we don’t 
have one on the table; we have not said 
what we are for. 

The Senate Democrats have ignored 
the law, ignored their legal obligation 
to pass a budget, while House Repub- 
licans have now said the Senate should 
either pass a budget or not be paid, and 
I agree with that. It is a fundamental 
step toward planning. 

The second step is to vote on appro- 
priations bills. We haven’t voted on a 
single appropriations bill in the Senate 
in over a year. We don’t have a budget, 
so there is no plan to try to get spend- 
ing under control; and then we don’t 
vote on how we are going to spend the 
money in any way other than some big 
continuing resolution, which basically 
is a bill that says we are going to con- 
tinue spending money as we have been 
spending money, and here are the two 
or three exceptions. But we are not 
going to have the debate I think the 
Senate needs to have. Frankly, I be- 
lieve our new Appropriations chair- 
man, BARBARA MIKULSKI, is going to be 
insisting we bring appropriations bills 
to the floor, and I think that is a good 
thing. 

The failure to have a Senate budget 
has too often been described as a minor 
procedural matter. Senator SCHUMER 
said recently: Well, the Democrats 
didn’t have a budget because there was 
a budget that came out of the seques- 
ter agreement in mid-2011. Never mind 
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the Senate hadn’t had a budget that 
spring or the spring before that or that 
the Parliamentarian said the sequester 
deal wasn’t a budget, somehow coming 
up with one number was supposedly 
good enough to come up with a budget. 

That is like sitting around the kitch- 
en table to decide how you are going to 
spend your money, and here is how the 
discussion would go: OK, I think we 
ought to spend X amount of money. 
That is the meeting. We have just de- 
cided that is what we are going to do. 
And somehow that is the budget? Par- 
ticularly when X amount of money 
didn’t relate at all to the amount of 
money coming into your family. No- 
body believes that would make sense. 

We will see whether Senator SCHU- 
MER’s words this weekend will produce 
a budget. The House has acted. The 
President says he wants the debt ceil- 
ing increased. Hopefully, the majority 
has decided to pass a budget. The new 
budget chairman, Senator MURRAY, 
said yesterday that her committee will 
draft a budget. Now let’s let the Senate 
produce a budget. Let’s have a budget 
drawn up, let’s have a budget debated, 
and let’s figure out what our plans are. 

Budgets lay out plans. We will see if 
a budget that a majority in the Senate 
would vote for will pass the straight- 
face test with the American people. We 
will see if this is just another budget 
that says: OK, here is the amount of 
money we want to spend; it has no re- 
lationship to the amount of money we 
have, but let’s let that be our budget. 

The people will no longer tolerate, I 
am convinced, the amount of debt and 
taxes that that type of spending plan 
would require. For them to think about 
that, they have to have a spending 
plan, and so I am grateful the House 
passed legislation that says we have to 
have that plan. When the majority in 
the Senate—Democrats in the Senate— 
have a budget, we will see how they 
feel about continuing to attack the 
budget the House has been willing to 
come up with for the last two Con- 
gresses. Right now they can talk about 
the cuts that Republicans in the House 
want because there are no Senate cuts. 
There is no Senate budget. 

So let’s have an apples-to-apples 
comparison. Let’s compare what Re- 
publicans in the House would do com- 
pared to what Democrats in the Senate 
would do and figure out what our plan 
needs to be. It is often said that when 
you fail to plan, you plan to fail. Not 
having a budget is sort of the entry 
level of failing to plan. We have failed 
to do the first thing you would do if 
you were going to have a plan, if you 
were going to get your spending under 
control. 

My Republican colleagues and I in 
the Senate have—even though there 
wasn’t a Budget Committee product— 
actually found ways to vote for and 
support the Republican-passed budget 
from the House and, of course, we paid 
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the price for that. People were out 
there saying: Here is what you want to 
do about this program and here is what 
you want to do about that program. 
But we are going to move quickly from 
where, rather than just attacking one 
side that has a plan, we are talking 
about what the two plans are, and we 
will see what the American people 
want to do. 

President Obama and our friends in 
the Senate should work with Repub- 
licans in the Senate to cut spending 
and to pass a budget in a transparent 
way. Republicans have been willing to 
do that. Democrats may be willing to 
join in that. And if they are, the Amer- 
ican people can begin to see more than 
a last-minute, back-room deal. I am 
tired of seeing this planned crisis, one 
right after another, and I have a feel- 
ing the people I work for are even more 
tired of it than I am. 

A divided government is a good op- 
portunity to make tough choices. The 
President will never have more polit- 
ical capital than he has right now. 
Let’s take those two things together 
and let’s see what that formula would 
produce. A divided government—Re- 
publicans and Democrats both have to 
take responsibility—and a President 
with maximum political capital could 
equal a good and long-term result. I 
hope the President and the majority in 
the Senate get serious about working 
together and solving the problems we 
face as a country. 

I look forward to being part of that, 
and I am appreciative that the House 
of Representatives has passed legisla- 
tion that appears to have forced the 
Senate to do its job on a budget for the 
first time in 4 years. 


Se 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the period of 
morning business be extended until 
12:30 p.m. today and that all provisions 
of the previous order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
BALDWIN). Is there objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


a 


RETIREMENT OF REV. DR. 
LINWOOD “WOODY” H. CHAMBER- 
LAIN, JR. 


Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I rise 
today to celebrate the career and the 
calling of a remarkable Ohioan and a 
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close friend, the Reverend Dr. Linwood 
H. Chamberlain, Jr. Our Pastor Woody 
and his wife Peggy are important to 
Connie and me and to our whole com- 
munity in Lorain. 

The Evangelical Lutheran Church in 
America, of which I am a member, em- 
braces the motto, ‘‘God’s work, our 
hands.” It means moral imperatives 
must be the concern of every citizen. In 
his 31 years of service to the First Lu- 
theran Church of Lorain, OH, Pastor 
Woody has labored for love and for jus- 
tice. He has been doing God’s work, as 
has his wife Peggy, supporting those 
who suffer, celebrating our commu- 
nity’s joys, and being concerned with 
every citizen. 

Pastor Woody has been a counselor 
and a friend to many. His words, his at- 
tentiveness, his patient understanding, 
and his gentle encouragement have 
helped members of my home church 
tackle seemingly intractable problems 
with poise and with confidence. He sup- 
ported the First Lutheran family 
through weddings and funerals, 
through baptisms and celebrations, and 
I am especially grateful for his prayers 
and wisdom over the years. 

Pastor Woody has been so valuable to 
our church, and his leadership will be 
missed as he just retired. His retire- 
ment will be celebrated this coming 
Sunday. 

My mother, whose faith was espe- 
cially important to her, passed away 4 
years ago, around this time of year. 
She was in hospice care in her final 
days. My wife Connie and I were at her 
bedside—and my brothers Bob and 
Charlie and their wives Anne and Cath- 
erine were at her bedside over the past 
6 weeks—and one day when I was with 
my Mom I asked if there was anything 
I could do to comfort her. She was 88 
years old. She was just a remarkable 
woman as a mother and as a wife and 
an activist in the community. She 
asked me to sing an old Lutheran 
hymn to her, which I did. The song was 
“Beautiful Savior.” 

She took my hand in hers as I sang. 
She said, “That was very nice, 
Sherrod.” She said, “But you really do 
sound better in a group.” 

My mom was right. We all sound bet- 
ter in a group, work better in a group, 
and that was exemplified in so many 
ways by Pastor Woody’s leadership at 
First Lutheran. It is a lesson we all can 
learn in this body as we go about our 
daily lives. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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RECESS 


Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent the Senate recess 
until 2 p.m. to allow for caucus meet- 
ings today. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 12:21 p.m., recessed until 2 p.m. and 
reassembled when called to order by 
the Presiding Officer (Ms. HEITKAMP). 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. THUNE. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the period for morning busi- 
ness be extended until 3 p.m. today and 
that all provisions of the previous 
order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


FISCAL PLANNING 


Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I 
come to the floor to talk about the 
debt crisis facing this country and the 
opportunity we have to address this 
issue in a way that balances the budget 
and ensures the long-term fiscal sol- 
vency for future generations. 

The recent fiscal cliff agreement 
which enacted tax relief for 99 percent 
of Americans addressed the revenue 
side of the equation. But as everyone 
knows, revenue increases alone are not 
going to solve the debt crisis. In fact, 
the tax increases that went into effect 
as a part of the fiscal cliff deal gen- 
erate enough revenue over the next 10 
years—and I should say if we annualize 
that over the next year—to fund the 
government for less than 1 week next 
year. So all the talk about the higher 
revenues and what that will do to ad- 
dress our long-term fiscal solvency and 
what it will do to address the deficit, if 
we think about it in those terms, it 
puts into perspective what the real 
problem is. 

We have a debate in this city and in 
the Congress all the time about wheth- 
er we can address the huge debt we 
have in front of us—the trillion-dollar 
annual deficits—by raising taxes on the 
so-called rich and people in the higher 
income categories. That was done. 
That was done as part of the fiscal cliff 
negotiations that occurred. Remember, 
those taxes were all scheduled to go up. 
They were scheduled to go up on every- 
body—anybody who had income tax li- 
ability on January 1. Because of the 
agreement that was reached, we were 
able to protect 99—in my case in South 
Dakota more than 99—percent of tax- 
payers from those tax increases. That 
being said, there are those in the high- 
er income categories and some busi- 
nesses that will see higher taxes as a 
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result of that. But those higher taxes 
represent enough revenue next year to 
fund the Federal Government for less 
than 1 week. 

The question before us is, What do we 
do for the other 358 days of the year? 
That is what we have to start talking 
about, the real problem: What truly af- 
fects and afflicts Washington and our 
fiscal situation for the foreseeable fu- 
ture and for the long-term future; that 
is, government spending. 

The reality is the Federal Govern- 
ment doesn’t tax too little; it spends 
too much. Over the past 4 years, the 
deficit has exceeded $1 trillion each 
year. The long-term outlook is even 
worse. This country faces unsustain- 
able fiscal imbalances largely because 
of entitlement programs such as Social 
Security and Medicare that have not 
been reformed in a way that aligns our 
current demographics with the needs of 
these programs, which must be done if 
we are going to save and protect these 
programs for future generations. 

Entitlement spending is the largest 
driver of our national debt over the 
long term. While it is true Federal rev- 
enues as a percentage of GDP have de- 
clined over the past few years, this was 
true because of the great recession, not 
because tax rates were too low. The av- 
erage ratio of Federal revenue to GDP 
over the past 40 years has been roughly 
in the 18-percent range. Based on Con- 
gressional Budget Office data, it is ex- 
pected that Federal revenues will ex- 
ceed their historical averages within 
the next 10 years and remain there for 
the foreseeable future, even without 
additional tax increases. 

I wish to illustrate with this chart 
which I think tells the story. We al- 
ways talk about a picture telling a 
story in exchange for a thousand 
words. I can talk a lot about this, but 
I think this visually illustrates it per- 
haps as well as anything. 

If we look at the green part, that rep- 
resents Federal revenue historically, 
and this goes back to 1980. If we took 
this chart back to literally the 1970s, 
late 1960s, we would find, I think over 
that time period, the revenues stayed 
pretty static. They go up and down a 
little bit based on what is happening in 
the economy, and of course we have a 
downturn in the 2007 and 2008 time- 
frame, but revenues are starting to 
climb back up to that historical aver- 
age. So it is about, give or take, 18 per- 
cent of GDP. That is what historical 
revenues are. 

The black strip, which may be per- 
haps hard to see, is what was enacted 
in the fiscal cliff negotiation. Those 
are enacted tax increases that will add 
a little bit to the total as we project 
out. This chart takes us out literally 
to 2040. 

The purple represents the additional 
taxes the President would like to get. 
If the President got everything he 
wanted in the form of taxes, the rev- 
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enue picture would be about right here. 
Again, this takes us from where we are 
today out to about 2040. As we can see, 
even if the President got all the tax in- 
creases he wanted, represented by this 
line right here, it still doesn’t come 
anywhere close to dealing with the 
spending that is going to explode in the 
outyears if we don’t do something to 
rein that in by reforming many of 
these programs I just mentioned. 

If we are going to save and protect 
Social Security and Medicare for fu- 
ture generations, we have to reform 
those programs in a way that doesn’t 
create this huge red line that spikes 
into the future and literally bankrupts 
the country. In fact, Social Security 
ran a cash deficit in 2010. Medicare, we 
are told by the actuaries, will be insol- 
vent by the year 2024. In fact, in the 
hospital portion of the Medicare trust 
fund, we are told it may be insolvent 
by the year 2016. These are important 
dates to remember because those are 
the dates at which the revenue coming 
in from the payroll taxes that support 
Social Security and Medicare no longer 
pay for the benefits paid out to bene- 
ficiaries. 

We have this sort of train wreck com- 
ing. We know what drives Federal 
spending are these entitlement pro- 
grams. What we call mandatory spend- 
ing in the Federal budget is about 60 
percent now of all Federal spending, 
largely imposed by Social Security, 
Medicare, and Medicaid. We have this 
crisis looming. We see the way this 
thing just starts exploding in the out- 
years because of the demographics of 
the country. We have more baby 
boomers who are reaching retirement 
age, people living longer—all good 
things—but we have to align those pro- 
grams with the demographics of this 
country and today they are not. Today 
we are headed on a path that will take 
us toward a fiscal train wreck unless 
we do something about that. 

I think it is important to point out 
the reason we are where we are, the 
reason we are running nearly $1 trillion 
deficits or north of $1 trillion deficits 
every single year for the past 4 years is 
because spending has increased dra- 
matically over that timeframe. Again, 
just to put that into perspective, before 
the great recession in 2007, the Federal 
Government was generating about $2.5 
trillion annually in tax revenue. At 
that time, the government was spend- 
ing about $2.7 trillion each year. So we 
had somewhere on the order of a couple 
hundred billion dollars in annual defi- 
cits. 

As I said, revenues dropped off a lit- 
tle bit from that period in 2008 in the 
financial meltdown, but those have 
started to pop back up to a more his- 
toric and traditional level. So now rev- 
enues are back up to roughly that $2.5 
trillion annual range. What has 
changed over that same period of time, 
between 2007 and 2012, is the amount 
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the Federal Government spends annu- 
ally. 

I just mentioned that in 2007 the Fed- 
eral Government spent $2.7 trillion. We 
are now at the end of fiscal year 2012, 
which ended on September 30 of this 
year, and the Federal Government 
spent $3.5 trillion. We saw almost a $1 
trillion increase in spending over that 
5-year period at a time when revenues 
have stayed somewhat static, although 
they dipped into recession, but now 
they have come back, as I said, to that 
more historic level. 

Essentially, what is driving these 
deficits is the massive runup in spend- 
ing. What caused them? We had a stim- 
ulus program that was going to be one- 
time spending, much of which I think 
has gotten factored into the baseline. 
Eventually, we are going to have with 
the new health care mandates enor- 
mous amounts of new spending associ- 
ated with that, which I think is going 
to make this picture much worse than 
it looks already. But my point is we 
have a fiscal crisis in this country 
which needs to be addressed. We have 
been kicking that can down the road 
for way too long and we have run out of 
road. 

The Congressional Budget Office has 
made it abundantly clear that in each 
of their assessments of our fiscal situa- 
tion as a country, most recently in No- 
vember of 2012, a couple months ago, 
they said the following: 

With the population aging and health care 
costs per person likely to keep growing fast- 
er than the economy, the United States can- 
not sustain the Federal spending programs 
that are now in place. 

That is from the CBO. They track 
this stuff on a daily basis for us. 

We have a real challenge ahead of us. 
We have a major problem. I would 
argue, again, this is predominantly a 
spending problem, and I think it is il- 
lustrated, again, by this chart. When 
we look at government revenues, it is a 
fairly flat line. Even with the ups and 
downs in the economy, it averages 
about 18 percent of revenue. Actually, 
without any changes in the baseline, I 
think it ends up at about 18.6 percent 
of revenue a decade from now. But 
what we see is spending, which histori- 
cally has been in the 20- to 25-percent 
range if we go back over the past 40 
years, is going to explode. The spike we 
see right here is why we have a fiscal 
crisis on our hands and why it is so im- 
portant we act to rein in out-of-control 
Federal spending. 

I suggest to my colleagues in the 
Senate, as I have for a long time, that 
where this starts is with passing a 
budget. We have to go back a long time 
now. I mentioned this the other day, 
but the last time the Senate passed a 
budget the iPad didn’t even exist. Most 
of us now take iPads for granted. Many 
Americans—not all but some Ameri- 
cans—have iPads. They came on the 
scene around April of 2010. There hasn’t 
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been a budget passed in the Senate 
since April of 2009. 

We are going on 4 years and now 
1,360-some days since the last time the 
Senate acted on a budget. That is irre- 
sponsible. It is especially irresponsible 
in light of this problem. We have a re- 
sponsibility to the taxpayers of this 
country, as stewards of their tax dol- 
lars, to do what we can to ensure that 
we are putting the fiscal house of this 
country in order in a way that will en- 
sure that future generations of Ameri- 
cans have at least as good, if not bet- 
ter, standard of living and quality of 
life than what the generation that 
came before us had. 

That is not going to happen because 
we are piling on the backs of future 
generations enormous amounts of debt. 
In fact, the $16.4 trillion in debt the 
Nation has today, if you break that 
down an on an individual basis, that is 
about $53,000 for every man, woman, 
and child in America. That is what 
every individual owes, every individual 
in this country owes of that $16.4 tril- 
lion in debt. That is not fair to future 
generations. 

It is up to us as leaders to look at 
these things and make decisions today 
that are in the best interests of future 
generations. I think it has been sort of 
a tradition in this country, a heritage, 
if you will, for one generation of Amer- 
icans to sacrifice so that the future 
generation, the next generation of 
Americans may have a better life, a 
better standard of living, a better qual- 
ity of life. 

That is certainly something that is 
true where I come from in South Da- 
kota and where the Chair comes from 
in North Dakota. We represent people 
who understand that you sacrifice so 
that the next generation and those who 
come after you have a better life than 
you had. 

If we don’t change the way we are 
doing things, this next generation will 
be the first generation of Americans 
where that is not true. Literally, they 
will have a lower standard of living and 
a lower quality of life than what we ex- 
perienced because we weren’t willing to 
live within our means. This is because 
we continued to spend money we didn’t 
have, we continued to borrow money 
from China, and we will hand the bill 
to future generations. 

It is unconscionable, given this pic- 
ture—and, again, a picture speaks a 
thousand words—that we haven’t done 
a budget in the Senate in the last 4 
years. There is always a blame game 
played in Washington, DC, and I under- 
stand that both sides have contributed 
over the years. When my party was in 
charge of the Congress we spent too 
much. Obviously, since that time, since 
we have been out of the majority in 
Congress the numbers have increased 
dramatically. 

If you look at the amount of debt we 
piled up just in the last 4 years under 
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the current administration, it is about 
$6 trillion that we have added to the 
debt in that amount of time. The 
spending is exploding. The tax revenues 
are staying fairly steady over time, as 
I have pointed out with this particular 
graphic. 

One thing we know for certain is that 
raising taxes doesn’t solve the problem. 
If the President got everything he 
wanted in terms of additional tax in- 
creases, and that would be this purple 
line right here, it doesn’t come any- 
where close to addressing the amount 
of spending we have already put on the 
books. We are going to have to borrow 
to pay and hand that bill to future gen- 
erations. You can only do that for so 
long. It is high time that the Senate 
got on board and started doing the 
budget. 

I served on the Budget Committee for 
the last 2 years. I had hoped that being 
on the Budget Committee would be a 
place where a lot of big debates would 
occur about how to deal with these big 
fiscal issues that are facing our coun- 
try. I turned out to be wrong. We didn’t 
do a budget, we didn’t mark up one, we 
didn’t put one on the floor of the Sen- 
ate. We didn’t vote, we didn’t have 
amendments, and we didn’t do any- 
thing to address this fiscal crisis. To be 
fair, the House of Representatives, 
every single year, on time, has passed a 
budget. 

The President of the United States, 
who needs to be a party to this, is the 
only 1 of 307 million Americans who 
can sign a bill into law, can engage the 
American public and the Congress in a 
way that would address this. The budg- 
ets he submitted to the Congress, when 
they have been voted on in the Senate 
and the House, haven’t received a sin- 
gle vote, not a single vote. Neither Re- 
publicans or Democrats in the House or 
the Senate have voted for the budgets 
the President has submitted. 

Why? Because they are not serious. 
The President hasn’t taken this issue 
seriously. Neither has the majority in 
the Senate, where we haven’t had a 
budget now for 4 consecutive years. 

It is high time that changed. I hope 
it will. I am encouraged, actually, by 
what I have been hearing from my col- 
leagues. This year, perhaps now, fi- 
nally, after 4 years, we will actually do 
a budget. We may put a plan in place 
for how we are going to address this 
fiscal crisis, this amount of spending 
that is going to bankrupt the country 
unless we take steps to avert it. 

There are lots of ideas out there. It is 
not like we don’t know what the issues 
are, like we don’t know what the prob- 
lems are. We do. There have been many 
bipartisan commissions that have stud- 
ied this and have examined it thor- 
oughly, that have all come to the same 
conclusion with regard to what the 
various problems are—and, frankly, for 
that matter, what the solutions are. 

My colleague, Senator HATCH, was 
down here earlier this morning talking 
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about some of those suggestions. Many 
of those suggestions, as I have said, 
have come from bipartisan commis- 
sions. We know if we do nothing, we 
are going to bankrupt the country and 
ensure that the programs that many 
Americans rely on today are not going 
to be available to future generations of 
Americans. 

I would hope this is the year in which 
we do a budget, and this is the year in 
which the President engages in this 
discussion in a meaningful way that al- 
lows us to put in place a path that will 
avert what is going to be a major cri- 
sis. The problem is not that we tax too 
little, it is that we spend too much. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I 
would note that, of course, we have 
passed a budget, and that is why we are 
facing sequestration now. That wasn’t 
just a resolution; that was an actual 
law, signed by the President. A lot of 
people who voted for it don’t like it, 
but we voted for it. 


EE 
KERRY NOMINATION 


Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I 
want to commend President Obama for 
nominating Senator KERRY to be our 
next Secretary of State. There are few, 
if any, people in America today who 
have had the breadth of experience 
that Senator KERRY has had: as a mili- 
tary officer, as a highly decorated vet- 
eran, as a Lieutenant Governor, as a 
U.S. Senator, and as chairman of the 
Foreign Relations Committee. He is ex- 
ceptionally well qualified to be the 
next Secretary of State. 

JOHN KERRY is a leader of extraor- 
dinary intellect, wisdom, and insight. 
To those of us who have watched him, 
worked with him, and traveled with 
him over the years, it is crystal clear 
that he is a natural diplomat. He lives 
and breathes the art of diplomacy. He 
is instinctively drawn to understanding 
and addressing the global security 
challenges of our time. 

He is also multilingual. I have heard 
Senator KERRY in meetings in other 
capitals of the world, and I have 
watched those who were there pay spe- 
cial attention to what he had to say as 
he conversed in their language. This is 
someone who does not need on-the-job 
training. He has been learning the job 
over the course of four decades of pub- 
lic service. 

I chair the Appropriations Sub- 
committee on the Department of State 
and Foreign Operations. In that role, I 
will look forward to working closely 
with Senator KERRY in his new posi- 
tion as Secretary of State, to provide 
the resources necessary to promote and 
protect U.S. interests around the 
world. 

It is a formidable assignment. We 
face daunting threats from religious 
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extremism, nuclear proliferation, cli- 
mate change, growing competition for 
energy, water, and other natural re- 
sources—all amid the obligations of 
deficit and debt reduction. But these 
threats and challenges present oppor- 
tunities if we approach them intel- 
ligently. 

Some in Congress have an almost 
xenophobic attitude. They would have 
us retreat. They would slash our con- 
tribution to the United Nations and 
weaken our ability to build alliances, 
which would only embolden our adver- 
saries. 

They would cut the State Depart- 
ment’s budget at a time when our dip- 
lomats and consular officers, many of 
whom work long hours in dangerous 
places, already are stretched to the 
limit. Then they criticize and politicize 
when tragedies happen. 

We saw that yesterday, when mem- 
bers of the other body criticized Sec- 
retary of State Clinton for lapses in 
diplomatic security, only a week after 
they prevented passage of my amend- 
ment that would have allowed for the 
transfer of unused State Department 
funds to improve security at U.S. em- 
bassies around the world. Let’s stop the 
hypocrisy. 

Some here would roll back funding 
for international development pro- 
grams, which help to create political 
stability in conflict-prone regions and 
build markets for U.S. exports, on the 
grounds that these funds would be bet- 
ter spent at home. 

They miss the point. Ninety-nine per- 
cent of the Federal budget is spent on 
domestic programs. The notion that 
somehow the wealthiest, most powerful 
nation on Earth is an island, and that 
we can ignore what is happening in the 
world around us is foolhardy, and is 
dangerous. 

JOHN KERRY understands this, and he 
knows that appropriations begin with 
Congress. In times of close scrutiny of 
all aspects of the Federal budget and 
fierce competition for funds among 
Federal agencies, he will need to make 
his case up here repeatedly, and I will 
work with him to do that. We have to 
convince Congress and the American 
people why the State Department’s 
budget is important. As Secretary of 
State one can have the best policies 
and the best plans to implement them. 
But if you don’t have the resources, if 
you don’t have the people to do it, the 
best plans in the world don’t go very 
far. 

Secretary Clinton has done an out- 
standing job. I have told her that I 
stand in awe of what she has accom- 
plished throughout the world and with- 
in the State Department. We all owe 
her a debt of gratitude for her steady 
hand and tireless energy as Secretary 
of State. I have traveled with her to 
other countries. I have seen how she 
approaches problems, always prepared 
and with such energy. Every American 
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should be proud to be represented by 
her. She has done an extraordinary job 
in reintroducing America to the world 
after the missteps following 9/11 that 
caused so much damage to our image 
and authority abroad. 

Her successor also has not only a 
hard act to follow, but he also under- 
stands, as we all do, that America must 
continuously demonstrate to the rest 
of the world what we stand for as a 
people. 

I believe the Congress and the Amer- 
ican people, and I think, in a way, the 
world, is fortunate to have a nominee 
for the position as qualified as Senator 
KERRY. I will enthusiastically vote for 
him when his name comes before the 
Senate. 

Madam President, seeing no other 
person seeking recognition, as Presi- 
dent pro tempore of this body, I am 
glad to see you in the role of Presiding 
Officer. I realize you can’t respond to 
this, but in your first month in the 
Senate you are actually filling the piv- 
otal role in this body, and I appreciate 
it. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the period 
of morning business be extended until 
3:30 p.m. today, and that all provisions 
of the previous order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
THE DEBT LIMIT 


Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
rise today to, No. 1, welcome you and 
welcome all of the other new Senators 
who have just joined this historic body. 

Along with the rest of us, you have 
all watched the difficult negotiations 
over the fiscal cliff that dominated the 
last few weeks of the 112th Congress. 
That debate was an important oppor- 
tunity to talk to the American people 
about Washington’s addiction to spend- 
ing. We made clear in that debate that 
no amount of tax  increases—no 
amount—would come close to wiping 
out Washington’s debt. So as we begin 
the 113th Congress, we are faced with 
fresh opportunities to continue that 
conversation with the American peo- 
ple. 

This time the debate is over whether 
to raise the Nation’s debt limit. Last 
week, the President opened negotia- 
tions on this important issue by saying 
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that he wouldn’t negotiate. He did not 
announce this by calling the Repub- 
licans in Congress; he did it, instead, 
by calling a press conference. 

In the last days of 2012, President 
Obama, in my opinion, failed to lead in 
the talks over avoiding the fiscal cliff. 
Now the President plans not to lead on 
the Nation’s debt limit either. Whether 
the President leads, follows, or just 
gets out of the way, Washington needs 
real budget reform. We can’t continue 
President Obama’s pattern of untold 
trillions of dollars in wasteful govern- 
ment spending. 

Over the past 4 years, President 
Obama has added so much to our na- 
tional debt that he has already had to 
increase our Nation’s debt limit four 
separate times. This includes the two 
largest increases in our history. No 
other President of the United States 
has needed an increase of over $1 tril- 
lion. President Obama has asked for 
that much twice. While he once prom- 
ised to cut the deficit in half by now, 
he has done just the opposite. He has 
added as much debt in 4 years as all the 
previous Presidents racked up in our 
country’s first 225 years. 

President Obama has maxed out the 
national credit card and now he wants 
a new one. In return, the President 
isn’t willing to offer any commitments 
that he will try to be more responsible 
with that next credit card. In fact, 
under his latest budget, the President 
wants to add another $6.4 trillion to 
our debt over the next 5 years. That is 
the wrong direction for our Federal 
budget and for the Nation’s future. 

The President could take this oppor- 
tunity to reassure hardworking Amer- 
ican taxpayers, as well as world finan- 
cial markets, that he is finally serious 
about reining in Washington’s out-of- 
control spending. Instead, he has cho- 
sen to try to score political points. 

This isn’t the first time the Presi- 
dent has voiced an opinion on the debt 
limit debate. Last December, he spoke 
on this subject as he, in my opinion, 
misrepresented decades of precedence 
regarding congressional consideration 
of the debt limit. He said that con- 
necting debt ceiling votes and budget 
negotiations—connecting debt ceiling 
votes and budget negotiations—was 
something that ‘‘we had never done in 
our history until we did it last year.” 

That statement is false. Frankly, we 
should be talking about responsible 
spending reform every time we debate 
any measure in Congress that involves 
spending money. We should certainly 
do it when we are debating borrowing 
more money. 

The debt limit has been used at least 
20 times in the past 60 years specifi- 
cally tied to debating fiscal reform. 
For example, in 1954, Congress passed a 
temporary increase specifically as a 
way to control future finances. In 1967, 
the House actually defeated a debt 
limit increase so that it could force 
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President Johnson to quit using some 
of the budget tricks he had been using. 
In 1970, the debate over the debt limit 
included amendments to cut defense 
spending, imposing a spending cap, and 
freezing congressional pay until Con- 
gress passed a balanced budget. 

In 1983, Congress actually defeated a 
debt limit increase bill. Senator Rus- 
sell Long, a Democrat, told his col- 
leagues if they voted for the increase, 
“you are voting to continue the biggest 
deficits in the history of this country 
as far as the eye can see.”’ 

Incidentally, the debt at that time 
was $1.3 trillion. That is about how 
much we have added to our debt every 
year since President Obama was sworn 
in for the first time. Democrats balked 
at Washington having a debt over $1.3 
trillion back then. Today, the Presi- 
dent says Republicans are doing some- 
thing irresponsible for even wanting to 
talk about a debt of more than $16.4 
trillion. 

I could go on and on with more exam- 
ples, but I think you have the idea. The 
President says it is unprecedented for 
us to even ask to have this debate. 
Well, the President is not correct. It is 
not unprecedented. It is actually very 
common and absolutely appropriate. 

There is nobody on the Republican 
side of the aisle here in the Senate who 
is saying we should not pay our bills. 
There is also nobody on this side of the 
aisle who thinks we should keep wast- 
ing taxpayer dollars without even try- 
ing to act responsibly and slow down 
Washington’s spending. Yes, the debt 
limit is about paying for past obliga- 
tions, but our history shows the debate 
over the debt limit is an absolutely ap- 
propriate time to talk about reforming 
Washington’s future spending. 

President Obama agreed to spending 
cuts the last time he asked for an in- 
crease in the debt limit. Now the Presi- 
dent says he wants his credit limit in- 
creased without any effort to reduce 
future spending. And, of course, we all 
remember when he was a Senator he 
spoke out against raising the debt 
limit. He once called the need to in- 
crease the debt limit ‘‘a failure of lead- 
ership.” But that was then. This is 
now. 

The White House has floated gim- 
micks such as issuing a $1 trillion coin 
or using the 14th amendment to raise 
the debt limit without congressional 
approval. And now the President won’t 
negotiate responsible spending at all. 
His policies—his policies of the past 4 
years—have buried our children and 
our grandchildren under a mountain of 
debt. America needs real budget re- 
form, but President Obama insists on 
playing politics with our country’s 
credit rating. Hard-working American 
taxpayers have to balance their budg- 
ets. They understand what the Presi- 
dent does not. 

The President bragged in his press 
conference last week that ‘‘it’s been a 
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busy and productive 4 years, and I ex- 
pect the same for the next 4 years.” 
Well, it looks like he means we can 
count on 4 more years of wasteful 
Washington spending. 

This has to stop. It is time for Presi- 
dent Obama to finally keep his promise 
to get America’s finances in order. 

Madam President, I yield the floor, 
and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. WAR- 
REN). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MUR- 
PHY). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


——— 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. HARKIN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the period for morning busi- 
ness be extended until 5:30 p.m. today 
and that all provisions of the previous 
order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
THE FILIBUSTER 


Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor today to give some re- 
marks that I give about every 2 years, 
I guess, when the Senate reconvenes 
for a new Congress. Now this is a new 
Congress, so once again I come here to 
point out that we need to make some 
changes in the way we operate. 

I have been in this body for 28 years. 
I am currently eighth in seniority. As 
soon as Senator KERRY becomes Sec- 
retary of State, I will be seventh in se- 
niority. I am proud to represent the 
great State of Iowa; Iam proud to be a 
Senator, to serve in this illustrious 
body. I have been in the majority and 
minority I think up to five times in the 
Senate. Before that, I served 10 years 
in the House. I love the Senate. It is a 
wonderful institution—it is, as envi- 
sioned by our Founders. 

The Senate at times has been frus- 
tratingly slow to encompass the 
changes necessary to the smooth func- 
tioning of our country. I mention in 
particular the long, long struggle for 
civil rights and how that was held up 
by a small minority—which happened 
to be in my party, by the way, at that 
time. 

Nonetheless, the Senate through the 
years has really been the Chamber that 
takes a long and hard look at legisla- 
tion, where we have the right to 
amend, where we have the right to dis- 
cuss and to embark upon discourse on 
legislation in a manner that allows 
even the smallest State to be rep- 
resented as much as a large State. 
That is not true in the body that both 
the occupant of the chair and I used to 
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serve in, the House. There, as you 
know, large States tend to dominate 
because we have most of the Members. 
But here, a Senator from Connecticut 
is just as important as a Senator from 
California or a Senator from Iowa or— 
let’s see, what is the least populous 
State? I think Wyoming or Alaska—is 
equal to a Senator from New York or 
Florida or Texas or California. This has 
been a great equalizing body. 

Having served here for this time, I 
think I have some perspective on this 
Senate. As I said, at its best, this Sen- 
ate is where our great American expe- 
rience in democratic self-government 
most fully manifests itself. It is in this 
body that the American people, 
through their elected officials, can 
come together collectively to debate, 
deliberate, and address the great issues 
of our time. Through our Nation’s his- 
tory, it has done so. In the nearly quar- 
ter of a century I have been here—well, 
wait, it is 28 years that I have been 
here, so it is over a quarter of a cen- 
tury—the rights of Americans have 
been expanded: Americans with disabil- 
ities; we have ensured health insurance 
for millions of Americans. 

In the early 1990s we voted here on 
the course to eliminate the national 
deficit in a generation, and we are on 
our way to doing that. 

It is because of my great reverence 
for this institution and my love for our 
country that I come to the floor today. 
One does not need to read the abysmal 
approval ratings of Congress to know 
that Americans are fed up and angry 
with this broken government. In too 
many critical areas, people see a Con- 
gress that is riven with dysfunction. 
Citizens see their legislature going 
from manufactured crisis to manufac- 
tured crisis. They see a legislature that 
is simply unable to respond effectively 
to the most urgent challenges of our 
time. 

Of course, there are a myriad of rea- 
sons for this gridlock—increased par- 
tisanship; a decline in civility and 
comity; too much power, I believe, in 
the hands of special interest groups; a 
polarizing instant-news media; and, I 
might add, the increasing time de- 
mands on all of us here involved in 
raising large amounts of money to run 
for reelection. But make no mistake, a 
principal cause of dysfunction here in 
the Senate is the rampant abuse of the 
filibuster. 

It is long past time to make the Sen- 
ate a more functional body, one that is 
better able, as I said, to respond to our 
Nation’s challenges. The fact is that I 
am not a Johnny-come-lately to fili- 
buster reform. In January of 1995— 
when I was in the minority, I might 
add—I first introduced legislation to 
reform the filibuster. We got a vote on 
it. Obviously, we did not win, but I 
made my points then, and I engaged in 
a very good debate with Senator Byrd 
at that time, in 1995. You can read it in 
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the RECORD. I think it was probably 
January 8, if I am not mistaken, of 
1995. 

At that time, I submitted a resolu- 
tion because, as I said, I saw an arms 
race in which each side would simply 
escalate the use of the filibuster and 
abuse procedural rules to a point where 
we would just cease to function here in 
the Senate. I said that at the time. I 
said that what happens is when the 
Democrats are in the minority, they 
abuse the filibuster against the Repub- 
licans. Then when the Republicans be- 
come the minority, they say: You 
Democrats did it to us 20 times, we will 
do it to you 30 times. Then when it 
switches again and the Democrats are 
in the minority, they say: Republicans 
did it to us 30 times, we will do it 50 
times. We will teach them a lesson. 

On and on, the arms race is esca- 
lated. I said at the time that we might 
get to a point where this body simply 
cannot function, and sadly that is what 
happened. 

That is why 18 years after I first sub- 
mitted my proposal, I believe reform is 
never more urgent and necessary. The 
minority leader stated that reformers 
advocate ‘‘a fundamental change to the 
way the Senate operates.” To the con- 
trary, it is the abuse of the filibuster, 
not the reforms being advocated, that 
has fundamentally changed the char- 
acter of this body and our entire sys- 
tem of government. Again, I will point 
out now and I will point out repeatedly 
in my remarks that Democrats are not 
guiltless in this regard by any means, 
but the real power grab and the real 
abuse has come about when the Repub- 
licans have abused this tool—one that 
was used sparingly for nearly 200 years. 

What has happened is that effective 
control of the Senate and of public pol- 
icy has been turned over to the minor- 
ity, not to the majority that has been 
elected by the American people. In 
many cases, those who are warning of a 
fundamental change to the nature and 
culture of the Senate are the very ones 
who have already carried out a revolu- 
tionary change. Those of us who are 
seeking to reform the filibuster rules 
are not the ones who are doing a nu- 
clear option or blowing up the Senate. 
Those who have abused the filibuster 
are the ones who have already changed 
the character of the Senate. What we 
are trying to do is restore some 
functionality to the Senate so that the 
Senate can operate with due regard for 
the rights of the minority. I will talk 
about that more in a moment. 

The minority leader has recently 
called the filibuster ‘‘near sacred.” I 
am sorry, he could not be more incor- 
rect. The notion that 60 votes are re- 
quired to pass any measure or confirm 
any nominee is not in the Constitution 
and until recently would have been 
considered a ludicrous idea, flying in 
the face of any definition of govern- 
ment by democracy. 
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Far from considering the filibuster 
‘near sacred,” it is safe to say that the 
Founders would have considered a 
supermajority requirement  sacrile- 
gious. After all, they experimented 
with a supermajority requirement 
under the Articles of Confederation, 
and it was expressly rejected in the 
Constitution because the Framers be- 
lieved it had proven unworkable. That 
is right, the Articles of Confederation 
basically had a supermajority require- 
ment, and they found that did not 
work. That is why, as I will mention in 
a moment also, the Framers of the 
Constitution set out explicitly five dif- 
ferent times that this Senate requires 
a supermajority. You would have 
thought that if they wanted a super- 
majority for everything, they would 
have said so. No, they specified trea- 
ties, impeachments, expelling a Mem- 
ber—those require a supermajority as 
expressly spelled out in the Constitu- 
tion. 

The filibuster was once a tool used 
only in rare instances—most shame- 
fully, as I said earlier, to block civil 
rights legislation. But across the entire 
19th century, there were only 23 filibus- 
ters, in 100 years. From 1917, when the 
Senate first adopted rules to end fili- 
busters, until 1969 there were fewer 
than 50—during all those years. That is 
less than one filibuster a year. In his 6 
years as majority leader, Lyndon John- 
son only faced one filibuster. 

According to one study, in the 1960s 
just 8 percent of major bills were fili- 
bustered. Think about all the legisla- 
tion that was passed—civil rights, Vot- 
ing Rights Act, Medicare, Medicaid, 
Older Americans Act, Pell grants, 
Higher Education Act, Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act. Think of all 
the legislation passed in the 1960s. Just 
8 percent was filibustered. In contrast, 
since 2007 when Democrats regained 
control of the Senate, there have been 
over 380 motions to end filibusters—380. 
This does not even include the count- 
less bills and nominations on which the 
majority has not even tried to obtain 
cloture either because of a lack of time 
or because we knew it would be fruit- 
less. 

The fact is that for the first time in 
history, on almost a daily basis, the 
minority—and in many cases, just one 
Senator—routinely is able to and does 
use the threat of a filibuster to stop 
bills from even coming to the floor for 
debate and amendment. Unfortunately, 
moreover, because of outdated rules, an 
actual filibuster rarely occurs. Too 
often it is merely the threat of a fili- 
buster, and that is the end of it; it is 
not debated or anything. 

Let’s get beyond the outrageous idea 
that Democrats, in proposing rules re- 
form, would be initiating a revolution. 
In actuality, the changes that are seri- 
ously under discussion right now are 
simply a modest reaction to decades of 
escalating warfare which has cul- 
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minated in 6 years of unrelenting mi- 
nority obstructionism. 

Because I feel so passionately that 
reform is so badly needed, I fully sup- 
port the commonsense proposals from 
Senator MERKLEY and Senator UDALL. 
Their proposals would simply require 
the minority to actually filibuster, ac- 
tually debate. A Senator would have to 
come to the floor and explain his or her 
opposition or offer his or her views on 
how a bill could be improved. Under 
the proposed reforms, the Senators 
would actually have to make argu- 
ments, debate, and deliberate. Senators 
would have to obstruct in public and be 
held accountable for that obstruc- 
tionism. 

Perhaps because this is such a com- 
monsense reform, Republicans who 
have come to the floor have not ad- 
dressed why they oppose rules that 
would require more transparency. Re- 
publicans have failed to explain to this 
body or to the public why a minority— 
again, the group the public chose not 
to govern here—why should they be 
able to kill a nominee by stealth? Re- 
publicans have failed to explain why 
they oppose more debate and more de- 
liberation. Why do they oppose more 
debate, more deliberation, which is 
puzzling given that they profess that 
their sincere concerns are animated by 
the desire to foster debate and delib- 
eration. But that is not what is hap- 
pening. In stealth, they oppose a bill. 
They do not come to the floor, and 
they fail to defend why they do not 
even do that, why they will not even 
come to the floor and speak. 

Instead, Republican after Republican 
has come to the floor and denounced 
what they claim are Democratic efforts 
to eliminate the filibuster and to, in 
their words, “fundamentally change” 
this body. The fact is that they are at- 
tacking the wrong plan. The truth is, 
under the reforms proposed either by 
Senator UDALL or Senator MERKLEY or 
one they have together or even under 
my proposal, the filibuster would still 
be a tool. Sixty votes would be needed 
to enact a measure, to confirm a nomi- 
nee. Under their proposal, it would still 
require 60 votes. 

Under my proposal as I first laid out 
in this body in 1995, I said: You know, 
sure, OK, on the first vote after you 
have the cloture motion filed, the first 
vote would require 60 votes. 

If they didn’t have 60 votes, they 
would have to wait 3 days, file another 
cloture motion, and then they would 
need 57 votes. If they didn’t get 57 
votes, they would have to file another 
cloture motion, wait 3 days, and they 
would need 54 votes. If they didn’t get 
that, they would file another cloture 
motion, wait 3 days, and they would 
need 51 votes. 

Under this proposal I have worked 
out with other groups and other people 
over the last almost 20 years, the fact 
is the filibuster could be used for what 
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it was intended—slow things down. I 
believe the Senate ought to be a place 
where we slow things down. It should 
not be a place where just a few Sen- 
ators can kill a bill. This should be a 
place where the filibuster is used not to 
slow things down but is actually used 
to kill a bill. 

What I have proposed would be a pe- 
riod of time—actually up to about 16 
days—where someone could slow a bill 
down, but eventually the majority 
would be able to act. I mean, what a 
revolutionary idea. The majority 
should be able to prevail. Think about 
our own elections. I guess maybe it 
could be extended further to say it is 
not enough to get 51 percent, or the 
majority of votes, we have to get 60; if 
they don’t get that, they don’t take of- 
fice. What a revolutionary idea that 
somehow the majority should be able 
to move legislation. 

I also agree there should be the 
rights of the minority to debate, dis- 
cuss, and amend legislation. Again, the 
majority, after ample debate and delib- 
eration, should have the power to gov- 
ern, to enact the agenda the voters 
voted for, and to be held accountable at 
the ballot box. I guess I fundamentally 
believe in democracy. Maybe that is a 
failing on my part. I fundamentally be- 
lieve the majority should rule, with re- 
spect for rights of the minority. 

As I have noted, a revolution has al- 
ready occurred in the Senate in recent 
years. Never before in the history of 
this Senate was it accepted that a 60- 
vote threshold was required for every- 
thing. This did not occur as a constitu- 
tional amendment or through any 
great public debate. Rather, this oc- 
curred because of the abuse of the fili- 
buster. The minority party has as- 
sumed for itself absolute and virtually 
unchecked veto power over all legisla- 
tion; over any executive branch nomi- 
nee, no matter how insignificant the 
position; over all judges, no matter 
how uncontroversial. 

In other words, because of the fili- 
buster, even when a party has been re- 
soundingly repudiated at the polls, 
that party retains the power to prevent 
the majority from governing and car- 
rying out the agenda the public elected 
it to implement. In this regard, over 
380 filibusters is not some cold sta- 
tistic. Each filibuster represents a mi- 
nority of Senators—sometimes a mere 
handful—who are preventing the ma- 
jority of the people’s representatives 
from governing. 

As one example, Republicans repeat- 
edly filibustered a motion to proceed 
to legislation that would require more 
disclosure of campaign donations. The 
DISCLOSE Act is what it was called. A 
substantial majority of Senators sup- 
ported the bill. Polling showed that 80 
percent of the public believed the Su- 
preme Court’s decision in Citizens 
United was wrong, that we needed to 
know more disclosure of campaign con- 
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tributions. Yet a small minority of 
Senators was able to prevent the bill 
from even being debated on the floor of 
the Senate, let alone receiving an up- 
or-down vote. That is just one example. 

In the last two Congresses, consider 
some of the measures blocked by the 
minority, measures that received ma- 
jority support on a cloture vote: the 
DREAM Act, Bring Jobs Home Act, 
Small Business Jobs and Tax Relief 
Act, Paying a Fair Share Act of 2012, 
Repeal Big Oil Tax Subsidies Act, 
Teachers and First Responders Back to 
Work Act, American Jobs Act of 2011, 
Public Safety Employer-Employee Co- 
operation Act, Paycheck Fairness Act, 
Creating American Jobs and Ending 
Offshoring Act. 

Again, it is not that the bills were 
filibustered. The right to even debate 
these bills and vote on them was fili- 
bustered. It is one thing if we are on 
the bill and have a filibuster. No, we 
could not even debate them even 
though a majority of Senators voted 
for cloture. Not 60 votes but a major- 
ity. So the majority was thwarted from 
the ability to even bring these up and 
debate them or even letting people 
offer amendments. 

It used to be that if a Senator op- 
posed a bill, he or she would engage in 
a spirited debate, try to change peo- 
ple’s minds, attempt to persuade the 
public, offer amendments, vote no, and 
then try to hold Members who voted 
yes accountable at the ballot box. Isn’t 
that what it is about? In contrast, 
today—and to quote former Republican 
Senator Charles McC. Mathias in 1994: 

The filibuster has become an epidemic, 
used whenever a coalition can find 41 votes 
to oppose legislation. The distinction be- 
tween voting against legislation and block- 
ing a vote, between opposing and obstruct- 
ing, has nearly disappeared. 

When Senator McC. Mathias spoke 
and described it as an epidemic, in that 
Congress there were 80 motions to end 
filibusters. That is a number which 
pales in comparison to today, when we 
have had 380 motions to end the fili- 
buster. To grind this body to a halt, all 
the minority party has to do is resort 
to the filibuster of a motion to proceed. 

Under the critical jobs legislation, 
all the minority party had to do was 
block the motion to proceed and then 
they turn around and blame the major- 
ity for failing to address the jobs crisis. 
We had jobs bills; we could not get 
them up. We had jobs bills, but then 
they blamed us for failing to address 
the jobs crisis. It is no surprise that 
Americans are fed up with the broken 
government. As that list of blocked 
bills demonstrates, the anger is fully 
justified. In too many critical areas 
what people see is a dysfunctional Con- 
gress that is unable to respond collec- 
tively to the urgent challenges we face. 

As the Des Moines Register recently 
noted: 

One message candidates heard from voters 
this election was contempt for partisan grid- 
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lock in Congress. One of the biggest obsta- 
cles to congressional action is the profusion 
of filibusters in the Senate. 


It is no surprise that editorials 
throughout the country have recog- 
nized that the use of the filibuster 
must be changed. 

USA Today has noted that the ‘‘fili- 
buster has become destructively rou- 
tine.” 

The Roanoke Times noted that ‘‘fili- 
buster reform alone will not fix every- 
thing that is wrong with Washington, 
but it would remove one of the chief 
impediments to governing.” 

The Minnesota Star Tribune stated: 


Most Americans live under the impression 
that representative democracy’s basic pre- 
cept is majority rule. Sadly, that’s no longer 
the case in the U.S. Senate, where the mi- 
nority party has so abused the filibuster that 
it (the minority) now controls the action—or 
more accurately, the inaction. This perverts 
the will of the voters and should not be al- 
lowed to stand. 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the copies of these editorials, 
and others from around the country, in 
support of filibuster reform be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the StarTribune, Dec. 25, 2012] 

FILIBUSTER IN NEED OF MAJOR OVERHAUL 

(By Editorial Board) 


Most Americans live under the impression 
that representative democracy’s basic pre- 
cept is majority rule. Sadly, that’s no longer 
the case in the U.S. Senate, where the mi- 
nority party has so abused the filibuster that 
it (the minority) now controls the action—or 
more accurately, the Inaction. 

This perverts the will of the voters and 
should not be allowed to stand. As its first 
order of business next month, the new Sen- 
ate should reform the filibuster rules in a 
way that restores fairness to the majority, 
preserves reasonable rights for the minority 
and keeps faith with the intent of the Con- 
stitution and the voting public. Democrats 
Jeff Merkley of Oregon and Tom Harkin of 
Iowa have solid proposals for their fellow 
senators to consider. What they should not 
consider is keeping the filibuster rules the 
way they are. 

Let’s be clear. This is not a partisan mat- 
ter. The abusers in this case happen to be 
Republicans. They have masterfully mount- 
ed hundreds of filibusters in recent years to 
frustrate the majority Democrats and, in the 
process, have remade their leader, Mitch 
McConnell, into the Senate’s de facto major- 
ity leader. But Democrats could—and prob- 
ably would—stoop to the same depths the 
next time they’re relegated to minority sta- 
tus. 

As an idea, the filibuster has merit, and 
when used more sparingly in the past, it has 
won support from this page. Not rushing to 
judgment is a main function of the Senate, 
which was intended as a deliberative body. 
Extending debate also protects important 
rights for minority views. But the minority’s 
clear abuse of those rights has gone beyond 
reason. 

Here’s the problem. On nearly every major 
bill, rather than accept a loss by a simple 
majority, the minority party launches a fili- 
buster—a procedure that pushes the bill into 
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a limbo of theoretically endless ‘‘debate’’ un- 
less a supermajority of 60 votes can be 
rounded up to stop it. Getting 60 senators to 
agree on anything is nearly impossible. So 
the wheels of government grind to a halt. 
It’s a perfect tactic for the minority, because 
the public tends to blame the majority for 
ineffectual leadership. 

But it’s worse than that. To mount and 
maintain a filibuster takes no real effort or 
conviction. The minority party never has to 
stand up on the Senate floor to defend its po- 
sition. There is no real debate, no real delib- 
eration on the nation’s important business, 
or on the scores of judges and other federal 
officials whose nominations the Senate must 
confirm. 

Not since 1970, when ‘‘silent filibusters’’ 
were adopted, have senators had to hold the 
floor in the manner made famous by the film 
“Mr. Smith Goes to Washington” (1939) or 
the endless tag-team ordeals that Strom 
Thurmond and other southern senators em- 
ployed against civil-rights legislation in the 
1960s. 

Even In those bygone days, senators re- 
served filibusters for extraordinary mo- 
ments. But now they are routine. In his six 
years aS majority leader, Harry Reid has 
faced 380 filibusters. Lyndon Johnson, in his 
six years as majority leader (1955-1961), dealt 
with one. 

“Tf you had a child acting like this, you’d 
worry about him,” former Vice President 
Walter Mondale told a University of Min- 
nesota audience last week. As a senator, 
Mondale led efforts to reform the filibuster 
in 1975, but clearly his changes weren’t 
enough to halt the abuse. 

Merkley’s proposal would bring back the 
traditional ‘‘talking filibuster.’’ If more than 
half of senators voted to end debate, but not 
the 60 votes required, then senators would 
have to hold the floor with talking mara- 
thons. 

Harkin offers a ‘‘sliding filibuster.” If the 
60-vote threshold to halt a filibuster isn’t 
met, a 57-vote threshold kicks in three days 
later, then a 54-vote threshold three days 
after that. Finally, after nine days, the bill 
could pass by a simple majority. 

A third option is to get rid of the filibuster 
altogether. A pending lawsuit from Common 
Cause proposes just that, arguing that re- 
quiring a supermajority is unlawful except 
on treaties and other Matters enumerated in 
the Constitution. 

As currently practiced, the filibuster is a 
cynical affront to voters and to the precepts 
of representative democracy. It does not ex- 
tend debate in a meaningful way. It does not 
make the Senates deliberative body. It does 
more harm than good. It should be reformed 
at the earliest possible moment 
[From the Des Moines Register, Dec. 6, 2012] 

TIME HAS COME To END SENATE LOGJAM 
(By The Register’s Editorial Staff) 

One message candidates heard from voters 
this election was contempt for partisan grid- 
lock in Congress. One of the biggest obsta- 
cles to congressional action is the profusion 
of filibusters in the Senate. 

Now is the time to reform Senate rules to 
break that legislative logjam. 

It’s a longstanding tradition for senators 
to block legislation by merely talking it to 
death, known as a filibuster. Though by defi- 
nition a filibuster means literally obstruct- 
ing Senate procedures by continuous speech 
by members on the floor, a senator can have 
the same effect these days by simply threat- 
ening to filibuster. That is increasingly com- 
mon. 
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The only way to stop a filibuster, accord- 
ing to the Senate’s rules, is by a “cloture” 
vote, which requires the support of three- 
fifths of the body, or 60 senators. The upshot 
is a minority of senators can block the will 
of the majority. 

In the past six years alone, 385 cloture mo- 
tions have been filed in the Senate calling 
for votes to end filibusters. That is more 
than all of such motions filed in the 70-year 
period after the cloture-vote rule was cre- 
ated, according to a report by the Brennan 
Center for Justice. This has become so com- 
mon that it is assumed a 60 percent super- 
majority is required for all votes. 

That was not the intent of the framers, 
however. The Constitution requires a super- 
majority vote for a limited number of issues, 
which means only a majority is necessary on 
all others. 

Still, the filibuster is deeply rooted in Sen- 
ate tradition. The Senate cherishes the right 
of any senator to be fully heard. Thus, the 
rules say no senator ‘‘shall interrupt another 
senator in debate without his consent.” In 
other words, one senator can hold the floor 
as long as he or she has the capacity to 
speak. 

Originally one had to actually talk con- 
tinuously to prevent a bill coming to a vote, 
which Southerners did to great effect to 
block civil rights laws in the 1950s. Indeed, 
the late Sen. Strom Thurmond of South 
Carolina still holds the record for talking 24 
hours and 18 minutes in August 1957. The 
previous record holder was Louisiana Sen. 
Huey Long who would read aloud recipes, in- 
structions on how to fry oysters and the oc- 
casional ‘‘rambling discourse on the subject 
of ‘potlilkker’,’’ according to one account. 

The Senate has sought to curb the fili- 
buster before. In 1917, the rules were changed 
to provide for a way to end a filibuster if 
two-thirds of the body is in favor, or 67 votes. 
The threshold was lowered to three-fifths, 60 
votes, in 1975. 

Some argue that changing the rules would 
destroy the Senate, but the party making 
that case is usually in the minority and is 
using the filibuster to frustrate the major- 
ity. Both parties are guilty of abusing the 
rules to make it next to impossible for the 
Senate to perform its duty, which is to act 
on legislation. Both parties should agree on 
a compromise to reform the filibuster. 

The Senate should agree on a rule change 
that recognizes the Senate’s respect for hear- 
ing the views of the minority and to preserve 
the Senate’s role in slowing reckless pro- 
posals from the House for more thoughtful 
consideration. 

But it should not preserve the status quo, 
which means that nothing gets done in the 
Senate, and by extension nothing gets done 
in Congress. That is neither the intent of the 
Constitution or of the American people. 

[From the Los Angeles Times, Dec. 12, 2012] 

Go NUCLEAR ON THE FILIBUSTER 
(Editorial) 

Harry Reid offers a plan to curb a tactic 
that has created gridlock in Congress. It’s a 
good start. 

Nothing exposes partisan hypocrisy quite 
like the filibuster, that irksome parliamen- 
tary rule that allows a minority of U.S. sen- 
ators to block legislation, judicial appoint- 
ments and other business by requiring a 60- 
vote majority to proceed to a vote. Almost 
invariably, the party in power considers the 
filibuster to be an enemy of progress that 
must be squashed, while the minority fights 
to preserve it at all cost. That the same 
players often find themselves arguing from 
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opposite sides depending on whether they 
control the Senate or are in the minority 
hardly seems to trouble most lawmakers. 

So comes now Senate Majority Leader 
Harry Reid (D-Nev.) with a campaign to 
alter the filibuster rule using the so-called 
nuclear option, which if invoked on the open- 
ing day of the new legislative session would 
allow senators to change the rules by major- 
ity vote. Republicans are appalled that he 
would consider such a ploy, even though 
they floated the same proposal when they 
held the majority in 2005. Back then, reform 
was blocked when a Gang of 14 senators led 
negotiations that kept the filibuster largely 
intact, and top Senate Republicans are re- 
portedly reaching out to their Democratic 
counterparts in an effort to repeat that ‘‘suc- 
cess.” We hope they fail. 

For the record, we were rooting for the Re- 
publicans to go nuclear in 2005, and we feel 
the same way with Democrats in control. 
This is not a venerable rule created by the 
Founding Fathers to protect against the tyr- 
anny of the majority, but a procedural ni- 
cety that has been altered many times 
throughout history. In its current incarna- 
tion, it goes much too far and has produced 
gridlock in Congress. 

Reid reportedly aims to return to the era 
of the “talking filibuster,” when senators 
who wanted to hold up a bill had to stand up 
and debate it ceaselessly, day and night. 
This doesn’t go quite far enough; Reid should 
also place limits on the number of opportuni- 
ties for senators to mount filibusters, and 
put the burden on minority opponents by 
forcing them to come up with 40 votes to sus- 
tain a filibuster, rather than requiring the 
majority to drum up 60 votes to end it. None- 
theless, Reid’s plan is a nice start, requiring 
those who want to hold up legislation to do 
so publicly and to use their oratorical skills 
to explain why such a move is justified. 

Even many Democrats realize that some- 
day they’ll be in the minority, and fret that 
a future Republican-dominated chamber will 
use Reid’s precedent to put even stricter lim- 
its on filibusters. But that’s no reason not to 
approve Reid’s proposal. If some future Sen- 
ate majority wants to go thermonuclear, 
that’s a debate for another day. 


[From the Baltimore Sun, Dec. 11, 2012] 
ENDING FILIBUSTER ABUSE 

Our view: In a matter of weeks, incoming 
Senators can strike a blow for democracy 
and approve badly needed reforms to the 
chamber’s dysfunctional filibuster rule. 

The announcement last week that South 
Carolina’s Jim DeMint is leaving his Senate 
seat to run the Heritage Foundation caused 
some in Washington to wishfully think that 
perhaps the move might usher in a more con- 
genial, if not cooperative, outlook in the 
U.S. Senate. But while Mr. DeMint set the 
gold standard for ideological purity (de- 
nouncing his own party’s candidates from 
time to time when they failed to measure up 
to his tea party, ultraconservative view- 
point), there are still plenty in the GOP with 
the flexibility of a ramrod. 

The Senate’s legislative logjam was well- 
documented long before the ‘‘fiscal cliff” ap- 
proached. Democrats may hold a majority— 
and will even enjoy a slightly larger one next 
year courtesy of the nation’s voters—but the 
filibuster has become so abused that it’s sim- 
ply become a given in the chamber that pass- 
ing legislation of any substance requires a 
60-vote super-majority. That’s the minimum 
required to invoke cloture and prevent or 
curtail a filibuster. Even getting a presi- 
dential nominee approved has become mad- 
deningly difficult, no matter how qualified 
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or uncontroversial the prospective judge or 
appointee may be. 


[From Cleveland.com, Nov. 27, 2012] 
GET THE SENATE OUT OF ITS OWN WAY 
(By the Plain Dealer Editorial Board) 


The founders clearly intended the U.S. 
Senate—with its six-year terms, its guar- 
antee of equal representation for every state 
and, initially, the indirect election of its 
membership—to be a brake on the presum- 
ably more populist House of Representatives. 
There is no evidence the Constitution’s ar- 
chitects envisioned it as a place where legis- 
lation goes to die. 

And yet that’s what it has become. 

According to the Brennan Center for Jus- 
tice at the New York University School of 
Law, the Senate has passed a record-low 2.8 
percent of bills introduced during the cur- 
rent 112th Congress. Judicial nominations 
have languished on average for more than six 
months. 

That inaction can be tied to the increased 
use of filibusters—or even the threat of 
them—a tactic that, operationally, means it 
takes a supermajority of 60 votes to pass 
anything. 

That’s not only anti-democratic—a point 
made in the Federalist Papers by Alexander 
Hamilton and James Madison—it also is em- 
barrassing. The Senate has simply stopped 
making decisions on critical issues. Each 
parties uses procedural tactics to frustrate 
the other, and as a result, the work of the 
American people isn’t getting done. 

Now some junior Democrats want to vote 
on changing the Senate’s rules when the 
113th Congress opens in January, and Major- 
ity Leader Harry Reid says they’ll get that 
vote. The suggested changes make sense: No 
more blocking motions to bring a bill to the 
floor or convene conference committees. And 
a requirement that senators who wish to fili- 
buster a bill once again stand and talk for 
hours on end to block its consideration. We’d 
add an idea from the nonpartisan No Labels 
group: a 90-day deadline for confirmation 
votes. 

Republicans who favored similar reforms 
when Democrats used the rules to frustrate 
their majority during the Bush years now 
complain that Reid would destroy the Sen- 
ate’s culture if he rams through changes by 
a majority vote—and some veteran Demo- 
crats, who recall being in the minority, 
agree. There must be a way for Senate to re- 
solve this impasse in a way that respects mi- 
nority views, yet allows real work to pro- 
ceed. 


[From the Columbian, Dec. 18, 2012] 


Many changes will be required for Congress 
to overcome its current soul-crushing and 
will-sapping partisan divide. But even the 
longest journey begins with a single step, 
which is why the Senate should enact two 
quick and easy reforms when the 113th Con- 
gress convenes in January. 

No, this has nothing to do with the so- 
called ‘‘fiscal cliff,” which is a crisis that for 
now is wholly owned by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. But it is a reminder that there 
are pressing issues in addition to the na- 
tion’s financial crisis. Among them is the 
fact that there is gridlock in the Senate. 
Yes, the austere, august Senate, originally 
designed as a refuge of nobility and decorum, 
is no more noble than the sandbox fight that 
is the House. 

During the past six years, Republicans 
used the parliamentary procedure known as 
a filibuster almost 400 times to waylay legis- 
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lation. That is about twice as often as the 
procedure was used during the previous six 
years, and it included the filibustering of 
simple procedural motions. All of this sug- 
gests the Republicans have been more inter- 
ested in obstructionism than productivity, 
and we would hope for a little less paralysis 
and a lot more action from the next Senate. 

To be sure, the filibuster is a necessary and 
often-productive method for preventing tyr- 
anny of the majority. The party that is not 
in power must have some means to prevent 
being bulldozed by an overzealous ruling 
party that wishes to limit debate. But the 
modern filibuster isn’t the filibuster they 
taught about in your grandfather’s high 
school Civics class. 

The traditional filibuster evokes images of 
a courageous legislator righteously standing 
up for his or her beliefs, speaking for hours 
on the Senate floor and resorting to reading 
the phone book if necessary to prevent a bill 
from coming to a vote. Yet the modern fili- 
buster consists of little more than a notifica- 
tion that a filibuster is in effect—and that 
notification can be delivered anonymously. 
The filibuster then prevents a vote and effec- 
tively kills legislation unless a cloture vote 
can be passed to end the ‘‘debate.’’ This es- 
sentially means that 60 votes are required to 
pass any legislation out of the Senate, pro- 
viding the minority party with more power 
than voters have willed to them. 

That brings us to our proposals: 

Restore the rule requiring actual floor de- 
bate to sustain a filibuster. Not only would 
this force senators to act on their convic- 
tions rather than their partisan predi- 
lections, but in a world of 24/7 media cov- 
erage it would allow voters to see exactly 
who is holding up legislation and to consider 
why they are doing so. If a senator wishes to 
read recipes in order to prevent a vote on the 
Paycheck Fairness Act, so be it. But let the 
country watch. 

Prohibit anonymous filibusters. If a sen- 
ator wishes to prevent a vote on the Dream 
Act, fine. But he or she should own it, for the 
whole world to see. The trick is that any pro- 
cedural changes governing Senate business 
can be passed by a simple majority—if the 
change is made on the first day of a new ses- 
sion. The 118th Congress will convene on 
Jan. 3, 2013, and we urge the new Senate to 
show that it is interested in a new way of 
doing business—one that actually welcomes 
debate and accountability rather than allow- 
ing legislators to silently and anonymously 
block the people’s business. 

We should expect nothing less from those 
we send to Washington. 

[From the San Bernardino County Sun, 
Dec. 7, 2012] 
BACK TO THE FUTURE ON FILIBUSTER REFORM 
(By the San Jose Mercury News) 

The Senate needs to go back to the future 
on filibuster reform. Senators should have to 
stand their ground and raise their voices on 
the Senate floor, around the clock if nec- 
essary, a la Jimmy Stewart in ‘‘Mr. Smith 
Goes to Washington,” to keep legislation 
from coming to a vote. 

Back in the day, a minority senator had to 
have strong personal convictions against leg- 
islation to undertake the onerous, sleep-de- 
priving filibuster, talking and talking and 
talking to block action. Today, a senator, or 
a group of senators, can merely threaten a 
filibuster, and suddenly the legislation re- 
quires a 60-vote supermajority to move for- 
ward to a vote. It’s outrageous. Senate Ma- 
jority Leader Harry Reid wants to change 
the rules, and President Obama should be 
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helping to persuade the handful of Demo- 
cratic senators who are on the fence. 

California Sen. Dianne Feinstein is one of 
them. She told the publication The Hill that 
she thinks it would be a mistake to use the 
Senate’s power to change the filibuster rules, 
but she said, ‘‘I’ll listen to arguments.” 

Senate Republicans’ record should be argu- 
ment enough. And if the parties’ control of 
the Senate were reversed, that would be just 
as wrong. 

Not one filibuster was recorded in the Sen- 
ate until 1841. The average in the decade of 
the Reagan and Carter years was about 20 
per year. Senate Republicans used the fili- 
buster a record 112 times in 2012 and have 
used it 360 times since 2007. 

They have stopped legislation that has 
widespread public support. GOP senators 
blocked a major military spending bill, a 
badly needed veterans’ jobs bill and the 
Dream Act, all of which would have passed 
with a majority. They stifled the Disclose 
Act, which would require greater trans- 
parency in campaign advertising. In a par- 
ticularly craven abuse of the system, they 
have halted the nominations of nearly two 
dozen judicial appointments, causing back- 
logs in courts that delay justice for people 
and businesses across the country. 

Some Democrats fear that Republicans 
will win control of the body in 2014, when 20 
Senate Democrats will have to defend their 
seats, and they’ll want the power minority 
Republicans have now. But then Republicans 
could change the rules. 

In “Mr. Smith,” an idealistic Jimmy Stew- 
art used the filibuster in an admirable way. 
But it has an ugly history, often as a last- 
ditch attempt to stop overdue change. In 
1957, Sen. Strom Thurmond spoke for a 
record 24 hours and 18 minutes against the 
Civil Rights Act, which he labeled unconsti- 
tutional and ‘‘cruel and unusual punish- 
ment.” 

The Senate is supposed to debate the great 
issues of the day, not stop them from being 
debated. Senators should change the rules 
and get back to work. 


[From the Contra Costa Times, Dec. 3, 2012] 
FILIBUSTER RULES MUST CHANGE AND 
LAWMAKERS NEED TO GET BACK TO WORK 
(Contra Costa Times editorial) 

The Senate needs to go back to the future 
on filibuster reform. Senators should have to 
stand their ground and raise their voices on 
the Senate floor, around the clock if nec- 
essary, a la Jimmy Stewart in “Mr. Smith 
Goes to Washington,” to keep legislation 
from coming to a vote. 

Back in the day, a minority senator had to 
have strong personal convictions against leg- 
islation to undertake the onerous, sleep-de- 
priving filibuster, talking and talking and 
talking to block action. Today, a senator, or 
a group of senators, can merely threaten a 
filibuster, and suddenly the legislation re- 
quires a 60-vote supermajority to move for- 
ward to a vote. It’s outrageous. Senate Ma- 
jority Leader Harry Reid wants to change 
the rules, and President Obama should be 
helping to persuade the handful of Demo- 
cratic senators who are on the fence. 

California Sen. Dianne Feinstein is one of 
them. She told the publication The Hill that 
she thinks it would be a mistake to use the 
Senate’s power to change the filibuster rules, 
but she said, ‘‘I’ll listen to arguments.” 

Senate Republicans” record should be ar- 
gument enough. And if the parties’ control of 
the Senate were reversed, that would be just 
as wrong. 

Not one filibuster was recorded in the Sen- 
ate until 1841. The average in the decade of 
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the Reagan and Carter years was about 20 
per year. Senate Republicans used the fili- 
buster a record 112 times in 2012, and have 
used it 360 times since 2007. 

They have stopped legislation that has 
widespread public support. GOP senators 
blocked a major military spending bill, a 
badly needed veterans’ jobs bill and the 
Dream Act, all of which would have passed 
with a majority. They stifled the Disclose 
Act, which would require greater trans- 
parency in campaign advertising. In a par- 
ticularly craven abuse of the system, they 
have halted the nominations of nearly two 
dozen judicial appointments, causing back- 
logs in courts that delay justice for people 
and businesses across the country. 

Some Democrats fear that Republicans 
will win control of the body in 2014, when 20 
Senate Democrats will have to defend their 
seats, and they’ll want the power minority 
Republicans have now. But then Republicans 
could change the rules. 

In “Mr. Smith,” an idealistic Jimmy Stew- 
art used the filibuster in an admirable way. 
But it has an ugly history, often as a last- 
ditch attempt to stop overdue change. In 
1957, Sen. Strom Thurmond spoke for a 
record 24 hours and 18 minutes against the 
Civil Rights Act, which he labeled unconsti- 
tutional and ‘‘cruel and unusual punish- 
ment.” 

The Senate is supposed to debate the great 
issues of the day, not stop them from being 
debated. Senators should change the rules 
and get back to work. 

Mr. HARKIN. At issue in this debate 
is a principle at the heart of our rep- 
resentative democracy. This is from 
Alexander Hamilton in Federalist 
Paper No. 22: 

The fundamental maxim of republican gov- 
ernment . . . requires that the sense of the 
majority should prevail. 

The Framers, to be sure, put in place 
important checks to temper pure ma- 
jority rule. For example, the Bill of 
Rights protects fundamental rights and 
liberties. Moreover, the Framers im- 
posed structural requirements. For ex- 
ample, to become a law, a bill must 
pass both Houses of Congress and then 
it is subject to the President’s veto 
power, and then, of course, there are 
always the courts and the Supreme 
Court to rule on the constitutionality 
of legislation. 

The Senate itself was a check on pure 
majority rule. As James Madison said: 

The use of the Senate is to consist in its 
proceeding with more coolness, with more 
system, and with more wisdom, than the 
popular branch. 

Meaning the House of Representa- 
tives. 

To achieve this purpose, citizens 
from the smallest States have the same 
number of Senators as citizens from 
the largest States, which I commented 
on earlier. Further, Senators are elect- 
ed every 6 years, not every 2 years. 
These provisions in the Constitution 
are ample to protect minority rights 
and to restrain pure majority rule. 

What is not necessary and what was 
never intended is an extraconstitu- 
tional empowerment of the minority 
through a de facto requirement that a 
supermajority of Senators be needed to 
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even consider a bill or nominee, let 
alone to enact a measure or confirm an 
individual for office. 

As I said earlier, the Constitution 
was expressly framed and ratified to 
correct the glaring defects of the Arti- 
cles of Confederation. The Articles of 
Confederation required a two-thirds 
supermajority to pass any law and a 
unanimous consent of all States to rat- 
ify any amendment. Well, we know 
that the experience under the Articles 
of Confederation was a dismal failure, 
one that crippled the national govern- 
ment. The Framers were determined to 
remedy those defects under our new 
Constitution. 

It is not surprising that the Founders 
specifically rejected the idea that more 
than a majority would be needed for 
most decisions. In fact, the Framers 
were crystal clear about when a super- 
majority is needed—five times. It is 
spelled out clearly in the Constitution: 
ratification of a treaty, the override of 
a veto, votes of impeachment, passage 
of a constitutional amendment, and 
the expulsion of a Member. It is ex- 
pressly pointed out in the Constitu- 
tion. 

It should be clear, especially to those 
who worship at the shrine of ‘‘original 
intent,” that if the Framers wanted a 
supermajority for moving legislation 
or confirming a nominee, they would 
have done so. They would have written 
it in there. Not only did they not do so, 
until 1806 the Senate had a rule that al- 
lowed for a motion for the previous 
question. That goes back to the British 
Parliament. It permitted a majority to 
stop debate and bring up an immediate 
vote. 

It was Vice President Aaron Burr, as 
he was leaving the Senate and they 
were reforming the rules, who said: 
You know, this is never used. We might 
as well do away with it because it is 
never used, anyway. So they did away 
with the motion for the previous ques- 
tion, but the point being that the first 
Congress in the first Senate enacted 
that. They had that motion for the pre- 
vious question. The Founders were 
very clear why a supermajority re- 
quirement was not included. As Ham- 
ilton explained, a supermajority re- 
quirement would mean that a small 
minority could ‘‘destroy the energy of 
government.”’ 

That is what Madison said. A super- 
majority would mean that a small mi- 
nority could ‘‘destroy the energy of 
government.’’ Government would, in 
Hamilton’s words, be subject to the 
“pleasure, caprice or artifices of an in- 
significant, turbulent or corrupt 
junta.” 

James Madison, as I said, said this: 

It would no longer be the majority that 
would rule, the power would be transferred 
to the minority. 

Federalist Paper No. 58. When James 
Madison—sort of the author of our 
Constitution—said, no, you cannot 
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have a supermajority; if you do that, 
then the minority would rule, the 
power would be transferred to the mi- 
nority—unfortunately, Madison’s 
warning has come true. In the Senate 
today—the United States Senate—the 
minority, not the majority, controls. 
In today’s Senate, American democ- 
racy is turned on its head. The minor- 
ity rules, the majority is blocked. The 
majority has responsibility and ac- 
countability, but the majority lacks 
the power to govern. The minority has 
the power but lacks accountability and 
responsibility. This means the minor- 
ity can block bills and prevent con- 
firmation of officials and then turn 
around and blame the majority for not 
solving the Nation’s problems. The mi- 
nority can block popular legislation 
and then accuse the majority of being 
ineffective. 

I firmly believe we need to restore 
the tradition of majority rule to the 
Senate. Elections, I believe, should 
have consequences. That is why I de- 
veloped my plan, as I said, almost 20 
years ago to amend the standing rules 
to permit a decreasing majority of Sen- 
ators over a period of days to invoke 
cloture on a given matter. I believe it 
is clear in the history of the Senate 
and of the Framers of the Constitution. 

There is the story, of course, that has 
been told many times. It may be a pop- 
ular story, I don’t know. Thomas Jef- 
ferson, of course, was not here for the 
drafting of the Constitution. He was in 
France. He came back home and looked 
at the Constitution. He was having 
breakfast with George Washington. As 
the story goes, Jefferson was upset 
about the Senate. He looked upon it as 
another House of Lords. So he asked 
Washington why he allowed such a 
thing to happen, that the Senate would 
be created. Washington supposedly said 
to him: Why did you pour your tea into 
the saucer? Jefferson said: To cool it 
down. Washington purportedly said: 
Just so. That is why we created the 
Senate, to cool things down, to slow 
down legislation, apart from that pop- 
ular body over there, so there could be 
a more sober second look at things. 
What Washington did not say, as far as 
I know, was that the Senate was cre- 
ated to be a trash can where legislation 
could be killed and stopped. The idea 
was to slow things down, to deliberate. 

Senator George Hoar noted in 1897 
the Framers designed the Senate to be 
a deliberative forum in which a ‘‘sober 
second thought of the people might 
find expression.” That is what the Sen- 
ate is supposed to be about. But at the 
end of ample debate and with the right 
of the minority to be able to offer 
amendments and have them voted on, 
the majority should be allowed to act 
with an up-or-down vote on legislation 
or on a nominee. In this way, we could 
restore this body to one where govern- 
ment can actually function and where 
we can actually legislate. 
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I think this plan also has another ad- 
vantage. Recently, the minority leader 
defended the abuse of the filibuster on 
the grounds that it forces the majority 
to compromise and to ‘‘resolve the 
great issues of the moment in the mid- 
dle.” I strongly disagree with the mi- 
nority leader. Right now, the fact is, 
because of the abuse of the filibuster, 
the minority has no incentive to com- 
promise. Why should they? They can 
stop it. They have the power to block 
legislation without even coming to the 
floor to explain themselves. In such a 
world, aS we have seen over the past 
few years, why would the minority 
come to the table to cut a deal? I 
showed my colleagues the list of all the 
legislation they have blocked the last 
couple years. There wasn’t any over- 
ture from the minority to compromise. 
They just said: We are going to kill it; 
the majority is not going to be able to 
bring it up. 

The DREAM Act, for example. What 
are those other bills on the chart? The 
DREAM Act, and the other ones listed 
we wanted to bring up. Here is the list 
again. The DREAM Act. Did the Re- 
publicans say we want to compromise? 
No, they just killed it. The Bring Jobs 
Home Act, just kill it. The Paycheck 
Fairness Act, just kill it. Creating 
American Jobs and Ending Offshoring 
Act, just kill it. There was no real at- 
tempt to compromise because they 
didn’t have to compromise. 

In contrast, under my proposal, 
where we would have 60 votes at the be- 
ginning and if we didn’t have 60 votes, 
we would file another cloture motion 
and wait 3 days, then we would have 
another vote. Then we would need 57 
votes. Then, if we didn’t get 57, we 
could file another cloture motion and 
then we would wait 3 days and need 54 
votes. If we didn’t get that, we would 
wait 3 more days, file another cloture 
motion and only need 51 votes. 

This would be a period of about 16 
days, plus 30 hours of debate, that 
would be allowed under my proposal. 
Here is why that would be a true com- 
promise. The minority wants the right 
to offer amendments to be heard on a 
bill. I understand that. They should 
have that right. The most important 
thing to the majority leader—whether 
Republican or Democrat, whoever the 
majority leader may be—the most im- 
portant thing for the majority leader is 
time on the floor. So someone files a 
bill, it is filibustered by the minority, 
they have a cloture vote, and let’s say 
there are only 53 votes for it. The mi- 
nority knows that at some point, this 
bill is going to come to the floor. We 
will get a vote on it. The majority 
leader knows that will happen, but it is 
going to chew up a couple weeks’ time. 
The most important thing to the ma- 
jority leader is time, so the majority 
leader would like to collapse that time. 
The minority leader would like to have 
the right to offer amendments, and 
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therein is the compromise. The minor- 
ity leader comes and says: If we can 
offer these amendments, we will col- 
lapse the time; if not, we will chew up 
a couple weeks’ time. That provokes 
compromise. But when one side knows 
that with 41 votes they can absolutely 
trash can something, why should they 
compromise if they have the 41 votes? 

Again, I wish to emphasize another 
fact about my proposal. The Repub- 
licans have said the filibuster is nec- 
essary because Democrats increasingly 
employ procedural maneuvers to de- 
prive them of their right to offer 
amendments. I want my colleagues to 
know I am sympathetic to that argu- 
ment. That is why in the last Congress 
I included in my resolution the guaran- 
teed right to offer germane amend- 
ments; the inherent right of the minor- 
ity to offer those amendments. 

Unfortunately, of course, every Re- 
publican voted against my proposal, 
and that is because Republicans cur- 
rently want the best of both worlds: 
the right to offer nongermane amend- 
ments and the right to obstruct, and 
that doesn’t make sense. 

Again, no one should be fooled. The 
fact is the radicals who now hold sway 
in the Republican Party are not con- 
cerned with making the government or 
the Senate function better. That is be- 
cause the current use of the filibuster 
has nothing to do with ensuring minor- 
ity rights to debate and deliberate or 
the right to amend; otherwise, they 
could support either one of these pro- 
posals, either mine oor Senator 
MERKLEY’s or Senator UDALL’s. Nor 
have I ever heard one Republican come 
to the floor and unequivocally state 
that if the majority leader stopped fill- 
ing the amendment tree, they would 
routinely vote for cloture, even if they 
opposed the underlying bill. I have not 
heard one of them say that because the 
current use of the filibuster has noth- 
ing to do with minority rights. It has 
everything to do with obstruction, hi- 
jacking democracy, and a pure power 
grab designed to nullify elections in 
which the public has rejected the mi- 
nority’s ideas and placed them in the 
minority so the majority could act. 

The minority leader, I must say, has 
been frank about this approach to gov- 
erning. In a speech about the balanced 
budget amendment, he said the fol- 
lowing. Listen to this. This is our mi- 
nority leader: 

The time has come for a balanced budget 
amendment that forces Washington to bal- 
ance its books. The Constitution must be 
amended to keep the government in check. 
We have tried persuasion. We have tried ne- 
gotiations. We have tried elections. Nothing 
has worked. 

Think about that. In other words, 
when elections—when democracy 
doesn’t work, what does the minority 
leader want? The ability to undermine 
the majority from acting in the Sen- 
ate. Imagine that. We have tried elec- 
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tions and the elections didn’t go their 
way. They have tried elections. So if 
they can’t do that, then they have to 
do something else. It seems to me the 
ballot box ought to be determinative of 
what kind of government we have. 

Republicans have repeatedly filibus- 
tered motions to proceed. How can 
they offer amendments if we can’t even 
bring it up? They filibuster judicial 
nominees. Of course, nominations can’t 
be amended; again, belying the argu- 
ment that many Republicans use be- 
cause of filling the tree. There is no 
tree when it comes to nominations. 

I want to now emphasize something. 
I have been saying all along the Repub- 
licans and how they have been using 
the filibuster. I want to say unequivo- 
cally the Democrats don’t come to this 
with clean hands, I can tell my col- 
leagues. It has been both sides. It de- 
pends on who is in the majority and 
who is in the minority. That is all it 
depends on. As I said earlier when I 
first brought this up in the 1990s, I 
warned then of an escalating arms 
race. I have been in the Senate long 
enough to have five different changes 
in the Senate between majority and 
minority, and every single time the 
number of filibusters goes up—every 
time. Democrats say to Republicans: 
You filibustered 30 times last Congress. 
We are now in power; we will filibuster 
you 60 times. The Democrats get 
kicked out and the Republicans come 
back and they say: They did it 60 times 
and we will do it 100 times, on and on 
and on. 

It is akin to an arms race. So any 
time I use the word ‘‘Republican’’ ge- 
nerically, we can just substitute mi- 
nority. I don’t care what minority, 
Democrats or Republicans. It doesn’t 
make any difference. The minority in 
the Senate should not have the abso- 
lute power to trash can something. It 
should have the power to slow things 
down, to debate, to amend, to delib- 
erate, but eventually the majority—the 
people whom the people at the ballot 
box in this country have put in charge 
to govern—should at some point be al- 
lowed to govern. If I am in the minor- 
ity, all I want is the right to be able to 
debate, have my views heard, offer 
amendments. 

I might also say this: The right of 
the minority is not to win. The minor- 
ity doesn’t have the right to win, but it 
sure has the right to offer amendments 
and to be heard and to be able to try to 
sway people. I have been in the Senate 
when we have had amendments and, 
amazingly enough, we get some Repub- 
licans and some Democrats and it 
passes, even though some Democrats 
and some Republicans oppose it. That 
very rarely happens any longer. 

Again, I have been talking mostly 
about Republicans generically, and 
that is because they are in the minor- 
ity now. I said the same thing about 
Democrats when the Democrats were 
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in the minority. This is not a minority 
right. It is nothing less than a form of 
tyranny by the minority. Who said 
that? That was Senator Frist, the Re- 
publican leader, again, in November of 
2004, when he was in the majority and 
we were in the minority: ‘‘This fili- 
buster is nothing less than a formula 
for tyranny by the minority.” He was 
right. It just depends on who is in the 
minority and who is in the majority. 

That is why we have to make a 
change. It could be Democrats, it could 
be Republicans, it could be—even a bi- 
partisan coalition, if it is a minority, a 
small minority. 

As I said, I don’t think there is any- 
thing radical about what I have intro- 
duced. As I noted, the filibuster was 
not in the Constitution. It was rejected 
by the Founders. There is nothing sa- 
cred about requiring 60 votes to end de- 
bate. The Senate has adopted rules and 
laws that prevent the filibuster in nu- 
merous circumstances. Get that. This 
Senate has adopted rules that forbid 
the filibuster in certain cases. The 
budget cannot be filibustered, war pow- 
ers cannot be _ filibustered, inter- 
national trade acts—imagine that. 
International trade acts cannot be fili- 
bustered. Congressional Review Act, 
disapproval of regulations, cannot be 
filibustered. So if the filibuster is so 
sacred, why have we carved out excep- 
tions for international trade acts? 

Moreover, article I, section 5, clause 

2 of the Constitution, the rules of pro- 
ceedings clause, specifies: ‘Each House 
may determine the rules of its pro- 
ceedings.” Again, my resolution, far 
from being unprecedented, stands 
squarely within the tradition of updat- 
ing Senate rules as appropriate to fos- 
tering more effective and functioning 
legislation. For example, beginning in 
1917, the Senate passed four significant 
amendments to its standing rules, the 
latest in 1975, to narrow, to shape the 
filibuster. In 1979, Senator Robert Byrd 
made clear that the Constitution al- 
lows a majority of the Senate to 
change its rules. He said: 
[t]he Constitution, in Article I, section 5, 
specifies that each House may determine the 
rules of its proceedings. Now we are at the 
beginning of a Congress. 

Senator Byrd said: 

This Congress is not obliged to be bound by 
the dead hand of the past... It is my be- 
lief—which has been supported by rulings of 
Vice Presidents of both parties and by votes 
of the Senate in essence upholding the power 
and right of a majority of the Senate to 
change the rules of the Senate at the begin- 
ning of a new Congress. 

Senator Byrd: ‘‘This Congress is not 
obliged to be bound by the dead hand of 
the past.” He said that. “ ... power 
and right of a majority of the Senate 
to change the rules of the Senate at 
the beginning of a new Congress.” 

Again, this was also the opinion of 
the Republican Party. As I mentioned, 
in 2005 the Republican policy com- 
mittee, chaired by our former col- 
league Senator Kyl, stated: 
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The Senate has always had, and repeatedly 
has exercised, the constitutional power to 
change the Senate’s procedures through a 
majority vote. 

That is a statement from the Repub- 
lican policy committee in 2005. 

Those who say this is some kind of 
nuclear option, blow up the Senate, all 
these terms about nuclear options—no, 
it is not a nuclear option. As Senator 
Byrd said and as Senator Kyl said, 
“The Senate has always had, and re- 
peatedly has exercised, the constitu- 
tional power to change the Senate’s 
procedures through a majority vote.” 

There are those now—I must admit, 
some in my own party on this side of 
the aisle in the Senate—who say that 
in order to change the rules, we have to 
have a two-thirds vote. Now, why is 
that? Well, because some Senate in the 
past set down the rules. They said that 
in order to change these rules, you 
need a two-thirds vote. Are we bound 
by that dead hand of the past? Not at 
all. Not at all. Each new Congress— 
each time the Senate convenes after a 
new Congress forms—can by majority 
vote change its own rules. It is not a 
nuclear option at all. 

To be very clear, I opposed the Frist 
motion at that time in 2005, and I made 
it clear why—because they were at- 
tempting to change the rules in the 
middle of a Congress. 

While I believe the Congress has the 
power—I’m sorry, it was the Repub- 
lican policy committee. It is at the be- 
ginning of a Congress. 

Senator Byrd said: 

It is my belief—which has been supported 
by rulings of Vice Presidents of both parties 
and by votes of the Senate in essence uphold- 
ing the power and right of the majority of 
the Senate to change the rules of the Senate 
at the beginning of a new Congress. 

I mean, you can’t go changing rules 
every other week. How do you know 
what is going to happen? But at the be- 
ginning of a Congress every 2 years, the 
Senate has the right by a majority 
vote to set down the rules, and you op- 
erate by those rules for 2 years. What 
Senator Frist was trying to do was 
change it in the middle of the game. 
Well, if you go down that pathway, my 
goodness, the majority could change 
the rules next week and the week after, 
do it one time one week and one time 
the next. How would you ever know 
what the rules of the road were? The 
only reason I opposed the Frist motion 
at that time was because it was chang- 
ing it in the middle of a Congress. 

Here is a letter from numerous con- 
stitutional scholars, including Charles 
Fried, Solicitor General under Presi- 
dent Reagan, and Michael McConnell, a 
former Federal judge nominated by 
President George W. Bush. These schol- 
ars make clear that at the beginning of 
a new Congress, a majority of the Sen- 
ate can change its rules. Here is the 
letter, and it reads in part: 

Some, however, have sought to elevate the 
debate to constitutional dimensions by sug- 
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gesting that it is institutionally improper 
for a new Senate to alter the Senate’s rules 
by majority vote because the internal proce- 
dures adopted by prior Senates have required 
a two-third majority to allow a vote on a 
motion to alter the rules. 

With respect, such a concern confuses the 
power to change the Senate rules during a 
session with the unquestioned constitutional 
power of each incoming Senate to fix its own 
rules unencumbered by the decisions of past 
Senates. The standing two-thirds require- 
ment for altering the Senate’s rules is a sen- 
sible effort at preventing changes to the 
rules in the midst of a game. It cannot, how- 
ever, prevent the Senate, at the beginning of 
a new game, from adopting rules deemed 
necessary to permit the just, efficient and 
orderly operations of the 113th Senate... . 

This letter from Charles Fried, Solic- 
itor General under President Reagan, 
and Michael McConnell, a former Fed- 
eral judge nominated by President 
George W. Bush, states: 

We agree with the overwhelming consensus 
of the academic community that no pre- 
existing internal procedural rule can limit 
the constitutional authority of each new 
Senate to determine by majority vote its 
own rules of procedure. 

We agree with the overwhelming consensus 
of the academic community that no pre- 
existing internal procedural rule can limit 
the constitutional authority of each new 
Senate to determine by majority vote its 
own rules of procedure. 

That is very profound. So it is not 
just me as a Democrat. Here are two 
Republicans, very prominent Repub- 
licans, saying the same thing. 

The last significant rules change, I 
might point out, was in 1975, when the 
number of votes necessary for cloture 
was set at 60. There is only one Senator 
today—Senator LEAHY—who was in the 
Senate in 1975 to vote on that current 
version of rule XXII. No one else was 
here then. We have had how many dif- 
ferent Senates since that time, and yet 
that dead hand of the past continues to 
rule. 

Mr. President, I would like to empha- 
size that I firmly agree that amending 
the standing rules is necessary. Infor- 
mal agreements are insufficient to re- 
turn the Senate to functionality. We 
had this last time—sort of a handshake 
agreement to make the Senate a better 
institution through fewer filibusters, 
procedural delays, et cetera. Looking 
back over the last 2 years, I don’t 
think anyone would agree that this 
gentleman’s agreement was very effec- 
tive. 

The minority leader recently stated 
that the reforms being advocated by 
me and others are being done with the 
‘purpose of consolidating power and 
further marginalizing the minority 
voice.” Nothing—nothing—could be 
further from the truth. I want to be 
clear that the reforms I advocate are 
not about one party or one agenda 
gaining an unfair advantage. It is 
about the Senate as an institution op- 
erating more fairly, effectively, and 
democratically. Those of us who went 
to law school all remember that if you 
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come into the court of equity, you have 
to come in with clean hands. I hope 
that I have clean hands since I first of- 
fered this when I was in the minority. 
I was in the minority. 

Again, I would point out that it be- 
lies belief that sometime in the future, 
Democrats won’t be in the minority 
again. It is going to happen, and it 
should. No one party should rule here 
for long periods of time. We need to 
have that kind of change. But what we 
need is the ability of whoever is in the 
majority to be able to govern. That is 
what the people elected them to do. 

Well, the truth is that we do not 
function here. We do not function in 
the way we are supposed to under the 
Constitution—something both Demo- 
crats and Republicans should care 
about. What was never envisioned and 
what should not be allowed to continue 
is a system where bills are prevented 
from being debated or the idea that a 
small minority can block legislation or 
nominees without even coming to the 
floor to explain themselves. 

Finally, there is one other red her- 
ring that keeps coming up, and that is 
that somehow the reform I am pro- 
posing or any reform will somehow 
make the Senate like the House. I have 
heard that from Members from the 
other side of the aisle—oh, we will just 
become like the House of Representa- 
tives. 

I have to ask the question, since 
when did the Senate become defined by 
rule XXII, the cloture rule? Why does 
that define the Senate? It seems to me 
the Senate was designed in the Con- 
stitution where we have two Senators 
from every State, small and large; 
where we are reelected every 6 years, 
not every 2; where the Senate has cer- 
tain functions on treaties and on nomi- 
nations that the House of Representa- 
tives doesn’t have; and where the Con- 
stitution is very clear; there are five 
times where the Senate must have a 
supermajority to act. 

Again, I would point out that the 
Senate will, by its very nature—even 
under my proposed reform or even that 
of Mr. UDALL or Mr. MERKLEY—still op- 
erate based on unanimous consent, and 
each Senator will continue to under- 
stand that maintaining good relation- 
ships with all Senators, working hard 
to become experts in issues, and draft- 
ing legislation and amendments will 
remain the essence of what it means to 
be a Senator, not the ability to fili- 
buster. 

To those who say we have become 
more like the House, I say that is not 
going to happen. Well, it could. Sure it 
could. Some future Senate could wipe 
out all the rules—wipe out all the 
rules. Now, they couldn’t do away with 
the constitutional aspect. They 
couldn’t make us elected every 2 years, 
for example, but take away the func- 
tion of the Senate in terms of treaties, 
impeachments, and things like that, 
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sure. Any future Congress can change 
the rules. 

I think that because of the nature of 
the Senate, the way it is established, 
because of the way it is set in the Con- 
stitution—two from every State, not 
popularly elected every 2 years—that 
means Senators will have to work with 
one another. They will have to exhibit 
that kind of comity—c-o-m-i-t-y, not 
comedy—of recognizing that each Sen- 
ator should have the right to amend, to 
debate, to discuss the question, to offer 
amendments. 

Again, we were told that somehow 
the filibuster—this idea that the fili- 
buster somehow defines the Senate, 
again, until 1970 there was approxi- 
mately one filibuster per Congress. Did 
anyone ever suggest then that because 
there was not the rapid use of a fili- 
buster, the Senate was no different 
from the House? Was the Senate of 
Clay, Wagner, Vandenberg, Johnson, 
and Taft just another House of Rep- 
resentatives? Were the giants in the 
Senate who came before us—the Daniel 
Websters, the Henry Clays, the Robert 
Tafts, the Hubert Humphreys—were 
they any less a Senator because they 
were not defined by a de facto 60-vote 
supermajority requirement? 

I believe the Senate should embrace 
George Washington’s vision of this 
body, if that story is true about him 
and Jefferson and the saucer and the 
tea. The Senate was set up to slow 
things down to ensure proper debate 
and deliberation. That is what the 
Founders intended. That is what we 
have advocated and I advocate. We will 
not become the House. As one author 
has noted, however, the increasing use 
of the filibuster has converted the Sen- 
ate from the saucer George Washington 
intended into a deep freeze and a dead 
weight. 

At the heart of this debate is a cen- 
tral question: Do we believe in democ- 
racy? 

Republicans and, sadly, many of my 
colleagues in my own caucus repeat- 
edly warn about advancing these re- 
forms because Democrats will find 
themselves in the minority one day 
and we may want to stop something. 
Well, I am sorry, I don’t fear democ- 
racy. If the people of this country at 
the ballot box put the Republicans in 
charge of the Senate, the Republicans 
ought to have the right to govern. We 
should have the right to be able to 
offer amendments and debate and de- 
liberate, but we should not have the 
right to absolutely obstruct what the 
majority is doing. Issues of public pol- 
icy should be decided at the ballot box, 
not by the manipulation of archaic pro- 
cedural rules. 

The truth is that neither party 
should be afraid of majority rule, 
afraid of allowing a majority of the 
people’s representatives to work its 
will. After ample protections for mi- 
nority rights, the majority in the Sen- 
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ate, whether Democratic, Republican, 
or a bipartisan coalition, duly elected 
by the American people, should be al- 
lowed to carry out its agenda, to gov- 
ern, and to be held accountable at the 
ballot box. 

I wish to conclude by noting that it 
is often said—and it is true—that the 
power of a Senator comes not by what 
we can do but by what we can stop. 
That is true. The Senate is a body in 
which one individual Senator has an 
enormous amount of power to stop 
things. No one wants to give up that 
power. But I believe it is time for us 
Senators to take a look at ourselves. 
For the good of the Senate and, more 
importantly, for the good of the coun- 
try, we need to give up that power—not 
all of it but a little bit of it. I am will- 
ing to give it up. 

All Senators should have funda- 
mental confidence in democracy and 
the good sense of the American people. 
We must have confidence in our ability 
to make our case to the people and to 
prevail at the ballot box. We must not 
be afraid of democracy. I am not afraid 
of it. I, quite frankly, believe my ideas, 
my support of certain measures, is 
more widely supported by the Amer- 
ican people than my friends on the 
other side of the aisle. They believe 
just the opposite. That is good. That is 
the way we should operate here in 
grinding out legislation and then at 
the ballot box every 2 years. 

Healthy debate is about the direction 
of the country and which way we 
should go. We should have the con- 
fidence—the Republicans should have 
their own confidence and we should 
have our own confidence—in our abil- 
ity to make our case to the people and 
to prevail at the ballot box. I say: 
Don’t be afraid. Don’t be afraid of the 
American people and their inherent 
ability to make wise and just decisions. 
Things may go awry one time or an- 
other time, but in the great history of 
our country, the American people—as 
Winston Churchill once said: After we 
try everything else, we always do the 
right thing—the American people make 
the right decisions. Sometimes I may 
not agree with it, but then it is my 
business to go out and try to convince 
my constituents and others they made 
the wrong choice; that we should be 
going in a different direction. 

That is the essence of democracy, not 
the power of me, a Senator from Iowa, 
being able to stop what the majority 
wants to do; not me, just with a hand- 
ful of other people saying: I don’t care 
what they want to do; we can stop it, 
put it in the trash can. 

All I want is the right to debate, to 
discuss, to be able to offer amendments 
that are germane to the legislation. So, 
again, I am not afraid of living with 
these reforms, both as a member of the 
majority party and as a member of the 
minority party, which I am sure we 
will once again become at some point 
in the future. 
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So, Mr. President, as I have over the 
last, I guess it makes 17 years now, I 
come to the floor knowing that my 
proposal will not win. Well, it hasn’t 
thus far. And that is all right. A lot of 
times people say: Why do you offer it? 
You know you are going to lose. 

I offer it because I believe so deeply 
in this, and I believe sometimes you 
just have to stand for what you believe 
in, and you have to make your case as 
forcefully, as intelligently as possible. 
I hope I have done that both in my 
words and in my statement and in the 
past debates I have had on this Senate 
floor that occur about every 2 years 
when the Senate convenes. 

I don’t carry this beyond the first 
day of legislative business. I don’t 
think we should. If we set the rules 
down on the first day, after that I don’t 
think we should be changing the rules 
in the middle of the game. But we are 
still in the first legislative day, and I 
think now is the time to do this. 

Mr. President, before I yield the 
floor, I know our distinguished minor- 
ity and majority leaders have been 
working hard on some reforms on the 
filibuster. I am not privy to all of that. 
I don’t know exactly all the details of 
it, although it was discussed in our pol- 
icy caucus today. But I will say this 
about it—at least what I understand to 
be the essence of the reforms that our 
majority leader has worked so hard 
on—it is better than what we have 
right now. From what I understand— 
and I don’t Know all the details—it is a 
step in the right direction. 

I want to make it clear that I might 
vote for it—as soon as I find out ex- 
actly what it all is. I might vote for it 
because it is probably better than what 
we have right now. But I just want to 
be clear that my vote for that does not 
signify that I prefer that over doing 
away with this absolute 60-vote thresh- 
old because under the reformed rules 
that I understand are being promul- 
gated by the majority and minority 
leaders, we still have a 60-vote thresh- 
old on anything except for the motion 
to proceed. 

So on any amendment, any bill, we 
still have 60 votes. So a small group, a 
handful, can still put bills and amend- 
ments and everything else in the trash 
can. I just fundamentally disagree with 
that. So if I do vote for that—like I 
say, I probably will—it is because it 
looks like it might be better than what 
we have now. 

I know it is tough. I do not denigrate 
for one minute the effort and the work 
of the majority leader and the minor- 
ity leader in trying to reach these 
agreements. These are tough things. I 
just think we have to be more forth- 
right in constantly—every 2 years— 
going after this idea that somehow this 
dead hand of the past that says we need 
a two-thirds vote to change the rules 
and that somehow that controls us—it 
shouldn’t; it doesn’t control us—that 
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somehow we have to adhere to this 60- 
vote threshold forever. That shouldn’t 
control us. 

Every 2 years, according to the Con- 
stitution, according to Senator Byrd, 
according to constitutional scholars of 
both parties, we have the constitu- 
tional right at the beginning of a Con- 
gress to change our rules with a major- 
ity vote. That is what we ought to be 
about doing. 

So, Mr. President, I look forward to 
seeing the proposed rules reform the 
majority leader and minority leader 
have been working on. Again, I know it 
is tough to work these things out, but 
I think this body has to move ahead 
and do away with that dead hand of the 
past and provide for rules changes that 
allow us to function, that allow the 
majority to act, with the right of the 
minority to debate, to slow things 
down and to amend—but not the right 
to win. I have never said the minority 
has to have the right to win. But the 
minority ought to have the right to 
make their voices and their votes 
heard in this body. 

That is what my proposal would do. 
Again, as I said, I don’t expect it to 
win, but I want people to be able to ex- 
press themselves if they believe we 
should move in that direction, and I 
offer it in that vein. I know there are 
those who believe somehow that we 
have to abide by that two-thirds vote, 
by this dead hand of the past. I just 
don’t believe so. 

Mr. President, with that, I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
KING). The Senator from Maryland. 


—_—_ 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the period of 
morning business be extended until 6:30 
p.m. today, and that all provisions of 
the previous order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, first, let 
me compliment Senator HARKIN for his 
incredible leadership in bringing to the 
attention of this body something I 
think everyone understands; that is, 
with the procedures of the Senate and 
the way it is operating today, there is 
a problem. There is a very serious prob- 
lem. 

All one needs to do is to turn on C- 
SPAN to see the Senate in a quorum 
call for hours to know there is a better 
way for us to operate. All one has to do 
is to look at a week that goes by where 
there are very few recorded votes to 
know there is opportunity for debate 
and action that is being lost in the 
Senate. We can do better. The proce- 
dures we are following today, the way 
that is being honored by the Members 
of the Senate, we need to change the 
rules and procedures of the Senate. 


(Mr. 


615 


I want to thank the majority leader 
and the Republican leader for negoti- 
ating and getting together to under- 
stand the frustrations that are out 
there in both of our caucuses and to try 
to come up with reasonable changes in 
our rules. I see Senator MCCAIN is on 
the floor, and I acknowledge his leader- 
ship, along with that of Senator LEVIN. 
I was honored to work with that group, 
along with Senators PRYOR, SCHUMER, 
BARRASSO, ALEXANDER, and our former 
colleague, Senator Kyl. We sat for 
hours debating, and it was very edu- 
cational for me, Mr. President, because 
I listened to the concerns of my Repub- 
lican colleagues—and it was a lot dif- 
ferent than what I heard in the Demo- 
cratic caucus—and I think we both 
learned a lot from each other. 

But there was general agreement 
that there is a real problem in the op- 
eration of the Senate, and we have an 
obligation to take a look at our rules 
and see whether we can’t modify the 
rules so we can have the type of delib- 
eration, debate, and voting that is ex- 
pected of the Senate. 

One of the problems that became 
very apparent to all of us is that indi- 
vidual Senators are able to block the 
consideration of amendments and bills 
on the floor of the Senate indefinitely. 
That is wrong. My colleague from Ari- 
zona pointed out that someone could be 
in their home State and offer an objec- 
tion, and a bill could be brought to a 
standstill. That is not how the Senate 
should operate. We should be able to 
consider legislation, and individual 
Senators should not be able to block 
the consideration of that legislation. 

I could give examples of hundreds of 
bills that have been reported out of our 
committees in the Senate that have 
never reached the floor of the Senate. 
Quite frankly, the reason is an indi- 
vidual Senator blocked consideration, 
and it would take the majority leader 
too much time to go through cloture 
motions in order to bring those issues 
to the floor of the Senate. 

We also have seen an abuse of the 60- 
vote threshold. The 60-vote threshold 
shouldn’t be the standard working pro- 
cedure of the Senate. A simple major- 
ity should control our actions. Yet in 
too many cases we have used the 60- 
vote threshold in order to move legisla- 
tion forward. 

We have also seen that it is very dif- 
ficult to bring amendments up for con- 
sideration. It has been very difficult to 
get action on individual amendments 
on the floor of the Senate. So we need 
to change our procedures. We need to 
be the great deliberative body which 
historically the Senate has been. 

I want to compliment many of my 
colleagues—I already mentioned the 
group that worked on some suggested 
rules changes and made those rec- 
ommendations to the majority leader 
and the Republican leader—but I also 
want to thank my colleague, Senator 
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HARKIN, who just spoke, for his leader- 
ship on this issue, as well as Senators 
MERKLEY and TOM UDALL, who have 
been leaders on this matter. We have 
brought this to the attention not only 
of our colleagues but to the attention 
of the American people, and they ex- 
pect us to take action to improve the 
operation of the Senate. 

Let me talk a moment about the ne- 
gotiated agreement between the Demo- 
cratic leader and the Republican lead- 
er—between the majority and minority 
leaders—and what I understand will be 
recommended to us very shortly, and I 
hope we can act on it as early as this 
evening. 

First, one of the frustrations is that 
we find it difficult to bring a bill to the 
floor of the Senate in a motion to pro- 
ceed. The threat of a filibuster on the 
motion to proceed has denied us the op- 
portunity to even start debating an 
issue. Under the agreement I expect 
will be brought forward, the majority 
leader will have two additional oppor- 
tunities to start debate on an issue. 

First, if the Republican leader is in 
agreement, they can bring that bill to 
the floor immediately, without any 
preconditions. That could particularly 
work well on institutional issues that 
need to be dealt with, such as appro- 
priations bills, so that we can get onto 
appropriations bills a lot sooner than 
we can today. 

There is then another opportunity 
where the majority leader could bring 
a bill to the floor without the fear of a 
filibuster, without having to file clo- 
ture, by offering amendments. There 
would be a guaranteed right to offer up 
to four amendments: two by the minor- 
ity, two by the majority. That gets us 
started on legislation. 

Now, it is very interesting, if one 
looks at the process that has been used 
where bills come to the floor and where 
we are most pleased by how the process 
has worked—such as in the case of the 
national defense authorization bill, 
postal reform, and the Agriculture bill 
in the 112th Congress—in each of those 
cases the committees voted on the 
bills, they came to the floor with the 
managers, we started on the bills, and 
we completed the bills. I think we were 
all pretty proud with the manner in 
which those issues were handled on the 
floor of the Senate. 

Under this process, the majority 
leader could get us started. The man- 
agers can get us started on legislation. 
Once we start on legislation, once we 
start debating the issues, we can see 
what amendments are out there, and 
we can try to manage the time appro- 
priately and actually get action and 
debate and votes on the floor of the 
Senate on the amendments and on final 
passage. 

I do think this empowers our com- 
mittees. We all spend a lot of time in 
our committees. We are there for the 
hearings, we want to see committee 
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markups, but we also like to see the 
products we bring up in the committee 
be the major work on the floor of the 
Senate. Well, now, with this reform 
and the ability of the leader to bring 
forward a bill that has come out of our 
committees, our committee products 
will be more respected, and we will 
have a better legislative process be- 
cause we are using the products that 
come out of our committee. We are re- 
specting the work of our committees. 
We are rewarding our chairmen and 
ranking members working together 
and bringing legislation to the floor of 
the Senate. 

I think that is a real major improve- 
ment and something that will allow 
the Senate to operate in the way it 
should. 

We also allow for conference commit- 
tees to be formed in a more expedited 
way. Right now it could take three clo- 
ture votes to get into conference. We 
contract that into one. I think that is 
going to be the recommendation. 

I had the honor in the 112th Congress 
to serve on a conference committee 
that dealt with the payroll tax exten- 
sion. We got our work done, brought a 
bill to the floor of the Senate and the 
House, and got it enacted into law be- 
cause we were able, in a very open and 
transparent way, to work with our col- 
leagues in the other body, resolve our 
differences, and bring legislation for- 
ward. I might be wrong, but I think 
that was the only conference com- 
mittee that operated in the 112th Con- 
gress. There haven’t been many. I 
think most Members of this body 
would be hard-pressed to remember 
when they last served on a conference 
committee. Yet we know there are sig- 
nificant differences between the prod- 
ucts that come out of this body and the 
products that come out of the other 
body. We need to reconcile those dif- 
ferences. Being able to go into con- 
ference allows us the opportunity to let 
the legislative process work the way it 
should. 

One of the procedures the majority 
leader is going to talk about is that 
once cloture is invoked, if you have to 
use cloture, you have 30 hours. But you 
don’t guarantee 30 hours. That 30 hours 
is the maximum. Each Member is enti- 
tled to only 1 hour to speak, and a 
quorum call during postcloture can be 
considered dilatory if we have already 
established a quorum. 

The majority leader and the minority 
leader are going to talk about the fact 
that postcloture, if you want to speak, 
come to the floor and speak. If you 
don’t, the Presiding Officer should put 
the issue to the membership for vote so 
we can expedite issues and not waste a 
full day letting the 30 hours expire. 

There will also be recommendations 
to deal with nominations. We were ex- 
tremely frustrated. I served on the Ju- 
diciary Committee. I had the oppor- 
tunity to recommend to the President 
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several appointments to the Federal 
bench. It took months for these non- 
controversial nominees to be approved 
on the floor of the Senate. It truly af- 
fects our ability to recruit the very 
best to serve on our courts. 

The same thing is true with the 
President on his team to have in place, 
and there will be recommendations to 
shorten the postcloture time if a clo- 
ture vote is needed on judicial nomina- 
tions to, I think, 2 hours, and sub-Cabi- 
net appointments to around 8 hours. 
That allows the leader to be able to 
bring these issues to the floor without 
the threat that it would tie us up for 
weeks to take up just a couple appoint- 
ments. 

These are all major improvements. 
Let me make it clear. If I were writing 
the rules of the Senate, I would go a lot 
further. I know I might be in the mi- 
nority in this body, but I happen to be- 
lieve in majority rule. I happen to be- 
lieve the majority should make the de- 
cisions. I think there should be ade- 
quate time for debate, et cetera. The 
Senate is different than the House. I 
accept that. But at the end of the day, 
I am in favor of majority rule. But I 
am also in favor of trying to get our 
rules done in a bipartisan manner be- 
cause, quite frankly, the Democrats 
may not be in the majority forever. 

If we look since 1981 through the end 
of this Congress, but for Senator Jef- 
fords’ decision in May of 2001 to become 
an Independent and caucus with the 
Democrats, the Senate would have 
been divided as follows: Sixteen years 
under Democratic control, 16 years 
under Republican control, and 2 years 
split 50-50. 

I think it is very important we all 
understand these rules need to work re- 
gardless of which party is in the major- 
ity. That is why it is the right thing to 
do to negotiate between the Democrats 
and Republicans rules that can with- 
stand the test of time and be fair to 
both the majority and the minority. 

Once again, I would have majority 
rule. That is what I believe and I know 
there will be a chance to vote on that 
and that is how I will express my vote. 
But I do believe it is best for us to 
work together, Democrats and Repub- 
licans, and come together with a true 
compromise on the rules changes. I 
think that is exactly what Leader REID 
and Leader MCCONNELL have done. 
They have taken the recommendations 
of many of us, they have listened to a 
lot of us, they have listened to both 
caucuses, and they will come forward 
with recommendations that will allow 
this body to carry out its responsibil- 
ities in a more effective way—in a way 
that is better understandable to the 
American people, where we can get on 
legislation a lot sooner, debate issues a 
lot quicker, take up amendments and 
actually vote on amendments and be 
able to move legislation that comes 
out of our committee and approve 
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nominations in a much more efficient 
way. 

To me, that gives us an opportunity 
for a new start in the Senate as we 
begin the 113th Congress. Let’s hope 
the cooperation we see developing on 
the changes of the rules will allow us 
to work together to deal with the prob- 
lems of the Nation in a more collegial 
way, recognizing that compromise is 
how this country was formed, listen to 
each other, and move legislation in the 
best traditions of the Senate. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, before 
the Senator from Maryland leaves the 
floor, I would like to tell him how 
much I appreciate the remarks he just 
made. I think he gave a very accurate 
depiction of the agreement we reached 
after many hours of always pleasant 
conversation. The fact is we showed 
our colleagues and many others it is 
still possible for a group of us to join 
together on a very difficult issue and a 
very complex one. 

The Senator from Maryland stated 
his preference just a minute ago that 
he is for majority rule. But he also un- 
derstood that in order for us to come 
together, that we had to move—each of 
us—in a more centrist direction. With- 
out his input, his efforts, and his will- 
ingness, in my view, it is very likely 
we would not have agreed. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senator from Maryland and I engage in 
a colloquy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. I think the Senator 
from Maryland and I would agree that 
even though this is not a headline- 
grabbing issue and a lot of people in 
America have no real idea what was at 
stake, that if we hadn’t reached this 
agreement amongst us, it could have 
had repercussions for a very long pe- 
riod of time in the Senate; would the 
Senator agree to that? 

Mr. CARDIN. I certainly agree with 
my friend from Arizona. They may not 
have understood what caused the prob- 
lems, but when they see the type of 
gridlock where the Senate can’t take 
up amendments for 1 week or can’t 
take up a bill for 2 weeks or debating 
how to proceed on a motion to proceed, 
not only on substance, they wonder 
what is going on here. So the Senator 
is absolutely right. 

Also, we are going to be in a much 
better start to this Senate with Demo- 
crats and Republicans agreeing on the 
rules collectively. That is certainly a 
better place for us to start to work 
with this Congress, and it gives us the 
opportunity to work together with 
more confidence, beyond just rules but 
also dealing with the difficult issues 
this country faces. 

Mr. McCAIN. Wouldn’t the Senator 
from Maryland agree that the whole 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


purpose of this is not to block? In fact, 
with our numerous meetings with the 
Parliamentarians, I think we reached a 
greater and fuller understanding that if 
someone really, really wants to block 
progress in the Senate, given the in- 
credible—if the word isn’t “arcane,” it 
is certainly ‘‘detailed’’—rules of the 
Senate, they can. 

But the real purpose of this and the 
outcome that the Senator from Mary- 
land and I and Senator Kyl, Senator 
BARRASSO, Senator LEVIN, Senator 
SCHUMER, Senator PRYOR—and I note 
the presence of the Senator from 
Michigan on the floor; I think he would 
agree that this fix, this compromise we 
have all now agreed to—and hopefully 
we will agree to and pass shortly—is 
also intended to change an attitude in 
the Senate. 

Instead of blocking everything mov- 
ing forward and blocking amendments, 
perhaps we could create a new environ- 
ment in the Senate where we will let 
the minority have their amendments, 
but also the minority party will let the 
process move forward. I think that is 
the tradeoff that was the fundamental 
aspect of the negotiations we contin- 
ued in the office of the Senator from 
Michigan for many days and many 
hours. 

I think the Senator from Michigan 
and the Senator from Maryland would 
agree; if someone wants to block the 
Senate from moving forward, they can 
at least do it for some short period of 
time. What has happened, looking back 
10, 15 years ago, the tree wasn’t filled. 
But at the same time, on the other 
side, amendments were not produced 
by the hundreds. I believe the object 
and I believe the outcome of this hard- 
earned compromise will be that there 
will be a greater degree of comity in 
the Senate which would allow us to 
achieve the legislative goals that all of 
us seek. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senator from Michigan join the Sen- 
ator from Maryland and me in this col- 
loquy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, first, let 
me thank my dear friend from Arizona 
for helping to lead this bipartisan ef- 
fort, where eight of us spent weeks to 
try to come up with a bipartisan pro- 
posal to our leaders. Senator CARDIN 
was one of the eight, and I am grateful 
to him and to all the eight Members, 
including one who has now left, Sen- 
ator Kyl. 

Its purpose was twofold. The first 
purpose was to address the specific hur- 
dles that have created gridlock, the 
specific mechanisms which have been 
overused in this Senate that have led 
to gridlock. There are a number of 
things that have led to gridlock, but 
the most significant problem we have 
faced is the excessive use of the threat 
of the filibuster on the motion to pro- 
ceed to a bill. 
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The reason it was used—according to 
many Members of the minority—was 
because of a fear that the tree would be 
filled by the majority leader and then 
there would be no opportunity to offer 
amendments. So what the eight of us 
strived to do was to find a balance 
where we could protect the minority’s 
rights to offer some amendments at the 
same time that we finally got rid of a 
roadblock which was being abused, 
which was a threat to filibuster a mo- 
tion to proceed. So we devised this ap- 
proach which is now part of the leader- 
ship proposal to do exactly that. 

The other purpose is the one which 
my friend from Arizona has just identi- 
fied; that if we could come together, 
the eight of us, four Democrats and 
four Republicans—Senator SCHUMER is 
now on the floor and he was one of the 
eight. If we could come together and 
come up with a bipartisan proposal on 
this issue, we could hopefully begin to 
change the dynamic that has so divided 
this Senate. That is, hopefully, a very 
important and, I hope, successful out- 
come of those discussions and of the 
leadership then coming together, be- 
cause those two leaders have to come 
together if this Senate is to come to- 
gether and be able to move legislation 
in the ordinary course. 

I agree with Senator MCCAIN’s assess- 
ment as to the second goal we had, 
which was to show that on the 
thorniest procedural issue we face, that 
four Democrats and four Republicans, 
meeting in a very thorough and per- 
sonal way, without a lot of staff 
around, could find a way through this 
procedural thicket and then make rec- 
ommendations to the majority and to 
the Republican leader. I do agree with 
the Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. I think my friend from 
Maryland would also agree that we 
have found, for example, on the De- 
fense authorization bill, that once we 
get onto a bill and once we have some 
amendments—in the case of our agree- 
ment it was four—that now the Mem- 
bers are sort of invested in moving the 
process forward. The logjam has always 
appeared before the bill is ever taken 
up for debate and amendments. By ex- 
pediting that process, without depriv- 
ing Members of their rights but expe- 
diting that process, hopefully, we will 
get onto the bill and some amendments 
that are already—four in one option— 
are already agreed to, and then we can 
move forward. 

I would like to point out one other 
thing, and I think my two colleagues 
would agree; that is, we are fairly well 
paid around here, and maybe some- 
times we should work a 5-day work- 
week; and maybe, if absolutely nec- 
essary, God forbid, a 6-day workweek. 
We should be taking up legislation and 
completing that legislation before the 
end of the week or, depending on how 
massive the legislation is, at least 2 
weeks. But there should be dates cer- 
tain. It is funny how this body operates 
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when there are deadlines as opposed to 
just extended periods of debate and 
amending. 

Mr. CARDIN. Could I inquire because 
I want to use the two Senators as the 
example. They did that on the Defense 
Authorization Act. They were able to 
get the bill to the floor. They started 
on the bill, had a little rough start, but 
started on the bill and then set up a se- 
ries of votes. We were able to vote on I 
don’t know how many amendments. 
But it is interesting, if my memory is 
correct, there was no requirement for a 
60-vote threshold on any of those 
amendments. You voted them all on 
majority so there was no need for a clo- 
ture vote because we started on it and 
people believed the process was fair. 
They had the opportunity, they had a 
chance to debate. So we had full and 
open debate on many issues. 

National defense authorization opens 
a whole host of issues which are very 
controversial: What do we do with de- 
tainees? What do we do with our civil 
liberty rights? What do we do with our 
troop levels? There were a lot of issues 
that could have divided us, and we had 
the type of debate that I think was in 
the best interests of the Senate and we 
completed that bill in a timely way. 

I think the way the two Senators 
were able to come forward—there are a 
lot of other committees. I serve on the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee. 
We talked today, yesterday, during— 
Senator MCCAIN is also on that com- 
mittee. We talked—Secretary Clin- 
ton—wouldn’t it be nice to get a State 
Department authorization bill on the 
floor of the Senate? 

Mr. McCAIN. It is a disgrace that we 
have not—in how many years? 

Mr. CARDIN. A long time. Certainly, 
I have not been in the Senate since 
that happened. But I do think now we 
have a better opportunity. If our com- 
mittee could mark up a Defense au- 
thorization bill—and maybe it would 
take a week or two. Maybe we would 
have to work Friday or Saturday to get 
it done, but we should do that. But we 
now have the opportunity for the lead- 
er to bring that to the Senate floor im- 
mediately and allow the amendment 
process to start. Once it starts, nor- 
mally we can get the type of consider- 
ation by all of us as to a reasonable 
number of amendments, and we can get 
the bill, hopefully, through the Senate. 
That is what I think is the real plus of 
the type of reforms we are talking 
about that allow the right legislative 
process to work. 

As I said, it doesn’t cover everything 
I wanted to cover. I would have gone 
further. But I do think it does give us 
a chance, allows us to do our work in 
the way that we should. 

Mr. McCAIN. I, again, would like to 
express my appreciation to Senator 
SCHUMER and Senator CARDIN, Senator 
PRYOR and my Republican colleagues, 
Senator Kyl and Senator BARRASSO. 
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But I would especially like to thank 
Senator LEVIN. We have known each 
other and worked together now for 
many years. We had very spirited and 
open and honest disagreements, but 
there is a level of trust and friendship 
that allows us, when committed to the 
same goal, to be able to—I believe, 
hopefully, in a very short period of 
time—achieve it. 

Maybe I am being a little bit too op- 
timistic. Hopefully, because of this, we 
can start moving legislation through 
the Senate. The record that we have 
achieved over the last 2 years is less 
than admirable. We know that filling 
the tree has dramatically increased, 
but we also know the objections to 
moving forward also have. I am not 
placing any responsibility on either 
side. I am placing the responsibility on 
both sides. Maybe we can start a new 
day, take up some legislation, pass it, 
and do the people’s will. Maybe we 
would improve our favorability ratings 
to exceed that of—I saw a poll the 
other day; I don’t know if my col- 
leagues did. A colonoscopy is more fa- 
vorable than Members of the Congress. 
I don’t know if they saw that. 

I hope we can at least raise it to 
some level above that. By getting 
things done around here I think that 
will probably enhance our chances of 
regaining some more favorability 
amongst the American people. 

Again, I thank the Senator from 
Maryland and my friend from Michigan 
and, hopefully, in a couple of hours we 
will have achieved something that, in 
my view, could avert a fundamental 
change in the Senate which maybe 
could never have been repaired. I view 
it with the utmost seriousness. I have 
never been involved in an issue that 
impacted this body to the degree that 
the nuclear option would have caused. 
We would have regretted it for a long 
time. Hopefully, in a few hours we will 
have avoided it. 

I just want to remind my friend from 
Maryland and the Senator from Michi- 
gan, this is going to be for 2 years. So 
we are in kind of an experimental 
phase. If we are unable to do the things 
that we aspire to, then I think you 
could see further Draconian measures 
considered by the majority. It is up to 
both sides to make this work. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, first of 
all, let me comment on what Senator 
CARDIN said about one of the purposes 
of this effort, which is to get a bill to 
the floor so the managers can work on 
it. 

As we have proven in the last couple 
of months on a number of bills, and the 
Senator has pointed this out, if we can 
get the bill to the floor for the man- 
agers to be able to work with our col- 
leagues on amendments, we can legis- 
late. The problem has been that we 
have not been able to get bills to the 
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floor because of this blockage, the 
blockage caused by the overuse of the 
filibuster and, more accurately, the 
threat of a filibuster on the motion to 
proceed, which, in turn—and my Re- 
publican friends believe this very keen- 
ly—was caused by the use of filling the 
tree, which meant that they would not 
have the opportunity to offer amend- 
ments. So they would then use that 
threat of a filibuster in order to try to 
gain assurance that they would be able 
to offer some amendments. 

That is the heart of the compromise 
we proposed. There are a lot of other 
aspects to it, including trying to get 
rid of these filibusters on going to con- 
ference; including these filibusters that 
tied up nominations with postcloture 
30-hours, nominations that were going 
to pass with votes of 90 to 0. 

There are a lot of other parts to the 
recommendations and what the leaders 
are recommending to us, but the key 
thing—and Senator REID said it to us 
repeatedly—the key thing that this 
compromise addresses, and it is a bi- 
partisan approach, is trying to over- 
come that barrier to getting legislation 
to the floor. We know—the Senator 
from Maryland has pointed out and 
Senator MCCAIN knows it because we 
have lived it—if you can get a bill to 
the floor with managers, they can work 
out amendments, sometimes by the 
hundreds. 

I think Senator MCCAIN and I prob- 
ably had over 100 amendments filed to 
our bill. 

Mr. McCAIN. I think it was about 
383. 

Mr. LEVIN. OK. I am glad I exagger- 
ated in the downward direction. In any 
event, we were able not to work 
through all of them but to deal with 
that challenge, to probably deal with 
about 100 of them, as I remember. We 
did it in about 3 days. 

That doesn’t mean we are magicians. 
It means we are capable, all of us are 
capable, if we can get the bill to the 
floor. Particularly when the bill has 
come out of committee with broad bi- 
partisan support, we can get bills 
passed here. So the heart of what we 
have proposed to the leadership, this 
group of 8, and what they have adopted 
and incorporated in their bipartisan 
approach to the Senate and to the 
country, is exactly what Senator 
CARDIN has talked about: getting bills 
to the floor. We can then watch the 
momentum work. 

I want to add one other thing. Sen- 
ator MCCAIN just made reference to it. 
That has to do with the so-called nu- 
clear option, or the constitutional op- 
tion, depending on what your view of it 
is. I have always believed the threat of 
that option was troublesome. I was 
troubled by it because it is incon- 
sistent with the rules of the Senate 
which require a two-thirds vote for 
amendments to the rules and because 
we are a continuing body, not just by 
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our rules but by even a Supreme Court 
opinion which so ruled. 

I believe if the constitutional or the 
nuclear option were utilized here, if we 
ended up with the utilization of that 
option, that what we now have, which 
is gridlock, would have resulted in- 
stead in a meltdown. I want to remind 
my Democratic friends and folks 
around the country that not too many 
years ago when the Republicans threat- 
ened to use a constitutional option, the 
reaction on this side of the aisle was 
intense. The words of Senator Ken- 
nedy, Senator BIDEN, Senator Byrd res- 
onated through this Chamber in strong 
opposition to the use of a nuclear op- 
tion. 

I have just a few examples of what 
our reaction was on this side of the 
aisle when there was a threat to use 
the nuclear option when it was threat- 
ened relative to judges. What I am not 
going to do tonight is go through the 
history of the constitutional or the nu- 
clear option, what happened over the 
century when it has been threatened, 
how it has not been adopted by the 
Senate. It is a long, detailed history. 

I know some of my colleagues have 
argued that the constitutional option 
is based on the Constitution. It is very 
much the opposite in terms of the his- 
tory of this Chamber and the rejection 
of any idea that the Constitution some- 
how requires that at the beginning of a 
session of a Senate that rules can be 
amended by majority vote. It is a long 
history. 

I want to just quote, if I can find 
these quotes, what the reaction was on 
this side of the aisle when there was a 
threat on the Republican side of the 
aisle to use this approach of getting a 
ruling from the Chair, somehow, that 
the rules, although they say they can 
only be amended by two-thirds, can in 
fact be amended by a majority. 


Ee 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, while I 
am looking for these quotes, let me ask 
unanimous consent the period for 
morning business be extended until 7 
p.m. today and that all provisions of 
the previous order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

I wish to quote Senator Byrd as to 
what he said when the actual issue was 
before the Senate. He said: 

Now, if we go down this road— 


That is the road which says rules can 
be adopted by a majority vote, even 
though the rules say it takes 67 votes. 

He said: 


Now, if we go down this road, I can guar- 
antee that every Senator in this body will 
rue this day . . . Senators, do we want to do 
it this way? If this is done today, it can be 
done any day. If it can be done on the con- 
stitutional question, it can be done on any 
other constitutional question. It can be done 
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on any other point of order which the Chair 
wishes for the Senate for decision . . . I be- 
lieve that there is a danger here that, if Sen- 
ators will reflect upon it for but a little 
while, they could foresee a time when they 
say that we went the wrong way to achieve 
an otherwise notable purpose ... Put this 
power in the hands of a tyrannical leader- 
ship, and a tyrannical majority of 51 Sen- 
ators, and we are going to be sorry on both 
sides of the aisle. 

This is what Senator Inouye said in 
his maiden speech in this Chamber. 
They were discussing civil rights legis- 
lation. The question was whether there 
would be a ruling of the Chair which 
would allow the rules to be changed by 
the majority vote. This is a Senator 
who had been discriminated against in 
probably one of the most dramatic and 
massive ways that anyone could be dis- 
criminated against, being denied free- 
dom because of his Japanese-American 
ancestry while he was fighting to de- 
fend this country. 

What he said in his maiden speech 
was the Senate needs to preserve its 
protections for minority views, even 
though those protections allowed a 
misguided minority to obstruct our Na- 
tion’s progress. 

He supported the civil rights legisla- 
tion, but he would not allow it to be 
addressed in violation of the rights of 
the minority of this body. This is what 
Danny Inouye said in his maiden 
speech: 

The philosophy of the Constitution and the 
Bill of Rights is not simply to grant the ma- 
jority the power to rule, but it is also to set 
out limitation after limitation upon that 
power. Freedom of speech, freedom of the 
press, freedom of religion: What are these 
but the recognition that at times when the 
majority of men would willingly destroy 
him, a dissenting man may have no friend 
but the law? This power given to the minor- 
ity is the most sophisticated and the most 
vital power bestowed by our Constitution. 

He was not willing to end a grave in- 
justice, which is what civil rights legis- 
lation would have achieved, by a meth- 
od that he felt ran roughshod over the 
rights of the minority. He warned us 
against the attempts, in his words, ‘‘to 
destroy the power of the minority... 
in the name of another minority.” 

Mike Mansfield, leader of the Senate, 
supported a modification in the rule to 
reduce the number of Senators needed 
to end debate from 67 to 60. Although 
he supported the change in the rules, 
he opposed the use of the nuclear op- 
tion, or the constitutional option, to 
achieve it. 

This is what Mike Mansfield said in 
arguing for the reform: 

[The] urgency or even wisdom of adopting 
the three-fifths resolution does not justify a 
path of destruction to the Senate as an insti- 
tution and its vital importance to our 
scheme of government. And this, in my opin- 
ion, is what the present motion to invoke 
cloture by simple majority would do. 

He added: 


I simply feel the protection of the minority 
transcends any rule change however desir- 
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able... . The issue of limiting debate in this 
body is one of such monumental importance 
that it reaches, in my opinion, to the very 
essence of the Senate as an institution. I be- 
lieve it compels a decision by more than a 
majority. 

Senator Kennedy’s words were ex- 
tremely powerful in this regard. I 
quoted some of Senator Byrd’s words 
and Senator BIDEN’s words vehemently 
opposing the effort to change the rules 
of this body by majority vote when the 
rules themselves provide it takes two- 
thirds of the vote to amend the rules. 

We have to be consistent. The rules 
cannot just be simply what the major- 
ity wants them to be, whatever the 
current majority is. This is a body that 
has continuity. It is one of the few bod- 
ies in this country that has continuity. 
The only other one is the Supreme 
Court. 

Two-thirds of us were not elected last 
November. Two-thirds of us continued 
from the last Senate. Over the cen- 
turies, this body has been looked to as 
a source of continuity, where the rules 
cannot be changed at the will or whim 
of a majority but where the rules stay 
in place until amended. The rules don’t 
end when a Congress ends, in terms of 
Senate rules. House rules do because 
all the House Members are elected 
every 2 years. Senate rules are perma- 
nent until amended or changed. It is 
critically important that we not say 
those rules can be modified whenever 
the majority wishes to modify those 
rules or else we will lose not just the 
protection of the minority, which is so 
critically important to the history and 
purpose of the Senate, but it is criti- 
cally important to the very continuity 
and stability of the Senate. 

This is a unique position, where most 
of us—two-thirds of us—stay from Con- 
gress to Congress to Congress. It is not 
always the same two-thirds, but it is 
always two-thirds. That has created an 
institution which is unique in pro- 
tecting minority rights as well as hold- 
ing out to the American public that 
continuity. In the last few years, we 
have fallen terribly short of what we 
should be. There are many reasons for 
that, and I will not go into all of them 
or even any of them right at the mo- 
ment. We have fallen terribly short. We 
have not carried out our duties for lots 
of reasons; again, most of which, frank- 
ly, are not acceptable to me. 

We talk about how the filibuster has 
been abused—and it has been. In part, 
it has been abused because we, in the 
majority, have allowed it to be abused. 
We have not made the filibusterers fili- 
buster. AS Senator Byrd put it, it is 
just the whiff of a threat of a filibuster 
which has tied up the Senate. It 
doesn’t have to be that way, and it 
should not be that way. 

I see Senator ALEXANDER is here. He 
is such an important part of this group 
of eight. 

What has happened is that eight of us 
came together with a very specific pur- 
pose. There were four Democrats and 
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four Republicans. I have mentioned ev- 
erybody who was in that group already. 
We came together to try and see if we 
could get through this thicket, where 
we have this threat of a filibuster on 
the motion to proceed which takes 
weeks to dispose of. What that means 
is it has been a huge problem in terms 
of getting things done. 

Hight of us got together and said: 
Let’s just reason together and see if we 
cannot get rid of the roadblock and the 
abuse of the threat of a filibuster but 
protect the rights of the minority at 
the same time to offer amendments. As 
I said before, it was that which drove 
many Republicans to use that threat 
because of the fear the tree would be 
filled and there would be no oppor- 
tunity to offer amendments. Unless 
there was some assurance that there 
could be amendments offered, they 
then stood their ground and said: We 
are not going to proceed to that bill 
unless there is some assurance in terms 
of amendments. It is that balance that 
we struck, and that is where the two 
amendments on each side came from 
and where some of the suggestions we 
made to the majority came from. 

I wish to thank Senator ALEXANDER 
and all the other Members. I am going 
to repeat the names of this group who 
spent so many hours together to try 
and come together not just to solve the 
problem of getting through this thick- 
et, but also to help restore a climate in 
the Senate which might help us be 
more fruitful in our work. 

Again, I wish to thank Senators 
McCAIN, SCHUMER, Kyl, KIRK, ALEX- 
ANDER, PRYOR, and BARRASSO for all 
the work they put in on this bipartisan 
proposal to reform Senate procedures. 

I ask unanimous consent that the bi- 
partisan proposal we made to the lead- 
ership—and which they have embraced 
in large measure in their own extraor- 
dinarily important effort to offer the 
Senate and the Nation a bipartisan ap- 
proach of getting through this rules 
morass—be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

BIPARTISAN PROPOSAL TO REFORM SENATE 

PROCEDURES 

We propose the Senate adopt a Standing 
Order at the beginning of the next Congress, 
which would provide two additional alter- 
natives to the existing rules for the Majority 
Leader to proceed to the consideration of a 
measure on the Senate Calendar. It also 
streamlines procedures relative to going to 
conference and consideration of nomina- 
tions. The two additional methods for the 
Majority Leader to proceed, at his option, 
would sunset at the end of the 113th Con- 
gress. The current rule relative to pro- 
ceeding to a bill would remain an option. We 
also propose a number of recommendations 
relative to current practices and comity in- 
cluding that the Leaders inform their con- 
ferences that existing rules which require 
Senators to come to the floor to debate or 
object to a matter will be enforced. 
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HIGHLIGHTS 


Two Additional Methods for the Majority Lead- 
er to Proceed, at his option 


(1) No filibuster of the motion to proceed 
(debate on the motion would be limited to 4 
hours, equally divided.) The amendment tree 
could not be filled at the time the Senate 
proceeds to the consideration of such bills 
where this option is used. The process by 
which this option would be implemented is 
in attachment A. It includes a guaranteed 
amendment at the beginning of the bill’s 
consideration for each of the following in the 
order indicated: the Minority Manager, the 
Majority Manager, the Minority Leader and 
the Majority Leader. (Those amendments 
would not be subject to amendment or divi- 
sion.) 

(2) When a cloture motion is filed that is 
signed by both the Majority Leader and the 
Minority Leader on a motion to proceed, and 
where the cloture motion is signed by at 
least five additional Senators from each cau- 
cus, the motion ripens after two hours of de- 
bate, equally divided and, if cloture is in- 
voked by three-fifths affirmative vote, there 
will be no post-cloture debate. 


Going to Conference 


(8) All three initial motions relative to 
going to conference (insist, request, appoint) 
would be collapsed into one nondivisible mo- 
tion. Cloture on such a motion would ripen 
after up to two hours of debate, equally di- 
vided, with no post-cloture debate if cloture 
is invoked. 


Nominations 


(4) The list of nominees subject to the cur- 
rent expedited process of putting nomina- 
tions directly on the Calendar (S. Res. 116, 
1126 Congress) unless a nomination is ob- 
jected to by any Senator would be expanded 
by 531 nominations leaving 448 nominations 
to go through the traditional committee re- 
view process. Committee Chairs and Ranking 
Members would be able to strike nomina- 
tions from the list of 531 before the Standing 
Order is put to a vote. 

(5) A cloture motion on nominations would 
ripen after up to two hours of debate, equally 
divided, with no post-cloture debate if clo- 
ture is invoked. This change would not apply 
to Cabinet Officers, Cabinet-level Officers, or 
Article III judges. However, relative to dis- 
trict court nominations, post-cloture consid- 
eration would be limited to 2 hours. 

CURRENT PRACTICES AND COMITY 


In addition to the adoption of the Standing 
Order, the leaders, at their respective con- 
ference meetings, should address changing 
some practices to make the Senate operate 
more efficiently. They should notify their 
members about the following: 

Leaders and bill managers should not 
honor requests to object or threats to fili- 
buster on behalf of another Senator unless, 
after reasonable notice, that Senator comes 
to the floor and exercises his or her rights 
himself or herself. This also applies to all ob- 
jections to unanimous consent requests. 
Members should be required to come to the 
floor and participate in the legislative proc- 
ess—to voice objections, engage in debate, or 
offer amendments. 

When the two cloakrooms send out hot- 
lines agreed to by the two leaders, any Sen- 
ator may object, but the Senator should lose 
his or her objection if, after appropriate no- 
tice, the Senator fails to object to the re- 
quest on the floor the next session day. 

Rule XXII makes provision for 30 hours of 
debate after cloture is invoked. Within the 30 
hours, Senators have strict limitations on 
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the amount of time each Senator is allowed 
to speak. These limits should be enforced by 
the leaders and bill managers. Rule XXII fur- 
ther says, ‘‘After no more than thirty hours 
of debate. . .’’, so 30 hours will be considered 
the outside limit of post-cloture debate time. 

When the Majority Leader or bill manager 
has reasonably alerted the body of the inten- 
tion to do so and the Senate is not in a 
quorum call and there is no order of the Sen- 
ate to the contrary, the Presiding Officer 
may ask if there is further debate, and if no 
Senator seeks recognition, the Presiding Of- 
ficer may put the question to a vote. This is 
consistent with precedent of the Senate and 
with Riddick’s Senate Procedure, 1992. (See 
p. 716; see also footnotes 385 and 386 on p. 764) 
This can be done pre-cloture or post-cloture 
on any amendment, bill, resolution or nomi- 
nation. 


ATTACHMENT A 

(1) The first amendments in order to any 
measure shall be one amendment for each of 
the two Leaders and two Managers. Such 
amendments shall be offered in the following 
order: Minority Manager, Majority Manager, 
Minority Leader, Majority Leader. If an 
amendment is not offered in its designated 
order, the right to offer the amendment is 
forfeited. 

(2) Hach paragraph 1 amendment must be 
disposed of before the next amendment may 
be offered. 

(3) Paragraph 1 amendments are not sub- 
ject to amendment or division. 

(4) Each paragraph 1 amendment, if adopt- 
ed, would be considered original text for pur- 
pose of further amendment. 

(5) No points of order would be waived by 
virtue of this procedure. 

(6) No motion to recommit shall be in 
order during the pendency of any amend- 
ment offered pursuant to paragraph 1. 

(7) Notwithstanding Rule XXII, if cloture 
is invoked before all paragraph 1 amend- 
ments are disposed of, any amendment in 
order under paragraph 1 but not considered 
upon the expiration of post-cloture time may 
be offered and is guaranteed up to 1 hour of 
debate, equally divided. 

Mr. LEVIN. Our proposal was born 
out of the sincere belief that, even in 
today’s hyper-partisan environment, it 
is still possible for Senators from both 
parties to work together to restore the 
deliberative traditions for which the 
Senate was once known. It took many 
days of discussions over two months 
among our group to reach an agree- 
ment we could present to our Leaders. 
We looked past our frustrations with 
the recent practices of the Senate and 
acted together for the sake of this vital 
institution. I would also like to thank 
our former and current Parliamentar- 
ians, Alan Frumin and Elizabeth 
MacDonough, who answered our ques- 
tions and provided their expert advice 
throughout our discussions. 

Perhaps the most significant reform 
in the bipartisan leadership proposal, 
as in our bipartisan proposal to the 
leadership, is a reform designed to end 
the abuse of the threat of a filibuster 
on the motion to proceed to a bill— 
that is, the abuse of the Senate’s mi- 
nority protections to obstruct the Sen- 
ate from even taking up and debating 
legislation. Reform in this area is 
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vital, because abuse of the rules on the 
motion to proceed has prevented the 
Senate from engaging in what our rules 
are supposed to promote: Debate of the 
important issues our nation must face. 
Over the previous two Congresses, we 
have had to hold 59 cloture votes on 
motions to proceed, and the very 
threat of the filibuster on the motion 
to proceed has on countless occasions 
derailed the Senate’s legislative proc- 
ess. Reforming the procedures regard- 
ing the motion to proceed will allow 
this body to deliberate as it is intended 
to do. 

The proposal before us will give the 
majority leader two alternatives to the 
method in the existing rules for pro- 
ceeding to a bill. The first alternative, 
in the form of a standing order effec- 
tive for the 118th Congress, would limit 
debate on the motion to proceed to 4 
hours. When used by the majority lead- 
er, this alternative would guarantee 
consideration of some minority amend- 
ments. Specifically, two amendments 
each for both the majority and the mi- 
nority would be the first amendments 
in order at the beginning of consider- 
ation of a measure. The order of those 
amendments would be the first minor- 
ity amendment, the first majority 
amendment, the second minority 
amendment, and the second majority 
amendment. Each amendment would 
need to be disposed of prior to the of- 
fering of the next amendment in order. 
These amendments would not be sub- 
ject to amendment or division, and if 
adopted, the amendments would be 
considered original text for purpose of 
further amendment. They could be ta- 
bled or filibustered. If an amendment is 
not offered in its designated order, the 
right to offer that amendment would 
be forfeited. Filing deadlines would 
occur on these amendments if a cloture 
motion is filed. If cloture is invoked, 
any of these amendments not offered 
prior to the expiration of post-cloture 
time could be offered and would be 
guaranteed up to 1 hour of debate. 

The second alternative would allow 
the Senate to move quickly when both 
the majority and minority leaders 
agree we should proceed to a matter. 
Specifically, where eight Senators 
from each side, including the two Lead- 
ers, sign a cloture petition on the mo- 
tion to proceed to a measure, then the 
cloture vote would occur the day fol- 
lowing the filing of the motion with no 
post-cloture debate if cloture is in- 
voked. 

The bipartisan proposal before us 
would also reform the process of going 
to conference by collapsing the three 
motions currently required by the 
rules to be adopted in order to go to 
conference into a single motion and 
shrinking the cloture process on that 
conference motion from 30 to 2 hours. 
This change would be in the form of an 
amendment to the Standing Rules, and 
was part of our bipartisan group’s rec- 
ommendations to the leaders. 
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In addition, the proposal before us 
would reform the consideration of 
nominations. First, for district court 
nominations, it would reduce post-clo- 
ture time from 30 to 2 hours, as rec- 
ommended by our bipartisan group of 
eight. Second, it would shrink the clo- 
ture process on subcabinet nomina- 
tions by reducing post-cloture time 
from 30 to 8 hours. This change would 
be in the form of a standing order and 
would be effective for the 113th Con- 
gress. 

When a few Senators threaten to fili- 
buster or object to proposed unanimous 
consent agreements, those Senators 
should have to come to the floor to 
speak or object. Our bipartisan group’s 
reform proposal urged the leaders to 
give notice that the existing rules of 
the Senate will be used more vigor- 
ously to force filibusterers to show up 
on the Senate floor to speak, and their 
colloquy on this matter reflects the 
leaders’ intention to do so. 

This proposal includes reasonable 
protections for the minority, and it re- 
forms our procedures in ways that can 
end the gridlock that bedevils us. And 
as it accomplishes those important re- 
forms, this proposal allows the Senate 
to avoid a process that would break the 
rules of the Senate and do untold dam- 
age to this institution. Amending our 
procedures in this way, without use of 
the nuclear option, avoids having the 
Senate go from gridlock to meltdown. I 
want to spend some time discussing 
this process because the issue is ex- 
tremely important and not fully under- 
stood. 

The greatest difference between the 
Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives is the approach to minority 
rights. Senate rules protect the rights 
of the minority and the House rules do 
not. With those rights, a minority or 
even a single Senator can influence the 
legislative process. Without those 
rights, a simple majority can render a 
minority irrelevant and powerless to 
influence the legislative process. 

The current Standing Rules of the 
Senate spell out clearly the process by 
which the rules of the Senate may be 
amended. Rule 5 states that the rules 
of the Senate shall continue from one 
Congress to the next Congress unless 
they are changed as provided in these 
rules. Rule 22 states that an affirma- 
tive vote by two-thirds of the Senators 
present and voting is required to end 
debate on a proposal to amend the 
rules. 

Some Senators have argued that the 
Constitution empowers a simple major- 
ity of Senators to force a change in the 
rules at the beginning of a Congress, 
although the change would occur in 
violation of rule 5 and rule 22. Sup- 
porters of this position refer to this 
procedure as the ‘‘constitutional op- 
tion.” Others, including many of us 
who have served here for longer periods 
of time in both the majority and in the 
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minority, refer to it as the ‘‘nuclear 
option” because we can see the damage 
this procedure would do to the Senate. 
Indeed, many of us who are deeply con- 
cerned about its use vehemently op- 
posed Republican threats to use this 
procedure in 2005. 

How worried were we in 2005? Senator 
Kennedy was worried enough to tell his 
colleagues: ‘‘By the time all pretense of 
comity, all sense of mutual respect and 
fairness, all of the normal courtesies 
that allow the Senate to proceed expe- 
ditiously on any business at all will 
have been destroyed by the preemptive 
Republican nuclear strike on the Sen- 
ate floor ... They will have broken 
the Senate compact of comity, and will 
have launched a preemptive nuclear 
war.” 

And here’s what Senator BIDEN said 
on this floor: “I say to my friends on 
the Republican side: You may own the 
field right now, but you won’t own it 
forever. I pray God when the Demo- 
crats take back control, we don’t make 
the kind of naked power grab you are 
doing.” 

Why were our esteemed former col- 
leagues so concerned about walking 
this path? Here are some of the dangers 
inherent in the ‘‘constitutional’’ or 
‘nuclear’? option, and some expla- 
nation of why and how the Senate has 
consistently rejected this approach in 
the past. 

Supporters of the nuclear option 
claim a simple majority of Senators 
can force a rules change at the begin- 
ning of a Congress, but do not argue 
that they can do so at other times. 
There is no basis for the argument that 
the beginning of a Congress enjoys a 
special status for rules adoption or 
amendment that the remainder of a 
term of Congress does not. If the Con- 
stitution grants a simple majority of 
Senators the right to amend the rules 
of the Senate at the beginning of a 
Congress, when and how does that ma- 
jority lose that right? This temporal 
distinction cannot be found anywhere 
in the Constitution. Article I, section 5 
of the Constitution says that each 
House may determine the rules of its 
proceedings. It makes no distinction as 
to when. 

That provision of the Constitution, 
which governs the Senate, also governs 
the House. The House adopts its rules 
at the opening of every Congress, but it 
can and does amend its rules in the 
middle of a Congress. If the Constitu- 
tion grants a simple majority of Sen- 
ators the power to adopt rules, what 
would stop that simple majority from 
amending those rules in the middle of a 
Congress, just as our House colleagues 
do? And if that is the case, the Senate 
would no longer be able to fulfill its 
historic distinction of protecting the 
rights of the minority. 

Some supporters of the constitu- 
tional or nuclear option claim that 
rule 22’s supermajority threshold to 
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end debate on a proposed rules change 
is unconstitutional because it inhibits 
the Senate from exercising its con- 
stitutional power to determine its 
rules under article I, section 5. 

But the power to set its own rules is 
just one of the many powers granted 
the Senate by the Constitution. For in- 
stance, the Senate is empowered to 
provide advice and consent on nomina- 
tions and to consider legislation to col- 
lect taxes, to pay the nation’s debts, to 
provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States. 
Yet, filibusters have delayed or pre- 
vented the Senate from acting on those 
important measures and nominations 
that fall within the Senate’s constitu- 
tional duties. 

In testimony before the Senate Rules 
Committee, CRS expert Stanley Bach 
argued: 

Adopting and amending its own rules is 
not the only thing, and arguably not the 
most important thing, that the Constitution 
empowers and expects the Senate to do. If 
filibusters are unconstitutional because they 
impede the Senate in its efforts to exercise 
its authority under section 5 of Article I to 
adopt or amend its rules, then why are fili- 
busters constitutional when they impede the 
Senate’s efforts to exercise its equally or 
more important authority under Article I, 
especially section 8, to legislate on matters 
committed to it and the House of Represent- 
atives? 

In other words, if the filibuster of a 
rules change is unconstitutional, as nu- 
clear option advocates contend, then a 
filibuster on any matter would also be 
unconstitutional because it would 
delay or prevent the Senate from dis- 
charging its constitutional duties. So 
by declaring the filibuster unconstitu- 
tional on a rules change, advocates of 
the nuclear option are thereby swing- 
ing the door wide open to eliminate the 
filibuster altogether from the Senate. 

Some supporters of the nuclear op- 
tion say that the Founders never in- 
tended for the Senate to have filibus- 
ters. They claim that the original Sen- 
ate’s rules included a motion for the 
previous question, which they further 
claim was used to end debate and bring 
a matter to an immediate vote. So, 
they argue, the early Senate supported 
the ability to close debate and bring a 
matter to immediate vote by simple 
majority vote. 

The problem is that they have their 
history wrong. The early form of the 
motion for the previous question is un- 
like its modern day version. In the first 
Congress, both Chambers had a motion 
for the previous question in their 
rules—the Senate dropped the motion 
from its rules in 1806. But the early 
version of the motion was not used to 
bring a question to an immediate vote. 
The motion, which was phrased ‘‘shall 
the question be now put,” was used to 
suppress or postpone a question. It was 
moved by Senators who would then 
vote against the motion in order to 
suppress or postpone the pending ques- 
tion. 
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The modern day version of the mo- 
tion for the previous question in the 
House serves as a simple majority clo- 
ture device. However, in the early 
House, just as in the Senate, if the mo- 
tion for the previous question was de- 
cided in the negative, then the ques- 
tion was suppressed and the House 
moved on to other business; if the mo- 
tion was decided in the affirmative, 
then the House would continue debate 
on the pending question, not imme- 
diately proceed to a vote. That practice 
continued until 1811, when a new prece- 
dent was set that the motion, when 
agreed to, would immediately end de- 
bate and bring a vote on the question. 
That was the origin of simple majority 
cloture in the House. 

The early history of the motion for 
the previous question is set forth in the 
House of Representatives official guide 
to procedure, House Practice: A Guide 
to the Rules, Precedents and Proce- 
dures of the House: 

In early Congresses, the previous question 
was used in the House for an entirely dif- 
ferent purpose than it is today, having been 
modeled on the English parliamentary prac- 
tice. As early as 1604, the previous question 
had been used in the Parliament to suppress 
a question that the majority deemed unde- 
sirable for further discussion or action. The 
Continental Congress adopted this device in 
1778, but there was no intention of using it as 
a means of closing debate in order to bring 
the pending question to a vote. Early inter- 
pretations of the rule in the House were con- 
sistent with its usage in the Continental 
Congress. (House Practice, page 690) 

Just as in the House, the early Sen- 
ate rules had a motion for the previous 
question, which, just as in the House, 
was used only to end debate and move 
to another matter, not put a question 
to an immediate vote. This motion was 
eventually dropped from the Senate 
rules. In his speech to the Senate on 
March 2, 1805, Vice President Aaron 
Burr recommended changes to the 
rules of the Senate. Among those, he 
suggested that the Senate drop the mo- 
tion for the previous question on the 
basis that it was duplicative to the mo- 
tion for indefinite postponement. The 
diary of John Quincy Adams contains 
the following account of Burr’s speech: 

He [Burr] mentioned one or two of the 
rules which appeared to him to need a re- 
visal, and recommended the abolition of that 
respecting the previous question, which he 
said had in the four years been only once 
taken, and that upon an amendment. That 
was proof that it could not be necessary, and 
all its purposes were certainly much better 
answered by the question of indefinite post- 
ponement. (Memoirs of John Quincy Adams, 
edited by Charles Francis Adams, vol. I, p. 
365) 

Supporters of the nuclear option 
often reference advisory opinions and 
rulings by Vice Presidents Nixon, Hum- 
phrey, and Rockefeller that the Senate 
may adopt its rules by simple majority 
vote at the opening of Congress. These 
advisory rulings and opinions were ren- 
dered during actual attempts to change 
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the rules, but the proposed changes 
were rejected, for good reason. 

For example, Vice President Nixon 
believed the constitution granted a 
simple majority of Senators the power 
to force a rules change in violation of 
Senate rules. In 1957, when an attempt 
to change the rules was made at the be- 
ginning of a new Congress, Nixon made 
reference to his belief, but his advisory 
opinion recognized no special status for 
the beginning of a Congress. Nixon be- 
lieved a simple majority of Senators 
could amend the rules at any point 
during a Congress. In his advisory opin- 
ion, Nixon said, ‘‘The Constitution also 
provides that ‘each House may deter- 
mine the rules of its proceedings.’ This 
constitutional right is lodged in the 
membership of the Senate and it may 
be exercised by a majority of the Sen- 
ate at any time.” Vice President Nixon 
also acknowledged that his opinion was 
merely advisory, and not binding upon 
the Senate. 

Vice President Humphrey advised the 
Senate in 1969 that if a simple majority 
of Senators, but fewer than the two- 
thirds required by the rules, voted to 
invoke cloture on a proposed rules 
change, then he would rule that cloture 
had been invoked. On January 16, 1969, 
the Senate voted 51-47 in favor of a mo- 
tion to invoke cloture. Vice President 
Humphrey ruled that cloture had been 
invoked by the majority. Humphrey’s 
decision was appealed and the Senate 
reversed Humphrey’s decision by a vote 
of 538-45. In doing so, the Senate estab- 
lished a clear precedent rejecting Vice 
President Humphrey’s ruling that a 
simple majority could end debate. 

Supporters of the constitutional ar- 
gument point to statements by Vice 
Presidents Humphrey and Rockefeller 
in 1967 and 1975, respectively. In both 
these instances, the Vice Presidents 
advised the Senate that tabling a point 
of order against a motion to end debate 
by simple majority would validate the 
motion to end debate and cause it to 
self-execute. It is my understanding 
that both former and current Senate 
Parliamentarians disagree with the ad- 
visory opinions of Humphrey and 
Rockefeller. Tabling a point of order 
lodged against a motion to end debate 
by simple majority does not validate 
that motion or cause it to self-execute. 
In tabling the point of order, the ques- 
tion simply recurs on the underlying 
motion, and that question is debatable. 
At the end of my remarks I intend to 
propound several parliamentary inquir- 
ies that, I believe, will address the er- 
rors of the Humphrey and Rockefeller 
rulings. 

Let’s examine more closely these two 
advisory rulings. 

In 1967, it was Senator McGovern who 
offered a motion to end debate by a 
simple majority on the question of pro- 
ceeding to a rules change. Senator 
Dirksen raised a point of order that the 
motion was out of order because it vio- 
lated the rules of the Senate. Vice 
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President Humphrey advised the Sen- 
ate that if the Senate tabled the Dirk- 
sen point of order, that act would serve 
to validate the constitutionality of the 
McGovern motion. But in any event, 
the Senate rejected the motion to table 
the Dirksen point of order by a vote of 
387-61. Then the Senate sustained Dirk- 
sen’s point of order by a vote of 59-87. 
This is yet another example of the Sen- 
ate establishing a clear precedent re- 
jecting simple majority cloture of de- 
bate on a rules change. 

Then, again, in 1975, the Senate faced 
a very similar question. Senator Mon- 
dale offered a motion that would end 
debate with a simple majority. Major- 
ity Leader Mansfield raised a point of 
order against the motion. Vice Presi- 
dent Rockefeller advised that if the 
Senate tabled the Mansfield point of 
order, he would interpret that act as an 
expression of the Senate that the mo- 
tion was proper—again, as I will show 
in a moment, a dubious position. After 
considerable intervening action and de- 
bate, the Senate ultimately sustained 
the Mansfield point of order by a vote 
of 538-48. Once again, the Senate estab- 
lished a clear precedent of its rejection 
of simple majority cloture of debate on 
a rules change. 

The danger of the advisory rulings by 
Humphrey and Rockefeller in 1967 and 
1975 is made clear in a grave warning 
issued by our former colleague, Sen- 
ator Robert C. Byrd of West Virginia, 
the longest serving Senator in the his- 
tory of the Senate and the author of its 
definitive history. During the debate in 
1975 on the question of whether a sim- 
ple majority could end debate on a pro- 
posed rules change, Senator Byrd gave 
the following remarks that I believe we 
should heed carefully today. 

May I say to those of us on our side that 
the day may come—although I hope it will 
not be in my time—when we will be in the 
minority, and it will take only 51 Senators 
from the other side of the aisle to stop de- 
bate immediately, without one word, on 
some matter which we may consider vital to 
our States or to the Nation. Let me show the 
Senate how this would work. ... 

Suppose it were the Bay of Tonkin resolu- 
tion, which involved a declaration of war by 
the Congress of the United States. Any Sen- 
ator could contrive his own—and I do not use 
that word disrespectfully—any Senator could 
write a similarly phrased divisible motion, a 
multiple motion, sent it to the Chair and all 
someone would have to do is raise a point of 
order, another Senator would move to table 
the point of order; if the point of order were 
tabled, the matter, without debate, would 
immediately be put to a vote. If a majority 
were to sustain that vote, debate would be 
closed on the basic motion to move to con- 
sideration of the matter, or if the matter 
were already before the Senate, to proceed to 
vote immediately on the matter without fur- 
ther debate. 

Senator Byrd that same day said: 

I must say that I have to disagree respect- 
fully with the Chair. We are today operating 
by the rules of the Senate, which rules and 
precedents provide that a motion before the 
Senate, against which a point of order has 
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been made and tabled, remains before the 
Senate and is debatable. I cannot for the life 
of me understand how, in this instance, the 
motion, if the point of order is tabled, will 
not still be before the Senate and will not be 
debatable. I cannot understand that. I can- 
not understand how the Chair can logically 
state that the Senate, by this motion, and by 
virtue of its tabling a point of order, which 
is a separate matter, ipso facto shuts off de- 
bate on the motion. 

Now, if we go down this road, I can guar- 
antee that every Senator in this body will 
rue this day ... Senators, do we want to do it 
this way? If this is done today, it can be done 
any day. If it can be done on this constitu- 
tional question, it can be done on any other 
constitutional question. It can be done on 
any other point of order the Chair wishes to 
refer to the Senate for decision. ... I believe 
that there is a danger here that, if Senators 
will reflect upon it for but a little while, 
they can foresee a time when we would say 
that we went the wrong way to achieve an 
otherwise very notable purpose ... Put this 
power in the hands of a tyrannical leader- 
ship, and a tyrannical majority of 51 Sen- 
ators, and we are going to be sorry on both 
sides of the aisle. (121 Congressional Record 
3842-3844) 

So in 1975, the Senate did what it has 
always done when confronted with the 
question of simple majority cloture on 
debate of a motion to amend the rules. 
It rejected it. 

The reason that the constitutional 
approach to rules changes has never 
been implemented is that every time it 
has been attempted, the Senate has not 
gone along. 

When Vice President Humphrey ex- 
plicitly ruled that the Senate could end 
debate by a simple majority, the Sen- 
ate voted to overturn that ruling. In 
those instances when a Vice President 
has advised that tabling a point of 
order against a motion to limit debate 
on a rules change by a simple majority 
amounted to Senate approval of that 
motion, the Senate has either voted to 
reject that interpretation outright or 
voted against tabling the point of 
order. 

The very basis for minority rights in 
the Senate is the absence of simple ma- 
jority cloture, which would allow a ma- 
jority of Senators to end debate. The 
absence of simple majority cloture is 
the only ground on which a minority, 
and sometimes a single Senator, can 
stand to demand they be heard on any 
given issue. 

I believe by the letter and spirit of 
our rules, and the history and practice 
of this body, the bipartisan leadership 
proposal before us merits support. But 
I also recognize that these arguments 
alone may not suffice for the millions 
of Americans who understandably do 
not know or care much about the pro- 
cedures and rules of the Senate, and 
who have watched for the last 4 years 
with mounting frustration as abuse of 
those rules has obstructed progress and 
mired the Senate in seemingly endless 
delay. 

The foundation of Democratic gov- 
ernance is rule by majority consent. 
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Indeed, democracy arose as a response 
to centuries of rule by a privileged and 
self-interested minority imposing its 
will on the majority. And the need for 
a system that protects minority rights 
is counter-intuitive to many Ameri- 
cans, who find it hard to understand 
why the majority’s will does not al- 
ways carry the day in the Senate. 

But while the foundation of our 
Democratic system is rule by the will 
of the people, our Founding Fathers 
were careful to enshrine protections 
against what they warned was a dan- 
gerous threat to true political liberty. 
They called it ‘‘majority faction,’’ the 
possibility that a majority of the pub- 
lic would, in pursuit of its own inter- 
ests, infringe upon the rights of their 
fellow citizens. 

They crafted our system with a series 
of checks and balances to protect 
against the dangers of majority fac- 
tion. And since the founding, many of 
the most important steps forward for 
our country have involved protecting 
minorities from the harms of majority 
faction. 

The giants of the Senate have recog- 
nized the vital importance of pro- 
tecting minority rights. Senator Dan- 
iel Inouye was rightly eulogized re- 
cently in this chamber as a wise and 
experienced presence in the Senate. He 
demonstrated that wisdom from the 
very beginning of his career here. In 
his maiden speech on this floor, he im- 
plored the Senate to preserve its pro- 
tections for minority views, even when 
those protections allowed a misguided 
minority to obstruct our Nation’s 
progress. This is what he said: 

The philosophy of the Constitution and the 
Bill of Rights is not simply to grant the ma- 
jority the power to rule, but is also to set 
out limitation after limitation upon that 
power. Freedom of speech, freedom of the 
press, freedom of religion: What are these 
but the recognition that at times when the 
majority of men would willingly destroy 
him, a dissenting man may have no friend 
but the law? This power given to the minor- 
ity is the most sophisticated and the most 
vital power bestowed by our Constitution. 

Understand what was taking place 
here. Senator Inouye spoke as the Sen- 
ate was debating whether to weaken 
the rights of the Senate minority, so 
that the Senate majority could end 
grave injustice by enacting civil rights 
legislation. Senator Inouye, a man who 
had himself felt the pain of racial dis- 
crimination, even during and after his 
remarkable service to this nation dur- 
ing World War II, used his first speech 
on this floor to warn against the at- 
tempts ‘‘to destroy the power of the 
minority ...in the name of another 
minority.” 

I want to make clear to my col- 
leagues my belief that defense of the 
minority’s rights in the Senate is not 
defense of the current use, and abuse, 
of those rights. It is not a defense of a 
few who threaten routinely to prevent 
consideration of judicial nominees 
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unanimously approved in committee, 
or to prevent debate on legislation. We 
need to act so that the Senate can 
function again. 

But we can’t save the Senate by de- 
stroying its very nature and role. In 
the past, Senators strongly committed 
to reforming the Senate rules have 
been equally committed to preserving 
its institutional strengths. Listen to 
the words of Senator Mansfield, who, in 
1967, worked to reform the cloture rule 
so the Senate would function more nor- 
mally—but, importantly, urged his col- 
leagues not to pursue those reforms by 
the destructive means of establishing 
simple majority cloture to end debate 
on a rules change. While arguing 
strongly for reform, Senator Mansfield 
said, ‘‘[The] urgency or even wisdom of 
adopting the three-fifths resolution 
does not justify a path of destruction 
to the Senate as an institution and its 
vital importance to our scheme of gov- 
ernment. And this, in my opinion, is 
what the present motion to invoke clo- 
ture by simple majority would do.” 
Senator Mansfield added: ‘‘I simply feel 
the protection of the minority tran- 
scends any rule change, however desir- 
able. ... The issue of limiting debate 
in this body is one of such monumental 
importance that it reaches, in my opin- 
ion, to the very essence of the Senate 
as an institution. I believe it compels a 
decision by more than a majority.” 

In 1975, Senator Byrd argued in favor 
of the rule change reducing the number 
of votes needed to end debate from 67 
to 60. But he strongly opposed using 
simple-majority cloture of the debate 
on that rules change. “I feel that a 
three-fifths cloture vote would protect 
the minority, protect the uniqueness of 
this institution, and preserve a fair and 
equitable way to close debate. But Iam 
not for destroying the Senate as a 
unique institution in an effort to reach 
that end.” 

In 2010, in testimony before the Rules 
Committee on this subject, Senator 
Byrd said: 

During this 111th Congress, in particular, 
the minority has threatened to filibuster al- 
most every matter proposed for Senate con- 
sideration. I find this tactic contrary to 
every Senator’s duty to act in good faith. I 
share the profound frustration of my con- 
stituents and colleagues as we confront this 
situation. The challenges before our nation 
are too grave, too numerous, for the Senate 
to be rendered impotent to address them, 
and yet be derided for inaction by those 
causing the delays. ... Does the difficulty 
reside in the construction of our rules, or 
does it reside in the ease of circumventing 
them? A true filibuster is a fight, not a 
threat, not a bluff. ... Now, unbelievably, 
just the whisper of opposition brings the 
‘world’s greatest deliberative body’ to a 
grinding halt... . Forceful confrontation to 
a threat to filibuster is undoubtedly the 
antidote to the malady. 

There have without question been 
times when a self-interested or hide- 
bound minority in the Senate has frus- 
trated American progress. But there 
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have also been times when a Senate 
majority has attempted to impose its 
will in ways that would have been 
harmful. Those instances resonate far 
less loudly when one is a supporter of a 
frustrated majority. But those of us 
who have served in the minority in this 
body, as I have for nearly half my time 
in the Senate, remember them well. 

In the recent past, Senate Democrats 
in the minority used the protections 
afforded the minority to block a series 
of bills that would have unwisely re- 
stricted the reproductive rights of 
American women. We beat back spe- 
cial-interest efforts to limit Ameri- 
cans’ ability to seek justice in our 
courts when harmed by corporate 
wrongdoing. We used those protections 
to seek an extension of unemployment 
benefits for millions of Americans. We 
used them to oppose the nomination of 
nominees to the Federal courts who we 
thought would do great harm to the 
law. Progressives distressed that the 
recent fiscal cliff agreement raised the 
estate tax exemption to more than $5 
million should recall that without the 
protections afforded the Senate minor- 
ity, a total repeal of the estate tax 
would have passed the Senate in 2006. 
Forty-one Senators prevented that 
from happening. 

Over the history of this body, giants 
of the Senate have repeatedly warned 
us against the danger of damaging, 
even with the best of intentions, the 
Senate’s protections for minority 
rights and extended debate. Time and 
again, the Senate has heeded those 
warnings. While it is necessary to rea- 
sonably preserve those minority rights, 
it also is urgent that we restore the 
Senate’s ability to function. Unless we 
do that, the Senate’s character and 
function within our system of govern- 
ment will remain threatened by con- 
stant gridlock. The bipartisan proposal 
before us holds the promise of restoring 
the Senate’s deliberative and legisla- 
tive process, without going down a 
‘nuclear’? path that might severely 
damage the Senate in an attempt to 
save it. This proposal holds the prom- 
ise of demonstrating to a nation hun- 
gering for bipartisan cooperation that 
we are capable of providing it. I urge 
my colleagues to embrace a bipartisan 
approach that will allow us to end the 
gridlock of which we have seen too 
much, and to do so with the bipartisan 
spirit of which our people have seen too 
little. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
wish to thank Senator LEVIN for his 
leadership, as well as Senator MCCAIN, 
Senators SCHUMER, CARDIN, PRYOR, and 
Senator Kyl—who has now retired from 
the Senate—and Senator BARRASSO. We 
are hopeful the leaders will be able to 
recommend to us a set of changes in 
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our rules and procedures and practices 
that will help the Senate operate in a 
fairer and more efficient way. That is 
what all of us want. It is surprising 
how many of us want that. 

We all worked pretty hard to get 
here. We all understand we are polit- 
ical accidents. The Senator from 
Maine, the Senator from Arkansas—we 
all know that. We are very fortunate to 
be here. While we are here, we would 
like to contribute something. That 
gets down to a couple things. Let’s 
make it easy for a committee bill to 
come to the floor, and let’s make it 
easier for Senators from the various 
States and from various points of view 
to have their say. Allow them to offer 
their amendment and have it voted up 
or down and to have a final vote. That 
is all. 

I often use the analogy of the Grand 
Ole Opry. A person is lucky to be on 
the Grand Ole Opry. If you are there, 
you want to sing. Sometimes being in 
the Senate has been like being in the 
Grand Ole Opry and not being able to 
sing. We have all done the finger-point- 
ing. The Democrats—the majority— 
say: You Republicans are filibustering. 
You are blocking things and keeping 
things from happening. 

What we are saying is the majority 
leader has used the gag rule 69 times. 
Senator Daschle only used it once. 
What the eight of us found very quick- 
ly when we sat down in the first meet- 
ing a few weeks ago was that we were 
of the same mind. We honored this in- 
stitution and we believe our country 
has serious problems. We want to get 
to those problems, and we want to 
serve our country well in the position 
we have. 

If we are from Michigan, we want to 
be able to offer the voices of Michigan 
on the floor of the Senate. If we are 
from Nashville or the mountains of 
Tennessee or Maine, we want to be able 
to do the same. We want our voices 
heard—not our voices but the voices of 
the people whom we represent. That is 
the importance of the discussion we are 
having today. 

My hope is the majority leader and 
the Republican leader—and I congratu- 
late them for sort of sticking their 
necks out in their respective con- 
ferences—recommend a way that we 
can do two things: make it easier for 
bills to come to the floor and make it 
easier for Senators to get their amend- 
ments in. I believe if that happens, this 
Senate will see a new day. 

On this side of the aisle, we believe 
we don’t need rules changes; that we 
just need a change in behavior. On the 
other side of the aisle, there are those 
who say: Let’s get rid of the filibuster. 
I think once we get back into what we 
call regular order, all that talk will go 
away. I think Senator MIKULSKI and 
Senator SHELBY are going to have 10 or 
11 or 12 appropriations bills ready to 
come to the floor within a few weeks, 
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and I think they are going to want 
them to be considered by this body. If 
they do, we will be busy for 8 or 10 
weeks and we will have dozens of 
amendments. I heard the chairman of 
the Budget Committee say she in- 
tended to have a budget and, if she 
does, we will have dozens of amend- 
ments. Then the voices of the people of 
this country will be heard here on the 
floor of the U.S. Senate. We will have 
votes, we will have amendments, and 
we will be doing our job, and all of this 
talk we are having right now will be 
pushed into the background. 

There is a reason for a Senate that is 
different than the House of Representa- 
tives. It goes all the way back to the 
founding of our country. It was noticed 
by the first observers of our country. 
Alexis de Tocqueville, in his fas- 
cinating view of America in ‘‘Democ- 
racy in America” which he wrote in 
the early part of the 19th century, said 
America faced two great challenges. 
One was Russia. The other one was the 
tyranny of the majority. This is a de- 
mocracy. This is a majority rules coun- 
try. But he saw in a great, big, complex 
country the danger of the tyranny of 
the majority. And this institution, the 
U.S. Senate, has from the beginning of 
the country protected the minority and 
protected the unpopular view. If a Sen- 
ator didn’t like the Vietnam war, he or 
she could stand up and say something 
here and maybe do something about it. 
Or if a Senator was on the other side, 
maybe he or she could do something 
about it. They could make people slow 
down and stop and think before the 
country rushes ahead. 

Senators of both parties eloquently, 
as Senator LEVIN has pointed out, have 
defended that right. We Republicans in 
the Bush administration were so upset 
about the Democrats’ blocking of 
judges that we said we might use the 
nuclear option, that we might turn this 
into a majority body. Now there are a 
number of Democrats who feel the 
same way here. I hope we put that 
away and realize that this is the body 
that stands up for minority views in 
this country and says, don’t run over 
minorities. Stop and think. Stop and 
think before you do that. Then we 
forge a consensus. 

To conclude my remarks—because I 
see the Senator from Arkansas, who 
has been an outstanding contributor to 
this effort, as he has been through his 
time in the Senate—I came to the Sen- 
ate as a young staff aide in 1967. That 
was a long time ago. I saw a little bit 
of how important it is to have a body 
that gains a consensus when we are 
talking about a big, difficult issue for 
the whole country. In 1967, the issue 
was civil rights. The Senator from 
Maine knows about those early days in 
the Senate. The Senator from Michigan 
does as well. There were a minority of 
Republicans at that time. Everett 
Dirksen was the Republican leader. But 
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the civil rights bill of 1968 was written 
in the Republican leader’s office. Why? 
Because at that time they had to get 67 
votes to pass it. 

One might say, Well, that shows what 
is wrong with the Senate, because it 
slowed things down. But looking back 
over history, those last 8 or 10 years of 
civil rights laws, the Voting Rights 
Act, eventually all of the laws that 
changed our country and continue to 
change it, were big steps. And what 
happened in 1968 once the Senate 
gained a consensus on civil rights? Sen- 
ator Russell, who led the opposition to 
the civil rights bill through his whole 
career, got on the airplane, went home 
to Georgia and said, It is the law of the 
land. Now we obey it. 

So the value of having a body in our 
government that respects the minority 
and forces a consensus is that once we 
reach that consensus—once we reach 
it—we then have a better chance of 
having the country behind what we do 
on the very controversial and difficult 
issues we face. 

So if this works out as I hope it does 
today, I pledge my part to work with 
the majority, as one Senator, to help 
make sure bills come to the floor, and 
to work with Republican Senators in 
the minority to help make sure they 
get their amendments. If we do, I think 
we will do our job better, we will gain 
more respect, the country will have a 
stronger government, and the rights of 
the minority will be protected. 

I thank Senator LEVIN for his leader- 
ship, as well as Senator PRYOR and the 
others with whom I have worked. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas. 

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, I wish to 
thank Senator LEVIN and Senator 
ALEXANDER for their kind comments 
about me. The Senator from Tennessee 
and I came to the U.S. Senate at the 
same time. That was 10 years ago. 

One of the things I think everyone 
would agree with is we have seen over 
the last 10 years a waning of effective- 
ness in the Senate. A large part of that 
is the fact that this floor is not used as 
it should be. This floor has been used 
to block and obstruct. Both parties are 
guilty of that. This floor should be the 
marketplace of ideas. It should be 
where we come together and we work 
to resolve our differences. Our dif- 
ferences may be partisan, they may be 
regional, they may be philosophical, 
they may be generational, whatever, 
but our Founding Fathers set up our 
system of government where there 
would be one place where difficult, 
complex, thorny, even sometimes po- 
litically treacherous issues can be re- 
solved, and that is on the floor of the 
U.S. Senate. 

When we, again Democrats and Re- 
publicans, abuse the rules around here 
and we stymie the Senate from acting, 
we get gridlock, and gridlock is not 
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good for the country. I firmly believe 
one of the reasons the American public 
is so disgusted with Congress right now 
is because of the things that are hap- 
pening and not happening on this floor. 

When we think about our system of 
government and when our Founding 
Fathers set it up, of course we have the 
three branches, but as a practical mat- 
ter, the floor, right here, is the only 
place in our government where the 
American people—the people we rep- 
resent—can actually see their law 
being made. Americans don’t see law 
being made at the White House. They 
go out there and they huddle up in 
their conference rooms and they come 
out to the Rose Garden and they make 
the announcement. We never see the 
process. We don’t see the process in the 
U.S. Supreme Court or in the courts of 
appeals. What happens there is the law- 
yers and the parties come in and make 
their cases and then the Justices and 
judges go back and conference and they 
talk about it back in their chambers, 
and they come out with their decision, 
and that is what we have. We don’t al- 
ways know what the deliberations are. 
We don’t know all the considerations. 
The same thing in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, with all due respect 
to our other Chamber down the hall. 
Because of the way their rules operate, 
because of the Rules Committee and 
the way it is structured and their his- 
tory and, quite frankly, their DNA, it 
is a majoritarian body. But not the 
U.S. Senate. In the Senate we allow 
Senators to amend and debate and to 
vote. That has been one of the prob- 
lems here in the last 10 years. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee—and I see the 
Senator from Texas on the floor—we 
all came in together. This Senate has 
lost a lot of ability to do that. 

I am firmly convinced we have suffi- 
cient verbiage in rule XXII of the Sen- 
ate Rules to require a talking fili- 
buster. I think that is critically impor- 
tant. It is not a new interpretation, but 
it is utilizing the existing interpreta- 
tions, the longstanding history of the 
Senate, based on parliamentary deci- 
sions, based on decades of things that 
have happened here on the floor, where 
we have the authority already in rule 
XXII. But we have asked our two lead- 
ers to clarify and state and notify all of 
us how we are going to handle issues 
during this Congress. The way we are 
going to handle it when it comes to the 
talking filibuster is we are going to re- 
quire Senators to be here to object. No 
more phone-in filibusters. We are going 
to require Senators to come down and 
state their objections, to come down 
and actually speak. If they have a 
problem with moving forward, they 
need to come and speak about it. If 
they want to start a filibuster, they 
should be here to speak on the floor. 
What is going to happen is the major- 
ity of Senators who want to see legisla- 
tion get done may have to do a little 
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work and be here late nights, but that 
is part of it. That is what we signed up 
for. It is like the Senator from Ten- 
nessee said a few moments ago. We all 
worked very hard to get here, and we 
came here to work for the country. If 
we are ever going to have a chance of 
resolving the big and difficult issues 
that face our Nation—issues such as 
our debt and deficit; issues such as the 
fiscal cliff; a whole set of issues includ- 
ing tax reform, entitlement reform—we 
can bet our last dollar those things are 
going to happen in the Senate. That is 
where things get done. 

The fiscal cliff, with all due respect 
to the House, didn’t happen in the 
House, it happened in the Senate. The 
minority leader and the Vice President 
worked it out. That is the way things 
have always gotten done, for the most 
part, in American history, and that is 
the way we need to allow things to get 
done in this Congress, because we have 
too many big issues to block every- 
thing that is coming through on the 
Senate floor. 

Again, I wish to thank Senator LEVIN 
and Senator MCCAIN for leading this ef- 
fort. They are great leaders. I thank 
Senator Kyl, Senator BARRASSO, Sen- 
ator ALEXANDER. Participating in those 
meetings with my Republican col- 
leagues was a great experience, to lis- 
ten to them, listen to their concerns. I 
think it was an education for all the 
Democrats to have that quality time 
where we did listen and then they lis- 
tened to us. I think that was very im- 
portant. We need to do more of that 
around here. We will get a lot more 
done if we do. 

Also, our Democratic colleagues, of 
course led by Senator LEVIN, Senator 
SCHUMER, and Senator CARDIN, every- 
body contributed, and I think it is 
something we should be proud of and it 
is also a great victory for bipartisan- 
ship. It is a great victory for biparti- 
sanship. I think that is what the Amer- 
ican people are screaming out for: for 
us to work together to get things done, 
and this is a good example of that. 


a 
EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 
Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, I ask 


unanimous consent that the period of 
morning business be extended until 7:15 
p.m. today, and that all provisions of 
the previous order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Georgia. 


EE 
THANKING OUR COLLEAGUES 


Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, as I 
walked to the Capitol, I had not in- 
tended to speak. But when I came in 
and started listening to Senator PRYOR 
and Senator LEVIN, and I listened ear- 
lier today to Senator MCCAIN and now 
Senator ALEXANDER, it made me want 
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to come to the floor and thank them 
for the effort they have made to hope- 
fully make us a better working body in 
the next 2 years than we would have 
been otherwise preceding this agree- 
ment. 

When Senator ALEXANDER made the 
remarks about our predecessor, Rich- 
ard Russell, and when he came home to 
Georgia after a rigorous debate, an ar- 
duous debate, that took place on civil 
rights, it made me recognize the appre- 
ciation and respect our predecessors 
had for the result of the debating proc- 
ess. 

As I listened to Senator PRYOR, I had 
a flashback to 2 weeks ago when a 
number of us attended the movie ‘‘Lin- 
coln.’’ It was a screening of the movie 
downstairs, and Steven Spielberg was 
there. I thought about those great 
scenes in the movie ‘‘Lincoln’’? where 
the U.S. Congress debated slavery and 
whether we were going to abolish it. 
We came to a decision, we had a vote, 
we debated it, and the abolition of slav- 
ery took place, all because the Con- 
gress functioned, all because politi- 
cians took the issues to the floor. They 
challenged one another. They worked 
hard for what they thought was best 
for the country. I think tonight when 
we vote on the changes that will be 
adopted, we preserve the interests of 
the minority. We preserve the best her- 
itage of this body. We put ourselves in 
a state where we will debate on the 
floor of the Senate and make decisions 
for the American people, and the result 
will be a better country and a better 
product by the U.S. Senate. 

So I thank, Senator ALEXANDER, Sen- 
ator PRYOR, Senator MCCAIN, wherever 
you might be, and Senator CARL LEVIN, 
for a job well done. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
SHAHEEN). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, I 
rise to share a few comments on the 
votes that we are about to take. In par- 
ticular, I am struck by the enormous 
amount of conversation over the last 
few days over how we make this body, 
our beloved Senate, work more effec- 
tively in addressing the big issues fac- 
ing America. 

I think all of us have had the experi- 
ence of our constituents back home 
recognizing that the last 2 years, and 
many years before, were ones that we 
had a particular growing element of pa- 
ralysis that we had a responsibility to 
address. Tonight the Senate is going to 
be speaking in a bipartisan fashion and 
saying this cannot continue in the 
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same way; that we need to take steps 
toward having a more functional Sen- 
ate. 

I don’t think it will come as a sur- 
prise to anyone in this Chamber that I 
had hoped we would go a little further 
in addressing the silent filibuster that 
has been haunting us in these Halls. 
But here is the important thing. The 
important thing is that this Chamber 
is speaking tonight in a bipartisan 
voice, in a strong voice, saying we 
must take steps for this deliberation to 
work better. I think that message re- 
verberates with the American people 
who are looking at the many chal- 
lenges we face as a nation and who 
have been watching through the cour- 
tesy of C-SPAN and seeing that often, 
when they want us to be addressing 
these challenges, we are here in 
quorum calls. 

A substantial amount of that can 
change, both with the modest steps we 
are taking tonight and, hopefully, in 
the collaboration between the two par- 
ties in the spirit of having a func- 
tioning legislature. 

I want to thank a number of groups 
who have worked very hard to bring to 
us the importance of making change: 
the Communications Workers of Amer- 
ica, the Sierra Club, the Alliance for 
Justice, the entire Fix the Senate Coa- 
lition, Daily Coast, Credo, the Progres- 
sive Campaign Committee, and the 
nearly half million Americans who 
have signed petitions to say: Please, 
Dear Senators, work hard on this. It 
matters. I think their voices were 
heard. 

So I extend my appreciation to the 
leadership on both sides who have been 
working so hard to figure out these 
steps forward, to try to have a series of 
tools on the motion to proceed, to fig- 
ure out how we can get more effec- 
tively to conference committee with 
the House, how we can cut down on the 
number of hours that are often wasted 
after a cloture vote on a nomination. 
So there is significant progress in a 
number of areas. 

I certainly pledge to my majority 
leader and to my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to remain engaged in 
this conversation about the func- 
tioning of the Senate. I appreciate the 
work they have done. I appreciate the 
steps we are taking tonight. I also ap- 
preciate the spirit in which many folks 
are saying: Let’s make these things 
work. We hope they work. And if they 
don’t get us there, let’s return to this 
conversation because we do have that 
underlying responsibility to the citi- 
zens of the Nation to have a Senate 
that can act. In the words of the Presi- 
dent just outside a few days ago, it is 
time to act. He called upon the Nation 
and he calls upon us, and we make sig- 
nificant steps in that direction tonight. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
President, I rise today to talk about 
our efforts to change the Senate rules. 
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For the second time since I have been 
in the Senate, the constitutional op- 
tion has been crucial. It has pushed 
this body to seriously look at changing 
the way we do business. 

This week the majority leader and 
majority whip declared majority sup- 
port for the constitutional option. As a 
result, the Republican leader has fi- 
nally agreed to some Senate rule 
changes. 

As I said more than 3 years ago when 
I first proposed the constitutional op- 
tion, it is time for reform. There are 
many great traditions in this Chamber 
that should be protected and respected. 
But the paralyzing abuse of filibusters 
is not one of them. 

Senators MERKLEY, HARKIN, and I in- 
troduced a package of reforms that is 
fair, that reins in the abuse, and that 
protects the voice of the minority. 

While I believe our reform package is 
a much better way to restore debate 
and deliberation to the Senate, I appre- 
ciate the leadership’s efforts to get a 
bipartisan agreement. To move forward 
to reform the filibuster and reduce 
Senate gridlock. 

I have carefully considered the com- 
promise proposal that Leaders REID 
and MCCONNELL have crafted. I don’t 
believe their proposal does enough to 
reform the Senate, but it does show 
that there is consensus, that both sides 
of the aisle recognize that the Senate 
is broken, that we must have change. 

The leaders’ proposal is a step in the 
right direction. I am most concerned 
that it does not eliminate the funda- 
mental cause of Senate dysfunction— 
the fact that any Member can halt Sen- 
ate business without even showing up 
on the Senate floor. We shouldn’t do 
away with the filibuster, but we should 
demand greater responsibility from 
senators who use it. 

The majority leader and the Repub- 
lican leader are telling us that they 
will make Senators who object or 
threaten filibusters come to the floor 
and actually debate, using the existing 
rules. The proof of this will be over the 
next 2 years. We will be watching. 

I believe we could have achieved 
more substantive reform by using the 
constitutional option to amend the 
rules with a majority vote. I know sev- 
eral of my colleagues think this would 
set a dangerous precedent. I disagree. 

I know that we may serve in the mi- 
nority at some point in our Senate ca- 
reers. Senators MERKLEY, HARKIN, and 
I have not proposed any rules changes 
that we are not willing to live with in 
the minority. 

Senator HARKIN made his proposal 
when he was in the minority. I served 
in the minority in the House—which is 
a lot worse than the minority around 
here. So I don’t think looking at our 
rules and amending them by a majority 
vote at the beginning of a Congress is 
dangerous. On the contrary. It is a 
healthy exercise to make sure we can 
still function as a legislative body. 
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We started this effort over 3 years 
ago. We have made progress. But rules 
reform is not over. Our work is not 
complete. We should always seek to 
find ways to be a better institution. 
That is why I believe we should review 
and adopt our rules at the beginning of 
every Congress. 

One of the resolutions today is a 
standing order—it applies for only this 
Congress. We will have an opportunity 
to revisit this in two years. 

I want to close by saying this. Since 
the beginning of this process, my ac- 
tions have been guided by the great re- 
spect I have for the institution of the 
United States Senate, my reverence for 
the many great men and women who 
have served here, and my sincere affec- 
tion for my colleagues. 

That remains true today. I want to 
thank my colleagues for their consider- 
ation of our proposals, for their will- 
ingness to listen, and for their friend- 
ship. 

And I want to make clear to all those 
who have supported this effort—our 
work will continue. Our cause endures. 
History has made clear that substan- 
tial reform is more often than not the 
work of many Congresses, not just one. 

I commit to doing all I can to ensure 
that the Senate is not a graveyard for 
good ideas, that it is once again the 
world’s greatest deliberative body, and 
that we have a government that truly 
responds to the real needs of the Amer- 
ican people. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, we 
are facing major changes in how the 
Senate operates and even minor 
changes can have big consequences. 

Since the Senator even from the 
smallest State represents hundreds of 
thousands of Americans, any change to 
how senators are able to represent 
their constituents’ views is of great im- 
portance. 

We have heard plenty of talk from 
the other side of the aisle about how 
the Senate’s current dysfunction sim- 
ply boils down to Republican abuse of 
the filibuster. 

If you are a partisan Democrat and 
inclined to think the worst of Repub- 
licans, then that explanation may hold 
water for you. 

On the other hand, those who are 
more fair minded will find themselves 
wondering if there isn’t more to the 
story. 

A fair analysis of what is wrong with 
the Senate must look at the situation 
from both sides. 

From the Republican point of view, 
the main gripe with how the Senate 
has been operating recently is the in- 
ability of the minority party to offer 
amendments and receive a fair hearing 
for our ideas. 

The Senate rules provide that any 
Senator may offer an amendment re- 
gardless of party affiliation. 

The longstanding tradition of the 
Senate is that members of the minor- 
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ity party have an opportunity to offer 
amendments for a vote by the Senate, 
even if those votes don’t fit the agenda 
of the leadership of the majority party. 

Of course, if those amendments don’t 
receive a majority of votes in the Sen- 
ate, they cannot be passed. 

No one is arguing for some sort of 
right of a minority of senators to ad- 
vance a minority agenda. 

However, it is not uncommon for an 
idea that comes from the minority 
party to attract votes from the major- 
ity party, even enough to pass. 

This can be inconvenient or even em- 
barrassing to the leadership of the ma- 
jority party. 

Perhaps there is a Republican amend- 
ment that would reveal a split within 
the Democratic caucus. 

Perhaps a Republican might offer an 
amendment that has broad public sup- 
port and it would be hard for certain 
Democrats to explain to the people 
they represent why they voted against 
it. 

What’s wrong with taking tough 
votes and showing the American people 
where you stand? 

Those who lecture us about majority 
rule can’t have it both ways. 

If an amendment gets the votes of 45 
Republicans and 6 Democrats, that is a 
majority, but that is exactly the sce- 
nario the majority leader has been try- 
ing to avoid. 

Minority amendments have rou- 
tinely, systematically been blocked in 
recent years in the Senate. 

The Majority Leader has consistently 
used a tactic called ‘‘filling the tree” 
where he offers blocker amendments 
that block any other senator from of- 
fering their own amendment unless he 
agrees to set his blocker amendments 
aside. 

He is able to get in line first to put 
his blocker amendments in place be- 
cause of a tradition that the Majority 
Leader has priority to be recognized by 
the presiding officer. 

This doesn’t appear anywhere in the 
Senate rules and it arguably contrary 
to the rules. 

This so called filling the tree tactic 
used to be relatively rare, but it has 
become routine under this Democratic 
leadership. 

So what are Republicans to do if they 
have amendments they want to offer? 

We can ask the majority leader to 
allow us to set aside his blocker 
amendments so we can offer an amend- 
ment. 

His response has been to ask us what 
amendments we want to offer, and he 
will only agree to set aside his blocker 
amendments if he approves of the par- 
ticular Republican amendment. 

If there are amendments that he 
doesn’t like, he says “No.” 

Then, with amendments blocked, he 
makes a motion to bring debate to a 
close, or ‘‘cloture’’. 

When cloture is invoked, it sets up a 
limited time before a final vote must 
take place. 
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By keeping amendments blocked 
while running out that clock, the ma- 
jority leader can force a final vote on a 
bill without having to consider any 
amendments. 

Naturally, under these cir- 
cumstances, members of the minority 
party who wish to offer amendments 
will vote against the motion to end de- 
bate and force a final vote until they 
have had an opportunity to have their 
amendments considered. 

However, when Republicans vote 
against the majority leader’s motion to 
end debate, we are accused of ‘‘launch- 
ing a filibuster’’. 

Many Americans may be surprised to 
learn that the Senate rules do not de- 
fine what constitutes a filibuster. 

The Merriam-Webster Dictionary de- 
fines a filibuster as ‘‘the use of extreme 
dilatory tactics in an attempt to delay 
or prevent action especially in a legis- 
lative assembly.” 

The fact is, a filibuster can refer to 
any procedure perceived as dilatory, 
which is in the eye of the beholder. 

In the case I have described, if Re- 
publicans refuse to go along with the 
majority leader’s attempt to deny Sen- 
ators the right to offer amendments, is 
that an extreme dilatory tactic? 

I would say it is a logical response to 
an assault on our rights. 

Republicans can’t be expected to vote 
for the majority leader’s motion to end 
consideration of a bill before we have 
had a chance to offer any amendments. 

That brings us to the so called ‘‘talk- 
ing filibuster” proposal that has been 
mentioned so much on the Senate 
floor. 

Some have proposed that Senators be 
required to talk non-stop on the Senate 
floor or a final vote can be forced, even 
if there have been no amendments al- 
lowed. 

In other words, when the majority 
leader has amendments blocked, if Re- 
publicans want to defend their basic 
right to offer amendments, they would 
have to go to the floor and debate non- 
stop. 

That doesn’t make any sense. 

What does non-stop debate have to do 
with giving up your right to offer 
amendments? 

Here is where advocates of the so 
called ‘‘talking filibuster” confuse the 
issue. 

As I mentioned, a filibuster can refer 
to any tactic perceived as dilatory, but 
when most Americans think of the fili- 
buster, they think of Jimmy Stewart 
in the classic film Mr. Smith Goes to 
Washington standing and talking with- 
out stopping for an extended period of 
time to delay proceedings and make a 
point. It just makes sense that if you 
want to engage in this type of fili- 
buster, you should have to actually 
speak. 

Some Senators would have us believe 
that somewhere along the line the fili- 
buster was mysteriously transformed 
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so Senators no longer had to talk on 
the floor of the Senate, but that is not 
the case. 

The filibuster itself hasn’t changed, 
just what we call a filibuster. 

When Democrats complain about Re- 
publican filibusters, they aren’t talk- 
ing about Mr. Smith Goes to Wash- 
ington filibusters. 

They are talking about Republicans 
refusing to vote for the majority lead- 
er’s motion to end consideration of 
bills without the opportunity for 
amendments. 

Again, the rules and traditions of the 
Senate dictate that Senators have a 
right to offer amendment. 

What justification can there be for 
forcing Senators to speak for hours on 
the floor or lose the right to offer 
amendments? 

That would just encourage the ma- 
jority leader to block amendments 
even more and use this new tool to jam 
legislation through the Senate without 
considering alternative views. Such a 
situation would only make the under- 
lying problem worse. 

This isn’t just Republicans saying 
this. 

Listen to what the New York Times 
said: ‘“‘The use of filibusters has risen 
since the 1970s, especially when Repub- 
licans have been in the Senate minor- 
ity. But the most recent spike of Re- 
publican filibusters has coincided with 
the Democrats’ unprecedented moves 
to limit amendments on the Senate 
floor.” 

The current majority has moved to 
cut off debate and amendments on a 
measure other than the motion to pro- 
ceed over 100 times. 

This doesn’t even tell the whole story 
because much of the time, the Senate 
Majority Leader doesn’t have to actu- 
ally use his amendment blocking tac- 
tic. 

He simply informs Republicans that 
he will block amendments, or refuses 
to commit to allow Republican amend- 
ments before making the motion to 
consider a bill. 

Republicans can hardly be expected 
to vote in favor of taking up a bill 
under these conditions. 

I should point out that it isn’t just 
members of the minority party who 
have been affected by the blocking of 
amendments. 

There have been far fewer opportuni- 
ties for Democrat Senators to offer 
amendments in recent years than used 
to be the case. 

Not all Democrats will agree with 
every aspect of a bill brought before 
the Senate by their own leadership. 

Rank and file Democrats might also 
have ideas to improve a bill that had 
not yet been considered before being 
taken up by the Senate. 

Those who claim to want to fix the 
dysfunction of the Senate but who 
focus only on the alleged dilatory tac- 
tics by the minority party and ignore 
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the heavy handed tactics by the cur- 
rent majority party are at best only 
addressing half the problem. 

Moreover, to the extent any change 
to the Senate rules strengthens the 
ability of the majority to steamroll the 
minority, partisanship will only get 
worse. 

The rules of the Senate, which pro- 
tect the rights of the minority, force 
the majority to work with the minor- 
ity if they want to get things done. 

As a result, the Senate has histori- 
cally been a more bipartisan place than 
the House. 

That is a positive feature of the Sen- 
ate that we should not discard lightly. 

The role the Senate was intended to 
play by our Founding Fathers is clear. 

I have described before how the Sen- 
ate, with its longer staggered terms 
and other features, was specifically 
structured to act as a check on the pas- 
sions of temporary majorities as rep- 
resented in the House of Representa- 
tives. 

I won’t go into detail on that subject 
again because it is already in the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, but I quoted 
James Madison, the Father of the Con- 
stitution, at length. 

I have heard some select quotes from 
the Federalist Papers also used by 
some on the other side to argue that 
the Framers of the Constitution actu- 
ally favored a more strictly 
majoritarian system. 

One common quote is from Federalist 
58, which discusses how only a simple 
majority is required for a quorum in 
the House of Representatives. Madison 
explains that this is to prevent a situa- 
tion where a minority of Members can 
halt action by walking out, as hap- 
pened with Democrat State legislators 
during the redistricting fight in 2003 
and more recently in Wisconsin during 
the debate about collective bargaining 
for public employees. 

In context, I see nothing that would 
contradict the expressed concerns else- 
where in the Federalist Papers about 
tyranny of the majority. 

I have also heard a reference to Fed- 
eralist 75, which ironically discusses 
the supermajority requirement in the 
Constitution for ratifying treaties. 

The discussion is about whether the 
supermajority ought to be two-thirds 
of Senators present or two-thirds vot- 
ing, not whether there ought to be a 
supermajority requirement. 

We can never know what the Framers 
would have thought of the cloture rule 
as it currently exists. 

However, we know that the Senate 
was specifically intended to prevent 
the majority from steamrolling the mi- 


nority. 
The fact is, our Constitution is a 
compromise between a purely 


majoritarian system where the rights 
of the minority are threatened by what 
Madison called the ‘‘superior force of 
an interested and overbearing major- 
ity” and the system under the Articles 
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of Confederation where nothing could 
be done unless it was practically unani- 
mous. 

Our goal should be to return to the 
tradition of the Senate as a delibera- 
tive body where all Senators have an 
opportunity to put forward proposals, 
and the Senate can work its collective 
will. 

Any reform of the Senate rules must 
balance the interests of the majority 
with the rights of the minority, not tip 
the balance toward one or the other. 

If we fail to strike that balance, par- 
tisanship will only get worse. 

That is easier said than done. 

I know several Senators put forward 
proposals that they think are fair and 
will fix the Senate. 

However, it takes more than assur- 
ances that you are willing to live under 
the rules you are prepared to impose 
should you find yourself in the minor- 
ity. 

You can’t say that for sure until you 
are in that position. 

Any serious attempt at a fair ap- 
proach to the Senate’s problems must 
involve engaging members of the other 
party and addressing their legitimate 
concerns. 

That means that any reform of the 
Senate rules must restore a full and 
open amendment process where indi- 
vidual senators of any party can offer 
amendments. 

Does the deal before us meet that 
test? 

Iam not sure. 

The deal the two leaders have struck 
does include a guarantee of two amend- 
ments for the minority party, presum- 
ably picked by the minority leader. 

That at least acknowledges the le- 
gitimate concerns on my side of the 
aisle about the blocking of amend- 
ments. 

Two amendments is better than 
none, which is what we have had in 
practice. 

It is also better than a unilateral 
rules changes imposed by the majority 
on an unwilling minority. 

However, I have described how the 
right to offer amendments is a funda- 
mental right of individual Senators 
representing their respective States. 

There are 45 Republicans in the Sen- 
ate, not 2. 

It is also true that rank and file 
Democrats have plenty of proposals 
they have a right to put forward. 

They shouldn’t have to ask their 
leader’s permission to do so any more 
than Republicans should. 

Perhaps knowing that he will have to 
deal with two Republican amendments, 
the majority leader will decide to allow 
more bills to be considered under an 
open amendment process the way they 
should be. I hope so. 

However, it is also possible that the 
majority leader will decide that there 
is no reason to ever go back to the tra- 
ditional open amendment process now 
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that we have this new process that 
only guarantees two amendments. 

Two amendments could become the 
new ceiling rather than the floor. 

If that is the case, we will have made 
the Senate more partisan and more 
dysfunctional. 

It remains to be seen these changes 
will work in practice and I will be 
watching closely. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, during 
my 38 years in the Senate, I have 
served with Democratic majorities and 
Republican majorities, during Repub- 
lican administrations and Democratic 
ones. Whether in the majority or the 
minority, whether the chairman or 
ranking member of a committee, I 
have always stood for the protection of 
the rights of the minority. Even when 
the minority has voted differently than 
I have or opposed what I have sup- 
ported, I have defended their rights and 
held to my belief that the best tradi- 
tions of the Senate would win out and 
that the 100 of us who stand in the 
shoes of over 300 million Americans 
would do the right thing. 

Yet over the last 4 years, Senate Re- 
publicans have come dangerously close 
to changing something central to the 
character of the Senate and threat- 
ening its ability to do its work for the 
American people. 

As a caucus, instead of trying to 

work with us on efforts to help the 
American people at a time of economic 
challenges, Senate Republicans have 
engaged in an across-the-board proce- 
dural barricade. On issue after issue, 
from the DISCLOSE Act to efforts to 
curb massive subsidies for big oil com- 
panies, from the American Jobs Act to 
the Paycheck Fairness Act, from legis- 
lation to help small businesses to pro- 
viding support for our veterans, Senate 
Republicans have relied on the unprec- 
edented use of the filibuster to thwart 
the majority from making progress. 
They have long since crossed the line 
from use of the Senate rules to abuse of 
the rules, exploiting them to under- 
mine our ability to solve national prob- 
lems. 
Filibusters that were once used rare- 
ly have now become a common occur- 
rence, with Senate Republicans raising 
procedural barriers to even considering 
legislation or voting on the kinds of 
noncontroversial nominations the Sen- 
ate once confirmed regularly and 
quickly by unanimous consent. The 
leader has been required to file cloture 
just to ensure that the Senate makes 
any progress at all to address our na- 
tional and economic security, and a 
supermajority of the Senate is now 
needed even to force a vote on mun- 
dane issues. 

That is not how the Senate should 
work or has worked. The Senate is 
built on a tradition of comity, with 
rules that only function based on the 
kind of consent commonly and tradi- 
tionally given. The rules are not built 
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to aid and abet Senators using across- 
the-board filibusters and obstruction at 
every turn. The Senate does not func- 
tion if an entire caucus takes every op- 
portunity to use obscure procedural 
loopholes to stand in the way of a vote 
because they might disagree with the 
result. Without serious steps to curtail 
these abuses, the approach taken the 
last four years by Senate Republicans 
risks turning the rules of the Senate 
into a farce and calls into question the 
ability of the Senate to perform its 
constitutional functions. 

In an earlier period of Senate his- 
tory, when the filibuster was widely re- 
garded as having become too great an 
obstacle for long-overdue reforms—for 
which there was a wide and general na- 
tional consensus—I had the honor of 
playing a small part as a freshman sen- 
ator during Senator Walter Mondale’s 
heroic and successful efforts to lower 
the cloture bar from 67 votes to 60 


votes. Then, as now, reform came 
through arduous, bipartisan negotia- 
tion. 


I am hopeful that the agreement 
reached today by the majority leader 
and the Republican leader represents 
that kind of serious step toward restor- 
ing the tradition of the Senate and its 
ability to work for the American peo- 
ple. I am hopeful that the Republican 
Senators who join today with Senate 
Democrats follow through on the com- 
mitment they are making to curtail 
the abuse of Senate rules and practices 
that have marked the last four years. 

The progress we are making today is 
a credit to Senator MERKLEY, Senator 
UDALL, Senator HARKIN, and others 
whose efforts to reform the Senate 
rules are justified by the abuses we 
have seen. The diligence and energy of 
these reformers provided the impetus 
for the agreement reached today by the 
majority leader and the Republican 
leader. In my view the agreement does 
not go far enough to address abuses, 
and I wish it included more of the com- 
monsense proposals put forward by the 
reformers to make the Senate run 
more efficiently. As I did at the begin- 
ning of the last Congress, I support 
their proposals to put the burden of 
maintaining a filibuster on those seek- 
ing to obstruct the Senate, rather than 
on those seeking to overcome the ob- 
struction. However, I am willing to ac- 
cept today’s agreement as a meaning- 
ful compromise with concessions by 
both sides that will have the support of 
senators from both parties, rather than 
the support of only one party. I will 
support it because it can be adopted by 
a supermajority vote instead of the 
kind of extended and damaging floor 
fight over the rules that would under- 
mine any progress we hope to make. 
With so many urgent issues to tackle 
for the American people, we cannot 
risk giving opponents of progress an- 
other excuse for inaction. 

I am encouraged by the verbal agree- 
ment between the majority leader and 
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the Republican leader to change the 
practices of how the Senate handles 
filibusters. Under this agreement, the 
bill managers and leadership would call 
on Senators who are threatening a fili- 
buster to come to the floor, which will 
properly put the burden of a filibuster 
on those seeking to obstruct, rather 
than those seeking to make progress. 
The leaders will also press that 
postcloture debate time be used for de- 
bate and will bring votes to produce a 
quorum to avoid delay. These common- 
sense steps will help build on today’s 
rules changes to help curtail the abuses 
we have seen and restore the Senate’s 
ability to work for the American peo- 
ple. 

I also believe the Standing Order 
that is part of today’s agreement will 
give the majority leader new tools for 
overcoming the wholesale Republican 
obstruction of President Obama’s judi- 
cial nominations. As chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee, I have been espe- 
cially concerned about the damage 
being done by Republican obstruction 
to the Senate’s unique responsibility 
for ensuring that the judicial branch 
has the judges it needs to do its job. 
Over the last 4 years, Senate Repub- 
licans have abandoned this constitu- 
tional responsibility, using unprece- 
dented filibusters to delay and obstruct 
President Obama from appointing to 
the Federal bench even judicial nomi- 
nations that have bipartisan support. 
As a result of this brand of Republican 
obstruction, we begin President 
Obama’s second term with the Judici- 
ary nearly 20 percent below where it 
needs to be in terms of judges, and a 
prescription for overburdened courts 
and a Federal justice system that does 
not serve the interests of the American 
people. 

Senate Republicans have already 
forced the majority leader to file clo- 
ture on 30 of President Obama’s judi- 
cial nominations, almost all of which 
were noncontroversial and were ulti- 
mately confirmed overwhelmingly. Yet 
the Senate rules give the minority the 
ability to demand 30 hours of floor 
time even after a supermajority of the 
Senate has voted to end the filibuster 
of a judicial nomination. This extended 
debate time is meant to give the Sen- 
ate a chance to consider amendments 
that are germane to a bill so it serves 
no purpose for judicial nominations. 
Rather, it has been used by Senate Re- 
publicans as a threat to obstruct the 
Senate for days just to get to a vote on 
each of these noncontroversial nomina- 
tions. Such an approach has made it 
easier for a silent minority of Senate 
Republicans to make the costs too high 
for the majority leader to push for 
votes on nominees and has led directly 
to the unnecessary and damaging back- 
log of judicial nominations we have 
seen for years on the Senate calendar. 

The agreement reached today has a 
good chance of curtailing this type of 
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abuse of the rules in this Congress by 
reducing this extended debate time 
after the end of a filibuster on district 
court nominations from 30 hours to 
two hours. I believe this change will in- 
crease the ability of the majority lead- 
er to push for votes on district court 
nominations, where the threat by Sen- 
ate Republicans of extended debate 
time has been particularly damaging. 

Federal district court judges hear 
cases from litigants across the country 
and handle the vast majority of the 
caseload of the Federal courts. Nomi- 
nations to fill these critical positions, 
whether made by a Democratic or Re- 
publican President, have always been 
considered with deference to the home 
State Senators who know the nominees 
and their States best and have been 
confirmed promptly with that support. 
Never before in the 38 years I have been 
in the Senate have I seen anything like 
what has happened in the last 4 years, 
when we have seen district court nomi- 
nees blocked for months and opposed 
for no good reason. Senate Republicans 
have politicized even these tradition- 
ally non-partisan positions, needlessly 
stalling them for months with no ex- 
planation. 

Until 2009, Senators deferred to the 
President and to home State Senators 
on district court nominees. During the 
8 years that George W. Bush served as 
President, only five of his district 
court nominees received any opposi- 
tion on the floor. In just 4 years, Sen- 
ate Republicans have voted against 39 
of President Obama’s district court 
nominees, and the majority leader has 
been forced to file cloture on 20 of 
them, with many more left to linger 
month after month without a vote on 
the Senate calendar due to the threat 
by Republicans to require half a legis- 
lative week or more just to confirm 
one of them. As a result, it has taken 
the Senate more than three times as 
long to vote on President Obama’s dis- 
trict court nominees as it did to vote 
on President Bush’s. 

The agreement reached today will 
blunt the ability of Senate Republicans 
to block important legislation and dis- 
trict court nominations without ac- 
countability merely by the threat of 
burning so much Senate time. I wish 
that the proposal also applied to Fed- 
eral circuit court or Supreme Court 
nominations, where the extended 
postcloture debate time also serves no 
purpose. But the progress I believe we 
will make as a result of this bipartisan 
compromise is a good first step towards 
helping us reduce the extended backlog 
of judicial nominations created by Re- 
publican obstruction and should result 
in more judges serving the American 
people. 

There is no question that the reforms 
sought by many Democratic Senators 
are justified by the extended and un- 
precedented abuse of the Senate rules 
and practices by Senate Republicans 
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that began when President Obama took 
office. However, I hope that by reach- 
ing this bipartisan agreement we build 
a foundation for restoring the Senate’s 
ability to fulfill its constitutional du- 
ties and do its work for the American 
people. Now the burden is on Senate 
Republicans to work with us rather 
than hide behind an abuse of the rules 
to block progress. 

The American people want Congress 
to be able to solve national problems 
like disaster relief, comprehensive im- 
migration reform, and the reauthoriza- 
tion of the Violence Against Women 
Act. They want us to work together on 
commonsense solutions to reduce gun 
violence and to ensure that all Ameri- 
cans have access to a working Federal 
court system. I hope that today’s bi- 
partisan compromise holds the promise 
of getting more done to help the Amer- 
ican people. I look forward to working 
with those on both sides of the aisle in 
the coming months. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 


——— 


AMENDING THE STANDING RULES 
AND PROCEDURE OF THE SENATE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the following reso- 
lutions en bloc: S. Res. 5, Harkin; S. 
Res. 15, a resolution providing a stand- 
ing order to improve procedures for the 
consideration of legislation and nomi- 
nations in the Senate; and S. Res. 16, a 
resolution amending the Standing 
Rules of the Senate relative to con- 
ference motions and bipartisan cloture 
motions on the motion to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Further, Mr. President, 
that the time until 7:55 p.m. be equally 
divided between the two leaders or 
their designees for the purpose of de- 
bating these resolutions concurrently; 
that the only amendment in order to 
any of the resolutions is a Lee amend- 
ment to S. Res. 15, that upon use or 
yielding back of time, the Senate pro- 
ceed to vote in relation to S. Res. 5; 
that upon disposition of S. Res. 5, the 
Senate vote in relation to the Lee 
amendment to S. Res. 15; that upon 
disposition of the Lee amendment, the 
Senate proceed to vote in relation to S. 
Res. 15, as amended, if amended, and S. 
Res. 16, in that order with no inter- 
vening action of debate; that S. Res. 15 
be subject to a 60-vote threshold for 
adoption; further, that S. Res. 16 be 
subject to a threshold of two-thirds of 
those voting for adoption; that there be 
no other amendments, motions, or 
points of order in order to any of these 
resolutions prior to the votes in rela- 
tion to the resolutions; finally, none of 
the resolutions be divisible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the resolutions 
by title. 
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The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 5) amending the 
Standing Rules of the Senate to provide for 
cloture to be invoked with less than a three- 
fifths majority after additional debate. 

A resolution (S. Res. 15) providing a Stand- 
ing Order to improve procedures for the con- 
sideration of legislation and nominations in 
the Senate. 

A resolution (S. Res. 16) amending the 
Standing Rules of the Senate relative to con- 
ference motions and bipartisan cloture mo- 
tions on the motion to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Republican leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I yield the time on 
this side to the Senator from Utah. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senator from Utah is recognized. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, in just a mo- 
ment I will be offering an amendment 
to S. Res. 15. The purpose of this 
amendment is to protect this institu- 
tion as the world’s greatest delibera- 
tive legislative body. The hallmark 
characteristics of this body that make 
it distinct, that make it both great and 
deliberative, include the fact that as 
individual Senators we are supposed to 
have the right to participate in an open 
and robust debate that includes an 
open amendment process. This is his- 
torically one of the things that has de- 
fined this institution. It is naturally 
the outgrowth of the fact that pursu- 
ant to article V of the Constitution, 
each State of the Union is entitled to 
equal representation in the Senate. 

So as we are talking tonight, we have 
to remember that we are not talking 
about the rights of the minority or the 
majority. We are talking about the 
rights of each individual Senator hav- 
ing been duly elected by the voters in 
his or her State. I have a concern that 
some of the implications of S. Res. 15 
could undermine this characteristic of 
the Senate. In other words, S. Res. 15, 
while crafted with the very best of in- 
tentions, could be applied at some 
point so as to undermine this right of 
each and every Senator to offer an 
amendment. 

What my amendment does is to guar- 
antee that once this procedure, the 
procedure under the standing order cre- 
ated by S. Res. 15—once it has been in- 
voked, every Senator in this body 
would have the right to file, 
postcloture, a germane amendment to 
the pending legislation. 

I think the history, the custom, and 
the tradition of this body and all the 
things that have made this body great 
require nothing less than that. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment once we bring it up. 

I yield my time. 

Mr. REID. I yield 1 minute to the 
Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senator from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I have 
long believed that rule XXII does not 
define the Senate. The Senate is de- 
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fined in the Constitution, and it does 
not mention rule XXII or filibusters. 

Second, I do not believe the dead 
hand of the past should control any 
Senate now or in the future. 

Third, I believe the filibuster should 
be used to slow things down, to make 
sure the minority has the right to offer 
amendments and to have them debated 
and voted on. It does not mean the mi- 
nority has a right to win, but they 
have the right to debate and slow 
things down. The filibuster should not 
be used as a method to put things in 
the trash can. 

As George Washington supposedly 
said to Jefferson, it was to cool things 
down. I can understand that. But the 
filibuster has been used, and it will 
still be used even in the future, so that 
the minority can stop the majority. I 
have long believed the majority should 
have the right to enact legislation with 
due regard for the rights of the minor- 
ity to be able to offer amendments and 
slow things down. But that is not what 
is happening and that is what my pro- 
posal I first offered in 1995, and con- 
tinue to offer today, would do. 

Yes, it would protect the filibuster as 
a means of slowing things down, but 
eventually the majority would be able 
to act, and that is as I think the 
Founders and the drafters of our Con- 
stitution really meant it to be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I believe I 
have no further requests for time on 
this side. If that, in fact, is the case, 
and the Republican leader has no re- 
quest for time, I yield whatever time I 
have. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I yield whatever 
time we have. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All 
time is yielded back. The question is 
on agreeing to S. Res. 5. 

The resolution (S. Res. 5) was re- 
jected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
pending business is S. Res. 15. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 

Mr. LEE. I call up my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. LEE] proposes 
an amendment numbered 3. 

Mr. LEE. I ask unanimous consent 
the reading of the amendment be dis- 
pensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To amend the Standing Rules of 

the Senate to reform the filibuster rules to 

improve the daily process of the Senate) 

At the end of the resolution, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . REFORM THE FILIBUSTER RULES. 

(a) MOTIONS TO PROCEED.—Paragraph 2 of 
rule VIII of the Standing Rules of the Senate 
is amended by striking ‘‘to proceed to the 
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consideration of bills and resolutions are de- 
batable.” and inserting the following: ‘‘to 
proceed to the consideration of any matter, 
and any debatable motion or appeal in con- 
nection therewith, shall be limited to not 
more than 4 hours, to be equally divided be- 
tween, and controlled by, the majority lead- 
er and the minority leader or their designees 
except for— 

“(a) a motion to proceed to a proposal to 
change the Standing Rules which shall be de- 
batable; and 

‘“(b) a motion to proceed to executive ses- 
sion to consider a specified item of executive 
business and a motion to proceed to consider 
any privileged matter which shall not be de- 
batable.’’. 

(b) No FILIBUSTER AFTER COMPLETE SUB- 
STITUTE IS AGREED TO.—Paragraph 2 of rule 
XXII of the Standing Rules of the Senate is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“If a complete substitute amendment for a 
measure is agreed to after consideration 
under cloture, the Senate shall proceed to 
the disposition of the measure without inter- 
vening action or debate except one quorum 
call if requested.’’. 

(c) ONE MOTION RELATED TO COMMITTEES ON 
CONFERENCE.—Rule XXVIII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“10. (a) A single motion to disagree with a 
House amendment or amendments or insist 
on a Senate amendment or amendments, re- 
quest a conference with the House, or agree 
to the conference requested by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
authorize the Chair to appoint conferees on 
the part of the Senate shall be in order, shall 
not be divisible, and shall not be subject to 
amendment.’’. 

(d) TIME PRE-CLOTURE.—Paragraph 2 of rule 
XXII of the Standing Rules of the Senate is 
amended— 

(1) in the first undesignated subpara- 
graph— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘for a measure, motion, or 
other matter that is subject to amendment, 
at any time after the end of the 12-hour pe- 
riod beginning at the time the Senate pro- 
ceeds to consideration of the measure, mo- 
tion, or other matter and, for any other 
measure, motion, or other matter,’’ before 
“at any time”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘any measure” and insert- 
ing ‘‘the measure’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘one hour after the Senate 
meets on the following calendar day but 
one” and inserting ‘‘24 hours after the filing 
of the motion’’; and 

(2) in the third undesignated subparagraph, 
by striking the second sentence and insert- 
ing ‘‘Except by unanimous consent, no 
amendment shall be proposed after the vote 
to bring the debate to a close, unless it had 
been submitted in writing to the Journal 
Clerk 12 hours following the filing of the clo- 
ture motion if an amendment in the first de- 
gree, and unless it had been so submitted at 
least 1 hour prior to the beginning of the clo- 
ture vote if an amendment in the second de- 
gree.’’. 

(e) ABILITY OF SENATORS TO OFFER AMEND- 
MENTS.—Rule XV of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

“6. (a) If cloture is invoked on a measure 
or matter that is subject to amendment, 
each Senator who has not offered an amend- 
ment during consideration of the measure or 
matter may offer 1 amendment to the meas- 
ure or matter (without regard to whether the 
amendment is actually pending and notwith- 
standing the expiration of the time for con- 
sideration of the measure or matter under 
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paragraph 2 of rule XXII or any other rule of 
the Senate) if— 

“(1) the Senator submitted written notice 
of the intent of the Senator to offer an 
amendment in accordance with this para- 
graph not later than 12 hours after the filing 
of the motion to invoke cloture on the meas- 
ure or matter; and 

“(2) the amendment is timely filed, ger- 
mane, and otherwise meets the requirements 
for an amendment under paragraph 2 of rule 
XXII. 

“(b) If a Senator fails to submit written 
notice in accordance with subparagraph (a), 
the right to offer an amendment under this 
paragraph is forfeited. 

“(c) An affirmative vote of three-fifths of 
the Senators duly chosen and sworn shall þe 
required to sustain an appeal of a ruling by 
the Chair that an amendment offered under 
this paragraph is not germane.” . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment (No. 3) was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
question is now on agreeing to S. Res. 
15. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there a sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. There is a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk called 
the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Louisiana (Ms. LAN- 
DRIEU) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. BURR), the 
Senator from Georgia (Mr. CHAMBLISS), 
the Senator from Indiana (Mr. COATs), 
the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. 
COBURN), and the Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are 
there any other Senators in the Cham- 
ber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 
nays 16, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 1 Leg.] 


78, 


YEAS—78 
Alexander Franken Merkley 
Ayotte Gillibrand Mikulski 
Baldwin Grassley Moran 
Barrasso Hagan Murkowski 
Baucus Harkin Murphy 
Begich Heinrich Murray 
Bennet Heitkamp Nelson 
Blumenthal Hirono Portman 
Blunt Hoeven Pryor 
Boozman Inhofe Reed 
Boxer Isakson Rei 
Brown Johanns Roberts 
Cantwell Johnson (SD) Rockefeller 
Cardin Kaine Schatz 
Carper Kerry Schumer 
Casey King Shaheen 
Cochran Kirk Stabenow 
Collins Klobuchar Tester 
Coons Lautenberg Thune 
Corker Leahy Udall (CO) 
Cornyn Levin Udall (NM) 
Donnelly Manchin Warner 
Durbin McCain Warren 
Enzi McCaskill Whitehouse 
Feinstein McConnell Wicker 
Fischer Menendez Wyden 
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NAYS—16 

Crapo Lee Sessions 
Cruz Paul Shelby 
Flake Risch Toomey 
Hatch Rubio Vitter 
Heller Sanders 
Johnson (WI) Scott 

NOT VOTING—6 
Burr Coats Graham 
Chambliss Coburn Landrieu 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
60-vote threshold having been achieved, 
the resolution is agreed to. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote. 

Mr. LEVIN. I move to lay that mo- 
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The resolution (S. Res. 15) reads as 
follows: 

S. RES. 15 


Resolved, 

SECTION 1. CONSIDERATION OF LEGISLATION. 

(a) MOTION TO PROCEED AND CONSIDERATION 
OF AMENDMENTS.—A motion to proceed to 
the consideration of a measure or matter 
made pursuant to this section shall be debat- 
able for no more than 4 hours, equally di- 
vided in the usual form. If the motion to pro- 
ceed is agreed to the following conditions 
shall apply: 

(1) The first amendments in order to the 
measure or matter shall be one first-degree 
amendment each offered by the minority, 
the majority, the minority, and the major- 
ity, in that order. If an amendment is not of- 
fered in its designated order under this para- 
graph, the right to offer that amendment is 
forfeited. 

(2) If a cloture motion has been filed pursu- 
ant to rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate on a measure or matter proceeded to 
under this section, it shall not be in order for 
the minority to propose its first amendment 
unless it has been submitted to the Senate 
Journal Clerk by 1:00 p.m. on the day fol- 
lowing the filing of that cloture motion, for 
the majority to propose its first amendment 
unless it has been submitted to the Senate 
Journal Clerk by 3:00 p.m. on the day fol- 
lowing the filing of that cloture motion, for 
the minority to propose its second amend- 
ment unless it has been submitted to the 
Senate Journal Clerk by 5:00 p.m. on the day 
following the filing of that cloture motion, 
or for the majority to propose its second 
amendment unless it has been submitted to 
the Senate Journal Clerk by 7:00 p.m. on the 
day following the filing of that cloture mo- 
tion. If an amendment is not timely sub- 
mitted under this paragraph, the right to 
offer that amendment is forfeited. 

(3) An amendment offered under paragraph 
(1) shall be disposed of before the next 
amendment in order under paragraph (1) may 
be offered. 

(4) An amendment offered under paragraph 
(1) is not divisible or subject to amendment 
while pending. 

(5) An amendment offered under paragraph 
(1), if adopted, shall be considered original 
text for purpose of further amendment. 

(6) No points of order shall be waived by 
virtue of this section. 

(7) No motion to commit or recommit shall 
be in order during the pendency of any 
amendment offered pursuant to paragraph 
(1). 

(8) Notwithstanding rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, if cloture is 
invoked on the measure or matter before all 
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amendments offered under paragraph (1) are 
disposed of, any amendment in order under 
paragraph (1) but not actually pending upon 
the expiration of post-cloture time may be 
offered and may be debated for not to exceed 
1 hour, equally divided in the usual form. 
Any amendment offered under paragraph (1) 
that is ruled non-germane on a point of order 
shall not fall upon that ruling, but instead 
shall remain pending and shall require 60 
votes in the affirmative to be agreed to. 

(b) SUNSET.—This section shall expire on 
the day after the date of the sine die ad- 
journment of the 113th Congress. 

SEC. 2. CONSIDERATION OF NOMINATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) POST-CLOTURE CONSIDERATION.—If clo- 
ture is invoked in accordance with rule XXII 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate on a 
nomination described in paragraph (2), there 
shall be no more than 8 hours of post-cloture 
consideration equally divided in the usual 
form. 

(2) NOMINATIONS COVERED.—A nomination 
described in this paragraph is any nomina- 
tion except for the nomination of an indi- 
vidual— 

(A) to a position at level I of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5312 of title 5, United 
States Code; or 

(B) to serve as a judge or justice appointed 
to hold office during good behavior. 

(b) SPECIAL RULE FOR DISTRICT COURT 
NOMINEES.—If cloture is invoked in accord- 
ance with rule XXII of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate on a nomination of an individual 
to serve as a judge of a district court of the 
United States, there shall be no more than 2 
hours of post-cloture consideration equally 
divided in the usual form. 

(c) SUNSET.—This section shall expire on 
the day after the date of the sine die ad- 
journment of the 113th Congress. 

STANDING ORDER 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent for the Republican lead- 
er and me to have a brief colloquy 
about the application of the standing 
order related to motions to proceed and 
nominations that the Senate will con- 
sider. The template for this order was a 
bipartisan proposal developed by Sen- 
ators LEVIN and MCCAIN and other 
Members on both sides of the aisle. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. The proposal, as 
initially developed, provided that the 
bill managers and the floor leaders of 
the respective parties would be able to 
offer one amendment each if the mo- 
tion to proceed to a matter were em- 
ployed as it is available in the standing 
order. The majority leader and I 
thought it important not to codify who 
would offer those amendments on each 
side of the aisle. 

Mr. REID. In addition, the amend- 
ment process set out in this order is 
not to be understood as establishing a 
ceiling for offering amendments, but 
instead setting a floor for offering 
them. The order sets out a structure 
for beginning the amendment process, 
not ending it. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I agree. The Sen- 
ate works best when all Members have 
a reasonable opportunity to offer 
amendments and put forth the views of 
their constituents. 
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Mr. REID. And although the order 
provides that in the amendment se- 
quence, the majority party has the 
ability to offer the last amendment, 
the majority will not use that last 
amendment to eliminate or remove 
language, if any, that the minority was 
able to add to the underlying matter 
through the Senate adopting any of the 
minority’s preceding amendments. 

Mr. McCONNELL. On the subject of 
nominations, Senate Republicans will 
continue to work with the majority to 
process nominations, consistent with 
the norms and traditions of the Senate. 
One of those customs is for home-State 
senators to be consulted on, and ap- 
prove of, nominations from their 
States before the committee on the Ju- 
diciary moves forward with considering 
those nominations, be it a nomination 
to serve as a U.S. Attorney, U.S. Mar- 
shall, or judicial officer. It is my un- 
derstanding that the order does not 
change, in any way, the Senate’s ‘blue 
slip” process. 

Mr. REID. I agree. Furthermore, it is 
our expectation that this new process 
for considering nominations as set out 
in this order will not be the norm, but 
that the two leaders will continue to 
work together to schedule votes on 
nominees in a timely manner by unani- 
mous consent, except in extraordinary 
circumstances. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Finally, I would 
confirm with the majority leader that 
the Senate would not consider other 
resolutions relating to any standing 
order or rules this Congress unless they 
went through the regular order proc- 
ess? 

Mr. REID. That is correct. Any other 
resolutions related to Senate procedure 
would be subject to a regular order 
process including consideration by the 
Rules Committee. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I thank the major- 
ity leader for confirming my under- 
standing of the application of the 
standing order. 

Mr. REID. In addition to the standing 
order, I will enforce existing rules to 
make the Senate operate more effi- 
ciently. After reasonable notice, I will 
insist that any Senator who objects to 
consent requests or threatens to fili- 
buster come to the floor and exercises 
his or her rights himself or herself. 
This will apply to all objections to 
unanimous consent requests. Senators 
should be required to come to the floor 
and participate in the legislative proc- 
ess—to voice objections, engage in de- 
bate, or offer amendments. 

In addition, Rule XXII makes provi- 
sion for 30 hours of debate after cloture 
is invoked. Within the 30 hours, Sen- 
ators have strict limitations on the 
amount of time each Senator is al- 
lowed to speak. These limits should be 
enforced and Rule XXII further says, 
“After no more than thirty hours of de- 
bate,” so 30 hours will be considered 
the outside limit of post-cloture debate 
time. 
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Finally, we will also announce that 
when the majority leader or bill man- 
ager has reasonably alerted the body of 
the intention to do so and the Senate is 
not in a quorum call and there is no 
order of the Senate to the contrary, 
the Presiding Officer may ask if there 
is further debate, and if no Senator 
seeks recognition, the Presiding Officer 
may put the question to a vote. This is 
consistent with precedent of the Sen- 
ate and with Riddick’s Senate Proce- 
dure, 1992. See page 716 in Riddick’s 
and footnotes 385 and 386 on page 764. 
This can be done pre-cloture or post- 
cloture on any amendment, bill, resolu- 
tion or nomination. 

Mr. McCONNELL. This is consistent 
with the precedent of the Senate with 
the understanding that Senators are 
given the timely notification of the 
Presiding Officer’s intention so that 
they will be able to come to the floor 
to exercise their rights under the rules. 

MOTION TO PROCEED 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
that Senators ALEXANDER and BAR- 
RASSO engage in a colloquy with me 
about our understanding of the oper- 
ation of the standing order that the 
Senate just adopted related to motions 
to proceed and nominations, and our 
intent in drafting it. 

The prospect of the majority, for the 
first time, changing the Standing 
Rules of the Senate by violating the 
provisions of those very rules was jar- 
ring to me and several of my col- 
leagues, on both sides of the aisle, who 
care about this institution and the 
uniquely important role it serves in 
our Republic. Use of this unprece- 
dented tactic for changing the standing 
rules would be a nuclear option, for it 
would irreparably damage the institu- 
tion just to accommodate the desires of 
the current majority. Over the years 
Senators of both parties have elo- 
quently stated where doing this would, 
in the words of the current majority 
leader in 2005, be: “The end of the U.S. 
Senate.”’ 

Mr. McCAIN. Some of the most vocif- 
erous proponents of this approach have 
never served in the minority. They do 
not appreciate that the course of ac- 
tion they were urging, if undertaken, 
ultimately would be to their disadvan- 
tage when they served in the minority, 
which inevitably some of them will. So 
Senators ALEXANDER, BARRASSO and I, 
along with our former colleague, Jon 
Kyl, began working with like-minded 
Members of the majority to diffuse this 
situation to meet the goals of making 
it easier for the majority to bring leg- 
islation to the floor and making it 
easier for a member of the minority to 
offer amendments to that legislation. 
We worked together to develop rec- 
ommendations for the majority and 
minority leaders which we all believed 
would allow the Senate to function in a 
fairer and more effective way. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The Senate works 
best when committee-approved bills 
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move to the floor in an orderly way 
and Senators are freely able to debate 
and amend and vote upon the legisla- 
tion. Unfortunately, under the current 
Democratic majority, committee work 
has been marginalized, as the majority 
has too often bypassed committees in 
the legislative process. 

And on the Senate floor, the twin 
hallmarks of the Senate, the right to 
debate and the right to amend legisla- 
tion, are barely recognizable: to an un- 
precedented extent the majority has 
moved to shut off debate on a matter 
as soon as the Senate has begun to 
take up the matter, and it has blocked 
Members—of both parties—from offer- 
ing their legislative ideas for the body 
to consider. 

The proposal we developed addressed 
a concern of the majority—namely, the 
ability of a majority to take up a mat- 
ter—but it conditioned its ability to 
bring that matter to conclusion by giv- 
ing the minority the right to have the 
Senate consider at least two amend- 
ments of the minority’s choosing— 
without any requirement of germane- 
ness—as well as two amendments of 
the majority’s choosing. 

The minority, in fact, would get to 
offer the first amendment under this 
procedure. And while the majority 
would get to offer the last amendment, 
all eight of the Members who developed 
this idea—four Republicans and four 
Democrats—agreed that the majority 
could not use its final amendment to 
strike or eliminate legislative lan- 
guage, if any, that the Senate adopted 
from one of the minority’s amend- 
ments. 

Mr. McCAIN. That is correct. And I 
want to underscore that the amend- 
ment construct we developed is not to 
be used as a ceiling to limit the ability 
of Members of the majority or the mi- 
nority to offer just two amendments 
per side. Rather, we intend it to be 
used as an amendment floor—a min- 
imum guarantee of amendments—that 
would serve to start the amendment 
process so aS many Members as pos- 
sible could participate in that process. 
Having a robust amendment process, 
especially on legislation of major con- 
sequence, is how the Senate has tradi- 
tionally operated. It is something that 
has been sorely lacking for the last 
several years. And it is something that, 
when it has occurred, has invariably 
led to legislative achievement. It is for 
the purpose of strengthening the right 
to amend legislation that we helped 
draft the new procedure of a majority 
motion to proceed. If the majority in- 
stead begins to use this procedure to 
limit the minority to just two amend- 
ments before seeking to bring consider- 
ation of a bill to a close, then we would 
view that as an abuse of this procedure. 
It would break faith with us who 
worked in good faith. Under those cir- 
cumstances, we would oppose cloture 
on the bill and would urge that our col- 
leagues do the same. 
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Mr. ALEXANDER. I strongly agree 
with the understanding of my friend, 
the senior Senator from Arizona. I, too, 
would oppose cloture on a matter if the 
majority abused the motion to proceed 
set out in the order by using that pro- 
cedure as the high-water mark for the 
consideration of amendments, rather 
than as a starting point for a robust 
amendment process. 

Mr. BARRASSO. I agree with the 
views expressed by my good friends 
from Arizona and Tennessee. They and 
I, and our Democratic colleagues, 
worked in good faith on the concepts 
embodied in the order the Senate has 
just adopted. Iam hopeful that the ma- 
jority will use the procedures in this 
order in harmony with our good inten- 
tions. If not, I will oppose cloture on 
legislation or nominations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, thank you 
very much. 

We are going to have one more vote 
tonight. The next vote will be on 
Sandy and matters relating to Sandy 
on Monday night at 5:30. 

I have spoken with the soon-to-be 
chair of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee and Ranking Member CORKER. 
We are going to have a vote after the 
business meeting sometime on Tuesday 
on the new Secretary of State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to S. Res. 16. 

Mr. CORKER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there a sufficient second? There ap- 
pears to be a sufficient second. There is 
a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. BURR), the 
Senator from Georgia (Mr. CHAMBLISS), 
the Senator from Indiana (Mr. COATs), 
the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. 
COBURN), and the Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KING). Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 86, 
nays 9, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 2 Leg.] 


YEAS—86 
Alexander Coons Heller 
Ayotte Corker Hirono 
Baldwin Cornyn Hoeven 
Barrasso Crapo Inhofe 
Baucus Donnelly Isakson 
Begich Durbin Johanns 
Bennet. Enzi Johnson (SD) 
Blumenthal Feinstein Kaine 
Blunt Fischer Kerry 
Boozman Flake King 
Boxer Franken Kirk 
Brown Gillibrand Klobuchar 
Cantwell Grassley Landrieu 
Cardin Hagan Lautenberg 
Carper Harkin Leahy 
Casey Hatch Levin 
Cochran Heinrich Manchin 
Collins Heitkamp McCain 
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McCaskill Pryor Thune 
McConnell Reed Toomey 
Menendez Reid Udall (CO) 
Merkley Risch Udall (NM) 
Mikulski Roberts Vitter 
Moran Rockefeller Warner 
Murkowski Schatz Warren 
Murphy Schumer . 
Murray Shaheen Ns oa 
Nelson Stabenow Wyden 
Portman Tester y 
NAYS—9 
Cruz Paul Scott 
Johnson (WI) Rubio Sessions 
Lee Sanders Shelby 
NOT VOTING—5 
Burr Coats Graham 
Chambliss Coburn 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 86 and the nays are 9. 
Two-thirds of those voting having 
voted in the affirmative, the resolution 
is agreed to. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote and lay that mo- 
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The resolution (S. Res. 16) reads as 
follows: 

S. RES. 16 

Resolved, 

SECTION 1. BIPARTISAN CLOTURE ON THE MO- 
TION TO PROCEED. 

Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate is amended by inserting at the end 
the following: 

“3. If a cloture motion on a motion to pro- 
ceed to a measure or matter is presented in 
accordance with this rule and is signed by 16 
Senators, including the Majority Leader, the 
Minority Leader, 7 additional Senators not 
affiliated with the majority, and 7 additional 
Senators not affiliated with the minority, 
one hour after the Senate meets on the fol- 
lowing calendar day, the Presiding Officer, 
or the clerk at the direction of the Presiding 
Officer, shall lay the motion before the Sen- 
ate. If cloture is then invoked on the motion 
to proceed, the question shall be on the mo- 
tion to proceed, without further debate.”. 
SEC. 2. CONFERENCE MOTIONS. 

Rule XXVIII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs 2 through 9 
as paragraphs 3 through 10, respectively; 

(2) in paragraph 3(c), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘paragraph 4’’ and inserting ‘‘para- 
graph 5”; 

(8) in paragraph 4(b), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘paragraph 4” and inserting ‘‘para- 
graph 5”; 

(4) in paragraph 5(a), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘paragraph 2 or paragraph 3” and 
inserting ‘‘paragraph 3 or paragraph 4’’; 

(5) in paragraph 6, as so redesignated— 

(A) in subparagraph (a), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph 2 or 3” and inserting ‘“‘paragraph 3 or 
paragraph 4’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (b), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (4) each place it appears and insert- 
ing “paragraph (5)’’; and 

(6) inserting after paragraph 1 the fol- 
lowing: 

“2. (a) When a message from the House of 
Representatives is laid before the Senate, it 
shall be in order for a single, non-divisible 
motion to be made that includes— 

“(1) a motion to disagree to a House 
amendment or insist upon a Senate amend- 
ment; 

(2) a motion to request a committee of 
conference with the House or to agree to a 


. 159, Pt. 1 


January 24, 2013 


request by the House for a committee of con- 
ference; and 

“(3) a motion to authorize the Presiding 
Officer to appoint conferees (or a motion to 
appoint conferees). 

(b) If a cloture motion is presented on a 
motion made pursuant to subparagraph (a), 
the motion shall be debatable for no more 
than 2 hours, equally divided in the usual 
form, after which the Presiding Officer, or 
the clerk at the direction of the Presiding 
Officer, shall lay the motion before the Sen- 
ate. If cloture is then invoked on the motion, 
the question shall be on the motion, without 
further debate.’’. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent the Senate proceed to a 
period of morning business with Sen- 
ators allowed to speak for up to 10 min- 
utes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


COMMITTEE FUNDING 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, 2 years ago 
my friend the Republican leader and I 
expressed our intention that the fund- 
ing allocation adopted for the 112th 
Congress would serve for that and fu- 
ture Congresses. Over the prior 20 
years, the apportionment of committee 
funding had gone from a straight two- 
thirds for majority and one-third for 
minority during the 1990s, regardless of 
the size of the majority and minority, 
to biannual negotiations during the 
following decade. The new funding allo- 
cation for Senate committees was 
based on the party division of the Sen- 
ate, with 10 percent of the total major- 
ity and minority salary baseline going 
to the majority for administrative ex- 
penses. However, regardless of the 
party division of the Senate, the mi- 
nority share of the majority and mi- 
nority salary baseline will never be less 
than 40 percent, and the majority share 
will never exceed 60 percent. This ap- 
proach met our needs for the last Con- 
gress, and I would like to see it con- 
tinue. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I, 
too, would like to continue this ap- 
proach for the 118th and future Con- 
gresses. It serves the interest of the 
Senate and the public by helping to re- 
tain core committee staff with institu- 
tional knowledge, regardless of which 
party is in the majority. We made a 
transition in the last Congress to re- 
store special reserves to its historic 
purpose, but appropriations cuts pre- 
vented special reserves from being 
funded. To the extent possible, we 
should try to fund special reserves in 
order to be able to assist committees 
that face urgent, unanticipated, non- 
recurring needs. We know that we will 
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continue to face tight budgets for the 
foreseeable future, and we have to 
bring funding authorizations more in 
line with our actual resources while en- 
suring that committees are able to ful- 
fill their responsibilities. I look for- 
ward to continuing to work with my 
friend the majority leader to accom- 
plish this. 

Mr. REID. I thank my friend the Re- 
publican leader and ask unanimous 
consent that a joint leadership letter 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

JOINT LEADERSHIP LETTER 

We mutually commit to the following for 
the 113th Congress: 

The budgets of the Committees of the Sen- 
ate, including Joint and Special Committees, 
and all other subgroups, shall be apportioned 
to reflect the ratio of the Senate as of this 
date, including an additional ten percent 
(10%) from the majority and minority salary 
baseline to be allocated to the Chairman for 
administrative expenses, to be determined 
by the Rules Committee. 

Special Reserves has been restored to its 
historic purpose. Requests for funding will 
only be considered when submitted by a 
Committee Chairman and Ranking Member 
for unanticipated, non-recurring needs. Such 
requests shall be granted only upon the ap- 
proval of the Chairman and Ranking Member 
of the Rules Committee. 

Funds for Committee expenses shall be 
available to each Chairman consistent with 
Senate rules and practices of the 112th Con- 
gress. 

The Chairman and Ranking Member of any 
Committee may, by mutual consent, modi- 
fying the apportionment of Committee fund- 
ing and office space. 

The division of Committee office space 
shall be commensurate with this funding 
agreement. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO REV. JOHNNY SCOTT 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, Rev- 
erend Johnny Scott has announced his 
retirement after 31 years as president 
of the NAACP East St. Louis Chapter. 
As a faith leader, businessman, civil 
rights activist, husband and father, 
Rev. Scott has dedicated his life to jus- 
tice and equality. He is a man who 
cares about making sure things are 
done right. East St. Louis—my home- 
town—is a better place for Reverend 
Scott’s years of service. 

A native of Indianola, MS, Johnny 
Scott went to Mildred Louise Business 
College in East St. Louis and later La- 
Salle University in Chicago. He com- 
pleted his theological studies at the 
Midwest Theological Seminary. 

Rev. Scott was working as book- 
keeper by trade, when he was ap- 
proached about serving as president of 
the East St. Louis Chapter of the 
NAACP in 1982. He accepted, but didn’t 
expect to be in the role for more than 
a year. At the time, he believed that it 
“was not his type of work.” 

It turned out to be exactly his type 
of work. He kept his office doors open 
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8 hours a day, 6 days a week for the fol- 
lowing 32 years. 

While he was with the NAACP, Rev- 
erend Scott led the effort to create op- 
portunity for and prevent indignities 
against people of color. He made sure 
there was scholarship support for thou- 
sands of students over the years he 
served. He played a key role in the U.S. 
Department of Justice’s settlement 
with the City of Belleville over racial 
bias in hiring. He helped with sensi- 
tivity training for local police. He 
played a part in mediating disputes 
around racial epithets used in public. 
And he represented communities of 
color on issues from cross burnings to 
State control of local schools. It is no 
surprise that membership in the 
NAACP Chapter in East St. Louis grew 
under his leadership. 

On behalf of a grateful community, I 
thank the Reverend Scott, his wife 
Gretta Scott and his three children. He 
stood and gave voice to a community 
through 30 years of progress and set- 
backs, celebration and injury. His lead- 
ership has touched East St. Louis deep- 
ly. It has been an honor to work along- 
side Reverend Scott, and Loretta and I 
wish him and his family the best as he 
opens the next chapter in his life. 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO JOE HUBBARD 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I want 
to take a moment to thank a man that 
some in my hometown of East St. 
Louis call a saint and others call ‘‘Rev- 
erend Joe” although he is not a min- 
ister. 

Joe Hubbard is the man you call in 
East St. Louis when you need help and 
have nowhere else to turn. When Joe 
was born his parents wanted to name 
him Raymond Lee. But the Irish priest 
who baptized him said he should have a 
good Irish name and so declared him 
Joseph Patrick, after St. Joseph the 
Worker. It turned out to be a fitting 
choice because Joe Hubbard has spent 
nearly his entire life doing the Lord’s 
work. 

He started 50 years ago as a volun- 
teer with the St. Vincent DePaul Soci- 
ety in East St. Louis. Joe was 20 years 
old back then. He was working as a 
bookkeeper for the East Side Levee 
and Sanitary District to help support 
his widowed mother, but his real joy 
was helping the poor. Every minute 
that Joe wasn’t working, he was volun- 
teering with St. Vincent DePaul. 

After a while Joe quit his job to vol- 
unteer full-time to help the people he 
calls ‘‘God’s broken people,” the poor, 
the homeless and the friendless of East 
St. Louis. He did this for a decade. 

In 1972, about a dozen priests, nuns 
and lay leaders in the Roman Catholic 
Diocese of Belleville drafted a petition 
that was later signed by every priest 
then serving East St. Louis. The peti- 
tion asked the bishop of the diocese to 
create a small salary for Joe so that he 


635 


could continue his good works under 
the auspices of the Catholic Church. 
Thus was born in 1973 a new social serv- 
ice agency, Catholic Urban Programs 
or CUP, as it is sometimes called—with 
Joe Hubbard as coordinator and sole 
employee. 

CUP’s purpose is to perform the 
works of mercy that Jesus asked of his 
followers when he told them, ‘‘For I 
was hungry and you gave me food, I 
was thirsty and you gave me drink, a 
stranger and you welcomed me, naked 
and you clothed me, ill and you cared 
for me, in prison and you visited me.” 

CUP helps ‘‘the in-between people.” 
It fills needs that other organizations, 
public and private, don’t address. In 
the beginning CUP’s services included 
emergency help, prison ministries and 
advocacy and guardianships for people 
who could not manage their own af- 
fairs. 

Over the decades its programs have 
grown to include shelters for homeless 
women, children and families in East 
St. Louis, a food pantry and a neigh- 
borhood law office to provide poor peo- 
ple with legal assistance. Another pro- 
gram, the Griffin Center, offers tutor- 
ing and afterschool programs for more 
than 450 children living in four housing 
projects in East St. Louis. 

On any given day, Joe might give 
someone money for bus tickets, visit a 
lonely person in a nursing home, tell 
stories to children at a day care center, 
find housing for a family that has been 
evicted, serve meals at a soup kitchen, 
attend a funeral and sit up all night at 
the bedside of someone who is dying 
and alone. 

Above all, what CUP and Joe Hub- 
bard offer is unconditional love. Joe 
does not hesitate to do work that oth- 
ers might consider too menial or dirty. 
He will mop up after a sick alcoholic. 
Twenty years ago, Joe and his right- 
hand man at CUP, Gerry Hasenstab, 
found a man living in his car. He was in 
his 50s and dying. He had open sores 
and maggots in his arms. His only wish 
was not to die dirty, in a car. Joe and 
Gerry got him admitted to a hospital 
to spend his last hours in a clean bed. 

Support for the programs comes from 
churches and individuals, including 
many who have been helped by CUP 
agencies in the past. One woman gave 
part of her first paycheck to CUP after 
she got a job. A widow paid CUP back 
for the money it gave her to help with 
her husband’s funeral. 

After the Mississippi River over- 
flowed its banks in 1993, CUP gave a 
farmer $400 to buy seed and school sup- 
plies. That farmer has sent CUP $100 
every quarter—$400 a year every year 
for the last 20 years. 

Joe’s compassion for others is partly 
rooted in his own family’s misfortune. 

Joe is the youngest of four children 
of Edward and Olga Hubbard. His dad 
was a steamfitter. When Joe was in 
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grade school his father was badly in- 
jured on the job. He lived with con- 
stant wrenching pain for 8 years before 
dying of cancer. 

The loss of his father’s income hit 
Joe’s family hard. Men and women 
from the St. Vincent de Paul Society 
brought food and coal to help the Hub- 
bards survive. Joe said those volun- 
teers inspired him. 

He said, “I remember the dedication 
they showed, the way they reached out 
and helped others in need through their 
love of Christ. And I appreciated that 
they did it in a quiet manner that en- 
abled people to keep their dignity. 
Their love of God and love of people in- 
spired me to want to do God’s work, 
too.” And that is what Joe Hubbard 
has done his entire life. 

In early November, after 40 years of 
selfless service, Joe Hubbard an- 
nounced that he was stepping down as 
coordinator of CUP. At 70, Joe is start- 
ing to get a little tired. He’s got diabe- 
tes, high blood pressure and bad feet, 
and the arthritis that has pained him 
his whole life is getting worse. 

On Jan. 1, Gerry Hasenstab, Joe’s 
right hand man at CUP for the last 36 
years ago, took over as the agency’s 
new coordinator. But don’t think for a 
minute that Joe Hubbard is finished 
helping people. Joe also still maintains 
the Belleville Diocese’s two cemeteries. 
And he still volunteers regularly for 
the St. Vincent DePaul Society and 
has a small office in their building, 
which is right next door to CUP. 

When CUP started, they got about 
two dozen calls a day for help. Now 
they get about 60 calls a day. Last 
year, CUP programs helped more than 
24,000 people in East St. Louis and St. 
Clair County. 

In a letter announcing his decision to 
step down, Joe wrote: “As I sit here 
and realize how the times have changed 
over the past 40 years of Catholic 
Urban Programs’ existence, I am both 
amazed and discouraged. Technology 
has made our lives so much easier and 
efficient in so many ways. High-effi- 
ciency furnaces lower our utility bills. 
But if a family can’t pay for the gas or 
electric, they are useless.”’ 

Technological advances are great for 
some, Joe added. But they’ve made life 
even harder for the needy because non- 
skilled jobs they used to count on to 
make a living have nearly disappeared. 

A couple years ago, Joe noticed vio- 
lets blooming on a hill near a burned- 
out house. He thought it was a sign of 
hope. 

He said: ‘You have to be a believer to 
be a survivor.” 

Joe’s belief is that God is in every 
person and that it is not just a respon- 
sibility but a privilege to help those he 
calls ‘‘God’s broken people.” That be- 
lief has defined his life and it has made 
life kinder and better for countless oth- 
ers in East St. Louis and St. Clair 
County. 
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Besides helping people, Joe’s other 
great joy in life is eating good meals 
with good friends in small, locally 
owned restaurants. On Saturday, about 
400 of Joe’s friends will gather at one of 
Joe’s favorites, Fischer’s Restaurant in 
Belleville, to celebrate his retirement 
as head of CUP. More than that, they 
will celebrate Joe’s unconditional love 
and unbreakable faith. I want to add 
my thanks to theirs. 

In closing, I would like to read a 
short editorial about Joe that ran in 
this past Sunday’s Belleville News- 
Democrat. 

Martin Luther King Jr. would have consid- 
ered Joe Hubbard a kindred spirit. King and 
Hubbard both spent their careers cham- 
pioning the cause of social justice. King fo- 
cused on the spirit while Hubbard helped pro- 
vide for people’s physical needs in East St. 
Louis and throughout the metro-east. Hub- 
bard is retiring after leading Catholic Urban 
Programs for 40 years. 

King considered service to others to be a 
measure of greatness: ‘‘You don’t have to 
have a college degree to serve... . You only 
need a heart full of grace. A soul generated 
by love.” 

Hubbard has the sort of heart and soul that 
King envisioned. Even in retirement, we 
have no doubt that he will continue his life 
of service to the poor of our area. 

Thank you to Hubbard. May the rest of us 
learn from his example. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO RUSS SULLIVAN 


Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, Ben- 
jamin Franklin once said: 

The noblest question in the world is, 
“What good may I do in it?” 

I rise today to honor the service of 
Russ Sullivan, who was a distinguished 
member of my staff for more than a 
decade until his departure earlier this 
month. 

Most of us come to the Senate be- 
cause it is a place where, despite the 
many challenges, there remains a ca- 
pacity to do great good. And too often 
people forget that. But Russ Sullivan 
never did. Every day he came to work 
in the Senate and for the Finance Com- 
mittee, Russ led by asking our staff 
how can we do good here? And how can 
we make this country and the world a 
better place? 

Russ’s leadership proves that by 
working to do good and working to- 
gether to find solutions we can get 
things done. 

Russ is well known here on Capitol 
Hill. He has earned the respect and ad- 
miration of Senators and staff on both 
sides of the aisle. 

Russ’s political career started early. 
He was twice elected Student Body 
President—once at McClellan High 
School and again at Baylor University. 
He had his sights set on a life of public 
service in Washington. In 1995, he be- 
came tax counsel and Legislative Di- 
rector to Senator Bob Graham. In 1999, 
he moved to the Finance Committee 
staff to serve as Chief Tax Counsel to 
Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan. 
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Russ stayed on at the committee 
when I became chairman in 2001. 
Through his proven abilities, he was 
promoted to the staff director of my 
team in 2004. 

During the past 8 years, Russ led the 
Finance Committee staff to pass major 
bills that give real help to families 
across the country. We cut taxes for 
middle-class families and small busi- 
nesses. We defended Social Security 
from privatization. We opened new 
markets to U.S. exports to create more 
jobs here at home. We passed health re- 
form to bring top-notch, affordable 
care to millions of Americans. And we 
are currently at work on a plan to 
modernize the U.S. tax code to reinvig- 
orate the economy and create jobs. 

True to his style, Russ did all this 
without a hint of partisanship. He 
maintained a laser-like focus on solu- 
tions. That focus made the Finance 
Committee more productive, and it 
strengthened the bills we passed. 

I know there are many people here— 
including my colleagues in the Sen- 
ate—who share my deep respect for 
Russ. Senator REID once called Russ 
“instrumental” and a ‘‘problem-solv- 
er.” 

Former Senator Blanche Lincoln 
once said, “We could not do our job 
without him,” and boy, is she right. 
Russ has earned the trust of his col- 
leagues and the admiration of his staff. 

People who meet with Russ are often 
surprised to see his desk tucked be- 
tween filing cabinets and boxes right 
alongside interns, assistants and law 
clerks. Russ is a true team player. 

It would be impossible to honor Russ 
without recognizing his public service 
off of Capitol Hill. In his life outside 
the Senate, Russ truly embodies the 
question of ‘‘What good may I do?” For 
many years, he has been a mentor to 
young people, making a difference in 
hundreds of lives. 

Several years ago, Russ became a fos- 
ter parent and legal guardian to help 
teenage boys secure a better future. 
Since then, he has been a legal or des- 
ignated guardian for 18 teenage boys. 
Thirteen are currently in college, and 
several more have already earned de- 
grees. One of Russ’s sons, Abu Kamara, 
spoke to the Arkansas Democrat-Ga- 
zette when it profiled Russ in 2010. Abu 
said, ‘“‘[Russ] kept telling me, keep 
your head up. He got people to tutor 
me because my grades weren’t good. He 
kept me focused and made sure I was 
doing the right thing. He’s the reason I 
graduated from high school.” 

Abu is the first person from his fam- 
ily to go to college. And there are sev- 
eral other young men who could tell 
you similar stories. 

Last summer, Russ lost one of his 
sons in a tragic incident. AJ Hassan, 
who was a student at the University of 
West Virginia, was assaulted one night 
and suffered a brain injury. Russ 
rushed to be at AJ’s side, but AJ soon 
slipped into a coma. 
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Washington was in the midst of a 
contentious deficit reduction debate. 
Somehow, Russ spent months juggling 
work, AJ’s medical condition, and the 
needs of his other boys. I will never 
know where he found the time and en- 
ergy to have all these bases covered so 
well. But AJ’s condition wavered, and 
there were complications. AJ passed 
away in July. 

There was an outpouring of support 
for Russ and his family. Russ’s friends 
and colleagues wanted to show him the 
same kind of caring and support he al- 
ways shows others. 

Russ continues to mentor and help 
young people, and he is still changing 
lives. He helped found the Capital Area 
REACH program, an organization dedi- 
cated to helping young people find suc- 
cess. 

REACH connects students with job 
training, internships, tutors and schol- 
arships. Some of these kids come from 
tough backgrounds. But REACH helps 
them find a pathway toward a stable 
and successful life. 

In the spirit of extending the same 
opportunities he had early in his ca- 
reer, Russ started a program for in- 
terns, law clerks and fellows to serve 
on the Finance Committee. It now has 
hundreds of alumni who got their first 
shot at work in Congress thanks to 
Russ. 

That includes a large number of peo- 
ple who have moved up the ladder on 
my staff. Russ fostered a culture where 
hard work gets the recognition it de- 
serves. 

Like any great staffer, Russ would 
not leave me without an ace replace- 
ment to take on his role. We have a 
deep bench on the Finance Committee, 
and I am thrilled to have Amber Cottle 
as my new Staff Director. She has been 
on my staff for 6 years, most recently 
as my Chief Trade Counsel. Amber is a 
pro. She is whip-smart. And she is a 
master negotiator. 

Russ leaves some big shoes to fill. 
But Amber is more than capable and, 
as she likes to say, her shoes are much 
more stylish. I know without a doubt 
that she will do a great job. 

There is one more thing I would like 
to say about Russ. Rule number one in 
my office is to remember the people we 
serve. They are hard-working people 
back in Montana and around the coun- 
try, and it is our job to help them out. 
Russ never forgot that. A southern boy, 
Russ adopted Montana as his home 
State. He thinks of the people of Mon- 
tana as his neighbors. And Russ always 
rolled up his sleeves and got results. I 
truly appreciate all he has done. 

I know I am not alone in saying: 
thank you, Russ, for all your service 
all your hard work over the years. You 
did good, Russ. 


EE 
REMEMBERING THEODORE 
GARDNER 


e Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to honor the life of Theodore 
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“Ted” Harbison Gardner. He was a de- 
voted husband, father, a proud veteran 
of the U.S. Navy and a consummate 
community volunteer whose contribu- 
tions will have long lasting impacts in 
the Greater Cincinnati community, 
and beyond. 

Born and raised in Hillsboro, OR, Mr. 
Gardner was the only child of Vesey 
Gardner, a prominent community lead- 
er and a lumber company owner, and 
Ruth Gardner, a popular singer. He is a 
graduate of Oregon State University. 

A proud and decorated veteran of 
World War II, Mr. Gardner withdrew 
from college to serve in the U.S. Navy 
the day after the attack on Pearl Har- 
bor. He survived one of the largest and 
most brutal battles in history—The 
Battle off Samar—earning his unit 
aboard the USS Kalinin Bay the Presi- 
dential Unit Citation, one of the 
Navy’s highest honors. 

Ted was an active member of the U.S. 
Navy League, The Hornet Foundation, 
and was a member of the advisory 
board of the Warbird Museum. He was 
passionate about the importance of 
oral history and personally interviewed 
over 150 World War II veterans and re- 
corded and videotaped their stories for 
the Cincinnati Public Library and for 
the U.S. Library of Congress. 

Following his graduation from Or- 
egon State University, Mr. Gardner got 
a job with a lumber distributor in Co- 
lumbus, OH and then later moved to 
Cincinnati, where he and his wife, 
Naomi, raised their three children. Mr. 
Gardner changed careers in the 1970s 
and worked as a local art dealer until 
he retired. 

Ted was a 30-year member of the Cin- 
cinnati Rotary Club, where he was in- 
volved in programs to welcome inter- 
national students studying at area uni- 
versities and where he participated in 
events benefiting children with disabil- 
ities and youth in government. 

A talented musician, Mr. Gardner 
shared his vocal talents as a member of 
the Rotary chorus, the choir of the 
Church of the Redeemer and the Cin- 
cinnati May Festival Chorus, where he 
served as a board member. For 25 
years, he sang all four verses of ‘‘Taps”’ 
in his rich bass voice on Veterans Day 
at the public library. 

Ted was an historian, a lover of art 
and literature, a musician and an avid 
sports enthusiast. He is greatly missed, 
and his extraordinary legacy and giv- 
ing spirit will not be forgotten.e 


Ea 


PUTTING OUR VETERANS BACK TO 
WORK 


Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, as in- 
coming chairman of the Senate Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee, one of my 
top priorities will be to evaluate and 
improve the training and employment 
programs afforded to our Nation’s serv- 
icemembers and veterans. 

Every day, far too many young vet- 
erans face the harsh realities of unem- 
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ployment. These are brave men and 
women who have put their lives on the 
line defending our country who now 
struggle to find employment and pro- 
vide for their families. The Putting Our 
Veterans Back to Work Act of 2013 will 
ensure we provide them with much 
needed support. 

This legislation would reauthorize 
several of the transition, retraining, 
and employment services created by 
the VOW to Hire Heroes Act of 2011. 
That legislation is making a real im- 
pact in the lives of countless veterans 
by providing them with the training 
opportunities they need in order to se- 
cure meaningful employment. 

Too often I hear from veterans that 
the government provides great re- 
sources for them to find training and 
employment opportunities, but they 
are not sure where to start in order to 
tap into those resources. Those Depart- 
ments charged with helping to provide 
veterans with employment assistance 
must make certain that they are con- 
ducting appropriate outreach so that 
veterans know where to turn when 
they need help. 

Assisting in this effort, the Putting 
Our Veterans Back to Work Act would 
also provide veterans with a new, uni- 
fied, online employment portal for vet- 
erans seeking information regarding 
employment and job training re- 
sources. This online portal would make 
it easier for veterans to take advantage 
of the services and opportunities avail- 
able to them. 

At a time when 85 percent of law en- 
forcement agencies were forced to re- 
duce their budget, according to a 2011 
survey by the International Associa- 
tion of Chiefs of Police, answering the 
Nation’s public safety needs is also a 
priority. That is why this legislation 
would provide potential employers 
with additional grants for first re- 
sponder hiring and re-hiring needs. 

This legislation would also direct 
agency heads to favorably consider 
contractors that employ a significant 
number of veterans for all contracts 
over $25 million. This provision would 
ensure that contractors, who are doing 
their part to help veterans find good 
paying jobs, have a competitive advan- 
tage when doing business with the Fed- 
eral government. 

Finally, the Putting Our Veterans 
Back to Work Act would strengthen 
our commitment to protecting the em- 
ployment rights of servicemembers and 
veterans. These commonsense provi- 
sions would build upon existing law by 
providing the government with addi- 
tional tools to carry out its obligation 
to safeguard veterans’ employment 
rights. This legislation would enable 
the Attorney General to investigate 
and file suit against a pattern or prac- 
tice in violation of the Uniformed 
Services Employment and Reemploy- 
ment Rights Act and to issue limited 
civil investigative demands for rel- 
evant documentary material. It would 
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also allow Federal agencies to suspend 
and debar contractors who repeatedly 
violate the employment and reemploy- 
ment rights of members of the uni- 
formed services. Finally, it would pro- 
vide the Special Counsel with author- 
ity to subpoena attendance, testimony, 
and documents from Federal employees 
and agencies in order to carry out in- 
vestigations related to USERRA. 

Mr. President, there are a number of 
great training and employment pro- 
grams available to veterans. This legis- 
lation would strengthen such programs 
and make certain that veterans have 
and maintain access to those programs. 
That is what our veterans are entitled 
to and that is what we must deliver. 


ee 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


RECOGNIZING MARILYN AND ALAN 
BERGMAN 


e Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, the 
great song lyricists Alan and Marilyn 
Bergman are being honored by the New 
West Symphony with its Bravo Award 
for their extraordinary leadership, 
their contributions to the Visions of 
America multimedia project, and their 
deep and longstanding commitment to 
music education and the performing 
arts. I look forward to paying tribute 
to them at the New West Symphony’s 
event in Los Angeles. 

Alan and Marilyn Bergman are two 
of the world’s best-known and best- 
loved lyricists. From the 1950s calypso 
hit ‘‘Yellow Bird” and Frank Sinatra’s 
“Nice ’n’ Easy” to Oscar-winning lyrics 
for “The Way We Were” and “The 
Windmills of Your Mind” to themes for 
many of America’s favorite television 
series, the Bergmans have been con- 
tributing to the Great American Song- 
book for more than 50 years. They have 
won three Academy Awards (including 
one for the score of Yentl), four 
Emmys, two Grammys, and two Golden 
Globe Awards. 

They have also worked tirelessly to 
promote the arts and champion our 
creative community. Marilyn served 
for 15 years as President and Chairman 
of the Board of the American Society 
of Composers, Authors and Publishers 
(ASCAP), the world’s foremost per- 
forming rights organization. In 2002, 
she was appointed the first chairman of 
the Library of Congress National 
Sound Recording Preservation Board. 

Alan serves aS a member of the Li- 
brary of Congress National Film Pres- 
ervation Board, the Johnny Mercer 
Foundation Board, the Artists’ Rights 
Foundation Board, and the Jazz Bak- 
ery Board of Directors. 

And together, Alan and Marilyn 
serve on the executive committee of 
the Music Branch of the Academy of 
Motion Picture Arts & Sciences. 

They are also strong supporters of 
music education, including the New 
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West Symphony’s outstanding efforts 
to provide quality outreach and edu- 
cational opportunities for our commu- 
nities and our schools. 

Mr. President, I know that you and 
all our colleagues will join me in salut- 
ing two great American artists and 
this year’s Bravo Award winners, Alan 
and Marilyn Bergman.e 


ee 


REMEMBERING DR. CARL 
EVERETT DRAKE, SR. 


e Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, Dr. 
Carl Everett Drake, Sr. died peacefully 
of natural causes at his home in Sac- 
ramento Thursday evening. He was 99. 
Carl Drake was born on August 21, 1913 
in Neptune, NJ, the second son of 
James and Lucy Bingham Drake. Carl 
was educated in the public schools 
where he was an outstanding student 
and even better multisport athlete. His 
State high school long jump mark of 
21’ 10” stood for over 25 years. His tal- 
ents brought him to the attention of 
coaches from Morgan State College in 
Baltimore, MD, the top ranked college 
football program available to African 
American players in the 1930s. His com- 
bination of size, speed, and ferocity 
won him a starting spot on the cham- 
pionship football team. At 6’ 1” and 205 
pounds—huge at the time—he was a 
bruising, standout guard, playing both 
offense and defense. The team went 
undefeated for his entire career. He was 
team captain, had the honor of wearing 
jersey No. 1, and held the team ball in 
the national championship photos. 

At Morgan he was active in several 
student organizations, including the 
Alpha Phi Alpha fraternity, which he 
joined in 1933. He began dating an at- 
tractive and studious coed who worked 
as the dean’s secretary, even joining 
the glee club to demonstrate to her his 
“softer”? side. Carl and Beatrice Hayes 
were married in September 1937. They 
settled in Baltimore, she began work as 
a social worker, and he, having left 
school after football a few credits short 
of graduation, took a job in the post of- 
fice. Professional football was not 
available, but his training made him 
valuable at handling mail sacks. Two 
children, Carl Jr., 1939, and Beatrice, 
1940, followed, along with a chronic 
back injury that led to a job shift that 
relied more on his college schooling 
than his strength. 

Ruled out of active military service 
due to his back injury, he re-enrolled 
in school to complete his college de- 
gree, and in 1944, at the urging of Bea, 
applied to medical school. He could not 
attend the segregated University of 
Maryland, but under the ‘‘separate but 
equal” concept of Jim Crow laws, the 
State of Maryland instead paid his tui- 
tion to attend Meharry Medical Col- 
lege, in Nashville, TN, one of the two 
medical schools in the county to edu- 
cate more than the occasional person 
of color. 
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He moved to Nashville to begin 
study, working an 11 p.m. to 7 a.m. 
graveyard shift as a hospital orderly to 
save enough money to send for his wife 
and family, which he was able to do by 
1946. He finished Meharry in 1949 and 
moved to New York City to begin in- 
ternship at Harlem Hospital. He had 
wanted to return to Baltimore, but the 
city hospital there paid interns $15 per 
month with free room. Harlem paid $50 
per month, enough to rent a one bed- 
room apartment for the family. After 
internship and a new baby—Michael, 
1950—the family moved across the 
George Washington Bridge to Engle- 
wood, NJ. Carl began his life as a work- 
ing physician with a grueling schedule 
that consisted of steady employment in 
the ER at Harlem Hospital, a grave- 
yard shift, 11 p.m. to 7 a.m., followed 
by a junior partnership in a local New 
York physician’s office from 9 to noon, 
then home to Jersey to sleep, dinner at 
6, and then a few private patients seen 
in a room converted to a makeshift 
medical office in the house until 9, be- 
fore returning to work for the 11 p.m. 
shift in Harlem. When asked later 
about this level of commitment he re- 
plied that he was mainly ‘“‘grateful for 
a chance to actually work.” 

This schedule was of course 
unsustainable, and a fascination with 
the newly emerging field of psychiatry 
led him to, at 40, begin training in psy- 
chiatry at Graystone State Hospital. 
During residency he continued his 
home office practice after dinner to 
help support a family that had grown 
to four children with the addition of 
Barry in 1952. In 1957, after completing 
residency he looked nationally, and 
made the bold decision to move to Sac- 
ramento to join a newly burgeoning 
State mental health system. Prior to 
this, no one in the family had ever been 
west of Tennessee. Arriving in Sac- 
ramento in July 1958, he worked for the 
State during the day, and as had al- 
ways been the case set up a small pri- 
vate practice in rented space in the 
evenings. Financial obligations in- 
cluded supporting a son in college and 
stiff mortgage payments on a modern 
house in an upscale, and for the first 
time integrated, neighborhood. 

In Sacramento Carl and Bea joined a 
small circle of middle class African 
Americans who had also moved west to 
make a new life. A handful of doctors, 
lawyers, a defense contractor, and a fu- 
neral home owner formed a social 
group anchored by the ‘‘Couples Club,” 
which met on Saturdays once a month 
for a rotating house party. There were 
also civic activities like the Lions 
Club, competitive chess, and the 
NAACP, as well as the local chapter of 
Alpha Phi Alpha, Inc. The names of 
these pioneers: Colley, Jones, Morris, 
Morrissey, Nance, Rutland, Stewart, 
Trent, West, and a few others, are now 
a part of Sacramento history. In 1967 a 
reduction in State supported mental 
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health services affected clinics, includ- 
ing the Sacramento branch where Carl 
was chief of psychiatry. The new Medi- 
care and Medicaid programs made pri- 
vate practice more viable for physi- 
cians caring for low income patients. 
He converted to full time private prac- 
tice, and the late 1960s and 1970s be- 
came a time of relative prosperity. A 
pool was added to the backyard, and 
Carl learned, for the first time, to 
swim. He remained health conscious, 
and he and Bea were in the pool every- 
day from May to October until they 
were both in their 90s. 

With the children finally grown and 
on their own Carl and Bea travelled— 
Alaska, Mexico, Hawaii, and Scan- 
dinavia were highlights—entertained 
friends, and watched their ever expand- 
ing cadre of grandchildren and great 
grandchildren grow. Bea retired in 1975, 
but Carl kept his active practice going, 
seeing patients five days a week until 
he was 90. Bea suffered from mild 
macular degeneration and progressive 
Alzheimer’s disease, ultimately requir- 
ing full time supervision. Carl closed 
his practice—regretfully—to come 
home to care for her. He moved from 
many patients to just one. They con- 
tinued to play backgammon as long as 
she could, exercised in the pool, and 
when that was no longer safe took 
walks around the courtyard, until Bea 
passed away in March 2008. They had 
been married for just over 70 years. 

In the months following Bea’s death, 
Carl, now 94, began a series of home re- 
furbishing projects including a new 
roof and painting inside and out. His 
oldest grandson John, a professional 
house painter, came north to help, and 
ultimately moved in to help manage 
the house and yard. In August 2008 Carl 
renewed his medical license and his 
driver’s license as he put it ‘‘just in 
case.” He became active in his frater- 
nity once again. He did a few legal con- 
sultations in 2009, and then with John 
to type reports on the new computer, 
began seeing patients again, on a reg- 
ular basis, working for the State of 
California as he had when he moved to 
Sacramento in 1958, this time doing 
disability evaluations. He pulled the 
office shingle bearing the name ‘‘Carl 
E. Drake, Sr. MD” from the garage— 
the same shingle used at the house in 
New Jersey 60 years ago—and mounted 
it near the back door. The kitchen 
table became his consultation office. 
He scheduled a light but steady stream 
of patients, three or four a week. He 
saw his last patient on December 12, 
2012, before taking a break for the holi- 
days. New visits were on the books for 
January 2013. 

On December 26, all four of his chil- 
dren, along with five grandchildren and 
two daughters-in-law, visited without 
fanfare for a traditional post-Christ- 
mas gathering. He was in great spirits, 
holding court, albeit with less energy 
than usual. On December 27, after a 
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light dinner, he walked into the living 
room to sit in his favorite easy chair 
and watch a few bowl games. He dozed 
off, never to wake again. 

Dr. Carl Drake left this life as he 
lived it, with great dignity and grace. 
He came through the Depression, was 
an All-American athlete, educated 
himself, raised a family, and was an ac- 
tive working psychiatrist until the 
very last days of a life that spanned 
the 20th century and more. He was 
calm, open, and cheerful, always. His 
physical stature was imposing, but his 
gentle steadfastness and serenity were 
the traits that made him a joy to be 
with. He never raised his voice; he 
never needed to. He was universally ad- 
mired, respected, and loved. He is sur- 
vived by 4 children, 11 grandchildren, 17 
great grandchildren, 16 great-great 
grandchildren, and thousands of pa- 
tients. He lived to see his 100th Christ- 
mas; he leaves the world a better 
place.e 


u 


HONORING SILVERIO 
CUARESMA, SR. 


e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor the life 2LT Silverio 
Cuaresma, Sr., whose passing on Janu- 
ary 20, 2013, has brought great sadness 
to the Silver State. As a member of the 
World War II Mighty Five Nevadans 
and the State’s oldest unrecognized 
Filipino-American World War II vet- 
eran, Mr. Cuaresma dedicated his life 
to honoring Filipino veterans for their 
sacrifices. I am grateful for his service 
to our country and advocacy on behalf 
of our heroes. While in the Senate, I 
will continue fighting to guarantee 
that all veterans and their families are 
properly thanked for their sacrifices. 

As one of the Mighty Five, Mr. 
Cuaresma fought tirelessly to secure 
proper military recognition and com- 
pensation for our Nation’s nearly 24,000 
Filipino World War II veterans. We 
must continue the fight to ensure that 
Filipino veterans like Mr. Cuaresma 
are honored for their sacrifices. That is 
why I introduced the Filipino Veterans 
Fairness Act. This bill would establish 
a process for Filipinos who have fought 
alongside the U.S. military during 
World War II to work with military 
historians to determine eligibility for 
military benefits. I believe we have a 
responsibility to ensure that individ- 
uals who served honorably alongside 
U.S. troops are recognized for their 
contributions to our Nation. 

My thoughts and prayers are with 
Mr. Cuaresma’s family and friends dur- 
ing this difficult time. Today, I ask my 
colleagues to join me in celebrating 
the life of an honorable man who was 
devoted to providing justice for our Na- 
tion’s heroes.@ 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO SUE EVERHART 


e Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President. I would 
like to honor in the RECORD Ms. Sue 
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Everhart of Marietta, GA. Sue is a dear 
friend of mine who is one of the hardest 
working individuals in Georgia poli- 
tics. In fact, Sue was elected chairman 
of the Georgia Republican Party in 2007 
and re-elected in 2009 and again in 2011, 
making her the first chairman to serve 
three consecutive terms. In 2009, Sue 
was also chosen as one of ten women in 
the United States to be honored as a 
Woman of Achievement by the Repub- 
lican National Committee. 

Sue is an effective leader who has 
worked tirelessly to elect Republicans 
in the State of Georgia. In 2010, her ef- 
forts over the years came to a cre- 
scendo when Republicans swept the 
State, winning every statewide con- 
test. In fact, Sue has been instru- 
mental in my political campaigns, and 
I am forever grateful for her support 
throughout the years. 

Although Sue will be ending her suc- 
cessful run as chairman of the Georgia 
Republican Party in May of this year, 
I am sure that this will not be the end 
of her involvement in Georgia politics. 
Our party will be forever better be- 
cause of Sue, and I wish her the best in 
her future endeavors.e 


ete 
TRIBUTE TO MR. STEVE TINDELL 


e Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I speak today in honor of Mr. Ste- 
ven L. Tindell, who retired on January 
11, 2013, at Peterson Air Force Base, 
CO. Mr. Tindell served 30 years in uni- 
form and for over 10 years in Federal 
civil service as the director of the Com- 
mander’s Action Group and the Chief of 
Legislative Affairs for Air Force Space 
Command. He has been an enduring 
presence and a subject-matter expert 
for all congressional matters related to 
Air Force space and cyberspace issues 
and has facilitated countless congres- 
sional interactions with Headquarters 
Air Force Space Command and its nu- 
merous subordinate centers, wings and 
units. 

Air Force Major Command Legisla- 
tive Liaisons facilitate communication 
between their commands and Congress, 
effectively bridging our organizational 
cultures and promoting clear and open 
communication. These professionals 
require in depth knowledge of congres- 
sional procedures, committee struc- 
tures and the legislative process. They 
also must have detailed understanding 
of the missions, challenges and organi- 
zational structures of the commands 
they represent. My office depends heav- 
ily on the rapport we have with our 
military liaisons for timely informa- 
tion and candid dialogue. 

During his tenure as a legislative li- 
aison, Mr. Tindell enhanced the Air 
Force Space Command mission by de- 
livering space, missile and cyberspace 
capabilities to the U.S. armed forces 
and its warfighting commands. He was 
the architect of Space Command’s leg- 
islative game plan, which coordinated 
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vital communications concerning the 
command’s space and cyberspace pro- 
grams. He prepared countless pages of 
testimony and orchestrated hundreds 
of congressional notifications and vis- 
its, including many for me and my 
staff to our bases throughout the Colo- 
rado Front Range. 

Mr. Tindell leaves an indelible mark 
on Air Force Space Command. His in- 
stitutional knowledge and savvy anal- 
ysis of legislative activity will be dif- 
ficult to replace; however, he can take 
great pride, satisfaction and confidence 
in knowing that his legacy will endure 
through those he has mentored over 
the years. Mr. Tindell has exemplified 
the best of the U.S. Air Force. 

On behalf of all Coloradans, I thank 
Mr. Steven Tindell for his many years 
of faithful, selfless service, and I offer 
warm congratulations on the occasion 
of his retirement. May he and his wife, 
Nancy, enjoy a very bright future as 
they begin this new chapter in their 
lives.e@ 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO ROSALIND GRAY 


e Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize Rosalind ‘‘Roz’’ 
Gray, who is retiring from government 
service this month after 32 years at the 
National Institutes of Health in Be- 
thesda, MD. 

Ms. Gray, originally from Richmond, 
VA, began her career as a laboratory 
manager with Hoffman-LaRoche Phar- 
maceuticals in New Jersey. After a few 
years in the pharmaceutical industry, 
she moved to Maryland and joined the 
National Institutes of Health in the Of- 
fice of Legislation, Policy, and Anal- 
ysis. For over 30 years, Ms. Gray has 
been an outstanding representative of 
the NIH to the public, to congressional 
staff, and to patients in need of help. 
Many of us here in Congress have met 
Roz when she accompanied the NIH 
leadership to briefings or hearings on 
the Hill. She has expertly staffed the 
past five NIH Directors, including cur- 
rent Director Dr. Francis Collins, 
former NIH Director and current NCI 
Director Dr. Harold Varmus, and 
former NIH Director Dr. Bernadine 
Healy, the first woman appointed to 
that role. 

Ms. Gray and her husband Charles 
have a daughter, Tracy, a son, Phillip, 
and two grandchildren. In her retire- 
ment, Ms. Gray plans to work with her 
church and community to help families 
in crisis and to improve childhood lit- 
eracy. She is also looking forward to 
traveling, including taking her first 
trip to Europe, and spending more time 
with her children and grandchildren. 

Mr. President, Roz Gray has been a 
dedicated public servant for 32 years 
and has inspired her colleagues at the 
NIH with her integrity, profes- 
sionalism, and kindness. It is appro- 
priate that we honor her today for her 
many contributions to advancing the 
mission of the NIH.e 
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TRIBUTE TO JOSEPH M. SCIMECA 


e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, today I 
would like to recognize Mr. Joseph M. 
Scimeca. This July, Mr. Scimeca will 
enter retirement after 44 years of dedi- 
cated service to the Catholic Diocese of 
Baton Rouge. 

Since 1969, when he began his career 
as a teacher, Mr. Scimeca has contrib- 
uted to the moral, intellectual, and 
spiritual development of young people. 
His time in education has seen him 
serve as assistant principal, principal, 
and Assistant Superintendent of the 
Catholic Diocese of Baton Rouge, a po- 
sition he has held since 1999. In 1997, he 
was presented with the Distinguished 
Secondary Educator award and also re- 
ceived the 1999 Saint Michael the Arch- 
angel High School Warrior award. 

The National Conference of Catholic 
Bishops stated, ‘‘Education is one of 
the most important ways by which the 
Church fulfills its commitment to the 
dignity of the person and building of 
community.” 

In Louisiana, our Catholic schools 
maintain high academic standards, fos- 
ter a healthy learning environment for 
students, and encourage family in- 
volvement in the ongoing education of 
children. Mr. Scimeca has promoted 
these ideals with extraordinary leader- 
ship, professionalism and a vision to 
provide our children with the tools 
they will need to go out in to the world 
and become valuable members of soci- 
ety and their community. 

His efforts to bring together adults 
and children, educators and volunteers, 
business leaders, and elected officials 
in a learning environment highlights 
his ability to impart comprehensive 
curriculums that stress the importance 
of education as part of the mission of 
the Catholic Church and the impor- 
tance of community in shaping our 
young people. 

While I know he will be missed after 
his departure later this year, I thank 
Mr. Scimeca for his selfless commit- 
ment to the education of our children, 
his outstanding contributions to the 
Catholic Diocese of Baton Rouge and 
the State of Louisiana, and extend to 
him our best wishes for continued suc- 
cess and happiness in all of his future 
endeavors.® 


— 


TRIBUTE TO CSM JOHN 
McDONOUGH 


e Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 
today I wish to recognize the service of 
Rhode Island’s State CSM John 
McDonough. Command Sergeant Major 
McDonough is retiring after over 35 
years serving the Rhode Island Na- 
tional Guard with honor and distinc- 
tion, and I am proud to acknowledge 
his remarkable career today. 

Command Sergeant Major 
McDonough first enlisted in the Rhode 
Island Army National Guard in 1976, 
and graduated with honors from basic 
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combat and advanced individual train- 
ing at Fort Sill in Oklahoma. He was 
then assigned as an artilleryman in 
Battery A, 1st Battalion, 108rd Field 
Artillery. He quickly became an in- 
valuable member of the Guard’s field 
artillery team and went on to serve in 
a variety of positions, including can- 
non crewman, assistant gunner, gun- 


ner, howitzer section chief, gunnery 
sergeant, intelligence sergeant, first 
sergeant, and operations sergeant 
major. 


Over the years, Command Sergeant 
Major McDonough received numerous 
awards commending his superior serv- 
ice, and he was eventually selected to 
be the State command sergeant major, 
the highest noncommissioned rank in 
the Rhode Island National Guard. In 
this role, Command Sergeant Major 
McDonough represented all enlisted 
soldiers in command, and served as the 
principal enlisted adviser to the adju- 
tant general. His commitment to en- 
forcing standards fairly and improving 
the quality of life for his fellow en- 
listed Guardsmen made him a cele- 
brated and valued member of the 
Rhode Island National Guard commu- 
nity. 

I thank Command Sergeant Major 
McDonough for his dedication to the 
Guard and to his comrades, a dedica- 
tion he continues to demonstrate even 
in retirement. The command sergeant 
major has taken on a new endeavor to 
improve the lives of veterans as the di- 
rector of Supportive Services for Oper- 
ation Stand Down, an organization 
that works to combat homelessness 
among veterans and provide services to 
help struggling veterans get back on 
their feet. 

Throughout his career in the Rhode 
Island National Guard, and with his 
continued service today, Command 
Sergeant Major McDonough has been 
an inspiration, advocate and role model 
for his fellow Guardsmen. I am proud 
to honor his life’s work, and I again 
thank him for his outstanding commit- 
ment to serving our country and our 
military.e 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO BRYAN ALMEIDA 


èe Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Bryan Almeida, a 2012 intern 
in my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the people of the State of 
Florida. 

Bryan is a rising junior at the George 
Washington University. Currently, he 
is majoring in political communica- 
tions and minoring in statistics. He is 
a dedicated and diligent worker who 
has been devoted to getting the most 
out of his internship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Bryan for 
all the fine work he has done and wish 
him continued success in the years to 
come. @ 
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TRIBUTE TO OLIVIA BARKET 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Olivia Barket, a 2012 intern 
in my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work she has done for me, my 
staff, and the people of the State of 
Florida. 

Olivia is a rising junior at the Uni- 
versity of Florida in Gainesville, FL. 
Currently, she is majoring in finance. 
She is a dedicated and diligent worker 
who has been devoted to getting the 
most out of her internship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Olivia for 
all the fine work she has done and wish 
her continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


--—— 


TRIBUTE TO RYAN BASS 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Ryan Bass, a 2012 intern in 
my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the people of the State of 
Florida. 

Ryan is a rising junior at Emory Uni- 
versity in Atlanta, GA. Currently, he is 
studying mathematics and political 
science. He is a dedicated and diligent 
worker who has been devoted to get- 
ting the most out of his internship ex- 
perience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Ryan for 
all the fine work he has done and wish 
him continued success in the years to 
come.® 


——— 


TRIBUTE TO MARJORIE 
BROFFMAN 


èe Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Marjorie Broffman, a 2012 in- 
tern in my Washington, DC, office for 
all of the hard work she has done for 
me, my staff, and the people of the 
State of Florida. 

Marjorie is a rising junior at George 
Mason University in Fairfax, VA. Cur- 
rently, Marjorie is double majoring in 
government and international politics 
and economics. She is a dedicated and 
diligent worker who has been devoted 
to getting the most out of her intern- 
ship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Marjorie 
for all the fine work she has done and 
wish her continued success in the years 
to come.e 


— 


TRIBUTE TO EILEEN CORKERY 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Eileen Corkery, a 2012 intern 
in my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work she has done for me, my 
staff, and the people of the State of 
Florida. 

Eileen is a rising junior at the Col- 
lege of William and Mary in Williams- 
burg, VA. Currently, she is majoring in 
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finance with a concentration in ac- 
counting. She is a dedicated and dili- 
gent worker who has been devoted to 
getting the most out of her internship 
experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Eileen for 
all the fine work she has done and wish 
her continued success in the years to 
come.® 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO STEFAN DIAZ 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Stefan Diaz, a 2012 intern in 
my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the people of the State of 
Florida. 

Stefan Diaz is a rising sophomore at 
Florida International University in 
Miami, FL. He is a dedicated and dili- 
gent worker who has been devoted to 
getting the most out of his internship 
experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Stefan for 
all the fine work he has done and wish 
him continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


Ea 


TRIBUTE TO JACOB DRUCKER 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Jacob Drucker, a 2012 intern 
in my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the people of the State of 
Florida. 

Jacob is a rising sophomore at Har- 
vard University in Cambridge, MA. 
Currently, he is studying economics 
and statistics. He is a dedicated and 
diligent worker who has been devoted 
to getting the most out of his intern- 
ship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Jacob for 
all the fine work he has done and wish 
him continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO JOSE GAUDET 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Jose Gaudet, a 2012 intern in 
my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the people of the State of 
Florida. 

Jose is a graduate of the Citadel and 
in 2010 enrolled in the Institute of 
World Politics, IWP, in Washington, 
DC, to receive a master’s in inter- 
national relations with a focus on the 
Middle East and South Asia. He is a 
dedicated and diligent worker who has 
been devoted to getting the most out of 
his internship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Jose for all 
the fine work he has done and wish him 
continued success in the years to 
come.@ 
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TRIBUTE TO KRYSTOFER HENRY 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Krystofer Henry, a 2012 in- 
tern in my Washington, DC, office for 
all of the hard work he has done for 
me, my staff, and the people of the 
State of Florida. 

Krystofer is a rising sophomore at 
Brevard Community College in Florida. 
Currently, he is pursuing a degree in 
business administration with a minor 
in leadership. He is a dedicated and 
diligent worker who has been devoted 
to getting the most out of his intern- 
ship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Krystofer 
for all the fine work he has done and 
wish him continued success in the 
years to come.@ 


ee 


TRIBUTE TO STEPHANIE MENDY 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Stephanie Mendy, a 2012 legal 
extern in my Washington, DC, office 
for all of the hard work she has done 
for me, my staff, and the people of the 
State of Florida. 

Stephanie is a graduate of Florida 
International University in Miami, FL. 
Currently, Stephanie is in her third 
year of law school at American Univer- 
sity in Washington, DC. She is a dedi- 
cated and diligent worker who has been 
devoted to getting the most out of her 
internship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Stephanie 
for all the fine work she has done and 
wish her continued success in the years 
to come.e 


——— EE 


TRIBUTE TO ALEX MIEHLS 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Alex Miehls, a 2012 intern in 
my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the people of the State of 
Florida. 

Alex is a graduate of University of 
Canton in Canton, OH. Alex also served 
Ohio as the vice chairman of the Ohio 
College Republican Federation. He is a 
dedicated and diligent worker who has 
been devoted to getting the most out of 
his internship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Alex for all 
the fine work he has done and wish him 
continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


—— 


TRIBUTE TO COLIN MILON 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Colin Milon, a 2012 intern in 
my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the people of the State of 
Florida. 

Colin is a rising junior at the George 
Washington University in Washington, 
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DC. Currently, he is majoring in polit- 
ical science and minoring in history. 
He is a dedicated and diligent worker 
who has been devoted to getting the 
most out of his internship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Colin for 
all the fine work he has done and wish 
him continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


ES 


TRIBUTE TO AUDREY PARANKA 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Audrey Paranka, a 2012 in- 
tern in my Washington, DC, office for 
all of the hard work she has done for 
me, my staff, and the people of the 
State of Florida. 

Audrey is a rising junior at the 
Catholic University of America in 
Washington, DC. Currently, Audrey is 
majoring in politics. She is a dedicated 
and diligent worker who has been de- 
voted to getting the most out of her in- 
ternship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Audrey for 
all the fine work she has done and wish 
her continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


a 


TRIBUTE TO TATIANA PINO 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Tatiana Pino, a 2012 intern in 
my Washington, DC, office for all of 
the hard work she has done for me, my 
staff, and the people of the State of 
Florida. 

Tatiana is a rising junior at Florida 
State University in Tallahassee, FL. 
Currently, she is majoring in inter- 
national affairs and minoring in eco- 
nomics and psychology. She is a dedi- 
cated and diligent worker who has been 
devoted to getting the most out of her 
internship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Tatiana for 
all the fine work she has done and wish 
her continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO MICHELLE STATON 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Michelle Staton, a 2012 in- 
tern in my Washington, DC, office for 
all of the hard work she has done for 
me, my staff, and the people of the 
State of Florida. 

Michelle is a senior at the University 
of North Florida in Jacksonville, FL. 
Currently, she studies political science 
and international relations. She is a 
dedicated and diligent worker who has 
been devoted to getting the most out of 
her internship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Michelle 
for all the fine work she has done and 
wish her continued success in the years 
to come.e 
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TRIBUTE TO MICHAEL VAZQUEZ 


e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Michael Vazquez, a 2012 in- 
tern in my Washington, DC, office for 
all of the hard work he has done for 
me, my staff and the people of the 
State of Florida. 

Michael is a rising junior at 
Villanova University in Villanova, PA. 
Currently, he is a philosophy and hu- 
manities double major, enrolled in the 
Honors College. He is a dedicated and 
diligent worker who has been devoted 
to getting the most out of his intern- 
ship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Michael for 
all the fine work he has done and wish 
him continued success in the years to 
come.@ 


ES 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Thomas, one of his 
secretaries. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the presiding 
officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


EE 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 9:39 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 325. An act to ensure the complete and 
timely payment of the obligations of the 
United States Government until May 19, 
2018, and for other purposes. 


EE 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bill was read the first 
time: 

H.R. 325. An act to ensure the complete and 
timely payment of the obligations of the 
United States Government until May 19, 
2018, and for other purposes. 


—— 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC-136. A communication from the Con- 
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Approved 
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Tests for Bovine Tuberculosis in Cervids’’ 
(Docket No. APHIS-—2012-0087) received dur- 
ing recess of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 18, 2013; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-1387. A communication from the Deputy 
Director for Policy, Legislative and Regu- 
latory Department, Pension Benefit Guar- 
anty Corporation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Benefits 
Payable in Terminated Single-Employer 
Plans; Interest Assumptions for Paying Ben- 
efits” (29 CFR Part 4022) received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 17, 2013; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-1388. A communication from the Deputy 
Director for Policy, Legislative and Regu- 
latory Department, Pension Benefit Guar- 
anty Corporation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Allocation 
of Assets in Single-Employer Plans; Valu- 
ation of Benefits and Assets; Expected Re- 
tirement Age’’ (29 CFR Part 4022) received 
during recess of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 17, 
2013; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-139. A communication from the Deputy 
Director for Policy, Legislative and Regu- 
latory Department, Pension Benefit Guar- 
anty Corporation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Allocation 
of Assets in Single-Employer Plans; Interest 
Assumptions for Valuing Benefits” (29 CFR 
Part 4044) received during recess of the Sen- 
ate in the Office of the President of the Sen- 
ate on January 17, 2013; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-140. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Policy Issuances Division, Food 
Safety and Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Uniform 
Compliance Date for Food Labeling Regula- 
tions” (RIN0583-AD05) received during recess 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 17, 2013; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-141. A communication from the Execu- 
tive Secretary, Harry S. Truman Scholarship 
Foundation, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Foundation’s Annual Report for 2012; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

EC-142. A communication from the Execu- 
tive Director, Mississippi River Commission, 
Department of the Army, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the Commission’s Annual Re- 
port for calendar year 2012; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-143. A communication from the Chief 
Financial Officer of the Federal Mediation 
and Conciliation Service, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report relative to financial 
integrity for fiscal year 2012; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-144. A communication from the Admin- 
istrator, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel- 
ative to the cost of response and recovery ef- 
forts for FEMA-3356-EM in the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania having exceeded the 
$5,000,000 limit for a single emergency dec- 
laration; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-145. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the American Battle Monuments 
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Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Commission’s annual report for fiscal 
year 2012; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-146. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Government Ethics, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
competitions initiated or conducted in fiscal 
year 2012; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-147. A communication from the Board 
Chair and Chief Executive Officer, Farm 
Credit Administration, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the Administration’s annual re- 
port relative to compliance with the Sun- 
shine Act for fiscal year 2012; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-148. A communication from the Inspec- 
tor General of the General Services Adminis- 
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
for the period from April 1, 2012 through Sep- 
tember 30, 2012; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-149. A communication from the Comp- 
troller General of the United States, Govern- 
ment Accountability Office, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Fiscal 
Year 2012 Financial Report of the United 
States Government’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-150. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Congressional Affairs, Federal 
Election Commission, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report relative to the Commis- 
sion’s competitive sourcing efforts during 
fiscal year 2012; to the Committee on Rules 
and Administration. 

EC-151. A communication from the Acting 
Secretary of the Federal Trade Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report enti- 
tled ‘“‘Report to Congress Under Section 319 
of the Fair and Accurate Credit Transactions 
Act of 2003”; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-152. A communication from the Chair 
of the Aerospace Safety Advisory Panel, Na- 
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the Pan- 
el’s annual report for 2012; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-153. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Census Bureau, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Resumption of 
the Population Estimates Challenge Pro- 
gram” (RIN0607-AA51) received during recess 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 7, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-154. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Transit Administra- 
tion, Department of Transportation, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled “Major Capital Investment 
Projects” (RIN2132-AB02) received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 15, 2013; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-155. A communication from the Chief of 
Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Allot- 
ments, FM Broadcast Stations (Tignall, 
Georgia)? (MB Docket No. 12-237; RM-11672) 
received during recess of the Senate in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 9, 2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 
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EC-156. A communication from the Chief of 
Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Allot- 
ments, FM Broadcast Stations (Maysville, 
Georgia)’ (MB Docket No. 12-270; RM-11676) 
received during recess of the Senate in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 9, 2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-157. A communication from the Chief of 
Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Allot- 
ments, FM Broadcast Stations (Westley, 
California)’ (DA 12-1976) received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 9, 2013; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-158. A communication from the Chief of 
Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Allot- 
ments, FM Broadcast Stations (Hebbronville, 
Texas)? (MB Docket No. 11-38; RM-11621) re- 
ceived during recess of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 17, 2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-159. A communication from the Deputy 
Bureau Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Connect America Fund; High-Cost 
Universal Service Support” (DA 12-1777) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 2, 2013; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-160. A communication from the Deputy 
Division Chief of the Policy Division, Inter- 
national Bureau, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of 
Parts 2 and 25 of the Commission’s Rules to 
Allocate Spectrum and Adopt Service Rules 
and Procedures to Govern the Use of Vehicle- 
Mounted Earth Stations in Certain Fre- 
quency Bands Allocated to the Fixed Sat- 
ellite Service” (IB Docket No. 07-101) (FCC 
13-1)) received during recess of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 17, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-161. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish- 
eries of the Exclusive Economic Zone Off 
Alaska; Pacific Salmon” (RIN0648-BB77) re- 
ceived during recess of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 9, 2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-162. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘“Magnu- 
son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Man- 
agement Act Provisions; Fisheries of the 
Northeastern United States; Atlantic 
Surfclam and Ocean Quahog Fishery” 
(RIN0648-BC21) received during recess of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 9, 2013; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-163. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Inter- 
national Fisheries; Western and Central Pa- 
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cific Fisheries for Highly Migratory Species; 
Transshipping, Bunkering, Reporting, and 
Purse Seine Discard Requirements”’ 
(RIN0648-BA85) received during recess of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 9, 2013; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-164. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish- 
eries of the Northeastern United States; At- 
lantic Mackerel, Squid, and Butterfish Fish- 
eries; Framework Adjustment 5’’ (RIN0648- 
BC08) received during recess of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 9, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-165. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Magnu- 
son-Stevens Act Provisions; Fisheries Off 
West Coast States; Pacific Coast Groundfish 
Fishery; 2013-2014 Biennial Specifications 
and Management Measures” (RIN0648-BC35) 
received during recess of the Senate in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 17, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-166. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Atlan- 
tic Highly Migratory Species; Electronic 
Dealer Reporting Requirements; Correction” 
(RIN0648-BA75) received during recess of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 17, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-167. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish- 
eries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, and 
South Atlantic; Generic Annual Catch Lim- 
its/Accountability Measures Amendment for 
the Gulf of Mexico; Correction” (RIN0648- 
AY22) received during recess of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 17, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-168. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘2013- 
2014 Summer Flounder and Scup Specifica- 
tions; 2013 Black Sea Bass Specifications; 
Preliminary 2013 Quota Adjustments; 2013 
Summer Flounder Quota for Delaware” 
(RIN0648-XC287) received during recess of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 17, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-169. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Atlan- 
tic Highly Migratory Species; 2018 Atlantic 
Shark Commercial Fishing Season” 
(RIN0648-XC106) received during recess of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 17, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-170. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish- 
eries of the Northeastern United States; 
Summer Flounder, Scup, and Black Sea Bass 
Fisheries; 2012 Summer Flounder , Scup, and 
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Black Sea Bass Specifications; Correction” 
(RIN0648-X A795) received during recess of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 17, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-171. A communication from the Deputy 
Assistant Administrator for Programs, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the 
Northeastern United States; Atlantic Sea 
Scallop Fishery; Closure of the Elephant 
Trunk Area’’ (RIN0648-BC67) received during 
recess of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 9, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-172. A communication from the Deputy 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Quota 
Transfer’? (RIN0648-XC396) received during 
recess of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 17, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-173. A communication from the Deputy 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Reallocation of Pacific Cod in 
the Central Regulatory Area of the Gulf of 
Alaska Management Area’’ (RIN0648—XC415) 
received during recess of the Senate in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 17, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-174. A communication from the Deputy 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Bluefish Fishery; Quota Transfer’’ 
(RIN0648-XC394) received during recess of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 17, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-175. A communication from the Deputy 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Commer- 
cial Quota Harvested for the State of New 
Jersey” (RIN0648-XC404) received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 17, 2013; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-176. A communication from the Deputy 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Big Skate in the Central Regu- 
latory Area of the Gulf of Alaska” (RIN0648— 
XC405) received during recess of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 17, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-177. A communication from the Deputy 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; Fish- 
eries Off West Coast States; Biennial Speci- 
fications and Management Measures; 
Inseason Adjustments” (RIN0648-BC61) re- 
ceived during recess of the Senate in the Of- 
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fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 17, 2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-178. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish- 
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of 
Mexico, and South Atlantic; 2012 Commer- 
cial Accountability Measure and Closure for 
Atlantic Wahoo” (RIN0648-XC381) received 
during recess of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 17, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-179. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish- 
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Reallocation of Pacific Cod 
in the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Man- 
agement Area’? (RIN0648-XC876) received 
during recess of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 17, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-180. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish- 
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Commer- 
cial Quota Available for the State of New 
York To Reopen Fishery” (RIN0648—-XC391) 
received during recess of the Senate in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 17, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-181. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish- 
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Inseason Adjustment to the 
2018 Gulf of Alaska Pollock and Pacific Cod 
Total Allowable Catch Amounts” (RIN0648— 
XC422) received during recess of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 17, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-182. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish- 
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Inseason Adjustment to the 
2013 Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Pol- 
lock, Atka Mackerel, and Pacific Cod Total 
Allowable Catch Amounts” (RIN0648-XC423) 
received during recess of the Senate in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 17, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-183. A communication from the Deputy 
Bureau Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Rural Health Care Support Mecha- 
nism” ((RIN3060—-AI85) (FCC 12-150)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 24, 2018; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-184. A communication from the Chief of 
the Broadband Division, Wireless Tele- 
communications Bureau, Federal Commu- 
nications Commission, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Service Rules for Advanced Wireless Serv- 
ices in the 200-2020 MHz and 2180-2200 MHz 
Bands, etc.” ((WT Docket No. 12-70, 10-142) 
(FCC 12-151)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 24, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 
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EC-185. A communication from the Deputy 
Division Chief, Wireline Competition Bu- 
reau, Federal Communications Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Special Access for Price Cap 
Local Exchange Carriers; AT and T Corpora- 
tion Petition for Rulemaking to Reform Reg- 
ulation of Incumbent Local Exchange Car- 
rier Rates for Interstate Special Access Serv- 
ices” ((RIN3060-AJ80) (FCC 12-153)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 24, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-186. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish- 
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries” (RIN0648— 
XC382) received during recess of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 17, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-187. A communication from the Deputy 
Assistant Administrator for Regulatory Pro- 
grams, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“International Fisheries; Western and Cen- 
tral Pacific Fisheries for Highly Migratory 
Species; Fishing Restrictions and Observer 
Requirements in Purse Seine Fisheries for 
2009-2011 and Turtle Mitigation Require- 
ments in Purse Seine Fisheries” (RIN0648— 
AX60) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on August 31, 2009; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr. 
TooMEY, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. CASEY, 
and Ms. KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 125. A bill to direct the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, in coordination 
with the Army Corps of Engineers, the Na- 
tional Park Service, and the United States 
Geological Survey, to lead a multiagency ef- 
fort to slow the spread of Asian carp in the 
Upper Mississippi and Ohio River basins and 
tributaries, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mr. TOOMEY (for himself, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. RUBIO, Ms. AYOTTE, 
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. 
FLAKE, Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin, 
Mr. ScoTT, and Mr. UDALL of Colo- 
rado): 

S. 126. A bill to prohibit earmarks; to the 
Committee on Rules and Administration. 

By Mr. HELLER (for himself and Mr. 
ENZI): 

S. 127. A bill to provide a permanent deduc- 
tion for State and local general sales taxes; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. BEN- 
NET, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Ms. MIKULSKI, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mrs. BOXER, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR, and Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 128. A bill to amend the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 to improve education and 
prevention related to campus sexual vio- 
lence, domestic violence, dating violence, 
and stalking; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 


January 24, 2013 


By Mr. WHITEHOUSE: 

S. 129. A bill to save money and reduce 
tragedies through prevention grants; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ENZI (for himself and Mr. BAR- 
RASSO): 

S. 130. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Interior to convey certain Federal land 
to the Powell Recreation District in the 
State of Wyoming; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Mr. 
BEGICH, and Mr. TESTER): 

S. 131. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the reproductive as- 
sistance provided by the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs to severely wounded, ill, or in- 
jured veterans and their spouses, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. CARPER (for himself, Mr. DUR- 
BIN, Mrs. MURRAY, and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 182. A bill to provide for the admission 
of the State of New Columbia into the Union; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 


By Mr. ROBERTS (for himself, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. INHOFE, 


and Mr. VITTER): 

S. 183. A bill to protect all patients by pro- 
hibiting the use of data obtained from com- 
parative effectiveness research to deny or 
delay coverage of items or services under 
Federal health care programs and to ensure 
that comparative effectiveness research ac- 
counts for advancements in personalized 
medicine and differences in patient treat- 
ment response; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for himself, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. COBURN, Mr. 
JOHANNS, and Mr. HELLER): 

S. 184. A bill to arrange for the National 
Academy of Sciences to study the impact of 
violent video games and violent video pro- 
gramming on children; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. 
Coats, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. COBURN, and Mr. JOHANNS): 

S. 185. A bill to amend title X of the Public 
Health Service Act to prohibit family plan- 
ning grants from being awarded to any enti- 
ty that performs abortions, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 136. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide a Federal in- 
come tax credit for certain stem cell re- 
search expenditures; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. 
Coats, Mr. BooZMAN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. COBURN, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
and Mr. JOHANNS): 

S. 137. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to prohibit certain abortion-re- 
lated discrimination in governmental activi- 
ties; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. 
Coats, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. COBURN, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
and Mr. JOHANNS): 

S. 188. A bill to prohibit discrimination 
against the unborn on the basis of sex or gen- 
der, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 139. A bill to impose admitting privilege 
requirements with respect to physicians who 
perform abortions; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 
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By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. 140. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to extend the work oppor- 
tunity credit to certain recently discharged 
veterans, to improve the coordination of vet- 
eran job training services between the De- 
partment of Labor, the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, and the Department of De- 
fense, to require transparency for Executive 
departments in meeting the Government- 
wide goals for contracting with small busi- 
ness concerns owned and controlled by serv- 
ice-disabled veterans, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself, Ms. STA- 
BENOW, and Mr. BLUNT): 

S. 141. A bill to make supplemental agri- 
cultural disaster assistance available for fis- 
cal years 2012 and 2013, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. CASEY: 

S. 142. A bill to prohibit the expenditure of 
Federal funds for abortions, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. CASEY: 

S. 148. A bill to prohibit discrimination and 
retaliation against individuals and health 
care entities that refuse to recommend, refer 
for, provide coverage for, pay for, provide, 
perform, assist, or participate in abortions; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. CASEY: 

S. 144. A bill to amend the Patient Protec- 
tion and Affordable Care Act to authorize ad- 
ditional funding for the pregnancy assistance 
fund; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 145. A bill to amend title 32, United 
States Code, to authorize National Guard 
support for State and local efforts to keep 
schools safe from violence, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 146. A bill to enhance the safety of 
America’s schools; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 147. A bill to establish minimum stand- 
ards for States that allow the carrying of 
concealed firearms; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 148. A bill to safeguard America’s 
schools by using community policing strate- 
gies to prevent school violence and improve 
student and school safety; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. SESSIONS): 

S. 149. A bill to provide effective criminal 
prosecutions for certain identity thefts, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. WHITE- 
HOUSE, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Ms. MIKULSKI, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. REED, Mr. LAUTEN- 
BERG, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. CARDIN, 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
MURPHY, Ms. WARREN, and Mr. CAR- 
PER): 

S. 150. A bill to regulate assault weapons, 
to ensure that the right to keep and bear 
arms is not unlimited, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHANNS: 

S. 151. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 

enue Code of 1986 to reduce the maximum 
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rate on the income of corporations to 20 per- 
cent; to the Committee on Finance. 
By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 152. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Air Force to retain the current leader- 
ship rank, aircraft, and core functions of the 
354th Fighter Wing and the 18th Aggressor 
Squadron at Hielson Air Force Base and to 
require reports on proposed activities at 


such installation; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 
By Mr. BEGICH (for himself, Mr. 


BLUMENTHAL, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. BEN- 
NET, Mr. RUBIO, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. 
REED, Mr. BLUNT, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. 
TESTER, and Mr. Coons): 

S. 153. A bill to amend section 520J of the 
Public Health Service Act to authorize 
grants for mental health first aid training 
programs; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. COBURN (for himself, Mr. 
THUNE, Mr. PAUL, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Wisconsin, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. BOOZMAN, 
Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. RISCH, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. VITTER, and Mr. ROB- 
ERTS): 

S. 154. A bill to amend title I of the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act to ensure 
that the coverage offered under multi-State 
qualified health plans offered in Exchanges 
is consistent with the Federal abortion fund- 
ing ban; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 


Ee 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 


By Mr. NELSON (for himself, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. DURBIN, Ms. WARREN, 
Ms. LANDRIEU, and Mr. HARKIN): 

S. Res. 12. A resolution recognizing the 
third anniversary of the tragic earthquake in 
Haiti on January 12, 2010, honoring those 
who lost their lives in that earthquake, and 
expressing continued solidarity with the peo- 
ple of Haiti; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. CORNYN, 
Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. CARDIN, Ms. LAN- 
DRIEU, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. WARNER, 
and Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. Res. 13. A resolution congratulating the 
members of Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. 
for 100 years of service to communities 
throughout the United States and the world, 
and commending Delta Sigma Theta Soror- 
ity, Inc. for its promotion of sisterhood, 
scholarship, and service; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. 
FRANKEN): 

S. Res. 14. A resolution raising awareness 
and encouraging prevention of stalking by 
designating January 2018 as ‘‘National Stalk- 
ing Awareness Month’’; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. LEVIN, 
and Mr. MCCAIN): 

S. Res. 15. A resolution to improve proce- 
dures for the consideration of legislation and 
nominations in the Senate; submitted and 
read. 

By Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. MCCON- 
NELL, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. MCCAIN): 

S. Res. 16. A resolution amending the 
Standing Rules of the Senate; submitted and 
read. 
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By Mr. REID: 

S. Res. 17. A resolution to constitute the 
majority party’s membership on certain 
committees for the One Hundred Thirteenth 
Congress, or until their successors are cho- 
sen; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. McCONNELL: 

S. Res. 18. A resolution making minority 
party appointments for the 113th Congress; 
considered and agreed to. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
8.4 
At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from California (Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 4, a bill to create jobs and strength- 
en our economy by rebuilding our Na- 
tion’s infrastructure. 
S.6 
At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from Washington (Mrs. 
MURRAY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 6, a bill to reauthorize the VOW to 
Hire Heroes Act of 2011, to provide as- 
sistance to small businesses owned by 
veterans, to improve enforcement of 
employment and reemployment rights 
of members of the uniformed services, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 22 
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the names of the Senator from Min- 
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota (Mr. FRANKEN) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 22, a bill 
to establish background check proce- 
dures for gun shows. 
S. 29 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
names of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) and the Senator 
from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 29, a bill to 
amend title 31, United States Code, to 
provide for automatic continuing reso- 
lutions. 
S. 31 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
31, a bill to make the moratorium on 
Internet access taxes and multiple and 


discriminatory taxes on electronic 
commerce permanent. 
S. 32 


At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
32, a bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit taking minors 
across State lines in circumvention of 
laws requiring the involvement of par- 
ents in abortion decisions. 

S. 33 

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Min- 
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 33, a bill to prohibit the 
transfer or possession of large capacity 
ammunition feeding devices, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 40 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 

names of the Senator from North Da- 
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kota (Mr. HOEVEN) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 40, a bill to restore 
Americans’ individual liberty by strik- 
ing the Federal mandate to purchase 
insurance. 
S. 43 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 43, a bill to require that any debt 
limit increase be balanced by equal 
spending cuts of the next decade. 
S. 46 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 
names of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HOEVEN), the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. HATCH), the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE), the Sen- 
ator from Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS), the 
Senator from Texas (Mr. CORNYN) and 
the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. Booz- 
MAN) were added as cosponsors of S. 46, 
a bill to protect Social Security bene- 
fits and military pay and require that 
the United States Government 
prioritize all obligations on the debt 
held by the public in the event that the 
debt limit is reached. 
S. 47 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. BAucus), the Senator from North 
Dakota (Ms. HEITKAMP), the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR) and the 
Senator from Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 47, a bill 
to reauthorize the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994. 
S. 66 
At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, her 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 66, 
a bill to establish a pilot program to 
evaluate the cost-effectiveness and 
project delivery efficiency of non-Fed- 
eral sponsors as the lead project deliv- 
ery team for authorized civil works 
flood control and navigation construc- 
tion projects of the Corps of Engineers. 
S. 84 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
84, a bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to provide more 
effective remedies to victims of dis- 
crimination in the payment of wages 
on the basis of sex, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 116 
At the request of Mr. REED, the 
names of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) and the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. TESTER) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 116, a bill to revise 
and extend provisions under the Gar- 
rett Lee Smith Memorial Act. 
S. 117 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 117, a bill to amend part 
D of title XVIII of the Social Security 
Act to require the Secretary of Health 
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and Human Services to negotiate cov- 
ered part D drug prices on behalf of 
Medicare beneficiaries. 
S. 122 
At the request of Mr. CHAMBLISS, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of 8. 
122, a bill to promote freedom, fairness, 
and economic opportunity by repealing 
the income tax and other taxes, abol- 
ishing the Internal Revenue Service, 
and enacting a national sales tax to be 
administered primarily by the States. 
S. RES. 4 
At the request of Mr. UDALL of New 
Mexico, the names of the Senator from 
Virginia (Mr. KAINE) and the Senator 
from Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) 
were added as cosponsors of S. Res. 4, a 
resolution to limit certain uses of the 
filibuster in the Senate to improve the 
legislative process. 
S. RES. 6 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 
names of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL) and the Senator from Ha- 
waii (Mr. SCHATZ) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. Res. 6, a resolution to 
modify extended debate in the Senate 
to improve the legislative process. 
S. RES. 8 
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. CHAMBLISS), the Senator from Wy- 
oming (Mr. ENZI) and the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON) were added as 
cosponsors of S. Res. 8, a resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of the Senate that 
Congress holds the sole authority to 
borrow money on the credit of the 
United States and shall not cede this 
power to the President. 


EEE 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, 
Mr. BEGICH, and Mr. TESTER): 

S. 131. A bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to improve the re- 
productive assistance provided by the 
Department of Veterans Affairs to se- 
verely wounded, ill, or injured veterans 
and their spouses, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, today 
I introduce the Women Veterans and 
Other Health Care Improvement Act of 
2013. I am incredibly proud of the 
women and men who have served or are 
serving our Nation in uniform, and I 
am grateful for the sacrifices they 
make on our behalf. That is why we 
must do everything in our power to 
meet the needs of our veterans and 
servicemembers. AS those needs 
change, we must ensure the care avail- 
able keeps pace. 

That is why I introduced legislation, 
which was signed into law as part of 
the Caregivers and Veterans Omnibus 
Health Services Act of 2010, which 
helped to transform the way that the 
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Department of Veterans Affairs ad- 
dresses the needs of women veterans. 
Among other things, that law required 
the VA to provide neonatal care, train 
mental health professionals to provide 
mental health services for sexual trau- 
ma, and develop a child care pilot pro- 
gram. VA has an obligation to provide 
veterans with quality care and it is our 
responsibility to make sure that VA 
does so. The legislation I am intro- 
ducing today builds upon that effort to 
make additional improvements to VA’s 
services for women veterans and vet- 
erans with families. 

The wars in Iraq and Afghanistan 
have been characterized by increasing 
use of improvised explosive devices 
that leave servicemembers, both male 
and female, at increased risk for blast 
injuries including spinal cord injury 
and trauma to the reproductive and 
urinary systems. Defense Department 
data show that between 2003 and 2012 
nearly 2,000 women and men suffered 
these types of injuries while serving in 
Iraq or Afghanistan. 

These devastating and life-changing 
wounds can destroy the vision these 
men and women, and their spouses, had 
for the future. Having a family is one 
of the cornerstones of life that so many 
people look forward to and see as a fun- 
damental part of their lives. To have 
dreams shattered because you were 
brave enough to put yourself in harm’s 
way for your country is something we 
can never fully repay. But we must do 
everything we can. 

As our warriors return from the bat- 
tlefield, the VA system must be 
equipped to help injured veterans step 
back into their lives as parents, 
spouses, and citizens. These veterans 
have served honorably and have made 
the ultimate sacrifice for our great Na- 
tion. They deserve the opportunity to 
pursue their goals and dreams, whether 
that includes pursuing higher edu- 
cation, finding gainful employment, 
purchasing their first house, or start- 
ing their own family. VA has many 
programs that help veterans pursue the 
educational, career, or homeownership 
dreams and goals that they deferred in 
service to this country, but it falls 
short when it comes to helping se- 
verely wounded veterans who want to 
start a family. These veterans often 
need far more advanced services in 
order to conceive a child. 

The Department of Defense and the 
Tricare program are already able to 
provide advanced fertility treatments, 
including assisted reproductive tech- 
nology, to servicemembers with com- 
plex injuries. However, not all injured 
servicemembers are prepared to have a 
child at the time they are eligible for 
that coverage, and some are no longer 
eligible for Tricare by the time they 
are ready. 

VA’s fertility counseling and treat- 
ment options are limited and do not 
meet the complex needs of severely in- 
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jured veterans. I have heard from seri- 
ously wounded veterans whose injuries 
have made it impossible for them to 
conceive children naturally. While the 
details of these stories vary, the com- 
mon thread that runs through them all 
is that these veterans were unable to 
obtain the type of assistance they 
need. Some have spent tens of thou- 
sands of dollars on advanced reproduc- 
tive treatments in the private sector to 
get what they need to start a family. 
Others have watched their marriage 
collapse because the stress of infer- 
tility, in combination with the stresses 
of readjusting to life after severe in- 
jury, drove their relationship to a 
breaking point. Any servicemember 
who sustains this type of serious injury 
deserves much better. It is our respon- 
sibility to give VA the tools it needs to 
serve them, and the Women Veterans 
and Other Health Care Improvement 
Act is a start at doing that. 

This legislation also requires VA to 
build upon existing research frame- 
work to gain a better understanding of 
the long-term reproductive health care 
needs of veterans, from those who expe- 
rience severe reproductive and urinary 
tract trauma to those who experience 
gender-specific infections in the battle- 
field. An Army task force charged with 
looking at the needs of female 
servicemembers reported that women 
in the battlefield experience higher 
rates of urinary tract infections and 
other women’s health difficulties. 

After a decade at war, many women 
servicemembers are still at increased 
risk for women’s health problems due 
to deployment conditions and a lack of 
predeployment women’s health infor- 
mation, compounded by privacy and 
safety concerns. Little is known about 
the impact that these issues and inju- 
ries have on the long-term health care 
needs of veterans. Additional research 
will provide critical information to 
help VA improve services for veterans. 

Caring for children is another fre- 
quent problem veterans encounter 
when trying to get health care. To ad- 
dress this, my legislation provides per- 
manent authority for VA to provide 
child care to veterans going to medical 
centers or Vet Centers for health care. 
A pilot program examining these serv- 
ices is nearing completion and the re- 
sults have been overwhelmingly posi- 
tive. Those pilots have been very pop- 
ular with veterans and VA employees, 
and have been far less expensive than 
originally estimated. 

This legislation is also fully paid for. 
VA would be empowered to ask con- 
tractors and large corporations to pay 
a relatively small fee in order to pro- 
vide the care needed by some of our 
most seriously wounded veterans. This 
would not hurt small businesses or vet- 
eran owned small businesses, because 
the Secretary would be given the au- 
thority to exempt those small busi- 
nesses to ensure their ability to com- 
pete is not jeopardized. 
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Finally, I would point out that last 
Congress, in fact just a little more 
than a month ago, these provisions 
were unanimously approved by the 
Senate. I think the other Members of 
this body realized then that we must 
meet the changing needs of all our 
servicemembers and veterans, and that 
regardless of gender we must fulfill our 
obligation to do everything we can to 
make whole those who have been in- 
jured in service to this country. 

I hope all of my colleagues will again 
support this legislation so we can pro- 
vide care to meet these most serious 
needs. 


By Mr. CARPER (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mrs. MURRAY, and Mrs. 
BOXER): 

S. 132. A bill to provide for the admis- 
sion of the State of New Columbia into 
the Union; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I rise to 
introduce the New Columbia Admis- 
sions Act, a bill that seeks to end a 
longstanding injustice and give full 
voting representation to the residents 
of the District of Columbia. More than 
600,000 Americans live in Washington, 
D.C. and bear all the responsibilities of 
citizenship, yet currently have no vote 
in either chamber of Congress. This 
legislation paves the way for the cre- 
ation of a 51st state from the populated 
portions of Washington, D.C., giving 
the citizens who live here in our na- 
tion’s capital the voice they deserve in 
our national government. 

Washington is not just a collection of 
government offices, monuments and 
museums; it is home to more than half 
a million people who work, study, raise 
families, and start businesses. These 
citizens serve in the military and die 
for our country just like the residents 
of the 50 States. They pay Federal 
taxes just like other Americans in fact 
they pay more per capita than resi- 
dents of most states. But when it 
comes to having a voice in our Con- 
gress, suddenly these citizens do not 
count. 

We must ask ourselves how we would 
feel in their place; I think most of us 
would quickly decide that this is not 
how we would want to be treated. In 
fact, the United States is the only de- 
mocracy in the world that treats the 
citizens of its capital city this way. We 
are the only democracy, it is sad to 
say, that denies voting representation 
to the people who live in its capital 
city. 

People have been trying to fix this 
injustice for almost as long as it has 
existed. In 1801, just one year after 
residents of the new Federal capital 
city were denied the vote, a prominent 
city resident began arguing for a con- 
stitutional amendment to give voting 
rights to residents of the District. Two 
years later, a House member intro- 
duced a bill to ‘‘retrocede,’’ or give 
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back to Maryland and Virginia, the 
land that was ceded to create the Dis- 
trict. Support for the proposal was 
based in large part on the political in- 
justice of denying representation to 
the residents of the capital city. Even 
some opponents reportedly argued that 
the District might be granted Congres- 
sional representation once its popu- 
lation became more substantial, a 
threshold that clearly seems to have 
been met by a city of more than half a 
million people, a number comparable 
to several states. In 1978, the House and 
Senate approved a constitutional 
amendment to give the District full 
voting representation in Congress that 
was ratified by 16 states, but the meas- 
ure died when it failed to win support 
from the required % of the States with- 
in 7 years. More recently, in 2009, the 
Senate approved a bill to give the Dis- 
trict a voting representative in the 
House. 

The bill I am introducing today cre- 
ates a path for the District of Columbia 
to become the State of ‘‘New Colum- 
bia”? with full voting rights in Con- 
gress. Under this bill, a federal district 
called Washington, D.C. would still re- 
main under the control of Congress, as 
the Constitution mandates. But it 
would be a smaller area encompassing 
the White House, the Capitol, the Su- 
preme Court and the National Mall, an 
area where few people actually live. 
The rest of the current District of Co- 
lumbia, diverse neighborhoods that are 
home to more than half a million U.S. 
citizens no different from the ones you 
and I and our colleagues come here to 
represent would become a new State 
provided that its residents vote to set 
that in motion. 

The bill is similar to proposals of- 
fered by Senator Edward Kennedy in 
the early 1990s, and by my former col- 
league Senator Joseph Lieberman in 
December 2012. Delegate ELEANOR 
HOLMES NORTON, the District’s sole, 
non-voting representative in the House 
who has worked tirelessly for voting 
rights for the residents of the city, has 
introduced a companion House bill. 

I believe we keep proposing and de- 
bating different solutions to the injus- 
tice imposed on District residents be- 
cause we know in our hearts that the 
situation we have now and have toler- 
ated for so long is not right. It is famil- 
iar, but it is not fair and not consistent 
with the values we all share as Ameri- 
cans. It is incumbent upon those of us 
who enjoy the right and the privilege 
of full voting rights to take up the 
cause of our fellow citizens here in the 
District of Columbia and find a solu- 
tion. 

Earlier this week, we celebrated the 
birth of Martin Luther King, Jr. and 
his legacy of working to bring equality 
and justice to all Americans. It is in 
that spirit that I introduce this bill, 
with my colleagues Senators BARBARA 
BOXER, RICHARD DURBIN and PATTY 
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MURRAY. I hope we can work together 
to find a way to bring the same rights 
to the residents of the District of Co- 
lumbia that all of us living in the 50 
states cherish so much. 


By Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for him- 


self, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. JOHANNS, and Mr. 
HELLER): 


S. 134. A bill to arrange for the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences to study 
the impact of violent video games and 
violent video programming on chil- 
dren; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I 
still well up with deep emotion when I 
see Newtown parents remembering 
their lost children, recalling what they 
wore to school that day or their last 
sweet words before boarding the school 
bus. The memory of that horrifying 
day, and of those children and their 
teachers, has not waned, nor should it 
ever. It should be an enduring call to 
action to do everything we can to save 
innocent lives. 

That is why I have championed a 
comprehensive approach to combating 
gun violence, and support the Presi- 
dent’s plan to protect the Nation’s citi- 
zens. West Virginians have a proud tra- 
dition of hunting and understand the 
importance of the Second Amendment. 
I know we can protect those traditions 
and rights as we look at ways to pre- 
vent senseless acts of violence. 

One piece of this comprehensive ex- 
amination concerns violent content, 
including video games and video pro- 
gramming. I have long had concerns 
about how the violent content that 
kids see and interact with every day af- 
fects their wellbeing. This is a very im- 
portant issue, and one that deserves 
further research, as even the President 
recognized. That is why, as Chairman 
of the Senate Commerce Committee, I 
am introducing today the Violent Con- 
tent Research Act of 2013. Under this 
legislation, the National Academy of 
Sciences would conduct a comprehen- 
sive study on the connection between 
exposure to violent video games and 
video programming and harmful effects 
on children. 

Recent court decisions demonstrate 
that some people still do not get it. 
They believe that violent video games 
are no more dangerous to young minds 
than classic literature or Saturday 
morning cartoons. Parents, pediatri- 
cians, and psychologists know better. 

These court decisions show we need 
to conduct additional groundwork on 
this issue. This report would be a crit- 
ical resource in this process. It could 
inform research by other organiza- 
tions, including the Centers for Disease 
Control, and provide guidance to law- 
makers. I call on my colleagues to join 
me in passing this important legisla- 
tion quickly. 

Separately, I will be calling on the 
Federal Trade Commission and the 
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Federal Communications Commission 
to expand their work in this area. The 
FTC has reviewed the effectiveness of 
the video game ratings system. The 
FCC has looked at the impact of vio- 
lent programming on children. Changes 
in technology now allow kids to access 
violent content on-line and increas- 
ingly from mobile platforms with less 
parental involvement. It is time for 
these two agencies to take a fresh look 
at these issues. 

Major corporations, including the 
video game industry, make billions on 
marketing and selling violent content 
to children. They have a responsibility 
to protect our children. If they do not, 
you can count on the Congress to take 
a more aggressive role. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 134 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Violent Con- 
tent Research Act of 2013”. 
SEC. 2. STUDY; NATIONAL 

SCIENCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Federal Trade Commission, the Federal 
Communications Commission, and the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
jointly, shall undertake to enter into appro- 
priate arrangements with the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences to conduct a comprehensive 
study and investigation of— 

(1) whether there is a connection between 
exposure to violent video games and harmful 
effects on children; and 

(2) whether there is a connection between 
exposure to violent video programming and 
harmful effects on children. 

(b) CONTENTS OF STUDY AND INVESTIGA- 
TION.— 

(1) VIOLENT VIDEO GAMES.—The study and 
investigation under subsection (a) shall in- 
clude— 

(A) whether the exposure listed under sub- 
section (a)(1)— 

(i) causes children to act aggressively or 
causes other measurable harm to children; 

(ii) has a disproportionately harmful effect 
on children already prone to aggressive be- 
havior or on other identifiable groups of chil- 
dren; and 

(iii) has a harmful effect that is distin- 
guishable from any negative effects produced 
by other types of media; 

(B) whether any harm identified under sub- 
paragraph (A)(i) has a direct and long-lasting 
impact on a child’s well-being; and 

(C) whether current or emerging character- 
istics of video games have a unique impact 
on children, considering in particular video 
games’ interactive nature and the extraor- 
dinarily personal and vivid way violence 
might be portrayed in such video games. 

(2) VIOLENT VIDEO PROGRAMMING.—The 
study and investigation under subsection (a) 
shall include— 

(A) whether the exposure listed under sub- 
section (a)(2)— 

(i) causes children to act aggressively or 
causes other measurable harm to children; 
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(ii) has a disproportionately harmful effect 
on children already prone to aggressive be- 
havior or on other identifiable groups of chil- 
dren; and 

(iii) has a harmful effect that is distin- 
guishable from any negative effects produced 
by other types of media; and 

(B) whether any harm identified under sub- 
paragraph (A)(i) has a direct and long-lasting 
impact on a child’s well-being. 

(3) FUTURE RESEARCH.—The study and in- 
vestigation under subsection (a) shall iden- 
tify gaps in the current state of research 
which, if closed, could provide additional in- 
formation regarding any causal connection— 

(A) between exposure to violent video 
games and behavior; and 

(B) between exposure to violent video pro- 
gramming and behavior. 

(c) REPORT.—In entering into any arrange- 
ments with the National Academy of 
Sciences for conducting the study and inves- 
tigation under this section, the Federal 
Trade Commission, the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, and the Department of 
Health and Human Services shall request the 
National Academy of Sciences to submit, not 
later than 15 months after the date on which 
such arrangements are completed, a report 
on the results of the study and investigation 
to— 

(1) Congress; 

(2) the Federal Trade Commission; 

(3) the Federal Communications Commis- 
sion; and 

(4) the Department of Health and Human 
Services. 


By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself, Ms. 
STABENOW, and Mr. BLUNT): 

S. 141. A bill to make supplemental 
agricultural disaster assistance avail- 
able for fiscal years 2012 and 2013, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 


on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 
Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, last 


year the U.S. experienced the most se- 
vere and extensive drought in at least 
25 years. 

While the impacts of the drought af- 
fected both crop and livestock sectors, 
our commodity farmers have had some 
protection under crop insurance. With 
the House not passing a 5 year reau- 
thorization of the Farm Bill last year, 
we have left one sector of agriculture 
to fend for themselves. 

Our ranchers across the country and 
in my home State of Montana have ex- 
perienced the most extensive drought 
since the 1950. About 80 percent of agri- 
cultural land experienced drought in 
2012. 

As last year came and went, a 
drought stretched across the United 
States. 

Wheat and corn fields dried up. With- 
out enough forage, ranchers faced the 
decision to either to sell their herds or 
purchase extra feed, cutting into their 
thin margins. 

As of this week, over 2,000 counties 
have been designated as drought dis- 
aster areas by the USDA. 

In my state of Montana, 36 counties, 
or well over half of our State, are in 
disaster. Compound that with one of 
the worst droughts in recent history 
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and our cattle and sheep producers are 
hanging on by a thread. 

Where our corn, wheat, and soybean 
farmers have crop insurance as a back- 
stop, we have left our ranchers without 
any assistance. 

Pastureland last year was scarce and 
the cost of feed, when it was even 
available, was often unaffordable. 
Many ranchers are responding by cull- 
ing their herds. 

That is why I have introduced the 
supplemental agricultural disaster as- 
sistance. This bill takes the three live- 
stock disaster program I created in the 
2008 Farm Bill and extends them for 
2012 and 2013 losses. 

Covering losses from 2012 and 2013 
will give our livestock producers some 
assistance through one of the worst 
droughts anyone in this chamber can 
remember. It will also cover our ranch- 
ers until the House and Senate can 
complete the 2013 Farm Bill. 

These livestock disaster programs ex- 
pired in September 2011, leaving our 
livestock producers with no safety net. 
For over a year and a half, through one 
of the worst droughts in recent mem- 
ory, our producers have been left to 
fend for themselves. 

Congress must make the responsible 
decision and pass this standalone bill I 
introduce today with Senator DEBBIE 
STABENOW, Chairwoman of the Senate 
Agriculture Committee, and Senator 
Roy BLUNT. 

We must do our jobs and pass this 
basic safety net for ranchers. 


By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
Ms. MIKULSKI, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 
REED, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. CARDIN, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
MURPHY, Ms. WARREN, and Mr. 
CARPER): 

S. 150. A bill to regulate assault 
weapons, to ensure that the right to 
keep and bear arms is not unlimited, 
and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce the Assault 
Weapons Ban of 2013. This legislation is 
urgently needed to help end the mass 
shootings that have devastated count- 
less families and that lead too many 
Americans to live their lives in fear. 

Imagine that you receive a call from 
your child’s school that there has been 
a shooting. How would you feel? Pan- 
icked? Terror-stricken? Helpless? 
Those were the feelings experienced by 
hundreds of parents whose children at- 
tend Sandy Hook Elementary School in 
Newtown, CT. 

Now imagine that, after rushing to 
the school, you receive the terrible 
news that your child is not coming 
back. On December 14, 20 sets of par- 
ents heard those devastating words. 
Their lives will never be the same. 
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I remain horrified by the mass mur- 
ders that were committed that day in 
Newtown. But I am even more incensed 
that our weak gun laws allow mass 
killings to be carried out again and 
again in our country. Since 1982, there 
have been at least 62 mass shootings 
across the United States. Even worse, 
the rate of these shootings has been ac- 
celerating: Twenty-five of these shoot- 
ings have occurred since 2006, and 7 
took place in 2012. 

These massacres don’t stop—they 
just continue on and on. They have be- 
come tragically common in our soci- 
ety. 

For each shooting that occurs, there 
are parents and grandparents, brothers 
and sisters, and aunts and uncles who 
have forever lost someone special in 
their lives: In Newtown, 26 families will 
never hear the laughter of their son or 
daughter again. In Aurora, Colorado, 12 
people who attended a movie on a July 
night will never be able to enjoy an- 
other night out. At Virginia Tech, 32 
families will never see their son or 
daughter again. In Tucson, AZ, 6 people 
never returned home from meeting 
their Congresswoman one Saturday 
morning 2 years ago. My friend, Gabby 
Giffords, will never be the same. 

The one common thread running 
through all of these shootings is that 
the gunman used a semiautomatic as- 
sault weapon or large capacity ammu- 
nition magazine or drum. 

These military-style weapons have 
but one purpose: to kill as many people 
as possible as quickly as possible. 
Since the last assault weapons ban ex- 
pired in 2004, over 350 people have been 
killed with assault weapons. Over 450 
have been injured. 

I do not intend to sit by while these 
killings continue. That is why today I 
am joining with my colleagues Sen- 
ators SCHUMER, DURBIN, WHITEHOUSE, 
BLUMENTHAL, LEVIN, ROCKEFELLER, MI- 
KULSKI, BOXER, REED, LAUTENBERG, 
MENENDEZ, CARDIN, GILLIBRAND, 
SCHATZ, MURPHY, and WARREN to intro- 
duce legislation to prohibit the sale, 
transfer, manufacture, and importation 
of assault weapons and large capacity 
ammunition feeding devices that can 
accept more than 10 rounds. 

As the members of this body know, 
we had an assault weapons ban in place 
from 1994-2004. I was the author of that 
ban in the Senate, and Senator SCHU- 
MER carried that ban as the then-Chair- 
man of the House Crime Sub- 
committee. 

The 1994 law was not perfect, but it 
was working when it expired in 2004. 
The supply of assault weapons was dry- 
ing up, and crime committed with 
those weapons was decreasing. Don’t 
take my word for it; scientific studies 
bear this about. 

The 1994 law required the Justice De- 
partment to study and report on its ef- 
fectiveness. That study, completed in 
1997, found that the ban was respon- 
sible for a 6.7 percent decrease in total 
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gun murders, holding all other factors 
equal. 

The Justice Department sponsored a 
subsequent follow-on study in 2004, as 
the law was getting ready to expire. 
That study, carried out by the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania, found that by 
about 9 years after the law took effect, 
the use of assault weapons in crime had 
declined by more than 2s—70 percent. 

The Washington Post found that the 
percentage of firearms seized by police 
in Virginia that had high-capacity 
magazines dropped significantly during 
the ban. That figure has doubled since 
the ban expired. 

The Police Executive Research 
Forum found that 37 percent of police 
departments reported seeing a notice- 
able increase in criminals’ use of as- 
sault weapons since the ban expired. 

Studies of state-level assault weap- 
ons bans also show that these bans DO 
work. A study of Maryland’s State ban 
on assault pistols found that in the 
first six months after the ban was en- 
acted, ‘‘the Baltimore City Police De- 
partment recovered 55 percent fewer 
assault pistols than would have been 
expected had there been no ban.” 

Let me just address for a moment the 
arguments of some of the opponent of 
this legislation. They point to overall 
crime rates, and say the 1994 ban did 
not affect them. But that overstates 
the purpose of the ban. It was never in- 
tended to reduce all crime. It was in- 
tended to reduce gun murders, and spe- 
cifically mass shootings. And the re- 
search found that it did just that. 

A 6.7 percent decrease is not a com- 
plete solution. But if one of the lives 
saved was your child, your husband, 
your sister, your parent, it makes all 
the difference in the world. As Presi- 
dent Obama has said, if we can save 
even one life, then we must try. And a 
6.7 percent decrease in total gun mur- 
ders—that is a lot more than one life. 

Our police officers, the men and 
women who pledge their lives to pro- 
tect us, are particularly at risk from 
assault weapons. A study by the Vio- 
lence Policy Center found that, be- 
tween 1998 and 2001, one in five law en- 
forcement officers slain in the line of 
duty was killed with an assault weap- 
on. 

Recognizing this, I am proud to have 
the support of the Major Cities Chiefs 
of Police Association and several other 
organizations representing law enforce- 
ment. Every day, they must stare down 
ever-more-powerful military-style as- 
sault weapons. 

The legislation we are introducing 
today will strengthen the 1994 law, al- 
lowing it to be even more effective: 

The 1994 law prohibited semiauto- 
matic weapons that could accept a de- 
tachable magazine, and had at least 
two military characteristics. The bill 
we are introducing today tightens this 
test to prohibit semiautomatic rifles, 
handguns, and shotguns that can ac- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


cept a detachable magazine and have 
one military characteristic. One criti- 
cism of the 1994 law was that its ‘‘two- 
characteristic”? test was too easy to 
“work around’: a manufacture could 
simply remove one of the characteris- 
tics, and the firearm was legal. The bill 
we are introducing today will be much 
more difficult to work around. 

The bill also accounts for specific 
‘“‘work-arounds’”’ that the gun industry 
developed to avoid the 1994 law and 
similar State bans. 

The bill prohibits “thumbhole 
stocks”, which manufacturers devel- 
oped to allow a stock to function like 
a pistol grip, which is a standard mili- 
tary feature in State bans and the ex- 
pired Federal ban. 

It also prohibits ‘‘bullet buttons”, a 
feature that certain manufacturers de- 
veloped to evade state restrictions on 
detachable ammunition magazines. 
Some state laws describe a ‘‘detachable 
magazine” as one that can be removed 
without the use of a tool. So these gun 
manufacturers developed so-called 
“bullet buttons” that allow magazines 
to be removed with the use of the sim- 
plest of tools, such as a key, another 
bullet, or even a magnet. With these 
“bullet buttons”, what is supposed to 
be a fixed magazine becomes in prac- 
tical application a detachable maga- 
zine. Our bill contains tight language 
to close this loophole. 

Other changes to the bill include up- 
dating the list of specifically-named 
military-style firearms that are pro- 
hibited, to account for new models that 
have been developed since 1994. We now 
prohibit 158 weapons by name. 

The bill prohibits semiautomatic ri- 
fles and handguns with a fixed maga- 
zine that can accept more than 10 
rounds. 

The bill adds a ban on the importa- 
tion of assault weapons and large-ca- 
pacity magazines; and eliminates the 
10-year sunset that allowed the origi- 
nal law to expire. 

Like the 1994 law, our legislation will 
prohibit large-capacity ammunition 
feeding devices capable of accepting 
more than 10 rounds. These large mag- 
azines and drums are so dangerous be- 
cause they allow a shooter to fire 15, 
30, even 100 rounds without having to 
reload. 

Now, let me tell you what the bill 
will not do. 

It will not affect hunting or sporting 
firearms. Instead, the bill protects le- 
gitimate hunters by protecting 2,258 
specifically-named firearms used for 
hunting or sporting purposes, and ex- 
empting antique, manually-operated, 
and permanently disabled weapons. 

Let me be clear: the bill will not take 
away weapons you currently own. Any- 
body who says otherwise is simply try- 
ing to deceive you. Instead, the bill 
protects the rights of existing gun own- 
ers by grandfathering weapons legally 
possessed on the date of enactment. 
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An important change from the 1994 
law is that we address the millions of 
assault weapons that currently exist. 
While, as in 1994, they would remain 
legal after our bill takes effect, any fu- 
ture sale or transfer of such a weapon 
would require a background check to 
be conducted of the purchaser or recipi- 
ent. We do have an exception for intra- 
family transfers. Keeping these power- 
ful weapons out of the hands of known 
criminals and people with adjudicated 
mental problems is a no-brainer. 

The bill also imposes a safe storage 
requirement for grandfathered firearms 
to ensure they don’t get into the hands 
of people who would be prohibited from 
possessing them. 

While the bill permits the continued 
possession of high-capacity ammuni- 
tion magazines that are legally pos- 
sessed on the date of enactment, it 
would ban the future transfer of these 
magazines. 

Finally, the bill allows local jurisdic- 
tions to use existing Federal Byrne 
JAG grant money to support voluntary 
buy-back programs for grandfathered 
assault weapons and _ large-capacity 
ammunition feeding devices. 

Opponents charge that this legisla- 
tion impinges upon rights protected by 
the Second Amendment. I recognize 
that the Supreme Court has clearly 
held that there is an individual right to 
possess firearms that is protected by 
the Second Amendment to the Con- 
stitution, and I respect that right. 

However, the Supreme Court was also 
very clear that, like other rights pro- 
tected by other amendments in the Bill 
of Rights, this is not an unlimited 
right. For instance, the First Amend- 
ment’s protection of free speech does 
not allow someone to falsely yell 
“Fire!” in a crowded theater. Justice 
Scalia, the author of the majority 
opinion in the seminal case of District 
of Columbia v. Heller, said this plainly: 
“Like most rights, the right secured by 
the Second Amendment is not unlim- 
ited.” 

Justice Scalia, no flaming liberal he, 
went on to say: ‘‘We also recognize an- 
other important limitation on the 
right to keep and carry arms. [United 
States v.] Miller said, as we have ex- 
plained, that the sorts of weapons pro- 
tected were those ‘in common use at 
the time.’ We think that limitation is 
fairly supported by the historical tradi- 
tion of prohibiting the carrying of 
‘dangerous and unusual weapons.’ ” 

The muskets of the 18th Century bear 
little resemblance to the rapid-fire 
military-style assault weapons today, 
and their single-shot weapons are a far 
cry from the 100-round ammunition 
drum that was used to inflict such car- 
nage at a movie theater in Aurora, CO. 
These are particularly dangerous weap- 
ons, which the Government is well 
within its rights to regulate under the 
Second Amendment and the Heller de- 
cision. The Second Amendment pro- 
tects an individual’s ability to own a 
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weapon; it does not protect their abil- 
ity to own any weapon. Any reasonable 
person would recognize limitations on 
this right: an individual should not 
own a nuclear weapon, they should not 
own a rocket launcher, and they should 
not own a military-style assault weap- 
on. 

Let me conclude with these thoughts: 

The most important duty that gov- 
ernment has to its citizens is to pro- 
vide for their safety. 

When 20 kindergarteners are slaugh- 
tered by an assault weapon, our gov- 
ernment has failed to provide for their 
safety. 

When 12 people are gunned down in a 
movie theater by an assault weapon, 
our government has failed to provide 
for their safety. 

The firearms used in these massacres 
are weapons of war. They are weapons 
designed to kill the maximum number 
of people in the shortest period of time. 
We should be outraged by how easy it 
is for the perpetrators of these horrific 
crimes to purchase powerful weapons. 

Let me say it as plainly as I can: 
weapons of war do not belong on our 
streets, in our schools, in our malls, in 
our theaters, or in our workplaces. 

We know the common denominator 
in these deadly massacres and these 
daily shootings: easy access to killing 
machines designed for the battlefield. 
The circumstances may differ, but the 
one constant is always the guns. 

These weapons not only take away 
the lives of our loved ones. They also 
take away our freedom—our freedom to 
live without fear. 

When a child is fearful of walking 
down the street outside his home, he 
has lost his freedom. 

When Americans wonder whether the 
next massacre with an assault weapon 
will take place in their town, they have 
lost their freedom. 

I ask all of my colleagues to join me 
in this fight. 

Join with our chiefs of police who say 
“no” to assault weapons. 

Join with teachers from across our 
nation who say ‘‘no’’ to assault weap- 
ons. 

Join with the emergency room doc- 
tors and medical professionals from 
every corner of our country who say 
“no” to assault weapons. 

Join with clergy from all denomina- 
tions who say ‘‘no’’ to assault weapons. 

Join with the 58 percent of Ameri- 
cans who support an Assault Weapons 
Ban. 

I am proud that the bill we are intro- 
ducing has been endorsed by so many 
organizations and public officials: 

Law Enforcement: International As- 
sociation of Campus Law Enforcement 
Administrators; International Associa- 
tion of Chiefs of Police; Major Cities 
Chiefs Association; National Law En- 
forcement Partnership to Prevent Gun 
Violence; Police Foundation; Women in 
Federal Law Enforcement; Charlie 
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Beck, Chief, Los Angeles Police De- 
partment; Lee Baca, Sheriff, Los Ange- 
les County; Scott Knight, Chief of Po- 
lice, Chaska Police Department (MN), 
and former chair, Firearms Committee, 
International Association of Chiefs of 
Police; and Bill Lansdowne, Police 
Chief, San Diego; 

Localities: U.S. Conference of May- 
ors; Boston City Council; City of 
Stockton (CA); County of Los Angeles 
Board of Supervisors; Ventura County 
Board of Supervisors (CA); Mayor 
David Glass, Petaluma, CA; Mayor Em- 
mett O’Donnell, Tiburon, CA; Mayor 
Jill Hunter, Saratoga, CA; Mayor 
Hilary Bryant, Santa Cruz, CA; Mayor 
Bob Filner, San Diego, CA; Mayor Bob 
Foster, Long Beach, CA; Mayor Mi- 
chael Harris, Pleasant Hill, CA; Mayor 
Kevin Johnson, Sacramento, CA; 
Mayor Edwin M. Lee, San Francisco, 
CA; Mayor Jean Quan, Oakland, CA; 
Mayor Chuck Reed, San Jose, CA; 
Mayor Antonio R. Villaraigosa, Los 
Angeles, CA; Superintendent Anthony 
Smith, Oakland Unified School Dis- 
trict; Mayor Miguel Pulido, Santa Ana, 
CA; City of Lemon Grove; Mayor 
Cheryl Cox, Chula Vista, CA; San Diego 
Unified School District; City of 
Calabasas; City of Ventura; City of Los 
Angeles; City of West Hollywood; 
Mayor Rob Schroder, Martinez, CA; 
and Mayor Amanda Gilmore, Alameda, 
CA; 

Gun Safety: Brady Campaign to Pre- 
vent Gun Violence; Coalition to Stop 
Gun Violence; Law Center to Prevent 
Gun Violence; Mayors Against Illegal 


Guns; Violence Policy Center; and 
Washington CeaseFire; 
Education/Child Welfare: American 


Academy of Pediatrics; American Fed- 
eration of Teachers; Boys & Girls Clubs 
of America; Child Welfare League of 
America; Children’s Defense Fund; 
Every Child Matters; Moms Rising; Na- 
tional Association of Social Workers; 
National PTA; National Education As- 
sociation; and 20 Children; 

Religious Community: African Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church; Alliance of 
Baptists; American Baptist Churches of 
the South; American Baptist Home 
Mission Societies; American Friends 
Service Committee; Baptist Peace Fel- 
lowship of North America; Camp 
Brotherhood; Catholic Charities USA; 
Catholic Health Association; Catholic 
Health Initiatives; Catholics in Alli- 
ance for the Common Good; Catholics 
United; Church of the Brethren; Church 
Women United, Inc.; Conference of 
Major Superiors of Men; Disciples 
Home Missions, Christian Church (Dis- 
ciples of Christ); Dominican Sisters of 
Peace; FaithsAgainstGunViolence.org; 
Franciscan Action Network; Friends 
Committee on National Legislation; 
Health Ministries Association; Heeding 
God’s Call; Hindu American Founda- 
tion; Interfaith Alliance of Idaho; Is- 
lamic Society of North America; Jew- 
ish Council for Public Affairs; Jewish 
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Reconstructionist Movement; Leader- 
ship Conference of Women Religious; 
Mennonite Central Committee, Wash- 
ington Office; National Advocacy Cen- 
ter of the Sisters of the Good Shepherd; 
National Council of Churches; National 
Episcopal Health Ministries; NET- 
WORK, A National Catholic Social Jus- 
tice Lobby; Pax Christi USA; PICO 
Network Lifelines to Healing; Pres- 
byterian Church (U.S.A.) Office of Pub- 
lic Witness; Progressive National Bap- 
tist Convention; Rabbinical Assembly; 
Religious Action Center of Reform Ju- 
daism; San Francisco Interfaith Coun- 
cil; Sikh Council on Religion and Edu- 
cation, USA; Sisters of Mercy of the 
Americas; Sojourners; Unitarian Uni- 
versalist Association of Congregations; 
United Church of Christ; United Meth- 
odist Church; United Methodist 
Women; United States Conference of 
Catholic Bishops Committee on Domes- 
tic Justice and Human Development; 
United Synagogue of Conservative Ju- 
daism; Washington National Cathedral; 
and Women of Reform Judaism; 

Medical Community: American Acad- 
emy of Pediatrics; American Congress 
of Obstetricians and Gynecologists; 
American College of Surgeons; Amer- 
ican Public Health Association; Doc- 
tors for America; and National Asso- 
ciation of School Nurses; 

Other Organizations: Alliance for 
Business Leadership; American Bar As- 
sociation; Black American Political 
Association of California; Grand- 
mothers for Peace International; Na- 
tional Parks Conservation Association; 
Sierra Club; TASH; Viet Nam Veterans 
in the Media; VoteVets.org; and Wash- 
ington Office on Latin America. 

But we should have no illusions. This 
will be a big fight. 

It will be an uphill battle—all the 
way. I know this. 

But we need to ask ourselves: 

Do we let the gun industry take over 
and dictate policy to this country? Do 
we let those who profit from increasing 
sales of these military style-weapons 
prevent us from taking commonsense 
steps to stop the carnage? 

Or should we empower our elected 
representatives to vote their con- 
science based on their experience, 
based on their sense of right and wrong 
and based on their need to protect 
their schools, their malls, their work- 
places and their businesses? 

This legislation is my life’s goal. As 
long as I am a member of the Senate, 
I will work night and day to pass this 
bill into law. No matter how long it 
takes, I will fight until assault weap- 
ons are taken off our streets. 

Put simply, we cannot allow the 
rights of a few to override the safety of 
all. That is not the America that our 
founding fathers envisioned. And that 
is not the America I want my children 
and grandchildren to live in. 

So I ask everyone watching at home: 
please get involved and stay involved. 
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The success or failure of this bill de- 
pends not on me, but on you. If the 
American people rise up and demand 
action from their elected officials, we 
will be victorious. If the American peo- 
ple say “no” to military-style assault 
weapons, we will rid our Nation of this 
scourge. 

Please, talk to your senator and your 
member of Congress. 


By Mr. BEGICH (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. 
BENNET, Mr. RUBIO, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Mr. REED, Mr. BLUNT, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. TESTER, and Mr. 
Coons): 

S. 153. A bill to amend section 520J of 
the Public Health Service Act to au- 
thorize grants for mental health first 
aid training programs; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

Mr. BEGICH. Mr. President, today I 
rise to introduce a very important 
piece of legislation—the Mental Health 
First Aid Act of 2013. The bill author- 
izes grants for mental health first aid, 
similar to the first aid training offered 
by Red Cross chapters across the 
United States. 

I introduced this bill last Congress 
and focused on higher education be- 
cause many common mental illnesses 
happen at late adolescence or young 
adulthood. However, as the recent trag- 
edy in Newtown reminded us in horrific 
detail, violence is not limited to col- 
lege campuses. 

My colleague on the House side, Rep. 
RON BARBER of Arizona, has already in- 
troduced a companion bill in the House 
of Representatives. As you know, he 
was critically wounded in a tragic 
shooting 2 years ago with then Con- 
gresswoman Gabrielle Giffords. 

Mental health first aid teaches the 
warning signs and risk factors for 
schizophrenia, major clinical depres- 
sion, panic attacks, anxiety disorders, 
trauma, and other common mental dis- 
orders, crisis de-escalation techniques 
and equips college and university staff 
with a five-step action plan to help in- 
dividuals in psychiatric crisis connect 
to professional mental health care. 

One in four adults and 10 percent of 
children in the United States will suf- 
fer from a mental illness this year. We 
know what to do if someone has a 
heart attack, but how do we react to 
someone having a panic disorder? Why 
do we wait for a tragic event to take 
notice and then bring out emergency 
measures? 

When I was Mayor of Anchorage, we 
worked with local mental health orga- 
nizations to train our police in Crisis 
Intervention Teams, a great improve- 
ment for police officers responding to a 
crisis. But now we need to go further. 

You have heard me say this before, 
and it is not something to be proud of: 
In Alaska we have one of the highest 
suicide prevalence rates in the country. 
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Further, we are a very rural State, 
where access to mental health care and 
medical services is often very difficult. 

Even today, it is not widely known 
that fully ?%% of Alaska can only be 
accessed by airplane. By educating the 
general public about the warning signs 
of common mental disorders, we can 
intervene early, facilitate access to 
care, improve clinical outcomes, re- 
duce costs, and maybe save lives. 

Mental disorders are more common 
than heart disease and cancer com- 
bined and a recent Governing magazine 
article reports that many States and 
localities are moving ahead—teaching 
their employees how to recognize the 
signs of mental health problems and 
how to help. Wouldn’t you run to per- 
form the Heimlich maneuver if a per- 
son was choking in a restaurant? Of 
course. We should all learn how to in- 
tervene with someone who is having a 
mental health crisis. 

In the Alaska tradition, I seek to 
work across the aisle and believe this 
legislation merits bipartisan support. I 
am honored to be joined by my cospon- 
sors on this bill, Senators 
BLUMENTHAL, BENNET, AYOTTE, RUBIO, 
SHAHEEN, BLUNT, STABENOW and JACK 
REED. I invite you and all of our col- 
leagues to join me in supporting this 
vital program. My great hope is it will 
avert suffering, prevent violence and 
ultimately save lives. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 12—RECOG- 
NIZING THE THIRD ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE TRAGIC EARTH- 
QUAKE IN HAITI ON JANUARY 12, 
2010, HONORING THOSE WHO 
LOST THEIR LIVES IN THAT 
EARTHQUAKE, AND EXPRESSING 
CONTINUED SOLIDARITY WITH 
THE PEOPLE OF HAITI 


Mr. NELSON (for himself, Mrs. GILLI- 
BRAND, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. CARDIN, 
Mr. DURBIN, Ms. WARREN, Ms. LAN- 
DRIEU, and Mr. HARKIN) submitted the 
following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

S. REs. 12 


Whereas, on January 12, 2010, an earth- 
quake measuring 7.0 on the Richter scale 
struck the country of Haiti, followed by 59 
aftershocks measuring 4.5 or greater; 

Whereas more than 220,000 people died as a 
result of the earthquake, more than 300,000 
people were injured, and more than 3,000,000 
people were directly affected by the disaster; 

Whereas the total cost in terms of human 
lives, infrastructure damage, and economic 
losses makes the earthquake one of the 
worst urban disasters in modern history; 

Whereas President Barack Obama vowed 
the ‘unwavering support’? of the United 
States Government and pledged a ‘‘swift, co- 
ordinated, and aggressive effort to save lives 
and support the recovery in Haiti’’; 

Whereas the initial emergency response of 
the men and women of the United States 
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Government, led by the United States Agen- 
cy for International Development and United 
States Southern Command, was swift and 
resolute; 

Whereas the Haitian diaspora, other indi- 
viduals, businesses, and philanthropic orga- 
nizations throughout the United States and 
the international community overwhelm- 
ingly responded to the crisis by sending 
emergency relief supplies and significant fi- 
nancial contributions; 

Whereas the Senate passed 3 successive 
resolutions expressing its profound sym- 
pathy and unwavering support for the people 
of Haiti and urging all nations to assist the 
people of Haiti with their long-term needs; 

Whereas, 3 years later, significant chal- 
lenges still remain in Haiti as it works to re- 
cover and rebuild; 

Whereas, according to the International 
Organization for Migration, approximately 
360,000 people remain in spontaneous and or- 
ganized camps in Haiti and hundreds of thou- 
sands of poor people in Haiti continue to live 
in non-permanent housing, conditions that 
make them vulnerable to future natural dis- 
asters; 

Whereas, according to an independent 
panel investigation by the United Nations, 
on October 19, 2010, an imported strain of 
cholera was detected in the Lower Artibonite 
region of Haiti; 

Whereas, according to the Haitian Min- 
istry of Public Health and Population, as of 
December 31, 2012, more than 7,900 people in 
Haiti have died from cholera and more than 
635,000 have been infected with the disease 
since the earthquake on January 12, 2010; 

Whereas the United Nations Secretary- 
General announced a plan to eliminate chol- 
era from the island of Hispaniola through en- 
hanced treatment and prevention efforts and 
through the development of clean water and 
sanitation infrastructure that is accessible 
to all people in Haiti; 

Whereas gender-based violence against 
women and girls in Haiti continues to be a 
chronic problem, and judicial barriers that 
have prevented victims from finding redress 
remain a significant issue of concern; 

Whereas, in 2012 alone, Haiti faced a long 
drought period and 2 major tropical storms 
that destroyed 70 percent of agricultural 
crops in Haiti, impacting the lives of mil- 
lions of people in Haiti facing food insecurity 
and further crippling the economy of Haiti; 

Whereas the sustained assistance to Haiti 
from the United States and the international 
community bolsters the efforts of the Gov- 
ernment of Haiti to confront these chal- 
lenges; and 

Whereas, since the earthquake on January 
12, 2010, the people of Haiti have dem- 
onstrated unwavering resilience, dignity, 
and courage: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) mourns the loss of lives as a result of 
the tragic earthquake in Haiti on January 
12, 2010, and the subsequent cholera epi- 
demic; 

(2) honors the sacrifice made by the men 
and women of the Government of Haiti, civil 
society, the United States Government, the 
United Nations, and the international com- 
munity in their response to those affected by 
the calamity; 

(8) reaffirms its solidarity with the Gov- 
ernment and people of Haiti as they work to 
rebuild their country and livelihoods; 

(4) supports the long-term reconstruction 
efforts of the United States Government to 
improve housing, energy, job creation, food 
security, health care, education, governance, 
and rule of law in Haiti in full cooperation 
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with the Government of Haiti and civil soci- 
ety, and with the support of the private sec- 
tor; 

(5) urges the President and the inter- 
national community to continue— 

(A) to focus assistance on increasing the 
capacity of the public sector of Haiti to 
sustainably provide services to the people of 
Haiti; 

(B) to develop, improve, and increase 
communication and participation to more 
substantially involve civil society in Haiti 
and the Haitian diaspora at all stages of the 
post-earthquake response; 

(C) to provide programs that protect and 
involve vulnerable populations, including in- 
ternally displaced persons, children, women 
and girls, and persons with disabilities; and 

(D) to work to enhance the ability of the 
Government of Haiti, at all stages of the 
democratic process, to improve economic de- 
velopment, attract private sector invest- 
ment, pursue judicial reform, enhance the 
rule of law, reduce incidences of gender- 
based violence, improve water and sanitation 
systems, develop a civil registry, and reform 
land tenure policies; 

(6) welcomes evidence of progress in 
building a better future for Haiti, includ- 
ing— 

(A) significant improvements in agricul- 
tural yields via the Feed the Future initia- 
tive; 

(B) the opening of the Caracol Industrial 
Park in northern Haiti, which is projected to 
create approximately 20,000 jobs by 2016; 

(C) programs to support economic oppor- 
tunities for women and survivors of sexual 
violence through microcredit, short term 
jobs programs and leadership training, 
health services, and reintegration and repa- 
triation assistance to Haitian migrants; 

(D) the reduction of the cholera mor- 
tality rate to lower than one percent, and 
the provision of sophisticated HIV and AIDS 
prevention and treatment services; and 

(E) the recruitment, training, and provi- 
sioning of new officers for the Haitian Na- 
tional Police; and 

(7) urges the President— 

(A) to continue reconstruction and devel- 
opment efforts, closely coordinated with the 
Government of Haiti, the Haitian diaspora, 
and international actors who share in the 
goal of a better future for Haiti; 

(B) to ensure close monitoring of the im- 
plementation of aid programs funded by the 
United States Government; and 

(C) to work with the Government of 
Haiti and private landowners to prevent the 
forced eviction of internally displaced people 
and communities and to provide sustainable 
and safe housing solutions for the most vul- 
nerable people in Haiti. 


Ee 


SENATE RESOLUTION 13—CON- 
GRATULATING THE MEMBERS OF 
DELTA SIGMA THETA SORORITY, 
INC. FOR 100 YEARS OF SERVICE 
TO COMMUNITIES THROUGHOUT 
THE UNITED STATES AND THE 
WORLD, AND COMMENDING 
DELTA SIGMA THETA SORORITY, 
INC. FOR ITS PROMOTION OF 
SISTERHOOD, SCHOLARSHIP, AND 
SERVICE 


Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr. LEAHY, 
Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. CORNYN, Ms. MIKUL- 
SKI, Mr. CARDIN, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. WARNER, and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND) submitted the following 
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resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 
S. REs. 13 


Whereas, on January 13, 1918, Delta Sigma 
Theta Sorority, Inc. was founded at Howard 
University in the District of Columbia by 
Osceola Macarthy Adams, Marguerite Young 
Alexander, Winona Cargile Alexander, Ethel 
Cuff Black, Bertha Pitts Campbell, Zephyr 
Chisom Carter, Edna Brown Coleman, Jessie 
McGuire Dent, Frederica Chase Dodd, Myra 
Davis Hemmings, Olive Jones, Jimmie Bugg 
Middleton, Pauline Oberdorfer Minor, Vashti 
Turley Murphy, Naomi Sewell Richardson, 
Mamie Reddy Rose, Eliza Pearl Shippen, 
Florence Letcher Toms, Ethel Carr Watson, 
Wertie Blackwell Weaver, Madree Penn 
White, and Edith Motte Young; 

Whereas, on January 13, 2018, Delta Sigma 
Theta Sorority, Inc. celebrated 100 years of 
thoughtful service to and conscientious lead- 
ership in communities throughout the 
United States and the world in diverse fields 
relating to public service and the organiza- 
tion’s five-point programmatic thrust: eco- 
nomic development, educational develop- 
ment, international awareness and involve- 
ment, physical and mental health, and polit- 
ical awareness and involvement; 

Whereas, in March 1918, the founders of 
Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. partici- 
pated in the Women’s Suffrage March in the 
District of Columbia, the sorority’s first pub- 
lic act; 

Whereas, in its infancy, Delta Sigma Theta 
Sorority, Inc. established its Beta chapter at 
Wilberforce University in Wilberforce, Ohio, 
its Gamma chapter at the University of 
Pennsylvania in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
its Delta chapter at the University of Iowa 
in Iowa City, Iowa, and its Epsilon chapter 
at the Ohio State University in Columbus, 
Ohio; 

Whereas Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. 
has more than 900 chapters in the United 
States, England, Japan, Germany, the Virgin 
Islands, Bermuda, the Bahamas, and South 
Korea; 

Whereas the women of Delta Sigma Theta 
Sorority, Inc. have distinguished themselves 
in the endeavor for civil rights, including 
Mary McLeod Bethune, Fannie Lou Hamer, 
Betty Shabazz, Lena Horne, and Dorothy 
Irene Height; 

Whereas the women of Delta Sigma Theta 
Sorority, Inc. have distinguished themselves 
as public servants, including— 

(1) Stephanie Tubbs-Jones, a Member of 
the House of Representatives from Ohio; 

(2) Marcia Fudge, a Member of the House of 
Representatives from Ohio; 

(3) Joyce Beatty, a Member of the House of 
Representatives from Ohio; 

(4) Carrie P. Meek, a Member of the House 
of Representatives from Florida; 

(5) Shirley Chisholm, the first African- 
American woman elected to Congress and 
the first African-American and woman to 
run as a major party candidate for President 
of the United States; 

(6) Barbara Jordan, the first African-Amer- 
ican woman from the South to serve in the 
House of Representatives; 

(7) Carol Mosley Braun, the first and only 
African-American woman elected to the Sen- 
ate; 

(8) Mary Church Terrell, a founder of the 
National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People and an adviser to the Repub- 
lican National Committee and the Herbert 
Hoover presidential campaign; 

(9) Jewel Stradford LaFontant, United 
States Representative to the United Nations 
and the first female Deputy Solicitor Gen- 
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eral of the United States in the administra- 
tion of President Richard M. Nixon, later 
serving as the United States Coordinator for 
Refugee Affairs and Ambassador-at-Large in 
the administration of President George H.W. 
Bush; 

(10) Patricia Roberts Harris, the first Afri- 
can-American woman to serve as an Ambas- 
sador of the United States, later serving as 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment and Secretary of Health and Human 
Services under President Jimmy Carter; 

(11) The Honorable Ann Claire Williams, 
the first African-American woman appointed 
to the United States District Court for the 
North District of Illinois in 1985 by President 
Ronald Reagan, the first African-American 
appointed to the United States Court of Ap- 
peals for the Seventh Circuit in 1999 by 
President William J. Clinton, and the third 
African-American woman to serve as a judge 
on a United States Court of Appeals; 

(12) Alexis Herman, Secretary of Labor 
under President William J. Clinton; and 

(13) Regina Benjamin, the 18th Surgeon 
General of the United States, serving in the 
administration of President Barack Obama; 
and 

Whereas Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. 
commemorated its history and promoted 
service during its centennial celebration, 
January 11 through January 13, 2013, in the 
District of Columbia: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) congratulates Delta Sigma Theta Soror- 
ity, Inc. for 100 years of service to commu- 
nities throughout the United States and the 
world; and 

(2) commends Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, 
Inc. for its promotion of sisterhood, scholar- 
ship, and service. 


ES 


SENATE RESOLUTION 14—RAISING 
AWARENESS AND ENCOURAGING 
PREVENTION OF STALKING BY 
DESIGNATING JANUARY 2013 AS 
“NATIONAL STALKING AWARE- 
NESS MONTH” 


Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. 
FRANKEN) submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. REs. 14 


Whereas 1 in 6, or 19,200,000, women in the 
United States have at some point during 
their lifetime experienced stalking victim- 
ization, during which they felt very fearful 
or believed that they or someone close to 
them would be harmed or killed; 

Whereas, during a l-year period, an esti- 
mated 3,400,000 persons in the United States 
reported that they had been victims of stalk- 
ing, and 75 percent of those victims reported 
that they had been stalked by someone they 
knew; 

Whereas 11 percent of victims reported 
having been stalked for more than 5 years, 
and 23 percent of victims reported having 
been stalked almost every day; 

Whereas 1 in 4 victims reported that stalk- 
ers had used email, instant messaging, blogs, 
bulletin boards, Internet sites, chat rooms, 
or other forms of electronic monitoring 
against them, and 1 in 18 victims reported 
that stalkers had used electronic devices to 
monitor them; 

Whereas stalking victims are forced to 
take drastic measures to protect themselves, 
including changing identity, relocating, 
changing jobs, and obtaining protection or- 
ders; 
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Whereas 1 in 7 victims reported having re- 
located in an effort to escape a stalker; 

Whereas approximately 1 in 8 employed 
victims of stalking missed work because 
they feared for their safety or were taking 
steps to protect themselves, such as by seek- 
ing a restraining order; 

Whereas less than 50 percent of victims re- 
ported stalking to police, and only 7 percent 
of victims contacted a victim service pro- 
vider, shelter, or hotline; 

Whereas stalking is a crime under Federal 
law and under the laws of all 50 States, the 
District of Columbia, and the territories of 
the United States; 

Whereas stalking affects victims of every 
race, age, culture, gender, sexual orienta- 
tion, physical and mental ability, and eco- 
nomic status; 

Whereas national organizations, local vic- 
tim service organizations, campuses, pros- 
ecutor’s offices, and police departments 
stand ready to assist stalking victims and 
are working diligently to develop effective 
and innovative responses to stalking; 

Whereas there is a need to improve the re- 
sponse of the criminal justice system to 
stalking through more aggressive investiga- 
tion and prosecution; 

Whereas there is a need for increased avail- 
ability of victim services across the United 
States, and such services must include pro- 
grams tailored to meet the needs of stalking 
victims; 

Whereas persons aged 18 to 24 experience 
the highest rates of stalking victimization, 
and rates of stalking among college students 
exceed the prevalence rates found in the gen- 
eral population; 

Whereas as many as 75 percent of women in 
college who experience stalking-related be- 
havior experience other forms of victimiza- 
tion, including sexual or physical victimiza- 
tion, or both; 

Whereas there is a need for effective re- 
sponses to stalking on campuses; and 

Whereas the Senate finds that ‘‘National 
Stalking Awareness Month” provides an op- 
portunity to educate the people of the 
United States about stalking: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates January 2013 as ‘‘National 
Stalking Awareness Month’’; 

(2) applauds the efforts of the many stalk- 
ing victim service providers, police, prosecu- 
tors, national and community organizations, 
campuses, and private sector supporters to 
promote awareness of stalking; 

(3) encourages policymakers, criminal jus- 
tice officials, victim service and human serv- 
ice agencies, college campuses and univer- 
sities, and nonprofit organizations to in- 
crease awareness of stalking and the avail- 
ability of services for stalking victims; and 

(4) urges national and community organi- 
zations, businesses in the private sector, and 
the media to promote awareness of the crime 


of stalking through ‘National Stalking 
Awareness Month”. 
a 


SENATE RESOLUTION 15—TO IM- 
PROVE PROCEDURES FOR THE 
CONSIDERATION OF LEGISLA- 
TION AND NOMINATIONS IN THE 
SENATE 


Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. LEVIN, 
and Mr. MCCAIN) submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was sub- 
mitted and read: 

S. REs. 15 

Resolved, 
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SECTION 1. CONSIDERATION OF LEGISLATION. 

(a) MOTION TO PROCEED AND CONSIDERATION 
OF AMENDMENTS.—A motion to proceed to 
the consideration of a measure or matter 
made pursuant to this section shall be debat- 
able for no more than 4 hours, equally di- 
vided in the usual form. If the motion to pro- 
ceed is agreed to the following conditions 
shall apply: 

(1) The first amendments in order to the 
measure or matter shall be one first-degree 
amendment each offered by the minority, 
the majority, the minority, and the major- 
ity, in that order. If an amendment is not of- 
fered in its designated order under this para- 
graph, the right to offer that amendment is 
forfeited. 

(2) If a cloture motion has been filed pursu- 
ant to rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate on a measure or matter proceeded to 
under this section, it shall not be in order for 
the minority to propose its first amendment 
unless it has been submitted to the Senate 
Journal Clerk by 1:00 p.m. on the day fol- 
lowing the filing of that cloture motion, for 
the majority to propose its first amendment 
unless it has been submitted to the Senate 
Journal Clerk by 3:00 p.m. on the day fol- 
lowing the filing of that cloture motion, for 
the minority to propose its second amend- 
ment unless it has been submitted to the 
Senate Journal Clerk by 5:00 p.m. on the day 
following the filing of that cloture motion, 
or for the majority to propose its second 
amendment unless it has been submitted to 
the Senate Journal Clerk by 7:00 p.m. on the 
day following the filing of that cloture mo- 
tion. If an amendment is not timely sub- 
mitted under this paragraph, the right to 
offer that amendment is forfeited. 

(3) An amendment offered under paragraph 
(1) shall be disposed of before the next 
amendment in order under paragraph (1) may 
be offered. 

(4) An amendment offered under paragraph 
(1) is not divisible or subject to amendment 
while pending. 

(5) An amendment offered under paragraph 
(1), if adopted, shall be considered original 
text for purpose of further amendment. 

(6) No points of order shall be waived by 
virtue of this section. 

(7) No motion to commit or recommit shall 
be in order during the pendency of any 
amendment offered pursuant to paragraph 
(1). 

(8) Notwithstanding rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, if cloture is 
invoked on the measure or matter before all 
amendments offered under paragraph (1) are 
disposed of, any amendment in order under 
paragraph (1) but not actually pending upon 
the expiration of post-cloture time may be 
offered and may be debated for not to exceed 
1 hour, equally divided in the usual form. 
Any amendment offered under paragraph (1) 
that is ruled non-germane on a point of order 
shall not fall upon that ruling, but instead 
shall remain pending and shall require 60 
votes in the affirmative to be agreed to. 

(b) SUNSET.—This section shall expire on 
the day after the date of the sine die ad- 
journment of the 113th Congress. 

SEC. 2. CONSIDERATION OF NOMINATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) POST-CLOTURE CONSIDERATION.—If clo- 
ture is invoked in accordance with rule XXII 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate on a 
nomination described in paragraph (2), there 
shall be no more than 8 hours of post-cloture 
consideration equally divided in the usual 
form. 

(2) NOMINATIONS COVERED.—A nomination 
described in this paragraph is any nomina- 
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tion except for the nomination of an indi- 
vidual— 

(A) to a position at level I of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5312 of title 5, United 
States Code; or 

(B) to serve as a judge or justice appointed 
to hold office during good behavior. 

(b) SPECIAL RULE FOR DISTRICT COURT 
NOMINEES.—If cloture is invoked in accord- 
ance with rule XXII of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate on a nomination of an individual 
to serve as a judge of a district court of the 
United States, there shall be no more than 2 
hours of post-cloture consideration equally 
divided in the usual form. 

(c) SUNSET.—This section shall expire on 
the day after the date of the sine die ad- 
journment of the 113th Congress. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 16—AMEND- 
ING THE STANDING RULES OF 
THE SENATE 


Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. McCon- 
NELL, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. MCCAIN) sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which 
was submitted and read: 

S. RES. 16 
SECTION 1. BIPARTISAN CLOTURE ON THE MO- 
TION TO PROCEED. 

Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate is amended by inserting at the end 
the following: 

‘3. If a cloture motion on a motion to pro- 
ceed to a measure or matter is presented in 
accordance with this rule and is signed by 16 
Senators, including the Majority Leader, the 
Minority Leader, 7 additional Senators not 
affiliated with the majority, and 7 additional 
Senators not affiliated with the minority, 
one hour after the Senate meets on the fol- 
lowing calendar day, the Presiding Officer, 
or the clerk at the direction of the Presiding 
Officer, shall lay the motion before the Sen- 
ate. If cloture is then invoked on the motion 
to proceed, the question shall be on the mo- 
tion to proceed, without further debate.”. 
SEC. 2. CONFERENCE MOTIONS. 

Rule XXVIII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs 2 through 9 
as paragraphs 3 through 10, respectively; 

(2) in paragraph 3(c), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘paragraph 4’’ and inserting ‘‘para- 
graph 5”; 

(3) in paragraph 4(b), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘paragraph 4’’ and inserting ‘‘para- 
graph 5”; 

(4) in paragraph 5(a), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘“‘paragraph 2 or paragraph 3” and 
inserting ‘‘paragraph 3 or paragraph £”; 

(5) in paragraph 6, as so redesignated— 

(A) in subparagraph (a), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph 2 or 3” and inserting ‘“‘paragraph 3 or 
paragraph 4’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (b), by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (4)? each place it appears and insert- 
ing ‘“‘paragraph (5)’’; and 

(6) inserting after paragraph 1 the fol- 
lowing: 

“2. (a) When a message from the House of 
Representatives is laid before the Senate, it 
shall be in order for a single, non-divisible 
motion to be made that includes— 

“(1) a motion to disagree to a House 
amendment or insist upon a Senate amend- 
ment; 

“(2) a motion to request a committee of 
conference with the House or to agree to a 
request by the House for a committee of con- 
ference; and 

“(3) a motion to authorize the Presiding 
Officer to appoint conferees (or a motion to 
appoint conferees). 
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‘“(b) If a cloture motion is presented on a 
motion made pursuant to subparagraph (a), 
the motion shall be debatable for no more 
than 2 hours, equally divided in the usual 
form, after which the Presiding Officer, or 
the clerk at the direction of the Presiding 
Officer, shall lay the motion before the Sen- 
ate. If cloture is then invoked on the motion, 
the question shall be on the motion, without 
further debate.’’. 


ES 


SENATE RESOLUTION 17—TO CON- 
STITUTE THE MAJORITY PAR- 
TY’S MEMBERSHIP ON CERTAIN 
COMMITTEES FOR THE ONE HUN- 
DRED THIRTEENTH CONGRESS, 
OR UNTIL THEIR SUCCESSORS 
ARE CHOSEN 


Mr. REID submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 17 


Resolved, That the following shall con- 
stitute the majority party’s membership on 
the following committees for the One Hun- 
dred Thirteenth Congress, or until their suc- 
cessors are chosen: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, 
AND FORESTRY: Ms. Stabenow (Chairman), 
Mr. Leahy, Mr. Harkin, Mr. Baucus, Mr. 
Brown, Mr. Casey, Ms. Klobuchar, Mr. Ben- 
net, Mrs. Gillibrand, Mr. Donnelly, and Ms. 
Heitkamp. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS: Ms. Mikul- 
ski (Chairman), Mr. Leahy, Mr. Harkin, Mrs. 
Murray, Mrs. Feinstein, Mr. Durbin, Mr. 
Johnson, Ms. Landrieu, Mr. Reed, Mr. Lau- 
tenberg, Mr. Pryor, Mr. Tester, Mr. Udall of 
New Mexico, Mrs. Shaheen, Mr. Merkley, and 
Mr. Begich. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES: Mr. Levin 


(Chairman), Mr. Reed, Mr. Nelson, Mrs. 
McCaskill, Mr. Udall of Colorado, Mrs. 
Hagan, Mr. Manchin, Mrs. Shaheen, Mrs. 


Gillibrand, Mr. Blumenthal, Mr. Donnelly, 
Ms. Hirono, Mr. Kaine, and Mr. King. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND 
URBAN AFFAIRS: Mr. Johnson (Chairman), 
Mr. Reed, Mr. Schumer, Mr. Menendez, Mr. 
Brown, Mr. Tester, Mr. Warner, Mr. Merkley, 
Mrs. Hagan, Mr. Manchin, Ms. Warren, and 
Ms. Heitkamp. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION: Mr. Rockefeller (Chair- 
man), Mr. Kerry, Mrs. Boxer, Mr. Nelson, Ms. 
Cantwell, Mr. Lautenberg, Mr. Pryor, Mrs. 
McCaskill, Ms. Klobuchar, Mr. Warner, Mr. 
Begich, Mr. Blumenthal, and Mr. Schatz. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL RE- 
SOURCES: Mr. Wyden (Chairman), Mr. John- 
son, Ms. Landrieu, Ms. Cantwell, Mr. Sand- 
ers, Ms. Stabenow, Mr. Udall of Colorado, 
Mr. Franken, Mr. Manchin, Mr. Coons, Mr. 
Schatz, and Mr. Heinrich. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS: Mrs. Boxer (Chairman), Mr. Baucus, 
Mr. Carper, Mr. Lautenberg, Mr. Cardin, Mr. 
Sanders, Mr. Whitehouse, Mr. Udall of New 
Mexico, Mr. Merkley, and Mrs. Gillibrand. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE: Mr. Baucus (Chair- 
man), Mr. Rockefeller, Mr. Kerry, Mr. 
Wyden, Mr. Schumer, Ms. Stabenow, Ms. 
Cantwell, Mr. Nelson, Mr. Menendez, Mr. 
Carper, Mr. Cardin, Mr. Brown, and Mr. Ben- 
net. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS: Mr. 
Kerry (Chairman), Mrs. Boxer, Mr. Menen- 
dez, Mr. Cardin, Mr. Casey, Mrs. Shaheen, 
Mr. Coons, Mr. Udall of New Mexico, Mr. 
Murphy, and Mr. Kaine. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS: Mr. Harkin (Chairman), Ms. 
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Mikulski, Mrs. Murray, Mr. Sanders, Mr. 
Casey, Mrs. Hagan, Mr. Franken, Mr. Ben- 
net, Mr. Whitehouse, Ms. Baldwin, Mr. Mur- 
phy, and Ms. Warren. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS: Mr. Carper (Chair- 
man), Mr. Levin, Mr. Pryor, Ms. Landrieu, 
Mrs. McCaskill, Mr. Tester, Mr. Begich, Ms. 
Baldwin, and Ms. Heitkamp. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE: Mrs. 
Feinstein (Chairman), Mr. Rockefeller, Mr. 
Wyden, Ms. Mikulski, Mr. Udall of Colorado, 
Mr. Warner, Mr. Heinrich, Mr. King, and Mr. 
Levin (ex officio). 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY: Mr. Leahy 
(Chairman), Mrs. Feinstein, Mr. Schumer, 
Mr. Durbin, Mr. Whitehouse, Ms. Klobuchar, 
Mr. Franken, Mr. Coons, Mr. Blumenthal, 
and Ms. Hirono. 

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET: Mrs. Murray 
(Chairman), Mr. Wyden, Mr. Nelson, Ms. Sta- 
benow, Mr. Sanders, Mr. Whitehouse, Mr. 
Warner, Mr. Merkley, Mr. Coons, Ms. Bald- 
win, Mr. Kaine, and Mr. King. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION: 
Mr. Schumer (Chairman), Mrs. Feinstein, 
Mr. Durbin, Mrs. Murray, Mr. Pryor, Mr. 
Udall of New Mexico, Mr. Warner, Mr. Leahy, 
Ms. Klobuchar, and Mr. King. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND ENTRE- 
PRENEURSHIP: Ms. Landrieu (Chairman), Mr. 
Levin, Mr. Harkin, Mr. Kerry, Ms. Cantwell, 
Mr. Pryor, Mr. Cardin, Mrs. Shaheen, Mrs. 
Hagan, and Ms. Heitkamp. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS: Mr. 
Sanders (Chairman), Mr. Rockefeller, Mrs. 
Murray, Mr. Brown, Mr. Tester, Mr. Begich, 
Mr. Blumenthal, and Ms. Hirono. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING: Mr. Nelson 
(Chairman), Mr. Wyden, Mr. Casey, Mrs. 
McCaskill, Mr. Whitehouse, Mrs. Gillibrand, 
Mr. Manchin, Mr. Blumenthal, Ms. Baldwin, 
Mr. Donnelly, and Ms. Warren. 

JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE: Mr. Casey 
(Vice Chairman), Ms. Klobuchar, Mr. Warner, 
Mr. Sanders, Mr. Murphy, and Mr. Heinrich. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ETHICS: Mrs. Boxer 
(Chairman), Mr. Pryor, and Mr. Brown. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS: Ms. Cant- 
well (Chairman), Mr. Johnson, Mr. Tester, 
Mr. Udall of New Mexico, Mr. Franken, Mr. 
Begich, Mr. Schatz, and Ms. Heitkamp. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 18—MAKING 
MINORITY PARTY APPOINT- 
MENTS FOR THE 118TH CON- 
GRESS 


Mr. MCCONNELL submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was consid- 
ered and agreed to: 

S. REs. 18 


Resolved, That the following be the minor- 
ity membership on the following committees 
for the remainder of the 118th Congress or 
until their successors are appointed: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, 
AND FORESTRY: Mr. Cochran, Mr. McConnell, 
Mr. Roberts, Mr. Chambliss, Mr. Boozman, 
Mr. Hoeven, Mr. Johanns, Mr. Grassley, and 
Mr. Thune. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS: Mr. 
Shelby, Mr. Cochran, Mr. McConnell, Mr. 
Alexander, Ms. Collins, Ms. Murkowski, Mr. 
Graham, Mr. Kirk, Mr. Coats, Mr. Blunt, Mr. 


Moran, Mr. Hoeven, Mr. Johanns, and Mr. 
Boozman. 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES: Mr. 


Inhofe, Mr. McCain, Mr. Sessions, Mr. Cham- 
bliss, Mr. Wicker, Ms. Ayotte, Mrs. Fischer, 
Mr. Graham, Mr. Vitter, Mr. Blunt, Mr. Lee, 
and Mr. Cruz. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND 
URBAN AFFAIRS: Mr. Crapo, Mr. Shelby, Mr. 
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Corker, Mr. Vitter, Mr. Johanns, Mr. 
Toomey, Mr. Kirk, Mr. Moran, Mr. Coburn, 
and Mr. Heller. 

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET: Mr. Sessions, 
Mr. Grassley, Mr. Enzi, Mr. Crapo, Mr. Gra- 
ham, Mr. Portman, Mr. Toomey, Mr. John- 
son, Ms. Ayotte, and Mr. Wicker. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION: Mr. Thune, Mr. Wicker, 
Mr. Blunt, Mr. Rubio, Ms. Ayotte, Mr. Hell- 
er, Mr. Coats, Mr. Scott, Mr. Cruz, Mrs. 
Fischer, and Mr. Johnson. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL RE- 
SOURCES: Ms. Murkowski, Mr. Barrasso, Mr. 
Risch, Mr. Lee, Mr. Heller, Mr. Flake, Mr. 
Scott, Mr. Alexander, Mr. Portman, and Mr. 
Hoeven. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS: Mr. Vitter, Mr. Inhofe, Mr. Barrasso, 
Mr. Sessions, Mr. Crapo, Mr. Wicker, Mr. 
Boozman, and Mrs. Fischer. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE: Mr. Hatch, Mr. 
Grassley, Mr. Crapo, Mr. Roberts, Mr. Enzi, 
Mr. Cornyn, Mr. Thune, Mr. Burr, Mr. Isak- 
son, Mr. Portman, and Mr. Toomey. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS: Mr. 
Corker, Mr. Risch, Mr. Rubio, Mr. Johnson, 
Mr. Flake, Mr. McCain, Mr. Barrasso, and 
Mr. Paul. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS: Mr. Alexander, Mr. Enzi, Mr. 
Burr, Mr. Isakson, Mr. Paul, Mr. Hatch, Mr. 
Roberts, Ms. Murkowski, Mr. Kirk, and Mr. 
Scott. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS: Mr. Coburn, Mr. 
McCain, Mr. Johnson, Mr. Portman, Mr. 
Paul, Mr. Enzi, and Ms. Ayotte. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY: Mr. Grass- 


ley, Mr. Hatch, Mr. Sessions, Mr. Graham, 
Mr. Cornyn, Mr. Lee, Mr. Cruz, and Mr. 
Flake. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION: 
Mr. Roberts, Mr. McConnell, Mr. Cochran, 
Mr. Chambliss, Mr. Alexander, Mr. Shelby, 
Mr. Blunt, and Mr. Cruz. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND ENTRE- 
PRENEURSHIP: Mr. Risch, Mr. Vitter, Mr. 
Rubio, Mr. Paul, Mr. Scott, Mrs. Fischer, Mr. 
Enzi, and Mr. Johnson. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS: Mr. 
Burr, Mr. Isakson, Mr. Johanns, Mr. Moran, 
Mr. Boozman, and Mr. Heller. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS: Mr. Bar- 
rasso, Mr. McCain, Ms. Murkowski, Mr. 
Hoeven, Mr. Crapo, and Mrs. Fischer. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ETHICS: Mr. Isakson, 
Mr. Roberts, and Mr. Risch. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE: Mr. 
Chambliss, Mr. Burr, Mr. Risch, Mr. Coats, 
Mr. Rubio, Ms. Collins, and Mr. Coburn. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING: Ms. Collins, 
Mr. Corker, Mr. Hatch, Mr. Kirk, Mr. Heller, 
Mr. Flake, Ms. Ayotte, Mr. Scott, and Mr. 
Cruz. 

JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE: Mr. Coats, Mr. 
Lee, Mr. Wicker, and Mr. Toomey. 


EE 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 3. Mr. LEE proposed an amendment to 
the resolution S. Res. 15, to improve proce- 
dures for the consideration of legislation and 
nominations in the Senate. 

SA 4. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
H.R. 152, making supplemental appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2013, and for other purposes; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 3. Mr. LEE proposed an amend- 
ment to the resolution S. Res. 15, to 


656 


improve procedures for the consider- 
ation of legislation and nominations in 
the Senate; as follows: 

At the end of the resolution, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . REFORM THE FILIBUSTER RULES. 

(a) MOTIONS TO PROCEED.—Paragraph 2 of 
rule VIII of the Standing Rules of the Senate 
is amended by striking ‘‘to proceed to the 
consideration of bills and resolutions are de- 
batable.’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘to 
proceed to the consideration of any matter, 
and any debatable motion or appeal in con- 
nection therewith, shall be limited to not 
more than 4 hours, to be equally divided be- 
tween, and controlled by, the majority lead- 
er and the minority leader or their designees 
except for— 

“(a) a motion to proceed to a proposal to 
change the Standing Rules which shall be de- 
batable; and 

‘“(b) a motion to proceed to executive ses- 
sion to consider a specified item of executive 
business and a motion to proceed to consider 
any privileged matter which shall not be de- 
batable.’’. 

(b) NO FILIBUSTER AFTER COMPLETE SUB- 
STITUTE IS AGREED TO.—Paragraph 2 of rule 
XXII of the Standing Rules of the Senate is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“If a complete substitute amendment for a 
measure is agreed to after consideration 
under cloture, the Senate shall proceed to 
the disposition of the measure without inter- 
vening action or debate except one quorum 
call if requested.’’. 

(c) ONE MOTION RELATED TO COMMITTEES ON 
CONFERENCE.—Rule XXVIII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“10. (a) A single motion to disagree with a 
House amendment or amendments or insist 
on a Senate amendment or amendments, re- 
quest a conference with the House, or agree 
to the conference requested by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
authorize the Chair to appoint conferees on 
the part of the Senate shall be in order, shall 
not be divisible, and shall not be subject to 
amendment.”’. 

(d) TIME PRE-CLOTURE.—Paragraph 2 of rule 
XXII of the Standing Rules of the Senate is 
amended— 

(1) in the first undesignated subpara- 
graph— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘for a measure, motion, or 
other matter that is subject to amendment, 
at any time after the end of the 12-hour pe- 
riod beginning at the time the Senate pro- 
ceeds to consideration of the measure, mo- 
tion, or other matter and, for any other 
measure, motion, or other matter,” before 
“at any time”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘any measure” and insert- 
ing ‘‘the measure’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘one hour after the Senate 
meets on the following calendar day but 
one” and inserting ‘‘24 hours after the filing 
of the motion’’; and 

(2) in the third undesignated subparagraph, 
by striking the second sentence and insert- 
ing ‘‘Except by unanimous consent, no 
amendment shall be proposed after the vote 
to bring the debate to a close, unless it had 
been submitted in writing to the Journal 
Clerk 12 hours following the filing of the clo- 
ture motion if an amendment in the first de- 
gree, and unless it had been so submitted at 
least 1 hour prior to the beginning of the clo- 
ture vote if an amendment in the second de- 
gree.’’. 

(e) ABILITY OF SENATORS TO OFFER AMEND- 
MENTS.—Rule XV of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
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“6. (a) If cloture is invoked on a measure 
or matter that is subject to amendment, 
each Senator who has not offered an amend- 
ment during consideration of the measure or 
matter may offer 1 amendment to the meas- 
ure or matter (without regard to whether the 
amendment is actually pending and notwith- 
standing the expiration of the time for con- 
sideration of the measure or matter under 
paragraph 2 of rule XXII or any other rule of 
the Senate) if— 

“(1) the Senator submitted written notice 
of the intent of the Senator to offer an 
amendment in accordance with this para- 
graph not later than 12 hours after the filing 
of the motion to invoke cloture on the meas- 
ure or matter; and 

(2) the amendment is timely filed, ger- 
mane, and otherwise meets the requirements 
for an amendment under paragraph 2 of rule 
XXII. 

‘“(b) If a Senator fails to submit written 
notice in accordance with subparagraph (a), 
the right to offer an amendment under this 
paragraph is forfeited. 

“(c) An affirmative vote of three-fifths of 
the Senators duly chosen and sworn shall be 
required to sustain an appeal of a ruling by 
the Chair that an amendment offered under 
this paragraph is not germane.’’. 


SA 4, Mr. LEE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 152, making supple- 
mental appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2018, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. (a)(1) There is hereby re- 
scinded an amount equal to .49 percent of— 

(A) the budget authority provided (or obli- 
gation limitation imposed) for fiscal year 
2013 for any discretionary account in any fis- 
cal year 2013 appropriation Act; 

(B) the budget authority provided in any 
advance appropriation for fiscal year 2013 for 
any discretionary account in any prior fiscal 
year appropriation Act; and 

(C) the contract authority provided in fis- 
cal year 2013 for any program that is subject 
to a limitation contained in any fiscal year 
2013 appropriation Act for any discretionary 
account. 

(2) Any rescission made by paragraph (1) 
shall be applied proportionately— 

(A) to each discretionary account and each 
item of budget authority described in such 
paragraph; and 

(B) within each such account and item, to 
each program, project, and activity (with 
programs, projects, and activities as delin- 
eated in the appropriation Act or accom- 
panying reports for the relevant fiscal year 
covering such account or item, or for ac- 
counts and items not included in appropria- 
tion Acts, as delineated in the most recently 
submitted President’s budget). 

(3) In the case of any fiscal year 2013 appro- 
priation Act enacted after the date of enact- 
ment of this section, any rescission required 
by paragraph (1) shall take effect imme- 
diately after the enactment of such Act. 

(4) Within 30 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this subsection (or, if later, 30 days 
after the enactment of any fiscal year 2013 
appropriation Act), the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget shall submit to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate a 
report specifying the account and amount of 
each rescission made pursuant to paragraph 
(1). 


January 24, 2013 


(b) The discretionary caps provided in sec- 
tion 251(c) of the Balanced Budget and Emer- 
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as modified 
by section 251A of such Act, are reduced as 
follows for the respective fiscal year and the 
respective category: 

(1) for fiscal year 2014— 

(A) $2,704,800,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,497,400,000 in non-security; 

(2) for fiscal year 2015— 

(A) $2,773,400,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,548,000,000 in non-security; 

(3) for fiscal year 2016— 

(A) $2,827,300,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,597,000,000 in non-security; 

(4) fiscal year 2017— 

(A) $2,891,000,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,650,900,000 in non-security; 

(5) for fiscal year 2018— 

(A) $2,954,700,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,709,700,000 in non-security; 

(6) for fiscal year 2019— 

(A) $3,018,400,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,773,400,000 in non-security; 

(7) for fiscal year 2020— 

(A) $3,087,000,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,832,200,000 in non-security; and 

(8) for fiscal year 2021— 

(A) $3,155,600,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,891,000,000 in non-security; 


SEE 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions be authorized to meet, 
during the session of the Senate, to 
conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Assessing 
the State of America’s Mental Health 
System” on January 24, 2013, at 10 
a.m., in room 430 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on January 24, 2013, at 10 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on January 24, 2018, at 2:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Laura Pence, 
Rina Shah, and Stephanie Aarthun, 
legislative fellows in my office, be 
granted the privilege of the floor for 
the remainder of this session. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that an Army 
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fellow in Senator CORNYN’s office, MAJ 
Malcolm Warbrick, be granted floor 
privileges for the remainder of this leg- 
islative session. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I also ask unani- 
mous consent that two fellows in my 
office, Mr. Todd Bianco and Mr. Ben- 
jamin Cady, be granted floor privileges 
for the remainder of this Congress. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Stephanie Lin 
and Justin Clayton, law clerks, be 
granted the privilege of the floor for 
the duration of today’s session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.R. 152 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that at 4:30 p.m. Mon- 
day, January 28, the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of H.R. 152, the sup- 
plemental appropriations bill to pro- 
vide disaster assistance for Hurricane 
Sandy; that the only amendment in 
order to the bill be a Lee amendment, 
the text of which is at the desk; that 
there be 1 hour of debate on the amend- 
ment and the bill, to run concurrently, 
equally divided between the two lead- 
ers or their designees prior to a vote in 
relation to the Lee amendment; that 
upon disposition of the Lee amend- 
ment, the Senate proceed to vote on 
passage of the bill as amended, if 
amended; that the Lee amendment and 
the bill be subject to a 60-affirmative- 
vote threshold; and finally that no 
other amendments be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


MAKING MAJORITY PARTY 
APPOINTMENTS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of S. Res. 17, sub- 
mitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 17) to constitute the 
majority party’s membership on certain 
committees for the 113th Congress, or until 
their successors are chosen. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to and the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table, with no inter- 
vening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 17) was agreed 
to, as follows: 
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S. RES. 17 

Resolved, That the following shall con- 
stitute the majority party’s membership on 
the following committees for the One Hun- 
dred Thirteenth Congress, or until their suc- 
cessors are chosen: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, 
AND FORESTRY: Ms. Stabenow (Chairman), 
Mr. Leahy, Mr. Harkin, Mr. Baucus, Mr. 
Brown, Mr. Casey, Ms. Klobuchar, Mr. Ben- 
net, Mrs. Gillibrand, Mr. Donnelly, and Ms. 
Heitkamp. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS: Ms. Mikul- 
ski (Chairman), Mr. Leahy, Mr. Harkin, Mrs. 
Murray, Mrs. Feinstein, Mr. Durbin, Mr. 
Johnson, Ms. Landrieu, Mr. Reed, Mr. Lau- 
tenberg, Mr. Pryor, Mr. Tester, Mr. Udall of 
New Mexico, Mrs. Shaheen, Mr. Merkley, and 
Mr. Begich. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES: Mr. Levin 


(Chairman), Mr. Reed, Mr. Nelson, Mrs. 
McCaskill, Mr. Udall of Colorado, Mrs. 
Hagan, Mr. Manchin, Mrs. Shaheen, Mrs. 


Gillibrand, Mr. Blumenthal, Mr. Donnelly, 
Ms. Hirono, Mr. Kaine, and Mr. King. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND 
URBAN AFFAIRS: Mr. Johnson (Chairman), 
Mr. Reed, Mr. Schumer, Mr. Menendez, Mr. 
Brown, Mr. Tester, Mr. Warner, Mr. Merkley, 
Mrs. Hagan, Mr. Manchin, Ms. Warren, and 
Ms. Heitkamp. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION: Mr. Rockefeller (Chair- 
man), Mr. Kerry, Mrs. Boxer, Mr. Nelson, Ms. 
Cantwell, Mr. Lautenberg, Mr. Pryor, Mrs. 
McCaskill, Ms. Klobuchar, Mr. Warner, Mr. 
Begich, Mr. Blumenthal, and Mr. Schatz. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL RE- 
SOURCES: Mr. Wyden (Chairman), Mr. John- 
son, Ms. Landrieu, Ms. Cantwell, Mr. Sand- 
ers, Ms. Stabenow, Mr. Udall of Colorado, 
Mr. Franken, Mr. Manchin, Mr. Coons, Mr. 
Schatz, and Mr. Heinrich. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS: Mrs. Boxer (Chairman), Mr. Baucus, 
Mr. Carper, Mr. Lautenberg, Mr. Cardin, Mr. 
Sanders, Mr. Whitehouse, Mr. Udall of New 
Mexico, Mr. Merkley, and Mrs. Gillibrand. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE: Mr. Baucus (Chair- 
man), Mr. Rockefeller, Mr. Kerry, Mr. 
Wyden, Mr. Schumer, Ms. Stabenow, Ms. 
Cantwell, Mr. Nelson, Mr. Menendez, Mr. 
Carper, Mr. Cardin, Mr. Brown, and Mr. Ben- 
net. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS: Mr. 
Kerry (Chairman), Mrs. Boxer, Mr. Menen- 
dez, Mr. Cardin, Mr. Casey, Mrs. Shaheen, 
Mr. Coons, Mr. Udall of New Mexico, Mr. 
Murphy, and Mr. Kaine. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS: Mr. Harkin (Chairman), Ms. 
Mikulski, Mrs. Murray, Mr. Sanders, Mr. 
Casey, Mrs. Hagan, Mr. Franken, Mr. Ben- 
net, Mr. Whitehouse, Ms. Baldwin, Mr. Mur- 
phy, and Ms. Warren. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS: Mr. Carper (Chair- 
man), Mr. Levin, Mr. Pryor, Ms. Landrieu, 
Mrs. McCaskill, Mr. Tester, Mr. Begich, Ms. 
Baldwin, and Ms. Heitkamp. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE: Mrs. 
Feinstein (Chairman), Mr. Rockefeller, Mr. 
Wyden, Ms. Mikulski, Mr. Udall of Colorado, 
Mr. Warner, Mr. Heinrich, Mr. King, and Mr. 
Levin (ex officio). 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY: Mr. Leahy 
(Chairman), Mrs. Feinstein, Mr. Schumer, 
Mr. Durbin, Mr. Whitehouse, Ms. Klobuchar, 
Mr. Franken, Mr. Coons, Mr. Blumenthal, 
and Ms. Hirono. 

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET: Mrs. Murray 
(Chairman), Mr. Wyden, Mr. Nelson, Ms. Sta- 
benow, Mr. Sanders, Mr. Whitehouse, Mr. 
Warner, Mr. Merkley, Mr. Coons, Ms. Bald- 
win, Mr. Kaine, and Mr. King. 
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COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION: 
Mr. Schumer (Chairman), Mrs. Feinstein, 
Mr. Durbin, Mrs. Murray, Mr. Pryor, Mr. 
Udall of New Mexico, Mr. Warner, Mr. Leahy, 
Ms. Klobuchar, and Mr. King. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND ENTRE- 
PRENEURSHIP: Ms. Landrieu (Chairman), Mr. 
Levin, Mr. Harkin, Mr. Kerry, Ms. Cantwell, 
Mr. Pryor, Mr. Cardin, Mrs. Shaheen, Mrs. 
Hagan, and Ms. Heitkamp. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS: Mr. 
Sanders (Chairman), Mr. Rockefeller, Mrs. 
Murray, Mr. Brown, Mr. Tester, Mr. Begich, 
Mr. Blumenthal, and Ms. Hirono. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING: Mr. Nelson 
(Chairman), Mr. Wyden, Mr. Casey, Mrs. 
McCaskill, Mr. Whitehouse, Mrs. Gillibrand, 
Mr. Manchin, Mr. Blumenthal, Ms. Baldwin, 
Mr. Donnelly, and Ms. Warren. 

JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE: Mr. Casey 
(Vice Chairman), Ms. Klobuchar, Mr. Warner, 
Mr. Sanders, Mr. Murphy, and Mr. Heinrich. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ETHICS: Mrs. Boxer 
(Chairman), Mr. Pryor, and Mr. Brown. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS: Ms. Cant- 
well (Chairman), Mr. Johnson, Mr. Tester, 
Mr. Udall of New Mexico, Mr. Franken, Mr. 
Begich, Mr. Schatz, and Ms. Heitkamp. 


EE 


MAKING MINORITY PARTY 
APPOINTMENTS 


Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of S. Res. 18. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 18) making minority 
party appointments for the 118th Congress. 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution be agreed to and 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table, with no intervening action 
or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 18) was agreed 
to, as follows: 

S. RES. 18 


Resolved, That the following be the minor- 
ity membership on the following committees 
for the remainder of the 113th Congress or 
until their successors are appointed: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, 
AND FORESTRY: Mr. Cochran, Mr. McConnell, 
Mr. Roberts, Mr. Chambliss, Mr. Boozman, 
Mr. Hoeven, Mr. Johanns, Mr. Grassley, and 
Mr. Thune. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS: Mr. 
Shelby, Mr. Cochran, Mr. McConnell, Mr. 
Alexander, Ms. Collins, Ms. Murkowski, Mr. 
Graham, Mr. Kirk, Mr. Coats, Mr. Blunt, Mr. 
Moran, Mr. Hoeven, Mr. Johanns, and Mr. 
Boozman. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES: Mr. 
Inhofe, Mr. McCain, Mr. Sessions, Mr. Cham- 
bliss, Mr. Wicker, Ms. Ayotte, Mrs. Fischer, 
Mr. Graham, Mr. Vitter, Mr. Blunt, Mr. Lee, 
and Mr. Cruz. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND 
URBAN AFFAIRS: Mr. Crapo, Mr. Shelby, Mr. 
Corker, Mr. Vitter, Mr. Johanns, Mr. 
Toomey, Mr. Kirk, Mr. Moran, Mr. Coburn, 
and Mr. Heller. 

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET: Mr. Sessions, 
Mr. Grassley, Mr. Enzi, Mr. Crapo, Mr. Gra- 
ham, Mr. Portman, Mr. Toomey, Mr. John- 
son, Ms. Ayotte, and Mr. Wicker. 
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COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION: Mr. Thune, Mr. Wicker, 
Mr. Blunt, Mr. Rubio, Ms. Ayotte, Mr. Hell- 
er, Mr. Coats, Mr. Scott, Mr. Cruz, Mrs. 
Fischer, and Mr. Johnson. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL RE- 
SOURCES: Ms. Murkowski, Mr. Barrasso, Mr. 
Risch, Mr. Lee, Mr. Heller, Mr. Flake, Mr. 
Scott, Mr. Alexander, Mr. Portman, and Mr. 
Hoeven. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS: Mr. Vitter, Mr. Inhofe, Mr. Barrasso, 
Mr. Sessions, Mr. Crapo, Mr. Wicker, Mr. 
Boozman, and Mrs. Fischer. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE: Mr. Hatch, Mr. 
Grassley, Mr. Crapo, Mr. Roberts, Mr. Enzi, 
Mr. Cornyn, Mr. Thune, Mr. Burr, Mr. Isak- 
son, Mr. Portman, and Mr. Toomey. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS: Mr. 
Corker, Mr. Risch, Mr. Rubio, Mr. Johnson, 
Mr. Flake, Mr. McCain, Mr. Barrasso, and 
Mr. Paul. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS: Mr. Alexander, Mr. Enzi, Mr. 
Burr, Mr. Isakson, Mr. Paul, Mr. Hatch, Mr. 
Roberts, Ms. Murkowski, Mr. Kirk, and Mr. 
Scott. 

COMMITTEE ON 


HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS: Mr. Coburn, Mr. 
McCain, Mr. Johnson, Mr. Portman, Mr. 
Paul, Mr. Enzi, and Ms. Ayotte. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY: Mr. Grass- 
ley, Mr. Hatch, Mr. Sessions, Mr. Graham, 
Mr. Cornyn, Mr. Lee, Mr. Cruz, and Mr. 
Flake. 
COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION: 
Mr. Roberts, Mr. McConnell, Mr. Cochran, 
Mr. Chambliss, Mr. Alexander, Mr. Shelby, 
Mr. Blunt, and Mr. Cruz. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND ENTRE- 
PRENEURSHIP: Mr. Risch, Mr. Vitter, Mr. 
Rubio, Mr. Paul, Mr. Scott, Mrs. Fischer, Mr. 
Enzi, and Mr. Johnson. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS: Mr. 
Burr, Mr. Isakson, Mr. Johanns, Mr. Moran, 
Mr. Boozman, and Mr. Heller. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS: Mr. Bar- 
rasso, Mr. McCain, Ms. Murkowski, Mr. 
Hoeven, Mr. Crapo, and Mrs. Fischer. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ETHICS: Mr. Isakson, 
Mr. Roberts, and Mr. Risch. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE: Mr. 
Chambliss, Mr. Burr, Mr. Risch, Mr. Coats, 
Mr. Rubio, Ms. Collins, and Mr. Coburn. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING: Ms. Collins, 
Mr. Corker, Mr. Hatch, Mr. Kirk, Mr. Heller, 
Mr. Flake, Ms. Ayotte, Mr. Scott, and Mr. 
Cruz. 

JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE: Mr. Coats, Mr. 
Lee, Mr. Wicker, and Mr. Toomey. 
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MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—H.R. 325 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, H.R. 325 has 
been received from the House and is at 
the desk. I would ask the clerk to read 
this matter if the Presiding Officer so 
advises. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 325) to ensure the complete and 
timely payment of the obligations of the 
United States Government until May 19, 
2013, and for other purposes. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ask 
for a second reading but object to my 
own request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
read for the second time on the next 
legislative day. 


APPOINTMENTS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the President pro 
tempore, and in consultation with the 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Finance, pursuant to Public Law 103- 
296, appoints Bernadette Franks- 
Ongoy, vice Marsha Katz, as a member 
of the Social Security Advisory Board. 

The Chair, on behalf of the Vice 
President, pursuant to Public Law 94- 
304, as amended by Public Law 99-7, ap- 
points the following Senators as mem- 
bers of the Commission on Security 
and Cooperation in Europe during the 
118th Congress: the Honorable BEN- 
JAMIN L. CARDIN of Maryland (Chair- 
man); the Honorable SHELDON WHITE- 
HOUSE of Rhode Island; the Honorable 
ToM UDALL of New Mexico; the Honor- 
able JEANNE SHAHEEN of New Hamp- 
shire; and the Honorable RICHARD 
BLUMENTHAL of Connecticut. 

The Chair, on behalf of the Majority 
Leader, pursuant to Public Law 96-114, 
as amended, appoints the following in- 
dividuals to the Congressional Award 
Board: Rita Vaswani of Nevada, vice 
Patrick Murphy, and Raul Magdaleno 
of Texas, vice Andrew Ortiz. 


January 24, 2013 


ORDERS FOR MONDAY, JANUARY 
28, 2013 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 2 p.m. on Monday, January 
28, 2013; that following the prayer and 
the pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; that the Sen- 
ate proceed to a period of morning 
business until 4:30 p.m., with Senators 
permitted to speak during that period 
of time for up to 10 minutes; further, 
that following morning business, the 
Senate proceed to H.R. 152 under the 
previous order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


i—i 


PROGRAM 


Mr. REID. There will be two rollcall 
votes at 5:30 p.m. on Monday to com- 
plete action on Hurricane Sandy. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
JANUARY 28, 2013, AT 2 P.M. 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
it adjourn under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 9p.m., adjourned until Monday, Jan- 
uary 28, 2013, at 2 p.m. 


EE 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 
NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD 


NICHOLAS CHRISTOPHER GEALE, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2013, VICE ELIZABETH DOUGH- 
ERTY, RESIGNED. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


BYRON TODD JONES, OF MINNESOTA, TO BE DIRECTOR, 
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS, AND EXPLO- 
SIVES. (NEW POSITION) 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION 


MARIETTA S. ROBINSON, OF MICHIGAN, TO BE A COM- 
MISSIONER OF THE CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COM- 
MISSION FOR A TERM OF SEVEN YEARS FROM OCTOBER 
27, 2010, VICE THOMAS HILL MOORE, TERM EXPIRED. 


January 25, 2013 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, January 25, 2013 


The House met at 2 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. HARRIS). 


ES 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 25, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable ANDY HAR- 
RIS to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Gracious God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

You have blessed us with all good 
gifts, and with thankful hearts we ex- 
press our gratitude. You have created 
us with opportunities to serve other 
people in their need, to share together 
in respect and affection, and to be 
faithful in the responsibilities we have 
been given. 

In this moment of prayer, please 
grant to the Members of this people’s 
House the gifts of wisdom and discern- 
ment, that in their words and actions 
they will do justice, love with mercy, 
and walk humbly with You. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


a 


THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 
Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 
APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND 
COOPERATION IN EUROPE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 


pointment, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 3003, 

and the order of the House of January 

3, 2013, of the following Member on the 

part of the House to the Commission 

on Security and Cooperation in Europe: 
Mr. HASTINGS, Florida. 


— 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
BOARD OF REGENTS OF THE 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 
pointment, pursuant to sections 5580 
and 5581 of the revised statutes (20 
U.S.C. 42-48), and the order of the 
House of January 3, 2013, of the fol- 
lowing Member on the part of the 
House to the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution: 

Mr. BECERRA, California. 


EE 


PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE 
RULES AND BUDGETARY MATE- 
RIAL 


RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON TRANSPOR- 
TATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE FOR THE 113TH 
CONGRESS 


COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REP- 
RESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, January 25, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to clause 2(a) 
of rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and clause (b) of rule I of the 
Rules of the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, I submit the Rules of the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure for the 113th Congress for publica- 
tion in the Congressional Record. On Janu- 
ary 23, 2018, the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure met in open ses- 
sion and adopted these Committee Rules by 
voice vote with a quorum present. 

Sincerely, 
BILL SHUSTER, 
Chairman. 


RULE I. GENERAL PROVISIONS 


(a) Applicability of House Rules.— 

(1) In general.—The Rules of the House are 
the rules of the Committee and its sub- 
committees so far as applicable, except that 
a motion to recess from day to day, and a 
motion to dispense with the first reading (in 
full) of a bill or resolution, if printed copies 
are available, are non-debatable privileged 
motions in the Committee and its sub- 
committees. 

(2) Subcommittees.—Each subcommittee is 
part of the Committee, and is subject to the 
authority and direction of the Committee 
and its rules so far as applicable. 

(3) Incorporation of house rule on com- 
mittee procedure.—Rule XI of the Rules of 
the House, which pertains entirely to Com- 
mittee procedure, is incorporated and made 
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a part of the rules of the Committee to the 
extent applicable. Pursuant to clause 2(a)(3) 
of Rule XI of the Rules of the House, the 
Chairman of the Committee is authorized to 
offer a motion under clause 1 of Rule XXII of 
the Rules of the House whenever the Chair- 
man considers it appropriate. 

(b) Publication of Rules.—Pursuant to 
clause 2(a) of Rule XI of the Rules of the 
House, the Committee’s rules shall be pub- 
licly available in electronic form and pub- 
lished in the Congressional Record not later 
than 30 days after the Chairman is elected in 
each odd-numbered year. 

(c) Vice Chairman.—The Chairman shall 
appoint a vice chairman of the Committee 
and of each subcommittee. If the Chairman 
of the Committee or subcommittee is not 
present at any meeting of the Committee or 
subcommittee, as the case may be, the vice 
chairman shall preside. If the vice chairman 
is not present, the ranking member of the 
majority party on the Committee or sub- 
committee who is present shall preside at 
that meeting. 

RULE II. REGULAR, ADDITIONAL, AND SPECIAL 

MEETINGS 


(a) Regular Meetings.—Regular meetings 
of the Committee shall be held on the first 
Wednesday of every month to transact its 
business unless such day is a holiday, or the 
House is in recess or is adjourned, in which 
case the Chairman shall determine the reg- 
ular meeting day of the Committee for that 
month. A regular meeting of the Committee 
may be dispensed with if, in the judgment of 
the Chairman, there is no need for the meet- 
ing. This paragraph shall not apply to meet- 
ings of any subcommittee. 

(b) Additional Meetings.—The Chairman 
may call and convene, as he or she considers 
necessary, additional meetings of the Com- 
mittee for the consideration of any bill or 
resolution pending before the Committee or 
for the conduct of other committee business. 
The Committee shall meet for such purpose 
pursuant to the call of the Chairman. 

(c) Special Meetings.—If at least three 
members of the Committee desire that a spe- 
cial meeting of the Committee be called by 
the Chairman, those members may file in the 
offices of the Committee their written re- 
quest to the Chairman for that special meet- 
ing. Such request shall specify the measure 
or matter to be considered. Immediately 
upon the filing of the request, the clerk of 
the Committee shall notify the Chairman of 
the filing of the request. If, within 3 calendar 
days after the filing of the request, the 
Chairman does not call the requested special 
meeting to be held within 7 calendar days 
after the filing of the request, a majority of 
the members of the Committee may file in 
the offices of the Committee their written 
notice that a special meeting of the Com- 
mittee will be held, specifying the date and 
hour thereof, and the measure or matter to 
be considered at that special meeting. The 
Committee shall meet on that date and hour. 
Immediately upon the filing of the notice, 
the clerk of the Committee shall notify all 
members of the Committee that such meet- 
ing will be held and inform them of its date 
and hour and the measure or matter to be 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 


660 


considered; and only the measure or matter 
specified in that notice may be considered at 
that special meeting. Such notice shall also 
be made publicly available in electronic form 
and shall be deemed to satisfy paragraph 
a). 

(d) Notice.— 

(1) Minimum Notice Period.—Pursuant to 
clause 2(g)(3) of Rule XI of the Rules of the 
House, the Chairman shall make a public an- 
nouncement of the date, place, and subject 
matter of a Committee or subcommittee 
meeting, which may not commence earlier 
than the third day on which members have 
notice thereof. 

(2) Changes in Meeting Times.—A meeting 
may commence sooner than announced if the 
Chairman, with concurrence of the ranking 
minority member, determines there is good 
cause to begin the meeting sooner or the 
Committee or subcommittee so determines 
by majority vote, a quorum being present for 
the transaction of business. The Chairman 
shall make a public announcement of the 
meeting time change at the earliest possible 
opportunity. 

(3) Notification of daily digest clerk.—The 
clerk of the Committee shall notify the 
Daily Digest Clerk of the Congressional 
Record as soon as possible after a public an- 
nouncement of a time change for a Com- 
mittee or subcommittee meeting is made 
under this paragraph. 

(e) Prohibition on Sitting During Joint 
Session.—The Committee may not sit during 
a joint session of the House and Senate or 
during a recess when a joint meeting of the 
House and Senate is in progress. 

RULE III. MEETINGS AND HEARINGS GENERALLY 


(a) Minimum Period for Availability of 
Committee Markup Text.—Pursuant to 
clause 2(g)(4) of Rule XI of the Rules of the 
House, the Chairman shall make publicly 
available, in electronic form, the text of any 
legislation to be marked up at least 24 hours 
prior to the commencement of a meeting for 
the markup of legislation, or at the time of 
a meeting announcement under paragraph 
(a)(2)(B) of Committee Rule II if made within 
24 hours before such meeting. 

(b) Open Meetings.—Each meeting for the 
transaction of business, including the mark- 
up of legislation, and each hearing of the 
Committee or a subcommittee shall be open 
to the public, except as provided by clause 
2(g) of Rule XI of the Rules of the House. 

(c) Meetings to Begin Promptly.—Each 
meeting or hearing of the Committee shall 
begin promptly at the time so stipulated in 
the public announcement of the meeting or 
hearing. 

(d) Addressing the Committee.—Except as 
provided under paragraph (e) of Committee 
Rule VI, a Committee member may address 
the Committee or a subcommittee on any 
bill, motion, or other matter under consider- 
ation— 

(1) only when recognized by the Chairman 
for that purpose; and 

(2) only for 5 minutes, or for a period of 
time designated by the Chairman with con- 
currence of the ranking minority member, 
until such time as each member of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee who so desires has 
had an opportunity to address the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee. 

A member shall be limited in his or her re- 
marks to the subject matter under consider- 
ation. The Chairman shall enforce this para- 
graph. 

(e) Participation of Members in Sub- 
committee Meetings and MHearings.—All 
members of the Committee who are not 
members of a particular subcommittee may, 
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by unanimous consent of the members of 
such subcommittee, participate in any sub- 
committee meeting or hearing. However, a 
member who is not a member of the sub- 
committee may not vote on any matter be- 
fore the subcommittee, be counted for pur- 
poses of establishing a quorum, or raise 
points of order. 

(f) Broadcasting.—Whenever a meeting for 
the transaction of business, including the 
markup of legislation, or a hearing is open to 
the public, that meeting or hearing shall be 
open to coverage by television, radio, and 
still photography in accordance with clause 4 
of Rule XI of the Rules of the House. Oper- 
ation and use of any Committee Internet 
broadcast system shall be fair and non- 
partisan and in accordance with clause 4(b) 
of Rule XI of the Rules of the House and all 
other applicable rules of the Committee and 
the House. Further, pursuant to clause 
2(e)(5) of Rule XI of the Rules of the House, 
the Committee shall provide audio and video 
coverage of each hearing or meeting for the 
transaction of business in a manner that al- 
lows the public to easily listen to and view 
the proceedings. The Committee shall also 
maintain the recordings of such coverage in 
a manner that is easily accessible to the pub- 
lic. 

(g) Access to the Dais And Lounges.—Ac- 
cess to the hearing rooms’ daises and to the 
lounges adjacent to the Committee hearing 
rooms shall be limited to Members of Con- 
gress and employees of Congress during a 
meeting or hearing of the Committee unless 
specifically permitted by the Chairman or 
ranking minority member. 

(h) Use of Cellular Telephones.—The use of 
cellular telephones in the Committee hear- 
ing room is prohibited during a meeting or 
hearing of the Committee. 

(i) Availability of Text of Amendments in 
Electronic Form.—Pursuant to clause 2(e) of 
Rule XI of the Rules of the House, not later 
than 24 hours after the adoption of any 
amendment to a measure or matter consid- 
ered by the Committee, the Chairman shall 
cause the text of the amendment to be made 
publicly available in electronic form. 


RULE IV. POWER TO SIT AND ACT; POWER TO 
CONDUCT INVESTIGATIONS; OATHS; SUBPOENA 
POWER 


(a) Authority to Sit and Act.—For the pur- 
pose of carrying out any of its functions and 
duties under Rules X and XI of the Rules of 
the House, the Committee and each of its 
subcommittees, is authorized (subject to 
paragraph (d)(1))— 

(1) to sit and act at such times and places 
within the United States whether the House 
is in session, has recessed, or has adjourned 
and to hold such hearings; and 

(2) to require, by subpoena or otherwise, 
the attendance and testimony of such wit- 
nesses and the production of such books, 
records, correspondence, memorandums, pa- 
pers, and documents, as it deems necessary. 

(b) Authority to Conduct Investigations.— 

(1) In general.—The Committee is author- 
ized at any time to conduct such investiga- 
tions and studies as it may consider nec- 
essary or appropriate in the exercise of its 
responsibilities under Rule X of the Rules of 
the House and (subject to the adoption of ex- 
pense resolutions as required by Rule X, 
clause 6 of the Rules of the House) to incur 
expenses (including travel expenses) in con- 
nection therewith. 

(2) Major investigations by subcommit- 
tees.—A subcommittee may not begin a 
major investigation without approval of a 
majority of such subcommittee. 

(c) Oaths.—The Chairman, or any member 
designated by the Chairman, may administer 
oaths to any witness. 
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(d) Issuance of Subpoenas.— 

(1) In general.—A subpoena may be issued 
by the Committee or subcommittee under 
paragraph (a)(2) in the conduct of any inves- 
tigation or activity or series of investiga- 
tions or activities, only when authorized by 
a majority of the members voting, a major- 
ity being present. Such authorized subpoenas 
shall be signed by the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee or by any member designated by the 
Committee. If a specific request for a sub- 
poena has not been previously rejected by ei- 
ther the Committee or subcommittee, the 
Chairman of the Committee, after consulta- 
tion with the ranking minority member of 
the Committee, may authorize and issue a 
subpoena under paragraph (a)(2) in the con- 
duct of any investigation or activity or se- 
ries of investigations or activities, and such 
subpoena shall for all purposes be deemed a 
subpoena issued by the Committee. As soon 
as practicable after a subpoena is issued 
under this rule, the Chairman shall notify all 
members of the Committee of such action. 

(2) Enforcement.—Compliance with any 
subpoena issued by the Committee or sub- 
committee under paragraph (a)(2) may be en- 
forced only as authorized or directed by the 
House. 

(e) Expenses of Subpoenaed Witnesses.— 
Each witness who has been subpoenaed, upon 
the completion of his or her testimony be- 
fore the Committee or any subcommittee, 
may report to the offices of the Committee, 
and there sign appropriate vouchers for trav- 
el allowances and attendance fees. If hear- 
ings are held in cities other than Wash- 
ington, D.C., the witness may contact the 
counsel of the Committee, or his or her rep- 
resentative, before leaving the hearing room. 

RULE V. QUORUMS AND RECORD VOTES; 
POSTPONEMENT OF VOTES 

(a) Working Quorum.—One-third of the 
members of the Committee or a sub- 
committee shall constitute a quorum for 
taking any action other than the closing of 
a meeting pursuant to clauses 2(g) and 2(kK)(5) 
of Rule XI of the Rules of the House, the au- 
thorizing of a subpoena pursuant to para- 
graph (d) of Committee Rule IV, the report- 
ing of a measure or recommendation pursu- 
ant to paragraph (b)(1) of Committee Rule 
VII, and the actions described in paragraphs 
(b), (c) and (d) of this rule. 

(b) Quorum for Reporting.—A majority of 
the members of the Committee or a sub- 
committee shall constitute a quorum for the 
reporting of a measure or recommendation. 

(c) Approval of Certain Matters.—A major- 
ity of the members of the Committee or a 
subcommittee shall constitute a quorum for 
approval of a resolution concerning any of 
the following actions: 

(1) A prospectus for construction, alter- 
ation, purchase or acquisition of a public 
building or the lease of space as required by 
section 3307 of title 40, United States Code. 

(2) Survey investigation of a proposed 
project for navigation, flood control, and 
other purposes by the Corps of Engineers 
(section 4 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 
March 4, 1913, 33 U.S.C. 542). 

(3) Construction of a water resources devel- 
opment project by the Corps of Engineers 
with an estimated Federal cost not exceed- 
ing $15,000,000 (section 201 of the Flood Con- 
trol Act of 1965). 

(4) Deletion of water quality storage in a 
Federal reservoir project where the benefits 
attributable to water quality are 15 percent 
or more but not greater than 25 percent of 
the total project benefits (section 65 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1974). 

(5) Authorization of a Natural Resources 
Conservation Service watershed project in- 
volving any single structure of more than 


January 25, 2013 


4,000 acre feet of total capacity (section 2 of 
P.L. 566, 88rd Congress). 

(d) Quorum for Taking Testimony.—Two 
members of the Committee or subcommittee 
shall constitute a quorum for the purpose of 
taking testimony and receiving evidence. 

(e) Record Votes.—A record vote may be 
demanded by one-fifth of the members 
present. 

(f) Postponement of Votes.— 

(1) In general.—In accordance with clause 
2(h)(4) of Rule XI of the Rules of the House, 
the Chairman of the Committee or a sub- 
committee, after consultation with the rank- 
ing minority member of the Committee or 
subcommittee, may— 

(A) postpone further proceedings when a 
record vote is ordered on the question of ap- 
proving a measure or matter or on adopting 
an amendment; and 

(B) resume proceedings on a postponed 
question at any time after reasonable notice. 

(2) Resumption of proceedings.—When pro- 
ceedings resume on a postponed question, 
notwithstanding any intervening order for 
the previous question, an underlying propo- 
sition shall remain subject to further debate 
or amendment to the same extent as when 
the question was postponed. 

(g) Availability of Record Votes in Elec- 
tronic Form.—Pursuant to clause 
2(e)(1)(B)(i) of Rule XI of the Rules of the 
House, the Chairman shall make the result 
of any record vote publicly available for in- 
spection at reasonable times in the offices of 
the Committee and in electronic form within 
48 hours of such record vote. 


RULE VI. HEARING PROCEDURES 


(a) Announcement of Hearing.— 

(1) Minimum notice period.—Pursuant to 
clause 2(g)(3) of Rule XI of the Rules of the 
House, the Chairman shall make a public an- 
nouncement of the date, place, and subject 
matter of a Committee or subcommittee 
hearing, which may not commence earlier 
than the one week after such notice. 

(2) Changes in hearing times.—A hearing 
may commence sooner than announced if the 
Chairman, with concurrence of the ranking 
minority member, determines there is good 
cause to begin the hearing sooner or the 
Committee so determines by majority vote, 
a quorum being present for the transaction 
of business. The Chairman shall make a pub- 
lic announcement of the hearing time 
change at the earliest possible opportunity. 

(3) Notification of daily digest clerk.—The 
clerk of the Committee shall notify the 
Daily Digest Clerk of the Congressional 
Record as soon as possible after a public an- 
nouncement of a time change for a Com- 
mittee or subcommittee hearing is made 
under this paragraph. 

(b) Written Statement; Oral Testimony.— 

(1) Filing of statement.—So far as prac- 
ticable, each witness who is to appear before 
the Committee or a subcommittee shall file 
with the clerk of the Committee or sub- 
committee, at least 2 working days before 
the day of his or her appearance, a written 
statement of proposed testimony and shall 
limit his or her oral presentation to a sum- 
mary of the written statement. 

(2) Truth in testimony information.—Pur- 
suant to clause 2(g)(5) of Rule XI of the Rules 
of the House, in the case of a witness appear- 
ing in a nongovernmental capacity, a writ- 
ten statement of proposed testimony shall 
include a curriculum vitae and a disclosure 
of the amount and source (by agency and 
program) of each Federal grant (or subgrant 
thereof) or contract (or subcontract thereof) 
received during the current fiscal year or ei- 
ther of the two previous fiscal years by the 
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witness or by an entity represented by the 
witness. 

(8) Availability of information in elec- 
tronic form.—Statements filed under this 
paragraph, with appropriate redaction to 
protect the privacy of the witness, shall be 
made publicly available in electronic form 
not later than one day after the witness ap- 
pears. 

(c) Minority Witnesses.—When any hearing 
is conducted by the Committee or any sub- 
committee upon any measure or matter, the 
minority party members on the Committee 
or subcommittee shall be entitled, upon re- 
quest to the Chairman by a majority of those 
minority members before the completion of 
such hearing, to call witnesses selected by 
the minority to testify with respect to that 
measure or matter during at least one day of 
hearing thereon. 

(d) Summary of Subject Matter.—Upon an- 
nouncement of a hearing, to the extent prac- 
ticable, the Committee shall make available 
immediately to all members of the Com- 
mittee a concise summary of the subject 
matter (including legislative reports and 
other material) under consideration. In addi- 
tion, upon announcement of a hearing and 
subsequently as they are received, the Chair- 
man shall make available to the members of 
the Committee any official reports from de- 
partments and agencies on such matter. 

(e) Opening Statements; Questioning of 
Witnesses.— 

(1) Opening Statements.— 

(A) Chairman and Ranking Member.—At a 
hearing of the Full Committee, the Chair- 
man and ranking minority member of the 
Committee shall each be entitled to present 
an oral opening statement of five minutes. 
At a hearing of a subcommittee, the Chair- 
man and ranking minority member of the 
Committee and the Chairman and ranking 
minority member of the subcommittee shall 
each be entitled to present an opening state- 
ment for five minutes. 

(B) Other Members.—At a hearing of the 
Full Committee or a subcommittee, other 
members of the Committee or subcommittee, 
as appropriate, may submit written opening 
statements for the record. The Chairman 
presiding over the hearing may permit oral 
opening statements by other members of the 
Committee or subcommittee, as appropriate, 
with the concurrence of the ranking minor- 
ity member. 

(2) Questioning of Witnesses.—The ques- 
tioning of witnesses in Committee and sub- 
committee hearings shall be initiated by the 
Chairman, followed by the ranking minority 
member and all other members alternating 
between the majority and minority parties. 
In recognizing members to question wit- 
nesses in this fashion, the Chairman shall 
take into consideration the ratio of the ma- 
jority to minority members present and 
shall establish the order of recognition for 
questioning in such a manner as not to dis- 
advantage the members of the majority nor 
the members of the minority. The Chairman 
may accomplish this by recognizing two ma- 
jority members for each minority member 
recognized. 

(f) Procedures For Questions.— 

(1) In general.—A Committee member may 
question a witness at a hearing— 

(A) only when recognized by the Chairman 
for that purpose; and 

(B) subject to subparagraphs (2) and (8), 
only for 5 minutes until such time as each 
member of the Committee or subcommittee 
who so desires has had an opportunity to 
question the witness. 

A member shall be limited in his or her re- 
marks to the subject matter under consider- 
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ation. The Chairman shall enforce this sub- 
paragraph. 

(2) Extended questioning of witnesses by 
members.—The Chairman of the Committee 
or a subcommittee, with the concurrence of 
the ranking minority member, or the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee by motion, may per- 
mit a specified number of its members to 
question a witness for longer than 5 minutes. 
The time for extended questioning of a wit- 
ness under this subdivision shall be equal for 
the majority party and minority party and 
may not exceed one hour in the aggregate. 

(3) Extended questioning of witnesses by 
staff—The Chairman of the Committee or a 
subcommittee, with the concurrence of the 
ranking minority member, or the Committee 
or subcommittee by motion, may permit 
committee staff for its majority and minor- 
ity party members to question a witness for 
equal specified periods. The time for ex- 
tended questioning of a witness under this 
subdivision shall be equal for the majority 
party and minority party and may not ex- 
ceed one hour in the aggregate. 

(4) Right to question witnesses following 
extended questioning.—Nothing in subpara- 
graph (2) or (8) affects the right of a Member 
(other than a Member designated under sub- 
paragraph (2)) to question a witness for 5 
minutes in accordance with subparagraph 
(1)(B) after the questioning permitted under 
subparagraph (2) or (3). 

(g) Additional Hearing Procedures.—Clause 
2(k) of Rule XI of the Rules of the House (re- 
lating to additional rules for hearings) ap- 
plies to hearings of the Committee and its 
subcommittees. 

RULE VII. PROCEDURES FOR REPORTING BILLS, 
RESOLUTIONS, AND REPORTS 

(a) Filing of Reports.— 

(1) In general.—The Chairman of the Com- 
mittee shall report promptly to the House 
any measure or matter approved by the Com- 
mittee and take necessary steps to bring the 
measure or matter to a vote. 

(2) Requests for reporting.—The report of 
the Committee on a measure or matter 
which has been approved by the Committee 
shall be filed within 7 calendar days (exclu- 
sive of days on which the House is not in ses- 
sion) after the day on which there has been 
filed with the clerk of the Committee a writ- 
ten request, signed by a majority of the 
members of the Committee, for the reporting 
of that measure or matter. Upon the filing of 
any such request, the clerk of the Committee 
shall transmit immediately to the Chairman 
of the Committee notice of the filing of that 
request. 

(b) Quorum; Record Votes.— 

(1) Quorum.—No measure, matter, or rec- 
ommendation shall be reported from the 
Committee unless a majority of the Com- 
mittee was actually present. 

(2) Record votes.—With respect to each 
record vote on a motion to report any meas- 
ure or matter of a public character, and on 
any amendment offered to the measure or 
matter, the total number of votes cast for 
and against, and the names of those mem- 
bers voting for and against, shall be included 
in the Committee report on the measure or 
matter. 

(c) Required Matters.—The report of the 
Committee on a measure or matter which 
has been approved by the Committee shall 
include the items required to be included by 
clauses 2(c) and 3 of Rule XIII of the Rules of 
the House. 

(d) Additional Views.—If, at the time of ap- 
proval of any measure or matter by the Com- 
mittee, any member of the Committee gives 
notice of intention to file supplemental, mi- 
nority, or additional views, all members 
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shall be entitled to not less than two addi- 
tional calendar days after the day of such 
notice (excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and 
legal holidays) in which to file such written 
and signed views in accordance with clause 
2(1) of Rule XI of the Rules of the House. 

(e) Activities Report.— 

(1) In general.—Not later than January 2 of 
each year, the Committee shall submit to 
the House a report on the activities of the 
Committee. 

(2) Contents.—The report shall include— 

(A) separate sections summarizing the leg- 
islative and oversight activities of the Com- 
mittee under Rules X and XI of the Rules of 
the House during the applicable period; 

(B) in the case of the first such report in 
each Congress, a summary of the oversight 
plans submitted by the Committee under 
clause 2(d) of Rule X of the Rules of the 
House; 

(C) a summary of the actions taken and 
recommendations made with respect to the 
oversight plans specified in subdivision (B); 

(D) a summary of any additional oversight 
activities undertaken by the Committee and 
any recommendations made or actions taken 
thereon; and 

(E) a delineation of any hearings held pur- 
suant to clauses 2(n), (0), or (p) of Rule XI of 
the Rules of the House. 

(3) Filing.—After an adjournment sine die 
of a regular session of a Congress, or after 
December 15, whichever occurs first, the 
Chairman may file the report described in 
subparagraph (1) with the Clerk of the House 
at any time and without approval of the 
Committee, provided that— 

(A) a copy of the report has been available 
to each member of the Committee for at 
least seven calendar days; and 

(B) the report includes any supplemental, 
minority, or additional views submitted by a 
member of the Committee. 

(f) Other Committee Materials.— 

(1) In general.—All Committee and sub- 
committee prints, reports, documents, or 
other materials, not otherwise provided for 
under this rule, that purport to express pub- 
licly the views of the Committee or any of 
its subcommittees or members of the Com- 
mittee or its subcommittees shall be ap- 
proved by the Committee or the sub- 
committee prior to printing and distribution 
and any member shall be given an oppor- 
tunity to have views included as part of such 
material prior to printing, release, and dis- 
tribution in accordance with paragraph (d) of 
this rule. 

(2) Documents containing views other than 
member views.—A Committee or sub- 
committee document containing views other 
than those of members of the Committee or 
subcommittee shall not be published without 
approval of the Committee or subcommittee. 

(3) Disclaimer.—All Committee or sub- 
committee reports printed pursuant to legis- 
lative study or investigation and not ap- 
proved by a majority vote of the Committee 
or subcommittee, as appropriate, shall con- 
tain the following disclaimer on the cover of 
such report: ‘‘This report has not been offi- 
cially adopted by the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure (or pertinent 
subcommittee thereof) and may not there- 
fore necessarily reflect the views of its mem- 
bers.”’. 

(4) Compilations of laws.—To the max- 
imum extent practicable, the Committee 
shall publish a compilation of laws under the 
jurisdiction of each subcommittee. 

(g) Availability of Publications.—Pursuant 
to clause 2(e)(4) of Rule XI of the Rules of 
the House, the Committee shall make its 
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publications available in electronic form to 
the maximum extent feasible. 


RULE VIII. ESTABLISHMENT OF SUBCOMMITTEES; 
SIZE AND PARTY RATIOS 

(a) Establishment.—There shall be 6 stand- 
ing subcommittees. These subcommittees, 
with the following sizes (including delegates) 
and majority/minority ratios, are: 

(1) Subcommittee on Aviation (82 Mem- 
bers: 18 Majority and 14 Minority). 

(2) Subcommittee on Coast Guard and Mar- 
itime Transportation (18 Members: 10 Major- 
ity and 8 Minority). 

(3) Subcommittee on Economic Develop- 
ment, Public Buildings, and Emergency 
Management (18 Members: 10 Majority and 8 
Minority). 

(4) Subcommittee on Highways and Transit 
(45 Members: 25 Majority and 20 Minority). 

(5) Subcommittee on Railroads, Pipelines, 
and Hazardous Materials (82 Members: 18 Ma- 
jority and 14 Minority). 

(6) Subcommittee on Water Resources and 
Environment (82 Members: 18 Majority and 
14 Minority). 

(b) Ex Officio Members.—The Chairman 
and ranking minority member of the Com- 
mittee shall serve as ex officio voting mem- 
bers on each subcommittee. 

(c) Ratios—On each subcommittee there 
shall be a ratio of majority party members 
to minority party members which shall be no 
less favorable to the majority party than the 
ratio for the full Committee. In calculating 
the ratio of majority party members to mi- 
nority party members, there shall be in- 
cluded the ex officio members of the sub- 
committees. 


RULE IX. POWERS AND DUTIES OF 
SUBCOMMITTEES 


(a) Authority To Sit.—Each subcommittee 
is authorized to meet, hold hearings, receive 
evidence, and report to the full Committee 
on all matters referred to it or under its ju- 
risdiction. Subcommittee chairmen shall set 
dates for hearings and meetings of their re- 
spective subcommittees after consultation 
with the Chairman and other subcommittee 
chairmen with a view toward avoiding simul- 
taneous scheduling of full Committee and 
subcommittee meetings or hearings when- 
ever possible. 

(b) Consideration By Committee.—Each 
bill, resolution, or other matter favorably re- 
ported by a subcommittee shall automati- 
cally be placed upon the agenda of the Com- 
mittee. Any such matter reported by a sub- 
committee shall not be considered by the 
Committee unless it has been delivered to 
the offices of all members of the Committee 
at least 48 hours before the meeting, unless 
the Chairman determines that the matter is 
of such urgency that it should be given early 
consideration. Where practicable, such mat- 
ters shall be accompanied by a comparison 
with present law and a section-by-section 
analysis. 

RULE X. REFERRAL OF LEGISLATION TO 
SUBCOMMITTEES 


(a) General Requirement.—Except where 
the Chairman of the Committee determines, 
in consultation with the majority members 
of the Committee, that consideration is to be 
by the full Committee, each bill, resolution, 
investigation, or other matter which relates 
to a subject listed under the jurisdiction of 
any subcommittee established in Committee 
Rule VIII referred to or initiated by the full 
Committee shall be referred by the Chair- 
man to all subcommittees of appropriate ju- 
risdiction within two weeks. All bills shall 
be referred to the subcommittee of proper ju- 
risdiction without regard to whether the au- 
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thor is or is not a member of the sub- 
committee. 

(b) Recall From Subcommittee.—A bill, 
resolution, or other matter referred to a sub- 
committee in accordance with this rule may 
be recalled therefrom at any time by a vote 
of a majority of the members of the Com- 
mittee voting, a quorum being present, for 
the Committee’s direct consideration or for 
reference to another subcommittee. 

(c) Multiple Referrals.—In carrying out 
this rule with respect to any matter, the 
Chairman may refer the matter simulta- 
neously to two or more subcommittees for 
concurrent consideration or for consider- 
ation in sequence (subject to appropriate 
time limitations in the case of any sub- 
committee after the first), or divide the mat- 
ter into two or more parts (reflecting dif- 
ferent subjects and jurisdictions) and refer 
each such part to a different subcommittee, 
or make such other provisions as he or she 
considers appropriate. 


RULE XI. RECOMMENDATION OF CONFEREES 


The Chairman of the Committee shall rec- 
ommend to the Speaker as conferees the 
names of those members (1) of the majority 
party selected by the Chairman, and (2) of 
the minority party selected by the ranking 
minority member of the Committee. Rec- 
ommendations of conferees to the Speaker 
shall provide a ratio of majority party mem- 
bers to minority party members which shall 
be no less favorable to the majority party 
than the ratio for the Committee. 

RULE XII. OVERSIGHT 


(a) Purpose.—The Committee shall carry 
out oversight responsibilities as provided in 
this rule in order to assist the House in— 

(1) its analysis, appraisal, and evaluation 
of— 

(A) the application, administration, execu- 
tion, and effectiveness of the laws enacted by 
the Congress; or 

(B) conditions and circumstances which 
may indicate the necessity or desirability of 
enacting new or additional legislation; and 

(2) its formulation, consideration, and en- 
actment of such modifications or changes in 
those laws, and of such additional legisla- 
tion, as may be necessary or appropriate. 

(b) Oversight Plan.—Not later than Feb- 
ruary 15 of the first session of each Congress, 
the Committee shall adopt its oversight plan 
for that Congress in accordance with clause 
2(d)(1) of Rule X of the Rules of the House. 

(c) Review of Laws and Programs.—The 
Committee and the appropriate subcommit- 
tees shall cooperatively review and study, on 
a continuing basis, the application, adminis- 
tration, execution, and effectiveness of those 
laws, or parts of laws, the subject matter of 
which is within the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee, and the organization and operation 
of the Federal agencies and entities having 
responsibilities in or for the administration 
and execution thereof, in order to determine 
whether such laws and the programs there- 
under are being implemented and carried out 
in accordance with the intent of the Con- 
gress and whether such programs should be 
continued, curtailed, or eliminated. In addi- 
tion, the Committee and the appropriate 
subcommittees shall cooperatively review 
and study any conditions or circumstances 
which may indicate the necessity or desir- 
ability of enacting new or additional legisla- 
tion within the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee (whether or not any bill or resolution 
has been introduced with respect thereto), 
and shall on a continuing basis undertake fu- 
ture research and forecasting on matters 
within the jurisdiction of the Committee. 
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(d) Review of Tax Policies—The Com- 
mittee and the appropriate subcommittees 
shall cooperatively review and study on a 
continuing basis the impact or probable im- 
pact of tax policies affecting subjects within 
the jurisdiction of the Committee. 

RULE XIII. REVIEW OF CONTINUING PROGRAMS; 
BUDGET ACT PROVISIONS 


(a) Ensuring Annual Appropriations.—The 
Committee shall, in its consideration of all 
bills and joint resolutions of a public char- 
acter within its jurisdiction, ensure that ap- 
propriations for continuing programs and ac- 
tivities of the Federal Government and the 
District of Columbia government will be 
made annually to the maximum extent fea- 
sible and consistent with the nature, require- 
ments, and objectives of the programs and 
activities involved. 

(b) Review of Multi-Year Appropriations.— 
The Committee shall review, from time to 
time, each continuing program within its ju- 
risdiction for which appropriations are not 
made annually in order to ascertain whether 
such program could be modified so that ap- 
propriations therefore would be made annu- 
ally. 

(c) Views and Estimates.—In accordance 
with clause 4(f)(1) of Rule X of the Rules of 
the House, the Committee shall submit to 
the Committee on the Budget— 

(1) its views and estimates with respect to 
all matters to be set forth in the concurrent 
resolution on the budget for the ensuing fis- 
cal year which are within its jurisdiction or 
functions; and 

(2) an estimate of the total amount of new 
budget authority, and budget outlays result- 
ing therefrom, to be provided or authorized 
in all bills and resolutions within its juris- 
diction which it intends to be effective dur- 
ing that fiscal year. 

(d) Budget Allocations.—As soon as prac- 
ticable after a concurrent resolution on the 
budget for any fiscal year is agreed to, the 
Committee (after consulting with the appro- 
priate committee or committees of the Sen- 
ate) shall subdivide any allocations made to 
it in the joint explanatory statement accom- 
panying the conference report on such reso- 
lution, and promptly report such subdivi- 
sions to the House, in the manner provided 
by section 302 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974. 

(e) Reconciliation.—Whenever the Com- 
mittee is directed in a concurrent resolution 
on the budget to determine and recommend 
changes in laws, bills, or resolutions under 
the reconciliation process, it shall promptly 
make such determination and recommenda- 
tions, and report a reconciliation bill or res- 
olution (or both) to the House or submit such 
recommendations to the Committee on the 
Budget, in accordance with the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974. 

RULE XIV. RECORDS 


(a) Keeping of Records.—The Committee 
shall keep a complete record of all Com- 
mittee action which shall include— 

(1) in the case of any meeting or hearing 
transcripts, a substantially verbatim ac- 
count of remarks actually made during the 
proceedings, subject only to technical, gram- 
matical, and typographical corrections au- 
thorized by the person making the remarks 
involved; and 

(2) a record of the votes on any question on 
which a record vote is taken. 

(b) Public Inspection.—The result of each 
such record vote shall be made available by 
the Committee for inspection by the public 
at reasonable times in the offices of the 
Committee. Information so available for 
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public inspection shall include a description 
of the amendment, motion, order, or other 
proposition and the name of each member 
voting for and each member voting against 
such amendment, motion, order, or propo- 
sition, and the names of those members 
present but not voting. 

(c) Property of the House.—All Committee 
records (including hearings, data, charts, and 
files) shall be kept separate and distinct 
from the congressional office records of the 
member serving as Chairman of the Com- 
mittee; and such records shall be the prop- 
erty of the House and all members of the 
House shall have access thereto. 

(d) Availability of Archived Records.—The 
records of the Committee at the National Ar- 
chives and Records Administration shall be 
made available for public use in accordance 
with Rule VII of the Rules of the House. The 
Chairman shall notify the ranking minority 
member of the Committee of any decision, 
pursuant to clause 3(b)(8) or clause 4(b) of 
such rule, to withhold a record otherwise 
available, and the matter shall be presented 
to the Committee for a determination on 
written request of any member of the Com- 
mittee. 

(e) Authority to Print.—The Committee is 
authorized to have printed and bound testi- 
mony and other data presented at hearings 
held by the Committee. All costs of steno- 
graphic services and transcripts in connec- 
tion with any meeting or hearing of the 
Committee shall be paid as provided in 
clause 1(c) of Rule XI of the House. 

RULE XV. COMMITTEE BUDGETS 

(a) Biennial Budget.—The Chairman, in 
consultation with the chairman of each sub- 
committee, the majority members of the 
Committee, and the minority members of 
the Committee, shall, for each Congress, pre- 
pare a consolidated Committee budget. Such 
budget shall include necessary amounts for 
staff personnel, necessary travel, investiga- 
tion, and other expenses of the Committee. 

(b) Additional Expenses.—Authorization 
for the payment of additional or unforeseen 
Committee expenses may be procured by one 
or more additional expense resolutions proc- 
essed in the same manner as set out herein. 

(c) Travel Requests.—The Chairman or any 
chairman of a subcommittee may initiate 
necessary travel requests as provided in 
Committee Rule XVII within the limits of 
the consolidated budget as approved by the 
House and the Chairman may execute nec- 
essary vouchers thereof. 

(d) Monthly Reports.—Once monthly, the 
Chairman shall submit to the Committee on 
House Administration, in writing, a full and 
detailed accounting of all expenditures made 
during the period since the last such ac- 
counting from the amount budgeted to the 
Committee. Such report shall show the 
amount and purpose of such expenditure and 
the budget to which such expenditure is at- 
tributed. A copy of such monthly report 
shall be available in the Committee office for 
review by members of the Committee. 

RULE XVI. COMMITTEE STAFF 

(a) Appointment by Chairman.—The Chair- 
man shall appoint and determine the remu- 
neration of, and may remove, the employees 
of the Committee not assigned to the minor- 
ity. The staff of the Committee not assigned 
to the minority shall be under the general 
supervision and direction of the Chairman, 
who shall establish and assign the duties and 
responsibilities of such staff members and 
delegate such authority as he or she deter- 
mines appropriate. 

(b) Appointment by Ranking Minority 
Member.—The ranking minority member of 
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the Committee shall appoint and determine 
the remuneration of, and may remove, the 
staff assigned to the minority within the 
budget approved for such purposes. The staff 
assigned to the minority shall be under the 
general supervision and direction of the 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
who may delegate such authority as he or 
she determines appropriate. 

(c) Intention Regarding Staff.—It is in- 
tended that the skills and experience of all 
members of the Committee staff shall be 
available to all members of the Committee. 

RULE XVII. TRAVEL OF MEMBERS AND STAFF 

(a) Approval.—Consistent with the primary 
expense resolution and such additional ex- 
pense resolutions as may have been ap- 
proved, the provisions of this rule shall gov- 
ern travel of Committee members and staff. 
Travel to be reimbursed from funds set aside 
for the Committee for any member or any 
staff member shall be paid only upon the 
prior authorization of the Chairman. Travel 
shall be authorized by the Chairman for any 
member and any staff member in connection 
with the attendance of hearings conducted 
by the Committee or any subcommittee and 
meetings, conferences, and investigations 
which involve activities or subject matter 
under the general jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee. Before such authorization is given 
there shall be submitted to the Chairman in 
writing the following: 

(1) The purpose of the travel. 

(2) The dates during which the travel is to 
be made and the date or dates of the event 
for which the travel is being made. 

(3) The location of the event for which the 
travel is to be made. 

(4) The names of members and staff seek- 
ing authorization. 

(b) Subcommittee Travel.—In the case of 
travel of members and staff of a sub- 
committee to hearings, meetings, con- 
ferences, and investigations involving activi- 
ties or subject matter under the legislative 
assignment of such subcommittee, prior au- 
thorization must be obtained from the sub- 
committee chairman and the Chairman. 
Such prior authorization shall be given by 
the Chairman only upon the representation 
by the chairman of such subcommittee in 
writing setting forth those items enumer- 
ated in subparagraphs (1), (2), (8), and (4) of 
paragraph (a) and that there has been a com- 
pliance where applicable with Committee 
Rule VI. 

(c) Travel Outside the United States.— 

(1) In general.—In the case of travel out- 
side the United States of members and staff 
of the Committee or of a subcommittee for 
the purpose of conducting hearings, inves- 
tigations, studies, or attending meetings and 
conferences involving activities or subject 
matter under the legislative assignment of 
the Committee or pertinent subcommittee, 
prior authorization must be obtained from 
the Chairman, or, in the case of a sub- 
committee from the subcommittee chairman 
and the Chairman. Before such authorization 
is given there shall be submitted to the 
Chairman, in writing, a request for such au- 
thorization. Each request, which shall be 
filed in a manner that allows for a reason- 
able period of time for review before such 
travel is scheduled to begin, shall include the 
following: 

(A) The purpose of the travel. 

(B) The dates during which the travel will 
occur. 

(C) The names of the countries to be vis- 
ited and the length of time to be spent in 
each. 

(D) An agenda of anticipated activities for 
each country for which travel is authorized 
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together with a description of the purpose to 
be served and the areas of Committee juris- 
diction involved. 

(E) The names of members and staff for 
whom authorization is sought. 

(2) Initiation of requests.—Requests for 
travel outside the United States may be ini- 
tiated by the Chairman or the chairman of a 
subcommittee (except that individuals may 
submit a request to the Chairman for the 
purpose of attending a conference or meet- 
ing) and shall be limited to members and 
permanent employees of the Committee. 

(d) Reports by Members and Staff.—Within 
15 legislative days from the conclusion of 
any hearing, investigation, study, meeting, 
or conference for which travel has been au- 
thorized pursuant to this rule, each member 
and staff member involved in such travel 
shall submit a written report to the Chair- 
man covering the activities and other perti- 
nent observations or information gained as a 
result of such travel. 

(e) Applicability of Laws, Rules, Policies.— 
Members and staff of the Committee per- 
forming authorized travel on official busi- 
ness shall be governed by applicable laws, 
resolutions, or regulations of the House and 
of the Committee on House Administration 
pertaining to such travel, and by the travel 
policy of the Committee. 

RULE XVIII. COMMITTEE PANELS 


(a) Designation.—_In accordance with 
clause 5(b)(2)(C) of Rule X of the Rules of the 
House, the Chairman of the Committee, with 
the concurrence of the ranking minority 
member, may designate a panel of the Com- 
mittee consisting of members of the Com- 
mittee to inquire into and take testimony on 
a matter or matters that fall within the ju- 
risdiction of more than one subcommittee 
and to report to the Committee. 

(b) Duration.—No panel designated under 
paragraph (a) shall continue in existence for 
more than six months after the date of the 
designation. 

(c) Party Ratios and Appointment.—The 
ratio of majority members to minority mem- 
bers on a panel designated under paragraph 
(a) shall be as close as practicable to the 
ratio of the Full Committee. All majority 
members of the panels shall be appointed by 
the Chairman of the Committee, and all mi- 
nority members shall be appointed by the 
ranking minority member of the Committee. 
The Chairman of the Committee shall choose 
one of the majority members so appointed to 
serve as Chairman of the panel. The ranking 
minority member of the Committee shall 
similarly choose the ranking minority mem- 
ber of the panel. 

(d) Ex Officio Members.—The Chairman 
and ranking minority member of the Com- 
mittee may serve as ex-officio members of a 
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panel designated under paragraph (a). The 
Chairman and ranking minority member are 
authorized to vote on matters that arise be- 
fore the panel and shall be counted to satisfy 
the quorum requirement for any purpose. 

(e) Jurisdiction.—No panel designated 
under paragraph (a) shall have legislative ju- 
risdiction. 

(f) Applicability of Committee Rules.—A 
panel designated under paragraph (a) shall be 
subject to all Committee Rules herein. 
STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT SPENDING LEV- 

ELS OF ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES 

FOR FY 2013 AND THE 10-YEAR PERIOD FY 

2013 THROUGH FY 2022 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, 
Washington, DC, January 25, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, Office of the Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: To facilitate applica- 
tion of sections 302 and 311 of the Congres- 
sional Budget Act, Iam transmitting an up- 
dated status report on the current levels of 
on-budget spending and revenues for fiscal 
year 2018, and for the 10-year period of fiscal 
year 2018 through fiscal year 2022. This sta- 
tus report is current through January 21, 
2013. 

The term ‘‘current level’ refers to the 
amounts of spending and revenues estimated 
for each fiscal year based on laws enacted or 
awaiting the President’s signature. 

The first table in the report compares the 
current levels of total budget authority, out- 
lays, and revenues with the overall limits set 
in H. Con. Res. 112 for fiscal year 2013. This 
comparison is needed to implement section 
31l(a) of the Budget Act, which creates a 
point of order against measures that would 
breach the budget resolution’s aggregate lev- 
els. The table does not show budget author- 
ity and outlays for years after fiscal year 
2013 because appropriations for those years 
have not yet been considered. 

The second table compares the current lev- 
els of budget authority and outlays for ac- 
tion completed by each authorizing com- 
mittee with the ‘‘section 302(a)’’ allocations 
made under H. Con. Res. 112 for fiscal year 
2013 and fiscal years 2013 through 2022. ‘‘Ac- 
tion” refers to legislation enacted after the 
adoption of the budget resolution. This com- 
parison is needed to enforce section 302(f) of 
the Budget Act, which creates a point of 
order against measures that would breach 
the section 302(a) allocation of new budget 
authority for the committee that reported 
the measure. It is also needed to implement 
section 311(b), which exempts committees 
that comply with their allocations from the 
point of order under section 311(a). 

The third table compares the current sta- 
tus of discretionary appropriations for fiscal 
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year 2013 with the ‘‘section 302(b)’’ suballoca- 
tions of discretionary budget authority and 
outlays among Appropriations subcommit- 
tees. The comparison is also needed to en- 
force section 302(f) of the Budget Act because 
the point of order under that section equally 
applies to measures that would breach the 
applicable section 302(b) suballocation. 

The fourth table gives the current level for 
fiscal year 2014 of accounts identified for ad- 
vance appropriations under section 501 of H. 
Con. Res. 112. This list is needed to enforce 
section 501 of the budget resolution, which 
creates a point of order against appropria- 
tion bills that contain advance appropria- 
tions that are: (i) not identified in the state- 
ment of managers or (ii) would cause the ag- 
gregate amount of such appropriations to ex- 
ceed the level specified in the resolution. 

Sincerely, 
PAUL RYAN, 
Chairman. 


STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2013 CONGRESSIONAL 
BUDGET ADOPTED IN H. CON. RES 112, REFLECTING 
ACTION COMPLETED AS OF JAN. 21, 2013 


(On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars) 


` 1 Fiscal years 
Fiscal year 2013 2013-2022 
Appropriate Level: 
Budget Authority 2,793,848 n.a. 
Outlays .. 2,891,589 na. 
2,089,540 28,957,333 
Budget Authority 3,013,339 n.a. 
: 3,063,277 n.a. 
2,015,873 28,846,212 
Current Level over (+)/under (—): 
Appropriate Level: 
Budget Authority +219,491 n.a. 
+171,688 na. 
— 73,667 — 111,121 
Notes for 2013: The appropriate level for FY2013 was established in H. 
Con. Res 112, which was subsequently deemed to be in force in the House 
of Representatives pursuant to H. Res. 5. The current level for FY2013 starts 
with the baseline estimates contained in Updated Budget Projections: Fiscal 
Years 2012 to 2022, published by the Congressional Budget Office, and 
makes adjustments to those levels for enacted legislation. 
n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 


3 hrough 2022 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 


BUDGET AUTHORITY 


Budget authority for FY 2013 is above the 
appropriate levels set by H. Con. Res. 112. 
OUTLAYS 
Outlays for FY 2013 are above the appro- 
priate levels set by H. Con. Res. 112. 
REVENUE 
Revenue for FY 2013 is below the appro- 
priate levels set by H. Con. Res. 112. Revenue 
for the period FY 2013 through FY 2022 is 


below the appropriate levels set by H. Con. 
Res. 112. 


DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION 


COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES, REFLECTING ACTION COMPLETED AS OF JAN. 1, 2012 


(Fiscal years, in millions of dollars) 


2013 2013-2022 
House committee 
BA Outlays BA Outlays 
Agriculture: 
i —1,577 — 1,503 — 179,410 — 177,871 
— 106 — 106 —1,070 — 1,070 
+1,471 +1,397 +178,340 +176,801 
0 0 0 0 
+77 +94 +95 +57 
i +77 +94 +95 +57 
A — 18,098 —7,096 — 227,471 — 210,669 
C +2,580 +3,275 $1,125 — 8,940 
Di à +20,678 +10,371 +228,596 +201,729 
Energy and Commerce: 
A — 20,137 — 4,661 — 1,802,097 — 1,767,601 
+9,762 +11,695 +10,875 +13,105 
+29,899 +16,356 +1,812,972 +1,780,706 
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COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES, REFLECTING ACTION COMPLETED AS OF JAN. 1, 2012— 
Continued 
(Fiscal years, in millions of dollars) 


2013 2013-2022 
House committee 
BA Outlays BA Outlays 
Financial Services: 
Allocati — 8,562 — 8,495 — 65,193 — 65,098 
Curren’ +5,245 +5,245 +9,700 +9,700 
Di +13,807 +13,740 $74,893 +74,798 
Foreign 
A 0 0 0 0 
C 0 0 0 0 
Di 0 0 0 0 
omela! 
A 0 0 0 0 
C 0 0 0 0 
Di 0 0 0 0 
ouse A 
A 0 0 0 0 
C 0 0 0 0 
Di 0 0 0 0 
udiciary: 
A — 8,490 — 594 — 15,645 — 13,737 
Ci +0 +0 +6 +6 
Di +8,490 +594 +15,651 +13,743 
Natura 
A — 460 =229 — 8,242 — 8,076 
C +259 +596 —201 +134 
Difference ..... +719 +825 +8,041 +8,210 
Oversight and Government Reform: 
Allocation ..... — 8,146 — 8,113 — 140,709 — 140,829 
Current Level —9 <y — 427 — 421 
Difference ..... +8,137 +8,104 +140,282 +140,402 
Science, Space and Technology: 
Allocation ..... 0 0 0 0 
Current Level 0 0 0 0 
Difference 0 0 0 0 
Small Business: 
i 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
ass 0 0 0 0 
Transportation and Infrastructure: 
Allocation — 36,626 — 9,354 — 130,371 — 28,397 
C +6,588 +6,200 +31,388 +20,428 
Di +43,214 +15,554 +161,759 +48,825 
Veterans’ Affairs: 
A i 0 0 0 0 
C —36 — 36 — 250 — 250 
Di —36 — 36 — 250 — 250 
Ways and Means: 
A i —5,970 — 8,211 — 612,080 — 619,002 
+23,031 +23,031 +293,999 +293,999 
+29,001 +31,242 +906,079 +913,001 


DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013—COMPARISON OF CURRENT STATUS WITH APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATION AND APPROPRIATIONS 
SUBCOMMITTEE 302(b) SUB ALLOCATIONS AS OF JAN. 21, 2013 


(Figures in millions) 1 


302(b) allocations (H. Rept. 112-465) 302(b) for GWOT Current status as of Oct. 5, Current status GWOT Current status less 302(b) Current status GWOT 
TO 1al 2012 OO less 302(b) 
BA OT BA OT BA OT BA oT BA oT BA OT 

Agriculture, Rural Development, FDA 19,405 22,759 0 0 19,405 22,759 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Commerce, Justice, Science 51,129 62,853 0 0 51,129 62,853 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Defense scscssscscscsssssinssisnis 519,220 573,770 88,480 48,420 518,147 573,430 87,376 48,084 —1,073 —340 —1,104 — 336 
Energy and Water Development . 32,098 40,682 0 0 35,535 41,008 0 0 +3,437 +326 0 0 
Financial Services and General Government ... 21,150 23,939 0 0 21,150 23,939 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Homeland Security .... 44,598 45,194 0 0 49,975 46,307 0 0 +5,377 +1,113 0 0 
Interior, Environment 28,000 31,058 0 0 28,025 31,064 0 0 +25 +6 0 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education . 150,002 162,699 0 0 24,645 112,117 0 0 — 125,357 — 50,582 0 0 
Legislative Branch 4,289 4,381 0 0 3,331 3,611 0 0 — 958 —770 0 0 
Military Construction 71,747 79,069 0 2 71,747 79,069 0 2 0 0 0 0 
State, Foreign Operations .. 40,132 48,569 8,245 2,454 40,132 48,569 8,245 2,454 0 0 0 0 
Transportation, HUD ....... 51,606 115,161 0 0 51,604 114,857 0 0 =2 — 304 0 0 
Full Committee Allowance . 2 0 0 249 0 0 0 0 —2 0 0 —249 

otal 1,033,377 1,210,134 96,725 51,125 914,825 1,159,583 95,621 50,540  —118,553 —50,551 —1,104 — 585 
Comparison 302(a) and 302(b) Allocations: 

302(a) Allocation Issued to HAC 1,033,377 1,210,134 96,725 51,125 

otal 302(b) Allocations Issued by HAC 1,033,377 1,210,134 96,725 51,125 

302(b) Total Allocations vs. 302(a) Allocation . 0 0 0 0 

Memorandum Amounts assumed in 302(b) Emergency requirements Disaster funding Program integrity 
Spending in Excess of Base Budget Control Act Caps BA oT BA oT BA oT BA oT 

Agriculture, Rural Development, FDA . 0 0 224 72 0 0 0 0 
Commerce, Justice, Science 0 0 363 97 0 0 0 0 
DENSES spn sii 0 0 88 42 0 0 0 0 
Energy and Water Development 0 0 1,889 327 0 0 0 0 
Financial Services and General Government . 0 0 811 430 0 0 0 0 
Homeland Security ..... 5,481 274 6,693 286 10,860 1,404 0 0 
Interior, Environment . 0 0 1,443 153 0 0 0 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education . 0 0 827 108 0 0 0 0 
Legislative Branch 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Military Construction and Veterans 0 0 261 24 0 0 0 0 
State, Foreign Operations .. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Transportation, HUD 0 0 29,070 588 0 0 0 0 

TOLAIS A E EE S EEEN A E SEEE E A NE A E 5,481 274 41,669 2,127 10,860 1,404 0 0 

1 Spending designated as emergency is not included in the current status of appropriations shown above. 


666 


2014 ADVANCE APPROPRIATIONS PURSUANT TO H. CON. 
RES. 112 AS OF OCT. 5, 2012 


(Budget authority in millions of dollars) 


Section 501(c)(1) Limits 2... eee saiun 2,014 


Appropriate Level. ........ 54,462 
Enacted Advances: 
Accounts Identified for Advances: 

Department of Veterans Affai 
Medical Services 
Medical Support and Compliance . 
Medical Facilities ... 

Subtotal, enacted advances 1 
Section 502(c)(2) Limits 


Appropriate Level 28,852 
Enacted Advances: 
Accounts Identified for Advances: 
Employment and Training Administration . 
Education for the Disadvantaged . 

School Improvement Programs . 

Special Education .............0.. 

Career, Technical and Adult Education . 

enant-based Rental Assistance .. 

Project-based Rental Assistance .. 
Subtotal, enacted advances! ....... 

Previously Enacted Advance Appropriations 2 . 


BooocoOcCoOcCD 


2.01 


Corporation for Public Broadcasting ..........ccscscsesesseecseeeeee 445 
Total, enacted advances ! o.......ccccssssssssssssessssssecssssessssseccssseesesseee 445 


1 Line items may not add to total due to rounding. 
2Funds were appropriated in Public Law 112-74. 


-Á 


ADJOURNMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the House stands adjourned 
until 1 p.m. on Tuesday, January 29, 
2013. 

There was no objection. 

Thereupon (at 2 o’clock and 3 min- 
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Tuesday, Janu- 
ary 29, 2013, at 1 p.m. 


a 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


118. A letter from the President, Charles 
Stewart Mott Foundation, transmitting the 
Foundation’s 2011 Annual Report ‘‘Picturing 
Success: The Transformative Power of After- 
school’’; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

119. A letter from the Honorary Secretary, 
Foundation of Japanese Honorary Debts, 
transmitting the 217th petition to the Prime 
Minister of Japan; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

120. A letter from the Executive Secretary, 
Agency for International Development, 
transmitting a report pursuant to the Fed- 
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

121. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Provisional Unlawful Presence 
Waivers of Inadmissibility for Certain Imme- 
diate Relatives [CIS No.: 2519-2011: DHS 
Docket No.: USCIS-2012-0003] (RIN: 1615- 
AB99) received January 4, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

122. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Standards, Regulations and Variances, De- 
partment of Labor, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Criteria and Procedures 
for Proposed Assessment of Civil Penalties; 
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Inflation Adjustment (RIN: 1219-AB81) re- 
ceived January 16, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

123. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Update of Weighted Average Interest 
Rates, Yield Curves, and Segment Rates [No- 
tice 2013-2] received January 17, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

124. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Patel 
v. Commissioner 138 T.C. No. 23 (June 27, 
2012) [Docket No.: 11694-09] received January 
17, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

125. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— 2013 Cost-of-Living Adjustments to Cer- 
tain Tax Items (Rev. Proc. 2013-15) received 
January 17, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

126. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting Community Living Assistance 
Services and Supports Program: 2012 Report 
to Congress; jointly to the Committees on 
Energy and Commerce and Ways and Means. 

127. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting a report on the activities of the Cen- 
ter for Medicare and Medicaid Innovation; 
jointly to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce and Ways and Means. 


EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN: 

H.R. 416. A bill to condition security assist- 
ance and economic assistance to the Govern- 
ment of Egypt in order to advance United 
States national security interests in Egypt, 
including encouraging the advancement of 
political, economic, and religious freedom in 
Egypt; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself, 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Ms. WILSON of Florida, and 
Mr. GARCIA): 

H.R. 417. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Agriculture to convey to Miami-Dade Coun- 
ty certain federally owned land in Florida, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN: 

H.R. 418. A bill to reduce Medicare waste, 
fraud, and abuse by providing for enhanced 
penalties to combat Medicare and Medicaid 
fraud, for a Medicare data-mining system, 
for a study on applying biometric tech- 
nology, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself, 
Mr. SIRES, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. 
CONNOLLY, and Mr. CARTER): 

H.R. 419. A bill to strengthen and clarify 
the commercial, cultural, and other rela- 
tions between the people of the United 
States and the people of Taiwan, as codified 
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in the Taiwan Relations Act, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois (for 
himself, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mrs. WAGNER, 
and Mr. LIPINSKI): 

H.R. 420. A bill to designate the new Inter- 
state Route 70 bridge over the Mississippi 
River connecting St. Louis, Missouri and 
southwestern Illinois as the ‘‘Stan Musial 
Memorial Bridge”; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. REICHERT (for himself, Mr. 
KING of New York, Mr. PASCRELL, and 
Mr. CONYERS): 

H.R. 421. A bill to amend the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to 
enhance the COPS ON THE BEAT grant pro- 
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona (for him- 
self, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. 
SALMON, Mr. MULVANEY, Mrs. BLACK- 
BURN, Mr. MESSER, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 
HULTGREN, and Mr. WEBER of Texas): 

H.R. 422. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for a credit 
which is dependent on enactment of State 
qualified scholarship tax credits and which is 
allowed against the Federal income tax for 
charitable contributions to education invest- 
ment organizations that provide assistance 
for elementary and secondary education; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COFFMAN (for himself, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. FLEMING, 
Ms. Foxx, and Mr. CICILLINE): 

H.R. 423. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for the termination 
of further retirement benefits for Members 
of Congress, except the right to continue 
participating in the Thrift Savings Plan, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
House Administration, and in addition to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. GOSAR (for himself and Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona): 

H.R. 424. A bill to include the county of 
Mohave, in the State of Arizona, as an af- 
fected area for purposes of making claims 
under the Radiation Exposure Compensation 
Act based on exposure to atmospheric nu- 
clear testing; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri (for him- 
self, Mr. JONES, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Mr. LONG, Mrs. HARTZLER, Ms. Foxx, 
and Mr. BARLETTA): 

H.R. 425. A bill to prohibit the use of funds 
for the rule entitled ‘“‘Provisional Unlawful 
Presence Waivers of Inadmissibility for Cer- 
tain Immediate Relatives” published by the 
Department of Homeland Security on Janu- 
ary 3, 2013 (78 Fed. Reg. 535); to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POLIS (for himself, Mrs. DAVIS 
of California, and Mr. RANGEL): 

H.R. 426. A bill to provide incentives for 
States and local educational agencies to im- 
plement comprehensive reforms and innova- 
tive strategies that are designed to lead to 
significant improvement in outcomes for all 
students and significant reductions in 
achievement gaps among subgroups of stu- 
dents, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 
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By Mr. QUIGLEY (for himself, Ms. CHU, 


Ms. NORTON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
DEUTCH, Ms. LEE of California, and 
Mr. MORAN): 


H.R. 427. A bill to prevent the illegal sale 
of firearms, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SABLAN: 

H.R. 428. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Agriculture to report on the cost differences 
between providing school meals and supple- 
ments in each of the territories of the United 
States and the 50 States and the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SABLAN: 

H.R. 429. A bill to permit the Delegate 
from the Commonwealth of the Northern 
Mariana Islands to designate Federal deposi- 
tory libraries; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself and Mr. 
HECK of Nevada): 

H.R. 430. A bill to amend the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice to protect new members 
of the Armed Forces who are undergoing 
basic training from the sexual advances of 
the members of the Armed Forces respon- 
sible for their instruction; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Mr. BISHOP 
of New York, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FARR, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Ms. NoRTON, Mr. HOLT, Ms. 
MATSUI, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN): 

H.R. 431. A bill to restore certain authori- 
ties of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Fire- 
arms, and Explosives to administer the fire- 
arms laws, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUFFY: 

H.J. Res. 23. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to limit the number of con- 
secutive terms that a Member of Congress 
may serve; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself, 
Mr. KIND, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 
MORAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. SABLAN, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. POCAN, Ms. 
SINEMA, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. 
HONDA): 

H. Con. Res. 10. Concurrent resolution sup- 
porting the goals and ideals of No Name- 
Calling Week in bringing attention to name- 
calling of all kinds and providing schools 
with the tools and inspiration to launch an 
on-going dialogue about ways to eliminate 
name-calling and bullying in their commu- 
nities; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself, Ms. MENG, and 
Mr. BERA of California): 

H. Res. 47. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Citizens’ Stamp Advisory Committee, as 
an entity of the United States Postal Serv- 
ice, should issue a commemorative stamp in 
honor of the holiday of Diwali; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 


ES 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
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tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 


By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN: 

H.R. 416. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN: 

H.R. 417. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV: States’ Powers and Limits 

Section 3: New States and Federal Prop- 
erty 

Clause 2: Federal Property and the Terri- 
torial Clause 

The Congress shall have power to dispose 
of and make all needful Rules and Regula- 
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop- 
erty belonging to the United States. 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN: 

H.R. 418. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the U.S. 
Constitution 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN: 

H.R. 419. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution 

By Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois: 

H.R. 420. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. REICHERT: 

H.R. 421. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: The Congress 
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States; but 
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona: 

H.R. 422. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. COFFMAN: 

H.R. 423. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The power of Congress to make law regard- 
ing the compensation for the services of Sen- 
ators and Representatives, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 6, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution, as amended by the 27th 
Amendment to the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. GOSAR: 

H.R. 424. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1: 

“The Congress shall have Power To lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States;”’ 

By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri: 

H.R. 425. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 4 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution, in creating the authority of 
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the Congress, ‘‘To establish an uniform Rule 
of Naturalization.” 

and 

The 14th Amendment of the Constitution 
stating that, ‘‘All persons born or natural- 
ized in the United States,” are, ‘‘citizens of 
the United States and of the State wherein 
they reside.” 

By Mr. POLIS: 

H.R. 426. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (relating to 
the power of Congress to provide for the gen- 
eral welfare of the United States) and Clause 
18 (relating to the power to make all laws 
necessary and proper for carrying out the 
powers vested in Congress) 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 (relating to 
the power of Congress to dispose of and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting 
the territory or other property belonging to 
the United States). 

By Mr. QUIGLEY: 

H.R. 427. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8. 

By Mr. SABLAN: 

H.R. 428. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18. To make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the foregoing pow- 
ers, and all other powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the government of the United 
States, or in any department or officer 
thereof. 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2. The Con- 
gress shall have power to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations re- 
specting the territory or other property be- 
longing to the United States; and nothing in 
this Constitution shall be so construed as to 
prejudice any claims of the United States, or 
of any particular state. 

By Mr. SABLAN: 

H.R. 429. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

To make all laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into execution the 
foregoing powers, and all other powers vest- 
ed by this Constitution in the government of 
the United States, or in any department or 
officer thereof. 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

The Congress shall have Power to dispose 
of and make all needful Rules and Regula- 
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop- 
erty belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State. 

By Ms. SPEIER: 

H.R. 480. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. SPEIER: 

H.R. 481. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8: Congress shall have 
the power to regulate commerce among the 
states, and provide for the general welfare. 

By Mr. DUFFY: 

H.J. Res. 23. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article V: The Congress, whenever two 
thirds of both Houses shall deem it nec- 
essary, shall propose Amendments to this 
Constitution, or, on the Application of the 
Legislatures of two thirds of the several 
States, shall call a Convention for proposing 
Amendments, which in either Case, shall be 
valid to all Intents and Purposes, as Part of 
this, Constitution, when ratified by the Leg- 
islatures of three fourths of the several 
States or by Conventions in three fourths 
thereof, as the one or the other Mode of 
Ratification may be proposed by the Con- 
gress; Provided that no Amendment which 
may be made prior to the Year One thousand 
eight hundred and eight shall in any Manner 
affect the first and fourth Clauses in the 
Ninth Section of the first Article; and that 
no State, without its Consent, shall be de- 
prived of its equal Suffrage in the Senate. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 

H.R. 23: Mr. LATTA, Mr. GOHMERT, and Mr. 
ROKITA. 

H.R. 24: Mr. FORBES, Mr. DUNCAN of Ten- 
nessee, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 
and Mr. GIBSON. 
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H.R. 32: Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. WOMACK, and 
Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 61: Mr. HALL. 

H.R. 187: Mr. KEATING, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. NEAL, Ms. CAs- 
TOR of Florida, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. POCAN, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. ISRAEL, and Mr. 
SIRES. 

H.R. 188: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
PocaN, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. BISHOP of New 
York, Mr. LANGEVIN, and Mr. PALLONE. 

H.R. 139: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 141: Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. CASTOR of Flor- 
ida, Mr. PocAN, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. BISHOP 
of New York, Mr. LANGEVIN, and Mr. PAL- 
LONE. 

H.R. 142: Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. POCAN, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. BISHOP of New York, 
Mr. LANGEVIN, and Mr. PALLONE. 

H.R. 149: Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. STEWART, 
and Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 164: Mr. BUCSHON. 

H.R. 228: Mr. LUETKEMEYER and Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 257: Ms. KUSTER. 

H.R. 301: Mr. GOWDY and Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 309: Mr. STEWART. 

H.R. 310: Mr. ENYART, Mr. MARCHANT, and 
Mr. STIVERS. 
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H.R. 317: Mr. HASTINGS of Washington and 
Mr. MEADOWS. 

H.R. 321: Ms. 
CAPPS. 


H.R. 351: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 
HURT, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. STIVERS, 
Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. TURNER, Mr. NUNNELEE, 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. FORBES, Mr. SCALISE, 
Mr. LATTA, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, 
Mr. CHAFFETZ, and Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 352: Mr. PETERSON. 

H.R. 366: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. MEEHAN, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. TSONGAS, and Mr. 
HANNA. 

H.R. 367: Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. Mica, Mr. HEN- 
SARLING, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
GRANGER, Mr. RADEL, and Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 

H.R. 382: Mr. STEWART, Mr. FRANKS of Ari- 
zona, Mr. CRAMER, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. MCCLIN- 
TOCK, Mr. ROHRABACHER, and Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah. 

H. Con. Res. 5: Mr. KIND and Mr. PETERSON. 

H. Res. 30: Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. 
MICHAUD, and Mr. RAHALL. 

H. Res. 41: Ms. NORTON, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
HONDA, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and Mr. POLIS. 

H. Res. 46: Mr. DOYLE, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
LATTA, and Mr. PETRI. 


ROYBAL-ALLARD and Mrs. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


HONORING THE SERVICE OF DR. 
CHRISTOPHER M. THOMFORDE, 
PRESIDENT OF MORAVIAN COL- 
LEGE AND MORAVIAN THEO- 
LOGICAL SEMINARY 


HON. CHARLES W. DENT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Dr. Christopher M. Thomforde, who has 
ably served as the 15th President of Moravian 
College and Moravian Theological Seminary in 
Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, for the past seven 
years, and will be stepping down in July. 

When Dr. Thomforde announced his inten- 
tion to retire, he expressed that Moravian Col- 
lege and Seminary needs a president with 
“abounding energy, aspiration, and imagina- 
tion.” He has surely exemplified those values 
in his years of service to Moravian College, its 
students, faculty, the Bethlehem community 
and the greater Lehigh Valley. 

One of Dr. Thomforde’s most steadfast pur- 
suits during his tenure has been recruiting and 
supporting a diverse student body that reflects 
the surrounding community and honors the 
College’s founding principles and mission. The 
Moravian tradition is exemplified by the words 
of the Unity of Brethren Bishop John Amos 
Comenius, the “father of modern education,” 
who wrote in 1632 that “not the children of the 
rich or of the powerful only, but of all alike, 
boys and girls, both noble and ignoble, rich 
and poor, in all cities and towns, villages and 
hamlets, should be sent to school.” Dr. 
Thomforde has continued to challenge Mora- 
vian College to live by those values even dur- 
ing difficult economic times. 

During his presidency, Dr. Thomforde has 
overseen the renovation of the Collier Hall of 
Science, the construction of the 231-bed Hurd 
Integrated Living and Learning Community be- 
tween East Church and Lehigh streets, the 
construction of a state of the art Fitness Cen- 
ter and the renovation of the Haupert Union 
Building on the main campus. His vision has 
been instrumental in establishing Advancing 
Into Moravian, a three-week summer program 
that helps incoming freshmen transition from 
high school to college life, and IN FOCUS, a 
year-long program to promote in-depth exam- 
ination of complex issues, such as poverty, 
sustainability, health care, and war & peace, 
from multidisciplinary perspectives. 

Dr. Thomforde came to Moravian after a 
distinguished career which included: serving 
as the president of St. Olaf College in 
Northfield, Minnesota for five years; president 
of Bethany College in Lindsborg, Kansas; 
chaplain and teaching in the Department of 
Philosophy and Religion at Susquehanna Uni- 
versity; pastor at St. Paul’s Lutheran Church in 
Dansville; assistant chaplain and instructor in 
philosophy and religion at Colgate University; 


and teaching Western languages and medie- 
val European history at Tunghai University, 
Taichung, Taiwan. 


Dr. Thomforde earned a B.A. in medieval 
and Russian history from Princeton University 
in 1969. He received a Master of Divinity de- 
gree from Yale University Divinity School in 
1974, with concentrations in biblical studies, 
church history, and philosophy. Dr. Thomforde 
was awarded a D. Min. from Princeton Theo- 
logical Seminary in 2000, and Susquehanna 
University awarded him an honorary D.D. in 
2001. 


| wish Chris and his wife, Kathy, the best as 
they pursue the next chapter of their life, and 
| thank them for their service to Moravian Col- 
lege, the Moravian community as a whole, and 
the Lehigh Valley. 


EE 


A PROCLAMATION HONORING 
COUNTY COMMISSIONER PETER 
F. RUNYON 


HON. JARED POLIS 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
honor that | rise before this body of Congress 
and this nation today to recognize Mr. Peter 
Runyon of Edwards, Colorado. Peter has just 
stepped down as a two-term county commis- 
sioner for the great county of Eagle, Colorado. 


Being a commissioner in one of the coun- 
try’s premier resort communities has its chal- 
lenges, but Peter approached the job with in- 
tegrity and passion. He served his citizens 
with a steadfast commitment to making the 
place they call home a better place in which 
to live and work. Peters concerns about com- 
munity growth and sustainability were the hall- 
mark of his tenure and many important things 
resulted from his labors. 


His pursuit of smart growth, collaborative 
governing, transportation planning and open 
space have resulted in important changes in 
land use regulations, intergovernmental co- 
operation and a very successful voter-ap- 
proved open space program, to name a few. 


Mr. Speaker, it is with great pride that | rise 
to pay tribute to Mr. Peter Runyon on behalf 
of the residents of the 2nd Congressional Dis- 
trict and myself. His contributions to Eagle 
County will remain his legacy for many years 
to come. 


HONORING THE LIFE AND DEDI- 
CATED SERVICE OF COLONEL 
DEAN F. SCHNOOR 


HON. JEFF MILLER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the life of Northwest Flor- 
ida’s beloved Colonel Dean F. Schnoor. Colo- 
nel Schnoor was a proud resident of North- 
west Florida where he retired after serving his 
nation with honor and distinction. 

Colonel Schnoor was born in the small town 
of Perry, lowa on June 3, 1925. Colonel 
Schnoor’s service to his country began with 
his studies at the United States Military Acad- 
emy at West Point, New York. After grad- 
uating in 1950, Colonel Schnoor embarked on 
more than 28 years of faithful service to our 
great country as an Army officer. During his 
career, Colonel Schnoor earned a Master’s in 
Public Administration at Shippensburg State 
College, Shippensburg, Pennsylvania and also 
graduated from both the Army Command and 
General Staff College and the Army War Col- 
lege. Colonel Schnoor’s outstanding leader- 
ship, service and sacrifice contributed signifi- 
cantly in the defense of our nation while as- 
signed to numerous overseas duty locations 
including the Panama Canal Zone, Puerto 
Rico, Korea, Germany, and Vietnam. 

In addition to his outstanding leadership as 
a member of our Armed Forces, Colonel 
Schnoor was also a devoted leader in the 
Northwest Florida community. Following Colo- 
nel Schnoor’s retirement from the Army in 
1979, he established and managed a small 
business called Whispering Pines Christmas 
Tree Farm in Allentown, Florida. This family- 
run farm is a treasured institution in Northwest 
Florida where residents often gather year after 
year to select their family Christmas tree. 
Colonel Schnoor’s farm also includes a petting 
zoo with animals such as goats and turkeys 
which has been cherished by countless fami- 
lies from across the region. 

To some, Colonel Dean Schnoor will be re- 
membered as a patriot, who answered the call 
of duty on numerous occasions with honor, 
distinction and bravery. To others, he will be 
remembered as an integral part of the North- 
west Florida community who left behind a last- 
ing legacy. To his family, Colonel Schnoor will 
always be remembered as a loving husband, 
devoted father to his children, and as a proud 
grandfather and great-grandfather. His con- 
tributions to our nation, and his community will 
not be forgotten. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, it gives me great pride to honor the 
life and service of Colonel Dean F. Schnoor. 
My wife Vicki joins me in extending our most 
sincere condolences to Colonel Schnoor’s 
wife, Joyce, his 10 children, 26 grandchildren, 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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12 great-grandchildren and the entire Schnoor 
family. 


SEPTA 


HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize the achievements of the South- 
eastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority. 
| am proud to congratulate SEPTA on receiv- 
ing the 2012 American Public Transportation 
Association’s 2012 Award for “Outstanding 
Public Transportation System.” 

There has been much debate in our nation’s 
capital as to the most effective way to grow 
our economy in these difficult times. However, 
lawmakers from both parties agree that with- 
out a modern transportation infrastructure, we 
cannot compete in a 21st century global econ- 
omy. 

SEPTA has taken the lead in the Philadel- 
phia region and in the nation by making effec- 
tive investments to modernize its own infra- 
structure and by providing a more complete 
and enhanced customer service experience. 

| have seen firsthand the result of these ef- 
forts with the opening of improved stations in 
Langhorne and Croydon, two Bucks County 
communities served by SEPTA’s regional rail 
system. These upgrades have a real impact 
on the day-to-day lives of thousands of com- 
muters and are an asset to our region. The 
hard work and dedication of the men and 
women and SEPTA are evident not just in in- 
creasing ridership, but also in their recognition 
by the APTA as our nation’s leading public 
transportation system. Congratulations once 
again to everyone at SEPTA. | am confident 
that you will continue to lead the nation in 
2013. 


EE 


IN HONOR OF THE LIFE OF 
FORMER PEORIA MAYOR JIM 
MALOOF 


HON. AARON SCHOCK 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. SCHOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor 
the memory of former mayor of Peoria, Illinois, 
Jim Maloof, who passed away at the age of 
93 on January 19, 2013. There is no doubt 
that Peoria will sorely miss its greatest cham- 
pion, but his legacy lives on in the city he re- 
built and in the hearts of all who were touched 
by his generosity. It is difficult to capture a life 
that was as impactful as Jim Maloof’s, but 
many noteworthy tributes have been written. | 
want to share just some of the high points in 
the life of this extraordinary man. 

Born in the back of his parents’ Peoria gro- 
cery store in 1919, Jim would live his life as 
a true son of the city. Even as a child, his 
warm spirit and merry character drew people 
to him, and his legendary penchant for singing 
began in childhood. As he grew up, Jim be- 
came a successful businessman in Peoria, op- 
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erating a dry cleaner and then a real estate 
firm that continues to thrive today. 

One of Jim’s most enduring and powerful 
legacies is his contributions to St. Jude’s Chil- 
dren’s Hospital. In 1971, he met Danny Thom- 
as, the founder of St. Jude, and agreed to 
help raise funds for an expansion of the hos- 
pital. Jim proved to be a prolific fundraiser, 
and one of my favorite stories about him from 
this time was his use of song and dance rou- 
tines in his pitches. Just one year later, in 
1972, he became the national Executive Vice- 
President of St. Jude’s and opened the first af- 
filiated clinic in the country right in Peoria, Illi- 
nois. 

The impact of Jim’s work with St. Jude is 
difficult to overstate. St. Jude has given thou- 
sands of children a chance at long and 
healthy lives after receiving a diagnosis that 
was once considered a death sentence. The 
research done by St. Jude has advanced 
treatments and cures for dozens of diseases. 
But beyond the material, as in all things, Jim’s 
most important contribution to the children and 
families of St. Jude was hope. Jim’s passion 
for healing manifested itself in a different way 
in 1984 when he decided to run for mayor of 
Peoria. At that time, Peoria was experiencing 
a period of economic downturn, with thou- 
sands of layoffs, a diminishing population, and 
a dying downtown area. “Would the last one 
to leave Peoria turn out the lights?” was a 
common saying in the area at the time. 

As with all great figures in history, from 
Abraham Lincoln to Martin Luther King, Jim 
Maloof was uniquely suited to his time. When 
most people looked around Peoria in 1985, 
they saw a dying city and little reason for 
hope. Jim Maloof looked around the same 
city—his city—and saw something worth sav- 
ing. His vision looked past the boarded up 
downtown and the vacant houses to the peo- 
ple who, with just a little inspiration, could turn 
it all around. 

And that is exactly what happened. After 
being elected, Mayor Maloof threw open the 
doors of government to the citizens and busi- 
nesses of Peoria and gave everyone a role in 
revitalizing their hometown. Committees of vol- 
unteers developed and implemented projects 
to revamp the downtown area, including the 
addition of the Peoria Civic Center, draw new 
businesses to Peoria, and grow existing ones. 
Jim’s faith in the city was boundless and infec- 
tious. Another of my favorite stories about Jim 
is the mugs he had made listing the great cit- 
ies of the world: New York, Paris, London, and 
Peoria, and he affectionately referred to Peo- 
ria as the “Little Apple”. In 1989, only four 
years after Mayor Maloof took office, Peoria 
was named an All-American City. 

But the real gift that Jim gave to Peoria was 
pride. He was an unabashed champion for the 
city, using his gift for song and his limitless 
energy to revive the spirits of a dejected town. 
After serving three terms as mayor, Jim reen- 
tered the private sector, but his presence as a 
Peoria landmark remained undiminished as he 
hosted telethons for St. Jude, Christmas carol 
singing every year in the downtown he rebuilt, 
and participated in community events. 

Jim Maloof played in Peoria. He inspired us 
and challenged us to do more and reach high- 
er, and to do everything with a cheerful heart 
and a song. His music will live on in the lives 


January 25, 2013 


of the children saved by his work with St. Jude 
and in the city he loved. 


RECOGNIZING PAUL PLATTNER’S 
CAREER OF CREATING WORK OP- 
PORTUNITIES FOR PEOPLE WITH 
DISABILITIES 


HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize Mr. Paul Plattner on the occasion 
of his retirement after 39 years of service to 
NISH and the AbilityOne Program, through 
which he has helped identify and create work 
opportunities for the blind and for people with 
disabilities here and in communities across 
America. 

Mr. Plattner began his career at NISH in 
1974, working as a part-time bookkeeper two 
and a half days a month. It wasn’t long before 
he advanced from that humble beginning to 
take on a number of other roles and duties, 
currently serving as Vice President for Oper- 
ations. He has worked directly with, and 
earned the respect of, staff in every major fed- 
eral agency. He also has developed close 
working relationships with community rehabili- 
tation programs across the Nation. 

Under the Javits-Wagner-O’Day Act, the 
AbilityOne Program harnesses the purchasing 
power of the Federal Government to buy prod- 
ucts and services from community-based non- 
profits that train and employ individuals who 
are blind or have significant disabilities. 
Whether it is performing custodial services, 
packing medical kits for our troops, working in 
food service or one of many other duties, 
AbilityOne workers are making a positive dif- 
ference in our community. | and many of my 
colleagues here in the House, both Democrat 
and Republican, are AbilityOne Champions, 
and we know firsthand the positive effect this 
program has not only for the individuals and 
their families, but also for us as well. 

Mr. Plattner has dedicated his life’s work to 
helping provide residents with disabilities in 
every community with the opportunity to learn 
new skills, to succeed in a workplace environ- 
ment, and to gain greater independence and 
quality of life. Mr. Speaker, | ask my col- 
leagues to join me in thanking Mr. Plattner for 
his heartfelt commitment to improving the lives 
of those with disabilities and in wishing him 
well in his retirement. 


——— EE 


HONORING THE 125TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF SAINT PATRICK PAR- 
ISH 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the Saint Patrick Parish in 
Chatham, New Jersey, which is celebrating its 
125th Anniversary in January of 2013. 

The Township of Chatham gained a local, 
stable Irish population in response to the ter- 
rible potato famine in Ireland, in the 1840s. 
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These Catholic families picked up and settled 
in Chatham, regularly attending mass in a 
local Madison Parish. However, these immi- 
grants decided they needed a local parochial 
school for their children since all other options 
were deemed to be too far. The St. Patrick 
Catholic School was incorporated in 1875, fol- 
lowed by the completion of a new building for 
parishioners in 1887, marking the birth of the 
St. Patrick Parish. After renovations due to 
fires in the early 20th century, the Parish built 
a new church in 1955. As the church contin- 
ued to grow, it decided to establish a new Par- 
ish Center in 1989 which would house a rec- 
tory, convent and youth ministry in addition to 
providing resources for program expansion. 
This center, in 2009, was named after the late, 
beloved Father Hinds. 


The demographics of the once predomi- 
nantly Irish church have grown significantly to 
include members of many different heritages 
such as Italian, Polish, Asian, and Hispanic 
that reside in Chatham. The parishioners have 
also begun several ministry programs such as 
Environmental Stewardship, Christmas in a 
Box, Basket Bonanza, Cooking at Eva’s Vil- 
lage in Paterson, and a Health Ministry pro- 
viding information and assistance. The church 
is also very well known for its annual social 
events consisting of a St. Patrick’s Day Cele- 
bration, an Oktoberfest Celebration, and a 
“Breakfast with Santa” that aim to bring fami- 
lies and friends together to enjoy the holidays. 
With the help of Msgr. Tom Coletta, St. Patrick 
Parish has become a sister church to Our Lad 
of Victories Parish in Paterson. The Catholic 
places of worship have garnered a shared 
spirituality through combined Masses, retreats, 
ministry training, and youth activities. 


St. Patrick Parish is recognized as one of 
the strongest religious institutions in Morris 
County. Having encountered much adversity 
through the years, the members of the Parish 
have always been able to guide themselves 
through the hardships with their strong bond of 
community and unwavering faith. The St. Pat- 
rick Catholic School has provided the Chat- 
ham Catholic community with an excellent op- 
portunity to obtain education and faith for 
young men and women of the community. 


Former St. Patrick pastors: Bishop Dominic 
Marconi of Newark, Monsignor Ronald 
Amandolare, and Monsignor John J. Carroll 
frequently celebrate mass with the church to 
honor its parishioners and their departed, 
good friend Father Edward Hinds. This col- 
laboration has been led by current pastor, Fa- 
ther Robert Mitchell. The contagious, unbreak- 
able connection can be defined by Father 
Mitchell’s description of the members of his 
parish: “All who find a home at St. Patrick’s 
share a common bond that unites them 
through joys and sorrows, challenges, sur- 
prises and the success and failures of life. 
This makes real the wisdom of our founding 
members and the generosity of those who fol- 
lowed.” Through this message, the community 
has built long-lasting relationships. 


Mister Speaker, | ask you and your col- 
leagues to join me in congratulating the Saint 
Patrick Parish as it celebrates its 125th Anni- 
versary. 
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IN HONOR OF ALPHA KAPPA 
ALPHA GOLDEN SOROR MAGGIE 
PARRISH WILLIAMS 


HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to extend my sincerest congratulations 
to Golden Soror Maggie Parrish Williams of 
the Gamma Tau Omega Chapter of Alpha 
Kappa Alpha Sorority, Inc. for fifty years of 
service to this great sisterhood. A reception 
will be held in her honor on Saturday, January 
26, 2013 at 4:00 p.m. at the Columbus Com- 
munity Center in Columbus, Georgia. 

Born in Swainsboro, Georgia to the late 
Ruben and Anna Gibbons Parrish, Mrs. Wil- 
liams is the eighth of thirteen children. She 
graduated with honors from Emmanuel County 
High School in 1961 and went on to attend 
The Fort Valley State University in Fort Valley, 
Georgia. While a student at Fort Valley State, 
she participated in the Drama Club and Cho- 
rus, all while maintaining an above average 
GPA. As a sophomore, she was initiated into 
the Alpha Beta Chapter of Alpha Kappa Alpha 
Sorority, Inc. on November 10, 1962. 

After graduating from Fort Valley State in 
1965 with a Bachelor’s degree in Science in 
Education and minors in Science and Mathe- 
matics, she was awarded the National Science 
Foundation grant to continue her studies at 
the University of Detroit, where she earned a 
Master’s of Art in the Teaching of Mathematics 
in 1971. Her still unquenched thirst for knowl- 
edge and education led Mrs. Williams to com- 
plete additional coursework at Colgate Univer- 
sity in Hamilton, New York, Georgia State Uni- 
versity in Atlanta, Georgia, and Columbus 
State University in Columbus, Georgia. 

In 1965, Mrs. Williams worked as a Mathe- 
matics teacher at Pineville High School in Val- 
dosta, Georgia. In 1967, she moved to Colum- 
bus, where she worked as a Mathematics 
teacher at George Washington Carver High 
School. In 1969, she met the love of her life, 
the late Mark A. Williams, and they were mar- 
ried in 1970. They were married for over 41 
years. 

Mrs. Williams continued her service to the 
Muscogee County School District as a Mathe- 
matics teacher at Kendrick High School, Roth- 
schild Middle School and Spencer High 
School. She retired in 2002 after 37 years of 
devotedly teaching and mentoring young 
adults and children. 

While teaching in Muscogee County, Mrs. 
Williams joined Gamma Tau Omega, a grad- 
uate chapter of Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, 
Inc., in 1972. She has faithfully supported and 
made various contributions to sorority activities 
and events such as city-wide tutorial pro- 
grams, the Senior Citizens’ Christmas Party, 
and Founders Day. Mrs. Williams has sup- 
ported scholarships and awards for deserving 
high school seniors in Columbus and sur- 
rounding areas through the chapter’s founda- 
tion, SISTERS, Inc. She has also served on 
the Archives, Leadership, Programs and Herit- 
age committees. Through the years, she has 
made generous donations to the chapter, in- 
cluding donations she made in the 1970s to- 
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ward the purchase of the first Gamma Tau 
Omega sorority house on Broadway, and 
other chapter-owned properties in Columbus. 

In addition to her work and service through 
Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, Inc., Mrs. Wil- 
liams has been a devoted member of First Af- 
rican Baptist Church in Columbus for well over 
41 years. She has served and still serves in 
many ministries, including the General Mission 
Society, the Senior Choir, the Deaconesses, 
the Budget and Finance Committee and Re- 
bekah Mission Circle, where she served as 
Secretary for nine years. She has achieved 
the status of “life member” in several organi- 
zations, including Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, 
Inc., the Fort Valley State University National 
Alumni Association, Inc., and the Georgia 
Teachers of Mathematics. She is also a mem- 
ber of the Muscogee County Retired Edu- 
cators Association, the Georgia Retired Edu- 
cators Association, United Way of the Chat- 
tahoochee Valley, and the Urban League. 

The presence of Alpha Kappa Alpha is evi- 
dent in Mrs. Williams’ family. Her only daugh- 
ter, Monica Williams Smith, followed in her 
mother’s footsteps and was initiated into the 
Kappa Upsilon Chapter of Alpha Kappa Alpha 
at Valdosta State University in 1996. Her sis- 
ter-in-law, Marguerite Parrish, and four nieces, 
Yvonne Prater, Vanessa Parish, Tiffany Par- 
rish and Bakia Parrish, have also all been initi- 
ated into the great sisterhood. 

Mrs. Williams lives by the following words: 
“Our God has done great things for all people 
and we should strive to love more and con- 
tinue to help each other through Jesus Christ 
Our Savior.” 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
today in paying tribute to an outstanding cit- 
izen and woman of faith, Mrs. Maggie Parrish 
Williams, as she is honored for her fifty years 
of dedicated service to Alpha Kappa Alpha 
Sorority, Inc. and the Columbus, Georgia com- 
munity. 


a 
RECOGNIZING MICHAEL D. 
FEZZEY’S COMMITMENT AND 


SERVICE TO THE GREATER DE- 
TROIT AREA OF MICHIGAN 


HON. GARY C. PETERS 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. PETERS of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to honor long time philanthropist 
and community advocate Michael Fezzey for 
his deep commitment and years of service to 
the Greater Detroit area. I’ve had the honor of 
knowing and working with Mike for many 
years. 

Currently, Mike Fezzey is the president of 
Huntington National Bank’s East Michigan re- 
gion. Prior to joining Huntington, Mike was the 
president and general manager of WJR-AM 
radio. In addition to leading WJR from 1994 
through 2010, he also launched and ran Radio 
Disney Detroit programming for ABC. 

A native of Detroit, Mike’s service to the 
community has been broad based with par- 
ticular emphasis on improving the region’s 
philanthropic giving and the image and reputa- 
tion of Southeast Michigan. He has served on 
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a number of boards including Cornerstone 
Schools, New Detroit, the Children’s Center, 
Habitat for Humanity, the Detroit Economic 
Club, the Parade Company, For the Kids 
Foundation, Sweet Dreamzzz Detroit and For- 
gotten Harvest. Mike is the former chair of the 
Detroit Regional Chambers marketing com- 
mittee and former president of the Detroit Ad- 
vertising Association. 

In his role with WJR, Mike earned the pres- 
tigious Peabody Award from the University of 
Georgia and the Neil Shine award for philan- 
thropy in journalism. He and his wife were 
awarded the John Dingell Heroes for Babies 
award in 2010 and were the Michigan Arthritis 
Foundation’s Tribute to Excellence honorees 
in 2011. Mike also holds an Honorary Doc- 
torate in Public Service from Central Michigan 
University and was named a John Aldinger 
Honorary Professor by Michigan State Univer- 
sity in 2008. 

In his current position at Huntington Bank, 
Mike Fezzey was instrumental in creating a 
public private partnership that included Hun- 
tington Bank, the city of Hamtramck, state offi- 
cials, the Greater Metropolitan Association of 
Realtors and the Michigan Association of 
Home Builders. This partnership produced a 
$50-million initiative to complete construction 
of 104 homes around Hamtramck. This initia- 
tive fulfilled the federal court-ordered construc- 
tion of 200 single-family homes that stemmed 
from a decades-long racial discrimination law- 
suit. Under Mike’s leadership, Huntington 
Bank was the only financial institution to help 
resolve this oldest housing discrimination law- 
suit in America. 

As | close, | can say with confidence that 
our community is a better place thanks to the 
ongoing, selfless service of people like Mi- 
chael Fezzey. His leadership in the area of 
housing has earned the admiration of those 
throughout Southeast Michigan and | am 
pleased to recognize that leadership today in 
the United States Congress. 


EEE 


EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THAT THE CITIZENS’ STAMP AD- 
VISORY COMMITTEE, AS AN EN- 
TITY OF THE UNITED STATES 
POSTAL SERVICE, SHOULD ISSUE 
A COMMEMORATIVE STAMP IN 
HONOR OF THE HOLIDAY OF 
DIWALI 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to introduce the 
House Resolution Expressing the sense of the 
House of Representatives that the Citizens’ 
Stamp Advisory Committee, as an entity of the 
United States Postal Service, should issue a 
commemorative stamp in honor of the holiday 
of Diwali. | am proud to be joined in this effort 
by my colleagues Congresswoman GRACE 
MENG and Congressman Ami BERA. 

This House Resolution urges the United 
States Postal Service to issue a stamp in 
honor of the holiday Diwali. Meaning “row of 
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lights,” Diwali celebrates the triumph of good 
over evil, the awareness of one’s inner light, 
the dispelling of ignorance, and bringing peace 
and joy through the awakening gained from 
this higher knowledge. Also marking the be- 
ginning of the Hindu New Year, this festive 
and important Indian holiday is observed in 
America, and across the globe, by Hindus, 
Sikhs, Christians, Jains, and Buddhists. 

But despite the significance of this holiday, 
the United States Postal Service has yet to 
merit Diwali with the same recognition as 
other major religious holidays for which 
stamps are issued such as Christmas, 
Kwanzaa, Hanukkah, and Eid. 

As one of the world’s oldest religious holi- 
days, Diwali has survived political, economic 
and social changes throughout history, while 
always carrying the universal symbolism of the 
victory of light, goodness, knowledge and 
truth. It is long overdue that we honor this sig- 
nificant holiday with a postage stamp of its 
own. 


EE 


BALTIMORE CITY FIRE 
DEPARTMENT 


HON. NANCY PELOSI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, 45 years ago, 
history was made in the City of Baltimore. On 
January 23, 1968, Mayor Thomas D’Alesandro 
IlI—my brother—watched over the swearing-in 
of his appointee, Reverend Marion Bascom 
Jr., as the Baltimore City Fire Department's 
first African-American Commissioner. 

Alongside his colleague and partner in the 
cause of equality, Konstantine Prevas, Com- 
missioner Bascom took the oath of office. In a 
single act, he changed the face of the city’s 
public servants and heroes—becoming, in his 
words, “the first black man to wear a white hat 
in the Baltimore City Fire Department.” In a 
single moment, he altered the course of local 
history. In the years to come, he and his fel- 
low members of the Board of Fire Commis- 
sioners would do more than become a model 
of racial harmony; they would advance the 
professionalism and effectiveness of Balti- 
more’s firefighters. 

Though progress was slow at times—though 
a history of segregation and bigotry and rac- 
ism still weighed heavily on the shoulders of 
Commissioners Bascom and Prevas and oth- 
ers—these leaders fought, step-by-step, to en- 
sure that Baltimore’s force of firefighters would 
exemplify our highest ideals of equality and 
our highest degree of excellence. 

Under the leadership of Commissioners 
Bascom and Prevas, the Baltimore City Fire 
Department gave African-American members 
of its ranks a fair hearing—listening and re- 
sponding to their concerns about living and 
working conditions, and unfair treatment in 
areas of discipline, assignments, training, and 
promotions. It formally recognized the Vulcan 
Blazers, Baltimore’s chapter of the Inter- 
national Association of Black Professional Fire 
Fighters. 

To enhance its service to the city, the de- 
partment expanded community outreach ef- 
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forts and helped create a new unit in the City 
Hospital to deal strictly and exclusively with 
fire victims and their injuries—and today, City 
Hospital still stands as the first and only burn 
center in the state of Maryland. 

The Board of Commissioners oversaw the 
land acquisition, zoning, historic preservation, 
and construction of what's now called Stead- 
man Station—located in the heart of down- 
town Baltimore and once considered the busi- 
est station in the nation. 

Today, the Baltimore City Fire Department 
is defined by the legacy of Commissioner 
Bascom: by fairness, equal rights, professional 
action, and a wholehearted devotion to public 
safety. No longer beset by racist policies; no 
longer held back by the scourge of segrega- 
tion; no longer deterred by a past of Jim 
Crow—all because a mayor had the vision to 
appoint commissioners based on their merits, 
not simply their race, and all because his ap- 
pointees had the courage to promote a future 
of progress. 

Our family takes pride in its association with 
this extraordinary era of history for the people 
of Baltimore. My father, Mayor Thomas 
D’Alesandro Jr., oversaw the desegregation of 
the fire department. My brother appointed its 
first African-American Commissioner. To- 
gether, they created a department that re- 
flected the diversity and character of the com- 
munity it served and protected. 

Today, 45 years after Commissioner 
Bascom took his oath, we can all be proud of 
this legacy. We can take inspiration from the 
acts of our predecessors. We can pledge to 
advance our heritage of opportunity, our com- 
mitment to fairness and justice, and our prom- 
ise of equality for all. 


ee 


HONORING THE 2013 ACADEMY 
NOMINEES OF THE 11TH CON- 
GRESSIONAL DISTRICT NEW JER- 
SEY 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, every 
year, more high school seniors from the 11th 
Congressional District trade in varsity jackets 
for navy pea coats, Air Force flight suits, and 
Army brass buckles than most other districts 
in the country. But this is nothing new—our 
area has repeatedly sent an above average 
portion of its sons and daughters to the na- 
tion’s military academies for decades. 

This fact should not come as a surprise. 
The educational excellence of area schools is 
well known and has long been a magnet for 
families looking for the best environment in 
which to raise their children. Our graduates 
are skilled not only in mathematics, science, 
and social studies, but also have solid back- 
grounds in sports, debate teams, and other 
extracurricular activities. This diverse upbring- 
ing makes military academy recruiters sit up 
and take note—indeed, many recruiters know 
our towns and schools by name. 

Since the 1830’s, Members of Congress 
have enjoyed meeting, talking with, and nomi- 
nating these superb young people to our mili- 
tary academies. But how did this process 
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evolve? In 1843, when West Point was the 
sole academy, Congress ratified the nomi- 
nating process and became directly involved 
in the makeup of our military’s leadership. This 
was not an act of an imperial Congress bent 
on controlling every aspect of Government. 
Rather, the procedure still used today was, 
and is, a further check and balance in our de- 
mocracy. It was originally designed to weaken 
and divide political coloration in the officer 
corps, provide geographical balance to our 
armed services, and to make the officer corps 
more resilient to unfettered nepotism and 
handicapped European armies. 

In 1854, Representative Gerritt Smith of 
New York added a new component to the 
academy nomination process—the academy 
review board. This was the first time a Mem- 
ber of Congress appointed prominent citizens 
from his district to screen applicants and as- 
sist with the serious duty of nominating can- 
didates for academy admission. Today, | am 
honored to continue this wise tradition in my 
service to the 11th Congressional District. 

The Academy Review Board is composed of 
six local citizens who have shown exemplary 
service to New Jersey, to their communities, 
and to the continued excellence of education 
in our area. Many are veterans and Academy 
graduates. Though from diverse backgrounds 
and professions, they all share a common 
dedication that the best qualified and moti- 
vated graduates attend our academies. And, 
as true for most volunteer panels, their service 
goes largely unnoticed. 

| would like to take a moment to recognize 
these men and women and thank them pub- 
licly for participating in this important panel. 
Being on the board requires hard work and an 
objective mind. Members have the responsi- 
bility of interviewing upwards of 50 outstanding 
high school seniors every year in the academy 
review process. 

The nomination process follows a general 
timetable. High school seniors submit personal 
information directly to the Military Academy, 
the Naval Academy, the Air Force Academy, 
and the Merchant Marine Academy once they 
become interested in attending. Information in- 
cludes academic achievement, college entry 
test scores, and other activities. At this time, 
they also inform me of their desire to be nomi- 
nated. 

The academies then assess the applicants, 
rank them based on the data supplied, and re- 
turn the files to my office with their notations. 
In late November, our Academy Review Board 
interviews all of the applicants over the course 
of two days. They assess a student’s qualifica- 
tions and analyze character, desire to serve, 
and other talents that may be hidden on 
paper. 

This year the board interviewed over 50 ap- 
plicants. Nominations included 10 to the Naval 
Academy, 10 to the Military Academy, 8 to the 
Merchant Marine Academy and 7 to the Air 
Force Academy—the Coast Guard Academy 
does not use the Congressional nomination 
process. The recommendations are then for- 
warded to the academies by January 31, 
where recruiters reviewed files and notified ap- 
plicants and my office of their final decision on 
admission. 

As these highly motivated and talented 
young men and women go through the acad- 
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emy nominating process, never let us forget 
the sacrifice they are preparing to make: to 
defend our country and protect our citizens. 
This holds especially true at a time when our 
nation is fighting the war against terrorism. 
Whether it is in Afghanistan or other hot spots 
around the world, no doubt we are constantly 
reminded that wars are fought by the young. 
And, while our military missions are both im- 
portant and dangerous, it is reassuring to 
know that we continue to put America’s best 
and brightest in command. 

ACADEMY NOMINEES FOR 2013, 11TH DISTRICT 

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 


MERCHANT MARINE ACADEMY 


Kyle J Asman, Livingston, Livingston H.S. 

Duncan J. Brown, Brookside, West Morris 
Mendham H.S. 

Justin C. Diesso, Sparta, Pope John VIII 
H.S. 

Clay C. Dundas, Sparta, Blair Academy. 

Aidan R. Groll, Boonton, Boonton H.S. 

Patrick T. Keyes, Parsippany, Seton Hall 
Prep. 

Gabriella S.L. Roselle, 
James Caldwell H.S. 

Ryan F. Wood, Budd Lake, Home Schooled. 

AIR FORCE ACADEMY 


Mathieu L. Gaydos, Randolph, Randolph 
H.S. 

Louis 
School. 

Yonjun D. Kim, Montville, Osan DOD De- 
pendents H.S. 

Jennifer E. Lam, Mountain Lakes, Moun- 
tain Lakes H.S. 

Christian S. Longhi, 
Hall Prep. 

Liam F. McEnearny, Basking Ridge, Ridge 
H.S. 

Philip J. Zurek, Denville, 
Math, Science & English. 

MILITARY ACADEMY 


Dominique A. Fortes, Parsippany, Parsip- 
pany H.S. 

Michael J. Herbert, Jr., Whippany, Seton 
Hall Prep. 

Gregory R. Horne, Denville, Morris Knolls 
H.S. 

Adam B. Kratch, Millington, Seton Hall 
Prep. 

Jared H. Love, Florham Park, Episcopal 
H.S. 

Kirsten V. Mayer, 
Catholic H.S. 

Ryan T. Mellody, Millington, Seton Hall 
Prep. 

Michelle E. Miller, Chester, West Morris 
Mendham H.S. 

Joseph M. Presti, Kinnelon, Kinnelon H.S. 


West Caldwell, 


R. Kete, Morristown, Delbarton 


Succasunna, Seton 


Academy of 


Morris Twp., Morris 


Joshua W. Tomlinson-Aaron, Flanders, 
Pope John VIII H.S. 
Richard-Vinh Nguyen-Le, Dover, Morris 


Knolls H.S. 
NAVAL ACADEMY 


Charlotte K. Asdal, Chester, West Morris 
Mendham H.S. 

Cameron M. Ellis, Stanhope, Lenape Val- 
ley H.S. 

Aaron J. Hanko, Montville, Trinity Chris- 
tian Academy. 

Benjamin R. Keegan, Flanders, Mt. Olive 
H.S. 

Thomas D. Kim, Livingston, Seton Hall 
Prep. 

Connor O. Lam, Chester, 
Mendham H.S. 

Thomas P. Mahala, Far Hills, USN Foun- 
dation. 

Michael E. McGlone, Boonton, Seton Hall 
Prep. 


West Morris 
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Luis N. Rodriguez, Denville, Academy for 
Math, Science & English. 
Rahul Singh, Hackettstown, Mt. Olive H.S. 


—— 


RECOGNIZING THE 2013 OFFICERS 
OF THE OCCOQUAN WOODBRIDGE 
LORTON VOLUNTEER FIRE DE- 
PARTMENT 


HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to rec- 
ognize the 2013 Officers of the Occoquan 
Woodbridge Lorton Volunteer Fire Depart- 
ment. The 2013 officers and members of the 
board of directors are taking leadership roles 
in one of Northern Virginia’s longest standing 
volunteer fire departments. The O.W.L. Volun- 
teer Fire Department was created to address 
the need for organized fire response capabili- 
ties in the growing suburbs of Northern Vir- 
ginia. In 1938, the Department officially formed 
to become the only fire department between 
Fredericksburg and Alexandria. In the subse- 
quent decades O.W.L. has expanded to staff 
three stations and provide emergency medical 
services. 

The members of O.W.L. are dedicated com- 
munity volunteers, and the 2013 officers and 
directors will be diligent stewards of this tradi- 
tion of service. The over 300 active O.W.L. 
members answer 14,000 calls and serve 
60,000 people each year. Their job is de- 
manding and the hours are long, but these 
brave men and women are driven by their 
dedication to public safety and the commu- 
nities that they serve. We would all do well to 
follow their example. 

| congratulate and commend the following 
2013 incoming officers: 

Department Chief: James F. McAllister. 

Fire Assistant Chiefs: Karl F. Fippinger, 
Wayne A. Haight, David S. Halman, Michael 
Clark, and Steve Godin. 

EMS Assistant Chief: Edward A. Craig. 

Fire Captains: Justin W. Witt, David P. Wil- 
liams, Brian J. Smith, John M. Roberts, Ernie 
M. Firkin, Jr. and Kurt E. Bolland. 

EMS Captain: Richard T. Ruggieri. 

Fire Lieutenants: Mike Nazionale, Derick N. 
Ondra, Richard P. Moore, Alexander R. 
Moody, Billy Campbell, Harold F. Griffith, Na- 
than Potter, Joshua Culp, Jon R. Colbpitts, 
Mark A. Chandler, Robert L. Brown, and Jona- 
than W. Baldwin. 

EMS Lieutenants: Cynthia M. Young, Kelly 
Shaw, David Darrach, Julia Jordano, Tammy 
L. Hill, and Erika Estrella. 

President: William Spicer. 

Executive Vice President: Jim Dart. 

Admin Vice Presidents: William L. Carter, 
Ernest Desantis, Henry J. Neyhouse, and 
George W. Smith. 

Membership Secretary: Melissa L. Payne. 

Treasurer: George J. Nazionale, Jr. 

Election Officer: Valoree A. Brown. 

Sergeant at Arms: John McMahon. 

Board of Directors: Ron Miller, 
McIntosh, and Barry King. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in congratulating these remarkable volun- 
teers on their new leadership positions, and in 


Chris 
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thanking all the members of The Occoquan 
Woodbridge Lorton Volunteer Fire Department 
for the vital service they provide to the Prince 
William County community. 


NEWTOWN SHOOTING 


HON. FRANK R. WOLF 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | recently read an 
article by Maureen Downey of the Atlanta 
Journal-Constitution sharing the thoughts of 
Mr. Frederick Assaf, headmaster at Pace 
Academy, an independent K-12 school in At- 
lanta, Georgia. 

As Congress and the Obama administration 
continue to address mass violence, | found 
merit in Assafs concerns about the desen- 
sitizing impacts of violent media, such as 
video games and Hollywood films. | believe 
these graphic images are far too easily 
accessed by our children and lack any notion 
of real-life consequences to violent death. | 
submit for the RECORD Mr. Assaf’s thoughtful 
comments. 


[From the Atlanta Journal-Constitution, 
Jan. 2, 2013] 


NEWTOWN SHOOTING DEMANDS WE CONSIDER 
OUR ‘‘CALL OF DUTY” AS PARENTS 


(By Maureen Downey, AJC Get Schooled 
Blog) 


I admire Fred Assaf, head of Pace Academy 
in Atlanta, because he doesn’t shy away 
from the tough issues. Here is another exam- 
ple of his willingness to speak out on behalf 
of children. 

In the wake of the Newtown school shoot- 
ing, Assaf questions the popularity of violent 
video games, which many kids received as 
Christmas gifts last week. 

Please note that all comments to the blog 
will be moderated and appear only after they 
are read and approved. 


(By Fred Assaf) 


Because I come to know 6-year-olds every 
year by having lunch with them in our 
Lower School, I know the boundless joy and 
optimism they have in the heart. They raise 
their hands when they don’t know the an- 
swer. When they run out of knock-knock 
jokes they know, they make up more on the 
spot. 

They still need help opening their milk 
cartons. They look forward to holidays, vis- 
iting cousins, and seeing grandparents. They 
love their teachers, crave the structure of a 
school setting, and are learning to read fast 
and compute math at an incredible pace. 

They will laugh at all of your jokes, even 
when they aren’t funny. They understand the 
needs of those around them, they play with 
all their classmates, and they respect their 
parents, their teachers, and their god. 

I’m headmaster at an independent school 
in Atlanta. Our school begins in Pre-First 
(Kindergarten) and ends with 12th grade. My 
wife and I also have five children of our own. 
The events in Newtown, Conn., are unimagi- 
nable to us and our entire prayer is for sym- 
pathy and healing; there is no justice in a 
situation like this. 

It is my tradition to have lunch with the 
Pre-First students (they are 5 and 6). In so 
doing I remind myself about my vocation 
and come to know the boundless energy and 
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potential of children. It is why I teach. I 
know more Knock-Knock jokes than any 
adult my age and I like it! 

And I’m plagued now by this thought—who 
shoots 6-year-olds? Because I lead a school 
I’m always searching for answers, finding a 
new path forward, and engineering com- 
promise. But this idea of shooting 6-year- 
olds doesn’t compute; I’m not in search of a 
motive, as it cannot possibly explain why. 

When we had our first child, our family 
doctor gave us a good piece of advice: ‘‘Es- 
kimo children get used to the cold.” As par- 
ents we understood that our attitudes and 
behaviors would shape our children. Though 
all five of our sons are different, they are 
shaped by our values and behaviors. 

And so I wonder what behaviors we as par- 
ents can change. Certainly, we can improve 
school security. We can provide better train- 
ing. We can make it harder to get a gun than 
it is to get Sudafed. I don’t know all the po- 
litical answers, but I’d favor anything that 
makes gratuitous murder more difficult. 

Which brings me to my point. As parents, 
we need to do our best to stop our children 
from the desensitizing impact of video 
games. A quick survey of the most popular 
video games includes the following top 10 
games: ‘‘Halo,’’ ‘‘Assassin’s Creed,” ‘‘Call of 
Duty,” “World of Warcraft,” “Grand Theft 
Auto.” 

Each of these games, simply put, eats away 
at a child’s sensitivity toward killing. We 
have ‘‘gamified’’ the murder of people, and 
our children shoot, steal, and bomb in their 
virtual worlds. Like the basketball player 
who practices foul shots, we get better at 
things when we practice. Their habits be- 
come automatic, reactive, and second-na- 
ture. 

Raising children is a labor of love. Working 
in a school is a joy. When I reflect on Presi- 
dent Obama’s query to ask myself what we 
can do better as parents, educators, and com- 
munities—it seems to me that we can stop 
letting our children kill people over and over 
and over again—and call it a GAME. 

If you know teenagers like I know teen- 
agers, they will find other things to do once 
you take away their shooting games—per- 
haps they will even work on their free 
throws. 


TRIBUTE TO BEVERLY J. BLOCH 
HON. KEN CALVERT 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and pay tribute to a dear friend of mine, 
Beverly Jean Bloch. Beverly passed away on 
Wednesday, January 16, 2013. A resident of 
Corona for over a decade, she was a pillar of 
the community and will be deeply missed. 

Beverly was born November 9, 1952 in 
Meeker, Colorado, the daughter of Calvin and 
Arlene (Gulliford) Fritzlan. Beverly grew up on 
a cattle and guest ranch, where her work ethic 
and values were formed. She attended school 
in Meeker and graduated with highest honors 
from Meeker High School in 1971. Beverly re- 
ceived an Associate’s Degree at Seward Com- 
munity College and a Bachelor of Science de- 
gree in Business Administration and Account- 
ing at Oklahoma State University. In 1995, 
Beverly earned a Juris Doctor degree from 
Southwestern University Law School in Los 
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Angeles, California and began practicing fam- 
ily law in Anaheim Hills. She opened her sec- 
ond law office in Corona in 2000. 

Beverly served on the Corona Regional 
Hospital Board of Directors, the Corona Li- 
brary Foundation Board and was the Board 
President for the Corona YMCA. She was a 
member of the Norco Area Chamber of Com- 
merce as well as the Corona Chamber of 
Commerce, where she served as Chairman of 
the Board of Directors in 2007. Beverly was a 
member of and served as Bequest and Living 
Trusts Chairman of the Southeast District Cali- 
fornia-Hawaii Elks Association, Corona 2045. 
She was a member of the Orange, Riverside 
and Los Angeles Counties Bar Associations 
as well as the California State Bar Associa- 
tion. 

It is hard to imagine that Beverly would 
have any free time on her hands, yet she al- 
ways found time for her community. She was 
a member of the Corona Rotary Club, the Co- 
rona Women’s Improvement Club, the Norco 
Horsemen Association and the Riverside/Co- 
rona Council of the Navy League, serving as 
the Vice Adjutant. She loved to travel and vis- 
ited many countries all over the world, but she 
always said that the most beautiful place on 
earth was her family’s home at Fritzlan’s 
Guest Ranch in Northwest Colorado’s White 
River Valley. 

Beverly is survived by her son Joseph 
Bloch; mother Arlene Fritzlan; sisters Mona 
(Al) Avey, Betsie (Leonard) Thompson, Jackie 
(Roger) Bissell and Sandie Fritzlan; grand- 
daughters Anna and Madeline Bloch; friend 
Dean Herigstad; many nieces and nephews; 
and all of Meeker, Colorado. She was pre- 
ceded in death by her father Calvin Fritzlan 
and nephew Gene Scritchfield. 

On Saturday, January 26, 2013, a memorial 
honoring Beverly’s extraordinary life will be 
held. Beverly will always be remembered for 
her incredible work ethic, generosity, contribu- 
tions to the community and love of family. Her 
dedication to her family, work, and community 
are a testament to a life lived well and a leg- 
acy that will continue. | extend my condo- 
lences to Beverly’s family and friends. Al- 
though Beverly may be gone, the light and 
goodness she brought to the world remain and 
will never be forgotten. 


HONORING CITY OF ENUMCLAW 


HON. DAVID G. REICHERT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, as the mem- 
ber with the honor of representing this city, | 
rise to honor the centennial anniversary of the 
City of Enumclaw, celebrated Sunday, January 
27, 2013. 

Enumclaw was platted on October 31, 1885, 
when the railroad decided to come through the 
area, and was incorporated in 1913. With a 
population of 11,490, they are the “Gateway” 
to Mt. Rainier, lying just on the north edge of 
the national park. 

Over the last century, Enumclaw evolved 
from a railroad town, reliant on the logging in- 
dustry, to a vibrant community contributing 
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much to the economic growth of the region. 
Today, it is home to a wide range of compa- 
nies large and small such as the Helac Cor- 
poration, Mutual of Enumclaw, and Enumclaw 
Regional Hospital. Enumclaw is a small city 
with a big heart and fully embraces its role 
helping people from around the world experi- 
ence the beauty of Mount Rainier National 
Park. 

With all this growth and change, Enumclaw 
continues to maintain a deep sense of friend- 
ship and community. For example, Mr. Speak- 
er, the Pacific Northwest Highland Games, a 
city celebration that grew from a group of 
Scots eager to keep their ethnic origin alive. 

| have enjoyed participating in many activi- 
ties and events, going back to my days as a 
King County Sheriff Deputy working the King 
County Fair in beautiful Enumclaw and am 
honored to represent the great people of this 
city. 

Enumclaw held on to its agricultural roots, 
evident by the large number of farms and 
equestrian activities. The city is recognized as 
a great place to live, work and raise a family. 
As Mayor Reynolds, along with all of 
Enumclaw’s dedicated City Council members, 
continue to build on Enumclaw’s rich history, 
we look forward to partnering with and aiding 
the city’s success in years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | again offer congratulations to 
the City of Enumclaw for a wonderful, rich first 
century and wish them the best as they move 
into their second century of prosperity. 


Ee 


HONORING THE 200TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE TOWNSHIP OF LIV- 
INGSTON 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the Township of Livingston, 
Essex County, New Jersey, which is cele- 
brating its bicentennial in 2013. 

Livingston’s history can date back all the 
way to the year 1699, where settlers from 
Newark decided they wanted to move west. 
By 1702, the land that has come to be known 
as Livingston, as well as over eight currently 
neighboring municipalities, was officially pur- 
chased from the Lenape Native Americans. By 
1740, many disputes over land ownership had 
begun in response to a lack of deed of pur- 
chase. William Livingston, a prominent propri- 
etor, defended many victims of eviction and 
left a powerful mark on the area. His actions 
on behalf of the residents of the area, gave 
the eventual town of Livingston its name. 

Following the Revolutionary War, the addi- 
tion of permanent settlers to the area gave the 
people reason to file for incorporation as a 
township. On February 5th, 1813, Livingston 
was Officially incorporated under the Township 
Committee system. Much of the original 
boundaries have been changed through the 
years, breaking off into towns such as Rose- 
land and Millburn. Major industries of Living- 
ston, during its early years, included lumber 
and farming. After the Civil War had con- 
cluded, Livingston became a chief producer of 
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dairy and a commonplace for shoemakers to 
make their living. With only one major trans- 
portation route in and out of the town, the dif- 
ficult travel method became a problem as 
easier accessible towns began to progress. 

However, the population did eventually grow 
as the abundance of automobiles increased, 
providing easier access into the town. As a 
suburb of Newark, the end of the Second 
World War provided the town with a remark- 
able new group of people. By 1970 it had 
reached over 30,000 residents. 

When the first schools were officially built 
1898, they provided opportunity for children to 
stay in town to receive an education. This 
began to attract a great deal of families. Dur- 
ing this period of expansion, the town began 
to take its shape. A volunteer fire department 
was established in 1922, followed by the cre- 
ation of a Chief Police position in 1929. Two 
hospitals were opened in consecutive years 
between 1959 and 1960 complementing the 
construction of a library in 1961 and a munic- 
ipal complex in 1963. 

Volunteerism has been a cornerstone of Liv- 
ingston and its citizens. Currently, there are 
over forty volunteer organizations that help the 
town function on a daily basis. Some of these 
organizations include the Livingston Municipal 
Alliance Committee, Veterans of Foreign War 
Posts, Holiday Committee, Neighborhood 
Grievance Committee, a Consumer Affairs Of- 
fice, the Planning Board, the Zoning Board of 
Adjustment, and the Committee for Diversity. 
Additionally, as reiterated above, the Fire De- 
partment is a completely volunteer-based 
group of individuals along with Auxiliary Police 
and the First Aid Squad. 

Livingston is the notable birthplace of sev- 
eral famous individuals including Governor 
Chris Christie, actor Jason Alexander, talk 
show host Chelsea Handler, Cleveland Cava- 
liers coach Byron Scott, and Super Bowl XLII 
hero, David Tyree. 

As of 2013, over 28,000 people currently re- 
side in Livingston. It provides a comfortable at- 
mosphere for New York City commuters to 
come home to. With exceptional schools, serv- 
ices, and diversity, new residents continually 
flock to the township in order to take advan- 
tage of the benefits. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my colleagues 
to join me in congratulating the Township of 
Livingston as it celebrates its 200th anniver- 
sary. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING THE NATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF TRAILER MAN- 
UFACTURERS ON ITS 25TH ANNI- 
VERSARY 


HON. LYNN JENKINS 


OF KANSAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Ms. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the National Association of Trailer 
Manufacturers (NATM) on its twenty-fifth anni- 
versary, which will be celebrated at its annual 
convention and trade show this year. | am 
proud to have this excellent organization 
headquartered in my Congressional district in 
Topeka, Kansas. 
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NATM was founded in 1987 by a small 
group of 5 horse and livestock trailer manufac- 
turers, and it has now grown to represent 
more than 400 trailer manufacturing compa- 
nies and 350 supplier companies across the 
country. Many are small businesses, and 
these members collectively employ more than 
270,000 workers who produce hundreds of 
thousands of trailers each year and contribute 
billions of dollars to our economy. 

The core purpose of this association is to 
promote safety and best manufacturing proc- 
esses across the light and medium duty trailer 
industry. Since its inception, NATM has 
worked to advance industry and public rec- 
ognition of the importance of compliance with 
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards, Na- 
tional Highway Transportation Safety Adminis- 
tration requirements, and industry guidelines. 
In order to advance this goal, NATM created 
a voluntary Compliance Verification Program 
in 2002. The program is designed to enhance 
safety in the industry by helping manufacturers 
to comply with federal safety requirements. 
Last year, association members voted unani- 
mously to make participation in the program a 
condition of membership. 

NATM and its members demonstrate dedi- 
cation to improving safety and performance in 
the trailer industry by working with legislators 
and regulators alike to address issues of con- 
cern. | congratulate them on the milestone 
achievement of their 25th annual convention 
and trade show, and wish them many years of 
continued successes. 


TRIBUTE TO “HOT AS HELL” 
HON. GEORGE HOLDING 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, on January 25, 
1944 a B-24 assigned to the Air Force’s 425th 
Bombardment Squadron set out on a resupply 
mission to Chabua, India from Kunming, China 
as part of the Pacific campaign in World War 
Il. Tragically this plane named “Hot as Hell’— 
and its crew—never reached their final des- 
tination. 

| rise to honor the 69th anniversary of the 
fatal crash that took the lives of the eight crew 
members proudly serving in the United States 
Air Force. Extreme weather conditions caused 
the formation that day to separate and eventu- 
ally led to the downing of five B—24’s—two of 
which were not immediately recovered. 

For years the families of those brave serv- 
icemen remained without answers and clo- 
sure. In the post-war years, the Army con- 
ducted search operations in an attempt to lo- 
cate the downed aircraft but failed to discover 
any signs of the aircraft. Eventually, all the 
members of the crew—ist Lt. William A. 
Swanson, F/O Sheldon L. Chambers, 1st Lt. 
Irwin Zaetz, 1st Lt. Robert E. Oxford, SSgft. 
Harry B. Queen, SSgt. Charles D. Ginn, Sgt. 
Alfred H. Gerrans, Jr., and Sgt. James A. 
Hinson—had their names inscribed on the 
Tablets of the Missing at the Manila American 
Cemetery in Manila, Philippines. 

In 2006, over sixty years after the fact, the 
families of those airmen received some clo- 
sure. Arizona native Clayton Kuhles, who has 
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dedicated part of his life to locating and recov- 
ering missing-in-action US airmen from World 
War Il in China, Burma, and India, success- 
fully located the aircraft that went down in the 
mountains of northeast India. This incredible 
discovery is one example of the work Mr. 
Kuhles continues to do on behalf of those 
families and friends who lost loved ones de- 
fending our nation. 


SE 


RECOGNIZING THE RECIPIENTS OF 
THE 2013 PRINCE WILLIAM COUN- 
TY HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION 
AWARDS 


HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize the recipients of the 2013 Prince 
William County Human Rights Commission 
Awards. 

The Prince William Board of County Super- 
visors, BOCS, implemented the Human Rights 
Ordinance January 15, 1993, formally estab- 
lishing the Human Rights Commission. Two 
years prior, the BOCS formed the Human 
Rights Study Committee to explore the needs 
of a community that was growing in population 
and diversity. An exhaustive effort that in- 
cluded numerous Committee meetings and 
public hearings identified a strong community 
desire for a human rights ordinance and an 
agency to enforce it. The Human Rights Ordi- 
nance prohibits discriminatory practices based 
on race, color, sex, national origin, religion, 
marital status or disability, in employment, 
housing, public accommodations, education 
and credit, in Prince William County. 

The BOCS approved the Ordinance in Sep- 
tember 1992 to ensure that “each citizen is 
treated fairly, provided equal protection of the 
law and equal opportunity to participate in the 
benefits, rights, and privileges of community 
life.” Residents enlist the services of the Com- 
mission if they feel their rights have been vio- 
lated in the areas of employment, fair housing, 
credit, education and public accommodation. 

In celebration of Universal Human Rights 
Day, the Human Rights Commission recog- 
nizes individuals and organizations that pro- 
mote the principles of human rights in Prince 
William County. It is my honor to enter into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the recipients of the 
2013 Prince William County Human Rights 
Commission Awards: Stephen Dittmer, Connie 
Moser, Lillian Garland, Ralph Smith, Lydia 
Stewart. 

The Human Rights Commission Hall of 
Fame honorees: 

Police Chief Charlie T. Deane is a two-time 
Commission award recipient. He is being hon- 
ored for his 42-years of service to the Prince 
William County Police Department and for pro- 
viding equitable services to all county resi- 
dents. 

Mary Porter, Maxine Coleman, Zella Brown 
and Fannie Fitzgerald constituted “The Coura- 
geous Four,” a group of four African-American 
teachers who integrated the Prince William 
County Public Schools in 1964. They are 
being honored for promoting the smooth tran- 
sition to desegregated schools. 
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The Human Rights Study Committee: Don- 
ald T. Poe, Chair, Fred Allen, Richard Brown, 
Jr., Ethel Georges, Provi Gonzales, Bob 
Prevatte, Herbert A. Rountree, Rajendra P. 
Singh, Eric Tatum, and Manual L. Velasquez. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in commending the recipients of the 2013 
Prince William County Human Rights Commis- 
sion Awards. We owe a deep debt of gratitude 
to these honorees for their efforts to safeguard 
our most basic rights and remind us of our 
common humanity. Let us use their example 
to rededicate ourselves to the fight against in- 
equity and injustice. 


ES 


HONORING STEPHANIE KLANG’S 
DEDICATION TO PUBLIC SAFETY 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize and honor a distinguished and accom- 
plished individual from the 7th Congressional 
District of Missouri, Stephanie Klang. 

Stephanie Klang was selected to be a Cap- 
tain of America’s Road Team for 2013-2014. 
America’s Road Team is the premier group of 
professional truck drivers, with millions of acci- 
dent free miles, a commitment to community 
service, and superb record of safety. Steph- 
anie will spend the next two years traveling 
our nation representing the trucking industry 
and promoting highway safety to the public. 

Stephanie, a resident of Diamond, Missouri 
and employee of Con-way Truckload in Joplin, 
Missouri, is an outstanding driver who is pas- 
sionate about truck safety advocacy. She ex- 
emplifies safety consciousness as the first fe- 
male in Con-way Truckload history to log more 
than 2,000,000 miles on America’s highways 
without a preventable crash. 

With 32 years of truck driving experience, 
Stephanie represents her company and the in- 
dustry with the utmost professionalism. She 
values her role in ensuring the safety of the 
motoring public and delivering a highly valu- 
able service to our nation’s economy. 

Leading by example, Stephanie has helped 
to elevate the reputation of professional truck 
drivers everywhere as safe, conscientious pro- 
fessionals. In March, 2012, National Transpor- 
tation Safety Board Chairman Deborah 
Hersman was Stephanie’s passenger for the 
first leg of her trip from Washington, D.C., to 
the Mid-America Trucking Show in Kentucky. 
At the show, Chairman Hersman called Steph- 
anie out by name during a Women In Trucking 
event to praise her for staying calm while 
safely navigating her truck through some of 
the nation’s most congested roadways. 

Stephanie has proven that she is a top- 
notch driver, employee, and safety proponent 
for the trucking industry. She is highly dedi- 
cated, qualified, and ready to lead on safety 
issues as she embarks on her new mission as 
a member of America’s Road Team. | am 
proud of the example that she has set and 
honored to call her a neighbor in the 7th Con- 
gressional District of Missouri. 
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40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. 
WADE 


HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to commemorate the 40th anniversary of Roe 
v. Wade. On January 22, 1973, the Supreme 
Court recognized a woman’s right to privacy 
and protected her freedom to make her own 
reproductive decisions. With the support of a 
majority of Americans, my colleagues and | 
will continue to defend this right and oppose 
efforts to interfere in a decision between a 
woman, her family, and her doctor. Let’s work 
together to ensure quality, affordable health 
care, reduce unplanned pregnancies, and ex- 
pand assistance to pregnant women and op- 
tions for adoption. 


EE 


IN HONOR OF LOIS “PAULINE” 
NOLAN LARSON 


HON. JOHN B. LARSON 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, 
Thoreau famously said most men lead lives of 
quiet desperation. My mother led a life of quiet 
inspiration. Thousands gave witness to that 
and stood in line for more than three hours to 
pay their final respects to Lois Nolan Larson, 
affectionately known as Pauline. My family 
was deeply touched by the outpouring of the 
community. It was a great tribute to my moth- 
ers lifetime commitment to her community. 
Several kind statements of appreciation were 
made by elected officials—from the President 
of the United States to the Governor of our 
state; from Senators to House Leaders in 
Congress and members of the Connecticut 
General Assembly. It was, however, two arti- 
cles—one by Tom Condon of The Hartford 
Courant, the other by Bill Doak of our home- 
town paper, The East Hartford Gazette, that 
captured the sentiment, feeling and apprecia- 
tion of an everyday mom who gave to her 
community and set an example to emulate. 
The following are those two articles: 

[From the Hartford Courant, Oct. 12, 2012] 
EAST HARTFORD MOTHER LEFT LEGACY OF 
INVOLVEMENT AND ACTION 
(By Tom Condon) 

Democracy works because good people give 
their time and get involved. At the munic- 
ipal level, few epitomized the ethic of par- 
ticipation quite like Lois Pauline Nolan Lar- 
son of East Hartford, who died this week at 
87. 

For decades starting in the 1960s, Mrs. Lar- 
son, known to all as Pauline, served the town 
in most of the ways it is possible to serve. 
She was a member of the town council and 
the Democratic town committee, on which 
she served as vice chairwoman and treasurer. 
She served on the town’s parks and visiting 
nurse association boards and the cemetery 
commission. The community center in the 
Mayberry Village neighborhood where she 
lived is named in her honor. 
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She volunteered her time while she and her 
husband were raising eight children, and 
while she was battling multiple sclerosis. 
She inspired two of her children to go into 
public life. Her son Timothy Larson was 
mayor of East Hartford for eight years and is 
now a state representative. Her son John 
Larson is the seven-term U.S. representative 
from the 1st District. 

John Larson spoke of his mother’s battle 
with declining health in a televised speech at 
the recent Democratic National Convention, 
and how she wanted not to be a burden to her 
family. “Mom, you’re not a burden,” Larson 
told the convention crowd. ‘‘You’re an inspi- 
ration.” 

Many in East Hartford nodded. 

[From the East Hartford Gazette, Oct. 18, 

2012] 
PAULINE LARSON: ‘THE LILLY OF MAYBERRY 
VILLAGE’ 
(By Bill Doak) 

Mayberry Village is many things. As Con- 
gressman John Larson points out, the former 
apple orchard laid out with a tight-knit net 
of streets was a federal housing project, cin- 
der block and wood-frame coal-heated homes 
needed to power The Aircraft with a supply 
of workers, then returning veterans from 
World War II. Emigrants from the Canadian 
provinces and Maine settled in Mayberry 
along with workers from other factory towns 
all over Connecticut and Massachusetts, at- 
tracted by steady, well-paying work here in 
East Hartford. Others came displaced by 
massive highway redevelopment projects 
right here in East Hartford where Route 2 
plowed through the flimsier wood-framed 
East Hartford Estates located down by the 
Riverfront and took two-thirds of the town’s 
large mobile home community which ex- 
tended from Pratt & Whitney to the river, 
and the wooden, barracks-style homes in 
what is now McAuliffe Park. 

Above the then-new, modern Mayberry Vil- 
lage, roads and homes covered the top of the 
hill where Laurel Park, a rustic entryway 
over a bridge across the Hockanum River 
greeted trolley car day trippers. Homes and 
families replaced apples and arcades. One 
constant solidified Mayberry Village: its 
moms. 

One of those fell from the tree of life last 
Wednesday. Lois “Pauline”? Nolan Larson. 
Yes, she is known to the thousand or so who 
waited outside D’Esopo’s East Hartford Fu- 
neral Chapel Sunday as the mother of 
Mayberry Village, and East Hartford’s, only 
United States Congressman John Larson; 
former East Hartford Mayor Timothy D. 
Larson, the first mayor to come out of the 
Village. But for the other 500 she was also 
Pauline Larson, the grand dame of East 
Hartford politics for the past 50 years. In- 
deed, without her example, Congressman 
Larson acknowledged from the pulpit of St. 
Isaac Jogues church Monday, he would not 
have become the person he is—not the politi- 
cian he has become—today. And how proud 
East Hartford would be to hear our John give 
a “shout out” to his hometown of East Hart- 
ford, to Mayberry Village and to his mother 
specifically on the national stage of the 
Democratic National Convention last month. 

We have heard it suggested that East Hart- 
ford would be better off demolishing 
Mayberry Village. Could happen. East Hart- 
ford is far from being a sentimental place. 
You only have to look at every Redevelop- 
ment proposal to see that demolition is right 
at the top of every suggested improvement 
here. Preservation is treated as if it were a 
disease one might catch by spending too 
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much time in South Glastonbury, South 
Windsor or admiring a covered bridge. Buck- 
et loaders are on speed dial at Town Hall. 

And yet Mayberry Village, problems or no, 
survives—and, to those who attended Mon- 
day night’s Mayberry School Literacy Night, 
thrives. 

Perhaps that is because ‘‘The Village” is 
very much still a village of moms. Pauline 
and her husband Ray raised 8 children, mov- 
ing three times in Mayberry, settling into 
what Mayberry residents still call “The New 
Village,” on Chandler Street. Mayberry 
School, named after a well-known East Hart- 
ford family doctor, Dr. Franklin F. 
Mayberry, replaced the Little Red School- 
house first organized in the Community 
Building, now the Lois Nolan Larson Com- 
munity Center. 

It was moms such as Pauline Larson who 
kept the children occupied. Moms organized 
the PTA for the Little Red Schoolhouse lo- 
cated where St. Isaac Jogues is today. Mrs. 
Miles, Mrs. Jordan, Mrs. Larson; moms such 
as Mrs. Korngiebel and Mrs. Jamo and Mrs. 
Mazolli. They kept an eye on all the chil- 
dren, not just their own. They called one an- 
other when someone was playing not where 
they were supposed to be, or would be late 
for dinner. They exchanged clothing that 
was outgrown, chipped in to help a family in 
need, shared venison or fresh Maine potatoes 
just picked by local children returning back 
from the fields up north. The school and the 
church are central to Mayberry Village, not 
politics. More families pay attention to what 
is going on down Cannon Road than to hap- 
penings at Town Hall. 

But Pauline Larson realized the political 
process was and is vital to the lifeblood of a 
community. She taught her children that it 
was important for them to get involved, to 
participate, to take part in the system their 
father, Raymond, fought for in the Navy, his 
ship torpedoed by a kamikaze attack 30 
miles off the coast of Japan near the end of 
World War II. Call it divine intercession of a 
girl from Lawrence, Massachusetts versus 
the divine wind of the Japanese, but John be- 
came a history teacher, state senator and is 
now one of the country’s top leaders as 
chairman of the House Democratic Caucus. 
This did not happen by magic but by dint of 
hard work and never forgetting where you 
are from; by staying humble and remem- 
bering to pray and to give thanks and credit 
where credit was due. All values instilled by 
a Mayberry Village mom, by all the neigh- 
borhood moms as well, an army of mothers 
reminding you to wipe your shoes and wash 
your hands and do your homework. 

The Larson family lost Ray Larson 24 
years ago. Pauline found herself with mul- 
tiple sclerosis, and battled this debilitating 
illness for the last third of her life without 
complaint. She still stayed involved in her 
beloved Democratic party, in her town and 
in her growing family’s lives. David Larson 
became her caregiver for which he earned the 
enduring appreciation of his family until she 
had to move from Chandler Street to the 
Riverside Health Care Center where she also 
received great and loving care, the congress- 
man said, in a eulogy that was a tribute not 
just to one woman but to a place and time 
where an ordinary mom could make a dif- 
ference, and an extraordinary difference in 
terms of raising a mayor and a congress- 
man—not to mention the rest of the Larson 
clan, all contributing, hard-working citizens 
in our society. 

A Jesuit missionary might have his name 
on the church—October 21 Blessed Kateri 
Tekakwitha, Jogues guide and the bronze 
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statue on the eastern corner of the church on 
Home Terrace will be canonized in Rome as 
the first American Indian saint in the Catho- 
lic Church by Pope Benedict XVI—but 
Mayberry Village’s moms also deserve a 
place of honor. And it is no small coinci- 
dence that an Ave Maria was sung inside St. 
Isaacs so close to the day 356 years ago—Oc- 
tober 18, 1646—when Jogues was martyred 
and when Kateri, who died in 1680 at age 24, 
“The Lilly of the Mohawks,” will be canon- 
ized Sunday, an event of significance for na- 
tive tribes in the U.S., Canada and Mexico. 

Women have a significant role in keeping 
the faith of Mayberry Village together. Far 
too many haven’t any other choice, somehow 
making ends meet. As our ongoing poor 
economy continues to plague us, places such 
as Mayberry feel it, but are accustomed to 
it. They know hard times are one check 
away. Indeed the Monday stop by the 
Foodshare truck, which typically sees a line 
of hundreds lining up for free food, was can- 
celled Monday, a hand-written sign under 
the gaze of Blessed Kateri’s statue stated. 

Being a true Mayberry Village mom, Lois 
“Pauline” Nolan Larson would likely have 
hated being a cause of such an inconven- 
ience. 

That is a Mayberry Village mom. 


Ss 


HONORING THE 40TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE ARTS COUNCIL OF 
THE MORRIS AREA 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the Arts Council of the Morris 
Area, located in Morristown, Morris County, 
New Jersey, which is celebrating its 40th Anni- 
versary in 2013. 

The Arts Council of the Morris Area is a pri- 
vate, non-profit organization founded in 1973. 
Their mission has been to “engage and build 
community through the arts.” Taking great 
pride in the importance of the arts, the organi- 
zation desired to showcase the work of artists 
to the area. Their lasting goal has been to in- 
spire positive change in people through the re- 
alization and appreciation of different forms of 
artistry. 

The Arts Council contains numerous serv- 
ices aimed at making the Morris County area 
a more vivacious and intellectual place to live 
through the various programs it puts forth and 
the support of local artists who donate their 
work to The Arts Council. The Council also 
serves as the central resource to help improve 
artistic learning experiences for children in 
school and providing general information to 
the public. 

The Arts Council has directly assisted more 
than 4,000 students in understanding and ap- 
preciating art through its programs that utilize 
professional teaching artists. Additionally, the 
council has funded a program for Middle 
School students called “Telling Our Stories,” 
with the goal in mind of improving oral and 
written communication skills. They hope that 
this program will improve students’ self-es- 
teem, conflict resolution abilities, and problem- 
solving characteristics. The council also 
awards two scholarships, for artistic excel- 
lence, annually to graduating Morris County 
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high school seniors who have chosen to pur- 
sue an art concentration in college. These 
scholarships provide these students with the 
wonderful opportunities they need to succeed. 

Over the past four decades since its begin- 
nings, the Arts Council has grown each year 
in its recognition, size, and impact on the com- 
munity. The council has continuously earned 
honors for the programs and services it pro- 
vides. Amazingly, over the past 15 consecu- 
tive years, the Arts Council has received the 
“Citation of Excellence” award. This award is 
given to organizations that demonstrate them- 
selves as a “Major Service Organization” to- 
wards members of their community and has 
been handed out annually by the New Jersey 
State Council of the Arts to The Arts Council 
for its “solid history of service excellence, sub- 
stantial activity and broad public service.” 
Moreover, the Morris County Board of Chosen 
Freeholders, in their Arts and Humanities 
Month Proclamation, identified the Arts Coun- 
cil as, “a leader in developing, supporting and 
promoting artists, the arts and experiences 
that enhance and transform the lives of Morris 
County citizens.” Undoubtedly respected 
amongst the entire community, it is easy to 
see why this council has gained such notice. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my colleagues 
to join me in congratulating the Arts Council of 
the Morris Area, in Morristown, NJ, as it cele- 
brates its 40th Anniversary. 


a 


IN CELEBRATION OF MRS. LILLIE 
BELL CARSON MOORE’S 100TH 
BIRTHDAY 


HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to extend my sincerest congratulations 
and Happy Birthday wishes to Mrs. Lillie Bell 
Carson Moore, who celebrated her 100th 
birthday on Wednesday, January 2, 2013. She 
will be honored with a birthday celebration on 
Sunday, January 27, 2013, at 11:30 a.m. at 
Shady Grove Baptist Church in Richland, 
Georgia. 

Known as “Shug,” Mrs. Moore was born in 
Brooklyn, Georgia on January 2, 1913. She is 
the fifth of 23 siblings. 

At an early age, Mrs. Moore’s family moved 
from Stewart County to the Seminole Commu- 
nity in Webster County, where her father pur- 
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chased land for the family. No stranger to hard 
work, Mrs. Moore would toil in the fields of the 
farm from dawn until dusk. She also main- 
tained a garden and canned and preserved 
food for her family. 


Mrs. Moore joined Shady Grove Baptist 
Church as a young girl and was educated by 
night in the sanctuary of the church. They 
were not allowed to attend school during the 
day as there was always farm work to be 
done. Mrs. Moore loved to praise the Lord 
through song and she added her voice to the 
choir in 1973. 


Mrs. Moore married John Moore and gave 
birth to five children: Charlie, Fannie Mae, 
Annie, Jessie and Leroy. She has seven 
grandchildren and eleven great-grandchildren. 


Mrs. Moore was known as the first African- 
American woman in the area to drive a Model 
T car. Having lived under the administration of 
seventeen United States presidents, her great- 
est joy was to live long enough to see the first 
African-American president elected. She well 
remembers a time when she was not allowed 
to vote and now thoroughly enjoys exercising 
that precious right. She is proud that her 
hands, which once picked cotton, aided in 
picking the first African-American president, 
not just once, but twice. She has always 
taught others to “treat people the way you 
want to be treated, no matter what color they 
are.” 


George Washington Carver once said, “How 
far you go in life depends on your being ten- 
der with the young, compassionate with the 
aged, sympathetic with the striving and toler- 
ant of the weak and strong because someday 
in your life you will have been all of these.” 
Mrs. Moore has advanced far in life because 
she never forgot these lessons and always 
kept God first. 


The race of life isn’t given to the swift or to 
the strong, but to those who endure until the 
end. Mrs. Moore has run the race of life with 
grace and dignity and God has blessed her 
over her lifetime. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
today in paying tribute to an outstanding cit- 
izen and woman of faith, Mrs. Lillie Bell 
“Shug” Carson Moore, as she, her family and 
the congregation of Shady Grove Baptist 
Church prepare to celebrate her 100th birth- 
day. 


January 25, 2013 


RECOGNIZING THE 23RD ANNUAL 
DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., 
YOUTH ORATORICAL COMPETI- 
TION 


HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, January 25, 2013 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize the 23rd Annual Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr. Youth Oratorical Competition hosted 
by the Prince William Alumnae Chapter of 
Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. and its Edu- 
cation Foundation. 

The Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. 
left an indelible mark on our nation in his pur- 
suit of civil rights through civil dialogue. De- 
spite the violence perpetrated against Dr. King 
and other leaders of the Civil Rights Move- 
ment, Dr. King responded with reverent ora- 
tory and nonviolent resistance to condemn the 
injustice of social inequality. His legacy is one 
of tolerance and steadfast commitment to prin- 
cipled and peaceful communication. 

Contestants in the MLK Youth Oratorical 
Contest pay tribute to Dr. King’s legacy with 
their ability to exercise the strength of the spo- 
ken word. This skill will serve them well as 
they seize future leadership opportunities and 
forge the personal relationships necessary for 
effective community engagement and orga- 
nizing. 

| congratulate and applaud the following 
contestants of the 23rd Annual Dr. Martin Lu- 
ther King, Jr. Youth Oratorical Competition: 

Middle School Contestants: 

Norman Jones—Stonewall Middle School. 

Hazma Mir—Mary G. Porter Traditional 
School. 

Nathaniel Raffier—Herbert J. Saunders Mid- 
dle School. 

High School Contestants: 

Jacob Gonzalez—Thomas Jefferson High 
School. 

Abbas Idris—Osbourn Park High School. 

Cynthia Johnson—Stonewall Jackson High 
School. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in commending Delta Sigma Theta Soror- 
ity, Inc. for recognizing the benefit that Dr. 
King’s teachings bring to the development of 
our youth. We lay the foundations of a more 
tolerant society when we nurture the ability to 
engage and communicate with one another in 
a way that respects our common humanity. 


January 28, 2013 
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SENATE—Monday, January 28, 2013 


The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Honorable TIM 
KAINE, a Senator from the Common- 
wealth of Virginia. 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Almighty God, Lord of our lives, 
Your mighty power provides us with 
strength for today and bright hopes for 
tomorrow. Bring Your wisdom and 
order into this legislative Chamber 
today, sustaining our lawmakers with 
the knowledge of Your abiding provi- 
dence. 

Lord, release them from the tightly 
wound springs of pressure and stress 
through their daily communion with 
You. Keep Your hand upon our Sen- 
ators, to uphold and guide them along 
the pathway of life. Strengthen them 
to think clearly, serve creatively, and 
endure consistently. 

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable TIM KAINE led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The legislative clerk read the fol- 
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, January 28, 2013. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable TIM KAINE, a Senator 
from the Commonwealth of Virginia, to per- 
form the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. KAINE thereupon assumed the 

chair as Acting President pro tempore. 


-o 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 


pore. The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 
— 
SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
leader remarks, the Senate will be ina 


period of morning business until 4:30 
p.m. During that time Senators will be 
permitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each. At 4:30 p.m. the Senate will begin 
consideration of the Hurricane Sandy 
emergency supplemental, H.R. 152. At 
5:30 p.m. there will be at least two roll- 
call votes. The first vote is expected to 
be in relation to the Lee amendment to 
H.R. 152, and the second vote will be on 
passage of H.R. 152. 


EE 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE CAL- 
ENDAR EN BLOC—S. 47, H.R. 152, 
S. 81, S. 82, S. 83, S. 124, AND H.R. 
325 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, there are 
seven bills at the desk due for a second 
reading. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will read the bills by 
title for the second time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 47) to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 

A bill (H.R. 152) making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2013, to improve and streamline 
disaster assistance. 

A bill (S. 81) to provide guidance and prior- 
ities for Federal Government obligations in 
the event that the debt limit is reached. 

A bill (S. 82) to provide that any executive 
action infringing on the Second Amendment 
has no force or effect, and to prohibit the use 
of funds for certain purposes. 

A bill (S. 83) to provide for continuing op- 
erations of Government in a fiscally respon- 
sible manner. 

A bill (S. 124) to provide that Members of 
Congress may not receive pay after October 
1 of any fiscal year in which Congress has 
not approved a concurrent resolution on the 
budget and passed the regular appropriations 
bills. 

A bill (H.R. 325) to ensure the complete and 
timely payment of the obligations of the 
United States Government until May 19, 
2018, and for other purposes. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I object to 
any further proceedings with respect to 
these bills en bloc. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Objection having been heard, the 
bills will be placed on the calendar. 


a 


COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION 
REFORM 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, last week, 
after the Nation celebrated the second 
inauguration of President Obama, I ex- 
pressed a hope that this Congress 
would be characterized by its commit- 
ment to finding common ground. 

I am pleased that a bipartisan group 
of eight Senators—four Democrats and 
four Republicans—will announce an 
agreement on a framework for com- 


prehensive immigration reform as 
early as this afternoon. 

No one denies America’s immigration 
system is broken. As I have said, this is 
one of the most important legislative 
missions Congress will undertake this 
year. I applaud these eight Senators for 
setting aside partisanship to tackle a 
crucial issue facing our Nation. 

This is a positive first step, but the 
true test of our congressional leader- 
ship will be to pass a comprehensive 
bill. 

As a Senator from Nevada who has 
for years witnessed firsthand the dif- 
ficulties our broken immigration sys- 
tem presents for immigrants and their 
families, it is very important to me 
personally that we finally resolve this 
issue. So I pledge that I will do every- 
thing in my power as the majority 
leader to get a bill across the finish 
line. Nothing short of bipartisan suc- 
cess is acceptable to me. 

President Obama has already taken 
commendable executive action to sus- 
pend deportation of outstanding young 
men and women who were brought to 
this country illegally by their parents. 
I thank President Obama for his lead- 
ership and for making comprehensive 
immigration reform a top priority of 
his administration. 

I am also pleased President Obama 
will present to the Nation his own 
ideas to fix the current broken immi- 
gration system during a visit to Las 
Vegas tomorrow. With bipartisan sup- 
port building in both Houses of Con- 
gress, and a President who is eager to 
solve this issue, there is no reason we 
should not pass comprehensive immi- 
gration reform immediately. It will be 
good for our economy and good for im- 
migrant families. But successful immi- 
gration reform cannot be piecemeal, 
and it must include a path to citizen- 
ship for an estimated 11 million un- 
documented individuals in our country. 

Legislators must craft a comprehen- 
sive solution that, among other things, 
continues to secure our borders; pun- 
ishes unscrupulous employers who ex- 
ploit immigrants and undercut Amer- 
ican wages; improves our dysfunctional 
legal immigration system; and requires 
the 11 million people who are undocu- 
mented to register with the govern- 
ment, pay fines and taxes, and go to 
the back of the line—not to the front of 
the line. They have to learn English, 
work, pay taxes, and stay out of trou- 
ble. Only then they, as I have indi- 
cated, get to go to the back of the line. 
But they do obtain legal status, which 
is so important. 

The framework proposed by the bi- 
partisan group of eight Senators meets 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


680 


these criteria. I hope we will soon have 
a bill to send through the committee 
process and bring to the floor for a 
vote. 

I have long said when my Republican 
colleagues were truly ready to craft a 
commonsense legislative solution that 
was tough, fair, and practical, we 
would stand ready to cooperate. We 
have been doing this alone. It is good 
to have some friends and partners in 
this effort. 

For years Democrats have been eager 
to pass comprehensive immigration re- 
form, but the Republicans have been 
unwilling to work to find common 
ground. I am glad things have changed. 
I am so happy to see that my Repub- 
lican colleagues—at least some of 
them—finally seem ready to find a bi- 
partisan way to correct the flaws in 
this Nation’s immigration system in- 
stead of just complaining that the sys- 
tem is broken. 


EEE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


Mr. REID. Would the Chair announce 
the business of the day. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


EE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will be in a period of morning 
business until 4:30 p.m., with Senators 
permitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
FEDERAL SPENDING 


Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, dur- 
ing the next few weeks and months 
Congress and the President will again 
have an opportunity to demonstrate 
that we are serious about dealing with 
deficits and debt by reducing spending. 
We have the debt limit issue coming 
up, we have the sequestration issue 
coming up by March 2, and we have the 
continuing resolution issue coming up 
on March 27. So those are three very 
real times—and important times—to 
deal with deficit and spending. 

The reason we need to address the 
Federal runaway spending is obvious to 
everybody who has a family budget and 
wonders why Congress cannot live the 
same as families live—within our in- 
come. 
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The reason we need to address the 
Federal spending is obvious—because it 
is the real driver of our deficits and our 
debt. Spending is the reason we are up 
against the $16.4 trillion debt limit. 
Spending was the reason Congress and 
President Obama raised the debt ceil- 
ing by $2.1 trillion just a year and a 
half ago. 

In 2006 the junior Senator from Illi- 
nois, Mr. Obama, came to the floor and 
made a very passionate and thoughtful 
statement here on the Senate floor in 
opposition to raising the debt limit. 
Many of the reasons he gave then are 
relevant today. In fact, they are even 
more appropriate because the debt is 
much higher and we have a fiscal mess. 

It is instructive for my colleagues to 
hear the words straight from then-Sen- 
ator Obama. He delivered these re- 
marks on March 16, 2006. At that time, 
the Senate was debating raising the 
debt limit by $781 billion to a new limit 
then that seems very small today— 
about half of what it is today—raising 
the limit in 2006 to $8.9 trillion. So I 
thought it would be worth—for the 
President’s benefit as well as our ben- 
efit—going over what then-Senator, 
now-President Obama had to say, so I 
am going to quote partially from his 
speech. This is from the 2006 debt ceil- 
ing debate: 

The fact that we are here today to debate 
raising America’s debt limit is a sign of lead- 
ership failure. It is a sign that the U.S. Gov- 
ernment can’t pay its own bills. It is a sign 
that we now depend on ongoing financial as- 
sistance from foreign countries to finance 
our Government’s reckless fiscal policies. 

He goes on to say: 

Over the past 5 years, our federal debt has 
increased by $3.5 trillion to $8.6 trillion. That 
is “trillion” with a T. That is money that we 
have borrowed from the Social Security 
trust fund, borrowed from China and Japan, 
borrowed from American taxpayers. And 
over the next 5 years, between now and 2011, 
the President’s budget will increase the debt 
by almost $3.5 trillion. 

Numbers that large are sometimes hard to 
understand. Some people may wonder why 
they matter. Here is why: This year, the Fed- 
eral Government will spend $220 billion on 
interest. That is more money to pay interest 
on our national debt than we will spend on 
Medicaid and the State Children’s Health In- 
surance Program. That is more money to 
pay interest on our debt this year than we 
will spend on education, homeland security, 
transportation, veterans benefits combined. 

It is more money in one year than we 
are likely to spend to rebuild the dev- 
astated gulf coast in a way that honors 
the best of America. And the cost of 
our debt is one of the fastest growing 
expenses in the Federal budget. 

Senator Obama went on to say: 

This rising debt is a hidden domestic 
enemy, robbing our cities and States of crit- 
ical investment in infrastructure like 
bridges, ports, levees; robbing our families 
and our children of critical investments in 
education, health care reform; robbing our 
seniors of the retirement and health security 
they have counted on. 

Every dollar we pay in interest is a dollar 
that is not going to investment in America’s 
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priorities. Instead, interest payments are a 
significant tax on all Americans—a debt tax 
that Washington doesn’t want to talk about. 
If Washington were serious about honest tax 
relief in this country, we would see an effort 
to reduce our national debt by returning to 
responsible fiscal policies. 

So what he said in 2006 is still very 
much true today, only we are in a 
worse situation. We are in a situation 
where he is now President of the 
United States, and through his leader- 
ship, something can be done about it. 

I wish to continue to quote him by 
saying—this is what he said in 2006: 

Our debt also matters internationally. My 
friend, the ranking member of the Senate 
Budget Committee, likes to remind us that 
it took 42 Presidents 224 years to run up only 
$1 trillion of foreign-held debt. This adminis- 
tration did more than that in just 5 years. 

The administration he refers to was 
the Bush administration at that time, 
and he was legitimately finding fault 
with that. 

Now, there is nothing wrong with bor- 
rowing from foreign countries. But we must 
remember that the more we depend on for- 
eign nations to lend us money, the more our 
economic security is tied to the whims of 
foreign leaders whose interests might not be 
aligned with ours. 

Increasing America’s debt weakens us do- 
mestically and internationally. Leadership 
means that ‘‘the buck stops here”. Instead, 
Washington is shifting the burden of bad 
choices today onto the backs of our children 
and grandchildren. 

America has a debt problem and a failure 
of leadership. Americans deserve better. 

That is what Senator Obama said in 
2006. That pretty much applies today as 
well. For these reasons, Senator Obama 
announced his position to oppose the 
effort to increase America’s debt limit 
in 2006. 

The national debt today is nearly 
double what it was in 2006 when Presi- 
dent Obama called it a sign of leader- 
ship failure and a hidden domestic 
enemy. During President Obama’s first 
4 years, we added $6 trillion to the na- 
tional debt—more than was added 
under President Bush’s entire 8 years. 
Yet, under President Obama’s recent 
budgets, he’d add another $10 trillion 
to the debt over the next 10 years. That 
is his plan, to add another $10 trillion. 
Perhaps that is why, when given a 
chance, not a single Democrat in the 
Congress voted in favor of President 
Obama’s budgets. 

When President Obama announced 
his vote against that debt limit in- 
crease in 2006, if we had a debt problem 
then and a failure of leadership in 2006, 
what do we have today? 

Surely President Obama, after 4 
years of trillion-dollar deficits each 
year, believes that now is the time to 
reduce our debt by returning to respon- 
sible fiscal policies, as he stated as a 
Senator. At more than $16 trillion, 
President Obama must know that our 
national and economic security are un- 
dermined by our dependence on foreign 
countries to lend us money. 
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In the summer of 2008, while on the 
campaign trail, Senator Obama made 
this statement when answering a ques- 
tion about deficits and debt. This will 
be the last quote I give. This is not 
from the floor of the Senate, this is 
from the campaign trail. He was asked 
about deficits and debt. 

The problem is, is that the way Bush has 
done it over the last eight years is to take 
out a credit card from the Bank of China in 
the name of our children, driving up our na- 
tional debt from $5 trillion for the first 42 
presidents—number 43 added $4 trillion by 
his lonesome, so that we now have over $9 
trillion of debt that we are going to have to 
pay back—$30,000 for every man, woman and 
child. That’s irresponsible. It’s unpatriotic. 

Remember, he made these state- 
ments when annual deficits were a cou- 
ple hundred billion dollars per year 
rather than the $1 trillion-plus deficits 
of each of the past 4 years. He made 
these statements when our national 
debt was $8 to $9 trillion rather than 
today’s $16 trillion. That is close to 
$50,000 for every man, woman, and 
child, not the $30,000 it was when he 
spoke to us in 2008. 

So it is time for the President to ac- 
knowledge what he realized in 2006— 
that we have a spending problem— 
when he voted against increasing the 
debt limit. 

Earlier this month the President got 
his campaign wish to raise taxes on the 
so-called wealthy, even though it will 
do next to nothing to reduce deficits. 
But that is done. Now it is time to 
focus on the real driver of our deficits 
and debt: runaway Federal spending. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues and hopefully with Presi- 
dent Obama over the next few months 
to finally take action to get our fiscal 
house in order. Leadership means the 
buck stops with him. It is time to stop 
shifting the burden of bad choices 
today onto the backs of our children 
and grandchildren. It is what Ameri- 
cans deserve, and with Presidential 
leadership, it can be accomplished. 

I yield the floor. 


ee 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Republican leader is recog- 
nized. 


EE 


SOLVING THE DEBT PROBLEM 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
there are many complex issues facing 
Congress at the moment, many of 
which have vexed us literally for years. 
But one issue that demands our imme- 
diate attention is the national debt be- 
cause if we do not do something now to 
rein in our Nation’s out-of-control 
debt, we may never be able to put 
America back on a sustainable fiscal 
and economic path. If that happens, 
then many of the other issues we face 
will be largely irrelevant. 
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We need to give this issue everything 
we have, and we need to start right 
now. We need to devote the same kind 
of energy to this issue that we devoted 
to other great national threats in the 
past. That means serious bipartisan ne- 
gotiation, careful committee consider- 
ation, and, yes, tough decisions on the 
kinds of votes that reflect that. This 
work will take time. That is why I 
have been urging Senate Democrats to 
set the legislative gears into motion 
right away. 

Last week the House passed a bill 
that would give us 3 months to work 
out an effective solution to the debt 
crisis we face. On Wednesday we will 
take it up here in the Senate. If the 
House bill passes here and is signed 
into law, the Finance Committee 
should immediately—immediately— 
begin laying the foundation for a solu- 
tion. Negotiations should begin, hear- 
ings should be scheduled, and legisla- 
tion should actually be marked up. 

Three months, as you know, is not 
very much time in Congress, especially 
considering the fiscal deadlines we 
have to address in the coming weeks. 
Let’s use this additional time to de- 
velop a plan, a serious, effective, bipar- 
tisan plan that can put the debt on a 
downward trajectory. Let’s put to- 
gether a proposal that gives new con- 
fidence to the American people in our 
ability to work together, with an eye 
toward improving their lives and their 
prospects rather than our own. That 
gives new confidence to the markets 
and to the ratings agencies that have 
warned us against doing anything that 
doesn’t address our long-term problem, 
which is, of course, Washington spend- 
ing. 

I know a number of Democrats view 
this exercise as little more than an op- 
portunity to raise taxes. What I am 
saying is that they need to put their 
preoccupation with taxes aside and 
focus on the root problem. Raising 
taxes is something you do when you 
lack the will or the courage to reform 
a government that has become entirely 
too expensive. 

It is time to make some tough deci- 
sions for a change, and we will only do 
it if we get started right now, in a bi- 
partisan fashion, through the regular 
order. I know my constituents are tired 
of seeing us careen from one crisis to 
another around here. Regular order is 
how we will avoid that. Let’s avoid the 
eleventh-hour deals, and that means 
getting started right now on a legisla- 
tive plan that can actually pass. 

Some pundits claim that Washington 
is simply incapable of ever solving a 
challenge as big as this one. They say 
that our democratic institutions are 
broken, that divided government pre- 
cludes us from passing things that 
matter to the future of our country. I 
say the opposite is true. History shows 
that divided government offers actu- 
ally the best opportunity to finally 
surmount this challenge. 
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The President came to office in his 
first term with a promise to unify our 
country, to work with Democrats and 
Republicans to take on America’s 
greatest challenges. Unfortunately, his 
rhetoric was just that. Four years 
later, polls show we are more divided 
as a nation than we were when the 
President first took office. 

As I said last week, I believe the be- 
ginning of a second term actually pre- 
sents a real opportunity to change 
course, to do the work so many have 
refused to do for the past 4 years. This 
is our chance. This is our chance to 
prove the pundits wrong and actually 
get something accomplished. 

Let’s be clear about something up 
front: Solving our debt problem isn’t 
about austerity, it is about oppor- 
tunity. It is not about austerity, it is 
about opportunity. It is about creating 
some space for businesses to grow and 
for our rising generation of Americans 
to feel as though they can look to the 
future with optimism rather than with 
dread. But that only comes after some 
hard work on the debt is done. Let’s 
get to work. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. It seems lately 
that I come to the floor when the Re- 
publican leader is making especially 
reasonable, sensible proposals. I heard 
him say the same thing last week, and 
I agree with him. 

I saw a number of my Democratic 
friends this weekend in different 
places, and I said: Look, the President 
has been elected. He deserves credit for 
that, and he now has a chance to define 
his legacy. He told us what that is in 
his inaugural address. Isn’t this the 
right time to get out of the way this 
difficult problem of dealing with enti- 
tlements that every single one of us 
knows we have to do? Hasn’t the House 
of Representatives actually given us an 
unexpected 3 or 4 months in which we 
can do it? 

If President Obama wants, as I am 
sure he must, to begin to work on the 
other issues he talked about in his in- 
augural address—immigration, for ex- 
ample, and his other important 
issues—why would we not go to work 
right now, as the Republican leader 
says, and deal with the runaway, out- 
of-control entitlement spending that is 
going to bankrupt the program the sen- 
iors depend upon to pay their medical 
bills? We know that is going to happen. 
The Medicare trustees have said it is 
going to happen in 12 years, and we 
have all made speeches saying what we 
should do with it. Let’s just do it. As 
the Republican leader says, this isn’t 
about austerity. 

The Australian Foreign Minister 
came to this country about a month 
ago, and in his first address—he is a 
great friend of America’s. He said the 
United States of America is one budget 
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agreement away—one budget agree- 
ment away—from reasserting its global 
preeminence. That is his view from 
Down Under. Looking at Asia, looking 
at China, looking at Japan, he wants us 
to succeed. He thinks that if we suc- 
ceed, Australia succeeds. He wants us 
to get this done. 

Average families want us to get this 
done. They don’t know why we don’t 
get it done. They understand we can’t 
keep spending money we don’t have. 

We have had recommendations from 
the President’s debt commission, from 
the Domenici-Rivlin group, and from 
the Ryan-Wyden proposal. We have had 
all of these different ideas. We know 
exactly what to do, and suddenly we 
have 3 months to do it. I urge the 
President to make a proposal, show us 
what to do. There are 40 or 50—there 
might be 60 or 70 of us here on both 
sides of the aisle ready to go the work 
and to do it now. 

I congratulate the Republican leader 
for his reasonableness and his com- 
ments, and I hope he continues to offer 
this. I might say, without trying to 
embarrass him, that every time we 
have had a crisis we need to solve, it 
has been the Republican leader and the 
White House that have gotten it done. 
So why don’t they try again? Why 
don’t they try again? That is my wish. 

I came here to talk about something 
else today, but I am glad I was here to 
hear that, and I congratulate the Re- 
publican leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Would the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I yield to the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. McCONNELL. As we have dis- 
cussed before, and I think it is worth 
repeating, divided government is actu- 
ally the best time to do difficult 
things. We have had four excellent ex- 
amples in the last 25 years: Ronald 
Reagan and Tip O’Neill raised the age 
of Social Security, which saved that 
important program for another genera- 
tion. Ronald Reagan and Tip O’Neill 
did the last comprehensive tax reform. 
Bill Clinton and the Republicans did 
welfare reform and actually balanced 
the budgets, believe it or not, in the 
late 1990s. 

There is ample evidence that divided 
government is the best time to do real- 
ly difficult things. When you join 
hands and do it, the American people 
understand that surely it must have 
been something we needed to do be- 
cause these guys actually were able to 
agree on it. 

I hope we won’t miss another oppor- 
tunity. Sometimes I think we are a lit- 
tle bit like the early Israeli Foreign 
Minister, Abba Eban, who said of the 
Palestinians that they ‘‘never miss an 
opportunity to miss an opportunity.” 
It appears as if we have rarely missed 
an opportunity to miss an opportunity. 
Hopefully, we won’t miss this one as 
well. 
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I thank my friend from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. 

As we spoke on the floor, another ex- 
ample is President Johnson and Ever- 
ett Dirksen on civil rights. That would 
not have happened if the government 
hadn’t been divided, and it wouldn’t 
have been as easily accepted by the 
American people if it had not been di- 
vided. 

If the Republicans and the Demo- 
crats—if this Democratic President and 
this mixture of Republicans and Demo- 
crats in Congress say to the American 
people: We have a real fiscal cliff for 
you; all the programs you depend upon 
to pay your medical bills aren’t going 
to have enough money to pay them, 
and we are going to have to make some 
changes to deal with that, people will 
accept that, especially if it comes from 
both of us. 

As far as who is supposed to propose 
it, well, Senator CORKER and I have 
proposed it. We proposed what to do, 
but we are not President. We are not 
President. I don’t know what the expe- 
rience of the Governor of Virginia was, 
but if in Tennessee I had waited around 
for the legislature to come up with a 
road program, we would still be driving 
on dirt roads. 

The President has to lay it out there 
and say: Let’s do it this way. Then the 
legislators, all 535 of us, will say: No, 
Mr. President, we couldn’t possibly do 
it that way. Let’s do it a little bit dif- 
ferently, and we will come to a result. 
That is the way our system works. We 
have 3 months to do it, and I hope the 
Republican leader will continue to 
make his point. 


EE 
RECESS APPOINTMENTS 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 
last Friday a three-judge Federal ap- 
pellate court made an important deci- 
sion. It said that the President of the 
United States, President Obama, on 
January 4, 2012, made some recess ap- 
pointments when the Senate wasn’t in 
recess. In other words, they were con- 
stitutionally invalid. 

The President made four appoint- 
ments on January 4, 2012—three to the 
National Labor Relations Board and 
one to the consumer finance agency. 
He did it under his so-called recess ap- 
pointment authority, which is defined 
in article II of the Constitution. 

But the Court said: No, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The Senate wasn’t in recess. The 
only time you can make those appoint- 
ments is between the annual sessions 
of Congress, and the Constitution also 
says that those vacancies to which you 
appoint have to happen during that re- 
cess. 

The Chairman of the National Labor 
Relations Board made a remarkable re- 
sponse to the order of the Court. The 
order of the Court, by the way, vacated 
an important decision the Board made 
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and said the two remaining NLRB 
members who are still on the Board are 
unconstitutionally there, so they va- 
cated the order. Instead of recognizing 
the authority of the Court, the NLRB 
Chairman said, in effect: I am going to 
hang up a sign that says ‘‘Open for 
business. We have important work to 
do.” And they are going to keep going 
despite the fact that the NLRB has 
made 219 decisions with these two un- 
constitutionally appointed members 
since the month of January 2012, all of 
which, I would say, are invalid because 
the members who voted on the deci- 
sions were unconstitutionally ap- 
pointed. 

I am here today to call for Sharon 
Block and Richard Griffin—the two 
members of the National Labor Rela- 
tions Board who were unconstitution- 
ally appointed by the President accord- 
ing to the Federal appellate court— 
calling on them to resign their posi- 
tions and calling on the President of 
the United States to nominate a full 
slate of members to the National Labor 
Relations Board, and then let’s do what 
the Constitution says we are supposed 
to do. 

The best known authority of this 
body, the Senate, is likely to be the ad- 
vice and consent provisions of the Con- 
stitution. Article II, section 2: With the 
advice and consent of the Senate, the 
President shall appoint Ambassadors 
and others. There are about 1,100 of 
those whom the President appoints. 

Two years ago and then just last 
week, we streamlined the confirmation 
process a little bit to narrow the focus 
on the most important appointees and 
make it easier to get them confirmed. 
Those are the checks and balances the 
Constitution meant to establish. They 
did that so we would have liberty from 
a tyrannical executive branch, which is 
what the Founders were worried about. 
The Court has said the President has 
exceeded that. Therefore, these two re- 
maining members of the NLRB should 
resign immediately and pack their 
bags and go home with our thanks for 
their hard work, despite the fact that 
the 219 cases they voted on ought to be 
vacated and probably will be when 
someone challenges those cases. 

A new sign needs to go up at the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board. Take 
down the sign that says ‘‘Open for busi- 
ness” and put up a sign that says ‘‘Help 
wanted. Nominations accepted.” 

The three-judge court of appeals did 
an interesting thing: They actually 
read the Constitution in its plain 
English. Here is what the Constitution 
says: 

The President shall have power to fill up 
all Vacancies that may happen during the 
Recess of the Senate. 

Now, what is the recess of the Sen- 
ate? Well, let’s go back to the begin- 
ning of our country and for many years 
thereafter. 

Sam Houston, Senator Sam Houston 
of Texas, had to go from Texas to New 
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Orleans, get on a boat, come up the 
Mississippi River, and then ride a horse 
and take a stagecoach to get here. It 
took him weeks—same to go home. 

James K. Polk of Tennessee, Speaker 
of the House, would take a stagecoach 
up to Pennsylvania and then follow the 
road or go on the river up to Pennsyl- 
vania and follow the road to the House 
of Representatives. 

At one time, President Polk, after he 
became the President, had a vacancy in 
the Attorney General’s Office, and he 
wrote to some person up in New Hamp- 
shire and asked him to take the job. It 
took 2 or 3 weeks to receive the letter, 
and it took 2 or 3 weeks to get the an- 
swer, and the answer was no. 

In those days, there were long, ex- 
tended periods in this country between 
the annual sessions of the Congress, 
when the Members of Congress were 
spread all over the country. The 
Founders anticipated that, and they 
wisely put into the Constitution a pro- 
vision that said that during those 
times, the President may make a re- 
cess appointment while the Senate is 
in recess. And that person may hold 
the position until the end of the ses- 
sion. 

Well, over the years, that has 
changed. Various Presidents have tried 
various ways to fill vacancies during a 
recess, and that has become something 
different in the last while. This hasn’t 
been just Democratic Presidents who 
have done it. Presidents have become 
frustrated because sometimes Senators 
don’t give their advice and consent. I 
know about that; I was nominated by 
President Bush the first to be the Edu- 
cation Secretary, and the Senator from 
Ohio at the time thought I needed a lit- 
tle examination and held me up for 3 
months. Finally, the Senate agreed to 
my confirmation unanimously. 

But that is what we are for. We are 
supposed to consider the President’s 
nomination of Senator KERRY to be 
Secretary of State, as we are. We are 
supposed to consider the nomination of 
Senator Hagel as Secretary of Defense. 
And according to the law, we are sup- 
posed to consider the President’s nomi- 
nees for the very important National 
Labor Relations Board. But what the 
President did was to make three ap- 
pointments to the Board the day after 
we went into our annual session. We 
went into session on January 3, 2012, 
and he made these appointments on 
January 4. 

The court said the Senate was clearly 
in session—clearly in session. So if the 
President disagrees with the Senate, if 
he is afraid he is about to nominate 
somebody who the Senate won’t like, 
well, then, he had better get somebody 
the Senate will approve or else he is 
not going to get that nominee. But the 
President said: No, I am going to do it 
my way, so I will try to change this re- 
cess appointment and do it in a way 
that is more extreme than has ever 
been done before. 
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I want to hasten to add there is no 
excuse here that if the President 
hadn’t acted in this way the Senate 
might have held up the nomination for 
too long. Of course, the Senate has 
that right, if it chooses to do so. But in 
this case the nominations only arrived 
3 weeks before the President made his 
appointments. So we have a straight- 
out set of facts here, says the court. 
According to the Constitution, valid 
appointments may only be made during 
the recess between annual sessions of 
Congress, and these were not. Sec- 
ondly, it may only be made to a va- 
cancy that occurred during the recess, 
and two of the three vacancies which 
we are talking about occurred months 
before the recess. 

The Chairman of the National Labor 
Relations Board effectively says ‘‘open 
for business.” In fact, the board should 
not be open for business, because the 
board only has one member who has 
been constitutionally appointed and 
confirmed, unanimously by the Senate. 
So the board, without a full quorum of 
three members, which it does not 
have—two are unconstitutionally ap- 
pointed—can’t issue regulations and 
can’t decide cases, including appeals of 
decisions of unfair labor practices. 

Let me give an example that might 
affect the State of Tennessee. We were 
very concerned last year—I was; Ten- 
nesseans were—when a complaint 
began to make its way through the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board affecting 
the Boeing Company and its decision to 
put a plant in South Carolina. In other 
words, Boeing, from a State that does 
not have a right-to-work law, wanted 
to put a new plant in a State that does 
have a right-to-work law, and a com- 
plaint was filed, which, on the face of 
it, made it look like as if, in trying to 
do that, it is prima facie evidence they 
were violating national labor laws. 
That is a very expensive delay for the 
Boeing Company—or any company. 
Well, that eventually got settled after 
a lot of expense. 

But let’s say we have a small supplier 
in the State of Illinois, which is not a 
right-to-work State, that might want 
to work in Tennessee or Virginia, 
which are, and someone files a com- 
plaint. Do we want a board there that 
is unconstitutionally placed that 
might rule that is a prima facie viola- 
tion of Federal law? To have members 
of the NLRB who are not confirmed by 
the U.S. Senate raises the prospect 
that would undermine the right-to- 
work law in Tennessee and Virginia 
and all the other States that have cho- 
sen to have one. 

So this has very practical, everyday 
application in the State of Tennessee. 

But even though the board can’t 
issue regulations or decide cases, the 
rest of the NLRB can be open for busi- 
ness while the President makes nomi- 
nations and the Senate considers those 
nominations under regular order. For 
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example, the NLRB could conduct elec- 
tions, it could investigate allegations 
of unfair labor practices, it could issue 
a complaint, administrative law judges 
could hold hearings, regional directors 
can settle cases, the general counsel 
may seek to enforce orders, and the 
general counsel could issue enforce- 
ment guidance memoranda. 

They are all open for business, but 
the National Labor Relations Board is 
not open for business. Its ‘‘open for 
business” sign needs to come down, and 
a new one needs to go up that says: 
Help wanted. Nominations accepted. 

Finally, there is a larger issue here. 
At the beginning of last year, I visited 
Mount Vernon. I mentioned it in the 2 
minutes I had at the President’s inau- 
gural last week, because it made such 
an impression on me. I was reminded 
that the American Revolution was 
about tyranny by a king. That was the 
danger. That was what caused people 
to sacrifice their lives. 

I saw in the National Archives this 
weekend the oath of allegiance signed 
by George Washington and his troops, 
which swore allegiance to a country 
that was not even formed yet—an alle- 
giance that would have caused him to 
be executed if we had lost the Amer- 
ican Revolution. So there was a lot at 
stake when our country was founded, 
and so much of it was about liberty and 
about an ability to resist a king or an 
imperial leader. 

George Washington himself imposed 
his own character upon the American 
character by his modesty and re- 
straint, by his decision to step down as 
general of the American army. He 
could have been general for the rest of 
his life. He made the decision to step 
down as President of the United States 
after two terms. He could have been 
President for the rest of his life. But at 
the beginning of our country, liberty, 
to many people, meant avoiding an ex- 
ecutive that was too strong, that didn’t 
have proper checks and balances. And 
our Founders put into our Constitution 
checks and balances with the court and 
with the legislature. 

Of course, as we like to point out, ar- 
ticle 1 is about the Congress, about the 
legislature. And as I said earlier, per- 
haps the best known function the Sen- 
ate has is the ability to advise and con- 
sent. The President may nominate, but 
those important people—men and 
women—may not take their offices 
until they have been confirmed by the 
Senate. 

This administration, I am sorry to 
say, has not respected those checks and 
balances, as I had hoped it would. I 
would suggest maybe a retreat to 
Mount Vernon for President Obama 
and the White House staff. The Obama 
administration has appointed more 
czars than the Romanovs. We have al- 
ways had some czars, such as the drug 
czars, but they have three dozen—three 
dozen who aren’t subject to the usual 


684 


restrictions that we have through the 
appropriations process. 

The most blatant example of the im- 
perial Presidency are the recess ap- 
pointments at a time when the Senate, 
according to this court, was not in re- 
cess, in order to put into those posi- 
tions men and women with whom the 
Senate would not agree. If the Presi- 
dent could do what the President did 
on January 4, 2012, on a regular basis, 
we might take a recess break for lunch 
and come back and find we have a new 
Supreme Court Justice. 

I am here to suggest the right thing 
to do would be to respect the tradition 
of checks and balances that is built 
into our Constitution. It is at work 
here, because the President took an ac- 
tion, we didn’t like it, and the third 
branch of government has made a deci- 
sion the President was wrong. The way 
to go forward is for the two remaining 
members of the National Labor Rela- 
tions Board who were appointed uncon- 
stitutionally to resign their position 
and for the President to nominate as 
rapidly as he can men or women to fill 
the remaining vacancies on the board. 
And to the extent the committee on 
which I am the ranking Republican, 
which oversees labor matters, has any- 
thing to do with that, I will pledge 
speedy consideration of those nomi- 
nees. 

Let’s get the National Labor Rela- 
tions Board back in business. But it 
cannot be open for business today. It 
cannot be properly open for business 
today. Those two members should re- 
sign their positions and recognize the 
court has said we still have in America 
a Constitution that provides checks 
and balances. So take down the sign 
that says: Open for business, and put 
up the sign that says: Help wanted. 
Nominations accepted. 

Mr. President, I commend my col- 
leagues to read my floor remarks of 
February 2, 2012, about recess appoint- 
ments, which I made following the 
President’s so-called recess appoint- 
ments and following my visit to Mount 
Vernon. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


ee 


UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.R. 152 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that no points 
of order be in order to the Lee amend- 
ment or H.R. 152, prior to a vote on 
passage of the bill. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
HEALTH CARE COSTS 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, we 
are now entering a _ postfiscal cliff 
phase of budget negotiations, and a 
troubling but familiar refrain is al- 
ready beginning to echo through this 
Chamber which goes something like 
this: In order to fix our deficit, we 
must cut Medicare and Medicaid bene- 
fits. This is wrong. This is flatout 
wrong and it is factually wrong. 

A recent Providence Journal edi- 
torial touched on the dangers of that 
misguided approach. The editorial 
read: We need a better run Medicare 
and Medicaid, not one that covers 
fewer people. Quality can be improved 
and costs contained without throwing 
people off the rolls and into the streets 
and back into the free care of emer- 
gency rooms mandated for the unin- 
sured and into expensive private insur- 
ance. In the end, we all pay in some 
way, in quality of life and in money, 
for the gaps we tolerate in our health 
care system. 

Attacking Medicare and Medicaid is 
consistent with a particular political 
ideology—it has been part of that polit- 
ical ideology for decades now—but it is 
not consistent with the facts. It ig- 
nores the fact that our health care 
spending problem is systemwide, not 
just in Federal programs. It ignores the 
fact that we operate in this country a 
wildly inefficient health care system. 
It is not just Medicare. 

For example, Secretary of Defense 
Robert Gates said, in reference to the 
defense budgets: We are being eaten 
alive by health care. 

New data from the Centers for Medi- 
care and Medicaid Services shows our 
national health care spending in- 
creased to $2.7 trillion in 2011, which is 
about 18 percent of America’s gross do- 
mestic product. This is more than 
three times what it was in 1992, and it 
is about 100 times what it was back in 
1960. The Presiding Officer, the new 
Senator from Virginia, and I were prob- 
ably around in 1960. So in our lifetime 
it has gone up 100 times. 

At this rate, by 2020, $1 out of every 
$5 in this country will go toward health 
care. This is a rocketing pace of in- 
crease. 

In 1979, the year after I graduated 
from college, $221 billion; 1987, $519 bil- 
lion; 1992, $857 billion; and now $2.7 tril- 
lion. Anybody looking at that graph of 
our exploding national health care 
costs who can think that Medicare is 
the problem simply does not have a 
grasp of the facts. 

Let’s compare U.S. spending to other 
developed countries. This is us, ‘‘pre’’ 
the last report when we were still at 
17.6 percent of GDP. The next least effi- 
cient developed country is the Nether- 
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lands at 12 percent of GDP in 2010. Ger- 
many and France were at 11.6 percent 
of GDP. 

This margin right here is the margin 
by which we are more inefficient than 
the least efficient of our industrialized 
competitors—$800 billion a year. We 
could save $800 billion a year on our na- 
tional health care system just by be- 
coming as efficient as the least effi- 
cient of our national competitors. 

For all of this extra spending, the 
extra $800 billion a year, one might ex- 
pect that we would have paid for and 
earned longer and healthier lives, but 
that is not the case. Our National In- 
stitute of Medicine recently compared 
the United States to 17 peer countries. 
We were worst for prevalence of diabe- 
tes among adults among those 17 coun- 
tries, worst for obesity across all age 
groups of those 17 countries, and had 
the worst infant mortality of all 17 
countries. We suffer higher death rates 
and worse outcomes for conditions 
such as heart disease and chronic lung 
disease. 

This chart from that National Insti- 
tute of Medicine report shows all these 
dots of the other countries grouped 
around cost—expenditure per capita— 
and life expectancy. That is the United 
States of America, the dot with the red 
circle around it. We are an outlier, 
below virtually all of these countries 
except Poland and Turkey and Hun- 
gary, below them all on life expect- 
ancy. They are all above 78 and we are 
just below it, and we are wildly out of 
the grouping on cost. We are at way 
higher cost than the grouping of all of 
our industrialized competitors. We are 
wild outliers in a very bad direction of 
high cost and poor outcomes. This is a 
stark and unsettling disparity of us 
from virtually all the other nations. It 
is not to our benefit. 

The real issue is the fact that we 
have to deal with the cost and the per- 
formance of our health care system. 
Another fact that I know the Presiding 
Officer is well aware of is how hard this 
is on American families. From 2000 to 
2009 the average family premium for 
health insurance more than doubled 
from around $6,500 to more than $13,000. 
I can assure you the average family in- 
come did not double during that same 
period, unless maybe you were an aver- 
age family on Wall Street. 

Health care costs are a leading cause 
of family bankruptcy in this country. 
Thankfully, the Affordable Care Act 
will help millions of uninsured Ameri- 
cans purchase health coverage. But we 
should add, in addition to the kneejerk 
reaction to target Medicare and Med- 
icaid being out of step with these facts, 
it will also hurt these families more 
without grappling with the real health 
care system cost problem. 

Again, going after Medicare is wrong. 
It is a misdiagnosis of the problem, 
and, of course, when you miss the diag- 
nosis you prescribe the wrong cure. 
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Medicare is actually one of the most 
efficient parts of our inefficient health 
care system. From 2007 to 2011, for the 
same set of health benefits, the annual 
growth rate in health spending per 
Medicare enrollee was 2.8 percent; for 
private plans, 5.6 percent, twice as 
much, a 100-percent higher cost than 
for Medicare. 

The Congressional Budget Office has 
found that for every dollar we spend on 
Medicare, 98 cents of it goes through to 
people in the form of health care, ac- 
tual health care. Spend $1, get 98 cents’ 
worth of health care. For Medicare Ad- 
vantage that the private insurance sec- 
tor runs that operates under similar 
rules and treats the same population as 
Medicare, every $1 delivers only 89 
cents in health care, with the rest 
spent on administrative cost and CEO 
salaries and marketing. So not only is 
Medicare not the problem, it is actu- 
ally one of the best ways we have for 
delivering health care through this 
wildly inefficient outlier of a health 
care system. 

I am not alone in saying that a cor- 
rect diagnosis of the problem will lead 
us to health care system reform, not 
Medicare benefit cuts. Gail Wilensky, 
the former CMS Administrator under 
President George H.W. Bush, said in 
2011: 

If we don’t redesign what we are doing, we 
can’t just cut unit reimbursement and think 
we are somehow getting a better system. 

A lot of my colleagues give great cre- 
dence to the private sector. In the pri- 
vate sector, one of the leaders in health 
care is George Halvorson, who recently 
stepped down as chairman and CEO of 
Kaiser Permanente, one of the biggest 
and best health care companies in the 
country. Here is what he said: 

There are people right now who want to 
cut benefits and ration care and have that be 
the avenue to cost reduction in this country 
and that’s wrong. It’s so wrong, it’s almost 
criminal. It’s an inept way of thinking about 
health care. 

So from Republican administrators 
to private sector leaders, the message 
is the same: We have to solve this as a 
system problem. 

Let me give a couple of examples of 
how we might want to go about doing 
this. As one example of the significant 
savings to be found in our health care 
system, a Washington Post columnist 
recently wrote: 

Few people realize that Medicare spends 
wildly different amounts per senior depend- 
ing on where the senior happens to live... . 
Medicare spends 2.5 times more per senior in 
Miami than in Minneapolis. 

I repeat, 242 times more per senior in 
Miami than in Minneapolis— 

Yet there is no difference in quality or 
health outcomes associated with this extra 
spending. In other words, Medicare redistrib- 
utes billions from regions where doctors 
practice cost effectively to regions where the 
local Medical Industrial Complex pads its in- 
come with excess services and procedures. 

Our colleague, Senator FRANKEN, 
often says: If we could just deliver 
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health care the way we do in Min- 
nesota, we could solve our problem. 
And this column and this information 
bears it out. If they are not getting 
better health care in Miami, then why 
do we tolerate letting Miami absorb 2.5 
times the cost per senior than they are 
able to provide it for in Minneapolis? 
We should be driving Miami toward 
Minneapolis, where we know they can 
do it in Minneapolis. Make that the 
model and force the change. 

This graph uses data from the Dart- 
mouth Atlas Project to illustrate this 
point. Not only is there significant var- 
iation in health care cost and quality— 
each of these dots is a State, and they 
are rated on overall quality and spend- 
ing per beneficiary. As we can see, they 
spread out from very high cost and 
very poor quality States, such as Lou- 
isiana, to very low cost and very high 
quality States, such as New Hamp- 
shire. But if we draw a statistical line 
through this array of dots, here is the 
line we get. It shows the reverse cor- 
relation: The more you spend the worse 
your care. 

A second example, and it is con- 
sistent with this, is how poorly our 
health care system performs on basic 
measures of quality and safety and pre- 
vention. For example, according to the 
news magazine ‘‘The Week,” avoidable 
infections passed on due to poor hos- 
pital hygiene kill as many people in 
the United States—about 103,000 people 
killed every year—as are killed by 
AIDS, breast cancer, and auto acci- 
dents combined. We are killing more 
people in this country through hos- 
pital-acquired infection than through 
AIDS, breast cancer, and auto acci- 
dents combined. These deaths are trag- 
ic to those families, but they are tragic 
in another sense because they are pre- 
ventable. 

As we have shown, in Rhode Island, 
when hospital staff follow a checklist 
of basic instructions—washing hands 
with soap, cleaning the patient’s skin 
with antiseptic, placing sterile drapes 
widely over the patient—rates of infec- 
tion plummet and the costs of treating 
those infections disappear. The costs of 
treating the 100,000 Americans who die 
every year from those hospital-ac- 
quired infections are huge, and they 
would disappear if we do not have the 
infections in the first place and the 
cost of treating the hundreds of thou- 
sands who get those infections and do 
not die, who are not among the 103,000 
who die but nevertheless have to be 
treated, those costs also disappear. It 
is a pretty big number. We don’t know 
exactly what it is, but the Center for 
Disease Prevention reported that from 
2001 to 2009, there were State and Fed- 
eral efforts to improve these efforts to 
prevent hospital-acquired infections, 
and that contributed to a 58-percent 
decrease in the number of central line 
bloodstream infections among inten- 
sive care unit patients. That, in turn, 


685 


represents up to 27,000 saved and ap- 
proximately $1.8 billion in cost savings 
to our health care system. Let’s do 
more of that before we go after Medi- 
care benefits. 

A third example is managing and pre- 
venting chronic disease. Compare the 
United States to France on the treat- 
ment of lung disease and you will find 
that although France has more smok- 
ers and therefore higher rates of lung 
disease than the United States, levels 
of severity and fatality are three times 
lower in France. France spends eight 
times less on treatment per person 
than we do. 

Compare the United States to Britain 
on diabetes. You will find that Britain 
spent only half of what we spend per 
person on diabetes, but it is five times 
more productive in managing diabetes 
than we are. 

Dr. Daniel Vasella, who is the chair- 
man of Novartis, explains that ‘‘in 
America, no one has incentives to 
make quality and cost-effective out- 
comes the goal.” 

France and Britain give their health 
care providers incentives to focus on 
early detection and cost-effective 
treatment that make wellness the goal, 
not treatment. To paraphrase George 
Washington University Professor 
Thomas J. Schoenbaum: ‘‘Make virtue 
profitable and everyone’s a saint.” 

Saving money by reforming how we 
deliver health care is not just possible, 
it is happening. A 2008 report from the 
Dartmough Atlas Project predicted 
that ‘‘using the Mayo Clinic as a 
benchmark, the nation could reduce 
health care spending by as much as 30 
percent for acute and chronic ill- 
nesses.” A benchmark based on Inter- 
mountain Healthcare, which is a great 
provider based in Utah, predicts a re- 
duction of more than 40 percent. So we 
are doing it; it is happening. We just 
need to spread it more widely. During a 
2011 Senate HELP hearing that I 
chaired, Greg Poulsen of Inter- 
mountain Healthcare said: 

Intermountain and other organizations 
have shown that improving quality is com- 
patible with lowering costs and, indeed, 
high-quality care is generally less expensive 
than substandard care. 

Take a look at what various experts 
estimate as the potential annual sav- 
ings that could be found in our health 
care system. The President’s Council of 
Economic Advisers says that we could 
annually save $700 billion a year. The 
National Institute of Medicine recently 
reported that we could save $750 billion 
a year. The New England Healthcare 
Institute has estimated that a savings 
of $850 billion a year is possible, and 
the Lewin Group—a private group that 
focuses extensively on health care and 
does research and analysis—together 
with George Bush’s Treasury Secretary 
Paul O’Neill, have come up with an es- 
timate of $1 trillion a year. We don’t 
know what the exact number is. These 
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are estimates, but for sure there is a 
huge potential for savings in our 
health care system. 

These savings flow through to our 
Federal budget. The Federal Govern- 
ment does 40 percent of America’s 
health care spending. If the estimate 
by the Council of Economic Advisers is 
correct, the national health care ex- 
penditure is $2.7 trillion, Federal 
health care spending is $1.1 trillion. 
After we do the math, it is 40 percent. 

Of the four estimates, let’s take the 
most conservative one. Let’s take the 
Council of Economic Advisers’ esti- 
mate of $700 billion—the lowest of the 
four—and multiply it by 40 percent. 
The Federal share would be $280 billion 
per year for the Federal Government. 
It would be $280 billion per year just by 
getting those kinds of savings. 

Let’s say we cannot get the $700 bil- 
lion, that it is too hard to lift; we tried 
and cannot get there. Let’s say we can 
only get half of those estimated sav- 
ings. That is $350 billion times 40 per- 
cent. We could set a target of $140 bil- 
lion of savings in the Federal budget in 
health care having assumed a 50-per- 
cent failure rate in getting there from 
the lowest of the four major estimates. 
That is pretty conservative to start 
from the lowest of the four major esti- 
mates, assume a 50-percent failure 
rate, and there we are, we still get $140 
billion a year we could target as sav- 
ings coming back into the Federal 
budget and the Federal health care sys- 
tem. 

Let’s say we set the target at $350 bil- 
lion, the halfway target, and we failed 
at meeting even that target. Let’s say 
we failed again by half, which is not 
close. That is a huge miss. Let’s say 
the best we could do is to get $175 bil- 
lion of the $700 billion in savings, 
which was the most conservative of 
those four estimates. If we multiply 
that by 40 percent, guess what. That is 
$70 billion a year. 

What do we do when we get into 
budget discussions? We multiply by 10 
because it is a 10-year budget estimate. 
If we are going to take that $70 billion 
and move into a budget discussion, it 
becomes $700 billion. So this is real 
money. 

Let me add that most recently the 
Commonwealth Fund released a report 
that outlines a set of distinct policies 
that would accelerate health care de- 
livery system reform and slow health 
spending by $2 trillion over 10 years. So 
that is not just $700 billion but $2 tril- 
lion over 10 years, from 2014 to 2023. 

How do we get there? Well, many of 
the tools necessary to drive down costs 
and improve the quality of patient care 
are already in the law. The Affordable 
Care Act, the famous ObamaCare, in- 
cluded 45 provisions which have vir- 
tually never been discussed on this 
Senate floor—because they were not 
controversial—that were dedicated to 
redesigning how health care is deliv- 
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ered. These delivery system reforms 
cover five priority areas: payment re- 
form, making sure that people are paid 
to keep us well and not wait until we 
get sick and have to treat us more; pri- 
mary and preventive care, making sure 
we are taking care of chronic patients, 
less specialists, more care upfront; 
measuring and reporting quality so we 
are not dealing with the hospital-ac- 
quired infections so much; administra- 
tive simplification because for doctors 
it is a bear to try to keep up with the 
insurance companies that try to con- 
tinue to deny them payment; and 
health information technology so we 
have an electronic health record that 
loads with data and is sensible and 
state of the art. 

These Affordable Care Act delivery 
system reforms span our health care 
system and engage all stakeholders in 
the effort—for example, patients, phy- 
sicians, hospitals, State governments, 
and the Federal Government—which is 
good because working together is the 
right way to achieve these reforms. 

There is even evidence that the Af- 
fordable Care Act is already working to 
slow the growth of health care spend- 
ing. In a Washington Post op-ed this 


summer, Secretary of Health and 
Human Services Kathleen Sebelius 
wrote: 


In the decade before the law passed, na- 
tional health expenditures increased about 7 
percent a year. But in the past two years, 
those increases have dropped to less than 4 
percent per year. 

At the top of this graph, it is actu- 
ally starting to tip down a little bit, 
thanks to that. Dropping it to less than 
4 percent per year has saved Americans 
more than $220 billion. 

Peter Orszag, the former Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget, 
said the same thing in a recent Provi- 
dence Journal editorial. He said—— 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator needs to begin to 
wrap up. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent for an addi- 
tional 2 minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
know the distinguished Senator from 
Alabama is waiting and I will wrap up. 

Peter Orszag wrote in the Providence 
Journal: 

In January 2009, [CMS] projected that ex- 
penditures would reach 19.8 percent of gross 
domestic product in 2017. This year, the pro- 
jection for 2017 is down to 18.4 percent of 
GDP. That difference amounts to a whopping 
$280 billion. In other words, relative to the 
projections issued three years earlier, to- 
day’s forecasts suggest health savings of 
$3,500 per family of four by 2017. 

I did this report for the Senate HELP 
Committee last year on the Affordable 
Care Act delivery system reform provi- 
sions. Anybody who is watching and 
wants a copy, contact my office; we 
will mail or e-mail it to you. 
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In the report we found that the ad- 
ministration has made fairly consider- 
able progress on the 45 delivery system 
reform provisions in the law, but much 
more can and must be done. Specifi- 
cally, the report calls upon the Obama 
administration to set a cost savings 
target for health care delivery system 
reform. A cost savings target will focus 
and guide and spur the administra- 
tion’s efforts in a manner that vague 
intentions to bend the health care cost 
curve will not. It would also provide a 
measurable goal by which we can 
evaluate the progress of the Affordable 
Care Act. 


In a report I mentioned earlier, the 
Commonwealth Fund has reported that 
“the establishment of targets ... can 
serve both as a metric to guide policy 
development and as an incentive for all 
involved parties to act to make them 
effective.” 


One of the best examples of a clear 
target was President Kennedy declar- 
ing that within 10 years the U.S. Gov- 
ernment would put a man safely on the 
Moon and bring him home. That mes- 
sage and the mission that was outlined 
were clear. The result was a mobiliza- 
tion of private and public resources to 
achieve that purpose because the goal 
was clear and specific. 


This administration has a similar op- 
portunity, particularly now at the 
height of the implementation of the 
Affordable Care Act: Set a serious cost 
savings target for our Nation’s health 
care system—none of this spongy bend- 
ing the health care cost curve stuff— 
and put the full force of American in- 
novation and ingenuity into achieving 
that target. That approach has a triple 
benefit: protecting Medicare and Med- 
icaid benefits that don’t need to be cut 
if we are doing this right; second, im- 
proving patient outcomes, making peo- 
ple healthier; and third, dialing back 
health care spending by potentially 
hundreds and hundreds of billions of 
dollars. The alternatives to that will 
harm seniors and those least able to af- 
ford adequate health care. 


I conclude by urging the administra- 
tion to set a real cost savings target 
with a number and a date, and then 
let’s get to work to give the American 
families the health care system they 
deserve. Instead of waste and ineffi- 
ciency and being a disgraceful outlier 
from all the rest of the world on qual- 
ity and cost, let’s make for America 
the health care system that is the envy 
of the world. That should be our goal 
and that could be our destiny. 


I thank the Presiding Officer, and I 
yield the floor. 


I express my appreciation to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Alabama for 
his patience during my remarks. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Alabama. 
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IMMIGRATION REFORM 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I 
know there is a group of Senators who 
announced today that they have ideas, 
a plan, an outline, and a framework for 
a new comprehensive immigration bill. 
Indeed, the fact that our current immi- 
gration system is not working effec- 
tively and is failing on a daily basis 
cannot be denied. It certainly needs to 
be fixed. It is a challenge for us to do 
so and it will not be easy. I want to 
warn my colleagues that a framework 
is not a bill. 

In 2006 and 2007, with the full support 
of the Republican President of the 
United States, a bipartisan group an- 
nounced with great confidence that 
they had a plan that was going to fix 
our immigration system and we were 
all going to just line up and vote for it. 
The masters of the universe had de- 
cided, met in secret, had all the special 
interest groups gathered and worked 
out a plan that was going to change 
our immigration system for the better, 
and we should all be most grateful. 

It came up in 2006, and it did not 
pass. It came back again in 2007 with 
even more emphasis, and it failed co- 
lossally. It failed because it did not do 
what they said it would do. It did not 
end the illegality, it did not set forth a 
proper principle of immigration for 
America, and it did not sufficiently 
alter the nature of our immigration 
system to advance the national inter- 
est of the United States. It did not, and 
that is why it didn’t pass. They had all 
the powerful forces, including the TV 
and newspaper guys, the Wall Street 
guys, the agriculture guys, the civil 
rights group, La Raza, and the politi- 
cians. But the American people said no. 
It was a challenge, and there was a 
long debate, but it didn’t pass. I 
thought the lesson learned from that 
was there needs to be a demonstration 
that the law is being enforced, end the 
illegality, and then we can wrestle 
with how to compassionately treat peo- 
ple who have been in America a long 
time. I thought that was kind of what 
we had decided. 

Now my colleagues say: Don’t worry, 
this is going to be a better piece of leg- 
islation that can work for us. I hope 
that is true. We do need to fix the im- 
migration system. There are things we 
can do on a bipartisan, nonpartisan 
basis which would make our country’s 
immigration policy better and more ef- 
fective, and I hope that is what will re- 
sult from this. 

But no one should expect that Mem- 
bers of the Senate are just going to 
rubberstamp what a group of Members 
have decided. We are not going to just 
rubberstamp what the President of the 
United States has just decided because 
we need to analyze it. Each one of us, 
every Member of this Senate has a re- 
sponsibility, a firm duty to evaluate 
this proposal to ensure that it en- 
hances our ability as a nation to do the 
right thing. 
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We are a nation of immigrants, and 
we are going to continue to be a nation 
of immigrants. We admit over 1 million 
people into our country every single 
year legally. But now we are told that 
after 1986, when they had that immi- 
gration bill, that amnesty bill, that we 
have allowed 11 million more people, 
give or take a few million, into the 
country illegally. They have entered 
the country illegally. In 1986 Congress 
promised the American people that if 
they would give amnesty to the people 
who were here and who entered ille- 
gally, they would stop illegal immigra- 
tion in the future and we wouldn’t face 
this challenge again. In fact, our col- 
leagues basically said that in their 
piece they put out promoting the bill: 
We are never going to have to worry 
about immigration again if Members 
pass our legislation. That was the 
promise made in 1986 when the bill did 
pass, but it did not fulfill its promise. 

So once again I think we are in a sit- 
uation where the promise will be made 
that people will be given immediate 
regularized status and they won’t be 
given full rights of citizenship until 
certain laws are enforced, and don’t 
worry about it—it is all going to work 
out sometime off in the distant future. 
But questions do need to be asked, and 
we will ask those questions, and it will 
be important for us to do the right 
thing. 

I know there are people who like low 
wages. I know there are people who be- 
lieve that it is hard to get Americans 
to do certain jobs and that we can use 
immigrants and they will do those jobs 
at less pay and ask fewer questions and 
demand fewer benefits. I know that is 
out there. We have talked about that 
in the past. I am hoping this legisla- 
tion is not designed for the special in- 
terests but designed to advance Amer- 
ican interests. 

What are some of the principles I 
think need to be in this system? I like 
Canada’s system of immigration. It 
seems to work very well. They ask a 
number of questions. They give points 
when one applies to come into Canada, 
and a person gets more points for meet- 
ing the goals they have. One of the 
goals they have is that the potential 
immigrant speak the language. In Can- 
ada, they have two—French and 
English. If a person speaks French or 
English, they get more points or maybe 
they don’t even get in if they don’t 
have some grasp of the language before 
they come in on a permanent basis. 
Then they give more points, more pref- 
erence to people with education, skills 
they need in Canada. 

This proposal suggests it does that. 
It should do that. It should be a major 
part of any immigration reform that 
focuses on trying to get people who 
will be most successful in America, the 
ones we know are going to be able to do 
better here. 

The plan should not admit a person 
who is likely to be a public charge. 
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However, that is already the current 
law. A person is not supposed to be ad- 
mitted to America if they are likely to 
be a public charge; that is, they will 
need government aid to take care of 
themselves. Some people will be turned 
down because of this. We should take 
the ones who are not going to be a pub- 
lic charge. 

We discovered in looking at the num- 
bers recently that less than one-tenth 
of 1 percent of applicants that come to 
the United States are turned down on 
the basis that they might be a public 
charge. So, in effect, that is not being 
enforced. Basically, it is just not being 
enforced. 

So how can we be sure of that? My 
friend Stephen Moore was on the TV 
today. He is at the Wall Street Jour- 
nal. He said: You don’t have to worry 
about people coming in and being a 
public charge. There is a law against 
that. 

Well, Mr. Moore, there may be a law 
against it, but it is not being enforced. 
We need to know it is going to be en- 
forced in the future. 

Younger people in Canada get a pri- 
ority. Pretty soon, people will be on 
Social Security and Medicare when 
they reach those ages. Shouldn’t we as 
a rational nation look to give priority 
to younger people who will work a lit- 
tle longer and pay more into the sys- 
tem before they draw these benefits? 

They give preferences to investors, 
those who create jobs and bring fac- 
tories and manufacturing to their 
country. Those are the kinds of things 
I think we ought to be talking about. 

This proposal makes reference to 
guest workers. It is a very delicate 
issue. Let me tell my colleagues what 
was in the bill in 2007 and the reason. 
In my mind, it was one of the greater 
errors in the legislation. People would 
come into the country for 3 years. 
They could bring their families. If they 
were still working at the place at 
which they came in to work, they 
could extend for another 3 years and 
then another 3 years and then another 
3 years. So I would ask, somebody who 
had been in the country 8, 9, 10 years, 
could we just easily ask them to leave? 
Not likely. What if they have had two 
children and the children are auto- 
matic citizens? 

This is a very impractical system. So 
we need to examine how a guest worker 
plan will actually be carried out. In my 
view, a guest worker should come with- 
out family for less than a year at a 
time to do seasonal—to do particular 
work and then return to their country. 
Otherwise, we create an entirely new 
system, and it will be very difficult to 
enforce. 

We need to know pretty much what 
the Nation can rightly absorb in terms 
of the number of people who come each 
year, and as a result of that, we need to 
make sure any legislation has a limit 
that would make common sense in the 
world in which we live. 
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Finally, I would say that we face a 
particular hurdle this time. We faced 
this hurdle last time, but I believe it is 
even more serious this time. That is, if 
the chief law enforcement officer of the 
country—then President Bush, now 
President Obama—President Obama 
has particularly acted to undermine 
the ability of the law enforcement 
community to actually enforce exist- 
ing laws—— 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The time of the Senator has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for an additional 2 minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. SESSIONS. The Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement officers have 
voted unanimously ‘‘no confidence” in 
Mr. John Morton, the Director of ICH, 
because of his failure to lead and his, in 
fact, undermining of their ability to do 
their jobs, and they sued him for inter- 
fering with their ability to do their 
jobs in enforcing the laws of this coun- 
try. Actually, a federal court just re- 
cently upheld the lawsuit and allowed 
it to proceed. What a terrible thing it 
is that law enforcement officers have 
to sue their leadership to be able to do 
their jobs. 

So we need to be sure we have in the 
President someone who is committed 
to enforcing the law if it is passed. If 
that had been so, we would be in a lot 
better position today. 

I see my colleague from Louisiana, 
and I believe he is to be recognized 
next. He has been such a good student 
of this issue. He is a fabulous lawyer, 
editor of the Tulane Law Review, and 
he understands this, and I am really 
glad he could be here today. 

There is one more thing I would note. 
In addition to the fact that we have a 
President less willing to enforce the 
law, the labor participation rate in 2007 
when the last comprehensive reform 
bill that included amnesty was de- 
feated was 66 percent. Today, labor par- 
ticipation has dropped to 63.6 percent. 
Unemployment in 2007, when the last 
proposal failed, was 4.5 percent. It is 
now 7.9 percent. 

So I think we need to ask serious 
questions about any proposal, and 
maybe we can move forward with some 
legislation that would serve the na- 
tional interests. Maybe we can do it on 
a bipartisan basis, but it is going to 
take real attention to details. The de- 
tails are what make the difference, and 
that is what Iam concerned about. 

I thank the Chair, and I yield the 
floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for up to 8 
minutes, and I ask the Chair to alert 
me when 6 minutes has elapsed. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, reserv- 
ing the right to object, and I will not 
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object, but I ask unanimous consent to 
follow the Senator from Louisiana to 
speak. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. VITTER. Thank you, Mr. Presi- 
dent. Through the Chair, I wish to 
thank Senator DURBIN for his courtesy 
in light of another engagement I have. 

I rise to join my colleague from Ala- 
bama and to join many others to ex- 
press real concern on this topic of ille- 
gal immigration and the desperate 
need to fix this problem, to solve this 
problem. 

I believe we all want to cherish and 
hold up and continue the proud tradi- 
tion of this country which is founded 
on immigration. One of the many 
things that make America unique is 
that we are a nation of—all of us—im- 
migrants. None of us somehow has 
some blood oath or blood tie to this 
land that goes back from time imme- 
morial. We all came here relatively re- 
cently in the grand scheme of things 
from other lands, all of our families. 
We are a nation of immigrants and im- 
migration, and we cherish and cele- 
brate that. 

But, of course, historically, that has 
been a system of legal immigration. It 
is so worrisome to me and so many 
others that over the last 30 years in 
particular, it has really evolved into a 
wide open, relatively little enforce- 
ment system of illegal immigration 
that flourishes and abounds and grows 
as our traditional legal immigration 
system gets less and less workable for 
the folks trying to follow the rules. 
That is my concern as I look at many 
of these immigration reform proposals, 
particularly proposals for so-called 
comprehensive reform such as the one 
outlined today. 

I think the test is pretty simple: How 
do we uphold our tradition of immigra- 
tion and fix the problem, solve the 
problem, and not allow it to continue 
or, worse yet, grow and mushroom? To 
me, that is the bottom line. Will any 
proposal we make be debated—will the 
proposal outlined by some of my col- 
leagues today fix the problem or will it 
perpetuate the problem or, God forbid, 
even grow the problem dramatically? 

What heightens my concern is that 
we have history as a guide, and history 
suggests that brand of so-called com- 
prehensive immigration reform—this 
promise of enforcement as long as we 
have an amnesty—all of those things 
put together are a recipe for failure. Of 
course, the most notable case of this 
was in 1986 under President Reagan. 
There was a so-called comprehensive 
immigration reform proposal passed 
into law. The promise, the model was 
very simple: We are going to get seri- 
ous about enforcement—we _ really, 
really are—and we are going to have a 
one-time leniency or amnesty. It will 
fix the problem once and for all. We 
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will never have to look back, and that 
will be done. 

As we know from bitter experience 
since then, it didn’t quite turn out that 
way. The promised enforcement never 
fully materialized. In fact, in my opin- 
ion, it never materialized to any sig- 
nificant extent. However, the leniency, 
the amnesty happened immediately. It 
happened the second that bill was 
signed into law. 

So did it fix the problem estimated at 
about 3 million illegal aliens then? No. 
It not only perpetuated the problem, it 
grew the problem to 12 million-plus— 
some people think as high as 15 million 
to 20 million illegal aliens now. So it 
grew the problem enormously because 
we had promised enforcement which 
never adequately materialized but an 
amnesty which happened immediately. 
That is the fundamental concern. That 
is the deadly scenario I am concerned 
about with regard to virtually all of 
these so-called ‘‘comprehensive’’ solu- 
tions. 

There is one thing—at least one 
thing—that has changed since 1986. It 
is this: Compared to 1986, we have a 
President and an administration in 
power which has proved time and time 
again that they have no will, no focus 
on real enforcement. Why do I say 
that? 

Well, this is the administration that 
sued States attempting to enforce im- 
migration laws and get control of the 
border. It did not support those States, 
did not try to find a Federal fix. It did 
one thing: sued States such as Arizona 
trying to deal with a flow across the 
border and all of the violence and 
crime that is an aspect of that. 

This is the administration that ended 
the 32 287(g) local law enforcement pro- 
grams that were fairly effective, at 
least in focused limited ways, with re- 
gard to enforcement. They scuttled 
that program, completely threw it out 
the window. This is the administration, 
of course, that propagated the Fast and 
Furious gun-walking scandal and still 
has not answered questions about that 
adequately, in my opinion. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator has consumed 6 min- 
utes. 

Mr. VITTER. Thank you, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

This is the administration that un- 
constitutionally put into effect the 
DREAM Act by administrative fiat. 
Congress would not pass that. A Demo- 
cratic House and a Democratic Senate 
failed to pass it. President Obama at 
the time said he did not have adequate 
powers to put it into law administra- 
tively, and yet when it came time to 
run for election, he did it by adminis- 
trative fiat, in my opinion—in many 
people’s opinion—well beyond his legal 
authority. 

So that is the main thing that is dif- 
ferent from 1986. We have a President 
and an administration that has proved 
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to be completely opposed to aggressive 
and real enforcement. So I hope, as we 
continue this debate with my distin- 
guished colleague from Illinois and 
many others, we focus on that central 
question: Will this solve the problem? 

In my opinion, we have seen this 
movie before. We have tried this so- 
called comprehensive approach be- 
fore—this marriage of promises of en- 
forcement with leniency or amnesty. 
History suggests that does not work. 
The enforcement never adequately 
shows up. The amnesty immediately 
does. In this proposal, although it 
might not be immediate citizenship, it 
is immediate legal protection and 
many benefits that flow from that. 

Mr. President, I look forward to con- 
tinuing this discussion. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The assistant majority leader. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, it was 
July of 1911. A boat arrived in Balti- 
more. It came over from Germany. And 
among the passengers getting off that 
boat were a small number of people 
from Lithuania. They included my 
grandmother, my aunt, my uncle, and 
my mom. My mother was 2 years old in 
1911, and she was brought to America 
along with her family as an immigrant. 

I wish I had asked the questions be- 
fore everyone passed on about how 
much anyone remembered from that 
experience because I have always won- 
dered about it. I always wondered how 
this family who spoke no English got 
off that boat and got to East St. Louis, 
IL, which is where I grew up, and where 
a lot of Lithuanian immigrants went to 
work in the packinghouses, in the steel 
mills, and coal mines nearby. But that 
is the story of the Durbin family, at 
least my mother’s side of it. It is nota 
unique story. It is a story of America. 

My mother came to this country 2 
years of age, with a mother who did 
not speak English, and today her son 
serves in the U.S. Senate. It is a great 
story about this great country. It also 
tells the story of how many millions 
such as her came to these shores look- 
ing for something that was important 
in their lives—first and foremost, to 
feed their children, to get a job. That is 
always the No. 1 reason. 

But up in my office here, just a few 
steps away from the Senate floor, in a 
desk drawer I have one thing that was 
carried in the luggage by my grand- 
mother when she came over from Lith- 
uania. It is a prayer book. It is a 
Catholic prayer book. We are Roman 
Catholics. They were leaving Lithuania 
where the Russian czar had come in 
and said to the Roman Catholics: If 
you are not Russian Orthodox, you are 
going to have to play by different 
rules. And one of the rules is, you can’t 
have any of your prayer books written 
in Lithuanian. They must be written in 
Russian. 

Well, my grandmother, whom I never 
knew, must have been a defiant and 
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risk-taking woman because she had one 
of these contraband prayer books and 
brought it with her to America because 
she knew she could use it here without 
a problem because of the freedoms in 
this country. 

That again is a little family story 
from my life experience, my family ex- 
perience, but one that could be rep- 
licated in many different ways. 

We just had a press conference up- 
stairs, and you may see some coverage 
a little later on. There were five of us 
representing six Senators who had been 
sitting together and working on this 
immigration issue—three Democrats 
and three Republicans. On the Demo- 
cratic side, I have been honored to join 
CHUCK SCHUMER of New York and BOB 
MENENDEZ of New Jersey. On the Re- 
publican side is JOHN MCCAIN of Ari- 
zona, LINDSEY GRAHAM of South Caro- 
lina, and MARCO RUBIO of Florida. It is 
a pretty interesting group, right? It is 
a pretty interesting political spectrum 
represented by these six Senators. 

For the last few months, we have 
been sitting down and working out a 
statement of principles about immigra- 
tion reform. And today we unveiled 
those principles. We have a lot of work 
to do. We still have to write the law, 
and we still have to bring it to the Sen- 
ate to be debated and to be passed. 

I do not assume for a minute that we 
are going to have the support of every 
Senator on both sides of the aisle. That 
would be too much to consider or to 
ask. But I know from listening to the 
speeches that were given by Senator 
SESSIONS of Alabama and Senator VIT- 
TER of Louisiana, they have many 
questions they want to ask about how 
we approach immigration reform. So 
let me try, if I can, to speak to some of 
the basics that are included in our ef- 
fort. 

First, when I listened to the Senator 
from Louisiana, he said that President 
Obama had done little to enforce immi- 
gration laws. I think you will find, for 
the record, that this President has de- 
ported more people in his tenure than 
predecessors, particularly those who 
have been associated with criminal ac- 
tivity. In fact, he has received some 
criticism saying he is going too far. So 
to argue that he is not enforcing the 
law is not supported by the facts and 
the statistics. 

The Senator from Louisiana also said 
that President Obama was the author 
of the Fast and Furious program, 
which was a border effort to try to stop 
the flow of guns that blew up in the 
face of those who engineered it, and 
ended up in the tragic death of one of 
our own. I would say for the record 
that program began under President 
Bush, not under President Obama. So 
there are some facts that we need to 
put on the record. But I wish to also 
speak to a couple elements here that 
have been raised about this effort on 
immigration reform. 
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Let’s get down to basics. Immigra- 
tion is part of who we are in America. 
It is the reason we are such a diverse 
Nation. My family story, as I said, 
could be repeated over and over. Every 
generation has faced a new wave of im- 
migration coming into this country. 

I think it is healthy. I think there is 
something in the DNA of those people 
who get up and come here who are de- 
termined to improve their lives. These 
people turn out to be the entrepreneurs 
and the teachers and the leaders of our 
Nation because they were not content 
staying in someplace where they did 
not achieve their goals. They wanted 
to come to America. 

So immigration is part of who we 
are, and the debate over immigration is 
part of who we are. It has been going 
on forever. I think as soon as the first 
boat to America landed with immi- 
grants, they started questioning 
whether we needed another boatload of 
immigrants. That debate has gone on 
throughout our history. There have 
been some terrible things done in the 
name of immigration reform and some 
good things as well. 

Secondly, immigration and the de- 
mand for immigration says a great deal 
about America. People want to come 
here. It says a lot about it, doesn’t it? 
Here we are in a democracy with the 
freedoms we enjoy and an economy 
that offers such wonderful opportuni- 
ties, and people from all over the 
world, given a choice, would come here 
for their future. That is a positive. 

But the third thing is, our immigra- 
tion system is broken. I got elected 
about 16 years ago to the Senate. One 
of the first phone calls came from Sen- 
ator Ted Kennedy, chair of the Immi- 
gration Subcommittee in the Judici- 
ary. He said: Welcome to the Judiciary 
Committee. Please come on my Immi- 
gration Subcommittee. I said: Well, 
thank you. I am honored you would 
ask. He said: We are about to rewrite 
the immigration laws. We have not 
done it for 10 years. The last time was 
under President Reagan. Now we are 
going to do it again, and we need you 
to be part of it. 

Oh, I signed up in a hurry. It did not 
happen and 16 years have passed. 

So for 25 years-plus, we have not 
looked at this immigration law. It is 
broken. It is broken badly. It is broken 
when we have 11 or 12 million people 
living here who are undocumented. 
Many of them came here on a legal visa 
and overstayed their visa. Some did 
sneak across the border to come into 
the United States. There are a variety 
of explanations, but they are here. I 
have come to know them. For many 
people who are not in this business, 
maybe you do not know them. But I 
will tell who they are. 

They happen to be the person who 
just took the plates off your table at 
the restaurant. They are the ones who 
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are unloading the food at the dock be- 
hind the restaurant. They will be mak- 
ing the beds in the hotel rooms across 
America tonight. A lot of them are in 
the day-care centers every day with 
our children and grandchildren, whom 
we dearly love. Some are tending to 
our parents and grandparents who are 
in nursing homes. And some of them 
have sat down next to you in church on 
a regular basis. They are undocu- 
mented. They do not talk about it. 
They do not wear it on their sleeves. 
Many of them are afraid to say any- 
thing. And they do not live in a house 
full of undocumented people. By and 
large, you are going to find families 
split up. You may find dad, who has 
been here the longest, who qualified 
under the Reagan amnesty in 1986. He 
is a legal citizen. Mom is not. All three 
children born here are. There is a fam- 
ily that is literally split by our immi- 
gration system. 

That is the reality of what we see in 
America today. The question is, how 
did we reach this point? What can we 
do about it? We now are sitting down 
on a bipartisan basis to address it. 

First, we need to make sure we are 
doing everything we reasonably can do 
at the border to keep illegal immigra- 
tion down, to reduce it as low as pos- 
sible. I know, as I said earlier, there 
are people from all over the world who 
want to come here. 

But for those who suggest we are not 
doing enough at the border, I wish to 
call their attention to a recent press 
release from the Migration Policy In- 
stitute. This press release is from Jan- 
uary 7 of this year. It says: ‘‘The U.S. 
government spends more on federal im- 
migration enforcement than on all 
other principal federal criminal law en- 
forcement agencies combined, with the 
nearly $18 billion spent in fiscal 2012 
approximately 24 percent higher than 
collective spending for the FBI, Drug 
Enforcement Administration, Secret 
Service, U.S. Marshals Service and Bu- 
reau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives... .” 

So to argue that this President is not 
enforcing the law, when we have so 
many deportations, and to argue that 
he is not taking it seriously, when we 
are spending record-breaking amounts 
on the borders is not backed up by the 
facts. But still we need to make sure 
we are doing everything we can to keep 
the borders safe and to reduce illegal 
immigration. That is the first thing. 

The second thing is to say that those 
who are here, if they want to be legal, 
have to earn their way to legal status. 
How do they earn it? First they go 
through a criminal background check. 
We do not want anyone here who is a 
threat to our Nation or to the people 
who live here. They will be asked to 
leave. In fact, they will be forced to 
leave. 

But for those who pass the criminal 
background check, they will need to 
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pay a fine, they have to pay their 
taxes, and then they can stay and work 
in a probationary legal status while we 
make the borders safe. Ultimately, 
they have to be able to speak English, 
learn our history and civics, and then 
go through a lengthy process before 
they are granted—even possibly grant- 
ed—citizenship. 

We also say at the same time that we 
are going to build into this system en- 
forcement for the workplace. What 
brings most people to America? Jobs. 
It is all about a job. If in the workplace 
we have real enforcement, where we 
have an identification card from those 
who are seeking a job, and an obliga- 
tion on the part of the employer to 
make sure they are registered in this 
country, then we can start to have a 
system of enforceability. 

We also need—and Senator RUBIO of 
Florida has been pushing this—we also 
need to make sure that when it comes 
to visas in the United States, when we 
allow people to travel here to be tour- 
ists or students or for business pur- 
poses, and they have an expiring visa, 
they leave when they are supposed to. 
Our system now is not as good as it 
should be. We want to strengthen that 
system. That is part of what we need to 
do. 

I think immigration reform is long 
overdue. This immigration system we 
have is badly broken and needs to be 
fixed. 

We need to take the leadership in 
Washington. This bipartisan group of 
Senators has started an effort in that 
direction. We have a long way to go. 
We have to write the bill. We hope to 
have it done by March. We hope to 
bring it through the committee process 
for regular hearings, for the amend- 
ment process and everything that en- 
tails. That, to me, will make sense in 
the long run. In the meantime, I want 
to say a word about the DREAM Act. 

I introduced that bill 12 years ago. It 
was referred to on the Senate floor. It 
is worth a minute or two to recount 
why I introduced the bill. 

We received a phone call in our office 
from a program in Chicago known as 
the Merit Music Program. It is a won- 
derful program. A lady left some 
money for it and said to use the money 
to buy musical instruments for kids in 
poor schools and to give them music 
lessons. 

What an amazing transformation it 
has created in their lives. One hundred 
percent of the graduates of the Merit 
Music Program go to college, all of 
them. It is an amazing thing what a 
musical experience will do for a young 
person. 

Well, there was a young Korean girl 
named Tereza Lee who came from an 
extremely poor family. She became 
part of the Merit Music Program and 
turned out to be an accomplished pian- 
ist. She was encouraged to apply to go 
to Julliard School of Music and Man- 
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hattan Conservatory of Music she was 
so good. 

As she started to fill out the applica- 
tion, she stopped and turned to the per- 
son at the program and said: I don’t 
know why I am doing this. I am un- 
documented. I have never told anybody 
that. But I do not know why I am wast- 
ing my time with this—at which point 
they called our office and said: What 
can we do for Tereza? 

Well, it turned out the law was very 
clear. She had to leave the United 
States for 10 years, go back to Brazil, 
which was the last country she was in, 
and then apply to come to the United 
States. That seemed unfair. She was 
brought here when she was 2 years old. 
She did not vote on that. Her parents 
picked her up and brought her here. 

I started thinking: I bet there are 
others just like her. It turns out there 
are—hundreds of thousands. So I intro- 
duced the DREAM Act. 

Here is what it said: If you were 
brought to the United States before the 
age of 16, you finish high school, you 
have no serious criminal issues, and 
you are prepared to either enlist in our 
military or finish at least 2 years of 
college, we will give you a chance to 
become a citizen. I introduced it 12 
years ago. 

I have called it up on the Senate 
floor over and over. The Senator from 
Louisiana is correct; the Senate did 
not pass it. We could not get 60 votes to 
break the Republican filibuster on the 
DREAM Act. We had a majority, we 
just did not have 60. That was several 
years ago. 

So President Barrack Obama, who 
was my colleague in the Senate before 
he was elected President and was a co- 
sponsor of the DREAM Act, said: I am 
going to suspend the deportation of 
those young people who would be eligi- 
ble under the DREAM Act. He did. It 
went into effect last August. 

Congressman LUIS GUTIERREZ of Chi- 
cago is a great leader on immigration 
reform. He and I held a workshop in 
August at Navy Pier, which is a big 
gathering place in Chicago, for those 
who would be eligible for this deferral 
of deportation under the DREAM Act. 
We never dreamed they would start lin- 
ing up at midnight the night before. 
They would stay out there all night 
long with their families waiting for a 
chance to sign up. It was such a heart- 
warming experience to know how much 
this meant not only to the young per- 
sons but many times to their undocu- 
mented parents who thought: At least 
my child will get this chance. 

So some criticized the President for 
making this decision. But two-thirds of 
the American people, Democrats and 
Republicans alike, think it was the 
right decision. I do too. I have met 
those DREAMers. I have talked about 
them on the floor of the Senate over 
and over. I will continue. But these 
young people will make this a better 
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country. They deserve a chance to do 
just that. 

So those who are critical of the 
DREAM Act are basically saying these 
young people are not needed in this 
country. I think they are. They have 
spent their whole life being educated 
here. They have gotten up every morn- 
ing and in school put their hands on 
their hearts and pledged allegiance to 
that great flag, believing this is their 
country too. They deserve a chance to 
make it such. 

Marco RUBIO of Florida and I have 
worked on this DREAM Act issue. He 
said something I remember and would 
like to recount. He said: This is not an 
immigration issue; this is an issue of 
compassion, humanitarianism. These 
people were kids when they were 
brought here. They deserve this 
chance. So I know this will be included 
in any immigration reform. I certainly 
hope we will pass it and pass it soon. 

We spoke to the President last night. 
Senator SCHUMER and I had a conversa- 
tion with him. Tomorrow he will be 
making a statement in Nevada about 
immigration. He is committed to im- 
migration reform. He is committed to 
fixing this system. He told us what we 
are setting out to do is generally con- 
sistent with what he wants to see done. 
But he did tell us: Get it done. Do not 
let this drag out again. Seize the mo- 
ment and move forward with it. 

Well, we have that chance. We have 
to do it. We have to do it because this 
Nation of immigrants, this Nation that 
will still attract immigrants, needs a 
legal system that works for those who 
are here and for those who want to 
come here. We have to make sure we 
are sensitive to the fact that Ameri- 
cans should receive the first preference 
for jobs, and that will be included in 
our bill, but also beyond that jobs that 
some Americans do not want. In agri- 
culture, for example, and in other 
areas, we need some people coming in 
to help. They can be part of this immi- 
gration reform as well. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HEITKAMP). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll: 

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I 
want to speak on one of the topics of 
the day. A group of bipartisan Senators 
has had a press conference today an- 
nouncing their support for a com- 
prehensive immigration reform piece of 
legislation. This is a significant step. 
Perhaps the biggest step was—on the 
way to immigration reform—the result 
of the November 6 election. As a mat- 
ter of fact, it has been chronicled in all 
of the newspapers that the Hispanic 
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community in every State voted over- 
whelmingly for the candidate that was 
perceived to be fair on the immigration 
issue. 

I think that has propelled political 
motivation to address this issue and to 
address it fairly. I want to commend 
that bipartisan group of Senators for 
doing this. There are a number of key 
elements that as we get into the spe- 
cifics of the legislation are going to be 
important. Notice they want to lay ev- 
erything on the predicate that there is 
going to be the essence of a real border 
security effort done. 

It is hard to patrol a border of thou- 
sands and thousands of miles like we 
have, particularly where there is no 
geographical barrier and people can 
merely walk across the border. But it 
has to be done in the context of overall 
immigration reform. Another inter- 
esting part that has been very thorny 
in the business community is the fact 
of verification by employers. 

When this Senator was a young con- 
gressman and voting on immigration 
back in the 1980s, as a matter of fact 
there was supposed to be verification 
by employers of those they were hiring 
that they were here in a documented 
status. Well, that never happened. As a 
result, you see all of these head fakes 
in implementing the law about whether 
somebody was here in a documented 
status. Then when they were found not 
to be, everybody was pointing like this: 
Well, it is the other guy’s fault. 

There has to be a verification system 
put in place. Some have suggested elec- 
tronic verification. That needs to be 
explored. There are going to have to be 
a lot of new things being explored in 
order to make sure, if we are going to 
have comprehensive immigration re- 
form, those who are being employed 
here, in fact, are in a documented sta- 
tus. But the big question in the past 
politically has been, What about the 11 
million who are estimated to be in this 
country working and in an undocu- 
mented status? 

I think the principles laid out by the 
group earlier today are very good: 
They must play by the rules; they must 
not have a criminal record; they must 
pay back taxes; They must pay a fine; 
and then go to the end of the line. Even 
though they would be allowed a legal 
status to stay here and to continue 
working—and that is another one of 
the elements—they must have a job 
and demonstrate they have had a job in 
the past. It would not be fair for all of 
them to suddenly get at the head of the 
line when others have been waiting pa- 
tiently in the legal process to get a 
green card. Thus, we would not have 
this economic upheaval as some here 
have approached this issue in the past 
year. 

We have not heard a lot about this 
since the election, but previous to that 
we heard a lot about, for example, 
sending them all home, self-deporta- 
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tion, deporting all of the illegals. Well, 
first of all, there would be an economic 
collapse of part of the economy of this 
country if we suddenly eliminated all 
of those workers upon whom the econ- 
omy certainly is dependent. It, also, in 
many cases would not be fair. 

There is another part of this that 
needs to be added. This is the fairness 
question for the children who came 
here through no fault of their own. 
They have grown up thinking they are 
only an American, and then the cur- 
rent law is they have to be deported. 
Well, this Senator has intervened in a 
number of cases for children who want- 
ed to go into the military after high 
school, wanted to go on to college. 
They were at the point of being de- 
ported. 

As a matter of fact, we had a Baha- 
mian child who came when he was 6 
months old. He only knew he was 
American. He served two tours in Iraq 
in the U.S. Army, came back, went 
into the Navy Reserve, had a top secret 
clearance and was a photographer for 
the Navy at Guantanamo prison. When 
he came back, the authorities put him 
in jail—a veteran, someone who was 
still Active-Duty U.S. Navy Reserve. 

A U.S. Federal judge of Cuban-Amer- 
ican descent made a very harsh state- 
ment in Miami toward the prosecutors 
for them putting a child, now an adult, 
now a veteran, having served both the 
Army and the Navy, with a top secret 
clearance, putting that Bahamian, now 
adult, in jail. 

This is how ridiculous the system has 
gotten. This Senator had to intervene 
in this case, and once we raised enough 
Cain, finally people came to their 
senses and said: What is the common- 
sense thing to do? 

The commonsense thing now for us 
to do is all to pass a comprehensive im- 
migration reform law and, hopefully, 
that is going to occur. 

The question is, though, what is 
going to happen at the other end of the 
hall, down there in the House of Rep- 
resentatives? Because there are a lot of 
people in the other party down there 
who haven’t changed their attitude 
since the election. They still are ex- 
pressing that they don’t want anything 
but deportation. I think we are just 
going to have to use common sense and 
moderation and try to explain why this 
is the fair thing to do. 

As a young Congressman, I favored 
this comprehensive approach decades 
ago. I voted for it as a Senator. I will 
gladly, once they knit together the leg- 
islation, be one of the cosponsors of 
this legislation. 

I wish to thank the bipartisan group 
of Senators who got together, which in- 
cludes my colleague from Florida, Mr. 
RUBIO, for their willingness to take the 
initiative and to start plowing new 
ground of legislation that ought to be 
able to be passed this year. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ee 


MAKING SUPPLEMENTAL APPRO- 

PRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL 
YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 
2013 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro- 
ceed to the consideration of H.R. 152, 
which the clerk will report by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 152) making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2018, to improve and streamline 
disaster assistance. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I 
rise to urge my colleagues to imme- 
diately pass this urgent supplemental 
bill without further delay. I remind my 
colleagues and those who are watching 
us on global C-SPAN, this is the bill 
that will pay for disaster relief to help 
our citizens, both as individuals, busi- 
nesses, and communities, rebuild their 
lives after the devastating, horrific im- 
pact of Hurricane Sandy. Particularly, 
it will impact the residents of New 
York and New Jersey. 

My own State was affected also. In 
my own State, we had two things hap- 
pen: a hurricane in the old-fashioned 
definition of that word, where it hit 
the Eastern Shore; and up in western 
Maryland, right up in our Appalachian 
part; we had a blizzard, and it took the 
National Guard to be able to go into 
the streets. We had people being res- 
cued on Swift Boats and on snowmo- 
biles. It was something. 

At the same time, I think all Amer- 
ica watched what was going on up the 
coast but particularly in New Jersey 
and New York. 

Many other States were also im- 
pacted by this storm. Homes and busi- 
nesses were damaged and destroyed, 
and they have been waiting for 90 days 
for help from their government to help 
them rebuild their lives and rebuild 
their livelihoods. 

I, therefore, tonight ask immediate, 
urgent action to move this bill. It is 
not perfect, but it is a very sound bill. 
The bill that was passed by the Senate 
in December was a superior bill. The 
House bill, which is before us, elimi- 
nates many important provisions that 
the Senate passed. 

I will go into that, but I urge my col- 
leagues, let’s not make the perfect the 
enemy of the good. We have to get 
started. We have to help our commu- 
nities. They have been waiting, wait- 
ing, waiting. Governor Cuomo, Gov- 
ernor Christie, Governor O’Malley have 
all said move it. We need help to move 
it. We need to. 
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I say there are things that came back 
from the House on the Senate-passed 
bill that I am not too excited about. 
They reduced the cost-share require- 
ments for Army Corps projects. In 
other words, the government, the local 
government, will have to pay more. 
They reduced funding for fisheries, for 
flexibility to help our State Depart- 
ment. In a perfect world, I would seek 
to amend this bill and ask for a con- 
ference with the House so we could 
work out these differences. But even 
though this House bill is not perfect, it 
does give critical relief to the people 
who need it; therefore, passing this bill 
is my top priority. 

This bill totals $50.5 billion for Hurri- 
cane Sandy recovery efforts. When 
combined with the $9.7 billion of flood 
insurance we passed earlier this month, 
along with assistance for Hurricane 
Sandy related to recovery, this bill 
meets the current needs of the recov- 
ery efforts and should be approved 
without delay. 

Let me take a few minutes to discuss 
some of the important issues. There is 
$16 billion in there for community de- 
velopment block grant funding to re- 
store infrastructure and housing to 
help people rebuild their lives. There is 
$11.5 billion in the FEMA disaster fund 
for ongoing disaster response. There is 
$10 billion for public transportation— 
particularly crucial in the New York 
and New Jersey area—and $5.3 billion 
for the Army Corps of Engineers to 
help protect communities along our 
shorelines, as well as $500 million for 
the social services block grants to help 
meet compelling human needs such as 
childcare, mental health services, and 
also for programs that will help with 
very damaged facilities that meet a 
compelling need. 

As I said, Governors Cuomo and 
Christie have identified needs totaling 
billions of dollars more than this legis- 
lation provides, and that doesn’t even 
include other States such as my own 
State of Maryland. The funding in this 
bill is urgently needed. Every dollar 
has been examined. 

Hurricane Sandy was one of the most 
destructive storms to have hit the 
United States. Hundreds of thousands 
of families have seen their lives turned 
upside down. They have waited far too 
long for this legislation to reach the 
President. I strongly urge the support 
of this legislation. 

This is the very first bill that, as the 
full chair of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, I am moving. I would like to 
acknowledge the role of the sub- 
committee chairmen because in that 
committee, the subcommittees really 
carry the bulk of the work. Senator 
LANDRIEU of the Subcommittee on 
Homeland Security has FEMA in her 
jurisdiction, and she has done an out- 
standing job of making sure we meet 
compelling human need at the same 
time we get value for our dollar. Sen- 
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ator PATTY MURRAY chairs the sub- 
committee that funds housing and 
transportation, again making sure we 
are rebuilding homes and livelihoods. 
Senator FEINSTEIN, whose sub- 
committee oversees the Army Corps of 
Engineers, which has been doing a he- 
roic job keeping the Mississippi River 
open, wants to make sure the shore- 
lines of New York and New Jersey and 
Maryland are open for business as well. 
I could name all of them, but those 
three have done an outstanding job. 

I particularly wish to acknowledge 
the help of my colleagues from New 
York and New Jersey. Senator SCHU- 
MER led the way, particularly when 
there was this difficult time with Sen- 
ator Inouye’s illness, to move this bill, 
but Senators GILLIBRAND, MENENDEZ, 
and LAUTENBERG have really been out- 
standing. 

This is about colleagues, and I thank 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle who helped us. 

I would now like to yield the floor to 
Senator LANDRIEU, who has done such a 
great job through her subcommittee, 
and ask her to elaborate particularly 
on the aspects of the disaster response 
and recovery. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. I thank my col- 
league for her extraordinary, robust, 
and enthusiastic leadership on this im- 
portant piece of legislation that will 
send hope and help to the Northeast, to 
the dozens of counties throughout New 
York, New Jersey, and even the State 
of Maryland and other States that are 
waiting on pins and needles for our ac- 
tion. 

It has been too long. We have sent 
too many different signals out from 
this Capitol. The people following this 
debate—the mayors, the county com- 
missioners, the school board members, 
the citizens, the pastors of churches, 
the principals of schools—need to hear 
today a big yes from Congress and a 
yes from the President that help is on 
the way. 

Believe me, as a Senator from Lou- 
isiana, I have unfortunately become an 
expert on disasters and disaster recov- 
ery, and I can tell you from personal 
experience and testimony the impor- 
tance of every action we take regard- 
ing this recovery so that the private 
sector—and I want my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle to hear 
this—not taxpayer money but the pri- 
vate sector will have the confidence 
that the government will be there, and 
they themselves will begin to invest. 

This is a big effort, and we have al- 
ready delayed this far longer than it 
should have been because we have been 
arguing over offsets. 

I want to put in the RECORD this 
statement: 

When our troops in Iraq and Afghani- 
stan needed ammunition, equipment, 
and better protection against roadside 
bombs, we sent them what they needed 
as quickly as we could get it there. We 
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didn’t make them wait, sitting around 
bandaging their wounds, while we de- 
bated about offsets and how we were 
going to deal with those explosives. We 
should respond with the same sense of 
urgency to our fellow citizens and ad- 
dress emergency needs on U.S. soil. 

It has already been 3 months since 
Hurricane Sandy. If this Lee amend- 
ment is adopted, it will be delayed fur- 
ther. I strongly oppose the Lee amend- 
ment, and I wish to talk a minute more 
about why, and then I will turn it over 
to Senator SCHUMER and others on the 
floor. 

We should not use disasters as an ex- 
cuse to push ideology, and that is, Iam 
afraid, what the other side is doing. 
They want to look for any excuse to 
cut the budget. I want to say again 
that we have already cut this budget 
by $1.5 trillion. And I want to say for 
the 11th, 12th, 13th time that we are 
never going to cut our way to a bal- 
anced budget. I want my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle to hear it. 
We are not going to cut our way to a 
balanced budget. It is going to be a 
combination of revenue increases and 
cuts, which I am all for. And the last 
negotiation we did was exactly that. 
Vice President BIDEN and President 
Obama negotiated a combination of 
revenues and reductions. 

All the Lee amendment does is re- 
duce again. He does not offer one new 
penny to pay for this. He wants to cut 
it from veterans, he wants to cut it 
from firefighters, he wants to cut it 
from police officers. I am not going to 
join him. It is a wrongheaded approach. 
If we want to find a way to pay for dis- 
asters, I will show up and negotiate 
with anybody, but it is not going to be 
just by cutting the defense budget or 
discretionary budgets. If it is going to 
be about raising additional revenues 
and cutting, you will have me. Until 
then, put me down as a no. 

I suggest to all my colleagues today 
that they vote no on the Lee amend- 
ment, if we get to these votes, and yes 
on the underlying bill. 

One more word about the underlying 
bill because the Senators from the re- 
gion know it much better than I do. I 
agree with our chairman, the Senator 
from Maryland. The Senate bill was far 
better in some ways. Not only did it 
have a little more money in it, but it 
had some important tools for reform. 
Unfortunately, the House stripped 
some of those out, and some of them 
will affect the gulf coast in a negative 
way. 

There were commonsense things, 
such as a loan modification provision 
that would have forced FEMA to actu- 
ally calculate the repayment in a ra- 
tional way instead of an irrational 
way, which would have helped some of 
the parishes in Louisiana. Senator VIT- 
TER and I fought very hard for that. We 
think it is fiscally responsible. We 
think it is the right thing to do. But 
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the House stripped it. We are still 
going to vote—I hope he will, and I 
know I will—for this bill because, 
again, we can’t make perfect the 
enemy of the good. This is a good bill 
which the people need. We are not 
going to get every reform we had 
sought, but we are going to get the 
bulk of them. 

I thank Republicans and Democrats 
on the House side—PETER KING, NITA 
LOWEY—who came together to preserve 
some of the reforms because it would 
have been like sending money with dull 
tools. That is a waste of taxpayer 
money. We want to send the money and 
the toolbox with sharp tools that peo- 
ple can use, and that is what we put in 
this bill. So Iam proud to have worked 
on that part. 

There are many other parts. No lead- 
er was better than Senator SCHUMER, 
Senator GILLIBRAND, Senator MENEN- 
DEZ, and Senator LAUTENBERG, but I 
am proud of the part we worked on, 
preserving the reforms we learned we 
needed. Now I am happy to be able to 
give some of that help to the people of 
the Northeast even though some of our 
provisions were stripped out. 

So again, Madam President, I oppose 
the Lee amendment that is made in 
order in the consent agreement. I want 
to re-state my position that we should 
not insist on budget offsets as a pre- 
requisite for helping disaster victims 
in this country. 

Since 2011, Congress has already ap- 
proved $1.5 trillion of spending cuts on 
discretionary programs over 10 years. 
We approved cuts in the fiscal year 2011 
Continuing Resolution and in the fiscal 
year 2012 Omnibus spending bill. We es- 
tablished long-term caps on discre- 
tionary spending in the Budget Control 
Act of 2011 and we further reduced 
those caps in the American Taxpayer 
Relief Act of 2012. 

For fiscal year 2013 alone, we have 
cut discretionary spending by over $109 
billion, or over 9 percent. 

The Lee amendment would lay on an- 
other $6.3 billion cut in fiscal year 2018, 
including cuts in defense, veterans pro- 
grams, homeland security programs, 
critical infrastructure programs that 
will generate job growth, cuts in small 
business programs, and even $250 mil- 
lion of cuts in the Hurricane Sandy re- 
sponse and rebuilding funding that is 
now before us. On top of those cuts, the 
Lee amendment would require cutting 
another $44.9 billion by fiscal year 2021. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on the Lee amend- 
ment. 

I support H.R. 152 and urge Members 
to oppose the Lee amendment. The bill 
includes $50.5 billion of critical and 
timely assistance following Hurricane 
Sandy. If approved, Congress will have 
provided $60.2 billion to help the vic- 
tims of Hurricane Sandy rebuild their 
homes and businesses and to make 
their communities more resilient from 
future disasters. 
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This is no status quo bill. The vic- 
tims of Hurricane Katrina and Rita 
learned the hard way that some of our 
Nation’s disaster rebuilding laws are 
needlessly bureaucratic. Having 
learned these lessons, the Stafford Act 
reforms contained in this bill will help 
ensure that the victims of Hurricane 
Sandy will not have to repeat this his- 
tory. The key reforms included in the 
bill will dramatically improve our Na- 
tion’s ability to cope with catastrophic 
events like Hurricane Sandy. In addi- 
tion to these reforms, this bill contains 
significant funding to mitigate future 
losses of life and property. 

It has now been more than 3 months 
since Hurricane Sandy claimed the 
lives of more than 130 Americans, se- 
verely impacting over 340,000 homes 
and 200,000 businesses, and leaving 
more than 8.5 million families without 
power, heat, or running water. The 
scale of this disaster has created sig- 
nificant housing and transportation 
challenges, and successful recovery 
will require a sustained effort at the 
Federal, State, and local level, from 
government, private businesses, and 
voluntary organizations. 

By and large, the Federal Govern- 
ment’s response to Hurricane Sandy 
has been robust. Over 525,000 people 
have registered for temporary housing 
and other individual assistance, FEMA 
has provided 14 million meals, over 16 
million liters of water, over 1.6 million 
blankets, and over 100,000 tarps. DOD 
delivered over 9.3 million gallons of 
gasoline to 300 gas stations. Over 470 
million gallons of salt water were 
pumped out of transit and highway 
tunnels and other structures. At the 
peak of the response, 17,000 Federal 
personnel and over 11,000 National 
Guardsmen were involved: I commend 
the thousands of first responders, vol- 
unteers, and neighbors who have 
worked tirelessly to help those in need. 

Twelve States and the District of Co- 
lumbia have been declared major dis- 
aster areas as a result of Hurricane 
Sandy, and their citizens will require 
significant resources to recover. 

While FEMA has sufficient funds in 
the Disaster Relief Fund to make it to 
March—the current balance is $3.4 bil- 
lion—the victims of Hurricane Sandy 
should not have to wait any longer to 
know that Congress is committed to 
rebuilding their communities and help- 
ing small businesses come back to life. 
FEMA has already spent over $3.3 bil- 
lion responding to Hurricane Sandy 
and as we move from the response and 
recovery phases to the rebuilding 
phase, there will be significant costs 
for housing, highways, transit, hos- 
pitals, beach restoration and other 
public infrastructure, and for mitiga- 
tion efforts to reduce loss of life and 
damage to property from future disas- 
ters, by backing up power supplies, 
strengthening flood protection infra- 
structure, retrofitting facilities, and 
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other measures. The bill that is before 
us contains $11.5 billion for the Dis- 
aster Relief Fund to continue these ef- 
forts. 

SBA has approved more than $1.2 bil- 
lion in loans to more than 16,000 home- 
owners and small businesses. Funding 
provided in the supplemental will en- 
able SBA to continue processing and 
approving loan applications at the pace 
of over 1,000 new loan closings per 
week. H.R. 152 contains over $800 mil- 
lion to continue this assistance. 

The Federal funding contained in 
this bill is necessary, appropriate, and 
important to helping the victims of 
Hurricane Sandy recover. But money 
isn’t the only thing our government 
must provide. Effective tools and 
smartly designed programs will be 
equally vital to the northeast region’s 
recovery. 

I co-authored these reforms to facili- 
tate a faster, smarter, more strategic, 
and more cost-effective recovery proc- 
ess. FEMA has estimated they will 
save hundreds of millions of taxpayer 
dollars and reduce construction delays, 
protracted funding disputes, and bu- 
reaucratic waste. 

They are the product of dozens of 
hearings I held over the course of 6 
years as chair of the Subcommittee on 
Disaster Recovery and the Sub- 
committee on Homeland Security Ap- 
propriations, as well as extensive con- 
sultation with State and local officials 
across the country, private and non- 
profit organizations, engaged in dis- 
aster relief, numerous Federal agencies 
including FEMA and HUD, and stake- 
holders throughout the emergency 
management community. 

Many were drawn from legislation I 
introduced in 2011 with my friend and 
colleague from the State of Mississippi, 
Senator COCHRAN, who has endured the 
same disasters as my own State of Lou- 
isiana, and whose contributions to the 
gulf coast’s recovery and the develop- 
ment of this legislation have been tre- 
mendous. I am grateful for his partner- 
ship in this endeavor. 

I would also like to note the consid- 
erable contributions of the House of 
Representatives, which passed FEMA 
reform legislation last year that in- 
cluded several of these provisions. Fol- 
lowing Senate passage of these reforms 
on December 28 by a vote of 62-32, the 
House adopted the package by a vote of 
403-0 and agreed to include it in the 
comprehensive Supplemental legisla- 
tion that is now before us. 

Iam particularly grateful to Senator 
COCHRAN, Senator Lieberman, Senator 
COLLINS, and Congressmen SHUSTER, 
RAHALL, DENHAM, Congresswoman 
HOLMES NORTON, Congressman MICA, 
Congresswomen SLAUGHTER, LOWEY, 
and Congressmen ALEXANDER and RICH- 
MOND for their considerable efforts to 
advance these critical reforms. 

The Robert T. Stafford Disaster Re- 
lief and Emergency Assistance Act au- 
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thorizes the majority of FEMA’s dis- 
aster assistance programs. It was en- 
acted in 1988, amended in 2000 to incor- 
porate several mitigation programs, 
and revised again in 2006 to address re- 
sponse failures after Hurricane 
Katrina. 

These were important changes, but 
the law has never been re-visited to ad- 
dress recovery, and our emergency 
management system remains woefully 
inadequate in that respect. 

Senator COCHRAN and I succeeded in 
enacting several key reforms in the 
months and years that followed Hurri- 
canes Katrina and Rita to facilitate a 
smarter approach to recovery, but 
those reforms only applied to the 2005 
hurricanes. 

The State I represent has been bat- 
tered by disasters during my time in 
the Senate. We endured Hurricane 
Katrina and Rita in 2005, Hurricane 
Gustav and Ike in 2008, the Deepwater 
Horizon Oil Spill in 2010, historic Mis- 
sissippi River flooding and Tropical 
Storm Lee in 2011, and Hurricane Isaac 
last August. Through the course of 
these harrowing events, I have wit- 
nessed numerous systemic failures, 
misguided policies, bottlenecks, man- 
agement gaps, and squandered opportu- 
nities in the way we go about facili- 
tating community recovery after a dis- 
aster. 

As a result of those experiences, I 
have dedicated a significant amount of 
my time and energy in the Senate to 
fixing these problems so the people of 
the gulf coast and Americans every- 
where can rely on Federal programs 
that are sensibly designed and effec- 
tively managed to help families and 
communities in their time of need. 

That time has come for millions in 
the northeastern United States still 
reeling from the devastating impacts 
of Hurricane Sandy. For their sake, we 
cannot afford to wait any longer for 
these critical reforms. 

Let me highlight these reforms: 

Reauthorization of two expired pilot 
programs from the Post-Katrina Emer- 
gency Management Reform Act that 
allow FEMA to repair rental units as a 
cost-effective temporary housing alter- 
native to trailers and mobile homes 
and to utilize expedited debris removal 
procedures. Both programs were deter- 
mined by FEMA to speed recovery and 
save taxpayers millions of dollars; al- 
lowing a State to draw down a portion 
of its hazard mitigation funding from 
FEMA, in order to leverage mitigation 
opportunities earlier in the reconstruc- 
tion process. Under the current pro- 
gram, it typically takes 18 to 36 
months for funding to become avail- 
able. By then, most reconstruction is 
already complete or underway, and nu- 
merous mitigation opportunities have 
been lost; providing grants on the basis 
of reliable fixed estimates for expedited 
removal of storm-related debris and re- 
construction of damaged facilities and 
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infrastructure. This approach will be 
faster, cheaper, and more effective for 
everyone involved. The Public Assist- 
ance program as currently designed 
may be the most dysfunctional pro- 
gram in the entire Federal Govern- 
ment, and it simply will not work for 
this disaster. Under the current ap- 
proach, initial damage estimates are 
often incomplete, projects must be re- 
versioned multiple times, decisions are 
often not made in writing, frequent 
staff turnover leads to decision rever- 
sals, hundreds of meetings result in in- 
calculable administrative waste, and it 
takes years for a project to be com- 
pleted. Individual paper tickets are 
filled out for each tree limb collected 
off a roadway, which are measured and 
photographed by debris contractors, 
who are in turn followed around by 
monitoring contractors. A $1.2 million 
Youth Study Center in New Orleans 
that was damaged by Katrina has been 
the subject of 182 meetings over the 
course of 8 years. The process is se- 
verely broken. FEMA and communities 
across the gulf coast, who have suffered 
through this bureaucratic quagmire, 
are in agreement that there is a better 
way to clean-up and rebuild. It’s up to 
the Congress to provide that smarter 
approach; codifying temporary legisla- 
tive measures that were enacted to fa- 
cilitate a smarter recovery after Hurri- 
canes Katrina and Rita, including 
third-party arbitration of disputes over 
project eligibility and cost, elimi- 
nating the penalty on alternate 
projects that stifles smarter rebuild- 
ing, and authority to consolidate facili- 
ties into a single project so school dis- 
tricts, police, fire, and public works de- 
partments can strategically plan re- 
construction without having to rebuild 
everything exactly as it was before. 
After Rita for example, these reforms 
allowed the Iberia Parish School Board 
in Louisiana to relocate Peebles Ele- 
mentary School to a new location out- 
side the floodplain without paying a 
Federal penalty for rebuilding safer 
and smarter. It also allowed the Orle- 
ans Parish School Board to reduce the 
number of schools in New Orleans by 
one-third after determining through its 
Master Plan that dozens were no longer 
needed; allowing families to use FEMA 
Individual Assistance funds for dis- 
aster-related child care expenses so 
parents can get back to work and re- 
built their home or business sooner; re- 
ducing bureaucratic waste by elimi- 
nating duplicative agency reviews for 
the same project and the same set of 
laws governing environmental, historic 
preservation, and benefit-cost require- 
ments; helping the environment by 
incentivizing recycling of debris and 
allowing locals to keep the proceeds; 
eliminating a perverse incentive in the 
law to use high-priced contract labor 
for emergency work instead of local 
government employees, such as fire- 
fighters and police officers, which will 
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save the Federal Government millions 
of dollars; correcting a gap in current 
law that prohibits tribal governments 
from requesting Federal assistance 
after a disaster in the same way that 
States are authorized to do. 

This legislation does not eliminate 
State or local cost-share requirements, 
establish new grant programs, or pro- 
vide Stafford Act assistance to private 
sector entities. Instead, it sharpens the 
tools in the Federal Government’s tool- 
box so that disaster-affected commu- 
nities can recover more quickly. 

The legislation’s potential to reduce 
future property damage, strengthen 
local capacity, expedite rebuilding, and 
eliminate duplication and administra- 
tive waste, will save taxpayers a tre- 
mendous amount of money on Hurri- 
cane Sandy as well as future disasters. 
It will also save communities in the 
northeast a tremendous amount of 
time, paperwork, and unnecessary 
agony. 

I urge my colleagues to support these 
important reforms and the supple- 
mental appropriations measure now be- 
fore the Senate. 

While I commend the House of Rep- 
resentatives for providing robust fund- 
ing for Sandy recovery efforts and in- 
cluding important reforms to the Staf- 
ford Act, I am disappointed that the 
House leadership decided to strip out 


provisions to help disaster-affected 
communities in other parts of the 
country. 


Some people have referred to those 
provisions as ‘‘pork.’’ I think we should 
be careful what we refer to as ‘‘pork”’ 
around here. The Senate’s provisions 
were all disaster-related, and this was 
a disaster assistance bill. For commu- 
nities around the country that have 
been failed by Federal programs that 
ignore legitimate disaster-related 
needs, and failed also by a Congress 
that continues to underfund or zero out 
Federal disaster accounts, they expect 
their representatives in Congress to 
stand up and fight for them to deliver 
relief. 

The House of Representatives 
blocked that relief when it stripped out 
97 percent of the fisheries assistance 
money, struck language authorizing 
the Corps of Engineers to address crit- 
ical needs along the Mississippi River, 
and eliminated a provision to correct 
FEMA’s deeply flawed Federal formula 
for local governments’ disaster-related 
debt relief. It was wrong of the House 
leadership to turn their backs on the 
rest of the country by terminating 
these provisions, and the record should 
reflect that fact very clearly. 

Finally, Madam President, I thank 
Senator MIKULSKI for her support of 
this critical legislation and urge a 
“yea” vote on the bill. I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 

Mr. COATS. Madam President, I 
know there is a lot of passion here on 
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the floor regarding this particular leg- 
islation. There is probably not a Mem- 
ber on this floor who has not had some 
semblance of a disaster in the State 
and for the people they represent. 
Sandy clearly rises to one of the top 
categories of something truly cata- 
strophic, but many of us have experi- 
enced tornadoes and destruction and 
floods and a number of other disasters. 

One of the essential functions of gov- 
ernment is to address those in imme- 
diate need and meet some of those 
emergency needs. With the cooperation 
of local and State and Federal authori- 
ties stepping up, we have been able to 
assure the American people that help is 
on the way, and hopefully help is on 
the way in an expeditious manner so 
that it gets to those who need that 
emergency help quickly. 

It is regrettable it has taken this 
long for some of this money to be ap- 
propriated. I personally think we could 
have expedited this had we gained sup- 
port for an amendment I offered in De- 
cember which would have immediately 
met those emergency needs, yet given 
the Congress time to work through the 
process of examining other aspects of 
the bill that, No. 1, were not related to 
Sandy and, No. 2, that fell on various 
Members’ wish lists of things they 
wanted done for their States. Of 
course, that is their responsibility to 
do so, but we all know that when we 
see a train moving out of the station— 
a bill that is going to be passed and 
going to become law, there has been a 
temptation through the years to add 
unrelated matters in these types of 
bills knowing it is a train leaving the 
station and ultimately will be sup- 
ported. We saw what happened during 
the fiscal cliff debate. At the last 
minute, all of these egregious examples 
of spending that had nothing to do with 
the issue itself were tacked on to the 
final bill. 

So really what we were trying to talk 
about here is a process that I believe 
and I think a number of Members be- 
lieve is necessary to vet every spending 
appropriation that comes before this 
body to ensure that it meets the essen- 
tial function of government, to ensure 
that it is not loaded with extraneous 
matters, and to ensure that we are 
careful with taxpayer dollars. 

This is not about ideology. This is 
about some very basic math that shows 
us that we have a decreasing capacity 
to address these types of emergencies 
and other necessary items like edu- 


cation, medical research, transpor- 
tation to pave roads and rebuild 
bridges, and any number of discre- 


tionary items whose value we can de- 
bate. That is shrinking dramatically. 
So if we don’t apply at least some dis- 
cipline to how we evaluate and exam- 
ine our spending, we will continue to 
plunge into debt and to borrow money, 
which is ultimately unsustainable. If 
we continue this type of spending with- 
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out proper oversight, I think we are 
shirking our duty to the public. 

I am not down here to talk against 
funding for this disaster. I am down 
here to discuss how we, together, Re- 
publicans and Democrats, need to 
apply some discipline to how we make 
decisions. It has been a time-honored 
practice here to load up necessary bills 
with extraneous matters, and it has 
been a time-honored practice not to 
provide the oversight necessary to go 
back and look at how effectively we 
have spent the taxpayers’ dollars in the 
past and what kinds of things we can 
do to ensure we don’t make those mis- 
takes in the future. 

I think it is also worthwhile to at 
least examine the possibility of paying 
for expenditures, particularly when we 
are borrowing 40 cents of every dollar, 
when we are careening deeper into debt 
that the younger generations are not 
going to be able to pay off without seri- 
ous adverse consequences. There is a 
moral issue here about what kind of 
country we are leaving for the future 
and what we are turning over to our 
children. 

I think it is worthwhile to at least 
acknowledge that those of us who raise 
these kinds of questions should not be 
labeled or targeted as trying to throw 
people on the street or not respond to 
legitimate needs but are simply trying 
to say that we need some standards 
here to apply to a situation where our 
spending is out of control. Every busi- 
ness in America has to do this and has 
had to do this these past 4 or 5 years in 
order to survive. 

Families have had to do this in order 
to make sure they could make their 
mortgage payments, or Dad has lost 
his job. There has been enforced dis- 
cipline on the basis of an economy that 
has been stagnant for about 4 years. In 
the meantime, the Federal Government 
keeps plunging into debt. 

So if someone brings forward an al- 
ternative to at least give us the oppor- 
tunity to provide effective oversight 
and to make sure this money does go 
to emergency needs and doesn’t just 
fulfill a wish list for what some cities 
would like to do in the future to pre- 
vent against future storms—not that 
we shouldn’t be debating that, but it 
doesn’t qualify as the emergency need 
of getting money to the people who 
need it now. These are future decisions, 
and we haven’t had time to assess 
those. We haven’t had time to examine 
those in detail, and we haven’t used a 
process that is in place in the Senate 
to go through committees and let the 
committees work through, Is this es- 
sential to meeting the emergency 
needs or can we set this aside and 
spend a little more time examining it 
and looking at it to make sure this is 
how we want to go forward? 

We have a habit here of throwing 
money at things under an emergency 
category, and then later finding out 
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that, one, it wasn’t an emergency 
where the money went; and, two, it was 
misspent and not effective. We just 
simply can’t afford to keep doing this. 

Once again, I want to state we are 
not here trying to undermine funding 
that is needed for Sandy. So I think 
some of the things the House did are le- 
gitimate in terms of saying let’s set 
aside unrelated matters. It doesn’t 
mean we cast them into the dust bin 
never to be seen again. It simply means 
let’s let those that are not emergency 
situations be more carefully examined 
in terms of whether we need that. If 
someone does come to the floor—as I 
understand Senator LEE is going to 
do—and offers a potential offset, let’s 
at least look at that possibility. 

The debt clock is ticking, and ticking 
ever faster, and it is destroying the 
hopes and dreams of future genera- 
tions. I think we have a moral respon- 
sibility to at least be as conscious and 
effective with dealing with the tax- 
payers’ dollars in terms of how they 
are spent, whether it is an emergency 
supplemental related to a disaster or 
whether it is just a normal appropria- 
tion that comes along every year 
through our appropriations process. 

We haven’t exercised that kind of dis- 
cipline, and our country is going to pay 
a very serious series of consequences as 
a result of that. Most importantly, we 
are denying young people in this coun- 
try a future that we have enjoyed but 
we are not going to be able to pass on 
to others. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I 
yield 5 minutes to Senator SCHUMER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL). The Senator from New 
York. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
thank the chair of the Appropriations 
Committee for the wonderful job she 
has done. We have worked together as 
a team, and she has been great. This is 
her first major bill as chair of the Ap- 
propriations Committee, and I think it 
bodes well for the future, if you will, of 
the strengthening of that committee 
on into the year as we do appropria- 
tions bills. 

I thank my colleague from Alabama, 
my gym mate, Senator SHELBY, for his 
help and support. I think he and Sen- 
ator MIKULSKI will make a great team 
as chair and ranking member on the 
Appropriations Committee. 

I thank MARY LANDRIEU and the 
other subcommittee chairs. They did 
an amazing job for us, and I thank 
them. MARy’s assistance and advice, 
given what she went through several 
years ago in Louisiana with Katrina, 
was invaluable to those of us in New 
York and New Jersey. 

Finally, I see Senator GILLIBRAND is 
here; Senator BLUMENTHAL is in the 
chair; in addition, Senator MURPHY, 
Senator MENENDEZ, Senator LAUTEN- 
BERG—we have all worked as a team, 
and I thank them for their efforts. 
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It has been 91 days since Sandy 
struck. It has taken far too long, but 
we are finally one vote away from get- 
ting the much needed aid we so des- 
perately depend on in New York and 
New Jersey. It was 3 months ago that 
Superstorm Sandy tore up the east 
coast, obliterating hundreds of thou- 
sands of homes in New York. It was 91 
days ago that this hurricane, coupled 
with a cold front, uprooted small busi- 
nesses that are the lifeblood of middle- 
class communities on Long Island, 
Staten Island, Queens, Brooklyn, and 
Lower Manhattan. 

As you may recall, Sandy’s wrath 
was wide, and it was deep. Nearly 
300,000 families had their homes dam- 
aged or destroyed by Sandy; 131 people 
were killed, 60 in New York; 2 million 
individuals lost power; and our Na- 
tion’s public transportation system 
witnessed catastrophic flooding. De- 
spite overwhelming damage from wind 
and water, snow, and in some neighbor- 
hoods even fire, New Yorkers are ready 
to move forward. 

Not one day has passed since Sandy 
made landfall that I haven’t heard 
from my constituents wondering when 
Washington will remember them. I 
heard the words of my good friend from 
Indiana. I know he is a caring person. 
But for decades, taxpayers from New 
York have sent their money when dis- 
asters occurred, such as fires on the 
west coast or floods in the Missouri 
and Mississippi Valleys, hurricanes in 
Louisiana or Florida, and other disas- 
ters. We have sent our tax dollars—bil- 
lions of them—and now, all of a sudden, 
some are suggesting we should change 
the rules when we are hit by the first 
major disaster to hit the New York 
City region in a very long time? That 
is not fair. That is not right. We have 
argued against it, and I hope my col- 
leagues will defeat the Lee amend- 
ment. 

I also say to my colleagues that this 
is not just about dollars and cents. 
This is about people who care and are 
waiting—homeowners who are waiting 
to rebuild their homes so they can 
move back into them. This is about 
small business owners who are hanging 
on by a thread after building a business 
for 25 years. We know when the hand of 
God strikes, it is overwhelming. 

Take Rita from Emerald Magic Lawn 
Care. Her company helps local families, 
schools, and businesses with lawn care 
in the spring and summer, and around 
the holidays they help with decora- 
tions and lights. But Emerald Magic’s 
business was interrupted for many 
weeks, and the client base dried up. 
Rita’s business will be in huge trouble. 
It may not survive if she doesn’t get a 
lifeline—and get one now. So this is 
very important. 

Week after week, month after month, 
New Yorkers have been told this is “a 
waiting game.” That is not an answer 
we can live with, and neither can they. 
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We can’t wait any longer because noth- 
ing about this disaster was a game for 
the family in Breezy Point or in Rock- 
away or in Long Island or in Queens or 
Staten Island. It wasn’t a game for 
them or for the more than 265,000 small 
businesses whose doors are currently 
shuttered or the hundreds of thousands 
of homeowners who have severe dam- 
age to their homes. Many don’t have 
their homes anymore. They can’t wait 
either. 

And they are not the only ones. Our 
schools and hospitals are still com- 
bating Sandy-related repairs. The dam- 
age to our roads and transit systems 
hasn’t gone away in 3 months. Our 
coastline must be rebuilt so we are not 
naked if, God forbid, another Sandy oc- 
curs. New York has waited, but we 
can’t wait any longer. 

We know too well that when a major 
disaster strikes, it is too much for any 
one State or any one region to tackle. 
But that is what we have been left to 
do so far in New York, and I know the 
same goes for my colleagues in New 
Jersey. So Senators LAUTENBERG, 
MENENDEZ, GILLIBRAND, and I are mak- 
ing a plea to our colleagues: Please, we 
have waited 91 long days. We can’t wait 
any longer. Simply put, we must pass 
this bill today. Ninety-one days ago, 
Sandy struck a body blow against New 
York. Today, finally, we can strike 
back and give our people the help they 
need to get back on their feet and re- 
build our communities. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President, I rise to 
continue this discussion about 
Superstorm Sandy. 

I start by saying there isn’t any 
doubt whatsoever about the severity of 
this tragedy or about the human suf- 
fering. It is absolutely the case that 
the needed emergency money should 
have been there already. There is a 
real, genuine need, and that need needs 
to be met. That is part of the reason I 
voted in favor of spending $24 billion, 
which could legitimately prescribe the 
kind of emergency funding that suf- 
fering people needed. 

But Iam concerned about two things: 
One is the fact that some people have 
used the occasion of the misery these 
people are suffering through to add on 
all kinds of spending that has abso- 
lutely nothing to do with Superstorm 
Sandy, and none of it is offset. So we 
have a $1.1 trillion budget deficit, and 
we are just adding another $60 billion 
right on top of that. 

These are the items I would suggest 
that certainly don’t have much to do 
with Superstorm Sandy: $15 million for 
NASA repairs at the Kennedy Space 
Center in Florida; $274 million for the 
Coast Guard acquisitions in the Baha- 
mas and Great Lakes; $2 million for 
Smithsonian repairs. Then there is an- 
other whole category of items, which is 
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tens of billions of dollars, which is 
long-term construction projects for the 
mitigation against future storms and 
disasters. 

Is that an important expenditure by 
the Federal Government? It probably 
is. It probably should be a high pri- 
ority. But is it an emergency? Of 
course not. It is infrastructure. It is 
going to be spent over years, maybe 
decades, as we build seawalls to protect 
beaches off the coast from future 
storms which are years away. 

Is that an important consideration? I 
think it is. But when we are running 
trillion-dollar deficits, I think it has to 
compete with the other legitimate de- 
mands for long-term spending and in- 
frastructure spending and the ways 
that we are going to protect our coun- 
try as well. But we have no such proc- 
ess here. And that is part of what is 
wrong. That is part of what is wrong 
with this town and why we are in such 
a mess. It is because this body—and 
Congress generally—just refuses to 
make choices. 

So I can understand completely all of 
this money being spent, if that is the 
determination that every one of these 
projects that have nothing to do with 
Sandy still nevertheless need to be 
funded. But couldn’t we offset that by 
trimming spending elsewhere so that 
we don’t further accelerate this de- 
cline? We are heading toward a fiscal 
crisis. Unfortunately, I guess not—un- 
less we adopt the Lee amendment. 

The Lee amendment says let’s trim 
all discretionary spending by one-half 
of 1 percent over the next 9 years. So 
can we find half a penny of every dollar 
that we would otherwise spend so that 
we would fully fund everything in this 
bill. Not a dime would get cut from 
this bill, but we wouldn’t add to our 
deficit and further accelerate this path 
we are on to a fiscal crisis. 

We don’t have to wait any longer. We 
can do this right now. We don’t have to 
cut a dime from this bill; we can fully 
fund this bill. But at some point we 
need to start making choices around 
here. At some point we can’t just have 
everything. That is how you get tril- 
lion-dollar deficits. That is how you 
end up like Greece. 

So I would just suggest, let’s pass 
this bill. Let’s spend all the money in 
the Sandy supplemental. But let’s off- 
set it with a cut of one-half of 1 percent 
in discretionary spending over the next 
9 years. That is what the Lee amend- 
ment does, and I urge my colleagues to 
support it. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. President, I 
thank Senator MIKULSKI for her leader- 
ship, not only leading the charge for 
aid that our families in New York so 
desperately need but, as chair of the 
Appropriations Committee, making 
sure this bill is as strong as it possibly 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


can be. I agree with her remarks that 
the bill would have been better if they 
left in place what the Senate had writ- 
ten, but I thank the chairwoman for 
her dedication to helping our families 
and businesses recover. It has made 
such a difference. 

I also thank Senator LANDRIEU for 
her experience and expertise in meet- 
ing the needs of States devastated by 
natural disasters. She has had to live 
through these tragedies before. She 
knows what it is like to talk to con- 
stituents whose loved ones have been 
lost, whose families and businesses 
have been destroyed and torn apart, 
and whose lives are just in the begin- 
ning of being rebuilt. I thank her for 
what she has done. 

I thank Senator MENENDEZ, who will 
be following me with remarks, and 
Senator LAUTENBERG, and Senator 
CHUCK SCHUMER for the work he has 
done on behalf of New Yorkers, being a 
clarion call for common sense and im- 
mediate action and for bringing our 
colleagues together to meet the needs 
of so many families who are so much in 
need. 

I rise today to urge my colleagues 
from both sides of the aisle to support 
our efforts to finally come to the relief 
of millions of Americans who are suf- 
fering in the wake of Superstorm 
Sandy. New Yorkers in my home State 
have had to wait far too long for Con- 
gress to act. 

Superstorm Sandy was a weather 
event unlike anything we in New York 
have ever seen before. It claimed the 
lives of 60 New Yorkers, left hundreds 
of thousands with significant damage 
to their homes and their businesses, 
their neighborhoods and their families. 
This body came together just before 
the New Year to provide the des- 
perately needed aid families require to 
rebuild their homes, their businesses, 
and their lives; the aid our small busi- 
nesses so desperately need to get their 
businesses up and running, the life- 
blood of our communities flowing 
again, and getting our families back on 
their feet. 

This bill should be neither controver- 
sial nor partisan. We have already de- 
bated and passed an almost identical 
package that was passed by the Repub- 
lican-led House of Representatives. 
Once again, the American people are 
watching us to see if we can come to- 
gether and stand by families in need, 
just as we have done for every natural 
disaster in our Nation’s history. They 
are watching once again to see if this 
body will do the right thing or turn its 
back on them and not give them the 
support they need to rebuild. 

This was always an emergency spend- 
ing bill. It is an emergency, it is ur- 
gent, and it needs our action now. We 
have to seize the opportunity without 
causing any further delay and we have 
to show the American people that we 
can rise on an occasion such as this, 
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when duty calls, to do the right thing. 
I assure you, there is no one who wants 
to spend a single cent more than is ac- 
tually necessary, which is why we took 
such pains and effort to make sure this 
bill was transparent, had account- 
ability and the right kind of oversight. 
We are urging that we fully fund this 
proposal that was so carefully put to- 
gether. 

Since 1989, Congress has passed 36 
emergency appropriations bills for dis- 
aster relief without specifically desig- 
nating any offsets. There is no reason 
why we should treat this disaster, this 
emergency, this horror, any differently 
than we have past disasters. 

When disasters do strike, we have al- 
ways found the good will and the care 
for one another to do what is right. 
Protecting people, looking after them, 
making sure they are safe, allowing 
businesses to grow is what we should be 
doing. Our Federal Government’s role 
is to protect the people first. It is our 
duty as public servants. 

I urge my colleagues once again, find 
that good will, help others, do the right 
thing. 

WORKING TOGETHER 

Mr. President, I wish to engage in a 
colloquy with the Senator from Mary- 
land, the chairwoman of the Appropria- 
tions Committee, as well as the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey, Senator MENEN- 
DEZ. 

I thank the chairwoman for her lead- 
ership in bringing the disaster supple- 
mental appropriations bill to the Sen- 
ate floor to address the urgent recov- 
ery needs of New York, New Jersey, 
and the rest of the Northeast that was 
affected by Superstorm Sandy. It is my 
hope we will pass this bill quickly so 
that our communities can begin to re- 
build. 

It is also important that as we re- 
build, agencies of the Federal Govern- 
ment work in a collaborative way, 
across agencies and in concert with our 
State and local governments. We 
should not have multiple agencies 
studying the same problem separately, 
but rather the Federal Government 
should be working together to develop 
the best models for rebuilding our bat- 
tered coasts as well as planning for the 
long-term sustainability and resilience 
of these vulnerable areas. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
agree completely with Senator GILLI- 
BRAND’s sense of urgency regarding this 
vitally needed plan. I also know that 
my good friend from New York and I 
agree on the need to recognize and, to 
the greatest extent possible, to en- 
hance the value of our coastal natural 
resources to the recovery of our storm- 
ravaged communities. 

It is our understanding—and we re- 
quest the Chair’s clarification—that 
the language we have before us directs 
the Army Corps of Engineers to take 
the integrated, collaborative approach 
discussed by the Senator from New 
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York. It is our hope and expectation 
that the Corps will go well beyond the 
usual level of coordination in order to 
take maximum advantage of the exper- 
tise and commitment its Federal and 
non-Federal partners bring to this leg- 
islation’s explicit goals of flood risk re- 
duction and ecological sustainability. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. I appreciate the Sen- 
ators from New York and New Jersey 
raising this issue. The language in the 
bill we currently have before us directs 
the Army Corps to conduct their study 
in coordination with other Federal 
agencies, and State, local and Tribal 
officials. It is the intent of Congress for 
the Army Corps of Engineers to adopt 
a multiagency approach and work in 
close collaboration with other relevant 
agencies in studying and planning for 
the reconstruction of the coastal areas 
destroyed by Superstorm Sandy. In 
making its supplemental funding re- 
quest to Congress, the Administration 
specifically requested funding for an 
“inter-agency planning process in con- 
junction with State, local, and Tribal 
officials, and to develop plans to ad- 
dress long-standing challenges and en- 
sure the health and prosperity of the 
areas affected by Sandy .. . for inno- 
vative approaches to reduce the future 
flood risk, in ways that will promote 
the long-term sustainability of the 
coastal ecosystem and communities.” 
It is our expectation that the adminis- 
tration would adopt that approach 
with the funding provided in this legis- 
lation. 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. I thank the 
chairwoman for making this clarifica- 
tion. It is my hope that as the Army 
Corps and other agencies work to as- 
sess the region’s needs post-Sandy, 
they will work collaboratively to de- 
velop the best techniques to rebuild 
our coasts to reduce flood risks and 
provide for long-term sustainability of 
the coastal ecosystem. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Again, I agree with 
my friend from New York. I would also 
note that this collaborative study 
should take into account the particular 
needs of disadvantaged communities 
within our States, many of which face 
unique challenges as they seek to re- 
verse the damages of this storm and to 
prevent future catastrophes. These 
communities were among the most 
damaged by this storm and the Army 
Corps, the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, and other Federal 
agencies would be remiss not to care- 
fully consider, and balance, the needs 
of these underserved residents with the 
need to rebuild commercial areas and 
critical infrastructure, including in- 
dustrial facilities, along our coastline. 
I would urge all agencies funded in this 
bill to provide for the special needs of 
these neighborhoods and the shorelines 
which they depend on. 

GREAT LAKES NAVIGATION 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, Hurricane 

Sandy was one of the costliest storms 
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in our Nation’s history, resulting in at 
least 125 deaths, the destruction of tens 
of thousands of homes and businesses, 
electricity losses for millions of people, 
disruption of fuel supplies, and dev- 
astating damage to public infrastruc- 
ture. When Hurricane Sandy struck 
land on October 29, hurricane-force 
winds covered 900 miles, wreaking 
havoc across a broad stretch of the 
Eastern seaboard. While the impact of 
Hurricane Sandy was most severe in 
New Jersey and New York, the storm 
impacted 24 States, including Michi- 
gan. Across the Great Lakes, gale force 
winds caused damage to breakwaters 
and silted in harbors and channels. On 
Lake Huron, wave heights reached 23 
feet, in Lake Michigan the waves 
peaked at 22 feet, and the storm caused 
waves of 14 feet in Lake Erie. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. The storm was one 
of the most devastating in our Nation’s 
history, and the assistance that is so 
needed to address the widespread dam- 
age is long past due. 

Mr. LEVIN. The supplemental appro- 
priations bill before us today includes 
$821 million for necessary expenses re- 
lated to Hurricane Sandy to dredge 
Federal navigation channels and repair 
damage to Corps projects. Great Lakes 
channels, harbors, breakwaters, and 
piers were damaged by gale-force winds 
caused by Hurricane Sandy. The Army 
Corps of Engineers estimates damage 
to the Great Lakes System of $17 mil- 
lion, including in my State of Michi- 
gan. This system transports over 160 
million tons of commodities and hun- 
dreds of thousands of jobs are tied to 
the system. It is vital that repairs be 
made promptly. Madam Chairwoman, 
will these Great Lakes navigational 
projects damaged by Hurricane Sandy 
be eligible for some of the $821 million 
in funding? 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Yes. The funding is 
for necessary expenses related to the 
consequences of Hurricane Sandy, and 
since Great Lakes Federal navigation 
projects were damaged as a result of 
that storm, they would indeed be eligi- 
ble. 

Mr. LEVIN. I thank the Senator for 
her assurances. 

Mr. President, I will vote in support 
of the disaster assistance bill to aid the 
victims of Hurricane Sandy, who num- 
ber in the millions. Hurricane Sandy 
covered over 900 miles, took over 125 
lives, destroyed homes and businesses, 
demolished breakwaters, piers, board- 
walks, and other infrastructure, and 
left millions without transportation. 
This superstorm occurred nearly 3 
months ago, and assistance is long past 
due for the victims who remain home- 
less and communities trying to rebuild. 

Hurricane Sandy left such far-reach- 
ing devastation that its destruction 
reached into the Great Lakes. Gale 
force winds across the Great Lakes 
caused damage to breakwaters and 
silted in harbors and channels. The bill 
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before us provides $821 million to 
dredge Federal navigation channels 
and repair damage to Corps projects 
impacted by Hurricane Sandy. I en- 
tered into a colloquy with Chairwoman 
MIKULSKI to ensure that the damage in- 
curred to Great Lakes harbors as a re- 
sult of Hurricane Sandy would be eligi- 
ble for that funding. I thank Senator 
MIKULSKI for clarifying that funding 
could go to the Great Lakes, and I hope 
the Corps will prioritize funding for 
those Great Lakes projects, which are 
estimated to require about $17 million 
in repairs. 

We have a responsibility to help our 
fellow Americans who have lost homes 
and businesses through no fault of 
their own, and I hope we will pass this 
bill and immediately send it to the 
President for his signature. Hurricane 
Sandy is estimated to be the second or 
third most costly disaster in U.S. his- 
tory. We need to provide the assistance 
promptly to those affected by Hurri- 
cane Sandy. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise in 
support of efforts to restore to the sup- 
plemental appropriations bill $150 mil- 
lion in disaster funding for officially 
declared fisheries disasters. The bill 
that the Senate passed in December, 
with overwhelming bipartisan support, 
included this $150 million in necessary 
disaster funding to address federally 
declared fisheries disasters. Unfortu- 
nately, the bill before us, passed by the 
House, did not include this critical 
funding. 

It is important to note that this 
funding would be used to respond to 
fishery disasters declared by the Act- 
ing Commerce Secretary in 2012 under 
the authority provided by the Magnu- 
son-Stevens Fisheries Conservation 
and Management Act and the Inter- 
jurisdictional Fisheries Act. This is au- 
thorized funding in response to de- 
clared disasters. 

The funding for declared fisheries 
disasters is necessary to address the 
devastating economic consequences of 
significant projected reductions in the 
total allowable catch for critical 
groundfish stocks. In September of last 
year, the Acting Secretary of Com- 
merce, recognizing the economic dif- 
ficulty that fishing communities have 
and will continue to face, declared a 
Federal fisheries disaster for Maine, 
Rhode Island, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New York, and Connecticut 
for the 2013 fishing year. 

Fishing is more than just a profes- 
sion in New England. Fishing is a way 
of life and a significant part of Maine’s 
heritage. There are 45 vessels based in 
Maine that are actively fishing with 
Federal groundfish permits. Last year, 
more than 5 million pounds of ground- 
fish, with a dockside value approaching 
$5.8 million, were landed in Maine. The 
projected reductions, which may be as 
high as 73 percent, could devastate 
these fishing communities and come 
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despite strict adherence to rigorous 
management practices by fishermen. 

The requested funding would be used 
to provide economic relief to the re- 
gion’s struggling groundfish industry 
and to make targeted investments that 
will allow the fleet to survive and be- 
come more sustainable in the years 
ahead. These funds could also be pro- 
ductively used to fully cover the costs 
of at-sea monitoring and to address 
long-term overcapacity in the fishing 
industry. This is critical to rebuilding 
fish stocks and preserving a thriving 
fishing industry well into the future. 

Slow recovery and declining fish 
stocks continue to have a negative im- 
pact on commercial fishing, harming 
local communities and economies. This 
Federal disaster assistance is vital to 
the long-term success and short-term 
survival of fishing communities 
throughout the region. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, after so 
much time has passed due to the delay 
in consideration by the other body, it 
is critical that we move ahead to pro- 
vide needed assistance to communities 
in the Northeast that were affected by 
Superstorm Sandy. 

I want to commend Chairwoman MI- 
KULSKI, aS well as our late colleague, 
Chairman Inouye, for their leadership 
in developing a bipartisan bill that 
would have provided critical assistance 
to respond to the hurricane and its 
aftermath, as well as other disasters. 
Indeed, the bill that passed the Senate 
last year was a superior product. It is 
regrettable that bill is not before us 
again today. 

The Senate bill would have delivered 
a significant amount of relief to com- 
munities in New York and New Jersey, 
while recognizing the substantial chal- 
lenges faced by the other ten States 
that received major disaster declara- 
tions due to the storm. For example, 
the Senate bill included $810 million in 
water infrastructure grants to address 
the $2.8 billion in Sandy-related water 
infrastructure needs identified by the 
Environmental Protection Agency, al- 
locating a minimum of 2 percent to 
each affected State. 

In addition, the Senate bill would 
have required the Department of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development—HUD—to 
establish minimum allocations of Com- 
munity Development Block Grant— 
CDBG—funds so that every State that 
was hit by Sandy would receive funding 
to address its impacts. Finally, the bill 
included $150 million to address a series 
of fisheries disasters that were declared 
in 2012. 

Regrettably, the House, after failing 
to bring a bill to the floor before the 
end of the 112th Congress, went in a dif- 
ferent direction on these matters. The 
House bill cuts funding for water infra- 
structure by $210 million and limits 
funding to only two States, setting a 
dangerous precedent that Congress will 
provide assistance to some States that 
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are affected by a disaster but not to 
others. With respect to CDBG funding, 
the House bill provides no minimum al- 
location and no assurance that States 
with significant damages from Sandy 
will receive the assistance they need. 
Paradoxically, the bill threatens to di- 
lute assistance for Sandy by making 
the CDBG funding available for all dis- 
asters that occurred in 2011, 2012, and 
2013 even though funding had been pro- 
vided for some of these disasters in ear- 
lier appropriations laws. Finally, as 
fishermen from New York to Maine 
face dramatic catch reductions, the 
House bill strips the $150 million in 
fisheries disaster funding from the bill. 

While it is unfortunate that the 
House bill makes these changes, the 
people of the Northeast should not be 
forced to wait any longer for the help 
this bill does provide. This includes 
much needed funds for highway, port 
and harbor repairs, as well as repairs to 
national parks and wildlife refuges. 
Equally important is funding to begin 
the long-term analysis and work to 
help prevent this kind of damage from 
occurring again. Even as I continue to 
believe we should be able to do more, I 
urge my colleagues to support this bill. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, when we 
debated the Hurricane Sandy Supple- 
mental bill in the Senate prior to 
Christmas, I was unable to support the 
spending bill because much of the tax- 
payer funding in the bill had little or 
nothing to do with meeting the imme- 
diate needs of individuals misplaced by 
Hurricane Sandy. Unfortunately, not 
much has changed with the House bill 
that we will soon vote on. At a time 
when we face ongoing trillion-dollar 
deficits and a $16.4 trillion debt, we 
cannot justify this type of spending. 

While some of the projects included 
in this bill may hold merit on their 
own, many of the projects included 
should go through the normal budget 
and appropriations process, where Con- 
gress has time to vet the need for such 
spending requests. To drive home this 
point, the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice—CBO—analysis of the bill tells us 
that only 7 percent of the funding in 
this bill will be spent this year—FY 
2013—and roughly 70 percent of the 
funding will not be spent until FY 2015 
and beyond. 

After examining this bill, I have 
found numerous examples of question- 
able spending: 

Millions to replace automobiles 
owned by the Federal Government, in- 
cluding: 

$1 million for DEA to replace 15 vehi- 
cles; 

$230,000 for ATF to replace three ve- 
hicles; 

$300,000 for the Secret Service vehi- 
cles; and 

$855,000 for ICE vehicles. 

The Federal Government currently 
owns or leases over 660,000 vehicles— 
surely we can find replacements within 
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our current inventory. Shouldn’t we 
focus on providing relief directly to 
those still trying to rebuild their lives 
before replacing a bureaucrat’s car? 

There is $16 billion for Community 
Development Block Grant funds for 47 
States and Puerto Rico that can be 
used for events in 2011, 2012 and 2013. 

There is $2 million to repair damage 
to the roofs of museums in Wash- 
ington, D.C., while many in Hurricane 
Sandy’s path still have no permanent 
roof over their own heads. 

The bill includes $50 million for Na- 
tional Park Service Historic Preserva- 
tion grants, which was not included in 
the President’s request; $180 million for 
the Department of Agriculture’s Emer- 
gency Watershed Protection program, 
which helps restore watersheds dam- 
aged by wildfires and droughts for 
areas including Colorado; highway 
funding for the Virgin Islands, Guam, 
American Samoa, and the Common- 
wealth of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands; $15 million for NASA facilities, 
though NASA itself has called its dam- 
age from the hurricane ‘‘minimal.’’ On 
the day after the storm hit, NASA’s 
Wallops Island put out a statement 
stating that ‘‘an initial assessment 
team surveyed roads and facilities at 
NASA’s Wallops Flight Facility today 
reporting a number of downed trees but 
otherwise minimal impact in the wake 
of Hurricane Sandy.” 

The bill includes $111 million for a 
weather satellite data mitigation gap 
reserve fund, a controversial program 
created by President Obama by execu- 
tive order for ocean zoning planning; 
$8.5 million for weather forecasting 
equipment; $23 million for the USDA 
“Forest Restoration Program” for 
planting trees on private property. 
This program is actually a Farm Bill 
subsidy program that’s run by a rel- 
atively unknown agency called the 
“Farm Service Administration” which 
is primarily responsible for managing 
crop insurance. Under this program, 
private landowners with about 50 acres 
of land can apply for up to $500,000 in 
free grants for tree planting activities. 

The bill also includes $118 million for 
taxpayer-supported AMTRAK, $86 mil- 
lion more than the President’s request. 
While some of the funding will go for 
repairs, money will also go to increas- 
ing passenger capacity to New York 
and future mitigation efforts. In a 2- 
page letter from AMTRAK that gives a 
broad description of how the money 
will be spent, almost all of it falls 
under funding for future capital 
projects. This includes funding for the 
“Gateway Program.” 

According to AMTRAK, the Gateway 
Program, which was started in 2011 and 
is projected to cost over $18 billion, is 
“a comprehensive program of infra- 
structure improvements to increase 
track, tunnel, bridge, and station ca- 
pacity serving New York City that will 
improve current assets and allow the 
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eventual doubling of passenger trains 
into Manhattan.” I am not here to de- 
bate the merits or the need for new 
tunnels, but this is clearly a capital 
improvement  project—unrelated to 
Hurricane Sandy. 

AMTRAK is up and running so it is 
not apparent why this funding is 
deemed ‘‘emergency’’ spending and in- 
cluded in this spending package. Keep 
in mind, AMTRAK receives roughly $1 
billion in annual funding. Future miti- 
gation projects should be debated in 
next year’s budget process. 

The bill includes $100 million for 
Head Start; $1 million for Legal Serv- 
ices Corporation; $3.5 billion for the 
Army Corps of Engineers—with little 
clarity on how the money will be spent. 
More projects are not something the 
Army Corps can handle. They are cur- 
rently experiencing a backlog of con- 
struction and maintenance projects of 
approximately $70 billion. Further- 
more, a 2010 report released by the 
Government Accountability Office 
noted that carryover funds have in- 
creased ‘‘due to the large amount of 
supplemental funding the Corps has re- 
ceived in recent years.” Clearly, sup- 
plemental spending on the Army Corps 
has not paid off. 

As a nation, we are $16.4 trillion in 
debt and dealing with trillion-dollar 
deficits. We do need to come to the aid 
of those who lost everything in Hurri- 
cane Sandy and are struggling to get 
their lives back together. Congress, 
however, cannot continue down this 
road of irresponsible spending. We 
must pass a true disaster spending bill 
that only spends money on disaster re- 
covery and response, not pet projects. 

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, Hurri- 
cane Sandy was the most devastating 
storm to hit the northeast United 
States in recorded history. Rebuilding 
after the storm will be a formidable 


challenge and this aid bill will go a 
long way towards meeting that chal- 
lenge. 


When Hurricane Sandy struck the 
East Coast, it flooded electrical sub- 
stations and knocked down trees onto 
power lines, shutting off power for 8.2 
million customers, and causing billions 
of dollars in damage. Over 300,000 
homes in New York City and 172,000 
homes and businesses in New Jersey 
were damaged or destroyed. Four New 
York City hospitals had to shut their 
doors. 

The storm sent floodwater gushing 
into New York’s five boroughs, flooding 
tunnels and the subway system and 
making the equipment inoperable. In 
many hard-hit areas wireless networks 
suffered widespread outages primarily 
due to lack of power. 

When smart technologies are in 
place, power outages can be avoided 
and lives, homes and businesses are 
protected. As the massive rebuilding 
effort gets under way, decision makers 
should rebuild the smart way by ensur- 
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ing that reconstruction funds maxi- 
mize the deployment of technologies to 
improve the resilience of the electric 
grid, mitigate future power outages 
and ensure continued operation of fa- 
cilities critical to public health, safety 
and welfare. Resilient and reliable 
power is critical for first responders, 
communications, health care, transpor- 
tation, financial systems, homeland se- 
curity, water and waste-water treat- 
ment, emergency food and shelter, and 
other vital services. 

Examples of relevant technologies in- 
clude smart grid technologies to iso- 
late problems and repair them re- 
motely, such as smart meters, high- 
tech sensors, grid monitoring and con- 
trol systems, and remote reconfigura- 
tion and redundancy systems; 
microgrids, energy storage, distributed 
and backup generation to power crit- 
ical facilities and operations; wiring, 
cabling, submersible and other dis- 
tribution components and enclosures 
to prevent outages; and electronic con- 
trolled re-closers and similar tech- 
nologies for power restoration. 

The funding provided by the Hurri- 
cane Sandy disaster relief appropria- 
tions bill should enable these States to 
wisely make cost-effective investments 
in these technologies for their long- 
term infrastructure resiliency. Re- 
building these essential infrastructure 
systems with technology that is 
equipped to deal with extreme weather 
should make recovery from any future 
storm faster, cheaper, and better. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, several 
weeks ago, before the end of the 112th 
Congress, the Senate voted to help the 
victims of Hurricane Sandy with a sup- 
plemental appropriations bill. The $60.4 
billion supplemental emergency bill 
passed in the Senate by a vote of 62-82. 
Unfortunately, the House did not pass 
the bill before the end of the 112th Con- 
gress, and we must pass this bill again. 

This aid is desperately needed. Hurri- 
cane Sandy ranks second only to Hurri- 
cane Katrina in terms of damage. In- 
surers estimate that the damage will 
make the storm the sixth costliest in 
the world for their industry. 

In New York and New Jersey, more 
than 651,000 homes were damaged or de- 
stroyed, 463,000 businesses were hurt 
and need assistance. Hundreds of miles 
of roads and rail were damaged and will 
need to be repaired. We have a respon- 
sibility to help our fellow Americans 
recover from this disaster. Congress 
has always stepped up and helped 
States and communities deal with nat- 
ural disasters. 

Hurricane Sandy is also a time for us 
to be honest, face facts, and state the 
obvious: the climate is changing. The 
weather is getting worse extreme 
weather events are happening with in- 
creased frequency and intensity. It’s 
time for Congress to get serious about 
addressing the causes and effects of cli- 
mate change we can no longer afford to 
ignore this issue. 
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The vast majority of Americans view 
the recent extreme weather events as 
evidence that the problem of global 
warming is no longer some vague or 
distant threat. In a recent poll, nearly 
4 out of 5 Americans stated that they 
now think temperatures are rising and 
that global warming will be a serious 
problem if nothing is done about it. 
The existence of manmade climate 
change is not a debatable issue for the 
overwhelming majority of scientists 
more than 98 percent of all working cli- 
mate scientists believe that human ac- 
tivities have led to climate change. 

Over the previous decades, scientists 
have measured a consistent increase in 
global temperatures, which has led to 
rising sea levels, warmer air and, as a 
result, more extreme weather. The Na- 
tional Climatic Data Center just an- 
nounced 2012 was the hottest year on 
record in the continental United 
States. Our changing climate means 
that the storms and heat waves we are 
seeing will become stronger and more 
extreme in the future causing greater 
amounts of damage. 

The insurance and defense sectors 
have looked at this scientific data and 
are making some changes. They are ad- 
justing their operations to prepare for 
worse weather and bigger losses. Na- 
tionwide, the financial consequences of 
weather-related disasters and climate 
change hit a historic new high last 
year U.S. disasters caused over $55 bil- 
lion in damages. 

The federal government needs to re- 
think how we protect federal assets 
and provide disaster assistance to com- 
munities on a more regular basis. And 
right now, passing this bill for supple- 
mental appropriations for Sandy vic- 
tims is a great first step. Because in 
addition to providing aid to help re- 
build houses, schools, and business, the 
bill also includes billions for mitiga- 
tion programs. Mitigation programs 
help us rebuild in a way that’s smarter 
than the first time, adding defenses 
against storms and protecting property 
by moving it out of flood zones or re- 
building with flood protection features. 

These policies make sense. They bet- 
ter prepare us for the next big storm, 
and they will save a lot of taxpayer 
money by reducing the damage of the 
next disaster. 

After that, we in the Senate need to 
face the reality of greenhouse gas 
emissions and create energy and envi- 
ronmental policies that reduce their 
destructive impact, including invest- 
ments in renewable energy and pollu- 
tion control technologies. 

The President challenged all of us in 
his inaugural address to respond to the 
threat of climate change, ‘‘knowing 
that the failure to do so would betray 
our children and future generations.” 
We need to answer the President’s 
challenge by passing this bill now and 
passing climate change legislation 
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soon that will help us leave a sustain- 
able planet to our children and grand- 
children. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I have an 
amendment at the desk. I ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 


The Senator from Utah (Mr. LEE) proposes 
an amendment numbered 4. 


Mr. LEE. I ask unanimous consent 
the reading of the amendment be dis- 
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 

(Purpose: To offset the cost of the bill with 
rescissions and discretionary cap reductions) 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . (a)(1) There is hereby re- 
scinded an amount equal to .49 percent of— 

(A) the budget authority provided (or obli- 
gation limitation imposed) for fiscal year 
2013 for any discretionary account in any fis- 
cal year 2013 appropriation Act; 

(B) the budget authority provided in any 
advance appropriation for fiscal year 2013 for 
any discretionary account in any prior fiscal 
year appropriation Act; and 

(C) the contract authority provided in fis- 
cal year 2013 for any program that is subject 
to a limitation contained in any fiscal year 
2013 appropriation Act for any discretionary 
account. 

(2) Any rescission made by paragraph (1) 
shall be applied proportionately— 

(A) to each discretionary account and each 
item of budget authority described in such 
paragraph; and 

(B) within each such account and item, to 
each program, project, and activity (with 
programs, projects, and activities as delin- 
eated in the appropriation Act or accom- 
panying reports for the relevant fiscal year 
covering such account or item, or for ac- 
counts and items not included in appropria- 
tion Acts, as delineated in the most recently 
submitted President’s budget). 

(3) In the case of any fiscal year 2013 appro- 
priation Act enacted after the date of enact- 
ment of this section, any rescission required 
by paragraph (1) shall take effect imme- 
diately after the enactment of such Act. 

(4) Within 30 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this subsection (or, if later, 30 days 
after the enactment of any fiscal year 2013 
appropriation Act), the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget shall submit to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate a 
report specifying the account and amount of 
each rescission made pursuant to paragraph 
(1). 

(b) The discretionary caps provided in sec- 
tion 251(c) of the Balanced Budget and Emer- 
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as modified 
by section 251A of such Act, are reduced as 
follows for the respective fiscal year and the 
respective category: 

(1) for fiscal year 2014— 

(A) $2,704,800,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,497,400,000 in non-security; 

(2) for fiscal year 2015— 

(A) $2,773,400,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,548,000,000 in non-security; 
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(3) for fiscal year 2016— 

(A) $2,827,300,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,597,000,000 in non-security; 

(4) fiscal year 2017— 

(A) $2,891,000,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,650,900,000 in non-security; 

(5) for fiscal year 2018— 

(A) $2,954,700,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,709,700,000 in non-security; 

(6) for fiscal year 2019— 

(A) $3,018,400,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,773,400,000 in non-security; 

(T) for fiscal year 2020— 

(A) $3,087,000,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,832,200,000 in non-security; and 

(8) for fiscal year 2021— 

(A) $3,155,600,000 in security; and 

(B) $2,891,000,000 in non-security; 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I stand 
today and urge my colleagues’ support 
for my amendment to this bill. I appre- 
ciate the eloquent arguments made by 
my friend and colleague, the Senator 
from New York, a moment ago. She is 
correct to point out that people have 
suffered as a result of this storm. My 
heart goes out to them. Anytime my 
fellow Americans find themselves in a 
position of need, we want to address 
that situation very carefully and make 
sure we do the right thing, make sure 
people are not overlooked. 

As we do that, and especially as we 
do something such as that in the way 
we are being asked to do it here, we 
must also consider how our actions 
here might have other implications 
down the road. We have to stop and 
consider that we are more than $16 tril- 
lion in debt and we are adding to that 
debt at a rate of more than $1 trillion 
every single year. The amount of 
money we spend in interest on our na- 
tional debt now stands at a little over 
$200 billion a year and is expected to 
grow significantly in the next few 
years, such that by the end of this dec- 
ade—perhaps much sooner—we are 
likely to be paying close to $1 trillion 
a year just to pay the interest on our 
national debt. 

It is because of considerations such 
as these that we put in place certain 
spending caps, in connection with the 
Budget Control Act, in the summer of 
2011. It is for this same reason I am 
asking that we consider capping this, 
subjecting this same amount, this 
money we are being asked to spend 
here, to the same caps. In other words, 
what I am suggesting is that we find a 
way to offset our spending for this bill 
by stretching it out over the next 9 
years, capping what we spend. All we 
have to do to offset what we are being 
asked to spend here is to cut our dis- 
cretionary spending by one-half of 1 
percent over the next 9 years. 

As we look at our economic realities, 
as we look at the fact it is going to be 
very difficult in coming years to fund 
everything we need to do through the 
Federal Government, this is the ap- 
proach we have to take with regard to 
new spending. If we are being asked to 
spend money, no matter how important 
the cause, to the tune of more than $50 
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billion in one fell swoop, I think we 
owe it to the good people of the United 
States of America, the good people who 
depend on so many things the Federal 
Government does—things as wide rang- 
ing as defense at one end of the spec- 
trum and entitlements at the other end 
of the spectrum and everything in be- 
tween—we owe it to them to consider 
how our actions today might forestall, 
might complicate, might impair our 
ability to fund those programs down 
the road. It is for this reason I think 
we need to offset this spending. We can 
do it by cutting only one-half of 1 per- 
cent of our discretionary spending over 
the next 9 years. For that reason I urge 
each of my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, first 
of all, I thank the distinguished chair 
of the Appropriations Committee for 
all of her incredible work and help 
here, as well as that of the staff, in 
bringing us to this moment. We would 
not be here without her tremendous 
work, especially in light of Chairman 
Inouye’s passing. I appreciate the rank- 
ing member, someone who understands 
the challenges, having come from a 
Gulf State that saw the consequences 
of disasters. 

There are a couple of important dates 
here. The first one is 91 days, 91 days 
since Superstorm Sandy hit the North- 
east; 91 days we have been languishing, 
waiting for our Government to respond 
to the critical issues, life-and-death 
situations, of fellow Americans. It is 91 
days in which people who largely lost 
their home, or at least the ability to be 
back in their home, have been waiting 
for their government to say: Here is 
how we are going to help you. It is 91 
days in which we now have the biting 
cold of the winter and the defenseless- 
ness of a coastline that cannot be sub- 
ject to a northeaster that will ulti- 
mately have real-life consequences to 
people’s lives, to people’s properties, to 
repetitive loss. 

It is 91 days compared to what hap- 
pened during Hurricane Katrina, where 
$60 billion was moved in 11; 91 days in 
which people have not been able to get 
their lives back on track, looking to 
their government—people who are good 
citizens, pay their taxes, obey the 
rules, follow the law, and ultimately 
say: We have been left behind. It is 
enough. 

Another 118 days. That is all we have 
left to Memorial Day and the beginning 
of a critically important season for 
New Jersey’s economy, a $87 billion 
tourism industry that cannot get back 
on its feet unless the Federal Govern- 
ment says here is how we are going to 
help businesses reopen, here is how we 
are going to help people get back into 
their homes, here is how we are going 
to help you rebuild the infrastructure 
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that is not only important to the econ- 
omy of the State but to the national 
economy, for which New Jersey and of 
course New York are such big drivers— 
well over 10 to 11 percent. We only have 
118 days and we have been languishing. 

I personally am tired of listening to 
the voices for patience and delay, sug- 
gesting that somehow we as citizens of 
the United States are second-class citi- 
zens waiting for this government to re- 
spond to the needs of fellow Americans. 
That is not what I envision when I 
think about the United States of Amer- 
ica. 

Another number: 36 times; 36 times 
in which we in fact have looked at an 
emergency in this Nation squarely in 
the face and said it is an emergency. 
An emergency is an emergency is an 
emergency. For over two decades the 
Congress has looked at this set of dis- 
asters and said it is an emergency. But 
when it comes to the Northeast, some- 
how it is not an emergency, 91 days 
later. 

Offsets? We didn’t have offsets for 
those over two decades. And when we 
talk about these offsets we use the 
words discretionary spending. I think 
America should know what it means. It 
means education, it means health care, 
it means the National Institutes of 
Health, it means law enforcement, it 
means a whole host of things we care 
about in our lives every day, across- 
the-board cuts, indiscriminate, without 
anything about what the consequences 
are—only when it comes to the North- 
east. 

I want my colleagues to understand 
that personally this Senator will judge 
the future by how we are ultimately re- 
sponded to. We already feel chagrined 
but it is what it is. We need to act 
today. Adoption of this amendment 
would not only create an across-the- 
board cut that has consequences to 
critical things Americans broadly de- 
pend on and does it indiscriminately, 
but also sets us farther back because 
we would have to go back to the House 
again, delays and more delays. I cannot 
look in the face of any American, 
whether in my State or any State in 
the country, and say, no, your govern- 
ment has abandoned you, you will have 
to wait. I cannot look at business own- 
ers who are making a life decision 
about whether what little they have 
they can reinvest and whether they 
will get any help from the government 
to open, hire people, and contribute to 
our economy. I cannot look in the face 
of a fellow New Jerseyan and say I still 
can’t tell you what the Government 
will do to get you back in your home. 
I suggest to any of my colleagues that 
you would not want to look in the face 
of your citizens and have to be in the 
same position. 

The time has come to pass this bill 
without amendment in an up-or-down 
vote in what I hope will be the same bi- 
partisan vote that we had when we 
originally passed the Senate bill. 
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I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, we 
are just moments from voting on both 
the Lee amendment and on final pas- 
sage. I rise to oppose the Lee amend- 
ment, the amendment of the junior 
Senator from Utah. His amendment 
would cut $6.3 billion from fiscal year 
2013. That is $6 billion that is in addi- 
tion to the $3.4 billion we already have 
as an offset in the bill that is charged 
against the Corps of Engineers, plus he 
wants to reduce spending by another 
$44 billion over an 8-year period by low- 
ering the discretionary budget caps 
that were agreed to in the to 2011 Budg- 
et Control Act. 

Overall, he pays for $50.5 billion in 
emergency aid with $51.2 billion in 
cuts. That is $700 million more in cuts 
than the disaster rate in this bill. I 
think that is going too far. I think 
when we cut more than we are going to 
spend, that is going too far. The $6.3 
billion is an unspecified cut in discre- 
tionary programs in the middle of fis- 
cal year 2013. It will cut national de- 
fense, it will cut law enforcement, 
housing assistance, agricultural assist- 
ance, and, guess what. The way it is 
written, it will even cut veterans’ bene- 
fits, which are ordinarily viewed as 
mandatory spending. 

This $44.9 billion is a reduction to the 
caps set by the Budget Control Act of 
2011. For my colleagues who don’t seem 
to remember, we actually did pass a 
Budget Control Act. It says we in the 
Appropriations Committee will cut $1 
trillion over the next 9 years. So the 
cap is already on us on what we could 
spend, and that is $100 billion a year. 
The Lee amendment would add even 
more to that. 

They cannot tell us to pass a budget 
the way they did in the House bill on 
the debt limit and then say: Pass the 
budget. We did pass the Budget Control 
Act, and now the Lee amendment will 
shred that agreement. It will just shred 
it. Every time something comes up— 
while we are working to pass a budg- 
et—are they going to shred it? 

I would like to follow what Senator 
COATS has talked about: Let’s get back 
to regular order. Let’s not be kind of 
doing cuts de jour, cuts on the fly, and 
who can outcut whom. Senator COATS 
has many good ideas in his presen- 
tation. AS an appropriator and a gen- 
tleman on my committee, I look for- 
ward to working with him. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Ms. MIKULSKI. If I could just finish 
my remarks, and I will turn to the gen- 
tlelady from Louisiana. 

Also, this amendment is terrible in 
terms of process. If we pass the Lee 
amendment, not only will it shred the 
Budget Control Act of 2011—just shred 
it—it will then send this bill, which 
meets compelling human need, back to 


January 28, 2013 


the House. The House has already 
shrunk this bill. It will further embroil 
this process, and very likely this bill 
may die due to some of the extreme 
elements in the House. 

To me, the answer is obvious: Let’s 
defeat the Lee amendment and pass 
this bill. There are people who are suf- 
fering in New York, New Jersey, Mary- 
land, and Connecticut. Let’s acknowl- 
edge the validity of the arguments that 
have been raised by many Members on 
the other side about how we look at 
disaster assistance, and I am more 
than open to it on our committee. 

I hope we can defeat the Lee amend- 
ment and pass the urgent supplemental 
that is pending before us even though 
it already has an additional $3.4 billion 
offset, which is essentially a cut of fis- 
cal year 2013—cutting the Army Corps 
of Engineers—which, by the way, has 
only $5 billion. If they are going to cut, 
learn math and learn how to read the 
bills and the chart. Math is good. I like 
math. We are going to follow math. 

With that, I ask that we pass the bill. 
Let’s not cut more than is in the bill. 
Let’s do the math and know we are al- 
ready cutting. Let’s do the job the 
American people want. 

This concludes my remarks. But be- 
fore I yield the floor to the gentlelady 
from Louisiana, there are two sunshine 
issues I am going to mention. 

First, I see the return of Senator 
MARK KIRK. I cannot share with my 
colleagues the pleasure I have in seeing 
him. He is a member of the Appropria- 
tions Committee. We have worked to- 
gether on many issues. We have dis- 
agreed, we have duked it out, and we 
have had some good times. It is just a 
pleasure to see him back on the Senate 
floor and ready to vote. 

Also, I note that now joining us as 
the ranking member of the Appropria- 
tions Committee is Senator SHELBY of 
Alabama. I have worked with the Sen- 
ator from Alabama over the years. I 
think we can pledge—though we will 
differ on policy or matters—there will 
be more on which we can agree in this 
Appropriations Committee. There will 
be an effort for bipartisanship, civility, 
intellectual rigger, robust debate, and 
transparency. We look forward to 
working together and with our col- 
leagues. 

With that, I yield for the gentlelady 
from Louisiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I 
thank the chairlady. Is it not the opin- 
ion of the Senator from Maryland that 
if the Lee amendment gets on this bill, 
it will, in fact, kill the Sandy supple- 
mental? Isn’t that the Senator’s under- 
standing of what will happen if the Lee 
amendment is adopted? 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Louisiana was asking me 
a question while I was getting a copy of 
my speech. What was the question? 
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Ms. LANDRIREU. Is it not the under- 
standing of the Senator from Maryland 
that if the Lee amendment gets adopt- 
ed—which I don’t believe it will—the 
bill will be either killed or in serious 
danger of passing? 

Ms. MIKULSKI. I think it will be in 
very serious danger of passing because 
the impact of the cuts is significant, 
severe, even Armageddon, and it would 
send it back to the House for further 
negotiation. The House is out this 
week, and then they kind of come 
back. I think this bill very likely will 
die in a conference, and that cannot 
happen as it will affect the economy 
and lives of the people in our States. 

I know the gentlelady has had a his- 
tory of looking at how to have a more 
frugal and sensible government. We 
funded two wars on a credit card, and 
that is part of the reason we are in this 
mess. We have plenty of money to re- 
build Iraq, and now we are debating 
and nickel-and-diming over rebuilding 
New York, New Jersey, parts of Con- 
necticut, and little, poor rural parts of 
Maryland. 

So, yes, I think it will have a terrible 
effect. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, how 
much time is remaining? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No time 
is remaining on the Democratic side. 
The Republicans have 5 minutes re- 
maining. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for 1 of those 5 
minutes? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. I thank my col- 
leagues. 

Let me say that it is my clear view 
and opinion that if the Lee amendment 
is passed, the Sandy supplemental will 
die. There is strong feeling—led by this 
Senator from Louisiana, to the Sen- 
ators who are arguing for that posi- 
tion—that if we want to debate about 
how to pay for a disaster, I will do 
that. We will do 50 percent cuts and 50 
percent revenue, but they never will 
offer one penny of new revenues to pay 
for anything. I am not budging on this 
point. This amendment, if adopted, will 
kill this bill. 

I will go 50 percent revenue. We will 
raise $25 billion, and $25 billion we will 
cut, but Iam not going to Keep cutting 
the discretionary budget—which, by 
the way, is not out of control despite 
what we hear on Fox News. It is man- 
datory spending that is rising rapidly 
because the ‘‘greatest generation,” 
which gave us the greatest Nation the 
world has ever heard of, is aging, and 
they need hospice care, Social Secu- 
rity, and hospitals. If they want to cut 
them, go right ahead. I am going to be 
a little more gentle. 

No. 2, we can do this together if we 
want. So just know this argument is 
not a small argument for the chair of 
the Homeland Security Subcommittee 
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of the Appropriations Committee nor 
for our colleagues. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is on 
agreeing to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Utah, Mr. LEE. The 
yeas and nays have been requested. 

Is there a sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Maine (Mr. KING), the 
Senator from Washington (Mrs. MUR- 
RAY), and the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DON- 
NELLY). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 35, 


nays 62, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 3 Leg.] 
YEAS—35 
Alexander Enzi Moran 
Barrasso Fischer Paul 
Blunt Flake Portman 
Boozman Grassley Risch 
Burr Heller Roberts 
Chambliss Hoeven Rubio 
Coats sakson Scott 
Coburn Johanns ; 
S 
Corker Johnson (WI) Pemon 
s Thune 
Cornyn Kirk 
c L Toomey 
rapo ee Vitt 
Cruz McConnell UVER: 
NAYS—62 
Ayotte Hagan Murkowski 
Baldwin Harkin Murphy 
Baucus Hatch Nelson 
Begich Heinrich Pryor 
Bennet Heitkamp Reed 
Blumenthal Hirono Reid 
Por aaie ED Rockefeller 
rown ohnson 
Cantwell Kaine Sohatg 
í Schumer 
Cardin Kerry 
Shaheen 
Carper Klobuchar Shelb 
Casey Landrieu e. Dy: 
Cochran Lautenberg Stabenow 
Collins Leahy Tester 
Coons Levin Udall (CO) 
Donnelly Manchin Udall (NM) 
Durbin McCain Warner 
Feinstein McCaskill Warren 
Franken Menendez Whitehouse 
Gillibrand Merkley Wicker 
Graham Mikulski Wyden 
NOT VOTING—3 
King Murray Sanders 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order requiring 60 votes 
for the adoption of this amendment, 
the amendment is rejected. 

The bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the bill having been 
read the third time, the question is, 
Shall the bill pass? 

Ms. MIKULSKI. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk called 
the roll. 
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Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Maine (Mr. KING) and the 
Senator from Washington (Mrs. MUR- 
RAY) are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 
nays 36, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 4 Leg.] 


62, 


YHAS—62 

Alexander Harkin Nelson 
Baldwin Heinrich Pryor 
Baucus Heitkamp Reed 
Begich Heller Rei 
Bennet Hirono Rockefeller 
Blumenthal Hoeven Sanders 
Boxer Johnson (SD) Schatz 
Brown Kaine 
Cantwell Kerry oe 

i aheen 
Cardin Klobuchar 
Carper Landrieu Shelby 
Casey Lautenberg Stabenow 
Cochran Leahy Tester 
Collins Levin Udall (CO) 
Coons Manchin Uda 1 (NM) 
Donnelly McCaskill Vitter 
Durbin Menendez Warner 
Feinstein Merkley Warren 
Franken Mikulski Whitehouse 
Gillibrand Murkowski Wicker 
Hagan Murphy Wyden 

NAYS—36 
Ayotte Enzi McCain 
Barrasso Fischer McConnell 
Blunt Flake Moran 
Boozman Graham Paul 
Burr Grassley Portman 
Chambliss Hatch Risch 
Coats Inhofe Roberts 
Coburn Isakson Rubio 
Corker Johanns Scott 
Cornyn Johnson (WS) Sessions 
Crapo Kirk Thune 
Cruz Lee Toomey 
NOT VOTING—2 

King Murray 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 60- 
vote threshold having been achieved, 
the bill (H.R. 152) is passed. 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the Senate proceed 
to a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 
10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I ask unanimous 
consent that the quorum call be re- 
scinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


r 


FISHERIES DISASTER FUNDING 


Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, the 
bill we just passed out of the Senate, a 
bill to aid the victims of Superstorm 
Sandy, is important. It is important 
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when we are faced with a disaster— 
whether it is a hurricane, whether it is 
an earthquake, whether it is a drought, 
whether it is a flood—that we step for- 
ward and find those ways that we can 
help citizens who have faced immeas- 
urable loss. The effort that has gone 
back and forth between two bodies 
now, and will, hopefully, move forward, 
is one which will certainly help to ad- 
dress the needs of those families who 
lost so much in Superstorm Sandy. 

I think we all recognize this was not 
the only disaster this country faced 
last year. In my State of Alaska we 
faced a fish disaster. For those of you 
who are from States that do not rely 
on your fisheries as a source of income, 
a source of jobs or a source of daily 
sustenance, you might think: Fish dis- 
asters; well, that is not really much to 
talk about. That is not a true disaster. 

In my State, when fisheries have de- 
clined to the extent we have seen—the 
loss of the Chinook salmon on the 
Yukon River, the Kuskokwim River, 
the Upper Cook Inlet—this has a dra- 
matic impact on our State’s economy, 
a dramatic impact on the livelihoods of 
so many Alaskans. Whether they be 
commercial fishermen, sport fisher- 
men, our subsistence-based fisheries, 
our fisheries communities, those busi- 
nesses that are dependent on our salm- 
on fisheries, these were all impacted 
this past year. 

As I had gone around the State, basi- 
cally from about midsummer through 
the end of the year, everywhere I went, 
whether I was in an urban center such 
as Anchorage, Homer, or down in Sew- 
ard, up in the Matanuska Valley, or 
out in the rural parts of the State up 
along the Yukon, out along the 
Kuskokwim out in the southwest, peo- 
ple were talking about two things: Peo- 
ple were talking about our cost of en- 
ergy because our energy costs re- 
mained the highest in the Nation, but 
they were also talking about fish. Pret- 
ty basic stuff: fuel, fish, and food. When 
we had a disaster this summer, it was 
an imperative around our State. 

We, in September of this past year, 
had an official declaration from the 
Secretary of Commerce—actually the 
Acting Secretary of Commerce, Re- 
becca Blank—that recognized this fish 
disaster, and this is a disaster that is 
statutorily authorized by section 308 of 
the Interjurisdictional Fisheries Act 
and section 31 of the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act. 

These are designations that are 
statutorily authorized. These are not 
earmarks. They are not to be labeled as 
pork or something special for an area. 
These are disasters subject to a statu- 
tory authorization, a process that has 
been clearly laid out. They are author- 
ized in law for fish failures that require 
affirmative action from the Secretary 
of Commerce. The Secretary has taken 
that action. Congress then needs to do 
its part by funding for these disasters. 
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I mentioned at the outset that some 
of my colleagues might not appreciate 
the importance of these fish disasters. 
But, again, these disasters are no less 
important than disasters for which we 
provide for other industries, such as 
drought disaster or drought assistance 
for our farmers. I think the Acting Sec- 
retary, when she signed these fisheries 
designations, recognized them for es- 
sentially what they are: fish droughts, 
fish droughts in our rivers and our 
oceans. She responded to the fisheries 
disasters not only in my State of Alas- 
ka, but she also moved forward with 
disaster determinations for Rhode Is- 
land, for New York, for Maine, Massa- 
chusetts, New Hampshire, Connecticut, 
and Mississippi. The disaster declara- 
tion the Acting Secretary advanced 
opens the door, then, for the financial 
assistance from the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

You might notice those funds were 
not included in this disaster relief bill. 
That does not mean I will back down 
from attempting to do my best to 
make sure the disaster that Alaska 
faced with its fisheries, and that so 
many of our other States faced with 
their fisheries, that these needs will 
not be addressed. 

We didn’t advance it in this package. 
It is important that the Sandy provi- 
sion move forward, and that is why I 
eventually cast my vote in support of 
it. I know many of my colleagues—the 
Senator from Rhode Island is with me 
tonight. I know the Senator from New 
Hampshire is very concerned about it. 
The Senator from Maine is very con- 
cerned about it. I think it is fair to say 
we will continue our efforts to ensure 
the disasters that our fishermen have 
faced will be addressed as is statutorily 
provided in law. We will work to find 
that funding to make sure that disas- 
ters, however they present themselves 
in this country—whether it is storm, 
flood, drought, hurricane, or earth- 
quake—are addressed. 

I commit to working with my col- 
leagues to continue to find those 
sources of funding so we address these 
revenues. 

I note that my colleague from Rhode 
Island is here, and I know he too wish- 
es to address this important issue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
very much appreciate the remarks of 
my friend, the Senator from Alaska. 
This is truly a bipartisan concern. 
There are Senators on both sides who 
feel very aggrieved by what took place, 
Senators from Alaska and Maine, on 
the two sides of the country, and a 
great number of us. 

The sheet that rests on the front 
table during the votes to make sure 
people coming in know what the cur- 
rent measure is describes the last vote 
as passage of H.R. 152, the Disaster Re- 
lief Appropriations Act of 2013—not the 
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Hurricane Sandy Relief Appropriations 
Act of 2013 but the Disaster Relief Ap- 
propriations Act. 

We have had a disaster. We didn’t 
make this up. This wasn’t something 
that was snuck into the bill or we tried 
to do an earmark on. 

The Governors of Rhode Island, Mas- 
sachusetts, Maine, New Hampshire, 
New York, Connecticut—six Governors 
petitioned the government for a fish- 
eries disaster declaration, and they re- 
ceived one. The Secretary of Commerce 
declared the New England Multispecies 
Groundfish Fishery disaster. The Sen- 
ator from Alaska described it as a 
drought. 

It is like a drought. What has hap- 
pened in our waters is that they have 
warmed. They have had some chemical 
changes. Fisheries have moved north- 
ward, and some of them have moved 
clean out of the U.S. continental 
waters. The result is that Georges 
Bank cod, Yellowtail flounder, Gulf of 
Maine cod and haddock have all had to 
face Draconian catch reductions to try 
to keep those species alive. 

We have a fishing tradition that goes 
back even longer than Alaska’s, I will 
guess. Certainly, we started fishing 
back in the 17th century, the 1600s, in 
Rhode Island. It is a long tradition. 
But the changes we are wreaking on 
this planet are moving the fish around. 
They are creating these localized disas- 
ters for our fishermen who have 
worked hard all their lives, who have 
invested their life savings into expen- 
sive boats they have to take care of, 
the maintenance and the repair, and 
they risk their health and their lives 
and their limbs out at sea in all kinds 
of weather in order to bring in the 
catch to us. When the catch isn’t there, 
it is a disaster. 

This is what the Governors have 
asked for, all six of them. That is what 
the U.S. Government, through the Sec- 
retary of Commerce, declared. Why on 
Earth the fisheries disaster that affects 
our fishermen doesn’t matter—$150 
million; it was not a big piece in a $60 
billion bill. Yet we were left out. We 
were completely left out. 

I will continue to fight to get this 
done. I think there has been a wrong 
committed in this body, and I intend to 
make sure it gets righted. I will work 
hard with the Senator from Alaska. I 
see the Senator from New Hampshire, 
who is equally affected by this, on the 
Senate floor. It makes no sense to let 
people in the House of Representatives 
pick and choose among disasters in a 
bill and strip out disasters that have 
been declared by the U.S. Government 
and the Governors of six States. 

Do they know better? I don’t think 
so. But they took it out. For whatever 
reason, we weren’t able to get it in 
back here. I have had strong conversa- 
tions with some of the lead supporters 
of the Sandy bill and the States that 
most benefit, with the chairman of the 
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committee and the floor manager of 
the bill and with colleagues from near- 
by States. This is not over, but I am 
extremely upset that we would pass 
something called a Disaster Relief Ap- 
propriations Act and leave out of it the 
disaster that has befallen fisheries up 
and down the east coast, from Maine 
down through New Hampshire, through 
Massachusetts, through Rhode Island, 
through Connecticut and New York. 
That is a pretty wide-scale disaster. 

For the men and the women who go 
out and put their boats and themselves 
at risk for this catch when it is not 
there, you bet it is a disaster. It is just 
as much of a disaster as a farmer who 
looks out at parched fields and can’t 
grow what he needs to grow. We are not 
there for them, not when it is fisher- 
men, for some reason. We are not there 
for them. We have done it over and 
over. Since 1994 Federal fishery failures 
have been declared on 29 different occa- 
sions, and nearly $827 million has been 
appropriated for relief. But not now. 
For some reason, not now. 

I yield now for the Senator from New 
Hampshire, who I know feels strongly 
about this issue. The Senator from 
Massachusetts was speaking with me 
earlier. She feels very strongly about 
this, and we need to get this set right. 
This is a day for celebration in some 
quarters but not in all. 

For those of us who have a responsi- 
bility to the men and women who have 
fished the waters off of our States, this 
is not an acceptable result. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I am 
here to join my colleagues, Senator 
MURKOWSKI from Alaska and Senator 
WHITEHOUSE from Rhode Island, to ex- 
press my disappointment and frustra- 
tion along with them that the disaster 
relief funding for our Nation’s fisher- 
men has been stripped from this emer- 
gency relief bill. I agree with all of 
those who want to make sure the vic- 
tims of Hurricane Sandy along the east 
coast get the help they need. I think 
that is something to which we all are 
committed. But the fact is that fisher- 
men in New England and Alaska and 
other parts of this country are also fac- 
ing hard times. They are grappling 
with onerous regulations that are de- 
signed to end overfishing, and in spite 
of these restrictions, the amount of 
codfish in the Gulf of Maine has de- 
clined drastically. It has a huge impact 
on New Hampshire, and the problem for 
fishermen in my State is now one of 
survival. 

Our fishermen have already seen 
their incomes decrease significantly in 
recent years. They depend on cod more 
than fishermen from any other State in 
New England. Cod accounts for more 
than 90 percent of the revenues of the 
fishing industry in New Hampshire. 
This is because our fishermen use small 
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day boats, they fish close to shore, and 
most don’t have the boats or equip- 
ment to catch other deep-sea species to 
compensate for the lack of cod. Our 
fishing businesses are small, and they 
are mostly owned by families who have 
been fishing for generations. 

For 400 years, we have been fishing in 
New Hampshire. Generations of fisher- 
men in New Hampshire have continued 
this proud tradition. Yet, under what is 
happening with the fishing regulations, 
we are going to lose this industry. Our 
coastline is short in New Hampshire— 
it is only 18 miles—but the fishing in- 
dustry is still a crucial driver of the 
economy. It generates $106 million in 
economic activity, it supports 5,000 
full-time and part-time jobs in the 
State, and it provides our stores and 
our restaurants with a local and fresh 
supply of fish, just as it does in Alaska 
and Rhode Island. This historic way of 
life is going to become extinct if we 
don’t help the fishing industry. 

I welcomed the decision of the Sec- 
retary of Commerce back in September 
to declare a Federal disaster for the 
Northeast fishing industry for the up- 
coming fishing year, but this declara- 
tion, as well as those already provided 
for Alaska, Mississippi, New Jersey, 
New York, Rhode Island, and other 
States, is meaningless if Congress does 
not provide relief funding to these fish- 
ing communities. 

As my colleagues have said so elo- 
quently, the Senate voted last month 
to appropriate $150 million in funding 
for these disasters, and as Senator 
WHITEHOUSE said, it was not a large 
percentage of the emergency relief bill. 
I am disappointed and, like the fisher 
men and women in New Hampshire who 
depend on this industry, frustrated 
that this funding has been taken out of 
the bill we voted on today. 

It is critical that we provide relief to 
the fishermen and to the coastal econo- 
mies in New England—and in New 
Hampshire as a part of the New Eng- 
land economy—and Mississippi and 
New Jersey and New York and Alaska 
and the other States that are affected. 
We have to work to ensure the long- 
term sustainability of these vital re- 
sources and of this historic way of life. 
I intend to continue to work with my 
colleagues from those States that are 
affected to make sure the fishing in- 
dustry gets the help it needs to sur- 
vive. 

I thank the Chair, and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. As I heard the 
compilation from the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire, it was a 
pretty small percentage of the bill, and 
I was going through the math in my 
head. If it was a $60 billion bill, with a 
$150 million appropriation that would 
have supported the disaster for the 
fishermen, I think that is 0.25 percent 
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of the total of the bill—one-quarter of 
1 percent. Yet somebody over on the 
House side had to target that and take 
it out and leave the fishermen high and 
dry while the rest all went through? 

I think it is really important that we 
as a group stand for the fishermen and 
try to force some recognition in this 
body that the disaster they are facing 
is a real one. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Yes. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. It is not just the 
people who are fishing directly who are 
affected by this, it is also all of the 
other jobs that depend on that fishing 
industry that are going to be lost. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. The engine repair 
people, the net repair people, the folks 
who process the fish that are caught, 
the folks who sell fuel to the fisher- 
men, the people who do maintenance 
on the boats—there is an entire eco- 
nomic ecosystem that is knocked down 
when the fishermen can’t bring the 
catch home. Yes, the Senator is abso- 
lutely correct. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. And in my small 
State of New Hampshire, where we 
only have 18 miles of coastline, we have 
5,000 jobs dependent on this industry. 
So in Rhode Island and Alaska, I am 
sure my colleagues have a significant 
number of jobs dependent on the fish- 
ing industry. What happens to those 
jobs if the industry doesn’t survive? 
They are gone. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I think Alaska 
may actually have more coastline than 
Rhode Island. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I think we have 
33,000 miles of coastline, not to be brag- 
ging on a coastline. But what is so im- 
portant as part of this discussion—and 
my colleague Senator SHAHEEN has 
stated this—our fishermen often are 
not included when we think about 
areas of disaster. Yet, in terms of those 
industries, those parts of our economy 
that are making things happen as folks 
are kind of chugging along, it is our 
fisheries that for decades—and for cen- 
turies, as Senator WHITEHOUSE noted— 
have been producing good jobs and pro- 
viding a source of sustenance for our 
families. 

Alaska is in somewhat of a unique 
situation in that we still have so many 
families who rely on their fisheries for 
subsistence. This is not just an income 
source for many. For so many in rural 
Alaska, this means whether or not you 
are going to be able to eat this winter. 
The situation on the Yukon and on the 
Kuskokwim—when those rivers were 
shut down to fishing, we had actions of 
civil disobedience, where individuals 
just came to the river and said: We 
have to put our nets in because we 
have to be able to feed our families. 
Down in the Cook Inlet region, it is not 
so much a subsistence lifestyle there 
but a commercial fishery as well as 
sport fishing. So sport guides who are 
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required to be off the river cannot take 
that tourist who has come to Alaska 
for their dream fishing trip. They have 
to cancel that and lose their revenue, 
and so guides can no longer stay in 
place. 

So Senator SHAHEEN is correct about 
the ripple effect to the economy. It af- 
fects all of our fishing communities 
and those who support them. So when 
we talk about disasters in areas and 
$150 million that was to be split be- 
tween all of these different regions and 
States, it is a recognition that it is 
quite slight in comparison to the true 
loss to our economies, the true loss to 
our families who have suffered. 

Again, I appreciate the commitment 
we have from so many who have been 
impacted that we don’t give up on this. 
We have gone through the process, we 
have jumped the hurdles to get the des- 
ignation that is required by our gov- 
ernment through the Secretary of 
Commerce. We have done that. Now the 
step is for Congress to provide that 
funding that makes the difference. It is 
one thing to get a disaster declaration 
on paper; it is another to be able to 
provide the relief. And I certainly in- 
tend to push until that relief is pro- 
vided not only for the families in Alas- 
ka but for those who have been im- 
pacted by fisheries disasters through- 
out the country. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. And I will certainly 
join my colleague in that effort. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I thank my col- 
league. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 


EE 
DATA PRIVACY DAY 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today, I 
join privacy advocates, industry lead- 
ers and National, State and local gov- 
ernment officials from across our Na- 
tion in celebrating Data Privacy Day— 
a day to recognize the need to better 
secure our privacy and security in 
cyberspace. I am also pleased to join 
Senators on both sides of the aisle in 
cosponsoring a Senate resolution to 
commemorate Data Privacy Day. 

In the Digital Age, Americans face 
new threats to their digital privacy 
and security as consumers and busi- 
nesses alike collect, share and store 
more and more information in cyber- 
space. Data Privacy Day is an impor- 
tant reminder about the need to im- 
prove data privacy aS we reap the 
many benefits of new technologies. 

Last year the Judiciary Committee 
approved digital privacy legislation 
that I authored to update the Elec- 
tronic Communications Privacy Act, 
ECPA, to improve the privacy protec- 
tions for Americans’ email and other 
electronic communications. That bill 
would, among other things, require 
that the Government obtain a search 
warrant, based upon probable cause, 
before obtaining email and other elec- 
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tronic communications from a third- 
party service provider. When I and oth- 
ers in Congress authored ECPA in 1986, 
email was a novelty and most Ameri- 
cans had never heard of the Internet. 
Today, communication by email is 
commonplace and many of us store 
email and other electronic communica- 
tions with service providers or ‘‘in the 
cloud” for extended periods of time. 

After 3 decades, it is essential that 
Congress update ECPA to ensure that 
this critical law keeps pace with new 
technologies and the way Americans 
use and store email today. Digital pri- 
vacy is important to all Americans, re- 
gardless of party affiliation or ide- 
ology. That is why when Congress first 
enacted ECPA, we did so with strong 
bipartisan support. I appreciate the 
willingness of House Judiciary Com- 
mittee Chairman GOODLATTE to work 
in partnership with me to examine and 
update this critical privacy law. I look 
forward to working closely with Chair- 
man GOODLATTE and others in Congress 
to update this law so that it keeps pace 
with the many new threats to our pri- 
vacy. 

I again thank and commend the 
many stakeholders and leaders from 
across the Nation who are holding 
events to commemorate Data Privacy 
Day. I look forward to working with 
them and with Members of Congress on 
both sides of the aisle, in both Cham- 
bers, to enact reforms to the Electronic 
Communications Privacy Act. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO JUDGE CHARLES 
ROMANI, JR. 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I would 
like to acknowledge recently retired Il- 
linois Judge Charles Romani, Jr., who 
served on the bench for 30 years in Illi- 
nois’ third circuit. Among many 
achievements over those years of serv- 
ice, Judge Romani’s work setting up a 
veterans’ court stands out. 

Veterans’ issues have always been 
close to Judge Romani’s heart. Having 
served in the U.S. Army himself, as a 
sergeant during the Vietnam War, 
Judge Romani knows firsthand the dif- 
ficulties that veterans face when re- 
turning home from war. 

Judge Romani was born and raised in 
Greenville, IL. He attended Western Il- 
linois University, before continuing on 
to law school at St. Louis University. 
Upon graduation, Romani accepted a 
position as Assistant State’s Attorney 
for Madison County. Two years later, 
in 1974, he ran for State’s Attorney in 
Bond County. He was elected and 
served with great distinction for 7 
years. 

Romani first became an associate 
judge of the Third Judicial Circuit in 
1983. Five years later, he became a cir- 
cuit court judge. And, in 1989, Judge 
Romani became Chief Judge of the 
Third Judicial Circuit in Illinois. 

In 2009, a growing number of veterans 
of the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan 
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began appearing on court dockets 
around the country. Many of these vet- 
erans have special needs, including 
mental health needs, and many of them 
greatly benefit from specialized serv- 
ices. It was then that Judge Romani 
began modeling an innovative, new vet- 
eran’s court based on a successful 
model in Buffalo. 

Since 2009, the court that Judge 
Romani created has helped innumer- 
able veterans turn their lives around. 
The Court consistently sees between 30 
and 40 veterans go through its program 
at a time. There are now approxi- 
mately 104 veteran’s courts, like Judge 
Romani’s, around the country helping 
those who served the United States in 
its time of need. 

Judge Romani identifies this court as 
his ‘“most rewarding achievement as a 
judge.” 

Judge Romani’s last day on the court 
was November 5, when he completed an 
impressive career that spanned 39 
years. He has been married to his love- 
ly wife Karen for 38 years. They have 
three children, two of whom were re- 
cently married. 

I add my voice to many others when 
I say thank you, Judge Romani, for 
your years of distinguished public serv- 
ice and the indelible mark you have 
left on Madison County. 


EE 
VOTE EXPLANATION 


Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I re- 
gret having missed the January 24, 
2013, vote on S. Res. 15, a resolution to 
improve procedures for the consider- 
ation of legislation and nominations in 
the Senate. Had I been present, I would 
have voted in favor of S. Res. 15. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO LARRY J. GOLDBERG 


Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, Senator 
HATCH and I would like to recognize 
the outstanding career of Mr. Larry J. 
Goldberg, Principal Deputy Inspector 
General for the Department of Health 
and Human Services, HHS. Mr. Gold- 
berg retired on January 3, after more 
than 35 years of distinguished govern- 
ment service. 

Mr. Goldberg began his career of gov- 
ernment service in 1976 as Associate 
Legal Director for the National Center 
for Law and Deafness at Gallaudet Col- 
lege. He continued his work defending 
civil rights for persons with disabilities 
as a trial attorney in the Justice De- 
partment and later as an Assistant At- 
torney General for the State of Mary- 
land’s Department of Health and Men- 
tal Hygiene. In 1989, Mr. Goldberg 
joined HHS in the Inspector General 
Division of the Office of General Coun- 
sel. He transferred to the HHS Office of 
Inspector General, OIG, at the incep- 
tion of its independent Office of Coun- 
sel in 1996, and has risen through the 
ranks to Principal Deputy Inspector 
General, managing a staff of more than 


January 28, 2013 


1,700 auditors, criminal investigators, 
analysts, and attorneys, and a budget 
of more than $300 million. 

Throughout his career, Mr. Goldberg 
has demonstrated the essence of what 
it means to serve and protect the pub- 
lic. Most notably, he has accomplished 
systemic and institutional reforms 
that have enhanced HHS programs by 
strengthening protections against 
fraud, waste, and abuse and promoting 
efficient and effective program oper- 
ations. His visionary leadership and 
perseverance in driving change has re- 
sulted in billions of dollars of erro- 
neously paid and misused funds being 
returned to the critical programs that 
serve our most needy. Mr. Goldberg’s 
career achievements also include es- 
tablishing landmark legal rights for 
people with disabilities in employment, 
education, health care, and social serv- 
ices. His many contributions have had 
a far-reaching and lasting impact. 

During his 23 years with OIG, Mr. 
Goldberg’s efforts and skill in fostering 
collaboration within OIG and with gov- 
ernment partners have positioned OIG 
to meet vastly expanded responsibil- 
ities and to achieve results in priority 
areas. The depth and range of his pro- 
fessional knowledge and expertise are 
appreciated and respected throughout 
HHS, by the larger OIG community, by 
Congress, and by the health care indus- 
try. His dynamic leadership has had a 
direct and measurable effect on OIG’s 
ability to align its resources, work 
plans and products, compliance initia- 
tives, and investigative and enforce- 
ment activities to carry out its mis- 
sion. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I join 
with Senator Baucus in commending 
Mr. Goldberg for his service. As Prin- 
cipal Deputy Inspector General, and 
throughout his career with OIG, Mr. 
Goldberg’s efforts have directly bene- 
fited the American people by pro- 
tecting Federal health care, public 
health, and social programs from 
waste, fraud, and abuse, and recom- 
mending to HHS actions to improve 
program effectiveness. Mr. Goldberg 
has led OIG to achieve unprecedented 
results in combating health care fraud 
and abuse. He has marshaled OIG’s re- 
sources to counter this epidemic 
through a sophisticated, multifaceted, 
and innovative strategy. 

For example, Mr. Goldberg has spear- 
headed OIG’s efforts to join with the 
Justice Department to establish Medi- 
care Fraud ‘‘Strike Force”? oper- 
ations—elite teams of investigators 
and prosecutors, supported by ad- 
vanced data analysis—in 9 key loca- 
tions. These Strike Forces have 
charged more than 1,400 defendants, 
who collectively have billed Medicare 
for more than $4 billion. Simulta- 
neously, OIG has pursued more tradi- 
tional civil, administrative, and crimi- 
nal cases. Under Mr. Goldberg’s leader- 
ship, OIG has generated record-break- 
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ing returns for the Medicare Trust 
Fund and taxpayers—including court- 
ordered recoveries, fines, restitution, 
and settlements totaling more than $6 
billion in 2012. 

But not all of his results can be 
measured in dollars. During Mr. Gold- 
berg’s tenure, OIG produced a land- 
mark measurement of adverse events 
from hospital stays; reported and testi- 
fied on overutilization of antipsychotic 
drugs for nursing home patients; and 
recommended actions to protect the 
safety of the Nation’s food supply. Mr. 
Goldberg has also championed fraud 
prevention by taking the message di- 
rectly to the health care industry. He 
has built coalitions with industry to 
promote a culture of compliance and 
transparent practices to safeguard Fed- 
eral health care programs, and he pio- 
neered a series of guidances that set 
the standards for how to meet Federal 
health care program requirements. 

We wish Mr. Goldberg the very best 
in his retirement and thank him for his 
exemplary record of service to the gov- 
ernment and the American people in 
protecting Federal programs from 
fraud, waste, and abuse and in pro- 
moting the health, well-being, and civil 
rights of all Americans. 


EE 
REMEMBERING CAROL WALTER 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, 
today I wish to remember Carol Wal- 
ter. Carol was known throughout Con- 
necticut and the Nation as a force for 
good and a supporter of the homeless. I 
worked with her for many years to ad- 
dress the homeless population in Con- 
necticut, and no one advocated more 
relentlessly and tirelessly for this 
cause. 

An ambassador for social justice, she 
took positions at various nonprofits, 
including homeless shelters throughout 
the State as well as at the Connecticut 
AIDS Resource Coalition. In 2006, she 
was named executive director of the 
Connecticut Coalition to End Home- 
lessness. 

At the Connecticut Coalition to End 
Homelessness, Carol introduced a new 
way of approaching homelessness. 
Carol regarded this unacceptable 
human condition as something that 
could be prevented and addressed it on 
a national scale through community 
organizing, advocacy, research, leader- 
ship, and education. She empowered 
the greater community, building grass- 
roots leadership, advocating for new re- 
search and policies, and leading these 
efforts with grace and resolve. Accord- 
ing to her colleagues at the Coalition, 
Carol truly listened to the voices of 
people who experience homelessness. 

She did not stop at the prevention 
and cessation of homelessness, but 
rather took the next step towards long- 
term sustainability. Carol dedicated 
most of her career to efforts to include 
securing permanent affordable housing 
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and housing subsidies for the afflicted, 
providing support systems in the com- 
munity, and offering career services to 
support independence and self-help. 
She worked to prevent and eliminate 
homelessness on local, State, and Fed- 
eral levels. She partnered with local 
communities and Statewide organiza- 
tions, such as Supportive Housing 
WORKS and Opening Doors Con- 
necticut, to unify everyone in this col- 
lective effort. 

Carol was beloved by her family and 
friends, and will always be remembered 
as a beacon of light and hope. Her exu- 
berance for her mission will be carried 
on by her colleagues, and her charity 
will inspire many others. I invite my 
colleagues to join me in honoring the 
tremendous work of Carol Walter and 
preserving her legacy so that others 
may see her tremendous importance 
and continue her efforts. Indeed, it is 
through the good works of others in 
the fight against homelessness that she 
would choose to be remembered. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


AMERICAN RED CROSS MONTH 


e Mr. BEGICH. Mr. President, I would 
like to take the time to recognize and 
thank those who volunteer, take life 
saving courses or provide financial do- 
nations to support an organization 
whose mission is to help those in need, 
and in their honor, recognize March 
2013 as American Red Cross Month. 

In Alaska the Red Cross works tire- 
lessly statewide through its 18 employ- 
ees and hundreds of volunteers to help 
when disaster strikes and when some- 
one needs the comfort of a helping 
hand. It provides 24-hour support to 
members of the military, veterans and 
their families, and provides training in 
CPR, aquatics safety, and first aid. 

Across the country, the American 
Red Cross responds to nearly 70,000 dis- 
asters a year. It provides some 400,000 
services to military members, veterans 
and civilians, collects and distributes 
about 40 percent of the Nation’s blood 
supply and trains more than seven mil- 
lion people in first aid, water safety 
and other lifesaving skills every year. 

Alaska, and the rest of the country, 
relies on the American Red Cross and 
the work of their supporters. I hope 
that by recognizing March as American 
Red Cross Month we can highlight 
their exemplary work and ensure they 
can continue to help Americans for 
years to come.@ 


EE 


FEBRUARY HOCKEY IN ALASKA 


e Mr. BEGICH. Mr. President, ice 
hockey is a popular activity in Alaska 
year round and especially in the win- 
ter. Today, I want to highlight hockey 
in my home State. 

You can find someone passing the 
puck around in nearly any community 
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or military installation with a frozen 
lake, pond or ice rink, whether it’s or- 
ganized play or a pickup game. There 
are dozens of leagues and camps for 
players of all ages from the squirts and 
midgets to Anchorage’s Aces and 
Seawolves and Fairbanks’ Ice Dogs and 
Nanooks. 

At the professional level, the Na- 
tional Hockey League recognizes the 
importance of hockey in the lower 
ranks by sponsoring the ‘‘Hockey Is for 
Everyone” program in February. This 
program helps young girls and boys 
learn essential life skills such as com- 
mitment and perseverance. 

The NHL, along with USA Hockey, 
participates in the Presidential Active 
Lifestyle Award program, to promote 
activity and good nutrition. Anyone 
who has ever skated hard for more 
than a few minutes knows how healthy 
it can be, whether your goal is to have 
fun, stay fit or to play in the NHL, on 
the U.S. Olympic team or at the 2014 
Arctic Winter Games in Fairbanks. 

Not only does playing hockey teach 
the ideals of teamwork, fair play and 
loyalty, when Alaskans get involved in 
fund raising, coaching, and event chap- 
eroning, they are practicing good civics 
and citizenship. 

And it’s exciting to watch live or 
broadcasted games because the sport is 
so fast paced, yet graceful and athletic 
at the same time. 

Three cheers for the players, coaches 
and supporters of hockey in Alaska.e 


EE 
REMEMBERING CHESTER REITEN 


e Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor the life of Chester Reiten 
who passed away January 22, 2013, in 
his beloved hometown, Minot, ND. 

Chester ‘‘Chet’’ Reiten was born in 
Hastings, ND, in 1923 and served in the 
U.S. Navy during World War II. He 
graduated from North Dakota State 
University in Fargo, ND, with a degree 
in agriculture and worked as a county 
agent until entering the radio and tele- 
vision field in 1951. His company, 
Reiten Broadcasting Co., eventually 
owned four television and three radio 
stations in North Dakota. 

In 1978, Chester Reiten and some of 
his Norwegian friends sat down to dis- 
cuss a way in which they could cele- 
brate their ancestry. Their discussion 
led to the birth of Norsk Høstfest, with 
Reiten serving as the founding father. 
More than 35 years since its founding, 
Norsk Høstfest has become an inter- 
national phenomenon due to Reiten’s 
tireless leadership and efforts to steer 
the course of a Nordic festival that is 
both an ethnic celebration and a great 
source of entertainment. Annually, the 
event draws approximately 60,000 peo- 
ple from throughout North America 
and abroad. Over the years, royalty, 
ambassadors, national war and sports 
heroes, Members of Congress, a former 
Vice President of the United States, 
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and many of North Dakota’s Governors 
have attended the festival. 

As a result of the success of Norsk 
Høstfest, His Majesty King Olav V of 
Norway awarded Reiten the St. Olav 
Medal, one of the highest honors be- 
stowed by the Norwegian Government 
to individuals living outside of Norway. 
In 2011, Reiten was also inducted into 
the Scandinavian-American Hall of 
Fame in recognition of his efforts to 
preserve and maintain our Nation’s 
rich Scandinavian heritage. 

Reiten also was a dedicated public 
servant who devoted a considerable 
amount of his time and energy to serv- 
ing his community and State. His ef- 
forts included lengthy tenures as a 
State senator and mayor of Minot. 

Chester Reiten was a great North Da- 
kotan and a great American. He espe- 
cially loved the city of Minot. I feel 
privileged to have known Chet all my 
life, and I am thankful to have called 
him a friend. He has left an indelible 
impact on our State and country, leav- 
ing a legacy of service, first serving our 
Nation during World War II and return- 
ing home to become a pioneer North 
Dakota broadcaster, mayor of Minot, 
State legislator and the heart and soul 
of Hgstfest, which today remains the 
largest Scandinavian festival in North 
America. 

These many accomplishments, and 
more, made Chet an easy choice for the 
Theodore Roosevelt Rough Rider 
Award, North Dakota’s highest honor, 
which I was proud to present to him in 
2002. 

Chet truly was an all-around great 
guy who will be deeply missed. Mikey 
and I give thanks to God for the life of 
Chester Reiten, and we extend our 
thoughts and prayers to his wife of 
more than 65 years, Joy, and his family 
and friends.e 


Se 


RECOGNIZING LINDSEY HEWARD 


e Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I want 
to thank a young Kansan for sharing 
her thoughts and opinions regarding 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s 
implementation of new school meal re- 
quirements. 

Ms. Lindsey Heward wrote to me last 
fall to express her and fellow Osage 
City High School students’ frustrations 
with the amount of food they were get- 
ting to eat at lunch and their choices 
for food. She outlined several areas 
that the USDA could focus on to pre- 
vent obesity rather than solely school 
meal programs. Among her suggestions 
were to have the USDA encourage fam- 
ilies to share meals together, develop 
budgeting skills for shoppers, and en- 
courage nutritious meal planning. I 
would like to submit a copy of her let- 
ter into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

After hearing from parents, school 
administrators, and students like 
Lindsey, I shared the concerns I was re- 
ceiving with USDA Secretary Tom 
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Vilsack. These comments and concerns 
were heard by the USDA and the ad- 
ministration ultimately provided addi- 
tional flexibility in implementing 
changes to school meals. 

I am still concerned USDA doesn’t 
fully understand the estimated costs to 
schools and plate waste. I will continue 
to monitor the implementation of this 
rule, and its impact on schools in Kan- 
sas as well as the rest of the country. 
I look forward to working with Sec- 
retary Vilsack to continue to improve 
school nutrition while ensuring our 
students are adequately fed. 

I ask that Ms. Lindsey Heward’s let- 
ter be printed in the RECORD. 

The letter follows. 


LINDSEY HEWARD, 
Osage City, Kansas, October 15, 2012. 
PAT ROBERTS, 
U.S. Senator for Kansas, Frank Carlson Federal 
Building, Topeka, KS. 

DEAR SENATOR ROBERTS: There is a lot of 
talk going on in our community of Osage 
City, Kansas about all of the changes in our 
school food service program due to the 
Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act of 2010. When 
the changes in the nutrition of the available 
vending machine items in our school took 
out pop, any type of sugar drinks, candy 
bars, cookies, most chips, pastries, etc., I 
could agree with that. A lot of those items 
aren’t going to help a student in their day; 
it’s not going to be what gives them the fuel 
they need. I didn’t have a problem with that 
because the lunches that we were having al- 
ways satisfied me for the day, it would actu- 
ally get me through after school practice 
until supper time. But now that the school 
lunch program has been greatly altered, the 
majority of the students, especially in the 
high school, are not receiving enough cal- 
ories to sustain them through school, after 
school practices, and events. 

What really frustrates me is that the 
Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act of 2010 is not 
correctly addressing the reduction of our na- 
tion’s obesity rate. What is not being ad- 
dressed is education of the parents who are 
the main consumers of the family’s grocery 
items or parents modeling healthy eating 
habits. As an employee of Jerry’s Thriftway, 
this is something that I witness daily. I espe- 
cially see the purchasing of unhealthy food 
choices by welfare recipients when using 
their Vision cards. For example, this last 
Saturday, a customer was at my check-out 
line with a cart of hot dogs, chips, pizza, pop, 
and a lot of frozen items loaded with preserv- 
atives. These items were purchased with 
funds provided by our tax payers. It is obvi- 
ous that this parent does not go home to pre- 
pare a healthy meal for her children and she 
certainly doesn’t model healthy eating hab- 
its. This is something that occurs regularly 
throughout my six hour shift. No matter 
what takes place at school, it is not chang- 
ing the way these parents are providing 
(through somebody else’s money) for their 
children’s meals. I fear that there isn’t even 
a family meal time in those homes, but rath- 
er a time to binge on junk food throughout 
the evenings or on weekends. This is where 
nutrition needs to change to reduce the obe- 
sity in our nation, not by unrealistically re- 
stricting our school breakfast and lunch pro- 
gram. 

Instead of focusing on school meal pro- 
grams, I strongly feel that it’s time to focus 
on the following: 

1. Creating a greater work ethic in all citi- 
zens 
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2. Developing budgeting skills for shoppers 

3. Nutritious meal planning 

4. Food preparation skills 

5. Valuing family togetherness at the din- 
ner table 

6. Family physical fitness 

The family is the basic unit in every com- 
munity. Let’s start with changes in the daily 
life of families ... that’s the ground level. 
Once that happens, then we will see true, 
positive changes in the health of our nation. 

I would appreciate hearing your thoughts 
on my suggestions of how this change needs 
to start with each family instead of through 
the restricted school meal service. Do you 
have any ideas on how my concerns can be 
put into action to make real, meaningful 
change happen? 

Sincerely yours, 

LINDSEY HEWARD, 
Osage City High School Senior.e 


EE 
RECOGNIZING VICTORIA HANZO 


e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Ms. Victoria Michelle Hanzo, 
a bright and talented young Louisi- 
anian. 

Each year since 1743, the carnival 
celebration known as Mardi Gras, 
French for “Fat Tuesday,” has been 
celebrated by the people of New Orle- 
ans. The season officially begins on 
January 5, the Twelfth Night of Christ- 
mas and the Feast of the Epiphany. 
Also recognized in many countries 
around the world with large Roman 
Catholic populations, Mardi Gras is the 
final party prior to the ritual fasting of 
the Lenten Season, which begins on 
Ash Wednesday. 

Over the many decades that New 
Orleanians have celebrated Mardi Gras, 
“krewes”’ or private Mardi Gras social 
organizations have also contributed to 
the merriment and glee surrounding 
the festive season. In Greek mythol- 
ogy, Endymion was known for his ever- 
lasting youth and beauty. In 1966, the 
Krewe of Endymion was established 
and has annually paraded through the 
streets of New Orleans. Today, 
Endymion is known for being the larg- 
est parade in New Orleans, both for the 
number of members—more than 2,600— 
and also for the incredible size and 
spectacle of its floats. This krewe has 
meant a lot to me since I had one of 
my first jobs as a high school student 
painting Endymion’s floats—white 
primer only, as I wasn’t trusted with 
colors. 

During the Krewe of Endymion’s 47th 
year, Ms. Victoria Michelle Hanzo will 
reign as queen. Ms. Hanzo is a senior at 
Archbishop Chapelle High School and 
has been on the distinguished honor 
roll each year while a student at 
Chapelle. She is also a member of the 
National Society of High School schol- 
ars, has been a student ambassador for 
4 years, is a student representative for 
her senior class on the student council, 
and is an active member in Health 
Nuts, an organization that promotes 
fitness and nutrition. Lastly, Victoria 
is a member of the prolife club and has 
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traveled to Washington, DC, recently 
with over 600 high school students from 
the New Orleans area for the March for 
Life Rally, an occasion and cause for 
which I will continue to be a strong ad- 
vocate. 

She is the daughter of Mr. and Mrs. 
James Hanzo and the granddaughter 
Mr. and Mrs. Edmond J. Muniz, the 
founder and captain of the Krewe of 
Endymion. Next year she plans to con- 
tinue her education at Louisiana State 
University in Baton Rouge. It is excit- 
ing for such an accomplished young 
person to have this honor and will be 
something she will cherish for a life- 
time. She joins a long line of family 
members who have also had the honor 
of serving as queen of Endymion: her 
mother Michelle in 1986, her Aunt Mary 
in 1984, her aunt Margie in 1991, and her 
cousin Erica in 2012. 

As we celebrate the 2013 Mardi Gras 
season, it is my pleasure to honor Ms. 
Victoria Michelle Hanzo as the 47th 
queen of the Krewe of Endymion.e 


—— 


CATHOLIC SCHOOLS WEEK 


e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, today I 
would like to recognize and honor the 
valuable contributions of Catholic 
schools in educating our youth 
throughout our great Nation. From 
January 27 to February 2, we will cele- 
brate Catholic Schools Week to bring 
attention to the exceptional work and 
contributions to society that Catholic 
education programs across the country 
provide. 

These schools provide a comprehen- 
sive education that emphasizes moral, 
intellectual, and physical development 
in our youth and that fosters respon- 
sible individuals who positively con- 
tribute to our communities while lead- 
ing lives grounded in the Catholic tra- 
dition. This year’s theme, ‘‘Catholic 
Schools Raise the Standards,” dem- 
onstrates the high standard to which 
the Catholic schools of our Nation hold 
themselves and their unwavering com- 
mitment to promoting academic excel- 
lence and Catholic identity. 

Catholic schools in Louisiana have 
continued to support this tradition of 
academic excellence and physical and 
spiritual well-being, while allowing 
families to be involved and supportive 
in the educational process. Today, 
more than 2 million students attend 
Catholic schools around the country. 
More than 99 percent of attending stu- 
dents graduate, with more than 85 per- 
cent pursuing college degrees at 4-year 
institutions. 

I am in strong agreement with the 
U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, 
which stated: 

Education remains critically important in 
the formation of the human person by teach- 
ing how to live well now so as to be able to 
live with God for all eternity Our 
schools serve both the faith community and 
society by educating children, young people 
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and adults to contribute to the common good 
by becoming active and caring members of 
the communities, cities, and nation in which 
they live. 

As a Catholic school alumnus, I know 
that Catholic school educators and ad- 
ministrators deserve recognition for 
their steadfast commitment not only 
to educating minds, but also to shaping 
hearts and cultivating the virtues that 
make our country and local commu- 
nities stronger. In that respect, I am 
hopeful that the Senate will again pass 
my bipartisan resolution recognizing 
the valuable contributions of Catholic 
schools in the United States. 

This week, we recognize the students, 
their families, teachers, administra- 
tors, all of our parish leaders, and our 
communities for their efforts to sup- 
port our Catholic schools and contin- 
ued achievement toward the education 
of our young people.e 


u 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


eS 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry privileged 
nominations which were placed on the 
Executive Calendar. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


SE 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 


The following bills were read the sec- 
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 


S. 47. A bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 

S. 81. A bill to provide guidance and prior- 
ities for Federal Government obligations in 
the event that the debt limit is reached. 

S. 82. A bill to provide that any executive 
action infringing on the Second Amendment 
has no force or effect, and to prohibit the use 
of funds for certain purposes. 

S. 83. A bill to provide for continuing oper- 
ations of Government in a fiscally respon- 
sible manner. 

S. 124. A bill to provide that Members of 
Congress may not receive pay after October 
1 of any fiscal year in which Congress has 
not approved a concurrent resolution on the 
budget and passed the regular appropriations 
bills. 

H.R. 152. An act making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2013, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 325. An act to ensure the complete and 
timely payment of the obligations of the 
United States Government until May 19, 
2018, and for other purposes. 


EE 
MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bill was read the first 
time: 
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S. 164. A bill to prohibit the United States 
from providing financial assistance to Paki- 
stan until Dr. Shakil Afridi is freed. 


es 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 155. A bill to designate a mountain in 
the State of Alaska as Denali; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 156. A bill to allow for the harvest of 
gull eggs by the Huna Tlingit people within 
Glacier Bay National Park in the State of 
Alaska; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 157. A bill to provide for certain im- 
provements to the Denali National Park and 
Preserve in the State of Alaska, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. PAUL: 

S. 158. A bill for the relief of Dr. Shakil 

Afridi; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HELLER (for himself and Mr. 
REID): 

S. 159. A bill to designate the Wovoka Wil- 
derness and provide for certain land convey- 
ances in Lyon County, Nevada, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BROWN, Mr. DUR- 
BIN, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. MENENDEZ, and 
Mr. SCHUMER): 

S. 160. A bill to exclude from consumer 
credit reports medical debt that has been in 
collection and has been fully paid or settled, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself and Mr. 
Baucus): 

S. 161. A bill to extend the Federal recogni- 
tion to the Little Shell Tribe of Chippewa In- 
dians of Montana, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FRANKEN (for himself, Mr. 
JOHANNS, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. GRAHAM, 
Mr. DURBIN, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. COONS, 
Mr. HATCH, Mr. BLUNT, Ms. COLLINS, 
Mr. PORTMAN, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. BROWN, 
Ms. WARREN, Mr. REED, Mr. SCHUMER, 
and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 162. A bill to reauthorize and improve 
the Mentally Ill Offender Treatment and 
Crime Reduction Act of 2004; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself and Mr. 
INHOFE): 

S. 163. A bill to prohibit any regulation re- 
garding carbon dioxide or other greenhouse 
gas emissions reduction in the United States 
until China, India, and Russia implement 
similar reductions; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 

By Mr. PAUL: 

S. 164. A bill to prohibit the United States 
from providing financial assistance to Paki- 
stan until Dr. Shakil Afridi is freed; read the 
first time. 

By Mr. CRAPO (for himself and Mr. 
RISCH): 

S. 165. A bill to provide for Indian trust 
asset management reform, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mrs. MCCASKILL (for herself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. BLUNT, and Mr. KIRK): 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


S. 166. A bill to designate the new Inter- 
state Route 70 bridge over the Mississippi 
River connecting St. Louis, Missouri and 
southwestern Illinois as the “Stan Musial 
Memorial Bridge”; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 

By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S.J. Res. 5. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relative to authorizing regula- 
tion of contributions to candidates for State 
public office and Federal office by corpora- 
tions, entities organized and operated for 
profit, and labor organizations, and expendi- 
tures by such entities and labor organiza- 
tions in support of, or opposition to such 
candidates; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 


ES 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. SHELBY (for himself and Mr. 
SESSIONS): 

S. Res. 19. A resolution congratulating the 
University of Alabama Crimson Tide for win- 
ning the 2012 Bowl Championship Series Na- 
tional Championship; considered and agreed 
to. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. CocH- 
RAN, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. LEE, Mr. MORAN, 
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. JOHNSON of Wis- 
consin, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. INHOFE, 
Mr. COBURN, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. HELLER, Mr. ENZI, and 
Mr. JOHANNS): 

S. Con. Res. 4. A concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that a carbon 
tax is not in the economic interest of the 
United States; to the Committee on Finance. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 28 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
28, a bill to provide for the conveyance 
of a small parcel of National Forest 
System land in the Uinta-Wasatch- 
Cache National Forest in Utah to 
Brigham Young University, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 29 

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN), the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. McCAIN) and the Senator from 
Idaho (Mr. RISCH) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 29, a bill to amend title 
31, United States Code, to provide for 
automatic continuing resolutions. 

S. 46 

At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 
names of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) and the Senator from 
North Carolina (Mr. BURR) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 46, a bill to protect 
Social Security benefits and military 
pay and require that the United States 
Government prioritize all obligations 
on the debt held by the public in the 
event that the debt limit is reached. 
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S. 47 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER), the Senator 
from Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY), the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ), 
the Senator from Nevada (Mr. REID), 
the Senator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALD- 
WIN), the Senator from New York (Mr. 
SCHUMER), the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN), the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. HEINRICH), the Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. HARKIN), the Senator from Hawaii 
(Ms. HIRONO), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), the Senator 
from New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. WARNER), 
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN), the Senator 
from Louisiana (Ms. LANDRIEU), the 
Senator from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) and 
the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. LAU- 
TENBERG) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 47, a bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 
S. 114 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 114, a bill to amend title 11, 
United States Code, with respect to 
certain exceptions to discharge in 
bankruptcy. 
S. 128 
At the request of Mr. CASEy, the 
names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) and the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 128, a bill to amend the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 to im- 
prove education and prevention related 
to campus sexual violence, domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, and stalking. 
S. 133 
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 133, a bill to protect all patients 
by prohibiting the use of data obtained 
from comparative effectiveness re- 
search to deny or delay coverage of 
items or services under Federal health 
care programs and to ensure that com- 
parative effectiveness research ac- 
counts for advancements in personal- 
ized medicine and differences in pa- 
tient treatment response. 
S. 140 
At the request of Mr. Baucus, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 140, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend 
the work opportunity credit to certain 
recently discharged veterans, to im- 
prove the coordination of veteran job 
training services between the Depart- 
ment of Labor, the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, and the Department of 
Defense, to require transparency for 
Executive departments in meeting the 
Government-wide goals for contracting 
with small business concerns owned 
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and controlled by service-disabled vet- 
erans, and for other purposes. 
S. 141 

At the request of Mr. Baucus, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 141, a bill to make supple- 
mental agricultural disaster assistance 
available for fiscal years 2012 and 2013, 
and for other purposes. 

S. RES. 9 

At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) and the Senator from New 
York (Mr. SCHUMER) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. Res. 9, a resolution des- 
ignating January 2013 as ‘‘National 
Mentoring Month”. 

S. RES. 12 

At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
names of the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. MIKULSKI) and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. Res. 12, a resolution rec- 
ognizing the third anniversary of the 
tragic earthquake in Haiti on January 
12, 2010, honoring those who lost their 
lives in that earthquake, and express- 
ing continued solidarity with the peo- 
ple of Haiti. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 

At the request of Mr. LEE, the names 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY), the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER), the Senator from In- 
diana (Mr. COATS) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) were added 
as cosponsors of amendment No. 4 pro- 
posed to H.R. 152, a bill making supple- 
mental appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2018, and for 
other purposes. 

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, his name 
was added as a cosponsor of amend- 
ment No. 4 proposed to H.R. 152, supra. 


Ee 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 155. A bill to designate a mountain 
in the State of Alaska as Denali; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce legislation that 
would officially rename Mount McKin- 
ley in Alaska, simply, Denali. 

Mount McKinley is one of the most 
iconic geographical features in the 
country, and certainly Alaska. It is the 
tallest mountain in the United States, 
and we Alaskans are not all that shy 
about reminding folks the mountain is 
ours. 

Here is the problem: In Alaska, 
Mount McKinley is referred to as some- 
thing else. We just call it ‘‘Denali.”’ 
That is what we have always called it. 
Denali is an Alaska Native word, an 
Athabaskan word, and its meaning is 
fairly straightforward. The High One. 
All my bill does is make the name offi- 
cial. I know the name Mount McKinley 
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has a special meaning of its own to 
some folks, specifically the good people 
of Ohio, the home State of our 25th 
President, William McKinley. My re- 
sponse to those people is this: You are 
more than welcome to go right on re- 
ferring to the mountain as Mount 
McKinley, just as Alaskans have long 
called it Denali. All that is changing is 
that the Alaskan name is becoming, 
technically, correct for an Alaskan 
landmark. 

In the big picture, this is a little bill. 
I understand that. But I also under- 
stand, as I know my colleagues do, that 
it is the little things that sometimes 
matter a great deal to communities. 
Making Denali, the name all Alaskans 
use anyway, the official name of Amer- 
ica’s tallest mountain means some- 
thing to Alaska. Officially being able 
to call an Alaskan landmark by its 
Alaskan name means something to 
Alaskans. 


By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 156. A bill to allow for the harvest 
of gull eggs by the Huna Tlingit people 
within Glacier Bay National Park in 
the State of Alaska; to the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce legislation, the 
Huna Tlingit Traditional Gull Egg Use 
Act which represents an important 
step forward in allowing the Huna 
Tlingit people access to enjoy their 
traditional subsistence activity of gull 
egg collection. 

The collection and consumption of 
gull eggs is an integral part of the cul- 
ture of the Tlingit people of Southeast 
Alaska, and eggs were gathered at 
rookeries long before Glacier Bay Na- 
tional Park and Preserve’s establish- 
ment in 1925. A Legislative Environ- 
mental Impact Statement was com- 
pleted in 2010 regarding this proposal 
to allow limited harvests of gull eggs 
in Glacier Bay National Park and Pre- 
serve, and the preferred alternative au- 
thorized the implementation of a coop- 
erative management program for gull 
egg collection and emphasized a tradi- 
tional harvest strategy for the collec- 
tions. 

My bill will authorize this harvest of 
gull eggs at five nesting areas on two 
separate days each calendar year with- 
in the Park. This would allow a large 
number of tribal members to interact 
with their traditional homeland and 
provide an opportunity for as many as 
12 young people to participate annually 
and spend time with elders learning 
about traditional egg harvest practices 
in addition to other aspects Tlingit 
culture. 

This bill is widely supported through- 
out the environmental and conserva- 
tion communities, as well as the Alas- 
ka Native community. The harvesting 
of gull eggs would only have minor ef- 
fects on the gulls, but the cultural ben- 
efits that would be realized by the Na- 
tive community would be great. 
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It is my hope that this bill will re- 
ceive quick but careful consideration 
as the local tribe members have been 
eagerly awaiting passage of this meas- 
ure for quite a long time. 


By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 157. A bill to provide for certain 
improvements to the Denali National 
Park and Preserve in the State of Alas- 
ka, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today to reintroduce legislation 
that represents an important step in 
the conversion to renewable energy 
sources in rural Alaska and towards 
honoring the first individual to reach 
the summit of our Nation’s tallest 
peak, Denali. 

Today I introduce the Denali Na- 
tional Park Improvement Act of 2013, 
comprised of three important provi- 
sions relating to Denali National Park 
and Preserve. 

The first provision is the Kantishna 
Hills Renewable Energy Act. 

The Kantishna Roadhouse, owned by 
Doyon Tourism, Inc., is located 100 
miles inside Denali National Park and 
Preserve. The settlement of Kantishna 
was founded in 1905 as a mining camp 
near the juncture of Eureka and Moose 
Creeks. Gold in the region brought a 
flurry of prospectors in the early days, 
but as the gold began to run out, so did 
interest in mining the Kantishna Hills. 
The original roadhouse at Kantishna 
was built in the early 1900s, serving as 
a private residence, a community cen- 
ter, post office, and informal hotel ac- 
commodations for those who visited 
Kantishna in Denali Park. 

The Roadhouse, like many structures 
within Denali National Park, is en- 
tirely off the grid and generates all of 
its electricity needs with a diesel gen- 
erator. As a result, all guests and sup- 
plies, including diesel, are trucked 
through the park to the Roadhouse 
over National Park roads. The con- 
struction of the micro hydro project 
would allow the Roadhouse to cut down 
their diesel usage by approximately 50 
percent, which would result in a de- 
crease in diesel truck traffic on the 
Park Road, improved local air quality, 
and less sound pollution in this remote 
area, aS well as reduce disturbance and 
vehicle impacts on park wildlife, allow- 
ing for an enhanced visitor experience 
for tourists within the National Park. 

My bill will authorize the National 
Park Service to exchange roughly 10 
acres of National Park land for an 
equivalent amount of land currently 
owned by Doyon Tourism, and would 
allow the National Park Service to ob- 
tain the highly desired Galena tract of 
land, located just off the Park Road in 
the Kantishna region. Doyon Tourism 
would obtain land over which the 
hydro project would be implemented. 
In the interim period, prior to comple- 
tion of the land exchange, the National 
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Park Service will issue a permit to 
allow Doyon Tourism, Inc., to con- 
struct the micro hydro unit. 

I want to emphasize how important I 
believe that this bill is. The benefit to 
the citizens of Alaska, especially rural 
Alaska, of reducing their dependence 
on expensive diesel generation through 
access to renewable and clean sources 
of energy is enormous. This type of 
Micro-Hydro project within Denali pro- 
vides an excellent blueprint for others 
around the State to follow suit. 

The next portion of my bill will allow 
a natural gas pipeline to be placed in- 
side Denali National Park. I am re- 
introducing legislation that I first of- 
fered in 2009 and that passed the Sen- 
ate, but not the House of Representa- 
tives in the 112 Congress, which will 
authorize a right-of-way for construc- 
tion of an Alaska instate natural gas 
pipeline to run along the State’s main 
highway from Fairbanks to Anchorage. 
This bill will provide a right-of-way for 
a natural gas pipeline near the shoul- 
der of the Parks Highway for the 
roughly 7 miles that the highway runs 
through Denali National Park and Pre- 
serve. 

I wish to explain why I am intro- 
ducing the bill now, and why, rather 
than being an infringement on Alaska’s 
most famous national park, the meas- 
ure is actually the favored route by 
many in the environmental community 
to bring natural gas from the foothills 
of Alaska’s North Slope to 
Southcentral and coastal Alaska. 

While many in this body have heard 
about plans for a large-volume natural 
gas pipeline to run from the Prudhoe 
Bay oil fields to the Lower 48 States, 
the project for which many in this 
body voted to approve a loan guar- 
antee, tax credits and permitting im- 
provements in 2004, there is concern 
that the big pipeline will not be fin- 
ished in time to get gas to 
Southcentral Alaska, gas that is vital 
for electric generation in Fairbanks, 
Anchorage, the Mat-Su Borough and 
Kenai Peninsula. Currently electricity 
in Alaska’s southern Railbelt, as it is 
called, is largely generated by burning 
natural gas that has been produced 
since the 1960s from the gas fields in 
Cook Inlet, south of Anchorage. But 
production from Cook Inlet, while the 
province theoretically holds far more 
gas, has been falling for years, cur- 
rently by about 10 percent annually. A 
major fertilizer plant near Kenai, for 
example, had to close in 2007 because 
there was not enough natural gas being 
produced to allow it to obtain the raw 
product it needed for urea production 
at a reasonable price. 

While there are contract issues and 
storage concerns involving getting suf- 
ficient gas quantities for Railbelt utili- 
ties starting as early as next year, 
there are serious concerns about the 
ability of the region to produce suffi- 
cient gas for electric generation and 
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home heating for Alaska’s most popu- 
lated area as early as the winter of 
2014-15, and especially by the winter of 
2015-2016. 

To provide a new, reliable natural 
gas supply, one proposal, is the so- 
called ‘“‘bullet’’ gas pipeline that in- 
volves constructing a relatively small 
diameter-natural gas line, probably 24- 
inches in size, to run from Alaska’s 
North Slope region, past Fairbanks 
along the Parks Highway, and termi- 
nate near Wasilla, Alaska. This pipe- 
line would tie into existing trans- 
mission systems and would bring about 
500 million cubic feet of gas a day to 
Southcentral Alaska. This project 
could be completed well in advance of 
when a larger-diameter pipeline might 
be in service to deliver 4 to 4.5 billion 
cubic feet a day to Lower 48 markets or 
a different project could bring between 
3 and 4.5 billion cubic feet a day to 
tidewater in Alaska before the gas 
could be liquefied for water-borne de- 
liveries. Given the pace of planning for 
construction of a larger line project, it 
is unlikely that a larger Alaska nat- 
ural gas pipeline will be able to deliver 
gas until 2022 or later 6 or more years 
too late to aid Southcentral Alaska’s 
growing need for natural gas. 

There are several potentially com- 
peting proposals for a small-diameter, 
in-state gas pipeline. I have just de- 
scribed the ‘‘bullet’’ line proposal along 
the Parks Highway. A second proposal 
would run a similarly sized pipeline 
along the Richardson and Glenn High- 
ways to the east, also tying into exist- 
ing transmission systems near Palmer, 
Alaska. There are advantages to both 
routes, the Parks route delivering gas 
to communities along the Parks High- 
way while perhaps providing clean nat- 
ural gas to Denali National Park, while 
the Richardson/Glenn project would 
help provide economic activity to dif- 
fering towns, such as Delta and 
Glennallen to the east. Now there is a 
third proposal by Fairbanks Pipeline 
Co. based on the assumption that 
routes for either of the two larger ‘‘bul- 
let” lines won’t be available in time to 
meet gas demand. That project would 
build a ‘‘mini’’ 12-inch line from the 
North Slope to Fairbanks to supply the 
Interior with natural gas and not at- 
tempt to provide any gas for use in 
southern areas of the state. 

It is not my desire to prejudge the 
outcome of which project or route 
should be selected, since that decision 
will be made by Alaska state regu- 
lators and financial markets. It is my 
desire, however, to reintroduce legisla- 
tion that would clear the lone legal im- 
pediment to planning for the Parks 
Highway route, that being how to get 
the gas economically through the 
mountainous central region of the 
State past Denali National Park and 
Preserve. 

According to a 2008 analysis of rout- 
ing options through this area, there are 
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three feasible routes for a pipeline 
through or around the roughly 10-mile 
bottleneck of the Nenana River Canyon 
and Denali National Park and Pre- 
serve. The shortest and most logical 
route follows the existing highway 
through this entire area, 7-miles of 
which passes through Denali National 
Park. This route causes the least envi- 
ronmental and visual impact due to its 
location in an existing corridor, and 
provides a route that is easily acces- 
sible for routine pipeline maintenance. 
A second feasible pipeline route diverts 
from the highway to stay outside of 
the national park boundaries on the 
east, but in so doing skirts along a 
steep hillside that dominates a park 
visitor’s view. A third route proposed 
in 2009 would travel far to the west 
around the national park, increasing 
costs, and potentially moving natural 
gas closer to proposed mineral ventures 
in southwest Alaska. Either of the lat- 
ter two proposals will create a new dis- 
turbed corridor in remote locations, 
and will cause pipeline operation issues 
and reliability challenges due to the 
remoteness and the ruggedness of the 
routes. The route that avoids the park 
to the east is estimated to cost twice 
as much as the route along the high- 
way and through the park. The western 
route’s cost has been harder to quan- 
tify. 

Besides being less expensive to con- 
struct and operate, the pipeline along 
the existing, previously disturbed 
Parks Highway right-of-way, could 
well allow electricity generation for 
the park facilities at Denali to come 
from natural gas. And for the first time 
reasonably priced compressed natural 
gas, CNG, could become available to 
power park vehicles, another environ- 
mental benefit of the Parks Highway 
route. Currently National Park Service 
permitted diesel tour buses travel 1 
million road miles annually taking 
visitors into the park. Converting the 
buses to operate on CNG can signifi- 
cantly reduce air emissions in the 
park. A third benefit is that for the 
pipe to cross the Nenana River, not far 
from the park’s entrance, will require a 
new bridge to be built that could carry 
not just the pipe, but provide a new pe- 
destrian access/bicycle path for visitors 
that today need to walk along the 
heavily traveled highway rather than 
on separated, pedestrian path toward 
visitors attractions and nearby hotels. 
In all probability the installation work 
will be conducted in the shoulder sea- 
sons to make sure there are no visitor 
dislocations for tourists visiting the 
park. 

For those reasons and others, a group 
of eight environmental groups: The Na- 
tional Parks and Conservation Associa- 
tion, the Alaska Conservation Alliance, 
the Denali Citizens Council, The Wil- 
derness Society, Cook Inlet Keeper, the 
Alaska Center for the Environment, 
the Wrangell Mountain Center and the 
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Alaska Wildlife Alliance in 2009 gen- 
erally supported the granting of a gas 
line right-of-way through Denali Park, 
along the existing highway right-of- 
way. 

The granting of a permanent 20-foot 
easement, and probably a 100-foot con- 
struction easement, is not precedent 
setting. The National Park Service al- 
ready has granted a permit for an in- 
stalled fiber-optic cable along the same 
basic alignment for an Alaska commu- 
nications company. Obviously the 
exact right-of-way will have to be de- 
lineated to avoid the existing cable and 
to accommodate park goals, such as 
routing around a vernal pond viewing 
area located along the general right-of- 
way. Just earlier this year the 112 Con- 
gress gave approval for a similar bill 
that allows a gas line to pass through 
Glacier National Park in Montana. 

Iam proposing this bill simply to au- 
thorize the right-of-way for a Parks 
Highway route soon so that the deci- 
sion on which route is best for the 
state and its citizens—if the ‘‘bullet 
line option is chosen—can be made 
based on greater certainty in the cost 
estimates and the timing for a project. 
Removing the uncertainty of permit- 
ting and regulatory delays will at least 
permit the Parks Highway route to be 
on a level playing field with the Rich- 
ardson and Glenn Highway or other po- 
tential projects. The State of Alaska in 
2010 finished a preliminary study of the 
project and continues to consider 
whether to permit and finance a ‘‘bul- 
let” line project, compared to other op- 
tions, including importing liquefied 
natural gas or building other renewable 
energy project to attempt to meet 
Southcentral power needs in the fu- 
ture. But approval of the right-of-way 
would remove a key unknown and 
allow the decision on which project 
makes the most sense for all Alaskans 
to be made without fear that right-of- 
way acquisition delays could inflate 
costs unreasonably. 

If the Parks route is chosen and the 
project proceeds, then the national 
park may well benefit from the envi- 
ronmental benefits of natural gas and 
compressed natural gas being more 
readily available for park activities, 
cutting air quality concerns, and im- 
proving pedestrian access—depending 
upon final economic considerations in- 
volving the cost and location for a gas 
conditioning plant. 

In 2009 when this bill was first intro- 
duced, it was modified after initial in- 
troduction to meet all concerns voiced 
by the environmental community and 
congressional staff and the National 
Parks Service. The version being re- 
introduced in this joint bill was ap- 
proved unanimously by the Senate En- 
ergy and Natural Resources Committee 
and added to the American Clean En- 
ergy Leadership Act that passed from 
the Committee on June 17, 2009, and 
again on Dec. 17, 2011. The provision, 
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according to the Congressional Budget 
Office, had nominal—less than $5,000 in 
cost impacts—when scored. 

I truly believe there are no environ- 
mental issues with this legislation. I 
think anyone who has ever traveled on 
the Parks Highway in Alaska through 
Denali National Park would agree, and 
I hope it can be approved by Congress 
early in the 113 session given the in- 
creasing severity of the need for power 
generation in the Alaska Railroad in 
coming years. 

The third and final section of my bill 
is the Walter Harper Talkeetna Ranger 
Station Renaming Act. 

The Talkeetna Ranger Station, 
which is the home of Denali National 
Park’s mountaineering rangers, sits 
just about 100 miles south of the en- 
trance to the park. Of course, the land- 
mark that’s most commonly linked to 
both the park and the ranger station 
itself happens to be the mountain that 
features a summit which represents the 
highest point in North America: 
Denali. In fact, anybody who intends to 
attempt a climb of Mt. McKinley is re- 
quired to first stop at the Talkeetna 
Ranger Station for their permit and 
mountain orientation. 

It is only fitting, then, that we honor 
the memory of Alaska Native Walter 
Harper by forever linking his name 
with this specific ranger station. It was 
Mr. Harper that 100 years ago next year 
became the first person to reach the 
summit of Mt. McKinley. 

My bill is a simple one, and it is not 
likely to gain much notice outside of 
Alaska. Within my home state, how- 
ever, this small gesture means a great 
deal. Alaskans, like the people who call 
any other state home, are proud of the 
historical accomplishments of their 
fellow Alaskans. Walter Harper was 
one such Alaskan, and his feat is one 
that will always be remembered. 

Certainly, officially designating the 
Talkeetna Ranger Station—the very 
building where any hiker today plan- 
ning to climb Mt. McKinley is required 
to first stop—the Walter Harper 
Talkeetna Ranger Station is a fitting 
tribute to the man himself, as well as 
his spot in our state’s history books. 

June 7 of next year, 2013, will mark 
the 100 year anniversary of Mr. Harp- 
er’s historic climb. It would truly be 
special for Alaska and Alaskans to 
have this designation in place by that 
date. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 19—CON- 
GRATULATING THE UNIVERSITY 
OF ALABAMA CRIMSON TIDE 
FOR WINNING THE 2012 BOWL 
CHAMPIONSHIP SERIES NA- 
TIONAL CHAMPIONSHIP 


Mr. SHELBY (for himself and Mr. 
SESSIONS) submitted the following res- 


713 
olution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 19 


Whereas the University of Alabama Crim- 
son Tide won the 2013 Discover Bowl Cham- 
pionship Series (referred to in this preamble 
as ‘‘BCS’’) National Championship Game, de- 
feating the University of Notre Dame Fight- 
ing Irish by a score of 42-14 at the Sun Life 
Stadium in Miami Gardens, Florida, on Jan- 
uary 7, 2013; 

Whereas this victory marks the second 
consecutive BCS championship, the third 
BCS championship in the last 4 years, and 
the 15th national championship overall in 
college football for the University of Ala- 
bama; 

Whereas the 2013 BCS National Champion- 
ship Game was the 60th postseason bowl ap- 
pearance and the 34th bowl victory for the 
University of Alabama, both of which extend 
existing NCAA records held by the Univer- 
sity of Alabama; 

Whereas the victory by the University of 
Alabama marks the fourth consecutive BCS 
championship for the State of Alabama and 
the seventh consecutive BCS championship 
for the Southeastern Conference; 

Whereas the University of Alabama exhib- 
ited an almost perfectly balanced offensive 
performance, with 265 rushing yards and 264 
passing yards; 

Whereas running back Eddie Lacy rushed 
for 140 yards on 20 carries and scored 2 touch- 
downs, earning the award for most valuable 
player on offense; 

Whereas linebacker C.J. Mosley led the 
Crimson Tide defense with 8 tackles, earning 
the award for most valuable player on de- 
fense; 

Whereas quarterback A.J. McCarron com- 
pleted 20 of 28 passes for a total of 264 yards 
and threw 4 touchdowns without an intercep- 
tion; 

Whereas the Crimson Tide held the Fight- 
ing Irish to 32 rushing yards and, in 2012, led 
the entire nation in total defense for the sec- 
ond consecutive year; 

Whereas Chance Warmack, Dee Milliner, 
C.J. Mosley, and Barrett Jones were recog- 
nized as first-team All-Americans by the As- 
sociated Press in 2012; 

Whereas Barrett Jones, a senior at the 
University of Alabama, was awarded the 2012 
Rimington Trophy as the best center in the 
nation and the 2012 William V. Campbell Tro- 
phy as the best scholar-athlete in the nation; 

Whereas the 2012 Crimson Tide senior class 
won an unprecedented 3 BCS national cham- 
pionships and 49 total games, tying an NCAA 
record for class victories; 

Whereas the leadership and vision of head 
coach Nick Saban has propelled the Univer- 
sity of Alabama back to the pinnacle of col- 
lege football; 

Whereas Chancellor Robert Witt, President 
Judy Bonner, and Athletic Director Mal 
Moore have emphasized the importance of 
academic success to the Crimson Tide foot- 
ball team and to all student-athletes at the 
University of Alabama; and 

Whereas the Crimson Tide football team 
has brought great pride and honor to the 
University of Alabama, its loyal fans, and 
the entire state of Alabama: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) congratulates the University of Ala- 
bama Crimson Tide for winning the 2012 
Bowl Championship Series National Cham- 
pionship; 

(2) recognizes the achievements of all the 
players, coaches, and staff who contributed 
to the 2012 championship season; and 
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(3) requests that the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate prepare an official copy of this resolution 
for presentation to— 

(A) the President of the University of Ala- 
bama, Dr. Judy Bonner; 

(B) the Athletic Director of the University 
of Alabama, Mal Moore; and 

(C) the Head Coach of the University of 
Alabama Crimson Tide football team, Nick 
Saban. 


ee 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU- 
TION 4—EXPRESSING THE SENSE 
OF CONGRESS THAT A CARBON 
TAX IS NOT IN THE ECONOMIC 
INTEREST OF THE UNITED 
STATES 


Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. COCH- 
RAN, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. LEE, Mr. MORAN, 
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. JOHNSON of Wis- 
consin, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. WICKER, Mr. 
BoozMAN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. 
HELLER, Mr. ENZI, and Mr. JOHANNS) 
submitted the following concurrent 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance: 

S. Con. RES. 4 

Whereas a carbon tax is regressive in na- 
ture and would unfairly burden those vulner- 
able individuals and families in the United 
States that are already struggling under a 
stagnating economy; 

Whereas a carbon tax would increase the 
cost of every good manufactured in the 
United States; 

Whereas a carbon tax would harm the en- 
tire United States manufacturing sector; 

Whereas the increase in production of do- 
mestic energy resources on private and 
State-owned land has created significant job 
growth and private capital investment; and 

Whereas affordable and reliable energy 
sources are critical to maintaining the 
United States’ global competitiveness: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense 
of Congress that a carbon tax would be detri- 
mental to American families and businesses, 
and is not in the interest of the United 
States. 


EE 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that a fellow in 
my office, Mr. Derek Griffing, be grant- 
ed floor privileges for the remainder of 
this Congress. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 


NATIONAL MENTORING MONTH 


Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the Judiciary Com- 
mittee be discharged from further con- 
sideration of S. Res. 9, and the Senate 
proceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report the resolution by title. 
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The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 9) designating Janu- 
ary 2013 as ‘‘National Mentoring Month.” 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I ask unanimous 
consent that the resolution be agreed 
to, the preamble be agreed to, and the 
motions to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, with no intervening action or de- 
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 9) was agreed 
to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in the RECORD of Thursday, 
January 3, 2013 under ‘‘Submitted Res- 
olutions.’’) 


EE 


CONGRATULATING THE UNIVER- 
SITY OF ALABAMA CRIMSON 
TIDE 


Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of S. 
Res. 19, which was submitted earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 19) congratulating the 
University of Alabama Crimson Tide for win- 
ning the 2012 Bowl Championship Series Na- 
tional Championship. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, and the motions to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 19) was agreed 
to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


EE 


MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 164 


Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I un- 
derstand there is a bill at the desk, and 
I ask for its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title for 
the first time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 164) to prohibit the United States 
from providing financial assistance to Paki- 
stan until Dr. Shakil Afridi is freed. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I now ask for a sec- 
ond reading, but in order to place the 
bill on the calendar under the provi- 
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sions of rule XIV, I object to my own 
request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the bill will re- 
ceive its second reading on the next 
legislative day. 


EE 


ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JANUARY 
29, 2013 


Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, Janu- 
ary 29, 2013; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; that the Sen- 
ate proceed to a period of morning 
business until 12:30 p.m., with Senators 
permitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each, with the majority con- 
trolling the first 30 minutes and the 
Republicans controlling the second 30 
minutes; finally, that the Senate recess 
from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. to allow 
for the weekly caucus meetings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


PROGRAM 


Mrs. SHAHEEN. We anticipate the 
Foreign Relations Committee will re- 
port out Senator KERRY’s nomination 
and look forward to full Senate consid- 
eration tomorrow. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mrs. SHAHEEN. If there is no further 
business to come before the Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent it adjourn 
under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:02 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
January 29, 2018, at 10 a.m. 


———— 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE 
HUMANITIES 


GERALD LYN EARLY, OF MISSOURI, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES FOR A TERM 
EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2018, VICE JOSIAH BUNTING, III, 
TERM EXPIRED. 

PATRICIA NELSON LIMERICK, OF COLORADO, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES 
FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2018, VICE ROBERT S. 
MARTIN, TERM EXPIRED. 

SHELLY COLLEEN LOWE, OF ARIZONA, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2018, VICE JANE M. DOG- 
GETT, TERM EXPIRED. 

DANIEL IWAO OKIMOTO, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2018, VICE MARY HABECK, 
TERM EXPIRED. 

KATHERINE H. TACHAU, OF IOWA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES FOR A TERM 
EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2018, VICE JAY WINIK, TERM EX- 
PIRED. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, Jan- 
uary 29, 2013 may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 


JANUARY 30 


10 a.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
Business meeting to consider pending 
calendar business. 
S-116 
Committee on the Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine gun vio- 
lence in America. 
SH-216 


JANUARY 31 


9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tion of Charles Timothy Hagel, of Ne- 
braska, to be Secretary of Defense; 
with the possibility of a closed session 
in SVC-217 following the open session. 


SD-G50 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works 


To hold hearings to examine the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund and the need 
to invest in the nation’s ports. 

SD-406 


Committee on Foreign Relations 
Business meeting to consider pending 
calendar business. 
S-116 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 
To hold hearings to examine pension sav- 
ings, focusing on if workers are saving 
enough for retirement. 
SD-430 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Organizational business meeting to con- 
sider the nominations of Robert E. 
Bacharach, of Oklahoma, to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the Tenth Cir- 
cuit, William J. Kayatta, Jr., of Maine, 
to be United States Circuit Judge for 
the First Circuit, Richard Gary 
Taranto, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the Federal Circuit, and an 
original resolution authorizing expend- 
itures by the Committee and rules of 
procedure for the 113th Congress. 
SD-226 
2:30 p.m. 
Select Committee on Intelligence 
To hold closed hearings to examine cer- 
tain intelligence matters. 
SH-219 
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SENATE—Tuesday, January 29, 2013 


The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal God, before whom the morn- 
ing stars first sang together, we praise 
Your holy Name. Replenish our Sen- 
ators with new hope as they deal with 
the difficult issues of our time. Remind 
them that all things are possible to 
those who believe and that nothing can 
separate them from Your love. May 
they call to You for help, knowing that 
You will answer, inclining Your ear to 
hear their cry. Lord, give them the 
hearts and minds of servants who 
strive to please You. May the words 
they speak be an echo of Your voice as 
You help them to remember that no 
perplexity can successfully resist Your 
solutions. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 


——— 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable PATRICK J. LEAHY led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


u 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am so 
used to the President pro tempore al- 
lowing someone else to preside that I 
was speechless. I am very glad the 
President pro tempore is here. We have 
not seen him a lot, and it kind of keeps 
us on our toes. I am glad he is here. 


--——_ 


SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
leader remarks, the Senate will be in a 
period of morning business until 12:30 
p.m., with the majority controlling the 
first 30 minutes and the Republicans 
controlling the second 30 minutes. The 
Senate will recess, as we always do, for 
our weekly caucus meetings today at 
12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. We expect that 
the Foreign Relations Committee will 
report out Senator KERRY’s nomina- 
tion to be Secretary of State, and I 
look forward to full Senate consider- 
ation of that very important nomina- 
tion today. 


MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 164 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am told 8. 
164 is at the desk and due for a second 
reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
second time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 164) to prohibit the United States 
from providing financial assistance to Paki- 
stan until Dr. Shakil Afridi is freed. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I object to 
any further proceedings with respect to 
this legislation at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The bill will be placed on the cal- 
endar. 


Í ——a 
PAYCHECK FAIRNESS ACT 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, today 


women make up nearly half of the 
American workforce. More women 
graduate from college today than do 
men, more women were sworn in to the 
113th Congress than any Congress be- 
fore that, and there are more women in 
the Democratic caucus than ever be- 
fore—and that is an understatement. 
Millions of women in the United States 
are the primary wage earners for their 
families, and women are now free to 
fight for this county on the front lines 
of battle. Yet, for millions of American 
women, no amount of valor, talent, or 
dedication will bring pay equality with 
their male peers. Women still bring 
home 77 cents for every $1 their male 
colleagues earn for doing exactly the 
same work. 

I have five children. My oldest child 
is a girl, my daughter Lana. I mean, it 
is hard to comprehend that she is 
worth less than one of my boys who 
does the same work. It is unfair. And 
that is true regardless of whether a 
woman has a college degree, regardless 
of what job she holds, and regardless of 
how many hours she spends at the of- 
fice or factory each week. They get 
paid 77 cents on average for every $l a 
man makes. 

Four years ago President Obama 
signed the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay 
Act. I have gotten to know this dy- 
namic, courageous woman, Lilly 
Ledbetter. She has campaigned around 
the country for people she likes and be- 
lieve in her. I am so impressed with her 
and what she has been able to accom- 
plish. This one woman has accom- 
plished a great deal. 

The Lilly Ledbetter legislation—the 
first bill President Obama signed as 
President of the United States—was 
the single greatest legislative step to 


ensure women have every chance to be 
full, equal participants in the work- 
place since the Equal Pay Act of 1963 
was passed. But while this landmark 
legislation built on the legacy of the 
Equal Pay Act and narrowed the pay 
gap, it has not closed the pay gap, as I 
have just indicated. So the senior Sen- 
ator from Maryland, BARBARA MIKUL- 
SKI, introduced the Paycheck Fairness 
Act last Congress. The Paycheck Fair- 
ness Act is a logical extension of pro- 
tections under the Equal Pay Act and 
the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act. It 
would help close the wage disparity by 
empowering women to negotiate for 
equal pay and creating strong incen- 
tives for employers to obey the laws al- 
ready in place. It would give workers 
stronger tools to combat wage dis- 
crimination and bar retaliation against 
workers for discussing salary informa- 
tion. And it would help secure adequate 
compensation for victims of gender- 
based pay discrimination. It is simply 
not fair that any woman working the 
same hours in the same job should 
make less money than her male co- 
worker. 

Unfortunately, this commonsense 
legislation was blocked by a Repub- 
lican filibuster last Congress. But Sen- 
ator MIKULSKI, who has done so much 
to advance the pay equity issue, re- 
introduced the measure last week, for 
which I am grateful. 

As we mark the fourth anniversary of 
the signing of the Lilly Ledbetter Act, 
I applaud Senator MIKULSKI and the 
women of the Democratic caucus for 
their dedication to American women 
and families—and to the principle of 
equality. 

Would the Chair announce the busi- 
ness of the day. 

Oh, I am sorry, I did not see the Re- 
publican leader here, so my apology, 
Mr. President. 


— 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHATZ). The Republican leader is rec- 
ognized. 


EE 
GROWTH AND OPPORTUNITY 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
over the past several days, I have spo- 
ken of the need for the two parties to 
come together to address the Federal 
debt. We need to act quickly if we are 
going to avert a European-style debt 
crisis and avoid the harsh austerity 
that would bring. 

But this is about more than just 
avoiding a calamity, as serious as that 
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prospect has become. What this debate 
offers is a once-in-a-generation oppor- 
tunity to update government for the 
2lst century, to modernize programs 
that work, and to reform ones that do 
not. Many Federal bureaucracies have 
not been reformed in any real way 
since the age of black-and-white tele- 
vision. Even if we did not have a debt 
crisis, we should want to reform them. 
This debate is an opportunity to do so. 

By making government leaner and 
more efficient, we can sweep away out- 
dated and heavyhanded regulations 
that have impeded private sector 
growth and the job creation we so des- 
perately need. And by reducing the 
debt, we can eliminate an additional 
drag on our economy. 

So this is not a conversation about 
austerity; it is a conversation about 
growth and opportunity. That does not 
mean we are all going to agree on the 
path forward. Americans certainly ex- 
pect a serious policy debate. They ex- 
pect both parties to offer competing 
plans to preserve and protect long-term 
entitlement programs, and they expect 
both sides to propose different plans to 
get our fiscal house in order and our 
country back to economic health. 

Republicans have done their part. 
The budgets passed by House Repub- 
licans over the past couple of years 
contain fresh ideas that would help 
solve our fiscal crisis. Policymakers 
from both Chambers and from state- 
houses across the country have put for- 
ward a number of their own ideas and 
proposals as well. But from the Demo- 
crats? So far, not much. Four years on, 
President Obama and congressional 
Democrats still have yet to offer a seri- 
ous plan to address the economic chal- 
lenges we face. They have been content 
to wage political war instead. 

It is my hope, however, that the de- 
bate over the debt ceiling will finally 
move our friends on the other side be- 
yond their preoccupation with the 
horse race. Already, Senate Democrats 
have committed to developing a budget 
this year, after years of ducking their 
responsibility to do so. Hopefully, this 
will be a serious exercise and not sim- 
ply an excuse for them to try to raise 
taxes, which, as we all know, is just an- 
other way to avoid solving core prob- 
lems. Last week I came to the floor 
with a chart which showed that even if 
the President got every single tax in- 
crease he asked for, every one of them, 
we would still not even come close to 
solving the problem—not even close. 

So let’s not waste time with more 
pointless arguments about tax in- 
creases. We had that debated already. 
It is done. It is over. Instead, I call on 
Democrats to approach the spending 
debate with the seriousness it demands 
and to do it through regular order. We 
have to break this penchant among 
Democrats for putting off all impor- 
tant work until the final hour. We need 
to get back to regular order, and that 
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takes time, and that is why we need to 
get started right now. Let the tough 
work of developing a budget and put- 
ting together long-term policies to 
control government spending begin 
today—not 1 minute or 1 hour before 
we come up against a deadline but 
today. 

Americans deserve better than what 
they have been getting from Wash- 
ington the past few years. Democrats 
were reelected, and I congratulate 
them. It is time now to get serious 
about actually governing. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the Chair. 


EEE 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


Ee 


MORNING BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business until 
12:30 p.m., with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each, with the majority controlling the 
first 30 minutes and the Republicans 
controlling the second 30 minutes. 

The Senator from Alabama is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I un- 
derstand I might be recognized for up 
to 15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I ask I be notified 
after 12 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will do so. 


EE 


IMMIGRATION REFORM 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, as we 
consider the serious issue of immigra- 
tion reform, it is important for us to 
understand where we are as a country 
with regard to the laws we have and 
how they are being enforced. I will 
share some thoughts about that today 
because the American people and Mem- 
bers of Congress need to fully under- 
stand what is happening. It is well doc- 
umented that the Obama administra- 
tion has either unilaterally weakened 
or outright waived the enforcement of 
existing immigration law at the bor- 
der, in the interior, at the worksite and 
at the welfare office. That is just a 
fact. 
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Last year, I joined with my col- 
leagues at a press conference with the 
top representatives of the Nation’s 
rank-and-file immigration law enforce- 
ment officers—the presidents of the 
ICE—Immigration, Customs and En- 
forcement—and Border Patrol unions. 
Those men, who are elected to serve as 
the voice of their fellow officers, gave a 
chilling report at that press con- 
ference—right over in the Senate build- 
ing, with several other Senators—they 
gave a chilling report about the admin- 
istration’s systematic effort to dis- 
mantle the enforcement of our Nation’s 
immigration laws. It is not just an ef- 
fort, it is an effective plan and action 
to do so. 

At the center of this misconduct is 
John Morton, the Director of ICE. The 
evidence I am about to share with you 
leads me to the unfortunate conclusion 
that Mr. Morton can no longer effec- 
tively serve at this post and, perhaps 
more importantly, there can be no 
comprehensive immigration reform as 
long as he is the person charged with 
enforcing it. What purpose is served to 
pass new laws if the ones we have are 
ignored by the officials charged with 
enforcing them? 

This timeline shows how Mr. Morton 
and the administration have under- 
mined enforcement. Most Americans 
do not fully understand the real effect 
of these immigration policies. In re- 
ality, right now, if a State law enforce- 
ment officer apprehends someone for 
speeding and discovers, for example, 
that he is illegally in the country, the 
result is that nothing happens. They do 
not even bother to call the Federal law 
enforcement officers to report they 
have apprehended someone who is in 
violation of our immigration law. And 
the reason they do not call is because 
nobody will come and get them. 

This is something I have discovered 
over a number of years. When I was at- 
torney general of Alabama, and for 12 
years, the top Federal prosecutor in 
the Southern District of Alabama, the 
U.S. attorney, and I discovered how the 
system works—and it is not working. 
What happens is they release them. At 
townhall meetings I would ask the peo- 
ple who showed up, citizens: What hap- 
pens if your local police officer appre- 
hends someone who is illegally in the 
country? They say they call the Fed- 
eral people or they arrest them and 
take them to jail. The answer is, no, 
they do not; they release them. That is 
what they do because the system is ut- 
terly broken and not working. 

Let me run through a series of events 
that have occurred in the last several 
years that further undermine the abil- 
ity of America to enforce its laws. Let 
me just say, parenthetically, the only 
way to have a real effective law en- 
forcement system is to welcome sup- 
port and affirm the willingness of local 
law enforcement to participate and as- 
sist. There are, for example, some 
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600,000 State and local law officers out 
there every day enforcing our laws, 
protecting their communities. There 
are far fewer, maybe 15,000 or 30,000 
Federal officers, dealing with immigra- 
tion. The real eyes and ears in law en- 
forcement in America are those State 
and local people. States have been sued 
by this administration for even at- 
tempting to assist. This administration 
is denying and refusing to renew the 
cooperative agreements that are nec- 
essary for Federal and State and local 
authorities to work together to effec- 
tively enforce the laws of our country, 
and this is what is causing our prob- 
lem. 

Let me run through some of these 
areas and problems that have occurred 
recently. I may not be able to finish, 
and I will make the rest of my remarks 
available in the RECORD. In a 2010 
interview with the Chicago Tribune, 
Director Morton announced ICE may 
not even process or accept illegal 
aliens transferred to the agency’s cus- 
tody by Arizona officials. They were 
not happy with Arizona, presumably, 
so they would not even accept people 
local law enforcement turned over. 

On May 27, 2010, an ICE e-mail re- 
vealed that low-risk, short-term de- 
tainees would be able to have visitors 
stay for an unlimited amount of time 
during a 12-hour window, would be 
given access to unmonitored phone 
lines, e-mails, and free internet calling. 
They would also be entertained with 
movie nights, bingo, arts and crafts, 
dance and cooking classes, tutoring 
and computer training. 

On June 25, 2010, the National ICE 
Council, the union that represents 
more than 7,000 detention and removal 
agents within ICE, cast a unanimous 
vote of no confidence in Director Mor- 
ton. According to the officers, their 
vote reflects ‘‘the growing dissatisfac- 
tion among ICE employees and union 
leaders that Director Morton ... has 
abandoned the agency’s core mission of 
enforcing United States immigration 
laws and enforcing public safety and 
have, instead, directed [his] attention 
to campaigning for programs and poli- 
cies leading to amnesty... .”’ 

That is not a good thing for the chief 
immigration law enforcement officer of 
the country, for his people, the rank 
and file, putting their necks on the line 
every day, issuing such a report—and it 
is true. Unfortunately, it is. In August 
of 2010, ICE began circulating a draft 
policy that would significantly limit 
the circumstances under which ICE 
agents would take custody of illegal 
aliens. The memo provides that immi- 
gration officers shall issue detainers or 
official notification to law enforcement 
agencies that ICE intends to assume 
custody of the alien only after a law 
enforcement agency has independently 
arrested the alien for a criminal viola- 
tion. 

A detainer is a big deal. A detainer, if 
anyone understands how law enforce- 
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ment works, is a critical component of 
modern law enforcement. If a State has 
a charge against an individual, or if the 
Federal Government has a claim 
against an individual being held by a 
different law enforcement agency, they 
place a detainer on that person and 
when the arresting jurisdiction com- 
pletes its work with the person, they 
are not released on the streets; they 
are detained until they are turned over 
to the other legitimate law enforce- 
ment agency that has pending charges. 
If we do not have that, dangerous 
criminals are released, and it is really 
an improvement in law enforcement 
over the last 50 years. 

This is a diminishment of that, sig- 
nificantly. In effect, no longer will ICE 
pick up an illegal alien for illegally en- 
tering the country or having false iden- 
tification, or false immigration docu- 
ments, if they are being held by State 
and local people for some local crime. 

On October 8, 2010—according to ICE 
deportation statistics, from October 
2009 through September 2010, the agen- 
cy deported 390,000 aliens. But most, 
half of those at least, were people who 
were convicted of serious criminal of- 
fenses, independent of the immigration 
violations. 

On December 6, 2010, interviews and 
internal communications cited in the 
Washington Post indicated that num- 
ber, 390,000, was a padded number. 
First, the article charged that ICE in- 
cluded almost 20,000 removals in fiscal 
year 2010 that were for the previous 
year and should not have been counted. 
It also described how ICE extended a 
Mexican repatriation program beyond 
its normal operating dates, which, in 
effect, added 6,500 removals to the 
numbers that were not properly added. 

On March 2, 2011, in a departmental 
memorandum, Director Morton out- 
lined new enforcement priorities that 
encouraged ICE agents not to enforce 
the law against most illegal aliens but 
only to take action against those who 
meet his priorities. Director Morton 
issued a second memorandum on June 
17, 2011, further directing ICE agents to 
refrain from enforcing U.S. immigra- 
tion laws against certain segments of 
the illegal population, criteria similar 
to that under the DREAM Act, despite 
having no legal or congressional au- 
thority to do so and despite the fact 
that the DREAM Act was three times 
defeated in Congress. 

What they did was they altered the 
enforcement policies of the Federal im- 
migration officers to effect the 
DREAM Act that had been explicitly 
offered and rejected in Congress on 
three different occasions. 

On June 17, 2011, Director Morton 
issued a third memorandum, instruct- 
ing ICE personnel to consider refrain- 
ing from enforcing the law against in- 
dividuals engaged in a protected activ- 
ity—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has used 12 minutes. 
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Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the Chair— 
related to civil or other rights, for ex- 
ample union organizing, complaining 
about employment discrimination or 
housing conditions, and who may be in 
some nonfrivolous dispute with an em- 
ployer, landlord or contractor. ICE 
agents were directed not to take action 
against someone who doesn’t pay their 
rent and has a dispute with their land- 
lord, apparently. They get special ex- 
emption. 

On June 23, 2011, leaders of the na- 
tional ICE union express outrage over 
the June 17 administrative amnesty 
memoranda authored by Director Mor- 
ton. The law officers say that since the 
administration was ‘‘unable to pass its 
immigration agenda through legisla- 
tion, [it] is now implementing it 
through agency policy.’’ It also accuses 
top ICE officials of working ‘‘hand-in- 
hand”? with the open-borders lobby, 
while excluding its own officers from 
the policy development process. In 
plain words, they are saying the polit- 
ical appointees of ICE are advancing 
the agenda of those here illegally and 
maneuvering against their own law of- 
ficers trying to do their duty. 

On June 27, 2011, internal memoranda 
confirm that once the Houston Chron- 
icle on August 24, 2010—exposed DHS’ 
directive to review and dismiss valid 
deportation cases then in process, ICE 
officials attempted to publicly distance 
themselves from such lenient policies 
and deny that they ever existed. 

On October 12, 2011, In testimony be- 
fore the House Judiciary Committee, 
Director Morton admits that White 
House Director of Intergovernmental 
Affairs and former National Council of 
La Raza employee now—White House 
Domestic Policy Director—Cecilia 
Munoz, assisted in preparation of the 
administrative amnesty memoranda. 

On October 18, 2011, ICE refuses to 
take any action after the Santa Clara 
County, California, Board of Super- 
visors votes 3-1 to stop using county 
funds to honor ICE detainers, except in 
limited circumstances. 

On October 19, 2011, ICE refuses to act 
after District of Columbia Mayor Vin- 
cent C. Gray issues an executive order 
to prevent D.C. police from enforcing 
U.S. immigration law. Among other 
things, the order prohibits all public 
safety agencies from inquiring about 
an individual’s immigration status or 
from contacting ICE if there is no 
nexus to a criminal investigation. 

On November 22, 2011, ICE refuses to 
act after Mayor Michael Bloomberg 
signs a measure ordering all city jails 
to ignore certain ICE detainers issued 
to deport illegal aliens from those 
jails. As a result, New York City jails 
now release many illegal aliens back 
into the community instead of handing 
them over to ICE for removal. 

On December 15, 2011, without an op- 
portunity to defend itself, and little re- 
gard for the maintenance of public 
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safety or the rule of law, DHS rescinds 
Maricopa County, Arizona’s 287(g) 
agreement—a cooperative agreement 
whereby local law enforcement receive 
training in identifying and appre- 
hending illegal aliens. Director Morton 
tells the Maricopa County Attorney 
that ICE will no longer respond to calls 
from the Maricopa County Sheriff’s Of- 
fice involving traffic stops, civil infrac- 
tions or “other minor offenses.” How- 
ever, it is unclear how ICE can refuse 
to respond to inquiries from the depu- 
ties and not directly violate federal 
law, which requires the federal govern- 
ment to respond to inquiries by law en- 
forcement agencies to verify immigra- 
tion status. 

On December 29, 2011, ICE creates a 
24-hour hotline for illegal alien detain- 
ees to be staffed by the Law Enforce- 
ment Support Center—the same orga- 
nization that ICE says is too under- 
staffed to keep up with immigration 
status check requests from state and 
local law enforcement. ICE then re- 
vises its detainer form to include a new 
provision that says ICE should ‘‘con- 
sider this request for a detainer opera- 
tive only upon the subject’s convic- 
tion.” This shift in policy to a discre- 
tionary ‘‘post-conviction’”’ model ig- 
nores the fact that being in the coun- 
try illegally is a violation of federal 
law while simultaneously welcoming 
criminal aliens back onto the streets. 

On January 19, 2012, ICE attorneys in 
Denver and Baltimore recommend that 
the agency voluntarily close 1,667 re- 
moval cases, resulting in the release of 
illegal aliens already in proceedings 
without consequence for violating U.S. 
immigration laws. 

On February 7, 2012, ICE announces 
the creation of the ICE Public Advo- 
cate, who is to serve as a point of con- 
tact for aliens in removal proceedings, 
community and advocacy groups, and 
others who have concerns, questions, 
recommendations, or other issues they 
would like to raise about the adminis- 
tration’s executive enforcement and 
amnesty efforts. 

On April 25, 2012, ICE officials an- 
nounce it has offered to voluntarily 
close over 16,500 illegal alien deporta- 
tion cases pending background checks 
in connection with the administra- 
tion’s review of 300,000 pending immi- 
gration cases. The administration also 
announces that the number of illegal 
aliens whose cases it has already dis- 
missed is up to 2,700 from just over 
1,500 the previous month. 

On April 27, 2012, ICE shifts its policy 
on Secure Communities, where local 
officers report arrests of persons who 
are here illegally, to stop the enforce- 
ment of immigration law against ille- 
gal aliens apprehended for ‘‘minor traf- 
fic offenses.” When Secure Commu- 
nities identifies illegal aliens pursuant 
to a traffic offense, ICE will no longer 
ask the local jails to detain the illegal 
aliens so that ICE may begin deporta- 
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tion proceedings; rather, ICE will only 
consider detaining an alien if the alien 
is ultimately convicted of the offense. 
Moreover, despite claims of limited re- 
sources, ICE also announced it plans to 
take action against jurisdictions with 
arrest rates the agency deems too high. 

On June 5, 2012, ICE releases its lat- 
est statistics in its case-by-case review 
of pending deportation cases and states 
the Agency’s attorneys have reviewed 
over 288,000 cases. Of those reviewed, 
ICE says it plans to voluntarily dismiss 
20,648; it states over 4,300 of these cases 
have already been processed and the re- 
maining will be closed pending back- 
ground checks. 

As I noted earlier, last year, I joined 
several of my colleagues in a press con- 
ference with the President of the ICE 
Officers Association, Chris Crane. What 
he said corroborated our worst fears— 
it was a chilling report about the ad- 
ministration’s systematic effort to dis- 
mantle our nation’s immigration laws. 
Here is just some of what he had to 
say: 

As one example, prosecutorial discretion 
for [those qualifying for DREAM Act am- 
nesty] is solely based on the individuals’ 
claims. Our orders are, if an alien says they 
went to high school, then let them go. If 
they say they have a GED, then let them go. 
Officers have been told that there is no bur- 
den for the alien to prove anything. Even 
with the greatly relaxed new policies, the 
alien isn’t even required to prove that they 
meet any of the new criteria. 

There is no requirement, or burden to 
prove anything, on the part of the alien. We 
believe that significant numbers of people, 
who [do not meet DREAM Act criteria], are 
taking advantage of this practice to avoid 
arrest. 

The administration’s new policies do not 
provide officers with new options or in- 
creased flexibility, but instead order officers 
not to enforce laws and not to take enforce- 
ment actions against specific groups, with 
officers under threat of losing their jobs if 
they do so. 

We were the only safety net between the 
community and these [criminal alien] preda- 
tors, until now. Now, those folks, more and 
more, are walking out the back doors of 
these jails. We’re walking away from them 
out in the field, we’re encountering them in 
houses, and we’re not allowed to talk to 
them. We’re not allowed to do basic inves- 
tigative work. And because of that, we’re 
walking away from a lot of bad guys. This is 
not about individuals who are here to work, 
or whatever the case may be, there is a much 
larger problem and everybody is getting 
wrapped up in the same situation. When you 
take an officer’s ability in the field to distin- 
guish between those types of things, you 
place the public at risk. 

The situation is so dire that these 
brave men and women saw no choice 
but to file suit against their leadership, 
including Director Morton. Last Fri- 
day, a federal judge ruled that ICH 
agents and officers have the right to 
challenge the administrative amnesty 
policies instituted by Director Morton 
and President Obama, which command 
the agents to violate federal law and 
refrain from detaining most all illegal 
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aliens, or face disciplinary action or 
worse—losing their jobs. 

According to the complaint, even vio- 
lent offenders are eligible for auto- 
matic release under these non-enforce- 
ment policies. For example, ICE agent 
Samuel Martin, along with another 
ICE agent, picked up an illegal alien 
from the El Paso County, Texas jail on 
July 17, 2012. While the agents were 
trying to place the individual in the ve- 
hicle, he attempted to escape and phys- 
ically assaulted the agents. Although 
the agents regained custody of the 
alien and transported him to the El 
Paso Criminal Alien Program office for 
processing, the agents’ supervisors or- 
dered them to release the alien without 
charges and specifically to not issue a 
Notice to Appear, as required by fed- 
eral law. The agents protested the re- 
lease of the alien but were told ‘‘it was 
a management decision, based on the 
President’s new immigration policies.” 
Anyone with the slightest experience 
in law enforcement can see that these 
actions are devastating to law enforce- 
ment personnel. 

Let’s take a minute and put our- 
selves in the position of these agents. 
Let’s say you stop a 34-year old man 
for speeding. He speaks little English, 
has no identification, and has no proof 
that he meets any of the criteria of the 
President’s DREAM Act amnesty. But 
he knows enough to say he has been in 
the country since he was a child. You 
have no way of confirming this or 
whether he has a criminal record in 
this or any other country, but you have 
to let him go. This is what is hap- 
pening every day. What a devastating 
indictment of this administration’s 
willful and reckless dismantling of en- 
forcement. 

On August 3, 2012, I wrote to Director 
Morton regarding reports that ICE sus- 
pended an agent in the Philadelphia 
field office for arresting a 35-year old 
Mexican citizen unlawfully present in 
the U.S. with ten misdemeanor traffic 
violations, no driver’s license, and ap- 
parent ties to a fugitive. The alien ar- 
rived in the U.S. at the age of 25, mean- 
ing that he should not qualify for ‘‘de- 
ferred action,” even under the adminis- 
tration’s unlawfully imposed DREAM 
Act directive. Yet, according to re- 
ports, the acting field director, a super- 
visor, advised the criminal alien that 
he would be let go because he was not 
a ‘‘presidential priority.” 

On August 15, 2012, Director Morton 
responded to my letter, stating that 
the agent was in trouble for failing to 
obey ‘‘chain of command.”’ 

On September 11, 2012, I responded 
that the issue was not ‘‘chain of com- 
mand” but rather the agent’s sworn du- 
ties under the law and the administra- 
tion’s “priorities” that contradict that 
sworn obligation. The supervisors’ ac- 
tions in this matter, and Director 
Morton’s support for them, disas- 
trously undermine the effectiveness of 
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our immigration law enforcement offi- 
cers in the field and their ability to en- 
force our nation’s laws. I stated that 
his apparent failure to support his offi- 
cers in these incidents and his evident 
lack of concern for the administra- 
tion’s decision to nullify the very laws 
they were sworn to enforce, raised seri- 
ous questions about his ability to lead 
the agency. 

Director Morton never responded to 
that letter. 

There is much more that I could say 
about this, and I have many more ex- 
amples of actions taken by Mr. Morton 
that have been demoralizing to our 
agents. It is just not good as a Federal 
law officer, and it is not healthy. 

As I noted earlier, this is what ICE 
agents are telling us they have essen- 
tially been told: If an individual claims 
DREAM Act status—even though it 
never passed into law—they are di- 
rected to let them go on the spot. It is 
an evisceration of the law of the United 
States. Mr. Morton has no authority to 
do so, and he should not be doing that. 
A huge percentage of the people who 
are arrested are in their thirties or 
below. How are you going to tell? They 
make the assertion, they make the 
claim, and—according to the testimony 
and statements of these officers—they 
are told to accept that statement, ac- 
cept that claim, and not detain or de- 
port the person they have apprehended. 

The ICE union vote of no confidence 
and the detailed charges against ICH’s 
leadership are corroborated by those 
inside the administration who are 
afraid to speak out because they fear 
retaliation by the Obama administra- 
tion. That is a sad state of affairs. 

In the coming days, these facts and 
more will come to light. The adminis- 
tration has to realize there can be no 
comprehensive immigration reform as 
long as it is the policy of the Director 
of ICE, John Morton, to refuse to en- 
force existing law. We can’t have an 
agreement. That is why, given every- 
thing that we have learned, Director 
Morton cannot continue in office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for 2 additional minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SESSIONS. We cannot make 
progress on immigration reform as 
long as the man in charge of enforcing 
our laws continues to undermine those 
very laws and the efforts and work of 
his own agents, and refuses to act to 
protect them even when they have been 
assaulted by people. Aliens who have 
been released have assaulted agents. As 
I noted, ICE agents have filed a lawsuit 
against Director Morton for under- 
mining their ability to do their sworn 
duty, and the court has just recently 
upheld the validity of that lawsuit to 
go forward, and it is now going for- 
ward. These officers are suing Mr. Mor- 
ton. 
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So the Federal Government is abdi- 
cating its responsibility. It is violating 
the laws of the United States. It is pun- 
ishing officers who try to do their 
duty. They are creating a larger illegal 
population in this country. They are 
encouraging more people to come to 
the country by not enforcing our laws, 
and at a time of high unemployment, 
the result is we are lowering wages and 
creating more unemployment. 

They are suing States who try to co- 
operate. They are explicitly evis- 
cerating the 287(g) program—a program 
I worked hard on a decade ago and was 
expanded—to train State law enforce- 
ment officers who can help the Federal 
agents to do their jobs. 

Now the President is making a 
speech today in Las Vegas, taking 9 
hours to get out there, I understand, to 
make a speech. He is saying again, I 
guess: Trust me. We need to change the 
law, and then I will enforce it. Then we 
will have our people follow the rules 
that you passed. 

Well, this failure to deal in good faith 
and to actually follow the laws that 
Congress has passed is one of the big- 
gest obstacles we face. We just have to 
say it. It is one of the biggest obstacles 
we face in being able to craft some sort 
of reform of our immigration laws and 
make it worthy of a great nation. We 
are a nation of immigrants. We believe 
in immigration. But we believe in the 
law. We believe that people should wait 
their turn and people should be able to 
be accepted here—over 1 million a 
year—in an orderly process, not a dis- 
orderly process, and that we shouldn’t 
be rewarding those who violate the law 
and making it even harder for those 
who comply with the law. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 


EE 
THE DEBT CRISIS 


Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I have 
been coming to the Senate floor just 
about every day that we have been in 
session so far this year, and I am going 
to continue to do so to talk about what 
I believe is our most pressing crisis 
that this body faces and that our coun- 
try faces; that is, the uncontrolled run- 
away Federal spending and accumu- 
lated debt and how it is dragging our 
economy down and how it threatens to 
provoke a major economic disaster if it 
is not addressed. 

In previous remarks I have made on 
this floor, I tried to make the point 
that if we fail to get Federal spending 
under control in the short term, our 
economy will continue to remain in the 
doldrums because of this cloud of eco- 
nomic uncertainty that hangs over in- 
vestors, businesspeople, and con- 
sumers. But I don’t want my colleagues 
to just take my word for it. A host of 
experts, commentators, businesspeople, 
and investors around the country—and, 
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frankly, around the world—people from 
both sides of the political spectrum 
have been and will continue to make 
this same point. 

The message is this: Unless Wash- 
ington stops punting this problem and 
begins to demonstrate the will to cut 
spending in serious ways to reduce our 
long-term debt, the economy will con- 
tinue to limp along; investors will con- 
tinue to remain on the sidelines; busi- 
ness owners will continue not to hire 
new employees; and, we will hasten the 
day when investors lose confidence in 
the United States as a worthy credit 
risk. 

I know the market has responded in 
a favorable way recently. I hope that 
continues. But the fundamentals un- 
derlying our current economy don’t 
justify that continuing far into the fu- 
ture. 

So today I would like to quote from 
what others are saying, not just what a 
Senator from Indiana believes and has 
been saying on this floor. I want to 
talk about what they are saying about 
our debt and spending crisis. 

First, I believe we can all—or most of 
us can—agree with this fact: that the 
first and the most essential function of 
the U.S. Government is to defend and 
protect its citizens from threats to 
their national security. AS our na- 
tional debt continues to rise unre- 
strained, we are putting our children’s 
future and our country’s future in a 
very vulnerable state. 

Perhaps the most dire and fright- 
ening warning has come from one of 
our Nation’s highest ranking officials, 
former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, Admiral Mike Mullen, who said: 

The continually increasing debt is the big- 
gest threat we have to our national security. 

Not al-Qaida, not suicide bombers, 
not Islamic fundamentalists. Accord- 
ing to the former Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs, someone who has made a 
career leading our country through tu- 
multuous battles of war, the largest 
threat to our national security is our 
very own red ink. 

Erskine Bowles, former White House 
Chief of Staff to President Bill Clinton, 
also recognizes the imperative need to 
address our spending and debt crisis. 
As we all know, Bowles was tapped by 
President Obama to lead a bipartisan 
deficit commission with former Repub- 
lican Senator Alan Simpson. The two 
men, along with the commission, pro- 
posed recommendations for a big and 
bold plan to reduce our long-term debt. 
Rather than heed some of these rec- 
ommendations and build off of this bi- 
partisan momentum several years ago, 
the President ignored it completely 
and since has done nothing and offered 
no plan of his own to fix our dire fiscal 
plight other than to propose new taxes. 

As I mentioned in previous remarks, 
the President got his tax increases on 
millionaires and billionaires, but no 
one should be fooled into thinking this 
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solves our fiscal crisis. Recently, in an 
interview, former Chief of Staff Er- 
skine Bowles rightfully criticized the 
administration and the Congress for 
not striking a significant budget deal 
and called that failure, ‘‘The most dis- 
appointing thing in my life.” He went 
on to say: 

They’re bouncing from one crisis to an- 
other. ... It’s nuts. We have an enormous 
fiscal problem in this country... . We’ve got 
to put our big boy and big girl pants on and 
go to work. 


He also added: 


. . the problems are real, the solutions 
painful, and there’s no easy way out. 

Finally, he said: 

We got to do stuff that’s real. I mean 
there’s no sense in, you know, just working 
at the edges... . If we don’t slow the rate of 
growth in healthcare programs, it’s going to 
eat up the entire budget and virtually bank- 
rupt the country. 


The warning signs and the calls for 
action are coming from all sectors. 

From the business sector, Gary 
Loveman, chairman of the Business 
Roundtable’s Health and Retirement 
Committee, said the following: 

Keeping the U.S. economy from careening 
over the fiscal cliff was the first step, but 
our elected leaders must not stop there. Al- 
though economic recovery has been stalled, 
renewed expansion is possible if conditions 
are set in a comprehensive budget agreement 
that includes entitlement reform and long- 
term changes to reduce deficits. In this way 
we will ensure the viability health and re- 
tirement safety net for future generations of 
Americans. 


John Mauldin, president of Millen- 
nium Wave Advisors, an investment ad- 
visory firm, publisher of Mauldin Eco- 
nomics, and author of “End Game,” a 
book many of us have heard about and 
read, said this: 

The real issue is the deficit. The leaders of 
both parties recognize that the current path 
spelled out on our fiscal balance sheet is 
unsustainable. The deficit must be brought 
under control... or we will find ourselves 
all too soon in the situation now facing 
much of Europe and Japan. The options at 
that point become far more dire. 

Business owners in my home State of 
Indiana also recognize these dangers. 
Reflecting the sentiment of virtually 
every businessperson I have talked to 
over the past 2 years, Rick Zehr, a 
business owner in Fort Wayne, IN, said: 

We all need to manage our income and not 
borrow beyond what we can afford. I look at 
our country’s deficit spending and it’s so far 
beyond what the rest of us have to live like 
every day. As a business owner, it makes me 
nervous. Everyone is paying for deficit 
spending. 

Economists are sounding the alarm 
as well. Kenneth Rogoff, a respected 
Harvard economist, said: 

The idea that one should just ignore all 
these problems and apply crude Keynesian 
stimulus is a dangerous one. It matters a 
great deal how the government taxes and 
spends, not just how much. The U.S. debt 
level is a constraint. A growing number of 
empirical studies, including my own joint 
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work with Carmen Reinhart, suggests that 
the U.S. has already reached a debt level 
that has been associated with slower growth 
in advanced countries. 

Our own Treasury Department and 
some credit rating agencies have also 
weighed in. These warnings alone 
should be enough to urge Congress and 
the administration to act. 

According to the U.S. Treasury De- 
partment’s Financial Report of the 
U.S. Government for Fiscal Year 2012: 

While these projections are subject to con- 
siderable uncertainty, the debt-to-GDP ratio 
would continue to rise unsustainably under 
current policy. 

Can I state that again? Our own U.S. 
Treasury report said that while these 
projections are subject to considerable 
uncertainty, the debt-to-GDP ratio will 
continue to rise unsustainably under 
current policy. 

Does that not suggest to us that cur- 
rent policy is not working when the 
U.S. Treasury puts out a report saying: 
What the administration and Congress 
are doing is unsustainable? Unless we 
grasp the reality of what is happening 
with our spending and our debt, we are 
headed for a crisis if we are not in one 
already. 

When Standard & Poor’s downgraded 
the U.S. Federal Government debt in 
August 2011, they said: 

Our lowering of the rating was prompted 
by our view on the rising public debt and our 
perception of greater policymaking uncer- 
tainty. 

There is that word again, ‘‘uncer- 
tainty.” There is that implication 
again: failure to take action. The time 
to act is now. We can no longer sit 
back and hope this problem is going to 
go away. Too many people want to just 
think, well, if we just sort of stumble 
along the way we are stumbling along, 
it is all going to work itself out. 

We can no longer, and should no 
longer, accept double-digit unemploy- 
ment. Yes, I said double-digit. While 
the official number is hovering around 
8 percent, we all know millions of 
Americans have given up looking for 
work, and millions of others have 
dropped out of the employment lines or 
settled for jobs below their qualifica- 
tions. The real numbers are far higher, 
and the distress is far greater than 
what is admitted. 

This is not a new problem. It has 
been long recognized even by the Presi- 
dent. In February 2009, 4 years ago, 
President Obama held a fiscal responsi- 
bility summit, and here is what he 
said: 

And that’s why today I’m pledging to cut 
the deficit we inherited in half by the end of 
my first term in office. This will not be easy. 
It will require us to make difficult decisions 
and face challenges we’ve long neglected. 
But I refuse to leave our children with a debt 
that they cannot repay—and that means tak- 
ing responsibility right now, in this adminis- 
tration, for getting our spending under con- 
trol. 

Here we are, 4 years from those re- 
marks where the President’s own budg- 
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et and bipartisan deficit commission 
was dismissed, 4 years from the time 
when he pledged to the American peo- 
ple that he would cut the deficit in 
half, 4 years from the time when he 
said responsibility needs to be taken 
now. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for 3 more minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COATS. It has been 4 years since 
the President made those statements, 
and here we are where we have added 
trillions of dollars of new debt—the 
greatest increase in the history of 
America, and we have ignored and 
pushed spending down the road without 
a real budget proposal or a long-term 
deficit plan. Experts and economists 
from both sides of the aisle agree that 
spending reductions must be a part of 
the equation to address our dangerous 
debt. The President has called for a 
balanced approach but is showing no 
signs of leadership on restructuring 
mandatory runaway spending. 

Even the Washington Post editorial 
board, which is not necessarily con- 
servative, acknowledged this in a piece 
just recently on November 27, and I 
quote: 

Elections do have consequences, and Mr. 
Obama ran on a clear platform of increasing 
taxes on the wealthy. But he was clear on 
something else, too: Deficit reduction must 
be ‘‘balanced,’’ including spending cuts as 
well as tax increases. Since 60 percent of the 
federal budget goes to entitlement programs 
such as Medicare, Medicaid and Social Secu- 
rity, there’s no way to achieve balance with- 
out slowing the rate of growth in those pro- 
grams. 

In conclusion, let me say this: There 
is a widespread consensus about the se- 
riousness of this problem and the fact 
that we must take significant meas- 
ures to rein in our deficit spending and 
do it now. We need a bold plan that will 
reduce spending, reform and simplify 
our tax system, and, most of all, re- 
structure Medicare, Medicaid, and So- 
cial Security to preserve those benefits 
for future generations. In subsequent 
remarks, I intend to address how Con- 
gress can get with it and become part 
of the solution instead of part of the 
problem. We need to create a long-term 
deficit reduction plan that begins by 
fulfilling our constitutional obligation 
to pass a budget, which this body has 
not done in more than 1,300 days. Let’s 
be honest with ourselves—this will 
only happen if we, the Senate, summon 
the political courage and the will to 
engage in direct, good-faith, bipartisan 
efforts to deal with our Nation’s No. 1 
challenge. 

Perhaps Alice Rivlin, budget director 
under President Bill Clinton, summed 
it up best: 

There’s no mystery about what we ought 
to do, we just need to get on with it. 

Mr. President, Senate colleagues— 
Republicans and Democrats—let’s get 
on with it. 
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With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

(The remarks of Mr. HATCH, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR, Mr. RUBIO, and Mr. COONS per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 169 are 
printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
HEITKAMP). The Senator from Iowa. 


EEE 
GUN CONTROL 


Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, 
the Judiciary Committee will be hold- 
ing hearings soon—and many times— 
on responding to mass killings such as 
the recent school shooting in Newtown, 
CT. Admittedly, that was a terrible 
tragedy. We are all sympathetic to the 
families of the victims of that horren- 
dous crime. 

President Obama has asked Congress 
to pass legislation in response to that 
event. I look forward to the hearings 
the Judiciary Committee will hold on 
this very important subject because we 
need to know more about the problem 
and potential legislative action. 

There will be plenty of occasions to 
discuss specific gun, mental health, 
and other legislative responses to New- 
town. Today, I would like to address 
the President’s rhetoric when he an- 
nounced his proposals. 

I was surprised at a number of the 
President’s statements. For instance, 
he is directing the Centers for Disease 
Control to conduct research into the 
causes of gun violence. But gun vio- 
lence is not a disease, and lawful gun 
ownership is not a disease. It is a con- 
stitutionally protected individual 
right—the famous second amendment 
right, not only part of the Constitution 
for 225 years but reinforced by two re- 
cent Supreme Court decisions. 

The President said we suffer from an 
“epidemic of violence.” Although there 
is too much violence in America, vio- 
lent crime rates are at their lowest 
level in 50 years—not at epidemic lev- 
els, at least epidemic when compared 
to the last 50 years. There is a reason 
for that. 

Police practices and investigative 
techniques have improved, and we in 
the Congress have helped with grants 
to assist local law enforcement, higher 
incarceration rates for violent crimi- 
nals, and an end to parole in the Fed- 
eral system. Notably, crime rates are 
at their lowest level in 50 years at the 
very same time more guns are in cir- 
culation than ever before. But what 
has not declined is mass killings, such 
as we had in Newtown, CT. Of course, 
this should be our focus. 

But what the President said that 
most surprised me concerned the Con- 
stitution and the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. 

Let us consider principles first. The 
Declaration of Independence listed 
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grievances against British Government 
action that violated individual natural 
rights of the colonists at that time. 

Even the declaration did not raise 
grievances against individuals or grant 
powers to government. The Constitu- 
tion exists to create a limited federal 
government. As Madison wrote in Fed- 
eralist 51: 

In framing a government which is to be ad- 
ministered by men over men, the great dif- 
ficulty lies in this: you must first enable the 
government to control the governed; and in 
the next place oblige it to control itself. 

In other words, the Government of 
the United States under the Constitu- 
tion is a limited government, and the 
Constitution is to protect the people 
from the government, not for the gov- 
ernment to give people rights and pow- 
ers that the government then in turn 
could take away. On the other hand, 
the Constitution does give broad pow- 
ers to the Federal Government, but it 
separates them among branches and 
between the State and National Gov- 
ernments. 

The Framers believed these struc- 
tures would adequately control the 
government so as to protect individual 
liberty, but the American people dis- 
agreed. They believed the Constitution 
gave the Federal Government so much 
power that it could be tyrannical and 
violate individual rights. So as a condi- 
tion of ratification, they demanded, 
and received, assurances that a bill of 
rights would be added to the Constitu- 
tion. Each of those rights, including 
the second amendment dealing with 
guns, was adopted to yet further limit 
government power and to protect indi- 
vidual rights. 

In other words, the people who wrote 
the Constitution in 1787, in the spirit 
that they believed at the time, the 
Constitution, just the way it was origi- 
nally written, was adequate to protect 
individual rights. But we were not 
going to get the Constitution adopted 
without the promise of a bill of rights. 
So the Bill of Rights went yet further, 
but the Bill of Rights is not a limiting 
factor as evidenced by the ninth 
amendment, which said none of the 
previous eight amendments in any way 
disparages the rights of citizens, all of 
those natural rights that are too big 
that we cannot even enumerate. 

Then, of course, the tenth amend- 
ment went on to say all powers not spe- 
cifically given to the Federal Govern- 
ment are reserved to the States and 
the people thereof. Nothing in the Bill 
of Rights applied to the actions of pri- 
vate individuals or granted power to 
the Federal Government. So how far 
were the President’s remarks from the 
intent of the Constitution’s Framers? 

President Obama’s remarks turned 
the Constitution on its head because he 
said: 

The right to worship freely and safely, that 
right was denied to Sikhs in Oak Creek, Wis- 
consin. 
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The right to assemble peacefully, that 
right was denied shoppers in Clackamas, Or- 
egon, and moviegoers in Aurora, Colorado. 

That most fundamental set of rights to life 
and liberty and the pursuit of happiness— 
[are] fundamental rights that were denied to 
college students at Virginia Tech and high 
school students at Columbine, and elemen- 
tary school students in Newtown. 

This is incorrect because except for 
its prohibition on slavery, the Con- 
stitution limits only the actions of 
government, not individuals. When a 
criminal commits murder, no constitu- 
tional right is violated. So, for in- 
stance, the right to peacefully assem- 
ble is all about protecting individual 
rights to organize, to protest, or seek 
to change government action. It is vio- 
lated, for instance, when government 
officials hose down civil rights pro- 
testers on the sidewalk. That right is 
trivialized and mischaracterized as 
protecting shopping and watching mov- 
ies. Those constitutional rights are not 
a source of government power to enact 
legislation, as I think the President 
has suggested. Quite the opposite. They 
are designed solely to preserve indi- 
vidual autonomy as against the gov- 
ernment. 

Protecting individual rights rather 
than expanding governmental power 
may be particularly appropriate in ad- 
dressing mass killings. One of the rea- 
sons so many people died in some of 
the tragedies the President cited was 
the failure of the Federal Government, 
the State government, or the local gov- 
ernment, but government generally to 
protect its citizens. 

Police not on the scene cannot arrive 
at a mass shooting such as Newtown in 
time to stop it. At Columbine the po- 
lice employed techniques that are no 
longer used because they did not stop 
killings that occurred after their ar- 
rival. At Virginia Tech, government of- 
ficials made decisions after the shoot- 
ing started that some even have argued 
may well have led to unnecessary 
deaths. 

The President cited constitutional 
protection of individual rights as a 
basis for expanding Federal power 
against private individuals. No wonder 
millions of Americans fear that Con- 
gress may enact legislation that could 
lead to a tyrannical Federal Govern- 
ment. 

I cannot accept the President’s claim 
that ‘‘there will be politicians and spe- 
cial interest lobbyists publicly warning 
of a tyrannical, all-out assault on 
liberty[,] not because that’s true, but 
because they want to gin up fear.”’ 

The President reads the Constitution 
differently than it has ever been under- 
stood: as a source of power against in- 
dividual rights rather than a check on 
government power that guarantees 
those individual rights. This nec- 
essarily and understandably leads 
many citizens to fear that their indi- 
vidual rights will be violated, and that 
extends well beyond the second amend- 
ment. 
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It should be a matter of deep concern 
to all of us when the President wants 
to use the power of government to cor- 
ral individual rights. For 225 years the 
Constitution has established a govern- 
ment that is a servant of the people, 
not its master. As the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and all of us consider and de- 
bate legislation arising from the trag- 
edy at Newtown, I hope we will proceed 
with the proper understanding of the 
relationship that the Constitution es- 
tablishes between governmental power 
and individual liberty. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 


TRIBUTE TO SECRETARY OF 
STATE CLINTON 


Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I 
want to speak about the extraordinary 
public service that has been rendered 
by the Secretary of State and whose 
long record of public service I want to 
commend. I rise on behalf of my friend, 
our former colleague, our honorable 
Secretary of State, Hillary Clinton. 

She has represented the United 
States. She is a world figure. She has 
represented America to the world, es- 
pecially with her diligence, her grace, 
her hard work, and her incredible dip- 
lomatic skills. She has traveled to 112 
countries. She has racked up 1 million 
miles, met with thousands of foreign 
dignitaries. She has reached nearly 
every corner of the globe and made his- 
tory on the way. 

In each assignment she has left an in- 
delible mark empowering women, sup- 
porting sustainable development, sup- 
porting the establishment of civil soci- 
eties, and promoting the tenets of de- 
mocracy: one man, one vote; one 
woman, one vote; human rights; and 
the rule of law. 

I might also note that she particu- 
larly has underscored the plight of 
women. Of course, we know we see soci- 
eties that live almost in another time 
and age centuries before in the way 
they treat women. The Secretary of 
State has tried to help modernize those 
societies. She has done so by empow- 
ering and appointing one of her per- 
sonal friends, Melanne Verveer, to be 
the Global Ambassador for Women’s 
Affairs. That position has taken Am- 
bassador Verveer all over the globe. 

I might say it has been my privilege 
to have a glimpse of that by seeing my 
wife Grace Nelson work with Melanne 
on the plight of poor women in so 
many different countries across this 
planet. 

When our Secretary of State con- 
fronts major national security chal- 
lenges, her support has been pivotal— 
from the support she gave the Presi- 
dent in the raid that took out bin 
Laden, to the drawdown of U.S. troops 
in Iraq and Afghanistan. She has been 
at the forefront of some of the toughest 
decisions of our time. 
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The Secretary has also been steadfast 
in persuading the international com- 
munity to enact crippling sanctions on 
Iran to isolate and to punish the re- 
gime for its pursuit of nuclear weap- 
ons. I might say on a personal note, a 
Floridian has been missing for almost 6 
years who was suddenly swept up and 
disappeared on the Iranian tourist is- 
land of Kish in the Persian Gulf. The 
Secretary has kept very vigilant in 
continuing to search for any piece of 
evidence of Bob Levinson and to ulti- 
mately bring him home. I thank the 
Secretary not only for Floridians such 
as myself, but for his wife, Christine 
Levinson, and seven children who want 
their father home. That quest con- 
tinues unrelentingly by many people. I 
wanted to say thank you to Secretary 
Clinton for the efforts she has lent to 
this effort. 

She has been one of the driving forces 
behind NATO’s no-fly zone over Libya 
in order to prevent Qadhafi from mas- 
sacring his own people. Through deft 
diplomacy, she has slowly opened 
Burma to the outside world. She is en- 
couraging them to free political pris- 
oners, hold parliamentary elections, 
and finally permit foreign investment. 
It is happening before our eyes. 

Of course, she has taken special in- 
terest in the poorest nation in the 
Western Hemisphere, an island nation 
right off of the east coast of the United 
States, also less than an hour-and-a- 
half flight from Miami; that is, the is- 
land of Haiti. 

The island nation of Haiti—which is 
the island that Christopher Columbus 
was expected to have landed on, His- 
paniola—now encompasses Haiti and 
the Dominican Republic. She has made 
Haiti one of the top foreign policy pri- 
orities, helping the impoverished is- 
land build back better after the dev- 
astating earthquake that killed over 
one-quarter of a million people. In no 
small measure has her husband Presi- 
dent Clinton been a part of that at- 
tempt at restoration of Haiti from that 
devastating earthquake. 

Last week, during Secretary Clin- 
ton’s final appearance before the Sen- 
ate Foreign Relations Committee, she 
said: 

Every time that blue and white airplane 
carrying the words ‘‘United States of Amer- 
ica’ touches down in some far-off capital, I 
feel again the honor it is to represent the 
world’s indispensable nation. 

Madam Secretary, you have truly 
honored us with your indispensable 
leadership. On behalf of all our Senate 
colleagues, we thank you for your ex- 
traordinary service to this country. I 
want to say that your position will be 
in capable hands with our colleague 
and your former colleague, Senator 
JOHN KERRY, who will serve, as we con- 
firm him in the next 24 hours, as the 
68th Secretary of State. 

Senator KERRY has served in this 
Senate in a distinguished amount of 
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public service since 1985. He grew up 
traveling the world with his father in 
the Foreign Service. He fought in Viet- 
nam and was awarded the Bronze and 
Silver Stars, along with three Purple 
Hearts. I know he is going to build 
upon and continue the legacy and the 
extraordinary record of Secretary Clin- 
ton and will enhance America’s leader- 
ship in the world. I look forward to his 
speedy confirmation. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 


EE 
IMMIGRATION 


Mr. RUBIO. Madam President, let me 
begin by thanking the senior Senator 
from the State of Florida, who a few 
moments ago made some very kind re- 
marks about me, and I appreciate that 
very much. Let me just say he is the 
best python hunter in the Senate. For 
those who don’t know what I am talk- 
ing about, they can look it up in the 
newspaper accounts of Senator NEL- 
SON’s endeavors of a few weeks ago in 
the Everglades. So I look forward to 
working with him, and I thank him for 
his friendship and his kind words. 

Madam President, I wish to take a 
few moments. I have heard a lot of dis- 
cussion here on the floor today. A mo- 
ment ago, we were talking about the 
STEM visas and the need to reform 
that process. I would like to take a 
step back and talk a little about the 
immigration issue in general. There 
has been a lot of conversation about 
that here in the Senate, certainly out 
in the public. This is a contentious 
issue, and it is clearly important to un- 
derstand where we stand today, what it 
is that is happening, what is not hap- 
pening, and the way forward in that re- 
gard. I hope I can do that in under 10 
minutes here this afternoon. 

Let me begin by saying something 
that I think unifies all of us, and that 
is the belief that legal immigration is 
good for America. Legal immigration 
is a good thing for our country. The 
vast majority of Americans would 
agree with that. Legal immigration has 
been a critical part of our heritage, and 
it is a critical part of our future. We 
just discussed one aspect of legal immi- 
gration that is critical to our future, 
and that is in the technology field. I 
guarantee that if you go to the agricul- 
tural industry, they will tell you the 
same thing. Legal immigration is good 
and important for our country. 

The second thing people will tell you 
is that illegal immigration is not good 
for America. I know both sides of this 
coin firsthand. I didn’t read about this 
in a book. I didn’t watch some movie 
last week about immigration. I live 
this issue on a daily basis. I live in a 
family of immigrants, married into a 
family of immigrants, in a neighbor- 
hood of immigrants, in a community of 
immigrants. 
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I see all the good things legal immi- 
gration has done for America, and I see 
the strain illegal immigration places 
on our country. 

We have a fundamental problem in 
our country today; that is, we have a 
broken legal immigration system and 
we have a very serious illegal immigra- 
tion problem. That is what we are try- 
ing to address in a commonsense way 
that is good for America. 

What we saw yesterday was the re- 
lease of some principles. It is not a bill, 
it is some principles. It is basically the 
architecture of the work we hope to 
undertake in conjunction with every 
one of my colleagues here. It is not a 
secret group who will meet and force 
some issue upon us to take or leave. It 
is the beginning of a process we hope 
will lead to a real solution. 

Part 1 of that process is that we need 
a legal immigration system that 
works. In fact, our broken legal immi- 
gration system is a significant contrib- 
utor to illegal immigration. It is so ex- 
pensive, it is so complicated sometimes 
to legally immigrate to the United 
States or to renew a visa that it is en- 
couraging people to do it the wrong 
way. We have a system that doesn’t re- 
flect the reality of the 21st century, 
and that needs to be addressed. That is 
one of the top priorities of this system. 

The second priority is this: This is a 
sovereign country. As a sovereign na- 
tion, the United States of America has 
a right to have immigration laws, and 
it has a right to enforce our immigra- 
tion laws. That is important to point 
out. Sometimes we lose sight of this. 
We have 1 million people a year who 
immigrate legally to the United States 
permanently. No other country in the 
world is nearly as generous. There isn’t 
even a close second. A million people a 
year wait in line and pay the fees and 
come here the right way, and if we 
don’t enforce our immigration laws, we 
are undermining that effort. In fact, we 
are discouraging it, and we are being 
unfair to it. So we need to have immi- 
gration laws that work and that are en- 
forced. 

But we have a third problem; that is, 
right now, in this country at this very 
moment, estimates say that as many 
as 11 million human beings are in the 
United States without proper immigra- 
tion documentation. Now, let me be 
clear: On the one hand, the vast major- 
ity of these folks are not victims. They 
knew what they were doing, and what 
they did was wrong. They do not have 
a right to illegally immigrate to the 
United States. There is no such thing 
as a legal right to illegally immigrate 
to the United States. On the other 
hand, these are 11 million human 
beings, 11 million people who, irrespec- 
tive of how they did it, came here, and 
the vast majority of them in pursuit of 
what every one of us would recognize 
as the American dream. 

As a policymaker, aS someone who 
passionately loves this country, as do 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


all my colleagues and everyone watch- 
ing, I realize we have 11 million people 
here who are undocumented. What they 
did was wrong, but they will probably 
be here—almost all of them—for the 
rest of their lives with or without doc- 
uments. So I want to deal with this. We 
need to modernize our legal immigra- 
tion system. We have to deal with the 
11 million people who are here now in a 
way that makes sense, not in a talk- 
ing-point way. We have to make sure 
that this never happens again, that we 
never find ourselves back where we are 
now. I hope I never again in the future 
have to come back here and say: Guess 
what, folks. We have another 5 million 
people who are here undocumented. 
And let me be clear. I will not sup- 
port—I personally will not support any 
immigration bill that does not prevent 
that from happening. But it all starts 
with dealing with the reality that we 
have 11 million human beings who will 
be here for the rest of their lives with 
or without documents. We have to deal 
with that. 

What these principles say is, No. 1, 
let’s modernize our legal immigration 
system. Let’s have an agricultural pro- 
gram that works. Let’s have a high- 
tech visa program that works. We have 
to have a 2l1st-century immigration 
system, which means we can no longer 
afford to have less than 10 percent of 
the people who come here based on 
skills. We need to change that, and not 
by undermining family-based immigra- 
tion but by reforming the programs we 
use for skill-based immigration. We 
need to modernize it. 

Secondly, we need real enforcement 
mechanisms. There are three things 
that work. No. 1 is securing and getting 
operational control of the border. And 
by the way, this is not just an immi- 
gration issue. The border is not just an 
immigration issue. I am not in favor of 
a housekeeper or a landscaper coming 
across the border illegally. I am not in 
favor of that. But what keeps me up at 
night are the terrorists coming across 
the border, and a porous border at the 
north or south leads to that possibility. 
So the border is as much about our sov- 
ereignty and national security as it is 
about immigration. 

Third is a workplace enforcement 
mechanism. In the 21st century, we 
can’t come up with a reliable way to 
verify whether the people being hired 
are here legally? 

Fourth is visa tracking. We have all 
these people coming to the United 
States on visas. We track when they 
come in but not when they leave—or 
not successfully enough. So we don’t 
know where they are or whether they 
are here. We have no idea. As much as 
40 percent of our illegal immigrants, 40 
percent of our undocumented folks are 
here on visa overstays. They didn’t 
sneak across the border. 

We have to deal with those four 
things as well. Then we have to deal 
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with the 11 million, and the way to 
deal with it is not blanket amnesty. 
What my principles outline, what the 
group’s principles outline is a process 
that works this way: If you are here 
undocumented, you must come for- 
ward. There will be a background 
check on you. If you have ever com- 
mitted serious crimes in the United 
States, you will be deported. If you 
have not committed serious crimes in 
the United States, you will then have 
to pay back taxes and you will have to 
pay a fine. What you will then get is 
basically the equivalent of a non- 
resident visa that allows you to work 
here. You do not qualify for Federal fi- 
nancial benefits, so you are not a 
strain. 

I have heard that concern raised— 
this is going to place a strain on our 
social services. As nonimmigrant visa 
holders, they do not qualify, under ex- 
isting law right now, for Federal bene- 
fits. 

What you get is a work permit, the 
ability to be here legally. We know 
where you are, we know where you 
live, we know where you work, you pay 
taxes, you have paid a fine—this is not 
amnesty—and you have a non- 
immigrant visa. And there is nothing 
you can do with that nonimmigrant 
visa but stay here, work, and travel to 
visit relatives. But you can’t turn that 
into citizenship. It is a nonimmigrant 
visa. 

They will have to remain in this pro- 
bationary phase for a significant period 
of time—not an unreasonable period of 
time but a significant period of time. 
After that period of time has elapsed 
and if they have complied with all the 
requirements of that probationary pe- 
riod and if it is certified that the en- 
forcement mechanisms are in place and 
have happened—that is critical—then 
and only then do we then move to 
phase 2. 

This is what phase 2 is, and it is very 
simple. Phase 2 is that we go to these 
folks and say: OK, you will now be 
given the opportunity to apply for a 
green card using the same process as 
anybody else anywhere in the world 
would use to apply—the same process. 

In essence, all we are going to give 
them is a chance to do what they 
should have done in the beginning, to 
apply the way they should have applied 
in the beginning. Here is what is im- 
portant: They have to get in line. Peo- 
ple say: What is the big deal about the 
line? The big deal about the line is that 
all those people who have done it the 
right way, it is not fair to them to 
allow someone who didn’t do it the 
right way to leapfrog them. In essence, 
we can’t make it cheaper and faster to 
immigrate here illegally than it is to 
immigrate here legally. Ultimately, 
they will have to get in line, they will 
have to qualify for the visa they have 
applied for, and if all that works out, 
then they will get a green card. Once 
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they get a green card, depending on 
how they got it, they will have to wait 
about 5 years before they can even 
apply for citizenship. 

This is the process and these are the 
principles we have outlined. I have 
heard concerns, and they are all legiti- 
mate concerns. Just because someone 
raises concerns about our principles, 
that doesn’t mean they will ultimately 
be against them. It means they have le- 
gitimate concerns. People say it is 
wrong to reward people who have done 
this the wrong way. We agree, and that 
is why we can’t allow them to leapfrog 
anyone. That is why the line is impor- 
tant and the waiting period is impor- 
tant. 

I heard Senator SESSIONS earlier say 
that we are not even enforcing our cur- 
rent laws. That is true. And one of the 
reasons they are not being enforced is 
because the current system doesn’t 
exist. It doesn’t work. What we have 
now is de facto amnesty. If we do noth- 
ing, what we have is de facto amnesty 
because we don’t know who the un- 
documented are. We couldn’t enforce it 
even if we wanted to. That is why we 
have to deal with this issue. 

We talk about the cost of social pro- 
grams. If you are on a nonimmigrant 
visa, you don’t qualify for the social 
programs by current law. 

Look, there is a lot of work to be 
done. What we announced yesterday is 
not a plan, it is a framework. And that 
framework has to now be turned into 
legislative language. That is a lot of 
hard work, but I hope people will take 
this as an opportunity to come up with 
a solution to an issue that is solvable, 
that we can address and bring to a con- 
clusion. It will have to be done the 
right way, and it will not be easy. 

In a few hours the President will give 
a speech in Nevada, and early press ac- 
counts concern me. I don’t want to 
turn this into a partisan thing, though, 
so let me just say this: If this endeavor 
becomes a bidding war to see who can 
come up with the easiest, quickest, and 
cheapest pathway to a green card pos- 
sible, this will not go well. We now 
have a commonsense and reasonable 
set of principles. And I hope what the 
President will say today is he hopes 
that process succeeds. But if his inten- 
tions are to trigger a bidding war to 
see who can come up with the easiest 
process, this is not a good start. But 
let’s give him the benefit of the doubt. 
I hope my colleagues will do the same. 

I am deeply committed to the rule of 
law and to having an immigration sys- 
tem that works. I hope we can work to- 
gether to accomplish that. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE- 
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at 2:15 p.m. 
today, the Senate proceed to executive 
session to consider Executive Calendar 
No. 1, the nomination of Senator JOHN 
KERRY to be Secretary of State, with 2 
hours of debate equally divided in the 
usual form; that upon the use or yield- 
ing back of that time, the Senate pro- 
ceed to vote without intervening ac- 
tion or debate on the nomination; that 
the motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table, with no 
intervening action or debate; that no 
further motions be in order; that any 
related statements be printed in the 
RECORD; and that President Obama be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action and the Senate then resume leg- 
islative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

A 
RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:30 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem- 
bled when called to order by the Pre- 
siding Officer (Ms. BALDWIN). 


ee 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


NOMINATION OF JOHN FORBES 
KERRY TO BE SECRETARY OF 
STATE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
BALDWIN). Under the previous order, 
the Senate will proceed to executive 
session to consider the following nomi- 
nation, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi- 
nation of JOHN FORBES KERRY, of Mas- 
sachusetts, to be Secretary, Depart- 
ment of State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 
hours of debate on the nomination 
equally divided in the usual form. 

The Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, I 
rise to speak to the nomination of Sen- 
ator KERRY to be the next Secretary of 
State. 

It has been more than 100 years since 
a member of the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee was directly nomi- 
nated to be the Secretary of State. The 
last was Senator John Sherman of 
Ohio, who was selected to serve as Sec- 
retary of State to President McKinley. 
It is important to note that this histor- 
ical fact exists because Senator 
KERRY’s path isn’t one commonly 
taken but one that is earned by a se- 
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lect few, and he has earned this oppor- 
tunity. 

From the first time JOHN testified be- 
fore Chairman Fulbright as a young re- 
turning Vietnam war hero in 1971 to 
the day the President announced his 
nomination as Secretary of State, he 
has invested himself in all of his en- 
deavors, always looking for the truth, 
for answers, uncovering the facts, hear- 
ing all the evidence, and then publicly 
speaking truth to power based solely 
on what was best for this Nation. I 
know he will carry those leadership 
traits with him into his new position, 
and I can think of no one better pre- 
pared to take on the challenges of this 
position. 

As a Senator, as a member of this 
committee, and as a chairman, JOHN 
has already built strong relationships 
with leaders across the world, which 
will allow him to step seamlessly into 
the role of Secretary of State. Senator 
KERRY will need no introduction to the 
world’s political and military leaders 
and will begin day one fully conversant 
not only with the intricacies of U.S. 
foreign policy but with the under- 
standing of the nuanced approach nec- 
essary to effectively interact on a mul- 
tinational stage. 

When Vice President BIDEN was 
chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, he said on more than one 
occasion that ‘‘good international rela- 
tionships are always predicated on 
strong interpersonal relationships.” 
JOHN KERRY understands there is no 
substitute for strong interpersonal re- 
lationships, whether in Senate politics 
or international diplomacy. Secretary 
of State is not a desk job. It requires 
constant personal interactions in the 
furtherance of American foreign pol- 
icy. 

During his 30 years in public life and 
more than 25 years in the Senate, Sen- 
ator KERRY has championed many 
issues. Earlier today the Senate For- 
eign Relations Committee favorably 
reported his nomination to the Senate 
unanimously and presented Senator 
KERRY with an honorary resolution 
highlighting a few of his many accom- 
plishments. 

Amongst his accomplishments are 
the partnership he formed with Sen- 
ator JOHN MCCAIN that led to an effort 
to investigate the fate of American sol- 
diers unaccounted for in Vietnam and 
normalize relations with a former 
enemy—which is, in essence, Vietnam; 
his leadership of difficult, sensitive, 
and comprehensive investigations in 
the Senate on everything from the 
Bank of Credit and Commerce Inter- 
national and illegal money laundering, 
to the Noriega regime in Panama 
which is well known; advocating for 
democratic elections in the Philippines 
and serving with Senator Lugar as part 
of a Senate delegation that uncovered 
the fraud that led to the ouster of 
President Ferdinand Marcos; working 
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with the Cambodian Government and 
the United Nations to facilitate the 
creation of the genocide tribunal in 
Cambodia to prosecute key members of 
the Khmer Rouge; advocating for pro- 
grams that help secure nuclear, bio- 
logical, and chemical weapons stock- 
piles and materials so they don’t fall 
into the hands of hostile states or ter- 
rorists; and leading the Senate to pro- 
vide its advice and consent to ratifica- 
tion of the New START treaty with 
Russia. 

During the Arab spring, Senator 
KERRY supported a no-fly zone over 
Libya, which helped to save thousands 
of civilians from being massacred, and 
he was a voice of courage and con- 
science in calling for President Hosni 
Mubarak to step aside and begin an or- 
derly and peaceful transition to a 
democratic political system in Egypt. 

JOHN has been a tireless advocate for 
the cause of peace in the Sudan and 
South Sudan and played an instru- 
mental role in the successful ref- 
erendum in 2011. 

JOHN is well known for his bipartisan 
work with former majority leader Bill 
Frist on comprehensive HIV/AIDS leg- 
islation that laid the foundation for 
the President’s Emergency Plan for 
AIDS Relief, a program that provides 
lifesaving treatment for people with 
HIV/AIDS and supports broad preven- 
tion efforts that save lives every day. 

Many of you know that JOHN is a 
tireless and most convincing advocate 
for addressing global climate change 
and supporting the transition to a 
clean energy future. As chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
he convened eight major hearings and 
roundtables on climate change and en- 
ergy security, underscoring their con- 
nection to global stability, economic 
competitiveness, and America’s na- 
tional security. 

In his new role, his portfolio will be 
greatly expanded as he represents the 
interests of the Nation, from securing 
our Embassies and protecting our over- 
seas personnel to promoting commerce, 
enhancing cross-cultural ties, and 
keeping America secure through co- 
operation where possible and isolation 
where necessary, as in the cases of Iran 
and North Korea. 

Whatever the challenges we will face 
as a nation, in my view, the State De- 
partment could not be in better hands. 
When it comes to America’s role in 
world affairs, I know we all agree that 
it is critical that the United States re- 
main fully engaged, that we project not 
only the power of our military strength 
when necessary but the wisdom of our 
democratic ideas. I have no doubt that 
Senator KERRY will rise to meet these 
challenges as he has so consistently in 
his many years of service to his State 
and this country. 

I see the distinguished ranking mem- 
ber on the committee, Senator CORKER, 
whom I look forward to working with 
as we move forward in the days ahead. 
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I think all Members will say that 
even when they did not agree with 
Chairman KERRY on a given issue, they 
always felt he had an open ear, an open 
door, an opportunity for full debate, an 
effort to seek the common ground, par- 
ticularly in U.S. foreign policy. I be- 
lieve those traits are going to serve 
him extraordinarily well in his role as 
Secretary of State as he deals with the 
Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives as part of promoting U.S. foreign 
policy in a way that brings us as cohe- 
sively together as we can to promote 
the national interests and securities of 
the United States. 

I look forward at the end of this time 
period to a strong confirmation vote to 
send a message to the world that this 
is our Secretary of State, and he 
speaks for America on behalf of the 
Obama administration and the people 
of the United States. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CORKER. Madam President, I 
wish to thank the chairman for holding 
the business meeting the way he held it 
today and the hearings last week for 
this confirmation. 

I know a lot of people think that be- 
cause of the way partisan politics are 
here in Washington, sometimes we 
can’t be happy for someone on the 
other side of the aisle when they do 
well. Nothing could be further from the 
truth. 

I just want to say that I thought Sen- 
ator KERRY acquitted himself excep- 
tionally well in the hearings we had 
last week. I thought they were wide- 
ranging, and I think he had the oppor- 
tunity to display the depth of knowl- 
edge he has on many issues. I don’t 
know of anybody who has lived a life 
that has been more oriented toward ul- 
timately being Secretary of State than 
JOHN KERRY, and for that I also am 
happy for him and his family and the 
fact that very soon he is going to be 
able to express himself on behalf of our 
Nation in this way. 

I think most of you know that his 
dad was a Foreign Service officer. I 
know that you know he certainly made 
a splash. Some people thought it was 
negative, some people, positive, but he 
certainly made a splash here during 
the Vietnam era and from that point 
on has been very, very active. So, 
again, I thought he acquitted himself 
exceptionally well. 

There are four points I want to bring 
out. I know that he knows—and many 
of us have seen recently just because of 
some of the things that have happened 
in Libya—we have a State Department 
that needs some oversight, and we 
haven’t provided it. Neither side of the 
aisle has provided it now for over a dec- 
ade. 

I know he sees the need for the Sen- 
ate, through its authorization proc- 
ess—and the House doing the same—to 


January 29, 2013 


be involved and to be partners with 
him as we try to cause this organiza- 
tion, which over the years has just 
built into a sporadic stovepipe entity, 
to be assisted. A lot of times when a 
political person comes into an organi- 
zation, the bureaucracy tries to wait it 
out until the next person comes along. 
I don’t think it can happen any more in 
any agency than it does in the State 
Department. 


So I look forward to working with 
the chairman in whatever way he ends 
up deciding we are going to work to- 
gether on this particular issue to really 
look at the State Department. I know 
Senator KERRY certainly welcomes 
that. 


We most recently had a hearing with 
Senator Clinton on Benghazi, and there 
have been Accountability Review 
Board recommendations that have been 
put forth, and I know Senator KERRY 
has said he is certainly going to see 
those through and make sure they are 
fully implemented. 


I know we talked a great deal in the 
hearing—and certainly we have done so 
personally—about our nuclear posture 
and nuclear modernization, which is a 
big part of what we discussed during 
the START Treaty—something I sup- 
ported and worked with him on—and I 
found his comments about where we 
need to be in that regard certainly re- 
assuring. 


I also think he is very clear-eyed as 
it relates to the threat we face as a na- 
tion, especially in north Africa now but 
in many places as it relates to terrorist 
groups such as al-Qaida. As a matter of 
fact, I look at Senator KERRY as a real- 
ist. While we have not always agreed 
on every issue, as the chairman just 
mentioned, I have always found him to 
be someone who is open to discussion. 
I think he wants only the best for our 
Nation. There is no question that as he 
moves ahead over the next several 
years, I am sure he will take positions 
that in some cases I and others—maybe 
Senator MENENDEZ—may view as not 
exactly the course of action that ought 
to be taken on behalf of our country. 
But my sense is that he will be open to 
listening, and I think he will be willing 
to sit down and talk about that as we 
move ahead. 


He came out of the committee today 
by voice vote unanimously. As the 
chairman mentioned, I think he is 
going to receive a very strong vote of 
support today here on the Senate floor. 
As the chairman mentioned, I think 
that it is good for our Nation, as he 
goes out across the world representing 
us, for people to understand that this is 
someone who received overwhelming 
support from the Senate. 


All of us know we live in a dangerous 
world. We live in a world that is chang- 
ing dramatically. We live in a world in 
which things come over the transom on 
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a daily and weekly basis that are unex- 
pected. I mean, we look at what is hap- 
pening right now throughout the coun- 
try of Egypt, which we might not have 
expected to occur a week ago. To have 
someone like Senator KERRY, who has 
spent a lifetime on these issues and un- 
derstands the history and institutional 
issues that have bound us or separated 
us from these countries—having some- 
one like him representing us will be a 
very good thing. 

I join the chairman in supporting 
him. I know numbers of people will 
have comments regarding his service 
here in the Senate but also his future 
service, and I look forward to listening 
to that. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I 
would like to join with Senator MENEN- 
DEZ and Senator CORKER in urging our 
colleagues to promptly confirm Sen- 
ator KERRY as our next Secretary of 
State. 

It is a great honor to serve in the 
Senate. It is a great privilege and 
honor to represent the people of Mary- 
land here in the Senate. Part of that 
special privilege is the people we serve 
with, the incredible public servants we 
have had the privilege of serving with 
in the Senate, and I put Senator KERRY 
at the top of that list. 

He has devoted his life to public serv- 
ice in the finest manner. He is so quali- 
fied to assume the responsibilities of 
Secretary of State. He understands this 
complex world in which we live and the 
differences among countries. Many are 
strategically important to the United 
States. Yet they don’t share our val- 
ues. Senator KERRY understands that 
and understands the importance to ad- 
vance U.S. interests—we need to under- 
stand the concerns of other countries 
and we need to establish relations with 
other countries. 

He has made a personal commitment 
to understand the world in which we 
live. I do not think there has been a 
Member of this body who has spent 
more time, gone to more places, met 
with more people in order to represent 
our Nation on the international stage. 
Senator KERRY has always done that 
with the greatest degree of competency 
and representing our country in the 
finest traditions. He has broad experi- 
ence: experience as a soldier serving in 
Vietnam, experience as a Senator, 28 
years representing the people of Massa- 
chusetts in the Senate. We know about 
his service on the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee. I want to talk about 
two other committees on which he 
served. 

One is the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee on which I had the pleasure of 
serving with him. There is no Senator 
who has taken the fiscal challenges of 
our country more seriously or under- 
stands the impact our fiscal condition 
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has on our national security interests. 
In fact, during his confirmation hear- 
ings he mentioned the need to get our 
fiscal house in order. I think he under- 
stands that and understands the com- 
mitment he has, once confirmed and 
once heading the State Department, to 
help us bring about fiscal sanity in the 
United States to do what is necessary 
worldwide, but also to do it in a most 
cost effective way. 

I also served with Senator KERRY on 
the Small Business Committee. The 
small business community did not have 
a better advocate when Senator KERRY 
was chairman of that committee. I was 
pleased how many times we brought 
out initiatives to help America and 
small businesses grow because we know 
the growth engine for jobs has come 
from small companies. But, clearly, it 
has been in the last few years that I 
had the privilege of serving with Sen- 
ator KERRY as he chaired the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee that I 
got to see so up close and personal his 
extraordinary commitment to our 
country and his ability to carry out so 
many important responsibilities. 

Senator KERRY understands our na- 
tional security, yes, depends upon a 
strong military, but that also the other 
key ingredients to national security 
are diplomacy and development assist- 
ance. 

We had Secretary Clinton before our 
committee. Someone mentioned that 
was about 1.5 percent of the budget, 
and she corrected it and said it is real- 
ly less than 1 percent of the budget. Di- 
plomacy and international assistance 
is less than 1 percent of the budget. We 
know what we spend on our military is 
a lot larger than that. All three are im- 
portant to national security. 

Senator KERRY understands that. He 
understands through diplomacy we can 
avoid unnecessary military action. He 
understands through diplomacy we can 
make America safer. He understands 
through international development as- 
sistance we can strengthen countries, 
make them more stable, and be less 
likely to need to use our military. That 
is the type of leader we need as Sec- 
retary of State. We have a great leader 
today, Secretary Clinton. I think Sen- 
ator KERRY will follow in that tradi- 
tion. 

Take a look at Senator KERRY’s 
record of advancing America’s inter- 


ests. We have a safer world today 
through Senator KERRY’s efforts. As 
you know, we approved the New 


START treaty with Russia, reducing 
the amount of nuclear weapons be- 
tween Russia and the United States. 
That makes this world safer. His record 
on human rights is well known. From 
Cambodia to Burma to Kosovo and 
many other places around the world, 
Senator KERRY has been a leader in ad- 
vancing the cause of human rights. 

We already heard Senator MENENDEZ 
point out his efforts in Vietnam. He 
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represented America to get an account- 
ing of our POW/MIAs. It was unprece- 
dented in modern times to be able to go 
to a country with which we are at war 
and have that kind of accounting. Sen- 
ator KERRY used his talent in order to 
bring closure for many American fami- 
lies, and that was an incredible accom- 
plishment. Then he was able to im- 
prove the relationship between the 
United States and Vietnam, recog- 
nizing it is in America’s interests that 
we are able to communicate with other 
countries. 

I particularly appreciate his work on 
elevating the importance internation- 
ally of human trafficking. The United 
States has taken the leadership in say- 
ing, whether you are a receiving coun- 
try or an origin country or a country of 
transport, we all have a responsibility 
to stop what we call modern slavery: 
the trafficking, usually of young girls, 
but also sometimes boys. The United 
States has taken the leadership there. 

I like to think Senator KERRY’s tak- 
ing leadership on this started with his 
position on the Helsinki Commission. 
He is a former member of the Helsinki 
Commission. I now have an oppor- 
tunity of being the Senate chair of the 
Helsinki Commission. We raised the 
issue of human trafficking and Senator 
KERRY was one of the great advocates 
to advance America’s leadership inter- 
nationally to stop human trafficking. 
He has protected people with disabil- 
ities. 

As Senator MENENDEZ mentioned, he 
has been our leader on energy and cli- 
mate issues, recognizing the impor- 
tance of the United States to dem- 
onstrate international leadership in 
order to deal with a global problem, a 
problem that is important for us to 
deal with as a citizen of the world but 
also important for us to deal with in 
regard to America’s economy and 
America’s energy needs and America’s 
security responsibilities. Senator 
KERRY has been a great leader on that. 

He has provided U.S. leadership for 
humanitarian assistance. I remember 
the hearings we had in the committee 
on Haiti and the personal commitment 
he made to make sure America was in 
the leadership for a country in our own 
hemisphere that suffered such a hor- 
rible disaster, and his work there was 
extremely important. 

He led our efforts in dealing with 
HIV/AIDS, in doing the responsible 
things as far as America’s position on 
that problem. He understands the im- 
portance of international development 
assistance to advance gender equality. 
It is interesting, if you want to take a 
look at the health of a country, look at 
the way they treat their women. We 
have a pretty strong commitment as 
far as international development as- 
sistance around the world. We need to 
make sure countries advance the rights 
of women. It is not only the right thing 
to do from what we believe as Ameri- 
cans, but it also provides a more stable 
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country for us to have relations with. 
Senator KERRY understands that. 

He has been one of the leaders in 
fighting corruption in other countries. 
I will always remember the hearing we 
had in our committee when former 
President Clinton and Bill Gates testi- 
fied before us. These are two individ- 
uals who have headed a lot of inter- 
national development assistance. They 
have a zero policy in dealing with 
countries that cannot control corrup- 
tion because they want to make sure 
their assistance doesn’t go to fuel cor- 
ruption. Senator KERRY understands 
we don’t want America’s international 
development assistance to be used to 
fuel corruption. That is the type of 
leadership we have in the Secretary of 
State. 

The list goes on of what he has been 
able to do to advance the rights and in- 
terests of the United States. I am con- 
fident that Senator KERRY’s legacy of 
fighting for democracy, human rights, 
and global peace will continue as he as- 
sumes his new responsibilities as the 
Secretary of State for the United 
States of America. 

I urge my colleagues to support his 
nomination. 

I thank Chairman MENENDEZ for 
bringing this nomination to the floor 
so quickly and thank Senator CORKER 
for accommodating it. It is important 
that President Obama has his security 
team in place as quickly as possible. I 
am proud the Senate will be doing its 
share, its work by voting on this nomi- 
nation later today. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent—it has been 
agreed to by the Republican side as 
well—that any time spent during de- 
bate time in a quorum call be equally 
charged against both sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. With that, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
MANCHIN). The Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

PASSING A BUDGET 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I 
rise to speak about taxes, debt, and 
spending. It is time for President 


(Mr. 
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Obama to show real leadership on the 
biggest threat America faces to our fu- 
ture prosperity. As my good friend the 
Republican leader has said: If we don’t 
get a handle on spending and debt, not 
much else matters. 

It has now been 1,371 days—almost 4 
years—since Democrats, who control 
the Senate, have brought a budget to 
the floor and had a vote and passed the 
budget. Over that time, our national 
debt has grown by more than $5.2 tril- 
lion. Our credit rating has been down- 
graded because of fears we may not be 
able to pay back our debt when it is ul- 
timately due, and we have experienced 
the longest period of high unemploy- 
ment since the Great Depression. 

Since the end of the official recession 
in 2009, Americans’ median household 
income has fallen by roughly $2,500, 
while the cost of employer-provided 
family health insurance has increased 
by more than $2,300—roughly a com- 
parable amount. Not only has income 
fallen by $2,500 but costs have gone 
up—thanks to ObamaCare—by $2,300 
for the average family. 

Until recently, passing a budget was 
considered not optional. It was consid- 
ered a basic responsibility under the 
law. In fact, the Budget Act requires 
that Congress pass a budget each year, 
but this law has been defied for almost 
4 years in the Senate. 

I realize the Democratic leader—the 
majority leader—has said he did not 
want to bring a budget to the floor be- 
cause he did not want to put his Mem- 
bers through a series of politically 
tough votes. 

We cannot get to this problem by 
dealing with tax increases. This seems 
to be the preferred method of dealing 
with our deficits and debt by raising 
taxes, which, of course, happened as a 
result of the fiscal cliff negotiations 
where taxes have gone up on Ameri- 
cans by roughly $60 billion a year, 
which will amount to almost $600 bil- 
lion over the next 10 years. Neverthe- 
less, the President’s budgets continue 
to ask for more revenue, but the mes- 
sage from this side of the aisle has 
been: The President has gotten his 
pound of flesh on taxes. Now it is time 
to deal with spending. 

Unfortunately, we no longer have the 
luxury of delaying our toughest fiscal 
decisions. Our gross national debt is 
now larger than our entire economy, 
and we are now facing more than $100 
trillion in unfunded liabilities for 
things such as Medicare and Social Se- 
curity. Those are promises we will not 
be able to keep unless we act now to 
put them on a fiscally sustainable 
path. 

I am glad our House colleagues have 
passed the no budget, no pay bill. I 
think most Americans appreciate the 
fact that if Congress doesn’t do its 
basic work such as passing a budget— 
something every family and every 
small business in America has to do— 
then it should not be paid. 
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That has already prompted Senate 
Democrats to say they are going to 
take up a budget this year. Senator 
MURRAY, chairman of the Budget Com- 
mittee in the Senate, says she intends 
to mark up a budget. Senator REID and 
Senator SCHUMER have said they intend 
to see that a budget is passed by the 
Chamber. But they have also said they 
are going to attempt to extract more 
taxes from hard-working, middle-class 
taxpayers in order to double down on 
Washington’s spending binge. 

Our biggest fiscal problem is exces- 
sive spending, not insufficient tax- 
ation. We can’t raise taxes high enough 
to close the trillion-dollar-plus annual 
deficits or to make up this $16.5 trillion 
hole we have dug. If we don’t reduce 
spending and save Social Security and 
Medicare, then we will eventually find 
ourselves in a debt crisis. When that 
happens is when our creditors—the peo- 
ple who lend us money, including the 
Chinese and other governments—de- 
mand more interest on our loans and, 
eventually, interest rates go up to his- 
toric norms, the debt spirals out of 
control, and we reach a crisis of monu- 
mental proportions: It strangles the 
economy; it destroys jobs; it destroys 
our standard of living. 

Don’t take my word for it. President 
Obama himself has acknowledged that 
no amount of tax increases could sus- 
tain Medicare in its current form. He 
has also said public officials who are 
concerned about preserving govern- 
ment assistance for the elderly and the 
vulnerable have an obligation—those 
are his words—have an obligation to 
reform our entitlement programs and 
ensure their long-term viability. In 
other words, the debt is not only the 
single greatest threat to our national 
security, as former Chief of Staff Mike 
Mullen has said, it is also a threat to 
our ability to provide a safety net to 
the most vulnerable in our country. 

I know Democrats and Republicans 
alike in this body understand the prob- 
lem. The President himself under- 
stands the problem. In December of 
2010, his bipartisan fiscal commission 
known as Simpson-Bowles reported the 
nature of the problem and a proposed 
beginning of a solution. Three of the 
most conservative Republican Mem- 
bers of the Senate agreed with that 
commission report. However, rather 
than embrace it, the President walked 
away from it, and he has not come 
back to the table. 

We also have another bipartisan com- 
mission headed by Alice Rivlin, who 
was the Director of the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget under Bill Clin- 
ton, and Senator Pete Domenici, long- 
time chair of the Senate Budget Com- 
mittee—people who understand these 
matters better than just about any- 
body. So there are solid, bipartisan 
proposals on the table. Yet here we are, 
trillions of dollars later since the 
Obama administration began, with no 
solution in sight. 
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The President had the American peo- 
ple with their back against the wall 
with the expiring tax provisions on De- 
cember 31 which led to the so-called 
fiscal cliff. If we hadn’t acted, taxes 
would have gone up more than $3 tril- 
lion on all Americans. There would 
have been an enormously negative im- 
pact on the economy and jobs. So we 
had to come up with some sort of stop- 
gap solution. But the President got his 
pound of flesh. He got his revenue: $600 
billion over 10 years. 

Now is the time to return to what the 
President himself has called a balanced 
approach to deficit reduction. Unfortu- 
nately, the President has never even 
proposed a balanced approach, much 
less a balanced budget. I can only hope 
that with his final election campaign 
behind him and with the new term 
ahead of him, the President can begin 
to grapple with and join us as we deal 
with our long-term fiscal challenges. 

I yield the floor and note the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
am here to speak first and very person- 
ally in support of the nomination of 
Senator KERRY to be our next Sec- 
retary of State. There is a time when 
the man and the moment come to- 
gether in a profoundly historic way. 
Senator KERRY’s nomination to be Sec- 
retary of State of the United States at 
such a time when his leadership can be 
pivotal in shaping America’s role in 
the world, as a leader for human rights, 
as well as the use of its extraordinary 
strategic power for peace. 

There is also a time when the woman 
and a moment come together and that 
has been so for Hillary Clinton, who 
has done such extraordinary work, in- 
comparable in transforming America’s 
role in world history. I believe that 
just as she has met the challenges in 
guiding American foreign policy and 
leading the dedicated men and women 
of our Foreign Service, so will Senator 
KERRY rise to the difficult challenges 
ahead. Senator KERRY’s whole life has 
prepared him for this job, and I have 
every confidence he will help keep 
America safe and secure and build our 
capacity and alliances in pursuit of de- 
mocracy and a more peaceful world. 

Last week, I met with Senator KERRY 
to share my experiences from a recent 
visit to the Middle East and Afghani- 
stan and to urge him to immediately 
take up the issue of the unfolding hu- 
manitarian catastrophe occurring 
within Syria and across its borders in 
Turkey and Jordan. My experiences 
came from a trip I took with Senator 
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MCCAIN and Senator WHITEHOUSE, and 
others of my colleagues who share my 
impression that drastic and dramatic 
humanitarian aid must be provided for 
those refugees. 

I am pleased the President has an- 
nounced an additional $155 million for 
the Syrian people today. I believe we 
must also provide aid and assistance to 
the Syrian Opposition Council. It mat- 
ters as much how we provide this aid as 
the total amount we provide. I am very 
encouraged by Senator KERRY’s listen- 
ing and hearing us, and I look forward 
to continuing our work with soon-to-be 
Secretary of State KERRY on this issue 
and many other vital security con- 
cerns. 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 

One of those concerns on which I also 
rise concerns and affects American im- 
migration policy. We are truly at a mo- 
ment when Secretary KERRY and the 
administration can transform this de- 
bate and national conversation with 
the leadership of Members of this body, 
including most prominently my col- 
leagues Senator SCHUMER, Senator 
MCCAIN, and the other members of 
their bipartisan group who recently un- 
veiled a bipartisan blueprint for com- 
prehensive immigration reform. 

One of the things I do as a Senator 
and did when I was attorney general of 
our State is to visit the citizenship and 
immigration ceremonies where people 
become new citizens of our Nation. It is 
one of the most moving and powerful of 
experiences I have seen in public life. 
The tears in the eyes of these new citi- 
zens and their families, in celebration 
and joy and pride of their becoming 
citizens of the United States and look- 
ing forward to contributing, giving 
back to this country, reaffirmed my 
faith not only in this Nation—in its 
strength and decency and generosity— 
but also in the men and women who 
want to come here because they see it 
as a beacon of freedom and democracy. 
That is the tradition and ethos that 
should guide us in seeking comprehen- 
sive immigration reform. We have a 
unique opportunity now—and I will 
work to fulfill it, to reform our broken 
immigration system as a member of 
the Judiciary Committee and most par- 
ticularly its Immigration Sub- 
committee. I look forward to playing a 
leading role in achieving this group’s 
working blueprint for comprehensive 
reform. 

Establishing a path to citizenship, se- 
curing our borders, making employers 
more accountable, ensuring that the 
DREAMers—young people brought to 
this country as infants and young chil- 
dren—can find a way to citizenship are 
all goals that are fulfilled by this blue- 
print. 

We have an obligation, an oppor- 
tunity that is compelling, absolutely 
historic, to change the discussion and 
debate, but also the outcome, and we 
should seize that opportunity, make 
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sure this moment is fulfilled, I think, 
particularly for those DREAMers. For 
them, this moment and every moment 
is precious. They are young people who 
are in our schools, in our military, 
seeking a way to be citizens of the only 
country many of them know. They 
speak English. It is the only language 
most of them know. They have friends 
and a life here. It is the only life they 
have. 

The administration, rightly and com- 
mendably, has provided an administra- 
tive route to temporary reprieve from 
the laws that would result in their de- 
portation. But they need the certainty 
and security of a law that gives them a 
real path to citizenship, not at some 
point in the indefinite future but now. 

The DREAM Act that Senator DUR- 
BIN has fought so hard and valiantly 
over so many years to achieve deserves 
passage now. I will continue to come to 
the floor with photographs of the 
DREAMers, as I have done week after 
week, to make sure their fate and fu- 
ture is on our minds. 

Today, I also want to speak about an- 
other related immigration issue—the 
Immigration Innovation Act of 2018, 
known as the I-squared bill, which was 
introduced in the U.S. Senate today. 

I am proud to be an original cospon- 
sor of it. I know firsthand from talking 
to employers in the State of Con- 
necticut, and all around not only our 
State but the country, how significant 
this measure could be to attracting and 
retaining people with the skills Amer- 
ica needs to remain the greatest Na- 
tion in the history of the world. 

I thank Senators KLOBUCHAR, HATCH, 
Coons, and RUBIO for their leadership 
on this issue. The I-squared bill has a 
very simple objective, which is to en- 
sure that America’s innovative compa- 
nies are able to access high-skilled 
workers who would go back to their 
countries of origin when we need them 
here. 

In some areas, such as computer 
science, the demand for workers great- 
ly exceeds the labor pool available of 
U.S.-born workers. Senator HATCH de- 
scribed on the floor of the Senate how 
in this decade the American economy 
will create a demand for an estimated 
120,000 computer science jobs requiring 
at least a bachelor’s degree, but U.S. 
universities will generate only an esti- 
mated 40,000 graduates in that field. 

So just to take that one example— 
just that one example—there is a gap 
we need to fill to keep our companies 
competitive. I have heard about this 
issue from Connecticut employers big 
and small. There are jobs. They exist. 
We need the people who have the skills 
to fill them. 

The I-squared bill seeks to fill that 
gap, most importantly, by allowing 
high-skilled workers, who are foreign 
born but often U.S. educated, to fill 
some of those jobs in high-need areas. 
The legislation makes sense because it 
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makes it easier for U.S.-educated hold- 
ers of advanced degrees in science, 
technology, engineering, and math to 
obtain green cards. 

The bill also, importantly, generates 
new revenue through fees that visas 
and employment-based green cards will 
provide, and it directs funds to pro- 
mote STEM education and worker re- 
training at the State level—STEM 
being science, technology, engineering, 
and math. 

This measure is about American 
competitiveness. We ought to make a 
priority of STEM education for young 
people in our country who are born 
here and raised in the United States. 
But we must be open to creating jobs 
for American workers in the most in- 
novative sectors of society and making 
it easier for those industries to thrive 
by attracting people from throughout 
the world to the United States as a 
beacon of opportunity, a land of unlim- 
ited potential accomplishment. 

We are a nation of immigrants. We 
are great because of our diversity. We 
are strong because we have always at- 
tracted people who want freedom and 
the potential to do their best, accom- 
plish the most, and realize the full ex- 
tent of what they can achieve. 

I again thank Senators KLOBUCHAR, 
HATCH, COONS, and RUBIO for their lead- 
ership. As a member of the Judiciary 
Committee, as well as the Immigration 
Subcommittee, I look forward to work- 
ing with them on this important legis- 
lation in the months ahead. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to express my strong support 
for the nomination of JOHN KERRY to 
be our next Secretary of State. 

As a friend and colleague for more 
than 20 years, I can think of no one 
who is more qualified and better pre- 
pared to be our Nation’s chief dip- 
lomat. 

He has the intelligence, judgment, 
compassion, determination, and above 
all, leadership experience to help the 
administration confront and find com- 
mon sense solutions to the multitude 
of foreign policy challenges now before 
us. 

His story is well known to those of us 
who have worked side by side with him 
for so many years. 

The son of a distinguished foreign 
service officer, his understanding of the 
world and America’s critical role in it 
began at an early age. He learned the 
value of American diplomacy and the 
indispensable role played by our dip- 
lomats here in Washington and at our 
consulates and embassies around the 
world. 

He served with distinction and honor 
in Vietnam, earning a Bronze Star, a 
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Silver Star, and three Purple Hearts. 
He saw first hand the costs of war, and 
he recognized that military force must 
be used wisely and only after all other 
options have been exhausted. 

After 2 years as Lieutenant Governor 
of Massachusetts, he came to the Sen- 
ate in 1985 and took his place on the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
rising to the position of chairman in 
2009. 

As a member of that committee and 
its leader, he demonstrated the quali- 
ties that will serve him well as Sec- 
retary of State. 

He did his homework, and he asked 
tough questions. He traveled the world 
and engaged key leaders, gaining their 
respect and confidence. He developed 
an admirable track record of listening 
carefully to both sides of an issue and 
developing the relationships on both 
sides of the aisle necessary to forge bi- 
partisan agreements. 

From re-establishing diplomatic rela- 
tions with Vietnam and organizing the 
ratification of the New START Agree- 
ment to managing our relationship 
with Pakistan and Afghanistan, fight- 
ing the HIV/AIDS pandemic, and ad- 
dressing the threat posed by climate 
change, Senator KERRY has clearly left 
his mark on United States foreign pol- 
icy. 

As President Obama noted, ‘‘John 
has played a central role in every 
major foreign policy debate for nearly 
30 years.” 

And that experience will serve him 
well as Secretary of State. 

Indeed, we live in challenging and 
constantly evolving times. 

We have ended the war in Iraq, and 
our mission in Afghanistan is winding 
down. But the threat of global terror 
endures. 

We have seen the Arab Spring topple 
autocrats and bring hope for a new fu- 
ture. But the ultimate fate of those 
countries and their commitment to de- 
mocracy, human rights, and the rule of 
law remains uncertain. 

We have enacted a robust set of bilat- 
eral and multilateral sanctions on Iran 
and launched a diplomatic initiative 
through the P5+1 process, but its nu- 
clear program continues. 

We have built a close and mutually 
beneficial relationship with China, but 
there are lingering questions about its 
human rights record and its growing 
military assertiveness, particularly in 
the South China Sea. 

And we have seen how our humani- 
tarian and development assistance pro- 
grams can lift people out of poverty in 
the developing world; yet nearly 2.5 bil- 
lion people still live on less than $2 a 
day. 

These are just some of the items that 
will be on Senator KERRY’s agenda as 
Secretary of State. 

I know he understands that in facing 
these challenges American leadership 
is essential but we will also need the 
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help and cooperation of our friends, al- 
lies, and partners in the international 
community. 

I know he understands that the 
strength of this country lies not just in 
our military but in the power of our 
ideas. 

And I know he understands that in 
order for the United States to lead, we 
must maintain a strong and effective 
international affairs budget. 

We will certainly miss Senator 
KERRY’s leadership and experience in 
the Senate. But I am heartened to 
know that he will continue to serve his 
country and bring those skills to the 
State Department, representing the 
United States around the world. 

I urge my colleagues to support Sen- 
ator KERRY’s nomination to be our 
next Secretary of State. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to stand here today to support 
President Obama’s nomination of my 
esteemed colleague, Senator JOHN 
KERRY, to serve as our Nation’s next 
Secretary of State. 

Senator KERRY has had a long career 
of service to the American people. We 
have served together in the Senate for 
26 years and I look forward to con- 
tinuing our relationship. As a Senator 
he has always approached his work 
with seriousness and dedication. No- 
where can this be seen more than in his 
work as a member of the Senate For- 
eign Relations Committee, where he 
has shown a mastery of the challenges 
that face our global community. 

As the Chairman of the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee he has played a 
prominent role in the establishment of 
U.S. foreign policy. He has traveled the 
globe and built relationships and coali- 
tions with international leaders. Most 
importantly, he has demonstrated an 
ability to balance our Nation’s long 
history of diplomacy with our changing 
national security needs. The unani- 
mous support given to him by the For- 
eign Relations Committee exhibits the 
respect and confidence he has earned 
from this body. 

The Department of State faces evolv- 
ing challenges that reflect our increas- 
ingly interconnected world and require 
a modern approach to diplomacy. Sen- 
ator KERRY will lead a team that must 
confront global security challenges and 
ensure the security of our diplomatic 
corps and their families. I am confident 
that Senator KERRY will meet these 
challenges, and I will work with him to 
ensure that the State Department and 
its employees have the resources they 
need to serve their mission. 

While I am sorry to see Secretary 
Clinton leave her post after 4 success- 
ful and productive years, I am pleased 
to know that Senator KERRY will take 
on the role with the same dedication. I 
call on my colleagues to join me in ap- 
proving his nomination to Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, JOHN 
KERRY is a valued colleague and a loyal 
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friend, and we will miss him in the 
Senate. But at a time when our Nation 
faces complex and difficult challenges 
around the globe, he is especially well 
qualified to serve as Secretary of 
State, and I strongly support his con- 
firmation. 

Unquestionably, Iran is at the top of 
the list of challenges the next Sec- 
retary of State will face. Senator 
KERRY has supported efforts in the 
Senate, including sanctions language 
included in the defense authorization 
acts for 2012 and 2013, that have helped 
isolate the Iranian regime. At his con- 
firmation hearing, Senator KERRY suc- 
cinctly stated the Obama administra- 
tion’s policy on Iran: 

We will do what we must do to prevent 
Iran from obtaining a nuclear weapon and I 
repeat here today: Our policy is not contain- 
ment, it is prevention and the clock is tick- 
ing on our efforts to secure responsible com- 
pliance. 

Senator KERRY will be an effective 
and dedicated executor of that policy 
as we unify the international commu- 
nity in our efforts to prevent the Ira- 
nian government from developing nu- 
clear weapons. 

Another significant challenge for our 
foreign policy is the volatile Afghani- 
stan-Pakistan region. Here again, Sen- 
ator KERRY’s unique qualifications will 
serve our Nation well. He strongly sup- 
ports the plan for transitioning the se- 
curity lead to Afghan forces so they 
can provide for their own security. He 
has established a critical relationship 
with President Karzai that will 
strengthen our bilateral relations as 
we define the enduring strategic rela- 
tionship between the United States and 
Afghanistan for post-2014. Senator 
KERRY understands the importance of 
negotiating a bilateral security agree- 
ment that provides our troops the nec- 
essary protections, including legal im- 
munity, for a limited force to continue 
to train, advise and assist the Afghan 
forces and conduct counterterrorism 
operations after 2014. Senator KERRY 
also has significant experience engag- 
ing with Pakistan, which remains key 
to efforts to establish security and sta- 
bility in South Asia. Through the 
Kerry-Lugar-Berman Act and other ef- 
forts, Kerry has led efforts to strength- 
en civilian institutions in Pakistan and 
to reset our bilateral relations. 

Senator KERRY also recognizes, as he 
said during his confirmation hearing, 
that ‘‘[mJore than ever, foreign policy 
is economic policy.’’ Those words will 
hearten working families in my State 
and across the Nation whose well-being 
is increasingly connected to our eco- 
nomic competitiveness around the 
world, our ability to engage with other 
nations to ensure that our companies 
and workers have the opportunity to 
compete in the global marketplace on 
an equal footing, and our recognition 
that economic competition today is 
not just among companies, but also 
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among the countries that support their 
companies and workers. I look forward 
to working with Senator KERRY as we 
bring all the levers of American policy 
to bear on this issue of paramount im- 
portance to American prosperity. 

Another issue on which I look for- 
ward to cooperating with Senator 
KERRY is our policy toward Cuba. Sen- 
ator KERRY and I have similar voting 
records on United States policy to- 
wards Cuba. We also both recognize the 
need for policy that places maximum 
pressure on the Cuban regime to de- 
mocratize. However, our voting records 
maintain that our Cuba policy is 
counter-productive in promoting 
change in Cuba. I look forward to 
working with Senator KERRY to rebal- 
ance our approach to Cuba as we look 
forward to a new era in that nation’s 
history and its relations with us. 

Throughout his public career, JOHN 
KERRY has proven his dedication not 
just to America’s interests, but to its 
values. Indeed, he recognizes that our 
ability to defend our interests around 
the world depends on adherence to the 
values that make the United States a 
beacon of freedom and opportunity. He 
has spoken with eloquence about the 
need to combat violence and extre- 
mism around the world not just with 
our military might, but with the power 
of our ideas. As he said in his confirma- 
tion hearing, ‘‘America lives up to her 
values when we give voice to the voice- 
less.” His commitment to aiding those 
around the world whose lives have been 
shattered by war, repression or disaster 
is in keeping with those values. 

Senator KERRY knows personally the 
cost of war and the value of peace. He 
knows the difficulty of the challenges 
we face, and the importance of Amer- 
ican leadership in facing those chal- 
lenges—leadership important not just 
to our Nation’s security and pros- 
perity, but to the world’s. He has been 
an outstanding servant of the Amer- 
ican people, and I am confident he will 
continue that record of extraordinary 
service as our next Secretary of State. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
am proud to support the confirmation 
of our colleague Senator KERRY to be 
Secretary of State. Senator KERRY is 
one of our Nation’s great leaders in for- 
eign affairs, and has been since he ar- 
rived in the Senate 28 years ago. His re- 
markable record speaks for itself, but I 
would especially like to recognize and 
thank him for his service as chairman 
of Foreign Relations Committee over 
the past 4 years. 

In addition to his hands-on diplo- 
macy in Afghanistan, Pakistan, Sudan, 
and elsewhere around the globe, Sen- 
ator KERRY has fought to bring up 
more treaties for Senate consideration. 
We of course remember his leadership 
during the consideration of the New 
START treaty in 2010, which has en- 
abled a responsible reduction of our nu- 
clear arsenal in concert with Russia. 
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But he also worked to bring forward 
the Convention on the Rights of Per- 
sons with Disabilities and held hear- 
ings on the Convention on the Law of 
the Sea, two important international 
agreements that the United States has 
not ratified. Trying to shepherd trea- 
ties through the Senate is a much less 
glamorous task than traveling to sum- 
mits overseas, but Senator KERRY ap- 
proached them with the same level of 
passion and energy. He fought for these 
treaties because he truly believes in 
the importance of American leadership 
in the world, and he understands that 
that leadership does not come solely 
from our military strength but our 
commitment to dialogue and diplo- 
macy. 

Senator KERRY will undoubtedly 
serve as Secretary of State with the 
same honor and integrity that have de- 
fined his career. It will be up to us to 
continue his legacy in the Senate, and 
I look forward to continuing to work 
with him as he takes on this new chal- 
lenge. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I believe 
the business before the Senate is the 
confirmation of JOHN KERRY as Sec- 
retary of State, to which I would like 
to speak. I actually rise in support of 
two Senators, one former and one cur- 
rent, as America’s Secretary of State. 

Last week, both were guests at the 
Foreign Relations Committee which I 
served on and both did an outstanding 
job. The Secretary of State, former 
Senator from New York, Hillary Clin- 
ton, has served the U.S. interests with 
distinction. She championed a diver- 
sity of causes that strengthen our secu- 
rity and at the same time improved the 
lives of so many around the world, par- 
ticularly women and children. 

Secretary Clinton leaves an incred- 
ible legacy in her diplomatic efforts. 
There is no one more suited or more 
qualified to take up the challenges and 
promise than my friend and colleague 
and our mutual friend Senator JOHN 
KERRY of Massachusetts. 

JOHN KERRY came to the Senate al- 
most 30 years ago. From his first days 
as a freshman, he served with distinc- 
tion on the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. As a Navy patrol boat cap- 
tain in the Vietnam war, he had nota- 
ble and lasting exposure to complex 
foreign policy challenges and the wars 
that result when diplomacy fails. 

Certainly one lesson he brought back 
with him was the heavy and all too 
personal knowledge of the con- 
sequences of war. But his experience in 
representing the U.S. interests abroad 
did not begin in this institution. Rath- 
er, the journey to his nomination for 
Secretary of State began when JOHN 
KERRY was a child, when his own father 
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was a Foreign Service officer. JOHN 
tells fond stories about his time as a 
child living in Berlin while his father 
was stationed there. 

During those years, he developed a 
profound respect for the men and 
women of the Foreign Service, their 
sacrifice, their dedication, and their 
ability to demonstrate the values of 
our democracy. During his tenure as a 
Senator from Massachusetts and from 
2009 as the chairman of the Senate For- 
eign Relations Committee, JOHN KERRY 
has been a tireless leader on behalf of 
the American people to ensure that our 
security remains strong and our inter- 
ests well represented around the world. 

He has been a leading voice on the 
Iran-Contra investigation, the war and 
fragile peace in Afghanistan, arms con- 
trol and verification, building lasting 
ties with Pakistan, and perhaps in his 
most personal contribution, opening 
diplomatic relations with Vietnam. I 
would like to speak to that for a mo- 
ment, if I can, because it is a personal 
story I would like to share. 

It was JOHN KERRY and JOHN MCCAIN, 
more than any others, who moved us 
from that stage in our history where 
we shunned the people of Vietnam to 
the point where we recognized their 
country, established normal relations 
with them, and built a new relation- 
ship. There were no better Senators to 
do it than JOHN KERRY and JOHN 
McCAIN, both of whom were decorated 
veterans of the Vietnam war, both of 
whom gave so much in that conflict, 
particularly Senator MCCAIN, spending 
5 years as a prisoner of war in Viet- 
nam. They worked hard to establish 
normal relations with that country and 
to put behind the bitterness and the 
war that had divided the two countries, 
the United States and Vietnam. 

It was not easy. One of the issues 
front and center was the question of 
prisoners of war and missing in action. 
There were all sorts of rumors and 
speculation that, in fact, there were 
still Americans being held prisoner in 
Vietnam. That rumor was very strong 
across America. There was a lot of crit- 
icism of the Vietnamese in not cooper- 
ating with us in trying to identify any- 
one still remaining or the remains of 
American soldiers who died in that 
conflict. 

JOHN MCCAIN and JOHN KERRY came 
together and put an incredible bipar- 
tisan voice to resolving these issues. It 
came to my attention because it was 
about the time when I was elected to 
the Senate in 1996. I served in the 
House of Representatives with an ex- 
traordinary individual, Pete Peterson 
of Florida. 

Pete Peterson had been an Air Force 
pilot in the Vietnam war, shot down, 
and himself imprisoned in a POW camp 
for more than 5 years. He was a quiet 
person and did not talk much about it. 
But one day, I kind of provoked him at 
lunch, and he started talking about 
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what it meant to live in isolation for 5 
years, how they coped, how they sur- 
vived, and the impact it still had on his 
life. 

President Clinton at that moment 
decided it would be a significant sym- 
bol that the first Ambassador of the 
United States to Vietnam would be 
Pete Peterson of Florida, a man who 
had been held as a POW by the Viet- 
namese would return as American’s 
voice in that new country. He was 
brought before the Senate for con- 
firmation. 

I remember saying to my staff when 
I came over here: Be sure and tell me 
when Pete Peterson’s nomination 
comes to the floor. I want to say a few 
words about my friendship with him 
and what he means to me and how im- 
portant this appointment is. Time 
passed. I did not hear anything. Then 
there was a ‘‘60 Minutes” program on 
that I happened to watch. It was all 
about Pete Peterson becoming the Am- 
bassador to Vietnam. I came back to 
my staff. I was upset. I said: You were 
supposed to tell me when this happened 
so I could get up and give a speech and 
say something nice. They said: It never 
happened. ‘‘60 Minutes” is speculating. 
The fact is, Pete Peterson’s nomina- 
tion has been put on hold—a secret 
hold in the Senate. 

I could not believe it. I called Pete 
Peterson. I think he lived in Jupiter, 
FL, at the time. I said to him: Pete, 
what is going on here? 

He said: DICK, I am about to give up. 
It has been almost 1 year since Presi- 
dent Clinton named me to the spot and 
I cannot clear the Senate. Somebody is 
holding me up. I do not know who it is. 
I have to get on with my life. 

I said: Let me at least talk to some 
people. So I came to the floor. The first 
person I looked for was JOHN KERRY 
and then JOHN MCCAIN. They said: Yes; 
there is a hold, but we are trying to 
work through it. 

I said: You know, if you cannot get 
this done and done quickly, then I 
think there has to be a speech on the 
floor that says: Holding Pete Peterson 
in a POW camp for 5 years is bad 
enough, but the Senate holding his 
nomination as Ambassador is unforgiv- 
able. We need to vote on Pete Peterson. 
He has given so much to this country. 

It is credit to JOHN KERRY and JOHN 
MCCAIN that they quieted down this 
new Member of the Senate and said: 
Let us get this done quietly. They did. 
Pete Peterson went on to serve as Am- 
bassador in Vietnam. He was a widower 
at the time. He met a lovely young Vi- 
etnamese-Australian woman. They 
married. They now live in Australia 
and we keep in touch from time to 
time. But I think of that moment in 
time in our history when JOHN KERRY 
and JOHN MCCAIN showed what diplo- 
macy and careful consideration can do. 

We not only established relations 
with Vietnam, we sent a great indi- 
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vidual to serve as its first Ambassador. 
They did it quietly and effectively. Can 
he be a great Secretary of State? You 
bet he can. I will be the first to tell you 
that I saw his skill firsthand when I 
came to the Senate. If confirmed, he 
will bring a breadth of experience to 
global challenges, some new and some 
which we cannot even anticipate as we 
debate this matter. The list is vast and 
formidable: Iran, Syria, North Korea, 
cyber security, failed and fragile 
states, and democratic backsliding in 
Russia, to name a few. 

One of the issues JOHN KERRY has 
tackled for many years that will des- 
perately need attention, and the Presi- 
dent highlighted in his inaugural ad- 
dress, is that of climate change. As was 
mentioned during his nomination hear- 
ing last week, climate change is one of 
the most pressing and consequential 
issues of our time. It is not just an en- 
vironmental issue, it is a moral issue. 
What kind of planet will our genera- 
tion leave for our children and grand- 
children? How will history judge us if 
we ignore the evidence and warning 
signs and do nothing to head off cli- 
mate catastrophes? Senator KERRY is 
uniquely qualified to address this great 
moral challenge. He knows if we are 
ever going to get China and India to 
take responsibility for their carbon 
emissions, we have to start from a 
strong position of legitimacy, having 
taken these steps ourselves. 

He knows when the United States 
tackles climate change, it also in- 
creases our diplomatic standing and 
reputation around the world. He knows 
tackling climate change will help pre- 
vent a host of terrible global problems, 
from famine, water shortages to polit- 
ical instability, any of which can draw 
the United States into a costly or 
bloody conflict. 

Addressing climate change is in our 
vital national, economic, and security 
interests. I know JOHN KERRY will 
tackle this and many other challenges 
that await him at the State Depart- 
ment. He has been a trusted and ad- 
mired colleague of mine and so many 
others in the Senate. I have enjoyed his 
work on the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. I wish to especially thank 
him for calling the Convention on Dis- 
ability Treaty for consideration by the 
Senate. I am sorry it did not pass, but 
it was not for lack of effort by JOHN 
KERRY. 

His passionate pursuit of a safe and 
just Nation and world, his deep sense of 
patriotism and commitment to Amer- 
ica’s most challenged values are well 
documented. While I am sorry to lose 
him in the Senate as a colleague, I can 
think of no better person to serve as 
our Nation’s next Secretary of State. I 
congratulate JOHN KERRY on his nomi- 
nation. As a friend and colleague, I 
urge my fellow Senators to swiftly con- 
firm JOHN KERRY so he can get about 
the work of making America a safer 
nation. 


January 29, 2013 


I yield the floor and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, it is 
my understanding we are coming to 
the end of the time on this debate—or 
consideration, I should say. There has 
really been no debate. I think that 
speaks to Senator KERRY’s tremendous 
standing in the Senate on his nomina- 
tion as Secretary of State. 

This is a Member of the Senate who 
has an extraordinary American his- 
tory. After volunteering for the U.S. 
Navy during the Vietnam war, Senator 
KERRY was awarded a Silver Star, a 
Bronze Star, and three Purple Hearts. 
Upon returning home, he continued his 
efforts to fight for and protect the vet- 
erans who served beside him in combat, 
joining with others to found the Viet- 
nam Veterans for America organiza- 
tion, working tirelessly for veterans’ 
benefits. 

With over three decades of foreign 
policy and national security experience 
under his belt, Senator KERRY is 
uniquely qualified to serve as the next 
Secretary of State. A decorated Viet- 
nam combat veteran, dedicated public 
servant, with deep experience in inter- 
national affairs and close relationships 
with Presidents and Prime Ministers 
throughout the world, he will have an 
extraordinary beginning to his job as 
Secretary of State. 

He has demonstrated time and time 
again his ability to build coalitions and 
craft compromises. He has amassed a 
broad record of foreign policy accom- 
plishments and has distinguished him- 
self as one of the Nation’s most re- 
spected voices on national security. 

I look forward to a very strong bipar- 
tisan vote that sends a very clear mes- 
sage to the world: This is America’s 
representative. This is our Secretary of 
State. I believe he has earned that vote 
and that respect through a lifetime of 
work and the tremendous collegiality 
he has had among Members on both 
sides of the aisle, including those who 
may not agree with him on any given 
issue but have always respected the 
manner in which he has approached 
that issue. 

Mr. President, understanding there 
are no other speakers wishing to come 
before the Senate on this matter, I 
yield back all time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Shall the Senate advise 
and consent to the nomination of John 
Forbes Kerry to be Secretary of State? 

Mr. MENENDEZ. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 
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There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

Mr. KERRY (when his name was 
called). Present. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Washington (Mrs. MUR- 
RAY) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
North Dakota (Mr. HOEVEN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 94, 
nays 3, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 5 Ex.] 


YEAS—94 
Alexander Gillibrand Murphy 
Ayotte Graham Nelson 
Baldwin Grassley Paul 
Barrasso Hagan Portman 
Baucus Harkin Pryor 
Begich Hatch Reed 
Bennet Heinrich Reid 
Blumenthal Heitkamp N 
Blunt Heller P 
Boozman Hirono Rockefeller 
Boxer Isakson ‘ 
Brown Johanns Rubio 
Burr Johnson (SD) Sanders 
Cantwell Johnson (WI) Schatz 
Cardin Kaine Schumer 
Carper King Scott 
Casey Kirk Sessions 
Chambliss Klobuchar Shaheen 
Coats Landrieu Shelby 
Coburn Lautenberg Stabenow 
Cochran Leahy Tester 
Collins Lee Thune 
Coons Levin Toomey 
Corker Manchin Udall (CO) 
Crapo McCain Udall (NM) 
Donnelly McCaskill Vitter 
Durbin McConnell Warner 
Enzi Menendez Warren 
Feinstein Merkley Whitehouse 
Fischer Mikulski s 
Flake Moran Wicker 
Franken Murkowski Wyden 
NAYS—3 

Cornyn Cruz Inhofe 

ANSWERED ‘“‘PRESENT’’—1 

Kerry 
NOT VOTING—2 

Hoeven Murray 


The nomination was confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo- 
tion to reconsider is considered made 
and laid upon the table. 

Under the previous order, the Presi- 
dent will be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
know Senator KERRY will be speaking 
tomorrow, so I will be brief. I think I 
speak on behalf of every one of us here 
that we so admire the job Senator 
KERRY has done in the many different 
phases of his past life. We are excited 
he will be our Secretary of State, and 
for JOHN KERRY I think the best is yet 
to come. 


EE 
LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume legislative session. 
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The Senator from New York. 


EE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi- 
ness, with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
to speak in morning business for 15 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


TRANSPARENCY AT HUD 


Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, my 
fellow Members know the issue of 
transparency is a very favorite topic of 
mine, and I come to the floor to speak 
about transparency as it relates to a 
very specific problem within the De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment. It is no secret I have worked 
to bring greater transparency and ac- 
countability to all parts of the Federal 
Government because with transparency 
I think we get more accountability. 

The voters of Iowa have entrusted me 
to continue my oversight responsibil- 
ities no matter who occupies the White 
House, and since I am a Republican, 
people might think I am doing it be- 
cause we have a Democratic President. 
I think I have a reputation for being an 
equal opportunity overseer of the exec- 
utive branch of government. 

For several years I have been con- 
ducting oversight of the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment; everybody knows this is com- 
monly referred to as HUD, H-U-D. 
HUD’s core mission, according to its 
Web site, is to ‘‘create strong, sustain- 
able, inclusive communities and qual- 
ity, affordable homes for all.” These re- 
sponsibilities have grown larger and 
more complex over the last few years. 
The mortgage crisis continues to affect 
the housing market. 

Secretary Donovan was recently 
tapped to oversee the Hurricane Sandy 
recovery in the Northeast. HUD’s year- 
ly budget is nearly $88 billion. Sec- 
retary Donovan should understand the 
importance of oversight and trans- 
parency to combat waste, fraud, and 
abuse. I have my doubts, though, be- 
cause while I have sent dozens of let- 
ters to HUD, the Secretary has not 
signed a single reply. The responses I 
do receive are often months late and 
don’t answer some of my most pressing 
concerns. 

For instance, last August I sent a let- 
ter requesting information on con- 
ference spending and employee bo- 
nuses. HUD provided no conference 
spending documents but instead urged 
me to review a list of inspector general 
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audit reports. My staff has reviewed 
these audit reports, but none of the 
audit reports provide a comprehensive 
review of conference spending. What is 
even more frustrating is that the re- 
sponse never referenced bonus spending 
at all. It seems oversight and trans- 
parency are not high priorities at the 
Department of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment. 

Every year HUD provides at least $4 
billion to public housing authorities 
across the country—along with nearly 
$19 billion of section 8 vouchers. In 
2009, the Obama administration pro- 
vided yet another $4 billion in stimulus 
funding for the housing authorities— 
all with little or no oversight. Public 
housing authorities operate in a gray 
area. HUD argues that they are State 
and local government entities, and it is 
thus—according to HUD—State and 
local governments that bear the pri- 
mary responsibility for the housing au- 
thority actions. Up to 90 percent of 
their total funding comes from the 
Federal Government, thus making it 
HUD’s responsibility to ensure the 
money is spent as intended. 

My office went to work to determine 
the compensation packages for a hand- 
ful of housing authorities spread 
around the country—mostly in the 
larger cities. Some authorities would 
not provide responses, but others re- 
sponded with some troubling answers. 
It became apparent many executive di- 
rectors were living very high on the 
hog. The fact is executive salaries, and 
other compensation at some public 
housing authorities, were a major prob- 
lem and the amounts were then hidden 
from the taxpayers. 

Some housing authority executive di- 
rectors were earning high six-figure 
salaries and benefits that sometimes 
included a vehicle, housing allowance, 
and lucrative bonuses. Many of the ex- 
ecutive directors were making more 
than even the Governor of the State 
they were located in. From Los Ange- 
les, CA, to Boston, MA, they were rak- 
ing in huge salaries. Unfortunately, no 
one at the HUD Headquarters in Wash- 
ington, DC, was watching or even 
showed any concern. 

In Philadelphia, the executive direc- 
tor’s salary was $300,000, plus a $45,000 
bonus. He had a housing authority car 
and driver, and the housing authority 
actually paid his mortgage. This 
money is supposed to help people with 
very low incomes afford safe and de- 
cent housing, but instead they were 
concerned about their own salary and 
their own housing. The taxpayers’ 
money was meant to go to the lower 
income people for safe and decent hous- 
ing and all the money was not being 
used for that. It is not supposed to sub- 
sidize the housing costs of a govern- 
ment bureaucrat in Philadelphia who 
already makes $345,000 a year. In Chel- 
sea, MA, the executive director’s salary 
was $360,000. He cashed out weeks of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


unused leave and sick time while only 
spending about 15 full days per year in 
the office. 

These executive directors used tax- 
payers’ money to build and protect 
their own fiefdoms, usually at the ex- 
pense of the poor. In Philadelphia, this 
included spending millions of dollars 
on an army of well-connected lawyers. 
Ironically, these lawyers were paid 
with taxpayers’ money to thwart inves- 
tigations that were aimed at safe- 
guarding taxpayer money. The HUD Of- 
fice of Inspector General had done bat- 
tle with these armies of lawyers over 
and over around the entire country, 
and the taxpayers are funding both 
sides of the fight. 

In addition, no-bid contracts and con- 
tracts steered toward friends seemed to 
be common at many housing authori- 
ties. 

As early as October 2010, I asked HUD 
to provide salary and compensation in- 
formation for executive directors at 
the 25 largest housing authorities. In- 
stead of numbers, I received the fol- 
lowing statement: 

In response to your questions related to 
Executive Directors’ salaries, currently HUD 
does not regulate compensation for Housing 
Authority executive directors. However, in 
light of what has taken place with the Phila- 
delphia Housing Authority, HUD is working 
closely with our Office of General Counsel to 
assess this policy. 

It is pretty obvious that is not an an- 
swer to anything I asked. HUD needs to 
take this issue far more seriously. 

Last Wednesday, the director of the 
Chelsea Housing Authority was 
charged with four felony counts. Ac- 
cording to the Boston Globe, he was in- 
dicted for deliberately concealing his 
salary from State and Federal entities. 
I hope this is a warning to other hous- 
ing authorities that abuse of tax- 
payers’ dollars is totally unacceptable. 
I commend HUD Inspector General 
David Montoya, the U.S. Attorney’s Of- 
fice in Massachusetts, and, of course, 
the FBI for vigorously investigating 
the problems in Chelsea. Others around 
the country need to take note of what 
happened in Chelsea. I understand this 
investigation continues, so stay tuned. 

The No. 1 priority for HUD and these 
directors should be to provide what the 
law intends with the taxpayers’ 
money—to provide safe, decent, and 
sanitary housing for people in need in- 
stead of lining the pockets of directors. 
Feathering their own nests seems to 
have been the focus of some for far too 
long. Unfortunately, instead of getting 
straight answers from HUD, I must 
rely on courageous whistleblowers and 
newspaper accounts to actually get 
these facts. 

Due to mounting pressure, HUD re- 
quested the compensation data for the 
top five highest compensated employ- 
ees at housing authorities across the 
country. The results must be really 
embarrassing because the Obama ad- 
ministration would make only aggre- 
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gate data available to the public. That 

way, the administration has made it 

impossible to tell which authorities are 
the worst offenders. 

I asked that HUD make all salary 
data public in a June 2000 letter I wrote 
to Secretary Donovan. It is one of 
many letters the Secretary has failed 
to answer. In fact, no one at HUD re- 
sponded to the letter at all. I have also 
sent letters to HUD requesting infor- 
mation about conference and travel 
spending, as well as the number and 
the cost of take-home vehicles for HUD 
and all public housing authorities. Let- 
ters were also sent about problems at 
New York City, Houston, and Port Ar- 
thur, TX, housing authorities in those 
cities. I am still waiting for responses 
from Secretary Donovan. 

Most recently, I sent letters in Octo- 
ber of 2012 to Senate appropriators and 
the Senate Banking Committee with 
jurisdiction over these issues. There 
needs to be public hearings into the 
massive waste of taxpayers’ money at 
HUD. My colleagues need to know the 
extent of the problems and that I am 
ready to work with Members of this 
body to address these issues. 

Mr. President, before I finish, I ask 
unanimous consent to have the ref- 
erenced letters printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, DC, October 17, 2012. 

Hon. ROBERT MENENDEZ, 

Chairman, Subcommittee on Housing, Trans- 
portation, and Community Development, 
Committee on Banking, Housing and 
Urban Affairs, U.S. Senate, Washington, 
DC. 

Hon. JIM W. DEMINT, 

Ranking Member, Subcommittee on Housing, 
Transportation, and Community Develop- 
ment, Committee on Banking, Housing and 
Urban Affairs, U.S. Senate, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MENENDEZ AND RANKING 
MEMBER DEMINT: Since March 15, 2010, I have 
been investigating the Department of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development (HUD). During 
those two years I have been writing to HUD 
Secretary Shaun Donovan regarding con- 
cerns about waste, fraud, and abuse of tax- 
payer money by Public Housing Authorities 
(PHAs). Many of those letters have gone un- 
answered, and I ask for your help to receive 
responses from HUD. I have attached copies 
of the most recent correspondence for your 
review. 

Many PHAs continue to receive funding de- 
spite having a long track record of such 
problems. Over the weekend the Boston 
Globe reported on numerous issues that 
plague PHAs in Massachusetts, and I have 
attached the article for your review. These 
problems have been found at PHAs large and 
small across the country. Most recently, I 
have raised concerns about HUD conference 
spending, PHA take-home vehicle abuses and 
the need for greater transparency of PHA ex- 
ecutive director compensation packages. 

Given your responsibilities as Chairman 
and Ranking Member of the Housing, Trans- 
portation, and Community Development 
Subcommittee with jurisdiction over HUD 
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programs, I’m seeking your help. These 
issues need to be investigated thoroughly, 
and it is your subcommittee’s responsibility 
to ensure that tax dollars meant to provide 
housing to the poor are not further wasted or 
diverted to other purposes. Ultimately, it is 
the residents of public housing who are being 
cheated and abused as a result of this mis- 
management. 

Thank you for your prompt attention to 
these important issues. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, 
Ranking Member. 
U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, DC, October 17, 2012. 

Hon. PATTY MURRAY, 

Chairman, Subcommittee on Transportation, 
Housing, and Urban Development, and Re- 
lated Agencies, Committee on Appropria- 
tions, U. S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

Hon. SUSAN M. COLLINS, 

Ranking Member, Subcommittee on Transpor- 
tation, Housing and Urban Development, 
and Related Agencies, Committee on Appro- 
priations, U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MURRAY AND RANKING 
MEMBER COLLINS: Since March 15, 2010, I 
have been investigating the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD). 
During those two years I have been writing 
to HUD Secretary Shaun Donovan regarding 
concerns about waste, fraud, and abuse of 
taxpayer money by Public Housing Authori- 
ties (PHAs). Many of those letters have gone 
unanswered, and I ask for your help to re- 
ceive responses from HUD. I have attached 
copies of the most recent correspondence for 
your review. 

Many PHAs continue to receive funding de- 
spite having a long track record of such 
problems. Over the weekend the Boston 
Globe reported on numerous issues that 
plague PHAs in Massachusetts, and I have 
attached the article for your review. These 
problems have been found at PHAs large and 
small across the country. Most recently, I 
have raised concerns about HUD conference 
spending, PHA take-home vehicle abuses and 
the need for greater transparency of PHA ex- 
ecutive director compensation packages. 

Given your responsibilities as Chairman 
and Ranking Member of the Appropriations 
Subcommittee with jurisdiction over HUD 
funding, I’m seeking your help. These issues 
need to be investigated thoroughly, and it is 
your subcommittee’s responsibility to ensure 
that tax dollars meant to provide housing to 
the poor are not further wasted or diverted 
to other purposes. Ultimately, it is the resi- 
dents of public housing who are being cheat- 
ed and abused as a result of this mismanage- 
ment. 

Thank you for your prompt attention to 
these important issues. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, 
Ranking Member. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. To sum up, over- 
sight, whether it is about HUD or any 
government bureaucracy, is necessary 
to protect the taxpayers. I take this 
duty seriously. I am not going away 
and will continue to vigorously oversee 
problems at HUD. I urge Secretary 
Donovan to make executive compensa- 
tion and all funding data available to 
the public. It would shed light in an 
area that has rarely been seen with the 
light shining in. As some Supreme 
Court Justice said sometime, sunlight 
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keeps mold from happening, or some- 
thing to that effect. 

Transparency is not the only solu- 
tion, though. HUD also needs to put 
controls in place to prevent waste, 
fraud, and abuse. But transparency 
may be the quickest and most effective 
way to curb the worst abuses. The 
Obama administration could release 
that executive compensation data 
today if it wanted to, and it should re- 
lease that data. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
KING). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. WAR- 
REN). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

(The remarks of Mr. HARKIN per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 168 are 
located in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO SECRETARY OF 
STATE HILLARY CLINTON 


Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, on 
what is her final day as Secretary of 
State, I would like to express my admi- 
ration and gratitude to Hillary 
Rodham Clinton for the extraordinary 
job she has done over the last 4 years. 
I agree wholeheartedly with President 
Obama who said she has been one of 
the finest Secretaries of State in our 
Nation’s history. 

When she took on this responsibility 
in January 2009, Hillary Clinton was al- 
ready one of the most celebrated and 
accomplished women in the world. Cer- 
tainly her reputation and renown have 
been tremendous assets as she worked 
to restore America’s standing in the 
world. 

Over the last 4 years, Hillary Clinton 
has been the ultimate workhorse public 
servant as opposed to the showhorse. 
This comes as no surprise to me and 
other former colleagues in the Senate. 
We know she is a leader of extraor- 
dinary substance and a talent with an 
amazing work ethic. 

Secretary of State Clinton has set 
records as the most traveled Secretary 
for time in office, visiting some 42 
countries just in the last year alone. 
She will be remembered for her tireless 
efforts to promote the empowerment of 
women worldwide and for her many 
demonstrations that ‘‘smart power’’ 
and assertive diplomacy can be far 
more effective than so-called ‘‘hard 
power” and military interventions. 

Iam especially grateful to Secretary 
of State Clinton for insisting on robust 
assistance to Haiti in the wake of the 
devastating earthquake of 2010. In addi- 
tion, following my visit to Vietnam in 
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2010, and just prior to her own visit, we 
talked and I had urged her to pledge 
America’s commitment to helping 
Vietnam clean up the sites contami- 
nated by Agent Orange. She agreed 
wholeheartedly, and this is one way 
she has been very successful in repair- 
ing the breach with our former adver- 
sary and doing what is right and just 
for the victims of Agent Orange in 
Vietnam. 

I have many fond memories of Hil- 
lary Clinton’s 8 years here in the Sen- 
ate. During that entire tenure, we 
served together on the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions. In that role, as in her previous 
role as First Lady, she was an out- 
spoken advocate for health care re- 
form, fighting tirelessly to secure qual- 
ity affordable health care for all Amer- 
icans. Although she was no longer in 
the Senate when the Affordable Care 
Act passed and was signed into law, she 
shares enormous credit for laying the 
groundwork of that historic achieve- 
ment. 

Hillary Clinton has been a wonderful 
friend to my wife Ruth and to me, and, 
of course, from her many campaigns in 
my State, she has so many friends all 
across the State of Iowa. So she is re- 
tiring from the Department of State, 
but we all know that by no means is 
she a retiring person. There are many 
vivid chapters yet to be written in the 
story of Hillary Rodham Clinton. I 
wish her a richly deserved rest and 
much success and happiness in the 
years ahead. 


EE 
CONGRATULATING JOHN KERRY 


Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, as 
we say goodbye to Secretary Clinton in 
her capacity as Secretary of State, we 
say welcome aboard and congratula- 
tions to my good friend Senator JOHN 
KERRY on the resounding confirmation 
of his nomination to serve as our next 
Secretary of State. His departure will 
be a tremendous loss to the Senate, but 
I respect President Obama’s decision to 
tap him for this absolutely critical po- 
sition. There is no one in the United 
States better qualified by experience, 
knowledge, and temperament to step 
into this extraordinarily demanding 
job. 

To repeat what my colleagues al- 
ready know, but it always bears repeat- 
ing, after volunteering to serve in the 
U.S. Navy during the Vietnam war, 
JOHN KERRY was awarded the Silver 
Star, a Bronze Star, and three Purple 
Hearts. Upon returning home, he be- 
came a national leader in the fight for 
justice for veterans who served beside 
him in Vietnam as well as for veterans 
of wars before and since Vietnam. He 
joined with others to found the Viet- 
nam Veterans of America organization. 
He has worked hard here in the Senate 
over all of these years to secure vet- 
erans’ benefits, for an extension of the 
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GI bill for higher education, and for ap- 
propriate treatment for veterans with 
post-traumatic stress disorder. 

As we all know, Senator KERRY has 
played a leading role in shaping Amer- 
ican foreign policy for many years in 
his position on the Foreign Relations 
Committee and as chair of that distin- 
guished committee. As chair of that 
committee, he was instrumental in se- 
curing passage of the New START trea- 
ty, a vital arms accord with Russia 
that is helping to reduce the danger of 
nuclear proliferation. He has served as 
a trusted special envoy to Afghanistan, 
Sudan, and Pakistan at crucial mo- 
ments. Senator KERRY advocated for 
democratic elections in the Phil- 
ippines. He was part of a delegation 
that uncovered the fraud that ulti- 
mately led to the removal of President 
Ferdinand Marcos. He was a strong 
proponent of U.S. action to end ethnic 
cleansing in Kosovo and to oppose 
sanctions on Burma tied to human 
rights abuses. Senator KERRY has been 
a leader in promoting economic devel- 
opment and recovery in Haiti, fighting 
global HIV/AIDS, supporting democ- 
racy and human dignity, poverty as- 
sistance, and the advancement of wom- 
en’s empowerment throughout the 
world. 

In his early days in the Senate, Sen- 
ator KERRY and I—in fact, we were 
elected together in 1984; we came to the 
Senate together. But shortly after 
that, Senator KERRY and I went on a 
factfinding mission to Nicaragua and 
unearthed information regarding the 
activities of the Contra guerillas, 
which he presented to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. Based in part on 
his groundbreaking findings, the com- 
mittee launched an investigation into 
the funding of the Contra guerillas 
that ultimately uncovered the Reagan 
administration’s Iran-Contra scandal, a 
scheme to divert profits from illegal 
arms sales to Iran to support the 
Contra guerillas. 

Senator KERRY and I, as I said, were 
both Members of the class of 1984 here 
in the Senate. We worked together to 
end illegal support of the Contras in 
Nicaragua, and we have collaborated 
on a range of human rights issues since 
then. 

In particular, I salute his tireless and 
valiant attempt last year to pass the 
Convention on the Rights of Persons 
with Disabilities. I can’t tell my col- 
leagues how hard he worked to get it 
through the committee and before that 
worked with others to make sure we 
had a good convention to the U.N. that 
mirrored our own Americans With Dis- 
abilities Act. JOHN KERRY worked tire- 
lessly on this, and I am deeply grateful 
for all that work and the passionate 
commitment he made to this treaty. I 
know he shares my disappointment 
that the Senate failed to give its con- 
sent to this treaty, but I look forward 
to working with him in his new role as 
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Secretary of State and with Senator 
MENENDEZ, our new chair of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, not only 
to promote the convention around the 
world, which I know Senator KERRY 
will do in his position as Secretary of 
State, but to once again bring this con- 
vention to the floor of the Senate and 
this time to prevail and pass it. 

There is no question in my mind that 
JOHN KERRY will be a great Secretary 
of State. I wish him and Teresa the 
very best, and I look forward to work- 
ing with him in the years ahead. 

Madam President, I yield the floor 
and note the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
NO BUDGET, NO PAY ACT 


Mr. BROWN. Madam President, last 
week the House of Representatives 
passed a plan to prevent the risk of an- 
other credit rating downgrade. By en- 
suring that the United States will not 
default on its obligations, the House 
made the responsible decision to stop 
playing politics—at least for a while— 
with our Nation’s creditworthiness and 
to prevent self-inflicted harm on our 
economy. Despite this effort, the House 
couldn’t pass up the opportunity to 
try, while doing the right thing, to 
score at least one political point. We 
are now considering the measure they 
passed. 

This legislation, the No Budget, No 
Pay Act, coming directly off a cam- 
paign document, insists that congres- 
sional pay be linked with the passage 
of a budget by April 15. I am fine with 
that, that we should do that and if we 
don’t, we don’t get paid. But let’s not 
forget that the Senate passed some- 
thing even stronger than a budget for 
the past 2 years; we passed the Budget 
Control Act, which reduced the deficit 
by $2 trillion. Despite this, House Re- 
publicans have no problem misleading 
the American people with their lan- 
guage, preventing Senators from being 
paid until we pass a budget. 

I have no problem with no budget, no 
pay, but why stop there? What about 
no jobs bills, no pay? In 2011 the Senate 
passed my legislation, bipartisanly co- 
sponsored with Senator GRAHAM and a 
number of other Republican Senators, 
including Senator BURR, and a group of 
Democratic Senators, we passed my 
legislation to punish China when it 
cheats, when it manipulates its cur- 
rency. The bill could create more than 
2 million jobs, mostly in manufac- 
turing, knowing what happened in 
places such as the Presiding Officer’s 
State of Massachusetts and in my 
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State of Ohio with lost manufacturing 
jobs. 

Despite the clear evidence that lev- 
eling the playing field with stopping 
currency manipulation would create 
jobs, despite the clear evidence of an 
overwhelming vote in the Senate and, 2 
years ago, an overwhelming vote in the 
House on the same issue, this legisla- 
tion has languished in the House for 
the past 2 years. 

But why stop at the budget? Why not 
a no farm bill, no pay bill? Congress is 
obligated to pass a farm bill every 5 
years. The Senate passed our bipar- 
tisan farm bill, which, among other 
things, saves some $20 billion of direct 
savings by eliminating the longtime- 
discredited direct payment program. It 
would save $20 billion, but, again, the 
House refused to act. 

What about my legislation linking 
the age at which Members of Congress 
can collect their pensions to the age at 
which working Americans are eligible 
for Social Security? Some people, espe- 
cially in the House of Representatives, 
want to raise the retirement age for 
Social Security, yet for themselves— 
ourselves, if we retire earlier—collect 
pensions before that age. If people here 
are going to raise the eligibility age for 
Social Security, nobody here should be 
able to collect any retirement benefits 
until that same age. 

Citizens in my home State of Ohio in 
places such as Middletown, where 
workers have watched paper factories 
get priced out of the market because of 
unfair competition with places such as 
China; in Cincinnati, where call center 
workers are watching their jobs get 
contracted to the Philippines; and in 
Worcester, where there are too many 
cases of shutdown plants, moving over- 
seas, simply or mostly because of cur- 
rency, not to mention tax breaks that 
encourage companies, that allow com- 
panies to deduct the cost of moving 
their plant overseas against their Fed- 
eral tax, those are the kinds of things 
average Americans are waiting for the 
House of Representatives to act on, 
legislation that will make a real dif- 
ference in their lives right now. 

I am fine with the No Budget, No Pay 
Act. We should pass a budget. We 
should move forward on that. We need 
to raise the debt ceiling and stop play- 
ing politics with this, but let the House 
of Representatives get moving on the 
issues that affect everyday Americans. 
That is all about jobs. That is all about 
this economic recovery. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


RECOGNIZING BIG DADDY’S 
BARB-Q 
e Mr. BEGICH. Madam President, 
there is nothing like a good meal in a 
favorite restaurant to make your day. 
When I travel to Fairbanks, the second 
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largest city in my home State, I often 
go to Big Daddy’s BarB-Q owned by 
Harold Groetsema. 

There are many good barbeque estab- 
lishments in Alaska. Barbeque has long 
been a part of our Nation’s culinary 
history. Few people know that our own 
Library of Congress holds dozens of old 
drawings, posters and prints depicting 
barbecued meats at picnics, high soci- 
ety events, fairs and the like. The Li- 
brary of Congress has barbeque recipes, 
stories, cookbooks and books on the 
history of barbeque. Its collection is 
large because it is a popular subject 
whether you like your sauce sweet, 
spicy or vinegar sour. 

It would be hard to pick an absolute 
favorite of mine back home. I like 
them all. Big Daddy’s southern-style 
barbeque is consistently top quality. 
Big Daddy’s has won competitions in 
Alaska, done well nationally and was 
featured on a Food Network TV show. 
Maybe it’s the secret sauce. Maybe it’s 
the meat. Maybe it’s the way he slow 
cooks over a hickory fire. 

Harold and his team are heading to 
the World Championship Barbecue 
Cooking Contest in Memphis later this 
year. With his skills and dedication, I 
wouldn’t be surprised if they return 
with a high ranking. I wish Harold and 
his team well and I know they will 
make Alaska proud.e 


a 


REMEMBERING MURRAY 
GALINSON 


e Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, 
today I ask my colleagues to join me in 
honoring Murray Galinson, an extraor- 
dinary San Diego community leader 
who died earlier this month in Cali- 
fornia at age 75. Murray was a dear 
friend of mine, and I will miss him ter- 
ribly. 

Murray Galinson’s accomplishments 
were legendary—as a businessman, phi- 
lanthropist, teacher, political activist 
and adviser, friend of Israel, and, above 
all, family man. But even these amaz- 
ing achievements do not begin to cap- 
ture the person Murray was or the life 
that he lived. 

As Rabbi Michael Berk told a 1,000 
mourners at San Diego’s Temple Beth 
Israel, Murray was ‘‘a man of sub- 
stance and loyalty a man who 
loved family and friends, a man of 
character and integrity, a man devoted 
to his people and his community, a 
man of national stature, a man whom 
we Jews would call a mensch, a fine ex- 
ample of what a human being should 
be, a man who leaves this world with 
the highest attainment: a shem tov, a 
good name.” 

Murray was a remarkable person who 
was loved and admired by all who knew 
him and whose countless acts of char- 
ity, kindness, and public service 
touched thousands of people who never 
met him. 

Murray Galinson was a proud Demo- 
crat who always sought to build 
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bridges and consensus across party 
lines. As Rabbi Berk noted, Murray ex- 
emplified ‘‘what it means to serve in 
the noble cause of bettering the lives of 
those with whom we share this country 
and this planet by seeking answers to 
our problems, not just winning.”’ 

On behalf of the people of California, 
who benefitted so much from his life 
and works, I send my love, gratitude, 
and deepest sympathy to Murray’s be- 
loved wife, Elaine, and their children, 
daughters-in-law, and grandchildren. 

One measure of Murray’s profound 
impact on his community is how dif- 
ficult it is to imagine San Diego with- 
out him—yet I know that he will live 
on through his good works and in the 
hearts of all of us who knew and loved 
this remarkable man.e 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO JUDGE ELIZABETH A. 
HACKER 


e Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, public 
service is a noble endeavor, and there 
are many individuals across our great 
nation that dedicate their lives to 
making our communities better and 
function smoothly. I am pleased today 
to recognize the illustrious career of 
one such public servant, a talented and 
well-respected judge from my home 
State of Michigan. Elizabeth A. Hack- 
er’s legal career has spanned more than 
three decades, and her tenure on the 
bench has been defined by her sound 
judgment, wisdom, and expansive 
knowledge of the law. 

Judge Hacker is retiring from the 
Federal bench after 32 years of distin- 
guished service to the Detroit Immi- 
gration court and to the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Justice. Her family, friends, 
and colleagues from the court and the 
Michigan bar gathered this past week- 
end to celebrate this milestone and to 
honor her distinguished career. I am 
delighted to honor her impressive 
record of public service to our Nation, 
the Justice Department, the City of 
Detroit and our great State of Michi- 
gan. 

Elizabeth Hacker is a proud daughter 
of Detroit. She received her B.A. from 
Wayne State University in 1974 and a 
law degree from the Detroit College of 
Law in 1978. Following a brief period in 
private practice, Judge Hacker joined 
the Detroit office of the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service in 1980. She 
rose quickly within the INS, serving as 
a naturalization attorney; a trial at- 
torney; a chief attorney; and finally as- 
sistant regional counsel for the west- 
ern region for three immigration dis- 
tricts, including Los Angeles, where 
she supervised dozens of other immi- 
gration attorneys. 

Elizabeth Hacker is currently the 
senior United States immigration 
judge for the Immigration Court with 
jurisdiction over Michigan, Ohio, and 
northern Kentucky. Notably, Judge 
Hacker re-established the Detroit Im- 
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migration Court when she was ap- 
pointed to the bench in July of 1995. 
While affiliated with the Immigra- 
tion Service, Judge Hacker acted as an 
instructor at both Federal law enforce- 
ment training academies, teaching a 
range of subjects, including the law of 


arrest, search and seizure, employer 
sanctions and general immigration 
law. 


During her long tenure on the De- 
troit Immigration Court, Judge Hacker 
handled numerous noteworthy and 
high-profile cases, many of which were 
covered extensively by the news media. 
Of particular note was the role she 
played in the deportation of Nazi war 
criminals that were discovered residing 
in the United States living under false 
pretenses. 

In 2011, Judge Hacker wrote the opin- 
ion in the trial of Ivan Kalymon for his 
participation in Nazi-sponsored acts of 
persecution while serving as an armed 
member of the Ukrainian Auxiliary Po- 
lice during World War II. Hacker or- 
dered Kalymon deported. 

In the months following the attacks 
of September 2001, Judge Hacker han- 
dled several cases involving terrorists 
and terrorist organizations plotting in 
the United States. Many high-stakes 
cases came before her court. Her col- 
leagues on immigration courts across 
the country came to rely on her exper- 
tise and experience. They would fre- 
quently solicit her opinion on complex 
matters involving national security. 

Her colleague on the bench, Judge 
Marsha Nettles, describes Judge Hack- 
er aS someone who ensured that every- 
one who came before her “received a 
full, fair and complete hearing. She 
never forgot the mission of the Immi- 
gration Service or the Court. She al- 
ways put the mission first, no matter 
the public pressure or media scrutiny.” 

By all accounts, Judge Hacker is 
looking forward to her retirement and 
to spending more time on Grosse Ile 
with her loving husband Brian Munson 
and doing more cooking, which outside 
of the law, is her true life’s passion. 

Judge Hacker is a_ trailblazer. 
Through her tireless dedication, sense 
of purpose and unfailing fidelity to the 
mission of the Justice Department and 
the court, Elizabeth Hacker has set a 
high standard. I know my colleagues 
join me in congratulating Elizabeth 
Hacker as she concludes her long and 
distinguished legal career.e 


ss 


MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 


At 10:12 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that pursuant to sections 
5580 and 5581 of the revised statutes (20 
U.S.C. 42-48), and the order of the 
House of January 3, 2013, the Speaker 
appoints the following Member on the 
part of the House of Representatives to 
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the Board of Regents of the Smithso- 
nian Institution: Mr. BECERRA of Cali- 
fornia. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 3003, and the 
order of the House of January 3, 2018, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
Member on the part of the House of 
Representatives to the Commission on 
Security and Cooperation in Europe: 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 


Sa 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


At 3:18 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. UPTON) had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bill: 

H.R. 152. An act making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2018, to improve and streamline 
disaster assistance for Hurricane Sandy, and 
for other purposes. 

The enrolled bill was subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. LEAHY). 


ES 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 


The following bill was read the sec- 
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 
S. 164. A bill to prohibit the United States 


from providing financial assistance to Paki- 
stan until Dr. Shakil Afridi is freed. 


-Á 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bill was read the first 
time: 

S. 177. A bill to repeal the Patient Protec- 
tion and Affordable Care Act and the Health 
Care and Education Reconciliation Act of 
2010 entirely. 


— 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 


EC-188. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the Air-Sea Battle 
Concept (ASBC) (OSS-2013-0090); to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC-189. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting the report of nine- 
teen (19) officers authorized to wear the in- 
signia of the grade of brigadier general in ac- 
cordance with title 10, United States Code, 
section 777; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC-190. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency that was declared in 
Executive Order 13348 relative to the former 
Liberian regime of Charles Taylor; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-191. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
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Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘“‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility” ((44 CFR Part 64) (Docket No. 
FEMA-2012-0003)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 22, 
2013; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-192. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘“‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility” ((44 CFR Part 64) (Docket No. 
FEMA-2012-0003)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 22, 
2013; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-193. A communication from the Attor- 
ney, Legal Division, Bureau of Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Escrow 
Requirements Under the Truth in Lending 
Act (Regulation Z)’ ((RIN3170-AA16) (Docket 
No. CFPB-2013-0001)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 22, 
2013; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-194. A communication from the Admin- 
istrator, Arizona Public Safety Personnel 
Retirement System, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to compliance with 
the Arizona Terror Country Divestment Act; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC-195. A communication from the General 
Counsel of the Federal Housing Finance 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Appraisal Require- 
ments for Higher-Priced Mortgage Loans 
Joint-Agency Rule” (RIN2590-AA58) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 23, 2013; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-196. A communication from the Assist- 
ant General Counsel for Legislation, Regula- 
tion and Energy Efficiency, Department of 
Energy, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port entitled ‘‘Energy Conservation Pro- 
gram: Test Procedures for Microwave Ovens’’ 
(RIN1904-AB78) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 22, 2013; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-197. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Adequacy of Massachusetts Munic- 
ipal Solid Waste Landfill Permit Program” 
(FRL No. 9771-7) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 24, 2013; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-198. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Ohio and In- 
diana; Cincinnati-Hamilton, Ohio; Ohio and 
Indiana 1997 8-Hour Ozone Maintenance Plan 
Revisions to Approved Motor Vehicle Emis- 
sions Budgets” (FRL No. 9773-5) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 24, 2013; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-199. A communication from the Chief of 
the Trade and Commercial Regulations 
Branch, Customs and Border Protection, De- 
partment of Homeland Security, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Technical Corrections Regarding the 
Methods of Collection of Certain User Fees 
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by CBP” (CBP Dec. 13-8) received during re- 
cess of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 18, 2013; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC-200. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘2013 Cost-of-Living 
Adjustments to Certain Tax Items” (Rev. 
Proc. 2013-15) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 22, 2013; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-201. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Applicable Federal 
Rates—February 2013’’ (Rev. Rul. 2013-8) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 22, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

EC-202. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Extension of Guid- 
ance in Notice 2011-14 and Rev. Proc. 2011-55 
for Participants in the HFA Hardest Hit 
Fund, the Emergency Homeowners’ Loan 
Program, and Substantially Similar State 
Programs” (Notice 2013-7) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 22, 2013; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-203. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Regulations Relat- 
ing to Information Reporting by Foreign Fi- 
nancial Institutions and Withholding on Cer- 
tain Payments to Foreign Financial Institu- 
tions and Other Foreign Entities” ((RIN1545— 
BK68) (TD 9610)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 22, 2013; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-204. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Application of Ret- 
roactive Increase in Excludible Transit Ben- 
efits” (Notice 2013-8) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 22, 
2013; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-205. A communication from the Acting 
Executive Director, Office of the Chairman, 
Federal Labor Relations Authority, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the fiscal year 2012 
Competitive Sourcing annual report; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-206. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Government Ethics, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the Performance 
and Accountability Report for the Office of 
Government Ethics for fiscal year 2012; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-207. A communication from the Federal 
Co-Chair, Appalachian Regional Commis- 
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Commission’s Semiannual Report of the In- 
spector General for the period from April 1, 
2012 through September 30, 2012; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-208. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator, Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs, Office of Management 
and Budget, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Uniform Resource Locator (URL) for the 
2012 Information Collection Budget of the 
United States Government (ICB); to the 
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Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-209. A communication from the Acting 
Secretary of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report relative to the export to 
the People’s Republic of China of an item not 
detrimental to the U.S. space launch indus- 
try; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-210. A communication from the Acting 
Secretary of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report relative to the export to 
the People’s Republic of China of an item not 
detrimental to the U.S. space launch indus- 
try; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-211. A communication from the Chief of 
the Trade and Commercial Regulations 
Branch, Customs and Border Protection, De- 
partment of Homeland Security, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Internet Publication of Administra- 
tive Seizure and Forfeiture Notices” ((CBP 
Dec. 13-04) (RIN1651-AA94)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 24, 2013; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

EC-212. A communication from the Chief of 
Staff, Wireless Telecommunications Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘“‘Amendment of the Commission’s 
Rules Concerning Commercial Radio Opera- 
tors” (FCC 13-4) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 24, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-213. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, Office of the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va- 
cancy in the position of Assistant Secretary 
for Transportation Policy, received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 28, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-214. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Communications and Infor- 
mation, National Telecommunications and 
Information Administration, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Relocation of 
and Spectrum Sharing by Federal Govern- 
ment Stations—Technical Panel and Dispute 
Resolution Boards” (RIN0660-AA26) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 22, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-215. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Commission, Bureau of Com- 
petition, Federal Trade Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Commission Reporting Require- 
ments Under Section 7A of the Clayton Act, 
15 U.S.C. Section 18a” received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 24, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-216. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Commission, Bureau of Com- 
petition, Federal Trade Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Commission Reporting Require- 
ments Under Section 8 of the Clayton Act, 15 
U.S.C. Section 19(a) (5)° received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 24, 2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 


-r 


EXECUTIVE REPORT OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive report of a 
nomination was submitted: 


By Mr. MENENDEZ for the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
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*John Forbes Kerry, of Massachusetts, to 
be Secretary of State. 


*Nomination was reported with rec- 
ommendation that it be confirmed sub- 
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes- 
tify before any duly constituted com- 
mittee of the Senate. 

a 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. 
HOEVEN, Mr. CRAPO, and Mr. THUNE): 

S. 167. A bill to suspend sales of petroleum 
products from the Strategic Petroleum Re- 
serve until certain conditions are met; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mrs. BOXER, Mrs. MURRAY, 
Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, and Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 168. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to prohibit discrimina- 
tion in the payment of wages on account of 
sex, race, or national origin, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself, Ms. KLo- 
BUCHAR, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. Coons, Mr. 
FLAKE, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. HELLER, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. 
WARNER, Mr. NELSON, and Mr. 
SCHATZ): 

S. 169. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to authorize additional 
visas for well-educated aliens to live and 
work in the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. MANCHIN): 

S. 170. A bill to recognize the heritage of 
recreational fishing, hunting, and rec- 
reational shooting on Federal public land 
and ensure continued opportunities for those 
activities; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for him- 
self, Mr. MORAN, and Mr. UDALL of 
New Mexico): 

S. 171. A bill to appropriate such funds as 
may be necessary to ensure that members of 
the Armed Forces, including reserve compo- 
nents thereof, and supporting civilian and 
contractor personnel continue to receive pay 
and allowances for active service performed 
when a Governmentwide shutdown occurs; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
UDALL of New Mexico, Mr. DURBIN, 
and Mr. BLUMENTHAL): 

S. 172. A bill to amend the Truth in Lend- 
ing Act to address certain issues related to 
the extension of consumer credit, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. SHELBY: 

S. 173. A bill to repeal the current Internal 
Revenue Code and replace it with a flat tax, 
thereby guaranteeing economic growth and 
fairness for all Americans; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, 
Mr. MURPHY, and Mr. LAUTENBERG): 

S. 174. A bill to appropriately restrict sales 
of ammunition; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 
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By Mr. ROBERTS (for himself, Mr. 
JOHANNS, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. THUNE, 
Mr. VITTER, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. BOOZMAN): 

S. 175. A bill to amend the Federal Insecti- 
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act to im- 
prove the use of certain registered pes- 
ticides; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. COR- 
NYN, and Mr. SESSIONS): 

S. 176. A bill to reject the final 5-year 
Outer Continental Shelf Oil and Gas Leasing 
Program for fiscal years 2013 through 2018 of 
the Administration and replace the plan 
with a 5-year plan that is more in line with 
the energy and economic needs of the United 
States; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Wisconsin, Mr. VITTER, Mr. ROB- 
ERTS, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. PAUL, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. 
JOHANNS, Mr. WICKER, Mr. COBURN, 
Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. CHAM- 
BLISS, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. McCon- 
NELL, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. 
Coats, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. 
BURR, Mr. COCHRAN, Mrs. FISCHER, 
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. SCOTT, Mr. TOOMEY, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. LEE, Mr. HATCH, 
Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. MCCAIN, and Mr. 
SESSIONS): 

S. 177. A bill to repeal the Patient Protec- 
tion and Affordable Care Act and the Health 
Care and Education Reconciliation Act of 
2010 entirely; read the first time. 

By Mr. SHELBY (for himself and Mr. 
BOOZMAN): 

S.J. Res. 6. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States which requires (except during 
time of war and subject to suspension by 
Congress) that the total amount of money 
expended by the United States during any 
fiscal year not exceed the amount of certain 
revenue received by the United States during 
such fiscal year and not exceed 20 percent of 
the gross domestic product of the United 
States during the previous calendar year; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


EE 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. REID: 

S. Res. 20. A resolution designating Chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations; considered and agreed to. 


EEE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


s. 2 

At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor of 8S. 
2, a bill to reduce violence and protect 
the citizens of the United States. 

S. 5 

At the request of Mr. REID, the 
names of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) and the Senator 
from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 5, a bill to reauthor- 
ize the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994. 


740 


S.6 
At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. 
REED) was added as a cosponsor of 8. 6, 
a bill to reauthorize the VOW to Hire 
Heroes Act of 2011, to provide assist- 
ance to small businesses owned by vet- 
erans, to improve enforcement of em- 
ployment and reemployment rights of 
members of the uniformed services, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 46 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 
names of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. COBURN) and the Senator from 
Idaho (Mr. CRAPO) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 46, a bill to protect So- 
cial Security benefits and military pay 
and require that the United States 
Government prioritize all obligations 
on the debt held by the public in the 
event that the debt limit is reached. 
S. 47 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN), the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
DONNELLY), the Senator from Con- 
necticut (Mr. MURPHY) and the Senator 
from Virginia (Mr. KAINE) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 47, a bill to reau- 
thorize the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994. 
sS. 51 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 51, a bill to reauthorize and 
amend the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation Establishment Act. 
S. 63 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. REED) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 63, a bill to require the Sec- 
retary of Commerce and the Secretary 
of Labor to establish the Made In 
America Incentive Grant Program, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 84 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
names of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. WARREN), the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) and the 
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. MUR- 
PHY) were added as cosponsors of S. 84, 
a bill to amend the Fair Labor Stand- 
ards Act of 1938 to provide more effec- 
tive remedies to victims of discrimina- 
tion in the payment of wages on the 
basis of sex, and for other purposes. 
S. 135 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 135, a bill to amend title X of the 
Public Health Service Act to prohibit 
family planning grants from being 
awarded to any entity that performs 
abortions, and for other purposes. 
S. 137 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 187, a bill to amend the Public 
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Health Service Act to prohibit certain 
abortion-related discrimination in gov- 
ernmental activities. 
S. 150 

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN), the Senator from Ha- 
waii (Ms. HIRONO) and the Senator from 
Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 150, a bill to regu- 
late assault weapons, to ensure that 
the right to keep and bear arms is not 
unlimited, and for other purposes. 

S. 152 

At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
152, a bill to require the Secretary of 
the Air Force to retain the current 
leadership rank, aircraft, and core 
functions of the 354th Fighter Wing and 
the 18th Aggressor Squadron at Hielson 
Air Force Base and to require reports 
on proposed activities at such installa- 
tion. 

S. CON. RES. 4 

At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
names of the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. COATS) and the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 4, a con- 
current resolution expressing the sense 
of Congress that a carbon tax is not in 
the economic interest of the United 
States. 

S. RES. 12 

At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 12, a resolution recognizing the 
third anniversary of the tragic earth- 
quake in Haiti on January 12, 2010, hon- 
oring those who lost their lives in that 
earthquake, and expressing continued 
solidarity with the people of Haiti. 

S. RES. 13 

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
names of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
NELSON) and the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mrs. HAGAN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. Res. 18, a resolution 
congratulating the members of Delta 
Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. for 100 
years of service to communities 
throughout the United States and the 
world, and commending Delta Sigma 
Theta Sorority, Inc. for its promotion 
of sisterhood, scholarship, and service. 

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 13, supra. 


EEE 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mrs. BOXER, Mrs. MUR- 
RAY, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, and 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 168. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to prohibit dis- 
crimination in the payment of wages 
on account of sex, race, or national ori- 
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gin, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, on 
January 29, 2009, President Obama 
signed the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay 
Act. It was a proud day and I was there 
for that. A critical law, the first legis- 
lation signed into law by President 
Obama after his first election, reversed 
the outrageous Supreme Court decision 
in Ledbetter v Goodyear and made 
clear that a worker such as Lilly 
Ledbetter, who does not learn of her 
pay inequities for years, still had re- 
course to challenge her wage discrimi- 
nation. 

Today we celebrate the anniversary 
of the enactment of this important 
law, but at the same time we must rec- 
ognize it was only a first step. We need 
to do much more to ensure that all 
workers in our society are paid fairly 
for their work and are not short- 
changed because of the their gender, 
race or other personal characteristic. 
That is why, 4 years after enactment of 
the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act, I am 
proud to introduce once again the Fair 
Pay Act, a bill I have introduced in 
every Congress since 1996. 

Let me give some background. In 
1963, Congress enacted the Equal Pay 
Act to end unfair discrimination 
against women in the workplace. At 
that time, 25 million female workers 
earned just 60 percent of the average 
pay for men. While we have made 
progress toward the goal of true pay 
equity fully a half century later, too 
many women still do not get paid what 
men do for the same or nearly the same 
work. Let’s be clear about this. The 
Equal Pay Act of 1963 has to do with 
women doing the same jobs as men. 
But still, on average, as we know, for 
every $1 a full-time male worker earns, 
a woman earns just 77 cents. So we 
have gone from 60 cents, in all those 60 
years, to 77 cents for every $1 a man 
makes. 

What does that translate into? You 
might say, OK, 7 cents is that a big 
deal? Yes, it is. Over a lifetime of work 
it means an average of $400,000 that a 
woman loses because of the unequal 
pay practices. 

I will say that again later on, but 
that $400,000 is not just the pay she 
loses during her lifetime. Think about 
the retirement benefits that woman 
loses because she has been underpaid 
all those years. That is why we have a 
system in America, when a woman re- 
tires, a man retires, they had the same 
kind of work, a man gets a lot more re- 
tirement than a woman because they 
paid in more because they were paid 
more during their lifetime. 

This system is wrong, it is unjust, 
and it threatens the economic security 
of our families. The fact is millions of 
American families are dependent on a 
woman’s paycheck just to get by, to 
put food on the table, to pay for 
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childcare, to deal with rising health 
care costs. 

In today’s economy, few families 
have a stay-at-home mother. In fact, 71 
percent of mothers are in the labor 
force. They are a major contributor to 
their family’s income. Two-thirds of 
mothers bring home at least one-quar- 
ter of their family’s earnings and in 
more than 4 of 10 families with chil- 
dren, a woman is the majority or sole 
breadwinner. 

That means in today’s economy, 
when a mother earns less than her 
male colleagues, her family must sac- 
rifice basic necessities, as well as face 
greater difficulty for these kids to save 
for college, afford a home, live the 
American dream. The lifetime of earn- 
ing losses all women face, including 
those who are without children or 
whose children are grown, affects not 
only their well-being during their 
working lives, as I said earlier, but it 
affects their ability to save and have a 
decent retirement. 

The evidence shows that discrimina- 
tion accounts for much of the pay gap. 
In fact, according to one study, when 
we look at all the reasons there is a 
wage gap—we have race, 2.4 percent; 3.5 
percent union status; labor force expe- 
rience; industry category; occupational 
category—41 percent unexplained. They 
cannot explain why it is. The fact is, 
that is because of discrimination. It is 
because our laws have not done enough 
to prevent this discrimination from oc- 
curring. That is why the Lilly 
Ledbetter Fair Pay Act was a critical 
first step. That is why it is important 
to pass the Paycheck Fairness Act. 

That bill was introduced last week by 
Senator MIKULSKI. I am proud to be an 
original cosponsor. She has always 
championed that. What that does is 
start to close a lot of the loopholes and 
barriers to effective enforcement in our 
existing law to close that 41 percent 
unexplained gap. We need to strength- 
en penalties and give women the tools 
they need to confront discrimination. 

It is outrageous that the Senate has 
not yet passed the Paycheck Fairness 
Act. In the last two Congresses this bill 
got more than a majority of support. In 
2010 58 United States Senators, a large 
majority, voted to pass this legislation. 
If we had 58 votes, why didn’t we get it? 
Because of Republican obstructionism, 
we could not even proceed to debate 
the bill. This was a filibuster on a mo- 
tion to proceed to the bill. We got 58 
votes, but we could not even debate it. 

Since we just went through a recent 
debate on rules reform, I want the 
American people to understand this. 
The Republicans, the minority party 
has continuously prevented the Senate 
from even considering the issue of un- 
equal wages and gender discrimination. 
Millions of women and their families 
are concerned about the fact that they 
get paid less than their male col- 
leagues. It is unfair; it is unjust. Never- 
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theless, repeatedly, the Republicans 
have filibustered even debating the 
issue. 

Just last week we had a vote in the 
Senate to change the rules. We made 
some modifications of the rules. I truly 
hope those modifications which were 
made will now enable us to get over 
this hurdle so we can bring up the Pay- 
check Fairness Act and debate it. If 
they want to offer amendments, that is 
fine, but let’s debate it. Let’s have 
amendments and then let’s vote to pass 
the bill. I hope the changes in the rules 
last week will enable us to do so. 

As I said, the Lilly Ledbetter bill was 
a first step. The Paycheck Fairness Act 
will start to close some of the loop- 
holes and make sure the penalties will 
be enforced. But there is one more step 
which needs to be taken, and I think it 
is the most critical one of all—equal 
pay, yes. We have had that since 1963; 
that is, women and men doing the same 
job. The Lilly Ledbetter Act allows us 
to go back and get the back wages that 
were due, but that is sort of after the 
fact. 

The Paycheck Fairness Act will 
make sure we have penalties and en- 
forceability. However, there is one 
other huge, glaring discrimination that 
is ongoing in our society today against 
women; that is, as a nation we unjustly 
devalue jobs traditionally performed 
by women even when they require com- 
parable skills to the jobs traditionally 
performed by men. 

Today millions of what we call fe- 
male-dominated jobs, such as social 
workers, teachers, childcare workers, 
nurses, those who care for our elderly 
in assisted living care or in nursing 
homes—most of these jobs are equiva- 
lent in skills and working conditions to 
male-dominated jobs, but the female- 
dominated jobs pay significantly less. 
This is unfair and unjust discrimina- 
tion. 

Why is a housekeeper worth less than 
a janitor? Why is a maid worth less 
than a janitor? Highty-nine percent of 
maids are female; 67 percent of janitors 
are male. While the jobs are equivalent 
in skills, effort, responsibility, and 
working conditions, the median weekly 
earnings for a maid are $387 and for a 
janitor it is $463. Computer-support 
workers—a job that is 72 percent 
male—have median weekly earnings of 
$949. In contrast, secretaries and ad- 
ministrative assistants, which is 96 
percent female, have median weekly 
earnings of $659. Why do we value 
someone who helps with computers 
more than someone who makes the en- 
tire office function? That is not to say 
the men are overpaid, it is just to say 
that jobs we have long considered in 
our country as ‘‘women’s work” or 
“women’s jobs” are grossly underpaid. 

Now to address this more subtle, 
deep-rooted discrimination, today I in- 
troduced the Fair Pay Act. As I said, 
this is a bill I have introduced—along 
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with Congresswoman NORTON—every 
year since 1996. The bill will ensure 
that employers provide equal pay for 
jobs that are equivalent in skill, effort, 
responsibility, and working conditions. 

People have asked: How do we do 
that? Well, we have some history. In 
1982 the State of Minnesota imple- 
mented a pay equity plan for its State, 
and I think, also, municipal employees. 
The State found that women were seg- 
regated into historically female-domi- 
nated jobs and that women’s jobs paid 
20 percent less than male-dominated 
jobs. Pay equity wage adjustments 
were phased in over 4 years, leading to 
an average pay increase of $200 per 
month for women in female-dominated 
jobs. 

In 1983, in my home State of Iowa, 
the Iowa Legislature—a Republican 
legislature and a Republican Governor, 
I might add—passed a bill stipulating 
that the State shall not discriminate 
in compensation between predomi- 
nately male and female jobs deemed to 
be of comparable worth. That was in 
1983. I am proud of Iowa. I just want to 
say this was passed by a Republican 
legislature and signed by a Republican 
Governor. 

Toward that end, the State engaged a 
professional accounting firm to evalu- 
ate the value of 800 job classifications 
in State government. The final rec- 
ommendations, which were made in 
April of 1984, proposed that 10,751 em- 
ployees should be given a pay increase. 
After being implemented in March 1985, 
female employees’ pay had increased at 
that time by about 1.5 percent. Think 
of what that means from 1985 to now 
and how much more those women are 
paid over all those years. This can be 
done as well for the women in this 
country who are currently being paid 
less, not because of their skills or edu- 
cation but simply because they are in 
undervalued ‘‘female jobs.” Making 
sure they receive their real worth will 
make a real difference for them and 
the family who rely on their wages. 

Again, many of these jobs are jobs 
that we don’t know what we would do 
without them. Have you ever visited 
someone in your family who was in a 
nursing home? Who is taking care of 
those people? Women. If we take some- 
one who is in a situation like that, 
they have to lift and move heavy peo- 
ple. They have to be strong, and they 
care for people. Then we look at truck- 
drivers. Most truckdrivers are men. 
Truckdrivers have power steering and 
power brakes. A person doesn’t have to 
be strong to drive a truck. They are 
making a lot more money than that 
woman who is working in a nursing 
home and taking care of our grand- 
parents. Why? Skills, effort, responsi- 
bility, and working conditions are 
about the same. 

What my bill would do would be very 
simple. It would require employers to 
publicly disclose their job categories 
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and their pay scales. Got it? Employers 
would publicly disclose their job cat- 
egories and pay scales without requir- 
ing specific information on individual 
employees. I am not asking anyone to 
say what they are paying an individual 
employee. We just want to know job 
categories and pay scales. If we give 
women information about what their 
male colleagues are earning, they can 
insist on a better deal for themselves 
in the workplace. 

Right now women who believe they 
are the victim of pay discrimination 
must file a lawsuit and endure a drawn- 
out legal discovery process to find out 
whether they make less than the man 
working beside them. With pay statis- 
tics readily available, this process 
could be avoided. In fact, I remember 
when Lilly Ledbetter first testified be- 
fore our committee—the committee I 
now chair and the committee on which 
the distinguished occupant of the chair 
is proud to serve. 

I had provided Lilly Ledbetter infor- 
mation on the Fair Pay Act—the one I 
am talking about. I asked her if the 
Fair Pay Act had been law, would it 
have averted her wage discrimination 
case. She made it very clear that had 
she had the information about pay 
scales, which our bill provides, this 
would have given her the information 
she needed to insist on being paid a fair 
salary from the beginning rather than 
having to resort to litigation years 
after the discrimination began. 

Four years after President Obama 
signed the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay 
Act, let’s make sure what happened to 
Lilly never happens again by recom- 
mitting ourselves to eliminating dis- 
crimination in the workplace and mak- 
ing equal pay for equivalent work a re- 
ality. 

I have introduced this bill in every 
Congress since 1996. We get focused on 
Lilly Ledbetter, and that is important. 
We are focused on paycheck fairness as 
well. Let’s think about the millions of 
American women out there who are in 
these traditional women’s jobs which 
require the skill, effort, responsibility, 
and working conditions that are simi- 
lar to a man and yet they are grossly 
underpaid. 

If Minnesota and Iowa—and there 
may be some other States I don’t know 
about; I just know about those two. If 
they can do it—and they did this in the 
1980s for State employees as well as 
municipal employees in Minnesota— 
surely we can do this nationwide. If we 
really want to stop the discrimination 
in pay in this country between women 
and men, the Fair Pay Act is the one 
that will do it. 

I am going to continue to push for 
this as long as I am here. Hopefully, we 
can have some hearings on it again, 
which I will, and hopefully we can 
begin to move on it. 


By Mr. HATCH (for himself, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. 
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Coons, Mr. FLAKE, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Mr. HELLER, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. 
WARNER, Mr. NELSON, and Mr. 
SCHATZ): 

S. 169. A bill to amend the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act to authorize 
additional visas for well-educated 
aliens to live and work in the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Immigration In- 
novation—or I-Squared—Act of 2013. I 
am pleased to be joined by my col- 
leagues Senator AMY KLOBUCHAR, Sen- 
ator MARCO RUBIO, and Senator CHRIS 
Coons, without whom this bill would 
not have materialized. All four of us 
worked very closely together, and each 
one of us deserves total credit for this 
bill. Together, we have crafted one of 
the first bipartisan immigration bills 
in this Congress, one that is designed 
to address the shortage of high-skilled 
labor we face in this country. This 
shortage has reached a crisis level. For 
too long, our country has been unable 
to meet the ever-increasing demand for 
workers trained in science, technology, 
engineering, and mathematics—or 
STEM—fields. As a result, some of our 
Nation’s top technology markets, such 
as Silicon Valley, Seattle, Boston, New 
York, and Salt Lake City, are in des- 
perate need for qualified STEM work- 
ers. 

It is critical that we not only recog- 
nize this shortage of high-skilled work- 
ers but also understand why it exists. 
Increasingly, enrollment in U.S. uni- 
versities in the STEM fields comes 
from foreign students, and despite our 
urgent need for workers in these fields, 
we continue to send these foreign stu- 
dents—potential high-skilled workers 
trained at American universities—back 
to their home countries after gradua- 
tion. 

Recently I was in a meeting with sev- 
eral leaders in the technology industry 
where it was mentioned that between 
2010 and 2020, the American economy 
will annually create more than 120,000 
additional computer science jobs that 
will require at least a bachelor’s de- 
gree, and that is just mentioning one 
aspect of this. This is great news for 
many of our computer science stu- 
dents. Unfortunately, that is the end of 
the good news. Each year only about 
40,000 American students received 
bachelor’s degrees in computer science. 
In other words, there are approxi- 
mately 80,000 new computer science po- 
sitions every year in the United States 
that cannot be filled by the available 
American workforce. I might add that 
these are positions which need to be 
filled so that our technology industry 
can continue to thrive. Simply put, 
U.S.-based companies have a great need 
for those trained in the science, tech- 
nology, engineering, and mathematics 
field, but at least right now, there are 
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not enough Americans trained and 
ready to fill these jobs. 

We cannot continue to simply hope 
American companies do not move oper- 
ations to countries where they have 
greater access to individuals trained in 
these STEM fields. We cannot continue 
to ignore this problem; it is that sim- 
ple. Continued inaction causes us to 
miss out on an important opportunity, 
especially since, as the American En- 
terprise Institute has confirmed, 100 
foreign-born workers with STEM de- 
grees create an average of 262 addi- 
tional jobs for native-born workers. 
Those countries would love to have 
their American-educated Ph.D.s and 
other highly educated individuals re- 
turn and boost their economy—not 
only from their acquired skills but also 
by creating these new jobs as well. An 
updated, high-skilled immigration sys- 
tem is directly tied to creating jobs 
and spurring growth across all sectors 
of our economy. We cannot afford any 
further inaction on this issue. 

The I-Squared Act of 2013 addresses 
the immediate short-term need to pro- 
vide American employers with greater 
access to high-skilled workers while 
also addressing the long-term need to 
invest in America’s STEM education. I 
am confident that this two-step ap- 
proach will enable our country to 
thrive and help us compete in today’s 
global economy. 

I mentioned my three prime cospon- 
sors on this bill, each one of whom de- 
serves credit for this bill, each one of 
whom has been a pleasure to work 
with, each one of whom adds a great 
deal to getting this bill passed. I per- 
sonally thank the Senators for working 
with me on this issue and allowing me 
the privilege of working with them on 
this issue. 

Let me turn some time over to Sen- 
ator KLOBUCHAR, who, along with Sen- 
ators COONS and RUBIO, has been a 
prime mover on this piece of legisla- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
wish to thank Senator RUBIO and Sen- 
ator COONS. I also thank the Senator 
from Utah for his incredible leadership. 
We have worked as a team. I think that 
is what this is, a team—team America. 
We must be a country that makes stuff 
again, invents things, and exports to 
the world. In order to do that, we need 
the world’s talent, and that is what 
this bill is about. 

As everyone can see by looking at 
the four of us here on the Senate floor, 
it is something on which both parties 
can agree. In order to get this done and 
get comprehensive immigration reform 
done, we must work in a bipartisan 
manner. I support the comprehensive 
immigration principles that were out- 
lined yesterday for reform and look 
forward to working with my colleagues 
on the Judiciary Committee to get this 
done. 
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The I-squared bill is about encour- 
aging engineers, inventors, innovators, 
and entrepreneurs to work here in this 
country and discouraging companies 
from contracting out with people in 
other countries. I cannot say how 
many Minnesota companies—small 
companies—have told me that they 
could not bring someone over because 
of the caps and they contracted with 
that person in another country. Well, 
guess what. That person then hired as- 
sistants and other people to work with 
them, but in one case they hired 
French people instead of hiring Ameri- 
cans. 

In fact, a recent study headed by 
Mayor Bloomberg of New York, Mayor 
Castro of San Antonio, Mayor Nutter 
of Philadelphia, and others showed 
that every H-1B visa creates 1.8 Amer- 
ican jobs. Those are jobs in Hawaii and 
those are jobs in Minnesota. 

Take a look at the Fortune 500 com- 
panies. Ninety of those companies were 
founded by immigrants, and over 200 
were founded by immigrants or their 
children, including Medtronic and 3M 
in my home State. This has meant an 
extraordinary number of good Amer- 
ican jobs, and we want more. We want 
the next pacemaker or Post-it note, 
which were invented in my State, to be 
invented again in the United States of 
America. 

I want to quickly lay out the four 
areas of reform that are included in the 
I-squared bill. 

First of all, we reformed the H-1B 
visa system to meet the needs of a 
growing science, engineering, tech, and 
medical community and to help the 
workers who form the backbone of 
those businesses. 

Second, we make changes to student 
visas to encourage students who get de- 
grees here to stay in this country so we 
don’t just say: Hey, go back to India or 
China or some other country and start 
the next Google over there. We want 
them to start it here. 

Third, we improve the green card sys- 
tem. 

Finally, and one of the most impor- 
tant aspects of this bill, we actually 
change the visa funding structure so 
that companies that bring in these 
high-tech and science and engineering 
immigrant workers will also be spend- 
ing some money on funding all of the 
education efforts we need to do in this 
country for science, engineering, tech- 
nology, and math, the STEM education 
that is going on in this country. Even 
by a conservative estimate, that would 
be $300 million a year and something 
like $3 billion in 10 years. That is real 
change, and it can change the system. 

I am very appreciative of the work of 
my colleagues. I know Senator RUBIO, 
who has shown great leadership on this 
issue, is next and will talk about the 
H-1B and student visa reforms. I thank 
Senator HATCH and Senator Coons for 
their leadership on this issue. We are 
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very excited about moving ahead on 
this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. RUBIO. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. President, there has been a lot in 
the news over the last 24 hours about 
immigration as an issue that confronts 
our country. I wanted to put this in the 
context of that and then talk specifi- 
cally about the details that are within 
this. 

First of all, in the context of immi- 
gration reform, there are things I 
think the vast majority of Americans 
would agree. One is this: We have a 
legal immigration system that is not 
working for the country. I think that 
despite the debate which exists about 
illegal immigration and how to deal 
with that reality—and that is a real de- 
bate that needs to happen—one of the 
things everyone agrees on is that legal 
immigration is good for this country. 
It is an important part of our history 
and critical part of our future. The 
legal immigration system we have in 
place right now does not work for 
America, and it really does not work 
for the 21st century. 

Let me be clear about one thing: I 
support family-based immigration. 
That is how my parents came to this 
country. I don’t want us to do anything 
that undermines it. I also know that in 
the 21st century, we can no longer af- 
ford to have an immigration system 
where literally less than 10 percent of 
the people who come here do so based 
on the skills they bring to this coun- 
try. 

Think about this for a moment: If I 
said to my colleagues that the NBA 
should be a collection of the best bas- 
ketball players in the world, who would 
disagree with that? If I said Major 
League Baseball should be a collection 
of the best baseball players in the 
world, who would disagree with that? 
How, then, can we disagree about that 
when it comes to our economy? How 
can we disagree that we should want 
the smartest, hardest working, most 
talented people on this planet to come 
here? I, for one, have no fear our coun- 
try is going to be overrun by Ph.Ds. I 
have no fear this country is going to be 
overrun by nuclear physicists and in- 
ventors and entrepreneurs. We have to 
create a system where that can happen 
in a rational, organized, and legal way. 
That is what we are attempting to do 
because that is not what we have right 
now in the United States. 

What we have, in fact, is a system— 
and Senator HATCH has discussed this. 
It was startling when I heard this. 
Yearly, our Nation has a demand for 
120,000 computer science engineers, but 
our universities only produce 40,000 
people a year. This is an indictment of 
our educational system. We need to fix 
that. We need to get to a point in this 
country where we have 120,000 people 
graduating to meet the demand. But in 
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the short term—right now—we have to 
deal with the fact that if those 80,000 
graduates for those jobs are not cre- 
ated here, those jobs are still going to 
exist; they are just not going to exist 
here. Those companies are not going to 
wait for us to produce more graduates. 
These countries are not going to wait 
for us to fix our immigration system. 
They have a business to run. If they 
can’t find the people they need to fill 
these jobs, they will send those jobs to 
another country. 

What that means in practical terms 
is these high-paying jobs in these in- 
dustries will be paying the taxes in 
some other country, will be stimu- 
lating the economy in some other 
country, will be laying down roots in 
some other nation. Do people want to 
know why one of the reasons America 
is special? Because for over 200 years 
we have been a collection of the world’s 
best and brightest, a magnet that at- 
tracts people here. Now we have an im- 
migration system that in the 21st cen- 
tury is making that very difficult to 
achieve. That is what this effort does. 

The other concern I have heard is 
what about the folks in this country 
now. This is a legitimate concern. 
When people raise it, I don’t get upset 
because it is a very legitimate concern: 
The kids who are born here and raised 
here and go into these industries, will 
they be hurt? As we have seen, the need 
far exceeds what we are producing, so 
that is not an immediate concern. But 
here is the other, and that is the star- 
tling figure that was used earlier; that 
for every 100 foreign-born STEM work- 
ers, we are creating 260-some-odd jobs. 
It is indisputable that these jobs create 
jobs for people right down the line in 
this process. If someone is an entre- 
preneur who is an immigrant, they cre- 
ate jobs for all kinds of people, and 
most of them were born here. If some- 
one creates some new technology or de- 
velops it, they create jobs and opportu- 
nities for people who work here, live 
here, and were born here. This is a net 
positive for our economy. That is why 
this issue is so critical to be con- 
fronted. 

By the way, as we talk about meet- 
ing the demand with our entire immi- 
gration system, we can’t modernize 
America’s legal immigration system if 
we don’t have a way to get the world’s 
best and brightest to come here in a 
way that is expedient and in a way that 
is cost-effective, in a way that is safe, 
and in a way that is legal. That is what 
we are attempting to do. 

This bill is not in competition with 
any other effort; it compliments it. In 
fact, it is an indispensable part of it. 
We cannot comprehensively reform 
America’s legal immigration system if 
it does not include VISA provisions for 
graduates in science, technology, engi- 
neering, and math. 

My final point: It makes no sense to 
invite people to come to the United 
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States, to study at our universities, to 
become the best and brightest in the 
world at their subject matter, and then 
ask them to leave. Think about that 
for a moment. We tell people: Come to 
America. We are going to let you go to 
our best schools and teach you every- 
thing we know and then we want you 
to go somewhere else and use the 
knowledge you gained here. That is 
crazy. That is not just nonsensical, it 
is crazy. We can’t keep doing that. 
Hopefully, we will begin to change it 
now. 

It has been a pleasure to work with 
all the folks involved with this effort. 
The leadership of Senator HATCH has 
been extraordinary, as well as that of 
Senator KLOBUCHAR. We have a good 
group working together. Our final col- 
league who has been a part of this, and 
an indispensable one, who has also 
worked in the context of another piece 
of legislation which we are hopeful to 
get moving soon—startup 2.0—which is 
an issue for another day, we are obvi- 
ously interested in hearing from Sen- 
ator COONS from Delaware about this 
issue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I greatly 
appreciate the opportunity to work 
with the Senator from Florida on this 
legislation and other legislation we are 
focused on about how to create jobs 
and how to drive our economy forward. 
Iam grateful for the leadership of Sen- 
ator HATCH and Senator KLOBUCHAR as 
well as for their companionship as we 
serve together on the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and as the four of us this day 
introduce this bill of which we are so 
proud, the Immigration Innovation Act 
of 2013. 

For decades, the United States en- 
joyed the commanding advantage of 
being home to all the world’s top uni- 
versities, particularly in science and 
technology, engineering and math, and 
the so-called STEM fields; and we were 
the best place for the graduates of 
those universities and their advanced 
science programs to stay and launch a 
new business. 

But today that field has changed. Our 
competitors are vying to provide more 


supportive environments for 
innovators, inventions, and startup 
companies. There has been a sea 


change in the field of opportunity back 
home for those foreign nationals who, 
in increasing numbers, are educated in 
the United States and whom we then 
force to return to their nation of ori- 
gin. 

Even though many of the most tal- 
ented young people from around the 
globe still pour into the United States 
to obtain their master’s or doctoral de- 
grees in STEM, now more than ever 
they are not just tempted to take their 
education home with them and start 
businesses elsewhere, but they are at- 
tracted by their home countries and 
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forced by our outdated immigration 
system. What an unwise way to com- 
pete in the global economy. Our out- 
dated immigration system hasn’t 
adapted to the modern world. 

Half of all master’s and doctoral de- 
grees in STEM fields at American uni- 
versities are today earned by foreign- 
born students who then face an uncer- 
tain, expensive, and unwieldy path to 
pursuing their dreams in the United 
States. Our country is hemorrhaging 
innovations and the inventors who 
make them and the jobs that come 
with them because America’s immigra- 
tion laws have failed to keep up with 
the demands of the modern age. We 
cannot afford to keep educating the 
world’s brightest students at our lead- 
ing universities which, I will remind 
my colleagues, are subsidized by U.S. 
tax dollars and American charitable 
giving, and then tell them they cannot 
repay those investments by contrib- 
uting to the U.S. workforce. It is both 
bad policy and bad business. 

That is why I have been working on 
this issue since I arrived in the Senate, 
introducing three bills and calling for 
the creation of a new class of green 
card for immigrants who have earned 
an advanced STEM degree from Amer- 
ican universities. 

I was especially glad to see the bipar- 
tisan framework released yesterday by 
Senators McCain, Schumer, Rubio, and 
others, which moves us toward com- 
prehensive immigration reform and 
embraces this vital core premise. I also 
welcome President Obama’s contribu- 
tions to this discussion and look for- 
ward to hearing what he has to say 
today in Las Vegas. 

There is, indeed, broad bipartisan 
agreement that it is long past time to 
reform our immigration system to 
make room for foreign-born, American- 
educated experts who want to apply 
their skills, start businesses, and raise 
their families here. At the same time, 
we have to dramatically improve 
STEM education available to American 
citizens to fill this dramatic gap in 
these fields. As Senator HATCH said 
just a few minutes ago, if we take the 
example of computer science, by 2020, 
the U.S. economy will need 120,000 men 
and women to fill these jobs. Yet just 
40,000 graduates with degrees in com- 
puter science will be Americans. How 
to fill that gap? 

The bipartisan legislation we intro- 
duce today tackles both sides of this 
problem, by reforming our outdated 
immigration system to allow highly 
skilled engineers and researchers to 
stay, rather than leaving and taking 
their jobs and future opportunities 
with them and by funneling the hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars in fees 
these experts pay for their green cards 
back into improving U.S.-based STEM 
education. It is a win-win. 

The Immigration Innovation Act of 
2013 will open the door, will recapture 
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unused green cards, and will move 
away from the outdated model of coun- 
try caps and overall caps to better 
compete with countries such as our 
neighbors to the north in Canada where 
these caps don’t exist, and where 
Microsoft is eager to open a new mas- 
sive development facility at our ex- 
pense and loss. 

One of the most important parts of 
this legislation, as I mentioned, is that 
we are using fees from these newly ex- 
panded H-1B visas and green cards to 
fund State initiatives on STEM. This 
will keep America at the cutting edge 
of science and technology and fuel eco- 
nomic growth for this country and gen- 
erations to come. 

While each of the coauthors of this 
legislation have made substantial con- 
tributions, I am especially grateful to 
Senator HATCH of Utah for his leader- 
ship. 

I yield to the Senator from Utah to 
tell us a little bit more about this leg- 
islation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I wish to 
thank Senator COONS, Senator KLO- 
BUCHAR, and Senator RUBIO. As my col- 
leagues can see, it is a real pleasure to 
work with these three partners and 
others as well. I particularly wish to 
thank each of my colleagues for the 
helpful overview they have given on 
this bill. It has been a real pleasure for 
me to work with these three very inno- 
vative leaders in the Senate. 

As a number of my colleagues have 
mentioned, by eliminating per-country 
limits for employment-based green 
cards, recapturing lost employment- 
based immigrant visas, exempting cer- 
tain classes of immigrants from the an- 
nual green card limit, and creating a 
new and sustainable funding stream to 
enhance the U.S. STEM education pipe- 
line, we will help America’s innovative 
industries recruit and retain high- 
skilled talent to more effectively com- 
pete in today’s global marketplace, and 
it will make us more competitive. 

We have heard from many industry 
stakeholders that support the I- 
Squared Act of 2013. To date, we have 
received letters of support from the fol- 
lowing organizations that support this 
bill: Microsoft, Oracle, Intel, IBM, 
Hewlett-Packard Company, Facebook, 
Texas Instruments, Qualcomm, U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce, the National 
Association of Manufacturers, BSA The 
Software Alliance, Compete America, 
the Semiconductor Industry Associa- 
tion, TechNet, the Technology Associa- 
tion of America, the Consumer Elec- 
tronics Association, the Software and 
Information Industry Association, the 
Internet Association, the Computer 
and Communications Industry Associa- 
tion, the Information Technology In- 
dustry Council, the Information Tech- 
nology and Innovation Foundation, 
TechServe Alliance, the Association 


January 29, 2013 


for Competitive Technology, the Tele- 
communications Industry Association, 
CTIA—The Wireless Association, Sabre 
Holdings, the Council of Chief State 
School Officers, and just to mention 
one other, Immigration Voice. 

Mr. President, working with Sen- 
ators KLOBUCHAR, RUBIO, and COONS, I 
have to say is a real privilege for me. 
These are three very fine additions to 
the Senate. In the case of Senator KLO- 
BUCHAR and Senator COONS, they are 
two respected members of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee and Senator 
RUBIO, in my view, is one of the most 
knowledgeable Senators we have on 
immigration policy and, as we can see, 
a terrific leader in so many other ways. 
We send a strong message that both 
sides of the aisle can come together to 
craft bipartisan legislation to address 
one of our country’s most urgent eco- 
nomic needs. 

Yesterday, eight of our colleagues 
unveiled a framework to overhaul our 
Nation’s immigration system. I am 
proud of them. I commend them for 
their willingness to work in a bipar- 
tisan way to reform our immigration 
laws. It is very much needed. One of 
the leaders is, of course, our own Sen- 
ator RUBIO, as well as Senator SCHUMER 
and Senator MCCAIN, and others as well 
whom I hate to not mention, but I 
think my colleagues get the point. 
Similarly, the work of Senators KLO- 
BUCHAR, RUBIO, COONS, and I have done 
in crafting the I-Squared Act of 2013 
was no easy task and represents hours 
of negotiations with interested stake- 
holders and has garnered, aS my col- 
leagues can see, widespread industry 
support. 

The I-Squared Act makes sense. I 
hope our language to reform the high- 
skilled immigration system is consid- 
ered by this body in the immediate fu- 
ture. I would surely like to hear a little 
bit more from Senator KLOBUCHAR, if 
she would care to make some addi- 
tional points. I don’t mean to take all 
the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator for his kind words. I 
wanted to actually follow up a little 
bit with Senator RUBIO’s analogy on 
the teams and the sports because I did 
note he mentioned basketball and base- 
ball but not hockey. As my colleagues 
know, Minnesota is a State of hockey. 
In fact, we are very happy the NHL is 
back playing again and that our team 
The Wild is playing. I actually looked 
at some of the numbers similar to what 
Senator RUBIO was talking about and, 
in fact, a significant number of our 
players on our professional hockey 
team come from other countries. As 
my colleagues know, there are a lot of 
Canadian hockey players and players 
from all over the world in all these 
sports. 

You wonder: Why is that? With all 
the talk about immigration backlogs 
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and the visa shortages, you wonder how 
all these great athletes are contrib- 
uting to our teams. The answer is, 
there is no cap on visas for athletes. 
Again, there is no limit on how many 
athletes can come over and play on our 
sports teams. As a result, athletes from 
across the globe can compete here, and 
we have the best sports leagues in the 
world. 

Why shouldn’t we apply the same 
principles to engineering, to innova- 
tion, to science, to medical develop- 
ment? That is what we should be doing. 
In this bill, we do have some caps. But 
we are raising those caps because we 
think it is time to compete with the 
rest of the world. 

Immigrants have always played a 
crucial role in these disciplines in the 
United States. In fact—and this was an 
interesting statistic we got—of the 
U.S. Nobel Prize winners, 30 percent of 
them, I say to Senator HATCH, have 
been immigrants—30 percent of them. 

One of those was Mario Capecchi. He 
was born in Italy in 1937. His mother 
survived a Nazi concentration camp 
and was eventually able to bring him 
to the United States. In 2007, he won 
the Nobel Prize in medicine for his 
work on altering genes in mice through 
the use of stem cells. Obviously, this is 
an exciting area of work that gives us 
great hope to solve many diseases. 

Medtronic, a Minnesota institution 
that has pioneered medical devices for 
years, started in a garage and was 
started by the child of an immigrant. 

So why would we want to prevent the 
next person who would come in who 
could cure cancer, who would create a 
new energy source, who would bring in 
new means of communication to our 
country? This bill is about moving our 
country forward. This bill is about 
competing in the world economy. If we 
can do it in baseball, in basketball, and 
I would add, I say to Senator RUBIO, 
hockey, we can do it in engineering, 
science, technology, and math. 

I thank my colleagues and turn it 
over to Senator RUBIO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, let the 
RECORD reflect I did not mean to offend 
hockey fans. On the contrary, we have 
two hockey teams, the Florida Pan- 
thers and the Lightning in the Tampa 
Bay area, which actually has won the 
Stanley Cup before, and the Florida 
Panthers were in the playoffs last year. 
So we like hockey too. We cannot play 
it outdoors in Florida. But in any 
event, I think the point is well taken 
that we do want the best and brightest. 

The one point I wish to make is the 
one point I have picked up on, on the 
immigration issue, in general, over the 
last 24 to 48 hours; that is, how impor- 
tant it is that accurate information 
reach the American people about what 
it is we are working on and what it is 
we are not working on. 
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Immigration is a complicated issue. 
We hear a lot of discussion about immi- 
gration. I will have more to say about 
it later today. But immigration is a 
complicated process. The one we have 
now is complicated. It is important for 
people to understand what it is we are 
trying to do and what it is not. I think 
that is true for the entire issue of im- 
migration but particularly important 
for this one. 

To that end, I guess I wish to issue a 
public challenge to the companies that 
in the past have gotten engaged in the 
public discourse and in the public de- 
bate on issues that involve the issues 
of technology. 

Just a few months ago—and it is a 
sore spot in some places, I imagine—we 
had this issue of SOPA and PIPA and 
all these other things that were going 
to impact the freedom of the Internet 
and the freedom of communicating on- 
line, and a lot of groups got involved to 
speak about that and to try to clear up 
the record about what they were for 
and what they were against. 

I hope they will do the same thing on 
this. I hope they will use the platforms 
on this to openly discuss what this is 
about. 

I guess this is a challenge to the 
Facebooks and the Googles and the 
Twitters of the world: Get engaged in 
letting people know what is at stake. If 
we like these innovations that have 
radically changed the way we live in 
this country—just think about this for 
a moment. If a decade ago we would 
tell someone we are going to Google 
them, they would be offended because 
that did not mean anything a decade 
ago. Now it means something. If we 
were to say a decade ago that we were 
going to tweet something, people would 
look at us funny. Now it actually 
means something. 

These are innovations that happened 
in America that have not only changed 
the way we live and made our lives 
more interesting and in some ways 
more productive but are transforming 
the world. 

Think about the political movements 
here and around the world. There was a 
time when one could not even engage 
in public discourse in America if they 
did not have an organization to back 
them. Now any single individual can 
become the leader of a movement fair- 
ly quickly by using the platforms that 
have been created by innovators. 

A disproportionate number of the 
people who develop this stuff are immi- 
grants or the children of immigrants or 
children or people we have trained in 
this country who, thank God, we did 
not send back home. 

We have a chance to do that, and I 
hope those who have a vested interest 
in this issue passing will use the plat- 
forms they own and operate to clearly 
inform the American people about 
what is at stake on the issue of immi- 
gration as a whole but in particular on 
this issue of high-skill immigration. 
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I guess for some additional thoughts, 
I wish to turn it over to Senator COONS, 
who has a unique insight into innova- 
tion. We worked on the Startup 2.0. I 
will plug it again because it is an im- 
portant piece of legislation we would 
like to get done fairly soon. A lot of it 
is based on investor visas and things of 
that nature. 

I think Senator Coons has more to 
add about our effort here today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I say to 
Senator COONS, would the Senator 
yield just for a moment for a com- 
pliment? 

Mr. COONS. Certainly. I yield to the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I just 
wish to compliment my colleague from 
Florida. As I gave a number of inter- 
views yesterday on his initiatives with 
regard to comprehensive immigra- 
tion—not to speak of the issue at hand, 
more about the specialized necessity of 
visas, but on overall comprehensive 
immigration, which I certainly favor 
and have voted for in the past—a huge 
step was taken because of the initia- 
tive of a number of courageous Sen- 
ators, among whom I would include my 
colleague from Florida. 

Thank you. 

Mr. COONS. I thank Senator NELSON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I join the 
Senator from Florida in thanking and 
recognizing the junior Senator from 
Florida, Mr. RUBIO, for his great work 
on the issues of job creation and inno- 
vation through Startup 2.0 and other 
bills we have worked on together but 
also through the comprehensive frame- 
work that was released yesterday. The 
framework released by Senators SCHU- 
MER, MCCAIN, RUBIO, and others takes 
the right approach to ensuring that the 
United States has a modern, efficient, 
effective, and compassionate immigra- 
tion system. 

I was glad to see it addressed family- 
based immigration challenges, includ- 
ing creating an expedited path to citi- 
zenship for young people brought here 
as children through no fault of their 
own—people we rightly call DREAM- 
ers. 

While the Immigration Innovation 
Act we are introducing today recog- 
nizes the vital, the critical contribu- 
tions immigrants have made and will 
continue to make in highly technical 
fields, we also must recognize the es- 
sential contributions immigrants make 
along the entire labor spectrum, across 
the whole breadth of this country—to 
building up this country in the past 
and to giving it a brighter future. 

As you heard from Senator KLO- 
BUCHAR before, if Team USA is to play 
competitively globally, we need the 
best and the brightest contributors to 
our future. Why would we educate the 
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best inventors and innovators in the 
world and send many of them back to 
compete against us from other coun- 
tries rather than embracing them and 
allowing them to invent, to invest, and 
create companies and jobs in the 
United States? 

While I am eager to move ahead on 
family-focused reform, I am equally 
eager to have us move ahead with re- 
form for STEM degree holders. Com- 
prehensive immigration reform is a ne- 
cessity for the hard-working people of 
Delaware and around the country, for 
those who want nothing more than to 
play by the rules, build a better life for 
their children, and contribute to the 
American dream. 

That is what any of us would want, 
the chance to work hard, to see our 
children grow up happy and healthy, 
with the education and opportunities 
that make their dreams come true, and 
to contribute to a stronger America. 

That is why I am committed to a 
comprehensive overhaul of our immi- 
gration system, one that supports chil- 
dren and families, as well as our econ- 
omy and our vital technology sector, 
and that welcomes immigrants into the 
rich fabric of this country, as the 
United States has done since our 
founding. 

As someone who trained in chem- 
istry, aS someone who worked for a 
high-technology, materials-based 
science company, aS Someone who met 
just yesterday with a Delaware com- 
pany complaining of the challenges 
that visa caps and limits place on their 
ability to do research and development 
and to compete in the global economy, 
I am grateful for the leadership Sen- 
ator HATCH and Senator KLOBUCHAR 
and Senator RUBIO have shown in 
crafting this piece—this vital piece—of 
the total picture of comprehensive im- 
migration reform. 

I thank the Presiding Officer. 

I say to Senator HATCH, does the Sen- 
ator have some closing comments as 
we conclude this colloquy? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I wish to 
particularly thank my colleagues— 
Senator COONS and Senator RUBIO and 
Senator KLOBUCHAR—for their work on 
this bill. It is obvious from their state- 
ments here today they have a great 
deal of commitment to these impor- 
tant issues. 

I-squared is a commonsense approach 
to ensuring that those who have come 
to be educated in our American univer- 
sities have the ability to stay with 
their families and contribute to our 
economy and our society. 

This bill is good for workers, it is 
good for businesses trying to grow, and 
it is good for our economy. 

I am pleased with the momentum we 
already have seen on this bill through 
industry support and within the Senate 
itself. 
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I am pleased to announce that Sen- 
ators FLAKE, SHAHEEN, HELLER, 
BLUMENTHAL, HOEVEN, NELSON, and 
WARNER have agreed to be original co- 
sponsors of the I-Squared Act, and I en- 
courage many more of my colleagues 
to support and help pass this bill. It is 
long overdue. It is well thought out. 
We have run it by the top people in this 
country. Frankly, it has a lot of sup- 
port so far. We have not even gone out 
and tried to get cosponsors, and they 
are starting to come naturally. I hope 
we can get the Senate to call up this 
bill. Of course, I think we are all inter- 
ested in going beyond this bill too, in 
doing true immigration reform that 
will help our country to continue to 
maintain itself as the greatest country 
in the world. 

I wish to thank my colleagues. This 
has been a real privilege to serve with 
them on the floor today. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S. 169 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘Immigration 
Innovation Act of 2013’ or the ‘‘I-Squared 
Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

The table of contents for this Act is as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 1. Short title. 

Sec. 2. Table of contents. 

TITLE I-EMPLOYMENT-BASED 

NONIMMIGRANT VISAS 

. 101. Market-based H-1b visa limits. 

. 102. Employment authorization for de- 
pendents of H-1b non- 
immigrants. 

. 103. Eliminating impediments to work- 
er mobility. 

TITLE II—_STUDENT VISAS 
. 201. Authorization of dual intent. 
TITLE ITJ—EMPLOYMENT-BASED 
IMMIGRANT VISAS 

. 801. Elimination of per-country numer- 
ical limitations. 

. 302. Recapturing lost employment- 
based immigrant visas. 

. 803. Aliens not subject to direct numer- 
ical limitation. 

TITLE IV—STEM EDUCATION FUNDING 
Sec. 401. Funding for STEM education and 

training. 

Sec. 402. Promoting American Ingenuity Ac- 
count. 

. 408. STEM education grant application 
process. 

. 404. Approved activities. 

. 405. National evaluation. 

. 406. Rule of construction. 

TITLE I—EMPLOYMENT-BASED 

NONIMMIGRANT VISAS 

SEC. 101. MARKET-BASED H-1B VISA LIMITS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 214(g) of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184(¢)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
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(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘(beginning with fiscal year 
1992); and 

(B) by amending subparagraph (A) to read 
as follows: 

“(A) under section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) may 
not exceed the sum of— 

“(i) the base allocation calculated under 
paragraph (9)(A); and 

“(ii) the allocation adjustment calculated 
under paragraph (9)(B); and’’; 

(2) in paragraph (5)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
at the end; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘, 
until the number of aliens who are exempted 
from such numerical limitation during such 
year exceeds 20,000.” and inserting ‘‘; or”; 

(3) in paragraph (8), by striking subpara- 
graphs (B)(iv) and (D); 

(4) by redesignating paragraph (10) as sub- 
paragraph (D) of paragraph (9); 

(5) by redesignating paragraph (9) as para- 
graph (10); and 

(6) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol- 
lowing: 


“(9)(A) The base allocation of non- 
immigrant visas under section 
101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) for each fiscal year shall be 
equal to— 


“(i) the sum of— 

“(I) the base allocation for the most re- 
cently completed fiscal year; and 

“(II) the allocation adjustment for the 
most recently completed fiscal year; 

“(ii) if the number calculated under clause 
(i) is less than 115,000, 115,000; or 

“(iii) if the number calculated under clause 
(i) is more than 300,000, 300,000. 

‘“(B)(i) If the number of cap-subject non- 
immigrant visa petitions approved under 
section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) during the first 45 
days petitions may be filed for a fiscal year 
is equal to the base allocation for such fiscal 
year, an additional 20,000 such visas shall be 
made available beginning on the 46th day on 
which petitions may be filed for such fiscal 
year. 

“(ii) If the base allocation of cap-subject 
nonimmigrant visa petitions approved under 
section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) for a fiscal year is 
reached during the 15-day period ending on 
the 60th day on which petitions may be filed 
for such fiscal year, an additional 15,000 such 
visas shall be made available beginning on 
the 61st day on which petitions may be filed 
for such fiscal year. 

“(iii) If the base allocation of cap-subject 
nonimmigrant visa petitions approved under 
section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) for a fiscal year is 
reached during the 30-day period ending on 
the 90th day on which petitions may be filed 
for such fiscal year, an additional 10,000 such 
visas shall be made available beginning on 
the 91st day on which petitions may be filed 
for such fiscal year. 

““(iv) If the base allocation of cap-subject 
nonimmigrant visa petitions approved under 
section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) for a fiscal year is 
reached during the 185-day period ending on 
the 275th day on which petitions may be filed 
for such fiscal year, an additional 5,000 such 
visas shall be made available beginning on 
the date on which such allocation is reached. 

“(v) If the number of cap-subject non- 
immigrant visa petitions approved under 
section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) for a fiscal year is 
at least 5,000 fewer than the base allocation, 
but is not more than 9,999 fewer than the 
base allocation, the allocation adjustment 
for the following fiscal year shall be -5,000. 

‘“(vi) If the number of cap-subject non- 
immigrant visa petitions approved under 
section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) for a fiscal year is 
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at least 10,000 fewer than the base allocation, 

but not more than 14,999 fewer than the base 

allocation, the allocation adjustment for the 

following fiscal year shall be -10,000. 

“(vii) If the number of cap-subject non- 
immigrant visa petitions approved under 
section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) for a fiscal year is 
at least 15,000 fewer than the base allocation, 
but not more than 19,999 fewer than the base 
allocation, the allocation adjustment for the 
following fiscal year shall be -15,000. 

“(viii) If the number of cap-subject non- 
immigrant visa petitions approved under 
section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) for a fiscal year is 
at least 20,000 fewer than the base allocation, 
the allocation adjustment for the following 
fiscal year shall be -20,000.’’. 

(b) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The 
retary of Homeland Security shall— 

(1) timely upload to a public website data 
that summarizes the adjudication of non- 
immigrant petitions under section 
101(a)(15)(H)(b) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(H)(b)) dur- 
ing each fiscal year; and 

(2) allow the timely adjustment of visa al- 
locations under section 214(¢)(9)(B) of such 
Act, as added by subsection (a). 

SEC. 102. EMPLOYMENT AUTHORIZATION FOR 
DEPENDENTS OF H-1B NON- 
IMMIGRANTS. 

Section 214(c) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1184(c)) is amended— 

(1) by striking “Attorney General’ each 
place such term appears and inserting ‘‘Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by amending subpara- 
graph (E) to read as follows: 

“(E) The Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall— 

“(j) authorize an alien spouse admitted 
under subparagraph (H)(i)(b) or (L) of section 
101(a)(15) who is accompanying or following 
to join the principal alien to engage in em- 
ployment in the United States; and 

“(i) provide the spouse with an ‘employ- 
ment authorized’ endorsement or other ap- 
propriate work permit.’’. 

SEC. 103. ELIMINATING IMPEDIMENTS TO WORK- 
ER MOBILITY. 

(a) DEFERENCE TO PRIOR APPROVALS.—Sec- 
tion 214(c) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1184(c)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(9) The Secretary of Homeland Security 
may not deny a petition to extend the status 
of a nonimmigrant admitted under subpara- 
graph (H)(i)(b) or (L) of section 101(a)(15) in 
which the petition involves the same alien 
and petitioner unless the Secretary deter- 
mines that— 

“(A) there was a material error with re- 
gard to the previous petition approval; 

‘“(B) a substantial change in circumstances 
has taken place that renders the non- 
immigrant ineligible for such status under 
this Act; or 

“(C) new material information has been 
discovered that adversely impacts the eligi- 
bility of the employer or the non- 
immigrant.’’. 

(b) EFFECT OF EMPLOYMENT TERMINATION.— 
Section 214(n) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1184(n)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

(3) A nonimmigrant admitted under sec- 
tion 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) whose employment re- 
lationship terminates before the expiration 
of the nonimmigrant’s period of authorized 
admission shall be deemed to have retained 
such legal status throughout the entire 60- 
day period beginning on the date such em- 
ployment is terminated if an employer files 
a petition to extend, change, or adjust the 
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status of the nonimmigrant at any point 
during such period.’’. 

(c) VISA REVALIDATION.—Section 222(c) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1202(c)) is amended by inserting ‘‘The 
Secretary of State shall authorize an alien 
admitted under subparagraph (E), (H), (D), 
(O), or (P) of section 101(a)(15) to renew his or 
her nonimmigrant visa in the United States 
if the alien has remained eligible for such 
status.’’. 


TITLE II—STUDENT VISAS 
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF DUAL INTENT. 


(a) DEFINITION.—Section 101(a)(15)(F)(i) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(F)G)) is amended by strik- 
ing ‘‘which he has no intention of aban- 
doning”. 

(b) PRESUMPTION OF STATUS; INTENTION TO 
ABANDON FOREIGN RESIDENCE.—Section 214 of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1184) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘(L) or 
(V) and inserting ‘‘(F), (L), or (V)’’; and 

(2) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘(H)(i)(b) 
or (c)? and inserting ‘“(F), (H)(i)(b), 
Die’. 

TITLE II—EMPLOYMENT-BASED 
IMMIGRANT VISAS 
SEC. 301. ELIMINATION OF PER-COUNTRY NU- 
MERICAL LIMITATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 202(a)(2) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1152(a)(2)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘*(2) PER COUNTRY LEVELS FOR FAMILY-SPON- 
SORED IMMIGRANTS.—Subject to paragraphs 
(3) and (4), the total number of immigrant 
visas made available to natives of any single 
foreign state or dependent area under section 
203(a) in any fiscal year may not exceed 15 
percent (in the case of a single foreign state) 
or 2 percent (in the case of a dependent area) 
of the total number of such visas made avail- 
able under such section in that fiscal year.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 202 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1152) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘both sub- 
sections (a) and (b) of section 203’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘section 203(a)’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (5); and 

(2) by amending subsection (e) to read as 
follows: 

“(e) SPECIAL RULES FOR COUNTRIES AT 
CEILING.—If the total number of immigrant 
visas made available under section 203(a) to 
natives of any single foreign state or depend- 
ent area will exceed the numerical limita- 
tion specified in subsection (a)(2) in any fis- 
cal year, the number of visas for natives of 
that state or area shall be allocated under 
section 203(a) so that, except as provided in 
subsection (a)(4), the proportion of the visa 
numbers made available under each of para- 
graphs (1) through (4) of section 203(a) is 
equal to the ratio of the total number of 
visas made available under the respective 
paragraph to the total number of visas made 
available under section 203(a).’’. 

(c) COUNTRY-SPECIFIC OFFSET.—Section 2 of 
the Chinese Student Protection Act of 1992 (8 
U.S.C. 1255 note) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (e))’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (d))’’; 
and 

(2) by striking subsection (d) and redesig- 
nating subsection (e) as subsection (d). 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc- 
tober 1, 2013, and shall apply to fiscal years 
beginning with fiscal year 2014. 
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SEC. 302. RECAPTURING LOST EMPLOYMENT- 
BASED IMMIGRANT VISAS. 

Section 201(d) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1151(d)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“(d) WORLDWIDE LEVEL OF EMPLOYMENT- 
BASED IMMIGRANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The worldwide level of 
employment-based immigrants under this 
subsection for a fiscal year is equal to the 
sum of— 

“(A) 140,000; and 

‘(B) the number computed under para- 
graph (2). 

‘“(2) UNUSED VISAS.—The number computed 
under this paragraph is the difference, if any, 
between— 

“(A) the sum of the worldwide levels estab- 
lished under paragraph (1) for fiscal years 
1992 through the current fiscal year; and 

“(B) the number of visas actually issued 
under section 203(b), subject to this sub- 
section, during such fiscal years.’’. 

SEC. 303. ALIENS NOT SUBJECT TO DIRECT NU- 
MERICAL LIMITATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 201(b)(1) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1151(b)(1)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘“(F) Aliens who are the spouse or a child of 
an alien admitted as an employment-based 
immigrant under section 203(b). 

“(G) Aliens who have earned a master’s or 
higher degree in a field listed on the STEM 
Designated Degree Program List published 
by the Department of Homeland Security on 
the Student and Exchange Visitor Program 
website from an institution of higher edu- 
cation (as defined in section 101(a) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1001(a))). 

‘“(H) Aliens for whom a petition for an em- 
ployment-based immigrant visa under para- 
graph (A) or (B) of section 203(b)(1) has been 
approved.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
203(b) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1153(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘28.6 per- 
cent” and inserting ‘‘12 percent”; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘28.6 
percent” and inserting ‘‘36.9 percent”; and 

(3) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘28.6 
percent” and inserting ‘‘36.9 percent”; 

(B) by striking subparagraph (B); and 

(C) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 
subparagraph (B). 

TITLE IV—STEM EDUCATION FUNDING 
SEC. 401. FUNDING FOR STEM EDUCATION AND 

TRAINING. 

(a) NONIMMIGRANT FEE ADJUSTMENT AND 
ALLOCATION.—Section 214(c)(9) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184(c)(9)) is amended— 

(1) by amending subparagraph (B) to read 
as follows: 

‘(B) The amount of the fee imposed under 
this paragraph shall be— 

“(i) $1,250 for each such petition filed by an 
employer with not more than 25 full-time 
equivalent employees who are employed in 
the United States (determined by including 
any affiliate or subsidiary of such employer); 
and 

“(ii) $2,500 for each such petition filed by 
an employer with more than 25 such employ- 
ees.”; and 

(2) by amending subparagraph (C) to read 
as follows: 

‘(C) Fees collected under this paragraph 
shall be distributed as follows: 

“(i) Of the amounts collected pursuant to 
subparagraph (B)(i)— 
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“(D) $750 shall be deposited in the Treasury 
in accordance with section 286(s); and 

‘(ID $500 shall be deposited in the Treasury 
in accordance with section 286(w). 

“Gi) Of the amounts collected pursuant to 
subparagraph (B)(ii)— 

“(D) $1,500 shall be deposited in the Treas- 
ury in accordance with section 286(s); and 

‘(ID) $1,000 shall be deposited in the Treas- 
ury in accordance with section 286(w).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
286(s)(1) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1856(s)(1)) is amended by strik- 
ing the last sentence and inserting ‘‘There 
shall be deposited as offsetting receipts into 
the account a portion of the fees collected 
under paragraphs (9) and (11) of section 
214(c).’’. 

(c) IMMIGRANT FEE.—Section 203(b) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1153(b)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“(7) FUNDING FOR STEM EDUCATION AND 
TRAINING.—The Secretary of Homeland Secu- 
rity shall impose a fee of $1,000 on each I-140 
immigrant visa petition filed under this sub- 
section. Amounts collected under this para- 
graph shall be deposited into the Treasury in 
accordance with section 286(w).’’. 

SEC. 402. PROMOTING AMERICAN INGENUITY AC- 
COUNT. 

Section 286 of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1356) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(w) PROMOTING AMERICAN INGENUITY AC- 
COUNT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in 
the general fund of the Treasury a separate 
account, which shall be known as the ‘Pro- 
moting American Ingenuity Account’. There 
shall be deposited as offsetting receipts into 
the account fees collected under section 
203(b)(7) and a portion of the fees collected 
under section 214(c)(9). Amounts deposited 
into the account shall remain available to 
the Secretary of Education until expended. 

‘“(2) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Pro- 
moting American Ingenuity Account are to 
enhance the economic competitiveness of the 
United States by— 

“(A) strengthening STEM education, 
cluding in computer science, at all levels; 

“(B) ensuring that schools have access to 
well-trained and effective STEM teachers; 

“(C) supporting efforts to strengthen the 
elementary and secondary curriculum, in- 
cluding efforts to make courses in computer 
science more broadly available; and 

“(D) helping colleges and universities 
produce more graduates in fields needed by 
American employers. 

(3) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 

“(A) NATIONAL ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary 
of Education may reserve up to 5 percent of 
the amounts deposited into the Promoting 
American Ingenuity Account for national re- 
search, development, demonstration, evalua- 
tion, and dissemination activities carried 
out directly or through grants, contracts, or 
cooperative agreements, including— 

“G) activities undertaken jointly with 
other Federal agencies, such as STEM mis- 
sion agencies; and 

“Gi) grants to non-profit organizations for 
nationally significant activities consistent 
with the purposes of the Immigration Inno- 
vation Act of 2018. 

“(B) ALLOCATIONS TO STATES.— 

““(j) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), the 
Secretary of Education shall proportionately 
allocate the remaining amounts deposited 
into the account to the States each fiscal 
year in an amount that bears the same rela- 
tionship to the remainder as the amount the 
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State received under subpart 2 of part A of 
title I of the Elementary and Secondary Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6331 et seq.) for 
the preceding fiscal year bears to the 
amount all States received under that sub- 
part for the preceding fiscal year. 

‘(ii) MINIMUM ALLOCATIONS.—No_ State 
shall receive less than an amount equal to 
0.5 percent of the total amount made avail- 
able to all States from the Promoting Amer- 
ican Ingenuity Account. If a State does not 
request an allocation from the Account for a 
fiscal year, the Secretary shall reallocate 
the State’s allocation to the remaining 
States in accordance with this section.’’. 

SEC. 403. STEM EDUCATION GRANT APPLICATION 
PROCESS. 

(a) APPLICATION.—Hach State desiring to 
receive an allocation from the Promoting 
American Ingenuity Account established 
under section 286(w) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1856(w)) submit an 
application to the Secretary of Education 
that describes how the State plans to im- 
prove STEM education to meet the needs of 
employers in the State, at such time, in such 
form, and including such information as the 
Secretary may prescribe. 

(b) APPROVAL.—The Secretary of Edu- 
cation shall approve any application sub- 
mitted under subsection (a) that meets the 
requirements prescribed by the Secretary if 
the Secretary determines, after evaluating 
the recommendations of peer reviewers, that 
the State’s plan for the use of funds would be 
successful in making progress toward meet- 
ing the purposes set forth in section 286(w)(2) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1856(w)(2)). 

SEC. 404. APPROVED ACTIVITIES. 

A State or other entity that receives fund- 
ing from the Promoting American Ingenuity 
Account may use such funding— 

(1) to strengthen the State’s academic 


achievement standards in science, tech- 
nology, engineering, and mathematics 
(STEM); 


(2) to implement strategies for the recruit- 
ment, training, placement, and retention of 
teachers in STEM fields, including computer 
science; 

(3) to carry out initiatives designed to as- 
sist students in succeeding and graduating 
from postsecondary STEM programs; 

(4) to improve the availability and access 
to STEM-related worker training programs, 
including community college courses and 
programs; and 

(5) for other activities approved by the Sec- 
retary of Education to improve STEM edu- 
cation. 

SEC. 405. NATIONAL EVALUATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Using amounts reserved 
under section 286(w)(8)(A) of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act, as added by sec- 
tion 402, the Secretary of Education shall 
conduct, directly or through a grant or con- 
tract, an annual evaluation of the implemen- 
tation and impact of the activities funded by 
the Promoting American Ingenuity Account. 

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary shall 
submit a report describing the results of 
each evaluation conducted under subsection 
(a) to— 

(1) the President; 

(2) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate 

(3) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives 

(4) the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate; and 

(5) the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce of the House of Representatives. 

(c) DISSEMINATION.—The Secretary shall 
make the findings of the evaluation widely 
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available to educators, the business commu- 
nity, and the public. 


SEC. 406. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 


Nothing in this title may be construed to 
permit the Secretary of Education or any 
other Federal official to approve the content 
or academic achievement standards of a 
State. 


By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself 
and Mr. MANCHIN): 


S. 170. A bill to recognize the herit- 
age of recreational fishing, hunting, 
and recreational shooting on Federal 
public land and ensure continued op- 
portunities for those activities; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 


Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce the bipartisan 
Recreational Fishing and Hunting Op- 
portunities Act. 


My bill is cosponsored by my friend 
from West Virginia, Senator MANCHIN, 
and is a commonsense, bipartisan piece 
of legislation. It enjoys support from 
over 39 separate organizations from the 
hunting, shooting, recreational fishing 
and wildlife conservation community. 
In addition, my staff has worked dili- 
gently with environmental and con- 
servation organizations such as the 
Wilderness Society and the National 
Parks Conservation Association to al- 
leviate their concerns with previous 
versions of the bill by removing ref- 
erences to the Wilderness Act and the 
National Environmental Policy Act. 
Furthermore, this legislation specifi- 
cally exempts National Park Units, Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuges and land held in 
trust for the benefit of Native Ameri- 
cans. 


Our bill would acknowledge the im- 
portance of hunting and fishing on our 
BLM lands and in our National Forests 
by requiring hunting and fishing to be 
recognized activities on those lands. 
We are talking about traditional Amer- 
ican activities, and they are activities 
that deserve the same consideration as 
other traditional uses of our public 
lands. Our legislation would establish 
an ‘‘open unless closed” policy for rec- 
reational hunting, fishing and shooting 
on BLM and Forest Service land. It is 
important to note, though, that this 
would not give these activities special 
priority, but merely level the current 
playing field between these traditional 
activities and other uses of our public 
lands. 


I would like to thank Senator 
MANCHIN, an original cosponsor of this 
bill, for his and his staff’s hard work in 
moving this bill forward. It is our hope 
that this bill will receive quick but 
careful consideration as many sports- 
men across this country have been ea- 
gerly awaiting passage of this measure 
for quite a long time. 
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 20—DESIG- 
NATING CHAIRMAN OF THE SEN- 
ATE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 
RELATIONS 


Mr. REID submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. REs. 20 


Resolved, The Senator from New Jersey, 
Mr. Menendez, shall be the Chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations for the One 
Hundred Thirteenth Congress, or until his 
successor is chosen. 

Sec. 2. Provided, That this resolution shall 
be effective upon the resignation of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts (Mr. Kerry). 


EE 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 5. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 325, to ensure the complete and 
timely payment of the obligations of the 
United States Government until May 19, 
2013, and for other purposes; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


EEE 


TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 5. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 325, to ensure the 
complete and timely payment of the 
obligations of the United States Gov- 
ernment until May 19, 2013, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. 


. FISCAL YEAR 2013 BUDGET SEQUES- 
TER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the budget sequester 
of the security category required by section 
251A of the Balanced Budget and Emergency 
Deficit Control Act of 1985 for fiscal year 2013 
shall be implemented as determined by the 
Secretary of Defense. 

(b) REPORT.—On the date of the commence- 
ment of the budget sequester described in 
subsection (a), the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit a report to Congress detailing the re- 
ductions to discretionary appropriations in 
the security category required by this sec- 
tion. 

SEC. . TRANSFER AUTHORITY FOR FUNDING 
OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
UNDER CONTINUING RESOLUTION 
AND SEQUESTER CONSISTENT WITH 
AMOUNTS AUTHORIZED BY NA- 
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION 
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the event in fiscal year 
2013 of a sequester during funding for the De- 
partment of Defense by continuing resolu- 
tion, the Secretary of Defense may transfer 
amounts appropriated for the Department of 
Defense by the Continuing Appropriations 
Resolution, 2013 (Public Law 112-175) among 
accounts of the Department of Defense. 

(b) TRANSFERS CONSISTENT WITH AMOUNTS 
AUTHORIZED BY PL 112-239.—In the event of 
any transfers under subsection (a), the total 
amount in any account of the Department of 
Defense that is available for obligation and 
expenditure in fiscal year 2013 may not ex- 
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ceed the amount authorized to be appro- 
priated for that account for that fiscal year 
by applicable provisions of division A of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239). 

(c) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 15 
days after any transfer under subsection (a), 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees a report 
setting forth a description of the transfer, 
including the amount of the transfer and the 
accounts from and to which the funds were 
transferred. 

(d) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—The transfer au- 
thority provided by subsection (a) is in addi- 
tion to any other transfer authority provided 
by law. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term ‘‘congressional defense com- 
mittees’’ has the meaning given that term in 
section 101(a)(16) of title 10, United States 
Code. 

(2) The term ‘‘sequester during funding for 
the Department of Defense by continuing 
resolution” means the coming into effect of 
discretionary spending reductions under sec- 
tion 251A of the Balanced Budget and Emer- 
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985 pursuant to 
section 251(a)(1) of that Act while funding for 
the Department of Defense is provided by 
section 101(a)(3) of the Continuing Appropria- 
tions Resolution, 2013. 


EE 


NOTICE OF HEARING 
COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
announce that the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions will meet in open session on 
Thursday, January 31, 2013, at 10 a.m. 
in room SD-430 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building to conduct a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Pension Savings: Are Work- 
ers Saving Enough for Retirement?’’ 

For further information regarding 
this meeting, please contact Michael 
Kreps of the committee staff on (202) 
224-5111. 


—— 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on January 29, 2013, at 10 a.m. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate to con- 
duct a hearing entitled ‘‘80 Million New 
Patients and 11 Months to Go: Who 
Will Provide Their Primary Care?’’ on 
January 29, 2013, at 10 a.m. in room 430 
of the Dirksen Senate Office Building. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
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Committee on Intelligence be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on January 29, 2013, at 3 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
PRIVILEGES 


Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Ben Smitton 
and Rich Vickers of my staff be grant- 
ed floor privileges for the duration of 
today’s session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Bryan Seeley, 
a Department of Justice detailee on 
the Judiciary Committee staff be given 
Senate floor privileges for the remain- 
der of calendar year 2013. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
LETTER OF RESIGNATION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair lays before the Senate the letter 
of resignation of Senator JOHN F. 
KERRY of Massachusetts, effective Fri- 
day, February 1, at 4 p.m. 

Without objection, the letter is 
deemed read and spread upon the Jour- 
nal. 

The letter follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, January 29, 2013. 
Hon. JOSEPH R. BIDEN, 
President of the United States Senate, U.S. Cap- 
itol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. VICE PRESIDENT: This letter is to 
inform you that with great gratitude to the 
people of Massachusetts for the privilege of 
serving them for over 28 years and with great 
pride in what I have been able to contribute 
to Massachusetts and our country, I hereby 
resign my seat in the United States Senate 
effective Friday, February 1st at 4:00 p.m. in 
order to assume the responsibility of Sec- 
retary of State. 

Respectfully, 
JOHN F. KERRY. 


——— 


NATIONAL STALKING AWARENESS 
MONTH 


Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Judiciary 
Committee be discharged from further 
consideration of S. Res. 14, and the 
Senate proceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 14) raising awareness 
and encouraging prevention of stalking by 
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designating January 2013 as ‘‘National Stalk- 
ing Awareness Month.” 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, and the motions to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, with no inter- 
vening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 14) was agreed 
to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in the RECORD of Thursday, 
January 24, 2013, under ‘‘Submitted 
Resolutions.’’) 


EE 


DESIGNATING CHAIRMAN OF THE 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON FOR- 
EIGN RELATIONS 


Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
20, submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 20) designating Chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to and the motion to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table, with no in- 
tervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 20) was agreed 
to. 

(The resolution is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘Submitted Resolu- 


tions.’’) 
a — 
MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 177 


Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I un- 
derstand there is a bill at the desk, and 
I ask for its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 177) to repeal the Patient Protec- 
tion and Affordable Care Act and the Health 
Care and Education Reconciliation Act of 
2010 entirely. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I now 
ask for a second reading and, in order 
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to place the bill on the calendar under 
the provisions of rule XIV, I object to 
my own request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the bill will re- 
ceive its second reading on the next 
legislative day. 


Ee 


ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
JANUARY 30, 2013 


Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 9:30 a.m. on Wednesday, 
January 30, 2013; that following the 
prayer and the pledge, the morning 
hour be deemed expired, the Journal of 
proceedings be approved to date, the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day, and the Sen- 
ate proceed to a period of morning 
business for 2 hours with Senators per- 
mitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each, with the majority con- 
trolling the first hour and the Repub- 
licans controlling the final hour; fur- 
ther, that at 2:30 p.m. Senator KERRY 
be recognized for up to 30 minutes for 
the purpose of delivering his farewell 
address. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


PROGRAM 


Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I 
congratulate the Presiding Officer on 
becoming the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts in almost record time. 

We hope to complete consideration of 
the debt limit legislation before the 
end of the week. 


ES 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. BROWN. Madam President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it adjourn under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:47 p.m., adjourned until Wednes- 
day, January 30, 2013, at 9:30 a.m. 


——— 


CONFIRMATION 
Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate January 29, 2013: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


JOHN FORBES KERRY, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE SEC- 
RETARY OF STATE. 


January 29, 2013 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, January 29, 2013 


The House met at 1 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. UPTON). 


Ea 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 29, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable FRED 
UPTON to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Eternal God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

We thank You once again that we, 
Your creatures, can come before You 
and ask guidance for the men and 
women of this assembly. Send Your 
Spirit of peace as they visit their fami- 
lies and constituencies back home. 
May their ears and hearts be open to 
listen to the hopes and needs of those 
whom they represent. 

Bless the people of this great Nation 
with wisdom, knowledge and under- 
standing, that they might responsibly 
participate in our American democracy 
by making their interests known to 
their Representatives. 

Please keep all who work for the peo- 
ple’s House in good health, that they 
might faithfully fulfill the great re- 
sponsibility given them in their service 
to the work of the Capitol. 

Bless us this day and every day, and 
may all that is done here be done for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


——— 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


Í 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 


I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 


lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


eS 


ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY, 
FEBRUARY 1, 2013 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, when the House adjourns 
today, it shall adjourn to meet at 11 
a.m. on Friday, February 1, 2013; and 
further when the House adjourns on 
that day, it shall adjourn to meet at 2 
p.m. on Monday, February 4, 20138. 

There was no objection. 


Ea 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 28, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
January 28, 2013 at 5:05 p.m.: 

Appointments: 

Social Security Advisory Board. 

Congressional Award Board. 

Commission on Security and Cooperation 
in Europe. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


ee 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 29, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
January 29, 2013 at 9:12 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed without amend- 
ment H.R. 152. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 


PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE 
RULES 


RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND 
SECURITY FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY, 
Washington DC, January 28, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to clause 2(a) 
of rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, I submit the Rules of the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security for the 118th 
Congress for publication in the Congres- 
sional Record. On January 23, 2013, the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security met in open 
session and adopted these Committee Rules 
by unanimous consent, a quorum being 
present. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL T. McCCAUL, 
Chairman. 
RULE I.—GENERAL PROVISIONS. 

(A) Applicability of the Rules of the U.S. 
House of Representatives.—The Rules of the 
U.S. House of Representatives (the ‘‘House’’) 
are the rules of the Committee on Homeland 
Security (the ‘‘Committee’’?) and its sub- 
committees insofar as applicable. 

(B) Applicability to Subcommittees.—Except 
where the terms “Full Committee” and 
“subcommittee” are specifically mentioned, 
the following rules shall apply to the Com- 
mittee’s subcommittees and their respective 
Chairmen and Ranking Minority Members to 
the same extent as they apply to the Full 
Committee and its Chairman and Ranking 
Minority Member. 

(C) Appointments by the Chairman.—Clause 
2(d) of Rule XI of the House shall govern the 
designation of a Vice Chairman of the Full 
Committee. 

(D) Recommendation of Conferees.—When- 
ever the Speaker of the House is to appoint 
a conference committee on a matter within 
the jurisdiction of the Full Committee, the 
Chairman shall recommend to the Speaker 
of the House conferees from the Full Com- 
mittee. In making recommendations of Mi- 
nority Members as conferees, the Chairman 
shall do so with the concurrence of the 
Ranking Minority Member of the Com- 
mittee. 

(E) Motions to Disagree.—The Chairman is 
authorized to offer a motion under clause 1 
of Rule XXII of the Rules of the House when- 
ever the Chairman considers it appropriate. 

(F) Committee Website.—The Chairman shall 
maintain an official Committee web site for 
the purposes of furthering the Committee’s 
legislative and oversight responsibilities, in- 
cluding communicating information about 
the Committee’s activities to Committee 
Members, other Members, and the public at 
large. The Ranking Minority Member may 
maintain a similar web site for the same pur- 
poses. The official Committee web site shall 
display a link on its home page to the web 
site maintained by the Ranking Minority 
Member. 

(G) Activity Report.—Not later than Janu- 
ary 2 of each year, the Committee shall sub- 
mit to the House a report on the activities of 
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the Committee. After adjournment sine die 
of a regular session of Congress, or after De- 
cember 15, whichever occurs first, the Chair 
may file the report with the Clerk at any 
time and without approval of the Committee 
provided that a copy of the report has been 
available to each Member of the Committee 
for at least seven calendar days and the re- 
port includes any supplemental, minority, or 
additional views submitted by a Member of 
the Committee. 


RULE II.—COMMITTEE PANELS. 


(A) Designation.—The Chairman of the Full 
Committee, with the concurrence of the 
Ranking Minority Member, may designate a 
panel of the Committee consisting of Mem- 
bers of the Committee to inquire into and 
take testimony on a matter or matters that 
warrant enhanced consideration and to re- 
port to the Committee. 

(B) Duration.—No panel appointed by the 
Chairman shall continue in existence for 
more than six months after the appointment. 

(C) Party Ratios and Appointment.—Con- 
sistent with the party ratios established by 
the Majority party, all Majority members of 
the panels shall be appointed by the Chair- 
man of the Committee, and all Minority 
members shall be appointed by the Ranking 
Minority Member of the Committee. The 
Chairman of the Committee shall choose one 
of the Majority Members so appointed who 
does not currently chair another Sub- 
committee of the Committee to serve as 
Chairman of the panel. The Ranking Minor- 
ity Member of the Committee shall similarly 
choose the Ranking Minority Member of the 
panel. 

(D) Ex Officio Members.—The Chairman and 
Ranking Minority Member of the Full Com- 
mittee may serve as ex-officio Members of 
each committee panel but are not authorized 
to vote on matters that arise before a com- 
mittee panel and shall not be counted to sat- 
isfy the quorum requirement for any purpose 
other than taking testimony. 

(E) Jurisdiction.—No panel shall have legis- 
lative jurisdiction. 

(F) Applicability of Committee Rules.—Any 
designated panel shall be subject to all Com- 
mittee Rules herein. 


RULE III.—SUBCOMMITTEES. 


(A) Generally.—The Full Committee shall 
be organized into the following six standing 
subcommittees and shall have specific re- 
sponsibility for such measures or matters as 
the Chairman refers to it: 

(1) Subcommittee on Counterterrorism and 
Intelligence 

(2) Subcommittee on Border and Maritime 
Security 

(3) Subcommittee on Cybersecurity, Infra- 
structure Protection and Security Tech- 
nologies 

(4) Subcommittee on Oversight and Man- 
agement Efficiency 

(5) Subcommittee on Transportation Secu- 
rity 

(6) Subcommittee on Emergency Prepared- 
ness, Response and Communications 

(B) Selection and Ratio of Subcommittee Mem- 
bers.—The Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Member of the Full Committee shall select 
their respective Members of each sub- 
committee. The ratio of Majority to Minor- 
ity Members shall be comparable to the Full 
Committee, except that each subcommittee 
shall have at least two more Majority Mem- 
bers than Minority Members. 

(C) Ex Officio Members.—The Chairman and 
Ranking Minority Member of the Full Com- 
mittee shall be ex officio members of each 
subcommittee but are not authorized to vote 
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on matters that arise before each sub- 
committee. The Chairman and Ranking Mi- 
nority Member of the Full Committee shall 
only be counted to satisfy the quorum re- 
quirement for the purpose of taking testi- 
mony and receiving evidence. 

(D) Powers and Duties of Subcommittees.— 
Except as otherwise directed by the Chair- 
man of the Full Committee, each sub- 
committee is authorized to meet, hold hear- 
ings, receive testimony, mark up legislation, 
and report to the Full Committee on all mat- 
ters within its purview. Subcommittee 
Chairmen shall set hearing and meeting 
dates only with the approval of the Chair- 
man of the Full Committee. To the greatest 
extent practicable, no more than one meet- 
ing and hearing should be scheduled for a 
given time. 

(E) Special Voting Provision.—If a tie vote 
occurs in a Subcommittee on the question of 
forwarding any measure to the Full Com- 
mittee, the measure shall be placed on the 
agenda for Full Committee consideration as 
if it had been ordered reported by the Sub- 
committee without recommendation. 

RULE IV.—TIME OF MEETINGS. 

(A) Regular Meeting Date—The regular 
meeting date and time for the transaction of 
business of the Full Committee shall be at 
10:00 a.m. on the first Wednesday that the 
House is in Session each month, unless oth- 
erwise directed by the Chairman. 

(B) Additional Meetings.—At the discretion 
of the Chairman, additional meetings of the 
Committee may be scheduled for the consid- 
eration of any legislation or other matters 
pending before the Committee or to conduct 
other Committee business. The Committee 
shall meet for such purposes pursuant to the 
call of the Chairman. 

(C) Consideration.—Except in the case of a 
special meeting held under clause 2(c)(2) of 
House Rule XI, the determination of the 
business to be considered at each meeting of 
the Committee shall be made by the Chair- 
man. 

RULE V.—NOTICE AND PUBLICATION. 

(A) Notice.— 

(1) Hearings.—Pursuant to clause 2(g)(3) of 
rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee shall make public announcement of 
the date, place, and subject matter of any 
hearing before the Full Committee or sub- 
committee, which may not commence earlier 
than one week after such notice. However, if 
the Chairman of the Committee, with the 
concurrence of the Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber, determines that there is good cause to 
begin the hearing sooner, or if the Com- 
mittee so determines by majority vote, a 
quorum being present for the transaction of 
business, the Chairman shall make the an- 
nouncement at the earliest possible date. 
The names of all witnesses scheduled to ap- 
pear at such hearing shall be provided to 
Members no later than 48 hours prior to the 
commencement of such hearing. 

(2) Meetings and Briefings.—The date, 
time, place and subject matter of any meet- 
ing, other than a hearing or a regularly 
scheduled meeting, may not commence ear- 
lier than the third day on which Members 
have notice thereof except in the case of a 
special meeting called under clause 2(c)(2) of 
House Rule XI. These notice requirements 
may be waived if the Chairman with the con- 
currence of the Ranking Minority Member, 
determines that there is good cause to begin 
the meeting or briefing sooner or if the Com- 
mittee so determines by majority vote, a 
quorum being present for the transaction of 
business. 
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(a) Copies of any measure or matter to be 
considered for approval by the Committee at 
any meeting, including any mark, print or 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
shall be provided to the Members at least 48 
hours in advance. Any substitute amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be 
provided to the Members at least 24 hours in 
advance. 

(b) At least 48 hours prior to the com- 
mencement of a meeting for the markup of a 
measure or matter, the text of such measure 
or matter, including any mark, print or 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, 
shall be made publicly available in elec- 
tronic form and posted on the official Com- 
mittee web site. Any substitute amendment 
in the nature of a substitute shall be made 
publicly available in electronic form at least 
24 hours prior to the commencement of a 
meeting for the markup of a measure or mat- 
ter. 

(c) Not later than 24 hours after concluding 
a meeting to consider a measure or matter, 
the text of such measure or matter as or- 
dered forwarded or reported, including any 
amendments adopted or defeated, shall be 
made publicly available in electronic form 
and posted on the official Committee web 
site. 

(3) Publication.—The meeting or hearing 
announcement shall be promptly published 
in the Daily Digest portion of the Congres- 
sional Record. To the greatest extent prac- 
ticable, meeting announcements shall be en- 
tered into the Committee scheduling service 
of the House Information Resources. 

RULE VI.—OPEN MEETINGS AND HEARINGS; 

BROADCASTING. 


(A) Open Meetings.—All meetings and hear- 
ings of the Committee shall be open to the 
public including to radio, television, and 
still photography coverage, except as pro- 
vided by rule XI of the Rules of the House or 
when the Committee, in open session and 
with a majority present, determines by re- 
corded vote that all or part of the remainder 
of that hearing on that day shall be closed to 
the public because disclosure of testimony, 
evidence, or other matters to be considered 
would endanger the national security, com- 
promise sensitive law enforcement informa- 
tion, tend to defame, degrade or incriminate 
a witness, or violate any law or rule of the 
House of Representatives. 

(B) Broadcasting.—Whenever any hearing or 
meeting conducted by the Committee is open 
to the public, the Committee shall permit 
that hearing or meeting to be covered by tel- 
evision broadcast, internet broadcast, print 
media, and still photography, or by any of 
such methods of coverage, in accordance 
with the provisions of clause 4 of rule XI of 
the Rules of the House. Operation and use of 
any Committee operated broadcast system 
shall be fair and nonpartisan and in accord- 
ance with clause 4(b) of rule XI and all other 
applicable rules of the Committee and the 
House. Priority shall be given by the Com- 
mittee to members of the Press Galleries. 
Pursuant to clause 2(e) of rule XI of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, the 
Committee shall, to the greatest extent 
practicable, provide audio and video cov- 
erage of each hearing or meeting in a man- 
ner that allows the public to easily listen to 
and view the proceedings and shall maintain 
the recordings of such coverage in a manner 
that is easily accessible to the public. 

(C) Transcripts.—A transcript shall be made 
of the testimony of each witness appearing 
before the Committee during a Committee 
hearing. All transcripts of meetings or hear- 
ings that are open to the public shall be 
made available. 
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RULE VII.—PROCEDURES FOR MEETINGS AND 
HEARINGS. 

(A) Opening Statements.—At any meeting of 
the Committee, the Chairman and Ranking 
Minority Member shall be entitled to present 
oral opening statements of five minutes 
each. Other Members may submit written 
opening statements for the record. The 
Chairman presiding over the meeting may 
permit additional opening statements by 
other Members of the Full Committee or of 
that subcommittee, with the concurrence of 
the Ranking Minority Member. 

(B) The Five-Minute Rule.—The time any 
one Member may address the Committee on 
any bill, motion, or other matter under con- 
sideration by the Committee shall not ex- 
ceed five minutes, and then only when the 
Member has been recognized by the Chair- 
man, except that this time limit may be ex- 
tended when permitted by unanimous con- 
sent. 

(C) Postponement of Vote-—The Chairman 
may postpone further proceedings when a 
record vote is ordered on the question of ap- 
proving any measure or matter or adopting 
an amendment. The Chairman may resume 
proceedings on a postponed vote at any time, 
provided that all reasonable steps have been 
taken to notify Members of the resumption 
of such proceedings, including circulation of 
notice by the Clerk of the Committee, or 
other designee of the Chair. When pro- 
ceedings resume on a postponed question, 
notwithstanding any intervening order for 
the previous question, an underlying propo- 
sition shall remain subject to further debate 
or amendment to the same extent as when 
the question was postponed. 

(D) Contempt Procedures.—No recommenda- 
tion that a person be cited for contempt of 
Congress shall be forwarded to the House un- 
less and until the Full Committee has, upon 
notice to all its Members, met and consid- 
ered the alleged contempt. The person to be 
cited for contempt shall be afforded, upon 
notice of at least 72 hours, an opportunity to 
state why he or she should not be held in 
contempt prior to a vote of the Full Com- 
mittee, with a quorum being present, on the 
question whether to forward such rec- 
ommendation to the House. Such statement 
shall be, in the discretion of the Chairman, 
either in writing or in person before the Full 
Committee. 

(E) Record.—Members may have 10 business 
days to submit to the Chief Clerk of the 
Committee their statements for the record, 
and, in the case of a hearing, additional 
questions for the hearing record to be di- 
rected towards a witness at the hearing. 

RULE VIII.—WITNESSES. 

(A) Questioning of Witnesses.— 

(1) Questioning of witnesses by Members 
will be conducted under the five-minute rule 
unless the Committee adopts a motion per- 
mitted by clause 2(j)(2) of House rule XI. 

(2) In questioning witnesses under the five- 
minute rule, the Chairman and the Ranking 
Minority Member shall first be recognized. 
In a subcommittee meeting or hearing, the 
Chairman and Ranking Minority Member of 
the Full Committee are then recognized. All 
other Members that arrive before the com- 
mencement of the meeting or hearing will be 
recognized in the order of seniority on the 
Committee, alternating between Majority 
and Minority Members. Committee Members 
arriving after the commencement of the 
hearing shall be recognized in order of ap- 
pearance, alternating between Majority and 
Minority Members, after all Members 
present at the beginning of the hearing have 
been recognized. Each Member shall be rec- 
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ognized at least once before any Member is 
given a second opportunity to question a 
witness. 

(3) The Chairman, in consultation with the 
Ranking Minority Member, or the Com- 
mittee by motion, may permit an extension 
of the period of questioning of a witness be- 
yond five minutes but the time allotted must 
be equally apportioned to the Majority party 
and the Minority and may not exceed one 
hour in the aggregate. 

(4) The Chairman, in consultation with the 
Ranking Minority Member, or the Com- 
mittee by motion, may permit Committee 
staff of the Majority and Minority to ques- 
tion a witness for a specified period of time, 
but the time allotted must be equally appor- 
tioned to the Majority and Minority staff 
and may not exceed one hour in the aggre- 
gate. 

(B) Minority Witnesses—Whenever a hear- 
ing is conducted by the Committee upon any 
measure or matter, the Minority party Mem- 
bers on the Committee shall be entitled, 
upon request to the Chairman by a majority 
of those Minority Members before the com- 
pletion of such hearing, to call witnesses se- 
lected by the Minority to testify with re- 
spect to that measure or matter during at 
least one day of hearing thereon. 

(C) Oath or Affirmation.—The Chairman of 
the Committee or any Member designated by 
the Chairman, may administer an oath to 
any witness. 

(D) Statements by Witnesses.— 

(1) Consistent with the notice given, wit- 
nesses shall submit a prepared or written 
statement for the record of the proceedings 
(including, where practicable, an electronic 
copy) with the Clerk of the Committee no 
less than 48 hours in advance of the witness’s 
appearance before the Committee. Unless the 
48 hour requirement is waived or otherwise 
modified by the Chairman, after consulta- 
tion with the Ranking Minority Member, the 
failure to comply with this requirement may 
result in the exclusion of the written testi- 
mony from the hearing record and/or the 
barring of an oral presentation of the testi- 
mony. The Clerk of the Committee shall pro- 
vide any such prepared or written statement 
submitted to the Clerk prior to the hearing 
to the Members of the Committee prior to 
the commencement of the hearing. 

(2) To the greatest extent practicable, the 
written testimony of each witness appearing 
in a non-governmental capacity shall include 
a curriculum vita and a disclosure of the 
amount and source (by agency and program) 
of any Federal grant (or subgrant thereof) or 
contract (or subcontract thereof) received 
during the current fiscal year or either of 
the two preceding fiscal years by the witness 
or by an entity represented by the witness. 
Such disclosures shall be made publicly 
available, with appropriate redactions to 
protect the privacy of the witness, in elec- 
tronic form not later than one day after the 
witness appears. 

RULE IX.—QUORUM. 

Quorum Requirements.—Two Members shall 
constitute a quorum for purposes of taking 
testimony and receiving evidence. One-third 
of the Members of the Committee shall con- 
stitute a quorum for conducting business, ex- 
cept for (1) reporting a measure or rec- 
ommendation; (2) closing Committee meet- 
ings to the public, pursuant to Committee 
Rule IV; (8) authorizing the issuance of sub- 
poenas; and (4) any other action for which an 
actual majority quorum is required by any 
rule of the House of Representatives or by 
law. The Chairman’s staff shall consult with 
the Ranking Minority Member’s staff when 
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scheduling meetings and hearings, to ensure 
that a quorum for any purpose will include 
at least one Minority Member of the Com- 
mittee. 

RULE X.—DECORUM. 


(A) Breaches of Decorum.—The Chairman 
may punish breaches of order and decorum, 
by censure and exclusion from the hearing; 
and the Committee may cite the offender to 
the House for contempt. 

(B) Access to Dais.—Access to the dais be- 
fore, during, and after a hearing, markup, or 
other meeting of the Committee shall be 
limited to Members and staff of the Com- 
mittee. Subject to availability of space on 
the dais, Committee Members’ personal staff 
may be present on the dais during a hearing 
if their employing Member is seated on the 
dais and during a markup or other meeting if 
their employing Member is the author of a 
measure or amendment under consideration 
by the Committee, but only during the time 
that the measure or amendment is under ac- 
tive consideration by the Committee, or oth- 
erwise at the discretion of the Chairman, or 
of the Ranking Minority Member for per- 
sonal staff employed by a Minority Member. 

(C) Wireless Communications Use Prohib- 
ited.—During a hearing, mark-up, or other 
meeting of the Committee, ringing or audi- 
ble sounds or conversational use of cellular 
telephones or other electronic devices is pro- 
hibited in the Committee room. 

RULE XI.—REFERRALS TO SUBCOMMITTEES. 


Referral of Bills and Other Matters by Chair- 
man.—Except for bills and other matters re- 
tained by the Chairman for Full Committee 
consideration, each bill or other matter re- 
ferred to the Full Committee shall be re- 
ferred by the Chairman to one or more sub- 
committees within two weeks of receipt by 
the Committee. In referring any measure or 
matter to a subcommittee, the Chair may 
specify a date by which the subcommittee 
shall report thereon to the Full Committee. 
Bills or other matters referred to sub- 
committees may be reassigned or discharged 
by the Chairman. 

RULE XII.—SUBPOENAS. 


(A) Authorization.—Pursuant to clause 2(m) 
of rule XI of the House, a subpoena may be 
authorized and issued under the seal of the 
House and attested by the Clerk of the 
House, and may be served by any person des- 
ignated by the Full Committee for the fur- 
therance of an investigation with authoriza- 
tion by— 

(1) a majority of the Full Committee, a 
quorum being present; or 

(2) the Chairman of the Full Committee, 
after consultation with the Ranking Minor- 
ity Member of the Full Committee, during 
any period for which the House has ad- 
journed for a period in excess of 3 days pur- 
suant to a concurrent resolution when, in 
the opinion of the Chairman of the Full Com- 
mittee, authorization and issuance of the 
subpoena is necessary to obtain the material 
or testimony set forth in the subpoena. The 
Chairman of the Full Committee shall notify 
Members of the Committee of the authoriza- 
tion and issuance of a subpoena under this 
rule as soon as practicable, but in no event 
later than one week after service of such 
subpoena. 

(B) Disclosure.—Provisions may be included 
in a subpoena with the concurrence of the 
Chairman and the Ranking Minority Member 
of the Full Committee, or by the Committee, 
to prevent the disclosure of the Full Com- 
mittee’s demands for information when 
deemed necessary for the security of infor- 
mation or the progress of an investigation, 
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including but not limited to prohibiting the 
revelation by witnesses and their counsel of 
Full Committee’s inquiries. 

(C) Subpoena duces tecum.—A subpoena 
duces tecum may be issued whose return to 
the Committee Clerk shall occur at a time 
and place other than that of a regularly 
scheduled meeting. 

(D) Affidavits and Depositions.—The Chair- 
man of the Full Committee, in consultation 
with the Ranking Minority Member of the 
Full Committee, or the Committee may au- 
thorize the taking of an affidavit or deposi- 
tion with respect to any person who is sub- 
poenaed under these rules but who is unable 
to appear in person to testify as a witness at 
any hearing or meeting. Notices for the tak- 
ing of depositions shall specify the date, 
time and place of examination. Depositions 
shall be taken under oath administered by a 
Member or a person otherwise authorized by 
law to administer oaths. Prior consultation 
with the Ranking Minority Member of the 
Full Committee shall include written notice 
three business days before any deposition is 
scheduled to provide an opportunity for Mi- 
nority staff to be present during the ques- 
tioning. 

RULE XIII.—COMMITTEE STAFF. 


(A) Generally.—Committee staff members 
are subject to the provisions of clause 9 of 
House Rule X and must be eligible to be con- 
sidered for routine access to classified infor- 
mation. 

(B) Staff Assignments.—For purposes of 
these rules, Committee staff means the em- 
ployees of the Committee, detailees, fellows, 
or any other person engaged by contract or 
otherwise to perform services for, or at the 
request of, the Committee. All such persons 
shall be either Majority, Minority, or shared 
staff. The Chairman shall appoint, determine 
remuneration of, supervise, and may remove 
Majority staff. The Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber shall appoint, determine remuneration 
of, supervise, and may remove Minority 
staff. In consultation with the Ranking Mi- 
nority Member, the Chairman may appoint, 
determine remuneration of, supervise and 
may remove shared staff that is assigned to 
service of the Committee. The Chairman 
shall certify Committee staff appointments, 
including appointments by the Ranking Mi- 
nority Member, as required. 

(C) Divulgence of Information.—Prior to the 
public acknowledgement by the Chairman or 
the Committee of a decision to initiate an 
investigation of a particular person, entity, 
or subject, no member of the Committee 
staff shall knowingly divulge to any person 
any information, including non-classified in- 
formation, which comes into his or her pos- 
session by virtue of his or her status as a 
member of the Committee staff, if the mem- 
ber of the Committee staff has a reasonable 
expectation that such information may alert 
the subject of a Committee investigation to 
the existence, nature, or substance of such 
investigation, unless authorized to do so by 
the Chairman or the Committee. 


RULE XIV.—COMMITTEE MEMBER AND 
COMMITTEE STAFF TRAVEL. 


(A) Approval of Travel.—Consistent with 
the primary expense resolution and such ad- 
ditional expense resolutions as may have 
been approved, travel to be reimbursed from 
funds set aside for the Committee for any 
Committee Member or Committee staff shall 
be paid only upon the prior authorization of 
the Chairman. Travel may be authorized by 
the Chairman for any Committee Member or 
Committee staff only in connection with of- 
ficial Committee business, such as the at- 
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tendance of hearings conducted by the Com- 
mittee and meetings, conferences, site visits, 
and investigations that involve activities or 
subject matters under the general jurisdic- 
tion of the Full Committee. 

(1) Proposed Travel by Majority Party Com- 
mittee Members and Committee Staff.—In the 
case of proposed travel by Majority party 
Committee Members or Committee staff, be- 
fore such authorization is given, there shall 
be submitted to the Chairman in writing the 
following: (a) the purpose of the travel; (b) 
the dates during which the travel is to be 
made and the date or dates of the event for 
which the travel is being made; (c) the loca- 
tion of the event for which the travel is to be 
made; (d) the estimated total cost of the 
travel; and (e) the names of Members and 
staff seeking authorization. On the basis of 
that information, the Chairman shall deter- 
mine whether the proposed travel is for offi- 
cial Committee business, concerns a subject 
matter under the jurisdiction of the Full 
Committee, and is not excessively costly in 
view of the Committee business proposed to 
be conducted. 

(2) Proposed Travel by Minority Party Com- 
mittee Members and Committee Staff.—In the 
case of proposed travel by Minority party 
Committee Members or Committee staff, the 
Ranking Minority Member shall provide to 
the Chairman a written representation set- 
ting forth the information specified in items 
(a), (b), (c), (d) and (e) of subparagraph (1) 
and his or her determination that such trav- 
el complies with the other requirements of 
subparagraph (1). 

(B) Foreign Travel.—All Committee Mem- 
bers and Committee staff requests for foreign 
travel must include a written representation 
setting forth the information specified in 
items (a), (b), (c), (d) and (e) of subparagraph 
(A)(1) and be submitted to the Chairman not 
fewer than ten business days prior to the 
start of the travel. Within thirty days of the 
conclusion of any such foreign travel author- 
ized under this rule, there shall be submitted 
to the Chairman a written report summa- 
rizing the information gained as a result of 
the travel in question, or other Committee 
objectives served by such travel. The re- 
quirements of this section may be waived or 
abridged by the Chairman. 

(C) Compliance with Committee Travel Policy 
and Guidelines.—Travel must be in accord- 
ance with the Committee Travel Policy and 
Guidelines, as well as with House Rules, the 
Travel Guidelines and Regulations and any 
additional guidance set forth by the Com- 
mittee on Ethics and the Committee on 
House Administration. Committee Members 
and staff shall follow these rules, policies, 
guidelines, and regulations in requesting and 
proceeding with any Committee-related 
travel. 

RULE XV.—CLASSIFIED AND CONTROLLED 
UNCLASSIFIED INFORMATION. 

(A) Security Precautions Committee staff 
offices, including Majority and Minority of- 
fices, shall operate under strict security pre- 
cautions administered by the Security Offi- 
cer of the Committee. A security officer 
shall be on duty at all times during normal 
office hours. Classified documents and con- 
trolled unclassified information (CUI)—for- 
merly known as sensitive but unclassified 
(SBU) information—may be destroyed, dis- 
cussed, examined, handled, reviewed, stored, 
transported and used only in an appro- 
priately secure manner in accordance with 
all applicable laws, executive orders, and 
other governing authorities. Such documents 
may be removed from the Committee’s of- 
fices only in furtherance of official Com- 
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mittee business. Appropriate security proce- 
dures, as determined by the Chairman in 
consultation with the Ranking Minority 
Member, shall govern the handling of such 
documents removed from the Committee’s 
offices. 

(B) Temporary Custody of Executive Branch 
Material._Executive branch documents or 
other materials containing classified infor- 
mation in any form that were not made part 
of the record of a Committee hearing, did not 
originate in the Committee or the House, 
and are not otherwise records of the Com- 
mittee shall, while in the custody of the 
Committee, be segregated and maintained by 
the Committee in the same manner as Com- 
mittee records that are classified. Such doc- 
uments and other materials shall be re- 
turned to the Executive branch agency from 
which they were obtained at the earliest 
practicable time. 

(C) Access by Committee Staff—Access to 
classified information supplied to the Com- 
mittee shall be limited to Committee staff 
members with appropriate security clear- 
ances and a need-to-know, as determined by 
the Chairman or Ranking Minority Member, 
and under the direction of the Majority or 
Minority Staff Directors. 

(D) Maintaining Confidentiality—No Com- 
mittee Member or Committee staff shall dis- 
close, in whole or in part or by way of sum- 
mary, to any person who is not a Committee 
Member or authorized Committee staff for 
any purpose or in connection with any pro- 
ceeding, judicial or otherwise, any testimony 
given before the Committee in executive ses- 
sion. Classified information and controlled 
unclassified information (CUI) shall be han- 
dled in accordance with all applicable laws, 
executive orders, and other governing au- 
thorities and consistently with the provi- 
sions of these rules and Committee proce- 
dures. 

(E) Oath.—Before a Committee Member or 
Committee staff may have access to classi- 
fied information, the following oath (or affir- 
mation) shall be executed: 

I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will 
not disclose any classified information re- 
ceived in the course of my service on the 
Committee on Homeland Security, except as 
authorized by the Committee or the House of 
Representatives or in accordance with the 
Rules of such Committee or the Rules of the 
House. 

Copies of the executed oath (or affirma- 
tion) shall be retained by the Clerk of the 
Committee as part of the records of the Com- 
mittee. 

(F) Disciplinary Action—The Chairman 
shall immediately consider disciplinary ac- 
tion in the event any Committee Member or 
Committee staff member fails to conform to 
the provisions of these rules governing the 
disclosure of classified or unclassified infor- 
mation. Such disciplinary action may in- 
clude, but shall not be limited to, immediate 
dismissal from the Committee staff, criminal 
referral to the Justice Department, and noti- 
fication of the Speaker of the House. With 
respect to Minority staff, the Chairman shall 
consider such disciplinary action in con- 
sultation with the Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber. 

RULE XVI.—COMMITTEE RECORDS. 

(A) Committee Records.—Committee Records 
shall constitute all data, charts and files in 
possession of the Committee and shall be 
maintained in accordance with clause 2(e) of 
House Rule XI. 

(B) Legislative Calendar.—The Clerk of the 
Committee shall maintain a printed calendar 
for the information of each Committee Mem- 
ber showing any procedural or legislative 
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measures considered or scheduled to be con- 
sidered by the Committee, and the status of 
such measures and such other matters as the 
Committee determines shall be included. The 
calendar shall be revised from time to time 
to show pertinent changes. A copy of such re- 
visions shall be made available to each Mem- 
ber of the Committee upon request. 

(C) Members Right To Access—Members of 
the Committee and of the House shall have 
access to all official Committee Records. Ac- 
cess to Committee files shall be limited to 
examination within the Committee offices at 
reasonable times. Access to Committee 
Records that contain classified information 
shall be provided in a manner consistent 
with these rules. 

(D) Removal of Committee Records.—Files 
and records of the Committee are not to be 
removed from the Committee offices. No 
Committee files or records that are not made 
publicly available shall be photocopied by 
any Member. 

(Œ) Executive Session Records.—Evidence or 
testimony received by the Committee in ex- 
ecutive session shall not be released or made 
available to the public unless agreed to by 
the Committee. Members may examine the 
Committee’s executive session records, but 
may not make copies of, or take personal 
notes from, such records. 

(F) Availability of Committee Records.—The 
Committee shall keep a complete record of 
all Committee action including recorded 
votes and attendance at hearings and meet- 
ings. Information so available for public in- 
spection shall include a description of each 
amendment, motion, order, or other propo- 
sition, including the name of the Member 
who offered the amendment, motion, order, 
or other proposition, and the name of each 
Member voting for and each Member voting 
against each such amendment, motion, 
order, or proposition, as well as the names of 
those Members present but not voting. Such 
record shall be made available to the public 
at reasonable times within the Committee 
offices and also made publicly available in 
electronic form and posted on the official 
Committee web site within 48 hours of such 
record vote. 

(G) Separate and Distinct.—All Committee 
records and files must be kept separate and 
distinct from the office records of the Mem- 
bers serving as Chairman and Ranking Mi- 
nority Member. Records and files of Mem- 
bers’ personal offices shall not be considered 
records or files of the Committee. 

(H) Disposition of Committee Records.—At 
the conclusion of each Congress, non-current 
records of the Committee shall be delivered 
to the Archivist of the United States in ac- 
cordance with Rule VII of the Rules of the 
House. 

(I) Archived Records.—The records of the 
Committee at the National Archives and 
Records Administration shall be made avail- 
able for public use in accordance with Rule 
VII of the Rules of the House. The Chairman 
shall notify the Ranking Minority Member 
of any decision, pursuant to clause 3(b)(3) or 
clause 4(b) of the Rule, to withhold a record 
otherwise available, and the matter shall be 
presented to the Committee for a determina- 
tion on the written request of any member of 
the Committee. The Chairman shall consult 
with the Ranking Minority Member on any 
communication from the Archivist of the 
United States or the Clerk of the House con- 
cerning the disposition of noncurrent records 
pursuant to clause 3(b) of the Rule. 

RULE XVII.—COMMITTEE RULES. 


(A) Availability of Committee Rules in Elec- 
tronic Form.—Pursuant to clause 2(a) of rule 
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XI of the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the Committee shall make its rules 
publicly available in electronic form and 
posted on the official Committee web site 
and shall submit such rules for publication 
in the Congressional Record not later than 30 
days after the Chairman of the Committee is 
elected in each odd-numbered year. 

(B) Changes to Committee Rules.—These 
rules may be modified, amended, or repealed 
by the Full Committee provided that a no- 
tice in writing of the proposed change has 
been given to each Member at least 48 hours 
prior to the meeting at which action thereon 
is to be taken and such changes are not in- 
consistent with the Rules of the House of 
Representatives. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the House stands adjourned 
until 11 a.m. on Friday, February 1, 
2013. 

There was no objection. 

Thereupon (at 1 o’clock and 3 min- 
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 


House adjourned until Friday, Feb- 
ruary 1, 2013, at 11 a.m. 
Se 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


128. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement; Con- 
tracting Activity Updates (DFARS Case 2012- 
D045) (RIN: 0750-AH81) received January 14, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

129. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement; New 
Qualifying Country-Poland (DFARS Case 
2012-D049) (RIN: 0750-AH82) received January 
14, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

130. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement; Definition 
of Cost or Pricing Data (DFARS Case 2011- 
D040) (RIN Number: 0750-AH49) received Jan- 


uary 14, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 


131. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Determining the Technical Ade- 
quacy of Probabilistic Risk Assessment for 
Risk-Informed License Amendment Requests 
After Initial Fuel Load received January 16, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

132. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
For Export Administration, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Amendments to Existing Vali- 


dated End User Authorizations: Advanced 
Micro Devices China, Inc., Lam Research 
Corporation, SK hynix Semiconductor 


(China) Ltd., and SK hynix Semiconductor 
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(Wuxi) Ltd. In the People’s Republic of 
China; Clarification of scope of entries in 
Supplement No. 7 to Part 748 of the EAR 
[Docket No.: 121220730-2730-01] (RIN: 0694- 
AF84) received January 16, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

133. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
For Export Administration, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Removal of Persons From the 
Entity List Based on Removal Request; Im- 
plementation of Entity List Annual Review 
Changes; and Implementation of Modifica- 
tions and Corrections to the Entity List 
[Docket No.: 121113624-2624-01] (RIN: 0694- 
AF82) received January 16, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

134. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 12-186, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

135. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 12-188, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

136. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 12-155, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

137. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 12-159, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

138. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 12-142, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

139. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 12-164, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

140. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 12-089, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

141. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 12-174, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

142. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 12-120, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(d) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

143. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 12-153, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms Export 
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

144. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
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International Fisheries; Western and Central 
Pacific Fisheries for Highly Migratory Spe- 
cies; Transshipping, Bunkering, Reporting, 
and Purse Seine Discard Requirements 
[Docket No.: 110209128-2641-02] (RIN: 0648- 
BA85) received January 14, 2018, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

145. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act Provisions; Fisheries of the 
Northeastern United States; Atlantic 
Surfclam and Ocean Quahog Fishery [Docket 
No.: 120604138-2672-02] (RIN: 0648-BC21) re- 
ceived January 14, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

146. A letter from the Director Office of 
Standards, Regulations and Variances, De- 
partment of Labor, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Criteria and Procedures 
for Proposed Assessment of Civil Penalties; 
Inflation Adjustment (RIN: 1219-AB81) re- 
ceived January 14, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

147. A letter from the Chief, Trade and 
Commercial Regulations Branch, Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Technical Cor- 
rections Regarding the Methods of Collec- 
tion of Certain User Fees By CBP [CBP Dec. 
18-03] received January 16, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


ee 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. AMODEHI: 

H.R. 432. A bill to prohibit the further ex- 
tension or establishment of national monu- 
ments in Nevada except by express author- 
ization of Congress; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. AMODEHI: 

H.R. 433. A bill to designate the Pine For- 
est Range Wilderness area in Humboldt 
County, Nevada; to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. CHABOT: 

H.R. 434. A bill to make the moratorium on 
Internet access taxes and multiple and dis- 
criminatory taxes on electronic commerce 
permanent; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. COFFMAN: 

H.R. 485. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to authorize the enlistment in 
the Armed Forces of additional persons who 
are residing in the United States and to law- 
fully admit for permanent residence certain 
enlistees who are not citizens or other na- 
tionals of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. HARRIS (for himself, Mr. ADER- 
HOLT, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. AMASH, 
Mr. AMODEI, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. 
Bacuus, Mr. BARTON, Mrs. BLACK, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BROOKS of Ala- 
bama, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
BucsHon, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. CALVERT, 
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Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. DUN- 
CAN of Tennessee, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. 
GARRETT, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. HARPER, 
Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. HUIZENGA of 
Michigan, Mr. HURT, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. 
KING of Iowa, Mr. LATTA, Mr. GARY 
G. MILLER of California, Mr. MILLER 


of Florida, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. POE of 


Texas, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. ROE of Ten- 
nessee, Mr. Ross, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
SMITH of Texas, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. 
STUTZMAN, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. WEBSTER 
of Florida, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. WOLF, 
Mr. WOMACK, and Mr. YOUNG of Indi- 
ana): 

H.R. 436. A bill to preserve open competi- 
tion and Federal Government neutrality to- 
wards the labor relations of Federal Govern- 
ment contractors on Federal and federally 
funded construction projects; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

By Mrs. McCARTHY of New York (for 
herself, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
CARNEY, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. PAs- 
CRELL, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. TIERNEY, 
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. COHEN, Ms. SCHA- 
Kowsky, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
TAKANO, Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Mrs. LOWEY, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALO- 
NEY of New York, Mr. BRADY of Penn- 
sylvania, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. FRANKEL 
of Florida, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. KEN- 
NEDY, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. GEORGE MIL- 
LER of California, Mr. HIMES, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Ms. McCoLLuM, Mr. 
HOLT, Mr. MORAN, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. SERRANO, 
Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. 
Esty, Ms. ESHoo, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Ms. HAHN, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, 
Mr. BISHOP of New York, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. ScCoTT of Vir- 

ginia, Mr. CONYERS, and Ms. MENG): 

H.R. 487. A bill to regulate assault weap- 
ons, to ensure that the right to keep and 
bear arms is not unlimited, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 488. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to prohibit discrimina- 
tion in the payment of wages on account of 
sex, race, or national origin, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 439. A bill to ensure that the Metro- 
politan Washington Airports Authority com- 
plies with certain Federal regulations and 
statutes; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. POSEY: 

H.R. 440. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to extend the post-employment 
restrictions on lobbying by Members of Con- 
gress and officers and employees of the legis- 
lative branch; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 
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By Mr. POSEY: 

H.R. 441. A bill to amend the Consolidated 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 
to authorize the Commissioner of U.S. Cus- 
toms and Border Protection to enter into re- 
imbursable fee agreements for the provision 
of additional services at Customs ports of 
entry, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POSEY: 

H.R. 442. A bill to provide that a former 
Member of Congress or former Congressional 
employee who receives compensation as a 
lobbyist shall not be eligible for retirement 
benefits or certain other Federal benefits; to 
the Committee on House Administration, 
and in addition to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 


a 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. AMODEHI: 

H.R. 482. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, Section 8 of the United States Con- 
stitution, specifically clause 1 (relating to 
providing for the general welfare of the 
United States) and clause 18 (relating to the 
power to make all laws necessary and proper 
for carrying out the powers vested in Con- 
gress), and Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 (re- 
lating to the power of Congress to dispose of 
and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States). 

By Mr. AMODEHI: 

H.R. 483. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, Section 8 of the United States Con- 
stitution, specifically clause 1 (relating to 
providing for the general welfare of the 
United States) and clause 18 (relating to the 
power to make all laws necessary and proper 
for carrying out the powers vested in Con- 
gress), and Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 (re- 
lating to the power of Congress to dispose of 
and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States). 

By Mr. CHABOT: 

H.R. 434. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con- 
stitution, which states: ‘‘The Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts and excises, to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States; 

By Mr. COFFMAN: 

H.R. 435. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 Clause 14 states that 
“Congress shall have the power to make 
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rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces.” 

This Act amends the enlistment rules to 
include selected individuals who are not nat- 
ural citizens or legal permanent residents. 

Article 1 Section 8 Clause 4 states that 
“Congress shall have the power to establish 
an uniform rule of naturalization.” 

Congressional power over naturalization is 
an exclusive power and this power is the only 
one free from constitutional limitations on 
its exercise. Citizenship by naturalization is 
a privilege to be given, qualified or withheld 
as Congress may determine and an individual 
may claim it as a right only upon compli- 
ance with the terms Congress imposes. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

H.R. 436. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The authority to enact this bill is derived 
from, but may not be limited to, Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 1 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York: 

H.R. 487. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the powers 
granted to the Congress by Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 488. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

clauses 3 and 18 of section 8 of article I of 
the Constitution. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 489. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 
Constitution. 
By Mr. POSEY: 
H.R. 440. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 5, Clause 2 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 
By Mr. POSEY: 
H.R. 441. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
The Congress shall have Power to make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the forgoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States 
or in any Department of Officer thereof. 
By Mr. POSEY: 
H.R. 442. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 5, Clause 2 
Article I, Section 6, Clause 1 


EE 
ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 
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H.R. 54: Mr. COFFMAN. 

H.R. 55: Mr. KEATING and Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 107: Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 164: Mr. NUGENT and Mr. WALZ. 

H.R. 166: Mrs. ELLMERS and Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 311: Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. HUELSKAMP, 
Mr. MULLIN, Mr. BENTIVOLIO, Mr. STEWARD, 
and Mr. COTTON. 

H.R. 321: Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. TIERNEY, Ms. 
CLARKE, and Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 

H.R. 322: Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, 
and Mr. FLEMING. 

H.R. 324: Mr. TURNER and Mr. LANCE. 

H.R. 334: Mr. STOCKMAN, Mr. STEWARD, Mr. 
JONES, Ms. GRANGER, and Mr. DESJARLAIS. 

H.R. 335: Mr. Scott of Virginia, Mr. CON- 
NOLLY, Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. 
WITTMAN, Mr. SIRES, Mr. LATTA, Mr. YOUNG 
of Indiana, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. RICHMOND, 
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
DUFFY, and Ms. DELAURO. 

H.R. 339: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 

H.R. 366: Mr. KEATING, Ms. HAHN, Mr. HAs- 
TINGS of Florida, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. RAN- 
GEL, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Mr. HOLT, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. NADLER, Ms. NORTON, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. ELLISON, 
Ms. McCoLLuM, and Ms. PINGREE of Maine. 

H.R. 367: Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. WENSTRUP, and 
Mr. COTTON. 

H.R. 400: Mr. ISRAEL and Mr. CICILLINE. 

H. Con. Res. 10: Mr. HOLT. 

H. Res. 31: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
PRIOR TO SINE DIE ADJOURNMENT OF THE 
112TH CONGRESS 2D SESSION 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESI- 
DENT PRIOR TO SINE DIE AD- 
JOURNMENT 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, re- 
ported that on December 30, 2012, she pre- 
sented to the President of the United States, 
for his approval, the following bills: 

H.R. 5949. To extend the FISA Amendments 
Act of 2008 for five years. 

H.R. 4810. To authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2018 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military con- 
struction, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and 
for other purposes. 


ee 


BILLS AND A JOINT RESOLUTION 
APPROVED BY THE PRESIDENT 
PRIOR TO SINE DIE ADJOURN- 
MENT 


The President, prior to sine die ad- 
journment of the 2d Session, 112th Con- 
gress, notified the Clerk of the House 
that on the following dates, he had ap- 
proved and signed bills and a joint res- 
olution of the following titles: 

December 7, 2012: 

H.R. 6634. An Act to change the effective 
date for the Internet publication of certain 
financial disclosure forms. 

H.R. 915. An Act to establish a Border En- 
forcement Security Task Force program to 
enhance border security by fostering coordi- 
nated efforts among Federal, State, and 
local border and law enforcement officials to 
protect United States border cities and com- 
munities from trans-national crime, includ- 
ing violence associated with drug traf- 
ficking, arms smuggling, illegal alien traf- 
ficking and smuggling, violence, and kidnap- 
ping along and across the international bor- 
ders of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. 

December 14, 2012: 

H.R. 6156. An Act to authorize the exten- 
sion of nondiscriminatory treatment (nor- 
mal trade relations treatment) to products 
of the Russian Federation and Moldova and 
to require reports on the compliance of the 
Russian Federation with its obligations as a 
member of the World Trade Organization, 
and for other purposes. 

December 18, 2012: 

H.R. 3187. An Act to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint coins in recognition 
and celebration of the 75th anniversary of 
the establishment of the March of Dimes 
Foundation. 

H.R. 6582. An Act to allow for innovations 
and alternative technologies that meet or 
exceed desired energy efficiency goals, and 
to make technical corrections to existing 
Federal energy efficiency laws to allow 
American manufacturers to remain competi- 
tive. 

December 20, 2012: 

H.R. 2467. An Act to take certain Federal 
lands in Mono County, California, into trust 
for the benefit of the Bridgeport Indian Col- 
ony. 


H.R. 2838. An Act to authorize appropria- 
tions for the Coast Guard for fiscal years 2013 
through 2014, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3319. An Act to allow the Pascua 
Yaqui Tribe to determine the requirements 
for membership in that tribe. 

H.R. 4014. An Act to amend the Federal De- 
posit Insurance Act with respect to informa- 
tion provided to the Bureau of Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection. 

H.R. 4867. An Act to amend the Electronic 
Fund Transfer Act to limit the fee disclosure 
requirement for an automatic teller machine 
to the screen of that machine. 

December 28, 2012: 

H.J. Res. 122. A joint resolution estab- 
lishing the date for the counting of the elec- 
toral votes for President and Vice President 
cast by the electors in December 2012. 

H.R. 3477. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 133 Hare Road in Crosby, Texas, as the 
“Army First Sergeant David McNerney Post 
Office Building”. 

H.R. 3783. An Act to provide for a com- 
prehensive strategy to counter Iran’s grow- 
ing hostile presence and activity in the 
Western Hemisphere, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3870. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 6083 Highway 36 West in Rose Bud, Arkan- 
sas, as the ‘‘Nicky ‘Nick’ Daniel Bacon Post 
Office”. 

H.R. 3912. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 110 Mastic Road in Mastic Beach, New 
York, as the “Brigadier General Nathaniel 
Woodhull Post Office Building”. 

H.R. 5738. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 15285 Samohin Drive in Macomb, Michi- 
gan, as the ‘‘Lance Cpl. Anthony A. DiLisio 
Clinton-Macomb Carrier Annex’’. 

H.R. 5837. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 26 East Genesee Street in Baldwinsville, 
New York, as the ‘“‘Corporal Kyle Schneider 
Post Office Building”. 

H.R. 5954. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 320 7th Street in Ellwood City, Pennsyl- 
vania, as the “Sergeant Leslie H. Sabo, Jr. 
Post Office Building”. 

H.R. 6116. An Act to amend the Revised Or- 
ganic Act of the Virgin Islands to provide for 
direct review by the United States Supreme 
Court of decisions of the Virgin Islands Su- 
preme Court, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 6223. An Act to amend section 1059(e) 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2006 to clarify that a period 
of employment abroad by the Chief of Mis- 
sion or United States Armed Forces as a 
translator, interpreter, or in a security-re- 
lated position in an executive or managerial 
capacity is to be counted as a period of resi- 
dence and physical presence in the United 
States for purposes of qualifying for natu- 
ralization, and for other purposes. 


Í e 
December 30, 2012: 
H.R. 5949. An Act to extend the FISA 
Amendments Act of 2008 for five years. 
January 2, 2013: 
H.R. 8. An Act entitled the ‘American Tax- 
payer Relief Act of 2012”. 


H.R. 4310. An Act to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2013 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 


SENATE BILLS APPROVED BY THE 
PRESIDENT PRIOR TO SINE DIE 
ADJOURNMENT 


The President, prior to sine die ad- 
journment of the 2nd Session, 112th 
Congress, notified the Clerk of the 
House that on the following dates, he 
had approved and signed bills of the 
Senate of the following titles: 

December 18, 2012: 


S. 3486. An Act to implement the provi- 
sions of the Hague Agreement and the Pat- 
ent Law Treaty. 


December 20, 2012: 


S. 1998. An Act to obtain an unqualified 
audit opinion, and improve financial ac- 
countability and management at the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security. 


S. 3542. An Act to authorize the Assistant 
Secretary of Homeland Security (Transpor- 
tation Security Administration) to modify 
screening requirements for checked baggage 
arriving from preclearance airports, and for 
other purposes. 


December 28, 2012: 


S. 285. An Act for the relief of Sopuruchi 
Chukwueke. 


S. 1379. An Act to amend title 11, District 
of Columbia Official Code, to revise certain 
administrative authorities of the District of 
Columbia courts, and to authorize the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Public Defender Service to 
provide professional liability insurance for 
officers and employees of the Service for 
claims relating to services furnished within 
the scope of employment with the Service. 


S. 2170. An Act to amend the provisions of 
title 5, United States Code, which are com- 
monly referred to as the ‘Hatch Act’, to scale 
back the provision forbidding certain State 
and local employees from seeking elective 
office, clarify the application of certain pro- 
visions to the District of Columbia, and mod- 
ify the penalties which may be imposed for 
certain violations under subchapter III of 
chapter 73 of that title. 


S. 2367. An Act to strike the word ‘‘luna- 
tic’? from Federal law, and for other pur- 
poses. 


S. 3193. An Act to make technical correc- 
tions to the legal description of certain land 
to be held in trust for the Barona Band of 
Mission Indians, and for other purposes. 


S. 3311. An Act to designate the United 
States courthouse located at 2601 2nd Avenue 
North, Billings, Montana, as the ‘‘James F. 
Battin United States Courthouse”. 
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S. 3315. An Act to repeal or modify certain 
mandates of the Government Accountability 
Office. 


S. 3564. An Act to extend the Public Inter- 
est Declassification Act of 2000 until 2014 and 
for other purposes. 

S. 3642. An Act to clarify the scope of the 
Economic Espionage Act of 1996. 


S. 3687. An Act to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to reauthorize the 
Lake Pontchartrain Basin Restoration Pro- 
gram, to designate certain Federal buildings, 
and for other purposes. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
AFTER SINE DIE ADJOURNMENT OF THE 112TH 
CONGRESS 2D SESSION 


HOUSE BILLS APPROVED BY THE 
PRESIDENT AFTER SINE DIE AD- 
JOURNMENT 


The President, after sine die adjourn- 
ment of the 2d Session, 112th Congress, 
notified the Clerk of the House that on 
the following dates, he had approved 
and signed bills of the following titles: 

January 10, 20138: 

H.R. 1339. An Act to designate the City of 
Salem, Massachusetts, as the Birthplace of 
the National Guard of the United States. 

H.R. 1845. An Act to provide a demonstra- 
tion project providing Medicare coverage for 
in-home administration of intravenous im- 
mune globulin (IVIG) and to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act with re- 
spect to the application of Medicare sec- 
ondary payer rules for certain claims. 

H.R. 2338. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 600 Florida Avenue in Cocoa, Florida, as 
the “Harry T. and Harriette Moore Post Of- 
fice”. 

H.R. 3263. An Act to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to allow the storage 
and conveyance of nonproject water at the 
Norman project in Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 3641. An Act to establish Pinnacles 
National Park in the State of California as a 
unit of the National Park System, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 3869. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 600 East Capitol Avenue in Little Rock, 
Arkansas, as the “Sidney ‘Sid’ Sanders 
McMath Post Office Building”. 

H.R. 3892. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 8771 Auburn Folsom Road in Roseville, 
California, as the ‘‘Lance Corporal Victor A. 
Dew Post Office”. 

H.R. 4053. An Act to intensify efforts to 
identify, prevent, and recover payment error, 
waste, fraud, and abuse within Federal 
spending. 

H.R. 4057. An Act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs to develop a comprehensive 
policy to improve outreach and transparency 
to veterans and members of the Armed 
Forces through the provision of information 
on institutions of higher learning, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 4073. An Act to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to accept the quit- 
claim, disclaimer, and relinquishment of a 
railroad right of way within and adjacent to 
Pike National Forest in El Paso County, Col- 
orado, originally granted to the Mt. Manitou 
Park and Incline Railway Company pursuant 
to the Act of March 3, 1875. 

H.R. 4389. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 19 East Merced Street in Fowler, Cali- 
fornia, as the ‘‘Cecil E. Bolt Post Office”. 

H.R. 5859. An Act to repeal an obsolete pro- 
vision in title 49, United States Code, requir- 
ing motor vehicle insurance cost reporting. 

H.R. 6014. An Act to authorize the Attor- 
ney General to award grants for States to 
implement DNA arrestee collection proc- 
esses. 


H.R. 6260. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 211 Hope Street in Mountain View, Cali- 
fornia, as the “Lieutenant Kenneth M. 
Ballard Memorial Post Office”. 

H.R. 6379. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 6239 Savannah Highway in Ravenel, South 
Carolina, as the ‘Representative Curtis B. 
Inabinett, Sr. Post Office”. 

H.R. 6587. An Act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 225 Simi Village Drive in Simi Valley, 
California, as the ‘‘Postal Inspector Terry 
Asbury Post Office Building”. 

H.R. 6620. An Act to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to eliminate certain limitations 
on the length of Secret Service Protection 
for former Presidents and for the children of 
former Presidents. 

H.R. 6671. An Act to amend section 2710 of 
title 18, United States Code, to clarify that a 
videotape service provider may obtain a con- 
sumer’s informed, written consent on an on- 
going basis and that consent may be ob- 
tained through the Internet. 

January 14, 2013: 

H.R. 443. An Act to provide for the convey- 
ance of certain property from the United 
States to the Maniilaq Association located 
in Kotzebue, Alaska. 

H.R. 1464. An Act to express the sense of 
Congress regarding North Korean children 
and children of one North Korean parent and 
to require the Department of State regularly 
to brief appropriate congressional commit- 
tees on efforts to advocate for and develop a 
strategy to provide assistance in the best in- 
terest of these children. 

H.R. 2076. An Act to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to clarify the statutory author- 
ity for the longstanding practice of the De- 
partment of Justice of providing investiga- 
tory assistance on request of State and local 
authorities with respect to certain serious 
violent crimes, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4212. An Act to prevent the introduc- 
tion into commerce of unsafe drywall, to en- 
sure the manufacturer of drywall is readily 
identifiable, to ensure that problematic 
drywall removed from homes is not reused, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4365. An Act to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to make clear that accounts in 
the Thrift Savings Fund are subject to cer- 
tain Federal tax levies. 

H.R. 4606. An Act to authorize the issuance 
of right-of-way permits for natural gas pipe- 
lines in Glacier National Park, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 6029. An Act to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to provide for increased pen- 
alties for foreign and economic espionage, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 6060. An Act to amend Public Law 106- 
392 to maintain annual base funding for the 
Upper Colorado and San Juan fish recovery 
programs through fiscal year 2019. 

H.R. 6328. An Act to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to direct the Assistant Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security (Transpor- 
tation Security Administration) to transfer 
unclaimed clothing recovered at airport se- 
curity checkpoints to local veterans organi- 
zations and other local charitable organiza- 
tions, and for other purposes. 


H.R. 6364. An Act to establish a commis- 
sion to ensure a suitable observance of the 
centennial of World War I, to provide for the 
designation of memorials to the service of 
members of the United States Armed Forces 
in World War I, and for other purposes. 


H.R. 6586. An Act to extend the application 
of certain space launch liability provisions 
through 2014. 


H.R. 6621. An Act to correct and improve 
certain provisions of the Leahy-Smith Amer- 
ica Invents Act and title 35, United States 
Code. 

H.R. 6655. An Act to establish a commis- 
sion to develop a national strategy and rec- 
ommendations for reducing fatalities result- 
ing from child abuse and neglect. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESO- 
LUTIONS APPROVED BY THE 
PRESIDENT AFTER SINE DIE AD- 
JOURNMENT 


The President, after sine die adjourn- 
ment of the 2d Session, 112th Congress, 
notified the Clerk of the House that on 
the following dates, he had approved 
and signed bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles: 

January 10, 2013: 


S. 925. An Act to designate Mt. Andrea 
Lawrence. 


S. 3202. An Act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to ensure that deceased vet- 
erans with no known next of kin can receive 
a dignified burial, and for other purposes. 


S. 3666. An Act to amend the Animal Wel- 
fare Act to modify the definition of ‘‘exhibi- 
tor”. 

S.J. Res. 49. A joint resolution providing 
for the appointment of Barbara Barrett as a 
citizen regent of the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution. 


January 14, 2013: 


S. 3331. An Act to provide for universal 
intercountry adoption accreditation stand- 
ards, and for other purposes. 


S. 3454. An Act to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2013 for intelligence and intel- 
ligence-related activities of the United 
States Government and the Office of the Di- 
rector of National Intelligence, the Central 
Intelligence Agency Retirement and Dis- 
ability System, and for other purposes. 


S. 3472. An Act to amend the Family Edu- 
cational Rights and Privacy Act of 1974 to 
provide improvements to such Act. 

S. 3630. An Act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
218 North Milwaukee Street in Waterford, 
Wisconsin, as the ‘‘Captain Rhett W. Schiller 
Post Office”. 


S. 3662. An Act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 6 
Nichols Street in Westminster, Massachu- 
setts, as the “Lieutenant Ryan Patrick 
Jones Post Office Building”. 
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S. 3677. An Act to make a technical correc- Province Emergency Management Assist- 
tion to the Flood Disaster Protection Act of ance Memorandum of Understanding. mation concerning foreign nationals wanted 
1973. January 15, 2013: by international criminal tribunals, and for 


S.J. Res. 44. A joint resolution granting S. 2318. An Act to authorize the Secretary Other purposes. 
the consent of Congress to the State and of State to pay a reward to combat 


transnational organized crime and for infor- 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


INTRODUCTION OF THE FAIR PAY 
ACT OF 2013 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 29, 2013 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, the 1963 Equal 
Pay Act (EPA), the first of the great civil rights 
statutes of the 1960s, was successful for close 
to 20 years, but it is too creaky with age to be 
useful today. It is long past time to amend the 
EPA to reflect the new workforce, which 
women work almost as much as men. Every 
Congress, Representative ROSA DELAURO and 
|, along with scores of other members of Con- 
gress, introduce the Paycheck Fairness Act, to 
amend the EPA to make its basic procedures 
equal to those used in other anti-discrimination 
statutes. | was an original co-sponsor of, and 
attended the signing ceremony at the White 
House for, the 2009 Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay 
Act, which further strengthens the EPA by re- 
storing its original interpretation. However, the 
Fair Pay Act of 2013 (FPA), which Senator 
TOM HARKIN, and | have also introduced in 
prior Congresses, picks up where the EPA 
and the Lilly Ledbetter Act leave off by taking 
on workplace gender discrimination in which 
gender-influenced wages leave the average 
female worker without any remedy. | have 
long pressed for passage of the Paycheck 
Fairness Act and the FPA, based on my own 
experience as the first female chair of the 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission 
(EEOC), when President Jimmy Carter moved 
the EPA and other civil rights statutes under 
the EEOC’s jurisdiction as part of a historic re- 
organization. My colleague Senator HARKIN, 
who is retiring at the end of this Congress, 
has also worked tirelessly on the FPA. He has 
always been a great friend of equality. Senator 
HARKIN’s work on the Americans with Disabil- 
ities Act is a landmark of his service and the 
Senator has brought the same zeal to issues 
facing women in the workplace. 

Along with my indispensable Senate part- 
ner, TOM HARKIN, | again introduce the FPA on 
behalf of the average female worker, who is 
often first steered to, and then locked into, 
jobs with wages that are deeply influenced by 
the gender of those who have traditionally 
held such jobs. Much of the wage inequality 
women experience today is because of em- 
ployer-steering and because of deeply rooted 
wage stereotypes, which result in wages being 
paid by gender and not according to the skills 
and efforts necessary to do the job. | introduce 
the FPA because the pay disparity most 
women face today stems mainly from the seg- 
regating of women and men in different jobs. 
Two-thirds of white women and three quarters 
of African-American women work in just three 
areas: sales/clerical, service and factories. We 
need more aggressive strategies to break 
through the societal habits present throughout 


history, the world over, as well as employer- 
steering based on gender, which is as old as 
paid employment itself. 

The FPA requires that if men and women 
are doing comparable work, they are to be 
paid comparable wages. If a woman, for ex- 
ample, is an emergency services operator, a 
female-dominated profession, she should not 
be paid less than a fire dispatcher, a male- 
dominated profession, simply because each of 
these jobs has been dominated by one sex. If 
a woman is a social worker, a traditionally fe- 
male occupation, she should not earn less 
than a probation officer, a traditionally male 
job, simply because of the gender associated 
with each of these jobs. 

The FPA, like the EPA, will not tamper with 
the legal burden. Under the FPA, as under the 
EPA, the burden will be on the plaintiff to 
prove discrimination. The plaintiff must show 
that the reason for the disparate treatment is 
gender discrimination, not legitimate market 
factors. 

Corrections to achieve comparable pay for 
men and women are not radical or unprece- 
dented. State governments, in red and blue 
states alike, have demonstrated with their own 
employees that they can eliminate the part of 
the pay gap that is due to discrimination. 
Twenty states have adjusted wages for fe- 
male-dominated professions, raising pay for 
teachers, nurses, clerical workers, librarians, 
and other female dominated-jobs that paid 
less than comparable male-dominated jobs. 
Minnesota, for example, implemented a pay 
equity plan when it found that traditionally fe- 
male jobs paid 20 percent less than com- 
parable traditionally male jobs. There may well 
be some portion of a gender wage gap that is 
traceable to market factors, but twenty states 
have shown that you can tackle the gender 
discrimination-based wage gap without inter- 
fering in the market system. The states gen- 
erally have closed the wage gap over a period 
of four to five years at a one-time cost of no 
more than three to four percent of payroll. 

In addition, many female workers routinely 
achieve pay equity through collective bar- 
gaining, and countless employers provide it on 
their own as they see women shifting out of 
vital female-dominated occupations as a result 
of the shortage of skilled workers, as well as 
because of the unfairness to women. Unequal 
pay has been built into the way women have 
been treated since Adam and Eve. To dis- 
lodge such deep-seated and pervasive treat- 
ment, we must go to the source, the tradition- 
ally female occupations, where pay is linked 
with gender and always has been. 

The best case for a strong and updated 
EPA, with at least the Paycheck Fairness Act, 
occurred here in the Congress in 2003, when 
female custodians in the House and Senate 
won an EPA case after showing that female 
workers were paid a dollar less for doing the 
same or similar work as men. Had these 
women not been represented by their union, 


they would have had an almost impossible 
task of using the rules for bringing and sus- 
taining an EPA class action suit. The FPA 
simply modernizes the EPA to bring it in line 
with subsequent civil rights statutes. From my 
tenure as EEOC chair, | know all too well the 
several ways that this historic legislation 
needs a 21st century makeover. 

Let us start with the Paycheck Fairness Act, 
so we can be prepared to go further with the 
FPA, which we introduce today. Let us start 
now to make the pay worthy of the American 
women we have asked to go to work. 


—— 


IN RECOGNITION OF MR. OMER D. 
SIMMS 


HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 29, 2013 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor one of the fallen crewmembers of the 
Essex-class carrier U.S.S. Franklin, Mr. Omer 
D. Simms, a Seaman First Class. 

On March 19, 1945, the U.S.S Franklin was 
instantly hit by a Japanese bomb that killed, 
wounded, and trapped many crew members 
on board. Mr. Simms, one of the confined 
men, heroically put his comrades’ life before 
his own by creating a hatch for them escape. 
Letting the twelve other men go before him, 
Mr. Simms never made it to safety. Instead, 
he tragically lost his life on the U.S.S. Franklin 
from a second bomb that hit the ship while the 
other crewmembers’ lives were saved. 

| am proud to honor Mr. Omer D. Simms’ 
service aboard the U.S.S. Franklin and the ul- 
timate sacrifice he made for this country. 


IN HONOR OF JAMES J. SWEENEY 


HON. PATRICK MEEHAN 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 29, 2013 


Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to 
honor James J. Sweeney of Havertown, Penn- 
sylvania. Mr. Sweeney entered the United 
States Navy after graduating from high school 
in 1943, and served aboard the USS Hancock. 
The Hancock took part in some of World War 
I’s most pivotal battles, including the inva- 
sions of the Philippines, lwo Jima, and Oki- 
nawa. Mr. Sweeney was honored for his he- 
roic service and awarded the Philippines Lib- 
eration Medal, 5 Battles Stars and a Presi- 
dential Unit Commendation. 

It was during his time in the Navy that Mr. 
Sweeney befriended his shipmate, John Finn. 
Lt. Finn received the Medal of Honor for his 
heroic actions at Pearl Harbor. During the Jap- 
anese surprise attack, Lt. Finn manned his 
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machine gun and fought off the Japanese Ze- 
roes for 21⁄2 hours even as he took an on- 
slaught of bullets and shrapnel. And for the 
past 9 years, James Sweeney has tirelessly 
worked to honor Lt. John Finn, who passed 
away in 2009. On February 15, 2011, those 
efforts proved successful as the Navy an- 
nounced that a new guided missile destroyer 
will be named the USS John Finn. For these 
efforts Mr. Sweeney is being honored by 
American Legion Post 667 in Havertown. On 
behalf of a grateful nation, | congratulate Mr. 
Sweeney on his efforts to ensure that Lt. 
Finn’s name and legacy lives on, and for his 
service during World War Il, reflecting great 
credit upon himself and the United States 
Navy. 


ee 


CONGRATULATING THE NATIONAL 
ALLIANCE FOR HISPANIC 
HEALTH ON ITS 40TH ANNIVER- 
SARY 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 29, 2013 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
ask the House of Representatives to join me 
in congratulating the National Alliance for His- 
panic Health on its 40th anniversary of service 
to the residents of the District of Columbia and 
the national capital region. 

Founded in 1973, the National Alliance for 
Hispanic Health is the nation’s foremost 
source of information on Hispanic health. 
Throughout its 40-year history, the National Al- 
liance for Hispanic Health has been committed 
to improving the health of Hispanic commu- 
nities throughout the United States. Growing 
from a small coalition of mental health pro- 
viders, the National Alliance for Hispanic 
Health has become the largest network of His- 
panic health and human services providers in 
the country. 

We appreciate the National Alliance for His- 
panic Health’s long presence in the District 
and its continued service to our city’s growing 
Hispanic population. We are particularly 
pleased with the National Alliance for Hispanic 
Health’s contributions to health-related re- 
search and its continued commitment to build- 
ing a base of knowledge, increasing public 
awareness, sponsoring collaborative networks 
and strengthening community infrastructure 
not only in the District, but throughout the na- 
tion, too. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask the House of Represent- 
atives to join me in celebrating the 40th anni- 
versary of the National Alliance for Hispanic 
Health. 


a 


HONORING LONG-TIME 
COMMUNITY LEADER 


HON. JUDY CHU 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 29, 2013 


Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize a great loss to our community, Mr. Wil- 
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bur Kuotung Woo, who passed away on No- 
vember 12, 2012 at the age of 96. My heart 
goes out to his wife of 74 years, Beth; his five 
children; his six grandchildren; his seven 
great-grandchildren; and the rest of his family 
and friends. 

| had the great pleasure of knowing Mr. 
Woo. He was an extraordinary citizen, a role 
model for community activism and a tireless 
advocate for the Chinese American commu- 
nity. 

Mr. Woo’s life stands as a living testament 
to the American Dream. He was born in China 
in 1915 and immigrated to the United States 
at age 5. He went on to study at UCLA and 
graduated with a degree in business adminis- 
tration. Mr. Woo then went to work at his fam- 
ily’s business, the Chungking Produce Com- 
pany, where he would often begin work 
around midnight in order to prepare for a full 
day at the produce market. 

In 1962, Mr. Woo became Vice President of 
Cathay Bank during a time when many local 
banks refused to lend to Chinese Americans. 
Thanks in part to his leadership and incredible 
business acumen, Cathay Bank would go on 
to become one of the largest independent fi- 
nancial institutions in Los Angeles County. 

Mr. Woo also served his community as 
chairman of the board at The Chinese Times, 
president of the Chinese Chamber of Com- 
merce and founder of the California-Taiwan 
Trade & Investment Council. 

Mr. Woo was known as a bridge between 
the halls of power in Washington, DC and the 
underserved Chinese American community. 
As President of the Chinese American Citi- 
zens Alliance, he lobbied for a shift in U.S. im- 
migration policy and met with Senators Hiram 
Fong and Edward Kennedy. Woo would see 
his dream accomplished in 1965, when the 
United States finally lifted legal barriers limiting 
immigration from China and Taiwan. This his- 
toric act would open the doors for a new wave 
of immigrants and greatly contribute to our na- 
tion’s cultural fabric. 

| urge all my House colleagues to join me 
in honoring our community hero, Mr. Wilbur K. 
Woo, for his remarkable service, indomitable 
spirit and contributions to his community and 
to our nation. 


IN HONOR OF ELWOOD RUSH 


HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 29, 2013 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor a man who has made significant con- 
tributions to Pennsylvania’s 8th District and to 
our country. Mr. Elwood W. “Woody” Rush 
passed away on Sunday, January 20, 2013 at 
the age of eighty-three. While his family, 
friends, and community members mourn his 
passing, they find comfort in remembering his 
legacy. Woody was born and raised in Bucks 
County, Pennsylvania. He went on to serve in 
the United States Army in 1951 during the Ko- 
rean War era. Upon completion of his military 
service, Woody returned to Pennsylvania’s 8th 
District to begin a lifelong career with Sherwin 
Williams Paint Company. 
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Woody was also dedicated to making his 
community a better place. He was a member 
of St. Luke’s United Church of Christ in Dub- 
lin, PA, where he taught Sunday school and 
served as President of the church consistory. 
In addition, he served on St. Luke’s Union 
Cemetery Committee for many years. Mr. 
Rush is an example of a leader and a true pa- 
triarch. Over the years, | have had the pleas- 
ure of getting to know two of his sons within 
whom Woody has undoubtedly instilled his 
strong family values. His service to both his 
country and his community will always be ven- 
erated. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF A BILL TO EN- 
SURE THAT THE METROPOLITAN 
WASHINGTON AIRPORTS AU- 
THORITY COMPLIES WITH FED- 
ERAL ACQUISITION REGULATION 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, January 29, 2013 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
introduce a bill to require the Metropolitan 
Washington Airports Authority (MWAA) to 
adopt the Federal Acquisition Regulations, 
which govern all aspects of the acquisition 
process for virtually every federal executive 
branch agency, and to adopt the federal anti- 
nepotism rules. Significant failures in MWAA’s 
contracting and hiring policies and practices 
point to a need for substantial reform in 
MWAA’s acquisition and hiring processes. De- 
spite being created by Congress, leasing fed- 
erally owned land, and benefiting from signifi- 
cant federal taxpayer funds, MWAA is not sub- 
ject to federal procurement or anti-nepotism 
laws. This omission has left MWAA without 
ample guidance for its board members and 
employees. Many of the problems that have 
drawn criticism of MWAA could be eliminated 
if the Federal Acquisition Regulations and fed- 
eral anti-nepotism regulations were made ap- 
plicable to MWAA. 

MWAA is an independent public body cre- 
ated by Congress under the Metropolitan 
Washington Airports Act of 1986 (Airports 
Act). MWAA, with 1,400 employees, leases 
Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport 
and Washington Dulles International Airport 
from the Federal Government. In addition to 
managing the airports, MWAA is responsible 
for the Dulles Corridor Metrorail Project, which 
has an estimated cost of $5.8 billion, including 
$977 million in federal funds. 

A recent Department of Transportation 
(DOT) Inspector General report, “MWAA’s 
Weak Policies and Procedures Have Led to 
Questionable Procurement Practices, Mis- 
management, and a Lack of Overall Account- 
ability” (Report Number: AV—2013-006), or IG 
Report, found that “MWAA’s contracting poli- 
cies and practices are insufficient to ensure 
compliance with the Airports Act and the lease 
agreement between DOT and MWAA.” For 
example, the Airports Act and lease agree- 
ment require MWAA to award contracts over 
$200,000 competitively to the maximum extent 
practicable. However, the IG Report found that 
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MWAA recently awarded two-thirds of its con- 
tracts exceeding $200,000 with limited com- 
petition. The IG Report also noted that MWAA 
awarded many contracts with no formal solici- 
tation, and that MWAA’s Contracting Manual 
does not require public notification of sole- 
source contracts over $200,000. 

A January 15, 2013, Washington Post arti- 
cle reported that at least 10 percent of MWAA 
employees have family members working 
there, including spouses, and children. The IG 
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report also noted that MWAA lacks “sufficient 
controls to detect and prevent nepotism.” It is 
clear that changes are imperative and over- 
due. 

The lack of transparency and competition on 
MWAA’s contracts and hiring are inconsistent 
with continuing ownership of the airports by 
the Federal Government, MWAA’s creation by 
Congress, and the significant federal taxpayer 
dollars MWAA receives. The IG Report's con- 
clusion that current procurement procedures 
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and hiring policies are inadequate requires a 
response that definitively fixes these issues. It 
makes no sense for MWAA to attempt to re- 
invent a new set of procurement procedures 
and ignore the very thorough and tested Fed- 
eral Acquisition Regulations, which provide 
legal guidelines for every aspect of procure- 
ment and maximize fairness and transparency 
of the federal anti-nepotism regulations. 


| urge my colleagues to support the bill. 


January 30, 2013 
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SENATE—Wednesday, January 30, 2013 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Honorable HEIDI 
HEITKAMP, a Senator from the State of 
North Dakota. 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Gracious Father, Your loving kind- 
ness and faithfulness draw us to You, 
for You deserve our complete trust and 
allegiance. Thank You for giving us so 
much more than we deserve in bless- 
ings and withholding what we deserve 
for our transgressions. 

Lord, work through our lawmakers 
today, making them Your partners in 
solving the problems that confront our 
Nation. May they do justly, love 
mercy, and walk humbly with You. 
Tune their minds to the frequency of 
Your guidance, surpassing human un- 
derstanding with the gift of Your 
knowledge. When trying times provoke 
doubts and anxieties, remind them that 
You hold the future in Your hands. 

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen. 


EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable HEIDI HEITKAMP led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


Ee 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, January 30, 2013. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable HEIDI HEITKAMP, a 
Senator from the State of North Dakota, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Ms. HEITKAMP thereupon assumed 
the chair as Acting President pro tem- 
pore. 


EE 
RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Madam President, fol- 
lowing leader remarks, the Senate will 
be in a period of morning business for 
2 hours. The majority will control the 
first half and the Republicans will con- 
trol the second half. At 2:30 p.m. Sen- 
ator KERRY will be recognized to de- 
liver his farewell remarks. We hope to 
complete action on the debt limit leg- 
islation very soon. 


EE 


MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 177 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I am 
told that S. 177 is at the desk and due 
for a second reading. Is that correct? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. That is correct. 

The clerk will read the bill by title 
for the second time. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 177) to repeal the Patient Protec- 
tion and Affordable Care Act and the Health 
Care and Education Reconciliation Act of 
2010 entirely. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I object 
to any further proceedings with respect 
to this bill. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Objection having been heard, the 
bill will be placed on the calendar. 


EE 


HONORING SENATOR JOHN KERRY 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I rise 
today to honor JOHN KERRY, our col- 
league, the senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. I congratulate Senator 
KERRY on his confirmation as our Na- 
tion’s next Secretary of State. 

Iam pleased he will continue to serve 
his country in this important role. He 
will be missed by his Senate col- 
leagues, that is for sure. 

Senator KERRY said at his confirma- 
tion hearing that the Senate is in his 
blood, and that is true. As he rep- 
resents America’s interests around the 
world, his experience as a Senator will 
serve him and our country well. 

For 28 years, Senator KERRY has been 
a dedicated representative of the peo- 
ple of Massachusetts in the Senate. 
Senator KERRY has also rendered dis- 
tinguished service to his country in the 
Navy, to the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts as Lieutenant Governor and 
as Senator, and to the Democratic 
Party and the people of this country as 
the 2004 Presidential nominee for the 
Democratic Party. 

He is a brilliant man. He was a de- 
bater at Yale and won awards for his 
skilled oratory over a number of years. 


That talent has allowed him to speak 
for freedom and justice at each stage of 
his career. 

Before he graduated college, he was a 
vocal critic of the Vietnam war. But 
upon graduation, Senator KERRY vol- 
unteered to serve in the U.S. Navy, and 
serve he did. Later he said he did it be- 
cause ‘‘it was the right thing to do.” 

Senator KERRY learned the value of 
service at home. His father was a For- 
eign Service officer, and his mother 
was a nurse during World War II. He 
served two tours as a Navy lieutenant 
in the jungles and rivers of Vietnam. 
He was awarded the Silver Star for his 
gallantry, a Bronze Star for valor also, 
and three Purple Hearts. But even after 
his service in the war, his opposition 
continued. 

On April 22, 1971, Senator KERRY be- 
came the first Vietnam veteran to tes- 
tify before Congress about the war 
when he appeared before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, which 
was chaired by the famous Senator 
William Fulbright—a committee he 
would later chair. It was a remarkable 
appearance. He was the first veteran to 
testify. 

He went on to attend Boston College 
Law School. He worked as a prosecutor 
in Middlesex County before he was 
elected Lieutenant Governor in 1982. 
Just 2 years later he was elected to the 
U.S. Senate. He has served in the Sen- 
ate for five terms. He has always been 
an unflinching advocate for veterans. 
He helped found the Vietnam Veterans 
for America and has worked tirelessly 
to secure treatment for servicemem- 
bers dealing with post-traumatic 
stress. 

Senator KERRY has served 6 years on 
the Senate Intelligence Committee 
and, remarkably, 28 years on the For- 
eign Relations Committee. He has been 
a leading advocate of doing something 
about global climate change. 

Senator KERRY has convened eight 
major hearings and roundtables on cli- 
mate change and energy security since 
taking the gavel as chair of the For- 
eign Relations Committee, replacing 
Vice President BIDEN. 

It was in the early 1990s that Senator 
KERRY’s brilliant mind and exceptional 
dedication came to my attention. I had 
the good fortune of being chosen by 
Leader Mitchell to be a member of the 
select committee on MIAs—missing in 
action—and POWs. It was very con- 
troversial at that time. There was a be- 
lief by many that there were live 
Americans either in Cambodia, Laos— 
maybe in Vietnam. We had not done as 
much as people thought we should do 
about those missing in action, and it 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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was a very volatile period of time in 
the history of this country. 

I saw him with patience, with wis- 
dom, serve as chairman of that select 
committee. As I have indicated, it was 
a difficult assignment, an important 
assignment, and he handled it—as he 
has done everything I have watched 
him do—thoughtfully and with integ- 
rity. 

Since coming to the Senate I have 
been fortunate to be invited to his 
home for lengthy but fascinating for- 
eign policy discussions with Senate 
colleagues and foreign policy experts. 
In recent years, Senator KERRY was 
also instrumental in securing passage 
of the New START treaty with Russia, 
which is helping to reduce the danger 
of nuclear proliferation. 

He has served as an unofficial envoy 
for President Obama to Afghanistan, 
Sudan, Pakistan, and some countries 
probably none of us even know where 
he went. There were many times he 
came to me and said: I have to go, and 
he tells me where he is going, and there 
was nothing in the newspapers about 
where he had gone. But he is a great 
evaluator of people, and because of 
that, the President has trusted him 
and has sent him on all these missions. 
Now he will do that as Secretary of 
State. 

He has authored numerous pieces of 
legislation to prevent the global spread 
of HIV/AIDS. He has also played a cen- 
tral role in crafting American policy in 
Iraq and Afghanistan, the war on ter- 
ror. I can remember one very difficult 
time when he spent days and days, 
principally with President Karzai, 
working out a difficult issue following 
the elections they had there. He has 
been focused on the Middle East peace 
process and Israel’s security for his en- 
tire time as a member of that com- 


mittee, the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee. 
For more than 30 years, Senator 


KERRY has been a powerful voice for his 
constituents in Massachusetts as well 
as an engaged citizen of the world. 
Throughout those years, JOHN has 
matched his unflinching passion for 
democratic values with forward-think- 
ing actions to advance those values. 

No one is better qualified than JOHN 
KERRY to continue the exceptional 
work of Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton. While we are saddened to lose 
his leadership in the Senate, we saw 
yesterday the support he has, where 
virtually every Senator voted to sup- 
port him as the next Secretary of 
State. I wish him well as he embarks 
on this next challenge, and I am con- 
fident he will meet the challenge. 


Se 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Republican leader is recog- 
nized. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


SPENDING REFORM 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
a few weeks ago, President Obama re- 
portedly said America does not have a 
spending problem. Well, of course, we 
know that is not accurate. This is com- 
pletely at odds with what independent 
experts tell us and what is perfectly ap- 
parent to anybody who is alert. Last 
week, I brought this chart behind me 
to the floor to illustrate the point. 

As everyone knows, we are running 
trillion-dollar annual deficits. What 
this chart shows is that the gap be- 
tween government spending and rev- 
enue just keeps getting wider and 
wider and wider. So let’s take a look at 
it. 

The occupant of the chair is rel- 
atively new to the Senate but not new 
to the facts. The green area here rep- 
resents both historic and projected tax 
revenue. The dark blue area—as you 
can see, the really kind of flat lines out 
here to 2040—is the new revenue the 
President received at the end of the 
year as a result of operation of the law. 
The tax rates sunsetted, expired at 
midnight on New Year’s Eve. The Con- 
gress then wisely continued the cur- 
rent tax rates for 99 percent of Ameri- 
cans, made those rates permanent so 
we would not have another event like 
New Year’s Eve where we came to an 
abrupt conclusion. Most importantly, 
for States such as the State of the oc- 
cupant of the chair and my own, a $5 
million per person exemption on the 
death tax was made permanent and in- 
dexed to inflation. 

The President wanted more revenue 
than that and continues to talk about 
more revenue. So if we take all the rev- 
enue the President said he wants to 
get, over and above the revenue he got 
as a result of the law expiring—that is 
this dark blue area—if we gave him 
every bit of new tax revenue he wanted 
over and above that, we would have 
this light blue area like this. 

So we can see, colleagues, that even 
if the President got all the revenue he 
wanted, it only produces this much in 
a pretty flat line going way out into 
the future. 

So, clearly, what one can conclude 
from this—whether you think the rev- 
enue the President got is enough or 
you think the President ought to have 
as much revenue as he wants—factu- 
ally, it does not solve the problem. It 
does not solve the problem because we 
do not have this problem because we 
tax too little; we have it because we 
spend way too much because the red 
area is the spending trajectory. 

So it is perfectly obvious for anybody 
who is not going to ignore the facts 
that this is not a revenue problem; this 
is a spending problem. And until we 
solve this problem, we cannot leave be- 
hind for our children and our grand- 
children the kind of country our par- 
ents left behind for us. 

This, my colleagues, is the 
Europeanization of America. This is 


January 30, 2013 


the pathway to Greece and Italy and 
Spain, and maybe now even France as 
well—perpetual high unemployment, 
an economy kind of in a death spiral 
that just kind of bumps along like 
ours, which is now bumping along at a 
1.5-percent growth rate. 

It is time to get serious about solving 
this problem. This ‘‘red’’ rises like a 
mountain over a relatively flat plain of 
green. 

Now, I know there is almost an arti- 
cle of faith on the other side with 
some—maybe not all—that it is a rev- 
enue problem. Clearly, it is not a rev- 
enue problem. More to the point, tax 
revenue as a Share of our gross domes- 
tic product is today about the same as 
it has been over the last four decades. 
Spending, on the other hand, averaged 
just 18.5 percent over that same period 
but today stands at about 23 percent of 
gross domestic product—one of the 
highest spending levels since World 
War II. It is about to get much worse, 
growing to nearly 40 percent of GDP in 
just a few decades—40 percent of GDP. 
There is simply no other way to solve 
this problem—no other way to solve 
the problem—than to get our spending 
under control. 

A significant portion of the dramatic 
spending increase to come is the result 
of tens of millions of baby boomers 
reaching retirement age. We know this. 
Erskine Bowles, the Chairman of the 
Bowles-Simpson Commission, said it 
was the most predictable crisis in 
American history. 

We are in a position to do something 
about this. We should. But that is only 
one part of the problem. It is the big- 
gest part of the problem, but it is only 
one part of it. We need to shine a light 
into every corner of the budget, espe- 
cially the dark corners that often 
evade real scrutiny. Programs that do 
not work should be scrapped, and when 
considering those that do, we still need 
to ask the question, Can it be done bet- 
ter, faster, more efficiently? 

We need to root out waste, which will 
serve as the first real test of the Demo- 
crats’ seriousness in this debate. I 
mean, why is the Federal Government 
funding Chinese studies on pig ma- 
nure—why—and research into the 
smoking habits of Jordanian college 
students and reality TV shows in 
India? Are our friends on the other side 
prepared to cut this kind of waste? Be- 
cause if they are not, if they demand a 
1-to-1 ratio between tax increases and 
pig manure cuts, then there is really 
no hope of ever putting our country 
back on the path to prosperity. 

The Senate will soon begin consider- 
ation of H.R. 325. If it passes, we will 
have a few more months to come up 
with the kinds of spending reforms nec- 
essary to secure a longer extension of 
the debt ceiling. That extra time will 
give us a chance to break the Demo- 
crats’ other bad habit of leaving every- 
thing—literally everything—until the 
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last minute. But we can only do it if we 
get to work now and return to what we 
call around here the regular order. Re- 
member, regular order is how the Sen- 
ate is supposed to function. Commit- 
tees are supposed to be allowed to 
evaluate legislation. Amendments are 
supposed to be considered. The public 
is supposed to have a chance to scruti- 
nize the proposals that are actually be- 
fore us. 

Look, I know that solving the debt 
challenge is not going to be easy. Put- 
ting our country on a sustainable fiscal 
and economic path is going to require 
both parties committing to serious 
spending reforms. But this is a chal- 
lenge we must overcome. By doing the 
hard work today, we can avoid a Euro- 
pean-style catastrophe tomorrow. By 
reforming the functions of government 
that no longer make sense in 2013, we 
can do more than just control spend- 
ing, we can encourage private sector 
growth and job creation and finally get 
the economy back on its feet. And by 
ridding ourselves of this massive bur- 
den of debt, we can remove the greatest 
obstacle to recovery. 

As I said yesterday, this is ulti- 
mately a conversation about growth 
and opportunity. It is not a conversa- 
tion about austerity. It is one that Re- 
publicans are eager to have. For those 
who want to pretend our country does 
not have a spending problem, this is a 
pretense which is not borne out by the 
facts. Now is the time to face reality. 
We have known this for literally years. 
When are we going to face it? There is 
no better time than now. 

We can take on this challenge to- 
gether if both sides are ready to do the 
necessary work to reform spending, but 
we need to get started today—not next 
week, not in April—today. 

I yield the floor. 


a 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


—— 


MORNING BUSINESS 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will be in a period of morning 
business for 2 hours, with Senators per- 
mitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each, with the majority con- 
trolling the first half. 

The Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi- 
dent, I am delighted to see the Pre- 
siding Officer in that seat. I ask unani- 
mous consent to speak for up to 20 
minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


ee 


ECONOMIC MELTDOWN 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi- 
dent, I actually came to speak on an- 
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other subject, but I had the oppor- 
tunity to hear the minority leader’s re- 
marks as I was waiting to speak. I 
would point out in response that our 
friends on the other side love to char- 
acterize the spending that has taken 
place in recent years as something that 
was the will and choice and desire of 
President Obama. What they fail to re- 
call is that during that period, we actu- 
ally had an economic meltdown. Most 
Americans remember that economic 
meltdown. States such as Rhode Island 
are still in the aftermath of that eco- 
nomic meltdown—an economic melt- 
down, by the way, that occurred at the 
end of the last Republican administra- 
tion and was caused by those policies. 

The economic meltdown was rel- 
atively global. We have very practical 
examples of countries that went the 
path of spending cuts that the Repub- 
licans recommend—recommended 
through the whole economic meltdown. 
Just take a tour of Europe and you will 
see where the austerity plan was fol- 
lowed, the results have been far worse: 
lower GDP growth, higher unemploy- 
ment. We are actually struggling 
through better in America by under- 
standing that when the economy is col- 
lapsing, if the Federal Government 
withdraws even more money from it, it 
just collapses faster and you postpone 
the period of growth and recovery. 

This business us only having a spend- 
ing problem—well, you can look at the 
revenues as adequate, but it depends 
what you are measuring it against. If 
you are measuring revenues against 
the times when we had a balanced 
budget, it has always averaged 20 per- 
cent. It averaged around 20 percent of 
GDP. We are at 16 percent right now. 
This is a huge gap. If we drop and try 
to balance the budget, which is what I 
think we would like to achieve at 16 
percent, we are going back to the so- 
cial conditions of the early 1950s, con- 
ditions where many seniors still lived 
in poverty. I know the party on the 
other side likes looking back, but I do 
not think they want to look back to 
that. I really do not think most Ameri- 
cans want to live in a country in which 
that is the case. 

So, do we have a spending problem? 
Yes, of course, we do. But when reve- 
nues are at 16 percent of GDP and we 
have never balanced the budget in re- 
cent history at 16 percent of GDP—in 
recent history, it has always been with 
revenues around 20 percent of GDP. 

When you have these unbelievable 
revenue giveaways to special inter- 
ests—Big Oil getting these huge sub- 
sidies, hedge fund managers paying 
these favored low tax rates, tax rates 
lower than their chauffeurs and their 
doormen and their maids pay—the Tax 
Code is riddled with those kinds of spe- 
cial interest giveaways, and if we can 
bring some of that back into the equa- 
tion, not only does that add revenue 
and move us better toward the goal of 
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a balanced budget and a reduced deficit 
but, frankly, in most of those cases, it 
is the right thing to do all on its own. 
It is the fair thing to do all on its own. 

Yes, there are things that are idiotic 
buried away in the Federal budget. I 
am not here to defend studies about pig 
manure or reality TV shows. But the 
problem is that once you actually get 
into discussions on this subject with 
the other side, it is not long until their 
guns turn on Medicare, it is not long 
until their guns turn on Social Secu- 
rity. We have seen it before. They tried 
to privatize Social Security. They 
thought they had the power to do it, 
and the American people told them: 
Heck no. But that is where the discus- 
sion goes. It may start with reality TV 
shows and pig manure, but before you 
know it, they have their guns trained 
on Medicare and Social Security. We 
need to defend programs such as those 
on which families depend. 


EE 
CLIMATE CHANGE 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. So on the subject 
of what we leave to our children and 
grandchildren, let me turn to the point 
of my remarks, which is that it is time 
to wake up in this body to the reality 
of what we are doing to our climate. It 
is time to wake up. 

Madam President, 2012 was the warm- 
est year in the continental United 
States since records began being kept 
in 1895. It is not a unique single anom- 
aly of a year. If you look at the first 12 
years of this century, 2000 to 2012, they 
are all in the 14 warmest years on 
record. This is not just about future 
generations, it is not just about polar 
bears and sea turtles. These trends are 
being felt right now in real places by 
real people. 

The recent draft of the Federal Gov- 
ernment’s National Climate Assess- 
ment shows, at a local level, why every 
one of us should care that carbon emis- 
sions are causing climate change. 

Let’s take a little tour. I will start in 
the Northeast, which includes my 
home State of Rhode Island. In this re- 
gion, which is defined in the assess- 
ment as from West Virginia to Maine— 
that is not the Northeast we usually 
talk about, but that is the way it is de- 
fined in this report—annual tempera- 
tures have increased by almost 2 de- 
grees Fahrenheit since records began. 
The entire range between high and low 
is only about 4.2 degrees, so an increase 
of 2 full degrees is a big deal in that 
scale. 

If greenhouse gas emissions remain 
at current levels, the projection is an- 
other 4.5 degrees to 10 degrees Fahr- 
enheit of warming by the end of the 
century. That will change all of our 
lives in very significant ways. Even if 
we do reduce emissions, the Northeast 
is still projected to experience an in- 
crease in the frequency, intensity, and 
duration of heat waves. 
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By as soon as 2050, Delaware, Mary- 
land, and West Virginia could experi- 
ence twice as many days per year—that 
is 15 more days in some places—with 
temperatures over 95 degrees Fahr- 
enheit. In western New York and Mas- 
sachusetts, where 95-degree days are 
rare, there may be an additional 5 days 
per year over that mark. In Rhode Is- 
land, a lot of people stay cool in the 
summer by opening the windows at 
night, letting the cool night air fill the 
house, and then closing the drapes or 
the screens or the shades in the morn- 
ing. That is not going to work any 
longer when persistent high nighttime 
temperatures allow no relief from the 
heat. 

Without significant upgrades, our re- 
gion’s electric grid will not be able to 
sustain the power demand as more and 
more air-conditioning becomes nec- 
essary for people to be comfortable in 
the summertime. As we see more hot 
days, we also see more bad ozone days, 
which still keep people indoors in 
Rhode Island or even send them to the 
hospital, as pollution from Midwest 
coal plants settles in on us. 

In addition to heat, precipitation in 
the Northeast increased almost one- 
half of an inch per decade over the last 
century. Extreme precipitation—very 
heavy rain or snow—has increased 74 
percent between 1958 and 2010. That is 
the sharpest increase in the Nation. 

On our shores—we are a very coastal 
State—due to a combination of warm- 
ing and expanding oceans and other 
tectonic conditions, sea level has risen 
about 1 foot in the Northeast since 
1900. 

That is higher than the 8-inch global 
average sea-level rise. Sea-level rise is 
actually up 10 inches at the Newport 
tide gauge since our terrible hurricane 
of 1938. Because of extreme precipita- 
tion and sea-level rise, more and more 
populated areas are at risk of flooding. 

Let’s move to the Southeast where 
the draft assessment predicts more ex- 
treme heat with the number of 95-de- 
gree or hotter days in the region from 
Louisiana through central Florida ex- 
pected to quadruple by mid-century. If 
you like it hot down there, you are a 
lucky person because you are going to 
get a lot more of it. 

Southerners will likely see some- 
thing much less appealing, which is 
more ground-level ozone, better known 
as smog, which poses serious health 
risks especially to children and the el- 
derly. But the real story of the South- 
east is one of disastrous weather. Be- 
tween 1980 and 2011, the Southeast was 
struck by more billion-dollar disasters 
than any other part of the country. 
The region is particularly vulnerable 
to extreme weather, and sea-level rise 
makes things worse. 

The RAND Corporation notes that 
1,800 square miles of Louisiana have 
been lost to the sea since the 1930s. 
Entergy, a regional utility, predicts $23 
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billion in losses by 2030, factoring just 
a 6-inch increase in sea level and a 3- 
percent increase in hurricane wind 
speed. Communities in the Southeast 
need to take real steps to become more 
resilient in the changing environment. 
North Carolina, for instance, is raising 
highway bridges out to the Outer 
Banks as seas rise and storms worsen. 

In the Midwest, temperatures are in- 
creasing rapidly. From 1900 to 2010, av- 
erage temperatures increased about 1 
degree Fahrenheit, and the rate of 
warming tripled between 1980 and 2010. 
Under the assessment’s worst-case sce- 
narios, temperatures across the Mid- 
west are projected to rise 8.5 degrees 
Fahrenheit by the year 2100. If you are 
a farmer, that means everything will 
have changed. 

Hotter temperatures are having a 
far-reaching impact on the Great 
Lakes. According to the Cleveland 
Plain Dealer, scientists at NOAA’s 
Great Lakes Environmental Research 
Laboratory have found that the Great 
Lakes are taking in more heat from 
the air during the summer and storing 
it longer. The result: On average, ice 
on the Great Lakes is forming later in 
the winter and disappearing earlier. In 
fact, total ice cover has fallen 71 per- 
cent on the Great Lakes from 1973 to 
2010. 

That is not good for the lakes, the 
people, and species of this region. Ice 
cover protects the lakes from evapo- 
ration, and it protects the eggs of fall- 
spawning fish from winter weather. 
Coastal areas unprotected by shore ice 
are more susceptible to erosion. Less 
ice means less snowmobiling or ice 
fishing. As anyone in Cleveland or Buf- 
falo can tell you, open water fuels the 
dread lake-effect snows that wallop 
leeward shores. All of this can be 
traced, in part, to climate change driv- 
en by greenhouse gases. 

In the Great Plains, the most signifi- 
cant consequence of a changing cli- 
mate will be changes in rainfall. This is 
already beginning to happen. Total 
rain is expected to increase in Wyo- 
ming, Montana, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, and Nebraska, while Kansas, 
Oklahoma, and Texas are projected to 
get less. Farming and the energy sec- 
tor, including oil and gas exploration, 
will feel increased pressure and com- 
petition for water supplies. Eighty per- 
cent of the population of the Great 
Plains depends on the High Plains aq- 
uifer for drinking water. Projected 
temperature increases, more frequent 
droughts, and higher rates of evapo- 
ration spell serious trouble for the re- 
gion’s water supply if water isn’t man- 
aged better. 

The availability of water, and even 
snow, will also affect the Southwest. 
People of the Southwest are acutely 
aware of how their history and their 
fate is tied to the availability of water. 
According to the draft assessment: 


Over the past 50 years across most of the 
Southwest, there has been less late-winter 
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precipitation falling as snow, earlier snow 
melt, and earlier arrival of most of the 
year’s streamflow. 

These changes can ripple through the 
economy and the health of the region. 

In the western mountains, massive 
forests stand dead on the mountain- 
sides, as warmer winters allow the kill- 
er bark beetle to swarm northward into 
higher latitudes and uphill into higher 
altitudes. Ominously, the draft assess- 
ment says that the combined impact of 
increasing wildfire, insect outbreaks, 
and diseases will cause: 

Almost complete loss of subalpine forests 
. . . by the 2080s. 

Separate studies by scientists at 
NASA and at the University of Wash- 
ington predict increasing frequency of 
severe wildfires. 

The Park City Foundation in Utah 
predicted an annual local temperature 
increase of 6.8 degrees Fahrenheit by 
2075, which would cause a total loss of 
snowpack in the Park City resort area. 
This would result, obviously, in thou- 
sands of lost jobs, tens of millions in 
lost earnings, and hundreds of millions 
in lost economic output. 

In the coastal zone of the Pacific 
Northwest, erosion inundation and 
ocean acidity are all major threats. 
More than 140,000 acres of coastal 
Washington and Oregon lie within 3.3 
feet of high tide. Sea-level rise of 4 feet 
or more is entirely plausible by the end 
of the century. 

Ocean acidification caused a 70- to 80- 
percent loss of oyster larvae at an oys- 
ter hatchery in Oregon from 2006 to 
2008. Wild oyster stocks in Washington 
State have also failed as weather pat- 
terns caused more acidic water to rise 
to the surface at the shore. This is an 
industry worth about $73 million annu- 
ally. 

For Hawaii, the rapidly changing cli- 
mate presents a unique threat. Tour- 
ism and agriculture, among Hawaii’s 
top economic sectors, are each dis- 
tinctly vulnerable. Changes in precipi- 
tation, erosion, ocean warming, and 
acidification will irreversibly alter Ha- 
waiian ecosystems, home to about one- 
quarter of all threatened and endan- 
gered species in the United States. 

For example, we know that warm 
enough water causes corals to bleach. 
Bleaching is a technical term that I 
won’t go into right now. Bleaching can 
help coral survive short-term stresses, 
but in response to persistent ocean 
warming, bleaching signals the start of 
a long-term downward spiral toward 
the death of the coral and the reefs, the 
incubators of the oceans. 

Perhaps no other region of the 
United States is experiencing the ef- 
fects of climate change more dramati- 
cally than Alaska. Alaska is, of course, 
supposed to be cold. The animals and 
plants have adapted to that, and so 
have the people. 

Since the 1960s, however, Alaska has 
been warming twice as fast as the rest 
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of the United States. Annual air tem- 
perature has already increased by 3 de- 
grees Fahrenheit. Winter temperatures 
are up 6 degrees. 

According to the draft assessment 
highlights, Alaska is seeing—and this 
is a graph of the sea ice: 

Earlier spring snow melt, reduced sea ice, 
widespread glacier retreat, warmer perma- 
frost, and dryer landscapes. 

By mid-century, summer sea ice 
could disappear altogether. As in the 
Great Lakes, less ice along the Alaska 
coast means more severe coastal ero- 
sion without the ice to buffer the 
shores from storms. Most of the perma- 
frost in Alaska is tens of thousands of 
years old, but it too is disappearing as 
the Alaska climate warms. Permafrost 
is a natural wonder whose loss threat- 
ens structures such as buildings, roads, 
as well as plants and wildlife that have 
adapted to the frozen tundra. Thawing 
permafrost buckles roads and air 
strips, causing costly disruptions in 
transportation. 

It appears, as we take this tour of the 
country, that there is only one region 
that isn’t yet awakening to the effects 
of climate change, and that is here, 
Capitol Hill. History is calling out to 
us to meet our duty, and the call is 
loud and clear, but we are sleep- 
walking. It is time to wake up. The 
public has every reason to want to grab 
us and give us a good shake. An AP poll 
out in December found that 83 percent 
of Democrats, 77 percent of Independ- 
ents, and 70 percent of Republicans ac- 
cept the reality of climate change and 
understand that it will be a serious 
problem for our United States. 

A recent poll conducted by Yale Uni- 
versity and George Mason University 
found that a large majority of Ameri- 
cans, 77 percent, say climate change 
should be a priority for President 
Obama and for all of us in Congress. 
But we snooze on, listening to the lull- 
abies of the polluters. 

Carbon pollution from fossil fuels is 
threatening our future, and unless we 
take serious action to scale back the 
pollution, the consequences are look- 
ing increasingly dire all across our 
country. It is time to hear the alarms, 
to roll up our sleeves, to get to work, 
and to do what needs to be done. It is 
time, indeed, to wake up. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


SEE 


PAYCHECK FAIRNESS ACT 


Ms. CANTWELL. Madam President, I 
come to the Senate floor to join my 
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colleagues on the women’s side of the 
Senate who will be coming to the floor 
this morning, along with Senator MI- 
KULSKI—and I thank her for her leader- 
ship—to talk about pay equity and the 
issue of equal pay for equal work. 

I am proud to stand here on what is 
the 4-year anniversary of the historic 
Lilly Ledbetter legislation that we 
were able to pass. What an unbeliev- 
able moment that was, to work for 
what is equal treatment for women in 
our court system. Lilly Ledbetter went 
across the Nation and came to Con- 
gress and communicated very well to 
many Americans on this issue that 
sometimes you could be discriminated 
against and not even know it until 
your retirement, which was the case 
with her. Yet the legal system failed to 
take any action at that point. So we 
passed the Lilly Ledbetter legislation 
to make sure that in our court system 
women could find out and have those 
remedies brought before our system 
and fight for equal pay. 

My State of Washington has been a 
leader in increasing the minimum 
wage. We have a minimum wage that is 
indexed to inflation, and I am proud of 
that. But pay disparity continues to 
persist between men and women, and 
that is why I am here, to urge my col- 
leagues to help close this gap. We are 
here to advocate for the Paycheck 
Fairness Act because full-time working 
women still earn 75 percent of what 
their male counterparts earn for the 
same job, according to a report by the 
Economic Opportunity Institute. 

While the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay 
Act was a step forward, we need to pass 
this additional legislation to help end 
pay inequity and take the next steps 
toward helping women. The Paycheck 
Fairness Act will help us move toward 
closing the gap between men and 
women, and it does the following 
things: It requires employers to pro- 
vide justification other than gender for 
paying men higher wages than for 
women; it protects employees who 
share the same salary information 
from potential retaliation from their 
employers; and it provides victims of 
pay discrimination the same remedies 
available to victims of other kinds of 
discrimination, including punitive and 
compensatory damages. 

This bill also helps create outreach 
programs for employers to help them 
understand this issue and to help end 
pay disparity. I certainly look forward 
to the passing of this legislation be- 
cause closing this gap means women in 
my State will be able to afford 13 more 
months of rent or 39 more months of 
family health insurance premiums, ac- 
cording to an estimate by the National 
Partnership for Women and Families. 

We have to level the playing field so 
these kinds of estimates are not just 
projections but they are realities. We 
can’t support the status quo while the 
economic security of women and fami- 
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lies is undermined. One-third of fami- 
lies headed by women in my State are 
in poverty. This can be attributed, in 
part, to policies that perpetuate lower 
pay for women. So we must end un- 
equal pay practices and level the play- 
ing field. 

It is in this spirit of fair play that we 
ask for the passage of the Paycheck 
Fairness Act. I know Senator MIKULSKI 
and others who have fought hard on 
this legislation will be here to speak 
this morning, and I am proud we are 
sponsors of the Paycheck Fairness Act 
that was introduced just last week. 
Today, almost 50 years after passage of 
the Equal Pay Act and 4 years after the 
passage of the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay 
Act, we still need to hit another giant 
milestone in helping women get fair 
pay in America. 

We made a big step toward all this 
with Lilly Ledbetter’s leadership, but 
now we need to pass this new legisla- 
tion. It was an important milestone 
that will help women be confident they 
will be treated fairly in the workplace 
and to make sure they continue to 
have access to the courts. Whether 
they are an engineer or a lawyer or a 
police officer, women should not have 
to earn less doing the same job as a co- 
worker. That is why we need to pass 
this Paycheck Fairness Act today. 

I want women who grow up in the 
United States of America to know 
there is no doubt they will earn the 
same pay they deserve for their work. 
That is what our country is all about, 
and that is why we are going to work 
hard this session to pass this legisla- 
tion. 

I thank the President pro tempore, I 
yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, I 
am so pleased to be joining colleagues 
in celebrating the anniversary of the 
passage of the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay 
Act and to move on to what we need to 
do on full paycheck fairness with the 
passage of the Paycheck Fairness Act. 

I wish to start by thanking our lead- 
er, the dean of the women in the Sen- 
ate and the House, the longest serving 
woman, who is Senator BARBARA MI- 
KULSKI. She has led us through the 
Lilly Ledbetter legislation and is now 
leading us aS we move forward to the 
next step in making sure women re- 
ceive equal pay for equal work. Her ex- 
traordinary leadership is something 
that has touched every woman, every 
man, and every family in America. I 
wish to thank her for her leadership, as 
well as the efforts of all my colleagues. 


770 


It has been nearly 50 years since 
President Kennedy signed the Equal 
Pay Act into law—a law that made it 
illegal for an employer to pay women 
less than men for the same work. With 
the stroke of a pen, he ushered in a new 
era of opportunities for women and the 
American economy as a whole. In those 
50 years, many millions of American 
women entered the workforce and we 
have truly changed the nature of em- 
ployment in our country, including in 
the Senate, where we now have a 
woman sitting as the distinguished 
Acting President pro tempore, and we 
have 20 women who are a part of lead- 
ing the country through the Senate, 
with 7 of us now chairing committees. 

I remember coming to the Senate in 
2000, when it was the first time we had 
enough women to even sit on every 
committee in the Senate. Imagine 
that. It was the first time our experi- 
ences, our voices, our backgrounds, our 
values, and our priorities were rep- 
resented on every committee. So we 
have come a long way since that time 
50 years ago, but there is more to do. 

In 1968, women were often very lim- 
ited in the jobs we could participate in. 
There were outrageous working condi- 
tions and limitations that made abso- 
lutely no sense. Today, nearly 40 per- 
cent of full-time managers in our coun- 
try are women. I am proud to look 
around my great State and see two of 
the great universities in our country— 
the University of Michigan and Michi- 
gan State University—both led by 
women presidents. We are seeing 
women moving up in every area. We 
have made great strides, but we also 
know pay for women continues to be 
unequal, even though we have seen 
strides being made. That is why the 
Paycheck Fairness Act is absolutely 
critical. 

This bill gives women tools to nego- 
tiate better pay and it stops employers 
from using workplace gag rules to pre- 
vent women from discovering their pay 
is actually less than the pay of the men 
working beside them. It strengthens 
the remedies women can use when they 
are discriminated against and ensures 
that discrimination based on sex is 
treated the same as any other kind of 
discrimination in the workplace. 

Four years ago this week, we passed 
the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act that 
overturned the Supreme Court’s deci- 
sion limiting the ability of women to 
get justice when they were discrimi- 
nated against. At that time, Lilly 
Ledbetter did not know for a couple 
decades that she, in fact, was being 
paid less than the men she not only 
worked with but supervised. When she 
went to the Supreme Court, they said: 
You can’t come before the Court. You 
have no standing because you should 
have done that 20 years ago. But 20 
years earlier, she didn’t know. 

We have fixed that loophole in the 
law, but now we need to go on and com- 
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pletely revamp and be focused on put- 
ting in place all the tools available to 
women to keep the promise of the law 
that was passed 50 years ago, which is 
equal pay for equal work. 

In my State of Michigan, women are 
paid only 74 cents on every dollar that 
a man makes. Even though we have 
made strides, we are still at 74 cents of 
what a man makes. And women are ei- 
ther participating as the sole bread- 
winner in their families now or part of 
a two-parent family trying to hold 
things together and make ends meet. 

It is not fair to the family that one of 
those who are working is only getting 
74 cents on a dollar of what males in 
the workplace are getting. Over a life- 
time, in Michigan that 26-cent dif- 
ference equals over $% million that 
women are losing because we don’t 
really yet have equal pay for equal 
work in every part of our economy. 

When we look at this, it becomes 
very much about whether women are 
going to be able to pay their mortgage, 
their rent. When you walk into the 
store, the grocer doesn’t say: You only 
have to pay 74 percent of the cost of 
this because you get paid less. The last 
time I looked, we pay the same for gas, 
food, rent, or the mortgage, and yet 
too many women find themselves dis- 
advantaged because they are not being 
paid equally for their work. That is 
just not right. Everybody knows it is 
not right. 

The Lilly Ledbetter Act took an im- 
portant step 4 years ago in overturning 
a situation that the courts I believe in- 
accurately, unfairly decided as relates 
to women. But the Paycheck Fairness 
Act gives women the tools they need 
legally to be able to remedy unequal 
pay situations and have the confidence 
that we are going to truly enforce 
equal pay for equal work in this coun- 
try. 

Fifty years ago, Congress and the 
President came together and agreed 
that women should get equal pay for 
equal work. Right now, we need to re- 
affirm that. We need to make it real 
for all women in every part of our 
country who are working hard to make 
ends meet, to take care of their fami- 
lies, and to be able to move forward 
and realize their dreams. Passing the 
Paycheck Fairness Act is going to 
bring us closer to that reality. 

I again thank the senior Senator 
from Maryland for her incredible lead- 
ership in bringing us to this point with 
the Lilly Ledbetter Act and now taking 
the next step, which is to realize the 
dream of 50 years and longer in Amer- 
ica, which is to fully benefit from the 
ideas, the strengths, and the talents of 
every individual and to make sure they 
are equally paid for what they are 
worth. 

I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Maryland. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I 
rise to speak on the Paycheck Fairness 


January 30, 2013 


Act. I would ask how much time is re- 
maining. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. There is 17 minutes remaining. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. I ask unanimous 
consent that we extend for another 15 
minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I 
join with my colleagues you have al- 
ready heard from—Senator CANTWELL 
of Washington State, Senator STABE- 
now of Michigan—and today I know 
other Senators will be coming to the 
floor to say: We want to finish the job. 
We want to finish the job that started 
50 years ago when Lyndon Johnson in- 
troduced the first of three civil rights 
bills that were designed to change 
America. 

In the mid-1960s, there was turmoil. 
Change was in the air. People wanted 
equality. They were marching on the 
streets, they were pounding on the ta- 
bles, and they were organizing in civil 
disobedience. Dr. King marched on 
Washington and Lyndon Johnson was 
laying the groundwork for the famous 
Civil Rights Act that would open the 
doors for minorities. But the very first 
bill he introduced was to guarantee 
equal pay for equal work for women. 
He did that as the first bill because he 
thought that would be one of the easi- 
est to pass. 

Well, 50 years later we are still being 
redlined, sidelined, pink-slipped þe- 
cause we fight for equal pay for equal 
work. Every time we make an advance, 
they bring in the lawyers—the cor- 
porate lawyers—who then hide behind 
small business exemptions, and they 
fret on how it will wreck the economy 
of the United States. 

Well, I know what wrecked the econ- 
omy of the United States, and it wasn’t 
women wanting equal pay for equal 
work. That is not what brought us 
fraud, scams, and greed in the mort- 
gage market. That did not cause the 
great collapse of the banks. We didn’t 
cause that. Their hubris and greed did. 
But when they bring in the lawyers, we 
have to pass legislation. 

Four years ago, the first bill that we 
passed during the Obama administra- 
tion was the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay 
Act. It repaired the right of women to 
address pay inequality in the courts. 
What it did was correct a misinter- 
pretation by the court on what is the 
statute of limitations when women 
seek redress. 

But let me tell you that the fight 
continues. The fight continues now. 
The reason we need the Paycheck Fair- 
ness Act is the fact that women con- 
tinue to be discriminated against and 
economically harassed and punished if 
they even ask: How much do the guys 
get paid? 

So if you are standing at the water 
cooler or if you go to your human re- 
sources and say: What do I get—if 
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Georgette asks: What do I get, and she 
wants to know what George gets, she 
could be punished. She could be fired. 
She could be penalized. She could be 
isolated for being too aggressive. 
Haven’t we heard that? Too uppity— 
my God, daring to ask what George 
gets paid. Well, the Lillies, the Geor- 
gettes, and everybody who gets up 
every day and takes pride in their 
work, does the job they were hired to 
do, they want to get the pay they have 
every right to. So our legislation will 
keep employers from retaliating 
against employees who share informa- 
tion about pay. 

Remember how Lilly Ledbetter’s bill 
got triggered? Lilly was working at 
Goodyear, doing a good job, even pro- 
moted. But guess what, finally some 
men, some great guys—and there are 
great guys—came and said: Guess 
what, Lilly. We get a better deal than 
you do. That is how Lilly Ledbetter 
found out, and when she went to ask, 
she was punished. So our Paycheck 
Fairness Act would keep employers 
from retaliating against employees 
who share information. 

It will also close a loophole in the 
current law that allows employers to 
use just about any reason for paying a 
woman less than a man by requiring 
that the reason be unrelated to sex and 
it has to be job related. The fact is that 
they will say: Well, we pay George 
more because you really should be 5- 
foot-8 to do the job, and most women 
might only be 5-foot-6. Well, have you 
seen those title IX gals lately? Any- 
way, they always invent the reasons. 
That is where, instead of solving the 
problem, they bring in the lawyers. 
They always bring in the lawyers. Now 
we are bringing in the votes, and what 
we want to say is that we want to close 
that loophole. 

We also want to improve the rem- 
edies available for victims of discrimi- 
nation by simply putting the Equal 
Pay Act on par with other laws to com- 
bat equal treatment. 

Everyone wants to say what this bill 
is about. They all have opinions. It is 
not about politics; it is about a pay 
gap. It is not about only gender; it is 
about an agenda. What is our country? 
Are we going to be fair with each other 
in the marketplace? This bill is about 
our families, it is about our economy, 
it is about bread-and-butter decisions. 

So what are the consequences of pay- 
ing equal pay for equal work? No. 1, it 
will put more money in the family 
checkbook. More money in the family 
checkbook means more spending in the 
economy. It is actually good economic 
policy in the real economy. Now, it 
might result in lower executive com- 
pensation, but it will result in fair 
compensation to the women who work. 
As we know, women now are really a 
significant part of the workforce, and 
we should be paid equal pay for equal 
work and not harassed when we want 
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to ask questions, and close the loop- 
holes to make sure they don’t make up 
phony excuses. 

This is very, very important. When 
we look at it, 50 years—50 years—after 
Lyndon Johnson introduced his legisla- 
tion, we are still at 77 cents for every 
dollar a man makes. For women of 
color, it is even less, and for Hispanic 
women, it is only 60 percent. That is 
not enough. 

So we want to change the lawbooks 
so we can put more money in the fam- 
ily checkbook and more money in our 
economy and make sure that the 
dream of 50 years ago that was started 
by Lyndon Johnson we rectify in the 
passage of this legislation, which I 
hope we do expeditiously between now 
and Mother’s Day. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
wish to thank the Senator from Mary- 
land, who has been such a remarkable 
leader on all of these issues. We have so 
much work to do, as she has outlined, 
and I will add a few specific cases to 
what she said. 

This is the 4-year anniversary of the 
Lilly Ledbetter law, and we were able 
to push it forward, and it was the first 
bill President Obama signed in his first 
term. I think that said a lot about its 
importance. 

Because Lilly Ledbetter is pretty 
well known in the country, we know 
her story. You can imagine the feelings 
she had when she found out that after 
all the work she was putting in, simply 
because she was a woman she was get- 
ting paid less than the men doing the 
exact same thing. And, yes, thank you 
to the men who respected Lilly 
Ledbetter enough to let her know. 
There was a notice in her locker that 
essentially informed her that she was 
working for way less than they were. 
Over the course of her lifetime, it was 
a huge amount of money that made a 
huge difference. 

When Lilly tells the story, you can 
just see the anguish in her face. And 
she, of course, went all the way to the 
Supreme Court trying to get redress. 
Finally, the Court decided, and they 
said: You know what. You have a really 
good case, but you didn’t move forward 
fast enough. You were supposed to 
come and file this lawsuit much soon- 
er. 

Well, she didn’t know much sooner. 
She couldn’t have filed the lawsuit. 
And that is what led to our corrective 
legislation, so that in the future a 
woman who has faced pay discrimina- 
tion will have her day in court and will 
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have the time necessary to proceed 
with the court case and get justice. 
The court had said she had to file from 
the minute the discrimination started, 
but Lilly didn’t know she was being 
discriminated against until years later. 
So thank goodness this Congress and 
the President remedied that. 

But we have unfinished business. We 
have a bill called the Paycheck Fair- 
ness Act, and I hope that all will get 
involved as well because the fact is 
that women, after all the progress we 
have made, earn 77 cents for every dol- 
lar earned by a man. We women in the 
Senate are fortunate in the sense that 
is one battle we don’t have to wage be- 
cause a Senator is a Senator is a Sen- 
ator. Imagine if they had a rule saying 
men Senators get this and women Sen- 
ators get that. People would say some- 
thing is very wrong with this picture. 
But that is the way it is on the outside. 
It is undercover. People do not know 
about it, but women who do the same 
job as a man on average will make 23 
cents less. 

You could say: Seventy-seven cents 
for every dollar—is that really a lot? 
Let me tell you, it is a lot. Over a life- 
time it is about $434,000 less that she 
will have at the end of her career. 

This pay gap persists across all occu- 
pation and income levels. A Bloomberg 
analysis found that women earned less 
than their male counterparts in 264 out 
of 265 major occupation categories. 
Women earned less than their male 
counterparts in virtually all of the oc- 
cupation categories. So the wage gap 
clearly hurts women, but it also hurts 
their families. Think about families 
where the major wage earner is a 
woman. Those children and grand- 
children will feel the pain. 

Of course the economy is hurt be- 
cause there are fewer dollars circu- 
lating in the economy. A woman is 
going to spend a lot of the money she 
earns right out there, supporting her 
family, going to the store, organizing 
visits to camps and vacations, and all 
that money helps the economy. 

I am going to close this by reading a 
couple of stories, real-life stories. A 
woman from California had an iden- 
tical advanced degree as her husband. 
She landed the exact same job as her 
husband but at a different worksite. 
The woman’s husband was offered 
$5,000 more in starting salary for the 
same job with the exact same resume. 

A health care worker in Long Island 
discovered she had been earning $10 an 
hour less than her male colleagues 
with the same experience. When she 
brought this up to her superiors, she 
was reprimanded for asking about the 
wage gap. 

That goes to what Senator MIKULSKI 
said. Imagine the nerve of someone 
finding out they were paid $10 an hour 
less and trying to find out why, and for 
that she is reprimanded, put in her 
place. 
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Then a female employee for a major 
corporation in Florida was told when 
she was hired that if she disclosed her 
salary to other workers, that would be 
grounds for dismissal. She soon real- 
ized that her male counterparts made 
more than she did but she did not have 
any written proof. A fellow female em- 
ployee at the company was told that 
because her husband picked her up 
from work in a nice car, she did not 
need to get a salary increase. 

We need to pass the Paycheck Fair- 
ness Act. It closes loopholes that have 
allowed employers to avoid responsi- 
bility for discriminatory pay. It pro- 
hibits employers from retaliating 
against employees who share salary in- 
formation with their coworkers, and it 
puts gender-based discrimination sanc- 
tions on equal footing with other forms 
of wage discrimination such as race, 
disability, or age, so women would be 
eligible for the same remedies avail- 
able to other victims of discrimination, 
such as punitive damages. 

It is simply a matter of fairness. 
Every American deserves equal pay for 
equal work. We have to end this prac- 
tice of shortchanging half of our coun- 
try—more than half of the people are 
female. This means we are hurting our 
country, we are hurting their families. 

In 2010, Senate Republicans filibus- 
tered our efforts to proceed to this bill. 
All we wanted to do was proceed to it 
and get an up-or-down vote. We faced a 
filibuster. In June 2012, Senate Repub- 
licans blocked us again. We are calling 
on them in a spirit of fairness and jus- 
tice to work with us in this Congress 
and give all the women of America the 
same chance for success as their male 
counterparts. Remember, $400,000-plus 
over a career is a tremendous amount 
of money for people. That can make 
the difference in having a decent re- 
tirement. We heard today that the vast 
majority of Americans, if they lost 
their job, have no savings at all. It is 
not as if we are paying people lavish 
salaries. Let’s make sure, whatever the 
salaries are, that they are fair, that 
they are equal to each other. If a 
woman is doing the same job, much as 
a Senator, as a male, they get the same 
pay. It is simple. It should not be a 
problem. 

If there is a filibuster, I will never 
understand it. I will say this. No 
woman in America today will under- 
stand why anyone would filibuster such 
a bill—equal pay for equal work. And 
no man in America who loves a woman, 
be it their mom or their aunt or their 
wife or their daughter, would under- 
stand it either. Let’s hope we get to a 
vote on this measure. 

I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Alaska. 

Mr. BEGICH. Madam President, I 
thank my colleague from California for 
making those important remarks. I am 
also here to talk about the Paycheck 
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Fairness Act for a few minutes, if I 
could. As she said in her last remarks, 
it is very important to note the last 
few times this issue has come up it was 
filibustered. We did not even get to the 
bill. So hopefully, according to the new 
rules we agreed on here and coordi- 
nated in a bipartisan way, we will get 
to the bill and we will debate it on its 
merits, not on whether it should pro- 
ceed. Let’s see how that works. Again, 
I thank her for coming down here 
today. 

I rise here on the anniversary of the 
Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act of 2009 to 
lend my support to the next bill we 
need to pass, the Paycheck Fairness 
Act. I thank Senator MIKULSKI for or- 
ganizing this important discussion. 

Four years ago I entered this Cham- 
ber fresh from Alaska. Madam Presi- 
dent, you are fresh from North Dakota. 
I probably sat right there during that 
debate in 2009. I was finishing my sec- 
ond term as mayor of Anchorage and 
was excited to take on the new chal- 
lenges in the Senate on behalf of all 
Alaskans. I am honored to say one of 
my first votes in the Senate as a new 
Senator was the Lilly Ledbetter Fair 
Pay Act. I was proud to add my support 
to the cause. 

At the same time it was—and is—dis- 
heartening to continue hearing about 
pay inequity as a major economic prob- 
lem, that there are still drastic wage 
gaps for women, that women on aver- 
age still earn about one-fifth less than 
their male counterparts. 

We all know the numbers. That is 
why I have cosponsored Senator MIKUL- 
SKI’s Paycheck Fairness Act each time 
it was introduced. It provides women 
with the tools to close this long-stand- 
ing gap. Her bill is an important com- 
panion to the Lilly Ledbetter Act, 
which kept the courthouse door open 
to demand justice over pay discrimina- 
tion. 

This was a crucial victory, but we 
must continue the fight and finish the 
job by passing paycheck fairness. At its 
core, the bill is really very simple: It 
says employees and employers can 
share wage information and that dis- 
crepancies in pay must be based on ex- 
perience and qualifications—not on 
gender. 

What is more fair than that? 

Unfortunately, my State is not a 
leader on pay equity. In Alaska, women 
earn 78 cents for every dollar paid to 
men. Unless that changes, Alaska 
women will earn $623,000 less than men 
during their working careers. This pay 
gap has harmed the families of roughly 
155,000 women in the Alaska workforce. 
Women in Alaska have higher rates of 
economic insecurity than men: In 2010, 
women working full time not only 
earned lower average wages but also 
were more likely to live in poverty— 
more than 10 percent of Alaska women 
compared to about 7 percent of men. 

Women in Alaska make up 47 percent 
of the state workforce and nearly half 
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of them are married mothers who are 
the primary wage earners in their fam- 
ilies. When they earn less than men, 
that burden falls on the entire family— 
including about 112,000 Alaska children 
who are dependent on their mother’s 
earnings. 

The State’s highest-paying indus- 
tries—including manufacturing, nat- 
ural resources and mining—are mostly 
dominated by men. Jobs such as min- 
ers, mobile heavy equipment mechan- 
ics and electrical power line installers 
pay much better than State average 
wages, but few women are getting 
those jobs. 

Our Alaska Department of Labor 
puts it bluntly: “Women seem to be 
funneled into lower-pay occupations.” 

Listen to these numbers. If the gap 
between men’s and women’s wages in 
Alaska were eliminated, each full-time 
working woman could suddenly afford 
to pay for 2 more years of groceries, 
buy 3,700 more gallons of gas or pay the 
mortgage and utility bills for 8 more 
months. 

So on this 4th anniversary of the 
signing of the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay 
Act, I say to my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle: Let’s finish the job 
and pass the Paycheck Fairness Act. 
As I said, it’s so simple. The bill will 
close loopholes in the Equal Pay Act 
and establish stronger workplace pro- 
tections for women. 

In the real world there should be 
nothing complicated or controversial 
about this, but sometimes we wonder 
where we are; it is not always the real 
world. As I said at the beginning of my 
comments, hopefully the issue of fili- 
buster will not be part of this equation, 
that we actually get on the bill, have 
the debate, and people can vote up or 
vote down, amend it or not, and deter- 
mine where we stand on this issue. 

I am from a household where we were 
raised by a mother, the six of us. My 
father died when I was 10. She survived 
raising four boys, which is a miracle in 
itself, and two girls. The problem was 
not the girls, it was the boys. But she 
raised six of us at a very young age. 
Hopefully some would consider us pro- 
ductive parts of society. But when I 
saw what my mom had to struggle 
through, what she had to earn to make 
sure we had food on the table, make 
sure we had opportunities in our lives, 
it is clear to me that this is not a com- 
plicated issue. This is a simple fairness 
issue. 

I hope my colleague on the other 
side, again, would allow it to come for- 
ward. We will debate it and then we 
will vote on it, and the American peo- 
ple, Alaskans, will see what we think 
of fairness in the sense of a paycheck 
for a woman working the same job— 
equal job as a man does. 

I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Indiana. 
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THE ECONOMY 


Mr. COATS. Madam President, 
breaking news. Just a short time ago 
the Bureau of Economic Analysis 
issued its report for the fourth quarter 
of 2012 in terms of our economy. I am 
sorry to say that the report said we 
have contracted—not gained, but our 
economy contracted—during this 
fourth quarter, 0.1 percent at an annual 
rate last fall. 

Here we are, about 3% years from a 
deep recession, and in normal reces- 
sions recovery occurs at a significant 
rate. That is what gets people back to 
work. That is what gets our economy 
moving again. This is the growth we 
need to address our fiscal situation. 
Yet after nearly 3% years of stumbling 
along and bumping along in the most 
tepid recovery since before World War 
II, we now learn that despite some of 
the optimism that has been projected 
lately that things are getting better, 
things are growing, and unemployment 
is going to start coming down, we get 
this distressing report that in the 
fourth quarter, the quarter where we 
all go out and buy Christmas presents 
and spend money at the end of the 
year, that fourth quarter contracted; it 
did not grow. 

The average rate of growth following 
recessions is about 4 percent growth 
per year. Sometimes it has been 6, 7, 
and even 8 percent. The average rate 
we have had as a Nation following the 
previous recession has been around a 2- 
percent level or even a little less. So, 
this is not good news for the American 
people. This is not good news for all 
those hoping to get back to work. This 
is not good news for those hoping to 
raise money to pay for their mortgage 
or try to keep their house or provide 
for their children’s education going for- 
ward. This is not good news for the 
American people. I think it says a lot 
about our failure here in Congress to 
do what most people understand we 
need to do and that is to get our fiscal 
house in order. 

There is a cloud of uncertainty set- 
tled over the American economy over 
the last 314 years that is destroying the 
hopes and dreams of young people and 
middle-aged people and those nearing 
retirement. They are worried about 
their savings, their ability to pay their 
bills, and their ability to maintain 
meaningful employment. 

If we are going to get our fiscal house 
in order, we need to do some funda- 
mental things. One, we need to sum- 
mon the will to address this problem— 
this challenge—and define it as the No. 
1 challenge facing the Congress and 
have the political will to do something 
about it. Doing something about it 
means we start with having a budget. 
It has been 1,372 days since the Senate 
passed a budget. That is nearly 4 years. 
This is completely irresponsible. To 
deny the American people the trans- 
parency of how we are spending tax- 
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payers’ dollars and how we are address- 
ing this fiscal situation we are in 
which drives us into more debt and 
more deficit is totally irresponsible. As 
I said, it starts with passing a budget. 

Every Hoosier family and every busi- 
ness in Indiana knows they cannot be 
successful and financially sound with- 
out creating a budget on which to oper- 
ate. Restaurants and coffee shops have 
budgets, Little League Baseball organi- 
zations have budgets, and our commu- 
nities, States must have a budget in 
terms of how much we are able to 
spend. 

The reason a budget is so important 
is it forces us to determine how we 
spend the revenue we have in a sensible 
way without having to go and continue 
to borrow and drive ourselves more 
deeply into debt. There are a lot of 
things we would like to do. Everyone 
has their priorities, their interests, 
such as, education, medical research, 
more funding for social programs, more 
defense funding, funding for transpor- 
tation needs, paving roads, and repair- 
ing bridges. It goes on and on. We all 
have those priorities. These are things 
we would like to do, but we have not 
faced the fact that we cannot do every- 
thing we would like to do. We have to 
do the essential things and prioritize 
our spending at a time when we don’t 
have the revenue to do everything we 
would like. 

It is no different than a family with 
financial difficulties sitting down and 
saying: Our annual trip to Disney 
World cannot happen this year. Dad’s 
paycheck is not bringing in the kind of 
money it used to. Maybe they are not 
in the financial position to be able to 
do what they would like to do, there- 
fore, they have to make some changes 
and adjustments. Maybe instead of Dis- 
ney World, they decide to go to Brown 
County State Park, which, by the way, 
is a great place for family vacations. 
Priority decisions are the kind of deci- 
sions families have to make when they 
don’t have the revenue to do every- 
thing they would like to do. 

We also have a legal duty—and per- 
sonally I think a moral duty—to 
present to the American people a budg- 
et plan indicating how we are going to 
spend their taxpayer dollars. Section 
301(a) of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974 states—and this is the law of the 
land—‘‘On or before April 15 of each 
year, the Congress shall complete ac- 
tion on a concurrent resolution on the 
budget for the fiscal year beginning on 
October 1 of such year.” 

When we passed that law, we didn’t 
say Congress may pass a budget or that 
Congress has the ability to avoid hav- 
ing a budget. The word ‘‘shall’’ means 
we shall have a budget. Yet the failure 
to bring forth a budget under the lead- 
ership of this Senate for 1,372 days— 
nearly 4 years—has created even more 
dysfunction in an already dysfunc- 
tional Senate. It has helped lead to a 
broken appropriations process. 
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Last year, we did not pass a single 
appropriations bill through the Senate, 
which left us with what we call con- 
tinuing resolutions. Continuing resolu- 
tions essentially fund the Federal Gov- 
ernment on autopilot at previous levels 
without the type of scrutiny and over- 
sight that would be administered 
through the regular appropriations 
process. This is no way to govern a 
country. We are not fulfilling our duty 
to the people we represent and, most 
important, it hinders any attempt at 
real spending reform. 

The Republican-led House has passed 
a budget annually and fulfilled their 
duty. We have failed in fulfilling our 
duty. They have presented their prior- 
ities to the public. They have described 
how they will rein in spending, save 
programs from collapse, and reform the 
tax system. They are being heavily 
criticized because they have a budget 
out there which tells the American 
people what they are going to do, and 
some of it is painful because we don’t 
have the money to do everything we 
would like to do. 

People like to be able to come home 
and promise them everything they ask 
for. We don’t have that luxury. Perhaps 
we never did, but we did it anyway. No 
longer do we have the luxury of being 
able to even think that. So all the crit- 
icism goes to the House because they 
want to cut this or they want to mod- 
ify that or the priority decision is for 
one thing over another thing. In the 
mean time, the majority and the ad- 
ministration just sit back and say: We 
are not going to put out any numbers; 
therefore, you cannot criticize us. We 
will just go along criticizing the other 
team. 

I know PAUL RYAN is again working 
with Speaker BOEHNER on a 10-year 
budget plan to put our country on a 
path to a balanced budget. They will be 
heavily criticized for that, but they are 
stepping up to their legal responsibil- 
ities and stepping up to the moral re- 
sponsibilities we have to do the job we 
were elected to do. I mean, that is why 
we were sent here. The Senate is going 
to have to get the will to make these 
tough choices, which we have been 
avoiding for years, or the market is 
going to force us to act. The more we 
prolong the challenges we face and the 
longer we wait to act, the harder it is 
going to be. 

If we don’t put a Senate budget plan 
together, if we don’t lay out our prior- 
ities and create a long-term economic 
plan to reform our spending habits, we 
are going to face a debt-induced catas- 
trophe that will make the economic 
downturn we experienced a few years 
ago look like child’s play. The fact is 
our failure to seriously grapple with 
our runaway deficit spending is already 
having huge detrimental effects on our 
economy, and I just mentioned one of 
those. Sooner or later this body needs 
to stand and get this done and it starts 
with a budget. 
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The President has made it clear over 
the past few years that when he pro- 
posed his budgets, he is not serious 
about leading the discussions on the 
fiscal challenges facing us. He didn’t 
mention it in his inauguration address, 
and he has publicly stated we don’t 
have a spending problem. How he 
comes to that conclusion defies credu- 
lity. 

Interestingly enough, by law, the ad- 
ministration is forced to produce a 
budget which has been brought before 
this body. It is interesting that the 
lack of seriousness of this is indicated 
by the fact that not even one Member 
of his own party voted for the Presi- 
dent’s budget. 

I am just about ready to finish. I ask 
unanimous consent for 3 more minutes 
to finish. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. COATS. Madam President, thank 
you. Not one Democratic Senator voted 
for the President’s budget in the last 
few years. His own party didn’t support 
his budget. It is hard for us to take the 
President’s budget seriously, and that 
is why the Senate—under the leader- 
ship of Democrats—needs to put for- 
ward a serious budget, one we can de- 
bate, amend, talk about, share with the 
American people, get their opinion as 
to whether this is an important pri- 
ority program or one we can use as the 
basis to make tough choices and ex- 
plain why we made those choices. After 
all, that is why we are here. 

So why am I here? I am urging my 
colleagues in the majority to act. Let’s 
do our jobs. Let’s perform our legal re- 
sponsibility and duty. One of the most 
basic duties in Congress is to create a 
budget so we can begin to get our fiscal 
books in order. It is our generation’s 
duty also to repair our Nation’s financ- 
ing and ensure we are not leaving be- 
hind this dangerous debt burden on fu- 
ture generations. This is the time to 
act. This serious debt threatens our na- 
tional security and the future of our 
country, and this is the challenge both 
sides of the aisle need to face. 

Strengthening our country and put- 
ting us back on a sustainable path will 
not be easy. It will require some sac- 
rifices, but these are the responsibil- 
ities we have to address. We need to be 
honest with the American people. We 
must take the first step and it starts 
with a budget. 

With that, I yield the floor and sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 
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EVENHANDED LAW ENFORCEMENT 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
I am expecting the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, whom I had planned to follow, 
but since he is not here yet I will go 
ahead with my remarks unless he 
walks in the door just now, and then he 
can follow me. 

We are both speaking today about se- 
lective enforcement of the law as it re- 
lates to the Department of Justice en- 
forcing the law against certain types of 
energy producers but not other types of 
energy producers. Senator VITTER from 
Louisiana will talk about a letter he 
and I will be sending to the Attorney 
General of the United States asking 
why he does it. 

I see Senator VITTER coming in just 
now, so now that I have given him a 
preamble and a warm-up of about 2 
minutes, I think I will sit down and lis- 
ten to what he has to say, and then I 
will add my comments to his when he 
finishes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. VITTER. Thank you, Madam 
President. 

Through the Chair, I also wish to 
thank my distinguished colleague from 
Tennessee for joining me. Together, as 
he mentioned, we are writing the At- 
torney General today about a matter of 
real concern, and that is why we come 
to the floor. We are both very troubled 
by recent reports that the Department 
of Justice is targeting whom to pros- 
ecute for the incidental killing of mi- 
gratory birds under the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act. They are not targeting 
whom to prosecute by looking at birds 
killed; they are targeting whom to 
prosecute based on the type of business 
these various people are in—legal busi- 
ness—and, in particular, the type of 
legal energy these companies produce. 

What am I talking about? Well, on 
the one hand, oil and gas producers— 
traditional energy producers—are 
clearly being targeted. They are being 
targeted for prosecution, as I say, 
under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. 
They are being charged with the inci- 
dental killing—in a particular case 
that a court has dealt with—with the 
killing of four mallards, one northern 
pintail, one redneck duck, and one 
Say’s phoebe. 

Now, in that case, the Federal judge 
involved correctly recognized that this 
prosecution was off-base because it 
wasn’t about trying to kill these 
birds—it wasn’t about any willful act. 
It was about a completely incidental 
killing of these birds because they were 
doing things in the normal course of 
business. Nobody wants any of these 
birds to be killed, but that is not what 
criminal sanctions under the Migra- 
tory Bird Treaty Act are about. 

As the judge said, ‘‘then many every- 
day activities [would] become unlaw- 
ful—and subject to sanctions—’’ with 
“fines” under these sorts of prosecu- 
tions. 
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The judge pointed out that ‘‘ordinary 
activities such as driving a vehicle, 
owning a building with windows, or 
owning a cat? could be subject to 
criminal prosecutions if this precedent 
were set. 

So that is on the one hand: the De- 
partment of Justice, I think, clearly 
targeting these companies who are oil 
and gas producers. On the other hand, 
they have a very different approach to 
other types of energy producers, such 
as wind producers. To our knowledge, 
there is not a single Department of 
Justice prosecution regarding the kill- 
ing of birds because of windmills. That 
clearly happens. In fact, it happens a 
lot. I am not saying these wind pro- 
ducers want that to happen. I am not 
saying they are trying to kill birds, but 
it happens and it happens a lot. And to 
our knowledge, the Department of Jus- 
tice has never launched a similar pros- 
ecution against a wind farm. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s 
fiscal year 2013 budget justification ac- 
tually estimated the annual bird mor- 
tality from wind energy production. Do 
my colleagues know what the estimate 
was? It was 440,000. I just mentioned 
this criminal prosecution on the oil 
and gas side for seven birds. On that 
side, total, we have this estimate of 
440,000. 

But wait; it gets even more ridicu- 
lous. It appears the administration is 
also choosing to sanction this in the 
case of wind production because they 
are actually considering granting per- 
mits to wind energy producers who 
state in their permits they will kill 
bald eagles. So in southeastern Min- 
nesota the administration is consid- 
ering a permit for a wind farm that 
states in its permit it has the potential 
to kill between 8 and 15 bald eagles 
each and every year. 

So on the one hand we have an oil 
and gas producer who is gone after 
with a criminal prosecution because 
they didn’t intend but incidentally 
killed seven birds—of course, none of 
them the status of a bald eagle, none of 
them in danger. On the other hand, the 
administration is considering granting 
a permit where the wind producer says 
it is going to probably kill 8 to 15 bald 
eagles a year, the symbol of our Na- 
tion’s greatness. 

It is pretty clear to us that what this 
is about is not evenhanded enforcement 
of the law. What this is about is tar- 
geting one type of energy producer and 
favoring a different type of energy pro- 
ducer. 

Here is a picture of a bald eagle. The 
wind farm has stated it will kill per- 
haps 8 to 12 of those a year. We also 
have photographs of birds that were 
unfortunately killed at a wind farm. 
This is one victim. We have another 
photograph of an eagle that was killed 
at a wind farm. This is not a bald 
eagle; this is a golden eagle, an abso- 
lutely beautiful bird. 
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All of these bird deaths are bad, but 
all of them are unintended. The point 
is that the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
did not intend criminal prosecutions 
for this unintended incidental effect. 
The judge ruled that. We think the 
judge is right. But the broader concern 
is that the Justice Department seems 
to be targeting the companies it goes 
after not based on what they do with 
regard to migratory birds but based on 
what they do as a legal business and 
what sort of energy they produce. 

Is this really a policy that reflects an 
“all of the above” energy strategy? We 
think not. We think it is pretty darn 
obvious it is not an ‘‘all of the above” 
approach. That is something very dif- 
ferent than an ‘‘all of the above” en- 
ergy strategy. It is strategy that says 
this sort of legal business, this sort of 
legal production of energy is evil and is 
to be gone after and combated in any 
way possible, and that sort of legal 
business, that sort of production of a 
different form of energy is to be fa- 
vored in any way possible. That is our 
broader concern, and it is a pretty darn 
important one. 

This is important in and of itself. It 
is an important part of the law. It is 
important that prosecutions be appro- 
priate and evenhanded, but the broader 
issue with regard to a true ‘‘all of the 
above” energy strategy is even more 
important. 

As I turn to my colleague from Ten- 
nessee, let me simply ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
of the Senate this letter which we are 
both sending today to Attorney Gen- 
eral Eric Holder. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

JANUARY 30, 2012. 
Attorney General ERIC HOLDER, 
U.S. Department of Justice, Pennsylvania Ave- 
nue NW., Washington, DC. 

DEAR ATTORNEY GENERAL HOLDER: We 
write today seeking clarification of the De- 
partment of Justice’s policy for prosecuting 
alleged violations of the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act (MBTA). As you know, the MBTA 
is a criminal statute that makes it unlawful 
to “kill” or “take” a migratory bird, nest, 
or egg, except as permitted under the stat- 
ute. We are concerned by what seems to be a 
trend of the Department pursuing MBTA en- 
forcement actions against oil and gas compa- 
nies for conduct that is otherwise overlooked 
when it is undertaken by renewable energy 
companies. Fair and consistent application 
of federal enforcement authority is funda- 
mental to equal justice under the law as well 
as to the President’s and Congress’ call for 
an ‘‘all of the above” energy policy that pur- 
sues all forms of energy production. 

On one hand, the Department of Justice 
chose to prosecute three oil and gas produc- 
tion companies for the incidental killing of 
migratory birds in North Dakota. In those 
cases, the companies were charged with the 
incidental killing of four mallards, one 
northern pintail, one red-necked duck, and a 
say’s phoebe. By determining that the MBTA 
“only covers conduct directed against wild- 
life,” a Court rejected your Department’s 
claim that these producers had violated the 
MBTA. 
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The Court noted, and we agree, that ‘‘it is 
highly unlikely that Congress ever intended 
to impose criminal liability on acts or omis- 
sions of persons involved in lawful commer- 
cial activity, which may indirectly cause the 
death of birds protected by the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act.” Furthermore, the Judge 
reasoned that, if the Department’s interpre- 
tation of the MBTA was adopted, ‘‘then 
many everyday activities [would] become 
unlawful—and subject to criminal sanc- 
tions—when they cause the death of pigeons, 
starlings, and other common birds. For ex- 
ample, ordinary land uses which may cause 
bird deaths include cutting brush and trees, 
and planting and harvesting crops. In addi- 
tion, many ordinary activities such as driv- 
ing a vehicle, owning a building with win- 
dows, or owning a cat, inevitably cause bird 
deaths.” 

On the other hand, you have not pros- 
ecuted a single wind producer for migratory 
bird deaths that occur as a result of wind en- 
ergy production. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service’s fiscal year 2013 budget justification 
estimated annual bird mortality from wind 
energy production at approximately 440,000. 
This number suggests that a significant 
number of birds, some of which have addi- 
tional protections under the Endangered 
Species Act, are harmed by wind turbines on 
wind farms. 

We were recently made aware that Federal 
officials have decided to allow a wind energy 
farm in southeastern Minnesota to apply for 
a permit to allow for the death of bald ea- 
gles, who are obviously the symbol of the 
United States. If allowed to proceed, the 
project has the potential to kill between 
eight and fifteen bald eagles each year. We 
find it absurd that the Department of Jus- 
tice, in conjunction with the Fish and Wild- 
life Service, could reasonably conclude that 
three oil and gas operators should face pros- 
ecution for the incidental killing of seven 
birds at the same time it considers permits 
to kill between eight and fifteen bald eagles. 
This does not pass the common-sense test, 
and suggests the Administration is hostile 
towards traditional energy production. 

We do not condone the indiscriminate kill- 
ing of birds from any sort of energy produc- 
tion. Nor do we believe the Department 
should target businesses because of the type 
of energy being produced. To that end, we 
seek to understand why your Department 
has chosen to selectively prosecute oil and 
gas producers at the same time the Adminis- 
tration considers granting permits that will 
result in the killing of bald eagles. In order 
to help us better understand and analyze 
your policy, please provide us with answers 
to the following questions: 

1. In the past four years, how many crimi- 
nal prosecutions has the Department under- 
taken against oil and gas producers who 
have allegedly violated the MBTA? Of those 
prosecutions, how many prosecutions in- 
volved a felony for a knowing MBTA viola- 
tion and how many prosecutions have in- 
volved a misdemeanor prosecution? 

2. In the past four years, how many crimi- 
nal prosecutions has the Department under- 
taken against wind energy producers who 
have allegedly violated the MBTA? Of those 
prosecutions, how many prosecutions in- 
volved a felony for a knowing MBTA viola- 
tion and how many prosecutions have in- 
volved a misdemeanor prosecution? 

3. Last year, Stacey Mitchell, Chief of the 
Environmental Crimes Section, stated at a 
public conference that the Department 
brings prosecutions based on the willingness 
of a company to cooperate as opposed to the 
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number of birds that are killed. Please pro- 
vide us with any guidelines the Department 
considers when making the determination to 
prosecute an energy producer under the 
MBTA. Do your guidelines or any policy di- 
rectives distinguish between oil and gas pro- 
ducers and wind energy producers? 

4. Please explain the apparent targeting of 
oil and gas producers for violations under 
the MBTA. Do you believe it is inconsistent 
to prosecute energy producers for the deaths 
of seven animals among three producers at 
the same time the Administration condones 
an energy project that plans to kill between 
eight and fifteen bald eagles each year? 

We hope that you will provide us a prompt 
response so that we can understand the De- 
partment’s decision-making processes on 
this important issue. Should you have any 
questions, please feel free to contact us. 

Sincerely, 
DAVID VITTER, 
Ranking Member, U.S. 
Senate EPW Com- 
mittee. 
LAMAR ALEXANDER, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. VITTER. Thank you, Madam 
President. With that I close and thank, 
again, my colleague from Tennessee. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
Iam here to join with and congratulate 
the Senator from Louisiana for his 
leadership on this issue. These are im- 
portant matters for a couple of rea- 
sons. One is, as the Senator from Lou- 
isiana said, the rule of law is one of the 
fundamental principles of the Amer- 
ican character. We expect laws to be 
enforced evenly, whether it is a little 
law or whether it is a big law. Obvi- 
ously, here, the Department of Justice 
is enforcing a law against oil and gas 
companies but not against wind compa- 
nies. It is the same law; it should be 
applied in the same way. 

The second is the matter of birds. 
Someone might say: Why would Sen- 
ators take the time to talk about 
birds? 

I am reading one of President Teddy 
Roosevelt’s books. This is about his Af- 
rican game hunt after he was President 
of the United States. He wrote a lot of 
books, and he was a great President. 
All of us concede that. We remember 
him for many things, but if we read 
carefully Teddy Roosevelt’s biography, 
his entry into political life was because 
of his concern for birds. He was a bird 
man. He protected birds. He captured 
them and brought them to various mu- 
seums of America to serve as exhibits. 
He helped enact the laws that protect 
birds. 

In one of the biographies of Teddy 
Roosevelt I read, the author pointed 
out that the single largest spectator 
sport in the United States is not foot- 
ball, it is not NASCAR, it is bird 
watching. I am not much of a bird 
watcher, but these laws are important 
for that reason as well. 

The Senator has spoken very specifi- 
cally and clearly about what is going 
on here. We have the Migratory Bird 
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Treaty Act, almost 100 years old. A 
person can go to jail if they violate the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Then there 
is the Bald and Golden Eagle Act. That 
protects one of our national symbols. A 
person can go to jail for that too, and 
be fined $100,000 and imprisonment of 1 
year for killing bald eagles and golden 
eagles. 

The letter Senator VITTER and I sent 
today to the Attorney General asks: If 
you are enforcing that law against one 
kind of energy company, why aren’t 
you enforcing it against another kind 
of energy company? Or if you think 
you are not going to enforce the law— 
and sometimes this administration just 
decides that it will not enforce the 
law—then at least enforce the law in 
an evenhanded way. 

The Senator from Louisiana men- 
tioned the energy farm in southeastern 
Minnesota that has applied for a per- 
mit that will allow the wind farm to 
kill the protected bald eagles. Basi- 
cally, what is happening here is the 
wind farm is applying for a federal 
hunting license to kill eagles, and the 
U.S. Government is considering grant- 
ing a hunting license to a wind farm to 
kill these protected bald eagles. How 
does that fit with an evenhanded sys- 
tem of justice, equal treatment of the 
law? 

ExxonMobil, in 2009, pled guilty to 
killing 85 birds that had come into con- 
tact with crude oil. Exxon paid $600,000 
in fines and fees. PacifiCorp in Oregon 
paid $1.4 million in fines for killing 
over 200 eagles in Wyoming. Yet a wind 
farm in Minnesota is applying for a 
hunting license to put up Cuisinarts in 
the sky to kill protected eagles. That 
is not evenhanded. 

It is no excuse to say, well, cats kill 
birds, windows kill birds, other things 
kill birds. That may be, but we have 
Federal laws against those who set out 
and set up machines that deliberately 
kill birds. We need to have a rational 
policy for treating all energy compa- 
nies the same. 

So that is our discussion today. We 
believe it is important. The head of the 
Audubon Society in Los Angeles says 
the threat to golden eagles by wind 
farms has the potential to wipe this 
large, long-lived species out of the sky. 

I think all of us know these are not 
our grandmothers’ windmills. These 
are giant turbines that are three times 
as tall as the sky boxes at one of the 
most recognizable features in Ten- 
nessee, which is the University of Ten- 
nessee football stadium. These are 
huge monstrosities, and they have 
many detriments to the environment. 
They destroy viewscapes, they are 
noisy, and we can see their flashing 
lights for miles. We don’t want to see 
them on the scenic mountains of east 
Tennessee where people come to see 
the Great Smoky Mountains—not to 
see these big white towers. 

In their enthusiasm for wind power 
as a solution to our electricity needs in 
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the United States, I am afraid the ad- 
ministration is destroying the environ- 
ment in the name of saving the envi- 
ronment and producing at the same 
time a type of electricity that is inter- 
mittent, that only operates when the 
wind blows, is expensive, and has huge 
subsidies from the Federal taxpayer 
that would make any tax subsidy for 
oil companies look small by compari- 
son. 

Let’s put all the questions about 
wind power to one side except this one: 
Why is the U.S. Department of Justice 
enforcing the migratory bird laws 
against one set of energy producers— 
oil and gas—and not against another— 
wind farms? That is what Senator VIT- 
TER and I would like to know. That is 
why we are sending the letter today. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD two articles: one 
from the Wall Street Journal and one 
other article from the Los Angeles 
Times about the effect of wind farms 
on protected birds. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Los Angeles Times, Aug. 3, 2011] 
FEDERAL OFFICIALS INVESTIGATE EAGLE 
DEATHS AT DWP WIND FARM 
(By Louis Sahagun) 

Pine Tree facility in the Tehachapi Moun- 
tains faces scrutiny over the deaths of at 
least six golden eagles, which are protected 
under federal law. Prosecution would be a 
major blow to the booming industry. 

Federal authorities are investigating the 
deaths of at least six golden eagles at the 
Los Angeles Department of Water and Pow- 
er’s Pine Tree Wind Project in the Tehachapi 
Mountains, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv- 
ice said Tuesday. 

So far, no wind-energy company has been 
prosecuted by federal wildlife authorities in 
connection with the death of birds protected 
by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the 
Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act. A 
prosecution in the Pine Tree case could 
cause some rethinking and redesigning of 
this booming alternative energy source. Fa- 
cilities elsewhere also have been under scru- 
tiny, according to a federal official familiar 
with the investigations. 

“Wind farms have been killing birds for 
decades and law enforcement has done noth- 
ing about it, so this investigation is long 
overdue,” said Shawn Smallwood, an expert 
on raptor ecology and wind farms. “It’s 
going to ruffle wind industry feathers across 
the country.”’ 

Wildlife Service spokeswoman Lois 
Grunwald declined to comment on what she 
described as ‘‘an ongoing law enforcement 
investigation regarding Pine Tree.”’ 

Joe Ramallo, a DWP spokesman, said, ‘‘We 
are very concerned about golden eagle mor- 
talities that have occurred at Pine Tree. We 
have been working cooperatively and col- 
laboratively with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service and the California Department of 
Fish and Game to investigate these inci- 
dents. 

“We have also actively and promptly self- 
reported raptor mortalities to both authori- 
ties,” he said. ‘‘Moving forward, we will be 
ramping up further our extensive field moni- 
toring and will work with the agencies to de- 
velop an eagle conservation plan as part of 
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more proactive efforts to monitor avian ac- 
tivities in the Pine Tree area.” 

An internal DWP bird and bat mortality 
report for the year ending June 2010 indi- 
cated that compared to 45 other wind facili- 
ties nationwide, bird fatality rates were ‘‘rel- 
atively high” at Pine Tree, which has 90 tow- 
ers generating 120 megawatts on 8,000 acres. 

Golden eagles weigh about 14 pounds and 
stand up to 40 inches tall. Their flight behav- 
ior and size make it difficult for them to ma- 
neuver through forests of wind turbine 
blades spinning as fast as 200 mph—espe- 
cially when they are distracted by the sight 
of prey such as squirrels and rabbits. 

DWP officials acknowledged that at least 
six golden eagles have been struck dead by 
wind turbine blades at the two-year-old Kern 
County facility, about 100 miles north of Los 
Angeles, which was designed to contribute to 
the city’s renewable energy goal of 35% by 
2020. 

Although the total deaths at Pine Tree 
pale in comparison with the 67 golden eagles 
that die each year in Northern California’s 
Altamont Pass Wind Resource Area, the an- 
nual death rate per turbine is three times 
higher at the DWP facility. The Altamont 
Pass facility has 5,000 wind turbines—55 
times as many as Pine Tree. 

Nationwide, about 440,000 birds are killed 
at wind farms each year, according to the 
Wildlife Service. The American Wind Energy 
Assn., an industry lobbying group, points out 
that far more birds are killed by collisions 
with radio towers, tall buildings, airplanes 
and vehicles, and encounters with household 
cats. 

Attorney Allan Marks, who specializes in 
renewable energy projects, called the Pine 
Tree deaths ‘‘an isolated case. If their golden 
eagle mortality rate is above average, it 
means the industry as a whole is in compli- 
ance.” 

About 1,595 birds, mostly migratory song- 
birds and medium-sized species such as Cali- 
fornia quail and western meadowlark, die 
each year at Pine Tree, according to the bird 
mortality report prepared for the DWP last 
year by Ojai-based BioResource Consultants. 

BioResource spokesman Peter Cantle sug- 
gested that those bird deaths may be unre- 
lated to Pine Tree’s wind turbines. 

“It’s hard to tease out those numbers,” he 
said. ‘‘Basically, we walked around the site 
to find bird mortalities, which could have 
been attributable to a number of things in- 
cluding natural mortality and predators.” 

The death count worries environmentalists 
because the $425-million Pine Tree facility is 
in a region viewed as a burgeoning hot spot 
for wind energy production. 

“We believe this problem must be dealt 
with immediately because Pine Tree is only 
one of several industrial energy develop- 
ments proposed for that area over the next 
five to 10 years,” said Los Angeles Audubon 
President Travis Longcore. ‘‘Combined, they 
have the potential to wipe this large, long- 
lived species out of the sky.” 

[From the Wall Street Journal, Sept. 7, 2009] 
WINDMILLS ARE KILLING OUR BIRDS 
ONE STANDARD FOR OIL COMPANIES, ANOTHER 
FOR GREEN ENERGY SOURCES 
(By Robert Bryce) 

On Aug. 13, ExxonMobil pleaded guilty in 
federal court to killing 85 birds that had 
come into contact with crude oil or other 
pollutants in uncovered tanks or waste- 
water facilities on its properties. The birds 
were protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act, which dates back to 1918. The company 
agreed to pay $600,000 in fines and fees. 
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ExxonMobil is hardly alone in running 
afoul of this law. Over the past two decades, 
federal officials have brought hundreds of 
similar cases against energy companies. In 
July, for example, the Oregon-based electric 
utility PacifiCorp paid $1.4 million in fines 
and restitution for killing 232 eagles in Wyo- 
ming over the past two years. The birds were 
electrocuted by poorly-designed power lines. 

Yet there is one group of energy producers 
that are not being prosecuted for killing 
birds: wind-power companies. And wind-pow- 
ered turbines are killing a vast number of 
birds every year. 

A July 2008 study of the wind farm at 
Altamont Pass, Calif., estimated that its 
turbines kill an average of 80 golden eagles 
per year. The study, funded by the Alameda 
County Community Development Agency, 
also estimated that about 10,000 birds—near- 
ly all protected by the migratory bird act— 
are being whacked every year at Altamont. 

Altamont’s turbines, located about 30 
miles east of Oakland, Calif., kill more than 
100 times as many birds as Exxon’s tanks, 
and they do so every year. But the Altamont 
Pass wind farm does not face the same 
threat of prosecution, even though the bird 
kills at Altamont have been repeatedly docu- 
mented by biologists since the mid-1990s. 

The number of birds killed by wind tur- 
bines is highly variable. And biologists be- 
lieve Altamont, which uses older turbine 
technology, may be the worst example. But 
that said, the carnage there likely represents 
only a fraction of the number of birds killed 
by windmills. Michael Fry of the American 
Bird Conservancy estimates that U.S. wind 
turbines kill between 75,000 and 275,000 birds 
per year. Yet the Justice Department is not 
bringing cases against wind companies. 

“Somebody has given the wind industry a 
get-out-of-jail-free card,” Mr. Fry told me. 
“If there were even one prosecution,” he 
added, the wind industry would be forced to 
take the issue seriously. 

According to the American Wind Energy 
Association, the industry’s trade associa- 
tion, each megawatt of installed wind-power 
results in the killing of between one and six 
birds per year. At the end of 2008, the U.S. 
had about 25,000 megawatts of wind turbines. 

By 2030, environmental and lobby groups 
are pushing for the U.S. to be producing 20% 
of its electricity from wind. Meeting that 
goal, according to the Department of En- 
ergy, will require the U.S. to have about 
300,000 megawatts of wind capacity, a 12-fold 
increase over 2008 levels. If that target is 
achieved, we can expect some 300,000 birds, at 
the least, to be killed by wind turbines each 
year. 

On its Web site, the Wind Energy Associa- 
tion says that bird kills by wind turbines are 
a “very small fraction of those caused by 
other commonly accepted human activities 
and structures—house cats kill an estimated 
one billion birds annually.” That may be 
true, but it is not much of a defense. When 
cats kill birds, federal law doesn’t require 
marching them to our courthouses to hold 
them responsible. 

During the late 1980s and early ’90s, Rob 
Lee was one of the Fish and Wildlife Serv- 
ice’s lead law-enforcement investigators on 
the problem of bird kills in Western oil 
fields. Now retired and living in Lubbock, 
Texas, Mr. Lee tells me that solving the 
problem in the oil fields “was easy and 
cheap.” The oil companies only had to put 
netting over their tanks and waste facilities. 

Why aren’t wind companies prosecuted for 
killing eagles and other birds? ‘‘The fix here 
is not easy or cheap,” Mr. Lee told me. He 
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added that he doesn’t expect to see any pros- 
ecutions of the politically correct wind in- 
dustry. 

This is a double standard that more peo- 
ple—and not just bird lovers—should be pay- 
ing attention to. In protecting America’s 
wildlife, federal law-enforcement officials 
are turning a blind eye to the harm done by 
“green” energy. 


EEE 


RECESS APPOINTMENTS 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
last Friday, a three-judge panel of the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District 
of Columbia issued a decision that ba- 
sically said the era of recess appoint- 
ments is over. The three-judge court 
unanimously ruled that President 
Obama, on January 4, 2012, made three 
recess appointments which were uncon- 
stitutional, and, therefore, said the 
court, these three individuals—one who 
is already gone from the NLRB—so two 
NLRB individuals who were in the case 
that was before this court hold their 
seats unconstitutionally. 

The Chairman of the National Labor 
Relations Board nevertheless said, in 
effect, that the NLRB is open for busi- 
ness. I respectfully suggest that a dif- 
ferent sign should go up—‘‘help want- 
ed; nominations needed’’—and that the 
two NLRB members whose recess ap- 
pointments were unconstitutional 
should leave the NLRB because the de- 
cisions in which they participated—and 
there were 219 of them—cannot be valid 
if they are challenged, just as this 1 de- 
cision was vacated, because since they 
were unconstitutionally there, the 
NLRB did not have a quorum, and 
therefore, when those decisions are 
challenged, under the ruling of this 
court, those decisions cannot stand. 
They are important decisions. As the 
Senator from Wyoming undoubtedly 
will mention more about, they involved 
some controversial issues. 

Several observers have said the 
court’s decision is broad. In fact, itis a 
breathtaking decision. It is a bold deci- 
sion. But by all standards, it seems to 
be the correct decision. This is why I 
say that if you take an American his- 
tory book in one hand and the U.S. 
Constitution in the other and you read 
them both at the same time, you see 
that the Constitution, which was rati- 
fied a long time ago—before 1800—has 
in it article IJ, section 2, which says 
that the President may make nomina- 
tions of a number of people, such as 
soon-to-be Secretary of State KERRY, 
who was confirmed yesterday—a num- 
ber of people—but that those nomina- 
tions require the advice and consent of 
the Senate. 

We have done some work here in the 
Senate over the last 2 years, and we 
have improved the nomination process. 
We have eliminated a number of the 
nominations that are subject to advice 
and consent. We have made it easier for 
people to move through, and we have 
expedited a large number of those. For 
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example, 273 of the 1,100 nominations 
that require advice and consent can be 
sent right to the desk by the President, 
and if a single Senator does not want it 
to go through the entire process, after 
the relevant committee gets all the 
relevant information, the majority 
leader can just move, after 10 days, to 
confirm that person. But if it is a Sec- 
retary of State or if it is a Secretary of 
Defense or if it is a member of the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board, the Sen- 
ate has a constitutional responsibility 
to consider those nominees. 

I would suspect that the advice and 
consent role of the Senate is probably 
our best known power. It is the title of 
a book that Allen Drury wrote that 
came out, I think, in the late 1950s. 
Most Americans know about the advice 
and consent role of the Senate, and 
they know why we have it. We have it 
because our Founders put their necks 
on the line in a revolution against a 
King, and they did not want an impe- 
rial Presidency. So they put into place 
a system of checks and balances, which 
is being exercised this very moment be- 
cause of the courts saying that the 
President’s use of the—I ask unani- 
mous consent for another 3 minutes, 
please. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
I believe we have 30 minutes for this 
discussion; is that right? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Twenty-three minutes remains. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. I thank the 
Chair. 

So as we look back over the history 
of checks and balances and the impe- 
rial Presidency and the importance of 
making certain we do not have an im- 
perial Presidency, we are reminded the 
reason we did that was a single word: 
liberty—the revulsion by the Founders 
who created this system and who then 
made sure our President was a Presi- 
dent, not a King. And George Wash- 
ington, who exercised great modesty 
and restraint, impressed into the 
American character his own modesty 
and restraint when he asked that he be 
called ‘‘Mr. President,’’ not something 
more grand, when he retired to Mount 
Vernon after two terms, when he could 
have been President of the United 
States for life. 

So that is what the Constitution 
talked about. It said that for these im- 
portant positions, the President may 
nominate, but if the Senate does not 
confirm them, they cannot serve. 

There is also a provision toward the 
end of article II, section 2 about recess 
appointments. Here is what the court 
said when it got out its American his- 
tory book and began to compare that 
with the Constitution: This was writ- 
ten for a time when it took Senator 
Houston of Texas—I ask, Madam Presi- 
dent, that I have time to speak in 
morning business. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. So this was writ- 
ten at a time when Senator Sam Hous- 
ton of Texas had to ride a horse, get on 
a steamboat, get in a stagecoach, and 
make his way to Washington over a pe- 
riod of 5 or 6 or 7 weeks, and the same 
to go home; and when President Polk 
had a vacancy in 1846 in the Attorney 
General’s Office and wrote a letter to 
someone in New Hampshire and invited 
him to take the position and that took 
2 or 3 weeks to get the letter, and then 
in 2 or 3 weeks back came the answer: 
No. 

Communication was a little different 
back then, so it was necessary, for the 
government to operate, to put into the 
Constitution that when the Congress, 
the Senate was home—which meant all 
over this big, grand country, before the 
days of communication and travel— 
that during a 4- or 5- or 6-month period, 
the President could appoint someone to 
that position during the recess, the 
Constitution says. 

The Constitution says, according to 
the court, that when a vacancy occurs 
during the recess, the President may 
make an appointment during that re- 
cess. So the court was talking about 
only one recess, and that is the one be- 
tween the annual sessions of Con- 
gress—the one between when we end in 
2012 and start in 2013. 

Since that time, starting right after 
the Civil War, the President and Con- 
gress have been inventing these various 
ideas about other recesses. We even got 
down to the idea where we created hav- 
ing a recess for 3 days and then having 
a pro forma session to prevent the 
President from making any, quote, re- 
cess appointment during that time. 
But what the court has said is that all 
that does not really matter, that the 
only recess during which a President 
may make an appointment is between 
the end of an annual session and the 
beginning of the next. 

I believe the ruling is correct. I be- 
lieve it will be affirmed. I have no idea 
whether the Supreme Court will affirm 
it in whole, but surely they will at 
least say that the Senate itself—not 
the President—will decide when the 
Senate is in session and when the Sen- 
ate is in recess, and if they do that, the 
era of the recess appointment is likely 
over. There is no need for a recess ap- 
pointment in a modern era where the 
Senate is in session almost all the 
time. And the recess appointment has 
become used by Presidents to get 
around the checks and balances that 
are in article II, section 2 of the Con- 
stitution that provide liberty for the 
citizens of this country by avoiding an 
imperial Presidency. 

So I call on the NLRB to take down 
the ‘‘open for business” sign and put up 
one that says ‘‘help wanted; nomina- 
tions accepted.” The NLRB can do a 
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number of things, but the Board cannot 
as long as it does not have a quorum. 
And the two members who are there 
unconstitutionally should leave their 
positions immediately, and accept no 
more pay. 

Madam President, the Senator from 
Wyoming has been a leader on this 
issue, and I would like to now yield the 
floor and listen to his remarks. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
agree completely with my colleague, 
who has really shown significant lead- 
ership in this area, worked closely on 
it. He has been a Governor for two 
terms, knows about appointments, 
knows about advice and consent. 

What we have seen from this Presi- 
dent of the United States, just last 
January, is a flagrant disregard for the 
Constitution and the laws of this land 
by bypassing the Senate and appoint- 
ing three members to the National 
Labor Relations Board, claiming— 
claiming—the Senate was in recess, 
even though the Senate was meeting 
regularly in pro forma sessions. So last 
week the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia ruled unani- 
mously—unanimously—that those uni- 
lateral appointments were unconstitu- 
tional. 

It is interesting because I saw the 
whip of the Senate Democrats on one 
of the television shows this weekend, 
and he said: Well, we need to make sure 
people have plenty of time for hear- 
ings. They did not have hearings. 

Madam President, the Democrats are 
in control of the Senate. They could 
have called hearings but chose not to. 
The President let these vacancies sit 
for long periods of time, and only in 
the middle of December of 2011 did he 
even put names up and then sum- 
marily, just a few weeks later, went 
and unilaterally appointed them. The 
Senate was really never consulted. The 
Senate did not have an opportunity to 
advise and consent. That is why I use 
the word “flagrant”? in terms of the 
President’s bypassing of the Senate in 
making these alleged recess appoint- 
ments. 

Well, over the weekend, newspapers 
across this country reported on this 
consequential ruling by the court and 
what it will mean for the administra- 
tion going forward. 

The Wall Street Journal called it 
‘“Obama’s Abuse of Power’’—abuse— 
abuse of power. 

Politico said: ‘‘President Obama’s 
Recess Appointment Bet Sours.” 

Investor’s Business Daily reported: 
“Court Finally Reins in Obama’s Impe- 
rial Presidency.” 

The Washington Post explained: 
“Court Says Obama Exceeded Author- 
ity in Making Appointments.” 

The Los Angeles Times reported: 
“Court Rules Obama’s Recess [Appoint- 
ments] Are Illegal’’—illegal. 
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After we go on reading through all of 
this, after this court ruling, the White 
House should finally realize—finally 
realize—that the President’s power to 
use recess appointments is not unlim- 
ited. 

The court’s decision reaffirms that 
America’s Founding Fathers provided 
the Senate—the Senate—a responsi- 
bility, a duty to advise and consent, 
and they did it with the strong, co- 
equal responsibility on important 
nominations. 

Well, let’s take a look at what the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District 
of Columbia actually ruled when they 
talked about the President’s so-called 
recess appointments. 

The court said: 

An interpretation of ‘‘the Recess” that 
permits the President to decide when the 
Senate is in recess would demolish— 

“Demolish,” the court said— 
the checks and balances inherent in the ad- 
vice-and-consent requirement, giving the 
President free rein to appoint his desired 
nominees at any time he pleases, whether 
that time be a weekend, lunch, or even when 
the Senate is in session and he is merely dis- 
pleased with its inaction. 

The court went on to say: ‘‘This can- 
not be the law.’’ 

I agree completely with the court, 
which is why I am here on the floor of 
the Senate with my colleagues. Sen- 
ator JOHANNS, also a former Governor, 
is with us today. These are individuals 
who understand the importance of ad- 
vice and consent. And again, as to Sen- 
ator JOHANNS, he has been a Cabinet 
member. He has been subjected to the 
process of advice and consent, and he 
knows how important that is in the 
balance of power, in how Washington 
and our Nation are supposed to work 
by the Constitution. 

As the court wrote, ‘‘Allowing the 
President to define the scope of his own 
appointments power would eviscerate 
the Constitution’s separation of pow- 
ers.” 

The court added, “It would make lit- 
tle sense to extend [the recess appoint- 
ment authority] to any intrasession 
break” because the ability to make re- 
cess appointments would swallow the 
advice-and-consent role of the Senate. 

Because of the President’s illegit- 
imate appointments, the NLRB is now 
operating under a cloud of uncertainty 
all across the country in all of their 
regulations and rules. That is why 
shortly after the appointments, the 
President’s appointees to the NLRB— 
Sharon Block, Terence Flynn, and 
Richard Griffin—began issuing orders 
and opinions in labor disputes. So they 
have been doing that now for over a 
year. 

All of those decisions that the Board 
issued by a quorum made up by those 
members—there were over 200 of those 
rulings coming out in the past year— 
are subject to challenge and to invali- 
dation. We have heard from Senator 
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ALEXANDER on one of those having to 
do with micro unions. Another had to 
do with collection of union dues even 
after the contracts had expired. On and 
on and on, numbers of rulings, over 200 
have been made. They are all subject to 
challenge and invalidation because 
there was no legitimate quorum for the 
National Labor Relations Board. At 
this moment it is practically impos- 
sible for anyone to know which NLRB 
decisions are valid and which are not. 
It is my opinion that none of them 
should be valid. But it is time to stop 
this regulatory train wreck from get- 
ting any worse. That is why this week 
I am introducing a bill that will freeze 
any decisions, any regulations, any rul- 
ings made by this unconstitutionally 
appointed and invalid quorum of the 
National Labor Relations Board. Until 
we have final resolution from the 
courts, the NLRB should not be able to 
move forward and create even more un- 
certainty across this country. 

We would not be in this position if 
the President of the United States had 
done what legally he is mandated to 
do, which is work with Congress and 
follow the Constitution. I hope that 
court ruling serves as a wakeup call for 
President Obama and for his entire ad- 
ministration. Instead of going around 
Congress, instead of going around the 
Constitution, it is time for the Obama 
administration to work with us on 
nominations. 

I see the Senator from Nebraska is 
here, the former Governor, former Cab- 
inet member. I look forward to hearing 
his comments as well. 

I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. JOHANNS. Madam President, I 
rise today, first of all, to say thank 
you to Senator BARRASSO and Senator 
ALEXANDER for speaking so forcefully 
on this issue. All of us in this body are 
elected officials and we take an oath. 
In that oath, we raise our right hand 
and we promise our Nation that we will 
uphold the Constitution of the United 
States, this very sacred document that 
has so soundly guided our great coun- 
try from one decade to another, one 
century to another, one generation to 
another. 

In fact, many of my colleagues in 
Congress took that oath earlier this 
month. Just 10 days ago, President 
Obama took the Presidential oath of 
office with great pomp and cir- 
cumstance. We were all on the plat- 
form with him. He promised the Nation 
that he would preserve and defend the 
Constitution of the United States. But 
I fear that now what we are seeing is a 
flaunting of that very document. 

You see, the DC Court of Appeals 
ruled that the President violated the 
Constitution with his appointment of 
three members to the National Labor 
Relations Board. I read the opinion. I 
saw no other solution than to ask these 
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individuals to leave. The truth of the 
matter is they are not constitutionally 
there and need to leave. 

This request was not about a per- 
sonal preference or an attitude about 
any one individual. It was not about 
their qualifications. It was about the 
oath of office we take. And that oath of 
office says we will uphold the Constitu- 
tion. The NLRB appointments were un- 
constitutional because the President 
only has the power to bypass our ad- 
vice-and-consent role here in the Sen- 
ate under the language of the Constitu- 
tion. The court unequivocally found 
that the appointments were made last 
January while the Senate was not in 
recess, and were therefore void. There- 
fore, the President could not use the 
recess appointments clause of the Con- 
stitution to appoint these individuals. 
The ruling correctly concludes: ‘‘Al- 
lowing the President to define the 
scope of his own appointments power 
would eviscerate the Constitution’s 
separation of powers.” 

The separation of powers is a critical 
safeguard to ensure that one branch of 
government does not overstep the 
other. The court goes on to say that al- 
lowing these nominations to stand 
“would wholly defeat the purpose of 
the Framers in the careful separation 
of powers.” 

Additionally, because these appoint- 
ments were unconstitutional, the board 
lacked the quorum necessary to make 
decisions over the past year. This calls 
into question over 200 rulings of the 
board since last January. I personally 
believe that there is no doubt, if they 
are not constitutionally there, if they 
are there violating the Constitution, 
then all of their rulings, all of their 
regulations, all of their actions as a 
board are invalid and void. 

That is why I wrote last Friday to 
the Government Accountability Office 
asking them to report to us every sin- 
gle decision they had made that was in 
excess of their powers to be there. You 
would think it would be common sense 
that the board would suspend all fur- 
ther action. You know, as a former 
member of the Cabinet, it never oc- 
curred to me that I had the right to ig- 
nore court decisions. I cannot imagine. 
The Chairman of the NLRB said this, 
“The board respectfully disagrees with 
the decision.’’ The Chairman indicates 
they will continue to conduct business 
as usual, even though a unanimous ap- 
peals court has deemed the appoint- 
ments of all but one member of the 
board to be unconstitutional. I find 
their action absolutely appalling. Deci- 
sions by the NLRB are felt across the 
country. 

It is not fair for the Board to say to 
the court: Go pound sand, which is ex- 
actly what they are telling this court. 
It is already awful that 200 litigants 
now have to go through the time and 
expense to appeal their rulings. Instead 
of continuing business as usual and 
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issuing more bogus rulings, the Board 
should recognize that it is time to 
leave and to honor the Constitution. 

I will wrap up with this. The D.C. ap- 
peals court ruling was a victory for our 
system of government. I believe it was 
a victory for the Constitution. It en- 
sures that no one, including the Presi- 
dent of the United States, is above the 
Constitution. I simply ask the NLRB, 
its members who were unconstitution- 
ally appointed, to recognize the sanc- 
tity of our Constitution and vacate 
their offices immediately. Leave. Let 
us in the Senate have the powers 
granted to us by the U.S. Constitution 
to offer advice and consent to the 
President of the United States. 

I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from New York. 

(The remarks of Mrs. GILLIBRAND per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 179 are 
printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 


EE 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Madam Presi- 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
period of morning business be extended 
until 3 p.m., with Senators permitted 
to speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
BALDWIN). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLUNT. I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Missouri is recog- 
nized. 

(The remarks of Mr. BLUNT per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 188 are 
located in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. BLUNT. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HEINRICH). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

FAREWELL TO THE SENATE 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I want to 
begin by thanking my colleagues—all 
of them—for their unbelievably gen- 
erous comments to me personally, in 
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the committee, on the floor, and in the 
halls and at meetings over the course 
of the last weeks. I will always be 
grateful for our friendships. 

I thank my wife Teresa, who is here 
with us, and my entire family for their 
unbelievable support through this jour- 
ney. 

Five times Massachusetts has voted 
to send me to the U.S. Senate. Yester- 
day, nearly three decades after the peo- 
ple of Massachusetts first voted me 
into this office, the people with whom 
I work in the Senate voted me out of 
it. As always, I accept the Senate’s 
sound judgment. 

Hight years ago, I admit that I hada 
slightly different plan to leave the Sen- 
ate, but 61 million Americans voted 
that they wanted me to stay here with 
you. So staying here I learned about 
humility, and I learned that sometimes 
the greatest lesson in life comes not 
from victory but from dusting oneself 
off after defeat and starting over when 
you get knocked down. 

I was reminded throughout this jour- 
ney of something that is often said but 
not always fully appreciated: All of us 
Senators are only as good as our staff— 
a staff that gives up their late nights 
and weekends, postpones vacations, 
doesn’t get home in time to tuck chil- 
dren into bed, and all of those lost mo- 
ments because they are here helping us 
serve. They are not elected. They 
didn’t get into public service to get 
rich. That is for sure. And their names 
are rarely in the newspapers. But from 
the staff in the mailrooms to the peo- 
ple who answer the front phones to the 
policy experts and the managers, the 
legislative correspondents who write 
the letters, the caseworkers who make 
government accountable, and the peo- 
ple everywhere in between, they make 
the Senate work for people. 

I have been blessed to have a spectac- 
ular staff. And while I know every one 
of my colleagues would say the same 
thing about their staff, it is true about 
mine. 

If I start naming names, I am going 
to miss somebody, so I am not going 
to. But I think every one of my staff 
will understand why I want to ac- 
knowledge five who are not with us any 
longer. They are up in heaven looking 
down on all of us, and Ted Kennedy has 
probably drafted all of them; Jayona 
Beal, Jeanette Boone, Bill Bradley, 
Louise Etheridge, and Gene Heller—the 
latter two of whom were senior citizen 
volunteers in my Boston office who 
opened our mail for over a decade. 
They were not paid. They just did this 
out of love of country. We miss them 
all, and we thank them for their self- 
less contribution. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD at this point a 
list of names of the people who have 
helped me serve this Nation. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
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George Abar, Nardos Abebe, Adam Abrams, 
Alex Abrams, Corey Ahearn, Robert Ahearn, 
Alexandra Ajemian, Paige Alexander, Bev- 
erly Allen, Katrina Anderson, John Anthony, 
Margaret Anthony, Sharde Armstrong, Felix 
Arroyo, Geoffrey Arvanitis, Samuel Asher, 
Kerri Axelrod, Christopher Badger, Zachary 
Bamberg, Diane Baranik, Janice Barbato, 
Timothy Barnicle, Camilla Bartels, Janice 
Bashford, Shannon Batten, Lauren Bazel, 
Jayona Beal, Jeffrey Bean, Camille Bedin, 
Jesse Belcastro, Richard Bell, Ifetayo Belle, 
Daniel Benaim, Kelley Benander, Hannah 
Bennett, Michael Beresik, Jennifer Bergman, 
Jonathan Berman, Shideh Biela, Guljed 
Birce, Geoffrey Boehm, Alison Bonebrake, 
Jeanette Boone. 

Ryan Bounsy, Kelly Bovio, Tomeika Bow- 
den, Charles Bowman, April Boyd, Jim 
Boyle, Barbara Bracken, William Bradley, 
Brigid O’Rourke-Brady, Jeremy Brandon, 
James Brenner, Felicia Brinson, Amanda 
Brown, Geoffrey Brown, Amy Brundage, 
Daniel Brundage, Richard Bryers, Scott 
Bunton, Sarah Buss, Joseph Bykowski, Brian 
Cafferty, Ann Cahill, Joseph Callahan, Sean 
Callahan, Janice Camacho, Joseph Canty, 
Nicole Caravella, John Carey, Larry 
Carpman, Cynthia Carroll, Meghan Carroll, 
Mary Carter, Jeffrey Cassin, Janeen-Marie 
Castetter, John Cavanaugh, Larry 
Chartienitz, Adam Chase, Theodore Chiodo, 
James Chisholm, Abraham Cho, Eliza Chon, 
Nicholas Christiansen, Michelle Ciccolo. 

Patrick Coan, Colleen Coburn, Bonnie 
Coder, Elizabeth Coleman, Briana Collier, 
Marissa Condon, Erika Conway, Monica 
Conyngham, Jasiel Correia, Amy Corrigan, 
Alexandra Costello, Amanda Coulombe, Pa- 
tricia Council, Arthur Coviello, Lisa Coyle, 
Stephen Crane, Bonnie Cronin, Veronica 
Crowe, Francis Crowley, Joan Crownover, 
Elizabeth Cummings, Kevin Curtis, Amy 
Dacey, Jeremy D’Aloisio, Lauren Daniel, An- 
drew Davis, Christopher Dawe, Andrea 
Defelice, Evan Dellolio, April Dempsey, 
Monique Deragon, John Desimas, David Di 
Martino, Richard DiMartino, Benedict 
Dobbs, Toni Dockett, Quentin Donohue, Paul 
Donovan II, Christine Dooley, Michael 
Doonan, Sarah Dugas, John Dukakis, Tracie 
Durden. 

Amy Elsbree, Kathryn English, Audrey Ep- 
stein, Jonathan Epstein, Sally Ericsson, 
Meredith Fahey, Mark Falzone, Leslie 
Feinberg, Patricia Ferrone, Ronald 
Finlayson, John Finn, Simon Fischer, Roger 
Fisk, Maura Fitzpatrick, Christopher Flana- 
gan, Gordon Fletcher, Michael Flynn, Kate 
Foley, Patricia Foley, Eileen Force, Marcia 
Ford, Dia Forman, Judith Foster, Lynn Fos- 
ter, Taylor Francois, Kathleen Frangione, 
Matthew Frank, Joseph Fritz, Ross 
Frommer, Douglas Frost, Gordon Fung, Jen- 
nie Ganz, Lisa Garcia, Joanna Garelick, 
Denise Garris, Renee Gasper, Stephanie Ge- 
rard, John Gerlach, Erica Giers, Scott Giese, 
Maria Giesta, Lisa Glufling, Jennifer Glynn. 

Ian Goldin, Samantha Goldman, Caitlin 
Gollop, James Gomes, John Gomperts, 
Augusto Grace, Justin Grad, Patricia Gray, 
Tennie Gray, Christopher Greeley, Meagan 


Greene, Daniel Gross, Carole Grunberg, 
Sasha Gsovski, Adrienne Guide, Larry 
Gurwin, Dillon Guthrie, Therron Hagen, 
Kevin Haggerty, Susie Hagins, Melissa 


Haluptzok, Eric Hamburg, Alexandra Harper, 
Whitney Harrelson, Shelly Harrington, Jona- 
than Harris, Morgan Harris, Jamar Harrison, 
Sebastian Hazzard, James Healy, James 
Hedberg, Jennifer Heilig, Kevin Herbert, 
Elohim Hernandez-Camacho, AJ Hetzner, 
Devon Hewitt, Carmen Hicks, Heather 
Higginbottom, Kaaren Hinck, Maura Hogan, 
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Meaghan Hohl, Mirah 
Horowitz. 

Kristian Horvei, Vanessa Householder, 
Richard Houser, James Houton, Marcus How- 
ard, Matthew Howard, Thomas Hubbard, 
Celes Hughes, Jeremy Hunt, James Hunter, 
Nisharna Jackson, Jeffrey Jacobs, David 
Jansen, Stanley Jean-Charles, Vanessa Jean- 
Simon, Aaron Jenkins, Lorrie Jenkins, Jon 
Jennings, Tiffany Jilek, Patrick Johnson- 
Cheatham, William Johnson, Diane Jones, 
James Jones, James Jordan, Kathleen Joyce, 
Jeremy Kane, Mary Kane, Helen Kanovsky, 
Jonathan Kaplan, Moses Karugu, David Kass, 
Deborah Katz, Deborah Kearney, Antionetta 
Kelley, Kimberley Kendall, Lee Kennedy, 
Shailagh Kennedy, Suzannah Kerr, Amy 
Kerrigan, Kathleen Kerrigan, Conor Kilroy, 
Haeyun Kim, Renee Kinder. 

James King, Evan Kirsch, Cornell Knox, 
Amy Kobeta, Jackie Kohn, Karen Kornbluh, 
Alexandra Kougentakis, Peter Kovar, David 
Kowal, Paula Kowalczuk, Joan Kraus, Con- 
nor Kuratek, Zachary Kurland, Thomas La 
Fauci, Bonnie La Rue, Rachelle Lacque 
Love, Alexander Landin, Annette Larkin, 
Barry Lasala, Roger Lau, Dawn Lavallee, 
Meghan Leahy, Janet Lebel, Michael Leighs, 
David Leiter, Robin Lerner, Matthew Levin, 
Richard Levitt, Carissa Lewis, Jeffrey Lewis, 
Shaunda Lewis, Susan Lewis, Leslie Lillard, 
Simon Limage, Colleen Lineweaver, Ann 
Linnehan, Sylvia Liotta, Katharine Lister, 


Ryan Honeyman, 


Jonathan Litchman, Nancy Lo, Jennifer 
Lockhart, Frank Lowenstein, Danielle 
Luber. 

James Ludes, Sandra Lumpkin, Lisa 
Lynch, Nathan Mackinnon, Brandon 
Macneill, Ian Macpherson, John Madigan, 


Marion Magraw, Kristina Malek, Rachel 
Mann, Katherine Manning, Mary Marcuss, 
Alexandra Marks, Sarah Marks, Mary Marsh, 
Matthew Martin, Roy Martin, Alyssa 
Mastromonaco, Jennifer Masuret, D. Gray 
Maxwell, Megan McCafferty, Richard 
McCall, William McCann, Sybil McCarthy, 
Ryan McCormick, Elizabeth McEvoy, Kelly 
McGovern, Kara McGuire, Kevin McGuire, 
David McKean, Patrick McKiernan, Chris- 
topher McMahon, Gregory McMorrow, Bar- 
bara McQueen, Bradford Meacham, Lisa 
Mead, Michael Meehan, Jason Meininger, 
Dora Menefee, Stephen Meunier, Johanna 
Michaels, Dimitri Michaud, Heather Mizeur. 
Evelyn Monteiro, William Moody, Linda 
Moore, Keshia Morall, Erik Morrill, Cara 
Morris, Vincent Morris, Tim Morrow, Greg 
Moscow, Nassar Mufdi Ruiz, Khalifah Mu- 
hammad, Sarah Mulkem, Marie Murphy, 
Harry Nathanson, Brendan Neal, Andrew 
Nelson, Charlene Neu, Karena Neubauer, Jo- 
seph Newman, Kerry Newman, David Nibert, 
Marvin Nicholson, Eric Niloff, Paul 
Nissenbaum, Edward Noonan, Jessica Nord- 
strom, Ashley O’Neill, Tyler Obenauf, An- 
drew O’Brien, Thomas O’Connor, Brendan 


O’Donnell, Christopher Olson, Eric Olson, 
Leigh O’Neill, Brittney Opacak, Barbara 
Opacki, Mary O’Reilly, Kathryn Ousley, 


Mary Pappey, Michael Paroby, Jon Patsavos, 
Megan Perkins, Alexis Perlmutter. 

John Phillips, Anna-Liviya Piccione, Mary 
Lou Pickel, Evan Pinsonnault, Cathryn 
Piscitelli, Carlos Polanco, Gareth Porter, 
Jeanne Poulter, Ayanna Pressley, Daniel 
Prince, Colleen Puma, Michael Queenan, 
David Quinn, Nancy Ramsey, Haley Rauch, 
Tovah Ravitz-Meehan, Lisa Reid, Andrea 
Retzky, Kathryn Rhudy, Brian Rice, John 
Richards, Elizabeth Richardson, Charles 
Riley, Alex Rinder, Elizabeth Rios, Jennifer 
Ritter, Lauren Robertson, Andrew 
Robichaud, Dana Robinson, Gerri-Lynn Rob- 
inson, Rima Robinson, Theressa Robinson, 
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Edward Rogers, Nancy Rogers, Shauvi Rog- 
ers, Cheryl Rolfes, Frank Rose, Lisa Rosen- 
berg, Renita Rosenberg, Ronald Rosenblith, 
Lindsay Ross, Kenneth Rossman, Gregg 
Rothschild. 

George Rudenauer, Caitlin Russi, Jennifer 
Ryan, Allison Sandera, Kristen Sarri, Aaron 
Saunders, Brett Schenker, Eugene Schles- 
inger, Jack Schnirman, Charles Scheuler, 
Eric Schwager, Heather Sears, Wendy Sears, 
Daniel Sepulveda, Jodi Seth, James Shaer, 
Robert Shapiro, Patrick Shearns, Charles 
Shepard, John Sherman, Margaret Sherry, 
Rebecca Shore-Suslowitz, Zachary Shore, 
Michelle Shwimer, Clare Sierawski, George 
Sifakis, Alison Silberman, Hadid Simmons, 
Kyle Simon, Kristen Simpson, Beatrice 
Smith, Hilleary Smith, Kathleen Smith, 
Nancy Smith, Richard Smith, Whitney 
Smith, Alexander Soto, Christine Spencer, 
Kathryn Stack, Rachele Stasny, Mark 
Sternman, Nancy Stetson, Jesse Stevens. 

Gregory Stewart, David Stone, Mary 
Strain, Casey Suchors-Field, Kristine 
Sudano, Keerthi Sugumaran, Brendan Sul- 
livan, Kevin Sullivan, Kyle Sullivan, Nancy 
Sullivan, Paul Sullivan, Matthew Summers, 


Katherine Swan, Shelli Sweeney, Mary 
Szpak, Brandon Tabassi, Tristan Takos, 
Mary ‘Tarr, Carmina Taylor, Theresa 


Theobald, Megan Thompson, Lauren Tighe, 
Stephani Tindall, Timothy Todreas, Jose 
Toirac, Atman Trivedi, Lawrence Trundle, 
Christina Tsafoulias, Yakov Tsizis, Eva Tsui, 
Brendan Tully, Alper Tunca, Sharon Updike, 
Kelsey Utne, Ellen Vallon, Brady Van 
Engelen, Paul Veidenheimer, Carmen Velaz- 
quez, Kevin Verge, Karen Vigliano, Varun 
Vira, Michael Vito, Jennifer Vuona. 

David Wade, Bridgette Walker, Krysten 
Wallace, Meghan Walsh, Lumay Wang, Cath- 
leen Ward, Setti Warren, Joan Wasser, Maria 
Wassum, Sharon Waxman, Stephanie Wayne, 
Michael Wayno, Thomas Weber, John 
Whiteside, Michael Whouley, Scott Wiener, 
Jodi Williams, Karen Willis, Elsie Wilson, 
Jonathan Winer, Hope Winship, Julie 
Wirkkala, James Wise, Christina Wiskowski, 
Roger Wolfson, David Wood, Sarah 
Woodhouse, Nancy Woodruff, Randi Woods, 
Diann Woods, William Woodward, Elizabeth 
Wright, Sheila Wulsin, Anthony Wyche, 
Christopher Wyman, Sarah Yedinsky, 
Shawna Yen, David Yohn, Brian Young, 
Sally Yozell, Krista Zalatores, Juan Zavala, 
Heather Zichal, Anna Ziskend, Frances 
Zwenig. 

Mr. KERRY. As I thank an entire 
staff of 561 incredible men and women 
in Massachusetts and Washington with 
whom I have been privileged to work 
through these 28 years, I also think 
about the interns, 1,398, who have come 
in and out of our offices from Wash- 
ington to Worcester. I am especially 
proud of those who started as interns 
and ended up as my chief of staff, a leg- 
islative director, and senior policy 
staffers, or the Kerry interns who went 
on to work not just for me but who 
have for the last 4 years been top 
speech writers, trip directors, and sen- 
ior communications staff at the White 
House for the President of the United 
States. I am proud of our internship 
program, and I am grateful to the peo- 
ple who built it and who sustain it. 

I also thank the incredible group of 
unsung heroes who literally make the 
Senate work, people who work not for 
individual Senators but work for all of 
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us, in every room and nook and cranny 
of this great series of buildings. The 
men and women who operate the Sen- 
ate subways—Daryl and many others— 
the trains and elevators, they take us 
to the votes and meetings. They are 
really the glue, and we couldn’t func- 
tion without them; they are an ex- 
traordinary group of people; the Cap- 
itol Police who protect us—police, 
whom a lot of people around here start- 
ed to notice a little bit more after that 
awful day in 1998 when two were shot 
and killed on a busy Wednesday after- 
noon; the Parliamentarians and the 
clerks and staff here on the floor, in- 
cluding Gary, Tim, Trisha, Meredith, 
and all the folks in the cloakroom. And 
Dave on the other side and all the folks 
in the Republican cloakroom—all of 
whom help to keep us going and are 
unfailingly patient when we call for 
the umpteenth time to find out wheth- 
er the vote schedule is going to let us 
go home to a child’s dance recital or 
birthday party or any kind of family 
event. 

I want to thank the many Bertie 
Bowmans who came here more than 40 
years ago, dug in, and made the Senate 
their cause and their concern; people 
such as Meg Murphy of the Foreign Re- 
lations Committee, who makes 
everybody’s life easier. 

I thank the reporters who catch us in 
the hallways—trap us, ambush us in 
the hallways, and who, despite all the 
changes and challenges in their own 
business, still dutifully document the 
first drafts of American history. I 
thank all the incredible people who 
travel through these Halls working in- 
credibly hard to get it right, people of 
character who cover this place as a 
public service, not a sport. I thank 
them. 

I thank David Rogers for all that he 
has stood for so long in this institu- 
tion. It is hard to imagine my job with- 
out seeing him in that long green coat 
waiting by the elevator after a late- 
night vote. 

Sometimes in politics it is now al- 
most a sport in America to dismiss the 
contributions of people who work in 
government, people who make the Sen- 
ate work, but people whom the public 
never sees. I have admired the way our 
former colleague, Ted Kaufman, used 
to come down to the floor once a week 
and tell the story of one individual 
Federal worker. The stories are legion. 
Instead of tearing these people down, 
we ought to be lifting them up. And I 
thank them all for the part they play 
in our democracy. 

I will share with you, now that I have 
come to this moment in the journey, I 
can say without reservation that noth- 
ing prepares you for it. Many times 
now in 29 years I have been at my desk 
on the Senate floor—starting way over 
there, No. 99—listening as colleagues 
bid the Senate farewell. Sometimes a 
farewell speech signals a complete de- 
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parture from public life, sometimes a 
new journey altogether, sometimes 
forced departure, sometimes a leap for 
freedom. 

I am grateful that at this moment, 
thanks to my colleagues, serendipity, 
and the trust of our President, while I 
am closing a chapter, it is not the final 
one. But I assure you, amid the excite- 
ment and the possibility, I do feel a 
wistfulness about leaving the Senate; 
and that is because, despite the obvious 
frustrations of recent days and years— 
a frustration that we all share—this 
place remains one of the most extraor- 
dinary institutions of any kind on the 
face of the Earth. 

On occasion we have all heard a Sen- 
ator leave here and take their leave 
condemning the Senate for being bro- 
ken, for having become an impossible 
setting in which to try to do the peo- 
ple’s business. Well, I want to be very 
clear about my feelings. I do not be- 
lieve the Senate is broken—certainly 
not as an institution. There is nothing 
wrong with the Senate that can’t be 
fixed by what is right about the Sen- 
ate—the predominant and weighty no- 
tion that 100 American citizens, chosen 
by their neighbors to serve from States 
as different as Massachusetts and Mon- 
tana, can always choose to put paro- 
chial or personal interests aside and 
find the national interest. 

I believe it is the honor of a life- 
time—an extraordinary privilege—to 
have represented the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts in the Senate for more 
than 28 years. What a remarkable gift 
it has been to carry the banner of 
“Senator from Massachusetts,” just as 
each of you feel that way about your 
States—a banner, in our case, that was 
passed from the sons of the American 
Revolution, such as Daniel Webster, to 
the sons of immigrants such as Paul 
Tsongas, and to know that a State 
where the abolitionists crusaded at 
Faneuil Hall and the suffragettes 
marched at Quincy Market could send 
to Washington sons, such as Ted Ken- 
nedy and Ed Brooke, who fought to ex- 
pand civil rights; now, a woman, ELIZA- 
BETH WARREN, who proved that in Mas- 
sachusetts the glass ceiling has finally 
been forever shattered. And what a re- 
markable gift Massachusetts has given 
me to come here and learn so much 
about the rest of our country. 

I have had the privilege of learning 
what truly makes our Nation tick. 
What a gift, to have been the nominee 
of my party, to have come within a 
whisper of winning the Presidency 
against a wartime incumbent; but 
more important, to have experienced 
the magic of our Nation in such a per- 
sonal way, to experience the gift of 
traveling along the banks of the 
mighty Mississippi through Iowa and 
South Dakota and along the rivers 
where Louis and Clark marked and 
measured the dream of our first Sec- 
retary of State, Thomas Jefferson, who 
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foresaw an America that would ad- 
vance into the West; to experience a 
journey that took me to Alabama, 
where I stood silently in the very pul- 
pit from which Dr. King preached his 
dream of an America united, and 
dipped my fingers into the fountain in 
Birmingham where water flows over 
the names of those murdered trying to 
vote or just registering to vote, to see 
the water trickle over the words of Dr. 
King’s prayer that ‘‘justice might roll 
down like waters and righteousness 
like a mighty stream.’’ I drove across 
the Hoover Dam, and I wondered, as I 
did, at what America can accomplish 
when we want to, when we put our 
minds to it. Driving across the Golden 
Gate Bridge at dawn I was reminded it 
was built at the height of the Great De- 
pression, when so many feared our best 
days were behind us. What I have seen 
and heard and learned in traveling 
across our country as a Senator from 
Massachusetts has prepared me more 
for my travels to other countries as 
Secretary of State than any travel to 
any foreign Capitol. 

I already know I will miss the best 
reward of carrying the title ‘‘Senator,”’ 
and that is when you open a letter 
from someone who has traveled every 
route and exhausted every option and 
who ultimately turned to you as the 
last resort in public life and they fi- 
nally got the help they needed. I know 
my colleagues who have experienced 
this will say there is nothing better 
than getting that “I have tried every- 
thing, but nobody would listen to me, 
but you got it done” letter or some- 
times when you are walking a street in 
a community at home and somebody 
comes up to you and thanks you for a 
personal response they never expected 
to receive. That is when public service 
has more meaning than the war of 
words our constituents dodge on the 
cable news. 

Standing at this desk that once be- 
longed—at this desk that once be- 
longed to President Kennedy and to 
Ted Kennedy, I can’t help but be re- 
minded that even our Nation’s greatest 
leaders and all the rest of us are mere- 
ly temporary workers. I am reminded 
this Chamber is a living museum, a 
lasting memorial to the miracle of the 
American experiment. 

No one has captured this phe- 
nomenon more eloquently or com- 
prehensively than Robert Caro did in 
his masterpiece about the Senate 
called ‘‘Master of the Senate.” I am 
sure many in this room—I know most 
people have read it. In that book, be- 
fore we learned of the levers Lyndon 
Johnson pulled to push our Nation to- 
ward civil rights, Caro described the 
special powers the Founders gave the 
Senate and only the Senate, powers, 
Caro writes, ‘‘designed to make the 
Congress independent of the President 
and to restrain and act as a check on 
his authority, power to approve his ap- 
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pointments, even the appointments he 
made within his own administration, 
even the appointments to his own Cabi- 
net.” 

This body has now exercised that 
power on my behalf and I will always 
be grateful. 

Another master of the Senate, Mas- 
sachusetts’ Daniel Webster, delivered 
183 years ago this week what has often 
been praised as the greatest speech in 
Senate history. He stood at the desk 
that now belongs to the senior Senator 
from New Hampshire and argued force- 
fully in favor of the very idea that 
makes us the United States, that we 
are all in this together, that we each 
have a stake in the successes and fail- 
ures of our countrymen, that what hap- 
pens in Ohio matters to those in South 
Carolina or in Massachusetts or to 
Montanans. ‘‘Union and liberty,’’ Web- 
ster shouted, ‘‘now and forever, one 
and inseparable.” 

As Caro retells it, those words spo- 
ken among the desks in the Senate left 
those in the gallery in tears and cast a 
model for how those of us in this 
Chamber must consider the constitu- 
ents of our colleague’s as well as our 
own. But the truth is that none of us 
ran for this office because of a great de- 
bate held centuries ago. None of us 
moved here because of the moving 
words of a Senator long since departed. 
We honor this history because we are 
here because of the legacy that we can 
and want to leave. It is up to us, to my 
colleagues here today and to those who 
come after us, it is up to us to keep the 
Senate great. 

I fully believe we will meet that obli- 
gation if, as the President told the Na- 
tion and the world last week, we seize 
this moment together. Yes, Congress 
and public life face their difficulties 
these days but not because the struc- 
ture our Founding Fathers gave us is 
inherently flawed. For sure there are 
moments of much great frustration, for 
the American people and for everybody 
in this place. But I don’t believe they 
are the fault of the institution itself. It 
is not the rules that confound us per se. 
It is the choices people make about 
those rules. 

The rules we work by now are essen- 
tially the same ones that existed when 
I joined the Senate and found things to 
move much more easily than they do 
today. They are essentially the same 
rules under which Daniel Webster and 
Lyndon Johnson operated, and they did 
great things. They are almost the same 
rules Mike Mansfield and Everett Dirk- 
sen and Ted Kennedy and ORRIN HATCH 
used to pass great pieces of legislation. 
They are the same rules under which 
the Senate Democrats and President 
George Herbert Walker Bush passed an 
agreement, including tax increases, to 
at least begin to tackle the deficit. I 
remind everyone, as I take my leave 
from the Senate, when President 
George H.W. Bush returned from agree- 
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ing to a deficit reduction agreement at 
Andrews Air Force Base, he wrote in 
his personal diary that he might well 
have sealed his fate as a one-term 
President. He did what he thought was 
right for the country, and he laid the 
groundwork for our ability to three 
times balance the budget at the end of 
the 1990s. That is courage, and the Sen- 
ate and the Congress and the country 
need more of it. 

Frankly, the problems we live 
through today come from individual 
choices of Senators themselves, not the 
rules. When an individual Senator or a 
colluding caucus determines that the 
comity essential to an institution such 
as the Senate is a barrier to individual 
ambition or party ambition, the coun- 
try loses. Those are the moments in 
which the Senate fulfills, not its re- 
sponsibility to the people but its rep- 
utation as a sanctuary of gridlock. 

I ask colleagues to remember the 
words of Ben Franklin, as that long 
Philadelphia summer yielded our re- 
markable Constitution. Late at night, 
after their work was complete, Dr. 
Franklin was walking down the steps 
of Constitution Hall, of Independence 
Hall, and a woman called out to him 
and she said: Well, Doctor, what have 
we got, a Republic or a monarchy? 
Franklin answered: ‘‘A Republic, if you 
can Keep it.” 

Sustaining a functioning Republic is 
work and it is, more than ever, I be- 
lieve, our challenge today. I am hardly 
the first and I will, I hope, probably 
not be the last to call on Congress to 
remember why we are here, to 
prioritize our shared interests above 
the short term, to bridge the breadth of 
the partisan divide and to reach across 
the aisle and take the long view. Many 
have stood here delivering farewell 
speeches and lamented what became of 
the Washington where President 
Reagan and Speaker O’Neill could cul- 
tivate an affiliation stronger than 
party or a Congress that saw true 
friendships between Senators such as 
Kennedy and HATCH, Inouye and Ste- 
vens, Obama and COBURN; the odd cou- 
ples, as they have been dubbed. 

I cannot tell you why, but I do think 
it is possible this moment may see a 
turn in the spirit of the Senate. There 
are new whispers of desire for progress, 
rumors of new coalitions, and a sense 
of possibility—whether it is on energy 
or immigration. 

I am deeply impressed by a new gen- 
eration of Senators who seem to have 
come here determined not to give in to 
the cynicism but to get the people’s 
business done. I am confident that 
when today’s freshmen take their turns 
in leaving the Senate, they will be able 
to tell of new Senators added to that 
estimable list of odd couples, and with 
any luck by then it will not be odd. 

So I leave here convinced we can 
keep our Republic strong. When Presi- 
dent Kennedy observed that ‘‘our prob- 
lems are manmade; therefore they can 
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be solved by man,” he was talking 
about a much more literal kind of nu- 
clear option than the euphemism we 
use today to discuss Senate rules. But 
his vision is just as important for us to 
recognize in our time, whether we are 
talking about the ability of Senators 
to debate and vote or about the issues 
on which they do so. It is still true 
today, as he said 50 years ago, that 
“reason and spirit have often solved 
the seemingly unsolvable, and we be- 
lieve,” he said, ‘‘they can do it again.” 

I believe that too. 

So what effort do we need to put into 
our reason and spirit in order to do it? 
I believe there are three most signifi- 
cant challenges that have conspired to 
bring about a dangerous but reversible 
erosion in the quality of our democ- 
racy: the decline of comity, the deluge 
of money, and the disregard for facts. 

First, I have witnessed what we all 
have, a loss of simple comity, the re- 
spect that we owe one another, and the 
sense of common cause that brings all 
of us here. The Senate as a body can 
change its rules to make itself more ef- 
ficient, sure. But only Senators, one by 
one in their own hearts, can change the 
approach to legislating which Henry 
Clay correctly defined as the art of 
consensus. 

I came to the Senate in 1985 as a 
Member of a hopeful and hard-charging 
class of freshmen. Paul Simon, TOM 
HARKIN, Al Gore, Phil Gramm, JAY 
ROCKEFELLER, and I all have at least 
three things in common. We were all 
sworn in as Senators at the same time. 
We each explored running or ran for 
the White House, and none of us made 
it there. 

(Laughter.) 

The last remaining Member of that 
class, Senator MITCH MCCONNELL, has 
now again been elevated by his peers as 
the Republican leader. 

I see a lot of a very similar aspira- 
tion that we felt when I came here in 
1985 in today’s freshmen and sopho- 
mores. Many came to the Senate run- 
ning on the premise that it is broken 
beyond repair. I encourage each and 
every one of them to reject that 
premise in order to restore the promise 
of the Senate. The Senate cannot break 
unless we let it. After all, the value of 
this institution, similar to any instru- 
ment of power, is how you use it. But 
we can’t ignore the fact that today, 
treaties that only a few years ago 
would have passed 100 to nothing, don’t 
pass at all. People who want to vote for 
something they believe in actually 
don’t do so for fear of retribution. That 
is a reflection on all of us. As I prepare 
to represent our Nation in capitals 
around the world, I am more than con- 
scious that my credibility as a dip- 
lomat and ours as a country is deter- 
mined, to a great degree, by what hap- 
pens right here in our own Capital 
City. 

The antidote to the current narrative 
of American decline—and you will hear 
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it in China, in Iran, in other parts of 
the world—the antidote to that, and it 
is pushed by rival countries, is to dem- 
onstrate that we can get our economic 
house in order because we can be no 
stronger abroad than we are here at 
home. It is that simple. The unwilling- 
ness of some to yield to the national 
interest is damaging to America’s pros- 
pects in the world. We are quick to 
talk about the global economy and 
about global competition, but it is our 
own procrastination and outright 
avoidance of obvious choices that 
threatens our own future. Other na- 
tions are both quick and glad to fill the 
vacuum that is brought about by our 
inaction. 

If the Senate favors inaction over 
courage and gimmicks over common 
ground, the risk is not that we will fail 
to move forward, it is that we will fall 
behind, we will stay behind, and we 
will surrender our promise to those 
who are more than willing to turn our 
squandered opportunity into their ad- 
vantage. 

The world keeps turning. The Senate 
cannot afford to forever stand still. 
Just as failing to deal with our deficit 
and our debt puts our long-term inter- 
ests at risk, so does taking America to 
the brink of default. Our self-inflicted 
wounds reduce our leverage and our in- 
fluence in the world. By failing to act, 
Congress is making it harder to actu- 
ally advance America’s interests and 
making it harder for American busi- 
ness to compete and for American 
workers to succeed. If America is to 
continue to lead the free world, this 
must end. 

We have all bemoaned the lack of 
comity in the Senate. Those of you 
who remain here will have the power to 
restore it. The choice to work respect- 
fully with one another is about as sim- 
ple as it gets. I have one suggestion, 
perhaps. While I am honored by the 
presence of so many colleagues who are 
here now—Republicans and Demo- 
crats—I have to say we all look for- 
ward to more days when the U.S. Sen- 
ate desks are full with Senators debat- 
ing, deliberating, learning, listening, 
and leading. We would all be stronger if 
this Chamber is once again crowded be- 
cause it is the world’s greatest delib- 
erative body, the home of debate and 
deliberation, and not only when it be- 
comes a departure lounge. 

There is another challenge we must 
address, and it is the corrupting force 
of the vast sums of money necessary to 
run for office. The unending chase for 
money, I believe, threatens to steal our 
democracy itself. I used the wording— 
and I want to be clear about it—I mean 
by it not the corruption of individuals 
but corruption of a system itself that 
all of us are forced to participate in 
against our will. 

The alliance of money and the inter- 
est it represents, the access it affords 
to those who have it at the expense of 
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those who don’t, the agenda it changes 
or sets by virtue of its power, is stead- 
ily silencing the voice of the vast ma- 
jority of Americans who have a much 
harder time competing or who cannot 
compete at all. 

The insidious intention of that 
money is to set the agenda, change the 
agenda, block the agenda, define the 
agenda of Washington. How else could 
we possibly have a U.S. Tax Code of 
some 76,000 pages? Ask yourself: How 
many Americans have their own page, 
their own tax break, their own special 
deal? 

We should not resign ourselves to a 
distorted system that corrodes our de- 
mocracy. This is what is contributing 
to the justifiable anger of the Amer- 
ican people. They know it, they know 
we know it, and yet nothing happens. 
The truth requires that we call the cor- 
rosion of money and politics what it is: 
It is a form of corruption and it muz- 
zles more Americans than it empowers. 
It is an imbalance that the world has 
taught us can only sow the seeds of un- 
rest. 

Like the question of comity in the 
Senate, the influence of money in our 
politics also influences our credibility 
around the world. So too does the un- 
acceptable and extraordinary difficulty 
we continue to have in 2013 operating 
the machinery of our own democracy 
here at home. How extraordinary and 
how diminishing it is that more than 40 
years after the Voting Rights Act so 
many of our fellow citizens still have 
great difficulty when they show up on 
election day to cast their vote and 
have their voices heard. That too mat- 
ters to all of us. 

For a country that can and should 
extol the virtues of democracy around 
the world, our job is made more dif- 
ficult through long lines and overt 
voter suppression and efforts to sup- 
press people’s ability to exercise the 
right that we extol. So many still 
struggle to exercise that right here at 
home. 

The last of the three obstacles we 
have the ability, if not the will, to 
overcome is the unbelievable disregard 
for facts, for science in the conduct of 
our affairs. It, like the first two, de- 
grades our credibility abroad as well as 
at home. 

My friends, the persistent shouting 
match of the perpetual campaign—one 
that takes place in parallel universes, 
thanks to our polarized, self-selected 
media, to some degree—makes it hard- 
er and harder to build consensus among 
people. The people don’t know what to 
believe. So in many ways it encourages 
an oversimplification of problems that 
too often retreat to slogans and not 
ideas for real solutions. 

America, I regret to say, is increas- 
ingly defaulting rather than choosing, 
and so we fail to keep pace with other 
nations in the renewal of our infra- 
structure, in the improvement of our 
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schools, in the choice of our energy 
sources, in the care and nurturing of 
our children, in the fulfillment of our 
God-given responsibility to protect life 
here on Earth. That too must change 
or our experiment is at risk. 

To remain a great Nation we must do 
the business of our country, and that 
begins by putting our economic house 
in order. It begins by working from the 
same set of facts. Although I believe we 
cannot solve any of these problems un- 
less we solve all of them, I note these 
three challenges because I believe the 
Senate is going to be locked into stale- 
mate or our politics are going to be ir- 
reversibly poisoned unless we break 
out of it. I say this hopefully as some- 
one who respects and loves this institu- 
tion and loves this country and wants 
to see us move forward. 

Some things we know are moving for- 
ward. In the same time that comity 
has decreased and the influence of 
money has increased, I have seen the 
Senate change for the better. This 
Chamber used to be filled with the 
voices of men, and men only. Decisions 
affecting more than half the population 
were made by people representing the 
other half. When I walked into the Sen- 
ate Chamber to take my first oath 28 
years ago, I was joined by my two teen- 
aged daughters. It struck me that I had 
twice as many daughters as there were 
women in the U.S. Senate. Today, with 
the service of 20 women—including 
Massachusetts’ new junior Senator— 
this is a stronger and smarter place, 
more representative of our belief that 
out of many, we are one; more capable 
of fulfilling the vision carried from 
Washington to Webster to our current 
President; that we are a stronger Na- 
tion when our leadership reflects our 
population. 

We have made huge strides on turn- 
ing the page on gay rights. In 1993, I 
testified before Strom Thurmond’s 
Armed Services Committee, pushing to 
lift the ban on gays serving in the mili- 
tary, and I ran into a world of 
misperceptions. I thought I was on a 
“Saturday Night Live” skit. Today, at 
last, that policy is gone forever, and we 
are a country that honors the commit- 
ment of all willing to fight and die for 
our country. We have gone from a Sen- 
ate that passed DOMA—over my objec- 
tions—to one that just welcomed its 
first openly gay Senator. 

These are good changes for our Sen- 
ate and our country, but we have more 
work to do. This place needs more 
women, more people of color, more di- 
versity of background and experience, 
but it is still a remarkable place. 

I am reminded of the letters of Harry 
Truman that he used to write home to 
wife Bess as he sat in the back row of 
the Chamber. Late one night after the 
great debate of the New Deal Era, he 
wrote: 

I hear my colleagues, and I pinch myself 
and ask, How did I get here? 
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Several months later, he wrote Bess 
once more: 

Again it is late at night and I am sitting 
here listening to the debate, I look across 
the aisle at my colleagues and I listen and 
listen, and I hear my colleagues, and I ask 
myself, How did they get here? 

Well, I have no doubt that colleagues 
have asked that question about me or 
any one of us, and it has been back and 
forth. But 29 years later I have learned 
something about myself. I learned that 
the Senate runs on relationships. I 
know that some of my more recent col- 
leagues—sent here in tumultuous elec- 
tion cycles—hear that and think it is 
code for checking their beliefs at the 
door and going Washington. It is not. 
And I would add: Don’t kid yourself; no 
one got here on a platform of pledging 
to join an exclusive club and forget 
where they came from. 

When I say that relationships mat- 
ter, I don’t mean back-slapping, glad- 
handing, hail-fellow-well-met, go- 
along-to-get-along relationships; I 
mean real relationships. And to today’s 
hard-charging colleagues who came to 
Washington to shake things up, I would 
remind them, so did I, so did TOM HAR- 
KIN, and the others I mentioned. If I 
told you that a 40-year-old newly mint- 
ed Senator JOHN KERRY was going to 
tell you that relationships mattered 
most, I would have looked at you as if 
you had three heads. I cut my teeth in 
grassroots activism. I didn’t come up 
through the political ranks. I burst 
onto the scene as an activist, and when 
you are an activist, all that singularly 
matters to you—to the exclusion of al- 
most everything else—are the issues. 
Where are you on an issue? Right or 
wrong, that is the ballgame. 

Wrong. It is not the ballgame. That 
is not what makes a good Senator. 
That is not what makes the Senate 
work. My late colleague of 25 years Ted 
Kennedy taught me that. I saw him 
late at night on the Senate floor sit- 
ting with his colleagues talking and 
listening. He wanted to know about 
your State; he wanted to know about 
your family; he wanted to know why 
you came here. He had a unique ability 
to know not just what he needed from 
you on a vote or a piece of legislation 
but to know what you needed on a per- 
sonal level as a friend, as a colleague, 
as a partner. 

My old friend—now Vice President 
JOE BIDEN—had a saying in his family: 
If you have to ask, it is too late. With 
Teddy, you never had to ask. He always 
knew, and he was there. He was there 
on a foggy morning on Nantucket when 
my father passed away, and Teddy ma- 
terialized almost out of nowhere. There 
he was at my porch door. He didn’t call 
ahead; he didn’t ask. He came to mark 
the passage. He was there. It was an in- 
stinct for people and an impulse to 
help. 

He taught so many of us during that 
period of time. Somewhere along the 
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line, he passed it on not only to me but 
to every colleague here who was privi- 
leged to work with him. 

I will never forget in 2007 on the day 
I announced I would not be running 
again for President. Another rough 
day, another passage. I got a call. TOM 
HARKIN wanted to see me. My staff sur- 
mised that he was probably coming to 
ask for money for the Iowa Democratic 
party. They were wrong. It was a visit 
where ToM just came to share a few 
words that were very simple but which 
meant the world to me; a colleague vis- 
iting just to say he was proud that I 
had been the nominee of the party in 
2004, and he looked forward to working 
with me more in this institution. 

Let me tell you, those are the con- 
versations that make the difference, 
those are the conversations you never 
forget, and that is the U.S. Senate at 
its best. It is a place where relation- 
ships matter the most. And it matters 
because Teddy, TOM, and so many oth- 
ers here understood instinctively that 
if 100 Senators knew each other—and 
our leader has worked very hard to try 
to find a way to make this happen— 
then you can find the ways to work to- 
gether. 

To my surprise, I learned it here in a 
way that I never could have predicted, 
alongside people I never thought I 
would count as one of my proudest 
friends. Last week JOHN MCCAIN intro- 
duced me at my confirmation hearing. 
JOHN and I met here in the Senate, 
coming from very different positions 
and perspectives. We both loved the 
Navy; I still do to this day. But I have 
different feelings from JOHN about a 
war. 

For both of us, Vietnam was a demar- 
cation point in our lives, the way it 
was for so many of our generation. 
Well, late one night on a CODEL—for 
people who are listening and don’t 
know about CODELs, it is a trip of 
Senators and Congressmen going some- 
where in the world—to Kuwait after 
the first gulf war, JOHN and I found 
ourselves in a C-130 sitting opposite 
each other. Neither of us could sleep, 
so we talked. We talked late into the 
night about our lives and our war. 
Shortly thereafter, George Mitchell 
and Bob Dole flew us together on a se- 
lect committee to investigate the fate 
of Americans missing from the war in 
which we had fought. It was a tough 
time, an emotional issue in an era 
where Rambo was a box office smash 
and a Newsweek magazine cover print- 
ed provocative photos which asked 


whether Americans were still alive 
over there. 
Into that cacophonous' cauldron, 


JOHN MCCAIN and I were thrown to- 
gether. Some were suspicious of both of 
us, but together we found common 
ground. I will never forget standing 
with JOHN in the very cell in the Hanoi 
Hilton in which he spent a number of 
years of his life, just the two of us 
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alone in this cell, listening to him talk 
about that experience. 

I will always be grateful for his part- 
nership in helping to make real peace 
with Vietnam by establishing the most 
significant process in the history of our 
country—or of any country—for the ac- 
counting of the missing and dead in 
any war and afterwards and then work- 
ing to lift the embargo and ultimately 
normalize relations with an old enemy. 
JOHN had every reason to hate them, 
but he didn’t. We were able to heal 
deep wounds and end a war that divided 
an awful lot of people for much too 
long. That is a common experience, and 
only the relationships that are forged 
in the Senate could have made that 
happen. 

JOHN has this great expression: A 
fight not joined is a fight not enjoyed. 
He loves to debate, he loves to battle, 
and so do I. But I will tell my col- 
leagues, having fought beside him and 
having fought against him, it is a heck 
of a lot better and more fun to have 
JOHN fighting alongside of you. We still 
have differences. There has been a lot 
of newsprint used up covering some of 
them, but I will tell my colleagues 
this: We both care about the Senate as 
an institution, and we both care about 
the country’s leadership and the world 
even when we see it differently, and we 
both know that at some point America 
has to come together. 

We shared this common experience, 
and we have seen a lot together. We 
both were able to travel the country as 
Presidential nominees for our party, 
and both returned to the Senate to 
carry on in a different way. Few people 
know what that feels like. But just 
being by his side in Hanoi made it im- 
possible for me not to be overwhelmed 
by his sense of patriotism and his devo- 
tion to country. It meant something 
else: If you can stand on the kind of 
common ground that we found in the 
Hanoi Hilton, then finding common 
ground on issues here at home isn’t 
hard at all. I will always thank JOHN 
McCAIN for that lesson. 

One of the magical things about the 
Senate is this amazing mix of people 
and how they could come together to 
make something happen. I have learned 
and been impressed by the experiences 
of every single one of my colleagues, 
and I honestly marvel at the reflection 
of each State’s special character in the 
people they send here. I have learned 
from all—from a fiery, street-smart so- 
cial worker from Maryland; from a 
down-to-earth, no-nonsense farmer 
from Montana; from a principled, con- 
servative doctor from Oklahoma; from 
an amazingly tenacious advocate for 
women and the environment who 
blazed a trail from Brooklyn to Rancho 
Mirage and the Senate, who teams with 
a former mayor of San Francisco who 
took office after the assassination of 
Harvey Milk, committed to stand 
against violence and for equality; from 
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a cantankerous, maverick patriot and 
former prisoner of war from Arizona, 
whom I just talked about; to a song- 
writing, original, compassionate con- 
servative from Utah; from a fervent, 
gravel-voiced people’s champion from 
Ohio; from a soft-spoken, loyal, Medal 
of Honor winner from Hawaii who used 
to sit right here; and from a college 
professor turned proud prairie populist 
and Senate Pied Piper who was taken 
from us far too soon and far too quick- 
ly. From every Member of the Senate, 
there are characteristics, passions, 
quirks, and beliefs that bring this place 
alive and unite to make it the most ex- 
traordinary legislative body on Earth. 
That is what I love about the Senate. 

I love that instead of fighting against 
each other, Bill Frist, the former Re- 
publican leader, and I were able to join 
forces to fight HIV and AIDS around 
the globe and to convince an unlikely 
conservative named Jesse Helms to 
support and pass a bill unanimously 
that saved millions of lives on our 
planet. That is what makes this place 
so special. 

Instead of ignoring a freshman Sen- 
ator, Chairman Claiborne Pell allowed 
me to pass my very first amendment to 
change our policy on the Philippines. 
So I found myself with Dick Lugar, 
paired as Senate election observers 
who helped expose the voter fraud of 
the Marcos regime, ending a dictator- 
ship and giving a nation of more than 
90 million people the opportunity to 
know democracy again. That is what 
the Senate can do, and that is what I 
love about it. 

Instead of focusing on our different 
accents and opposite ideologies, Jesse 
Helms and I found that our concern for 
illegal drugs was greater than any po- 
litical differences between us. So Jesse 
made it possible for an investigation to 
proceed and for the Senate to expose 
the linkages between the Contras in 
Nicaragua and the flow of drugs to 
American cities. That is what the Sen- 
ate can do. 

The Senate can still work if we learn 
from and listen to each other—two re- 
sponsibilities that are, like Webster 
said about liberty and union, one and 
inseparable. 

So as I offer my final words on the 
Senate floor, I remember that I came 
of age in a Senate where freshman Sen- 
ators didn’t speak that often. Senators 
no longer hold their tongues through 
whole sessions of Congress, and they 
shouldn’t. Their voices are just as valu- 
able and their votes count just as much 
as the most tenured Member of this 
body. But being heard by others does 
not exempt them from listening to oth- 
ers. 

I came to the National Mall in 1971 
with fellow veterans who wanted only 
to talk to our leaders about the war. 
President Nixon tried to kick us off 
The Mall. We knocked on door after 
door on Capitol Hill but too often 
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couldn’t get an audience of representa- 
tives. A precious few, including Ted 
Kennedy and Hubert Humphrey, came 
to where we were camped out and 
heard what we had to say. I saw first- 
hand that our political process works 
only when leaders are willing to listen 
to each other but also to everyone else. 
That is how I first came to the Sen- 
ate—not with my vote but with my 
voice—and that is why the end of my 
tenure here is in many ways a bookend. 

Forty-two years ago, I testified be- 
fore Senator Fulbright’s Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee about the realities of 
war in Vietnam. It wasn’t until last 
week that I would sit before that com- 
mittee again, this time testifying in 
my own confirmation hearing. It com- 
pleted a circle which I never could have 
imagined drawing but one our Found- 
ers surely did. That a citizen voicing 
his opinion about a matter of personal 
and national consequence could one 
day use that voice as a Senator, as the 
chairman of that same committee be- 
fore which he had once testified as a 
private citizen, and then as the Presi- 
dent’s nominee for Secretary of State, 
that is a fitting representation of what 
we mean when we talk about a govern- 
ment ‘‘of the people, for the people, and 
by the people.” 

In the decades between then and now, 
this is what I have learned above all 
else: The privilege of being here is in 
being able to listen to your constitu- 
ents. It is the people and their voices 
much more than the marble buildings 
and the inimitable institutions they 
house that determine whether our de- 
mocracy works. 

In my first appearance before the 
Senate, at the Fulbright hearings, I 
began by saying, “I am not here as 
John Kerry. I am here as one member 
of the group of 1,000, which is a small 
representation of a very much larger 
group.” 

I feel much the same way today as I 
leave. We are still symbols, representa- 
tives of the people who have given us 
the honor to speak and advocate and 
vote in their name, and that, as the 
Bible says, is a “charge to keep.” One 
day, the 99 other Senators who con- 
tinue on for now—and soon to be 100 
again in a few days—will also leave in 
their own turn—in your own turn— 
some by their own choosing and some 
by the people’s. Our time here is not 
meant to last forever. If we use the 
time to posture politically in Wash- 
ington, we weaken our position across 
the world. If democracy deadlocks 
here, we raise doubts about democracy 
everywhere. If we do not in our deeds 
prove our own ideals, we undermine 
our security and the sacred mission as 
the best hope of Earth. But if we do our 
jobs right, if we treat our colleagues 
with respect and build the relation- 
ships required to form consensus and 
find the courage to follow through on 
our promises of compromise, the work 
we do here will long endure. 
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So let us in the Senate or in the 
House be bigger than our own districts, 
our own States. Let us in spirited pur- 
pose be as big as the United States of 
America. Let us stand for our beliefs 
but, above all, let us believe in our 
common history, our common destiny, 
in our common obligation to love and 
lead this exceptional Nation. They say 
politics stops at the water’s edge. That 
is obviously not always true. But if we 
care for our country, politics has its 
limits at home and abroad. 

As I leave here, I do so knowing that 
forever the Senate will be in my soul 
and that our country is my cause and 
yours. I thank you all for your friend- 
ship and the privilege of serving with 


you. 
(Applause, Senators rising.) 

— 
EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 


unanimous consent that the period for 
morning business be extended until 4 
p.m., with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Coons). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
HAGEL NOMINATION 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, the 
nomination of Chuck Hagel to be the 
next Secretary of Defense has already 
done damage to the credibility of the 
United States in its attempt to deny 
Iran a nuclear weapon, thus 
emboldening one of the most dangerous 
regimes in the Middle East. To limit 
that damage, President Obama should 
choose someone else to lead the Pen- 
tagon. 

After all, the Nebraska Senator is 
the same person who has consistently 
opposed sanctions against Iran. He is 
the same person who wanted Wash- 
ington to support Iranian membership 
in the World Trade Organization. He is 
the same person who voted against des- 
ignating the Iranian Revolutionary 
Guard Corps as a terrorist group at a 
time when it was orchestrating the 
murder of U.S. troops in Iraq. 

He is the same person who refused to 
sign a letter asking the European 
Union to label Hezbollah—an Iranian 
proxy—as a terror group, even though 
it is so designated by the U.S. State 
Department. He is the same person who 
urged President Bush to offer Iran ‘‘di- 
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rect, unconditional, and comprehensive 
talks.” He is the same person who 
called for establishing a U.S. diplo- 
matic mission in Tehran. 

He is the same person who dismissed 
“a military strike against Iran” as 
‘not a viable, feasible, responsible op- 
tion.” And he is the same person who 
suggested that the United States might 
be able to live with a nuclear Iran. 

During his years in this Chamber, 
Senator Hagel’s opposition to Iran 
sanctions placed him in a very small 
minority. For example, only one other 
Senator joined him in voting against 
sanctions in 2001, and only one other 
Senate Banking Committee member 
joined him in rejecting a different 
sanctions package in 2008. 

Simply put, Senator Hagel has no 
credibility on perhaps the biggest for- 
eign policy challenge facing the Obama 
administration’s second term and on 
American national security interests 
in the Middle East and around the 
world. 

Consider how his nomination was in- 
terpreted by Iranian journalists and 
government officials. Press TV, a 
Tehran-based propaganda network, 
noted with satisfaction that Senator 
Hagel is known for ‘‘his criticism of 
Washington’s anti-Iran policies” and 
‘has consistently opposed any plan to 
launch [a] military strike against 
Iran.” 

The point is, not that we should be 
threatening military strikes against 
Iran, but to take this off the table en- 
tirely completely undercuts any diplo- 
matic efforts we might take to deny 
Iran a nuclear weapon. 

Meanwhile, a spokesman for the Ira- 
nian foreign ministry responded to the 
Hagel announcement by declaring: 

We hope that practical changes will be cre- 
ated in the U.S. foreign policy and... that 
the U.S. officials will favor peace instead of 
warmongering. 

The Iranians are claiming we are the 
ones warmongering, while they are 
building a nuclear weapon. 

Just for good measure, the Al 
Jazeera Web site published an article 
headlined: “Obama defeats the Israel 
Lobby.” Is this really the impression 
we want to give our adversaries and 
our allies in the Middle East? Is this 
how we encourage our friends, to say 
we will be there to support our allies? 
Is this the message we want to convey 
to our adversaries such as Iran, that 
has threatened the annihilation of 
Israel, to wipe it off the map? Unfortu- 
nately, that is the message that is con- 
veyed by the nomination of Senator 
Hagel as Secretary of Defense. 

Not only has Senator Hagel been a 
persistent critic of Iran sanctions, he 
has also displayed a stubborn hostility 
toward America’s closest Middle East- 
ern ally. 

In October 2000, shortly after Yasser 
Arafat launched the second Intifada, 96 
Senators signed a letter to President 
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Clinton affirming their solidarity with 
Israel. Senator Hagel was not among 
them. Six months later, after a relent- 
less onslaught of Palestinian ter- 
rorism, 87 Senators signed a different 
letter asking President Bush to ‘‘ini- 
tiate a reassessment of our relations 
with the Palestinians.” Once again, 
Senator Hagel refused to sign. He also 
refused to join 89 other Senators in 
signing a November 2001 letter that 
urged President Bush to maintain 
strong support for Israel and to con- 
tinue snubbing Arafat until the Pales- 
tinian leader ended his terror cam- 
paign. 

On April 12, 2002, a Palestinian sui- 
cide bomber killed 6 people and injured 
more than 100 others in Jerusalem. 
That same day, Senator Hagel went to 
the Senate floor and suggested a moral 
equivalence between Palestinian ter- 
rorism and Israeli self-defense. 

Three months later, he published an 
article in the Washington Post be- 
moaning ‘‘the endless cycle of vio- 
lence” and declaring that ‘‘Israel must 
take steps to show its commitment to 
peace.”’ 

In a 2003 interview with a local news- 
paper in Lincoln, NE, Senator Hagel 
ratcheted up his rhetoric even further, 
saying the Israelis ‘‘keep Palestinians 
caged up like animals.” 

In 2009, Senator Hagel coauthored a 
policy paper that advised President 
Obama to pursue a dialog with 
Hamas—again, a State Department- 
designated terrorist organization; 
Iran’s primary proxy in the area. More 
specifically, the paper recommended 
that Washington ‘‘offer [Hamas] in- 
ducements that will enable its more 
moderate elements to prevail, and 
cease discouraging third parties from 
engaging with Hamas in ways that 
might help clarify the movement’s 
views and test its behavior.” 

Most of us believe, including the U.S. 
State Department, that Hamas’ views 
and behavior are already clear enough: 
It is committed to the annihilation of 
Israel; it fires rockets and Iranian- 
made missiles at civilian areas; and it 
indoctrinates Palestinian children in a 
culture of hatred and violence. 

Of course, Senator Hagel’s most fa- 
mous comments—or I should say infa- 
mous comments—on Israel were deliv- 
ered during a 2006 interview with 
former Clinton administration official 
Aaron David Miller. In that interview, 
Senator Hagel said ‘‘the Jewish lobby 
intimidates a lot of people up here.” 
These remarks are deeply offensive, 
but they are also quite revealing, for 
they confirm that he simply does not 
understand the true basis of the U.S.- 
Israeli alliance. 

The American people and their elect- 
ed representatives support Israel for 
obvious reasons: Both of our countries 
are pluralistic democracies with a 
shared commitment to liberty, equal- 
ity, and basic human rights; both of 
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our countries are threatened by radical 
Islam; and both of our countries have 
responded to that threat while remain- 
ing free and open societies. 

In other words, we have an alliance 
based on shared values and a common 
determination to defend liberal democ- 
racy against terrorists and dictators 
alike. 

I realize Senator Hagel is now repudi- 
ating many of his past actions and 
statements, but we have seen this be- 
fore, unfortunately: individuals ap- 
proaching the confirmation process un- 
dergoing a seeming transformation. 
But this sudden and convenient trans- 
formation beggars belief. Senator 
Hagel has not undergone an abrupt ide- 
ological makeover; he just wants to 
win approval from Members of this 
Chamber in what we might call a ‘‘con- 
firmation conversion.’’ 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HOEVEN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


a 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. HOEVEN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the period of morning busi- 
ness be extended until 5 p.m., with Sen- 
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE 


Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to advocate for a secure energy 
future for our Nation. There is no ques- 
tion that we can achieve energy secu- 
rity or energy independence for our 
country, and I believe we can do it 
within the next 5 years. 

I define energy security or energy 
independence as producing more en- 
ergy than we consume. I mean, this is 
an interrelated, high-tech global econ- 
omy. Energy will move back and forth 
between nations, but we truly become 
energy secure when we produce more 
energy than we consume. But to do 
that, to achieve energy independence 
or energy security, we must take the 
commonsense steps necessary to 
achieve it. That is why today, once 
again, I call on President Obama to ap- 
prove the Keystone XL Pipeline project 
now that Governor Heineman of Ne- 
braska has approved the new route 
through his State of Nebraska. 

The Keystone XL Pipeline is not just 
about bringing Canadian oil to U.S. re- 
fineries, it is also vital to move our 
own U.S.-produced oil through our re- 
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fineries. In fact, that is how I got in- 
volved with this project in the first 
place. 

Although it is hard to believe, Trans- 
Canada first applied for approval of 
this project 44% years ago. Let me re- 
peat that—4'% years ago. At that time, 
I was Governor of North Dakota, and I 
was working with Governor Brian 
Schwietzer, of Montana, to make sure 
that oil producers in the Bakken re- 
gions of our States, in North Dakota 
and Montana, could put light sweet 
crude oil from the Bakken into the 
Keystone XL Pipeline. We met with 
TransCanada, contacted our oil pro- 
ducers, met with TransCanada, and 
they agreed. TransCanada agreed to an 
on-ramp so that the Keystone XL Pipe- 
line would move North Dakota and 
Montana light sweet crude from the 
Bakken to refineries throughout the 
United States—to refineries in Illinois, 
Texas, Oklahoma, and Louisiana, hun- 
dreds of thousands of barrels of oil 
from our oilfields from day one. 

That is what this chart shows. Here 
you see the original Keystone Pipeline 
that was built during my tenure as 
Governor. Here we show the route of 
the Keystone XL Pipeline, and you can 
see that it comes through North Da- 
kota and Montana—our Bakken re- 
gion—so that we can put oil into the 
pipeline. It gives us access to all these 
refineries in Illinois, Oklahoma, Texas, 
and Louisiana. 

We are talking about U.S. energy, we 
are talking about U.S. jobs, and we are 
talking about commerce in our coun- 
try, getting our economy growing and 
growing. We are talking about gener- 
ating tax revenue without raising taxes 
to help with our debt and our deficit, 
and we are talking about energy secu- 
rity. Why wouldn’t anyone want that? 
Why wouldn’t everyone support this 
project? Why is it being held up? Why 
is the President holding up this 
project? Because the net effect is, with 
President Obama continuing to hold up 
this project, we are continuing to rely 
on oil from the Middle East when we 
could be relying on oil that we produce 
here at home and from our closest 
friend and ally, Canada. 

Well, some argue, it is because pro- 
ducing oil from the oil sands in Canada 
creates more greenhouse gas emissions. 
Let’s look at the facts—not rhetoric, 
not hype, not spin, let’s look at the 
facts. Oil sands crude produces about 6 
percent more carbon dioxide than the 
U.S. crude supply average—the aver- 
age. Canadian oil sands crude produces 
less carbon dioxide than the heavy 
crude we get from California or the 
heavy crude we get from the Middle 
East. Think of that. By blocking the 
Keystone XL _ Pipeline, President 
Obama will continue to require that we 
rely on heavy crude from the Middle 
East rather than crude that is pro- 
duced with less emissions from Canada. 
How can that make sense? 


787 


Furthermore, since 1990 Canada has 
reduced the greenhouse gas emissions 
associated with every barrel of oil 
sands crude by almost 30 percent, and 
the technology continues to improve. 
Canada is investing $3 billion in carbon 
capture and storage technology—$3 bil- 
lion. Highty percent of the new devel- 
opment in Canadian oil sands is in in 
situ production, meaning drilling—like 
conventional drilling—rather than the 
old method of excavation, and that 
means a smaller environmental foot- 
print. 

Still, someone might say: Well, I 
don’t care about that. I don’t care. I 
just don’t want the Canadian oil sands 
produced. 

The Canadian oil sands are going to 
be produced, just as sure as death and 
taxes. They are going to be produced. 
The only question is whether the oil 
comes to us or goes to China. 

I want to show my second chart. It is 
a simple map. The oil is going to be 
produced, but is it going to come down, 
pick up oil from our oilfields, and move 
that product to our refineries, state-of- 
the-art refineries with lower emissions, 
or is that oil, as you can see from these 
green lines, going to go to the west 
coast of Canada and there be put on 
ships and sent to refineries in China 
and be refined in their refineries, which 
have much higher emissions? 

If it goes to China, that means there 
will be more greenhouse gas emissions 
as the oil is transported via tankers 
across the ocean rather than a pipeline, 
and you also have the added risk of 
spills in the ocean, affecting the ocean 
ecosystem. Meanwhile, we will con- 
tinue to get oil from the Middle East 
with higher greenhouse gas emissions 
and the risk of tanker spills rather 
than the greater safety and the lower 
cost of pipelines, not to mention the 
fact that we continue our dependence 
on oil from the Middle East. How can 
we continue to depend on energy from 
the Middle East when we see what is 
going on, when we see what is going on 
in Syria, when we see what is going on 
in Egypt and we see what is going on in 
Iran? 

Recently, I attended the movie 
“Argo.” It is a great movie. If you 
haven’t seen ‘‘Argo,’’ I would rec- 
ommend it. I would recommend it to 
anyone. It is about the Iran hostage 
crisis in 1979. Six American diplomats 
fled to the Canadian Embassy when the 
U.S. Embassy was stormed by the Ira- 
nians. Our people, as you remember, 
were held at the Embassy in Iran for 
444 days. We all remember that terrible 
time. 

This movie is the story of how our 
government, working through the CIA, 
working with the Canadian Govern- 
ment, helped the six Americans out 
who were able to get to the Canadian 
Embassy. Our governments worked to- 
gether and helped those hostages—in 
this case, the six who weren’t taken 
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hostage but the six who were at the Ca- 
nadian Embassy—took them out of 
Iran. It really is a great story. It is a 
story of how the United States and 
Canada worked together when a Middle 
Eastern country that defines the 
United States as the “‘Great Satan” 
was holding our people hostage. 

Here we are today continuing to rely 
on oil from the Middle East. We cannot 
continue to rely on the volatile coun- 
tries of the Middle East for our energy. 
The American people couldn’t be more 
clear. We have to stop our addiction to 
Middle Eastern oil. At the same time, 
we can’t continue to send them billions 
of our dollars as we buy the oil, billions 
of dollars that are used against us. We 
can and we must rely on ourselves. We 
must rely on those we can count on, 
such as our closest friend and ally, 
Canada. 

If we don’t learn from history, we are 
doomed to repeat the failures of the 
past. The time has come to act. 

President Obama, the time has come 
to give us a decision on the Keystone 
XL Pipeline. The time has come to ap- 
prove it. On a bipartisan basis, we have 
worked to address all of the concerns 
you have raised regarding the project, 
including the new route through Ne- 
braska. 

On a bipartisan basis, we have asked 
to meet with President Obama, Repub- 
licans and Democrats together. The re- 
sponse has been silence and delay. The 
fact is that we can build a bright en- 
ergy future for this country, but we 
need the President to join with us to do 
that. We can create energy, jobs, tax 
revenues that will reduce our debt and 
deficit without raising tax rates, and 
energy independence for our Nation. 

Again, I ask President Obama to 
work with us, to work with us on a bi- 
partisan basis, and the winners will be 
the American people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BROWN). The Senator from Kansas is 
recognized. 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO STAFFORD, KANSAS 


Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, in my 
home State of Kansas, there are hun- 
dreds of small communities that line 
the highways and county roads that 
stretch across the prairie part of the 
country. In many of these towns, the 
populations are shrinking, but they are 
still called home by thousands of Kan- 
sans. 

I grew up in one of those small com- 
munities out in western Kansas, a 
place where folks know their neighbors 
and they try to take care of them. 
Much of what I know about people, 
about human nature, is what I learned 
by growing up in a small town where 
we all knew each other. I worked at the 
local hardware store, swimming pool, 
the drugstore, and I had a paper route 
and got to meet almost everybody in 
my hometown. 
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In these small communities across 
America, the people work hard, they 
come together to find commonsense so- 
lutions, and they solve problems. They 
try to make a difference in the lives of 
their families and the community. 
They also strive to provide a better fu- 
ture for their kids so that every child 
has the opportunity to grow up, pursue 
the American dream, and reach their 
goals. 

For rural communities to survive and 
prosper, citizens have to work together 
to create their own opportunities for 
success. What happens here in Wash- 
ington, DC, has a huge consequence on 
the future of rural communities in my 
State. The reality is that those com- 
munities that are going to have a 
bright future are those that decide on 
their own to work together within that 
community to make certain that is the 
case. 

An example of a community that ral- 
lied together in this way to make good 
things happen and to make the commu- 
nity better for the future is the com- 
munity of Stafford, population 1,042. I 
would like to recognize the efforts by 
this community, the Stafford resi- 
dents, with the Building Better Com- 
munities Award. They made the effort 
to preserve their town for another gen- 
eration. 

Rural communities across our State 
have been hit hard by the economic 
downturn over the last few years. Many 
towns have encountered the closing of 
businesses, Main Street looks a lot less 
appealing, there is a shortage of health 
care services, and a younger generation 
is leaving home in search for employ- 
ment. In light of these challenges, the 
community leaders of Stafford are tak- 
ing steps to cure that town’s future. 

We have a chain of retail stores 
across our State called Duckwalls. Two 
years ago they announced that they 
were closing 20 of their stores across 
Kansas, and the residents of Stafford 
were left to drive more than 20 miles to 
do their routine shopping. What hap- 
pens in a community like Stafford? 
The community leaders gathered and 
they raised the funds to open and oper- 
ate a new store, a general store on 
Main Street called Stafford Mercantile. 

One of the things that makes this 
shop unique is it is owned by the com- 
munity and it features a lot of Staf- 
ford’s history, including a 1928 soda 
fountain and the marble-topped 
counter. In fact, one local resident, 
Judy Mayes, brought her mother to 
that store to have ice cream from the 
same fountain used at their wedding 
reception in 1934. The new shop brings 
back fond memories of the past but 
also now brings a future for younger 
folks in Stafford to enjoy a store, a 
mercantile, and a soda fountain. The 
mercantile has made it possible, once 
again, for residents to see what can 
happen when they work together and 
now they can shop at home. 
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Another challenge Stafford faced was 
the likelihood its local hospital would 
have to close its doors, after more than 
50 years of serving that community, 
due to the pressures of declining popu- 
lation, Medicare reimbursement rates, 
and the difficult financial cir- 
cumstances most hospitals across Kan- 
sas now face. Access to health care 
services and hospitals is vital to the 
survival of a community. If you can’t 
access health care in communities 
across my State, it is one more cir- 
cumstance that creates the likelihood 
senior citizens will reluctantly move 
away to someplace where there is a 
doctor and a hospital, and young fami- 
lies will not take the risk of raising 
their families without access to that 
health care. But with more than $% 
million in debt, it seemed like, other 
than closing the hospital, there was no 
option for Stafford. But rather than 
throwing in the towel and giving up, 
the hospital got new leadership, they 
sought help from the folks in the coun- 
ty, and they worked hard to make ends 
meet so the hospital doors could re- 
main open and continue that long tra- 
dition of serving the residents of Staf- 
ford County. 

Many rural communities often strug- 
gle to add younger generations of resi- 
dents to their workforce, given the 
lack of job opportunities. The super- 
intendent of the local school district, 
Mary Jo Taylor, recognized this chal- 
lenge in her community, and she de- 
cided to do something about it. With 
the support of the leadership of the 
community, the citizens, the business 
community of the town, and the sup- 
port of local teacher Natalie Clark, the 
Stafford Entrepreneurship and Eco- 
nomic Development Center was created 
at Stafford High School in 2003. 

The goal of this center is to equip 
high school sophomores, juniors, and 
seniors with the training needed to be- 
come successful entrepreneurs. Who 
better to start a business in their 
hometown than a young person who 
grew up there and who is now educated 
and trained and has a desire for entre- 
preneurship? More likely that person 
than probably anyone else. By learning 
what it takes to develop and manage a 
small business, young people gain 
those valuable skills that open doors 
for a wide range of future employment 
opportunities and, most important, the 
opportunity to create a business at 
home. 

As part of that learning experience, 
local store owners hire those students 
and give them hands-on experience in 
managing their own business. Those 
skills are important as those students 
leave high school and will help enable 
them to create those jobs the commu- 
nity of Stafford so desperately needs. 

These are only a few examples of how 
the community of Stafford worked to- 
gether to revitalize their community 
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and pave the way for its future. Caro- 
lyn Dunn, the Stafford County Eco- 
nomic Development Director, summed 
it up this way when she said: ‘‘Stafford 
is proving that when communities look 
within themselves for growth, they do 
have the capability to forge a stronger, 
more positive future.” 

The community of Stafford is a suc- 
cess story. It is a role model. It dem- 
onstrates how teamwork and creative 
thinking and how caring about the fu- 
ture of your community can make a 
positive difference for that community 
and for all of rural America. I am 
proud to recognize the efforts of Staf- 
ford with what we have called the 
Building Better Communities Award. 
Today, in the Senate, I offer my con- 
gratulations and gratitude for the kind 
of leadership and effort among all resi- 
dents of the community to see that 
Stafford is a good place to live today 
and, perhaps even more important, a 
great place to live tomorrow. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to use oversized 
charts on the floor today because, basi- 
cally, the information I have will not 
fit on a standard size chart and still be 
readable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
OUT OF CONTROL SPENDING 


Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, in a 
very short period of time, we are going 
to be considering an increase in the 
debt limit. It is for a specific period of 
time, but it is, at a minimum, going to 
be $500 billion. What is in front of our 
country, especially as we see negative 
growth in the third quarter, as re- 
ported today, and the continued print- 
ing of money by the Federal Reserve, is 
that there is no accountability to rein 
in either the size, the scope or the 
spending habits of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Over the next 2 weeks, I am going to 
be very succinctly outlining $1.35 tril- 
lion worth of spending reductions that 
I would imagine the vast majority of 
Americans would agree with me on. I 
am going to build the case almost 
every day as I come out here as to why 
we can’t keep doing what we are doing, 
and I will demonstrate the stupidity in 
how the Federal Government is run- 
ning today. 

I know I will have no chance to de- 
feat an increase in the debt limit that 
is coming forward. I don’t expect to ac- 
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complish that. The votes are here to 
raise the debt limit and not do any- 
thing about our spending. But most 
Americans realize the Federal Govern- 
ment is twice the size it was 1114 years 
ago—twice the size. In just the last 4 
years, the average family income has 
declined over 7% percent. So while 
family income is declining, our deficits 
are rising. Our debt is now at almost 
$16.5 trillion and we are projected to 
spend $1.3 trillion more than we take in 
this year and we have claims by the 
President and others that we have al- 
ready cut something from the Federal 
Government. The fact is, that is only 
true using Washington accounting. 

As somebody with a degree in ac- 
counting and understanding generally 
accepted accounting principles, what I 
want America to know is the Federal 
Government is bigger right now than it 
was last year at this time. We have not 
spent $1 less than we were spending 
last year at this time. As a matter of 
fact, we have spent about $18 billion 
more. Is that an improvement? Yes. 
But the claims we have cut $2.7 trillion 
from the budget are absolutely bogus. 
There is no truth in it. There is no re- 
ality in it. All anyone has to do is look 
at the amount of money we are bor- 
rowing to recognize that. 

I want to lay out in sequential fash- 
ion five areas where we can, in fact, 
make significant changes in the Fed- 
eral budget and start truly addressing 
our problems. These changes will have 
an impact of over $1.3 trillion over the 
next 10 years. That doesn’t solve our 
problem immediately, but if in fact we 
do this, what we will have done is to 
start down a long road of making the 
hard decisions. The decisions I will out- 
line are not hard. They are the easy 
ones. But we will be starting down a 
road to get our country back and to se- 
cure the future of the young people sit- 
ting right down here and their children 
and the expectation that opportunity 
could be alive and well in America. 

There is coming to this country a 
debt bomb. There will come a time 
when the world will not loan us addi- 
tional dollars. When that happens, the 
consequence of that will be rising in- 
terest rates. The Fed will no longer be 
able to control interest rates, and the 
interest rate will end up being what- 
ever it takes, whatever the people of 
the world need in terms of what they 
require to loan us money. If we go back 
to historical interest rates, the average 
over the last 50 years on what we have 
borrowed—the cost per year for the 
debt we have today, not after the addi- 
tional $500 billion, at a minimum, we 
will increase with this new debt limit— 
will be an additional $640 billion per 
year added to the must-pays coming 
from Congress. Once that starts, if we 
have made none of the adjustments, 
none of the changes, none of the 
choices of eliminating some of our 
wasteful and profligate spending, the 
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next year it adds another $150 billion 
on top of that. So then we would be at 
$700-some billion, and pretty soon we 
will be in a spiral where the debt bomb 
explodes. That is the last place we 
want to go. The reason it is the last 
place we want to go is because the very 
wealthy aren’t going to be harmed by 
that. The middle class will be de- 
stroyed, and with all the programs we 
have to support the lower class, we will 
not even be able to fund those. 

It is imperative we no longer just 
have words. It is time for us to act. I 
know the administration doesn’t agree 
with that. I know a lot of my col- 
leagues on the other side do agree with 
it but will not offer up the courage 
that is going to be required to make 
the tough choices in this country. 

We just increased tax rates in this 
country $600 billion over the next 10 
years. 

I voted for that bill. But the problem 
isn’t revenues; the problem is the size 
and scope of the Federal Government. 

I want to spend a little bit of time 
showing you what the GAO—not TOM 
COBURN, not my oversight, not my re- 
search, but what the GAO has said 
about where we are in terms of stu- 
pidity and duplication. I asked permis- 
sion for these oversized charts because 
the detail behind them cannot be seen 
unless you have it on a chart this size. 
I will go through these rather quickly 
so the American people can get a little 
bit of a flavor of the programs we have. 

We have 15 different programs run by 
13 different agencies in the Federal 
Government that cost $30 million to 
teach financial literacy to the Amer- 
ican people. No. 1, I don’t think that 
falls within the enumerated powers. 
But let’s assume it does. Why in the 
world would we have 15 sets of adminis- 
trators, 15 sets of overhead, to spend 
$30 million? It makes no sense whatso- 
ever. Let’s assume that is a role for the 
Federal Government. I disagree that it 
is. But why not one program? If you 
take away the overhead, you could 
spend exactly the same amount of 
money teaching financial literacy and 
you wouldn’t waste it on overhead. The 
savings just from this one simple pro- 
gram are $15 million to $20 million a 
year. The way you get to 1 billion is 1 
million at a time, and the way you get 
to 1 trillion is 1 billion at a time. 

Let’s take the next program, green 
buildings. We have 94 separate pro- 
grams run by 11 different agencies 
spending $1 billion on green buildings. 
There is nothing wrong with 
incentivizing green buildings, but any- 
body with any common sense has to 
ask the question, Why does the Federal 
Government need 94 separate programs 
to incentivize green buildings? And 
why do we need to run it through 11 
different agencies instead of 1? And 
why do we need to have 11 sets of over- 
head, administration, and costs associ- 
ated with it? It makes no sense at all. 
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The next one, housing assistance. We 
have 160 programs. Nobody in the ad- 
ministration—nobody in the country— 
knows all the programs. I am probably 
the only one in Congress who does, be- 
cause nobody else has looked at it. 
Twenty different agencies spending 
$170 billion. If we are really interested 
in housing assistance, why would we 
have 20 sets of overhead and 20 sets of 
administration? And what would it 
cost to accomplish the same thing? 

All these numbers come from the 
Government Accountability Office, by 
the way. They don’t come from me. 

The other part of the report is that 
nobody knows if these programs are 
working. We have no data to say that 
with the 160 programs we are actually 
making a difference on housing assist- 
ance through this expenditure of 
money. So we are not even asking the 
most basic questions a prudent person 
would ask—in fact, if it is our role in 
housing assistance—do we know what 
we are doing is working? And the GAO 
says you can’t tell. There are no 
metrics on it. No wonder we have 160 
programs. Because the first time some- 
body sees there is another need out 
there, rather than reform and over- 
sight the programs we have, we create 
another one without ever looking at 
our housing programs. 

Department of Justice grants. The 
Department of Justice is the only 
agency in the Federal Government 
where if they don’t spend all their 
money every year, they get to keep it. 
Most people don’t know that. They 
have 253 different grant programs, and 
outside of the Department of Justice 
are 9 other agencies involved in that. 
Most of these grant programs have no 
metrics, no measurement on them 
whatsoever to say whether they are ac- 
tually accomplishing the purpose Con- 
gress created them for in the first 
place. 

So if, in fact, a prudent person would 
say, We have these grant programs, 
what are they doing, what are they 
supposed to do, and how are they meas- 
uring up, we don’t know, because we 
don’t require the Federal Government 
to measure the effectiveness of its pro- 
grams. 

If, in fact, it is a legitimate role for 
the Department of Justice and these 10 
other agencies to grant taxpayer dol- 
lars to all sorts of State-based criminal 
defense—prison, police force, investiga- 
tive—if, in fact, that is a Federal role— 
which, again, I would go back to the 
Constitution and the enumerated pow- 
ers and ask the question, and I think 
about half of these would fail. But if it 
is, why would we have this many dif- 
ferent grant programs? Why would we 
have this much overhead? Why would 
we have absolutely zero measurement 
on whether they are actually accom- 
plishing their goal? 

Where we have been so far, just so we 
know, we have $176 billion worth of 
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spending that is wastefully spent. It is 
duplicative, one overlaps the other, and 
we have no knowledge whatsoever 
about what we are doing. We know 
from our heart we are trying to accom- 
plish good, but we have no capability 
to measure what we are doing. And 
that is just the first four. 

Look at diesel emissions. We all want 
clean air. Why would we have 14 sepa- 
rate programs on diesel emissions run 
through 3 different agencies? Why not 
have three—one for agriculture, one for 
routine surface transportation, and one 
for stationary? That is all there is out 
there. There is transportation, there is 
agriculture, and there is stationary, 
and yet we have five times as many 
grant programs as we have utilization. 

I hope America can see how incom- 
petent we are as we allow all these 
things to continue. 

We are going to raise the borrowing 
against your children. In less than a 
week we are going to raise the bor- 
rowing against your children, and we 
are not going to do anything to fix 
these problems. Nothing. 

Early learning and childcare. We 
have 50 different programs, 9 different 
agencies on which we spend $16 billion. 

Employment assistance for disabled 
individuals. This is job training for dis- 
abled people. Fifty different programs 
run through nine different agencies, 
and we are going to spend $16 billion. I 
think that is an appropriate thing for 
us to be involved in, but why in the 
world would we have 50 different train- 
ing programs for the disabled? Nobody 
can answer that. There won’t be a per- 
son come to the floor and answer the 
question of why we have 50. 

What we continue to do is treat the 
symptoms of our disease and not the 
real disease. We are going to argue we 
should have training programs for the 
disabled, but we are going to deny the 
fact that the training programs for the 
disabled that we have oftentimes are 
marginally working. And if we stream- 
line them and focus them, we would get 
a whole lot more value for our money, 
and we would also save money just in 
the overhead associated with it. 

Surface transportation programs, 55, 
and 5 different agencies. We have a 
transportation bill every year. It is $43 
billion. And yet we take that money— 
which, by the way, isn’t being ade- 
quately funded. We are stealing from 
other things to keep the transportation 
funding alive, and we run it through all 
this bureaucracy rather than say, We 
took the money from the States, it is 
for highways and mass transit, and 
give it back to them and let them 
prioritize it themselves. Instead, we 
consume a good portion of it here. We 
put all sorts of mandates on what they 
can and can’t do with their own money 
that we collect from them and send it 
back to them, and then we run it 
through five different Federal agencies. 
So they are jumping through five agen- 
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cies’ hoops just to be able to spend 
their own money—their own tax 
money. 

Support of entrepreneurs. I can guar- 
antee you this one doesn’t fit in the 
enumerated powers of the Constitu- 
tion. 

So we have 53 times that we have 
said, We don’t care what the Constitu- 
tion says, we are going to go out and 
support our entrepreneurs. It is not a 
role for the Federal Government. We 
are terrible at it. We don’t know what 
we are doing at it. And yet we have 53 
programs run through 4 agencies, $2.6 
billion a year, and the vast majority of 
it is waste and ineffectively spent. 

STEM education programs. This is 
science, technology, engineering, and 
math. It is an area we need to work on. 
It is an area we need to incentivize. 
But 209 different programs, 100 or more 
of which are in the Defense Depart- 
ment? Two hundred nine programs to 
incentivize science, technology, engi- 
neering, and math? How about a couple 
of them that really work, that really 
create the incentives people will really 
go after that you can really manage 
and measure whether they are effec- 
tive—$3.1 billion a year. 

This is just the first of what the GAO 
has so far outlined, at the request of 
my office, which became a law which 
forced GAO to have to do it. 

Just a little history on this. Three 
years ago I asked the Government Ac- 
countability Office and Congressional 
Research Services, Tell me every pro- 
gram in the Federal Government. And 
both of them said, Impossible; we can’t 
do it. The Congressional Research 
Service said: We can’t do it. We do not 
have the capability to do it. 

So I put into statute a law man- 
dating that the Government Account- 
ability Office over a period of 3 years 
will identify and seek out every Fed- 
eral program, and notify Congress 
where they overlap. So that is how we 
have gotten this information thus far. 
In April of this year, we will get the 
last third. There is no doubt in my 
mind at all that we are wasting at 
least $200 billion a year through dupli- 
cation coming from the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

Think about that for a minute. If I 
am right—and I dare anybody to come 
down here and challenge me on it—that 
is $2 trillion over the next 10 years. 
That is 18 percent of our deficit this 
year. 

The question you have to ask is, 
Where is Congress? Why aren’t they 
doing something about this? We passed 
one bill out of the Senate in the last 3 
years associated with this—it got 
thrown out in conference—that saved 
$5 billion. We could easily save $20 bil- 
lion to $30 billion with minimal work. 

I know it is much greater than that. 
There will be controversy as you go up. 
But the fact that we have done nothing 
addressing these issues tells you that 
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there is a problem in Congress in terms 
of facing reality. 

It also tells you there is a problem in 
Congress in that the political is much 
more important than the country; that 
we dare not offend anybody who is a 
partaker of any of these programs, es- 
pecially the people who are employed 
in the administration in the implemen- 
tation of these programs—even though 
some programs have 250 or 209 duplica- 
tions. 

We have met the enemy, and the 
enemy is the U.S. Senate and the U.S. 
Congress. 

Let me go to the next list. 

Unmanned aircraft programs. There 
is no question in terms of our 
warfighting and our intelligence serv- 
ices that our unmanned capability has 
been a tremendous asset to us. But 
somebody needs to ask the question, 
Why do we have 15 different sets of pro- 
grams run from 5 different agencies 
costing us $37 billion over 5 years? 
Where is the explanation for that? 
Where is the idea that we might con- 
centrate expertise in one or two areas 
or three areas or four? But to have 15 
separate programs means we are wast- 
ing money and getting less out of the 
research and less out of the dollars we 
invested than if we were to streamline 
those programs and limit them to tar- 
geted objectives. But we refuse to do 
that. 

Domestic food assistance, 18 different 
programs, 3 agencies; homeless pro- 
grams, 21 different programs, 7 agen- 
cies, $2.9 billion; transportation serv- 
ices for transportation-disadvantaged 
persons—that is something we ought to 
be involved in. I don’t have any prob- 
lem with that. But 80 programs, each 
with their own overhead, each with 
their own set of rules that commu- 
nities have to comply with? Why would 
we not want to say: How do we make 
this 20 programs, make it more effec- 
tive, eliminate the overhead and save 
the difference? We don’t have to cut 
money. What we have to do is save 
money, and we could have exactly the 
same result through efficiency and 
smart planning by eliminating duplica- 
tion. 

In my hometown there are 78 dif- 
ferent programs for transportation for 
these people that they can access, lap- 
ping over each other. It is not that we 
should not be doing it, but what about 
the saving? Are we in a crunch or not? 
Are we going to continue to stick our 
heads in the sand and say we don’t 
have a difficult time in front of us in 
terms of our financing the basic needs 
for our Federal Government? 

We are less than 8 years away, where 
Medicare, Medicaid, Social Security, 
and interest on the debt will consume 
every penny of tax revenue this coun- 
try has. That is less than 8 years away, 
if we make it that long, before we have 
hyperinflation. Why would we in Con- 
gress not start addressing these very 
real needs? 
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Job training and employment—47 dif- 
ferent programs, $18 billion a year, 9 
different agencies. In the House sub- 
committee, Chairwoman VIRGINIA 
Foxx, last year, I think, took about 35 
of these programs and converted them 
into 6. She did not look at all of them 
because she did not have the authority 
or jurisdiction in her committee. It is 
the only thing that has been done in 
the last 3 years that addresses any- 
thing the GAO has said. Yet we will not 
even take it up. Saving billions of dol- 
lars a year and improving the job 
training programs, yet we will not take 
it up. It is not a priority for the HELP 
Committee. 

Teacher quality—82 different pro- 
grams. We have 82 programs to improve 
the quality of teachers. Remember, we 
have a Department of Education, but 
nine other agencies have teacher im- 
provement programs. Why would we 
have agencies outside the Department 
of Education running teacher improve- 
ment programs? Is it because some 
Congressman or Senator wanted a pro- 
gram named after them? Maybe they 
saw a need and did not want to put it 
in with the other ones so we expanded 
it. So we expanded overhead and we ex- 
panded the costs and we decreased the 
efficiency. 

I would also make note that Thomas 
Jefferson, in his inaugural address, ad- 
dressed the American people when it 
came to the Federal Government and 
education. Here is what he said: In 
order for the Federal Government to be 
involved in education, you must make 
an amendment to the United States 
Constitution. 

I don’t know a greater authority, 
other than maybe Madison and Mon- 
roe, on the Constitution. But here is 
one of the authors. In his own inau- 
gural address as President of the 
United States, he said we have no busi- 
ness being in education. Just so I 
might enlighten my colleagues and the 
American people, since the Department 
of Education was founded, we have 
spent in excess of $2 trillion of Federal 
taxpayer money, and there is not one 
parameter that we can measure that is 
better than when we started. Not one— 
we cannot find one parameter that is 
better than when we started. 

So there was wisdom in our Found- 
ers. We have great hearts, but we are 
not very good at some things, and this 
is one of them that we are not very 
good at. Yet here we have 82 different 
programs from 10 different agencies. 

Food safety—a legitimate role for the 
Federal Government. We have done 
some work improving food safety in 
the last few years, but we have mul- 
tiple agencies. Do you realize if you 
buy a cheese pizza that the FDA 
doesn’t have any control over that, but 
if you buy a meat pizza the FDA con- 
trols the food quality? But the cheese 
pizza, that is not FDA. So the Agri- 
culture Department takes care of one 
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pizza and the FDA takes care of an- 
other one. Does that make any sense to 
anybody in America? Yet we do not 
have one agency totally responsible for 
food safety in this country. Instead, we 
have 15 different agencies with 30 dif- 
ferent programs, and the cost of food 
goes up—not because we are markedly 
improving food safety, but we are 
markedly increasing the regulations 
and requirements from 15 different 
agencies. There are all sorts of hidden 
costs in this as well. 

Military and veterans health service. 
I want you to think about this for a 
minute. We have a Pentagon and we 
have a Veterans’ Administration, two 
agencies. But we have four different 
agencies involved in veterans and mili- 
tary health care. Why is that? Can any- 
body explain that? What is the purpose 
of that? Why do we have three different 
sets of rules and regulations within the 
Pentagon for health care: one for the 
Army, one for the Navy, and one for 
the Air Force? All of them are dif- 
ferent. They are still taking care of the 
same diseases among the same group of 
people, but we are a bureaucracy. 
Rather than one organization running 
that we have three giant organizations 
running that. How stupid is that? Is 
that pride of keeping everything within 
the Air Force or in the Navy or in the 
Army? 

When we are facing a $1.3 trillion def- 
icit this year—that is what it is going 
to be at a minimum—why would we not 
streamline that? Why wouldn’t we ask 
the hard questions? Why wouldn’t we 
do the things aligned with common 
sense and prudence instead of a polit- 
ical spoils system? 

Economic development—4 different 
agencies, 80 separate programs, tons of 
waste, tons of duplication, tons of over- 
lap, tons of fraud. When we have 80 pro- 
grams, or 85 programs, and the bu- 
reaucracies cannot manage them, the 
gamers come in. The Federal Govern- 
ment this year will create over $800 bil- 
lion worth of grants. I want us to think 
about that for a minute. Somewhere 
between one-fourth and one-fifth of our 
budget will go out of here in terms of 
grants. There is only one agency that 
oversees their grants effectively and 
smartly. The rest of the grants are to- 
tally not overseen—effectively. We 
work at it a little bit. 

If we think about it, one-fifth of the 
Federal budget is run out of Wash- 
ington in terms of grants that have re- 
quirements on them, that have time 
lines on them, that have specifics on 
them, and nobody is watching them. 

Do you know what happens when you 
go to look at those? What you find is 
fraud, mismanagement, some accom- 
plishing exactly what they were sup- 
posed to but not in the time, some 
underbudget, but the money never gets 
sent back to the Federal Government; 
some grant money that is sent out and 
a penny is never spent, and it is lost 
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out there so it is never recaptured. 
There are hundreds of billions of dol- 
lars of grant money sitting out there 
that have never been used and never 
been pulled back to the Federal Gov- 
ernment. Why is that? That means 
hundreds of billions of dollars that we 
are going to borrow because we have 
moneys that we do not manage effec- 
tively. 

Let me just do the third one, and I 
will wind up in a little bit, and I will 
come back tomorrow and talk about 
the details of these. Here is the third 
sheet. I suspect when we get the report, 
April 1, from the GAO, I will have an- 
other two sheets. 

When we start adding up this money, 
we get real money. We get hundreds of 
billions of dollars that we are wasting. 
But nobody is working on it. 

Reducing reliance on petroleum fuel 
for the Federal fleet. We have 20 agen- 
cies working on that, but we only have 
5 programs. So we have 20 sets of bu- 
reaucrats and administrations and ev- 
erything else for 5 programs, and we 
are spending—it is not a lot of money 
in terms of Washington money, but 
fuel efficiency for the Federal fleet? We 
put in new CAFE standards. We could 
replace this $50 million and say, you 
would not buy an automobile that 
doesn’t have X mileage; you will limit 
trips. We can do lots of management 
things to eliminate the need for a pro- 
gram like this just through sound man- 
agement and proper management. 

Electronic health records system for 
veterans and the military. The VA has 
a pretty good program. We have two 
different agencies, the VA and the 
military, the Pentagon. We have 10 sep- 
arate programs. We are spending all 
this money at the Pentagon right now 
on electronic medical records when we 
have a system already at the VA that 
they could have adopted. Are we just 
doing one? No. We are doing different 
ones for each branch of the service. 

It makes you want to throw your 
hands up and get sick to your stomach 
when you think about what we are 
doing today that we should stop doing 
so we protect the future of this coun- 
try. 

Here is an area that I have looked at 
closely, preparedness grants. Remem- 
ber when FEMA was started 10, 11 
years ago—maybe 15 years ago—pre- 
paredness grants, we built all this up 
so we could prepare for catastrophes— 
right? We have been doing this a num- 
ber of years, well over a decade, maybe 
almost two. Why do we continue to 
need more preparedness grants? 

I have not done this yet, but we plan 
on going back to look at all the money 
that has gone out for preparedness. But 
we just passed a Sandy bill, and 64 per- 
cent of the money is going to be spent 
on preparedness and mitigation for the 
future on 50-year events. Yet we are 
continuing to spend money every year 
on preparedness. Is there ever a time at 
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which we get prepared, that we can 
stop spending money? That is a ques- 
tion the average American would prob- 
ably ask: Is there a point in time when 
we have prepared enough? Or can we 
spend enough money to totally prepare 
against anything? And, of course, the 
answer is no. So how much is enough? 
How much is prudent, given our budget 
situation today. 

Anyhow, I think you can see, just 
from this limited list of words—and 
this is just one section of what I am 
going to be talking about. Duplication. 
I am going to be talking about health 
care. I am going to be talking about 
the Defense Department. Republicans 
have a blind eye to the waste in the De- 
fense Department and the mismanage- 
ment and the duplication and the 
swinging revolving door from retired 
military officers to the very companies 
that end up getting the contracts that 
pay their salaries to get another con- 
tract to keep going on things that nec- 
essarily are not priorities. 

Let me just take an example for a 
moment, if I can. This is the best one. 
Here is green buildings. Here are all 
the programs on green buildings. Does 
any of that make sense? That is why 
we had to have a chart this big. What 
we are doing is absolutely asinine as 
far as duplication and what we are 
doing through multiple different de- 
partments in terms of incentivizing 
green buildings. 

Just think if we had 5 or 10 people in 
the administration of each one of these 
programs and what we could save if we 
ended up just having 5 or 6 programs. 
Just think what the benefit would be 
that would inure through the years in 
terms of the compounded savings for 
our kids and young people in this coun- 
try. 

This chart depicts green buildings. 
The Institute of Standards and Tech- 
nology has three or four or five or six 
programs. The Department of Health 
and Human Services has a multitude of 
programs. The Department of Agri- 
culture has a multitude of programs. 
The Department of Transportation has 
multiple programs for green buildings. 
Why don’t we have a green building de- 
partment in the Federal Government? 
If we have that, we can just have one 
and save the overhead and the money. 
We can see all the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency’s programs on the 
chart. This is lunacy. It is craziness. 

I am going to stop at that, but I have 
this comment for my fellow Oklaho- 
mans and fellow Americans: The next 
time you hear from a Member of the 
congress that we cannot cut spending, 
come and play this C-SPAN tape back 
for them. Hither they don’t want to or 
they know nothing about management 
or efficiency or common sense. There is 
no longer an excuse to say we cannot 
get marked savings from our Federal 
Government. 

As I go through this over the next 
couple weeks, I am going to show ex- 
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ample after example. It is painful to 
say the greatest Nation in the world is 
absolutely incompetent when it comes 
to managing its bureaucracy, its pro- 
grams, and its money, but that is a 
true statement. I am going to show evi- 
dence over the next 2 weeks of just how 
incompetent we are. 

I hope to build a case so no Member 
of Congress can ever tell a constituent 
again that we cannot cut significant 
spending by at least $2 trillion just 
from duplication over the next 10 
years. 

The work of the government is hard. 
The work of the Congress is built on 
compromise, but there is no longer 
going to be a bogus set of facts out 
there that says we cannot cut spend- 
ing. I am going to prove we can cut 
spending and the onus is going to be on 
the rest of the Members of the body to 
say why we cannot. 

With that, I yield the floor and note 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL). The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


BUDGET AUSTERITY 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
am here because I was on the floor the 
other day and I heard—while I was 
waiting my turn to speak—Senator 
HATCH give a speech. I have the very 
highest regard for my friend, the Sen- 
ator from Utah, and his speech was 
very thoughtful. It was passionate. It 
was thorough. I thought it deserved a 
respectful response and so I am here to 
respond to that and I hope to begin a 
debate or engage in a debate, if not 
begin it. 

Senator HATCH was talking about the 
fiscal situation, and he framed his re- 
marks with the observation that our 
$16.4 trillion debt is too high and the 
observation that ‘‘annual trillion-dol- 
lar deficits have become the norm with 
the current administration.” 

Senator HATCH is certainly right that 
debt is too high and annual trillion- 
dollar deficits have indeed briefly be- 
come the norm. But I would suggest 
that is not the norm recently because 
of this administration; it is the norm 
because the economy collapsed. 

We all remember the economy col- 
lapsed. To withdraw Federal spending 
from a collapsing economy is only to 
make things worse. The economic col- 
lapse created these deficits and, as the 
economy recovers, we can draw them 
down. 

There is not agreement on that. 
Some have preached austerity as the 
way forward when the economy col- 
lapses. When this began, there was live- 
ly debate between those who thought 
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that stimulating the economy and sup- 
porting the economy would be more 
sensible than applying austerity. We 
are past theory and now we are into ex- 
perience. The experience of foreign 
countries belies that austerity works 
when economies are collapsing. From 
Spain to Greece, European countries 
that responded to the economic down- 
turn by slashing their budgets are suf- 
fering from shrinking economies and 
persistent double-digit unemployment 
rates. 

A recent IMF, International Mone- 
tary Fund, report estimates that budg- 
et austerity in a weak economy might 
actually inflict significant harm and 
have a much lower than expected effect 
on the deficit, consistent with the ob- 
servations in Europe. 

The reason this is this way—I will 
get into jargon just for a minute— 
economists measure the effects of 
changes in government spending on 
GDP with a metric called the fiscal 
multiplier. A multiplier of 0.5, for ex- 
ample, means that a $1 decrease in gov- 
ernment spending would reduce GDP 
by 50 cents. 

The higher the fiscal multiplier, the 
worse the impact a cut in spending has 
on the overall economy and, therefore, 
the lower its actual ultimate effect on 
deficit reduction. 

The new IMF report suggests that in 
the United States—as in other coun- 
tries that are recovering from the 
great recession—the fiscal multiplier is 
actually greater than 1, meaning that a 
$1 reduction in government spending 
shrinks the overall economy by more 
than $1, doing net harm. 

Oxford Economics puts the fiscal 
multiplier of the United States at 1.4, 
which means that for every $1 we cut, 
we would lose $1.40 in gross domestic 
product. Goldman Sachs, which is not 
exactly a leftwing outfit, has put the 
multiplier for the United States close 
to 1.5—cut $1; lose $1.50 in gross domes- 
tic product. Economists at the Univer- 
sity of California found that during re- 
cessions—and it is important, during 
recessions—the fiscal multiplier in de- 
veloped countries generally falls be- 
tween 1.5 and 2. 

That complicated economic gobble- 
dygook boils down to this: $1 in re- 
duced government spending will reduce 
gross domestic product by more than 
$1—by $1.40 or $1.70 or whatever the 
multiplier is—and damage the econ- 
omy without accomplishing the in- 
tended deficit reduction. 

Other countries attempted budget 
austerity during the economic down- 
turn. Spain, Greece, and Portugal, par- 
ticularly, have persistent double-digit 
unemployment—over 26 percent in 
Spain and Greece—and they have ane- 
mic or negative economic growth rates. 
Contrast that with the United States, 
where a more balanced approach to the 
economic crisis yielded an unemploy- 
ment rate that is still far too high but 
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markedly lower than the austerity 
countries and economic growth of 2.1 
percent, where all the other countries 
are experiencing negative economic 
growth—Spain, Greece, and Portugal. 

So let’s not fault the President and 
the administration for deficits that 
were caused by, A, an economic col- 
lapse and, B, the wise decision to avoid 
the austerity path that has thrown 
Spain and Greece into nearly 27 per- 
cent unemployment rates and all three 
countries into negative GDP growth. 

We will need to address the debt 
more and more as economic conditions 
improve, and Senator HATCH was cor- 
rect to point to health care expense as 
our biggest national fiscal concern. It 
would, however, I believe, be a misdiag- 
nosis to focus on Medicare and Med- 
icaid as the source of the health care 
spending problem. Indeed, Medicare 
may be the single most efficient health 
care provider in our entire health care 
system. Medicare is a place where the 
health care cost problem hits the Fed- 
eral budget because the Federal budget 
pays for Medicare, but Medicare is not 
the underlying source of the problem. I 
hope this was what Senator HATCH 
meant when he said ‘‘the problems 
with the program are systemic,” and 
when he said the solution is ‘‘struc- 
tural reforms.”’ 

I know that one of the leading health 
care providers in the country, one of 
the best at seeing the health care cost 
problem as systemic and one of the 
best at addressing it with structural 
reforms, is the health care system in 
Senator HATCH’s home State of Utah, 
Intermountain Healthcare. The Sen- 
ator has a living example at home that 
health care spending can be addressed 
through structural reforms, through 
delivery system reforms. 

One example is that just a few weeks 
ago, Intermountain clinicians in Utah 
were recognized for their work in 
greatly reducing the number of pa- 
tients who die from sepsis, which is the 
leading cause of death in U.S. hos- 
pitals. So it is no small matter. 
Through a new protocol to better de- 
tect and treat sepsis, these doctors and 
nurses brought the death rate for sep- 
tic patients entering through the emer- 
gency room down from over 20 percent, 
5 years ago, to under 9 percent. These 
advances have saved hundreds of lives 
in Utah, and they are a model to be ap- 
plied by hospitals around the world. 

That is an example of how the real 
problem in health care is the total cost 
of the underlying system. We pay more 
for health care than any other devel- 
oped nation. Here is the United States 
at 17.6 percent of our gross domestic 
product spent on health care. The most 
expensive and least efficient other in- 
dustrialized nation in the world is the 
Netherlands at 12 percent. Behind it 
fall France and Germany at 11.6 per- 
cent, Switzerland at 11.4 percent, and 
England and Japan at 9.6 and 9.5 per- 
cent, respectively. 
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If we could simply make our health 
care in this country as bad as the worst 
other industrialized country in terms 
of efficiency, if we could just meet the 
standard met by the other least effi- 
cient country in the world, we would 
save about $800 billion a year. 

So there is a huge savings oppor- 
tunity in the health care system for all 
of that extra spending. For that $800 
billion a year in extra spending that we 
do, do we get great outcomes? Are 
Americans healthier and better cared 
for than people in those other coun- 
tries? Well, unfortunately, the answer 
is not at all. Each little dot represents 
one of the OECD countries. This rep- 
resents life expectancy from 72 to 84, 
which is a pretty good measure of how 
good the health care system is, if it is 
making you live longer. 

This represents the cost per person of 
health care. As you can see, virtually 
everybody is grouped kind of around in 
here, with reasonably good life expect- 
ancy between 78 and 82. Japan has ac- 
tually driven it up to 83. It is roughly 
$2,000 to $4,000 per individual. 

Everybody—I can almost cover them 
all with my hand. This is the United 
States of America, below all of them in 
life expectancy, above all of them in 
cost. So let’s not pretend there is not a 
lot of room for progress. 

The worst part is that this is the rate 
of growth of our U.S. health care sys- 
tem. Look at this: 1960—I will astound 
the pages who are listening by telling 
them that I was alive in 1960; I was 5 
years old then—$27.4 billion. Now it is 
$2.7 trillion. We spend 100 times as 
much on health care now as we did 
when I was 5 years old. We blew 
through the halfway point probably 
back in around 1990. We have doubled 
since then to $2.7 trillion. 

This is what is happening to our na- 
tional health care costs. This is our na- 
tional health care cost curve. If you 
think that with this kind of a rock- 
eting cost structure, we are going to be 
able to solve this problem by cutting 
Medicare, that is not going to work. 
Trying to solve that kind of a cost-in- 
crease problem by cutting Medicare 
benefits is a losing game. It will cut 
Medicare away to nothing. 

We have to address the conditions 
that caused this increase. We have to 
address the discrepancy between us and 
other nations and, indeed, as the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut who is presiding 
well knows, the discrepancy between 
different States. His brother is one of 
the great experts on the discrepancy 
that allows Medicare to pay 2% times 
more per patient in Miami than it does 
for a patient in Minneapolis, when the 
patient in Minneapolis is getting as 
good or better care. 

We have to be able to get those dis- 
crepancies out of the system. When we 
do, when we do it that way, the savings 
will fall to Medicare and Medicaid. In- 
deed, 40 percent of those savings will go 
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into the Federal Government, Medi- 
care, Medicaid, VA, TRICARE, em- 
ployee benefits. It will also help Blue 
Cross, Kaiser, and United. It will help 
all the private companies that pay for 
private insurance. It will help individ- 
uals who have to pay for that sky- 
rocketing cost now because we run a 
system that is 50 percent more ineffi- 
cient than the least efficient industri- 
alized country with which we compete. 

So this is a big deal. It is not just me 
saying so; some very credible folks 
agree. President Obama’s Council of 
Economic Advisers says that you can 
save annually out of our health care 
system $700 billion. The National Insti- 
tute of Medicine says it is $750 billion 
a year. The New England Health Care 
Institute estimated that it was $850 bil- 
lion. And a well-regarded group that 
studies health care called the Lewin 
Group, together with George Bush’s 
Treasury Secretary Paul O’Neill, has 
estimated that it is $1 trillion a year in 
savings to be had. So this would look a 
lot better if instead of $2.7 trillion you 
were spending only $1.7 trillion. And 
those are the kinds of savings that are 
conceivable, are possible. We really 
have to focus on that. 

The Commonwealth Fund recently 
released a report that outlines a vari- 
ety of policies that would accelerate 
health care delivery system reform and 
slow health care spending by $2 trillion 
from 2014 to 2023. Those are the policy 
ideas we should be considering because 
those ideas go to the real heart of the 
cost problem. Going after Medicare 
benefits rather than going directly 
after the underlying health care cost 
problem reflects a misdiagnosis of the 
problem. When you have a misdiag- 
nosis of the problem, you get the cure 
wrong. 

Senator HATCH was very thoughtful, 
and he offered some specific proposals. 
I think the proposals to combine 
deductibles for Parts A and B and the 
limitation on first-dollar coverage of 
Medigap plans could well fit into a 
good health care compromise. I suggest 
we should also include letting Medicare 
use its substantial market power to ne- 
gotiate drug prices just as the VA now 
does. It is hard to imagine that our def- 
icit problem could be as dire as Senator 
HATCH has described and at the same 
time less important than providing 
this notorious Federal handout to im- 


mensely profitable pharmaceutical 
companies. 
Finally, let me say that Senator 


HATCH indicated he thought the rev- 
enue discussion was now done. I would 
respectfully disagree. The revenue dis- 
cussion is not done. To date, through 
the Budget Control Act and through 
other measures enacted in the last 
Congress, we have cut the deficit by 
$2.4 trillion. In rough numbers, we have 
achieved $1.7 trillion of that through 
spending cuts and then the related in- 
terest savings. In contrast, we have 
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only cut the deficit by $700 billion 
through new revenues, by restoring 
Clinton-era tax rates for the top 1 per- 
cent of income earners. That is what 
we have done so far. 

I think it is probably safe to say the 
tax rate discussion is probably done, 
but we have not even begun to discuss 
tax loopholes. Why should millionaires 
get more tax benefits against their 
charitable contributions than middle- 
class families do? Why should a billion- 
aire who builds a wing on a museum 
and puts his name on it get more tax 
bang for his charitable buck than the 
middle-class family who gives to their 
local church? Is protecting that benefit 
for high-end charitable donors more 
important than addressing our deficit? 

How about tax subsidies to the most 
profitable companies in the world, the 
Big Oil behemoths? The American tax- 
payers have to provide money to big 
and often foreign oil companies. Is 
keeping Big Oil lobbyists happy with 
subsidies from the American people 
more important than addressing our 
deficit? 

Should companies and wealthy indi- 
viduals be allowed to hide their money 
from the tax man in offshore accounts, 
while working families pay their taxes 
fair and square? Is protecting that tax 
gimmick more important than address- 
ing the deficit? 

How about that carried interest trick 
that allows hedge fund billionaires to 
treat their income as low-tax capital 
gains while their chauffeurs, gardeners, 
maids, and executive assistants pay 
regular income taxes? Is it more im- 
portant to keep that sweet deal run- 
ning than it is to fix the deficit? 

Our friends on the other side cannot 
have it both ways. They cannot say 
that the deficit is so desperately im- 
portant that we have to cut Medicare, 
cut food stamps, cut off scientific re- 
search, cut the FBI and the national 
parks and Big Bird, for Lord’s sake— 
that is how important the deficit is— 
and then say that the deficit is not 
such a big deal after all, that it is less 
important than tax breaks for offshore 
corporations, special deals for the 
pharmaceutical industry, favors for 
high-income Americans that regular 
families do not get, and subsidies to 
Big Oil. 

It cannot be both things at once. 
Frankly, even without the deficit, 
many of those tax deals are the things 
we should get rid of just on the merits, 
just because they are sleazy and unfair 
and the product of Washington insider 
dealing. We should be rid of them. They 
cannot be more important to keep than 
addressing the deficit. 

So while there are surely still ways 
to trim the deficit by improving ineffi- 
cient programs and cutting wasteful 
spending, let’s not say tax revenue is 
done before we have even gotten into 
the rich trove of tax deals and gim- 
micks that we give away every year 
through the Tax Code. 
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In 2012, corporations benefited from 
an estimated $127 billion in loopholes 
and special provisions. In addition, the 
individual income tax code permitted 
over $1 trillion in deductions, exclu- 
sions, and credits last year—$1 trillion 
in 1 year. Many of those only benefit 
the wealthiest taxpayers. Overall, 
there are hundreds of billions of dollars 
a year in tax expenditures that we can 
use to address the deficit. 

My last point on revenues is this: As 
our friend Kent Conrad, the former 
chairman of the Budget Committee, 
used to point out, every time in recent 
history that we have had a balanced 
budget, we balanced it with revenues 
and spending around 20 percent of gross 
domestic product. Our revenues are 
now at about 16 percent of gross domes- 
tic product. If we balanced our budget 
at that level, at 16 percent of gross do- 
mestic product, it would be the lowest 
level of Federal spending since 1951, 
when half of the Federal budget still 
went to the Department of Defense and 
half of American seniors still lived in 
poverty. 

They say the Republican Party wants 
to go backward, but do they really 
want to go back to that? That would 
change our country dramatically and 
for the worse at a time when, even with 
Federal student aid, the cost of college 
remains unaffordable for too many as- 
piring students, when our energy and 
technology infrastructure is lagging 
and our transportation infrastructure 
is crumbling, and when our inter- 
national competitors are making 
greater investments in 21st century in- 
novation than we are. 

Saving money by reforming how we 
deliver health care is not just possible, 
it is happening around us. A 2008 report 
from the Dartmouth Atlas Project held 
up some promising examples, pre- 
dicting that, using the Mayo Clinic as 
a benchmark, the Nation could reduce 
health care spending by as much as 30 
percent for acute and chronic illnesses. 
A benchmark based on Senator HATCH’s 
home State company, Intermountain 
Healthcare, predicts a reduction of 
more than 40 percent. 

So let’s get to work, together in a bi- 
partisan fashion, to give American 
families the health care system they 
deserve. 

Instead of waste and inefficiency, 
poor outcomes and missed opportuni- 
ties, let’s have a health care system 
that is the envy of the world, not an 
outlier on high costs and low results. 

This approach has a triple benefit: It 
protects seniors and families who rely 
on Medicare and Medicaid. It improves 
patient outcomes and makes our expe- 
rience of the health care system better 
in terms of results, and it dials back 
health care spending and helps protect 
us from that exploding cost. 

The alternative, slashing benefits, 
does nothing to curb the underlying 
cost problem, and it certainly doesn’t 
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improve care. It only does one thing, 
harms seniors and degrades the pro- 
grams they count on. 

During a 2011 Senate HELP Com- 
mittee hearing that I chaired, Greg 
Poulsen of Utah’s Intermountain 
Healthcare said: 

Intermountain and other organiza- 
tions have shown that improving qual- 
ity is compatible with lowering costs 
and, indeed, high-quality care is gen- 
erally less expensive than substandard 
care. 

Let this be our guiding principle as 
we work together to ease the burden of 
excessive health costs on both the Fed- 
eral balance sheet and on our fellow 
Americans’ pocketbooks. 


EE 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I ask unanimous 
consent that the period for morning 
business be extended until 6:30, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I yield the floor. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO JAIME HERNANDEZ 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise to 
honor a man of great distinction and 
valor: Maj. Jaime I. Hernandez of the 
United States Air Force. It is my great 
honor to acknowledge this American 
hero on the cusp of his promotion to 
Lieutenant Colonel. 

Jaime is a loving son and a man of 
perseverance. A loyal Nevadan and 
American, he hails from Las Vegas. 
Upon graduating from Bonanza High 
School in 1994, Jaime entered the Air 
Force Academy, where he began his 
noble service to our Nation. 

Major Hernandez’s promotion to 
Lieutenant Colonel marks another 
chapter in his inspiring story. Major 
Hernandez has risen through the ranks 
during his time with the Air Force—a 
testament to his steadfast dedication, 
unyielding courage, and impressive 
tactical skill. His career is a decorated 
one. Major Hernandez has served six 
combat deployments in support of op- 
erations in Afghanistan and Iraq, log- 
ging more than 2900 hours in flight, 
1300 of which were in combat. His work 
as Chief of Weapons and Tactics for the 
37th Expeditionary Bomb Squadron led 
to hundreds of successful missions. He 
has proven himself time and again 
through his B-1 aircraft expertise. 

During one of his six overseas deploy- 
ments, Major Hernandez earned an Air 
Medal with 4 Oak Leaf Clusters. While 
on a mission to safeguard a lost team 
of Marines in eastern Afghanistan, 
Jaime and his crew were fired on by a 
team of insurgents on the ground. In an 
act of bravery and skill, Jaime and his 
aerial crew drew fire from the insur- 
gents while the lost Marine ground 
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team could recover and maneuver 
around the insurgent squad. 

Major Hernandez has demonstrated 
repeatedly his exceptional skill and 
courage. He has flown across the desert 
skies of both Iraq and Afghanistan, to 
provide support for operations there. 
Over the course of his career, he has 
served as a squadron Electronic War- 
fare Officer, Flight Commander, In- 
structor and Evaluator Weapon Sys- 
tems Officer, Wing Weapons Officer, 
and Instructor at the USAF Weapons 
School. 

Major Hernandez is currently the 
Deputy Division Chief at Joint Base 
Langley-Eustis, and is responsible for 
policies and procedures relating to the 
Combat Air Forces Information Oper- 
ations. Among other achievements, he 
graduated in the top third of his class 
from Squadron Officer’s School and re- 
ceived an Outstanding Flying Award 
from the U.S. Air Force Weapons 
School. 

I laud Maj. Jaime I. Hernandez’s 
dedication to the United States Air 
Force and country. His father Phillip 
Hernandez and their family are happy 
to celebrate Major Hernandez’s upcom- 
ing promotion on February 1, 2013, to 
Lieutenant Colonel. 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO ROBERT MITCHELL 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
rise today to pay tribute to a dear 
friend of mine and a distinguished cit- 
izen of the Commonwealth of Ken- 
tucky, Mr. Robert Mitchell. Mr. Mitch- 
ell—better known across Kentucky’s 
Fifth Congressional District as Bob— 
recently received the William Hacker, 
M.D. 2013 Leader of the Year Award 
from Kentucky’s Leadership Tri-Coun- 
ty. This organization, which represents 
Laurel, Knox, and Whitley counties, 
recognized Bob for his decades of serv- 
ice to the Bluegrass State. 

From 1986 until his retirement last 
year, Bob served as Congressman HAL 
ROGERS’s district administrator for the 
Fifth District. In that job, he was 
HAL’s eyes and ears throughout south- 
ern and eastern Kentucky. He oversaw 
three field offices, provided constituent 
services, and was HAL’s liaison to State 
and local government. It is thanks to 
him that many people in Kentucky 
now enjoy the benefits of a multitude 
of infrastructure, economic develop- 
ment, and tourism projects. 

Bob has also served as HAL’s top po- 
litical adviser and campaign manager, 
and was his field representative from 
1981 to 1986. He has served on the execu- 
tive committee of the Republican 
Party of Kentucky, been a delegate to 
Republican National Conventions, and 
was twice elected magistrate in Knox 
County. 

Bob’s father, the late Murrell Mitch- 
ell, also served as a magistrate of Knox 
County and was a member of the Knox 
County School Board. It was he who in- 
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spired Bob to seek fulfillment in public 
service. A graduate of Lynn Camp High 
School in Corbin, KY, Bob first served 
his country in the uniform of the U.S. 
Army. He was in the Army’s military 
police and served in Vietnam. 

Bob has been employed in the private 
sector, too: He has worked for L&N 
Railroad, United Parcel Service, and as 
the owner and operator of a grocery 
store. He has been a member of the 
Corbin Rotary Club and the Lynn 
Camp Optimist Club. And the Moun- 
tain Laurel Boy Scouts of America Dis- 
trict honored him with its first-ever 
Daniel Boone Visionary Award. 

Bob enjoys politics, obviously, as 
well as fishing and following college 
sports. He is an avid fan of Keeneland 
Race Course and has owned racehorses. 
But I believe what he is most looking 
forward to is spending more time with 
his family and spoiling his grandkids. 
Bob and his wife, Nancy, have two 
daughters: Stephanie Alsip lives in 
Louisville with her husband Rick and 
their two sons, Trenton and Ethan. 
Jennifer Mitchell lives in Corbin with 
her two daughters, Tori Beth and 
Taelor Jade. 

Mr. President, I ask my colleagues in 
the U.S. Senate to join me in saluting 
Mr. Robert Mitchell for over three dec- 
ades of service to the people of my 
State. He is admired and respected 
across the Commonwealth as an am- 
bassador, not just for Congressman 
ROGERS, but for everything we’re proud 
of in southern and eastern Kentucky. I 
wish Bob well in his retirement, and I 
rest assured he will find success in 
whatever endeavors lie ahead. 


EE 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 


The following bill was read the sec- 
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 177. A bill to repeal the Patient Protec- 
tion and Affordable Care Act and the Health 
Care and Education Reconciliation Act of 
2010 entirely. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 


EC-217. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency with respect to 
transnational criminal organizations that 
was declared in Executive Order 18581 of July 
24, 2011; to the Committee on Banking, Hous- 
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-218. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency with respect to 
Libya that was originally declared in Execu- 
tive Order 13566 of February 25, 2011; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 
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EC-219. A communication from the General 
Counsel of the National Credit Union Admin- 
istration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Alternatives to the 
Use of Credit Ratings” (RIN38133-AD86) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 28, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-220. A communication from the General 
Counsel of the National Credit Union Admin- 
istration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Definition of Trou- 
bled Condition” (RIN3183-AD97) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 28, 2013; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-221. A communication from the General 
Counsel of the National Credit Union Admin- 
istration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Prompt Corrective 
Action, Requirements for Insurance, and 
Promulgation of NCUA Rules and Regula- 
tions” (RIN8133-AE07) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 28, 
2013; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-222. A communication from the Attor- 
ney, Legal Division, Bureau of Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Elec- 
tronic Fund Transfers (Regulation E) Tem- 
porary Delay of Effective Date” ((RIN3170- 
AA83) (Docket No. CFPB-2012-0050)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 29, 2013; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-223. A communication from the Deputy 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, 
and South Atlantic; Reef Fish Fishery of the 
Gulf of Mexico; 2018 Commercial and Rec- 
reational Quotas for Red Snapper” (RIN0648- 
XC888) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 24, 2013; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-224. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel- 
ative to the Roseau River, Minnesota Flood 
Damage Reduction Project; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-225. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Congressional Affairs, Office of New 
Reactors, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Assessing the Radiological 
Consequences of Accidental Releases of Ra- 
dioactive Materials from Liquid Waste 
Tanks in Ground and Surface Waters for 
Combined License Applications’? (DC/COL- 
ISG-014) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 28, 2013; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-226. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Congressional Affairs, Office of New 
Reactors, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Assessing the Radiological 
Consequences of Accidental Releases of Ra- 
dioactive Materials from Liquid Waste 
Tanks for Combined License Applications” 
(DC/COL-ISG-013) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 28, 
2013; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-227. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Office of Standards, Regulations, 
and Variances, Mine Safety and Health Ad- 
ministration, Department of Labor, trans- 
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mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled “Pattern of Violations” (RIN1219- 
AB78) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 28, 2013; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-228. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Current Good Manufacturing 
Practice Requirements for Combination 
Products” (Docket No. FDA-2009-N-0485) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 28, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-229. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Manager, Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Self-Con- 
tained Breathing Apparatus Remaining Serv- 
ice-Life Indicator Performance Require- 
ments” (RIN0920-AA38) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 24, 
2013; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-230. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Manager, Office for Civil Rights, De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Modifications to the HIPAA 
Privacy, Security, Enforcement, and Breach 
Notification Rules Under the Health Infor- 
mation Technology for Economic and Clin- 
ical Health Act and the Genetic Information 
Nondiscrimination Act; Other Modifications 
to the HIPAA Rules; Final Rule” (RIN0945— 
AA03) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 28, 2018; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-231. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Manager, Office for Civil Rights, De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Modifications to the HIPAA 
Privacy, Security, Enforcement, and Breach 
Notification Rules Under the Health Infor- 
mation Technology for Economic and Clin- 
ical Health Act and the Genetic Information 
Nondiscrimination Act; Other Modifications 
to the HIPAA Rules” (RIN0945-AA03) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 28, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-232. A communication from the Senior 
Procurement Executive/Deputy Chief Acqui- 
sition Officer, Office of Acquisition Policy, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Federal Acquisition Regulation; 
Unallowability of Costs Associated with For- 
eign Contractor Excise Tax” (RIN9000-AM13) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 29, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-233. A communication from the Senior 
Procurement Executive/Deputy Chief Acqui- 
sition Officer, Office of Acquisition Policy, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Federal Acquisition Regulation; Pro- 
hibition on Contracting with Inverted Do- 
mestic Corporations’ (RIN9000-AM22) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 29, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-234. A communication from the Senior 
Procurement Executive/Deputy Chief Acqui- 
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sition Officer, Office of Acquisition Policy, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Federal Acquisition Regulation; Free 
Trade Agreement—Colombia’’ (RIN9000- 
AM24) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 29, 2013; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-235. A communication from the Senior 
Procurement Executive/Deputy Chief Acqui- 
sition Officer, Office of Acquisition Policy, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Federal Acquisition Regulation; Ex- 
tension of Sunset Date For Protests of Task 
and Delivery Orders”? (RIN9000-AM26) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 29, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-236. A communication from the Senior 
Procurement Executive/Deputy Chief Acqui- 
sition Officer, Office of Acquisition Policy, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Federal Acquisition Regulation; Fed- 
eral Acquisition Circular 2005-65; Introduc- 
tion”? (FAC 2005-65) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 29, 
2013; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-237. A communication from the Senior 
Procurement Executive/Deputy Chief Acqui- 
sition Officer, Office of Acquisition Policy, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Federal Acquisition Regulation; Fed- 
eral Acquisition Circular 2005-65; Small Enti- 
ty Compliance Guide” (FAC 2005-65) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 29, 2013; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-238. A communication from the Senior 
Procurement Executive/Deputy Chief Acqui- 
sition Officer, Office of Acquisition Policy, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Federal Acquisition Regulation; 
Technical Amendments” (FAC 2005-65) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 29, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. CORNYN: 

S. 178. A bill to provide for alternative fi- 
nancing arrangements for the provision of 
certain services and the construction and 
maintenance of infrastructure at land border 
ports of entry, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself and 
Mr. KIRK): 

S. 179. A bill to prevent gun trafficking; to 

the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. BARRASSO: 

S. 180. A bill to delay the enforcement of 
any rulings of the National Labor Relations 
Board until there is a final resolution in 
pending lawsuits; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. BEGICH): 
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S. 181. A bill to authorize the establish- 
ment of the Niblack and Bokan Mountain 
mining area road corridors in the State of 
Alaska, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. BEGICH): 


S. 182. A _ bill to provide for the 
unencumbering of title to non-Federal land 
owned by the city of Anchorage, Alaska, for 
purposes of economic development by con- 
veyance of the Federal reversion interest to 
the City; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. McCASKILL (for herself and 
Mr. COBURN): 


S. 183. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for fairness in 
hospital payments under the Medicare pro- 
gram; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Mr. JOHN- 
SON of Wisconsin, and Mr. RUBIO): 


S. 184. A bill to amend the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 to provide for macro- 
economic analysis of the impact of legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on the Budget. 

By Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Mr. JOHN- 
SON of Wisconsin, Mr. LEE, and Mr. 
PORTMAN): 


S. 185. A bill to eliminate the automatic 
inflation increases for discretionary pro- 
grams built into the baseline projections and 
require budget estimates to be compared 
with the prior year’s level; to the Committee 
on the Budget. 

By Mr. SHELBY (for himself and Mr. 
SESSIONS): 


S. 186. A bill to award posthumously a Con- 
gressional Gold Medal to Addie Mae Collins, 
Denise McNair, Carole Robertson, and Cyn- 
thia Wesley, in recognition of the 50th anni- 
versary of the bombing of the Sixteenth 
Street Baptist Church, where the 4 little 
Black girls lost their lives, which served as a 
catalyst for the Civil Rights Movement; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
Brown, and Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 


S. 187. A bill to amend the Truth in Lend- 
ing Act to prohibit the distribution of any 
check or other negotiable instrument as part 
of a solicitation by a creditor for an exten- 
sion of credit, to limit the liability of con- 
sumers in conjunction with such solicita- 
tions, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. BLUNT (for himself, Mr. CRUZ, 
Mr. LEE, Mr. SCOTT, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
ROBERTS, and Mr. CORNYN): 


S. 188. A bill to prevent certain individuals 
purportedly appointed to the National Labor 
Relations Board from receiving salaries, and 
to prevent an unconstitutional quorum of 
the Board from taking agency actions, until 
there is a final decision in pending lawsuits 
regarding the constitutionality of certain al- 
leged recess appointments; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for him- 
self, Mr. FLAKE, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
and Mr. WARNER): 


S. 189. A bill to establish an employment- 
based immigrant visa for alien entrepreneurs 
who have received significant capital from 
investors to establish a business in the 
United States; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 
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SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG: 

S. Res. 21. A resolution designating Feb- 
ruary 14, 2013, as ‘‘National Solidarity Day 
for Compassionate Patient Care’’; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Ms. LAN- 
DRIEU, and Mr. JOHANNS): 

S. Res. 22. A resolution recognizing the 
goals of Catholic Schools Week and honoring 
the valuable contributions of Catholic 
schools in the United States; considered and 
agreed to. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 29 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. COATS), the Senator from Okla- 
homa (Mr. COBURN), the Senator from 
Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN), the Senator 
from New Hampshire (Ms. AYOTTE) and 
the Senator from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 29, a bill 
to amend title 31, United States Code, 
to provide for automatic continuing 
resolutions. 
S. 32 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. THUNE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 32, a bill to amend title 
18, United States Code, to prohibit tak- 
ing minors across State lines in cir- 
cumvention of laws requiring the in- 
volvement of parents in abortion deci- 
sions. 
S. 43 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH), the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. BARRASSO), the Senator from Ala- 
bama (Mr. SESSIONS), the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. RUBIO), the Senator from 
Idaho (Mr. CRAPO), the Senator from Il- 
linois (Mr. KIRK), the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE), the 
Senator from Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS), 
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
MCCONNELL), the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. MCCAIN) and the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 43, a bill to require 
that any debt limit increase be bal- 
anced by equal spending cuts of the 
next decade. 
S. 46 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 46, a bill to protect Social Se- 
curity benefits and military pay and 
require that the United States Govern- 
ment prioritize all obligations on the 
debt held by the public in the event 
that the debt limit is reached. 
S. 47 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
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kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 47, a bill to reauthorize 
the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994. 


S. 51 


At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
51, a bill to reauthorize and amend the 
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation 
Establishment Act. 


S. 63 


At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 63, a bill to require the 
Secretary of Commerce and the Sec- 
retary of Labor to establish the Made 
In America Incentive Grant Program, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 84 


At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
names of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. CASEY) and the Senator 
from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 84, a bill to 
amend the Fair Labor Standards Act of 
1938 to provide more effective remedies 
to victims of discrimination in the 
payment of wages on the basis of sex, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 123 


At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 123, a bill to modernize voter reg- 
istration, promote access to voting for 
individuals with disabilities, protect 
the ability of individuals to exercise 
the right to vote in elections for Fed- 
eral office, and for other purposes. 

S. 124 


At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of 8S. 
124, a bill to provide that Members of 
Congress may not receive pay after Oc- 
tober 1 of any fiscal year in which Con- 
gress has not approved a concurrent 
resolution on the budget and passed 
the regular appropriations bills. 

S. 125 


At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 125, a bill to direct the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, in coordina- 
tion with the Army Corps of Engineers, 
the National Park Service, and the 
United States Geological Survey, to 
lead a multiagency effort to slow the 
spread of Asian carp in the Upper Mis- 
sissippi and Ohio River basins and trib- 
utaries, and for other purposes. 

S. 137 


At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) was withdrawn as a cospon- 
sor of S. 137, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to prohibit certain 
abortion-related discrimination in gov- 
ernmental activities. 
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At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. THUNE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 137, supra. 

S. 138 

At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) and the Senator from South 
Dakota (Mr. THUNE) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 138, a bill to prohibit dis- 
crimination against the unborn on the 
basis of sex or gender, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 141 

At the request of Mr. Baucus, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 141, a bill to make supplemental ag- 
ricultural disaster assistance available 
for fiscal years 2012 and 2013, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 154 

At the request of Mr. COBURN, the 
names of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. BURR), the Senator from Indi- 
ana (Mr. COATS) and the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. LEE) were added as cospon- 
sors of S. 154, a bill to amend title I of 
the Patient Protection and Affordable 
Care Act to ensure that the coverage 
offered under multi-State qualified 
health plans offered in Exchanges is 
consistent with the Federal abortion 
funding ban. 

S. 156 

At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
156, a bill to allow for the harvest of 
gull eggs by the Huna Tlingit people 
within Glacier Bay National Park in 
the State of Alaska. 

S. 162 

At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of 8. 
162, a bill to reauthorize and improve 
the Mentally Ill Offender Treatment 
and Crime Reduction Act of 2004. 

S. 169 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 169, a bill to amend the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to 
authorize additional visas for well-edu- 
cated aliens to live and work in the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

S. 170 

At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. BARRASSO) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 170, a bill to recognize the her- 
itage of recreational fishing, hunting, 
and recreational shooting on Federal 
public land and ensure continued op- 
portunities for those activities. 

S. 174 

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 174, a bill to appro- 
priately restrict sales of ammunition. 
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S. 175 

At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 175, a bill to amend the Fed- 
eral Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act to improve the use of 
certain registered pesticides. 

S. 177 

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 
of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
177, a bill to repeal the Patient Protec- 
tion and Affordable Care Act and the 
Health Care and Education Reconcili- 
ation Act of 2010 entirely. 


EE 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. CORNYN: 

S. 178. A bill to provide for alter- 
native financing arrangements for the 
provision of certain services and the 
construction and maintenance of infra- 
structure at land border ports of entry, 
and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S. 178 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Cross-Border 
Trade Enhancement Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR; ADMINISTRATION.—The 
terms ‘‘Administrator’? and ‘‘Administra- 
tion’? mean the Administrator of General 
Services and the General Services Adminis- 
tration, respectively. 

(2) PERSON.—The term ‘‘person’’ means— 

(A) an individual; or 

(B) a corporation, partnership, trust, asso- 
ciation, or any other public or private enti- 
ty, including a State or local government. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of Homeland Security. 
SEC. 3. AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO AGREE- 

MENTS FOR THE PROVISION OF CER- 
TAIN SERVICES AT LAND BORDER 
PORTS OF ENTRY. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO AGREE- 
MENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
451 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1451), 
the Secretary may, during the 10-year period 
beginning on the date of the enactment of 
this Act and upon the request of any person, 
enter into an agreement with that person 
under which— 

(A) U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
will provide services described in paragraph 
(2) at a land border port of entry; and 

(B) that person will pay a fee imposed 
under subsection (b) to reimburse U.S. Cus- 
toms and Border Protection for the costs in- 
curred in providing such services. 

(2) SERVICES DESCRIBED.—Services de- 
scribed in this paragraph are any services re- 
lated to customs and immigration matters 
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provided by an employee or contractor of 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection at land 

border ports of entry. 

(3) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this paragraph 
may be construed to reduce the responsibil- 
ities or duties of U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection to provide services at land border 
ports of entry that have been authorized or 
mandated by law and are funded in any ap- 
propriation Act or from any accounts in the 
Treasury of the United States derived by the 
collection of fees. 

(b) FEE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall im- 
pose a fee on a person requesting the provi- 
sion of services by U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection pursuant to an agreement en- 
tered into under subsection (a) to reimburse 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection for the 
costs of providing such services, including— 

(A) the salaries and expenses of the em- 
ployees or contractors of U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection that provide such services 
and temporary placement or relocation costs 
for those employees or contractors; and 

(B) any other costs incurred by U.S. Cus- 
toms and Border Protection in providing 
services pursuant to agreements entered into 
under subsection (a). 

(2) FAILURE TO PAY FEE.—U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection shall terminate the provi- 
sion of services pursuant to an agreement 
entered into under subsection (a) with a per- 
son that, after receiving notice from the Sec- 
retary that a fee imposed under paragraph 
(1) is due, fails to pay the fee in a timely 
manner. 

(3) RECEIPTS CREDITED AS OFFSETTING COL- 
LECTIONS.—Notwithstanding section 3302 of 
title 31, United States Code, a fee collected 
under paragraph (1) pursuant to an agree- 
ment entered into under subsection (a) 
shall— 

(A) be credited as an offsetting collection 
to the account that finances the salaries and 
expenses of U.S. Customs and Border Protec- 
tion; 

(B) be available for expenditure only to pay 
the costs of providing services pursuant to 
that agreement; and 

(C) remain available until expended with- 
out fiscal year limitation. 

SEC. 4. EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE FINANC- 
ING ARRANGEMENTS FOR CON- 
STRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF 
INFRASTRUCTURE AT LAND BORDER 
PORTS OF ENTRY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Administrator shall establish procedures 
for evaluating a proposal submitted by any 
person to— 

(1) enter into a cost-sharing or reimburse- 
ment agreement with the Administration to 
facilitate the construction or maintenance 
of a facility or other infrastructure at a land 
border port of entry; or 

(2) provide to the Administration an un- 
conditional gift of property pursuant to sec- 
tion 3175 of title 40, United States Code, to be 
used in the construction or maintenance of a 
facility or other infrastructure at a land bor- 
der port of entry. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The procedures estab- 
lished under subsection (a) shall provide, at 
a minimum, for the following: 

(1) Not later than 90 days after receiving a 
proposal pursuant to subsection (a) with re- 
spect to the construction or maintenance of 
a facility or other infrastructure at a land 
border port of entry, the Administrator 
shall— 

(A) make a determination with respect to 
whether or not to approve the proposal; and 
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(B) notify the person that submitted the 
proposal of— 

(i) the determination; and 

(ii) if the Administrator did not approve 
the proposal, the reasons for the determina- 
tion. 

(2) In determining whether or not to ap- 
prove such a proposal, the Administrator 
shall consider— 

(A) the impact of the proposal on reducing 
wait times at that port of entry and other 
ports of entry on the same border; 

(B) the potential of the proposal to in- 
crease trade and travel efficiency through 
added capacity; and 

(C) the potential of the proposal to en- 
hance the security of the port of entry. 


By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for her- 
self and Mr. KIRK): 

S. 179. A bill to prevent gun traf- 
ficking; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. President, I 
rise today on behalf of the millions of 
Americans who are saying: Enough is 
enough. They have seen too much 
senseless deadly gun violence and are 
demanding commonsense solutions out 
of Congress. 

One solution I have been focused on 
for a long time is ending gun traf- 
ficking. This is a critically important 
public safety issue where I believe 
Members of both sides of the aisle can 
come together and agree. We can and 
should agree that it is time to crack 
down on the black market of illegal 
guns that criminals rely upon to obtain 
weapons that are later used in violent 
crimes. 

Almost 1 month ago, the NYPD suf- 
fered one of its bloodiest nights in his- 
tory when three officers suffered gun- 
shot wounds in two separate crimes an 
hour apart. According to news reports, 
one of the handguns recovered from the 
scene was imported by traffickers from 
Philadelphia, and one came from North 
Carolina. Thankfully, these heroes are 
on their way toward recovery. 

Just 1 year ago, New York police offi- 
cer Peter Figoski, the father of four 
beautiful girls, was tragically killed on 
the beat with an illegal weapon pur- 
chased on the black market in Vir- 
ginia. 

I will never forget the faces of slain 
17-year-old honor student Nyasia 
Pryear-Yard’s parents whom I met just 
weeks after being sworn into the Sen- 
ate. Nyasia was also killed by an ille- 
gal gun one terrible night when she 
was doing nothing more than enjoying 
an evening with friends. 

According to the New York City’s 
mayor’s office, 85 percent of the guns 
used in crimes in New York City come 
from out of State, and 90 percent of 
those guns are bought through the ille- 
gal black market run by traffickers. 
The sad fact is more than 30 people die 
every single day due to gun violence. 
These senseless killings must stop. 

We have an obligation to act and pre- 
vent tomorrow’s senseless deaths by 
ensuring that guns stay out of the 
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hands of criminals, and the dan- 
gerously mentally ill, and to strength- 
en our laws so that law enforcement 
has the ability to go after the gun- 
runners and take down these illegal 
markets. 

The truth is that supporting the sec- 
ond amendment and reducing gun vio- 
lence are compatible and consistent. 
Responsible gun owners vehemently 
oppose the kind of gun violence that 
struck Newtown, Aurora, Oak Creek, 
and to thousands of families across 
America every single year who suffer. 
We should be able to find reasonable 
and commonsense reforms that can 
preserve our rights but also protect our 
families. 

Keeping our children safe from the 
scourge of gun violence is not a Demo- 
cratic or Republican principle, it is not 
pro-gun or anti-gun. This is an issue 
that all Americans can support. There 
is no political ideology that finds this 
cruel loss of life acceptable. I was in- 
credibly pleased to see President 
Obama include as part of his com- 
prehensive plan to prevent gun vio- 
lence a bill that I first introduced in 
2009 with Mayor Bloomberg and Com- 
missioner Kelly, called the Gun Traf- 
ficking Prevention Act, which would be 
the first Federal law to define gun traf- 
ficking as a Federal crime and prevent 
scores of illegal guns from being moved 
into the hands of criminals. 

We have thousands of laws, but effec- 
tively none of them are directly fo- 
cused on preventing someone from 
driving from one State to another 
State with a load of guns in the back of 
a truck that they can sell directly to 
criminals. 

It is shocking to me as a mother. It 
is shocking to me as a lawmaker. But 
this is something that we can actually 
fix. 

Over the past 3 fiscal years, more 
than 33,000 guns used in violent crimes 
showed telltale signs of black market 
trafficking, 420,000 firearms were sto- 
len, and thousands of guns with oblit- 
erated serial numbers were recovered 
by law enforcement. While law enforce- 
ment is working overtime to track 
down illegal guns and apprehend those 
who traffic these weapons, current law 
restricts their ability to investigate 
and prosecute these crimes. We may all 
agree this simply makes no sense and 
leaves all our communities vulnerable. 

I am very proud to have worked with 
my colleague and friend Senator MARK 
KIRK to introduce a bipartisan bill 
today, S. 179. This bill takes the prob- 
lem of gun trafficking head on. Our bi- 
partisan bill would empower local, 
State, and Federal law enforcement to 
investigate and prosecute gun traf- 
fickers, straw purchasers, and their en- 
tire criminal networks. Our bill does 
nothing to affect the constitutionally 
protected rights of responsible, law- 
abiding gun owners. 

By cracking down on illegal traf- 
ficking and their vast criminal net- 
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works, we can stop the flow of these il- 
legal guns that are coming into our 
city neighborhoods and reduce gun vio- 
lence. Law enforcement officials across 
the country have said they need this 
legislation to be able to fight crime. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 

bill, and I urge passage of this com- 
monsense, nonpartisan, bipartisan 
piece of legislation. 
e Mr. KIRK. Mr. President, I rise in 
support of the Gun Trafficking Preven- 
tion Act of 2018, which I am proud to 
have introduced with Senator GILLI- 
BRAND (D-NY) this morning. There are 
an estimated 33,000 gangs with 1.4 mil- 
lion active members who live in our 
neighborhoods, towns and cities across 
the United States. With more than 
100,000 gang members, the city of Chi- 
cago has more gang members who ter- 
rorize its residents than any other city 
in the United States. The Chicago 
Crime Commission also reported the 
existence of an additional 15,000 gang 
members operating in our suburbs. 

Gangs like the Vice Lords, Gangster 
Disciples and the Latin Kings are re- 
sponsible for nearly 80 percent of the 
city’s homicides, which just last sum- 
mer amounted to 500 deaths in Chicago. 
These homicides are most often per- 
petrated with illegal weapons. Law en- 
forcement officers in Chicago con- 
fiscate an average of 13,000 illegal 
weapons each year. It must end. 

That is why I have joined with Sen- 
ator GILLIBRAND of New York to take 
serious action to prevent weapons traf- 
ficking and straw purchasing, where a 
third-party member legally purchases a 
firearm, then sells or trades it to a 
criminal who is legally barred from 
purchasing such a weapon. Our Dill 
would be the first Federal law to crim- 
inalize the trafficking of illegal guns. 
This legislation also calls upon the sen- 
tencing commission to substantially 
increase the penalties for trafficking 
when committed by or in concert with 
gang members. 

The Gun Trafficking Prevention Act 
keeps Americans safe by giving law en- 
forcement the tools it needs to crack 
down on straw purchases, organizers of 
trafficking rings, and those involved in 
the conspiracy of trafficking while pro- 
tecting the constitutional rights of re- 
sponsible, law-abiding gun owners. I 
hope my colleagues will join me in sup- 
porting and quickly passing this crit- 
ical legislation.e 


By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself 
and Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 181. A bill to authorize the estab- 
lishment of the Niblack and Bokan 
Mountain mining area road corridors 
in the State of Alaska, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce legislation that 
would potentially help in solving a sig- 
nificant unemployment problem in my 
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home state of Alaska. Today, joined by 
my colleague, Senator MARK BEGICH, I 
reintroduce the Niblack-Bokan Moun- 
tain Mining Area Road Authorization 
Act to permit road access to two pro- 
posed multi-mineral mines on south- 
east Prince of Wales Island in South- 
east Alaska. 

Prince of Wales Island, formerly the 
main area for timber activity in South- 
east Alaska, has fallen on hard times 
during the past decade. In 1990, when 
Alaska’s timber industry in total har- 
vested more than 1.1 billion board feet 
of timber, Prince of Wales was the cen- 
ter of activity. In 1994, for example, 
timber jobs accounted for 32.8 percent 
of all wages on the island. Six years 
later, with total regional harvests hav- 
ing fallen to about 350 million board 
feet, timber accounted for less than 
19.8 percent of wages on the island, ac- 
cording to the Alaska Department of 
Labor and Workforce Development. 
Today, with total harvests of timber 
being just above 100 million board feet 
a year in the region, just 35 million 
board feet being harvested from federal 
lands in 2011 and just about 50 mmbf 
sold in 2012, and timber jobs statewide 
having fallen from about 4,000 to just 
over 400, Prince of Wales has been par- 
ticularly hard hit. According to the 
State, timber jobs have fallen by more 
than 1,700 positions on the island. 

As of November of last year, the un- 
employment rate on the island was 
“down” to 12.1 percent, compared to 
13.8 percent in November 2011, partly 
because of the outmigration of some of 
the unemployed. Those rates are nearly 
5 percent higher than the national av- 
erage. 

While the Viking Lumber Co. of 
Klawock remains the largest private- 
sector timber employer on the island, 
the island, the third largest in the 
United States, is badly in need of new 
employment opportunities. Fortu- 
nately today’s high metal prices are 
encouraging a resurgence of mineral 
development on the 2,231 square-mile 
island. 

Currently, Heatherdale Minerals of 
Canada is considering reopening the 
Niblack Mine, a gold, copper, zinc and 
silver deposit. The company is in ad- 
vanced exploration and development 
study of the estimated 9 million-ton 
mine, forecast to cost $150 million to 
$200 million to reopen. The mine, likely 
to last at least 12 years, is forecast to 
produce 1,500 tons of ore per day and 
require 130 workers at the mine site, 
and another 60 to 70 at a processing 
mill, which could be located near the 
site, or perhaps in Ketchikan, AK, 40 
vessel miles away. 

The Niblack property is also close to 
another mineral deposit that is in the 
advanced stages of economic feasibility 
review, the Bokan Mountain Rare 
Earth Elements, REE, mine. Bokan 
Mountain, being considered for opening 
by Ucore Inc. of Canada, likely will 
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employ 170 workers. It, too, will in- 
volve an investment of $221 million for 
the mine and processing plant to proc- 
ess the heavy rare earths, REEs, that 
the site contains. Both mines currently 
estimate they could be open within 
three to four years, depending on final 
economic reviews and current permit 
approval timeframes. Bokan Mountain 
is located about 28 air miles south of 
Niblack and can be accessed by boat by 
traveling down the relatively protected 
Moira Sound to the end of South Arm, 
or by an about 50-mile road that would 
branch off of a road to the Niblack 
mine. 

The two mines could produce sub- 
stantial numbers of high-paying jobs 
for the residents of southern Southeast 
Alaska. Niblack, for example, predicts 
the average salary for mine workers at 
its facility will be $80,000 a year, com- 
pared to the current median income in 
Craig of $48,594 a year, according to the 
U.S. Census Bureau. The problem of 
getting those jobs to people who need 
them is one of logistics. 

There currently is no road access to 
reach either mine site, both likely to 
be supplied by boat from Ketchikan, 
AK. That means that potential workers 
on Prince of Wales Island will need to 
travel by boat or more likely by air- 
plane to Ketchikan, in order to turn 
around and take a mine boat back to 
the island to report for work, a costly, 
time-consuming, often unpleasant and 
sometimes dangerous process given sea 
conditions in Southeast Alaska. Or 
they will need to pilot their own small 
boats to the mine site, a hazardous 
process given that reaching Niblack 
from the community of Thorne Bay to 
the north, a site that is located on the 
island’s road system, will require a 
daily 60-mile one-way boat trip down 
perilous Clarence Strait, a difficult 
water body during fall, winter and 
spring storms, when seas can easily top 
17 feet waves. 

But the problem could be solved, if a 
road could be extended the roughly 29 
miles to connect the Niblack mine, by 
means of existing logging roads, to the 
state highway system on the island. 
Such a road will involve at least 2.5 
miles of logging road reconstruction 
and the construction of 26.3 miles of 
new road. Those roads, if built to exist- 
ing logging road standards, are esti- 
mated to cost $7.075 million, the cost 
certainly rising if the roads are built to 
Federal Aid Urban Highway standards. 
The issue is that 18.3 miles of that new 
construction is across federal lands in 
the Tongass National Forest and, more 
importantly, across areas classified as 
inventoried roadless under the 2001 
U.S. Forest Service roadless rule, as it 
was reimposed on the Tongass in 2009. 

Looking at the topography of the 
area, located inside the Eudora inven- 
toried roadless area, the road would 
begin at the Haida, Hydaburg, Native 
village corporation’s West, 
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Cholmondeley, Arm sort yard and head 
Southeast through the Big Creek Val- 
ley and climb to a mountain pass at 
the roughly 1,400-foot elevation. From 
there it will drop onto land owned by 
the Kootznoowoo Native village cor- 
poration of Angoon and follow existing 
logging roads that lie on the western 
side of the South Arm. The route then 
runs south and parallels South Arm on 
the west side until the southern end of 
the bay is reached. Then the route fol- 
lows the shoreline of the south end of 
the South Arm until the far southeast 
corner of the bay is reached, the loca- 
tion of existing cabins and a State of 
Alaska Department of Fish and Game 
fish weir. From this point, there are 
two potential route alternatives: the 
1A route continues to run in a south- 
erly direction through a mountain pass 
of slightly more than 500-feet elevation 
passing two unnamed lakes. Once it 
reaches the shoreline of Dickman Bay, 
the road turns in a more easterly direc- 
tion and runs across the south end of 
Kugel Lake and Luelia Lake, and the 
north end of Kegan Lake. From the 900- 
foot elevation pass on the west side of 
Luelia Lake, the route continues to 
run in an easterly fashion and must 
cross 1,200- and 1,400-foot passes before 
the route turns north to reach the 
Niblack mine at tidewater. That total 
route is 26.3 miles of new construction 
and a total distance of 28.8 miles. There 
is an alternative, Route 1B, early in 
the route corridor to reduce the ele- 
vation and add switchbacks required to 
reach the first pass, an alternative that 
would add 1.9 miles to the road. 

There is another alternative route, 
Route 2A, that leaves from the same 
location and runs on the same route 
until the south end of South Arm. The 
second route then turns in a northerly 
direction and continues to follow the 
eastern shoreline of South Arm, 
Cholmondeley, for roughly 1.5 miles. 
The route then turns in an eastern di- 
rection and climbs through a mountain 
pass of about 900-feet elevation. From 
this pass, the route descends into the 
existing road system on Kootznoowoo 
lands near the south shores of Miller 
Lake. At the eastern terminus of these 
existing roads, the new route picks up 
again and continues in a southeast di- 
rection along the south end of Clarno 
Cove and Cannery Cove until Cannery 
Point is reached. From there the route 
turns into a southerly direction and 
climbs to another mountain pass of 
roughly 1,000-feet elevation. The route 
then follows the hillside to the west of 
Niblack Lake and meets another moun- 
tain pass of the same elevation and 
then descends in a southerly direction 
along the west side of Myrtle Lake to 
reach the Niblack Mine and tidewater. 
That route involves 24.6 miles of new 
construction, 6.1 miles of road recon- 
struction and involves a total length of 
30.7 miles, thus costing more. It in- 
volves, however, constructing only one 
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pass higher than 1,200 feet, compared to 
3 on the first route, but may have more 
environmental impacts given its route 
along Cannery Cove and Niblack Lake. 

An additional road, running to the 
Bokan Mountain mine, would branch 
from the Niblack road and then run 
south to the Bokan mine site. 

I mention the two detailed routes, 
and the third branch route, only to in- 
dicate that substantial work has been 
done to select a potential road corridor 
to the Niblack/Bokan Mountain mines 
and to make clear that I am not pre- 
judging the route with the fewest envi- 
ronmental impacts. I am leaving that 
to the Forest Service to decide after an 
environmental assessment or impact 
statement is undertaken. The legisla- 
tion I am introducing simply says that 
the Forest Service should permit devel- 
opment of a road along one of the two 
routes and the third branch route, 
picking the route that both minimizes 
the costs, while also minimizing the ef- 
fects on surface resources, prevents un- 
necessary surface disturbances and 
that complies with all environmental 
laws and regulations. 

These roads, I need to point out, will 
not set a precedent in any way weak- 
ening the inventoried roadless rule’s 
implementation in Alaska, regardless 
of how I feel about that rule. Under the 
original regulations governing roadless 
areas in Alaska issued by the Clinton 
administration in January 2001, Sec- 
tion 294.12(b)(7) permits roads to be 
built across inventoried roadless areas 
if needed ‘‘in conjunction with the con- 
tinuation, extension or renewal of a 
mineral lease on lands that are under 
lease by the Secretary of the Interior. 

. Such road construction or recon- 
struction must be conducted in a man- 
ner that minimizes effects on surface 
resources, prevents unnecessary or un- 
reasonable surface disturbance, and 
compiles with all applicable lease re- 
quirements.” 

The patents on the Niblack property 
and on the Bokan Mountain deposit 
certainly predate the creation of the 
roadless rule. The mines were discov- 
ered in the late 19th and early 20th cen- 
turies, according to the U.S. Forest 
Service. Modest copper production oc- 
curred between 1902 and 1908 at Niblack 
and modern exploration on the 2,000- 
acre site began in 1974, some 150 pat- 
ented claims being in place at the 
mine. Development/production on the 
uranium/REE deposits at Bokan Moun- 
tain began in the 1940s and continued 
through the 1950s. 

The point is that Niblack and Bokan 
Mountain are certainly real prospects 
that offer the likelihood of real em- 
ployment for many who are unem- 
ployed on Prince of Wales Island, if 
they simply can access the sites from 
their homes in Craig, Klawock, 
Hydaburg, Thorne Bay, Kasaan, Whale 
Pass and even Coffman Cove, located 
on the northeast end of the island. The 
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need for these jobs has prompted the 
City Council of Craig to formally re- 
quest Congress to accelerate the ap- 
proval of a road corridor to the mines. 
Such a road could be built by the 
mines, but more likely funded and 
built by the Alaska Department of 
Transportation and Public Facilities at 
state expense, not federal expense. A 
road could also allow a power line to be 
built to either or both mines, allowing 
non-carbon producing hydropower to 
power the mines, rather than them re- 
lying on expensive diesel generation 
for energy. That would reduce green- 
house gas production and benefit the 
environment. 

It makes no sense in a state that al- 
ready contains 58 million acres of for- 
mal wilderness, and in the Tongass Na- 
tional Forest contains nearly 6.4 mil- 
lion acres of parks and wilderness 
areas, to bar construction of a road 
that does not cross any wilderness 
areas but could provide a good income 
to more than half of all of the people, 
281 people, unemployed on the island as 
of November 2012, according to the 
Alaska Department of Labor and Work- 
force Development. 

I would hope that this Congress 
would look favorably on allowing these 
roads to this mining area, so that resi- 
dents on the island can get the jobs 
they so desperately need in the years 
ahead. 


By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself 
and Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 182. A bill to provide for the 
unencumbering of title to non-Federal 
land owned by the city of Anchorage, 
Alaska, for purposes of economic devel- 
opment by conveyance of the Federal 
reversion interest to the City; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce legislation to 
clear the title to three small parcels of 
land owned by the Municipality of An- 
chorage, AK, my home State, so that 
the land can be put to more productive 
uses in the future. 

At different times between 1922 and 
1991, Anchorage, AK, received a number 
of parcels of land from the Federal 
Government, including these three par- 
cels of land, located in downtown An- 
chorage, comprising 2.65 acres in total. 
They were conveyed to either the 
former ‘‘City of Anchorage” or more 
recently the ‘‘Municipality of Anchor- 
age.” They were transferred by the 
Federal Government to the local gov- 
ernment for a wide variety of specific 
purposes, but all were transferred for 
the overarching purpose of helping the 
then nascent City of Anchorage, which 
was, and largely still is, surrounded by 
Federal lands, have sufficient land re- 
sources to provide municipal services 
to the growing community. For rea- 
sons that made sense decades ago, all 
of the deeds for these properties con- 
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tain reversionary clauses, that should 
the land not be used for various general 
“municipal purposes” their ownership 
would revert to the Federal Govern- 
ment. The problem is that in each case, 
the tracts are no longer useful for the 
purposes originally intended, the lands 
are not needed by the Federal Govern- 
ment, the public purpose for which the 
reversion clause was put in place has 
long ago been fulfilled, and in case they 
were to be returned to the Federal es- 
tate, it would cost the Federal Govern- 
ment substantial sums to maintain the 
properties or prepare them for future 
sale. 

These small tracts are not practical 
for the Federal Government to repos- 
sess for several reasons: the Federal 
Government is barely able to manage 
all the land it currently owns in Alas- 
ka, including in Anchorage, let alone 
adding small tracts to burden its re- 
sponsibility. After more than 50 years 
since the Statehood Act, and 42 years 
since the Alaska Native Claims Settle- 
ment Act’s passage, the State and our 
Native People still have not received 
final patent to all their lands. The pub- 
lic purposes for which the Federal re- 
versionary clauses were put in place 
have been met. These clauses were 
added to insure that during its earlier, 
developmental stages, Anchorage 
would use the Federal land conveyed to 
it to build the city and the municipal 
and public infrastructure of the com- 
munity. After decades of dedicated 
public use of these properties, the 
“public purpose” basis for the clauses 
has been fulfilled. For these properties, 
my legislation addresses the question 
of how long is long enough for a rever- 
sionary clause to have served its pur- 
pose, by recognizing that after decades 
of living up to its obligations under 
what are now outdated restrictions 
from the last century, it is time to let 
the City move forward with its vision 
for the new one. The commercial use of 
the properties will add to the public 
municipal treasury, and to the Federal 
treasury, hence continuing the public 
benefit of the lands, albeit in a dif- 
ferent way. 

In 1922 the City of Anchorage re- 
ceived a number of properties around 
Anchorage for municipal/school pur- 
poses. One of the properties was the 
1.938-acre site in Block 42 downtown 
that since the early 1980s has been the 
site of the William A. Egan Convention 
Center. With the completion in 2010 of 
the larger Dena’ina Civic and Conven- 
tion Center, the tract is surplus to mu- 
nicipal needs, and could best be uti- 
lized for sale to the private sector that 
would then be best able to afford the 
cost of conversion of the property for 
future use, adding to the Federal in- 
come tax base and local property tax 
base. 

The second tract is a lot of .48 acres 
at Seventh and I Streets downtown, 
currently being used as a municipal 
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parking lot. The land, obtained by the 
city as part of a 1982 land exchange 
that cleared the site for a major office 
building across the street, is too small 
for municipal or Federal office space 
use, or for park construction, but 
might be properly sized for a commer- 
cial enterprise. It is zoned for business, 
but cannot be used for business that 
would contribute to the local property 
tax base or Federal income tax base, 
because of the inability of the Munici- 
pality to sell the property due to the 
Federal reversion clause. 

The third site at the corner of H 
Street and Christiansen Drive, .24 acres 
in size and obtained by the city in 1963, 
again is too small for municipal or 
Federal office space, and unneeded for 
park space, but might be of use for a 
retail establishment given its location 
near a municipal parking facility. 
Likewise, it is zoned for business/com- 
mercial, but cannot be used and poten- 
tially contribute to the local and Fed- 
eral tax bases due to the Federal rever- 
sion requirement. It currently sits va- 
cant and idle. 

In all cases, the best municipal use of 
the lands would be for sale to provide 
revenues to the Municipality of An- 
chorage that could be used for provi- 
sion of municipal social services. In 
each case, reversion of the lands to the 
Federal Government would result in 
Federal ownership of tracts unneeded 
for Federal purposes, but lands that 
would produce greater conveyance and 
management costs to the Federal 
treasury than are likely to be recov- 
ered through fair market sales. 

The Municipality of Anchorage and 
its Mayor Daniel Sullivan have asked 
that the reversionary clauses be re- 
pealed on the three tracts, the city ab- 
sorbing all costs connected with sur- 
veying, recording and other costs con- 
nected with the properties. In these 
cases, lifting of the reversionary 
clauses on three of the literally thou- 
sands of acres conveyed to Anchorage, 
partially as a result of the Alaska 
Statehood Act, makes for good land 
use, and economic and public policy 
sense for both the local government 
and the Federal Government. The Mu- 
nicipality of Anchorage has already es- 
tablished 223 parks containing 82 play- 
grounds and 250 miles of trails, encom- 
passing 10,946 acres inside its bound- 
aries. There is no shortage of park and 
open space in the municipality. There 
is no public policy purpose in the 21st 
Century not to permit these very lim- 


ited Federal reversion 
extinguishments. 

Passage of this act would cost the 
Federal Government nothing, but 


would aid the citizens of Anchorage by 
allowing lands to be put on the city’s 
tax rolls. I am introducing this bill 
now, joined by my Alaska colleague 
and former Anchorage Mayor MARK 
BEGICH as cosponsor, to foster action, 
hopefully, early in this 113th Congress. 
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By Mr. BLUNT (for himself, Mr. 
Cruz, Mr. LEE, Mr. Scott, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. ROBERTS, and Mr. 
CORNYN): 

S. 188. A bill to prevent certain indi- 
viduals purportedly appointed to the 
National Labor Relations Board from 
receiving salaries, and to prevent an 
unconstitutional quorum of the Board 
from taking agency actions, until there 
is a final decision in pending lawsuits 
regarding the constitutionality of cer- 
tain alleged recess appointments; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I rise to 
talk about a piece of legislation I in- 
tend to introduce on behalf of Senator 
CRUZ and myself, The Advice and Con- 
sent Restoration Act, which responds 
to last week’s decision announced on 
Friday by a three-judge panel on the 
DC Circuit Court of Appeals, where 
they unanimously ruled that President 
Obama violated the Constitution when 
he made so-called recess appointments 
to the National Labor Relations Board. 
They are so-called recess appointments 
because the Senate was still in session. 

The fundamental question is does the 
President get to decide whether the 
Senate is in session or does the Senate 
get to decide whether the Senate is in 
session. If that question had been de- 
bated when the Constitution was being 
debated, I am sure they would have 
said: That will never come up; there is 
no way we are going to develop a sys- 
tem with this separation of powers and 
the President will decide whether the 
Senate is in session. 

This President did decide that, and 
the court agreed with the argument 
that a number of Senators, Senator 
MCCONNELL and I, along with 40 of our 
colleagues, filed in an amicus brief 
that clearly made the point the Senate 
gets to decide when the Senate is in 
session. We argued that the Constitu- 
tion does not empower the President to 
make this decision. The court agreed 
with that argument, stating that any 
other interpretation of the Constitu- 
tion would give the President free rein 
to appoint his desired nominees any- 
time he pleases. In a direct quote, the 
court said it would give ‘‘the President 
free rein to appoint his desired nomi- 
nees anytime he pleases, whether that 
time be a weekend, lunch or even when 
the Senate is in session and he is mere- 
ly displeased with its inaction.” That 
is the end of the quote from the three- 
judge panel’s decision. 

The right of the Senate to provide 
advice and consent is an important 
check on the risk of this type of Presi- 
dential overreach and one the Senate 
should actively exercise. In fact, the 
Senate actively and consciously made 
the decision in January to stay in ses- 
sion to do some of the work that need- 
ed to be done during the session and, 
frankly, to be sure that the President 
couldn’t avoid the constitutional re- 
quirement of advice and consent. 
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Allowing the President to determine 
the Senate’s schedule would seriously 
damage the balance of powers; it would 
seriously damage the Senate’s auton- 
omy. It eliminates an important check 
on the executive branch. 

The court invalidated the one ruling 
that was being appealed. Of course, the 
Presiding Officer understands this ex- 
actly, that the court case would only 
have appealed one ruling that impacted 
one company or one employer, and the 
court said that ruling can’t stand. 
There are more than 200 other actions 
this same group, which the court said 
is not legally functioning, had taken, 
and all 200 or more of those actions are 
now in question. 

I believe the answer will be clear. 
Perhaps all those will have to be ap- 
pealed in some way so that a court can 
say, No, just as in the first ruling we 
made, the people who made these deci- 
sions were not constitutionally in 
place; consequently the ruling they 
made isn’t in place. The work of this 
agency will not pass constitutional 
muster and, of course, the President 
needs to now appoint people who would 
be confirmed by the Senate. 

In spite of the three-judge panel’s 
unanimous decision, the National 
Labor Relations Board recently an- 
nounced that it intends to ignore the 
ruling and carry on with business as 
usual. This is not a very acceptable re- 
sponse. The President first decides he 
is going to decide whether the Senate 
is in session. Then the people he ap- 
points in an unconstitutional way de- 
cide they are going to ignore the court 
ruling and continue to do what they 
have been doing. 

The President needs to reappoint, 
and until the President does reappoint, 
Congress has a responsibility to block 
this unconstitutional act by termi- 
nating the salaries of those who were 
illegally appointed and by preventing 
them from conducting any official 
business until the Senate acts to ap- 
prove their appointments. 

Senator CRUZ and I urge our col- 
leagues to join us in supporting this ef- 
fort. The National Labor Relations 
Board should take down the ‘‘open for 
business” sign they put up on Monday 
after the court ruling on Friday. 
Frankly, they need to put up a ‘“‘help 
wanted” sign. 

The Constitution matters. What the 
Constitution says matters. The Senate, 
I hope, will be vigorous in enforcing its 
constitutional responsibility. 


By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for 
himself, Mr. FLAKE, Mrs. GILLI- 
BRAND, and Mr. WARNER): 

S. 189. A bill to establish an employ- 
ment-based immigrant visa for alien 
entrepreneurs who have received sig- 
nificant capital from investors to es- 
tablish a business in the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is with great pleasure that I, 
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along with Mr. FLAKE of Arizona, re- 
introduce the Startup Visa Act. The 
Startup Visa Act of 2013 allows immi- 
grant entrepreneurs and foreign grad- 
uates of U.S. universities to appeal for 
a two-year visa on the condition that 
they secure financing from a qualified 
U.S. investor and can demonstrate the 
ability to create jobs in America. 

If they are successful in developing 
their company and hiring American 
workers, they would be eligible for 
legal permanent residency and would 
be free to continue building their com- 
panies, creating more home-grown jobs 
and continuing our legacy of un- 
matched innovation and entrepreneur- 
ship. 

The United States has a proud his- 
tory of providing entrepreneurs from 
around the world the freedom and re- 
sources to turn an idea into a success- 
ful venture. Well-known U.S. compa- 
nies such as Google, Yahoo, Intel, 
Pfizer and eBay all began as startups 


that were founded by immigrants. 
These businesses have grown into 
multibillion-dollar industry leaders 


that provide thousands of Americans 
with high-paying jobs in cutting-edge 
fields. 

The number of jobs offered by 
startups is dropping off. While this is 
partly due to the economic downturn it 
is also because of our Nation’s broken 
immigration system. Many of the 
world’s best and brightest minds are 
finding that our current visa restric- 
tions discourage them from launching 
new companies here. This is a major 
competitive disadvantage, and one that 
runs counter to our Nation’s history of 
fostering foreign-born innovators, such 
as Albert Einstein or Andrew Carnegie. 

More worrisome is that while we try 
to work out a solution to our broken 
immigration laws, our foreign competi- 
tors are catching up and, in some 
cases, passing us by in many of the 
fields we once dominated. In 2009, for 
the first time in recent memory, for- 
eign innovators were awarded more 
patents than American pioneers. Only 
a decade earlier, U.S.-based entre- 
preneurs were awarded almost 57 per- 
cent of all patents worldwide. We must 
work quickly and in a bipartisan man- 
ner to reverse this trend. The Startup 
Visa Act of 2013 is a strong and simple 
step that will reward foreign 
innovators, pioneers and entrepreneurs 
for creating jobs in America. Put sim- 
ply, this legislation will help protect 
America’s position as the global leader 
in innovation. 

We do not have to look far for evi- 
dence that our broken immigration 
system is hurting our economy. We 
only need to look at our Canadian 
neighbors. The Canadian founders of 
Vanilla Forums, an innovative and 
fast-growing company, whose products 
are used by websites around the world 
to host online forum discussions, spent 
a summer in my home State of Colo- 
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rado participating in a mentorship pro- 
gram with U.S.-based entrepreneurs 
and investors. Despite the numerous 
investors who were interested in fund- 
ing Vanilla Forums and developing the 
company in Colorado, concerns about 
the founders’ ability to obtain visas 
won out. As a result, Vanilla Forums is 
a successful company that is hiring 
employees at its headquarters in Mon- 
treal, Quebec. 

America has tremendous untapped 
potential for innovation and it is our 
responsibility to give our Nation every 
opportunity to remain globally com- 
petitive. By passing the Startup Visa 
Act of 2013 we can create high paying 
jobs here in the United States, and help 
ensure that the next globally trans- 
formative company is based in Amer- 
ica. This legislation is bipartisan and 
fiscally responsible; it will spur private 
investment and it will help put our 
economy back on track. I ask my col- 
leagues to join me in support of this 
important legislation. 


— 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 21—DESIG- 
NATING FEBRUARY 14, 2013, AS 
“NATIONAL SOLIDARITY DAY 
FOR COMPASSIONATE PATIENT 
CARE” 


Mr. LAUTENBERG submitted the 
following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary: 

S. RES. 21 


Whereas the National Solidarity Day for 
Compassionate Patient Care promotes na- 
tional awareness of the importance of com- 
passionate and respectful relationships be- 
tween health care professionals and their pa- 
tients as reflected in attitudes that are sen- 
sitive to the values, autonomy, cultural, and 
ethnic backgrounds of patients and families; 

Whereas individuals and groups of medical 
professionals and students stand in soli- 
darity to support compassion in health care 
as expressed by Dr. Randall Friese, triage 
physician at the University of Arizona Med- 
ical Center who, when queried, stated that 
the most important treatment he provided 
to Congress member Gabrielle Giffords after 
she was shot on January 8, 2011, was to hold 
her hand and reassure her that she was in 
the hospital and would be cared for; 

Whereas physicians, nurses, all other 
health care professionals, and medical facili- 
ties are charged with providing both the art 
and science of medicine; 

Whereas a greater awareness of the impor- 
tance of compassion in health care encour- 
ages health care professionals to be mindful 
of the need to treat the patient rather than 
the disease; 

Whereas scientific research illustrates that 
when health care professionals practice 
humanistically; demonstrating the qualities 
of integrity, excellence, compassion, altru- 
ism, respect, empathy, and service, their pa- 
tients have better medical outcomes; and 

Whereas February 14th would be an appro- 
priate day to designate as National Soli- 
darity Day for Compassionate Patient Care 
and to celebrate it by health care students 
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and professionals performing humanistic 
acts of compassion and kindness toward pa- 
tients, families of patients, and health care 
colleagues: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates February 14, 2013, as ‘‘Na- 
tional Solidarity Day for Compassionate Pa- 
tient Care’’; 

(2) recognizes the importance and value of 
a respectful relationship between health care 
professionals and their patients as a means 
of promoting better health outcomes; and 

(3) encourages all health care professionals 
to be mindful of the importance of both— 

(A) being humanistic and compassionate; 
and 

(B) providing technical expertise. 


Ee 


SENATE RESOLUTION 22—RECOG- 
NIZING THE GOALS OF CATHOLIC 
SCHOOLS WEEK AND HONORING 
THE VALUABLE CONTRIBUTIONS 
OF CATHOLIC SCHOOLS IN THE 
UNITED STATES 


Mr. VITTER (for himself, Ms. LAN- 
DRIEU, and Mr. JOHANNS) submitted the 
following resolution, which was consid- 
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 22 


Whereas Catholic schools in the United 
States have received international acclaim 
for academic excellence while providing stu- 
dents with lessons that extend far beyond 
the classroom; 

Whereas Catholic schools present a broad 
curriculum that emphasizes the lifelong de- 
velopment of moral, intellectual, physical, 
and social values in the young people of the 
United States; 

Whereas Catholic schools in the United 
States today educate 2,031,455 students and 
maintain a student-to-teacher ratio of 18 to 
1; 

Whereas the faculty members of Catholic 
schools teach a highly diverse body of stu- 
dents; 

Whereas the graduation rate for all Catho- 
lic school students is 99 percent; 

Whereas 85 percent of Catholic high school 
graduates go on to college; 

Whereas Catholic schools produce students 
who are strongly dedicated to faith, values, 
families, and communities by providing an 
intellectually stimulating environment rich 
in spiritual character and moral develop- 
ment; and 

Whereas in the 1972 pastoral message con- 
cerning Catholic education, the National 
Conference of Catholic Bishops stated, ‘‘Edu- 
cation is one of the most important ways by 
which the Church fulfills its commitment to 
the dignity of the person and building of 
community. Community is central to edu- 
cation ministry, both as a necessary condi- 
tion and an ardently desired goal. The edu- 
cational efforts of the Church, therefore, 
must be directed to forming persons-in-com- 
munity; for the education of the individual 
Christian is important not only to his soli- 
tary destiny, but also the destinies of the 
many communities in which he lives.’’: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes the goals of Catholic Schools 
Week, an event cosponsored by the National 
Catholic Educational Association and the 
United States Conference of Catholic 
Bishops that recognizes the vital contribu- 
tions of thousands of Catholic elementary 
and secondary schools in the United States; 
and 
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(2) commends Catholic schools, students, 
parents, and teachers across the United 
States for ongoing contributions to edu- 
cation and for playing a vital role in pro- 
moting and ensuring a brighter, stronger fu- 
ture for the United States. 


a 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen- 
ate, on January 30, 2018, at 10 a.m., in 
room SH-216 of the Hart Senate Office 
Building, to conduct a hearing entitled 
“What Should America Do About Gun 
Violence?” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EEE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Sterling 
Laudon, Sarah Weaver, Rebecca Nolan, 
Kevin Murray, Will Stein, and Will 
Kellogg, staff on the Finance Com- 
mittee, be granted the privilege of the 
floor for the 113th Congress. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


Ee 


UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.R. 325 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that following leader re- 
marks tomorrow, Thursday, January 
31, the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Calendar No. 7, H.R. 325; that 
the following amendments, the text of 
which is at the desk, be the only first- 
degree agreements in order to the bill— 
Portman, dollar for dollar cuts, S. 48 
text; Portman, government shutdown 
prevention, S. 29 text; Toomey, full 
faith and credit; and Paul, prohibition 
of F-16s to Egypt; that the only motion 
to commit in order to the bill be a Vit- 
ter motion to commit regarding spend- 
ing cuts; that the time until 12:15 p.m. 
be for debate on the amendments, mo- 
tion, and the bill, to run concurrently 
and be equally divided between the two 
leaders or their designees, prior to 
votes in relation to the amendments 
and the Vitter motion in the order list- 
ed; that upon disposition of the amend- 
ments and the Vitter motion, the Sen- 
ate proceed to a vote on passage of 
H.R. 325, as amended, if amended; that 
the amendments and the Vitter motion 
be subject to a _  60-affirmative-vote 
threshold; that there be no amend- 
ments in order to any of the amend- 
ments or the Vitter motion prior to the 
votes; finally, that there will be 2 min- 
utes equally divided prior to each vote 
and that all after the first vote be 10 
minutes or less. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 
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Mr. INHOFE. Reserving the right to 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. First of all, let me 
make a comment, if I could, to the 
Chair. It is my hope that we don’t have 
sequestration with the military, with 
the Defense Department. I have been 
very much concerned about that. I am 
going to do everything I can to pre- 
clude that from happening. In the 
event that did happen—we are looking 
at about a month from now—I have an 
amendment I wanted to put on this 
bill. I could do it another way too, but 
perhaps as a freestanding bill. I wish to 
explain what it is, and then I wish to 
ask the distinguished majority leader a 
couple of questions. 

The amendment I had, or that could 
be in a freestanding bill, would give the 
Secretary of Defense the flexibility to 
implement the cuts under the seques- 
tration in the least harmful way pos- 
sible, that would authorize him to have 
the power to make adjustments within 
the confines of the sequestration so if 
there would not be any more money, it 
would not change that. It would allow 
the Chiefs to examine and determine 
whether they could make some changes 
to make something that could be cata- 
strophic maybe less catastrophic. I 
have supplied a copy to the leader’s of- 
fice. 

What I wish to do—I don’t want to 
object to this, because I want to make 
sure this continues. I wish to ask if I 
could have some latitude to help me to 
get this before the Senate so we could 
accomplish this. 

I would say this, through the Chair, 
to the leader, that I have already 
talked to not just the Chair of the 
Joint Chiefs but all of the Chiefs. They 
all say that in a period of 1 month, 
quite frankly, they are starting right 
now to see if there is something they 
could put together to make it less on- 
erous should we have to have that. 

So I would like to ask if there is 
something that could be done through 
the leadership to help me get this done 
if the worst should happen and we 
should be faced with sequestration a 
month from now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. REID. Through the Chair to the 
distinguished Senator from Oklahoma, 
the ranking member of the Armed 
Services Committee, as the leader for 
the Republicans on that committee, he 
understands the importance of the 
military and what sequestration would 
do. I have spoken to the distinguished 
Senator previously—and, in fact, as 
late as this morning we talked—and 
there are Democrats who also believe 
there should be some relief given in re- 
gard to sequestration. The issue we 
have to work through is how we have a 
balance between the cuts in defense 
and nondefense. 
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So there are many different ways we 
could approach this, but I am com- 
mitted to approaching it. I have said, 
and I will continue to say, sequestra- 
tion was a last resort. We thought we 
would do better with the supercom- 
mittee. We didn’t. So this is what we 
are faced with. I hope we can all work 
together to lessen the burden on de- 
fense spending and, of course, non- 
defense spending. That is what seques- 
tration is all about. Iam committed to 
doing that. 

I am happy to work with my friend 
from Oklahoma. If he can’t find enough 
allies, either Republicans or Demo- 
crats, I will be happy to continue to 
work with him to figure out a way we 
can have this issue brought before the 
Senate. 

Mr. INHOFE. Through the Chair, I 
would make a comment that many 
times the distinguished leader has been 
helpful, such as with the highway bill 
and the pilots bill of rights and others, 
and I have to say I would not have been 
able to get them through without that 
support. What I would ask for is the 
same support to help me overcome 
some of the problems that would come 
with sequestration. 

To give an example, sequestration 
would cancel flying operations for four 
out of nine aircraft carriers, which 
would take about 9 to 12 months to re- 
store at a cost of two to three times as 
much. What they could do with this 
bill, which I plan to introduce tomor- 
row, is have the latitude, while spend- 
ing the same amount of money, to keep 
the flying hours where they are so they 
would not have to be restored in an- 
other vehicle. Little things such as 
that are significant. 

It also would address the problems 
we hear of every day from the Secre- 
taries in the military—the various de- 
partments and the Chiefs—having to do 
with the other problems on the CR. So 
this would address both of them and 
give latitude and make it better. 

I would just say I hope the leader 
could assist me in getting this bill 
through in a timely fashion that I will 
be introducing tomorrow. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I think it is 
my choice, and I am confident the 
choice of the senior Senator from Okla- 
homa, to avoid sequestration. We need 
to do this through some type of bal- 
anced plan, and I am committed to 
doing that. 

Mr. INHOFE. I appreciate that very 
much, Mr. President. I do not object. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I would fi- 
nally say it is not as if the Senator 
from Oklahoma is asking that the ac- 
tual amount of dollars be lessened. He 
is just saying they should be rear- 
ranged. So I appreciate his good will on 
this legislation. 

We need to get this bill to the Presi- 
dent. So it is my intention, after the 
use or yielding back of time, to move 
to table these amendments and the 
Vitter motion. 
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We expect to have one vote tomorrow 
prior to the Senate recessing for cau- 
cus lunch meetings, and the remaining 
votes will occur after the caucus meet- 
ings. Again, I express my appreciation 
to the Senator from Oklahoma. I know 
how strongly he feels about the mili- 
tary and that he wants to try to relieve 
the pain in some way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the request is agreed to. 


Ee 


CONGRATULATING THE MEMBERS 
OF DELTA SIGMA THETA SOROR- 
ITY, INC. 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Judiciary Com- 
mittee be discharged from S. Res. 13 
and that we now proceed to its consid- 
eration in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 18) congratulating the 
members of Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. 
for 100 years of service to communities 
throughout the United States and the world, 
and commending Delta Sigma Theta Soror- 
ity, Inc. for its promotion of sisterhood, 
scholarship, and service. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, with no intervening ac- 
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 18) was agreed 
to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in the RECORD of Thursday, 
January 24, 2013, under ‘‘Submitted 
Resolutions.’’) 


ES 


RECOGNIZING THE GOALS OF 
CATHOLIC SCHOOLS WEEK 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of S. Res. 22. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 22) recognizing the 
goals of Catholic Schools Week and honoring 
the valuable contributions of Catholic 
schools in the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, with no intervening ac- 
tion or debate. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 22) was agreed 
to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


APPOINTMENTS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, pursuant to Executive Order 


12131, as amended and extended, ap- 
points the following members to the 
President’s Export Council: the Honor- 
able AMY KLOBUCHAR of Minnesota, the 
Honorable MARK BEGICH of Alaska, and 
the Honorable KIRSTEN E. GILLIBRAND 
of New York. 

The Chair, on behalf of the Vice 
President, pursuant to Public Law 83- 
420, as amended by Public Law 99-871, 
reappoints the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) to the Board of Trustees of 
Gallaudet University. 

The Chair announces, on behalf of 
the majority leader, pursuant to Public 
Law 105-83, his reappointment and ap- 
pointment of the following Senators to 
serve as members of the National 
Council on the Arts: the Honorable 
SHELDON WHITEHOUSE of Rhode Island 
(reappointment), and the Honorable 
TAMMY BALDWIN of Wisconsin, vice the 
Honorable CLAIRE MCCASKILL of Mis- 
souri. 


EE 


ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
JANUARY 31, 2013 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 9:30 a.m. on Thursday, Jan- 
uary 31; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, and the time for the 
two leaders be reserved for their use 
later in the day; that following any 
leader remarks, the Senate proceed to 
consideration of H.R. 325 under the pre- 
vious order; further, that following the 
first vote in relation to the debt limit 
legislation, the Senate recess until 2:15 


p.m. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


PROGRAM 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, there will 
be one rollcall vote at about 12:15 to- 
morrow and as many as five additional 
rollcall votes after 2:15 p.m. 


Ee 


ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. REID. If there is no further busi- 
ness to come before the Senate, I ask 
that it adjourn under the previous 
order following the remarks of Senator 
CHAMBLISS and Senator ISAKSON, and 
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they will speak for up to 6 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Georgia. 


RECOGNIZING DAVIS LOVE, III 


Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, as a 
Member of this body representing the 
State of Georgia, it gives me great 
pleasure to rise today to recognize a 
Georgia resident and my good personal 
friend, Davis Love, III, on being named 
the recipient of the 2013 Bob Jones 
Award. 

The award, named in honor of an- 
other great Georgia golfer, Robert Tyre 
Jones, Jr.—better known as Bobby 
Jones—is the U.S. Golf Association’s 
highest honor and recognizes individ- 
uals for their distinguished sportsman- 
ship in golf. Since 1955, the Bob Jones 
Award has been presented annually to 
an individual who ‘‘emulates Jones’ 
spirit, his personal qualities, and his 
attitude toward the game and its play- 
ers.” Past recipients include some of 
golf’s alltime greats, such as Byron 
Nelson, Ben Hogan, Arnold Palmer, 
Jack Nicklaus, and Tom Watson. And 
it comes as no surprise to see Davis 
Love’s name added to this distin- 
guished list. 

Davis and his wife Robin are long- 
time residents of Georgia, and Davis is 
receiving an award that embodies 
much of our State’s rich golfing his- 
tory. He has long been a champion of 
the game and embraced many of golf’s 
finest traditions. 

Throughout his impressive career, 
Davis has represented our country with 
dignity and honor. In the 1985 Walker 
Cup match, Davis helped lead the USA 
team to a narrow 13-to-11 victory over 
Great Britain and Ireland by winning 
two matches on the final day of play. 
He is also a six-time member of the 
President’s Cup team and has been a 
member of the U.S. Ryder Cup team 
seven times and was captain of last 
year’s Ryder Cup team. 

Since he earned his PGA Tour card in 
1985, Davis Love, III, has won 20 events, 
including a major, the 1997 PGA Cham- 
pionship. He is also a two-time winner 
of the prestigious Players Champion- 
ship and has finished at the top of the 
leader board in many of golf’s other 
major tournaments. 

His respect and love for the game is 
admired by fellow players and golf fans 
around the world. I can think of no 
other professional golfer who is more 
deserving of this award than is Davis 
Love, III, and I congratulate him and 
Robin on being named the recipient of 
USGA’s 2013 Bob Jones Award. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 
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CONGRATULATING SECRETARY OF 
STATE KERRY 


Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, yester- 
day the Senate overwhelmingly con- 
firmed the nomination of JOHN KERRY 
to be the next Secretary of State of the 
United States of America. I was away 
from the Capitol during the 2 hours al- 
located for that debate, and I wanted 
to add my comments and my com- 
mendations to now Secretary KERRY on 
his confirmation to be Secretary of 
State of our country. 

For the last 4 years, I had the privi- 
lege of serving on the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee with Senator KERRY 
as chairman. During that period of 
time, I got to watch him as a diplomat, 
as an American, as a Member of the 
Senate, and as one committed to peace 
and security around the world. I 
watched him carefully in the Middle 
East as he negotiated and worked hard 
to see to it that we had peace but that 
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we had peace through strength and we 
had peace through our partnership 
with the great State of Israel. I 
watched him on the comprehensive 
peace agreement in the Sudan to help 
shepherd across the creation of the 
newest nation, South Sudan, and a 
bloodless election that caused that to 
take place. I watched him in many 
other cases dealing with diplomats 
from Africa, to Europe, to the Middle 
East, representing the United States of 
America in all of its best interests. I 
watched him work hand in hand with 
Secretary of State Clinton to ensure 
that there was no division between the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
and the policies of this country. But 
most importantly of all, in those 
tough, tough issues, like the ratifica- 
tion of the New START treaty, now 
Secretary KERRY, then Chairman 
KERRY, made sure that every member 
of the committee in the entire markup 
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and hearing process had their questions 
answered, their concerns answered, and 
was a part of the process. He never 
tried to ramrod anything through the 
committee nor through the Congress 
but, rather, did his job in an exemplary 
way. 

It is a privilege for me to rise tonight 
to pay tribute to JOHN KERRY, the next 
Secretary of State of the United States 
of America, and commend him on his 
confirmation to that job. 

I yield the floor. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate stands adjourned until 9:30 a.m. to- 
morrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:27 p.m., 
adjourned until Thursday, January 31, 
2013, at 9:30 a.m. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 


any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
January 31, 2013 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 


FEBRUARY 7 
2:30 p.m. 
Select Committee on Intelligence 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tion of John Owen Brennan, of Vir- 
ginia, to be Director of the Central In- 

telligence Agency. 
SH-216 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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SENATE—Thursday, January 31, 2013 


The Senate met at 9:32 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Honorable HARRY 
REID, a Senator from the State of Ne- 
vada. 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Almighty God, whose attributes are 
both majestic and manifold, strengthen 
our Senators, enabling them to live 
this day to the fullest. Give them the 
humility to be more concerned about 
being on Your side than assuming that 
You are on their side. May they com- 
bine confrontation and compromise as 
they work together to find solutions 
for our national problems. Lord, help 
them to give precedence to principle 
over party, as they seek to honor You 
with their lives. Today, fill this legisla- 
tive Chamber with Your presence, so 
that Your will will be done on Earth 
even as it is done in Heaven. 

We pray in Your merciful Name. 
Amen. 


ae 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable HARRY REID led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


Ee 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, January 31, 2013. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable HARRY REID, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Nevada, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. REID thereupon assumed the 

chair as Acting President pro tempore. 


-u 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DUR- 
BIN). The Senator from Kentucky is 
recognized. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
majority leader has suggested that I go 
ahead, and, therefore, I will. 


THE ECONOMY 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, yes- 
terday, we learned our economy con- 
tracted for the first time in more than 
3 years. This news comes, of course, 
after President Obama spent an entire 
election promising Americans that a 
return to robust economic growth was 
right around the corner and little more 
than 1 week after the President said in 
his inaugural address that ‘‘economic 
recovery has begun.” 

I am not so sure the people of Ken- 
tucky would agree with that assess- 
ment, given that the unemployment 
rate there is still above 8 percent. But 
this is not the first or the second time 
this White House has oversold the re- 
covery. It is not even the third or 
fourth time. A lot of us remember the 
“summer of recovery.” A lot of us also 
remember when the Vice President 
promised the stimulus would ‘“‘literally 
drop-kick”’ us out of the recession. 

Look, if the White House spent near- 
ly as much time trying to actually fix 
the economy as it did claiming it was 
fixed—and then finding excuses and 
scapegoats when its premature pro- 
nouncements turned out to be false—I 
suspect the economy would actually be 
doing better than it is today. But the 
President seems not to have learned 
that lesson because, just yesterday, he 
tried to pin the latest negative eco- 
nomic news on congressional Repub- 
licans once again. 

The President can make any excuse 
he wants, but it is not going to help 
Americans find jobs. 

One thing the President could have 
done instead of wasting so much time 
blaming others would have been to con- 
vene the Jobs Council he created 
amidst so much fanfare. He has not 
done that for more than 1 year. In fact, 
from what I understand, the Council is 
expected to actually disband today 
after having met only four times since 
2011. 

We have had 4 years of the Obama 
economy. It has not worked. This 
would be the time to try something 
new. But the President seems content 
to simply double down on more of the 
same. He wants to spend more, which 
would only worsen our trillion-dollar 
deficits. The very same President who 
warned against raising taxes in a down 
economy is proposing to raise taxes in 
a down economy. He is clearly getting 
a big assist on that front from the 
chairwoman of the Budget Committee, 
who says she is going to include tax 
hikes in the Senate Democrats’ budget 
plan. That is a bad enough idea to 
begin with, but it is especially counter- 
productive considering yesterday’s dis- 


mal growth numbers, because there are 
two things we know about tax in- 
creases for sure; first, they reduce jobs 
and hurt economic growth; second, 
they distract us from addressing the 
real problem, which is spending. 

As I have explained repeatedly on the 
floor over the past 2 weeks, govern- 
ment spending is completely out of 
control—completely out of control— 
and it is projected to get much worse 
in years to come. Even if the President 
got the additional tax increases he is 
asking for, we still would not even 
come close—not even close—to solving 
the problem. We certainly will not get 
there by wasting time on poll-tested 
PR gimmicks that will hardly bring in 
any revenue. Every minute the admin- 
istration spends talking about cor- 
porate jets is 1 less minute we have to 
discuss serious ways to confront the 
challenges we face. Clearly, it is the 
spending we have to deal with, and now 
is the perfect time to do so. 

The key to robust recovery is freeing 
the private sector to grow and to cre- 
ate jobs. We can do that by making 
government more efficient, by reform- 
ing spending, and by eliminating pro- 
grams that do not work—which hap- 
pens to be the very same things we 
need to do to get our fiscal house in 
order. 

Economic growth and debt reduction 
can actually go hand in hand but only 
if we pursue the right policies. As a 
first step, let’s stop making things 
worse than they already are. Threat- 
ening families and businesses with even 
more job-killing tax hikes is clearly 
counterproductive and so is trying to 
borrow more money from China to fund 
more failed stimulus packages. 

The President and his allies have had 
4 years—4—to put their ideas into prac- 
tice. Those policies have failed. It is 
time for a new approach. If Democrats 
are ready to finally get serious—to end 
the blame game and pursue real growth 
policies—then Republicans are here to 
show them the way forward to a 
stronger economy and to a more secure 
future. 


ee 
RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHATZ). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


EE 
SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
leader remarks, the Senate will begin 
consideration of H.R. 325, the debt 
limit legislation. The time until 12:15 
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p.m. will be equally divided and con- 
trolled. At 12:15 p.m., there will be a 
rollcall vote in relation to a Portman 
amendment. Following that vote, the 
Senate will recess until 2:15 p.m. to 
allow for caucus meetings. At 2:15 p.m., 
there will be as many as five additional 
rollcall votes. 


es 


GOVERNMENT SPENDING 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, just a brief 
comment on the statement of my 
friend, the Republican leader. 

He continues bad-mouthing the re- 
covery. We are in a recovery. The 
moral of the fourth quarter is a repudi- 
ation of the Republican playbook. 
Growth went down in the fourth quar- 
ter because of reduced government 
spending and a reticence of the private 
sector, as Congress fought over the fis- 
cal cliff. That fight came as a result of 
the Republicans being so unreasonable. 
When we were finally able to work 
something out that was a compromise, 
it was good for the economy. The econ- 
omy was rejecting the austerity and 
brinksmanship. 

So let’s hope the Republicans will un- 
derstand that we have to move for- 
ward, that the Republican playbook of 
continually complaining about spend- 
ing is something—we know we have to 
do something with spending. We under- 
stand that. But there is more to mak- 
ing our economy recover than just con- 
tinually harping on what is going on 
with spending. 

Everyone recognizes we have to do 
something with spending, but we also 
have to do something to have a fair 
program. Is it fair that to this point all 
spending cuts have come from non- 
defense spending? The answer is no. Is 
it fair that the Republicans continue to 
want to go after Social Security, Medi- 
care, even food stamps that hits the 
poorest of the poor? 

Let’s start talking about fairness. 
Even Presidential nominee Romney 
said he had all these tax loopholes that 
he believed should be closed. We agree 
with Mitt Romney, and we would hope 
the Republicans would agree with their 
nominee for President. That is where 
we should be looking—to have a fair 
approach to what we do with sequestra- 
tion and balancing the budget. 

THE DEBT LIMIT 

Mr. President, later today the Senate 
will vote on the House-passed legisla- 
tion to suspend the debt ceiling until 
this summer and remove the specter of 
default hanging over the Nation’s econ- 
omy. I expect this legislation will pass 
on a strong bipartisan vote, sending 
the message loudly and clearly that 
while we are willing to negotiate, we 
will not engage in another irrespon- 
sible debate over whether the U.S. Gov- 
ernment should pay its bills. 

I would remind my Republican col- 
leagues that most of them voted to 
incur the debts now coming due. Sus- 
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pending the debt limit will not author- 
ize a penny of new spending, but it will 
ensure we pay the bills we have already 
incurred. 

What are some of those bills we have 
incurred? 

We have had two wars going on that 
have been unpaid for with real money. 
We borrowed the money. Every Repub- 
lican voted for these wars. So we 
should pay our bills. 

I was reassured by the House Repub- 
licans’ decision last week to back off 
their reckless threat to hold the debt 
ceiling hostage. Suspending the debt 
limit will not authorize a penny of new 
spending, but it will ensure we pay the 
bills we have already incurred. 

The legislation before the Senate sets 
an important precedent that the full 
faith and credit of the United States 
will no longer be used as a pawn to ex- 
tract painful cuts to Medicare, Social 
Security, or other initiatives that ben- 
efit the middle class. A clean debt ceil- 
ing increase that allows the United 
States to meet its existing obligations 
should be the standard. 

Congress will continue to work to re- 
duce the deficit but will do it without 
the threat of default. We have already 
made $22 trillion in historic, bipar- 
tisan deficit reduction—$2™% trillion. 
Democrats believe we should do more. 
It is critical that we use a balanced ap- 
proach that couples smart spending 
cuts with revenue from the wealthiest 
Americans and from closing the waste- 
ful tax loopholes I have just talked 
about. 

Obviously, Democrats would prefer a 
longer suspension of the debt ceiling, 
which would provide additional eco- 
nomic security and stability as we con- 
tinue to find ways to decrease the def- 
icit. Raising the possibility that the 
United States could default on its obli- 
gations every few months is not an 
ideal way to run government. But a 
short-term solution is better than an- 
other imminent manufactured crisis. 

Every Republican admits that de- 
fault would rock our financial system 
to its core. However, injecting uncer- 
tainty into the system every few 
months also has a chilling effect on the 
economy. This insecurity does not just 
affect big investment banks or wealthy 
investors, it costs jobs. All around the 
country, ordinary Americans with 
401(k)s and college savings accounts 
are affected. I am glad Republicans set 
aside their plan to gamble with default. 
It was bad politics and even worse pol- 
icy. 

Middle-class Americans remember 
the last time the Republicans put us 
through a protracted fight over the 
debt ceiling in an effort to force deep 
cuts to Social Security, Medicare, and 
other programs important to the mid- 
dle class. Middle-class Americans re- 
member how the tea party-driven Re- 
publicans forced the Nation to the 
brink of default in 2011, sending the 
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stock market into a tailspin and 
prompting a historic downgrade of 
America’s credit rating. Middle-class 
Americans remember how the economy 
suffered and our bottom line suffered 
with it. Middle-class Americans re- 
member the consequences of the Re- 
publicans’ willingness to threaten a na- 
tional default. I am relived that this 
time Congress was able to reach a com- 
promise and avert a fight so middle- 
class families can get the certainty 
they badly need. 


EE 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


EE 


ENSURING THE COMPLETE AND 
TIMELY PAYMENT OF THE OBLI- 
GATIONS OF THE UNITED 
STATES GOVERNMENT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro- 
ceed to the consideration of H.R. 325, 
which the clerk will report by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 325) to ensure the complete and 
timely payment of the obligations of the 
United States Government until May 19, 
2018, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum and that the 
time in quorum call be equally divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, thanks 
in part to filmmaker Steven Spielberg, 
there is renewed interest today in 
America’s 16th President, Abraham 
Lincoln. 

A century and a half ago, during one 
of the most critical times in American 
history, Lincoln faced a nation divided 
by ideology and war. Only through 
fierce determination and moral cour- 
age was Lincoln able to preserve the 
Union. 

Today, we again are in an ideological 
divide. Too often, Congress fails to 
agree on key social and economic 
issues. 

Politics is winning out over progress. 
Like the America of the 1860s, the un- 
willingness to compromise has crippled 
our ability to move forward as a na- 
tion. 

As we discuss America’s fiscal re- 
sponsibility today, I would like to 
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share the words of Lincoln. One of my 
favorite quotes is this: ‘‘You cannot es- 
cape the responsibility of tomorrow by 
evading it today.” 

As a nation we have a responsibility 
to fulfill existing commitments to pay 
our bills, and it is a responsibility we 
cannot evade. As we know, the Federal 
Government officially hit its current 
authorizing spending limit—also 
known as the debt ceiling—on Decem- 
ber 31, 2012. 

Over the past month, the Treasury 
Secretary has been using extraordinary 
measures to continue funding the gov- 
ernment and sending out Social Secu- 
rity checks and veterans’ benefits. 
Treasury’s action only bought limited 
time. The debt limit deadline was 
moved from December 31 to mid-Feb- 
ruary or early March. Needless to say, 
a feeling of uncertainty has spread 
across the country. However, on Janu- 
ary 23, the House of Representatives 
approved a plan to ensure America can 
meet our obligations through May 18. 

The bill, H.R. 325, which we have be- 
fore us today, also provides an incen- 
tive for action on the Federal budget. 
The legislation includes a provision 
that would withhold the pay of law- 
makers in the House or the Senate if 
their Chamber fails to pass the budget 
blueprint by April 15. 

Since 1917, Congress has always 
taken appropriate action to avoid de- 
faulting on America’s bills. We must 
continue to fulfill our responsibility. 
We must not fail now. There is too 
much at stake. 

Failure to pass this bill will set off 
an unpredictable financial calamity 
that would plunge not only the United 
States but much of the world back into 
recession and more. Every single Amer- 
ican would feel the economic impact. 
There would be radical cuts in military 
salaries, veterans’ programs, Social Se- 
curity benefits, and education. Tax re- 
funds may not be issued, and our coun- 
try’s credit rating would almost cer- 
tainly be downgraded significantly. 

I understand the concern over Amer- 
ica’s deficits and debt. I share those 
concerns, and I strongly believe we 
must develop a long-term plan to cut 
the debt and get America’s fiscal house 
in order. 

Let me remind you, over the past 2 
years we have made real progress at 
cutting deficits and debt. We have done 
so working together across the aisle. 

In 2011, we passed $1.4 trillion in 
spending cuts. Earlier this month, Con- 
gress passed legislation that reduced 
the deficit by another $600 billion. To- 
gether, with interest savings, these two 
actions will cut the deficit by about 
$2.5 trillion over the next 10 years. 

Add to this the savings from winding 
down the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan 
and the savings to America’s Federal 
budget reach almost $3.5 trillion over 
10 years—all together $3.5 trillion over 
10 years—which we already are doing 
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as a consequence of winding down the 
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. That is 
real progress. 

In the coming weeks we will have to 
confront the deficit issue again when 
sequestration of spending programs 
starts on March 1. March 27, the day 
the continuing resolution for appro- 
priations expires, brings tough choices. 
That is why we are here, to make the 
tough decisions, to do the hard work. 

The threat of defaulting on our fiscal 
obligations is extremely dangerous. It 
puts America on unstable ground. We 
all are aware how our political brink- 
manship of 2011 led to the first ever 
downgrade of our country’s credit rat- 
ing. It sent shock waves in stock mar- 
kets across the globe and nearly 
crashed the American economy. 

We have the opportunity today to 
avoid that calamity. We have the op- 
portunity today to avoid another de- 
structive budget battle. H.R. 325 en- 
sures America can meet our obliga- 
tions through May 18 and provides the 
Congress with a necessary calm be- 
tween fiscal storms. 

The House of Representatives adopt- 
ed the bill by a bipartisan vote, 285 to 
144, and it is supported by the adminis- 
tration. The bill before us is necessary 
to remove the threat of default that 
would throw the U.S. economy into 
chaos. It gives us time to work to- 
gether on a sensible, balanced solution 
to our Nation’s fiscal challenges with- 
out undermining the Nation’s econ- 
omy. It deserves our support. 

I congratulate Speaker BOEHNER on 
his leadership with regard to this issue 
and the House for its bipartisan ap- 
proach to a tough but necessary vote. 
Let’s pass this legislation today and 
move on to the debate over what fur- 
ther deficit reduction options we need 
to help keep America’s economy mov- 
ing forward. 

In the words of Lincoln: ‘‘The occa- 
sion is piled high with difficulty, and 
we must rise with the occasion.” 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, right now 
the Federal deficit stands at roughly 
$16.4 trillion. I don’t know how anyone 
can hear that number and not be ap- 
palled, nor do I believe there will be, 
over 10 years, $2.5 trillion in deficit re- 
duction. In fact, I don’t see any deficit 
reduction except, perhaps, bringing our 
soldiers back, but that is not particu- 
larly deficit reduction since it looks as 
though we are going to have difficulty 
maintaining the military with the 
strength it has had in the past. 

Think about it, $16.4 trillion. It is in- 
credible. The Federal Government is 
currently operating with just $25 mil- 
lion of so-called headroom underneath 
a statutory debt limit which, to be 
more precise, is $16.394 trillion. We are 
told that we reached the debt ceiling at 
the beginning of the year, and in order 
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for the government to pay for obliga- 
tions without further borrowing, 
Treasury has been using so-called ‘‘ex- 
traordinary measures,” such as chang- 
ing the finances of certain Federal sav- 
ings plans. 

Sadly, the use of such measures has 
become the norm under this adminis- 
tration and under this Senate major- 
ity, where budget and debt decisions 
are continually made through last- 
minute, closed-door deals. I don’t think 
the American people can stomach an- 
other cliff scenario. I don’t think they 
want to turn on the news and see an- 
other clock counting down to the lat- 
est in a string of perfectly avoidable 
crises. 

There is a better way to legislate. I 
am not talking about some novel or 
unheard of approach. I am talking 
about doing things through the regular 
order. Anyone watching the Senate op- 
erate over the last few years probably 
doesn’t know what I am talking about. 
There is a process that has been estab- 
lished to facilitate compromise and 
move even controversial pieces of legis- 
lation over the finish line. 

Under this process bills are assigned 
to committees where they are debated 
and discussed in hearings and markups. 
Committees are able to consider and 
process proposals before legislation is 
brought to the Senate floor. While this 
system isn’t perfect, moving a bill 
through the committee greatly im- 
proves its prospect for passage in a di- 
vided Senate. 

This isn’t meant to be a civic lesson. 
I know my colleagues understand how 
the committee process works. AS we 
debate yet another major piece of leg- 
islation that hasn’t gone through a 
committee, I don’t think a reminder is 
out of order. We need to return the 
Senate to regular order, which includes 
processing budgets through the Senate 
Budget Committee and processing the 
debt limit through the Senate Finance 
Committee. 

We are told if we pass this legisla- 
tion, the administration will be able to 
borrow to be able to pay off incoming 
obligations until May 19. Then, pre- 
sumably, we will be back to the use of 
“extraordinary measures,” which as I 
understand it will get the government 
through the end of July before we are 
once again talking about a possible de- 
fault. 

That is not the way to run a govern- 
ment. Prospects of more debt limit im- 
passes and threats of future defaults 
serve only to elevate uncertainty 
among the American people about 
whether the Federal Government will 
honor its financial obligations. Unfor- 
tunately, this administration has con- 
tinued to play on this uncertainty for 
political purposes. Rather than work- 
ing with Congress to resolve our fiscal 
mess, the President throws out sugges- 
tions that Social Security recipients 
would not receive their benefits or that 
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our troops would not get paid. Indeed, 
it seems that the President is more in- 
terested in engaging in political fights 
and manufacturing straw men than he 
is in eliminating threats to the fiscal 
security of our Nation’s seniors and our 
troops. 

At the same time, we wait for the 
first Senate budget in 4 years. I was 
heartened when I heard the news that 
the Democratic leadership plans to 
move forward with a budget this year. 
However, I am disappointed by indica- 
tions that no effort will be made in the 
budget to rein in our unsustainable en- 
titlement programs. I hope that is not 
true because, to borrow a phrase from 
the President, “We can’t wait.” Enti- 
tlement reform can’t wait. 

Even the trustees of Social Security 
and Medicare have stated that the enti- 
tlements are unsustainable, and they 
urge quick action. Those trustees in- 
clude senior officials in the Obama ad- 
ministration who could hardly be 
viewed as deficit hawks. 

These are the problems our Nation 
faces. Our fiscal and economic well- 
being literally hang in the balance of 
these debates. If the Senate is going to 
be up to the challenge of fixing these 
problems, we are going to have to start 
doing things differently. We shouldn’t 
wait until the Nation’s finances reach 
yet another cliff sometime this sum- 
mer before we start talking again and 
addressing our unsustainable fiscal sit- 
uation. That is not what the American 
people want to see, and that is not the 
direction in which we should be going. 

I believe my colleague from Montana 
feels the same way; that we can start 
the talks now in committees and do 
the things we should in committee and 
report bills to the floor. Even if we 
can’t support them, at least they will 
be done the right way. A return to reg- 
ular order would provide a potential so- 
lution, but it wouldn’t require that we 
begin work immediately; that we don’t 
just wait until the last minute and 
have these decisions made in the office 
of the majority leader. 

Even if we were to pass the stop-gap 
debt limit suspension measure before 
us, there is precious little time for us 
to act. I have suggested and will con- 
tinue to suggest that the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee begin to engage now 
on a longer term debt limit solution. 
The bill before us would only eliminate 
the prospect of Federal default until 
sometime in the summer. That means 
if we go through regular order, we have 
only a few months at best to debate, 
have hearings, process proposals, and 
make decisions. 

I am not under any illusions this 
process will be easy. If we want to 
avoid another cliff scenario in late 
July, this is the best way to go for- 
ward. It is the best path forward. 

We don’t need any more last-minute 
deals to avoid going over cliffs. We cer- 
tainly don’t need any more countdowns 
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or threats of default and downgrades to 
our Nation’s credit rating. Of course, 
we don’t need to wait in the hopes that 
President Obama will finally break his 
string of failures to arrive at a so- 
called grand bargain. We have the tools 
at our disposal to address these prob- 
lems, but, as I said, we need to start 
now, immediately. 

As the ranking member of the Senate 
Finance Committee, I am committed 
to working with my colleagues on the 
committee—those on both sides of the 
aisle—to reach a long-term solution on 
the debt limit. I believe this process 
can put us on a path to tax and entitle- 
ment reform, which is the key to right- 
ing our Nation’s fiscal course and put- 
ting us on a better economic footing. 

The measure before us is not a long- 
term solution to the debt ceiling or our 
fiscal predicament, nor is it intended 
to be. I am convinced that if we want 
a long-term solution, and if we want to 
avoid facing yet another cliff, we need 
to restore regular order in the Senate. 
I think anything short of that is not 
going to work. 

We have good people on both sides of 
the floor, people who love this country, 
people who really can work together if 
they will. We have committees set up 
to take care of these problems, but 
they are being bypassed. We must find 
ways of working through the commit- 
tees. 

We have a number of people on both 
sides who need to deal with the uncer- 
tainties, the problems and the difficul- 
ties in these fiscal matters. I have con- 
fidence in our chairman and in his 
leadership, and I know this is not his 
fault. I think he would prefer regular 
order, as would I. It puts a lot more 
burden on us as committee members, 
but that is where it ought to be. We 
ought to be able to face these prob- 
lems. 

We have excellent people on both 
sides on the Finance Committee. I 
would like to see the Finance Com- 
mittee do its work and have the con- 
fidence that we should and get this 
done in a proper manner, in the right 
way, before we go off the fiscal cliff 
again or before we need to be faced 
with the fiscal cliff. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENTS NOS. 6 AND 7, EN BLOC 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I have 
two amendments at the desk and I ask 
for their immediate consideration, en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendments. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
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The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PORTMAN] pro- 
poses amendments en bloc numbered 6 and 7. 


Mr. PORTMAN. I ask unanimous 
consent that the reading of the amend- 
ments be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendments are as follows: 


(Purpose: To require that any debt limit in- 
crease be balanced by equal spending cuts 
over the next decade) 

At the end of the bill, insert the following: 
SEC. - DOLLAR FOR DOLLAR REQUIRE- 

MENT. 

(a) DEBT LIMIT CONTROL.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 31 
of title 31, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after section 3101A the following: 

“$ 3101B. Debt limit control 
‘(a) DECLARATION OF A DEBT LIMIT WARN- 

ING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In the event of a near 
breach of the public debt limit established 
by section 3101, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall issue a debt limit warning to the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate and the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives that shall include a deter- 
mination as to when extraordinary measures 
may be necessary in order to prolong the 
funding of the United States Government. 

(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘(A) EXTRAORDINARY MEASURES.—The term 
‘extraordinary measures’ means measures 
that may be taken by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in the event of a breach of the debt 
limit by the United States to prolong the 
function of United States Government in the 
absence of a debt limit increase. 

“(B) NEAR BREACH.—The term ‘near breach’ 
means the point at which the Secretary of 
the Treasury determines that the United 
States Government will reach the statu- 
torily prescribed debt limit within 60 cal- 
endar days notwithstanding the implementa- 
tion of extraordinary measures. 

‘(b) PRESIDENTIAL SUBMISSION OF DEBT 
LIMIT LEGISLATION.— 

‘(1) SAVINGS RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE 
PRESIDENT.—Any formal Presidential request 
to increase the debt limit under this section 
shall include the amount of the proposed 
debt limit increase and be accompanied by 
proposed legislation to reduce spending over 
the sum of the current and following 10 years 
by an amount equal to or greater than the 
amount of the requested debt limit increase. 
Net interest savings may not be counted to- 
wards spending reductions required by this 
paragraph. 

‘“(2) CALCULATION.—The spending savings 
under paragraph (1) shall be calculated 
against a budget baseline consistent with 
section 257 of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. This 
baseline shall exclude the extrapolation of 
any spending that had been enacted under an 
emergency designation.’’. 

(2) SUBCHAPTER ANALYSIS.—The table of 
sections for chapter 31 of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after 
the item for section 3101A the following: 
**3101B. Debt limit control.”’. 

(b) CONGRESSIONAL REQUIREMENT TO RE- 
STRAIN SPENDING WHILE RAISING THE DEBT 
LIMIT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Title III of the Congress 
and Budget Act of 1974 is amended by insert- 
ing at the end the following: 

“SEC. 316. DEBT LIMIT INCREASE POINT OF 

ORDER. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.— 
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‘(1) POINT OF ORDER.—Except as provided 
in subsection (b), it shall not be in order in 
the Senate or the House of Representatives 
to consider any bill, joint resolution, amend- 
ment, motion, or conference report that in- 
creases the statutory debt limit unless the 
bill contains net spending reductions of an 
equal or greater amount over the sum of the 
current and next 10 fiscal years. Net interest 
savings may not be counted towards spend- 
ing reductions required by this paragraph. 

‘(2) COMPONENTS OF NET SPENDING REDUC- 
TION.— 

“(A) CALCULATION.—The savings resulting 
from the proposed spending reductions under 
paragraph (1) shall be calculated by the Con- 
gressional Budget Office against a budget 
baseline consistent with section 257 of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985. This baseline shall ex- 
clude the extrapolation of any spending that 
had been enacted under an emergency des- 
ignation. 

“(B) AVAILABILITY.—The Senate and the 
House of Representatives may not vote on 
any bill, joint resolution, amendment, mo- 
tion, or conference report that increases the 
public debt limit unless the cost estimate of 
that measure prepared by the Congressional 
Budget Office has been publicly available on 
the website of the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice for at least 24 hours. 

‘(C) PROHIBIT TIMING SHIFTS.—Any provi- 
sion that shifts outlays or revenues from 
within the 10-year window to outside the 
window shall not count towards the budget 
savings target for purposes of this sub- 
section. 

“(b) SENATE SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND 
APPEAL.— 

“(1) WAIVER.—In the Senate, subsection 
(a)(1) may be waived or suspended only by an 
affirmative vote of three-fifths of the Mem- 
bers, duly chosen and sworn. 

(2) APPEAL.—An affirmative vote of three- 
fifths of the Members of the Senate, duly 
chosen and sworn, shall be required to sus- 
tain an appeal of the ruling of the Chair on 
a point of order raised under subsection 
(a)Q1).”’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents set forth in section 1(b) of the Con- 
gressional Budget and Impoundment Control 
Act of 1974 is amended by inserting after sec- 
tion 315 the following new item: 
“Sec. 316. Debt limit increase 

order.’’. 


(Purpose: To amend title 31, United States 
Code, to provide for automatic continuing 
resolutions) 

At the end of the bill, insert the following: 
SEC. - END GOVERNMENT SHUTDOWNS 

ACT. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the “End Government Shutdowns 
Act”. 

(b) AUTOMATIC 
TIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 13 of title 31, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1310 the following new section: 
“SEC. 1311. CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS. 

“(a)X(1) If any appropriation measure for a 
fiscal year is not enacted before the begin- 
ning of such fiscal year or a joint resolution 
making continuing appropriations is not in 
effect, there are appropriated such sums as 
may be necessary to continue any program, 
project, or activity for which funds were pro- 
vided in the preceding fiscal year— 

“(A) in the corresponding appropriation 
Act for such preceding fiscal year; or 

‘“(B) if the corresponding appropriation bill 
for such preceding fiscal year did not become 
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law, then in a joint resolution making con- 
tinuing appropriations for such preceding fis- 
cal year. 

‘“(2) Appropriations and funds made avail- 
able, and authority granted, for a program, 
project, or activity for any fiscal year pursu- 
ant to this section shall be at a rate of oper- 
ations not in excess of the lower of— 

“(A) 100 percent of the rate of operations 
provided for in the regular appropriation Act 
providing for such program, project, or activ- 
ity for the preceding fiscal year; 

‘“(B) in the absence of such an Act, 100 per- 
cent of the rate of operations provided for 
such program, project, or activity pursuant 
to a joint resolution making continuing ap- 
propriations for such preceding fiscal year; 
or 

“(C) 100 percent of the annualized rate of 
operations provided for in the most recently 
enacted joint resolution making continuing 
appropriations for part of that fiscal year or 
any funding levels established under the pro- 
visions of this Act; 
for the period of 120 days. After the first 120 
day period during which this subsection is in 
effect for that fiscal year, the applicable rate 
of operations shall be reduced by 1 percent- 
age point. For each subsequent 90 day period 
during which this subsection is in effect for 
that fiscal year, the applicable rate of oper- 
ations shall be reduced by 1 percentage 
point. The 90-day period reductions shall 
continue beyond the last day of that fiscal 
year until the new appropriation has been 
enacted. 

““(3) Appropriations and funds made avail- 
able, and authority granted, for any fiscal 
year pursuant to this section for a program, 
project, or activity shall be available for the 
period beginning with the first day of a lapse 
in appropriations and ending with the date 
on which the applicable regular appropria- 
tion bill for such fiscal year becomes law 
(whether or not such law provides for such 
program, project, or activity) or a con- 
tinuing resolution making appropriations 
becomes law, as the case may be. 

““(b) An appropriation or funds made avail- 
able, or authority granted, for a program, 
project, or activity for any fiscal year pursu- 
ant to this section shall be subject to the 
terms and conditions imposed with respect 
to the appropriation made or funds made 
available for the preceding fiscal year, or au- 
thority granted for such program, project, or 
activity under current law. 

“(c) Expenditures made for a program, 
project, or activity for any fiscal year pursu- 
ant to this section shall be charged to the 
applicable appropriation, fund, or authoriza- 
tion whenever a regular appropriation bill or 
a joint resolution making continuing appro- 
priations until the end of a fiscal year pro- 
viding for such program, project, or activity 
for such period becomes law. 

“(d) This section shall not apply to a pro- 
gram, project, or activity during a fiscal 
year if any other provision of law (other 
than an authorization of appropriations)— 

“(1) makes an appropriation, makes funds 
available, or grants authority for such pro- 
gram, project, or activity to continue for 
such period; or 

“(2) specifically provides that no appro- 
priation shall be made, no funds shall be 
made available, or no authority shall be 
granted for such program, project, or activ- 
ity to continue for such period.”’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections of chapter 13 of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after 
the item relating to section 1310 the fol- 
lowing new item: 
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“1311. Continuing appropriations.”’. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to offer first a commonsense 
amendment to begin to address our Na- 
tion’s unprecedented national debt. It 
is hurting jobs in our economy today 
and is placing an immoral burden on 
our kids and our grandkids. This is 
called the Dollar For Dollar Deficit Re- 
duction Act. It ensures every time we 
raise the debt limit we cut spending by 
the same amount over a 10-year period. 

We all know the growth of the na- 
tional debt is not sustainable. In the 
past 4 years our national debt has risen 
by $6 trillion and is projected to add 
another $9 trillion over the next dec- 
ade. These numbers are huge, too big 
to comprehend. So let’s put it this way: 
If we don’t do something, we are really 
in trouble. Between the end of 2008 and 
2022—so 9 years from now—the average 
household share of the national debt 
will have risen from $90,000 a household 
to $160,000 a household. That is how big 
the debt will get. Today, it is about 
$130,000 per household. 

We know we need to do something. 
Democrats and Republicans alike talk 
about it a lot. The debt limit is an op- 
portunity to have this debate. Future 
decades will bring even more debt, with 
the Congressional Budget Office—a 
nonpartisan group here in Congress— 
now projecting the debt will top 200 
percent of our economy in 25 years. 
Again, this is unprecedented. It is 
about 100 percent of our economy right 
now. 

And, by the way, the projection that 
the debt will be 200 percent of our econ- 
omy in 25 years is a rosy scenario that 
assumes we will have peace, prosperity, 
and relatively low interest rates. I 
think we can all agree that saddling 
our children and grandchildren with 
this enormous debt is not just bad eco- 
nomics, it is immoral. 

In reining in the debt, the Congres- 
sional Budget Office makes clear that 
spending is driving future deficits. 
When we look at the future deficits, it 
is spending that is creating a major 
problem. Again, according to the Con- 
gressional Budget Office, revenues will 
surpass their historic average, which is 
about 18 percent of our economy, as 
soon as the economy begins to recover. 
Spending, which has been historically 
20 percent of our economy, has already 
jumped to over 23 percent of our econ- 
omy and is projected to rise to 30, 40, 50 
percent of GDP over the next several 
decades. So clearly we have a spending 
problem. 

The amendment I offer today will en- 
sure that debt limit increases are 
matched with equal cuts in Federal 
program spending over the next 10 
years—so for a decade. There are no 
gimmicks, no timing shifts, but these 
will be real cuts in the growth of Fed- 
eral spending. 

This chart shows what the results of 
this would be for the country. The top 
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lines are spending. This is the blue 
line. The bottom line, the red line, is 
revenue. So here we are today, 2013. 
Again, the spending as a percent of our 
economy is just over 23 percent. If we 
continue to go the way we are going, 
what will happen, based on these rel- 
atively rosy scenarios about our fu- 
ture, is we will see a dip in the spend- 
ing as a result of our economy and then 
it goes up and quickly begins to climb 
further from that over the coming dec- 
ades. Revenues, again under the cur- 
rent scenario, continue to grow to the 
point they go above the historic 18 per- 
cent. Here it indicates that by 2022 
they would be at 19.1 percent. Spend- 
ing, under the proposal we have before 
us today—this amendment, the dollar 
for dollar amendment—goes to 19.6 per- 
cent, so just about at the 20-percent 
historic average. 

This of course means we are very 
close to balance. And it means, again, 
there is a reasonable result to this, 
which ends up with spending being very 
close to the historic average, revenue 
coming above its historic average, and 
again we are back on track toward fis- 
cal discipline and toward fiscal sanity. 
That means we can have a stronger 
economy—the kind of robust economy 
we all hope for—bringing back the jobs 
and not leaving to our kids and 
grandkids such an enormous debt and 
deficit. 

We would still have a deficit here, a 
small one, and this would be posi- 
tioning the deficit to get to balance be- 
cause it would be such a relatively 
small deficit compared to what we 
have had in the past. If enacted, the re- 
sult will be about $3 trillion in savings 
over the next decade. This is roughly 
consistent with what other groups have 
talked about, including the Simpson- 
Bowles Commission and others. Given 
the $44 trillion in spending projected 
over the next decade, this $3 trillion in 
savings should not be too much to ask. 
In fact, simply limiting spending 
growth to about 3 percent per year 
would accomplish this same result. 

So that is essentially what is being 
required here when you say there will 
be a dollar-for-dollar reduction in 
spending over 10 years every time you 
raise the debt limit by $1. The result is 
that, again, by 2022 the deficit will fall 
to less than 1 percent of GDP—very 
close to balance. The debt as a percent- 
age of the economy would actually be 
declining as well, and it actually de- 
clines to the point where, according to 
the Simpson-Bowles Commission and 
others, it would be 60-some percent of 
the economy, which many view as hav- 
ing stabilized our debt. Again, we have 
a lot of work to do even at that point, 
but at least it stabilizes it. It actually 
declines by about 19 points as a per- 
centage of the economy from its peak 
in terms of our debt. Future genera- 
tions would be spared this crushing 
debt and the economic stagnation we 
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otherwise will face if Washington does 
nothing. 

Some may contend that the debt 
limit is the wrong place to have this 
spending debate. I have heard this a lot 
as I have been promoting this idea. I 
have to respectfully disagree. The debt 
limit is about all that has worked. The 
debt limit is not just about paying past 
bills, it also presents an opportunity to 
talk about the future—what should our 
bills be in the future? It is not about, 
as the President often says, paying our 
past bills. Those should be paid. It is 
about what bills we are going to rack 
up going forward. We have to make a 
change. If we don’t, the country is 
headed toward bankruptcy. 

Furthermore, nearly every single def- 
icit reduction bill over the past 28 
years has been linked to the debt limit. 
In fact, I would say every single one of 
the significant deficit reduction pack- 
ages in the last few decades has been 
linked to the debt limit. It is all that 
has worked around here. 

In 1985—there are some Members in 
the Senate today who were here then, 
and they will tell you that the Gramm- 
Rudman-Hollings bill, which came out 
of the Senate, helped reduce the def- 
icit. It was attached to what? A debt 
limit bill. Since that time, the three 
largest deficit reduction packages in 
the 1990s—1990, 1993, and 1997, including 
the 1997 Balanced Budget Act—were all 
linked to what? A debt limit discus- 
sion. So it is really all that has 
worked. 

The Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act, 
which a lot of Democrats were very 
supportive of, was in 2010. That came 
out of a debt limit discussion. 

Finally, of course, the debt limit was 
the impetus for the Budget Control Act 
just 2 years ago, when this Congress 
made a commitment to save $2.1 tril- 
lion over the decade. So just 2 years 
ago, we agreed to this dollar-for-dollar 
provision, and it was done as part of 
the debt limit. 

As we discuss the dollar-for-dollar 
amendment pending today, we have to 
remember that this is really where the 
idea came from. Dollar-for-dollar came 
out of the Budget Control Act. So for 
folks who attempt to label this idea as 
untenable, too aggressive, or without 
precedent, remember that the dollar- 
for-dollar legislation passed only 2 
years ago with only 95 Democratic 
votes in the House and 45 of the 51 
Democrats here in the Senate voting 
yes. So the idea certainly has prece- 
dent, and given the results we talked 
about earlier, it is a commonsense way 
to address the debt limit debate today 
and in the future if this body is going 
to be serious about getting Washing- 
ton’s spending and debt under control. 

By the way, it wouldn’t apply to this 
first short-term debt limit extension. 
This would apply to the debt limit ex- 
tension that we all hope will be a 
longer term agreement with Repub- 
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licans and Democrats, including, as the 
chair and the ranking member of the 
Finance Committee just talked about, 
tax reform and entitlement reform— 
working together to solve these prob- 
lems. This would provide the impetus 
to do that. 

So whether that is in 3 months or, as 
some are suggesting, 6 months from 
now, given the fact that Treasury will 
be able to use some authorities to help 
extend that debt limit, that is when 
this would apply. It would not apply to 
this short-term debt limit, but it is 
putting the discipline in place now that 
we employed only 2 years ago to be 
able to get real savings for our coun- 
try. 

The debt limit is also an important 
tool for deficit reduction because it is 
all we have had. And when you think 
about it, we haven’t had budgets. The 
only recent restraint came in the con- 
text of the debt limit and dollar-for- 
dollar reductions in the Budget Control 
Act. This is partly because the Senate 
has not passed a budget, as we all know 
and we all have heard about, in over 3 
years. I understand the majority is 
committed to passing a budget in the 
Senate this year. I commend them for 
that. I hope they will. But reconciling 
it with the House, of course, will be a 
challenge, and future years also remain 
uncertain. So in the absence of a budg- 
et, the fact remains that the debt limit 
has been the effective tool we have 
used. 

By the way, the fact also remains 
that now nearly two-thirds of all 
spending is not even subject to the 
budget. Why? Because it is on auto- 
pilot. It is not annually appropriated. 
It is the mandatory spending. So even 
if we have a budget, which I hope we 
do, still, the debt limit is the most 
likely way for us to get at the bigger 
picture since 62 percent of spending is 
on autopilot—or mandatory—and not 
subject to the annual appropriations 
process that would be part of the budg- 
et agreement. This is why the debt 
limit is likely to remain the most suc- 
cessful tool for deficit reduction. 

Common sense tells us that while 
Washington pays its past bills, it also 
has to take steps to reduce its future 
bills. Based on one poll I saw, 72 per- 
cent of Americans agree that when you 
increase the debt limit, it should be 
matched by equal cuts, dollar-for-dol- 
lar—72 percent of Americans. It is com- 
mon sense. We did it 2 years ago. It 
leads us to a result that seems reason- 
able. 

Most people think we need to get 
spending under control. The revenues 
are going to go up based on the CBO 
projections here, and we get to vir- 
tually a balance over 10 years if we put 
this in place, with the permitting of 
about 3 percent growth in spending 
every year. So this is not an unreason- 
able result. It is a sensible solution. 
Congress did it a couple years ago. 
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I hope my colleagues will join me on 
a bipartisan basis to say that with re- 
gard to the longer term debt limit ex- 
tension we are facing somewhere in the 
3- to 6-month period, that we put in 
place this discipline and then allow the 
committees to do their work. We 
should go back to regular order. The 
Finance Committee chairman has 
made this point repeatedly, and so has 
the ranking member. Other members 
have. We need hearings. We need to 
have an open process. We don’t want 
these last-minute bills that people 
haven’t had a chance to read and staff 
hasn’t had a chance to review. 

This would put us in that position— 
knowing that we have this discipline in 
place, we can achieve this, and we must 
achieve this for the sake of our kids 
and grandkids. I urge my colleagues to 
support it. 

Mr. President, I now would like to 
offer a second amendment. I have been 
asked to offer these two amendments 
together. The second amendment is an- 
other idea because it doesn’t have to do 
with the debt limit per se, but it has to 
do with how we avoid government 
shutdowns. This is bipartisan legisla- 
tion, and it is a bipartisan idea whose 
time I believe has come. 

Every year since 1997 and in all but 2 
years since 1985, Congress has reached 
the October 1 fiscal year-end without 
doing all the appropriations bills. 
Think about that. Every year since 
1997, we have not been able to reach 
agreement on all the appropriations 
bills, and only twice since 1985 have we 
ended the fiscal year with having all 
the appropriations bills done. 

What is the result? In some years 
there has been a relatively quick vote 
on what is called a continuing resolu- 
tion to continue government spending 
in those areas where we haven’t com- 
pleted our work. In other years the re- 
sult has been a real showdown, with 
the threat of government shutdown. 
And then in some years we have had an 
actual government shutdown. In fact, 
it has happened way too often, and the 
reason is that, again, we haven’t been 
able to come together as Republicans 
and Democrats, the House and the Sen- 
ate, working with the President, to put 
forward these appropriations bills in 
regular order, and so we face these 
shutdowns. And we actually have faced 
some last-minute budget bills, many of 
which are full of surprises because 
Members haven’t had a chance to read 
them and staff has not had a chance to 
review them. 

These shutdowns, by the way, when 
we have had them, have created real 
problems. Americans hoping to travel 
abroad find that their passport applica- 
tions can’t be processed. Disease sur- 
veillance ceases at the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control. Recruitment of Border 
Patrol agents stops. Families planning 
to go on vacations to national parks 
find their destinations closed. It is not 
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a good way to run a government, and I 
think we should avoid those shut- 
downs. 

Some make the reasonable argument 
that these shutdowns are an acceptable 
price to pay if they lead to spending 
cuts. I understand that is an argument 
out there, but in fact, as I look at it, I 
think the opposite has occurred. The 
1996 government shutdown that a lot of 
people talk about produced such a 
large backlash that it seems as if a lot 
of lawmakers decided to abandon 
spending restraint altogether. A proof 
point might be that after that 1996 
shutdown, nondefense discretionary 
spending nearly doubled over the next 
decade. So it seems to me as though 
the case for spending restraint was 
harmed, not helped, by the 1996 govern- 
ment shutdown. 

The last-minute budget bill that usu- 
ally results from the threat of govern- 
ment shutdown tends to have a lot of 
surprises in it. It is a real problem be- 
cause over the years Congress has 
found itself just hours away from a 
government shutdown, often forced to 
vote on these thousand-plus page 
bills—an omnibus spending bill that 
folks have not had a chance to read and 
our staffs haven’t sufficiently re- 
viewed. It is not the fault of our Appro- 
priations committees, which do their 
best under tight deadlines. I think it is 
the fault of these artificial deadlines 
themselves. 

With hundreds of billions of dollars 
at stake, we could all use more time to 
better understand what we are voting 
on. This bipartisan amendment would 
solve these problems. 

For all regular programs or activities 
whose appropriations bills have not 
been approved—whether it is all the 
bills or whether it is only one bill—the 
End Government Shutdown Act would 
automatically continue the current 
level of spending, no significant disrup- 
tion, no crisis for citizens, no fur- 
loughed employees, no rush to approve 
a last-minute budget deal that people 
haven’t had a chance to look at. 

Yet we don’t want these continuing 
resolutions to take the pressure off 
lawmakers to complete their work, so 
after 120 days there would be a 1-per- 
cent reduction in spending. It would be 
across the board in a normal year. Be- 
cause the new fiscal year is October 1, 
this would mean lawmakers would 
have until January 29—well after the 
holiday break—to complete their work 
on the appropriations bills. 

And this year, should Washington 
fail to come to an agreement on the 
continuing resolution, spending would 
remain at whatever the current level of 
spending is for those first 120 days. 

Under this amendment, after the 120- 
day period, spending levels on any re- 
maining unfinished bills would con- 
tinue to be reduced across the board 1 
percent every 90 days. I doubt that 
would be necessary because I think the 
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appropriators of the House and Senate 
would come together to solve the prob- 
lems. But every 90 days, there would be 
an additional 1 percent reduction until 
the appropriations bills for the year- 
long continuing resolution have been 
enacted. 

These eventual small cuts are de- 
signed to keep both sides at the bar- 
gaining table. They aren’t so small as 
to be irrelevant, but they are not so 
large as to gut any programs. Prior- 
ities of both Republicans and Demo- 
crats would be subject to the same 
across-the-board cuts, and both parties, 
therefore, would have an incentive to 
come to an agreement to fully fund the 
priority programs and reduce funding 
for lower priorities. 

This bipartisan amendment may not 
be each lawmaker’s idea of perfect. It 
is certainly not mine. I would rather 
get all the appropriations bills done, 
but that is not what is happening. But 
we should all agree that it improves 
upon the current situation where we 
bounce from crisis to crisis, worried 
about government shutdowns as well as 
the rushed bills we have to vote on to 
avoid shutdown. The American people 
want us to complete our work in a log- 
ical way, and this amendment helps us 
to do that. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to support this commonsense, 
bipartisan approach. 

I yield the floor. 

AMENDMENT NO. 8 

Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President, I have 
an amendment at the desk and ask for 
its consideration. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. If the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will withhold? After he 
speaks, the Senator from Montana will 
speak, and then may I be recognized on 
the Portman amendment? I ask unani- 
mous consent I be recognized after the 
Senator from Montana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Without objection, the 
amendment is set aside. 

The clerk will report the amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
TOOMEY] proposes an amendment numbered 


pending 


The amendment is as follows: 


(Purpose: To protect Social Security benefits 
and military pay and require that the 
United States Government prioritize all 
obligations on the debt held by the public 
in the event that the debt limit is reached) 


At the end of the bill, insert the following: 
SEC. . ENSURING THE FULL FAITH AND 
CREDIT OF THE UNITED STATES 
AND PROTECTING AMERICA’S SOL- 

DIERS AND SENIORS ACT. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the “Ensuring the Full Faith and 
Credit of the United States and Protecting 
America’s Soldiers and Seniors Act’’. 

(b) PRIORITIZE OBLIGATIONS ON THE DEBT 
HELD BY THE PUBLIC, SOCIAL SECURITY BENE- 
FITS, AND MILITARY PAY.—In the event that 
the debt of the United States Government 
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reaches the statutory limit as defined in sec- 
tion 3101 of title 31, United States Code, the 
following shall take equal priority over all 
other obligations incurred by the Govern- 
ment of the United States: 

(1) The authority of the Department of the 
Treasury contained in section 3123 of title 31, 
United States Code, to pay with legal tender 
the principal and interest on debt held by 
the public. 

(2) The authority of the Commissioner of 
Social Security to pay monthly old-age, sur- 
vivors’ and disability insurance benefits 
under title II of the Social Security Act. 

(3) The payment of pay and allowances for 
members of the Armed Forces on active 
duty. 

(c) LIMITED DEBT LIMIT AUTHORITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary of the 
Treasury determines, after consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, that incoming revenue will not 
be sufficient to finance the priorities listed 
in subsection (b) over the following 2 weeks, 
the Secretary, in coordination with the Di- 
rector of the Office of Management and 
Budget, shall— 

(A) notify Congress of the expected revenue 
shortfall; and 

(B) raise the debt limit by the amount nec- 
essary to cover the difference between in- 
coming revenue and the revenue needed to fi- 
nance the priorities listed in subsection (b) 
on a 2 week basis. 

(2) Limit.—The debt limit increase pro- 
vided by paragraph (1)(B) may not exceed the 
difference between expected outlays for the 
listed priorities and expected revenue. 

(3) EXCESS REVENUE.—If incoming revenue 
exceeds the amount projected by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, needed to finance the priorities 
listed in subsection (b) over the 2-week pe- 
riod, any amount in excess shall be held in 
reserve and applied to the following 2-week 
period. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to address the substance of this amend- 
ment, but let me start with a little 
context on this underlying bill. The un- 
derlying bill, of course, suspends the 
debt ceiling from now until May 18. 
What that means is in the meantime, 
the administration will be able to bor- 
row as much money as it wants within 
certain constraints, but a very large 
sum of money over the next 3% 
months, at which point the debt ceiling 
will be reinstituted at a higher level. 
We expect the government will prob- 
ably borrow something on the order of 
$400 billion between now and such time 
as the debt ceiling is reestablished. 

We have $16.4 trillion in debt today, 
so by the time the debt ceiling is re- 
applied, reimposed, it will be just 
under $17 trillion. At that point we will 
be right back to the standoff we were 
at very recently, a standoff over what 
to do about this massive amount of 
debt we already have and the massive 
amount of additional debt the adminis- 
tration would like to create. The ad- 
ministration’s position is very clear: 
They want additional borrowing au- 
thority with no strings attached—no 
conditions, no limits on future spend- 
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ing. They just want to be able to keep 
borrowing. Some on our side of the 
aisle believe very strongly that any in- 
crease in the debt ceiling that author- 
izes still more borrowing needs to be 
accompanied with some measure of 
spending discipline so we can at some 
point begin to regain control over 
these out-of-control deficits and the 
debt. 

In any case, what we know for sure is 
that this tension will reemerge and 
that we do not have a resolution in 
place now. If this measure passes, 
which very likely it will, and it will be 
signed into law, we have just kicked 
this can down the road until May— 
maybe June or July at the most—but 
we surely will be back at this point 
where we are having this argument. 

Here is what else we know. We know 
that tax revenue, ongoing tax revenue 
coming into the Government’s coffers, 
is going to be about 75 percent of all 
the money the Government is planning 
to spend in the coming year—or is like- 
ly to spend. Since 75 percent does not 
cover everything, the other 25 percent 
is meant to be borrowed. Therein lies 
the necessity of raising the debt ceil- 
ing, precisely to fund the difference be- 
tween all the Government wants to 
spend and the tax revenue it is going to 
have. 

It is important to note, by the way, 
that raising this debt ceiling is not 
about paying for past bills incurred. I 
know that is repeated around here all 
the time. It is totally untrue. We have 
a funding for the appropriations proc- 
ess that expires at the end of March. 
There is no appropriation that is in 
place going forward. The debt ceiling 
increase, the authority to borrow more 
money, is all about funding future 
spending, which is part of the reason 
why some of us think this is a very sen- 
sible moment to try to bring some dis- 
cipline to that future spending. 

What would happen if we do not raise 
the debt ceiling right away? If we do 
not, we would have to have a 25-percent 
cut in all government spending. That is 
pretty massive. That is pretty prob- 
lematic. The administration and some 
actually go way overboard in the 
threats they attach to this. They 
threaten to inflict the maximum pos- 
sible economic damage if the debt ceil- 
ing is not raised promptly upon the 
point at which they run out of their 
maneuvering room. So you hear 
threats about a default on our debt and 
senior citizens will not get their Social 
Security check and our military folks 
will not get paid. All kinds of the most 
disruptive, most damaging, and most 
dangerous kinds of outcomes are 
threatened by the administration. This 
is unnecessary. This is not true. This is 
not what would happen. But there is an 
incentive, of course, to try to scare and 
intimidate Republicans into giving the 
administration the unconditional abil- 
ity to keep on borrowing and spending 
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as they have been doing, and that is 
why we hear this. 

My amendment is an attempt to ab- 
solutely minimize the disruption, the 
danger, and the drama. It is an attempt 
to get away from ‘“‘government by 
cliff” and to have a sensible approach 
to bringing our spending under control. 
It is called the Full Faith and Credit 
Act. What it does is it says very sim- 
ply, since none of us can guarantee the 
debt ceiling is going to be raised on 
any particular date—we all know how 
we are going to vote. We cannot con- 
trol anyone else’s vote. We certainly 
cannot control a single vote in the 
House and we cannot control what the 
President is going to do. Therefore, we 
can never know for sure whether and 
when and under what circumstances 
the debt limit will be raised. 

My point is the sensible and prudent 
and responsible thing to do is have a 
plan to minimize the downside if the 
debt ceiling is not raised immediately 
upon reaching it. This has nothing to 
do, by the way, with the current cir- 
cumstances of suspending the debt ceil- 
ing. This is all about the next time, in 
May or June or July, when we find our- 
selves facing these circumstances. 

What my bill says is, if we get to 
that point, the Federal Government 
would be obligated to prioritize three 
categories of spending: That would be 
interest on our debt to make sure we 
do not default on our debt and create a 
financial crisis; it would be Social Se- 
curity payments to everybody who 
qualifies for a Social Security payment 
so that no senior citizen has to worry 
and wait to get their check; and it 
would be Active-Duty Military per- 
sonnel so that no soldier has to worry 
or wonder whether they are going to 
get paid. 

By the way, what my bill does is it 
goes a step forward and says not only 
will the Federal Government have to 
prioritize those three categories, but it 
says in the event on any given day the 
tax revenues were not sufficient to 
cover those three payment obligations, 
the Treasury Secretary would be au- 
thorized to borrow additional amounts 
to ensure that those payments were 
made. 

What does it do? It guarantees that it 
would be absolutely impossible, under 
any circumstances, to default on our 
debt, to miss a Social Security pay- 
ment to anyone, or to be late with the 
military pay to anybody. That is what 
it would do. It would take a little bit of 
the drama and the risk and the uncer- 
tainty and the potential damage to the 
economy off the table and allow us to 
have an honest, sensible discussion 
about how we are going to get spending 
under control. 

Mind you, these three categories of 
spending, if you add them all together, 
cumulatively account for about one- 
third of all the spending the govern- 
ment is scheduled to engage in over the 
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course of this fiscal year. Ongoing tax 
revenue is about three-quarters of all 
the spending that is going to occur. So 
clearly there is far more than enough 
tax revenue to cover these items, but 
tax revenue comes in in a lumpy fash- 
ion. It doesn’t come in smoothly and 
uniformly over the course of the year, 
hence the provision that allows the 
Treasury Secretary to borrow in the 
event that they needed to in the short 
run to smooth it out. 

Let me say something that is of more 
fundamental importance. This amend- 
ment is not intended to be a replace- 
ment for raising the debt ceiling. Un- 
fortunately, as long as we are running 
structural deficits, we are going to 
have to borrow money to fund them. 
This amendment, if it were to pass and 
be signed into law, does not mean we 
would not have to raise the debt ceiling 
at some point. Of course we are going 
to have to until we get to the point 
where we have balanced budgets and do 
not have to continue to run deficit 
spending. 

By the way, I do not think it is desir- 
able or optimal to cross into that 
threshold where we are living under 
the rules of prioritization, because it is 
very disruptive to not be paying all the 
other bills on time as we ought to. 
That is much better. But my point is, 
there is something even more impor- 
tant here and that is to fundamentally 
bring our spending and deficits under 
control. Trillion dollar deficits, a total 
debt that now exceeds the total eco- 
nomic output of our country—we have 
a disastrous fiscal situation on our 
hands. It is right now costing us jobs, 
economic growth today, and it is guar- 
anteed to result in a full-blown fiscal 
crisis and a meltdown if we do not 
change the path we are on. 

The only time we have ever been able 
to persuade this President to agree to 
significant spending reductions was the 
last time we argued over the debt limit 
and we did end up getting spending 
cuts as part of that. I think the ur- 
gency of getting our spending under 
control and getting our fiscal house in 
order so we can avoid a fiscal crisis and 
have the kind of economic recovery we 
need is what necessitates a 
prioritization bill so we can take the 
shrill excesses and the threats that 
some are claiming off the table and 
have a real discussion and real solu- 
tions about how we are going to get 
spending under control. 

My strong hope is that we can bring 
an end to ‘government by cliff.” Sen- 
ator PORTMAN has an amendment, I be- 
lieve, that he is going to introduce, 
which would prevent the danger of a 
government shutdown in the event 
that a CR, a continuing resolution, ex- 
pires. It makes all the sense in the 
world. We should not find ourselves 
backed up against the wall at midnight 
on December 31 with a great calamity 
threatened if we do not pass some bill 
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that nobody has ever seen. This is a 
terrible way to run the government 
and that is what we have been doing. 
What my bill does is it eliminates the 
risk of default and it creates the oppor- 
tunity for us to bring some spending 
discipline associated with any future 
debt limit increase. The bill of Senator 
PORTMAN will avert the risk of a gov- 
ernment shutdown. 

I fully support his other efforts to 
make sure we have a dollar in savings 
for every new dollar in debt we create. 
We have an obligation to do that. We 
have already have too big a debt bur- 
den. We have to begin curbing the prob- 
lem that causes it, and that is too 
much spending. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. As I say, it will not have 
any effect on the specific bill under 
consideration to temporarily suspend 
the debt limit. It will make a much 
more manageable and a much less dis- 
ruptive discussion when we address the 
debt limit once again in May or June— 
or when that day surely will arrive. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Montana. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak on two amendments. It will be 
the first amendment offered by the 
Senator from Ohio, his first amend- 
ment, and also I will speak on an 
amendment offered by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. I think the Senator 
from Maryland, the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee, will speak 
on the second Portman amendment. 

I chuckled this morning. I see two 
new Members, very able Members of 
the Senate, who are now members of 
the Senate Finance Committee, follow 
their urges to offer amendments imme- 
diately to bills before the Senate. Sen- 
ator PORTMAN is doing that, Senator 
TOOMEY is doing that, and I commend 
them, very much commend them for 
being so interested in the subject and 
allowing their intellectual juices to 
flow and come up with something that 
is new and different and in their view 
might make some sense. I think part of 
this is because of the newly found ef- 
forts here in the Senate, and desire in 
the Senate, certainly among rank-and- 
file Members, to do something. 

What you hear around here is: ‘‘Reg- 
ular order.” That is something I very 
much subscribe to, namely let the com- 
mittees do their work. Senator 
PORTMAN and Senator TOOMEY are cer- 
tainly following that tradition by of- 
fering amendments so the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee, or in this case the 
Senate floor, is doing its work with re- 
spect to the pending measure. 

I want to start by saying how much 
I appreciate the efforts of the Speaker, 
Speaker BOEHNER. He has done a good 
job giving us a few months’ breathing 
room here in the Congress with respect 
to the debt limit increase; that is, hav- 
ing the House pass on a bipartisan 
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basis a measure which extends the debt 
ceiling limit for another several 
months, to May 18. That gives us a 
chance to figure out how we are going 
to get our fiscal house better in order, 
cut the debt, and deal with some other 
vexatious issues such as the sequester 
and the continuing resolution. 

The amendment, I must say, though, 
offered by my good friend from Ohio is 
a throwback to an effort that was un- 
dertaken essentially a year or two ago. 
With all due respect, it didn’t work. 
What was that? Namely, it was the 
Sanders amendment, which is for every 
dollar increase in the national debt 
there be a dollar cut in Federal spend- 
ing. This was something that was tried, 
the House of Representatives tried, the 
Speaker negotiated with the President, 
and it didn’t work. Frankly, it led to a 
big confrontation, if you will, on Au- 
gust 11, where the debt was reaching its 
limit, there was no agreement on 
spending cuts, and the credit agencies 
began to downgrade U.S. credit. It 
didn’t work. I again say I am very 
proud of the Speaker for trying a dif- 
ferent approach. 

It is also important to point out that 
if this amendment were to pass, we 
would have to send this bill back to the 
House. We are already now on a good 
track for the Senate to pass, without 
amendment, the House-passed bill. If 
that happens, then the world knows 
that the U.S. Government will not be 
in debt until at least May 18, and be- 
cause of measures the Treasury Sec- 
retary will not exceed the debt limit 
until sometime in August. 

We will be in debt. We have a big 
debt. The debt is about a $16 trillion 
debt, but we will not reach our debt 
limit if the House bill is passed by the 
U.S. Senate. In my judgment, it is very 
important that we pass this House 
amendment so that we in the Senate 
and the House of Representatives can 
get to work on how we reduce the debt 
and how we get our house in order as 
best as we possibly can. 

I thank my friend from Ohio for his 
approach. Dollar for dollar, this has 
been attempted in the past. It has been 
rejected by the Speaker in the House of 
Representatives, and it has been re- 
jected by the majority of the House of 
Representatives. This is an idea that 
was once tried, but it didn’t work. I 
submit, with all due respect, it would 
not work this time either for the rea- 
sons I just mentioned and for the addi- 
tional reason that it would further 
complicate an effort to increase our 
debt limit for a short period of time, 
which allows us to do our work. 

I now wish to turn to the Toomey 
amendment. Again, I thank my col- 
league from Pennsylvania, a member of 
the committee, for industriously com- 
ing up with an idea. I must say, with 
total respect, I don’t think the idea 
works. Basically the idea is that when 
the debt limit is reached, the limit 
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would be increased only for the purpose 
of addressing principal and interest on 
the debt held by the public or Social 
Security benefits and military pay, and 
that is it. The debt limit is automati- 
cally increased only for those three 
reasons and not for other reasons; that 
is, not for other programs the U.S. 
Government has an obligation to fund. 

What are some of the other pro- 
grams? Medicare, veterans’ benefits, 
disability benefits, Medicaid, Pell 
grants, special education for disabled 
children, and highway funding. The list 
is extremely lengthy. I just mentioned 
a few. 

What happens if the Toomey amend- 
ment is law? First of all, we have 
reached our debt limit. What are the 
credit markets going to think? What 
are credit agencies going to think? 
They are going to think, oh, my gosh, 
the U.S. Congress has not increased its 
debt limit but for essentially on a daily 
basis Social Security, interest on the 
debt, and military pay. It is not for 
military procurement or men and 
women in the Air Guard. It is just mili- 
tary pay. It sounds as though it is just 
for active-duty pay. Think of what will 
happen. Think of the chaos. Other 
agencies are not going to know wheth- 
er they will be funded. They have no 
idea. According to the Toomey amend- 
ment, it is up to the Treasury Sec- 
retary to prioritize. How can he do that 
when there is no money there and the 
debt limit is not increased? Frankly, I 
cannot believe this amendment is even 
offered. With all due respect to my 
friend from Pennsylvania, it is so non- 
sensical. 

With respect to the two amendments 
that are offered here, the first being 
the Portman amendment, I say to my 
friends, it has been tried in the past 
and it didn’t work. It didn’t work when 
the President and Speaker were trying 
to negotiate a deal on August 11. It 
caused chaos in the markets. That is 
one of the reasons the markets fell so 
much in August of 2011. 

If this amendment is agreed to, it 
will have to be sent back to the House. 
It will mean putting this issue of ex- 
tending the debt limit increase for 3 
months in tremendous jeopardy. I don’t 
think we want to do that. I think it is 
the wrong thing to do. 

The second amendment, the Toomey 
amendment, is totally unworkable. It 
will cause even more chaos at a time 
when we are trying to calm the mar- 
kets, at a time when we are trying to 
get more confidence, more credibility, 
not less. In my judgment, both—espe- 
cially the latter—will result in a lot 
more worry in the markets, not more 
confidence. It will create more worry, 
more uncertainty, and for those rea- 
sons I think these amendments should 
be rejected. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 
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Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I 
stand as the chair of the full Appro- 
priations Committee to respond to two 
Portman amendments. I will comment 
on one and speak to the one related to 
automatic CRs, which is in the juris- 
diction of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. 

First I will speak to the dollar-for- 
dollar cuts, which the Senator from 
Montana and chair of the Finance 
Committee spoke to. I want to say I 
absolutely support his position. As an 
appropriator, I agree with his argu- 
ments. The dollar-for-dollar cuts would 
make the Boehner rule permanent. It 
would raise the debt limit by man- 
dating a $1 trillion cut in spending. 
This amendment could allow the mi- 
nority of 41 Senators to dictate the fis- 
cal policy to the majority. 

I also oppose the Portman amend- 
ment related to automatic continuing 
resolutions. What does the amendment 
do? It sounds good. I must say I have 
great admiration for the Senator from 
Ohio. He has a well-known reputation 
for working on a bipartisan basis. 
When he was in the House, he worked 
so well with my colleague Senator 
CARDIN. I look forward to having these 
kinds of discussions and seeing how we 
can work out some of these issues. 

In listening to the debate, I think we 
are all in agreement of our goals, but 
we disagree on the means. 

As I read it, Senator PORTMAN’s 
amendment says if Congress fails to 
pass an appropriations bill or a con- 
tinuing resolution related to it, instead 
of a government shutdown, automati- 
cally a continuing resolution would go 
into effect. 

Now that sounds good. However, 
there is an additional part that says 
every 3 or 4 months, if Congress fails to 
replace the CR, it would decrease agen- 
cy funding by 1 percent across the 
board. 

That sounds pretty good too because, 
after all, what is 1 percent? Well, 1 per- 
cent compounded has Draconian re- 
sults. This amendment would set up es- 
sentially the framework for many se- 
questers that would go into effect auto- 
matically if Congress doesn’t pass the 
appropriations. 

I agree with the Senator from Ohio 
that we need to follow regular order, 
which means bringing up appropria- 
tions bills one by one, open, trans- 
parent, debatable. If you want to shave 
or save, offer amendments. If we had 
regular order, we would be able to pass 
our bills. 

We cannot have a situation in the 
Congress where we have not been able 
to bring up bills because of the filibus- 
ters and deleterious tactics of some 
Members, and then when we can’t bring 
them up, we are punished for it. 

I oppose this amendment for three 
reasons. The amendment is the wrong 
solution, regular order is the solution. 

Mr. President, I note the absence of a 
quorum. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 

Mr. COATS. I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COATS. In deference to the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, I went through 
the cold-and-cough crud that caused 
her to begin coughing, so I fully under- 
stand why she needed to take a break. 
I am more than willing to step aside 
when she comes back. 

In the interest of time, since I am 
next up—I know we are trying to move 
toward a vote at 12:15 p.m.—I wish to 
proceed. I will be happy to suspend 
when the Senator gets back. 

This afternoon the Senate will vote 
on a bill recently passed by the House 
to suspend the debt ceiling for 4 
months. First, I wish to commend the 
House on one aspect of the legislation, 
which I strongly support, and that is 
the suspension of salary for Members of 
Congress if we do not pass a budget by 
April 15. 

As I mentioned on the floor yester- 
day, Congress, by law, is required to 
pass a budget. It has been nearly 4 
years since it has done so. As a result, 
the Senate has blatantly ignored its 
legal duty, not to mention its moral 
duty, to enact a budget. This is com- 
pletely irresponsible, and, quite frank- 
ly, it is embarrassing. If this body can- 
not fulfill its most fundamental duty 
under law to pass a budget, then I say 
we don’t deserve to get paid. 

However, another aspect of the bill 
that would suspend enforcement of the 
Federal debt limit until at least May— 
and according to recent statements 
issued by the administration possibly 
until August—concerns me. I under- 
stand why the House is taking this ap- 
proach for political and tactical rea- 
sons, but unfortunately, this decision 
only continues the practice of gov- 
erning from crisis to crisis, cliff to 
cliff, and pushing through flawed, hap- 
hazard legislation at the last minute as 
we did with the vote on the fiscal cliff, 
which is a great example of how this 
body should not function. 

As a result of this practice, Members 
are left deciding between choosing the 
lesser of two evils. Never again will I, 
nor I believe many of my colleagues, 
support any legislation that is nego- 
tiated in secret, bypasses the regular 
process where we have an opportunity 
to take it up in committee and amend 
it, if necessary, and then present it to 
the Senate for debate and evaluation or 
amendment. Never again will I support 
something that takes us into the wee 
hours of the night into New Year’s Eve 
and New Year’s Day and then just have 
a few minutes to try to evaluate it 
with no debate and no opportunity to 
amend. This is no way to govern a 
country. It is no way to strengthen a 
weak economy and spur job creation, 
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and it is no way to restore confidence 
among consumers and investors, which 
is such a critical factor in making for 
robust growth, which we are not enjoy- 
ing right now. Eventually all of us 
have to stand up and say enough is 
enough. Pushing these debates up until 
the last minute, creating our fiscal 
cliffs, and passing short-term measures 
must cease. 

The people of Indiana have had 
enough. Across the country the Amer- 
ican people have had enough of Wash- 
ington postponing real action on the 
most serious challenge facing our coun- 
try, namely the out-of-control plunge 
into further deficit spending and debt. 

Both Republicans and Democrats, the 
President and the Congress, liberal and 
conservative economists and non- 
partisan people, all agree that our con- 
tinued increase in debt is 
unsustainable. We all know that what 
has been fueling this fire that has en- 
gulfed our fiscal house is spending. To 
date our meager efforts to deal with 
this looming fiscal calamity are like 
trying to put out a five-alarm fire with 
the occasional squeeze of a squirt gun. 

I note that the Senator from Mary- 
land is on the floor. If she wishes to re- 
sume, I would be happy to suspend my 
remarks. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Is that okay with 
the Senator? 

Ms. MIKULSKI. I thank the Senator 
for the courtesy. Both the Senator 
from Montana and I have been hit by 
this bug. 

Mr. COATS. I was hit by it 2 weeks 
ago so I fully understand what the Sen- 
ator is going through. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Little germs are 
doing to me what my opponents 
couldn’t, which is stop me from talk- 
ing. I thank the Senator for his cour- 
tesy. 

Mr. President, I oppose the Portman 
amendment related to automatic Con- 
tinuing Resolutions with cuts if Con- 
gress does not pass appropriations 
bills. I acknowledge the legitimacy of 
his concerns, and I agree that we are 
all tired of governing from crisis to cri- 
sis. And I share his goal of keeping the 
government open so our Federal agen- 
cies can carry out their missions, and 
serve the American people. But I very 
much oppose this proposed solution. 

Now, what does the amendment do? 
It sounds good, and I must say, I have 
a great admiration for the Senator 
from Ohio. And he has a well-known 
reputation for working on a bipartisan 
basis. He has worked so well when he 
was in the House with my colleague, 
Senator CARDIN. And I look forward to 
having these kinds of discussions and 
seeing how we can work out some of 
these issues. I think in listening to the 
debate, we all are in agreement of 
goals, but we disagree on means. 

His amendment, as I read it, says if 
Congress fails to pass an appropria- 
tions bill or a Continuing Resolution 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


related to it, instead of a government 
shutdown, an automatic Continuing 
Resolution would go into effect. That 
sounds good. However, there’s an addi- 
tional part that says, after four 
months, if Congress fails to replace the 
Continuing Resolution, it would de- 
crease agency funding by one percent 
across the board. Well, that sounds 
pretty good too. Because after all, 
what is one percent? 

Well, one percent every 90 days com- 
pounded has draconian results. This 
amendment would set up essentially 
the framework for mini-sequesters that 
would go into effect automatically if 
Congress doesn’t pass appropriations 
bills. 

I oppose this amendment for three 
reasons. First, the amendment is a wolf 
in sheep’s clothing. The amendment’s 
stated purpose is to establish auto- 
matic Continuing Resolutions, but the 
amendment wouldn’t just extend fund- 
ing for government operations. It 
would also cut funding one percent 
across the board for every 90 days that 
Congress doesn’t pass Appropriations 
bills or a Continuing Resolution. Mr. 
President, this amendment just creates 
a new crisis instead of providing con- 
fidence and clear direction. This type 
of robotic-cutting Continuing Resolu- 
tion would add uncertainty to the oper- 
ations of the Federal government. 

Second, this amendment is the wrong 
solution to a long-standing problem. A 
problem we have become too familiar 
with, and too comfortable with. I’m 
talking about not operating according 
to regular order. I agree with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, we need to follow a 
regular order. Regular order means 
Congress receives the President’s budg- 
et. Regular order means the Appropria- 
tions Committee holds hearings and 
marks up bills. Regular order means 
bringing up appropriations bills on the 
Senate floor, one by one, a process that 
is open, transparent, and allows debate. 
If a Member wants to save money or 
shave spending on these bills, that 
Member can offer amendments. If we 
had regular order, we would be able to 
pass our bills. 

The solution to the problem of gov- 
erning from crisis to crisis, of avoiding 
Continuing Resolutions and govern- 
ment shutdowns, is not an automatic 
Continuing Resolution. The solution is 
to get back to regular order, where 
Congress makes smart decisions about 
where to make needed investments and 
where to cut. Permanent robotic-cut- 
ting Continuing Resolutions are not 
the solution. 

You have a situation in Congress 
where we haven’t been able to bring up 
bills because of filibusters, and because 
of the dilatory tactics of some Mem- 
bers. We can’t bring our bills up, and 
we’re punished for it. There are those 
who have thrown sand in the gears of 
regular order by tying up appropria- 
tions bills with controversial riders 
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and calls for draconian cuts, and then 
complain when we have to do Con- 
tinuing Resolutions to keep the gov- 
ernment working for the American 
people. They can’t have it both ways. 
Regular order is the solution. 

Third, this amendment simply gives 
up Congress’s Constitutional responsi- 
bility, the power of the purse. This 
amendment would put the government 
on auto-pilot for months, perhaps even 
years. In a divided Congress, it is hard 
to come to an agreement on spending. 
But every time we pass a Continuing 
Resolution, we are giving the executive 
branch more and more control over the 
federal budget. This means Congress 
gives up control to OMB and Cabinet 
officers. 

By not passing our bills, we weaken 
Congressional oversight. The Appro- 
priations Committee is the only com- 
mittee that reviews every spending ac- 
count of every agency. The Committee 
digs down further than any other com- 
mittee to make sure that agencies are 
not wasting taxpayer dollars. And 
when we find things that need to be 
fixed, we fix them in our bills. But if 
we can’t get our bills to the President’s 
desk, then our efforts at oversight are 
not realized. 

Mr. President, I agree with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that we should stop our 
dependence on Continuing Resolutions, 
especially long-term Continuing Reso- 
lutions. They are a terrible way to gov- 
ern. It is time for us to show we can 
govern. The American people want to 
see us govern. We all need to work to- 
gether in good faith and in a timely 
manner. This is what the Appropria- 
tions Committee does. 

Mr. President, I urge my colleagues 
to oppose this amendment. 

Mr. President, I also oppose the 
amendment from the Senator from 
Ohio that demands a dollar in cuts for 
every dollar increase in the debt limit. 

Under this amendment, the debt 
limit could not be raised without 
spending cuts equal to the amount to 
be raised, unless the requirement is 
waved by a super-majority of 60 votes. 
This amendment would make the 
“Boehner Rule?” permanent. The 
amendment means that in order to 
raise the debt limit by $1 trillion, Con- 
gress would need to cut $1 trillion in 
spending over the next ten years. 

This is a terrible amendment. The 
point has been made before, but I make 
it again. The debt limit is not about 
cutting spending, it is about paying for 
spending that Congress has already au- 
thorized. If enacted, the Portman 
amendment would require trillions and 
trillions of dollars in cuts to earned 
benefits programs over the next dec- 
ade. Cuts to Social Security, Medicare 
and Medicaid, and all of our other man- 
datory programs. It would also squeeze 
discretionary spending, including de- 
fense, to the point where I doubt our 
agencies could carry out their most 
basic responsibilities. 
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I remind my colleagues that under 
this amendment, if the Congress were 
to pass a tax cut, revenues would fall 
but spending would not. So the next 
year, when less revenue comes in, Con- 
gress would be forced to pay for the tax 
cut with equal spending cuts. If Con- 
gress passed another huge tax cut for 
the wealthy, like the Bush tax cuts, 
then Congress would have to cut pro- 
grams for the middle class to pay for 
it. 

And I also remind my colleagues that 
if Congress passed emergency spending, 
like the Sandy bill, then guess what? 
Next year, Congress would have to find 
even more cuts to earned benefits or to 
discretionary spending to pay for that. 

The Senate has a history of always 
protecting the rights of the minority. 
But it is one thing to protect the inter- 
ests of the minority party, and it is 
quite another to allow a minority of 41 
Senators to dictate policy to the ma- 
jority. By requiring an affirmative 
super-majority of 60 votes to raise the 
debt without draconian spending cuts, 
this amendment gives veto power to 
the minority over most fiscal decisions 
that the majority supports. Tax 
changes, spending, earned benefit re- 
forms, Budget Resolutions, and even 
Reconciliation. That is simply not ac- 
ceptable. 

Mr. President, the objective of this 
amendment is obvious to me. The 
American people do not support cuts to 
their earned benefits, to Social Secu- 
rity and Medicare. This amendment is 
a way to force huge cuts in these pro- 
grams without ever having to justify 
them. 

I suggest that if Members want to 
cut a trillion dollars from Social Secu- 
rity over the next ten years, let them 
come down and offer an amendment 
that does just that. And if Members 
want to change the rules for Medicare, 
in order to remove Americans from eli- 
gibility for Medicare, or from Med- 
icaid, let them come to the floor with 
legislation in hand to do just that. 

We’re talking about trillions of dol- 
lars here. Chained CPI is not going to 
do it. Cuts to providers won’t do it. 
And that’s the problem. Cuts of this 
magnitude require immediate cuts to 
Social Security. And these cuts reduce 
the number of people helped by Medi- 
care and Medicaid. And of course, they 
gut non-defense discretionary spend- 
ing. And I say to my colleagues, if I’m 
overstating the case, I look forward to 
someone coming down here and offer- 
ing legislation that saves trillions of 
dollars and doesn’t do those things. 

We need to get our financial house in 
order. But we need a balanced solution, 
one that includes revenues, sensible re- 
forms to earned benefits that save 
money but do not hurt the middle 
class, and spending cuts. 

This amendment could not be less 
balanced. This amendment is all cuts 
and no revenues, and contains not one 
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specific policy that would save a single 
dollar. Tens of millions of middle class 
Americans work their whole lives, play 
by the rules, and pay their taxes every 
year so one day they can retire with 
some dignity and some security guar- 
anteed to them. That’s the promise 
this government made, and it’s a prom- 
ise the Congress needs to keep. With 
reforms to revenues and with reforms 
to our earned benefits programs. With 
frugality. With compromise. That’s the 
solution to our fiscal challenges. 

Mr. President, this amendment would 
fundamentally rewrite the social com- 
pact between the government and its 
citizens. Without a single hearing. 
Without a single witness. This ap- 
proach is unacceptable, and I urge my 
colleagues to oppose this amendment. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I send my 
sympathy and empathy to the Senator 
from Maryland. Having gone through 
the same thing, I fully understand 
what she is dealing with and trust she 
will recover quickly. 

Picking up where I left off, dare a 
politician stand here and acknowledge 
this? Many don’t want to. But the 
truth is this: The main driver of our 
debt and deficit spending is the run- 
away mandatory spending on Medicare, 
Medicaid, and Social Security. 

Despite those who claim it is polit- 
ical suicide to touch these programs 
and despite the fact none of us are say- 
ing we should eliminate these pro- 
grams, this is an area where many 
don’t want to tread. But I believe these 
programs, which provide much needed 
benefits for many Hoosiers and Ameri- 
cans, need to be preserved. But our 
goal and our challenge is to find com- 
mon ground on not how to eliminate 
these programs but how to save these 
programs, both for current retirees and 
for future generations. If we don’t take 
steps to reform these programs, we risk 
not only bankrupting our country, we 
risk having to tell the recipients of the 
benefits of these programs we no longer 
can fulfill their needs and our propo- 
sitions. 

It is difficult for me to support any 
effort to increase the debt limit when 
we continue to avoid taking the nec- 
essary steps to eliminate deficit spend- 
ing and control our debt in the future. 
Despite several bipartisan attempts 
over the last 2 or 3 years, including ef- 
forts by the Simpson-Bowles Commis- 
sion—the President’s Commission—the 
Gang of 6 and the supercommittee of 
12, we have failed to put together a 
credible, long-term deficit reduction 
package. How then can we continue to 
raise the debt limit over and over again 
without agreeing on a way to reduce it 
in the future? 

Repeatedly and thoughtlessly raising 
the debt limit represents a political 
moral hazard, a taxpayer bailout for 
big government politicians who don’t 
want to be bothered by controlling 
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spending. Congress continually increas- 
ing the debt limit is akin to consumers 
having the ability to increase their 
own credit borrowing limit with no 
oversight. We just keep increasing the 
credit limit to pay for more and more 
spending. It reminds me of a parent 
dealing with an irresponsible teenager 
who was given a credit card, asked to 
stay within the credit limits but 
month after month after month con- 
tinues to exceed the limit as the debt 
piles and the interest on the debt accu- 
mulates. Eventually, the parent has to 
take away the card and take the scis- 
sors and cut it up. At what point do we 
in the Congress take the congressional 
credit card, cut it up, and get control 
of our spending? 

I urge my colleagues and the Presi- 
dent to focus not on how to get enough 
votes to raise the borrowing limit 
again but on how we can truly begin 
the essential task of eliminating def- 
icit spending and reducing our debt as 
a percentage of GDP. 

Part of what makes America so re- 
markable is we have the ability in this 
great country to control our destiny. 
The problems we face are not insur- 
mountable, but they are not avoidable 
either. It is time we take a stand and 
do what the people we represent sent 
us to do. It is time we make the 
changes we pledged we would make 
when we were seeking office, and it is 
time we take control of our country’s 
financial future and put America on a 
path to prosperity. 

With that, I yield the floor and note 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I am 
going to lay out and discuss a motion 
to commit which I have at the desk, 
and we are going to be voting on that 
motion to commit later today. It is 
very simple, very straightforward. In 
fact, I will read it: 

Mr. VITTER moves to commit the bill H.R. 
325— 

That is, of course, the debt limit in- 
crease which we have at the desk which 
we are debating— 
to the Committee on Finance with instruc- 
tions to report the same back to the Senate 
within 7 days with legislative language that 
makes changes in existing programs that re- 
duce Federal spending by the increase 
amount required by section 2(b). . . over the 
period of fiscal years 2013 to 2022. 

It is very simple. By whatever 
amount we are increasing the debt 
limit, so too would we reduce spending. 
The idea is to start actually paying for 
what we spend or at least paying for 
the extra we are going to borrow. It is 
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a commonsense idea, a straightforward 
approach, and it is not Draconian. We 
can do it. It starts to put discipline 
into the process. 

This bill before us suspends the debt 
limit until May 18. That is estimated 
to mean between $300 billion and $400 
billion in additional deficit spending. 
So under this motion to commit, that 
is the savings we would find. Those are 
the cuts we would make: $300 billion to 
$400 billion total over 10 years. Obvi- 
ously, that is $30 billion to $40 billion a 
year. That is thoroughly doable. It is 
meaningful. It takes some work, but it 
is thoroughly doable, and those savings 
would be such a small percentage. The 
part for this year would only be about 
3 percent of the deficit and around 1 
percent of total Federal spending. 

If we can’t find between $30 billion 
and $40 billion a year in savings, is 
there truly a way we can agree to 
major budget reforms? If we can’t find 
those modest savings, should we be 
borrowing more money to just spend 
and spend and spend? 

Let me be clear. My limited motion 
is not enough. We need more spending 
cuts and we need more and funda- 
mental budget reform and we need it 
now. But I am proposing a reasonable 
first step that is concrete and meaning- 
ful as a downpayment toward fiscal 
soundness. 

This bill is short term. It is a patch. 
It is for 3 months. But it puts us on the 
right path. It is a concrete, meaningful 
first step. 

Surely, we should have learned by 
now; Congress passed the last debt 
limit deal in 2011, but we got a credit 
downgrade anyway. AS we continue to 
rack up more and more debt—without 
spending reform, without budget re- 
form—a new downgrade has to be on 
the way. It is not a question of if; it is 
a question of when. 

All the credit rating agencies have 
maintained their negative outlook, in- 
cluding after the fiscal cliff deal. The 
problem, as it was with the deal passed 
on New Year’s Day, is not that we are 
taxed too little; the problem is we 
clearly spend too much. Not enough 
folks in this building recognize that. 
Everybody in the real world recognizes 
that, and certainly the credit rating 
agencies recognize that. 

So why don’t we take this reason- 
able, concrete first step? Again, my 
modest amendment is a small down- 
payment but an important step, con- 
crete action during the time for which 
this bill would increase debt, as we 
work toward a more comprehensive so- 
lution. 

If we are going to raise the debt 
limit, we must at least show the tax- 
payers, the credit rating agencies, and 
the world that we are serious about 
getting our fiscal house in order. With- 
out this type of amendment—or in this 
case a motion to commit—we are not 
saying that in any way, shape, or form 
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with this bill. That is why without this 
sort of motion to commit or a roughly 
similar amendment, I cannot vote for 
this debt limit increase. 

I urge all of my colleagues to join me 
in a bipartisan way around this ap- 
proach. I think it would be a step in 
the right detection. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, the debt 
limit alone, under the current adminis- 
tration, had been increased by over $5 
trillion. That is simply unsustainable. 

Not to worry, I have recently been 
told. We have made massive progress 
toward promising deficit reduction. I 
hear this even though we have not seen 
any significant actual reduction. 

I have been hearing bold claims by 
my friends on the other side of the 
aisle about having attained trillions in 
budget ‘‘savings’’ and deficit reduction 
in just the past couple of years alone. 
They have gone so far as to say that we 
have had $2.4 trillion of deficit reduc- 
tion legislated in the past 2 years. Of 
course, the deficit reduction has not 
been realized. It represents promises 
and plans that even Democrats seek to 
undo. It is amazing to me that they 
make these claims. 

I have heard bold claims that we 
have somehow legislated deficit reduc- 
tion totaling as much as $3.6 trillion 
from my friends on the other side. I 
have heard that deficit reduction that 
has been promised can be broken down 
to an 80-to-20 ratio of spending cuts to 
tax hikes. 

While I often applaud creativity, I 
have to say these deficit reduction 
claims and the ratio of spending reduc- 
tions to tax hikes is more than cre- 
ative. It is more like Enron account- 
ing, and if you were running a company 
in the private sector and made such 
claims, you would probably end up in 
jail. 

Let me make a few brief comments 
on the Democrats’ Enron accounting of 
deficit reduction. 

First, the so-called spending cuts 
they identify have not yet been real- 
ized, and even they are working hard to 
undo some of them, if not all of them. 

Second, the so-called spending cuts 
are only cuts if you are selective in the 
starting point you use to measure 
whether spending is being cut. Relative 
to what spending levels would be, had 
we not had a Democrat spending spree, 
spending has increased even if you in- 
clude plans put forward in the Budget 
Control Act, which have not yet been 
realized. 

Third, the spending-cut-to-tax-hike 
number thrown around by my friends 
on the other side of the aisle counts 
only one discrete tax hike—the one as- 
sociated with the fiscal cliff bill. 

Why do Democrats want to entirely 
ignore the massive tax hikes associated 
with ObamaCare that have already 
gone into effect, with more to come? 


January 31, 2013 


Fourth, spending cuts that my 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
are banking on when they devise their 
Enron accounting have not yet been 
set in place. Until fiscal year 2013 
comes to a close, those spending reduc- 
tions have not actually occurred, and 
Congress has a long history of prom- 
ising cuts without delivering. 

It is ironic to me that my friends on 
the other side of the aisle fight tooth 
and nail against any true reductions in 
the outsized spending of the current 
administration. Then when budget re- 
alities force consideration of reduc- 
tions, and legislation is passed prom- 
ising reductions, Democrats boast of 
having cut spending to reduce deficits. 

Finally, when it comes to actually 
implement any spending cuts, Demo- 
crats want to undo them and replace 
them with yet more taxes. That is 
what we are hearing from the other 
side with regard to the sequestration. 

I believe our country faces a large 
spending problem and that our debt is 
too big and grows too fast. I believe 
presenting a picture of our finances 
that would pass muster only in the 
Enron accounting department is a dis- 
service to the American people. If my 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
want more tax hikes to pay for more 
spending, then they should just say so. 
And some of them do, by the way, and 
I compliment them for doing that, even 
though I think it is crazy. Cloaking 
their desires in manufactured claims 
that we have somehow cut spending 4 
to 1 relative to tax hikes is simply dis- 
honest. And I do not think I have been 
wrong in calling it Enron accounting. 

Frankly, I am getting a little sick of 
it because they throw these figures 
around as though they are really tax 
cuts, and they are not tax cuts, and 
they never will be according to my 
friends on the other side in what their 
actions show. So it is important that 
we get rid of the fuzz and get rid of the 
buzz and get rid of the phony stuff and 
the Enron accounting and start real- 
izing that we need to have some real 
tax reductions. 

Frankly, we need to have some real 
spending reductions. Even if we cannot 
get tax reductions, we ought to all be 
working on spending reductions. We 
ought to be looking at every aspect of 
this economy, every aspect of our 
budget, every aspect of our legislation, 
and we ought to be looking for as many 
spending reductions as we can find. 

Spending is out of control. Even 
today, you know they are going to be 
spending well over 22 percent of GDP, 
according to the best of estimates. The 
economic results of yesterday that 
were in the paper of this slow growth 
ought to be waking up everybody on 
both sides of the aisle that we are not 
doing our job. The reason we are not 
doing our job is because we phony up 
these numbers that are not really 
spending reductions, and then we act 
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like everything is hunky-dory, when, 
in fact, things are not hunky-dory. 

We are in real trouble in this coun- 
try, and it is inexcusable to let the 
greatest country in the world have to 
go through this type of charade be- 
cause we are unwilling to face the 
music that every individual family in 
this country has to face on balancing 
their budgets and on balancing ours. 

I think it is time to cut the charade 
and quit talking about spending reduc- 
tions that do not materialize and 
amount to nothing but Enron account- 
ing. 

Mr. President, I ask that both sides 
be charged equally for the time we are 
in a quorum call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
the order. 

Mr. HATCH. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 9 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent to call up amendment 
No. 9. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAUL] 
proposes an amendment numbered 9. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit the sale, lease, trans- 

fer, retransfer, or delivery of F-16 aircraft, 

M1 tanks, or certain other defense articles 

or services to the Government of Egypt) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. _. PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN MILITARY 
SALES TO EGYPT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the United States 
Government shall not license, approve, fa- 
cilitate, or otherwise allow the sale, lease, 
transfer, retransfer, or delivery of F-16 air- 
craft, M1 tanks, or other defense articles or 
services listed in Category VI, VII, or VIII of 
the United States Munitions List to the Gov- 
ernment of Egypt. 

(b) UNITED STATES MUNITIONS LIST DE- 
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘United 
States Munitions List”? means the list re- 
ferred to in section 38(a)(1) of the Arms Ex- 
port Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2778(a)(1)), as in 
effect on January 1, 2013. 


Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I rise 
today to present an amendment that 
would stop the transfer of F-16s and 
Abrams tanks to Egypt. I think it par- 
ticularly unwise to send tanks and our 
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most sophisticated fighter planes to 
Egypt at a time in which many are 
saying the country may be unraveling. 

Ironically, a year ago, the Arab 
spring occurred. Hundreds of thousands 
of people gathered in Tahir Square to 
protest against the government that 
was instituting martial law. Ironically, 
the current President now has insti- 
tuted martial law. Once again, the 
dread ‘‘indefinite detention” is threat- 
ened to citizens in Egypt. 

As the rioting expands, many see 
Egyptian descending into chaos. What 
is President Obama’s response to this? 
To send them some of the most sophis- 
ticated weapons we have, F-16 fighters 
and Abrams tanks. I think this is par- 
ticularly unwise. This amendment will 
stop it. I think this is particularly un- 
wise since Egypt is currently governed 
by a religious zealot, a religious zealot 
who said recently that Jews were 
‘“bloodsuckers” and ‘‘descendents of 
apes and pigs.” 

This does not sound like the kind of 
stable personality to whom we should 
be sending our most sophisticated 
weapons. I think it is a grave mistake 
to send F-16s and Abrams tanks to a 
country that last year detained Amer- 
ican citizens on trumped-up political 
charges, to a country that currently is 
still detaining Egyptian citizens on 
trumped-up political charges. 

I think it is a blunder of the first pro- 
portion to send sophisticated weapons 
to a country that allowed a mob to at- 
tack our embassy and to burn our flag. 
I find it objectionable to send weapons, 
F-16s and tanks, to a country that al- 
lowed a mob chanting ‘‘death to Amer- 
ica’’ to threaten our American dip- 
lomats. 

I am concerned that these weapons, 
some of the most sophisticated weap- 
ons in the world, someday may be used 
against Israel. I am concerned these 
weapons threaten Israel’s security. I 
am concerned that we are sending 
weapons to a country with a President 
who recently was seen to be chanting 
“Amen” to a cleric who was saying, 
“death to Israel” and ‘‘death to those 
who support Israel.” 

I think it is foolhardy to support and 
send arms to both sides of an arms 
race. We send 20 F-16s to Egypt, which 
already has 240 F-16s. We send 20 in ad- 
dition. What does Israel feel? They 
have to have two for every one Egypt 
has. It escalates an arms race and 
makes it more difficult for Israel to de- 
fend herself. 

Today we have a chance to stop this 
folly. I urge my colleagues to instruct 
the President that we will not send any 
more F-16s and any more Abrams 
tanks to the current Government of 
Egypt. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, what is 
the parliamentary situation? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate is considering H.R. 325. 

Mr. McCAIN. How much time is re- 
maining? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Only 
Democratic time remains. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be allowed 10 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I speak 
in opposition to the amendment evi- 
denced by my friend, the Senator from 
Kentucky, which would prohibit the 
sale, licensing, approval, facilitation, 
transfer, retransfer, or delivery of any 
defense articles and services to the 
Government of Egypt, including F-16 
aircraft and M-1 tanks. 

There are many problems with this 
amendment. I would like to explain. 
First, the amendment is not revenue 
neutral. The Congressional Budget Of- 
fice has not provided an official score, 
despite my request, but there is a way 
to avoid the basic fact that there are 
numerous costs associated with this 
amendment. The defense articles the 
Senator from Kentucky wishes to 
block and prohibit are manufactured 
by American workers and defense com- 
panies. They have contracts to produce 
this equipment, and American workers 
are doing that as we speak. 

If the Federal Government steps in, 
as my colleague’s amendment would 
mandate, those contracts would have 
to be immediately broken, and U.S. 
production lines would have to be shut 
down immediately. There is a cost of 
breaching a contract in this country, 
and there should be. That does not 
change just because the government is 
the one doing the breaching. This is 
also as it should be. 

So the Senator’s amendment would 
obligate the Federal Government to 
pay the many costs to American busi- 
nesses and workers for breaking our 
commitments to them. Furthermore, 
many of these defense articles have al- 
ready been produced. They have al- 
ready been paid for. They are tech- 
nically the property of the Egyptian 
Government already. If the Congress 
prohibits these defense articles from 
being delivered to Egypt, they become 
the responsibility of the U.S. Govern- 
ment. We will have to store them 
somewhere, and that is not free either. 

In short, there are a lot of hidden 
costs in this amendment. If this provi- 
sion becomes law in its current form, it 
will add to the national debt. This is 
fiscally irresponsible, and I cannot sup- 
port it on these grounds alone. 

Second, and more important than the 
costs associated with this amendment, 
it is harmful to America’s national se- 
curity interests. I know as well as any- 
one that Egypt is beset now with many 
problems. 

I was in Egypt 2 weeks ago with a bi- 
partisan delegation of my colleagues. 
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The Muslim Brotherhood-led govern- 
ment, which I would remind my col- 
leagues was elected by the Egyptian 
people, has done a poor job of gov- 
erning in an exclusive and pluralistic 
way, establishing the rule of law, and 
building democratic institutions. 

The results of the Egyptian Govern- 
ment’s failing are plain to see in the 
awful street violence and expanding 
unrest in Egypt. President Morsi’s gov- 
ernment has not been able to stem the 
violence and has often made matters 
worse. Egyptian police seem to have 
neither the capacity nor the legitimacy 
to restore order. The fact is, despite its 
flaws, the Egyptian Army remains one 
of the major stabilizing forces in Egypt 
today. If, God forbid, the current un- 
rest worsens, and Egypt tips deeper 
into civil conflict, the one force in that 
country that might be capable of pull- 
ing Egypt back from the abyss is the 
Egyptian military. 

If the Senate were to adopt the 
amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kentucky, we would not only be 
harming the effectiveness of the Egyp- 
tian military, which, by the way, is not 
objected to by the Israelis, who prob- 
ably understand better than anyone 
what defense capabilities might be 
used someday to threaten their secu- 
rity, we would be rupturing a decades- 
long partnership and denying and 
squandering our influence with the 
leaders of one of the most important 
institutions in Egypt. 

The ramifications of this decision 
would be enormous, especially when it 
comes to the ability of U.S. ships, in- 
cluding U.S. aircraft carriers and other 
vessels, to transit the Suez Canal se- 
curely and effectively. I would urge the 
Senator from Kentucky to call the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
and ask him what effect this would 
have on the U.S. military and Amer- 
ica’s overall national security. 

As I say, this amendment would be 
even more detrimental to our ally 
Israel, for which the continuing insta- 
bility in Egypt is an abiding, clear and 
present danger. I have seen no objec- 
tions raised by our Israeli allies to U.S. 
military assistance to Egypt, nor do I 
expect to see any. Here too I would 
urge my colleague to pick up the phone 
and call the Israeli Ambassador or just 
recall what I am sure he heard from 
Israel’s leaders during his recent visit 
there a few weeks ago. 

This amendment is absolutely harm- 
ful to the national security of our ally 
Israel. The timing of the amendment is 
also detrimental because our govern- 
ment is currently engaged in discus- 
sions with the Egyptian Government 
and military about the need to shift 
our security cooperation more toward 
the kinds of programs and equipment 
Egypt needs to combat the threats 
they increasingly face: porous borders, 
a rising threat from terrorism, deterio- 
rating conditions in the Sinai, and a 
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security sector in dire need of reform. 
It is in Egypt’s interest to move in this 
direction, as they are beginning to do. 
It is in our interest to help them. 

If we adopt this amendment, the 
promise of this entire endeavor will be 
destroyed. Egypt will suffer, Israel will 
suffer, and the United States will suf- 
fer. 

I oppose this amendment because it 
is uninformed and oblivious to the 
world challenges America faces and our 
continuing need to work with Amer- 
ica’s partners, imperfect and frus- 
trating though they may be, to defend 
our Nation, our interests, and our al- 
lies in an increasingly dangerous 
world. 

Finally, the Middle East is in a pe- 
riod of transition and change that we 
have not seen practically in its entire 
history. The Egyptians are key and 
vital to what happens in that part of 
the world. It is the heart, soul, and 
center of the Arab world. One out of 
every four Arabs who live in the Arab 
world lives in Egypt. It is the cultural 
and historic center of all the Arab 
world. 

It is vital we do whatever we can to 
see that Egypt makes a transition to a 
free, democratic, and open society. 
That is in grave danger today. To pass 
this amendment today and send this 
message to Egypt in this very unstable 
and unsure time, I believe, would be ex- 
actly the wrong message at this time. 
I would also point out that this legisla- 
tion has nothing to do with Egypt. It 
has nothing to do with Egypt. 

A decision of this magnitude, in my 
view, requires hearings, debate, and 
legislation that would stand by itself, 
rather than in a 15- or 20-minute dis- 
cussion on the floor of the Senate. For 
that reason alone, I urge my colleagues 
to overwhelmingly—as we have other 
amendments of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky—reject this amendment. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. 

Mr. PAUL. I ask unanimous consent 
to speak for 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. PAUL. I find the argument spu- 
rious and, frankly, absurd that not giv- 
ing F-16s to Egypt is somehow against 
the interests of Israel. Imagine this. 
The President of Egypt has called Jews 
bloodsuckers and descendents of apes 
and pigs. The President of Egypt has 
also said that when we look at the rela- 
tionship of Israel and her supporters— 
he stood next to a cleric, chanted 
“Amen” and said “Amen,” that we 
should go after and destroy Israel and 
the supporters of Israel. 

Somehow it is a good idea to ship 
weapons to this country and to this re- 
ligious zealot? I find it absurd that 
that would be in Israel’s best interests. 
Somehow, the argument is made that, 
oh, this will lead to stability in Egypt. 
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Well, giving F-16s is somehow going to 
stabilize unrest in Egypt? It makes no 
sense whatsoever. 

I would say that when we look at this 
and we hear arguments such as this 
will cost money, do you know whose 
money it was that bought these F-16? 
It was our money to begin with. We 
send the money to Egypt and then they 
buy the weapons from us. 

If we are worried about a place to 
store the F-16s, why don’t we give 
them to our military? Everybody 
seems to be saying it is a problem, this 
sequester, and there is not enough 
money for our military. Why don’t we 
give the 20 F-16s to our military? Why 
don’t we give the tanks to our mili- 
tary? Apparently, these are more tanks 
that are being given to Egypt than 
often different contingents of our Ma- 
rines have at any one given point in 
time. 

I would say keep the money and keep 
the weapons in our country. Mark my 
words, it is a mistake to send these 
weapons to Egypt. It is not in Israel’s 
best interest. 

For people to come down and argue it 
is in Israel’s best interest to send weap- 
ons to a country that professes hate, 
professes a disbelief in the Holocaust, 
that professes they are in favor of de- 
stroying Israel—that is whom we are 
supposed to send these weapons to? It 
makes no sense at all. 

Our foreign policy often makes no 
sense at all. I do think we need to reas- 
sess. We made this deal with Mubarak. 
We didn’t make this deal with Mursi. 
Currently, Egypt is unraveling. I think 
it is a terrible mistake to send these 
weapons to Egypt, and I hope my col- 
leagues will consider that. 

I yield back the remainder of my 
time, and I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
BALDWIN). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min- 
utes of debate, equally divided, prior to 
a vote on amendment No. 6, offered by 
the Senator from Ohio, Mr. PORTMAN. 

The Senator from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Madam President, 
we had a debate earlier on this. This is 
the Dollar-for-Dollar Deficit Reduction 
Act. It makes all the sense in the 
world. 

Here we have a $16 trillion national 
debt, now exceeding $130,000 per house- 
hold in America. We are told by the 
Congressional Budget Office that there 
is $9 trillion more coming over the next 
decade. 

We have to make this difference here 
on this bill. We have to take this op- 
portunity to ensure that we are, in 
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fact, beginning to reduce spending, get- 
ting this under control, aS we once 
again are asked to extend the debt 
limit. 

This would not apply to this par- 
ticular short-term debt limit, by the 
way; it would set up the discipline for 
the next debt limit, which is anywhere 
from 3 to 6 months from now. 

Now is the time for us to come to- 
gether as Republicans and Democrats 
and determine how we indeed reform 
the entitlement programs, put tax re- 
form in place, go through regular order 
in the Finance Committee, as the 
chairman and others have called for, to 
ensure that we can get this under con- 
trol. 

It is a commonsense proposal. We did 
it 2 years ago. Most Democrats and 
most Republicans here on the floor 
supported it in the past. About 95 
Democrats in the House have also sup- 
ported it. It is a dollar-for-dollar reduc- 
tion over 10 years as we raise the debt 
limit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

The Senator from Montana. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, on 
January 23, something marvelous hap- 
pened. What was that? The House, on a 
strong bipartisan basis, passed a Dill 
which would raise the debt limit, which 
would extend the debt limit to May 18. 
It was bipartisan. Speaker BOEHNER is 
to be commended. 

This town is criticized for its lack of 
working together because it is just too 
partisan. Speaker BOEHNER found a so- 
lution to help us relieve the pressure so 
we can get our job done and get the 
deficit spending under control. 

The method suggested by the Senator 
from Ohio is a step backward. We have 
tried that. We tried that a couple of 
years ago, and it didn’t work. We all 
remember August 11, when the markets 
basically collapsed when the credit 
agencies began to downgrade our debt. 

So I say let’s follow the lead of the 
bipartisan Speaker, who found a way 
through great leadership to pass a pro- 
vision. We should pass the same provi- 
sion because if we don’t, then we will 
be back to chaos. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Amending the provi- 
sion means it has to go back to the 
House. If you think the markets are in 
disarray today, just think of the lack 
of confidence that would prevail if this 
amendment were to succeed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, I 
move to table the Portman amendment 
and ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion. 
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The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KERRY) and the Senator from Wash- 
ington (Mrs. MURRAY) are necessarily 
absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 54, 
nays 44, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 6 Leg.] 


YHEAS—54 
Baldwin Harkin Nelson 
Baucus Heinrich Pauw. 
Begich Heitkamp Pryor 
Bennet Hirono Reed 
Blumenthal Johnson (SD) Reid 
Boxer Kaine Rockefeller 
Brown King Sanders 
Cantwell Klobuchar Schatz 
Cardin Landrieu Schumer 
Carper Lautenberg Shaheen 
Casey Leahy Stabenow 
Coons Levin Tester 
Donnelly Manchin Udall (CO) 
Durbin McCaskill Udall (NM) 
Feinstein Menendez Warner 
Franken Merkley Warren 
Gillibrand Mikulski Whitehouse 
Hagan Murphy Wyden 
NAYS—44 

Alexander Enzi McConnell 
Ayotte Fischer Moran 
Barrasso Flake Murkowski 
Blunt Graham Portman 
Boozman Grassley Risch 
Burr l Hatch Roberts 
oe Heller Rubio 

oats oeven 
Coburn Inhofe non t 

Sessions 
Cochran Isakson 
Collins Johanns Shelby 
Corker Johnson (WI) Thune 
Cornyn Kirk Toomey 
Crapo Lee Vitter 
Cruz McCain Wicker 
NOT VOTING—2 

Kerry Murray 


The motion was agreed to. 


EEE 
RECESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:30 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem- 
bled when called to order by the Pre- 
siding Officer (Ms. HEITKAMP). 


EE 


ENSURING THE COMPLETE AND 
TIMELY PAYMENT OF THE OBLI- 
GATIONS OF THE UNITED 
STATES GOVERNMENT—Continued 


AMENDMENT NO. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min- 
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
a vote in relation to amendment No. 7 
offered by the Senator from Ohio, Mr. 
PORTMAN. 

The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Madam President, 
this amendment is a commonsense 
amendment that would end govern- 
ment shutdowns as well as keep us 
from facing these last-minute budget 
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deals. For all regular programs or ac- 
tivities for which an appropriation bill 
has not been approved, the End Gov- 
ernment Shutdowns Act would auto- 
matically continue funding—no signifi- 
cant disruption, no crisis for citizens, 
no furloughed employees, and no rush 
to approve a budget agreement that 
folks simply haven’t read. 

It doesn’t take pressure off law- 
makers altogether, however, because it 
forces us to complete our work by say- 
ing that after 120 days, spending would 
be reduced by one percentage point and 
then every 90 days by one more per- 
centage point. It would force the ad- 
ministration, Congress, and Members 
of both parties to come together to 
make sure we have regular order and 
we have a process by which we have to 
get appropriations bills done, which we 
haven’t been doing around here. 

Instead of bouncing from crisis to 
crisis worrying about government 
shutdowns and having to vote on rush 
bills that Members haven’t read and 
staff haven’t had time to review, this is 
a more sensible and logical way to pro- 
ceed. The American people expect us to 
do it and I hope we get support from 
both sides of the aisle on this bipar- 
tisan approach. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I 
oppose the amendment. It would trig- 
ger an automatic CR if Congress 
doesn’t pass appropriations bills or a 
CR. 

I understand the Senator’s goal, but I 
oppose the amendment for three rea- 
sons: One, the amendment is really 
about cutting; it is not about keeping 
the government open. It includes an 
automatic CR with a 1-percent cut 
every 90 days, which means it would be 
compounded—these would be com- 
pounded cuts by compounded interest— 
if the Congress does not pass an appro- 
priations bill. So a cut every 90 days 
would be a 1-percent cut, and then the 
following 90 days another 1 percent. 

The amendment gives up Congress’s 
constitutional responsibility. If we go 
on auto pilot, it gives the major power 
of the purse, which is mandated in the 
Constitution, to OMB and Cabinet offi- 
cers—essentially nonelected political 
appointees. I don’t think the Congress 
or the American people want to give 
the power of the purse to nonelected 
political appointees. Also, I agree we 
need to get back to regular order. 

Madam President, because I disagree 
with this amendment, I move to table 
the Portman amendment and ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

There is a sufficient second. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion. 
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The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk called the 
roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KERRY) and the Senator from Wash- 
ington (Mrs. MURRAY) are necessarily 
absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 7 Leg.] 


YHAS—52 
Baldwin Harkin Nelson 
Baucus Heinrich Pryor 
Begich Heitkamp Reed 
Bennet Hirono Reid 
Blumenthal Johnson (SD) Rockefeller 
Boxer Kaine Sanders 
Cantwell Rlotuch oe 
antwe. obuchar 

Cardin Landrieu Benumer 

Shaheen 
Carper Lautenberg 
Casey Leahy Stabenow 
Collins Levin Udall (CO) 
Coons Manchin Udall (NM) 
Donnelly Menendez Warner 
Durbin Merkley Warren 
Feinstein Mikulski Whitehouse 
Franken Murkowski Wyden 
Gillibrand Murphy 

NAYS—46 
Alexander Flake Moran 
Ayotte Graham Paul 
Barrasso Grassley Portman 
Blunt Hagan Risch 
Boozman Hatch Roberts 
Burr Heller Rubio 
nd eee Scott 
oats nhofe A 

Coburn Isakson Sessions 

Shelby 
Cochran Johanns Tester 
Corker Johnson (WI) Th 
Cornyn Kirk une: 
Crapo Lee Toomey 
Cruz McCain Vitter 
Enzi McCaskill Wicker 
Fischer McConnell 

NOT VOTING—2 

Kerry Murray 


The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, we have 
four more votes. They have all been or- 
dered, just like this one was, as 10- 
minute votes. We are going to stick 
with that. If people are not here— 
whether you have been here for 30 
years or 3 days—we are going to close 
the vote. People have a lot of impor- 
tant things to do this afternoon. We 
cannot delay these votes. This vote was 
10, 15 minutes over what it should be. 
We are not going to do that this after- 
noon. The next vote will be 10 minutes, 
plus the 5-minute penalty period. That 
is it. 

AMENDMENT NO. 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min- 
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
a vote in relation to amendment No. 8 
offered by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. TOOMEY. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOOMEY. Madam President, the 
underlying bill we are going to vote on 
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in a little while suspends the debt ceil- 
ing for a period of time, as we all know. 
My amendment does not change that 
fact, but it addresses one of the con- 
sequences of that fact. 

The fact is this bill suspends the debt 
ceiling, but it does not resolve the un- 
derlying problem. So we are going to be 
back here in a few months with the 
same impasse we have had in the past: 
What do we do about the mounting 
debt? What do we do about having 
reached the debt ceiling? Will we do 
anything about curbing the spending 
that is driving this problem? 

My point is we are going to be back 
at this situation where we will have 
reached the debt limit once again, we 
will be at this impasse as to how to re- 
solve this situation, and none of us can 
possibly know today how quickly that 
will be resolved. We cannot know how 
the other body will vote, how this body 
will vote, the President—we cannot 
know. 

It seems to me, given the inherent 
uncertainty, we ought to at least have 
a contingency plan that minimizes any 
disruption in the event that the debt 
ceiling is not raised immediately upon 
reaching the expiration of this period. 
That is what this amendment is all 
about. 

My amendment is about minimizing 
the risk of disruption in the event that 
the debt ceiling is not raised at the mo- 
ment the time expires. What it does is 
it instructs the Treasury Secretary to 
prioritize three categories of pay- 
ments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. TOOMEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent for 30 seconds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. TOOMEY. This amendment 
would prioritize interest on our debt, 
Social Security payments, Active-Duty 
military, and authorize the Treasury 
to raise the debt ceiling as necessary to 
cover those three categories. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

I thank the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Montana. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, I ap- 
preciate the intent of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. When we stop and think 
about this amendment, it reminds us of 
the movie and the book ‘‘The Hunger 
Games.” In ‘‘The Hunger Games,” you 
will recall, children were pitted against 
each other until one survived. 

Under this amendment, there are 
three categories that are protected: 
military pay, Social Security, and 
bondholders. Everybody else is out for 
him or herself. The Treasury Secretary 
would have to decide who gets what 
money, what funds—whether it is food 
stamps, whether it is Medicare, wheth- 
er it is Medicaid, whether it is the 
Coast Guard; whatever it is, it would 
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be total chaos, and people who would 
find their food stamps cut would find 
themselves in greater hunger. 

This is a very disruptive amendment. 
If you think the country is worried 
about a lack of confidence now, if this 
were the law, there would be less con- 
fidence, there would be total chaos in 
this country. I cannot think of a more 
disruptive amendment that would 
cause so many problems. It truly is a 
“hunger games” amendment and I urge 
that we table the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, I 
move to table the Toomey amendment 
and ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KERRY) and the Senator from Wash- 
ington (Mrs. MURRAY) are necessarily 
absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 8 Leg.] 


YEAS—53 

Baldwin Harkin Nelson 
Baucus Heinrich Pryor 
Begich Heitkamp Reed 
Bennet Hirono Reid 
Blumenthal Johnson (SD) Rockefeller 
Boxer Kaine Sanders 
Brown King Schatz 
Cantwell Klobuchar 
Cardin Landrieu Se 

aheen 
Carper Lautenberg 
Casey Leahy Stabenow 
Coons Levin Tester 
Donnelly Manchin Udall (CO) 
Durbin McCaskill Udall (NM) 
Feinstein Menendez Warner 
Franken Merkley Warren 
Gillibrand Mikulski Whitehouse 
Hagan Murphy Wyden 

NAYS—45 
Alexander Enzi McConnell 
Ayotte Fischer Moran 
Barrasso Flake Murkowski 
Blunt Graham Paul 
Boozman Grassley Portman 
Burr Hatch Risch 
Chambliss Heller Roberts 
Coats Hoeven Rubio 
Coburn Inhofe Scott 
Cochran Isakson Sessions 
Collins Johanns Shelby 
Corker Johnson (WI) Thune 
Cornyn Kirk Toomey 
Crapo Lee Vitter 
Cruz McCain Wicker 
NOT VOTING—2 

Kerry Murray 


The motion was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min- 
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
a vote in relation to amendment No. 9, 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky, 
Mr. PAUL. 
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Mr. PAUL. This amendment would 
stop the transfer of F-16s and Abrams 
tanks to Egypt. Egypt is in danger of 
unraveling. Egypt is currently ruled by 
martial law. I think it is unwise to give 
our most sophisticated weaponry to a 
country in such disarray. I think it is 
unwise to give our most sophisticated 
weaponry to a country ruled by a 
President who recently said that Jews 
are bloodsuckers and descendents of 
apes and pigs. 

I hope my colleagues will consider 
the ramifications of continuing to arm 
such an unstable regime, and I urge a 
vote in support of ending arms sales at 
this point to Egypt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

Would that this amendment were as 
simple as the junior Senator from Ken- 
tucky described. His amendment would 
hinder our military assistance program 
and licenses for commercial sales of all 
major military equipment, including 
aircraft, ships, tanks, other armored 
vehicles, and so on. 

Ending these contracts would not 
only mean a loss of thousands and 
thousands of American jobs, it would 
incur more than $2 billion in contract 
termination penalties for U.S. tax- 
payers. We would also put at risk our 
access to the Suez Canal, the over- 
flights of the U.S. Air Force over Egyp- 
tian territory, cooperation on the 
Sinai, Gaza, Syria, and elsewhere in 
the Middle East and North Africa—a 
part of the world where we need all the 
allies we can get—and our emphasis on 
the ability to keep the Israeli-Egyptian 
peace agreement going. 

Do I have problems with the way the 
Morsi government is going? Certainly. 
But removing our ability to be in- 
volved with keeping that peace agree- 
ment and our ability to influence, this 
is not the way to do it. 

It is shortsighted and harmful to U.S. 
security arrangements. 

I move to table the amendment, and 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. WAR- 
REN). Is there a sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk called 
the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KERRY) and the Senator from Wash- 
ington (Mrs. MURRAY) are necessarily 
absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 79, 
nays 19, as follows: 
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[Rollcall Vote No. 9 Leg.] 


YEAS—79 

Alexander Franken Menendez 
Ayotte Gillibrand Merkley 
Baldwin Graham Mikulski 
Barrasso Hagan Murkowski 
Baucus Harkin Murphy 
Begich Hatch Nelson 
is tha Meit Portman 

umentha. eitkamp 3 
Blunt Hirono RE 

eed 
Boxer Hoeven a 
Brown Inhofe Reid 
Burr Isakson Rockefeller 
Cantwell Johanns Sanders 
Cardin Johnson (SD) Schatz 
Carper Johnson (WI) Schumer 
Casey Kaine Shaheen 
Chambliss King Stabenow 
Coburn Kirk Tester 
Cochran Klobuchar Toomey 
Collins Landrieu Udall (CO) 
Coons Lautenberg Udall (NM) 
Corker Leahy Warner 
Donnelly Levin Warren 
Durbin Manchin Whitehouse 
Enzi McCain Wicker 
Feinstein McCaskill Wyden 
Flake McConnell 
NAYS—19 
Boozman Heller Scott 
Coats Lee Sessions 
Cornyn Moran Shelby 
Crapo Paul Thune 
Cruz Risch Vitter 
Fischer Roberts 
Grassley Rubio 
NOT VOTING—2 

Kerry Murray 


The motion was agreed to. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min- 
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
a vote in relation to the motion to 
commit offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

The Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I 
have a very simple, straightforward 
motion to commit. It would commit 
the bill back to the Finance Com- 
mittee for 7 days only with instruc- 
tions to find savings—cuts—equal to 
the amount this bill would increase the 
debt limit—very simple, very straight- 
forward, and very reasonable. This 
would only take $30 billion to $40 bil- 
lion a year, which is very doable. 

The American people are asking 
when we are going to turn to the spend- 
ing side of the equation. President 
Obama talked all through the cam- 
paign about balance. Well, we have had 
the tax increases. Now we are having 
the debt increases. When are we going 
to have any new spending cuts? This 
would at least start, in a modest way, 
on some reasonable spending cuts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator wish to call up his motion? 

Mr. VITTER. Yes, I call up the mo- 
tion to commit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. VITTER] 
moves to commit the bill H.R. 325 to the 
Committee on Finance. 
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Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to waive the read- 
ing of the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The motion is as follows: 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS 

Mr. Vitter moves to commit the bill H.R. 
325 to the Committee on Finance with in- 
structions to report the same back to the 
Senate within 7 days with legislative lan- 
guage that makes changes in existing pro- 
grams that reduce Federal spending by the 
increase amount required by section 2(b) (as 
estimated by CBO) over the period of fiscal 
years 2013 to 2021. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Montana. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, we 
have essentially already voted on this. 
It is very similar to the Portman 
amendment, which lost by a vote of 54- 
to-44. This approach was rejected by 
the House of Representatives when the 
Speaker sent over the debt increase to 
us, which gives us breathing room. We 
tried the approach suggested by the 
Senator in August 2011—to tie in spend- 
ing. It didn’t work. This moves us 
backward, not forward. 

I think we should give praise to the 
Speaker for putting together a bipar- 
tisan approach to, in a way, begin to 
resolve our debt and debt limit solu- 
tions, and so I ask that this motion be 
tabled. 

I move that this motion, the Vitter 
motion, be tabled, and I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KERRY) and the Senator from Wash- 
ington (Mrs. MURRAY) are necessarily 
absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE). Are there any other Sen- 
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 45, as follows: 


[Rollcall Vote No. 10 Leg.] 


YEAS—53 
Baldwin Harkin Nelson 
Baucus Heinrich Pryor 
Begich Heitkamp Reed 
Bennet Hirono Reid 
Blumenthal Johnson (SD) Rockefeller 
Boxer Kaine Sanders 
Cantwell Elobuch Sonatz 
antwe obuchar 

Cardin Landrieu RREA 

aheen 
Carper Lautenberg 
Casey Leahy Stabenow 
Coons Levin Pester 
Donnelly Manchin Udall (CO) 
Durbin McCaskill Udall (NM) 
Feinstein Menendez Warner 
Franken Merkley Warren 
Gillibrand Mikulski Whitehouse 
Hagan Murphy Wyden 
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NAYS—45 
Alexander Enzi McConnell 
Ayotte Fischer Moran 
Barrasso Flake Murkowski 
Blunt Graham Paul 
Boozman Grassley Portman 
Burr Hatch Risch 
Chambliss Heller Roberts 
Coats Hoeven Rubio 
Coburn Inhofe Scott 
Cochran Isakson Sessions 
Collins Johanns Shelby 
Corker Johnson (WI) Thune 
Cornyn Kirk Toomey 
Crapo Lee Vitter 
Cruz McCain Wicker 
NOT VOTING—2 
Kerry Murray 
The motion was agreed to. 
SEVERABILITY 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I know that 
some have raised questions about 
whether Section 2 of the bill is con- 
stitutional under the 27th Amendment, 
though the legislation does not lower 
pay but rather withholds it tempo- 
rarily. Of course, aS members of the 
House knew by the time they passed 
the bill, Section 2 is largely moot since 
the Senate leadership previously an- 
nounced our intention to take up a 
budget resolution, regardless of wheth- 
er H.R. 325 is enacted. 

In any event, does my colleague 
agree with me that even if the law is 
challenged in court and Section 2 is 
found to be unconstitutional for any 
reason, the first section would remain 
in force? That is, does he agree that, in 
such a circumstance, Section 2 should 
be severed from the rest of the legisla- 
tion, leaving the debt limit suspension 
unaffected? 

Mr. BAUCUS. I do agree with the ma- 
jority leader. As we have discussed, it 
should be obvious that the overriding, 
critical purpose of this legislation is to 
suspend the debt limit and avoid the 
catastrophic implications of a default. 
This is an entirely different and sever- 
able issue from Section 2, which relates 
to the budget resolution and member 
pay. 

Mr. President, it would make no 
sense to vitiate the suspension of the 
debt limit, and risk default, because of 
an entirely separate issue. It is hard to 
believe that many, if any, of my col- 
leagues would want that result. In fact, 
were a court to strike down Section 1 
because of problems with Section 2, 
there could be serious consequences, 
potentially including uncertainty 
about the validity of Treasury securi- 
ties issued with the full faith and cred- 
it of the United States. Nobody would 
want that to happen. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
now 2 minutes of debate equally di- 
vided prior to a vote on passage of the 
measure. 

Who yields time? 

All time has expired. 

The bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing and was read the third time. 

Mr. BEGICH. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
having been read the third time, the 
question is, Shall it pass? 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk called 
the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KERRY) and the Senator from Wash- 
ington (Mrs. MURRAY) are necessarily 
absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Coons). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 
nays 34, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 11 Leg.] 


64, 


YEAS—64 

Ayotte Hagan Nelson 
Baldwin Harkin Pryor 
Baucus Heinrich Reed 
Begich Heitkamp Reid 
Bennet Heller Rockefeller 
Blumenthal Hirono Sanders 
Blunt Hoeven Schatz 
Boxer Johnson (SD) Schumer 
Brown Kaine 

i Shaheen 
Cantwell King Shelby 
Cardin Klobuchar stabeno 
Carper Landrieu 
Casey Lautenberg Tester 
Cochran Leahy Thune 
Collins Levin Udall (CO) 
Coons McCain Udall (NM) 
Donnelly McCaskill Warner 
Durbin Menendez Warren 
Feinstein Merkley Whitehouse 
Franken Mikulski Wicker 
Gillibrand Murkowski Wyden 
Graham Murphy 

NAYS—34 
Alexander Fischer Moran 
Barrasso Flake Paw. 
Boozman Grassley Portman 
Burr Hatch Risch 
Chambliss Inhofe Roberts 
Coats Isakson Rubio 
Coburn Johanns Scott 
Corker Johnson (WI) Sessions 
Cornyn Kirk Toomey 
Crapo Lee Vitter 
Cruz Manchin 
Enzi McConnell 
NOT VOTING—2 

Kerry Murray 


The bill (H.R. 325) was passed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 


Ea 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to a period of morning business, with 
Senators allowed to speak for up to 10 
minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Republican whip. 


Ea 


THE ECONOMY 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, the lat- 
est economic report came out yester- 
day, and it showed that the economy of 
the United States actually shrank in 
the last quarter of 2012, with U.S. ex- 
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ports plunging 5.7 percent. You heard 
me correctly—the economy is growing 
more slowly. In fact, it is contracting 
rather than growing. This news is a so- 
bering reminder that we are still expe- 
riencing the weakest economic recov- 
ery and the longest period of high un- 
employment since the Great Depres- 
sion, and it has very human con- 
sequences. Millions of Americans are 
out of work or they are working part 
time when they wish they could work 
full time so they can provide for their 
families. 

We cannot create more jobs in this 
economy unless the economy grows. 
We must never accept slow growth and 
high unemployment as the new normal. 
As I said, these are not just economic 
concerns, these are human concerns. 
When millions of people are unable to 
get full-time jobs, the social and psy- 
chological effects can be devastating 
for individuals, families, and entire 
communities. Yet it seems that the 
President is no longer focused on the 
economy. By shutting down the White 
House Jobs Council—with unemploy- 
ment at 7.8 percent—the President is 
sending a clear message that the econ- 
omy and jobs are no longer his top pri- 
orities and that his priorities lie else- 
where. This is greatly disappointing. 

We must do everything we can within 
our power to revive the American jobs 
machine and accelerate the pace of 
U.S. economic growth. That means 
doing some simple but apparently com- 
plicated things at the same time, such 
as reforming our Tax Code, abolishing 
unnecessary and harmful regulations, 
and removing the obstacles to greater 
domestic energy production. In other 
words, we should copy the simple eco- 
nomic blueprint that has proven so 
successful in my State of Texas: lower 
taxes, limited government, sensible 
regulations, and strong support for our 
domestic energy production. These 
policies have helped Texas turn a $5 
billion deficit into an $8.8 billion sur- 
plus while creating hundreds of thou- 
sands of new jobs in the private sector. 

Texas achieved that budget surplus 
by having the courage to make some 
hard decisions when it came to spend- 
ing. 

Unfortunately, the Federal Govern- 
ment continues to spend and spend and 
postpone its own hard decisions about 
America’s long-term finances. When we 
look back over the past several dec- 
ades, for example, we see our programs, 
such as Medicare and Social Security, 
on an unsustainable path, and we see 
that virtually all of the increases in 
Federal spending come from those pro- 
grams. When we look ahead over the 
next several decades, we see that these 
programs are headed for bankruptcy. 
This is not a Republican issue or a 
Democratic issue, this is unacceptable 
to all of us. Why aren’t we doing every- 
thing in our power to preserve and pro- 
tect Medicare and Social Security by 
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taking the steps we all know need to be 
taken in order to save these for future 
generations? 

I know there are some people in the 
Chamber and across the Capitol who 
still believe we can solve all of our 
problems by raising taxes. Well, we 
just saw the American people’s taxes 
go up by roughly $60 billion a year as a 
result of the fiscal cliff negotiations. 
The President has gotten his tax in- 
crease. The President has gotten his 
pound of flesh. So now it is time for a 
little bit of what the President himself 
likes to call ‘‘balance.’’ Where are the 
spending cuts? Where is the spending 
restraint that would provide the bal- 
ance to offset that revenue increase? 
The President knows these facts as 
well as anyone. He has acknowledged 
that tax increases alone cannot save 
programs such as Medicare. Instead, we 
all know we need measured structural 
reforms to make these programs sus- 
tainable in the long haul. 

With the national debt now roughly 
around $16.5 trillion, with the Medicare 
hospital trust fund projected to be in- 
solvent within 11 years, with our un- 
funded Medicare liabilities approaching 
$27 trillion, and with our total un- 
funded liabilities exceeding $100 tril- 
lion, America’s toughest financial deci- 
sions must not be delayed any longer. 

The politics, no doubt, are difficult, 
but the choice is pretty simple: Hither 
we will reform these programs—Medi- 
care and Social Security—gradually, 
slowing the rate of growth, or we will 
be forced to slash them abruptly when 
the bottom drops out of our economy. 
If we reform them gradually, starting 
now, we can minimize the impact and 
protect our most vulnerable citizens. If 
we wait until a debt crisis ensues and 
those changes have to be made abrupt- 
ly, the impact will be much harsher 
and they will disproportionately affect 
low-income people and the needy. No- 
body wants that. If we continue to kick 
the can down the road, pretty soon we 
are going to run out of road. 

I have one final point. I read in the 
Washington Post this morning that 
people were saying that the contrac- 
tion of the economy has been because 
the Federal Government has not been 
spending enough. Well, I would remind 
everyone here that about 40 cents out 
of every dollar the Federal Government 
spends is borrowed money. That racks 
up trillion-dollar-plus annual deficits 
and contributes to the $16.5 trillion na- 
tional debt. We cannot keep spending 
our way out of slow economic growth. 
Over the past few years, we witnessed 
an explosion of new Federal spending, 
and that has not solved our economic 
problems. We have also seen the weak- 
est economic recovery since the Great 
Depression. So we have seen a con- 
fluence of unprecedented Federal 
spending and weak economic growth. 
That is not a coincidence. 

In 2008 America ranked No. 1 in the 
world for global competitiveness. We 
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were No. 1 in the world. In 2012 we 
ranked seventh. In 2008 we ranked fifth 
on the Heritage Foundation’s Index of 
Economic Freedom. Today we rank 
10th. This decline is simply unaccept- 
able and can be easily reversed—not 
with more government spending of bor- 
rowed money, thereby exacerbating our 
deficits and debt and crowding out the 
private sector, creating uncertainty as 
to what our tax policy will be or what 
the fiscal consequences will be when 
the bottom drops out. Instead, what we 
need are genuine progrowth policies de- 
signed to help small businesses and 
middle-class families. 

We don’t need more government 
intervention; we need more entrepre- 
neurship and more innovation. Govern- 
ment must simply take its boot off the 
neck of the great American jobs en- 
gine. After all, this is still the most dy- 
namic economy on Earth, and America 
continues to attract the best and 
brightest from around the world who 
want to come to America to achieve 
their own version of the American 
dream. With better leadership—par- 
ticularly from the President, whose 
leadership is required—there is no rea- 
son we cannot turn this slow economic 
growth around and turn it into fast 
growth, which in turn will increase pri- 
vate sector job creation. It will create 
more taxpayers who will pay more 
money into the Treasury, which will 
help us close that deficit. In the proc- 
ess, we need to expand economic oppor- 
tunity for all Americans. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 


EE 
HAGEL NOMINATION 


Mr. COATS. Mr. President, even 
though the confirmation hearing re- 
garding the nomination of former Sen- 
ator Chuck Hagel for Secretary of De- 
fense is going on before the Armed 
Services Committee, I would like to 
make some comments in terms of my 
thoughts regarding his potential ap- 
pointment and the conclusion I have 
come to based on the 130 pages of writ- 
ten answers to questions posed to Sen- 
ator Hagel by the Senate Armed Serv- 
ices Committee and some of the infor- 
mation I have gleaned, as my schedule 
has allowed, from his testimony before 
the SASC—ongoing, as I said. 

Based on his written answers and 
what I have heard so far, it is clear 
that Senator Hagel is willing to exe- 
cute the policies established and en- 
dorsed by the President. But the idea 
floated out of the White House, what 
the President has described as bipar- 
tisan balance—that is why Senator 
Hagel was selected—to consideration of 
these critical issues before us regarding 
the role of the next Secretary of De- 
fense, doesn’t hold water. 

As I said, Senator Hagel has essen- 
tially indicated on a number of occa- 
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sions—through his written answers and 
through his answers to the SASC com- 
mittee—that he is in line with the 
President’s policies and, in fact, in 
some cases, to the left of some of those 
policies. 

It is obvious that I and many of my 
Republican colleagues disagree with 
many of the views and policy positions 
taken by the administration and Sen- 
ator Hagel. This is to be expected. Most 
policy differences should not be suffi- 
cient reason to oppose a nomination of 
a President’s preferred Cabinet ap- 
pointment. Elections have con- 
sequences, and the President does have 
the right to his own advisers. However, 
this usual tolerance of alternative 
views has its limits. For me, the limit 
is when a nominee is of such a high po- 
sition, such as the Secretary of De- 
fense, and that nominee has a point of 
view which places the United States in 
greater danger, which I believe is the 
case for this nominee, then I think we 
have to ask ourselves a number of 
questions before we give our support 
and before we make our decision. 

Senator Hagel’s views about the 
threat posed by Iran’s nuclear ambi- 
tions and the best way to counter that 
threat are significantly inconsistent 
with my own, inconsistent with Amer- 
ica’s responsibilities, I believe, at this 
moment in history, and inconsistent 
with the security needs of our country 
and the survival of our friends. 

I have been focused on the Iranian 
nuclear threat for more than 5 years. 
After I left my position as Ambassador 
to Germany and returned to the pri- 
vate sector, I joined the Bipartisan 
Policy Center. Together with former 
Democrat Senator Chuck Robb, we co- 
chaired a project on Iran. The Bipar- 
tisan Policy Center has been on the 
front lines of those ringing alarm bells 
about the situation in Iran and its pur- 
suit of nuclear weapons. We issued our 
first report in 2008 entitled ‘‘Meeting 
the Challenge: U.S. Policy Toward Ira- 
nian Nuclear Development.” I was in- 
volved in producing a second, more ur- 
gent report in 2009 entitled, ‘‘Meeting 
the Challenge: Time is Running Out.” 

After I left the Bipartisan Policy 
Center and returned to the Senate, the 
organization produced two more re- 
ports on the subject, each more urgent 
than the last, and each demanding 
clearer, more vigorous, and more deter- 
mined U.S. policy to avert this ever 
present danger. Each year since the be- 
ginning of my involvement in this Bi- 
partisan Policy Committee project, I 
have become increasingly worried 
about Iran’s continuing irresponsible 
and dangerous behavior and the admin- 
istration’s inconsistent, unsure policies 
to respond to this growing threat. 

Preventing Iran from gaining nuclear 
weapons capability is the most urgent 
foreign policy matter facing the United 
States and international security. The 
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consequences of a nuclear weapons-ca- 
pable Iran are not tolerable, not ac- 
ceptable, and must motivate the most 
powerful and effective methods and ef- 
forts possible to prevent this from hap- 
pening. Based on his record as a Sen- 
ator and subsequent public statements, 
I do not believe Senator Hagel agrees 
with this assessment. 

Since returning to the Senate, I have 
joined many colleagues in pressing for 
a robust, comprehensive, three-track 
effort to raise the stakes for the Ira- 
nian regime and compel it to live up to 
its commitments and halt its weapons 
program. The first track is enhanced 
diplomatic efforts—and I mean en- 
hanced. We have pressed the adminis- 
tration to create, invigorate, and moti- 
vate a much enhanced international 
coalition devoted to one single objec- 
tive: to prevent Iran from gaining nu- 
clear weapons. 

This doesn’t mean simply repeated 
outreaches to the Iranian regime itself 
to engage in dialogue. The Obama ad- 
ministration came into office prom- 
ising such discussions, but this has 
gone nowhere, nor have other diplo- 
matic efforts, either unilateral or mul- 
tilateral. All such diplomatic efforts 
have failed—all such diplomatic efforts 
have failed—for nearly a decade in 
achieving the goal of preventing Iran 
from its continuous and relentless pur- 
suit of developing nuclear weapons. 

Senator Hagel, whose life story 
brings him to a justifiable reliance on 
dialogue before the use of force—a pref- 
erence which we all understand and we 
all share—has, in my opinion, an exag- 
gerated and unrealistic belief in what 
dialogue and diplomacy can accom- 
plish. This is especially so when the 
dialogue partner is a revolutionary re- 
gime of zealots with a self-declared his- 
torical mission rather than rational 
leaders of a nation state—a huge dis- 
tinction between dialogue with ration- 
al states and dialogue with Iran and its 
irrational leadership. 

Senator Hagel has long called for di- 
rect, unconditional talks with the Ira- 
nian regime, not to mention direct 
talks with Hamas, Hezbollah, and 
Syria as well. He has pressed that such 
talks should proceed without the back- 
ing gained from other, more forceful, 
credible options. This approach is far 
too weak to be effective and reveals a 
person less committed to results than 
this critical moment demands. 

The second track of a comprehensive 
search for a solution is sanctions. I 
have supported all legislative efforts to 
create and impose both unilateral and 
multilateral sanctions on Iran, 
leveraging similar commitments from 
our friends and allies when possible, 
and pursuing unilateral sanctions when 
necessary. Indeed, it has been our will- 
ingness to impose sanctions by unilat- 
eral action that arguably has stiffened 
the spine of the international commu- 
nity and made increasingly harsh mul- 
tilateral sanctions regimes possible. 
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Senator Hagel does not see it that 
way. He repeatedly voted against sanc- 
tions legislation, even opposing those 
aimed at the Iranian Revolutionary 
Guard Corps, which at the time was 
killing our troops in Iraq. He has long 
argued against sanctions imposed by 
the United States absent an inter- 
national judgment by others that we 
are doing the right thing. He has not 
seen the connection between America’s 
firmness, determination and leader- 
ship, and international acquiescence. It 
is his instinct to give a veto to Brus- 
sels or Paris or even Moscow and Bei- 
jing, and I cannot support the nomina- 
tion of a Secretary of Defense who 
shows such deference to foreign politi- 
cians. 

Senator Hagel has famously agreed 
publicly that the United States is a 
bully. I assume our reliance on unilat- 
eral sanctions when necessary may fit 
his definition of bully. I cannot pos- 
sibly agree. 

The third track of a comprehensive 
approach to this crucial problem is 
open discussion of, and early prepara- 
tion for, military options. It has be- 
come increasingly clear over the past 
several years that diplomacy and sanc- 
tions alone are too weak to compel Ira- 
nian compliance with the international 
communities’ demands. A frank discus- 
sion of military options and prepara- 
tions give credibility to the rest of our 
strategy. No one should suppose these 
steps mean anything other than pre- 
paring the ground for the logical and 
necessary access to measures of last re- 
sort. 

At the Bipartisan Policy Center, I 
participated in an exhaustive analysis 
of all of the means and consequences of 
a potential military action against 
Iran’s nuclear weapons program. There 
were no war advocates among us. Nev- 
ertheless, if it is true that a nuclear 
weapons-capable Iran is unacceptable, 
as now four U.S. Presidents have pub- 
licly declared, including the current 
President, then our Nation and the 
international community as a whole 
must see with vivid clarity what meas- 
ures remain should the first two tracks 
fail to achieve the objective. 

The Iranian regime must be espe- 
cially clear-eyed and nondelusional 
about those potential consequences 
should it not change its behavior. In- 
deed, to give the diplomatic and sanc- 
tions tracks the essential credibility 
they require, then a military option 
must be entirely believable if, as the 
President has repeatedly said, Iranian 
possession of nuclear arms capability is 
unacceptable. 

I cannot conclude that Senator Hagel 
views the military option in this cred- 
ible way. Indeed, he has maintained in 
recent years that ‘‘a military strike 
against Iran is not a viable, feasible, 
responsible option.”’ 

Many of us have examined Senator 
Hagel’s on-the-record comments care- 
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fully and parsed each one to determine 
what his views on these important sub- 
jects actually are. In the meantime, he 
has hastened to apparently amend the 
record so that his advocates can point 
to more recent statements that seem 
to negate the earlier ones. But this is 
not a court of law, and we are not look- 
ing for admissible evidence. Rather, we 
are defining the basis for our own judg- 
ments on how the full pattern of words 
and behavior define the views and like- 
ly future behavior of the nominee. 

In so doing, I have concluded that 
when Senator Hagel pays lipservice 
now to the contention that ‘‘all options 
are on the table,” it does not reveal his 
real, extinctive, and strong disinclina- 
tion to consider military force if it be- 
comes necessary. For me, that is very 
nearly a disqualifying position for any 
Secretary of Defense. 

A related concern is what I believe to 
be Senator Hagel’s views about the so- 
called containment option. This is re- 
lated to his nearly notorious views 
about nuclear proliferation in general. 
He has famously said ‘‘the genie of nu- 
clear weapons is already out of the bot- 
tle, no matter what Iran does.’’ I fear 
Senator Hagel holds the mistaken view 
that a nuclear-armed Iran is more pal- 
atable than the consequences of going 
to war to prevent it. That is a dan- 
gerously corrosive idea. 

Indeed, my concern was heightened 
this morning when Senator Hagel, in 
testimony before the Armed Services 
Committee, referred twice to his sup- 
port for containment. It was only when 
someone handed him a note, presum- 
ably reminding him the administra- 
tion’s formal position did not support 
containment, did he correct himself 
and say he didn’t support it either. 

So what are we to conclude relative 
to what he truly believes and where he 
actually stands on a number of issues 
vital to our national security? The su- 
preme fallacy of the containment op- 
tion as modified is that it severs the 
spine of all of our friends and allies 
who are justifiably appalled by the con- 
templation of real military action. 
They will eagerly lead toward a con- 
tainment option should others fail. But 
we must all see clearly that, in fact, 
containment means toleration. 

A nuclear weapons-capable Iran that 
we believe can be contained is one that 
we are, therefore, prepared to tolerate. 
This is an illusion and one that makes 
our task all that much harder. If oth- 
ers—especially Iran, but also including 
our allies and other coalition part- 
ners—come to believe that we would 
consider ever tolerating a nuclear Iran 
because it can somehow be contained, 
then none of our efforts to prevent it 
will work. This is why a nominee for 
Secretary of Defense who is less than 
firm on this key point is, in my opin- 
ion, a dangerous choice. 

It has been said by Senator Hagel’s 
supporters that whatever his personal 
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views and past statements on these im- 
portant issues, as Secretary he will toe 
the line; he will not be making these 
basic policies himself. In other words, 
those of us who find his policies objec- 
tionable are encouraged to support the 
nominee despite his views, not because 
of them. 

I cannot bring myself to support a 
nominee based on the assumption that 
his own views will become irrelevant 
once he is under the policy yoke im- 
posed by the White House. 

Finally, the most worrisome con- 
sequence of confirming Senator Hagel 
to be Secretary of Defense is something 
on which the ayatollahs in Tehran and 
I can agree: The confirmation will tell 
the Iranian regime that their fear of 
U.S. military action in Iran is now un- 
justified. They can rest more com- 
fortably that their pursuit of nuclear 
weapons is less likely to provoke the 
military option that, until recently, 
may have seemed more credible. 

The Iranians will, therefore, feel less 
constrained in pursuing their dan- 
gerous nuclear ambitions. That, more 
than any other reason, is why I am vot- 
ing no on the Hagel nomination. 

Mr. President, with that, I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 


TRIBUTE TO ADELE HALL 


Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, all of us 
in our lives from time to time hear of 
the passing, the death of someone we 
know. Sometimes it is family, often 
friends, or perhaps someone we are 
only vaguely acquainted with. This 
past week, we learned of the death of a 
Kansas City resident, Adele Hall. Her 
passing so personally saddens me be- 
cause Adele Hall was a person with 
such optimism and so engaged in im- 
proving the lives of others. 

Kansas City, in fact, lost one of their 
greatest champions when Adele Hall 
passed away. Adele was a longtime 
resident of Kansas City and was well 
known and well loved, highly respected 
for her acts of service and kindness to 
others. When she wasn’t serving on a 
board of a nonprofit, she was raising 
funds for a worthy cause or volun- 
teering with children. My guess is that 
she probably was doing all of those 
things at once. 

Adele, I am sure, had the financial 
resources to live a life different than in 
service to others, but she chose to com- 
mit her life to making sure others had 
the chance for the success that she 
had. 

She grew up in Lincoln, NE, and she 
was—I read today, in her honor, that 
she was an avid Nebraska fan. 

In Nebraska, Adele learned the im- 
portance of giving back by watching 
her own parents volunteer, especially 
with the Salvation Army. As a young 
woman, she developed a love for chil- 
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dren and later became involved in so 
many organizations that cared for 
their health and education and well- 
being. Adele never lost faith in the po- 
tential of a young person’s life. One of 
her greatest passions was working with 
children at Children’s Mercy Hospital. 
Adele served as chairman of the board 
there and together with the help of 
professional golfer Tom Watson, she es- 
tablished the Children’s Mercy Golf 
Classic, which over a quarter of a cen- 
tury has raised more than $10 million 
for Children’s Mercy. Adele also used 
her expertise to bless children nation- 
wide through her work as a member of 
National Commission for Children. 

Those boards and that service was 
important to her, but it was always the 
personal touch, not just serving on a 
board and making decisions about a 
hospital or the children it cared for, 
but personally caring for the children 
in the hospital. 

Her actions were guided by a belief in 
the value of each and every individual. 
She lived out that Biblical teaching 
“love your neighbor as yourself,” 
through her service as the first woman 
president of the United Way of Greater 
Kansas City. Adele always looked for 
the best in others and worked to bring 
people together. Her efforts were al- 
ways at bringing a diverse group of 
opinionated people together in a way 
that would solve a problem. 

She was an inspiration for other 
women, and she cofounded the Central 
Exchange and the Women’s Public 
Service Network in Kansas City to help 
women embrace their careers and de- 
velop skills to pursue leadership posi- 
tions. 

She also served as the board chair- 
man of the Greater Kansas City Com- 
munity Foundation and actively par- 
ticipated on boards of the Pembroke 
Hill School, Salvation Army, Starlight 
Theatre, and the American Red Cross. 
To recognize Adele’s years of service to 
the Kansas City community, she was 
named Kansas Citian of the Year—the 
first woman to hold that title. 

In an era when we sometimes wonder 
what difference one person can make, 
Adele proved that one person is all it 
takes to touch the lives of others. I 
have always believed that what we do 
here in the Nation’s Capital is impor- 
tant, but the reality is we change the 
world one soul, one person at a time. 
And Adele Hall lived that life and made 
that difference each and every day. 

By investing her time, talents, and 
treasure in the community where she 
lived, she made a difference one life at 
a time. Her involvement in her commu- 
nity and her selflessness serve as an in- 
spiration, a role model to every Amer- 
ican. 

Adele was loved. I never met a person 
who did not love and respect Adele 
Hall, and everyone who knew her loved 
and admired her and saw her as a spe- 
cial person. No doubt, especially she 
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was loved by her family. She was 
known by a saying, ‘‘Leave the dishes 
in the sink and play with your kids,” 
and her family benefited from that 
kind of philosophy, her wholehearted 
dedication to each of them. 

She was married to her husband Don 
for nearly 60 years and was a devoted 
wife and a loving mother to their three 
children. I ask the Senate to join me 
today in extending our heartfelt sym- 
pathies to her husband Don, her sons 
Donald and David, her daughter Mar- 
garet, and her nine grandchildren. She 
was loved by them dearly, and she will 
be greatly missed. 

Adele once said that voluntarism is a 
“belief in love,” and her love will be 
forever remembered by the lives she 
changed for the better. If your value in 
life is whether you made a difference 
while you were here, Adele Hall lived 
that life and contributed so greatly to 
others. God bless her for her life and 
let her be a role model for all of us. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. 


EE 
HEALTH CARE REFORM 


Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, this 
past weekend I had the opportunity to 
attend a conference of the Wyoming 
American Legion. Many of the veterans 
I spoke with remain very concerned 
about their health care and specifically 
about the impacts of the Obama health 
care law on their lives and on their 
health. 

The men and women whom I met 
with are very worried they may lose 
their health coverage. Why? Because of 
the law. They wonder what happened 
to the insurance premium cuts they 
were supposed to have gotten by now— 
not in the future but promised to have 
gotten by now. 

These men and women have not got- 
ten many of the benefits they were told 
to expect, but what they are getting 
are all the costs. That is why the peo- 
ple I talk with every weekend at home 
in Wyoming understand what the 
Democrats in Washington still will not 
admit: that the President’s health care 
law remains unworkable, unpopular, 
and absolutely unaffordable. 

Remember when the President prom- 
ised that if you like your health care 
plan, you can keep it? Well, all of 
America now knows it was an empty 
promise, just as when President Obama 
promised health insurance premiums 
would go down. Over and over, the 
President said that his law would lower 
premiums by $2,500 a family by the end 
of his first term in office. The Presi- 
dent has not talked much about that 
lately. I did not hear anything about it 
in his inaugural address, and I do not 
expect to hear very much about it in 
his State of the Union Address. It is be- 
cause average premiums across the 
country for families have not gone 
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down—not by the $2,500 that the Presi- 
dent promised, not by even $1,000, not 
even by a cent. Instead, average family 
premiums have actually gone up by 
more than $3,000 during the President’s 
first term. That is a pretty big math 
error on the part of President Obama, 
and the American people, unfortu- 
nately, are the ones who have to pay 
for his mistake. 

Because of his policies, health insur- 
ance is a lot less affordable for a lot of 
people and for a lot of small businesses. 
Now many small businesses are facing 
what is turning out to be an impossible 
decision. If they expand their business 
and cross the law’s threshold of 50 em- 
ployees, they will be subject to the em- 
ployer insurance mandate. If they 
choose not to expand, then they are 
holding back potential growth and the 
opportunities that come with it. In this 
current economic environment, the 
last thing we should be doing is mak- 
ing it more difficult for businesses to 
expand and hire more people. But be- 
cause of the President’s health care 
law, that is exactly what is happening. 

The Wall Street Journal ran a piece 
recently about a small business owner 
named Carl Schanstra. He owns a parts 
assembly factory near Chicago, IL. It is 
called Automation Systems LLC. 

Sales have been growing, and the 
business is doing well, but he has a 
problem because he already employs 
close to 50 people. That means he is 
getting dangerously close to the law’s 
threshold and the new health care bur- 
dens it would place on him, including 
all the expenses. 

As he puts it, he says: ‘‘I’ll be ham- 
mered for having more people at 
work.” The cost of providing insurance 
would be enormous. The cost of paying 
the tax penalty for not offering insur- 
ance would also be enormous. 

That is not a good option for a small 
business such as Automation Sys- 
tems—a small business that wants to 
expand, a small business that has an 
opportunity to expand and hire more 
people. So he has to look for ways to 
stay under the law’s limits. 

He plans to raise prices to give him- 
self a buffer against the new health 
care law, and he may even have to 
break his company into two different 
companies so they can stay below the 
limits. He may avoid hiring more peo- 
ple or buy more machinery to replace 
some of the workers. 

A rational and responsible business 
owner wants to make decisions based 
on what is best for the business and its 
employees. Now we have business own- 
ers having to make these decisions 
based on the crushing regulatory bur- 
den imposed upon them by Washington. 

Carl is not the only business owner 
who is having to face tough choices be- 
cause of the health care law. According 
to a new survey Gallup put out last 
week, more than half of small business 
owners say health care costs and taxes 
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are hurting them a lot. Those two 
things—health care costs and taxes— 
led the list of their concerns by a wide 
margin. When Gallup looked specifi- 
cally at businesses that were not hir- 
ing, 61 percent of them—nearly two out 
of every three—said it was because of 
the potential cost of health care. 

Washington should be creating poli- 
cies that encourage businesses to hire 
and making hiring easier. Again, that 
is what our economy needs to recover. 
Instead, this administration has been 
piling up more costs, more regulations, 
and more ways to discourage hiring. 

That is one person’s story. But just 
down the road from where Carl is try- 
ing to do what is best for his business 
and his workers, the city of Chicago 
itself is facing some of the same con- 
cerns. Chicago has decided it cannot af- 
ford to pay the health care costs of its 
retired city workers. So what is the 
whole city of Chicago going to do? 
Well, it is looking at dumping those 
former workers into the ObamaCare ex- 
change. It would save the city a lot of 
money, but the taxpayers of Illinois 
and every other State would have to 
make up the tab because the city is 
trying to skip out on paying their own 
bill. 

Federal subsidies for Chicago retirees 
would be $44 million in 2014, and that 
amount would only grow over time. Of 
course, we know the mayor of Chicago 
is Rahm Emanuel. He was one of the 
main figures in the room where 
ObamaCare was being written, and we 
all know—all of America knows—that 
room was behind closed doors. He knew 
exactly the kinds of incentives the law 
was creating. He also knew exactly 
how many people would be affected. 
And he knew how people such as him 
could use the law to push health care 
costs onto someone else. 

Chicago takes that step today. Other 
cities might be right behind and wait- 
ing to do the same thing tomorrow and 
the day after that, and so on. 

We need to reduce health care costs 
in America. But all we do and all we 
see is cost-shifting, robbing Peter to 
pay Paul. We need businesses to hire 
people so our economy can grow. Those 
businesses are holding back because of 
the health care law. We need to reduce 
Washington’s out-of-control spending. 
But cities such as Chicago are trying 
to shift their health care costs to hard- 
working taxpayers elsewhere. 

Meanwhile, Democrats in the Senate 
and the White House refuse to accept 
that we have any problem at all with 
entitlement spending and the budget 
deficits we are looking at. It is time for 
Democrats to take their head out of 
the sand, to admit that the President’s 
health care law did not solve our prob- 
lems; in fact, it made things worse. 

Then I picked up the paper this 
morning—today’s Wall Street Jour- 
nal—and a front-page headline is: 
“Some Unions Grow Wary Of Health 
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Law They Backed.” We all remember 
the days when unions lobbied for this 
health care law. Their Web sites said: 
We need this health care law now. They 
came to Capitol Hill, lobbying here, 
members having rallies. 

Well, let me read some of the begin- 
ning of the article that is on the front 
page of today’s paper. 

Labor unions enthusiastically backed the 
Obama administration’s health-care over- 
haul when it was up for debate. Now that the 
law is rolling out, some are turning sour. 

Union leaders say many of the law’s re- 
quirements— 

Many of the law’s requirements— 
will drive up the costs for their health-care 
plans and make unionized workers less com- 
petitive. 

So there we have it. We have what 
happens to a small business, why the 
health care law is hurting it. We see 
how the city of Chicago is responding 
to the perverse incentives in the health 
care law to force its costs onto other 
hard-working taxpayers, and now we 
see the very unions that supported the 
health care law during the lobbying 
phase and during the time of the vote 
now saying the law’s requirements are 
going to drive up the cost for their 
health care plans. 

It just seems it is time for people on 
Capitol Hill to realize how bad this 
health care law is. We need real enti- 
tlement reform that preserves vital 
safety net programs for future genera- 
tions. We need real health care reform 
that gives people the care they need, 
from a doctor they choose, at lower 
cost. 

President Obama continues to give 
the American people and give all of us 
empty promises. Congress should give 
hard-working American taxpayers the 
solutions they expect and they deserve. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COONS. I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
BALDWIN). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The Senator from Delaware is recog- 
nized. 

(The remarks of Mr. COONS per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 193 are 
located in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. COONS. I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
HAGAN). The majority leader. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 


(Mrs. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


a 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN REAU- 
THORIZATION ACT OF 2013—MO- 
TION TO PROCEED 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I move 
to proceed to Calendar No. 1, S. 47. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to the bill (S. 47) to re- 
authorize the Violence Against Women Act 
of 1994. 


EEE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to a period of morning 
business with Senators permitted to 
speak for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EEE 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 


RULES OF PROCEDURE 


Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, the 
Committee on the Judiciary has adopt- 
ed rules governing its procedures for 
the 113th Congress. Pursuant to Rule 
XXVI, paragraph 2, of the Standing 
Rules for the Senate, I ask unanimous 
consent that a copy of the Committee 
rules be printed in the RECORD. 


RULES OF PROCEDURE UNITED STATES SENATE 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY—1138TH CON- 
GRESS 


I. MEETINGS OF THE COMMITTEE 


1. Meetings of the Committee may be 
called by the Chairman as he may deem nec- 
essary on three days’ notice of the date, 
time, place and subject matter of the meet- 
ing, or in the alternative with the consent of 
the Ranking Minority Member, or pursuant 
to the provision of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, as amended. 

2. Unless a different date and time are set 
by the Chairman pursuant to (1) of this sec- 
tion, Committee meetings shall be held be- 
ginning at 10:00 a.m. on Thursdays the Sen- 
ate is in session, which shall be the regular 
meeting day for the transaction of business. 

3. At the request of any member, or by ac- 
tion of the Chairman, a bill, matter, or nom- 
ination on the agenda of the Committee may 
be held over until the next meeting of the 
Committee or for one week, whichever oc- 
curs later. 


II. HEARINGS OF THE COMMITTEE 


1. The Committee shall provide a public 
announcement of the date, time, place and 
subject matter of any hearing to be con- 
ducted by the Committee or any Sub- 
committee at least seven calendar days prior 
to the commencement of that hearing, un- 
less the Chairman with the consent of the 
Ranking Minority Member determines that 
good cause exists to begin such hearing at an 
earlier date. Witnesses shall provide a writ- 
ten statement of their testimony and cur- 
riculum vitae to the Committee at least 24 
hours preceding the hearings in as many cop- 
ies as the Chairman of the Committee or 
Subcommittee prescribes. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


2. In the event 14 calendar days’ notice of 
a hearing has been made, witnesses appear- 
ing before the Committee, including any wit- 
ness representing a Government agency, 
must file with the Committee at least 48 
hours preceding appearance written state- 
ments of their testimony and curriculum 
vitae in as many copies as the Chairman of 
the Committee or Subcommittee prescribes. 

3. In the event a witness fails timely to file 
the written statement in accordance with 
this rule, the Chairman may permit the wit- 
ness to testify, or deny the witness the privi- 
lege of testifying before the Committee, or 
permit the witness to testify in response to 
questions from Senators without the benefit 
of giving an opening statement. 

II. QUORUMS 

1. Six Members of the Committee, actually 
present, shall constitute a quorum for the 
purpose of discussing business. Eight Mem- 
bers of the Committee, including at least 
two Members of the minority, shall con- 
stitute a quorum for the purpose of 
transacting business. No bill, matter, or 
nomination shall be ordered reported from 
the Committee, however, unless a majority 
of the Committee is actually present at the 
time such action is taken and a majority of 
those present support the action taken. 

2. For the purpose of taking down sworn 
testimony, a quorum of the Committee and 
each Subcommittee thereof, now or here- 
after appointed, shall consist of one Senator. 

IV. BRINGING A MATTER TO A VOTE 

The Chairman shall entertain a non-debat- 
able motion to bring a matter before the 
Committee to a vote. If there is objection to 
bring the matter to a vote without further 
debate, a roll call vote of the Committee 
shall be taken, and debate shall be termi- 
nated if the motion to bring the matter to a 
vote without further debate passes with ten 
votes in the affirmative, one of which must 
be cast by the minority. 

V. AMENDMENTS 

1. Provided at least seven calendars days’ 
notice of the agenda is given, and the text of 
the proposed bill or resolution has been made 
available at least seven calendar days in ad- 
vance, it shall not be in order for the Com- 
mittee to consider any amendment in the 
first degree proposed to any measure under 
consideration by the Committee unless such 
amendment has been delivered to the office 
of the Committee and circulated via e-mail 
to each of the offices by at least 5:00 p.m. the 
day prior to the scheduled start of the meet- 
ing. 
2. It shall be in order, without prior notice, 
for a Member to offer a motion to strike a 
single section of any bill, resolution, or 
amendment under consideration. 

3. The time limit imposed on the filing of 
amendments shall apply to no more than 
three bills identified by the Chairman and 
included on the Committee’s legislative 
agenda. 

4. This section of the rule may be waived 
by agreement of the Chairman and the Rank- 
ing Minority Member. 

VI. PROXY VOTING 

When a recorded vote is taken in the Com- 
mittee on any bill, resolution, amendment, 
or any other question, a quorum being 
present, Members who are unable to attend 
the meeting may submit votes by proxy, in 
writing or by telephone, or through personal 
instructions. A proxy must be specific with 
respect to the matters it addresses. 

VII. SUBCOMMITTEES 

1. Any Member of the Committee may sit 

with any Subcommittee during its hearings 
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or any other meeting, but shall not have the 
authority to vote on any matter before the 
Subcommittee unless a Member of such Sub- 
committee. 

2. Subcommittees shall be considered de 
novo whenever there is a change in the Sub- 
committee chairmanship and seniority on 
the particular Subcommittee shall not nec- 
essarily apply. 

3. Except for matters retained at the full 
Committee, matters shall be referred to the 
appropriate Subcommittee or Subcommit- 
tees by the Chairman, except as agreed by a 
majority vote of the Committee or by the 
agreement of the Chairman and the Ranking 
Minority Member. 

4. Provided all members of the Sub- 
committee consent, a bill or other matter 
may be polled out of the Subcommittee. In 
order to be polled out of a Subcommittee, a 
majority of the members of the Sub- 
committee who vote must vote in favor of re- 
porting the bill or matter to the Committee. 

VII. ATTENDANCE RULES 

1. Official attendance at all Committee 
business meetings of the Committee shall be 
Kept by the Committee Clerk. Official at- 
tendance at all Subcommittee business 
meetings shall be kept by the Subcommittee 
Clerk. 

2. Official attendance at all hearings shall 
be kept, provided that Senators are notified 
by the Committee Chairman and Ranking 
Minority Member, in the case of Committee 
hearings, and by the Subcommittee Chair- 
man and Ranking Minority Member, in the 
case of Subcommittee Hearings, 48 hours in 
advance of the hearing that attendance will 
be taken; otherwise, no attendance will be 
taken. Attendance at all hearings is encour- 
aged. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO DAVID KAPPOS 


Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I 
want to congratulate David Kappos, 
whose last day as the Director of the 
Patent and Trademark Office, PTO, is 
today. Director Kappos’s leadership of 
the PTO has been applauded by all seg- 
ments of the intellectual property, IP, 
community. This is no easy feat. The 
IP community is as diverse as our 
economy, and the community’s views 
on IP law are hardly uniform. 

I have known Director Kappos since 
well before he entered government 
service, and I was particularly pleased 
to chair his confirmation hearing in 
July 2009. Director Kappos was well 
suited to understand both how to man- 
age a $2 billion office and meet the 
needs of inventors and innovators. He 
began his career as an engineer and 
worked in the IP law department of 
IBM in nearly all of its business units 
before finally managing all of IBM’s IP 
law interests as vice president and as- 
sistant general counsel. IBM is a large 
employer in Vermont and one of the 
reasons that Vermont receives more 
patents per capita than any other 
State. 

Anyone who has met Director Kappos 
cannot help but be taken with his in- 
tegrity and his clear passion for an in- 
tellectual property system that re- 
wards inventors and creators. Those 
leadership qualities have motivated 
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the PTO staff, which has reduced the 
time it takes to receive responses from 
the patent office on applications and, 
according to most experts, simulta- 
neously improved the quality of pat- 
ents that the PTO issues. 

Director Kappos played an instru- 
mental role in the development and 
passage of the Leahy-Smith America 
Invents Act—one of the few bipartisan, 
job-creating bills of the 112th Congress. 
Soon after being confirmed as Director 
in August 2009, he sat down to work 
with me and a bipartisan, bicameral 
group of Members to work out a con- 
sensus on patent reform legislation. 

Director Kappos’s credibility within 
the patent community and his leader- 
ship was critical in bringing together 
the different interests to support the 
changes in the America Invents Act 
that will speed the time for high qual- 
ity patents to issue from the PTO 
while providing more efficient methods 
for challenging low quality patents. 
Since enactment, Director Kappos and 
his team have set the PTO on course to 
implement the key provisions of the 
act, which will improve the patent sys- 
tem for decades. 

The America Invents Act was the 
highest profile law on which I worked 
with Director Kappos, but it was not 
the only one. Early in his tenure, the 
PTO recommended legislation that ul- 
timately became the Trademark Tech- 
nical Correction Act of 2010 and the 
Patent Law Treaties Implementation 
Act of 2012. 

Director Kappos’s full title is Under 
Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual 
Property and Director of the U.S. Pat- 
ent and Trademark Office. This is one 
of the longest titles in government and 
underscores the vast responsibility he 
has had, and which is particularly im- 
portant because IP is such a key driver 
of our economy. 

I am saddened that Director Kappos 
has decided to step down but heartened 
by how he has energized the PTO. The 
President and the Commerce Depart- 
ment have lost a valuable member of 
their economic team. I wish Dave all 
the best. 


EE 
HONORING SENATOR JOHN KERRY 


Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
rise today to pay tribute to my col- 
league and friend, Senator JOHN 
KERRY, as his distinguished career in 
the U.S. Senate comes to an end. 

While I am sad to see him go, I am so 
proud that Senator KERRY will be con- 
tinuing his long record of service to the 
United States as Secretary of State. 

For more than 13 years, I have had 
the privilege of serving with Senator 
KERRY on the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. Throughout that time, 
Senator KERRY has consistently shown 
a tremendous breadth of knowledge re- 
garding the key foreign policy chal- 
lenges of the day. 
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Most recently as chairman of the 
Committee, Senator KERRY cham- 
pioned Senate ratification of the New 
START treaty—making both our coun- 
try and the world safer from the threat 
of nuclear proliferation. 

And on a wide range of issues—from 
United States policy toward Afghani- 
stan and Pakistan to efforts to achieve 
peace between Israel and the Palestin- 
ians—he has offered thought-provoking 
insight and expertise. 

That is why I believe that no one is 
as prepared as Senator KERRY to serve 
as our Nation’s top diplomat. 

I am particularly proud of the many 
issues we have worked on together, in- 
cluding fighting HIV/AIDS, tuber- 
culosis and malaria, addressing climate 
change, and working to end human 
trafficking around the globe. 

I am also grateful that Senator 
KERRY worked with me to establish the 
first-ever Senate subcommittee dedi- 
cated to ending violence against and 
promoting the advancement of women 
and girls around the globe. 

I look forward to continuing to work 
on these and the many other foreign 
policy challenges facing our country 
with our new Secretary of State, Sen- 
ator KERRY, and wish him all the best 
in his new position. 


ES 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE SELECT 
COMMITTEE ON ETHICS 


Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, the 
Honest Leadership and Open Govern- 
ment Act of 2007 calls for the Select 
Committee on Ethics of the United 
States Senate to issue an annual report 
not later than January 31 of each year 
providing information in certain cat- 
egories describing its activities for the 
preceding year. Reported below is the 
information describing the Commit- 
tee’s activities in 2012 in the categories 
set forth in the Act: 

(1) The number of alleged violations of 
Senate rules received from any source, in- 
cluding those raised by a Senator or staff of 
the Committee: 47. In addition, two alleged 
violations from the previous year were car- 
ried into 2012. 

(2) The number of alleged violations that 
were dismissed— 

(A) For lack of subject matter jurisdiction 
or in which, even if the allegations in the 
complaint are true, no violation of Senate 
rules would exist: 36. 

(B) Because they failed to provide suffi- 
cient facts as to any material violation of 
the Senate rules beyond mere allegation or 
assertion: 8. 

(8) The number of alleged violations for 
which the Committee staff conducted a pre- 
liminary inquiry: 5. The figure includes two 
matters from the previous calendar year car- 
ried into 2012. 

(4) The number of alleged violations for 
which the Committee staff conducted a pre- 
liminary inquiry that resulted in an adju- 
dicatory review. 0. 

(5) The number of alleged violations for 
which the Committee staff conducted a pre- 
liminary inquiry and the Committee dis- 
missed the matter for lack of substantial 
merit: 1. 
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(6) The number of alleged violations for 
which the Committee staff conducted a pre- 
liminary inquiry and the Committee issued 
private or public letters of admonition. 2. 

(7) The number of matters resulting in a 
disciplinary sanction: 0. 

(8) Any other information deemed by the 
Committee to be appropriate to describe its 
activities in the previous year: 

In 2012, the Committee staff conducted 
three new Member ethics training sessions; 
33 Member and committee office campaign 
briefings; 18 employee code of conduct train- 
ing sessions; 11 Member, spouse, and em- 
ployee STOCK (Stop Trading on Congres- 
sional Knowledge) Act briefings; eight public 
financial disclosure seminars and clinics; 24 
ethics seminars and customized briefings for 
Member DC offices, state offices, and Senate 
committees; six private sector ethics brief- 
ings; and 15 international briefings. 

In 2012, the Committee staff handled ap- 
proximately 9,616 telephone inquiries and 
2,097 email inquiries by email for ethics ad- 
vice and guidance. 

In 2012, the Committee wrote approxi- 
mately 761 ethics advisory letters, including 
576 letters regarding travel and gifts matters 
(Senate Rule 35) and 113 letters regarding 
conflict of interest matters (Senate Rule 37). 

In 2012, the Committee received and re- 
viewed approximately 3,142 Periodic Disclo- 
sure of Financial Transactions reports filed 
by Members, officers, and employees of the 
Senate. 

In 2012, the Committee issued 3,259 advi- 
sory letters concerning financial disclosure 
filings by Senators, staff, and Senate can- 
didates and reviewed 1,915 reports. 


EEE 


UNITED STATES-INDIA RELATIONS 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. 
Madam President, I rise today to speak 
on the importance of United States- 
India relations. President Obama rec- 
ognizes this valuable partnership, 
hosting Indian Prime Minister 
Manmohan Singh at his first state din- 
ner in 2009 and traveling to India in 
2010. As President Obama begins his 
second term, it is vital that the United 
States remain committed to deepening 
our strategic partnership with India. In 
the coming decades, United States- 
India relations will be among the 
world’s most important. 

It is clear that United States-India 
cooperation on commercial and secu- 
rity initiatives over the past decade 
has resulted in greater opportunity for 
both nations. United States bilateral 
trade with India has increased 4% 
times in the last 10 years, and India is 
now one of the fastest growing export 
markets for the United States. Last 
year, India became the world’s third 
largest economy in terms of purchasing 
power parity. In 2005, the United States 
and India signed a 10-year defense 
framework agreement which has great- 
ly expanded bilateral security coopera- 
tion between our nations. India now 
conducts more defense exercises and 
personnel exchanges with the United 
States than with any other country. 

As the world’s largest democracy, 
India shares with the United States a 
strong commitment to representative 
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government and the rule of law, but 
these are not the only values that bind 
us. It is my hope that the United 
States will continue to pursue a course 
with India that promotes collaboration 
on security, encourages civic engage- 
ment and open governance, and ex- 
pands bilateral trade and investment. I 
look forward to a strong United States- 
India relationship for years to come. 


TERRY SANFORD HIGH SCHOOL 
100TH ANNIVERSARY 


Mr. BURR. Madam President, I am 
very proud to extend my recognition 
and congratulations to Terry Sanford 
High School in Fayetteville, NC, in 
celebration of its 100th anniversary. As 
the oldest high school in Cumberland 
County, Terry Sanford High School 
continually strives to provide a global 
and multicultural educational experi- 
ence to its students and its commu- 
nity. 


The school originally opened its 
doors in 1913 as Fayetteville High 
School. In 1968, the school was renamed 
Terry Sanford High School after the 
late Senator James Terry Sanford, who 
served as the 65th Governor of North 
Carolina before going on to honorably 
serve in this body for 7 years. 


The students, faculty, and staff at 
Terry Sanford High School are led by 
Principal David Haggerty, and all con- 
tinue to reflect the proud accomplish- 
ments of the Fayetteville community. 
Throughout the last century, the 
school has served as a springboard for 
students interested in the successful 
pursuit of a variety of academic fields. 
It has been recognized for its diverse 
student body, globally focused edu- 
cation, and ability to prepare students 
for future successes. 


Additionally, the school’s academic 
rigor sets it apart from others like it. 
Its School of Global Studies offers 
courses that encourage global aware- 
ness among students and cultural and 
social growth. During a time of such 
increasing globalization, academic in- 
stitutions such as Terry Sanford High 
School are invaluable in our efforts to 
prepare our children for achievement 
in a 21st century world. 


Mr. President, I ask my colleagues to 
join me in recognizing and congratu- 
lating Terry Sanford High School in 
Fayetteville, NC, for serving as a pio- 
neer for secondary education in Cum- 
berland County and for continuing to 
uphold such high academic standards 
in its work to educate its students and 
community. May Terry Sanford High 
School’s outstanding reputation for an 
engaging and enriching education be 
recognized and appreciated by the citi- 
zens of North Carolina and this Con- 
gress. 
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ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


TRIBUTE TO ED WATERSTREET 


e Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, on 
February 9, theater lovers and per- 
formers will come together at the Kirk 
Douglas Theatre in Culver City, CA, to 
honor Ed Waterstreet, the retiring 
founding artistic director of Deaf West 
Theater. 

Mr. Waterstreet founded the Deaf 
West Theater in 1991 with the goal of 
establishing the first permanent, resi- 
dent American Sign Language theater 
company on the west coast. Ed began— 
as he puts it—‘‘with only one chair, one 
desk and a typewriter in an office space 
shared with and donated by the Foun- 
tain Theater in Hollywood.” From 
those humble beginnings, he inspired 
and led the creation of a theater com- 
pany that has produced 40 plays and 4 
musicals, and has won more than 80 
theater awards. Deaf West Theater’s 
production of ‘‘Big River: The Adven- 
tures of Huckleberry Finn’’ opened in 
North Hollywood and ended up in New 
York City, earning two Tony nomina- 
tions and a Tony honor for excellence 
in theater. Equally important, he suc- 
ceeding in creating a theater whose 
productions are fully accessible to indi- 
viduals who are deaf and hard of hear- 
ing, as well as others. 

I have had the pleasure of attending 
both ‘‘Big River” and other Deaf West 
performances and, let me tell you, it is 
a thrilling and unique experience. Pro- 
ductions are presented in American 
Sign Language, with simultaneous 
sign-to-voice translation for hearing 
members of the audience. As Ed ex- 
plains: ‘‘Our deaf audiences can have 
the pleasure of watching the story un- 
fold in our native American Sign Lan- 
guage. And on the other side of the 
coin, our hearing audiences have the 
customary theater experience, en- 
hanced by the visual expressiveness of 
American Sign Language.”’ 

Ed Waterstreet has had a long and 
distinguished career in theater. Before 
founding Deaf West Theater, he was a 
long-time member of the National The- 
ater for the Deaf. His Hollywood acting 
credits include the Emmy-winning 1985 
drama ‘‘Love Is Never Silent.” 
Throughout his more than two decades 
at the helm of Deaf West Theater, he 
has been dedicated to expanding oppor- 
tunities for deaf artists. And he has pi- 
oneered innovative approaches to inte- 
grating nonhearing and hearing per- 
formers in stage productions. 

Ed is now retired from Deaf West 
Theater, but he is by no means retir- 
ing. He says, ‘“‘The theater is still my 
baby.” He plans to remain actively in- 
volved, as Deaf West continues to 
strive toward its goal of providing an 
exhilarating theatrical experience for 
all audiences, regardless of hearing or 
signing ability. 

Regrettably, it will not be possible 
for me to join with Ed’s many other ad- 
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mirers as they come together to honor 
him next month in California. But I, 
too, want to express my great respect 
for Ed Waterstreet’s excellence as a 
performer and artistic leader, and for 
his passionate commitment to creating 
new opportunities for aspiring deaf per- 
formers not only on stage but also in 
film and television. I wish Ed and his 
wife, Linda Bove, all the very best in 
the years ahead.e 


e 


TRIBUTE TO DR. FRED 
HAWTHORNE 


e Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, today 
I wish to honor Dr. Fred Hawthorne, 
who recently was named as a recipient 
of the National Medal of Science for 
his important research involving the 
use of the chemical element boron in 
the treatment of cancer, arthritis, and 
other diseases. On February 1, 2013, Dr. 
Hawthorne will be one of only 22 recipi- 
ents from across the country receiving 
the award from President Obama in a 
ceremony at the White House. This rec- 
ognition certainly is well-deserved. 

As the director of the International 
Institute of Nano and Molecular Medi- 
cine at the University of Missouri, as 
well as the Curators’ Distinguished 
Professor of Chemistry and Radiology, 
Dr. Hawthorne has pioneered the field 
of boron research throughout his im- 
pressive career. The National Medal of 
Science, the highest award the country 
can bestow upon our scientists, is a fit- 
ting recognition of his critically im- 
portant and innovative work. 

Having grown up in Missouri and 
Kansas, Fred Hawthorne enrolled in 
1944 as a chemical engineering student 
at the Missouri School of Mines and 
Metallurgy, now the Missouri Univer- 
sity of Science and Technology. Haw- 
thorne later transferred to Pomona 
College in California, where he com- 
pleted his degree in chemistry. In 1953, 
he earned his Ph.D. from UCLA for his 
work in organic chemistry. In the fol- 
lowing years, Hawthorne’s work took 
him across the country—from Iowa to 
Alabama, Pennsylvania to Massachu- 
setts—before returning him to UCLA in 
1969, where he continued his ground- 
breaking research for more than 37 
years. 

Upon retiring from his academic ca- 
reer at UCLA in 2009, Hawthorne re- 
turned once again to Missouri to help 
build MU’s International Institute of 
Nano and Molecular Medicine. Thanks 
to Hawthorne’s direction, this research 
center is an international leader in the 
field of boron neutron capture therapy, 
the cell-selective radiation method he 
helped pioneer. His work has shown in- 
credible promise in developing 
noninvasive treatments for cancer and 
other diseases. As a cancer survivor 
myself, I am especially grateful for the 
treatments Dr. Hawthorne is exploring 
to help the many people whom the dis- 
ease affects. 
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Fred Hawthorne’s years of dedicated 
research certainly have made lasting 
contributions to the fields of science 
and medicine. I thank him again for his 
important work and congratulate him 
on this hard-earned recognition.e 


ES 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


a 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer, laid before the Senate mes- 
sages from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


—— 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bills were read the first 
time: 

S. 201. A bill to prohibit the sale, lease, 
transfer, retransfer, or delivery of F-16 air- 
craft, M1 tanks, or certain other defense ar- 
ticles or services to the Government of 
Egypt. 

S. 204. A bill to preserve and protect the 
free choice of individual employees to form, 
join, or assist labor organizations, or to re- 
frain from such activities. 


——— 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 


EC-239. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Styrene-2-Ethylhexyl Acrylate Co- 
polymer; Tolerance Exemption” (FRL No. 
9367-2) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 30, 2013; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC-240. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘2-Pyrrolidone, 1l-ethenyl-, polymer 
with ethenol; Tolerance Exemption” (FRL 
No. 9376-1) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 30, 2013; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC-241. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Alpha-Cypermethrin; Pesticide Toler- 
ances” (FRL No. 9876-1A) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 30, 2013; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC-242. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of Defense (Homeland Defense 
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and Americas’ Security Affairs), transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to as- 
sistance provided by the Department of De- 
fense (DoD) for sporting events during cal- 
endar year 2012; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC-248. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report relative to the elimination of the 1994 
Direct Ground Combat Definition and As- 
signment Rule; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC-244. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Final Flood Elevation Deter- 
minations” ((44 CFR Part 67) (Docket No. 
FEMA-2013-0002)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 30, 
2013; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-245. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘“‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility’ ((44 CFR Part 64) (Docket No. 
FEM A-2013-0002)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 30, 
2013; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-246. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility’ ((44 CFR Part 64) (Docket No. 
FEMA-2013-0002)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 30, 
2013; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-247. A communication from the Asso- 
ciate General Counsel for Legislation and 
Regulations, Office of the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘Inflation Adjustment of 
Civil Money Penalty Amounts” (RIN2501-— 
AD59) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 30, 2013; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-248. A communication from the Asso- 
ciate General Counsel for Legislation and 
Regulations, Office of Housing, Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Manufactured Home Construction 
and Safety Standards, Test Procedures for 
Roof Trusses” (RIN2502-AI72) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan- 
uary 30, 2013; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-249. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Securities and Exchange Com- 
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Extension of Ex- 
emptions for Security-Based Swaps” 
(RIN3235-AL17) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 29, 2013; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC-250. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report relative to operation of 
the Exchange Stabilization Fund (ESF) for 
fiscal year 2012; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-251. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endan- 
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gered and Threatened Species; Threatened 
Status for the Arctic, Okhotsk, and Baltic 
Subspecies of the Ringed Seal and Endan- 
gered Status for the Ladoga Subspecies of 
the Ringed Seal” (RIN0648-XZ59) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 30, 2013; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-252. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endan- 
gered and Threatened Species; Designation 
of a Nonessential Experimental Population 
for Middle Columbia River Steelhead above 
the Pelton Round Butte Hydroelectric 
Project in the Deschutes River Basin, OR” 
(RIN0648-BB04) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 30, 2013; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-253. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endan- 
gered and Threatened Species; Threatened 
Status for the Beringia and Okhotsk Dis- 
tinct Population Segments of the Erignathus 
barbatus nauticus Subspecies of the Bearded 
Seal” (RIN0648-XZ58) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 30, 
2013; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-254. A communication from the Chief of 
the Recovery and State Grants Branch, Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Department of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Termination 
of the Southern Sea Otter Translocation 
Program” (RIN1018-AX51) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu- 
ary 30, 2018; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-255. A communication from the Chief of 
the Listing Branch, Fish and Wildlife Serv- 
ice, Department of the Interior, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Designation of Critical Habitat 
for Lost River Sucker and Shortnose Suck- 
er” (RIN1018-AX41) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 30, 
2013; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC-256. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans; Texas; Beaumont/Port Ar- 
thur Ozone Maintenance Plan Revision to 
Approved Motor Vehicle Emissions Budgets” 
(FRL No. 9775-2) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 30, 2013; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-257. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Minnesota; 
Flint Hills Resources Pine Bend” (FRL No. 
9774-4) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 30, 2013; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-258. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Revisions to the California State Im- 
plementation Plan, San Joaquin Valley 
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United Air Pollution Control District” (FRL 
No. 9771-8) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on January 30, 2013; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-259. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Information Re- 
porting by Domestic Entities under Section 
6038D with Respect to Specified Foreign Fi- 
nancial Assets’’ (Notice 2018-10) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 30, 2013; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

EC-260. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Qualified Zone 
Academy Bond Allocations for 2012 and 2013” 
(Notice 2013-3) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 30, 2013; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-261. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Correction to Rev- 
enue Procedure 2013-6 Employee Plans Deter- 
mination Letters’ (Announcement 2013-13) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 30, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

EC-262. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Health Insurance 
Premium Tax Credit” (TD 9611) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 30, 2013; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

EC-263. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Optional Safe Har- 
bor Method for Deducting Expenses Attrib- 
utable to Business Use of a Home” (Rev. 
Proc. 2013-18) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 29, 2013; 
to the Committee on Finance. 


— 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. LEVIN for the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. William 
H. Etter, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Kenneth E. 
Tovo, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Col. Barbara R. Hol- 
comb, to be Brigadier General. 

Army nomination of Col. Patrick D. Sar- 
gent, to be Brigadier General. 

Army nominations beginning with Brig. 
Gen. Brian C. Lein and ending with Brig. 
Gen. Nadja Y. West, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on January 22, 2013. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Armed Services I report 
favorably the following nomination 
lists which were printed in the RECORDS 
on the dates indicated, and ask unani- 
mous consent, to save the expense of 
reprinting on the Executive Calendar, 
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that these nominations lie at the Sec- 
retary’s desk for the information of 
Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Air Force nomination of Kory D. Bingham, 
to be Major. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Mi- 
chael A. Cooper and ending with Susan 
Michelle Miller, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Vic- 
tor Douglas Brown and ending with Rodney 
M. Waite, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 23, 2013. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Walter S. Adams and ending with Carl E. 
Supplee, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 23, 2013. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
John J. Bartrum and ending with George L. 
Valentine, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 23, 2013. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Kimberly L. Barber and ending with Janet L. 
Setnor, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 23, 2013. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Dina L. Bernstein and ending with William 
R. Youngblood, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Timothy Lee Brininger and ending with 
Christopher J. Ryan, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record on January 23, 
2018. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Francis Xavier Altieri and ending with Kevin 
M. Zeller, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 23, 2013. 

Army nomination of Jonathan A. Foskey, 
to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Marion J. Parks, to 
be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Karen A. Pike, to be 
Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with Derek 
S. Reynolds and ending with Brian D. Vogt, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on January 28, 2013. 

Army nominations beginning with Edward 
A. Figueroa and ending with Michael C. 
Vanhoven, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 23, 2013. 

Army nominations beginning with Jack C. 
Mason and ending with Todd B. Waytashek, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on January 28, 2013. 

Army nominations beginning with Ruth E. 
Aponte and ending with Michael J. Zinno, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on January 28, 2013. 

Army nominations beginning with Leslie 
E. Akins and ending with Marc W. Zelnick, 
which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on January 28, 2013. 

Army nominations beginning with Tim- 
othy G. Abrell and ending with John A. 
Zulfer, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 23, 2013. 
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Army nominations beginning with Rafael 
E. Abreu and ending with R010075, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
January 23, 2013. 

Marine Corps nomination of Jackie W. 
Morgan, Jr., to be Major. 

Marine Corps nomination of Dana R. Fike, 
to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Marine Corps nomination of Samuel W. 
Spencer III, to be Lieutenant Colonel. 
Marine Corps nomination of 
Miyamoto, to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
George L. Roberts and ending with Paul A. 
Shirley, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Richard D. Kohler and ending with Gary J. 
Spinelli, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Eric T. Cline and ending with Robert S. 
Schmidt, Jr., which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on January 23, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Jose L. Sada and ending with Brian J. 
Spooner, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Frederick L. Hunt and ending with Chad E. 
Tidwell, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Todd E. Lotspeich and ending with Donald E. 
Williams, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Jason B. Davis and ending with John F. Rey- 
nolds, Jr., which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Travis M. Fulton and ending with Gary S. 
Liddell, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Bryan Delgado and ending with Rodolfo D. 
Quispe, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
David B. Blann and ending with Allen L. 
Lewis, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Michael Gasperini and ending with Timothy 
W. Williams, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on January 23, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Stephen R. Byrnes and ending with James N. 
Timmer, Jr., which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on January 23, 2013. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Peter K. Basabe, Jr. and ending with Michael 
A. Young, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Navy nomination of Harry E. Hayes, to be 
Commander. 

Navy nomination of Shemeya L. Grant, to 
be Lieutenant Commander. 

Navy nominations beginning with Chris- 
topher J. Kane and ending with Luke C. 


Larry 
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Suber, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 

Navy nominations beginning with Jeanine 
F. Benjamin and ending with Benjamin F. 
Visger, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on January 28, 2013. 


(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda- 
tion that they be confirmed.) 


—— 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. JOHANNS (for himself, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. ROB- 
ERTS, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. BURR, Mr. ENZI, 
Mr. LEE, and Mr. CHAMBLISS): 

S. 190. A bill to prohibit the use of Federal 
funds for certain activities of the National 
Labor Relations Board and the Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection Bureau; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 


By Mr. ROBERTS (for himself, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. Coats, Ms. AYOTTE, 
Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 


JOHANNS, Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin, 
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
CRAPO, Mr. WICKER, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. BURR, 
Mr. TooMEy, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. RISCH, 
Mr. McCain, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. 
HOEVEN, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mrs. FISCHER, 
Mr. ENZI, Mr. THUNE, Mr. HATCH, Mr. 
BARRASSO, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. CORKER, 
Mr. RUBIO, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr. 
FLAKE): 

S. 191. A bill to codify and modify regu- 
latory requirements of Federal agencies; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. LEE, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. ENZI, Mr. BEGICH, Ms. 
HEITKAMP, Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin, 
Mr. VITTER, and Mr. HOEVEN): 

S. 192. A bill to enhance the energy secu- 
rity of United States allies, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. COONS (for himself, Mr. ENZI, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. RuBIO, Mr. BLUNT, 
Ms. STABENOW, and Mr. MORAN): 

S. 193. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for startup busi- 
nesses to use a portion of the research and 
development credit to offset payroll taxes; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. LAU- 
TENBERG, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL): 

S. 194. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide tax rate parity 
among all tobacco products, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. FRANKEN (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. BAucus, Mr. CARDIN, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. BROWN, Ms. LANDRIEU, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. TESTER, and 
Mr. SANDERS): 

S. 195. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to revise and extend projects re- 
lating to children and violence to provide ac- 
cess to school-based comprehensive mental 
health programs; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 
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By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico: 

S. 196. A bill to assure equity in con- 
tracting between the Federal Government 
and small business concerns, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Small Busi- 
ness and Entrepreneurship. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 197. A bill to authorize improvements to 
flood damage reduction facilities adjacent to 
the American and Sacramento Rivers near 
Sacramento, California, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Mr. RISCH (for himself, Mr. CHAM- 
BLISS, Mr. COBURN, Mr. BURR, Mr. 
RUBIO, Mr. MORAN, Ms. AYOTTE, and 
Mr. COATS): 

S. 198. A bill to require a report on the des- 
ignation of Boko Haram as a foreign ter- 
rorist organization, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. BEGICH: 

S. 199. A bill to amend the Outer Conti- 
nental Shelf Lands Act to require that oil 
produced from Federal leases in certain Arc- 
tic waters be transported by pipeline to on- 
shore facilities and to provide for the sharing 
of certain outer Continental Shelf revenues 
from areas in the Alaska Adjacent Zone; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 200. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to authorize the interment in 
national cemeteries under the control of the 
National Cemetery Administration of indi- 
viduals who served in combat support of the 
Armed Forces in the Kingdom of Laos be- 
tween February 28, 1961, and May 15, 1975, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. PAUL: 

S. 201. A bill to prohibit the sale, lease, 
transfer, retransfer, or delivery of F-16 air- 
craft, M1 tanks, or certain other defense ar- 
ticles or services to the Government of 
Egypt; read the first time. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
BoozMAN, Mr. CORKER, Mr. JOHANNS, 
Mr. LEE, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. VITTER, 
Mr. WICKER, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. 
HATCH, and Mr. ENZI): 

S. 202. A bill to expand the use of E-Verify, 
to hold employers accountable, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
CORKER, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. ISAK- 
SON, and Mr. BOOZMAN): 

S. 203. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in recognition 
and celebration of the Pro Football Hall of 
Fame; to the Committee on Banking, Hous- 
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. LEE, 
Mr. COBURN, Mr. BURR, Mr. RUBIO, 
Mr. HELLER, Mr. VITTER, Mr. BAR- 
RASSO, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
and Mr. RISCH): 

S. 204. A bill to preserve and protect the 
free choice of individual employees to form, 
join, or assist labor organizations, or to re- 
frain from such activities; read the first 
time. 

By Mr. MORAN: 

S. 205. A bill to replace the Director of the 
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection 
with a 5-person Commission, to bring the Bu- 
reau into the regular appropriations process, 
to provide for a safety and soundness check, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 
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By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr. 
KING): 

S. 206. A bill to expand the HUBZone pro- 
gram for communities affected by base re- 
alignment and closure, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship. 

By Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr. LEE, 
Mr. BLUNT, Mr. JOHANNS, and Mr. 
COBURN): 

S. 207. A bill to restrict the sale, lease, 
transfer, retransfer, or delivery of F-16 air- 
craft, M1 tanks, or certain other defense ar- 
ticles or services to the Government of 
Egypt; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


SE 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. NELSON: 

S. Res. 23. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate that a postage stamp 
should be issued to commemorate the 500th 
anniversary of Juan Ponce de Leon landing 
on Florida; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. NEL- 
SON, Mr. THUNE, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. WARNER, Mr. HELL- 
ER, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. COBURN, Ms. MI- 
KULSKI, Mr. RUBIO, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 


ENZI, Mr. BROWN, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
JOHANNS, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. VITTER, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. WICKER, and Mrs. GILLI- 
BRAND): 


S. Res. 24. A resolution commemorating 
the 10-year anniversary of the loss of the 
Space Shuttle Columbia; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Ms. CANTWELL (for Mrs. MURRAY 
(for herself and Ms. CANTWELL)): 

S. Res. 25. A resolution honoring Gonzaga 
University on its 125th anniversary; consid- 
ered and agreed to. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 29 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was withdrawn as a co- 
sponsor of S. 29, a bill to amend title 
31, United States Code, to provide for 
automatic continuing resolutions. 
S. 33 
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 33, a bill to prohibit the 
transfer or possession of large capacity 
ammunition feeding devices, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 40 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. THUNE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 40, a bill to restore Amer- 
icans’ individual liberty by striking 
the Federal mandate to purchase insur- 
ance. 
S. 43 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
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(Mr. COBURN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 43, a bill to require that any debt 
limit increase be balanced by equal 
spending cuts of the next decade. 
S. 47 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER), the Senator from Nevada 
(Mr. HELLER), the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. NELSON) and the Senator from Ha- 
waii (Mr. SCHATZ) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 47, a bill to reauthorize 
the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994. 
S. 84 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 84, a bill to amend the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to 
provide more effective remedies to vic- 
tims of discrimination in the payment 
of wages on the basis of sex, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 109 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
names of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. PAUL) and the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi (Mr. COCHRAN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 109, a bill to preserve 
open competition and Federal Govern- 
ment neutrality towards the labor rela- 
tions of Federal Government contrac- 
tors on Federal and federally funded 
construction projects. 
S. 162 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
162, a bill to reauthorize and improve 
the Mentally Ill Offender Treatment 
and Crime Reduction Act of 2004. 
S. 169 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
LEE) and the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 169, a bill to amend the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to 
authorize additional visas for well-edu- 
cated aliens to live and work in the 
United States, and for other purposes. 
S. 171 
At the request of Mr. UDALL of Colo- 
rado, the name of the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was 
added as a cosponsor of S. 171, a bill to 
appropriate such funds as may be nec- 
essary to ensure that members of the 
Armed Forces, including reserve com- 
ponents thereof, and supporting civil- 
ian and contractor personnel continue 
to receive pay and allowances for ac- 
tive service performed when a Govern- 
mentwide shutdown occurs. 
S. 180 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
names of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) and the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. CORNYN) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 180, a bill to delay the 
enforcement of any rulings of the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board until 
there is a final resolution in pending 
lawsuits. 
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S. 183 

At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
the names of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. MCCONNELL), the Senator 
from Virginia (Mr. WARNER) and the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mrs. 
HAGAN) were added as cosponsors of S. 
183, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for fair- 
ness in hospital payments under the 
Medicare program. 

S. 188 

At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
188, a bill to prevent certain individ- 
uals purportedly appointed to the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board from re- 
ceiving salaries, and to prevent an un- 
constitutional quorum of the Board 
from taking agency actions, until there 
is a final decision in pending lawsuits 
regarding the constitutionality of cer- 
tain alleged recess appointments. 

S. 189 

At the request of Mr. UDALL of Colo- 
rado, the name of the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was 
added as a cosponsor of S. 189, a bill to 
establish an employment-based immi- 
grant visa for alien entrepreneurs who 
have received significant capital from 
investors to establish a business in the 
United States. 

S. RES. 12 

At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 12, a resolution recognizing 
the third anniversary of the tragic 
earthquake in Haiti on January 12, 
2010, honoring those who lost their 
lives in that earthquake, and express- 
ing continued solidarity with the peo- 
ple of Haiti. 
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STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. COONS (for himself, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. RUBIO, 
Mr. BLUNT, Ms. STABENOW, and 
Mr. MORAN): 

S. 193. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for 
startup businesses to use a portion of 
the research and development credit to 
offset payroll taxes; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, each and 
every day the folks I represent in Dela- 
ware ask me why doesn’t the Senate, 
why doesn’t the Congress focus on jobs 
and focus on getting our economy mov- 
ing again instead of what seem to be 
endless partisan struggles over sec- 
ondary issues. 

What I wanted to speak to was a bi- 
partisan bill, which I am introducing, 
which focuses on how to help create in- 
novation-focused jobs again in the 
United States. 

As you know all too well, our eco- 
nomic recovery has been slower than 
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we had hoped. Although it has been 
steady, there are still far too many 
Americans out of work in my home 
State of Delaware, more than 30,000, 
but we are building our way back. 

The task before us is to think not 
just about an immediate economic cri- 
sis but to take a breath and, instead, 
focus strategically on the long-term fu- 
ture, to take account of what kind of 
an economy we want to build for our 
children and our grandchildren for the 
America of today and tomorrow. 

The engine of our Nation’s greatest 
economic successes has always been in- 
novation. From the light bulb to the 
search engine, American inventors and 
innovators, those who have taken risks 
and started companies, have created 
jobs by the thousands and changed 
lives by the millions. Before new ideas 
scaled to market and reach out to 
change the world, they first have to 
start in a lab or garage. 

I know from my own 8 years in the 
private sector, my work for a mate- 
rials-based science company in Dela- 
ware, the products we take for granted 
that are today household items in the 
world marketplace, often started as 
just the sliver of an idea, an idea that 
needed refining through determined in- 
vestment in research and development. 

If we want to fuel the next genera- 
tion of innovation, if we want to lay a 
strong foundation for job creation 
through invention, I think we have to 
start by supporting research and devel- 
opment. Research and development is 
the lifeblood of great American compa- 
nies and is what will allow us to make 
things in this country and to be a lead- 
ing manufacturer in the world and de- 
serves focused investment. 

If we look at it, nearly 70 percent of 
America’s private sector R&D and 
about 90 percent our patents are actu- 
ally in manufacturing, a sector that 
deserves particular attention. Revital- 
izing American manufacturing will cre- 
ate high-quality, middle-class jobs for 
the long run, but doing so depends on 
our ability to take great ideas and turn 
them into marketable products or im- 
provements in manufacturing processes 
that can and will result in things being 
made right here in America. Startups 
and small businesses all across this 
country are already taking chances to 
do just that, and I think it is time for 
all of us in Congress to take a chance 
on them. 

Last year, I worked in a bipartisan 
way with Senator ENZI, Senator RUBIO, 
Senator SCHUMER, and others to intro- 
duce a bill that would make startup 
companies eligible for the existing re- 
search and development or R&D tax 
credit. I am proud to reintroduce that 
legislation as the Startup Innovation 
Credit Act of 2013 with our original co- 
sponsors, as well as Senator BLUNT, 
Senator STABENOW, and Senator 
MORAN. 
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This broad bipartisan support sug- 
gests a bill whose time has come. Al- 
though we represent, among the co- 
sponsors, very different parts of our 
country, very different backgrounds, 
all of us know that to strengthen our 
economy we have to support innova- 
tion and entrepreneurship. Each of us 
is committed to fostering the kind of 
environment which supports the pri- 
vate sector and which turns ideas into 
innovations, innovations into products, 
and products into companies that help 
create good jobs. 

Under current policy, one way we do 
that federally is by supporting research 
and development through the existing 
R&D tax credit. Companies that invest 
in R&D generate new products, which 
sparks new industries with spillover 
benefits for all kinds of sectors. That is 
why there has long been strong bipar- 
tisan support for the existing R&D tax 
credit. By all accounts it is working. 
The R&D has helped tens of thousands 
of American companies succeed and 
create jobs. 

But there is a critical gap in the ex- 
isting R&D credit. It isn’t available to 
startups because they are not yet prof- 
itable, and thus they don’t have an in- 
come tax liability against which to 
take a credit. In fact, more than half 
the R&D credit last year was taken by 
companies with revenue over $1 billion, 
well-established, profitable companies. 
There is nothing wrong with that; it is 
just not targeting these tax expendi- 
tures toward the sector of our economy 
that is taking the greatest risk and in 
some ways has the greatest potential. 

This gaping hole in our policy around 
R&D can be fixed with a relatively sim- 
ple tweak. I have been working on find- 
ing this solution since I first came 
here. In fact, the very first bill I intro- 
duced included an expanded version of 
the R&D credit. 

Today, we take another step toward 
seeing this solution implemented with 
the reintroduction of this bipartisan 
Startup Innovation Credit Act. It says 
in order to spur research and develop- 
ment, we should allow companies to 
claim the R&D tax credit against their 
employment taxes, against their W-2 
instead of their income tax liability. 
That opens this credit to new compa- 
nies that don’t yet have an income tax 
liability. 

There lots of companies we could 
choose. Let me pick one example, 
DeNovix, a small company based in my 
home State of Delaware that is devel- 
oping instrumentation for bioresearch 
with a team that includes molecular 
biologists and engineering profes- 
sionals. 

The managing director of DeNovix, 
Fred Kielhorn, said the legislation we 
are introducing would help that com- 
pany to offset some of the costs of 
bringing new, innovative, technology- 
based products to market and for that 
this bill earned his strong support. 
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He is just one of many. There is a re- 
markable list of outside groups, com- 
panies, and organizations that have 
supported it. I will mention a few: Sil- 
icon Valley Leadership Group; Revolu- 
tion, led by Steve Case of AOL; Dela- 
ware Chamber of Commerce; the Asso- 
ciation for Manufacturing Technology 
Policy; American Small Manufacturers 
Coalition; and BIO, a national organi- 
zation that supports companies doing 
research and development in the bio- 
technology space. 

Supporting small innovative compa- 
nies in critical early stages of research 
and development, in my view could un- 
leash untold innovations for growth 
and create new jobs for America. At its 
heart, today’s legislation is a jobs bill. 

Between 1980 and 2005, all net new 
jobs created in the United States were 
created by firms 5 years old or less, all 
of them, about 40 million jobs over 
those 25 years. This credit is specifi- 
cally designed toward those new, 
young, risk-taking firms. It does not 
pick winners and losers, it doesn’t 
focus on a specific area of the economy 
or technology, but instead supports all 
private sector investments, judgments, 
and decisions that prioritize invest- 
ment in research and development. 
Cash in the pocket of small startup 
companies, such as this tax credit, can 
make a real difference, especially with 
financing and credit so hard to come 
by. 

It was once said the States are the 
laboratory of democracy. In fact, that 
is where this idea has come from. Cred- 
its just like this have been done before 
in Iowa, Arizona, New York, Con- 
necticut, Pennsylvania, and they have 
been game changers, helping compa- 
nies get off the ground and keep their 
doors open during those demanding 
first years where they invest and spend 
so much on hiring and growth. 

We know this can work. We also 
know more than half our current For- 
tune 500 companies were launched dur- 
ing a recession or a bear market. The 
next great American company that 
may redefine whole categories that 
may be known worldwide for its prod- 
ucts, its services, may be starting right 
now in a garage or lab somewhere in 
this great country. It is an exciting 
prospect. 

In fact, we are depending on our in- 
ventors, our innovators, and our small 
business owners to help innovate our 
way to a stronger economy and fuel a 
new generation of job creation. Let’s 
give them the support they need and 
they deserve at a time when they need 
it the most. 

Iam grateful for all the cosponsors of 
this bipartisan legislation in this 
Chamber and as well to Congressman 
GERLACH of Pennsylvania and Con- 
gressman KIND of Wisconsin, who will 
introduce the House version of this leg- 
islation next week. 

Rather than shutting our startups 
out of the R&D tax credit, let’s open 
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the doors to these innovators and see 
what they can do. I am confident they 
will surprise us yet again with how 
high they can reach and how far they 
can go. I think this is a wise invest- 
ment in opening the doors of innova- 
tion, invention, and job creation for 
our future. 


By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, and Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL): 

S. 194. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide tax 
rate parity among all tobacco prod- 
ucts, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S. 194 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Tobacco Tax 
Equity Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. ESTABLISHING EXCISE TAX EQUITY 
AMONG ALL TOBACCO PRODUCT 
TAX RATES. 

(a) TAX PARITY FOR PIPE TOBACCO AND 
ROLL-YOUR-OWN TOBAcCO.—Section 5701(f) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by striking ‘‘$2.8311 cents’’ and inserting 
“*$94.78"°. 

(b) TAX PARITY FOR SMOKELESS TOBACCO.— 

(1) Section 5701(e) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$1.51”’ 
and inserting ‘$13.42’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking 
cents” and inserting ‘‘$5.37’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) SMOKELESS TOBACCO SOLD IN DISCRETE 
SINGLE-USE UNITS.—On discrete single-use 
units, $50.33 per thousand.’’. 

(2) Section 5702(m) of such Code is amend- 
ed— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘or chew- 
ing tobacco” and inserting ‘‘chewing to- 
bacco, or discrete single-use unit’’; 

(B) in paragraphs (2) and (3), by inserting 
“that is not a discrete single-use unit’’ be- 
fore the period in each such paragraph; 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(4) DISCRETE SINGLE-USE UNIT.—The term 
‘discrete single-use unit’ means any product 
containing tobacco that— 

“(A) is not intended to be smoked; and 

‘“(B) is in the form of a lozenge, tablet, pill, 
pouch, dissolvable strip, or other discrete 
single-use or single-dose unit.’’. 

(c) TAX PARITY FOR LARGE CIGARS.—Para- 
graph (2) of section 5701(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by striking 
“but not more than 40.26 cents per cigar” 
and inserting “but not less than 5.033 cents 
per cigar and not more than 100.66 cents per 
cigar’’. 

(d) TAX PARITY FOR ROLL-YOUR-OWN To- 
BACCO AND CERTAIN PROCESSED TOBACCO.— 
Subsection (0) of section 5702 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
‘“, or processed tobacco removed or trans- 
ferred to a person other than a person with 
a permit provided under section 5713” after 
“wrappers thereof”. 

(e) CLARIFYING TOBACCO PRODUCT DEFINI- 
TION AND TAX RATE.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section 
5702 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended to read as follows: 

“(c) TOBACCO PRODUCTS.—The term 
bacco products’ means— 

“(1) cigars, cigarettes, smokeless tobacco, 
pipe tobacco, and roll-your-own tobacco, and 

‘“(2) any other product containing tobacco 
that is intended or expected to be con- 
sumed.’’. 

(2) TAX RATE.—Section 5701 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

“(i) OTHER TOBACCO PRODUCTS.—Any prod- 
uct described in section 5702(c)(2) or not oth- 
erwise described under this section, includ- 
ing any product that has been determined to 
be a tobacco product by the Food and Drug 
Administration through its authorities 
under the Family Smoking Prevention and 
Tobacco Control Act, shall be taxed at a 
level of tax equivalent to the tax rate for 
cigarettes on an estimated per use basis as 
determined by the Secretary.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to articles removed (as 
defined in section 5702(j) of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986) after the last day of the 
month which includes the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(2) DISCRETE SINGLE-USE UNITS AND PROC- 
ESSED TOBACCO.—The amendments made by 
subsections (b)(1)(C), (b)(2), and (d) shall 
apply to articles removed (as defined in sec- 
tion 5702(j) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986) after the date that is 6 months after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 


‘to- 


By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 197. A bill to authorize improve- 
ments to flood damage reduction facili- 
ties adjacent to the American and Sac- 
ramento Rivers near Sacramento, Cali- 
fornia, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to reintroduce the Natomas 
Basin Flood Protection Improvements 
Act of 2013. 

This legislation authorizes the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers to improve 
the flood control infrastructure in the 
Sacramento area. The improvements 
will safeguard hundreds of thousands of 
homes and businesses. 

There is a pressing need to improve 
levees in Sacramento. 

The Army Corps perpetually cites the 
city as one of our nation’s most at-risk 
for severe flooding. A quick review of 
the Corps’ National Levee Database 
will tell you why. Of the nearly 300 
miles of levees within 10 miles of Sac- 
ramento the Corps has deemed 94 miles 
of levees, or 382 percent, ‘‘unaccept- 
able.” An unacceptable designation 
means the levee is deficient to the 
point where it does not provide the pro- 
tection it is supposed to. 

The Corps has deemed 29 miles of lev- 
ees, only 10 percent, ‘‘minimally ac- 
ceptable.” 

The Corps has yet to even review the 
remaining 172 miles, 58 percent. 

None of the 300 miles of levees within 
10 miles of Sacramento received the 
passing grade of ‘‘acceptable.”’ 
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But even in this high-risk city, there 
are priority areas. And the Natomas 
basin, which lies between the American 
and Sacramento rivers, is the top pri- 
ority for Sacramento flood control. 

More than 100,000 people in the 
Natomas flood plain are at high or 
moderate risk of flooding. 

The vast majority of these homes 
would be inundated with more than 10 
feet of water should a levee break. 

In some places, inundation levels 
would exceed 20 feet. 

The risks are clear. The Army Corps 
of Engineers estimates the damage 
from a single flood could top $7 billion. 

Recognizing the need to upgrade the 
Natomas levees, the Corps of Engineers 
completed a Chief’s Report in Decem- 
ber 2010 that identified $1.1 billion in 
essential levee improvements. 

According to the report, the principal 
levee modifications include the wid- 
ening of 41.9 miles of existing levees; 
installation of about 34.8 miles of soil 
bentonite cutoff wall; installation of 
8.3 miles of seepage berms, and bridge 
remediation on State Route 99. 

In addition, the report recommends 
the creation of 75 acres of canal habi- 
tat, 200 acres of marsh habitat, and 60 
acres of woodland habitat to ensure the 
project complies with the Endangered 
Species Act. 

The cost of these improvements will 
be significant, but the burden will be 
shared. 

Understanding the urgency of this 
work, the Sacramento Area Flood Con- 
trol Agency, SAFCA, and the Cali- 
fornia Department of Water Resources 
have begun work on the levee. They 
have invested more than $400 million in 
the Natomas Basin project, far more 
than their share, and completed about 
18 miles of the basin’s 42 miles of lev- 
ees. 

I want to recognize SAFCA and the 
people of Sacramento for this good 
work. They have done the right thing, 
moving ahead before the federal au- 
thorization, because people’s lives and 
property are in danger. 

I am proud to say the people of Sac- 
ramento have really stepped up and 
contributed. On two occasions county 
voters approved special tax assess- 
ments to begin paying for the repairs 
on the levee system, first in 2007 and 
again in 2011. 

The most recent assessment passed 
overwhelmingly with 84.5 percent of 
voters supporting the measure. 

This kind of local commitment 
should be a model for the Nation. When 
such major vulnerabilities exist that 
threaten a community, it is imperative 
to act quickly. 

If the Sacramento levees fail, the re- 
sults will be devastating Sacramento 
International Airport, which serves 4.4 
million passengers per year and is the 
primary air-cargo hub for the region, 
will be largely underwater. 

Interstate 5, Interstate 80 and State 
Route 99 will be closed or restricted. 
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These roads serve as freight arteries 
and facilitate the passage of more than 
2,500 trucks per day. 

Access to the Port of West Sac- 
ramento, the city’s primary seaport, 
will be jeopardized. 

Just months ago Super-storm Sandy 
slammed into the East Coast. The de- 
struction in New York and New Jersey 
reminded us that unpredictable weath- 
er events can overwhelm our infra- 
structure with devastating con- 
sequences. 

But with well-placed timely invest- 
ments, much of worst damage can be 
averted. That’s why even during the 
worst economic downturns in a genera- 
tion, Sacramento voters stood together 
and passed the local tax-measure to 
fund this critical project. 

We don’t know when the next flood 
will occur, but we do know Sacramento 
has a well-documented history of cata- 
strophic flooding. 

Record-breaking storms hit the re- 
gion in 1956, 1964, 1986 and 1997. 

During the 1997 storm, levee failures 
in the nearby cities of Olivehurst, 
Arboga, Wilton, Manteca and Modesto 
caused mass evacuations and millions 
of dollars in damage. 

Going back even further, an even 
more devastating flood in 1861 occurred 
when the American River Levee failed. 
California’s newly elected Governor, 
Leland Stanford, was forced to take a 
row-boat to his inauguration at the 
State Capitol. The flooding was so bad 
the state government was temporarily 
relocated to San Francisco. 

U.S. Geological Survey scientists 
now believe that the 1861 storm may 
have been an atmospheric river storm, 
or ‘‘ARKStorm.’’ These events, which 
occur every 200 to 400 years, can 
produce truly devastating floods. 

In 2011, the USGS conducted a study 
about the impacts of a large ARkStorm 
in California’s Central Valley. The re- 
sults were shocking. 

The storm would cause a 300 mile 
long, 20 mile wide flood zone across 
much of our nation’s most productive 
agriculture lands. It would force the 
evacuation of 1.5 million residents and 
cause hundreds of landslides damaging 
roads, highways, and homes. The study 
estimates the cost to private home- 
owners and businesses would be $725 
billion, nearly three times the cost of a 
major earthquake in the State. 

The bottom line is this: the infra- 
structure currently in place will not 
stand up to a storm of this magnitude. 

And the Natomas Basin Flood Pro- 
tection Improvements Act of 2011 is 
one small step toward preparing for 
such a disaster. 

This legislation is nearly identical to 
the bill I introduced with my friend 
and colleague Senator BOXER, the 
Chairwoman of the Environment and 
Public Works Committee, last Con- 
gress. The only change is that the cur- 
rent bill does not include language 
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from the previous bill that specifically 
allowed ‘‘credits’’ for non-federal work 
on the project. 

This modification should not be in- 
terpreted to reflect a change my sup- 
port for the work of the local entities; 
I believe they have done the right 
thing by beginning construction on 
this project, and I support them receiv- 
ing credit for their work. 

Instead, the modification was in- 
cluded to comport with work being 
done by Chairwoman BOXER on the up- 
coming Water Resources Development 
Act, or WRDA. That bill will generi- 
cally address non-Federal crediting 
provisions and I will work with Chair- 
man BOXER to ensure that Sacramento 
can still receive credits for the work 
they have completed. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 197 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Natomas 
Basin Flood Protection Improvements Act of 
2013”. 

SEC. 2. PROJECT MODIFICATION, AMERICAN AND 
SACRAMENTO RIVERS, CALIFORNIA. 

The project for flood damage reduction, 
American and Sacramento Rivers, Cali- 
fornia, authorized by section 101(a)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1996 
(Public Law 104-303; 110 Stat. 3662; 113 Stat. 
319; 117 Stat. 1839; 121 Stat. 1947), is modified 
to authorize the Secretary of the Army, act- 
ing through the Chief of Engineers, to con- 
struct improvements to flood damage reduc- 
tion facilities adjacent to the American and 
Sacramento Rivers in the vicinity of Sac- 
ramento, California, substantially in accord- 
ance with the report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers entitled “American River Watershed 
(Common Features) Project, Natomas Basin, 
Sacramento and Sutter Counties, Cali- 
fornia”, and dated December 30, 2010, at an 
estimated total cost of $1,389,500,000, with an 
estimated Federal cost of $921,200,000 and an 
estimated non-Federal cost of $468,300,000. 


By Mr. BEGICH: 

S. 199. A bill to amend the Outer Con- 
tinental Shelf Lands Act to require 
that oil produced from Federal leases 
in certain Arctic waters be transported 
by pipeline to onshore facilities and to 
provide for the sharing of certain outer 
Continental Shelf revenues from areas 
in the Alaska Adjacent Zone; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

Mr. BEGICH. Mr. President, I wish to 
speak about legislation I am intro- 
ducing today that would restore basic 
fairness to how our Nation shares rev- 
enue from energy produced Federal 
waters. 

The Alaska Adjacent Zone Safe Oil 
Transport and Revenue Sharing Act 
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would provide Alaskans with the same 
share of Federal bonus bid and royalty 
revenue, 37.5 percent, as residents of 
Gulf Coast States. This is about fair- 
ness and a fix that is long overdue. 
Alaskans deserve to be treated as well 
as residents of the Gulf Coast. We bear 
the risks and the responsibilities of off- 
shore development. It is only fair that 
we share in the proceeds. 

Revenue sharing will provide funding 
for the State of Alaska, local govern- 
ments and tribes to mitigate effects of 
development and provide support for 
public sector infrastructure required to 
both develop the resources and respond 
in terms of emergency. 

The measure distributes to Alaska 
37.5 percent of the Federal bonus bids 
and royalty share from any energy de- 
velopment, fossil or renewable. Of that 
37.5 percent; 25 percent is directed to 
local governments; 25 percent is di- 
rected to Alaska Native corporations; 
10 percent is directed to tribal govern- 
ments; and 40 percent is directed to the 
State of Alaska. 

Additionally, the Federal share is 
subdivided with 15 percent of the Fed- 
eral royalties directed, without further 
appropriation, to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund; and 7.5 percent di- 
rectly to deficit reduction. 

In addition, this legislation requires 
oil produced in the Federal waters of 
the Chukchi and Beaufort Seas to be 
brought ashore by pipeline, a method 
that is safer than tanker transport and 
secures future throughput for the 
Trans-Alaska Pipeline. 

I am committed to putting in place 
all the pieces necessary to responsibly 
develop oil and gas from the Arctic 
Ocean. Beyond better permit coordina- 
tion, that I have worked on in other 
legislation and with the administra- 
tion, this includes more accurate ma- 
rine science and the two main features 
of this bill: sharing revenue with the 
state and coastal communities as well 
as keeping Trans-Alaska Pipeline Sys- 
tem, TAPS, flowing into the future. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 199 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Alaska Ad- 
jacent Zone Safe Oil Transport and Revenue 
Sharing Act’’. 

SEC. 2. PRODUCTION OF OIL FROM CERTAIN 
ARCTIC OFFSHORE LEASES. 

Section 5 of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (48 U.S.C. 1334) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(k) OIL TRANSPORTATION IN 
WATERS.—The Secretary shall— 

““(1) require that oil produced from Federal 
leases in Arctic waters in the Chukchi Sea 
planning area, Beaufort Sea planning area, 
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or Hope Basin planning area be transported 
by pipeline to onshore facilities; and 

‘“(2) provide for, and issue appropriate per- 
mits for, the transportation of oil from Fed- 
eral leases in Arctic waters in preproduction 
phases (including exploration) by means 
other than pipeline.”’. 

SEC. 3. REVENUE SHARING FROM AREAS IN ALAS- 
KA ADJACENT ZONE. 

Section 18 of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (48 U.S.C. 1344) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(i) REVENUE SHARING FROM AREAS IN 
ALASKA ADJACENT ZONE.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘(A) COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISION.—The 
term ‘coastal political subdivision’ means a 
county-equivalent subdivision of the State 
all or part of which— 

“(i) lies within the coastal zone (as defined 
in section 304 of the Coastal Zone Manage- 
ment Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1453)); and 

“(ii) the closest point of which is not more 
than 300 statute miles from the geographical 
center of any leased tract. 

“(B) DISTANCE.—The terms ‘distance’ 
means minimum great circle distance. 

““(C) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian tribe’ 
means an Alaska Native entity recognized 
and eligible to receive services from the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs, the headquarters of 
which is located within 300 miles of the geo- 
graphical center of a leased tract. 

“(D) LEASED TRACT.—The term ‘leased 
tract’ means a tract leased under this Act 
for the purpose of drilling for, developing, 
and producing oil or natural gas resources. 

“(E) RENEWABLE ENERGY.—The term ‘re- 
newable energy’ means solar, wind, ocean, 
current, wave, tidal, or geothermal energy. 

“(F) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means the 
State of Alaska. 

‘(2) REVENUE SHARING.—Subject to para- 
graphs (8), (4), and (5), effective beginning on 
the date of enactment of this subsection, the 
State shall, without further appropriation or 
action, receive 37.5 percent of all revenues 
derived from all rentals, royalties, bonus 
bids, and other sums due and payable to the 
United States from energy development in 
any area of the Alaska Adjacent Zone, in- 
cluding from all sources of renewable energy 
leased, developed, or produced in any area in 
the Alaska Adjacent Zone. 

‘(3) ALLOCATION AMONG COASTAL POLITICAL 
SUBDIVISIONS OF THE STATE.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
25 percent of any allocable share of the 
State, as determined under paragraph (2), di- 
rectly to coastal political subdivisions. 

‘(B) ALLOCATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—For each leased tract 
used to calculate the allocation of the State, 
the Secretary shall pay the coastal political 
subdivisions within 300 miles of the geo- 
graphical center of the leased tract based on 
the relative distance of the coastal political 
subdivisions from the leased tract in accord- 
ance with this subparagraph. 

“(ii) DISTANCES.—For each coastal polit- 
ical subdivision, the Secretary shall deter- 
mine the distance between the point on the 
coastal political subdivision coastline clos- 
est to the geographical center of the leased 
tract and the geographical center of the 
tract. 

“(iii) PAYMENTS.—The Secretary shall di- 
vide and allocate the qualified outer Conti- 
nental Shelf revenues derived from the 
leased tract among coastal political subdivi- 
sions in amounts that are inversely propor- 
tional to the applicable distances determined 
under clause (ii). 

‘*(4) ALLOCATION AMONG REGIONAL CORPORA- 
TIONS.— 
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‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
25 percent of any allocable share of the 
State, as determined under this subsection, 
directly to certain Regional Corporations es- 
tablished under section 7(a) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1606(a)). 

‘(B) ALLOCATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—For each leased tract 
used to calculate the allocation of the State, 
the Secretary shall pay the Regional Cor- 
porations, after determining those Native 
villages within the region of the Regional 
Corporation which are within 300 miles of 
the geographical center of the leased tract 
based on the relative distance of such vil- 
lages from the leased tract, in accordance 
with this paragraph. 

“(ii) DISTANCES.—For each such village, 
the Secretary shall determine the distance 
between the point in the village closest to 
the geographical center of the leased tract 
and the geographical center of the tract. 

“(iii) PAYMENTS.—The Secretary shall di- 
vide and allocate the qualified outer Conti- 
nental Shelf revenues derived from the 
leased tract among the qualifying Regional 
Corporations in amounts that are inversely 
proportional to the distances of all of the 
Native villages within each qualifying re- 
gion. 

“(iv) REVENUES.—AI] revenues received by 
each Regional Corporation under clause (iii) 
shall be— 

‘““T) treated by the Regional Corporation as 
revenue subject to the distribution require- 
ments of section 7(i)(1)(A) of the Alaska Na- 
tive Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1606(i)(1)(A)); and 

“(ID divided annually by the Regional Cor- 
poration among all 12 Regional Corporations 
in accordance with section 7(i) of that Act. 

‘“(v) FURTHER DISTRIBUTION TO VILLAGE COR- 
PORATIONS.—A Regional Corporation receiv- 
ing revenues under clause (iii) or (iv)(II) 
shall further distribute 50 percent of the rev- 
enues received to the Village Corporations in 
the region and the class of stockholders who 
are not residents of those villages in accord- 
ance with section 7(j) of that Act (43 U.S.C. 
1606(j)). 

‘*(5) ALLOCATION AMONG INDIAN TRIBES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
10 percent of any allocable share of the 
State, as determined under this subsection, 
directly to Indian tribes. 

“(B) ALLOCATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—For each leased tract 
used to calculate the allocation of the State, 
the Secretary shall pay Indian tribes based 
on the relative distance of the headquarters 
of the Indian tribes from the leased tract, in 
accordance with this subparagraph. 

“(ii) DISTANCES.—For each Indian tribe, 
the Secretary shall determine the distance 
between the location of the headquarters of 
the Indian tribe and the geographical center 
of the tract. 

“(iii) PAYMENTS.—The Secretary shall di- 
vide and allocate the qualified outer Conti- 
nental Shelf revenues derived from the 
leased tract among the Indian tribes in 
amounts that are inversely proportional to 
the distances described in clause (ii). 

‘(6) CONSERVATION ROYALTY.—After mak- 
ing distributions under paragraph (2) and 
section 31, the Secretary shall, without fur- 
ther appropriation or action, distribute a 
conservation royalty equal to 15 percent of 
Federal royalty revenues derived from an 
area leased under this subsection from all 
areas leased under this subsection for any 
year, into the land and water conservation 
fund established under section 2 of the Land 
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and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 (16 
U.S.C. 4601-5) to provide financial assistance 
to States under section 6 of that Act (16 
U.S.C. 4607-8). 

“(7) DEFICIT REDUCTION.—After making dis- 
tributions in accordance with paragraph (2) 
and in accordance with section 31, the Sec- 
retary shall, without further appropriation 
or action, distribute an amount equal to 7.5 
percent of Federal royalty revenues derived 
from an area leased under this subsection 
from all areas leased under this subsection 
for any year, into direct Federal deficit re- 
duction.’’. 

SEC. 4. IMPOSITION OF EXCISE TAX ON BITUMEN 
TRANSPORTED INTO THE UNITED 
STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 
4612 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and nat- 
ural gasoline” and inserting ‘‘, natural gaso- 
line, and bitumen’’, and 

(2) by inserting at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

(10) BITUMEN.—The term ‘bitumen’ in- 
cludes diluted bitumen, bituminous mix- 
tures, or any oil manufactured from bitumen 
or a bituminous mixture.”’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to oil and 
petroleum products received or entered after 
December 31, 2018. 


By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, 
Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. CORKER, Mr. 
JOHANNS, Mr. LEE, Mr. SES- 
SIONS, Mr. VITTER, Mr. WICKER, 
Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. HATCH, and 
Mr. ENZI): 

S. 202. A bill to expand the use of E- 
Verify, to hold employers accountable, 
and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 
today, along with several colleagues, I 
am introducing legislation to perma- 
nently authorize and expand the E- 
Verify program. My bill, the Account- 
ability Through Electronic 
Verification Act, will be a tool for em- 
ployers who want a legal workforce and 
it will enhance our ability to hold em- 
ployers accountable for their hiring 
practices. 

Known as the Basic Pilot Program, 
E-Verify currently provides employers 
with a simple, web-based tool to verify 
the work eligibility of new hires. In 
1986, Congress made it unlawful for em- 
ployers to knowingly hire or employ 
aliens not eligible to work in the 
United States. Under current law, if 
the documents provided by an em- 
ployee reasonably appear on their face 
to be genuine, the employer has met its 
obligation to review the worker’s docu- 
ments. 

Because identity theft and counter- 
feit documents became a thriving in- 
dustry after the 1986 bill, Congress 
looked to create a program to help em- 
ployers verify the work eligibility of 
its new hires. We created the Basic 
Pilot Program in 1996. Employers in 
this program can electronically verify 
a new hires’ employment authorization 
by checking data of employees with 
records maintained by the Department 
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of Homeland Security and the Social 
Security Administration. 

Currently, the E-Verify program is 
voluntary and free for all employers to 
use. It is a proven tool in combating il- 
legal immigration. Today, I am pro- 
posing that the program be a staple in 
every workplace so that American 
workers are on a level playing field 
with cheaper foreign labor. 

My legislation would increase pen- 
alties on employers who continue to 
hire people unauthorized to work in 
the country. Employers would be re- 
quired to check the status of current 
employees within 3 years, and would 
allow employers to run a check prior to 
offering a job, saving that employer 
valuable time and resources. Employ- 
ers will also be required to re-check 
those workers whose authorization is 
about to expire, such as those who 
come to the United States on tem- 
porary visas. 

My bill also addresses identity theft 
concerns. The Social Security Admin- 
istration would be required to develop 
algorithm technology that would flag 
social security numbers that are being 
used more than once. For those who 
find themselves victim of identity 
theft, this bill would amend the crimi- 
nal code to clarify identity fraud is 
punishable regardless if the defendant 
did not have knowledge of the victim. 
This provision stems from the 2009 Su- 
preme Court decision holding that 
identity theft requires proof that an in- 
dividual knew the number being used 
belonged to an actual person. 

While everyone may not agree with 
every aspect of this bill, it serves as a 
starting point for a much-needed con- 
versation about worksite enforcement. 
The President and many members in 
Congress are going to make it a pri- 
ority to pass an immigration reform 
bill this year. We need to act. We need 
change. We need a better system in 
place for future generations. 

Part of the discussion on immigra- 
tion will be on a reliable employment 
verification program. People back 
home want employers to be held ac- 
countable. And, employers want to be 
responsible. People want to see our 
government do more to reduce the 
magnet for people to cross our borders 
illegally. We must take this oppor- 
tunity to make sure that employers 
are abiding by, and able to abide by, 
the rules. Let us give them the tools 
they need to do that. I hope more col- 
leagues will join me in my effort to 
achieve accountability through elec- 
tronic verification and by making E- 
Verify a permanent program. 


By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and 
Mr. KING): 

S. 206. A bill to expand the HUBZone 
program for communities affected by 
base realignment and closure, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 
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Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, today I 
am introducing legislation to expand 
the geographic boundaries of 
HUBZones located at former U.S. mili- 
tary installations closed through the 
so-called Base Closure and Realign- 
ment—or BRAC—process. This legisla- 
tion mirrors S. 3675, the HUBZone Ex- 
pansion Act of 2012, which I introduced 
with Senator Snowe last session. 

I am pleased to have my new col- 
league from Maine, Senator ANGUS 
KING, join me in offering this legisla- 
tion. Senator KING knows the impact a 
base closing can have on a local com- 
munity all too well, coming as he does 
from Brunswick, ME, which recently 
lost a major military installation 
through the BRAC process. Military 
bases are often the economic heart of 
the towns and cities in which they are 
located, and communities can struggle 
for years to overcome the closure of 
those facilities. 

In recognition of this fact, Congress 
passed legislation providing HUBZone 
status for 5 years to military facilities 
closed through the BRAC process. This 
allows small businesses located within 
the HUBZone to obtain certain federal 
contracting preferences. The HUBZone 
program is also available to small busi- 
nesses located in ‘‘economically dis- 
tressed communities,” that suffer from 
low income, high poverty rates, or high 
unemployment. 

According to the Congressional Re- 
search Service, there are currently 127 
BRAC-related HUBZones in the United 
States. Unfortunately, for many of the 
military bases that have been closed, 
HUBZone status has not brought the 
benefits we had hoped for. One of the 
reasons is simple—the law defines the 
geographic boundaries of a BRAC-re- 
lated HUBZone to be the same as the 
boundaries of the base that was closed. 
When that is combined with the re- 
quirement that 35 percent of the em- 
ployees of a qualifying business must 
live within the HUBZone, the problem 
is clear: very few people live on these 
former bases, so it is difficult or impos- 
sible for businesses to get the workers 
they need to meet the requirements of 
the HUBZone program. 

As I mentioned, one of these 
HUBZones is located at the former 
Brunswick Naval Air Station, in 
Brunswick, Maine. This facility closed 
in 2011, as a result of the 2005 BRAC 
round. When the Navy left, Brunswick 
and its neighbor, Topsham, lost more 
than 2400 military and civilian per- 
sonnel. These two towns have a com- 
bined population of just 22,000, so los- 
ing the Naval Air Station has had a 
significant economic impact on them. 
Because so few people actually live 
within the boundaries of the former 
base, its HUBZone designation does not 
provide the help they need, and that we 
had hoped for. 

My legislation would expand the geo- 
graphic boundaries of BRAC-related 
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HUBZones to include the town or coun- 
ty where the closed installation is lo- 
cated, or census tracts contiguous to 
the installation, up to a total popu- 
lation base of 50,000. This would pro- 
vide a large enough pool of potential 
workers to enable qualifying businesses 
to locate within the HUBZone, and to 
help host communities overcome the 
loss of military installations closed 
through the BRAC process. 

The Association of Defense Commu- 
nities has endorsed the concept of ex- 
panding BRAC-related HUBZones in 
this manner. In December, the ADC 
wrote to Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee Chairman LEVIN and Ranking 
Member MCCAIN, noting how important 
it is that ‘“‘Congress restore its intent 
to support BRAC-impacted commu- 
nities attracting small businesses to 
help build and strengthen their local 
economies.” 

Steve Levesque, the Executive Direc- 
tor of the Midcoast Regional Redevel- 
opment Authority, or “MRRA,” which 
oversees the redevelopment of the 
former Brunswick Naval Air Station, 
has also urged Congress to modify the 
HUBZone program. In a letter to me 
last month, Steve explained that BRAC 
facilities do not have the residential 
areas needed to support the 35 percent 
residency requirement for businesses 
located within the HUBZone. As a con- 
sequence, these businesses cannot ‘‘re- 
alize the HUBZone benefits for BRAC’d 
installations as envisioned by Con- 
gress.”’ 

This point was underscored in a let- 
ter from Heather Blease, an entre- 
preneur who is hoping to locate a new 
business at the former Brunswick 
Naval Air Station. Ms. Blease describes 
the HUBZone law as ‘‘flawed,’’ because 
the 35 percent residency requirement 
makes it impossible for businesses like 
hers to achieve HUBZone status. 

I ask my colleagues to consider the 
legislation we are offering today to 
help communities get back on their 
feet after the loss of a military instal- 
lation closed through the BRAC proc- 
ess. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that letters of support be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

ASSOCIATION OF 
DEFENSE COMMUNITIES, 
Washington, DC, December 11, 2012. 
Hon. CARL LEVIN, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, U.S. 
Senate, Washington, DC. 
Hon. JOHN MCCAIN, 
Ranking Member, Committee on Armed Services, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN AND RANKING MEMBER 
McCAIN: The Association of Defense Commu- 
nities (ADC) admires your longstanding sup- 
port of current and former military commu- 
nities. ADC, the leading organization rep- 
resenting those communities, always appre- 
ciates the opportunity to share information 
with you and your staff that may help 
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strengthen communities with active instal- 
lations and those that continue to redevelop 
following base closure or realignment. 

Communities that have been impacted by 
Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) often 
face severe economic distress for years, espe- 
cially during times of national economic dif- 
ficulty. To assist in these communities’ re- 
covery, Congress authorized in the Small 
Business Reauthorization Act of 1997 that 
BRAC-impacted communities would receive 
Small Business Administration HUBZone 
certification, a federal initiative that fur- 
ther helps small businesses in disadvantaged 
areas to compete for federal contracts. The 
designation gives small businesses relocating 
to closed military installation areas equal 
footing with businesses in other disadvan- 
taged areas that receive the designation be- 
cause of their location in under-utilized cen- 
sus tracts. 

While the intent of Congress was to pro- 
vide the HUBZone designation to help closed 
military installations attract small busi- 
nesses, one aspect of the HUBZone program 
actually works against these redevelopment 
areas. To maintain HUBZone status, 35 per- 
cent of a business’ employees must also live 
in a HUBZone area. Because a military in- 
stallation’s HUBZone area encompasses only 
the base itself, many closed military instal- 
lations do not have a substantial number of 
HUBZone-certified residential areas from 
which to draw sufficient future employees 
for the businesses desiring to locate on those 
properties. Thus, it is often impossible for a 
business to qualify for HUBZone status and 
compete fairly against other small busi- 
nesses. 

Many defense community leaders are hope- 
ful this issue can be resolved without addi- 
tional spending, creation of a new govern- 
ment program or a change in government 
contracting goals. Senator Susan Collins is 
also working to address this issue during the 
final stages of the FY 2013 National Defense 
Authorization Act. We look forward to shar- 
ing further information with your office and 
hers to help explain why it is important to 
defense communities that Congress restore 
its intent to support BRAC-impacted com- 
munities attracting small businesses to help 
build and strengthen their local economies. 

As always, ADC appreciates your service 
and support and hopes you will contact us if 
we may be of further assistance. 

Respectfully, 
ROBERT M. MURDOCK, 
President, Association of 
Defense Communities. 
MIDCOAST REGIONAL 
REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY, 
Brunswick, ME, December 11, 2012. 
Hon. SUSAN COLLINS, 
U.S. Senator, Dirksen Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR COLLINS: I represent the 
Midcoast Regional Redevelopment Author- 
ity, which is charged with redeveloping the 
former Naval Air Station Brunswick, Maine 
that closed in 2011 and is now known as 
Brunswick Landing. 

We seek your assistance in modifying the 
current federal program related to SBA 
HUBZones to make it a more effective tool 
for businesses locating at Brunswick Land- 
ing. Over the past several years, we have had 
several companies inquire about the current 
HUBZone status of the former NAS Bruns- 
wick. In fact, we are currently working with 
one company who is willing to locate here 
and create upwards of 200 jobs, if we are suc- 
cessful in getting the current HUBZone pro- 
gram for closed military installations broad- 
ened. 
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With the implementation of the latest 2005 
BRAC round, a number of military installa- 
tions have been closed across the country re- 
sulting in severe economic distress for those 
communities and States that have realized 
these closures. Redeveloping these BRAC’d 
properties proved quite difficult in good eco- 
nomic times, and now it is made even more 
difficult with the national and State eco- 
nomic recession we are experiencing. 

While it would seem that the HUBZone 
designation for a closed military installation 
would be an aid to its redevelopment efforts, 
the 35% residency rule in the existing law ac- 
tually makes the program not a very effec- 
tive redevelopment tool for these properties 
at all. With the exception of closed military 
installations, most of the HUBZones in the 
Country are census tract based. Under cur- 
rent law, only the closed military base itself 
(i.e., the geographic area which used to be 
the former base) is designated as a HUBZone, 
which is a much smaller area than the cen- 
sus tract basis. Furthermore, many closed 
military installations do not have a substan- 
tial amount of residential areas from which 
to draw sufficient future employees (35%) for 
the businesses desiring to locate on those 
properties. 

In addition to the above, the Small Busi- 
ness Act established a five year time-frame 
for the duration of the HUBZone from the 
actual date of base closure. This is of par- 
ticular concern given that the actual trans- 
fer of properties from the military services 
to the base closure communities often occurs 
many years following closure. Thus, these 
properties are not available for business de- 
velopment until actually transferred. 

The net effect is that eligible HUB busi- 
nesses seeking new or expanded opportuni- 
ties on closed installations cannot meet 
these requirements and thus are not able to 
realize the HUBZone benefits for BRAC’d in- 
stallations as envisioned by Congress. This 
issue exacerbates the difficulties for us and 
other similar communities to overcome the 
devastating economic effects of base clo- 
sures. 

In order to make the BRAC HUBZone des- 
ignation an effective economic development 
tool for Brunswick Landing, as well as all 
the other closed installations across the 
country, the attached amendment language 
to the existing law is recommended. It 
should be noted that these recommendations 
do not create a new program, require addi- 
tional government spending, or increase fed- 
eral contracting goals. 

Thank you for your service to our Country 
and the State of Maine and your thoughtful 
consideration of this request. 

Sincerely, 
STEVEN H. LEVESQUE, 
Executive Director. 
HEATHER D. BLEASE, 
Freeport, ME, December 12, 2012. 
Hon. SUSAN COLLINS, 
U.S. Senator, Dirksen Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR COLLINS: I have established 
a new contact center business that focuses 
on providing service to the federal govern- 
ment. A key strategy for our success hinges 
upon the establishment of my business as a 
HUBZone certified entity. 

As a native of Brunswick, Maine, I am 
keenly interested in locating my business at 
the former Brunswick Naval Air Station, 
now called Brunswick Landing. As a BRAC 
facility, the SBA rules limit the boundary of 
the HUBZone geographically to base prop- 
erty which has very few housing units. 
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In order to achieve HUBZone certification, 
85% of my employees need to reside within 
the HUBZone. 

As the law is written, I cannot locate at 
Brunswick Landing and hope to achieve 
HUBZone status. The BRAC HUBZone law is 
flawed as written. Our Congress attempted 
to create an economic development vehicle 
to help communities recover from base clo- 
sures, but unless the law is tweaked, the 
HUBZone designation is meaningless. 

Please help modify the existing definition 
for BRAC HUBZones by broadening the 
boundary of the HUBZone for closed military 
installations to include the surrounding 
community. In the case of my company, it 
provides me with HUBZone employees to put 
to work so I can meet the HUBZone certifi- 
cation requirements. 

If the law is changed, I will locate my busi- 
ness at Brunswick Landing and provide hun- 
dreds of jobs to the economically depressed 
area. Otherwise, I will need to seek out other 
alternatives. 

Thank you for your service to our country, 
the State of Maine and your interest in help- 
ing small businesses thrive. 

With greatest respect, 
HEATHER D. BLEASE, 
CEO, Savi Systems, LLC. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 23—EX- 
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE THAT A POSTAGE 


STAMP SHOULD BE ISSUED TO 
COMMEMORATE THE 500TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF JUAN PONCE DE 
LEON LANDING ON FLORIDA 


Mr. NELSON submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs: 

S. RES. 23 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that— 

(1) the United States Postal Service should 
issue a postage stamp to commemorate the 
500th anniversary of Juan Ponce de Leon 
landing on Florida; and 

(2) the Citizens’ Stamp Advisory Com- 
mittee of the United States Postal Service 
should recommend to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral that such a stamp be issued. 


SENATE RESOLUTION 24—COM- 
MEMORATING THE 10-YEAR AN- 
NIVERSARY OF THE LOSS OF 
THE SPACE SHUTTLE ‘‘COLUM- 
BIA” 


Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. NEL- 
SON, Mr. THUNE, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. WARNER, Mr. HELLER, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. COBURN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. 


RUBIO, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. ALEXANDER, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. 


BEGICH, Mr. VITTER, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. HATCH, Mr. WICKER, and 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND) submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was consid- 
ered and agreed to: 
S. RES. 24 

Whereas a sense of adventure is innate to 

the human spirit; 
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Whereas the urge to explore continues to 
motivate the United States as a nation; 

Whereas the global leadership of the 
United States is determined by the resolve of 
the people of the United States; 

Whereas the drive to innovate and explore 
has led the people of the National Aero- 
nautics and Space Administration and re- 
lated industry and education leaders to 
make important discoveries with a broad im- 
pact on humanity, in spite of inherent risk; 

Whereas the men and women of the space 
program of the United States have captured 
the curiosity of the people of the United 
States, inspiring generations of scientists, 
engineers, and pioneers, and delivering tech- 
nological advances and innovation, scientific 
research, and international partnerships to 
the benefit of nearly all sectors of the econ- 
omy of the United States; 

Whereas, on February 1, 2003, the United 
States joined the world in mourning the loss 
of 7 astronauts who perished aboard the 
Space Shuttle Columbia as it re-entered the 
atmosphere of the Earth; 

Whereas United States Air Force Colonel 
Rick D. Husband, Mission Commander; 
United States Navy Commander William 
“Willie”? C. McCool, Pilot; United States Air 
Force Lieutenant Colonel Michael P. Ander- 
son, Payload Commander/Mission Specialist; 
United States Navy Captain David M. Brown, 
Mission Specialist; United States Navy Com- 
mander Laurel B. Clark, Mission Specialist; 
Dr. Kalpana Chawla, Mission Specialist; and 
Israeli Air Force Colonel Ilan Ramon, Pay- 
load Specialist were killed in the line of duty 
and in pursuit of discovery during the STS- 
107 mission; 

Whereas the people of the United States 
are driven to continue the exploration and 
pursuit of discovery with as much passion 
and determination as these brave men and 
women; 

Whereas an innate curiosity about what 
lies beyond our world drives us to expand the 
limits of human exploration and discovery in 
space, in the furtherance of the leadership 
and strategic interests of the United States; 

Whereas exploring the heavens and the ce- 
lestial bodies of the solar system is not with- 
out great risk and peril; 

Whereas the loss of the 7 brave souls 
aboard the Space Shuttle Columbia and oth- 
ers who have sacrificed their lives in pursuit 
of human space exploration shall forever 
serve as a solemn reminder of the firm com- 
mitment of the United States to devote the 
capacity and resources necessary to improve 
safety, minimize risk, and do everything pos- 
sible to protect the next generation of ex- 
plorers willing to risk themselves in the 
service of mankind; 

Whereas those involved in the Space Shut- 
tle program of the United States have sought 
to apply the lessons learned from the Space 
Shuttle Columbia accident to future human 
spaceflight by the United States, which in- 
cluded 22 additional program missions and 
shepherding the Space Shuttle program to 
its safe and successful conclusion; 

Whereas the lessons learned from the 
Space Shuttle Columbia accident should be 
applied to current policy of the space pro- 
gram of the United States; and 

Whereas the people of the United States 
will not forget the sacrifice of those 7 deter- 
mined explorers aboard the Space Shuttle 
Columbia, as well as others who perished in 
the exploration of the unknown: Now, there- 
fore, be it 


Resolved, That the Senate— 
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(1) remembers the 7 astronauts who trag- 
ically lost their lives aboard the Space Shut- 
tle Columbia as it re-entered the atmosphere 
of the Earth 10 years ago on February 1, 2003; 

(2) expresses its condolences to the friends 
and families of the astronauts who died that 
day; 

(3) commends those who have honored the 
memory of the Space Shuttle Columbia over 
the past decade, including the employees of 
Federal, State, and local agencies, as well as 
regular citizens and volunteers, who assisted 
in the debris recovery and accident inves- 
tigation process; and 

(4) reaffirms the commitment of the people 
and the Government of the United States to 
provide the leadership and resources nec- 
essary to ensure robust and safe human 
spaceflight capability in low Earth orbit and 
beyond in the 21st century, to make certain 
that the sacrifice of those heroes shall not 
have been in vain. 


SENATE RESOLUTION 25—HON- 
ORING GONZAGA UNIVERSITY ON 
ITS 125TH ANNIVERSARY 


Ms. CANTWELL (for Mrs. MURRAY 
(for herself and Ms. CANTWELL)) sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 25 


Whereas, in 1881, at the request of the citi- 
zens of the City of Spokane Falls, Wash- 
ington, Father Joseph Cataldo, S.J., a Jesuit 
from the Rocky Mountain Mission, com- 
mitted to establishing a school along the 
banks of the Spokane River; 

Whereas, on September 17, 1887, Gonzaga 
College officially opened its doors with an 
inaugural class of 18 students; 

Whereas Gonzaga College, known today as 
Gonzaga University, has grown into a na- 
tionally recognized 4-year liberal arts uni- 
versity, where nearly 8,000 students can 
choose from more than 75 fields of study, se- 
lect from 25 master’s degree programs, and 
pursue doctoral degrees in law and leader- 
ship studies; 

Whereas Gonzaga University is repeatedly 
listed as one of the best comprehensive re- 
gional universities in the western United 
States, is ranked second in the United States 
among small universities for alumni serving 
in the Peace Corps, and consistently earns a 
place on the President’s Higher Education 
and Community Service Honor Roll; 

Whereas Gonzaga University invests more 
than $60,000,000 annually in scholarships and 
in financial assistance to its students; and 

Whereas notable Gonzaga alumni include a 
former Speaker of the United States House 
of Representatives, a Governor of the State 
of Washington and the first female Attorney 
General of the State of Washington, the cur- 
rent Chaplain of the United States House of 
Representatives, judges of the United States 
district courts, and members of the Wash- 
ington State Supreme Court: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) honors Gonzaga University on its 125th 
anniversary; 

(2) celebrates the commitment of Gonzaga 
University to its students and to educating 
the whole individual, including the mind, 
body, and spirit; 

(3) applauds Gonzaga University for its 
dedication to instilling the importance of 
service to others and civic engagement; and 

(4) congratulates the students, staff, fac- 
ulty, alumni, and supporters of Gonzaga Uni- 
versity for their many contributions in the 
United States and abroad. 
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AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 6. Mr. PORTMAN proposed an amend- 
ment to the bill H.R. 325, to ensure the com- 
plete and timely payment of the obligations 
of the United States Government until May 
19, 2013, and for other purposes. 

SA 7. Mr. PORTMAN proposed an amend- 
ment to the bill H.R. 325, supra. 

SA 8. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 325, supra. 

SA 9. Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. LEE) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill H.R. 325, supra. 


— EE 


TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 6. Mr. PORTMAN proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 325, to en- 
sure the complete and timely payment 
of the obligations of the United States 
Government until May 19, 2013, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of the bill, insert the following: 
SEC. - DOLLAR FOR DOLLAR REQUIRE- 

MENT. 

(a) DEBT LIMIT CONTROL.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 31 
of title 31, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after section 3101A the following: 


“§3101B. Debt limit control 


“(a) DECLARATION OF A DEBT LIMIT WARN- 
ING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In the event of a near 
breach of the public debt limit established 
by section 3101, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall issue a debt limit warning to the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate and the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives that shall include a deter- 
mination as to when extraordinary measures 
may be necessary in order to prolong the 
funding of the United States Government. 

‘(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

“(A) EXTRAORDINARY MEASURES.—The term 
‘extraordinary measures’ means measures 
that may be taken by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in the event of a breach of the debt 
limit by the United States to prolong the 
function of United States Government in the 
absence of a debt limit increase. 

‘*(B) NEAR BREACH.—The term ‘near breach’ 
means the point at which the Secretary of 
the Treasury determines that the United 
States Government will reach the statu- 
torily prescribed debt limit within 60 cal- 
endar days notwithstanding the implementa- 
tion of extraordinary measures. 

‘“(b) PRESIDENTIAL SUBMISSION OF DEBT 
LIMIT LEGISLATION.— 

“(1) SAVINGS RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE 
PRESIDENT.—Any formal Presidential request 
to increase the debt limit under this section 
shall include the amount of the proposed 
debt limit increase and be accompanied by 
proposed legislation to reduce spending over 
the sum of the current and following 10 years 
by an amount equal to or greater than the 
amount of the requested debt limit increase. 
Net interest savings may not be counted to- 
wards spending reductions required by this 
paragraph. 

““(2) CALCULATION.—The spending savings 
under paragraph (1) shall be calculated 
against a budget baseline consistent with 
section 257 of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. This 
baseline shall exclude the extrapolation of 
any spending that had been enacted under an 
emergency designation.’’. 
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(2) SUBCHAPTER ANALYSIS.—The table of 
sections for chapter 31 of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after 
the item for section 3101A the following: 
**3101B. Debt limit control.”’. 

(b) CONGRESSIONAL REQUIREMENT TO RE- 
STRAIN SPENDING WHILE RAISING THE DEBT 
LIMIT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Title III of the Congress 
and Budget Act of 1974 is amended by insert- 
ing at the end the following: 

“SEC. 316. DEBT LIMIT INCREASE POINT OF 
ORDER. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.— 

“(1) POINT OF ORDER.—Except as provided 
in subsection (b), it shall not be in order in 
the Senate or the House of Representatives 
to consider any bill, joint resolution, amend- 
ment, motion, or conference report that in- 
creases the statutory debt limit unless the 
bill contains net spending reductions of an 
equal or greater amount over the sum of the 
current and next 10 fiscal years. Net interest 
savings may not be counted towards spend- 
ing reductions required by this paragraph. 

‘(2) COMPONENTS OF NET SPENDING REDUC- 
TION.— 

“(A) CALCULATION.—The savings resulting 
from the proposed spending reductions under 
paragraph (1) shall be calculated by the Con- 
gressional Budget Office against a budget 
baseline consistent with section 257 of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985. This baseline shall ex- 
clude the extrapolation of any spending that 
had been enacted under an emergency des- 
ignation. 

“(B) AVAILABILITY.—The Senate and the 
House of Representatives may not vote on 
any bill, joint resolution, amendment, mo- 
tion, or conference report that increases the 
public debt limit unless the cost estimate of 
that measure prepared by the Congressional 
Budget Office has been publicly available on 
the website of the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice for at least 24 hours. 

‘(C) PROHIBIT TIMING SHIFTS.—Any provi- 
sion that shifts outlays or revenues from 
within the 10-year window to outside the 
window shall not count towards the budget 
savings target for purposes of this sub- 
section. 

‘(b) SENATE SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND 
APPEAL.— 

“(1) WAIVER.—In the Senate, subsection 
(a)(1) may be waived or suspended only by an 
affirmative vote of three-fifths of the Mem- 
bers, duly chosen and sworn. 

(2) APPEAL.—An affirmative vote of three- 
fifths of the Members of the Senate, duly 
chosen and sworn, shall be required to sus- 
tain an appeal of the ruling of the Chair on 
a point of order raised under subsection 
(a)(1).””. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents set forth in section 1(b) of the Con- 
gressional Budget and Impoundment Control 
Act of 1974 is amended by inserting after sec- 
tion 315 the following new item: 
“Sec. 316. Debt limit increase 

order.”’. 


SA 7. Mr. PORTMAN proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 325, to en- 
sure the complete and timely payment 
of the obligations of the United States 
Government until May 19, 2013, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of the bill, insert the following: 


SEC. - END GOVERNMENT SHUTDOWNS 
ACT. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the “End Government Shutdowns 
Act”. 


point of 
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(b) AUTOMATIC 
TIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 13 of title 31, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1310 the following new section: 
“SEC. 1311. CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS. 

“(a)\(1) If any appropriation measure for a 
fiscal year is not enacted before the begin- 
ning of such fiscal year or a joint resolution 
making continuing appropriations is not in 
effect, there are appropriated such sums as 
may be necessary to continue any program, 
project, or activity for which funds were pro- 
vided in the preceding fiscal year— 

“(A) in the corresponding appropriation 
Act for such preceding fiscal year; or 

‘“(B) if the corresponding appropriation bill 
for such preceding fiscal year did not become 
law, then in a joint resolution making con- 
tinuing appropriations for such preceding fis- 
cal year. 

‘“(2) Appropriations and funds made avail- 
able, and authority granted, for a program, 
project, or activity for any fiscal year pursu- 
ant to this section shall be at a rate of oper- 
ations not in excess of the lower of— 

“(A) 100 percent of the rate of operations 
provided for in the regular appropriation Act 
providing for such program, project, or activ- 
ity for the preceding fiscal year; 

‘“(B) in the absence of such an Act, 100 per- 
cent of the rate of operations provided for 
such program, project, or activity pursuant 
to a joint resolution making continuing ap- 
propriations for such preceding fiscal year; 
or 

‘“(C) 100 percent of the annualized rate of 
operations provided for in the most recently 
enacted joint resolution making continuing 
appropriations for part of that fiscal year or 
any funding levels established under the pro- 
visions of this Act; 
for the period of 120 days. After the first 120 
day period during which this subsection is in 
effect for that fiscal year, the applicable rate 
of operations shall be reduced by 1 percent- 
age point. For each subsequent 90 day period 
during which this subsection is in effect for 
that fiscal year, the applicable rate of oper- 
ations shall be reduced by 1 percentage 
point. The 90-day period reductions shall 
continue beyond the last day of that fiscal 
year until the new appropriation has been 
enacted. 

‘(3) Appropriations and funds made avail- 
able, and authority granted, for any fiscal 
year pursuant to this section for a program, 
project, or activity shall be available for the 
period beginning with the first day of a lapse 
in appropriations and ending with the date 
on which the applicable regular appropria- 
tion bill for such fiscal year becomes law 
(whether or not such law provides for such 
program, project, or activity) or a con- 
tinuing resolution making appropriations 
becomes law, as the case may be. 

‘“(b) An appropriation or funds made avail- 
able, or authority granted, for a program, 
project, or activity for any fiscal year pursu- 
ant to this section shall be subject to the 
terms and conditions imposed with respect 
to the appropriation made or funds made 
available for the preceding fiscal year, or au- 
thority granted for such program, project, or 
activity under current law. 

‘“(c) Expenditures made for a program, 
project, or activity for any fiscal year pursu- 
ant to this section shall be charged to the 
applicable appropriation, fund, or authoriza- 
tion whenever a regular appropriation bill or 
a joint resolution making continuing appro- 
priations until the end of a fiscal year pro- 
viding for such program, project, or activity 
for such period becomes law. 


CONTINUING APPROPRIA- 
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“(d) This section shall not apply to a pro- 
gram, project, or activity during a fiscal 
year if any other provision of law (other 
than an authorization of appropriations)— 

“(1) makes an appropriation, makes funds 
available, or grants authority for such pro- 
gram, project, or activity to continue for 
such period; or 

“(2) specifically provides that no appro- 
priation shall be made, no funds shall be 
made available, or no authority shall be 
granted for such program, project, or activ- 
ity to continue for such period.”’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections of chapter 13 of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after 
the item relating to section 1310 the fol- 
lowing new item: 


‘1311. Continuing appropriations.’’. 


SA 8 Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 325, to ensure the 
complete and timely payment of the 
obligations of the United States Gov- 
ernment until May 19, 2013, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of the bill, insert the following: 
SEC. . ENSURING THE FULL FAITH AND 

CREDIT OF THE UNITED STATES 
AND PROTECTING AMERICA’S SOL- 
DIERS AND SENIORS ACT. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘“‘Ensuring the Full Faith and 
Credit of the United States and Protecting 
America’s Soldiers and Seniors Act”. 

(b) PRIORITIZE OBLIGATIONS ON THE DEBT 
HELD BY THE PUBLIC, SOCIAL SECURITY BENE- 
FITS, AND MILITARY PAY.—In the event that 
the debt of the United States Government 
reaches the statutory limit as defined in sec- 
tion 3101 of title 31, United States Code, the 
following shall take equal priority over all 
other obligations incurred by the Govern- 
ment of the United States: 

(1) The authority of the Department of the 
Treasury contained in section 3123 of title 31, 
United States Code, to pay with legal tender 
the principal and interest on debt held by 
the public. 

(2) The authority of the Commissioner of 
Social Security to pay monthly old-age, sur- 
vivors’ and disability insurance benefits 
under title II of the Social Security Act. 

(3) The payment of pay and allowances for 
members of the Armed Forces on active 
duty. 

(c) LIMITED DEBT LIMIT AUTHORITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary of the 
Treasury determines, after consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, that incoming revenue will not 
be sufficient to finance the priorities listed 
in subsection (b) over the following 2 weeks, 
the Secretary, in coordination with the Di- 
rector of the Office of Management and 
Budget, shall— 

(A) notify Congress of the expected revenue 
shortfall; and 

(B) raise the debt limit by the amount nec- 
essary to cover the difference between in- 
coming revenue and the revenue needed to fi- 
nance the priorities listed in subsection (b) 
on a 2 week basis. 

(2) LIMIT.—The debt limit increase pro- 
vided by paragraph (1)(B) may not exceed the 
difference between expected outlays for the 
listed priorities and expected revenue. 

(8) EXCESS REVENUE.—If incoming revenue 
exceeds the amount projected by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, needed to finance the priorities 
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listed in subsection (b) over the 2-week pe- 
riod, any amount in excess shall be held in 
reserve and applied to the following 2-week 
period. 


SA 9. Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
LEE) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 325, to ensure the complete 
and timely payment of the obligations 
of the United States Government until 
May 19, 2013, and for other purposes; as 
follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 


lowing: 
SEC. _. PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN MILITARY 
SALES TO EGYPT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 


other provision of law, the United States 
Government shall not license, approve, fa- 
cilitate, or otherwise allow the sale, lease, 
transfer, retransfer, or delivery of F-16 air- 
craft, M1 tanks, or other defense articles or 
services listed in Category VI, VII, or VIII of 
the United States Munitions List to the Gov- 
ernment of Egypt. 

(b) UNITED STATES MUNITIONS LIST DE- 
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘United 
States Munitions List”? means the list re- 
ferred to in section 38(a)(1) of the Arms Ex- 
port Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2778(a)(1)), as in 
effect on January 1, 2013. 


—— 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on January 31, 2018, at 9:30 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 

WORKS 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public 
Works be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on January 
31, 2013, at 10 a.m., in room 406 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, a hear- 
ing entitled ‘‘The Harbor Maintenance 
Trust Fund and the Need to Invest in 
the Nation’s Ports.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 

AND PENSIONS 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions be authorized to meet, 
during the session of the Senate, to 
conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Pension 
Savings: Are Workers Saving Enough 
for Retirement?” on January 31, 2013, 
at 10 am, in room 480 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen- 
ate, on January 31, 2018, at 10 a.m., in 
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SD-226 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building, to conduct an executive busi- 
ness meeting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


———— 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the following staff 
on the Finance Committee have the 
privilege of the floor for the 118th Con- 
gress: Ashtin Jeney, Daniel West, Eva 
Hampl, Gavin Mathis, Andrew Vondall, 
and Bryan Watt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that Natalie Beckman, a 
fellow in my office, be granted floor 
privileges for the remainder of cal- 
endar year 2013. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


--Á—— 


COMMEMORATING THE LOSS OF 
SPACE SHUTTLE ‘“COLUMBIA” 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to S. Res. 24. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 24) commemorating 
the 10-year anniversary of the loss of the 
Space Shuttle Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table, with no intervening action 
or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 24) was agreed 
to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 
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HONORING GONZAGA UNIVERSITY 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I now 
ask unanimous consent that we pro- 
ceed to the consideration of S. Res. 25, 
which was submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 25) honoring Gonzaga 
University on its 125th anniversary. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, with no intervening ac- 
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 25) was agreed 
to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


— 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 201 AND 8. 204 


Mr. REID. Madam President, there 
are two bills at the desk due for their 
first reading. I ask that those bills’ 
readings take place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bills by title for the 
first time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 201) to prohibit the sale, lease, 
transfer, retransfer, or delivery of F-16 air- 
craft, M1 tanks, or certain other defense ar- 
ticles or services to the Government of 
Egypt. 

A bill (S. 204) to preserve and protect the 
free choice of individual employees to form, 
join, or assist labor organizations, or to re- 
frain from such activities. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I now 
ask for a second reading on both these 
measures, but I object to both these re- 
quests on both measures. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob- 
jection is heard. The bills will be read 
a second time on the next legislative 
day. 


January 31, 2013 


ORDERS FOR MONDAY, FEBRUARY 
4, 2013 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I now 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 2 p.m. on Monday, Feb- 
ruary 4, 2013; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; and that fol- 
lowing any leader remarks, the Senate 
be in a period of morning business until 
5 p.m. with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each; further, that following morning 
business, the Senate resume consider- 
ation of the motion to proceed to S. 47, 
and the time until 5:30 be equally di- 
vided and controlled in the usual form; 
finally, at 5:30 the Senate proceed to 
vote on the motion to proceed to S. 47. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


PROGRAM 


Mr. REID. The next rollcall vote will 
be at 5:30 p.m. on the motion to pro- 
ceed to the Violence Against Women 
Act. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
FEBRUARY 4, 2013, AT 2 P.M. 


Mr. REID. If there is no further busi- 
ness to come before the Senate, I ask 
unanimous consent that it adjourn 
under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:09 p.m., adjourned until Monday, 
February 4, 2013, at 2 p.m. 


—— 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 


THE JUDICIARY 


JANE KELLY, OF IOWA, TO BE UNITED STATES CIRCUIT 
JUDGE FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT, VICE MICHAEL J. 
MELLOY, RETIRING. 

GREGORY ALAN PHILLIPS, OF WYOMING, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE TENTH CIRCUIT, VICE 
TERRENCE L. O’BRIEN, RETIRING. 


February 1, 2013 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, February 1, 2013 


The House met at 11 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. HARRIS). 


EE 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
February 1, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable ANDY HAR- 
RIS to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 


PRAYER 


Reverend Andrew Heintz, Queen of 
Apostles Catholic Church, Alexandria, 
Virginia, offered the following prayer: 

Almighty and eternal Father, we are 
gathered here as Your people and Your 
children. Out of love, You brought us 
into existence. Out of love, You fash- 
ioned each and every one of us in Your 
image and likeness. 

We humbly ask Your blessings upon 
us today as we open this session of 
Congress. Grant guidance and wisdom 
to the Members of this Congress and all 
of those in public office; may they al- 
ways do Your will. 

God, all-powerful Father, as we go 
forth today, fill us with the light of 
Your Holy Spirit. 

Bless all of the citizens of this land of 
the free; may they always seek true 
freedom and true life. 

In Your loving mercy, keep our great 
Nation, and all of those who defend it, 
safe from every enemy, both foreign 
and domestic, so that we may rejoice 
in singing Your praises. 

Grant to us Your light and life and 
peace. And may the Lord bless us, pro- 
tect us from all evil, and bring us to 
everlasting life. 

Amen. 


— 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


—_— 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid þe- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

JANUARY 31, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in clause 2(h) of rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
January 31, 2013 at 5:34 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed without amend- 
ment H.R. 325. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


EE 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

JANUARY 31, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in clause 2(h) of rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
January 31, 2013 at 2:00 p.m.: 

Appointments: 

Board of Trustees of Gallaudet University, 

President’s Export Council. 

National Council on the Arts. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the following 
enrolled bill was signed by Speaker pro 
tempore UPTON on Tuesday, January 
29, 2013: 

H.R. 152, making supplemental appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2013, to improve and 
streamline disaster assistance for Hur- 
ricane Sandy, and for other purposes. 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 


PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE 
RULES 


RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, 
AND TECHNOLOGY FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS 


Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to clause 2(a)(2) of House of Representatives 
rule XI, | hereby submit the rules of the Com- 
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology: 

RULE I. GENERAL 


(a) RULES OF THE HOUSE.—The Rules of 
the House of Representatives are the rules of 
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology and its Subcommittees with the spe- 
cific additions thereto contained in these 
rules. 

(b) MOTION TO RECESS.—A motion to re- 
cess from day to day, or a motion to recess 
subject to the call of the chair (within 24 
hours), or a motion to dispense with the first 
reading (in full) of a bill or resolution, if 
printed copies are available, is a non-debat- 
able motion of privilege in the Committee. 

(c) PROPOSED REPORTS.—A proposed in- 
vestigative or oversight report shall be con- 
sidered as read if it has been available to the 
members of the Committee for at least 24 
hours (excluding Saturdays, Sundays, or 
legal holidays except when the House is in 
session on such days). 

(da) SUBCOMMITTEES.—Each Sub- 
committee is a part of the Committee and is 
subject to the authority and direction of the 
Committee and its rules so far as applicable. 
Written rules adopted by the Committee, not 
inconsistent with the Rules of the House, 
shall be binding on each Subcommittee of 
the Committee. [See House Rule XI 1(a)]. 

(e) COMMITTEE RULES.—The Commit- 
tee’s rules shall be publicly available in elec- 
tronic form and published in the Congres- 
sional Record not later than 30 days after the 
Chairman of the Committee (hereafter in 
these rules referred to as the ‘‘Chairman’’) is 
elected in each odd numbered year. [See 
House Rule XI 2 (a)(2)]. 

(f) OTHER PROCEDURES.—The Chairman, 
after consultation with the Ranking Member 
of the Committee, may establish such other 
procedures and take such actions as may be 
necessary to carry out these rules or to fa- 
cilitate the effective operation of the Com- 
mittee. 

(g) USE OF HEARING ROOMS.—In con- 
sultation with the Ranking Member, the 
Chair of the Committee shall establish 
guidelines for the use of Committee hearing 
rooms. 


RULE II. REGULAR, ADDITIONAL, AND SPECIAL 
MEETINGS 


(a) REGULAR MEETINGS.—The regular 
meeting day of the Committee for the con- 
duct of its business shall be on the first 
Thursday of each month, if the House is in 
session. If the House is not in session on that 
day, then the Committee shall meet on the 
next Thursday of such month on which the 
House is in session, or at another practicable 
time as determined by the Chairman. 

(1) A regular meeting of the Committee 
may be dispensed with if, in the judgment of 
the Chairman, there is no need for the meet- 
ing. 
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(2) The Chairman may call and convene, as 
he considers necessary and in accordance 
with the notice requirements contained in 
these rules, additional meetings of the Com- 
mittee for the consideration of any bill or 
resolution pending before the Committee or 
for the conduct of other Committee business. 
[See House Rule XI 2(c)(1)] 

(b) BILLS AND SUBJECTS TO BE CON- 
SIDERED .—At least 3 days (excluding Satur- 
days, Sundays and legal holidays when the 
House is not in session) before each sched- 
uled Committee or Subcommittee meeting, 
each Member of the Committee or Sub- 
committee shall be furnished a list of the 
bills and subjects to be considered and/or 
acted upon at the meeting. Bills or subjects 
not listed shall be subject to a point of order 
unless their consideration is agreed to by a 
two-thirds vote of the Committee or Sub- 
committee. 

(1) In an emergency that does not reason- 
ably allow for 3 days’ notice, the Chairman 
of the Committee or Chairperson of a Sub- 
committee (hereafter in these rules the term 
“Chair” shall refer to both the Chairman of 
the Full Committee and each Subcommittee 
Chairperson) may waive the 3-day notice re- 
quirement with the concurrence of the Rank- 
ing Member. 

(c) TEXT OF LEGISLATION, AMEND- 
MENTS, AND MOTIONS.— 

(1) At least 48 hours prior to the com- 
mencement of a Committee or Sub- 
committee meeting for the markup of legis- 
lation, excluding Saturdays, Sundays and 
legal holidays, the text of such legislation 
shall be made publicly available in elec- 
tronic form. 

(2) To the maximum extent practicable, 
amendments to a measure or matter shall be 
submitted in writing or electronically to the 
designee of both the Chair and Ranking 
Member at least 24 hours prior to the consid- 
eration of the measure or matter. The Chair 
may exercise discretion to give priority to 
amendments submitted in advance. 

(3) Every motion made to the Committee 
or Subcommittee and entertained by the 
Chair shall be reduced to writing upon de- 
mand of any Member, and a copy made avail- 
able to each Member present. 

(d) OPEN MEETINGS.—Committee and 
Subcommittee meetings shall be open to the 
public except when the Committee or Sub- 
committee determines by majority vote to 
close the meeting because disclosure of mat- 
ters to be considered would endanger na- 
tional security, would compromise sensitive 
law enforcement information, or would tend 
to defame, degrade or incriminate any per- 
son or otherwise would violate any law or 
rule of the House. 

(e) QUORUM FOR TAKING ACTION.—For 
purposes of taking any action at a meeting 
of the Committee or any Subcommittee 
thereof, a quorum shall be constituted by the 
presence of not less than one-third of the 
Members of the Committee or Sub- 
committee, except that a full majority of the 
Members of the Committee or Subcommittee 
shall constitute a quorum for purposes of re- 
porting a measure or recommendation from 
the Committee or Subcommittee, closing a 
meeting to the public, or authorizing the 
issuance of a subpoena. 

(f) POSTPONEMENT 
CEEDINGS.— 

(1) The Chair may postpone further pro- 
ceedings when a record vote is ordered on the 
question of approving a measure or matter 
or on adopting an amendment. The Chair 
may resume proceedings on a postponed re- 
quest at any time after reasonable notice. 
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(2) When proceedings resume on a post- 
poned question, notwithstanding any inter- 
vening order for the previous question, an 
underlying proposition shall remain subject 
to further debate or amendment to the same 
extent as when the question was postponed. 

(£) TIME FOR STATEMENTS AND DE- 
BATE.— 

(1) Insofar as is practicable, the Chair, 
after consultation with the Ranking Mem- 
ber, shall limit the total time of opening 
statements by Members at a Committee or 
Subcommittee meeting to no more than ten 
minutes, the time to be divided equally be- 
tween the Chair and Ranking Member. 

(2) The time any one Member may address 
the Committee or Subcommittee on any bill, 
motion, or other matter under consideration 
by the Committee or Subcommittee will be 
limited to five minutes, and then only when 
the Member has been recognized by the 
Chair. This time limit may be waived by the 
Chair pursuant to unanimous consent. 

(h) REQUESTS FOR RECORDED VOTE.— 
A record vote of the Members may be had at 
the request of three or more Members or, in 
the apparent absence of a quorum, by any 
one Member. 

(i) TRANSCRIPTS.—Transcripts of mark- 
ups shall be recorded and may be published 
in the same manner as hearings before the 
Committee. Transcripts shall be included as 
part of the legislative report unless waived 
by the Chairman of the Committee. 

(j) MOTION TO GO TO CONFERENCE.— 
Without further action of the Committee, 
the Chairman is directed to offer a motion 
under clause 1 of rule XXII of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives whenever the 
Chairman considers it appropriate. 

(k) PRIVATE BILLS.—No private bill will 
be scheduled by the Chair if there are two or 
more Members who object to its consider- 
ation. 

RULE III. HEARINGS 

(a) NOTICE OF HEARINGS.— 

(1) The Chair shall publicly announce the 
date, place, and subject matter of any hear- 
ing to be conducted by a Committee or Sub- 
committee on any measure or matter at 
least one week before the commencement of 
that hearing. If the Chair, with the concur- 
rence of the Ranking Member, determines 
there is good cause to begin the hearing 
sooner, or if the Committee or Sub- 
committee so determines by majority vote, a 
quorum being present for the transaction of 
business, the Chair shall make the announce- 
ment at the earliest possible date. 

(2) The Chair shall publicly announce a list 
of witnesses to testify at a hearing as soon as 
a complete list of witnesses, including those 
to be called by the minority, is compiled. 
When practicable, the Chair and the Ranking 
Member will seek to have a complete list of 
witnesses compiled at or as soon as prac- 
ticable after the time that the hearing is 
publicly announced. 

(b) OPENING STATEMENTS.—Insofar as 
is practicable, the Chair, after consultation 
with the Ranking Member, shall limit the 
total time of opening statements by Mem- 
bers to no more than ten minutes, the time 
to be divided equally between the Chair and 
Ranking Member. 

(c) WITNESSES .— 

(1) Insofar as is practicable, no later than 
48 hours in advance of his or her appearance, 
each witness who is to appear before the 
Committee or any Subcommittee shall file 
in printed copy and in electronic form a 
written statement of his or her proposed tes- 
timony and a curriculum vitae. 

(2) Each witness shall limit his or her pres- 
entation to a five minute summary, provided 
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that additional time may be granted by the 
Chair when appropriate. 

(3) The Chair, or any Member of the Com- 
mittee or Subcommittee designated by the 
Chair, may administer oaths to witnesses be- 
fore the Committee. [See House Rule XI 
2(m)(2)] 

(4) Whenever any hearing is conducted by 
the Committee or Subcommittee on any 
measure or matter, the minority Members of 
the Committee or Subcommittee shall be en- 
titled, upon request to the Chair by a major- 
ity of them before the completion of the 
hearing, to call witnesses selected by the mi- 
nority to testify with respect to the measure 
or matter during at least one day of hearing 
thereon. [See House Rule XI 2(j)(1)] 

(5) In the case of a witness appearing in a 
nongovernmental capacity, a written state- 
ment of proposed testimony shall include a 
disclosure of the amount and source (by 
agency and program) of each Federal grant 
(or subgrant thereof) or contract (or sub- 
contract thereof) received during the current 
fiscal year or either of the two previous fis- 
cal years by the witness or by an entity rep- 
resented by the witness. Such statements, 
with appropriate redactions to protect the 
privacy of the witness, shall be made pub- 
licly available in electronic form not later 
than one day after the witness appears. 

(d) OPEN HEARINGS.—Committee and 
Subcommittee hearings shall be open to the 
public except when the Committee or Sub- 
committee determines by majority vote to 
close the meeting because disclosure of mat- 
ters to be considered would endanger na- 
tional security, would compromise sensitive 
law enforcement information, or would tend 
to defame, degrade or incriminate any per- 
son or otherwise would violate any law or 
rule of the House. 

(e) QUORUM FOR HEARINGS.—For pur- 
poses of taking testimony and receiving evi- 
dence before the Committee or any Sub- 
committee, a quorum shall be constituted by 
the presence of two Members, which shall 
consist of one Member of the majority and 
one Member of the minority party unless no 
Member of the minority party is in attend- 
ance 15 minutes after the starting time list- 
ed on the notice of hearing, at which time 
two members of the majority party may con- 
stitute a quorum. 

(f) QUESTIONING OF WITNESSES .— 

(1) The right to interrogate a witness be- 
fore the Committee and Subcommittees 
shall alternate between Majority and Minor- 
ity Members of the Committee or Sub- 
committee. Hach Member shall be limited to 
five minutes in the interrogation of wit- 
nesses until such time as each Member 
present who wishes to be recognized has been 
recognized once for that purpose. No Member 
may be recognized for a second period of in- 
terrogation until each Member present has 
been recognized at least once. 

(2) Notwithstanding clause 1, upon a mo- 
tion the Chair, in consultation with the 
Ranking Member, may: 

(i) Designate an equal number of Members 
of the Committee or Subcommittee from 
each party to question a witness for a period 
of time equally divided between the majority 
party and the minority party, not to exceed 
one hour in the aggregate; or 

(ii) Designate staff from each party to 
question a witness for equal specific periods 
that do not exceed one hour in the aggre- 
gate. 

(iii) Members of the Committee or Sub- 
committee have two weeks from the date of 
a hearing to submit additional questions in 
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writing for the record to be answered by wit- 
nesses who have appeared in person. The let- 
ters of transmittal and any responses there- 
to shall be printed in the hearing record. 

(€) PUBLICATION OF TRANSCRIPTS.— 
The transcripts of those hearings conducted 
by the Committee and Subcommittees, when 
it is decided they will be printed, shall be 
published in substantially verbatim form, 
with the material requested for the record 
inserted at that place requested, or at the 
end of the record, as appropriate. Individ- 
uals, including Members of Congress, whose 
comments are to be published as part of a 
Committee document shall be given the op- 
portunity to verify the accuracy of the tran- 
scription in advance of publication. Any re- 
quests by those Members, staff or witnesses 
to correct any errors other than errors in the 
transcript, or disputed errors in tran- 
scription, shall be appended to the record, 
and the appropriate place where the change 
is requested will be footnoted. Prior to ap- 
proval by the Chairman of hearings con- 
ducted jointly with another congressional 
Committee, a memorandum of under- 
standing shall be prepared which incor- 
porates an agreement for the publication of 
the transcript. 

RULE IV. REPORTS AND PUBLICATIONS 

(a) FILING OF REPORT.— 

(1) It shall be the duty of the Chairman to 
report or cause to be reported promptly to 
the House any measure approved by the 
Committee and to take or cause to be taken 
the necessary steps to bring the matter to a 
vote. To the maximum extent practicable, 
the written report of the Committee on such 
measures shall be made available to the 
Committee membership for review at least 24 
hours in advance of filing. [House Rule XIII 
2(b)(1)]. 

(2) The report of the Committee on a meas- 
ure which has been approved by the Com- 
mittee shall be filed within seven calendar 
days (exclusive of days on which the House is 
not in session) after the day on which there 
has been filed with the Clerk of the Com- 
mittee a written request, signed by the ma- 
jority of the Members of the Committee, for 
the reporting of that measure. Upon the fil- 
ing of any such request, the Clerk of the 
Committee shall transmit immediately to 
the Chairman notice of the filing of that re- 
quest. [House Rule XIII 2(b)(2)]. 

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.— 

(1) The report of the Committee on a meas- 
ure or matter that has been approved by the 
Committee shall include the matters re- 
quired by clauses 2(c) and 3 of rule XIII of 
the Rules of the House. 

(2) Clause 2(1) of House Rule XI pertaining 
to supplemental, minority, and additional 
views is hereby incorporated by reference. 

(c) IMMEDIATE PRINTING AND SUPPLE- 
MENTAL REPORTS. THIS RULE DOES 
NOT PRECLUDE.— 

(1) The immediate filing or printing of a 
Committee report unless a timely request for 
the opportunity to file supplemental, minor- 
ity, or additional views has been made as 
provided by this Rule; or 

(2) The filing by the Committee of any sup- 
plemental report upon any measure or mat- 
ter which may be required for the correction 
of any technical error in a previous report 
made by the Committee upon that measure 
or matter. 

(d) REPORT LANGUAGE ON USE OF 
FEDERAL RESOURCES.—No legislative re- 
port filed by the Committee on any measure 
or matter reported by the Committee shall 
contain language which has the effect of 
specifying the use of federal resources more 
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explicitly (inclusively or exclusively) than 
that specified in the measure or matter as 
ordered reported, unless such language has 
been approved by the Committee during a 
meeting or otherwise in writing by a major- 
ity of the Members. 

(e) OTHER COMMITTEE 
TIONS.— 

(1) House Reports. 

(i) Any document published by the Com- 
mittee as a House Report, other than a re- 
port of the Committee on a measure which 
has been approved by the Committee, shall 
be approved by the Committee at a meeting, 
and Members shall have the same oppor- 
tunity to submit views as provided for in 
Rule 8(c). 

(ii) Not later than January 2nd of each 
year, the Committee shall submit to the 
House an annual report on the activities of 
the Committee. 

(iii) After an adjournment sine die of a reg- 
ular session of a Congress or after December 
15th, whichever occurs first, the Chairman 
may file the annual Activity Report for that 
Congress with the Clerk of the House at any 
time and without the approval of the Com- 
mittee, provided that a copy of the report 
has been available to each Member of the 
Committee for at least seven calendar days 
and that the report includes any supple- 
mental, minority, or additional views sub- 
mitted by a Member of the Committee. [See 
House Rule XI 1(d))] 

(2) Other Documents. 

(i) Subject to paragraphs (2) and (8), the 
Chairman may approve the publication of 
any document as a Committee print which in 
the Chairman’s discretion he determines to 
be useful for the information of the Com- 
mittee. 

(ii) Any document to be published as a 
Committee print that purports to express 
the views, findings, conclusions, or rec- 
ommendations of the Committee or any of 
its Subcommittees, other than a report of 
the Committee on a measure that has been 
approved by the Committee, must be ap- 
proved by the Committee or its Subcommit- 
tees, as applicable, in a meeting or otherwise 
in writing by a majority of the Members, and 
such Members shall have the right to submit 
supplemental, minority, or additional views 
for inclusion in the print within at least 48 
hours after such approval. 

(iii) Any document to be published as a 
Committee print, other than a document de- 
scribed in subsection (2) of this Rule, shall: 

(a) include on its cover the following state- 
ment: ‘‘This document has been printed for 
informational purposes only and does not 
represent either findings or recommenda- 
tions adopted by this Committee;’’ and 

(b) not be published following the sine die 
adjournment of a Congress, unless approved 
by the Chairman after consultation with the 
Ranking Member of the Committee. 

(iv) A report of an investigation or study 
conducted jointly by the Committee and one 
or more other Committees may be filed 
jointly, provided that each of the Commit- 
tees complies independently with all require- 
ments for approval and filing of the report. 
[House Rule XI 1(b)(2)]. 

(v) After an adjournment of the last reg- 
ular session of a Congress sine die, an inves- 
tigative or oversight report approved by the 
Committee may be filed with the Clerk at 
any time, provided that if a Member gives 
notice at the time of approval of intention to 
file supplemental, minority, or additional 
views, that Member shall be entitled to not 
less than seven calendar days in which to 
submit such views for inclusion with the re- 
port. [House Rule XI 1(b)(4)] 
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RULE V. BROADCASTING 

(a) Whenever a hearing or meeting con- 
ducted by the Committee is open to the pub- 
lic, the proceedings shall be open to coverage 
by audio and visual means, except as pro- 
vided in Rule XI 4(f)(2) of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

(b) To the maximum extent practicable the 
audio and video coverage shall be in a man- 
ner that allows the public to easily listen to 
and view the proceedings. 

(c) Operation and use of any Committee 
internet broadcast system shall be fair and 
nonpartisan and in accordance with all other 
applicable rules of the Committee and the 
House. 

(da) To the maximum extent practicable, 
the Committee shall maintain the recordings 
of the coverage of such hearings or meetings 
in a manner easily accessible to the public. 

(e) The Chair may not limit the number of 
television or still cameras to fewer than two 
representatives from each medium (except 
for legitimate space or safety considerations, 
in which case pool coverage shall be author- 
ized). 

(f) Radio and television tapes, television 
films, and internet recordings of any Com- 
mittee hearings or meetings that are open to 
the public may not be used, or made avail- 
able for use, as partisan political campaign 
material to promote or oppose the candidacy 
of any person for elective public office. 

(g) It is, further, the intent of this rule 
that the general conduct of each meeting or 
hearing covered under authority of this rule 
by audio or visual means, and the personal 
behavior of the Committee Members and 
staff, other government officials and per- 
sonnel, witnesses, television, radio, and press 
media personnel, and the general public at 
the meeting or hearing, shall be in strict 
conformity with and observance of the ac- 
ceptable standards of dignity, propriety, 
courtesy, and decorum traditionally ob- 
served by the House in its operations, and 
may not be such as to: 

(1) distort the objects and purposes of the 
meeting or hearing or the activities of Com- 
mittee Members in connection with that 
meeting or hearing or in connection with the 
general work of the Committee or of the 
House; or 

(2) cast discredit or dishonor on the House, 
the Committee, or a Member, Delegate, or 
Resident Commissioner or bring the House, 
the Committee, or a Member, Delegate, or 
Resident Commissioner into disrepute. 

(h) The coverage of Committee meetings 
and hearings by audio and visual means shall 
be permitted and conducted only in strict 
conformity with the purposes, provisions, 
and requirements of this rule. 

(1) The following shall apply to coverage of 
Committee meetings or hearings by audio or 
visual means: 

(i) If audio or visual coverage of the hear- 
ing or meeting is to be presented to the pub- 
lic as live coverage, that coverage shall be 
conducted and presented without commer- 
cial sponsorship. 

(ii) The allocation among the television 
media of the positions or the number of tele- 
vision cameras permitted by the Chair in a 
hearing or meeting room shall be in accord- 
ance with fair and equitable procedures de- 
vised by the Executive Committee of the 
Radio and Television Correspondents’ Gal- 
leries. 

(iii) Television cameras shall be placed so 
as not to obstruct in any way the space be- 
tween a witness giving evidence or testi- 
mony and any member of the Committee or 
the visibility of that witness and that mem- 
ber to each other. 
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(iv) Television cameras shall operate from 
fixed positions but may not be placed in posi- 
tions that obstruct unnecessarily the cov- 
erage of the hearing or meeting by the other 
media. 

(v) Equipment necessary for coverage by 
the television and radio media may not be 
installed in, or removed from, the hearing or 
meeting room while the Committee is in ses- 
sion. 

(vi) Floodlights, spotlights, strobe lights, 
and flashguns may not be used in providing 
any method of coverage of the hearing or 
meeting, except that approved television 
media may install additional lighting in a 
hearing or meeting room, without cost to 
the Government, in order to raise the ambi- 
ent lighting level in a hearing or meeting 
room to the lowest level necessary to provide 
adequate television coverage of a hearing or 
meeting at the current state of the art of tel- 
evision coverage. 

(vii) If requests are made by more of the 
media than will be permitted by the Chair 
for coverage of a hearing or meeting by still 
photography, that coverage shall be per- 
mitted on the basis of a fair and equitable 
pool arrangement devised by the Standing 
Committee of Press Photographers. 

(viii) Photographers may not position 
themselves between the witness table and 
the members of the Committee at any time 
during the course of a hearing or meeting. 

(ix) Photographers may not place them- 
selves in positions that obstruct unneces- 
sarily the coverage of the hearing by the 
other media. 

(x) Personnel providing coverage by the 
television and radio media shall be currently 
accredited to the Radio and Television Cor- 
respondents’ Galleries. 

(xi) Personnel providing coverage by still 
photography shall be currently accredited to 
the Press Photographers’ Gallery. 

(xii) Personnel providing coverage by the 
television and radio media and by still pho- 
tography shall conduct themselves and their 
coverage activities in an orderly and unob- 
trusive manner. [House Rule XI(4)] 

RULE VI. SUBCOMMITTEES 


(a) FULL COMMITTEE JURISDICTION.— 
The full Committee shall have jurisdiction 
over such matters as determined by the 
Chairman. 

(b) SUBCOMMITTEES AND JURISDIC- 
TION.—There shall be six standing Sub- 
committees of the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology, with jurisdictions as 
follows: 

The Subcommittee on Energy shall have ju- 
risdiction over the following subject mat- 
ters: all matters relating to energy research, 
development, and demonstration projects 
therefor; commercial application of energy 
technology; Department of Energy research, 
development, and demonstration programs; 
Department of Energy laboratories; Depart- 
ment of Energy science activities; energy 
supply activities; nuclear, solar, and renew- 
able energy, and other advanced energy tech- 
nologies; uranium supply and enrichment, 
and Department of Energy waste manage- 
ment; fossil energy research and develop- 
ment; clean coal technology; energy con- 
servation research and development, includ- 
ing building performance, alternate fuels, 
distributed power systems, and industrial 
process improvements; pipeline research, de- 
velopment, and demonstration projects; en- 
ergy standards; other appropriate matters as 
referred by the Chairman; and relevant over- 
sight. 

The Subcommittee on Environment shall have 
jurisdiction over the following subject mat- 
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ters: all matters relating to environmental 
research; Environmental Protection Agency 
research and development; environmental 
standards; climate change research and de- 
velopment; the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration, including all activi- 
ties related to weather, weather services, cli- 
mate, the atmosphere, marine fisheries, and 
oceanic research; risk assessment activities; 
scientific issues related to environmental 
policy, including climate change; remote 
sensing data related to climate change at the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion (NASA); earth science activities con- 
ducted by the NASA; other appropriate mat- 
ters as referred by the Chairman; and rel- 
evant oversight. 

The Subcommittee on Technology shall have 
jurisdiction over the following subject mat- 
ters: all matters relating to competitiveness, 
technology, standards, and innovation; 
standardization of weights and measures, in- 
cluding technical standards, standardization, 
and conformity assessment; measurement, 
including the metric system of measure- 
ment; the Technology Administration of the 
Department of Commerce; the National In- 
stitute of Standards and Technology; the Na- 
tional Technical Information Service; com- 
petitiveness, including small business com- 
petitiveness; tax, antitrust, regulatory and 
other legal and governmental policies as 
they relate to technological development 
and commercialization; technology transfer, 
including civilian use of defense tech- 
nologies; patent and intellectual property 
policy; international technology trade; re- 
search, development, and demonstration ac- 
tivities of the Department of Transpor- 
tation; surface and water transportation re- 
search, development, and demonstration pro- 
grams; earthquake programs (except for Na- 
tional Science Foundation) and fire research 
programs, including those related to wildfire 
proliferation research and prevention; bio- 
technology policy; research, development, 
demonstration, and standards related activi- 
ties of the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity; Small Business Innovation Research 
and Technology Transfer; voting tech- 
nologies and standards; other appropriate 
matters as referred by the Chairman; and 
relevant oversight. 

The Subcommittee on Research shall have ju- 
risdiction over the following subject mat- 
ters: all matters relating to science policy 
and science education; the Office of Science 
and Technology Policy; all scientific re- 
search, and scientific and engineering re- 
sources (including human resources); all 
matters relating to science, technology, en- 
gineering and mathematics education; inter- 
governmental mechanisms for research, de- 
velopment, and demonstration and cross- 
cutting programs; international scientific 
cooperation; National Science Foundation, 
including earthquake programs; university 
research policy, including infrastructure and 
overhead; university research partnerships, 
including those with industry; science schol- 
arships; computing, communications, net- 
working, and information technology; re- 
search and development relating to health, 
biomedical, and nutritional programs; re- 
search, development, and demonstration re- 
lating to nanoscience, nanoengineering, and 
nanotechnology; agricultural, geological, bi- 
ological and life sciences research; materials 
research, development, demonstration, and 
policy; other appropriate matters as referred 
by the Chairman; and relevant oversight. 

The Subcommittee on Space shall have juris- 
diction over the following subject matters: 
all matters relating to astronautical and 
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aeronautical research and development; na- 
tional space policy, including access to 
space; suborbital access and applications; 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion and its contractor and government-op- 
erated labs; space commercialization, includ- 
ing commercial space activities relating to 
the Department of Transportation and the 
Department of Commerce; exploration and 
use of outer space; international space co- 
operation; the National Space Council; space 
applications, space communications and re- 
lated matters; Earth remote sensing policy; 
civil aviation research, development, and 
demonstration; research, development, and 
demonstration programs of the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration; space law; other appro- 
priate matters as referred by the Chairman; 
and relevant oversight. 

The Subcommittee on Oversight shall have 
general and special investigative authority 
on all matters within the jurisdiction of the 


Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology. 

(c) COMPOSITION OF SUBCOMMIT- 
TEES.— 


(1) A majority of the majority Members of 
the Committee shall determine an appro- 
priate ratio of majority to minority Mem- 
bers of each Subcommittee and shall author- 
ize the Chairman to negotiate that ratio 
with the minority party; provided, however, 
that the ratio of majority Members to mi- 
nority Members on each Subcommittee (in- 
cluding any ex officio Members who partici- 
pate as voting members of the Sub- 
committee) shall be no less favorable to the 
majority party than the ratio for the Com- 
mittee. 

(2) The Chairman of the Committee and 
Ranking Member thereof shall be ex officio 
Members of each Subcommittee to which 
such Chairman or Ranking Member has not 
been assigned by resolution of the Com- 
mittee. Ex officio Members shall make an 
election within three weeks of the organiza- 
tional meeting of the Committee as to 
whether they will serve as voting or non-vot- 
ing members of each Subcommittee. A non- 
voting ex officio member shall not be count- 
ed as present for purposes of constituting a 
quorum at any hearing or meeting of such 
Subcommittee, and shall not be counted for 
purposes of calculating the ratio of majority 
Members to minority Members on the Sub- 
committee. 

(da) REFERRAL TO SUBCOMMITTEES .— 
The Chairman shall refer all legislation and 
other matters referred to the Committee to 
the Subcommittee or Subcommittees of ap- 
propriate primary and secondary jurisdiction 
within two weeks of the matters being re- 
ferred to the Committee, unless the Chair- 
man deems consideration is to be by the full 
Committee. Subcommittee Chairs may make 
requests for referral of specific matters to 
their Subcommittee within the two week pe- 
riod if they believe Subcommittee jurisdic- 
tions so warrant. 

(e) SUBCOMMITTEE PROCEDURES AND 
REPORTS.— 

(1) No Subcommittee shall meet to con- 
sider for markup or approval any measure or 
matter when the Committee or any other 
Subcommittee of the Committee is meeting 
to consider any measure or matter for mark- 
up or approval. 

(2) Each Subcommittee is authorized to 
meet, hold hearings, receive testimony or 
evidence, mark up legislation, and report to 
the Committee on all matters referred to it. 
For matters within its jurisdiction, each 
Subcommittee is authorized to conduct leg- 
islative, investigative, forecasting, and gen- 
eral oversight hearings; to conduct inquiries 
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into the future; and to undertake budget im- 
pact studies. 

(3) Subcommittee Chairs shall set meeting 
dates after consultation with the Chairman 
and other Subcommittee Chairs with a view 
toward avoiding simultaneous scheduling of 
Committee and Subcommittee meetings or 
hearings wherever possible. 

(4) During consideration of any measure or 
matter for markup or approval in a Sub- 
committee proceeding, a record vote may be 
had at the request of one or more Members 
of that Subcommittee. 

(5) Each Subcommittee of the Committee 
shall provide the full Committee with copies 
of such records of votes taken in the Sub- 
committee and such other records with re- 
spect to the Subcommittee as the Chairman 
deems necessary for the Committee to com- 
ply with the rules and regulations of the 
House. 

(6) After ordering a measure or matter re- 
ported, a Subcommittee shall issue a Sub- 
committee report in such form as the Chair- 
man shall specify. To the maximum extent 
practicable, reports and recommendations of 
a Subcommittee shall not be considered by 
the Committee until after the intervention 
of 48 hours, excluding Saturdays, Sundays 
and legal holidays, from the time the report 
is submitted and made available to the Mem- 
bers of the Committee and printed hearings 
thereon shall be made available, if feasible, 
to the Members of the Committee, except 
that this Rule may be waived at the discre- 
tion of the Chairman after consultation with 
the Ranking Member of the Committee. 

RULE VII. SUBPOENAS AND DOCUMENTS 


(a) A subpoena may be authorized and 
issued in the conduct of any investigation or 
series of investigations or activities to re- 
quire the attendance and testimony of such 
witnesses and the production of such books, 
records, correspondence, memoranda, papers 
and documents as deemed necessary when 
authorized by majority vote of the Com- 
mittee or Subcommittee (as the case may 
be), a majority of the Committee or Sub- 
committee being present. Authorized sub- 
poenas shall be signed only by the Chairman, 
or by any Member designated by the Chair- 
man. [House Rule XI 2(m)(3)(A)] 

(b) During any period in which the House 
has adjourned for a period longer than three 
days, the Chairman, after consultation with 
the Ranking Member of the Committee, or, if 
the Ranking Member cannot be reached, the 
Ranking Member of the relevant Sub- 
committee, may authorize and issue sub- 
poenas to require the attendance and testi- 
mony of such witnesses and the production 
of such books, records, correspondence, 
memoranda, papers, and documents as the 
Chairman considers necessary. 

(c) Unless otherwise determined by the 
Committee or Subcommittee, certain infor- 
mation received by the Committee or Sub- 
committee pursuant to a subpoena or re- 
quest for documents or information not 
made part of the record at an open hearing 
shall be deemed to have been received in Ex- 
ecutive Session when the Chairman, in his 
judgment and after consultation with the 
Ranking Member of the Committee, deems 
that in view of all of the circumstances, such 
as the sensitivity of the information or the 
confidential nature of the information, such 
action is appropriate. 

(d) All national security information bear- 
ing a classification of secret or higher which 
has been received by the Committee or a 
Subcommittee shall be deemed to have been 
received in Executive Session and shall be 
given appropriate safekeeping. The Chair of 
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the Committee may establish such regula- 
tions and procedures as in the Chair’s judg- 
ment are necessary to safeguard classified 
information under the control of the Com- 
mittee. Such procedures shall, however, en- 
sure access to this information by any Mem- 
ber of the Committee or any other Member 
of the House of Representatives who has re- 
quested the opportunity to review such ma- 
terial. 
RULE VIII. VICE CHAIRS 


(a) The Chairman of the Committee shall 
designate a member of the majority party to 
serve as Vice Chair of the Committee, and 
shall designate a majority member of each 
Subcommittee to serve as Vice Chair of the 
Subcommittee. Vice Chairs of the Com- 
mittee and each Subcommittee serve at the 
pleasure of the Chairman, who may at any 
time terminate his designation of a member 
as Vice Chair and designate a different mem- 
ber of the majority party to serve as Vice 
Chair of the Committee or relevant Sub- 
committee. 

(b) The Chairman may, consistent with 
these rules and the rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, from time to time assign du- 
ties, privileges, and responsibilities to the 
Vice Chairs of the Committee or of the var- 
ious Subcommittees. 

RULE IX. OVERSIGHT AND INVESTIGATIONS 


(a) The Committee shall review and study, 
on a continuing basis, the application, ad- 
ministration, execution, and effectiveness of 
those laws, or parts of laws, the subject mat- 
ter of which is within its jurisdiction, includ- 
ing all laws, programs, and Government ac- 
tivities relating to nonmilitary research and 
development, in accordance with House Rule 
X. 

(b) Not later than February 15th of the 
first session of the 113th Congress, the Com- 
mittee shall meet in open session, with a 
quorum present, to adopt its oversight plan 
for submission to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform and the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of clause 2(d) of 
Rule X of the House of Representatives. 

(c) The Chairman may undertake any for- 
mal investigation in the name of the Com- 
mittee after consultation with the Ranking 
Member of the Committee. 

(d) The Chair of any Subcommittee shall 
not undertake any formal investigation in 
the name of the Committee or Sub- 
committee without formal approval by the 
Chairman of the Committee, in consultation 
with other appropriate Subcommittee 
Chairs, and after consultation with the 
Ranking Member of the Committee. The 
Chair of any Subcommittee shall also con- 
sult with the Ranking Member of the Sub- 
committee before undertaking any inves- 
tigation in the name of the Subcommittee. 
Nothing in this subsection shall be inter- 
preted to infringe on a Subcommittee’s au- 
thority to conduct general oversight of mat- 
ters within its jurisdiction, short of under- 
taking a formal investigation. 

RULE X. COMMITTEE RECORDS 

The records of the Committee at the Na- 
tional Archives and Records Administration 
shall be made available for public use in ac- 
cordance with Rule VII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives. The Chairman 
shall notify the Ranking Member of the 
Committee of any decision, pursuant to Rule 
VII 3(b)(8) or clause 4(b) of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, to withhold a 
record otherwise available, and the matter 
shall be presented to the Committee for a de- 
termination on the written request of any 
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Member of the Committee. [House Rule XI 
2(e)(3)] 
RULE XI. OFFICIAL COMMITTEE WEBSITE 


The Chairman shall maintain an official 
Committee website for the purpose of fur- 
thering the Committee’s legislative and 
oversight responsibilities, including commu- 
nicating information about the Committee’s 
activities to Committee Members and other 
Members of the House. The Ranking Member 
of the Committee may maintain a similar 
website for the same purpose, including com- 
municating information about the activities 
of the minority to Committee Members and 
other Members of the House. 

RULE XII. AMENDMENTS TO COMMITTEE RULES. 


The rules of the Committee may be modi- 
fied, amended or repealed, in the same man- 
ner and method as prescribed for the adop- 
tion of committee rules in clause 2 of rule XI 
of the Rules of the House, but only if written 
notice of the proposed change has been pro- 
vided to each such Member at least 72 hours 
before the time of the meeting at which the 
vote on the change occurs. Any such change 
in the rules of the Committee shall be pub- 
lished in the Congressional Record within 30 
calendar days after their approval. 

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND 

COMMERCE FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to 
clause 2(a)(2) of rule XI of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, | present the Rules 
of the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
for the 113th Congress, which were adopted 
by the Committee on January 22, 2013. 

RULE 1. GENERAL PROVISIONS 

(a) Rules of the Committee. The Rules of 
the House are the rules of the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce (the ‘‘Committee’’) 
and its subcommittees so far as is applicable. 

(b) Rules of the Subcommittees. Each sub- 
committee of the Committee is part of the 
Committee and is subject to the authority 
and direction of the Committee and to its 
rules so far as is applicable. Written rules 
adopted by the Committee, not inconsistent 
with the Rules of the House, shall be binding 
on each subcommittee of the Committee. 

RULE 2. MEETINGS 


(a) Regular Meeting Days. The Committee 
shall meet on the fourth Tuesday of each 
month at 10 a.m., for the consideration of 
bills, resolutions, and other business, if the 
House is in session on that day. If the House 
is not in session on that day and the Com- 
mittee has not met during such month, the 
Committee shall meet at the earliest prac- 
ticable opportunity when the House is again 
in session. The chairman of the Committee 
may, at his discretion, cancel, delay, or defer 
any meeting required under this section, 
after consultation with the ranking minority 
member. 

(b) Additional Meetings. The chairman 
may call and convene, as he considers nec- 
essary, additional meetings of the Com- 
mittee for the consideration of any bill or 
resolution pending before the Committee or 
for the conduct of other Committee business. 
The Committee shall meet for such purposes 
pursuant to that call of the chairman. 

(c) Notice. The date, time, place, and sub- 
ject matter of any meeting of the Committee 
scheduled on a Tuesday, Wednesday, or 
Thursday when the House will be in session 
shall be announced at least 36 hours (exclu- 
sive of Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holi- 
days except when the House is in session on 
such days) in advance of the commencement 
of such meeting. The date, time, place, and 
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subject matter of other meetings when the 
House is in session shall be announced to 
allow Members to have at least three days 
notice (exclusive of Saturdays, Sundays, and 
legal holidays except when the House is in 
session on such days) of such meeting. The 
date, time, place, and subject matter of all 
other meetings shall be announced at least 
72 hours in advance of the commencement of 
such meeting. 

(d) Agenda. The agenda for each Com- 
mittee meeting, setting out all items of busi- 
ness to be considered, shall be provided to 
each member of the Committee at least 36 
hours in advance of such meeting. 

(e) Availability of Texts. No bill, rec- 
ommendation, or other matter shall be con- 
sidered by the Committee unless the text of 
the matter, together with an explanation, 
has been available to members of the Com- 
mittee for three days (or 24 hours in the case 
of a substitute for introduced legislation). 
Such explanation shall include a summary of 
the major provisions of the legislation, an 
explanation of the relationship of the matter 
to present law, and a summary of the need 
for the legislation. 

(€) Waiver. The requirements of sub- 
sections (c), (d), and (e) may be waived by a 
majority of those present and voting (a ma- 
jority being present) of the Committee or by 
the chairman with the concurrence of the 
ranking member, as the case may be. 

RULE 3. HEARINGS 


(a) Notice. The date, time, place, and sub- 
ject matter of any hearing of the Committee 
shall be announced at least one week in ad- 
vance of the commencement of such hearing, 
unless a determination is made in accord- 
ance with clause 2(g)(3) of Rule XI of the 
Rules of the House that there is good cause 
to begin the hearing sooner. 

(b) Memorandum. Each member of the 
Committee shall be provided, except in the 
case of unusual circumstances, with a memo- 
randum at least 48 hours before each hearing 
explaining (1) the purpose of the hearing and 
(2) the names of any witnesses. 

(c) Witnesses. (1) Each witness who is to 
appear before the Committee shall file with 
the clerk of the Committee, at least two 
working days in advance of his or her ap- 
pearance, sufficient copies, as determined by 
the chairman of the Committee of a written 
statement of his or her proposed testimony 
to provide to members and staff of the Com- 
mittee, the news media, and the general pub- 
lic. Each witness shall, to the greatest ex- 
tent practicable, also provide a copy of such 
written testimony in an electronic format 
prescribed by the chairman. Each witness 
shall limit his or her oral presentation to a 
brief summary of the argument. The chair- 
man of the Committee or the presiding mem- 
ber may waive the requirements of this para- 
graph or any part thereof. 

(2) To the greatest extent practicable, the 
written testimony of each witness appearing 
in a nongovernmental capacity shall include 
a curriculum vitae and a disclosure of the 
amount and source (by agency and program) 
of any federal grant (or subgrant thereof) or 
contract (or subcontract thereof) received 
during the current fiscal year or either of 
the two preceding fiscal years by the witness 
or by an entity represented by the witness. 

(d) Questioning. (1) The right to interro- 
gate the witnesses before the Committee 
shall alternate between majority and minor- 
ity members. Each member shall be limited 
to 5 minutes in the interrogation of wit- 
nesses until such time as each member who 
so desires has had an opportunity to question 
witnesses. No member shall be recognized for 
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a second period of 5 minutes to interrogate a 
witness until each member of the Committee 
present has been recognized once for that 
purpose. The chairman shall recognize in 
order of appearance members who were not 
present when the meeting was called to order 
after all members who were present when the 
meeting was called to order have been recog- 
nized in the order of seniority on the Com- 
mittee. 

(2) The chairman, with the concurrence of 
the ranking minority member, or the Com- 
mittee by motion, may permit an equal num- 
ber of majority and minority members to 
question a witness for a specified, total pe- 
riod that is equal for each side and not 
longer than thirty minutes for each side. The 
chairman with the concurrence of the rank- 
ing minority member, or the Committee by 
motion, may also permit committee staff of 
the majority and minority to question a wit- 
ness for a specified, total period that is equal 
for each side and not longer than thirty min- 
utes for each side. 

(3) Hach member may submit to the chair- 
man of the Committee additional questions 
for the record, to be answered by the wit- 
nesses who have appeared. Each member 
shall provide a copy of the questions in an 
electronic format to the clerk of the Com- 
mittee no later than ten business days fol- 
lowing a hearing. The chairman shall trans- 
mit all questions received from members of 
the Committee to the appropriate witness 
and include the transmittal letter and the 
responses from the witnesses in the hearing 
record. After consultation with the ranking 
minority member, the chairman is author- 
ized to close the hearing record no earlier 
than 120 days from the date the questions 
were transmitted to the appropriate witness. 


RULE 4. VICE CHAIRMEN; PRESIDING MEMBER 


The chairman shall designate a member of 
the majority party to serve as vice chairman 
of the Committee, and shall designate a ma- 
jority member of each subcommittee to 
serve as vice chairman of each sub- 
committee. The vice chairman of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee, as the case may be, 
shall preside at any meeting or hearing dur- 
ing the temporary absence of the chairman. 
If the chairman and vice chairman of the 
Committee or subcommittee are not present 
at any meeting or hearing, the ranking 
member of the majority party who is present 
shall preside at the meeting or hearing. 

RULE 5. OPEN PROCEEDINGS 


Except as provided by the Rules of the 
House, each meeting and hearing of the Com- 
mittee for the transaction of business, in- 
cluding the markup of legislation, and each 
hearing, shall be open to the public, includ- 
ing to radio, television, and still photog- 
raphy coverage, consistent with the provi- 
sions of Rule XI of the Rules of the House. 


RULE 6. QUORUM 


Testimony may be taken and evidence re- 
ceived at any hearing at which there are 
present not fewer than two members of the 
Committee in question. A majority of the 
members of the Committee shall constitute 
a quorum for those actions for which the 
House Rules require a majority quorum. For 
the purposes of taking any other action, one- 
third of the members of the Committee shall 
constitute a quorum. 


RULE 7. OFFICIAL COMMITTEE RECORDS 


(a)(1) Journal. The proceedings of the Com- 
mittee shall be recorded in a journal which 
shall, among other things, show those 
present at each meeting, and include a 
record of the vote on any question on which 
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a record vote is demanded and a description 
of the amendment, motion, order, or other 
proposition voted. A copy of the journal 
shall be furnished to the ranking minority 
member. 

(2) Record Votes. A record vote may be de- 
manded by one-fifth of the members present 
or, in the apparent absence of a quorum, by 
any one member. No demand for a record 
vote shall be made or obtained except for the 
purpose of procuring a record vote or in the 
apparent absence of a quorum. The result of 
each record vote in any meeting of the Com- 
mittee shall be made publicly available in 
electronic form on the Committee’s website 
and in the Committee office for inspection 
by the public, as provided in Rule XI, clause 
2(e) of the Rules of the House, within 24 
hours. Such result shall include a description 
of the amendment, motion, order, or other 
proposition, the name of each member voting 
for and each member voting against such 
amendment, motion, order, or proposition, 
and the names of those members of the com- 
mittee present but not voting. The chair- 
man, with the concurrence of the ranking 
minority member, may from time to time 
postpone record votes ordered on amend- 
ments to be held at a time certain during the 
consideration of legislation. 

(b) Archived Records. The records of the 
Committee at the National Archives and 
Records Administration shall be made avail- 
able for public use in accordance with Rule 
VII of the Rules of the House. The chairman 
shall notify the ranking minority member of 
any decision, pursuant to clause 3 (b)(3) or 
clause 4 (b) of the Rule, to withhold a record 
otherwise available, and the matter shall be 
presented to the Committee for a determina- 
tion on the written request of any member of 
the Committee. The chairman shall consult 
with the ranking minority member on any 
communication from the Archivist of the 
United States or the Clerk of the House con- 
cerning the disposition of noncurrent records 
pursuant to clause 3(b) of the Rule. 

RULE 8. SUBCOMMITTEES 


(a) Establishment. There shall be such 
standing subcommittees with such jurisdic- 
tion and size as determined by the majority 
party caucus of the Committee. The jurisdic- 
tion, number, and size of the subcommittees 
shall be determined by the majority party 
caucus prior to the start of the process for 
establishing subcommittee chairmanships 
and assignments. 

(b) Powers and Duties. Each subcommittee 
is authorized to meet, hold hearings, receive 
testimony, mark up legislation, and report 
to the Committee on all matters referred to 
it. Subcommittee chairmen shall set hearing 
and meeting dates only with the approval of 
the chairman of the Committee with a view 
toward assuring the availability of meeting 
rooms and avoiding simultaneous scheduling 
of Committee and subcommittee meetings or 
hearings whenever possible. 

(c) Ratio of Subcommittees. The majority 
caucus of the Committee shall determine an 
appropriate ratio of majority to minority 
party members for each subcommittee and 
the chairman shall negotiate that ratio with 
the minority party, provided that the ratio 
of party members on each subcommittee 
shall be no less favorable to the majority 
than that of the full Committee, nor shall 
such ratio provide for a majority of less than 
two majority members. 

(d) Selection of Subcommittee Members. 
Prior to any organizational meeting held by 
the Committee, the majority and minority 
caucuses shall select their respective mem- 
bers of the standing subcommittees. 
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(e) Ex Officio Members. The chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
shall be ex officio members with voting 
privileges of each subcommittee of which 
they are not assigned as members and may 
be counted for purposes of establishing a 
quorum in such subcommittees. The minor- 
ity chairman emeritus shall be an ex officio 
member without voting privileges of each 
subcommittee of which the minority chair- 
man emeritus is not assigned as a member 
and shall not be counted for purposes of es- 
tablishing a quorum on any such sub- 
committee. 

RULE 9. OPENING STATEMENTS 


(a) Written Statements. All written open- 
ing statements at hearings and business 
meetings conducted by the committee shall 
be made part of the permanent record. 

(b) Length. (1) At full committee hearings, 
the chairman and ranking minority member 
shall be limited to 5 minutes each for an 
opening statement, and may designate an- 
other member to give an opening statement 
of not more than 5 minutes. At sub- 
committee hearings, the subcommittee 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the subcommittee shall be limited to 5 min- 
utes each for an opening statement. In addi- 
tion, the full committee chairman and rank- 
ing minority member shall each be allocated 
5 minutes for an opening statement for 
themselves or their designees. 

(2) At any business meeting of the Com- 
mittee, statements shall be limited to 5 min- 
utes each for the chairman and ranking mi- 
nority member (or their respective designee) 
of the Committee or subcommittee, as appli- 
cable, and 3 minutes each for all other mem- 
bers. The chairman may further limit open- 
ing statements for Members (including, at 
the discretion of the Chairman, the chair- 
man and ranking minority member) to one 
minute. 

RULE 10. REFERENCE OF LEGISLATION AND 
OTHER MATTERS 

All legislation and other matters referred 
to the Committee shall be referred to the 
subcommittee of appropriate jurisdiction 
within two weeks of the date of receipt by 
the Committee unless action is taken by the 
full Committee within those two weeks, or 
by majority vote of the members of the Com- 
mittee, consideration is to be by the full 
Committee. In the case of legislation or 
other matter within the jurisdiction of more 
than one subcommittee, the chairman of the 
Committee may, in his discretion, refer the 
matter simultaneously to two or more sub- 
committees for concurrent consideration, or 
may designate a subcommittee of primary 
jurisdiction and also refer the matter to one 
or more additional subcommittees for con- 
sideration in sequence (subject to appro- 
priate time limitations), either on its initial 
referral or after the matter has been re- 
ported by the subcommittee of primary ju- 
risdiction. Such authority shall include the 
authority to refer such legislation or matter 
to an ad hoc subcommittee appointed by the 
chairman, with the approval of the Com- 
mittee, from the members of the subcommit- 
tees having legislative or oversight jurisdic- 
tion. 

RULE 11. MANAGING LEGISLATION ON THE HOUSE 
FLOOR 

The chairman, in his discretion, shall des- 
ignate which member shall manage legisla- 
tion reported by the Committee to the 
House. 

RULE 12. COMMITTEE PROFESSIONAL AND 
CLERICAL STAFF APPOINTMENTS 

(a) Delegation of Staff. Whenever the 

chairman of the Committee determines that 
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any professional staff member appointed 
pursuant to the provisions of clause 9 of Rule 
X of the House of Representatives, who is as- 
signed to such chairman and not to the rank- 
ing minority member, by reason of such pro- 
fessional staff member’s expertise or quali- 
fications will be of assistance to one or more 
subcommittees in carrying out their as- 
signed responsibilities, he may delegate such 
member to such subcommittees for such pur- 
pose. A delegation of a member of the profes- 
sional staff pursuant to this subsection shall 
be made after consultation with sub- 
committee chairmen and with the approval 
of the subcommittee chairman or chairmen 
involved. 

(b) Minority Professional Staff. Profes- 
sional staff members appointed pursuant to 
clause 9 of Rule X of the House of Represent- 
atives, who are assigned to the ranking mi- 
nority member of the Committee and not to 
the chairman of the Committee, shall be as- 
signed to such Committee business as the 
minority party members of the Committee 
consider advisable. 

(c) Additional Staff Appointments. In addi- 
tion to the professional staff appointed pur- 
suant to clause 9 of Rule X of the House of 
Representatives, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee shall be entitled to make such ap- 
pointments to the professional and clerical 
staff of the Committee as may be provided 
within the budget approved for such purposes 
by the Committee. Such appointee shall be 
assigned to such business of the full Com- 
mittee as the chairman of the Committee 
considers advisable. 

(d) Sufficient Staff. The chairman shall en- 
sure that sufficient staff is made available to 
each subcommittee to carry out its respon- 
sibilities under the rules of the Committee. 

(e) Fair Treatment of Minority Members in 
Appointment of Committee Staff. The chair- 
man shall ensure that the minority members 
of the Committee are treated fairly in ap- 
pointment of Committee staff. 

(f) Contracts for Temporary or Intermit- 
tent Services. Any contract for the tem- 
porary services or intermittent service of in- 
dividual consultants or organizations to 
make studies or advise the Committee or its 
subcommittees with respect to any matter 
within their jurisdiction shall be deemed to 
have been approved by a majority of the 
members of the Committee if approved by 
the chairman and ranking minority member 
of the Committee. Such approval shall not be 
deemed to have been given if at least one- 
third of the members of the Committee re- 
quest in writing that the Committee for- 
mally act on such a contract, if the request 
is made within 10 days after the latest date 
on which such chairman or chairmen, and 
such ranking minority member or members, 
approve such contract. 

RULE 13. SUPERVISION, DUTIES OF STAFF 

(a) Supervision of Majority Staff. The pro- 
fessional and clerical staff of the Committee 
not assigned to the minority shall be under 
the supervision and direction of the chair- 
man who, in consultation with the chairmen 
of the subcommittees, shall establish and as- 
sign the duties and responsibilities of such 
staff members and delegate such authority 
as he determines appropriate. 

(b) Supervision of Minority Staff. The pro- 
fessional and clerical staff assigned to the 
minority shall be under the supervision and 
direction of the minority members of the 
Committee, who may delegate such author- 
ity as they determine appropriate. 

RULE 14. COMMITTEE BUDGET 

(a) Administration of Committee Budget. 

The chairman of the Committee, in consulta- 
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tion with the ranking minority member, 
shall for the 118th Congress attempt to en- 
sure that the Committee receives necessary 
amounts for professional and clerical staff, 
travel, investigations, equipment and mis- 
cellaneous expenses of the Committee and 
the subcommittees, which shall be adequate 
to fully discharge the Committee’s respon- 
sibilities for legislation and oversight. 

(b) Monthly Expenditures Report. Com- 
mittee members shall be furnished a copy of 
each monthly report, prepared by the chair- 
man for the Committee on House Adminis- 
tration, which shows expenditures made dur- 
ing the reporting period and cumulative for 
the year by the Committee and subcommit- 
tees, anticipated expenditures for the pro- 
jected Committee program, and detailed in- 
formation on travel. 

RULE 15. BROADCASTING OF COMMITTEE 
HEARINGS 


Any meeting or hearing that is open to the 
public may be covered in whole or in part by 
radio or television or still photography, sub- 
ject to the requirements of clause 4 of Rule 
XI of the Rules of the House. The coverage of 
any hearing or other proceeding of the Com- 
mittee or any subcommittee thereof by tele- 
vision, radio, or still photography shall be 
under the direct supervision of the chairman 
of the Committee, the subcommittee chair- 
man, or other member of the Committee pre- 
siding at such hearing or other proceeding 
and may be terminated by such member in 
accordance with the Rules of the House. 

RULE 16. SUBPOENAS AND INTERVIEWS 


(a) Subpoenas. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee may, after consultation with the 
ranking minority member, authorize and 
issue a subpoena under clause 2(m) of Rule 
XI of the House. If the ranking minority 
member objects to the proposed subpoena in 
writing, the matter shall be referred to the 
Committee for resolution. The chairman of 
the Committee may authorize and issue sub- 
poenas without referring the matter to the 
Committee for resolution during any period 
for which the House has adjourned for a pe- 
riod in excess of 3 days when, in the opinion 
of the chairman, authorization and issuance 
of the subpoena is necessary. The chairman 
shall report to the members of the Com- 
mittee on the authorization and issuance of 
a subpoena during the recess period as soon 
as practicable but in no event later than one 
week after service of such subpoena. 

(b) Interviews. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee may authorize committee staff to 
conduct transcribed interviews in the fur- 
therance of a Committee investigation. 

RULE 17. TRAVEL OF MEMBERS AND STAFF 


(a) Approval of Travel. Consistent with the 
primary expense resolution and such addi- 
tional expense resolutions as may have been 
approved, travel to be reimbursed from funds 
set aside for the Committee for any member 
or any staff member shall be paid only upon 
the prior authorization of the chairman. 
Travel may be authorized by the chairman 
for any member and any staff member in 
connection with the attendance of hearings 
conducted by the Committee or any sub- 
committee thereof and meetings, con- 
ferences, and investigations which involve 
activities or subject matter under the gen- 
eral jurisdiction of the Committee. Before 
such authorization is given there shall be 
submitted to the chairman in writing the 
following: (1) the purpose of the travel; (2) 
the dates during which the travel is to be 
made and the date or dates of the event for 
which the travel is being made; (8) the loca- 
tion of the event for which the travel is to be 
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made; and (4) the names of members and 
staff seeking authorization. 

(b) Approval of Travel by Minority Mem- 
bers and Staff. In the case of travel by mi- 
nority party members and minority party 
professional staff for the purpose set out in 
(a), the prior approval, not only of the chair- 
man but also of the ranking minority mem- 
ber, shall be required. Such prior authoriza- 
tion shall be given by the chairman only 
upon the representation by the ranking mi- 
nority member in writing setting forth those 
items enumerated in (1), (2), (3), and (4) of 
paragraph (a). 

RULE 18. WEBSITE 


The chairman shall maintain an official 
Committee website for the purposes of fur- 
thering the Committee’s legislative and 
oversight responsibilities, including commu- 
nicating information about the Committee’s 
activities to Committee members and other 
members of the House. The ranking minority 
member may maintain an official website for 
the purpose of carrying out official respon- 
sibilities, including communicating informa- 
tion about the activities of the minority 
members of the Committee to Committee 
members and other members of the House. 

RULE 19. CONFERENCES 

The chairman of the Committee is directed 
to offer a motion under clause 1 of Rule XXII 
of the Rules of the House whenever the 
chairman considers it appropriate. 


EE 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. UPTON: 

H.R. 152. An act making supplemental ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2018, to improve and streamline 
disaster assistance for Hurricane Sandy, and 
for other purposes. 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
also reported and found truly enrolled 
a bill of the House of the following 
title, which was thereupon signed by 
the Speaker: 

H.R. 325. An act to ensure the complete and 
timely payment of the obligations of the 
United States Government until May 19, 
2018, and for other purposes. 


ee 


ADJOURNMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the House stands adjourned 
until 2 p.m. on Monday, February 4, 
2013. 

There was no objection. 

Thereupon (at 11 o’clock and 5 min- 
utes a.m.), under its previous order, the 


House adjourned until Monday, Feb- 
ruary 4, 2013, at 2 p.m. 
———— 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

148. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting accounts 
in the Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 
2013, with Funding Designated by the Presi- 
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dent as Emergency Requirements; (H. Doc. 
No. 113—7); to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

149. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-578, ‘‘911 Purity 
Amendment Act of 2012”; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

150. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-580, ‘Albert 
‘Butch’ Hopkins Way Designation Act of 
2012”; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

151. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-588, ‘‘UDC Board 
Meeting Amendment Act of 2012’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

152. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-575, ‘‘Phebbie 
Scott Way Designation Act of 2012”; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

153. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-548, ‘‘General Ob- 
ligation Bonds and Bond Anticipation Notes 
for Fiscal Years 2013-2018 Authorization Act 
of 2012’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

154. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-552, ‘‘Public Ve- 
hicle-for-Hire Educational Services Tem- 
porary Act of 2012’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

155. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-550, ‘‘Judicial 
Adjudication of Parentage Act of 2012’; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

156. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-551, ‘‘District 
Department of Transportation Bicycle Shar- 
ing Fund Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

157. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-535, ‘‘Allen Chap- 
el A.M.E. Senior Residential Rental Project 
Property Tax Exemption Clarification Act of 
2012’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

158. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-536, ‘‘Hire Date 
Reporting Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

159. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-587, ‘‘Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget Support Technical Clarification 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

160. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-538, ‘‘School- 
Based Enrichment Programs Temporary Act 
of 2012”; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

161. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-539, ‘‘Office of 
the Chief Financial Officer Audit Report 
Transparency Temporary Act of 2012”; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 
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162. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-546, ‘‘Health 
Benefits Plan Members Bill of Rights 
Amendment Act of 2012”; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

163. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-547, ‘‘Uniform 
Real Property Transfer on Death Act of 
2012”; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

164. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-549, ‘‘Medicaid 
Fraud Enforcement and Recovery Amend- 
ment Act of 2012”; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

165. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-558, “Local Rent 
Supplement Program Voucher Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2012”; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

166. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-554, ‘‘NoMA Resi- 
dential Development Tax Abatement Act of 
2012’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

167. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-555, ‘‘Closing of a 
Public Alley in Square N-515, S.O. 12-02073, 
Act of 2012’’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

168. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-559, ‘‘District of 
Columbia Flag Amendment Act of 2012’’; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

169. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-560, ‘‘Water 
Quality Assurance Amendment Act of 2012”; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

170. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-561, ‘‘District De- 
partment of Transportation Accessible Vehi- 
cles Fund Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

171. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-562, ‘‘Energy In- 
novation and Savings Amendment Act of 
2012”; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

172. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-5638, ‘‘Alternative 
Service of Process Amendment Act of 2012”; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

173. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-564, ‘‘Good Sa- 
maritan Overdose Prevention Amendment 
Act of 2012’’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

174. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-565, ‘‘Depart- 
ment of Motor Vehicles Reciprocity Amend- 
ment Act of 2012’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

175. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-573, ‘‘Parkside 
Parcel E and J Mixed-Income Apartments 
Tax Abatement Temporary Act of 2012’; to 
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the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

176. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-574, ‘‘Streetscape 
Reconstruction Second Temporary Act of 
2012’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

177. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-579, ‘‘Senator 
Charles H. Percy Plaza Act of 2012’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

178. A letter from the Executive Director, 
Mississippi River Commission, Department 
of the Army, transmitting a copy of the an- 
nual report in compliance with the Govern- 
ment in the Sunshine Act, for the Mississippi 
River Commission covering the calendar 
year 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552b(j); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 


Ss 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. BROOKS of Alabama (for him- 
self, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. JONES, and Mr. 
SOUTHERLAND): 

H.R. 448. A bill to increase the statutory 
limit on the public debt by $1 trillion upon 
the adoption by Congress of a balanced budg- 
et Constitutional amendment and by an ad- 
ditional $1 trillion upon ratification by the 
States of that amendment; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRICE of Georgia (for himself, 
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, Ms. JENKINS, 
and Mr. SESSIONS): 

H.R. 444. A bill to require that, if the Presi- 
dent’s fiscal year 2014 budget does not 
achieve balance in a fiscal year covered by 
such budget, the President shall submit a 
supplemental unified budget by April 1, 2013, 
which identifies a fiscal year in which bal- 
ance is achieved, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Budget. 

By Mr. DENT (for himself and Mr. 
TONKO): 

H.R. 445. A bill to authorize a National 
Heritage Area Program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. DEUTCH: 

H.R. 446. A bill to establish the National 
Criminal Justice Commission; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona (for him- 
self, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Mr. AMODEI, Mrs. BACH- 
MANN, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. 
BILIRAKIS, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mrs. 
BLACK, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. GIBBS, 
Mr. BONNER, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. 
BRADY of Texas, Mr. BROUN of Geor- 
gia, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. 
CARTER, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. CHABOT, 
Mr. COLE, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. COTTON, 
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
DAINES, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. DUNCAN 
of Tennessee, Mr. DUNCAN of South 
Carolina, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. FLEM- 
ING, Mr. FLORES, Mr. FORBES, Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. 
GOHMERT, Mr. Gowpy, Mr. GRAVES of 
Georgia, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, 
Mr. GRIMM, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. HALL, 
Mr. HARRIS, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. 
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HUELSKAMP, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michi- 
gan, Mr. HULTGREN, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. JONES, Mr. JOR- 
DAN, Mr. KELLY, Mr. KING of Iowa, 
Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
LATTA, Mr. LONG, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, 
Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. McCauL, Mr. 
McKINLEY, Mr. MICA, Mr. MILLER of 
Florida, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. MULVANEY, 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. 
NUNNELEE, Mr. OLSON, Mr. PALAZZO, 
Mr. PEARCE, Mr. PITTS, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mr. POMPEO, Mrs. ROBy, Mr. 
RoE of Tennessee, Mr. ROGERS of Ala- 
bama, Mr. SALMON, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, 
Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. STEWART, 
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, and 
Mr. YODER): 

H.R. 447. A bill to prohibit discrimination 
against the unborn on the basis of sex or 
race, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOSAR: 

H.R. 448. A bill to require that the pre- 
vailing wage utilized for purposes of sub- 
chapter IV of chapter 31 of title 40, United 
States Code (commonly referred to as the 
Davis-Bacon Act), be determined by the Bu- 
reau of Labor Statistics; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 449. A bill to provide an amnesty pe- 
riod during which veterans and their family 
members can register certain firearms in the 
National Firearms Registration and Transfer 
Record, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to 
the Committees on Ways and Means, and 
Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. POSEY: 

H.R. 450. A bill to amend the Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection Act of 2010 to bring the 
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection 
into the regular appropriations process, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

By Mr. POSEY: 

H.R. 451. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
500 North Brevard Avenue in Cocoa Beach, 
Florida, as the ‘‘Richard K. Salick Post Of- 
fice”; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 


ES 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Alabama: 

H.R. 443. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8. The Congress shall 
have Power. . . to pay debts...” 

Article V. The Congress, whenever two 
thirds of both Houses shall deem it nec- 
essary, shall propose Amendments to this 
Constitution... 

By Mr. PRICE of Georgia: 

H.R. 444. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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This bill makes changes to existing law re- 
lating to Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1, which 
provides that, ‘“‘The Congress shall have 
Power To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Im- 
posts, and Excises, to pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common Defense and general 
Welfare of the United States; but all Duties, 
Imposts, and Excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States,” and Article 
1, Section 9, Clause 7, which provides that, 
“No Money shall be drawn from the Treas- 
ury, but in Consequence of Appropriations 
made by Law, and a regular Statement and 
Account of the Receipts and Expenditures 
shall be published from time to time.” 

Section 1105 (a), of title 31, United States 
Code, requires the president to submit to 
Congress each year his budget request no 
later than the first Monday in February for 
the upcoming fiscal year. It is within the 
purview of the Congress to provide oversight 
and guidance to the president regarding re- 
quirements of this statute should, or should 
he not, meet these obligations as required by 
law. 

By Mr. DENT: 

H.R. 445. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

section 8 of article I of the Constitution 

By Mr. DEUTCH: 

H.R. 446. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the U.S. 
Constitution and Clause 18 of Section 8 of 
Article I of the U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona: 

H.R. 447. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

(1) the Commerce Clause; 

(2) section 2 of the 13th amendment; 

(3) section 5 of the 14th amendment, in- 
cluding the power to enforce the prohibition 
on government action denying equal protec- 
tion of the laws; and 

(4) section 8 of article I to make all laws 
necessary and proper for the carrying into 
execution of powers vested by the Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States. 

By Mr. GOSAR: 

H.R. 448. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Because this legislation adjusts the for- 
mula the federal government uses to spend 
money on federal contracts, it is authorized 
by the Constitution under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 1, which grants Congress its spend- 
ing power. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 449. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 & Amendment II to The 
Constitution of the United States 

By Mr. POSEY: 

H.R. 450. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. POSEY: 

H.R. 461. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 7 (power to es- 
tablish Post Offices) and Article 1, Section 8, 
Clause 18 (the Necessary and Proper Clause). 


eS 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 
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H.R. 36: Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. 
ROGERS of Michigan, and Mr. HULTGREN. 

H.R. 149: Mr. WOODALL. 

H.R. 164: Mr. JOYCE. 

H.R. 165: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. HANNA, 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida, and Mr. RUNYAN. 

H.R. 178: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 262: Mr. POSEY and Mr. KIND. 

H.R. 309: Mr. CULBERSON. 

H.R. 324: Mr. RUSH and Mr. CICILLINE. 

H.R. 335: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio, Ms. ESHOO, and Mr. SCALISE. 
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H.R. 366: Mr. GIBSON, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. 
ROGERS of Michigan, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. JONES, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALO- 
NEY of New York, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. HECK 
of Nevada, Ms. MATSUI, and Mr. PAYNE. 

H.R. 377: Ms. GABBARD, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. TITUS, Mr. 
CARTWRIGHT, Mrs. NEGRETE McLEopD, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. OWENS, and Mr. 
FOSTER. 

H.J. Res. 11: Mr. LONG and Ms. GRANGER. 
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H. Con. Res. 10: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ 
and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H. Res. 30: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. SIRES, 
Mrs. DAVIS of California, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. 
HANABUSA, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, 
Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. VISCLOSKyY, Mr. 
HANNA, Mr. HOLT, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. CON- 
YERS, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Ms. JENKINS. 

H. Res. 47: Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
KING of New York, and Ms. GABBARD. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


HONORING THE BICENTENNIAL OF 
LEBANON COUNTY, PENNSYL- 
VANIA 


HON. CHARLES W. DENT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 1, 2013 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today, along 
with my colleague, Representative JiM GER- 
LACH (PA-6), to honor the County of Lebanon, 
Pennsylvania which we jointly represent. The 
citizens of Lebanon County are celebrating the 
County’s Bicentennial this month. 

The first German-speaking settlers came to 
the Lebanon Valley area in the early 1720's. 
Purchased from Native Americans by the 
Penn Family in 1732, the area that would be- 
come Lebanon County quickly drew the inter- 
est of both German and English immigrants 
seeking rich and inexpensive farmland. Those 
initial settlers would be proud to know 200 
years later that the land they settled is still 
being used productively in agriculture. To this 
day, Lebanon County ranks in the top ten of 
most categories of crop and livestock produc- 
tion in Pennsylvania. 

By 1810, the Lebanon Valley area had more 
than 16,000 inhabitants and they were a civic- 
minded people. Shortly after the American 
Revolution the six townships that would be- 
come Lebanon County—Annville, Bethel, East 
Hanover, Londonderry, Heidelberg and Leb- 
anon Townships—felt too removed from the 
distant seat of government in Harrisburg and 
sought greater control over their own local af- 
fairs. They began petitioning the General As- 
sembly for recognition as a county. On Feb- 
ruary 16, 1813, Lebanon was granted county 
status by the Pennsylvania General Assembly. 

Two hundred years later, those men and 
women would be astounded to know that the 
2010 census indicated that 133,568 people 
are living within the County’s nearly 363 
square miles. 

They would be proud to know that Lebanon 
Valley College, founded in 1866, has consist- 
ently provided quality liberal arts education to 
thousands of students. 

The people of the Lebanon Valley region 
were great patriots and supporters of the 
American Revolution. The area served as a 
supply depot for American forces during the 
War. During the Civil War, the people of Leb- 
anon County raised the 93rd Regiment to sup- 
port the Union’s cause. 

They would be proud to know of the role 
that Ft. Indiantown Gap plays in the role of 
supporting the Pennsylvania National Guard 
and the United States Army. 

Mr. Speaker, Congressman JIM GERLACH 
and | are honored to represent Lebanon 
County in the House of Representatives. We 
congratulate the people of Lebanon County on 
their proud heritage and on their numerous 
contributions to the history and culture of not 


only the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, but 
of the United States as well. 


With the blessings of Providence, may it be 
that another Congressman from Pennsylvania 
stands in the Capitol one hundred years from 
today enjoying the privilege of honoring the 
people of Lebanon on their Tercentennial. 


ee 


TOBYHANNA ARMY DEPOT 


HON. LOU BARLETTA 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 1, 2013 


Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor 
the Tobyhanna Army Depot, which will cele- 
brate 60 years of service to the Warfighter on 
February 1, 2013. 


The Tobyhanna Army Depot is the largest 
fill-service electronics maintenance facility in 
the Department of Defense and has served all 
branches of our Armed Forces since 1953. 
Today, it is a global enterprise specializing in 
the repair, upgrade and integration of Com- 
mand, Control, Computer, Communications, 
Intelligence, Surveillance, and Reconnais- 
sance (C4ISR) systems. It is a leader in the 
areas of automated test equipment, systems 
integration and downsizing of electronic sys- 
tems. The Army has designated Tobyhanna 
as its “Center of Industrial and Technical Ex- 
cellence for C4ISR and Electronics, Avionics, 
and Missile Guidance and Control”. The Air 
Force has designated Tobyhanna as its 
“Technical Source of Repair for command, 
control, communications and intelligence sys- 
tems”. Additionally, the depot has received 
several Shingo Medallions for Excellence in 
Manufacturing. 


The Tobyhanna Army Depot is a crucial 
component of Pennsylvania’s economy, hav- 
ing an estimated annual economic impact of 
$4.4 billion. It is the largest employer in North- 
eastern Pennsylvania, providing employment 
for roughly 5,800 personnel with 130 different 
job skills. The depot has created 19,300 jobs 
in the region and posts 300 personnel at “for- 
ward repair activities” to support our military 
personnel abroad. On a national scale, the 
depot has saved American taxpayers $187.1 
million since 2002, as a result of their cost-effi- 
cient and industrious performance. 


Mr. Speaker, for the last 60 years, the 
Tobyhanna Army Depot has acted as an im- 
portant asset for our military as well as for 
Pennsylvania and the United States. There- 
fore, | commend all those personnel—military 
and _ civilian—who have faithfully served our 
community and our country while stationed at 
this important C4ISR systems center. 


RECOGNIZING JOHNSON CITY 
COUNTRY CLUB CENTENNIAL AN- 
NIVERSARY 


HON. DAVID P. ROE 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 1, 2013 


Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, today 
| recognize the centennial anniversary of the 
Johnson City County Club in Johnson City, 
Tennessee. Since 1913, the club has been a 
driving force for social, recreational, and cul- 
tural development in Johnson City. Having 
grown from the vision of a few local leaders 
into an establishment that has touched many 
thousands of lives, the club has carried its tra- 
ditions into the modern era. 

The Johnson City Country Club’s centennial 
program began in June 2009 when a group of 
members envisioned the club to be more than 
simply a social and recreational entity. These 
members recognized that the club was sitting 
on a historic property that had influenced the 
growth of the city. As of November 15, 2011 
the Johnson City Country Club was placed on 
the National Register of Historic Places in rec- 
ognition of its rich history and contributions to 
society. 

The club serves as a home to numerous 
non-profit organizations and has collected 
funds for both World Wars and other conflicts. 
Its facilities have helped Johnson City youth 
develop in golf, swimming, and tennis. As a 
result, the golfing program at East Tennessee 
State University is considered one of the top 
programs in the Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend the Johnson City 
Country Club for their significant impact on 
both Johnson City and Tennessee’s First Dis- 
trict. | wish them the very best in their centen- 
nial anniversary celebrations and hope to see 
continued growth in the club’s role in the com- 
munity. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO EAGLE SCOUT 
MATTHEW ALAN CHRISTENSEN 


HON. TOM LATHAM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 1, 2013 


Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize and congratulate Matthew Alan 
Christensen of Boy Scout Troop 550 in Coun- 
cil Bluffs, lowa for achieving the rank of Eagle 
Scout. 

The Eagle Scout rank is the highest ad- 
vancement rank in scouting. Only about five 
percent of Boy Scouts earn the Eagle Scout 
Award. The award is a performance-based 
achievement with high standards that have 
been well-maintained over the past century. 

To earn the Eagle Scout rank, a Boy Scout 
is obligated to pass specific tests that are or- 
ganized by requirements and merit badges, as 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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well as completing an Eagle Project to benefit 
the community. For his project, Matthew orga- 
nized a work crew to remove a half mile of 
fencing at the Hitchcock Nature Center in 
Crescent, lowa. Matthew’s efforts will help the 
center expand its borders as it continues to re- 
store and promote the Loess Hills of lowa. 
The work ethic Matthew has shown in his 
Eagle Project and every other project leading 
up to his Eagle Scout rank speaks volumes of 
his commitment to serving a cause greater 
than himself and assisting his community. 


Mr. Speaker, the example set by this young 
man and his supportive family demonstrates 
the rewards of hard work, dedication and per- 
severance. | am honored to represent Mat- 
thew and his family in the United States Con- 
gress. | know that all of my colleagues in the 
House will join me in congratulating him on 
obtaining the Eagle Scout ranking, and | wish 
him continued success in his future education 
and career. 


EE 


HONORING JACQUELINE LISE 
ARLETTE SCOTTI 


HON. JANICE HAHN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 1, 2013 


Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor the 
memory of Jacqueline Scotti who quietly 
passed away on January 20, 2013 in her be- 
loved San Pedro. Jacqueline grew up during 
challenging times in Europe. She was born on 
June 1, 1930 in Chalons-Sur-Marne, Paris, 
France. After World War II, she met her hus- 
band, a proud American soldier by the name 
of Sgt. Major Louis Mario Scotti. She arrived 
in the United States and created a loving 
home and life for her family. In 1958, she 
proudly became a citizen of this great Nation. 


She had many creative talents such as sew- 
ing, knitting, cooking and her favorite pastime 
of all, gardening. She was a strong advocate 
for our community garden which overlooks 
northwest San Pedro and she was always 
kind enough to bring homegrown tomatoes 
and zucchinis to my office. | was always fond 
of seeing her, whether she volunteered on my 
campaign or in my Council Office. She was a 
true lady and a valued member of our commu- 
nity. 

| was privileged to have called her a friend 
and | will always have fond memories of the 
legacy she left behind in San Pedro. Jac- 
queline Scotti is survived by her children, 
Eveline (Steven) Packer, Allen Scotti, Kenneth 
(Enza) Scotti, and Lionel Scotti, in addition to 
her many grand children and great grand- 
children. She will be missed by her friends 
and loved ones. 
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CONGRATULATIONS TO DR. B.R. 
DANIELS ON HIS 40TH ANNIVER- 
SARY AS PASTOR OF BETH-EDEN 
MISSIONARY BAPTIST CHURCH 


HON. MARC A. VEASEY 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 1, 2013 


Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Dr. B.R. Daniels, Sr. on his 40th anni- 
versary as pastor of Beth-Eden Missionary 
Baptist Church. The Church is in my home- 
town of Fort Worth, Texas and | am proud to 
represent this community in Congress. While 
this year marks Dr. Daniels’ 40th year as pas- 
tor of Beth-Eden Missionary Baptist Church, 
he also previously served as pastor for nearly 
4 years at Saint John Baptist Church in Ava- 
lon, Texas. Combined, Dr. B.R. Daniels has 
been ministering to congregations for a total of 
44 years. 


Pastor Daniels is a native Texan, born in 
DeKalb, and received his diploma from Marvin 
Pynes High School. He received a sociology 
degree from Arlington State College, which is 
now the University of Texas at Arlington. He 
also received a degree from the Southern 
Bible Institute, as well as a masters and Ph.D. 
from Aspen Theological Seminary in Denver, 
Colorado. His career in education and service 
began under the ministry of Dr. N.L. Robinson 
of the Mount Olive Baptist Church in Arlington, 
Texas. 


Under Dr. Daniels’ leadership, the member- 
ship of Beth-Eden Missionary Baptist Church 
has grown from 18 members in 1972, to over 
1,500 members today. This growth has been 
so tremendous that the Church has under- 
taken and completed a three million dollar 
building expansion project to house the larger 
congregation. 


As a regional and civic leader, Dr. B.R. 
Daniels, Sr. has served for 15 years as Mod- 
erator of the Northwestern District Baptist As- 
sociation, various civic leader positions in the 
City of Fort Worth, and currently serves on the 
Board of Directors of the Southern Bible Insti- 
tute where he received his undergraduate de- 
gree. In addition, Dr. Daniels serves as Presi- 
dent at-Large of the Baptist Missionary and 
Educational State Convention of Texas. 


Dr. Daniels has been married to his wife 
Pamela for 29 years and is the father of 5 chil- 
dren, Tamela Daniels Jones, Carla Daniels 
Hill, Reverend B.R. Daniels, Jr., Rhonda Dan- 
iels, and Lynicia Daniels, who have given Dr. 
Daniels 8 grandchildren. 


| first met Pastor Daniels during my work for 
former Congressman Martin Frost of Texas 
and | am proud to call him my friend and rep- 
resent him in Congress. Pastor Daniels has 
lived a life of service to people of faith and his 
community. | ask my colleagues of the 113th 
Congress to join me in honoring Pastor Dan- 
iels on his 40th anniversary as pastor of Beth- 
Eden Missionary Baptist Church as well as an 
exemplary life of service. 
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TRIBUTE TO MARY SILVEIRA 
SANCHEZ LOUMENA 


HON. JEFF DENHAM 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 1, 2013 


Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
acknowledge and honor the life of a beloved 
leader in the Escalon community, Mary 
Silveira Sanchez Loumena. 

Mary was born in Yountville, California, on 
June 23, 1920, and passed away surrounded 
by her family on October 12, 2012, in Escalon, 
California. Her passing has brought great sor- 
row and loss to people throughout the commu- 


nity. 
Mrs. Sanchez Loumena was an active 
member of the Young Ladies Institute, 


Kiwanis, the Ladies of Escalon, and Grand- 
mother’s Club. In addition, she was the Chair- 
person of the 125th anniversary celebration for 
St. Patrick’s Church, and she initiated the chil- 
dren’s monthly prayer group. 

Mary was a founding charter member of the 
Escalon Historical Society and Museum. Her 
instrumental role in its formation will always be 
her legacy. She also played a fundamental 
role in locating, purchasing, and bringing the 
caboose to Escalon’s Main Street Park to 
commemorate the town’s railroad beginning 
and history. 

She and her husband, Charles, sold part of 
Sanchez Ranch to the State of California for 
the location of El Portal Middle School. They 
also developed Vintage Estates—a project 
where they sold remaining portions of their 
ranch for custom homes. 

During the threat of cutbacks in the 1990s, 
Mrs. Sanchez Loumena donated money to the 
City of Escalon to keep streetlights lit in resi- 
dential neighborhoods. Escalon believes that 
future generations can learn much from the 
past, and Mrs. Sanchez Loumena played a 
key role in preserving much of Escalon’s his- 
tory. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring and 
recognizing Mrs. Mary Silveira Sanchez 
Loumena for her unwavering leadership and 
many accomplishments and contributions. Her 
life serves as an example of excellence to 
those in our community, and her legacy will 
not be soon forgotten. 


— EEE 


TRIBUTE TO EAGLE SCOUT 
TANNER PEARD 


HON. TOM LATHAM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 1, 2013 


Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize and congratulate Tanner Peard of 
Boy Scout Troop 178 in Waukee, lowa for 
achieving the rank of Eagle Scout. 

The Eagle Scout rank is the highest ad- 
vancement rank in scouting. Only about five 
percent of Boy Scouts earn the Eagle Scout 
Award. The award is a performance-based 
achievement with high standards that have 
been well-maintained over the past century. 

To earn the Eagle Scout rank, a Boy Scout 
is obligated to pass specific tests that are or- 
ganized by requirements and merit badges, as 
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well as completing an Eagle Project to benefit 
the community. For his project, Tanner 
landscaped Centennial Park in Waukee and 
also raised enough money to provide a new 
sign and an illuminated flagpole for the park. 
The work ethic Tanner has shown in his Eagle 
Project and every other project leading up to 
his Eagle Scout rank speaks volumes of his 
commitment to serving a cause greater than 
himself and assisting his community. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by this young 
man and his supportive family demonstrates 
the rewards of hard work, dedication and per- 
severance. | am honored to represent Tanner 
and his family in the United States Congress. 
| know that all of my colleagues in the House 
will join me in congratulating him on obtaining 
the Eagle Scout ranking, and | wish him con- 
tinued success in his future education and ca- 
reer. 


HONORING LEADERSHIP TURLOCK 
HON. JEFF DENHAM 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 1, 2013 


Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
acknowledge and honor Leadership Turlock, 
as they celebrate 20 years of leadership edu- 
cation in the Central Valley. 

Leadership Turlock was established in 1993 
by founding member, Sharon Silva. The pro- 
gram was formed through the Turlock Cham- 
ber of Commerce to identify new potential 
Turlock leaders and to provide a ten-month 
program that would develop knowledge and 
understanding of the community. 

Leadership Turlock has turned out grad- 
uates such as Assemblywoman Kristen Olsen, 
City Attorney Phaedra Norton, Former Coun- 
cilwoman Beverly Hatcher, Former Council- 
man Marty Yerby, Former Councilmember 
Kurt Vander Weide, School Board Member 
Josh Bernard, and Police Chief Robert Jack- 
son—to name a few. Some of the community 
efforts and accomplishments include building 
tiles at the Donnelly Park Play Ground; con- 
struction improvements for a regional sports 
facility; refurbishing a picnic area at Donnelly 
Park; installing a pad, grills, picnic tables, and 
a trash receptacle at Centennial Park; refur- 
bishing a room at the Salvation Army into an 
afterschool learning center; renovating and de- 
signing a reception area for the Turlock Preg- 
nancy Center; and providing furniture, paint, a 
flat-screen television, and $2,000 dollars in 
supplies for the Emanuel Cancer Center. 

Through participation in the program, mem- 
bers have an opportunity to connect, discuss, 
and exchange ideas with each other and cur- 
rent community leaders and to motivate and 
build strong-minded thinkers to assume lead- 
ership roles in our community. 

Leadership Turlock is building our future 
and celebrating our past, and it fosters a sin- 
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cere commitment, motivation, and interest in 
serving the community. During the ten-month 
program, members expand their under- 
standing of Turlock and Stanislaus County 
through exposure to community issues many 
may not have otherwise had the opportunity to 
explore. At the same time, members can en- 
hance their leadership and management skills 
and develop close relationships and mutual 
concerns with other classmates. 

Even in a fragile economy, the Leadership 
Turlock Program continues to inspire public 
and private sector interest and participation. 
One of the key successes to the longevity of 
the Leadership Turlock Program is the pro- 
gram’s personnel infrastructure—led by a 
committed group of Steering Committee and 
Day-Chair members. Each Committee mem- 
ber has a direct connection with one of the 
day topic planning teams. This direct connec- 
tion enables the program to move quickly 
when mobilizing and responding to challenges 
and changes. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring 
Leadership Turlock for 20 years of delivered 
premier leadership training for the Turlock 
community. Leadership Turlock is proud of its 
310 graduates who continue to lead in busi- 
ness and industry, elected offices, and non- 
profit volunteer boards and organizations. 


TRIBUTE TO LEROY ORNELLAS 
HON. JEFF DENHAM 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 1, 2013 


Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
acknowledge and honor San Joaquin County 
Supervisor Leroy Ornellas on his retirement 
from the San Joaquin County Board of Super- 
visors and to thank him for his dedicated, life- 
long spirit of community service. 

Alfred L. “Leroy” Ornellas was born in 
Tracy, California, on April 3, 1944. The 
Ornellas Family has been dairy farmers in the 
Tracy area since the 1930s. 

A third generation farmer and dairyman, 
Ornellas served for several years as a mem- 
ber of the San Joaquin County Agricultural Ad- 
visory Board and was selected by his peers to 
serve as Chair for five of those years. In addi- 
tion, he served as the Board of Supervisors’ 
representative to the Ag Advisory Board. 

Leroy was a founding member of the San 
Joaquin County Citizens Land Alliance—an or- 
ganization that advocates for the rights of pri- 
vate property owners. He has been active in 
land use issues as a member of the first 
“Tracy Tomorrow” task force and has pro- 
vided testimony to various legislative bodies 
engaged in the development of land use plans 
and agricultural issues. 

In recognizing his many contributions to the 
community and to agriculture, the City of 
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Tracy and the Tracy Chamber of Commerce 
honored Leroy as “Agriculturist of the Year” in 
1995. Also, in 2010, the Ornellas Dairy was 
recognized by Dairy Farmers of America, Inc. 
as part of the Western Area Members of Dis- 
tinction. This program recognizes members 
who excel in their operations, in their commu- 
nities, and in the industry. 


Leroy was elected to the Board of Super- 
visors for District 5 in November of 2002, 
where he served as Chair for the 2004 and 
2009 sessions. At the time of Leroy’s election, 
the Fifth Supervisorial District included the cit- 
ies of Escalon, Tracy, Ripon, Mountain House, 
half of Manteca, and a portion of Lathrop. 
Escalon and Ripon were later removed from 
District 5 after multiple redistricting cycles. 


In 2012, term limits ended Leroy’s tenth 
year of public service on the San Joaquin 
County Board of Supervisors; but, as Leroy’s 
community service did not begin with his elec- 
tion to the Board of Supervisors, it will not end 
there either. He currently sits on several 
boards and commissions affecting the San 
Joaquin Valley, but he is most proud of those 
in which he must collaborate with his peers 
from other cities and counties. Some of such 
organizations include the Board of Directors 
for the Sutter/Tracy Community Hospital, the 
California Partnership for the San Joaquin Val- 
ley, the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Con- 
trol District (Chair, 2008), the San Joaquin 
Council of Governments, and the Regional Air- 
port Planning Committee among several oth- 
ers. 


Leroy is a member of the Tracy/Ripon/ 
Manteca Chambers of Commerce, Tracy Noon 
Rotary, Young Men’s Institute, National Rifle 
Association, and the San Joaquin Farm Bu- 
reau. In addition to his business and public 
service interests, Leroy is a motorsports en- 
thusiast and an admirer of glass and paint art. 
He enjoys attending sports venues, traveling, 
and American History. 


Leroy and his wife, the former Jennie 
Deaderick, were married in 1963. They have 
three sons—Kevin, Mark, and Mathew—all of 
whom are married and assist in managing the 
family farming operation. The Ornellases have 
four grandchildren. Leroy and Jennie, their 
three sons, and four grandchildren will all have 
been educated in San Joaquin County public 
schools. Leroy and his sons attended Modesto 
Junior College, where the two eldest played 
football. His eldest granddaughter attended 
San Joaquin Delta College and graduated 
from San Jose State in 2011. All of the 
Ornellas children and grandchildren have been 
or are members of 4-H. 


Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring 
San Joaquin County Supervisor Leroy 
Ornellas on his retirement and in thanking him 
for his exemplary leadership and service to 
the community. 
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February 4, 2013 


SENATE—Monday, February 4, 2013 


The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Lord God, You are infinite, un- 
changeable, and holy. Thank You for 
this day and the opportunities to be 
stewards of Your love, grace, and com- 
passion. Use our Senators to respond to 
the needs in our world, infusing them 
with a willingness to do Your will. In- 
vade their hearts and minds with Your 
peace as they envision Your plans and 
purposes. Lord, give them power to 
handle the pressures, light for their 
path, and patience for their challenges. 
Let Your wisdom guide them, Your 
hand guard them, and Your shield pro- 
tect them. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 


-Á 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable PATRICK J. LEAHY led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 


EE 


SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am going 
to have to get used to the President 
pro tempore presiding over the Senate. 
That is not the script we have followed 
for quite a few years. I am very happy 
to see him here, as usual. 

Following leader remarks, the Senate 
will be in a period of morning business 
until 5 p.m. Following morning busi- 
ness, the Senate will resume consider- 
ation of the motion to proceed to S. 47, 
the Violence Against Women Act. At 
5:30, the Senate will vote on the motion 
to proceed to the bill. 


-a 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 201 and S. 204 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, there are 
two bills at the desk due for a second 
reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
clerk will read the titles of the bills for 
the second time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 201) to prohibit the sale, lease, 
transfer, retransfer, or delivery of F-16 air- 
craft, M-1 tanks, or certain other defense ar- 
ticles or services to the Government of 
Egypt. 

A bill (S. 204) to preserve and protect the 
free choice of individual employees to form, 
join, or assist labor organizations, or to re- 
frain from such activities. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, with these 
two bills, I would object to any further 
proceedings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objec- 
tion is heard. The measures will be 
placed on the calendar. 


EE 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, in the two 
decades since the Violence Against 
Women Act passed—it passed with a 
very strong vote, a bipartisan vote here 
in the Senate, and then in the House at 
the time—incidents of domestic vio- 
lence have fallen by more than half, by 
as much as 53 percent. The law has 
helped millions of women and children 
escape their attackers and get the jus- 
tice they deserve. It is a landmark 
piece of legislation. That is why Con- 
gress twice reauthorized this legisla- 
tion without a hint of controversy or a 
moment of delay. 

But despite the overwhelming evi- 
dence this legislation saves lives and 
protects women, House Republicans 
used every procedural trick known to 
Congress to block its reauthorization 
last Congress. Despite strong bipar- 
tisan support here in the Senate, Re- 
publicans in the House refused to join 
the effort to renew our national com- 
mitment to ending domestic violence. 

Allowing partisan delays to put wom- 
en’s lives at risk is simply shameful. If 
House Republicans believe domestic vi- 
olence is no longer a problem in this 
country, they are wrong. Every day 
three women in America die at the 
hands of their abusers. Every day many 
women escape with their lives but with 
the physical and emotional scars of the 
abuse that exists. 

More than one-third of women in this 
country have been victims of violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking by a part- 
ner—one-third of the women in this 
country have been victims of violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking by a part- 
ner. It is in our power to help, and it is 
unthinkable that Republicans in the 
House would prevent us from taking 
action and again refuse to do anything, 
as they did last Congress. 

Victims of violence and law enforce- 
ment officials who support them have 
already waited too long for Congress to 
act. This week, the Senate will pass a 
strong bipartisan reauthorization of 


the Violence Against Women Act. This 
is something that was put forward by 
the chairman of that committee, the 
Judiciary Committee, Senator LEAHY. 
He has worked hard on it. He did every- 
thing possible last Congress to get this 
done. Because of the House’s intran- 
sigence, they refused to do anything in 
spite of his work. 


I thank Chairman LEAHY, Senator 
MURRAY, and the women of the Senate 
for their leadership on this issue. I am 
pleased so many of my Senate col- 
leagues have expressed support for 
swift action on this legislation, and es- 
pecially so many Senate Republicans 
have supported this legislation. The 
Senate will not allow women to be de- 
nied the protection they need and de- 
serve. 


We must ensure law enforcement has 
the means to stop these horrible 
crimes. We must guarantee commu- 
nities have the resources to support 
victims regardless of sexual orienta- 
tion, immigration status, or where 
they live, as they heal. Every victim of 
domestic violence deserves the same 
vigorous protections under the law. Be- 
cause of the unique nature of the 
crime, combating domestic violence 
and protecting those affected also re- 
quires unique tools. Reauthorizing this 
act would help law enforcement con- 
tinue to develop effective strategies to 
prosecute cases involving violent 
crimes against women. It would pro- 
vide funding for shelters and transi- 
tional housing programs for victims of 
domestic violence and sexual assault 
and help victims become independent. 
It would make legal assistance avail- 
able to victims of violence and safe- 
guard children and youth affected by 
dating violence and stalking. 


Although the Violence Against 
Women Act expired in 2011, many of 
the programs established under the law 
have been funded by continuing resolu- 
tions. But not everything. A full reau- 
thorization of this law is necessary to 
ensure authorities have all the re- 
sources they need to fight domestic vi- 
olence. So I hope the Senate’s bipar- 
tisan action this week will send a 
strong message to House Republican 
leaders that further partisan delay is 
unacceptable. 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MUR- 
PHY). The Republican leader is recog- 
nized. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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SPENDING CONTROL 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
American people are deeply unhappy 
with the way Washington operates 
these days. They are tired of people 
telling them what they want to hear 
instead of what they need to hear. 
They are tired of all of the political 
games and gimmicks that substitute 
for real action on the problems we face 
as a Nation. Given what we have seen 
from the White House and Congres- 
sional Democrats, frankly, it is hard to 
blame them. As I have said repeatedly 
in recent weeks, we need to find a way 
to control runaway Federal spending 
and debt. We need to do it quickly. 
This is absolutely essential if we are to 
avoid a European-style catastrophe. It 
is what we need to do if we are serious 
about removing government obstacles 
that stand in the way of a robust recov- 
ery and new jobs. 

Reducing the debt will throw off a 
wet blanket that has been weighing on 
our economy for entirely too long. This 
is a serious challenge. It demands seri- 
ous spending reforms from both parties 
here in Washington. Yet if you were to 
listen to the Democrats, you would 
think all of our ills could be solved by 
raising taxes on private jets or energy 
companies. 

These are not real solutions. They 
are poll-tested gimmicks. Just take 
the tax hike on so-called corporate 
jets. It would not raise enough revenue 
to offset more than 1 week—1 week—of 
the decade-long sequester—l week. Of 
course, anytime you have a tax hike, 
there are going to be negative reper- 
cussions for growth and jobs. We do not 
have to look too far into the past to 
see how disruptive those consequences 
can be. In 1990, Washington politicians 
tried to enact a ‘‘luxury tax” on just 
about everything you could associate 
with the upper class, including yachts 
and aircraft. It was a total failure. Not 
only was it linked to the destruction of 
literally thousands of jobs in the boat- 
ing industry, but, according to one 
study, the government actually—listen 
to this—spent more in unemployment 
benefits and in lost taxes than it was 
able to raise through the luxury tax 
itself. In other words, while the tax 
may have seemed to serve as a useful 
wedge issue for Democratic politicians, 
it made just about everyone worse off 
than they were before it passed. Work- 
ers, consumers, taxpayers, and the gov- 
ernment were all worse off. That is 
why a number of Members of today’s 
Senate Democratic caucus voted to re- 
peal that particular tax a few years 
later in 1993. They even agreed to send 
refund checks to some of those im- 
pacted by it. 

So why are they proposing to go 
down this same sorry road one more 
time? Well, in a variation of the old 
saying, you can conclude that they do 
not want the facts to get in the way of 
a good political talking point. 
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But the larger point is this: The chal- 
lenge we face right now is the fact that 
government spending is completely and 
totally out of control. So to focus on a 
tax of any kind is to miss the point en- 
tirely. The amount of revenue we bring 
in as a percentage of GDP is set to re- 
turn to the historical average of the 
past few decades. Spending, on the 
other hand, is way above historic 
norms, and spending is projected to ac- 
tually get much worse in the years to 
come; that is, unless we do something 
about it today. 

The American people elected a di- 
vided government. They expect it to 
work. That means both parties need to 
engage and offer serious solutions. Pro- 
posing a return to failed tax gimmicks 
of the past is not by any measure a se- 
rious solution. If White House officials 
want to replace the same sequester 
they themselves proposed in 2011, it is 
their responsibility to lay out what 
concrete spending cuts they would be 
willing to consider as potential offsets, 
as House Republicans already have. If 
they do, then we Republicans are 
happy to hear them out and to work 
collaboratively on effective reforms. 
But if this is just another opportunity 
to trot out the Democrats’ focus-group- 
approved policy stunt, if this is an- 
other fake fight designed by the White 
House to push us to the brink, then Re- 
publicans are not interested in playing 
along. We are going to keep fighting 
for real spending reform, because that 
is what the American people expect us 
to do. 

Every day spent talking about cor- 
porate jets is a day wasted. Given that 
the President again missed the dead- 
line to submit a budget on time this 
year, there is not much time to spare. 
The clock is ticking. It is past time to 
get serious. 

I yield the floor. 


EE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


EE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business until 5 
p.m. with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that I be recognized to proceed as 
in morning business. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


REMEMBERING ADELE HALL 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I rise 
to pay tribute to a most remarkable 
woman. In just a few hours, a celebra- 
tion of life service will be held at St. 
Andrew’s Church in Kansas City for 
Adele Hall, described by the Kansas 
City Star in a front-page headline as 
“first lady” of Kansas City. 

Adele was in Hawaii with her hus- 
band Don Hall, chairman of Hallmark 
Cards, when she passed away. To say 
they were a remarkable couple is an 
understatement. They met when she 
was 3 years old and Don was 6. Adele 
said: I don’t ever remember falling in 
love with Don. I just grew up being in 
love with him. 

As the Star reported, her priorities 
were always with her husband and her 
three children. In addition to her love 
and caring for her family, Adele Hall 
had a unique ability to lead, and lead 
she did. Living a life of caring and con- 
tribution, making a difference and 
demonstrating to all whose lives she 
touched and made better, she was a 
wonderful example of honor and re- 
spect. 

Adele’s many accomplishments were 
almost legendary. She would demure 
from that description with her wonder- 
ful smile and give credit to others. It 
was how she accomplished so much 
that serves as such a wonderful exam- 
ple and why she was so beloved. 

The friends of Don and Adele and 
those with whom she worked describe 
her best. Henry Bloch, the founder of 
H&R Block and a lifelong friend, said: 

If there ever was a first lady of Kansas 
City, it was Adele. She was honored and re- 
spected by everybody. It’s a major loss for 
this community. 

Irv Hockaday, a former CEO of Hall- 
mark and a friend of Adele and Don’s 
for close to 50 years, said: 

She was like a magnetic sun ... whose 
constant warmth and magnetism just had a 
pull. And people gravitated to her. To me, 
her most compelling quality, of many, was 
her empathy. 

They say that no one is indispensable. 
That’s true in a way. But she comes about as 
close to being someone we can never, ever 
forget or replicate. 

Irv Hockaday certainly captured 
Adele, as did Steven Doyal, spokesman 
for Hallmark Cards: 

We lost a great human being. Her greatest 
passion was in the area of children. She be- 
lieved passionately in the potential of every 
child. 

At Children’s Mercy Hospital, Adele 
moved easily from rocking sick babies 
in the nursery to running board meet- 
ings and leading multimillion-dollar 
fundraising campaigns. One of the best 
known was with Tom Watson, with 
whom she established the Children’s 
Mercy Golf Classic. 
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Jack Ovel, the hospital board chair- 
man, said: 

She was quick to give others credit. She 
was always telling other people, ‘‘You are 
the wind beneath my wings.” 

Perhaps her most notable collabo- 
rative effort was bringing the Univer- 
sity of Kansas and Children’s Mercy to- 
gether. Early on she realized what that 
would mean for residents of Kansas 
City. 

Jim Heeter, president of the Greater 
City Chamber of Commerce, described 
the news of Adele’s passing, which 
came in the middle of the monthly 
chamber board meeting: 

The entire room fell into stunned silence 
when it was announced. She was known and 
loved by virtually everyone around our board 
table. We observed a long moment of silence 
in her honor and her memory. 

Mary Shaw ‘‘Shawsie’’ Branton, who 
was her copartner and close friend in 
one charitable and/or civic event after 
another said of Adele: 

I have lost a close friend. She touched all 
our lives. There was an aura around Adele, 
‘How can I help? What canIdo?...Howcan 
I find a solution?’ 

“This is a great day of sorrow,” said 
Sarah Rowland, chairwoman of the 
Nelson-Atkins board of trustees. 

Jane Chu, CEO of the Kauffman Cen- 
ter for the Performing Arts said: 

Everything she did was about inspiring 
Kansas City residents. She so believed in 
these projects because she so believed in this 
city, she cared about making it a great place 
to live. 

One can clearly see by the many 
comments of Adele’s friends and lead- 
ers in Kansas City, with regard to their 
sense of personal loss, expressions of 
admiration of love and respect for the 
world of achievements Adele accom- 
plished, there is only one Adele Hall. 

In my case, Mr. President, I was on 
the floor of this body last Monday dur- 
ing a series of votes taking place when 
a cloakroom attendant gave me a mes- 
sage to call my office immediately. I 
did, and my chief of staff, Jackie 
Cottrell, came over to the cloakroom 
and told me of the news of Adele’s un- 
timely passing. 

There are certain people in life where 
you feel you are privileged just to 
know them—people who make a dif- 
ference, really nice people who give 
you a certain sense of awe, people who 
are really not aware of their special 
and unique persona. Adele had that 
certain something—a unique charisma, 
comprised of a wonderful smile, charm 
and grace, but also the determination 
and ability of a leader. 

When she came into a room, those 
present knew things would get done. 
She always stood ready in friendship 
and support and love. Unfortunately, 
given her strength of purpose, she was 
also the kind of person you might well 
take for granted. 

Jackie and I immediately called 
Annie Presley, a good friend and com- 
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panion-in-arms with Adele. Annie and I 
couldn’t say too much during that 
phone call, but I did blurt out, ‘Well, 
it’s the end of an era.” And it is. Adele, 
in addition to all of her civic and art 
works, had tremendous influence, serv- 
ing as an adviser, a friend, and sup- 
porter to Presidents, Governors, Sen- 
ators, Congressional Members, and city 
leaders. Annie was right by her side in 
these endeavors. Her passion for poli- 
tics made both Kansas and Missouri a 
better place to live. Her advice, her 
guidance, and support were invaluable 
to so many. Don and Adele’s Kansas 
home was the setting for countless ben- 
efactor receptions. The list represents 
a Who’s Who in politics, from both 
Presidents Bush, Senators Bob Dole, 
Kit Bond, Nancy Kassebaum, and, yes, 
somebody by the name of PAT ROB- 
ERTS. 

My friendship with Don and Adele 
began more than 20 years ago. I admit 
I was a bit nervous the first time I was 
invited to their home. I arrived early 
and Adele warmly greeted me, wel- 
comed me in. Don took me into the 
study, and after some discussion we all 
ended up listening to the Andrews Sis- 
ters—I don’t know why—until we were 
informed it was time to greet the other 
guests. I think Don and I would have 
been there a lot longer if Don had his 
way. We have been great friends ever 
since. 

Perhaps the highlight of our efforts 
together was when First Lady Laura 
Bush came to Kansas, and together we 
welcomed her to our great State. 

Finally, Mr. President, when I talk 
about Adele’s respect and her humility, 
Iam reminded of the story when Presi- 
dent Bush came to Wichita on my be- 
half. The White House staff and secu- 
rity, God bless them, had names on the 
floor in the reception room, and those 
who were greeting the President had to 
stand on the right name. God knows 
what would have happened if you didn’t 
stand on the right name. 

Adele stood exactly as instructed on 
her name, without any hesitation. I did 
not do that. I didn’t follow orders quite 
as well. I met with the President’s ve- 
hicle and hurriedly told him our spe- 
cial guests were standing at attention 
at their appropriate spot, which 
amused the President greatly. The se- 
cret, of course, was that Don and Adele 
often stayed at the White House as 
guests of both George H.W. Bush and 
President George W. Bush. 

When President Bush came in the 
room, he asked: Adele, are you stand- 
ing in the right place? 

She replied quickly: Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent—George—I will stand wherever 
you want me to. 

That really produced a lot of laughs 
and prompted a big hug. 

Mr. President, today’s obligations in 
the Senate prevent me from attending 
the celebration of life service, but I am 
there in spirit. To Don, Don Jr. and 
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Jill, David and Laura, Margaret and 
Keith, and Adele’s nine grandchildren, 
our thoughts and prayers are with you. 

I feel compelled to say if all of the 
people in the Kansas City area could be 
in attendance, those who loved Adele 
or who have benefited from her many 
endeavors, the numbers would fill Ar- 
rowhead Stadium and then some. 

Helen Steiner Rice may well have 
summed up what Adele would be tell- 
ing us now: 

When I must leave you for a little while, 
please go on bravely with a gallant smile. 
And, for my sake and in my name, live on 
and do all things the same. Spend not your 
life in empty days, but fill each waking hour 
in useful ways. Reach out your hand in com- 
fort and in cheer, and I, in turn, will comfort 
you and hold you near. 

Mr. President, the heavens are a lit- 
tle brighter now because they have a 
shining star in Adele Hall. 

I yield the floor, and upon careful 
study I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


FEDERAL SPENDING 


Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I come to 
the Senate floor today, as I have vir- 
tually every day since we have been 
back in session, to address what is per- 
haps the most critical question facing 
this Nation: how to rein in the out-of- 
control Federal spending that threat- 
ens to bankrupt the country and saddle 
future generations with a burden of 
debt that will dramatically reduce the 
quality of their lives. 

Yesterday morning on ABC’s “This 
Week with George Stephanopoulos,” 
Senate Majority Leader REID claimed: 

“The American people need to under- 
stand that it’s not as if we’ve done 
nothing for the debt.” 

I would argue that the American peo- 
ple do understand, but what they dis- 
agree with is the majority leader’s 
statement that we have done some- 
thing to reduce the debt we are accu- 
mulating at a record rate. We all know 
we are spending nearly $40,000 of tax- 
payer money per second. We know it 
has now been 1,377 days since we passed 
a budget in the Senate or one has even 
been offered by the Democratic leader- 
ship. Our debt continues to accumulate 
and now stands at nearly $16.5 trillion, 
and anybody who looks at the debt 
clock sees that the numbers are rotat- 
ing faster than the eye can see. So, no, 
I don’t agree. I don’t think we have 
done much to address our debt. And 
rather than recognize the real problem 
of our debt, which is spending, the ma- 
jority leader talked about the need for 
yet more taxes and higher revenues. 
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After all the debate about making 
the wealthy pay more in order to pay 
down our debt, the fiscal cliff deal 
barely changed the Nation’s long-term 
fiscal outlook, particularly if spending 
continues on its present course. 

A report from the Peterson Founda- 
tion released this week puts U.S. debt 
on a track to reach 200 percent of gross 
domestic product by 2040. Keep in mind 
that many respected economists— 
economists without a partisan position 
to promote, those who have looked at 
this impartially—have said to us that 
historically, without exception, once a 
nation’s debt reaches 90 percent of 
GDP, it becomes very damaging to the 
economy, and it is something I believe 
we are now experiencing the early 
phases of in America. So 200 percent of 
GDP, if we stay on the present course, 
will take this country and our econ- 
omy down, and it will take away our 
ability to provide the needed and nec- 
essary functions of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

The plain fact is that our debt is 
going to continue to spiral upward 
until Washington tackles its spending 
addiction. 

The President and some of my col- 
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
are claiming that in the last few years 
they have already cut the budget to 
the bone. These so-called savings they 
talk about are savings anticipated by 
drawing down troops in Afghanistan 
and Iraq that are already set to wind 
down. So we can’t just simply say: 
Well, we have solved the problem be- 
cause we are now going to take this 
money which we anticipate we won’t 
have to spend. 

By the way, that assumes there will 
be no more overseas contingent oper- 
ations that will have to take place in 
the next 10 years. If we look at what is 
happening around the world, if we look 
at the instability and threats that are 
happening around the world, it is pret- 
ty hard to assume we simply don’t or 
won’t need to spend any money over 
the next 10 years to address something 
that is a direct threat to the United 
States. 

All of this basically says it is pretty 
hard to take seriously the suggestion 
by the majority leader and the Presi- 
dent that we have done our job in cut- 
ting spending to reduce the debt. 

If I were able to take the time to list 
the wasteful catalog of duplicative 
spending and wasteful spending of the 
taxpayer dollars on this floor, I would 
use up the rest of the day—and more. 
But let me mention a few examples 
from my colleague from Oklahoma, 
Senator COBURN, who I think has done 
this body and the American public a 
great service by delineating and out- 
lining some of this unnecessary spend- 
ing of taxpayer dollars and giving us a 
route and a roadmap and a pathway to- 
wards addressing unneeded wasteful 
spending of tax dollars, particularly at 
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a time when we are having to borrow 
nearly 40 percent or more in order to 
keep our government functioning. This 
spending Senator COBURN has listed 
comes out of official government re- 
ports—the Government Accountability 
Office, the Congressional Research 
Service, and other government enti- 
ties. These have been documented by 
our own official national government 
agencies: 

There is $1.6 billion spent annually to 
maintain unneeded Federal property. If 
it is unneeded, why do we have to 
maintain it year after year at a cost of 
$1.6 billion? Let’s put a ‘‘for sale” sign 
up there and receive some revenue 
from these assets that are documented 
as being unneeded. 

Another $1.6 billion is spent by the 
Federal Government to provide free 
cell phone service. Now, the Congress 
passed legislation for certain cat- 
egories of low-income people to receive 
free cell phones. Whether you are for 
that or against that or voted for it or 
voted against it, what has been laid out 
here is the fact that many of these 
phones are going to people who don’t 
qualify for this handout, and hundreds 
of thousands of those go to people who 
already have at least one phone. Offer 
somebody a free second phone, and 
they are going to grab it. But do they 
need it, and does the taxpayer need to 
pay for it? 

Also, $50 million of taxpayer money 
went to the IRS for a public relations 
effort to try to improve its image with 
taxpayers. Good luck with that PR pro- 
gram. I think we know their opinion of 
the IRS. And is this really a necessary 
expenditure? 

The IRS sent a prisoner who filed a 
bogus tax return a refund for $327,456, 
and they even sent it to the correc- 
tional facility. You would think that 
somewhere along the line, somebody 
would say: Maybe we ought to look 
into this. Hopefully we will be able to 
get this one back, along with $30,000 
that was sent to a jail where a mur- 
derer collected $30,000 in claimed un- 
employment benefits. Well, yes, he was 
unemployed, but that is not exactly 
what our unemployment system is de- 
signed to do. So while we are going 
after the $327,000, maybe we can collect 
this $30,000 on the way. 

Every day we hear of reports of food 
stamps being used to pay for beer, ciga- 
rettes, cell phone bills, and even cars. 
That hardly needs to be mentioned be- 
cause it is something we have come to 
understand—there is a lot of misuse of 
tax dollars. 

On and on it goes, and I could list 
more and more. 

Just the other day, Senator COBURN 
listed some duplicative programs, and 
he thought: Well, maybe we don’t need 
multiple numbers of these. Maybe we 
can consolidate. 

We have 18 domestic food assistance 
programs, 45 separate job-training pro- 
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grams. And I love this one, my per- 
sonal favorite—more than 50 financial 
literacy programs provided by the Fed- 
eral Government. 

The first question we need to ask is 
what does the Federal Government 
have to say about financial literacy, 
given our current financial situation? 
Hopefully it is using its own dysfunc- 
tion as an example of what not to do. 

These outrageous spending items and 
duplicative Federal programs are not 
isolated examples. Just a few weeks 
ago the Treasury Department issued 
its year-end report for fiscal 2012. One 
of the bombshells in this report that 
has received virtually no coverage or 
commentary is the estimate by the 
Government Accountability Office that 
$108 billion was lost to improper pay- 
ments by the Federal Government. 

Since over one-third of all Federal 
spending wasn’t even examined yet by 
the GAO, the total amount lost obvi- 
ously will be much higher. The fact 
that this escaped the notice of much of 
the media and many of my colleagues 
is very telling. Unfortunately, we are 
so used to the notion of inefficient or 
wasteful Federal spending, a govern- 
ment report verifying over $100 billion 
in waste, fraud, and abuse doesn’t even 
register. 

When my colleagues come down to 
offer amendments and are voted down, 
amendments to offset spending for new 
programs such as disaster relief and a 
cacophony of rejections comes their 
way saying, ‘How dare you even think 
about trying to offset this, you are 
taking money away from babies and 
children and mothers and essential 
functions of the Federal Government?” 
Then you start to read down the list of 
wasteful programs and duplicative pro- 
grams and they say they cannot come 
up with a dime to offset needed ex- 
penses. 

Let me say we are not here to under- 
mine or destroy the necessary function 
of running an efficient government. 
But the key word is efficient. We want 
to spend taxpayers’ dollars in a way so 
taxpayers understand we are doing the 
best to spend their hard-earned dollars 
on essential programs. 

I have suggested to the Appropria- 
tions Committee that each program for 
which we appropriate money be put 
through a system of what I call triage. 
We ask each agency before it presents 
its budget to us, annually, for the ap- 
propriations to pay for their expenses 
and distributions, that they first ad- 
dress this question: Is this an essential 
function of the Federal Government? Is 
this a function we might like to do but 
can no longer afford to do? And sepa- 
rate that from those we no longer need 
or never should have been put there in 
the first place. 

At a time when we are suffering from 
the plunge into deficit spending and 
debt, should we not apply some stand- 
ards and principles as to where and 
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how we allocate funds that are sent to 
us by the taxpayer? I have asked each 
agency to do that. We have not re- 
ceived any reports back. All we hear, 
from a number of voices around the 
town, is: Oh, no, we cannot touch any 
of this; every dime we spend is abso- 
lutely necessary. 

I think what Senator COBURN has 
begun to do and what I hope to do, and 
to work on with him and others, is to 
identify some of those areas and lit- 
erally ask the question to my col- 
leagues and to the American people: Do 
you think this is an essential function 
of the Federal Government? Is this 
something that maybe we would wish 
to do but do not have the money to do? 
Or is this something that, frankly, has 
not lived up to its promise, is wasting 
money, or is this something that never 
should have been passed in the first 
place? 

If we do not apply those principles to 
our future spending, we are going to 
continue down this road. We all know 
the big three—Social Security, Med- 
icaid, and Medicare—have to be re- 
formed to save these programs, but 
have to be reformed because they are 
unsustainable in their current form. I 
will be talking much more about that 
later. But what I do want to acknowl- 
edge here today is that without getting 
to those programs, which we have to do 
if we are going to solve our long-term 
problem, we also need to seriously look 
at how we spend money on all the dis- 
cretionary spending that comes before 
this body. We have to look at those 
things that simply do not measure up 
in terms of a responsible way of han- 
dling our taxpayer revenues. 

Iam going to continue coming to the 
floor, I am going to continue pointing 
out areas where I think we can save 
money, and continue to make the case 
that this Congress has not begun to do 
the job it needs to do in terms of deal- 
ing with our spending. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 


EE 
DEBT CEILING EXTENSION 


Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, last 
week the Senate passed legislation 
that had already been approved in the 
House that extended the debt ceiling 
until late this summer. It was the right 
thing to do. It was the right thing to 
extend the debt ceiling of our Nation 
because it allows us to pay the bills we 
have already incurred. There is not one 
dime of new spending that is author- 
ized under the legislation we approved. 
My only regret is that we did not ex- 
tend it for a longer period of time, giv- 
ing greater certainty to the financial 
markets. 

If we were ever to violate the debt 
ceiling, the consequences would be that 
the taxpayers of this country would 
have to pay more for the obligations of 
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our Nation in interest costs. It would 
permanently damage the reputation of 
this Nation as far as our ability to pay 
our bills. It would be counter- 
productive to everything we are trying 
to do to help the taxpayers of America. 
It was the right thing for us to do, to 
extend the debt ceiling, but we still 
have a lot more work we need to do. 

Our current accumulation of debt is 
not sustainable. We cannot continue to 
spend what we are spending today and 
collect what we are collecting today in 
revenue and sustain the fiscal integrity 
of the United States. We spend too 
much and we do not bring in enough 
revenue. That is the issue we need to 
address. It was not addressed in the 
debt ceiling. The debt ceiling should 
have been extended. But we now need 
to deal with the fundamental problem 
that our spending and revenues are not 
in line. 

We could talk about the cause of how 
we got here. We could talk about how 
the Congress reduced tax revenues 
while we were at war, a policy I spoke 
out against and voted against. But our 
responsibility is to figure out how we 
go from where we are today, with budg- 
et deficits that are not sustainable, to 
how we can bring our country into bet- 
ter fiscal balance. We need a balanced 
approach. We need an approach that 
looks at spending, looks at revenues, 
that acknowledges that job growth is, 
first and foremost, our objective. We 
have to create more jobs in our econ- 
omy—more people working, less people 
needing governmental services, more 
people paying tax revenues; all that 
helps generate the growth in our econ- 
omy. 

We have to protect the middle class. 
The middle class has been particularly 
vulnerable during this slowdown in our 
economy from which we are now recov- 
ering. It has to be real, what we come 
up with. That means it really does deal 
with the deficit problems of this coun- 
try and should be long term. I think all 
of us are tired of these short-term ex- 
tensions. They may avoid an imme- 
diate problem but they do not give the 
type of predictability that is necessary 
for our economy to take off and grow. 

If you are an investor, it is tough to 
invest if you do not know the ground 
rules, if you do not know what the Tax 
Code is going to look like, what the 
Federal budget is going to look like. 
How do you invest in expanding a plant 
to deal with expanded Federal needs 
when you don’t know what the budget 
is going to be? How do you deal with 
the Tax Code if maybe you want to de- 
velop an energy company when you do 
not know what the tax provisions are 
going to be for that operation? We need 
to give predictability. Therefore, long- 
term solutions are better. 

And it needs to be truly bipartisan. I 
was here on New Year’s Eve at mid- 
night. I saw the Democrats and Repub- 
licans come together in a true com- 
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promise that I think put the Nation’s 
interests first rather than our partisan 
interests. I would have wished to see us 
do things a lot differently than in that 
agreement, but it was bipartisan, we 
compromised, we listened, and did it in 
the best traditions of the Congress. 

I wish to take us back 2 years ago 
when we started to struggle with how 
we would deal with our fiscal problems. 
President Obama appointed the Simp- 
son-Bowles Commission, and we know 
a lot about that. They made their rec- 
ommendations. Some of the rec- 
ommendations’ specifics were pretty 
controversial, but I think as to the 
overall framework of the Simpson- 
Bowles recommendations—the amount 
of additional revenue we need to bring 
in, the types and parameters of the 
spending cuts—I think there was gen- 
eral national agreement that that was 
the framework which would allow us to 
move forward in the best interests of 
our economy. I point out in the last 
Congress the Democrats on the Senate 
Budget Committee adopted that ap- 
proach as our framework to move for- 
ward. I think that is what we need to 
look at. 

Let me make a couple of points, be- 
cause I have listened to a lot of my col- 
leagues come to the floor and talk 
about how we have not made progress, 
that our deficits are too large. We have 
made progress. We have. We have got- 
ten about halfway there. Simpson- 
Bowles was somewhere between $4 and 
$5 trillion of deficit reduction over a 10- 
year period. We are about halfway 
there. We have about $2.5 trillion we 
have gotten done. We got that done be- 
cause we passed the Budget Control 
Act, and the Budget Control Act put in 
lower caps on discretionary spending 
on the domestic side. That is now the 
law of the land. Over $1 trillion of def- 
icit reduction was accomplished be- 
cause of the Budget Control Act. 

We did another $1 trillion of deficit 
reduction on New Year’s Eve, the fiscal 
cliff agreements that brought in more 
revenue by making permanent the 39.6- 
percent tax rate for high-income tax- 
payers and bringing in some additional 
spending cuts. That is real. 

My colleagues say we still have these 
large deficits and they are larger than 
they were before, but if we did not do 
the Budget Control Act and we did not 
do the fiscal cliff agreements, the def- 
icit would be much higher. Again, 
using some common baseline, such as 
Simpson-Bowles did, we have done 
about half of what, if you agree on the 
framework of Simpson-Bowles, we need 
to do. We have to get more done; we 
are not there yet. The revenues of this 
country traditionally have been about 
19 percent of our economy. That is 
what it was under President Clinton 
when we balanced the Federal budget. 
We actually had surpluses. Our econ- 
omy was growing. There was job 
growth. We were moving in the right 
direction. 
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Our revenues have dipped to about 15 
percent of our economy, so we are not 
anywhere near having as much revenue 
as we need in order to have a balanced 
approach that allows for job growth. 
And, yes, our spending is too high, par- 
ticularly on what we call the manda- 
tory side. We agree with that. If you 
look at our health care costs in this 
country, they are much higher than 
those of any other nation in the world 
and we do not have the health results 
that would demonstrate why we are 
spending so much more. We need a 
more efficient system. That is why a 
lot of us supported the Affordable Care 
Act, because we see in it delivery sys- 
tem reform that will make our health 
care system more efficient, bring down 
the cost of hospital care by reducing 
readmissions, bring down the cost of 
hospital care by reducing hospital in- 
fection rates, bring down the cost of 
high-cost interventions by dealing with 
people with complicated issues, mul- 
tiple issues, in a much more managed 
way; using health technology more ef- 
ficiently; using preventive care to ac- 
tually reduce health care costs. We 
know early intervention saves lives, 
saves costs, and when you bring down 
the cost of health care you bring down 
the cost of Medicaid, you bring down 
the cost of Medicare, and you help our 
budget get into better balance. 

We also believe we can save money in 
the military. The baseline for military 
spending assumes the high level of 
military operations in Afghanistan. 
Well, our troops are coming home. I 
think we can now safely assume that 
our Active military needs will not be 
at the high levels they have been over 
the last decade, and that will save 
money. I personally think we need to 
look at a BRAC-like process for our 
international military facilities, as we 
did for our domestic military facilities. 
All of that can save money. 

So what do we need to do? We need to 
get together, Democrats and Repub- 
licans, on a balanced approach. We 
need to do it in the month of February 
because on March 1 these automatic 
cuts, known as sequestration, take ef- 
fect. The automatic cuts were put in 
during the Budget Control Act as a way 
to get us to act. None of us wanted to 
see across-the-board cuts to both our 
domestic and our military budgets; we 
didn’t think that made a lot of sense. 
After all, some programs are more im- 
portant than others, and we should 
make the hard choices. We should not 
be using an across-the-board cut. 

We need to come together. As I have 
indicated, there are areas in the spend- 
ing where I hope we can come together 
so we can make our system more effi- 
cient, particularly on the delivery of 
health care. There are certain reduc- 
tions we can make in the overseas con- 
tingency accounts in our military. 

On the revenue side, we have brought 
out areas where there are loopholes 
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and shelters in our Tax Code. We can 
do a better job. It is interesting that 
the top 1 percent of the taxpayers of 
this country receive 25 percent of the 
benefits on what is known as tax ex- 
penditures. I heard my colleagues come 
to the floor and talk about how we 
have to bring down the cost of spend- 
ing. Well, yes, we do spend through ap- 
propriations bills, but we also spend 
through tax expenditures, which are 
provisions we put in the Tax Code to 
give breaks to some—not all—of our 
constituents. When we add up all those 
tax expenditures, it comes to $1.2 tril- 
lion a year. That is what the tax ex- 
penditures come to. That is larger than 
our entire discretionary spending. We 
are spending more through the Tax 
Code than we are through appropria- 
tions bills. We can certainly find some 
savings in those tax expenditures, and 
we can use that in a balanced approach 
to be able to avoid the across-the-board 
cuts and get our budget back into bet- 
ter balance. That is where we need to 
move as a Congress and as a nation. 

It is important for us to take timely 
action. Let me underscore that. We 
need to act in February. We don’t want 
to go through the uncertainty of what 
sequestration means. I have talked to a 
lot of businesspeople who depend on 
Federal contracts. Will that contract 
be let? They don’t know. We need to 
give predictability so that our econ- 
omy can take off. 

I hope we all put our Nation’s fiscal 
interests ahead of any of our partisan 
objectives, and that means listening to 
each other. Democrats and Republicans 
need to listen. My colleagues on the 
Republican side of the aisle have made 
some good points in regard to manda- 
tory spending. My colleagues on the 
Democratic side of the aisle have made 
some very valid points about the need 
for revenue. I hope we will listen to 
each other, resolve our differences, and 
put a proposal forward that brings our 
Nation back to a stable fiscal future, 
which will allow us to create the types 
of jobs we need by investment and fis- 
cal prudence so our economy can con- 
tinue to lead the world. We need to act 
in a responsible, balanced, bipartisan, 
and timely way. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maine. 


EE 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT 


Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I am 
honored to be an original cosponsor of 
the bipartisan legislation to reauthor- 
ize the Violence Against Women Act. 
Let me thank the two leaders of that 
important bill, Senators LEAHY and 
CRAPO, for their work to ensure that 
the Senate makes renewing this impor- 
tant law a high priority early in this 
Congress. 

I also wish to acknowledge the work 
of the many advocates who have deliv- 
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ered so strongly the message to Con- 
gress and to the public that we must do 
more to prevent violence from occur- 
ring in our homes and in our commu- 
nities. Our law enforcement officers, 
counselors, social workers, health care 
professionals, public educators, and 
community service providers are truly 
on the front lines of the effort to help 
those who are the victims of violence 
and to help prevent violence from oc- 
curring in the first place. Their advo- 
cacy on behalf of these victims has 
helped to make this bill a priority. I 
commend them all for the work they 
are doing each and every day. 

In my home State of Maine, we are 
fortunate to have a very low crime 
rate, but law enforcement officials tell 
me that the two greatest areas of con- 
cern are domestic violence and drugs. 
Often, these two go hand in hand. In 
fact, a 2011 study by the University of 
Southern Maine’s Muskie School of 
Public Service found that 65 percent of 
victims of crime in Maine believe the 
offender was under the influence of 
drugs or alcohol at the time. 

Over the last decade, occurrences of 
domestic violence have resulted in 
nearly half of all homicides in my 
State. Nearly half are the result of in- 
cidents of domestic violence. 

According to statistics from the 
Maine Department of Public Safety, 
there were 5,360 reported domestic as- 
saults in the year 2011, which is nearly 
a 5-percent increase from the previous 
year. This equates to one domestic as- 
sault every 1 hour and 38 minutes, and 
this is in a State with a very low crime 
rate. 

Nationally, one in four women and 
one in seven men experience severe 
physical violence at the hands of an in- 
timate partner. 

In addition, Maine’s 10-year average 
is 364 rapes per year. Think about that. 
That is almost one rape per day in a 
State with a very low crime rate. 
Those are only the reported crimes. I 
suspect the actual number is even 
higher. According to the Maine Coali- 
tion Against Sexual Assault, an esti- 
mated 138,000 Mainers will experience 
some form of sexual violence this year 
alone. Currently, rape has the lowest 
reporting, arrest, and prosecution rate 
of all violent crimes in the United 
States. 

So I am very pleased that this year’s 
reauthorization bill also includes the 
provisions of the Sexual Assault Foren- 
sic Evidence Registry—or SAFER— 
Act, which was authored by our col- 
league, Senator JOHN CORNYN. I com- 
mend the Senator for his leadership in 
that area, and I am pleased to be a co- 
sponsor of his bill, which unanimously 
passed in the last Congress in the Sen- 
ate and has been incorporated into the 
Violence Against Women Act reauthor- 
ization. This bipartisan bill, the 
SAFER Act, would authorize the At- 
torney General to award grants to 
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State and local governments to audit 
and reduce the backlog of untested 
rape kits. 

Mr. President, I think you will share 
my shock and alarm at the number of 
these kits which are sitting in the pos- 
session of law enforcement agencies 
and which could contain DNA evidence 
that would lead to prosecutions and 
help get rapists off the streets and yet 
have not been analyzed. The estimate 
is that between 300,000 and 400,000 of 
these kits are just sitting in the pos- 
session of law enforcement agencies 
but have not been analyzed. That is to- 
tally unacceptable. 

The reauthorization bill we intro- 
duced last week would help ensure that 
Maine and every other State has the 
necessary resources to support victims 
of violence and, whenever possible, to 
prevent violence from occurring in the 
first place. 

Elizabeth Saxl, the executive direc- 
tor of the Maine Coalition Against Sex- 
ual Assault, recently wrote to me in 
support of the reauthorization of the 
Violence Against Women Act. She 
noted this in her letter: 

By reauthorizing and making significant 
improvements to these important programs, 
this legislation will help fulfill the critical 
unmet needs of victims of violence and ex- 
pand protections to currently under-pro- 
tected populations. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that her letter be printed in the 
RECORD at the conclusion of my re- 
marks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 

Ms. COLLINS. The Violence Against 
Women Act has made a significant dif- 
ference in combating domestic vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking, 
through grants to State and local gov- 
ernments and nonprofit organizations. 
Since it was first passed in 1994, the 
programs authorized under this law 
have provided State and local partners 
with more than $4.7 billion of assist- 
ance. This assistance helps to ensure 
that the victims of violence get the 
help they need to recover and has pre- 
vented incalculable suffering by stop- 
ping violent crimes before they happen. 

It is extremely important to pass 
this legislation because all men and 
women—and men are victims as well as 
women. In some ways, the name of this 
law should be changed. But all women 
and men, regardless of race, religion, 
sexual orientation, or disability de- 
serve to be safe and protected from 
physical violence, and that is what this 
reauthorization would help to do. 

Finally, this is not and never should 
be a partisan issue. Violence and do- 
mestic assaults do not discriminate be- 
tween Republicans and Democrats, 
Independents and Greens, or people 
who are not politically active at all. 

This is an equal opportunity crime 
that harms people regardless of their 
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political affiliation, their profession, 
their location, or their status in life. It 
is an issue that deserves bipartisan 
support. I hope my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle will come together 
and pass this important bill. 

I recognize there may be some provi- 
sions of this bill which are controver- 
sial; but, surely, we can come together 
in support of the goal of this vital leg- 
islation. We can work out differences if 
not on the Senate floor then in con- 
ference with the House; but, surely, we 
can come together and reauthorize this 
law that has made such a difference to 
so many in our country. 


EXHIBIT 1 


MAINE COALITION AGAINST 
SEXUAL ASSAULT, 
Augusta, ME, February 4, 2013. 
Hon. SUSAN M. COLLINS, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR COLLINS: On behalf of the 
Maine Coalition Against Sexual Assault 
(MECASA), and the sexual assault crisis and 
support centers we represent, I am writing to 
express our strong support for S. 47, the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act 
(VAWA) of 2013. By reauthorizing and mak- 
ing significant improvements to these im- 
portant programs, this legislation will help 
fulfill the critical unmet needs of victims of 
violence and expand protections to currently 
under-protected populations. 

VAWA has provided invaluable support for 
law enforcement, courts, sexual assault cri- 
sis and support centers, domestic violence 
service providers, prevention efforts, and 
community outreach. In the past decade, 
nearly half of Maine’s homicides have been 
the result of domestic violence, many of 
which included elements of sexual violence. 
Additionally, nearly 18,000 Mainers will expe- 
rience sexual violence this year alone while 
Maine’s ten-year average for rapes reported 
to law enforcement is only 364. The cost of 
these crimes to Maine is enormous. VAWA 
helps control these costs by enabling support 
centers to provide free, necessary, quality 
services to victims who need help, not to 
mention the incalculable suffering that 
these programs help prevent. 

Since the original passage of VAWA, Maine 
has strengthened laws regarding domestic vi- 
olence, sexual violence, and stalking and has 
implemented programs which continue to 
yield tangible results for victims and for 
public safety. Despite VAWA’s success, its 
criminal justice and community-based pro- 
grams remain acutely necessary. According 
to a recent study by the University of South- 
ern Maine’s Muskie School of Public Service, 
nearly one in five Mainers reported having 
been the victim of sexual assault or an at- 
tempted sexual assault in his or her lifetime. 
Nationally, the Center for Disease Control 
and Prevention estimates that nearly one in 
five women and one in 71 men have been 
raped at some time in their lives, and one in 
four women and one in seven men experience 
severe physical violence by an intimate part- 
ner. 

MECASA supports efforts to further 
strengthen and improve the response of the 
criminal justice, legal, and victim support 
systems for survivors of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking. 
We are grateful to you for your steadfast 
support of VAWA and your commitment to 
violence prevention and response. 
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Thank you for all you do on behalf of 
Maine and our nation. 
Sincerely, 
ELIZABETH WARD SAXL, 
Executive Director. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, seeing 
no one seeking recognition, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee is recognized. 

Mr. CORKER. I thank the Chair. 

(The remarks of Senator CORKER per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 215 are 
printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I notice 
the absence of a quorum, and I thank 
the chair for the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KING.) Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
DOD REFORM 


Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, this past 
year, our national debt passed a stag- 
gering $16 trillion, more than $51,000 
for every man, woman, and child in 
America. Today, several very serious 
fiscal matters that would seriously im- 
pact the Department of Defense and 
the U.S. defense industrial base, in- 
cluding budget sequestration, the debt 
limit, and disposition of the defense 
budget for fiscal year 2013 remain unre- 
solved. Underpinning all of these mat- 
ters is the larger issue of why the cul- 
ture of how the Department of Defense 
does business must change. While 
daunting, this question provides us 
with a valuable prism through which 
Senator Hagel’s nomination, now pend- 
ing consideration by the Armed Serv- 
ices Committee, should be considered. 

By “culture,” I mean that the 
mindset that has for years pervaded 
how the Department of Defense buys 
goods and services and manages assets 
and resources without regard to either 
their affordability or what our service 
men and women actually need to de- 
fend the Nation. 

After years of developing legislative 
initiatives intended to reform how the 
Department does business, I am con- 
vinced that the single most effective 
agent of cultural change at the Depart- 
ment is the right leadership: leadership 
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that recognizes that the Department 
owes to the taxpayer a stewardship ob- 
ligation to extract maximum value for 
every defense dollar spent, and a moral 
responsibility to the warfighter that 
these dollars are being spent wisely, to 
effectively procure desired combat ca- 
pability. 

We need strong fiscal leadership to 
reject the use-or-lose mentality that 
incentivizes managers of the Depart- 
ment’s programs and activities to 
spend every dollar, no matter what our 
priorities really are, and replace it 
with a process that actually rewards 
sound program management, 
incentivizes efforts to cut costs, and re- 
wards those who use entrepreneurship 
and ingenuity to meet mission require- 
ments, while returning taxpayer funds 
to the U.S. Treasury. In other words, 
cultural change needs leadership that 
not only rejects ‘‘business-as-usual’’ 
but also challenges it. Where Senator 
Hagel is on this is not clear. 

One area that reflects how des- 
perately the Department of Defense 
needs to change its culture of ineffi- 
ciency is how it procures goods and 
services, in particular, how it acquires 
major weapons systems. While reforms 
in this area have been attempted for 
more than 25 years, the same deplor- 
able outcomes—major cost overruns, 
schedule slips, or failures to perform as 
promised—all persist. Why? It is be- 
cause despite these efforts, the under- 
lying culture within the Department of 
‘“‘business-as-usual,’’ which predisposes 
its largest programs to these outcomes, 
has been allowed to live on. 

In how the Department procures its 
largest and most expensive weapons 
systems, this translates into a mindset 
that so fails to recognize the need for 
affordability that it has made the De- 
partment more willing than it should 
be to accept (at any cost) more risk 
than it can responsibly manage. There 
are far too many examples of where the 
Department begins a major program 
without knowing what it really wants 
or how these requirements should 
translate into technical specifications 
that are designed to generate the com- 
bat capability it really needs. Also, all 
too many times, there is no 
traceability between these specifica- 
tions through a test regime that is suf- 
ficient to ensure that the system the 
Department is procuring is operational 
effective, suitable, and survivable be- 
fore entering operational testing or 
early production. So what happens? 
These systems stay ‘‘on rails”; blow 
through their original cost and sched- 
ule estimates; and, at the end of the 
day, bear little resemblance to what 
the war-fighter actually needs. 

But program management, fixated on 
“keeping the money flowing’’, push the 
program—many times, reimbursing the 
contractor for its costs throughout, 
and with the parochial support of Mem- 
bers of this body—down the develop- 
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ment pipeline, offering facile excuses 
for poor performance and, ultimately, 
less-than-desired capability. All of this 
happens within an overall management 
system that is overly cumbersome and 
costly and provides for no meaningful 
accountability. 

In the aggregate, this has been a 
‘perfect storm”. A defense procure- 
ment culture that is content with 
promises of exquisite solutions over ac- 
tual affordability has squandered lit- 
erally billions of taxpayer dollars. Ac- 
cording to a recent study, since 2004, 
programs canceled by the Army alone 
consumed between $3.3 billion and $3.8 
billion per year. That is 35 to 45 per- 
cent of the Army’s annual budget for 
development, testing, and engineering 
over this period. Obviously, this is sim- 
ply unacceptable and unsustainable. 

Yet it happened again just recently. 
A couple of months ago, the Air Force, 
quite rightly, decided to kill a huge lo- 
gistics supply chain management busi- 
ness system called the Expeditionary 
Combat Support System, ECSS. But it 
did so only after, one, sinking about $1 
billion into the program since its start 
in 2005; two, recently finding that an- 
other $1.1 billion would be needed to 
field just 25 percent of ECSS’s promised 
capability; and, three, extracting from 
the taxpayer’s total $1 billion invest- 
ment less than $150 million in usable 
hardware and software. I repeat: A 
total $1 billion investment, less than 
$150 million was obtained in usable 
hardware and software. This is a trav- 
esty. In terms of how little benefit we 
realized compared to how much was 
spent, it is one of the most egregious 
examples of mismanagement in recent 
memory. 

Some reforms have helped, but much 
work needs to be done. The Weapons 
Systems Acquisition Reform Act of 
2009 and its prescription to ‘‘start pro- 
grams off right,” was a move in the 
right direction. I am pleased to report 
that in its last of the three reports fo- 
cused on how effectively the Depart- 
ment has been implementing that act, 
the Government Accountability Office 
recently found that the Department 
has been taking positive steps to im- 
plement this reform act. 

It did so having sampled 11 weapons 
acquisition programs, including the 
KC-46A tanker, the SSBN(X) Ohio-class 
ballistic, missile submarine replace- 
ment, and the Ground Combat Vehicle, 
GCV. But getting rid of poor cost-, 
schedule-, and performance-outcomes 
and how the Department procures 
goods and services will require the sus- 
tained and enduring change that only a 
change in culture can provide. When it 
comes to defense procurement, a 
change in culture is possible only with 
leadership that recognizes that for gov- 
ernment to act as a responsible stew- 
ard over defense dollars, it must be as 
knowledgeable, skilled, and sophisti- 
cated a buyer as industry is a seller. 
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Whether Senator Hagel would serve 
as the right leader at the Department 
of Defense to foster needed cultural 
changes in the Department’s procure- 
ment practices is unclear. What we do 
know is that the right person must em- 
brace the following principles: Set real- 
istic requirements early and manage 
changes to those requirements aggres- 
sively. The Department must enforce 
better discipline and achieve greater 
accountability in how it meets its most 
critical military needs by dismantling 
stovepipes among the requirements, ac- 
quisition policy, and budgeting com- 
munities and ensure clear lines of au- 
thority within acquisition organiza- 
tions. With the benefit of robust par- 
ticipation by the uniformed military, 
requirements should be frozen early, 
allowing for sufficient trade-space 
among the program’s cost- schedule- 
and performance-variables to ensure 
that it is effectively managed through- 
out its lifecycle. Exquisite high-risk, 
next-generation solutions should be 
spiraled out over time. In other words, 
programs should be set to shorter ac- 
quisition timelines and should be man- 
aged to them. 

Improve the Department’s ability to 
price risk—effectively and independ- 
ently of industry—and budget to that 
cost. By ‘‘risk,’’ I mean the risk that a 
system is exposed to throughout its life 
cycle: technical-, software-, develop- 
ment-, integration-, manufacturing-, 
and sustainment-risk—all of them. Ac- 
quiring weapons systems thoughtfully 
vis-a-vis risk would minimize funding 
instability which can absolutely deci- 
mate a program’s ability to deliver re- 
quired capability on budget and on 
time and ultimately result in reliable 
systems that will be affordable to own 
and operate. 

Revitalize, and where necessary, 
build-up the Department’s ‘‘organic”’ 
workforce in areas most vital to ‘‘buy- 
ing smart”, like  cost-estimating, 
technical- and systems-engineering, de- 
velopmental testing, et cetera. The De- 
partment must be able to conduct 
proper should-cost analysis to inform 
its positions when it negotiates con- 
tracts and conduct engineering trade- 
off analysis to manage programs effec- 
tively over their lifecycles. With the 
benefit of this capability, the Depart- 
ment will be able to more effectively 
target affordability and control cost 
growth. 

Require the use of the type of con- 
tract that is most appropriate to the 
level of risk to be managed in the fee 
structure that is most appropriate to 
the type of performance to be 
incentivized. This requires the Depart- 
ment to know what it needs and, in 
connection with that requirement, ex- 
actly what kind of contractor perform- 
ance it wants to incentivize. To that 
extent and as quickly as possible, the 
Department must get its programs into 
a low- to moderate-risk environment 
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where it can use fixed-price contracts 
to effectively incentivize cost control. 

Better incentivize productivity and 
innovation. Rationalize profit policy 
and effectively use performance-based 
contracting and other tools in the con- 
tracting toolkit to incentivize and re- 
ward contractors for effectively man- 
aging costs, successfully managing 
their supply chains and indirect ex- 
penses, and actually delivering prom- 
ised capability. 

Promote real competition, instead of 
“checking the blocks”. Nothing drives 
costs down and enhances quality more 
effectively than competition. The De- 
partment has to make sure that com- 
petition, or the option of competition, 
is brought to bear on a program 
throughout its lifecycle, at both the 
systems and subsystems level. To the 
extent that the Department has been 
recently successful with some of its 
large, high-profile procurements, it is 
because it has been able to leverage 
competition aggressively. 

Improve how the Department ac- 
quires services. Military departments 
that have started diving into this area 
have already found massive opportuni- 
ties for savings and efficiency—easily 
amounting to billions of dollars. This 
initiative should not only continue; it 
should expand throughout the defense 
enterprise. 

Reform how the Department procures 
information systems, especially, major 
automated information systems. While 
the technical aspects of these products 
are, of course, fundamentally different 
from major weapons systems, the basic 
tradecraft, especially those that reflect 
best business practices, shouldn’t be 
that different. Procuring cyber-secu- 
rity capability may, however, require 
greater agility and flexibility than 
what can be provided under the long 


and slow ‘‘deliberative’’ acquisition 
process. 
Improve the ‘rapid acquisitions” 


process. In support of on-going oper- 
ations, the war-fighter cannot rely on 
the ‘‘deliberative’’ acquisition process 
to satisfy its needs. The process by 
which these sorts of urgent operational 
requirements are satisfied reliably and 
cost-effectively needs to be reformed. 
Rein in the Department’s ability to 
reprogram funds. I have been appalled 
that in fiscal year 2011 alone, the De- 
partment of Defense transferred nearly 
$27 billion among Defense accounts and 
that only $11 billion, or 40 percent of 
these transfers, received any type of 
congressional oversight. That over- 
sight was limited to just 8 Senators out 
of 100. The oversight of the transfer of 
billions of dollars is confined to the 
oversight of eight Members of the U.S. 
Senate. I happened to be one of them 
for the last 6 years, but I don’t think it 
is appropriate to transfer that kind of 
money without all 100 percent being 
apprised of the need to do so. Despite 
that the Department cannot be au- 
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dited—the Department of Defense has 
never been audited—we continue to 
provide it with the flexibility to en- 
gage in what amounts to budget 
gamesmanship where certain accounts, 
such as operation and maintenance and 
base-operations support, which are in- 
tended to satisfy ‘‘must-pay”’ bills, are 
historically underfunded in the Presi- 
dent’s annual budget request, with the 
understanding that the Department 
will be able to transfer funds between 
accounts down-the-road. In my view, 
this type of budget gamesmanship is a 
big reason why the Department cannot 
annually produce auditable financial 
statements and frustrates objectively 
assessing the priority or urgency of the 
Department’s requirements. 

This brings me to the other major 
area of how the Defense Department 
“does business”? that underscores the 
need for cultural reform, defense finan- 
cial management, and the most signifi- 
cant thing that can be done in this 
area is finally getting the Department 
auditable. 

There can be no doubt that the abil- 
ity of the Department to be audited 
independently would help ensure that 
the defense dollars are not wasted, lost, 
or otherwise misused. Absent 
auditability, the Government Account- 
ability Office (GAO) has, since 1995, 
designated the Department’s financial 
management as ‘‘high-risk’’. 

Today’s fiscal challenges bring new 
urgency to the issue of auditability at 
the Department of Defense. To navi- 
gate successfully through this period of 
austerity and fiscal uncertainty with- 
out inadvertently impinging on mili- 
tary readiness, the Department will 
have to make management decisions 
that are fully informed and carefully 
calibrated. To ensure intended results, 
the Department has to make sure these 
decisions are being executed as 
planned. 

From well-managed companies in the 
private sector, which have to make de- 
cisions like this all the time, we know 
that reliable financial data, effective 
internal controls, efficient business 
processes, and sound business systems 
are needed to support an organization 
whose finances can be audited. 

Granted, the Department won’t use 
auditable financial statements them- 
selves to make important management 
decisions, but the high quality of the 
financial information that feeds into 
financial statements that are ready- 
for-audit would be incredibly valuable, 
indeed indispensable, for identifying 
opportunities for savings and effi- 
ciencies; successfully implementing 
initiatives and management controls 
to realize these savings and effi- 
ciencies; and making sure that increas- 
ingly scarce defense dollars are redi- 
rected to higher defense priorities. This 
would give the primary stakeholders in 
how the Department is managed—the 
war-fighter and the taxpayer—con- 
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fidence that the defense management 
decisions can be relied upon to produce 
intended results. Given the state of fi- 
nancial management at the Depart- 
ment of Defense today, we do not now 
have that confidence. 

One big reason why we don’t is that 
to date the Department’s commitment 
to achieving financial auditability has 
been characterized by blown-deadline 
after blown-deadline. Various statutes, 
including the Chief Financial Officers 
Act of 1990, the Government Manage- 
ment Reform Act of 1994, the Federal 
Financial Management Improvement 
Act of 1996, and other provisions in var- 
ious Defense authorization and appro- 
priations acts, have required financial 
improvements at the Department of 
Defense for the Department to produce 
auditable financial statements. After 
continuous failure, we are at a point 
now where, for example, when then- 
Secretary of Defense Gates was trying 
to find efficiency and reduce waste at 
the Department a few years ago, he 
said what he was doing was ‘‘something 
akin to an Easter egg hunt’’. He ex- 
plained, ‘“‘[M]y staff and I learned that 
it was nearly impossible to get accu- 
rate information and answers to ques- 
tions such as ‘[h]ow much money do 
you spend?’ and ‘‘th]ow many people do 
you have?” 

For this reason, after succeeding Sec- 
retary Gates, Secretary Panetta imme- 
diately elevated financial improvement 
to a top priority of the Department by 
directing the Department to cut in half 
the time to make a key financial state- 
ment, called the Statement of Budg- 
etary Resources (SBR), ready-for-audit. 
This goal must be achieved by fiscal 
year 2014. Seeking to leverage Sec- 
retary Panetta’s initiative and with 
the assistance of Senator AYOTTE, the 
Senate Armed Services Committee in- 
cluded a provision in its authorization 
bill this year that formalizes this goal. 

I am pleased to say that while much 
work needs to be done for the Depart- 
ment of Defense to achieve its audit- 
readiness goals, the Department has 
made some limited progress, particu- 
larly through its Financial Improve- 
ment and Audit Readiness (FIAR) plan, 
which the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee legislated as a requirement a 
few years ago. The House Armed Serv- 
ices Committee’s Panel on Defense Fi- 
nancial Management and Auditability 
Reform found early this year contained 
a “reasonable strategy and method- 
ology.” 

In my view, it is no longer the case 
that top defense managers ‘‘just don’t 
get it’? or that they are dragging their 
feet because they don’t see financial 
improvement as a priority. Indeed, per- 
haps the silver-lining in today’s fiscal 
challenges is that it seems to have 
united top management at the Pen- 
tagon into finally realizing how impor- 
tant it is for the Department to be- 
come financially auditable. 
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Indeed, over the last few years, some 
agencies within the Department, such 
as the Army Corps of Engineers, the 
Military Retirement Fund, Defense 
Contracting Audit Agency, and 
TRICARE’s Contract Management Ac- 
tivity have received clean audit opin- 
ions. As GAO’s Director of Financial 
Management and Assurance Asif Khan 
recently said, Secretary Panetta’s di- 
rective has resulted in a ‘‘change in 
tone at the top” that has ‘‘reset’’ the 
Department’s efforts to achieve an un- 
qualified audit opinion. How exactly 
would Senator Hagel, if confirmed, fur- 
ther Secretary Panetta’s efforts here? 

This is not an academic question. As 
the Department of Defense’s Deputy 
Inspector General for Auditing Dan 
Blair recently noted, for the Depart- 
ment to achieve an auditable state- 
ment of budgetary resources (SBR) by 
2014, it must run what amounts to ‘“‘a 
big checking account with thousands of 
people being able to write checks” and 
that capturing an ‘‘auditable universe” 
within it will require reconciling be- 
tween a general ledger and subsidiary 
ledgers. 

A big problem is ongoing delay in im- 
plementing very expensive business 
computer systems called ‘‘enterprise 
resource planning” or ERPs, which per- 
form a number of business-related 
functions vital to transforming the De- 
partment’s business operations. The 
ECSS system I mentioned a few min- 
utes ago is one of these ERPs. 

As of December 2009, the Department 
of Defense has invested over $5.8 billion 
in these ERPs and will invest billions 
more before they are fully imple- 
mented. Most of them are over budget 
and behind schedule or haven’t pro- 
vided promised capability. Yet these 
ERPs make up more than half of the 
Department’s entire expenditure in the 
area of business transformation, cost- 
ing the taxpayers more than $1 billion 
per year. 

This is vitally important. If the De- 
partment doesn’t get ERPs right, like 
a system known as ECSS that cost $1 
billion dollars, not only will the De- 
partment have squandered monies that 
it had already sunk into these pro- 
grams but it will also severely under- 
mined its ability to improve the effi- 
ciency and the effectiveness of scores 
of business- missions such as logistics 
and supply chain management, et 
cetera, that are key to supporting 
those service-men and -women who de- 
fend the Nation. 

What needs to be done? From the top 
down, lines of authority must be clari- 
fied. The relevant workforce must be 
well-versed in government accounting 
practices and standards and be experi- 
enced in related-information tech- 
nology. Given how vitally important 
these ERPs are to this mission, people 
who have actual experience success- 
fully implementing global business sys- 
tems must be properly mixed into the 
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workforce, and contractors hired to in- 
tegrate these business systems into the 
Department must be the best-qualified 
partners and held to the same high per- 
formance standards that should apply 
to any other major defense acquisition. 

Within this overall structure, there 
must be sufficient oversight and ac- 
countability vis-a-vis a well-defined 
and federated business enterprise ar- 
chitecture that ensures that, in terms 
of organizational transformation and 
systems modernization, all the dif- 
ferent elements of the Department are 
moving in the same direction toward a 
single goal. These kinds of issues need 
to have the day-to-day attention of the 
Department’s Chief Management Offi- 
cer, that is, the Deputy Secretary of 
Defense and the chief management offi- 
cers within the military departments. 

At this point, I am of the view that, 
with all of the congressional reforms 
and mandates in the area of financial 
improvement over the past few years, 
the Department of Defense has all the 
tools it needs to have in its tool-kit to 
achieve audit-readiness on time and on 
budget. The issue is leadership and exe- 
cution. As the House Panel on Finan- 
cial Management and Auditability Re- 
form noted, a vital part of that is ‘‘en- 
suring that senior leaders are held ac- 
countable when audit readiness goals 
are not met, and conversely, rewarded 
when goals are achieved’’. Also, defense 
financial improvement must no longer 
be regarded as an activity important 
only to the Department’s financial 
community. Field commanders have to 
be fully engaged and interested in driv- 
ing change outside the Pentagon. If 
Senator Hagel is confirmed, his setting 
this tone from the top will be vitally 
important. 

Is all this enormously challenging? It 
absolutely is, as befits an organization 
of the size and complexity of the De- 
partment of Defense. With an annual 
budget equal to the 17th largest econ- 
omy in the world, as the Institute for 
Defense Analyses recently noted, the 
Department’s ‘‘business’’ of achieving 
its unique and disparate missions 
worldwide on an ongoing and contin- 
gency basis equates more to an econ- 
omy than a commercial business. 

Be that as it may, with an annual 
federal budget deficit of $1.3 trillion 
and defense reductions of at least $487 
billion and possibly, with sequestra- 
tion, another $500 billion over the next 
10 years, the Department needs to have 
reliable financial management data to 
help it distinguish between defense 
budget cuts that are prudent and nec- 
essary, and those that may impinge on 
military readiness and, therefore, en- 
danger our national security. 

Only a Department that can be au- 
dited can give us the assurance that 
the Department is moving in the right 
direction in terms of identifying the 
right opportunities to save defense dol- 
lars and eliminate waste, and re- 
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directing increasingly scarce defense 
dollars to higher defense priorities. 

All I have discussed today illustrates 
how important sound leadership at the 
top of the Department of Defense is to 
“buying smarter” and getting the De- 
partment ready-for-audit. Without 
leadership fundamentally and unalter- 
ably mindful of the Department’s re- 
sponsibility to the American people to 
use defense dollars wisely, this cultural 
change will forever remain elusive. For 
this reason, this body’s consideration 
of the President’s nominee to serve as 
the next Secretary of Defense will be 
more important than it has been in re- 
cent memory. 

I would like to give credit to the 
present Secretary of Defense, Mr. Leon 
Panetta, who brought his knowledge 
and expertise on budgetary matters to 
his work at the Pentagon. I will say 
more about him later on, but I am very 
appreciative of the outstanding service 
present Secretary of Defense Panetta 
has provided to this Nation, with many 
long years of service both in elected as 
well as appointed office. We are proud 
to have Americans such as Secretary 
Panetta serving our Nation. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 


EEE 
IMMIGRATION 


Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am 
glad the Senate is now having some 
discussion among Members not yet on 
the floor about the issue of immigra- 
tion because it is a very important 
problem that we have to deal with. I 
look forward to the debate that I think 
is coming up this year on immigration, 
and I would like to share my thoughts 
and my past experiences on this issue. 
I particularly want to share my per- 
sonal experience from the 1980s am- 
nesty law and what we can learn from 
that debate. 

But before I go into that history, I 
wish to commend many Senators who 
are working together to forge a con- 
sensus and produce a product on this 
terribly difficult issue. I commend 
them for sitting down and agreeing to 
a set of principles that were put forth 
in a news conference last week. As 
ranking member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, I expect to play a role in 
brokering an even broader consensus 
with additional Members. 

I have read the bipartisan framework 
for immigration reform this group has 
written, and the one thing that struck 
me—in fact, it is the last sentence in 
the preamble—is this: 

We will ensure that this is a successful, 
permanent reform to our immigration sys- 
tem that will not need to be revisited. 

In other words, the group under- 
stands we need a long-term solution to 
the problem. We need a serious fix so 
future generations don’t have to deal 
with 11 million or 15 million or 30 mil- 
lion people who have come illegally. 
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That sentence is the most important 
part of that document, and we must 
not lose sight of the goal expressed by 
the eight Senators who enunciated 
that. 

But we need to learn from our pre- 
vious mistakes so we truly don’t have 
to revisit the problem. So let us discuss 
the 1986 amnesty under President 
Reagan. There are few of us in the Sen- 
ate today who were present during that 
debate. In 1980, President Reagan cam- 
paigned on a promise that he would 
work to reform our immigration laws 
and legalize foreign workers in the 
United States. The President’s policies 
were further shaped by the Select Com- 
mission on Immigration and Refugee 
Policy that was created in 1978 under 
President Carter. 

President Reagan signed a bill into 
law on November 6, 1986. So 6 years 
after he first ran for President, he 
signed a law. This law was known as 
the Immigration Reform and Control 
Act. The process to finalize the bill was 
long and arduous. It took years—6 
years, to be exact. 

In 1981, when I was a freshman Sen- 
ator, I joined the Judiciary Committee 
and was a member of the Sub- 
committee on Immigration and Ref- 
ugee Policy. Back then, subcommittees 
did real work. They actually sat down 
and wrote legislation. We had 100 hours 
of hearings and 300 witnesses before we 
marked up a bill in May 1982—a mark- 
up 4 years before the President ever 


signed it. 
Senator Simpson chaired the sub- 
committee, and other members in- 


cluded Senators Thurmond, Kennedy, 
and DeConcini. Senator Thurmond was 
called to the White House and Senator 
DeConcini had just been hospitalized, 
so Senators Simpson, Kennedy, and I 
brought up amendments and we actu- 
ally voted on them. Senator Kennedy, 
on that day, said:. 

Immigration reform is one of the most 
complicated and difficult issues; it involves 
human beings, it involves families, it in- 
volves loved ones, children and the separa- 
tion of those individuals. 

His words would still resonate today. 

In 1982, I told my colleagues on the 
Judiciary Committee that I wanted to 
do the right thing for the United 
States, and this is what I said at that 
time: 

The real issue here is what is best for 
United States citizens. In trying to maintain 
that perspective, I have come to the conclu- 
sion through the course of attending many 
hearings on this issue, that increased border 
and interior enforcement along with em- 
ployer sanctions and a secure worker eligi- 
bility identity system is necessary to regain 
control of our borders. 

This is a philosophy that continues 
to guide me on this issue of immigra- 
tion yet today. But I expressed my con- 
cerns with the legalization component 
at the time. I echoed the recommenda- 
tions of the Select Commission on Im- 
migration. That Commission said a le- 
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galization should, No. 1, be consistent 
with U.S. interests; and, 2, the program 
should not encourage further undocu- 
mented migration. The commission be- 
lieved that a legalization program 
should not begin until new enforce- 
ment measures had been instituted. 

The Commission knew then, as I did 
and as I know now, that ‘‘without more 
effective enforcement, legalization 
could serve as a stimulus to further il- 
legal entry.” Those are the words of 
the Commission. You see, I didn’t 
think permanent residency should be 
granted until we had a worker eligi- 
bility system. I offered an amendment 
on that point in 1982, but that amend- 
ment failed. 

The Judiciary Committee and the 
full Senate passed a bill in 1982, but it 
did not pass the House of Representa- 
tives. We tried again in the next Con- 
gress. The Senate passed a bill in 1983, 
and the House followed in 1984. We con- 
vened a conference committee between 
the House and the Senate, but Walter 
Mondale came out opposed. So we ad- 
journed for the elections and failed to 
finalize a bill that year—2 years before 
President Reagan finally signed a bill. 

We returned in 1985 to pass our bill 
again. That year, Senator Simpson in- 
cluded a provision to trigger the am- 
nesty program only after enforcement 
measures to curtail illegal immigra- 
tion were in place. Doesn’t that sound 
familiar? Congress passed a final bill in 
November 1986. The vote in the Senate 
was 63 to 24 and the House vote was 238 
to 173. 

Over the years, many Members have 
offered amendments to water down the 
enforcement provision in the Simpson- 
Mazzoli Act. That was the name of the 
legislation. Senator Simpson and Con- 
gressman Mazzoli were the leaders of 
that effort in 1986. There was a lot of 
opposition to employer sanctions, espe- 
cially by Senator Kennedy. He wanted, 
in his words, ‘‘criminal penalties to be 
based only upon injunctive finding of a 
pattern or practice.” He tried to sunset 
the employer sanction. Senator Ken- 
nedy also fought hard to move the le- 
galization cutoff date from 1980 to 1982 
so more people could benefit from the 
amnesty. 

The 1986 bill was supposed to be a 
three-legged stool: control of illegal 
immigration, the first leg; a legaliza- 
tion program, the second leg; and the 
third leg, reform of legal immigration. 
We authorized $422 million to carry out 
the requirements of the Immigration 
Reform Act and created a special fund 
for States to reimburse their costs. The 
1986 bill included a legalization pro- 
gram for two categories of people: one 
for individuals who had been present in 
the United States since 1982; and the 
second for farm workers who had 
worked in agriculture for at least 90 
days prior to enactment. A total of 2.7 
million people were given amnesty. 

We also had enforcement. For the 
first time ever, we made it illegal to 
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knowingly hire or employ someone 
here illegally. We set penalties to deter 
the hiring of people here illegally. We 
wrote in the bill that ‘‘one essential 
element of immigration control is an 
increase in the border patrol and other 
inspection and enforcement activities 
of the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service in order to prevent and deter 
the illegal entry of aliens into the 
United States and the violation of the 
terms of their entry.” 

So let me again repeat one of the 
principles the Gang of 8 included in 
their framework enunciated last week: 
“We will ensure that this is a success- 
ful permanent reform to our immigra- 
tion system that will not need to be re- 
visited.” 

Unfortunately, the same principles 
from 1986 are being discussed today. 
Legalize now, enforce later. But it is 
clear that philosophy doesn’t work. 
Proponents of amnesty today argue we 
didn’t get it right in 1986. I agree the 
enforcement mechanism in 1986 could 
have been stronger. That is why they 
need to be strong this time around. But 
I am already concerned some will at- 
tempt to water down the principles 
that have been put forth on enforce- 
ment measures. President Obama 
doesn’t seem to favor triggers. 

The senior Senator from New York 
said just last week that border security 
wasn’t going to stop legalization. In his 
words, he said: 

We’re not using border security as an ex- 
cuse or block to the path of citizenship. 

Advocacy groups are already talking 
about ensuring that a border security 
commission doesn’t stand in the way or 
have veto authority over a legalization 
program. 

One theme from 1986 is shining 
through today. Some say we need to le- 
galize the millions of people who are 
already on U.S. soil. They say we need 
to bring them out of the shadows, know 
who is here, and give them a chance at 
U.S. citizenship. They imply that this 
would be a one-time deal because we 
would get it right this time—like we 
thought we got it right in 1986 but 
didn’t. 

In the 1980s Senator Simpson was 
convinced that what we did then would 
be a permanent solution to our immi- 
gration problems. He stated: 

We are attempting to assure that this is a 
one-time only program. .. . The purpose of 
legalization is not to award or reward or in- 
clude the largest number of persons avail- 
able. It is to bring forward into a legal status 
those most deeply entrenched in a society 
they would be least likely to return home to 
when the job opportunities no longer are 
available. 

Senator Simpson said that a one- 
time amnesty would prevent us from a 
continuing series of amnesties. He said: 

The major reason for legalization is to 
eliminate an illegal sub-class within our so- 
ciety. This is the legislation that will elimi- 
nate this exploitable group. Some people like 
to say that they hope it will clean the slate; 
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that is what we are trying to do is clean the 
slate. 

Well, those are good intentions by 
Senator Simpson, but, as I said, they 
obviously haven’t worked. And it is an 
admonition to those who want to do it 
right, once and for all, to learn from 
the mistakes of 1986. 

Senator Simpson also said: 

The American people, in my mind, will 
never accept a legalization program unless 
they can be assured this is a one-shot deal 
and that this is it, this is a one-time occur- 
rence. And the policymakers in this country 
are not going to allow it to happen again and 
will prevent the situation which gave rise to 
it. 

Well, as smart as Senator Simpson 
is—and he is a smart person. I like to 
see him on television, particularly 
when he is talking about why the 
President didn’t back the Simpson- 
Bowles Commission on budget reform 
and fiscal reform. But here is a person 
who worked 6 years to get it right so 
we would never have to visit it again, 
when we had 3 million people who had 
come here, illegally violating our 
laws—get it fixed once and for all and 
thought he did. But I think now he 
would admit—and I have to admit be- 
cause I was on the subcommittee—we 
didn’t get it right. I voted for that. 

So now, as I am looking at a group of 
eight trying to say in the preamble of 
their working paper: We are going to 
fix this once and for all, well, you bet- 
ter check that it is not very easy to do 
that, and you better do it better than 
we did. 

The INS Commissioner at the time in 
1986, Alan Nelson, told the committee 
that the legalization program was ‘‘re- 
alistic and humane” and said further 
that ‘“‘it is clear that this is meant to 
be a one-time proposal, and not in- 
tended to recur.” 

In 1986, the committee report said: 

. . the solution lies in legalizing the sta- 
tus of aliens who have been present in the 
United States for several years, recognizing 
that past failures to enforce the immigration 
laws have allowed them to enter and to set- 
tle here. 

Also, according to the report, the 
committee ‘“‘. . . strongly believes that 
a one-time legalization program is a 
necessary part of an effective enforce- 
ment program and that a generous pro- 
gram is an essential part of any immi- 
gration reform legislation.” 

In 1986 the Congress passed the Immi- 
gration Reform and Control Act. At 
the time, President Reagan hailed it as 
the most comprehensive reform of our 
immigration laws since 1952. He stated 
that the legislation was a major step 
toward meeting the challenge to our 
sovereignty while at the same time 
preserving and enhancing the Nation’s 
heritage of legal immigration—a herit- 
age of which we all ought to be proud. 

What Congress, the public, and the 
President did not envision or did not 
want was another amnesty debate. The 
American people were told in 1986 that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


this would be a one-time shot. The in- 
centive to buy in to the argument was 
the promise of enforcement. 

In 1985 Senator Simpson said: 

If legalization should occur before more ef- 
fective enforcement is available, the illegal 
population is only going to grow very swiftly 
again, and that will create pressures for ad- 
ditional legalization. And it will not be a 
one-time only legalization; it will be a con- 
tinuing series. 

Many believed that employer sanc- 
tions were the only way to curtail ille- 
gal immigration. One committee re- 
port stated that ‘‘unless employer 
sanctions are enacted, the Committee 
is concerned that the situation will 
continue to worsen.” 

In 1985 Senator Metzenbaum of Ohio 
said: 

When push comes to shove, there is only 
one realistic way that you can stop illegal 
immigration into this country, and that is 
by making it illegal and being tough enough 
that illegal immigrants cannot work in this 
country. 

Knowing what we know now, an im- 
migration reform bill must include 
tough enforcement measures. We must 
stop flow at the border. We must ex- 
pand and enhance legal avenues so that 
people are not coming here illegally. 
We must have a strong employment 
verification program. 

Unfortunately, we aren’t enforcing 
the laws we have on the books today. 
The American people don’t trust that 
we will enforce these laws in the fu- 
ture. We provided amnesty overnight 
in 1986 and didn’t fulfill the other parts 
of the equation. Border security, en- 
forcement measures, and legal immi- 
gration reform need to be the first 
things on our agenda in 2013. 

I chose to talk about this topic today 
because I believe we can learn from the 
past. We can learn from our mistakes. 
This isn’t just about our history, it is 
about our future. Today, people in for- 
eign lands want to be a part of this 
great Nation. We should feel privileged 
that people love our country and want 
to become Americans. 

We must make sure the decisions we 
make with regard to our immigration 
policies follow our longstanding ideals. 
We want to welcome new Americans, 
but we need to live by the rules we 
have set. We cannot let our welcome 
mat be trampled on or our system of 
laws be undermined. 

Let me end by echoing the words of 
President Reagan: 

Distance does not discourage illegal immi- 
gration to the United States from all around 
the globe. The problem of illegal immigra- 
tion should not, therefore, be seen as a prob- 
lem between the United States and its neigh- 
bors. Our objective is only to establish a rea- 
sonable, fair, orderly, and secure system of 
immigration into this country and not to 
discriminate in any way against particular 
nations or people. Future generations of 
Americans will be thankful for our efforts to 
humanely regain control of our borders and 
thereby preserve the value of one of the most 
sacred possessions of our people: American 
citizenship. 
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My hope is that we will preserve the 
value of American citizenship, as 
President Reagan said. The path we 
take today will shape our country for 
years to come. It is my hope that we 
can find a solution while learning from 
our mistakes and ensuring that future 
generations don’t have to revisit this 
problem down the road. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT 


Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I appre- 
ciate the opportunity to be here today 
to highlight my support for a program 
that is improving life in Idaho and 
across the Nation—the Violence 
Against Women Act. 

I appreciate joining my colleague 
Senator LEAHY, who will be here on the 
floor in a few minutes, to formally 
open debate on this legislation, and 
hopefully we will be able to get this 
over the finish line this year, as it is so 
critical to so many people in this coun- 
try. 

For nearly two decades, the Violence 
Against Women Act has been the cen- 
terpiece of our Nation’s commitment 
to ending domestic violence and dating 
and sexual violence. The Idaho Coali- 
tion Against Sexual and Domestic Vio- 
lence uses vital funds, among many 
other things, to promote the awareness 
of healthy relationships in middle and 
high schools in Idaho. It is heartening 
to hear that the number of Idaho high 
school students reporting that they 
have experienced dating violence has 
dropped by 5 percent from 2007 to 2011. 
However, I am sad to report that since 
just January 1 of this year, four deaths 
have occurred in my State from the re- 
sult of domestic violence. And even one 
is too many. These tragic events serve 
as a reminder that while we are im- 
proving, we are far from ending this 
terrible abuse. 

I am a lifelong champion of the pre- 
vention of domestic violence because I 
believe that while we are improving, 
we can and will do better. I stand be- 
hind this act as it provides critical 
services to victims of violent crime as 
well as agencies and organizations that 
provide important aid to those who are 
often victims in their own homes. This 
legislation provides access to legal and 
social services for survivors. It pro- 
vides training for law enforcement, 
prosecutors, judges, attorneys, and ad- 
vocates to address these crimes in our 
Nation’s communities. It provides 
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intervention for those who have wit- 
nessed abuse and are more likely to be 
involved in this type of violence. It 
provides shelter and resources for vic- 
tims who have nowhere else to turn. 

There is significant evidence that 
these programs are working not just in 
Idaho but nationwide. The U.S. Depart- 
ment of Justice reported that the num- 
ber of women killed by an intimate 
partner decreased by 35 percent be- 
tween 1993 and 2008. In 2012 it was re- 
ported that in 1 day alone, 688 women 
and their children impacted by vio- 
lence sought safety in an emergency 
shelter or received counseling, legal 
advocacy, or children’s support. 

While we may not agree on all of the 
specifics of this reauthorization—and 
there are portions we will continue to 
negotiate on and to refine—we all do 
agree on one very important idea; that 
is, violence should not happen to any- 
one. This critical legislation is very ef- 
fective in helping to address that abuse 
in our society. 

As I said, there are parts of this leg- 
islation about which there are still 
concerns. I am committed, as is Sen- 
ator LEAHY, to working with those who 
have concerns to make the bill better 
and more workable so we can move it 
through to become law in this session 
of Congress. But after we debate and 
after we have worked and refined the 
legislation, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting the authoriza- 
tion of this program and to continue 
the life-changing work this Chamber 
has been committed to for so many 
years. 

I see my colleague Senator LEAHY is 
on the Senate floor. I started a little 
before he got here. I know he is here to 
open the debate on this legislation. I 
again thank him for his work on this 
issue and look forward to working with 
him in this Congress as we move for- 
ward. 

Mr. LEAHY. I have enjoyed working 
with the senior Senator from Idaho. If 
he wants more time—— 

Mr. CRAPO. I have concluded my re- 
marks. I yield my time. 


ES 


CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 


EE 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN REAU- 
THORIZATION ACT OF 2013—MO- 
TION TO PROCEED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of the motion to 
proceed to S. 47, which the clerk will 
report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to (S. 47) a bill to reau- 
thorize the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 5:30 
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p.m. will be equally divided and con- 
trolled in the usual form. 

The Senator from Vermont is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank 
the senior Senator from Idaho for his 
comments. He has been not only a stal- 
wart supporter, he actually has been 
essential in the drafting of this legisla- 
tion. We all share this concern of find- 
ing ways to stop violence against 
women. I realize different parts of the 
country have different problems, dif- 
ferent stresses. I am pleased to have a 
western view to go with this eastern 
view. But also, I think, it is a case of 
the best legislation in this body, legis- 
lation supported by both Democrats 
and Republicans. When we come to- 
gether as Senators, things get done. 

That is one of the reasons we are 
turning to this bill, S. 47, the Leahy- 
Crapo Violence Against Women Reau- 
thorization Act, as one of our first 
bills. It has bipartisan support. I thank 
Majority Leader REID for making this 
unfinished business a priority for the 
Senate. 

Congressional enactment of our 
strong bipartisan bill to help all vic- 
tims of domestic and sexual violence is 
long overdue. Our bill has more than 60 
bipartisan Senate cosponsors. I think 
this week we can finally finish what we 
started last year by passing the bill in 
the Senate, sending it to the other 
body, and having them take it up. I 
know I am deeply indebted—we all 
are—to the women and men around the 
country who have been working with 
us. They have been steadfast in their 
commitment to the victims and to our 
efforts to combat domestic violence, 
dating violence, stalking, and sexual 
assault. 

There is a pressing need to update 
the Violence Against Women Act. The 
Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention’s 2010 National Intimate Part- 
ner and Sexual Violence Survey found 
that one in four women has been the 
victim of severe physical domestic vio- 
lence. One in five women has been 
raped in her lifetime. More than half of 
the homicides in my State of Vermont 
are related to domestic violence. 

Let me emphasize that just a bit. 
Vermont has one of the lowest crime 
rates in the country. But when I look 
at the source of the crime, more than 
half of the homicides are related to do- 
mestic violence. Those percentages are 
very high in almost every State. That 
is simply unacceptable. While the Judi- 
ciary Committee has been preparing to 
consider legislation on the subject of 
gun violence at the end of this month, 
we can act now, without delay, in the 
Senate to strengthen the protections of 
the Violence Against Women Act. 

All of the provisions in our bill 
passed the Senate last year. In fact, 9 
months ago the Senate passed the 
Leahy-Crapo Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act with 68 votes. The 
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Senate often has a hard time coming 
together with 51 votes, but here we had 
68 votes from Members of both parties, 
across the political spectrum. 

Last December we worked out with 
Senator CORNYN and Senator GRASSLEY 
additional provisions to amend the 
Debbie Smith Act, which we passed, to 
reduce the backlog of untested rape 
kits in order to provide for additional 
audits and reporting, and increase the 
capacity of State and local law en- 
forcement to perform DNA analysis. 
Those provisions are now incorporated 
into this VAWA bill. 

I hope those few Senators who op- 
posed the bill last year will now join 
with us to enact VAWA reauthoriza- 
tion. I think we should act quickly and 
decisively to pass this bill, and send it 
to the House. I know if it reaches the 
President’s desk, from what he has told 
me, he will sign it without delay. 

Our bill will support the use of tech- 
niques proven to identify high-risk 
cases and prevent domestic violence 
homicides. It is going to increase 
VAWA’S focus on sexual assault and 
push colleges to strengthen their ef- 
forts to protect students from domestic 
and sexual violence. It will allow us to 
make real progress in addressing the 
horrifying epidemic of domestic vio- 
lence in tribal communities. A recent 
study found almost three in five native 
women had been assaulted by their 
spouses or intimate partners. 

Our bill will allow services to get to 
those in the LGBT community who 
have had trouble accessing services in 
the past. The Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention released a few 
weeks ago that found the rates of do- 
mestic and sexual violence in these 
communities are equal to or greater 
than those of the general population. 
We also have key improvements for im- 
migrant victims of domestic and sexual 
violence. 

I did note when we reintroduced this 
bill at the outset of this year that we 
will be pressing the increase of U Visas 
for those victims who assist law en- 
forcement in the context of com- 
prehensive immigration reform. Last 
year, the House of Representatives re- 
fused to consider the Senate-passed bill 
because the U Visa provision, while 
fully offset, was seen technically to af- 
fect revenues. We removed it from the 
bill this year. I don’t want this bill to 
be slowed up because of a technical ex- 
cuse. 

When somebody is being abused, they 
don’t need to hear about technicalities. 
They want us to stop it, and they want 
us to expedite action on this bill. I re- 
main strongly committed to the U Visa 
increase. As I said, I will try to include 
it in the immigration legislation we 
will be considering in the next couple 
of months. The reason I will do that, of 
course, is it will benefit law enforce- 
ment and victims, and we should enact 
it. 
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I have said so many times on the 
floor of the Senate that I remember my 
days as a prosecutor in Vermont—let 
me state it this way: I remember going 
to crime scenes at 2 and 3 o’clock in 
the morning. I remember seeing people 
being taken out in an ambulance, bare- 
ly alive, battered to within an inch of 
their life. But I especially remember 
those who did not even get that far, 
lying on the floor, up against a wall, 
waiting for the medical examiner to 
come and pronounce the person dead 
and allow the police to collect evidence 
and move them. 

During that time no police officer 
ever said: Is this victim gay or 
straight? Is this victim an immigrant 
or Native American? They said, as I 
have said so many times on the floor: A 
victim is a victim is a victim. How do 
we stop this from happening to some- 
body else? How do we catch the person 
who did this? 

Law enforcement wants tools for 
after the fact. But even more, they 
want what we have in here: something 
to stop the abuse from happening in 
the first place. Every day we do not 
pass legislation to prevent this vio- 
lence and assist victims, people are suf- 
fering. 

I hope all Senators—Democrats, Re- 
publicans, Independents—will join us. I 
have spoken of Senator CRAPO’s long- 
standing commitment to victims. But, 
also, I have spoken often of the support 
of Senators MIKULSKI and MURKOWSKI 
and MURRAY and KLOBUCHAR and COONS 
and COLLINS and SHAHEEN and FRANKEN 
and HAGAN and CASEY and so many 
others who have joined to help to shape 
this legislation and work to pass it. I 
also appreciate the support and assist- 
ance of the National Task Force to End 
Sexual and Domestic Violence Against 
Women and its many member organiza- 
tions whose insight has been so crit- 
ical. 

I thank the Vermont Network 
Against Domestic and Sexual Violence. 
I am so proud of them. They have done 
great work helping victims in Vermont 
with support from the VAWA pro- 
grams. They have been a leader in de- 
veloping and supporting this legisla- 
tion. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD at the conclu- 
sion of my statement a letter organized 
by the National Task Force and signed 
by more than 1,300 local, tribal, and na- 
tional organizations supporting this 
important bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 

Mr. LEAHY. Since we first passed the 
Violence Against Women Act nearly 
two decades ago, States have strength- 
ened criminal rape statutes, and every 
State has made stalking a crime. The 
annual incidence of domestic violence 
has dropped more than 50 percent. We 
have something here that has been a 
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success. We have helped to provide vic- 
tims with critical services, such as 
housing and legal protection. 

We have to remember, these are not 
just statistics. These are thousands of 
lives made immeasurably better. I 
might say because of this work these 
thousands of lives are still lives; they 
are not statistics of people murdered. 
All the provisions in our bill were de- 
veloped with the help of victims and 
those who assist them every day. They 
are commonsense measures. They will 
help real people. Every prosecutor, 
every support group—all will tell you 
it is past time for Congress to enact 
this bill to provide help for victims of 
domestic violence and rape. 

We can make these concrete, impor- 
tant changes in the law. We can do it 
this week. I have been involved in this 
for years, and I have seen the results of 
what we have done. I have seen the 
lives that have been made immeas- 
urably better because of what we have 
done. I have seen the lives that have 
been saved because of what we have 
done. There is no excuse to delay fur- 
ther. 


EXHIBIT 1 


NATIONAL TASK FORCE TO END SEX- 
UAL AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 
AGAINST WOMEN, 

February 4, 2013. 
SENATOR, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR: We, the undersigned local, 
tribal, and national organizations, represent 
and support millions of victims of domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault and 
stalking throughout the United States, 
American Indian Tribes and territories. On 
behalf of the victims we represent, the pro- 
fessionals who serve them and the commu- 
nities that sustain them, we ask that you 
support the Violence Against Women Act’s 
(VAWA) reauthorization by co-sponsoring 
and voting for S. 47. As you know, VAWA is 
slated to come to the Senate floor as early as 
next week and we are asking you to take a 
leadership role in ensuring that this land- 
mark bi-partisan bill will continue its im- 
portant work. 

VAWA’s programs support state, tribal and 
local efforts to address the pervasive and in- 
sidious crimes of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault and stalking. These 
programs have made great progress towards 
reducing the violence, helping victims to be 
healthy and feel safe and holding perpetra- 
tors accountable. This critical legislation 
must be reauthorized to ensure a continued 
response to these crimes. 

Since its original passage in 1994, VAWA 
has dramatically enhanced our nation’s re- 
sponse to violence against girls and women, 
boys and men. More victims report domestic 
violence to the police and the rate of non- 
fatal intimate partner violence against 
women has decreased by 64%. The sexual as- 
sault services program in VAWA helps rape 
crisis centers keep their doors open to pro- 
vide the frontline response to victims of 
rape. VAWA provides for a coordinated com- 
munity approach, improving collaboration 
between law enforcement and victim services 
providers to better meet the needs of vic- 
tims. These comprehensive and cost-effective 
programs not only save lives, they also save 
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money. In fact, VAWA saved nearly $12.6 bil- 
lion in net averted social costs in just its 
first six years. 

VAWA has unquestionably improved the 
national response to these terrible crimes. 
Nonetheless, much work remains to be done 
to address unmet needs and enhance access 
to protections and services for all victims. 
We urge you to sponsor and vote for S. 47 in 
order to build upon VAWA’s successes and 
continue to enhance our nation’s ability to 
promote an end to this violence, to hold per- 
petrators accountable and to keep victims 
and their families safe from future harm. 
Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

kK k 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
urge my colleagues, as I will do, to sup- 
port the motion to proceed to the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act. I expect 
that many of my Republican colleagues 
will also vote to proceed to the bill. 

There has long been bipartisan sup- 
port for the Violence Against Women 
Act. Too many women are victims of 
domestic violence, sexual assault, 
stalking, and dating violence. Federal 
support for services to these women, 
and sometimes even men, has been ben- 
eficial to our country. 

There is overwhelming bipartisan 
support for 98 percent of what is con- 
tained in S. 47, so I favor proceeding to 
the bill and offering limited amend- 
ments. We can then have a Senate 
vote, allow the other body to work its 
will, resolve any differences between 
the bills, pass a compromised reauthor- 
ization bill through both Houses, and 
get it to the President. 

The process on the Violence Against 
Women Act in the last Congress was 
very disappointing. Previously the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act was reau- 
thorized unanimously. Something 
similar could have happened again last 
year, but it didn’t. New provisions were 
brought forth into the bill. Some of the 
provisions were very controversial. 
Some provisions even raised serious 
constitutional concerns, but those on 
the other side insisted on these provi- 
sions without any change and refused 
to compromise. It appeared that the 
debate was more about blame and poli- 
tics than it was about providing help to 
women in need. 

In the last Congress, both the Repub- 
lican leader and this Senator offered 
that the Senate consent to striking a 
provision which violated the Constitu- 
tion’s origination clause, and then pro- 
ceed to conference. The majority 
spurned those efforts on both occa- 
sions. Yet today S. 47 has removed the 
very provision which raised the blue- 
slip problem with the House of Rep- 
resentatives because, as we all know, 
under the Constitution all bills raising 
revenue must start in the House of 
Representatives. The majority did this 
only a few months after the majority 
refused to drop that very same provi- 
sion and proceed to conference. So this 
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bill could have been to the President 
last year. The willingness of the major- 
ity today to eliminate that very uncon- 
stitutional provision demonstrates 
that we could have had a bill to the 
President last year. That ought to be a 
terrible disappointment not only to 
this Senator but to all the people in 
the Senate. 

It is not true that unless S. 47 is 
passed exactly as is various groups will 
be excluded from protections under the 
law. Would anyone care to know why? 
Because the current law protects all 
victims. 

Vice President BIDEN wrote the cur- 
rent law. Every Member of the Senate 
who was a Member of this body when 
the Violence Against Women Act was 
last reauthorized voted for that bill. 
Neither Vice President BIDEN nor any 
other Senator passed a discriminatory 
bill then. It is not the case that unless 
the controversial provisions are ac- 
cepted exactly as the majority insists 
without any compromise whatsoever 
that any groups will be excluded. 

The key stumbling block to enacting 
a bill at this time is the provision con- 
cerning Indian tribal courts. That pro- 
vision raises serious constitutional 
questions concerning both the sov- 
ereignty of tribal courts and the con- 
stitutional rights of defendants who 
would be tried in those courts. We 
should focus on providing needed serv- 
ices to Native American women. S. 47 
makes political statements and ex- 
pounds on Native American sov- 
ereignty. It raises such significant con- 
stitutional problems that its passage 
might actually not accomplish any- 
thing at all for Native American 
women while failing to protect the con- 
stitutional rights of other American 
citizens. 

Even the Congressional Research 
Service has raised constitutional ques- 
tions with the tribal provisions in this 
very bill. Negotiations are continuing, 
and I am quite confident that if we can 
reach an agreement on these questions, 
compromises on the other few remain- 
ing issues can also be secured and 
would allow the bill to pass with over- 
whelming bipartisan support. If we are 
unable to reach agreement in the next 
couple of days, then I intend to offer a 
substitute that is much more likely to 
be accepted by the House and become 
law. 

In the meantime, for this very day, 
all we are talking about is getting to 
this bill so we can discuss these issues. 
I will vote for the motion to proceed, 
and I ask my colleagues to do so as 
well. 

I yield the floor, and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays on the motion to 
proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has expired. 

Is there a sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. There is a sufficient second. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk called 
the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Alaska (Mr. BEGICH) is 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON), the Sen- 
ator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN), the 
Senator from Alabama (Mr. SESSIONS), 
the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY), and the Senator from Lou- 
isiana (Mr. VITTER). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DON- 
NELLY). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 85, 
nays 8, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 12 Leg.] 


YEAS—85 
Alexander Fischer Menendez 
Ayotte Flake Merkley 
Baldwin Franken Mikulski 
Barrasso Gillibrand Murkowski 
Baucus Graham Murphy 
Bennet Grassley Murray 
Blumenthal Hagan Nelson 
Blunt Harkin 
Boozman Hatch eo 
Boxer Heinrich 
Brown Heitkamp Reed 
Burr Heller Reid 
Cantwell Hirono Rockefeller 
Cardin Hoeven Sanders 
Carper Inhofe Schatz 
Casey Johnson (SD) Schumer 
Chambliss Johnson (WI) Shaheen 
Coats Kaine Shelby 
Coburn King Stabenow 
Cochran Kirk Tester 
Collins Klobuchar Thune 
Coons Landrieu Udall (CO) 
Corker Lautenberg Udall (NM) 
Cornyn Leahy Warner 
Crapo Levin Warren 
Donnelly Manchin A 
Durbin McCain ue ave 
Enzi McCaskill Wyden 
Feinstein McConnell 

NAYS—8 
Cruz Paul Rubio 
Johanns Risch Scott 
Lee Roberts 

NOT VOTING—6 

Begich Moran Toomey 
Isakson Sessions Vitter 


The motion was agreed to. 
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VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2018 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 47) to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 


February 4, 2013 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the Senate proceed 
to a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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CONGRATULATING NEW ORLEANS 


Ms. LANDRIEU. I know Senator 
HARKIN is on the floor with others to 
present several new pieces of legisla- 
tion or to speak on items pending. I 
wanted to take a moment of personal 
privilege to say just a few words about 
the spectacular sporting event that 
took place in our country yesterday in 
the city of New Orleans. I want to, of 
course, congratulate the Baltimore 
Ravens, the Senators from Maryland, 


particularly Senator MIKULSKI and 
Senator CARDIN, and Governor 
O’Malley, who was there, of course, 


representing Maryland; the Senators 
from San Francisco and California, the 
49ers, Senators FEINSTEIN and BOXER, 
former Speaker PELOSI was with us 
yesterday in New Orleans, and thou- 
sands of fans from all over the world 
and, of course, watching on television. 

I wanted to make a note on this 
floor, not because it was just a sporting 
event, although it was one of the high- 
est watched Super Bowls ever in the 
history of the game, but because of the 
role this Congress played and the ad- 
ministration in helping this great city 
and region and State rebound from 
what was a devastating body blow 714 
years ago with Hurricane Katrina and 
then Rita hit 3 weeks later and then 
the levees broke in over 52 places. The 
city went virtually underwater—at 
least two-thirds of the city. 

To see, 742 years later, the city re- 
bound, the people of New Orleans and 
Louisiana are just foremost in my 
thoughts right now for their fighting 
spirit, their resiliency, their unwilling- 
ness to give up on this special place 
that will celebrate its 300th birthday in 
2018. I want to say a special thank-you 
to Mayor Landrieu, John Young, presi- 
dent of Jefferson Parish, the leaders of 
St. Bernard and Plaquemines Parish. 
Those parishes were virtually de- 
stroyed, the lower part of Jefferson 
Parish. The whole region has come 
back. The world could see it for them- 
selves yesterday—the civic leadership, 
the faith-based leadership. Again, a 
shout out to President Obama, his Cab- 
inet and the Members on both sides of 
the aisle who stood by this region, the 
gulf coast, to rebuild after all these 
years. 

In conclusion, it is my only hope that 
after passing the Sandy supplemental, 
we will stand united with the North- 
east as they rebuild bigger, better, 
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stronger, hosting the next Super Bowl 
which is a real symbol of resurgence 
and rebuilding and resurrection. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 


TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF 
FMLA 


Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, this 
week is a milestone for working fami- 
lies across America. Twenty years ago 
this week, President Bill Clinton 
signed into law the Family and Med- 
ical Leave Act. There are many laws 
we pass in Washington that most 
Americans never have reason to know 
or care about. The FMLA, by contrast, 
has changed this country in profoundly 
important ways. 

It has touched the lives of millions of 
working families. It is almost hard to 
imagine today, but 20 years ago before 
this landmark law, workers had to risk 
their jobs and livelihoods when family 
needs arose. There was no national pol- 
icy for maternity leave or paternity 
leave. New mothers were sometimes 
compelled to return to work just days 
after giving birth or to quit jobs they 
would otherwise have liked to keep. 

There was no law allowing someone 
to take leave from work to care for an 
aging, potentially dying parent or to 
care for a child with a serious illness. 
Families had to leave their loved ones 
in the hands of others or quit their jobs 
and face dire economic consequences. 
There was no policy to allow a seri- 
ously ill worker to return to work after 
recovering from cancer or other serious 
health condition. All these workers 
risked being fired, having no job to re- 
turn to, and losing their health insur- 
ance as well. 

Countless hard-working Americans 
were forced to make wrenching choices 
between their or their family’s health 
and their economic well-being. 

The passage of the Family and Med- 
ical Leave Act changed all that. It has 
helped new parents bond with their 
children during those first magical few 
weeks of life. It has helped to give 
workers struggling with a difficult di- 
agnosis the time and security they 
need to recover. It has allowed loving 
family members to care for relatives 
with disabilities and elderly parents. 

It has ensured that family members 
of our wounded warriors can be there 
to help their heroes recover. Just as 
important, it has helped countless 
businesses across the country retain 
good workers and maintain an experi- 
enced and dedicated workforce. 

The FMLA has been an unqualified 
success. It has made a real difference in 
the lives of millions of hard-working 
Americans. In fact, the FMLA has been 
used more than 100 million times since 
its passage 20 years ago. 

To be sure, the legislative path to the 
Family and Medical Leave Act was not 
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easy nor quick. In the Senate, Senator 
Chris Dodd was the tireless champion 
of the Family and Medical Leave Act. 
From the time of its first introduction 
in 1986 to its final passage in 1993, we 
would not have the Family and Medical 
Leave Act without Senator Chris Dodd. 
He held multiple subcommittee hear- 
ings across the country, hearing from 
dozens of witnesses. He led the bill 
through multiple committee markups 
and led the floor fight year after year 
after year. He worked to override two 
Presidential vetoes and shepherded it 
to its final passage in 1993, after which 
it became the first law signed by a new 
President, President Bill Clinton. 

Senator Dodd found a partner in Sen- 
ator Kit Bond from Missouri, whose 
strong interest in shoring up the Amer- 
ican family led him to work with Sen- 
ator Dodd on a bipartisan compromise 
proposal that would garner significant 
political support in both political par- 
ties. AS Senator Bond said upon intro- 
ducing the final version of the bill in 
1993: 

I believe the single most important step we 
can take to help all families in America is to 
try to reinstill individual and family respon- 
sibility. To do that, we as a society need to 
make family obligation something we en- 
courage rather than discourage. That is why 
I believe we should enact the Family and 
Medical Leave Act. 

Their bipartisan efforts have reaped 
huge rewards. 

My office has heard from people 
around the country who have benefited 
from the Family and Medical Leave 
Act. 

The Family and Medical Leave Act 
meant that Kimberly Jones of Wis- 
consin was able to help her develop- 
mentally challenged son, David, during 
a critical time. After years of strug- 
gling socially and in school, after a 
misdiagnosis that led to medications 
that made him worse, David finally re- 
ceived the correct diagnosis of 
Asperger’s syndrome, which allowed 
him to get the right care and the ap- 
propriate treatment. The FMLA al- 
lowed Kim to take 12 weeks off from 
work so she could be with her son, 
David, to advocate for him, seek out 
professionals, learn how to help him, 
and support him through detoxification 
from his previous medications. 

Thanks to the FMLA, Kim was able 
to get David situated and take the 
time to do what was best for him. Kim 
says parents shouldn’t have to lose 
their jobs to do what is best for their 
children. She adds that children and 
families are in a better place because 
of the Family and Medical Leave Act. 

Tonya Pinkston from Atlanta, GA, 
was diagnosed with lupus in 2009, but 
she was allowed only 3 sick days a 
year. As the sole earner in her house- 
hold with her parents and daughter, 
she absolutely had to keep her job. Her 
boss suggested the Family and Medical 
Leave Act. Later, when her lupus 
flared, she was able to take leave for 4 
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weeks to allow her 1 week in the hos- 
pital and recuperation at home. 

Without the Family and Medical 
Leave Act, Tonya would have been 
fired for missing so much time and she 
probably would have had to go on un- 
employment insurance. Tonya thanks 
God for the FMLA and feels fortunate 
that President Bill Clinton signed it 
and it was there when she needed it. 

Right now at a Baltimore hospital, 
Michelle Marrocco is using FMLA 
leave to care for her son, Brendan, a 
wounded warrior injured while serving 
in the Army in Iraq in 2009. Brendan is 
the first surviving quadruple amputee 
and has already faced challenges few of 
us can imagine. In December, he under- 
went a double-arm transplant. It has 
been widely reported in the news 
media. Brendan will need years of reha- 
bilitation and occupational therapy. 

When Brendan was originally injured, 
Michelle’s employer at the time volun- 
tarily paid for 3 months of leave. 
Michelle’s current employer adheres to 
the FMLA, allowing her up to 12 weeks 
of unpaid leave to care for Brendan fol- 
lowing his transplants. 

She expects to take 2 months of 
leave, followed by intermittent leave 
to be with her son once a week. With- 
out the FMLA, Michelle would have 
had to quit her job. With the FMLA, 
she knows she doesn’t have to worry 
about her job, which is a huge relief for 
her. The lack of income is a big con- 
cern, but it is something she and her 
husband will worry about later. 
Thanks to new regulations from the 
Department of Labor, Michelle will be 
able to take advantage of a new provi- 
sion of the Family and Medical Leave 
Act, allowing up to 26 weeks of leave 
for the families of veterans injured in 
the line of duty. 

The Family and Medical Leave Act is 
one of our Nation’s most important 
laws. That is why I will introduce this 
week a resolution honoring the FMLA 
and the leaders who made the FMLA a 
reality. 

There are so many. I mentioned 
those who were here in the Senate; 
there were those in the House who also 
helped shepherd this through. I would 
mention, of course, Connie Morella, a 
former Congresswoman who was so ac- 
tive in the bill. 

I would mention also GEORGE MIL- 
LER, Congressman GEORGE MILLER, and 
Congresswoman ROSA DELAURO, who 
worked so hard to get this passed in 
the House. There were people on the 
outside, Judy Lichtman, in 1993, was 
the head of something called the Wom- 
en’s Legal Defense Fund. She and her 
colleague Donna Lenhoff played abso- 
lutely critical roles in getting the 
FMLA written, introduced, and across 
the finish line. I wanted to mention 
those heroes who worked so hard for 
this important bill. 

There is still more work to do to en- 
sure that families are fully able to 
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meet their family responsibilities as 
well as maintain economic security. 

Today, workers are ineligible to take 
FMLA for a variety of reasons. Some 
workers do not have enough tenure 
with their current employer, even if 
they have been in the workforce for 
years. 

The FMLA requires 1 year of service, 
but in today’s economy, workers more 
frequently change jobs and, of course, 
family emergencies happen without 
warning. Other workers are not able to 
accumulate the required 1,250 hours of 
work with a single employer in the pre- 
ceding year. With the growth in part- 
time work, both by choice and by ne- 
cessity, more workers may be ineli- 
gible for FMLA even though they are 
long-term dedicated employees. Mil- 
lions of people work in businesses with 
fewer than 50 employees, which means 
their employer is not covered by the 
FMLA and does not have to offer that 
kind of leave. 

This also makes it harder for smaller 
businesses to recruit the best employ- 
ees because they are not on a level 
playing field with larger companies 
that must provide leave and where 
workers have come to expect it. 

Still other workers are excluded from 
the law because of the nature of their 
relationship with a loved one. Workers 
may only take FMLA to care for their 
minor child, parents or spouses. Under 
certain circumstances, parents may 
care for their adult child with a dis- 
ability. This excludes siblings, grand- 
children and grandparents, domestic 
partners of the same or opposite sex, 
in-laws, cousins, and everyone else. 

That is why the Family and Medical 
Leave Inclusion Act sponsored by Sen- 
ator DURBIN is so important. This bill 
will expand and modernize the defini- 
tion of family to include many cur- 
rently excluded relationships. Too 
many workers will otherwise have no 
one eligible to care for them in a time 
of need or the person they rely on most 
will not be recognized as their family 
for purposes of the FMLA. This is a 
commonsense change we can and must 
accomplish. 

One of the most common and critical 
challenges faced by families is the loss 
of income while taking unpaid FMLA 
leave. This obliges parents to cut short 
maternity and paternity leave. It 
forces cancer patients to work as much 
as possible, rather than taking time to 
fully recuperate or, worse, to forgo 
leave altogether. Still others are finan- 
cially devastated when they have no 
choice but to take unpaid leave. 

We cannot allow family responsibil- 
ities to jeopardize families’ economic 
security. A social insurance program to 
provide some wage replacement during 
family and medical leave would allow 
families to maintain their economic se- 
curity while seeing to their families. 
Research shows this could be done on a 
universal basis with very small, shared 
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contributions by workers and their em- 
ployers. Two States, New Jersey and 
California, have already implemented 
such paid leave systems, helping fami- 
lies in those States to be financially se- 
cure during family and medical leave. 

Today is the day to honor the efforts 
of so many whose work led to the pas- 
sage and signing of the Family and 
Medical Leave Act 20 years ago. This is 
a time to reflect on how trans- 
formative the Family and Medical 
Leave Act has been for our society. It 
is also time to look ahead to additional 
ways we can support families and allow 
them to stay strong, mutually sup- 
portive, and economically secure. 

I look forward to future work to ex- 
pand and strengthen the protections of 
the Family and Medical Leave Act. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
wish to thank my colleague Senator 
HARKIN for his leadership on the Fam- 
ily and Medical Leave Act, along with 
my predecessor Chris Dodđď’s very 
strong dedication to this cause and the 
historic difference he and Senator HAR- 
KIN have made on a truly trans- 
formative measure for the United 
States of America. The Family and 
Medical Leave Act has made a dif- 
ference in so many lives and shaped so 
many futures for the better in our Na- 
tion. I will be honored to join his reso- 
lution and to support Senator DURBIN’s 
Family and Medical Leave Inclusion 
Act and simply offer my thanks to him 
on behalf of Connecticut as well as the 
country for his leadership on this issue. 

This measure is about human beings 
and the values that define us and make 
us great as a nation, the greatest Na- 
tion in the history of the world. 


EE 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, 
the measure we have approved today to 
move forward, the Violence Against 
Women Act, so far as it defines us, 
states our values and articulates the 
vision we see of our Nation as caring 
for people who are victims of domestic 
abuse and sexual assault. I am proud of 
my colleagues for approving this meas- 
ure today to go forward by an over- 
whelming bipartisan vote, 85 to 8. 

I hope this day will be followed by 
final passage here and then in the 
House of Representatives, avoiding the 
fate that befell it during the last ses- 
sion, when I similarly supported this 
measure to reauthorize and strengthen 
a bill that has served us well for 18 
years. It served us well in addressing a 
problem that is as horrific and heinous 
as any that afflicts our society, domes- 
tic violence and sexual assault, shapes 
futures and transforms lives for the 
worse, unless they are followed by the 
service and law enforcement that 
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VAWA provides. VAWA is about the or- 
ganizations that provide those services 
and need the support in Connecticut 
and around the country, organizations 
in Connecticut that provide services to 
54,000 victims of domestic violence and 
sexual assault every year. In our State 
alone, $4 million provides those critical 
services to men and women and chil- 
dren so they can survive and even 
thrive after domestic assault. We have 
made great strides on this problem, but 
there is great work still to be done. We 
cannot be complacent or overconfident. 
We cannot be self-satisfied. We must 
press ahead with VAWA, and that is 
why today’s passage is so important— 
at least the passage of the motion to 
proceed. 

Groups and organizations in Con- 
necticut and across the nation report 
to me about critical staff shortages, re- 
sources they need to respond to the 
hundreds of thousands of women every 
year who face these problems, and the 
protection they provide to children as 
well as women who are victims of this 
crime. 

I have been very privileged to join 
with Interval House in an effort called 
Men Against Domestic Violence. Men 
make a difference. They are potential 
role models, and we have tried to pro- 
vide those role models to go into 
schools and provide education—a group 
of men who are educators, police, and 
other kinds of leaders in their commu- 
nities, in business. We helped to start 
this effort through Interval House, our 
major domestic shelter in the State. 
This is only a small example of how 
these efforts can have a ripple effect 
through VAWA. 

We need to not only renew our com- 
mitment to end domestic violence but 
also to update and strengthen and ex- 
pand the Violence Against Women Act. 
I am pleased to join my colleague Sen- 
ator PORTMAN in offering an amend- 
ment that strengthens services for 
children and youth victims of sex traf- 
ficking. Yes, sex trafficking and human 
trafficking continue to exist in this 
Nation. It is sometimes invisible, un- 
known, one of the most heinous crimes 
imaginable—modern-day slavery, un- 
speakable indenture of children. We 
need to do more to ensure that children 
in our communities who are victims of 
sex trafficking have access to the life- 
saving services that are available to 
other youth victims of domestic vio- 
lence or sexual assault. 

We can make sure agencies and orga- 
nizations that provide these services 
access grant funding available for this 
purpose. Again, this goal ought to be 
bipartisan, and it is with Senator 
PORTMAN and myself on this amend- 
ment. I hope my colleagues will sup- 
port it. 

Vulnerable communities ought to re- 
ceive the same kind of protection 
through VAWA even though they are 
now overlooked by existing law, and 
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those protections should be expanded. 
We have an obligation to ensure that 
all victims of domestic violence, re- 
gardless of their sexual orientation or 
gender identification, are covered by 
this law. So this legislation contains 
protection for gay, lesbian, bisexual, 
and transgender Americans. The LGBT 
community ought to know it is covered 
in the same way as every other part of 
our population, even though they face 
discrimination that prevents them 
from accessing those victim services 
now. 

In fact, a recent survey found that 45 
percent of LGBT victims were turned 
away when they sought help from a vi- 
olence center. That is simply unaccept- 
able. So this legislation will make sure 
they have access to these services and 
also make great improvements in the 
law enforcement tools available to Na- 
tive American communities. 

Our Nation’s tribal communities are 
literally facing an epidemic of domes- 
tic violence and sexual assault. Nearly 
three out of five Native American 
women are assaulted by their spouses 
or intimate partners, and one-third of 
all Native American women will be 
raped during their lifetime. I know 
those statistics are hard to grasp. They 
seem incredible. Three out of five Na- 
tive American women are assaulted by 
their spouses or intimate partners. 
One-third of all Native American 
women will be raped during their life- 
time. 

I wish they were wrong. I would be 
happy to be corrected. But those num- 
bers tell a searing and unacceptable 
truth about our Nation. Tribal courts 
currently cannot prosecute domestic 
violence crimes against Native Amer- 
ican women that are committed on 
tribal lands by a non-Native American. 
S. 47 closes that loophole so that all 
Native American women will have ac- 
cess to justice. 

Finally, the 2000 reauthorization of 
VAWA contained landmark provisions 
to protect immigrant victims of do- 
mestic violence, and S. 47 significantly 
maintains and expands those provi- 
sions, sending a strong message that 
immigrant women deserve the full pro- 
tection of the law, the full measure of 
American justice. It is the reason they 
have come to this country, the reason 
that millions of immigrants come to 
this country, the reason we are a na- 
tion of immigrants and strong because 
of the diversity and the talent they 
bring to this Nation. We must guar- 
antee justice to immigrant women. 

I am still frustrated and disappointed 
the last Congress did not approve 
VAWA; that this measure was stalled 
in the House of Representatives despite 
a similarly bipartisan vote in this body 
to approve it. I hope this year the vote 
in this body will be a prelude to bipar- 
tisan approaches on this measure and 
others where basic human values are at 
stake; that there will be no stalling 
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again; that this measure will proceed 
in the House on a similarly bipartisan 
basis. 

An inclusive bipartisan VAWA should 
not be postponed. Time is not on the 
side of victims. They need these serv- 
ices. Law enforcement needs the sup- 
port to make sure anyone committing 
domestic violence or sexual assault in 
this country is held responsible and ac- 
countable, and that we send that mes- 
sage to women and children through- 
out this country. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
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TOBACCO CONTROL ACCOMPLISH- 
MENTS AND TOBACCO TAX PAR- 
ITY ACT 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, last 
week I was joined by Senators LAUTEN- 
BERG and BLUMENTHAL to introduce the 
Tobacco Tax Parity Act, a bill aimed 
at closing loopholes in how tobacco 
products are taxed and reducing the in- 
cidence of tobacco use. 

It wasn’t that long ago when it was 
common to smoke in offices, airplanes, 
elevators or even here in congressional 
hearings. We have made progress since 
the landmark 1964 Surgeon General’s 
Report showing the negative effects of 
smoking on health, but there are plen- 
ty of signs that the fight continues to 
protect future generations from suf- 
fering the terrible effects of tobacco. 

According to a Surgeon General’s Re- 
port issued in March 2012, tobacco use 
among youth is a ‘‘pediatric epidemic” 
and is the No. 1 cause of preventable 
and premature death in this country. 
Every year, tobacco products account 
for 443,000—or 1 out of 5—deaths. The 
report also found that every day, 1,000 
young people become new regular 
smokers and, of these new smokers, 
one-third will eventually die from to- 
bacco-related causes. 

While our Nation pays the physical 
and financial burden of tobacco use 
through $96 billion in annual medical 
costs and $97 billion in lost produc- 
tivity due to premature death, tobacco 
companies invent new ways to generate 
profits and entice young people to pick 
up this deadly habit. 

In 2009, the Children’s Health Insur- 
ance Program Reauthorization Act in- 
creased the Federal tax rate on ciga- 
rettes and set the tax rate for small ci- 
gars and roll-your-own cigarettes at 
the same level as cigarettes. Cigars, 
smokeless tobacco, pipe tobacco, and 
nicotine candies, however, remain at 
dramatically lower tax rates than ciga- 
rettes making them a cheap source of 
tobacco, particularly among young 
people. While cigarettes, roll-your-own, 
and little cigars are taxed about $1 for 
a pack of 20 cigarettes, pipe tobacco is 
only taxed 11 cents for what adds up to 
20 cigarettes, a pouch of chewing to- 
bacco is only taxed 9 cents, and a 12- 
pack can of nicotine tablets or lozenges 
is taxed less than 1 cent. Not surpris- 
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ingly, as the tax for cigarettes has in- 
creased, cigarette sales dropped and 
the sales of undertaxed tobacco prod- 
ucts went up. 

This difference in tax rates doesn’t 
make sense, and we are already seeing 
tobacco manufacturers abusing them 
by changing the labels on their prod- 
ucts to avoid paying the higher tax. 
For instance, to avoid paying the high- 
er tax on loose roll-your-own tobacco, 
some manufacturers simply change the 
label on that product to pipe tobacco. 
There are stores popping up across the 
country, including in Illinois, that 
allow people to buy undertaxed pipe to- 
bacco or cigarette tobacco inten- 
tionally mislabeled as pipe tobacco and 
rent time on a cigarette making ma- 
chine where customers can make 200 
cigarettes in 8 minutes and not pay the 
$10 Federal cigarette tax. 

A report released by the Government 
Accountability Office last year found 
that the difference in tax rates creates 
opportunities for tax avoidance and en- 
courages consumers to use products 
with a lower tax. For instance, the 
monthly sales of pipe tobacco in Sep- 
tember 2011 increased by over 1,200 per- 
cent compared to January 2009, while 
the monthly sales for roll-your-own to- 
bacco dropped 600 percent. Over $1.4 bil- 
lion in State and Federal revenue has 
already been lost due to manufacturers 
relabeling and selling roll-your-own to- 
bacco as pipe tobacco. 

The Tobacco Tax Equity Act will end 
the exploitation of these tax loopholes 
by taxing all tobacco products at the 
same level as cigarettes. Through this 
legislation roll-your-own tobacco and 
pipe tobacco would be taxed at the 
same level of $1 for 20 cigarettes worth 
of tobacco. It would also raise the tax 
on a package of smokeless tobacco 
from 11 cents or less to $1—the same as 
a packet of cigarettes. The same goes 
for cigars, which are currently taxed 
no more than 46 cents per a cigar. AS 
new tobacco products come onto the 
market, this bill ensures that any 
product defined as a tobacco product 
by the FDA is taxed at a level equiva- 
lent with cigarettes. 

According to an estimate by the 
Joint Committee on Taxation, closing 
these loopholes will generate $3.6 bil- 
lion over the next 10 years. But closing 
the loophole will not only generate 
much needed revenue and prevent man- 
ufacturers from gaming the system, it 
will protect children and teens from 
picking up this dangerous habit. I urge 
my colleagues to support this impor- 
tant legislation. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


TAFT UNION HIGH SCHOOL 


e Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, today I 
ask my colleagues to join me in salut- 
ing and commending Ryan Heber, Kim 
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Fields and Mary Murphy, three edu- 
cators who risked their lives to protect 
students in Taft, CA. 

On Thursday, January 10—less than 4 
weeks after the horrific massacre at 
Sandy Hook Elementary School—a stu- 
dent armed with a shotgun opened fire 
in a classroom at Taft Union High 
School and wounded two of his class- 
mates. Today, one student remains 
hospitalized, recovering from his inju- 
ries. 

This was a tragic attack, and it is 
terrifying to think that it could have 
been even worse had it not been for the 
brave, swift actions of Taft science 
teacher Ryan Heber and campus super- 
visors Kim Fields and Mary Murphy. 

When the shooting started, Mr. Heber 
responded immediately. After ushering 
his other students out of harm’s way, 
he began talking the shooter into ceas- 
ing his attack. Ms. Fields, who rushed 
to the classroom when she heard gun- 
fire, joined Mr. Heber in persuading the 
attacker to put down his gun and sur- 
render to police when they arrived on 
the scene. Meanwhile, Ms. Murphy 
stayed calm and made sure that stu- 
dents quickly and safely evacuated the 
classroom. 

Like their teacher and supervisors, 
the students at Taft were also very 
brave. They stayed calm and followed 
school safety measures. I commend 
these young people and the first re- 
sponders who swiftly responded to the 
call for help. 

The students, faculty, and staff de- 
serve our support in the days and years 
ahead, and they deserve our action to 
help curb gun violence and ensure safe- 
ty at our schools in Taft and across the 
country.e 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO AARON MANKIN 


e Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, hav- 
ing served on the Rogers School Board, 
I understand how important the Wall 
of Distinction is to the school district 
and the community. This honor high- 
lights the accomplishments of a wide 
array of people who have proven their 
commitment to upholding and sharing 
the values of Rogers. 

I can’t think of a better person who 
fits this description than Aaron 
Mankin. 

I have known the Mankin family for 
much of my life. I grew up with Aar- 
on’s dad. Aaron grew up with my three 
daughters. Our families have a long 
history together. 

Aaron’s love for his country led him 
to join the Marine Corps in 2003, where 
he served as a combat correspondent. 
In 2005 he deployed to Iraq, risking his 
life to protect the interests of his coun- 
try. I had the opportunity to visit with 
him during a trip to Iraq. Just a few 
weeks later, his life changed forever. 
He suffered intense burns and major 
lung damage when the armored vehicle 
he was riding in ran over a land mine 
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in Northern Iraq. Aaron was sent to 
Brooke Army Medical Center in San 
Antonio and placed in the ICU. The 
damage to his lungs was so extensive 
that he was placed on a ventilator. He 
had third-degree burns on his arms and 
had to have his thumb and two-thirds 
of his index finger on his right hand 
amputated. 

I have visited with Aaron on several 
occasions since his devastating injuries 
and heard him share his experiences. 
He is one of my heroes, and I am al- 
ways moved personally regarding my 
own efforts after seeing how he has 
fought through his adversity. 

Aaron has faced many challenges, 
but his contagious enthusiasm for life 
has opened many doors, and I am con- 
fident those opportunities will con- 
tinue. Many programs have benefited 
Aaron along his path to recovery, and 
he has shown his appreciation by be- 
coming a champion and spokesperson 
for UCLA’s Operation Mend and the In- 
trepid Fallen Heroes Fund. 

He has a long list of accomplish- 
ments and awards, including earning 
the Purple Heart and the Navy 
Achievement Medal with Combat Dis- 
tinguishing Device for Valor. In addi- 
tion, he was named as one of People 
Magazine’s Heroes of the Year and a 
2011 recipient of the Veterans Leader- 
ship Award presented by the Iraq and 
Afghanistan Veterans of America. The 
next year, Secretary of Defense Leon 
Panetta invited Aaron to discuss mat- 
ters affecting wounded veterans. 

He has taken his pain and suffering 
and turned it into a model of persever- 
ance that is helping other soldiers and 
veterans heal from the pain of battle. 

Aaron, we are proud of your vision- 
ary leadership and all of your accom- 
plishments. You have always main- 
tained an optimistic attitude and a de- 
termination that can be an example to 
us all. We are excited to see what your 
future holds, and we are proud to call 
you a son of Rogers, Arkansas. @ 


Ee 


REMEMBERING GORDON 
MANSFIELD 


e Mr. KIRK. Mr. President, today I rise 
to honor the legacy of former VA Dep- 
uty Secretary Gordon Mansfield; a 
combat veteran, friend, and tireless ad- 
vocate for our veterans. He passed 
away last week. Over the course of his 
distinguished career Gordon served his 
nation, its veterans, and those perse- 
vering through disabilities. He will be 
missed but his legacy remembered. 
Like many in his generation, Gordon 
enlisted and served in Vietnam. During 
the Tet Offensive, while on his second 
combat tour, Gordon was wounded and 
sustained a spinal cord injury. He was 
awarded the Bronze Star, two Purple 
Hearts, the Combat Infantryman’s 
Badge, and Presidential Unit Citation. 
While recovering from his injuries, 
Gordon earned his law degree, and upon 
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moving back to Florida, began prac- 
ticing law. He served as a counsel in a 
legal aid program devoted to assisting 
his fellow veterans. 

From 1981 to 1989, Gordon served as 
the executive director of the Paralyzed 
Veterans of America, advocating for 
disabled veterans’ interests on a na- 
tional level. His work at PVA was in- 
strumental in standing up the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for Veterans Claims 
as well as shaping landmark disabil- 
ities advocacy legislation. In 1989, Gor- 
don joined the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, and served as 
President George H.W. Bush’s Assist- 
ant Secretary for Fair Housing and 
Equal Opportunity. There he served as 
a strong advocate for accessible hous- 
ing. 
In 2001, Gordon once again answered 
the call to help veterans, joining Sec- 
retary Anthony Principi as the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Congressional and 
Legislative Affairs at the Department 
of Veterans Affairs. In 2004, he became 
the Deputy Secretary and Chief Oper- 
ating Officer, and served as Acting Sec- 
retary in 2007. During his time at the 
VA, Gordon oversaw the implementa- 
tion of the post-9/11 GI bill and many 
other major transformation initiatives. 

I worked closely with Gordon to es- 
tablish the Captain James A. Lovell 
Federal Health Care Center in North 
Chicago, the Nation’s first fully inte- 
grated Department of Defense-VA med- 
ical center. Only a few years before, a 
Washington consulting company rec- 
ommended the closure of the North 
Chicago VA. Instead, the idea behind 
the Lovell FHCC was born. 

Working with Gordon was a privilege, 
and through his dedication to this ef- 
fort, we succeeded. Today, over 100,000 
veterans, military servicemembers, 
and their families have access to state- 
of-the-art health care at the Lovell 
FHCC. 

It is for this, and his many other ac- 
complishments, that we thank and 
honor Gordon Mansfield for his service 
to this Nation.e 


ee 


RHODE ISLAND’S MARINE 
ECONOMY 


e Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 
today I wish to pay tribute to one of 
my State’s great traditions and to a 
wonderful man. The Herreshoff Marine 
Museum, founded in 1971, preserves 
today the history of one of our State’s 
most important economic and design 
legacies, the Herreshoff boat building 
company of Bristol. 

Early Rhode Island settlers took ad- 
vantage of the State’s location on the 
Narragansett Bay to foster one of Colo- 
nial America’s most successful marine 
economies. Newport, RI, was the Colo- 
nies’ fifth most prosperous commercial 
center, in part because of its port ac- 
tivity. Since that time, Rhode Island- 
ers have sustained the State’s mari- 
time tradition, excelling in 
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boatbuilding, fishing, shipping, port op- 
eration, energy exploration, and ma- 
rine biology. 

The marine trades continue to play a 
pivotal economic development role in 
our State today; as many other sectors 
in Rhode Island struggle to rebound 
from the recent recession, our marine 
industry is actually expanding. The 
Rhode Island Marine Trade Association 
reports that this industry supports 
over 6,600 Rhode Island jobs, paying al- 
most $260 million in wages to Rhode Is- 
land workers—and almost 10 percent of 
private employers in the State are as- 
sociated with the boating industry. 

The Herreshoff family helped shape 
Rhode Island’s maritime legacy. In 
1878, John Brown Herreshoff and his 
brother Nathanael Greene Herreshoff 
more commonly known as ‘‘Captain 
Nat’’—joined forces to form the 
Herreshoff Manufacturing Company in 
Bristol, RI. Known for innovative de- 
sign, superior skills, and efficient man- 
ufacturing, the Herreshoff Manufac- 
turing Company quickly became a na- 
tional leader in the boatbuilding indus- 
try. The brothers developed a lighter, 
faster version of the steam generator 
boiler, which allowed steamboats to op- 
erate at a much higher speed than pre- 
viously possible. Indeed, Herreshoff 
built the fastest boats on the water, 
both steam and sail. Between 1893 and 
1920, five of Nathanael Greene 
Herreshoff’s custom-designed racing 
sloops were chosen to sail in the pres- 
tigious America’s Cup, and all five 
emerged as victors. 

Notwithstanding these sea-going 
champions, the Herreshoffs’ most ac- 
claimed boat design is arguably the 
smaller S class. Nathanael Greene 
Herreshoff first designed the S boat in 
1919, and the company built 95 boats 
before halting production in 1941. So 
well designed and built are they, that 
many S boats are still racing today. 

It is no wonder the S boat has held up 
so well. The boat shows speed and agil- 
ity under all conditions, and its engi- 
neering is considered one of the most 
groundbreaking undertakings in 
boatbuilding history. The S boat was 
particularly well suited for the coastal 
waters of Rhode Island: comfortable for 
easy day sailing; fast when racing hard. 
Its deep keel and hull shape made the 
boat steady in the strong ocean breeze 
that characterizes summer afternoons 
on Narragansett Bay, but on mild days 
its vast mainsail catches the lightest 
zephyr. The S boat boasted a keel with 
a high aspect ratio, and a high ballast- 
to-displacement ratio, allowing for a 
stiffer boat. Although these features 
were unusual for the 1900s, other boat 
designers quickly adopted them after 
the great success of the S boat became 
apparent. The S boat transom became 
a common sight for other sailors. 

Ninety-five years after the first S 
boat splashed into Bristol Harbor at 
the Herreshoff boatyard, the fleet is ac- 
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tive and growing, with boats being re- 
stored to join the class. This success 
and growth is much thanks to fleet 
commodore Fred Roy. Fred brought 
bouyant enthusiasm and cheerfulness 
to the Narragansett Bay Herreshoff S 
Class Association, and the association 
and all who love our bay and its special 
sailing traditions join in appreciation 
of Fred Roy. Fred has brought the spir- 
it of the S boat, rail down and surging 
forward, to this part of our ongoing 
history and maritime culture, and I 
take this opportunity to thank and sa- 
lute him, and celebrate this tradition 
of Narragansett Bay.e 


EE 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mrs. Neiman, one of his 
secretaries. 


ES 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


EE 


REPORT ON THE CONTINUATION 
OF THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY 
THAT WAS DECLARED IN EXECU- 
TIVE ORDER 13396 ON FEBRUARY 
7, 2006, WITH RESPECT TO THE 
SITUATION IN OR IN RELATION 
TO COTE D’IVOIRE—PM 1 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be- 
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer- 
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na- 
tional emergency, unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be- 
yond the anniversary date. In accord- 
ance with this provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na- 
tional emergency declared in Executive 
Order 13396 of February 7, 2006, with re- 
spect to the situation in or in relation 
to Cote d’Ivoire is to continue in effect 
beyond February 7, 2013. 

The situation in or in relation to 
Cote d’Ivoire, which has been addressed 
by the United Nations Security Council 
in Resolution 1572 of November 15, 2004, 
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and subsequent resolutions, has re- 
sulted in the massacre of large num- 
bers of civilians, widespread human 
rights abuses, significant political vio- 
lence and unrest, and fatal attacks 
against international peacekeeping 
forces. Since the inauguration of Presi- 
dent Alassane Ouattara in May 2011, 
the Government of Cote d’Ivoire has 
made progress in advancing democratic 
freedoms and economic development. 
While the Government of Cote d’Ivoire 
and its people continue to make 
progress towards peace and prosperity, 
the situation in or in relation to Cote 
dIvoire continues to pose an unusual 
and extraordinary threat to the na- 
tional security and foreign policy of 
the United States. For these reasons, I 
have determined that it is necessary to 
continue the national emergency and 
related measures blocking the property 
of certain persons contributing to the 
conflict in Cote d’Ivoire. 
BARACK OBAMA. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 4, 2013. 


e 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 3, 2013, the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, on February 1, 
2013, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, received a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing 
that the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
HARRIS) had signed the following en- 
rolled bill: 

H. R. 325. An act to ensure the complete 
and timely payment of the obligations of the 
United States Government until May 19, 
2013, and for other purposes. 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 3, 2013, the en- 
rolled bill was signed on February 4, 
2013, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. LEAHY). 


—— 


MEASURES PLACED 
CALENDAR 


The following bills were read the sec- 
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 201. A bill to prohibit the sale, lease, 

transfer, retransfer, or delivery of F-16 air- 
craft, M1 tanks, or certain other defense ar- 
ticles or services to the Government of 
Egypt. 
S. 204. A bill to preserve and protect the 
free choice of individual employees to form, 
join, or assist labor organizations, or to re- 
frain from such activities. 


ON THE 


EE 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bill was read the first 
time: 

S. 209. A bill to require a full audit of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System and the Federal reserve banks by the 
Comptroller General of the United States, 
and for other purposes. 
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC-264. A communication from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Certified 
Business Enterprise Expenditures of Public- 
Private Development Construction Projects 
for Fiscal Year 2012”; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-265. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-535, ‘‘Allen Chapel A.M.E. 
Senior Residential Rental Project Property 
Tax Exemption Clarification Act of 2012”; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-266. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-536, “Hire Date Reporting 
Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-267. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-587, ‘‘Fiscal Year 2013 Budget 
Support Technical Clarification Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-268. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-538, ‘‘School-Based Enrich- 
ment Programs Temporary Act of 2012’’; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-269. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-539, “Office of the Chief Fi- 
nancial Officer Audit Report Transparency 
Temporary Act of 2012’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-270. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-546, ‘‘Health Benefits Plan 
Members Bill of Rights Amendment Act of 
2012”; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-271. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-547, “Uniform Real Property 
Transfer on Death Act of 2012’’; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-272. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-548, ‘‘General Obligation 
Bonds and Bond Anticipation Notes for Fis- 
cal Years 20138-2018 Authorization Act of 
2012”; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-273. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-549, ‘‘Medicaid Fraud Enforce- 
ment and Recovery Amendment Act of 2012”; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-274. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
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bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-550, ‘‘Judicial Adjudication of 
Parentage Act of 2012”; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-275. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-551, ‘District Department of 
Transportation Bicycle Sharing Fund 
Amendment Act of 2012’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-276. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-552, ‘‘Public Vehicle-for-Hire 
Educational Services Temporary Act of 
2012”; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-277. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-558, ‘‘Local Rent Supplement 
Program Voucher Temporary Amendment 
Act of 2012”; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-278. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-554, ‘‘NoMA Residential De- 
velopment Tax Abatement Act of 2012”; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-279. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-555, ‘‘Closing of a Public Alley 
in Square N-515, S.O. 12-02073, Act of 2012”; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-280. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-559, ‘‘District of Columbia 
Flag Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-281. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-560, “Water Quality Assurance 
Amendment Act of 2012’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-282. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-561, ‘District Department of 
Transportation Accessible Vehicles Fund 
Amendment Act of 2012’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-283. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-562, “Energy Innovation and 
Savings Amendment Act of 2012’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-284. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-563, ‘‘Alternative Service of 
Process Amendment Act of 2012’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-285. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-564, “Good Samaritan Over- 
dose Prevention Amendment Act of 2012”; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 
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EC-286. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-565, ‘‘Department of Motor 
Vehicles Reciprocity Amendment Act of 
2012”; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-287. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-573, ‘‘Parkside Parcel E and J 
Mixed-Income Apartments Tax Abatement 
Temporary Act of 2012’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-288. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-574, ‘‘Streetscape Reconstruc- 
tion Second Temporary Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-289. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-575, ‘‘Phebbie Scott Way Des- 
ignation Act of 2012’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-290. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-578, ‘‘911 Purity Amendment 
Act of 2012”; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-291. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-579, ‘‘Senator Charles H. 
Percy Plaza Act of 2012’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-292. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-580, ‘‘Albert ‘Butch’ Hopkins 
Way Designation Act of 2012”; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-293. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 19-588, “UDC Board Meeting 
Amendment Act of 2012”; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 


SEE 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 208. A bill to require the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration to prescribe regulations 
to reduce helicopter noise pollution in resi- 
dential areas in Los Angeles County, Cali- 
fornia; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. VITTER, 
Mr. CRUZ, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. BAR- 
RASSO, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. 
BURR, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. COBURN, 
Mr. ENZI, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. HELLER, 
Mr. LEE, Mr. RISCH, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. 
RUBIO, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. TOOMEY): 

S. 209. A bill to require a full audit of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System and the Federal reserve banks by the 
Comptroller General of the United States, 
and for other purposes; read the first time. 
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By Mr. HELLER (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. 210. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, with respect to fraudulent rep- 
resentations about having received military 
declarations or medals; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
LEE): 

S. 211. A bill to amend certain definitions 
contained in the Provo River Project Trans- 
fer Act for purposes of clarifying certain 
property descriptions, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. COCHRAN (for himself and Mr. 
WICKER): 

S. 212. A bill to approve the transfer of Yel- 
low Creek Port properties in Iuka, Mis- 
sissippi; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

By Mr. HELLER: 

S. 213. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise tax on 
telephone and other communication serv- 
ices; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. FRANKEN, 
and Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota): 

S. 214. A bill to prohibit brand name drug 
companies from compensating generic drug 
companies to delay the entry of a generic 
drug into the market; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CORKER (for himself and Mr. 
VITTER): 

S. 215. A bill to ensure that the Federal Re- 
serve conducts its policies to ensure long- 
term price stability and a low rate of infla- 
tion; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 216. A bill to prevent harassment at in- 
stitutions of higher education, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. BEGICH, and 
Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 217. A bill to amend the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 to require 
the Secretary of Education to collect infor- 
mation from coeducational elementary 
schools and secondary schools on such 
schools’ athletic programs, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. ISAK- 
SON, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. CHAM- 
BLISS, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. PORTMAN, 
Ms. STABENOW, Mr. JOHNSON of Wis- 
consin, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. Coons, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. WARNER, Mr. BROWN, 
Mr. HATCH, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. GRA- 
HAM, Mr. MERKLEY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 


Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. COBURN, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. KIRK, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 


BEGICH, Mr. CARDIN, Ms. COLLINS, and 
Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 218. A bill to ensure that amounts cred- 
ited to the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund 
are used for harbor maintenance; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mr. CASEY: 

S. 219. A bill to establish the Susquehanna 
Gateway National Heritage Area in the 
State of Pennsylvania, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 
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By Mr. NELSON (for himself, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 220. A bill to create a Citrus Disease Re- 
search and Developing Trust Fund to support 
research on diseases impacting the citrus in- 
dustry, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Ms. AYOTTE: 

S. 221. A bill to amend the Magnuson-Ste- 
vens Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act to permit eligible fishermen to approve 
certain limited access privilege programs, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico (for 
himself, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. UDALL of 
Colorado, and Mr. BENNET): 

S. 222. A bill to amend the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 to clar- 
ify that uncertified States and Indian tribes 
have the authority to use certain payments 
for certain noncoal reclamation projects and 
acid mine remediation programs; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. 
KIRK): 

S. 223. A bill to amend section 217 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to modify 
the visa waiver program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 224. A bill to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to establish a grant 
program to support the restoration of San 
Francisco Bay; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 225. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a study of alter- 
natives for commemorating and interpreting 
the role of the Buffalo Soldiers in the early 
years of the National Parks, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
BEGICH, Mrs. MCCASKILL, and Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL): 

S. 226. A bill to amend the Family and 
Medical Leave Act of 1993 to provide leave 
because of the death of a son or daughter; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Ms. MI- 
KULSKI, Mr. GRAHAM, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Mr. CASEY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
CARDIN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. REED, 
Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
MURPHY, Mr. NELSON, Mrs. FEN- 
STEIN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. MENENDEZ, 
Mr. SCHUMER, and Mr. PAUL): 

S. 227. A bill to authorize the transfer of 
certain funds to improve security at United 
States embassies and other diplomatic facili- 
ties worldwide, and for other purposes; con- 
sidered and passed. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 228. A bill to establish the Sacramento- 
San Joaquin Delta National Heritage Area; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 29 

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 29, a bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to provide for automatic 
continuing resolutions. 
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S. 43 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 43, a bill to require that any 
debt limit increase be balanced by 
equal spending cuts of the next decade. 
S. 47 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 47, a bill to reauthorize the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 1994. 
S. 56 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 56, a bill to amend the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to increase 
the credit for employers establishing 
workplace child care facilities, to in- 
crease the child care credit to encour- 
age greater use of quality child care 
services, to provide incentives for stu- 
dents to earn child care-related degrees 
and to work in child care facilities, and 
to increase the exclusion for employer- 
provided dependent care assistance. 
S. 82 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from Utah (Mr. LEE) was 
added as a cosponsor of S. 82, a bill to 
provide that any executive action in- 
fringing on the Second Amendment has 
no force or effect, and to prohibit the 
use of funds for certain purposes. 
S. 84 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
names of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from 
Louisiana (Ms. LANDRIEU) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 84, a bill to amend 
the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to 
provide more effective remedies to vic- 
tims of discrimination in the payment 
of wages on the basis of sex, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 109 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
names of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) and the Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. GRASSLEY) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 109, a bill to preserve 
open competition and Federal Govern- 
ment neutrality towards the labor rela- 
tions of Federal Government contrac- 
tors on Federal and federally funded 
construction projects. 
S. 113 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER) was added as 
a cosponsor of S. 113, a bill to amend 
the Truth in Lending Act and the High- 
er Education Act of 1965 to require cer- 
tain creditors to obtain certifications 
from institutions of higher education, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 114 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER) was added as 
a cosponsor of S. 114, a bill to amend 


882 


title 11, United States Code, with re- 
spect to certain exceptions to dis- 
charge in bankruptcy. 
S. 123 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Mary- 
land (Mr. CARDIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 123, a bill to modernize 
voter registration, promote access to 
voting for individuals with disabilities, 
protect the ability of individuals to ex- 
ercise the right to vote in elections for 
Federal office, and for other purposes. 
S. 128 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 128, a bill to amend the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 to im- 
prove education and prevention related 
to campus sexual violence, domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, and stalking. 
S. 153 
At the request of Mr. BEGICH, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 153, a bill to amend section 520J of 
the Public Health Service Act to au- 
thorize grants for mental health first 
aid training programs. 
S. 157 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of 8. 
157, a bill to provide for certain im- 
provements to the Denali National 
Park and Preserve in the State of Alas- 
ka, and for other purposes. 
S. 162 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 162, a bill to reauthorize 
and improve the Mentally Ill Offender 
Treatment and Crime Reduction Act of 
2004. 
S. 177 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the 
names of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. THUNE) and the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 177, a bill to 
repeal the Patient Protection and Af- 
fordable Care Act and the Health Care 
and Education Reconciliation Act of 
2010 entirely. 
S. 183 
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
the names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. CHAMBLISS) and the Senator from 
North Carolina (Mr. BURR) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 183, a bill to amend 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
to provide for fairness in hospital pay- 
ments under the Medicare program. 
S. 190 
At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 190, a bill to prohibit the use of 
Federal funds for certain activities of 
the National Labor Relation Board and 
the Consumer Financial Protection Bu- 
reau. 
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S. 192 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 192, a bill to enhance the en- 
ergy security of United States allies, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 200 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
200, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to authorize the inter- 
ment in national cemeteries under the 
control of the National Cemetery Ad- 
ministration of individuals who served 
in combat support of the Armed Forces 
in the Kingdom of Laos between Feb- 
ruary 28, 1961, and May 15, 1975, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 204 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. GRASS- 
LEY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 204, 
a bill to preserve and protect the free 
choice of individual employees to form, 
join, or assist labor organizations, or 
to refrain from such activities. 
S. 207 
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 
names of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER) and the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. ENZI) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 207, a bill to restrict the 
sale, lease, transfer, retransfer, or de- 
livery of F-16 aircraft, M1 tanks, or 
certain other defense articles or serv- 
ices to the Government of Egypt. 
S. RES. 24 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. Res. 24, a resolution com- 
memorating the 10-year anniversary of 
the loss of the Space Shuttle Columbia. 


————— 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 208. A bill to require the Federal 
Aviation Administration to prescribe 
regulations to reduce helicopter noise 
pollution in residential areas in Los 
Angeles County, California; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise to introduce the Los Angeles Resi- 
dential Helicopter Noise Relief Act of 
2013. 

This legislation, which I introduce 
with Senator BOXER, would require the 
Federal Aviation Administration to 
prescribe regulations for helicopter op- 
erations in the skies above Los Angeles 
in order to reduce helicopter noise pol- 
lution in residential areas. 

In addition to addressing noise, the 
FAA’s regulations would have to in- 
crease safety, minimize commercial 
aircraft delays, and exempt first re- 
sponders and military aircraft from 
their limitations. 
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The bill also would direct the FAA to 
consult with local communities and 
local helicopter operators when devel- 
oping the regulations. 

This legislation is necessary because 
today the citizens of Los Angeles Coun- 
ty suffer intrusive and disruptive low- 
flying helicopter traffic above their 
neighborhoods to an unprecedented de- 
gree. 

The unique terrain of Los Angeles, 
with its many canyons and valleys, 
often concentrates the high decibel 
level noise from low-flying helicopters 
on many of the millions of homes in 
the county. 

The noise interrupts daily life for Los 
Angeles County’s residents, drowning 
out conversations and disrupting sleep 
cycles. 

Despite multiple efforts from several 
community and homeowner organiza- 
tions in Los Angeles County to address 
these disturbances over many years, 
helicopter traffic in Los Angeles Coun- 
ty is not currently regulated by the 
Federal Aviation Administration or 
any other agency. 

As one expert recently explained to 
The Los Angeles Times, a helicopter 
pilot is free to hover over a person’s 
home for as many hours as he would 
like. The only limitation on helicopter 
hovering, in fact, appears to be fuel 
supply. 

Last year, at my request the Senate 
Appropriations Committee directed the 
Federal Aviation Administration to 
begin developing solutions to this mat- 
ter. 

In response, the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration formed an internal work- 
ing group in July 2012 to solicit input 
from local communities and stake- 
holders on helicopter noise and safety 
issues in Los Angeles County. 

As part of that process, FAA Re- 
gional Administrator Bill Withycombe 
hosted several public meetings in the 
summer and fall of 2012 that have al- 
lowed stakeholders and citizens to ex- 
press their concerns and propose solu- 
tions. 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
will release a report in May 2013 evalu- 
ating a full set of voluntary and regu- 
latory options to reduce helicopter 
noise and address safety issues in Los 
Angeles County. 

The study is a necessary first step in 
order to determine how helicopters can 
be regulated in Los Angeles County in 
a manner that provides relief to resi- 
dents from helicopter noise and in- 
crease safety. 

But the study is only a first step. It 
must be followed by meaningful and ef- 
fective regulations to limit the im- 
pacts of these helicopters. I introduce 
this legislation in order to ensure that 
the FAA will follow through on the 
regulatory options it plans to evaluate 
in its May 2018 report. 

This legislation directs the FAA to 
act in the interest of the millions of 
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Americans in Los Angeles County. I ap- 
preciate the steps the FAA has taken 
to date, but only regulations appear ca- 
pable of addressing the quality of life 
impact caused by helicopters in Los 
Angeles. 

Last August, thousands of people sat 
in the stands of the Hollywood Bowl for 
a night of Beethoven. 

Nestled into the Hollywood Hills and 
with little sign of the Nation’s second 
largest city that surrounds it, the Hol- 
lywood Bowl is a unique spot to take in 
a concert. 

But just as violinist Renaud Capucon 
stood for a solo, an unidentified heli- 
copter flew overhead, drowning out the 
sound of his music. 

It was an upsetting event for the au- 
dience, but it is far from unusual. 

The people of Los Angeles have had 
too many wonderful outdoor concerts 
and other cultural events disrupted by 
helicopters that fly without restric- 
tion. 

Choppers in L.A.’s sky have caused 
too many sleepless nights. 

Paparazzi helicopters have too often 
flown dangerously low and close to 
homes in their constant pursuit of ce- 
lebrity images. 

The air space above Los Angeles is 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Administration, so to 
bring some sanity to the skies above 
L.A. requires Federal action, and Fed- 
eral leadership. 

This legislation directs the FAA to 
provide that leadership necessary to 
protect the public interest. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
it, and I look forward to working with 
my fellow members to enact this im- 
portant legislation. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 208 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Los Angeles 
Residential Helicopter Noise Relief Act of 
2013”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 

(1) Residents throughout Los Angeles 
County suffer intrusive and disruptive low- 
flying helicopter traffic above their neigh- 
borhoods. The unique terrain of canyons and 
valleys that surround residential neighbor- 
hoods in Los Angeles County often con- 
centrate high decibel level noise from the 
low-flying helicopters in and around Los An- 
geles County residences. The concentrated 
noise interrupts daily life for many Los An- 
geles County residents by drowning out con- 
versations and disrupting sleep cycles. 

(2) Los Angeles County is home to a 
uniquely large concentration of scenic, his- 
toric, entertainment, and transportation 
venues, including sight-seeing, movie stu- 
dios, movie star homes, outdoor entertain- 
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ment facilities, Griffith Park, the Hollywood 
Sign, freeways, and many others, that gen- 
erate extensive helicopter activity. 

(3) Los Angeles County is home to the 
world’s leading civil helicopter manufacturer 
that conducts extensive helicopter oper- 
ational testing across the region. 

(4) Despite multiple efforts from several 
community and homeowner organizations in 
Los Angeles County to address these disturb- 
ances, helicopter traffic in Los Angeles 
County is not currently regulated by the 
Federal Aviation Administration or any 
other agency. 

(5) At the request of members of Congress, 
the Federal Aviation Administration formed 
an internal working group in July 2012 to so- 
licit input from local communities and 
stakeholders on helicopter noise and safety 
issues in Los Angeles County. 

(6) As part of that process, several public 
meetings were held in the fall and summer of 
2012 that have allowed the Federal Aviation 
Administration and stakeholders to hear and 
better understand the concerns and com- 
plaints of affected residents. 

(7) The Federal Aviation Administration is 
scheduled to release a report in May 2013 
evaluating a full set of voluntary and regu- 
latory options to reduce helicopter noise and 
address safety issues in Los Angeles County. 

(8) The report is expected to explore how 
helicopters can be regulated in Los Angeles 
County in a manner that provides relief to 
residents from helicopter noise while also 
meeting the needs of relevant stakeholders, 
including first responders. 

SEC. 3. REGULATIONS TO REDUCE HELICOPTER 
NOISE POLLUTION IN CERTAIN RESI- 
DENTIAL AREAS. 

(a) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall prescribe regulations 
for helicopter operations in Los Angeles 
County, California, that include require- 
ments relating to the flight paths and alti- 
tudes associated with such operations to re- 
duce helicopter noise pollution in residential 
areas, increase safety, and minimize sched- 
uled commercial aircraft delays. 

(b) EXEMPTIONS.—In prescribing regula- 
tions under subsection (a), the Adminis- 
trator shall exempt helicopter operations re- 
lated to emergency, law enforcement, or 
military activities from the requirements 
described in that subsection. 

(c) CONSULTATIONS.—In prescribing regula- 
tions under subsection (a), the Adminis- 
trator shall make reasonable efforts to con- 
sult with local communities and local heli- 
copter operators in order to develop regula- 
tions that meet the needs of local commu- 
nities, helicopter operators, and the Federal 
Aviation Administration. 


By Mr. CORKER (for himself and 
Mr. VITTER): 

S. 215. A bill to ensure that the Fed- 
eral Reserve conducts its policies to 
ensure long-term price stability and a 
low rate of inflation; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I am 
here today to introduce the Federal 
Reserve Mandate Act of 2013 in an ef- 
fort to begin returning our country to 
the right place in monetary policy. 
Senator VITTER is joining me in this ef- 
fort. 

The objective of our bill is simple. 
Our Central Bank, like other Central 
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Banks around the world, should be fo- 
cused on creating an environment of 
price stability. This should be the guid- 
ing principle of monetary policy deci- 
sions. 

This is neither a radical nor a new 
idea. Most economists argue that the 
proper role of the Central Bank is to 
serve as a lender of last resort in a 
time of crisis, to supply payment dis- 
tribution and clearing mechanisms, 
and to manage the money supply so 
that inflation stays in check. Man- 
aging unemployment is a completely 
separate task and not appropriate for 
the blunt tools of monetary policy. 
That is why almost every developed 
country’s Central Bank has as its man- 
date the maintenance of price sta- 
bility. In other words, we are an 
outlier. 

This is not to say that a focus on 
price stability means the Fed is aban- 
doning unemployment. In fact, just the 
opposite is true. Monetary policy can 
and should create an environment 
where jobs can grow and thrive by giv- 
ing the economy certainty that prices 
will remain stable over the long term. 

We have strayed a long way from tra- 
ditional Central Bank actions. We have 
lost sight of the proper role of mone- 
tary policy in our economy. With 
roughly $3 trillion in assets—and I 
think the Presiding Officer knows that 
by the end of this year it is projected 
we will have $4 trillion in assets—sit- 
ting on the Fed’s balance sheet, there 
is no question that the Fed is dis- 
torting financial markets with mul- 
tiple rounds of quantitative easing. At 
a minimum, we have completely lost 
price signals from instruments such as 
treasuries and mortgage-backed securi- 
ties. It is likely, however, we are doing 
more damage than just that. We may 
be creating asset bubbles elsewhere as 
money moves into investments that 
are risky. 

We are also punishing savers. Pur- 
chasing assets to drive down rates 
forces pension funds and retirees to 
shift money into asset classes that 
may not be best for them. We are cre- 
ating “Fed addicts’? in our markets. 
Equity markets go through cycles 
where they become almost Fed ob- 
sessed. In these environments, good 
news is bad for equity markets because 
it means less QE buying. Meanwhile, 
bad economic news is good for markets 
because it means more easy money is 
on the way. Now we risk the perils of 
unwinding this policy. 

Economists are beginning to discuss 
the likelihood that the Fed will take 
significant losses on assets it has pur- 
chased. We just had one of the Fed 
Governors in our office last week shar- 
ing with us that as we begin unwinding 
these balance sheets, it is very likely, 
as the Presiding Officer can imagine, 
as interest rates go up and the Fed be- 
gins to buy these securities, we are 
going to lose money on those assets. So 
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it is likely the Fed is going to take sig- 
nificant losses on the assets it pur- 
chased. Since the Fed is buying these 
bonds at record low yields, they will 
likely sell them down the road at high- 
er yields. I don’t think there is any- 
body right now who disagrees with that 
probability. 

The effect of this is a permanent in- 
crease in monetary supplies. This is an 
incredibly perverse situation we have 
now locked ourselves into. 

The employment mandate at the Fed 
has not always existed. A lot of people 
believe it has. It was added with the 
passage of the Humphrey-Hawkins Act 
in 1978. Humphrey-Hawkins was passed 
in a moment of self-congratulations, 
like a lot of things around here are 
passed. Congress patted itself on the 
back for ‘“‘ending unemployment.” Ob- 
viously, nothing could be further from 
the truth. The Fed cannot end unem- 
ployment by printing money. 

The Central Bank should be tasked 
with maintaining price stability. We 
must return to this core principle. This 
is the reason we are offering this piece 
of legislation today. 


By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 224. A bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act to estab- 
lish a grant program to support the 
restoration of San Francisco Bay; to 
the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise on behalf of myself and Senator 
BOXER to introduce legislation to fur- 
ther the restoration of the San Fran- 
cisco Bay. 

Over the last 150 years, the water 
quality and health of the San Fran- 
cisco Bay Estuary have been dimin- 
ished by pollution, invasive species, 
loss of wetland habitat and other fac- 
tors. The degradation has not only im- 
pacted fish and wildlife, but has also 
reduced the estuary’s ability to sup- 
port important economic activities 
such as commercial and sport fishing, 
shipping, agriculture, recreation, and 
tourism. 

Federal funding in recent years has 
begun the Bay’s recovery process by in- 
vesting in projects which improve 
water quality and restore critical habi- 
tat. These investments, $28 million be- 
tween 2008 and 2012 by the U.S. Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency alone, 
were critical to spurring $22 million in 
matching funds and leveraging $81 mil- 
lion from other partners. But much 
work remains. 

That is why I am pleased to intro- 
duce the San Francisco Bay Restora- 
tion Act with Senator BOXER, Chair- 
woman of the Senate Environment and 
Public Works Committee. Companion 
legislation will also be introduced in 
the U.S. House of Representatives by 
Congresswoman JACKIE SPEIER. 

This bill was first introduced in the 
112th Congress. The Senate Committee 
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on Environment and Public Works re- 
ported favorably on the bill and rec- 
ommended its passage on January 26, 
2012. 

This bill recognizes the important 
restoration work that must be done to 
restore and protect the iconic San 
Francisco Bay by authorizing $5 mil- 
lion a year for restoration work be- 
tween 2013 and 2017, and prioritizing 
funding for projects that will protect 
and restore vital estuarine habitat for 
migratory waterfowl, shorebirds, and 
wildlife; improve and restore water 
quality and rearing habitat for fish; 
and in turn reinvigorate recreation, 
tourism, and agricultural activities in 
and around the bay. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
their support for this measure. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 224 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘San Fran- 
cisco Bay Restoration Act’’. 

SEC. 2. SAN FRANCISCO BAY RESTORATION 
GRANT PROGRAM. 

Title I of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“SEC. 123. SAN FRANCISCO BAY RESTORATION 
GRANT PROGRAM. 

‘*(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ANNUAL PRIORITY LIST.—The term ‘an- 
nual priority list’ means the annual priority 
list compiled under subsection (b). 

‘(2) COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.—The term ‘com- 
prehensive plan’ means— 

“(A) the comprehensive conservation and 
management plan approved under section 320 
for the San Francisco Bay estuary; and 

“(B) any amendments to that plan. 

“(3) ESTUARY PARTNERSHIP.—The term ‘Es- 
tuary Partnership’ means the San Francisco 
Estuary Partnership, the entity that is des- 
ignated as the management conference under 
section 320. 

“(b) ANNUAL PRIORITY LIST.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—After providing public 
notice, the Administrator shall annually 
compile a priority list identifying and 
prioritizing the activities, projects, and stud- 
ies intended to be funded with the amounts 
made available under subsection (c). 

‘“(2) INCLUSIONS.—The annual priority list 
compiled under paragraph (1) shall include— 

“(A) activities, projects, or studies, includ- 
ing restoration projects and habitat im- 
provement for fish, waterfowl, and wildlife, 
that advance the goals and objectives of the 
approved comprehensive plan; 

“(B) information on the activities, 
projects, programs, or studies specified under 
subparagraph (A), including a description 
of— 

‘“(i) the identities of the financial assist- 
ance recipients; and 

“(ii) the communities to be served; and 

“(C) the criteria and methods established 
by the Administrator for selection of activi- 
ties, projects, and studies. 

“*(3) CONSULTATION.—In developing the pri- 
ority list under paragraph (1), the Adminis- 
trator shall consult with and consider the 
recommendations of— 

“(A) the Estuary Partnership; 
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“(B) the State of California and affected 
local governments in the San Francisco Bay 
estuary watershed; and 

“(C) any other relevant stakeholder in- 
volved with the protection and restoration of 
the San Francisco Bay estuary that the Ad- 
ministrator determines to be appropriate. 

‘“(c) GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to section 320, 
the Administrator may provide funding 
through cooperative agreements, grants, or 
other means to State and local agencies, spe- 
cial districts, and public or nonprofit agen- 
cies, institutions, and organizations, includ- 
ing the Estuary Partnership, for activities, 
studies, or projects identified on the annual 
priority list. 

‘(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF GRANTS; NON-FED- 
ERAL SHARE.— 

‘(A) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF GRANTS.— 
Amounts provided to any individual or enti- 
ty under this section for a fiscal year shall 
not exceed an amount equal to 75 percent of 
the total cost of any eligible activities that 
are to be carried out using those amounts. 

‘(B) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Fed- 
eral share of the total cost of any eligible ac- 
tivities that are carried out using amounts 
provided under this section shall be— 

“(i) not less than 25 percent; and 

““(ii) provided from non-Federal sources. 

“(d) FUNDING.— 

‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Administrator to carry out this section 
$5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018 through 
2017. 

‘(2) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Of the 
amount made available to carry out this sec- 
tion for a fiscal year, the Administrator 
shall use not more than 5 percent to pay ad- 
ministrative expenses incurred in carrying 
out this section. 

‘(3) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER FUNDING.— 
Nothing in this section limits the eligibility 
of the Estuary Partnership to receive fund- 
ing under section 320(g). 

‘*(4) PROHIBITION.—No amounts made avail- 
able under subsection (c) may be used for the 
administration of a management conference 
under section 320.’’. 


By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 225. A bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to conduct a 
study of alternatives for commemo- 
rating and interpreting the role of the 
Buffalo Soldiers in the early years of 
the National Parks, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today on behalf of myself and Sen- 
ator BOXER to introduce the Buffalo 
Soldiers in the National Parks Study 
Act. This legislation is an important 
step in preserving the legacy of the 
Army’s first all-black infantry and cav- 
alry units and their unique role in the 
creation of our National Park system. 

The Buffalo Soldiers served bravely 
in campaigns both at home and abroad 
before being stationed at the military 
Presidio in San Francisco and being 
given charge of patrolling the National 
Park system. Although first tasked 
with taming the frontier, these troops 
also took on the responsibility of pre- 
serving that wilderness for future gen- 
erations. Each summer, Buffalo Soldier 
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regiments traveled roughly 320 miles 
from San Francisco to either Sequoia 
or Yosemite National Park, where they 
patrolled the parks for poachers and 
loggers, built trails, and escorted visi- 
tors. They were, in essence if not in 
name, the nation’s first park rangers. 

In a time of segregation and adver- 
sity, these soldiers served their coun- 
try bravely and the National Parks 
they worked to establish are part of 
the legacy they leave behind. Unfortu- 
nately, this unique aspect of their his- 
tory is neither widely recognized nor 
remembered. This legislation would ad- 
dress that by authorizing a study to de- 
termine the most appropriate way to 
memorialize the Buffalo Soldiers. 

The study would evaluate the suit- 
ability and feasibility of establishing a 
national historic trail commemorating 
the route traveled by the Buffalo Sol- 
diers from their post in the Presidio of 
San Francisco to Sequoia and Yosem- 
ite National Parks and to any other 
National Parks where they may have 
served. 

The bill will identify properties asso- 
ciated with the Buffalo Soldiers that 
could be added to the National Register 
of Historic Places. 

The bill will develop educational ini- 
tiatives and a public awareness cam- 
paign about the contribution of Afri- 
can-American soldiers after the Civil 
War. 

Although the experiences of the Buf- 
falo Soldiers are an important piece of 
our national history, we are in danger 
of losing their legacy to the passage of 
time unless we take conscious steps to 
preserve the memory. This legislation 
works to ensure that the contributions 
of the Buffalo Soldiers will be remem- 
bered and shared by all. 

Furthermore, as the centennial of 
the National Park Service in 2016 ap- 
proaches, it is an especially appro- 
priate time to conduct research and in- 
crease public awareness of the steward- 
ship role the Buffalo Soldiers played in 
the early years of the National Parks. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
their support for this measure. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 225 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Buffalo Sol- 
diers in the National Parks Study Act”. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) In the late 19th century and early 20th 
century, African-American troops who came 
to be known as the Buffalo Soldiers served in 
many critical roles in the western United 
States, including protecting some of the first 
National Parks. 
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(2) Based at the Presidio in San Francisco, 
Buffalo Soldiers were assigned to Sequoia 
and Yosemite National Parks where they pa- 
trolled the backcountry, built trails, stopped 
poaching, and otherwise served in the roles 
later assumed by National Park rangers. 

(3) The public would benefit from having 
opportunities to learn more about the Buf- 
falo Soldiers in the National Parks and their 
contributions to the management of Na- 
tional Parks and the legacy of African-Amer- 
icans in the post-Civil War era. 

(4) As the centennial of the National Park 
Service in 2016 approaches, it is an especially 
appropriate time to conduct research and in- 
crease public awareness of the stewardship 
role the Buffalo Soldiers played in the early 
years of the National Parks. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this Act is to 
authorize a study to determine the most ef- 
fective ways to increase understanding and 
public awareness of the critical role that the 
Buffalo Soldiers played in the early years of 
the National Parks. 

SEC. 3. STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In- 
terior shall conduct a study of alternatives 
for commemorating and interpreting the 
role of the Buffalo Soldiers in the early years 
of the National Parks. 

(b) CONTENTS OF STUDY.—The study shall 
include— 

(1) a historical assessment, based on exten- 
sive research, of the Buffalo Soldiers who 
served in National Parks in the years prior 
to the establishment of the National Park 
Service; 

(2) an evaluation of the suitability and fea- 
sibility of establishing a national historic 
trail commemorating the route traveled by 
the Buffalo Soldiers from their post in the 
Presidio of San Francisco to Sequoia and Yo- 
semite National Parks and to any other Na- 
tional Parks where they may have served; 

(3) the identification of properties that 
could meet criteria for listing in the Na- 
tional Register of Historic Places or criteria 
for designation as National Historic Land- 
marks; 

(4) an evaluation of appropriate ways to 
enhance historical research, education, in- 
terpretation, and public awareness of the 
story of the Buffalo Soldiers’ stewardship 
role in the National Parks, including ways to 
link the story to the development of Na- 
tional Parks and the story of African-Amer- 
ican military service following the Civil 
War; and 

(5) any other matters that the Secretary of 
the Interior deems appropriate for this 
study. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after 
funds are made available for the study, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall submit to the 
Committee on Natural Resources of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen- 
ate a report containing the study’s findings 
and recommendations. 


By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 228. A bill to establish the Sac- 
ramento-San Joaquin Delta National 
Heritage Area; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise on behalf of myself and Senator 
BOXER to introduce legislation to es- 
tablish a National Heritage Area in the 
California Sacramento-San Joaquin 
Delta. This legislation will create the 
first Heritage Area in California. 
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This bill was first introduced in Jan- 
uary 2011 during the 112th Congress and 
received a hearing in the Senate Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources Subcommittee on National 
Parks. Since then, the Delta Protec- 
tion Commission has completed a feasi- 
bility study, as required, and endorsed 
the legislation. Additionally, the Na- 
tional Park Service has confirmed that 
the study is consistent with the agen- 
cy’s interim National Heritage Area 
Feasibility Study Guidelines. 

I was pleased to have had the oppor- 
tunity to work with Senator BOXER, 
Representative JOHN GARAMENDI, and 
the County Supervisors from the five 
Delta Counties to develop this legisla- 
tion and look forward to continuing to 
partner with them as well as local, 
State and Federal agencies to care for 
and improve the Delta. 

This bill will establish the Sac- 
ramento-San Joaquin Delta as a Na- 
tional Heritage Area. 

The Delta Protection Commission, 
created by California law and respon- 
sible to the citizens of the Delta and 
California, will manage the Heritage 
Area. It will ensure an open and public 
process, working with all levels of Fed- 
eral, State, and local government, 
tribes, local stakeholders, and private 
property owners as it develops and im- 
plements the management plan for the 
Heritage Area. The goal is to conserve 
and protect the Delta, its communities, 
its resources, and its history. 

It is also important to understand 
what this legislation will not do. 

It will not affect water rights. 

It will not affect water contracts. 

It will not affect private property. 

Nothing in this bill gives any govern- 
mental agency any more regulatory 
power than it already has, nor does it 
take away regulatory from agencies 
that have it. 

In short, this bill does not affect 
water rights or water contracts, nor 
does it impose any additional respon- 
sibilities on local government or resi- 
dents. Instead, it authorizes Federal 
assistance to a local process already re- 
quired by State law that will elevate 
the Delta, providing a means to con- 
serve and protect its valued commu- 
nities, resources, and history. 

The Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta 
is the largest estuary on the West 
Coast. It is the most extensive inland 
delta in the world, and a unique na- 
tional treasure. 

Today, it is a labyrinth of sloughs, 
wetlands, and deepwater channels that 
connect the waters of the high Sierra 
mountain streams to the Pacific Ocean 
through the San Francisco Bay. Its ap- 
proximately 60 islands are protected by 
1,100 miles of levees, and are home to 
3,500,000 residents, including 2,500 fam- 
ily farmers. The Delta and its farmers 
produce some of the highest quality 
specialty crops in the United States. 

The Delta offers recreational oppor- 
tunities to the two million Californians 
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who visit the Delta each year for boat- 
ing, fishing, hunting, visiting historic 
sites, and viewing wildlife. It provides 
habitat for more than 750 species of 
plants and wildlife. These include sand 
hill cranes that migrate to the Delta 
wetland from places as far away as Si- 
beria. The Delta also provides habitat 
for 55 species of fish, including Chinook 
salmon—some as large as 60 pounds— 
that return each year to travel through 
the Delta to spawn in the tributaries. 

These same waterways also channel 
fresh water to the Federal and State- 
owned pumps in the South Delta that 
provide water to 23 million Califor- 
nians and three million acres of irri- 
gated agricultural land elsewhere in 
the State. 

Before the Delta was reclaimed for 
farmland in the 19th Century, the 
Delta flooded regularly with snow melt 
each spring, and provided the rich envi- 
ronment that, by 1492, supported the 
largest settlement of Native Americans 
in North America. 

The Delta was the gateway to the 
gold fields in 1849, after which Chinese 
workers built hundreds of miles of lev- 
ees throughout the waterways of the 
Delta to make its rich peat soils avail- 
able for farming and to control flood- 
ing. 

Japanese, Italians, German, Por- 
tuguese, Dutch, Greeks, South Asians 
and other immigrants began the farm- 
ing legacy, and developed technologies 
specifically adapted to the unique envi- 
ronment, including the Caterpillar 
Tractor, which later contributed to ag- 
riculture and transportation inter- 
nationally. 

Delta communities created a river 
culture befitting their dependence on 
water transport, a culture which has 
attracted the attention of authors from 
Mark Twain and Jack London to Joan 
Didion. 

The Delta is in crisis due to many 


factors, including invasive species, 
urban and agricultural run-off, waste- 
water discharges, channelization, 


dredging, water export operations, and 
other stressors. 

Many of the islands of the Delta are 
between 10 and 20 feet below sea level, 
and the levee system is presently inad- 
equate to provide reliable flood protec- 
tion for historic communities, signifi- 
cant habitats, agricultural enterprises, 
water resources, transportation and 
other infrastructure. 

Existing levees have not been engi- 
neered to withstand earthquakes. 
Should levees fail for any reason, a 
rush of seawater into the interior of 
the Delta could damage the already 
fragile ecosystem, contaminate drink- 
ing water for many Californians, flood 
agricultural land, inundate towns, and 
damage roads, power lines, and water 
project infrastructure. 

The State of California has been 
working for decades on a resolution to 
the water supply and ecosystem crisis 
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in the State, and has a long history of 
partnerships with Federal agencies, 
working together to resolve challenges 
to the Delta’s historic communities, 
ecosystem and the water it supplies so 
many Californians. 

The Delta Protection Commission, 
established under State law, has been 
tasked by the California State Legisla- 
ture with providing a forum for Delta 
residents to engage in decisions regard- 
ing actions to recognize and enhance 
the unique cultural, recreational, agri- 
cultural resources, infrastructure and 
legacy communities of the Delta and to 
serve as the facilitating agency for the 
implementation of a National Heritage 
Area in the Delta. 

This legislation will complement the 
broadly supported State Water Legisla- 
tion of 2009, which called for a Heritage 
designation for the Delta. 

This legislation authorizes the cre- 
ation of the Delta Heritage Area and 
Federal assistance to the Delta Protec- 
tion Commission in implementing the 
Area. This legislation is just a small 
part of the commitment the Federal 
Government must make to the Delta. I 
look forward to continuing to work 
with my colleagues at every level of 
government to restore and sustain the 
ecosystem in the Delta, to provide for 
reliable water supply in the State of 
California, to recover the native spe- 
cies of the Delta, protect communities 
in the Delta from flood risk, ensure 
economic sustainability in the Delta, 
improve water quality in the Delta, 
and sustain the unique cultural, histor- 
ical, recreational, agricultural and eco- 
nomic values of the Delta. 

The National Heritage Area designa- 
tion for the Sacramento-San Joaquin 
Delta will help local governments de- 
velop and implement a plan for a sus- 
tainable future by providing Federal 
recognition, technical assistance and 
small amounts of funding to a commu- 
nity-based process already underway. 

Through the Delta Heritage Area, 
local communities and citizens will 
partner with Federal, State and local 
governments to collaboratively work 
to promote conservation, community 
revitalization, and economic develop- 
ment projects. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 228 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Sacramento- 
San Joaquin Delta National Heritage Area 
Establishment Act”. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) HERITAGE AREA.—The term ‘‘Heritage 
Area”? means the Sacramento-San Joaquin 
Delta Heritage Area established by section 
3(a). 
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(2) HERITAGE AREA MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 
The term ‘‘Heritage Area management plan” 
means the plan developed and adopted by the 
management entity under this Act. 

(3) MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The term ‘‘man- 
agement entity” means the management en- 
tity for the Heritage Area designated by sec- 
tion 3(d). 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(5) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of California. 

SEC. 3. SACRAMENTO-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA HER- 
ITAGE AREA. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
the ‘‘Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Herit- 
age Area” in the State. 

(b) BOUNDARIES.—The boundaries of the 
Heritage Area shall be in the counties of 
Contra Costa, Sacramento, San Joaquin, So- 
lano, and Yolo in the State of California, as 
generally depicted on the map entitled ‘‘Sac- 
ramento-San Joaquin Delta National Herit- 
age Area Proposed Boundary’’, numbered 
T27/105,030, and dated September 2010. 

(c) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The map de- 
scribed in subsection (b) shall be on file and 
available for public inspection in the appro- 
priate offices of the National Park Service 
and the Delta Protection Commission. 

(d) MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The manage- 
ment entity for the Heritage Area shall be 
the Delta Protection Commission estab- 
lished by section 29735 of the California Pub- 
lic Resources Code. 

(e) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) AUTHORITIES.—For purposes of carrying 
out the Heritage Area management plan, the 
Secretary, acting through the management 
entity, may use amounts made available 
under this Act to— 

(A) make grants to the State or a political 
subdivision of the State, nonprofit organiza- 
tions, and other persons; 

(B) enter into cooperative agreements 
with, or provide technical assistance to, the 
State or a political subdivision of the State, 
nonprofit organizations, and other interested 
parties; 

(C) hire and compensate staff, which shall 
include individuals with expertise in natural, 
cultural, and historical resources protection, 
and heritage programming; 

(D) obtain money or services from any 
source including any that are provided under 
any other Federal law or program; 

(E) contract for goods or services; and 

(F) undertake to be a catalyst for any 
other activity that furthers the Heritage 
Area and is consistent with the approved 
Heritage Area management plan. 

(2) DuTIES.—The management 
shall— 

(A) in accordance with subsection (f), pre- 
pare and submit a Heritage Area manage- 
ment plan to the Secretary; 

(B) assist units of local government, re- 
gional planning organizations, and nonprofit 
organizations in carrying out the approved 
Heritage Area management plan by— 

(i) carrying out programs and projects that 
recognize, protect, and enhance important 
resource values in the Heritage Area; 

(ii) establishing and maintaining interpre- 
tive exhibits and programs in the Heritage 
Area; 

(iii) developing recreational and edu- 
cational opportunities in the Heritage Area; 

(iv) increasing public awareness of, and ap- 
preciation for, natural, historical, scenic, 
and cultural resources of the Heritage Area; 

(v) protecting and restoring historic sites 
and buildings in the Heritage Area that are 
consistent with Heritage Area themes; 
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(vi) ensuring that clear, consistent, and ap- 
propriate signs identifying points of public 
access, and sites of interest are posted 
throughout the Heritage Area; and 

(vii) promoting a wide range of partner- 
ships among governments, organizations, 
and individuals to further the Heritage Area; 

(C) consider the interests of diverse units 
of government, businesses, organizations, 
and individuals in the Heritage Area in the 
preparation and implementation of the Her- 
itage Area management plan; 

(D) conduct meetings open to the public at 
least semiannually regarding the develop- 
ment and implementation of the Heritage 
Area management plan; 

(E) for any year that Federal funds have 
been received under this Act— 

(i) submit an annual report to the Sec- 
retary that describes the activities, ex- 
penses, and income of the management enti- 
ty (including grants to any other entities 
during the year that the report is made); 

(ii) make available to the Secretary for 
audit all records relating to the expenditure 
of the funds and any matching funds; 

(iii) require, with respect to all agreements 
authorizing expenditure of Federal funds by 
other organizations, that the organizations 
receiving the funds make available to the 
Secretary for audit all records concerning 
the expenditure of the funds; and 

(F) encourage by appropriate means eco- 
nomic viability that is consistent with the 
Heritage Area. 

(3) PROHIBITION ON THE ACQUISITION OF REAL 
PROPERTY.—The management entity shall 
not use Federal funds made available under 
this Act to acquire real property or any in- 
terest in real property. 

(4) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.—The Fed- 
eral share of the cost of any activity carried 
out using any assistance made available 
under this Act shall be 50 percent. 

(f) HERITAGE AREA MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
management entity shall submit to the Sec- 
retary for approval a proposed Heritage Area 
management plan. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The 
management plan shall— 

(A) incorporate an integrated and coopera- 
tive approach to agricultural resources and 
activities, flood protection facilities, and 
other public infrastructure; 

(B) emphasizes the importance of the re- 
sources described in subparagraph (A); 

(C) take into consideration State and local 
plans; 

(D) include— 

(i) an inventory of— 

(I) the resources located in the core area 
described in subsection (b); and 

(II) any other property in the core area 
that— 

(aa) is related to the themes of the Herit- 
age Area; and 

(bb) should be preserved, restored, man- 
aged, or maintained because of the signifi- 
cance of the property; 

(ii) comprehensive policies, strategies and 
recommendations for conservation, funding, 
management, and development of the Herit- 
age Area; 

(iii) a description of actions that govern- 
ments, private organizations, and individuals 
have agreed to take to protect the natural, 
historical and cultural resources of the Her- 
itage Area; 

(iv) a program of implementation for the 
Heritage Area management plan by the man- 
agement entity that includes a description 
of— 
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(I) actions to facilitate ongoing collabora- 
tion among partners to promote plans for re- 
source protection, restoration, and construc- 
tion; and 

(II) specific commitments for implementa- 
tion that have been made by the manage- 
ment entity or any government, organiza- 
tion, or individual for the first 5 years of op- 
eration; 

(v) the identification of sources of funding 
for carrying out the Heritage Area manage- 
ment plan; 

(vi) analysis and recommendations for 
means by which local, State, and Federal 
programs, including the role of the National 
Park Service in the Heritage Area, may best 
be coordinated to carry out this Act; and 

(vii) an interpretive plan for the Heritage 
Area; and 

(E) recommend policies and strategies for 
resource management that consider and de- 
tail the application of appropriate land and 
water management techniques, including the 
development of intergovernmental and inter- 
agency cooperative agreements to protect 
the natural, historical, cultural, educational, 
scenic, and recreational resources of the Her- 
itage Area. 

(3) RESTRICTIONS.—The Heritage Area man- 
agement plan submitted under this sub- 
section shall— 

(A) ensure participation by appropriate 
Federal, State, tribal, and local agencies, in- 
cluding the Delta Stewardship Council, spe- 
cial districts, natural and historical resource 
protection and agricultural organizations, 
educational institutions, businesses, rec- 
reational organizations, community resi- 
dents, and private property owners; and 

(B) not be approved until the Secretary has 
received certification from the Delta Protec- 
tion Commission that the Delta Stewardship 
Council has reviewed the Heritage Area man- 
agement plan for consistency with the plan 
adopted by the Delta Stewardship Council 
pursuant to State law. 

(4) DEADLINE.—If a proposed Heritage Area 
management plan is not submitted to the 
Secretary by the date that is 3 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the man- 
agement entity shall be ineligible to receive 
additional funding under this Act until the 
date that the Secretary receives and ap- 
proves the Heritage Area management plan. 

(5) APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL OF HERITAGE 
AREA MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of receipt of the Heritage Area 
management plan under paragraph (1), the 
Secretary, in consultation with the State, 
shall approve or disapprove the Heritage 
Area management plan. 

(B) CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL.—In deter- 
mining whether to approve the Heritage 
Area management plan, the Secretary shall 
consider whether— 

(i) the management entity is representa- 
tive of the diverse interests of the Heritage 
Area, including governments, natural and 
historic resource protection organizations, 
educational institutions, businesses, and rec- 
reational organizations; 

(ii) the management entity has afforded 
adequate opportunity, including public hear- 
ings, for public and governmental involve- 
ment in the preparation of the Heritage Area 
management plan; and 

(iii) the resource protection and interpre- 
tation strategies contained in the Heritage 
Area management plan, if implemented, 
would adequately protect the natural, his- 
torical, and cultural resources of the Herit- 
age Area. 

(C) ACTION FOLLOWING DISAPPROVAL.—If the 
Secretary disapproves the Heritage Area 


887 


management plan under subparagraph (A), 
the Secretary shall— 

(i) advise the management entity in writ- 
ing of the reasons for the disapproval; 

(ii) make recommendations for revisions to 
the Heritage Area management plan; and 

(iii) not later than 180 days after the re- 
ceipt of any proposed revision of the Herit- 
age Area management plan from the man- 
agement entity, approve or disapprove the 
proposed revision. 

(D) AMENDMENTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ap- 
prove or disapprove each amendment to the 
Heritage Area management plan that the 
Secretary determines make a substantial 
change to the Heritage Area management 
plan. 

(ii) USE OF FUNDS.—The management enti- 
ty shall not use Federal funds authorized by 
this Act to carry out any amendments to the 
Heritage Area management plan until the 
Secretary has approved the amendments. 

(g) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER FEDERAL AGEN- 
CIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this Act af- 
fects the authority of a Federal agency to 
provide technical or financial assistance 
under any other law. 

(2) CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION.—The 
head of any Federal agency planning to con- 
duct activities that may have an impact on 
the Heritage Area is encouraged to consult 
and coordinate the activities with the Sec- 
retary and the management entity to the 
maximum extent practicable. 

(3) OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Nothing in 
this Act— 

(A) modifies, alters, or amends any law or 
regulation authorizing a Federal agency to 
manage Federal land under the jurisdiction 
of the Federal agency; 

(B) limits the discretion of a Federal land 
manager to implement an approved land use 
plan within the boundaries of the Heritage 
Area; or 

(C) modifies, alters, or amends any author- 
ized use of Federal land under the jurisdic- 
tion of a Federal agency. 

(h) PRIVATE PROPERTY AND REGULATORY 
PROTECTIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
nothing in this Act— 

(A) abridges the rights of any property 
owner (whether public or private), including 
the right to refrain from participating in any 
plan, project, program, or activity conducted 
within the Heritage Area; 

(B) requires any property owner to permit 
public access (including access by Federal, 
State, or local agencies) to the property of 
the property owner, or to modify public ac- 
cess or use of property of the property owner 
under any other Federal, State, or local law; 

(C) alters any duly adopted land use regu- 
lation, approved land use plan, or other regu- 
latory authority of any Federal, State or 
local agency, or conveys any land use or 
other regulatory authority to the manage- 
ment entity; 

(D) authorizes or implies the reservation or 
appropriation of water or water rights; 

(E) diminishes the authority of the State 
to manage fish and wildlife, including the 
regulation of fishing and hunting within the 
Heritage Area; or 

(F) creates any liability, or affects any li- 
ability under any other law, of any private 
property owner with respect to any person 
injured on the private property. 

(2) OPT OUT.—An owner of private property 
within the Heritage Area may opt out of par- 
ticipating in any plan, project, program, or 
activity carried out within the Heritage 
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Area under this Act, if the property owner 
provides written notice to the management 
entity. 

(i) EVALUATION; REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years be- 
fore the date on which authority for Federal 
funding terminates for the Heritage Area, 
the Secretary shall— 

(A) conduct an evaluation of the accom- 
plishments of the Heritage Area; and 

(B) prepare a report in accordance with 
paragraph (8). 

(2) EVALUATION.—An evaluation conducted 
under paragraph (1)(A) shall— 

(A) assess the progress of the management 
entity with respect to— 

(i) accomplishing the purposes of this Act 
for the Heritage Area; and 

(ii) achieving the goals and objectives of 
the approved Heritage Area management 
plan; 

(B) analyze the Federal, State, local, and 
private investments in the Heritage Area to 
determine the leverage and impact of the in- 
vestments; and 

(C) review the management structure, 
partnership relationships, and funding of the 
Heritage Area for purposes of identifying the 
critical components for sustainability of the 
Heritage Area. 

(3) REPORT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Based on the evaluation 
conducted under paragraph (1)(A), the Sec- 
retary shall prepare a report that includes 
recommendations for the future role of the 
National Park Service, if any, with respect 
to the Heritage Area. 

(B) REQUIRED ANALYSIS.—If the report pre- 
pared under subparagraph (A) recommends 
that Federal funding for the Heritage Area 
be reauthorized, the report shall include an 
analysis of— 

(i) ways in which Federal funding for the 
Heritage Area may be reduced or eliminated; 
and 

(ii) the appropriate time period necessary 
to achieve the recommended reduction or 
elimination. 

(C) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—On comple- 
tion of the report, the Secretary shall sub- 
mit the report to— 

(i) the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources of the Senate; and 

(ii) the Committee on Natural Resources of 
the House of Representatives. 

(j) EFFECT OF DESIGNATION.—Nothing in 
this Act— 

(1) precludes the management entity from 
using Federal funds made available under 
other laws for the purposes for which those 
funds were authorized; or 

(2) affects any water rights or contracts. 
SEC. 4. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this Act $10,000,000, 
of which not more than $1,000,000 may be 
made available for any fiscal year. 

(b) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.—The Fed- 
eral share of the total cost of any activity 
under this Act shall be determined by the 
Secretary, but shall be not more than 50 per- 
cent. 

(c) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal 
share of the total cost of any activity under 
this Act may be in the form of in-kind con- 
tributions of goods or services. 

SEC. 5. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—If a proposed Heritage 
Area management plan has not been sub- 
mitted to the Secretary by the date that is 
5 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Heritage Area designation shall be 
rescinded. 

(b) FUNDING AUTHORITY.—The authority of 
the Secretary to provide assistance under 
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this Act terminates on the date that is 15 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 


Á— EEE 


NOTICES OF HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
announce that the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions will meet in open session on 
Thursday, February 7, 2013, at 10:00 
a.m. in room 216 of the Hart Senate Of- 
fice Building to conduct a hearing enti- 
tled ‘‘No Child Left Behind: Early Les- 
sons from State Flexibility Waivers.” 

For further information regarding 
this meeting, please contact Leanne 
Hotek of the committee staff on (202) 
228-6685. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I would 
like to announce for the information of 
the Senate and the public that a hear- 
ing has been scheduled before the Sen- 
ate Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources. The hearing will be held on 
Tuesday, February 12, 2013, at 10:00 
a.m., in room SD-3866 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building. 

The purpose of this hearing is to ex- 
plore opportunities and challenges as- 
sociated with America’s natural gas re- 
sources. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record may do so by 
sending it to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources, United States 
Senate, Washington, DC. 20510-6150, or 
by e-mail to lauren _goldschmidt@ 
energy.senate.gov. 

For further information, please con- 
tact Todd Wooten at (202) 224-4971 or 
Lauren Goldschmidt at (202) 224-5488. 


Ee 


EMBASSY SECURITY FUNDS 
TRANSFER ACT OF 2013 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of S. 
227, introduced earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 227) to authorize the transfer of 
certain funds to improve security at United 
States embassies and other diplomatic facili- 
ties worldwide, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

S. 227 

Mr. LEAHY. Today I am pleased the 
Senate will pass the bipartisan Em- 
bassy Security Funds Transfer Act of 
2013. This commonsense legislation will 
enact a provision similar to one passed 
overwhelmingly by the Senate last De- 
cember as part of the Sandy Supple- 
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mental but that was stripped out by 
House Republicans. 

This bill simply provides authority 
to the State Department to transfer up 
to $1.1 billion in overseas contingency 
operations funds appropriated in Fiscal 
Year 2012 for operations in Iraq, which 
are no longer needed due to reduced 
State operations there, to be used for 
increased security at U.S. embassies 
and other overseas posts identified in 
the Department’s security review after 
the terrorist attack in Benghazi. 

Making such resources available for 
these purposes is one of the rec- 
ommendations of the Accountability 
Review Board chaired by Ambassador 
Pickering and Admiral Mullen. The bill 
permits the transfer of funds between 
the diplomatic and consular programs 
and embassy security construction and 
maintenance accounts. Such transfers 
would otherwise be precluded due to 
percentage limitations. 

To be clear, this legislation appro- 
priates no additional funds. It costs the 
taxpayers no additional money. It has 
no scoring impact. It merely allows for 
the transfer of existing, appropriated 
funds for this critical purpose. There is 
nothing controversial about this bill. 

We all want to do what we can to pre- 
vent another tragedy like what oc- 
curred in Benghazi. The State Depart- 
ment has done a review, and these 
funds will be used to expedite construc- 
tion of Marine security guard posts at 
overseas facilities and for the construc- 
tion of other secure embassies. While it 
is impossible to guarantee the safety of 
our diplomats and aid workers, many 
of whom risk their lives daily in dan- 
gerous places, we should protect them 
as best we can so they can carry out 
their duties as safely as possible. 

As I mentioned, the Senate approved 
a similar provision last December, 
overwhelmingly, by voice vote. I thank 
Chairwoman MIKULSKI, Senator GRA- 
HAM, and the other cosponsors for sup- 
porting this bill and for helping to ex- 
pedite its consideration. I am confident 
that the chairwoman and ranking 
member of the House State and For- 
eign Operations Subcommittee share 
our view that this is an appropriate use 
of these funds. I hope the House will 
act quickly to send this bill to the 
President. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, as a co- 
sponsor of this important legislation, I 
am pleased the Senate will pass this 
bill and once again provide for stronger 
security at our diplomatic facilities. 

Numerous reports have documented 
the security failures that resulted in 
the tragic deaths of four Americans at 
the consulate in Benghazi. Both the 
Administrative Review Board and the 
report of the Senate Homeland Secu- 
rity Committee found that inexcusable 
failures of judgment led State Depart- 
ment decisionmakers to ignore the ris- 
ing threat levels in Benghazi and the 
repeated requests for enhanced secu- 
rity at the site. Marine Security 
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Guards were not on site to protect our 
consulate in one of the most dangerous 
and unstable regions in the world. The 
failures of management that led to 
these decisions are reprehensible; the 
lapses in judgment indefensible. It is 
beyond my comprehension why the in- 
dividuals whose poor decisionmaking 
directly resulted in the deaths of four 
Americans remain employed by the 
State Department, and compensated by 
the U.S. taxpayers. 

One of the most troubling aspects of 
the Benghazi attack is the complete 
disregard that State Department lead- 
ership gave to the repeated requests for 
enhanced security from Ambassador 
Christopher Stevens. Should funding 
have been an issue, the State Depart- 
ment always has the option available 
to come to Congress for approval to 
transfer funds within accounts. In fact, 
this is what S. 227 accomplishes—it 
provides the State Department transfer 
authority to prioritize diplomatic secu- 
rity in our embassies around the world. 
It is a sad, but necessary postscript to 
this tragic event—and a step that, if 
taken earlier by the State Department, 
may have saved the lives lost in 
Benghazi. 

It is my hope that the Senate takes 
into consideration my repeated calls 
for increased Marine security at our 
embassies in high threat areas of the 
world. In the two budgets I have au- 
thored during my Senate tenure, I not 
only called for increased funding for 
military protection, but also for reduc- 
ing the presence of embassies in the 
most dangerous areas of the globe. The 
safety of our men and women in diplo- 
matic service must be prioritized. This 
means placing more emphasis on in- 
volvement in security by the Defense 
Department, but it also means assess- 
ing whether our diplomacy in the most 
dangerous areas of the world is better 
done from afar. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
read three times and passed, and the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, with no intervening action or de- 
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 227) was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 228 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Embassy Se- 

curity Funds Transfer Act of 2013”. 
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SEC. 2. TRANSFER OF CERTAIN FUNDS FOR IM- 
PROVEMENT OF SECURITY AT 
UNITED STATES EMBASSIES AND 
OTHER DIPLOMATIC FACILITIES 
WORLDWIDE. 

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—Funds appro- 
priated by title VIII of the Department of 
State, Foreign Operations, and Related Pro- 
grams Appropriations Act of 2012 (division I 
of Public Law 112-74; 125 Stat. 1265) under the 
headings ‘‘DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PRO- 
GRAMS” and ‘‘EMBASSY SECURITY, CONSTRUC- 
TION, AND MAINTENANCE” may be transferred 
between such headings. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any funds transferred to a 
heading under subsection (a) shall be merged 
with funds in the heading to which trans- 
ferred, and shall, except as provided in para- 
graph (2), be available subject to the same 
terms and conditions as the funds with 
which merged. 

(2) DURATION OF AVAILABILITY.—Any funds 
transferred under subsection (a) shall be 
available for the same period for which such 
funds were originally appropriated. 

(c) NOTIFICATION PROCEDURES.—Any trans- 
fer of funds under subsection (a) shall be sub- 
ject to the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives. 


—— 


MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 209 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
understand that there is a bill at the 
desk, and I ask for its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title for 
the first time. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 209) to require a full audit of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System and the Federal Reserve banks by 
the Comptroller General of the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I now ask for a 
second reading, but in order to place 
the bill on the calendar under the pro- 
visions of rule XIV, I object to my own 
request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. The bill will be read for 
the second time on the next legislative 
day. 


APPOINTMENTS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the majority leader, 
pursuant to Public Law 112-240, ap- 
points the following as members of the 
Commission on Long-Term Care: Dr. 
Javaid Anwar of Nevada, Laphonza 
Butler of California, and Judith Feder 
of Virginia. 
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ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
FEBRUARY 7, 2013 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 9:30 a.m. on Thursday, 
February 7, 2013; that following the 
prayer and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; that fol- 
lowing any leader remarks, the Senate 
resume consideration of S. 47, the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act, with the 
time until noon equally divided and 
controlled between the two leaders or 
their designees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


PROGRAM 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, 
at noon on Thursday, Senator-des- 
ignate Cowan will be sworn in. 

We hope to reach an agreement to 
complete action on the Violence 
Against Women Act on Thursday. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY, 
FEBRUARY 7, 2013 AT 9:30 A.M. 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 
fore the Senate, I ask that it adjourn 
under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:41 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
February 7, 2018, at 9:30 a.m. 


EE 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


ERIC K. FANNING, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE UNDER SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE, VICE ERIN C. 
CONATON, RESIGNED. 


UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 


F. SCOTT KIEFF, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
FOR THE TERM EXPIRING JUNE 16, 2020, VICE DANIEL 
PEARSON, TERM EXPIRED. 


HARRY S TRUMAN SCHOLARSHIP FOUNDATION 


MICHAEL WAYNE HAIL, OF KENTUCKY, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE HARRY S TRU- 
MAN SCHOLARSHIP FOUNDATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING 
DECEMBER 10, 2017, VICE SHARON TUCKER, TERM EX- 
PIRED. 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


JANET LORRAINE LABRECK, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO 
BE COMMISSIONER OF THE REHABILITATION SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION, VICE 
LYNNAE M. RUTTLEDGE, RESIGNED. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, February 4, 2013 


The House met at 2 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Eternal God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

We thank You that we are a Nation 
fashioned out of diverse peoples and 
cultures, brought forth on this con- 
tinent in a way not unlike the ancient 
people of Israel. As out of a desert, You 
led our American ancestors to this 
promised land, where they declared 
their independence and constituted a 
new Nation founded upon unalienable 
rights given to us by You, our Creator. 

Bless our Nation with wisdom, 
knowledge, and understanding, and 
bless the Members of this people’s 
House. Renew in us the adoption by 
Your spirit, that we may affirm our 
freedoms, not only with the conviction 
in the way we understand others, but 
in ourselves by actions proven beyond 
words. 

Bless us this day and every day. May 
all that is done here be for Your great- 
er honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentle- 
woman from North Carolina (Ms. Foxx) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. FOXX led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


—— EE 


TIME TO SUBMIT A CREDIBLE 
PLAN 


(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, families 
budget, small businesses budget, cities 
budget, churches budget, schools budg- 
et, my state of North Carolina budgets, 
but Washington does not. 


Instead, year after year, budgetless 
Washington spends every single cent of 
the money it takes from the American 
people and $1 trillion more. 

Not since 2009 has the Democrat Sen- 
ate bothered to pass a budget, and not 
since 2010 has President Obama sub- 
mitted his plan for a budget on time. 

When you don’t plan, it’s easy to 
overcommit. And when a country over- 
commits year after year after year, it 
ends up $16.4 trillion in debt. 

That debt doesn’t just rob our future; 
it hurts Americans looking for jobs 
today. While government spending 
ballooned, 8.5 million more people have 
given up looking for work since 2009. 

Mr. Speaker, the unchecked spending 
has got to stop. It’s time to get this 
government on a budget. It’s time for 
the President to submit a credible 
plan. 


EE 


SEQUESTRATION 


(Mr. COURTNEY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. COURTNEY. Yesterday, Defense 
Secretary Leon Panetta bluntly 
warned if sequester happens on March 1 
it’s going to badly damage the readi- 
ness of the United States of America. 
It will go right at readiness, right at 
maintenance, right at training. 

The Navy has told us too it will can- 
cel maintenance on 23 ships, reduce fly- 
ing hours on deployed aircraft carriers 
by 55 percent, cancel submarine deploy- 
ments, and reduce steaming days by 22 
percent. 

The Bipartisan Policy Center has 
warned us that 1 million jobs will be 
lost if sequester happens. 

What is the response of the majority 
party? The Budget chair, Mr. RYAN, 
simply said, ‘‘Sequester is going to 
happen. We can’t afford to lose those 
cuts.” 

For the sake of our economy, for the 
sake of our national defense, we have 
to do better than that. Congress must 
adopt the President’s balanced plan 
and avoid the economic and military 
calamity, a calamity that can easily be 
avoided. 


ES 


REPLACING PRESIDENT OBAMA’S 
SEQUESTER 


(Mr. BOEHNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, Presi- 
dent Obama missed a great opportunity 
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today to help our economy. This was 
supposed to be the day that the Presi- 
dent submitted his budget to the Con- 
gress, but it’s not coming. It’s going to 
be late. Some reports say that it could 
be as long as a month late. I think 
that’s too bad. Our economy could use 
some Presidential leadership right 
now. 

On Thursday, the President dis- 
banded his jobs council after a grand 
total of four meetings in two years. 
Then, as Americans got to work on Fri- 
day, they learned that our economy 
still isn’t creating enough jobs. The un- 
employment rate actually went up. 

Now, if government spending does 
cause growth, as the President be- 
lieves, we shouldn’t be having these 
problems. And then maybe it wouldn’t 
be so disappointing that his budget is 
late. 

Well, we are having trouble, in large 
part because spending is the problem. 
It’s what’s chasing jobs overseas and 
causing much anxiety about our fu- 
ture. 

One example of something the Presi- 
dent’s budget could have addressed is 
his sequester. A sequester is Wash- 
ington-speak for automatic spending 
cuts. The President first proposed the 
sequester in 2011 and insisted that it be 
part of the debt limit agreement. 

Now, twice the House has passed leg- 
islation to replace the President’s se- 
quester with commonsense reforms 
that would reduce spending and pre- 
serve and strengthen our safety net for 
future generations. We’ve spelled it all 
out. We’ve done our work because we’re 
committed to getting spending under 
control, and we’ve long said there’s a 
better way to cut spending. 

Unfortunately, our Democratic col- 
leagues in the Senate haven’t taken ac- 
tion. They haven’t acted on our plan to 
replace the President’s sequester or 
haven’t offered one of their own. 

What we should do is replace the 
President’s sequester with responsible 
reforms that will help balance the 
budget in 10 years. Our goal is to grow 
the economy, expand opportunity and 
prosperity, and ensure America main- 
tains its leading role in the world with 
a strong national defense. 

To do that we need to budget respon- 
sibly. We need a budget that reflects 
those priorities. But to replace the 
President’s sequester, we need our 
Democratic colleagues to get serious 
about spending. 

I wish I could give the American peo- 
ple more cause for optimism, but we 
see the President’s budget is late and 
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the Senate hasn’t passed a budget in 
nearly four years. 

This week the House will act on a 
measure introduced by the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. PRICE) that requires 
the President to submit a balanced 
budget, because we know—and I think 
the American people agree—spending is 
the problem. And the sooner we solve 
our spending problem, the sooner we’ll 
solve our jobs problem too. 


a 


1410 
THANK YOU, LIZARD’S THICKET 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, in 1977, Bob and Anna Wil- 
liams moved back to Columbia, South 
Carolina, from Alabama and opened a 
restaurant. Due to their hard work, 
Lizard’s Thicket is now one of South 
Carolina’s finest restaurant chains, 
celebrating 35 years of service. This 
real country cooking operation has 
grown to serve over 12,000 patrons a 
day at 15 different locations. Not only 
do people across the Palmetto State 
choose to dine at Lizard’s Thicket for 
the outstanding home-style cooking, 
they also return time after time for the 
exceptional customer service. 

For the past few decades, my wife, 
Roxanne, and I have always cherished 
taking our children, grandchildren, and 
mother-in-law to this great restaurant 
where we enjoy completing the meal 
with a warm serving of peach cobbler. 

I am extremely grateful for the Wil- 
liams family, their three generations 
of service, and the jobs they have pro- 
vided across the Midlands. I wish them 
future success and look forward to din- 
ing with them for another 35 years. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 


EE 
IN MEMORY OF TED OGLE 


(Mr. MESSER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the memory of one of 
my constituents and a dear friend, Ted 
Ogle. 

Ted was a loving husband and father, 
a loyal friend, and a highly effective 
public leader with a great passion for 
his country, his State, and his commu- 
nity. Over the last decade, Ted’s work 
touched the careers of Hoosier elected 
leaders all across our State. 

On a personal note, I will be forever 
indebted to Ted Ogle. Ted was one of 
the first and most vocal supporters in 
my campaign for State representative 
10 years ago and, as Sixth District 
chairman, played a central role in last 
year’s campaign for U.S. Congress. 
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Ted loved his family, loved his coun- 
try and State, loved his friends, and 
loved the Indiana Republican Party. 
His passing came way too soon. Ted 
Ogle will never be forgotten, and he 
will be forever missed. 

I ask the entire Sixth District to 
keep Anne, their children Eric and 
Nadia, and the entire Ogle family in 
your thoughts and prayers in the com- 
ing weeks and months. 


EEE 
PASS PAYCHECK FAIRNESS ACT 


(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, last week 
on the fourth anniversary of the Lilly 
Ledbetter Fair Pay Act, I met with 
women leaders in my district to discuss 
the importance of ensuring women 
earn equal pay for equal work. 

The women I met with told personal 
and powerful stories of how continued 
wage disparities have affected their 
families. In cities like Flint, Saginaw, 
and Bay City, women still only earn 
about 74 cents for every dollar that 
men do. That is unacceptable. 

Mr. Speaker, the time is long overdue 
for women to be paid equal pay for 
equal work. Women make up half of 
our workforce, yet they are not paid 
the same as men for the same work. 
This means women have less money for 
groceries, for rent, for child care, and 
for the everyday needs of their fami- 
lies. 

Mr. Speaker, that’s why I have co- 
sponsored the Paycheck Fairness Act, 
which seeks to close disparities in pay. 
It’s time to pass the Paycheck Fairness 
Act. Until women receive equal pay for 
equal work, we will not be the just so- 
ciety that we ought to be. 


— 


UNLEASHING ECONOMIC POTEN- 
TIAL OF HARDWORKING AMERI- 
CANS 


(Mr. ROTHFUS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, last 
week we received troubling economic 
news. In January, unemployment went 
up and 169,000 people gave up looking 
for work. And the economy stopped 
growing and actually shrank. 

I rise today in solidarity with those 
looking for work and a higher income 
to pay their bills, loans, and mort- 
gages. Those seeking a better lot want 
to know: Where are the jobs? 

Before we address any other issue 
grabbing headlines today, Congress and 
the President need to make a priority 
of unleashing the potential of hard- 
working Americans and creating the 
conditions for a healthy economy. We 
must balance our budget, reform the 
Tax Code, reduce excessive regulations, 
and expand energy production. 
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I call on my colleagues in this House 
to refocus their attention and to work 
to accomplish these goals so that the 
American people can get back to pur- 
suing their dreams. 


Ee 


AMERICA HAS A SPENDING 
PROBLEM 


(Mr. BENTIVOLIO asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, 
America has a spending problem. The 
numbers don’t lie. With the national 
debt at $16 trillion and climbing, each 
American’s share is more than $50,000. 
Things only stand to get worse. In fact, 
Federal spending is now projected to 
double to 40 percent of GDP in the next 
three decades. This out-of-control 
spending is a drag on our economy and 
a threat to our future. 

The American people agree. Polls by 
Gallup, the Winston Group, and Polit- 
ico last month indicate that Americans 
overwhelmingly support cutting gov- 
ernment spending over raising taxes to 
address our debt. Despite the facts, 
President Obama and his fellow Demo- 
crats continue to deny we have a 
spending problem, pointing to more 
revenue as the answer to our debt cri- 
sis. 

This Congress, House Republicans are 
committed to working together to find 
real spending cuts, meaningful reforms 
of the entitlement programs that are 
driving us deeper into debt, and a fair- 
er, cleaner Tax Code. We are com- 
mitted to saving our economy for fu- 
ture generations, and I hope the Presi- 
dent and his fellow Democrats will join 
us. 


Ee 


RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
STUTZMAN) laid before the House the 
following resignation as a member of 
the Committee on the Budget: 


WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 25, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House, 
The Capitol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: I am writing to 
inform you of my resignation, effective im- 
mediately, from the House Committee on the 
Budget. It is my intention that this is a 
leave of absence as I hope to serve on this 
Committee again in a future Congress. If you 
have any questions, please feel free to con- 
tact me directly, or your staff can contact 
my Deputy Chief of Staff, Ian Rayder. 

Sincerely, 
DEBBIE WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Member of Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 
There was no objection. 


EE 
RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
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declares the House in recess until ap- 
proximately 5 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 17 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 


EEE 
1705 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SHIMKUS) at 5 o’clock and 
5 minutes p.m. 


EE 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was commu- 
nicated to the House by Ms. Evans, one 
of his secretaries. 


-Á 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 


Ee 


CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL GME SUP- 
PORT REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 
2013 


Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 297) to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to reauthorize support for 
graduate medical education programs 
in children’s hospitals. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 297 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Children’s 
Hospital GME Support Reauthorization Act 
of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. PROGRAM OF PAYMENTS TO CHILDREN’S 
HOSPITALS THAT OPERATE GRAD- 
UATE MEDICAL EDUCATION PRO- 
GRAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 340E of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 256e) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘through 
2005 and each of fiscal years 2007 through 
2011” and inserting ‘‘through 2005, each of fis- 
cal years 2007 through 2011, and each of fiscal 
years 2013 through 2017”; 

(2) in subsection (f)(1)(A)(iv), by inserting 
“and each of fiscal years 2013 through 2017” 
after ‘‘2011”; and 

(8) in subsection (f)(2)(D), by inserting ‘‘and 
each of fiscal years 2013 through 2017” after 
“2011”. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Section 
340E(b)(3)(D) of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 256e(b)(3)(D)) is amended by 
striking “Not later than the end of fiscal 
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year 2011” and inserting ‘‘Not later than the 
end of fiscal year 2016”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS) and the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re- 
marks and insert extraneous material 
into the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, Pennsylvanians are for- 
tunate to have several excellent chil- 
dren’s hospitals in the State. One of 
these hospitals is the Children’s Hos- 
pital of Philadelphia, the country’s 
first hospital to exclusively care for 
children, and they have remained one 
of the best for over 150 years. 

In a recent survey, the hospital was 
rated number one in six separate pedi- 
atric specialties and ranked no lower 
than fourth in another four specialty 
categories. 

Other children around the country 
aren’t so fortunate to have access to 
excellent doctors. A study in the jour- 
nal Pediatrics found that more than 8 
million children have no pediatrician 
in their area. Many other sick children 
have to drive hundreds of miles to see 
a doctor who specializes in treating 
their condition. 

Children aren’t just miniature 
adults, and treating them isn’t just a 
matter of working on a smaller scale 
and shrinking the equipment. A doctor 
who is experienced in treating adults 
may not be able to apply that same ex- 
pertise to a child. Treating children is 
both a medical and an emotional chal- 
lenge. Often, doctors have to correctly 
diagnose an illness in little patients 
who haven’t even learned to speak. It 
takes a special person to go into pedi- 
atrics. 

For a time in the 1990s, our Nation 
was facing an acute shortage of pedia- 
tricians. With much of government as- 
sistance to train doctors being fun- 
neled through the Medicare program, it 
was becoming significantly more ex- 
pensive for a doctor to choose to be 
trained in pediatrics. 

To help correct this imbalance, Con- 
gress created the Children’s Hospital 
Graduate Medical Education program. 
This is a program that was created, 
and has been sustained, with bipartisan 
support. 

Unfortunately, the program is facing 
elimination. President Obama’s budget 
for the 2012 fiscal year called for elimi- 
nation of the program, despite the posi- 
tive results. 


February 4, 2013 


I support getting rid of programs 
that are duplicative, unproven, or un- 
necessary, especially with the budget 
pressures we are facing now; however, 
CHGME has a proven track record. 
Over 40 percent of pediatricians in the 
United States are trained through 
CHGME. 
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Forty-three percent of those in sub- 
specialities are trained through the 
program. 

The Children’s Hospital of Philadel- 
phia runs the largest pediatric resi- 
dency program in the country. Their 
residents will treat children in my 
community and then move across the 
country to practice in other commu- 
nities. We need their expertise now 
more than ever. 

Last Congress, I worked with my 
Democratic counterpart on the Energy 
and Commerce Health Subcommittee, 
Representative FRANK PALLONE, to in- 
troduce legislation to renew the pro- 
gram. Our legislation passed the House 
of Representatives twice in the 112th 
Congress, both times by voice vote. 

Unfortunately, the bill was tied up in 
the Senate and was not considered. 
Congressman PALLONE and I wasted no 
time in reintroducing the bill this 
year, and I’m proud to say that in the 
very first meeting of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee, on January 22, 
the bill was reported out unanimously. 
The bill is a very simple, 5-year reau- 
thorization of the CHGME program at 
current funding levels. 

H.R. 297 is supported by the Chil- 
dren’s Hospital Association, the Amer- 
ican Hospital Association, the Aca- 
demic Pediatric Association, the Amer- 
ican Academy of Pediatrics, the Amer- 
ican Pediatric Society, the Association 
of Medical School Department Chairs, 
the Society for Pediatric Research, the 
Association of American Medical Col- 
leges, the American Osteopathic Asso- 
ciation, and the American College of 
Surgeons, among others. 

Far too many children in our Nation 
already lack access to a pediatrician or 
doctor trained in a pediatric sub- 
specialty. Without CHGME, we will 
once again be discouraging medical 
residents from choosing pediatrics. 

On a personal note, nearly 2 years 
ago, I met Anna Lipsman, who was re- 
ceiving treatment for leukemia at the 
Children’s Hospital of Philadelphia. 
Today, thanks to the excellent care she 
received, she is happy, energetic and in 
school full time. She continues to re- 
mind me about what is really at stake. 

I urge all of my colleagues to vote 
“yes”? on H.R. 297 and reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to rise in 
support of H.R. 297, the Children’s Hos- 
pital Graduate Medical Education Sup- 
port Reauthorization Act of 2013. 


February 4, 2013 


As every parent knows, it’s very im- 
portant to have a trusted doctor to 
turn to when their child gets sick. 
Since its inception in 1999, the Chil- 
dren’s Hospital Graduate Medical Edu- 
cation program, known as CHGME, has 
helped to make sure that the doctor is 
there and prepared to diagnose any 
symptoms that our children face. 

In fact, the program has been a true 
success. In the 1990s, declines in pedi- 
atric training programs threatened the 
stability of the pediatric workforce, 
and CHGME helped to reverse these 
dangerous declines. Even then, Con- 
gress, in a bipartisan way, recognized 
that if we didn’t create and fund pro- 
grams that would train doctors to 
treat these children, there won’t be 
anyone left to take care of them. 

That’s why the House overwhelm- 
ingly supported reauthorization of the 
program in the 112th Congress, passing 
stand-alone legislation in September 
2011 and also including the reauthoriza- 
tion in broader legislation in December 
2012. 

With this Federal CHGME support, 
children’s hospitals can play a key role 
in ensuring the continued growth of 
our Nation’s pediatric workforce. In 
2009, the program supported the train- 
ing of 5,361 resident physicians nation- 
ally. The program will also help to en- 
hance hospitals’ research capabilities 
and improve hospitals’ ability to pro- 
vide care to vulnerable and under- 
served children. 

Reauthorizing CHGME continues to 
be one of my top health priorities, and 
I want to thank Congressman PITTS, 
the chairman of our Health Sub- 
committee, for working with me on 
this bill. Together with his help and 
leadership, we were able to move this 
bill again swiftly through our com- 
mittee and to the floor upon convening 
this Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, this program has prov- 
en results, and it’s past time that we 
finally reauthorize CHGME so that we 
can provide certainty to hospitals, doc- 
tors, and their patients. Children in 
our communities are counting on this 
program to train a future generation of 
pediatricians, and I urge my colleagues 
to vote “yes” on the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to now 
yield 3 minutes to my colleague from 
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE). 

Mr. CICILLINE. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

The reauthorization of the Children’s 
Hospital Graduate Medical Education 
program is critically important and 
something we must do. But I rise today 
to express some frustration with the 
bill as presented. 

Specifically, while our Nation faces 
an acute need for additional health 
professionals trained in psychiatry, 
this reauthorization continues a glar- 
ing mental health parity failure within 
the Children’s Hospital Graduate Med- 
ical Education program: the failure to 
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include children’s psychiatric teaching 
hospitals in the program. Because 
Medicare classifies these hospitals as 
psychiatric hospitals rather than as 
children’s hospitals, child psychiatric 
hospitals are ineligible to participate 
in CHGME. 

This presents a particular burden to 
a spectacular pediatric hospital in my 
district, Bradley Hospital. And that is 
why, last Congress, I introduced the 
Children’s Hospitals Education Equity 
Act, which was designed to fix this 
oversight by simply expanding the defi- 
nition of a children’s hospital to cover 
child psychiatric hospitals. 

I’m disappointed, therefore, that the 
CHGME reauthorization is being con- 
sidered under suspension of the rules 
today, as it prevents consideration of 
amendments to improve the program 
and to correct this omission in the bill. 

Our Nation must fulfill its commit- 
ment to mental health parity, and Con- 
gress must do its part to enhance ac- 
cess to child and adolescent mental 
health care. Despite this shortcoming, 
I intend to support the bill, and I look 
forward to working with my colleagues 
in both parties and in both Chambers 
to correct this serious inequity. I 
thank the gentleman. 

Mr. PALLONE. I have no additional 
speakers. I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I urge Mem- 
bers to support this legislation. It has 
tremendous bipartisan support, and, 
with that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
support H.R. 297, the Children’s Hospital GME 
Support Reauthorization Act of 2013. 

H.R. 297 reauthorizes the children’s hospital 
graduate medical education—or CHGME— 
program at the program’s current authorization 
level. This program provides ongoing and con- 
sistent financial support to hospitals such as 
Children’s Hospital of Los Angeles for the 
training of doctors who want to specialize in 
pediatrics. Over the years, the CHGME pro- 
gram has been enormously successful in re- 
versing the significant decline in the number of 
pediatrician trainees across the country. In- 
deed, today, children’s hospitals nationwide 
that are supported by the program train 40% 
of all pediatricians and 43% of all pediatric 
specialists. 

Not surprisingly, the CHGME program has a 
decade-long history of bipartisan support. The 
program was first established in 1999 and has 
subsequently been reauthorized on two occa- 
sions. During the 112th Congress, the House 
passed legislation that would have reauthor- 
ized the CHGME program for another five 
years. 

I’m sure that Members of both sides of the 
aisle agree we want to make certain this im- 
portant program remains in place, and we 
want to send a strong message about the im- 
portance of fully funding it. 

| want to commend the work of members of 
the Energy and Commerce Committee for ad- 
vancing H.R. 297 to the floor today. | espe- 
cially want to recognize and applaud the lead- 
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ership of Ranking Member PALLONE and 
Chairman PitTs on this bill. | know we are all 
hopeful the Senate will act quickly to enact 
H.R. 297, so we can send legislation to the 
President for his signature. 

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup- 
porting H.R. 297. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| strongly support the Children’s Hospital 
Graduate Medical Education program and | 
am a cosponsor of H.R. 297. This successful 
program is the most important federal invest- 
ment in the pediatric workforce and must be 
reauthorized. Failure to do so would be cata- 
strophic to pediatric care in our country. Since 
this program began, it has allowed Children’s 
Hospitals across the country, including Texas 
Children’s Hospital in Houston, to increase 
training by 35%. 

| believe we must spend more on Graduate 
Medical Education entirely, but today we have 
the opportunity to extend the successful Chil- 
dren’s Hospital program which, like other GME 
funds, is money well spent. Despite the suc- 
cesses of the program, there are still many 
pediatric specialties that are experiencing 
shortages. This bill will help address this and 
will continue to strengthen our pediatric work- 
force. | look forward to voting in favor of this 
bill and encourage my colleagues to do the 
same. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of H.R. 
297, the Children’s Hospital GME Support Re- 
authorization Act of 2013. The Children’s Hos- 
pital Graduate Medical Education Program not 
only provides a critical investment in the pedi- 
atric health workforce, but also helps improve 
children’s access to health care. 

The Children’s Hospital Graduate Medical 
Education Program was first authorized in 
1999 and has achieved incredible success. 
The program has enabled children’s hospitals 
to host teaching programs while maintaining 
high-quality clinical care. It currently supports 
56 children’s hospitals and is responsible for a 
significant increase in the number of physi- 
cians trained in children’s hospitals. 

As the first registered nurse in Congress, | 
know firsthand that a well-trained primary care 
workforce is crucial to our health system. Only 
by ensuring the security of pediatric residency 
programs can we successfully work to pro- 
mote the health of all Americans. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today in support of H.R. 297 the “Chil- 
dren’s Hospital Graduate Medical Education 
(GME) Support Reauthorization Act of 2013” 
This legislation would authorize the appropria- 
tion of $110 million a year for 2013 through 
2017, for payment toward the direct costs of 
graduate medical education in children’s hos- 
pitals. 

As the Founder and Co-Chair of the Con- 
gressional Children’s Caucus, | understand the 
important of this vital program. The Children’s 
Hospital Graduate Medical Education Program 
(CHGME) trains 40 percent of our Nation’s pe- 
diatricians and more than half of our Nation’s 
pediatric subspecialists. Each year, over 5,000 
residents take part in this program. 

We are all aware that we must continue to 
support the development and training of all 
medical professionals. Me must do more to 
ensure that we have enough qualified medical 
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professional choosing to specialize in key 
fields in order to address the growth in both 
our baby boomers and child populations. | be- 
lieve this legislation is a step in the right direc- 
tion. 

In the early 90’s, we witnessed a thirteen 
percent decrease in the amount of qualified 
graduate medical students entering into pedi- 
atrics. Upon the enactment of the Children’s 
Hospital Graduate Medical Education program 
we saw a significant increase in the amount of 
qualified medical school graduates choosing to 
enter into pediatrics, their numbers increased 
by 35 percent. 

In 1999, Children’s Hospital Graduate Med- 
ical Education, CHGME, was enacted as part 
of the Healthcare Research and Quality Act to 
provide freestanding children’s hospitals with 
discretionary federal support for direct and in- 
direct expenses associated with operating 
medical residency training programs. Since 
few children’s hospitals receive Medicare 
funds, the program is designed to correct the 
exclusion of pediatric training in the Medicare 
Graduate Medical Education, GME, program. 

Under the Children’s Hospital Graduate 
Medical Education Program, direct medical 
education funding is designed to cover costs 
associated with stipends for residents, sala- 
ries, salaries for faculty, overhead and other 
costs of running a training program. The 
CHGME also provides indirect medical edu- 
cation funds that are designed to assist in ex- 
penditures such as reduced productivity of 
staff training residents and the processing of 
additional diagnostic tests those residents may 
order. 

Graduate Medical Education, GME, begins 
upon graduation from medical school and 
passed the examination needed to obtain gen- 
eral board certification. GME in a specialty 
field (residency) and further specializations in 
a specific clinical field (fellowship) are gen- 
erally provided in hospital settings with addi- 
tional clinical experiences in non-hospital site. 
This can take between three and seven years 
to complete, depending on the medical, dental 
or podiatric specialty track chosen. 

Freestanding children’s hospitals receiving 
Federal GME funds have increased the num- 
ber of residents and fellows that they are train- 
ing since 2000: 

The number of residents and fellows 
claimed for Federal support for the 2000 Fed- 
eral fiscal year (FY) was about 4,263. 

In the latest Government Performance Re- 
sults Acts, GPRA, report for Federal FY 2009, 
the hospitals described training 5,631 pediatri- 
cians, pediatric subspecialists, and other phy- 
sicians in the clinical care of children within 
the U.S. 

Of the 5,631 resident FTEs being trained, 
about 48 percent were in general pediatrics, 
24 percent were in pediatric subspecialties, 
and 28 percent were non-pediatric residents. 

In FY 2009, 56 children’s hospitals located 
in 30 states and Puerto Rico had nearly half 
a million inpatient discharges. Children’s hos- 
pitals vary in size and service mix. The num- 
ber of available beds at these hospitals varies 
from 30 to 456. 

These freestanding children’s hospitals pro- 
vide services ranging from outpatient ambula- 
tory care to inpatient critical care. 
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TEXAS 

In Texas, excluding military and Veterans 
Affairs programs, there are currently 5,902 
resident physicians in Texas training in 468 
accredited graduate medical education (GME) 
programs. 

It is likely that many of these resident physi- 
cians will join the ranks of the 39,872 licensed 
physicians currently practicing in Texas. 

These practicing and resident physicians, 
together with 656 resident physicians training 
in Texas military and Veterans Affairs hos- 
pitals, provide health care to Texas 
22,016,911 people. 

Texas ranks 40th nationally in the number 
of physicians per 100,000 civilian population 
and faces serious challenges in attracting phy- 
sicians to locate and practice in rural, remote, 
and urban underserved areas. 

With Texas’ population increasing at both 
age ends of the population spectrum, the ratio 
of 158 direct patient care physicians per 
100,000 population ratio will likely not improve 
unless policy changes are implemented to en- 
courage expansion of the Texas physician 
workforce and foster greater distribution of 
physicians across the state. As Texas con- 
tinues to grow in general, pediatric and our 
aging population we will more physicians—and 
more specialized physicians—to care for our 
citizens. 

With 25 percent of Texas total population 
uninsured and 22 percent of its children unin- 
sured, Texas has the highest number of unin- 
sured individuals in the country. Which is one 
of the many reasons | supported the Afford- 
able Health Care Act. 

The majority of under-insured Texans re- 
ceive health care through the our network of 
locally tax-funded and privately funded teach- 
ing hospitals and clinics. 

Uninsured Texans play an important role in 
graduate medical education; they are one of 
the groups of patients that residents care for 
and treat, while honing their medical skills and 
expertise. 

Graduate medical education is just one 
piece, albeit an important piece, of the com- 
plex health-care delivery system. While ensur- 
ing the viability of the safety-net hospitals and 
clinics in Texas is important to the future of 
Texas, solving all of the problems associated 
with ensuring that viability is beyond the scope 
of this. The medical school/hospital partner- 
ships responsible for training many of the next 
generation of Texas physicians are stressed fi- 
nancially. Especially Children’s Hospitals. 

The GME and The CHGME programs both 
train resident physicians while providing es- 
sential health-care services to those who 
might not otherwise receive access to care. 

Currently, Five children’s hospitals in Texas 
benefit from the CHGME program: Texas Chil- 
dren’s Hospital (Houston), Children’s Medical 
Center of Dallas, Driscoll Children’s Hospital 
(Corpus Christi), Dell Children’s Hospital (Aus- 
tin) and Cook Children’s Hospital (Fort Worth). 
Last year alone, more than $23 million in 
CHGME funds was allocated to Texas. 

| can say that Texas Children’s is the larg- 
est pediatric hospital in the nation, providing 
medical care in more than 40 pediatric sub- 
specialties. It also has the largest pediatric 
cancer and hematology research and treat- 
ment center in the country 


February 4, 2013 


As an internationally recognized children’s 
hospital it is the primary pediatric training site 
for Baylor College of Medicine, which has one 
of the largest pediatric residency programs in 
the country. 

Baylor College of Medicine, operates the 
nation’s first Children’s Nutrition Research 
Center, a U.S. Department of Agriculture facil- 
ity that conducts research on the nutritional 
needs of pregnant and nursing women and 
their children. 

Since opening its doors in 1954, Texas Chil- 
dren’s Integrated Delivery System has cared 
for more than one million children from every 
corner of the world and has more than 2 mil- 
lion patient encounters a year. 

Together with Baylor, Texas Children’s par- 
ticilpates in approximately 400 research 
projects annually and received $59 million in 
research funding in 2003. Current projects in- 
clude testing of medications to improve the 
quality of life for patients with HIV infection 
and AIDS; diagnostic methods based on DNA 
analysis for cystic fibrosis, muscular dys- 
trophy, and other genetic disorders; develop- 
ment of treatments through human gene ther- 
apy; and other basic and applied research 
studies. 

| must also mention the Lyndon Baines 
Johnson General Hospital operated by the 
Harris County Hospital District, it is the second 
primary teaching facility or the University of 
Texas at Houston. They have been dedicated 
to serving the people of Houston for over two 
decades. Those who are fortunate enough to 
receive their training under the CHGME pro- 
gram may very well one day be treating chil- 
dren who arrive at this hospital. 

We must remember who these soon to be 
specialists will serve . . . our nation’s chil- 
dren. Children like Audrina, who was born in 
October of last year. Little Audrina was born 
with her heart outside of her body. After six 
hours of surgery, baby Audrina is going home. 
Supporting funding for programs like the 
CHGME supports the training of specialists 
who will one day save the lives of countless 
children. 

FAST FACTS—CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL GRADUATE MEDICAL 
EDUCATION (CHGME) 

The Children’s Hospital Graduate Medical 
Education, CHGME, Payment Program cur- 
rently supports 56 children’s hospitals in 30 
States. 

Train about a third of the Nation’s pediatri- 
cians. 

Trains about 50 percent of pediatric sub- 
specialists. 

The CHGME Payment Program has pro- 
vided more than 2 billion dollars to eligible 
freestanding children’s hospitals since its in- 
ception. 

Fifty-Six U.S. hospitals participate in the 
program, which enables them to: 

Provide GME to graduates of 
schools. 

Enhance research capabilities. 

Care for vulnerable and underserved chil- 
dren. 

A hospital is eligible to apply for CHGME 
Payment Program funding if it: 

Participates in an approved Graduate Med- 
ical Education (GME) program. 

Has a Medicare Provider Agreement. 
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Is excluded from the Medicare Inpatient Pro- 
spective Payment System, IPPS, under sec- 
tion 1886(d)(1)(B)(iii) of the Social Security 
Act, and its accompanying regulations. 

Operates as a “freestanding” children’s 
teaching hospital. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, the Children’s 
Hospital Graduate Medical Education program 
was first created in 1999, because there were 
not nearly enough pediatricians and pediatric 
subspecialists to serve the children of our 
country. The program has been overwhelm- 
ingly successful, increasing the number of pe- 
diatricians by 35 percent. Today, CHGME pro- 
vides funding to train more than 40 percent of 
pediatricians in the U.S. However, at current 
funding levels, we still don’t have enough pro- 
viders to treat the unique needs of children in 
our country. 

| cannot emphasize enough how critical this 
funding is to stand-alone children’s hospitals, 
such as Lucile Packard Children’s Hospital in 
my Congressional District. We have a respon- 
sibility to help train the next generation of pe- 
diatricians who will care for our children 
through the earliest, and often the most critical 
time of their lives. Under the Affordable Care 
Act, all Americans will have access to 
healthcare, but we have to ensure we have an 
adequate medical workforce to care for them. 

| look forward to the passage of CHGME re- 
authorization in the House, and | will continue 
to work with my colleagues in the Senate to 
see that we move forward with a bill that can 
swiftly pass both bodies and be sent to the 
President for his signature. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PITTS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 297. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 
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NATIONAL PEDIATRIC RESEARCH 
NETWORK ACT OF 2013 


Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 225) to amend title IV of the Pub- 
lic Health Service Act to provide for a 
National Pediatric Research Network, 
including with respect to pediatric rare 
diseases or conditions. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 225 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National Pe- 

diatric Research Network Act of 2013”. 


SEC. 2. NATIONAL PEDIATRIC RESEARCH NET- 
WORK. 


Section 409D of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 284h; relating to the Pediatric 
Research Initiative) is amended— 
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(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (f); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(d) NATIONAL PEDIATRIC RESEARCH NET- 
WORK .— 

“(1) NETWORK.—In carrying out the Initia- 
tive, the Director of NIH, acting through the 
Director of the Eunice Kennedy Shriver Na- 
tional Institute of Child Health and Human 
Development and in collaboration with other 
appropriate national research institutes and 
national centers that carry out activities in- 
volving pediatric research, may provide for 
the establishment of a National Pediatric 
Research Network consisting of the pediatric 
research consortia receiving awards under 
paragraph (2). 

‘*(2) PEDIATRIC RESEARCH CONSORTIA.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the In- 
stitute may award funding, including 
through grants, contracts, or other mecha- 
nisms, to public or private nonprofit enti- 
ties— 

“(i) for planning, establishing, or strength- 
ening pediatric research consortia; and 

“(i) for providing basic operating support 
for such consortia, including with respect 
to— 

E basic, clinical, behavioral, or 
translational research to meet unmet needs 
for pediatric research; and 

‘“(II) training researchers in pediatric re- 
search techniques in order to address unmet 
pediatric research needs. 

‘“(B) RESEARCH.—The Director of NIH shall 
ensure that— 

“(i) each consortium receiving an award 
under subparagraph (A) conducts or supports 
at least one category of research described in 
subparagraph (A)(ii)(I) and collectively such 
consortia conduct or support all such cat- 
egories of research; and 

“Gi) one or more such consortia provide 
training described in subparagraph 
(09165910097 

‘“(C) NUMBER OF CONSORTIA.—The Director 
of NIH may make awards under this para- 
graph for not more than 20 pediatric research 
consortia. 

“(D) ORGANIZATION OF CONSORTIUM.—Each 
consortium receiving an award under sub- 
paragraph (A) shall— 

‘“(i) be formed from a collaboration of co- 
operating institutions; 

‘“(ii) be coordinated by a lead institution; 

‘“(iii) agree to disseminate scientific find- 
ings, including from clinical trials, rapidly 
and efficiently; and 

“(iv) meet such requirements as may be 
prescribed by the Director of NIH. 

‘“(E) SUPPLEMENT, NOT SUPPLANT.—Any 
support received by a consortium under sub- 
paragraph (A) shall be used to supplement, 
and not supplant, other public or private 
support for activities authorized to be sup- 
ported under this paragraph. 

“(F) DURATION OF SUPPORT.—Support of a 
consortium under subparagraph (A) may be 
for a period of not to exceed 5 years. Such pe- 
riod may be extended at the discretion of the 
Director of NIH. 

‘“(3) COORDINATION OF CONSORTIA ACTIVI- 
TIES.—The Director of NIH shall— 

“(A) as appropriate, provide for the coordi- 
nation of activities (including the exchange 
of information and regular communication) 
among the consortia established pursuant to 
paragraph (2); and 

‘“(B) require the periodic preparation and 
submission to the Director of reports on the 
activities of each such consortium. 

‘“(4) ASSISTANCE WITH REGISTRIES.—Each 
consortium receiving an award under para- 


895 


graph (2)(A) shall provide assistance to the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 
in the establishment or expansion of patient 
registries and other surveillance systems as 
appropriate and upon request by the Director 
of the Centers. 

“(e) RESEARCH ON PEDIATRIC RARE DIS- 
EASES OR CONDITIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In making awards under 
subsection (d)(2) for pediatric research con- 
sortia, the Director of NIH shall ensure that 
an appropriate number of such awards are 
awarded to such consortia that agree to— 

“(A) focus primarily on pediatric rare dis- 
eases or conditions (including any such dis- 
eases or conditions that are genetic disorders 
(such as spinal muscular atrophy and 
Duchenne muscular dystrophy) or are re- 
lated to birth defects (such as Down syn- 
drome and fragile X)); and 

“(B) conduct or coordinate one or more 
multisite clinical trials of therapies for, or 
approaches to, the prevention, diagnosis, or 
treatment of one or more pediatric rare dis- 
eases or conditions. 

‘(2) DATA COORDINATING CENTER.— 

“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—In connection with 
support of consortia described in paragraph 
(1), the Director of NIH shall establish a data 
coordinating center for the following pur- 
poses: 

“(i) To distribute the scientific findings re- 
ferred to in paragraph (1)(C). 

“(ii) To provide assistance in the design 


and conduct of collaborative research 
projects and the management, analysis, and 
storage of data associated with such 
projects. 


“(ii) To organize and conduct multisite 
monitoring activities. 

“(B) REPORTING.—The Director of NIH 
shall— 

“(i) require the data coordinating center 
established under subparagraph (A) to pro- 
vide regular reports to the Director of NIH 
and the Commissioner of Food and Drugs on 
research conducted by consortia described in 
paragraph (1), including information on en- 
rollment in clinical trials and the allocation 
of resources with respect to such research; 
and 

“(ii) as appropriate, incorporate informa- 
tion reported under clause (i) into the Direc- 
tor’s biennial reports under section 403.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS) and the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support and 
urge my colleagues to vote for H.R. 225, 
the National Pediatric Research Net- 
work Act of 2018. 

Simply put, this legislation will fos- 
ter important research on diseases that 
affect children. The bill will allow the 
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National Institutes of Health to estab- 
lish a national research network com- 
promised of pediatric research con- 
sortia. According to NIH, there are be- 
tween 6,000 and 7,000 diseases consid- 
ered rare that affect 25 to 30 million 
people. Most of the approximately 7,000 
rare diseases are pediatric diseases and 
often genetic. 

Sadly, there are insufficient thera- 
pies for doctors to treat such diseases. 
The use of pediatric research consortia 
is a proven way to support pediatric 
applied research and to promote co- 
ordinated research activities that focus 
on translating research to practice. 
This will help improve care for chil- 
dren. 

As an example, it is important to 
note that this bill will address some 
devastating diseases such as spinal 
muscular atrophy. This is a rare pedi- 
atric disease that kills more babies 
than any other genetic disease. Right 
now, it is incurable, untreatable, and 
fatal. 

H.R. 225, introduced by Representa- 
tives LOIS CAPPS and CATHY McCMoRRIS 
RODGERS, amends the Public Health 
Service Act so that the director of the 
NIH, acting through the director of the 
National Institute of Child Health and 
Human Development, could provide for 
the establishment of a national pedi- 
atric research network comprised of 
pediatric research consortia. 
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The director could award cooperative 
agreements to those that strengthen 
and provide basic support to pediatric 
research consortia and train research- 
ers. Consortia that receive an award 
would be comprised of cooperating in- 
stitutions and coordinated by a lead in- 
stitution. No more than 20 pediatric re- 
search consortia could receive awards. 

In addition, the Director of NIH 
would be able to establish a data-co- 
ordinating center to support research 
and distribute scientific findings and 
provide reports to the Director of the 
NIH and the Commissioner of the Food 
and Drug Administration. 

The bill would result in no new or in- 
creased budget authority, entitlement 
authority, tax expenditure, or reve- 
nues. Nor does the bill contain any ear- 
marks. 

So I am pleased to support this legis- 
lation. It is my hope that the National 
Pediatric Research Network will im- 
prove our understanding of pediatric 
diseases, improve treatment and thera- 
pies, and provide better health care 
outcomes for our Nation’s children. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of H.R. 225, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 225, the National Pediatric Re- 
search Network Act, and commend our 
colleagues, Congresswoman CAPPS and 
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Congresswoman MCMORRIS RODGERS, 
for their bipartisan efforts to move this 
legislation forward. 

There are many rare pediatric dis- 
eases, and in some of these diseases the 
children are incredibly fragile. If we 
can allow for research to occur across 
the country—not just one single loca- 
tion—research can be done at a larger 
level because children could then par- 
ticipate without having to travel. 

This bill would allow the National In- 
stitutes of Health to establish a na- 
tional pediatric network comprised of 
up to 20 pediatric research consortia, 
groups of collaborating institutions. 
The consortia will conduct basic clin- 
ical, behavioral, and translational re- 
search on pediatric diseases and condi- 
tions. 

Among the 20 consortia, the NIH Di- 
rector is directed to ensure that an ap- 
propriate number of awards go to con- 
sortia that focus primarily on pediatric 
rare diseases such as spinal muscular 
atrophy or birth defects such as Down 
syndrome. 

In addition, we all know too well 
that traditionally pediatric research 
has been underfunded. That can make 
it hard to train and develop the re- 
search talent needed to address these 
devastating illnesses. The consortia 
can therefore be the training grounds 
for future researchers helping to fill 
the pediatric pipeline. 

Mr. Speaker, no funds are specifi- 
cally allocated to this effort under the 
bill, but it’s our hope and expectation 
that NIH will choose to create the net- 
work and build on the important work 
in pediatric research that it already 
supports. 

In the last Congress, this same bill 
was considered and approved by the 
Energy and Commerce Committee and 
the full House by voice vote. It was 
also included in a broader children’s 
health bill at the end of the session, 
but it failed to be considered in the 
Senate. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bipartisan effort to address pediatric 
research; and with that strong support, 
it’s my hope that we can encourage its 
passage in the Senate this time. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I yield such time as he may con- 
sume to the chairman of the full com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. UPTON). 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, this legis- 
lation, H.R. 225, the National Pediatric 
Research Network Act of 2013, indeed 
brings us a step closer to helping kids 
with unmet health needs, especially 
those with rare pediatric and genetic 
diseases. According to the NIH, there 
are more than 6,800 rare diseases, and 
most of them have no treatment or 
cure; and, yes, they primarily affect 
children. 

I’ve met a number of times with one 
family in my district, the Kennedys, 
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who have two precious little girls, 
Brielle and Brooke. I actually call 
them Sleeping Beauty and Cinderella. 
They have the rare disease called spi- 
nal muscular atrophy. They’re great 
kids, and Brielle and Brooke have been 
little warriors in our effort to make 
the National Pediatric Research Net- 
work a reality. 

It is so difficult to conduct research 
into these diseases due to the very 
small number of people with that dis- 
ease, but tonight we’re working to pro- 
vide families like the Kennedys and so 
many others with greater hope for a 
cure or advances in treatment. 

This bill is going to support and co- 
ordinate research on rare pediatric and 
genetic diseases and help improve the 
health and well-being of these kids af- 
flicted with these diseases. 

This bill establishes a national pedi- 
atric research network comprised of 
pediatric research consortia. These 
consortia are a proven way to over- 
come the gaps in research. They in- 
clude leading institutions that act as 
partners to consolidate and coordinate 
research efforts. They’re going to pro- 
mote efficiency and collaboration, 
which is especially important when a 
disease impacts just a small number of 
kids. 

This bill is in essence the same bill as 
H.R. 6163 of the last Congress, which 
passed in September and was part of S. 
1440 in December of 2012. Last month, 
in January, our committee, the Energy 
and Commerce Committee, passed this 
legislation on a very broad bipartisan 
voice vote. 

I want to particularly commend the 
author of the legislation, LOIS CAPPS. I 
want to thank CATHY MCMORRIS ROD- 
GERS on our side, the Republican side, 
for her leadership, as well as JOE PITTS, 
Mr. WAXMAN, and others. This is a bill 
that all of us should support, and I 
would urge my colleagues to do the 
same thing. 

It was unfortunate that last year it 
took the House a little while to pass 
this; and in the last waning days of the 
session, we couldn’t get the Senate to 
move. This year, there’s a reason why 
this is now one of the first bills to pass 
in the House: to give the Senate the 
time to get this thing done and get it 
to the President’s desk to have him 
sign it into law so that he can help not 
only the Kennedys in my district, but 
the Kennedys literally in every district 
around the country and so many kids 
that deserve our help. We can make a 
difference tonight, and we will when we 
pass this on a bipartisan vote. 

I thank all those Members and staff, 
particularly, for getting this to the 
floor in such a timely fashion. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I now 
yield 4 minutes to the sponsor of the 
legislation, the gentlewoman from 
California (Mrs. CAPPS). 

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague 
for yielding. 
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 225, the National Pediatric Re- 
search Network Act. 

I want to associate myself with the 
remarks of our committee chairman, 
Mr. UPTON. He has a family dear to his 
heart, as I have one too; and they re- 
flect families across this country for 
whom this bill will provide a stronger 
glimmer of hope for the future. 

This is a bipartisan bill. It will im- 
prove research in clinical trials on pe- 
diatric diseases, train future pediatric 
researchers, and disseminate research 
findings quickly so that all children 
may benefit. 

It does not replace our current pedi- 
atric research investments, but instead 
builds upon the work already being 
done at the National Institutes of 
Health and at so many research centers 
across the country by creating re- 
search consortia to form a nationwide 
network of pediatric researchers. This 
is important to make sure that we are 
always working with the most current 
science and that this information is 
quickly shared and verified. 

This bill will also expand the geo- 
graphic scope of research, giving sick 
kids easier access to research programs 
and clinical trials. Moreover, this bill 
will help a wider variety of institutions 
participate in this critical research 
while providing training grounds for 
our next generation of pediatric re- 
searchers. 

Another key feature of this bill is 
that it will place an added emphasis on 
researching children’s rare diseases and 
develop new treatments to fight them. 

My colleagues have heard me talk be- 
fore about diseases like spinal mus- 
cular atrophy just referenced by our 
committee chair. This does not just af- 
fect a sick child, but it also fundamen- 
tally changes the daily lives of their 
family, their school, their community. 
The low prevalence of such diseases 
makes them particularly hard to re- 
search. But for those affected, a new 
cure or treatment could mean a world 
of difference. 

The National Pediatric Research Net- 
work Act will be an important step for- 
ward to helping these families and 
those who may develop these diseases 
long into the future. 
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I am a nurse, a mother, and a grand- 
mother as well, and I am very pleased 
to have authored this bill that will 
help bring more treatments and cures 
to many children. 

Children have unique health care ex- 
periences, treatment needs, research 
challenges; and while public and pri- 
vate research has come a very long way 
on pediatric diseases over the years, we 
know that we are still far behind on 
important diagnostics, cures, and 
treatments for far too many of our ail- 
ing children, which is why this bill is 
so important. 
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I especially thank Representative 
CATHY MCMORRIS RODGERS for co-lead- 
ing this bill through two Congresses 
with me and for all her hard work on 
children’s health issues. I want to 
thank the leadership of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee. Chairman 
UPTON I have referenced, but I also 
thank Ranking Member WAXMAN, 
Chairman PITTS, Ranking Member 
PALLONE, and their staffs for their 
dedication to this bill. I especially 
thank Ruth Katz for helping us move 
this bill through the committee quick- 
ly. I thank my colleague Congress- 
woman DEGETTE, who has worked on 
this bill with me for many years. 

Finally, I would like to thank my 
constituents Bill and Victoria Strong 
for their tireless work on behalf of 
their daughter, Gwendolyn, and all the 
children with spinal muscular atrophy 
and other rare diseases. For them, I 
wear a particular bracelet, which 
reads: ‘‘Never give up.” Gwendolyn, 
who it was once thought would never 
live past age 2, is now in kindergarten. 
The work her parents, Bill and Vic- 
toria, do day in and day out to make 
their daughter’s world a little better is 
so inspiring. The dedication of her par- 
ents and their medical team truly al- 
lows Gwendolyn to live life to the full- 
est. They have shown how entire com- 
munities can come together and fight 
diseases like SMA. 

I urge my colleagues to follow their 
example. Come together, and support 
this bill today so we can do all we can 
to make it law. 

Mr. Speaker, the National Pediatric 
Research Network Act is an important 
bill, not just for current and future re- 
searchers, but for sick children and for 
their families. It is a bipartisan meas- 
ure that received overwhelming sup- 
port in the 112th Congress, and it’s the 
right thing to do, so I urge its full sup- 
port. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. HARPER). 

Mr. HARPER. I rise today to speak 
about the importance of the National 
Pediatric Research Network Act of 
2013. This bill rightfully develops pedi- 
atric research consortia to identify and 
promote therapies for rare childhood 
diseases. 

One of the disorders that this pro- 
posal targets is spinal muscular atro- 
phy, or SMA, which is the number one 
genetic killer of children under the age 
of 2. This often unforgiving neuro- 
logical disease leaves children weak 
and unable to move, breathe, swallow 
or talk; but research is promising and 
a cure is close. 

Recently, a friend of mine, Jeff Hor- 
ton from my home county in Mis- 
sissippi, shared with my office that his 
daughter, Evie, who has SMA, had an 
encouraging visit with an SMA spe- 
cialist in Dallas. You see, Evie has 
toured the country and has met with 
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experts devoted to advancing new and 
innovative SMA therapies. As a result, 
Evie’s quality of life continues to im- 
prove as she gains mobility and a sense 
of independence. 

I urge you today to please support 
this legislation for Evie and others, 
such as her cousin, Reese, and the 
many other families that are affected 
by rare childhood diseases. This is 
something that we can do and that we 
should do. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further requests for time. At this 
point, I would urge the passage of the 
legislation, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to include in the RECORD CBO’s cost es- 
timate for H.R. 225. The cost estimate 
was not available when the committee 
filed its report on the bill. 

I urge all Members to support this 
important legislation. With that, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 


U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 
Washington, DC, February 4, 2013. 
Hon. FRED UPTON, 
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The Congressional 
Budget Office has prepared the enclosed cost 
estimate for H.R. 225, the National Pediatric 
Research Network Act of 2013. 

If you wish further details on this esti- 
mate, we will be pleased to provide them. 
The CBO staff contact is Jamease Miles, who 
can be reached at 226-9010. 

Sincerely, 
DOUGLAS W. ELMENDORF. 

Enclosure. 

H.R. 225—National Pediatric Research Network 
Act of 2013 

H.R. 225 would authorize the Director of 
the National Institutes of Health (NIH) to es- 
tablish a National Pediatric Research Net- 
work that could provide support for research 
and training at up to 20 pediatric research 
consortia for up to five years. The bill would 
require the Director of NIH to establish a 
data coordinating center for the consortia. 
Upon request by the Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention (CDC), consortia partici- 
pating in the program would be required to 
provide assistance to the CDC to establish or 
expand surveillance systems, such as patient 
registries. 

NIH currently supports many research net- 
works that support research and training fo- 
cused on pediatric health care needs and op- 
erates data coordinating centers for those 
networks. Those networks perform essen- 
tially the same activities as the consortia 
described in the bill. Existing networks do 
not routinely provide assistance to the CDC 
to establish surveillance systems. Based on 
information provided by NIH, CBO estimates 
that implementing H.R. 225 would have no 
effect on the number of research consortia or 
data coordinating centers that NIH would 
support. CBO expects that CDC would re- 
quest assistance from a few networks to es- 
tablish surveillance systems. Based on past 
coordination involving patient registries, 
CBO expects that the cost of providing such 
support would total about $1 million over 
five years. Thus, CBO estimates that imple- 
menting H.R. 225 would cost $1 million over 
the 2014-2018 period, assuming the avail- 
ability of appropriated funds. 
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Enacting the bill would not affect direct 
spending or revenues; therefore, pay-as-you- 
go procedures do not apply. 

H.R. 225 contains no intergovernmental or 
private-sector mandates as defined in the 
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act and would 
not affect the budgets of state, local, or trib- 
al governments. 

The CBO staff contact for this estimate is 
Jamease Miles. The estimate was approved 
by Holly Harvey, Deputy Assistant Director 
for Budget Analysis. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to 
rise in support of H.R. 225, the National Pedi- 
atric Research Network Act of 2013. The 
House passed legislation similar to H.R. 225 
twice last year. | am hopeful that this time 
around we will get this bill over the finish line. 

H.R. 225 represents a bi-partisan effort to 
allow the National Institutes of Health (NIH) to 
establish a national pediatric research network 
dedicated to finding treatments and cures for 
pediatric diseases and conditions—especially 
those that are rare. The network would be 
comprised of up to 20 research consortia or 
groups of collaborating research institutions 
such as universities and hospitals. These con- 
sortia would be investigator-initiated and would 
conduct basic, clinical, behavioral, and 
translational research on pediatric diseases 
and conditions. NIH funding would be used to 
create the infrastructure necessary to carry out 
this research. 

Within the network, the NIH Director is in- 
structed to ensure that an appropriate number 
of awards go to those consortia that focus pri- 
marily on pediatric rare diseases such as spi- 
nal muscular atrophy—or SMA—or birth de- 
fects such as Down syndrome. Because these 
kinds of diseases and conditions are rare and 
some of the children who suffer from them are 
very fragile, it makes it difficult for them to 
travel great distances to participate in clinical 
trials or other research. This is often the case 
when—not infrequently—only one institution is 
conducting such research. The availability of 
consortia—by definition, multiple cooperating 
institutions—should make clinical research op- 
portunities far more accessible to these kids 
and their families. In turn, we would hope they 
would help speed up the time and effort in 
finding treatments and cures for these dev- 
astating diseases and conditions. 

In addition to the research itself, the con- 
sortia are expected to serve as training 
grounds for future pediatric researchers. Tradi- 
tionally, pediatric research has been under- 
funded. This has sometimes resulted in real 
challenges in recruiting the talent necessary to 
tackle diseases and conditions that affect 
kids—again, especially those that are rare. 
Thus, H.R. 225 places a special emphasis on 
pediatric research techniques with the goal of 
helping to “prime the pump” for a greater 
number of leading edge pediatric researchers. 

Taken together, the components of H.R. 
225 make for a package that would allow NIH 
to build on the strong body of pediatric re- 
search that it currently conducts and supports. 
| would encourage NIH to take full advantage 
of this opportunity. 

| want to commend all those members of 
the Energy and Commerce Committee who 
have come together to make H.R. 225 hap- 
pen. | especially want to the note the efforts 
of Congresswoman Capps and Congress- 
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woman McMorris RODGERS—the sponsors of 
this bill—for their tireless efforts to bring it be- 
fore us today. 

| urge my colleagues to vote “yes” on H.R. 
225. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| support the National Pediatric Research Net- 
work Act, H.R. 225. Thank you to Representa- 
tives CAPPS and MCMORRIS RODGERS for their 
continued leadership on this issue. 

This important bill will allow the National In- 
stitutes of Health to focus funding on re- 
searching rare and genetic pediatric diseases 
such as spinal muscular atrophy, muscular 
dystrophy, Down syndrome, and Fragile X. 
Because there are such a small number of 
incidences of these terrible diseases, they are 
extremely difficult to study. This bill takes 
steps toward giving our research community 
the tools necessary to increase research of an 
array of diseases that cause so much pain 
and suffering to children and their families. 

Increasing our nation’s commitment to re- 
searching rare pediatric diseases is an area 
that enjoys bipartisan support. | look forward 
to voting for this bill and urge my colleagues 
to do the same. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in support of H.R. 225, the “National 
Pediatric Research Action Network Act of 
2013.” This legislation would authorize the Na- 
tional Institutes of Health (NIH) to establish an 
up to 20 national pediatric research consortia. 
Each consortium will be a collaborative effort 
involving a leading pediatric medical center 
and numerous supporting institutions, and 
each will focus on both basic and translational 
research as well as training for new research- 
ers. Additionally, this Act seeks to bring much 
needed attention to pediatric rare diseases. 
The intent is to expand, enhance, and improve 
coordinated NIH pediatric research. 

As the Founder and Co-Chair of the Con- 
gressional Children’s Caucus | have been a 
tireless advocate on behalf of our nation’s chil- 
dren for decades and an avid supporter of 
children’s health. 

Improved coordination under the guidance 
of the NIH will only enhance the communica- 
tion and collaborative efforts between leading 
regional pediatric medical center and sup- 
porting smaller community centers. This will 
enable researchers to develop and hone their 
research on rare pediatric diseases such as 
spinal muscular atrophy, in addition to serving 
as training centers for new cutting edge re- 
search in this field. Researchers like those 
who work for the Pediatric Research Center. 

Located in Houston, TX, the Pediatric Cen- 
ter is the premier research center within the 
University of Texas Health Science Center. 
Researchers who work at the center are cur- 
rently working diligently to identifying the 
causes of disorders that affect children. They 
are experts in their fields and working on a va- 
riety of issues. One of which is trying to iden- 
tify genes that result in birth defects. 

Across our nation, birth disabilities, develop- 
mental disorders, and prematurity are leading 
cause of death in children, affecting nearly 
25% of both newborns and children. We must 
support efforts to improve research. According 
to the Texas Department of State Health Serv- 
ices as of 2009, over 19,000 Texas babies are 
born each year with one or more major struc- 
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tural malformations or chromosomal anoma- 
lies. 

For every 10,000 live births, about six births 
are affected by neural tube defects; 11 babies 
are born with cleft lip, and 13 are born with 
Down syndrome. Approximately 28.9% of all 
babies born from 1999092008 with birth de- 
fects have more than one major birth defect. 
Certain birth defects exhibit higher rates in 
some racial/ethnic groups than others. 

Birth defects are also the leading cause of 
death among infants in Texas. From 
1999092008, 5.3% of all live born babies de- 
livered with a birth defect died; most died be- 
fore their first birthday (4.6%) and 29% of all 
deaths to live born babies before their first 
birthday occurred among babies with a birth 
defect. 

In 2010, birth defects resulted in nearly 
42,000 hospitalizations among infants in 
Texas, with total charges over $2.2 billion, 
based on hospital discharge data. The aver- 
age length of stay was 6.2 days and the aver- 
age cost was $53,000 per hospitalization. 
While the average cost per hospitalization is 
comparable to national data, due to the large 
population of Texas relative to other states, 
total cost of hospitalization for infants with 
birth defects is high. 

Texas has unique concerns about some of 
the potential causes of birth defects such as 
those concerning environmental pollutants 
(hazardous waste sites, air pollution, drinking 
water contaminants), health disparities (in- 
come, ethnicity), and maternal factors (diabe- 
tes, obesity). 

Effective collaboration with the NIH could re- 
sult in finding cures and treatments to prevent 
these deaths. Treatments of diseases like Spi- 
nal Muscular Atrophy. 

Spinal muscular atrophy (SMA) Types |, II, 
and Ill are a group of hereditary diseases that 
cause weakness and the destruction of vol- 
untary muscles in the arms and legs of infants 
and children. 

An estimated one in 40 people are carriers 
of SMA and if both parents are carriers, 
there’s a 25 percent chance of their child hav- 
ing SMA. 

Most babies born with SMA Type I, die be- 
fore their 2nd birthday. It is the number 1 ge- 
netic killer of children under the age of 2 in the 
United States. As it stands, there is no cure 
for SMA; however, | hope the research that is 
generated as the result of this bill will lead to 
great strides in tackling this devastating ill- 
ness. 

As we consider this measure, let us reflect 
upon the thousands of children’s lives that 
might be saved as a result of this bill. 

STORY OF AVERY 

Lives like that of baby Avery, who was born 
in Texas. Avery, at 5 months old was diag- 
nosed with Type 1 SMA and her parents were 
given the grim prognosis that their precious 
child would only live for another 18 months. 
Sadly for Avery’s time with us was brief. Just 
prior to her passing, her father Mike pledged 
that he would work to raise SMA awareness. 
Today we have an opportunity to help Mike 
achieve his promise and through research and 
the debate on the floor today draw further at- 
tention to SMA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
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the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PITTS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 225. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


a 


CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
THE SITUATION IN OR IN RELA- 
TION TO COTE D’IVOIRE—MES- 
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 113-8) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer- 
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na- 
tional emergency, unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be- 
yond the anniversary date. In accord- 
ance with this provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na- 
tional emergency declared in Executive 
Order 13396 of February 7, 2006, with re- 
spect to the situation in or in relation 
to Cote d’Ivoire is to continue in effect 
beyond February 7, 2013. 

The situation in or in relation to 
Cote d’Ivoire, which has been addressed 
by the United Nations Security Council 
in Resolution 1572 of November 15, 2004, 
and subsequent resolutions, has re- 
sulted in the massacre of large num- 
bers of civilians, widespread human 
rights abuses, significant political vio- 
lence and unrest, and fatal attacks 
against international peacekeeping 
forces. Since the inauguration of Presi- 
dent Alassane Ouattara in May 2011, 
the Government of Cote d’Ivoire has 
made progress in advancing democratic 
freedoms and economic development. 
While the Government of Cote d’Ivoire 
and its people continue to make 
progress towards peace and prosperity, 
the situation in or in relation to Cote 
dIvoire continues to pose an unusual 
and extraordinary threat to the na- 
tional security and foreign policy of 
the United States. For these reasons, I 
have determined that it is necessary to 
continue the national emergency and 
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related measures blocking the property 
of certain persons contributing to the 
conflict in Cote d’Ivoire. 
BARACK OBAMA. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 4, 2013. 


EEE 
RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 6:30 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 36 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 


Ee 


1830 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SHIMKUS) at 6 o’clock and 
30 minutes p.m. 


ee 


PROVIDING FOR A JOINT SESSION 
OF CONGRESS TO RECEIVE A 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
send to the desk a privileged concur- 
rent resolution and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the concurrent reso- 
lution, as follows: 

H. Con. RES. 11 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), 

That the two Houses of Congress assemble 
in the Hall of the House of Representatives 
on Tuesday, February 12, 2013, at 9 p.m., for 
the purpose of receiving such communica- 
tion as the President of the United States 
shall be pleased to make to them. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


eS 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 225, by the yeas and nays; 

H.R. 297, by the yeas and nays. 

The first electronic vote will be con- 
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 


SEE 


NATIONAL PEDIATRIC RESEARCH 
NETWORK ACT OF 2013 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 225) to amend title IV of the 
Public Health Service Act to provide 
for a National Pediatric Research Net- 
work, including with respect to pedi- 
atric rare diseases or conditions, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PITTS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 375, nays 27, 
not voting 29, as follows: 

[Roll No. 31] 


YEAS—875 
Alexander DeSantis Jeffries 
Amodei DesJarlais Jenkins 
Andrews Deutch Johnson (GA) 
Bachmann Diaz-Balart Johnson (OH) 
Bachus Dingell Johnson, E. B. 
Barletta Doggett Johnson, Sam 
Barr Doyle Jones 
Barrow (GA) Duckworth Jordan 
Barton Duffy Joyce 
Bass Duncan (TN) Kaptur 
Beatty Edwards Keating 
Becerra Ellison Kelly 
Benishek Ellmers Kennedy 
Bentivolio Engel Kildee 
Bera (CA) Enyart Kilmer 
Bilirakis Eshoo Kind 
Bishop (NY) Esty King (IA) 
Bishop (UT) Farenthold King (NY) 
Black Fattah Kinzinger (IL) 
Bonamici Fincher Kirkpatrick 
Bonner Fitzpatrick Kline 
Boustany Fleischmann Kuster 
Brady (PA) Fleming LaMalfa 
Brady (TX) Flores Lamborn 
Braley (IA) Forbes Lance 
Brooks (IN) Foster Langevin 
Brownley (CA) Frankel (FL) Lankford 
Buchanan Franks (AZ) Larson (CT) 
Bucshon Frelinghuysen Latham 
Burgess Fudge Latta 
Bustos Gallego Lee (CA) 
Calvert Garamendi Levin 
Camp Garcia Lewis 
Campbell Gardner Lipinski 
Cantor Garrett LoBiondo 
Capito Gerlach Loebsack 
Capps Gibbs Lofgren 
Cardenas Gibson Long 
Carney Gingrey (GA) Lowenthal 
Carson (IN) Goodlatte Lowey 
Carter Gosar Lucas 
Cartwright Gowdy Luetkemeyer 
Cassidy Granger Lujan Grisham 
Castor (FL) Graves (MO) (NM) 
Castro (TX) Grayson Lujan, Ben Ray 
Chabot Green, Al (NM) 
Chaffetz Green, Gene Lynch 
Chu Griffin (AR) Maffei 
Cicilline Griffith (VA) Maloney, 
Clarke Grijalva Carolyn 
Clay Grimm Maloney, Sean 
Clyburn Guthrie Marino 
Coble Gutierrez Markey 
Coffman Hahn Matheson 
Cohen Hal Matsui 
Cole Hanabusa McCarthy (CA) 
Collins (GA) Hanna McCarthy (NY) 
Collins (NY) Harper McCaul 
Connolly Harris McCollum 
Cook Hartzler McDermott 
Cooper Hastings (FL) McGovern 
Costa Hastings (WA) McHenry 
Courtney Heck (NV) McIntyre 
Cramer Heck (WA) McKeon 
Crawford Hensarling McKinley 
Crenshaw Higgins MeMorris 
Crowley Himes Rodgers 
Cuellar Hinojosa Meadows 
Culberson Holding Meehan 
Cummings Holt Meng 
Daines Honda Messer 
Davis (CA) Horsford Mica 
Davis, Danny Hoyer Michaud 
Davis, Rodney Huelskamp Miller (FL) 
DeFazio Huffman Miller (MI) 
DeGette Hultgren Miller, Gary 
Delaney Hunter Miller, George 
DeLauro Hurt Moore 
DelBene Israel Mulvaney 
Denham Issa Murphy (FL) 
Dent Jackson Lee Murphy (PA) 
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CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL GME SUP- 
PORT REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 
2013 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 297) to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to reauthorize sup- 
port for graduate medical education 
programs in children’s hospitals, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PITTS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 352, nays 50, 
not voting 29, as follows: 

[Roll No. 32] 


Nadler Rogers (KY) Stewart 
Napolitano Rogers (MI) Swalwell (CA) 
Neal Rokita Takano 
Negrete McLeod Rooney Terry 
Noem Ros-Lehtinen Thompson (CA) 
Nolan Roskam Thompson (MS) 
Nugent Ross Thompson (PA) 
Nunes Rothfus Thornberry 
Nunnelee Roybal-Allard Tiberi 
O’Rourke Royce Tierney 
Olson Ruiz Tipton 
Owens Runyan Titus 
Palazzo Ruppersberger Tonko 
Pallone Ryan (OH) Tsongas 
Pascrell Ryan (WI) Turner 
Pastor (AZ) Salmon Upton 
Paulsen Sanchez, Linda Valadao 
Payne T, Van Hollen 
Pearce Sanchez, Loretta Vargas 
Pelosi Sarbanes Veasey 
Perlmutter Scalise Vela 
Perry Schakowsky Velázquez 
Peters (CA) Schiff Visclosky 
Peters (MI) Schneider Wagner 
Peterson Schock Walden 
Petri Schrader Walorski 
Pingree (ME) Schwartz Walz 
Pittenger Schweikert Wasserman 
Pitts Scott (VA) Schultz 
Pocan Scott, Austin Waters 
Polis Sensenbrenner Watt 
Pompeo Serrano Waxman 
Posey Sessions Webster (FL) 
Price (GA) Sewell (AL) Welch 
Price (NC) Shea-Porter Wenstrup 
Quigley Sherman Westmoreland 
Rahall Shimkus Whitfield 
Rangel Shuster Williams 
Reed Sinema Wilson (FL) 
Reichert Sires Wilson (SC) 
Renacci Slaughter Wittman 
Rice (SC) Smith (NE) Wolf 
Rigell Smith (NJ) Womack 
Roby Smith (TX) Yarmuth 
Roe (TN) Southerland Yoder 
Rogers (AL) Speier Young (IN) 
NAYS—27 

Amash Hudson Poe (TX) 
Bridenstine Huizenga (MI) Radel 
Broun (GA) Labrador Ribble 
Conaway Lummis Rohrabacher 
Cotton Marchant Stockman 
Duncan (SC) Massie Stutzman 
Foxx McClintock Weber (TX) 
Gohmert Mullin Woodall 
Graves (GA) Neugebauer Yoho 

NOT VOTING—29 
Aderholt Conyers Richmond 
Barber Farr Rush 
Bishop (GA) Fortenberry Scott, David 
Blackburn Gabbard Simpson 
Blumenauer Herrera Beutler Smith (WA) 
Brooks (AL) Kingston Stivers 
Brown (FL Larsen (WA. 
ast Mae j Walberg. 
Capuano Meeks ze a 
Cleaver Moran 7 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 


1853 
Messrs. STOCKMAN, CONAWAY, 
Mrs. LUMMIS, Messrs. ROHR- 
ABACHER, STUTZMAN, NEUGE- 


BAUER, POE of Texas, and HUDSON 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
“nay.” 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT changed his vote 
from “nay” to “yea.” 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


YEAS—352 
Alexander Cummings Hastings (WA) 
Amodei Daines Heck (NV) 
Andrews Davis (CA) Heck (WA) 
Bachmann Davis, Danny Higgins 
Bachus DeFazio Himes 
Barletta DeGette Hinojosa 
Barr Delaney Holding 
Barrow (GA) DeLauro Holt 
Barton DelBene Honda 
Bass Denham Horsford 
Beatty Dent Hoyer 
Becerra DeSantis Hudson 
Benishek Deutch Huffman 
Bera (CA) Diaz-Balart Huizenga (MI) 
Bilirakis Dingell Hultgren 
Bishop (NY) Doggett Hunter 
Bishop (UT) Doyle Hurt 
Black Duckworth Israel 
Bonamici Duffy Issa 
Bonner Edwards Jackson Lee 
Boustany Ellison Jeffries 
Brady (PA) Ellmers Johnson (GA) 
Brady (TX) Engel Johnson (OH) 
Braley (IA) Enyart Johnson, E. B. 
Brooks (IN) Eshoo Johnson, Sam 
Brownley (CA) Esty Jones 
Buchanan Farenthold Joyce 
Bucshon Fattah Kaptur 
Burgess Fincher Keating 
Bustos Fitzpatrick Kelly 
Calvert Fleischmann Kennedy 
Camp Forbes Kildee 
Campbell Foster Kilmer 
Cantor Frankel (FL) Kind 
Capito Frelinghuysen King (NY) 
Capps Fudge Kinzinger (IL) 
Cardenas Gallego Kirkpatrick 
Carney Garamendi Kline 
Carson (IN) Garcia Kuster 
Carter Gardner LaMalfa 
Cartwright Gerlach Lance 
Cassidy Gibbs Langevin 
Castor (FL) Gibson Larson (CT) 
Castro (TX) Gingrey (GA) Latham 
Chabot Goodlatte Latta 
Chaffetz Gosar Lee (CA) 
Chu Granger Levin 
Cicilline Graves (MO) Lewis 
Clarke Grayson Lipinski 
Clay Green, Al LoBiondo 
Clyburn Green, Gene Lofgren 
Coble Griffin (AR) Long 
Coffman Griffith (VA) Lowenthal 
Cohen Grijalva Lowey 
Cole Grimm Lucas 
Collins (NY) Guthrie Luetkemeyer 
Connolly Gutierrez Lujan Grisham 
Cook Hahn (NM) 
Cooper Hall Lujan, Ben Ray 
Costa Hanabusa (NM) 
Courtney Hanna Lynch 
Crawford Harper Maffei 
Crenshaw Harris Maloney, 
Crowley Hartzler Carolyn 
Cuellar Hastings (FL) Maloney, Sean 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 


Amash 
Bentivolio 
Bridenstine 
Broun (GA) 
Collins (GA) 
Conaway 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Culberson 
Davis, Rodney 
DesJarlais 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Fleming 
Flores 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 


Aderholt 
Barber 
Bishop (GA) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Brooks (AL) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cleaver 
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Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanchez, Linda 
Ts 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 


NAYS—50 


Garrett 
Gohmert 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Hensarling 
Huelskamp 
Jenkins 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lankford 
Loebsack 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Massie 
McClintock 


Conyers 

Farr 
Fortenberry 
Gabbard 
Herrera Beutler 
Kingston 
Larsen (WA) 
McNerney 
Meeks 

Moran 


Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (IN) 


Mulvaney 
Neugebauer 
Pearce 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Radel 

Rice (SC) 
Rokita 
Salmon 
Schweikert 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Weber (TX) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Yoho 


NOT VOTING—29 


Richmond 
Rush 

Scott, David 
Simpson 
Smith (WA) 
Stivers 
Walberg 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 


ing. 
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Mr. BENTIVOLIO changed his vote 
from “yea” to “nay.” 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 31, H.R. 225—National Pediatric Re- 
search Network Act of 2013, had | been 
present, | would have voted “yea.” 

On rollcall No. 31, H.R. 297—Children’s 
Hospital GME Support Reauthorization Act of 
2013, had | been present, | would have voted 
“yea.” 


a 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 444, REQUIRE PRESIDENTIAL 
LEADERSHIP AND NO DEFICIT 
ACT 


Mr. WOODALL, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 1138-8) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 48) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 444) to require that, if the 
President’s fiscal year 2014 budget does 
not achieve balance in a fiscal year 
covered by such budget, the President 
shall submit a supplemental unified 
budget by April 1, 2013, which identifies 
a fiscal year in which balance is 
achieved, and for other purposes, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 


EEE 


LET’S START BUDGETING 
RESPONSIBLY 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, the only way for Wash- 
ington to control its spending problem 
is to start budgeting, and budgeting re- 
sponsibly. 

House Republicans have passed re- 
sponsible budgets for 2 consecutive 
years that restore economic growth 
and reduce our deficits. Unfortunately, 
the Senate has not passed a budget in 
4 years, and today the President missed 
the deadline for submitting his own 
budget to Congress for the fourth time 
in the last 5 years. 

You don’t have to look much further 
than these facts to learn why Wash- 
ington has such a hard time living 
within its means. For this reason, the 
House is advancing a series of initia- 
tives to force Washington’s hand. 

On January 23, 2013, the Chamber 
passed the No Budget, No Pay Act, 
which forces the Senate to pass a budg- 
et or Members of Congress will lose 
their pay. This week the House will 
consider legislation forcing the Presi- 
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dent to produce a balanced budget or 
submit a plan that indicates the ear- 
liest year he believes fiscal balance can 
be achieved. 

Hardworking Americans run their 
households by setting a budget and 
then living within those means. It’s 
time for Washington to do the same. 


EEE 
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PULSE OF TEXAS—RONALD FROM 
KINGWOOD, TEXAS 


(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Ron- 
ald from Kingwood, Texas, writes me 
this: 

My family and I paid taxes, raised a fam- 
ily, contributed to the community and our 
church. But we are very disappointed in 
Washington. Our government is spending 
money it doesn’t have. And our President 
says, in other words, Tax those Americans 
who have worked hard, balanced their house- 
hold budgets, saved, and have been success- 
ful. 

My wife and I always thought that was the 
American Dream. In 2018, our taxes have 
gone up. Why? Why? Why? Because Congress 
doesn’t cut its spending. There should be no 
tax increases on any Americans until there 
are significant spending cuts. Normal Ameri- 
cans can’t simply borrow money. So why 
should government? I’ve worked hard for 
what I’ve achieved. Now why should we pay 
more taxes just because Washington has a 
spending addiction? 

Mr. Speaker, we can’t tax our way 
and spend our way into prosperity. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


—— 


REMEMBERING THEODORE “TED” 
W. OGLE 


(Mr. ROKITA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and salute a re- 
markable Hoosier, Theodore ‘‘Ted’’ W. 
Ogle. He was a true leader in his home 
of Columbus, Indiana. He left us way 
too soon. 

Mr. Ogle served his community in 
many ways, including as a youth sports 
official and coach, as a board member 
of the Big Brothers and Big Sisters, 
and for 16 years on the Columbus City 
Council. Most recently, he served local 
Republicans as county and district 
chair. He was my dear friend. 

I got to know Ted best when I first 
ran for office and needed his support. 
Ted said he was happy to see me but 
that his boys had a swim meet, and if 
I needed to see him, it was going to 
have to be there. So off I went to see 
him that day. To be honest, I probably 
learned more about swimming than 
politics. 

As this Chamber knows, politics can 
be a tough business. There’s always an- 
other meeting, another event, another 
obligation. It is all too easy to push 
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our family life to the back burner. In 
his own quiet but direct way, Ted 
showed me where he set his priorities, 
and when it came time for me to have 
a wife and children, where I should set 
mine. I try to do that. 

That was Ted Ogle—a man truly 
committed to God, his family, his 
country, and his party. I will miss his 
friendship, counsel, and most of all, his 
good example. 


ES 


A REMEMBRANCE OF THE HEROES 
OF THE SPACE SHUTTLE ‘CO- 
LUMBIA—STS”’ 109 


(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, on April 12, 
1981, the space shuttle Columbia blasted 
off into space to launch America’s 
space shuttle program. She would com- 
plete 28 missions, with over 300 days in 
space. As every American knows, we 
lost Columbia as she came home on 
February 1, 2003. We all mourn the 
seven brave astronauts who lost their 
lives that day. We’ll never forget Com- 
mander Rick Husband, Pilot Willie 
McCool, and the five mission special- 
ists: Michael Anderson, David Brown, 
Kalpana Chawla, Ilan Ramon from 
Israel, and Laurel Clark. 

As a Member of Congress who grew 
up with astronauts, I have been blessed 
to meet some of the families of Colum- 
bia’s last crew. One of them said words 
T’ll never forget: 

In their final moments, Columbia and her 
crew came home to Texas. 

May the Columbia crew rest in peace 
with our eternal thoughts and bless- 
ings. 


EE 


REMEMBERING FORMER NEW 
YORK MAYOR ED KOCH 


(Mr. ENGEL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. ENGEL. This morning, I at- 
tended the funeral of former Congress- 
man and former mayor Ed Koch in New 
York City. Ed was larger than life. He 
was a great mayor of the city of New 
York, a fantastic Congressman before 
that, and a personal friend of mine and 
so many others. It’s generally thought 
that Ed was the one who brought New 
York City back from the bad days— 
starting the good days. He was the 
quintessential mayor of New York, 
walking up and down the streets when 
he was mayor, asking people, ‘‘How am 
I doing?” 

I just want to say this body had the 
good fortune to have had Ed Koch as 
one of its Members, and New York City 
had the good fortune to have him as 
mayor for three terms, and I had the 
good fortune to have him as my friend. 
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In later years, he and I would meet pe- 
riodically and go out for lunch at one 
of the restaurants downtown in mid- 
Manhattan. Ed would always pick the 
restaurant and be as feisty as ever. He 
was a very proud, proud New Yorker, 
and we are very proud of Congressman 
and Mayor Ed Koch. I will miss him 
dearly, as will all of New York and 
America. May he rest in peace. 


Ee 


CONGRESSIONAL PRAYER CAUCUS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HUDSON). Under the Speaker’s an- 
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. FORBES) 
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des- 
ignee of the majority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on the sub- 
ject of this Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I appre- 
ciate the opportunity to come to the 
floor tonight to discuss our Nation’s 
rich spiritual heritage and the founda- 
tion it laid for the religious freedoms 
we still enjoy today. I’m hosting this 
Special Order hour as founder and co- 
chairman of the Congressional Prayer 
Caucus, a bipartisan group with more 
than 90 Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives dedicated to protecting re- 
ligious freedom in America and pre- 
serving our Nation’s rich spiritual her- 
itage. I co-chair this caucus with my 
good friend, Mr. MIKE MCINTYRE, a 
Democrat Member from North Caro- 
lina. We founded the caucus in 2005 to 
formally acknowledge the important 
role that faith plays in American life 
and to recognize our Nation’s religious 
heritage. We’re working to guard these 
legacies for future generations. 

Members of the Congressional Prayer 
Caucus gather each week in the United 
States Capitol, just a few feet from 
here, to pray for our Nation. We leave 
political labels at the door and we join 
in prayer for one another and our coun- 
try. We all know how unusual it is in 
the current political climate for Mem- 
bers to unite across the aisle and work 
together. Yet throughout the more 
than 200-year history of our Nation, 
prayer has played a vital role in 
strengthening the fabric of our society. 

Mr. Speaker, our prayers build upon 
the legacy that was established by 
early legislators. In fact, the first act 
of America’s first Congress in 1774 was 
to ask a minister to open with prayer 
and lead Congress in the reading of 
four chapters of the Bible. As our fledg- 
ling Nation grew and encountered over- 
whelming challenges, time and time 
again we saw our Nation’s leaders turn 
to God in prayer. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


We live in a challenging time. Wher- 
ever I go, I encounter people who want 
to know if the future of America is op- 
timistic or pessimistic. When I review 
the insurmountable challenges our Na- 
tion overcame to get to this point—the 
Civil War, World War II, the Great De- 
pression, and so many more—lI believe 
our future is optimistic. As long as 
there are men and women in our gov- 
ernment and throughout our Nation 
who continue to turn to God for help, 
we'll always have hope. 

In addition to joining in prayer each 
week, members of the Prayer Caucus 
also work together to preserve the 
presence of religion, faith, and moral- 
ity in the marketplace of ideas. We’re 
seeing increased efforts to remove ref- 
erences to God and faith from the pub- 
lic square. Activists seek to remove 
“God”? from our national motto and 
Pledge of Allegiance. They seek to pre- 
vent city and county councils from 
praying and recognizing our Nation’s 
spiritual heritage. And they seek to si- 
lence people who wish to live out their 
faith. 
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Members of the Prayer Caucus have 
countered these efforts, successfully 
ensuring that our history remains in- 
tact for future generations. 

In the 112th Congress, I introduced a 
resolution reaffirming our national 
motto ‘‘In God We Trust” and encour- 
aging its public display in public build- 
ings. The measure passed overwhelm- 
ingly by a vote of 396-9. Some ask why 
we needed to reaffirm our national 
motto; yet if left unstated, the motto 
could be changed in a de facto manner. 

On November 2010, before a worldwide 
audience in a much publicized speech 
focusing on the United States’ rela- 
tionship with the Muslim world, Presi- 
dent Obama incorrectly proclaimed 
that our national motto was “E 
Pluribus Unum.” Despite a bipartisan 
letter from 42 Members of Congress, 
the President didn’t correct his inac- 
curate statement. Now, thanks to the 
House passage of the In God We Trust 
resolution, children across America 
know that if God can be displayed on 
the walls of their classroom, they can- 
not be prevented from talking about 
him at school. 

Members of the Prayer Caucus also 
worked to correct inaccuracies and 
omissions in the Capitol Visitor Cen- 
ter. In 2008, the over-half-billion-dollar 
Capitol Visitor Center opened for the 
purpose of educating over 15,000 Capitol 
visitors daily on the legislative proc- 
ess, aS well as the history and develop- 
ment of the architecture and art of the 
U.S. Capitol. 

When Members toured the facility, 
however, CVC historians had censored 
the building of any references to our 
Judeo-Christian history. They had re- 
placed the inscription of ‘‘In God We 
Trust” inscribed right behind you on 
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the Speaker’s rostrum with stars and a 
replica of the House Chamber and had 
cropped an actual picture of the Cham- 
ber so you could not see the words ‘‘In 
God We Trust.”’ 

Additionally, a plaque was placed in 
the CVC falsely educating visitors that 
the national motto was E Pluribus 
Unum. They had not included the 
Pledge of Allegiance in the CVC be- 
cause it referenced God. Only after 
Members of Congress intervened pub- 
licly and legislatively were these omis- 
sions and inaccuracies corrected. 

I am proud to partner with my good 
friend, Mr. MIKE MCINTYRE, in leading 
this extraordinary group of Members in 
the Congressional Prayer Caucus, and 
I’m so pleased to be joined this evening 
by my colleagues who are working to 
protect religious freedom in America 
and around the world. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would 
like to yield to my colleague and my 
good friend from New Mexico (Mr. 
PEARCE). 

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding and for his work on the 
Prayer Caucus. I would also acknowl- 
edge my good friend, MIKE MCINTYRE, 
for his work. This idea of religious free- 
dom and liberty is indeed a bipartisan 
issue. 

Our Founding Fathers came here 
from countries that had monarchs— 
kings—kings that could tell a person 
who they were to marry, what job they 
could have, what level of education 
they might attain. They could tell you 
what church you must be a member of. 
It was those state-ordained religions 
that many came to this country to get 
away from. They came here with an 
idea of a government that could only 
declare what your freedoms were, not 
limit those freedoms. It was that free- 
dom of religion that caused many of 
the colonies to be organized dif- 
ferently, by different faiths—and some 
by no faith at all. It was in that back- 
drop that the Constitution was written 
which caused our Founding Fathers 
great pause. 

The initial Constitution was written 
and could not be ratified. It could not 
be ratified by enough States until more 
freedoms were added, more freedoms 
that began with the First Amendment 
to the Constitution, the amendment 
that declared that we would have reli- 
gious freedoms, that the government 
could make no laws concerning those 
freedoms. 

Our Founding Fathers well under- 
stood the value of free and open expres- 
sion of religious faith, one that was 
free from the tentacles of government, 
one that was free for each person to 
choose, to exercise or to not exercise. 
Our Founding Fathers were not hesi- 
tant to declare their reliance on divine 
guidance. 

Shortly after our Revolution—that 
revolution of ideas that started this 
grand experiment of self-governance— 
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it was amazing that France decided 
they would try the same thing. But 
they were oh so uncertain about this 
divine guidance, this relationship with 
a higher power; and so they wanted 
something more tangible. 

Their revolution became about rea- 
son. The problem with reason was that 
it was a human-ordained institution. 
We ourselves, we as people would not 
acknowledge that we were to comply 
with a higher power. That reliance on 
reason among men resulted in the 
chaos that became the French Revolu- 
tion. It never found the success that 
the American Revolution had. I believe 
that much of that failure—and much of 
our success—was the difference in reli- 
ance, that difference of internal com- 
mitment to values and rules outside 
oneself. 

Our Founding Fathers well under- 
stood that we, in order to have a Re- 
public, must be a moral Nation. They 
declared that a Republic or democ- 
racy—whichever you would call it— 
can’t impose through tremendous ty- 
rannical restraints. It depends on us 
having a voluntary compliance with 
laws. 

They feared a Federal Government 
that was too strong. The Constitution 
repeatedly limits the power of the Fed- 
eral Government because they knew 
what strong centralized governments 
would do. They had to escape from Eu- 
rope to get away from those exact 
things. 

Today, we find a central government 
that is willing to compromise our free- 
dom of religion and the freedom of ex- 
pression of religion. Whether a person 
has a religious belief or not, it should 
cause you concern that this govern- 
ment is willing to take away the con- 
science protections. To make people 
buy products that offend their basic 
core beliefs should be alarming to any 
single member of this country, any sin- 
gle citizen. To find a government that 
will declare doctors have to perform 
acts that offend their very conscience 
is something that should give us all 
pause. But, instead, we see a Federal 
Government charging more heartily 
into the fray, even to diminishing and 
dismissing the belief in a higher power. 

I think that that’s the reason that 
the Congressional Prayer Caucus is so 
necessary and so needed at this time, 
because a Nation that forgets the real 
values is at risk of much greater catas- 
trophe than what we’ve seen thus far, 
much greater catastrophe than an 
economy sagging brings, the loss of 
jobs brings. Because right now, we in 
America are struggling to find out 
what’s in our heart. 

We see many who are declaring that 
people are essentially good. The prob- 
lem is not the person; the problem is in 
the guns, for example. I would say that 
the greater problem in America is not 
guns. The problem in America is the 
heart of America. Until we acknowl- 
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edge and begin to reflect on that, until 
we begin to teach the new generations 
the importance of our heart in aligning 
with the heart of God, I think this Na- 
tion is going to go through more tur- 
moil, more questions. 

Our recommendation is that this 
Congress would stay away from lim- 
iting religious freedoms. I would re- 
quest that every single citizen of this 
country contemplate those limitations 
that are currently being considered, 
those attempts to silence those in the 
faith community. A secular govern- 
ment is far different from a secular so- 
ciety, and yet that appears to be the 
discussion that we’re having. 

So, again, I would like to thank the 
gentleman from Virginia for his leader- 
ship in this issue. I would like to thank 
all of the members of the Congres- 
sional Prayer Caucus. But I would es- 
pecially like to thank the members and 
the citizens of this country for the un- 
flagging belief that there is something 
more important than the human ideas. 
There’s something more powerful, 
more stable, and more permanent than 
our current viewpoints on policies. 
Those are the laws of God that are in- 
herent and knowledgeable to each one 
of us. 

Again, I thank the gentleman for his 
leadership on this issue. 
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Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the gentleman for his great 
work on religious freedom and reli- 
gious liberty issues, and thank you for 
sharing that tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, as individuals watch 
Congress across the country, one of the 
big criticisms they always talk about 
is all of the partisanship that hits here, 
and they just don’t get to see the Con- 
gressional Prayer Caucus. If they did, 
they would see what they are going to 
see on this floor tonight, and that is 
my co-chairman, who is also one of my 
dearest friends in here tonight, and 
that is MIKE MCINTYRE. He is a Demo- 
crat from North Carolina; I’m a Repub- 
lican from Virginia. But I can tell you 
that I have just the utmost respect for 
him, and I think he does for me. 

It is my honor to now yield the floor 
to him. 

Mr. MCINTYRE. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker, and thank you Congressman 
FORBES, RANDY, for your friendship and 
your leadership, undying, uncompro- 
mising leadership to help the Congres- 
sional Prayer Caucus be the great spir- 
itual force and practical legislative 
force that it is in its witness and its 
work. 

And I’m thrilled to join my col- 
league, Congressman FORBES, and my 
other colleagues from both sides of the 
aisle who meet regularly for the Con- 
gressional Prayer Caucus, and particu- 
larly this week, as we get ready for the 
National Prayer Breakfast coming up 
this Thursday. 
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Many Americans don’t realize that 
this is a tradition that has gone on now 
for many years. In fact, this will be the 
61st National Prayer Breakfast coming 
up this Thursday morning. I hope folks 
back home will tune in. 

This has happened every single year 
since President Eisenhower, by every 
single President; and we are excited 
that the President and First Lady will 
be with us again, as they have been the 
last four years, and that this will be a 
time to see about 3,000 people from 
around the world gather together from 
about 140 nations to come and ask 
God’s blessings and wisdom as we begin 
this new Congress in this new year. 

But let me say in even a broader con- 
text, as Congressmen FORBES and 
PEARCE have indicated, the Congres- 
sional Prayer Caucus is to carry on 
that, that in addition to supporting the 
National Prayer Breakfast this Thurs- 
day is to carry it on throughout the 
year and to affirm our commitment to 
maintaining and strengthening our 
great country’s religious freedom. 

Through the more than 200-year his- 
tory of our Nation, we know that faith, 
prayer, and trust in God have played a 
vital role in strengthening the fabric of 
our society. We are incredibly blessed 
to live in a country that was founded 
on the bedrock of faith and allowing 
our citizens to worship freely and with- 
out fear of persecution, which is guar- 
anteed by our Constitution. 

Our Founding Fathers knew the im- 
portance of faith to the success of our 
infant democracy and affirmed it in 
the Declaration of Independence, de- 
claring that our unalienable rights 
that we love to talk about as Ameri- 
cans, our rights of life and liberty and 
the pursuit of happiness, are endowed 
to us by our Creator. 

Indeed, faith was so integral to our 
new government that on Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 6, 1774, the very first act of the 
first Continental Congress was to pause 
and join together in prayer. So this 
tradition doesn’t just go back 61 years 
as we celebrate with the National 
Prayer Breakfast this week; it goes 
back to the very beginning of the first 
Continental Congress. 

It’s from these historic 
underpinnings that our Nation has 
grown and thrived, and we stand here 
today on the shoulders of those Ameri- 
cans who stood up and boldly fought 
for our rights to practice our faith free- 
ly. And we must never grow compla- 
cent, as Congressman FORBES pointed 
out, in some of the specific areas that 
we’ve had some issues recently. It’s our 
duty to defend and protect the rights of 
all Americans, especially in a place 
like the U.S. Capitol, where we ought 
to be able to gladly recognize what our 
Nation’s religious heritage has been. 

Today we face many serious chal- 
lenges as a Nation, and it’s never been 
more important that we join together 
to ask God for guidance in making the 
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right decisions. And that’s why, during 
the first vote each week, we gather 
right across the hall here during that 
first vote, if it’s on Monday night or 
Tuesday night or sometimes even the 
middle of the week on Wednesday, but 
when we gather during that first vote 
to step across the hall, leave party la- 
bels at the door and ask God, like Sol- 
omon did in the Old Testament, for 
wisdom for that week for those deci- 
sions that we make. 

We hear so much about partisanship. 
And having gone through an election 
recently that partisanship was in its 
full glory, I think it’s reassuring to the 
citizens of this country to know that 
there are those of us who do want to 
reach across the aisle and who realize 
that faith and prayer transcends the 
partisan divide that we too often hear 
about here in Washington. 

We pray together each week because 
we recognize, as our Founders did, that 
the true source of power is not found in 
the Halls of Congress or in the Oval Of- 
fice of the West Wing or in the Cham- 
bers of the Supreme Court, but on our 
knees before the throne of grace before 
Almighty God. And it’s with that bold 
truth in mind that we gather this week 
with thousands of people of faith dur- 
ing the National Prayer Breakfast. And 
it’s in this spirit that Members of this 
body gather every week just across the 
hall in room 219 to reaffirm our trust 
in God and recognize the profound rec- 
onciling power of prayer and to ask 
God for His grace and His guidance. 

I hope for those of you who are here 
in this Chamber and those who may be 
listening back home that you will join 
us, particularly this week, as we pray 
for God’s blessing upon our Nation, for 
His will to be done throughout the 
world, for His peace to dwell in all of 
us, His children, as we gather for the 
National Prayer Breakfast. But I also 
hope you'll go to a Web site beyond 
this week, the Congressional Prayer 
Caucus Web site, and say, Yes, Mike, 
yes, Randy, yes, we do want you, men 
and women up there, to make the right 
decisions, you better believe it, be- 
cause our country is that important, 
our future is that important, and we do 
want to make sure that we go forth as 
one Nation, under God, with liberty 
and justice for all. 

With that, I will also submit a copy 
of a prayer from Thomas Jefferson, the 
author of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and, as we know, our third Presi- 
dent, and pray that God’s blessings will 
be upon this great Nation, not only 
this week during the National Prayer 
Breakfast, but with the work of the 
Congressional Prayer Caucus and those 
of you who will join us back home, in- 
dividually, through your families, your 
churches, your places of worship, your 
fellowship groups or prayer groups, 
that you too will join us in making 
sure that we are building a wall of 
prayer around our Nation’s Capitol, 
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just as Nehemiah built the wall in the 
Old Testament. 
PRAYER OF THOMAS JEFFERSON 

Almighty God, Who has given us this good 
land for our heritage; we humbly beseech 
Thee that we may always prove ourselves a 
people mindful of Thy favor and glad to do 
Thy will. Bless our land with honorable min- 
istry, sound learning, and pure manners. 
Save us from violence, discord, and confu- 
sion, from pride and arrogance, and from 
every evil way. Defend our liberties, and 
fashion into one united people, the multitude 
brought hither out of many kindreds and 
tongues. Endow with Thy spirit of wisdom 
those whom in Thy name we entrust the au- 
thority of government, that there may be 
justice and peace at home, and that through 
obedience to Thy law, we may show forth 
Thy praise among the nations of the earth. 
In time of prosperity fill our hearts with 
thankfulness, and in the day of trouble, suf- 
fer not our trust in Thee to fail; all of which 
we ask through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I pray God’s 
blessings upon our Nation, and I yield 
back to our great leader and co-chair- 
man of the Congressional Prayer Cau- 
cus, Congressman FORBES. 

Mr. FORBES. Thank you so much for 
your leadership and your courage and 
your friendship, and we appreciate 
your words tonight and we’ll treasure 
them. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the true leaders 
in the House of Representatives is a 
lady from North Carolina. It’s often 
said, when VIRGINIA FOXX speaks, ev- 
erybody listens, and we’re delighted to- 
night to have her here and to listen to 
her speak. 

With that, I would like to yield the 
floor to the gentlelady from North 
Carolina. 

Ms. FOXX. I would like to thank the 
gentleman from Virginia for that nice 
introduction, but especially thank him 
for leading this Special Order tonight 
and for being such a leader with our 
Congressional Prayer Caucus. He has 
given great illustrations of the ways 
the Congressional Prayer Caucus has 
taken action. 

Mr. PEARCE, the gentleman from New 
Mexico, has given us an excellent his- 
tory lesson, and our colleague, Mr. 
MCINTYRE from North Carolina, has 
helped to round out with information 
about the National Prayer Breakfast, 
and one of the reasons why we’re focus- 
ing on the topic of the Prayer Caucus 
this week. I think they’ve given great 
context. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that we 
realize that God, the author of free- 
dom, has given us a free land, and we 
praise Him for it. That freedom is the 
basis of everything else that we do in 
this country. This week, many people 
of faith will gather in Washington, 
D.C., to pray to Almighty God for wis- 
dom and guidance and, above all, for 
obedient hearts to carry out His will. 

The size and scope of the challenges 
before us would overcome a faithless 
people, so we acknowledge our des- 
perate need for continued blessing and 
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direction. We ask God to make us 
thankful, because ours is a country 
founded upon religious freedom and 
deference to our Creator and not to 
government. We enjoy a societal under- 
standing that dissent is not disloyalty. 
The United States upholds the God- 
given rights of its citizens to believe as 
they are called and to live their faith 
in accordance with their convictions. 
That individuals may set their own 
course so boldly is why creative excel- 
lence and individual property are cap- 
stones of citizenship. 

We ask God for hearts vigilant to ob- 
serve the numerous blessings He has 
given. And we ask for mercy not to 
stray from being good stewards of His 
gifts, to visit orphans and widows in 
their distress, to always protect lib- 
erties of conscience, to seek justice, 
love mercy, and follow humbly after 
God. 

Only by His grace do we, who serve in 
this Congress, have any hope of being 
able to humble ourselves in service to 
others. 
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Only by His grace can we be safe- 
guarded from trite competition and 
self-exaltation. Only by His grace can 
we do what my constituent Rob Lee en- 
couraged and go outside our pride to 
“pray for our leaders, regardless of 
their political ideologies.” 

Our God is a loving God, and He is 
our defense. We ask Him often to keep 
a hedge of protection around our men 
and women deployed throughout the 
world for freedom’s sake. We know it is 
the example of our Savior Jesus Christ, 
who lived the words ‘‘greater love hath 
no man than this, that he lay down his 
life for his friend,” that inspires the 
brave generosity of so many of our 
warriors. 

Our Lord is faithful to be near the 
brokenhearted when evil and sorrow 
have temporary triumphs in this world. 
We pray that His justice will be swift, 
and His righteousness our great relief. 

To have even the slightest chance of 
living up to our oath and doing right 
by the people we serve, we need the 
help of Almighty God. This week, as 
ever, we reflect on that reliance and 
declare our thanks once again that we 
continue to be beneficiaries of His 
most awesome grace. 

Mr. FORBES. I would like to thank 
Congresswoman Foxx for those re- 
marks and for her leadership. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have a gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma who has been a 
longtime leader in religious freedom 
and religious liberty issues. It is my 
privilege to yield the floor to him now, 
Mr. JAMES LANKFORD. 

Mr. LANKFORD. It is my pleasure to 
be here. Thank you. 

The National Prayer Breakfast com- 
ing up this week is a great reminder to 
us as a Nation just to be able to slow 
down, not as Republicans and Demo- 
crats, but as Americans, to be able to 
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come together and do what we always 
do: to pray. It’s what we’ve done from 
the very beginning. We are a people of 
prayer. 

I enjoy getting a chance to tell peo- 
ple at home in Oklahoma about how 
Members of Congress get together to be 
able to pray in the Prayer Caucus time. 
We gather privately just to be able to 
sit down and pray. The House and the 
Senate both open every day in prayer. 

Sitting on the platform of the inau- 
guration just a few weeks ago, Presi- 
dent Obama asked two different indi- 
viduals to pray during that ceremony 
time. It should put to rest forever the 
debate whether we have prayer in pub- 
lic places when you see it in the House, 
in the Senate, in the executive branch, 
prayers repeated over and over again, 
and have from the very beginning. 

We have our national optimism be- 
cause we believe that this world and 
this Nation, they were created with a 
purpose, and that the Creator cares for 
His creation. From our founding docu- 
ments, we believe that all people are 
created equal and are given certain 
rights from God, including life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness. We’re dif- 
ferent as America because we believe 
that our rights come from God, not 
from men, and our core values come 
from something greater than ourselves. 

For many Americans, prayer is just a 
normal part of their day. It’s like 
breathing in and out for them. As they 
go through the course of the day, they 
pray. That’s no different for our many 
elected leaders, as well. We don’t walk 
away from God because we’re elected. 
We challenge our fellow Americans to 
do the same. We need His wisdom. We 
need His love. And it is in the moment 
when we are most arrogant and think 
that we meet our own needs that we 
forget to pray. But it’s in the moment 
when we are needy as a Nation, as we 
are right now, we remember to pray. 

At 8 years old, I remember extremely 
well sitting in church up in the balcony 
of our big church and realizing for the 
first time in my life there is a God and 
I don’t know him. I spent the rest of 
that day thinking and processing 
through what it means to know God. 
As an 8-year-old boy, I laid in bed that 
night and I prayed to Jesus for the first 
time in my life that I would be forgiven 
of my sin, and I began a relationship 
with this God who made me. It was my 
first prayer, but it’s definitely not been 
my last. 

As a Nation, we understand how it 
begins, as well. If you walk out in the 
rotunda here in the Capitol, you’ll see 
a huge painting hanging in the rotunda 
that’s called the ‘‘Embarkation of the 
Pilgrims.” It was a painting done and 
hung in the rotunda in 1848, and it’s 
supposed to depict the beginning of 
America. You Know what the painting 
is of? The painting is of a group of Pil- 
grims gathered on the deck of a ship 
praying. It is the painting that is the 
beginning of America. 
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Last week at a town hall meeting in 
Konawa, Oklahoma, as they’re gath- 
ered around to deal with a very dif- 
ficult water issue in their town, do you 
know how they started their city coun- 
cil meeting? With a prayer. It’s quite 
frankly the same way that I ended my 
day last night before I headed to Wash- 
ington, D.C., kneeling beside my 
daughter’s bed to pray. It’s what we do 
as Americans. It’s quite frankly when 
we’re at our best. And it’s a good thing 
for us as a Nation to slow down and re- 
member, it’s good to pray. 

God bless our Nation this week as we 
do exactly that as a nation in this Na- 
tional Day of Prayer: to pray. 

Mr. FORBES. I would like to thank 
Congressman LANKFORD for his words 
and for his strong work throughout the 
year on these issues. 

Now it is now my privilege to yield 
to another individual that’s been a pas- 
sionate leader on religious freedom and 
religious liberty, Congressman LOUIE 
GOHMERT from Texas. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my good friend from Virginia for hav- 
ing this time tonight. There’s no better 
occasion than the National Prayer 
Breakfast. 

My dear friend from Virginia leads 
each week when we’re in session the 
first night of the week with bipartisan 
prayer. There is so much disagreement 
on this floor. I know my good friend 
from Texas, AL GREEN, and I have dis- 
agreement on issues, but he is my 
Christian brother and we prayed to- 
gether tonight. It’s a great honor to do 
that. 

There’s so much misinformation out 
there about the starting of this coun- 
try, and there are always plenty of 
mistakes made. When you look back to 
the very beginning, after the rocky 
start with the Articles of Confed- 
eration, 4 years later they talked 
Washington into coming back and com- 
ing to Philadelphia and presiding over 
a convention. He was very reluctant to 
do that. He thought he had done his 
part. But after 4 or 5 weeks of nothing 
but rancor and a lot of yelling, very 
difficult times within Independence 
Hall, finally 80-year-old Benjamin 
Franklin stood up and was recognized 
by the president of the Constitutional 
Convention, George Washington. 

Franklin had enjoyed life a great 
deal, but at that point he was over- 
weight, had arthritis, gout. He was ina 
lot of trouble, but his mind was quite 
sharp. He was 2 to 3 years away from 
meeting his Maker. But he pointed out, 
we’ve been going for nearly 4 or 5 
weeks, and we have more noes than 
ayes on virtually every vote. Then he 
says these words. 

Now Madison entered notes to what 
he said, but Franklin wrote out his 
whole speech, and that is part of our 
archives. He said in his own words: 

How has it happened, Sir, that we have not 
once thought of humbly applying to the Fa- 
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ther of lights to illuminate our under- 
standing? 

In the beginning of the contest with Great 
Britain, when we were sensible of danger, we 
had daily prayer in this room. Our prayers, 
Sir, were heard, and they were graciously an- 
swered. 

And he goes on to point out that all 
of them should be able to remember 
specific prayers that they had prayed 
that were answered. Then he said these 
words, his words, his handwriting we 
have, as he spoke to the convention: 

I have lived, Sir, a long time, and the 
longer I live, the more convincing proofs I 
see of this truth: that God governs in the af- 
fairs of men. And if a sparrow cannot fall to 
the ground without His notice, is it probable 
that an empire can rise without His aid? We 
have been assured, Sir, in the sacred 
writings, that unless the Lord build the 
House, they labor in vain that build it. 

He urged his colleagues to believe it 
as he did, and he made a motion that 
they begin each session with prayer, as 
they had during the Constitutional 
Convention. Mr. Sherman seconded it. 
There was a lot of debate. I heard 
someone call in to Sean Hannity’s 
show a few months ago, and they were 
saying, Well, gee, prayer meant noth- 
ing in the early days. In essence it was 
his point that that motion was de- 
feated. 
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If you go back and look at the his- 
tory, during the Constitutional Con- 
vention, they had money and they 
hired a chaplain. They agreed on the 
chaplain, and the chaplain led the 
prayer. During the Constitutional Con- 
vention, as was pointed out after 
Franklin’s motion, they didn’t have 
any money to hire a chaplain. They 
had no money. So they ended up not 
passing it because they didn’t have 
money to hire a chaplain; and if they 
didn’t hire a chaplain, they didn’t see 
how they could agree on who would do 
the prayer. 

They ultimately went together to 
hear a sermon on the anniversary of 
our independence. They prayed to- 
gether; they worshiped together; and 
they came back. Ultimately, the result 
was our Constitution. When the Con- 
gress began to meet, they did have 
money; they did hire a chaplain; and 
they did start each session with prayer. 

It was interesting when, back a few 
years ago, we were called into session 
on a Sunday to vote on the President’s 
health care bill. Well, it was the first 
time I’d been called into session on a 
Sunday, and I greatly appreciated my 
friend from Virginia’s leadership. We 
had a discussion: if we’re going to be 
forced to come to Congress, called into 
session on a Sunday—what many of us 
call the Lord’s day—then it doesn’t 
seem like there should be a problem re- 
viving a tradition that spanned most of 
the 1800s, and that was to have church 
right down the hall here—in Statuary 
Hall as it’s called now—but in what 
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was the House of Representatives for 
most of the 1800s, until around 1858, 
when they moved into this Chamber, 
although it did not look like this. Dur- 
ing those years, they had church serv- 
ice every Sunday. It was the largest 
Christian church service—non- 
denominational—in Washington, D.C. 

Now, those who know the Constitu- 
tion know there is no mention of the 
words ‘‘separation of church and 
State,” “wall of separation.” That was 
in a letter that Thomas Jefferson 
wrote to the Danbury Baptists. It had 
nothing to do with whether or not 
there should be discrimination against 
a Christian church as we often see now 
by the government. It seems that 
Christians are the only group that it is 
politically expedient to be prejudiced 
against anymore—too often. The man 
who used the words ‘‘separation of 
church and State,” Thomas Jefferson, 
we had verified by the research that 
the Congressional Research Service 
did. 

When I just glanced at the report 
they provided, I saw that Madison 
didn’t do this, and I thought, gee, 
that’s weird. I thought Jefferson and 
Madison as President both went to 
church in the House of Representatives 
down the hall, so I looked more in- 
tently at the report. It said that Thom- 
as Jefferson did go to church, and, in 
fact, Jefferson would often bring the 
Marine Band to play the hymns for the 
church service down the hall. That’s a 
little different definition of the ‘‘sepa- 
ration of church and State’’ that’s 
often given now. Just down the hall, 
they had open prayer and they had 
open worship, and nothing about any of 
that offended their sense of the First 
Amendment. 

It turns out what the report said was 
Jefferson would normally ride to 
church each Sunday that he was Presi- 
dent up to Capitol Hill on horse, on 
horseback. It pointed out that Madison 
didn’t do this. Madison normally came 
to church every Sunday here in the 
House of Representatives in a horse- 
drawn carriage—he didn’t ride a horse; 
he rode in a carriage—but the man who 
is given the most credit for the most 
work of our Constitution, James Madi- 
son, was not at all offended, and he 
didn’t think the Constitution was of- 
fended by having church down the hall. 

So Pll always be grateful to my 
friend from Virginia (Mr. FORBES) for 
suggesting let’s have church, and we 
came together. They set it up, and it 
just reminded us of what it must have 
been like except they wouldn’t have 
had steel and plastic chairs, but we had 
a worship service. What was particu- 
larly great, I thought, was that the 
prayers, both from Democrats and Re- 
publicans, were historic prayers that 
had been prayed in this Capitol many, 
many years ago as part of our history. 
It was a historical service, but there it 
was in the same place that the voice of 
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Thomas Jefferson and James Madison 
would have echoed in song and in verse 
and in prayer. Such a rich history we 
have. 

I’m sure my friend from Virginia has 
heard people call and write nasty 
notes, saying, Keep your religion at 
home. This is when I have read histor- 
ical prayers, historical proclamations 
by George Washington, Abraham Lin- 
coln and all in between—Adams, John 
Quincy Adams—by all of these histor- 
ical heavyweights in our past. People 
write, Keep that stuff out of govern- 
ment, not realizing, because of their 
lack of proper education, that those 
were part of our history. They were 
part of what made this country the 
greatest country in the world. It was 
part of what inspired John Quincy 
Adams, who Abraham Lincoln credited 
as having such an impact on him for 
that brief year they overlapped in the 
House of Representatives, to ulti- 
mately come back and become Presi- 
dent—to end that blot, that blight, on 
this country’s history called ‘‘slavery.’’ 

Of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., 
whose statue is just down the hall in 
the Rotunda, the man was an ordained 
Christian minister. He spent his life, 
I’ve heard some say, in order to have 
all races created equal, and I would go 
one further as a young Christian white 
boy: he freed young Christian white 
boys to treat Christian brothers and 
sisters like Christian brothers and sis- 
ters. He did a great service for all of 
America. 

So I thank my friend from Virginia 
for hosting this time to talk about the 
historical importance of prayer. I look 
forward to this Thursday’s prayer 
breakfast. It’s an honor to be the Re- 
publican co-chair on the House side, 
and I look forward to the breakfast on 
Thursday. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope you and all with- 
in the sound of my voice who are Mem- 
bers of Congress will be there with us 
this Thursday morning. 

Mr. FORBES. I thank the gentleman 
for his remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with a great deal of 
humility that we always take the floor 
in this Chamber. Tonight especially, as 
I look over your head, I see the inscrip- 
tion of our national motto: ‘‘In God We 
Trust.” Most of the individuals watch- 
ing from home don’t get to see that be- 
cause the cameras are fixed below it, so 
they normally don’t show it. 

You have heard remarks tonight 
from Republicans and Democrats, and 
one of the truly great privileges of 
serving in this body is that we get to 
serve with some wonderful people. 
They come from a lot of wonderful 
States, and each of those States has its 
own history. We’re not only proud of 
that history, but we learn so much 
from that history. I come from Vir- 
ginia. When we look at our history, 
even before the first colonists ever 
stepped foot on the shores in Virginia, 
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it was drafted in the charter of Vir- 
ginia that one of the major purposes of 
that colony was going to be to propa- 
gate faith and to propagate religion. 

As they made that arduous journey 
across an ocean and didn’t know if they 
were going to live or die, they had a 
ragtag group of people, and they 
weren’t exactly the people that you’d 
have teaching Sunday school classes. 
They were tough individuals. When 
they landed on the shores, their chap- 
lain, Robert Hunt, was able to convince 
them to come together and do their 
first organized act, which was to take 
an old sail and create a makeshift 
church, to get on their knees and 
thank God for delivering them over 
here and to ask for His wisdom and His 
blessing. With all of the challenges 
that they had, Mr. Hunt was able to 
convince them to come morning and 
afternoon and have those same prayers. 
They didn’t have to think a lot about 
what they would pray for; it was just 
that they could make it to the next 
day. They did make it to the next day 
and to the next year. 

About 10 years later, they selected 
the first legislative body in the new 
world in 1619, and the first act of that 
body was to go into the church in 
Jamestown, to get on their knees and 
to ask for God’s blessing and His wis- 
dom and His guidance. 
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It doesn’t surprise us then that 2 
years later when they would draft the 
first charter of the first Constitution of 
Virginia, that they would have as one 
of its primary purposes in its dedica- 
tion for the advancement and service of 
God and the enlargement of His king- 
dom. And those years turned into dec- 
ades and they moved that capital from 
Jamestown to Williamsburg, and it was 
a tough several years. They would have 
great men of faith. Some of them 
would spend 18 hours a day studying 
the Bible, praying. 

One of those individuals was a guy 
named Samuel Davies. He would get up 
oftentimes at his church and preach. 
One lady liked him so much that she 
would bring her son and daughters to 
hear him on a weekly basis. Her young 
teenage son would sit at his feet and he 
would learn principles that he would 
talk about, about God and rights that 
came from God and not from men. That 
lady was Sarah Henry, and her son was 
Patrick Henry. 

And when Patrick was 29 years old on 
his birthday, the first day he was in the 
Virginia General Assembly, they were 
debating the Stamp Act. He was sup- 
posed to be there and seen and not 
heard. He was a freshman. He sat there 
and he listened, and it looked like Vir- 
ginia was going to do nothing and 
allow the acts that had taken away so 
many rights just to slip right between 
their fingers. And as he listened and 
listened, he opened up a law book and 
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there was a blank page and he started 
making notes. And finally he stood up 
and he started talking about rights 
that we had. 

Another young man that heard Pat- 
rick Henry was a guy by the name of 
Thomas Jefferson. He said that Patrick 
Henry was the greatest orator he’d 
ever heard. And Patrick Henry replied, 
no, the greatest orator, the person he’d 
learned all of those concepts of free- 
dom from, was that fellow by the name 
of Samuel Davies. 

Years later, Patrick Henry, Thomas 
Jefferson, Richard Henry Lee, they 
would find themselves in that same 
Virginia General Assembly, but the 
port of Boston was about to be closed, 
and the King had issued that order. 
They came together with a makeshift 
caucus and they asked themselves: 
What can we best do to help our fellow 
colonists in Boston? Of all of the things 
they thought of, you know what that 
group came up with? They said the 
most important thing they could do 
was ask Virginians all across that 
Commonwealth to go down and pray 
for the colonists in Boston. 

They spent that night writing a pray- 
er resolution. They didn’t know how to 
do it. They hadn’t done it in years. 
They looked back at old puritan reso- 
lutions. They wrote one and went into 
the General Assembly, and they didn’t 
know how it was going to be received. 
The next day, the Virginia General As- 
sembly voted it unanimously and 
didn’t change a word. The Governor 
was so irate, how dare they ask and 
pray against the King himself, that he 
stormed in with that proclamation in 
his hand and he dissolved the Virginia 
General Assembly. 

Well, they were a group of individ- 
uals that didn’t like the word ‘‘no,”’ 
and so they walked across the street— 
Thomas Jefferson, Patrick Henry, Pey- 
ton Randolph, Richard Henry Lee, and 
a guy by the name of George Wash- 
ington and several others, and they 
wrote a resolution that changed the 
world, a resolution that said that an 
attack on one colony was an attack on 
all of them, and they called for the 
first ever Congressional Continental 
Congress. 

That Congress, as you know, would 
meet. And as Mr. GOHMERT pointed out, 
when they couldn’t agree on anything 
else, the one thing they agreed on was 
opening with prayer. That Congress led 
to the Second Congress. In the Second 
Congress, they appointed a com- 
mittee—Ben Franklin, John Adams, 
Thomas Jefferson, Robert Livingston, 
and Roger Sherman—to write a dec- 
laration that would birth this country. 
And as we are proud of in Virginia, the 
scrivener of that declaration was 
Thomas Jefferson. He would later say 
that he didn’t write any new ideas or 
principles. He wrote concepts that had 
been heard and preached from pulpits 
across the Commonwealth and across 
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this Nation, concepts that said this: 
Our rights didn’t come from any act, 
any king, any committee, but they 
came from the Creator himself; and if 
they came from Him, they could never 
be taken away. 

They went on to win that war, to win 
their freedom, but it didn’t last long 
before it was challenged. And in 1812, in 
that war, as you know, Francis Scott 
Key penned that great poem that be- 
came our national anthem, the Star- 
Spangled Banner, and he wrote what is 
right behind you, and he said: Our 
motto will ever be ‘‘In God We Trust.”’ 

As we went into another great war 
that would split this country, the Civil 
War, this Congress declared that that 
motto, ‘‘In God We Trust,’’ could be on 
our coins. Later, the Supreme Court 
would have it challenged, but in the 
1890s would recount the great history 
of faith in this country. And almost a 
half century later, when the greatest 
battle of freedom that ever was fought 
on the shores of Normandy was about 
to take place, Franklin Roosevelt led 
this entire Nation in prayer asking for 
blessings upon us. 

After that great war and our victory, 
we came back in this Congress and 
asked where are we going to put our 
trust. Are we going to put it in that 
great atom bomb, in our resources and 
in our economy? This Congress said, 
no, our motto would be “In God We 
Trust,” and they adopted that as our 
motto. 

And when I was a young boy, John 
Kennedy, facing the Cuban missile cri- 
sis, came out and said: The guiding 
principle of this country has always 
been, is today, and will forever be, in 
God we trust. 

So, Mr. Speaker, with that great his- 
tory of faith, why is it that faith is 
under attack so much across this Na- 
tion? Well, Mr. Speaker, tune in, be- 
cause in a few weeks we’ll be back on 
this floor. We’ll tell you who’s doing it, 
why they’re doing it, and what we need 
to do to stop it. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I thank you 
for the time, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 
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CBC HOUR: IMMIGRATION REFORM 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DAINES). Under the Speaker’s an- 
nounced policy of January 3, 2018, the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
JEFFRIES) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
be given 5 days to revise and extend 
their remarks on the subject of my 
Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Today we are here as 
members of the Congressional Black 
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Caucus to weigh in on the important 
issue that confronts this Nation as it 
relates to the need for comprehensive 
immigration reform. It’s my honor and 
my privilege to represent the Eighth 
Congressional District anchored in 
Brooklyn and parts of southwest 
Queens, one of the most diverse dis- 
tricts in the country; a district that 
has blacks and whites, Asians, Latinos, 
and immigrants from every corner of 
the world. I recognize in the capacity 
of my representation in that district 
the significance that immigrants have 
given both to the communities that I 
represent as well as to the city of New 
York, the State, and the Nation. 


I’m proud that we’ve been joined by 
several distinguished members of the 
Congressional Black Caucus which, for 
more than four decades, has been 
known as the conscience of the Con- 
gress. And in that capacity, the Con- 
gressional Black Caucus has, year after 
year, spent time trying to perfect our 
democracy and create a more perfect 
Union. We confront that moment right 
now, here, in this great country of ours 
as we try and figure out how we deal 
with creating a pathway towards citi- 
zenship for the more than 11 million 
undocumented immigrants who are 
forced to toil in the shadows. 


We’ve been joined today by a co-an- 
chor for this next hour, a distinguished 
classmate of mine from the great State 
of Nevada, the gentleman STEVEN 
HORSFORD, who had the opportunity, I 
believe, last week to be present while 
President Barack Obama delivered his 
remarks as they relate to immigration 
reform. And so Id like to ask Mr. 
HORSFORD if he might comment on the 
President’s remarks and weigh in on 
the immigration debate from his per- 
spective as a representative from the 
important State of Nevada. 


Mr. HORSFORD. Mr. Speaker, first 
I’d like to thank my classmate and col- 
league and say I look forward to serv- 
ing with him in this historic 113th Con- 
gress as we work together to make this 
a more perfect Union. 


I also represent one of the more di- 
verse districts in the United States 
Congress. My district is 25 percent 
Latino, 16 percent African American, 7 
percent Asian American, 2 percent Na- 
tive American. It is a district that re- 
flects both the urban as well as the 
rural components and communities of 
our great State of Nevada. 
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In fact, Congressional District 4 re- 
flects the State of Nevada, and Nevada 
increasingly reflects all of America. 
And so I believe that is why President 
Obama decided, of all places that he 
could visit, he visited Nevada last week 
to discuss the fierce urgency of now in 
adopting a comprehensive immigration 
reform by this Congress; the fact that 
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Nevada reflects the changing demo- 
graphics of our country, but it also re- 
flects the broken system which is our 
immigration system. 

And so, as I listened to the President, 
and as we honor today the 100th birth- 
day of Rosa Parks, I reflect on these 
issues as a basic fundamental civil 
right, a human right that is guaran- 
teed to us. So today does mark the 
100th birthday of Rosa Parks, an icon 
in the struggle for justice, a woman 
who was known as the mother of the 
civil rights movement. 

As an African American woman con- 
fronting prejudice and unequal treat- 
ment under the law, Mrs. Parks re- 
marked that what pushed her to say 
‘no’? on that fateful day in Mont- 
gomery was the simple fact that her 
“mistreatment was just not right,” and 
she was ‘‘tired of it.” 

She said, and I quote: 

I did not want to be mistreated; I did not 
want to be deprived of a seat that I had paid 
for. It was just time ... There was oppor- 
tunity for me to take a stand to express the 
way that I felt about being treated in that 
manner. I had not planned to get arrested. I 
had plenty to do without having to end up in 
jail. But when I had to face that decision, I 
didn’t hesitate to do so because I felt that we 
had endured that too long. The more we gave 
in, the more we complied with that kind of 
treatment, the more oppressive it became. 

It was not complicated. It was preju- 
dice. It was unfair, and she was sick of 
it. She was tired of the constant drum- 
beat of injustice directing every 
minute of her day. She was tired of fac- 
ing inequality in a country founded on 
principles of liberty and justice for all. 
Her act of civil disobedience sparked a 
social movement that changed our 
country forever, and she did it because 
“it was just time.” 

So today, we honor her courage and 
her bravery. We remember her legacy 
and draw lessons from her actions. We 
take up the cause of promoting more 
just, fair and humane policy for all, be- 
cause that’s what we owe Mrs. Parks 
and all our civil rights leaders. 

It is our tribute to those larger-than- 
life pioneers. As Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr. said, ‘‘Injustice anywhere is a 
threat to justice everywhere.” It is 
that creed of the civil rights movement 
that still motivates us today. 

So today we take up the cause of 
joining arms with our immigrant 
brothers and sisters in that spirit. The 
time is now to lend a hand to those 
who confront injustice as a result of a 
broken immigration system. It is just 
time. 

For many undocumented immigrants 
in our country, they are waiting to 
start their lives. They are waiting to 
start a business. They are waiting to 
reunite with their families, often for 
years on end. 

And while they wait, children see 
their parents deported. Students get 
stuck in an educational purgatory and 
can’t attend college and better their 
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lives or get a job in the country that 
trained them. And mothers and fathers 
can’t provide for their family or care 
for their loved ones without keeping 
them in the shadows. 

So they can’t wait any longer. We 
can’t wait any longer. And as Rosa 
Parks said, It is just time. 

From Africa to Europe to Asia, our 
dysfunctional immigration system is a 
disincentive to the best and the bright- 
est worldwide from coming to our great 
country. We throw talent away. We 
tear families apart. We show disregard 
for those trying to live the American 
Dream. 

For far too long, we have put off 
comprehensive immigration reform, 
but now we are taking up the oppor- 
tunity to do something about it. And 
we cannot let this moment pass. It is 
in that spirit that we hold today’s dis- 
cussion. 

We will not wait any longer. We have 
to continue strengthening our border, 
but we will act on comprehensive im- 
migration reform without delay. We 
will crack down on employers, but we 
will make sure that there is a pathway 
to citizenship for those who are here at 
no fault of their own. And we will ful- 
fill our heritage as a Nation of immi- 
grants and a Nation of laws. 

Justice, compassion, and equal pro- 
tection are our common cause. We have 
an opportunity to embrace dynamism 
that immigrants bring to our country, 
and now is the time to do it. 

As I said, this is a civil rights issue. 
In fact, it is the civil rights and human 
rights issue of our generation. Just 
like the civil rights issues of the sixties 
that were fought by African Ameri- 
cans, and the women’s rights issues be- 
fore that, this is a civil rights issue 
that must be advocated by all who be- 
lieve in a sense of justice, opportunity 
and equality for every person. 

And as we work together, we can 
move forward on immigration reform 
for the good of our country and for the 
good of all of us as human beings. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Nevada. 

We’ve been joined by the distin- 
guished chair of the Congressional 
Black Caucus, the gentlelady from 
Cleveland, Ohio, Representative 
MARCIA FUDGE. I yield her such time as 
she may consume. 

Ms. FUDGE. I thank you so very 
much. It is indeed a pleasure for me to 
be with these young gentlemen here 
today. I want to thank the gentleman 
from New York, and I look forward to 
his leadership as he anchors this hour 
for the 113th Congress, and I’m certain 
that other members of his class will be 
joining him on a regular basis. 

Mr. Speaker, with that I thank him 
again. This is a lot of work, which you 
know, to come down to this floor every 
week and talk about issues of impor- 
tance to our Nation. So I thank you. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to lend my 
voice to those of my colleagues on the 
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importance of comprehensive immigra- 
tion reform. 

The United States is a Nation of im- 
migrants. Most Americans trace their 
lineage beyond our borders. The prom- 
ise of the American Dream is what 
brings people from all corners of the 
world to this Nation. This country was 
founded on the principle that here lies 
the land of opportunity, and that any- 
one can achieve success through hard 
work. 

But for the millions of undocumented 
immigrants of Hispanic, Asian, and Af- 
rican descent living in America today, 
the American Dream is just a promise, 
a promise they hope their children may 
one day realize. 

Many immigrants are confronted 
with the same harsh realities that 
plague communities of color every day, 
namely, racial profiling based on un- 
reasonable suspicion, systematic crim- 
inalization in order to fill private pris- 
ons, economic injustice that holds 
many in the bondage of poverty—all 
examples of pitfalls that unfairly, yet 
intentionally, trap, uproot and destroy 
far too many individuals and families. 

Children in immigrant families also 
continue to struggle. According to the 
Pew Research Center, there are an esti- 
mated 1 million unauthorized immi- 
grants under the age of 18 in the United 
States, and as many as 4.5 million U.S.- 
born children whose parents are unau- 
thorized. These children live in fear. 

Every year, nearly 200,000 non-citi- 
zens, many with children who are U.S. 
citizens, are deported and torn away 
from their families. 
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As families are torn apart, children 
are forced to choose between separa- 
tion from their parent or leaving the 
only place they’ve ever called home. 

How does America end the culture of 
fear among immigrant communities 
and help preserve families? First, we 
must create a pathway to citizenship 
that encourages, not discourages, le- 
galization. Second, we must address 
the issues of mass detention and unjust 
criminality of immigrant populations. 
Third, our laws and justice system 
must place a premium on keeping fam- 
ilies together. By creating flexible and 
equitable immigration policies that 
prioritize the unification and stability 
of immigrant families, we strengthen 
the fabric that holds our communities 
together. 

Lastly, as a former mayor, I would be 
remiss if I did not mention the impor- 
tant role our States and local govern- 
ments will play in immigration reform. 
As undocumented immigrants come 
out of the shadows of society, our 
State and our local governments will 
need our support more than ever. Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr., once said: 

History will have to record that the great- 
est tragedy of this period of social transition 
was not the strident clamor of the bad peo- 
ple, but the appalling silence of the good 
people. 


February 4, 2013 


Today, we are in a period of social 
transition. As the ‘‘conscience of the 
United States Congress,” the CBC can- 
not and will not stand by in silence. 
When history is recounted, the record 
will reflect the stance that the CBC 
took in supporting comprehensive im- 
migration reform—reform that not 
only includes individuals of Hispanic 
and Asian descent, but also thousands 
of immigrants from within the African 
diaspora, and reform that dignifies the 
struggles of the undocumented and re- 
connects broken family bonds. 

I urge my colleagues to unite behind 
comprehensive immigration reform. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the gentle- 
lady from Ohio, the distinguished CBC 
chair, for her remarks and her observa- 
tions. 

I think there were several important 
points that were raised by our chair, 
Congresswoman FUDGE. First, some- 
times the immigration reform debate 
has been characterized as perhaps just 
a Latino issue. At other times it’s been 
characterized as perhaps an Asian 
issue. There are times that the immi- 
gration reform debate is characterized 
as an Eastern European issue. But real- 
ly, immigration reform is an American 
issue. It cuts to the heart of who we are 
and what we will become. It affects 
every community. And as Congress- 
woman FUDGE indicated, there are 
black immigrants in the United States 
to whom the issue of creating a path- 
way towards citizenship is extremely 
important. 

It’s estimated that there are 3 mil- 
lion black immigrants in this country. 
Approximately 400,000 are undocu- 
mented. Who are these immigrants of 
African descent? Some are from the 
Caribbean, two-thirds of which are 
from nation states such as Jamaica, 
Trinidad, and Haiti. Others are from 
the continent of Africa. They are from 
countries like Nigeria and Ghana, 
Sudan, Ethiopia, and Eritrea. 

I’m pleased that we’ve been joined by 
the distinguished gentlelady from the 
Ninth Congressional District in New 
York, who represents one of the largest 
immigrant populations for a congres- 
sional district not just in the city of 
New York, but anywhere in this Na- 
tion. She’s been a dynamic leader on 
this issue. 

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to add my voice to the CBC and 
amplify the message of support for true 
and real comprehensive immigration 
reform. First, I would like to thank our 
newly elected colleagues, the gen- 
tleman from Brooklyn, New York, Con- 
gressman HAKEEM JEFFRIES, and the 
gentleman from Las Vegas, Nevada, 
Mr. STEVEN HORSFORD, for hosting this 
evening’s CBC hour. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend President 
Obama for his commitment to com- 
prehensive immigration reform, and I 
reaffirm my commitment to working 
with his administration and our col- 
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leagues to make true reform a reality. 
Having said that, I want to challenge 
the President and all of our colleagues 
to expand upon the face and the voice 
of immigration, adding new dimensions 
to the unfolding debate. 

When two major immigration speech- 
es such as those that President Obama 
made in El Paso, Texas, in 2011, and 
last week in Las Vegas, Nevada, in Mr. 
HORSFORD’s part of the country, omit 
the contributions of immigrants from 
the continent of Africa, it paints an in- 
complete picture of the idealized gor- 
geous mosaic or melting pot, if you 
will, that the United States of America 
represents. We must embrace the diver- 
sity of those who are impacted by re- 
form and understand that this debate 
cannot solely rest on the shoulders of 
our Latino sisters and brothers. 

The stigmatization of the Latino 
population as the target immigrant 
population has resulted in a skewed de- 
piction of the true diversity of the im- 
migrant population resident in our 
country. We have immigrants rep- 
resented from almost every Nation 
around the world, and we must recog- 
nize all of those who are building com- 
munities and strengthening our Na- 
tion. 

Since 2009, I’ve been working with 
my colleagues to diversify the voice 
and the face of the immigration de- 
bate. The burden of a broken system 
does not encumber one group of immi- 
grants alone. There are approximately 
3 million immigrants from the African 
diaspora in the United States, the vast 
majority of whom entered the country 
with legal documentation. The impact 
of immigrants of the African diaspora 
from the continent of Africa, the Carib- 
bean region, and South and Central 
America has been massive in scale. As 
the representative of the Ninth Con- 
gressional District of New York, I am 
proud to serve a very significant Carib- 
bean, South and Central American, and 
continental African immigrant com- 
munity whose immigration experience 
is as diverse as the countries from 
which they’ve come. In fact, I rep- 
resent one of the most diverse, immi- 
grant-rich districts in the Nation, with 
people who have come from the Middle 
East, South Asia, Asia, Russia, the 
Eastern European nations. It’s a vir- 
tual United Nations. 

Many entered our shores with stu- 
dent visas, like my parents did, to pur- 
sue careers in medicine, science, edu- 
cation, and other professions. Many are 
proud business owners of law firms, 
restaurants, grocery stores, shipping 
companies, and hair braiding venues. 
There are those who come as asylum 
seekers, fleeing the tumult of war, 
famine, and genocide. No matter their 
reason for immigrating, they’ve come 
to the U.S. to be productive, taxpaying 
members of our civil society and to at- 
tain the American Dream. 

Unfortunately, immigrants of the Af- 
rican diaspora, like so many other 
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groups from around the world, are deal- 
ing with backlogged immigration proc- 
essing; families being ripped apart; 
falling ‘‘out of status” because they 
have aged out of the legal immigration 
process; racial and status discrimina- 
tion; unfair criminal aggravated felony 
laws that prohibit judicial review; de- 
portation processes that violate civil 
and human rights; an insecure and pro- 
hibitive student visa program; limited 
access to work permits; and much, 
much more. 

You see, many immigrants arrive on 
our shores during a time in their lives 
when they are the most productive. 
Any delay in processing these individ- 
uals, in bringing them to the fore, de- 
nies us the opportunity to access their 
talents, their skills, and their ability 
in the prime of their lives. 
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Additionally, African Americans, 
those descendants of the slave trade— 
whom I fondly call long-time stake- 
holders of this Nation—have been af- 
fected by the broken system as well. 
Working-class Americans of all back- 
grounds, races, and ethnicities are ad- 
versely affected with a broken immi- 
gration system. They are facing de- 
pressed wages due to unscrupulous and 
illegal corporate hiring practices. 
Urban communities aren’t being ade- 
quately counted by the Census and 
other surveys, resulting in the reduc- 
tion of adequate government services 
and Federal resources to meet the 
needs of the actual population in the 
communities and increasing the strain 
on current public services. 

Urban communities are exposed to 
more crime, as the undocumented are 
more reluctant to report crimes; and 
African Americans are dealing with in- 
creased racial and status discrimina- 
tion, as many are subjected to interro- 
gations based on citizenship. 

This is why, as a child of the Carib- 
bean—second-generation American— 
and a sister of the African diaspora, I 
believe that it is my duty and that of 
the Congressional Black Caucus to en- 
sure that the voices of immigrants of 
the African diaspora will be at the fore- 
front, shoulder to shoulder with the 
Congressional Hispanic Caucus and the 
Caucus of the Asian and Pacific Island- 
ers; that the voices of the immigrants 
of the African diaspora will be heard. 
We will make sure that this debate is 
as diverse as the population it encom- 
passes. 

The effectiveness of the immigration 
reform debate will rely heavily on the 
diversity of its support. That is why I 
call upon my sisters and brothers with- 
in the African diaspora to join with the 
members of the CBC, myself and our 
colleagues, in making sure that our 
voices are heard and our needs are ade- 
quately addressed. 

Mr. Speaker, the time is now to pass 
a comprehensive bill that includes 
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streamlining the immigration process, 
humane enforcement strategies that 
address the needs of children and other 
vulnerable people, use alternatives to 
detention, create enforceable detention 
standards, safeguard our investments 
in our DREAM Act kids, and outline 
essential due process reforms. 

Our national security is at stake. Our 
moral standing in the world depends 
upon it. And the American people— 
many of whom are first- and second- 
generation immigrants—have de- 
manded it. If we turn our backs on 
those law-abiding contributors to our 
civil society that come to our shores 
only to embrace the American Dream, 
to labor in rebuilding our great Nation, 
to strengthen our economy, to serve 
honorably in our military, we turn our 
back on ourselves and our future. You 
don’t have to believe me. Just ask the 
people of Japan, where population 
growth has been stagnant as a result of 
a prohibitive immigration policy. 

It is time for people of good will to 
stand for those who fear or are unable 
to stand for themselves. Let us stand 
together for comprehensive immigra- 
tion reform. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Thank you, Con- 
gresswoman CLARKE, for those very el- 
oquent and thoughtful remarks. 

The Congressional Black Caucus con- 
sists of 42 Members representing a vari- 
ety of communities all across this 
great Nation. We’ve been joined today 
by two Representatives from the Lone 
Star State, one of whom, Representa- 
tive SHEILA JACKSON LEE, has distin- 
guished herself in many different areas, 
but has been a thought leader in the 
area of comprehensive immigration re- 
form. 

She is currently the ranking Member 
on the House Committee on Homeland 
Security Subcommittee on the Border 
and Maritime Security, and also is a 
senior member of the House Committee 
on the Judiciary and the important 
Subcommittee on Immigration and 
Border Security. We’re thankful that 
she’s been a long-time champion of a 
fair and humane immigration system, 
and I yield the floor to Congresswoman 
SHEILA JACKSON LEE. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Td like to thank 
the distinguished gentleman from New 
York and the distinguished gentleman 
from Nevada. I particularly want to 
thank them for hosting this vital dis- 
cussion, this Special Order, and pay 
tribute to them for doing a service to 
the Nation. 

When we speak on the floor of the 
House and we come from disparate 
States, from New York, Nevada, Texas, 
and Ohio—in fact, I think we have just 
about covered America—it has an 
amazing impact on our colleagues, and 
certainly constituents. So I owe and we 
all owe you a debt of gratitude for the 
forward thinking, and particularly 
since today has a double meaning. This 
is the 100th birthday of Rosa Parks. 
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She is often called the Mother of Civil 
Rights. And then our President, over 
the last couple of weeks, and as the 
gentleman from Nevada knows, spent 
time with him, to speak eloquently 
about the need for this pathway of ac- 
cess to legalization going forward. 

So I am grateful again for your will- 
ingness to host this and to begin to 
surge forward, collaborate with mem- 
bers of the Congressional Black Cau- 
cus, and giving them information in 
their respective districts, and collabo- 
rating with the Asian Pacific Caucus, 
the Caribbean Caucus, and as well the 
Hispanic Caucus. I think there are 
three of us, but we now have a new Car- 
ibbean, on which a number of us serve, 
and as well the African diaspora, which 
includes our brothers and sisters that 
have been mentioned already on the 
floor. We can go vastly beyond them. 
It’s my effort today, and I thank both 
the gentlemen from New York and 
from Nevada for some potent posters 
that I hope that I will share with all of 
you. 

Let me share both words from Presi- 
dent Obama and some abbreviated 
words from Dr. Martin Luther King. 
But the words from President Obama 
stated, as it relates to the question of 
immigration reform, that our journey 
is not complete until we find a better 
way to welcome the striving, hopeful 
immigrants who still see America as 
the land of opportunity, until bright 
young students and engineers are en- 
listed in our workforce rather than ex- 
pelled from our country. 

I think the important part of this 
discussion tonight is to make sure that 
the landscape of immigration reform is 
a landscape of many faces, many herit- 
ages, many backgrounds, many regions 
in the United States, many continents, 
and that it is important for all of us to 
have a commitment to better oppor- 
tunity for all. But as we do that, I 
think education is crucial. For as this 
discussion goes forward, I want my 
friends to know that there will be mo- 
ments of great contention, there will 
be moments of disagreement, and there 
will be moments of misrepresentation. 

It is important for the broad diaspora 
to understand that we are in this leak- 
ing boat together, and that when we 
utilize the term of ‘‘civil rights” or we 
use Rosa Parks or we speak to the 
words that Dr. King said on April 3, 
1968, that said that he could see a 
Promised Land and that he might not 
get there with us, but he knew that we 
as a people would get there some day, 
I cannot imagine in the 50th year of his 
“I Have a Dream” speech that he could 
not foresee that America’s diversity 
would be its strength, and that African 
Americans who came first to this coun- 
try as slaves could then join with oth- 
ers who came in fishing boats, in air- 
planes, that walked across the border 
for greater opportunity and make 
America the dream, the great Nation, 
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the Promised Land of which he pre- 
dicted. 

That is what immigration reform is. 
It is not to take from someone else and 
to give to someone else. It is not to di- 
minish the civil rights struggle of the 
African American population. It is not 
to ignore the history of others, but it is 
to say that we have a common ground. 
That is the way that we’re going to 
pass immigration reform. 
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If you are a Southerner and a Repub- 
lican from the South, you have as 
much invested in an America that 
gives opportunity to all as you may be 
from the wonderful districts that are 
represented on this floor. And until we 
understand that in the House, and until 
the Speaker understands and accepts 
it, that this is not taking away, this is 
not undermining anyone’s view of 
America, it is to say that the view of 
America is a promised land that so 
many come for. It is a recognition that 
Americans have come through the 1800s 
when the Irish came because of the 
famine, the Italians came in the early 
1900s. Other groups have come since 
then, large numbers of Hispanics, 
Asian Americans, South Asian Ameri- 
cans, those who have come from the 
Asian Pacific area, those who have 
come from Pakistan, India and Ban- 
gladesh, those who have come from the 
Caribbean, those who come from Afri- 
ca. They have all come, and we have to 
recognize that. 

One of the issues that seems to be 
coming up over and over again as we 
look at this issue, and I will speak spe- 
cifically to the Senate’s proposal, the 
general path to citizenship, it talks 
about the 11 million undocumented in- 
dividuals, that the path of citizenship 
will only take place if the border is se- 
cured and visa overstays are effectively 
combated. 

Let me be clear that great progress 
has been made over the Clinton admin- 
istration, moving into the Bush admin- 
istration, George Bush, and then on to 
the Obama administration, particu- 
larly in the Obama administration be- 
cause you can begin to see any sugges- 
tion that we have not worked to secure 
the border is based upon lack of infor- 
mation and lack of facts. So I want to 
thank my colleague for a poster that, 
in fact, says that the number of Border 
Patrol agents has more than doubled in 
the past 10 years. 

When I first began writing legislation 
in 2004, 2003, 2005, we were shortchanged 
on border security agents. Working 
with the Senate and working with 
Presidents, we funded the increase of 
border security or Border Patrol 
agents, and we can see now that the 
majority of agents are assigned to the 
U.S.-Mexican border, more than 16,000, 
and more—and it’s growing—that are 
basically at the border now. I think we 
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can do more, if you will, for the north- 
ern border; and I look forward to work- 
ing with my chairperson of the sub- 
committee on that issue. 

But we cannot let the discussion get 
bogged down in talking about we can’t 
provide some access to citizenship. In 
my legislation, I called it ‘‘earned ac- 
cess to citizenship,” which means there 
were fines to be paid, charitable issues 
to be paid, you must be vetted; but 
here on the Senate proposal, it talks 
about securing the border. 

I want to be able to be responsive to 
their concerns, but they should also 
look at the facts, and they can see that 
between ICE and CBP, ICE is the inter- 
nal enforcement, CBP, you can see the 
increase in the amounts of money that 
have gone up in the billions of dollars, 
now close to $18 billion between ICE 
and CBP, CBP being a little bit under 
$12 billion, that we have truly under 
the Obama administration been serious 
about border security. In fact, there is 
a poster board here that suggests that 
the deportations have gone up. That’s 
not the right way to proceed. 

So my point today is that there must 
be common ground. In the Senate, they 
talk about young, undocumented im- 
migrants who were brought to the U.S. 
when they were children will have a 
more direct path to citizenship. That 
must be clear because those are the 
DREAM Act kids. And, in fact, those 
individuals are the talent that we are 
throwing away, young people who are 
in college who are contributing to soci- 
ety who can help bring their families, 
reunite their families, have been forced 
to deportation. 

I want to congratulate the President 
for his executive order that provided a 
deferred adjudication for DREAM Act 
youngsters as a basis of saying that the 
ICE should enforce deportation on 
those who are a threat to our commu- 
nity and prioritize those distinctive 
from those who are here who are not 
doing us any harm who are being edu- 
cated. So the Senate proposal talks 
about young people. It talks about the 
backlogs of legal immigration and fam- 
ily reunification and the employment 
visa process. 

It also allows more immigrants per- 
forming lower-skilled occupations to 
enter the country when we were cre- 
ated. I want to change that word. I 
don’t like the idea of lower skilled. 
People come to work, if they are 
skilled, they have something to con- 
tribute, that is the basis upon which we 
should look at it. But I think for the 
Congressional Black Caucus it is al- 
ways important to say because our 
communities suffer unemployment in 
many parts of the country more so 
than others, that it is important in any 
immigration reform that we ensure 
that the employer has looked very hard 
for a person who is eligible for that job 
here in the United States. 

That’s how we educate our popu- 
lation. That’s how we bring together 
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the right kind of collaboration. High- 
skilled immigrants should be all of us. 
High-skilled individuals should be 
those in historically black colleges, 
Hispanic-serving colleges. We should 
encourage them to be part of science, 
technology, engineering and math. 
However, when there is an immigrant 
that is graduating from our top univer- 
sities, or any of our universities, we 
should not ask them to leave. It is very 
important to do. And we should ensure 
that they have opportunities. 

The President’s general path to citi- 
zenship provides a pathway to citizen- 
ship. These immigrants can register for 
provisional legal status. And his point 
is, which I believe we should join in, 
that we should not let border security 
get in the way of making sure that we 
move forward on a legal status process. 
Young people who, again, were brought 
here as children should have an expe- 
dited path to citizenship by attending 
college or by serving 2 years in the 
military. Slight differences that we 
can find a common ground, legal immi- 
grants, he speaks to the plan would in- 
crease the percentage of family-spon- 
sored immigrants coming into the 
country over every 7 years, from 7 to 15 
percent. 

This goes to a complaint that you 
will hear from those in Nevada, those 
in New York, those in your very di- 
verse districts, they complain about— 
not complain—let me say it differently. 
They want to be reunited with their 
family members. And one of the 
starkest things that happens to any of 
us who visit with immigrants in our 
congressional office, what about the 
immigrant who wants to go home for a 
dying relative, or the relative wants to 
come because there is a dying relative 
here in the United States. 

I had that happen in my district. I 
had a South Korean student who was 
shot on the streets of Houston, and 
tragically he became paralyzed. When 
his father came here to be able to com- 
fort him, his father had been here, he 
went back out, he was held and de- 
tained. We finally got that resolved. 
But we must find a way to have this 
punishment, this pain, that so many of 
our immigrants are experiencing, we 
must find a way to be able to work on 
this in a productive and smart manner. 
This speaks to the fact that we have 
not been slouches, we have not been 
slouches as it relates to border secu- 
rity. 

I want to speak to the issue of the di- 
versity visa program, which was a tar- 
get of our friends who maybe did not 
understand what that means. But the 
diversity visa program was to allow 
people who did not get in the normal 
visa system. It has proven to be a way 
of helping those who come from the 
continent of Africa, those who come 
from a number of other areas where it 
is very difficult to get a visa. Nearly 15 
million people representing about 20 
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million with family members included 
were registered late last year for the 
2012 diversity visa program under 
which only 15,000 visa winners were to 
be selected. 

That shows the intensity of the di- 
versity visa. And some want to get rid 
of it. It’s a lot of African immigrants; 
it’s a lot of people trying to come to be 
with their families. Diversity visa im- 
migrants succeed and contribute to the 
U.S. economy. According to the Con- 
gressional Research Service, in FY 
2009, diversity visa immigrants were 2.5 
times more likely to report managerial 
and professional occupations. 

The founder of it, Representative 
Bruce Morrison, said that the heart of 
the definition of America is what this 
program is about. All nationalities are 
welcome. Ambassador Johnny Young 
said the program engenders hope 
abroad for those who are too often 
without it, hope for a better life. And 
so I hope as we look at immigration re- 
form we will not attempt to eliminate 
opportunities to bring families to- 
gether. 

Finally, with respect to security 
issues, there’s no significant evidence 
of a security risk with the diversity 
visa. The GAO found in 2007 no docu- 
mented evidence. 

These points about the issue of where 
we can come together and where there 
are distinctions is to raise the specter 
of how serious and difficult this process 
may be. The Congressional Black Cau- 
cus will be pivotal in its role, one, be- 
cause it is the conscience of this Con- 
gress; two, because we have the un- 
canny ability of seeing from a broader 
perspective what we have gone through 
in our lifetime, what our communities 
go through. We’ve seen discrimination, 
and we are sympathetic and sensitive 
to how we can help others. 

So I think the challenge is as we pro- 
ceed on this process that all of us be in- 
cluded in this discussion, that the 
working group includes members of the 
Congressional Black Caucus and that 
as we encourage legislation to come to 
the Judiciary Committee, which is the 
committee that I sit on, the Immigra- 
tion Subcommittee that ZOE LOFGREN 
chairs and which I’m second on that 
committee, and as it goes through 
Homeland Security where the ranking 
member, Mr. THOMPSON, and Mr. 
MCCAUL share the leadership, in Judi- 
ciary Mr. CONYERS and Mr. GOODLATTE, 
where I am the ranking member on the 
Border Security Subcommittee, that 
we, through the Congressional Black 
Caucus, find a way to uphold the values 
of our ancestors, uphold the values of 
the pioneers and leaders who have trav- 
eled through the journey of civil rights 
that we can see the plight and the pain 
of those who come now. 
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I want to say in closing that as a 
Member of the Congress having the 
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privilege of serving the 18th Congres- 
sional District, even in a city like 
Houston, it is enormously diverse, hav- 
ing a large number of counselor offices, 
and people who have come from all 
walks of life, who have come through 
outdoors in the 18th Congressional Dis- 
trict begging for help, pleading for 
their children not being deported, and I 
would say to my colleagues you can 
not, and those of you who come from 
this diverse background, fully under- 
stand what it’s like to hear a mother’s 
shrill scream in your office when you 
said to them that we are going to stop 
the deportation of your child. We’ve all 
understood that pain if we’ve encoun- 
tered immigrants who do nothing more 
and want nothing more than to live the 
American Dream, who are paying 
taxes, building houses, and working for 
the betterment of us all, serving in the 
military and shedding blood. 

For this reason I think it is crucial 
that we try to overcome the hurdles, 
the differences of opinion, the tension 
that will rise, and have a common 
place to start from and a common end- 
ing. And that is the betterment of all 
people who contribute and make Amer- 
ica great. 

Comprehensive immigration reform 
will not hurt those of us who stand on 
this floor, and we will not allow it to 
hurt those who we represent. It will be 
a focus roadmap for all of us to work 
for a great and wonderful promised 
land that Martin King dreamed about 
and spoke about a few years ago. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the gentle- 
lady from Texas for her very pointed 
observations on a variety of different 
issues concerning the comprehensive 
immigration reform issue. 

I would just like to amplify for a mo- 
ment one point that was made as it re- 
lates to the significance of the diver- 
sity visa lottery program. It’s a pro- 
gram that in its conception is designed 
to make sure that immigrants from 
underrepresented parts of the world 
have an opportunity to come to Amer- 
ica and participate in the American 
Dream. And in the context of this di- 
versity visa lottery program, approxi- 
mately 20 percent of the African immi- 
grants who are here in this country are 
here as a result of participating in that 
program. 

It has been an instrumental vehicle 
for ensuring diversity as it relates to 
the presence of immigrants from the 
African continent, who by the way, 
statistics have shown, tend to be more 
educated in their attainment of college 
degrees than any other immigrant 
group. As a result, they are very much 
contributing to moving the society for- 
ward. And for that reason I believe it 
will be important for the CBC to con- 
tinue to stand up for this program as 
we move forward with comprehensive 
immigration reform, and so I thank the 
gentlelady for those observations. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Will the gen- 
tleman yield for just one quick mo- 
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ment. I want to applaud him for that 
and just add two groups that we did not 
mention yet that will really be im- 
pacted by comprehensive immigration 
reform: Liberians who came here on de- 
ferred enforcement, who are now still 
in limbo and worked with us over the 
years. We’ve been, if you would say, ad- 
vocates for them. And Haitians, who 
have a distinctive pathway into citi- 
zenship, who have certainly been con- 
tributing, fought with us in the Revo- 
lutionary War. 

And you are absolutely right, the di- 
versity visa has been a lifeline, not for 
terrorists, but a lifeline for hard- 
working immigrants. And I hope that 
when we debate this, as I said, moun- 
tains of tension or disagreement, that 
we can find common ground to include 
all these groups that will help better 
America and grow America strong. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. One of the things 
that we hope to accomplish today as 
we move forward in the context of ad- 
vancing this immigration reform de- 
bate is making sure that the facts sur- 
rounding the issue of immigration are 
well known. This is a Nation of immi- 
grants, and it’s a Nation of laws. And 
some have articulated the concern that 
we must secure the border before we 
can move forward and create a path- 
way toward citizenship for those who 
are in the country and undocumented. 

Much has been made about the south- 
western border in particular. And the 
gentleman from Nevada, I believe, has 
some statistics that he can speak to as 
to the progress that has been made in 
securing the border, points that were 
also made by the gentlelady from 
Texas. 

Mr. HORSFORD. Mr. Speaker, again, 
I would like to thank the gentleman 
from New York for yielding and to ex- 
pound on some of the points that the 
gentlelady from Texas made in regards 
to the tremendous progress that has 
been made on strengthening the bor- 
der. 

She touched on the doubling of the 
number of Border Patrol agents from 
10,000 to 21,000 agents in just the past 
year. That’s a doubling since 2004 of re- 
sources. And this is tremendous in that 
it actually is the largest per year en- 
forcement of any other federal law en- 
forcement combined. It’s $17.6 billion 
worth of enforcement on our border. 
And so progress has been made. And 
the deportations signify that. Half of 
these deportations have been to indi- 
viduals who committed crimes, illegal 
crimes, and were deported for that rea- 
son. 

But let me also touch on another ele- 
ment, which the gentlelady also dis- 
cussed. And that is immigration, and 
the history of immigration policy in 
our country has always focused on the 
family and keeping the family together 
and reuniting family members. And so 
we have to be careful when we talk 
about deportation, what that means for 
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individuals, because this is a human 
rights issue. 

In my district, in Congressional Dis- 
trict 4, I met with a group of citizens 
on Sunday before the President came, 
and there was one family there who ex- 
plained to me a situation where the 
mother had been deported and the chil- 
dren now are in foster care. They can- 
not be reunited with their family be- 
cause of the status issues. And that is 
something that is having a human toll 
because we have a broken immigration 
system that must be fixed. That has al- 
ways been a cornerstone of our immi- 
gration policy in this country, the 
focus on keeping our families together, 
not just on labor or economic issues, 
which should be at the forefront as 
well. 

And so enforcement has been a big 
cornerstone, and should be a major cor- 
nerstone, of the policy going forward. 
But the pathway to citizenship is the 
cornerstone. And I believe the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus as a stakeholder 
in this discussion, working with our 
colleagues on the other side and in the 
other Chamber, must articulate why 
there cannot be a precondition, a lit- 
mus test on border security, in order to 
provide for a pathway to citizenship 
that so many individuals depend on. 

Let me also discuss one other ele- 
ment of a comprehensive immigration 
reform that is necessary, and it’s im- 
portant to my district, in Congres- 
sional District 4, and that’s the focus 
on enhancing travel and tourism. 

The administration under President 
Obama is committed to increasing U.S. 
travel and tourism by facilitating le- 
gitimate travel while maintaining our 
Nation’s security. Consistent with the 
President’s executive order on travel 
and tourism, the President’s proposal 
securely streamlines visa and foreign 
visitor processing. It also strengthens 
law enforcement cooperation while 
maintaining the program’s robust 
counterterrorism and criminal infor- 
mation-sharing initiatives. It facili- 
tates more efficient travel by allowing 
greater flexibility to designate coun- 
tries for participation in the visa waiv- 
er program, which allows citizens of 
designated countries to visit the 
United States without obtaining a visa. 
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Finally, it permits the State Depart- 
ment to waive interview requirements 
for certain very low-risk visa appli- 
cants, permitting resources to be fo- 
cused on higher risk applicants, and it 
creates a pilot for premium visa proc- 
essing. 

So these are all of the components 
that have to be part of the comprehen- 
sive immigration reform. These are the 
tenets which the Congressional Black 
Caucus, in working with the Congres- 
sional Hispanic Caucus and the Con- 
gressional Asian Pacific Caucus, be- 
lieves to be the cornerstones and the 
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principles by which any comprehensive 
immigration bill should be passed. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Thank you, Con- 
gressman HORSFORD. 

We have been joined by our distin- 
guished classmate, the gentleman from 
Texas, Congressman MARC VEASEY, 
who represents an extremely diverse 
district in the Dallas area and who has 
been a tremendous thought leader on 
this issue, and it is my honor to recog- 
nize him. 

Mr. VEASEY. I want to thank my 
colleague HAKEEM JEFFRIES, who is 
from the great State of New York, and 
Mr. HORSFORD for their leadership on 
this issue. They, too, understand how 
important it is that we speak out on 
this issue. It is not only important to 
our constituents and our States but to 
the entire country. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for the op- 
portunity to address the Chamber on 
the very important topic of comprehen- 
sive immigration reform. I would also 
like to express my gratitude to the 
Congressional Black Caucus for not 
only their leadership on this issue but 
also for allowing me, as a member of 
the caucus, to continue this meaning- 
ful and urgent discussion. As Members 
of Congress, it is our duty to be the 
voices of our constituents by creating 
and passing legislation that addresses 
their concerns. 

For much too long, 11 million voices 
have waited for Congress to work to- 
gether on comprehensive immigration 
reform. They’re in neighborhoods like 
the ones I represent in Dallas and Fort 
Worth and Oak Cliff, which is in Dallas 
on the north side of Fort Worth. This is 
an issue that is very important, not 
only to those neighborhoods, but to the 
neighborhoods in the entirety of the 
district that I represent. The consensus 
on this issue has never been stronger, 
and I am proud to see Members on both 
sides of the aisle working together and 
finding a practical solution to this 
problem while President Obama leads 
the way. 

I applaud the comprehensive immi- 
gration reform efforts, including the 
proposals put forth by the President 
and bipartisan groups of Senators, 
which call for protecting our borders 
while respecting the unity and sanctity 
of our families. Our undocumented im- 
migrant community includes DREAM- 
er schoolchildren, who are excelling in 
math and science, wanting to attend 
college in the only country they’ve 
ever known. It also includes hard- 
working men and women who are only 
trying to make an honest living and 
provide for their families. 

Comprehensive immigration reform 
is about accountability and responsible 
public policy. It is not feasible, eco- 
nomical, or moral to propose the depor- 
tation of 11 million people who are liv- 
ing and working hard in our country. 
What reform calls for is responsible 
public policy that provides certainty to 
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employers that the people wanting to 
work are legally eligible to do so, 
thereby bringing a significant popu- 
lation of our country out of the shad- 
ows. 

Mr. Speaker, our borders are more se- 
cure than ever before. Border security 
is a serious issue, and we must con- 
tinue to enforce our laws, but we can 
also enact a fair immigration system 
by working together. Providing appro- 
priate protections to undocumented 
workers, including fair wages and safe 
working conditions, is the right thing 
to do to ensure the development of our 
economy and our Nation’s security. 

As the Congressman from the Dallas- 
Fort Worth metroplex, I understand 
the necessity of bipartisanship on this 
issue. My first days in office have been 
devoted to relationships and coalition- 
building on both sides of the aisle. I 
look forward to continuing those ef- 
forts, and I will not stop until we 
achieve a fair and comprehensive im- 
migration reform plan. I will work 
closely with my friends in the Congres- 
sional Hispanic Caucus and in the Con- 
gressional Black Caucus and with all of 
my colleagues who would like to join 
this effort. The voices of those in my 
district and across the country are 
being heard. It’s time to make com- 
prehensive immigration reform a re- 
ality. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

As he indicated, the time is now for 
us to move forward—to find common 
ground and to figure out how we can 
advance this issue in a manner that re- 
spects the security concerns that have 
been articulated but which also recog- 
nizes that, 6 years ago, several bench- 
marks were set forth for security meas- 
ures to be reached in order for com- 
prehensive immigration reform and a 
pathway towards citizenship to be cre- 
ated. 

Six years ago, there was a call for at 
least 20,000 border protection agents. 
Right now, there are 21,400 border pro- 
tection agents. Six years ago, there 
was a call for a fence to be constructed 
along the southern border of approxi- 
mately 670 miles, although our border 
security folks have said they believe a 
fence would be adequate that is 652 
miles, 651 miles of which have already 
been constructed. There was a call for 
video surveillance assets—these are 
cameras and radar—deployed along the 
borders of this country. Six years ago, 
the call was for 105 such video surveil- 
lance assets. Mr. Speaker, right now, 
there are more than 250 deployed in the 
United States of America. We have met 
or exceeded the security benchmarks 
that have been set. That’s why it is 
time for us to move forward with com- 
prehensive immigration reform. 

We have also been joined by another 
distinguished colleague of ours, the 
gentleman from Newark, New Jersey 
(Mr. PAYNE), and I recognize him at 
this time. 


913 


Mr. PAYNE. Let me first say “thank 
you” to the gentleman from New York, 
the gentleman from across the river 
with whom we are looking forward to 
having a great working relationship, as 
well as with the gentleman from Ne- 
vada, who has also distinguished him- 
self very early in this Congress. 

As we debate this issue, we must not 
forget that we are a Nation of immi- 
grants, and it is our rich history of im- 
migration that has strengthened this 
country generation after generation. 
Yes, we must secure our borders, but 
we must also recognize that there have 
been a record number of deportations 
and seizures over the last 4 years. This 
issue of border security cannot be used 
as a fear tactic to prevent progress. In 
my district, people migrate from all 
over the globe, not just from Latin 
America, but from the Caribbean and 
Africa and Asia as well, and they are 
all in search of the same thing—the 
American Dream. 

Children who were brought here 
through no fault of their own and who 
think of themselves as Americans wait 
in limbo, so we have a moral obligation 
to fix our broken system. It is not only 
the right thing to do, but it is the prac- 
tical thing to do. Over 11 million un- 
documented workers live in our com- 
munities. They go to our schools, and 
they work among us every day. It is 
time for Congress to provide these 11 
million people their chance to come 
out of the shadows without the specter 
of deportation hanging over their 
heads. 

It's also time to streamline the legal immi- 
gration process and to make it more efficient 
for high-skilled workers and those working in 
science fields to be able to stay and keep their 
talents here. 

In my district—the 10th district of New Jer- 
sey, and in every corner of America, immi- 
grants are receiving degrees in science, tech- 
nology, engineering, and math. They are the 
business leaders and innovators of the future. 
But when they graduate, they are sent home. 

If we want to remain the pre-eminent coun- 
try in the world—lf we want to continue to at- 
tract the best talent—If we want to continue to 
out-innovate the rest of the world—if we want 
to continue to be a just nation, then we must 
act now. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey for his com- 
ments. I also want to thank the distin- 
guished members of the CBC, including 
my colleague from Nevada, Congress- 
man HORSFORD, for his leadership, for 
his eloquence, and for the facts that he 
has brought to bear. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of common- 
sense immigration reforms that will foster eco- 
nomic growth, keep our families and our com- 
munities together, and protect workers’ rights. 
America’s immigration system is broken, and 
we must forge a bipartisan agreement to fix it. 

As a member of the Congressional Black 
Caucus, | will ensure that the needs of all 
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communities are addressed in immigration re- 
form. Many undocumented immigrants were 
brought here as children and know the United 
States as their only home. | support the 
DREAM Act to allow these bright young peo- 
ple to build their futures here and contribute to 
our nation’s prosperity. Strong families are the 
cornerstone of our Nation, and | believe provi- 
sions to guarantee family unity must be in- 
cluded in any serious immigration reform bill. 
| am dedicated to keeping families together by 
supporting a pathway to citizenship for un- 
documented immigrants. 

At the same time, Congress must ensure 
that immigration reform positively impacts eco- 
nomic and employment opportunities for all 
Americans. | will prioritize improving access to 
adult education programs and increasing job 
training opportunities so that all Americans 
can pursue their dreams and provide for their 
families. 

It is time to come together to enact fair and 
reasonable immigration reforms that advance 
our national interests and honor our history as 
a country of immigrants. | will work hard in 
Congress to ensure that these reforms 
strengthen our communities and drive our 
economy forward. 

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, let me 
thank all of my colleagues in the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus for highlighting the impor- 
tance of immigration reform for our community 
and our country. 

Recognizing immigration reform as a key 
civil rights issue, the CBC continues to be at 
the forefront of this important topic. 

As someone who represents a district with 
rich cultural diversity, | have witnessed first- 
hand the need for comprehensive immigration 
reform. 

| have seen families separated by a back- 
logged visa system, students denied the op- 
portunity to contribute to the country that gave 
them the tools to succeed and innovate, and 
LGBT couples unfairly singled out and denied 
the opportunity to live together within the bor- 
ders of this country. 

Mr. Speaker we need immigration reform 
because our system is broken. We need it for 
family unity, for accountability, for fairness and 
equality, and for the good of our country and 
economy. 

Most importantly we need to create a road- 
map to citizenship for the men, women, chil- 
dren, and students living in our country. 

These individuals, Americans in every sense 
of the word but on paper, are just the latest 
generation of immigrants to contribute to the 
cultural diversity and vitality of our Nation. 

They are hardworking, they are dedicated, 
and they came here in search of better lives 
for themselves and their families; their lives 
are modern-day tales of the American dream 
and that echo the experiences of the parents, 
grandparents, or great-grandparents of each 
one of us. 

And now we are at the brink of reforming 
this broken system and creating one that re- 
flects our values of hard work, family unity, 
and equity. 

Immigration reform will change things for the 
better, including in those communities that 
aren't usually at the forefront of this debate: 
immigrants from Africa and the Caribbean. 

And while these immigrant communities 
aren't typically acknowledged, they have made 
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tremendous contributions to getting us where 
we are today. 

Take for example Shirley Chisholm, my dear 
friend and mentor, whose father was born in 
British Guiana and mother in Barbados. 

She became the first African American 
woman elected to Congress and was one of 
the founding members of the Congressional 
Black Caucus. She was also the person who 
inspired me to take part in the political process 
when I was just a young college student. 

And there are others, like Colin Powell, who 
was born to Jamaican parents and rose to the 
ranks of four-star General and Secretary of 
State. 

And Harry Belafonte, the “King of Calypso,” 
was also born to Jamaican parents. 

And Maureen Bunyan, a well-known news 
anchor and founder of the National Associa- 
tion of Black Journalists and the International 
Women’s Media Foundation, who was born in 
Aruba. And the list goes on and on. 

| am also proud to say that my own district 
is home to a growing community of immigrants 
and their families from places like Ethiopia, 
Eritrea, and the Caribbean. 

They are active contributors to the East Bay 
region, as well as to a vibrant immigrant com- 
munity that highlights their distinct cultural 
backgrounds while emphasizing a_ strong 
sense of local unity. 

With a new immigration system, members of 
these communities will finally be able to unite 
with close family members, many after years 
and even decades of separation, same-sex bi- 
national couples will be able to express their 
love and obtain status equal to that of their 
neighbors without being separated by a border 
wall, and we will have an immigration system 
that people will go through rather than go 
around. 

We also need to make sure that the new 
system protects and assists workers by in- 
creasing the enforcement of workplace stand- 
ards and antidiscrimination laws. 

It must also include more robust programs 
for job training, including adult education op- 
portunities and programs for low-wage work- 
ers. 

Lastly, it must make it easier for individuals 
to compete for jobs and provide resources to 
take the workers where the jobs are. 

| look forward to continuing to work with my 
colleagues to make this new system a realiza- 
tion and to better the lives of the immigrant 
groups in my district and throughout the coun- 
try. 

Thank you again to my colleagues in the 
Congressional Black Caucus for continuing 
this discussion and working toward a bipar- 
tisan solution. 
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(e) OTHER COMMITTEE PUBLICA- 
TIONS.— 

(1) House Reports. 

(i) Any document published by the Com- 
mittee as a House Report, other than a re- 
port of the Committee on a measure which 
has been approved by the Committee, shall 
be approved by the Committee at a meeting, 
and Members shall have the same oppor- 
tunity to submit views as provided for in 
Rule IV(b). 
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(ii) Not later than January 2nd of each 
year, the Committee shall submit to the 
House an annual report on the activities of 
the Committee. 

(iii) After an adjournment sine die of a reg- 
ular session of a Congress or after December 
15th, whichever occurs first, the Chairman 
may file the annual Activity Report for that 
Congress with the Clerk of the House at any 
time and without the approval of the Com- 
mittee, provided that a copy of the report 
has been available to each Member of the 
Committee for at least seven calendar days 
and that the report includes any supple- 
mental, minority, or additional views sub- 
mitted by a Member of the Committee. [See 
House Rule XI 1(d))] 

(2) Other Documents. 

(i) Subject to paragraphs (ii) and (iii), the 
Chairman may approve the publication of 
any document as a Committee print which in 
the Chairman’s discretion he determines to 
be useful for the information of the Com- 
mittee. 

(ii) Any document to be published as a 
Committee print that purports to express 
the views, findings, conclusions, or rec- 
ommendations of the Committee or any of 
its Subcommittees, other than a report of 
the Committee on a measure that has been 
approved by the Committee, must be ap- 
proved by the Committee or its Subcommit- 
tees, as applicable, in a meeting or otherwise 
in writing by a majority of the Members, and 
such Members shall have the right to submit 
supplemental, minority, or additional views 
for inclusion in the print within at least 48 
hours after such approval. 

(iii) Any document to be published as a 
Committee print, other than a document de- 
scribed in subsection (ii) of this Rule, shall: 

(a) include on its cover the following state- 
ment: ‘“‘This document has been printed for 
informational purposes only and does not 
represent either findings or recommenda- 
tions adopted by this Committee;’’ and 

(b) not be published following the sine die 
adjournment of a Congress, unless approved 
by the Chairman after consultation with the 
Ranking Member of the Committee. 

(iv) A report of an investigation or study 
conducted jointly by the Committee and one 
or more other Committees may be filed 
jointly, provided that each of the Commit- 
tees complies independently with all require- 
ments for approval and filing of the report. 
[House Rule XI 1(b)(2)]. 

(v) After an adjournment of the last reg- 
ular session of a Congress sine die, an inves- 
tigative or oversight report approved by the 
Committee may be filed with the Clerk at 
any time, provided that if a Member gives 
notice at the time of approval of intention to 
file supplemental, minority, or additional 
views, that Member shall be entitled to not 
less than seven calendar days in which to 
submit such views for inclusion with the re- 
port. [House Rule XI 1(b)(4)] 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia (at the request 
of Ms. PELOSI) for today. 

Mr. FARR (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today through February 25 
on account of medical reasons. 

Ms. GABBARD (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of reporting for 
National Guard training duty. 
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Mr. ADERHOLT (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of at- 
tending a funeral. 
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BILLS PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported that on January 29, 2013, she 
presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol- 
lowing bills: 

H.R. 152. Making supplemental appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2013, to improve and streamline disaster as- 
sistance for Hurricane Sandy, and for other 
purposes. 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported that on February 4, 2013, she 
presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol- 
lowing bills: 

H.R. 325. To ensure the complete and time- 
ly payment of the obligations of the United 
States Government until May 19, 2013, and 
for other purposes. 


a 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 9 minutes p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad- 
journed until tomorrow, Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 5, 2013, at 10 a.m. for morning- 
hour debate. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


179. A letter from the Director, Policy 
Issuances Division, Department of Agri- 
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Uniform Compliance Date for Food 
Labeling Regulations [Docket No.: FSIS- 
2012-0039] (RIN: 0583-AD05) received January 
22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

180. A letter from the Congressional Re- 
view Coordinator, Department of Agri- 
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Approved Tests for Bovine Tuber- 
culosis in Cervids [Docket No.: APHIS-2012- 
0087] received January 22, 2018, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

181. A letter from the Congressional Re- 
view Coordinator, Department of Agri- 
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Golden Nematode; Removal of Regu- 
lated Areas in Livingston and Steuben Coun- 
ties, NY [Docket No.: APHIS—2012-0079] re- 
ceived January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

182. A letter from the Congressional Re- 
view Coordinator, Department of Agri- 
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Traceability for Livestock Moving 
Interstate [Docket No.: APHIS-—2009-0091] 
(RIN: 0579-AD24) (RIN: 0579-AD24) received 
January 22, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 
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183. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Department of State, transmitting a letter 
strongly supporting Senator Leahy’s amend- 
ment included as Section 1107 in H.R. 1 of the 
112th Congress; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

184. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting 
authorization of 19 officers to wear the au- 
thorized insignia of the grade of brigadier 
general; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

185. A letter from the Acting Principal 
Deputy, Department of Defense, transmit- 
ting a proposed change to the Fiscal Year 
2011 National Guard and Reserve Equipment 
Appropriation (NGREA) procurement; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

186. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit Insur- 
ance Corporation, transmitting the Corpora- 
tion’s final rule — Community Reinvestment 
Act Regulations (RIN: 3064-AD90) received 
January 25, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

187. A letter from the Secretary, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule — Lost Security 
holders and Unresponsive Payees [Release 
No.: 34-68668; File No. S7-11-11] (RIN: 3235- 
AL11) received January 17, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

188. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Communications and Information, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting the De- 
partment’s final rule — Relocation of and 
Spectrum Sharing by Federal Government 
Stations — Technical Panel and Dispute Res- 
olution Boards [Docket No.: 120620177—2445-02] 
(RIN: 0660-AA26) received January 23, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

189. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s ‘‘Major”’ 
final rule — Modifications to the HIPPA Pri- 
vacy, Security, Enforcement, and Breach No- 
tification Rules Under the Health Informa- 
tion Technology for Economic and Clinical 
Health Act and The Genetic Information 
Nondiscrimination Act; Other Modifications 
to the HIPPA Rules (RIN: 0945-AA03) re- 
ceived January 25, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

190. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modifications to the HIPPA Privacy, Secu- 
rity, Enforcement, and Breach Notification 
Rules Under the Health Information Tech- 
nology for Economic and Clinical Health Act 
and The Genetic Information Nondiscrimina- 
tion Act; Other Modifications to the HIPPA 
Rules (RIN: 0945-AA03) received January 24, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

191. A letter from the Administrator, Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the FY 2011 Superfund Five-Year Review Re- 
port to Congress, in accordance with the re- 
quirements in Section 121(c) of the Com- 
prehensive Environmental Response, Com- 
pensation, and Liability Act, as amended by 
the Superfund Amendments and Reauthor- 
ization Act of 1986; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

192. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting a 
certification of export to China; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

193. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting a 
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certification of export to China; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

194. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad- 
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting report prepared by the 
Department of State concerning inter- 
national agreements other than treaties en- 
tered into by the United States to be trans- 
mitted to the Congress within the sixty-day 
period specified in the Case-Zablocki Act; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

195. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s report pursu- 
ant to section 3 of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

196. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Ap- 
plicable Federal Rates — February 2013 (Rev. 
Rul. 2013-3) received January 22, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


EEE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 297. A bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to reauthorize 
support for graduate medical education pro- 
grams in children’s hospitals (Rept. 113-3). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 225. A bill to amend title IV 
of the Public Health Service Act to provide 
for a National Pediatric Research Network, 
including with respect to pediatric rare dis- 
eases or conditions (Rept. 113-4). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 235. A bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to provide grants 
to States to streamline State requirements 
and procedures for veterans with military 
emergency medical training to become civil- 
ian emergency medical technicians (Rept. 
118-5). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 267. A bill to improve hydro- 
power, and for other purposes (Rept. 113-6). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 316. A bill to reinstate and 
transfer certain hydroelectric licenses and 
extend the deadline for commencement of 
construction of certain hydroelectric 
projects (Rept. 113-7). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. WOODALL: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 48. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 444) to re- 
quire that, if the President’s fiscal year 2014 
budget does not achieve balance in a fiscal 
year covered by such budget, the President 
shall submit a supplemental unified budget 
by April 1, 2013, which identifies a fiscal year 
in which balance is achieved, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 113-8). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 


EE 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
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titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself, Mr. RIGELL, 
Mr. MEEHAN, and Mr. CUMMINGS): 

H.R. 452. A bill to prevent gun trafficking; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Mr. 
PALAZZO): 

H.R. 453. A bill to provide tax relief with 
respect to the Hurricane Isaac disaster area; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 


By Mr. FATTAH (for himself, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, and Ms. 
SCHWARTZ): 


H.R. 454. A bill to designate the medical 
center of the Department of Veterans Affairs 
located at 3900 Woodland Avenue in Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, as the ‘‘Corporal Mi- 
chael J. Crescenz Department of Veterans 
Affairs Medical Center”; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. SLAUGHTER (for herself, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. 
DELAURO, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. ELLISON, 
Ms. EsHoo, Mr. Hout, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. LANGEVIN, 
Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Ms. LOF- 
GREN, Ms. McCoLLuM, Ms. MOORE, 
Ms. NORTON, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, 
Mr. Pouis, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of 
California, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Ms. TSON- 
GAS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. WATERS, 
Mr. WAXMAN, and Mr. YARMUTH): 

H.R. 455. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to di- 
rect certain coeducational elementary and 
secondary schools to make available infor- 
mation on equality in school athletic pro- 
grams, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SCHIFF (for himself, Mr. SHER- 
MAN, and Mr. WAXMAN): 

H.R. 456. A bill to require the Adminis- 
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion to prescribe regulations to reduce heli- 
copter noise pollution in certain residential 
areas, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 457. A bill to amend section 276 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to impose 
mandatory sentencing ranges with respect to 
aliens who reenter the United States after 
having been removed, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 458. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to provide for non- 
immigrant status for an alien who is the par- 
ent or legal guardian of a United States cit- 
izen child if the child was born abroad and is 
the child of a deceased member of the Armed 
Forces of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 459. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to promote innovation, 
investment, and research in the United 
States, to eliminate the diversity immigrant 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKINLEY (for himself, Mrs. 
CAPPS, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. YOUNG of 
Florida, Mr. MORAN, Mr. WOLF, Mr. 
TONKO, Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. CONYERS, 
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Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. FARR, 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. RANGEL, 
and Mr. CRENSHAW): 

H.R. 460. A bill to amend title XXVII of the 
Public Health Service Act to limit co-pay- 
ment, coinsurance, or other cost-sharing re- 
quirements applicable to prescription drugs 
in a specialty drug tier to the dollar amount 
(or its equivalent) of such requirements ap- 
plicable to prescription drugs in a non-pre- 
ferred brand drug tier, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BISHOP of Utah (for himself, 
Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. MATHESON, and 
Mr. STEWART): 

H.R. 461. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to increase the maximum age 
limit for an original appointment to a posi- 
tion as a Federal law enforcement officer in 
the case of any individual who has been dis- 
charged or released from active duty in the 
Armed Forces under honorable conditions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. BISHOP of Utah (for himself, 
Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. MATHESON, and 
Mr. STEWART): 

H.R. 462. A bill to require the conveyance 
of certain public land within the boundaries 
of Camp Williams, Utah, to support the 
training and readiness of the Utah National 
Guard; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 463. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to reform the provisions 
relating to status under section 101(a)(15)(U) 
of that Act; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 

H.R. 464. A bill to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to reduce the limit 
on the amount of certain contributions 
which may be made to a candidate with re- 
spect to an election for Federal office; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 

H.R. 465. A bill to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to prohibit the 
conversion of leadership PAC funds to per- 
sonal use; to the Committee on House Ad- 
ministration. 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 

H.R. 466. A bill to amend title II of the So- 
cial Security Act to prohibit the Commis- 
sioner of Social Security from publishing the 
social security numbers of deceased individ- 
uals in the Death Master File, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 467. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to redistribute Federal 
funds that would otherwise be made avail- 
able to States that do not provide for the 
Medicaid expansion in accordance with the 
Affordable Care Act to those States electing 
to provide those Medicaid benefits; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 468. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide that payments under 
the Federal employees’ group life insurance 
program shall be made in a lump sum, unless 
the insured or the recipient elects otherwise; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 469. A bill to reduce the heat island ef- 
fect and associated ground level ozone pollu- 
tion from Federal facilities; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 
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By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 470. A bill to improve the efficiency of 
Federal Executive Boards to enhance the co- 
ordination, economy, and effectiveness of 
Federal agency activities, including emer- 
gency preparedness and continuity of oper- 
ations, in geographic areas outside the Wash- 
ington, D.C., metropolitan area; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 471. A bill to provide for the more ac- 
curate computation of retirement benefits 
for certain firefighters employed by the Fed- 
eral Government; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 472. A bill to reduce Federal expendi- 
tures associated with data center real estate 
and electricity consumption, to implement 
savings reductions proposed by Federal em- 
ployees, to reduce energy costs across Fed- 
eral Executive agencies, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committees on Armed Services, Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure, and Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 473. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act with respect 
to the qualification of the director of food 
services of a Medicare skilled nursing facil- 
ity or a Medicaid nursing facility; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 474. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit against 
income tax for qualified conservation con- 
tributions which include National Scenic 
Trails; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Natural Resources, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. GERLACH: 

H.R. 475. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to include vaccines against 
seasonal influenza within the definition of 
taxable vaccines; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia (for him- 
self and Mr. CONAWAY): 

H.R. 476. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to require the President to sub- 
mit with the budget an estimate of the def- 
icit using generally accepted accounting 
principles, and to amend the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 to require the Congres- 
sional Budget Office to submit the same with 
its report to the Committees on the Budget 
of the House of Representatives and the Sen- 
ate; to the Committee on the Budget. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia (for him- 
self, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. 
JONES, Ms. Foxx, Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND, Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 
Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. ROHRABACHER, 
and Mr. NUNNELEE): 

H.R. 477. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to make changes related 
to family-sponsored immigrants and to re- 
duce the number of such immigrants, and for 
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other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 
By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H.R. 478. A bill to amend the Illegal Immi- 
gration Reform and Immigrant Responsi- 
bility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1824a note) to 
make the E-Verify Program permanent and 
mandatory, and to provide for certain 
changes to procedures for participants in the 
Program; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, and in addition to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. HOLT, 
Mr. HONDA, Ms. LEE of California, Ms. 
McCoLLuM, Mr. McGOVERN, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, 
Mr. RANGEL, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
FARR, and Mr. ELLISON): 

H.R. 479. A bill to prohibit the transfer of 
defense articles and defense services to the 
governments of foreign countries that are 
engaging in gross violations of internation- 
ally-recognized human rights, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida: 

H.R. 480. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to disallow a deduction for 
amounts paid or incurred by a responsible 
party relating to a discharge of oil; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HECK of Nevada: 

H.R. 481. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to accept certain docu- 
ments as proof of service in determining the 
eligibility of an individual to receive 
amounts from the Filipino Veterans Equity 
Compensation Fund, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLT (for himself, Mr. CAPU- 
ANO, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Ms. CHU, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Mr. SIRES, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, 
Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. HONDA, Mr. PAL- 


LONE, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. HAHN, Mr. 
DOYLE, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. POCAN, and 
Ms. MENG): 


H.R. 482. A bill to prevent harassment at 
institutions of higher education, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HUDSON: 

H.R. 483. A bill to repeal the Federal estate 
and gift taxes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HUNTER (for himself, Mr. 
HULTGREN, Mr. MULVANEY, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. RADEL, 
Mr. MIcHAUD, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. 
PITTS, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. KINZINGER of 
Illinois, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
STUTZMAN, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, and 
Mr. LONG): 

H.R. 484. A bill to recognize a primary 
measure of national unemployment for pur- 
poses of the Federal Government; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas (for herself, Mr. KING of New 
York, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. BONAMICI, 
Mr. DEFazio, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. 
WILSON of Florida, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
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Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. DoGGETT, Mr. BEN 


Ray LUJÁN of New Mexico, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. HOLT, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. 


WALDEN, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. LAR- 
SEN of Washington, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Mr. WELCH, and Mr. SCHRA- 
DER): 

H.R. 485. A bill to establish the position of 
National Nurse for Public Health, to be filled 
by the same individual serving as the Chief 
Nurse Officer of the Public Health Service; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. KEATING (for himself, Mr. 
ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. RAHALL, 
Mr. LYNCH, Ms. HANABUSA, and Mr. 
BUCHANAN): 

H.R. 486. A bill to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to incentivize the 
development of abuse-deterrent drugs; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS (for 
herself and Mr. THOMPSON of Cali- 
fornia): 

H.R. 487. A bill to provide for a Medicare 
primary care graduate medical education 
pilot project in order to improve access to 
the primary care workforce; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PEARCE (for himself and Mr. 
BEN Ray LUJÁN of New Mexico): 

H.R. 488. A bill to amend the Surface Min- 
ing Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 to 
clarify that uncertified States and Indian 
tribes have the authority to use certain pay- 
ments for certain noncoal reclamation 
projects; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Ms. PINGREE of Maine (for herself 
and Mr. MICHAUD): 

H.R. 489. A bill to expand the HUBZone 
program for communities affected by base 
realignment and closure, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Small Business. 

By Mr. QUIGLEY (for himself, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. HIGGINS, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KINZINGER of Illi- 
nois, Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Mr. ScHock, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. KEATING, Mr. AMASH, 
Mr. HECK of Nevada, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
SMITH of Washington, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mrs. CAROLYN 
B. MALONEY of New York, and Mr. 
FOSTER): 

H.R. 490. A bill to amend section 217 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to modify 
the visa waiver program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 

H.R. 491. A bill to prevent United States 
businesses from cooperating with repressive 
governments in transforming the Internet 
into a tool of censorship and surveillance, to 
fulfill the responsibility of the United States 
Government to promote freedom of expres- 
sion on the Internet, to restore public con- 
fidence in the integrity of United States 
businesses, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in addi- 
tion to the Committees on Ways and Means, 
and Financial Services, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. STUTZMAN (for himself, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. 
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WESTMORELAND, Mr. 'THORNBERRY, 
Mr. NUGENT, Mr. WOODALL, Mr. 
PEARCE, and Mr. YOUNG of Indiana): 

H.R. 492. A bill to amend the Federal Re- 
serve Act to remove the mandate on the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System and the Federal Open Market Com- 
mittee to focus on maximum employment; 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: 

H. Con. Res. 11. Concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for a joint session of Congress to re- 
ceive a message from the President; consid- 
ered and agreed to. 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (for him- 
self, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Mr. HONDA, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. 
RUSH, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
RICHMOND, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
Ms. NORTON, Ms. Bass, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis- 
sissippi, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. HORSFORD, 
Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. WATT, 
Mr. FATTAH, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Ms. BROWN of Florida, Ms. FUDGE, 
Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
VEASEY, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. 
COHEN, Ms. WATERS, Mr. CLYBURN, 
Mr. CLAY, Mr. DANNY K. DAvVIs of Illi- 
nois, and Ms. SEWELL of Alabama): 

H. Res. 49. A resolution recognizing the sig- 
nificance of Black History Month; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 


By Mr. ISRAEL (for himself, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. CARTER, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. Coo- 


PER, Mr. COSTA, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. HIGGINS, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. McCoL- 
LUM, Mr. POoLis, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
REED, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and Ms. 
SPEIER): 

H. Res. 50. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of February 4, 2013, as Na- 
tional Cancer Prevention Day; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LANGEVIN (for himself, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. SCHOCK, 
Mr. HOLT, and Mr. POLIS): 

H. Res. 51. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
adding art and design into Federal programs 
that target the Science, Technology, Engi- 
neering, and Mathematics (STEM) fields en- 
courages innovation and economic growth in 
the United States; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 


—— 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 


New York: 
H.R. 452. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. CASSIDY: 

H.R. 453. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 454. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Ms. SLAUGHTER: 

H.R. 455. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clauses 1, 3, and 18 of Section 8 of Article 
I of the Constitution 

By Mr. SCHIFF: 

H.R. 456. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Los Angeles Residential Helicopter 
Noise Relief Act is constitutionally author- 
ized under Article I, Section 8, Clause 18, the 
Necessary and Proper Clause. The Necessary 
and Proper Clause supports the expansion of 
congressional authority beyond the explicit 
authorities that are directly discernible 
from the text. 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 457. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 5, Clauses 4 and 18 of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 458. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4; 14th Amend- 
ment. 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 459. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4, which states 
that Congress has the power to establish a 
uniform Rule of Naturalization. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: 

H.R. 460. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

According to Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
of the Constitution: The Congress shall have 
power to enact this legislation to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian 
tribes. 

By Mr. BISHOP of Utah: 

H.R. 461. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion which grants Congress the power to pro- 
vide for the general welfare of the United 
States; to make rules for the government 
and regulation of the land and naval forces; 
to provide for organizing the militia, and to 
make Rules for the Government and Regula- 
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tion of the land and naval Forces, and to 
make all laws necessary and proper for car- 
rying out the foregoing powers.”’ 

By Mr. BISHOP of Utah: 

H.R. 462. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion, specifically clause 14 (relating to the 
power of Congress to make rules for the gov- 
ernment and regulation of the land and 
naval forces), clause 16 (relating to the power 
of Congress to provide for organizing, arm- 
ing, and disciplining the militia), and clause 
18 (relating to the power of Congress to make 
all laws necessary and proper for carrying 
out the powers vested in Congress); and Arti- 
cle IV, section 3, clause 2 (relating to the 
power of Congress to dispose of and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the 
territory or other property belonging to the 
United States). 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 463. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 of the 
Constitution of the United States, Congress 
has the power to establish an uniform Rule 
of Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 

H.R. 464. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 3, Clause 1: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have the Power To lay and collect 
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay 
the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States;”’ 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have Power. . . To regulate Com- 
merce with foreign Nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian Tribes.” 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 

H.R. 465. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: “The Con- 
gress shall have the Power To lay and collect 
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay 
the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States;”’ 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have Power. . . To regulate Com- 
merce with foreign Nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian Tribes.” 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 

H.R. 466. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8: Congress shall have 
the power to make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe- 
cution the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or any De- 
partment or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 467. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 468. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 469. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 


February 4, 2013 


Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 
By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 470. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con- 
stitution, and clause 18 of section 8 of article 
I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 471. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 472. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con- 
stitution, and clause 18 of section 8 of article 
I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 473. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 474. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con- 
stitution, and clause 18 of section 8 of article 
I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. GERLACH: 

H.R. 475. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H.R. 476. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 9, Clause 7, that states 
“... a regular Statement and Account of 
the Receipts and Expenditures of all public 
Money shall be published from time to 
time.” 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H.R. 477. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4 of the Con- 
stitution, which states that Congress has the 
power ‘‘to establish a uniform Rule of Natu- 
ralization and uniform Laws on the subject 
of Bankruptcies throughout the United 
States.” 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con- 
stitution, which states that Congress has the 
power to ‘‘make all Laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into Execu- 
tion the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States or in any 
Department or Officer thereof.” 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H.R. 478. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution, which states that the Congress has 
the power ‘‘to regulated Commerce with for- 
eign Nations, and among the several States, 
and with the Indian Tribes.” 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 479. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

U.S. Const. art. I, §1 and 8. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida: 

H.R. 480. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 


February 4, 2013 


This bill is enacted pursuant to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, including but 
not limited to Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 
and 3. 

By Mr. HECK of Nevada: 

H.R. 481. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The power granted to Congress under Arti- 
cle I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 
States Constitution, to make all laws which 
shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into execution the foregoing Powers, and all 
other powers vested by the Constitution in 
the Government of the United States, or in 
any Department or officer thereof. 

By Mr. HOLT: 

H.R. 482. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. HUDSON: 

H.R. 483. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Enumerated Powers of Congress. Article I., 
Section 8. The Congress shall have Power to 
lay and collect Taxes. 

By Mr. HUNTER: 

H.R. 484. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clauses 1 and 18 

“The Congress shall have the power to... 
provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States.” 

“To make all laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
the foregoing powers. . .’’. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas: 

H.R. 485. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. KEATING: 

H.R. 486. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H.R. 487. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority in which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to reg- 
ulate Commerce as enumerated by Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 3 as applied to healthcare. 

By Mr. PEARCE: 

H.R. 488. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States grants Congress the power 
to enact this law. 

By Ms. PINGREE of Maine: 

H.R. 489. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. QUIGLEY: 

H.R. 490. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 

H.R. 491. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
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To regulate Commerce with foreign Na- 
tions, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. STUTZMAN: 

H.R. 492. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Clause 5 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 


H.R. 11: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. PETERS of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 
TONKO, Mr. BARBER, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. CROW- 
LEY, Mr. KEATING, Mr. HOYER, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, and Mr. 
PAYNE. 

H.R. 22: Ms. ESHOO and Mr. STOCKMAN. 

H.R. 32: Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. BISHOP of New 
York, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. MICA, and 
Mr. POSEY. 

H.R. 44: Ms. GABBARD. 

H.R. 61: Mr. HENSARLING and Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 69: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 71: Mr. MORAN. 

H.R. 102: Mr. DINGELL. 

H.R. 117: Mr. BISHOP of New York. 

H.R. 124: Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. PALAZZO, and 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 

H.R. 146: Mr. HOLT, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. 
YARMUTH. 

H.R. 148: 

H.R. 149: 

H.R. 164: 

H.R. 165: 

H.R. 182: 
POCAN. 

H.R. 200: Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
and Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 

H.R. 217: Mr. RAHALL, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. 
CRENSHAW, and Mr. DESJARLAIS. 

H.R. 229: Mr. LEWIS and Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 235: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. WITT- 
MAN, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. RAHALL, and Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 236: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and 
Ms. McCoLLuM. 

H.R. 258: Mr. ROKITA, Mr. YODER, Mr. POE 
of Texas, Mr. FORBES, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. 
RENACCI, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. FORTENBERRY, 
Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. MEADOWS, and Mr. 
KLINE. 

H.R. 269: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. DOYLE, Ms. 
EDWARDS, Mr. ISRAEL, and Mr. ScCoTT of Vir- 
ginia. 

H.R. 279: Mr. BACHUS. 

H.R. 282: Mr. NUGENT, Mr. CASSIDY, and Mr. 
BURGESS. 

H.R. 285: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Ms. LEE of California, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ 
of California, Mr. RANGEL, and Mr. ELLISON. 

H.R. 297: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. LATTA, 
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. DENT, Mrs. 
BEATTY, and Mr. MICHAUD. 

H.R. 300: Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr. RADEL, Mr. 
SCHOCK, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
FINCHER, Mr. FOSTER, and Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California. 

H.R. 305: Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. 

H.R. 311: Mr. NUNNELEE and Mr. KLINE. 

H.R. 317: Mr. WESTMORELAND and Mr. 
AMASH. 

H.R. 321: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia and Mr. 
GUTIERREZ. 

H.R. 333: Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. McCOLLUM, 
Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. BISHOP of New York, and 
Ms. BROWNLEY of California. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Ms. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


ScHIFF and Mr. LANGEVIN. 
TERRY. 

HANABUSA. 

GRIMM. 

GIBSON, Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. 


919 


H.R. 334: Mr. RADEL. 

H.R. 335: Mr. BENISHEK and Mr. STOCKMAN. 

H.R. 341: Mr. HINOJOSA, Ms. McCOLLUM, Mr. 
LEWIS, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, and Ms. 
LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California. 

H.R. 342: Mr. LATTA, Mr. STEWART, Mr. 
FORBES, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. ENYART, and Mr. 
KLINE. 

H.R. 346: Mr. JONES, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, 
Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. HARPER, Mr. BOU- 
STANY, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. ADER- 
HOLT, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. 
LIPINSKI, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. FORTENBERRY, 
Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. HUELSKAMP, and Mr. 
BENISHEK. 

H.R. 351: Mr. COTTON, Mr. HALL, Mr. BARR, 
and Mr. STOCKMAN. 

H.R. 357: Mr. JONES, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkan- 
sas, and Mr. NUGENT. 

H.R. 366: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, and Mr. CHABOT. 

H.R. 367: Mr. CULBERSON and Mr. LAMALFA. 

H.R. 370: Mr. HENSARLING and Mr. 
STUTZMAN. 

H.R. 377: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali- 
fornia, and Mr. MAFFEI. 

H.R. 427: Mr. CICILLINE and Ms. JACKSON 
LEE. 

H.R. 435: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 

H.R. 444: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. MESSER, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. PosEy, Mr. HUIZENGA of 
Michigan, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. STEWART, Mr. 
SCALISE, Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. MEAD- 
ows, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. HUDSON, 
Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. ADER- 
HOLT, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. WAL- 
DEN, Mr. HENSARLING, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. 
JOYCE, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, AND Mr. LUETKE- 
MEYER, Mr. Ross, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. 
MCKINLEY, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. BARR, Mr. 
BUCSHON, Mr. JONES, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. RENACCI, 
Mr. BONNER, and Mr. CHABOT. 


H.J. Res. 20: Mr. KENNEDY and Mr. 
McDERMOTT. 

H.J. Res. 21: Mr. KENNEDY and Mr. 
McDERMOTT. 

H. Con. Res. 4: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 
York. 


H. Res. 24: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. 
OLSON, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, 
and Mr. GOODLATTE. 

H. Res. 47: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 


CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM- 
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM- 
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 


Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 


OFFERED By MR. RYAN OF WISCONSIN 
The provisions that warranted a referral to 
the Committee on the Budget in H.R. 444, 
Require a PLAN Act of 2018, do not contain 
any congressional earmarks, limited tax 
benefits, or limited tariff benefits as defined 
in clause 9 of rule XXI. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 1. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 2. Also, a petition of The Borough of Ro- 
aie The Township of Edison, New Jersey, rel- selle, New Jersey, relative to Resolution 
Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions ative to Resolution R.839-122012 urging the Number 2012-435 supporting Gun Control; to 
and papers were laid on the clerk’s President, Governor, and Legislators to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
desk and referred as follows: enact more stringent gun laws; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


HONORING AND CELEBRATING THE 
ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF SIG SAN- 
CHEZ 


HON. ZOE LOFGREN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac- 
knowledge and honor Sig Sanchez. 

Sig was born to Spanish immigrant parents, 
as the second of eleven children. His mother 
worked in a cigarette factory in San Francisco 
and his father was an agricultural laborer. In 
1942, Sig moved to Gilroy because of his in- 
volvement in agriculture. For 20 years, Sig 
owned a melon-packing operation with two of 
his brothers and a 600-acre farm to the south 
of Los Banos. 

Sig entered public service over 55 years 
ago when one of his tractors broke down. He 
went to repair his tractor and the owner of the 
shop was on the Gilroy City Council. The 
councilmember proceeded to encourage Sig to 
join him on the council. Sig served for five 
years as a councilman and another five years 
as the mayor. He then served 16 years on the 
Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors. As 
a county supervisor, Sig advocated for the 
merger of the Santa Clara County Flood Con- 
trol and Water District with the Santa Clara 
Valley Water Conservation District to better 
address flood management and water importa- 
tion. In all his years of public service, he tried 
to never leave his office without returning 
every phone call. 

In 1980, Sig was appointed as an at-large 
director to the water district board. He was a 
key player in the 1987 merger of the Gavilan 
Water District in South County with the Santa 
Clara Valley Water District, which allowed for 
full integration of all the county’s reservoirs 
and groundwater facilities. Sig was a charter 
board member in the 1992 development of the 
San Luis and Delta-Mendota Water Authority, 
a joint organization of 32 water and irrigation 
agencies that contract with the US Bureau of 
Reclamation for water from the Central Valley 
Project. He was also instrumental in water im- 
portation into Santa Clara County with the 
county Board of Supervisors, South Bay Aque- 
duct, water district board, and the San Felipe 
project. As the longest serving member of the 
water district’s board of directors, Sig guided 
the agency on pressing water quality prob- 
lems, steered the valley through both floods in 
the 1980s, and helped it survive the 1987- 
1992 drought. 

Sig has served as a board member of 
HOPE Rehabilitation, Wheeler Hospital Foun- 
dation, and the Gilroy Elks Club. As a pas- 
sionate advocate for water and flood control 
issues, he has been an active member of na- 
tional, state, and local water resource organi- 
zations, including the Agricultural Water Advi- 
sory Committee, Central Valley Project Author- 


ity, Pajaro River Watershed Flood Prevention 
Authority, San Luis & Delta Mendota Water 
Authority Board and Finance Committee, 
Uvas/Llagas Flood Control and Watershed Ad- 
visory Committee, Santa Clara Valley Water 
Commission, Santa Clara Valley Water District 
Board Ad Hoc Audit Committee, and the 
South County Regional Wastewater Authority. 


In recognition of his service and contribu- 
tions, Sig was inducted into the Gilroy Hall of 
Fame in 1991. A building in San Martin is 
named after Sig. He also has a 10-mile por- 
tion of state Highway Route 101, the Sig San- 
chez Freeway, named in honor of his 12-year 
effort to lobby various government agencies to 
build the highway. 


Sig is being honored as the Gilroy Chamber 
of Commerce’s 2013 Man of the Year on Feb- 
ruary 9. | join in honoring his decades of con- 
tribution and service to the betterment of our 
society. The community is very fortunate to 
have benefited from his dedication, commit- 
ment, and advocacy. He has left his mark in 
the community and | know he will continue to 
play a positive role in the years to come. 


EE 


GREAT LAKES EXPLORATION 
GROUP 


HON. DAN BENISHEK 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. BENISHEK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the Great Lakes Exploration Group 
on the occasion of the work they do to dis- 
cover and preserve the maritime history of the 
State of Michigan and the Great Lakes. The 
group has not only worked to identify and 
save historic artifacts, but do so in a way that 
preserves the cultural heritage of the Great 
Lakes. 


In particular, | wish to commend the Great 
Lakes Exploration Group on discovering the 
possible location of Le Griffon, a ship that 
went missing in 1697. If Le Griffon is found, 
not only will a centuries-long mystery be 
solved, but, more importantly, the Great Lakes 
Group will add to the historical treasure trove 
of our Nation’s earliest days of settlement. 


Through community-based, non-invasive un- 
derwater archaeology and research that 
leaves the bottomlands intact, the Great Lakes 
Exploration Group was formed to be a world- 
wide leader in identifying, protecting, and pre- 
serving rare pieces of North American history 
found in Michigan’s waters. 

| wish the Great Lakes Exploration Group all 
the best in locating and preserving the wreck 
of Le Griffon and learning what secrets it may 
hold. 


IN CELEBRATION OF THE 20TH AN- 
NIVERSARY OF BAKER AND 
O’BRIEN, INC. 


HON. PETE SESSIONS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Baker and O’Brien, Inc. as they 
celebrate twenty years of outstanding busi- 
ness. 

Founded in 1993, Baker and O’Brien, Inc. 
started with merely six employees. With their 
commitment and vision, the company has 
since flourished to three offices and forty dedi- 
cated staffers that have served over 700 dif- 
ferent clients. They uphold themselves to the 
highest standards of professionalism and in- 
tegrity, which is reflected in the quality of their 
services and outstanding reputation. | com- 
mend Baker and O’Brien, Inc. for holding 
steadfast to their guiding principles of service, 
commitment, integrity, and confidentiality in 
their approach to business. Their success 
story exemplifies the American Dream; that in 
this land of great opportunity, hard work and 
dedication can turn a dream into reality. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my esteemed colleagues 
to join me in expressing our heartiest con- 
gratulations to Baker and O’Brien, Inc. as they 
celebrate twenty years of success. 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF FORMER MAYOR VICENTE 
IGNACIO AGUON 


HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 


OF GUAM 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the life and service of Vicente Ignacio 
Aguon, the former Mayor of the village of 
Chalan Pago-Ordot, Guam. Vicente was born 
on July 6, 1939, to the late Jose Manglona 
Aguon and Emperatriz Cruz Ignacio Aguon. 
He married Pacita Baza Aguon and had seven 
children. Vicente passed away on January 21, 
2013, at the age of 73. 

Vicente attended Chalan Pago Elementary 
and graduated from George Washington Sen- 
ior High School. He then went on to graduate 
from the National Technical School in 
Inglewood, California and the Harcourt Learn- 
ing Direct in Hotel Management. Additionally 
Vicente studied Electrical Engineering at 
Guam Community College and he completed 
seminars from Chicago Technical College in 
Building Construction. 

Vicente was a dedicated public servant. 
From 1965-1985 he worked for the Guam De- 
partment of Public Works as an Electrical and 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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Refrigeration Technician, Construction Inspec- 
tor, Construction Inspector supervisor, con- 
struction Project Manager, and Acting Engi- 
neer. In 1986, he moved to the Guam Legisla- 
ture and was a Legislative Consultant for the 
18th and 19th Guam Legislature under the 
Rules Committee. He also served as the man- 
ager of the Tumon Village Complex from 
1991-1995. 

In 2000, Vicente was elected Mayor of 
Chalan Pago-Ordot. He paid particular atten- 
tion to the wellbeing of the people of Chalan 
Pago-Ordot by voicing their concerns. When 
Vicente was not serving the people of Chalan 
Pago-Ordot he volunteered his free time as a 
Parish Council Member of Our Lady of Peace 
and Safe Journey Catholic Church. He also 
volunteered as Assistant State Commissioner 
for Guam Babe Ruth Baseball, and he was a 
Municipal Planning Council Member at the 
Chalan Pago-Ordot Community. 

Vicente will be missed by all who knew and 
loved him. | extend my condolences to his 
wife Pacita Baza Aguon, his family and loved 
ones, including his children, Peter, Frances, 
Vicente, Raymond, Anthony, Josephine, and 
Beatrice. 


a 


HONORING THE LIFE OF LIEUTEN- 
ANT COLONEL JACK REED, USAF 


HON. DAVID SCOTT 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
it is with a heavy heart that | stand before you 
today to honor Lt. Col. Jack G. Reed, USAF 
(Ret.), who passed away at the age of 82 in 
December of 2012 in Granbury, TX. Lieuten- 
ant Colonel Reed was an honorable man who 
dedicated his life to his country. 

Lieutenant Colonel Jack Reed was born 
near Rio Vista, Texas, on August 25, 1930. 
After attending Texas Tech, Mr. Reed joined 
the United States Air Force in January 1951 
as an enlisted Soldier during the Korean War. 
In 1953, his abilities soon won him entrance to 
the Aviation Cadet program and a commission 
as a Second Lieutenant. 

In 1954, Lieutenant Colonel Reed was se- 
lected for assignment to the B—47 program, 
and transferred to Mather AFB, Sacramento, 
CA. From 1954 to 1960, Mr. Reed was as- 
signed to the 22nd Bombardment Wing, March 
AFB, and Riverside, CA. From 1960 to 1965, 
Mr. Reed was assigned to B—58s with the 
63rd Bomb Squadron, 43rd Bombardment 
Wing, Carswell AFB, and Fort Worth, TX, 
where he participated in military preparedness 
for action against Cuba during the missile cri- 
sis of 1962. 

Lieutenant Colonel Reed performed exceed- 
ingly above all that was asked of him as an 
Airman. In August 1965, Lieutenant Colonel 
Reed was one of two Air Force officers se- 
lected for assignment to the CIA/USAF pro- 
grams OXCART/TAGBOARD/SENIOR BOWL 
at Groom Lake, NV, and later Beale AFB, CA. 

Lieutenant Colonel Reed was a well round- 
ed individual who consistently went above and 
beyond for his country. In 1971, Lieutenant 
Colonel Reed began working for the Pentagon 
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where he worked on leading edge technology 
for air and space-based reconnaissance as- 
sets, including the U-2R. Mr. Reed promoted 
the development of many of the first un- 
manned aircraft flown by the United States 
military. 

Lieutenant Colonel Reed’s developmental 
work in the Air Force, Boeing and at Sperry/ 
Unisys on unmanned air vehicles and re- 
motely piloted aircraft led to the use of these 
systems today by various military departments 
and government agencies. 


Though committed to service, Jack was not 
consumed by work. Despite numerous and 
lengthy absences from home to serve his 
country, Mr. Reed loved and mentored his 
children, participated in their activities, was a 
deacon in church congregations, and found 
time to travel and enjoy the outdoors, particu- 
larly the challenge of fishing. Everybody was 
drawn to Mr. Reed’s charisma, because he 
genuinely enjoyed helping children, family, and 
even strangers; learn more about the wonders 
of this world, how it worked and what made 
things grow. 

| commend Lieutenant Colonel Reed’s con- 
tributions and his record of service to our Na- 
tion, his community and his family. | ask my 
colleagues to join me in extending heartfelt 
condolences to his wife of more than 59 
years, Norma, his sons Jack W. Reed and 
Stephen E. Reed and their families. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING BOB BENNETT 


HON. BRUCE L. BRALEY 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate Bob Bennett for being 
inducted into the Dubuque Area Labor Hall of 
Fame. Bob has dedicated his life to improving 
the relationship between labor and manage- 
ment through his service as a Commissioner 
of the Federal Mediation and Conciliation 
Service (FMCS). 


Bob spent the early part of his career work- 
ing at the Clinton Corn Processing Company 
where he joined the American Federation of 
Grain Millers union. He was appointed as a 
FMCS Commissioner in 1973. As Commis- 
sioner, Bob mediated over one thousand con- 
tracts in the private, public and healthcare 
sectors. Many of these cases were in the Du- 
buque area. Bob was also instrumental in pro- 
viding a start up grant to establish a Labor 
Management Council in Dubuque. 


Bob has the honor of being the namesake 
for an award given at an annual dinner. The 
Bob Bennett Good Faith Award is given to a 
representative from labor or management who 
lives up to the definition of “good faith’. | con- 
gratulate Bob on his induction into the Du- 
buque Area Labor Hall of Fame and wish him 
all of the best in his future endeavors. 
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HONORING THE LIFE OF TRACY A. 
SUGARMAN 


HON. JAMES A. HIMES 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, on Sunday, Janu- 
ary 20, we lost a cherished and dearly loved 
member of our community. Tracy Sugarman lit 
up the town of Westport, Connecticut, for 60 
years with his ceaseless generosity, well- 
known sense of humor, and passion for social 
justice. 

Mr. Sugarman served as a naval officer in 
World War Il, leading troops up Normandy 
during the historic D-Day assault. His courage 
and fortitude in battle are emblematic of the 
heroism of the “Greatest Generation.” 

As an acclaimed illustrator and chronicler of 
the Civil Rights Movement, Mr. Sugarman 
bore witness to the many struggles faced by 
African Americans living in the Deep South. 
Mr. Sugarman’s drawings helped bring to na- 
tional attention the horrors of 1960’s Mis- 
sissippi, where black Americans faced threats 
of violence and death for registering to vote or 
attending a desegregated school. 

Mr. Sugarman’s sketches of major news 
events appeared in hundreds of magazines, 
books, and other media across the country. 
He brought his skilled and emotional work to 
the Saturday Evening Post, Forbes Magazine, 
Louis Armstrong record covers, and hundreds 
of children’s books. 

Mr. Sugarman’s artwork is, by all counts, his 
greatest legacy: his drawings of the Civil 
Rights Movement are permanent archives in 
Mississippi and New York City. His painting, 
“The Heroes of Nine-Eleven,” is on permanent 
display in Washington, DC. His painting of the 
Space Shuttle Columbia is part of NASA’s ar- 
chives at Cape Kennedy. And his collection of 
art from World War Il is in use by the Library 
of Congress’ Veterans History Project. 

Mr. Sugarman also wrote a number of 
books, many relating to his experiences in the 
South. “Stranger at the Gate—A Summer in 
Mississippi” details the Freedom Summer of 
1964, during which more than 1,000 volun- 
teers flooded rural Mississippi to register vot- 
ers; “We Had Sneakers, They Had Guns: the 
Kids Who Fought for Civil Rights in Mis- 
sissippi” recounts the civil rights work of white 
college students, many of whom were arrested 
and beaten. 

Whether it was in writing or on canvas, Mr. 
Sugarman brought to his work artful introspec- 
tion, keen awareness, and brutal honesty. His 
strong dedication to his fellow man—and par- 
ticularly to his community here in Con- 
necticut—will be sorely missed. 


IN HONOR OF MR. GORDON PROUT 
HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, February 4, 2013 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the life of Mr. Gordon Prout. 
Mr. Prout, a resident of Tinton Falls, New Jer- 
sey, passed away on December 17, 2012 
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after decades of public service as a civil engi- 
neer for the New Jersey Department of Trans- 
portation. 

Prior to his 34 years of public service, Mr. 
Prout served his country honorably in the U.S. 
Army Air Corps during World War II. He was 
a navigator on a B-17 Flying Fortress for nine 
missions over Europe before being shot down 
and captured. Consequently, he spent 16 
months as a prisoner in Stalag Luft | in Ger- 
many. Mr. Prout successfully returned home 
on the Queen Mary after being liberated by 
the Soviets in May, 1945. 

Mr. Prout is survived by his devoted wife of 
67 years, Anne Bruno Prout; a daughter and 
son-in-law, Judith and Mickey McCabe of 
Monmouth Beach and Bayonne; a son and 
daughter-in-law, Donald and Deborah Prout of 
VA; four grandchildren, Allison McCabe Matto 
and her husband Joseph, Michael McCabe 
and his wife Tina, Derek Prout and his wife 
Jessica, and Bryan Prout and his fiancée Tay- 
ler Lyttle; and five great-grandchildren, 
Madelyn, Luke, Grace, Aiden and Abigail. 

Mr. Speaker, | sincerely hope that my col- 
leagues will join me in honoring Mr. Prout for 
his lifetime of public service to the State of 
New Jersey, and his dedicated service to our 
country. 


ee 


REMEMBERING JUDGE JAMES H. 
TAYLOR 


HON. STENY H. HOYER 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to remem- 
ber my friend, the late Judge James H. Taylor, 
who passed away on October 31 at his home 
in Upper Marlboro, Maryland. A prosecutor, 
judge, and family man, Jim was also a trail- 
blazer as the first African-American to serve 
on the circuit court in Prince George’s County. 

Raised in Howard County, Maryland, Jim 
was one of ten children in a family that em- 
phasized hard work and education. As a 
young man, he attended Carver Vocational- 
Technical High School in Baltimore to learn 
bricklaying, and he worked as a postal em- 
ployee, a railroad oilman, and a cook to help 
support his widowed mother and his siblings. 

After serving the nation in the Army Air 
Corps in 1945-1946, Jim matriculated at How- 
ard University, where he graduated in 1950. In 
1953, he was the first African-American law 
school graduate at American University. 

In practicing law as one of the first African- 
Americans admitted to the bar in Prince 
George’s County in 1956, Jim was described 
as a bold prosecutor who took risks and 
achieved results. Named Maryland’s first Afri- 
can-American assistant state’s attorney in 
1963, Jim rose through the ranks of our 
state’s legal establishment, breaking barriers 
along the way. In 1969, he was appointed to 
the bench by Governor Marvin Mandel and 
served for eighteen years before retiring from 
Maryland’s Seventh Judicial Circuit in 1987. 

Much of his casework dealt with family and 
child custody issues, and Jim drew on the ex- 
periences of his youth to help ensure that rul- 
ings of the court served the best interests of 
children and their future success. 
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An advocate for education in the study and 
practice of the law, Jim was a trustee of 
Prince George’s Community College, which 
named a scholarship in his honor for paralegal 
students in 1992. 

Above all else, Jim was a gentle giant who 
was able to accomplish great things in service 
to his fellow citizens without seeking attention 
for himself. He was a master of working be- 
hind the scenes to help others climb moun- 
tains and overcome hardships. 

Jim, who was age 86, is survived by his 
wife of forty-four years, Jan Johnson Taylor; 
three children, and one stepdaughter; seven 
grandchildren; and three great-grandchildren. 
He also leaves behind his first wife, Lillian 
Miles Taylor, and a brother, Captain Milton 
Taylor (Ret.) of the Maryland State Police. 

| join in remembering the life of Judge 
James H. Taylor and in celebrating his 
groundbreaking achievements as he helped 
advance the cause of justice in Maryland. He 
will be dearly missed by me and many others 
across my home state—but surely never for- 
gotten. 


— 


THE HIGH SCHOOL DATA 
TRANSPARENCY ACT 


HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, | am proud 
to rise today to introduce the High School 
Data Transparency Act. Since the enactment 
of Title IX in 1972, the number of women com- 
peting in college sports has soared by more 
than 600 percent while the number of high 
school girls competing in sports increased by 
over 1,000 percent. Yet, despite our incredible 
progress over the years, we still have more 
work to do. 

Young women in high school currently re- 
ceive 1.3 million fewer opportunities to play 
sports than young men, and this gap is in- 
creasing. The problem stems from a lack of 
transparency and accountability in our high 
schools. Federal law requires colleges and 
universities to report basic information about 
the funding of athletic programs for men and 
women and the participation of men and 
women throughout these sports. Due in part to 
this public information, American women have 
unrivaled opportunity at the collegiate level. 

Unfortunately, the basic actions required of 
our universities are not required of our high 
schools. As a result, we are seeing fewer and 
fewer high schools realize full equality for 
male and female athletes, and more young 
women being denied the opportunity to realize 
their full potential both on and off the field. 

Pve met with many Olympic gold medalists 
who have told me that Title IX—and the ac- 
companying athletic scholarships it made pos- 
sible—was the reason they were able to at- 
tend college and pursue their dreams. These 
Olympians have emphasized that the benefits 
of sports participation are not limited to their 
achievements on the field. Indeed, statistics 
have shown that young women thrive when 
they participate in sports and are less likely to 
get pregnant, drop out of school, do drugs, 
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smoke, or develop mental illness. Increasing 
young students’ physical activity can also help 
combat childhood obesity, which is at an all- 
time high. 

To address the lack of reporting at the high 
school level, the High School Data Trans- 
parency Act would require that high schools 
report basic data on the number of female and 
male students in their athletic programs and 
the expenditures made for their sports teams. 
This would be an easy change for our high 
schools to make. Several states, including 
Kentucky, Georgia, and New Mexico, have al- 
ready implemented similar reporting require- 
ments at the state level, and high school ath- 
letics directors from those states tell us that it 
usually takes just 2-6 hours of one person’s 
time to complete each year. 

The extraordinary accomplishments we’ve 
achieved together over the past four decades 
of Title IX are a cause for celebration, but we 
must look forward and continue our steady 
march of progress. 

| urge my colleagues to build on our ad- 
vancement and help ensure that young 
women in high school have equal opportuni- 
ties to play sports by supporting the High 
School Data Transparency Act. 

Thank you. 


EE 


INTRODUCING THE DONATE FOR 
DISASTER RELIEF ACT 


HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to introduce the Donate for Disaster 
Relief Act. 

Forty-seven major disasters were declared 
last year. The year before that, we had 99 
major disasters. Three major disasters have 
already been declared in 2013. On top of that, 
there were a number of smaller incidents that 
don’t rank on the scale. A tornado that de- 
stroys a single house might not be a “super 
storm,” but for the family that lost its home, 
that tornado certainly is a major disaster. 

Things are not going to get better. There 
are going to be more major disasters. We are 
going to have to pay for the response and re- 
pair. We need to start thinking about what we 
can do ahead of time to be prepared for when 
they strike. We don’t have to wait for the worst 
to happen before we actually do something. 
This bill will help us get ready beforehand. 
Why wait? 

The Donate for Disaster Relief Act creates 
a completely voluntary check-off on income 
tax returns that lets taxpayers elect to donate 
to a disaster relief trust. This bill is an oppor- 
tunity for us to share our selflessness and 
generosity before an emergency situation. 

The harsh reality of disasters is that while 
we may not be able to predict when, we cer- 
tainly can be prepared. The altruism of the 
American people is on display in their willing- 
ness to pitch in and help those in their great- 
est time of need. This bill creates an easy way 
for concerned Americans to anticipate the 
need for disaster relief, wherever and when- 
ever it may be necessary. 
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CONGRATULATING WALT PREGLER 


HON. BRUCE L. BRALEY 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate Walt Pregler for being 
inducted into the Dubuque Area Labor Hall of 
Fame. Walt has been active in both the labor 
community and local politics in Dubuque since 
the 1950s. 

Walt worked as a Tool Room Machinist at 
John Deere from 1955 to 1992. After starting 
at John Deere, Walt became a member of the 
United Auto Workers (UAW) Local 94. His in- 
volvement in the UAW eventually got him in- 
volved in Dubuque city politics. In 1965, Walt 
was elected to the Dubuque City Council 
where he served for nine years. During his 
tenure on the City Council, Walt was elected 
by his colleagues to serve as Mayor in 1966 
and 1969. While on the Council, Walt was 
able to get federal funding to build a floodwall 
in Dubuque. Walt had a large list of other ac- 
complishments while on the Council including 
expansion of the Dubuque airport and expan- 
sion of the water treatment facilities at Eagle 
Point. 

Throughout his life, Walt has continued to 
serve Dubuque’s labor community. He was a 
delegate to the Dubuque Federation of Labor 
and chaired the UAW Local 94 Cope Com- 
mittee. Walt currently serves as the President 
of the UAW Local 94 Retiree Chapter. | con- 
gratulate Walt on his induction into the Du- 
buque Area Labor Hall of Fame and wish him 
all of the best in his future endeavors. 


ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF DELTA SIGMA 
THETA SORORITY, INC.’S 100TH 
ANNIVERSARY 


HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. as 
it celebrates its 100th anniversary. Since its in- 
ception at Howard University in January 1913, 
Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. has striven to 
serve the community. For 100 years, its lead- 
ers and members have continued the legacy 
and goals of its founders. They are committed 
to public service, education and social action 
locally, nationally and worldwide. 

Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. has a rich 
history to celebrate. Its second chapter was 
established in 1914 at Wilberforce University 
and it was incorporated as a national organi- 
zation in 1930. In 1950, its first foreign chapter 
was established in Port-au-Prince, Haiti. Delta 
Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. celebrated its Gold- 
en Anniversary Year in 1963 with President 
Kennedy and Vice President Johnson and four 
years later met with President Johnson to dis- 
cuss community issues and concerns. Over 
the years, Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. 
has continued to grow, and in 2010, welcomed 
over 16,000 members from across the globe 
to its 50th National Convention. 
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Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. works to- 
ward the advancement of civil rights, women’s 
rights and equality and provides support and 
education to the community and world. Delta 
Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. has been respon- 
sible for the establishment of numerous 
schools in the United States and abroad. It 
has held conferences and summits for women, 
blacks, single parents and young men. In 
1992, Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. was 
the first African American organization to be- 
come affiliated with Habitat for Humanity. 


Mr. Speaker, once again, please join me in 
congratulating Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. 
on its 100th Anniversary and recognizing the 
Monmouth County Alumnae Chapter for the 
work they do to progress the mission of Delta 
Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. 


SEE 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF FORMER UMATAC MAYOR 
DEAN SANCHEZ 


HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 


OF GUAM 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the life and service of Dean D. San- 
chez, former Mayor of the village of Umatac, 
Guam. Dean was born on June 21, 1961, and 
was one of the seven children of a former vil- 
lage Chief Commissioner, Vincente Q. San- 
chez, and his wife Priscilla Q. Sanchez. Dean 
married Jennifer Aguon Sanchez and have 
two sons, Alexander Dean and Chance Theo. 
Dean passed away on January 14, 2013, at 
the age of 51. 


Before Dean was appointed Mayor of 
Umatac by former Governor Joseph F. Ada in 
1991 he served as the Administrative Assist- 
ant to late former Mayor T. Topasna. Dean 
served as Mayor of Umatac until January 
1993, after which he returned to his position 
as Administrative Assistant for former Mayor 
Daniel Q. Sanchez. In 2008, Dean ran for the 
position of Mayor and was elected by the resi- 
dents of Umatac. 


As Mayor of Umatac, Dean dedicated his 
life to serving the residents of his village. He 
paid particular attention to the wellbeing of the 
people of Umatac by voicing their concerns, 
such as the closing of F.Q. Sanchez Elemen- 
tary and increasing cultural awareness in his 
participation in hosting Discovery Day festivi- 
ties in Umatac. In addition to his elected role 
as Mayor of Umatac, Dean wore many hats 
and served the entire community of Guam as 
a member of the Commission on Self Deter- 
mination; the Guam Product 19 Seal Task 
Force; the Department of Agriculture Aquatic 
& Wildlife 20 Resources—Fisheries; Civilian/ 
Military Task Force; Association of Mariana Is- 
lands Mayors (AMIM), Vice Mayors, and Elect- 
ed 22 Municipal Council Members. 


Dean will be missed by all who knew and 
loved him. | extend my condolences to wife 
Jennifer, his family and loved ones, including 
his children, Alexander and Chance. 
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RECOGNIZING BRIAN BOATRIGHT, 
RECIPIENT OF THE BOY SCOUT 
HONOR MEDAL 


HON. DANIEL WEBSTER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
today | am pleased to commend the heroic ac- 
tions of a young member of our Central Flor- 
ida community. In recognition of his swift and 
decisive action in a moment of life or death, 
Brian Boatright has been awarded the Boy 
Scout’s Honor Medal. 


On the fifth day of a tough hike up Big Red, 
a rugged New Mexico mountain, one of 
Brian’s troop leaders suffered an apparent 
heart attack and collapsed. Stranded without 
cell phone reception 11,000 feet up the moun- 
tain, Brian and his fellow scouts acted on the 
skills and knowledge learned during scouting. 


While others in the group searched for cell 
reception and applied CPR, Brian led several 
of his fellow Scouts as they navigated four 
miles to the nearest staffed camp. From the 
camp, a helicopter was called to the site and 
the leader was evacuated to a hospital where 
he underwent successful heart bypass sur- 
gery. For his actions on Big Red that day, 
Brian was awarded the Boy Scout’s Honor 
Medal, one of the highest honors awarded by 
the Boy Scouts. 


The Honor Medal is bestowed on scouts 
who demonstrate unusual heroism and skill or 
resourcefulness in saving or attempting to 
save life at considerable risk to self. In the 90- 
year history of the Boy Scouts, only 2,302 
other scouts have been awarded the Honor 
Medal. Brian is a sophomore at Bishop Moore 
High School and a member of Troop 6 in Or- 
lando. 


| commend Brian for his quick thinking and 
decisive actions under great pressure. His 
deeds are a credit to the Boy Scouts and he 
is well deserving of this recognition. 


SEE 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 3, 
2009, the day | took office, the national debt 
was $10,627,961,295,930.67. 


Today, it is $16,433,791,850,294.04. We’ve 
added $5,805,830,554,363.37 to our debt in 4 
years. This is $5.8 trillion in debt our Nation, 
our economy, and our children could have 
avoided with a Balanced Budget Amendment. 
We must stop this unconscionable accumula- 
tion of debt. 


February 4, 2013 


IN HONOR OF THE UNI-CAPITOL 
WASHINGTON INTERNSHIP PRO- 
GRAM 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to pay 
tribute to the Uni-Capitol Washington Intern- 
ship Program. Since its inception 14 years 
ago, the program has placed some of Aus- 
tralia’s best and most passionate university 
students with House and Senate offices for 
two-month full-time internships annually. 
These internships have enabled me and my 
staff, who have participated since the pro- 
gram’s inception, to share in our common val- 
ues and ideals while at the same time learning 
more about the culture and people of Aus- 
tralia. 

This year, | am delighted to welcome Eliza- 
beth Flora into my Washington, DC office. | 
am thrilled to have the opportunity to partici- 
pate in this valuable exchange program, meet- 
ing Australian students that have a passion for 
American politics. Since its commencement, 
the program has seen more than 130 young 
Australians walk the halls of Congress in var- 
ious capacities and it is with the utmost pride 
that | recognize the importance of the Uni- 
Capitol Washington Internship Program in the 
United States House of Representatives. 

Elizabeth joined my office on January 2, 
2013 from the University of Canberra where 
she is pursuing her B.A. in Communications 
and Media. During her time in my office, Eliza- 
beth has proven herself to be a caring, humor- 
ous, intelligent and dedicated intern and | am 
honored to host her. In addition to serving my 
constituents with professionalism and respect, 
she has attended hearings and briefings, draft- 
ed legislative correspondence and has as- 
sisted my staffers with a variety of important 
research projects. 

In addition to working in offices throughout 
Congress, all Uni-Capitol Washington interns 
are given the opportunity to explore our brand 
of democracy through panel discussions with 
political correspondents, Members of Con- 
gress and representatives from various gov- 
ernment offices as well as professionals at 
non-government agencies. 

Founded and directed by former House and 
Senate staffer, Eric Federing, the program fos- 
ters cultural and educational exchanges be- 
tween the United States and Australia. Mr. 
Federing deserves distinguished praise for his 
efforts and dedication in coordinating this pro- 
gram, and the support and opportunities he 
provides to all participants is truly incredible. 

Mr. Speaker, | cannot fully express how crit- 
ical this program is to strengthening ties with 
America’s allies and offering inspiration for the 
students of today that may become the lead- 
ers of tomorrow. Participating in this program 
has been a remarkable experience that has in- 
spired Elizabeth for her future endeavors and 
gave my office the sincere pleasure of having 
an Australian working among us. | extend my 
sincere appreciation to Mr. Federing for devel- 
oping and organizing this program, to my fel- 
low Members of Congress and their dedicated 
staff for hosting, to Elizabeth for grasping this 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


opportunity with an open heart and a curious 
mind and to all participants for engaging in 
public service. | ask my colleagues to join with 
me in recognizing the contributions of the Uni- 
Capitol Washington Internship Program and, 
again, thanking Elizabeth Flora for her admi- 
rable participation and diligent work. 


EEE 


CLAIRTON BEARS PIAA CLASS A 
STATE CHAMPIONS 


HON. MICHAEL F. DOYLE 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to ask 
my colleagues to join me in congratulating the 
Clairton Bears on another perfect high school 
football season and their fourth consecutive 
PIAA Class A state championship victory. 

The Bears now have 63 straight wins after 
their victory in Hershey, PA, giving them the 
longest winning streak in all of high school, 
collegiate, and professional football. It is also 
the longest such streak in Pennsylvania his- 
tory. 

Both the players and the coaches put in 
years of hard work that led to this sustained 
success on the field, and in their success they 
have brought hope to the town and the region. 

Tom Nola has now served as the team’s 
head coach for 11 years, and he is assisted 
by coaches Tim Bukowski, Jim Dumm, Eric 
Fusco, Marc Gambino, Wayne Wade, Jr., and 
Remondo Williams, Sr. 

The team was led by sixteen seniors—Tyus 
Booker, Santeaun Sims, Bryon Clifford, 
Terrish Webb, Titus Howard, Nick Boswell, 
Vinny Moody, Robert Boatwright, Armani Ford, 
Tyler Boyd, Sedrick Nash, Devonte Harvey, 
Damond Flowers, Jordan Gressem, Kyuss 
Jeter, and Garret Santoline. 

In addition, the team included a number of 
underclassmen—JoJuan Bray, Ryan Williams, 
Tyreike Hammonds, Khalil Berry, Aaron Mat- 
thews, Vance Allen, Esaias Hammons, Bran- 
don Murphy, James Hines, Deven Fritz, 
Demar Bell, Jjuan Jackson, Brian Brown, 
Raymone Clifford, Josh Wilson, Dryan Dav- 
enport, Vance Gibson, Israel Melvin, Will 
Hampton, Jhsia Miles, Devondre Brown, Jayll 
Hall, Carlito Spence, and Allen Norris. 

The Clairton Bears continue to make Pitts- 
burgh proud through the high standard of ath- 
letic excellence they have brought to the grid- 
iron. Clairton has a rich history of persever- 
ance and hard work, and the Bears continue 
to build on that legacy. | give them my hearty 
congratulations, and | wish them all the best 
as they look to dive deeper into the record 
books next season. 


ee 


IN REMEMBRANCE OF BLACK 
JANUARY 


HON. GENE GREEN 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise in remembrance of the over 130 inno- 


925 


cent men, women, and children who were 
killed by the Red Army in the days following 
its invasion of Azerbaijan 23 years ago. 

On January 20, 1990, the Soviet Union, in 
a brutal attempt to end the growing independ- 
ence movement in Azerbaijan, sent in 26,000 
troops under the pretext of restoring public 
order, while actually aiming to forcefully end 
peaceful demonstrations for independence. 

The invasion and subsequent massacre, 
which resulted in over 130 killed, 611 injured, 
and 841 arrests, is remembered as “Black 
January” in the Republic of Azerbaijan today 
and has left an indelible mark on that nation’s 
memory. 

It was the overt oppression of innocent peo- 
ple by the Soviet government that further in- 
spired the Azerbaijani people to regain its 
independence after 70 years of foreign rule. 

Less than two years later, on October 18, 
1991, Azerbaijan gained its independence 
from the Soviet Union and was soon recog- 
nized by the international community. 

Today, the United States and Azerbaijan 
enjoy a close and important relationship, built 
on trust, understanding, and mutual support. It 
is important on this day that America remem- 
bers the trials and tribulations our friends in 
Azerbaijan have had to endure for the cause 
of freedom and continue to support their vital 
role as a beacon of democracy and prosperity 
in the Caspian Region. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask the House of Represent- 
atives to please join me in remembering the 
tragic events of Black January and honor 
those who gave their lives in order to give 
birth to their country. 


HONORING ANDERSON HOUSE FOR 
ITS PUBLIC SERVICE 


HON. LEONARD LANCE 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Anderson House for two decades 
of public service. Anderson House has been a 
resource for women in need in Hunterdon 
County. It has a record of accomplishment for 
which the organization should be very proud. 
It has have selflessly played a role in lives of 
countless women and | thank Anderson House 
for its public service. 

Anderson House offers the best in com- 
prehensive care that treats all aspects of the 
disease of addiction. It offers physical, psycho- 
logical, emotional and spiritual treatment to 
provide the top care to those who need it 
most. The outstanding staff and volunteers 
help those suffering from addiction obtain the 
tools necessary to become drug-free, to rejoin 
their awaiting families and to reenter the com- 
munity. 

| thank all members of the Anderson House 
family for their fine work. They have made a 
difference in the lives of many women and 
those who receive their excellent care will for- 
ever remember the fine service and dedication 
of Anderson House. 

| also wish to praise the following honorees 
for their fine work: Janet Schrnidling, Marfy 
Goodspeed, Dr. Boris Ivovich, and the late 
Kay Applegate. 
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| again thank these public servants. 


EE 
IN RECOGNITION OF ST. JAMES’ 
CHURCH AND BEATRIZ 
OESTERHELD 


HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate St. James’ Church and Beatriz 
Oesterheld as they are honored by the Long 
Branch Concordance at their “Success Starts 
at Home” fundraiser. The work St. James’ 
Church and Beatriz Oesterheld do for their 
community is truly deserving of this recogni- 
tion. 

Celebrating its 100th anniversary at its cur- 
rent location, which also now houses the Long 
Branch Concordance Family Success Center, 
St. James’ Church has continued to grow and 
provide spiritual guidance to the community of 
Long Branch. St. James’ Church was founded 
in the mid-1850s in response to the need for 
Episcopal worship services for summer visitors 
and residents. Since that time, St. James’ 
Church has expanded to include an edu- 
cational room, choir room, meeting room and 
many other facilities for the congregation and 
community at large. The church also houses 
St. Brigid’s Pantry and Kitchen, which provides 
food and other items to those in need and has 
been especially helpful to residents in the 
aftermath of Superstorm Sandy. St. James’ 
Church provides faith, fellowship and solace to 
its parish and the community. 

As Executive Director of the Community Af- 
fairs and Resource Center, Beatriz Oesterheld 
works to ensure all those in need receive as- 
sistance. The Community Affairs and Re- 
source Center provides services to Monmouth 
County residents despite of their language and 
ethnic background. Ms. Oesterheld is also an 
outreach coordinator at the Monmouth Family 
Health Center and an advocate for lead 
screening and treatment for children. Ms. 
Oesterheld’s work helps advance the well- 
being of the community. 

The Long Branch Concordance is a re- 
source center that provides services, informa- 
tion and support to the community. It works 
with other organizations to reach and assist 
the residents of Long Branch. Its “Success 
Starts at Home” fundraiser honors its commu- 
nity partners for the work they do to strength- 
en the community. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, please join me in 
congratulating St. James’ Church and Beatriz 
Oesterheld for their contributions to the com- 
munity and thank the Long Branch Concord- 
ance for hosting tonight’s “Success Starts at 
Home” event. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING FRANCIS 
GIUNTA 


HON. BRUCE L. BRALEY 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate Francis Giunta for being 
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inducted into the Dubuque Area Labor Hall of 
Fame. Francis has been an active member of 
the Communication Workers of America 
(CWA) for over 40 years. 

Francis has been an active member of the 
Dubuque labor community. In 1975, he was 
elected Chief Union Steward for his CWA 
local. In 1977, Francis was elected President 
of his CWA local which is a position he con- 
tinues to hold today. Francis has served many 
different roles in the Dubuque labor commu- 
nity. He served as President of the Dubuque 
Federation of Labor in the 1980s and has sat 
on various labor boards such as the United 
Labor Participation Committee and the Du- 
buque Area Labor Management Council. 

Francis has also seen a lot of change 
throughout his career. When Francis began 
his career in telecommunications, many Amer- 
icans were using “party lines” which were 
shared telephone lines used by multiple 
households. When he retired, he worked in a 
digital subscriber age dealing with DSL and 
Broadband lines. | congratulate Francis on his 
induction into the Dubuque Area Labor Hall of 
Fame and wish him all of the best in his future 
endeavors. 


EE 


HONORING MR. DANNIEL J. PETRO, 
RECIPIENT OF THE FIRST INAU- 
GURAL DANNIEL J. PETRO—‘‘THE 
BRIGHT FUTURE OF WEST OR- 
ANGE” AWARD 


HON. DANIEL WEBSTER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | am 
pleased to take this opportunity to recognize a 
close friend of mine and a highly accom- 
plished leader in the electrical contracting 
field. Mr. Danniel J. Petro is a co-founder and 
Chief Executive Officer of Bright Future Elec- 
tric, LLC, and he is a devoted servant to the 
Central Florida community. 

Dan began his electrician career as an Ap- 
prentice Electrician for Indiana University in 
the early 1960's. In 1965, after completing his 
training and passing his journeyman qualifica- 
tions test, Dan became supervisor of his fa- 
ther’s company, Petro Electric. 

Relocating to Florida in 1970, Dan began 
working for Orange County Schools as an 
Area Lead Electrician until 1973 when he ac- 
quired his Florida Master Electrician License 
and joined the Local 606 while working with 
Fishbach & Moore. Continuing his education, 
Dan earned his Florida Teaching Certificate in 
1975 and started an electrician program for 
Westside Vo-Tech. After several years of 
teaching others, Dan took his talent and 
founded Amber Electric in 1979. 

Amber Electric became known for its quality 
and reliable service, and under his leadership, 
grew into a multi-million dollar company which 
was sold in 1998 to Integrated Electrical Serv- 
ices, IES, based out of Houston, Texas. In the 
Amber Electric and IES merger, Dan joined 
IES as one of their Founding Partners and as 
the Regional Operating Officer for the State of 
Florida. 

After 17 years of partnership, Dan resigned 
from his post as President of Eastern Oper- 
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ations for IES in 2005. In 2006, Dan, Roger 
Scroggins and Allen McMain founded Bright 
Future Electric, LLC, with offices located in 
Florida and Alabama. 

Throughout his long career, Dan has estab- 
lished an impressive and storied history of in- 
volvement in the Central Florida community. 
He has served many boards and committees, 
including the Florida State Department of Edu- 
cation Advisory Committee and the West Or- 
ange Chamber of Commerce, where he for- 
mally served as Chairman and currently 
serves as a trustee. Due to his leadership in 
the community, he has also received many 
awards and recognitions for his efforts includ- 
ing the Florida Association of Electrical Con- 
tractors, FAEC, Lifetime Achievement Award 
and on several occasions the FAEC Man of 
the Year Award. 

Dan has been a constant source of support 
for our community. He has promoted an array 
of community associations including, the Flor- 
ida Department of Community Affairs, West 
Orange Boys and Girls Club, Friends of Lake 
Apopka, Oakland Nature Preserve, Health Alli- 
ance Family Care Center, the Winter Garden 
Heritage Foundation, and Winter Garden Ro- 
tary Club. His generous spirit is an example of 
the life-changing impact a dedicated leader 
can have on individual lives and a community. 

On February 7, 2013, the West Orange 
Chamber of Commerce will be honoring Mr. 
Petro with the first inaugural Danniel J. 
Petro—‘The Bright Future of West Orange” 
Award at the Annual Big Orange Awards Re- 
ception in West Orange County. Through his 
investment in the community, he has created 
opportunities and served others in our commu- 
nity in a way that keeps our futures bright. 
There is no doubt that this prestigious award 
deserves to bear Dan’s name. 

On behalf of the citizens of Central Florida, 
| am honored to recognize Dan for the devo- 
tion with which he serves our community. His 
commitment to excellence, leadership and 
service is to be admired, and his example in- 
spires others to follow in his footsteps. 


EE 


DR. PETER R. BETZER HONORED 
FOR HIS VISIONARY LEADERSHIP 


HON. C. W. BILL YOUNG 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
to join the leaders of the science and edu- 
cation community of the Tampa Bay area who 
are honoring Dr. Peter R. Betzer of St. Peters- 
burg, Florida this Saturday with the 2013 
ARCS STEM Visionary Catalyst Award for his 
life-long work to inspire generations of stu- 
dents to pursue the study of science, tech- 
nology, engineering and math, STEM. 

There is no more appropriate award with 
which to honor Peter than one that pays trib- 
ute to his vision because he has brought vi- 
sion and strong leadership to every area in 
which he has been involved over the more 
than 40 years he has lived and worked in our 
community. 

Peter found his way to St. Petersburg in 
1971 after receiving his Ph.D. from the Univer- 
sity of Rhode Island. He taught chemical 


February 4, 2013 


oceanography at the University of South Flor- 
ida’s Department of Marine Science. By 1982 
he became Chairman of the Department and 
in 2000 he was named Dean of the newly es- 
tablished College of Marine Science. | still re- 
member my first meetings with Peter as the 
Department and College grew. We agreed at 
the time that we would do all we could to 
make the University of South Florida in St. Pe- 
tersburg a world-class center for the study of 
marine science. With Peter’s vision and his 
passion we have done just that. 

Under Peters guidance, the College be- 
came an important partner of the United 
States Navy in developing systems to protect 
our nation’s ports and waterways as well as 
those of our allies. The technology and sys- 
tems developed there have proven extremely 
useful to our nation’s homeland and environ- 
mental security agencies. These include an 
underwater mass spectrometer and an under- 
water mapping system that have created tre- 
mendous commercial opportunities and were 
critical to monitoring the impact of oil from the 
2010 Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill. 

The development of these systems only en- 
hanced the growth of the University’s reputa- 
tion as a world-class center for the study of 
marine science, and strengthened Peters ef- 
forts to bring other agencies and businesses 
to St. Petersburg: this to create a true marine 
science hub in the southeast U.S. Together, 
the community developed an innovative plan 
to bring the United States Geological Survey 
to campus and established an office of 
NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service in 
downtown St. Petersburg. Along with the city, 
we developed a public/private partnership to 
bring the world-renowned SRI International to 
the port and to bring nearby a new division of 
Draper Labs. Peter was at the center as the 
architect of all these developments. With each 
one, the opportunities to study the sciences 
grew along with the interests of local, national 
and international students. 

It is Dr. Peter Betzer’s ability to provide the 
vision and act as the catalyst that the ARCS 
Foundation, which stands for Achievement Re- 
wards for College Scientists, will be honoring 
at a dinner to raise funds to support Tampa 
Bay area students pursuing the study of 
science, technology, engineering and math. 

As a leader in Marine Science education at 
the University of South Florida, Peter recog- 
nized early-on the importance of promoting the 
broad spectrum of STEM to USF’s students. 
Back in the early 1990’s, a bright marine 
science student named Mike Morris started 
with an idea born of studying ocean chemical 
processes and created a company worth tens 
of millions of dollars in a few short years— 
Ocean Optics. Peter is quick to recognize that 
the success took a team led by Mike Morris, 
but it would not have happened if not for 
Peter’s leadership, mentorship and behind-the- 
scenes support. 

In the world of business, Ocean Optics was 
just the beginning. Other companies, like 
Claro Scientific, came to St. Petersburg be- 
cause of Peter's efforts. And, Peters behind- 
the-scenes support for the “STEM-business” 
connection was ultimately a deciding element 
in both SRI International’s and Draper Lab’s 
decisions to locate in St. Petersburg. Those 
organizations brought dozens of high-paying 
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knowledge jobs to the region and thus helped 
to establish an emerging regional technology 
cluster. 

While Peter has always understood the im- 
portance of developing new businesses, for 
him an emphasis on education has been his 
highest priority. While leading the world-class 
ocean research programs at the College of 
Marine Science, Peter spearheaded the cre- 
ation of the Oceanography Camp for Girls to 
inspire them to consider career opportunities 
in the sciences, with nearly 1000 “teenaged 
scientists” attending the camp so far. He also 
established a marine science-based remote 
learning program which televises informative 
middle-school marine science lessons across 
the country reaching tens of thousands more. 

When Peter retired from academic life, he 
decided to push the throttle further forward. 
Leading the St. Petersburg Downtown Partner- 
ship as its President and CEO, Peter contin- 
ued to perform miracles. From providing vision 
for the downtown waterfront, to making inter- 
national connections with world-class groups 
such as Cousteau Divers to securing busi- 
nesses like LumaStream for St. Petersburg, 
his many accomplishments seem to have no 
end. Most noteworthy is Peters passionate 
championing of the SunBay Digital Math pro- 
gram for Pinellas County middle schools. The 
SunBay math program, through a collaborative 
partnership of SRI International and the Uni- 
versity of South Florida St. Petersburg, has 
positively impacted more than 2500 students 
by enhancing their understanding of the prin- 
ciples of algebra—a crucial element in the fu- 
ture success of anyone in a STEM-related ca- 
reer. 

Mr. Speaker, at a time when this Congress 
and our nation are doing all we can to encour- 
age our youth to consider careers in math and 
science, let there be no doubt of Dr. Peter 
Betzer’s life-long passion in this regard. For 
Peter, it has been a multiplier effect as the 
students he has inspired throughout his career 
have in turn passed along Peter’s passion to 
their students and coworkers to bring more in- 
terest and more focus to STEM education and 
careers. There is clearly no one more deserv- 
ing of the ARCS STEM Visionary Catalyst 
Award than Dr. Peter Betzer and | am proud 
to say to him thank you for a job well done. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE OF 
CAROL HAFNER 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Ms. Carol Hafner for her service, as 
she prepares to retire from her position as 
Fresno County’s Agricultural Commissioner/ 
Sealer of Weights and Measures. Carol will be 
leaving the Fresno County Department of Agri- 
culture after more than 34 years of service. 

Born into a farming family, Carol has a deep 
understanding of agriculture—the lifeblood of 
California’s San Joaquin Valley. She earned a 
Bachelor’s degree in Biological Sciences, with 
an emphasis in botany from California State 
University, San Jose. In 1979, she was offered 
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a job as an agricultural biologist/inspector at 
the Fresno County Department of Agriculture 
and immediately formed an attachment with 
the community. After 10 years as an agricul- 
tural biologist/inspector she was hired as a 
deputy and served in that position for 19 
years. Carol then worked as assistant com- 
missioner for nine months before becoming 
the Agricultural Commissioner. She held that 
position for over four years. 

Carol has made many outstanding contribu- 
tions during her time at the Fresno County De- 
partment of Agriculture. The methyl iodide ap- 
plication and the European grapevine moth 
(EGVM) quarantine was a challenge that Carol 
encountered. Even though it created an obsta- 
cle for the department, she ended the chaos 
and fixed the problem in a short period of 
time. Also, while other departments in the 
County were facing tough budget challenges, 
Carol found the money to fill four positions in 
her department. In addition, Carol developed 
great relations between the Fresno County 
Department of Agriculture and growers in the 
surrounding area. 

The Agricultural Commissioner plays a vital 
role in Fresno’s multi-billion dollar agriculture 
industry. Carol’s hard work and dedication to 
our Valley made her perfect for the position, 
and she served the County of Fresno proudly. 

Carol plans to stay active in the agricultural 
community when she retires. She will serve on 
the Specialty Crop Block Grant Review Com- 
mittee, and she will resume her involvement in 
California Women for Agriculture (CWA). In 
addition, Carol and her husband, Tye will both 
be retiring, so they can spend much needed 
time with their sons and prize winning minia- 
ture schnauzers. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing the service of Ms. Carol Hafner. 
The work she has done for Valley agriculture 
will have a lasting impact on Fresno County 
and the entire State of California. 


EE 


THE EVAN AMENDMENT BY HOLLY 
SCHEUREN 


HON. MARK POCAN 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, | would like to 
submit the following by Holly Scheuren: 


It was 4 years ago and it still feels like it 
was yesterday. 

Our daughter Maia was 2 years old and we 
were halfway through our second pregnancy, 
I could feel our baby moving. I had my ‘‘20 
week ultrasound” when I was actually 21 
weeks pregnant. We were so excited. 

At the ultrasound, the technician told us 
that we’re having a baby boy! I thought ‘‘A 
boy? I know nothing about raising a boy!’ 

The technician joked with us that he must 
have his legs tucked up under him. Then she 
just got really quiet, finished the ultrasound 
and led us into the waiting room. We called 
our moms to tell them that we are having a 
BOY! They were equally excited. 

Minutes later, we were called back. The 
nurse practitioner was VERY serious. I 
asked if there was something wrong. And she 
said ‘‘Well, yes. Your baby’s limbs are meas- 
uring in the 5th percentile and you need to 
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have another ultrasound with another doc- 
tor.” My mind was blank .. . what do you 
mean, his limbs are in the 5th percentile? Is 
that dwarfism?’’ I asked. She said the physi- 
cian would answer my questions. She said 
don’t go on-line looking for answers, but of 
course that’s what I did. 

I could not be seen for 3 days. In those 3 
days I researched what is meant when a fetus 
has short limbs . . . it must be some form of 
dwarfism. I read how it may be associated 
with Down’s syndrome. I was preparing to 
have a baby with Down’s syndrome or 
dwarfism. I started researching support 
groups in Madison. I started thinking about 
how we would eventually have to remodel 
our kitchen to accommodate a person with 
dwarfism. I was crying and wondering what 
kind of life my boy would have. Would it be 
better to have Dwarfism or Down’s syn- 
drome?... 

When I called my Dad and told him that 
the baby probably has dwarfism. In his best 
job to comfort me, he said ‘‘well, them are 
nice people, too.” (that actually made me 
laugh). I knew that both my family and I 
were ready for this. 

We had no idea. 

The 8 days until my ultrasound were tor- 
ture. The day of, I was dizzy with anticipa- 
tion. I tried to crack jokes but soon, the 
room was filled only with clicks on the com- 
puter. At one point, they turned the screen 
to show me my baby! They got a shot of my 
baby giving the “I love you” in sign lan- 
guage! He was telling me he loves me. They 
printed a picture of my baby. He looked 
peaceful. He looked normal. 

After a long wait, the genetic counselor 
came in and wrote 2 long words on a piece of 
paper and turned it towards us and slowly 
read out loud ‘“‘Thanatoporic dysplasia”. 
“What’s that??? I interrupted. 

She said it is a rare form of dwarfism. ‘‘Oh, 
so our baby will be a dwarf.” The air was so 
thick. Pointing at the first word she said 
‘“thanatophoric’?’ means ‘imminent death”. 
WHAT?? What do you mean??? My head was 
screaming, even though the room was com- 
pletely silent. 

She explained our baby’s long bones were 
short. His skull is strawberry shaped. His jaw 
is deformed. His brain has a lot of fluid in it. 
If he was born, he would not be able to 
breathe because his lungs could not expand 
in his tiny rib cage. I pleaded ‘‘maybe his 
bone growth will catch up with the rest of 
his body!! Maybe he will just be very small!” 
She said that the baby would not survive 
much past birth. 

I felt like I couldn’t breathe. The doctor 
came back into the room. I showed her the 
ultrasound picture ‘‘But he looks normal and 
peaceful!”’ 

They then told us that we have two op- 
tions. We can choose to terminate the preg- 
nancy, or carry the baby to term, and the de- 
livery staff would be ready with ventilators 
and pain management until the baby died. 
My regular doctor happened to be on call 
that day; she came into the room and hugged 
me. She said she also looked at the 
ultrasound, and the baby was not going to 
live. 

We were devastated. What would we do?? 
Part of me wanted to give birth to him, just 
so I could hold him. But I knew that the 
image of seeing him suffer would haunt me 
for the rest of my life. 

We decided we would end the pregnancy. 

When the genetic counselor returned I told 
her we decided to terminate, and wanted it 
done at a hospital. She said that the hospital 
refers all abortion procedures to the Planned 
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Parenthood’s health center where abortions 
are still available. I did NOT want to go to 
a clinic and walk through protesters on one 
of the worst days of my life. 

The genetic counselor confirmed no hos- 
pital would perform this abortion, and she 
would schedule an appointment for me at 
Planned Parenthood. 

We went to Olin park and just sat in the 
car, crying. Calling our parents, calling my 
boss. All this time, I could feel the baby 
alive moving inside of me. My son. Alive and 
inside of me. 

Our counselor called with more bad news. 
To comply with Wisconsin’s 24 hour waiting 
period law, I would be too far along to have 
the procedure at Planned Parenthood. She 
said there is a clinic in Chicago who could 
see me in a few days. If they assessed that 
the baby was too big, then I would have to go 
to Kansas. 

She said the abortion in Chicago is a 3 day 
process, so I would need to get a hotel. Over 
this time they would slowly dilate my cervix 
with bamboo reeds and would do the proce- 
dure Friday morning and it would cost $1500 
cash. 

Now I am calling my Dad to ask for 
money. Word of this spread fast at work and 
someone took up a collection that raised 
$200. My Dad gave us $1000 and we came up 
with the rest. Our moms bought the hotel 
room and came with us, along with our 2 
year old daughter Maia. 

The clinic was in an unfamiliar neighbor- 
hood and there were tons of protesters with 
signs about killing babies. I expected this, 
but I didn’t expect them to SHOUT at me. 
JESUS!! They have NO CLUE why I am hav- 
ing an abortion. They don’t know what I am 
going through. I wanted to scream SHUT 
UP!! 

The clinic staff were friendly but the 70’s 
decor waiting room had no privacy. I was 
crying, my mom was holding me, and people 
were staring at me. I wanted to explain to 
everyone that my baby was going to die. 

My name was called and the nurse did an 
ultrasound, I finally went to a room that 
looked like an operating room, put my feet 
up in the stirrups and had reeds inserted into 
my cervix. OUCH!! It felt like the worst pe- 
riod cramps ever! 

Friday morning, lying on my hotel bed, my 
partner and our moms all laid their hands on 
my belly. We said prayers. We said goodbye. 
Goodbye baby boy. Goodbye Evan. 

On Friday there were even more pro- 
testers. They must know that this is ‘‘abor- 
tion day”. They yelled that a girl just died 
here last week. 

Inside, the staff was friendly and warm, 
but I felt like we were cattle, being moved 
from one room to the next, just wearing a 
thin gown. No privacy, no loved ones. 

Finally, I went into the surgery room, was 
put under anesthesia and I woke up to a 
nurse calling my name. ‘“‘Holly . . . wake up. 
Holly.” I opened my eyes. I was in a room 
with maybe 20 other women all lined up in 
beds. I felt like I was dreaming. I remember 
looking at the floor and it seemed far, far 
away. I felt so dizzy. I knew something was 
wrong the minute I threw up the ginger ale 
that I just drank. 

The nurses wanted to bring me back to the 
recovery room. On the way there, I felt so 
dizzy, I fell on the floor with one of them. I 
peed all over!! The anesthesiologist came and 
asked me some questions, gave me a shot to 
help me wake up. I started having horrible 
rib pain and I couldn’t stay awake. I could 
hear the nurse ask me questions, but I felt 
like I was dreaming. 
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The doctor said there was nothing unusual 
about my procedure and would check back 
with me. I felt so alone. My ribs were killing 
me. The nurse told me they would allow me 
to either bring back my mom or my partner. 
I chose my mom. 

My mom stared into my face. She held my 
hand. She told the nurse that something was 
very wrong. Then the clinic director came 
and sat with us. And while they talked, I 
kept passing out. 

My mom suggested to the doctor and anes- 
thesiologist it might be pulmonary embo- 
lism. The doctor said when he was done he 
would call an ambulance and go with us to 
Northwestern Hospital. If they called an 
emergency ambulance, they would take us to 
the nearest hospital, which was Catholic and 
he wanted me to go to Northwestern. 

All the women were recovered and going 
home. Except me. Around 5 pm, the ambu- 
lance came. The EMT lifted me onto the bed. 
I screamed in pain. WHAT WAS HAP- 
PENING TO ME? 

The ride to Northwestern seemed to take 
forever. 

The emergency room doctor said he needed 
to wait for an emergency OB/GYN, who then 
did a trans-vaginal ultrasound and told me I 
would need a CAT scan right away. They put 
a catheter in me and my urine was brown. 
My Mom panicked and thought my organs 
were shutting down. (my Mom watched WAY 
too many ER shows at the time. . .) 

The emergency doctor came back and said 
my uterus had been perforated during the 
abortion and I was bleeding internally. He 
said they may have to take my uterus. 

I heard my Mom on the phone to my dad, 
crying about what was happening. The doc- 
tor told me that they had to wait for a spe- 
cial team of OB/GYN doctors and specialized 
nurses. I waited just staring into darkness. 
Hearing the fear in my Mom’s voice, I just 
kept thinking about my daughter Maia. 
Then in walks the anesthesiologist. . . 

The next thing I remember, I was in a bed, 
looking at big Chicago buildings and it 
looked like dawn. There was a man looking 
at me. I asked him if I lost my uterus. He 
said ‘“‘yes.” I remember pleading: ‘‘Why 
didn’t they just sew it back up???” I was 
stunned and crying. 

My partner had to take the moms and 
Maia back to Madison. My mom came in to 
hug and kiss me, and then they left. I’ve 
never felt so alone. 

The doctor who did the surgery came in. 
He held my hand. He told me that I am a 
very lucky person, that I lost 2 liters of 
blood and nearly died. 

I was in the hospital for 4 days, including 
Mother’s Day. My Mother’s Day was spent 
looking out at a rainy, cold Chicago, again 
thinking about Maia, who was in Madison 
with her Grandma. I had no baby boy, no 
uterus, and I nearly lost my life. Maia al- 
most lost her Mother. 

Flash forward a month. The bills start roll- 


ing in. . . surgery room $17,000. . . Anesthe- 
siologist $11,000 . . . Facility charges $75,000. 
AND my insurance denied EVERY- 


THING because expenses were related to a 
non-covered service. My insurance company 
only covered abortions if the mother’s life 
was in danger. Not if the baby’s life was in 
danger. 

It seemed like I was sobbing 20 hours a 
day. I didn’t want to talk to anyone except 
my mom. 

I started going through the appeals process 
which kept getting denied. I was supposed to 
appeal, in front of the appeals board, made 
up of people I work for! I was filled with anx- 
iety and dread THEN, my insurance case 
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worker called and said someone at my com- 
pany went up the chain to the top to plead 
my case. The person at the top decided that 
our insurance company would cover all my 
expenses at 100% AND that a new policy 
would be implemented for all members to 
cover abortion care for fatal fetal anoma- 
lies!!!! I call this the Evan Amendment!! 

Hallelujah. 

A great way to get through my grief was to 
bury myself into the world of adoption as I 
wanted a second child. 

A year and a half later, my mom and I flew 
to Ethiopia to bring home our beautiful 
daughter Amara Selamawit. 

No family should have to go through what 
I went through. Hospitals should be per- 
forming later-term abortions. I can’t help 
but wonder how the outcome would have 
been different had I been able to have my 
abortion done at a safe, modern hospital. 

No one should have to suffer while trying 
to do what’s right for their children. 


a 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE 
BIRTHDAY OF JANICE JENNINGS 


HON. MIKE ROGERS 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, | 
would like to ask for the House’s attention 
today to recognize Jan Jennings who is cele- 
brating her 60th birthday on Thursday, Feb- 
ruary 7th, 2013. 

Mrs. Jennings was born on February 7th, 
1953 in Anniston, Alabama to Johnny and 
Ruby Reaves. She is one of seven children. 
She graduated from Saks High School and 
went on to attend Gadsden State University, 
where she got her degree in Nursing. She 
later received her Business degree from Jack- 
sonville State University in 1989. 

In 1983, Jan married Jeff Jennings, also a 
native of Anniston, Alabama. Later, in 1987, 
they welcomed their only child, Jessica. In 
2010, they adopted their beloved labradoodle, 
Tully. 

For almost 20 years, Jan practiced as a 
nurse at Regional Medical Center in Anniston, 
Riverview Medical Center in Gadsden, and 
Montclair Baptist Hospital in Birmingham. Jan 
then left to pursue her dreams of traveling the 
world when she joined the medical sales in- 
dustry. Jan is still in the industry today, work- 
ing as a Trainer for EndoGastric Solutions. 

After over 40 years of living in Anniston, 
Alabama, Jan and her family relocated to High 
Point, North Carolina, where they live today. 
Although she lives in North Carolina, Jan re- 
mains a dedicated fan of the University of Ala- 
bama Crimson Tide. 

Mr. Speaker, we join her family and friends 
in celebrating Jan’s birthday and wishing her 
many more. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING MS. OLLIE LEE 
McMILLAN MASON 


HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, February 4, 2013 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise to recognize the life and 
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achievements of Ms. Ollie Lee McMillan 
Mason. Ms. Mason lived her life with deter- 
mination and with a commitment to serving 
others. As the first black nurse on the staff of 
Parkland Memorial Hospital in 1937, Ms. 
Mason was a trailblazer for others who would 
follow in her path. 

A Dallas, Texas, native, Ms. Mason moved 
to Washington, DC, to study at the Freed- 
men’s Hospital School of Nursing. After grad- 
uating in 1929, she served as chief nurse at 
the McMillan Sanitarium in Dallas, an institute 
founded by her father, Dr. W. R. McMillan. Ms. 
Mason later studied obstetrics for a year at 
Bellevue Hospital Center in New York City. 
During her time in New York, she married 
Duane B. Mason. 

When Ms. Mason and her husband returned 
to Dallas, Ms. Mason began working at Park- 
land Memorial Hospital in the obstetrics de- 
partment. She became a public health nurse 
for Dallas in 1941. Ms. Mason continued her 
nursing education at Michael Reese Hospital 
in Chicago, and earned her bachelor’s degree 
in nursing at Case Western Reserve Univer- 
sity in Cleveland. Ms. Mason always used her 
education to serve her community in Dallas, 
whether teaching others to care for premature 
infants or working for the school district. 

Never shying away from a challenge, Ms. 
Mason joined the Peace Corps in 1972 and 
served in Mauritius. After working overseas, 
Ms. Mason came back to Dallas and worked 
for Tremont Health Care Center until her re- 
tirement at the age of 84. 

Ms. Mason died last week at the age of 107 
in Irving, Texas. Her lifelong dedication to 
helping others and her love for nursing 
changed our Dallas community for the better. 
Ms. Mason is survived by her daughters, San- 
dra Ruth Dixon and Anne Young, eight grand- 
children and two great-grandchildren. 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF LAURA 
LASALVIA 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to the life of Laura LaSalvia, who 
lived a long and fulfilling life of 95 years. Laura 
joined her late husband, Tony LaSalvia, on 
January 5, 2013. 

Laura and Tony raised three children to- 
gether: Antonia, Nicola, and Steven. Laura 
spent most of her time at home with her chil- 
dren while Tony ran the family business, the 
Los Banos Abattoir. After Tony’s passing, Ste- 
ven took over the business with Laura’s help. 
She was well-known to both the producers 
and the customers, keeping a tight watch on 
the business affairs to ensure they were ful- 
filled as Tony would have wanted. 

Laura was a trailblazer for women in the 
meat industry. It can be a tough business for 
women, but her dedication and hard work 
helped her to accomplish many successes. 
She passed these strong traits along to her 
children, grandchildren, great grandchildren, 
and to all those associated with the family 
business. Laura’s presence at the Los Banos 
Abattoir will be greatly missed. 
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Laura was extremely active in her commu- 
nity. She served on school boards and partici- 
pated in school-related activities for her chil- 
dren and grandchildren. She was also very in- 
volved at Saint Joseph’s Church in Los Banos. 
Religion and faith were strong components of 
her life. In 1957, Laura was a charter parent 
of Our Lady of Fatima School, and she served 
as president various times. She was also a 
member of Altar Society and the Italian Catho- 
lic Federation. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in paying tribute to the life of Laura LaSalvia. 
She will undoubtedly be missed by all for her 
wise and loving counsel. We thank Laura 
today for her outstanding contributions to the 
Central Valley and the State of California. 


——— EE 


IN SUPPORT OF UNITED STATES 
POSTAL SERVICE RELEASE OF 
COMMEMORATIVE ROSA PARKS 
STAMP 


HON. JOYCE BEATTY 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, today is the 
100th birthday of Rosa Parks, the mother of 
the modern Civil Rights Movement. 

In celebration of this years Black History 
Month, it is with great honor that | whole- 
heartedly lend my voice in support of the re- 
lease of a commemorative stamp, created by 
the United States Postal Service, to pay re- 
spects to her legacy and contributions to this 
country to ensure the equal treatment of all 
citizens. 

Her civil disobedience in refusing to give up 
her seat on that bus in Montgomery, Alabama 
sparked a movement that continues today to 
push the possibilities of our society into new 
realms. 

As a member of the Ohio General Assem- 
bly, where | also served as House Minority 
Leader, | was proud to have led the efforts 
that resulted in the 2005 passage of House 
Bill 421 of the 130th General Assembly to 
mark December 1st as Rosa Parks Day—the 
first state to do so in the Nation. 

That day in 1955, she started something 
larger than herself. 

Her action sparked the peaceful Mont- 
gomery Bus Boycott that lasted 381 days and 
successfully desegregated the public transpor- 
tation system across the country. Her fight 
didn’t end there: she continued to champion 
civil rights all across the country until her 
passing on October 24, 2005. And with this 
stamp, we further add to the recognition of her 
selflessness and pioneering spirit that she de- 
serves. 

The unveiling of the stamp will take place in 
Detroit, Rosa Parks’ final place of rest. Detroit 
is also the location of the Rosa and Raymond 
Parks Institute for Self Development, an orga- 
nization she help found in 1987 to inspire 
young people—just as her actions inspired 
many across our nation in Alabama years be- 
fore. 

Now that we are at the start of this year’s 
Black History Month, a year that celebrates 
the 150th anniversary of the Emancipation 
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Proclamation and the 50th anniversary Martin 
Luther King Jr.’s March on Washington, | can- 
not think of a better 100th birthday memorial 
to help further etch Rosa Parks’ name into the 
fabric of our nation’s history than with this 
stamp. 


“SOMETHING INSIDE” BY MADDIE 
GREENE 


HON. MARK POCAN 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, February 4, 2013 


Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, | would like to 
submit the following by Maddie Greene: 
SOMETHING INSIDE 
(By Maddie Greene) 


PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF WISCONSIN PRESENTS 
OUR LIVES—OUR STORIES—OUR CELEBRATION: 
THE 40TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROE V. WADE 


On a sunny, slightly chilly weekend in May 
of 2000 I was preparing for final exams. De- 
spite the stress of impending tests, it was a 
beautiful spring. 

I woke up early Saturday morning with se- 
vere stomach pain. This was a type of pain 
with which I was entirely unfamiliar. It 
came in waves, dull but intense. It would re- 
cede for a time then return so strong I could 
barely stand. Pressing my fingers against my 
lower belly, I determined that the lowest 
right-hand region was swollen, hot, and hard 
to the touch. So did I jump out of bed and 
call the hospital? Oh, heavens, no. Now, a 
blister—that’s a tragedy worth swooning 
over. A swollen stomach? Eh, Pll ignore 
that. 

That evening, I went to study with a 
friend. We made jokes about appendix trou- 
ble. I laughed—then rushed home and read 
up on appendicitis. My symptoms weren’t 
quite right. With so much else to worry 
about, my attitude was this: ‘It will get 
worse, or it will get better. I’ll adjust to ei- 
ther option as needed.” 

It got better. I went on about my week as 
usual. However, by happy chance, I had a 
routine annual gynecologist appointment 
scheduled for that Thursday at Planned Par- 
enthood. That appointment was going to 
change my life. 

Thursday morning, May 11, 2000, I took a 
final exam. A few hours later I was at my ap- 
pointment at the old Mifflin Street Planned 
Parenthood a few blocks from my dorm. I 
mentioned the pain of the previous weekend, 
expecting little to come of it. 

The R.N. conducting my examination was 
named Elizabeth. She was lovely. One ele- 
ment of my routine checkup involved Eliza- 
beth pressing her fingertips into my lower 
belly. A few painful presses into the exam, 
her lips tightened. Then she smiled and said 
in a bright, cheerful voice, ‘‘Well, you’re 
pregnant.” I’m pretty sure I gave a witty and 
decimating retort, probably something like 
“No, I’m not.” She gauged me at about three 
months pregnant based on the firm swelling. 
Mind you, the math didn’t work out. I 
couldn’t be pregnant. But when a nurse 
thinks you’re having a baby, you entertain 
the notion. I took a pregnancy test. 

Sitting in that exam room awaiting the re- 
sults of my test constituted the longest five 
minutes of my life up to that point. When 
Elizabeth came back she was frowning again. 
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“Well, you’re not pregnant,” she informed 
me, and I punched the air triumphantly. She 
let me have my little celebration but she 
didn’t smile with me. Instead, she said point- 
edly ‘“‘But if you’re not pregnant, then I 
don’t know what that thing is inside you.” 

This disturbed me greatly. 

Elizabeth sent me home to relax. ‘Take 
the day off work,” she said. ‘‘Think about 
your next step.” She promised to be in 
touch. I went back to my dorm and called 
my parents in tears. “Mom? Dad? I’m not 
pregnant! . . . But something’s wrong.” They 
came to Madison and took me out to lunch. 
When I got back there was a message on the 
answering machine from Elizabeth asking 
what I’d decided. Well, I hadn’t decided any- 
thing yet. That evening she called again and 
finally revealed the depth of her concern. 
She said, ‘‘Maddie, I didn’t want to scare you 
too badly earlier. You needed time to cope. 
But I want to stress to you the: importance 
of contacting someone NOW. Please find a 
doctor and have that checked out.” 

So I did. And it was cancer. Just after my 
final exams I started treatment for a 
volleyball-sized malignant tumor that used 
to be my right ovary. 

As a college student I was covered under 
my family’s health insurance. But I was at 
school far from home—and I wanted some 
agency over my health and my life. For a 
busy student struggling through full-time 
coursework and a part-time job, Planned 
Parenthood was the best option for moni- 
toring my reproductive health privately and 
affordably. 

Without Elizabeth, without the conven- 
ience and affordability of that Planned Par- 
enthood on Mifflin St, maybe I’d be dead. 
Who knows? I know that they wouldn’t have 
caught my cancer until I could no longer 
avoid the symptoms. Maybe until that fast- 
growing malignancy had done what it was 
trying to do. 

Planned Parenthood didn’t just do what I 
asked, they did what I needed. They identi- 
fied that I was very sick and they gently, 
kindly, but insistently urged me toward 
seeking specialized care. 

Today I’m healthy, cancer-free, and grate- 
ful that Planned Parenthood was available 
to me and that its kind, smart R.N. Eliza- 
beth caught my cancer. 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 
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Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 5, 2013 may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 


FEBRUARY 7 


10 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
To hold hearings to examine the Depart- 
ment of Defense’s response to the at- 
tack on United States facilities in 
Benghazi, Libya, and the findings of its 
internal review following the attack; 
with the possibility of a closed session 
in SVC-217 following the open session. 
SD-G50 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 
To hold hearings to examine No Child 
Left Behind, focusing on early lessons 
from state flexibility waivers. 
SH-216 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Business meeting to consider the nomi- 
nations of Robert E. Bacharach, of 
Oklahoma, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the Tenth Circuit, William J. 
Kayatta, Jr., of Maine, to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the First Cir- 
cuit, Richard Gary Taranto, of Mary- 
land, to be United States Circuit Judge 
for the Federal Circuit, Caitlin Joan 
Halligan, of New York, to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the District of 
Columbia Circuit, Patty Shwartz, of 
New Jersey, to be United States Cir- 
cuit Judge for the Third Circuit, Pam- 
ela Ki Mai Chen, to be United States 
District Judge for the Eastern District 
of New York, Katherine Polk Failla, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Southern District of New York, Andrew 
Patrick Gordon, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Ne- 
vada, Ketanji Brown Jackson, of Mary- 
land, to be United States District 
Judge for the District of Columbia, 
Raymond P. Moore, to be United 
States District Judge for the District 
of Colorado, Troy L. Nunley, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Eastern District of California, Beverly 
Reid O’Connell, to be United States 
District Judge for the Central District 
of California, Analisa Torres, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Southern District of New York, Der- 
rick Kahala Watson, to be United 
States District Judge for the District 
of Hawaii, and Mark A. Barnett, of Vir- 
ginia, and Claire R. Kelly, of New 
York, both to be a Judge of the United 
States Court of International Trade. 


SD-226 
10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works 


To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
implementation of Corps of Engineers 
water resources policies. 

SD-406 
2:30 p.m. 
Select Committee on Intelligence 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tion of John Owen Brennan, of Vir- 
ginia, to be Director of the Central In- 
telligence Agency. 

SH-216 
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To hold hearings to examine opportuni- 
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To hold hearings to examine proposals to 
10 a.m. ties and challenges associated with reduce gun violence, focusing on pro- 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- America’s natural gas resources. tecting our communities while respect- 
Sources SD-366 ing the Second Amendment. 
Committee on the Judiciary SD-226 
Subcommittee on the Constitution, Civil 


Rights and Human Rights 
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February 5, 2013 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. PALAZZO). 


ee 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
February 5, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable STEVEN M. 
PALAZZO to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall 
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


ee 


LEGALIZING MARIJUANA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
since I was a high school student, I’ve 
watched the escalation of the war on 
drugs, especially marijuana. I slowly 
became aware of its widespread use. As 
a freshman legislator in Oregon 40 
years ago, my opinion was set by a hog 
farmer from eastern Oregon who was a 
State representative named Stafford 
Hansell. 

Stafford held the Oregon House, and 
the people crowded into the gallery 
spellbound with his tutorial on mari- 
juana and its comparison to other ad- 
dictive substances, both legal and ille- 
gal. This older gentleman, who didn’t 
smoke, didn’t drink alcohol—let alone 
use marijuana—made his case. He 
pointed out how tobacco was highly ad- 
dictive and killed hundreds of thou- 
sands of Americans per year. He dis- 
cussed alcohol, whose damaging prop- 
erties had once led the country into a 
foolish, costly and ultimately self-de- 
feating experiment with prohibition. 
Alcohol use was damaging for some, led 


to dependency for many, while contrib- 
uting to tens of thousands of highway 
deaths every year, and serious health 
problems for countless others. 

By the time Representative Hansell 
got to marijuana, he’d convinced me 
that the bill he was advocating—two 
plant legalization—was not just worthy 
of my support, which I was already in- 
clined to do, but something that I 
should advocate that Oregonians 
should be allowed this choice, less 
damaging and addicting than tobacco. 

We didn’t legalize marijuana in 1978, 
although I was assured that if the 22 of 
us who had voted for the bill had been 
supported by the people who used it 
but voted no, the measure would have 
passed easily. We did make Oregon the 
first State to decriminalize the use of 
marijuana. Possession of a small 
amount was made a minor infraction, 
treated like a traffic ticket. Today, 40 
years later, the case is even more com- 
pelling. Fourteen States have now de- 
criminalized policies like Oregon 
passed in 1973. 

In 1996, California pioneered the legal 
use of medical marijuana whose thera- 
peutic qualities have long been known 
and employed. And since then, 18 
States and the District of Columbia 
have approved medical marijuana ini- 
tiatives, allowing its use to relieve 
chronic pain, nausea, and other condi- 
tions. Notably, two-thirds of these ap- 
provals were a result of voter initia- 
tives. 

Last fall, voters in Colorado and 
Washington approved adult rec- 
reational use with 55 percent approval 
margins. Studies show that a majority 
of Americans now agree that mari- 
juana should be legalized. It is time 
that the Federal Government revisit 
its policies. Drugs with less serious 
classifications, like methamphetamine 
and cocaine, have more serious health 
and behavioral impacts; yet marijuana 
retains its Schedule I classification. 

In 2011, two-thirds of a million people 
were arrested for using a substance 
that millions use, many more have 
tried, and a majority of Americans feel 
should be legal. Because there are 
stark racial differences in enforcement 
and incarceration, there are wide dis- 
parities in the legal treatment for com- 
munities of color versus their white 
counterparts. Medical marijuana is 
widely accepted but subject to inherent 
conflict with Federal law that is un- 
fair, confusing and costly. 

A bipartisan group of legislators is 
developing a comprehensive package of 
legislation to clarify and reform out- 
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dated, ineffective, and unwise Federal 
policies. In a time of great fiscal stress 
and a sea change in opinion of voters, 
this is a unique opportunity to save 
money on enforcement and incarcer- 
ation, avoid unnecessary conflict and 
harsh treatment of users, provide a 
framework for medical marijuana, and 
even reduce the deficit—all by hon- 
oring the wish of two-thirds of Ameri- 
cans to respect states’ rights for mari- 
juana, just like we do for alcohol. 

I would invite my colleagues to join 
this effort in developing a marijuana 
policy that makes sense for America 
today. 


EE 


NEW YEAR’S RESOLUTIONS FOR 
OBAMA ADMINISTRATION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. COBLE) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, January is 
the traditional month in which New 
Year’s resolutions are developed. I’m 
suggesting that President Obama and 
Mrs. Obama adopt a resolution in the 
event they failed to do so in January. 
President Obama and Mrs. Obama, it 
appears to me, Mr. Speaker, regard Air 
Force One very casually; and I believe 
that on some occasions two planes, at 
least two planes, have been dispatched 
to the same destination. 

Air Force One, Mr. Speaker, belongs 
to the President and Mrs. Obama, but 
Air Force One also belongs to the 
American taxpayer, and I would wel- 
come a New Year’s resolution that 
would provide a generous lease of all 
future Air Force One dispatches with 
prudence, discipline and, last but cer- 
tainly not least, fiscal austerity. Amer- 
ica’s taxpayers will be appreciative. 

Incidentally, Mr. Speaker, Air Force 
One, designated by the Air Force as 
VC-25, incurred an operational cost per 
hour of $179,750. And on some occa- 
sions, additional aircraft accompanied 
Air Force One, naturally adding to the 
cost. 

I’m going to now, Mr. Speaker, insert 
my oars into waters that involve the 
former Secretary of State, Mrs. Clin- 
ton, during a recent Senate hearing. A 
Senator who was examining Secretary 
Clinton suggested or implied that the 
administration may have misstated the 
nature of the Benghazi attack, to 
which Mrs. Clinton responded: ‘‘What 
difference at this point does it make?” 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the sur- 
vivors of the four Americans who were 
murdered in that attack would wel- 
come any and all information sur- 
rounding that infamous invasion. The 
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survivors are grieving, and any infor- 
mation that could illuminate in any 
way this tragedy that occurred in 
Benghazi would welcome any and all 
information, it seems to me. 

Yes, Secretary Clinton, at this point 
it may well make a difference. 


Ee 


HUNGER IN AMERICA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to talk about the problem of 
hunger in America. We are the richest, 
most prosperous Nation in the world. 
Yet the sad fact is that in 2013 more 
than 50 million people in this country 
are considered food insecure by the 
United States Department of Agri- 
culture. Food insecurity, Mr. Speaker, 
is a technical term for the hungry. 
That’s right, there are more than 50 
million hungry people in this country. 
We cannot and we should not stand for 
this. It is time that we end hunger now. 

Certainly, our fragile economy has a 
lot to do with the high levels of hun- 
ger. Millions of people either lost their 
jobs or saw their wages fall. Food and 
energy prices went up. For many 
middle- and low-income families, ev- 
eryday costs like rent, utilities, and 
food became more difficult. And in 
many cases, families were forced to 
choose between things like food and 
electricity. 
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But even before the recession started, 
tens of millions of Americans went 
hungry at some point during the year. 
That, too, is unconscionable. And when 
we turn this economy around, and our 
economy will rebound, we need to 
make sure that people do not fall 
through the cracks again. 

We need to end hunger now. We may 
not be able to wipe out all disease. We 
probably can’t eliminate all war. But 
we can end hunger now if we make the 
commitment to do so. We have the re- 
sources. We know what it takes. We 
just have to muster the will to end 
hunger once and for all. Hunger is a po- 
litical condition. 

It’s important to point out that even 
though over 50 million people were food 
insecure, the vast majority had a safe- 
ty net that prevented them from actu- 
ally starving. That safety net is called 
the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance 
Program, or SNAP. Formerly known as 
food stamps, SNAP is a program that 
provides low-income families with food 
that they otherwise could not afford to 
buy. 

Last year, over 47 million families re- 
lied on SNAP to feed their families. 
SNAP is literally a lifeline for these 47 
million people who struggle to make 
ends meet. Now, I don’t deny that this 
is a big number, but it’s a big number 
because it’s a big problem. 
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Mr. Speaker, America’s hunger prob- 
lem would be dramatically worse with- 
out SNAP. Just imagine what this 
country would look like if we didn’t 
have the safety net that SNAP pro- 
vides for low-income families in this 
country. 

Our churches, our synagogues and 
mosques do their best to help feed fam- 
ilies who need help, but they cannot do 
it on their own. There are nonprofits 
and food banks that do as much as they 
can, but they cannot do it on their 
own. The private sector simply cannot 
meet the need. 

And with the economy not expected 
to fully recover for some time, we 
know that there will continue to be 
those who struggle to afford food. 
These are the people we need to worry 
about, the people we must help, the 
people who need their neighbors to lend 
a helping hand. 

SNAP, Mr. Speaker, is a helping 
hand. Relying on SNAP is no walk in 
the park. It is not champagne and cav- 
iar. No, Mr. Speaker, the truth is that 
the average SNAP benefit is less than 
$1.50 per meal. That doesn’t buy a 
whole lot of healthy, nutritious food. 

And there’s a common misconcep- 
tion—some would say it’s a purposeful 
mischaracterization—that SNAP pro- 
motes a culture of dependency. Some 
detractors even talk about SNAP like 
it’s a golden ticket, that getting on 
SNAP is like winning the lottery; ev- 
erything’s taken care of forever. 

Give me a break. People don’t want a 
handout. They don’t want to rely on 
government assistance. No, Mr. Speak- 
er, people want to provide for them- 
selves and their families. That’s why 
half of all new SNAP participants re- 
ceive benefits for 10 months or less, and 
74 percent actually left the program 
entirely within 2 years. 

Now, I don’t know why there is such 
a vitriolic opposition to this important 
program by some here in Congress, nor 
do I understand why some of my col- 
leagues believe we should balance the 
budget by cutting programs that help 
the most vulnerable. 

The truth is that without SNAP peo- 
ple would go hungry because they are 
poor. Highty-three percent of families 
on SNAP make less than $24,000 a year 
for a family of four. Less than $24,000 a 
year. I challenge anyone in this body 
to live off that income for a year. 

Our budgetary challenges are clear. 
We need to tackle the debt and the def- 
icit, but we need to do so smartly and 
with reason. There is a reason not a 
single bipartisan deficit proposal, from 
Simpson-Bowles to sequester, cuts 
SNAP. That’s because SNAP is the 
most effective and efficient anti-hun- 
ger program we have. That’s because 
cutting SNAP will literally take the 
food away from families in this coun- 
try. That’s because the authors of 
these plans, from liberal Democrats to 
conservative Republicans, all recognize 
the importance of this program. 
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Yet there are those who would want 
to undermine this and other programs 
that provide a circle of protection for 
those in need. It is time for a nation- 
wide effort to end the scourge of hun- 
ger. 

I call on the President of the United 
States to coordinate a White House 
conference on food and nutrition so we 
can devise a plan. I call on the leaders 
of Congress to support such an initia- 
tive. We need to do more. End hunger 
now. End hunger now. End hunger now. 

Mr. Speaker, we can do this. We must 
do this. 


ee 


CONFIRMATION OF SENATOR 
CHUCK HAGEL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, thank you 
very much. 

I want to thank President Obama for 
his nomination of Chuck Hagel to be 
Secretary of Defense. 

While we were home last week, I had 
the opportunity to watch the Senate 
confirmation hearing, and I was dis- 
mayed by the way many of the Repub- 
licans in that hearing chastised Mr. 
Hagel. 

Mr. Hagel is a man of integrity. The 
question from one of the Senators 
about, do you think the surge worked, 
and Senator Hagel was such that he 
didn’t want to give him a direct an- 
swer. I would have said, no, it didn’t 
work—1,200 Americans killed, I don’t 
know how many Iraqis. And look at the 
country today. It’s totally falling 
apart. But that was a question toward 
Senator Hagel. 

Mr. Speaker, the Iraq war was very 
unnecessary. It was manufactured by 
the previous administration, and there 
was a general, Marine General Greg 
Newbold, who had been working with 
the Department of Defense, who actu- 
ally wrote an article in Time after the 
war started. And one of the points he 
made that I’m going to share with you, 
Mr. Speaker, is ‘‘some of the missteps 
include the distortion of intelligence in 
the buildup to the war.” The distortion 
of intelligence in the buildup to the 
war. 

In the history of Washington, if ever 
our government needed integrity, it’s 
now. Chuck Hagel is a man of integ- 
rity. No one can question his integrity. 

I’ve had the privilege of knowing 
Senator Hagel since 2005 when I came 
out against the unnecessary war in 
Iraq. Senator Hagel reached out to me 
in support of my position and encour- 
aged me in my journey to find out the 
truth, if it was necessary or not. 

His record speaks for itself. As a non- 
commissioned officer, he honorably 
served this Nation in Vietnam, earning 
two Purple Hearts, served on the Sen- 
ate Committee on Intelligence and the 
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Committee on Foreign Relations, as 
well as the President’s Intelligence Ad- 
visory Board and the Secretary of De- 
fense Policy Board. No one can argue 
Chuck Hagel’s experience. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that Chuck 
Hagel is the right man to lead the De- 
partment of Defense through this very 
difficult economic time. He’s a man 
that will uphold the Constitution and 
do what is right for this country. Our 
military and the American people need 
Chuck Hagel to be the Secretary of De- 
fense. 

Mr. Speaker, before closing, I must 
say that, in my many years here in 
Washington, 18 years, I have never 
known a person with more integrity 
than Senator Hagel, and I hope that 
the Senate will pass on the confirma- 
tion of Chuck Hagel to be the Sec- 
retary of Defense because America 
needs him, our military needs him, and 
it’s time for people of integrity to step 
up and help us fix this problem facing 
our Nation. And he will speak freely 
and honestly about what is needed to 
keep a strong military. 


a 


NATIONAL CATHOLIC SCHOOLS 
WEEK 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in honor of National Catholic 
Schools Week and to recognize the out- 
standing contribution that Catholic 
schools have made to our Nation. 
Catholic Schools Week was celebrated 
last week in schools all across the 
country. 

As a proud graduate of St. 
Symphorosa Grammar School and St. 
Ignatius College Prep, and a strong 
supporter of Catholic education, I, once 
again this year, introduced a resolu- 
tion honoring Catholic schools. H. Res. 
46 expresses support for ‘‘the vital con- 
tributions of the thousands of Catholic 
elementary and secondary schools in 
the United States” and ‘‘the key role 
they play in promoting and ensuring a 
brighter, stronger future for the Na- 
tion.” Td like to thank the 28 Members 
who cosponsored this bipartisan resolu- 
tion with me. 

Since 1974, the National Catholic 
Education Association and the United 
States Conference of Catholic Bishops 
have organized and planned National 
Catholic Schools Week. This year’s 
theme, ‘‘Catholic Schools Raise the 
Standards,” highlights recent initia- 
tives undertaken by Catholic schools 
across the country to strengthen their 
already exemplary standards. 

America’s Catholic schools produce 
graduates with the skills and integrity 
needed by our businesses, governments, 
and communities, emphasizing a well- 
rounded educational experience and in- 
stilling the values of ‘giving back to 
the community” and ‘‘helping others.” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Nearly every Catholic school has a 
community service program, and every 
year their students volunteer half a 
million hours to their communities. 
My own decision to pursue a career in 
public service was fostered, in part, by 
dedicated teachers throughout my 
formative years in Catholic schools. 
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Today over 2 million elementary and 
secondary students are enrolled in 
nearly 7,000 Catholic schools. These 
students typically surpass their peers 
in math, science, reading, history, and 
geography in any NAEP test. The grad- 
uation rate for Catholic high school 
students is 99 percent, and 85 percent of 
graduates enrolled in four-year col- 
leges, rates well above the national av- 
erage. AS we continually hear dis- 
turbing reports of our national test 
scores, these statistics are truly re- 
markable and should be commended. 

Notably, the success of Catholic 
schools does not depend on selectivity. 
Catholic schools accept nine out of 
every 10 students who apply and are 
highly effective in providing a quality 
education to students from every socio- 
economic category, especially dis- 
advantaged youth in underserved urban 
communities. Over the past 30 years, 
the percentage of minority students 
enrolled in Catholic schools has more 
than doubled, and today they con- 
stitute almost one-third of all Catholic 
school students. In times of economic 
hardship, Catholic schools provide an 
affordable alternative to other forms of 
private education. 

Now, in addition to producing well- 
rounded students, it is estimated that 
Catholic schools save taxpayers over 
$18 billion annually. The importance of 
these savings is undeniable as we in 
Congress, and lawmakers across the 
country, struggle with budget deficits. 

I was born and raised in the Chicago 
Archdiocese, where more than 87,000 
students attend 250 schools. In the Jo- 
liet Diocese close by, 22,000 students 
are educated in 48 elementary and 7 
high schools. In my district alone, 
there are nearly a dozen Catholic high 
schools and more than 50 grammar 
schools, including one of the best in my 
home parish, St. John of the Cross in 
Western Springs, which last year was 
named a National Blue Ribbon School 
by the Department of Education. 

The focus of this year’s Catholic 
Schools Week, ‘‘Catholic Schools Raise 
the Standards,” demonstrates a contin- 
ued commitment to excellence. The 
National Catholic Education Associa- 
tion has launched an initiative called 
the National Standards and Bench- 
marks for Effective Catholic Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Schools which will 
make sure that standards are consist- 
ently high across the country. The 
dedicated teachers and administrators 
who work at Catholic schools, many of 
whom could earn much more else- 
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where, are instrumental in upholding 
these standards. In recognizing Catho- 
lic Schools Week, we pay a special trib- 
ute to these professionals who sacrifice 
so much for their students. 

During Catholic Schools Week last 
week, I visited several schools in my 
district, including St. Dennis in Lock- 
port, St. Cajetan in Chicago, and St. 
Alphonsus/St. Patrick in Lemont. At 
each of these schools, I was able to 
visit with students and witness the ex- 
cellent Catholic education that was 
being instilled by teachers, administra- 
tors, pastors, and volunteer parents. 
The dedication of all those involved in 
educating these children demonstrated 
why Catholic schools are so successful 
not only in my district but across our 
Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope my colleagues 
will join me today in honoring Catholic 
schools and all they contribute to our 
Nation. 


EE 
BIDDING FAREWELL TO TWO MEM- 
BERS OF THE LAS VEGAS 


MIGHTY FIVE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Nevada (Mr. HECK) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HECK of Nevada. Mr. Speaker, I 
come to the floor today to bid a solemn 
and respectful farewell to Mr. Romeo 
Barreras and Mr. Silverio Cuaresma. 
Messrs. Barreras and Cuaresma were 
residents of southern Nevada and mem- 
bers of the Las Vegas Mighty Five, a 
group of Filipino American World War 
II veterans denied benefits and recogni- 
tion for their service to the United 
States. 

Romeo Barreras volunteered for the 
Philippine Army at age 17 and served 
with the infantry as a Guerrilla fight- 
er. He earned a Purple Heart for 
wounds sustained in action and re- 
ceived an honorable discharge for his 
service to both the Republic of the 
Philippines and the United States. 
Romeo passed away last month at the 
age of 85. 

Silverio Cuaresma was a guerrilla in- 
telligence officer who served under 
Army Colonel Edwin Ramsey in the 
26th calvary. It was this unit that 
made the last horse charge in cavalry 
history on January 16, 1942. After his 
discharge, Silverio took up the cause of 
his fellow denied veterans and fought 
for their compensation ever since. That 
fight ended two weeks ago in Las 
Vegas. Silverio Cuaresma was 100 years 
old. 

They, along with their countrymen, 
fought and in many instances died 
under the command of American troops 
in the Pacific theater of World War II. 
After helping the Allies win the war in 
the Pacific, many of these veterans 
began seeking the benefits promised to 
them by President Franklin Roosevelt. 
But on February 18, 1946, President 
Harry S. Truman signed the Rescission 
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Act of 1946 into law, which denied over 
200,000 Filipino World War II veterans 
the benefits promised to them just five 
years earlier by President Roosevelt. 

Congress finally acknowledged the 
dedicated service of many of these de- 
nied veterans when it established the 
Filipino Veterans Equity Compensa- 
tion Fund in 2009. But many of these 
veterans, as many as 24,000, still have 
not received compensation due to bu- 
reaucratic hurdles and paperwork shuf- 
fles over the types of records they hold 
verifying their service. 

The Mighty Five is now reduced to 
two with the passing of Romeo and 
Silverio. We lost Augusto Oppus last 
year as well. I fear many more will 
pass without ever obtaining the rec- 
ognition they deserve if this body does 
not act to remove the barriers pre- 
venting these veterans from receiving 
the benefits they have earned. 

Yesterday, I introduced legislation to 
ensure that the remainder of the 
Mighty Five and denied Filipino vet- 
erans everywhere finally receive the 
benefits promised to them so many 
years ago. 

My bill, Mr. Speaker, is very simple. 
It directs the Department of the Army 
to certify the service of any Filipino 
World War II veteran whose name ap- 
pears on the Approved Revised Recon- 
structed Guerrilla Roster or has cer- 
tified documentation from the U.S. 
Army or Philippine Government at- 
testing to their service. 

Simply put, these men fought so that 
the Allies could defeat the Japanese in 
the Pacific. If they can show they 
fought, let’s fulfill our promise to them 
so they can live out their years know- 
ing that the United States has offi- 
cially recognized their service. 

I have met with the Mighty Five 
many times in Las Vegas. All they 
want is to be recognized. It’s not about 
the money to them. They want to know 
that their service was appreciated, that 
their sacrifices did not go unnoticed. 

As I attended Lieutenant Cuaresma’s 
funeral last week, no flag draped his 
casket, no honor guard was present, 
and there was no playing of “Taps.” 
There was no official recognition of his 
dedicated military service. And that, 
Mr. Speaker, was wrong. 

I would like to thank my friends and 
brother veterans, Romeo and Silverio, 
for their service to our country. Their 
passion and dedication to this cause 
will be missed. Mr. Speaker, I urge my 
colleagues to join me in fighting to en- 
sure these honorable World War II vet- 
erans are appropriately recognized. 


EE 
GENDER-BASED VIOLENCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. WILSON) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
“gender-based violence’’—a phrase the 
world has coined to speak internation- 
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ally about violence, abuse, rape, as- 
sault, and disrespect of women. Women 
like our mothers, grandmothers, sis- 
ters, aunts, nieces, friends, and most 
especially our children. 

Gender-based violence permeates the 
world, generally in far away countries, 
far from the civilized democratic world 
that we communicate with and be- 
friend. 

To the women of this Congress and 
the women of the world, take a mo- 
ment to imagine trying to survive 
without a response from the police, 
without the ability to press charges 
and being able to actually see your as- 
sailant day after day if you are a vic- 
tim of gender-based violence. Con- 
template life without access to medical 
care to address your physical, mental, 
and emotional trauma. Imagine having 
nowhere to hide. 

This scenario sounds like 100 years 
ago in a world far from our country, 
but in reality it is just a two-hour 
flight away from my congressional dis- 
trict of Miami, Florida. It actually de- 
scribes gender-based violence in Haiti. 
But through smart policy and the 
strength and courage of Haitian 
women, it’s a reality that’s within our 
power to change. 
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The 2010 earthquake in Haiti brought 
a striking increase in incidents of gen- 
der-based violence. Nearly half of the 
victims are girls under 18, and many 
cases involve the use of weapons, gang 
rape, and death threats for seeking 
help from authorities. These threats, 
coupled with the lack of police pres- 
ence and equipment, hurts the integ- 
rity of Haiti’s legal system and denies 
women and girls their basic dignity. 

The National Penitentiary was de- 
stroyed in the earthquake, freeing 
countless violent prisoners who now 
roam the streets. Through the deter- 
mination and grace of the Haitian peo- 
ple and smart assistance from the 
Obama administration and inter- 
national NGOs, some change is coming 
to Haiti. Most of the rubble has been 
removed, more than a million Haitians 
have moved out of tent camps, jobs 
have been created, schools have been 
built, yet core challenges, including 
gender-based violence, remain severe. 

Today, I am introducing a resolution 
calling attention to the plight of Hai- 
tian women and children and calling 
for action on their behalf. With its 
Strategy to Prevent Gender-Based Vio- 
lence, the Obama administration is on 
the right track. Congress and the ad- 
ministration must ensure robust fund- 
ing for these initiatives, including the 
U.S. Agency of International Develop- 
ment’s Gender Equality and Female 
Empowerment Policy, to meet the con- 
tinuing need. 

For me, this issue is personal. I have 
seen the tent cities firsthand. I have 
spoken to the women. I have counseled 
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the victims and witnessed the scars of 
indignation and pain. I feel the anguish 
in my bones, but I also feel the hope. 
Let’s work together to ensure that no 
woman in Haiti, no woman in this 
hemisphere or in this world, has to 
bear the indignity of sexual violence. 


——— 
SECOND AMENDMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, the Con- 
stitution of the United States of Amer- 
ica was written to put in statute the 
limits of government’s authority over 
citizens. It does not bestow rights or 
permit freedoms upon American peo- 
ple; rather, it delimits what govern- 
ment of the people, by the people, and 
for the people can and cannot do. 

Since well before our country’s 
founding, Americans have exercised 
the right to keep and bear arms, a 
right formally protected by the ratifi- 
cation of the Second Amendment in 
1791. As a lifelong defender of Second 
Amendment freedoms, I am committed 
to ensuring that any new proposals 
considered in Washington do not in- 
fringe upon the constitutionally guar- 
anteed rights of law-abiding citizens. 

In the wake of devastating tragedies, 
well-meaning people feel compelled to 
do something, and the government, 
likewise, to intercede. But good inten- 
tions don’t often make good or con- 
stitutional laws, and they certainly are 
no match for those set on being law- 
less. 

The Second Amendment reads: 

A well regulated militia being necessary to 
the security of a free state, the right of the 
people to keep and bear arms shall not be in- 
fringed. 

If the text alone were not explicit, 
our Founding Fathers clarified the pur- 
pose of the Second Amendment. James 
Madison wrote, in Federalist No. 46, 
that Americans possess: 
the advantage of being armed over the people 
of almost every other nation whose govern- 
ments are afraid to trust the people with 
arms. 

Even more applicable to our current 
situation is this excerpt referenced by 
Thomas Jefferson, which reads: 

Laws that forbid the carrying of arms dis- 
arm only those who are neither inclined nor 
determined to commit crimes. Such laws 
make things worse for the assaulted and bet- 
ter for the assailants. 

The rush to action in the wake of 
tragedies sadly heaps the price of 
criminal wrongdoing onto law-abiding, 
responsible gun owners. When such is 
the case, government flirts with con- 
struing the desire to exercise Second 
Amendment rights as suspect behavior, 
it deems some Second Amendment 
utilities superior to others, and it ig- 
nores the root causes of mass violence, 
focusing instead on the means by 
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which violence is accomplished. Those 
mistakes must never be made. Federal 
proposals must be well-thought, data- 
driven, and constitutionally sound. 

The right to keep and bear arms is 
not one for hunters and sportsmen 
alone. For centuries, it has been a 
right for every American citizen to 
arm themselves to defend their prop- 
erty and the people they hold dear. And 
it is a right that cannot be infringed. 


EE 


MEDICAID EXPANSION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I can’t 
resist saying the Second Amendment 
right does not preclude background 
checks to protect the very people we 
represent. 

Mr. Speaker, the Supreme Court rul- 
ing last summer on the Affordable Care 
Act was a victory for all American 
families—and small businesses espe- 
cially—by ensuring that our constitu- 
ents have access to affordable, quality 
health insurance. 

The ruling preserved the integrity of 
Medicaid partnerships between the 
States and the Federal Government, 
giving Governors the option of accept- 
ing the Federal Government’s generous 
offer to pay the cost for expanding cov- 
erage of low-income residents who 
might otherwise not have access to 
health insurance. 

Though some of my Republican col- 
leagues remain opposed to the act, I’m 
pleased to see Republican Governors, 
including those from Nevada, New Mex- 
ico, Arizona, and now Governor Kasich 
in Ohio, putting policy ahead of poli- 
tics to support this expansion of Med- 
icaid. Those Governors have acknowl- 
edged that they were motivated not 
only by the desire to reduce the num- 
ber of uninsured, but also by the com- 
pelling business case. 

Medicaid expansion is part of the vi- 
sion for a new continuum of coverage 
that will begin in 2014, when the major 
provisions from the Affordable Care 
Act take effect. This will fill the long- 
standing gap in Medicaid coverage for 
low-income adults by expanding eligi- 
bility for those earning up to 133 per- 
cent of the Federal poverty level. 

As of 2011, there were 48 million non- 
elderly uninsured in America. As an in- 
centive for States to expand coverage 
for those folks, the ACA commits the 
Federal Government to paying 100 per- 
cent of the additional costs of covering 
them, and after 2016, 90 percent there- 
after. 

I wrote the Republican Governor of 
my State and the General Assembly 
membership urging them to join us in 
extending this critical health care cov- 
erage. The Virginia General Assembly 
is currently divided on the matter, but 
I was encouraged last week by the an- 
nouncement from our Republican Lieu- 
tenant Governor, who said: 
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There is no State better prepared to move 
forward with this reform and the coverage 
expansion of it than the Commonwealth of 
Virginia. 

Like me, Lieutenant Governor 
Bolling understands the economic ben- 
efits for Virginia. Expanding Medicaid 
will help 300,000 Virginians get access 
to health care coverage who currently 
have none and invariably wind up ac- 
cessing health care through the most 
expensive portal there is: the emer- 
gency room. The cost of that uncom- 
pensated care is, of course, borne today 
by hospitals and those who are insured 
through their premiums. 

The Governor’s Advisory Commission 
on Health Reform said expanding Med- 
icaid, coupled with other reforms in 
the act, would reduce uncompensated 
care in Virginia by more than half. 
Under the Affordable Care Act, Vir- 
ginia would receive more than $9.2 bil- 
lion in the first 5 years. A recent State 
analysis shows that during that same 
time period Virginia would actually 
save $300 million by expanding cov- 
erage. And Virginia’s costs for the first 
10 years, now estimated at $137 million, 
are considerably less than originally 
estimated and a great return on that 
investment. 

Time is running out, and our resi- 
dents cannot afford for States to miss 
this opportunity. In fact, I believe they 
would be making such a historic mis- 
take that I am proposing an additional 
incentive to help motivate those Gov- 
ernors who might not yet still be con- 
vinced. 

This week I introduced the Medicaid 
Expansion Incentive Act. This simple 
bill adds a ‘‘use it or lose it” provision. 
If a State doesn’t want to expand Med- 
icaid coverage, then we will ship those 
dollars to other States who are willing 
to partner with us to help defray costs 
and expand their coverage. 
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Just so the residents of a particular 
State are fully aware of how their Gov- 
ernor’s decision is affecting them, my 
bill will require HHS to publicize the 
list of States that are not partnering 
with us and giving up this opportunity 
and the amount of money their Gov- 
ernor has left on the table and the 
number of uninsured people who will 
thereby not be covered. 

The Affordable Care Act is the law of 
the land, and residents of any State 
should not be penalized because of 
their Governor’s ideological agenda. 
The choices we face are momentous. 
Will we move forward together to im- 
plement these historic reforms and re- 
verse the unsustainable trajectory of 
spiraling prices, or will we let slip this 
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to help 
those most in need, realize savings, and 
spur economic activity? I hope more 
Republican Governors, including my 
own, will follow the leader of their col- 
leagues elsewhere and put their citi- 
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zens’ health ahead of partisan ortho- 
doxy. 


U VISA REFORM ACT OF 20138 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK) for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, in the 
year 2000, Congress created the U Visa 
program as a way to allow illegal im- 
migrant crime victims a temporary—a 
temporary—legal status in order to as- 
sist law enforcement in the prosecution 
of their assailant, which has helped 
bring thousands of criminals to justice. 

However, over time, the U Visa has 
become a pathway to citizenship for es- 
sentially everyone who applies. The 
rampant abuse of this program is detri- 
mental to law-abiding individuals who 
seek to immigrate to our country 
through the proper legal channels. 

We are a Nation of immigrants, and 
we are also a Nation built upon respect 
for the rule of law. Our heritage and 
our principles demand of us the cour- 
age to reform our broken immigration 
system so that those who follow the 
law and want to contribute to the bet- 
terment of our Nation will have the op- 
portunity to do so. 

That is why I have introduced the U 
Visa Reform Act of 2013 to stop abuses 
in the U Visa program. I urge my col- 
leagues to join me in support of this 
commonsense piece of legislation. 


EE 
SEQUESTRATION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to bring note to 
the fact that for the fourth time in 5 
years, President Obama is, once again, 
late in delivering his budget to Con- 
gress and the citizens of America. 

Americans throughout this country 
tell me over and over again that our 
national debt is unacceptable. They 
tell me it is holding America back 
from achieving economic prosperity 
and robbing their children of the Amer- 
ican Dream. They tell me it’s time for 
Washington to pass a budget. 

The President has turned a deaf ear 
to the pleas of these Americans. He has 
been asked to take this country’s econ- 
omy seriously. He chooses instead to 
spend his time in other countries, tak- 
ing family vacations, and playing 
countless games of golf. 

Hardworking taxpayers know that 
work must come before play, Mr. Presi- 
dent. That is the practice of millions of 
taxpaying Americans who must foot 
the bill for Presidential vacations 
while they forfeit their own vacations 
due to the uncertainty in the economy. 

While the President crisscrosses the 
world avoiding Americans’ top prior- 
ities, back at home Americans are 
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nervous. Every year that our country 
goes without a budget, the national 
debt skyrockets, the uncertainty for 
American businesses grows and, with 
that, unemployment goes up. Without 
a Federal budget, businessowners can- 
not plan. They cannot plan for the 
President’s new regulations or his un- 
foreseen tax increases; and, therefore, 
it is all the more difficult for them to 
expand their businesses and create jobs 
in America. 

To add to the uncertainty, the Presi- 
dent’s proposed sequestration is set to 
take effect this March. Despite his 
promise—his promise—to the American 
people that it would never actually 
happen, the President has yet to take 
any steps to undo this harmful meas- 
ure. He has shown absolute indifference 
to the millions of Americans whose 
livelihoods would be severely impacted 
by his sequestration. 

House Republicans have twice passed 
legislation to replace the President’s 
sequester with commonsense reforms 
that would reduce spending and pre- 
serve and strengthen our safety net for 
future generations and ensure our na- 
tional defense. 

This week, the House will not only 
renew our commitment to the Amer- 
ican people to pass a budget, but it will 
be a responsible budget that will bal- 
ance. It will be one that will aim to 
grow the economy, drive down unem- 
ployment, expand opportunity and 
prosperity for the private sector, and 
ensure that America maintains its 
leading role in the world as a strong 
national defender. 

Americans can do this. We just need 
a President to put work before play. 


EE 
FREEDOM LEADS TO PROSPERITY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. BENTIVOLIO) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, 
thank you for allowing me to speak 
today. I have said it before, and I want 
to say it again: the job of a Member of 
Congress is to protect the rights of the 
people, not take them away. 

I want to explain what I mean by 
that. Those rights are outlined in our 
Declaration of Independence: life, lib- 
erty, and the pursuit of happiness. 
These rights were not given to us by a 
King or developed after extensive de- 
bate by a Congress. They come from 
God. They exist in the same way that 
gravity exists. They are natural. 

But too often what gets left out is 
why we must protect those rights and 
why those rights are still relevant 
today. The reason is simple, and it’s as 
practical today as it was in 1776: we 
protect those rights because in Amer- 
ica we know that freedom leads to 
prosperity. Our country was built by 
Forefathers who believed in, and de- 
fended, that idea. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Every generation that came after 
them has followed their lead, rising to 
tackle whatever challenge came before 
them in order to protect the freedom of 
this Nation. Every American genera- 
tion has left the country a little better 
off than they found it and handed it to 
their sons and daughters with the hope 
that they would do the same. 

Thinking both about those who came 
before us and those who will follow us 
long after we’re gone is in the very 
DNA of our country. That’s why our 
Constitution’s preamble explicitly 
states that it doesn’t secure liberty for 
just the founding generation but also 
for prosperity. 

Generations don’t simply disappear. 
Instead, like an aging photograph, they 
kind of fade away until they are all 
gone. Right now, one of America’s 
greatest generations is doing just that. 
In World War II, hundreds of thousands 
of Americans risked their lives on bat- 
tlefields half a world away while the 
rest of them worked and sacrificed at 
home to make sure our troops had ev- 
erything they needed. 

The reason they acted so valiantly 
was because they understood the truth 
to American exceptionalism: that free- 
dom leads to prosperity. They knew it, 
and they fought for it because it had 
been passed down to them from their 
parents, who had received it from their 
parents and so on. To them it was 
something worth fighting for, it was 
worth making sacrifices for, and it was 
worth dying for. Not a day goes by 
when I don’t think about their sac- 
rifices and remember what they did for 
me and everyone else in this great 
country. 

They deserve to be taken care of. 
That is why I urge my fellow Members 
of the House from both parties to join 
me in supporting the Full Faith and 
Credit Act. As we work to cure the gov- 
ernment’s addiction to debt, we must 
ensure that the Greatest Generation is 
protected. They have already made 
their sacrifices in the defense of our 
ideals. They have already passed down 
freedom to us and given us a country 
that is better off. 

We cannot be the first generation to 
fail America. We must follow the path 
of our Founding Fathers by preserving 
the American Dream for our children 
and grandchildren. 

One great idea to preserve our great 
Nation was developed by our Speaker, 
JOHN BOEHNER. In the days before the 
midterm elections of 2010, Speaker 
BOEHNER proposed ‘‘taking a different 
approach”? regarding how Congress 
voted on budgets. He maintained that 
rather than having a ‘‘comprehensive 
budget’’ that encompasses all—or at 
least most of—government appropria- 
tions, the whole Congress should treat 
every budget for each Federal agency 
as an independent spending bill. 

Speaker BOEHNER said: 

Members shouldn’t have to vote for big 
spending increases at the Labor Department 
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in order to fund Health and Human Services. 
Members shouldn’t have to vote for big in- 
creases at the Commerce Department just 
because they support NASA. Each Depart- 
ment and Agency should justify itself each 
year to the full House and Senate and be 
judged on its own. 

That is the kind of leadership that 
Americans across this great land sup- 
port. Those are the types of ideas that 
we need to enact in order to take on 
the challenges that are ahead. I urge 
my fellow Congressmen to appeal to 
the better angels of their nature as we 
spend the next few months talking 
about our government’s addiction to 
debt. Let’s solve this problem. 


EE 
RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 49 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


EE 
1200 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Loving God, You are compassionate 
and merciful. We give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

During these days, when the House 
itself continues to organize itself for 
the 113th Congress, we ask Your bless- 
ing upon the Members of this assembly. 

There are many issues which press 
upon our Nation now, and more lie 
upon the legislative horizon. Pour 
forth an abundance of wisdom, knowl- 
edge, and understanding upon the 
Members of Congress and upon Your 
people so that, together, solutions for 
the betterment of our Nation might be 
forged. 

Bless us this day and every day. May 
all that is done be for Your greater 
honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


—— EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Vermont (Mr. WELCH) come for- 
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 
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Mr. WELCH led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


— 


ELECTING MEMBERS TO A CER- 
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEE OF 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA- 
TIVES 


Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I 
offer a privileged resolution and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 52 

Resolved, That the following named Mem- 
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol- 
lowing standing committee of the House of 
Representatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION.— 
Ms. Lofgren and Mr. Vargas. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


Ee 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter- 
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 


——— 


THE WHITE HOUSE MUST STICK 
WITHIN A BUDGET 


(Mr. DESJARLAIS asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. DESJARLAIS. Mr. Speaker, it 
has been more than 4 years since the 
White House operated under a budget. 
It’s not a coincidence that each of 
these 4 years has brought a $1 trillion 
deficit. 

Tennesseans are frustrated over the 
fact that they must stick to a budget 
in operating their homes and busi- 
nesses, yet the Obama administration 
cannot seem to do the same in running 
the country with our hard-earned tax 
dollars. 

Last Congress, House Republicans 
passed two responsible budgets while 
the Administration and their allies in 
the Democratic-controlled Senate 
twiddled their thumbs. 

In an effort to finally get this admin- 
istration to act, Republicans have in- 
troduced the Require a PLAN Act. This 
commonsense proposal will mandate 
the White House produce a balanced 
budget within a 10-year window or sub- 
mit a plan explaining in what year the 
budget would balance. 

Unfortunately, it seems that we have 
no other choice but to force this ad- 
ministration to finally address the debt 
crisis that is destroying jobs and mort- 
gaging the future of our children and 
grandchildren. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


20TH ANNIVERSARY OF FAMILY 
AND MEDICAL LEAVE ACT 


(Mr. SWALWELL of California asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to mark the 20th 
anniversary of the signing of the Fam- 
ily and Medical Leave Act, FMLA. 
After years of hearing talk about fam- 
ily values, it took President Clinton 
and the 108rd Congress to adopt poli- 
cies like FMLA that actually value 
families. 

As many people know, FMLA allows 
up to 12 weeks of unpaid leave per year 
due to an employee’s own illness, to 
take care of a sick family member, or 
to be with a new child. For 20 years, 
this law has recognized the needs of 
hardworking families, particularly 
working women who often are hero- 
ically trying to balance their job and 
their role as primary caregiver. 

The latest data from the Department 
of Labor demonstrate the importance 
of FMLA. In 2011, over 14 million work- 
ers took leave under the Act. And this 
leave is not disruptive to employers, 
with 40 percent of workers being away 
from the job for 10 days or fewer. 

I know workers around the country 
are grateful for the protections of 
FMLA. Now over 20 years they have 
felt confident they could take time off 
as needed without fear of losing their 
job to care for themselves or their fam- 
ily. 

As we debate the fiscal and budg- 
etary issues of the day, I hope FMLA 
serves as a reminder that we can and 
should be valuing families, not just in 
our words, but in our deeds as well. 


GOT ROBOT? 


(Mr. HULTGREN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, on De- 
cember 8, 2012, “Got Robot?’’, FTC 
Team No. 5037, a group of high school 
students from Elgin, Illinois, won an 
award at the FIRST Tech Challenge Il- 
linois State Tournament. Now ‘‘Got 
Robot?” will represent Illinois in the 
FIRST World Championships in St. 
Louis, Missouri, this upcoming April. 

Out of 2,500 participating teams 
around the world, ‘‘Got Robot?’’ is one 
of only 128 to qualify for the World 
Championships. 

At a time when we need to do every- 
thing possible to promote science edu- 
cation and basic scientific research, 
I’m so thrilled to be able to say that 
I’ve met this team, seen the robot, and 
it’s fantastic. We are so proud of these 
students and we wish their team the 
best of luck. 

Go, ‘‘Got Robot?’’. 
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SPENDING AND BUDGET DEFICITS 


(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, today we 
will consider a House Republican mes- 
sage bill that makes a point about 
spending and budget deficits. The prob- 
lem is all those who support this bill 
about spending did all the spending: 
two tax cuts that gave us the worst pe- 
riod of job growth in the past 75 years 
and our Nation’s worst recession; two 
wars, unpaid for, that took $1.5 trillion 
out of the American economy; a drug 
prescription program, unpaid for, cost 
$1 trillion over ten years. 

The big spenders, who falsely claim 
to be concerned about the job creators 
are, in fact, the debt and deficit mak- 
ers. 


ee 


RESPONSIBLE BUDGETING 


(Mr. BONNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, last week 
unemployment rose to 7.9 percent, and 
consumer confidence in the economy 
fell to a 14-month low. During the last 
3 months of 2012, the economy shrank 
for the first time since the depths of 
the Great Recession. 

All of these indicators confirm what 
the American people know all so well: 
the economy is still suffering. And yet 
the President began the new year by 
raising taxes on hardworking Ameri- 
cans and by closing down his jobs coun- 
cil, confirming another thing that 
Americans know all too well as well: 
that Washington truly is disconnected 
from the struggles of hardworking fam- 
ilies who pay their taxes, work hard, 
and are struggling just to survive. 

Now the President is calling for even 
more revenues to pay for $4 trillion in 
new debt that he has heaped on the 
backs of hardworking Americans dur- 
ing the past 4 years. 

More and more, my constituents in 
south Alabama tell me they don’t want 
to charge more money in their names 
as taxes rise and red ink pours from 
the streets of Washington, D.C. 

While the House has passed respon- 
sible budgets for the last 2 years, it’s 
time for the President and the Demo- 
crat Senate to do the same. 


EE 
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NRA LIST OF ANTI-GUN INDIVID- 
UALS AND ORGANIZATIONS 


(Mr. MORAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. MORAN. The AARP, the Amer- 
ican Medical Association, the Epis- 
copal Church, the Catholic Conference, 
the Conference of Mayors, Bob Barker, 
Oprah Winfrey, Tony Bennett, the Kan- 
sas City Chiefs, the Sara Lee Corpora- 
tion, and hundreds of other individuals 
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and organizations all have something 
in common: they’re all targeted on 
NRA’s Web site as holding anti-gun po- 
sitions. 

And what does the NRA consider to 
be anti-gun? For one, they say that the 
listed individuals and groups are op- 
posed to the ‘‘repeal of the Brady Act.” 
It’s not that they support expanding 
background checks to include all gun 
sales, which would seem to be reason- 
able; it’s that they’re opposed to the 
repeal of the current Brady Act which 
would end all background checks. 

With over 30,000 Americans killed 
every year by guns, it seems that this 
is the time for swift and focused action 
to mitigate our Nation’s gun violence 
epidemic. It’s not time to be drawing 
up an enemies list of those who support 
reasonable gun safety measures. Ird 
suggest to some of my colleagues in 
the House: with enemies like these, 
perhaps it’s time to rethink who your 
friends are. 


ee 


PRAISING THE LIFE AND LEGACY 
OF ADELE HALL 


(Mr. YODER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to praise the life and legacy of a 
personal hero of mine. Adele Hall was 
one of the kindest, warmest and friend- 
liest people I have ever known. Yester- 
day, Adele was laid to rest amongst the 
outpouring of family and friends who 
were touched and inspired by the 
heartwarming and graceful life that 
Adele led. 

Called the first lady of Kansas City, 
Adele and her adoring husband, Don, 
have been staples of the Kansas City 
community for a generation, providing 
irreplaceable leadership in both busi- 
ness and civic affairs. 

Her obituary states in part: 

Adele was interested in a broad range of 
community needs with a special passion for 
the needs of children. She was tireless work- 
ing toward those interests in any capacity 
needed—as a visionary board chairman, ener- 
getic champion and catalyst for change, 
hardworking committee member, dedicated 
fundraiser or hands-on volunteer. 

We will forever miss Adele’s good 
deeds in our community; but, most of 
all, I will miss her smile. To Adele 
Hall, thank you for your life of inspira- 
tional leadership. You have forever 
found a place in our hearts. 


EEE 
BATTLE OF THE BUDGETS 


(Mr. DEFAZIO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. DEFAZIO. So in the middle of a 
busy legislative week, the Republicans 
are going to bring up a bill to require 
the President to submit a balanced 
budget. It would be good if first per- 
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haps they looked in the mirror, be- 
cause this comes from the same House 
Republicans who in the last Congress 
passed the Ryan budget which got 
great accolades from the right. 

Unfortunately, the Ryan budget, 
even with directed scoring, that is, 
made-up numbers, the pretend ‘‘if you 
cut taxes, you’ll increase revenues,” 
wouldn’t pretend to balance a budget 
until 2040—and that was after it did 
away with Medicare, student financial 
aid, and a few other domestic pro- 
grams. 

Now let’s get real around here. One- 
third of the deficit is due to high unem- 
ployment. We need a strategy to put 
Americans back to work. That requires 
investment—investment in education, 
investment in our roads, bridges, high- 
ways, transit systems, jetties, levees, 
dams, and harbors across the country. 
That would put Americans back to 
work. That would get this country 
moving again, not a bunch of fake bills 
about a budget that they have no in- 
tention of balancing. 


EE 


UPHOLDING OUR SECOND 
AMENDMENT RIGHTS 


(Mr. MESSER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, the vic- 
tims of the recent tragedy in Newtown, 
Connecticut, and the victims of the 
other recent shootings deserve our sol- 
emn prayers for their loss and our 
deepest sympathy for their pain. 

As a Nation, we should focus our col- 
lective grief and attention on finding 
actual solutions to prevent such trage- 
dies in the future. But gun bans are not 
the answer. History shows that gun 
bans only keep guns away from law- 
abiding citizens, not criminals. Blam- 
ing a gun for violence is like blaming a 
pen for a misspelled word. 

Mr. Speaker, this week President 
Obama hosted his latest in an unfortu- 
nate series of anti-gun pep rallies. This 
Nation does not need more political 
posturing. Instead, we need a serious 
discussion about how we address men- 
tal health as a Nation, and we need to 
take action to better protect our chil- 
dren in their schools. 

I stand ready to protect the Second 
Amendment rights of our citizens and 
work with anyone who will support 
policies that could actually stop future 
violence. 


EE 
HONORING JOAN MULHERN 


(Mr. WELCH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. WELCH. I rise to honor a person 
whose time was short, but whose con- 
tribution was great. Joan Mulhern 
passed away this past December at the 
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age of 51. Joan graduated from the Uni- 
versity of Vermont, and she very 
quickly made a name for herself as a 
fierce and extremely effective advocate 
for the environment in her position 
with the Vermont Public Interest Re- 
search Group. 

Although Joan then left Vermont to 
pursue a law degree here in Wash- 
ington, D.C., and later went on to a 
very successful and effective career at 
Earth Justice, Vermont never left 
Joan. 

The values with which she pursued 
her passion for a clean environment 
and for a sustainable environment were 
ones Vermonters know well. She was 
relentless, she was tenacious, she was 
tireless, she was kind, and she was very 
effective. 

As Joan’s friends have noted, she 
would have been uncomfortable with 
all the tributes that have been paid to 
her, but she’ll have to give us a pass on 
this one because she certainly lived a 
life worthy of praise and honor. 


EE 
ADDRESSING THE BUDGET CRISIS 


(Mrs. WAGNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. WAGNER. Mr. Speaker, every 
day, hardworking families and small 
businessowners from the Second Dis- 
trict of Missouri create budgets, set 
priorities, and live within their means. 
Yet President Obama and the Senate 
Democrats keep writing blank checks 
on the backs of our children and our 
grandchildren. 

Yesterday marked the fourth time in 
the last 5 years that President Obama 
has missed his deadline to submit a 
budget on time to the American people, 
and the Democrat-led Senate has only 
exacerbated the debt crisis by not pass- 
ing a budget in almost 4 years. This is 
simply unacceptable, and House Repub- 
licans stand prepared to address this 
crisis and offer a responsible budget 
again this year. 

American families deserve better 
than missed deadlines, more spending, 
and more debt. They deserve answers 
and accountability. This week, the 
House will vote to require the Presi- 
dent to show a plan of exactly when 
and how he would balance the Federal 
budget. 

The 118th Congress was elected to 
tackle the big problems, and there is 
no greater problem facing our Nation 
right now than our out-of-control 
spending and debt. 


EE 


HONORING JACK DYSON OF THE 
RENDEZVOUS 


(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COHEN. Memphis, Tennessee, 
has an iconic restaurant known world- 
wide, the Rendezvous. And it’s iconic 
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because it’s got great ribs, many arti- 
facts about the mid-South, but also a 
great wait staff that makes everybody 
feel at home. One of those iconic wait- 
ers, Jack Dyson, will be retiring after 
45 years. 

Jack is 78 years old, and he will re- 
tire this week after serving millions of 
customers from Presidents and First 
Ladies to the Rolling Stones, to Bill 
Cosby, and to regular people that come 
in and are made to feel at home when 
they come to the Rendezvous for the 
world-class fare. Jack Dyson has made 
me feel at home. He’s a part of the 
Rendezvous. When he retires, part of 
the Rendezvous will go with him. 

I thank Jack for his service to his 
country as a Korean war veteran and to 
his service to the world at the world- 
famous Rendezvous. 


a 


HONORING BUCKS PROMISE FOR 
YOUTH AND COMMUNITIES 


(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the outstanding 
efforts of an organization in my dis- 
trict in Pennsylvania, Bucks Promise 
for Youth and Communities. This 
group is being honored February 7 by 
the Community Anti-Drug Coalitions 
of America, which is the Nation’s lead- 
ing substance abuse prevention organi- 
zation, representing over 5,000 commu- 
nity anti-drug coalitions across the 
country. 

Bucks Promise for Youth and Com- 
munities will be receiving the Dose of 
Prevention Award, an esteemed award 
which acknowledges community-based 
organizations that have taken the ini- 
tiative to raise awareness of the dan- 
gers of prescription drug abuse and 
over-the-counter cough medicine 
abuse. 

Bucks Promise for Youth and Com- 
munities consists of individuals who 
truly exemplify leadership and inge- 
nuity. They have made tremendous 
strides in educating my district on the 
dangers of medicine abuse through 
take-back events and townhall-style 
community discussions. I congratulate 
them and applaud the continuous ef- 
forts to bring this crucial issue to the 
forefront of our community. 


EE 


THE VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
ACT 


(Mr. COSTA asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, later this 
week, the United States Senate will 
pick up where Congress left off by pass- 
ing the Violence Against Women Act. 
As a cochair of the Victims’ Rights 
Caucus, every day victims’ advocates 
do the hard work of making sure their 
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voices are heard for the assistance of 
the programs authorized under the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act. 

Last year alone, the Marjaree Mason 
Center of Fresno, which I have worked 
with over the years, and the Valley 
Crisis Center in Merced provided emer- 
gency housing for over 1,100 women and 
children in their time of need. 

We have learned a lot from victims’ 
rights advocates and law enforcement 
since the law was enacted in 1994. It’s 
time we used those lessons to put the 
safety of all crime victims first and 
stop playing politics. 

Now the House must follow the Sen- 
ate’s lead by quickly adopting this 
measure to show that protecting vic- 
tims is a top priority of this Congress. 


ES 
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20TH ANNIVERSARY OF FAMILY 
AND MEDICAL LEAVE ACT 


(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
commemorate the anniversary of the 
Family and Medical Leave Act, a crit- 
ical law that has helped Americans bal- 
ance the demands of work and family 
for 20 years. 

Over these last two decades, FMLA 
has helped to foster strong family rela- 
tionships, ensuring parents could take 
time with a new child, allowing work- 
ers to care for older family members, 
and permitting military families the 
time to prepare for new deployments. 
For this, we are all grateful. 

But we must remember that FMLA is 
only the first step to helping our work- 
ing families. Too many are still with- 
out FMLA’s protections, and millions 
who are eligible can’t afford to take 
unpaid leave. 

As we reflect on 20 years of great suc- 
cess, let’s recommit to improving this 
program going forward to help keep all 
American families strong. 


EE 


GUN VIOLENCE 


(Ms. CLARKE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, Monday, 
November 26, 2012, is a great day for 
the residents of my town. New York 
City went 24 hours without a single 
person being injured or killed by gun 
violence. That day, the Brownsville 
section of Brooklyn within my district, 
which has experienced more shooting 
victims last year than any other part 
of the city, saw a most-needed reprieve 
from the violence it experiences on a 
daily basis. 

Mr. Speaker, women and children are 
gunned down every day in urban com- 
munities across the country by illegal 
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handgun violence. In fact, on average, 
more than 100,000 people in the United 
States are shot and killed with a gun 
annually. This is endemic in commu- 
nities of color where illegal handgun 
violence has become a very serious 
public health issue. These numbers are 
unacceptable, especially in a State and 
city with some of the strictest gun 
laws in the Nation. 

Lastly, gun violence is not an inevi- 
table problem, yet it continues to 
plague our communities. We owe it to 
the people we represent and to future 
generations to act with urgency and 
conviction to put an end to this sense- 
less pattern of gun violence. 


EEE 
GUN VIOLENCE 


(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I stand with 
my colleagues today in Congress, the 
American people, and our President to 
say that now is the time to end the 
senseless gun violence that has plagued 
our neighborhoods from the streets of 
Compton and Chicago to the schools 
and movie theaters in Newtown and 
Aurora. 

Now is the time to pass legislation 
that is necessary to protect our chil- 
dren and our families from these re- 
peated patterns of senseless gun vio- 
lence. Our children should not have to 
live in fear while learning their ABCs 
or college algebra or innocently wait- 
ing at a bus stop after school or seeing 
a movie. I believe America is ready to 
take commonsense steps to keep our 
families and our communities safe. 

Today, I call upon my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to move quickly 
and support President Obama’s com- 
prehensive gun violence prevention 
plan that calls for universal back- 
ground checks and a ban on those mili- 
tary-style assault weapons and high- 
capacity magazines that have no place 
in our neighborhoods. 

We must continue to take concrete 
steps toward keeping Americans safe. 
The time is now. 


EE 
IMMIGRATION REFORM 


(Mr. O’ROURKE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, there 
are many details yet to divine as we 
bring our laws in line with our values 
in the coming debate over immigration 
reform, but I caution my colleagues 
against using additional enforcement 
and security measures as a condition 
and a pretext to delay much-needed re- 
form. 

While we should always seek to im- 
prove the security of this country in 
ways that are consistent with our Con- 
stitution, I remind my colleagues of 
our efforts and the cost borne by bor- 
der communities as we have worked to 
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secure the border in the years since 
9/11. 

After we have spent billions on bor- 
der walls, seen record-high deporta- 
tions and record-low immigrant appre- 
hensions, endured endless lines at our 
international ports of entry that 
threaten to destroy our economy and 
our way of life, it is time to focus on 
immigration reform and the secure, 
legal flow of people and trade. 

The people of El Paso, Texas, a city 
of immigrants that was recently 
ranked as the safest in the United 
States, can tell you this: pass com- 
prehensive immigration reform, and 
you will have true border security. 


a 


THE DANGERS OF 
SEQUESTRATION 


(Mr. BERA of California asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BERA of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to caution again about the 
dangers of sequestration. 

In a few short weeks, automatic 
across-the-board spending cuts will 
take place. If allowed, they could fore- 
stall our economic recovery. Not only 
will these cuts cripple many effective 
programs, but across-the-board cuts on 
top of already large budget reductions 
will impact the Department of Defense. 

Yes, we need to make strategic budg- 
et reductions, eliminate or reduce inef- 
fective programs, and begin to bring 
our budget under control. But we need 
to do this in a responsible way, and 
automatic sequestration cuts are irre- 
sponsible. 

In my community, we will feel an im- 
mediate impact. If sequestration hits, 
programs that are essential to keeping 
our community safe and secure would 
face an automatic 8.2 percent cut. The 
COPS program in Sacramento would 
lose over $1.5 million in funding, which 
would hurt local law enforcement and 
impact our community safety. 

Yes, we need to get our budget under 
control. We need to reduce our deficit 
and begin paying down our debt. But 
irresponsible across-the-board seques- 
tration cuts are not the way to do it. 


-a 


MAKE IT IN AMERICA 


(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, America’s 
manufacturing sector has played an in- 
valuable role over the last century in 
propelling our economy and creating a 
strong and vibrant middle class. 

Manufacturing continues to be a 
bright spot in our economic recovery. 
Since 2010, the U.S. has added over half 
a million manufacturing jobs. That’s 
progress. But in a time where millions 
of Americans continue to struggle, we 
can and must do more. 

Congress should be working every 
day to rebuild our economy and create 
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good paying jobs right here in America, 
not overseas. That’s why I support the 
Make it in America agenda, which will 
strengthen manufacturing and rebuild 
our infrastructure. It will also main- 
tain our Nation’s leadership in innova- 
tion and educate a 2lst century work- 
force. 

The Make it in America agenda is a 
real jobs plan for this country. Demo- 
crats stand ready to act. 

Mr. Speaker, my constituents and all 
Americans cannot wait any longer. 


EE 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YODER) laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication from the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 5, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
February 5, 2013 at 10:58 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed S. 227. 

Appointments: 

Commission on Long-Term Care. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


Ee 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap- 
proximately 1 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 28 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


EEE 
1300 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. YODER) at 1 p.m. 


EEE 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 444, REQUIRE PRESI- 
DENTIAL LEADERSHIP AND NO 
DEFICIT ACT 


Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 48 and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 48 

Resolved, That at any time after the adop- 
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur- 
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 444) to require 
that, if the President’s fiscal year 2014 budg- 


941 


et does not achieve balance in a fiscal year 
covered by such budget, the President shall 
submit a supplemental unified budget by 
April 1, 2013, which identifies a fiscal year in 
which balance is achieved, and for other pur- 
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be 
dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided among 
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi- 
nority member of the Committee on the 
Budget or their respective designees. After 
general debate the bill shall be considered 
for amendment under the five-minute rule. 
The bill shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill 
are waived. No amendment to the bill shall 
be in order except those printed in the report 
of the Committee on Rules accompanying 
this resolution. Each such amendment may 
be offered only in the order printed in the re- 
port, may be offered only by a Member des- 
ignated in the report, shall be considered as 
read, shall be debatable for the time speci- 
fied in the report equally divided and con- 
trolled by the proponent and an opponent, 
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division of the 
question in the House or in the Committee of 
the Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. At the conclusion 
of consideration of the bill for amendment 
the Committee shall rise and report the bill 
to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage with- 
out intervening motion except one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1 
hour. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOODALL. For the purpose of 
debate only, I yield the customary 30 
minutes to my friend from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MCGOVERN), pending which I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. During consideration of this res- 
olution, all time yielded is for the pur- 
pose of debate only. 

Mr. Speaker, we’re here today, as you 
heard from the Clerk, on House Resolu- 
tion 48, which provides a structured 
rule for consideration of H.R. 444, 
which is the Require a PLAN Act. This 
is a resolution that will require that 
the President, if he doesn’t submit a 
budget that ultimately comes to bal- 
ance, submit then a supplementary 
budget that shows how he would bring 
the budget to balance. 

As you know, Mr. Speaker, we’ve 
been grappling with serious budget 
challenges throughout this President’s 
administration. We go back to FY 2009, 
the very first year of the administra- 
tion; the deficit tripled the previous 
record-high deficit in this country to 
$1.4 trillion. It was $1.3 trillion in FY 
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2010, $1.3 trillion in FY 2011, $1.2 tril- 
lion in FY 2012. And, Mr. Speaker, 
there’s no plan that the administration 
has produced to get us from where we 
are—fiscal irresponsibility—to a point 
in the future of fiscal responsibility. 

Mr. Speaker, we’ve been doing our 
part here in the House. We’ve been 
proud to work together across the aisle 
in order to pass budgets that tackle 
those hard challenges that are ahead of 
us. If you read the President’s com- 
ments, Mr. Speaker, you will see that 
he recognizes the challenges are hard. 
The question is: Are we going to deal 
with those or not? 

I hold here, Mr. Speaker, a speech 
that the President made to the Demo- 
cratic National Convention on Sep- 
tember 6, 2012, where he said this: 

I will use the money that we’re no longer 
spending on war to pay down our debt and 
put more people back to work. 

And my notes here said that it was 
followed by extended cheers and ap- 
plause. I expect my friend from Massa- 
chusetts supports that spirit whole- 
heartedly, that, “I will use the money 
we’re no longer spending on war to pay 
down our debt and put more people 
back to work.” 

But, Mr. Speaker, I also hold in my 
hand a transcript from the Budget 
Committee, on which I have the pleas- 
ure of sitting, when we had the Presi- 
dent’s Treasury Secretary come before 
the Budget Committee to explain the 
budget, and I said this: 

Can you tell me just in simple terms—in 
true or false terms, this budget never, ever, 
ever reduces the debt, is that right? 

Treasury Secretary Geithner: 

Uh, that is correct. It does not go far 
enough to bring down the debt, not just as a 
share of the economy, but overall. You’re 
right. 

I then said this: 

It doesn’t bring down the debt at all. 

Mr. Speaker, that’s the conflict that 
we face here as a people, as a country. 
Not as Republicans, not as Democrats, 
but as a people. On the one hand, what 
our politicians are saying is we’re 
going to use the money to pay down 
our debt. But what the reality is is 
that proposals are coming out today 
that never, ever, ever pay down a 
penny of debt. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if you want to see 
that for yourself, you can look. The 
President’s budgets each year are post- 
ed online on the OMB Web site. In fact, 
the very first one he submitted—I hold 
the cover page here—it was called “A 
New Era of Responsibility.” “A New 
Era of Responsibility’? is the first 
budget that the President ever sub- 
mitted. But as I go through that budg- 
et, Mr. Speaker, what I see is projec- 
tions for 2020, for 2030, for 2040, for 2060, 
and for 2080. 

Mr. Speaker, hear that. You have got 
young children—2020, 2030, 2040, 2060, 
and 2080—and in each one of those 
years, according to the President’s 
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budget, not only does the budget never 
balance under his plan, but it con- 
tinues to get worse. 2020, 2030, 2040, 
2050, 2060, 2080—the President’s budget. 
And I think that comes as news to so 
many of us, Mr. Speaker, I confess, be- 
cause I’ve listened to the speeches, just 
as my friend from Massachusetts has, 
where we talk about getting the deficit 
under control, where we talk about 
paying down the debt. Only when you 
get into the plan, do you see that we 
never pay down one penny. 

So this rule today, Mr. Speaker, 
would allow us to take up a bill that 
would require the President for the 
very first time to submit a balanced 
budget. It doesn’t have to balance the 
way I would balance it. It doesn’t have 
to balance the way you would balance 
it. But to submit a balanced budget. 
And as you know, Mr. Speaker, the 
statute actually required the President 
submit his budget yesterday. He’s 
going to miss that deadline, but I’m ex- 
pecting it soon and I’m looking forward 
to reading it soon. It’s so that we actu- 
ally give the American people a plan. 
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I want to say—because we heard it in 
the Rules Committee last night, and I 
believe my friend from Massachusetts 
brought it up and he was absolutely 
right—the history of debt and deficits 
in this country, Mr. Speaker, is not a 
mark of shame on the Democratic 
Party and it is not a mark of shame on 
the Republican Party; it is a mark of 
shame on all of us collectively. 

Candidly, you and I here, Mr. Speak- 
er, in the big freshman class of 2010, 
I’m less interested in finding out who 
to blame and I’m more interested in 
finding out who has a solution to solve 
the problem. This House passed a solu- 
tion to solve the problem. I’d like to 
see the Senate create a solution. rad 
like to see the President create a solu- 
tion. I’d like to see us discuss that so- 
lution as the American people, Mr. 
Speaker. 

There were 14 amendments submitted 
to this piece of legislation, Mr. Speak- 
er. We heard testimony on that in the 
Rules Committee yesterday. Unfortu- 
nately, six of those 14 amendments 
were nongermane; we were not able to 
make those in order. But we did make 
in order three Republican amendments, 
one Democratic amendment, and one 
bipartisan amendment. In fact, all the 
Members who came to the Rules Com- 
mittee yesterday to testify on behalf of 
their amendments, we were able to 
make those amendments in order. 

Mr. Speaker, all this bill does, should 
it become law, is require that if the 
President doesn’t submit a balanced 
budget—it’s certainly my great hope 
that he will, but if he doesn’t, he share 
with the American people—again, not 
in 5 years, not in 10 years—whatever 
number he believes is the right way to 
set priorities, tell the American people 
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what steps he will take to get us back 
on track. 

Candidly, Mr. Speaker, it’s uncon- 
scionable that we can look at projec- 
tions going out to 2080 and have folks 
never, ever, ever pay down one penny 
of debt. Contrast that with what we did 
here in the House of Representatives, 
where with a budget that passed this 
House, the bipartisan vote that passed 
that budget, passed the only budget 
that passed anywhere in this town, not 
only would we have balanced the budg- 
et in that time frame, Mr. Speaker, we 
would have paid back every penny of 
our $16.4 trillion Federal debt. 

That’s no small conversation. It’s a 
conversation that’s long overdue on 
this House floor. It’s a conversation 
that has been too long ignored by both 
Democrats and Republicans, and I’m 
pleased to be here today to take that 
up with my friend from Massachusetts, 
and then later on, the underlying bill. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I want to thank the 
gentleman from Georgia, my good 
friend, for yielding me the customary 
30 minutes, and I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote “no” on this restrictive rule and 
to vote ‘‘no”’ on the underlying bill. 

The process here is awful. The bill be- 
fore us was not even considered by the 
Budget Committee. They didn’t hold a 
single hearing, no markup, and on a 
party-line vote last night the Rules 
Committee denied Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
the ranking member of the Budget 
Committee, the opportunity to offer a 
meaningful substitute. The Rules Com- 
mittee also, on a party line, voted 
against an open rule. To all of the Re- 
publican freshmen and sophomores who 
campaigned on the need for openness 
and transparency, by voting for this 
rule, you are officially part of the prob- 
lem. 

This bill before us isn’t a meaningful 
attempt to address the budget; it’s a 
gimmick wrapped in talking points in- 
side a press release. 

Two weeks ago, this House passed the 
so-called ‘‘No Budget, No Pay Act,” 
then they went on another recess. 
There wasn’t a holiday, mind you. I 
guess it was the Super Bowl recess. 
Now they’re back with today’s bill. It 
calls on the President to tell Congress 
when his budget will come into bal- 
ance. If his budget doesn’t say when it 
will come into balance, then he must 
submit a supplemental statement tell- 
ing Congress when it will come into 
balance. 

Why are we doing this? Because the 
President is late submitting his budget 
for the next fiscal year. Okay, fine. The 
President should submit a budget on 
time, and I support that. But lost in all 
of this Republican budget Kabuki the- 
ater is the truth: the reason the admin- 
istration is late with their budget is 
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because they just spent months trying 
to avert the disaster that was the fiscal 
cliff. 

As the Speaker was trying in vain to 
corral House Republicans into doing 
the right thing, we had Plan B and 
Plan C and Plan—who knows what. Fi- 
nally, we reached a deal on January 1, 
technically after we went over the 
cliff. In the meantime, back in the real 
world, we are less than 24 calendar 
days away from the disastrous seques- 
ter taking effect—less than 24 calendar 
days from massive, arbitrary, and dev- 
astating cuts to defense and nondefense 
discretionary programs, cuts to jobs 
programs and medical research and 
education, cuts to military personnel 
and law enforcement, cuts that will 
cost jobs and do real harm to the 
American economy as it struggles to 
recover. 

And the reality is that we don’t even 
have that much time. We only have 9 
legislative days left in February to ad- 
dress the issue, 9 days to negotiate a 
trillion-dollar deal with the Senate and 
the President. And instead of a mean- 
ingful plan to address the crisis that 
we need to avert, we have this non- 
sense before us today. This is no way to 
govern. 

The disturbing truth is that many 
Republicans seem downright giddy 
when it comes to the sequester cuts. 
There is news story after news story 
about how the Republicans are going to 
allow the sequester to take effect. In 
the Rules Committee last night, the 
author of this bill, the gentleman from 
Georgia, Dr. PRICE, couldn’t support 
these cuts fast enough. I was shocked. 

Mr. Speaker, it was only last week 
that the economic numbers for the 
fourth quarter of 2012 were released. 
Unexpectedly, we saw a contraction in 
those numbers, a contraction fueled by 
a massive reduction in defense spend- 
ing. What do you know: huge cuts in 
government spending during a fragile 
economic recovery damage economic 
growth. The Republican response is to 
double down on this stupid. 

These Republican games of Russian 
roulette with the American economy 
must come to an end. It is time to re- 
place short-term partisan political in- 
terests with the greater good. 

The President today is asking us to 
consider a thoughtful, balanced plan to 
stop the sequester. I urge the Repub- 
lican leadership to bring that plan to 
the floor of the House for a vote as 
soon as possible. That’s what the 
American people want and that’s what 
they deserve: a real plan. The bill be- 
fore us today isn’t it, and I urge my 
colleagues to reject it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. I thank my friend 
from Massachusetts because he’s high- 
lighting exactly what our challenges 
are and exactly why it’s so important 
that we pass both the rule and H.R. 444 
today. He went through item after 
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item after item that have absolutely 
tied our economy up in knots. Short- 
term problems and short-term solu- 
tions are trumping the discussion of 
long-term problems and long-term so- 
lutions. 

The sequester that he mentioned, Mr. 
Speaker, do you know that it was the 
month of May last year that this House 
first passed a replacement to the se- 
quester? Now, as you know and as his- 
tory has recorded, the Senate never 
acted on any replacement of a seques- 
ter, and now we talk about what hap- 
pened on January 1 as if it was some- 
thing that was created by this House, 
as if that fiscal cliff was something 
that this House invented. In fact, we 
have a very proud history, bipartisan 
history, of looking further down the 
road to try to find the best answers and 
the best solutions to very serious prob- 
lems. But we can’t do it alone, Mr. 
Speaker. 

One of the great successes we’ve had 
just early in this year—and by ‘‘we,’’ I 
mean this entire House, the people’s 
House—is that we appear to have per- 
suaded the Senate to pass a budget for 
the first time in 4 years. All indication 
is that this year, unlike last year and 
the year before that and the year be- 
fore that, this year they’re going to 
pass a budget to lay out their plan. 

But what does it say, Mr. Speaker, 
about this House, about this process, 
about the future of this country that 
it’s controversial whether or not the 
President of the United States should 
introduce a budget that balances ever? 
That’s the debate today, Mr. Speaker. 
That’s how out of touch Washington 
has become. That’s how confused the 
speeches have been written. We’re de- 
bating whether or not the President 
should introduce a budget that ever 
balances. I’m advocating, yes, he 
should. Others are advocating, no, that 
shouldn’t be a requirement; when you 
take the oath to fully execute the laws 
of the land, when you take the oath to 
faithfully protect and defend the 
United States of America, it shouldn’t 
be a requirement that you balance 
budgets. In fact, you should be free, not 
just for 10 years, not just for 20 years, 
not just for 40 years, not just for 80 
years, but forever to deficit spend, to 
borrow from a generation of children 
and a generation of grandchildren to 
pay for our wants today, taking away 
from their needs tomorrow. 
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It’s controversial, Mr. Speaker. We’re 
going to argue about it. 

This rule debate is going to come to 
a close in 40 minutes and we’re going to 
vote. Then if the rule passes, we’re 
going to go into a vote on the under- 
lying bill. There are going to be “no” 
votes on the board that say, no, the 
President should never have to explain 
to the American people how we’re 
going to make our fiscal tomorrow bet- 
ter than our fiscal today. 
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I would like to change his mind, Mr. 
Speaker, but for now I’m going to focus 
on changing the minds right here in 
this Chamber. Because if there is any- 
thing that unites us in this body, rath- 
er than divides us, it is a true love of 
this country. And I challenge anyone, 
Mr. Speaker, to define their love of our 
freedoms and of our country in a way 
that allows us to continue borrowing 
from the next generation forever. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I would like to submit for the 
RECORD a letter sent to the Honorable 
PAUL RYAN, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Budget, from the Execu- 
tive Office of the President in the Of- 
fice of Management and Budget which 
explains why the President’s budget for 
this year is delayed—because of the 
theatrics that my friends on the other 
side forced us to go through to avoid 
going over a fiscal cliff. So I think it’s 
understandable why the budget may be 
a little late. 

And I would say to the gentleman, 
submitting a budget is not controver- 
sial. What is controversial to me is the 
fact that so many of my friends on the 
other side want to go over this seques- 
ter cliff in which millions of jobs will 
be lost. That to me is controversial. We 
should be about protecting jobs and 
creating jobs. 

My friends have budgetary plans that 
would throw people out of work, and I 
find that unconscionable. I find that 
unconscionable. We should be about 
lifting this country up, not trying to 
put people down. 

And the plans that have been pro- 
posed by my friends on the other side, 
including this kind of giddiness about 
the prospect of going over the seques- 
tration cliff, would cost millions of 
people in this country jobs. It would 
hurt our economy. 

That’s not the way we want to gov- 
ern. That’s what is controversial on 
our side. We don’t want people to lose 
their jobs. We want people to keep 
their jobs, and we want to create an 
economy that creates more jobs. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESI- 
DENT, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT 
AND BUDGET, 
Washington, DC, January 11, 2013. 
Hon. PAUL RYAN, 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, U.S. 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN RYAN: Thank you for your 
letter dated January 9, 2013, requesting in- 
formation on when the Administration will 
submit the President’s fiscal year (FY) 2014 
Budget. 

For over a year and a half, the Administra- 
tion has been working with Congress to forge 
agreement on a plan that would both grow 
our economy and significantly reduce the 
deficit. The Administration continues to 
seek a balanced approach to further deficit 
reduction that cuts spending in a responsible 
way while also raising revenues. 

As you know, the protracted ‘‘fiscal cliff’ 
negotiations that led to enactment of H.R. 8, 
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the American Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012, 
created considerable uncertainty about rev- 
enue and spending for 2013 and beyond. The 
Act resolved a significant portion of this un- 
certainty by making permanent the tem- 
porary rates on taxable income at or below 
$400,000 for individual filers and $450,000 for 
married individuals filing jointly; perma- 
nently indexing the Alternative Minimum 
Tax exemption to the Consumer Price Index; 
extending emergency unemployment bene- 
fits and Federal finding for extended benefits 
for unemployed workers for one year; con- 
tinuing current Medicare payment rates for 
physicians’ services through December 31, 
2013; extending farm bill policies and pro- 
grams through September 30, 2013; and pro- 
viding a postponement of the Budget Control 
Act’s sequestration for two months. How- 
ever, because these issues were not resolved 
until the American Taxpayer Relief Act was 
enacted on January 2, 2013, the Administra- 
tion was forced to delay some of its FY 2014 
Budget preparations, which in turn will 
delay the Budget’s submission to Congress. 

The Administration is working diligently 
on our budget request. We will submit it to 
Congress as soon as possible. 

Sincerely, 
JEFFREY D. ZIENTS, 
Deputy Director for Management. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time, I would 
like to yield 3 minutes to the gentle- 
woman from New York, the ranking 
member of the Rules Committee, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I do 
love my country, and my country is 
begging me, as I’m sure it is all other 
Members of Congress, to for heaven’s 
sake get some of this taken care of and 
have some certainty. 

Talking with constituents just this 
morning, they were saying they simply 
don’t know what to do. And what we’re 
doing here again is just theater, as my 
colleague pointed out. This isn’t a 
plan. It’s a gimmick, and it has wasted 
valuable time. 

CBS News reported last year that it 
cost $24 million a week to operate the 
House of Representatives. On behalf of 
the taxpayers who pay those bills, we 
should be debating some serious legis- 
lation and come up with serious an- 
swers to our Nation’s problems. 

And everybody has known from their 
grammar school days that the way we 
pass a bill is that the House proposes a 
bill, the Senate proposes a bill, they go 
through the committee processes, they 
are passed on through the committee, 
the subcommittees, then the major 
committee, then to the Rules Com- 
mittee, in our case, and then we have a 
conference and we send it to the Presi- 
dent. We don’t do that anymore. 

The last two bills we dealt with on 
this floor just came directly to the 
Rules Committee. There was no com- 
mittee action whatsoever, there was no 
discussion, there was no input. 

And yesterday, what really I think 
grieves me most is that there was a 
wonderful substitute put forward with 
great sincerity by the ranking member 
of the Budget Committee, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN. I think he’s respected by all 
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sides, and most of this country, for his 
wisdom and for his acuity. But could 
they put his substitute in order? No. 
They said they had to have a waiver. 
Well, that’s what the Rules Committee 
is for. That’s what the Rules Com- 
mittee does. 

The Budget Committee itself has had 
at least 18 waivers in the last term. It 
just defies imagination. But this is $24 
million again this week, where we’re 
brought in from all of the corners of 
the United States at an expense to 
stand here and do absolutely nothing. 

If they want to know what the Presi- 
dent wants to do, they should call him 
up and ask him. We don’t have to do a 
resolution or a bill on the floor of the 
House to find that out if that’s so im- 
portant. What a crazy thing that we 
could do in this time of communication 
to say this is the way we’re going to 
try to find out something—and find out 
what? 

The drastic across-the-board spend- 
ing cuts are going to take effect on 
March 1. Now, the week after next 
we’re taking another week off. We 
work about two and a half days here. 
It’s really unfortunate. I think I can 
use that word without being called 
down, but I have much stronger words 
in my head. But instead of solving that 
looming crisis, again, they propose leg- 
islation that tries to change the sub- 
ject. Try as they might, they can’t hide 
from the fact that they are failing to 
provide help when American people 
need it most. 

Mr. Speaker, we are days away from 
a serious self-inflicted wound. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle- 
lady an additional 2 minutes. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Thank you. 

If the pending sequester were to take 
effect, there will be such drastic cuts 
to important programs, not only do- 
mestically, but as you heard Leon Pa- 
netta, Secretary of Defense, say, it 
would ‘‘hollow out”? the military and 
leave our military fighting with one 
hand tied behind its back. Why would 
we do that? For no earthly reason. Why 
in the world would we put the United 
States through that? Taken together, 
these cuts, aS was said before, would 
destroy jobs, reverse our economic re- 
covery, just reverse it, and destroy the 
middle class. 

To get a glimpse of what drastic 
spending cuts would do to our econ- 
omy, just look back to the end of 2012. 
As leading economists, the White 
House Council of Economic Advisers 
and President Obama have all pointed 
out, the drastic spending cuts at the 
end of last year are the leading 
causes—the leading causes—of our re- 
cent economic stagnation. Should the 
sequester take effect, our economy 
would suffer even more, and jobs would 
be lost as deeper and deeper spending 
cuts take effect. 
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Is that the path the majority wants 
to walk down? Because if they keep 
spending our time debating stupid leg- 
islation like this, we’re going to find 
ourselves on that path before too long. 

I agree with Mr. MCGOVERN that 
many of our colleagues seem to want 
to go off that cliff for some kind of 
foolish exercise, knowing full well 
what is going to happen, and that is 
really shameful. 

Yesterday, our Democratic col- 
leagues and I proposed legislation that 
would stop the sequester with Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN’s substitute, but, no, they 
would not do that. It was simply tossed 
aside. 

The majority chose to move forward 
with this restrictive and partisan proc- 
ess, closed rule again, that ignores the 
problems before us and moves forward 
with a political gimmick. 

As the clock continues to tick, I urge 
my colleagues to stop those gimmicks 
and get back to work. Again, the peo- 
ple I spoke with just today are saying 
over and over again some certainty has 
to be in this government. People have 
to know what the economic situation 
is going to be. We do not want to play 
Russian roulette in here with the 
American economy day after day and 
week after week. 

I urge my colleagues to stop wasting 
valuable time and let’s provide that 
certainty. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I just want to say to my friend from 
New York, for whom I do have tremen- 
dous respect and value her counsel, to 
call this a stupid piece of legislation I 
think really misses the point about 
what we’re doing here. 

I would encourage you to ask your 
constituents in New York, and, Mr. 
Speaker, I would encourage you to ask 
your constituents back home, do folks 
realize, because I didn’t, that in the 
four years that the President has been 
President of the United States, the 
budgets that he has introduced come to 
balance never? 

My friends on the other side are mak- 
ing a persuasive case, Mr. Speaker, for 
why it is they would support doing 
things with different priorities than I 
would support doing things. And that’s 
absolutely going to be true. When we 
debate the budget resolution, we’re 
going to have different approaches for 
getting to balance. But the President’s 
budgets never get there. If we give him 
every spending cut he asks for, if we 
give him every tax increase he asks for, 
if we do absolutely everything that the 
budget that he is required by law to 
submit requests, we will begin to pay 
down the first penny of debt never. 
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In fact, if we do absolutely every- 
thing that the budget he is required by 
law to submit to us asks, the debt will 
continue to grow forever. 
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I agree with so much of what my 
friends on the other side are saying 
about the sequester, about the fiscal 
cliff. That’s why we acted in May in 
this body. That’s why we acted in Au- 
gust in this body on this tax bill. 
That’s why we passed another seques- 
ter replacement in August. That’s why 
we passed another one in December. I 
agree. But can’t we also agree that if 
you’re going to be Commander in Chief 
of America, if you’re going to be the 
President of the United States, if 
you’re going to uphold and defend the 
Constitution—and we have our former 
Joint Chief of Staff Chairman telling 
us that our greatest national security 
threat is our growing debt—shouldn’t 
it be fair to ask the President to tell us 
when, if ever, he plans to begin paying 
back the first penny? 

Mr. Speaker, it’s not a stupid piece of 
legislation that we’re dealing with 
today. What’s almost laughably ridicu- 
lous is that it’s controversial. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Will 
tleman yield? 

Mr. WOODALL. I believe the gen- 
tleman has much more time. I will be 
happy to reserve the balance of my 
time, though, and allow my friend to 
control. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentlelady from New York (Ms. 
SLAUGHTER). 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I see a number of 
my colleagues have come to speak, so 
I’m going to be as brief as I can. 

I know that the chair of the Budget 
Committee has said that he can bal- 
ance the budget in 10 years, which 
most economists and people say would 
certainly throw us into the worst de- 
pression, worse than 1929. 

I believe that what we are doing 
here—I can’t prove it—but my sus- 
picions are that this is something in- 
tended to cover that. They’re trying to 
get the President into that trick box or 
something to try to do the same thing. 

Don’t go, Mr. President. We can do 
better than that. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The issue is not whether the Presi- 
dent should submit a budget. He 
should. And he would have submitted a 
budget by now, but because of the the- 
atrics that my friends on the other side 
put us through dealing with the fiscal 
cliff, which was just solved on January 
1, things are a little bit delayed. The 
issue is why is the House wasting time 
on this while the sword of the seques- 
ter hangs over the American people? 

The President can submit any budget 
he wants. That’s what the President 
has the right to do, just like George 
Bush submitted whatever budget he 
wanted to do. 

We have a job here in this House, and 
that is to address this looming fiscal 
crisis called the sequester. What we’re 
doing here today is doing nothing at all 
to move that ball forward. 
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In less than a month, arbitrary cuts 
are going to go into effect, people are 
going to lose their jobs, and this econ- 
omy is going to go into a deeper slump. 
For the life of me, I can’t understand 
why there’s not more urgency. We 
shouldn’t be taking vacations. We ac- 
tually should be working here and try- 
ing to resolve this. This is stupid legis- 
lation because it is not addressing the 
crisis. It is doing nothing to advance 
the cause of trying to get to a solution. 
This is just a press release. This is yet 
another gimmick. 

I think the reason why Congress and 
especially the House of Representatives 
is held in such low regard is because we 
spend so much time on trivial matters 
debating passionately, and we skip 
over debating the important things. We 
ought to be doing something important 
here today. We ought to be trying to 
avert this sequestration. We ought to 
be trying to keep people in their jobs. 
And we ought to be trying to create an 
economy that will create more jobs, 
not this theater. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, there’s 
a reason that we’re spending so much 
time talking about things other than 
the underlying bill, other than the 
rule. The reason is because the rule is 
a good rule, and the bill is a good bill. 
We can use this time for the political 
theater that my friend from Massachu- 
setts appears to disdain, but I would 
say he’s got a talent for it and he 
should not disdain it so rapidly. 

Mr. Speaker, we handled the seques- 
ter in May. I hope whenever my friend 
from Massachusetts refers to his 
friends on the other side, he means the 
other side of the Chamber, not the 
other side of this House, because we, 
you and I, acted, Mr. Speaker, to solve 
those issues. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOODALL. I would be happy to 
yield to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. McGOVERN. This is the 118th 
Congress. We haven’t done one thing to 
solve this fiscal crisis that’s looming 
on March 1st. This is the 113th. 

Under the Constitution, when a new 
Congress begins, we have to start all 
over again. Okay? 

Mr. WOODALL. Reclaiming my time, 
my friend is exactly right. Of all of the 
multiple efforts that we did last year 
that were all rejected by the other side, 
we have not recreated those efforts 
again this year. He’s exactly right. 

What we have done, however, is cre- 
ated a pathway that’s going to produce 
the first budget on the Senate side, the 
first opportunity for the bodies to 
come together in conference. 

My friend from New York tells us 
about, I’m just a bill and what school- 
children are learning all over America. 
Mr. Speaker, they’re going to have to 
learn on T'V because they have not seen 
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it in this town. We can’t. We can’t go 
to conference on a budget unless the 
Senate passes one. And this year, Mr. 
Speaker, as governed by the rule book, 
the United States Constitution that I 
have right here in my hand, we’re 
going to be able to get that done. 
That’s the kind of work this House is 
doing. That’s the groundwork that 
we're laying. 

My friend from New York is exactly 
right, Mr. Speaker, when she says that 
this body, led by Chairman RYAN on 
the Budget Committee, is going to 
produce a budget so serious and so re- 
sponsible, it’s going to come to bal- 
ance, the balance the American people 
are demanding, faster than any other 
budget we have seen in this President’s 
administration. 

All were asking, Mr. Speaker: 
Doesn’t it seem reasonable to let the 
President submit any budget he wants 
to? We don’t want to change the budget 
he’s submitting at all, but just to share 
with the American people because they 
don’t know when they come to balance. 

Who knew, Mr. Speaker, when the 
budget was entitled a ‘‘New Era of Re- 
sponsibility,” that it wasn’t going to 
come to balance in 80 years? Who 
knew? I didn’t. There are people in this 
Chamber, Mr. Speaker, who did not 
know that in 4 years of his Presidency, 
this President has never, ever—assum- 
ing a world where he gets everything 
that he wants—crafted a plan that be- 
gins to pay back the very first penny of 
our debt. That’s dangerous, Mr. Speak- 
er. 

This bill can put a stop to that proc- 
ess. That is why I know it’s going to 
get support here in the House. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, this 
bill does nothing. It does absolutely 
nothing. It’s a press release. 

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre- 
vious question, I will offer an amend- 
ment to the rule to ensure that the 
House votes on Mr. VAN HOLLEN’S re- 
placement for the sequester, which was 
blocked yesterday in the Rules Com- 
mittee. 

My friend from Georgia talks about 
this being a good rule and a good proc- 
ess. This bill was not even considered 
by the Budget Committee, which is the 
committee of jurisdiction. It had no 
hearing. It had no markup. It mysteri- 
ously appeared at the Rules Com- 
mittee. We wanted an open rule, and 
we were denied an open rule. Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN actually had a substantive 
amendment to replace the sequester. 
That was denied. 

So I want to yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Maryland, the ranking 
member of the Budget Committee, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, to discuss his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleague, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
who said it exactly right. This unfortu- 
nately is another political gimmick 
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we’ve seen from our Republican col- 
leagues, and it is exactly why the 
American people hate this Congress so 
much. 

Rather than doing something to cre- 
ate jobs, rather than doing something 
to help support the economy, this does 
absolutely nothing other than point 
fingers at the President because his 
budget is a little late and then tell the 
President that he has to submit a 
budget that meets the Republican re- 
quirements rather than what we’ve 
done with every other President, which 
gives them the ability to present the 
budget they like. 

With respect to the delay, our Repub- 
lican colleagues know very well what 
the cause of that delay was. The cause 
of the delay was we were working very 
hard to try and avoid the fiscal cliff, 
which would have hurt jobs and the 
economy. 

I’m not surprised some of our Repub- 
lican House colleagues have forgotten 
about that because they overwhelm- 
ingly voted against the fiscal cliff 
agreement, which by the way was sup- 
ported by the overwhelming majority 
of Senate Republicans. But here in the 
House, Republicans in great numbers 
said that they would rather risk the 
economy and risk jobs than ask the 
very wealthiest Americans to pay a lit- 
tle bit more. 
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That’s why the fiscal cliff agreement 
took so long. We didn’t get it done 
until January 2. I would hope my col- 
leagues on the Budget Committee 
know, if you’re putting together a 
budget, you need to know what you’re 
spending, but you also need to know 
what your revenues are. Until we were 
able to get that agreement, the Presi- 
dent didn’t know what the revenues 
were. Nonpartisan groups, like the 
Congressional Budget Office and Joint 
Tax, were also delayed in their assess- 
ments. These are nonpartisan groups. 

Now, the shame of it is, instead of 
playing these political games, we 
should do what my colleagues have 
said we should do in that we should be 
focused on avoiding the sequester—the 
meat-ax, across-the-board cuts. This 
House has taken no action in this Con- 
gress, in this 113th Congress, to deal 
with that, so we on the Democratic 
side said, Hey, let’s give our Members 
an opportunity to vote on something to 
replace the sequester and to do it ina 
balanced way so that we don’t hurt the 
economy and so that we don’t put jobs 
at risk. 

We brought a substitute amendment 
to the Rules Committee that would 
have prevented those across-the-board 
cuts, that would have replaced them 
with balanced and sensible alternatives 
like, for example, eliminating direct 
payments in agricultural subsidies, 
like getting rid of the taxpayer sub- 
sidies for big oil companies, that we 
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would replace the across-the-board, 
meat-ax cuts, which would do great 
harm to our economy, with those sen- 
sible measures. 

The response from our Republican 
colleagues: You don’t get a vote. You 
don’t get a vote. They rushed to the 
floor a measure that hadn’t had a sin- 
gle hearing, that did not go through 
the regular order; and in keeping with 
that philosophy, we don’t even get a 
vote on something that is important to 
the American people, which is to re- 
place the across-the-board sequester, 
which we know is going to hurt jobs be- 
cause we just heard from the last quar- 
ter economic report that even the fear 
of those across-the-board cuts was hav- 
ing a damaging impact on the econ- 
omy, even the fear of it. Now, within 
less than a month, it’s going to happen, 
and here we’re talking about a political 
gimmick bill instead of something that 
does something real, and we are not 
even allowed a chance to vote on a pro- 
posal to replace the sequester. 

Vote against it if you want. Vote 
against it. That’s the way the demo- 
cratic process works, but allow this 
House to work its will. 

When this House worked its will, we 
were able to get a fiscal agreement 
passed and were able to avoid going 
over the cliff and hurting the economy. 
Let’s do the same thing now. Let’s just 
have a vote, up or down, on the merits 
of a substitute proposal rather than 
playing games with this very unfortu- 
nate proposal that does nothing but 
play politics. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 30 seconds just to say to my 
friends that I haven’t actually men- 
tioned that the President’s budget was 
late. You’re exactly right. He did miss 
the statutory deadline. He’s not going 
to make it on time. In fact, the story is 
that it’s not going to get here until 
March. In the years that I’ve had a vot- 
ing card, he has never submitted a 
budget on time. I’m not asking him to 
get it here on time. I am only asking 
him, when it gets here, would he tell us 
when it’s going to balance. 

With that, I would like to yield 4 
minutes to a colleague on the Rules 
Committee, the gentleman from Texas, 
Dr. BURGESS. 

Mr. BURGESS. 
tleman for yielding. 

This is an important discussion that 
we’re having today, and I urge my col- 
leagues to vote for the rule and to vote 
for the underlying bill that follows. 

Look, the President is going to be 
here talking to us next week. He’ll de- 
liver his State of the Union address. He 
will do so without a plan on the table. 
There will be no budget. We will not 
know about the proposals that are put 
forward as to whether or not they’re 
reasonable in the context of outlays 
and allocations. We just simply don’t 
know. 

The underlying bill that is being dis- 
cussed today is that, when the Presi- 
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dent does submit that plan, when the 
administration does submit that plan, 
if that plan does not come into balance 
within a reasonable period of time—10 
years, I think, any American would say 
would be a reasonable period of time— 
give us an idea as to when you think 
that will happen. After all, when there 
was a campaign being run in 2008, the 
Presidential candidate for the Demo- 
crats said that he’d cut the deficit in 
half in 4 years, and we’re still waiting. 
We would like to see the plan that is 
going to achieve these goals. 

We’re also hearing a lot of talk today 
about the sequester. It’s not the pur- 
pose of this legislation to deal with the 
sequester. We did have reconciliation 
bills on the floor of this House in May 
and then again in December. We had a 
bill dealing with the expiration of the 
Tax Codes right before the August re- 
cess. So there were opportunities to 
talk about the fiscal cliff. I, for one, 
felt that the delay in the sequester on 
January 1 was not in the country’s best 
interest. 

These were the cuts that the Con- 
gress promised to the American people. 
When the debt limit was raised in Au- 
gust of 2011, this was the promise that 
was made, and it was a promise that 
was made by the President. It was pro- 
posed by people within the administra- 
tion. The bill was signed into law by 
the President. The President cannot 
now come back and retroactively veto 
a bill that has already been signed. 
This is settled law, and these are cuts 
on which the American people are de- 
pending. They’re depending on us to 
keep our word. 

It’s very difficult to cut spending. 
It’s very difficult to cut the budget. 
Every line in the Federal budget has a 
constituency. Every line in every ap- 
propriations bill has a constituency 
somewhere that cares deeply about 
that language being retained. So, when 
all else fails, an across-the-board cut 
may be the only way that you can ever 
achieve that spending restraint. 

Now, I understand that the White 
House does not agree with the Repub- 
lican House that there is a spending 
problem. They think it’s a revenue 
problem. Well, great. Put that in writ- 
ing. Put it in the budget. Tell us when 
that revenue that you wish to achieve 
will bring this budget into balance. I, 
for one, don’t think it’s possible, but I 
would like to see the academic exercise 
of their at least trying to get it to bal- 
ance at some point in the future. 

Then, finally, Mr. Speaker, may I 
just say—and I hate to give a history 
lesson—when the Republicans were in 
the minority in this House, there was a 
very large bill that was passed, and it 
was called the Affordable Care Act. 
This was a bill that did not receive a 
hearing in the House of Representa- 
tives. To be sure, H.R. 3200 had received 
a markup in a hearing in the House, 
but H.R. 3590, although it had a House 
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bill number, was not a House bill. It 
was a housing bill that passed the 
House of Representatives in July of 
2009 and went over to the Senate. It 
was completely changed in the Senate 
Finance Committee, and this was the 
bill that came to the House of Rep- 
resentatives on which we had to vote in 
a very short period of time. No amend- 
ments were allowed. It was a very 
closed process. I was in the Rules Com- 
mittee that night. I remember the 
ranking member being there, and the 
good ideas that I thought I brought for- 
ward were all excluded from discussion. 

So don’t lecture me about the process 
that this bill was rushed and didn’t 
have a hearing. For heaven’s sake, we 
have a bill that is now signed law that 
will cost $2.6 trillion over the next 10 
years that never had a hearing in this 
House. That’s the travesty, and that’s 
why we have to deal with spending. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Let me just respond to the gentleman 
from Texas by saying he’s wrong. He’s 
on the Energy and Commerce Com- 
mittee. The Affordable Care Act had 
hearings in the Energy and Commerce 
Committee—and markups. There were 
multiple hearings on that bill. ’m not 
sure what he’s talking about. 

Then to the gentleman from Georgia 
who says that he didn’t mention the 
fact that the President missed the 
deadline, I thought he did, but the bill 
that he’s touting here mentions it in 
these very political, inspired findings. 
Read your own bill. It’s three pages 
long. I know that may be too much, 
but we’re all told to read the bill. 

Look, rather than being here and 
telling the President what to do—he’s 
going to submit a budget—we’ve got to 
do our job. Our job is to avoid this se- 
questration because, if we don’t, there 
are millions of people in this country 
who will be without work. There are 
programs that will be arbitrarily cut, 
and this economy will be hurt. Now, if 
you want sequestration, then you can 
continue to take your recesses and do 
this kind of trivial stuff on the House 
floor, but we ought to be finding a way 
to avoid going over this sequestration 
cliff. 

At this point, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to yield 2 minutes to the gentle- 
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. My friend from 
Massachusetts is absolutely right. 
What most of America is waiting for is 
for us to address the very abyss that 
we’ve put ourselves in, the cliff that 
we’ve put ourselves in—the fact that 
we became hostage to this idea of a 
commission that was necessary be- 
cause we could not get Members on 
both sides of the aisle to be able to 
work together on what should be cut. 
It was particularly because my friends 
on the other side of the aisle had Mem- 
bers who did not understand how gov- 
ernment functioned. Republicans did 
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not understand that government, in 
fact, is a rainy-day umbrella, that we 
are supposed to serve the American 
people. 

So, while we are fiddling, one could 
say that Rome is burning, or maybe 
they could say that the cities and 
towns of America are asking us to fi- 
nally answer the question. Under the 
laws that we adhere to, the President 
has a right to submit his budget. That 
should be very clear. No legislation 
here on the floor is going to dictate the 
President’s budget. 
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There is a law that says it is sup- 
posed to be the first Monday in Feb- 
ruary. We will admit that. But what 
President has ever had the hostage- 
taking of the debt ceiling so that you 
can’t write a budget if there are indi- 
viduals in the Congress that won’t do 
the normal business, which is to raise 
the debt ceiling so that the American 
people can be taken care of? 

As we speak, however, the President 
has introduced, today, a short-term fix 
to avert the sequester. The Democrats 
have offered a way of averting the se- 
quester. We have nothing from the Re- 
publicans except a resolution that says 
a request for a plan, the very plan that 
the President knows by law he is going 
to submit as long as he knows what the 
amount of money is we have to work 
on. And, of course, the budgeting proc- 
ess is going through the House. The 
chairman of the Budget, Mr. RYAN, the 
ranking member of the Budget, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, we all know the regular 
order, and we’re going to do our work. 

But putting us on the floor today and 
ignoring what we should be doing, I’m 
saddened that my amendment that in- 
dicated that I wanted to make sure 
that the most vulnerable in any budget 
process, 15.1 percent of Americans liv- 
ing below the poverty line, which in- 
cludes 21 percent of our Nation’s chil- 
dren, I wanted to have a sense of Con- 
gress that whatever we did, we would 
not do anything to harm these vulner- 
able children who, through no fault of 
their own that they may be suffering 
from the kind of economy, or their par- 
ents are suffering so that they live in 
poverty, whatever we do, we should not 
do anything more to make their life 
more devastating. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle- 
lady 10 seconds. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. My other amend- 
ment had to do with the estate tax to 
raise revenue, and that would have 
been a reasonable debate to address 
what we can do to make the lives of 
Americans better. 

Request a plan; a plan is not action. 
The President does a budget; we do a 
budget. Mr. Speaker, let’s do our work 
and help the American people and 
avoid the sequester. 
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Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 30 seconds to say to my col- 
league that I share her great passion 
for America’s children and protecting 
America’s children. And I would say to 
my friend that I don’t believe we can 
continue to operate under budgets that 
borrow from those children, not just 
this year, not just next year, but for- 
ever, and candidly say that we’re pro- 
tecting them. We’re putting our most 
vulnerable at risk with these deficits, 
and we have to make the tough deci- 
sions. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. WOODALL. I’d be happy to yield. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

Let me just say, I don’t think anyone 
on this side of the aisle is not prepared 
to work collaboratively on the ques- 
tion of the deficit, on the question of 
growing America’s economy and work- 
ing with our children. Can we find com- 
mon ground that indicates that we 
must invest in our children at the same 
time that we are likewise talking 
about debt and deficit? And that’s what 
the Democrats are talking about, in- 
vesting in our children, making their 
lives better. 

Mr. WOODALL. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

We all want to make sure that our 
children are protected, but embracing a 
sequester that cuts things like Head 
Start, that’s no way to protect our 
children. 

At this point, Td like to yield 2 min- 
utes to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut (Mr. COURTNEY). 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, in 23 
days, by law, an indiscriminate chain 
saw is going to go through all quarters, 
all sectors of the American Govern- 
ment. 

Secretary of Defense Leon Panetta 
on Sunday, along with General Martin 
Dempsey, the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs, very bluntly warned this coun- 
try that if sequestration goes into ef- 
fect, America’s military readiness is 
going to be damaged in a very critical 
way. The Navy has told us specifically 
what this means: 23 ships whose repairs 
are scheduled will be cancelled; 55 per- 
cent of flying hours on aircraft carriers 
will be cancelled; 22 percent of steam- 
ing days for the rest of the U.S. fleet 
will be cancelled; submarine deploy- 
ments will be cancelled. 

Today, right now, we have the USS 
Stennis and the USS Eisenhower sta- 
tioned in the Middle East making sure 
that our allies, Israel, Turkey, critical 
missions like protecting the Straits of 
Hormuz, they have to have aircraft 
that can fly. They can’t cancel 55 per- 
cent of their flight time and expect to 
carry out their mission. Yet in 23 days, 
because of inaction by this Chamber, 
we are putting, again, America’s na- 
tional security interests at risk. 
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The Bipartisan Policy Center, found- 
ed by Bob Dole and Tom Daschle, has 
told us we will lose a million jobs if se- 
questration goes through. So those 
shipyards that are planning to do that 
repair work, they’re basically going to 
get layoff slips. 

And we are debating a bill today that 
has absolutely no connection to those 
realities. This is a pure political stunt. 
It has no bearing in terms of whether 
or not the military readiness of this 
country or the economic recovery 
that’s headed in the right direction 
right now is going to be protected and 
preserved. That’s our job. That’s what 
we should be focused on here today. 
And denying the Van Hollen amend- 
ment, which would replace that seques- 
tration, is why this rule must be de- 
feated. 

I urge Members of this Chamber to 
vote ‘‘no”’ on this rule. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume to 
read from the President’s inaugural ad- 
dress. It took place just outside our 
backdoor here. He said: 

We must make the hard choices to reduce 
the cost of health care and the size of our 
deficit. 

He didn’t say we should make the 
easy choices, because there aren’t any 
easy choices left to make. Every single 
one of them is hard. And I have such 
great respect for Members of this body 
who have taken the hard votes and 
made those hard decisions. 

All this bill says is: Mr. President, 
put your budget where your speeches 
are. Make the hard choices, any of the 
choices you want to make to balance, 
anytime you want to balance, but we 
can’t begin to pay down the debt until 
we stop running up the debt. And we 
have yet to see a budget from this 
President that puts us on that path. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Flor- 
ida (Mr. DEUTCH). 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today disappointed that my amend- 
ment to the Require a PLAN Act has 
been left out of this rule. 

This bill is bad political theater. Not 
even the devastatingly dangerous Ryan 
budget could achieve the balanced 
budget in 2014 this bill demands of the 
President. 

Setting this silliness aside, my 
amendment would address a separate 
issue: this bill’s use of the phrase ‘‘uni- 
fied budget” and the inclusion of So- 
cial Security as part of that unified 
budget. This is a blatant attempt to 
nullify Social Security’s historic inde- 
pendence from the Federal budget. So- 
cial Security is funded by the payroll 
tax. It was created with its own rev- 
enue stream so these hard-earned bene- 
fits would never fall victim to the po- 
litical shenanigans of a Congress like 
this one. 

As President Franklin Roosevelt 
said: 
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With those taxes in there, no damn politi- 
cian can ever scrap my Social Security. 

Mr. Speaker, Social Security is not 
an item in the budget. It is social in- 
surance that protects all Americans 
against destitution due to old age, a 
disability or illness, or the death of a 
breadwinner. 

Workers have built up $2.7 trillion in 
the Social Security trust fund which 
ensures that benefits will be paid in 
full at least until the mid-2030s. I have 
called for small adjustments to 
strengthen Social Security for the long 
term, and I’m ready to have that de- 
bate. But to put Social Security on the 
general budget’s ledger as America’s 
largest generation retires is simply be- 
yond the pale. 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, puts Social 
Security on the GOP chopping block. 
This is a dangerous precedent. We can- 
not allow the accounting tricks in this 
bad legislation to endanger the Social 
Security that keeps so many Ameri- 
cans financially secure. 

President Truman said: 

Social Security is not a dole or a device for 
giving everybody something for nothing. 
True Social Security must consist of rights 
which are earned rights that are guaranteed 
by the law of the land. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, these earned 
rights of millions of Americans are in 
jeopardy, as is that guarantee. We 
must vote down this rule and we must 
vote down this bad bill. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 60 seconds to say to my friend 
that I know his commitment to Social 
Security is heartfelt, and it’s one that 
I share. I hope it gives him comfort to 
know that there is absolutely nothing 
in this legislation that changes any of 
those commitments that he read there 
on the House floor. In fact, I would say 
the opposite is true. AS someone who’s 
going to retire after Social Security is 
projected to have gone bankrupt, I 
think it is critically important that 
every budget we look at looks at how it 
is we’re going to pay back all of those 
government bonds that this Congress 
has swapped the cash in the Social Se- 
curity trust fund for. Without paying 
back those bonds, there is no Social Se- 
curity check to go out the door. 

The reason we talk about balanced 
budgets is because numbers are impor- 
tant. We talk about balanced budgets 
because commitments are important. 
And we cannot, we cannot meet our 
Medicare commitments. We cannot 
meet our Social Security commit- 
ments, and everyone in this body 
knows it. 
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Every budget the President produces 
shows it. But we can do better; and 
working together, we will do better, 
Mr. Speaker. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire of the gentleman from Georgia 
how many more speakers he has. 
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Mr. WOODALL. Td say to my friend, 
I’m prepared to close. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I’m prepared to 
close as well, Mr. Speaker. I yield my- 
self the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very frus- 
trating debate, in large part because 
it’s much ado about nothing. What 
we’re doing here today is a press re- 
lease. It’s doing nothing at all to avoid 
this prospect of sequestration in which 
arbitrary cuts will go into play. This is 
just more talk and talk and talk and 
talk. 

Again, that’s one of the reasons why 
the American people are so frustrated 
with this place. They want less talk 
and more work. We should be working. 
We should be coming to some sort of 
agreement to avoid the catastrophe of 
sequestration; but, instead, we’re doing 
this. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to put some 
things in perspective. The Center for 
American Progress reported that since 
the start of fiscal year 2011, President 
Obama has signed into law approxi- 
mately $2.4 trillion of deficit reduction 
for the years 2013 through 2022. Nearly 
three-quarters of that deficit reduction 
is in the form of spending cuts, while 
the remaining one-quarter comes from 
revenue increases. Congress and the 
President have cut about $1.5 trillion 
in programmatic spending, raised 
about $630 billion in new revenue, and 
generated about $300 billion in interest 
savings, for a combined total of more 
than $2.4 trillion in deficit reduction. 
That’s a quote from the Center for 
American Progress. 

So three-fourths of the deficit reduc- 
tion we’ve achieved so far was from 
spending cuts. But my friends on the 
other side have the nerve to continue 
to claim that Democrats are ‘‘loathe”’ 
to agree to spending cuts. I mean, give 
me a break, Mr. Speaker. Give me a 
break. 

The CBO projects the Federal deficit 
to be about $845 billion, which I think 
is very high; but it’s the first time the 
nonpartisan office forecast a deficit 
below $1 trillion. So we are going in the 
right direction, and the President 
wants to continue to move in that 
right direction in a fair and balanced 
way. 

Now, here’s the deal. My friends keep 
on referring to what they did last year 
which, again, was last year. We have to 
get them to think about this year be- 
cause they have to act now; it’s a new 
Congress. 

But last year the proposals they 
came up with to try to bring our budg- 
et into balance were all about lowering 
the quality of life for our citizens. 
Their budget proposal ended Medicare 
as we know it. Ended Medicare. It’s 
gone. 

My friend from Florida talked about 
Social Security. Their plan for Social 
Security is to privatize it. And deep re- 
ductions and cuts that provide support 
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for people who are most vulnerable. 
That’s their plan. 

And now, we see, because we’re not 
trying to address this latest fiscal cliff, 
I think they really do want the seques- 
tration to go into effect. I think that is 
outrageous. I think it’s going to be 
dangerous to our economy. But their 
plan, by allowing sequestration to go 
into effect, is basically to try to bal- 
ance the budget by making more peo- 
ple unemployed. 

You know, we will lose jobs. In the 
defense sector that’s already hap- 
pening. But then we’re going to see 
losses in jobs in other areas. There’ll be 
cuts in education. Police grants are 
cut. Payments to Medicare providers 
are cut. And The New York Times re- 
ports that even the aid just approved 
for victims of Hurricane Sandy will fall 
under the sequester’s axe. 

I mean, this is how we’re going to 
solve our budgetary problems? 

Yes, we do have a big debt. A lot of it 
has to do with these unpaid-for wars, 
with these tax cuts that weren’t paid 
for; and it’s going to take us a while to 
get out of it. But as we get out of it, we 
can’t destroy our country. We need a 
balanced approach. We need to cut 
where we can cut, we need to raise rev- 
enues where we need to raise revenues, 
but we also need to invest. 

Cutting the National Institutes of 
Health, which will happen if sequestra- 
tion goes into effect, will not only cost 
jobs, but it will prolong human suf- 
fering. If we could find a cure to Par- 
kinson’s disease or Alzheimer’s disease, 
not only will we prevent a lot of human 
suffering, you would end up solving the 
budgetary challenges of Medicare and 
Medicaid. There’s a value in investing 
in these things, not arbitrarily cutting 
them. 

Now, last night in the Rules Com- 
mittee, we tried to bring some sub- 
stance to this debate. Mr. VAN HOLLEN 
had his amendment, which was 
blocked. The one substantive thing 
that we could have done here today to 
avoid sequestration was blocked. 

So, Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre- 
vious question, I will offer an amend- 
ment to the rule to ensure that the 
House votes on Mr. VAN HOLLEN’S re- 
placement for the sequester which was, 
again, blocked last night in the Rules 
Committee. 

I ask unanimous consent to insert 
the text of the amendment in the 
RECORD, along with extraneous mate- 
rials immediately prior to the vote on 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, again, 
I would urge my colleagues to reject 
this rule which, again, is illustrative of 
how closed this process has become in 
this House. We ought to reject the rule 
because it is not open. The Budget 
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Committee never even considered this 
bill. 

But we ought to also reject the un- 
derlying bill because this is nonsense 
at a time when we should be doing 
something real to avoid a real catas- 
trophe in this country, to avoid some- 
thing that will have an adverse impact 
on our economy. Instead, you know, 
we're all fiddling while Rome is burn- 
ing. 

This is outrageous. We can do so 
much better. We ought to work. You 
know, you’re passing resolutions ask- 
ing the President to do X, Y, and Z. We 
ought to pass a resolution to instruct 
us to do our job, and that’s what we 
ought to do. That’s what the American 
people expect. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge my col- 
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ and defeat the 
previous question. I urge a ‘‘no’”’ vote 
on the rule. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of the time to 
thank my friend from Massachusetts 
for being down here with me today to 
get this rule to a place where we can 
vote on it. I always look to my friend 
from Massachusetts to find those 
things that we agree on, and we cer- 
tainly agree that Congress has an aw- 
fully low approval rating. 

I would disagree with my friend 
though, Mr. Speaker, and say it’s a low 
approval rating because we don’t deal 
with important issues like this. It’s a 
low approval rating because folks will 
say Republicans want to privatize So- 
cial Security, even though our budget 
did no such thing. 

It’s a low approval rating because 
folks will say our budget destroys 
Medicare forever, even though our 
budget did no such thing. It’s a low ap- 
proval rating because folks say they 
want to grapple with the tough chal- 
lenges of the country, and yet they 
continue to borrow and spend as they 
always have. 

But I’m an optimist, Mr. Speaker. I 
really do believe that we’ve come to a 
place—not just in this country, not 
just in this House—I think we’ve come 
to a place in each individual in this 
country, where folks are prepared to do 
those things that must be done to en- 
sure that our children’s tomorrow is 
better than their today. 

Mr. Speaker, when my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle talk about 
their deep love and affection for the 
next generation and how they want to 
ensure that the most vulnerable are 
taken care of, they mean it from the 
heart. They mean it from the heart. 

But when the former Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff tells us that our 
biggest national security concern is 
our growing debt and deficits, how 
much love can you show to the next 
generation, Mr. Speaker, when you 
continue to dig into their pockets in- 
stead of your own? 
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It’s not incumbent upon us to decide 
how our children set their priorities. 
It’s incumbent upon us to set our prior- 
ities so that they don’t have to make 
those tough decisions. 

Mr. Speaker, if we went out in the 
street in front of this Capitol and 
asked every man and woman who 
brought their family here to visit the 
Nation’s Capitol how many of them 
knew that in not one budget, and for 
not 1 year does the President ever pro- 
pose that we come to balance, that 
would be shocking, shocking news. And 
yet it’s the truth. 

Mr. Speaker, title 31 lays out in in- 
tricate detail congressional require- 
ments for the President’s budget. Con- 
gressional requirements for the Presi- 
dent’s budget. H.R. 444 would incor- 
porate those requirements and add one 
more and, that is, that in this time of 
economic challenge, you be honest 
with the American people about the 
tough choices that we’re all facing. 

Mr. Speaker, if it was easy, they’d 
have done it before you and I got here. 
It’s hard, and it’s getting worse every 
single day any one of us fails to deal 
with it. 

We can deal with it today, Mr. 
Speaker. I know our Budget Committee 
is committed to dealing with it. I know 
this House is committed to deal with 
it. Let’s make the President a partner 
in that today. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge strong 
support for the resolution. I urge 
strong support for the underlying bill. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 48 OFFERED BY MR. 
Mc GOVERN OF MASSACHUSETTS 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 2. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of this resolution, the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute received for print- 
ing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD pursuant 
to clause 8 of rule XVIII and numbered 1 
shall be in order as though printed as the 
last amendment in the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules if offered by Representative 
VAN HOLLEN of Maryland or a designee. That 
amendment shall be debatable for one hour 
equally divided and controlled by the pro- 
ponent and an opponent. 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or- 
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 
is a vote about what the House should be de- 
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de- 
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘ʻa motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.” To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be- 
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
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“the refusal of the House to sustain the de- 
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition”’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of- 
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph Q. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
“The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.” 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Republican majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im- 
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub- 
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, (6th edition, page 185). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al- 
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con- 
trolling the time will not yield for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, the same re- 
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre- 
vious question on the rule. . . When the mo- 
tion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre- 
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend- 
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.”’ 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend- 
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec- 
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re- 
jection of the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem- 
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de- 
bate thereon.”’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli- 
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major- 
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter- 
native views the opportunity to offer an al- 
ternative plan. 


Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of adoption. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays 


188, not voting 14, as follows: 


Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallego 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 


Andrews 
Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 

Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 


[Roll No. 33] 
YEAS—229 


Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 


NAYS—188 


Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 


Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 

Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (GA) 
Radel 

Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walden 
Walorski 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 


Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 

Clarke 
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Clay Kildee Pocan 
Cleaver Kilmer Polis 
Clyburn Kind Price (NC) 
Cohen Kirkpatrick Quigley 
Connolly Kuster Rahall 
Cooper Langevin Rangel 
Courtney Larsen (WA) Richmond 
Crowley Larson (CT) Roybal-Allard 
Cummings Lee (CA) Ruiz 
Davis (CA) Levin 
Davis, Danny Lewis Ae a 
DeFazio Lipinski Ryan (OH) 
DeGette Loebsack Sanchez. Linda 
Delaney Lofgren T 2 
DelBene Lowenthal Sanchez Loretta 
Deutch Lowey A 
Dingell Lujan Grisham Sarbanes 
Doggett (NM) Schakowsky 
Doyle Lujan, Ben Ray Schiff 
Duckworth (NM) Schneider 
Edwards Lynch Schrader 
Ellison Maffei Schwartz 
Engel Maloney, Scott (VA) 
Enyart Carolyn Serrano 
Eshoo Maloney, Sean Sewell (AL) 
Esty Markey Shea-Porter 
Fattah Matsui Sherman 
Foster McCarthy (NY) Sinema 
Frankel (FL) McCollum Sires 
Fudge McDermott Slaughter 
Garamendi McGovern Smith (WA) 
Garcia McIntyre Speier 
Grayson Meeks Swalwell (CA) 
Green, Al Meng Takano 
Grijalva Michaud Thompson (CA) 
Gutierrez Miller, George Thompson (MS) 
Hahn Moore Tierney 
Hanabusa Moran Titus 
Hastings (FL) Murphy (FL) Tonko 
Heck (WA) Nadler 
Higgins Napolitano Tsongas 
Himes Neal Van Hollen 
Hinojosa Negrete McLeod Vargas 
Holt Nolan Veasey 
Honda O’Rourke Vela 
Horsford Owens Velazquez 
Hoyer Pallone Visclosky 
Huffman Pascrell Walz 
Israel Pastor (AZ) Wasserman 
Jackson Lee Payne Schultz 
Jeffries Pelosi Waters 
Johnson (GA) Perlmutter Watt 
Johnson, E. B. Peters (CA) Waxman 
Kaptur Peters (MI) Welch 
Keating Peterson Wilson (FL) 
Kennedy Pingree (ME) Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—14 
Black DeLauro Sensenbrenner 
Cicilline Farr Walberg 
Conyers Gabbard Weber (TX) 
Costa McNerney Young (FL) 
Crawford Scott, David 
1430 
Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Messrs. 


HONDA, PAYNE, POLIS, Mrs. CAPPS 
and Ms. CASTOR of Florida changed 
their vote from “yea” to “nay.” 

Mr. MCHENRY changed his vote from 
“nay” to “yea.” 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


EE 


MOMENT OF SILENCE IN REMEM- 
BRANCE OF MEMBERS OF 
ARMED FORCES AND THEIR 
FAMILIES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COT- 
TON). The Chair would ask all present 
to rise for the purpose of a moment of 
silence. 

The Chair asks that the House now 
observe a moment of silence in remem- 
brance of our brave men and women in 
uniform who have given their lives in 
the service of our country in Iraq and 


February 5, 2013 


Afghanistan and their families, and of Rice (SC) 


all who serve in our Armed Forces and 
their families. 


ee 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 

OF H.R. 444, REQUIRE PRESI- 
DENTIAL LEADERSHIP AND NO 
DEFICIT ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con- 
tinue. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 228, noes 189, 
not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 34] 


The 


AYES—228 
Aderholt Farenthold Labrador 
Alexander Fincher LaMalfa 
Amash Fitzpatrick Lamborn 
Amodei Fleischmann Lance 
Bachmann Fleming Lankford 
Bachus Flores Latham 
Barletta Forbes Latta 
Barr Fortenberry LoBiondo 
Barton Foxx Long 
Benishek Franks (AZ) Lucas 
Bentivolio Frelinghuysen Luetkemeyer 
Bilirakis Gardner Lummis 
Bishop (UT) Garrett Maffei 
Black Gerlach Marchant 
Blackburn Gibbs Marino 
Bonner Gibson Massie 
Boustany Gingrey (GA) McCarthy (CA) 
Brady (TX) Gohmert McCaul 
Bridenstine Goodlatte McClintock 
Brooks (AL) Gosar McHenry 
Brooks (IN) Gowdy McKeon 
Broun (GA) Granger McKinley 
Buchanan Graves (GA) McMorris 
Bucshon Graves (MO) Rodgers 
Burgess Griffin (AR) Meadows 
Calvert Griffith (VA) Meehan 
Camp Grimm Messer 
Campbell Guthrie Mica 
Cantor Hal. Miller (FL) 
Capito Hanna Miller (MI) 
Carter Harper Miller, Gary 
Cassidy Harris Mullin 
Chabot Hartzler Mulvaney 
Chaffetz Hastings (WA) Murphy (PA) 
Coble Heck (NV) Neugebauer 
Coffman Hensarling Noem 
Cole Herrera Beutler Nugent 
Collins (GA) Holding Nunes 
Collins (NY) Hudson Nunnelee 
Conaway Huelskamp Olson 
Cook Huizenga (MI) Owens 
Cotton Hultgren Palazzo 
Cramer Hunter Paulsen 
Crenshaw Hurt Pearce 
Culberson Issa Perry 
Daines Jenkins Petri 
Davis, Rodney Johnson (OH) Pittenger 
Denham Johnson, Sam Pitts 
Dent Jones Poe (TX) 
DeSantis Jordan Pompeo 
DesJarlais Joyce Posey 
Diaz-Balart Kelly Price (GA) 
Duffy King (IA) Radel 
Duncan (SC) King (NY) Reed 
Duncan (TN) Kingston Reichert 
Ellison Kinzinger (IL) Renacci 
Ellmers Kline Ribble 


Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 


Andrews 
Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 

Clarke 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 


Cicilline 
Conyers 
Crawford 
DeLauro 
Farr 


Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 


NOES—189 


Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
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Valadao 
Wagner 
Walden 
Walorski 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 


Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T; 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


NOT VOTING—14 


Gabbard 
McDermott 
McNerney 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 


Stutzman 
Walberg 
Weber (TX) 
Young (FL) 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on roll- 
call No. 34 | missed the vote because | was 
meeting with a constituent in my office. Had | 
been present, | would have voted “yea.” 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, on the Legisla- 
tive Day of February 5, 2013, upon request of 
a leave of absence, a series of votes were 
held. Had | been present for these rollcall 
votes, | would have cast the following votes: 
On Ordering the Previous Question for H. 
Res. 48, Providing for consideration of H.R. 
444, to require that, if the President's fiscal 
year 2014 budget does not achieve balance in 
a fiscal year covered by such budget, the 
President shall submit a supplemental unified 
budget by April 1, 2013, which identifies a fis- 
cal year in which balance is achieved, and for 
other purposes (rollcall No. 33)—I vote “nay.” 
On Agreeing to the Resolution H. Res. 48, 
Providing for consideration of H.R. 444, to re- 
quire that, if the President’s fiscal year 2014 
budget does not achieve balance in a fiscal 
year covered by such budget, the President 
shall submit a supplemental unified budget by 
April 1, 2013, which identifies a fiscal year in 
which balance is achieved, and for other pur- 
poses (rollcall No. 34)—I vote “no.” 


a 


ELECTING MEMBERS TO A STAND- 
ING COMMITTEE OF THE HOUSE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, by direction of the House Re- 
publican Conference, I send to the desk 
a privileged resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 


H. RES. 53 

Resolved, That the following Members be, 
and are hereby, elected to the following 
standing committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives: 

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET: Mr. Garrett, 
Mr. Campbell, Mr. Calvert, Mr. Cole, Mr. 
McClintock, Mr. Lankford, Mr. Ribble, Mr. 
Flores, Mr. Rokita, Mr. Woodall, Mrs. Black- 
burn, Mr. Nunnelee, Mr. Renacci, Mr. Rigell, 
Mrs. Hartzler, Mrs. Walorski, Mr. Messer, 
Mr. Rice of South Carolina, and Mr. Wil- 
liams. 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS (during 
the reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent the resolution be consid- 
ered as read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YODER). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentlewoman from Wash- 
ington? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EEE 
HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 


Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
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when the House adjourns today, it ad- 
journ to meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 


-—— 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
UNITED STATES GROUP OF THE 
NATO PARLIAMENTARY ASSEM- 
BLY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 
pointment, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 1928a, 
and the order of the House of January 
3, 2013, of the following Member on the 
part of the House to the United States 
Group of the NATO Parliamentary As- 
sembly: 

Mr. LARSON, Connecticut 


EE 


REQUIRE PRESIDENTIAL 
LEADERSHIP AND NO DEFICIT ACT 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 48 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 444. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) to preside over 
the Committee of the Whole. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 444) to 
require that, if the President’s fiscal 
year 2014 budget does not achieve bal- 
ance in a fiscal year covered by such 
budget, the President shall submit a 
supplemental unified budget by April 1, 
2013, which identifies a fiscal year in 
which balance is achieved, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
RYAN) and the gentleman from Mary- 
land (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) each will con- 
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 
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Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I commend Congressman PRICE for 
introducing this bill, and I join my col- 
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leagues in supporting its passage, but I 
wish it hadn’t come to this. 

President Obama has a legal and a 
moral obligation to offer solutions to 
our fiscal challenges. So far, that 
hasn’t happened. In using the numbers 
from his last budget proposal, the Fed- 
eral budget would not have achieved 
balance ever, and, just yesterday, he 
missed the statutory deadline to sub- 
mit his budget for the fourth time in 5 
years. Since this administration start- 
ed, we’ve added nearly $6 trillion to our 
national debt. That’s the largest in- 
crease in history. 

Look, we can’t keep this up, Mr. 
Chairman. We have to budget respon- 
sibly so that we can keep our commit- 
ments and expand opportunity. All we 
are simply saying here is that we need 
to put our plans on the table. 

House Republicans have shown our 
solutions. The Senate hasn’t passed a 
budget in 4 years. The President hasn’t 
even submitted a budget yet even 
though it’s past the deadline, and when 
he has submitted a budget, it has pro- 
posed that it never, ever, ever balances 
the budget. Isn’t that what budgeting 
is—showing how you’ll get your budget 
under control so that your expendi- 
tures and your revenues eventually, 
one day, meet? That, unfortunately, 
hasn’t been happening. As a result, we 
have a debt crisis on our horizon. 

In this bill, we don’t say what poli- 
cies the President must propose; we re- 
alize that he’ll have his own. All we’re 
saying is that he needs to bring ideas 
to the table. Show us how you’ll bal- 
ance the budget and when you'll bal- 
ance the budget. It says to simply 
bring a plan, and show us how you’ll 
balance the budget so that we can have 
the kind of honest debate we need to 
have. 

The way things ought to be, the way 
the Framers intended things to be, was 
that the House passes its solution and 
that the Senate passes theirs, and in 
the budget process, the President offers 
his. When people put their solutions on 
the table, that’s how you find common 
ground, that’s how you get things done. 
But if it’s a one-way conversation in 
which all you have is one side of the 
aisle putting solutions on the table and 
the other side of the aisle simply offer- 
ing criticisms and no solutions to ever 
balance the budget, that gets you no 
progress. Unfortunately, that’s pre- 
cisely where we are today. That’s why 
we’re calling for this legislation. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to yield the remainder of my time 
and the ability to control such time to 
the distinguished vice chairman of the 
Budget Committee, the gentleman 
from Georgia, Dr. PRICE. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Georgia is recognized as the designee of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. At this point, 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I just have to say to my colleagues 
that, in looking at this bill, it rep- 
resents exactly what the American 
people hate most about this body and 
this Congress. It’s a political gimmick 
that does absolutely nothing to help 
create jobs. It does nothing to help 
boost economic growth. If you read the 
bill, it is another finger-pointing exer- 
cise: blaming the President for the late 
submission of the 2014 budget and de- 
manding not that the President submit 
a budget—the President is going to 
submit a budget—but that he submit it 
in a form dictated by House Repub- 
licans rather than dictated by current 
law. 

Now, our Republican colleagues know 
very well why the President’s 2014 
budget is late. It’s late because we had 
a big debate in this country over how 
to avoid the fiscal cliff, and it wasn’t 
until January 2 that this House and the 
Senate were able to resolve that issue. 
If we’d gone over the fiscal cliff, it 
would have created huge economic 
problems. It would have created a huge 
contraction. It would have created a 
huge loss of jobs. 

Now, even though a majority of Re- 
publican Senators voted for the agree- 
ment to prevent us from going over 
that fiscal cliff, our House Republican 
colleagues argued against it and 
against it, and at the end of the day, 
they were prepared to let the economy 
go over that cliff in order to protect 
tax breaks for very wealthy people. A 
great majority of our Republican col- 
leagues here in the House voted against 
that fiscal agreement, but we got it 
done despite that fact. As a result, the 
economy has continued to move. Now 
we need to work to make it move fast- 
er, but this bill does absolutely nothing 
to help do that. That’s why the budget 
is a little late, because most Americans 
know that, unless you know both what 
your expenditures are going to be and 
your revenues, you can’t submit a 
budget, and we didn’t know until Janu- 
ary 2 what the revenue number would 
be going forward. 

By the way, Mr. Chairman, the non- 
partisan Congressional Budget Office 
and the nonpartisan Joint Tax Com- 
mittee have also been delayed in pre- 
senting their backgrounds, which have 
just come out today but were delayed 
from when they had planned to do it, 
and it was because of that very reason. 

What’s really a shame is that here we 
are on the floor of the House, debating 
this gimmick, when we should be doing 
things to help the economy and help 
grow jobs. On March 1, less than 1 
month from today, we’re going to see 
these automatic across-the-board, 
meat-ax cuts take place to both de- 
fense and non-defense. Now, those 
across-the-board cuts are going to do 
great damage to jobs and the economy. 
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You don’t have to take my word for 
it. Here are the words of the Repub- 
lican House leader, Mr. CANTOR, just a 
few months ago: ‘‘Under the sequester, 
unemployment would soar from its cur- 
rent level up to 9 percent, setting back 
any progress the economy has made.” 
According to a study which he referred 
to, ‘‘The jobs of more than 200,000 Vir- 
ginians in my home State are on the 
line.” 

And that’s just jobs in Virginia. He 
was just talking about jobs lost from 
the defense cuts. If we don’t act to re- 
place the sequester, you’re going to see 
jobs lost around the country. In fact, 
we’re already seeing what would hap- 
pen from even the threat of the seques- 
ter, because, in the last quarter, we 
saw the economy slowing. Many ana- 
lysts have said it’s because of the fear 
of these across-the-board cuts—and not 
just many analysts. The Republican 
chairman of the House Armed Services 
Committee, Mr. MCKEON, said this in 
referring to the last quarter economic 
report: ‘‘This is just the first indicator 
of the extraordinary economic damage 
defense cuts will do.”’ 

Mr. MCKEON is right. So why are we 
spending our time today on a bill that 
doesn’t address that at all? 

We have not in this Congress, the 
113th Congress, had any debate on any 
measure to replace the sequester—our 
Republican colleagues haven’t brought 
that to the floor—but it gets worse. 
Even though our Republican colleagues 
haven’t brought their proposal to the 
floor of this House to replace the se- 
quester in this Congress, we presented 
an alternative to the Rules Committee 
to replace the sequester and to do it in 
a balanced way, and we were denied an 
opportunity to have an _ up-or-down 
vote here in this Chamber today on 
that proposal to replace the sequester 
for the remainder of this fiscal year so 
that we would avoid those across-the- 
board, meat-ax cuts and avoid the job 
losses that both Mr. CANTOR and Mr. 
MCKEON talked about. 

We had a proposal to avoid all that— 
not even a vote today—and we pro- 
posed to do it in a balanced way, Mr. 
Chairman: to make some cuts to some 
of the big agriculture subsidies’ direct 
payments, also with some revenue by 
closing taxpayer breaks for the big oil 
companies. Our Republican colleagues 
continue to stick to the position that 
they won’t close one special interest 
tax break for the purpose of reducing 
the deficit, not one. They conceded in 
the last election that very wealthy in- 
dividuals benefit from those tax breaks 
disproportionately, but they don’t 
want to eliminate one of them for the 
purpose of reducing the deficit in a bal- 
anced way, combined with additional 
spending cuts, which is what our sub- 
stitute amendment would do. It’s im- 
portant for the people to know that we 
didn’t have a chance to vote on it. 

So, Mr. Chairman, it’s a sad reflec- 
tion on this body that we are here de- 
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bating a meaningless political action 
and ignoring the real work of the 
American people in this country to 
deal with the sequester in a balanced 
way and to prevent the job losses 
which Republican Members of this Con- 
gress have themselves said are on the 
horizon if we don’t take that action. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, my colleague from 
Maryland makes some interesting 
points. The problem with many of 
them is that they simply aren’t true. 

For example, the Congressional 
Budget Office gave their report on the 
economic situation today, and they 
have met their deadline, so contrary to 
what the gentleman from Maryland 
said. 

The gentleman also knows that the 
amendment that he offered, that he 
just cited that wasn’t to be made in 
order, was not germane. The rules of 
the House precluded that. 

And then he spent the majority of his 
time, Mr. Chairman, talking about the 
sequester, which is an important issue, 
there’s no doubt about it, but it’s not 
this issue. In fact, House Republicans 
passed a reconciliation bill last year 
that outlined the spending priorities 
that we would have, the spending re- 
duction priorities that we would place 
in place of the sequester, and that sat 
over in the Senate. So the ball is in the 
Senate’s court, the ball is in the Presi- 
dent’s court. 

Today we’re talking about H.R. 444, 
which is a bill that simply says to the 
President, Mr. President, when you 
submit your budget, just let us know 
when it balances—10 years, 20 years, 40 
years, 75 years. When does it balance? 
Just be honest and transparent with 
the American people. 

Mr. Chairman, as you know, we are 
the minority party here in Washington. 
Yes, we have the majority in the 
House, but we don’t have the majority 
in the Senate. We certainly don’t con- 
trol the White House. One of the roles 
of the minority is to provide account- 
ability to the other side and to provide 
a contrast. 

Well, as Mr. RYAN said in his opening 
remarks, it’s tough to have a contrast 
when you have specific legislation and 
you’re comparing it to a speech. It 
doesn’t work. The American people 
can’t tell who’s telling the truth and 
whose policies they would prefer. 
That’s why we believe it’s imperative— 
in fact, it’s the only fair thing to do— 
to have the President, when he submits 
his budget, to say, in fact, this is when 
it balances. 

And it’s instructive to know, Mr. 
Chairman, as you well know, that the 
past four budgets that the President 
has proposed have never come to bal- 
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ance, never. That’s important informa- 
tion, Mr. Chairman. It’s time for the 
President to admit that. 

So the record of the President isn’t 
great, aS you well know, on this: $6 
trillion of new debt on his watch, 4 
straight years of trillion-dollar-plus 
annual deficits, more borrowing, more 
spending, more debt, more dreams 
crushed. 

House Republicans have done our job. 
We put forward two budgets over the 
past 2 years when we’ve been in the 
majority in which we have said this is 
exactly how we would reform, save, 
strengthen, and secure the programs 
that are so necessary for this country, 
but also how we would get this country 
on a path to balance, not for balance’s 
sake, but because families do it, busi- 
nesses do it, and economies that don’t 
demonstrate balance cannot be vi- 
brant, cannot create jobs, cannot allow 
individuals to realize their dreams. So, 
Mr. Chairman, H.R. 444 is a common- 
sense piece of legislation. 

The gentleman from Maryland talked 
a lot about what the American people 
want. The polling industry, just earlier 
last month, said 72 percent of the 
Americans say that reducing the budg- 
et deficit is a, quote, top priority for 
the President and the Congress this 
year. It should be. Seventy-two per- 
cent. 

Mr. Chairman, we’re on the side of 
the American people. It’s time for the 
President to show us a budget that bal- 
ances or to state simply when his budg- 
et balances. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

There’s no doubt that it’s a priority 
of the American people, 72 percent of 
the American people, to reduce the def- 
icit. We need to reduce the deficit. 

In fact, in the last election, both can- 
didates talked about their plans for 
how to reduce that deficit in a smart 
and measured way. The American peo- 
ple spoke, and they said they preferred 
the balanced approach that the Presi- 
dent has laid out that includes a com- 
bination of cuts. And, by the way, we 
did more than $1.5 trillion of cuts 
through the combination of the Budget 
Control Act and the supplementals in 
the last 2 or 3 years. We’ve already 
done that. We need to keep making 
more cuts. And, in fact, our substitute 
proposal includes additional cuts. 

But in the last election, the Amer- 
ican people also said that we should 
close some of these tax breaks for spe- 
cial interests and very wealthy people. 
And yet our Republican colleagues 
have taken the position, the ironclad 
position, that you can’t close or elimi- 
nate one of those tax breaks that their 
Presidential candidate and Vice Presi- 
dential candidate talked about if you 
want to use that for the purpose of re- 
ducing the deficit. You can’t do it. 
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So, yes, we need to reduce the deficit. 
The President has a plan to do it. He 
just doesn’t do it the way our Repub- 
lican colleagues would do it, which is 
by whacking Social Security and Med- 
icaid, and by shortchanging important 
investments in our education and in 
our kids’ future. 

So, yes, reduce the deficit, but let’s 
do it in a sensible way. And the Presi- 
dent has the prerogative of getting to 
put forward his budget the way he 
would like to present it to Congress, 
and then Congress can do its work how- 
ever it wants. 

With that, I yield 4 minutes to my 
friend and colleague from Maryland, 
and someone who has been very focused 
on reducing our deficits in a respon- 
sible way, Mr. HOYER. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia said what the 
American people want. What the Amer- 
ican people don’t want is games. This 
is a game. This is a sham. This is a 
shame. 

What the American people want is 
honest legislation to address the chal- 
lenges that confront us. In 23 or 24 
days, we are going to face a sequester. 
That sequester, as has been pointed 
out, Mr. CANTOR and I agree on, it will 
have devastating, adverse, negative 
consequences for our economy, for the 
American people, and for the con- 
fidence of America. 

But we are not spending time to 
avoid the sequester. Mr. PRICE of Geor- 
gia, in fact, says this is not about the 
sequester. He’s right. 

Mr. RYAN said the Founding Fathers. 
The Founding Fathers had no idea and 
no intention the President of the 
United States would be involved in the 
budgeting process, period, none. Read 
the Constitution, my friends. I’ve 
heard a lot about that. The Founding 
Fathers thought it would be the legis- 
lative body, and the legislative body 
alone, that would have responsibility. 
It wasn’t, frankly, until the last cen- 
tury that the President played a sig- 
nificant role in the budget, because the 
Founding Fathers, if you read the Con- 
stitution, thought, under Article I, we 
were responsible. 

And now, my friends, we have a 
game. My friend from Georgia, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Georgia, 
said that we want a contrast. You have 
a contrast. You didn’t want a contrast. 
You didn’t make it in order, because 
you don’t want the contrast. 

What you want is your political mes- 
saging bill that at the end of the day 
will do zip, nada, zero to address the 
problems confronting America. It’s a 
game. Sadly, it’s a game because the 
American people deserve and need bet- 
ter from us—more responsibility, more 
reality, more honesty in the actions we 
take on this floor. This is a political 
messaging bill. It’s not even a very big 
bill. 
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By the way, the bill to which the 
gentleman from Georgia referred is not 
before this Congress. It was the last 
Congress. That Congress, I tell the gen- 
tleman, is over. But we have a respon- 
sibility in the 113th Congress to act re- 
sponsibly, not just to point to what 
was or was not done in the 112th Con- 
gress. 

This is a political messaging bill, Mr. 
Chairman, pure and simple. It does 
nothing to solve the most immediate 
problem we are now facing that is the 
looming sequester and all the uncer- 
tainty it is causing. 

What we ought to be working on this 
week is a bipartisan solution to the se- 
quester that averts the negative cuts, 
the adverse consequences that will 
take place, as I said, 23 to 24 days from 
now. Instead, Mr. Chairman, we hear 
not only silence from many on the Re- 
publican side, but irresponsible acqui- 
escence. 

Yesterday Republicans blocked con- 
sideration of an amendment by the 
ranking member of the Budget Com- 
mittee, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, that would 
replace the sequester with spending 
cuts and additional revenue, a balanced 
package. Now, my Republican friends 
probably would have voted against 
that, but they didn’t even allow the 
contrast of which the gentleman from 
Georgia speaks. Why? Because they 
want a unilateral message for their 
hardline constituents. That is why, Mr. 
Chairman. And it’s a shame, because 
the American people and our economy 
are suffering because of these actions. 
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This is very disappointing, as Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN’s amendment is exactly 
the approach we ought to consider on 
this floor. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional minute. 

Mr. HOYER. And the President of the 
United States, for contrast, I tell my 
friend from Georgia, supports this 
exact alternative. 

Will he support others in a com- 
promise? He will. But this is the alter- 
native that he supports, so it’s the con- 
trast that the gentleman seeks. 

I suggest perhaps we ask unanimous 
consent that they change their mind. 
To do so would be devastating, if we 
don’t fix the sequester, to our economy 
and our ability to create opportunities 
for America. 

It’s time that our friends in the ma- 
jority in this House stop pretending 
that the sequester is not dangerous or 
that it can be a viable tool to achieve 
the fiscal discipline we need. It’s not 
that tool and, in fact, it’s very dan- 
gerous. 

As we move closer toward the March 
1 deadline, I want to tell my friend 
from Georgia, whom I respect, that I 
would hope that we could engage in a 


February 5, 2013 


positive discussion and consideration 
on this floor of an alternative like Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN’s, not because you will 
support it, but because it is a viable, 
effective alternative, and then you pro- 
vide an effective alternative. There is 
no alternative in the bill you provide 
on this floor today. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I look forward to that debate as well, 
but that’s not the debate that we’re 
having today. The debate that we’re 
having today is a serious debate about 
whether or not we’re going to get our 
fiscal house in order and whether or 
not the President’s going to engage in 
a positive way. The President has put 
forward budgets that have not shown 
balance at all, ever. 

This is a serious debate. This is not a 
game. This is a serious debate about a 
serious issue. The same words were 
used by the gentleman on the bill that 
we had on the floor 2 weeks ago, the No 
Budget, No Pay Act. That was such a 
game that the Senate passed it and the 
President signed it. 

No, Mr. Chairman, this is serious 
business, and the American people 
know it, and they know that it’s time 
for the President and the Democratic- 
controlled Senate to step up and do 
their job. 

I’m pleased to yield 2 minutes to my 
friend from Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE). 

Mr. SCALISEH. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank my colleague, the gentleman 
from Georgia, for yielding and for 
bringing forward the Require a PLAN 
Act. 

You know, when our colleagues on 
the other side talk about games and all 
of these things that are frustrating and 
angering the American people, what 
angers them the most is when they 
don’t see Washington doing their job. 

The law says the President, the 
House, and the Senate have to produce 
a budget. Now, the House has met its 
legal obligation the last 2 years; the 
Senate, they’ve failed to produce a 
budget in 4 years; and the President 
has missed his legal deadline 4 of the 
last 5 years. 

One of my colleagues said that some- 
how it’s the Republicans’ fault this 
year that the President didn’t produce 
the budget on time. Okay. If that’s the 
case, then that means 3 of the other 4 
years is he going to blame, like, maybe 
the dog ate his homework, or maybe 
blame it on President Bush? At some 
point, this President’s got to take re- 
sponsibility and live by the same laws 
that American families live by. 

You know, American families, at the 
end of each year, they sit around the 
house kitchen table and they do a 
budget. They actually figure out what 
their priorities are going to be. And 
they look to Washington and they see 
a President and a Senate that literally 
ignore the law and say they’re not 
going to produce a budget. They’re not 
going to produce a budget that bal- 
ances. They’re not going to produce a 
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budget that sets priorities. They’re 
just going to keep borrowing money 
from China and sending the bill to our 
kids and our grandkids. And then the 
President wants to come and demand 
that Congress give him another credit 
card. 

We absolutely have to pay off the 
debts of the past. But when the Presi- 
dent says not only pay those debts off, 
but give him another credit card so he 
can keep spending money, but he 
doesn’t even lay out a plan of how he’s 
going to spend the money—and, oh, by 
the way, whatever he produces never 
ever balances. 

Is it too much just to ask the Presi- 
dent when is your budget going to fi- 
nally get to balance? If it’s not next 
year, if it’s not 10 years from now, if 
it’s not 20 years from now, at least put 
that transparency out there in public. 

He said he was going to be the most 
transparent President ever, and yet, 
when it comes time to actually deliver, 
to produce and to show something to 
the American people, he always wants 
to blame somebody else. 

We’ve got to stop living crisis to cri- 
sis, and one of the ways you stop this 
crisis of the moment is to finally 
produce a plan, lay something out. 
Let’s debate it. We can have disagree- 
ments over it, but you have to start 
with a plan, and that’s what this bill 
does. I urge my colleagues to adopt it. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
how much time remains? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Georgia has 21 minutes remaining. The 
gentleman from Maryland has 16% 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I’m pleased to yield 14% minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
NUNNELEE), a new member of the Budg- 
et Committee. 

Mr. NUNNELER. Mr. Chairman, 
we’ve heard the criticism, this is a 
game. Well, any family that has found 
themselves in a financial crisis knows 
this is not a game. I’m one of those 
families. 

Highteen years ago, I lost my job in 
a corporate merger. After 48 hours of 
depression, my wife and I woke up, 
made a pot of coffee, drew a line down 
the middle of the page, and on one side 
we wrote down, this is what we have 
coming in, on the other side we wrote 
down, this is how we’re going to spend 
it. 

In an economy when far too many of 
our friends and family members are out 
of work, there’s no question in my 
mind that while we’re debating this, 
there are families that are going 
through that exact exercise. Those 
families that are making those tough 
decisions in their family budgets have 
every reason to expect their policy- 
makers to do the same. 

We shed tears around the kitchen 
table that morning. Those families are 
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shedding tears around the kitchen 
table right now. They know that’s not 
a game. They expect Washington to 
come up with a budget, and that’s what 
this bill does. 

This bill says, Mr. President, give us 
a budget. Show us when it balances. 
Tell us when you have a balanced budg- 
et. We ask the President to do the 
same thing that American families are 
doing. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I’m pleased to yield 1⁄2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER), 
a new Member of the House. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 444, the Re- 
quire a PLAN Act, and commend my 
colleague from Georgia, Dr. PRICE, for 
his hard work on this issue. 

I’ve been surprised by some of the 
testimony on the other side of the aisle 
today. This bill says one very simple 
thing, that the President, when he sub- 
mits a budget, must say when or 
whether it balances. The American 
people deserve to know when the budg- 
et proposed by the President will budg- 
et. That’s all this bill requires. 

It doesn’t say the President has to 
balance the budget, though he should. 
It doesn’t say he needs to stop sending 
money we don’t have, though we must. 
It just asks him to tell the American 
people, when, if at all, the budget pro- 
posal will not be in deficit. 

This should not be a partisan issue. 
Past Presidents should have submitted 
balanced budgets. Our current Presi- 
dent should submit a balanced budget. 
Future Presidents should do the same. 

The Require a PLAN Act is a 
straightforward, commonsense step in 
the right direction. I urge my col- 
leagues to support the bill. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I’m pleased to yield 1⁄2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN). 

Mr. FLEISCHMANN. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of the Require a PLAN 
Act. Each year, law requires the Presi- 
dent to submit a budget by the first 
Monday in February. Yesterday Presi- 
dent Obama missed this deadline for 
the fourth time in 5 years. 

Mr. Chairman, the American people 
know what it’s like to work through 
tough times and to live on a budget. 
When my wife and I started our small 
business, we made only $50 the first 
month. We worked hard and made sac- 
rifices to live within our means. Fami- 
lies across this great Nation are still 
doing that, and it’s embarrassing that 
the President and Senate Democrats 
refuse to put forth a plan. 

Republicans have produced a budget 
that made tough choices but reduces 
our debt and achieves fiscal responsi- 
bility. The Require a PLAN Act de- 
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mands that the President explain to 
the American people how he intends to 
do the same. The great people of our 
Nation deserve at least that. 


1520 


Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I am pleased 
to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. Ross). 

Mr. ROSS. I thank the gentleman 
from Georgia for his exceptional work 
on this particular act. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of the PLAN Act. For the past few 
years, our government has been oper- 
ating off of stopgap measures that have 
led to frequent partisan debates and 
negotiations, threatening government 
shutdowns, and withholding pay from 
our men and women in uniform. At a 
time when our country is more than $16 
trillion in debt, all of which is saddled 
on our children and grandchildren, we 
must act on the years upon years of 
rampant, runaway Federal spending 
that has occurred under both political 
parties. To be effective, we must create 
a plan for how we spend the hard- 
earned taxpayers’ dollars. That plan is 
a budget—a budget that needs to bal- 
ance over time. 

The House has passed legislation 
each year that would work to balance 
our budget. Since the Senate will not 
take up our legislation that the coun- 
try and the people of Florida so des- 
perately need, we are calling upon the 
President to do his job: to propose a so- 
lution that will balance our budget 
throughout the next 10 years. 

The Senate has not passed a budget 
in nearly 4 years. On Monday, this 
President, for the fourth time, missed 
his legally obligated deadline for filing 
his budget request. We’re requiring the 
Senate and the President to show some 
leadership by submitting a budget plan 
to preserve America’s future. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. May I inquire as 
to how much time remains on each 
side. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Maryland has 1642 minutes remaining. 
The gentleman from Georgia has 16 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, if 
I could inquire, as I understand, we’re 
doing half of the total time tomorrow. 
Would the Chairman know how much 
time remains today on each side? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Maryland has a maximum of 16%2 min- 
utes. The gentleman from Georgia has 
16 minutes. The Chair cannot enforce 
informal agreements, and it is up to 
the gentlemen how much time they 
wish to consume today. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
my understanding is that we’re each 
going to take 15 minutes’ time, which 
would allow the gentleman 1% min- 
utes, and our side will take 1 minute. 
And I have no more speakers, other 
than myself to close. 
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Mr. VAN HOLLEN. That’s my under- 
standing, too. 

Mr. Chairman, let me just make a 
couple comments which are 100 percent 
accurate, just so people watching this 
can understand what we’re all talking 
about, since there’s a lot of confusion. 
The President is going to submit a 
budget. He has submitted a budget 
every year of his 4 years. Our Repub- 
lican colleagues don’t like the budgets 
that he submits, but they’re free to 
look at them. They’re transparent. 
They’re on the Internet. The President 
was late this year because we worked 
frantically to avoid the fiscal cliff and 
reach an agreement on January 2. You 
need to know what your revenues are 
going to be before you can put together 
a budget, number one. 

Number two, the House can take 
whatever action it wants on the Presi- 
dent’s budget. You can tell the people 
you don’t like it and you can have your 
own alternative, as you will. But he’s 
going to submit a budget that’s trans- 
parent, which is why we shouldn’t be 
wasting time talking about this on the 
floor of the House when in less than 1 
month we’re going to see these across- 
the-board meat-ax cuts take place that 
our Republican colleagues themselves 
have acknowledged are going to hurt 
jobs and hurt the economy, which is 
why we proposed an alternative, a sub- 
stitute to prevent those meat-ax cuts 
from taking place. And, unfortunately, 
our colleagues who keep saying they 
want an open and transparent process, 
put the gavel down and said, no, that 
this House of Representatives isn’t 
going to have a chance to vote on 
something to prevent the across-the- 
board sequester cuts. Instead, they just 
want to keep on whistling by this prob- 
lem. They haven’t taken it up in this 
Congress. 

So I urge my colleagues to get seri- 
ous, come back with a plan like ours 
and that will demonstrate, Mr. Chair- 
man, that we’re serious. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself 1 minute. 

Mr. Chairman, this is what it’s about. 
This is the debt of our country right 
down here. The red path is where we’re 
headed under this President’s pro- 
posals. The red path results in extreme 
hardship to all Americans, but espe- 
cially those at the lower end of the eco- 
nomic spectrum. 

We believe that it’s extremely impor- 
tant for the Nation to know that the 
positive, principled, fair, caring solu- 
tions that the Republicans put forward 
to save, strengthen, and secure the pro- 
grams are in contrast to a specific pro- 
posal from the other side. And to date, 
we haven’t seen that proposal. We’ve 
seen a lot of speeches. We’ve heard a 
lot of wonderful words. But the Amer- 
ican people need to know when the 
President’s budget balances. And this 
bill simply says, Mr. President, tell us 
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when your budget balances. Very com- 
mon sense. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time, and I move that the Com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. ROD- 
NEY DAVIS of Illinois) having assumed 
the chair, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Chair of 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 444) to require 
that, if the President’s fiscal year 2014 
budget does not achieve balance in a 
fiscal year covered by such budget, the 
President shall submit a supplemental 
unified budget by April 1, 2013, which 
identifies a fiscal year in which bal- 
ance is achieved, and for other pur- 
poses, had come to no resolution there- 
on. 
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CONGRATULATING DAN FISHER ON 
HIS RETIREMENT 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, today I rise to congratu- 
late Dan Fisher, the superintendent for 
the Bald Eagle School District in Cen- 
tre County, Pennsylvania, on his up- 
coming retirement and for his 40 years 
of education service. Dan Fisher began 
his education career at Bald Eagle 
Area School District as a teacher in 
1973. I had the privilege of having Mr. 
Fisher as a teacher, where I first 
learned the workings of government in 
a constitutional Republic. Dan later 
went on to become the assistant prin- 
cipal in 1982, the assistant super- 
intendent in 1985, and the district su- 
perintendent in 1989, where he served 
for 23 years. 

I have had the honor of serving on 
the Bald Eagle Area School Board with 
Mr. Fisher’s leadership as super- 
intendent. Dan has been a visionary for 
education and improving educational 
outcomes. Superintendent Fisher has 
tirelessly served as a leader in our 
community for the past 40 years. 

Thank you, Dan, for being such a 
tireless advocate for our kids. Thank 
you for being a friend to me and also 
my family. I wish you the very best in 
retirement. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CICILLINE (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of illness. 

Mr. CRAWFORD (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of a fam- 
ily emergency. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER (at the request 
of Mr. CANTOR) for today on account of 
illness. 


February 5, 2013 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 28 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, February 6, 2013, at 9 a.m. 


Ee 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

197. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Epoxy Polymer; Exemption from 
the Requirement of a Tolerance [EPA-HQ- 
OPP-2012-0615; FRL-9369-7] received January 
18, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

198. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Labeling of Pesticide Products 
and Devices for Export; Clarification of Re- 
quirements [EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0607; FRL- 
9360-8] (RIN: 2070-AJ59) received January 18, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

199. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; State of Missouri; 
Control of Sulfur Emissions from Stationary 
Boilers [EPA-R07-OAR-2012-0763; FRL-9772-6] 
received January 18, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

200. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 
transmitting the Centers’ final rule — Self- 
Contained Breathing Apparatus Remaining 
Service-Life Indicator Performance Require- 
ments [Docket No.: CDC-2012-0009; NIOSH- 
285] (RIN: 0920-AA38) received January 24, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

201. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En- 
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Energy Conservation Program: Test Proce- 
dures for Microwave Ovens [Docket No.: 
EERE-2008-BT-TP-0011] (RIN: 1904-AB78) re- 
ceived January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

202. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval, Disapproval and Pro- 
mulgation of State Implementation Plans; 
State of Utah; Regional Haze Rule Require- 
ments for Mandatory Class I Areas under 40 
CFR 51.309; Correction [EPA-R08-OAR-2011- 
0114; FRL-9771-9] received January 18, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

203. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, Placer County 
Air Pollution Control District [EPA-R09- 
OAR-2012-0849; FRL-9760-4] received January 
18, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 
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204. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Air Quality Implementation Plans; Massa- 
chusetts and New Hampshire; Enhanced 
Motor Vehicle Inspection and Maintenance 
Program [EPA-R01-OAR-2009-04383; EPA-R01- 
OAR-2012-0149; A-1-FRL-9754-6] received Jan- 
uary 18, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

205. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans and Designation of 
Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes; 
Alabama; Redesignation of the Birmingham 
1997 Annual Fine Particulate Matter Non- 
attainment Area to Attainment [EPA-R04- 
OAR-2011-0316; FRL-9771-1] received January 
18, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

206. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans and Designation of 
Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes; 
Alabama; Redesignation of the Birmingham 
2006 24-Hour Fine Particulate Matter Non- 
attainment Area to Attainment [EPA-R04- 
OAR-2011-0043; FRL-9771-2] received January 
18, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

207. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, South Coast Air 
Quality Management District [EPA-R09- 
OAR-2012-0611; FRL-9755-9] received January 
18, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

208. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — National Oil and Hazardous Sub- 
stances Pollution Contingency Plan; Revi- 
sion to Increase Public Availability of the 
Administrative Record File [EPA-HQ- 
SFUND-2012-0738; FRL-9772-9] (RIN: 2050- 
AG73) received January 18, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

209. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — National Emissions Standards 
for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Recipro- 
cating Internal Combustion Engines; New 
Source Performance Standards for Sta- 
tionary Internal Combustion Engines [EPA- 
HQ-OAR-2008-0708; FRL-9756-4] (RIN: 2060- 
AQ58) received January 18, 2018, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

210. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the Fis- 
cal Year (FY) 2012 Financial Report of the 
U.S. Government; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

211. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Federal Election Com- 
mission, transmitting in accordance with 
Section 647(b) of Title VI of the Consolidated 
Appropriations Act, FY 2004, Pub. L. 108-199, 
the Commission’s Report to Congress on FY 
2012 Competitive Sourcing Efforts; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

212. A letter from the Administrator, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
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transmitting a notification that funding 
under Title V, subsection 503(b)(8) of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act, as amended, has ex- 
ceeded $5 million for the cost of response and 
recovery efforts for FEMA-3356-EM in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania; to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

213. A letter from the General Counsel, Na- 
tional Mediation Board, transmitting the 
Board’s final rule — Representation Proce- 
dures and Rulemaking Authority [Docket 
No.: C-7034] (RIN: 3140-ZA01) received Janu- 
ary 24, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In- 
frastructure. 

214. A letter from the Branch Chief, Publi- 
cations and Regulations, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Extension of Guidance in Notice 2011-14 
and Rev. Proc. 2011-55 for Participants in the 
HFA Hardest Hit Fund, the Emergency 
Homeowners’ Loan Program, and Substan- 
tially Similar State Programs [Notice 2013-7] 
received January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

215. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— 2013 Cost-of-Living Adjustments to Cer- 
tain Tax Items (Rev. Proc. 2013-15) received 
January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

216. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Ap- 
plication of Retroactive Increase in Exclud- 
ible Transit Benefits [Notice 2013-8] received 
January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan (for 
himself, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mrs. ROBY, 
Mr. BACHUS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
FINCHER, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. JONES, 
Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
LUETKEMEYER, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. KELLY, and 
Mr. BOUSTANY): 

H.R. 493. A bill to prohibit funds appro- 
priated for the Department of Homeland Se- 
curity from being used to pay for an abor- 
tion, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 


By Mr. GERLACH (for himself, Mr. 

NEAL, Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Mr. DEFAZIO, and Mr. 
MCHENRY): 


H.R. 494. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide a reduced rate of 
excise tax on beer produced domestically by 
certain qualifying producers; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROSKAM (for himself and Mr. 
KIND): 

H.R. 495. A bill to make the Internal Rev- 
enue Service Free File Program permanent; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. CAMP: 

H.R. 496. A bill to require amounts remain- 
ing in Members’ representational allowances 
at the end of a fiscal year to be used for def- 
icit reduction or to reduce the Federal debt, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

By Mr. BARLETTA (for himself and 
Mr. SCHNEIDER): 

H.R. 497. A bill to allow that certain Fed- 
eral job training and career education pro- 
grams give priority to programs that lead to 
recognized postsecondary credentials; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD (for herself, 
Mr. WOLF, and Ms. DELAURO): 

H.R. 498. A bill to provide for programs and 
activities with respect to the prevention of 
underage drinking; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. POLIS (for himself, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Mr. COHEN, Ms. LEE of Cali- 
fornia, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. NADLER, 
Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
MORAN, and Ms. NORTON): 

H.R. 499. A bill to decriminalize marijuana 
at the Federal level, to leave to the States a 
power to regulate marijuana that is similar 
to the power they have to regulate alcohol, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on Energy and Commerce, Ways and 
Means, Natural Resources, and Agriculture, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 

H.R. 500. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for an option 
for any citizen or permanent resident of the 
United States to buy into Medicare; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself, 
Mr. POLIS, and Mr. COHEN): 

H.R. 501. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for the taxation 
of marijuana, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEFAZIO: 

H.R. 502. A bill to create an electronic em- 
ployment eligibility verification system to 
ensure that all workers in the United States 
are legally able to work, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committees on Ways 
and Means, and Education and the Work- 
force, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee (for himself, 
Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. YOUNG 
of Alaska, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. BISHOP 
of New York, Mr. WOLF, Mr. JONES, 
Mr. Cook, Mr. WALDEN, Mr. HALL, Mr. 
JOYCE, Mr. WHITFIELD, and Mr. MEAD- 
ows): 

H.R. 503. A bill to authorize the National 
Desert Storm Memorial Association to es- 
tablish the National Desert Storm and 
Desert Shield Memorial as a commemorative 
work in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. CULBERSON (for himself, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. MCKIN- 
LEY, and Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl- 
vania): 


958 


H.R. 504. A bill to save at least 
$10,000,000,000 by consolidating some duplica- 
tive and overlapping Government programs; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. NAD- 
LER, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. MAR- 
KEY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
COHEN, Mr. CLAY, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. GRAYSON, and 
Mr. GUTIERREZ): 

H.R. 505. A bill to repeal sequester while 
achieving balance in deficit reduction be- 
tween revenue and cuts, and between non-de- 
fense cuts and defense cuts, to invest in job 
creation, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committees on the Budget, Oversight 
and Government Reform, Armed Services, 
Education and the Workforce, Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure, and Financial 
Services, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. PoE of 
Texas, Mr. COSTA, Ms. BORDALLO, and 
Mr. DEUTCH): 

H.R. 506. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to strengthen enforcement of 
spousal court-ordered property distributions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 507. A bill to provide for the convey- 
ance of certain land inholdings owned by the 
United States to the Pascua Yaqui Tribe of 
Arizona, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself, Mrs. CARO- 
LYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
SESSIONS, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
KING of New York, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. 
Ross, Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. 
DUFFY, and Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 
York): 

H.R. 508. A bill to extend the Terrorism 
Risk Insurance Program for five years; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. HARPER (for himself and Mrs. 
McMorRIs RODGERS): 

H.R. 509. A bill to amend the Rehabilita- 
tion Act of 1973 to authorize grants for the 
transition of youths with significant disabil- 
ities to adulthood, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work- 
force. 

By Mr. HARPER (for himself and Mrs. 
MCMORRIS RODGERS): 

H.R. 510. A bill to amend the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act to make im- 
provements to the individualized education 
program under that Act and facilitate the 
transition of children with disabilities to 
adulthood, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HARPER (for himself and Mrs. 
McMorRIS RODGERS): 

H.R. 511. A bill to amend the Develop- 
mental Disabilities Assistance and Bill of 
Rights Act of 2000 to provide assistance to 
States for development and implementation 
of an individual transition plan for each indi- 
vidual with a developmental disability in the 
State who is making the transition from the 
secondary school system into adulthood, and 
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for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 
By Mr. SABLAN (for himself, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, and 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN): 

H.R. 512. A bill to encourage students from 
American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, and the 
United States Virgin Islands to become 
civically engaged through local and Federal 
government fellowships; to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. HARRIS (for himself, Mr. RAN- 
GEL, and Mr. HANNA): 

H.R. 518. A bill to establish the Harriet 
Tubman National Historical Park in Auburn, 
New York, and the Harriet Tubman Under- 
ground Railroad National Historical Park in 
Caroline, Dorchester, and Talbot Counties, 
Maryland, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida: 

H.R. 514. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow individuals to des- 
ignate overpayments of income tax for dis- 
aster relief; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ISRAEL (for himself, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Mr. HONDA, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 


DELAURO, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California, Mr. CLAY, and Mr. 
SERRANO): 


H.R. 515. A bill to amend the Family and 
Medical Leave Act of 1993 to provide leave 
because of the death of a son or daughter; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work- 
force, and in addition to the Committees on 
Oversight and Government Reform, and 
House Administration, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. MAFFEI: 

H.R. 516. A bill to extend the payroll tax 
reduction; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California, Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. 
GRIJALVA): 

H.R. 517. A bill to provide that 4 of the 12 
weeks of parental leave made available to a 
Federal employee shall be paid leave, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on House Administra- 
tion, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of 
New Mexico, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
SABLAN, Mr. HOLT, Ms. HANABUSA, 
Ms. CHU, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. HINO- 
JOSA, and Mr. RANGEL): 

H.R. 518. A bill to amend the Reclamation 
States Emergency Drought Relief Act of 1991 
for the purposes of extending the Reclama- 
tion States Emergency Drought Relief Act of 
1991 through 2018, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. NADLER (for himself, Mr. 
HANNA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. DENT, 
Mr. POLIS, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
Pocan, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. 
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CONYERS, Ms. LOFGREN, Ms. PELOSI, 
Mr. HOYER, Mr. HONDA, Mr. VAN HOL- 
LEN, and Mr. GARCIA): 

H.R. 519. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to promote family 
unity, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. ELLISON, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. McDERMOTT, Mr. GEORGE MILLER 
of California, Ms. MOORE, Mr. NAD- 
LER, Ms. NORTON, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Mississippi, Mr. HUFFMAN, and Mr. 
GRIJALVA): 

H.R. 520. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to conduct a study of alter- 
natives for commemorating and interpreting 
the role of the Buffalo Soldiers in the early 
years of the National Parks, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. BECERRA: 

H. Res. 52. A resolution electing Members 
to a certain standing committee of the 
House of Representatives; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H. Res. 53. A resolution electing Members 
to a standing committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mrs. 
Rosy, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. SCOTT of 
Virginia, Mr. PETERS of Michigan, 
Mr. LEWIS, Mr. CAMP, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Ms. CLARKE, 
Mr. COHEN, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. SEWELL 
of Alabama, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis- 
sissippi, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Ms. EDWARDS, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
DINGELL, Mr. FATTAH, Ms. McCOL- 
LUM, Ms. MOORE, Mr. NADLER, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. EDDIE BER- 
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 
WATT, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 
VELA, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. RUIZ, and Mr. 
BONNER): 

H. Res. 54. A resolution observing the 100th 
birthday of civil rights icon Rosa Parks and 
commemorating her legacy; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. WILSON of Florida (for herself, 
Mr. CLEAVER, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. 
SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. RUSH, Ms. 
LEE of California, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. CHU, Ms. BROWN of 
Florida, Ms. NORTON, Mr. CONYERS, 
and Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois): 

H. Res. 55. A resolution honoring the life of 
Trayvon Martin, urging the repeal of Stand 
Your Ground laws, and calling on the United 
States Government to address the crisis of 
racial profiling; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


EES 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 


By Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan: 
H.R. 493. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
The Spending Clause in Article I, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the Constitution. 
By Mr. GERLACH: 
H.R. 494. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. ROSKAM: 

H.R. 495. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 


lation pursuant to Article I, Section 8, which 
states ‘“‘The Congress shall have Power To 
lay and collect Taxes,’’ and Article I, Section 
7, which states ‘‘All Bills for raising Revenue 
shall originate in the House of Representa- 
tives.” 

By Mr. CAMP: 

H.R. 496. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 7 of section 9 of article 1 of the Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. BARLETTA: 

H.R. 497. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1, 3, and 18 of 
the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD: 

H.R. 498. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. POLIS: 

H.R. 499. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clause 1 (relating to 
the general welfare of the United States); 
and Article I, section 8, clause 3 (relating to 
the power to regulate interstate commerce). 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 

H.R. 500. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER: 

H.R. 501. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitution of the United States pro- 
vides clear authority for Congress to pass 
tax legislation. Article I of the Constitution, 
in detailing Congressional authority, pro- 
vides that ‘‘Congress shall have Power to lay 
and collect Taxes. . .’’ (Section 8, Clause 1). 
This legislation is introduced pursuant to 
that grant of authority. 

By Mr. DEFAZIO: 

H.R. 502. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8: 

To establish an uniform Rule of Natu- 
ralization, and uniform Laws on the subject 


of Bankruptcies throughout the United 
States; 
By Mr. ROE of Tennessee: 
H.R. 503. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress as stated 
in Article 1, Section 8, Clause 17 of the 
United States Constitution. 
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By Mr. CULBERSON: 

H.R. 504. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 9, Clause 7 which states 
in part: ‘‘No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury but in Consequence of Appropria- 
tions made by Law; and a regular Statement 
and Account of the Receipts and Expendi- 
tures of all public Money shall be published 
from time to time.” 

By Mr. ELLISON: 

H.R. 505. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1, 3, 12, 13, 14, 
and 18 

By Mr. COHEN: 

H.R. 506. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clauses 3 of Article I, Section 8 of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 507. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 508. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. HARPER: 

H.R. 509. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, §8, clause 1 

By Mr. HARPER: 

H.R. 510. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, §8, clause 1 

By Mr. HARPER: 

H.R. 511. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, §8, clause 1 

By Mr. SABLAN: 

H.R. 512. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the 
Constitution, Congress has the power to col- 
lect taxes and expend funds to provide for 
the general welfare of the United States. 
Congress may also make laws that are nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
their powers enumerated under Article I. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

H.R. 513. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the U.S. 
Constitution, relating to the power to make 
all laws necessary and proper for carrying 
out the powers vested in Congress. Also this 
legislation can be enacted under the author- 
ity granted in Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2, 
relating to the power of Congress to dispose 
of and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida: 

H.R. 514. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, including but 
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not limited to Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 
and 3. 
By Mr. ISRAEL: 
H.R. 515. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution 
By Mr. MAFFEI: 
H.R. 516. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 and Clause 18 of Sec- 
tion 8, of Article 1 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 


By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York: 
H.R. 517. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: The Congress 
shall have Power * * * To regulate Com- 
merce with foreign Nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 

H.R. 518. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 

By Mr. NADLER: 

H.R. 519. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 4 and 18 of the 
Constitution. 

By Ms. SPEIER: 

H.R. 520. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8: Congress shall have 
the power to regulate commerce among the 
states, and provide for the general welfare. 


EE 
ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 

H.R. 11: Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. PASTOR of Ari- 
zona, Mr. RICHMOND, and Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 

H.R. 22: Mr. CHAFFETZ. 

H.R. 55: Mr. JONES and Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 57: Mr. BENTIVOLIO. 

H.R. 61: Mr. KLINE. 

H.R. 93: Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina, and Mr. ISRAEL. 

H.R. 111: Ms. McCoLLuM, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. 
Scott of Virginia, Ms. SCHAKOWSKy, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. TONKO, 
Mr. TAKANO, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. CLAY, Mr. HAs- 
TINGS of Florida, and Mr. HECK of Nevada. 

H.R. 137: Ms. HAHN, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. FARR, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. HIGGINS, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. FATTAH, and Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. 

H.R. 138: Ms. HAHN, Mrs. LOWEy, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona, and Mr. LYNCH. 

H.R. 141: Ms. HAHN, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, and Mr. PASTOR 
of Arizona. 

H.R. 142: Ms. HAHN, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. CHU, 
and Mr. LYNCH. 

H.R. 168: Mr. BENTIVOLIO and Mr. ROKITA. 

H.R. 182: Ms. BORDALLO. 

H.R. 203: Mr. ROKITA and Mr. CALVERT. 

H.R. 217: Mr. CAMP. 

H.R. 258: Mr. GERLACH, Mr. WALDEN, and 
Mr. Issa. 

H.R. 260: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. 

H.R. 262: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 

H.R. 268: Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. WELCH, and Mr. 
HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 300: Mr. ROSKAM. 

H.R. 301: Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mrs. ELLMERS, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. FORTEN- 
BERRY, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. RoG- 
ERS of Alabama, Mrs. BACHMANN, and Mrs. 
HARTZLER. 
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H.R. 303: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. WALDEN, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. LATTA, Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. McGov- 
ERN, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
CALVERT. 

H.R. 312: Ms. BROWNLEY of California and 
Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 317: Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. 
PEARCE, and Mr. FLEMING. 

H.R. 318: Mr. KLINE. 

H.R. 320: Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. ENYART, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. HIGGINS, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Mr. LEWIS, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, and Mr. ScorTT of Virginia. 

H.R. 321: Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. 
PocaN, and Mr. LYNCH. 

H.R. 322: Mr. ISSA and Mr. PAULSEN. 

H.R. 324: Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 334: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. 

H.R. 352: Mr. HENSARLING. 

H.R. 360: Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. DANNY K. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. NEAL, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. CON- 
YERS, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. MOORE, Ms. NOR- 
TON, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. ENYART, Ms. HAHN, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. FATTAH, Mr. CLAY, and Ms. ESHOO. 

H.R. 367: Mr. WITTMAN and Mr. PAULSEN. 

H.R. 375: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. DIN- 
GELL, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl- 
vania, and Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 376: Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. 
PETERS of California, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. FARR, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California. 

H.R. 400: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

H.R. 403: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. 

H.R. 411: Ms. BORDALLO. 

H.R. 425: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 431: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. TIERNEY, and Mr. SWALWELL of 
California. 

H.R. 437: Mr. HIGGINS, Ms. CHU, Ms. FUDGE, 
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. COURTNEY, and Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 444: Mr. CALVERT, Mr. SALMON, Mr. 
LATTA, Mr. HALL, Mr. GosaR, Mr. FLORES, 
Mr. GIBBS, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
BILIRAKIS, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. GRIFFIN of Ar- 
kansas, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. REED, Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. DESANTIS, Mrs. WALORSKI, 
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. 
BARLETTA, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. RICE of South 
Carolina, Mr. BARTON, Mr. DAINES, Mr. 
PERRY, Mr. PITTS, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. CON- 
AWAY, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, 
Mr. HARRIS, Mr. OLSON, Mr. BROOKS of Ala- 
bama, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. GARDNER, and 
Mr. LAMALFA. 

H.R. 455: Mr. DINGELL, Mr. PETERS of 
Michigan, and Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 

H.R. 475: Mr. NEAL. 

H. Con. Res. 10: Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of 
California. 

H. Res. 30: Ms. McCOLLUM, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
KING of New York, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. GRIMM, 
Ms. MENG, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. 
DEUTCH, Mr. RANGEL, and Mr. OWENS. 

H. Res. 31: Mr. CONYERS. 

H. Res. 36: Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. MULVANEY, 
Mr. STIVERS, and Mr. STOCKMAN. 

H. Res. 50: Mr. MCGOVERN. 


EEE 
AMENDMENTS 


Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, 
proprosed amendments were submitted 
as follows: 
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H.R. 444 
OFFERED By: MR. VAN HOLLEN 
AMENDMENT No. 1: Strike all after the en- 
acting clause and insert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Balanced 
Approach to Deficit Reduction’’. 
SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Sec. 1. Short title. 
Sec. 2. Table of contents. 


TITLE I—BUDGET PROCESS AMEND- 
MENTS TO REPLACE FISCAL YEAR 2013 
SEQUESTRATION 


Sec. 101. Repeal and replace the 2018 seques- 
ter. 
Sec. 102. Protecting veterans programs from 
sequester. 
TITLE II—AGRICULTURAL SAVINGS 


Sec. 201. One-year extension of agricultural 
commodity programs, except 
direct payment programs. 

TITLE III—OIL AND GAS SUBSIDIES 


Sec. 301. Limitation on section 199 deduction 
attributable to oil, natural gas, 
or primary products thereof. 

302. Prohibition on using last-in, first- 
out accounting for major inte- 
grated oil companies. 

303. Modifications of foreign tax credit 
rules applicable to major inte- 
grated oil companies which are 
dual capacity taxpayers. 


TITLE IV—THE BUFFETT RULE 

401. Fair share tax on high-income tax- 
payers. 

TITLE V—SENSE OF THE HOUSE 


501. Sense of the House on the need for 
a fair, balanced and bipartisan 
approach to long-term deficit 
reduction. 

TITLE I—BUDGET PROCESS AMENDMENTS 
TO REPLACE FISCAL YEAR 2013 SEQUES- 
TRATION 

SEC. 101. REPEAL AND REPLACE THE 2013 SE- 

QUESTER. 

(a) ELIMINATION OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2013 
SEQUESTRATION FOR DISCRETIONARY SPEND- 
ING.—Section 251A(7)(A) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 is repealed. 

(b) ELIMINATION OF THE FISCAL YEAR 20138 
SEQUESTRATION FOR DIRECT SPENDING.—Any 
sequestration order issued by the President 
under the Balanced Budget and Emergency 
Deficit Control Act of 1985 to carry out re- 
ductions to direct spending for fiscal year 
2013 pursuant to section 251A of such Act 
shall have no force or effect. 

(c) SAVINGS.—The savings set forth by the 
enactment of title II shall achieve the sav- 
ings that would otherwise have occurred as a 
result of the sequestration under section 
251A of the Balanced Budget and Emergency 
Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

SEC. 102. PROTECTING VETERANS PROGRAMS 

FROM SEQUESTER. 

Section 256(e)(2)(E) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 is 
repealed. 


TITLE II—AGRICULTURAL SAVINGS 


SEC. 201. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AGRICUL- 
TURAL COMMODITY PROGRAMS, EX- 

CEPT DIRECT PAYMENT PROGRAMS. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Except as provided in sub- 
section (b) and notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the authorities provided by 
each provision of title I of the Food, Con- 
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public 
Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 1651) and each amend- 
ment made by that title (and for mandatory 
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programs at such funding levels), as in effect 
on September 30, 2018, shall continue, and 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall carry out 
the authorities, until September 30, 2014. 

(b) TERMINATION OF DIRECT PAYMENT PRO- 
GRAMS.— 

(1) COVERED COMMODITIES.—The extension 
provided by subsection (a) shall not apply 
with respect to the direct payment program 
under section 1103 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8713). 

(2) PEANUTS.—The extension provided by 
subsection (a) shall not apply with respect to 
the direct payment program under section 
1303 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7953). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
take effect on the earlier of— 

(1) the date of the enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) September 30, 2013. 

TITLE ITI—OIL AND GAS SUBSIDIES 
SEC. 301. LIMITATION ON SECTION 199 DEDUC- 
TION ATTRIBUTABLE TO OIL, NAT- 
URAL GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS 
THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION.—Paragraph (4) of 
section 199(c) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subparagraph: 

“(E) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN OIL AND GAS 
INCOME.—In the case of any taxpayer who is 
a major integrated oil company (as defined 
in section 167(h)(5)(B)) for the taxable year, 
the term ‘domestic production gross re- 
ceipts’ shall not include gross receipts from 
the production, transportation, or distribu- 
tion of oil, natural gas, or any primary prod- 
uct (within the meaning of subsection (d)(9)) 
thereof.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years ending after December 31, 2013. 

SEC. 302. PROHIBITION ON USING LAST-IN, FIRST- 
OUT ACCOUNTING FOR MAJOR INTE- 
GRATED OIL COMPANIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 472 of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

“(h) MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL COMPANIES.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of this 
section, a major integrated oil company (as 
defined in section 167(h)(5)(B)) may not use 
the method provided in subsection (b) in 
inventorying of any goods.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE AND SPECIAL RULE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendment made by 
subsection (a) shall apply to taxable years 
ending after December 31, 2018. 

(2) CHANGE IN METHOD OF ACCOUNTING.—In 
the case of any taxpayer required by the 
amendment made by this section to change 
its method of accounting for its first taxable 
year ending after December 31, 2013— 

(A) such change shall be treated as initi- 
ated by the taxpayer, 

(B) such change shall be treated as made 
with the consent of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and 

(C) the net amount of the adjustments re- 
quired to be taken into account by the tax- 
payer under section 481 of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 shall be taken into account 
ratably over a period (not greater than 8 tax- 
able years) beginning with such first taxable 
year. 

SEC. 303. MODIFICATIONS OF FOREIGN TAX 
CREDIT RULES APPLICABLE TO 
MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL COMPA- 
NIES WHICH ARE DUAL CAPACITY 
TAXPAYERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 901 of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re- 
designating subsection (n) as subsection (0) 
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and by inserting after subsection (m) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

‘“(n) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO MAJOR IN- 
TEGRATED OIL COMPANIES WHICH ARE DUAL 
CAPACITY TAXPAYERS.— 

“(1) GENERAL RULE.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this chapter, any amount 
paid or accrued by a dual capacity taxpayer 
which is a major integrated oil company (as 
defined in section 167(h)(5)(B)) to a foreign 
country or possession of the United States 
for any period shall not be considered a tax— 

“(A) if, for such period, the foreign country 
or possession does not impose a generally ap- 
plicable income tax, or 

“(B) to the extent such amount exceeds the 
amount (determined in accordance with reg- 
ulations) which— 

“(i) is paid by such dual capacity taxpayer 
pursuant to the generally applicable income 
tax imposed by the country or possession, or 

“(ii) would be paid if the generally applica- 

ble income tax imposed by the country or 
possession were applicable to such dual ca- 
pacity taxpayer. 
Nothing in this paragraph shall be construed 
to imply the proper treatment of any such 
amount not in excess of the amount deter- 
mined under subparagraph (B). 

‘(2) DUAL CAPACITY TAXPAYER.—For pur- 
poses of this subsection, the term ‘dual ca- 
pacity taxpayer’ means, with respect to any 
foreign country or possession of the United 
States, a person who— 

“(A) is subject to a levy of such country or 
possession, and 

“(B) receives (or will receive) directly or 
indirectly a specific economic benefit (as de- 
termined in accordance with regulations) 
from such country or possession. 

‘(3) GENERALLY APPLICABLE INCOME TAX.— 
For purposes of this subsection— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘generally ap- 
plicable income tax’ means an income tax 
(or a series of income taxes) which is gen- 
erally imposed under the laws of a foreign 
country or possession on income derived 
from the conduct of a trade or business with- 
in such country or possession. 

“(B) EXCEPTIONS.—Such term shall not in- 
clude a tax unless it has substantial applica- 
tion, by its terms and in practice, to— 

“(i) persons who are not dual capacity tax- 
payers, and 

“(ii) persons who are citizens or residents 
of the foreign country or possession.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
this section shall apply to taxes paid or ac- 
crued in taxable years beginning after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) CONTRARY TREATY OBLIGATIONS 
UPHELD.—The amendments made by this sec- 
tion shall not apply to the extent contrary 
to any treaty obligation of the United 
States. 

TITLE IV—THE BUFFETT RULE 
SEC. 401. FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH-INCOME TAX- 
PAYERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter A of chapter 1 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new part: 

“PART VII—FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH- 

INCOME TAXPAYERS 
“SEC. 59B. FAIR SHARE TAX. 

“(a) GENERAL RULE.— 

‘(1) PHASE-IN OF TAX.—In the case of any 
high-income taxpayer, there is hereby im- 
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posed for a taxable year (in addition to any 
other tax imposed by this subtitle) a tax 
equal to the product of— 

“(A) the amount determined under para- 
graph (2), and 

‘“(B) a fraction (not to exceed 1)— 

“(i) the numerator of which is the excess 
of— 

“(I) the taxpayer’s adjusted gross income, 
over 

‘(ID the dollar amount in effect under sub- 
section (c)(1), and 

“(ii) the denominator of which is the dollar 
amount in effect under subsection (c)(1). 

‘“(2) AMOUNT OF TAX.—The amount of tax 
determined under this paragraph is an 
amount equal to the excess (if any) of— 

“(A) the tentative fair share tax for the 
taxable year, over 

“(B) the excess of— 

“(i) the sum of— 

“(ID) the regular tax liability (as defined in 
section 26(b)) for the taxable year, 

‘(II) the tax imposed by section 55 for the 
taxable year, plus 

““(IIT) the payroll tax for the taxable year, 
over 

“(i) the credits allowable under part IV of 
subchapter A (other than sections 27(a), 31, 
and 34). 


“(b) TENTATIVE FAIR SHARE TAX.—For pur- 
poses of this section— 

**(1) IN GENERAL.—The tentative fair share 
tax for the taxable year is 30 percent of the 
excess of— 

“(A) the adjusted gross income of the tax- 
payer, over 

“(B) the modified charitable contribution 
deduction for the taxable year. 

“(2) MODIFIED CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTION 
DEDUCTION.—For purposes of paragraph (1)— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The modified charitable 
contribution deduction for any taxable year 
is an amount equal to the amount which 
bears the same ratio to the deduction allow- 
able under section 170 (section 642(c) in the 
case of a trust or estate) for such taxable 
year as— 

“(i) the amount of itemized deductions al- 
lowable under the regular tax (as defined in 
section 55) for such taxable year, determined 
after the application of section 68, bears to 

“(i) such amount, determined before the 
application of section 68. 

“(B) TAXPAYER MUST ITEMIZE.—In the case 
of any individual who does not elect to 
itemize deductions for the taxable year, the 
modified charitable contribution deduction 
shall be zero. 


‘“(c) HIGH-INCOME TAXPAYER.—For purposes 
of this section— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘high-income 
taxpayer’ means, with respect to any taxable 
year, any taxpayer (other than a corpora- 
tion) with an adjusted gross income for such 
taxable year in excess of $1,000,000 (50 percent 
of such amount in the case of a married indi- 
vidual who files a separate return). 

‘‘(2) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.— 

‘“*(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a taxable 
year beginning after 2014, the $1,000,000 
amount under paragraph (1) shall be in- 
creased by an amount equal to— 

““(i) such dollar amount, multiplied by 

“Gi) the cost-of-living adjustment deter- 
mined under section 1(f)(8) for the calendar 
year in which the taxable year begins, deter- 
mined by substituting ‘calendar year 2013’ 
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for ‘calendar year 1992’ in subparagraph (B) 
thereof. 

‘(B) ROUNDING.—If any amount as adjusted 
under subparagraph (A) is not a multiple of 
$10,000, such amount shall be rounded to the 
next lowest multiple of $10,000. 

‘“(d) PAYROLL TAX.—For purposes of this 
section, the payroll tax for any taxable year 
is an amount equal to the excess of— 

“(1) the taxes imposed on the taxpayer 
under sections 1401, 1411, 3101, 3201, and 
3211(a) (to the extent such taxes are attrib- 
utable to the rate of tax in effect under sec- 
tion 3101) with respect to such taxable year 
or wages or compensation received during 
the taxable year, over 

‘(2) the deduction allowable under section 
164(f) for such taxable year. 

‘(e) SPECIAL RULE FOR ESTATES AND 
TRUSTS.—For purposes of this section, in the 
case of an estate or trust, adjusted gross in- 
come shall be computed in the manner de- 
scribed in section 67(e). 

‘(f) NOT TREATED AS TAX IMPOSED BY THIS 
CHAPTER FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.—The tax 
imposed under this section shall not be 
treated as tax imposed by this chapter for 
purposes of determining the amount of any 
credit under this chapter (other than the 
credit allowed under section 27(a)) or for pur- 
poses of section 55.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
26(b)(2) of such Code is amended by redesig- 
nating subparagraphs (C) through (X) as sub- 
paragraphs (D) through (Y), respectively, and 
by inserting after subparagraph (B) the fol- 
lowing new subparagraph: 

“(C) section 59B (relating to fair share 
tax),’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
parts for subchapter A of chapter 1 of such 
Code is amended by adding at the end the 
following new item: 


“Part VII—Fair Share Tax on High-Income 
Taxpayers”. 


(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2013. 


TITLE V—SENSE OF THE HOUSE 


SEC. 501. SENSE OF THE HOUSE ON THE NEED 
FOR A FAIR, BALANCED AND BIPAR- 
TISAN APPROACH TO LONG-TERM 
DEFICIT REDUCTION. 

(a) The House finds that— 

(1) every bipartisan commission has rec- 
ommended—and the majority of Americans 
agree—that we should take a balanced, bi- 
partisan approach to reducing the deficit 
that addresses both revenue and spending; 
and 

(2) sequestration is a meat-ax approach to 
deficit reduction that imposes deep and 
mindless cuts, regardless of their impact on 
vital services and investments. 

(b) It is the sense of the House that the 
Congress should replace the entire 10-year 
sequester established by the Budget Control 
Act of 2011 with a balanced approach that 
would increase revenues without increasing 
the tax burden on middle-income Americans, 
and decrease long-term spending while main- 
taining the Medicare guarantee, protecting 
Social Security and a strong social safety 
net, and making strategic investments in 
education, science, research, and critical in- 
frastructure necessary to compete in the 
global economy. 
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HONORING MR. JOEL GORELICK ON 
HIS RETIREMENT 


HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure that | stand before you today to 
honor Mr. Joel Gorelick on his retirement from 
his position as president and chief administra- 
tive officer of Peoples Bank. Joel’s many 
years of dedication and expertise in the bank- 
ing industry have been a remarkable asset to 
the community of northwest Indiana. In honor 
of Joel’s retirement, a reception will be held on 
Friday, January 25, 2013, at Briar Ridge 
Country Club in Schererville, Indiana. 

Joel Gorelick was born and raised in north- 
west Indiana and graduated from Ball State 
University. He went on to receive a master’s 
degree in business administration from Indiana 
University and also attended the Graduate 
School of Banking at the University of Wis- 
consin at Madison. In 1983, Mr. Gorelick 
joined Peoples Bank as the vice president for 
commercial lending. In this role, Joel was able 
to effectively develop the bank’s commercial 
line of business and established Peoples Bank 
as a leader in small business lending. For his 
tremendous success, he was awarded the 
Small Business Advocate award from the En- 
trepreneurial Excellence program, hosted by 
the Northwest Indiana Small Business Devel- 
opment Center, and was named the 2000 
Board Member of the Year by the National As- 
sociation of Development Companies. In 2005, 
Joel was promoted to president and chief ad- 
ministrative officer of Peoples Bank. He played 
a major role in the development of the cor- 
porate office in Munster, Indiana and in the 
expansion of the bank throughout Lake and 
Porter Counties. Joel Gorelick is known for his 
energetic dedication to serving the people of 
the community and has been called a mentor 
and coach for the bank’s personnel. 

Ever a good man of business, Joel realized 
that his responsibility was not simply to ensure 
the success of Peoples Bank, but to leave the 
world better than he found it. Mr. Gorelick self- 
lessly and passionately gives of his time 
through his involvement in various community 
organizations and civic activities, including the 
Northwest Indiana Regional Development 
Company, the Indiana Bankers Association, 
the Lake County Economic Development Cor- 
poration, and the Boys and Girls Club of 
Northwest Indiana, for which he is currently 
providing direction to the executive committee 
of the Tolleston Project, a campaign to build a 
new home for the Boys and Girls Club in 
Gary, Indiana. 

Joel’s excellence in his field and commit- 
ment to charitable endeavors throughout the 
community is exceeded only by his devotion to 
his amazing family. Joel and his wonderful 


wife, Marcia, have two beloved sons and two 
grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my other distin- 
guished colleagues to join me in honoring Joel 
Gorelick for his lifetime of leadership and serv- 
ice to the community. His constant effort to im- 
prove the quality of life for the people of north- 
west Indiana is truly inspirational. Joel has 
been able to positively impact the lives of 
countless individuals and is worthy of the high- 
est praise. | ask that you join me in wishing 
him well upon his retirement. 


—— 


HONORING THE CENTENNIAL OF 
THE MORRIS MUSEUM 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the Morris Museum in Morris 
County, New Jersey, which is celebrating its 
Centennial in 2013. 

The Morris Museum began as a small ex- 
hibit in the Morristown Neighborhood House 
located on Flagler Street in Morristown. With 
the collections rapidly growing, by 1927 the 
exhibit had encompassed seven rooms. At this 
time the exhibit contained 19th century arti- 
cles, European and Asian artifacts, along with 
rocks, minerals, and fossils. Looking to ex- 
pand to a larger venue, the exhibit moved to 
the Maple Avenue School and stayed until 
1956 where it was officially incorporated in 
1946. This venue enabled the Morris Museum 
to create better programs for children and co- 
ordinate these programs with the curriculum 
being taught in surrounding schools. These 
programs included use of dioramas, panels, 
and an outreach program centered on Native 
American civilization. 

Having expanded out of its four prior loca- 
tions, in 1964 the museum moved to its cur- 
rent location at the historic Twin Oaks Man- 
sion, formally owned by the Frelinghuysen 
family. This gave the organization the oppor- 
tunity to expand programs to all ages and add 
to its visual art exhibits. By 1970, the gallery 
was enlarged significantly through facility addi- 
tions and the 312 seat Bickford Theatre was 
added. The museum received the prestigious 
honor, in 1973, of being the first New Jersey 
museum to be recognized by the American 
Association of Museums. Finally, by 1990 the 
name had been changed to the current title of 
the Morris Museum and had expanded to a 
total of 75,524 square feet. 

The Morris Museum mission has continu- 
ously been, “to elevate the cultural conscious- 
ness, excite the mind and enhance the quality 
of life by advancing the understanding and en- 
joyment of the visual and performing arts, nat- 
ural and physical sciences and humanities.” It 
does this through state-of-the-art programs it 


provides to the public. Such programs include 
Tot Tours and ArtWALK, are designed to instill 
an early love for art in toddlers and their care- 
givers, as well as the “Museum Loan Pro- 
gram,” which lends over 1,400 exhibit kits to 
schools, libraries, and district organizations. 
The Morris Museum also provides an excellent 
Transportation Program designed to transport 
children in underprivileged areas, such as 
Newark, Elizabeth, Jersey City, and Dover, to 
view the galleries and participate in hands-on 
activities. Adults can also benefit through the 
Adult Outreach Programs, which include Adult 
Tour Programs and Senior Fridays aimed at 
assisted living facilities and nursing homes. 
Services include exhibition tours, appealing 
discussions, and free refreshments. 

Today, the museum possesses an average 
attendance of 438,000 visitors per year and 
contains a diverse assembly of people from 15 
counties and different socio-economic and eth- 
nic groups. Permanent displays include geol- 
ogy, animals, model railroads, historical crafts, 
pottery, carving, basketry, and textiles of all 
cultural backgrounds. In addition to these dis- 
plays is the exhibition of 150 pieces from the 
expansive and world renowned Murtogh D. 
Guinness collection of mechanical musical in- 
struments and automata. The Museum also in- 
cludes natural science, paleontology, and an- 
thropology exhibits for those interested in ex- 
panding their scholastic knowledge. 

As of 2012, The Morris Museum has won 
numerous awards such as an award for Excel- 
lence in Tourism by the Department of Travel 
and Tourism, Outstanding Arts Organization 
by the Arts Council of the Morris Area, and 
has been recognized by the NJSCA as a 
Major Arts Institution for the past seven years 
in a row. Identified as a major influence on so- 
ciety, the museum has clearly exemplified the 
arts in a positive manner throughout its life- 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and your colleagues 
to join me in congratulating the Morris Mu- 
seum as it celebrates its Centennial. 
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HONORING THE RETIREMENT OF 
OFFICER RALPH SCHAUF 


HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to con- 
gratulate Police Officer Ralph Schauf Star 
Number 2829, on his recent retirement from 
his position as the Labor Liaison Officer in the 
Intelligence Section of the Chicago Police De- 
partment. 

For the last 35 years, Officer Schauf worked 
to protect the citizens of the City of Chicago. 
Ralph began his career January 3, 1977 work- 
ing in the 12th District Monroe Street. Over 
time, he worked in Special Operations Group 
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and Gang Crimes North, the Intelligence Divi- 
sion with the FBI Joint Terrorism Task Force, 
the 18th District Chicago Avenue, and the 
17th District Albany Park. When he worked at 
the Education and Training Division, Ralph 
was the original “Red Man” in the physical 
skills section. He would put on a protective red 
suit and during scenario and control tactics 
training was the subject the recruits had to 
control and place in custody. He taught recruit 
and in-service classes in a variety of subjects. 
While at the 17th and 18th Districts, he 
worked in Community Policing. In the 18th 
District, he worked with the Police Explorers 
and youth programs, and in the 17th District, 
he was the community and elected officials li- 
aison for quality of life enforcement. He was 
on a leave of absence for about 2 years as an 
inspector at the Illinois State Police. Ralph 
concluded his illustrious career on November 
16, 2012 in the Intelligence Section as the 
Labor Liaison Officer ensuring proper police 
service for organized labor activities. 

His dedication to his fellow officers, his job 
and the city he loves is an example of why 
Chicago is known as “The City That Works.” 

Ralph would be the first to tell you that his 
family is his first priority, and they have pro- 
vided support throughout his career. He has 
been happily married to his wonderful wife, 
Antoinette, for 15 years. His family also in- 
cludes his son, Ralph Schauf, Jr., who is now 
a Trooper with the Illinois State Police, and his 
wife, Jennifer, his daughter, Adriane, and his 
granddaughter, Olivia Ruth. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in applauding Officer Schauf’s years of service 
to the City of Chicago and the Chicago Police 
Department, | hope that his dedication and 
hard work inspire us all to see the difference 
we can make by serving our local commu- 
nities. | wish him a happy and successful re- 
tirement and all of the best in the future. 


ee 


INTRODUCING THE DONATE FOR 
DISASTER RELIEF ACT 


HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to introduce the Donate for Disaster 
Relief Act. 

Forty-seven major disasters were declared 
last year. The year before that, we had 99 
major disasters. Three major disasters have 
already been declared in 2013. On top of that, 
there were a number of smaller incidents that 
do not rank on the scale. A tornado that de- 
stroys a single house might not be a “super 
storm,” but for the family that lost its home, 
that tornado certainly is a major disaster. 

Things are not going to get better. There 
are going to be more major disasters. We are 
going to have to pay for the response and re- 
pair. We need to start thinking about what we 
can do ahead of time to be prepared for when 
they strike. We don’t have to wait for the worst 
to happen before we actually do something. 
This bill will help us get ready beforehand. 
Why wait? 

The Donate for Disaster Relief Act creates 
a completely voluntary cheek-off on income 
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tax returns that lets taxpayers elect to donate 
to a disaster relief trust. This bill is an oppor- 
tunity for us to share our selflessness and 
generosity before an emergency situation. 

The harsh reality of disasters is that while 
we may not be able to predict when, we cer- 
tainly can be prepared. The altruism of the 
American people is on display in their willing- 
ness to pitch in and help those in their great- 
est time of need. This bill creates an easy way 
for concerned Americans to anticipate the 
need for disaster relief, wherever and when- 
ever it may be necessary. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, due to a 
long-scheduled event, | was unable to be in 
Washington, DC for the votes that occurred on 
February 4, 2013. As a result, | missed the 
votes listed below. | regret missing these and 
had | been in Washington, DC, | would have 
voted as follows: 

H.R. 297: Children’s Hospital GME Support 
Reauthorization Act of 2013—I would have 
voted yes on H.R. 297. This critical legislation, 
to extend and reauthorize payments to chil- 
dren’s hospitals so that they can continue to 
educate the next generation of doctors, is es- 
sential not just for my district, but the entire 
country. As we move forward with imple- 
menting the Affordable Care Act and expand- 
ing access to health services for millions of 
U.S. citizens, it’s essential that we continue to 
grow our medical workforce by partnering with 
our local hospitals. 

H.R. 225: National Pediatric Research Net- 
work Act of 2013—I would have voted yes on 
H.R. 225. This legislation furthers pediatric 
medical research by bringing together a spec- 
trum of experts working to advance treatments 
and cures for our children. By using a consor- 
tium model, doctors and researchers will be 
fighting disease instead of with each other for 
scarce research dollars. 
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HONORING THE LIFE OF EMANUEL 
GOLD 


HON. GRACE MENG 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Ms. MENG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the life and service of Emanuel 
Gold, known to his friends as Manny. After a 
long fight with cancer, Manny passed away at 
77. 

Manny Gold began his distinguished career 
in Albany, New York as Counsel to the Major- 
ity Leader of the New York State Senate in 
1965. At 35 years old, he was elected to the 
Assembly, and a year later to the New York 
State Senate where he would serve for 27 
years. 

Manny had a great sense of humor and was 
well regarded on both sides of the aisle. His 
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tireless work throughout his career perma- 
nently bettered New York State, New York 
City and the Borough of Queens. 

One of Manny’s greatest legislative accom- 
plishments was the “Son of Sam” law, which 
prohibited criminals from profiting from their 
crimes. This landmark legislation helped lay 
the foundation for similar laws around the 
country. 

Manny was an avid photographer and could 
often be seen taking pictures of the State 
Capitol and Executive Office Building in Al- 
bany. In his earlier days Manny was a boxer, 
but he quickly made a transition to the less 
physically demanding sport of golf which he 
played over the course of his long life. His 
love for music was as strong as it was for 
sports and politics, exemplified by the sym- 
phony orchestras he conducted. 

Mr. Speaker, Manny was a tireless public 
servant for the citizens of New York and al- 
ways made it a priority to put his constituents 
first. Even with the loss of his beloved sons 
Adam and Jeffery he continued to be a strong 
leading voice for the people of New York. 

With work that spanned over three decades 
he exemplified the meaning of courage and 
strength by sponsoring legislation that touched 
the lives of many who lived and worked in 
Queens. These bills included a measure to 
mandate that New York City hospitals provide 
Emergency Room treatment and to make pub- 
lic buildings more accessible for the disabled. 

The legacy that he leaves reflects the love 
for his New York family, but more importantly 
the love he had for wife Judith, his surviving 
children Sue and Steve, his daughter Bonnie 
and his granddaughters Emily and Jackie. 

Mr. Speaker, for his service to New York 
State, advocacy for Queens, and devotion to 
his family and friends, | ask all of my col- 
leagues in the House of Representatives to 
join me in honoring Emanuel Gold. 


ES 


CONGRATULATING REV. GREGORY 
NELSON DAVIS ON HIS RETIRE- 
MENT 


HON. BRUCE L. BRALEY 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Speaker, for the 
past 34 years, Rev. Gregory Nelson Davis has 
been a familiar figure in Johnston, lowa. This 
month marks a bittersweet occasion: it is Rev. 
Davis’ last month of work for the St. James 
Lutheran Church before he steps down as its 
pastor. 

Joining the ministry was not Davis’ first goal 
in life, but he attributes his career to the love 
he has for his congregation. After studying 
philosophy as an undergraduate, Davis de- 
cided to continue his education by getting a 
Masters Degree in Philosophy. He then de- 
cided to attend seminary, because he wanted 
to make a difference in people’s lives every 
day. 

For the past 28 years, Davis has been the 
pastor at St. James Lutheran Church, and has 
doubled its congregation since he started 
preaching there. 

It is fitting that he now wants to focus on his 
own family after giving so much of his life to 
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others. Once he steps down from the pulpit he 
is excited at the prospect of spending more 
time as a husband and as a grandfather to his 
two grandchildren. 


Rev. Davis will give his last sermon on Feb- 
ruary 17th. | thank him for his years of hard 
work guiding people in the right direction and 
wish him the best in his retirement. 


e 


21ST ANNIVERSARY OF THE TRAG- 
EDY IN KHOJALY, AZERBAIJAN 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, as the Co- 
Chairman of the House Azerbaijan Caucus, | 
rise today to bring attention to the tragedy that 
took place in Khojaly, Azerbaijan, a town and 
townspeople that were destroyed on February 
26, 1992. 


This month we will mark the 21st anniver- 
sary of that devastating and heartbreaking 
day. Sadly, today there is little attention or in- 
terest paid to the plight of Khojaly outside of 
Azerbaijan. However, one of our greatest 
strengths as elected officials is the opportunity 
to bring to light truths that are little known and 
command recognition. As a friend of Azer- 
baijan, | am proud to remind my colleagues 
that we must never forget the tragedy that 
took place at Khojaly. 


At the time, the Khojaly tragedy was widely 
documented by the international media, includ- 
ing the Boston Globe, Washington Post, New 
York Times, Financial Times, and many other 
European and Russian news agencies. 


Khojaly, a town in the Nagorno-Karabakh 
region of Azerbaijan, now under the control of 
Armenian forces, was the site of the largest 
killing of ethnic Azerbaijani civilians. With a 
population of approximately 7,000, Khojaly 
was one of the largest urban settlements of 
the Nagorno-Karabakh region of Azerbaijan. 


According to Human Rights Watch and 
other international observers the massacre 
was committed by the ethnic Armenian armed 
forces, reportedly with the help of the Russian 
366th Motor Rifle Regiment. Human Rights 
Watch described the Khojaly Massacre as 
“the largest massacre to date in the conflict” 
over Nagorna-Karabakh. In a 1993 report, the 
watchdog group stated “there are no exact fig- 
ures for the number of Azeri civilians killed be- 
cause Karabakh Armenian forces gained con- 
trol of the area after the massacre” and “while 
it is widely accepted that 200 Azeris were 
murdered, as many as 500-1,000 may have 
died.” 


Azerbaijan has been a strong strategic part- 
ner and friend of the United States. The trag- 
edy of Khojaly was a crime against humanity 
and | urge my colleagues to join me in stand- 
ing with Azerbaijanis as they commemorate 
this tragedy. 
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HONORING THE PECK SCHOOL IN 
MORRISTOWN 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor The Peck School in Morris- 
town, New Jersey, which is celebrating its 
120th Anniversary in 2013. 

Originally created as a school for women, 
Peck School was opened on Franklin Street 
under the name Miss Sutphen’s School for 
Young Ladies in 1893. After nearly 23 years, 
the school had become one of the most pres- 
tigious in Morris County with over 100 stu- 
dents and 9 teachers. However, in 1917, the 
school was purchased by Lorraine T. Peck 
and the name was changed to the Peck 
School in 1918. In 1920 the school was relo- 
cated to Elm Street where it would stay for an- 
other quarter of a century. By 1946 the school 
had assumed its current colors of white and 
blue and in 1948 moved into where it currently 
resides, on South Street in the Lindenwold 
Mansion and adjacent property. 

Over the next decade, The Peck School 
saw rapid expansion and improvement. In 
1950 the Mother’s Association was created 
opening up the door to more programs includ- 
ing parent-teacher conferences, Parents Vis- 
iting Day, the Student Council, and the Alumni 
Association. Due to enrollment exceeding 200 
students for the first time, the school con- 
structed a new gymnasium/auditorium in order 
to accommodate the influx of young men and 
women. Moreover, in 1959 the school was 
split into two divisions. The first division would 
include Kindergarten to 4th graders and the 
second division would include 5th to 8th grad- 
ers. 

As the times changed, Peck School did the 
same by constantly adapting to the needs of 
its students, faculty, and parents. With the 
dawn of technology in the 1980s, Peck was 
able to add computers to the school, creating 
new facilities for technological related studies. 
These facilities included the addition of the 
“Bridge” and “Fine Arts” wings in 1984. These 
new sections of the school offered com- 
prehensive group studies on computers, 
woodworking, and foreign languages. Addition- 
ally, the Mothers Association was renamed 
the Parents’ Association to mirror the in- 
creased paternal involvement in student aca- 
demic activities. 

After celebrating its 100th Anniversary with 
the opening of the Deetjen Kindergarten Build- 
ing in 1993, the school decided to embark on 
even further expansion. These ground-break- 
ing improvements consisted of the Caspersen- 
Tomlinson Upper School in 1995 and the F.M. 
Kirby Lower School on 1998. With new space 
and resources, Peck integrated an All-School 
Technology Plan, establishing the school as a 
quintessential model for computer-based cur- 
riculum at the elementary and middle school 
levels. Finally, in 2006, Peck opened the mas- 
sive 35,000 square foot Eckert Huff Building 
complimented by the new 32,000 square feet 
Athletic Center in 2007. 

Today, over 330 students attend the Peck 
School and study a diverse set of curriculums 
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comprising of communication arts, drama, 
English, library studies, math, music, physical 
education, reading, science, history, tech- 
nology, family life, visual arts, woodworking, 
and foreign languages. The school also con- 
tains an Individual Development and Commu- 
nity Responsibility Program designed to teach 
character development and life skills. Addition- 
ally, Peck houses one of the most competitive 
private-school 5th to 8th grade athletic pro- 
grams in Northern New Jersey. 

In its 120 years, Peck School has grown 
from an organization of 6 children to a nation- 
ally recognized institution focused on the de- 
velopment of young minds into successful 
adolescents. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and your colleagues 
to join me in congratulating The Peck School 
as it celebrates its 120th Anniversary. 


ES 


INTRODUCTION OF RESOLUTION 
OBSERVING THE 100TH BIRTH- 
DAY OF CIVIL RIGHTS ICON 
ROSA PARKS 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased 
to introduce this resolution observing the 
100th birthday of civil rights icon Rosa Parks. 
Through her quiet courage, Mrs. Parks came 
to symbolize all that is vital about nonviolent 
protests, enduring threats, yet persisting as an 
advocate for the basic values of human rights 
and dignity. Her act of civil disobedience in re- 
fusing to give up her seat on a bus in Ala- 
bama is credited by historians with sparking 
the modern day civil rights movement, earning 
her the title “mother of the freedom move- 
ment.” 

After she left Alabama in 1957, she and her 
husband Raymond moved to Michigan. | was 
honored to have her play a significant role in 
my first election for Congress. Many of you 
know that Mrs. Parks went on to serve on my 
congressional staff for more than 20 years. 
Her presence in my office embodied a tireless 
spirit of commitment to public service and 
served as a constant reminder of the power of 
a single act of courage. 

Though she led a more private life in De- 
troit, her commitment to public service re- 
mained strong. In 1987, along with her close 
associate Elaine Steele, she co-founded the 
Rosa and Raymond Parks Institute for Self 
Development, pursuing the mission of moti- 
vating and directing young people to achieve 
their highest potential. Grounded in her philos- 
ophy of quiet strength, the Institute continues 
to build upon the Parks legacy by sponsoring 
youth programs that teach life skills and pro- 
mote a cross-cultural perspective. 

For her role as the First Lady of Civil Rights, 
Rosa Parks was the recipient of numerous 
awards and accolades. This list includes the 
Congressional Gold Medal, the Spingarn 
Award for civil rights contributions, the highest 
honor of the National Association for the Ad- 
vancement of Colored People, and the Presi- 
dential Medal of Freedom, which is the highest 
civilian honor in the United States. She was 


February 5, 2013 


even named one of the 20 most influential and 
iconic figures of the 20th century. When she 
died in October 2005, the outpouring of grief 
and respect was worldwide. In recognition of 
her historic contributions, this Congress voted 
to allow Mrs. Parks to lie in honor in the Cap- 
itol rotunda so that the people of the United 
States could pay their last respects to a great 
American. 

In this spirit of honoring her legacy, yester- 
day the Henry Ford Museum in Dearborn, 
Michigan, sponsored a program to highlight 
her contributions to the civil rights movement. 
The program was designed to reflect on the 
spirit of Mrs. Parks’ commitment, calling for a 
National Day of Courage. 

The day-long event, both virtual and on-site 
at the museum, featured nationally-recognized 
speakers, music and dramatic interpretations 
to commemorate her extraordinary life and ac- 
complishments. | believe that this program will 
serve as an opportunity to reflect on the value 
of individual contributions to the struggle for 
equality and, through reflection on her exam- 
ple, inspire all Americans to stand up for free- 
dom and the principles enshrined in the Con- 
stitution. 

By refusing to give up her seat and standing 
for equal rights, Rosa Parks inspired a move- 
ment and became a legendary example of the 
value of a single courageous act. At a time 
when our nation faces challenges, both do- 
mestic and global, | believe that the example 
of Rosa Parks remains relevant every citizen. 
We should always use her birthday to reflect 
on how each of us can contribute to our na- 
tion’s promise of freedom and equality to en- 
sure that the American dream remains within 
reach for all who believe. 


—— 


INTRODUCTION OF THE MARI- 
JUANA TAX EQUITY ACT OF 2013 


HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, today, | 
am pleased to introduce the Marijuana Tax 
Equity Act of 2013, legislation to create a fed- 
eral excise tax on marijuana sales and move 
this industry out of the shadows and into the 
daylight. Just over 106 million people live in a 
state or local jurisdiction that has decided that 
some aspect of marijuana use should be le- 
gally permitted. Eighteen states and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia currently allow for medical 
marijuana and two states, Colorado and 
Washington, recently legalized the recreational 
use of small amounts of marijuana. 

National trends reflect those state efforts. 
More than 40 percent of Americans over the 
age of 12 have tried marijuana at least once 
and public opinion research reveals half of the 
U.S. population supports legalization. Yet even 
as states and local governments have taken 
the lead in finding legal arrangements for 
marijuana, millions of people have been 
caught in the justice system for marijuana of- 
fenses and more than 660,000 people were 
arrested for marijuana possession in 2011. At 
the same time, the federal government spends 
approximately $5.5 billion per year on incar- 
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ceration and enforcement associated with fed- 
eral marijuana laws. 


In addition, many marijuana businesses 
around the country—despite operating in com- 
pliance with state or local law—are not al- 
lowed to deduct their legitimate business ex- 
penses and often are unable to make deposits 
or maintain accounts as a result of federal 
banking laws. 


It is time for Congress to end the federal 
prohibition on marijuana, remove it from the 
Controlled Substances Act, and create a tax 
and regulatory framework, similar to the 
frameworks in place for alcohol and tobacco. 
This represents a unique opportunity to save 
ruined lives, wasted enforcement and prison 
costs, while simultaneously helping to create a 
new industry, with new jobs and revenues that 
will improve the federal budget outlook. 


The Marijuana Tax Equity Act creates a tax- 
ation framework similar to that in place for the 
tobacco and alcohol industries. It imposes an 
excise tax of 50 percent on the first sale by a 
producer, generally the grower, to the next 
stage of production, generally the processor 
creating the useable product. Along the supply 
chain it requires occupational taxes for those 
operating marijuana businesses. Those who 
do not comply with the taxation laws face civil 
or criminal penalties similar to those in place 
for the tobacco industry. The bill requires the 
IRS to produce periodic studies of the industry 
and make recommendations to Congress. 


As | work with my colleagues and with our 
stakeholders to move forward with this legisla- 
tion, | emphasize that there remain significant 
questions and challenges. In particular, in the 
context of legislation, significant changes will 
ripple through the marijuana industry, with new 
products created, new business relationships 
developed, new consumer standards de- 
manded, and wide variations in state and local 
laws. As this process evolves, we hope to 
work with the industry to ensure that the tax 
rate and framework appropriately reflects fed- 
eral concerns and the needs of this devel- 
oping industry. | am committed to ensuring 
that the legislation’s terms are adequately tai- 
lored to reflect the realities faced by marijuana 
businesses and consumers in an ever-shifting 
market. 


In addition, the medical marijuana industry 
has distinct concerns about safe access and 
those should be adequately addressed in the 
federal framework. Together with my col- 
leagues, | look forward to continuing our ef- 
forts on ensuring safe access for patients with- 
in the context of an administrable tax and reg- 
ulatory regime. 


It is important to note that states will remain 
free to make decisions about marijuana policy. 
Paired with Representative POLIs’ “Ending the 
Federal Marijuana Prohibition Act,” this legis- 
lation establishes a starting point for laying out 
a federal regulatory and taxation framework 
for marijuana sales that are legal under state 
law. 
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CELEBRATING THE 20TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE FAMILY MEDICAL 
LEAVE ACT 


HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in 
honor of the Family Medical Leave Act. Twen- 
ty years ago today, we took an important step 
to protecting workers that need to take time off 
to deal with a serious health or family issue. 
Since then, American workers have used 
FMLA leave more than 100 million times to 
address a serious health condition, including 
pregnancy; to care for a family member with a 
serious health condition; or to care for a new- 
born child, newly adopted child or a newly 
placed foster child. FMLA allows workers to 
take time from work to care for themselves or 
their loved ones without jeopardizing their 
jobs. FMLA does not a salary during the 
leave—an omission that needs to be cor- 
rected—but it does guarantee their job will be 
there when they return. 


In recent years, President Obama has 
signed into law expansions of FMLA coverage 
to our brave women and men serving in our 
armed forces and airline employees. The Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act of 2010 ex- 
panded FMLA leave for military families to in- 
clude coverage of qualifying exigency leave to 
employees and families in the Regular Armed 
Forces, and coverage of military caregiver 
leave to employees who are a spouse, son, 
daughter, parent, or next of kin of certain vet- 
erans with a serious illness or injury. The Air- 
line Flight Crew Technical Corrections Act 
makes more airline flight attendants and crew 
members eligible for FMLA leave. 


Yet, despite those expansions, the United 
States lags behind other countries. A total of 
137 countries mandate employers to offer paid 
leave, while 121 countries guarantee workers 
at least two weeks of paid leave each year. 
The absence of a paid leave requirement 
forces many Americans to choose between 
protecting their finances and taking time off to 
deal with a serious health or family crisis. 
Many of the employees who qualify for FMLA 
leave cannot financially afford to take leave 
without pay. 78 percent of employees who 
wanted to take FMLA leave, but did not, re- 
ported it was because they could not afford to 
lose those extra paychecks. Hardworking 
Americans—both men and woman—should be 
free to take the family and medical leave they 
need without fear of emptying their bank ac- 
count. 


The Family Medical Leave Act took an im- 
portant step in ensuring workers that their jobs 
will be secure in the event that they need to 
take time off to deal with a serious health or 
family issue but we can and must do more. 
We must ensure that every job provides paid 
leave in times of sickness or family emer- 
gency. 
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HONORING BISHOP JAMES NEAUL 
HAYNES 


HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to recognize the ex- 
traordinary accomplishments of Bishop James 
Neaul Haynes. Bishop Haynes is a valued 
leader and member of the Dallas community, 
who has dedicated his life to service, with a 
ministry spanning more than sixty years. 

Bishop Haynes was born in Denton, Texas, 
and graduated as valedictorian from Fred 
Moore High School. He continued his edu- 
cation at the University of Denver in Colorado 
and North Texas State University, earning a 
Bachelor of Science degree. He was awarded 
an Honorary Doctor of Laws degree from 
Texas College in 1986. 

Bishop Haynes began his ministry at the 
Open Door Church of God in Christ in Pampa, 
Texas in 1952. He later served congregations 
in Dennison, Texas and Wichita Falls, Texas. 
Since 1979, Bishop Haynes has served at 
Saintsville Sanctuary Church of God in Christ 
in Dallas, Texas. 

Bishop Haynes was appointed Prelate of 
Texas Northeast Ecclesiastical Jurisdiction in 
1978, after serving the Jurisdiction in multiple 
different capacities. He also served the 
Church of God in Christ on the national level 
in several roles, including as a member of the 
National Trustee Board, the Assistant General 
Secretary, the Secretary of the General Board, 
and the First Assistant Presiding Bishop. 
Bishop Haynes is now a lifetime member of 
the General Board with emeritus status. 

In 1997, Bishop Neaul Haynes was chosen 
by over 200 pastors to serve as the Bishop of 
the Ecclesiastical Jurisdiction. As part of his 
responsibilities, he presided over more than 
400 pastors and 45 districts. Holding this title 
allowed him to travel the world and appoint 
other Bishops both locally and internationally. 
It is very fitting to honor Bishop Haynes 
among his peers at the 2013 Annual Prayer 
Breakfast. For more than 6 decades, he has 
tirelessly served the north Texas community, 
as well as the Nation as a long-serving mem- 
ber on the General Board of the Church of 
God In Christ. 

Mr. Speaker, Bishop Haynes is a pillar of 
the Dallas community, and his life’s work has 
been devoted to improving the lives of others. 
Bishop Haynes is joined in his service by his 
wife, Ms. Vivian King Haynes. The couple has 
two daughters, Pia and Vrai, and two sons-in- 
law, Supt. Reginald Williams and Mr. William 
C. Morris. Bishop Haynes is the proud grand- 
father of 4 children: Darius Craig Morris, J. 
Neaul Williams, Chandler Ellington Williams 
and D’Aria Jesslyn Morris. 


IN HONOR OF CHIEF RICK BRAZIEL 
HON. DORIS 0. MATSUI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor of Chief Rick Braziel as he retires from 
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the Sacramento Police Department, an organi- 
zation he served admirably over three dec- 
ades. As the Chief of Police since 2008 and 
a member of the department since 1979, Rick 
has been pivotal in upholding and carrying out 
the mission of the Sacramento Police Depart- 
ment and his leadership will be missed. | ask 
all my colleagues to join me in honoring one 
of Sacramento’s finest public servants. 

Prior to serving as Chief of Police, Rick, 
who is a graduate of California State Univer- 
sity-Sacramento and the U.S. Naval Post- 
graduate School, was appointed as the Dep- 
uty Chief of the Offices of Operations, Inves- 
tigations, Technical Services, and Homeland 
Security and Emergency Services. Rick is a 
co-author of the book titled Cop Talk: Essen- 
tial Communicating Skills for Community Polic- 
ing and is nationally recognized for his instruc- 
tion in communication skills on this topic. 

Over the past three decades with the de- 
partment, Rick has rose through the ranks, 
holding a variety of positions including K9 
Handler, Patrol Sergeant and Watch Com- 
mander, and Captain of Special Units and 
Narcotics. He has also received several pro- 
fessional commendations including the Silver 
Medal of Valor, Distinguished Service Award, 
and a Unit Citation. Rick is often noted by his 
colleagues for his innovative leadership guid- 
ing the police force to more effective ways of 
addressing and preventing crime. 

Outside of the police department, Rick en- 
joys competing in marathons and triathlons, 
and participating in both the Ironman Triathlon 
World Championships in Hawaii and the three 
thousand mile, Race Across America, bicy- 
cling race in 2012. 

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to recognize the 
numerous contributions made by Chief Rick 
Braziel during his service to the people of 
Sacramento and our nation. As Rick, his wife 
Karen, their children, his friends, and col- 
leagues celebrate his retirement, | ask my col- 
leagues to join me in thanking and recognizing 
him for his many years of service. 


EEE 


MR. DEAN CORGEY APPOINTED TO 
PORT OF HOUSTON AUTHORITY 
COMMISSION 


HON. AL GREEN 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | 
would like to acknowledge the appointment of 
Mr. Dean Corgey to the Port of Houston Au- 
thority Commission, on January 16, 2013. Mr. 
Corgey is well-suited to the position of Port 
Commissioner, based on his decades of com- 
munity service, outstanding leadership, and 
stellar credentials. 

Mr. Corgey is a humble man who has 
worked in various capacities on all four coasts, 
before he became vice president of the pre- 
eminent Seafarers International Union’s Gulf 
Coast Region and now a Port Commissioner. 
| know he will use his numerous talents to en- 
sure the Port of Houston remains a world- 
class port. 

Mr. Speaker, | am blessed to have the op- 
portunity to pay tribute to a dear friend of over 
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ten years. A man of character who can be an 
extraordinary agent for change. Mr. Corgey is 
an indefatigable and hardworking individual, 
who will continue to serve the city of Houston 
well. 


—— 


INTRODUCTION OF FEDERAL EM- 
PLOYEES PAID PARENTAL 
LEAVE ACT 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, on February 5, 2013 we cele- 
brate the 20th anniversary of the Family and 
Medical Leave Act. Millions of American fami- 
lies have benefitted from this landmark law 
that allows workers to take up to 12 weeks of 
unpaid, job protected leave to care for a new 
child, a sick family member, or an injured 
service member in their family. 

As we mark this anniversary we also must 
acknowledge that two decades later our na- 
tion’s family leave policies have not kept pace 
with changes to America’s families and work- 
force. FMLA provides unpaid leave, which 
means families must choose between fore- 
going a paycheck and caring for a new child 
or sick loved one. 

The Federal government is our nation’s larg- 
est employer and as such should be leading 
the way on family-friendly workplace policy. 
Today, | am introducing the Federal Employ- 
ees Paid Parental Leave Act, legislation that 
provides federal employees with 4 weeks of 
paid leave following the birth, adoption, or fos- 
tering of a child. By extending paid parental 
leave for new parents this bill helps diminish 
the risk of real economic hardship for the 2 
million federal employees following the birth or 
adoption of a child. 

In 2009, the House successfully passed the 
bill with the bipartisan support of 258 Mem- 
bers. | urge my colleagues in the 113th Con- 
gress to focus on job creation efforts while 
also ensuring that federal leave policy reflects 
the realities of our nation’s workforce in the 
21st Century. Thank you to my colleagues 
Delegate ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON, and Rep- 
resentatives GERALD CONNOLLY, GEORGE MIL- 
LER, JOHN CONYERS Jr, and RAUL GRIJALVA for 
their support of the Federal Employees Paid 
Parental Leave Act. 


RECOGNIZING IAN MONCASTER 
HON. ADAM SMITH 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise to honor Mr. lan Moncaster, the former 
President and CEO of the World Affairs Coun- 
cil of Seattle, Washington, for his leadership 
and achievements over the past eleven years. 

Mr. Moncaster has tirelessly devoted himself 
to enhancing the Seattle World Affairs Coun- 
cils existing programs and deepening inter- 
national conversations, helping Americans en- 
gage with and understand the world beyond 
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our borders. Under Mr. Moncaster’s leader- 
ship, over 1,000 public events were gen- 
erated, including appearances by international 
notables ranging from United Nations Sec- 
retary-General Ban Ki-Moon and former Sec- 
retary of State Condoleezza Rice, to Nobel 
Prize winning economist Joseph Stiglitz. 

With Mr. Moncaster at the helm, the Global 
Classroom programs, with their focus on K-12 
education, reached more than 23,000 teachers 
and students in the region. Additionally, the 
International Visitor Program, supported by the 
State Department, expanded from 500 to more 
than 1,000 international visitors per year, con- 
tributing an estimated $2 million dollars in eco- 
nomic impact to the community. More impor- 
tantly, these programs have helped to break 
down stereotypes, prejudices and promoted 
greater understanding while building memo- 
rable, lasting relationships across the world. 

Last but not least, under Mr. Moncaster’s 
guidance, two new initiatives, the World Affairs 
Fellows Program and the Young Professionals 
International Network, have matured to identify 
and cultivate ideas, talent, and leadership po- 
tential. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great pleasure that | 
honor Mr. lan Moncaster. His eleven year ten- 
ure as the CEO of the World Affairs Council 
of Seattle has inspired and invigorated thou- 
sands of citizens in Washington State and 
around the world to realize a more secure and 
peaceful world through dialogue and mutual 
understanding. | wish Mr. Moncaster the very 
best on his future endeavors. 


ES 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 3, 
2009, the day | took office, the national debt 
was $10,627,961 ,295,930.67. 

Today, it is $16,475,048,398,165.79. We’ve 
added $5,847,087,102,235.12 to our debt in 4 
years. This is a $5.8 trillion in debt our nation, 
our economy, and our children could have 
avoided with a Balanced Budget Amendment. 
We must stop this unconscionable accumula- 
tion of debt. 


ee 


HONORING THE MORRIS CHORAL 
SOCIETY IN MORRISTOWN 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the Morris Choral Society of 
Morristown, New Jersey, which is celebrating 
its 40th anniversary in the summer of 2013. 

The creation of the Morris Choral Society 
can be likened to that of the birth of a Phoenix 
bird. Tragically, in 1972, the United Methodist 
Church, located on the Morristown Green, 
burned down and as a result the proceeding 
Methodist congregations were held at Temple 
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B’nai Or for the next two years as the Church 
was rebuilt. R. Wayne Walters, a bass soloist 
who performed at both the Temple and 
Church, decided to conduct a special Friday 
evening service dedicated to the generosity of 
the Temple and its Rabbi, Z. David Levy. In 
order to perform this service, chorus members 
from the surrounding area churches were as- 
sembled. Due to the success of the perform- 
ance, Rabbi Levy asked Walters to keep this 
wonderful group of people together and con- 
tinue performing. Eventually, under Walters’s 
leadership, this collection of singers was incor- 
porated under the name of Morris Choral Soci- 
ety in the summer of 1973, effectively rising 
out of the ashes and spawning a new organi- 
zation. 

Since the society has been formed, it has 
maintained a dual mission statement attempt- 
ing, “To make available to all residents of the 
Morris area varied choral musical programs 
and to give residents an opportunity to per- 
form in the choral organization.” Those who 
have been affected by the Morris Choral Soci- 
ety would say that its contributions to society 
have gone much farther than initially intended 
by positively impacting the choral outlook 
throughout Northern New Jersey. Additionally, 
MCS has garnered much public attention 
through appearances on television programs, 
such as NBC’s “First Estate” program, and its 
two major concerts that are performed in Mor- 
ris County each year. Through continuing in- 
terest, the society has grown in size and is 
open to new members via auditions. 

Furthermore, the Morris Choral Society con- 
ducts numerous, smaller performances during 
Morristown’s holidays and special occasions. 
These shows generally occur during the Inde- 
pendence Day celebrations, the Holly Walk, 
the Fall Festival on the Green, and the First 
Night concert. Incredibly, MCS is now inter- 
nationally recognized after memorable per- 
formances in England in 1990, Ireland in 
1994, Scotland & Wales in 1996, France in 
1998, and Italy during the summer of 2000. 
Through international travel and a growing in- 
terest in different music, the Society has ob- 
tained an astounding repertoire of songs dat- 
ing from the Renaissance period to the 
present. 

Besides annual events, the Morris Choral 
Society has performed alongside many fa- 
mous musicians during its lifetime. Unforget- 
table nights include performing with Judy Col- 
lins during her Christmas Show, and with 
Dave Brubeck in La Fiesta de la Posada in 
the Community Theatre. MCS has also sung 
Beethoven’s Ninth Symphony under the cele- 
brated Leon Hyman, collaborated with Jazz Pi- 
anist Rio Clemente, and performed a sold-out 
concert at the Morristown Community Theater 
in front of over 1,300 viewers. 

Consistently trying to excel, the Society has 
emphasized versatility in music styles ranging 
from contemporary American, to classical 
Broadway theatre, to even some international 
folk songs articulated in their native lan- 
guages. Expanding to different venues and 
compiling diversified music is what keeps 
MCS ahead of most other musical organiza- 
tions in the area. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and your colleagues 
to join me in congratulating the Morris Choral 
Society as it celebrates its 40th anniversary. 
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TRIBUTE TO AMBASSADOR RON 
KIRK 


HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to recognize Ambas- 
sador Ron Kirk for his outstanding service as 
United States Trade Representative. As a 
member of President Obama’s Cabinet, he 
has led the United States toward a stronger 
economic future. 

A former Texas Secretary of State, Ambas- 
sador Kirk became the first African-American 
mayor of my hometown Dallas, Texas, in 
1995. During Ambassador Kirk’s tenure as 
Mayor, he pursued trade policies and eco- 
nomic development initiatives that helped gen- 
erate over 45,000 jobs and billions of dollars 
of investment in Dallas. He also prioritized 
public safety and oversaw the lowest crime 
rate in Dallas in 20 years. 

In his role as U.S. Trade Representative, 
Ambassador Kirk brought together a broad co- 
alition of Americans to support free trade 
agreements with Korea, Colombia, and Pan- 
ama, opening up new markets for American 
businesses and creating jobs here at home. 
Ambassador Kirk advanced high stakes re- 
gional Trans-Pacific Partnership talks and 
worked to maintain significant U.S. engage- 
ment in the World Trade Organization. His 
stellar list of accomplishments also includes 
supporting U.S. businesses and workers with 
his strong enforcement of U.S. trade rights 
and assisting small businesses eager to ac- 
cess international markets. 

Mr. Speaker, Ambassador Kirk is both a 
dear friend and an ardent public servant. | ap- 
plaud Ambassador Kirk’s commitment to serv- 
ing U.S. businesses and workers, and his 
dedication to moving United States trade poli- 
cies forward. He has been a devoted advocate 
for American workers and our economy, and | 
am thankful for his service to our country. 


EE 


HONORING THE INTERNATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF SHEET METAL, 
AIR, RAIL, AND TRANSPOR- 
TATION WORKERS 


HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is my dis- 
tinct honor to congratulate the members of the 
International Association of Sheet Metal, Air, 
Rail, and Transportation Workers (SMART), as 
they celebrate the 125th anniversary of the 
union’s founding. The members and officers of 
SMART are to be commended for their dedi- 
cation and recognized for the union’s history 
of remarkable achievements. 

SMART, formerly known as the Sheet Metal 
Workers’ International Association and the 
United Transportation Union, is a truly inven- 
tive, progressive, and strong union made up of 
skilled craftsmen throughout the United States, 
Canada, and Puerto Rico. Representing con- 
struction, sheet metal, transportation, railroad, 
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shipyard, and production employees in the in- 
dustry, SMART works tirelessly to ensure safe 
working conditions, living wages and benefits, 
and growth opportunities for its employees. 

Since its founding in 1888, SMART has 
been one of labors most ambitious and dili- 
gent organizations. Throughout history, its 
union leaders and members have been 
through many struggles and triumphs seeking 
to bring about hope for workers seeking fair 
wages, hours, and benefits while contributing 
to the structural development and building of 
the United States. Since the late 1920s, mem- 
bers and officers have contributed to the wel- 
fare of the country at home and abroad. From 
their assistance with the production of Charles 
Lindberg’s airplane, the Spirit of Saint Louis, 
designed for his historic flight across the At- 
lantic Ocean, to the building and sustaining of 
America’s Navy in our nation’s shipyards, as 
well as the union’s support in the World Trade 
Center tragedy, SMART’s members are wor- 
thy of the highest praise. 

Northwest Indiana has a rich history of ex- 
cellence in its craftsmanship and loyalty 
among its tradesmen. The members and offi- 
cers of SMART are outstanding examples of 
these qualities. They have demonstrated their 
loyalty to both the union and communities 
internationally through their hard work and 
selfless dedication. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that you and my other 
distinguished colleagues join me in honoring 
the past and present hardworking members 
and officers of SMART and to congratulate the 
organization on the 125th anniversary of its 
founding. They have committed themselves to 
making a significant contribution to the growth 
and development in Northwest Indiana, 
throughout the United States, and abroad. 


ee 


BRYAN WILBURN TAKES THE 
RANK OF AN EAGLE SCOUT TO 
ANOTHER LEVEL 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Bryan 
Wilburn is a young man from Baytown, Texas 
who has attained the prestigious rank of Eagle 
Scout. But the way he achieved his ranking 
isn’t something we hear about often, espe- 
cially for someone his age. He made his way 
to the top through a unique and much-needed 
service project. As just an eighth grade stu- 
dent at Barber's Hill Middle School, Bryan initi- 
ated a project that has honored those who 
protect our community. Not limited to just peo- 
ple, but also our four-legged friends. Bryan 
and a team of volunteers renovated the Bay- 
town Police Department K9 Cemetery. 

The need to serve law enforcement 
stemmed from Bryan’s appreciation for the 
strong bond between officers and police ca- 
nines, as well as their vital role in protecting 
the community. Bryan and a group of recruited 
volunteers of neighbors, friends, family, and 
other Boy Scouts worked hard to beautify 
these dogs’ final resting place. After research- 
ing everything from types of plants to styles of 
landscaping, Bryan lead his team of volun- 
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teers as they cleaned the existing burial plots, 
removed dead shrubbery, replaced fence post 
tops, and planted new bushes and trees. It 
was after about 140 hours of hard work that 
the Baytown Police Department had a ceme- 
tery, where they could be proud to lay their 
beloved dogs to rest. 

Bryan’s leadership role in this final project is 
one of the many qualifications needed to ob- 
tain his new rank of Eagle Scout—he has had 
to earn 21 merit badges in subjects including 
first aid and personal fitness, as well as ob- 
taining letters of recommendation, and going 
before an Eagle Scout board of review. 

This is a prime example of a young man 
with an outstanding character and a go-getter 
work ethic. Bryan is well-deserving of his 
Eagle Scout rank. In honoring the sacrifices 
and hard work of the police force and their ca- 
nine companions, Bryan has upheld the Boy 
Scout tradition of community service and 
stands as an example of the integrity and 
honor of a true Eagle Scout. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


—— EE 


IN REMEMBRANCE OF THE LIFE 
AND LEGACY OF CHIEF PETTY 
OFFICER CHRIS KYLE 


HON. ROGER WILLIAMS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, today | join my 
colleagues in the United States Congress in 
honoring the life and legacy of Chief Petty Of- 
ficer Chris Kyle. 

Every warrior has a story . . . Chris Kyle 
had a legend. Throughout our history, Amer- 
ica’s military has been served by many but 
shaped by only a few. From Washington to 
Petraeus, from Porter to Nimitz, a few great 
individuals have changed the way we fight 
wars and the way we view warriors. Now we 
can add the name of Chris Kyle to that elite 
list. 

For ten years, this Texas native served his 
country as a member of SEAL Team 3. Along 
the way, he set the standard for all snipers. 
Though his innate humility prevented him from 
talking about the number, Navy records con- 
firm that Chief Kyle successfully took out 160 
enemy combatants—the highest number in 
American military history. 

He did it over the course of many years— 
he served four tours in Iraq during his career. 
And he did it in difficult circumstances and 
over long distances—he once perched himself 
on top of a baby’s crib for hours in a house 

. and another time he gunned down an 
enemy combatant from 1.2 miles away. 

No matter the challenge, Chris Kyle always 
met it. No matter the odds, he always over- 
came them. 

Chief Kyle’s incredible courage as a warrior 
was matched only by his extraordinary grace 
as aman. 

This was a man of faith who believed God 
had a plan for him. 

This was a man of family of who knew 
being a husband and a father were his impor- 
tant tasks. 

And this was an American who thought that 
his country was worth fighting for and even 
dying for. 
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Chief Kyle didn’t like to talk about the num- 
ber of enemies he killed; instead, he would 
say, ld like to be known “for the people | 
saved.” And so he is. 

He saved so many, more than we will ever 
know. And he never stopped trying to save 
people, all the way to the last seconds of his 
life. 

Chief Petty Officer Chris Kyle has left us; 
but his legacy remains. The people of Texas 
are rightfully proud of this native son; and the 
people of America rightfully mourn this na- 
tional hero. 

The U.S. Navy SEALs have a motto: “the 
only easy day was yesterday.” No one per- 
sonified this more than Chief Kyle. Each day 
was a new challenge; and each time, it was 
met with courage and conviction, with devotion 
and dedication. 

Chief Kyle’s mission is completed; his tour 
has ended. Now, the work of carrying on his 
legacy remains for all of us. 

May we always try to live up to the standard 
of courage set by this great and gallant man 

. . and may we never forget his service and 
sacrifice. 

May God bless Chief Petty Officer Chris 
Kyle and his family. 


EE 


CONGRATULATORY SPEECH TO IN- 
DIANA UNIVERSITY MEN’S SOC- 
CER 


HON. TODD C. YOUNG 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 5, 2013 


Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in support of Indiana University’s Men’s 
Soccer Team. 

| want to congratulate the team, Indiana 
University, and the greatest college soccer 
fans in the country—whom we in Indiana af- 
fectionately call the Hoosier Army—on their 
8th NCAA National Championship. As a resi- 
dent of Bloomington, the home of IU, | am 
particularly proud of IU Soccer’s achievements 
this year. They have worked very hard, and 
merit respect and celebration. 

Accomplishments such as this are achieved 
through diligence and commitment. This being 
their 8th National Championship, IU’s Soccer 
Program has proven its commitment to cre- 
ating a strong and enduring tradition of excel- 
lence. This win shows that the team benefits 
now, as in past decades, from exemplary 
leadership both on and off the field. | com- 
mend Coach Todd Yeagley, and the rest of 
the coaching staff, for instilling confidence in 
their Hoosier Squad, and for driving them to 
victory this season. 

IU’s championship squad also serves as an 
inspiration to many members of the commu- 
nity of Bloomington, and to Hoosiers across 
Southern Indiana. Collectively, the student-ath- 
letes have shown us what can be achieved 
through teamwork and perseverance. | com- 
mend them on their National Championship, 
and | salute them for their example. Finally, | 
join members of the Hoosier Army, and other 
rank-and-file Hoosiers, in looking forward to 
many more thrilling seasons in the coming 
years. Go Hoosiers! 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


The House met at 9 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

God of the Universe, thank You for 
giving us another day. 

As the Democratic Caucus leaves for 
its retreat, bless each Member with 
skills and the vision to fashion path- 
ways to bringing about what is needed 
for the benefit of our Nation. 

Bless the Republican Conference, 
which remains at the Capitol, with the 
same gifts, consistent with their own 
defining skills and vision. 

In Your wisdom, bless both parties 
with the grace that is needed to work 
together to benefit our people. May we 
all be faithful stewards of the Nation 
bequeathed to us by our American an- 
cestors. 

Please keep all who work for the peo- 
ple’s House in good health, that they 
may faithfully fulfill the great respon- 
sibility given them in their service to 
the work of the Capitol. 

Bless us this day and every day. May 
all that is done be for Your greater 
honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EE 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. WALBERG led the Pledge of Al- 
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter- 
tain up to five requests for 1-minute 
speeches from each side of the aisle. 


EE 
A BALANCED BUDGET 


(Mr. WALBERG asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 


Mr. WALBERG. Hardworking tax- 
payers in Michigan and across the 
country live within their means in 
large part because they create respon- 
sible budgets. It’s only natural that 
they expect the same from their gov- 
ernment. A balanced budget is impor- 
tant to those of us who want to protect 
and save Medicare and Social Security. 
It’s also important to the young work- 
ers and families who cannot afford to 
see their taxes go up. Unfortunately, 
the Senate and President have repeat- 
edly failed at this basic duty. 

Last year, the President sent Con- 
gress a budget that never balanced, 
while the Senate hadn’t the courage to 
even produce a budget in nearly 4 
years. However, since the American 
people entrusted the Republicans with 
the majority in the House, my col- 
leagues and I have twice passed a re- 
sponsible budget to address our mount- 
ing debt and promote a healthy econ- 
omy. 

Today, we’ll also pass the Require a 
PLAN Act, which would obligate the 
President to submit a budget that bal- 
ances within 10 years, or provide a sup- 
plemental budget plan identifying 
when the Federal budget would bal- 
ance. 

We believe there is a better way to 
tackle our Nation’s debt than higher 
taxes and the President’s sequester. 
Together we can produce solutions that 
get our debt crisis under control. Our 
neighbors and our families deserve our 
best effort. 


EE 


NATIONAL BLACK HIV/AIDS 
AWARENESS DAY 


(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Speak- 
er, tomorrow, February 7, is the 13th 
National Black HIV/AIDS Awareness 
Day. 

We represent 14 percent of the 1.1 
million Americans living with HIV, and 
account for 44 percent of all new infec- 
tions. My district, the U.S. Virgin Is- 
lands, carries a disproportionate bur- 
den of this disease. 

From 2001 to 2005, the incidence of 
HIV infection in the territory in- 
creased by 19.4 percent, and has in- 
creased every year since 1998. In 2008, 
HRSA estimated the combined HIV in- 
fection rate of people living with AIDS 
in the territory to be 1 percent of our 
population. And CDC reports that the 
Virgin Islands has one of the highest 
newly identified confirmed HIV posi- 
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tivity rates among African Americans 
in this country. 

Most, if not all of us, know someone 
who is living with HIV or has died from 
AIDS. Today no one needs to die. Let’s 
talk openly with our partners, family, 
and friends; let’s get educated; let’s get 
tested; and let’s reduce stigma and dis- 
crimination. 

Tomorrow and every day, we will do 
more than commemorate those we 
have lost. We will rededicate ourselves 
to the work ahead. We can beat this 
disease. We can win this fight. To- 
gether, we can end this epidemic. 


aE 


CONGRATULATING ALLEN HIGH 
SCHOOL 


(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
Allen High School in my district for a 
recent victory on December 22. The 
Allen Eagles won the Texas State 
Championship with a score of 35-21 
against Houston Lamar. Back in 2008, 
the Allen Eagles clinched their first 
Class 5A Division I State title, and now 
in 2012 they’ve done it again. 

After completing their incredible 15- 
1 season, the Allen Eagles have offi- 
cially been named to the eighth annual 
MaxPreps Football Tour of Champions. 
In the past nine seasons, Tom 
Westerberg, head coach of the Eagles, 
has led his team to two State titles 
with a record of 102 wins to 16 losses. It 
comes as no surprise that he was 
named 2012 Dallas Area Coach of the 
Year. 

The Allen Eagles are known to be a 
team with heart, and it’s now proven 
they have the heart of a champion. 
Congratulations, Allen Eagles, on a 
tremendous season. Way to represent 
the city of Allen and continuing the 
storied tradition of great high school 
football in north Texas. God bless you. 
I salute you. 


—— 


INTRODUCING THE GOVERNMENT 
WASTE REDUCTION ACT 


(Mrs. BUSTOS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. BUSTOS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to talk about the first piece of legisla- 
tion I am introducing as a Member of 
Congress. 

Like many people across Illinois, I 
learned at a young age that balancing 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 


970 


the family pocketbook and living with- 
in our means is a question of values. I 
want to work together on common- 
sense solutions that reduce the deficit 
while preserving the important serv- 
ices on which so many people rely. 


The bill I’m introducing today does 
just that. It is called the Government 
Waste Reduction Act. This bill moves 
forward on recommendations the Gov- 
ernment Accountability Office made 
that would reduce duplication in gov- 
ernment, save taxpayer money, en- 
hance revenue, and root out waste. 


It establishes the independent Gov- 
ernment Waste Reduction Board, 
tasked with recommending legislative 
proposals that implement these cost- 
cutting measures and sending them to 
Congress. 


For example, the Federal Govern- 
ment has 47 job training programs, 44 
of which overlap. Simply consolidating 
programs that overlap can save tens of 
billions of dollars, while not impacting 
program quality. 


Commonsense proposals to cut waste 
out of government already exist, but 
they are meaningless and save nothing 
unless we implement them. My bill will 
serve as a starting point to lower our 
deficits by tens of billions of dollars in 
a responsible, commonsense way that 
protects the middle class. 


MOX IS A NATIONAL ASSET 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, yesterday I sent a let- 
ter to the President to encourage him 
to support the MOX project, the Mixed 
Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility, lo- 
cated in Aiken, Barnwell, and 
Allendale Counties of South Carolina. 


This facility at the Savannah River 
Site plays a vital role in allowing the 
United States to fulfill our inter- 
national nonproliferation obligations 
by turning nuclear bombs into energy. 
The President has always supported 
this facility, which was initiated in the 
Clinton administration. 


The facility is over 50 percent com- 
pleted and promotes our national secu- 
rity. Today’s letter is supported by 
Members from both sides of the aisle, 
which proves this issue is not partisan 
politics, but one of grave national secu- 
rity concern. It is my hope, as cus- 
tomers are identified, that the project 
will be completed, which supports envi- 
ronmental cleanup efforts at the Sa- 
vannah River Site. 


In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 
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NATIONAL BLACK HIV/AIDS 
AWARENESS DAY 


(Ms. LEE of California asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. LEE of California. I rise as 
founding cochair of the bipartisan Con- 
gressional Black HIV/AIDS Caucus to 
mark National Black HIV/AIDS Aware- 
ness Day. Tomorrow, individuals and 
organizations across the Nation, in- 
cluding in my own 13th Congressional 
District of California, will organize and 
advocate for HIV testing and treat- 
ment. 

In the United States, African Ameri- 
cans remain disproportionately af- 
fected by HIV/AIDS. This is especially 
true for young gay and bisexual men of 
color. While African American teen- 
agers represent 15 percent of teenagers 
in the United States, they accounted 
for 69 percent of all cases reported 
among teenagers in 2010. The same is 
true for African American women, who 
accounted for 68 percent of all new HIV 
cases among women. 

Despite the progress we’ve made in 
recent years, this Congress has already 
made unconscionable budget cuts to 
critical programs that many families 
and communities rely on. A new anal- 
ysis by the Foundation for AIDS Re- 
search and the National Minority AIDS 
Council shows, if budget sequestration 
were to take effect, communities of 
color would be disproportionately im- 
pacted, including more than 6,500 indi- 
viduals who immediately lose access to 
HIV treatment. 

We must reject these cuts and expand 
effective prevention, care, and treat- 
ment programs so that we can once and 
for all stamp HIV and AIDS off the face 
of the Earth. 
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HONORING FORMER ARMY STAFF 
SERGEANT CLINTON ROMESHA 


(Mr. CRAMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CRAMER. Madam Speaker, as in- 
adequate as words are in expressing our 
gratitude to our American heroes who 
wear the uniform of our armed serv- 
ices, I rise to do my best to pay tribute 
to one very special soldier from North 
Dakota. 

Former Army Staff Sergeant Clinton 
Romesha will be presented with the 
Medal of Honor next Monday by Presi- 
dent Obama for ‘‘acts of gallantry and 
intrepidity,’’ becoming only the fourth 
living recipient for actions in Afghani- 
stan or Iraq. With the help of an assist- 
ant gunner, he took out a machine-gun 
team before sustaining shrapnel from a 
grenade. The citation recalls his acts of 
heroism this way: 

Undeterred by his injuries, Staff Sergeant 
Romesha continued to fight, and upon the 
arrival of another soldier to aid him and his 
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assistant gunner, he again rushed through 
the exposed avenue to assemble additional 
soldiers. With complete disregard for his own 
safety, he completely exposed himself to 
heavy enemy fire as he moved confidently 
about the battlefield engaging and destroy- 
ing multiple enemy targets. 

This young husband and father not 
only fought the enemy after sustaining 
his own wounds, he organized air at- 
tacks and provided cover while three of 
his wounded comrades could get to aid, 
then pushed on to retrieve the bodies of 
fallen soldiers. 

Madam Speaker, I’m honored to 
serve in this prestigious assembly, al- 
ways aware I do so because people like 
Staff Sergeant Romesha serve me and 
our Nation in ways we can’t even imag- 
ine. May God bless Mr. Romesha and 
his family and all of our American he- 
roes who serve the cause of freedom 
around the world. 


a 


CONGRATULATING THE 
BALTIMORE RAVENS 


(Mr. RUPPERSBERGER asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
the world champions of football, the 
Baltimore Ravens. On February 3, the 
Vince Lombardi Trophy returned home 
to “Charm City.” Like Coach 
Harbaugh said, the win wasn’t pretty, 
it wasn’t perfect, but it was Baltimore. 

We overcame the doubts of a Nation. 
Baltimore was just an afterthought, 
playing against a 3!4-point favorite. 

We overcame injury. Bernard Pol- 
lard, our safety, played with not one, 
not two, not three, not four, not five, 
but six broken ribs throughout the sea- 
son. 

We overcame an agonizing 34-minute 
delay, when we seemed to lose not only 
power in the stadium but the wind in 
our sails. 

We overcame a second-half surge that 
left us screaming at our televisions, 
from Dundalk to Havre de Grace. 

I watched the game with my family 
and my 92-year-old mother, and even 
she was fired up. The team stuck to- 
gether and got it done. 

I want to congratulate the owner, 
Steve Bisciotti, a class act who does so 
much for our city on and off the field. 
Also, Ravens President Dick Cass and 
General Manager Ozzie Newsome, who 
has the greatest mind in football. And, 
of course, the players—especially No. 
52, Ray Lewis, and No. 5, Joe Flacco, 
who won the MVP of the game. 

Last Sunday, the lights were out in 
the Superdome for awhile, but at the 
end of the day, it was just lights out 
for the 49ers. Baltimore cannot be more 
proud to welcome our players and the 
Vince Lombardi Trophy back home. 

I also want to say that our leader, 
NANCY PELOSI, who is homegrown Bal- 
timore, now a 49ers fan, did accept the 
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defeat with her regular class and dig- 
nity. 


ES 


CONGRATULATING THE 
BALTIMORE RAVENS 


(Ms. PELOSI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. PELOSI. I rise, Madam Speaker, 
to congratulate Congressman RUPPERS- 
BERGER and the other members of the 
Maryland delegation and, more impor- 
tantly, join them in congratulating the 
Ravens. They beat a mighty champion 
at the Super Bowl. 

As a proud 49ers fan who grew up on 
Johnny Unitas in Baltimore and going 
to those games as a teenager and rais- 
ing my own children on Joe Montana 
and Steve Young, you can just imagine 
how exciting this game was for me. 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER quoted Coach 
Harbaugh. I will quote him in another 
way. They asked him after the game, 
Was it hard coaching against your very 
own brother in the Super Bowl? He said 
that it was very hard. The only thing 
that would have been worse is if one of 
us were not coaching in the Super 
Bowl. 

So while it was hard to lose to the 
Ravens, it would have been even harder 
to lose to someone else. If someone had 
to beat the 49ers, I congratulate the 
Ravens on a game well played. 

I was in the stadium. I wondered who 
on the Baltimore side decided to pull 
the plug on the electricity. They were 
wondering who on the 49ers’ side did. In 
any event, there was good spirit. I 
think if you were there and you saw 
that delay in the game and you saw the 
mood of the people, it was a real trib- 
ute to the people of New Orleans, who 
had extended such gracious hospitality 
in every way. People were in a good 
mood and they rode out that time. 

I want to join you in commending 
the owner, Steve Bisciotti, in his lead- 
ership of the Ravens, but I also want to 
acknowledge the wonderful leadership 
of Art Modell. He passed away in the 
fall after being such a great leader in 
the Baltimore community, bringing 
the Ravens to Baltimore and in being a 
part of the city in philanthropic and 
other ways. He was a great man. It was 
wonderful to see the Ravens and every- 
one else, including Governor O’Malley 
and Mayor Rawlings-Blake, with ‘‘Art’’ 
on their lapels throughout the week- 
end. 

So to Art Modell’s family, to the 
ownership of the Ravens, congratula- 
tions. To the people of Baltimore, I 
know how exciting it is and what it 
means to Baltimore. I extend my con- 
gratulations. And I didn’t have a bet, 
because I said while I’m rooting for the 
49ers, I would never bet against Balti- 
more. So congratulations to all con- 
cerned. 
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REQUIRE PRESIDENTIAL 
LEADERSHIP AND NO DEFICIT ACT 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WIL- 
son of South Carolina). Is there objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 48 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 444. 

Will the gentlewoman from Florida 
(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) kindly take the 
chair. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
444) to require that, if the President’s 
fiscal year 2014 budget does not achieve 
balance in a fiscal year covered by such 
budget, the President shall submit a 
supplemental unified budget by April 1, 
2013, which identifies a fiscal year in 
which balance is achieved, and for 
other purposes, with Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN 
(Acting Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com- 
mittee of the Whole rose on Tuesday, 
February 5, 2013, 30 minutes remained 
in general debate. 

The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
PRICE) and the gentleman from Mary- 
land (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) each has 15 
minutes remaining. 

Who yields time? 
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Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK). 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

Madam Chairman, a family that 
earns $27,000 but spends $36,000 and has 
run up a credit card debt of $165,000 is 
obviously on the brink of financial 
ruin. Proportionally, that is exactly 
where our Federal Government is 
today. 

Now, if that family went to see a 
credit counselor, the first thing he’s 
going to tell them is we’ve got to sit 
down and draw up a budget. Now, that 
family is going to have to make some 
very difficult choices. It may take sev- 
eral years to work its way back to sol- 
vency. But our Senate has not passed a 
budget in nearly 4 years, and our Presi- 
dent has offered only entirely un-seri- 
ous budgets that continue to spend 
recklessly and that never balance. 

This bill simply requires that if the 
President can’t balance the budget this 
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year, he tell us how long it will take 
and what needs to be done to do so. We 
would expect that from any family. We 
should demand it from our govern- 
ment. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair- 
man, as we debated yesterday, the bill 
before us is unfortunately nothing 
more than a political gimmick at a 
time when we’re facing huge issues 
with respect to jobs and the economy. 

It’s very unfortunate that we did not 
have an opportunity to vote on an 
amendment that we proposed to re- 
place the sequester—which is now less 
than a month away and which will do 
grave economic harm—our proposal to 
replace that sequester with a balanced 
mix of cuts and revenue from closing 
loopholes. But in this body, which says 
it wants to be transparent in the peo- 
ple’s House, we were denied an oppor- 
tunity to take a vote on something 
that’s very important to the American 
people, as opposed to playing the polit- 
ical games we’ve been playing with this 
bill. 

With that, I yield 1 minute to the dis- 
tinguished Democratic leader, the Rep- 
resentative from San Francisco and the 
daughter of Baltimore, the home of the 
Super Bowl champions, the Ravens. 

Ms. PELOSI. Well, if the Ravens’ and 
the 49ers’ fans can come together, 
hopefully so can the Democrats and the 
Republicans on an issue of this grave 
concern to our country, our budget, 
which should be a statement of our na- 
tional values. Instead, as Mr. VAN HOL- 
LEN said, we see the Republicans play- 
ing games with the budget. Playing 
games—that’s what they have been 
doing and that’s what they continue to 
do as we go into this spring, when we 
need to find solutions; playing games 
that give new meaning to the term 
“March Madness” because that’s what 
will result if we have to face a seques- 
ter. It’s a very bad idea. A sequester 
should be out of the question, and we 
should be talking about how we find a 
solution instead of a sequester. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN offered a solution. 
Here we have a debate on the budget, 
the blueprint for how we go forward. 
And the Rules Committee, dominated 
by the Republican majority, has said 
we won’t even let your proposal come 
to the floor, not in the form of an 
amendment or a substitute or in any 
other way. What are they afraid of? 
They’re afraid of common sense be- 
cause that is what Mr. VAN HOLLEN’s 
proposal is about. 

It recognizes that we need to have 
spending cuts. In fact, we’ve already 
agreed to $1.6 trillion in spending cuts 
in the Budget Control Act. It recog- 
nizes that we must address the entitle- 
ment issue. In fact, Democrats have al- 
ready agreed to more than $1 trillion in 
Medicare savings to strengthen Medi- 
care and to protect beneficiaries. So 
with that as a basis, we go forward 
with the Van Hollen proposal, which is 
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a very commonsense solution. It is a 
plan to replace sequester. It makes fur- 
ther spending cuts in a responsible 
way. It ends tax breaks for Big Oil, and 
it ensures that millionaires pay their 
fair share. Who could be opposed to 
that? 

So let’s get serious. It’s time for us 
to get serious. We have a serious chal- 
lenge. We should be working in a bipar- 
tisan way to find a solution. Instead, 
again, the Republicans are playing 
games leading up to what will make 
“March Madness” a term that would be 
inadequate for the consequences to our 
children, millions of whom will be af- 
fected in terms of their education and 
their wellbeing; to our seniors, to our 
veterans, to our safety industry in 
terms of cops on the beat. The list of 
cuts across the board and a meat-ax ap- 
proach with no common sense given to 
it is ridiculous. It’s ridiculous. 

Let’s stop this march to folly, this 
“March Madness.” Let’s get serious. 
Let’s accept the President’s challenge 
that he put forth. If we can’t have a 
big, bold, and balanced solution now, 
let’s at least do something that is bal- 
anced and bold as we go forward to the 
end of the fiscal year, as Mr. VAN HOL- 
LEN has proposed, so that we can do 
what is right for the American people 
instead of what is wrong for our econ- 
omy. 

What the Republicans are proposing 
is a blueprint for a downward spiral in 
our economy. It’s irresponsible. It does 
not have value in terms of being solu- 
tion-oriented. 

I might add, in conclusion, Madam 
Chair, that I’m listening attentively to 
this debate and I hear my colleagues on 
the Republican side talking about how 
important it is to reduce the deficit— 
and we are in total agreement on that 
subject. I think we have a moral obli- 
gation to reduce the deficit. I think we 
have a moral obligation to create jobs, 
to put people to work because growth, 
in addition to spending cuts and rev- 
enue increases, growth is what’s going 
to help us reduce the deficit. 

But I didn’t hear one ‘“‘boo”’ out of 
any of the people, not one little hoot, 
one little peep, or any other sound an 
endangered species of a deficit hawk 
would have made during President 
Bush’s term when most of this deficit 
was amassed—tax cuts for the wealthi- 
est people, which did not create jobs 
but increased the deficit; giveaways to 
the pharmaceutical companies with an 
ill-advised pharmaceutical plan; and 
two unpaid-for wars. Just not fair to 
investments that we should be making 
in America’s future, whether it’s bio- 
medical research to create cures and to 
keep America preeminent in terms of 
science, whether, again, it’s invested in 
the seed corn and the education of our 
children. The list goes on and on. The 
list goes on and on of all of the initia- 
tives that are important to growth, to 
making our future brighter, to keeping 
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America competitive, to 
America number one. 

So I urge a strong rejection of what 
the Republicans are proposing. It’s, 
frankly, silly and, as I said before, un- 
worthy of the challenge that our coun- 
try faces and the bipartisan solutions 
that we should be trying to achieve. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
it is probably appropriate to refocus 
ourselves on the bill that we’re dis- 
cussing today, that’s before us today, 
H.R. 444. It simply does one thing. It 
says to the President: when you bring a 
budget to Congress, tell us when it’s 
going to balance. That’s all it does. 

Now, the sequester is an important 
issue, there’s no doubt about it. Presi- 
dent Obama’s sequester is an impor- 
tant issue. House Republicans have 
passed two times spending reductions 
that prioritize in a much more respon- 
sible way. We agree that it ought to be 
much more responsible. The ball is in 
the Senate’s court. The ball is in the 
President’s court. 

This bill, though, simply says to the 
President: when you bring your budget 
to us, just let us know when it bal- 
ances. That’s important because the 
last four budgets that the President 
has brought to this House, to this Con- 
gress, have never, ever balanced. 

I’m pleased to yield 14% minutes to 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
DESJARLAIS). 

Mr. DESJARLAIS. I thank my col- 
league for his leadership on this issue. 

This is the fourth time in 5 years 
that the White House has proven that 
it does not take trillion-dollar deficits 
seriously enough to submit a budget on 
time. In contrast, House Republicans, 
since taking the majority in 2010, have 
done that every year and will do so 
again in just a couple of weeks. 

We still do not know when the Presi- 
dent plans on actually submitting his 
budget. When asked, White House Press 
Secretary Jay Carney said that the ad- 
ministration favors substance over 
deadlines. Let me translate that for 
you: they don’t have a solution to ad- 
dressing the Nation’s spending and 
debt crisis. 

Today, the House will pass the Re- 
quire a PLAN Act. I’m hearing com- 
ments that this is a gimmick, this is a 
ploy. Are you kidding me? We need to 
do our job. The American people get it. 
They want Congress to work together. 
They’re not in love with Republicans 
or Democrats right now. They want us 
to solve this problem. 
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It’s sad that we have to resort to a 
Require a PLAN Act to get the other 
side to work with us. Please work with 
us. We have submitted budgets. We 
need the Senate to submit a budget. 
Every missed deadline is a missed op- 
portunity. We need to get serious about 
spending now. We cannot continue to 
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delay choices that we need to make. 
We owe it to our future generations. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair- 
man, for those Members of this body 
who were not focused on this debate 
yesterday, let’s make a couple of 
things clear. The President will intro- 
duce a budget, he is going to submit a 
budget, and he has submitted a budget 
every year. Our Republican colleagues 
don’t like his budget because he takes 
a balanced approach to reducing the 
deficit, meaning that in addition to 
cuts, he also calls for additional rev- 
enue from taking away special tax 
breaks for special interests. That’s 
number one. 

Number two, what this bill does is, 
number one, require the President to 
submit his budget in a certain way; and 
number two, it criticizes the President 
for submitting his budget late. 

Again, for those who weren’t part of 
the debate yesterday, the reason the 
President’s budget is late is because we 
had to pass the fiscal cliff agreement. 
We didn’t get that done until January 
2. And I have to say, Madam Chairman, 
we got it done despite the over- 
whelming opposition of House Repub- 
licans. We were pleased to get the over- 
whelming support of Senate Repub- 
licans, but House Republicans continue 
to take the position that they were 
prepared to go over the fiscal cliff in 
order to protect tax breaks for very 
wealthy people. 

That’s why the President’s budget is 
late, because as any American family 
knows, if you don’t know what revenue 
is coming in, you can’t put together 
your household budget. We didn’t know 
what kind of revenue was coming in 
until January 2. 

So, with that, Madam Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
ranking member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, Mr. LEVIN. 

Mr. LEVIN. The Republican mantra 
is no revenues, cuts at any price, 
whether it damages health research, 
our kids’ education, our national de- 
fense, or our national economy. So be- 
neath their new talk of softening their 
image remains their hard edge. 

Now we’re less than a month away 
from a sequester—$85 billion in arbi- 
trary, across-the-board cuts just in 
2013. Just yesterday, the nonpartisan 
Congressional Budget Office warned us 
that allowing the sequester budget cuts 
to take effect would reduce GDP 
growth by more than 25 percent this 
year, wiping out hundreds of thousands 
of jobs—hundreds of thousands of 
jobs—and pushing the unemployment 
rate back up to 8 percent. 

So I say to the Republicans, instead 
of opening your arms to the sequester 
and risking our Nation’s economic re- 
covery, Republicans should be opening 
their minds to a balanced, bipartisan 
solution. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I’m pleased to yield 1 minute to our 
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distinguished majority leader, the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CANTOR). 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 

Madam Chair, on Monday, the Presi- 
dent missed the deadline for submit- 
ting his fiscal year 2014 budget. So, un- 
fortunately, we haven’t yet seen what 
the President will propose to address 
our exploding debt. But if the Presi- 
dent’s 2014 budget is similar to his plan 
from last year, it will never achieve 
balance, not next year, not in 10 years, 
and not even in 30 or 40 years. Appar- 
ently, the President does not believe 
we have a spending problem in Amer- 
ica. 

Unfortunately, the facts tell us that 
we do. Federal spending is 22 percent 
higher than it was in January of ’09, 
and debt held by the public nearly dou- 
bled by the end of the President’s first 
term after four consecutive trillion- 
dollar deficits. 

The seriousness of this problem was 
underlined yesterday when the CBO 
told us that unless changes are made, 
Federal debt held by the public will 
reach 76 percent of our GDP by the end 
of this year, the highest level since 
1950, when the bills were fresh from 
winning World War II. 

The American people recognize that 
perpetual large Federal deficits threat- 
en their economic security. That’s why 
a recent Pew Research Center poll 
showed 72 percent of respondents said 
reducing the deficit should be a top pri- 
ority for national leaders. That was 
second only to the 86 percent who cited 
strengthening the economy and im- 
proving the jobs outlook. Concern 
about the deficit has risen from ninth 
among 20 issues 4 years ago to third in 
last month’s survey. 

People are worried about what per- 
petual Federal overspending will mean 
to their future. Will taxes on low- and 
middle-income working families have 
to rise to pay the bills we’re racking 
up? Will inflation kick in, eating away 
at the incomes of senior citizens living 
on fixed incomes who already struggle 
to pay for gas and groceries? 

Will our economy stagnate as govern- 
ment demand for capital crowds out 
private-sector borrowers who want to 
expand their businesses? Will our kids 
be condemned to a lower standard of 
living once our overseas creditors be- 
come concerned we won’t be able to 
pay them back? These are real con- 
cerns. 

These are the reasons we brought the 
PLAN Act to the floor today. I thank 
the gentleman from Georgia for his 
leadership. Life teaches that if you 
don’t have a plan, you’re planning to 
fail. And this President does not have 
any plans to balance the Federal budg- 
et ever. 

The House has developed a plan to 
balance the budget, and we voted on it 
twice. This year, we intend to improve 
on that plan and balance the budget 
even sooner than the 10 years our prior 
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proposals called for. But we can’t do it 
alone. We need to have the cooperation 
of the President and the other body to 
make any meaningful progress. 

Last month, we enacted the No Budg- 
et, No Pay law which requires both 
Houses of Congress to adopt a budget 
by April 15. Now we are hearing that 
the other body is planning on pro- 
ducing its first budget since ’09, so 
we’re making some progress. 

The PLAN Act is the next step in 
this process. It will require the Presi- 
dent to tell us when he thinks a bal- 
anced budget can be achieved and how 
he’d get us there. If his budget submis- 
sion does not balance, he’ll have to 
submit a supplemental budget by April 
1 telling us the earliest date when bal- 
ance can be achieved, and he will have 
to show us the policies he will use to 
make that calculation. 

This way, we can begin to develop a 
common destination. Until we are all 
headed in the same direction, we’ll 
never get there. The public is telling us 
we need to reduce the deficit and bal- 
ance the budget. The PLAN Act will 
help us do that, and I urge adoption of 
the bill. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

This bill is entitled the PLAN Act. 
What we really need is a plan to avoid 
the sequester, these across-the-board, 
indiscriminate cuts that are going to 
take place on March 1, which we all 
know are going to hurt jobs and the 
economy. 

We just heard from the Republican 
leader. Last September, he made a very 
good point on the floor of this House. 
He said that if you allow those seques- 
ter cuts to take place, you’re going to 
see more than 200,000 jobs lost just in 
the State of Virginia just in the de- 
fense sector. The across-the-board cuts 
are going to hurt jobs in defense, but 
they’re also going to hurt other jobs as 
well as important national efforts, 
whether it’s the FBI, whether it’s bor- 
der security, or whether it’s medical 
research at the National Institutes of 
Health. All those things are going to be 
cut. 

Now, the majority leader just made 
the point that when the American peo- 
ple are asked what their number one 
priority is, it’s jobs and the economy. 
So why aren’t we doing something 
about jobs and the economy? Why did 
the Republican leadership deny us an 
opportunity just to have a vote on a 
plan, a plan to prevent that sequester 
from taking place in less than a month, 
a plan that would replace that seques- 
ter with a mix of long-term, targeted 
cuts as well as revenues from, for ex- 
ample, getting rid of the taxpayer sub- 
sidies for the Big Oil companies? 

That’s the real plan we need, and yet 
we haven’t seen any plan from our Re- 
publican colleagues in this 113th Con- 
gress. So, let’s focus on what really is 
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important to the American people. The 
deficit is, of course, important to the 
American people. As the Republican 
leader said, it ranked number two. 
There’s no debate there. 

The issue all along has been not 
whether we reduce the deficit but how 
we do it, making sure, number one, we 
don’t do it in a way that hurts the 
economy, like some of the austerity 
plans in Europe, which apparently our 
Republican colleagues would like us to 
copy. That hurt the economy. We saw 
it didn’t work in the U.K., and we be- 
lieve we need to reduce the deficit in a 
balanced way—cuts but also revenue, 
by asking very wealthy people to con- 
tribute a little bit more and by closing 
those tax breaks that we heard about 
from the Republican Presidential and 
Vice Presidential candidate all last 
fall. 
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Those tax breaks are still out there. 
We propose to eliminate some of those 
for the purpose of reducing the deficit 
in a balanced way. That’s the plan we 
need. That’s the plan we’ve offered. Un- 
fortunately, that’s the plan we haven’t 
had a chance to even get a vote on. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
how much time remains on each side? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia has 1034 minutes remain- 
ing, and the gentleman from Maryland 
has 8 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I want to com- 
mend my friend from Maryland on the 
other side for trying to change the sub- 
ject. There’s a lot of talk over here 
about the sequester. That’s an impor- 
tant issue. There’s no doubt about it. 
We look forward to that debate. 

This is about having the President 
submit a budget to Congress that bal- 
ances, and we’re concerned about that 
because the last four budgets that this 
President has submitted to this Con- 
gress have never, ever balanced. 

With that, I’m pleased to yield 1% 
minutes to the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. WILSON). 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Chair, I would like to thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I’m grateful to Congressman TOM 
PRICE and his tremendous leadership 
on this very important issue of bal- 
ancing the budget. Congressman PRICE 
has a vision for fiscal responsibility 
which creates jobs. 

Spending money that we do not have 
is irresponsible. For the past 4 years, 
the Federal Government has spent over 
$1 trillion more each year than it re- 
ceives. American families know better 
than spending beyond their means 
without consequences. The government 
should stop passing on depressing debt 
to our younger citizens. 

House Republicans recognize that na- 
tional security risks are at stake if we 
fail to get our spending under control. 
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I hope the Senate and President will 
adopt actual solutions that will de- 
crease the size of skyrocketing na- 
tional debt. 

The passage of Require a PLAN Act 
will be a significant act by requiring 
the President to propose a budget that 
balances over a 10-year period, and the 
American people will begin to restore 
their faith in Washington and believe 
that hope and prosperity are the future 
for our Nation. Balancing our budget 
not only protects and preserves entitle- 
ment programs for our seniors and fu- 
ture generations, it also provides eco- 
nomic certainty, which helps American 
small businesses create jobs. 

As a grateful cosponsor of this legis- 
lation, I urge my colleagues and those 
across the aisle to put party politics 
aside and vote in favor of the bill. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I’m pleased to yield 1⁄2 minutes to a 
member of the Budget Committee and 
the Ways and Means Committee, the 
gentlelady from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACK). 

Mrs. BLACK. Madam Chair, yester- 
day, the President took to the White 
House briefing room to lecture, as he 
has done before, on the virtues of the 
so-called ‘‘balanced approach” to budg- 
eting. However, while he failed to men- 
tion that his balanced approach would 
never lead to a balanced budget, his 
last 4 years have made that abundantly 
clear. It’s long past time for the Presi- 
dent to level with Congress and the 
American people about when his so- 
called ‘‘balanced approach” will actu- 
ally balance the budget. 

Today, the House will take up the 
Require a PLAN Act, which will force 
the President to do just that. By re- 
quiring the President to explain when 
and how he would balance the budget, 
we can begin to have an honest and 
constructive discussion about what it 
is actually going to take to prevent a 
debt crisis. History and math tell us 
that our fiscal challenges can only be 
solved through responsible budgeting 
that cuts spending and reforms entitle- 
ments. 

The President’s incessant demand for 
higher taxes is not a solution to our 
fiscal problems but, rather, a deceptive 
rhetoric that cannot withstand the 
scrutiny of basic math or honest budg- 
eting. No amount of tax hikes will ever 
be able to steer us away from the loom- 
ing debt crisis we face. 

Averting the most predictable crisis 
in U.S. history is not a question of 
how, but a question of if the President 
will have the courage and the foresight 
to work with the House Republicans to 
lead our country out of economic stag- 
nation and away from a future limited 
by mountains of debt. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair- 
man, I think it’s important to remind 
our colleagues that as part of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Budget Control Act and other measures 
we took over the last several years, we 
have already cut $1.5 trillion over the 
10-year budget period by placing a cap 
on spending. The President has been 
very clear, as have Democrats in the 
Congress. We understand we’ve got to 
make some important cuts. We did $1.5 
trillion. We can do more. In fact, the 
substitute amendment that I proposed 
would eliminate these direct payments 
for agribusinesses, over $29 billion in 
unnecessary subsidies. 

The question isn’t whether we should 
do cuts. Yes, we should do them. We 
should do them in a smart way and not 
in an across-the-board way. But we 
should also generate revenue by closing 
the tax loopholes to reduce the deficit. 

We heard again from our Republican 
colleagues throughout the last Presi- 
dential campaign about all these tax 
breaks that benefit very wealthy peo- 
ple. Let’s close them to help reduce the 
deficit, and that’s exactly what our 
substitute would do to help replace the 
sequester. 

I’m now pleased to yield 2 minutes to 
someone who knows these issues well, 
a terrific new Member of Congress from 
the State of Maryland (Mr. DELANEY). 

Mr. DELANEY. In my judgment, Mr. 
Simpson and Mr. Bowles are American 
heroes because they were given a job 
by the President of the United States. 
It was a very difficult job, and the as- 
signment required significant vision. 
Their job was to work in a bipartisan 
way with experts and come up with a 
proposal that was in the best interest 
of the common good of American citi- 
zens. 

That’s exactly what they did. The 
fact that it was rejected by our govern- 
ment, in my judgment, is a tragedy. If 
you contrast what they did to what 
we’re considering here today with H.R. 
444, it puts into context exactly the 
problems we have with this Congress. 
Because what Mr. Simpson and Mr. 
Bowles did is they came up with a spe- 
cific proposal that had additional reve- 
nues and had important cuts to put the 
country on a better fiscal trajectory. 

We’re not here debating what pro- 
posal we should put in place to put this 
country on a better fiscal trajectory. 
That would be a worthy discussion. Nor 
are we talking about the things we 
need to do as a country to make our 
country more competitive, to create 
jobs. We’re not talking about immigra- 
tion reform. We’re not talking about a 
national energy policy. We’re not talk- 
ing about investing in our infrastruc- 
ture. What we’re talking about is a 
gimmick that has nothing to do with 
the substance of the fiscal debate that 
we need to have in this country. 

This proposal, this bill is a gimmick 
for career politicians in their game of 
chess. It has nothing to do with the 
substance of what the American people 
need us to do as a Congress. We need to 
adopt the framework that was put 
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forth by the Simpson-Bowles Commis- 
sion, where people actually did their 
job, and we need to use that as a fram- 
ing document to deal with our fiscal 
trajectory. We then need to get on with 
the business of making this country 
more competitive so we can create jobs 
that have a good standard of living. To 
do that, we need to change important 
policies in this country around immi- 
gration, energy, infrastructure, and 
education. That’s what the business of 
this Congress should be. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I’m pleased to yield 1% minutes to a 
new Member on our side of the aisle, 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. MEADOWS). 

Mr. MEADOWS. Madam Chair, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding as I 
rise in support of H.R. 444, the Require 
a PLAN Act. 

As a small business owner, I under- 
stand the importance of a balanced 
budget. Ensuring that you spend within 
your means is vital to your employees 
and the success of that business. 
Spending beyond your means could re- 
sult in layoffs, mothers and fathers not 
being able to put food on the table, and 
it ultimately could mean the demise of 
that company. 

I get it. Families from my district in 
western North Carolina get it. Just last 
week, Eric from Asheville wrote to my 
office saying: 

To me it is just basic math. This is how 
most people that have a budget work. If you 
are in debt, you either need to spend less and 
cut back, or make more money. So I spend 
less, and I cut back on some of the things 
that are not essential. Why can’t our govern- 
ment figure it out? 

I agree with Eric from Asheville, 
North Carolina, and that’s why I’m a 
proud cosponsor of Representative TOM 
PRICE’s Require a PLAN Act, which 
will force President Obama to explain 
how he intends to balance our budget. 

It’s time for the Federal Government 
to do what hardworking, tax-paying 
Americans and some businessowners 
from across the country have to do: 
balance a budget and live within our 
means. The time is now. 
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Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I am pleased to yield 1 minute to an- 
other new member of our Conference, 
the gentleman from Texas, who knows 
a significant amount about budgets 
and who is a new member of the Budget 
Committee, Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Madam Chair, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 444, the Re- 
quire a PLAN Act. I am a small busi- 
ness owner, and I have submitted a 
budget to my bank for 41 straight 
years. It is astounding that the Presi- 
dent has shirked his responsibility to 
submit a budget on time for 4 of the 
last 5 years. 
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Our Nation has trillion-dollar defi- 
cits. They are threatening the eco- 
nomic future of this great country, yet 
the President and his Democratic 
Party leaders in the Senate have made 
it a habit to ignore their budgetary ob- 
ligations. Under President Obama, the 
national debt has increased faster than 
under any U.S. President in history. 
Now is not the time to sit back and 
continue racking up debt that our chil- 
dren and our grandchildren will have to 
shoulder, not to mention small busi- 
nesses. 

The American people deserve better 
leadership. They have made it abun- 
dantly clear that Congress should bal- 
ance the Federal budget just like fami- 
lies and business owners do across the 
country, and they do it every single 
day. That’s why I support the House 
bill requiring the President to submit a 
balanced budget and to get Washing- 
ton’s spending under control, so I urge 
my colleagues on both sides to vote 
“yes” on this bill. 

I remember that Ronald Reagan’s 
birthday is today. May God bless our 
country. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I continue to re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I am pleased 
to yield 1% minutes to another new 
member of our Conference, the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE). 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. Madam Chair, I 
rise today to support H.R. 444, the Re- 
quire a PLAN Act. 

It is perfectly appropriate for the 
President to present a budget that bal- 
ances within 10 years. If he does not, 
this bill would require him to tell us 
when his budget might balance. Tril- 
lion-dollar deficits for the foreseeable 
future are harming seniors, the poor, 
and middle-income families who are 
struggling to make ends meet. Here is 
how: 

Our deficits are financed by Treasury 
bonds, most of which are being pur- 
chased by the Fed with newly created 
money. This drives up the price of 
bonds and keeps interest rates artifi- 
cially low. Seniors on fixed incomes, 
who have saved their whole lives, now 
cannot make a fair interest on their 
savings. In addition to squeezing the 
incomes of our seniors, creating money 
to fund deficits also drives up prices, 
which has a disproportionate adverse 
effect on the seniors, on the poor, and 
on middle-income families. 

Creating money out of thin air to 
fund the President’s spending must 
stop. The first step is to stop the reck- 
less spending by having the President 
present a plan to balance the budget. 
This is a simple request with no rea- 
sonable excuse for opposition. I support 
H.R. 444, the Require a PLAN Act, to 
protect our seniors, the poor, and mid- 
dle-income families. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 
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Madam Chairman, we’ve heard a 
number of the last speakers complain 
about the fact that the President’s 
budget will be a little late this year. 

Again, for the new Members joining 
us—and we welcome all of the new 
Members, those being Republicans and 
Democrats—in the last session of Con- 
gress, we were here until January 2 
trying to put together an agreement to 
avoid the fiscal cliff. That was the 
President’s priority—to make sure that 
we didn’t hurt jobs and the economy by 
going over the fiscal cliff. 

The overwhelming majority of our 
Republican colleagues in this House 
voted against that plan because they 
were more focused on protecting tax 
breaks for very wealthy individuals 
than about protecting jobs and the 
economy. That’s their choice. Their 
Senate Republican colleagues made a 
different choice, but our House Repub- 
lican colleagues can make the choice 
that they want. 

Now, with respect to the budget, the 
President will submit a budget, and our 
House Republican colleagues can reject 
it or do what they want with it. The 
issue is not whether he’ll submit a 
budget. He will. The issue is whether or 
not we would dictate to the President 
what the form of his budget should 
take, and that is wrong. 

It is also a little curious to hear this 
newfound support for these sort of bal- 
anced budgets from our Republican col- 
leagues. I would just remind everybody 
that the last time we had a balanced 
budget was at the end of the Clinton 
administration. Why? Because, in addi- 
tion to economic growth, they asked 
the American people to contribute a 
little bit more in terms of tax revenue. 
The Bush administration came in and 
immediately squandered those sur- 
pluses. I think it’s important to know 
that, since 1950, we’ve had a balanced 
budget on only eight occasions, unfor- 
tunately. The last time we had a Re- 
publican President who balanced his 
budget without inheriting it from a 
Democratic President was Dwight Ei- 
senhower. 

So we are pleased that our Repub- 
lican colleagues are joining us in try- 
ing to get back to fiscal responsibility. 
We see reducing the deficit as a very 
important part of that, but we disagree 
that we should do it by cutting impor- 
tant commitments we’ve made to sen- 
iors, by slashing our investment in our 
kids’ educations, by cutting science 
and research and things that help 
power our economy and make us com- 
petitive. We think that’s the wrong ap- 
proach. We need a balanced approach 
that combines cuts with revenues from 
closing these tax breaks for the pur- 
pose of reducing the deficit. That’s the 
kind of plan we need. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Sometimes in these conversations 
and debates, Madam Chair, it’s impor- 
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tant to set the record straight. My 
friend from Maryland says that the 
reason the President hasn’t been able 
to submit his budget on time—by the 
way, the law is by February 4, the first 
Monday in February—is due to what 
happened at the end of last year. 

I would remind my colleague that 
President Obama has missed the budg- 
et deadline more than any other Presi- 
dent. In the 90 years since the Presi- 
dent has been required to submit a 
budget to Congress by the first Monday 
in February, President Obama is the 
only President to miss the deadline 2 
years in a row, and he’s the only Presi- 
dent to miss the deadline 3 out of 4 
years in his first term. So that’s just to 
set the record straight. 

Secondly, I would remind my friend 
from Maryland that the last time this 
country had a balanced budget it was a 
Republican Congress that did it. In 
fact, President Clinton vetoed the 
budget twice and then signed it, but it 
was a Republican Congress, and we re- 
duced taxes at that time. 

I am pleased to yield 2 minutes to 
our policy chair on the Republican 
side, the gentleman from Oklahoma 
(Mr. LANKFORD). 

Mr. LANKFORD. I thank the gen- 
tleman. 

Back home last week, I had a gen- 
tleman who came up to me who said, ‘‘I 
make $80,000 a year between my wife 
and me. That has always been enough 
until now. With the economy’s slowing 
down and prices continuing to increase, 
it’s not enough. What is going on?” 

The simple statement that I can 
make to him is that the economy con- 
tinues to slow down because the Fed- 
eral Government continues to borrow 
more and more money for its own debt, 
taking that money out of the private 
sector’s hands, which would typically 
increase the economy, increase jobs, 
increase economic activity; but in- 
stead, right now, it’s all coming to- 
wards the Federal Government as we 
require more and more money, thus 
slowing the economy down more and 
more. 

The unemployment rate under this 
President has been higher longer than 
any of the last 11 Presidents combined. 
There is something unique that I can 
say to the college student coming out 
of college who can’t find a job: This is 
not a typical American economy. 

What’s going on? We’re borrowing 
too much money. We’re slowing down 
the economy. It’s not stimulating. It’s 
hurting what’s going on. 

This simple bill just says this: as is 
already required by law for the House, 
the Senate, and the President to all 
put a budget out, this also says let’s 
put a budget out because of the dire 
times that we are in. It says, at some 
point in the next 10 years, let’s bring it 
to balance. 

When the President sent his folks 
over last year to the Budget Com- 
mittee in order to present the Presi- 
dent’s budget, I asked specifically, 
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Does this budget balance at any 
point—10 years? 25 years? 75 years? Is 
there a point of balance? The response 
was, No. 

We are just asking for things to bal- 
ance sometime. Tell us when there is a 
proposed balance out there. Have a 
plan. Right now, we have no plan to 
plan, and that needs to change. The 
Senate hasn’t had a budget for the last 
4 years at all. The President presents a 
budget that never balances. After the 
fiscal cliff issues and after all of the 
things that have happened, our tax rev- 
enues estimated by the CBO will go up 
25 percent next year. It is estimated 
that our revenues next year will be the 
highest revenues in the history of the 
United States, yet the President still 
comes back and says he needs more 
revenue. 

We need to find areas to cut. We need 
a plan. We need to get into balance. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. May I inquire as 
to how much time remains on both 
sides. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Maryland has 212 minutes remain- 
ing, and the gentleman from Georgia 
has 15 seconds remaining. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I yield myself the 
balance of my time. 

Madam Chairman, again, just to put 
all this into perspective, I appreciate 
the sort of newfound vigor with which 
our Republican colleagues are ap- 
proaching this issue. I would just re- 
mind them that, in the budget they 
brought to the floor in the last 2 years, 
it did not balance, according to the 
CBO, until 2040. Even then, if you read 
what the Congressional Budget Office 
said, it wasn’t as a result of the Con- 
gressional Budget Office’s analysis of 
their policies; it was simply based on 
assumptions that our Republican col- 
leagues provided to the CBO. 
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So the real question here is: How do 
we reduce our deficits in a way that 
does not hurt the economy right now 
but does make sure that, as the econ- 
omy improves, public spending and def- 
icit spending does not squeeze out pri- 
vate investment? Actually, for the last 
couple of years, the problem has been 
the opposite. We have seen less private 
investment, and so the moneys the 
Federal Government has spent have 
been very important to helping the 
economy from going into free fall. But 
there’s no doubt that we have to come 
up with a balanced approach to dealing 
with this issue in the outyears, and 
that’s where the debate lies, in how we 
should do that. 

And again, our Republican colleagues 
have said ‘‘no’’ to the balanced ap- 
proach; they’ve said ‘‘no’’ to the plan 
that we offered to prevent the seques- 
ter; and they didn’t say ‘‘no,’’ they 
wouldn’t even allow a vote on the plan 
we offered to prevent the sequester 
that’s going to hit on March 1 and 
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which our Republican colleagues in 
statement after statement on this floor 
have said is going to hurt the economy, 
and which we know from the last quar- 
ter’s economic report is already hurt- 
ing the economy just because busi- 
nesses are anticipating the possibility 
of these across-the-board cuts. 

So that’s the plan that we should be 
focused on. That’s the plan that helps 
the economy, that will help save jobs. 
And it’s just unfortunate that we’ve 
been denied an opportunity in the peo- 
ple’s House to even have a vote on the 
one plan that’s been submitted in this 
Congress, in this House, to prevent 
those job losses and prevent harm 
being done to our economy. 

So I would hope, Madam Chairman, 
that we put aside this political gim- 
mick. The President will submit a 
budget. Our Republican colleagues can 
do with it whatever they want, but 
let’s put aside the political games and 
focus on jobs and the economy and let’s 
have a vote on the plan that we have 
introduced to prevent that sequester 
from taking place and prevent the eco- 
nomic damage that it would do. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
this is pretty simple stuff. It’s what 
families do across this country. It’s 
what businesses do across this country, 
and that is to make certain that they 
don’t spend more than they take in. All 
this bill does is say to the President, 
When you bring your budget to the 
Congress, Mr. President, let us know 
when it balances. And hopefully it’s 
not never, as he’s had for the last 4 
years. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HOLT. | rise in opposition to this bill. 

Madam Chair, it is already over one month 
since Congress temporarily avoided the so- 
called fiscal cliff, and the clock is ticking on 
sequestration: the across-the-board spending 
cuts triggered on March 1 that will devastate 
our economy. Yet the majority in the House is 
wasting time voting on an unnecessary bill 
(H.R. 444) which shirks their responsibilities, 
while pinning the blame on the President. 

This legislation does nothing to address the 
urgent priorities of the American people—to 
create jobs, grow the economy, and reduce 
the deficit in a balanced way. It does not pre- 
vent the next self-imposed crisis, thereby 
threatening our recovery, risking job growth, 
and harming the middle class. 

The majority calls this the “Require a 
PLAN” bill, but this bill is a stunt, not a solu- 
tion. Now is the time to take action to avoid 
the harmful effects of sequestration, not for 
political posturing. 

| urge my colleagues to reject this partisan 
gimmick and join me in voting against it. 

Mr. POSEY. Madam Chair, a nation that 
does not operate on a budget is plagued by ir- 
responsible spending with bloated budgets, 
unfathomable debts and jeopardizes its long- 
term sustainability. That's true of any family or 
business and it’s true of governments as well. 

Every state is required to have a budget 
and nearly all states are required to balance 
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their budget. Sadly, the federal government 
has failed to operate on a budget for the past 
four years, and it’s past time for that to come 
to an end. 

In four out of the last five years, the Presi- 
dent has failed to submit a budget to the Con- 
gress by the date required by law. Further- 
more, each of those budgets, when eventually 
submitted, projected trillions of dollars in deficit 
spending as far as the eye could see. That is 
a recipe for national bankruptcy and it is mor- 
ally wrong. 

You would not steal from your children or 
grandchildren and we should not let Wash- 
ington do it either. 

That is why | rise in support of legislation 
that | have cosponsored, H.R. 444. This bill is 
really very simple. It requires the President to 
do what the U.S. House of Representatives 
has already done—pass a budget that bal- 
ances. 

| am also hopeful that the U.S. Senate will 
do something that it too has failed to do for 
the past four years—pass a budget. Any 
budget. That will enable the House and Sen- 
ate to do what is required by law: establish a 
budget for the U.S. Government and live with- 
in that budget. 

The House and Senate can have disagree- 
ments, but the Senate and the Administration 
need to go on record with their spending prior- 
ities so our system can work. 

In 1997, the Balanced Budget Amendment 
to the U.S. Constitution passed the House of 
Representatives, but fell one vote short of 
passage in the Senate. That year the national 
debt was $5.4 trillion. Today it is more than 
three times that amount—$16.5 trillion. The 
debt burden for each American citizen has 
grown from about $20,000 to over $52,000. 

Back then, liberals in Washington said the 
same thing that they say today—that we don’t 
need a Balanced Budget Amendment to con- 
trol spending and responsibly manage the Na- 
tion’s finances. There are eleven trillion rea- 
sons to prove they are dead wrong. Wash- 
ington needs a spending intervention. 

Earlier this week the Administration once 
again missed the statutory deadline for sub- 
mitting a budget to Congress. It’s been four 
years since the Senate approved a budget. All 
the while allowing billions of dollars in wasteful 
spending to slip through the cracks, further 
adding to our trillion dollar deficits. 

We need a responsible plan to bring federal 
spending under control and ultimately balance 
the budget. Washington can no longer afford 
to fund itself on short-term stop-gap resolu- 
tions, last minute deals struck in the wee- 
hours of the morning and massive, “too big to 
read” 1,000-page omnibus spending bills. 

Washington is literally charging away our 
children and grandchildren’s futures, depriving 
them of the opportunities that were so readily 
available to current and previous generations. 
Let’s pass H.R. 444 and set the Nation on a 
more secure footing. Let’s act today, before 
we are actually confronted with the inevitable 
debt crisis to come, which we have been 
warned about and can avoid if we get serious. 

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen- 
eral debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered read for amendment under 
the 5-minute rule and the bill shall be 
considered read. 
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The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 444 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Require 
Presidential Leadership and No Deficit Act” 
or the “Require a PLAN Act”. 

SEC. 2. PURPOSE AND FINDINGS. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this Act is to 
require the President to submit to Congress 
a supplemental unified budget if the Presi- 
dent’s budget for fiscal year 2014 does not 
achieve balance in a fiscal year covered by 
such budget. 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress 
lowing: 

(1) With this year’s expected failure to 
meet the statutory deadline for submission 
of his budget, as stated by the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget, the President will have 
only met the statutory deadline in one of his 
five budget submissions. 

(2) Despite a promise to cut the deficit in 
half, the deficit doubled during the Presi- 
dent’s first year in office and has exceeded $1 
trillion for four years now. 

(3) Since taking office, the President has 
allowed the Federal debt to grow by nearly 
$6 trillion and total debt now exceeds the 
size of the entire economy of the United 
States. 

(4) Under the President’s most recent budg- 
et submission, the budget never achieves bal- 
ance. 

(5) The President’s fiscal year 2013 budget 
submission includes the admission that 
under his own policies the Federal Govern- 
ment’s ‘‘fiscal position gradually deterio- 
rates”. 

SEC. 3. SUBMISSION OF A SUPPLEMENTAL UNI- 
FIED BUDGET. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—If the President’s budget 
for fiscal year 2014, submitted to Congress 
pursuant to section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code, results in a projected deficit in 
every fiscal year for which estimates are pro- 
vided in such budget, then the President 
shall submit a supplemental unified budget 
pursuant to subsection (b). 

(b) CONTENTS OF SUPPLEMENTAL UNIFIED 
BUDGET.—Not later than April 1, 2013, the 
President shall submit to Congress a supple- 
mental unified budget that includes— 

(1) the information required under section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code; 

(2) an estimate of the earliest fiscal year in 
which the supplemental budget is not pro- 
jected to result in a deficit; 

(3) a detailed description of additional poli- 
cies to be implemented in order to achieve 
such result; and 

(4) an explanation of the differences be- 
tween the President’s budget for fiscal year 
2014 and the supplemental unified budget re- 
ferred to in this subsection. 

(c) DEFINITION.—The term ‘‘unified budget’’ 
means the total level of outlays, total level 
of receipts, and the resulting deficit or sur- 
plus of the United States Government for a 
fiscal year. 

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment 
to the bill is in order except those 
printed in House Report 113-8. Hach 
such amendment may be offered only 
in the order printed in the report, may 
be offered by a Member designated in 
the report, shall be considered read, 
shall be debatable for the time speci- 
fied in the report, equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an op- 


finds the fol- 
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ponent, and shall not be subject to a 
demand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 113-8. 

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk made in 
order under the rule. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Amend section 2(b)(3) to read as follows: 

(8) Since the President took office, Con- 
gress has allowed the Federal debt to grow 
by nearly $6 trillion and total debt now ex- 
ceeds the size of the entire economy of the 
United States. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 48, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. TAKANO) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Chair, I like to 
call this the ‘‘don’t shift blame amend- 
ment.” The bill before us today tries to 
blame President Obama for all our fis- 
cal woes. Judging by the language of 
this legislation, I’m convinced the 
House Republicans live in a world 
where our entire national debt sud- 
denly appeared on January 21, 2009. But 
let’s be clear: Our debt was not created 
by the President alone. And while the 
President may be responsible for spend- 
ing us a budget blueprint, it is ulti- 
mately Congress that holds the power 
of the purse. I think my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle are forget- 
ting a key part of our job: the Presi- 
dent does not pass budgets, nor does he 
appropriate funds; Congress does. 

My amendment makes a simple 
change to the findings section of the 
bill to clarify that Congress has the 
constitutional responsibility to fund 
the Federal Government. 

I can guarantee that when the major- 
ity introduces its budget this month, it 
will be so extreme that it has no 
chance of passing both Houses. The Re- 
publican majority seems to be able to 
come together for meaningless pro- 
posals, but they know that when it 
comes to sensible legislation such as 
preventing us from going over the fis- 
cal cliff or providing aid to Sandy vic- 
tims, the 218th vote will come from a 
Democrat. The only thing allowing the 
House Republican caucus to govern is 
the House Democratic Caucus. 

It is the majority’s failure to nego- 
tiate in good faith on the budget that 
has gotten us here today. Year after 
year, the House Republican leadership 
has chosen to do anything within its 
power to discredit the President in- 
stead of working to solve our Nation’s 
challenges. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I appreciate the gentleman’s amend- 
ment, and although possibly well-in- 
tentioned, we’re not saying at all that 
this is just on the President’s watch, 
that this is simply this President that 
is culpable, but you’d have to ignore 
the President’s fiscal issues that he’s 
had over the past 4 years to think that 
he didn’t have a hand in this. 

On taking office, President Obama 
promised to cut the deficit in half. 
Madam Chair, the deficit, when the 
President entered office, was $458 bil- 
lion. We all know that the deficit last 
year was $1.3 trillion—hardly in half, 
not even with new math. 

Instead, he’s presided over four 
straight trillion-dollar-plus_ deficits. 
Spending is 22 percent higher at the 
end of this President’s first term than 
it was when he took office. Under his 
own budget, spending will be 40 percent 
higher at the end of his second term if 
Congress were to go along with the pro- 
posals he brings forward. And finally, 
the President is on track to double the 
national debt by the end of his term in 
office. 

Now, my new colleague from Cali- 
fornia says that all you’ve got to do is 
pass a budget through the Congress and 
all things will be wonderful, and the 
House Republicans have passed a budg- 
et. And, Madam Chair, it’s been a budg- 
et that has put us on a path to balance, 
yes, and we’ll do that again this year. 
But I will remind my colleague that 
the Senate hasn’t passed a budget in 
nearly 4 years, which is why 2 weeks 
ago this Congress, this House, passed a 
bill—No Budget, No Pay—where we fi- 
nally got the Senate to admit that 
they hadn’t passed a budget. And, oh, 
yes, by the way, they’ll do one this 
year. We got their attention. 

So, Madam Chair, though well-inten- 
tioned, trying to change the subject 
and the issue a little bit, this amend- 
ment doesn’t—doesn’t—assist in get- 
ting us to the point where it is the 
President’s responsibility to tell the 
American people—in fact, it’s only fair 
for the President to tell the American 
people when he brings his budget for- 
ward, when will it balance. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Chair, the 
House Republicans have been more fo- 
cused on passing budgets that message 
well than introducing a budget that 
both the House and Senate can agree 
on. These are budgets that don’t stand 
a chance of passing the Senate simply 
because the GOP refuses to com- 
promise on anything. How many of 
their budgets end Medicare as we know 
it? What makes them think that the 
Senate would pass a budget that goes 
back on the promises we made to our 
seniors? 
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The budgets passed by House Repub- 
licans are less valuable than the paper 
they’re written on. They do not bring 
both sides together and are a complete 
waste of time and the taxpayers’ 
money. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
what time remains for each side, 
please? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia has 3 minutes remaining, 
and the gentleman from California has 
2⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I’m pleased to yield 1% minutes to the 
vice chair of our conference, the gen- 
tlewoman from Kansas (Ms. JENKINS). 

Ms. JENKINS. I thank the gentleman 
from Georgia for yielding me this time. 

Today, there are still more than 12 
million Americans unemployed. Par- 
ents are taking home lower wages to 
support their children, and families are 
paying more for everything from gas to 
groceries. For these Americans, the re- 
cession never ended. 

If government spending was the key 
to economic growth and job creation, 
the economy would be booming right 
now. But instead, last week we found 
out things are getting worse. We all 
know the problem. For 4 years we 
racked up trillion-dollar deficits year 
after year, adding another trillion to 
the national debt. It’s not a partisan 
issue. We all agree we need to fix it. 

Serious problems call for serious dis- 
cussions, and serious discussions re- 
quire everyone to put their plan on the 
table. We took a solid step last week by 
requiring the Senate to pass a budget 
for the first time in 4 years, but we 
must continue moving forward by re- 
quiring not just a budget but a plan 
that actually fixes the problem. 
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We need to pass the Require a PLAN 
Act so the House, Senate, and even the 
White House are all forced to step away 
from campaign rhetoric and short-term 
gimmicks. Unlike the President’s pre- 
vious budget proposals, the PLAN Act 
will require the President to finally 
tell the American people when and how 
his budget will achieve balance. 

It’s time to get serious. Americans 
deserve better than gimmicks and cam- 
paign rhetoric; they deserve a plan. 

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Chair, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I urge a rejection of this amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Chair, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
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ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. SCHRADER 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
House Report 113-8. 

Mr. SCHRADER. Madam Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of section 2(b), add the fol- 
lowing: 

(6) The President created the National 
Commission on Fiscal Responsibility and Re- 
form chaired by Erskine Bowles and Senator 
Alan Simpson, which recommended a bal- 
anced package of revenue and spending re- 
forms to bring down projected deficits and 
stabilize the Federal debt as a share of the 
economy. 

(7) These recommendations enjoy wide bi- 
partisan support and should be considered 
the basis for meeting the requirements of 
this Act. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 48, the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. SCHRADER) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. SCHRADER. Madam Chair, I 
yield myself 1 minute. 

I’m very pleased to offer the only 
real bipartisan amendment to this bill, 
and maybe one of the few bipartisan 
amendments we’ll see this Congress. I 
hope not. 

This is actually an attempt to rectify 
some of the deficiencies in the under- 
lying bill. I certainly don’t agree with 
the findings. As has been pointed out, 
the lack of a budget at this point in 
time is because of the fiscal cliff nego- 
tiations. Congress, frankly, is to blame 
for that. The President usually starts 
his budget in November or December, 
and that was impossible. 

Also, I think there’s a little revi- 
sionist history regarding the debt that 
the President did inherit. Almost one- 
half to two-thirds of that $1 trillion he 
inherited from the previous adminis- 
tration and previous Congresses. 

Nevertheless, we do have a huge debt, 
and the deficit problem needs adjusting 
and addressing. The only bipartisan so- 
lution to that has been put forward by 
Simpson-Bowles. This has had wide- 
spread recognition by folks here in 
Congress, folks outside of Congress, 
businessmen and -women, as a possible 
solution to a long-term, unified ap- 
proach to our debt and deficit. The te- 
nets of that, of course, deal with the 
tax expenditures that we have and the 
health care costs that are going up. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 
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Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I want to commend my colleague from 
Oregon and the colleagues that came 
together to submit this amendment, as 
I believe it truly to be well-inten- 
tioned, but I think it misses the mark. 
I think for two reasons, specifically, 
that it ought not be adopted by this 
body. 


First, it unnecessarily restricts the 
ability of the President to determine 
how he would balance the budget. Re- 
member, the underlying bill doesn’t tie 
the President’s hands in any way. It 
simply says to the President when you 
submit your budget to Congress, just 
let us know when it’s going to balance. 
And if it’s not going to balance within 
the period of time that’s defined by the 
budget window, then tell us when it’s 
going to balance, and tell us what 
you’re going to do to make it come 
into balance. 


And the reason that balance is im- 
portant, Madam Chair, is not just be- 
cause it makes numbers, zero equals 
zero on a page somewhere. It’s because 
it’s about the economy, to get the 
economy rolling again and get jobs 
being created. That’s why it’s impor- 
tant. 


Secondly, this amendment would 
have the President build his balanced 
budget around a foundation that never 
balances. A lot of talk about Simpson- 
Bowles, and I commend them for the 
wonderful work that they did. How- 
ever, if you get down into the details of 
that, there are some things in there 
that just simply will not work. And the 
biggest thing is that it never gets to 
balance. 


So the underlying bill again, Madam 
Chair, is crafted very carefully so that 
it gives the President the greatest 
amount of flexibility to propose how he 
believes the budget ought to be bal- 
anced. 


And finally, maybe the most impor- 
tant thing about this, the inadequacy 
of this amendment, is that the Presi- 
dent has already rejected the findings 
in the Simpson-Bowles commission. 
The President’s already rejected it, his 
own commission; said never mind, 
that’s not the way I want to do it. 


So we would suggest that allowing 
the President the greatest amount of 
flexibility on how he would propose to 
balance the budget—something he’s 
never done, but we want to leave him 
the greatest amount of flexibility, so 
we ought to retain the underlying bill. 


I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SCHRADER. Madam Chair, I 
yield 1 minute to my respected col- 
league from New York (Mr. GIBSON). 

Mr. GIBSON. Madam Chair, I want to 
thank my colleague, Mr. SCHRADER, for 


offering this amendment. I rise in sup- 
port of it. 
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Madam Chair, we’re only about 3 
weeks away from the specter of seques- 
tration, always meant to be a forcing 
function for us to come together to get 
a grand agreement. And what this 
amendment says is the President 
should use the framework, the Simp- 
son-Bowles framework, as a starting 
point to get that conversation going. 

You know, the President said, when 
he initiated that fiscal commission: 

For far too long, Washington has avoided 
the tough choices necessary to solve our fis- 
cal problems, and they won’t be solved over- 
night. But under the leadership of Erskine 
and Alan, I’m confident that the Commission 
I’m establishing today will build a bipartisan 
consensus to put America on the path toward 
fiscal reform and responsibility. 

Madam Chair, last year, Cooper- 
LaTourette—we offered a bipartisan 
budget that was inspired by Simpson- 
Bowles, although we modified it some. 
What I’m asking the President to do is 
to come forward, to recognize this com- 
mission as a starting point, so that, 
once again, we can come together so we 
can address these unsustainable defi- 
cits. 

So I’m proud to support this amend- 
ment, and ask my colleagues to sup- 
port it. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. SCHRADER. Madam Chair, I 
yield 1 minute to the distinguished 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF). 

Mr. WOLF. America is broke. Amer- 
ica is in trouble, and the Simpson- 
Bowles plan is the only framework out 
there that truly reforms Social Secu- 
rity and saves it for our children and 
grandchildren. 

When I go into high schools in my 
district and I ask the students, how 
many of you believe the Social Secu- 
rity system is sound, in the last 4 
years, not one senior has raised their 
hand. The seniors know more than the 
Congress, both the Republican and 
Democratic Party, and more than the 
President. 

Just yesterday, CBO Director Doug 
Elmendorf noted that the number of 
seniors receiving Social Security and 
Medicare benefits will increase by 40 
percent over the next decade. In order 
to preserve Social Security and save it 
for our children, the President should 
use Simpson-Bowles as a starting 
point. He created the commission. It 
received bipartisan support, and then 
he walked away. 

Some Members on both sides are 
afraid of this vote. You know what you 
ought to be afraid of? You ought to be 
afraid of facing your children and your 
grandchildren and your constituents 
when this country goes bankrupt and 
goes into decline. 

I thank the gentleman for offering 
the amendment, and strongly urge a 
unanimous ‘‘yes’’ vote. 

Madam Chair, | thank Mr. SCHRADER for 
yielding, and thank the other cosponsors of 
this amendment, Mr. COOPER and Mr. GIBSON, 
for their work. 
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| continue to believe that the only way to ad- 
dress our Nation’s massive debt, which is crip- 
pling our ability to compete, is by adopting a 
comprehensive proposal along the lines of the 
Simpson-Bowles framework. It would put our 
Nation on a sustainable path by reducing defi- 
cits by 4 trillion dollars through a mix of 
spending reductions—both mandatory and dis- 
cretionary—and comprehensive, pro-growth 
reform. By finding these savings, sequestra- 
tion wouldn’t even be necessary. 

This amendment is simple. It adds a finding 
to this legislation that the president created 
the Simpson-Bowles Commission and sug- 
gests using Simpson-Bowles as a starting 
point, to meet the underlying requirements of 
the bill. 

Quite honestly, | am disappointed that an 
amendment is even necessary. As Alan 
Greenspan noted in May, “The worst mistake 
the president made was not embracing that 
vehicle [Simpson-Bowles] right away.” 

| am submitting for the RECORD letters | sent 
earlier this week to both the president and the 
speaker asking both to embrace bipartisan ef- 
forts to “turn off’ sequestration. Simpson- 
Bowles is a valid approach to deal with this 
problem, even though the president walked 
away from his own commission’s hard work. 

| urge a “yes” vote on the amendment and 
a “yes” vote on the bill. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 4, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I want to share the en- 
closed letter I sent to President Obama 
today urging him to immediately send a 
written proposal to the Congress to prevent 
sequestration. As has been widely reported, 
sequestration was originally proposed by the 
president’s chief of staff and Treasury Sec- 
retary nominee, Jack Lew. Unfortunately, 
the bluntness of this policy’s across-the- 
board cuts will lead to a hollow military 
force and a government unable to nimbly re- 
spond to the needs of its citizens. 

Over the past two years, the House Appro- 
priations Committee, on which I serve, has 
led the way in reducing discretionary spend- 
ing by $98 billion, which will result in $917 
billion in deficit reduction over the next dec- 
ade. While these discretionary cuts have 
made a substantial impact, no similar reduc- 
tions in spending have been made to entitle- 
ment programs or tax earmarks and other 
spending through the tax code. Unfortu- 
nately, the impeding sequestration would 
just continue the process of discretionary 
spending reductions, which have already 
been substantially reduced, while essentially 
leaving all other spending—the real drivers 
of the deficit—on autopilot. This is the area 
of the budget that must be reformed in order 
to preserve and protect them for future gen- 
erations. These programs are broke. Every- 
one is to blame, and therefore we all need to 
be part of the solution. Simply put, if we do 
nothing, within 25 years, every Social Secu- 
rity recipient, regardless of age, will face an 
across-the-board cut of 25 percent. 

That is why I have called on the president 
to support the bipartisan Simpson-Bowles 
proposal, which will ‘‘turn off’? the need for 
sequestration by finding the necessary 
spending reductions. I therefore am offering 
an amendment with several of our colleagues 
to H.R. 444, Require a PLAN Act, which will 
be considered on the floor this week. This 
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amendment simply adds a requirement that 
the president use this framework when sub- 
mitting his budget request. It is dis- 
appointing that the president walked away 
from his own commission, and disappointing 
that he is again late in submitting his budg- 
et request to Congress. That is why, if the 
president continues to fail to advocate for 
this bipartisan solution to avert sequestra- 
tion, the House must lead the way by adopt- 
ing this amendment. 

It is imperative that the Congress find a 
solution to avert sequestration before it hits 
at the end of this month. I ask for your sup- 
port for the amendment my colleagues and I 
will offer today and for your broader support 


for the bipartisan Simpson-Bowles_ rec- 
ommendations. 
Best wishes. 
Sincerely, 
FRANK R. WOLF, 
Member of Congress. 
Enclosure. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 4, 2013. 
Hon. BARACK H. OBAMA, 
The President, The White House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: During your October 
23, 2012 debate with Governor Romney, you 
forcefully stated that sequestration ‘‘will 
not happen.” Despite your assurance on na- 
tional television to the American people, we 
are now less than a month away from seques- 
tration and I am deeply concerned that your 
administration is failing to exhibit any ur- 
gency in addressing this issue. 

Sequestration will lead to a hollow mili- 
tary force and a government unable to nim- 
bly respond to the needs of its citizens. I 
hope that you will not stand by and allow 
this to happen. The idea of ‘‘sequestration”’ 
was proposed by your chief of staff and nomi- 
nee to be Secretary of the Treasury, Jack 
Lew. I write today to ask that you imme- 
diately send a written proposal to the Con- 
gress to prevent sequestration. 

I am not advocating that spending reduc- 
tions scheduled for our discretionary mili- 
tary and non-military accounts simply be 
waived—far from it. Our nation is nearly 
$16.5 trillion in debt, and, when added to our 
unfunded obligations and liabilities, we are 
facing roughly $71 trillion in future 
unsustainable spending commitments. Un- 
less we change course, every penny collected 
by the federal government will be consumed 
by spending on entitlements and interest on 
the debt by 2025. We are spending $4.2 billion 
each week on interest payments to finance 
our debt, and this money is going to nations 
such as China, one of our strongest competi- 
tors which is actively spying on both our 
public and private sectors and has an abys- 
mal human rights record. Our current path 
is simply unsustainable and is not the firm 
foundation our children and grandchildren 
expect and deserve. 

I have repeatedly advocated and voted for 
the only bipartisan fiscal solution that has 
been proposed: the recommendations of the 
Simpson-Bowles Commission, which would 
have reduced the deficit by more than $4 tril- 
lion, with two-thirds of the savings coming 
from spending reductions, and one-third 
through tax reform. More importantly, it 
would have reduced enough spending to com- 
pletely ‘‘turn off’ the need for the sequestra- 
tion cuts. While you walked away from this 
bipartisan proposal, I was one of 38 bipar- 
tisan members of Congress to vote for it last 
year. 

In addition to voting for bipartisan solu- 
tions like the Simpson-Bowles recommenda- 
tions, I have worked to make the difficult 
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but necessary cuts to our nation’s discre- 
tionary spending. During the 112th Congress, 
as chairman of the Commerce-Justice- 
Science Appropriations subcommittee, I re- 
duced spending from nearly $64 billion to 
nearly $52 billion for these agencies, nearly a 
$12 billion reduction. The House Appropria- 
tions Committee recognized the need to lead 
by example and started the process of reduc- 
ing unnecessary spending. As subcommittee 
chairman, I still managed to continue in- 
vesting in our nation’s critical counterter- 
rorism and research and development pro- 
grams. In fact, Iam proud that I was able to 
make these substantial cuts while funding 
the National Science Foundation’s basic re- 
search programs and the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation’s national security work at all- 
time high levels. This is the type of thought- 
ful and deliberate allocation of resources we 
can achieve through a careful process, rather 
than sequestration. 

But a real fiscal solution cannot be 
reached by focusing only on reductions to 
discretionary spending accounts, which ac- 
count for roughly 15 percent of all federal 
spending. Since Fiscal Year 2010, Congress 
has enacted $95 billion in cuts from discre- 
tionary accounts, which has resulted in a 10- 
year savings of more than $917 billion. 

While these discretionary cuts have made 
substantial progress in reducing the deficit, 
no similar reductions in spending have been 
made to entitlement programs or tax ear- 
marks and other spending through the tax 
code. Unfortunately, sequestration would 
just continue the process of discretionary 
spending reductions, which have already 
been substantially reduced, while essentially 
leaving all other spending—the real drivers 
of the deficit—on autopilot. This is the area 
of the budget that must be reformed in order 
to preserve and protect it for future genera- 
tions. These programs are broke. Everyone is 
to blame, and therefore we all need to be 
part of the solution. Simply put, if we do 
nothing, within 25 years, every Social Secu- 
rity recipient, regardless of age, will face an 
across-the-board cut of 25 percent. 

Fortunately, there are bipartisan solutions 
on the table proposed by your Simpson- 
Bowles Commission. One of the commission’s 
suggestions to save Social Security was to 
gradually raise the full Social Security re- 
tirement age by one month every two years, 
to slowly raise the full retirement age from 
67 to 69. 

What 50-year-old in McLean wouldn’t be 
willing to work just one more month to help 
ensure a sound program for future genera- 
tions? And I know a 40-year-old in Win- 
chester is willing to start planning now so 
that they can be prepared to make the com- 
mitment to work just six more months. And, 
since most 30-year-olds in Clarke County be- 
lieve Social Security won’t even exist when 
they’re ready for retirement—I know they’d 
be willing to work 11 more months to ensure 
that they receive benefits. That’s the same 
reason I believe parents in Manassas will 
work today to prepare their four-year-olds to 
retire at 69, instead of 67. 

I have repeatedly advocated for this bipar- 
tisan Simpson-Bowles proposal, despite my 
misgivings with certain sections, because I 
believe it is the only proposal that truly can 
receive the bipartisan support and embrace 
by the American people. Large proposals of 
the magnitude that are necessary to address 
our debt must be bipartisan in order to re- 
ceive support from the American people. For 
example, consider the national tone that 
erupted after your health care reform was 
signed into law on a party-line-vote. Imagine 
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how different the discourse would be if this 
legislation would have incorporated minor- 
ity views. 

It has been frustrating that you have never 
fully embraced your own commission’s rec- 
ommendations. This commission was based 
on legislation introduced by Senators Conrad 
and Gregg, that, in turn, was based off of my 
bipartisan SAFE Commission Act, which I 
first introduced in 2006 during the Bush Ad- 
ministration, and since partnered with 
Democratic Representative Jim Cooper of 
Tennessee. 

I agree with Alan Greenspan’s analysis 
“one of the worst mistakes [you] ever made 
was not embracing the [Simpson-Bowles] 
proposal right away.” Your leadership would 
have made a difference. I still believe this 
proposal is the path forward. I will still ad- 
vocate for many of the policies presented in 
this document, because it was a comprehen- 
sive approach that recognized that everyone, 
even the advocates of ‘‘political sacred 
cows,” must be asked to contribute to deficit 
reduction efforts. 

Today, I am offering a bipartisan amend- 
ment to H.R. 444, Require a PLAN Act. This 
amendment would require you to incorporate 
the Simpson-Bowles recommendations into 
your budget submission to Congress. I am 
disappointed that this amendment is even 
necessary, aS I would hope you would have 
done this on your own initiative. It is also 
equally troubling that, for the fourth time in 
five years, you have again failed to meet 
your statutory deadline for filing your an- 
nual budget request. 

The threat of sequestration is already hav- 
ing an impact on our economy, The economy 
unexpectedly shrank in the fourth quarter 
for the first time since 2009, due in large part 
to reductions in federal defense spending. 
Contractors—not just the Boeings, Booz Al- 
lens and Lockheeds of the world, but the 
small, women- and minority-owned sub- 
contractors—are already feeling the pinch. 

In addition, federal agencies are already 
being forced to prepare for this uncertainty. 
For example, temporary workers are not 
being rehired, positions sit unfilled and fed- 
eral employees face the threat of 22 days of 
furloughs. That’s one day a week for the re- 
mainder of the fiscal year where they won’t 
get paid. 

FBI agents will be pulled out of the field 
off of active investigations. According to a 
recent Washington Post article, ‘‘New fed- 
eral grants for medical research are being 
postponed, resulting in layoffs now and cost- 
ly paperwork later. And military leaders, 
who are delaying training for active and re- 
serve forces, are trying to negotiate millions 
of dollars in penalties that the Defense De- 
partment is incurring from canceled con- 
tracts.” 

These are the same federal employees who 
have already been asked to contribute $103 
billion to the deficit reduction efforts 
through your two-year pay freeze and deci- 
sion to partially pay for a 10-month exten- 
sion of a short-sighted payroll tax holiday by 
requiring new federal employees, and those 
with less than five years of credible experi- 
ence, to spend the rest of their careers pay- 
ing higher pension contributions. 

Today, National Journal Daily reported 
that it appears that damning news articles 
may be the only hope to avert sequestration. 
This is not the way a great nation should 
act. I am willing to look at all options and 
find a solution—a solution that truly deals 
with entitlements and is a long term, not 
piecemeal, approach. Efficient contracts are 
not designed to be signed on two-month, six- 
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month, or for that matter, one-year basis; 
they are multi-year endeavors. 

Under the Constitution, there is only one 
person who is elected to serve all of the 
American people: the president. Unlike the 
Congress, which is elected just by one dis- 
trict or state, your office, as the chief execu- 
tive, must strive to represent all Americans, 
including the parts of the country that will 
be devastated by the thoughtless cuts en- 
acted through sequestration. 

Yet over the last month, you have used 
your “‘bully pulpit” not to bring the Amer- 
ican people and Congressional leadership to- 
gether on a sequestration solution, but in- 
stead to start ‘‘national conversations” 
about guns and immigration. While there 
may be merit to addressing these issues, the 
looming sequestration deadline should make 
resolving this crisis the most important item 
on your agenda. But both your recent ac- 
tions and your words do not represent the se- 
riousness of the task at hand. 

Mr. President, House Republicans are just 
a majority of the minority—we control one 
half of one of three branches of the govern- 
ment. Your leadership is needed. I have al- 
ways strived to represent my constituents in 
an honest and open manner. Let’s dispense 
with the straw man arguments. We all bear 
responsibility for the situation before us, 
and thus must consider all options, even 
those that are not ideal. I know you appre- 
ciate the severity of the situation. Pm pre- 
pared to give full consideration should you 
propose a serious bipartisan solution. 

I suggest you start with the recommenda- 
tions of your own Simpson-Bowles Commis- 
sion, which you have thus far failed to sup- 
port. Its time has come and I hope you will 
embrace its bipartisan solutions and call on 
Congress to adopt it. 

Best wishes. 

Sincerely, 
FRANK R. WOLF, 
Member of Congress. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I continue to 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SCHRADER. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the distinguished 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN.) 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair, I 
thank my colleague, Mr. SCHRADER, 
and his colleagues for offering this 
amendment. 

I support the overall framework of 
Simpson-Bowles. I’ve said that many 
times. If you look at the balance in 
Simpson-Bowles between the cuts and 
the revenue, it’s something, I think, 
that is the model that we should be 
using in this body. And I do want to 
submit for the RECORD an analysis that 
was done by the Center For Budget 
Policy Priorities that shows exactly 
what that breakdown would be. 

I don’t support every single rec- 
ommendation within Simpson-Bowles, 
but I think we have an obligation, if we 
don’t like one of their cuts, to come up 
with an alternative cut. If we don’t 
like their revenue, we should come up 
with alternative revenue. 

But what the Simpson-Bowles pro- 
posal does is it creates a framework 
saying that we need to take a balanced 
approach to reducing our deficit. 

I was listening to my friend, Mr. 
PRICE, explaining his opposition to 
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this. He didn’t want to impose require- 
ments on the President; simply ask the 
President to consider these proposals. 
And as the President himself has said, 
he has incorporated many of the pro- 
posals from Simpson-Bowles into his 
own budget, the ones he submitted last 
year and the one that he will submit 
this year. So I support the framework, 
not every recommendation, but the 
overall framework. 


SUMMARY OF UPDATED BOWLES-SIMPSON 
ESTIMATES 


To assess Bowles-Simpson today so that 
policymakers can compare it with other 
plans, one must look at the Bowles-Simpson 
savings over 2013-2022, relative to a current 
policy baseline. One must also account for 
the $1.5 trillion in discretionary spending 
cuts that policymakers have since enacted. 
When that is done, the results show that: 
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TABLE 1—SUMMARY OF ORIGINAL BOWLES-SIMPSON 


PLAN 
Not yet en- 
Total plan acted 
Ten-year cumulative totals in trillions of dollars 
Revenue increases 2.6 2.6 
Program cuts .... 2.9 14 
Interest savings 0.8 0.6 
Total deficit reduction uu... 6.3 46 


Ratio, program cuts to revenue increases 


Not counting interest 1.1 to 1.0 0.5 to 1.0 
Counting interest 1.4 to 1.0 0.8 to 1.0 


Note: Covers 2013 through 2022; excludes Social Security solvency pro- 
posals; measured relative to current policy; may not add due to rounding. 


Over 2013-2022, Bowles-Simpson called for 
$6.3 trillion in deficit reduction—$5.5 trillion 
in policy savings and about $800 billion in in- 
terest savings. (That figure excludes Bowles- 
Simpson’s Social Security solvency pro- 
posals, consistent with their presentation of 
the plan’s deficit reduction totals; see the 
box on page 2.) 

The $5.5 trillion in policy savings in the 
Bowles-Simpson plan consists of almost $2.9 
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trillion in program cuts and almost $2.6 tril- 
lion in revenue increases—that is, 53 percent 
from budget cuts and 47 percent from rev- 
enue increases, or almost a 1-to-1 ratio of 
program cuts to revenue increases. 

This nearly 1-to-1 ratio does not include 
the interest savings. If one counted interest 
savings as a spending reduction, the ratio is 
59 percent in spending cuts to 41 percent in 
revenue increases, or a 1.4-to-1 ratio of pro- 
gram cuts to revenue increases. 

Bowles-Simpson was typically described as 
having a 2-to-1 ratio, but that is because the 
co-chairs assumed the expiration of the 
upper-income tax cuts as part of their base- 
line and thus did not count the revenue sav- 
ings in their ratio. They also estimated high- 
er interest savings (which counted under 
their plan as a spending reduction) than our 
analysis does because the interest rates pro- 
jected at that time were higher than interest 
rates now are projected to be. 

Of the nearly $2.9 trillion of program cuts 
in the Bowles-Simpson plan, about half—or 
just under $1.5 trillion—have already been 
enacted. If one excludes the enacted savings: 


TABLE 2—DEFICIT REDUCTION UNDER THE ORIGINAL BOWLES-SIMPSON PLAN 


[EXTENDED TO COVER 2013-2022; DOLLARS IN BILLIONS] 


2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 10r 
Revenue increases: 
Tax reform 20 40 80 90 105 120 150 180 215 250 1,250 
Revenue increases built into baseline .. 49 62 89 99 110 121 130 138 148 157 1,103 
Increase gas tax 15 cents .... 2 7 11 16 18 18 18 18 18 8 144 
Chained CPI 2: revenue effect 2 3 5 7 8 10 11 12 14 6 88 
Subtotal ........... 73 112 185 212 241 269 309 348 395 441 2,585 
Mandatory health programs . 19 31 33 37 43 49 58 65 70 75 480 
Other mandatory programs/fees: 
Chained CPle .. 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 55 
Other mandatory 10 13 18 22 25 29 32 36 38 40 263 
Subtotal 1 15 21 26 30 35 39 44 47 50 318 
Appropriate 
Securi 6 86 101 117 133 148 163 178 193 208 1,386 
27 36 48 57 65 73 81 90 98 107 682 
88 122 148 174 197 221 244 267 291 316 2,068 
Total deficit reduction policies: 
Revenue increases ... 73 112 185 212 241 269 309 348 395 441 2,585 
Program reductions .. 118 168 203 237 270 305 341 376 408 441 2,866 
AL ..... 19 280 388 448 511 574 650 725 803 882 5,450 
Resulti i 3 6 17 38 72 107 144 187 234 807 
otal: policies and interest savings . 19 283 394 466 549 645 756 869 989 1,116 6,257 
Addendum: Social Security solvency: 
ncrease the “taxable maximum” 5 8 12 15 19 22 26 30 35 40 212 
Chained CPle ........... 3 5 8 10 12 15 17 19 22 25 136 
Benefit improvements .. 0 0 0 0 0 —5 —6 -5 —4 -3 —34 
Subtotal ........... 8 13 20 25 31 32 37 44 53 62 325 
Resulting reductions in interest costs .. 0 0 0 l 2: 4 6 8 11 4 45 


May not add 


cretionary baseline based on data from CBO and the Joint Committee on Taxation. 


aThe “chaine 


ue to rounding. Sources: Moment of Truth Project, Updated Estimates of the Fiscal Commissions Proposal, June 29, 2011; author's extension for 2022; adjustments for current policy revenue baseline and CBO’s 2010 dis- 


CPI” refers to a proposal to alter the way the Consumer Price Index is measured; a number of analysts believe the proposal would measure inflation more accurately, slightly reducing the measure. Because the tax code, 


Social Security, and some other federal programs such as Supplemental Security Income are indexed to the CPI, the proposal would cut spending and raise revenues. 


The Bowles-Simpson plan would achieve an 
additional $4.6 trillion in deficit reduction 
over ten years. (This doesn’t include the 
small savings in the first ten years from the 
plan’s Social Security proposals.) 

The majority of the remaining savings in 
the plan is on the revenue side: for every 
$0.54 of additional spending cuts, there would 
be $1.00 in new revenue under the Bowles- 
Simpson plan (or 35 percent budget cuts and 
65 percent revenue increases), excluding in- 
terest savings. 

If one counts interest savings as a spending 
reduction, then the ratio of the remaining 
savings would be 43 percent program reduc- 
tions and 57 percent revenue increases, or 
$0.76 of spending cuts for each $1.00 of rev- 
enue raisers. 

The figures in this summary are shown in 
Table 1. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
again, I think the intention of the 
amendment is sound. However, it’s im- 
portant to appreciate that the Simp- 
son-Bowles approach fails to address 
the primary driver of spending, and 


that’s health care. And maybe that was 
why the President rejected it. I don’t 
know. 
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But the fact of the matter is that the 
Simpson-Bowles approach leaves in 
place the President’s health care law 
with its $1.7 trillion in higher spending, 
soon to be over $2 trillion, and its tril- 
lion-plus dollars higher taxes. So I 
think this amendment, again, ties the 
President unnecessarily and that it’s a 
step in the wrong direction. I would 
urge its defeat. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SCHRADER. Madam Chair, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

I appreciate the discussion here. I 
hope that America would know this is 
a bipartisan amendment. America 
should be pleased that some Repub- 
licans and some Democrats are coming 


together to solve our country’s prob- 
lems. 

The good chairman from Georgia is 
unfortunately misinformed regarding 
Simpson-Bowles. It did include, of 
course, a great deal of discussion on 
health care and health care costs. The 
ACA, contrary to some misconceptions, 
actually saved over $700 billion in tax- 
payer money over the long haul. 

I think at this point in time, the 
President, whose own debt commission 
was Simpson-Bowles, would be pleased 
to have a little direction from the ulti- 
mate appropriating budget body, which 
is Congress, not the President. Give 
him some direction; enable his com- 
mission to guide us with that bipar- 
tisan balanced approach, including rev- 
enues, including through tax reform, 
making sure that our health care and 
safety net is there for our kids and 
grandkids, as the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia talked about. 
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This is a very important point in this 
Congress’ deliberations. We have to 
come together. I urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote on 
this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I commend the gentleman once again, 
but I would point out that there’s noth- 
ing in the underlying bill that pre- 
cludes the President from using this as 
a model if that is what he so desires. 
But there isn’t any reason why we 
ought to constrain the President to 
hopefully bring to this Congress a 
budget that, for the first time in this 
administration, actually gets to bal- 
ance. That’s what the underlying bill is 
all about. Mr. President, bring us a 
budget. Just tell us when it balances, 
because, oh, by the way, the last four 
budgets that you submitted have never 
gotten to balance. 

I urge defeat of the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Oregon (Mr. SCHRADER). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. SCHRADER. Madam Chair, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Oregon will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. FLEMING 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
House Report 113-8. 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Section 3(b)(3) is amended by inserting 
after “result” the following: ‘‘(including an 
evaluation of duplicative agency functions 
and agency effectiveness, and proposals for 
consolidating duplicative functions and pro- 
grams between agencies in the interests of 
cost-savings)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 48, the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. FLEMING) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chairman, I 
rise today to offer an amendment to 
H.R. 444, the PLAN Act, introduced by 
my colleague, Dr. TOM PRICE. 

Dr. PRICE’s bill is straightforward: if 
the President’s budget doesn’t balance, 
tell us when it will and what policies 
he will use to get us there. 

My amendment adds a requirement 
that the President’s supplemental 
budget, as required by the PLAN Act, 
must include proposals to consolidate 
duplicative agency functions and pro- 
grams. 
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Here’s the good news: Reducing du- 
plication in government is low-hanging 
fruit. There’s bipartisan agreement on 
this. Even the President in his State of 
the Union address in 2011 talked about 
the desire to consolidate the different 
agencies that oversee salmon. 

Now, it’s true that the President does 
submit a document as part of the budg- 
et, called, Cuts, Consolidations, and 
Savings; but in last year’s budget, 
these savings only amounted to $24 bil- 
lion, a tiny percentage, 2.2 percent, of 
our annual trillion-dollar shortfall. 
That is woefully inadequate. 

My amendment would require the 
President to go back to the drawing 
board within the context of the PLAN 
Act, which asks the President to tell us 
when his budget will balance and how 
he will get us there. 

We are now in receipt of two reports 
from the GAO that identify opportuni- 
ties to reduce duplication and overlap 
in government programs, and we an- 
ticipate the third annual report to be 
released in just a few weeks. The first 
report identified 81 areas of duplica- 
tion, and the executive branch and 
Congress responded with only limited 
action on many of those areas. The sec- 
ond report identified an additional 51 
areas. 

In addition, Senator TOM COBURN has 
produced a helpful report that points 
out some very obvious ways we could 
consolidate government programs and 
reduce government spending. 

Suggestions from both of these 
sources should be added to the Presi- 
dent’s proposals for cuts. Surely, we 
can come to some bipartisan agree- 
ment about cutting government pro- 
grams that are duplicative, obsolete, or 
wasteful. 

Sometimes the cause of this is spe- 
cial interests: businesses or industry 
groups that are arguing for a par- 
ticular program that benefits them, or 
a geographic area that benefits from a 
program that others can’t take advan- 
tage of, or a group that is adept at 
leveraging identity politics to protect 
special preferences. Other times, Con- 
gress is its own worst enemy, bickering 
over jurisdiction and bringing goodies 
back home. 

Regardless of where the problem is, 
we need to fix it. This is a start in the 
process, but unfortunately we can’t ac- 
tually force consolidations in this bill. 
I will be introducing legislation in the 
coming weeks to do just that: force the 
elimination or consolidation of dupli- 
cative agencies through a BRAC-like 
process that is fair and bipartisan. 

The Realign and Eliminate Duplica- 
tive Unnecessary Costly Excess in Gov- 
ernment Act, otherwise known as the 
REDUCE Government Act for short, 
creates a six-member, evenly split bi- 
partisan commission selected by the 
congressional leadership and the Presi- 
dent. The commission will use re- 
sources from GAO and standard pro- 
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gram evaluation tools to come up with 
a list of duplicative, ineffective, and 
wasteful programs and a plan to con- 
solidate or eliminate those programs. 
After submitting that list to the Presi- 
dent, Congress will have 45 days to pass 
a resolution of disapproval. After that, 
the consolidation goes into effect. 

This process mirrors the highly suc- 
cessful, nonpolitical Base Realignment 
and Closure process, otherwise known 
as BRAC, used to take politics out of 
the highly sensitive and politically 
charged military basing process. With 
clear, transparent criteria, a non- 
partisan agenda, and a streamlined 
process for action, the BRAC Commis- 
sion has been able to do what Congress 
or the President has never been able to 
do before. Clearly, with our spending 
problem, we need a mechanism like 
this to set in motion the reduction in 
the growth of government. 

In the meantime, I urge my col- 
leagues to support my amendment and 
allow it to be debated in the full House. 
While I would hope the President would 
do this, we can’t leave it to chance. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
time in opposition, even though I will 
not ultimately oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Maryland is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair- 
man, I support this amendment be- 
cause this is something we all want to 
see happen and which the President 
himself has indicated he wants to see 
happen. In the last fiscal year budget, 
in fact, the President, through OMB, 
the Office of Management and Budget, 
submitted something called Cuts, Con- 
solidations, and Savings to be consid- 
ered by the Congress and the executive 
branch; and he also asked that legisla- 
tion be submitted on his behalf to help 
give him more authority to reorganize 
some of these government agencies, 
which was introduced during the last 
Congress by Mr. BARRow, who may well 
intend to reintroduce that. 

Madam Chairman, these are things I 
think we all would like to see, greater 
efficiencies that help save money in a 
smart way. The President has indi- 
cated not only his intention but spe- 
cific proposals to do so, and so we do 


not object. In fact, I support the 
amendment. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. FLEMING. I want to thank the 
gentleman from Maryland for agreeing 
with what is really common sense. We 
all, I think, want to squeeze out waste 
in government and certainly take away 
the duplication that’s behind much of 
it. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. FLEMING). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. MESSER 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
House Report 113-8. 

Mr. MESSER. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

In section 3(b), strike “and” at the end of 
paragraph (3), strike the period at the end of 
paragraph (4) and insert ‘‘; and”, and add at 
the end the following: 

(5) an estimate of the cost per taxpayer of 
the annual deficit for each year in which the 
supplemental unified budget is projected to 
result in a deficit. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 48, the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. MESSER) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. MESSER. Madam Chairman, I 
rise today in support of the Require a 
PLAN Act because the American peo- 
ple deserve to know when or whether 
the budget proposed by the President 
would achieve balance and what poli- 
cies are being pursued to require the 
Federal Government to live within its 
means. 

My amendment today is based on a 
very simple principle—that each hard- 
working American taxpayer deserves 
to know how much the deficit costs 
them every year. To achieve this goal, 
the amendment very simply will re- 
quire the supplemental unified budget 
called for in the underlying bill to in- 
clude the cost per taxpayer of the an- 
nual deficit for each year that budget 
is projected in deficit. This require- 
ment would be a powerful reminder to 
the President and Congress that our 
decisions have real world consequences 
for hardworking taxpayers. 

We’ve all heard the question asked, 
how much is a trillion dollars? It’s very 
difficult to quantify. It’s very difficult 
to bring it into a real world context. 
What this bill will do is allow us to do 
that for taxpayers. 

Our constituents might be surprised 
by what they learn. According to the 
Internal Revenue Service, there were 
about 145 million tax-paying Ameri- 
cans last year. With a trillion-dollar 
budget deficit that we’ve had in recent 
years, that would calculate out to 
about $6,896 per year per taxpayer to 
cover our existing deficit. The total tab 
for the past 4 years of $1 trillion each 
year would be about $27,500 a year. 
Back in the Sixth District of Indiana 
where I come from, that is a lot of 
money. I think we owe it to the tax- 
payers to let them know what we’re 
doing here in Washington. 
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I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
time in opposition even though I am 
not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Maryland is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I think it is very 
useful to let everybody in the country 
know exactly what the debt and deficit 
will be on a per capita basis. We in 
Congress of course can do the math. I 
think it’s no problem asking the Presi- 
dent to run that calculation as well. 

Again, I want to emphasize the fact 
that there’s agreement on reducing the 
deficit; the real differences here are 
over how we do it. But regardless of 
how you want to do it, I think the gen- 
tleman has offered a useful amend- 
ment. The more information for the 
American people, the better, and we 
will not object and in fact support the 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MESSER. I yield 1 minute to my 
good friend and classmate, the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. COLLINS). 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I rise in strong support of this 
amendment because in the 60 seconds 
that I speak before this body, the Fed- 
eral Government will spend $7 million. 
Madam Chair, in the 60 seconds I speak 
before this body, the Federal Govern- 
ment will borrow $3 million. 

Madam Chair, I rise in support of this 
amendment because in Washington po- 
litical will has replaced principled 
leadership, and our economy is paying 
the price. 

These discussions over spending cuts 
and fiscal priorities can be difficult. 
Telling the President that he has failed 
to lead can make my friends on the 
other side of the aisle uncomfortable, 
but we cannot let the emotion of the 
moment override the honesty of the 
moment. 

Sustainable debt is a myth. The num- 
ber of people in Federal programs has 
grown faster than the U.S. population, 
and continuing to grow our Federal 
debt is like driving with the emergency 
brake on—it will not get us where we 
want to go and do significant damage 
in the process. 

The more government borrows, the 
more interest it pays. Last year, the 
U.S. spent $220 billion in net interest 
on its debt, and this number will only 
continue to grow unless serious re- 
forms are made. 

This is a commonsense amendment 
that our constituents deserve to see 
passed. This amendment forces Wash- 
ington to confront the very same re- 
ality that American taxpayers face 
every day: you cannot spend more than 
you earn. I support this amendment 
and the underlying bill, and thank the 
gentleman from Indiana and my col- 
league from Georgia for their leader- 
ship. 
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Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair- 
man, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. MESSER. I want to thank the 
gentleman from Maryland for his state- 
ment in support of the bill. It’s a com- 
monsense provision, and I appreciate 
your support. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. SCALISE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in 
House Report 118-8. 

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Section 3(b) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end of paragraph (3), by striking the 
period and inserting ‘‘; and”? at the end of 
paragraph (4), and by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

(5) under a separate heading entitled ‘‘Di- 
rect Spending’’, which shall include a cat- 
egory for ‘‘Means-Tested Direct Spending” 
and a category for ‘‘Nonmeans-Tested Direct 
Spending” and sets forth— 

(A) the average rate of growth for each cat- 
egory in the total amount of outlays during 
the 10-year period preceding the budget year; 

(B) information on the budget proposals for 
reform of such programs; 

(C) a description of programs which shall 
be considered means-tested direct spending 
and nonmeans-tested direct spending for pur- 
poses of this paragraph; and 

(D) an annual estimate of the total amount 
of outlays for each such program for the pe- 
riod covered by the budget proposal. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 48, the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. SCALISEHE. Madam Chair, the 
amendment that I bring forward just 
puts some additional transparency into 
a piece of legislation that I strongly 
support that just requires the Presi- 
dent to lay out a detailed plan of how 
his budget would balance. 

What this amendment would do 
would be to specifically carve out di- 
rect spending. Direct spending, Madam 
Chair, represents more than 60 percent 
of all Federal expenditures. So more 
than 60 percent of our budget is direct 
spending, both means tested and non- 
means tested. All we ask for with this 
amendment is the transparency that as 
that supplemental budget is produced, 
that it also breaks out how means-test- 
ed spending and non-means-tested 
spending, number one, was averaged 
over the prior 10 years, but also, in this 
supplemental budget the President 
would lay out, what would happen to 
those direct spending programs over 
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the course of the period that the Presi- 
dent would lay out in that supple- 
mental budget. 

One other thing it does is it makes 
sure that if there are any reforms, just 
like in the House budget, if we lay out 
any reforms, those would have to be 
spelled out in the language of this 
amendment. So if any reforms to direct 
spending would be included in the 
President’s supplemental budget, that 
those reforms would have to be spelled 
out in an actual text of that document. 

This is something we already in- 
cluded in the House rules package. It’s 
part of the House rules when a House 
budget is presented, so we felt like the 
American people deserve this kind of 
transparency, especially when you’re 
talking about more than 60 percent of 
the budget. Let’s just make sure it’s 
laid out. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to claim 
time in opposition even though I am 
not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Maryland is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Again, what this 
amendment does is ask the President, 
when he submits the budget, to provide 
certain information about mandatory 
spending and means-tested spending. In 
fact, the President already does this in 
his budget. I have in my hand, in fact, 
the budget for fiscal year 2013—that’s 
the current fiscal year that we’re in 
now—historical tables that were sub- 
mitted by the President as part of that 
budget submission. The categories in- 
clude mandatory spending, and within 
mandatory spending they break it 
down: Social Security deposit insur- 
ance, means-tested entitlements, and 
others. So this is information that the 
President already provides as part of 
the budget process. Pm happy to sup- 
port him continuing to do that. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Chair, at this 
time I’d like to yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE), 
the author of the underlying bill. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I want to com- 
mend my colleague from Louisiana and 
the chair of the Republican Study 
Committee for bringing forth this 
amendment and supporting the under- 
lying bill. 

The amendment, as the gentleman 
from Maryland said, simply provides 
greater information, more trans- 
parency, more information from the 
President in his budget on the dif- 
ferences between the mandatory and 
the means-tested in the discretionary 
side of the budget. 

It also, I think, is so important for 
the American people to gain as much 
information as possible as we move 
through this national debate, the na- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


tional debate of whether or not it is ap- 
propriate for the President to bring a 
budget to Congress that in the past 4 
years has never balanced. 

The underlying bill, again, urges the 
President to bring a budget to the Con- 
gress that gets to balance and let’s the 
American people know when it does. So 
I want to commend my colleague from 
Louisiana for his amendment and urge 
adoption of the amendment and the un- 
derlying bill. 
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Mr. SCALISE. Madam Chair, if I may 
inquire, how much time is remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Louisiana has 2% minutes re- 
maining. The gentleman from Mary- 
land has 4% minutes remaining. 

Mr. SCALISE. At this time, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. RADEL). 

Mr. RADEL. Td like to thank the 
gentleman from Louisiana for his hard 
work. 

I would like to take a moment to 
speak, in fact, in support of the Scalise 
amendment. In doing so, there’s a 
much bigger picture here, a bigger pic- 
ture that, quite frankly, isn’t even 
being talked about when it comes to 
the challenges our country faces today. 
Our problems go beyond Republican 
and beyond Democrat. Our problems 
are numbers, debt and deficits that we 
cannot even begin to wrap our arms 
around. 

So what we must do as a country and 
beyond party lines is work together as 
Americans. Today I ask for your sup- 
port of this amendment to demand ac- 
countability and transparency from 
Washington, accountability when it 
comes to your money—not tax dollars, 
not stimulus dollars—your money. 

We often hear from the President 
that we cannot cut, cut, cut, and I 
agree. This is not about cutting. This 
is about saving. This is about saving 
Social Security, saving Medicare, sav- 
ing our economy and ultimately our 
government. In the big picture, we 
must demand that we, as elected offi- 
cials and servants of the people, are 
held accountable. Both the Scalise 
amendment and the Require a PLAN 
Act do just that. 

Mr. SCALISE. At this time, I would 
like to yield 142 minutes to the Repub- 
lican whip from Kendall, California 
(Mr. MCCARTHY). 

Mr. McCARTHY. Madam Chair, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

I rise in support of the amendment. 
This amendment will help bring trans- 
parency and accountability back to the 
budget process, something that has 
been sorely lacking under this Presi- 
dent. 

Let’s just look at the facts: 

The last budgets from this President 
that were voted on have not received 
one vote in support from the House or 
the Senate—that’s on the Democrat 
side nor the Republican side; 
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Every year this President has been in 
office, he’s had deficits of $1 trillion, 
adding $6 trillion to the debt; 

Out of the last five budgets, four of 
them have been late; 

The President has never submitted a 
budget to this House or the other that 
balances. 

That is a record of failure that is dis- 
tressing to this House and to the Amer- 
ican people. We deserve better. 

It’s unfortunate that this House has 
to pass bills to get responsible budg- 
eting. That’s why I support this amend- 
ment and the underlying bill. 

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Chair, I’m pre- 
pared to close. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair- 
man, I will not use all the time. As I 
said, what this amendment requests is 
information that, in fact, the President 
already provides as part of the budget 
submission. I indicated I have in my 
hand that information from the last 
fiscal year’s budget. I do think that in 
pursuit of transparency it’s important 
to point out that when the President 
was first sworn in his first term, before 
he put his hand on the Bible, he faced 
a projected deficit of well over $1 tril- 
lion—a record deficit at that time. 

AS we saw from the Congressional 
Budget Office in their report just the 
other day, that deficit is now coming 
down. As the economy has improved 
and as the President’s policies have 
begun to take shape, that deficit is on 
its way down. Is it far enough down? 
No. And there’s a legitimate debate as 
to the best way to get there, but as 
part of that debate, certainly the more 
information, the better. And as I indi- 
cated, this information that is being 
requested is, in fact, already provided 
to the Congress. So we will not oppose 
it. In fact, I would support the amend- 
ment. 

I yield 1 minute to the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FATTAH). 

Mr. FATTAH. I rise in support of this 
amendment. 

As our ranking member has said, this 
information is already provided. But I 
also rise in support of the Simpson- 
Bowles proposal. I voted for it on the 
floor of the House, one of only three 
dozen who support it, but hopefully 
many more will support it. 

We need to get our fiscal house in 
order. The majority party has this kind 
of selective amnesia, however, about 
this. When the President was sworn in, 
we were $11 trillion in debt at that mo- 
ment. We had a $1 trillion deficit for 
that fiscal year the day he was sworn 
in. Your party seems to run away from 
any responsibility for this. 

And then you passed a budget the 
last couple years that doesn’t balance 
until 40 years from now, and now this 
rush to the floor that we must have 
balance, we must have transparency. 
But that’s okay. Whatever brings you 
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to the party. It’s like in my church. If 
you come and you find a belief, a 
shared belief that a fellowship of faith 
has, that’s great. 

So if you’re joining this party that 
we want to get our fiscal house in order 
and that deficits do matter and that 
the debt matters, then we welcome 
that. If this is a political charade, then 
you should be concerned about your 
credibility. 

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Chair, clearly, 
if you look at what happened, we don’t 
have the numbers from the President 
because he missed his statutory dead- 
line, so we’re hoping that he at least 
puts forth a budget. It would be ideal if 
he puts forth a budget that shows bal- 
ance in some period of time, as we’ve 
done; but at the same time, we also ex- 
pect transparency so that the Amer- 
ican taxpayers can see where more 
than 60 percent of the budget is spent. 

So I urge adoption of this amend- 
ment and the underlying bill, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam Chair, 
I move that the Committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. COL- 
LINS of Georgia) having assumed the 
chair, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Acting Chair 
of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 444) to require 
that, if the President’s fiscal year 2014 
budget does not achieve balance in a 
fiscal year covered by such budget, the 
President shall submit a supplemental 
unified budget by April 1, 2013, which 
identifies a fiscal year in which bal- 
ance is achieved, and for other pur- 
poses, had come to no resolution there- 
on. 


EE 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess for a pe- 
riod of less than 15 minutes. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 47 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


ee 


AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. COLLINS of Georgia) at 10 

o’clock and 57 minutes a.m. 

Í Á 
REQUIRE PRESIDENTIAL 

LEADERSHIP AND NO DEFICIT ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 48 and rule 


XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 4444. 

Will the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
LATHAM) kindly take the chair. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
444) to require that, if the President’s 
fiscal year 2014 budget does not achieve 
balance in a fiscal year covered by such 
budget, the President shall submit a 
supplemental unified budget by April 1, 
2013, which identifies a fiscal year in 
which balance is achieved, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. LATHAM (Act- 
ing Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com- 
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE) 
had been disposed of. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6, rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in House Report 113-8 on which 
further proceedings were postponed, in 
the following order: 

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. TAKANO of 
California. 

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. SCHRADER 
of Oregon. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for the second electronic vote 
in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
TAKANO) on which further proceedings 


were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 


The Clerk redesignated the amend- 

ment. 
RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 194, noes 228, 
not voting 9, as follows: 


[Roll No. 35] 

AYES—194 
Andrews Brown (FL) Cicilline 
Barber Brownley (CA) Clarke 
Barrow (GA) Bustos Clay 
Bass Butterfield Cleaver 
Beatty Capps Clyburn 
Becerra Capuano Cohen 
Bera (CA) Cardenas Connolly 
Bishop (GA) Carney Conyers 
Bishop (NY) Carson (IN) Cooper 
Blumenauer Cartwright Costa 
Bonamici Castor (FL) Courtney 
Brady (PA) Castro (TX) Crowley 
Braley (IA) Chu Cuellar 
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Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 

Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 

Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 


Johnson, E. B. 


Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 


Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 


Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 


NOES—228 


Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
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Price (NC) 

Quigley 

Rahall 

Rangel 

Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Rush 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schneider 

Schrader 

Schwartz 

Scott (VA) 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Shea-Porter 

Sherman 

Sinema 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Tierney 

Titus 

Tonko 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 

Watt 

Waxman 

Welch 

Woodall 

Yarmuth 


Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 

Hall 

Hanna 

Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurt 

Issa 

Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Kaptur 

Kelly 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
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Lankford Pearce Simpson 
Latham Perry Smith (NE) 
Latta Petri Smith (NJ) 
LoBiondo Pittenger Smith (TX) 
Long Pitts Southerland 
Lucas Poe (TX) Stewart 
Luetkemeyer Pompeo Stivers 
Lummis Posey 
Marchant Price (GA) ee 
i utzman 

Marino Radel Terry 
Massie Reichert 
McCarthy (CA) Renacci Thompson (PA) 
McCarthy (NY) Ribble Thornberry 
McCaul Rice (SC) Tiberi 
McClintock Rigell Tipton 
McHenry Roby Turner 
McKeon Roe (TN) Upton 
McKinley Rogers (AL) Valadao 
McMorris Rogers (KY) Wagner 

Rodgers Rogers (MI) Walberg 
Meadows Rohrabacher Walden 
Meehan Rokita Walorski 
Messer Rooney Weber (TX) 
Mica Ros-Lehtinen Webster (FL) 
Miller (FL) Roskam Wenstrup 
Miller (MI) Ross 
Miller, Gary Rothfus Westmoreland 
Mullin Royce wapa 
Mulvaney Runyan RREO 
Murphy (PA) Ryan (WI) x 
Neugebauer Salmon Wittman 
Noem Scalise Wolf 
Nugent Schock Womack 
Nunes Schweikert Yoder 
Nunnelee Scott, Austin Yoho 
Olson Sessions Young (AK) 
Palazzo Shimkus Young (FL) 
Paulsen Shuster Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—9 
Cantor Gabbard Scott, David 
Crawford McNerney Sensenbrenner 
Farr Reed Wilson (FL) 
1122 


Mr. PERRY, Mrs. MILLER of Michi- 
gan, Messrs. TERRY, FORTENBERRY, 
WALBERG, ROONEY, and MICA 
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to “no.” 

Messrs. CARSON of Indiana, 
PETERS of Michigan, GARAMENDI, 
Ms. McCOLLUM, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, and Messrs. CLYBURN 
and YARMUTH changed their vote 
from “no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Chair, on roll- 
call No. 35, had | been present, | would have 
voted “aye.” 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. SCHRADER 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. SCHRA- 
DER) on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 75, noes 348, 
not voting 8, as follows: 


Barrow (GA) 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Carney 
Cassidy 
Coble 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Costa 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Rodney 
Delaney 
Dent 

Fattah 
Foster 
Gallego 
Garcia 
Gerlach 
Gibson 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 


Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 

Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Conyers 


[Roll No. 36] 


AYES—%5 


Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Larsen (WA) 
Lipinski 
Lummis 
Matheson 
McIntyre 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Moran 
Owens 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 

Polis 

Price (NC) 


NOES—348 


Cook 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 


Quigley 
Rigell 

Rooney 

Ross 
Ruppersberger 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Thompson (CA) 
Van Hollen 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Walz 

Welch 

Wolf 

Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 


Hahn 

Hall 

Harper 

Harris 

Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Hinojosa 
Holding 

Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Kaptur 
Keating 

Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kildee 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 

Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 

Latta 

Lee (CA) 
Levin 

Lewis 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 

Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 

Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
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Lujan Grisham Pascrell Sherman 
(NM) Pastor (AZ) Shuster 
Luján, Ben Ray Paulsen Sinema 
(NM) Payne Sires 
Lynch Pearce Slaughter 
Maffei Perry Smith (NE) 
Maloney, Pingree (ME) Smith (NJ) 
Carolyn Pittenger Smith (TX) 
Maloney, Sean Pitts Southerland 
Marchant Pocan Stewart 
Marino Poe (TX) Stivers 
Markey Pompeo Stockman 
Massie Posey Stutzman 
Matsui Price (GA) Swalwell (CA) 
McCarthy (CA) Radel Takano 
McCarthy (NY) Rahall Terry 
McCaul Rangel Thompson (MS) 
McClintock Reichert Thompson (PA) 
McCollum Renacci Thornberry 
McDermott Ribble Tiberi 
McGovern Rice (SC) Tierney 
McHenry Richmond Tipton 
McKeon Roby Titus 
McKinley Roe (TN) Tonko 
McMorris Rogers (AL) Tsongas 
Rodgers Rogers (KY) Turner 
Meadows Rogers (MI) Upton 
Meng Rohrabacher Valadao 
Messer Rokita Vargas 
Mica Ros-Lehtinen Veasey 
Miller (FL) Roskam Velázquez 
Miller (MI) Rothfus Wagner 
Miller, Gary Roybal-Allard Walberg 
Miller, George Royce Walden 
Moore Ruiz Walorski 
Mullin Runyan Wasserman 
Mulvaney Rush Schultz 
Murphy (FL) Ryan (OH) Waters 
Murphy (PA) Ryan (WI) Watt 
Nadler Salmon Waxman 
Napolitano Sánchez, Linda Weber (TX) 
Neal Ty Webster (FL) 
Negrete McLeod Sarbanes Wenstrup 
Neugebauer Scalise Westmoreland 
Noem Schakowsky Whitfield 
Nolan Schiff Williams 
Nugent Schneider Wilson (FL) 
Nunes Schock Wilson (SC) 
Nunnelee Schweikert Wittman 
O’Rourke Scott, Austin Yoder 
Olson Serrano Yoho 
Palazzo Sessions Young (FL) 
Pallone Shea-Porter Young (IN) 
NOT VOTING—8 
Crawford Gabbard Scott, David 
DelBene McNerney Sensenbrenner 
Farr Reed 
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So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


Stated for: 


Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 36 
| was detained in a meeting. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “aye.” 

The Acting CHAIR. There being no 


further amendments, 


the Committee rises. 


under the rule, 


Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
NUGENT) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
LATHAM, Acting Chair of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com- 
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 444) to require that, if the 
President’s fiscal year 2014 budget does 
not achieve balance in a fiscal year 
covered by such budget, the President 
shall submit a supplemental unified 
budget by April 1, 2013, which identifies 
a fiscal year in which balance is 
achieved, and for other purposes, and, 
pursuant to House Resolution 48, he re- 
ported the bill back to the House with 
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sundry amendments adopted 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LATHAM). Under the rule, the previous 
question is ordered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. Speaker, I have 
a motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentlewoman opposed to the bill? 

Ms. SCHWARTZ. I am opposed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ms. Schwartz moves to recommit the bill 
H.R. 444 to the Committee on the Budget 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the House forthwith with the following 
amendment: 

Strike section 2(b) and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress 
lowing: 

(1) Since 2009, every bipartisan commis- 
sion, including the one appointed by the 
President, has reeommended—and the major- 
ity of Americans agree—that we should take 
a balanced, bipartisan approach to reducing 
the deficit that addresses both revenue and 
spending. 

(2) Sequestration—established by the 
Budget Control Act of 2011 that was passed 
by the Congress and signed by the Presi- 
dent—is a meat-ax approach to deficit reduc- 
tion that imposes deep and mindless cuts, re- 
gardless of their impact on vital services and 
investments. 

(3) Congress should immediately pass legis- 
lation that the President could sign that re- 
places the sequester with a balanced ap- 
proach that would increase revenues without 
increasing the tax burden on middle-income 
Americans, and decrease long-term spending 
while maintaining the Medicare guarantee, 
protecting Social Security and a strong so- 
cial safety net, and making strategic invest- 
ments in education, science, research, and 
critical infrastructure necessary to compete 
in the global economy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tlewoman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. SCHWARTZ. I rise in opposition 
to this bill and to offer the final 
amendment that will not kill the bill 
or send it back to committee. If adopt- 
ed, the bill, as amended, will imme- 
diately proceed to final passage. 

This amendment rejects the rigid 
partisan view presented in this legisla- 
tion that deficit reduction must be 
achieved by spending cuts alone, re- 
gardless of the consequences. Moving 
from one crisis to another and failing 
to meet our responsibilities, as Repub- 
licans have done time and time again, 


in the 


finds the fol- 
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has hurt our economic growth. Most 
recently, in December, our economy 
contracted for the first time in 3 years 
as a result of delayed action by Repub- 
lican leadership in the House. 

This amendment makes clear that 
there’s a better way. It recognizes that 
our Nation faces serious fiscal chal- 
lenges. We agree, as the President does, 
that these fiscal challenges must be ad- 
dressed. We believe that we must re- 
duce the deficit over time and we must 
work to stabilize the debt. But we must 
do so in a way that does not hurt our 
economic recovery, that enables us to 
meet our obligations to our seniors and 
to our children and to our future, and 
ensures our economic competitiveness 
and economic growth. 

Every bipartisan commission has 
said that the only way we can meet 
these goals—to reduce the deficit, to 
meet our obligations, and to make in- 
vestments necessary for economic 
growth—is to do so in a balanced way 
with a combination of spending cuts 
and new revenues. And the American 
people agree. American consumers and 
American businesses agree. Economists 
and investors, workers and managers, 
older Americans and young adults all 
agree. We need a balanced approach. 
We need to find that common ground 
and we need to make decisions now 
that provide certainty and stability for 
our families, for our businesses, and for 
our Nation. Yet the Republicans reject 
this balanced approach. They prefer to 
place blame and to seek to deflect at- 
tention from the realities before us. 

The automatic across-the-board cuts 
of $85 billion will go into effect in just 
22 days. Rather than work with us and 
to work with the President to find a 
better way to avoid the sequester with 
a mix of cuts and revenue, they suggest 
a new budget process that may not be 
constitutional and surely will not be 
productive. 

The bill before us is simply a polit- 
ical message. We should reject that 
narrow message. Instead, we should 
make clear that we are willing to find 
that balanced approach that enables us 
to put our great Nation on sound finan- 
cial footing by providing certainty dur- 
ing economic recovery, reducing the 
deficit over time, sustaining Medicare 
for seniors now and into the future, 
protecting Social Security, and by cre- 
ating opportunity for middle class 
Americans and investing in education, 
research, science, innovation, and in- 
frastructure to ensure our economic 
competitiveness. Because if we do, we 
will not only reduce the deficit, we will 
expand opportunity and prosperity for 
all Americans. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I rise in oppo- 
sition to the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 
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Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, my friend from Penn- 
sylvania states that all we look at are 
spending cuts alone, that that’s the 
way we believe the budget ought to be 
balanced. Certainly not. In fact, we be- 
lieve strongly that pro-growth policies 
will actually assist in getting us to bal- 
ance much, much sooner. 

The CBO yesterday, in fact, said that 
currently the revenues within a 10-year 
period of time are going to double; in 
fact, the revenues this year, this fiscal 
year, will reach the 10-year average, 
and the revenues in the next fiscal year 
will be the highest level of revenues 
ever recorded in the history of this Na- 
tion. Mr. Speaker, we have a spending 
debt crisis, not a revenue debt crisis. 

My colleague says that we reject a 
balanced approach. On the contrary. In 
fact, all you’ve got to do is read our 
budget. There’s a balanced approach. It 
brings about appropriate spending re- 
ductions, appropriate closure of loop- 
holes in credits and reductions of the 
Tax Code to gain revenue in pro-growth 
policy so that we can balance the budg- 
et. 

My friends on the other side of the 
aisle talk about needing to vote on the 
sequester right way, to change the se- 
quester right away. In fact, that’s ex- 
actly what House Republicans have 
done two times, Mr. Speaker, in the 
last year, once in May, once in Decem- 
ber. In fact, the recent bill we adopted 
reprioritized the spending reductions 
included in the sequester so that there 
was a calculated way to reduce spend- 
ing that did not have across-the-board 
spending reductions. Our friends on the 
other side oppose that. 

Mr. Speaker, the President’s seques- 
ter, the item that he put in place, we 
have proposed positive solutions for on 
two occasions and passed through this 
House. The Senate has refused to act 
on those. 

The President yesterday proposed a 
plan in a speech, not specific legisla- 
tion, that, in fact, we’ve talked about 
through our proposals that we passed 
through this House on two occasions, 
in May and December of last year. 

Mr. Speaker, the underlying bill is 
pretty doggone simple. It only asks the 
President to do what families do and 
businesses do all across this Nation 
every single year, and that is to make 
certain that we don’t spend more 
money than we take in. 

House Republicans on two occasions 
over the past 2 years have passed a 
budget that gets us on a path to bal- 
ance. We will do it again. Two weeks 
ago we passed a bill out of this House 
to make certain that we held the Sen- 
ate to account, to require them to do a 
budget, something they haven’t done in 
the last 4 years. 

The bill before us today simply says 
to the President, Mr. President, when 
you bring your budget to Congress, just 
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let us know when it comes to balance, 
that’s all. And, oh, by the way, the past 
four budgets that the President has 
proposed have not ever come to bal- 
ance. 

Mr. Speaker, it is imperative that 
the House and the Senate and the 
President work together to get a bal- 
anced budget to spend responsibly so 
we can reinvigorate this economy and 
create jobs. 

Turn down this motion to recommit. 
I urge my colleagues to accept the un- 
derlying bill, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 


Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 5- 
minute vote on the motion to recom- 
mit will be followed by a 5-minute vote 
on passage, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 194, noes 229, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 37] 


AYES—194 
Andrews DelBene Kirkpatrick 
Barber Deutch Kuster 
Barrow (GA) Dingell Langevin 
Bass Doggett Larsen (WA) 
Beatty Doyle Larson (CT) 
Becerra Duckworth Lee (CA) 
Bera (CA) Edwards Levin 
Bishop (GA) Ellison Lewis 
Bishop (NY) Enyart Lipinski 
Blumenauer Eshoo Loebsack 
Bonamici Esty Lofgren 
Brady (PA) Fattah Lowenthal 
Braley (IA) Foster Lowey 
Brown (FL) Frankel (FL) Lujan Grisham 
Brownley (CA) Fudge (NM) 
Bustos Gallego Lujan, Ben Ray 
Butterfield Garamendi (NM) 
Capps Garcia Lynch 
Capuano Grayson Maffei 
Cardenas Green, Al Maloney, 
Carney Green, Gene Carolyn 
Carson (IN) Grijalva Maloney, Sean 
Cartwright Gutierrez Markey 
Castor (FL) Hahn Matsui 
Castro (TX) Hanabusa McCarthy (NY) 
Chu Hastings (FL) McCollum 
Cicilline Heck (WA) McDermott 
Clarke Higgins McGovern 
Clay Himes McIntyre 
Cleaver Hinojosa Meeks 
Clyburn Holt Meng 
Cohen Honda Michaud 
Connolly Horsford Miller, George 
Conyers Hoyer Moore 
Cooper Huffman Moran 
Costa Israel Murphy (FL) 
Courtney Jackson Lee Nadler 
Crowley Jeffries Napolitano 
Cuellar Johnson (GA) Neal 
Cummings Johnson, E. B. Negrete McLeod 
Davis (CA) Kaptur Nolan 
Davis, Danny Keating O’Rourke 
DeFazio Kennedy Owens 
DeGette Kildee Pallone 
Delaney Kilmer Pascrell 
DeLauro Kind Pastor (AZ) 


Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T 


Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 


Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schwartz 

Scott (VA) 
Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 

Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 


NOES—229 


Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
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Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 

Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (GA) 
Radel 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
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Wenstrup Wittman Yoho 
Westmoreland Wolf Young (AK) 
Whitfield Womack Young (FL) 
Williams Woodall Young (IN) 
Wilson (SC) Yoder 

NOT VOTING—8 
Crawford Gabbard Scott, David 
Engel McNerney Sensenbrenner 
Farr Reed 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 
ing in this vote. 
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Ms. EDWARDS and Mr. HORSFORD 
changed their vote from ‘“‘no” to “aye.” 

So the motion to recommit was re- 
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 


Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 253, noes 167, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 38] 


This 


AYES—253 
Aderholt Cuellar Hastings (WA) 
Alexander Culberson Heck (NV) 
Amash Daines Hensarling 
Amodei Davis, Rodney Herrera Beutler 
Bachmann DeFazio Himes 
Bachus Denham Holding 
Barber Dent Hudson 
Barletta DeSantis Huelskamp 
Barr DesJarlais Huizenga (MI) 
Barrow (GA) Diaz-Balart Hultgren 
Barton Duffy Hunter 
Benishek Duncan (SC) Hurt 
Bentivolio Duncan (TN) Issa 
Bera (CA) Ellmers Jenkins 
Bilirakis Farenthold Johnson (OH) 
Bishop (UT) Fincher Johnson, Sam 
Black Fitzpatrick Jones 
Blackburn Fleischmann Jordan 
Bonner Fleming Joyce 
Boustany Flores Kelly 
Brady (TX) Forbes King (IA) 
Braley (IA) Fortenberry King (NY) 
Bridenstine Foxx Kingston 
Brooks (AL) Franks (AZ) Kinzinger (IL) 
Brooks (IN) Frelinghuysen Kirkpatrick 
Buchanan Garamendi Kline 
Bucshon Gardner Kuster 
Burgess Garrett Labrador 
Bustos Gerlach LaMalfa 
Calvert Gibbs Lamborn 
Camp Gibson Lance 
Campbell Gingrey (GA) Lankford 
Cantor Gohmert Latham 
Capito Goodlatte Latta 
Carter Gosar Lipinski 
Cassidy Gowdy LoBiondo 
Chabot Granger Loebsack 
Chaffetz Graves (GA) Long 
Coble Graves (MO) Lucas 
Coffman Griffin (AR) Luetkemeyer 
Cole Griffith (VA) Lummis 
Collins (GA) Grimm Maffei 
Collins (NY) Guthrie Maloney, Sean 
Conaway Hall Marchant 
Cook Hanna Marino 
Cotton Harper Massie 
Cramer Harris Matheson 
Crenshaw Hartzler McCarthy (CA) 
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McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 


Andrews 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 


Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radel 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 


Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 

Ruiz 

Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 


NOES—167 


Gallego 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Meng 
Miller, George 
Moran 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
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Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 

Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


No 


an 


O’Rourke 


Pa 


lone 


Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 


Pe 


osi 


Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 


Po 


is 


Price (NC) 
Quigley 


Ra: 


hall 


Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T 


Sanchez, Loretta 


Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 


Sir 


es 


Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 


Speier 


Swalwell (CA) 


Takano 


Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Tierney 

Tonko 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velázquez 

Visclosky 

Wasserman 
Schultz 


Waters Waxman Wilson (FL) 
Watt Welch Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—11 
Crawford McNerney Reed 
Farr Meeks Scott, David 
Gabbard Moore Sensenbrenner 
McCarthy (NY) Negrete McLeod 
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Mr. POLIS changed his vote from 
“aye” to “no.” 

So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 
NATIONAL PRAYER BREAKFAST 


(Mr. PALAZZO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, tomor- 
row morning, right here in our Nation’s 
Capital, your country’s leaders will 
meet to gather in prayer. Yes, I said 
‘in prayer.” For 60 years now, Presi- 
dents, Members of Congress, and other 
leaders have gathered every year for 
the National Prayer Breakfast. 

So today I want to take a moment to 
stand here and say it is time to ac- 
knowledge the importance of faith in 
God within our Nation and the impor- 
tance of prayer in our lives. Our 
Founding Fathers were men of faith, 
believing that America should be a 
shining city on a hill for the world to 
see. 

So as we participate in this year’s 
National Prayer Breakfast, I call on 
our leaders and all Americans to pray 
for our country. Pray for our men and 
women in uniform and their families as 
they sacrifice to help protect our Na- 
tion and ensure our freedoms. Pray for 
our President and our elected officials, 
that they may remember the people 
they are elected to serve. Pray not just 
tomorrow, but every day. 

As we gather tomorrow morning for 
the prayer breakfast, let us pour out 
our hearts to God, lift one another up, 
and commit to working toward a better 
America. 

My prayer will be simple. I pray that 
God will continue to bless the United 
States of America. 


— 


EXCESSIVE PAY AT BAILED-OUT 
COMPANIES 


(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to call attention to a report by 
the Special Inspector General for the 
Troubled Asset Relief Program, or 
SIGTARP, about compensation at 
bailed-out companies, bailed-out Wall 
Street companies, their excessive com- 
pensation. 

The report shows that the U.S. Treas- 
ury Department approved wildly inap- 
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propriate pay packages of $3 million or 
more for over half of the top 25 employ- 
ees at certain bailed-out Wall Street 
banks. 

Executive compensation at AIG is 
particularly disturbing, given that the 
Federal Government financed a $182.3 
billion bailout of that company. In 
2012, AIG’s top CEO was paid $10.5 mil- 
lion, and all but one of AIG’s top 25 em- 
ployees received compensation of more 
than $2 million. That one AIG execu- 
tive who was paid less than $2 million 
received $700,000 in total compensation, 
which is well over 1,000 times more 
than the average American household 
earns in a year. 

Mr. Speaker, isn’t it time for Wall 
Street and the Treasury Department to 
wake up and stop abusing the assist- 
ance they received from the taxpayer, 
and isn’t it time for the Department of 
Justice to prosecute? 


EE 
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 


(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
my friend, Mr. CANTOR, for the pur- 
poses of telling us the schedule for next 
week. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the House 
is not in session. 

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 
noon for morning-hour and 2 p.m. for 
legislative business. The House will re- 
cess no later than 5:30 p.m. to allow for 
a security sweep of the House Chamber 
prior to the President’s State of the 
Union address. The House will meet 
again at approximately 8:35 p.m. in a 
joint session with the Senate for the 
purpose of receiving an address from 
the President of the United States. 
Members are advised that no votes are 
expected on Tuesday evening in order 
to accommodate the State of the Union 
address. 

On Wednesday and Thursday, the 
House will meet at 10:00 a.m. for morn- 
ing-hour and noon for legislative busi- 
ness. 

On Friday, the House will meet at 9 
a.m. for legislative business. The last 
votes of the week are expected no later 
than 3 p.m. 

Mr. Speaker, we will consider several 
bills under suspension of the rules on 
Tuesday and Wednesday, a complete 
list of which will be announced by the 
close of business on Friday. 

Additionally, I expect the House to 
consider H.R. 273, legislation that pre- 
vents Members of Congress, the Presi- 
dent’s Cabinet, the Vice President, and 
other nonmilitary Federal employees 
from receiving an automatic pay raise 
under the President’s recent executive 
order. This legislation introduced by 
freshman Representative RON 
DESANTIS of Florida would extend the 
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current Federal pay freeze that has 
been in place since 2011. 

Hardworking taxpayers and families 
live within a budget, and it’s time that 
we in Washington do the same. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his information. 

I might ask a preliminary question. 
When the gentleman refers to the bill 
that is to be considered next week, I 
presume he is referring to the cost of 
living adjustment increase? 

With that, I yield to my friend. 

Mr. CANTOR. I’d respond to the gen- 
tleman, Mr. Speaker, that it is the pay 
increase that is within the President’s 
executive order. 

Mr. HOYER. Which deals with a cost 
of living increase. Am I correct? 

And I yield to my friend. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would 
just say it is a pay increase within the 
President’s executive order. 
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Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. 

I disagree with his conclusion be- 
cause, Clearly, what we’re dealing with 
is a cost-of-living increase similar to 
that which is given to Social Security 
recipients and others to make sure 
that the pay is not degraded that aver- 
age working people in this country, in 
this Federal Government, receive, in- 
cluding a large number of people in 
Virginia and in my State, but that’s 
only 15 percent of the Federal work- 
force which is around the country. I 
think it’s unfortunate that now, for 214 
years, the only working people in 
America who have received a freeze or 
a decrease or who have contributed to 
solving the debt crisis which confronts 
us, on which the gentleman and I 
agree, are Federal workers. I’m not 
talking about Members of Congress, 
and I’m not talking about the Presi- 
dent or the Vice President. The Presi- 
dent doesn’t get a COLA adjustment, 
obviously, but it’s a cost-of-living ad- 
justment. 

I will say to my friend—and I have 
worked over the last 20 years with his 
counterparts, either in the majority or 
in the minority, to ensure that we 
made the distinction so that people un- 
derstood and didn’t demagogue that 
issue—that I regret that we are doing 
so here again. While it may well be ap- 
propriate to, from time to time, freeze 
even the cost-of-living adjustment, it 
is also appropriate to refer to it for 
what it is and not as a pay raise. In 
fact, the courts have indicated, as the 
gentleman knows, that it is a cost-of- 
living adjustment, but we don’t need to 
debate that further unless the gen- 
tleman wants to say something. 

Mr. CANTOR. I would just say, as to 
the statement that, perhaps, Federal 
employees are the only ones who have 
had to shoulder the burden, I don’t nec- 
essarily agree with that, because there 
are millions of people in the private 
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sector who not only have gone without 
a pay increase, but many of whom 
don’t have jobs anymore. You also have 
the instance, Mr. Speaker, that many 
millions of Americans have just re- 
ceived a significant tax increase due to 
what happened here on the fiscal cliff 
bill. 

There are a lot of implications and 
consequences for the downturn in the 
economy. I dare say that there are a 
lot of people who are struggling out 
there in the private sector, so I’d just 
state a little bit of difference from the 
gentleman in saying that no one else is 
sacrificing right now, because there are 
a lot of people who have no pay in- 
crease and a lot of people who have no 
jobs. 

Mr. HOYER. In reclaiming my time, 
the gentleman, respectfully, misstates 
what I said. There are a lot of people 
sacrificing and a lot of people who 
don’t have jobs. I want to talk a little 
bit about that as we deal—or don’t 
deal—with the sequester. 

What I said was that the only people 
we had, as a policy, reduced—and the 
gentleman is correct. We did raise 
taxes on those over $400,000. There is 
nobody in the Federal service, of 
course, who makes over $400,000. The 
President makes $400,000. He is at the 
top, as he should be, and he doesn’t get 
a COLA adjustment, but there is no- 
body in the Federal service who makes 
over $400,000. They are the only people 
we’ve raised contributions on. Others 
have, in fact, indeed, sacrificed because 
they’ve lost their jobs; they’ve had 
their pay frozen because of the bad eco- 
nomic times. This sequester is going to 
make it worse, and we’ll discuss that. 

What I am simply saying is that the 
gentleman is not serving the long-term 
interests of this institution, in my 
opinion, in not accurately describing 
what we’re doing. That’s what I said 
and that’s what I mean. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 

I would say to the gentleman again 
that there are millions of people who 
have been impacted by the payroll tax 
going back into effect, and that affects 
not just the people making $400,000 and 
over—and he knows that as well as I 
do—but there are also millions of 
Americans now who are impacted by 
the ObamaCare tax that has gone into 
effect. So there are a lot of things that 
are going on. People in the private sec- 
tor, the gentleman agrees, are suffering 
as well. 

I just want to say I understand the 
gentleman. I think, long term, he and I 
both are interested in trying to get us 
on a plan to balance this budget so we 
can see growth return to the economy 
again and so everyone can see a day of 
higher wages and a future of better 
compensation. That’s the goal, I think, 
all of us are driving towards. 

Mr. HOYER. Of course, that’s what 
we all agree on, but, frankly, that rhet- 
oric does not substitute for action. 
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Automatic budget cuts, known as the 
sequester, as you know, would cut U.S. 
growth in half in 2013 if allowed to go 
into effect. The CBO said that what 
we’ve already done has harmed the 
economy. 

It is time for us to get on and deal 
with real solutions, not message bills 
as we did this week and as we did 2 
weeks ago. That’s all we’ve done. We 
met 6 or 7 days this month and last 
month in this Congress. We’re dealing 
with message bills. The bill that we 
considered this week—the only bill of 
substance that we considered this week 
other than suspensions—will not have 
any positive effect on the sequester. 
The sequester is going to hurt our peo- 
ple; it’s going to hurt jobs; it’s going to 
hurt economic growth; it’s going to do 
exactly the opposite of what the gen- 
tleman says—and I agree with him— 
that we agree ought to be our objec- 
tives. 

As you know, the fiscal cliff deal 
postponed the sequester until March 1. 
Now, an overwhelming number of your 
folks did not vote for that, of course. 
The gentleman did, and I joined him in 
that effort. We’ve postponed that until 
March 1, the sequester. We’re 20 days 
away from the sequester. We didn’t do 
anything about it 2 weeks ago; we 
didn’t do anything about it this week; 
and we’re apparently not going to do 
anything about it next week either. 
There is no legislation which has been 
proposed by the majority party to 
make sure that the sequester does not 
go into effect. 

The President of the United States 
spoke about that yesterday. Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN had a proposal to specifically 
deal with the sequester, to specifically 
preclude the sequester from going into 
effect, from specifically precluding the 
adverse effects that are going to occur 
to our national security structure and 
to our non-defense discretionary spend- 
ing structure. We still now haven’t 
seen anything from your party that 
would help stop the problem of the se- 
quester. I was deeply upset that you 
did not make in order the Van Hollen 
alternative. Clearly, that alternative 
would have made a very substantial 
difference on the sequester. The Presi- 
dent would have signed that, and the 
Senate, in my view, would have passed 
it, but we didn’t even get to consider it 
on the floor. 

Mr. Majority Leader, we are either 
going to consider alternatives—and I 
read the majority leader’s speech yes- 
terday about reaching out and doing 
things in a bipartisan way. One way we 
can do that is to allow both sides to 
offer their alternatives and have an up- 
or-down vote and to let the American 
people make a judgment on that. Very 
frankly, I think that the American 
people would have said that the Van 
Hollen alternative was the preferable 
alternative to the sequester. Now, 
there are a lot of your Members who 
apparently think the sequester is okay. 
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In your 
Leader: 

Under the sequester, unemployment would 
soar from its current level up to 9 percent, 
setting back any progress the economy has 
made. According to the same study, the jobs 
of more than 200,000 Virginians, in my home 
State, are on the line. 

That’s what you said on September 
18, 2012. I think you were right. I ap- 
plaud you for that statement, but I re- 
gret that we had no legislation put on 
this floor 2 weeks ago, this week, or in 
your announcement next week to pre- 
clude the sequester from going into ef- 
fect, which you say, Mr. Majority 
Leader—and I agree with you—will 
have an adverse effect on up to 200,000 
Virginians. 

Another quote from Representative 
ROONEY, with which I agree: 

We’ve tried to replace the sequester with 
other things, but it seems now that the large 
portion of our Conference is resigned to the 
fact that sequestration is okay. 

Mr. ROONEY correctly says it’s not 
okay—that it’s dangerous, a huge mis- 
take, a threat to our liberty. That’s 
what TOM ROONEY of Florida said, and 
I applaud him for that statement, and 
I think he’s accurate. 

BILL YOUNG, who has made his whole 
life’s career in making sure that we 
have a strong national security, said 
this: 

“Pm reading what a lot of different 
Members are saying, and I find,” lam- 
entably—that’s my word, not his— 
“there is not as much opposition to se- 
questration as I thought there might 
þe.” 

In other words, a lot of your folks are 
saying that sequestration is the way to 
go. In fact, Representative JOHN SHIM- 
KUS said: 

He, President Obama, can announce all he 
wants, Sequestration is coming. It’s coming. 
We’ve got to get spending cuts—no new rev- 
enue. It’s all about spending. 

So he is welcoming the sequester. 

TOM COBURN: 

I think sequester is going to happen. I 
think people want it to happen. 

I don’t want it to happen, Mr. Leader. 
I don’t think it ought to happen. I 
think it’s going to be bad for the coun- 
try if sequester happens. 
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The President doesn’t want seques- 
ter, HARRY REID doesn’t want seques- 
ter, and I don’t want sequester. I would 
hope, based upon your comment that I 
just quoted, that you don’t want se- 
quester, but we’re not going to get 
away from the sequester unless there’s 
legislation that you bring to this 
floor—and you have the authority to 
do that—which will obviate going to 
sequester and will put in place an al- 
ternative which will do what you and I 
both want to do, and that is address 
the deficit and debt, both short term 
and long term. 

Senator MIKE JOHANNS said: 


own quote, Mr. Majority 
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I just have a feeling sequester’s going to 
happen. I just think there’s so much concern 
about the debt and spending that it overrides 
most issues these days. 

Now, those ‘‘most issues” are those 
200,000 people that you talked about in 
your statement. 

Senator AYOTTE said: 

Looks like where we’re headed, sequestra- 
tion. 

JOHN CORNYN: 

The sequester is the only cuts we’ve got 
right now. 

So that the consequences of the se- 
quester, apparently, are not something 
he wants to avoid. 

Gridlock is leading to spending reductions. 
If the government does nothing, spending 
goes down. We have to claim victory. 

Congressman MULVANEY from South 
Carolina said that. 

Now, in terms of the sequester, I 
want to point out to you that there’s 
been some comments on your side that 
this is the President’s initiative. That 
is absolutely 100 percent inaccurate. In 
fact, the alternative in your Cut, Cap 
and Balance bill—and I know the ma- 
jority leader knows it—is sequester; 
that’s the fallback. We put sequester in 
place thinking it was so irrational and 
would have such a negative effect that 
clearly we would address the matter in 
the last 14 months. We didn’t. We 
ought not to quit trying to do it, 
though—getting an alternative. Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN had an alternative. 

As a matter of fact, in terms of the 
agreement that we reached, Speaker 
BOEHNER said, back on August 1, 2011: 

When you look at this final agreement 
that we came to with the White House, I got 
98 percent of what I wanted. I’m pretty 
happy. 

That’s JOHN BOEHNER’s quote. 

So it’s not as if this was our deal. 
The Speaker says he got 98 percent of 
what he wanted. Now he says sequester 
is happening because the President 
didn’t lead. Respectfully, I think that 
is totally, absolutely inaccurate. The 
President was prepared to be sup- 
portive of Mr. VAN HOLLEN’s alter- 
native yesterday. You can say you 
want a plan. That was his plan. We of- 
fered it. That was Mr. VAN HOLLEN’s 
plan we offered. That was our Demo- 
cratic alternative, and it would have 
avoided sequester. 

So I say to the gentleman, I’m dis- 
appointed that the schedule does not 
reflect substantive, meaningful legisla- 
tion to avoid the sequester which we 
certainly don’t want. I don’t know 
about your side based upon the quotes 
that I’ve just given you, but I would 
hope that the majority leader would, 
with the Speaker and with others in 
his caucus, seriously think about next 
week making in order a substantive al- 
ternative to the sequester. 

Mr. PRICE says we did something in 
the last Congress. The last Congress is 
gone. You passed something in the last 
Congress. If you want to bring that to 
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the floor and pass it again, you know 
the Senate won’t pass it and the Presi- 
dent won’t sign it. The fact of the mat- 
ter is we’ve got to get to compromise, 
Mr. Leader; and if we don’t get to com- 
promise, we’re not going to get a solu- 
tion to sequester or to bringing our 
debt and deficit down. 

I’m glad to yield to my friend. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman. 

I would just say simply, Mr. Speaker, 
once again what we hear from the gen- 
tleman and his caucus is let’s raise 
taxes; that’ll fix the problem. And we 
all know the problem is spending. 

The gentleman correctly refers to 
two bills that we had on the floor last 
year, one earlier in the year and one in 
the fall, both of which were designed to 
address the real problems as he sug- 
gests we need to do about the spending 
and the growth in the entitlement 
areas, which he knows as well as I are 
the main drivers of the deficit. We 
passed that bill without any help from 
the gentleman’s side of the aisle and 
without any reciprocation from the 
Senate—nothing. The Senate did not 
move, and the White House did not 
move. 

So if the gentleman suggests there’s 
no compromising going on, I’d ask him 
how is it that the White House or the 
Senate is compromising at all if all we 
hear again and again is just take more 
money from the American people; 
that'll fix the problem. 

No, Mr. Speaker, that’s just kicking 
the can, and that’s why we don’t want 
to take up the other gentleman from 
Maryland’s bill that the Democratic 
whip suggests, because it’s just raising 
more taxes, not to mention the fact 
that it was not germane today. And the 
gentleman, as a protector of this insti- 
tution knows, you can’t bring up an al- 
ternative or an amendment that’s not 
germane. You can, but it’s not pro- 
tecting this institution. 

So I say to the gentleman, please, 
let’s sit down together and address the 
real problem, not raise more taxes and 
kick the can. That’s the uncompro- 
mising position that seems to domi- 
nate the majority party in this town, 
which is that controlled by the Senate 
and the White House, Mr. Speaker. The 
Democrats are constantly saying, Let’s 
just raise more taxes. Take more 
money from the American people so we 
can fix the problem and keep spending 
their money. That’s not the direction 
that we want to go in. 

And I’ll say to the gentleman, we 
want to do real fixes. We have consist- 
ently, as the gentleman knows, we 
have put out there and said here’s our 
prescription to balance the budget; 
right? And we’ve said, Please, Senate, 
move. Let’s hear your plan. Mr. Presi- 
dent, please, you’ve missed the dead- 
line again. Let’s see your plan. Let’s 
show it to the American people and 
have the discussion about the proper 
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way to manage down this debt and def- 
icit. 

But nothing; nothing yet. 

I will say to the gentleman what he 
calls a message bill is now law. And so 
with that bill, we’ll see what the Sen- 
ate says about managing down this 
debt and deficit. And hopefully, if the 
PLAN Act were to ever be taken up by 
the Senate, we’d have the President 
say, Here’s how I’m going to balance 
the budget, here’s how long it’ll take, 
and here’s how I’m going to do it. 

That’s the rational way to approach 
when you have two sides taking dif- 
ferent approaches to the same problem. 

Mr. Speaker, we just had a one-way 
effort here asking the gentleman, 
Please join us. Please join us in fixing 
the long-term problems; otherwise, 
we’re going to keep mounting the debt 
that is facing us, our children and 
theirs, and we’re going to be looking at 
the end of the situation that’s just not 
what the American people want. 

So I know the gentleman said, you 
know, let’s just keep spending now, 
keep taxing. That doesn’t help. That 
doesn’t help long term. And we’re try- 
ing to do long-term planning to get 
this country back on track. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. 

It’s good spin, but it’s not substance. 
It was a silly bill. The Senate passed it 
and the President signed it because it 
was the only way we could make sure 
that we did not put the creditworthi- 
ness of the United States at risk be- 
cause we’re playing this game of chick- 
en because there are some people in 
this Congress who believe that putting 
America’s creditworthiness at risk is a 
worthwhile objective. We reject that 
out of hand. 

And I continue to believe that it was 
a silly bill that we passed. Yes, it was 
a bill that the President signed because 
he wanted to make sure that we didn’t 
default on our debts, and we tried to 
give some confidence, as the gentleman 
talked about for years, to the economy. 
So, yes, he signed the bill, but it had 
nothing to do with obviating the se- 
quester. 

The bill that we passed today affects 
no substantive progress—none, zero, 
zip. And the gentleman talks about 
your plan. The Ryan plan, as the gen- 
tleman well knows, does not balance 
the budget until well into the thirties, 
late into the thirties, 2030s; and, there- 
fore, heaven knows what’s going hap- 
pen in the next 25 years. 

I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I hear the 
gentleman’s objections to our plan and 
our prior budget. We’re going to come 
forward with another budget that will 
balance in 10 years. 

Mr. HOYER. I’m looking forward to 
that. 

Mr. CANTOR. Where is the gentle- 
man’s plan? Where is the President’s 
plan? Where is the other body’s plan to 
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balance this budget? That’s all we’re 
saying. If we can just get down to an 
equal level of discussion and say let’s 
do the adult thing and try and resolve 
the mounting unfunded liabilities of 
this Federal Government, we can actu- 
ally make some progress and get on 
about the business of helping people in 
this country, making their life better 
and making their future better, and 
that’s the goal, instead of trying to go 
in and just intermittently kick the can 
because there’s never any attempt to 
resolve long-term problems. That’s 
where we’re coming from. 
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Mr. HOYER. Well, as the gentleman 
knows, I’ve been one of the leaders, 
certainly on this side, and in this 
House, to get to a balanced plan. A bal- 
anced plan, yes, does include revenues. 
You want to say get more money from 
the American people. 

We buy things. As a people, we buy 
things. People send us here, 485 dis- 
tricts, and we vote on buying things. 
One of the things we bought, of course, 
was defending ourselves from terror- 
ists, both in Iraq and in Afghanistan. It 
cost us $1.3-, $1.4 trillion when you 
were fully in charge. We paid zero for 
it. That’s the largest expenditure, 
other than the two tax cuts which we 
did in 2001 and 2003, which we did not 
pay for by cutting spending, which you 
say is the problem. 

You didn’t cut spending when you 
were fully in charge of the House, the 
Senate, and the Presidency. That’s one 
of the reasons the Tea Party was so 
angry at some of your people, because 
they felt you all were in charge and 
you didn’t cut spending. Maybe some of 
the people in this Chamber share that 
view. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield again? 

Mr. HOYER. Let me finish my 
thought, if I can, Mr. Leader. 

So I say to you, right now, you’re 
talking about a plan. PAUL RYAN said 
yesterday the Founding Fathers would 
be upset with the President for not 
coming up with a plan. The Constitu- 
tion contemplates the President having 
very little, if any role, other than exe- 
cution of the budget in the budget 
process. That didn’t come until the last 
century. 

The fact of the matter is it is our re- 
sponsibility. Not a nickel can be spent 
in America unless the Congress author- 
izes it to be spent. The President can’t 
spend money on his own. Not a nickel 
can be raised in this country, of rev- 
enue, without the Congress acting on 
it. The President can’t do that. 

It is the Congress of the United 
States, under article I, that has this re- 
sponsibility. We’re not taking that re- 
sponsibility. We’re trying to shove it 
off on somebody else, in this case, the 
President of the United States. 

The President has a plan. He’s offered 
it a number of times. I just read a book 
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that discussed our discussions for some 
period of time with the President on 
his plan. He’s sent budgets down here. 
Your side doesn’t like his plan because 
it involves revenues. 

There is not a bipartisan commission 
that I know of that has not suggested, 
in order to solve our debt and deficit 
problem, that we don’t have to have a 
balanced plan, which will involve reve- 
nues and will involve cuts in spending, 
cuts in spending to entitlements, cuts 
in spending to discretionary spending. I 
agree with that. 

T’ll now yield to my friend. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would 
just say to the gentleman, we just 
raised taxes. We just put more revenue 
in the mix, $650 billion over 10 years, 
and got no cuts. No cuts. 

And the gentleman talked about the 
2001, 2003 tax cuts without paying for 
them. You know, we just extended 
most of those tax measures and relief 
to people under $400,000 with no cuts. 
Nothing. So, again, I don’t think it’s 
right to be saying that we need more 
revenues now. We already did revenues, 
right? We already have $650 billion. 

Why does the gentleman continue to 
think, Mr. Speaker, that that’s what 
we have to keep doing? It’s not the an- 
swer. 

Let’s get to the problem that is caus- 
ing the mounting deficits. It’s a lack of 
growth, and it’s the spending that’s out 
of control. 

Mr. HOYER. We’re not going to re- 
solve this argument, Mr. Speaker. It’s 
the same litany on both sides. The dif- 
ference is, the gentleman cannot name 
a bipartisan commission that doesn’t 
say that we need both sides of the 
equation addressed if we’re going to get 
from where we are to where we need to 
be. 

On my side, we have to deal across 
the board with spending. You’re cor- 
rect on that. On your side, you’re going 
to have deal with revenues. A lot of 
your people understand that, like Mr. 
COBURN and others. I won’t mention 
anybody on this side of the aisle be- 
cause I don’t want to get them in hot 
water, but they all understand that. 

And what you’re saying is, the Sen- 
ate needs to compromise, the President 
needs to compromise by doing it your 
way. That won’t work. Your way or the 
highway is not the way we’re going to 
have compromise. 

Mr. CANTOR. What about the reve- 
nues we already have now done? These 
are $650 billion, Mr. Speaker, already 
raised, no cuts. 

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time if I 
can, the gentleman voted for the Budg- 
et Control Act. How much in cuts were 
in the Budget Control Act? $1.2 trillion, 
as I recall, or $1 trillion, excuse me, $1 
trillion, which is why we had the 
Supercommittee to get the additional 
1.2 that the Speaker said he wanted. 

So your side assumed that we’d al- 
ready done a trillion of the $2.2 trillion 
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that the Speaker said was necessary. 
So the Speaker and your side, I pre- 
sume, already adopted the premise that 
we’d cut $1 trillion in the Budget Con- 
trol Act. 

Now, do we need more? I think the 
answer to that is yes. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN, in his proposal, 
made some cuts. Pm not saying you 
should have supported it. I’m saying 
you should have allowed the American 
people to have that alternative on the 
floor to consider. 

You say it wasn’t germane. You and 
I both know—you know the Rules Com- 
mittee process as well as I do—we 
could have waived that because the 
issue in front of us immediately—we’re 
talking about the long term—imme- 
diately, is in 22 days, or 23 days, we’re 
going to have a sequester. Almost ev- 
erybody agrees that the sequester will 
have an adverse impact on the econ- 
omy, and on our national security, and 
on discretionary programs because it 
would be irrationally done, across the 
board, without recognition of priority 
status. 

So that I tell my friend, I regret that 
we’re not dealing with the sequester. I 
would hope the gentleman would put 
legislation on the floor next week to 
deal with the sequester, deal with an 
alternative to the sequester, not talk 
about what we did last Congress. We 
didn’t agree with that. You’re right. 
We voted against it. But put something 
on the floor that deals with the seques- 
ter. 

And I will tell my friend, I liked his 
speech. And he said again today he 
wants to work in a bipartisan fashion. 

The fact of the matter is, we had an 
election, and in the election the Amer- 
ican people said they thought the 
President’s view had merit, which was 
a balanced approach. Yes, revenue, but 
also cuts in spending. And the Senate 
expanded its numbers, notwithstanding 
the fact that they agreed with the 
President’s position and not with 
yours. And, in fact, more people voted 
for Democrats in the House of Rep- 
resentatives than voted for Repub- 
licans, but the redistricting resulted in 
your continuing to have the majority. 

So we have a joint responsibility to 
get there. And I would urge the gen- 
tleman to please consider putting 
something on the floor, not these mes- 
sage bills, but putting something on 
the floor that will substantively deal 
with avoiding the sequester. 

Now let me go on to another issue 
that I know that the gentleman’s been 
working on, and that’s the Violence 
Against Women Act. I know he’s been 
working, he said, with Vice President 
BIDEN, who was very involved in this. 
Can the gentleman tell me the status 
of that piece of legislation? 

Mr. CANTOR. The gentleman knows 
that my office and his have been in dis- 
cussions about this bill. I have had 
daily meetings to try and get to a 
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point where we can bring this forward. 
You know, I, as the gentleman does, 
care very deeply about women and the 
abuse situation, that we need to get 
them the relief that this bill offers. 
That’s what we want to do. That’s our 
priority. 

We must move and act on this bill, 
and I’ve, as well, been in touch with 
the Vice President and his office about 
trying to assist in bringing the parties 
together because, as the gentleman 
knows, there’s been the introduction of 
some issues that are not directly re- 
lated to the situation of domestic 
abuse on tribal lands because that’s 
what we’re trying to get at. We want to 
protect the women who are subject to 
abuse on tribal lands. 

And unfortunately, there are issues 
that don’t directly bear on that that 
have come up that have complicated it, 
as the gentleman knows. But in work- 
ing with his office, as well as the Vice 
President’s, I hope to be able to deal 
with this, bring it up in an expeditious 
manner. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. I thank him for his 
work on this as well. This is a criti- 
cally important issue, and I am hopeful 
that we can come to an agreement 
which will provide for the passage of 
that piece of legislation and send it to 
the President. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY, 
FEBRUARY 8, 2013 


Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 11 a.m. on Friday, February 8, 
2013; and when the House adjourns on 
that day, it adjourn to meet at noon on 
Tuesday, February 12, 2013, for morn- 
ing-hour debate and 2 p.m. for legisla- 
tive business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HOLDING). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 


EE 
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PROMOTING MANUFACTURING AND 
A THRIVING ECONOMY 


(Mr. COLLINS of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise to encourage this body to sup- 
port our Nation’s vital manufacturing 
sector by reducing burdensome regula- 
tions. Nearly 12 million Americans—al- 
most 10 percent of the workforce—are 
employed directly in manufacturing. 
During last week’s district work pe- 
riod, I had the opportunity to visit part 
of that workforce at the Tenneco facil- 
ity in Hartwell, as well as the SKF In- 
dustries plant in Flowery Branch. I’m 
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proud of the topnotch work being done 
by Georgia manufacturers. Companies 
like SKF have been recognized for the 
high level of investment the company 
places in employees. Last month, the 
Greater Hall Chamber of Commerce 
awarded SKF for its employee recogni- 
tion efforts. 

Manufacturing provides a great op- 
portunity for folks, including those in 
Hartwell and Flowery Branch, to work 
hard and earn a good living so they can 
provide for their families. We cannot 
let their livelihood be threatened by 
out-of-control Federal regulations. I 
stand ready to work with my col- 
leagues to promote a reasonable regu- 
latory framework that will help manu- 
facturing and our entire economy to 
thrive. 


EE 


CELEBRATING PRESIDENT RON- 
ALD WILSON REAGAN’S 102ND 
BIRTHDAY 


(Mr. ROTHFUS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, today 
we observe the 102nd birthday of Ron- 
ald Reagan, the 40th President of the 
United States. I take this opportunity 
to again thank Mrs. Reagan and the 
Reagan family for sharing their hus- 
band and father with this country. 
Their sacrifices allowed this Nation to 
move from an era of doubt and decline 
into one of a brighter future. 

Today, we find ourselves facing an- 
other era of doubt and decline: chronic 
unemployment, staggering debt, inter- 
national crises, and advocates of Big 
Government pushing for more failed 
Big Government to fix our problems. I 
suggest that those who think America 
cannot turn the state of affairs around 
to think again. As President Reagan 
said—and these words are inscribed at 
his final resting place in California: 

I know in my heart that man is good. That 
what is right will always eventually tri- 
umph. And there’s purpose and worth to each 
and every life. 

With that perspective, let us again 
renew our commitment with President 
Reagan’s trademark optimism to a re- 
newal of the American spirit and a re- 
lighting of the American Dream. 


EEE 
PASSAGE OF THE FARM BILL 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, without reforms, by the 
year 2020, the interest alone paid on 
our national debt by American tax- 
payers will cost $1 trillion per year— 
money that could otherwise be used to 
educate our kids or put aside for those 
most in need. Most would agree that 
borrowing on the backs of our children 
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to pay for promises our government 
cannot keep must end, and that only 
together, through the collaboration of 
both parties, can we assure America 
begins to live within its means. 

During the last Congress there was 
one area where both parties came to- 
gether. It was an effort that made im- 
provements in programs resulting in 
better use of each tax dollar. It was an 
effort that also achieved deficit reduc- 
tion. This effort was the farm bill. 

Many of us are eager to hear the 
President’s plan to help the Nation 
achieve fiscal balance during next 
week’s State of the Union. I encourage 
the President to elevate passage of a 
new farm bill to the forefront of the 
speech. It’s good policy. It’s one area 
where we can come together and start 
the path of fiscal balance. I encourage 
my leaders in the House to welcome 
this call. 


a 


HONORING LEE RUSH 


(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize a true leader in 
my district back home in Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. Lee Rush, who 10 years ago 
founded a community nonprofit organi- 
zation known as justCommunity. Its 
mission is to provide consultation, edu- 
cation, and training services in the 
areas of youth development and sub- 
stance abuse prevention, both very im- 
portant goals. 

In light of his exceptional efforts and 
initiative, Lee has been named an Ad- 
vocate of the Year by the Community 
Anti-Drug Coalitions of America and 
will be receiving that distinction to- 
morrow, February 7. I couldn’t be more 
proud of him. 

Lee’s achievements and steadfast 
leadership have positively impacted 
the youth and communities of Pennsyl- 
vania. It’s been an honor to get to 
know Lee personally and to witness his 
accomplishments firsthand. I know 
that he will keep up the outstanding 
work. 


ae 


THE GLOBAL JIHADIST THREAT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Ari- 
zona (Mr. FRANKS) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major- 
ity leader. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak- 
er, outgoing Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton recently issued a stern warning 
in her testimony before the House and 
Senate committees responsible for 
oversight of U.S. foreign policy. She re- 
ferred repeatedly to the need for our 
country to recognize and respond to 


what she called a ‘‘global jihadist 
threat.” 
Mr. Speaker, rarely have I agreed 


more with Secretary Clinton. Yet if 
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Mrs. Clinton has been worried about 
this threat before now, she has done an 
impressive job of concealing it. The 
same is true of the Obama administra- 
tion more generally. For the past 4 
years, the executive branch has gone to 
extraordinary lengths to obscure the 
danger posed by those who practice 
holy war, or jihad, against our country. 
The administration has also sought to 
silence, and in some cases punish, 
those who have spoken the truth about 
this menace. 

Mr. Speaker, I sincerely welcome the 
Secretary’s warning, belated though it 
may be. However, it would have served 
this country and the cause of freedom 
far more if she had so openly recog- 
nized the threat posed by militant Is- 
lamic jihad—and to have led in coun- 
tering it—at any point during her ten- 
ure other than its conclusion. 

One of the most important architects 
of that see-no-jihad policy over the 
past 4 years has been John Brennan, 
President Obama’s homeland security 
advisor and his pick to become the 
next Director of the Central Intel- 
ligence Agency. In May, 2010, Mr. Bren- 
nan publicly declared that: 

We do not describe our enemy as 
“jihadists” or ‘‘Islamists’’ because jihad is a 
holy struggle, a legitimate tenet of Islam, 
meaning to purify oneself or one’s commu- 
nity, and there is nothing holy or legitimate 
or Islamic about murdering innocent men, 
women, and children. 

Mr. Speaker, the unavoidable reality 
is that self-described jihadists have 
routinely gone about murdering inno- 
cent women and children for decades. 
It should alarm us all that neither 
John Brennan nor Hillary Clinton—nor 
seemingly anyone else in the Obama 
administration—has fully recognized 
the scope of this jihadist threat. They 
seem blind to the fact that the Islamic 
jihadists here and elsewhere in the 
West are even now engaging in a pre- 
violent form of holy war against 
infidels and the free world. And the ad- 
ministration has refused to face the in- 
controvertible fact that the driving 
force behind this practice is the Mus- 
lim Brotherhood. The brothers them- 
selves call this form of holy war ‘‘civ- 
ilization jihad.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, this reality is in direct 
conflict with the Obama administra- 
tion’s insistence—long-promoted by 
John Brennan—that we confront only 
al Qaeda and its affiliates. We are told 
that we can safely cultivate relations 
with ‘“‘moderates’’ in Islamist groups 
like Hezbollah and the Muslim Broth- 
erhood. This has led to helping 
jihadists extend their power elsewhere 
and allowed them to gain dangerous 
footholds in America. 
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Mr. Speaker, we need as a Nation to 
understand the true nature and omi- 
nous implications of the global jihadist 
threat in both its violent and pre-vio- 
lent forms. 
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The unavoidable truth is that there 
are individuals who adhere to a polit- 
ical Islamist doctrine of shari’a, and 
they are willing to become involved in 
the jihad it commands, and they pose a 
potential mortal threat to this Nation 
and its people. And Congress has a 
duty, Mr. Speaker, among other things, 
to question the ways in which such in- 
dividuals and organizations tied to the 
Muslim Brotherhood have been given 
access to and preferential treatment 
from the Obama administration. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the success of 
this stealth jihad has been signifi- 
cantly enhanced by remarks and public 
statements made by John Brennan 
over the past 4 years. He should, there- 
fore, not be allowed anywhere near—let 
alone actually be given responsibility 
for running—America’s premiere intel- 
ligence agency. 

It is my hope that, among other 
things, my remarks on the floor today 
will encourage our colleagues in the 
Senate to scrutinize critically the 
record and judgment of John Brennan 
and his suitability for the job of CIA 
Director. 

Mr. Speaker, may I commend to my 
colleagues on both sides of Capitol Hill 
regarding this issue and to the Amer- 
ican people a powerful new documen- 
tary that examines, in part, some of 
the issues I have discussed today and 
their grave implications for our na- 
tional security, public safety, and free- 
doms. This documentary, entitled, 
“The Grand Deception,” is a product of 
counterterrorism expert Steven Emer- 
son’s Investigative Project on Ter- 
rorism, and it provides critical insights 
into the true nature of the ‘‘global 
jihadist threat,” including its expand- 
ing successes overseas and the danger 
it poses here at home. It chronicles the 
history of what I believe has been an 
officially sanctioned and willful blind- 
ness to that threat. It also lays bare 
the various ways in which such a prac- 
tice is contributing to the emboldening 
of our enemies, the undermining of our 
allies, and the steady erosion of our 
economy and our security. 

Mr. Speaker, let me close by noting, 
as the previous gentleman did, that 
today is Ronald Reagan’s birthday. It 
is particularly appropriate to recall on 
Mr. Reagan’s birthday his admonition 
of August 1961. He said: 

Freedom is never more than one genera- 
tion away from extinction. We didn’t pass it 
to our children in the bloodstream. It must 
be fought for, protected, and handed on for 
them to do the same, or one day we will 
spend our sunset years telling our children 
and our children’s children what it was once 
like in the United States when men were 
free. 

Mr. Speaker, today, in our time, we 
also face the prospect of a generational 
threat to freedom. We must bend every 
effort to awakening our countrymen to 
that threat and equip them to contend 
with it, and we must ensure that our 
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government’s policies and our capabili- 
ties are conducive to and employed ef- 
fectively to fight for our freedom, to 
protect it, and to hand it on to future 
generations in the hope that they will 
do the same. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, John 
Brennan has shown himself time and 
again to be at cross-purposes with 
those requirements. For that reason 
alone, his nomination must be rejected. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 


EE 
NATIONAL SECURITY ISSUES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2018, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 54 min- 
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, the first thing I would like to do 
is yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS). 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO CARDISS COLLINS, FORMER 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. I 
want to thank the gentleman from 
Texas for yielding to me. 

I rise to pay tribute to the prede- 
cessor of my office, who served for 23 
years aS a Member of the House, the 
Honorable Cardiss Collins, who passed 
away on Saturday evening here in the 
District area. 

I followed Ms. Collins into Congress 
when she retired. She followed her hus- 
band, who was killed in an airplane ac- 
cident. The amazing thing about her 
was that she basically had no political 
involvement and experience from that 
vantage point. She was an accountant, 
who also was a housewife and involved 
a bit in local politics. But she got in- 
volved and was a quick study, imme- 
diately grasped what takes place here, 
ultimately became chairman of the 
Congressional Black Caucus, became 
chairman of the Congressional Black 
Caucus Foundation, had an out- 
standing career, and I simply wanted 
to acknowledge her work. 

People of her community will re- 
member the legacy that she created as 
a fighter for women’s rights, as a de- 
fender of children’s rights, and a real 
defender of health care. 

Again, I thank the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Mr. 
DAVIS. It’s my pleasure to have had the 
opportunity to yield to you. It’s one of 
the things that’s good if we do more of, 
and that is recognizing people for their 
great contributions to this country. 

At this time, I want to pick up where 
my friend, Mr. FRANKS, left off and fol- 
low up on the issue of who will be the 
next CIA Director. This is an impor- 
tant matter. 

Some think, well, what difference 
does the past make? Today is a new 
day. Every day is a new day. But those 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


of us who majored in history, studied 
history, know that our history is the 
best indication of future performance. 

So with regard to Mr. Brennan, I 
think it’s worth noting that Secretary 
of State—former Secretary of State 
now—Hillary Clinton warned on her 
way out as Secretary of State of the 
danger of what she called the ‘“‘global 
jihadist threat.” I am greatly appre- 
ciative to Secretary Clinton for calling 
this administration’s attention to that, 
as well as the American public. Sec- 
retary Clinton should know. We had at 
least four Americans’ killed at 
Benghazi during her watch as Sec- 
retary of State. 

The question might be: Where is 
John Brennan today on this central 
challenge of our time for Western civ- 
ilization? And by ‘‘Western civiliza- 
tion,” I mean the idea that the Found- 
ers of this Nation had, many of them 
depicted in the great mural just out- 
side this floor, 56 signers of the Dec- 
laration in the mural that John 
Trumble did down in the Rotunda. 
Their idea, when you read their 
writings, was of a people who would 
have the chance to govern themselves. 

They all knew that prayer was im- 
portant. That’s why as Ben Franklin 
said during the Constitutional Conven- 
tion—his own handwriting, he wrote 
out his speech, but he mentioned that 
during the revolution, in his words: 

We had daily prayer in this room. Our 
prayers, sir, were heard and they were gra- 
ciously answered. 

They understood that. They prayed 
for wisdom. They prayed for guidance. 
They prayed for help in setting up this 
experiment in democracy. Yes, Rome 
had had a Senate. Yes, Greece had had 
a Senate; England had had a Par- 
liament. But they had rulers who could 
just disband, kill, dismiss. This was 
going to be different. This was going to 
be a people who would have the chance 
to actually govern themselves, a revo- 
lutionary idea. 

There was still such a class system in 
so many areas of the world in the 1700s 
that so many considered that people 
who were not of the upper crust would 
not have the ability to govern them- 
selves. That’s not what the Founders 
believed after they prayed each day 
during the revolution, after they 
prayed and struggled and argued over 
the way forward to reaching that goal. 

But there is a threat, as Secretary 
Clinton said, the global jihadist threat, 
of people who think that the Founders’ 
dream is totally inappropriate, that it 
leads to degradation; it leads to moral 
depravity, in their minds. 
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The Founders knew that was a possi- 
bility, but it was worth the risk to give 
people the freedom of choice as they 
believed their creator had given all of 
us, to make decisions for good or bad, 
and normally to have to live with the 
consequences of those decisions. 
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The global jihadist threat that Sec- 
retary Clinton pointed out does not 
have the belief that a democracy is a 
good idea, that a people electing rep- 
resentatives in a republican form of 
government is a good idea. They be- 
lieve that we need some religious lead- 
er, like the Ayatollah Khomeini, or 
now Khamenei in Iran, we need a reli- 
gious leader like that, that tells us 
what we can do, that makes all his de- 
cisions under shari’a law. 

Now, all of those who met during the 
revolution, they believed in the power 
of prayer to God, and that’s why they 
prayed during that time. But they 
wanted everyone to have the chance to 
worship as they chose, be they Muslim, 
Hindu, but especially Judeo-Christian 
beliefs where Jews and Christians had 
traditionally suffered persecution. 
They wanted the chance for people to 
worship as they please, or not worship. 
But they knew to make that possible 
they had to pray to God. 

And that’s why we are observing, 
once again, tomorrow the National 
Prayer Breakfast where our President 
will speak, where we will have a fan- 
tastic testimony from one of the great 
leaders in our country, who earlier in 
his life, when his life was going astray, 
dropped to his knees and prayed for 
help and got it. We will hear about that 
tomorrow. 

But if we don’t know the history of 
this country, if we don’t know the 
dream of the Founders, if we don’t un- 
derstand the Constitution, then we lose 
it. And people need to understand when 
there is a global jihadist threat, not of 
moderate Muslims, like our friends, 
the Northern Alliance, who fought and 
defeated the Taliban on our behalf, not 
the enemy of our enemies, but these 
are radical Islamic jihadists who want 
a caliphate in which the United States 
is subjugated to a religious ruler. 

And they’re willing to use violence, if 
necessary. Although the Muslim Broth- 
erhood now seems to indicate that here 
in America they’ve made so much 
progress in infiltrating and getting po- 
sitions of power in our government, in 
our State Department, in our Home- 
land Security Department, in our Jus- 
tice Department, at the White House 
directly, direct lines to the President, 
they have made so much progress in 
moving toward that goal of a caliphate 
here in the United States, under 
shari’a law, not under the Constitu- 
tion, that they’re thinking maybe vio- 
lence is not the way forward in Amer- 
ica to achieve their goal of making this 
a shari’a compliant caliphate. 

But the Muslim Brotherhood around 
the world believes in many places vio- 
lence is the way forward in those areas. 
But we’ve got to understand who we 
are facing and what they want to do. 
And Secretary Clinton, unfortunately 
it is on her way out that she notes this, 
instead of being able to spend the last 
four years with the clarity she had 
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when she said that we face this danger 
of a global jihadist threat. It is a 
threat. She now acknowledges it on her 
way out. 

And the question now is, since Sec- 
retary of State Kerry will now be car- 
rying that mantle, for heaven’s sake 
we have got to have somebody in intel- 
ligence directing intelligence who un- 
derstands the threat against us and 
will ensure that we are protected and 
understands the global jihadist threat. 

The Obama administration has fo- 
cused almost entirely on al Qaeda, be- 
lieving people when they came in and 
said, ‘‘Look, the only people who can 
actually give you advice on dealing 
with these radical folks are Islamic be- 
lievers, so you must get advice from us, 
form partnerships with us, let us give 
you advice, let us tell you how to deal 
with this threat.’’ And they made great 
inroads in this administration in that 
approach. 

But the blindness of the larger 
jihadist threat, the enterprise that is 
being pursued by the Muslim Brother- 
hood abroad, has resulted in the prac- 
tice of drone-delivered assassinations 
of al Qaeda figures, with what many 
are questioning or arguing is due proc- 
ess without that, and this administra- 
tion’s repeated declaration that al 
Qaeda is being defeated. They know not 
of what they speak. 

The idea that al Qaeda is being de- 
feated is helping recruit others who are 
radical jihadists, because they’re able 
to point to a United States administra- 
tion that is so blind and so uninformed 
of what really is going on, that they 
think al Qaeda is on the decline when 
radical jihad is on its way up. 

The drone technique of killing Amer- 
ican citizens and killing radical 
jihadists is apparently thought by this 
administration to be a very advanced 
and practical approach. Well, it does 
avoid putting Americans at risk right 
now. But those same people in this ad- 
ministration that talked about the 
danger of waterboarding because, yes, 
some acknowledge we got very critical 
information by using that, even though 
there was no threat to their health, 
you had doctors there, there was no in- 
tention to do any harm. The intent was 
to perform a procedure that did not 
harm but would gather information. 

Well, this administration ran against 
JOHN MCCAIN, and even though JOHN 
MCCAIN agreed, yeah, we don’t want to 
waterboard, we don’t want to do any- 
thing that somebody might someday 
call torture, they complained, gee, this 
is allowing radicals to be recruited 
against the United States because of 
the unjust nature of doing a procedure 
that is not harmful to someone’s 
health to gather information to save 
American lives, which it did. 

So here we are now with this admin- 
istration that thought waterboarding 
helped jihadists recruit more radicals, 
using a process of having a high admin- 
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istration official think to himself or 
herself, “I don’t think this may be 
enough, yeah, blow them up,” without 
giving adequate consideration to civil- 
ians who will be killed, to family mem- 
bers who will be upset, to the ability of 
our enemies to use that to recruit 
other radicals many times over to re- 
place those that have been killed with 
a drone strike. 

This administration’s systemic fail- 
ure to understand what the Muslim 
Brotherhood calls ‘‘civilization jihad” 
is putting this country in severe jeop- 
ardy. That’s why I appreciate Sec- 
retary Clinton, on her way out, unfor- 
tunately, pointing back to the danger 
of this global jihadist threat. 

According to the—and this is the 
name of the document—‘‘Explanatory 
Memorandum on the General Strategic 
Goal for the Brotherhood in North 
America,” the mission of the Muslim 
Brotherhood is this: 

“A civilization-jihadist process—a 
kind of grand jihad in eliminating and 
destroying the Western civilization 
from within and sabotaging its miser- 
able house by their,” i.e. Americans’, 
“hands and the hands of the believers 
so that it is eliminated and Allah’s re- 
ligion is made victorious over all other 
religions.” 
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The mission statement I’ve just 
quoted translates into a comprehensive 
effort to penetrate, to influence, and 
otherwise subvert our American civil 
society, our form of government, our 
governing institutions. And that ex- 
planatory memorandum that I just 
quoted from was written on May 19, 
1991 by a top Muslim Brotherhood oper- 
ative, Mohamed Akram. 

Though the Justice Department es- 
tablished in Federal court during the 
Holy Land Foundation trials in Dallas, 
Texas, that the groups identified by 
the Muslim Brotherhood in their memo 
are “their organizations,” a number of 
them and their successors have been 
treated by the Obama administration 
as key interlocutors in dealing with 
radical jihad, and this administration 
believes that these Muslim Brother- 
hood front organizations are legitimate 
representatives of the Muslim Amer- 
ican community. 

They have enabled the Muslim Broth- 
erhood to recruit and to show others, 
Look, we’re the ones that the White 
House trusts. We can call the White 
House. We can call and tell them there 
are three people who are giving a sem- 
inar at Langley—CIA headquarters—to 
law officers, hundreds of them, and we 
believe they will be teaching them 
things that are offensive to us. Well, 
yeah, because they call them what 
they are. They read from their own 
documents. 

These individuals, who have spent 
their careers learning and teaching 
about the threat of what Secretary 
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Clinton called the global jihadist 
threat, were stopped in August a year 
and a half ago by a call to the White 
House. That call also was instrumental 
in prompting this administration 
through the intelligence department, 
the Justice Department, the FBI, all 
these departments, into purging docu- 
ments, purging words, purging things 
from our materials that someone who 
wants to destroy our way of life and 
take us over and make us a caliphate 
may be offended by. 

I can’t go into what has been purged 
because they decided to declare it a 
classified setting when MICHELE BACH- 
MANN and J—and for a while LYNN 
WESTMORELAND—went through docu- 
ments to see what had been purged, 
documents that we knew before we 
went in had supposedly been purged be- 
cause someone who wants to destroy 
our way of life might be offended. 

Well, I am offended, every American 
should be offended, and every Muslim 
should be offended that a governing ad- 
ministration put the feelings of people 
who want to destroy us ahead of their 
oath to protect this Nation and pre- 
serve the Constitution. It doesn’t mean 
anything to preserve the Constitution 
if you preserve the document but you 
do not preserve the enumerated powers 
and laws set out in that document. 

Last June, four of my colleagues and 
I wrote to five different departments in 
this administration. In each separate 
letter—each was different—we wrote to 
the inspector general of each depart- 
ment, and we pointed out in each letter 
specific facts about that department 
that should give rise to an investiga- 
tion into the influence of people who 
have embraced the idea of civilization 
jihad and taking this country over and 
subjugating us to sharia law and a reli- 
gious leader who could tell us how to 
avoid moral depravity. 

There was such an uproar, even by 
some Republicans—by a few of them, 
anyway. But some in the media went 
ballistic. Instead of doing their own in- 
vestigation, they start blaming the 
messenger. But I don’t hear any of 
those people attacking Secretary Clin- 
ton on her way out for saying, By the 
way, there is a global jihadist threat. 
It’s what we’ve been trying to tell peo- 
ple for a couple of years, at least. 
There is a global jihadist threat. 
Thank you, Secretary Clinton. You’re 
right. 

Now, for this administration to bring 
people into top positions who do not 
understand the threat to this country 
and think that ignoring due process of 
our Constitution and killing American 
citizens with drone bombs is somehow 
preserving the Constitution, it requires 
another look. It requires oversight. 
There may be circumstances where 
that’s what needs to be done. But I do 
find it interesting that this adminis- 
tration and certain leaders here on the 
Hill had no problem with al Awlaki 


February 6, 2013 


leading prayers here at the Capitol, 
here on Capitol Hill, prayers by al 
Awlaki that were videotaped, that you 
can still find. He led prayers on Capitol 
Hill, and then he goes to Yemen, and 
this administration thinks we better 
kill him with a drone without due proc- 
ess. What were they afraid of? Maybe 
that he would come back and lead 
prayers on Capitol Hill, or maybe he 
would be captured and talk about who 
all he led prayers with on Capitol Hill? 
What was the need for taking this man 
out? 

We’re told he had blood on his hands, 
and so it does seem. But there seems to 
be a problem when leaders of this coun- 
try will say you cannot waterboard to 
get information, even though it’s not a 
threat to the health of the individual— 
it scares them—but we will take an 
American citizen out who not so long 
before was leading prayers of Muslim 
staff members here at this Capitol on 
Capitol Hill. 

It would be a grave mistake for our 
Senate to confirm John Brennan as the 
chief architect that he has been for his 
failure to understand and comprehend 
the global jihadist threat that Sec- 
retary Clinton has noted going out. 

There was an article today, February 
6, by Jim Geraghty, and I’m quoting 
from the article: 

Let me throw you a curveball by quoting 
Adam Serwer of Mother Jones, reacting to 
the administration’s release of its legal jus- 
tification to kill Americans believed to be 
involved with terror without a trial, by 
drone. 
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Let me parenthetically note here 
that I’m not someone who comes to the 
table without an understanding about 
trials, about evidence, about due proc- 
ess, about constitutional rights, and 
about a death sentence. I’ve signed 
death sentences. It’s a heavy, weighty 
matter, and aS someone who has be- 
lieved in capital punishment in the 
right circumstances, it’s still a chal- 
lenging moment when you watch your 
hand sign an order to have someone 
put to death. I’ve done it twice. In both 
cases, the evidence was overwhelming 
beyond a reasonable doubt. The evi- 
dence was also overwhelming beyond a 
reasonable doubt that those two indi- 
viduals murdered an individual or 
more, knew what they were doing when 
they murdered one or more individuals, 
were complicit in actually either mur- 
dering or participating in the murder, 
and that there was no evidence. 

The question put to the jury: Is there 
any evidence that mitigates against 
the imposition of the death penalty as 
the Supreme Court has found? Any evi- 
dence. It’s a ‘‘no evidence” question. Is 
there any evidence that mitigates 
against the death penalty? That’s one 
of the three questions, and that’s the 
standard. That’s what juries in States 
that allow capital punishment have 
had to wrestle with, but I’d like to 
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know who is considering those weighty 
issues in this administration. 

So we go back to Geraghty’s article. 
He quotes from Mother Jones: 

“The Obama administration claims that 
the secret judgment of a single ‘‘well-in- 
formed, high-level administration official’’ 
meets the demands of due process and is suf- 
ficient justification to kill an American cit- 
izen suspected of working with terrorists. 
That procedure is entirely secret. Thus, it’s 
impossible to know which rules the adminis- 
tration has established to protect due proc- 
ess and to determine how closely those rules 
are followed. The government needs the ap- 
proval of a judge to detain a suspected ter- 
rorist. To kill one, however, it need only give 
itself permission.” 

Of course, the hypocrisy of most liberals 
doesn’t get us off the hook on the need to 
have a coherent view on this. Okay, conserv- 
atives. Big question now: If this were Presi- 
dent Romney, would we be shrugging, con- 
cerned, complaining or screaming? I think 
“concerned.” At the very least, you would 
want another set of eyes—the House or Sen- 
ate Intelligence Committees or some inde- 
pendent judges—taking a look at the Presi- 
dential ‘‘kill list’’—right?—at least for the 
American citizens. 

Our Charles C.W. Cooke said, ‘‘In case my 
position isn’t obvious, I am appalled by any 
President processing the unilateral power to 
kill American citizens extrajudicially.”’ 

Senator Ron Wyden, Oregon Democrat, 
puts it rather bluntly: ‘‘Every American has 
the right to know when their government be- 
lieves that it is allowed to kill them.” 

Geraghty finishes his article by say- 
ing, “That doesn’t seem like too much 
to ask.” 

The article in Mother Jones is worth 
considering. It’s dated Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 5, posted at 8:53 a.m. Pacific 
Standard Time by Adam Serwer. It 
takes a good look at this issue. 

So what is the result of this adminis- 
tration’s deciding secretly or some bu- 
reaucrat’s deciding, ‘‘Yeah, we’ve got 
enough. We’ll kill this man. Yeah, 
we’ve got enough. We’ll kill this per- 
son, this American citizen”? How is 
that working out? 

There was an article published on 
January 31, 2018, by Catherine 
Herridge. Catherine has a great book 
out on radical Islam. This article Cath- 
erine has entitled, ‘‘Al Qaeda affiliate 
in Africa looking to strike more West- 
ern targets, intelligence officials say.” 
She says in her article, quoting Sec- 
retary Clinton: 

“Yes, we now face a spreading jihadist 
threat. We have driven a lot of the al Qaeda 
operatives out of. . . Afghanistan, Pakistan. 
Killed a lot of them, including, of course, bin 
Laden, but we have to recognize this is a 
global movement.” 

My comment: It’s not a movement 
that is simply attacking overseas in 
some foreign country. Anyway, it’s a 
good article by Catherine Herridge. She 
understands the threat. 

Let me read a quote directly from 
White House counterterrorism adviser 
and nominee for Director of the CIA, 
Mr. John Brennan. He said: 

“Hezbollah started out as purely a ter- 
rorist organization back in the early eighties 
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and has evolved significantly over time, and 
now it has members of parliament in the 
cabinet. There are lawyers, doctors, others 
who are part of the Hezbollah organization 

. and so, quite frankly, I’m pleased to see 
that a lot of Hezbollah individuals are, in 
fact, renouncing that type of terrorism and 
violence and are trying to participate in the 
political process in Lebanon in a very legiti- 
mate fashion.” 

They have not sworn off violence in 
Lebanon. They have not sworn off vio- 
lence in Egypt, in Syria and, as we well 
know, in Libya, Albania, Tunisia, even 
in African nations further south. 

I’ve said before and have expressed 
my concern of this administration in 
its helping people we didn’t know for 
sure of their identities and in encour- 
aging them to overthrow this Nation’s 
ally, President Mubarak. I expressed 
concerns before it was done about giv- 
ing military assistance to people that 
we knew included al Qaeda to over- 
throw a man who had blood on his 
hands but, since 2003, had been this Na- 
tion’s and this administration’s ally, 
Qadhafi. They participated in taking 
him out—gave military aid to do so—to 
protect al Qaeda and other revolution- 
aries in setting up a government, a sit- 
uation, that naturally was going to get 
Americans killed and which happened. 

So I applaud Secretary Clinton for 
noting the global jihadist threat on her 
way out, but I come back to her ques- 
tion that will ring in people’s ears for 
years to come when Senators were try- 
ing to get to the heart of the matter: 
What happened at Benghazi? Please 
just tell us what happened. We’re not 
going to prosecute anybody here at the 
Senate. We just need to know what 
happened. Of her question, those words 
will ring: What difference does it 
make? 

What difference does it make? Ameri- 
cans got killed. 

I was inquiring: Does anybody know 
has a fifth person died of his wounds in 
Benghazi? What’s going on? What’s 
happening to those people who were 
wounded? Who can tell us what really 
happened? 

What difference does it make? So we 
can avoid Americans being killed like 
that in the future. 

What if we’d have had an adequate 
investigation about security at our 
Embassy back when Susan Rice was in- 
volved back in the nineties? Did they 
ask for extra security? Did you deny 
them that security? Did we have 
enough security? What happened to 
allow our Embassy to be bombed and 
Americans to be killed? 
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What difference does it make? Be- 
cause if we’d known in the nineties 
what went wrong, maybe we could have 
avoided Chris Stevens, our SEALS, 
those four Americans that we know of 
being killed. 

What difference does it make? It 
makes a difference to their families if 
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they’re alive today or dead because we 
were not properly secured. 

What difference does it make? It 
makes a difference to future families 
who lose loved ones in the service of 
their country because people 
stonewalled and would not give us the 
information as to what went wrong, 
what happened. Just tell us. 

We’re supposed to trust the adminis- 
tration? Not only with a bureaucratic 
decision by one person that he think 
he’s got enough information to go kill 
an American citizen without a trial, 
now we have to say, oh, well, we will 
trust them to make sure that nobody 
gets killed again, but it has already 
happened. And then by the 
stonewalling, we don’t know enough 
about where the weapons came from. 
We don’t know enough about what 
went wrong to know how those weap- 
ons that we may have provided in a 
country where we provided the revolu- 
tionary help, now has resulted in 
Americans and others being killed in 
Algeria. 

What difference does it make? I’m 
sure the people who died in Algeria 
would like to have their family mem- 
bers back. That makes a difference. 

What difference does it make? It 
doesn’t make any difference if you 
don’t care who lives or dies. But if you 
want to protect Americans in the serv- 
ice of their country, it makes a real 
difference. And it’s our duty to try to 
protect them. 

The New York Times had an article 
by Gregory Johnsen back in November 
titled ‘‘The Wrong Man for the CIA.” 
He said: 

With the resignation of David H. Petraeus, 
President Obama now has a chance to ap- 
point a new CIA director. Unfortunately, one 
of the leading candidates for the job is John 
O. Brennan, who is largely responsible for 
America’s current flawed counterterrorism 
strategy, which relies too heavy on drone 
strikes that frequently kills civilians and 
provide al Qaeda with countless new re- 
cruits. Rather than keeping us safe, this 
strategy is putting the United States at 
greater risk. 

For all of the Obama administration’s for- 
eign policy successes—from ending the war 
in Iraq to killing Osama bin Laden—the 
most enduring policy legacy of the past 4 
years may well turn out to be an approach to 
counterterrorism that American officials 
call the Yemen model, a mixture of drone 
strikes and Special Forces raids targeting al 
Qaeda leaders. 

Mr. Brennan is the President’s chief coun- 
terterrorism adviser and the architect of this 
model. In a recent speech, he claimed that 
there was ‘‘little evidence that these actions 
are generating widespread anti-American 
sentiment or recruits for AQAP,” referring 
to al Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula. 

Perhaps the initials ought to be, in- 
stead of AQAP, the initials the admin- 
istration, the government likes to use, 
instead of AQAP, maybe it ought to be 
MBCH, the Muslim Brotherhood on 
Capitol Hill, where al Awlaki that this 
administration killed with a drone 
strike led prayers. 
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Back to the article: 

Mr. Brennan’s assertion was either 
shockingly naive or deliberately misleading. 
Testimonies from al Qaeda fighters and 
interviews I and local journalists have con- 
ducted across Yemen attest to the centrality 
of civilian casualties in explaining al Qaeda’s 
rapid growth there. 


Rapid growth there needs to be 
noted. People that have actually done 
an objective analysis have found al 
Qaeda is not diminished. Radicals are 
growing to the point that Secretary 
Clinton would note the jihadist threat 
as she leaves. 

The article says: 

The United States is killing women, chil- 
dren and members of key tribes. “Each time 
they kill a tribesman, they create more 
fighters for al Qaeda,” one Yemeni explained 
to me over tea in Sana, the capital, last 
month. Another told CNN, after a failed 
strike, “I would not be surprised if 100 tribes- 
men joined al Qaeda as a result of the latest 
drone mistake.” 

Rather than promote the author of a fail- 
ing strategy, we need a CIA director who will 
halt the agency’s creeping militarization and 
restore it to what it does best: collecting 
human intelligence. It is an intelligence 
agency, not a lightweight version of Joint 
Special Operations Command. And until 
America wins the intelligence war, missiles 
will continue to hit the wrong targets, kill 
too many civilians and drive young men into 
the waiting arms of our enemies. 

Without accurate on-the-ground intel- 
ligence, our policies will fail. George W. 
Bush launched two major ground invasions, 
and Mr. Obama has tried several smaller 
wars. Neither strategy has worked. In 
Yemen, which has been the laboratory for 
Mr. Obama’s shadow wars, AQAP has more 
than tripled in size after 3 years of drone 
strikes. When the United States started 
bombing Yemen in 2009, AQAP had just 200 to 
300 fighters. Today, the State Department 
estimates it has a few thousand. Since 2009, 
the group has attempted to attack America 
on three occasions, coming closest on De- 
cember 25, 2009, when a would-be suicide 
bomber narrowly failed to bring down an air- 
liner over Detroit. When it tries again—and 
it will—the organization will be available to 
draw upon much deeper ranks. 

Not surprisingly, American officials reject 
the claim that current policy is exacerbating 
the problem. In June 2011, Mr. Brennan de- 
clared that ‘‘there hasn’t been a single col- 
lateral death because of the exceptional pro- 
ficiency, precision of the capabilities we’ve 
been able to develop.” This came almost ex- 
actly a year after a botched drone attack in 
Yemen killed a deputy governor and four of 
his bodyguards instead of the intended tar- 
get. 

Under Mr. Brennan’s guidance, the United 
States has also adopted a controversial 
method for determining how many civilians 
it has killed, counting all military-age males 
in a strike zone as combatants. This means 
that Abdulrahman al Awlaki, a 16-year-old 
American citizen killed by a drone in Octo- 
ber, was classified as a militant despite evi- 
dence that he was simply a shy teenager 
whose father happened to be Anwar al 
Awlaki, who had been killed by American 
missiles 2 weeks earlier. 

The strikes Mr. Brennan asks the Presi- 
dent to approve frequently lead to civilian 
casualties. Indeed, the first strike Mr. 
Obama ordered on Yemen, in December 2009, 
destroyed a Bedouin village that was mis- 
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taken for a terrorist training camp. Amer- 
ican missiles killed more than 50 people, in- 
cluding 35 women and children. Watching 
that strike live on a grainy feed the military 
calls Kill TV, Jeh Johnson, the Pentagon’s 
top lawyer, later admitted, ‘‘if I were Catho- 
lic, I’d have to go to confession.” 

Mr. Petraeus’s departure presents Mr. 
Obama with an opportunity to halt the CIA’s 
drift toward becoming a paramilitary orga- 
nization and put it back on course. For all of 
the technological advances America has 
made in a decade of fighting al Qaeda, it still 
needs all of the old tricks it learned in the 
days before spy satellites and drones. 

More and better intelligence from sources 
on the ground would result in more accurate 
targeting and fewer civilian casualties. That 
would be a Yemen model that actually 
worked and a lasting and effective counter- 
terrorism legacy for Mr. Obama’s second 
term. 


That’s Gregory Johnsen from The 
New York Times. 

Another good article by Patrick 
Poole on June 6 of 2012, ‘‘Meet John 
Brennan, Obama’s Assassination Czar.” 


A relatively unnoticed article by Associ- 
ated Press reporter Kimberly Dozier 2 weeks 
ago outlined new Obama administration pol- 
icy changes which consolidated power for au- 
thorizing drone attacks and assassinations 
under political appointees within the White 
House. 

The article identifies White House Coun- 
terterrorism Chief John Brennan as the offi- 
cial assuming the role of Obama’s de facto 
assassination czar, raising concerns even 
within the Obama administration that the 
White House is increasingly turning into “ʻa 
pseudo-military headquarters” under the di- 
rection of just a few senior Obama adminis- 
tration officials. 

Adding to these concerns are serious ques- 
tions about Brennan’s qualification for this 
role. 

Even before the 2008 election, eyebrows 
were raised over Brennan’s role in the 
Obama campaign. An employee of The Anal- 
ysis Corporation, of which Brennan was CEO, 
had improperly accessed passport informa- 
tion for Hillary Clinton, Obama’s Demo- 
cratic primary challenger at the time, and 
GOP nominee John McCain. At the time, 
Brennan was a top adviser to the Obama 
campaign, and Brennan’s employee was not 
fired. One of the key witnesses in the case 
was found murdered in his car outside his 
church while the investigation was still on- 
going. 

Brennan was involved in administration 
intrigue related to the release of convicted 
Libyan Pan Am Flight 103 bomber from a 
Scottish jail in August 2009. At the time of 
Megrahi’s release, when he returned to Libya 
to a national hero’s welcome, Brennan de- 
scribed the release as ‘‘unfortunate, inappro- 
priate, and wrong” and called for his re- 
imprisonment. However, Obama administra- 
tion documents obtained by The Sunday 
Times revealed that the White House had se- 
cretly informed Scottish authorities that 
they found compassionate release more pal- 
atable than the reimprisonment of Megrahi 
in Libya. 

Brennan also came under fire after would- 
be underwear bomber Umar Farouk—and I 
won’t try that last name—nearly brought 
down a U.S.-bound Northwest Airlines flight 
on Christmas Day 2009. British intelligence 
authorities had notified their U.S. counter- 
parts of an “Umar Farouk” meeting with al 
Qaeda cleric Anwar al Awlaki in Yemen, and 
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Umar Farouk’s father had warned of his 
son’s increasing extremism to CIA officials 
at the U.S. Embassy in Nigeria. However, 
Umar Farouk was never added to the U.S. 
no-fly list, nor was his U.S. visa revoked. 
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And but for, as I understand it, him 
sweating too much around his pos- 
terior that helped defuse the bomb and 
then the work of some heroic pas- 
sengers to stop him once he tried, the 
crew was—the passengers were saved. 
But it was certainly no thanks to the 
Obama administration or Mr. Brennan. 

Now, back to the article. Patrick 
Poole says: 

Following this stunning and nearly fatal 
intelligence failure which prompted mem- 
bers of both the House and Senate Intel- 
ligence oversight committees to call for his 
resignation, Brennan lashed out at the 
Obama administration’s critics in a USA 
Today editorial. He claimed that the ‘‘politi- 
cally motivated criticism and unfounded 
fear-mongering only serve the goals of al 
Qaeda.” 


Let me insert here, if he thinks, Mr. 
Brennan thinks that questioning fail- 
ures of the Obama administration is 
contributing to al Qaeda, what must 
bombing innocent people with drones 
be doing for al Qaeda? 

Back to the article. It says: 

Brennan also defended treating Umar Fa- 
rouk as a criminal by having his rights read 
to him upon arrest and trying him in civilian 
court, rather than transferring the would-be 
bomber to military custody as an enemy 
combatant. 

Just days later, Brennan gave a speech to 
Islamic law students at New York Univer- 
sity, where he was introduced by Ingrid 
Mattson, president of the Islamic Society of 
North America, at that time. Mattson, who 
had been involved with the Obama inaugural 
prayer service, had come under fire then for 
her organization’s longstanding terrorist 
support. 

During his New York University speech, 
Brennan defended the administration’s high- 
ly unpopular move to try al Qaeda oper- 
ations chief Khalid Sheikh Mohammed in 
Federal court, which the administration 
eventually backed away from. He claimed 
that terrorists are the real victims of ‘‘polit- 
ical, economic and social forces.” 

Mr. Speaker, it’s important people 
understand. John Brennan claimed 
that the terrorists killing Americans, 
over 3,000 on 9/11, were the real victims 
of a political, economic, and social 
force. 

Brennan said that Islamic terrorists are 
not jihadists, referenced ‘‘Al-Quds’’ instead 
of Jerusalem, and described the 20 percent of 
former Guantanamo detainees returning to 
terrorist activities as “not that bad”? when 
compared to ordinary criminal recidivism. 

The thousands of people that have 
likely been killed by the 20 percent of 
our detainees being returned to ter- 
rorist activities probably would not 
consider Mr. Brennan’s assessment as 
not that bad. They wouldn’t consider 
that all that accurate. 

Patrick writes a great article. He has 
another one January 7, 2013, entitled, 
“Revisiting ’Jihad’ John Brennan.” 
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Another, by my friend, Andrew 
McCarthy, on February 4, ‘‘Oppose 
Brennan for CIA Director.” I will in- 
clude these articles in the RECORD. 

It is time we took a real objective 
look at people who say their goal is 
civilization jihad and the elimination 
of our freedom to choose as we please 
and to choose our public servants. 


[From the PJ Tatler, Jan. 7, 2013] 
REVISITING ‘‘JIHAD’’? JOHN BRENNAN 
(By Patrick Poole) 


This afternoon at a White House ceremony, 
Obama announced that his nominee for CIA 
Director will be ‘Jihad’ John Brennan, his 
current counterterrorism adviser. 

Back in June, I profiled Brennan here at 
PJ Media. Some of ‘Jihad’ John’s recent 
highlights include: 

March 2008: John McCain’s passport infor- 
mation leaked from John Brennan’s com- 
pany during presidential campaign (key wit- 
ness murdered during investigation) 

April 2008: Brennan tells the New York 
Times that US government official must 
stop ‘‘Iran-bashing”’’ 

Feb 2010: Brennan attacks critics of Obama 
Admin’s handling of ‘‘underwear bomber” 
Abdulmutallab as a criminal, not a terrorist, 
saying that critics are ‘‘serving the goals of 
Al-Qaeda’ 

May 2010: Brennan says he wants to build 
up “Hezbollah moderates” 

May 2010: Brennan defends ‘Jihad’ as a ‘le- 
gitimate tenet of Islam’ 

June 2010: Washington Times editorial 
slams Brennan, saying, ‘‘President Obama’s 
top counterterrorism adviser knows very lit- 
tle about terrorism, and that’s scary for 
America.”’ 

Aug 2010: Brennan storms out of meeting 
with Washington Times editorial staff after 
he claims he was misquoted by newspaper 
and editor begins reading Brennan’s own 
quotes back to him out loud 

Sept 2010: Known HAMAS operative given 
escorted tour of National Counterterrorism 
Center 

May 2012: Brennan implicated in major 
White House intelligence breach involving 
UK/Saudi Al-Qaeda infiltrator 

Aug 2012: Brennan attacks critics of politi- 
cally-driven White House intelligence leaks 

Sept 2012: House Intel Committee Chair- 
man Mike Rogers says changes in CIA’s 
Benghazi attack talking points blaming Mo- 
hammed video happened under deputies com- 
mittee chaired by Brennan 

Again, these are just some of John Bren- 
nan’s highlights. We could also add his 
laughable claims of no collateral casualties 
from his drone assassination program or his 
defense of trying Al-Qaeda operations chief 
Khalid Sheikh Mohammed in federal court 
or his role in the White House back-door 
dealing with the UK on the release of Libyan 
Pan Am Flight 103 bomber Abdelbaset al- 
Megrahi or his reference to Jerusalem as 
“Al-Quds” in a NYU speech or his claims 
that the 20 percent recidivism rate for 
GITMO detainees (those who returned to ter- 
rorism) was “not that bad”. But that would 
be piling on. 

What should be clear is that John Bren- 
nan’s role in Barack Obama’s disastrous first 
term should preclude him from any further 
service in the second term, let alone a pro- 
motion. 
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[From PJ Media, June 6, 2012] 
MEET JOHN BRENNAN, OBAMA’S 
ASSASSINATION CZAR 
(By Patrick Poole) 

A relatively unnoticed article by Associ- 
ated Press reporter Kimberly Dozier two 
weeks ago outlined new Obama administra- 
tion policy changes which consolidated 
power for authorizing drone attacks and as- 
sassinations under political appointees with- 
in the White House. 

The article identifies White House counter- 
terrorism chief John Brennan as the official 
assuming the role of Obama’s de facto assas- 
sination czar, raising concerns even within 
the Obama administration that the White 
House is increasingly turning into ‘‘a pseu- 
do-military headquarters” under the direc- 
tion of just a few senior Obama administra- 
tion officials. 

Adding to these concerns are serious ques- 
tions about Brennan’s qualifications for this 
role. 

Even before the 2008 election, eyebrows 
were raised over Brennan’s role in the 
Obama campaign. An employee of The Anal- 
ysis Corporation, of which Brennan was CEO, 
had improperly accessed passport informa- 
tion for Hillary Clinton, Obama’s Demo- 
cratic primary challenger at the time, and 
GOP nominee John McCain. At the time, 
Brennan was a top adviser to the Obama 
campaign, and Brennan’s employee was not 
fired. (One of the key witnesses in the case 
was found murdered in his car outside his 
church while the investigation was still on- 
going.) 

Brennan was involved in administration 
intrigue related to the release of convicted 
Libyan Pan Am Flight 103 bomber 
Abdelbaset al-Megrahi from a Scottish jail 
in August 2009. At the time of Megrahi’s re- 
lease—when he returned to Libya to a na- 
tional hero’s welcome—Brennan described 
the release as ‘‘unfortunate, inappropriate, 
and wrong” and called for his reimprison- 
ment. However, Obama administration docu- 
ments obtained by The Sunday Times re- 
vealed that the White House had secretly in- 
formed Scottish authorities that they found 
compassionate release more palatable than 
the reimprisonment of Megrahi in Libya. 

Brennan also came under fire after would- 
be underwear bomber Umar Farouk 
Abdulmutallab nearly brought down a U.S.- 
bound Northwest Airlines flight on Christ- 
mas Day 2009. British intelligence authori- 
ties had notified their U.S. counterparts of 
an “Umar Farouk” meeting with al-Qaeda 
cleric Anwar al-Awlaki in Yemen, and 
Abdulmutallab’s father had warned of his 
son’s increasing extremism to CIA officials 
at the U.S. embassy in Nigeria. However, 
Abdulmutallab was never added to the U.S. 
no-fly list, nor was his U.S. visa revoked. 

Following this stunning and nearly fatal 
intelligence failure which prompted mem- 
bers of both the House and Senate Intel- 
ligence oversight committees to call for his 
resignation, Brennan lashed out at the 
Obama administration’s critics in a USA 
Today editorial. He claimed that the ‘‘politi- 
cally motivated criticism and unfounded 
fear-mongering only serve the goals of al- 
Qaeda.” 

Brennan also defended treating 
Abdulmutallab as a criminal by having his 
rights read to him upon arrest and trying 
him in civilian court, rather than transfer- 
ring the would-be bomber to military cus- 
tody as an enemy combatant. 

Just days later, Brennan gave a speech to 
Islamic law students at New York Univer- 
sity, where he was introduced by Ingrid 
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Mattson, president of the Islamic Society of 
North America. Mattson, who had been in- 
volved with the Obama inaugural prayer 
service, had come under fire then for her or- 
ganization’s longstanding terrorist support. 

During his NYU speech, Brennan defended 
the administration’s highly unpopular move 
to try al-Qaeda operations chief Khalid 
Sheikh Mohammed in federal court (which 
the administration eventually backed away 
from). He claimed that terrorists are the real 
victims of ‘‘political, economic and social 
forces,” said that Islamic terrorists were not 
jihadists, referenced ‘‘Al-Quds’’ instead of 
Jerusalem, and described the 20 percent of 
former Guantanamo detainees returning to 
terrorist activities as “not that bad”? when 
compared to ordinary criminal recidivism. 

During a talk at the Nixon Center in May 
2010, Brennan said that the administration 
was looking for ways to build up ‘‘moderate 
elements” of the Lebanese terrorist organi- 
zation Hezbollah. Two weeks later, at a 
speech at the Center for Strategic and Inter- 
national Studies (CSIS), Brennan defended 
the Islamic doctrines of jihad as ‘‘a holy 
struggle” and ‘‘a legitimate tenet of Islam.” 

These missteps and misstatements by 
Brennan prompted the Washington Times to 
editorialize in June 2010 that ‘‘President 
Obama’s top counterterrorism adviser knows 
very little about terrorism, and that’s scary 
for America,” and to warn that ‘‘Mr. Bren- 
nan’s curious views may be part of a larger 
move by the O Force to redefine terrorism”. 

Rep. Peter King, then-House Homeland Se- 
curity Committee ranking member (now 
committee chairman), called for Brennan’s 
firing, saying: 

Here’s the problem ... and this is from 
people from the intelligence community too. 
John Brennan is running intelligence policy 
from the White House. He is getting in the 
weeds in different intelligence organizations 
that are out there. He’s doing this from the 
White House. Obviously, he is not subject to 
Congressional scrutiny, because he’s on the 
White House staff, and it’s a very dangerous 
situation, where you have a homeland secu- 
rity advisor who is beyond the reach of Con- 
gress actually making, running, and car- 
rying on intelligence policy. It’s wrong. Pm 
not aware of it happening before. 

Stung by these criticisms, Brennan de- 
manded to meet with the editorial staff of 
the Washington Times. During the June 2010 
meeting, Brennan claimed that the news- 
paper had misrepresented his views, even as 
the editors read his statements directly from 
his speeches posted on the White House 
website. 

When Brennan was cornered by senior edi- 
torial writer Jim Robbins about his views on 
jihad being a legitimate tenet of Islam, 
Brennan abruptly ended the interview and 
stormed out of their offices. 

In September 2010, after I broke the story 
that a known top U.S. Hamas official had 
been given a guided tour of the top-secret 
National Counterterrorism Center and FBI 
Academy at Quantico under Brennan’s 
watch, several former top intelligence and 
defense officials again called for his resigna- 
tion. 

Last month, it was revealed that Brennan 
was implicated in a serious intelligence 
breach detailing an ongoing counterter- 
rorism operation led by British and Saudi in- 
telligence agencies that had placed an opera- 
tive deep inside the al-Qaeda in the Arabian 
Peninsula (AQAP) organization. The White 
House leak forced the termination of the op- 
eration and the immediate withdrawal of the 
double agent, infuriating our foreign intel- 
ligence allies. 
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Just two weeks ago, internal White House 
documents obtained by Judicial Watch 
through a FOIA request revealed that Bren- 
nan and other White House officials had met 
twice with Hollywood filmmakers preparing 
a movie about the killing of Osama bin 
Laden, providing them unparalleled access 
including the identity of a SEAL Team 6 op- 
erator and commander along with other clas- 
sified information. Amazingly, these high- 
level White House meetings between * * * 


[From Ordered Liberty, Feb. 4, 2013] 
OPPOSE BRENNAN FOR CIA DIRECTOR 
(By Andrew C. McCarthy) 

To cut to the chase, a country that was se- 
rious about its national security would never 
put John Brennan in charge of its premier 
intelligence service. 

Of course, it is by no means clear that the 
United States is any longer a serious coun- 
try in this regard. Serious countries do not 
fund, arm and “partner with” hostile re- 
gimes. They do not recruit enemy sympa- 
thizers to fill key governmental policy posi- 
tions. They do not erect barriers impeding 
their intelligence services from under- 
standing an enemy’s threat doctrine—in con- 
scious indifference to Sun Tzu’s maxim that 
defending oneself requires knowing one’s en- 
emies. All of these malfeasances have þe- 
come staples of Obama policy, under the 
guidance of Brennan, the _president’s 
counterterrorism guru. 

Still, the installation of a Beltway oper- 
ator whose métier is misinformation as di- 
rector of central intelligence would be an 
epic mismatch of man and mission. It would 
expand unseriousness to new frontiers of 
self-inflicted peril. 

The reason is as elementary as it gets: The 
purpose of intelligence is to see what your 
enemy is trying to hide, to grasp how your 
enemy thinks, and how he cleverly camou- 
flages what he thinks. That, to be certain, is 
the only security against stealthy foes who 
specialize in sabotage, in exploiting the lib- 
erties that make free societies as vulnerable 
as they are worth defending. 

Mr. Brennan, to the contrary, is the incar- 
nation of willful blindness. His tenure as 
Obama’s top national security advisor has 
been about helping our enemies throw sand 
in our eyes and thus enabling the sabotage. 

As I detail in The Grand Jihad, which re- 
counts the Muslim Brotherhood’s history, 
ideology, and self-proclaimed ‘‘civilization 
jihad’ against the West, sabotage is the 
Brotherhood’s defining practice. Indeed, 
“sabotage” is the word the Brothers them- 
selves use to describe their work. It appears 
in an internal memorandum, which elabo- 
rates that the organization sees its mission 
in the United States as ‘eliminating and de- 
stroying Western civilization from within.” 
Besides that long-term goal, the Brother- 
hood’s network of American affiliates have 
pursued the more immediate aim of materi- 
ally supporting Hamas, a formally des- 
ignated terrorist organization to which the 
provision of material support is a felony 
under federal law. 

None of that is new. It was not merely well 
known but had been proved in court by the 
Justice Department a year before Obama 
took office. I refer to the Justice Depart- 
ment’s 2008 Hamas financing prosecution, 
the Holy Land Foundation case. Yet, 
counterterrorism czar Brennan remains 
undeterred, a driving force of the Obama ad- 
ministration’s ‘“‘Islamic outreach’’—a cam- 
paign to give Islamist organizations influ- 
ence over U.S. policy. That several of those 
organizations were proved in the HLF case 
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to be members of the Muslim Brotherhood’s 
American network is clearly of no moment. 

Two such organizations are the Council on 
American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) and the 
Islamic Society of North America (ISNA). 
They were among a slew of Islamist groups 
who wrote to Brennan in October 2011 to de- 
mand a purge of information about Islamist 
ideology that was being used to train U.S. 
intelligence and law-enforcement agents. 
Much of that information was developed in 
federal investigations that have led to the 
convictions of violent jihadists. Neverthe- 
less, the Obama administration has slavishly 
complied (see, e.g., here and here). 

Understand: CAIR and ISNA, though never 
indicted, were proved to be conspirators in 
the Brotherhood’s Holy Land Foundation 
scheme to promote and finance Hamas. In 
fact, the FBI formally cut ties with CAIR as 
a result of the HLF case (although why they 
had ties with CAIR in the first place remains 
baffling). The training materials the 
Islamist groups insisted be removed include 
documentation of the fact that terrorism 
committed by Muslims is driven by an ide- 
ology rooted in Islamic scripture. 

That this irrefutable fact makes us uncom- 
fortable renders it no less a fact. Maybe the 
State Department and the White House press 
office have the luxury of trading in conven- 
ient fictions in order to reduce international 
tensions. Not intelligence agencies. The 
point of intelligence—a bedrock of national 
security—is to see the world as it is, not as 
we wish it to be. 

Here is how it is: Islamic supremacism, the 
sharia-based ideology of Islamists, is an in- 
terpretation of Muslim doctrine that is en- 
tirely mainstream among the world’s Mus- 
lims. That is why Islamists are winning elec- 
tions in the Middle East even as they are 
found aligning with violent jihadists. Islamic 
supremacism is, in fact, widely promoted by 
the Brotherhood, and by such tentacles of its 
American network as CAIR and ISNA, when 
they are not otherwise deceptively dis- 
avowing its existence. 

This Islamist ideology is incorrigibly anti- 
Western and anti-Semitic. It is deeply hos- 
tile to principles of equality and individual 
liberty (free speech, freedom of conscience, 
privacy, economic freedom, etc.) that under- 
gird our Constitution, the American concep- 
tion of civil rights, and the West’s concep- 
tion of human rights. Understand Islamist 
ideology and you will readily understand the 
ferocity of Islamic resistance to American 
efforts to promote democracy in the Middle 
East—not merely jihadist resistance but 
broad Islamic resistance. 

Yet, in a propaganda campaign reminis- 
cent of those waged by the Nazis and the So- 
viets, Islamists and their fellow travelers 
(Brennan-types who might be thought of as 
“ant-ianti-Islamists’’?) purport to be cham- 
pions of human rights. When it suits them, 
they even feign reverence for individual lib- 
erties (particularly when it comes to the 
rights of Muslim in America .. . but don’t 
you dare ask them how non-Muslims fare in, 
say, Saudi Arabia). 

The counter to such a propaganda cam- 
paign is a job for intelligence agencies. The 
point of having a sprawling intelligence com- 
munity on which American taxpayers annu- 
ally lavish $55 billion—far more than the 
vast majority of countries spend on national 
defense—is precisely to see through the de- 
ceptions of those who mean us harm, to per- 
ceive the threats against us for what they 
are. That the competent performance of this 
essential function may be fraught with polit- 
ical complications is supposed to be a chal- 
lenge for our politicians, not our intelligence 
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agents. The latter’s mission of unearthing 
hidden and often excruciating truths is hard 
enough. 

Brennan’s agenda is the antithesis of the 
intelligence mission. His goal has been to 
portray our enemies as a small, 
unthreatening fringe of charlatan ‘‘violent 
extremists,” who kill wantonly and are 
unconnected to any ‘legitimate’? Islam. 
Thus, he maintains for example that the 
only ‘legitimate’? interpretation of the 
“tenet of Islam” known as jihad is: a ‘‘holy 
struggle ... to purify oneself or one’s com- 
munity.” 

Even taken at face value, Brennan’s asser- 
tion is absurd. There is between Islam and 
the West no common understanding of the 
good, and thus no consensus about ‘“‘purity.” 
In Islam, to ‘‘purify’’ something means to 
make it more compliant with sharia, Islam’s 
legal code and societal framework. Sharia is 
anti-freedom and anti-equality, so to purify 
oneself in an Islamic sense would necessarily 
mean something very different from what we 
in the West would think of as struggling to 
become a better person. 

But there is an even more fundamental 
reason not to take Brennan’s remarks at 
face value: they run afoul of what main- 
stream Islam itself says about jihad. Have a 
look at Reliance of the Traveller, the pop- 
ular sharia manual (it is available on Ama- 
zon). It is quite straightforward on the mat- 
ter: ‘Jihad means to war against non-Mus- 
lims.” Reliance, you should know, has been 
expressly endorsed by al-Azhar University in 
Egypt (Islam’s center of learning since the 
tenth century) and the International Insti- 
tute of Islamic Thought (the Brotherhood’s 
America-based Islamist think-tank). It is a 
lot more authoritative than John Brennan’s 
wishful meanderings. Maybe the president 
actually thinks Brennan knows more about 
Islam than do these scholars who have spent 
their lives steeped in Islamic doctrine and 
jurisprudence. I have my doubts ... and, 
judging from the profound influence of these 
scholars, so do many millions of Muslims. 

In Brennan’s world we’re to believe that 
holy war is not much different from the 
struggle to remember to brush after every 
meal. In Brennan’s world, there is also no 
need to fret over * * * 


Mr. Speaker, with that, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 


Ea 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
DEMOCRATIC LEADER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Honorable NANCY 
PELOSI, Democratic Leader: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 6, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House, 
ington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: Pursuant to sec- 
tion 643(c) of The American Taxpayer Relief 
Act (P.L. 112-240), I am pleased to appoint 
the following individuals to the Commission 
on Long-Term Care. 

Bruce Allen Chernof, Los Angeles, CA 

Judith Stein, Storrs, CT 

George Vradenburg, Washington, DC 

Thank you for your attention to these ap- 
pointments. 

Sincerely, 


U.S. Capitol, Wash- 


NANCY PELOSI, 
House Democratic Leader. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER (at the request 
of Mr. CANTOR) for today on account of 
illness. 

Mr. CRAWFORD (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of a fam- 
ily emergency. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 48 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Friday, Feb- 
ruary 8, 2013, at 11 a.m. 


EE 


OATH OF OFFICE MEMBERS, RESI- 
DENT COMMISSIONER, AND DEL- 
EGATES 


The oath of office required by the 
sixth article of the Constitution of the 
United States, and as provided by sec- 
tion 2 of the act of May 13, 1884 (23 
Stat. 22), to be administered to Mem- 
bers, Resident Commissioner, and Dele- 
gates of the House of Representatives, 
the text of which is carried in 5 U.S.C. 
3331: 

‘I, AB, do solemnly swear (or Af- 
firm) that I will support and defend 
the Constitution of the United 
States against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic; that I will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the same; 
that I take this obligation freely, 
without any mental reservation or 
purpose of evasion; and that I will 
well and faithfully discharge the 
duties of the office on which I am 
about to enter. So help me God.’ 

Has been subscribed to in person and 
filed in duplicate with the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives by the fol- 
lowing Members of the 113th Congress, 
pursuant to the provisions of 2 U.S.C. 
25: 

ALABAMA 
Jo Bonner 
Martha Roby 
Mike Rogers 
Robert B. Aderholt 
Mo Brooks 
Spencer Bachus 
Terri A. Sewell 

ALASKA 
At Large, Don Young 

ARIZONA 
Ann Kirkpatrick 
Ron Barber 
Raul M. Grijalva 
Paul A. Gosar 
Matt Salmon 
David Schweikert 
Ed Pastor 
Trent Franks 
Kyrsten Sinema 

ARKANSAS 
Eric A. “Rick” Crawford 
Tim Griffin 
3 Steve Womack 
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Tom Cotton 
CALIFORNIA 


Doug LaMalfa 
Jared Huffman 
John Garamendi 
Tom McClintock 
Mike Thompson 
Doris O. Matsui 
Ami Bera 

Paul Cook 

Jerry McNerney 
Jeff Denham 
George Miller 
Nancy Pelosi 
Barbara Lee 
Jackie Speier 
Eric Swalwell 

Jim Costa 
Michael M. Honda 
Anna G. Eshoo 
Zoe Lofgren 

Sam Farr 

David G. Valadao 
Devin Nunes 
Kevin McCarthy 
Lois Capps 
Howard P. ‘‘Buck’’ McKeon 
Julia Brownley 
Judy Chu 

Adam B. Schiff 
Tony Cardenas 
Brad Sherman 
Gary G. Miller 
Grace F. Napolitano 
Henry A. Waxman 
Xavier Becerra 
Gloria Negrete McLeod 
Raul Ruiz 

Karen Bass 

Linda T. Sanchez 
Edward R. Royce 
Lucille Roybal-Allard 
Mark Takano 

Ken Calvert 
Maxine Waters 
Janice Hahn 

John Campbell 
Loretta Sanchez 
Alan S. Lowenthal 
Dana Rohrabacher 
Darrell E. Issa 
Duncan Hunter 
Juan Vargas 

Scott H. Peters 
Susan A. Davis 


COLORADO 


Diana DeGette 

Jared Polis 

Scott R. Tipton 

Cory Gardner 

Doug Lamborn 

Mike Coffman 

Ed Perlmutter 
CONNECTICUT 


John B. Larson 
Joe Courtney 
Rosa L. DeLauro 
James A. Himes 
Elizabeth H. Esty 


DELAWARE 


At Large, John C. Carney, Jr. 


FLORIDA 


Jeff Miller 

Steve Southerland II 
Ted S. Yoho 

Ander Crenshaw 
Corrine Brown 

Ron DeSantis 

John L. Mica 

Bill Posey 

Alan Grayson 
Daniel Webster 
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Richard B. Nugent 
Gus M. Bilirakis 
C.W. Bill Young 
Kathy Castor 
Dennis A. Ross 

Vern Buchanan 
Thomas J. Rooney 
Patrick Murphy 
Trey Radel 

Alcee L. Hastings 
Theodore E. Deutch 
Lois Frankel 

Debbie Wasserman Schultz 
Frederica S. Wilson 
Mario Diaz-Balart 
Joe Garcia 

Ileana Ros-Lehtinen 


GEORGIA 


Jack Kingston 
Sanford D. Bishop, Jr. 
Lynn A. Westmoreland 


Henry C. “Hank” Johnson, Jr. 


John Lewis 
Tom Price 
Rob Woodall 
Austin Scott 
Doug Collins 
Paul C. Broun 
Phil Gingrey 
John Barrow 
David Scott 
Tom Graves 


HAWAII 


Colleen W. Hanabusa 
Tulsi Gabbard 


IDAHO 


Raúl R. Labrador 
Michael K. Simpson 


ILLINOIS 


Bobby L. Rush 
[Vacant] 
Daniel Lipinski 
Luis V. Gutierrez 
Mike Quigley 
Peter J. Roskam 
Danny K. Davis 
Tammy Duckworth 
Janice D. Schakowsky 
Bradley S. Schneider 
Bill Foster 
William L. Enyart 
Rodney Davis 
Randy Hultgren 
John Shimkus 
Adam Kinzinger 
Cheri Bustos 
Aaron Schock 

INDIANA 
Peter J. Visclosky 
Jackie Walorski 
Marlin A. Stutzman 
Todd Rokita 
Susan W. Brooks 
Luke Messer 
André Carson 
Larry Bucshon 
Todd C. Young 

IOWA 

Bruce L. Braley 
David Loebsack 
Tom Latham 
Steve King 

KANSAS 


Tim Huelskamp 

Lynn Jenkins 

Kevin Yoder 

Mike Pompeo 
KENTUCKY 


Ed Whitfield 
Brett Guthrie 
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John A. Yarmuth 
Thomas Massie 
Harold Rogers 
Garland “Andy” Barr 
LOUISIANA 


Steve Scalise 
Cedric L. Richmond 
Charles W. Boustany, Jr. 
John Fleming 
Rodney Alexander 
Bill Cassidy 

MAINE 


Chellie Pingree 
Michael H. Michaud 


MARYLAND 


Andy Harris 

C. A. Dutch Ruppersberger 

John P. Sarbanes 

Donna F. Edwards 

Steny H. Hoyer 

John K. Delaney 

Elijah E. Cummings 

Chris Van Hollen 
MASSACHUSETTS 


Richard E. Neal 
James P. McGovern 
Niki Tsongas 
Joseph P. Kennedy III 
Edward J. Markey 
John F. Tierney 
Michael E. Capuano 
Stephen F. Lynch 
William R. Keating 
MICHIGAN 


Dan Benishek 

Bill Huizenga 

Justin Amash 

Dave Camp 

Daniel T. Kildee 

Fred Upton 

Tim Walberg 

Mike Rogers 

Sander M. Levin 

Candice S. Miller 

Kerry L. Bentivolio 

John D. Dingell 

John Conyers, Jr. 

Gary C. Peters 
MINNESOTA 

Timothy J. Walz 

John Kline 

Erik Paulsen 

Betty McCollum 

Keith Ellison 

Michele Bachmann 

Collin C. Peterson 

Richard M. Nolan 
MISSISSIPPI 


Alan Nunnelee 

Bennie G. Thompson 

Gregg Harper 

Steven M. Palazzo 
MISSOURI 


Wm. Lacy Clay 

Ann Wagner 

Blaine Luetkemeyer 

Vicky Hartzler 

Emanuel Cleaver 

Sam Graves 

Billy Long 

Jo Ann Emerson 
MONTANA 

At Large, Steve Daines 

NEBRASKA 


Jeff Fortenberry 
Lee Terry 
Adrian Smith 


NEVADA 
Dina Titus 
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Mark E. Amodei 
Joseph J. Heck 
Steven A. Horsford 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Carol Shea-Porter 
Ann M. Kuster 


NEW JERSEY 


Robert E. Andrews 
Frank A. LoBiondo 
Jon Runyan 
Christopher H. Smith 
Scott Garrett 
Frank Pallone, Jr. 
Leonard Lance 
Albio Sires 
Bill Pascrell, Jr. 
Donald M. Payne, Jr. 
Rodney P. Frelinghuysen 
Rush Holt 

NEW MEXICO 


Michelle Lujan Grisham 
Stevan Pearce 
Ben Ray Lujan 

NEW YORK 


Timothy H. Bishop 
Peter T. King 
Steve Israel 
Carolyn McCarthy 
Gregory W. Meeks 
Grace Meng 
Nydia M. Velazquez 
Hakeem S. Jeffries 
Yvette D. Clarke 
Jerrold Nadler 
Michael G. Grimm 
Carolyn B. Maloney 
Charles B. Rangel 
Joseph Crowley 
José E. Serrano 
Eliot L. Engel 
Nita M. Lowey 
Sean Patrick Maloney 
Christopher P. Gibson 
Paul Tonko 
William L. Owens 
Richard L. Hanna 
Tom Reed 
Daniel B. Maffei 
Louise McIntosh Slaughter 
Brian Higgins 
Chris Collins 

NORTH CAROLINA 


G. K. Butterfield 
Renee L. Ellmers 
Walter B. Jones 
David E. Price 
Virginia Foxx 
Howard Coble 
Mike McIntyre 
Richard Hudson 
Robert Pittenger 
Patrick T. McHenry 
Mark Meadows 
Melvin L. Watt 
George Holding 


NORTH DAKOTA 
At Large, Kevin Cramer 
OHIO 


Steve Chabot 
Brad R. Wenstrup 
Joyce Beatty 
Jim Jordan 
Robert E. Latta 
Bill Johnson 

Bob Gibbs 

John A. Boehner 
Marcy Kaptur 
Michael R. Turner 
Marcia L. Fudge 
Patrick J. Tiberi 
Tim Ryan 
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David P. Joyce 
Steve Stivers 
James B. Renacci 


OKLAHOMA 


Jim Bridenstine 
Markwayne Mullin 
Frank D. Lucas 
Tom Cole 

James Lankford 


OREGON 


Suzanne Bonamici 
Greg Walden 

Earl Blumenauer 
Peter A. DeFazio 
Kurt Schrader 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Robert A. Brady 
Chaka Fattah 
Mike Kelly 
Scott Perry 
Glenn Thompson 
Jim Gerlach 
Patrick Meehan 
Michael G. Fitzpatrick 
Bill Shuster 
Tom Marino 
Lou Barletta 
Keith J. Rothfus 
Allyson Y. Schwartz 
Michael F. Doyle 
Charles W. Dent 
Joseph R. Pitts 
Matt Cartwright 
Tim Murphy 
RHODE ISLAND 

David N. Cicilline 
James R. Langevin 

SOUTH CAROLINA 


[VACANT] 
Joe Wilson 
Jeff Duncan 
Trey Gowdy 
Mick Mulvaney 
James E. Clyburn 
Tom Rice 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
At Large, Kristi L. Noem 
TENNESSEE 


David P. Roe 

John J. Duncan, Jr. 

Charles J. ‘‘Chuck”’ Fleischmann 
Scott DesJarlais 

Jim Cooper 

Diane Black 

Marsha Blackburn 

Stephen Lee Fincher 

Steve Cohen 


TEXAS 


Louie Gohmert 

Ted Poe 

Sam Johnson Plano 
Ralph M. Hall 

Jeb Hensarling 

Joe Barton 

John Abney Culberson 
Kevin Brady 

Al Green 

Michael T. McCaul 
K. Michael Conaway 
Kay Granger 

Mac Thornberry 
Randy K. Weber, Sr. 
Rubén Hinojosa 
Beto O’Rourke 

Bill Flores 

Sheila Jackson Lee 
Randy Neugebauer 
Joaquin Castro 
Lamar Smith 

Pete Olson 
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23 Pete P. Gallego 

24 Kenny Marchant 

25 Roger Williams 

26 Michael C. Burgess 

27 Blake Farenthold 

28 Henry Cuellar 

29 Gene Green 

30 Eddie Bernice Johnson 

31 John R. Carter 

32 Pete Sessions 

33 Marc A. Veasey 

34 Filemon Vela 

35 Lloyd Doggett 

36 Steve Stockman 
UTAH 


Rob Bishop 
Chris Stewart 
Jason Chaffetz 
Jim Matheson 
VERMONT 
At Large, Peter Welch 
VIRGINIA 
Robert J. Wittman 
E. Scott Rigell 
Robert C. “Bobby” Scott 
J. Randy Forbes 
Robert Hurt 
Bob Goodlatte 
Eric Cantor 
James P. Moran 
H. Morgan Griffith 
Frank R. Wolf 
Gerald E. Connolly 
WASHINGTON 
Suzan K. DelBene 
Rick Larsen 
Jaime Herrera Beutler 
Doc Hastings 
Cathy McMorris Rodgers 
Derek Kilmer 
Jim McDermott 
David G. Reichert 
Adam Smith 
Denny Heck 
WEST VIRGINIA 
David B. McKinley 
Shelley Moore Capito 
Nick J. Rahall II 
WISCONSIN 
Paul Ryan 
Mark Pocan 
Ron Kind 
Gwen Moore 
F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
Thomas E. Petri 
Sean P. Duffy 
Reid J. Ribble 
WYOMING 
At Large, Cynthia M. Lummis 
PUERTO RICO 
Resident Commissioner, Pedro R. Pierluisi 
AMERICAN SAMOA 
Delegate, Eni F. H. Faleomavaega 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Delegate, Eleanor Holmes Norton 
GUAM 
Delegate, Madeleine Z. Bordallo 
NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 
Delegate, Gregorio Kilili Camacho Sablan 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 


Delegate, Donna M. Christensen 
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OATH FOR ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED 
INFORMATION 


Under clause 13 of rule XXIII, the fol- 
lowing Members executed the oath for 
access to classified information: 
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Robert B. Aderholt, Rodney Alexander, 
Justin Amash, Mark E. Amodei, Robert E. 
Andrews, Michele Bachmann, Spencer Bach- 
us, Ron Barber, Lou Barletta, Garland 
“Andy” Barr, John Barrow, Joe Barton, 
Karen Bass, Joyce Beatty, Xavier Becerra, 
Dan Benishek, Kerry L. Bentivolio, Ami 
Bera, Gus M. Bilirakis, Rob Bishop, Sanford 
D. Bishop, Jr., Timothy H. Bishop, Diane 
Black, Marsha Blackburn, Earl Blumenauer, 
John A. Boehner, Suzanne Bonamici, Jo Bon- 
ner, Madeleine Z. Bordallo, Charles W. Bou- 
stany, Jr., Kevin Brady, Robert A. Brady, 
Bruce L. Braley, Jim Bridenstine, Mo 
Brooks, Susan W. Brooks, Paul C. Broun, 
Corrine Brown, Julia Brownley, Vern 
Buchanan, Larry Bucshon, Michael C. Bur- 
gess, Cheri Bustos, G. K. Butterfield, Ken 
Calvert, Dave Camp, John Campbell, Eric 
Cantor, Shelley Moore Capito, Lois Capps, 
Michael E. Capuano, Tony Cardenas, John C. 
Carney, Jr., André Carson, John R. Carter, 
Matt Cartwright, Bill Cassidy, Kathy Castor, 
Joaquin Castro, Steve Chabot, Jason 
Chaffetz, Donna M. Christensen, Judy Chu, 
David N. Cicilline, Yvette D. Clarke, Wm. 
Lacy Clay, Emanuel Cleaver, James E. Cly- 
burn, Howard Coble, Mike Coffman, Steve 
Cohen, Tom Cole, Chris Collins, Doug Col- 
lins, K. Michael Conaway, Gerald E. Con- 
nolly, John Conyers, Jr., Paul Cook, Jim 
Cooper, Jim Costa, Tom Cotton, Joe Court- 
ney, Kevin Cramer, Eric A. “Rick” Crawford, 
Ander Crenshaw, Joseph Crowley, Henry 
Cuellar, John Abney Culberson, Elijah E. 
Cummings, Steve Daines, Danny K. Davis, 
Rodney Davis, Susan A. Davis, Peter A. 
DeFazio, Diana DeGette, John K. Delaney, 
Rosa L. DeLauro, Suzan K. DelBene, Jeff 
Denham, Charles W. Dent, Ron DeSantis, 
Scott DesJarlais, Theodore E. Deutch, Mario 
Diaz-Balart, John D. Dingell, Lloyd Doggett, 
Michael F. Doyle, Tammy Duckworth, Sean 
P. Duffy, Jeff Duncan, John J. Duncan, Jr., 
Donna F. Edwards, Keith Ellison, Renee L. 
Ellmers, Jo Ann Emerson, Eliot L. Engel, 
William L. Enyart, Anna G. Eshoo, Elizabeth 
H. Esty, Eni F. H. Faleomavaega, Blake 
Farenthold, Sam Farr, Chaka Fattah, Ste- 
phen Lee Fincher, Michael G. Fitzpatrick, 
Charles J. ‘‘Chuck’’ Fleischmann, John 
Fleming, Bill Flores, J. Randy Forbes, Jeff 
Fortenberry, Bill Foster, Virginia Foxx, Lois 
Frankel, Trent Franks, Rodney P. Freling- 
huysen, Marcia L. Fudge, Tulsi Gabbard, 
Pete P. Gallego, John Garamendi, Joe Gar- 
cia, Cory Gardner, Scott Garrett, Jim Ger- 
lach, Bob Gibbs, Christopher P. Gibson, Phil 
Gingrey, Louie Gohmert, Bob Goodlatte, 
Paul A. Gosar, Trey Gowdy, Kay Granger, 
Sam Graves, Tom Graves, Alan Grayson, Al 
Green, Gene Green, Tim Griffin, H. Morgan 
Griffith, Raúl M. Grijalva, Michael G. 
Grimm, Brett Guthrie, Luis V. Gutierrez, 
Janice Hahn, Ralph M. Hall, Colleen W. 
Hanabusa, Richard L. Hanna, Gregg Harper, 
Andy Harris, Vicky Hartzler, Alcee L. Has- 
tings, Doc Hastings, Denny Heck, Joseph J. 
Heck, Jeb MHensarling, Jaime Herrera 
Beutler, Brian Higgins, James A. Himes, 
Rubén Hinojosa, George Holding, Rush Holt, 
Michael M. Honda, Steven A. Horsford, 
Steny H. Hoyer, Richard Hudson, Tim 
Huelskamp, Jared Huffman, Bill Huizenga, 
Randy Hultgren, Duncan Hunter, Robert 
Hurt, Steve Israel, Darrell E. Issa, Sheila 
Jackson Lee, Hakeem S. Jeffries, Lynn Jen- 
kins, Bill Johnson, Eddie Bernice Johnson, 
Henry C. “Hank” Johnson, Jr., Sam John- 
son, Walter B. Jones, Jim Jordan, David P. 
Joyce, Marcy Kaptur, William R. Keating, 
Mike Kelly, Joseph P. Kennedy III, Daniel T. 
Kildee, Derek Kilmer, Ron Kind, Peter T. 
King, Steve King, Jack Kingston, Adam 
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Kinzinger, Ann Kirkpatrick, John Kline, Ann 
M. Kuster, Raúl R. Labrador, Doug LaMalfa, 
Doug Lamborn, Leonard Lance, James R. 
Langevin, James Lankford, Rick Larsen, 
John B. Larson, Tom Latham, Robert E. 
Latta, Barbara Lee, Sander M. Levin, John 
Lewis, Daniel Lipinski, Frank A. LoBiondo, 
David Loebsack, Zoe Lofgren, Billy Long, 
Alan S. Lowenthal, Nita M. Lowey, Frank D. 
Lucas, Blaine Luetkemeyer, Ben Ray Lujan, 
Michelle Lujan Grisham, Cynthia M. Lum- 
mis, Stephen F. Lynch, Daniel B. Maffei, 
Carolyn B. Maloney, Sean Patrick Maloney, 
Kenny Marchant, Tom Marino, Edward J. 
Markey, Thomas Massie, Jim Matheson, 
Doris O. Matsui, Carolyn McCarthy, Kevin 
McCarthy, Michael T. McCaul, Tom McClin- 
tock, Betty McCollum, James P. McGovern, 
Patrick T. McHenry, Mike McIntyre, Howard 
P. “Buck” McKeon, David B. McKinley, 
Cathy McMorris Rodgers, Jerry McNerney, 
Mark Meadows, Patrick Meehan, Gregory W. 
Meeks, Grace Meng, Luke Messer, John L. 
Mica, Michael H. Michaud, Candice S. Miller, 
Gary G. Miller, George Miller, Jeff Miller, 
Gwen Moore, James P. Moran, Markwayne 
Mullin, Mick Mulvaney, Patrick Murphy, 
Tim Murphy, Jerrold Nadler, Grace F. 
Napolitano, Richard E. Neal, Gloria Negrete 
McLeod, Randy Neugebauer, Kristi L. Noem, 
Richard M. Nolan, Eleanor Holmes Norton, 
Richard B. Nugent, Devin Nunes, Alan 
Nunnelee, Pete Olson, Beto O’Rourke, Wil- 
liam L. Owens, Steven M. Palazzo, Frank 
Pallone, Jr., Bill Pascrell, Jr., Ed Pastor, 
Erik Paulsen, Donald M. Payne, Jr., Stevan 
Pearce, Nancy Pelosi, Ed Perlmutter, Scott 
Perry, Gary C. Peters, Scott H. Peters, 
Collin C. Peterson, Thomas E. Petri, Pedro 
R. Pierluisi, Chellie Pingree, Robert 
Pittenger, Joseph R. Pitts, Mark Pocan, Ted 
Poe, Jared Polis, Mike Pompeo, Bill Posey, 
David E. Price, Tom Price, Mike Quigley, 
Trey Radel, Nick J. Rahall II, Charles B. 
Rangel, Tom Reed, David G. Reichert, James 
B. Renacci, Reid J. Ribble, Tom Rice, Cedric 
L. Richmond, E. Scott Rigell, Martha Roby, 
David P. Roe, Harold Rogers, Mike Rogers, 
Mike Rogers, Dana Rohrabacher, Todd 
Rokita, Thomas J. Rooney, Peter J. Ros- 
kam, Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, Dennis A. Ross, 
Keith J. Rothfus, Lucille Roybal-Allard, Ed- 
ward R. Royce, Raul Ruiz, Jon Runyan, C. A. 
Dutch Ruppersberger, Bobby L. Rush, Paul 
Ryan, Tim Ryan, Gregorio Kilili Camacho 
Sablan, Matt Salmon, Linda T. Sanchez, Lo- 
retta Sanchez, John P. Sarbanes, Steve Sca- 
lise, Janice D. Schakowsky, Adam B. Schiff, 
Bradley S. Schneider, Aaron Schock, Kurt 
Schrader, Allyson Y. Schwartz, David 
Schweikert, Austin Scott, David Scott, Rob- 
ert C. “Bobby” Scott, F. James Sensen- 
brenner, Jr., José E. Serrano, Pete Sessions, 
Terri A. Sewell, Carol Shea-Porter, Brad 
Sherman, John Shimkus, Bill Shuster, Mi- 
chael K. Simpson, Kyrsten Sinema, Albio 
Sires, Louise McIntosh Slaughter, Adam 
Smith, Adrian Smith, Christopher H. Smith, 
Lamar Smith, Steve Southerland II, Jackie 
Speier, Chris Stewart, Steve Stivers, Steve 
Stockman, Marlin A. Stutzman, Eric 
Swalwell, Mark Takano, Lee Terry, Bennie 
G. Thompson, Glenn Thompson, Mike 
Thompson, Mac Thornberry, Patrick J. 
Tiberi, John F. Tierney, Scott R. Tipton, 
Dina Titus, Paul Tonko, Niki Tsongas, Mi- 
chael R. Turner, Fred Upton, David G. 
Valadao, Chris Van Hollen, Juan Vargas, 
Marc A. Veasey, Filemon Vela, Nydia M. 
Velazquez, Peter J. Visclosky, Ann Wagner, 
Tim Walberg, Greg Walden, Jackie Walorski, 
Timothy J. Walz, Debbie Wasserman 
Schultz, Maxine Waters, Melvin L. Watt, 
Henry A. Waxman, Randy K. Weber, Sr., 
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Daniel Webster, Peter Welch, Brad R. 
Wenstrup, Lynn A. Westmoreland, Ed Whit- 
field, Roger Williams, Frederica S. Wilson, 
Joe Wilson, Robert J. Wittman, Frank R. 
Wolf, Steve Womack, Rob Woodall, John A. 
Yarmuth, Kevin Yoder, Ted S. Yoho, C. W. 
Bill Young, Don Young, Todd C. Young 


EE 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


217. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock- 
et ID: FEMA-2012-0003] [Internal Agency 
Docket No.: FEMA-8263] received January 22, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

218. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock- 
et No.: FEMA-2012-0003] [Internal Agency 
Docket No.: FEMA-8265] received January 22, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

219. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Adequacy of Massachusetts Mu- 
nicipal Solid Waste Landfill Permit Program 
[EPA-R01-RCRA-2012-0944; FRL-9771-7] re- 
ceived January 24, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

220. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Air Quality Implementation Plans; Ohio and 
Indiana; Cincinnati-Hamilton, Ohio; Ohio 
and Indiana 1997 8-Hour Ozone Maintenance 
Plan Revisions to Approved Motor Vehicle 
Emissions Budgets [EPA-R05-OAR-2012-0648; 
EPA-R05-2012-0834; FRL-9773-5] received Jan- 
uary 24, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

221. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Decommissioning Planning Dur- 
ing Operations [Regulatory Guide 4.22] re- 
ceived January 28, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

222. A letter from the Administrator, 
Branch of Recovery and State Grants, De- 
partment of the Interior, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Termination 
of the Southern Sea Otter Translocation 
Program [FWS-R8-FHC-2011-0046]; 
[FF09E32000-134-FXHS11130900000] (RIN: 1018- 
AX51) received January 30, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

223. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
2013-2014 Summer Flounder and Scup Speci- 
fications; 2013 Black Sea Bass Specifications; 
Preliminary 2013 Quota Adjustments; 2013 
Summer Flounder Quota for Delaware 
[Docket No.: 121009528-2729-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XC287) received January 22, 2018, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 
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224. A letter from the Deputy Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of 
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Reef Fish Fish- 
ery of the Gulf of Mexico; 2013 Commercial 
and Recreational Quotas for Red Snapper 
[Docket No.: 120213124-1066-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XC388) received January 22, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

225. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; Fisheries 
Off West Coast States; Pacific Coast Ground- 
fish Fishery; 2013-2014 Biennial Specifica- 
tions and Management Measures [Docket 
No.: 120814338-2711-02] (RN: 0648-BC35) re- 
ceived January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

226. A letter from the Deputy Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Bluefish Fishery; Quota Transfer 
[Docket No.: 120201086-2418-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XC394) received January 22, 2018, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

227. A letter from the Deputy Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Reallocation of Pacific Cod 
in the Central Regulatory Area of the Gulf of 
Alaska Management Area [Docket No.: 
111207787-2141-02] (RIN: 0648-XC415) received 
January 22, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

228. A letter from the Acting Deputy Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration, transmitting the Administration’s 
final rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco- 
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Inseason Adjustment 
to the 2018 Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands 
Pollock, Atka Mackerel, and Pacific Cod 
Total Allowable Catch Amounts [Docket No.: 
111207787-2141-02] (RIN: 0648-XC423) received 
January 22, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

229. A letter from the Acting Deputy Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration, transmitting the Administration’s 
final rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern 
United States; Summer Flounder Fishery; 
Quota Transfer [Docket No.: 111220786-1781-01] 
(RIN: 0648-XC396) received January 22, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

230. A letter from the Acting Deputy Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration, transmitting the Administration’s 
final rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco- 
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Inseason Adjustment 
to the 2013 Gulf of Alaska Pollock and Pa- 
cific Cod Total Allowable Catch Amounts 
[Docket No.: 111207737-2141-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XC422) received January 22, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

231. A letter from the Deputy Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
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rule — Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; 
Fisheries Off West Coast States; Biennial 
Specifications and Management Measures; 
Inseason Adjustments [Docket No.: 100804324- 
1265-02] (RIN: 0648-BC61) received January 22, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

232. A letter from the Chief, Trade and 
Commercial Regulations Branch, Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Internet Pub- 
lication of Administrative Seizure and For- 
feiture Notices [Docket No.: USCBP-2011- 
0022] [CBP Dec. 18-04] (RIN: 1651-AA94) re- 
ceived January 24, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

233. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Regu- 
lations Relating to Information Reporting 
by Foreign Financial Institutions and With- 
holding on Certain Payments to Foreign Fi- 
nancial Institutions and Other Foreign Enti- 
ties [TD 9610] (RIN: 1545-BK68) received Janu- 
ary 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

234. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Health Insurance Premium Tax Credit [TD 
9611] (RIN: 1545-BL49) received January 30, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

235. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Infor- 
mation Reporting by Domestic Entities 
under Section 6038D with Respect to Speci- 
fied Foreign Financial Assets [Notice 2013-10] 
received January 30, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

236. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Qualified Zone Academy Bond Allocations 
for 2012 and 2013 [Notice 2013-03] received 
January 30, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


ee 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 521. A bill to award grants to encour- 
age State educational agencies, local edu- 
cational agencies, and schools to utilize 
technology to improve student achievement 
and college-and-career readiness, the skills 
of teachers and school leaders, and the effi- 
ciency and productivity of education sys- 
tems at all levels; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. DAINES (for himself and Mr. 
MESSER): 

H.R. 522. A bill to reduce a portion of the 
annual pay of Members of Congress for the 
failure to adopt a concurrent resolution on 
the budget which does not provide for a bal- 
anced budget, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration, and in 
addition to the Committees on the Budget, 
and Oversight and Government Reform, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 
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By Mr. PAULSEN (for himself, Mr. 
KIND, Mr. GERLACH, Ms. SCHWARTZ, 
Mr. DENT, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. BRADY 
of Texas, Mrs. DAVIS of California, 
Mr. TIBERI, Mr. OWENS, Mr. YOUNG of 
Indiana, Ms. MCCoLLUM, Mr. ROKITA, 
Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. 
PETERS of California, Mr. SAM JOHN- 
SON of Texas, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. 
PRICE of Georgia, Ms. SEWELL of Ala- 
bama, Mr. BOUSTANY, Ms. DELBENE, 

Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. 

REICHERT, Mr. WALZ, Mr. BUCHANAN, 

Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. 

MCINTYRE, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. BARROW 

of Georgia, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. MAFFEI, 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Ms. TSON- 

GAS, Mr. KELLY, Mr. NOLAN, Mrs. 

BLACK, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mrs. BACH- 

MANN, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BARLETTA, 

Mr. BARR, Mr. BARTON, Mr. BENISHEK, 

Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BONNER, Mr. 

BROOKS of Alabama, Mrs. BROOKS of 

Indiana, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 

BUCSHON, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. CAMP- 

BELL, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. CARTER, Mr. 

CASSIDY, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. CHAFFETZ, 

Mr. COBLE, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. COLE, 

Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mr. CoN- 

AWAY, Mr. CoTTON, Mr. CRENSHAW, 

Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. DAINES, Mr. 

DENHAM, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. DUN- 

CAN of South Carolina, Mr. 

FARENTHOLD, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. 

FITZPATRICK, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. 

FLEMING, Mr. FLORES, Mr. FORTEN- 

BERRY, Ms. Foxx, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. 

GARRETT, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. 

GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. GOHMERT, 

Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. 

Gowby, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. 

GRIFFITH of Virginia, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. 

GUTHRIE, Mr. HANNA, Mr. HARPER, 

Mr. HARRIS, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. 

HECK of Nevada, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. 

HUELSKAMP, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michi- 

gan, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 

JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. JONES, Mr. 

JOYCE, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. KING- 

STON, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. 

KLINE, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. LAMBORN, 

Mr. LANCE, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. LATTA, 

Mr. Lonc, Mr. Lucas, Mr. LUETKE- 

MEYER, Mr. MARINO, Mr. MASSIE, Mr. 

McCAUL, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mrs. 

McMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. MEEHAN, 

Mr. MESSER, Mr. Mica, Mrs. MILLER 

of Michigan, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. 

MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. NEUGE- 

BAUER, Mrs. NOEM, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. 

NUNNELEE, Mr. OLSON, Mr. PALAZZO, 

Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. PITTS, Mr. POE of 

Texas, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. POSEY, Mr. 
RADEL, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. 
RoE of Tennessee, Mr. ROGERS of Ala- 
bama, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. 
Ross, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. 
SESSIONS, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SIMPSON, 
Mr. STEWART, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. 
TERRY, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. TURNER, Mr. 
VALADAO, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. WALDEN, 
Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. WEBER of Texas, 
Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. 
WENSTRUP, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. YOHO, Mr. YOUNG of 
Florida, Mr. AMASH, Mr. UPTON, Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. KEATING, 
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, and Mr. PERRY): 
H.R. 523. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise tax on 
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medical devices; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. McKINLEY (for himself, Mr. 
RAHALL, Mr. GIBBS, Mrs. CAPITO, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. 
GRIFFITH of Virginia, Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 
Mr. BUCSHON, and Mr. KLINE): 

H.R. 524. A bill to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to clarify that the Ad- 
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency does not have the authority to dis- 
approve a permit after it has been issued by 
the Secretary of the Army under section 404 
of such Act; to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. MASSIE (for himself, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. HANNA, 
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. AMASH, Mr. SCHRADER, 
Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. NOR- 
TON, Mr. CLAY, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
MORAN, Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. PETERSON, 
Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. 
CAMPBELL, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 


Pocan, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. NAD- 
LER, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and Mr. 
YOHO): 


H.R. 525. A bill to amend the Controlled 
Substances Act to exclude industrial hemp 
from the definition of marihuana, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. YARMUTH (for himself, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. HOLT, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. 
MORAN, Ms. EDWARDS, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. RAN- 
GEL, Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. LEE of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. HONDA, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. 
DELAURO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Ms. NORTON, and Mr. POLIS): 

H.R. 526. A bill to place a moratorium on 
permitting for mountaintop removal coal 
mining until health studies are conducted by 
the Department of Health and Human Serv- 
ices, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources, and in addition 
to the Committees on Transportation and In- 
frastructure, and Energy and Commerce, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington (for 
himself, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. FLORES, 
and Mr. HOLT): 

H.R. 527. A bill to amend the Helium Act to 
complete the privatization of the Federal he- 
lium reserve in a competitive market fash- 
ion that ensures stability in the helium mar- 
kets while protecting the interests of Amer- 
ican taxpayers, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. BUCSHON: 

H.R. 528. A bill to prohibit foreign assist- 
ance to countries with a gross domestic 
product of $1,500,000,000,000 or more; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. JENKINS (for herself and Mr. 
KIND): 

H.R. 529. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow certain individuals 
a credit against income tax for contributions 
to 529 plans, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mrs. BUSTOS: 

H.R. 530. A bill to establish the Inde- 
pendent Government Waste Reduction 
Board; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committee on Rules, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. CASTOR of Florida (for herself 
and Mr. NUGENT): 

H.R. 531. A bill to prevent identity theft 
and tax crimes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. DANNY 
K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. GEORGE MIL- 
LER of California, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. ELLISON, Mr. HOLT, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. WAx- 


MAN, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 

COURTNEY, and Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine): 

H.R. 532. A bill to amend title 11 of the 

United States Code to modify the 


dischargeability of debts for certain edu- 
cational payments and loans; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself and 
Mr. YOUNG of Alaska): 

H.R. 533. A bill to provide authorities for 
the appropriate conversion of temporary sea- 
sonal wildland firefighters and other tem- 
porary seasonal employees in Federal land 
management agencies who perform regularly 
recurring seasonal work to permanent sea- 
sonal positions; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself and 
Mr. CICILLINE): 

H.R. 534. A bill to establish the National 
Commission on Intergovernmental Relations 
to facilitate the fullest cooperation and co- 
ordination between all levels of government; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 535. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend the 
Build America Bonds program; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California (for her- 
self, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. GRIJALVA, and 
Ms. CASTOR of Florida): 

H.R. 536. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to au- 
thorize the Secretary of Education to make 
grants for recruiting, training, and retaining 
individuals, with a preference for individuals 
from underrepresented groups, as teachers at 
public elementary and secondary schools, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 
ELLISON, and Ms. PINGREE of Maine): 

H.R. 537. A bill to prohibit employers and 
certain other entities from requiring or re- 
questing that employees and certain other 
individuals provide a user name, password, 
or other means for accessing a personal ac- 
count on any social networking website; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work- 
force. 

By Mr. ENGEL: 

H.R. 538. A bill to protect the Nation’s law 
enforcement officers by banning the Five- 
seveN Pistol and 5.7 x 28mm S8190, SS192, 
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SS195LF, SS196, and SS197 cartridges, test- 
ing handguns and ammunition for capability 
to penetrate body armor, and prohibiting the 
manufacture, importation, sale, or purchase 
of such handguns or ammunition by civil- 
ians; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. ESHOO (for herself, Mr. SHIM- 
KUS, and Mr. DOYLE): 

H.R. 539. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to authorize a bipartisan 
majority of Commissioners of the Federal 
Communications Commission to hold non- 
public collaborative discussions, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Ms. ESHOO (for herself, Mr. ROGERS 
of Michigan, Mr. WELCH, Mr. MCKIN- 
LEY, Mr. TONKO, and Mr. GARDNER): 

H.R. 540. A bill to amend the National En- 
ergy Conservation Policy Act and the En- 
ergy Independence and Security Act of 2007 
to promote energy efficiency via information 
and computing technologies, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Ms. ESHOO (for herself, Mr. LANCE, 
Mr. BURGESS, Mr. GINGREY of Geor- 
gia, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, and Mrs. 
CAPPS): 

H.R. 541. A bill to reduce preterm labor and 
delivery and the risk of pregnancy-related 
deaths and complications due to pregnancy, 
and to reduce infant mortality caused by 
prematurity; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. FLEMING: 

H.R. 542. A bill to limit restrictions on deer 
hunting within the Kisatchie National For- 
est; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GIBSON (for himself, Mr. WALZ, 

Mr. MASSIE, Mr. HOLT, Ms. PINGREE 
of Maine, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. 
RAHALL, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. CONYERS, 
Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, 
Mr. HANNA, Mr. TONKO, Mr. LEWIS, 
Mr. COURTNEY, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
Scott of Virginia, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, 
Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkan- 
sas, Mr. RUSH, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, 
Mr. PoE of Texas, Mr. HIMES, Mr. 
MEEKS, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. 
McINTYRE, Mr. POLIS, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. KING of New York, 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. ISRAEL, and Mr. LARSON 
of Connecticut): 

H.R. 543. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to clarify presumptions relating 
to the exposure of certain veterans who 
served in the vicinity of the Republic of 
Vietnam, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia (for him- 
self, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. 
BousTany, Mr. WALDEN, Mr. JONES, 
Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. ROE of 
Tennessee, Mr. HALL, Mrs. BLACK- 
BURN, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
TERRY, and Mr. ROKITA): 

H.R. 544. A bill to amend title XXVII of the 
Public Health Service Act to change the per- 
missible age variation in health insurance 
premium rates; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA (for himself, Mr. 
CONYERS, and Ms. LEE of California): 

H.R. 545. A bill to amend the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 to create an adjustment to the discre- 
tionary spending limits for appropriations 
for emergency job creation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Budget. 
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By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 546. A bill to amend the Workforce In- 
vestment Act of 1998 to prepare individuals 
with multiple barriers to employment to 
enter the workforce by providing such indi- 
viduals with support services, job training, 
and education, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 547. A bill to provide for the establish- 
ment of a border protection strategy for the 
international land borders of the United 
States, to address the ecological and envi- 
ronmental impacts of border security infra- 
structure, measures, and activities along the 
international land borders of the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security, and in addi- 
tion to the Committees on Armed Services, 
and Agriculture, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 548. A bill to restore growth, spur job 
creation, build momentum toward economic 
recovery for border communities and the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security, and in ad- 
dition to the Committees on Ways and 
Means, Transportation and Infrastructure, 
Small Business, Oversight and Government 
Reform, Foreign Affairs, and Agriculture, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself, Mr. PAS- 
CRELL, Mr. ROONEY, and Mr. DEUTCH): 

H.R. 549. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for the creation 
of policyholder disaster protection funds, Ca- 
tastrophe Savings Accounts, and tax credits 
for natural disaster mitigation expenditures; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARPER (for himself and Mr. 
MATHESON): 

H.R. 550. A bill to amend the renewable 
fuel program under section 211(0) of the 
Clean Air Act to require the cellulosic 
biofuel requirement to be based on actual 
production; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HINOJOSA (for himself and Mr. 
FATTAH): 

H.R. 551. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Education to make grants to support 
early college high schools and other dual en- 
rollment programs; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HINOJOSA (for himself, Mr. 
VELA, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. CASTRO of 
Texas, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Mr. O’ROURKE, Ms. LINDA 
T. SANCHEZ of California, and Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 
Mexico): 

H.R. 552. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to ensure that the South 
Texas Veterans Affairs Health Care Center in 
Harlingen, Texas, includes a full-service De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs inpatient 
health care facility; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 558. A bill to designate the exclusive 
economic zone of the United States as the 
“Ronald Wilson Reagan Exclusive Economic 
Zone of the United States’’; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. JEFFRIES: 

H.R. 554. A bill to provide relief to home- 

owners affected by Superstorm Sandy who 
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have mortgages insured by the FHA, or 
owned or guaranteed by Fannie Mae or 
Freddie Mac, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio (for himself, 
Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, and 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah): 

H.R. 555. A bill to amend the Mineral Leas- 
ing Act to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to conduct onshore oil and gas lease 
sales through Internet-based live lease sales, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 

H.R. 556. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to require individuals to in- 
clude their social security numbers on the 
income tax return as a condition of claiming 
the refundable portion of the child tax cred- 
it, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELLY (for himself, Mr. BUR- 
GESS, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. 
LONG, Mr. MESSER, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. 
PERRY, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 
KINGSTON, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. OLSON, 
Mr. GARDNER, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. BROOKS of 
Alabama, Mr. COLE, Mr. COTTON, Mr. 
JONES, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. DESJARLAIS, 
Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. GINGREY of 
Georgia, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. ROKITA, 


Mr. STOCKMAN, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. 
Gowby, and Mr. DUNCAN of Ten- 
nessee): 


H.R. 557. A bill to prevent certain individ- 
uals purportedly appointed to the National 
Labor Relations Board from receiving sala- 
ries, and to prevent an unconstitutional 
quorum of the Board from taking agency ac- 
tions, until there is a final decision in pend- 
ing lawsuits regarding the constitutionality 
of certain alleged recess appointments; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work- 
force. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself, 
Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. REICHERT, 
Mr. GRIMM, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. LAR- 
SON of Connecticut, Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. 
COBLE, and Mr. JONES): 

H.R. 558. A bill to provide Capitol-flown 
flags to the immediate family of fire fight- 
ers, law enforcement officers, emergency 
medical technicians, and other rescue work- 
ers who are killed in the line of duty; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Ms. ScHAKOWSKY, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. LEWIS, 
Mr. HONDA, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. BUR- 
GESS, Mr. RUSH, Mr. SCHRADER, and 
Mr. BLUMENAUER): 

H.R. 559. A bill to reduce by 5 percent the 
discretionary budget authority of any Fed- 
eral agency for a fiscal year if the financial 
statement of the agency for the previous fis- 
cal year does not receive a qualified or un- 
qualified audit opinion by an external inde- 
pendent auditor, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 7 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico: 

H.R. 560. A bill to establish the Rio Grande 
del Norte National Conservation Area in the 
State of New Mexico, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 
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By Mr. MEEHAN (for himself, Mr. CAR- 
NEY, Mr. POE of Texas, Ms. CASTOR of 


Florida, Mr. ISsA, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. KING of New 
York): 


H.R. 561. A bill to amend the Jeanne Clery 
Disclosure of Campus Security Policy and 
Campus Crime Statistics Act to provide fur- 
ther clarity for institutions of higher edu- 
cation, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 562. A bill to provide for a three- 
month extension of the Veterans Retraining 
Assistance Program administered by the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Ms. MOORE (for herself, Mr. LAN- 
GEVIN, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY): 

H.R. 563. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to es- 
tablish a grant program to fund additional 
school social workers and retain school so- 
cial workers already employed in high-need 
local educational agencies; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. PALLONE: 

H.R. 564. A bill to amend title V of the So- 
cial Security Act to extend funding for fam- 
ily-to-family health information centers to 
help families of children with disabilities or 
special health care needs make informed 
choices about health care for their children; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PALLONE: 

H.R. 565. A bill to amend title III of the 
Public Health Service Act to authorize and 
support the creation of cardiomyopathy edu- 
cation, awareness, and risk assessment ma- 
terials and resources by the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services through the Cen- 
ters for Disease Control and Prevention and 
the dissemination of such materials and re- 
sources by State educational agencies to 
identify more at-risk families; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PETRI (for himself and Mr. AN- 
DREWS): 

H.R. 566. A bill to amend title IV of the 
Employee Retirement Income Security Act 
of 1974 to provide for a guarantee by the Pen- 
sion Benefit Guaranty Corporation for quali- 
fied preretirement survivor annuities under 
insolvent or terminated multiemployer pen- 
sion plans; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. ROKITA (for himself, Mr. LAM- 
BORN, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia, Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND, Mr. RADEL, Mr. Ross, Mr. POE 
of Texas, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. HEN- 
SARLING, Mr. DUNCAN of South Caro- 
lina, Mr. CoTTON, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mrs. BLACK, 
Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. PEARCE, 
Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. 
LAMALFA, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. ROE of 
Tennessee, Mr. PALAZZO, Mrs. LUM- 
MIS, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. FLORES, 
Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. 
McHEnRY, and Mr. SCHWEIKERT): 

H.R. 567. A bill to amend the Social Secu- 
rity Act to replace the Medicaid program 
and the Children’s Health Insurance program 
with a block grant to the States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on Ways and Means, Education and 
the Workforce, the Judiciary, Natural Re- 
sources, House Administration, Rules, and 
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Appropriations, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. ROSS (for himself and Mr. 
GINGREY of Georgia): 

H.R. 568. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to require that the Office of 
Personnel Management submit an annual re- 
port to Congress relating to the use of offi- 
cial time by Federal employees; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

By Mr. RUNYAN (for himself and Ms. 
TITUS): 

H.R. 569. A bill to increase, effective as of 
December 1, 2013, the rates of compensation 
for veterans with service-connected disabil- 
ities and the rates of dependency and indem- 
nity compensation for the survivors of cer- 
tain disabled veterans, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. RUNYAN (for himself and Ms. 
TITUS): 

H.R. 570. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for annual cost-of- 
living adjustments to be made automatically 
by law each year in the rates of disability 
compensation for veterans with service-con- 
nected disabilities and the rates of depend- 
ency and indemnity compensation for sur- 
vivors of certain service-connected disabled 
veterans; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself and 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio): 

H.R. 571. A bill to suspend United States 
assistance to Brazil until such time as Brazil 
amends its laws to remove the prohibition on 
extradition of nationals of Brazil to other 
countries; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself and 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio): 

H.R. 572. A bill to suspend the issuance of 
visas to nationals of Brazil until such time 
as Brazil amends its laws to remove the pro- 
hibition on extradition of nationals of Brazil 
to other countries; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SABLAN (for himself, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Ms. BORDALLO, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. CoN- 
NOLLY, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. DAVID 
ScoTT of Georgia, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. PETERSON, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. GRAY- 
SON, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. COSTA, Mr. PIERLUISI, Ms. 
HANABUSA, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California, Ms. CHU, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 
CARTWRIGHT, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. HOLT, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
Scott of Virginia, and Mr. CASTRO of 
Texas): 

H.R. 573. A bill to amend Public Law 93-435 
with respect to the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands, providing parity with Guam, the Vir- 
gin Islands, and American Samoa; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. SCHWARTZ (for herself, Mr. 
HECK of Nevada, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. POLIS, Mr. FATTAH, 
and Ms. CASTOR of Florida): 

H.R. 574. A bill to amend part B of title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to reform 
Medicare payment for physicians’ services 
by eliminating the sustainable growth rate 
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system and providing incentives for the 
adoption of innovative payment and delivery 
models to improve quality and efficiency; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 
By Mr. STOCKMAN: 

H.R. 575. A bill to express the sense of the 
Congress that the United States should not 
adopt any treaty that poses a threat to na- 
tional sovereignty or abridges any rights 
guaranteed by the United States Constitu- 
tion, such as the right to keep and bear 
arms, and to withhold funding from the 
United Nations unless the President certifies 
that the United Nations has not taken action 
to restrict, attempt to restrict, or otherwise 
adversely infringe upon the rights of individ- 
uals in the United States to keep and bear 
arms, or abridge any of the other constitu- 
tionally protected rights of citizens of the 
United States; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STOCKMAN: 

H.R. 576. A bill to save endangered species; 

to the Committee on Natural Resources. 
By Mr. STOCKMAN: 

H.R. 577. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to clarify the conditions under 
which certain persons may be treated as ad- 
judicated mentally incompetent for certain 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. STUTZMAN: 

H.R. 578. A bill to allow reciprocity for the 
carrying of certain concealed firearms; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: 

H.R. 579. A bill to designate the United 
States courthouse located at 501 East Court 
Street in Jackson, Mississippi, as the “R. 
Jess Brown United States Courthouse’’; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Mr. TURNER (for himself, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, 
Mr. PoMPEO, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 
Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
BARLETTA, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. 
RENACCI, and Mr. RYAN of Ohio): 

H.R. 580. A bill to enhance the energy secu- 
rity of United States allies, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TURNER (for himself, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. GRIMM, and Mr. CALVERT): 

H.R. 581. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to exempt certain emer- 
gency medical devices from the excise tax on 
medical devices, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. TURNER (for himself, Mr. 
COFFMAN, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. 
DESJARLAIS, Mr. SIMPSON, Mrs. 


BLACKBURN, Mr. LANCE, Mr. FRANKS 
of Arizona, Mr. MICA, Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND, Mr. TERRY, Mr. LONG, Mr. 
WITTMAN, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
CASSIDY, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. HARPER, Mr. COBLE, Mr. HECK of 
Nevada, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. LABRADOR, 
Mr. BARTON, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. KINZINGER 
of Illinois, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. 
LANKFORD, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mrs. MIL- 
LER of Michigan, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, 
and Mr. KING of New York): 
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H.R. 582. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the individual and 
employer health insurance mandates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VELA (for himself, Mr. THOMP- 
son of Mississippi, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
DOGGETT, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, Mr. PASTOR of Arizona, 
and Mr. VARGAS): 

H.R. 588. A bill to enhance the safety of 
ports of entry in the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on Ways and Means, Agriculture, 
and Transportation and Infrastructure, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska (for himself, 
Mr. JONES, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. THOMP- 
SON of California, and Mr. HUFFMAN): 

H.R. 584. A bill to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require labeling 
of genetically engineered fish; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 585. A bill to provide for the 
unencumbering of title to non-Federal land 
owned by the city of Anchorage, Alaska, for 
purposes of economic development by con- 
veyance of the Federal reversion interest to 
the City; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 586. A bill to provide for certain im- 
provements to the Denali National Park and 
Preserve in the State of Alaska, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 587. A bill to authorize the establish- 
ment of the Niblack and Bokan Mountain 
mining area road corridors in the State of 
Alaska, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska (for himself, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. HANNA, Mr. GUTHRIE, 
Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, 
Mr. DEFAzIOo, Mr. WOLF, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. 
PEARCE, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, and Mrs. 
CAPPS): 

H.R. 588. A bill to provide for donor con- 
tribution acknowledgments to be displayed 
at the Vietnam Veterans Memorial Visitor 
Center, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida (for himself 
and Ms. MATSUI): 

H.R. 589. A bill to amend the National 
Organ Transplant Act to prevent the sale of 
bone marrow and umbilical cord blood, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 


ergy and Commerce. 
By Mr. AMASH (for himself, Mr. 
BENTIVOLIO, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. 


CHABOT, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. DUNCAN 
of South Carolina, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. 
GOSAR, Mr. Gowby, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. LAB- 
RADOR, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. LAMBORN, 
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mrs. 
LuMMIS, Mr. MASSIE, Mr. MICHAUD, 
Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. RIBBLE, 


Mr. ROKITA, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. STUTZMAN, and Mr. 
WALBERG): 


February 6, 2013 


H.J. Res. 24. A joint resolution proposing a 
balanced budget amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


By Ms. EDWARDS (for herself, Mr. 
CONYERS, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. ESTY, 


Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
HIMES, Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. EDDIE BER- 
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
MEEKS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine, Mr. RUSH, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. 


SLAUGHTER, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Mr. COHEN, Mr. MARKEY, 
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. HAHN, Ms. 


BASS, Mr. WELCH, and Mrs. DAVIS of 
California): 

H.J. Res. 25. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to clarify the authority of 
Congress and the States to regulate the ex- 
penditure of funds for political activity by 
corporations; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona (for him- 
self, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. SALMON, 
Mr. GOSAR, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. HUD- 
SON, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
BENTIVOLIO, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. HARPER, Mr. HALL, 
Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
MARCHANT, Mr. BARTON, Mr. DAINES, 
Mr. HARRIS, Mr. COTTON, Mr. SHIM- 
KUS, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. PEARCE, 
Mr. RADEL, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. AUSTIN 
ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. 
GARDNER, Mr. WILSON of South Caro- 
lina, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. LAMBORN, 
Mr. ROKITA, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. KING- 
STON, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. CONAWAY, 
and Mr. FLEISCHMANN): 

H. Res. 56. A resolution celebrating the life 
of President Ronald Wilson Reagan on the 
anniversary of his birth; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. LATTA: 

H. Res. 57. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that in 
order to continue aggressive growth in the 
Nation’s telecommunications and tech- 
nology industries, the United States Govern- 
ment should “Get Out of the Way and Stay 
Out of the Way”; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LATTA: 

H. Res. 58. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
any comprehensive plan to reform our na- 
tional energy policy must promote the ex- 
panded use of renewable and alternative en- 
ergy sources; increase our domestic refining 
capacity; promote conservation and in- 
creased energy efficiency; expand research 
and development, including domestic explo- 
ration; and enhance consumer education; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. SEWELL of Ala- 
bama, Mr. HIMES, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. 
WATT, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Ms. HAHN, Ms. SCHWARTZ, 
Ms. McCoLLuM, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
SMITH of Washington, Mr. LEWIS, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
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BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Ms. MOORE, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. CLAY, Mr. CICILLINE, Mrs. 


CHRISTENSEN, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor- 
ida, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. FRANKEL 
of Florida, Ms. WATERS, Ms. FUDGE, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. ELLI- 
SON, Ms. NORTON, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. HONDA, Mr. SERRANO, 
and Ms. EDWARDS): 

H. Res. 59. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Black HIV/AIDS 
Awareness Day; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. E 

By Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia (for herself, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
BRALEY of Iowa, Ms. BROWN of Flor- 
ida, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. MICHAUD, Mrs. 
NEGRETE MCLEOD, Mr. POLIS, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Ms. 
SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. TAKANO, and 
Mr. YARMUTH): 

H. Res. 60. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of the week of February 4 
through February 8, 2013, as ‘‘National 
School Counseling Week”; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. WILSON of Florida (for herself, 
Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. HAs- 
TINGS of Florida, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
HONDA, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
of Texas, Mr. LEWIS, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. McGov- 
ERN, Ms. Moore, Mr. MORAN, Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. SEWELL of Ala- 
bama, and Mr. THOMPSON of Mis- 
sissippi): 

H. Res. 61. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the United States should work with the Gov- 
ernment of Haiti to address gender-based vi- 
olence against women and children; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


EE 


PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, private 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. PASTOR of Arizona: 

H.R. 590. A bill for the relief of Nery Anto- 
nio Velasquez-Roblero; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PASTOR of Arizona: 

H.R. 591. A bill for the relief of Edi Orlando 
Garcia Armas; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


—— ee 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 521. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States 
By Mr. DAINES: 

H.R. 522. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 section 6 of the United States 
Constitution and the 27th Amendment to the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. PAULSEN: 

H.R. 523. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1, Section 8, Article I 

By Mr. MCKINLEY: 

H.R. 524. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

According to Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
of the Constitution: The Congress shall have 
power to enact this legislation to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian 
tribes. 

By Mr. MASSIE: 

H.R. 525. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This act is justified by the Commerce 
Clause of the United States Constitution 
which, by granting Congress the power to 
regulate commerce among the several states, 
also allows Congress to prevent the federal 
government from interfering with Ameri- 
cans’ ability to grow and process industrial 
hemp. This act is also justified by the Ninth 
Amendment and the Tenth Amendment to 
the Constitution, which recognize that 
rights and powers are retained and reserved 
by the people and to the States. 

By Mr. YARMUTH: 

H.R. 526. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8 of Article 1 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: 

H.R. 527. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3 

By Mr. BUCSHON: 

H.R. 528. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the powers 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clauses 1 and 2. 

By Ms. JENKINS: 

H.R. 529. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution and Amendment 
XVI to the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. BUSTOS: 

H.R. 530. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Ms. CASTOR of Florida: 

H.R. 531. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8 of Article 1 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion 

By Mr. COHEN: 

H.R. 532. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, clause 4 of the United 
States Constitution 
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By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 533. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con- 
stitution, and clause 18 of section 8 of article 
I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 534. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Sections 8 of Article I and Articles 4, 5 and 
6 of the United States Constitution and 
Amendments X and XIV of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 535. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Sections 7 & 8 of Article I of the United 
States Constitution and Amendment XVI of 
the United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California: 

H.R. 536. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. ENGEL: 

H.R. 587. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. ENGEL: 

H.R. 538. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 1 of the Constitution. 

By Ms. ESHOO: 

H.R. 539. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

Article IV, Section 3 

By Ms. ESHOO: 

H.R. 540. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution, 
specifically, clauses 1, 3, and 18. Article IV, 
section 3, clause 2. 

By Ms. ESHOO: 

H.R. 541. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 8, 
the General Welfare Clause. 

The PREEMIE Reauthorization Act, to ex- 
pand research, education and intervention 
activities related to preterm birth. This leg- 
islation will specifically help reduce preterm 
birth, prevent newborn death and disability 
caused by premature birth, and expand re- 
search into the causes of preterm birth. In 
addition, it will promote the development, 
availability, and uses of evidence-based 
standards of care for pregnant women. This 
bipartisan, bicameral legislation will reau- 
thorize the legislation signed into law in De- 
cember 2006. 

By Mr. FLEMING: 

H.R. 542. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle 4, Section 3, Clause 2 of the U.S. Con- 
stitution, which states ‘‘The Congress shall 
have Power to dispose of and make all need- 
ful Rules and Regulations respecting the 
Territory or other Property belonging to the 
United States; and nothing in this Constitu- 
tion shall be so construed as to Prejudice 
any Claims of the United States, or of any 
particular State.” 
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By Mr. GIBSON: 

H.R. 543. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore- 
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
the Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 

H.R. 544. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 which states 
that the Congress has power ‘‘to regulate 
Commerce with the foreign Nations, and 
among the several States... 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 545. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

U.S. Const. art. I, §§1 and 8. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 546. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

U.S. Const. art. I, §§1 and 8. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 547. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

U.S. Const. art. I, §§1 and 8. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 548. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

U.S. Const. art. I, §§1 and 8. 

By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 549. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. HARPER: 

H.R. 550. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to Article 1, 
Section 8, Clause 18 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. HINOJOSA: 

H.R. 551. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to Clauses 1,3, 
and 18 of Article 1, Section 8 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. HINOJOSA: 

H.R. 552. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, §8, clauses 12, 13, or 14, which 
grant Congress the power to regulate the 
Army, Navy, and Military respectively. 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 553. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV Section III: ‘‘The Congress shall 
have Power to dispose of and make all need- 
ful Rules and Regulations respecting the 
Territory or other Property belonging to the 
United States...” 

By Mr. JEFFRIES: 

H.R. 554. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill is based is Congress’ power under Article 
1, Section 8, Clauses 3 and 18 of the Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: 

H.R. 555. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 

H.R. 556. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. KELLY: 

H.R. 557. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. KING of New York: 

H.R. 558. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 559. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse- 
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. h 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico: 

H.R. 560. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. MEEHAN: 

H.R. 561. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18, which reads: 

The Congress shall have Power to make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by the Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 
H.R. 562. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 
By Ms. MOORE: 
H.R. 563. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
By Mr. PALLONE: 
H.R. 564. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
The Congress shall have power to make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by the Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. PALLONE: 
H.R. 565. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
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The Congress shall have power to make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by the Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. PETRI: 
H.R. 566. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clauses 1 and 3 of Section 8 of Article I of 
the Constitution of the United States. 

By Mr. ROKITA: 

H.R. 567. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 [the Spending 
Clause] of the United States Constitution 
states that ‘The Congress shall have Power 
To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts 
and Excises, to pay for Debts and provide for 
the common Defence and general Welfare of 
the United States.’ This bill restores the 
proper balance of power between the federal 
and state governments as intended under the 
10th Amendment to the Constitution by de- 
volving the responsibility of providing 
health care assistance for low income citi- 
zens to the states. It reinforces the founding 
constitutional principle that state govern- 
ments are properly situated with attending 
to their citizens’ health, safety, and general 
welfare. 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 568. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

To make all Laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest- 
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

By Mr. RUNYAN: 

H.R. 569. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. RUNYAN: 

H.R. 570. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 

H.R. 571. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

To make all Laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest- 
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 

H.R. 572. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

To make all Laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest- 
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

By Mr. SABLAN: 

H.R. 573. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Under Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 of the 
Constitution, Congress shall have Power to 
dispose of and make all needful Rules and 
Regulations respecting the Territory or 
other Property belonging to the United 
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States; and nothing in this Constitution 
shall be so construed as to Prejudice any 
Claims of the United States, or of any par- 
ticular State. 

By Ms. SCHWARTZ: 

H.R. 574. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. STOCKMAN: 

H.R. 575. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. STOCKMAN: 

H.R. 576. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

“The Congress shall have Power ... To 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore- 
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof.” 

By Mr. STOCKMAN: 

H.R. 577. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, of the United States 
Constitution, and Amendment II of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. STUTZMAN: 

H.R. 578. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Clause 3 of Section 8 of Aritcle I of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: 

H.R. 579. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 2 of Section 3 of Article IV of the 
Constitution: The Congress shall have Power 
to dispose of and make all needful Rules and 
Regulations respecting the Territory or 
other Property belonging to the United 
States; and nothing in this Constitution 
shall be so construed as to Prejudice any 
Claims of the United States, or of any par- 
ticular State. 

By Mr. TURNER: 

H.R. 580. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution: The Congress shall have Power 
... To regulate Commerce with foreign Na- 
tions, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. TURNER: 

H.R. 581. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Mr. TURNER: 

H.R. 582. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section, 8, Clause 1 of the U.S. 
Constitution, as the Supreme Court of the 
United States has held that the imposition 
of the burdensome mandate on hardworking 
American taxpayers is an action Congress 
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may take under its power to tax, and that 
this bill seeks to repeal sections of title 26 
U.S.C., the Internal Revenue Code. 

By Mr. VELA: 

H.R. 583. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 Clause 1: The Congress 
shall have power to lay and collect taxes, du- 
ties, imposts and excised, to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defence and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States; but all du- 
ties, imposts and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States. 

Article 1 Section 8 Clause 3: To regulate 
Commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian tribes 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 584. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 585. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 586. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 587. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 588. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

The Congress shall have Power to dispose 
of and make all needful Rules and Regula- 
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop- 
erty belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida: 

H.R. 589. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. PASTOR of Arizona: 

H.R. 590. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clause 4 

By Mr. PASTOR of Arizona: 

H.R. 591. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clause 4 

By Mr. AMASH: 

H.J. Res. 24. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This resolution is enacted pursuant to the 
powers conferred by the United States Con- 
stitution upon Congress by 

Article V, which provides that ‘‘The Con- 
gress, whenever two thirds of both Houses 
shall deem it necessary, shall propose 
Amendments to this Constitution . . . which 
shall be valid to all Intents and Purposes, as 
Part of this Constitution, when ratified by 
the Legislatures of three fourths of the sev- 
eral States...” 

By Ms. EDWARDS: 

H.J. Res. 25. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 


1011 


Article V of the Constitution: 

The Congress, whenever two thirds of both 
Houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose 
Amendments to this Constitution, or, on the 
Application of the Legislatures of two thirds 
of the several States, shall call a Convention 
for proposing Amendments, which, in either 
Case, shall be valid to all Intents and Pur- 
poses, as Part of this Constitution, when 
ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths 
of the several States or by Conventions in 
three fourths thereof, as the one or the other 
Mode of Ratification may be proposed by the 
Congress; Provided that no Amendment 
which may be made prior to the Year One 
thousand eight hundred and eight shall in 
any Manner affect the first and fourth 
Clauses in the Ninth Section of the first Ar- 
ticle; and that no State, without its Consent, 
shall be deprived of its equal Suffrage in the 
Senate. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 

H.R. 11: Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. 
Pouis, and Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 12: Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. GRAYSON, and 
Mr. ENYART. 

H.R. 24: Mr. WELCH, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. BILI- 
RAKIS, Mr. TURNER, Mr. BENTIVOLIO, Mr. 
KLINE, Mr. BARR, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. 
PAULSEN, Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. PosEy, and Mrs. 
LUMMIS. 

H.R. 25: Mr. MULLIN. 

H.R. 35: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina and 
Mr. MASSIE. 

H.R. 45: Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. JONES, 
Mr. McCLINTOCK, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. SALM- 
ON, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. PERRY, 
Mr. COTTON, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. 
MULLIN, Mr. RICE of South Carolina, Mr. 
FLORES, Mr. ROKITA, and Mr. KINGSTON. 

H.R. 50: Mr. LEWIS, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. LARSON of Con- 
necticut, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BISHOP of New 
York, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. BROWN of Flor- 
ida, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. CLAY, Mr. COHEN, Mr. COURT- 
NEY, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of 
Illinois, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 
DINGELL, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. ENYART, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. HIMES, Mr. 
HOLT, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
NOLAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PETERS of Michigan, 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. POLIS, Mr. RAN- 
GEL, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
SERRANO, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. WAX- 
MAN, Ms. WILSON of Florida, and Ms. 
BONAMICI. 

H.R. 100: Ms. Bass. 

H.R. 101: Ms. Bass. 

H.R. 104: Mr. McCaun, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 
New York, and Mr. LAMBORN. 

H.R. 129: Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. CHU, Mr. LIPIN- 
SKI, and Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 

H.R. 149: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. 
AMODEI, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, and Mr. 
BENISHEK. 

H.R. 164: Mr. CALVERT, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. 
HARPER, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, 
Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. LATHAM, and Mr. NEAL. 

H.R. 165: Mr. LATTA, Mr. WITTMAN, and Mr. 
BENISHEK. 
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H.R. 226: Ms. MCCOLLUM and Mr. HUFFMAN. 
H.R. 227: Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 229: Mr. GRAYSON. 


H.R. 241: Mr. PASTOR of Arizona and Mr. 
JONES. 

H.R. 261: Mr. GRAYSON. 

H.R. 276: Mr. PEARCE, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. 


Ross, and Mr. TIBERI. 

H.R. 278: Mr. HIMES. 

H.R. 280: Mr. POCAN and Mr. GRAYSON. 

H.R. 282: Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. STIVERS, 
and Mr. BENISHEK. 

H.R. 283: Mr. MARCHANT. 

H.R. 292: Mr. PIERLUISI. 

H.R. 300: Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. SALMON, 
and Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 303: Mr. PASTOR of Arizona and Mr. 
CARTER. 

H.R. 311: Mr. Lone, Mr. ROONEY, and Mr. 
VALADAO. 

H.R. 312: Mr. LOWENTHAL and Mr. GRAYSON. 

H.R. 321: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Mr. HIGGINS, and Mr. LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 324: Mr. WALBERG. 

H.R. 332: Mr. GRIJALVA and Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

H.R. 333: Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. LONG, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mr. MEEKS, and Mr. PASTOR of Ar- 
izona. 

H.R. 334: Mr. LONG, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas, and Mr. GOODLATTE. 

H.R. 335: Mr. Issa, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. 
CAMP, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. BILIRAKIS, 
Mr. JOYCE, and Mr. POSEY. 

H.R. 351: Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. Ross, Mr. 
VALADAO, Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. 
TERRY, Mr. PASCRELL, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. 
PERRY, Mr. STEWART, Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. 
AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, and Mr. GOHMERT. 

H.R. 357: Mr. PASTOR of Arizona and Mr. 
O’ROURKE. 

H.R. 366: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. COBLE, Mr. 
NUGENT, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. PRICE of 
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North Carolina, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. BISHOP of 
New York, Mr. TONKO, Ms. SCHWARTZ, and 
Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 376: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 377: Mr. TAKANO and Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 382: Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, and Mr. BENISHEK. 

H.R. 383: Mr. ANDREWS. 

H.R. 404: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. 
McCoLuLuM, and Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 420: Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 

H.R. 422: Mr. HARRIS, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
MARCHANT, Mr. OLSON, Mr. PITTS, Mr. 
ROKITA, Mr. BARTON, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. GOHMERT, and Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 436: Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. FRANKS of 


Arizona, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. 
BENISHEK, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. COLE, Mr. 


MULLIN, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. CAMP, Mr. 
BILIRAKIS, and Mr. CoTTON. 

H.R. 445: Mr. JOYCE, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
TSONGAS, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. GERLACH, 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 447: Mr. GOSAR, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. 
PITTENGER, and Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 

H.R. 448: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 

H.R. 449: Mr. COTTON. 

H.R. 455: Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 

H.R. 456: Ms. HAHN. 

H.R. 476: Mr. PALAZZO. 

H.R. 483: Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. MESSER, Mr. 
RADEL, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. MULLIN, 
Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
HARPER, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, 
Mr. MARCHANT, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. ROE of 
Tennessee, Mr. DAINES, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. CoT- 
TON, Mr. CoLE, Mr. PERRY, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
Brooks of Alabama, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. KING- 


Ms. 
and 
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STON, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. RICE of South 
Carolina, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 
ROKITA, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. STOCKMAN, Mr. 
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. COLLINS of Geor- 
gia, Mr. JONES, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. AUSTIN 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mrs. WAG- 
NER, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. NUNNELEE, 
Mr. HOLDING, and Mr. MEADOWS. 

H.R. 484: Mr. ISSA and Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 485: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Ms. 
HERRERA BEUTLER. 

H.R. 492: Mr. FLEMING, Mr. COTTON, Mr. 
PERRY, Mr. COLE, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. ROKITA, 
Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. JORDAN, and Mr. 
CHAFFETZ. 

H.R. 494: Mr. ANDREWS. 

H.R. 499: Mr. ROHRABACHER and Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 503: Mr. BRouN of Georgia, Mr. PERL- 
MUTTER, and Mr. PITTENGER. 

H.R. 519: Mr. HIMES, Mr. 
SCHIFF, and Mr. LEVIN. 

H.J. Res. 4: Mr. GALLEGO. 

H.J. Res. 20: Mr. MARKEY. 

H.J. Res. 21: Mr. MARKEY. 

H. Res. 18: Mr. BENISHEK. 

H. Res. 24: Mr. CAMP, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, and Mr. TIERNEY. 

H. Res. 30: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. 
YODER, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. LARSEN of Wash- 
ington, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mrs. NOEM, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
SCHOCK, Ms. HAHN, Mr. CARNEY, Ms. FRANKEL 
of Florida, Mr. LEWIS, Ms. LEE of California, 
and Mr. MAFFEI. 

H. Res. 35: Mrs. HARTZLER. 

H. Res. 36: Mr. BROUN of Georgia and Mr. 
WALBERG. 

H. Res. 46: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


QUIGLEY, Mr. 
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TRIBUTE TO AMBASSADOR 
KENNETH QUINN 


HON. TOM LATHAM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Ambassador Kenneth Quinn for 
receiving the Distinguished Service Award 
from the American Farm Bureau Federation. 

The Distinguished Service Award is the 
American Farm Bureau Federation’s highest 
honor and is reserved for individuals who have 
dedicated their careers to the advancement of 
agriculture. The president of lowa Farm Bu- 
reau, Craig Hill, nominated Ambassador Quinn 
to receive this esteemed national award. 

Dr. Kenneth Quinn’s career and achieve- 
ments are truly ones for the history book. A 
native lowan, Kenneth grew up in Dubuque 
where he obtained his Bachelor’s Degree from 
Loras College. Ambassador Quinn’s wide- 
ranging diplomatic career led to his ascension 
as one of the federal government’s most deco- 
rated Foreign Service officers, a top U.S. ex- 
pert on Indochina, President Ford’s Viet- 
namese interpreter, and ultimately as United 
States Ambassador to the Kingdom of Cam- 
bodia from 1996-1999. Dr. Quinn is regarded 
as the first person to report on the 1974 Cam- 
bodian genocide and is the only civilian to re- 
ceive an Army Air Medal in Vietnam combat 
operations. Ambassador Quinn is also among 
the prestigious recipients of the Secretary of 
State’s Award for Heroism and is the only For- 
eign Service office to receive the American 
Foreign Service Association Rivkin and Herter 
Awards for intellectual courage on three occa- 
sions. 

Following his 32 year career in the Foreign 
Service, Dr. Quinn began his role as President 
of the World Food Prize Foundation in 2000. 
Since assuming this leadership role, Kenneth 
has overseen tens of millions of dollars in 
fundraising and the successful distribution of 
the annual Nobel Prize Food and Agriculture 
award. His contribution to the legacy of Dr. 
Norman Borlaug and the World Food Prize 
Foundation has been nothing short of remark- 
able. 

Mr. Speaker, | can think of no better recipi- 
ent for Farm Bureau’s Distinguished Service 
Award than Ambassador Quinn. The dedica- 
tion Dr. Quinn has displayed to his state and 
country throughout his career continues to 
change our world for the better. Ambassador 
Quinn’s efforts embody the lowa sprit and | 
am honored to represent him in the United 
States Congress. | know that all of my col- 
leagues in the House will join me in congratu- 
lating him for this achievement, thanking him 
for his service, and wishing him continued 
success in the future. 


RECOGNIZING THE LOCKPORT 
TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL BOYS 
BOWLING TEAM’S STATE CHAM- 
PIONSHIP 


HON. DANIEL LIPINSKI 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the Lockport Township High 
School Boys Bowling Team on winning their 
first Illinois High School Association champion- 
ship. 

Although they were in 12th place earlier in 
the tournament and risked elimination, the 
Porters demonstrated toughness and deter- 
mination to maintain a qualifying position. 
Their persistence eventually allowed them to 
overcome a 300 pin deficit. 

The Porters averaged an impressive 214 
points per game, with their leading scorer and 
individual state champion, Shane Matejcek, 
scoring 286 points in his fifth game to help 
keep his team in contention for the title. Shane 
would finish with a total of 2,924 pins, the sec- 
ond highest score in state history. The team 
entered the second day in 3rd place, but 
emerged victorious after an impressive display 
of teamwork on a 12 for 13 run of strikes. 

This victory is a reminder of how prepara- 
tion, practice, and perseverance produce solid 
results, even when facing difficult challenges. 
Today, | am pleased to call on all my col- 
leagues to join me in congratulating the young 
men of Lockport Township High School on 
winning the IHSA championship. Great job, 
Porters! 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO COACH ANDREW 
TRENKEL AND THE MAINE 


SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CONSTITU- 
TION TEAM 


HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate Coach Andrew Trenkel 
and the Maine South High School Constitution 
Team for their achievement in winning the Illi- 
nois State Title of “We the People: the Citizen 
and the Constitution.” This marks the twenty- 
first time that Maine South’s Constitution 
Team has won this title. “We the People: the 
Citizen and the Constitution,” a program spon- 
sored by the Center for Civic Education, aims 
to develop critical thinking, problem solving, 
and cooperative participation skills through 
educating students about the American Con- 
stitutional democracy. During the competition, 
students participate in replicated Congres- 
sional hearings, present arguments, and re- 


spond to complex questions on the United 
States Constitution. 

The primary goal of “We the People” is to 
encourage civic proficiency and develop re- 
sponsibility among the students of the United 
States. Clearly the 2012-2013 Maine South 
Team members have accepted this challenge 
and are working to become future leaders. 

Congratulations to all of the members of the 
2012-2013 Constitution team: Coach Andrew 
Trenkel, Mark Abtahi, Jane Acker, Hannah 
Beswick-Hale, Elizabeth Black, Anthony 
Borkowski, Matthew Brendza, Patrick 
Devereuz, Claire Dockery, Renee Hannan, 
Natalie Kirchhoff, Rebecca Klages, Kevin 
Kohler, Philip Kulas, Michael Martino, Maddie 
McGrady, Jenny Mocarski, John Moran, Emily 
Murphy, Gibson Odderstol, Augusta Paulik, 
Tim Prinz, Paige Sammarco, Michael Solberg, 
Pavel Tamas, Jack Touhy, Justin Tomczyk, 
Dragan Trivanovic, Ryan Walek, and Henrik 
Weber. 

On behalf of the 9th Congressional district 
of Illinois, | congratulate you on your achieve- 
ment, and wish you the best of luck in the na- 
tional competition in April 2013. 


HONORING MAYOR JOHN REDNOUR 


HON. WILLIAM L. ENYART 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. ENYART. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
ask my colleagues to join me in recognizing 
the dedicated community service of Du Quoin, 
Illinois Mayor John Rednour as he retires after 
24 years as mayor. 

John Rednour grew up in Cutler, Illinois and 
began working as an ironworker. He worked 
on projects throughout the State, from South- 
ern Illinois, to the St. Louis area and Chicago. 
It was during this phase of his career that 
John founded Rednour Steel Erectors, a com- 
pany with which he maintains a partnership to 
this day. 

John moved with his family to Du Quoin in 
the early 1970s and, in the 1980s he began a 
successful banking career when he led a 
group of investors that assumed control of the 
Du Quoin State Bank. John continues to serve 
as chairman of the bank. 

While John was raising a family and em- 
barking on successful careers, he also 
showed an early interest in public service. He 
served six years as a Perry County Commis- 
sioner, from 1967 to 1973, and was elected to 
the Trico School District Board of Education 
while in his 20s. John was elected mayor of 
the City of Du Quoin in 1989 and will officiate 
at his last City Council meeting next Monday, 
February 11. 

In his 24 years as Mayor, John Rednour 
has left an indelible mark on Southern Illinois. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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He has been able to lead as well as com- 
promise and he is justifiably proud of the infra- 
structure improvements that have occurred 
during his tenure as mayor, most notably the 
Highway 51, Poplar Street overpass, an indus- 
trial park and water and sewer improvement 
projects. All of these infrastructure improve- 
ments were completed while maintaining bal- 
anced municipal budgets. In evaluating poten- 
tial projects, John’s simple criterion was al- 
ways, “Is it good for Du Quoin?” 

John Rednours community contributions 
were not limited to his successful business 
ventures and service as mayor. John also 
serves as Chairman of the Illinois State Police 
Merit Board and is a commissioner of the 
Perry County Housing Authority. He has been 
active in politics his entire adult life, having 
served as a member of the Democratic Na- 
tional Committee for nearly 40 years. 

John and his wife, Wanda, have been mar- 
ried for over 60 years and are proud parents, 
grandparents and great grandparents. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in an expression of appreciation to Mayor 
John Rednour in recognition of his years of 
service as a community leader and to wish 
him and his family the very best in the future. 


EE 


HONORING MRS. HELEN AGNES 
WEAVER 


HON. ROBERT A. BRADY 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to honor Mrs. Helen Agnes Weaver, 
a constituent of my district, who celebrated her 
101st birthday on August 1, 2012. 

A native of Philadelphia, Mrs. Weaver is de- 
voted to her community and family. She is the 
proud mother of two children, the grandmother 
of seven grandchildren, and the great-grand- 
mother of twenty-three great grandchildren, 
and the great-great-grandmother of seventeen 
great-great-grandchildren. 

| ask that you and my other distinguished 
colleagues help me in honoring the significant 
occasion of Mrs. Weavers 101st birthday. 
Mrs. Weaver is the epitome of a life-long Phil- 
adelphian and a model citizen. We can all 
learn something from her fortitude and her 
commitment to her city and family. She will re- 
main an inspiration for many generations to 
come. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ROSA L. DeLAURO 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained and so | missed rollcall vote No. 
34 On Agreeing to H. Res. 48. Had | been 
present, | would have voted, “no.” 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


TRIBUTE TO CPSC EMPLOYEE 
BILL MOORE ON HIS RETIREMENT 


HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize the distinguished career of my 
constituent William J. (Bill) Moore, Trial Attor- 
ney in the Office of the General Counsel at 
the U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commis- 
sion, and to congratulate him on his retirement 
after 36 years of service at the CPSC. 


Bill was born in New Jersey and has lived 
in Maryland most of his life. He began his ca- 
reer at the CPSC in 1974 as a law clerk while 
studying at American University’s Washington 
College of Law and became one of CPSC’s 
treasured compliance attorneys. 


Bill worked chiefly in the Office of Compli- 
ance and Administrative Litigation and, most 
recently, in the Division of Compliance within 
the Office of the General Counsel. Over the 
course of his long and distinguished career, 
he helped to negotiate numerous major prod- 
uct recalls in a variety of product categories, 
including durable infant goods, toys, furnaces, 
electrical appliances, and outdoor equipment. 
He also served as lead counsel in some of the 
Commission’s most prominent corrective ac- 
tion litigations, including those on gas valves, 
worm probes, BB guns, and toasters. 


As an attorney working at the Commission 
shortly after its inception, Bill was instrumental 
in ensuring the enforcement of the newly-draft- 
ed safety regulations. When the agency 
banned refuse bins that were tipping over, pin- 
ning down, and killing children who were play- 
ing around them, Bill was part of the team that 
travelled the country, engaging in enforcement 
litigation to have the unstable bins removed 
from public use. He later worked with the 
Commission’s Office of Compliance to lay the 
groundwork that led to the guidance to elimi- 
nate soft bedding in cribs and to have babies 
placed on their backs for safe sleep. Bill was 
also instrumental in drafting the certification 
requirements for bicycle helmet and cigarette 
lighter regulations. During his tenure, Bill ne- 
gotiated over $16 million in civil penalty fines, 
the highest cumulative amount of civil penalty 
fines in the agency’s history. 


Bill has played a major role in protecting the 
public from unreasonable risks of injury posed 
by consumer products. He has provided guid- 
ance to other attorneys and compliance staff 
as they pursue legal strategies against manu- 
facturers, importers, distributors, and retailers 
of dangerously defective and hazardous prod- 
ucts. Over the years, he received many well- 
deserved distinguished and meritorious 
awards for his outstanding work. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating Bill Moore and in extending 
our nation’s gratitude to him for his honorable 
and productive service. 
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HONORING THE 90TH BIRTHDAY OF 
DOROTHY ROCKAITIS 


HON. DANIEL LIPINSKI 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Mrs. Dorothy Rockaitis, a lifelong 
resident of Chicago who is celebrating her 
90th birthday today. 

Dorothy Victoria Cichoszewski was born on 
February 6th, 1923, and was raised in Brigh- 
ton Park by her parents, Victoria and Michael. 
She would later move to Garfield Ridge, 
where she lived for 50 years. In 1963, Dorothy 
married Frank Rockaitis, her steadfast partner 
for nearly four decades. 

For over forty years, Dorothy was actively 
involved in government and politics. Not only 
did she work for Chicago Aldermen Frank 
Kuta and Bill Krstyniak, she also worked for Il- 
linois State House member Robert Terzich. 
She later served Illinois’ 3rd Congressional 
District on the staff of Congressman Bill Lipin- 
ski. As an office manager, secretary, and 
Democratic Precinct Captain, Dorothy faithfully 
served her party, city, and country for nearly 
half a century. 

A vibrant and lively aunt, mother, grand- 
mother, and great grandmother, Dorothy is be- 
loved by so many around her. From her sev- 
enteen-year marriage with Frank Miller, Doro- 
thy has three children: Michalene, Patricia, 
and Charles. Dorothy also has five grand- 
children: Gina Glaubke, John Glaubke, Aaron 
Conrad, Keith Conrad, and Alicia Miller. From 
her grandchildren come four great grand- 
children: Luca Conrad, Odette Conrad, Clare 
Glaubke, and Emma Glaubke. 

Dorothy is a caring, energetic, and dedi- 
cated American who is deserving of our rec- 
ognition and praise. Today, | ask my col- 
leagues to join me in wishing Dorothy 
Rockaitis a very happy 90th birthday, and to 
thank her for being such an active contributor 
to her community. 


HONORING THE LIFE AND CON- 
TRIBUTIONS OF HATTIE ELIE 
JACKSON 


HON. STEVE COHEN 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the life and contributions of Mrs. 
Hattie Elie Jackson, a Memphis educator, a 
devout woman of faith and a leader in the Civil 
Rights Movement. An Arkansas native, Mrs. 
Jackson graduated from Arkansas AM&N Col- 
lege, and obtained her master’s degree at Co- 
lumbia University in New York. She received 
further graduate-level education at the Univer- 
sity of Chicago, and finally obtained her Edu- 
cation Specialist degree from the University of 
Tennessee at Knoxville. 

Mrs. Jackson used her extensive education 
and many talents to serve and nurture the 
Memphis community. For 25 years she pre- 
sided as principal over Double Tree Elemen- 
tary School, inspiring young hearts, and help- 
ing to shape the minds of local luminaries 
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such as former Memphis Congressman, Har- 
old Ford, Jr. She was a devoted member of 
St. Andrew AME church, and played an active 
and energetic role in her faith community. She 
was the former first lady of St. Andrew AME 
Church, where she served as a trustee, Sun- 
day school teacher and President of the Ruth 
Circle Club. 


Mrs. Jackson was a leader in the Civil 
Rights Movement and in the Memphis Sanita- 
tion Strike of 1968. In 2004, she was inspired 
to write and publish an account of her per- 
sonal recollection of the Sanitation Strike, enti- 
tled 65 Dark Days in ’68. Her primary purpose 
in recording her memories, thoughts and feel- 
ings was to educate younger and future gen- 
erations as to what transpired in 1968, and to 
inspire them to continue to strive for greater 
things. 


Mrs. Hattie Jackson passed away on Janu- 
ary 13, 2013 at 88 years of age. She leaves 
to cherish her memory two daughters and 
their husbands, Zita and Glenn Blankenship, 
and Cheri and Joseph Harrell as well as five 
grandchildren, two great granddaughters, a 
host of loving and supportive nieces, neph- 
ews, cousins, extended family and friends. | 
extend my heartfelt appreciation for the life 
and work of Hattie Elie Jackson. Hers was a 
life well-lived. 


Ee 


LAKE CHARLES AWARDED 
ACADIANA’S CITY OF THE YEAR 


HON. CHARLES W. BOUSTANY, JR. 


OF LOUISIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ap- 
plaud the city of Lake Charles for its recent 
selection by the Acadiana Profile magazine as 
the city of the year. Lake Charles continues to 
make major progress improving the economic 
opportunities and cultural life for its citizens. In 
the next few years, approximately 34,000 jobs 
will be generated in the petrochemical industry 
due to significant and meaningful commit- 
ments to the region by international compa- 
nies including Sasol and Cheniere Energy, 
Inc. Also, the Calcasieu Parish and the city of 
Lake Charles’ tourism produced $358 million 
just last year alone and this number is ex- 
pected to increase in the future. Furthermore, 
residents are enjoying the luxuries of a more 
personable and hospitable community, with 
the new Millennium Park serving as a pillar of 
the downtown area. 


Due to the redevelopment of the downtown 
area, the Charpentier Historic District is more 
inviting than ever. With seventy-five festivals 
held annually in addition to the construction of 
the National Hurricane Museum and Science 
Center, Lake Charles’ impressive progress will 
continue into the future. 


| am proud of Lake Charles’ improvements 
and want to commend Mayor Randy Roach 
and the City Council for their vision and dedi- 
cation. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. MICHAEL K. SIMPSON 


OF IDAHO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
31 on Motion to Suspend the Rules and pass 
H.R. 225, the National Pediatric Research 
Network Act of 2013. I was unable to vote. 


Had | been present, | would have voted 
yea.” 


—— EE 


INTRODUCTION OF A BILL TO 
AMEND TITLE IV OF THE EM- 
PLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME 
SECURITY ACT OF 1974 TO PRO- 
VIDE FOR A GUARANTEE BY THE 
PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY 
CORPORATION FOR QUALIFIED 
PRERETIREMENT SURVIVOR AN- 
NUITIES UNDER INSOLVENT OR 
TERMINATED MULTIEMPLOYER 
PENSION PLANS 


HON. THOMAS E. PETRI 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, today | am intro- 
ducing a bill to rectify an inequity regarding 
the benefits provided to surviving spouses 
through the Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor- 
poration (PBGC). | am pleased to be joined by 
Representative ROB ANDREWS in this effort. 


PBGC provides pre-retirement survivor cov- 
erage, which provides a benefit to the sur- 
viving spouse of a pension participant who 
dies before retirement. However, in the case 
of a multiemployer pension plan turned over to 
PBGC, this benefit is guaranteed only if the 
plan participant dies before the plan is turned 
over. For single-employer plans the benefit is 
guaranteed regardless of when the participant 
dies. 


The PBGC website acknowledges this dis- 
crepancy, stating 


. . For the most part, the PBGC guaran- 
tees the same type of benefits for multiem- 
ployer pension plans as for benefits in the 
single-employer program, with the exception 
that preretirement survivor annuities are 
forfeitable in multiemployer plans if the par- 
ticipant has not died as of the termination 
date. 


The debate over how to best provide in- 
come security for older Americans will con- 
tinue for some time. However, in the mean- 
time, it is unconscionable that a widow or wid- 
ower would be denied the modest benefits 
provided under the PBGC multiemployer plan 
simply because his or her spouse did not die 
before the plan was turned over to the PBGC. 

This discrepancy appears inadvertent and 
deserves to be corrected by Congress. | ask 
my colleagues for their support of this legisla- 
tion so we can address this issue quickly. 
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HONORING KRISTINA “KRISTY” 
MARIE SERMERSHEIM 


HON. ZOE LOFGREN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac- 
knowledge and honor Kristina “Kristy” Marie 
Sermersheim. | first met Kristy more than 30 
years ago. | was a brash candidate for office 
not backed by the establishment and not ex- 
pected to win. Kristy was a union activist who 
didn’t know the meaning of the word “no”. To- 
gether we challenged the conventional wis- 
dom. Voters decided that an emphasis on chil- 
dren and families was what they cared about. 
| was elected to the Board of Supervisors of 
Santa Clara County. That same year, in 1981, 
she became a full-time Service Employees 
International Union (SEIU) staff member. 

The financial roof fell in on the county short- 
ly thereafter, the impact of Proposition 13. Nei- 
ther of us wanted a reduction in services to 
people in need. But we faced the imperative of 
reductions. 

We worked together to cut the budget, to 
make sure that as we dealt with the budget re- 
ality we protected the most vulnerable and 
never scapegoated our employees. Kristy 
Sermersheim proved her bona fides in those 
tough times. She was smart, pragmatic but 
idealistic. She had values. She stood up for 
her members and she stood up for those in 
need. She was a star. 

She continued to represent workers for an- 
other 32 years. As a passionate advocate for 
workers’ rights, she held a range of positions 
on various local, state, national, and inter- 
national organizations, including SEIU Local 
715, SEIU International Union, South Bay 
American Federation of Labor and Congress 
of Industrial Organizations (AFL-CIO) Labor 
Council, California Labor Federation, SEIU 
Public Services Division, and SEIU California 
State Council. Kristy assumed the leadership 
role of SEIU local 715, the largest union rep- 
resenting employees of Santa Clara County. 

Born in New Albany, Indiana, during ele- 
mentary school, her family lived in Michigan, 
San Diego, and Long Beach, California. In 
1961, her family moved to San Jose. In 1967, 
she graduated from Leigh High School. 
Kristy’s good grades earned accolades as a 
National Merit Scholar Finalist and she was 
voted “Most Likely to Succeed” by her class- 
mates. After she graduated, she took classes 
at San Jose State University and began work- 
ing as a Santa Clara County Social Services 
Eligibility Worker in the Welfare Department. 

Kristy has devoted her life to social justice 
and workers’ rights. She served 11 years as a 
member leader for the Santa Clara County 
Employees Association. 

As head of the former SEIU Local 715 in 
Santa Clara and San Mateo counties, Kristy 
expanded the union from 5,000 members 
working for four employers to more than 
30,000 members with over 20 different con- 
tracts. She led the consolidation of five unions, 
including Local 715, to form the new SEIU 
Local 521. As Chief Elected Office of SEIU 
521, she fought on behalf of 57,000 workers 
throughout North and Central California. Under 
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her leadership, the County of Santa Clara and 
SEIU negotiated an $80 million settlement that 
established pay equity by removing discrimina- 
tion in wage-setting for women and people of 
color. 

We worked together for rights for women. 
Kristy helped make sure that the union rep- 
resented a female worker in the county roads 
department in an affirmative action case that 
went all the way to the United States Supreme 
Court. County government was her partner in 
the case. | remember so well listening to the 
oral arguments on that case as a young Coun- 
ty Supervisor. We were proud that local gov- 
ernment and the union were partners in the 
quest for equal rights for women. 

The case confirmed that government agen- 
cies must consider previous discrimination his- 
tory as well as qualifications when making hir- 
ing decisions. In recognition of over 40 years 
of contributions to the social and political ad- 
vancement of women, Kristy was awarded the 
South Bay AFL-CIO Labor Council’s 2012 
COPE Award for Service Above Self. 

Throughout her career, Kristy worked to- 
gether with public workers to obtain improve- 
ments in working conditions, wages, and ben- 
efits. She forged alliances with other unions 
and community groups to improve public serv- 
ices to the residents union members serve. 
Kristy is now retired and lives in Morgan Hill 
with her two sisters, Andrea and Teresa. The 
three sisters have collectively raised their 
brother’s children after he passed away. They 
live with their niece Flori, a little dog, and 
three cats. In her retirement, Kristy wants to 
help the developmentally disabled community 
and volunteer where she can make a dif- 
ference. | join in honoring her decades of con- 
tribution and service to the betterment of our 
society. The community is very fortunate to 
have benefited from her advocacy, dedication, 
and leadership. She has left her mark in the 
community and | know she will continue to 
play a positive role. 


— 


COMMEMORATING THE 21ST ANNI- 
VERSARY OF THE KHOJALY 
MASSACRE 


HON. STEVE COHEN 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the 21st anniversary of the 
Khojaly massacre perpetrated by Armenian 
armed forces on February 25-26, 1992 in the 
town of Khojaly in the Nagorno-Karabakh re- 
gion of Azerbaijan. Khojaly, now under the oc- 
cupation of Armenian armed forces, was the 
site of the largest killing of ethnic Azerbaijani 
civilians in the course of the Armenia-Azer- 
baijan conflict. 

Khojaly, once the home to 7,000 people, 
was completely destroyed. Six hundred thir- 
teen people were killed, of which 106 were 
women, 83 were children and 56 were pur- 
ported to have been killed with extreme cruelty 
and torture. In addition, 1,275 people were 
taken hostage, 150 went missing and 487 
people became disabled. Also in the records 
maintained, 76 of the victims were teenagers, 
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8 families were wiped out and 25 children lost 
both of their parents while 130 lost one of their 
parents. According to Human Rights Watch 
and other international observers, the Arme- 
nian Armed forces were reportedly aided by 
the Russian 366th Motor Rifle Regiment. 

At the time, Newsweek magazine reported: 
“Azerbaijan was a charnel house again last 
week: a place of mourning refugees and doz- 
ens of mangled corpses dragged to a make- 
shift morgue behind the mosque. They were 
ordinary Azerbaijani men, women and children 
of Khojaly, a small village in war-torn 
Nagorno-Karabakh overrun by Armenian 
forces on 25-26 February. Many were killed at 
close range while trying to flee; some had 
their faces mutilated, others were scalped.” 

As part of the Khojaly population that tried 
to escape, they encountered violent ambushes 
that led to abuses, torture, mutilation and 
death. The Russian organization, Memorial, 
stated that 200 Azerbaijani corpses were 
brought from Khojaly to Agdam within four 
days. 

Time magazine published the following de- 
scription: “While the details are argued, this 
much is plain: something grim and uncon- 
scionable happened in the Azerbaijani town of 
Khojaly 2 weeks ago. So far, some 200 dead 
Azerbaijanis, many of them mutilated, have 
been transported out of the town tucked inside 
the Armenian-dominated enclave of Nagorno- 
Karabakh for burial in neighboring Azerbaijan. 
The total number of deaths—the Azerbaijanis 
claim 1,324 civilians have been slaughtered, 
most of them women and children—is_ un- 
known.” 

The extent of the cruelty of this massacre 
against women, children and the elderly was 
unfathomable. This anniversary reminds us of 
the need to redouble efforts to help resolve 
the Armenia-Azerbaijan conflict. The United 
States as a Co-Chair of the OSCE Minsk 
Group should intensify its efforts to reach a 
resolution of this protracted conflict. 

Mr. Speaker, Azerbaijan is a strong ally of 
the United States in a strategically important 
and complex region of the world. | ask my col- 
leagues to join me and our Azerbaijani friends 
in commemorating the tragedy that occurred in 
the town of Khojaly. 


TERRITORIAL SEA 


HON. GREGORIO KILILI CAMACHO 
SABLAN 


OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF THE NORTHERN 
MARIANA ISLANDS 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, today | am intro- 
ducing a bill that will return to the people of 
the Northern Marianas ownership of the three 
miles of submerged lands surrounding each of 
our islands. In doing so, this bill also puts the 
management of these lands back in the hands 
of those who have the greatest interest in pro- 
tecting the natural resources there and in de- 
veloping their economic potential—the people 
of the Northern Mariana Islands. 

| say “return” because, until 2005, we be- 
lieved we owned these lands around our is- 
lands; and we cared for them accordingly. But 
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in 2005 the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals 
ruled that—unlike the case for every other 
coastal state and territory in our Nation—the 
submerged lands and waters off our shores 
did not belong to us, but rather belonged to 
the federal government. 

The Court did acknowledge in its ruling that 
Congress had the authority to convey these 
lands to the Commonwealth of the Northern 
Mariana Islands; and it is that authority that 
my bill would exercise. 

We have been here before. In three pre- 
vious Congresses legislation has been offered 
to provide the same ownership of submerged 
lands to the Northern Mariana Islands as is 
enjoyed by American Samoa, Guam, and the 
U.S. Virgin Islands. In 2005 Representative 
JEFF FLAKE of Arizona—now Senator JEFF 
FLAKE—introduced H.R. 4255 for this purpose. 
And in 2009, when for the first time the people 
of the Northern Mariana Islands themselves 
were represented in this House, | introduced 
H.R. 934, conveying these lands. That bill 
passed the House without dissent, 416-0, in 
July of 2009, but died in the Senate. Again in 
2011 | introduced this legislation, as H.R. 670. 
Again the House passed the bill without dis- 
sent, 397-0. Again the Senate failed to act, al- 
though the Senate Energy and Natural Re- 
sources Committee held a hearing on a com- 
panion measure, S. 590, sponsored by Sen- 
ator Jeff Bingaman and Senator LISA MuR- 
KOWSKI. 

In each Congress each bill introduced on 
this issue has progressed farther down the 
legislative track. 

| hope the fourth time proves to be the 
charm. 

We know from past action that this House 
supports local control of these local resources 
in the Northern Mariana Islands. The Obama 
Administration has testified in favor of the con- 
veyance. And | can attest that my constituents 
desire equivalent treatment to other U.S. 
coastal jurisdictions. So, we just have to give 
the other body one more opportunity to join in 
this wide agreement. 

Let me add that the cost of the measure | 
have introduced is nothing and that Congress 
has the Constitutional authority to enact this 
bill—two threshold questions that we must al- 
ways answer. 

And let me thank the hundreds of Members 
who voted in favor of this conveyance in the 
111th and 112th Congresses and all those 
Members who are original co-sponsors of to- 
day’s measure, which provides the right of 
ownership and responsibility of management 
for submerged lands and waters to the North- 
ern Mariana Islands that every other coastal 
area of our Nation enjoys. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE OF 
REVEREND JAMES 8S. YOUNG 


HON. JEFF MILLER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, February 6, 2013 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | am 
privileged to recognize Reverend James S. 


Young for his selfless service to the Northwest 
Florida community. 
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Reverend Young founded the Pensacola 
chapter of the Southern Christian Leadership 
Conference more than 50 years ago after an 
inspirational meeting with Dr. Martin Luther 
King Jr. in Birmingham, Alabama. The South- 
ern Christian Leadership Conference not only 
played a critical role in the civil rights move- 
ment, but continues to push for effective policy 
in four major realms: economic development, 
education, community empowerment, and 
technology. 

Reverend Young’s contributions to the civil 
rights movement include working closely with 
local ministers and leaders to organize boy- 
cotts throughout the city in order to further 
their cause for justice. Under his leadership, 
several ministerial and civil leaders were able 
to conduct meetings with businesses specifi- 
cally regarding merchants’ discrimination prac- 
tices. Most notably, Reverend Young was se- 
lected to meet with the Supreme Court Judges 
in Washington, DC to participate in a discus- 
sion on segregation issues. The list of Rev- 
erend Young’s accomplishments extends far 
beyond what is noted here, but they all high- 
light his devotion to improving the lives of 
those around him and to bettering his commu- 
nity through service. 

In addition to his involvement with the 
Southern Christian Leadership Conference, 
Reverend Young serves as the Dean of the 
Baptist Ministers Union of Pensacola, the Ex- 
ecutive Director of the Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Commemorative Celebration Committee, and 
senior pastor at Mt. Canaan Ministry Baptist 
Church. He also offers his leadership and ex- 
pertise as a member of the NAACP, the Min- 
isterial Association, and the God in Govern- 
ment Committee. 

Reverend Young’s commitment to service 
and passion for bettering the lives of others 
has been recognized through the countless 
awards bestowed to him; most recently with 
proclamations from the Pensacola Mayor and 
County Commission. For the past several dec- 
ades, Reverend Young has served his com- 
munity and organization with unwavering dedi- 
cation. There is no question that Reverend 
Young has left an invaluable impact on not 
only Northwest Florida, but to the national 
human rights and justice movement as well. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, it gives me great pride to recognize 
Reverend James S. Young for his lifetime of 
service. My wife Vicki joins me in wishing 
James and his wife Marie all of the best. 


IN HONOR OF WILLIE F. MONDAY 
HON. RICHARD HUDSON 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, Bill Monday of 
Locust, North Carolina, dedicated his life to 
the service of his country. His military career 
and civic service make admirers of all those 
fortunate enough to have known him. 

Bill Monday selflessly volunteered for serv- 
ice in June of 1940 and was sent to Ft. Bragg 
as part of the 4th Field Artillery Battalion in the 
United States Army Air Corps. 

Bill’s long and distinguished career in the 
Corps began with his enlistment and ended 
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with his promotion to Captain after his skill 
and commitment to duty qualified him for Offi- 
cer Candidate School. He went on to qualify 
and earn his wings as a Field Artillery Liaison 
Pilot. 

During his military career, Bill was stationed 
throughout the South Pacific though the bulk 
of the action he saw was in the ferocious cam- 
paign for the Philippines in October of 1944. In 
this campaign Bill’s intrepid flying ability al- 
lowed him to land on small dirt roads and 
school yards in order direct fire, provide recon- 
naissance, and drop supplies to cut off troops. 
All of this was done with nothing more than a 
thin layer of plywood to protect him from the 
rain of anti-aircraft and small arms fire. 

It was here, flying up to ten miles behind 
enemy lines in an unarmed aircraft, that Bill 
earned a Silver Star in December of 1944. 
This was followed up by the Air Medal with 
Oak Leaf Clusters in June and September of 
1945. 

His Silver Star citation reads: “Flying from 
short, hazardous fields, he was not able to 
take an observer with him, but was nonethe- 
less able to make accurate and skilled adjust- 
ments of artillery fire. By his outstanding cour- 
age and willingness to meet military neces- 
sities beyond the call of his normal duties, 
Lieutenant Monday conducted himself in a 
manner worthy of the highest traditions of the 
military service.” 

After the war ended, Bill returned to Fort 
Bragg. After being discharged in August of 
1949 he settled in Locust, NC with his wife, 
Virginia, where he lived a long prosperous life. 

Bill loved flying and said that even during 
wartime there was a peace to flying and that 
he never felt closer to God than when he was 
in the air alone. As he is laid to rest, let us 
hope that he finds that same peace. 

Mr. Speaker, | rise to call his extraordinary 
service and devotion to the United States to 
the attention of my colleagues and other read- 
ers of the RECORD. 


ES 


IN HONOR AND REMEMBRANCE OF 
TED SCHLOSSMAN 


HON. RANDY NEUGEBAUER 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor and remember Ted 
Schlossman, a great husband, father, and 
grandfather. He was an outstanding business- 
man, a volunteer in his community, and a 
friend of mine. Ted passed away unexpectedly 
Sunday, January 20, 2013, while attending a 
conference. | know the contributions he left us 
with will not be forgotten by his family, friends, 
or his community. 

| had the privilege of knowing Ted for more 
than 20 years and his dedication and service 
to the housing industry has truly made a dif- 
ference. Ted was not only a strong advocate 
for the industry, but served in numerous lead- 
ership capacities. When you wanted some- 
thing done, you wanted Ted on your team. It 
is fitting that Ted departed this earth on the 
way to chair a meeting. 

Ted wore many hats in the residential con- 
struction industry throughout his career. He 
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did everything from serving as a supplier of 
doors and windows to building houses in both 
Texas and Virginia. Before he moved to Texas 
in 1983, Ted served as president of both the 
Tidewater Builders Association and the Vir- 
ginia State Home Builders Association in Vir- 
ginia. Ted was also recognized for his service 
to the industry with numerous awards. In 
2011, he was inducted into the Texas Asso- 
ciation of Builders Housing Hall of Honor. 

Ted lived the American Dream that so many 
of us strive for. He enjoyed a loving family and 
a thriving career. Ted has left a legacy that 
many people will enjoy for years to come 
through the homes he built and the lives he 
touched. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in extending 
my sincere thanks to Ted Schlossman, for 
leaving this world a better place than he found 
it. | am truly honored to recognize my friend 
and his accomplishments. He will be missed. 


a 


HONORING THE 4TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF THE LILLY LEDBETTER FAIR 
PAY ACT 


HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the progress we’ve made in 
ensuring equal pay for equal work, and the 4th 
year anniversary of the Lilly Ledbetter Fair 
Pay Act. Lilly Ledbetter performed equal work 
but received less pay than her male col- 
leagues at Goodyear. Despite experiencing 
pay discrimination over the course of her ca- 
reer, Ledbetter was barred by the Supreme 
Court from challenging her discriminatory pay 
because she did not pursue legal action soon 
enough. 

Fortunately, this is no longer the case. On 
January 29, 2009, President Obama signed 
the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act into law. This 
law restored an employee’s right to challenge 
pay discrimination. Women today have the 
right to pursue legal action for pay discrimina- 
tion whenever it occurs. 

Despite this victory, challenges still remain 
for women receiving equal pay for equal work 
as evidenced by the pay gap that still exists. 
Today, women are paid only 77 cents to every 
dollar made by men. And for women of color, 
that number falls even lower. African American 
women receive 68 cents and Hispanic women 
59 cents to every dollar earned by men. This 
pay disparity not only affects women during 
their careers, but follows them into retirement 
as they receive lower pensions and Social Se- 
curity benefits based on receiving lower wages 
than they deserved. 

Although today we take a moment to cele- 
brate the restoration of the right to challenge 
pay discrimination, now more than ever, we 
must strengthen our resolve to ensure equal 
pay for equal work. Eliminating pay discrimina- 
tion not only benefits women—it benefits fami- 
lies. In most American households today, 
women are either the sole breadwinner or es- 
sential co-breadwinner. Those families rely on 
women’s income to meet the daily needs of 
the family—including groceries, rent, and med- 
ical care. As we celebrate the 4th anniversary 
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of this important law, we must commit to pass- 
ing the Paycheck Fairness Act now to take an- 
other major step in ensuring equal pay for 
equal work. 


EES 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF DELEGATE CHRISTINE M. 
JONES 


HON. DONNA F. EDWARDS 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the life and service of Christine M. 
Jones, a resident of Temple Hills in the Fourth 
Congressional District of Maryland. She unex- 
pectedly passed from this life on January 26, 
2013. As her funeral service is this coming Fri- 
day at Bethlehem Baptist Church on Martin 
Luther King Avenue in Southeast Washington, 
DC, | want to remember the legacy Ms. Jones 
leaves behind. 

Ms. Christine Jones’s long and distinguished 
career served the people of Maryland for over 
40 years both as a teacher in Prince George’s 
County and in the Maryland House of Dele- 
gates. Delegate Jones served as a mentor 
and inspiration to countless individuals 
throughout our state. All of Maryland mourns 
the loss of a great woman and unparalleled 
public servant. 

Delegate Jones was born in Navasota, 
Texas, on Christmas Day in 1929. She grad- 
uated from the historically black university, 
Huston—Tillotson University, in Austin, Texas, 
in 1949 with a Bachelor of Arts degree. 

Delegate Jones had a long career as a 
teacher and educator in the Prince George’s 
County Public Schools system and specialized 
in physical education. Just as she lived her 
life, she stressed service to those students 
that were lucky enough to have her as a 
teacher and mentor. 

After a 30 year career as an educator, Ms. 
Jones decided to continue her public service 
on behalf of Prince George’s County by be- 
coming the first African American to represent 
the County in the Maryland General Assembly. 
She represented the 26th Legislative District in 
the House of Delegates from 1982-1994. Del- 
egate Jones rose to the position of vice chair- 
man of the County’s delegation and was the 
first woman to serve as chairperson of the 
Legislative Black Caucus of Maryland. In her 
last year in office in 1994, she worked as the 
Assembly’s assistant majority floor leader. The 
Legislative Black Caucus recognized Delegate 
Jones for her contributions and service to the 
state of Maryland and its residents in 2010. 

After her time in office, Delegate Jones con- 
tinued to be active in her community through 
service in political, educational, and religious 
organizations. With her passing, it is my hope 
that Christine M. Jones has found the peace 
earned from such a wonderful life. Delegate 
Jones made a difference in our community 
with everything she did, and | am grateful for 
her life and service to Prince George’s Coun- 
ty, Maryland, and our country. 

On behalf of this House, | extend our con- 
dolences to her entire family, especially her 
son, Robert E. Jones, Jr., her three grand- 
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children, and three great-grandchildren, and 
the thanks of a grateful nation. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | was not 
present during the rollcall vote No. 5, on Janu- 
ary 3, 2013. | would like the RECORD to reflect 
that | would have voted “yes.” 


a 


OPINION EDITORIAL WRITTEN BY 
MARION P. HAMMER OF FLORIDA 


HON. RICHARD HUDSON 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
call to the attention of my colleagues an opin- 
ion editorial that was written by Marion P. 
Hammer, of Tallahassee, Florida. 

Marion has diligently served as a staunch 
advocate for Second Amendment Rights for 
nearly her entire life. She served as the first 
female President of the National Rifle Associa- 
tion (NRA) from 1995 through 1998, and re- 
mains on the NRA Board of Directors today. 

The opinion editorial explains in very plain 
language, just like our Second Amendment, 
the glaring problems our nation’s one hundred 
million gun owners, sportsmen and women, 
and law abiding citizens have with the mis- 
guided proposals we are hearing from the 
President and his Democratic colleagues. 

“UNIVERSAL BACKGROUND CHECKS’’— 
ABSOLUTELY NOT 
(By Marion P. Hammer) 

Imagine a grandfather who wants to give a 
family shotgun to his 12-year-old grandson 
having to do a background check on his 
grandson before giving him the shotgun. 

Or a friend having to do a background 
check on his lifetime best buddy before lend- 
ing him a hunting rifle. 

Or, if your mother had a prowler at her 
home, having to do a background check on 
your own Mom before you could give her one 
of your guns for protection. 

That’s what “universal background 
checks” do. They turn traditional innocent 
conduct into a criminal offense. They target 
you, law-abiding gun owners. 

Universal background checks are back- 
ground checks on EVERY transfer, sale, pur- 
chase, trade, gift, rental, and loan of a fire- 
arm between any and all individuals. 

All background checks must be conducted 
through a federally licensed dealer. Uni- 
versal background checks have nothing to do 
with gun shows—they are about you. 

It is ALREADY a federal felony to be en- 
gaged in the business of buying and selling 
firearms without having federal firearm 
dealer’s license. 

It is ALREADY a crime for a federally li- 
censed dealer to sell a gun without doing a 
background check—that’s all dealers, every- 
where, including at retail stores, gun shows, 
flea markets or anywhere else. 

Further, it is ALREADY a federal felony 
for any private person to sell, trade, give, 
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lend, rent or transfer a gun to a person you 
know or should have known is not legally al- 
lowed to own, purchase or possess a firearm. 

The penalty for selling a gun to a person 
who is a criminal, mentally ill, mentally in- 
competent, alcohol abuser or drug abuser is 
a 10-year federal felony. That’s now, today, 
with no changes to the law. 

It is even a federal felony to submit false 
information on a background check form for 
the purpose of purchasing a firearm. 

Even so, according to a 2012 report to the 
Department of Justice, more than 72,000 peo- 
ple were turned down on a gun purchase in 
2010 because they didn’t pass the background 
check. Yet, only 44 of those cases were pros- 
ecuted. Why, when criminals are caught in 
the act of lying on the form to illegally pur- 
chase a firearm are they not prosecuted? 

On Thursday, January 10, 2013, in the 
White House meeting of President Obama’s 
Gun Agenda Task Force, Vice President Joe 
Biden answered that question, telling NRA’s 
Director of Federal Affairs, James Baker, 
that the Obama administration didn’t have 
time to prosecute people for lying on the fed- 
eral background check form. 

In an article in The Daily Caller (1/18/2013) 
Biden said, ‘‘And to your point, Mr. Baker, 
regarding the lack of prosecutions on lying 
on Form 4473s, we simply don’t have the 
time or manpower to prosecute everybody 
who lies on a form, that checks a wrong box, 
that answers a question inaccurately.” 

If the Obama Administration currently 
doesn’t have the time or manpower to pros- 
ecute those who lie on background check 
forms, then why do they want more back- 
ground checks, more paperwork and more 
forms? It’s backdoor gun registration. 

Universal background check system legis- 
lation that we have previously seen, allows 
the government to keep a computerized gov- 
ernment registry of gun owners. 

In addition to the absurdity of having to 
do background checks on people you know 
are not criminals, would you like to pay up 
to $100 or more just to give your grandson a 
shotgun or lend a hunting rifle to your best 
friend or give your Mom a gun for protec- 
tion? 

Transfer fees alone could run from $50 up. 
Firearms dealers, like other businesses, 
charge as much as they can get away with. 
Background check fees for a federally man- 
dated program can be any amount they de- 
cide. 

The Obama administration’s gun ban agen- 
da and universal background check system 
are unconstitutional regulatory schemes to 
gut the Second Amendment. These proposals 
which mandate the government collection of 
data on lawful gun buyers and sellers 
amount to universal gun registration and 
gun owner licensing. 

This agenda focuses on peaceable citizens, 
not violent criminals who obtain guns on the 
black-market to carry out unspeakable 
crimes already prohibited under federal and 
state laws. Instead of stopping crime and 
eliminating criminal conduct, they are cre- 
ating more criminals—they are targeting 
you. 

That’s why NRA Members and the nation’s 
100 million firearms owners will stand in sol- 
idarity and fight against these misguided 
and diabolical proposals that have nothing 
whatsoever to do with curbing criminal vio- 
lence but everything to do with stripping us 
of our guaranteed civil rights and our free- 
dom. 

Marion P. Hammer is past President of the 
National Rifle Association and is Executive 
Director of Unified Sportsmen of Florida 
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HONORING DONALD VAUGHN, 
FORMER CHIEF ENGINEER, ALA- 
BAMA DEPARTMENT OF TRANS- 
PORTATION 


HON. JO BONNER 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to 
rise to pay tribute to Mr. Donald W. Vaughn, 
a distinguished civil servant of the State of 
Alabama who will be inducted into the Ala- 
bama Engineering Hall of Fame on February, 
23, 2013. 

A 1971 graduate of Auburn University’s 

School of Engineering, Don Vaughn served 
the Alabama Highway Department for more 
than 40 years before retiring in 2012. His con- 
tributions to the enhancement of Alabama’s 
transportation system over the last four dec- 
ades are reflected in the state’s modern high- 
ways and continued emphasis on traffic safe- 
ty. 
i Don holds a lifelong passion for engineering 
that began even before he earned his degree. 
Indeed, he started work as a survey party 
member for the Alabama Highway Department 
in 1966 at the same he entered college. He 
spent summer breaks and between quarters 
assisting state surveyor crews even as he 
studied at Auburn University. After graduation 
in 1972, Don began full-time work in the Ala- 
bama Highway Department’s Engineering 
Education Training Program as a Graduate 
Civil Engineer. He subsequently rose in the 
ranks, starting as an Interstate Bureau Engi- 
neer, 1973-1976, Assistant Location Engineer, 
1976-1979, Location Engineer, 1980-1983, 
Assistant Chief of Design Bureau, 1983-1987, 
Bureau Chief of Office Engineer Bureau, 
1987-1989, and, in July 1989, he was ap- 
pointed Administrative Engineer to the Trans- 
portation Director. 

Under Governor Fob James, Don was pro- 
moted to Assistant Transportation Director on 
October 1, 1997. He served in that position 
until February 1999 when he was appointed 
Assistant Chief Engineer. Governor Donald 
Siegelman appointed him Assistant Transpor- 
tation Director on July 1, 2001. He was ap- 
pointed to the position of Deputy Director, Op- 
erations in February 2003. On June 1, 2005, 
Don was appointed Chief Engineer by Gov- 
ernor Bob Riley. 

An active leader in Alabama and national 
transportation organizations, Don was Presi- 
dent of the Alabama Section of the American 
Society of Civil Engineers, Chairman of the 
Traffic Safety Committee, Chairman of the US 
Route Numbering Committee, and Chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Safety Management 
of the Standing Committee on Highways of the 
American Association of State and Highway 
Transportation Officials. He also served on the 
Alabama Enterprise Zone Advisory Council, 
the Inland Waterways and Intermodal Infra- 
structure Advisory Board, and the Alabama 
Toll Road, Bridge and Tunnel Authority. 

Don retired at the rank of Commander in the 
U.S. Naval Reserves Civil Engineer Corps and 
was the 2009 Auburn University Outstanding 
Civil Engineer Alumnus. 

On behalf of the people of Alabama, | would 
like to extend personal congratulations to Don 
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on his induction into the Alabama Engineering 
Hall of Fame. His service to improving the 
quality and safety of Alabama’s roads, bridges 
and transportation infrastructure is second to 
none. 

| wish Don and his wife, Becki, and their en- 
tire family the very best in their future endeav- 
ors. 


RECOGNIZING PATRICIA “PATTY” 
BENNETT AS THE 2012 CITIZEN 
OF THE YEAR FOR THE TOWN OF 
NOVATO, CALIFORNIA 


HON. JARED HUFFMAN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise to com- 
memorate Novato resident Patricia (Patty) 
Bennett as the 2012 Citizen of the Year for 
the Town of Novato located in Mann County in 
Northern California. 

Patty’s enduring service to the town is 
marked by her quiet presence and many posi- 
tive outcomes. As a local community activist 
committed to the growth and care of the 
Novato community, Patty has been serving on 
various committees around town for many 
years. Since 2004, Patty Bennett has served 
on the board of the Novato Youth Center 
(NYC), where in addition to her duties as Vice- 
President of the NYC Board and chairperson 
of the Development Committee, she founded 
and co-chairs their biannual fundraising event 
Cruisin’ the Classics. 

Patty’s strong compassion for working par- 
ents motivated her to join NYC board of direc- 
tors in 2004 to help make accessible quality 
childcare for these parents. Among her many 
contributions as a director, Patty played a crit- 
ical role in transitioning the leadership of the 
NYC after the retirement of an Executive Di- 
rector who served 23 years. 

Patty’s dedication to Novato has remained 
constant though the years. She currently 
serves as Treasurer for “Novato 2010—Cele- 
brating 50 years” Birthday Celebration Steer- 
ing Committee and has worked for many 
years on the Coordinating Committee for the 
Paint the Town Red event. She is also an 
Elder at the Presbyterian Church of Novato 
and has served as President of the Parent 
Teacher Association for Pleasant Valley Ele- 
mentary School and on Leadership Councils 
for Novato Unified School District schools in- 
cluding Pleasant Valley Elementary, Sinaloa 
Middle and San Marin High School. 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, it is appro- 
priate that we honor Patty Bennett for her ex- 
ceptional community service and civic engage- 
ment, commend her generosity of spirit and 
extend to her our congratulations for her se- 
lection as the 2012 Citizen of the Year. 


WHERE’S THE BUDGET 
HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Groundhog 
Day has come and gone. 


1019 


The little fella did not see his shadow, and 
once again, Congress saw no budget from the 
White House. 

That’s right, Mr. Speaker, for the fourth time 
in five years this Administration has missed its 
legally required deadline to submit a budget. 

The Budget Act of 1974 says: “On or after 
the first Monday in January but not later than 
the first Monday in February of each year, the 
President shall submit a budget of the United 
States Government for the following fiscal 
year.” 

But once again the White House ignores 
laws it doesn’t like. 

Ironically, the Administration missed the 
legal deadline the same day that the “No 
Budget No Pay” act was signed into law. 

That law freezes pay for Members of Con- 
gress unless we pass our own budget by April 
15. 

Last year, the President's tardy budget 
failed to receive a single vote in either Cham- 
ber. 

So what’s the plan now? 

Show us the budget. 

Your move, Mr. President. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. MICHAEL E. CAPUANO 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, due to con- 
stituent obligations in my district, | was un- 
avoidably detained in Massachusetts on Feb- 
ruary 4, 2012. | was therefore unable to cast 
a vote on rollcall votes 31, and 32. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yea” on rollcall 
31, and “yea” on rollcall 32. 


—— 


HONORING THE LIFE OF R. BRIAN 
KIDNEY 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today with 
my colleagues and former members of the 
California State Legislature Mr. FARR, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Ms. LEE, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. THOMPSON and Mr. WAXx- 
MAN to pay tribute to the life of R. Brian Kid- 
ney, who passed away on December 22, 2012 
at the age of 82. Mr. Kidney was an extraor- 
dinary person, and he will always be remem- 
bered as a man who lived his life with purpose 
and a dedication to public service, with almost 
30 years in the California State Assembly, Of- 
fice of the Chief Clerk. 

Brian Kidney earned a Bachelor's degree in 
Russian History from the University of Michi- 
gan. He went on to further his education at the 
University of San Francisco and earned a 
Master’s degree in Government. Upon com- 
pletion of his Masters degree, Mr. Kidney 
joined the United States Air Force and served 
our nation as a Russian Translator in Libya. 

His impressive and irreplaceable service to 
the State of California began in 1963 in the 
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California State Legislature, where he served 
as an office messenger for Assembly Speaker 
Jesse Unruh. Two years later he became as- 
sistant clerk, and in 1991, Mr. Kidney retired 
after serving 25 years as chief clerk. 

Mr. Kidney was an expert at his profession, 
but he brought more than knowledge and ex- 
pertise to work every day. His understanding 
of the legislative process was an asset to 
each member who served in the California 
State Assembly during his tenure. Mr. Kid- 
ney’s passion for government positively im- 
pacted the State of California in numerous 
ways. 

In 1989, Mr. Kidney created the Assembly 
Chief Clerk Legislative Internship Program. He 
recognized the importance of having young 
minds with innovative ideas in the office, and 
paid interns began to work full-time alongside 
staff to gain the most fruitful experience pos- 
sible. The interns benefit from their involve- 
ment and the office gains a fresh perspective 
from the interns. 

Mr. Kidney did not stop working after retire- 
ment. He served as a parliamentary consultant 
to governments in Hungary, Malawi, Namibia, 
and South Africa, and spent several years as 
a lobbyist for The Gualco Group. 

However, life did not always revolve around 
politics for Mr. Kidney. He never took for 
granted the simplicity of a great meal sur- 
rounded by conversation and laughter with his 
family and friends. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great respect that | 
ask my colleagues in the House of Represent- 
atives to join Mr. FARR, Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. 
LEE, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, 
Mr. THOMPSON and Mr. WAXMAN in paying trib- 
ute to the life and career of R. Brian Kidney. 
He was a shining example of a true public 
servant and proud American. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO STATE SENATOR 
HINTON MITCHEM 


HON. JO BONNER 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay 
tribute to a long-time Alabama political leader 
and businessman who dutifully served the 
Tennessee Valley region for more than 30 
years in Montgomery. Former State Senator 
Hinton Mitchem, of Union Grove, passed away 
on January 22, 2013, after an extended ill- 
ness. 

A Georgia native and a 1961 graduate of 
the University of Georgia, Senator Mitchem 
served in the United States Coast Guard be- 
fore moving west to Alabama in 1962 to pur- 
sue his future. It was not long before he left 
a mark on his community by becoming both a 
successful businessman and a respected pub- 
lic official. 

In 1965, Senator Mitchem founded Hinton 
Mitchem Tractor Co., Inc. in Albertville and 
continued to serve the farming community for 
40 years before selling his business in 2005. 
He first entered politics as a member of the 
Albertville City Council in 1968. In 1974, he 
was elected to the Alabama House of Rep- 
resentatives, representing the 25th District, 
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serving a single four-year term from 1975 
through 1979. He then ran and won election 
for State Senate in 1979. His Senate district 
included Marshall County and parts of Blount, 
Madison, and at one time, DeKalb County. 

In 1986, Senator Mitchem set his gaze to- 
wards higher office, entering the Democrat pri- 
mary for Lieutenant Governor. After coming in 
third in the statewide contest, he returned to 
the Senate a year later easily winning a spe- 
cial election created when a vacancy occurred 
in his former Senate seat. 

A statesman who was respected by politi- 
cians on both sides of the aisle, Senator 
Mitchem was elected President Pro Tempore 
of the Alabama Senate on January 9, 2007. 
He chaired the Finance and Taxation and 
Education Committees and, twice, the General 
Fund Committee. He was selected as one of 
the five Outstanding Senators in 1983 and 
again in 1984. In 1985, he was voted by his 
colleagues “The Outstanding Senator” in Ala- 
bama. When he retired from public office in 
2010, he held the distinction of being the long- 
est-serving member in the Alabama House 
and Senate, having served a total of 36 years. 

Upon his retirement in 2010, Senator 
Mitchem told the Arab Tribune that his single 
most significant legislative accomplishment for 
his constituents was the passage of a bill di- 
recting TVA “payment in lieu of taxes” funds 
to the Alabama counties in which the federal 
utility is located. Prior to the passage of the 
legislation, the Alabama general fund received 
the TVA payments. Senator Mitchem also 
sponsored legislation creating the Alabama 
Housing Finance Authority, and was a staunch 
supporter of Alabama’s two-year college sys- 
tem and Alabama’s State Parks, to name but 
a few of his many contributions. 

Senator Mitchem’s public service was not 
limited to elected office. In 1980, he was ap- 
pointed by then-Republican Governor Fob 
James, Jr. to chair the Alabama Governors 
Commission on Physical Fitness, serving in 
that capacity for 28 years. He also served 18 
consecutive years as Chairman of the Ala- 
bama Special Olympics. 

On behalf of the people of Alabama, | wish 
to extend my personal condolences to his 
wife, Judy; and their four children, Todd, 
Tanya, Dee and Brittnie; their three grand- 
children and their extended family. You are all 
in our thoughts and prayers. 


— EE 


TRIBUTE TO THE MOREHEAD 
STATE UNIVERSITY’S ELECTRIC 
EDGE BAND 


HON. HAROLD ROGERS 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to pay tribute to the talented musi- 
cians of the “Morehead State University and 
Electric Edge” band, which performed at the 
renowned Kentucky Society of Washington 
DC’s Inaugural Bluegrass Ball on Saturday, 
January 19, 2013. Known for its high class en- 
tertainment, fine food, and Kentucky hospi- 
tality, the Bluegrass Ball is our premier inau- 
guration party, made even more memorable 
when Electric Edge takes the stage. 
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Great music is synonymous with the Com- 
monwealth of Kentucky, and so it has been 
my pleasure to welcome these gifted edu- 
cators and musicians to the nation’s Capitol 
City. 

In fact, music has always been an important 
way of life in Kentucky. We enjoy a rich music 
heritage from Appalachia on into the cornfields 
of western Kentucky. In classrooms and on 
stage, these band members are helping keep 
our proud musical traditions alive, while train- 
ing up the next generation of Loretta Lynns 
and Ricky Scaggs. A couple weekends ago, 
their abilities were on display at the Bluegrass 
Ball, indulging us with the melodies of Ken- 
tucky right here in Washington, DC. 

The band includes nationally and inter- 
nationally acclaimed members, some of them 
on the distinguished faculty of Morehead State 
University. They include hit-chart writer and 
singer Tony Pence, Professor Glenn Ginn on 
electric guitar, Professor Gordon Towell on 
Saxophone, Professor Steven Snyder on 
piano, Danny Cecil on bass, vocalist-favorite 
Lisa Ginn, and Paul Deatherage on percus- 
sion. 

It likewise goes without saying that great 
food is synonymous with the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky. So, I’m also very pleased to rec- 
ognize one of our nation’s most celebrated 
chefs, Edward Lee, of Kentucky’s famous 
“610 Magnolia” restaurant, who smartly found 
his way from New York to the Kentucky Derby 
and decided to stay. Chef Lee has a huge fol- 
lowing as an alumnus of the “Iron Chef of 
America” and “Top Chef” television programs. 
One of his favorite foods is fried chicken, and 
he loves animals, especially horses. A true 
Kentucky gentleman, he graciously provided 
an exquisite three-course dinner for the Blue- 
grass Ball. 

| ask the Congress to join me in thanking 
the band and chef for showcasing their ex- 
traordinary talents and participating in the 57th 
Presidential Inauguration festivities. 


TRIBUTE TO MS. MOLLY F. RYAN 


HON. WILLIAM L. OWENS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the service of a friend, constituent, and 
faithful public servant, Ms. Molly F. Ryan of 
Rouses Point, New York, and to congratulate 
her on her new endeavor as Manager of Com- 
munity Outreach at the Champlain Valley Phy- 
sicians Hospital (CVPH). 

Ms. Ryan was one of the first to join my 
staff when | was elected to Congress in 2009, 
and for over three years, loyally served con- 
stituents of New York’s 23rd Congressional 
District. While running my Plattsburgh District 
Office, she successfully assisted hundreds of 
constituents with their casework, and did so 
each and every day with an uplifting smile and 
positive attitude. Although her tenure was 
short, my constituents and the State of New 
York are fortunate to have benefitted from her 
commitment to public service. 

It has been a pleasure to work with Ms. 
Ryan, and | look forward to seeing her in 
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Plattsburgh in the years to come. | ask that 
my colleagues join me in congratulating her on 
her new position and wishing her all the best 
in what is sure to be a long and prosperous 
career. 


Ee 


NONADMITTED AND REINSURANCE 
REFORM ACT (NRRA) 


HON. SCOTT GARRETT 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ad- 
dress an important issue regarding the imple- 
mentation of the Nonadmitted and Reinsur- 
ance Reform Act (NRRA). The NRRA is legis- 
lation that | co-authored and was signed into 
law as part of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Re- 
form and Consumer Protection Act. 

The NRRA was drafted with the specific in- 
tention of addressing burdensome and often 
conflicting regulatory and tax compliance 
issues facing only two industries—the surplus 
lines and reinsurance. This legislation received 
bi-partisan support and was passed by the 
U.S. House of Representatives in multiple 
Congresses. At no point during the bill’s multi- 
year consideration was its application to the 
captive insurance industry ever discussed. 

Unfortunately, several states have indicated 
that they plan to interpret the NRRA to also 
apply to the captive insurance industry. This 
was not the intent of Congress. In drafting this 
legislation, it was never contemplated to have 
the captive industry fall under the NRRA. In 
addition, this legislation has been subject to 
numerous Congressional hearings and has 
been approved by this body on multiple occa- 
sions. At no time was the legislation’s applica- 
tion to the captive industry addressed or sug- 
gested. Furthermore, in the bils summary, the 
intent of this legislation was clearly stated to 
impact only two specific industries—surplus 
lines and reinsurance. 

Inaccurate and inconsistent interpretations 
will cause confusion throughout the captive in- 
surance industry. Should regulators implement 
this faulty interpretation, captive insurance 
companies would be subject to additional tax- 
ation and regulation—the exact opposite intent 
of the underlying legislation. 

As one of the authors of this legislation, | 
am committed to ensuring that this title of 
Dodd-Frank is implemented as Congress in- 
tended, and | look forward to working with my 
colleagues on the Financial Services Com- 
mittee to address this issue if necessary in the 
future. 


—— 


RECOGNIZING DAVID OLIKER’S 
THIRTY YEARS OF SERVICE 


HON. TOM REED 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to cele- 
brate David W. Oliker’s 30 years as President 
and Chief Executive Officer of MVP Health 
Care. Mr. Oliker has been a successful and 
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steadfast advocate for improved health care 
and economic prosperity in my Congressional 
district, but will be retiring during this calendar 
year. 

Through Mr. Oliker’s efforts, MVP Health 
Care has become a leader in the promotion of 
wellness and health education in our commu- 
nities as a vehicle to lower health care costs 
and drive collective well-being. As a non-profit 
organization, MVP Health Care demonstrates 
what a truly successful public-private partner- 
ship looks like. 

Advancing our nation’s educational system 
has also been a priority of Mr. Oliker’s. He has 
served on multiple boards, including the Advi- 
sory Council of Union Graduate College and 
the Albany College of Pharmacy. His hard 
work has ensured that generations to come 
will be well prepared for the future. 

It has been an honor and a privilege to work 
with Mr. Oliker and | wish him the best in his 
retirement. The health care system in the 
Northeast will not be the same without him. 


EEE 


CELEBRATING ROSA PARKS’ 100TH 
BIRTHDAY 


HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to express my deepest appreciation for 
the life, legacy, and actions of Mrs. Rosa 
Parks on what would have been her 100th 
birthday. 

Our society today, is a far cry from the one 
into which Mrs. Parks was born. We are now 
living in a time that is a direct reflection of the 
efforts of the trailblazers who came before us. 

Trailblazers like Rosa Parks, Shirley Chis- 
holm, Frederick Douglas, Martin Luther King, 
Barbara Jordan and Walter Fauntroy whose 
actions transformed history and paved the way 
for a brighter future for all of us. Remembering 
these remarkable trailblazers is just one way 
to demonstrate not only our appreciation for 
their efforts but also to ensure that we con- 
tinue to move forward in society. 

While | believe that our fight is not over and 
that we must continue to address civil rights 
issues; | am still in awe of the progress that 
has been made as the result of decades of 
work, diligence, sweat and tears of our coun- 
try’s civil rights trailblazers. 

One century ago, today, Mrs. Parks was 
born in Tuskegee, Alabama. As many of you 
already know, on December 1, 1955 Mrs. 
Parks refused to give up her seat to a white 
passenger on a Montgomery city bus. 

At that time in our nation’s history as an Af- 
rican American woman in Montgomery, Ala- 
bama Mrs. Parks was actually risking her life 
by sitting in a seat that was denied to her be- 
cause of the color of her skin. Although she 
knew she risked being beaten, insulted, 
bullied, and jailed that did not stop her from 
sitting down in order to stand up against injus- 
tice. 

The arrest of Mrs. Parks led to the NAACP’s 
boycott of the Montgomery, Alabama bus sys- 
tem. The boycott began on the first day of 
Mrs. Parks first court hearing on December 5, 
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1955, and did not end until December 20, 
1956. It marks the first of many large-scale 
demonstrations against segregation. 

For 381 consecutive days, men, women, 
and children stood up against injustice. In lieu 
of taking the bus, in many instances they 
elected to walk for miles to work, school, or for 
errands. Just for a moment envision that 
amount of dedication and commitment it takes 
in the hot days of a Alabama summer to opt 
to walk rather than take the bus for over a 
year. 

Rose Parks by taking a seat was just the 
public spark needed to bring international at- 
tention to the civil rights movement and is in 
no small measure the genesis for the begin- 
ning of desegregation. 

Again, because of the fearless actions of 
women and men, like Rosa Parks, the face of 
leadership in our nations is now more diverse 
than at any other point in our nation’s history. 

This change has been seen here within our 
own walls as well. Members of Congress are 
now a stew pot of races, ethnicities, cultures, 
sexual orientations, religions, and genders. 
This has only allowed us to have a diversity of 
perspective and has enabled us to better ad- 
dress the needs of our constituencies. Today, 
Congress in many ways reflects the America, 
what we represent. 

The actions of Rosa Parks and thousands 
of other proud Americans and their supporters 
fueled the civil rights movement that advanced 
the principles upon which our nation was built. 
As | have stated before, although, we have 
come a long way we still have a long way to 
go. As we honor the life and legacy of Rosa 
Parks. As we reflect upon those who lost their 
lives standing up against injustice. As we cele- 
brate what was almost unimaginable in 1955, 
the second inauguration of our nation’s first 
African American President. We must also 
look again at our democracy and how in a 
time when we are making so many steps for- 
ward there is still an attempt to limit the votes 
of Americans. Given the progress that we 
have made as a result of the civil rights move- 
ment it is still incumbent upon each of us to 
continue to fight for the rights of all Americans. 
Recently, there have been systematic at- 
tempts to limit the rights of Americans to vote. 
Last year we celebrated the 47th anniversary 
of the Voting Rights Act, amid efforts by cer- 
tain states to erode the right of Americans. 

Today, most Americans take the right to 
vote for granted. We assume, as citizens of 
this fine Nation, that we can register to vote if 
we are over 18. Most of us learned in school 
that discrimination based on race, creed or na- 
tional origin has been barred by the Constitu- 
tion since the end of the Civil War. We cele- 
brate moments like today, Rosa Parks birth- 
day, that stands as a reminder of our Nation’s 
honored and sometimes troubled past. Yet, at 
the time Rosa Parks sat down on that bus, the 
right to vote did not exist in practice for most 
African Americans. And, until 1975, most 
American citizens who were not proficient in 
English faced significant obstacles to voting, 
because they could not understand the ballot. 

Even though the Indian Citizenship Act gave 
Native Americans the right to vote in 1924, 
state law determined who could actually vote, 
which effectively excluded many Native Ameri- 
cans from political participation for decades. 
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Asian Americans and Asian immigrants also 
have suffered systematic exclusion from the 
political process and it has taken a series of 
reforms, including repeal of the Chinese Ex- 
clusion Act in 1943, and passage of amend- 
ments strengthening the Voting Rights Act 
three decades later, to fully extend the fran- 
chise to Asian Americans. 


It was with this history in mind that the Vot- 
ing Rights Act of 1965 was designed to make 
the right to vote a reality for all Americans. 
And the Voting Rights Act has made giant 
strides toward that goal. Without exaggeration, 
it has been one of the most effective civil 
rights laws passed by Congress. 


In 1964, there were only approximately 300 
African-Americans in public office, including 
just three in Congress. Few, if any, black 
elected officials were elected anywhere in the 
South. 


The Voting Rights Act has opened the polit- 
ical process for many of the approximately 
6,000 Latino public officials that have been 
elected and appointed nationwide, including 
263 at the State or Federal level, 27 of whom 
serve in Congress. And Native Americans, 
Asians and others who have historically en- 
countered harsh barriers to full political partici- 
pation also have benefited greatly. 


We must not forget the importance of pro- 
tecting this hard-earned right. | believe that the 
courage that Mrs. Parks displayed throughout 
her life helped shaped the United States. | be- 
lieve that the courage she showed that day, 
changed our society. | believe that it is our 
duty to honor the Constitution and to honor 
the civil rights of all those who stand upon our 
shores. Today, as we celebrate the life of 
Rosa Parks, we must continue to push for- 
ward in ensuring that all those who have a 
right to a voice in our society have one. The 
right to vote is the great equalifyer, one per- 
son—one vote. Yet, there are those who are 
attempting to impinge that right by requiring 
the use of Voter ID cards. Now these photo ID 
proposals have a forceful momentum that 
have not seen in years past, as part of broad- 
er legislative movements to limit access to the 
political process for disenfranchised groups at 
a level not seen since post-reconstruction era 
laws that implemented poll taxes and literacy 
tests. In just over the first two months of 2011, 
photo ID proposals were introduced in 32 
states and passed out of one legislative cham- 
ber in twelve states. Lawmakers across the 
Nation have pinpointed photo ID as a top leg- 
islative priority. The Governor of Texas des- 
ignated photo ID as a legislative emergency in 
order to allow it to be procedurally fast-tracked 
through the legislature, photo ID proposals 
were pre-filed before legislative sessions 
began in half a dozen states, and secretaries 
of state in a number of states have listed 
photo ID as a top priority. | was pleased when 
the Department of Justice took action to stop 
that flowed piece of legislation. 


Photo ID proposals have garnered signifi- 
cant momentum in more than a dozen states 
and opponents are having difficulty waging ef- 
fective counterattacks to curb movement on 
these bills. 


The time is now to stand up to protect the 
rights of the disenfranchised, the elderly, the 
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disabled, and college student access to the 
right to vote. Now is the time, to remember the 
courage of those who participated in the bus 
boycott, recall their willingness to walk in the 
hot southern sun for over a year to stand up 
for their belief is justice, liberty and the pursuit 
of happiness. Now is the time to truly honor 
the life of Rosa Parks, who by sitting down, 
stood up for justice. We must continue to 
move forward rather than backwards in this 
country. We must honor our past by standing 
up to protect every one’s right to vote. 

Today | remember Mrs. Parks for her cour- 
age and for everything she has done to ad- 
vance civil rights movement. And to remember 
that although much progress has been made 
there remains much more to accomplish. 


EE 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 3, 
2009, the day | took office, the national debt 
was $10,627,961 ,295,930.67. 

Today, it is $16,480,910,656,603.96. We’ve 
added $5,852,949,360,673.29 to our debt in 4 
years. This is a $5.8 trillion in debt our nation, 
our economy, and our children could have 
avoided with a Balanced Budget Amendment. 
We must stop this unconscionable accumula- 
tion of debt. 


EE 


23RD ANNIVERSARY OF BLACK 
JANUARY 


HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise to commemorate the 23rd 
anniversary of a tragic event in the history of 
the country of Azerbaijan. 

On the night of January 19, 1990, Azer- 
baijan was invaded by thousands of Soviet 
troops. These troops entered Azerbaijan under 
the pretext of restoring public order, but with 
the true aim of ending peaceful demonstra- 
tions for independence. 

Despite resistance to the Soviet troops by 
Azerbaijanis, more than 130 Azerbaijani peo- 
ple were killed and hundreds more were 
wounded or detained indefinitely. This episode 
came to be known as “Black January,” a ter- 
rible event that only sharpened the desire for 
independence among the people of Azer- 
baijan. 

By 1991, popular pressure had restored the 
independence of Azerbaijan. On August 30, 
1991, Azerbaijan's Parliament adopted the 
Declaration on the Restoration of the State 
Independence of the Republic of Azerbaijan, 
and on October 18, 1991, the Constitutional 
Act on the State Independence of the Repub- 
lic of Azerbaijan was approved. The United 
States established diplomatic relations with 
Azerbaijan in 1992. Since then, Azerbaijan 
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has been a steadfast ally to the United States 
and an important strategic partner in the re- 
gion. 

Each year, the people of Azerbaijan remem- 
ber those who lost their lives on Black January 
in 1990 and honor their sacrifice through their 
commitment to the ideals of democracy. 

| urge my colleagues to commit to fostering 
a strong partnership between the United 
States and Azerbaijan so that together, we 
can promote freedom and democracy around 
the world. 


EES 


RECOGNIZING THE 90TH BIRTHDAY 
OF MIRIAM LAWLER 


HON. JARED HUFFMAN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise to com- 
memorate San Rafael, California, resident Mir- 
iam Lawler on the occasion of her 90th birth- 
day on January 30, 2013. 

Miriam Lawler is a native Californian, born 
in Los Angeles on January 30, 1923. She at- 
tended Santa Monica College and moved to 
San Francisco where she worked for the San 
Francisco Chronicle. Miriam went on to obtain 
her bachelor’s degree from Dominican College 
and studied Spanish at the College of Marin. 

During WWII, Miriam met William Lawler 
during his shore leave from his Navy de- 
stroyer. They married and settled in San 
Rafael, California, where she still lives today. 
Miriam has two sons: Martin and William Jr. 

Always active in politics, Miriam worked on 
the presidential campaigns of Adlai Steven- 
son, John F. Kennedy, and Robert Kennedy. 
In Northern California, she also was involved 
in helping launch Clem Millers successful con- 
gressional election. Throughout her life, Mir- 
iam has advocated for social justice and civil 
rights, has assisted children with learning dis- 
abilities, and has volunteered to help children 
learn to read. 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, it is appro- 
priate that we honor Miriam Lawler as she 
turns age 90 for her inspirational and pro- 
longed civic engagement. 


EE 


IMPORTANCE OF FUNDING IN 
MEDICAL RESEARCH FOR 
EPITHELIOID HEMANGIOENDO- 
THELIOMA AND OTHER DIS- 
EASES 


HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWKSY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, today | 
rise to discuss the importance of funding med- 
ical research for epithelioid hemangioendo- 
thelioma and other diseases. Epithelioid 
hemangioendothelioma, known simply as 
EHE, is a rare cancer affecting both men and 
women of all ages, causing disability, pain, 
and often death. The disease causes tumors 
in the endothelium, often affecting numerous 
organs at a time. 
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A study done by the American College of 
Chest Physicians states that EHE most often 
affects the lungs, liver, and bones, or a com- 
bination of these organs. Moreover, the dis- 
ease causes a range of symptoms including 
pain, upper respiratory infections, bone frac- 
tures, weakness, and fatigue. The study also 
cites that while EHE is more common in 
women, men are more likely to die from it. 

Currently, there is no effective treatment for 
EHE. The American College of Chest Physi- 
cians study states that EHE does not respond 
to chemotherapy and radiation as well as 
other cancers, causing many sufferers of the 
disease to resort to surgeries and organ trans- 
plants to try to relieve EHE’s painful symp- 
toms. 

My constituent, Isaac Weinberg, is currently 
suffering from EHE. Because there is no cure 
for the disease, Isaac must have a liver trans- 
plant to alleviate some of the pain caused by 
it. Cutting medical research funding and lim- 
iting access to affordable healthcare would 
only hurt Isaac and other people suffering 
from EHE, as well as those suffering from 
other diseases. 

However, providing funding for medical re- 
search would not only help those with EHE, 
but people with other diseases, as well. EHE 
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is a sarcoma, a type of cancer that is very 
common. Therefore, research for EHE would 
be beneficial in finding effective treatments 
and cures for many different cancers and dis- 
eases, potentially helping thousands of peo- 
ple. 

| want to thank my constituent and Isaac’s 
father, Dr. Guy Weinberg, for establishing the 
Center for Research and Analysis of Vascular 
Tumors. CRAVAT provides desperately-need- 
ed research money dedicated to learning more 
about EHE. However, we cannot rely on pri- 
vate efforts alone. Federal funding is nec- 
essary if we are to make significant advances 
in discovering ways to treat, cure, and elimi- 
nate EHE and other diseases. 


Mr. Speaker, | rise to bring awareness to 
this important cause. Cutting medical research 
funding will hurt thousands of Americans suf- 
fering from diseases both rare and common, 
and we cannot allow that to happen. Instead, 
we must provide the crucial funding needed to 
research EHE and other diseases, allowing us 
to find cures, save lives, and help families like 
the Weinbergs. 


1023 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. MICHAEL K. SIMPSON 


OF IDAHO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 6, 2013 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
32 on Motion to Suspend the Rules and pass 
H.R. 297, the Children’s Hospital GME Sup- 
port Reauthorization Act of 2011. | was unable 
to vote. 

Had | been present, | would have voted 
yea.” 


6 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ROSA L. DeLAURO 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, February 6, 2013 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained and so | missed rollcall vote No. 
33 On Ordering the Previous Question (H. 


Res. 48). Had | been present, | would have 
voted “no”. 
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February 7, 2013 


SENATE—Thursday, February 7, 2013 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal spirit, the fountain of life 
and truth, You make our plans suc- 
ceed. Today, shine the light of Your 
presence upon our lawmakers, pro- 
viding them with the wisdom You have 
promised to all who request it. May 
they primarily focus on pleasing You 
rather than on political consequences, 
trusting You to guide them during 
these challenging days. May what they 
declare with their lips be proven with 
their deeds. Lord, teach our lawmakers 
to love You as You have loved them. 

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable PATRICK J. LEAHY led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


ee 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 


ee 


SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
leader remarks, the Senate will resume 
consideration of the Violence Against 
Women Act. The time until noon will 
be divided and controlled equally be- 
tween the two leaders or their des- 
ignees. At noon, Senator-designee 
CowAN of Massachusetts will be sworn 
in to be a Member of the Senate. 

We expect to complete action on the 
Violence Against Women Act. We hope 
to be able to do that today. If we can- 
not, we will do it tomorrow. 


Ee 


MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 209 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am told S. 
209 is at the desk and due for a sec- 
onding reading; is that correct? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senator is correct. 

The clerk will read the bill by title 
for the second time. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 209) to require a full audit of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 


System and the Federal Reserve Bank by the 
Comptroller General of the United States, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I would ob- 
ject to any further proceedings with re- 
spect to this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objec- 
tion is heard. The bill will be placed on 
the calendar. 


EE 
VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am opti- 
mistic that today the Senate will com- 
plete work on an important bipartisan 
measure that has been directed by the 
President pro tempore of the Senate; 
that is, the reauthorization of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act. 

But Senate passage means little if 
our counterparts in the House fail to 
act on this crucial legislation. They 
failed once before. Let’s hope this year 
they will get it past the finish line. 

The Republican-controlled House, I 
repeat, failed to act last year, and the 
women of America do not want them to 
fail again. I was reassured to hear 
House Majority Leader CANTOR say 
yesterday that he ‘‘cares very deeply 
about women.” He went on to say the 
House would act to reauthorize the Vi- 
olence Against Women Act. 

But Americans heard the some prom- 
ise last year. Despite overwhelming 
evidence that this legislation saves 
lives, House Republican leaders used 
procedural gimmicks and stalling tac- 
tics to block its reauthorization. I 
would remind Leader CANTOR and his 
Republican colleagues of the serious- 
ness of the delay. 

Every minute House Republicans 
wait to act, another 24 Americans will 
become victims of domestic violence. 
Every day House Republicans stall, an- 
other three women will die at the 
hands of their abusers. Every year 
House Republicans put off action in 
order to please extremists within their 
own party, during that period of time 
more than 200,000 women will be sexu- 
ally assaulted, more than 2 million will 
be stalked, and more than 1.3 million 
women will be abused by their part- 
ners. 

It has been almost 300 days since the 
Senate passed a bipartisan bill to help 
law enforcement officials protect 
women and their families across this 
country. But despite strong bipartisan 
support in the Senate, Republicans in 
the House refused to join the efforts to 
end domestic abuse. 

Those partisan delays put women’s 
lives at risk. Thousands have written 
letters and e-mailed and called to sup- 
port this legislation. One Nevada 


woman shared her story of how her 
partner held a gun to her head and 
threatened to pull the trigger. She es- 
caped with her life, but many women 
are not so fortunate. Every year more 
than 1,000 women are killed by domes- 
tic abusers. Since the Violence Against 
Women Act expired, more than 16 mil- 
lion women have been victimized. 

The law is effective. In the two dec- 
ades since it was enacted, the law has 
helped millions of women escape their 
attackers and seek justice. There is ob- 
viously much more work to do. I say to 
my friend Leader CANTOR: It is time for 
the Republican leaders to stop talking 
about how much they care about 
women and start acting to protect 
women. More than one-third of the 
women in this country have been the 
victim of violent sexual assault or 
stalking. Congress must do everything 
in its power to help law enforcement 
officials prevent these terrible crimes 
and prosecute the perpetrators. Reau- 
thorizing this legislation would help 
law enforcement improve strategies to 
prosecute crimes against women. It 
would provide legal assistance to the 
victims of violence and funding for 
shelters to allow women to escape their 
abusers. It would safeguard youth who 
are experiencing dating violence and 
stalking. 

Until we fully reauthorize this law, 
authorities will not have all the tools 
they need to fight domestic violence. 
Today—we hope it does not go over 
until tomorrow—we do not need an- 
other day’s delay. For the second time 
in 2 years to protect American women 
and their children, we hope to take bi- 
partisan action. I hope the House will 
act quickly to follow suit, as they did 
not do last year. I trust Leader CAN- 
TOR’s words that this legislation is a 
priority. I will not be the only one 
holding him to his promise he made 
yesterday, to swiftly reauthorize the 
Violence Against Women Act. In fact, 
there will be 160 million American 
women who are watching and waiting 
to see if he turns his words into action. 


EE 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHATZ). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


EE 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2013 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of S. 47, which the 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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A bill (S. 47) to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, first, I 
wish to applaud the distinguished lead- 
er Senator REID for his statement. He 
has helped us over and over again to 
get this bill to the floor. The reason it 
is here is because of the action of the 
distinguished majority leader in get- 
ting it up here. I was pleased to hear 
his comments about hopefully finishing 
this today or tomorrow. Anyway, it 
should be done soon. This is a land- 
mark law. 

The Senate has before it a bill to re- 
authorize the Violence Against Women 
Act, a landmark law we enacted that 
has made a difference in women’s lives. 
By providing new tools and resources 
to communities all around the country, 
we have helped bring the crimes of rape 
and domestic violence out of the shad- 
ows. The Federal Government stood 
with the women of this country and 
sent the message that we would no 
longer tolerate their treatment as sec- 
ond-class citizens. Our bill renews and 
reinforces that commitment. 

Ending violence against women is 
not an easy problem to solve but there 
is a simple and significant step we can 
take, right now and without delay. I, 
again, thank Majority Leader REID for 
making this unfinished business from 
the last Congress a priority for the 
Senate early this year. 

Senator CRAPO and I have worked 
hard to make this bill bipartisan and I 
am proud that it has more than 60 Sen- 
ate cosponsors. It also has the support 
of more than 1,300 local, State and Na- 
tional organizations from around the 
country that work with victims every 
day and know just how critical this law 
has been. I included their most recent 
letter of support with my remarks on 
Monday. I, again, thank them for their 
tireless efforts. 

On Monday the Senate voted to pro- 
ceed to consideration of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act. I 
was disappointed to see that 13 Repub- 
lican Senators did not vote to proceed 
to the bill. I do not know why. They 
did not say. 

I worry that there are Senators who 
do not appreciate the role of the Fed- 
eral Government in helping improve 
the lives of Americans. That is what 
the Violence Against Women Act is in- 
tended to do and it is what this law has 
successfully accomplished for nearly 20 
years. This is an example of how the 
Federal Government can help solve 
problems in cooperation with State and 
local communities. The fact is, women 
are safer today because of this law and 
there is no excuse not to improve upon 
it and reauthorize it without delay. 

We are working to protect victims— 
all victims—of domestic and sexual vi- 
olence. I hope that those who pre- 
viously opposed our efforts to improve 
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the Violence Against Women Act will 
join with us and help the Senate send 
our strong bill to the House of Rep- 
resentatives so that we can get it en- 
acted. Let us not undercut the provi- 
sions to help protect Indian women 
from the serious problems they face. 

If anyone needs a reminder of how 
important government help can be, 
just think about the way that Federal 
and local law enforcement worked to- 
gether earlier this week to rescue 
Ethan, a 5-year-old kidnapped boy, 
from an underground bunker in Ala- 
bama, where he had been held hostage 
for almost a week. Ask the family and 
local law enforcement if they appre- 
ciated the help of the FBI, the Defense 
Department and so many who contrib- 
uted to the safe return of that innocent 
victim. 

I spent years in local law enforce- 
ment and have great respect for the 
men and women who protect us every 
day. When I hear Senators say that we 
should not provide Federal assistance, 
we should not help officers get the pro- 
tection they need with bulletproof 
vests, or that we should not help the 
families of fallen public safety officers, 
I strongly disagree. In our Federal sys- 
tem, we can help and when we can, we 
should help. And that is exactly the op- 
portunity that is before us today. We 
have the power to help improve the 
lives of millions of people in this coun- 
try by renewing and expanding our 
commitment to end domestic and sex- 
ual violence. A recent study from the 
Centers for Disease Control, CDC, 
found that more than 24 people per 
minute are the victims of rape, domes- 
tic violence and stalking in this coun- 
try. We can take action to change that 
and we must. 

I am proud that our bill seeks to sup- 
port all victims, regardless of their im- 
migration status, their sexual orienta- 
tion or their membership in an Indian 
tribe. As I have said countless times on 
the floor of this chamber, ‘‘a victim is 
a victim is a victim.” 

I appreciate the administration’s 
support for this legislation and our 
goal in reaching all victims. In par- 
ticular, I note the support of the ad- 
ministration in its Statement of Ad- 
ministration Policy for our bipartisan 
proposal, first developed by the Senate 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to “bring 
justice to Native American victims.” 
Three out of five Native women have 
been assaulted by their spouses or inti- 
mate partners. We can no longer idly 
stand by while this epidemic of abuse 
continues. 

The language in the bill is that which 
the Senate adopted last April. The best 
legal views of which I am aware believe 
these provisions are both constructive 
and constitutional. We are building on 
the Tribal Law and Order Act and rec- 
ognizing tribal authorities with respect 
to domestic violence in Indian country. 
No one should be able to get away with 
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domestic violence and rape, not in any 
community, and not because the vic- 
tim is a Native American victim in In- 
dian country. I ask unanimous consent 
that a copy of the Statement of Admin- 
istration Policy expressing the admin- 
istration’s strong support for this pro- 
vision and the bill as a whole, be made 
part of the RECORD at the end of my 
statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 1). 

Mr. LEAHY. The bottom line is this: 
While we have made great strides in re- 
ducing domestic and sexual violence, 
there is more to be done and it is in- 
cumbent upon us to act now. The Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act has been carefully considered and 
debated for more than 2 years. It is 
time we vote and send this bill to the 
House of Representatives so that it can 
be enacted. Let us not undermine the 
provisions to help protect Indian 
women and other particularly vulner- 
able victims from the serious problems 
they face. 

I hope the Senate will come together 
to reauthorize this needed legislation 
in a bipartisan manner that represents 
the finest traditions of the Senate. Do- 
mestic and sexual violence knows no 
political party. Its victims are Repub- 
lican and Democrat, rich and poor, 
young and old, gay and straight, male 
and female. Let us come together 
now—today—to pass this strong reau- 
thorization of the Violence Against 
Women Act. Let us show the American 
people what we can accomplish when 
we work together. 

I yield the floor. 

EXHIBIT 1 
STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY 
S. 47—VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2013 
(Sen. Leahy, D-VT, and 59 cosponsors, Feb. 4, 
2013) 

The Administration strongly supports Sen- 
ate passage of S. 47 to reauthorize the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act (VAWA), a land- 
mark piece of bipartisan legislation that 
first passed the Congress in 1994 and has 
twice been reauthorized. VAWA transformed 
the Nation’s response to violence against 
women and brought critically needed re- 
sources to States and local communities to 
address these crimes. 

The Administration is pleased that S. 47 
continues that bipartisan progress and tar- 
gets resources to address today’s most press- 
ing issues. Sexual assault remains one of the 
most underreported violent crimes in the 
country. The bill provides funding through 
State grants to improve the criminal justice 
response to sexual assault and to better con- 
nect victims with services. Further, the bill 
seeks to reduce domestic violence homicides 
and address the high rates of violence experi- 
enced by teens and young adults. Reaching 
young people through early intervention can 
break the cycle of violence. 

The Administration strongly supports 
measures in S. 47 that will bring justice to 
Native American victims. Rates of domestic 
violence against Native American women are 
now among the highest in the United States. 
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The bill builds on the Tribal Law and Order 
Act—which President Obama signed on July 
29, 2010—to improve the effectiveness and ef- 
ficiency of tribal justice systems and also 
recognize tribal authorities with respect to 
domestic violence in Indian country. The Ad- 
ministration is pleased that S. 47 recognizes 
the need to provide protection and services 
to all victims of abuse and includes proposals 
to strengthen existing policies that were 
supported by both Democrats and Repub- 
licans last year. 
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
am going to proceed on my leader time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re- 
publican leader is recognized. 

FINDING ECONOMIC SOLUTIONS 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, a 
report this week from Harvard’s Insti- 
tute of Politics reveals just how dev- 
astating the President’s policies have 
been for Americans under 30. Despite 
the fact that most millennials have at- 
tended college, only about 60 percent of 
them have been able to find a job, and 
half of them are only working part 
time. 

For many young Americans, this sug- 
gests the American dream is already 
drifting out of reach. It should not be 
this way. 

Previous generations of Americans 
faced great challenges, but until now 
younger Americans could always ex- 
pect they would eventually achieve 
greater prosperity than their parents, 
and that their children would do even 
better. Now the opposite appears to be 
the case. This should be shocking to all 
of us, especially considering that this 
generation of young people came into 
its own in an era of relative peace and 
prosperity. For many of us, just going 
to college was a pretty big deal. For to- 
day’s younger generation, it was the 
obvious next step. 

Many of us watched our parents save 
diligently for the simplest of luxuries. 
A lot of today’s young people couldn’t 
relate to those stories until now. They 
grew up in an age of dot-com booms 
and easy credit. 

As college degrees no longer trans- 
late into fulfilling careers and as the 
Obama economy continues its year- 
long stagnation, much has changed for 
a generation that once seemed to have 
everything going for it. Recent figures 
from the Congressional Budget Office 
help tell the story. According to CBO, 
in 2014 the United States will see a 
sixth consecutive year of 7.5 percent- 
plus unemployment. The last time the 
United States jobs picture was that 
bad, Americans were still huddling 
around the family radio. 

For 2 years, the President has been 
saying that raising taxes on the rich 
would solve our problems. Yet CBO 
notes that while taxes are set to jump 
above their historic level, the added 
revenues from taxes that rose due to 
operation of law last month will mean 
almost nothing when it comes to deal- 
ing with America’s long-term fiscal 
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challenges. This is because CBO has 
also warned that spending, which al- 
ready exceeds the historic average, will 
continue its unsustainable climb in the 
years ahead. 

In fact, over the next decade, red ink 
will spike by trillions to levels unseen 
in peacetime America. If interest rates 
go up, aS most expect, it will be even 
harder for young Americans to pur- 
chase a home. The CBO warns that if 
interest payments on our debt sky- 
rocket, it will be even more difficult to 
guarantee the eventual availability of 
Social Security and Medicare for to- 
day’s graduates. If wages fall as a re- 
sult of the smaller economy that comes 
from the government’s increased debt 
payments, then we can be quite certain 
that today’s generation will know less 
prosperity than their parents do. 

These are some of the negative con- 
sequences of failing to get spending 
under control. Things are set to get 
much worse unless we act quickly. 

Has the White House reached out to 
Republicans to solve these pressing 
economic and fiscal challenges? I wish. 
Instead, it has turned once again to 
gimmicks and tax hikes that only 
serve to delay solutions. Earlier this 
week the President even proposed more 
tax hikes to offset a sequester that he 
himself proposed and he already signed 
into law. If he agrees with us there is a 
smarter way to make these cuts, he 
should propose it, not just call on oth- 
ers to act. 

I will tell you this right now: My 
constituents in Kentucky and the 
American people will not accept an- 
other tax increase to put off a spending 
cut that the two parties have already 
agreed to. We have already agreed to 
cut this much spending. It is the defini- 
tion of dysfunction that it might not 
happen. 

This morning I am again calling on 
the President and his congressional al- 
lies to put politics aside at least for 
once. The election is over. The time to 
govern is right now, to make divided 
government work for the American 
people who chose it. We owe Americans 
action, not rhetoric. We owe it to the 
millions of college graduates out of 
work. We owe it to the strivers who 
find themselves still living in their 
parents’ basement. They are all count- 
ing on us to enact real bipartisan solu- 
tions, solutions that can get our econ- 
omy moving again today and can en- 
sure greater prosperity tomorrow. 

Is Washington up to the task? Repub- 
licans are, and we are still here ready 
to work for the President as soon as he 
is prepared to get down to business. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For the 
information of the Senate, the time 
until 12 noon will be equally divided 
and controlled between the two leaders 
and their designees. 

The Senator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor today to speak about the 


February 7, 2013 


legislation we are about to discuss 
here, the Violence Against Women Act. 

Before I do, I want to respond to a 
comment I heard by the Republican 
leader on the floor right now talking 
about the impact of sequestration, 
which is to go into effect March 1 un- 
less Congress acts to replace it with 
something that is more balanced. Se- 
questration was never written into law 
to go into effect. Sequestration was put 
into law in order for us, Congress, to 
come together in a bipartisan way to 
find a balanced solution. That is still 
the case. I feel very strongly that if 
Members of Congress, Republicans and 
Democrats, can come together with a 
balanced package that takes into ac- 
count sequestration causing severe im- 
pact to our national defense, to our 
nondefense programs such as Head 
Start and education at a time when our 
economy is very fragile—the impact of 
the job cuts on that would be very se- 
vere. Democrats believe, just as we did 
throughout this process, if we put for- 
ward a balanced replacement that in- 
cludes revenue, making sure that those 
wealthy Americans who have done very 
well and have not had to sacrifice are 
part of a replacement package that we 
can move through this Congress, this 
will ensure, as we put forward a bal- 
anced budget approach for the future 
and work for a long-term deficit sta- 
bilization process, we can get past this 
hurdle. 

There is no reason we need to man- 
age crisis by crisis if we can come to- 
gether on a balanced approach that 
does include revenue. This is what 
Americans expect—everybody partici- 
pates in making sure that our economy 
gets back on track, we don’t just pro- 
tect the wealthiest, but we ask them to 
do their part. 

I look forward to working with any- 
body in this body to do this so we don’t 
face the impacts of sequestration that 
would happen if we don’t have that bal- 
anced plan. 

Speaking about the Violence Against 
Women Act, which is the order of busi- 
ness today, I come to the floor this 
morning to continue the efforts that 
we did start here 9 months ago, efforts 
that were, in fact, overwhelmingly bi- 
partisan—68 Senators—to finally renew 
our national commitment to ending do- 
mestic violence and reauthorize the Vi- 
olence Against Women Act. It is a bill 
that has successfully helped provide 
life-saving assistance to hundreds of 
thousands of women and families, and 
it is a bill that consistently extends 
protections to new communities of vul- 
nerable Americans each and every time 
it has been authorized. 

I wish to thank Senator LEAHY and 
Senator CRAPO for making the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act a priority for 
reintroduction in the 113th Congress, 
because there is no reason this critical 
bill, which has such broad support, 
should be put on the back burner and 
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delayed further while there are mil- 
lions of Americans across our country 
who are excluded from the current law. 
In fact, for Native, immigrant women, 
and LGBT individuals, every moment 
our inclusive legislation to reauthorize 
VAWA is delayed is another moment 
they are left without the resources and 
protection they deserve. 

For women on tribal lands, the chal- 
lenges are particularly immense. Often 
in our very rural areas, on tribal lands, 
these women live hours and hours away 
from the nearest Federal prosecutors. 

For nontribal members on these 
lands who perpetrate these violent 
crimes against the women who are liv- 
ing there, it equates to nothing short 
of a safe haven for them. It is a place 
where they are free from tribal juris- 
diction and repeatedly commit horrific 
acts without being afraid of being 
brought to justice. 

This is an injustice that Deborah 
Parker, the vice chairwoman of the 
Tulalip tribes in my home State, spoke 
to just outside this Chamber last year 
in an effort to get House Republicans 
to listen. Through her tears she told a 
deeply personal story about how not 
only was she abused as a young girl, 
but how she then watched family mem- 
bers and friends suffer similar fates. 
She spoke about how time and again 
the abusers went unprosecuted, only to 
repeat the crime over and over. She 
called herself ‘‘a Native American sta- 
tistic.’? Even more sadly, she was right. 

In fact, the numbers are staggering. 
One in three Native women will be 
raped in her lifetime. One in three. Two 
in five of them are victims of domestic 
violence, and they are killed at 10 
times the rate of the national average. 
These shocking statistics aren’t iso- 
lated to one group of women, as 25 to 35 
percent of women in the LGBT commu- 
nity experience domestic violence in 
relationships. Three in four abused im- 
migrant women never entered the proc- 
ess to obtain legal status, even though 
they were eligible, because their abuser 
husbands never filed the paperwork. 

It does not need to be this way. I was 
very proud to be here serving the Sen- 
ate back in 1994 when we first passed 
the Violence Against Women Act. 
Since we took that historic step, 
VAWA has been a great success in co- 
ordinating victims’ advocates, social 
service providers, and law enforcement 
officials to meet the immediate chal- 
lenges of combating domestic violence. 
Along with bipartisan support, this has 
received praise from law enforcement 
officers, prosecutors, judges, victim 
service providers, faith leaders, health 
care professionals, advocates, and sur- 
vivors. 

VAWA has attained such broad sup- 
port because it worked. It provides 
shelter and justice to battered women 
who need both, and it is the corner- 
stone of our efforts to combat domestic 
violence. We can’t pick winners and 
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losers on who gets these critical pro- 
tections, and we cannot afford any fur- 
ther delay, not on this bill. 

Just like the last Congress, we all 
know what it would take to move this 
bill forward—leadership from Speaker 
BOEHNER and Leader CANTOR. The fate 
of the Violence Against Women Act 
lies squarely on their shoulders. To 
date they have refused to listen to 
countless law enforcement and wom- 
en’s groups, aS well as moderate voices 
in their own party who have called on 
them to pass the Senate’s bipartisan 
and inclusive bill. 

In this new Congress, on this newly 
introduced bipartisan bill, the House 
Republican leadership faces the same 
choice and a second chance. They can 
either appease those on the far right of 
their caucus, who would turn battered 
women away from care, or they can 
stand with Democrats, moderate Re- 
publicans, and the many millions of 
Americans who believe that who a per- 
son loves, where they live, or their im- 
migration status, should not determine 
whether they are protected from vio- 
lence in this country. 

In fact, in a recent editorial the Se- 
attle Times echoed this same senti- 
ment: 

House Republican leaders refused to bring 
the original Senate bill forward for a vote. 
They must not squander a second chance to 
save lives. 

I couldn’t agree more. Too many 
women have been left vulnerable while 
House Republican leaders have played 
politics. It is time for moderate Repub- 
lican voices in the House to call upon 
them to pass this bipartisan Senate bill 
immediately, because women’s lives 
across the country literally depend on 
it. 

The Senator from Vermont, Mr. 
LEAHY, has led the charge on this bill. 
I wish to thank him publicly, as he is 
on the floor right now, for his work, for 
the first bill he has put forward for this 
body to consider. It is time to move on 
it, and I want him to know how much 
I truly appreciate all of his efforts in 
getting this done. This is for all women 
in this country, for Native American 
women, whom I have talked about, in 
particular, who have suffered at the 
hands of their abusers for so long, and 
for all of our women in this country, 
whoever they are, wherever they come 
from, to know that this Senate in a bi- 
partisan way stands behind them. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator for her words. The Senator 
from Washington State has been a con- 
sistent and clear supporter of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act. I especially 
applaud what she said: It should apply 
to all victims. I have said so many 
times on this floor, and I sometimes 
wonder if people hear, but certainly in 
my experience in law enforcement the 
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police never asked and said, well, we 

can’t help this victim unless they fall 

into a particular category. They said a 

victim is a victim is a victim, and a 

crime is a crime is a crime. 

We didn’t have the Violence Against 
Women Act when I and my colleagues 
around the country were in law en- 
forcement. I cannot help but think of 
all the deaths that would have been 
prevented had we had something like 
this, all the violence that would have 
been prevented if there had been orga- 
nizations like some of the actual ones 
we have in Vermont and other States 
supported by the Violence Against 
Women Act that have prevented vio- 
lence. 

I cannot imagine any Member of this 
body would oppose this law if it af- 
fected them or their families. We, as 
Americans, are all family, so it affects 
every one of us. 

I again thank the Senator from 
Washington State for her comments. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the letters from ad- 
vocates and faith-based organizations 
in support of S. 47, the Violence 
Against Women Act, be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

NATIONAL ALLIANCE TO 
END SEXUAL VIOLENCE, 
Washington, DC, January 28, 2013. 

Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 

Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, U.S. 
Senate, Russell Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

Hon. MICHAEL CRAPO, 

U.S. Senate, Dirksen Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY AND SENATOR 
CRAPO: On behalf of 56 state and territorial 
sexual assault coalitions and 1800 rape crisis 
centers, I want to express our sincere grati- 
tude for the introduction of S. 47. The Vio- 
lence Against Women Act (VAWA) with the 
SAFER Act included represents the essential 
and comprehensive legislative package that 
is necessary to advance this nation’s re- 
sponse to the crime of rape and protect and 
support victims. S. 47 includes critical en- 
hancements to address sexual assault includ- 
ing criminal justice improvements, housing 
protections, vital direct service and preven- 
tion programs, and SAFER’s policies to ad- 
dress the rape kit backlog. 

We are urging all Senators to stand with 
sexual assault survivors and support the 
swift passage of this far-reaching legislation. 

Sincerely, 
MONIKA JOHNSON HOSTLER, 
Board President. 
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FEBRUARY 4, 2013. 
Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 


Dirksen Senate Office Building, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

Hon. MICHAEL CRAPO, 

Dirksen Senate Office Building, U.S. Senate, 


Washington, DC. 


DEAR SENATOR LEAHY AND SENATOR CRAPO: 
We, the undersigned sentencing and criminal 
justice reform organizations, are writing to 
express our opposition to the inclusion of 
any mandatory minimum sentencing provi- 
sions in S. 47, the Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act of 2013 (VAWA). 


We acknowledge that reducing the level of 
sexual, domestic, and dating violence and 
stalking directed at victims of violence is a 
worthwhile objective and an issue of na- 
tional concern. We recognize and appreciate 
that many of the proposals contained in S. 47 
enjoy broad bipartisan support, as well as 
the support of the American public. In its 
current form, S. 47 does not include any 
mandatory minimum sentences. We think it 
should remain that way through passage. 


We do not believe that including manda- 
tory minimum sentencing provisions for the 
domestic violence, sexual assault, and stalk- 
ing offenses in S. 47 would be necessary, ap- 
propriate, or cost-effective. In fact, such pro- 
visions could be counterproductive in com- 
batting violence. According to the National 
Task Force to End Sexual and Domestic Vio- 
lence Against Women, the threat of a 
lengthy, mandatory prison sentence for an 
intimate partner abuser could deter a victim 
from reporting a crime. Because the victim 
and offender are often related or in an inti- 
mate relationship, many of the crimes in- 
cluded in VAWA will involve complex facts 
and unique circumstances. Such complicated 
crimes demand that courts have flexibility 
to ensure that the sentence fits the crime 
and the offender, protects victims, and best 
meets the needs of the family or couple im- 
pacted. 


Finally, more mandatory minimum sen- 
tences would only increase the burdens on 
and high costs of our already overcrowded 
federal prison system. A recent Congres- 
sional Research Service report shows that 
mandatory minimums are the primary driver 
of high prison populations and increasing 
prison costs. Mandatory minimum sentences 
are unfair, ineffective, and result in extraor- 
dinary costs to American taxpayers. 


Accordingly, as the Senate considers S. 47, 
we strongly urge you to oppose the adoption 
of any mandatory minimums. Thank you for 
your leadership on this important issue and 
for considering our views. Please do not hesi- 
tate to contact any of us if you should have 
any questions. 

Sincerely, 

American Civil Liberties Union, Church 
of Scientology National Affairs Office, 
Drug Policy Alliance, Families Against 
Mandatory Minimums, Human Rights 
Watch, Justice Fellowship, Lawyers’ 
Committee for Civil Rights Under Law, 
National Association of Criminal De- 
fense Lawyers, National Legal Aid & 
Defender Association, The Sentencing 
Project, United Methodist Church, 
General Board of Church and Society. 
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LUTHERAN IMMIGRATION 
AND REFUGEE SERVICE, 
Baltimore, MD, February 1, 2013. 
Hon. PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
U.S. Senate, Russell Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. MIKE CRAPO, 
U.S. Senate, Dirksen Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR LEAHY AND SENATOR CRAPO: 
On behalf of Lutheran Immigration and Ref- 
ugee Service (LIRS), the national organiza- 
tion established by Lutheran churches in the 
United States to welcome immigrants and 
refugees, thank you for reintroducing the bi- 
partisan Violence Against Women Reauthor- 
ization Act (VAWA) (S. 47). 

As you are aware, there are many cases in 
which immigration status is used as a tool 
for abuse, leading victims to remain in abu- 
sive relationships and contributing to the 
underreporting of serious crimes to local en- 
forcement officials. The creation of the U 
visa in 2000 by Congress to encourage mi- 
grant victims to report criminal offenses to 
officials has been extremely helpful in ad- 
vancing community safety. The need for U 
visas is significant. In 2012, U.S. Citizenship 
and Immigration Services ran out of avail- 
able U visas over a month prior to the end of 
the fiscal year. Therefore, the lack of a vital 
increase in the number of available U visas 
in S. 47 is extremely disappointing. However, 
I am encouraged by your commitment to in- 
crease the cap on U visas as part of immigra- 
tion reform legislation. 

While I applaud efforts to swiftly move 
VAWA through both chambers of Congress, I 
caution against any use of VAWA as a means 
to expand immigration enforcement provi- 
sions of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act. These changes would be detrimental to 
the central purpose of VAWA—to address the 
critical issues of domestic violence, sexual 
assault, dating violence, and human traf- 
ficking—and should remain outside of the 
VAWA debate. 

LIRS commends your leadership in advanc- 
ing this bill and we are excited to continue 
to work with you to ensure the inclusion of 
provisions to protect vulnerable migrant vic- 
tims in upcoming legislation. Please contact 
Brittney Nystrom, LIRS Director for Advo- 
cacy with any questions. 

Yours in faith, 
LINDA J. HARTKE, 
President and CEO, 
Lutheran Immigration and Refugee Service. 
OFFICE OF PUBLIC WITNESS, PRES- 
BYTERIAN CHURCH (U.S.A.), COM- 
PASSION, PEACE AND JUSTICE MIN- 
ISTRY, 
Washington, DC, February 1, 2013. 
Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR LEAHY: In the Presbyterian 
Church (U.S.A.), we believe that ‘‘domestic 
violence is always a violation of the power 
God intended for good.” We believe that 
“God the Creator is preeminently a cov- 
enant-maker, the One who creates, sustains, 
and transforms the people of God. Domestic 
violence and abuse destroys covenants in 
which people have promised to treat each 
other with respect and dignity.” 

Because of these convictions, we strongly 
support a robust reauthorization of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act and we thank you 
for your leadership in sponsoring S. 47. Fur- 
ther, we wish you to know that we have writ- 
ten to all of your Senate colleagues, asking 
them to support final passage of this bill, 


February 7, 2013 


and urging them to oppose any amendments 
that you have not endorsed. 

As you know, VAWA’s programs support 
state, tribal, and local efforts to address the 
pervasive and insidious crimes of domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking. These programs have made great 
progress towards reducing the violence, help- 
ing victims to be healthy and feel safe and 
holding perpetrators accountable. This crit- 
ical legislation must be reauthorized to en- 
sure a continued response to these crimes. 

Again, we thank you for your leadership on 
this important issue and look forward to the 
bill’s passage, so that we can build upon 
VAWA’s successes and continue to enhance 
our nation’s ability to promote an end to 
this violence, to hold perpetrators account- 
able, and to keep victims and their families 
safe from future harm. For our part, we com- 
mit to continued ministry with victims and 
survivors of violence and to do all we can, 
through our ministries and our advocacy, to 
end this desperate cycle of violence and 
brokenness. 

We give thanks for your service to our na- 
tion and for your leadership on this issue. 

Sincerely, 
THE REVEREND J. HERBERT NELSON II, 
Director for Public Witness. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum and ask unani- 
mous consent the time be equally di- 
vided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I wonder 
if the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire would yield to me for a mo- 
ment. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Always, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I know 
the senior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is about to speak regarding the 
Violence Against Women Act. I would 
like to take a moment to thank her for 
all the work she has done in her State 
and in the Senate to help advance this 
legislation. 

Senator SHAHEEN and I are from 
rural States. We border each other. The 
Connecticut River runs down the bor- 
der between our two States. We have so 
much in common. We face some of the 
same difficulties of weather and rural 
nature, and, of course, in a rural State 
there is the question of access to trans- 
portation. Senator SHAHEEN was the 
one who brought up, based on her expe- 
rience in New Hampshire, that women 
were having trouble getting to crisis 
centers and courts. Of course, we have 
a similar challenge in a rural State 
such as mine. But Senator SHAHEEN 
worked with the Department of Justice 
to address this problem. As a result, 
the Office on Violence Against Women 
is now allowing rural communities to 
obtain VAWA grant funding for trans- 
portation needs. 
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A number of the women who are 
going to be getting this transportation 
and desperately need it may not know 
how that came about, but I wish to 
congratulate Senator SHAHEEN on her 
successful efforts on behalf of not just 
women in New Hampshire or Vermont 
but throughout the country—again, an- 
other example of what we are doing 
with this bill and the necessity to fin- 
ish this bill. I hope we can finish it 
today. 

I thank the Senator for yielding to 
me. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Vermont, Mr. 
LEAHY, both for his kind words and the 
tremendous leadership he has shown 
over the years in first passing this leg- 
islation and for getting it reauthorized 
time and again and now, after the bill 
died in the last Congress because of the 
unwillingness of the House to act, for 
his willingness to bring it forward so 
early in the session so that hopefully 
we can make sure all of those people 
who are victims of domestic violence 
and all of those advocates, the law en- 
forcement community that is working 
so hard, can have the support they 
need as a result of this legislation. So 
I thank Senator LEAHY very much. 

One of the reasons I am proud to sup- 
port this bill is because it takes a truly 
comprehensive approach to the prob- 
lem. It supports crisis centers for 
women and families to provide for im- 
mediate needs, such as shelter and 
counseling. 

Last year the New Hampshire Coali- 
tion Against Domestic and Sexual Vio- 
lence reported that they were able to 
provide shelter for 630 people who need- 
ed a place to sleep. Unfortunately, al- 
though they helped those 630, they had 
to turn away 721 because they didn’t 
have room. So even with the help that 
is in the Violence Against Women Act, 
they had to turn away more people 
than they could help. 

In the face of this need, sometimes it 
is easy to feel discouraged, to wonder 
whether we can really help at all. But 
when I speak to the brave women who 
are survivors who reached out for help 
to the advocates who have helped them 
rebuild their shattered lives, I know 
that we can and we must continue to 
make a difference. 

The Violence Against Women Act 
helps us do this by providing funding 
for police officers and prosecutors so 
abusers are held responsible. Time and 
again, we have heard from law enforce- 
ment that the Violence Against Women 
Act helps them keep our communities 
safe and helps stop the cycle of abuse— 
law enforcement officers such as a de- 
tective sergeant in New Hampshire’s 
largest city of Manchester, who is an 
investigator and a domestic violence 
advocate. 

I brought with me today a chart that 
gives us a real picture of just how per- 
vasive the problem of domestic vio- 
lence is. 
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As we can see in the chart, one in 
four women in the United States is a 
victim of domestic violence. Three 
women are murdered every day by 
their partners. This has been a very big 
problem in New Hampshire where half 
of all murders are domestic violence 
related. 

Maybe the worst statistic on this 
chart shows that 15 million children 
are exposed to domestic violence every 
year. I call this maybe the worst be- 
cause, in fact, the cycle of domestic vi- 
olence continues because so many chil- 
dren are exposed every year. They are 
not able to get out of this cycle. Let’s 
recommit to shielding our children 
from senseless violence. 

Another reason I am proud to support 
this bill is because it treats all victims 
equally, and it recognizes that mem- 
bers of the LGBT community are just 
as deserving of our support as any 
other survivor of domestic violence. A 
recent study by the Centers for Disease 
Control shows us that those in LGBT 
relationships actually experience high- 
er rates of violence than heterosexual 
couples. Let’s recommit to helping all 
Americans regardless of whom they 
love or who has abused them. 

Finally, I want to end with a quote 
from a woman in New Hampshire who 
sought help at a crisis center that re- 
ceives funds from VAWA, the Monad- 
nock Center for Violence Prevention. 
Before she left that shelter—as she was 
putting her life back together—she told 
the case managers there: 

You all have really made my life worth 
holding onto and not giving up. Please don’t 
ever give up doing what you do because you 
truly saved my life. 

I think that represents what we hear 
from so many survivors of domestic vi- 
olence. Just as we are not going to give 
up on those survivors, we must not give 
up until this legislation is on President 
Obama’s desk and signed into law. 
There are too many victims who are 
counting on us. 

I certainly urge all of my colleagues 
in the Senate—as we did in the last ses- 
sion of Congress—to join me in sup- 
porting the Violence Against Women 
Act. I also hope our colleagues in the 
House will recognize how significant 
this challenge is and be willing to take 
up this legislation and get it done so 
survivors across this country will get 
the help they need. 

Thank you very much. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

The Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, Indiana 
has a lot in common with Kansas, so I 
don’t mind that label. I have been in 
the chair and made similar mistakes, 
so that doesn’t bother me. We have a 
lot of similarities between Indiana and 
Kansas. We each hope to have a Final 
Four team in the basketball tour- 
nament coming up in the Final Four. 
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We have some competitive teams, so it 
is a nice blend. 
THE ECONOMY 

I would like to speak about the se- 
questration issue that is facing us as a 
Congress in the next few weeks. But, 
first, let me just say, I returned from 
the National Prayer Breakfast. Several 
of our colleagues were there: Senator 
SESSIONS, a Republican, and Senator 
PRYOR, a Democrat, representing Ala- 
bama and Arkansas, but more impor- 
tantly they are cochairs of the Senate 
Prayer Breakfast. They led the effort 
today. Both the House Prayer Break- 
fast group, which meets weekly, and 
the Senate Prayer Breakfast group, 
which meets weekly, supports and puts 
together the annual Prayer Breakfast. 
People from more than 160 countries 
and all 50 States attended. It is quite a 
remarkable event. 

Beyond the socialization and bring- 
ing people together around the issue of 
faith and prayer, we find in our weekly 
Prayer Breakfast meetings in the Sen- 
ate and the House that it is the one 
time when Republicans and Democrats, 
Liberals and Conservatives, people of 
no particular ideology, get together 
and talk about the common interest on 
the basis of their faith. It is always 
very refreshing to do that, and it was a 
pretty remarkable session this morn- 
ing. 

Senator SCHUMER from New York 
read from the Old Testament, and our 
former colleague, Senator Dole from 
North Carolina, read from the New Tes- 
tament. Dr. Ben Carson, head of pedi- 
atric neurosurgery at Johns Hopkins 
University—recognized as one of the 
world’s leading pediatric neuro- 
surgeons—spoke to us. I heard him 16 
years ago. What a remarkable life 
story. What a remarkable impact he 
had on the crowd that was there. 

He talked about political correctness 
and how it is detrimental to the kind 
of honest, straightforward debate we 
need in this country over any range of 
issues, from our religious beliefs to our 
political beliefs. He talked about how 
we need to be willing to be transparent 
and honest with the people we rep- 
resent, to speak out about what we be- 
lieve in and how healthy the debate is 
even if we come to different positions 
on separate issues. 

That is one of the reasons I have been 
coming down here virtually every day 
since the Senate came back into ses- 
sion for the 113th Congress. I come here 
to talk about what I think is one of the 
challenges—if not the leading chal- 
lenge—facing us in this 2-year term. 
Without question, our fiscal crisis and 
debt has an impact on our people and 
on the economy, but more importantly, 
on our people. This has an effect on the 
average family in America and the 
young people coming out of high school 
and college who are looking for a job. 
The impact of this more than 4-year 
economic malaise started with a deep 
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recession. It is now getting to the point 
where our growth is far below what we 
need to get everybody back to work 
and get the economy moving again on 
a good upward path. We are looking for 
solutions to the root of our problem. 
This body, along with the House and 
the administration, has been dealing 
with this for well over 2 years. We have 
been trying to find a solution to get us 
on the right path to fiscal health. We 
have taken several steps in that re- 
gard, but each step has come up short. 
There have been several one-step-for- 
ward and half-a-step-back efforts, but 
most of it has simply been pushing it 
down the road and saving the big de- 
bate for another day. 

In August 2011 we ended up passing 
the Budget Control Act, which ad- 
dressed the debt ceiling at that time. 
Through that the administration first 
proposed—President Obama proposed— 
a measure known as sequestration, 
which was designed to force the Con- 
gress to step up to the plate and deal 
with the real problem. The real prob- 
lem is continued deficit spending at a 
record level that has accumulated year 
after year. 

We are now at the point where the 
clock is ticking. We have a $16.5 tril- 
lion debt which is up from nearly $5.5 
trillion in just the last 4 years. The 
math proves and history clearly shows 
that this is unsustainable. This is the 
great challenge before this Congress. 
We need to do what is necessary to get 
on the right path to fiscal health be- 
fore it all comes down. 

We had a warning shot fired across 
our bow in 2009 as to the distortions in 
our economy, and the consequences 
were grave. We have warning shots 
being fired every day from virtually 
across the Atlantic as to what the Eu- 
ropean Union and the European na- 
tions are trying to deal with because 
they allowed their deficit spending, 
their debt, and overpromises by politi- 
cians to constituents to continue, 
which simply cannot be fulfilled. Now 
the bank is running out of money. We 
simply don’t have the resources to con- 
tinue to pay the debt, and the interest 
on the debt gets worse every day that 
goes by. 

So we had this Budget Control Act in 
2011 that included an enforcement 
mechanism called the sequester, which 
is simply an across-the-board cut. How- 
ever, the sequester was not an across- 
the-board cut. It was heavily weighted 
in cuts to defense. There were exemp- 
tions to the major drivers of our debt 
and deficit, which are the mandatory 
spending programs. 

Let me be straight and say the things 
we are not supposed to say because it is 
political suicide: If we don’t reform 
Medicare, Medicaid, and Social Secu- 
rity, it doesn’t matter what else we do, 
we cannot solve this problem. That is 
the conclusion of just about everyone 
in this body. More importantly, it is 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


the conclusion of everyone who doesn’t 
have a political stake in mind. 

Analysts and economists who look at 
our fiscal plight and the history of eco- 
nomic performance and nonperform- 
ance all come to the same point: We 
need to address and reform mandatory 
spending programs. We don’t want to 
impose sacrifice and pain on people; we 
want to save them from much greater 
pain down the road. We need to reform 
programs so they are viable and so that 
people who are contributing to Social 
Security and Medicare on every pay- 
check will be able to receive those ben- 
efits when they need them in retire- 
ment. 

To save those programs and to keep 
from denying people their hard-earned 
benefits, we need to take steps and we 
need to take them sooner rather than 
later. The Medicare and Social Secu- 
rity trustees keep giving us additional 
warnings to do it now. It will be less 
painful than doing it later. It will help 
keep us from making Draconian cuts to 
benefits or Draconian increases in 
taxes that will break the back of the 
American taxpayer. 

Unfortunately, the supercommittee 
that was formed—six Republicans and 
six Democrats from each body—was un- 
able to come up with a solution. As a 
result of that, we have this sequester— 
across-the-board cuts with certain ex- 
ceptions—that is to occur soon. It has 
been delayed once before and now. 
March 1 is the new date. 

We need to step up and put together 
the big plan that will get us on the 
path to fiscal health. Republicans in 
the House of Representatives have been 
proposing and putting forth their 
plans, but we have had nothing come 
out of this body. Unless there is sup- 
port from both Houses, nothing can be 
accomplished, and this will fail. 

Frankly, we have had a lot of rhet- 
oric coming out of the White House 
about what we need to do, but we have 
had no serious attempt to address the 
part of the equation that needs to be 
addressed, and that is the excessive 
spending over the years that we have 
put into law. As politicians, we have 
made promises to our constituents over 
the years which we know cannot be ful- 
filled. 

It is time we stand up and be honest 
with the American people. We need to 
be transparent and basically say: 
Folks, we have a problem. It is simple 
math. We cannot continue to borrow $1 
trillion or more a year and be in a 
sound fiscal position. We have to take 
some steps to address that problem and 
that challenge before us. 

If we don’t begin that process now, 
we are going to see devastating across- 
the-board cuts. It will have very detri- 
mental effects on our national defense 
and national security because it is so 
heavily weighted to slash those areas. 

The major three contributors and 
drivers of the debt are the entitlement 
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programs: Social Security, Medicare, 
and Medicaid. If those are not ad- 
dressed—no matter what else we do 
here—we cannot solve the problem. Yet 
the political tendency is to simply pass 
it along, push it down the road, and get 
past the next election. It apparently is 
too politically dangerous to stand up 
and say these things and be honest 
with the American people. Well, I 
think the American people know better 
and are telling: We are ahead of you. 
We understand the problem, and we 
want results. We want you to work to- 
gether, find a solution to this problem, 
and put it before us. It is our responsi- 
bility to go out and present the plan. 
But without the President’s support, 
despite his rhetoric—all we hear from 
the White House is that more taxes 
will solve the problem. They just got 
$630 billion worth of taxes from the fis- 
cal cliff deal. The President’s commit- 
ment and obsession with taxing the 
rich and the job creators was fulfilled, 
and the top percent—the people he de- 
scribed in his campaign and afterward 
in the negotiations—are now paying 
higher taxes, but that does not begin to 
even come close to solving the prob- 
lem. So what we need to do is be 
straightforward with what it is we 
must do and not be afraid of being hon- 
est with the American people. 

There is now talk about delaying, 
once again, the sequester. So whether 
it is the debt limit, whether it is the 
spending bills, or whether it is the 
budget, we keep hearing: Push it down 
the road. Do it some other time. It is 
too painful to do now. I would suggest 
the time to do it is now. Even though 
the sequester is imperfect, even though 
it imposes more pain and more det- 
riment to one of the essential functions 
of government; that is, providing for 
our national security, which is part of 
the reason I opposed the Budget Con- 
trol Act, these cuts are going to take 
place and need to take place if we don’t 
come up with a better solution because 
it now is the law. 

I am pleading with my colleagues: 
Let’s not do this in a way that is not 
the soundest way to reduce spending 
and achieve what we need to achieve. 
By the way, while the sequester, once 
again, will be an important step for- 
ward, it doesn’t begin to deal with the 
real problem. The real problem is find- 
ing the political will and courage to be 
honest with the American people and 
pass a fiscal package that will reassure 
investors, consumers and the world 
that the United States of America has 
finally taken the steps necessary to ad- 
dress the cause of our debt and put us 
on a path to return to fiscal soundness. 

I think, given our position in relation 
to where we are with other nations, 
this type of package would result in an 
amazing increase in our economy, get 
people back to work, and send the mes- 
sage that America can return to its 
place of leadership in the world be- 
cause it has gotten their economic 
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house in order. Without that, we will 
continue to decline, which will have 
consequences not only for our genera- 
tion but for generations to come. This 
also would have potentially dangerous 
consequences for security around the 
world because of our inability to lead. 
It would have serious consequences for 
young people and for middle-aged peo- 
ple and others who simply want to get 
back to work. They simply want to get 
back to a place where they get a pay- 
check at the end of the week so they 
can cover the mortgage and save 
money to send the kids to school and 
so they can make those necessary pay- 
ment commitments to lead the kind of 
life they are aspiring to lead. Without 
Congress taking action, they are going 
to continue to live under this cloud of 
uncertainty about our future and peo- 
ple are going to continue to struggle to 
find meaningful work. 

It all comes down to the individual 
and to families. It doesn’t come down 
to some accountant’s balance sheet. It 
comes down to the pain and suffering 
so many people have gone through over 
the past 4 years and are continuing to 
encounter because of our lack of re- 
sponsibility to take the necessary steps 
to go act. 

I am going to keep talking about 
this. I am going to come to the floor 
and talk about how we can potentially 
achieve a much leaner, more effective, 
and efficient government. I am going 
to use as a model not just my State but 
many States with Governors who have 
had the courage to step forward and do 
what is necessary to put their State in 
fiscal balance, in contrast to other 
States that are doing what we are 
doing; that is, pushing the tough deci- 
sions down the road and trying to deal 
with it at another time. 

As we go through the Federal budget, 
there are literally hundreds of billions 
of dollars simply being spent in the 
wrong place, simply going to programs 
that are no longer effective and effi- 
cient if they ever were in the first 
place. We are not making priorities in 
terms of how we spend our money. Sen- 
ator COBURN and others have been 
down to this floor talking about egre- 
gious examples of overspending, of 
bloated bureaucracy, talking about 
programs that perhaps had a value at 
one point in time but are simply not 
doing the job anymore and are not nec- 
essary. We have been talking about the 
kinds of things that ought to be done 
at the State and local level rather than 
the Federal level. We have been talking 
about how Congress needs to stop mak- 
ing promises to people that everything 
we spend is for a vital, national pur- 
pose if that isn’t the case. 

We need to do some serious triage 
and take a serious look at how we 
spend taxpayer dollars. We can come 
up with money to offset necessary pro- 
grams. We can come up with money to 
lower the demands so we don’t have to 
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continue to go to the American people 
and say we have to raise your taxes one 
more time. We have said that too 
much. 

The burden is not tax revenues; the 
burden is dealing with our spending 
issue, and part of that has to be dealing 
with the mandatory spending that is 
ever driving this deficit and debt. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

Mr. BEGICH. Mr. President, I request 
the time to make my statement as re- 
quired. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has that right. 

Mr. BEGICH. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor to speak on the Violence 
Against Women Act, but before I do 
that, I wish to say I appreciate the 
comments of my friend from Indiana. 
We all want to get this budget under 
control. We all recognize we have to 
get it under control not only for to- 
day’s generation but for multiple gen- 
erations to come. 

During the last few years we have 
been able to cut almost $2 trillion of 
our budgetary costs over the next 10 
years, cuts we have been able to ac- 
complish in a bipartisan way but led a 
lot by this side. Let me remind folks 
where we are. Four years ago this econ- 
omy was flat on its back—an economy 
that didn’t have any air in it. It was in 
a grave situation. But where are we 
today? We have a 5-year housing start, 
incredible activity within the auto- 
mobile industry, with record-high sales 
going on there. The stock market has 
doubled in the last 4% years. Most re- 
cently, the CBO—the Congressional 
Budget Office, a bipartisan office which 
doesn’t show any favoritism to any 
side—verifies that in 4 years we have 
cut the annual deficit by 40 percent. I 
know that is not where it should be yet 
because we want to balance it, but a 40- 
percent reduction in the annual deficit 
is significant. 

So we are on the road. Is it a slower 
road than we would like? Sure, but it is 
on the road to recovery. It is having a 
positive impact. As a matter of fact, 
now the deficit, as the amount com- 
pared to our GDP, is cut in half. So we 
are making some inroads. 

Democrats are not afraid at all to cut 
the budget where it is necessary, but 
we need to solve this problem with 
three types of moves. We have to cut 
the budget, deal with revenues, and in- 
vest in this economy for education, en- 
ergy, and infrastructure. It is a three- 
pronged approach. Even if we think we 
can do one of these and somehow, 
magically, a $16 trillion debt will just 
vanish overnight is in another world 
that doesn’t exist on this planet. 

I appreciate the debate that goes on, 
but we need to be honest, realistic, and 
practical in dealing with these budg- 
etary issues, and they will be tough. 
People will not like all of it. I can see 
it now at my townhall meetings when 
I go to them. They will say cut the 


1031 


budget, which we will do—don’t get me 
wrong, we will do that—but then when 
I go back to my hometown they will 
say, I didn’t actually mean that pro- 
gram. That will be the story. 

The fact is we have serious issues 
with which to deal. So this is not a 
Democratic issue or a Republican 
issue. When people come to the floor, 
we should think about this as an Amer- 
ican issue and that we have to resolve 
this for the right reasons. We have 
done some exceptional work over the 
last 4 years, despite the hurdles, the 
political slogans, and all the other 
stuff that goes along with it in getting 
results. A 40-percent reduction in the 
annual deficit in 4 years is significant. 
Is it zero? Is it balanced? No; because 
there have been 40-plus years of not 
paying attention to the budget. 

A lot of us are new around here. As a 
matter of fact, 60 percent of the Senate 
is made up of people who haven’t been 
here more than 6 years. I am looking at 
three Senators on the floor right now. 
We are here to solve this problem. 
However, do not be mistaken. We have 
made progress. The American people 
should be proud of what we have done. 
But is it perfect? No. Do we have more 
work to do? Yes. That is why we are 
here and that is why we are going to do 
this with a bipartisan approach. 

So I digress from the issue I came to 
discuss. I like the debates that happen 
on the floor, and I wish more would 
happen, but when a Member speaks, I 
want to make sure all the information 
is on the table. 

I came to speak on an important 
piece of legislation, the Violence 
Against Women Act. We debate issues 
that are important around here, but 
not too often can we stand on the floor 
of this Chamber and say our votes are 
a matter of life and death. In this case, 
it is absolutely true. This bill saves 
lives. It is our job to pass it now— 
today. 

The Senate, as we did last year, 
needs to send a simple and important 
message that America will not tolerate 
violence against its women, children, 
and families. We must do our part to 
reduce domestic violence and sexual 
assault. Even though the House has re- 
fused to act for over 300 days since we 
sent the bill over there, we are now in 
a new session and there is bipartisan 
support in this Chamber. The VAWA 
bill passed the Senate with 60 votes 
last spring and there are at least 60 of 
us already signed up and cosponsoring 
this legislation. 

We know the reality. The fight to 
protect women and families from vio- 
lence is far from over. VAWA was first 
passed just 20 years ago and it has not 
been reauthorized since 2006. The law 
has made a difference. We know a great 
deal more about domestic violence 
than when VAWA was first written. 
Services for victims have improved. 
Communities offer safer shelter. Local, 
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State, and Federal laws are stronger. 
Yet there are still too many awful sto- 
ries and inexcusable numbers, espe- 
cially in my home State. 

Alaska continues to have some of the 
worst statistics in the country. Three 
out of every four Alaskans have experi- 
enced domestic or sexual violence or 
known someone who has. The rate of 
rape in Alaska is nearly 2⁄2 times the 
national average, even worse for Alas- 
kan Native women. Child sexual as- 
sault in Alaska is almost six times the 
national average. Out of every 100 
adult women in Alaska, nearly 60 have 
experienced physical or sexual violence 
or both. 

So my colleagues can see why I am 
standing here today. We need to do 
something about this not someday, not 
next year but today. 

In one typical day in my State, vic- 
tim services agencies throughout Alas- 
ka serve an average of 464 victims, 114 
hotline calls are answered, and 308 peo- 
ple across Alaska attend training ses- 
sions offered by local domestic violence 
and sexual assault programs. Yet peo- 
ple are still turned away because of a 
lack of funding, a lack of service. On an 
average day in Alaska, 52 requests for 
services are not met—basic needs such 
as transportation, childcare, language 
translation, counseling and legal rep- 
resentation. The bill before us is crit- 
ical in ensuring all victims receive the 
services they need. 

I wish to spend just a few more min- 
utes discussing the safety of women 
and children in Alaska Native and 
American Indian families. For the sake 
of our Nation’s first peoples, the tribal 
provisions in this bill need to become 
law. Yet some of my colleagues on the 
other side of this Chamber are trying 
to strip out our expanded authority 
over domestic violence in Indian Coun- 
try. Why are we debating this? One out 
of every three Native American women 
has suffered rape, physical violence or 
stalking. Yet some Members want to 
debate the rights of their abusers. I 
fully support the tribal provisions in 
this bill. Yet I must point out that 
none of the expanded criminal jurisdic- 
tion applies to Alaska Native tribes ex- 
cept for one true reservation at the 
very southern tip of Alaska. Today is 
not the day to fight that fight, but I 
will take it up again soon from my seat 
on the Indian Affairs Committee in the 
Senate. 

Study after study has concluded that 
the lack of effective local law enforce- 
ment in Alaska Native villages con- 
tributes to so many problems: in- 
creased crime, alcohol and drug abuse, 
domestic violence, and poor edu- 
cational achievement. When it comes 
to protecting those most at risk, Con- 
gress must recognize the need for local 
control, local responsibility, and local 
accountability. This bill will take a big 
step forward today on Indian reserva- 
tions in the lower 48. 
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At a later time, we will get to my 
bill, which I have introduced in the 
past as the Alaska Safe Families and 
Villages Act. 

My bill would establish small dem- 
onstration projects so a handful of fed- 
erally recognized tribes in Alaska’s vil- 
lages can take action. They would be 
allowed to address domestic violence 
and alcohol-related cases within their 
villages and village boundaries. 

Our Native villages are vibrant, resil- 
ient communities, and we must answer 
their calls for help. That includes an 
“all of the above” approach to com- 
bating domestic violence and abuse. 
The one thing we know for sure is the 
status quo is not working. It is not just 
about slogans or feel-good statements. 
We need to act. 

But for now—for today—let’s vote on 
VAWA and get this bill passed. Let’s 
protect women and children and fami- 
lies all over this country. And let’s 
send a strong message to our col- 
leagues in the House, that this time 
there is no hiding. It is time to get the 
job done. It is time to put politics 
aside. Pass this bill and truly save 
lives. 

Thank you, Mr. President. I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Mexico. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
President, I ask the Senator from Iowa, 
Mr. GRASSLEY, is he in the queue to 
speak? 

Mr. GRASSLEY. For 7 or 8 minutes. 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Excuse 
me? 

Mr. GRASSLEY. If I could have 7 or 
8 minutes now. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Yes. The 
Senator is in the queue because Sen- 
ator BEGICH just spoke. That would be 
great. I thank the Senator very much. 
I appreciate it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, there 
has long been bipartisan support for 
the Violence Against Women Act. Too 
many women are victims of domestic 
violence, sexual assault, stalking, and 
dating violence. Federal support for 
services to these women, and some- 
times even men, has been beneficial to 
our country. 

I support many of the provisions in 
the majority bill. There are consolida- 
tions of grants, cyber stalking, rural 
programs, assistance for individuals 
with disabilities, older victims, hous- 
ing protections, and numerous other 
provisions I wholeheartedly support. 
There is overwhelming bipartisan sup- 
port for 98 percent of what is contained 
in S. 47. 

The process on the Violence Against 
Women Act in the 112th Congress was 
very disappointing, and I expressed 
that last year during debate on this 
issue. 

Previously, the Violence Against 
Women Act was reauthorized unani- 
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mously—I mean prior to the debate 
last year and this year. 

When new provisions were added in 
the past, prior to last year, they were 
consensus items. The law then was re- 
authorized by consensus. Something 
similar could have happened again last 
year, but it did not. New provisions 
were forced into the bill. Some of these 
provisions were controversial. Some 
raised serious constitutional concerns. 
But those on the other side of the aisle 
insisted on these provisions without 
change and refused any sort of middle 
ground. It appeared that the debate 
was more about blame and politics 
than it was about providing help to 
women in need. 

Last Congress, both the Republican 
leader and this Senator offered that 
the Senate consent to striking a provi- 
sion that violated the Constitution’s 
Origination clause and then we would 
proceed to conference. Everybody 
knows that the Constitution’s Origina- 
tion clause says that issues involving 
raising revenue must start in the other 
body. Well, this bill raised revenue and, 
consequently, violated that constitu- 
tional provision. 

Yet today, S. 47 has removed that 
provision that raised this blue slip 
problem in the other body. It does this 
only a few months after the majority 
refused to drop it and proceed to con- 
ference. What I just said tells you, if it 
had been done as they are doing it 
right now, we could have gotten this 
bill to conference and had something to 
the President in the last Congress. The 
willingness of the majority today to 
eliminate that unconstitutional provi- 
sion demonstrates that we could have 
had a bill last year, and that is what I 
want to express to my colleagues as a 
terribly disappointing proposition for 
this Senator. 

It is not true that unless S. 47 is 
passed exactly as is, various groups 
will be excluded from protection under 
the law. Current law protects all vic- 
tims. Vice President BIDEN wrote the 
current law. Every Member of the Sen- 
ate who was a Member of this body 
when the Violence Against Women Act 
last was reauthorized voted for that 
bill, which backs up what I have been 
saying several times during my re- 
marks, that this could have passed last 
year as a consensus piece of legislation 
and has passed in other reauthoriza- 
tions as a consensus piece of legisla- 
tion. 

Neither Vice President BIDEN nor any 
other Senator passed a discriminatory 
bill in the past. It is not the case that 
unless the controversial provisions are 
accepted exactly as the majority in- 
sists, without any compromise whatso- 
ever, that any groups will be excluded. 

The key stumbling block to enacting 
a bill at this time is the provision con- 
cerning Indian tribal courts. That pro- 
vision raises serious constitutional 
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questions concerning both the sov- 
ereignty of tribal courts and the con- 
stitutional rights of defendants who 
would be tried in those tribal courts. 

We should focus on providing needed 
services for Native American women. 
But S. 47 makes political statements 
and expounds needlessly on Native 
American sovereignty. It raises such 
significant constitutional problems 
that its passage might actually not ac- 
complish anything at all for Native 
American women, while at the same 
time failing to protect the constitu- 
tional rights of other American citi- 
zens. 

Even the respected organization, the 
Congressional Research Service, has 
raised constitutional questions about 
the tribal provisions in this bill. I hope 
that whatever the Senate might do 
today, negotiations on these questions 
will continue. I am confident that if we 
can reach agreement on these ques- 
tions, compromises on the other few re- 
maining issues can also be secured, al- 
lowing the bill to pass with over- 
whelming bipartisan support. 

So following up on some of the con- 
cerns I have raised this morning, I will 
yet today, if possible, offer a substitute 
that is much more likely to be accept- 
ed by the other body and then get to 
the President for signature. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Mexico. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
President, I rise today to express my 
support for the Violence Against 
Women Reauthorization Act. It is im- 
portant that we are doing this early in 
the 113th Congress and unfortunate 
that we have to have this debate again. 
The Senate passed a nearly identical 
bill last April—a bill with strong bipar- 
tisan support—but the House failed to 
bring it up for a vote, allowing the law 
to expire at the end of last year. 

Many House Republicans opposed the 
Senate bill because it expanded VAWA 
protections to three groups: gays and 
lesbians, Native Americans, and un- 
documented immigrants. I support all 
three of these expansions. 

Today I want to again stress how cru- 
cial this measure is to Native Amer- 
ican women. For the past 19 years, the 
Violence Against Women Act helped 
protect Native women from domestic 
violence, from sexual assault, and from 
stalking. This historic legislation has 
strengthened the prosecution of these 
crimes, and it has provided critical 
support to the victims. 

VAWA has long been bipartisan, with 
broad support. Democrats, Repub- 
licans, law enforcement officers, pros- 
ecutors, judges, health professionals, 
all have supported this legislation. 
Why? Because it has worked. Since 
VAWA’s passage in 1994, domestic vio- 
lence has decreased by over 50 percent, 
and the victims of these crimes have 
been more willing to come forward, 
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knowing they are not alone, knowing 
they will get the support they need, 
knowing that crimes against women 
will not be tolerated. 

Unfortunately, not all women have 
received the full benefits of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act. That is why 
the tribal provisions now are so impor- 
tant. Native American Women are 214 
times more likely than other U.S. 
women to be victims of rape. One in 
three will be sexually assaulted in 
their lifetimes. And it is estimated 
that three out of every five Native 
women will experience domestic vio- 
lence. 

Those numbers are tragic. Those 
numbers tell a story of great human 
suffering, of women in desperate situa- 
tions, desperate for support, and too 
often we have failed to provide that 
support. The frequency of violence 
against Native women is only part of 
the tragedy. Too often these crimes go 
unprosecuted and unpunished. Not only 
is violence inflicted but justice is de- 
nied. 

Here is the problem: Tribal govern- 
ments are unable to prosecute non-In- 
dians for domestic violence crimes. 
They have no authority over these 
crimes against Native American 
spouses or partners within their own 
tribal lands. 

Instead, under existing law, these 
crimes fall exclusively under Federal 
jurisdiction. But Federal prosecutors 
have limited resources. They may be 
located hours away from tribal commu- 
nities. Non-Indian perpetrators often 
go unpunished. Yet over 50 percent of 
Native women are married to non-Indi- 
ans, and 76 percent of the overall popu- 
lation living on tribal lands is non-In- 
dian. 

The result is an escalating cycle of 
violence. On some tribal lands, the 
homicide rate for Native women is up 
to 10 times the national average—10 
times the national average. But this 
starts with small crimes, small acts of 
violence that may not rise to the at- 
tention of a Federal prosecutor. 

In 2006 and 2007, U.S. attorneys pros- 
ecuted only 45 misdemeanor crimes on 
tribal lands. For perspective, the Salt 
River Reservation in Arizona—which is 
relatively small—reported more than 
450 domestic violence cases in 2006 
alone. Those numbers are appalling. 

Native women should not be aban- 
doned to a jurisdictional loophole. In 
effect, these women are living in a 
prosecution-free zone. The tribal provi- 
sions in VAWA will provide a remedy. 

The bill allows tribal courts to pros- 
ecute non-Indians in a narrow set of 
cases that meet the following specific 
conditions: The crime must have oc- 
curred in Indian country; the crime 
must be either a domestic violence or 
dating violence offense or a violation 
of a protective order; and the non-In- 
dian defendant must reside in Indian 
country, be employed in Indian coun- 
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try, or be the spouse or intimate part- 
ner of a member of the prosecuting 
tribe. 

This bill does not extend tribal juris- 
diction to general crimes of violence by 
non-Indians. It does not apply to 
crimes between two non-Indians, 
crimes between persons with no ties to 
the tribe. If they do not have any ties 
to the tribe, it does not apply. Nothing 
in this provision diminishes or alters 
the jurisdiction of any Federal or State 
court. 

I know some of my colleagues ques- 
tion whether a tribal court can provide 
the same protections to defendants 
that are guaranteed in a Federal or 
State court. The bill addresses this 
concern. It provides comprehensive 
protections to all criminal defendants 
who are prosecuted in tribal courts, 
whether or not the defendant is a Na- 
tive American. Defendants would es- 
sentially have the same rights in tribal 
court as they do in State court. These 
include, among many others, the right 
to counsel, the right to a speedy trial, 
the right to due process, the rights 
against unreasonable search and sei- 
zure, double jeopardy, and self-incrimi- 
nation. A tribe that does not provide 
these protections cannot prosecute 
non-Indians under this provision. 

Some have also questioned whether 
Congress has the authority to expand 
tribal criminal jurisdiction to cover 
non-Indians. This issue was carefully 
considered in drafting the tribal juris- 
diction provisions. The Indian Affairs 
and Judiciary Committees worked 
closely with the Department of Justice 
to ensure that the legislation is con- 
stitutional. 

As a former Federal prosecutor and 
attorney general of a State with a 
large Native American population, I 
know how difficult the legal maze can 
be for tribal communities. One result 
of this maze is unchecked crime. In sit- 
uations where personnel and funding 
run thin and distances are long, vio- 
lence often goes unpunished. This legis- 
lation will create a local solution for a 
local problem. Tribes have proven their 
effectiveness in combating domestic vi- 
olence committed by Native Ameri- 
cans. 

But let me reiterate this very impor- 
tant point: Without an act of Congress, 
tribes cannot prosecute a non-Indian, 
even if he lives on the reservation, even 
if he is married to a tribal member. 
Without this act of Congress, tribes 
will continue to lack authority. 

This legislation will create a local 
solution for a local problem. Tribes 
have proven their effectiveness in com- 
bating domestic violence committed by 
Native Americans. But let me reiterate 
this very important point—without an 
act of Congress, tribes cannot pros- 
ecute a non-Indian. Even if he lives on 
the reservation. Even if he is married 
to a tribal member. Without this act of 
Congress, tribes will continue to lack 
authority. 
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This bill will also promote other im- 
portant efforts to protect Native 
women from an epidemic of domestic 
violence, with increasing grants for 
tribal programs to address violence, 
with support for research on violence 
against Native women, and also by al- 
lowing Federal prosecutors to seek 
tougher sentences for perpetrators who 
strangle or suffocate their spouses or 
partners. 

All of these provisions are about jus- 
tice. Right now, Native women do not 
get the justice they deserve. But these 
are strong women. They, rightly, de- 
mand to be heard. They have identified 
a desperate need and logical solutions. 
That is why Native women and tribal 
leaders across the Nation support the 
Violence Against Women Reauthoriza- 
tion Act and the proposed tribal provi- 
sions. 

There are many—far too many—sto- 
ries of violence against Native women, 
and of the failure to protect them. Sto- 
ries that should outrage us all. And 
that could end through local interven- 
tion. Local authority that will only be 
made possible through an act of Con- 
gress. We have the opportunity to sup- 
port such an act in the tribal provi- 
sions of VAWA. With this bill we can 
close a dark and desperate loophole in 
criminal jurisdiction. Native women 
have waited too long already for jus- 
tice. They should not have to wait any 
longer. 

Senator LEAHY had asked that I put 
tribal statements in the RECORD. I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD these letters from tribal 
and other organizations in support of 
the tribal provision in S. 47, the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR, 
PUEBLO OF TESUQUE, 
Santa Fe, NM, February 5, 2012. 
Re Support for S. 47, VAWA Reauthorization 
Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Senate Committee on the Judiciary, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY: I write on behalf of 
the Pueblo of Tesuque to voice our strong 
support for S. 47, the Violence Against 
Women Reauthorization Act (VAWA) of 2018. 
This bill will provide local tribal govern- 
ments with the long-needed control to com- 
bat acts of domestic violence against Native 
women and children on Indian lands regard- 
less of the status of the offender. 

The current justice system in place on In- 
dian lands handcuffs the local tribal justice 
system. Non-Native men who abuse Native 
women hide behind these federal laws and 
court decisions, walking the streets of Indian 
country free of consequences, while denying 
justice to Native women and their families. 

Nationally, Native women are raped and 
assaulted at 2.5 times the national average. 
More than 1 in 3 Native women will be raped 
in their lifetimes, and more than 3 in 5 will 
suffer domestic assault. The U.S. Depart- 
ment of Justice (DOJ) has found that the 
current system of justice, ‘‘inadequate to 
stop the pattern of escalating violence 
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against Native women.” Tribal leaders, po- 
lice officers, and prosecutors have testified 
to the fact that when misdemeanor acts of 
domestic and dating violence go 
unaddressed, offenders become emboldened 
and feel untouchable, and the beatings esca- 
late, often leading to death or severe phys- 
ical injury. A National Institute of Justice- 
funded analysis of death certificates found 
that, on some reservations, Native women 
are murdered at a rate more than ten times 
the national average. S. 47 will crack down 
on reservation based domestic violence by 
all offenders at the early stages before vio- 
lence escalates. 


While the problem of violence against Na- 
tive women is longstanding and broad, the 
jurisdictional provisions proposed in S. 47, 
Section 904, are well-reasoned and limited in 
scope. They extend only to misdemeanor 
level crimes of domestic and dating violence. 
They are limited to enforcement of reserva- 
tion-based crimes involving individuals that 
work or live on an Indian reservation and 
who are in a serious relationship with a trib- 
al citizen from that reservation. S. 47 also 
provides the full range of constitutional pro- 
tections to abuse suspects who would be sub- 
ject to the authority of tribal courts. 


In June of 2010, the United States Senate, 
by unanimous consent, passed the Tribal 
Law and Order Act (TLOA). On July 27, 2010, 
the House of Representatives passed the 
measure under suspension of the rules. The 
tribal provisions in S. 47 are subject to a 
more narrow set of crimes, are limited to 
misdemeanor level punishments, and would 
provide a broader range of protections to 
suspects of abuse than those required under 
TLOA. With such broad support for TLOA, it 
is troubling that some Members of Congress 
now claim that the narrowly tailored pro- 
posal in S. 47 raises constitutional concerns. 
Such concerns are unfounded. 


In 2004, the U.S. Supreme Court affirmed a 
similar restoration of tribal government au- 
thority through an amendment to the Indian 
Civil Rights Act. Congress has this author- 
ity, and Native women throughout the 
United States desperately need us to act so 
that they can be afforded similar access to 
justice that many others take for granted. 


In 1978, the U.S. Supreme Court, in decid- 
ing to divest Indian tribes of authority over 
local reservation-based crimes, made the fol- 
lowing statement: 


“We recognize that some Indian tribal 
court systems have become increasingly so- 
phisticated and resemble in many respects 
their state counterparts. ... We are not un- 
aware of the prevalence of non-Indian crime on 
today’s reservations which the tribes forcefully 
argue requires the ability to try non-Indians. 
But these are considerations for Congress to 
weigh.” Oliphant v. Suquamish Indian Tribe, 
435 U.S. 191, 211 (1978) (emphasis added). 


This statement and resulting gaps in 
criminal jurisdiction on Indian lands have 
haunted Native women and tribal commu- 
nities nationwide for more than 35 years. 
Time has come for Congress to act. S. 47 
takes reasonable well-tailored measures to 
fill the gap in local authority, and will go far 
in helping to prevent future acts of violence 
against Native women nationwide. Thank 
you for again including these vital provi- 
sions in your VAWA Reauthorization. 

Sincerely, 
MARK MITCHELL, 
Governor. 
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SAMISH INDIAN NATION, 
Anacortes, WA, February 4, 2012. 
Re Support for S. 47, VAWA Reauthorization 


Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Senate Committee on the Judiciary, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY: I write on behalf of 
the Samish Indian Nation to voice our 
strong support for S. 47, the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act 
(VAWA) of 2013. This bill will provide local 
tribal governments with the long-needed 
control to combat acts of domestic violence 
against Native women and children on In- 
dian lands regardless of the status of the of- 
fender. 

The current justice system in place on In- 
dian lands handcuffs the local tribal justice 
system. Non-Native men who abuse Native 
women hide behind these federal laws and 
court decisions, walking the streets of Indian 
country free of consequences, while denying 
justice to Native women and their families. 

Nationally, Native women are raped and 
assaulted at 2.5 times the national average. 
More than 1 in 3 Native women will be raped 
in their lifetimes, and more than 3 in 5 will 
suffer domestic assault. The U.S. Depart- 
ment of Justice (DOJ) has found that the 
current system of justice, ‘‘inadequate to 
stop the pattern of escalating violence 
against Native women.” Tribal leaders, po- 
lice officers, and prosecutors have testified 
to the fact that when misdemeanor acts of 
domestic and dating violence go 
unaddressed, offenders become emboldened 
and feel untouchable, and the beatings esca- 
late, often leading to death or severe phys- 
ical injury. A National Institute of Justice- 
funded analysis of death certificates found 
that, on some reservations, Native women 
are murdered at a rate more than ten times 
the national average. S. 47 will crack down 
on reservation based domestic violence by 
all offenders at the early stages before vio- 
lence escalates. 

While the problem of violence against Na- 
tive women is longstanding and broad, the 
jurisdictional provisions proposed in S. 47, 
Section 904, are well-reasoned and limited in 
scope. They extend only to misdemeanor 
level crimes of domestic and dating violence. 
They are limited to enforcement of reserva- 
tion-based crimes involving individuals that 
work or live on an Indian reservation and 
who are in a serious relationship with a trib- 
al citizen from that reservation. S. 47 also 
provides the full range of constitutional pro- 
tections to abuse suspects who would he sub- 
ject to the authority of tribal courts. 

In June of 2010, the United States Senate, 
by unanimous consent, passed the Tribal 
Law and Order Act (TLOA). On July 27, 2010, 
the House of Representatives passed the 
measure under suspension of the rules. The 
tribal provisions in S. 47 are subject to a 
more narrow set of crimes, are limited to 
misdemeanor level punishments, and would 
provide a broader range of protections to 
suspects of abuse than those required under 
TLOA. With such broad support for TLOA, it 
is troubling that some Members of Congress 
now claim that the narrowly tailored pro- 
posal in S. 47 raises constitutional concerns. 
Such concerns are unfounded. 

In 2004, the U.S. Supreme Court affirmed a 
similar restoration of tribal government au- 
thority through an amendment to the Indian 
Civil Rights Act. Congress has this author- 
ity, and Native women throughout the 
United States desperately need us to act so 
that they can be afforded similar access to 
justice that many others take for granted. 

In 1978, the U.S. Supreme Court, in decid- 
ing to divest Indian tribes of authority over 
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local reservation-based crimes, made the fol- 
lowing statement: 

“We recognize that some Indian tribal 
court systems have become increasingly so- 
phisticated and resemble in many respects 
their state counterparts. .. . We are not un- 
aware of the prevalence of non-Indian crime on 
today’s reservations which the tribes forcefully 
argue requires the ability to try non-Indians. 
But these are considerations for Congress to 
weigh.” Oliphant v. Suquamish Indian Tribe, 
435 U.S. 191, 211 (1978) (emphasis added). 

This statement and resulting gaps in 
criminal jurisdiction on Indian lands have 
haunted Native women and tribal commu- 
nities nationwide for more than 35 years. 
Time has come for Congress to act. S. 47 
takes reasonable well-tailored measures to 
fill the gap in local authority, and will go far 
in helping to prevent future acts of violence 
against Native women nationwide. Thank 
you for again including these vital provi- 
sions in your VAWA Reauthorization. 

Sincerely, 
TOM WOOTEN. 
GREAT PLAINS TRIBAL 
CHAIRMAN’S ASSOCIATION, 
Rapid City, SD, February 4, 2013. 
Re Support for S. 47, VAWA Reauthorization 


Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Senate Committee on the Judiciary, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY: I write on behalf of 
the Great Plains Tribal Chairman’s Associa- 
tion to voice our strong support for S. 47, the 
Violence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act (VAWA) of 2018. This bill will provide 
local tribal governments with the long-need- 
ed control to combat acts of domestic vio- 
lence against Native women and children on 
Indian lands regardless of the status of the 
offender. 

The current justice system in place on In- 
dian lands handcuffs the local tribal justice 
system. Non-Native men who abuse Native 
women hide behind these federal laws and 
court decisions, walking the streets of Indian 
country free of consequences, while denying 
justice to Native women and their families. 

Nationally, Native women are raped and 
assaulted at 2.5 times the national average. 
More than 1 in 3 Native women will be raped 
in their lifetimes, and more than 3 in 5 will 
suffer domestic assault. The U.S. Depart- 
ment of Justice (DOJ) has found that the 
current system of justice, ‘‘inadequate to 
stop the pattern of escalating violence 
against Native women.” Tribal leaders, po- 
lice officers, and prosecutors have testified 
to the fact that when misdemeanor acts of 
domestic and dating violence go 
unaddressed, offenders become emboldened 
and feel untouchable, and the beatings esca- 
late, often leading to death or severe phys- 
ical injury. A National Institute of Justice- 
funded analysis of death certificates found 
that, on some reservations, Native women 
are murdered at a rate more than ten times 
the national average. S. 47 will crack down 
on reservation based domestic violence by 
all offenders at the early stages before vio- 
lence escalates. 

While the problem of violence against Na- 
tive women is longstanding and broad, the 
jurisdictional provisions proposed in S. 47, 
Section 904, are well-reasoned and limited in 
scope. They extend only to misdemeanor 
level crimes of domestic and dating violence. 
They are limited to enforcement of reserva- 
tion-based crimes involving individuals that 
work or live on an Indian reservation and 
who are in a serious relationship with a trib- 
al citizen from that reservation. S. 47 also 
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provides the full range of constitutional pro- 
tections to abuse suspects who would be sub- 
ject to the authority of tribal courts. 

In June of 2010, the United States Senate, 
by unanimous consent, passed the Tribal 
Law and Order Act (TLOA). On July 27, 2010, 
the House of Representatives passed the 
measure under suspension of the rules. The 
tribal provisions in S. 47 are subject to a 
more narrow set of crimes, are limited to 
misdemeanor level punishments, and would 
provide a broader range of protections to 
suspects of abuse than those required under 
TLOA. With such broad support for TLOA, it 
is troubling that some Members of Congress 
now claim that the narrowly tailored pro- 
posal in S. 47 raises constitutional concerns. 
Such concerns are unfounded. 

In 2004, the U.S. Supreme Court affirmed a 
similar restoration of tribal government au- 
thority through an amendment to the Indian 
Civil Rights Act. Congress has this author- 
ity, and Native women throughout the 
United States desperately need us to act so 
that they can be afforded similar access to 
justice that many others take for granted. 

In 1978, the U.S. Supreme Court, in decid- 
ing to divest Indian tribes of authority over 
local reservation-based crimes, made the fol- 
lowing statement: 

“We recognize that some Indian tribal 
court systems have become increasingly so- 
phisticated and resemble in many respects 
their state counterparts. ... We are not un- 
aware of the prevalence of non-Indian crime on 
today’s reservations which the tribes forcefully 
argue requires the ability to try non-Indians. 
But these are considerations for Congress to 
weigh.” Oliphant v. Suquamish Indian Tribe, 
435 U.S. 191, 211 (1978) (emphasis added). 

This statement and resulting gaps in 
criminal jurisdiction on Indian lands have 
haunted Native women and tribal commu- 
nities nationwide for more than 35 years. 
Time has come for Congress to act. S. 47 
takes reasonable well-tailored measures to 
fill the gap in local authority, and will go far 
in ensuring domestic safety for Native 
women nationwide. We urge you to support 
and vote for S. 47 when the measure moves 
to the Senate floor. Thank you for your at- 
tention to this matter. 


Sincerely, 
TEX “RED TIPPED ARROW” 
HALL, 
Chairman, Mandan, 
Hidatsa, Arikara 


Nation, Three Affili- 
ated Tribes, Chair- 
man, Great Plains 
Tribal Chairman’s 
Association. 
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF JUVENILE 
AND FAMILY COURT JUDGES, 
Reno, NV, February 4, 2013. 
Sen. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Chairman, Senate Committee on the Judiciary, 
Washington, DC. 

TO THE MEMBERS OF THE U.S. SENATE: On 
behalf of the National Council of Juvenile 
and Family Court Judges (NCJFCJ) and its 
2,000 members who represent the nation’s 
30,000 state family and juvenile court judges, 
I am writing in support of Title IX of S. 47, 
the bill to reauthorize the Violence Against 
Women Act. In particular, I am writing to 
apprise you of the NCJFCJ’s strong support 
for the recognition of tribes’ need for and 
sovereign authority to establish tribal 
courts to address the epidemic of domestic 
violence on tribal lands. 

On January 21, 2011, the NCJFCJ adopted 
an organizational policy that states that we 
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recognize tribal courts as equal and parallel 
systems of justice to the state court sys- 
tems. We did so because our state court 
judge members have a strong history of 
working with tribal courts and are aware of 
their capacity to adjudicate local cases of 
domestic violence. Our organization has long 
supported the efforts of tribal courts to ad- 
dress these crimes, whether these crimes are 
committed by Indian or non-Indian persons, 
in order to protect the safety of the victims 
of these crimes, their family members, and 
the local community. 

In our role as state court judges working 
alongside tribal lands, we are in a unique po- 
sition to see the shortcomings of the current 
system of justice afforded to the tribes 
through the federal district courts. Cur- 
rently, only the U.S. Attorneys can pros- 
ecute these cases—but they seldom do, be- 
cause there are not enough U.S. Attorneys to 
handle these cases and because in many 
cases the nearest office of the U.S. Attorney 
is several hundred miles away. The remote 
locations of many tribal communities create 
serious obstacles to access for victims of 
these crimes. They have no way to get to 
federal court and the federal court has no ca- 
pacity to reach out to these geographically 
distant communities. Yet we know how dan- 
gerous domestic violence cases can be, and 
cannot stand by and let these crimes go 
unaddressed. Too many lives are at risk; too 
many victims and children are left to suffer 
because the only system of justice afforded 
to them is utterly out of reach. 

We believe that the provisions contained in 
S. 47 create an excellent path for supporting 
a system of tribal courts that can quickly, 
appropriately, and fairly respond to the epi- 
demic of domestic violence on tribal lands. 
We base this belief on the long history 
NCJFCJ has had in providing training and 
technical assistance to tribal courts. There 
is a dedication and willingness on the part of 
both tribal and state courts to build the best 
possible system of justice for Native victims 
of domestic violence. We ask the Senate to 
recognize the appropriateness of tribal 
courts’ providing protection to their most 
vulnerable community members. In the in- 
terests of justice for all, we ask you to vote 
for S. 47 so that its tribal provisions can be- 
come law. 

If you have any questions, we stand ready 
to answer with whatever information you 
may need. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL NASH, 
President, National Council of 
Juvenile and Family Court Judges. 
SUSANVILLE INDIAN RANCHERIA, 
Susanville, CA, February 4, 2013. 
Re Support for S. 47, VAWA Reauthorization 


Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Senate Committee on the Judiciary, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY: I write on behalf of 
the Susanville Indian Rancheria to voice our 
strong support for S. 47, the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act 
(VAWA) of 2013. This bill will provide local 
tribal governments with the long-needed 
control to combat acts of domestic violence 
against Native women and children on In- 
dian lands regardless of the status of the of- 
fender. 

The current justice system in place on In- 
dian lands handcuffs the local tribal justice 
system. Non-Native men who abuse Native 
women hide behind these federal laws and 
court decisions, walking the streets of Indian 
country free of consequences, while denying 
justice to Native women and their families. 
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Nationally, Native women are raped and 
assaulted at 2.5 times the national average. 
More than 1 in 3 Native women will be raped 
in their lifetimes, and more than 3 in 5 will 
suffer domestic assault. The U.S. Depart- 
ment of Justice (DOJ) has found that the 
current system of justice, ‘‘inadequate to 
stop the pattern of escalating violence 
against Native women.” Tribal leaders, po- 
lice officers, and prosecutors have testified 
to the fact that when misdemeanor acts of 
domestic and dating violence go 
unaddressed, offenders become emboldened 
and feel untouchable, and the beatings esca- 
late, often leading to death or severe phys- 
ical injury. A National Institute of Justice- 
funded analysis of death certificates found 
that, on some reservations, Native women 
are murdered at a rate more than ten times 
the national average. S. 47 will crack down 
on reservation based domestic violence by 
all offenders at the early stages before vio- 
lence escalates. 

While the problem of violence against Na- 
tive women is longstanding and broad, the 
jurisdictional provisions proposed in S. 47, 
Section 904, are well-reasoned and limited in 
scope. They extend only to misdemeanor 
level crimes of domestic and dating violence. 
They are limited to enforcement of reserva- 
tion-based crimes involving individuals that 
work or live on an Indian reservation and 
who are in a serious relationship with a trib- 
al citizen from that reservation. S. 47 also 
provides the full range of constitutional pro- 
tections to abuse suspects who would be sub- 
ject to the authority of tribal courts. 

In June of 2010, the United States Senate, 
by unanimous consent, passed the Tribal 
Law and Order Act (TLOA). On July 27, 2010, 
the House of Representatives passed the 
measure under suspension of the rules. The 
tribal provisions in S. 47 are subject to a 
more narrow set of crimes, are limited to 
misdemeanor level punishments, and would 
provide a broader range of protections to 
suspects of abuse than those required under 
TLOA. With such broad support for TLOA, it 
is troubling that some Members of Congress 
now claim that the narrowly tailored pro- 
posal in S. 47 raises constitutional concerns. 
Such concerns are unfounded. 

In 2004, the U.S. Supreme Court affirmed a 
similar restoration of tribal government au- 
thority through an amendment to the Indian 
Civil Rights Act. Congress has this author- 
ity, and Native women throughout the 
United States desperately need us to act so 
that they can be afforded similar access to 
justice that many others take for granted. 

In 1978, the U.S. Supreme Court, in decid- 
ing to divest Indian tribes of authority over 
local reservation-based crimes, made the fol- 
lowing statement: 

“We recognize that some Indian tribal 
court systems have become increasingly so- 
phisticated and resemble in many respects 
their state counterparts. .. . We are not un- 
aware of the prevalence of non-Indian crime on 
today’s reservations which the tribes forcefully 
argue requires the ability to try non-Indians. 
But these are considerations for Congress to 
weigh.” Oliphant v. Suquamish Indian Tribe, 
435 U.S. 191, 211 (1978) (emphasis added). 

This statement and resulting gaps in 
criminal jurisdiction on Indian lands have 
haunted Native women and tribal commu- 
nities nationwide for more than 35 years. 
Time has come for Congress to act. S. 47 
takes reasonable well-tailored measures to 
fill the gap in local authority, and will go far 
in helping to prevent future acts of violence 
against Native women nationwide. Thank 
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you for again including these vital provi- 
sions in your VAWA Reauthorization. 
Sincerely, 
STACY DIXON, 
Tribal Chairman. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. I know 
my colleague, the Senator from Min- 
nesota, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, is here today— 
another prosecutor, another Senator 
who knows the importance of this law. 
I very much appreciate her hard work 
in terms of bringing justice to tribal 
communities and bringing justice to 
women across this Nation. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
wish to first thank the Senator from 
New Mexico for his great leadership on 
this issue. This is a national issue. It is 
a bipartisan issue. It crosses geo- 
graphic lines. Those of us who have sig- 
nificant tribal communities know how 
important these provisions are to this 
bill. 

We tried very hard on the Judiciary 
Committee to make sure this bill is 
consistent with the bipartisan work we 
have done in the past, but we also saw 
it as an opportunity to consolidate 
some of the programs to save money 
and then to look at areas where we 
needed to be more sophisticated, where 
we needed to respond to changing 
issues in the law. Certainly, the tribal 
jurisdiction issue was one of those 
major issues. 

I rise today to talk about the impor- 
tance of this bill. It is a law that has 
changed the way we think about vio- 
lence against women in the United 
States of America. The Violence 
Against Women Act is one of the great 
legislative success stories in the crimi- 
nal area in the last few decades. Since 
it was first passed in 1994, annual do- 
mestic violence rates have fallen by 50 
percent. Now, you usually cannot say 
that about criminal prosecution ef- 
forts. I usually do not have that kind 
of number. But that is what we have— 
since 1994, a 50-percent difference in do- 
mestic violence rates. 

People have stopped looking at the 
issue of domestic violence as a family 
issue, and they have started treating 
domestic violence and sexual assault as 
the serious crimes they are. Last year 
Minnesota recorded the lowest number 
of domestic-related deaths since 1991— 
down from 34 in 2011 to 18. This is in no 
small part due to the Violence Against 
Women Act. Women have more access 
to intervention programs, and they feel 
more empowered to come forward. 

I know in my own county, where I 
was chief prosecutor for 8 years, 
thanks to the good work of Paul and 
Sheila Wellstone, and my predecessor 
Mike Freeman, we set up one of the 
most unique domestic violence service 
centers in the country. It has been a 
model for the rest of the country. 
Under my leadership, we also made 
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changes to it to advance it to even 
higher levels. But the point is that it is 
a one-stop shop for the victims of do- 
mestic violence, so they can come in, 
see a prosecutor, see a cop, have a 
place for their kids to play, be able to 
find a shelter and a place to live, all 
under one roof instead of walking 
through the maze of the bureaucracy in 
the Government Center. 

Both prevention and prosecution of 
domestic violence work were among 
my top priorities as a prosecutor. I 
know we have done good work, but 
there is still a lot of work that needs to 
be done. 

According to a recent survey con- 
ducted by the Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention, 24 people per 
minute are victims of rape, physical vi- 
olence, or stalking by an intimate 
partner in this country. Approximately 
one in four women has experienced se- 
vere physical violence by an intimate 
partner at some point in her lifetime, 
and 45 percent of the women killed in 
the United States are killed by their 
partner. Every year close to 17,000 peo- 
ple still lose their lives to domestic vi- 
olence. These statistics mean that sex- 
ual assault, domestic violence, and 
stalking are still problems in America. 
That is why it is so important that we 
move quickly to take up this bill. 

Just like the two prior authoriza- 
tions in 2000 and 2006, this bill 
strengthens current law and provides 
solutions to problems that we have 
learned more about since VAWA first 
passed in 1994. 

The Senate bill continues a tradition 
of bipartisan sponsorship, with 60 co- 
sponsors, including 7 Republicans. As 
we know, last April the Senate ap- 
proved this bill by a 68-to-31 vote. All 
17 women Senators—I see my colleague 
Senator MURKOWSKI here from Alaska. 
We thank her for her support and vote 
for that bill. This truly brought the 
women of the Senate together to stand 
up against domestic violence. 

What does this bill do that is dif- 
ferent from the last bill? Well, it con- 
solidates duplicative programs and 
streamlines others. It provides greater 
flexibility for the use of grant money. 
It has new training requirements for 
people providing legal assistance to 
victims. As I mentioned, it takes im- 
portant steps to address the dispropor- 
tionately high domestic violence rates 
in Native American communities. 

I am disappointed that we were un- 
able to include the modest increase in 
U visas for immigrant victims of do- 
mestic violence. There were technical 
objections to including that provision. 
It was removed in order to improve our 
chances of getting this bill done once 
and for all. U visas are an important 
tool for encouraging victims to come 
forward. I will press to increase the 
number of U visas available to victims 
when we work on the comprehensive 
immigration reform bill in the spring. 
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One thing I wish to note about this 
bill is that it closes many gaps in the 
current system, ways to improve the 
current system. There was a bill I in- 
troduced with Senator Hutchison to 
address high-tech stalking, cases where 
stalkers use technology such as the 
Internet, video surveillance, and bug- 
ging to stalk victims. This is not some- 
thing we probably would be talking 
about if I were standing here in 1994, 
but here in 2013, we know it is an issue. 
We have seen cases across the Nation 
of this kind of video surveillance and 
Internet bugging. In fact, we had a 
very high profile case involving a high 
profile newscaster who was willing to 
come forward and work with House and 
Senate authors on this bill. We are 
very pleased to have had the support 
from the Fraternal Order of Police, 
Federal Law Enforcement Officers As- 
sociation, National Sheriffs’ Associa- 
tion, and the International Association 
of Chiefs of Police. They have all en- 
dorsed this bill. 


This provision, the high-tech stalk- 
ing provision, is included in the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act, so we are 
very happy about that. Again, I believe 
our laws have to be as sophisticated as 
those who are breaking them. If they 
are using the Internet, if they are spy- 
ing with video cameras through peep- 
holes, we have to be able to respond to 
that. 


I wanted to end by telling a story I 
told when we first started to consider 
this bill over a year ago. A year ago, 
over the holidays, I went to one of the 
saddest funerals I ever attended. It was 
the funeral for Shawn Schneider. He 
was a Lake City police officer in Min- 
neapolis. I have since gotten to know 
his widow. He died responding to a do- 
mestic violence case. He went up to the 
door. He had received a call from the 
17-year-old victim—the department 
had. He went up there to that door, and 
he got shot in the head. His bulletproof 
vest did not protect him. Nothing pro- 
tected him. When I was sitting in that 
church and saw his three little chil- 
dren, including that little girl in her 
little blue dress covered in stars, I 
thought to myself at that moment, the 
victims of domestic abuse are not just 
one victim. It is an entire family. It is 
an entire community. So in their honor 
today, in the honor of those children, I 
would like us to have strong bipartisan 
support for the Violence Against 
Women Act. I believe we can do it. 


I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD these letters 
from law enforcement and criminal 
justice organizations in support of S. 
47, the Violence Against Women Act. 

There being no objection, the mate- 


rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
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AEQUITAS, THE PROSECUTORS’ RE- 
SOURCE ON VIOLENCE AGAINST 
WOMEN, 

Washington, DC, February 4, 2013. 
Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Chairman, Senate Committee on Judiciary, 

Washington, DC. 

Hon. BOB GOODLATTE, 
Chairman, House Committee 

Washington, DC. 

Hon. CHARLES GRASSLEY, 

Ranking Member, Senate Committee on Judici- 
ary, Washington, DC. 

Hon. JOHN CONYERS, 

Ranking Member, House Committee on Judici- 
ary, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY, CHAIRMAN GOOD- 
LATTE, RANKING MEMBER GRASSLEY AND 
RANKING MEMBER CONYERS: On behalf of 
AEquitas: The Prosecutors’ Resource on Vio- 
lence Against Women, in support for the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act’s (VAWA) reau- 
thorization. AEquitas’ mission is to improve 
the quality of justice in sexual violence, inti- 
mate partner violence, stalking, and human 
trafficking cases by developing, evaluating 
and refining prosecution practices that in- 
crease victim safety and offender account- 
ability. 

VAWA has unquestionably improved the 
nation’s justice system response to the dev- 
astating crimes of sexual violence, intimate 
partner violence, and stalking. This critical 
legislation must be reauthorized to ensure a 
continued response to these crimes. 

Since its original passage in 1994, VAWA 
has improved the criminal justice system’s 
ability to keep victims safe and hold per- 
petrators accountable. As a result of this 
historic legislation, every state has enacted 
laws making stalking a crime and strength- 
ened criminal rape and sexual assault stat- 
utes. 

VAWA has undoubtedly had a positive im- 
pact on the efforts of prosecutors to hold of- 
fenders accountable while supporting victim 
safety. We urge Congress to reauthorize 
VAWA to build upon its successes and to ex- 
pand its ability to improve our response to 
these crimes, hold perpetrators accountable, 
and keep victims and their children safe 
from future harm. 

Thank you for your leadership and stead- 
fast commitment to supporting victims of 
sexual violence, intimate partner violence, 
and stalking. We look forward to hearing of 
VAWA’s swift reauthorization. If you have 
any questions, please feel free to contact me. 
Sincerely, 


on Judiciary, 


JENNIFER G. LONG, J.D., 
Director. 
AMERICAN PROBATION AND 
PAROLE ASSOCIATION, 
Lexington, KY, February 1, 2013. 
Senator PATRICK LEAHY, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
Washington, DC. 
Senator MIKE CRAPO, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATORS LEAHY AND CRAPO: The 
American Probation and Parole Association 
(APPA) represents over 35,000 pretrial, pro- 
bation, parole and community corrections 
professionals working in the criminal and ju- 
venile justice systems nationally and come 
from federal, state, local and tribal jurisdic- 
tions. On behalf of our membership and con- 
stituents we whole-heartedly support your 
efforts to have the Violence Against Women 
Act (VAWA) reauthorized. 

The VAWA initiatives have supported 
state, local and tribal efforts to effectively 
address the crimes of domestic violence, dat- 
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ing violence, sexual assault and stalking. 
These efforts have shown great progress and 
promise towards keeping victims safe and 
holding perpetrators accountable. The reau- 
thorization of VAWA is critical to maintain- 
ing the progress of current initiatives and 
ensuring comprehensive and effective re- 
sponses to these crimes in the future for the 
protection of all victims without consider- 
ation of race, ethnicity or sexual orienta- 
tion. 

Domestic violence perpetrators represent a 
significant proportion of the total popu- 
lation on community supervision. In 2008 
there were nearly 86,000 adults on probation 
for a domestic violence offense in United 
States, and data from the California Depart- 
ment of Justice indicates that in 2000 ap- 
proximately 90% of adults convicted of fel- 
ony domestic violence offenses in that state 
were sentenced to a period of probation, ei- 
ther alone or coupled with incarceration. Do- 
mestic violence offenders are among the 
most dangerous offenders on community su- 
pervision caseloads, and in order to supervise 
domestic violence offenders effectively, com- 
munity corrections professionals must re- 
ceive adequate training. 

Since its original passage in 1994, VAWA 
has been instrumental in increasing our con- 
stituents’ attention to and understanding of 
these crimes as well as provided significant 
assistance in humanizing their responsive- 
ness to victims and improving their prac- 
tices related to accountability and interven- 
tion with perpetrators of these crimes. 
VAWA has without question been instru- 
mental in developing community supervision 
practices that keep victims and their fami- 
lies safe from future harm and improved 
compliance and behavioral change for per- 
petrators. 

We stand ready to assist you throughout 
the reauthorization process. If you have any 
questions or require further information or 
assistance, please feel free to contact me. 

Sincerely, 
CARL WICKLUND, 
Executive Director. 
ASSOCIATION OF 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEYS, 
Washington, DC, February 4, 2013. 
Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Chairman, Senate Committee on Judiciary, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY: On behalf of the 
Association of Prosecuting Attorneys, which 
represents and supports all prosecutors, I am 
writing today regarding the Violence 
Against Women Act’s (VAWA) reauthoriza- 
tion. VAWA has improved the criminal jus- 
tice system’s response to the devastating 
crimes of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault and stalking. The reauthoriza- 
tion of this critical legislation ensures a con- 
tinued response to these crimes. 

Since its original passage in 1994, VAWA 
has dramatically enhanced our nation’s re- 
sponse to violence against women. More vic- 
tims report domestic violence to the police, 
the rate of non-fatal intimate partner vio- 
lence against women has decreased by 63%, 
and VAWA saved nearly $14.8 billion in net 
averted social costs in just the first six years. 

The reauthorization of VAWA builds upon 
existing efforts to more effectively combat 
violence against all victims. The reauthor- 
ization of VAWA renews a range of impor- 
tant programs and initiatives for law en- 
forcement to address the various causes and 
far-reaching consequences of domestic vio- 
lence, sexual assault, dating violence, and 
stalking. VAWA Reauthorization will fur- 
ther build upon the successes of these pro- 
grams by including measures to ensure an 
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increased focus on sexual assault prevention, 
enforcement, and services; and providing as- 
sistance to law enforcement to take key 
steps to reduce backlogs of rape kits under 
their control. 

VAWA has undoubtedly had a positive im- 
pact on the efforts of law enforcement agen- 
cies nationwide to keep victims and their 
children safe and hold perpetrators account- 
able. Thank you for your leadership and 
steadfast commitment to supporting victims 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking. We look forward to 
hearing of VAWA’s swift reauthorization. If 
you have any questions, feel free to contact 
me. 

Sincerely, 
STEVEN JANSEN, 
Vice President/COO. 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, 
COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, 
Santa Barbara, CA, January 31, 2013. 
Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing on be- 
half of the Santa Barbara County Board of 
Supervisors to urge you to take action on 
legislation to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act (VAWA). 

Thank you for introducing S. 47, the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act. 
Programs authorized by VAWA have saved 
lives as well as providing resources and 
training needed in communities like Santa 
Barbara County to address these reprehen- 
sible crimes, and the Board recognizes the 
importance of reauthorizing and enhancing 
the resources provided by this important 
public safety program. 

The Violence Against Women Reauthoriza- 
tion Act would expand the law’s focus on 
sexual assault and help ensure access to 
services for all victims of domestic and sex- 
ual violence. It also responds to these dif- 
ficult economic times by consolidating pro- 
grams, focusing on the most effective ap- 
proaches, and adding accountability meas- 
ures to ensure that Federal funds are used ef- 
ficiently and effectively. 

The Violence Against Women Act has been 
successful because it has consistently had 
strong bipartisan support for nearly two dec- 
ades. Please work with the members of your 
committee to expedite action on S. 47 or 
similar legislation to reauthorize VAWA. 

Sincerely yours, 
THOMAS P. WALTERS, 
Washington Representative. 


U.S. 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 
Chicago, IL, January 30, 2013. 

Hon. PATRICK J. LEAHY, 

U.S. Senate, 

Washington, DC. 

Hon. MICHAEL D. CRAPO, 

U.S. Senate, 

Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATORS LEAHY AND CRAPO: On be- 
half of the American Bar Association (ABA), 
with nearly 400,000 members across the coun- 
try, I write to commend your continued bi- 
partisan leadership in the cause of justice 
and equal rights with the introduction of the 
Violence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act of 2013. The ABA strongly supports your 
effort to renew proven and effective pro- 
grams that support victims of domestic, sex- 
ual, stalking and dating violence and their 
families. 

The ABA has long supported efforts to ad- 
dress domestic, sexual and stalking violence, 
and we recognize that the legal profession 
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fulfills an important role in addressing these 
crimes. Since 1994, the ABA’s Commission on 
Domestic & Sexual Violence has also worked 
to increase access to justice for victims of 
domestic violence, sexual assault and stalk- 
ing by mobilizing the legal profession. 

In recent years, the ABA has adopted poli- 
cies that specifically address VAWA reau- 
thorization, including some of the more chal- 
lenging issues that ultimately proved to be 
barriers to reauthorization during the last 
Congress: 

February 2010: urging reauthorization and 
highlighting the need for legislation that 
“provides services, protection, and justice 
for underserved and vulnerable victims of vi- 
olence, including children and youth who are 
victims or are witnesses to family violence, 
and victims who are disabled, elderly, immi- 
grant, trafficked, LGBT and/or Indian.”’ 

August 2012: urging Congress ‘‘to strength- 
en tribal jurisdiction to address crimes of 
gender-based violence on tribal lands that 
are committed by non-Indian perpetrators.”’ 

VAWA reauthorization was a legislative 
priority for the association during the 112th 
Congress and a focus of our annual grass- 
roots lobbying event, ABA Day 2012, when 
ABA, state, local, and specialty bar leaders 
from al 1 50 states met with members of Con- 
gress of both parties on this issue. 

VAWA reauthorization remains a priority 
for the American Bar Association during the 
118th Congress. We appreciate your leader- 
ship and look forward to working with you 
to ensure passage of this legislation. 

Sincerely, 
LAUREL G. BELLOWS. 
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF MISSOURI, 
Jefferson City, MO, February 6, 2013. 

DEAR MEMBERS OF CONGRESS: In 1994, this 
nation’s leaders enacted the Violence 
Against Women Act (‘‘“VAWA’’). This land- 
mark piece of legislation put in place a legal 
framework that better enabled states like 
Missouri to effectively investigate violent 
crimes against women, prosecute and punish 
offenders, and protect victims from further 
harm. In the decades since VAWA’s enact- 
ment, Congress has twice voted to reauthor- 
ize the law. With each reauthorization, Con- 
gress not only strengthened the provisions of 
the law, it also reaffirmed this country’s 
commitment to support survivors of personal 
violence and sexual assault. It is time to do 
so again. 

Missouri women and their families rely on 
the programs and services that VAWA makes 
possible. For example, non-profit, commu- 
nity, and faith-based organizations use fed- 
eral funds directed through VAWA’s Sexual 
Assault Services Program to provide vital 
support to victims of sexual assault. And 
Missouri prosecutors, police officers, and 
court personnel participate in training fund- 
ed through the STOP (Services Training Offi- 
cers Prosecutors) program, equipping them 
to better address violent crime against 
women. 

But the work is just beginning. In 2011, 
over 40,000 incidents of domestic violence 
were reported in Missouri. Thirty women 
were killed by their husbands or boyfriends. 
Missouri women reported more than 1,400 
forcible rapes or attempted forcible rapes. 
And although over 10,000 women in need were 
able to find a place at a shelter, nearly 20,000 
more were turned away. 

By reauthorizing VAWA, this Congress will 
continue the effort undertaken nearly twen- 
ty years ago—the effort to eliminate violent 
crime perpetrated against our mothers, our 
sisters, our daughters, our neighbors, and 
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our friends. I urge each of you to support 
this important legislation. 
Respectfully, 
CHRIS KOSTER, 
Attorney General, State of Missouri. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, 
first I would like to follow my col- 
league from Minnesota in voicing my 
support for passage of the Violence 
Against Women Act. As she noted, I 
have been a cosponsor of this very im- 
portant legislation not only this Con- 
gress but last. I have urged on multiple 
occasions that we move forward with 
reauthorization of this very significant 
legislation, have urged the House to do 
the same last year. They failed to do 
that. 

You do not give up when the cause is 
right. This is far too important to too 
many around the country. My col- 
league has cited some of the statistics 
and the issues and the initiatives she 
worked on when she was back home in 
her home State of Minnesota. It is 
something I think we all share—a con- 
cern for the levels of domestic violence 
within our respective States. In a State 
such as Alaska where we have so much 
to be proud of, unfortunately our sta- 
tistics as they relate to domestic vio- 
lence are appalling. Appalling. 

So anything that we can do, whether 
it is here in Washington, DC, at the 
local level, the State level, we must do. 
We need to act here. So I join not only 
my colleague from Minnesota but so 
many who have led the charge here to 
do right as we work to reauthorize the 
Violence Against Women Act. I will 
have an opportunity to speak more on 
the VAWA reauthorization later. 
DECISION BY THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

I wanted to take some time this 
morning to come to the floor to speak 
about an issue that has absolutely in- 
flamed me this week. This week I 
learned that the Fish and Wildlife 
Service in the Department of the Inte- 
rior has made a decision to deny the 
construction of a single-lane gravel 
emergency access road through a very, 
very tiny portion of a national wildlife 
refuge located on the Alaska Peninsula 
in southwest Alaska. 

You might think, well, why is this 
such a big deal? You have heard me 
here on the floor or others here in this 
body have certainly heard me many 
times advocate on behalf of Alaska and 
the development of our resources to 
benefit the people of Alaska, to benefit 
the country as a whole. This is not a 
development project I am talking 
about here today. What I am address- 
ing today is the health and the safety— 
the safety of the residents of a small 
Aleut community located in the Aleu- 
tian Islands. These are 748 people who 
really do not have the audiences so 
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many constituents in Alaska or in 
other parts of the country enjoy. 

They are kind of out of sight, out of 
mind, if you will. They are not out of 
sight, out of mind, out of my heart. 

One of the most important respon- 
sibilities we have as U.S. Senators, as 
Members of Congress, is to protect the 
safety of those people we represent. 

I wish to tell the story of King Cove, 
AK, and what is going on. You have 
seen the picture of the map of Alaska, 
the big beautiful State. I don’t have it 
superimposed over the rest of the lower 
48, because my point today is not to 
talk about how big we are in compari- 
son to the rest of the Nation as a whole 
but to put in context what we are talk- 
ing about here when we talk about the 
community of King Cove, AK. 

You have the Aleutian peninsula here 
that stretches out approximately 1,000 
miles. You might not appreciate the 
length and scope we are talking about 
here, but the Aleutian chain is just ex- 
actly that. 

King Cove is right on the end of this 
peninsula area in this diagram. It is 
kind of out there. When I say ‘‘kind of 
out there,’ there is nothing else 
around there. There are no roads that 
connect you to get anywhere when you 
want to go to “town.” Town is Anchor- 
age, AK, probably about 600 miles 
away, Maybe even a little bit longer. It 
is most likely a $1,000 airplane ticket 
to get there. That puts it in context 
here. This is King Cove, AK. 

To put it in a little better context as 
to what we are speaking about, this is 
the community of King Cove right on 
the end of this lagoon, this bay. All the 
way around the other side of the bay is 
an area called Cold Bay. Cold Bay was 
designated during World War II as an 
air base this country relied on. During 
the war, they constructed a 10,000-foot 
runway. It is the second longest run- 
way in the State of Alaska right now, 
and it is in pretty good shape. It is 
used as a divert runway. NASA uses it 
as one of its divert places. It is a pretty 
good solid airport. 

Keep in mind, Cold Bay has about 
100, maybe 110 people on a good day 
who live there. Around here, King Cove 
is an Aleut community. It has been 
around for maybe 1,000 years, maybe a 
couple of thousand years. It has been 
around a long time. The Aleut people 
have lived in this part of the country 
for thousands of years. This commu- 
nity now is host to about 748 people, 
give or take. During the fishing season 
you might get it up as high as possibly 
1,000 people. It is not a booming me- 
tropolis by any stretch of the imagina- 
tion. 

King Cove, as you can see, is kind of 
isolated. There is water all around it. 
That is fair, that is good. This is a situ- 
ation where this community is ringed 
by mountains. 

I have a picture here of King Cove. 
When you look at the location of the 
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water, you see where the mountains 
are. These are pretty fjord-like. These 
are not timid and tame mountains. 
These are the types of mountains that 
get your attention when you are flying 
in. 

The air strip here for King Cove sits 
right back up in this area. You need to 
come through these high mountains on 
all sides. When the cloud layer is low, 
as it usually is in this area, there are 
some issues as to whether you have a 
safe fly-out range. 

There are clouds, not only cross cur- 
rents that hit as you are coming into 
the airport, but you also have the 
downdraft coming off these very 
strong, very prominent mountains. 
This type of downdraft causes turbu- 
lence that particularly impacts heli- 
copters which might be coming into 
this community for a rescue. 

Again, as you look at the options of 
getting in and out of King Cove, your 
airport sits about here. You are 
rimmed with mountains. You may ei- 
ther fly in up this way or you may fly 
in and out that way. Hither way you 
cut it, you are moving through very 
high mountainous terrain with winds 
on all sides coming from above, clouds 
coming from below. It is as tricky and 
as difficult a navigational issue as 
about anywhere in the State. 

Going back to where King Cove sits 
in the ocean here, weather comes in off 
the Bering Sea up here and there is 
weather that comes up from the Gulf of 
Alaska here. It all kind of comes to- 
gether right around the Aleutians. The 
Aleutians are known to be one of the 
areas, at least in this country, of—ex- 
cuse the expression, but we call it snot- 
ty weather. It is foul weather too many 
times of the year, not just in the win- 
ter. 

We saw last month the incident with 
Shell’s vessel trying to move from Un- 
alaska across the Gulf of Alaska during 
January and encountering seas of up to 
40 feet. This is the weather we deal 
with in Alaska. There are difficult 
seas, and there are difficult flying situ- 
ations. Yet there are people who call 
King Cove home and have for thou- 
sands of years. 

You might ask why I am spending so 
much time talking about the weather. 
It sets the stage for this action the De- 
partment of Interior has taken and 
why I feel this decision is so wrong- 
headed, so shortsighted, and so wrong 
to the people who call this area home. 

Talking again about the weather and 
what it means, when you are in a small 
community that doesn’t have a hos- 
pital—you don’t have a hospital if 
there are 748 people. We have an IHS 
clinic, an Indian Health Service clinic. 
To provide for health needs is a com- 
munity health aid, and we might have 
a PA every now and again, but not al- 
ways reliably. We actually did have a 
doctor out in King Cove some years 
ago. He was there in 2006, and he left 
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after 6 months. We don’t have the med- 
ical assistance we need. When some- 
body suffers a heart attack, when a 
woman has a complication with a preg- 
nancy, it is not as if you can stay there 
in King Cove and seek medical help. 

What happens? They have to get out. 
Well, how do they get out? They can 
get out by boat. They can move around 
by boat from King Cove over to Cold 
Bay, where we have the second largest 
runway in the State of Alaska. It 
seems like a pretty simple situation. 
The problem is that a boat is about as 
dangerous oftentimes as flying. What 
happens is if you have weather this 
stinky, it raises the waves, making 
getting a fishing vessel across with a 
sick person, trying to get them to the 
dock on Cold Bay side and out of that 
vessel, a harrowing event. 

This is a picture we took from a 
video which had been taken by the resi- 
dents of King Cove. It might be dif- 
ficult to see this, but what you are 
looking at here is a steel ladder, a lad- 
der going up the side of the dock. It is 
about a 20-foot area there. Way down 
at the bottom here you see the base of 
a fishing vessel. What they are trying 
to do is to haul a sick, elderly gen- 
tleman up this metal ladder in the 
rain, sleet, and snow that is coming. 
You have a boat that is pitching and 
heaving here, with somebody up at the 
top of the dock ready to pick up this 
individual underneath their arms and 
haul them up onto the dock. This is 
not a condition you want if you are 
feeling at all poorly. The fishing vessel 
isn’t helping, so maybe we could do 
something else. Congress back in 2005 
said maybe we could put a hovercraft 
there so it can fly the waters between 
this point here and Cold Bay over here, 
because there is a road that can take 
you right along here and take you 
across to the water. 

The problem was not only the seas 
wouldn’t accommodate, but also the 
operational costs were through the 
roof. It made no sense, and the people 
in King Cove and Cold Bay had ac- 
knowledged it was not going to make 
any sense. They tried it, they were 
game, but it hasn’t worked. 

What happened was action needed to 
be taken because we were seeing too 
many people whose lives were at risk. 
We were seeing too many people who 
were killed trying to get out in an ef- 
fort to seek the medical help they 
needed. 

At some point in time you say this 
doesn’t work. When you have a way 
out, and it could be a simple road, why 
wouldn’t we do that to address the life 
safety of the people who live here? 

Back in 1979 and 1980, there were a 
number of airplane crashes that hap- 
pened as they were trying to take off 
and land in King Cove. In 1981 we had a 
medevac plane go down. We lost a 
nurse, her helper, the patient, and the 
medevac’s pilot—all killed. They were 
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trying to airlift an individual who had 
suffered a heart attack. Everybody was 
killed. 

In 2010, there was an airplane crash 
that occurred well on landing into King 
Cove. Della Trumble, who has long 
been an advocate for a solution to help 
the people of King Cove, was watching 
that plane land because her daughter 
was coming home. To be sitting there 
at the air strip, watching the plane 
come in to deliver your daughter, 
knowing the weather is foul, knowing 
the conditions are sketchy, and then 
seeing that airplane crash in front of 
your eyes—fortunately for Della and 
her daughter, she walked away. Think 
about that trauma. 

In February of 2011, the Coast Guard 
was forced to dispatch a helicopter out 
of Kodiak, moving a helicopter from 
Kodiak over to King Cove. They were 
trying to transfer a 73-year-old woman 
who was suffering from chest pains. A 
few days later the Coast Guard tried 
and failed to reach King Cove with a 
helicopter to airlift an 80-year-old 
woman who was also suffering chest 
pains. Fortunately, she survived. Two 
days later, there was another medical 
airlift that was delayed 6 hours from 
leaving. 

I just received the statistics from the 
Coast Guard for last year. How many 
rescue missions did the Coast Guard 
take on to go into King Cove to help 
those who needed help—not because 
the medevacs didn’t want to go help or 
because it was going to be too costly— 
because the medevacs refused to go in 
because they will not take those risks. 

What do we do? We call on our fabu- 
lous Coast Guard to come in and do the 
job. It was five times last year. It is 
scary work. The Coast Guard does it, 
and fortunately nobody was killed last 
year. How many people need to be 
killed when you have an option for a 
road to get you to the second longest 
runway in the State of Alaska? 

Let me share with others what it is 
we actually did to address this prob- 
lem. We said this is not acceptable. 
Five years ago this Congress approved 
a land exchange. In that exchange the 
Aleut people and the State of Alaska 
agreed to give up 56,400 acres of prized 
waterfowl habitat. They said, okay, we 
are going to give up 56,000 acres here to 
add to the Alaska peninsula and 
Izembek National Wildlife Refuge. We 
are going to trade this and, in return, 
the government will give back about 
1,800 acres. 

Do the quick math on this. This is a 
300-to-1 exchange the people agreed to, 
and it is even less when we isolate it. 
We are talking about 206 acres that are 
at issue—206 acres to allow for con- 
struction of a one-lane gravel road that 
will have no commercial use. This is to 
be used for emergency access. If some- 
one needs to get out of King Cove be- 
cause they have some kind of a condi- 
tion, all they would need to do is drive 
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20 miles—20 miles. Think about that. 
We drive 20 miles to get from here to 
wherever. We drive all the time and we 
don’t think about it. We are talking 
about 20 miles to save people’s lives. 

But it is even better than that. Be- 
cause when we are talking about what 
we are putting through a refuge, it is 
about a 10-mile road. I hate to even de- 
scribe it as a road. It is a one-lane 
gravel area through this lagoon we are 
talking about and not for commercial 
use. We have agreed to this. In ex- 
change for this 10-mile road, we said: 
We are going to give the Federal Gov- 
ernment 56,400 acres to add to a wilder- 
ness area. What a deal—what a deal. 

I hope you can see this, Mr. Presi- 
dent, because it is important to under- 
stand what we are talking about. This 
area in the black is what would be sub- 
ject to the exchange. This is what is 
going into the wilderness area. All this, 
plus other acreage that is not shown on 
this map, in exchange for these red cor- 
ridors here—about 206 acres. 

So back in 2009 we figured in the Sen- 
ate and over in the House it was impor- 
tant to address the safety needs of the 
people of King Cove, and if we could do 
that by allowing for 10 miles, 11 miles 
of new road through the Izembek Ref- 
uge, we could solve a lot of problems. 
Again, I reiterate, this road is specifi- 
cally not allowed to be used for eco- 
nomic development. In the omnibus 
bill we passed the language is specific: 
“Primarily for health and safety pur- 
poses and only for noncommercial pur- 
poses.” 

There were some who were so con- 
cerned we were going to see a volume 
of traffic going back and forth between 
this community of 748 people and the 
110 people over here and that somehow 
there was going to be this wild traffic 
going back and forth that was going to 
disturb the migratory waterfowl, the 
birds that come through here, the ani- 
mals in this refuge area. I think it is 
important to recognize this is not an 
area that has never been tracked by 
man; that has never seen a presence. 
Again, I will remind my colleagues, 
this was an Air Force base in World 
War II. This is the second largest run- 
way in the State. This is an area that 
has seen traffic through vehicles, 
ATVs, over the years because of the 
war. 

In this chart, we can see the red 
tracks here. These are all the areas 
where all-terrain vehicle use is cur- 
rently in play, and this has been in 
play since 2005 to 2008. Then the areas 
that are kind of red dotted are the pre- 
dicted ATV vehicle travel corridor. We 
can see this is all within the Izembek 
Refuge area, the wilderness area. So it 
is not as if this is without any kind of 
access that is in place. 

If we look at this next picture, this is 
an example of what we are talking 
about with this proposed road. It is out 
in the middle of some pretty amazing, 


February 7, 2013 


sweeping landscape, as we can see. But 
the road is pretty much a one-lane 
gravel road. There is not going to be 
any stuff such as street lights. There 
are not going to be any dividers, merid- 
jans, sidewalks. There will not be any 
overpasses. This is pretty much what 
we are talking about here. 

This next chart shows the existing 
trails that are currently within the ref- 
uge area. Again, it is pretty much a 
small, narrow, one-track road. It is not 
like we are going to be able to pass one 
another moving through the area. 

The last picture I wish to show is a 
view of what the area looks like. It is 
amazingly flat. It is surrounded by a 
lagoon area. It is beautiful, absolutely. 
But these are roads that are currently 
in existence in the area now. So what 
we are talking about doing is adding— 
adding—about a 10-mile strip that 
would allow us to connect the roads 
that exist in Cold Bay to connect to a 
community that needs to have an 
emergency way out that is safe. They 
need to be able to connect to those who 
are on the other side of this lagoon, 
and the way to do it is this simple 
road. 

I have mentioned the concern about 
the waterfowl, and this is why the Sec- 
retary of the Interior called me and he 
said: I listened to the biologists, and 
the biologists tell me the best way to 
respect this refuge is to not allow any 
road, to not allow any road so we can 
respect the refuge. He listened to the 
biologists, but the Secretary of the In- 
terior did not listen to the people of 
Alaska. He did not listen to the people 
of King Cove. He did not even accept a 
meeting with them the numerous times 
they have asked to meet with him. 
They have flown across country to 
make their case. But he listened to the 
biologists because he wants to respect 
the refuge, and, instead, the lives of 
these people are not being respected. 

If this is the attitude of this Depart- 
ment of Interior—that we are going to 
respect the animals and we are going 
to respect the birds, but we are not 
going to respect the people who live 
there—then this is the wrong way to be 
going. This is the wrong way to be 
going, and I will not stand for it. 

I want to make sure we have refuge 
areas. I want to make sure we have wil- 
derness areas. In this exchange we 
adopted 5 years ago, we allowed for 
that. We are putting in place wilder- 
ness area—the first new wilderness 
area designated by Congress in a gen- 
eration, with 45,456 acres of prime wa- 
terfowl habitat added to wilderness in 
Alaska. But you know what, that is 
gone. Those lands will not remain in 
wilderness designation unless this road 
is permitted because the exchange is 
then going to be nullified if that road 
is not going to be built. 

We have offered a pretty sweet deal— 
a 300-to-1 exchange—in exchange for 
the safety of the people who live there. 
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Anyone who thinks we can’t build a 
one-lane gravel road that will allow for 
a coexistence between the waterfowl 
that migrate through there and the 
people who live there, they have an- 
other thing to be thinking about. We 
will not have a practical impact on the 
waterfowl in the refuge. While the land 
exchange involves 206 acres, far less is 
actually going to be impacted by the 
construction. It is far less than 1 per- 
cent of the refuge. Again, the Federal 
Government is getting 300 times more 
land. 

It is just inconceivable to me we 
would not be able to have a resolution 
that works for both sides. For the Sec- 
retary to move forward with a designa- 
tion that says no road—no road—it is 
just stunning to me. Some might say it 
is because it is going to cost us money. 
There is no cost to the Federal Govern- 
ment. The State of Alaska is going to 
be building this. 

Too many people have died for there 
to be any legitimate excuse for further 
delay, and I challenge those officials 
within the Department of the Interior 
to come and visit King Cove and don’t 
necessarily come during the good 
weather—although the people of King 
Cove would tell us they are not en- 
tirely sure when the good weather is— 
but come and see them. Come and see 
what we are talking about. I have been 
there. To Deputy Secretary Hayes’ 
credit, he, too, has been there, and I 
appreciate that. I appreciate that oth- 
ers have tried and perhaps have not 
met with success because the weather 
didn’t allow them in because we 
weren’t about to take a risk with 
them. But at a minimum, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior needs to be there. 
He needs to meet with people—real 
people, such as Carl Smith, a King 
Cove elder, an Aleut warrior. He was 
recognized as one of the amazing vet- 
erans. He is an Eskimo Scout with the 
Territorial Guard. Look these people in 
the eye and tell them their lives are 
not worth as much as the lives of the 
birds, the black brants, that inhabit 
the area. 

It is not too late. While this decision 
of the Department of the Interior has 
been made, the Secretary—or if Sec- 
retary Salazar is no longer there, his 
designee—has a legal obligation under 
this 2009 act to base a decision on the 
road on what is deemed the ‘‘public in- 
terest.” Right now it seems to me the 
Department of the Interior has deemed 
the public is made up solely of birds 
and sea otters. My public—my public— 
is the real human beings who live in 
King Cove. 

So we need to make sure a decision is 
not based on an incomplete and mis- 
leading EIS that concludes, with lives 
at stake, no action is somehow accept- 
able. I repeat: No action is absolutely 
not acceptable. 

I am going to end my comments by 
letting you know what has happened in 
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some other refuges. It was just a few 
years ago, we will all remember, when 
we were transfixed by what was called 
“the miracle on the Hudson.” There 
was a commercial jetliner that hit a 
flock of Canadian geese, lost power, 
and landed in the Hudson River. 
Through the amazing skills of that 
pilot, nobody was harmed. But what 
was the result of that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
additional minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. What actually 
happened a couple years after that in- 
cident was that USDA’s Wildlife Serv- 
ice agents went into the Jamaica Bay 
Wildlife Refuge, rounded up and killed 
751 Canadian geese. The plan was to 
kill 1,000, but they couldn’t catch them 
fast enough. 

Essentially, we see it is OK to kill 
birds in New York refuges, but we can’t 
inconvenience the birds in Alaska. 
Maybe geese are less exotic than black 
brants or maybe it is because Members 
of this body and their families and 
friends fly through La Guardia and 
they worry about that. Well, I worry 
about the lives of Alaskans. I worry 
about the people of King Cove, and I 
am not going to rest on this. The deci- 
sion that came out of the Department 
of the Interior was a travesty. It will 
not be allowed to stand, and I will do 
everything I can to ensure it does not. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the editorial 
from the Fairbanks Daily News-Miner 
that also opposes the decision of the 
Department of the Interior, as well as 
the press accounts I have referred to of 
the New York geese story. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


[From the Fairbanks Daily News-Miner] 
PREFERRED PATHS: AGENCY RECOMMENDS 
AGAINST KING COVE ROAD 


Almost four years ago, the federal adminis- 
tration signed off on a national wilderness 
act with a provision offering a small, wind- 
plagued village on the Alaska Peninsula the 
possibility of future road access to a safer 
airport. This week, the Obama administra- 
tion appears poised to snatch that provision 
back. It should not do so. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service said 
Tuesday that the federal government should 
not proceed with a land swap that would 
allow construction of a road through the 
Izembek National Wildlife Refuge. That road 
would allow the community of King Cove ac- 
cess to a 10,000-foot airfield and cross-wind 
strip at Cold Bay. 

The environmental impact statement was 
required by the legislation authorizing the 
land swap, the Omnibus Public Land Man- 
agement Act of 2009. That legislation pro- 
posed that about 56,000 acres now owned by 
the state and the King Cove Native corpora- 
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tion would become official federal wilderness 

in exchange for rights to build a one-lane 

road through an isthmus separating Cold 

Bay from Izembek Lagoon. Total road acre- 

age: 206. 

It was a generous offer from the state and 
corporation. Yet the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service could not accept the road. 

Roads and trails have provided decades of 
access from Cold Bay to other parts of la- 
goon area for hunters and birdwatchers. 
However, the agency believes a new road 
connected to the much larger community of 
King Cove would greatly increase traffic by 
off-road vehicles. The agency admits this is 
just an educated guess, though. ‘‘It is impos- 
sible to quantify the amount of human use 
(i.e., hunting, fishing, etc.) or illegal off-road 
vehicle use that would occur adjacent to the 
road if it is built,” it said in response to pub- 
lic comments that raised the issue. ‘‘The 
analysis presented in the EIS was based on 
previous experience of the authors and re- 
viewed by staff familiar with the area and 
other areas in rural Alaska.” 

Other educated guessers could point to 
areas set aside in Alaska, near far larger 
communities, where wildlife thrives and off- 
road trespassers are kept to a minimum. 

The agency discounted the value of the 
state and Native corporation land it would 
receive in the exchange. It said those lands 
weren’t such critical wildlife habitat as the 
isthmus, which is a fair statement. It also 
said no one was likely to do any development 
soon on the state and Native lands, which 
also is fair. 

Nevertheless, the mere size of the offer, the 
potential benefits to King Cove and the un- 
certainty about the real impacts of off-road 
vehicles should tip the balance in favor of 
the exchange. 

Secretary of the Interior Ken Salazar, who 
must issue a record of decision on the swap 
within 30 days, appears already to have ac- 
cepted the service’s assessment of the swap. 
“After extensive dialogue and exhaustive 
scientific evaluation,’’ he said in a news re- 
lease, ‘‘the agency has identified a preferred 
path forward that will ensure this extraor- 
dinary refuge and its wilderness are con- 
served and protected for future generations.”’ 

Unfortunately, that preferred path ex- 
cludes King Cove’s preferred path. 

FEDERAL AGENTS KILL 750 GEESE FROM JA- 
MAICA BAY WILDLIFE REFUGE NEAR JFK 
AIRPORT 

(By Carly Baldwin and Daniela Bernal) 

NEW YORK.—They’re back. 

Agents with the U.S. Department of Agri- 
culture removed more than 700 Canada geese 
from Jamaica Bay Wildlife Refuge Monday 
morning, at the prodding of U.S. Senator 
Kirsten Gillibrand. 

In the hours between 7 a.m. and noon, 711 
of the birds, including possibly goslings, 
were rounded up and put into crates, said 
Carol Bannerman, with the Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, a division 
within the USDA. 

They were then drive to a meat processing 
plant in upstate New York, where the geese 
will be killed and their meat will be given to 
food banks upstate, Bannerman told Metro. 
In the past carbon dioxide has been used to 
gas the geese to death. 

The more than 700 geese rounded up today 
comes after USDA agents removed 40 geese 
from a landfill near John F. Kennedy airport 
two weeks ago, said Bannerman. In total, 751 
geese have been removed from area around 
JFK in the past two weeks. 

That leaves only about 750 Canada geese 
remaining in the federally protected pre- 
serve. Before the round-up, there were 1,500 
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geese in the park, said Gateway National 
Recreation area spokesman John Warren. 

According to Warren, the feds originally 
called for killing up to 1,000 geese in the 
park. But molting season ended before that 
many could be taken, he said. 

Bannerman told Metro there will be no 
more further cullings planned for this sum- 
mer. 

But today’s surprise killing shocked and 
outraged many New Yorkers. 

“I was sick to my stomach,” said 
Brooklynite David Karopkin when he heard 
of the killings yesterday. Karopkin, 27, runs 
GooseWatch NYC, which seeks to monitor 
and record the controversial cullings of 
geese in the metro area. ‘‘New Yorkers have 
been kept in the dark about what’s going on. 
These operations are done with no trans- 
parency, no public approval—for the most 
part we’re told after the fact.” 

“It’s really a disgrace and a shock that 
New York City’s only wildlife and bird sanc- 
tuary has been opened up to a wildlife 
slaughter for no good reason,” Edita 
Birnkrant, the New York director of Friends 
of Animals, said. “I’m in utter disbelief at 
the stupidity of some of the people in office.” 

Gillibrand has been pushing for more than 
three years to allow agents into the Jamaica 
Preserve, a 9,000-acre estuary and bird sanc- 
tuary that surrounds JFK’s runways. The 
birds are a hazard to planes taking off from 
JFK and LaGuardia airports, she and others 
argue. 

Just this past April, a Delta jet hit geese 
when it took off from JFK. The cabin filled 
with smoke, but the plane made a safe emer- 
gency landing. 

Gillibrand specifically wanted the geese 
culled before the end of their June and July 
molting phase, when the adult birds and gos- 
lings cannot fly and can be easily rounded 
up. 

GEESE-PLANE STRIKES 

The USDA first started removing geese 
from the NYC area in July of 2004. In the five 
years before that, there were nine bird 
strikes on planes at LaGuardia, said Carol 
Bannerman. 

In the five years after 2004, to July of 2009, 
there have been three bird strikes. 

The most famous of which is when geese 
brought down the ‘‘Miracle on the Hudson” 
flight in January of 2009. 

But according to Karopkin, the geese that 
brought down that flight were migrating 
from Canada, and did not nest in the metro 
area. 

“So even if you killed every animal in New 
York City you would not have prevented 
that crash,” he said. 

A HISTORY OF CULLINGS 


Number of geese removed from around the 
city: 

2009 1,276 geese removed and killed 

2010 1,676 geese removed and killed 

2011 575 geese removed and killed 

2012 751 killed so far this year 

Source: USDA. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. With that, I yield 
the floor. 

Mrs. HAGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time until 
2 p.m. be equally divided and con- 
trolled between the two leaders or 
their designees; that following the 
swearing in of our new Senator I be 
recognized; and that following my re- 
marks Senator FRANKEN be recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MERKLEY). Is there objection? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. HAGAN. Mr. President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
lays before the Senate a Certificate of 
Appointment to fill the vacancy cre- 
ated by the resignation of Senator 
John Kerry of Massachusetts. The cer- 
tificate, the Chair is advised, is in the 
form suggested by the Senate. If there 
is no objection, the reading of the Cer- 
tificate will be waived and it will be 
printed in full in the RECORD. 

(Applause) 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 

CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT 
To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that, pursuant to the 
power vested in me by the Constitution of 
the United States and the laws of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, I, Deval L. 
Patrick, the Governor of said Common- 
wealth, do hereby appoint William ‘‘Mo”’ 
Cowan a Senator from said State to rep- 
resent said State in the Senate of the United 
States until the vacancy therein caused by 
the resignation of John F. Kerry, is filled by 
election as provided by law. 

Witness: His excellency our governor Deval 
L. Patrick, and our seal hereto affixed at 
Boston, Massachusetts this First day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord 2013. 

By the Governor. 
DEVAL L. PATRICK, 
Governor. 
WILLIAM FRANCIS GALVIN, 
Secretary of Common- 
wealth. 
(State Seal Affixed.) 


EE 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATH OF 
OFFICE 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Sen- 
ator-designee will now present himself 
at the desk, the Chair will administer 
the oath of office. 

The Senator-designee, escorted by 
Mr. Kerry and Ms. WARREN, advanced 
to the desk of the Vice President, the 
oath prescribed by law was adminis- 
tered to him by the Vice President, and 
he subscribed to the oath in the Offi- 
cial Oath Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula- 
tions, Senator, and welcome. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 

Mrs. HAGAN. I do wish to congratu- 
late the North Carolina native on his 
new role as a U.S. Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 


February 7, 2013 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN REAU- 
THORIZATION ACT OF 2013—Con- 
tinued 


Mrs. HAGAN. Mr. President, I am 
proud to join my colleagues today in 
support of the Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act of 2013. I do so not 
just as a Senator but also as the moth- 
er of two daughters. 

This critical legislation has been 
held up for far too long, and it is past 
time for reauthorization. We have a se- 
rious responsibility to ensure that 
women and families are protected. 

The rates of violence and abuse in 
our country are astounding and totally 
unacceptable. According to a 2010 CDC 
study, domestic violence affects more 
than 12 million people each year. 
Across the United States 1542 million 
children live in homes in which domes- 
tic violence has occurred. In my home 
State of North Carolina alone, 173 
women and children are killed on aver- 
age every year because of domestic vio- 
lence. 

Let me say that number one more 
time. Seventy-three women and chil- 
dren are killed every year due to do- 
mestic violence. These are alarming 
statistics, and we must act now to ad- 
dress them. 

Since 1994, VAWA programs, and in 
particular the STOP Program that pro- 
vides grants for services, training, offi- 
cers, and prosecutors, have made tre- 
mendous progress in helping victims of 
domestic violence and sexual assault 
and have transformed our criminal jus- 
tice system and victim support serv- 
ices. 

These grants have assisted law en- 
forcement and prosecutors in tracking 
down perpetrators and bringing them 
to justice. They have also saved count- 
less lives and provided needed services 
to victims of these violent acts. 

In one instance in my State a man 
was on pretrial release after being 
charged with stalking his wife. Thanks 
to this STOP grant funding, he was 
being monitored electronically, and he 
was caught violating the conditions of 
his release when he went to his es- 
tranged wife’s home. The supervising 
officer was immediately notified of this 
violation, and police officers found the 
man with the help of a GPS and ar- 
rested him in his estranged wife’s 
driveway. Because of this VAWA pro- 
gram, we had one less victim in my 
State. This is just one example of how 
VAWA is protecting women and saving 
lives. 

Title V of this bill includes legisla- 
tion that I sponsored in the last Con- 
gress, the Violence Against Women 
Health Initiative Act, which updates 
and improves the health care system’s 
response to domestic violence and sex- 
ual assault. My provision is simple: It 
provides training and education to help 
the health care professionals respond 
to violence and abuse. By equipping 
doctors and nurses to recognize the 
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signs of domestic abuse and make sure 
they have the training to respond, we 
can better care for our survivors and 
prevent future crimes. It also consoli- 
dates existing programs to streamline 
and strengthen the health care sys- 
tem’s response to violent crimes. 

Since my time in the North Carolina 
State Senate, I have been dedicated to 
reducing the backlog of unanalyzed 
rape kits. This bill includes the bipar- 
tisan SAFER Act, which helps fund au- 
dits of untested DNA evidence and re- 
duces this backlog of rape kits. 

Before my efforts in the State senate, 
what used to happen in North Carolina, 
and continues to happen today in many 
States, is that a woman would be 
raped, she would go to the hospital, 
DNA would be collected and then 
placed in a box. Then that box would 
go and sit on a shelf in a police depart- 
ment or in a sheriff's department to- 
tally unanalyzed unless the woman 
could identify who attacked her. 

I ask you: What other victims in 
America have to identify the attacker 
before authorities will take action? 
None. 

When I first brought this issue to the 
forefront, I was told there was not 
enough money for all of these rape kits 
to be tested. We found that funding in 
North Carolina. Now with the help of 
the SAFER Act, our law enforcement 
agencies will have the ability to track 
and prioritize their untested DNA evi- 
dence to ensure that victims can find 
their perpetrators and hold them ac- 
countable, and we can remove violent 
criminals from the streets. 

Unfortunately, until Congress acts to 
reauthorize the Violence Against 
Women Act, the well-being of women 
across the country hangs in the bal- 
ance. This bill has never been a par- 
tisan football, and there is no reason it 
should be today. I hope we will pass 
this bill swiftly and without further 
disputes. We must ensure this bill’s 
passage for victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking not only in North Caro- 
lina but around the country. 

Finally, I do want to thank the North 
Carolina Coalition Against Sexual As- 
sault, the North Carolina Coalition 
Against Domestic Violence, and North 
Carolina’s State and local law enforce- 
ment agencies that have truly been 
leaders in combating this problem. I 
applaud them for all the work they 
have done to reduce and address the in- 
cidents of domestic violence and sexual 
assault, and I am grateful for the work 
they do every day on the front lines of 
this issue. 

So I am asking my colleagues to join 
me in moving the Violence Against 
Women Reauthorization Act through 
the Senate swiftly and without further 
delay. Millions of victims across the 
country are waiting for us to enact this 
lifesaving legislation, and we simply 
cannot wait any longer. 
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Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, last 
spring, just before the Senate passed 
the Violence Against Women Reauthor- 
ization Act, I came to the floor to 
share some words from my late dear 
friend Sheila Wellstone whose commit- 
ment to ending domestic violence is an 
everlasting source of inspiration to my 
wife Franni and to me. 

I shared with my colleagues some- 
thing Sheila said, which was this: 

I have chosen to focus on domestic vio- 
lence because I find it appalling that a wom- 
an’s home can be the most dangerous, the 
most violent, and, in fact, the most deadly 
place for her. And if she is a mother, it is 
dangerous for her children. ... It’s time 
that we tell the secret; it’s time that we all 
come together to work toward ending the vi- 
olence. 

Sheila’s words rang true in her time, 
but they have perhaps never rung more 
true than they do today. It is time that 
we all come together to work toward 
ending the violence. 

We passed the VAWA Reauthoriza- 
tion Act in the Senate last April, but 
the House did not let it go to the Presi- 
dent for signature and enactment, so 
we are back here today voting on the 
bill again because those of us who be- 
lieve in VAWA will continue to fight 
for the bill’s passage until it is signed 
into law. I encourage my colleagues, 
both in the Senate and in the House, to 
come together to work toward ending 
the violence, to support this bill. 

The bill’s managers, Judiciary Com- 
mittee chairman PAT LEAHY and Sen- 
ator MIKE CRAPO, have demonstrated 
remarkable resolve and leadership. We 
all are grateful for that. I also thank 
them for inviting me to author two 
parts of the VAWA reauthorization 
bill, which I would like to describe 
briefly. 

First, the VAWA Reauthorization 
Act includes provisions from the Jus- 
tice for Survivors of Sexual Assault 
Act. We just heard Senator HAGAN talk 
about an aspect of that. This is one of 
the first bills I introduced after being 
sworn in to the Senate. When this bill 
becomes law, never again will survivors 
of sexual assault suffer the indignity of 
paying for the forensic medical exam, 
the rape kit. VAWA provides State and 
local governments with funding to ad- 
minister these exams, which are used 
to collect evidence in sexual assault 
cases. The problem is that under cur- 
rent law, grant recipients can charge 
the survivor—the victim—for the up- 
front cost of administering the exam, 
leaving her to seek reimbursement 
later. Too often survivors get lost in a 
maze of paperwork and they are not re- 
imbursed. Under my bill, grant recipi- 
ents will be able to charge insurance 
companies or victims’ assistance funds 
or other sources, but they cannot 
charge the survivor. I believe survivors 
of sexual violence have endured enough 
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already. They should not have to pay 
for rape kits, and they will not have to 
once this bill is passed and signed by 
the President and becomes law. 

Second, the VAWA reauthorization 
bill includes the Housing Rights for 
Victims of Domestic and Sexual Vio- 
lence Act, legislation I introduced with 
Senator COLLINS and Senator MIKULSKI 
in the fall of 2011. This bill will help 
women stay in their homes when they 
are the most vulnerable, when they 
need a roof over their heads the most. 
The link between violence and home- 
lessness is undeniable. By one account, 
nearly 40 percent of women who experi- 
ence domestic violence will become 
homeless at some point in their lives. 
Once a woman becomes homeless, she 
becomes even more vulnerable to phys- 
ical or sexual abuse. In my State, near- 
ly one in three homeless women is flee- 
ing domestic violence, and half of those 
women have children with them. That 
is unacceptable. 

Franni and I have visited battered 
women’s shelters, and I have to tell 
you it is heartbreaking. They are 
crowded. They are full. And a lot of 
mothers are there with their kids. On a 
bitter-cold Minnesota night, these 
women often have nowhere to go. Tran- 
sitional housing is really important. If 
a woman has a choice between going 
out in the cold winter night in Min- 
nesota or maybe going back to her 
abuser and exposing children to that, 
that is wrong. This can be heart- 
breaking. 

But there is something heartwarming 
too about seeing people come to each 
other’s aid in their time of need. That 
is what the people who run the shelters 
do every day—the staff of Advocates 
for Family Peace in Itasca County, the 
Minnesota Coalition for Battered 
Women, the Casa de Esperanza, and the 
many other advocacy groups across my 
State. Talk to these folks about 
VAWA, and they will tell you what it 
means for women in Minnesota. It 
means nights spent under a roof in- 
stead of in a tent or in a car or ona 
street or, even worse, having to go 
back to live with their abuser and ex- 
posing their children to that danger, to 
witnessing that violence. We need 
these shelters and transitional housing 
programs for women who are fleeing 
danger. The VAWA reauthorization bill 
provides continued support for these 
programs. 

My housing rights legislation pro- 
vides additional support. It is a preven- 
tive measure that is intended to keep 
women from becoming homeless in the 
first place. My bill will make it unlaw- 
ful to evict a woman from federally 
subsidized housing just because she is a 
victim of domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, or stalking. A 
woman may be living away from her 
abuser in Federal housing and the 
abuser comes and knocks down the 
door and the landlord will say: Let’s 
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evict her. Under my bill, that cannot 
happen in Federally subsidized hous- 
ing. This bill is for every woman who 
has hesitated to call the police to en- 
force a protective order because she is 
afraid she will be evicted from her 
home if she does so. 


The VAWA Reauthorization Act is a 
crucial bill. It is a good bill. It is an 
important bill, and I encourage my col- 
leagues to support it. 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD 
these letters from professional medical 
organizations in support of S. 47, the 
Violence Against Women Act. 


There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, 
Chicago, IL, February 5, 2013. 
Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, Dirksen 
Senate Office Building, Washington, DC. 
Hon. MIKE CRAPO, 
U.S. Senate, Dirksen Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 


DEAR SENATORS LEAHY AND CRAPO: On be- 
half of the physician and medical student 
members of the American Medical Associa- 
tion (AMA), I am writing to express our sup- 
port for S. 47, the “Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act of 2013. ”? This bill, 
which reauthorizes the landmark Violence 
Against Women Act (VAWA), would 
strengthen and improve existing programs 
that assist victims and survivors of domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking. 


While violence against adult women has 
decreased 60 percent since VAWA was first 
passed in 1994, it remains a critical problem 
in our country and much more work remains 
to be done. According to the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control and Prevention’s National Inti- 
mate Partner and Sexual Violence Survey 
released in December 2011, one in five women 
in the United States has been raped in her 
lifetime and one in four women has been the 
victim of severe physical violence by a part- 
ner. Domestic and sexual violence is a health 
care problem and one of the most significant 
social determinants of health for women and 
girls. 


We are pleased that S. 47 would address 
some of the critical gaps in delivery of 
health care to victims by strengthening the 
health care system’s identification and as- 
sessment of, and response to, victims. We 
also appreciate and support language in Title 
V of the bill on the development and testing 
of quality improvement measures for identi- 
fying, intervening, and documenting victims 
of domestic violence that recognizes and 
aligns with the important work underway by 
the AMA, the National Quality Forum, and 
other stakeholders in the quality improve- 
ment arena. 


We commend you for your long-standing 
support for victims of violence and abuse and 
for your leadership in introducing the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013. We urge swift passage of your bill in the 
Senate and look forward to working with 
you to ensure enactment of this important 
legislation this year. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES L. MADARA, MD. 
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AMERICAN PSYCHOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, DC, February 4, 2013. 

Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 

Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, 

Washington, DC. 

Hon. MIKE CRAPO, 

Senator, 

Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY AND SENATOR 
CRAPO: On behalf of the 137,000 members and 
affiliates of the American Psychological As- 
sociation (APA), I am writing to thank you 
for your invaluable leadership in introducing 
the Violence Against Women Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2013 (S. 47). As the legislative 
process advances, APA offers its full support 
of your efforts to ensure a comprehensive 
and inclusive reauthorization of the Violence 
Against Women Act (VAWA). 

As you know, nearly one in four women in 
the United States reports experiencing do- 
mestic violence at some point in her life, and 
15 million children live in families in which 
intimate partner violence has occurred with- 
in the past year. Domestic violence can re- 
sult in significant mental and behavioral 
health consequences including depression, 
anxiety, post-traumatic stress disorder, rela- 
tionship problems, diminished self-esteem, 
social isolation, substance use disorders, and 
suicidal behavior. VAWA programs can help 
to mitigate these negative outcomes by pro- 
viding a vital link to services and supports 
for survivors and their families. 

APA applauds your commitment to protect 
survivors of intimate partner violence with a 
comprehensive VAWA reauthorization. In 
particular, we appreciate the inclusion of es- 
sential public health provisions to reauthor- 
ize and strengthen the health care system’s 
identification, assessment, and response to 
violence, as well as provisions to protect vul- 
nerable populations, including Native 
women, immigrants, and LGBT individuals. 

We welcome the opportunity to work with 
you to address these important issues. For 
further information, please contact Nida 
Corry, Ph.D., in our Public Interest Govern- 
ment Relations Office at (202) 336-5931 or 
ncorry@apa.org. 

Sincerely, 
GWENDOLYN PURYEAR KEITA, Ph.D., 
Executive Director, Public Interest 
Directorate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Texas. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, in my 
previous life, I was attorney general of 
the State of Texas. In that capacity, I 
had the opportunity to work with nu- 
merous victim rights groups, primarily 
because part of my responsibility—the 
office’s responsibility—was to admin- 
ister the Crime Victims Compensation 
Fund, which took a small portion of 
the fees paid by criminal defendants 
who are convicted of crimes or pled 
guilty to crimes and put it into a fund 
that could be used then to help vic- 
tims. As attorney general of Texas, I 
became a supporter of the crime vic- 
tims rights community and their inter- 
ests as well as the VAWA. 

This is really an important point. 
Since it was first enacted in 1994, the 
VAWA has been reauthorized on two 
separate occasions, each time by unan- 
imous vote of the Senate. Let me say 
that again. On the two previous occa- 
sions the Senate has voted to reauthor- 
ize the VAWA, it has been unanimous. 
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There were no differences between 
Democrats and Republicans—we were 
all together in supporting this legisla- 
tion. For that reason, I hope Members 
of both parties will think long and hard 
before turning this critical law into 
just another vehicle for scoring polit- 
ical points or bowing to special inter- 
ests instead of the public interest. 

I am enormously proud and grateful 
that this bill contains a version of the 
SAFER Act, which I first introduced 
last year with strong bipartisan sup- 
port. I had the privilege of meeting sev- 
eral extraordinary Texas women, in- 
cluding Carol Bart, Lennah Frost, and 
Lavinia Masters, all of whom decided 
to go public with their story in hopes 
of helping other victims of sexual as- 
sault. It has been a moving experience. 

I am delighted that our bill and our 
effort via the SAFER Act to address 
the untested rape kit scandal in this 
country is so close to the finish line. 
Why is this legislation so important? 
Right now there are as many as 400,000 
untested rape kits sitting in police evi- 
dence lockers or labs across the Na- 
tion. Each one of those rape kits— 
which is a sample of DNA that could 
then be used to match up against an 
FBI database to make an identification 
of a sexual assailant—right now 400,000 
of them, it is estimated; we really 
don’t know the exact number—are sit- 
ting in evidence lockers and police 
storage facilities all across the Nation. 
Each one of these kits has the poten- 
tial to solve a crime, to identify a rap- 
ist and deliver justice for a victim. 

The SAFER Act would help law en- 
forcement officials reduce that backlog 
of untested rape kits and improve pub- 
lic safety. Indeed, it would help us ad- 
dress what can only be considered a na- 
tional scandal. It would help bring 
peace of mind to rape victims. And it 
would help get dangerous criminals off 
the street before they commit another 
crime. That is why the SAFER Act has 
been endorsed by a wide range of vic- 
tim advocacy groups, such as the Rape, 
Abuse, and Incest National Network; 
the National Alliance to End Sexual 
Violence; the Fraternal Order of Po- 
lice; and the National Organization for 
Women. That is why we are so eager to 
see this legislation become law. 

But beyond the SAFER Act, the 
VAWA provides funding for shelters, 
counseling programs, and legal services 
that help ensure that our justice sys- 
tem leaves no victim behind. 

For all these reasons, we can and we 
must reauthorize the VAWA. As we 
have done on previous occasions, we 
should do so with overwhelming bipar- 
tisan support. We could easily do that. 

Unfortunately, the underlying bill 
also contains a separate provision that 
is blatantly unconstitutional. It would 
deny U.S. citizens their full constitu- 
tional protections under the Bill of 
Rights in tribal courts. Needless to 
say, this is a big problem, but it is also 
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a solvable problem. I have drafted an 
amendment that would allow Native 
American tribes to prosecute U.S. citi- 
zens for domestic violence as long as 
those tribes followed the Constitution 
and allowed all convictions to be ap- 
pealed in the Federal court system. 

This amendment is a sensible com- 
promise, and I have discussed it with 
all of the various organizations that 
are interested in passage of a reauthor- 
ization of VAWA. We have negotiated 
in good faith, but unfortunately that 
good-faith effort to try to find a solu- 
tion has run into a brick wall of oppo- 
sition, and the chairman has decided to 
not change the controversial language 
that would deny certain Americans full 
protection of the Bill of Rights. What I 
cannot understand is why anyone 
would want to pick a political fight 
and not find a solution if a solution is 
at hand and it makes so much sense. 

Once again, I passionately support 
the SAFER Act. Iam grateful that pro- 
vision at long last is included in this 
law, which will allow us to address that 
national scandal of hundreds of thou- 
sands of untested rape kits. This is a 
bill which could do so much good in the 
battle for victims’ rights, but unfortu- 
nately it is being held hostage by a sin- 
gle provision that would take away 
fundamental constitutional rights for 
certain American citizens. 

And for what? For what? In order to 
satisfy the unconstitutional demands 
of special interests. 

I remain hopeful that we can eventu- 
ally come to a compromise that up- 
holds the Constitution, if not here in 
the Senate then in a conference com- 
mittee between the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate, so we rec- 
oncile the differences between the two 
bills passed by each House. 

For now I cannot, in good conscience, 
vote for a bill that violates the U.S. 
Constitution. I cannot, in good con- 
science and in fidelity to my oath of of- 
fice, vote for a provision that I know is 
unconstitutional. I will, however, vote 
for the alternative bill that is offered 
by Senator GRASSLEY which eliminates 
this unconstitutional provision. It re- 
authorizes the Violence Against 
Women Act and contains the SAFER 
Act which addresses this backlog of un- 
tested rape kits. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HEINRICH). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business for up to 15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Thank you, Mr. 
President. By the way, what a pleasure 
it is to see the new Senator presiding. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

Mr. President, I rise every week on 
this Senate floor to talk about the dan- 
gers of carbon pollution to our atmos- 
phere and to our oceans. This week I 
want to preface my remarks by talking 
about America and her role in the 
world. 

I can use some very well-known 
words to make my point. From John 
Winthrop to Ronald Reagan, we have 
described our great American experi- 
ment as ‘‘a city on a hill.” Indeed, our 
hymn ‘‘America the Beautiful” sings 
about our ‘‘alabaster cities’ gleam.” 
President Kennedy’s inaugural address 
said that ‘‘the glow from [our] fire can 
truly light the world,” and a genera- 
tion later, President Obama’s first in- 
augural noted that our ‘‘ideals still 
light the world.” We Americans have 
described ourselves as a beacon of hope, 
a light in the darkness, our lamp lifted 
up in welcome and in example. 

Daniel Webster years ago said that 
our Founders ‘‘set the world an exam- 
ple.” That was what the founding of 
America meant—our Founders ‘‘set the 
world an example.” President Clinton 
has pointed out that the power of our 
example, the power of that example in 
the world, has always been greater 
than any example of our power. That 
was the way Bill Clinton described it. 
And when Daniel Webster said that our 
Founding Fathers had set before the 
world an example, he went on to say 
this: 

The last hopes of mankind, therefore, rest 
with us; and if it should be proclaimed, that 
our example had become an argument 
against the experiment, the knell of popular 
liberty would be sounded throughout the 
earth. 

I have spoken before about this small 
globe of ours, the light of dawn sweep- 
ing each morning across its face, light- 
ing cities and cottages, barrios and vil- 
lages, and across the globe’s face peo- 
ple coming forth from homes and hov- 
els into that morning Sun, each know- 
ing, from our American example, that 
life does not have to be the way it is 
for them, knowing that an example of 
liberty and self-government stands free 
before them, that America stands as an 
alternative and a rebuke to the tyr- 
anny, to the corruption, or to the in- 
justice in which they may be enmired. 

So like many of my colleagues, I be- 
lieve America has a special destiny in 
the world. America’s special destiny 
does not come easy, and it does not 
come alone. America’s special destiny 
confers upon us a special duty. What is 
that duty? That duty is to live up to 
our own example, to see to it that our 
lamp gleams brightly, to be the prom- 
ise that each dawn America offers this 
small globe. 

So let’s look at climate change in 
that light. What if our carbon pollution 
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is, in fact, changing the planet? What 
if, in fact, we know this, we know this 
to any reasonable degree of responsible 
certainty? And what if, knowing this, 
we do nothing? And what if the reason 
we do nothing is the influence of spe- 
cial interests who profit from that very 
pollution or the groundless ideology of 
a fringe? What sort of example is that 
for America to set? How does that meet 
our special duty? How does that ad- 
vance our special destiny? 

Look at what other continents and 
nations will experience, particularly 
those that have not enjoyed the eco- 
nomic development we achieved 
through our carbon economy. 

I will start in Africa, where tempera- 
tures are expected to increase faster 
than the rest of the world. Rainfall 
patterns are also expected to change, 
decreasing in some areas, increasing in 
others. Floods, droughts, and new crop 
diseases linked to changes in tempera- 
ture and rainfall will hurt African 
farmers in a continent where subsist- 
ence farming is still so important to so 
many individuals’ way of life. Research 
shows that production of crops, such as 
maize—a core staple in Africa—will de- 
crease by 30 percent over the next 20 
years due to climate change. More fre- 
quent and severe extreme weather will 
have dire consequences there. We saw, 
just a few weeks ago, the worst flood in 
a decade, killing at least 38 people in 
Mozambique and leaving 150,000 home- 
less. 

Parts of Russia have warmed between 
3.5 and 5.5 degrees Fahrenheit just in 
the last century, leading to the loss of 
permafrost. Russians, like Alaskans— 
whom I spoke about before—build 
homes and roads and infrastructure on 
the permafrost. When it disappears, 
communities lose the very foundations 
on which they are built. NOAA says 
that the Russian heat wave of 2010, 
which killed tens of thousands of peo- 
ple, was the most severe since records 
were first kept back in 1880. And this 
type of heat wave is now more and 
more likely. 

Go to the Land Down Under, where 
warmer and more acidic oceans have 
fueled a widespread coral bleaching in 
the Great Barrier Reef. The Great Bar- 
rier Reef is a natural wonder. It is one 
of the great wonders of the world. Eco- 
nomically, it is the basis of a $4 billion 
tourism industry in Australia, and it is 
dying before our eyes. Scientists say 
that climate change heightens the dev- 
astation from other natural disasters 
in Australia, such as the 2009 bushfires 
that claimed 173 lives, the 2011 flooding 
that killed dozens, and the wildfires 
that have already damaged hundreds of 
homes and displaced thousands of Aus- 
tralians this year. 

Europe is getting hotter, with in- 
creased risk of summertime droughts 
in Central Europe and in the Medi- 
terranean. Tree lines creep higher in 
European mountain ranges. Glaciers in 
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Central Europe shrink. Alpine ski 
areas have been forced to adapt to 
higher temperatures and less snow. 

South America has been warming, 
and glaciers in the Andes are retreat- 
ing at an increasing rate. I have a sym- 
bol of that retreat in my office. Lonnie 
Thompson of Ohio State University 
and Clark Weaver of NASA loaned me 
this artifact. It is a piece of a plant 
that has been preserved under the 
Quelccaya Ice Cap in Peru for at least 
5,200 years—more than 3,000 years be- 
fore Jesus Christ walked the Earth. 
This plant was overcovered by glacier 
and has stayed that way ever since. 
Now, thanks to glacial retreat, that 
piece of plant, which was preserved by 
the weight and cold of the glacier, is in 
my office. 

Closer to home, in Canada, a tropical 
fungus that causes lung disease and 
meningitis has been discovered. Sci- 
entists think the deadly yeast likely 
came to Vancouver Island in ballast 
water from ships, but now—now—it can 
survive there because of higher tem- 
peratures. 

In the Arctic, we are losing sea ice, 
permafrost, glaciers, and ice sheets. 
Arctic sea ice is shrinking at about 5 
percent per decade. With that shrink- 
age, there is less ice to reflect sunlight 
back into space. More heat is captured, 
and the warming accelerates. At this 
rate, Arctic summers will be ice free 
within decades. For the United States, 
that means new Arctic waterways to 
defend, an expanded theater of oper- 
ations in the Arctic, and increased 
competition for Arctic resources. 

Wherever you look around the globe, 
climate change changes habitats, 
changes where plants can grow, and 
loads the dice for more frequent and 
more severe extreme weather. Heat 
waves, droughts, floods, and storms 
create victims and refugees who re- 
quire humanitarian relief. The poorest 
nations, those least prepared to weath- 
er natural disasters, will suffer the 
most. Those nations will look to us and 
to the rest of the developed world for 
help. They will not look to us for help 
without reason. The United States is 
responsible for one-quarter of all indus- 
trial-age carbon pollution in the world. 
Today we no longer emit the most car- 
bon dioxide; China has passed us. 

But we have emitted the most over 
time. Nations all over the world have 
implemented carbon reduction plans. 
Some have implemented carbon pric- 
ing. Many invest far more than we do 
in renewable energy. The United States 
is falling behind rather than leading. 
Even China, today’s biggest polluter, 
recently committed to reduce the 
amount of carbon it emits relative to 
its economic output. 

In 2009, China passed the United 
States of America in renewable energy 
investment. Looking at all that, it is 
hard to imagine that those who will 
suffer, those who will be displaced, 
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those who will lose their ancient liveli- 
hoods all around the world will look 
benevolently upon our Nation. 

It is hard to believe they will not re- 
sent that they are forced to bear those 
burdens at the price of our carbon 
economy. One can readily imagine ex- 
tremists who wish to rally dis- 
enchanted people against us, even to 
violence against us, finding fertile op- 
portunity where that resentment fes- 
ters. 

Will it not be, as Daniel Webster said, 
“an argument against [our] experi- 
ment?” Will it not be an argument 
against our experiment that our de- 
mocracy, our great American democ- 
racy, seized in the grip of polluting spe- 
cial interests or fringe political ide- 
ology, was unable to respond to the 
facts around us to protect ourselves 
and our world? 

Will there not be ready ears easy to 
fill with that argument against our ex- 
periment, among those who have been 
uprooted from traditional homes and 
livelihoods or among those whose 
homes and livelihoods have been dis- 
turbed by climate refugees? 

Destiny means duty. Destiny means 
duty, and we are failing in that duty. It 
is time for us to awake in this moment 
to that duty. We can expect in the long 
and blessed future of this country to 
have to face unpleasant facts, facts 
more unpleasant than the facts of car- 
bon pollution and climate change and 
ocean acidification. 

We have done this before. With God’s 
help, we will do it again. But if we can- 
not bring ourselves to our senses now, 
in this moment, in our day and hour to 
wake and face these facts, what a ter- 
rible admission that is by this genera- 
tion of Americans. 

Stand we a chance of being looked 
back at as a greatest generation if we 
fail to address this greatest issue fac- 
ing our planet? Lord Acton noted ‘‘the 
undying penalty which history has the 
power to inflict on wrong.” Truly, that 
penalty will be inflicted on us, on our 
generation, if we do not awaken to 
these plain facts and to our plain duty. 

I see the distinguished chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee is nearby and 
may well seek the floor with respect to 
the Violence Against Women Act. 

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank 
Senators MURRAY, SHAHEEN, BEGICH, 
UDALL of New Mexico, KLOBUCHAR, 
MURKOWSKI, HAGAN and FRANKEN for 
their statements today in support of 
the Violence Against Women Reauthor- 
ization Act. 
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I also note that the ranking Repub- 
lican member on the Judiciary Com- 
mittee made a statement today from 
which I take some hope. The Senator 
from Iowa indicated that this measure 
could have been enacted last year. I 
wish it had been enacted last year after 
the Senate voted with a strong major- 
ity to do so and did everything I could, 
including reaching out to the Repub- 
lican Speaker of the House, to try to 
make that happen. 

I will not respond to all that my 
friend from Iowa said but I do want to 
correct any notion that I have aban- 
doned my efforts to increase U visas to 
help law enforcement and immigrant 
women. As I have said repeatedly, I re- 
main committed to these provisions 
that I originally introduced and will 
pursue them in the context of com- 
prehensive immigration reform. I hope 
that the Senator from Iowa will join 
me and support them. We will need 
them later this year. 

I am encouraged that our bipartisan 
bill has 62 cosponsors. I am dis- 
appointed that Senators who say it 
should have passed last year are still 
opposing it. I hope that after a vote on 
the Republican substitute, remaining 
opponents will join us and support Vio- 
lence Against Women Act reauthoriza- 
tion. That is what Senator HUTCHISON 
did last year when the Senate rejected 
her alternative; she joined with us. I 
praised her for it. Let us join together 
and pass the strong Senate bill. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. I ask unanimous 
consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
spoke earlier today about the impor- 
tance of passing the Violence Against 
Women Act, how this has been a long- 
time bipartisan bill back to 1994 when 
the late Senator Paul Wellstone was 
involved in this bill, as well as Vice 
President BIDEN. People came together 
and said we have to do something 
about domestic violence. This is no 
longer a hidden crime behind closed 
doors. 

Do you know what we have seen since 
then? We have seen a 50-percent reduc- 
tion—a 50-percent reduction—in domes- 
tic violence in this country. This is a 
victory. We do not want to go back- 
ward. Unfortunately, the bill that has 
been submitted by Senator GRASSLEY, 
the substitute amendment, I believe 
would take us backward. Let me ex- 
plain why. 

First of all, we know the VAWA reau- 
thorization bill was months of negotia- 
tion between the two lead authors, 
Senator LEAHY, the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee, and Senator 
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CRAPO. It has bipartisan consensus and 
was drafted after months of input from 
numerous stakeholders. 

Unfortunately, the Grassley sub- 
stitute doesn’t do a lot of the things 
that are so important to us in this Vio- 
lence Against Women bill. This is not 
an acceptable substitute. 

While much of this bill is consistent 
with past policy in the Violence 
Against Women Act, there were some 
changes that we felt necessary to 
match the times. One of them is a 
growing problem of tribal domestic vi- 
olence. Domestic violence in tribal 
communities, unfortunately, is an epi- 
demic. Four out of five perpetrators of 
domestic or sexual violence on tribal 
lands are non-Indian and currently 
cannot be prosecuted by tribal govern- 
ments. The only way is to have the 
U.S. Attorney’s Office come in. They 
do a lot of good work. My United 
States Attorney’s office has done great 
work historically through several ad- 
ministrations with our tribal commu- 
nities, but these cases should be able to 
be prosecuted not only by U.S. attor- 
neys but also by tribal governments. 
The Leahy-Crapo VAWA reauthoriza- 
tion bill builds on the protections for 
Indian women by recognizing tribes’ 
authority to prosecute non-Indians 
who commit domestic violence against 
their Indian spouses or dating partners. 
Let me say this was narrowly tailored 
for these acts of domestic violence 
with specific requirements. 

The Grassley proposal, unfortu- 
nately, does not provide the tribes the 
authority to enforce laws against do- 
mestic violence on their own lands. It 
also takes money away from other Jus- 
tice Department grant programs to in- 
stall Federal magistrate judges and 
prosecutors on tribal lands. Bringing in 
large numbers of Federal officials goes 
against the locally based solutions to 
domestic violence that VAWA has so 
successfully promoted. 

Federal judges and prosecutors al- 
ready, as I pointed out, have authority 
to handle cases on tribal lands. This 
has not stemmed the plague of violence 
against Indian women. That is what 
you do with the reauthorizations. That 
is why you don’t have bills go on for- 
ever and forever into eternity. You 
have reauthorizations to try to address 
some issues which can make things 
better. 

Here we have addressed one. While 
the Violence Against Women Act has 
helped so much with so many victims 
of domestic violence in this country, 
we still see incredibly tragic numbers 
when it comes to domestic violence 
against American Indian women. That 
is why we have made these changes. It 
allowed us the reauthorization to ad- 
just. 

While the Grassley proposal allows a 
tribe to petition a Federal court for a 
protective order to exclude individuals 
from tribal land, this does not begin to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


address the problem of non-Indian per- 
petrators who are not arrested, pros- 
ecuted, or convicted for those heinous 
crimes. This is a false alternative that 
does almost nothing to solve the epi- 
demic of violence against Native 
women. 

Another issue. There was a very care- 
ful negotiation that went on with 
where the funding went. We had to 
make cuts to funding this year in 
many areas, including this one. We ne- 
gotiated how much of the funds would 
go to sexual assault and how much 
would go to domestic violence. The 
Leahy-Crapo VAWA reauthorization 
bill includes a 20-percent set-aside for 
sexual assault programming in the 
STOP program, a balance that was 
achieved after months of discussions 
with domestic violence and sexual as- 
sault service providers. The bill in- 
creases the focus on sexual assault 
without endangering domestic violence 
victims. It was a big deal that we were 
able to get it done. Unfortunately, the 
Grassley proposal makes a change to 
that and goes against the negotiation 
we already had in place. 

Finally, there is the issue with the 
Grassley proposal on U visas. AS you 
most likely heard, we actually made 
changes to the original bill on U visas 
already in this negotiated bill. We were 
going to be able to use U visas that had 
been issued in prior years but not actu- 
ally used, and be able to use those 
numbers in the coming years. We ended 
up taking that out. I didn’t agree with 
that, and I hope it is something we can 
address and fix in immigration reform. 
Unfortunately, the Grassley proposal 
goes even farther. It adds more restric- 
tions on U visas. 

Let me stop for a moment to explain 
what these U visas are. This is when 
you have an immigrant victim of do- 
mestic violence. When I was a pros- 
ecutor for 8 years, we would have a 
number of cases where an immigrant 
was a victim. What do you think her 
perpetrator did to get her to be scared 
to come forward? They said, We are 
going to deport you if you come for- 
ward to law enforcement. You will 
never be able to stay in this country. 

What the U visas do is give that vic- 
tim a status to remain in the country 
to make sure this person gets pros- 
ecuted and then work on some kind of 
a permanent immigration status. That 
is what the U visas are. I think they 
are a necessary component. There have 
been agreed-upon numbers for years 
when this bill has been reauthorized. 

Unfortunately, as I said, the Grassley 
proposal adds restrictions on U visas 
which are a law enforcement tool to 
encourage immigrants to report and 
help prosecute crime. The restrictions 
are put in there—I am sure Senator 
GRASSLEY, who is so good at fighting 
fraud, put them in there for good rea- 
son—to deter fraud, but no study or re- 
port has been cited to indicate that 
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there is an issue here. U visas already 
have fraud protections because law en- 
forcement officers must personally cer- 
tify that the victim is cooperating with 
the criminal investigation. I tend to 
believe the personal certification from 
a law enforcement officer, and that is 
the proof that we have to issue the U 
visas. 

No program is perfect. I am sure we 
can work with Senator GRASSLEY in 
the future if there are some fraud 
issues here. At this point, after a year 
of negotiation in trying to get the bill 
through here, we have significant bi- 
partisan support. It is not the time to 
put a substitute in. 

I want to thank you for giving me 
this opportunity. I urge my colleagues 
to reject the substitute Grassley 
amendment, embrace this bill, and 
vote for it. It is a good bill. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, pending 
before the Senate is the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act. 
We considered it over a year ago. The 
bipartisan reauthorization passed the 
Senate with 68 votes more than 9 
months ago. To someone who has suf- 
fered domestic violence abuse and is in 
need of help, it is amazing to think 
that what used to be an easy bipartisan 
issue has been tied up in the obstruc- 
tion between the House and the Senate 
since then. There is absolutely no ex- 
cuse for failing to enact this legisla- 
tion. Now is the time to do it. We have 
a strong sensible bill before us. 

Senator LEAHY, the chairman of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, is guid- 
ing it on the Senate floor. This is an 
interesting issue. It is an emotional 
issue. If you haven’t had domestic vio- 
lence in your family, you can be grate- 
ful. Many people have seen it firsthand, 
and I don’t think it is something they 
will easily forget. 

I was invited a few years back to go 
to Champaign, IL, to a domestic vio- 
lence shelter to meet with one of the 
victims. It was an important meeting 
for me. Sitting across the table from a 
woman with two black eyes, her eyes 
red from crying, she could barely choke 
out a few words about what life had 
been like as a victim of domestic vio- 
lence. She was humiliated by the scars 
her face and body showed and ashamed 
she had reached that point in her life. 
She had nowhere to turn. She didn’t 
trust anybody. She was afraid of her 
spouse and so she came to this domes- 
tic violence shelter with her child. She 
didn’t know where to turn. The shelter 
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was trying to protect her, No. 1, and 
give her a chance for a better life. 

That is what this bill is about. It is 
also about a group of people I have 
come to know personally and really re- 
spect in Chicago. There is a group 
called Mujeres Latinas En Accion. 
What a dynamic group. I met them 14 
or 15 years ago. They were operating 
out of an old house in Pilsen, one of the 
Hispanic neighborhoods in Chicago. It 
was one of these beat-up, old places 
that a lot of charities take on and hope 
to call home and use for their pur- 
poses—in this case a domestic violence 
shelter primarily for the Hispanic 
neighborhood. The rooms were all 
packed. There were cots and diapers 
and food and all the things you beg for 
from friends to sustain a family in need 
of help. 

I remember going there with Amalia 
Rioja Castro, and she explained to me 
what they were doing in receiving peo- 
ple from the community. These were 
women most often with children who 
came in and had been victimized. It 
was tougher for them than for most. 
Many of them struggled with English. 
Many of them struggled with a culture 
that many times is too patriarchal in 
these circumstances, and many of them 
struggled with the same embarrass- 
ment as the woman I met in Cham- 
paign, IL. But they finally realized 
they had no choice; they had to ask for 
help. So they came to that shelter. 
And, thank goodness, those volunteers 
and people were there offering them a 
safe place and willing to take on the 
issues of protecting this mother and 
her children from further abuse. They 
saved a lot of lives in the process. 

That is what this bill is about, and it 
is one of the reasons this bill hasn’t 
passed. You see, the difference between 
the Senate approach and the approach 
in the House of Representatives comes 
down to two or three things, but they 
are all three important things. One of 
them relates to the undocumented. 

If an undocumented woman—moth- 
er—walks into a domestic violence 
shelter in this country, beaten up, run- 
ning from an abusive husband, holding 
her baby, will we help her? That is the 
question. Ordinarily, one would say: Of 
course. But some say: No, she is un- 
documented. We don’t help those peo- 
ple. 

Really? We don’t? Is that who we are 
in America? It isn’t. Of course, we help 
her. Of course, we help her child. Our 
bill said we did; the House disagreed. 

Native American communities are 
much more complicated. In Illinois I 
don’t live with these tribal commu- 
nities and know all of the issues associ- 
ated with them, but it turns out that 
many times in cases of domestic vio- 
lence, the tribal courts are unable, un- 
willing to deal with the prosecutions in 
a timely and effective way. We tried, in 
the Senate version of the bill, to make 
sure when it came to Native American 
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populations, tribal populations, the 
same protections would be there. The 
House disagreed. 

Then, of course, came the question 
about sexual orientation. What if the 
abuse is not man to woman, hetero- 
sexual abuse, but something else. Will 
that type of abuse also be protected? 
The answer is yes. In the Senate 
version of the bill, it was clearly yes. 
The House disagreed. 

Because of those three basic disagree- 
ments, nothing is happening. I 
shouldn’t say nothing is happening. 
Thank goodness, BARBARA MIKULSKI, 
now chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee, chaired the subcommittee 
that kept funding the bill. So we kept 
our commitment to these violence 
shelters around America, but we didn’t 
reauthorize them. We didn’t put in new 
language. We didn’t do our job. We just 
stopped for a year on a bill that 
shouldn’t even be debated, to a great 
extent. It certainly shouldn’t be par- 
tisan. 

According to a recent survey, in the 
United States, 24 people every minute 
become victims of rape, physical vio- 
lence, or stalking. That means in the 
time it takes me to finish this state- 
ment dozens will have been victimized. 
Since its passage, the Violence Against 
Women Act, known as VAWA, has pro- 
vided valuable and even lifesaving as- 
sistance to hundreds of thousands of 
people in America. The impact is pro- 
found. 

The Bureau of Justice statistics tell 
us the rate of domestic violence 
against women has dropped by more 
than 50 percent since we first enacted 
this bill. There aren’t many pieces of 
legislation we can point to with that 
track record, but there are so many 
more who need help. That is evident 
from the statistics. 

The Centers for Disease Control tells 
us approximately one in four women 
has experienced severe physical vio- 
lence by an intimate partner, and near- 
ly one in five women has been raped. 
One in five? In a study of under- 
graduate women, 19 percent have expe- 
rienced an attempted or actual sexual 
assault while in college. All together 
more than one in three women have ex- 
perienced rape, stalking, or physical 
violence by an intimate partner in 
their lifetime. That is a fact. 

The consequences are ongoing. For 
example, 81 percent of women who have 
experienced this report significant 
short- or long-term impacts, and the 
consequences can be severe. By one re- 
port, in 2007, 45 percent of the women 
killed in the United States died at the 
hands of an intimate partner. 

This reauthorization ensures that 
funding will continue to go to the orga- 
nizations and individuals who need 
help the most. It places increased em- 
phasis on responding to sexual assault, 
in addition to domestic violence. It 
does things such as encourage jurisdic- 
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tions to evaluate rape kit inventories 
and reduce backlogs. It incorporates 
important accountability mechanisms, 
consolidates programs, and actually re- 
duces spending. 

It also includes vital provisions to 
help Native American women and pro- 
tect immigrant communities. A provi- 
sion helping to ensure the availability 
of U visas for victims of crime was 
taken out. I am sorry it was. It is a 
budget item; a constitutional item. But 
we want to make sure other critical 
provisions in the bill remain—provi- 
sions that protect immigrant commu- 
nities that are strongly supported by 
those who work with them. 

The reauthorization also ensures 
that lesbian, gay, bisexual, and 
transgender communities are not dis- 
criminated against when it comes to 
these services. I say this to my col- 
leagues on both sides of the Chamber. 
Now is the time to pass the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act. 
Our country has to come together to 
make sure all of the victims are pro- 
tected. 

Take the Native American commu- 
nities, for example. According to a sur- 
vey by the Centers for Disease Control, 
4 out of every 10 American Indian or 
Alaska Native women—4 out of 10— 
have been victims of rape, physical vio- 
lence, or stalking in their lifetime. 
That is unacceptable in America, a 
country that prides itself on its com- 
mitment to human rights. 

This bipartisan bill is supported by 
victims, experts, and advocates. It is 
supported by service providers, faith 
leaders, and health care professionals, 
prosecutors, judges, law enforcement 
officials, and it ought to be supported 
by both Chambers of Congress. 

The last two VAWA reauthorization 
bills have carefully expanded the scope 
of the law and improved it. This reau- 
thorization is no exception. It implies 
lessons learned from those working in 
the field and renews our commitment 
to reducing domestic and sexual vio- 
lence. We ought to listen to the people 
on the front lines protecting those vul- 
nerable populations. We should be able 
to pass a strong reauthorization that 
addresses the needs of all women. 

I thank Senator LEAHY and many 
others in this Chamber for their leader- 
ship. I want to take a moment to dis- 
cuss a provision which I mentioned ear- 
lier in the bill. 

A troubling episode of ‘‘Frontline,’’ 
the PBS program many of us watch 
and respect, detailed one woman’s 
story in great detail, but that wasn’t 
an isolated incident. The National 
Prison Rape Elimination Commission, 
created by Congress, said: 

As a group, immigration detainees are es- 
pecially vulnerable to sexual abuse and its 
effects while detained. 

The Prison Rape Elimination Act of 
2003, known as PREA, was designed to 
eliminate sexual abuse of those in cus- 
tody. It was bipartisan and championed 
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by the late Senator Ted Kennedy and 
Senator SESSIONS of Alabama, and I co- 
sponsored it. PREA required the pro- 
mulgation of national standards to pre- 
vent, detect, and respond to prison rape 
in America. There had been questions 
raised about whether those standards 
would apply to immigration detainees, 
and as I have said before, when we 
drafted and passed PREA it was our in- 
tent it would apply to all in Federal de- 
tention, including immigration detain- 
ees. 

I was pleased when President Obama 
issued a memo clarifying that PREA 
applies to all Federal confinement fa- 
cilities and directing agencies to act 
accordingly. I was also pleased with 
the Department of Homeland Security 
drafting standards to comport with 
PREA. Secretary Napolitano and I 
have discussed this problem of sexual 
assault in detention, and I applaud the 
Secretary for her strong commitment 
to this issue. 

It was critical to me to have a provi- 
sion in this VAWA reauthorization 
that clarifies that standards to prevent 
custodial rape must apply to immigra- 
tion detainees—all immigration de- 
tainees—a provision that codifies the 
good work DHS is now doing and en- 
sures strong regulations pertaining to 
immigration will remain in place in 
the future. 

Mr. President, I have visited some of 
these immigration detainee facilities. 
They are not quite prisons but almost. 
Those who are being detained before 
being deported have little access to the 
outside. In my case, I went down to 
deep southern Illinois, 300-plus miles 
from Chicago—more than 300 miles 
from Chicago. It was hard for them to 
get a telephone they could use for ac- 
cess to family or attorneys. It was a 
pretty isolated situation. They are 
clearly in a remote place. Many are 
treated well but many are not. 

Custodial sexual assault is just one of 
the many issues addressed by this 
VAWA bill. I urge my colleagues to 
work together and reauthorize this 
bill. If this is truly a new day after this 
last election, if we are truly deter- 
mined to do things on a bipartisan 
basis, why isn’t this the first thing we 
do? It used to be bipartisan. It didn’t 
even take that much time to pass it be- 
cause we were all together on it. 

Everybody understands domestic vio- 
lence—if not from their family, cer- 
tainly from their life experience and 
watching what happens in these domes- 
tic violence shelters. We have had 
broad bipartisan support for this in the 
past. This last year, despite Chairman 
LEAHY’s extraordinary efforts, it fell 
apart in the House of Representatives. 
We want to give them another chance— 
a chance to get it right, a chance to 
join us in passing a bipartisan bill that 
we are likely to pass from this Cham- 
ber. 

The dozens of individuals who have 
been victimized since I stood up to 
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begin this speech need help now. This 
is our opportunity. Let’s show them 
that when it comes to protecting 
America’s most vulnerable popu- 
lations, we will be there. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HEITKAMP). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I 
take this time because I think it is im- 
portant people recognize that what we 
do has such an important impact on 
local law enforcement and on local 
agencies. 

Last year I hosted a roundtable dis- 
cussion in Prince George’s County, MD, 
to discuss the importance of reauthor- 
izing the Violence Against Women Act, 
known as VAWA. This roundtable 
brought together victims, social serv- 
ice agencies, law enforcement, clergy, 
and others on the frontline of providing 
support and protection to victims of 
domestic violence. 

VAWA has a proven track record of 
protecting women from domestic vio- 
lence, and it is hard to understand op- 
position to legislation with the goal of 
curbing domestic violence. Saving 
women’s lives should not be a partisan 
issue. The statistics of domestic vio- 
lence are alarming. Yet domestic vio- 
lence remains one of the most under- 
reported crimes in the country. These 
victims need to know they have our 
support, including access to justice, 
help with housing, medical care, and 
economic opportunity. 

In 2010, there were 10,574 protective 
orders in my State, and peace order fil- 
ings in Prince George’s County was 
one-fifth of the total 50,363 filings in 
the State of Maryland—so 10,000 in 
Prince George’s County, 50,000 in Mary- 
land. 

At the roundtable I held in Prince 
George’s County, I heard a number of 
examples of the importance of VAWA 
from those on the frontline of com- 
bating domestic violence. 

Prince George’s County sheriff Mel- 
vin High told me the oath he took obli- 
gates him to protect all people without 
political consideration. He strongly 
stated that VAWA should be reauthor- 
ized; that it is an extremely important 
tool that he uses to help protect the 
people of Prince George’s County. 

State attorney Angela Alsobrooks 
told me that for more than a decade, 
her office has received funding from 
VAWA that has allowed her domestic 
violence unit to provide greater serv- 
ices to the victims of abuse. Without 
this funding, she told me she would 
lose a domestic violence advocate and 
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a prosecutor who is assigned specifi- 
cally to domestic violence cases, reduc- 
ing their ability to help victims. She 
urged the House at that time—because 
we had passed the bill in the Senate— 
to pass the Senate version of VAWA in 
order to ensure they continue to re- 
ceive this critical funding. 

Malinda Miles is the executive direc- 
tor of the Family Crisis Center in 
Prince George’s County, which is the 
premier domestic violence program in 
the county, serving women and chil- 
dren for more than 30 years. She stated 
she believes the House bill, if passed, 
would set back women 50 years—the 
bill they were considering last year— 
and would be a travesty for the women 
and children of this Nation now and for 
years to come, urging at that time that 
the bill we passed last year—the bill we 
are considering on the floor now—needs 
to pass as quickly as possible. 

Prince George’s County police chief 
Mark Magaw told me that combating 
domestic violence remains a primary 
focus of his department, and he is 
thankful for support provided by the 
VAWA grant program. 

The Violence Against Women Act 
was passed by Congress and signed into 
law in 1994 by President Clinton. This 
law has a proud and bipartisan history. 
Congress passed this legislation in 1994 
after growing awareness of crimes asso- 
ciated with domestic violence, includ- 
ing sexual assault and stalking cases. 
Congress needed to address the pre- 
vailing attitude at the time that do- 
mestic violence was a private so-called 
family matter, which in many cases po- 
lice were hesitant to arrest abusers and 
prosecutors were reluctant to send 
abusers to jail. We have changed that, 
and VAWA helped us change that. The 
passage of VAWA will help our local 
agencies protect women and hold those 
abusers accountable for their actions. 

VAWA enhanced investigators and 
prosecutors of sex offenses and created 
a number of new grant programs that 
included law enforcement, public and 
private entities, services providers, and 
victims of crime. Congress approved re- 
authorizations of VAWA that expanded 
its protections by bipartisan votes in 
2000 and 2005. In 2000, Congress en- 
hanced Federal domestic violence and 
stalking penalties, added protections 
for battered immigrants, and added 
new programs for elderly and disabled 
women. In 2005, Congress enhanced pen- 
alties for repeat stalking offenders, 
added protection for battered and traf- 
ficked immigrants, and added pro- 
grams for sexual assault victims and 
American Indian victims, as well as 
programs designed to improve the pub- 
lic health response to domestic vio- 
lence. 

Now, in 2013, the Senate is trying to 
approve VAWA once again, since its 
original passage nearly 20 years ago. 
The Senate-passed version of the law 
includes measures to ensure that vic- 
tims are not denied services because 
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they are gay or transgender. It pro- 
tects Native American women from do- 
mestic violence and sexual assault and 
includes nondiscrimination provisions 
for all victims, regardless of their race, 
color, religion or gender. 

VAWA encourages collaboration 
among law enforcement, judicial per- 
sonnel, and public and private service 
providers to victims of domestic and 
sexual violence. It also works to in- 
crease public awareness. 

One in four women will experience 
domestic violence in their lifetime. An 
estimated 1.3 million women are vic- 
tims of physical assault by an intimate 
partner every year. In Maryland, in 
2009, there were more than 18,000 re- 
ported cases of domestic abuse and 38 
fatalities. That period of time has been 
the lowest number of domestic vio- 
lence-related deaths on record for the 
State, but these numbers are still very 
much unacceptable. 

I am disappointed that last year the 

House refused to take up this legisla- 
tion we approved and also refused to 
allow us to go to conference to work 
out the differences between the two 
bills. I urge my colleagues in the Sen- 
ate to pass this legislation, and I urge 
my colleagues in the House to quickly 
take up the Senate bill and enact it 
into law. 
e Ms. HIRONO. Madam President, I am 
in support of S. 47, the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013. I am a cosponsor of this bill and 
look forward to working with my col- 
leagues to pass this important piece of 
legislation. 

The grants created by this act have 
helped ensure services to domestic vio- 
lence victims since 1994. VAWA has 
helped raise public awareness on an 
issue that too often went unreported 
and ignored under the guise of polite- 
ness and privacy by family, friends, 
and neighbors. 

Yet, while VAWA has raised aware- 
ness, increased reporting, and provided 
victims of domestic violence and simi- 
lar crimes with better services and pro- 
tection against perpetrators, there is 
still much work to be done to elimi- 
nate these crimes. Specifically, I am 
concerned about the high instances of 
domestic violence in Indian Country. I 
am pleased that S. 47 includes language 
to provide tribal governments the force 
they need to prosecute non-Indian per- 
petrators who commit these crimes on 
tribal land. There is no reason a non- 
Indian perpetrator should go 
unpunished because a tribe lacked ju- 
risdiction over him or her, and it is es- 
pecially egregious that in such cases, 
the perpetrator may go unpunished for 
crimes committed on tribal land. Every 
citizen of this Nation deserves the safe- 
ty and security that comes with a 
peaceful home and safe relationship. 

Indeed, I believe noncitizen immi- 
grants who have moved to this country 
and found themselves trapped in an un- 
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safe relationship or family setting also 
deserve the protections provided by 
VAWA. S. 47 provides the types of pro- 
tections necessary to assist law en- 
forcement in prosecuting crimes that 
might otherwise have gone unreported 
by immigrants fearful of losing their 
status. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
supporting S. 47 and will work to make 
the bill and the services and protec- 
tions it provides as strong as possible.e 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
I rise today to express support for the 
reauthorization of the Violence 
Against Women Act, VAWA. 

For the last 18 years, VAWA has been 
the centerpiece of the Federal Govern- 
ment’s efforts to combat domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, stalking and 
sexual assault, and it has transformed 
the response to these crimes at the 
local, State, and Federal levels. 

VAWA was first signed into law in 
1994. This body reauthorized it in 2000 
and again in 2005 on an overwhelmingly 
bipartisan basis. 

Unfortunately, final approval of the 
VAWA reauthorization bill came to an 
abrupt halt in Congress last year, when 
some Republicans insisted on removing 
provisions that would provide expanded 
protections for gay and lesbian individ- 
uals and undocumented immigrants 
who are the victims of domestic abuse. 

In my view, these expanded protec- 
tions are improvements. Domestic vio- 
lence is domestic violence, regardless 
of the victim’s immigration status or 
sexual orientation. 

Domestic violence and crimes 
against American women have never 
been partisan issues in the past. This is 
why, candidly, I’m surprised that I find 
myself on this floor urging a vote a 
vote on a historically bipartisan bill. 

Today, as a result of VAWA, more 
victims report incidents of domestic vi- 
olence to the police, and the rate of 
non-fatal partner violence against 
women has decreased by 53 percent 
since 1994, according to the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

Because of VAWA, States have the 


funding to implement ‘‘evidence- 
based? anti-domestic violence pro- 
grams, including lethality screens, 


which help law enforcement predict 
when a person is at risk of becoming 
the victim of deadly abuse. 

In my home State of California, with 
the help of VAWA funds, we reduced 
the number of domestic violence homi- 
cides committed annually by 30% be- 
tween 1994—the year of VAWA’s enact- 
ment—and 2010. 

In my days as the mayor of San 
Francisco, many of the most difficult 
calls for the city’s law enforcement of- 
ficers were those of domestic abuse. It 
was a big problem then, and it remains 
a big problem today. 

In California in 2010, there were 
166,361 domestic violence calls, includ- 
ing more than 65,000 that involved a 
weapon. 
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Fortunately, over 5,000 victims re- 
ceive assistance each day from local 
domestic violence service providers in 
the State. These providers offer serv- 
ices that are essential to ending the 
cycle of abuse that is faced by so many 
domestic violence victims. 

Let me share a success story about a 
woman from Lake County, CA who re- 
ceived vital assistance from a local do- 
mestic violence center that receives 
Federal VAWA funding. 

Mary—her name has been changed to 
protect her confidentiality—contacted 
the Lake Family Resource Center after 
leaving her abusive husband. Mary was 
assigned to a domestic violence family 
advocate who offered her one-on-one 
counseling and legal assistance. 

The family advocate helped Mary file 
and obtain a temporary restraining 
order against her husband. This order 
kept him away from Mary and gave her 
temporary custody of their children. 

The family advocate also accom- 
panied Mary to several court hearings 
and was able to connect her with other 
local service providers. This support al- 
lowed Mary to remain independent and 
keep her children safe. 

After several months of counseling 
and assistance, Mary obtained full cus- 
tody of her children and their lives 
have improved significantly. For the 
first time ever, the children are now 
able to invite friends to their home and 
participate in normal social activities. 
In addition, their grades have improved 
dramatically, with one child receiving 
the Student of the Month Award from 
his school. 

The positive impact of VAWA fund- 
ing is undeniable. Yet many California 
service providers report a critical 
shortage of funds and staff to assist 
victims in need. 

Reauthorizing VAWA would address 
these shortages through grant pro- 
grams administered by the Department 
of Justice that provide funding for 
emergency shelters, counseling, and 
legal services for victims of domestic 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking. 

The bill would also continue support 
for State agencies, rape crisis centers, 
and other organizations that provide 
services to vulnerable women. 

The bill we are considering today 
gives increased attention to victims of 
sexual violence. This form of violence 
is particularly destructive because, for 
many years, our society viewed sexual 
violence as the fault of the victim, not 
the perpetrator. 

Although VAWA has always ad- 
dressed the crime of sexual assault, a 
smaller percentage of grant funding 
has been allocated to sexual assault 
victims than is proportional to their 
rates of victimization. This reauthor- 
ization bill does three things to address 
this imbalance: 

1. It provides an increased focus on 
training for law enforcement and pros- 
ecutors to address the ongoing needs of 
sexual assault victims. 
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2. The bill extends VAWA’s housing 
protections to these victims. 

3. And the bill ensures that those who 
are living with, but not married to, an 
abuser qualify for housing assistance 
available under VAWA. 

The bill also updates the Federal 


criminal code to clarify that 
cyberstalking is a crime. With increas- 
ing frequency, victims are being 


stalked over the Internet through e- 
mail, blogs, and Facebook. When stalk- 
ing is done online, the message sent by 
the perpetrator is memorialized for- 
ever, making it more difficult for vic- 
tims to put the painful experience in 
the past and move forward in their 
lives. 

Simply put, VAWA saves lives. It 
protects American women. And it is a 
lifeline for women and children who 
are in distress. To me, this bill is a no- 
brainer. We must continue our ongoing 
commitment to ending domestic and 
sexual violence. This commitment has 
always been bipartisan, and it should 
be again. Let’s not further victimize 
at-risk American women because of 
partisan politics. 

Let’s do our job and reauthorize the 
Violence Against Women Act with 
strong bipartisan support, as we always 
have. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, today 
the Senate should have been able over- 
whelmingly to support reauthorizing 
the Violence Against Women Act, but 
the majority made that impossible. In 
fact, S. 47 is not really a reauthoriza- 
tion bill but a bill to use the Violence 
Against Women Act to venture into 
new ideological territory. For that rea- 
son, I cannot support S. 47 but am a co- 
sponsor of the true VAWA reauthoriza- 
tion bill introduced by my colleague 
from Iowa, Senator GRASSLEY. 

Two decades ago during the 1038rd 
Congress, as ranking member of the 
Judiciary Committee, I worked with 
Chairman JOE BIDEN to develop legisla- 
tion to combat domestic violence and 
sexual assault against women. That 
first passage of the Violence Against 
Women Act had bipartisan support, al- 
though it was by no means without 
controversy. I took more than my 
share of criticism from the right, but it 
was the right thing to do, and I worked 
to promote a genuine bipartisan con- 
sensus behind this legislation. 

In 2000, I again cosponsored the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act which was 
included in the Victims of Trafficking 
and Violence Protection Act, and the 
Senate voted 95-to-0 for the conference 
report. I cosponsored the VAWA reau- 
thorization bill again in 2005, and this 
time the Senate passed it by unani- 
mous consent without even a roll call 
vote. Clearly, the trend has been to- 
ward broader support. 

Unfortunately, the majority today 
has deliberately stopped that trend. 
The majority has insisted on injecting 
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into this legislation highly controver- 
sial and divisive provisions that were 
guaranteed to fracture the growing 
support that VAWA has enjoyed in the 
past. Many of us asked them not to do 
it this way but to address these issues 
separately so that there could be hear- 
ings and proper debate. Instead, the 
majority chose to use VAWA as cover 
for sidestepping the legislative process 
on these issues. 

Let me give just one example. One of 
those divisive issues concerns the juris- 
diction of courts on Native American 
reservations. Section 904 of S. 47 would 
give tribal courts jurisdiction over 
nontribal individuals in domestic vio- 
lence cases. This presents numerous 
constitutional problems. Native Amer- 
ican reservations are sovereign na- 
tions, and key provisions of the U.S. 
Constitution’s Bill of Rights have been 
interpreted not to apply there. This 
legislation lists certain rights to be af- 
forded nontribal defendants but not 
only stops short of guaranteeing all 
constitutional rights but also does not 
provide for direct review of convictions 
in U.S. courts. I simply cannot support 
depriving American citizens of con- 
stitutional rights and judicial protec- 
tion. 

I want to applaud my colleague from 
Texas, Senator CORNYN, who has been 
trying mightily to correct this grave 
constitutional defect in S. 47. He has 
negotiated in good faith in a principled 
and fair way. Like me, he wants to sup- 
port reauthorization of the Violence 
Against Women Act. But like him, I 
will do so only on the appropriate con- 
stitutional and policy grounds. 

I have cosponsored the Violence 
Against Women Act three times. I 
voted last year to reauthorize it and 
will do so again today. But while I sup- 
port reauthorizing VAWA, I cannot 
support using VAWA as a vehicle to 
enact divisive and controversial new 
measures that have not been properly 
evaluated on their own terms. Had the 
majority taken the same approach as 
we did in 2000 and 2005, this legislation 
would have been passed and signed into 
law months ago. Instead, the majority 
has destroyed the bipartisan consensus 
in favor of unconstitutional and divi- 
sive efforts to favor special interests. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Washington. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Madam President, I 
thank the leader, Senator LEAHY, for 
his leadership in trying to get the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act passed and 
for being down here and working on an 
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agreement with the other side of the 
aisle so we can vote either today or in 
the near future. Hopefully, we will 
bring this issue to an end and get along 
with protecting the rights of women 
throughout the United States of Amer- 
ica. 

I am very anxious to help and further 
that debate. I come to the floor as the 
chair of the Senate Indian Affairs Com- 
mittee and as somebody who has spent 
a lot of time dealing with tribal leader- 
ship in the State of Washington and 
throughout the Pacific Northwest. I 
know the Presiding Officer has a very 
large tribal population within her 
State too. I am sure she has had many 
experiences with those tribes. Like me, 
she wants to make sure all victims of 
domestic violence are protected in 
America. 

In Washington State, we receive over 
30,000 domestic violence calls a year. 
That is more than 500 incidents per 
week. Our domestic violence programs 
serve about 1,800 people each day, and 
that is why we need to move past this 
debate, get this legislation reauthor- 
ized, so we make sure we help protect 
victims. 

A woman named Carissa Daniels 
came to one of our events recently. She 
fled from a very abusive domestic vio- 
lence situation with her 3-year-old 
daughter. She said she is alive because 
of the Violence Against Women Act. 
Those safeguards and protections pro- 
tected her and her daughter. 

I come to the floor, and I am a little 
frustrated this debate has been bogged 
down over a few issues, particularly 
this issue as it relates to Native Ameri- 
cans and the rights of Native Ameri- 
cans. 

I think we had the Department of 
Justice come to the Congress with a 
very good solution because their point 
was we have an epidemic of violence 
against women in Indian country, and 
we don’t have a ready solution as it re- 
lates to the necessary law enforcement 
there to protect them. 

I don’t mean to be elementary, but 
going back through our country’s his- 
tory and our relationship with tribal 
governments, it is a Federal relation- 
ship. To secure that Federal relation- 
ship, we have basically said these are 
rights for the Federal Government and 
not the States. In many ways, we have 
eliminated what States can do as it re- 
lates to tribal land. The challenge we 
have is that on these tribal reserva- 
tions we need to make sure the law is 
enforced—a Federal law—and _ that 
there are individuals to carry out that 
Federal law. 

By voting for the underlying amend- 
ment, maybe my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle have an appro- 
priations authorization that says this 
is how we are going to deal with it: We 
are going to give you a Federal pros- 
ecutor and a Federal agent on every 
tribal reservation or in every jurisdic- 
tion. I don’t know how many that 
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would be in my State. We have vast 
and huge amounts of land. I guess, if 
they thought that was going to be ef- 
fective, there would have to be a pros- 
ecutor and a Federal agent in probably 
39 different parts of my State. If we 
multiply that in the West—or even just 
in the Presiding Officer’s State—we are 
talking about hundreds of millions of 
dollars the Federal Government would 
have to dole out to properly police and 
enforce Federal law as it relates to 
crimes against these women. 

Why isn’t anybody recommending 
that? Because I think the Department 
of Justice has adequately seen that the 
best way to do this is to build a part- 
nership with those tribal jurisdictions 
to get that done. 

In looking over the history of this, I 
am always amazed at what previous ad- 
ministrations—Republican administra- 
tions—said about this tribal relation- 
ship. Even George H.W. Bush’s Solic- 
itor General Kenneth Starr stated in a 
filing in the Supreme Court that ‘‘it re- 
mains true today that the State has no 
jurisdiction over on-reservation of- 
fenses involving Indians... .”’ 

George W. Bush’s Solicitor General 
said that “the policy of leaving Indians 
free from State jurisdiction and con- 
trol’ is one that ‘‘is deeply rooted in 
the Nation’s history.” 

So here are Republican administra- 
tions that have basically said the way 
to deal with this is a Federal relation- 
ship. I am saying to my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle that unless 
they are willing to put a Federal pros- 
ecutor and a Federal agent on all tribal 
reservations, who do they think is 
going to prosecute these crimes? Who? 
Who is going to prosecute them? That 
is why the Department of Justice came 
to us and said: We have an idea on how 
we might do it. Let’s try to get a part- 
nership with tribal jurisdictions to 
make sure justice is being brought on 
tribal land but do so by protecting the 
civil liberties of American citizens as 
we go through this process. 

That is the legislation that is before 
us. It passed out of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and is now on the Senate floor. 
My colleagues across the aisle are try- 
ing to strip those very rights that Na- 
tive American women would have. 

The way this would work is obviously 
tribal jurisdictions would prosecute 
these individuals. If there is anyone 
who doesn’t think this is a problem—it 
is amazing to me to think this concept 
that one of our other colleagues might 
be proposing, that somehow we would 
say: OK. A solution would be to say it 
is a lesser crime if an Indian woman is 
assaulted on a tribal reservation, and 
it would be a misdemeanor. Somehow 
aggressive abuse and violent attacks 
against women would be a mis- 
demeanor. I am not going to treat Na- 
tive American women as second-class 
citizens in the United States of Amer- 
ica. 
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I get that might have been the cul- 
tural norm of the 1700s and 1800s, but it 
has no place in our history in 2013. This 
is about legislation that will protect 
tribal women on Indian reservations 
and make sure these cases of abuse— 
whether they are done by a Native 
American or non-Native American—are 
protected. 

Consider the case of Diane Millich. 
Her ex-husband was never arrested any 
of the more than 100 times he had beat- 
en her or attacked her. Finally, he 
showed up at her workplace with a gun 
to kill her. She is alive because an in- 
dividual from her workplace pushed her 
out of the way. Her husband is being 
treated as a first-time offender because 
all those other times he beat her or do- 
mestically assaulted her, he was never 
prosecuted because it took place on a 
reservation. 

This epidemic is so great that now 
these people who are involved in sex 
and drug trafficking are targeting res- 
ervations and Indian women because 
they know they will not get pros- 
ecuted. They know this. 

We are allowing an intolerable situa- 
tion to grow in great extremes simply 
because we are missing a vital tool. I 
get that many of my colleagues may 
not understand the history of tribal 
law and the history of our country and 
securing a relationship with tribes and 
the treaties we signed. 

Again, as I said before, this is a rela- 
tionship we have preserved for the Fed- 
eral Government, and the Federal Gov- 
ernment is saying this is how we can 
best solve these crimes by getting the 
help and support of tribal jurisdictions. 

I wish to say to my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle, because I have 
heard some of them say that somehow 
this violates the civil liberties of non- 
Native Americans if these crimes hap- 
pen in Indian Country, that nothing 
could be further from the truth. 

First of all, all tribal courts also ad- 
here to the Indian Civil Rights Act, 
which is basically our 14th amendment. 
So the security of the 14th amendment 
is right there in the law and will pro- 
tect any non-Native American who is 
charged with this crime on a reserva- 
tion. 

Secondly, this law has specifically 
broad language, making sure the de- 
fendant would be protected with all 
rights required by the United States in 
order for this jurisdiction to have over- 
sight. It is almost like a double protec- 
tion—saying it twice—that the habeas 
corpus rights of individuals will be pro- 
tected under this statute. 

The notion that this is somehow ab- 
rogating individual rights just because 
the crime takes place on a tribal res- 
ervation is incorrect. So I ask my col- 
leagues: Do we want to continue to 
have this unbelievable growth and 
petri dish of crime evolving—when 
criminals know there is a porous bor- 
der, that is where they are going to 
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go—or do we want to partner with a 
recommendation that has been deter- 
mined by the Department of Justice, 
which has the authority to carry out 
this Federal law on tribal reservations 
and is asking for this partnership but 
with due protection so we can root out 
this evil in our communities. 

I would say to my colleagues, it is 
time to pass this legislation and pro- 
tect these rights for all individuals. We 
cannot vote for an amendment on the 
other side of the aisle that basically 
strips the rights of Native American 
women and treats them like second- 
class citizens, nor can we just go silent 
on what is an epidemic problem in our 
country. What we have to do is stand 
and realize that the relationship be- 
tween the Federal Government and In- 
dian Country is a very mature relation- 
ship with a lot of Federal case law be- 
hind it. A lot of Republican adminis- 
trations recognize it is a Federal rela- 
tionship and that we can—asking In- 
dian Country to help us—solve this 
problem and prosecute these individ- 
uals under the rights we have as con- 
stitutional citizens of the United 
States. 

I am confident we can get to an an- 
swer and resolve this issue. I say to my 
colleagues: We need to do so with ur- 
gency. We cannot allow another 1,800 
calls to go unanswered or not sup- 
ported because we have not authorized 
this legislation. Let’s get our job done 
and protect all women throughout the 
United States of America. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Madam President, I 
would like to speak on the amendment, 
if I could. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is recognized. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Earlier this week, 
my colleague Senator BLUMENTHAL 
spoke about an amendment we are of- 
fering to the Violence Against Women 
Act, and it is an amendment that has 
to do with child sex trafficking. I am 
pleased to join him in offering this im- 
portant amendment and talking about 
it today. 

This is really a technical correction 
to the underlying legislation to en- 
hance the safety of our youth and our 
children in the area of sex trafficking. 

Last November, Senator BLUMENTHAL 
and I started the Senate Caucus to End 
Human Trafficking. We have been 
working with our colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle and have been making 
bipartisan progress on this issue. In 
general, we are working to raise aware- 
ness of human trafficking, and with re- 
gard to the underlying bill, the issue of 
child sex trafficking. 

This issue cuts across all party and 
philosophical lines. It is something 
that is more fundamental. It is about 
who we are as a people, and how we re- 
spect and protect basic human dignity. 
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It is important to acknowledge that 
human trafficking is not something we 
hear about that happens overseas; it 
happens right here in America. Unfor- 
tunately, human trafficking is an issue 
present in communities in Ohio and 
Connecticut—where Senator 
BLUMENTHAL is from—and in all of our 
States. 

Children and youth are among the 
most vulnerable individuals and are at 
the greatest risk. According to the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, there 
are now nearly 300,000 young Ameri- 
cans who are at risk of commercial sex- 
ual exploitation and trafficking. 

The Department of Justice reports 
that between 2008 and 2010, 83 percent 
of sex trafficking victims found within 
the United States were U.S. citizens. 
By the way, 40 percent of those cases 
involve sexual exploitation of children. 
Human trafficking has a devastating 
impact on so many Americans across 
this country. 

One of the reasons we lack data on 
the definitive number of victims is that 
there are limited programs and re- 
sources available to serve these chil- 
dren nationwide, and this problem is 
not limited to large cities or metro- 
politan areas. 

In Ohio, the 2012 Human Trafficking 
Commission Report surveyed more 
than 300 Ohio youth victims of sex traf- 
ficking. The report found that 40 per- 
cent were also victims of sexual abuse; 
47 percent of the victims surveyed con- 
firmed they had been raped 1 year be- 
fore being trafficked. 

Dr. Celia Williamson, from Toledo, 
OH, is one of the key individuals re- 
sponsible for this report and continues 
to work to strengthen the response to 
sex trafficking in Ohio. Dr. Williamson 
developed the program, RESCUE 
CHILD, which educates first responders 
and everyday citizens on how to recog- 
nize the signs of child sex trafficking. 

This is an important issue for Ohio. 
Toledo, OH, is among the highest in 
the country in terms of prosecution 
and investigations of sex trafficking. 
Dr. Williamson has helped to educate 
folks to identify signs of sex traf- 
ficking and high vulnerability. Some of 
the key signs of high vulnerability to 
sex trafficking are youth who have run 
away from home and children who are 
victims of sexual assault, emotional 
abuse, child abuse, or neglect. In order 
to fight human trafficking, we have to 
prioritize services to these vulnerable 
youth and connect victims of sex traf- 
ficking with appropriate resources. 

So this amendment is really just a 
technical amendment to ensure that 
we protect these child victims of sex 
trafficking and provide them with what 
is necessary to fully recover from this 
devastating trauma. 

Section 302 of the reauthorization of 
VAWA is appropriating titled ‘‘Cre- 
ating Hope Through Outreach, Options, 
Services, and Education for Children 
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and Youth.’’ The intent of this section 
is to ‘‘develop, expand, and strengthen 
victim-centered interventions and 
services that target victim-centered 
youth who are victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking.” 

Section 302 omits the term ‘‘sex traf- 
ficking’’ except in the context of a ‘‘co- 
occurrence” with one of these other 
factors I mentioned. So in order to be 
covered under this section, victims 
would have to be victims of sexual as- 
sault or another violation as well as 
victims of sex trafficking. 

The omission of ‘‘sex trafficking” 
seems to be inadvertent because it is 
inconsistent with the similar sections 
of the reauthorization. One example of 
this is found in Section 902, which pro- 
vides grants to Indian tribunal govern- 
ments for the safety of women and 
youth. This section provides for ‘‘serv- 
ices to address the needs of youth who 
are victims of domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, sex traf- 
ficking, and stalking.” So sex traf- 
ficking is in one section but not in an- 
other. We want to clarify that being a 
victim of sex trafficking alone should 
be sufficient to be covered under this 
act. 

I thank Senator BLUMENTHAL for his 
commitment to this issue, and I thank 
my colleagues, including the ranking 
member and the chairman who are here 
on the floor today. I hope to offer this 
amendment at the appropriate point in 
the process, but I wanted to speak a 
little bit about it and explain why Sen- 
ator BLUMENTHAL and I would like to 
offer this. Again, we hope it will be a 
noncontroversial, technical correction 
to ensure that sex trafficking is in- 
cluded among those provisions that are 
listed in Section 302. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 
hope to offer an amendment that would 
be a Republican substitute, so when- 
ever that happens—I don’t know ex- 
actly when, but I wish to discuss my 
amendment at this point. 

My amendment does more to protect 
the rights of victims of domestic vio- 
lence and sex crimes than does the un- 
derlying piece of legislation. There are 
many ways in which this is so. Under 
the substitute amendment I will offer, 
more money goes to the victims and 
less to bureaucrats. It requires that 10 
percent of the grantees be audited 
every year to ensure that taxpayer 
funds are actually used to combat do- 
mestic violence. It seems to me that 
when dollars are short, that is a very 
important point that people ought to 
take cognizance of. 

The Justice Department inspector 
general conducted a review of 22 VAWA 
grantees between the years 1998 and 
2010. Of these 22, 21 were found to have 
some form of violation of grant re- 
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quirements, ranging from unauthorized 
and unallowable expenditures to sloppy 
record keeping and failure to report in 
a timely manner. In 2010 one grantee 
was found by the inspector general to 
have questionable costs for 93 percent 
of the nearly $900,000 they received 
from the Department of Justice. A 2009 
audit found that nearly $500,000 of a 
$680,000 grant was questionable. 

These fiscal irregularities continue. 
An inspector general audit from last 
year found that the Violence Against 
Women Act grant recipient in the Vir- 
gin Islands engaged in almost $850,000 
of questionable spending. Also, a grant 
to an Indian tribe in Idaho had about 
$250,000 in improperly spent funds, in- 
cluding $171,000 in salary for an unap- 
proved position. In Michigan last year, 
a woman at a VAWA grant recipient 
used some of those funds to purchase 
goods and services for her personal use. 

After all of those examples, the point 
is this: We should make sure Violence 
Against Women Act money goes to vic- 
tims. That hasn’t been the case under 
the current situation, and the sub- 
stitute works toward improving that 
situation. 

The substitute also prevents grantees 
from using taxpayer funds to lobby for 
more taxpayer funds. That seems to be 
pretty common sense. 

My amendment will ensure that more 
money is available for victim services. 
That is where the money is supposed to 
go. Money that goes to grantees and is 
squandered helps no woman or other 
victims. 

In addition, the Republican alter- 
native limits the amount of VAWA 
funds that can go to administrative 
fees and salaries to just 7.5 percent. 
The present underlying bill, S. 47, con- 
tains no such limit. If we want the 
money to go to victims and not to bu- 
reaucrats, then those overhead ex- 
penses should be capped. 

The Republican substitute amend- 
ment requires that 30 percent of the 
STOP grants and grants for arrest poli- 
cies and protection orders are targeted 
on sexual assault. The underlying bill 
sets aside only 20 percent for sexual as- 
sault. 

The substitute requires that training 
materials be approved by an outside ac- 
credited organization to ensure that 
those who address domestic violence 
help victims based on knowledge and 
not on ideology. That will result in 
more effective assistance to the vic- 
tims. The underlying bill contains no 
such requirement. 

The substitute protects due process 
rights the majority bill threatens. 
Now, I am sure the majority writers 
don’t feel their bill threatens due proc- 
ess rights, so let me explain. The ma- 
jority bill says that college campuses 
must provide for ‘prompt and equi- 
table investigation and resolution” of 
charges of violence or stalking. This 
essentially does nothing but codify a 
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proposed rule of the Department of 
Education that would have required 
the imposition of a civil standard or 
preponderance of the evidence for what 
is essentially a criminal charge—one 
that, if proved, rightfully should harm 
reputation. But if established on a 
barely-more-probable-than-not stand- 
ard, reputations can then be ruined un- 
fairly. The substitute eliminates this 
provision as well as another provision 
that allowed the victim who could not 
prove such a charge even under this re- 
duced standard to appeal if she lost, 
creating a kind of double jeopardy. 

The majority bill also would give In- 
dian tribal courts the ability to issue 
protective orders and full civil jurisdic- 
tion over non-Indians based on actions 
allegedly taken in Indian Country. 
Noting that the due process clause re- 
quires that courts exercise jurisdiction 
over only those persons who have 
“minimum contacts”? with the forum, 
the Congressional Research Service has 
raised constitutional concerns with 
this provision. The substitute contains 
provisions that would benefit tribal 
women and would not run afoul of the 
Constitution. 

Tribes could seek protective orders in 
Federal court. The substitute estab- 
lishes up to $25 million for Federal 
prosecutors and magistrates to be 
placed near tribes for criminal domes- 
tic violence and sexual assault cases as 
well as to hear tribal motions for pro- 
tective orders. 

The grant funds are paid for by re- 
ducing the overhead of other Justice 
Department grant funds. However, 
there will be no reduction in available 
grants for law enforcement or victims. 
These programs are not currently fund- 
ed to their authorized levels, so the re- 
ductions will not reduce services pro- 
vided. 

Combating violence against women 
also means tougher penalties for those 
who commit these terrible crimes. The 
substitute I am referring to creates a 
10-year mandatory minimum sentence 
for Federal convictions for forcible 
rape. The majority bill even eliminates 
the 5-year mandatory minimum sen- 
tence for this crime that was in the bill 
last year and supported last year by 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Child pornography is an actual 
record of a crime scene of violence 
against women. Our alternative amend- 
ment establishes a l-year mandatory 
minimum sentence for possession of 
child pornography where the victim de- 
picted is under 12 years of age. I believe 
the mandatory minimum for this crime 
should be higher and that in light of 
the systematically lenient sentences 
that too many Federal judges hand 
out, there should be a mandatory min- 
imum sentence for all child pornog- 
raphy possession convictions. But the 
substitute at least is a start. This is es- 
pecially true because the majority bill 
takes no action against child pornog- 
raphy. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Our alternative also imposes a 5-year 
mandatory minimum sentence for the 
crime of aggravated sexual assault. 
This crime involves sexual assault 
through the use of drugs and by other- 
wise rendering the victim unconscious. 
The underlying bill does nothing about 
aggravated sexual assault. The status 
quo appears to be fine for the other 
side. 

The Republican substitute estab- 
lishes a 10-year mandatory minimum 
sentence for the crime of interstate do- 
mestic violence that results in the 
death of a victim. It increases from 20 
to 25 years the statutory maximum 
sentence for the crime where it results 
in life-threatening bodily injury to or 
the permanent disfigurement of the 
victim. It increases from 10 to 15 years 
the mandatory maximum sentence for 
this crime when serious bodily injury 
to the victim is the result. The under- 
lying bill contains none of these impor- 
tant protections for domestic violence 
victims. 

Also included in my substitute are 
commonsense immigration reforms 
that put integrity back into the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act self-peti- 
tioning process and the U visa pro- 
gram. 

This last Congress, the Judiciary 
Committee heard the powerful testi- 
mony of Julie Poner. She described her 
personal experience as a victim of im- 
migration marriage fraud and with the 
fraudulent use of Violence Against 
Women Act self-petitions. Ms. Poner 
told us she married her husband in the 
Czech Republic and moved her husband 
and kids back to the United States. 
Within days of receiving notice of an 
interview with the immigration service 
to finalize her husband’s immigration 
status, he told her he was divorcing 
her. He instructed her to file for the di- 
vorce and continue to sponsor him for 
his green card. He then became abusive 
toward her children. Her husband was a 
hockey player—6 feet 2 inches tall. 
However, he knew he risked deporta- 
tion if the truth came out, so he turned 
the tables on his wife and claimed he 
was the one abused—actually being 
abused by Ms. Poner. Ms. Poner never 
was allowed to share her side of the 
story. The immigration service be- 
lieved his claims and allowed him to 
remain in the United States. 

Our committee also received written 
statements from more than 20 individ- 
uals who maintained they were victims 
of marriage fraud or were falsely ac- 
cused as part of the Violence Against 
Women Act self-petitions. These wit- 
nesses told of their firsthand experi- 
ences and how foreign nationals prey 
on U.S. citizens simply to get a green 
card. The U.S. citizens thought it was 
all for love, but after saying “I do,” the 
foreign national lodged false allega- 
tions, sometimes of physical abuse, in 
order to get out of the marriage, col- 
lect alimony, and secure a green card. 
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Witnesses have said their side of the 
story was never—never—heard because 
under the process used by the U.S. Citi- 
zenship and Immigration Services, the 
citizen’s side of the story is not consid- 
ered. The U.S. Citizenship and Immi- 
gration Services handles all of these 
green card applications in one service 
center that relies exclusively on paper, 
without interviewing either the alleged 
abused foreign national or the accused 
citizen. 

To this day, I am disappointed that 
antifraud measures have not been in- 
cluded in the Violence Against Women 
Act. We cannot allow a law intended to 
prevent abuse to be manipulated as a 
pathway to U.S. citizenship for foreign 
con artists and criminals. If we are 
truly concerned about helping and pro- 
tecting the victims of domestic vio- 
lence, then we should include a provi- 
sion that allows our immigration 
agents to hear both sides of the story 
when a foreign national applies for a 
green card after alleging domestic vio- 
lence by a U.S. citizen. 

So my amendment, obviously, ad- 
dresses this fraud. It would require an 
interview of the applicant and allow 
the government to gather other evi- 
dence and interview other witnesses, 
including the accused U.S. citizen or 
legal permanent resident. 

Before adjudicating the self-petition, 
the government would have to deter- 
mine whether other investigations or 
prosecutions are underway for the peti- 
tioning alien. If there are other allega- 
tions or investigations pending, the im- 
migration adjudication would have to 
consider all facts. 

The second immigration-related sec- 
tion of my amendment would strength- 
en the requirements of a U visa. Under 
current law, the requirements for re- 
ceiving a U visa are generous. My 
amendment implements some common- 
sense requirements to guide law en- 
forcement who help sponsor these indi- 
viduals. 

In addition to confirming that the 
alien has been helpful, each law en- 
forcement certification will also have 
to confirm that, one, the alien reported 
the criminal activity to a law enforce- 
ment agency within 120 days of its oc- 
currence; two, the statute of limita- 
tions for prosecuting an offense based 
on the criminal activity has not lapsed; 
three, the criminal activity is actively 
under investigation or a prosecution 
has been commenced; and, four, and 
last, the alien has information that 
will assist in identifying the perpe- 
trator of the criminal activity and/or 
the perpetrator’s identity is known. 

With these changes, U visas will be- 
come a true law enforcement tool. The 
additional requirements will ensure 
that the help given is real and signifi- 
cantly advances an actual investiga- 
tion and prosecution. 

Another immigration-related section 
of my amendment includes a Govern- 
ment Accountability Office report to 
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assess the efficiency and reliability of 
the process for reviewing applications 
for U visas and self-petitions under the 
Violence Against Women Act, includ- 
ing whether the process includes ade- 
quate safeguards against fraud and 
abuse. 

It will also identify possible improve- 
ments in order to reduce fraud and 
abuse. 

The final immigration provision I 
want to highlight in my substitute 
would allow the U.S. Government to 
deport repeat drunk drivers. Section 
1005 would add habitual drunk driving 
to the list of aggravated felonies for 
which an alien may be deported. 

Every day—every day—an innocent 
life is taken because someone decides 
to drink and drive. An individual who 
gets behind the wheel after drinking is 
not exercising sound judgment. 

Under the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act, foreign nationals are re- 
quired to be of ‘‘good moral character” 
before they are able to adjust status or 
become citizens of the United States. 
Unfortunately, habitual drunk driving 
does not stand in one’s way from gain- 
ing these benefits. In other words, it is 
not a deportable offense. 

There are numerous stories about in- 
dividuals who have taken innocent 
lives because they were driving under 
the influence of alcohol. In 2011, an un- 
documented alien in Cook County, IL, 
killed a man in a drunk driving acci- 
dent. Unfortunately, he was released 
by the county, absconded, and remains 
in the United States. There was also a 
Virginia man who killed a Catholic nun 
in Prince William County in 2010. He 
was an illegal immigrant and repeat of- 
fender and never should have been al- 
lowed to remain in the country. 

There are many more cases, and, un- 
fortunately, the law will allow drunk 
driving to continue without repercus- 
sions for foreign nationals who are ona 
path to citizenship. It is time that 
these offenses were classified as an ag- 
gravated felony. It is time to get these 
people off the streets. Residing in the 
United States is a privilege, not a 
right. 

The Congress has every prerogative 
to dictate which behavior is accept- 
able, especially for noncitizens who 
should be of ‘‘good moral character.” 
Last Congress, the Judiciary Com- 
mittee adopted an amendment to this 
bill that would have classified habitual 
drunk driving offenses as aggravated 
felonies. But in the bill before us now, 
the majority has dropped that provi- 
sion. I cannot understand why we 
would be so lenient with respect to ha- 
bitual drunk drivers. 

When we get to amendments—the 
substitute I just talked about—I intend 
to offer that substitute, and I would 
urge my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. WAR- 
REN). The Senator from Vermont. 
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Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, the 
Republican substitute bill being offered 
by the Senator from Iowa does not 
meet the needs of victims of domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking. Respectfully, I 
must say it is a poor substitute for the 
bipartisan Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act we developed over 
the last 2 years that has 62 bipartisan 
Senate cosponsors. I urge Senators to 
vote against it. 

The Leahy-Crapo Violence Against 
Women Reauthorization Act already 
reflects many efforts we have under- 
taken to address the concerns of Sen- 
ator GRASSLEY and to meet Republican 
members halfway, and to accommodate 
them where we could. Our bill includes 
significant new accountability provi- 
sions modeled on language Senator 
GRASSLEY had us include in the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Act. 

Our bill significantly reduces author- 
ization levels to all programs. This is 
the first time a reauthorization re- 
duced authorization levels, and we do 
so by almost 20 percent. Our bill con- 
solidates and streamlines 13 programs. 
Our bill limits the percentage of grants 
that organizations can use for planning 
purposes. In drafting our bill, we elimi- 
nated several provisions that Senator 
GRASSLEY indicated were problematic. 
We took these steps in an effort to 
work together to pass a bipartisan bill. 

The proposed substitute bill would 
remove fundamental points of fairness 
that are at the core of this legislation. 
We need to cover everyone who experi- 
ences domestic and sexual violence in 
this country. No exceptions. 

About 3% years ago, the Congress fi- 
nally adopted the Matthew Shepard 
and James Byrd Jr. Hate Crimes Pre- 
vention Act which protected those tar- 
geted with violence in a similar way to 
what we are considering today. We 
should not retreat from that position 
when we are addressing domestic and 
sexual violence. 

The Republican substitute abandons 
VAWA’s historic emphasis on abuse of 
women. Women are still more often the 
victims of domestic and sexual vio- 
lence with more catastrophic results. 
The Republican substitute not only 
fails women, it also fails to guarantee 
that services will actually reach those 
victims who have in the past been un- 
able to access them because of their 
sexual orientation or gender identity. 

We should listen to those on the 
front lines of these tragedies who have 
told us about underserved communities 
needing protection. We should respond 
to law enforcement when they tell us 
about the importance of the U visa pro- 
gram, which enables them to take dan- 
gerous people off the street. We should 
not adopt the measures included in the 
Republican substitute that would make 
it more difficult for victims to apply 
for U visas. The Republican substitute 
would abandon our provisions that ad- 
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dress domestic and sexual violence in 
tribal areas, which has reached epi- 
demic proportions with rates of victim- 
ization far exceeding those in the gen- 
eral population. Taking money from 
other Justice Department programs to 
impose Federal judges and prosecutors 
on Indian lands is costly, unworkable 
and a non-solution to the problem. The 
bipartisan reauthorization bill, by con- 
trast, takes the approach recommended 
by our Committee on Indian Affairs. 
We include local, community-based ap- 
proaches to domestic violence that 
have worked so well in so many VAWA 
programs. Federal prosecutors already 
have authority to prosecute on these 
lands and have not solved the problem. 
Federal judges have plenty to do and 
our Federal courts are stretched thin 
with 83 current vacancies. Giving 
tribes the authority to prosecute those 
who commit violence against Indian 
victims on Indian land is a better and 
less costly solution than bringing in 
large numbers of Federal officials to 
Indian country. 

All these differences are in the wrong 
direction and would result in leaving 
victims out. The Grassley substitute 
also includes costly and inefficient bu- 
reaucratic provisions that could cripple 
the delivery of needed services to vic- 
tims and tie up the work of the Justice 
Department’s Office of Inspector Gen- 
eral. 

In contrast to the Republican sub- 
stitute, the bipartisan VAWA reauthor- 
ization bill responds to the needs we 
have heard from the professionals, in- 
cluding law enforcement, who work 
every day to help victims of domestic 
violence, sexual assault, dating vio- 
lence, and stalking. No one I have 
worked with has identified Federal sen- 
tencing as an area requiring changes. 
The sentencing provisions in this sub- 
stitute, which include mandatory min- 
imum sentences, are unnecessary and 
counterproductive. In fact, leading sex- 
ual assault advocacy groups like the 
National Alliance to End Sexual Vio- 
lence oppose mandatory minimum sen- 
tences because they have a chilling ef- 
fect on reporting and prosecution of 
sexual assaults. The sentencing provi- 
sions in the substitute make victims 
and, by extension, our communities 
less safe. 

We should not include extraneous 
provisions, as this substitute does, that 
have nothing to do with domestic vio- 
lence or sexual assault. Comprehensive 
immigration reform is coming before 
us. The Judiciary Committee is hard at 
work on that. Proposals to change de- 
portations may be appropriate in the 
context of comprehensive immigration 
reform. They have nothing to do with 
VAWA. Yet they are included in the 
Republican substitute. And when a pro- 
vision of that type was included in the 
measure last year, its author nonethe- 
less opposed VAWA reauthorization. It 
can be considered with comprehensive 
immigration reform, not here. 
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Every previous reauthorization of 
VAWA has contained new protections 
for immigrants and underserved com- 
munities. Our bill builds on that foun- 
dation with changes that are modest 
and widely supported. 

The Republican substitute would gut 
core provisions of our bipartisan legis- 
lation that we all know we need and 
that professionals in the field tell us 
are needed. I thank Senator CANTWELL, 
Senator KLOBUCHAR, and Senator DUR- 
BIN for their excellent statements in 
opposition and urge all Senators to op- 
pose the substitute and support the bi- 
partisan Violence Against Women Re- 
authorization Act. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 
listened to everything the chairman 
said. I am not going to rebut point by 
point. I wish to take a little bit of time 
to emphasize the key points I have 
tried to make. In a sense, I might be 
asking the chairman to think in terms 
of what we are trying to accomplish 
just on a couple of points. 

First of all, I think this is pointed 
out with the underlying bill that some- 
how all victims are not protected. The 
point is, that for however many years 
now—I suppose it is 25 years that this 
legislation has been on the books—all 
victims are protected under the sub- 
stitute and, I want to emphasize, under 
current law. 

It was then-Senator BIDEN, now Vice 
President BIDEN, writing the current 
law. His law did not discriminate. As 
Senator LEAHY says, those who provide 
domestic violence services believe a 
victim is a victim. They do not dis- 
criminate. 

On another point about the tribal 
courts, I made reference to the Con- 
gressional Research Service when I 
gave my longer remarks on this point 
of questionable constitutional issues. 
As for the tribal court provisions, the 
Congressional Research Service has 
raised serious constitutional problems 
both with respect to the authority of 
tribal courts to prosecute non-Indians 
and the constitutional rights of non-In- 
dians. What is very cruel is to provide 
tribal women the illusion of a solution 
that courts may well strike down on 
constitutional grounds in the future. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
amendments be the only first-degree 
amendments in order to the bill: Grass- 
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ley substitute amendment No. 14, 
Leahy amendment No. 21, Portman 
amendment No. 10, Murkowski amend- 
ment No. 11, Coburn amendment No. 13, 
Coburn amendment No. 15, and Coburn 
amendment No. 16; that the time until 
4 p.m. be for debate on the Grassley 
substitute; that the debate be equally 
divided between the two leaders or 
their designees; that at 4 p.m. the Sen- 
ate proceed to vote in relation to the 
Grassley substitute amendment; that 
there be no amendments in order to 
any of the amendments on this list 
prior to votes in relation to the amend- 
ments; that when the Senate resumes 
consideration of the bill following any 
leader remarks on Monday, February 
11, the time until 5:30 p.m. be equally 
divided between the two leaders or 
their designees prior to votes in rela- 
tion to the remaining amendments and 
passage of the underlying bill as 
amended, if amended; further, that 
Senator CORNYN have 45 minutes under 
his control on the Republican side; and 
there be 2 minutes equally divided 
prior to each vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the time dur- 
ing the quorum be equally divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I 
have spoken on this earlier, but I 
would just tell my colleagues why I 
will oppose this substitute which will 
be voted on in a few minutes. The sub- 
stitute does not meet the needs of vic- 
tims of domestic violence or dating vi- 
olence or sexual assault or stalking. I 
think it is a poor substitute for the bi- 
partisan Violence Against Women Re- 
authorization Act that we have devel- 
oped over the last 2 years, and which 
has 62 bipartisan Senate cosponsors. 
That is why I will urge Senators to 
vote against it. 

The proposed substitute bill would 
remove fundamental points of fairness 
that are at the core of this legislation. 
We need to cover everyone who experi- 
ences domestic and sexual violence in 
this country, with no exceptions. 
Again, I have said 100 times on this 
floor, a victim is a victim is a victim; 
violence is violence is violence. You 
can’t say this victim will get protec- 
tion, but this victim won’t get protec- 
tion. The police never do that; we 
shouldn’t do it. 

Also, this substitute abandons 
VAWA’s historic emphasis on abuse of 
women. Women are still more often the 
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victims of domestic and sexual vio- 
lence, with more catastrophic results. 
The substitute not only fails women, it 
fails to guarantee that services will ac- 
tually reach those victims who in the 
past have been unable to access them. 

Every previous reauthorization of 
VAWA has contained new protections 
for immigrants and underserved com- 
munities. Our bill builds on that foun- 
dation with changes that are modest 
and are widely supported by faith- 
based organizations, the law enforce- 
ment community, and those who work 
against domestic violence. 

We have gone all over this country to 
find the best way to do this. This is 
what we have done in this bill. And 
what bothers me the most about the 
substitute is that it guts the core pro- 
visions of our bipartisan legislation. 
We know we need these services, and 
professionals in the field tell us they 
are needed. Look at what we have in 
our bipartisan reauthorization bill. It 
responds to the needs we have heard of 
from the professionals, including law 
enforcement. These are the people who 
work every day to help victims of do- 
mestic violence and sexual assault and 
dating violence and stalking. 

No one I have worked with has iden- 
tified Federal sentencing as an area 
that requires changes, so the sen- 
tencing provisions in the substitute are 
unnecessary and counterproductive. 

Earlier I went through this I think 
point by point. I won’t repeat that, but 
I would say to all the Members of this 
body, Republicans and Democrats 
alike, who have worked to craft this bi- 
partisan piece of legislation: Please 
vote against this substitute amend- 
ment, because it is nothing, nothing at 
all like what we have worked on. 

Madam President, what is 
amendment before us now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment has not yet been offered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, under 
the unanimous consent request agree- 
ment, am I correct the Grassley sub- 
stitute is to be voted on in about 30 
seconds? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is correct. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, nor- 
mally I would call it up, but I under- 
stand Senator GRASSLEY is almost 
here. As a matter of courtesy, I will 
not call it up; but if there is going to 
be a delay, because people are expect- 
ing this 4 o’clock vote— 

Mrs. BOXER. Parliamentary inquiry, 
Madam President: What is the order 
right now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
order is for the Grassley substitute to 
be offered and voted upon. 

Mrs. BOXER. At 4 o’clock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At 4 
o’clock. 

Mrs. BOXER. Due to what is hap- 
pening here, I would say that if he 
doesn’t make his presentation in 5 min- 
utes that we could vote. 


the 
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AMENDMENT NO. 14 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, on 
behalf of Senator GRASSLEY, and prob- 
ably to his dismay, I call up the Grass- 
ley amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol- 
lows: 

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCCAIN], 
for Mr. GRASSLEY, for himself, Mr. HATCH, 
and Mr. JOHANNS proposes an amendment 
numbered 14. 

Mr. McCAIN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that further reading be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Oklahoma (Mr. COBURN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Coons). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 34, 
nays 65, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 13 Leg.] 


YEAS—34 
Alexander Flake Portman 
Barrasso Graham Risch 
Blunt Grassley Roberts 
Boozman Hatch Scott 
Burr Heller Sessions 
Chambliss Hoeven Shelby 
Coats Inhofe Thune 
Cochran Isakson 
Corker Johanns Eien 
itter 
Cornyn Johnson (WI) Wicker 
Enzi McCain 
Fischer McConnell 
NAYS—65 
Ayotte Hagan Murphy 
Baldwin Harkin Murray 
Baucus Heinrich Nelson 
Begich Heitkamp Paul 
Bennet Hirono Pryor 
Blumenthal Johnson (SD) Reed 
Boxer Kaine Reid 
Brown King 
Cantwell Kirk a 
Cardin Klobuchar Sanders 
Carper Landrieu Schatz 
Casey Lautenberg 
Collins Leahy Schumer 
Coons Lee Shaheen 
Cowan Levin Stabenow 
Crapo Manchin Tester 
Cruz McCaskill Udall (CO) 
Donnelly Menendez Udall (NM) 
Durbin Merkley Warner 
Feinstein Mikulski Warren 
Franken Moran Whitehouse 
Gillibrand Murkowski Wyden 
NOT VOTING—1 
Coburn 


The amendment (No. 14) was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader is recognized. 
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CARL LEVIN’S 12,000TH VOTE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, a few min- 
utes ago Senator CARL LEVIN cast his 
12,000th vote. It is my honor to say a 
few words about CARL LEVIN. He has 
served the State of Michigan for 35 
years and is the longest serving Sen- 
ator in the history of that State. Dur- 
ing his 35 years in the Senate, he has 
been known as a workhorse. If there is 
a problem that needs to be looked over 
by someone who understands the issue, 
go to Senator LEVIN. He is a person 
who dots all the I’s and crosses all the 
T’s. I depend—and have depended—on 
him so much for issues that are dif- 
ficult. 

He is a native of Detroit and at- 
tended Swathmore College. He grad- 
uated—as I always remind him—from 
Harvard Law School. I called them sev- 
eral times, but obviously my applica- 
tion was lost. I never heard back from 
them. 

He served as general counsel to the 
Michigan Civil Rights Commission and 
as assistant attorney general for the 
State of Michigan. He ran for the De- 
troit City Council and served two 
terms there. He was elected in 1978 to 
the U.S. Senate where he has served six 
terms and is an effective champion for 
the people of Michigan. 

Public service runs in his family. 
SANDER LEVIN is his older brother, who 
came to the House of Representatives 
in 1982 with me, DURBIN, CARPER, 
BOXER, to name just a few. 

Senator LEVIN has heard me say this 
several times, and I will continue to 
say it because it is one of the most im- 
pressive, memorable statements I have 
ever had in a very personal setting. I 
was in the House of Representatives, 
and I was thinking about running for 
the Senate. I went over to meet with 
CARL LEVIN to get his ideas. As I was 
trying to establish some rapport with 
him, I said: I am serving with your 
brother. He and I came here together. 
Without hesitation and so sincerely, he 
looked up at me and said: Yes, he is my 
brother, but he is also my best friend. 

I have never, ever forgotten that. 
That speaks so well of the Levin fam- 
ily. SANDY has been the chair of the 
House Ways and Means Committee and 
is now the ranking member of the 
House Ways and Means Committee. 
CARL is very proud of his brother’s 
service, as SANDY is proud of the serv- 
ice of his brother. 

CARL LEVIN has been the chair of the 
Armed Services Committee, which of 
course is one of the most important 
and powerful committees in the entire 
Congress. He is a respected voice on 
issues dealing with national security. 
He has done so much to improve the 
status of men and women in the mili- 
tary for our great country. 

The very first bill he introduced as a 
Senator speaks to the kind of person he 
is and the issues he cares about. He in- 
troduced a bill to end discrimination 
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by credit card companies. Two Con- 
gresses ago we did some real good re- 
forms during the credit card debate. 
Senator LEVIN was involved in that, as 
well he should have been, because he 
was the first to bring to the attention 
of the American people what needed to 
be done. 

He is also the chairman of the Senate 
Permanent Subcommittee on Inves- 
tigations, which for decades has done 
great work for this country. Under his 
guidance and leadership, it has done 
some remarkably good work. He was 
the one who delved deeply into the 
Enron collapse. Again, that committee 
has done a lot of work on abusive cred- 
it card practices. It is one of the main 
reasons we were able to get the credit 
card reform done. 

He led investigations in the 2008 fi- 
nancial crisis. He has looked very 
closely and did a wonderful report on 
what I refer to as tax loopholes, and I 
think that is how he refers to it also. 
He has been one of the country’s lead- 
ing experts—and certainly one of the 
leading experts in this body—of Amer- 
ican manufacturers. We know that 
manufacturing has had such strong 
forces in Michigan in years past and 
they are coming back as a result of the 
work the Michigan delegation has 
done, led by Senator LEVIN. 

He is someone who understands that 
we have a new world, we have global 
markets, and we have to continue 
working hard to make sure we are a 
part of that, and we are. 

He has fought to protect the Great 
Lakes—Michigan’s signature natural 
resource. 

He is married to Barbara, a wonder- 
ful woman, who has been so thoughtful 
and kind to me, but especially my wife, 
during her recent illness. They have 
been married since 1961. They have 
three daughters and six grandchildren. 

CARL LEVIN is somebody whom I so 
admire. He has a lot of service left in 
him. There are so many things he is ca- 
pable of doing as a result of the posi- 
tions he now holds in the Senate. The 
one thing I admire so much about CARL 
LEVIN—as I have already indicated—is 
how strongly he feels about his family. 
He and his brother have a piece of prop- 
erty in Michigan. They call it the tree 
farm. In Searchlight I still have my 
hat they gave me that says ‘‘Tree 
Farm.” He has talked to me on many 
occasions—we haven’t talked lately— 
about how he and his brother like to 
walk on their tree farm. There is noth- 
ing there but trees, but it is an occa- 
sion for them to be together as broth- 
ers. 

Congratulations to CARL LEVIN on 
reaching this impressive milestone of 
12,000 votes. Not only has he left that 
mark—he left that mark in my mind 
and anyone who has served with him— 
but he has left his mark as being an ex- 
traordinary man. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re- 
publican leader. 
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Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, it 
has been my honor to have served with 
the senior Senator from Michigan for 
almost three decades now, and I too 
want to rise and congratulate him on 
achieving this milestone. There is no 
Member of the Senate who is brighter 
or more hard working. We have had a 
good example of that here in the last 
couple of months of Senator LEVIN’s re- 
spect for the institution and his desire 
to protect the traditions of this insti- 
tution. I want him to know that he is 
widely respected all throughout the 
Senate, and particularly on this side of 
the aisle. 

I congratulate him for this important 
achievement and look forward to work- 
ing with him in the future. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 
rise to congratulate my friend and col- 
league, the senior Senator from Michi- 
gan. This is the day he has cast his 
12,000th vote. What is most significant 
is not the quantity of his votes, but the 
quality of his votes. Each one of those 
has had Michigan’s face on it when he 
cast those votes. 

As our majority leader indicated, 
Senator LEVIN has been a champion for 
the automotive industry, manufac- 
turing, his beloved Detroit, our beau- 
tiful and wonderful Great Lakes, the 
Department of Defense and, more par- 
ticularly, the men and women who 
serve us every day. 

I rise on behalf of everyone in Michi- 
gan to say how proud we are of Senator 
LEVIN. We have great confidence in his 
judgment, integrity, and hard work. In 
my book, there is nobody better. 

Of course, Iam very thrilled with the 
wonderful family he and Barbara have. 
He is ahead of me on grandchildren, 
but I am working on it. He is not only 
someone with the right ethics, integ- 
rity, and love for his family, nobody 
fights harder and does the right thing 
for Michigan more than CARL LEVIN. 

I join in congratulating him. Once 
again I want to say it is not about the 
number of votes but the quality of 
votes. Every one of those 12,000 votes 
has had Michigan’s name on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, first I 
want to thank my dear colleague from 
Michigan, Senator STABENOW. We have 
worked so closely together on Michi- 
gan issues. She is one great partner, 
and I am proud to represent Michigan 
with her at my side and her as a part- 
ner. 

Talking about partners, my wife Bar- 
bara has been married to me for 51 
years, and she is my lifelong—excuse 
me. I have to straighten this out. My 
brother is my lifelong best buddy. He 
was there when I was born. I have to 
modify what Senator REID said. For 
the last 51 years, my wife has been my 
best buddy, and my brother has been 
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my second-best buddy, but I am blessed 
with family. I would like to thank ev- 
eryone for mentioning my family. 

I am blessed with a staff that is led 
by David Lyles. I have great friend- 
ships here in this body and there is no 
substitute for the kind of friendships 
and relationships which make this 
body work. Even when it doesn’t ap- 
pear to be working, it is working. I 
know the public gets frustrated with us 
at times, but this is an extraordinarily 
resilient body. 

Many times during the 34 years I 
have been here there have been periods 
when we have been frustrated in terms 
of getting our work done, but we pull 
through in this wonderful, noble insti- 
tution. This venerable institution is 
being protected here by people who 
love it, and I cherish those relation- 
ships with the people who do cherish 
this body and what it uniquely stands 
for in the world. There is no other body 
like it in the world. I only wish that 
people such as Robert Byrd and Danny 
Inouye could live forever to help pro- 
tect this body, but that is not the case. 

I want to mention one other thing. I 
am very grateful to Senator REID and 
Senator MCCONNELL for their com- 
ments. I wanted to speak about some- 
thing Senator MCCONNELL referenced. 

A few weeks ago this body did some- 
thing which was very bipartisan and 
very essential to its health and its sur- 
vival, and that was to make sure we 
continue to protect the minority but 
not to overprotect the few Members if 
those Members take excessive advan- 
tage of our rules. 

Hight of us got together. Senator 
McCAIN and I pulled together three 
Democrats and three Republicans. For 
many weeks we worked together, with- 
out staff, and came up with an alter- 
native which the leaders used to work 
through this complicated situation we 
found ourselves in relative to the rules. 

On the Democratic side, we had Sen- 
ator SCHUMER, Senator CARDIN, and 
Senator PRYOR, and on the Republican 
side we had Senator ALEXANDER, Sen- 
ator Kyl, and Senator BARRASSO join 
Senator McCAIN and me. I believe it 
was one of the most important things 
we have done in recent years here, 
which was to change the procedures. 
They were not working. They were 
being used to frustrate efforts to get 
legislation to the floor. 

We had to do that. We had to do 
something to change the rules which 
were being misused in terms of 
postcloture hours. There were judges 
who were going to be approved by votes 
of 95 to 1 or 2, and those postcloture 
hours were being used to stall the Sen- 
ate. We took care of that situation. We 
acted on a bipartisan basis, and hope- 
fully that spirit of bipartisanship, 
which is so essential to making this 
place work, will continue and be given 
a boost not just by what the leaders es- 
sentially did in accepting our rec- 
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ommendations on these procedural 
changes but will now apply and work 
with other efforts that will be under- 
way in this Congress. 

I want to mention that because eight 
of us, on a bipartisan basis, did some- 
thing which we believe very deeply 
about as a way of avoiding what was 
called the nuclear option. If that were 
used, it would have led to a change in 
a way which was not provided for in 
the rules. Under the rules, this is a 
continuing body. If that were used, it 
could have gone around the rules and 
essentially put the Presiding Officer in 
the position of ignoring the advice of 
our Parliamentarian and saying that 
we could, by majority vote, do some- 
thing which our rules say could only be 
done by two-thirds of us. That would 
have done severe, long-lasting damage 
to this institution. We were able to 
avoid that, Democrats and Repub- 
licans—well beyond the eight of us—in- 
cluding the Presiding Officer, who was 
so helpful to me in working through 
this idea and giving me suggestions. I 
am very grateful to him for the kind of 
suggestions and conversations we had. 
We were able to work through an issue 
on a bipartisan basis and then the body 
came together and about 80 or more 
voted for these procedural changes. I 
thought it was a great day, personally. 
I know that. I know the eight of us feel 
very strongly about the important con- 
tribution we made to this body, work- 
ing together. So we feel very good 
about it. I hope over time some of the 
people who were critical of it will see it 
as being a significant advance in mak- 
ing this body work better, allowing us 
to work our will. I wanted to mention 
that because it was mentioned by one 
of our leaders—Senator MCCONNELL— 
and I know Senator REID worked so 
closely with him and his staff, and they 
helped us through a very difficult situ- 
ation which would have, if not resolved 
on a bipartisan basis, created some real 
problems for the ongoing operations of 
this body. 

So I thank our leaders. I thank Sen- 
ator REID, of course, who is such a dear 
friend, and I thank him for not just 
mentioning my beloved wife Barbara 
but also my brother Sandy. 

I yield the floor and note the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE 

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak on the Keystone XL Pipeline 
project. 

Gas prices are now about $3.50—actu- 
ally, $3.53—a gallon, which is up over 90 
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percent since President Obama took of- 
fice. Economic activity for the fourth 
quarter of 2012 declined by one-tenth of 
1 percent. It was projected to go up by 
about 1 to 1.2 percent, and actually it 
declined by one-tenth of 1 percent. 
Still, the President refuses to approve 
a multibillion-dollar project—the Key- 
stone XL Pipeline—that will provide 
energy, create jobs, generate tax rev- 
enue, and help reduce our dependence 
on oil from the Middle East. He is still 
delaying even though every State on 
the pipeline route has consented to the 
project. So every single State on the 
route has approved the project and will 
have better environmental stewardship 
with the project than without it. Let 
me repeat that. Every State on the 
route has approved the project and will 
have better environmental stewardship 
with the project than without it, and 
yet the President continues to delay. 

Let me elaborate. Recently, a group 
of 53 Senators, both Republicans and 
Democrats, signed a letter that I 
helped organize to President Obama 
asking him to approve without delay 
the Keystone XL Pipeline project. The 
letter was signed by a majority of the 
Senate within just 1 day—1 day—of Ne- 
braska Governor Dave Heineman’s ap- 
proval of a new route through his State 
of Nebraska. The new path addressed 
Nebraska’s concerns about the route, 
as well as the President’s, by circum- 
venting the environmentally sensitive 
Sandhills region, effectively removing 
the last obstacle to approval. 

Prior to sending this letter, in No- 
vember Senator MAX BAUCUS and my- 
self organized a similar letter—that 
was in November—signed by nine Re- 
publican Senators and nine Democratic 
Senators asking to meet with the 
President to discuss the many benefits 
that accrue to our Nation by building 
the Keystone XL Pipeline. Now, let me 
read that letter. It is very short. 

With the elections of 2012 behind us, we 
write to remind you of the continuing impor- 
tance of the Keystone XL Pipeline. We want 
to work together to keep creating jobs, and 
Keystone XL is one vital piece of the puzzle. 
We would like to meet with you in the near 
future to discuss this important project. 

Setting politics aside, nothing has changed 
about the thousands of jobs that Keystone 
XL will create. Nothing has changed about 
the energy security to be gained through an 
important addition to the existing pipeline 
network built with sound environmental 
stewardship and the best modern technology. 
Nothing has changed about the security to 
be gained from using more fuel produced at 
home and by a close and stable ally. And 
nothing has changed about the need for 
America to remain a place where businesses 
still build things. 

We hope that you will follow through on 
your directive of March 22, 2012, to Federal 
agencies to move forward vital energy infra- 
structure like Keystone XL. The state of Ne- 
braska is nearing completion of the new 
pipeline route within Nebraska. With that 
process near completion, we look forward to 
an affirmative determination of national in- 
terest soon. 
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We sent that letter to the President 
in November—a bipartisan letter, nine 
Republican Senators, nine Democratic 
Senators. To date, we have received no 
direct response from the White House 
despite the fact that there is clearly 
strong bipartisan support for the 
project. 

The only response we received was 
not from the White House but, rather, 
from the State Department. Let me 
read that letter. It is very short too. It 
is from David S. Adams, Assistant Sec- 
retary of Legislative Affairs at the U.S. 
Department of State. Basically, it 
says: 

Thank you for your November 16 letter to 
President Obama concerning the status of 
the administration’s review of 
TransCanada’s new application for a Presi- 
dential Permit for the proposed Keystone XL 
pipeline project. We have been asked to re- 
spond on behalf of the President. 

The letter then kind of goes: 

Yes, we recognize it is an important 
project. We are looking at it. We are doing 
some more draft supplemental reviews, and 
we hope this information is helpful to you. 
Please do not hesitate to contact us if we 
can be of further assistance. 

That is the extent of the response. 

So it has now been more than 4% 
years since the permit applications 
were submitted to the State Depart- 
ment for this vital energy project. Yet, 
even with an exhaustive review proc- 
ess, the consent now of every State 
along the route, the backing of a ma- 
jority of Congress, and the support of 
the American people, the Keystone XL 
Pipeline project is still languishing at 
the hands of the President of the 
United States—after 4% years. 

Let me expand on the point about all 
of the States on the route approving 
the project. After Governor Heineman, 
on behalf of the State of Nebraska, 
sent a letter to the President approv- 
ing the project, which happened just 
several weeks ago, after I worked with 
Senator Baucus and others to get 53 
Senators in 1 day on a letter saying to 
the President, let’s get this approved, 
the Governors along the route also sent 
a letter to the President saying, hey, 
let’s approve the project. 

So now you have every single State 
saying—every single State on the route 
saying: Hey, fine, let’s do the project— 
every single one. 

Here is the letter. It also includes the 
Honorable Brad Wall, the Premier of 
Saskatchewan. The pipeline passes 
through Saskatchewan as well. I am 
not going to read the whole letter but 
just a few excerpts. 

Dear Mr. President: 

As you begin your second term, we are 
writing to respectfully urge you to move for- 
ward on the Keystone XL Pipeline project. 

The energy relationship between the 
United States and Canada is vital to the fu- 
ture of both our countries. It is an interest 
we share, transcending political lines and ge- 
ographic boundaries. 


The letter goes on and talks about 
how the project is crucial to U.S. en- 
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ergy security, working with Canada for 
our energy rather than getting it from 
the Middle East. 

The letter talks about ‘‘thousands of 
jobs? the project creates not only 
building this $7 billion pipeline but 
then all the jobs that go to the refin- 
eries and the other activities that go 
with it. And it talks about safety, effi- 
ciency, and reliability. 

The letter concludes: 

Mr. President, we consider the Keystone 
XL Pipeline fundamentally important to the 
future economic prosperity of both the 
United States and Canada. 

We strongly urge you to issue a Presi- 
dential Permit and act swiftly to approve 
the Keystone XL pipeline. 

It is signed by Governors—now, re- 
member, Senator BAUCUS and I have 
been working on this on behalf of Mon- 
tana. You have Nebraska here. Gov- 
ernor Heineman just sent in a letter. 
Here are some of the other Governors 
on this letter: Gov. Sam Brownback 
from Kansas, Gov. Jack Dalrymple 
from North Dakota, Gov. Dennis 
Daugaard from South Dakota, Gov. 
Mary Fallin from Oklahoma, Gov. Rick 
Perry from Texas, in addition to other 
Governors who are not on the route, 
such as Gov. Butch Otter of Idaho, Gov. 
Brian Sandoval of Nevada, Gov. Matt 
Mead of Wyoming, Gov. Jan Brewer of 
Arizona—Republicans and Democrats. 

But the point is that on the whole 
route, all the Governors have written 
and said: Hey, let’s do this. Let’s do it. 

So what is going on here? Why does 
the President continue to delay the 
project? 

The long wait for approval is dis- 
maying enough, but it represents a 
larger issue for our Nation and begs a 
bigger question for policyholders: How 
will America ever build an ‘‘all of the 
above” energy policy if the President 
takes nearly 5 years to approve one 
piece of an inclusive plan, particularly, 
as I say, after everybody on the route 
has said: Hey, can we do this after 5 
years, please. Can we move forward, 
Mr. President? 

To account briefly, this $7 billion, 
1,700-mile, high-tech pipeline will carry 
oil not only from Alberta, Canada, to 
refineries in Oklahoma and the Texas 
gulf coast, but it will also carry grow- 
ing quantities of U.S. sweet crude from 
the Bakken oilfields in North Dakota 
and Montana. Even by modest esti- 
mates, it will create tens of thousands 
of jobs, boost the American economy, 
and raise much needed revenues for 
State and Federal governments. We 
have a deficit. Here is a project to get 
substantial tax revenue without rais- 
ing taxes, through economic activity, 
through job creation. 

Further, and perhaps most impor- 
tantly, it will help put our country 
within striking range of a long-sought 
goal: true energy security. For the first 
time in generations, the United States, 
with its friend and ally Canada, will 
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have the capacity to produce more en- 
ergy than we use, reducing or elimi- 
nating our reliance on the Middle East 
and other volatile parts of the world. 

The argument has been advanced 
that the oil sands will increase carbon 
emissions and that failing to build the 
Keystone XL will somehow reduce 
emissions. But let’s look at that claim. 
That is the other piece. Let’s look at 
the environmental aspects of this 
project. 

Today, more than 80 percent of all 
new recovery in the oil sands is being 
accomplished ‘‘in situ,” a technology 
that makes the oil sands’ carbon foot- 
print comparable to conventional drill- 
ing. In fact, the oil sands industry has 
reduced greenhouse gas emissions per 
barrel of oil produced by an average of 
26 percent since 1990, with some facili- 
ties achieving reductions as high as 50 
percent. Today, heavy crude oil from 
the Middle East and even from Cali- 
fornia produces more carbon emissions 
over its life cycle than the Canadian oil 
sands. Let me repeat that. Today, 
heavy crude that we import from the 
Middle East and even some of the Cali- 
fornia heavy crude produce more car- 
bon emissions over their life cycle than 
Canadian oil sands. 

We also need to factor in that if the 
pipeline is not built from Alberta to 
the United States, a similar pipeline 
will be built to Canada’s Pacific coast. 
That is what I show right here on this 
chart. From there, the oil will be 
shipped across the Pacific Ocean, a 
much larger, sensitive ecosystem than 
the Sandhills—which we are not even 
going through now—to be refined at fa- 
cilities in China with weaker environ- 
mental standards and more emissions 
than facilities in the United States. 
The United States, moreover, will con- 
tinue to import oil from the Middle 
East, again, on tankers. Factor in the 
cost of trucking and railing the prod- 
uct to market overland, and the result, 
contrary to the claims of opponents, 
will be more emissions and a less se- 
cure distribution system without the 
Keystone XL Pipeline project. 

Think about it. So we say: OK, we are 
not going to have this pipeline, even 
though we have built other pipelines 
already. We are not going to get oil 
from Canada. What happens? That oil 
goes to China, with higher emissions. 
You are going to take it across the 
ocean, which is a greater risk than put- 
ting it in a pipeline. You are going to 
have it refined in refineries in China, 
which have much worse emissions 
standards than our own. And guess 
what we get to do. Let’s see, we do not 
get the jobs. We do not get the tax rev- 
enues. Do you know what we do get to 
do? We get to continue to import our 
oil from the Middle East. How does 
that sound? Is that a good idea with 
what is going on in Iran and with what 
is going on in Egypt and with what is 
going on in Syria—the risk that the 
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Strait of Hormuz could be blockaded or 
that you could have further conflict 
over there that could cut off oil sup- 
plies? Is that what the American peo- 
ple want? They want to continue to get 
oil from the Middle East rather than 
our closest friend and ally, Canada? 
The American people would rather that 
oil go to China? Of course not. And 
that is what we are talking about with 
this project. 

Well, that raises another important 
point. The administration’s own State 
Department completed its 3-year Na- 
tional Environmental Protection Act— 
NEPA—review of the Keystone XL 
project back in 2011 and determined 
that ‘‘there would be no significant im- 
pacts’? on the environment. That is 
what the administration determined in 
their own NEPA process. 

And that raises another point. The 
White House says: Well, we do not want 
to get ahead of the process. But the 
President effectively abandoned the 
process more than a year ago when he 
halted the project by Executive action. 
Had he not, the State Department, in 
keeping with the usual process, would 
have issued a decision on the permit— 
after 4 years—by December 2011, ac- 
cording to a letter Secretary Clinton 
sent to me in August 2011. 

I have worked toward approval of the 
Keystone XL Pipeline—first as the 
Governor of North Dakota and now as 
a Senator—because I believe it is just 
the kind of project that will grow our 
economy and create the jobs our coun- 
try so desperately needs, and it will do 
so with good environmental steward- 
ship. At the same time, it will reduce 
our dependence on the Middle East for 
oil, which is what the American people 
have desired for decades. The Keystone 
XL Pipeline project is long overdue. 
For the benefit of our economy, our en- 
vironment, and our long-term energy 
security, President Obama needs to ap- 
prove it now, without further delay. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for several minutes on another 
topic in regard to a recipient of the 
Medal of Honor from my State of North 
Dakota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MANCHIN). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO ARMY STAFF SERGEANT CLINTON 

ROMESHA 

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor one of our Nation’s true 
heroes—Army SSG Clinton Romesha. 

On Monday the President will 
present Sergeant Romesha with our 
country’s highest military award—the 
Medal of Honor—for ‘‘acts of gallantry 
... above and beyond the call of 
duty.” 

Clint comes from a long line of mili- 
tary heroes. His father is a veteran of 
the Vietnam war. His grandfather 
fought in the U.S. Army during World 
War II. Romesha often cites his grand- 
father as his greatest hero, so it was 
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not surprising that Clint followed his 
example and joined the Army in 1999. 

Staff Sergeant Romesha showed 
courage every day that he donned his 
Army uniform but especially on Octo- 
ber 3, 2009, one of the deadliest days of 
the war in Afghanistan. On that day 
hundreds of Taliban fighters ambushed 
American Combat Outpost Keating 
from all sides with grenades, machine 
guns, mortars, and rifles. Heavily out- 
numbered, Clint Romesha and his fel- 
low soldiers quickly fought back in 
what would turn out to be a deadly 
daylong battle. 

Sergeant Romesha fought valiantly. 
He darted into danger to draw out the 
enemy many times. He himself took 
out a machine gun team. Staff Ser- 
geant Romesha was working to take 
out a second when he was wounded by 
shrapnel from an exploding grenade. 

His Medal of Honor citation reads: 

Undeterred by his injuries, Staff Sergeant 
Romesha continued to fight and upon the ar- 
rival of another soldier to aid him and the 
assistant gunner, he again rushed through 
the exposed avenue to assemble additional 
soldiers. 

With complete disregard for his own safe- 
ty, he continually exposed himself to heavy 
enemy fire as he moved confidently about 
the battlefield engaging and destroying mul- 
tiple enemy targets. 

Staff Sergeant Romesha exemplified 
the valor that President Theodore Roo- 
sevelt—also a Medal of Honor recipi- 
ent—spoke of when he said: ‘‘Courage 
is not having the strength to go on; it 
is going on when you don’t have the 
strength.” 

Despite his wounds, Sergeant 
Romesha never stopped fighting. He 
stayed in the battle—leading his team, 
directing air support, protecting 
wounded soldiers, and helping to re- 
cover the bodies of his fallen friends. 

The battle lasted for 12 hours. Eight 
soldiers lost their lives, and 22 were 
wounded—a fact that Romesha humbly 
reminds us of whenever his bravery is 
touted. 

In fact, Sergeant Romesha said: 

What I got injured with was nothing. I 
have buddies who lost their eyesight, who 
lost limbs. For that, I would rather give 
them all the credit they deserve for the sac- 
rifices they made. For me, it was nothing. 

To Sergeant Romesha, it was just 
doing his job. To the rest of us, he is a 
true example of courage and selfless 
sacrifice. He went above and beyond 
the call of duty, repeatedly risking his 
life to defend his post and, more impor- 
tantly, to help his fellow soldiers. We 
are grateful for his service and for his 
example to us all. 

Today, Clint resides in Minot, ND, 
where he and his wife Tamara are rais- 
ing their three children. I am certain 
he is every much the hero and inspira- 
tion to them that his own grandfather 
was to him. 

My wife Mikey and I join our fellow 
North Dakotans and Americans in hon- 
oring Sergeant Romesha for his heroic 
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and selfless service. We thank him for 
his exemplary actions on that dan- 
gerous day in Afghanistan and every 
day he served our great country. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 


floor and suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that we proceed to 
morning business, with the Senators 
allowed to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Coons). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
TIMBUKTU ANTIQUITIES 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, there was 
a lot of attention recently on the 
French military’s operation to repel Is- 
lamic extremists and Tuareg nation- 
alist rebels who had terrorized the 
local population of northern Mali, in- 
cluding in the ancient city of Tim- 
buktu. That operation was widely wel- 
comed by local Malian citizens and the 
international community. Many of the 
rebels are believed to be hiding out 
among the local population until the 
French soldiers leave, so whether they 
are ultimately vanquished remains to 
be seen. It will depend in large measure 
on the longer term capability of a mul- 
tinational force of African troops sup- 
ported by the United States and others. 

Besides terrorizing, torturing, muti- 
lating, and slaughtering innocent peo- 
ple, the rebels destroyed ancient 
tombs, shrines, and manuscripts dating 
to a period many centuries ago when 
Timbuktu was a crossroads for com- 
merce and a center of intellectual pur- 
suits in northern Africa. I mention this 
not only to inform those who may be 
unaware of Mali’s ongoing cultural im- 
portance, but also to call attention to 
the fact that Irina Bokova, Director 
General of the United Nations Edu- 
cational, Scientific, and Cultural Orga- 
nization, commonly known as 
UNESCO, has already pledged to recon- 
struct the damaged mausoleums. As 
she was quoted in the New York Times 
on February 4, 2018, ‘‘This is the record 
of the golden ages of the Malian em- 
pire. If you let this disappear, it would 
be a crime against humanity.”’ 

There are also little known heroes in 
this otherwise humanitarian and cul- 
tural disaster. Malian residents, par- 
ticularly Ali Iman Ben Essayouti, who 
knew the importance of priceless 
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manuscripts preserved in a library 
funded by international donors, includ- 
ing the Library of Congress and De- 
partment of State, managed to care- 
fully move some of them to another lo- 
cation where the rebels did not find 
them. As a result, although the rebels 
burned the library, only a small por- 
tion of the manuscripts were de- 
stroyed. 

The other point of this is that, as 
many Senators are aware, the United 
States, once the largest contributor to 
UNESCO, including under President 
George W. Bush, was forced to sever its 
support last year due to a 1990s law 
that prohibits U.S. funding to any 
United Nations-affiliated agency in 
which the Palestinian Liberation Orga- 
nization, PLO, obtains the same stand- 
ing as a member state. After UNESCO’s 
members voted, against the advice of 
Ms. Bokova, to grant the PLO that 
standing, the law was triggered and 
U.S. funding abruptly ended. 

This is illogical and self-defeating. 
First, although the PLO was a terrorist 
organization in the 1990s, it is no 
longer. Second, by cutting off our con- 
tribution to UNESCO we not only em- 
power its other members, including 
Russia, Iran, and Syria, we also make 
it impossible to assist the organization 
in the kind of cultural preservation ac- 
tivities it is now undertaking in Mali, 
which are clearly in the national inter- 
est of the United States. There are 
many other examples, including World 
Heritage Sites like the Great Barrier 
Reef, which UNESCO designates and 
protects today without the support of 
the United States. Finally, if U.S. 
funding is not restored before the end 
of this fiscal year, we will lose our vote 
in the organization. Ironically, despite 
PLO membership in UNESCO, Israel 
has paid its dues through 2014. Presum- 
ably, Israeli officials recognize, as we 
should, that their interests are far bet- 
ter served by participating in a U.N. 
agency, not by watching from the side- 
lines. 

Mr. President, regardless of what one 
may think about Palestinian President 
Abbas’ effort to obtain U.N. member- 
ship for the PLO, and I am among 
those who regard it as an unhelpful dis- 
traction, cutting off U.S. funding to 
UNESCO and thereby weakening our 
influence and empowering our adver- 
saries makes no sense. It is time we 
recognize that a law that might have 
seemed sensible to some people years 
ago has had unintended consequences 
that run directly counter to our inter- 
ests, and should be amended or re- 
pealed. 


EEE 


TRIBUTE TO MARK SULLIVAN 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today 
to pay tribute to Mark Sullivan, who is 
retiring from his position as Director 
of the United States Secret Service on 
February 22, 2013. 
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Serving as Director for nearly 7 
years, and working for five Presidents, 
Mark Sullivan leaves his mark on the 
agency by achieving such benchmarks 
as the Secret Service Uniformed Divi- 
sion Modernization Act, and the 
Former Presidents Protection Act. He 
also oversaw the complete overhaul of 
the Secret Service IT Modernization 
and Operation Mission Support, which 
enhanced White House security. He led 
the effort to create the National Com- 
puter Forensic Institute in Hoover, AL, 
and established numerous overseas 
field offices to build partnerships be- 
tween all levels of law enforcement. 

Mark Sullivan began his distin- 
guished 30-year career with the Secret 
Service as a special agent assigned to 
the Detroit Field Office in 1983. In 1990, 
Mr. Sullivan was transferred to the 
Fraud Division in Washington, DC, 
where he coordinated and monitored 
multi-jurisdictional criminal inves- 
tigations involving credit card fraud, 
bank fraud, and other criminal activ- 
ity. In 1991, Mr. Sullivan received his 
first assignment to the Presidential 
Protective Division, where he served 4 
years. 

In 1996, Mr. Sullivan was selected as 
Assistant Special Agent in Charge of 
the Office of Protective Operations. He 
returned to the field in 1997 as the 
Resident Agent in Charge of the Co- 
lumbus Resident Office, which oversaw 
all Secret Service activities in Central 
Ohio. Twenty months later, Mr. Sul- 
livan was promoted back to Wash- 
ington, DC as Deputy Special Agent in 
Charge of the Counterfeit Division, 
where he managed the agency’s inves- 
tigative activities related to the crimi- 
nal production and distribution of 
counterfeit currency and other finan- 
cial instruments. In July of 1999, he re- 
turned to the Presidential Protective 
Division as an Assistant Special Agent 
in Charge. 

Mr. Sullivan was promoted into the 
Federal Senior Executive Service in 
July, 2000, when he was selected as a 
Deputy Assistant Director in the Office 
of Protective Operations. In 2002, he 
was reassigned to the position of Dep- 
uty Special Agent in Charge of the 
Vice Presidential Protective Division. 
A year later, he was reassigned to the 
position of Deputy Assistant Director 
of the Office of Human Resources and 
Training. He next served as Assistant 
Director for the Office of Protective 
Operations, where he oversaw all pro- 
tective activities for the agency, en- 
compassing 12 divisions and 2,300 em- 
ployees. 

Mr. Sullivan was named Deputy Di- 
rector in January, 2006 and on May 31, 
2006, he was sworn in as the 22nd Direc- 
tor of the U.S. Secret Service. 

Prior to joining the Secret Service, 
Mr. Sullivan spent 3 years as a special 
agent in the Office of the Inspector 
General for the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development. 
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Mark Sullivan has received numerous 
awards for superior performance 
throughout his 34-year career in Fed- 
eral law enforcement. In 2010 he was 
recognized by President Obama as the 
recipient of the Distinguished Presi- 
dential Rank Award, which he also re- 
ceived in 2005 from then President 
George W. Bush. Mr. Sullivan is to be 
honored for his dedication and commit- 
ment to public service, devoting his 
life to the safety of our first families, 
our Nation’s leaders, and the general 
public. He has been a steadfast partner 
to the legislative branch, assisting 
with State of the Union addresses, 
Inaugurals and other joint partner- 
ships. He will be greatly missed here in 
the Capitol and we wish him well in his 
future endeavors. 

A native of Arlington, MA, Mr. Sul- 
livan, who is from a large Irish Catho- 
lic family, received his bachelor’s de- 
gree in Criminal Justice from Saint 
Anselm College in Manchester, NH. He 
and his wife of 26 years, Laurie, have 
three daughters, one of which, Lauren, 
has followed in her father’s footsteps 
by entering public service after grad- 
uating from college. She has worked 
for the Senate Sergeant at Arms for 
over 3 years. A former boss once said of 
Sullivan, ‘‘If you were casting someone 
for the role of director of the Secret 
Service, he looks the part. He’s a tall, 
handsome Irishman, with grey hair and 
the demeanor of a born leader.” I join 
with my colleagues from both sides of 
the aisle in thanking Director Sullivan 
for his outstanding service to our Na- 
tion. 


EE 
REMEMBERING CARDISS COLLINS 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today, I 
want to pay tribute to an exceptional, 
Illinoisan who passed away this week- 
end. 

Congresswoman Cardiss Collins 
served my State and the city of Chi- 
cago with distinction for more than 
two decades, and I was honored to have 
served with her in the House. 

Representative Collins did not plan 
for a political life. She was an account- 
ant and a mother. But when her hus- 
band, Congressman George Collins, 
died in a place crash, Cardiss was con- 
vinced to run in a special election to 
succeed him. And she won, becoming 
the first African American woman 
elected to Congress from Illinois. 

When she arrived in Washington, she 
learned the job quickly and became a 
leader on a variety of issues—from 
women’s rights, to children’s rights, to 
healthcare. Her colleagues quickly rec- 
ognized her leadership qualities. After 
just a few terms, they elected her 
chairwoman of the Congressional Black 
Caucus. She also soon became the first 
African American woman to be elected 
Democratic Majority Whip At-Large. 

I am glad that I had the chance to 
get to know Cardiss Collins. I—and 
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countless Illinoisans—will remember 
her fighting spirit, her conviction in 
what was right and, of course, her 
sense of humor. 

In 1993, a newly elected Illinois Sen- 
ator by the name of Carol Moseley- 
Braun had decided—along with Senator 
BARBARA MIKULSKI—to do something 
no woman had ever done on the Senate 
floor: wear pants, instead of a dress or 
skirt. At the time, women were actu- 
ally prohibited by the Senate rules 
from wearing trousers. And these Sen- 
ators’ decision ruffled a few feathers 
around here. 

Well, this didn’t sit right with Con- 
gresswoman Collins, and she had some- 
thing to say about it. What she said 
was, “They shouldn’t be concerned 
about the dress code, unless the men 
Senators start wearing dresses.” 

Soon after, the Senate amended its 
rules. 

Congresswoman Collins played a part 
in tearing down that barrier, just as 
she did for so many other barriers and 
inequalities for women and minorities 
across the country. That is the kind of 
person she was: a fighter. 

I will close by simply acknowledging 
all the good she did, both here in Con- 
gress and back home in Chicago, fight- 
ing the good fight. Congresswoman 
Cardiss Collins will be missed. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO JIM MOLINARI 


Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to recognize the service of 
one of the Senate’s most dedicated, 
loyal and capable employees, James J. 
Molinari. 

Jim has served as my State director 
for more than a decade, but his public 
service began many years ago. 

In 1967, Jim began his 45-year career 
in public service when he became a pa- 
trol officer with the San Francisco Po- 
lice Department. 

For 27 years he rose through the 
ranks of the police department, and he 
did it all. From street patrol to inves- 
tigations, undercover assignment to a 
Federal liaison, Jim was given the re- 
sponsibilities. 

From 1977 through 1986, during my 
tenure as mayor of San Francisco, Jim 
was a senior staff member in the may- 
or’s office. He was responsible for secu- 
rity for both the mayor and visiting 
dignitaries, and he served as my advi- 
sor on law enforcement matters. 

Jim was at my side for many of the 
most significant moments of my serv- 
ice as mayor. 

We hosted two Super Bowl parades, 
in 1982 and 1985, the 1984 Democratic 
National Convention, and even visits 
by the Pope and the Queen of England. 

I still remember those days, and I am 
happy that Jim was there to share 
them with me. 

In 1992 he became a captain and com- 
manding officer of the Planning and 
Research Division. 
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I have no doubt that Jim would have 
kept climbing the ladder in the Police 
Department, but in 1994 I helped con- 
vince him that his talents were suit- 
able for a larger stage and that he 
would make a fine U.S. Marshal. 

On February 11, 1994, President Clin- 
ton appointed Jim the United States 
Marshal for the Northern District of 
California. 

Jim served as a Marshal for 7 years, 
during which time he was responsible 
for the administration of Federal law 
enforcement for 15 northern California 
counties, or about 12 million people. 

He oversaw a $35 million budget and 
had a staff of about 130. 

In 2001, Jim decided to focus his expe- 
rience on counternarcotics and became 
director of the San Francisco Bay Area 
High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area. 
As executive director, he oversaw co- 
ordination and implementation of the 
agency’s programs and initiatives. 

In 2002, I convinced Jim to return to 
my office as State director. 

As State director, Jim advises 
around 30 employees and oversees oper- 
ations in my four State offices, in San 
Francisco, Los Angeles, San Diego and 
Fresno. 

It is an understatement for me to 
call Jim one of my most trusted public 
policy and legislative advisors. 

I don’t know if it’s his roots as a po- 
lice officer or his Italian sensibilities, 
but Jim is practical, he cuts through 
the red tape and he calls it how he sees 
it. 

Jim is a real 10. 

Mr. President, I ask that you and all 
of our colleagues join in thanking Jim 
Molinari for his years of service, not 
only to the Senate but to the State of 
California and the Nation. 

We wish him a wonderful retirement 
and want him to know we all appre- 
ciate his service and friendship. 


EE 


CELEBRATING BLACK HISTORY 
MONTH 


Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi- 
dent, for more than 150 years, leaders 
from President Abraham Lincoln to Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr. have chal- 
lenged us to keep faith with the true 
spirit of our Constitution. Today we 
continue the work of these two dy- 
namic men who courageously led the 
charge—during times of national divi- 
sion and civil strife—in pursuing a 
more perfect union where all Ameri- 
cans are truly free and have equal ac- 
cess to opportunity. 

As we celebrate Black History Month 
this year, I am honored to reflect on 
the historical and everyday contribu- 
tions of African-Americans to the 
State of Colorado and to our country. 
Their efforts to ensure equality for all 
Americans are tightly woven into the 
fabric of our ever-evolving Nation. 

Last month, millions of Americans 
and I watched as President Barack 
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Obama took the oath for his second 
Presidential term. And for the first 
time in our Nation’s history, there are 
two African-American U.S. Senators 
serving at the same time—Senators 
Tim SCOTT of South Carolina and Mo 
CowAN of Massachusetts. Following the 
2012 elections, Colorado celebrated a 
record number of African-American 
lawmakers in the Colorado House of 
Representatives, known as the ‘‘his- 
toric five” who are paving the way for 
more diversity. I also am proud of how 
our State set the precedent for the 
country 4 years ago, when two African- 
American lawmakers, Rep. Terrance 
Carroll and Senator Peter Groff, held 
the top leadership roles in the Colorado 
General Assembly. These public serv- 
ants were role models and leaders on so 
many important issues—one of which 
was pushing hard to create educational 
opportunities for all Coloradans. 

Creating opportunity through edu- 
cation is critical, and as we work to 
close achievement and economic oppor- 
tunity gaps throughout our State and 
country, I would like to pay homage to 
two of Colorado’s African-American 
pioneers who have worked tirelessly to 
guarantee equal access to quality edu- 
cation for all Coloradans. 

Omar D. Blair, a member of the 
Tuskegee Airmen in the 1940s, served 
as the first African-American president 
of the Denver Board of Education and 
went on to become the first African- 
American president of the Colorado As- 
sociation of School Boards. During his 
tenure as president of the Denver 
Board of Education, Blair championed 
quality education and led the city 
through the controversial desegrega- 
tion of its public schools. 

Rachel B. Noel, known as the lion of 
the African-American civil rights 
movement in Denver, became the first 
African-American elected to the Den- 
ver Board of Education and was also 
the first African-American woman 
elected to office in Colorado. On April 
25, 1968, Noel spearheaded a resolution 
to integrate Denver’s public schools. 
Despite the school board’s decision to 
overturn the resolution in 1969, the 
U.S. Supreme Court affirmed Noel’s 
historic resolution in its 1973 decision, 
Keyes v. Denver Public Schools No. 1. 

These exceptional Coloradans 
changed the way we educate our youth 
and supported access to opportunity 
for all. But while we have seen 
progress, there is still much work to 
do. 

In this rapidly changing world where 
we increasingly rely on technology, we 
must provide our youth with the math 
and science skills they need to become 
leaders and keep our Nation on the cut- 
ting edge of innovation and ingenuity. 
That is why I stand with President 
Obama and Gov. Hickenlooper in sup- 
porting science, technology, engineer- 
ing and mathematics, STEM, education 
programs to provide our youth with 
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viable pathways to academic and pro- 
fessional success. With a strong invest- 
ment in STEM programs, and by ensur- 
ing Colorado’s students continue to 
have access to language and arts edu- 
cation, we will give our students the 
tools they need to be successful in the 
21st century. 

From Colorado’s earliest days as a 
western territory to the present, Afri- 
can-American community leaders and 
public servants have been a driving 
force in transforming the works and vi- 
sion of our Founding Fathers into re- 
ality. I am humbled and inspired by 
their commitment to pushing our 
country to reach its fullest potential. I 
will continue to do my part to honor 
African-Americans’ legacy of triumph 
over challenge. I hope you will join me 
in doing the same. 


EE 


VOTE EXPLANATION 


Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, please 
let the record show that I was in 
Minot, ND, on January 29, 2018, to 
speak at the funeral and honor the life 
of Chester Reiten when the confirma- 
tion vote on Senator John Kerry to be 
Secretary of State was held. Chester 
Reiten was a dedicated public servant 
who devoted a considerable amount of 
his time and energy to serving his com- 
munity and State. His efforts included 
lengthy tenures as a State senator and 
mayor of Minot. 


—— 


TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF 
FMLA 


Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, today I 
wish to celebrate the 20th Anniversary 
of the enactment of The Family and 
Medical Leave Act, FMLA. For 20 
years, this historic law has helped indi- 
viduals balance their family and work 
obligations. As a husband, and the fa- 
ther of three daughters, the flexibility 
to care for your family and children 
without the fear of losing your job is 
invaluable. 

The passage of the FMLA represented 
a broad, bipartisan Congressional effort 
to improve working conditions for 
American families. Since the FMLA 
was signed into law by President Clin- 
ton in 1993, workers have used it more 
than 100 million times to take job-pro- 
tected leave. Under the FMLA, an em- 
ployee may take up to 12 weeks of un- 
paid leave for the birth or adoption of 
a child or placement of a foster child. 
An employee can also use the FMLA to 
care for a spouse, child or parent suf- 
fering from a serious health condition. 

At the core of the FMLA is the con- 
cept of flexibility. And that idea—not 
just flexibility in taking leave, but 
flexibility across the board, in all fac- 
ets of the workplace experience—is 
something we must strive for in to- 
day’s office environment. We must 
allow our workers to be productive and 
commit themselves to their jobs, while 
also allowing them to be great parents. 
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In my home State of Colorado, we 
have expanded the benefits under the 
FMLA by adopting two additional 
State leave policies—Domestic Abuse 
Leave and Colorado Small Necessities 
Leave. Under Domestic Abuse Leave, 
employees who are victims of domestic 
violence and sexual assault may take 
leave in order to seek various medical 
and legal services. Colorado Small Ne- 
cessities Leave allows workers to take 
18 hours of unpaid annual leave each 
school year in order to participate in 
their children’s school activities, in- 
cluding attending parent/teacher con- 
ferences. 

Despite the vast improvements in 
practices since the enactment of the 
FMLA, our country still has a ways to 
go. Most part-time workers and nearly 
half of full-time workers are not eligi- 
ble for leave under FMLA. And mil- 
lions of employees who are eligible 
cannot afford to take unpaid leave. 
With this is mind, this law must not be 
considered an end, but instead a first 
step in the right direction—there is 
room for improvement. For example, 
we should consider expanding the defi- 
nition of a family to include members 
of the LGBT community. 

But it is a worthwhile start, and so 
again, I would like to take this oppor- 
tunity to celebrate the 20th anniver- 
sary of the FMLA. I hope we can use 
the upcoming session of Congress to 
look for ways to strengthen this impor- 
tant law. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


TRIBUTE TO VINNIE BAIOCCHETTI 


e Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize and congratulate chief of 
police Vinnie Baiocchetti of the Bel- 
mont, NH, Police Department for his 37 
years of dedicated service to the fire- 
fighting and law enforcement profes- 
sions, the town of Belmont, and the 
State of New Hampshire. 

Beginning his public safety career as 
a firefighter and emergency medical 
technician in 1976, Vinnie then joined 
the Laconia, NH, Police Department in 
1983 as a part-time police officer, be- 
came a full-time officer for the 
Gilmanton, NH, Police Department in 
1984, and was promoted to sergeant in 
that agency in 1991. He joined the Bel- 
mont, NH, Police Department in 2001, 
where he was promoted to sergeant in 
2002, and appointed chief of police in 
2003. 

During his long career as a public 
safety professional, Chief Baiocchetti 
continued to serve with the Laconia 
NH, Fire Department as a call fire- 
fighter and fire investigator. Chief 
Baiocchetti has been a leader in pro- 
moting community-oriented policing, 
improving public safety within the 
State of New Hampshire, and pro- 
moting sound public policies and prac- 
tices, which have helped keep New 
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Hampshire one of the safest States in 
the Nation. Chief Baiocchetti has 
worked tirelessly with his peers and 
with other public safety officials to 
better the administration of justice 
and to train members of New Hamp- 
shire’s police and fire communities. He 
has focused on mentoring young people 
interested in the law enforcement pro- 
fession through Law Enforcement Ex- 
ploring. Chief Baiocchetti served as an 
adviser, assistant commander, and 
commander of the New Hampshire Po- 
lice Cadet Training Academy during 
his more than 25 years of work with 
this unique and nationally emulated 
summer program for teenagers. 

As Chief Baiocchetti celebrates his 
retirement, I want to commend him on 
a job well done and ask my colleagues 
to join me in wishing him, his wife 
Tammy, and daughter Ashley, well in 
all future endeavors.@ 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO ELAINE BALSLEY 


e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Elaine Balsley, an intern in 
my Rapid City, SD, office for all of the 
hard work she has done for me, my 
staff, and the State of South Dakota 
over the past few months. 

Elaine is a graduate of Stevens High 
School in Rapid City, SD. Currently, 
she is attending Black Hills State Uni- 
versity where she is majoring in mass 
communications. She is a hard worker 
who has been dedicated to getting the 
most out of her internship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Elaine for 
all of the fine work she has done and 
wish her continued success in the years 
to come.e 


EE 
REMEMBERING RICHARD WALTON 


e Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Rhode Island is 
mourning the loss of one of our most 
renowned and accomplished citizens. 
Richard Walton was an activist, a 
teacher, a journalist, and a force for 
good in our State, in our Nation, and 
indeed in the world. 

It would take most of us many life- 
times to achieve as much and to touch 
as many as Richard did in his 84 years. 
Richard organized workers to win col- 
lective bargaining rights, and he orga- 
nized communities to win social jus- 
tice. He helped build houses for home- 
less Rhode Islanders, and he helped pre- 
serve Rhode Island’s historic buildings. 
He volunteered at and helped lead the 
State’s largest soup kitchen, and he 
emceed concerts for and helped lead 
the Stone Soup Folks Arts Foundation. 
He served in the Navy, and he pro- 
tested against war. 

Richard worked to improve our coun- 
try, promoting third-party politics. He 
was the Citizens Party candidate for 
Vice President in 1984, and was a cen- 
tral figure in the founding of the Green 
Party. Richard worked to improve our 
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world, documenting movements for 
independence in Africa and heading up 
educational and medical initiatives in 
Central America. 

Richard was known for his hospi- 
tality. Every year he welcomed hun- 
dreds of friends and strangers to his 
home on Pawtuxet Cove in Warwick for 
a combination birthday  party/folk 
music jam. And he was known for his 
generosity. He asked his guests to do- 
nate to one of his favorite causes in- 
stead of bringing gifts. 

One of the many social welfare orga- 
nizations that benefitted from Rich- 
ard’s passion and brilliance was the 
George Wiley Center, a grassroots anti- 
poverty nonprofit. In 2008, the Center 
asked Richard to compose its state- 
ment of philosophy. It begins like this: 

The George Wiley Center is, in the short 
term, ‘‘a voice for the voiceless,” but our en- 
during task is to help them find their own 
voice, to speak out for their own legitimate 
basic needs and not let those in power treat 
them as powerless, for they are not power- 
less once they recognize that their numbers 
count, that their voices count, that their 
moral worth as human beings, as residents of 
the United States, counts. 

Richard’s allies would attest that 
this was indeed his own philosophy, 
lived out each day of his life. Richard 
will be missed by many, including his 
children, Cathy and Richard. But his 
legacy of justice, compassion, and em- 
powerment will be felt by many, for 
years to come.@ 


EE 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the presiding 
officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


EE 


MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 


At 9:34 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 225. An act to amend title IV of the 
Public Health Service Act to provide for a 
National Pediatric Research Network, in- 
cluding with respect to pediatric rare dis- 
eases or conditions. 

H.R. 297. An act to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to reauthorize support 
for graduate medical education programs in 
children’s hospitals. 

The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the following con- 
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current resolution, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 11. Concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for a joint session of Congress to re- 
ceive a message from the President. 

The message further announced that 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 1928a, and the 
order of the House of January 3, 2018, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
member on the part of the House of 
Representatives to the United States 
Group of the NATO Parliamentary As- 
sembly: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 


At 11:42 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bill, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 444. An act to require that, if the 
President’s fiscal year 2014 budget does not 
achieve balance in a fiscal year covered by 
such budget, the President shall submit a 
supplemental unified budget by April 1, 2013, 
which identifies a fiscal year in which bal- 
ance is achieved, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 643(c) of The Amer- 
ican Taxpayer Relief Act (Public Law 
112-240), the Minority Leader appoints 
the following individuals on the part of 
the House of Representatives to the 
Commission on Long-Term Care: Bruce 
Allen Chernof of Los Angeles, Cali- 
fornia, Judith Stein of Storrs, Con- 
necticut, and George Vradenburg of 
Washington, DC. 


EE 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 225. An act to amend title IV of the 
Public Health Service Act to provide for a 
National Pediatric Research Network, in- 
cluding with respect to pediatric rare dis- 
eases or conditions; to the Committee on 


Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

H.R. 297. An act to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to reauthorize support 
for graduate medical education programs in 
children’s hospitals; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

H.R. 444. An act to require that, if the 
President’s fiscal year 2014 budget does not 
achieve balance in a fiscal year covered by 
such budget, the President shall submit a 
supplemental unified budget by April 1, 2013, 
which identifies a fiscal year in which bal- 
ance is achieved, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Budget. 


a 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 


The following bill was read the sec- 
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 209. A bill to require a full audit of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System and the Federal reserve banks by the 
Comptroller General of the United States, 
and for other purposes. 


EE 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The following petitions and memo- 
rials were laid before the Senate and 
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were referred or ordered to lie on the 
table as indicated: 

POM-1. A resolution adopted by the Munic- 
ipal Legislature of Luquillo, Puerto Rico rel- 
ative to urging the President and the Con- 
gress of the United States of America to act 
on the results from the November 6, 2012 
plebiscite by the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico, which would assure democratic justice 
for 3.7 million U.S. citizens; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

POM-2. A resolution adopted by the Munic- 
ipal Legislature of Fajardo, Puerto Rico rel- 
ative to urging the President and the Con- 
gress of the United States of America to act 
on the results from the November 6, 2012 
plebiscite by the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico, which would assure democratic justice 
for 3.7 million U.S. citizens; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

POM-3. A resolution adopted by the Munic- 
ipal Legislature of Naranjito, Puerto Rico 
relative to urging the President and the Con- 
gress of the United States of America to act 
on the results from the November 6, 2012 
plebiscite by the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico, which would assure democratic justice 
for 3.7 million U.S. citizens; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

POM-4. A resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of Rockland County, New York, urg- 
ing the United States Senate and the House 
of Representatives to pass legislation grant- 
ing tax relief to individuals and businesses 
who suffered financial loss due to Hurricane 
Sandy; to the Committee on Finance. 

POM-5. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, forwarding correspondence 
from the Chairman of the National Assembly 
of Vietnam expressing condolences to the 
Senate on the death of Senator Daniel 
Inouye; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

POM-6. Communications from the Speaker 
of the Jogorku Kenesh of the Kyrgyz Repub- 
lic expressing condolences to the Senate on 
the death of Senator Daniel Inouye and also 
conveying wishes of continued friendly 
Kyrgyz-American relations; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

POM-7. A resolution adopted by the Town- 
ship of Edison, New Jersey, urging the Presi- 
dent, Governor and Legislators to enact 
more stringent gun laws; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


ee 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. SANDERS, from the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs: 

Special Report entitled ‘‘Legislative and 
Oversight Activities During the 111th Con- 
gress by the Senate Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs” (Rept. No. 113-1). 


EE 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. LEAHY for the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Robert E. Bacharach, of Oklahoma, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the Tenth 
Circuit. 

William J. Kayatta, Jr., of Maine, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the First 
Circuit. 

Richard Gary Taranto, of Maryland, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the Federal 
Circuit. 
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(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda- 
tion that they be confirmed.) 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. TOOMEY (for himself and Mr. 
CASEY): 

S. 229. A bill to designate the medical cen- 
ter of the Department of Veterans Affairs lo- 
cated at 3900 Woodland Avenue in Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, as the ‘‘Corporal Mi- 
chael J. Crescenz Department of Veterans 
Affairs Medical Center”; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado): 

S. 230. A bill to authorize the Peace Corps 
Commemorative Foundation to establish a 
commemorative work in the District of Co- 
lumbia and its environs, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and Mr. 
UDALL of New Mexico): 

S. 231. A bill to reauthorize the Multi- 
national Species Conservation Funds 
Semipostal Stamp; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. DONNELLY, 
Mr. BuRR, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. TOOMEY, 
Mr. CASEY, Mr. ALEXANDER, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. BLUNT, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. CoATs, Mr. 
COBURN, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. JOHANNS, 
Mr. MORAN, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. RISCH, 
Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. RuBIO, Mr. THUNE, 
and Mr. WICKER): 

S. 232. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise tax on 
medical devices; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND: 

S. 233. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
815 County Road 23 in Tyrone, New York, as 
the ‘‘Specialist Christopher Scott Post Office 
Building’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. REID: 

S. 234. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to permit certain retired mem- 
bers of the uniformed services who have a 
service-connected disability to receive both 
disability compensation from the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs for their disability 
and either retired pay by reason of their 
years of military service or Combat-Related 
Special Compensation, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 235. A bill to provide for the conveyance 
of certain property located in Anchorage, 
Alaska, from the United States to the Alas- 
ka Native Tribal Health Consortium; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. PAUL, and Mr. BAR- 
RASSO): 

S. 236. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to establish a Medicare 
payment option for patients and physicians 
or practitioners to freely contract, without 
penalty, for Medicare fee-for-service items 
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and services, while allowing Medicare bene- 
ficiaries to use their Medicare benefits; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. 
JOHNSON of South Dakota, and Mr. 
BEGICH): 

S. 237. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to reauthorize and extend the 
Fetal Alcohol Syndrome prevention and 
services program, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. CORNYN, 
and Mr. RUBIO): 

S. 238. A bill to amend the Federal Reserve 
Act to improve the functioning and trans- 
parency of the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System and the Federal 
Open Market Committee, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Banking, Hous- 
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 239. A bill to extend the frontier ex- 
tended stay clinic demonstration; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. WYDEN, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR, Ms. LANDRIEU, and Mr. BAU- 
cus): 

S. 240. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to modify the per-fiscal year 
calculation of days of certain active duty or 
active service used to reduce the minimum 
age at which a member of a reserve compo- 
nent of the uniformed services may retire for 
non-regular service; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico (for 
himself and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 241. A bill to establish the Rio Grande 
del Norte National Conservation Area in the 
State of New Mexico, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. BURR (for himself, Mr. HARKIN, 
Mr. ENZI, Mr. CASEY, Mr. ALEXANDER, 
Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. ROB- 
ERTS, and Mr. CHAMBLISS): 

S. 242. A bill to reauthorize certain pro- 
grams under the Public Health Service Act 
and the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act with respect to public health security 
and all-hazards preparedness and response, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado): 

S. 243. A bill to provide assistance for wa- 
tersheds adversely affected by qualifying 
natural disasters; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Ms. 
HEITKAMP): 

S. 244. A bill to amend the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 to modify the Pilot Project of- 
fices of the Federal Permit Streamlining 
Pilot Project; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. HELLER): 

S. 245. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to authorize a bipartisan 
majority of Commissioners of the Federal 
Communications Commission to hold non- 
public collaborative discussions, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. BEGICH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI): 

S. 246. A bill to prevent the escapement of 
genetically altered salmon in the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 
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By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. SCHU- 
MER, Ms. MIKULSKI, and Mrs. GILLI- 
BRAND): 

S. 247. A bill to establish the Harriet Tub- 
man National Historical Park in Auburn, 
New York, and the Harriet Tubman Under- 
ground Railroad National Historical Park in 
Caroline, Dorchester, and Talbot Counties, 
Maryland, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. BEGICH (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI): 

S. 248. A bill to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require labeling 
of genetically engineered fish; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. REED, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. 
DURBIN, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mrs. HAGAN, Mr. SANDERS, 
and Mrs. FEINSTEIN): 

S. 249. A bill to provide for the expansion 
of affordable refinancing of mortgages held 
by the Federal National Mortgage Associa- 
tion and the Federal Home Loan Mortgage 
Corporation; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS: 

S. 250. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to modify the treatment of 
foreign corporations, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. FLAKE (for himself, Mr. CRAPO, 
and Mr. VITTER): 

S. 251. A bill to amend the renewable fuel 
program under section 211(0) of the Clean Air 
Act to require the cellulosic biofuel require- 
ment to be based on actual production; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself, Mr. 
BENNET, Mr. ISAKSON, Ms. MIKULSKI, 
Mr. REED, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Ms. 
LANDRIEU): 

S. 252. A bill to reduce preterm labor and 
delivery and the risk of pregnancy-related 
deaths and complications due to pregnancy, 
and to reduce infant mortality caused by 
prematurity; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for him- 
self, Mr. ROBERTS, and Mr. ENZI): 

S. 253. A bill establishing the Committee to 
Reduce Government Waste; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules and Administration. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. LAUTENBERG): 

S. 254. A bill to amend title III of the Pub- 
lic Health Service Act to authorize and sup- 
port the creation of cardiomyopathy edu- 
cation, awareness, and risk assessment ma- 
terials and resources by the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services through the Cen- 
ters for Disease Control and Prevention and 
the dissemination of such materials and re- 
sources by State educational agencies to 
identify more at-risk families; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. 255. A bill to withdraw certain Federal 
land and interests in that land from loca- 
tion, entry, and patent under the mining 
laws and disposition under the mineral and 
geothermal leasing laws; to the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources. 
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By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) (by request): 

S. 256. A bill to amend Public Law 93-435 
with respect to the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands, providing parity with Guam, the Vir- 
gin Islands, and American Samoa; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. BOOZMAN (for himself, Mr. 
NELSON, and Mr. DURBIN): 

S. 257. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to require courses of education 
provided by public institutions of higher edu- 
cation that are approved for purposes of the 
educational assistance programs adminis- 
tered by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to 
charge veterans tuition and fees at the in- 
State tuition rate, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. HATCH, Mr. 
HELLER, Mr. LEE, and Mr. RISCH): 

S. 258. A bill to amend the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976 to im- 
prove the management of grazing leases and 
permits, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico: 

S. 259. A bill to assure equity in con- 
tracting between the Federal Government 
and small business concerns, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Small Busi- 
ness and Entrepreneurship. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND: 

S. 260. A bill to require the collection of 
data by officers enforcing immigration law 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr. 


SCHUMER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mr. LAU- 
TENBERG): 


S. 261. A bill to establish and clarify that 
Congress does not authorize persons con- 
victed of dangerous crimes in foreign courts 
to freely possess firearms in the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DURBIN: 

S. 262. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide equity for tuition 
and fees for individuals entitled to edu- 
cational assistance under the Post-9/11 Edu- 
cational Assistance Program of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs who are pursuing 
programs of education at institutions of 
higher learning, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. McCAIN, Mr. GRAHAM, 
Mr. THUNE, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Wisconsin, and Mr. ROBERTS): 

S. 263. A bill to amend the Balanced Budg- 
et and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 
to modify the discretionary spending limits 
to take into account savings resulting from 
the reduction in the number of Federal em- 
ployees; to the Committee on the Budget. 

By Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr. 
REED, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. RUBIO, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. ROCKE- 
FELLER, Mr. TESTER, Mr. BEGICH, and 
Mr. LEAHY): 

S. 264. A bill to expand access to commu- 
nity mental health centers and improve the 
quality of mental health care for all Ameri- 
cans; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Ms. STA- 
BENOW): 

S. 265. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide grants for commu- 
nity-based mental health infrastructure im- 
provement; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 
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By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
HATCH): 

S. 266. A bill to provide for the inclusion of 
Israel in the visa waiver program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


EE 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. MORAN (for himself and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR): 

S. Res. 26. A resolution recognizing that 
access to hospitals and other health care 
providers for patients in rural areas of the 
United States is essential to the survival and 
success of communities in the United States; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Ms. COL- 
LINS, Mr. ISAKSON, and Mr. LEVIN): 

S. Res. 27. A resolution designating the 
week of February 4 through 8, 2013, as ‘‘Na- 
tional School Counseling Week’’; considered 
and agreed to. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 40 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 40, a bill to restore Amer- 
icans’ individual liberty by striking 
the Federal mandate to purchase insur- 
ance. 
S. 46 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 46, a bill to protect Social 
Security benefits and military pay and 
require that the United States Govern- 
ment prioritize all obligations on the 
debt held by the public in the event 
that the debt limit is reached. 
S. 47 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. COWAN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 47, a bill to reauthorize 
the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994. 
S. 54 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 54, a bill to increase pub- 
lic safety by punishing and deterring 
firearms trafficking. 
S. 80 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
names of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) and the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. PORTMAN) were added as cospon- 
sors of S. 80, a bill to amend the DNA 
Analysis Backlog Elimination Act of 
2000 to provide for Debbie Smith grants 
for auditing sexual assault evidence 
backlogs and to establish a Sexual As- 
sault Forensic Evidence Reporting Sys- 
tem, and for other purposes. 
S. 84 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
names of the Senator from Colorado 
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(Mr. BENNET) and the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 84, a bill to 
amend the Fair Labor Standards Act of 
1938 to provide more effective remedies 
to victims of discrimination in the 
payment of wages on the basis of sex, 
and for other purposes. 
sS. 91 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
names of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) and the Senator from 
Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 91, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to clarify 
eligibility for the child tax credit. 
S. 116 
At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. 
HEINRICH) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 116, a bill to revise and extend provi- 
sions under the Garrett Lee Smith Me- 
morial Act. 
S. 126 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. THUNE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 126, a bill to prohibit ear- 
marks. 
S. 134 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
the name of the Senator from Min- 
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 134, a bill to arrange for 
the National Academy of Sciences to 
study the impact of violent video 
games and violent video programming 
on children. 
S. 140 
At the request of Mr. Baucus, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
KAINE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
140, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to extend the work 
opportunity credit to certain recently 
discharged veterans, to improve the co- 
ordination of veteran job training serv- 
ices between the Department of Labor, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and the Department of Defense, to re- 
quire transparency for Executive de- 
partments in meeting the Government- 
wide goals for contracting with small 
business concerns owned and controlled 
by service-disabled veterans, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 146 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
146, a bill to enhance the safety of 
America’s schools. 
S. 162 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 162, a bill to reauthorize 
and improve the Mentally Ill Offender 
Treatment and Crime Reduction Act of 
2004. 
S. 164 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. 
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JOHANNS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 164, a bill to prohibit the United 
States from providing financial assist- 
ance to Pakistan until Dr. Shakil 
Afridi is freed. 
S. 169 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
169, a bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to authorize addi- 
tional visas for well-educated aliens to 
live and work in the United States, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 183 
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
the names of the Senator from Mis- 
souri (Mr. BLUNT), the Senator from 
Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR), the Senator 
from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) and the Sen- 
ator from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 183, a bill to 
amend title XVIII of the Social Secu- 
rity Act to provide for fairness in hos- 
pital payments under the Medicare pro- 
gram. 
S. 190 
At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, the 
names of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. BARRASSO), the Senator from Ar- 
kansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) and the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. RISCH) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 190, a bill to prohibit 
the use of Federal funds for certain ac- 
tivities of the National Labor Relation 
Board and the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau. 
S. 191 
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 191, a bill to codify and modify 
regulatory requirements of Federal 
agencies. 
S. 195 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 195, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to revise and 
extend projects relating to children 
and violence to provide access to 


school-based comprehensive mental 
health programs. 

S. 209 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the 


names of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
HATCH), the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. MCCONNELL) and the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 209, a bill to require 
a full audit of the Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System and the 
Federal reserve banks by the Comp- 
troller General of the United States, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 210 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. BAUCUS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 210, a bill to amend title 18, 
United States Code, with respect to 
fraudulent representations about hav- 
ing received military declarations or 
medals. 
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S. 218 

At the request of Mr. LEVIN, the 
names of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER) and the Sen- 
ator from Florida (Mr. NELSON) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 218, a bill to 
ensure that amounts credited to the 
Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund are 
used for harbor maintenance. 

S. 223 

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
names of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN), the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. DURBIN), the Senator from Lou- 
isiana (Ms. LANDRIEU), the Senator 
from Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) and 
the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 223, a 
bill to amend section 217 of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act to modify 
the visa waiver program, and for other 
purposes. 

S. RES. 8 

At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
names of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) and the Senator 
from Louisiana (Mr. VITTER) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 8, a reso- 
lution expressing the sense of the Sen- 
ate that Congress holds the sole au- 
thority to borrow money on the credit 
of the United States and shall not cede 
this power to the President. 


EE 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. REID: 

S. 234. A bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to permit certain 
retired members of the uniformed serv- 
ices who have a service-connected dis- 
ability to receive both disability com- 
pensation from the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs for their disability and ei- 
ther retired pay by reason of their 
years of military service or Combat- 
Related Special Compensation, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today 
on behalf of our Nation’s disabled vet- 
erans to once again discuss an end to 
an unjust and outdated policy known 
as ‘concurrent receipt.” For the past 
122 years, this practice has prevented 
veterans from receiving the full bene- 
fits earned through years of service and 
personal injury in defense of our Na- 
tion. The law requires that a retired 
disabled veteran reduce their retire- 
ment pay dollar-for-dollar by the 
amount of any disability compensation 
received, in many cases wiping out re- 
tirement pay altogether. This is simply 
wrong. 

I have worked over the past decade to 
fight to change this outdated policy 
and commend the progress Congress 
has made on behalf of our Nation’s vet- 
erans. In 2002, I was pleased that Con- 
gress passed a measure known as com- 
bat-related special compensation, or 
CSRC, allowing for disabled retired 
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veterans to receive payments that are 
the financial equivalent of concurrent 
receipt. In 2003 I was pleased that Con- 
gress enacted a 10-year phase-in of con- 
current receipt for military retirees 
whose disability is 50 percent or great- 
er, and in 2004, Congress eliminated the 
10-year waiting period for those vet- 
erans with 100 percent service-related 
disability. Moreover, in 2008, concur- 
rent receipt eligibility was expanded to 
include those who are 100 percent dis- 
abled due to un-employability and ex- 
tended equivalent financial payments 
to those who are medically retired or 
have retired prematurely due to force 
reduction programs. Most recently, in 
2012, I was pleased to offer an amend- 
ment to the fiscal year 2013 National 
Defense Authorization Act ensuring 
that our combat-disabled military re- 
tirees receive proper combat-related 
disability and retirement benefits by 
eliminating the ‘‘glitch’’ in the CRSC 
formula that can actually cause a re- 
duction in their compensation amount 
when the VA increases their disability 
rating. While I am proud that the 10- 
year phase-in period for veterans who 
are rated 50-90 percent will finally 
come to fruition this year, I still be- 
lieve that Congress has fallen short of 
meeting the commitment of providing 
full concurrent receipt to all of our Na- 
tion’s heroes. This is unacceptable and 
that is why we have to take care of the 
hundreds of thousands of disabled vet- 
erans who still need our help. 

For me, this is a simple matter of 
fairness. No other Federal retiree is 
forced to forfeit their retirement—only 
our disabled military retirees. Vet- 
erans’ disability compensation is rec- 
ompense for pain, suffering, and lost 
future earning power caused by a serv- 
ice-connected illness or injury. Few re- 
tirees can afford to live on their retired 
pay alone, and a severe disability only 
makes the problem worse by limiting 
or denying any post-service working 
life. There is no reason to deny vet- 
erans who have served their country 
honorably the right to the full value of 
their retirement pay simply because 
their service also led to disability. 

Today I reintroduce the Retired Pay 
Restoration Act of 2013 in order to 
eliminate all restrictions to concurrent 
receipt. I hope my Senate colleagues 
will join me in supporting this bill. We 
must take action now and support the 
veterans who have given so much to 
our grateful Nation. This is the right 
thing to do. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 234 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Retired Pay 

Restoration Act of 2013”. 
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SEC. 2. ELIGIBILITY FOR PAYMENT OF BOTH RE- 
TIRED PAY AND VETERANS’ DIS- 
ABILITY COMPENSATION FOR CER- 
TAIN MILITARY RETIREES WITH 
COMPENSABLE SERVICE-CON- 
NECTED DISABILITIES. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CONCURRENT RECEIPT AU- 
THORITY TO RETIREES WITH SERVICE-CON- 
NECTED DISABILITIES RATED LESS THAN 50 
PERCENT.— 

(1) REPEAL OF 50 PERCENT REQUIREMENT.— 
Section 1414 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by striking paragraph (2) of sub- 
section (a). 

(2) COMPUTATION.—Paragraph (1) of sub- 
section (c) of such section is amended by 
adding at the end the following new subpara- 
graph: 

“(G) For a month for which the retiree re- 
ceives veterans’ disability compensation for 
a disability rated as 40 percent or less or has 
a service-connected disability rated as zero 
percent, $0.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) The heading of section 1414 of such title 
is amended to read as follows: 

“$1414, Members eligible for retired pay who 
are also eligible for veterans’ disability 
compensation: concurrent payment of re- 
tired pay and disability compensation”. 

(2) The item relating to such section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 
71 of such title is amended to read as follows: 
‘1414. Members eligible for retired pay who 

are also eligible for veterans’ 
disability compensation: con- 
current payment of retired pay 
and disability compensation.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on 
January 1, 2014, and shall apply to payments 
for months beginning on or after that date. 
SEC. 3. COORDINATION OF SERVICE ELIGIBILITY 

FOR COMBAT-RELATED SPECIAL 
COMPENSATION AND CONCURRENT 
RECEIPT. 

(a) AMENDMENTS TO STANDARDIZE SIMILAR 
PROVISIONS.— 

(1) QUALIFIED RETIREES.—Subsection (a) of 
section 1414 of title 10, United States Code, 
as amended by section 2(a), is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘ʻa member or” and all that 
follows through ‘‘retiree’)’’ and inserting ‘‘a 
qualified retiree”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“(2) QUALIFIED RETIREES.—For purposes of 
this section, a qualified retiree, with respect 
to any month, is a member or former mem- 
ber of the uniformed services who— 

“(A) is entitled to retired pay (other than 
by reason of section 12731b of this title); and 

‘“(B) is also entitled for that month to vet- 
erans’ disability compensation.’’. 

(2) DISABILITY RETIREES.—Paragraph (2) of 
subsection (b) of section 1414 of such title is 
amended to read as follows: 

“(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR RETIREES WITH 
FEWER THAN 20 YEARS OF SERVICE.—The re- 
tired pay of a qualified retiree who is retired 
under chapter 61 of this title with fewer than 
20 years of creditable service is subject to re- 
duction by the lesser of— 

“(A) the amount of the reduction under 
sections 5304 and 5305 of title 38; or 

“(B) the amount (if any) by which the 
amount of the member’s retired pay under 
such chapter exceeds the amount equal to 2% 
percent of the member’s years of creditable 
service multiplied by the member’s retired 
pay base under section 1406(b)(1) or 1407 of 
this title, whichever is applicable to the 
member.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on 
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January 1, 2014, and shall apply to payments 
for months beginning on or after that date. 


By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Ms. MIKULSKI, and 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 247. A bill to establish the Harriet 
Tubman National Historical Park in 
Auburn, New York, and the Harriet 
Tubman Underground Railroad Na- 
tional Historical Park in Caroline, Dor- 
chester, and Talbot Counties, Mary- 
land, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, as we 
start Black History Month, I rise today 
to discuss a national hero that I have 
spoken about many times on the Sen- 
ate floor. 2013 is a particularly remark- 
able year for Harriet Ross Tubman in 
that March 18, 2013 will mark the 100th 
anniversary of her death. This note- 
worthy anniversary makes it all the 
more appropriate for me to talk about 
Maryland’s Harriet Ross Tubman and 
her dedication to justice, equality and 
service to this country. It is also why 
it is important for Congress to take ac- 
tion this year on The Harriet Tubman 
National Historical Park and The Har- 
riet Tubman Underground Railroad Na- 
tional Historical Park Act that I am 
reintroducing today. 

In my career, I have spoken on the 
Senate Floor, at events in Maryland, in 
meetings with constituents and with 
my colleagues about Harriet Tubman’s 
legacy. While I hope each opportunity I 
have taken to discuss the life of this 
remarkable woman helps raise aware- 
ness about her importance to the his- 
tory of our great Nation, my ultimate 
goal is to properly commemorate her 
life and her work by establishing the 
Harriet Tubman Underground Railroad 
National Historical Park on the East- 
ern Shore of Maryland and, in working 
with my colleagues from New York, 
also establish the Harriet Tubman Na- 
tional Historical Park in Auburn, NY. 

For the last 5 years I have cham- 
pioned the legislation I am reintro- 
ducing today. I appreciate the active 
support and work my cosponsors of this 
bill, Senators MIKULSKI, SCHUMER and 
GILLIBRAND have put into advancing 
this bill through the Senate. We all 
share a deep appreciation for how im- 
portant establishing these parks is to 
preserving the legacy of this remark- 
able historical figure in American His- 
tory but also to how important these 
parks will be to the communities where 
they will be located. 

I also greatly appreciate the support 
this legislation has received in the 
Senate Energy and Natural Resource 
Committee. In the last Congress, the 
bill was reported out of committee 
with bi-partisan support including the 
support of Chairman Bingaman and 
Ranking Member MURKOWSKI. I look 
forward to working with the Commit- 
tee’s new Chairman, the Senior Sen- 
ator from Oregon in reporting this bill 
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quickly for the full Senate’s consider- 
ation. 

The establishment of the Harriet 
Tubman Historical Parks has been 
years in the making and is long over- 
due. The mission of the National Park 
Service has evolved over time from not 
only preserving natural wonders across 
the U.S. for recreational purposes but 
also commemorating unique places of 
significance to historical events and 
extraordinary Americans that have 
shaped our nation. 

The woman, who is known to us as 
Harriet Tubman, was born in approxi- 
mately 1822 in Dorchester County, MD 
and given the name Araminta, Minty, 
Ross. She spent nearly 30 years of her 
life in slavery on Maryland’s Eastern 
Shore. She worked on a number of dif- 
ferent plantations on Maryland’s East- 
ern Shore and as a teenager was 
trained to be a seamstress. AS an adult 
she took the first name Harriet, and 
when she was 25 years-old married 
John Tubman. 

In her late twenties, Harriet Tubman 
escaped from slavery in 1849. She fled 
in the dead of night, navigating the 
maze of tidal streams and wetlands 
that, to this day, comprise the Eastern 
Shore’s landscape. She did so alone, 
demonstrating courage, strength and 
fortitude that became her hallmarks. 
Not satisfied with attaining her own 
freedom, she returned repeatedly for 
more than 10 years to the places of her 
enslavement in Dorchester and Caro- 
line counties where, under the most ad- 
verse conditions, she led away many 
family members and other slaves to 
freedom in the Northeastern United 
States. She helped develop a complex 
network of safe houses and recruited 
abolitionist sympathizers residing 
along secret routes connecting the 
Southern slave states and Northern 
Free States. No one knows exactly how 
many people she led to freedom or the 
number of trips between the North and 
South she led, but the legend of her 
work was an inspiration to the mul- 
titude of slaves seeking freedom and to 
abolitionists fighting to end slavery. 
Tubman became known as ‘‘the Moses 
of her people” by African-Americans 
and white abolitionists alike. Tubman 
once proudly told Frederick Douglass 
that in all of her journeys she ‘‘never 
lost a single passenger.” She was so ef- 
fective that in 1856 there was a $40,000 
reward offered for her capture in the 
South. She is the most famous and 
most important conductor of the net- 
work of resistance known as the Under- 
ground Railroad. 

During the Civil War, Tubman served 
the Union forces as a spy, a scout and 
a nurse. She served in Virginia, Florida 
and South Carolina. She is credited 
with leading slaves from those slave 
states to freedom during those years as 
well. 

Following the Civil War, and the 
emancipation of all black slaves, Tub- 
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man settled in Auburn, NY. There she 
was active in the women’s suffrage 
movement, and she also established 
one of the first incorporated African- 
American homes for aged to care for 
the elderly. In 1903 she bequeathed the 
Tubman Home to the African Meth- 
odist Episcopal Zion Church in Auburn 
where it stands to this day. Harriet 
Tubman died in Auburn in 1913 and she 
is buried in the Fort Hill Cemetery. 
Fortunately many of the structures 
and landmarks in New York remain in- 
tact and in relatively good condition. 

Only recently has the Park Service 
begun establishing units dedicated to 
the lives of African-Americans. Places 
like Booker T. Washington National 
Monument on the campus the 
Tuskegee University in Alabama, the 
George Washington Carver National 
Monument in Missouri, The Buffalo 
Soldiers at Guadalupe Mountains Na- 
tional Park, the National Historical 
Trail commemorating the March for 
Voting Rights from Selma to Mont- 
gomery Alabama, and most recently 
the Martin Luther King Jr. memorial 
on the National Mall are all important 
monuments and places of historical 
significance that help tell the story of 
the African-American experience. 

As the National Park Service con- 
tinues its important work to recognize 
and preserve African-American history 
by providing greater public access and 
information about the places and peo- 
ple that have shaped the African-Amer- 
ican experience, there are very few 
units dedicated to the lives of African- 
American women, and there are no Na- 
tional Historical Parks commemo- 
rating African-American women. 

I cannot think of a more fitting hero 
than Harriet Tubman to be the first Af- 
rican-American woman to be memori- 
alized with National Historical Parks 
that tell both her personal story and 
her lifelong fight for justice and free- 
dom starting with her fight against the 
cruel institution of slavery and work of 
the Underground Railroad she led to 
her work in the women’s suffrage 
movement. 

I hope that my colleagues will sup- 
port my effort to honor Harriet Tub- 
man and support passage of my bill to 
authorize the creation of the Tubman 
National Historical Parks in New York 
and Maryland. These parks will hope- 
fully pave the way for the Park Service 
to develop more National Historical 
Park commemorating the lives of 
many other important African-Amer- 
ican women in our history. 

The vision for the Tubman National 
Historical Parks is to preserve the 
places significant to the life of Harriet 
Tubman and tell her story through in- 
terpretative activities and continue to 
discover aspects of her life and the ex- 
perience of passage along the Under- 
ground Railroad through  archae- 
ological research and discovery. 

The buildings and structures in 
Maryland have mostly disappeared. 
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Slaves were forced to live in primitive 
buildings even though many slaves 
were skilled tradesmen who con- 
structed the substantial homes of their 
owners. Not surprisingly, few of the 
structures associated with the early 
years of Tubman’s life remain standing 
today. The landscape of the Eastern 
Shore of Maryland, however, is still 
evocative of the time that Tubman 
lived there. Farm fields and loblolly 
pine forests dot the lowland landscape, 
which is also notable for its extensive 
network of tidal rivers and wetlands 
that Tubman, and the people she guid- 
ed to freedom, under the cover of night. 
In particular, a number of properties 
including the homestead of Ben Ross, 
her father, Stewart’s Canal, where he 
worked, the Brodess Farm, where she 
worked as a slave, and others are with- 
in the master plan boundaries of the 
Blackwater National Wildlife Refuge. 

Similarly, Poplar Neck, the planta- 
tion from which she escaped to free- 
dom, is still largely intact in Caroline 
County. The properties in Talbot Coun- 
ty, immediately across the Choptank 
River from the plantation, are cur- 
rently protected by various conserva- 
tion easements. Were she alive today, 
Tubman would recognize much of the 
landscape that she knew intimately as 
she secretly led black men, women and 
children to freedom. 

There has never been any doubt that 
Tubman led an extraordinary life. Her 
contributions to American history are 
surpassed by few. Determining the 
most appropriate way to recognize that 
life and her contributions, however, 
has been exceedingly difficult. The Na- 
tional Park Service determined that 
designating a Historical Park that 
would include two geographically sepa- 
rate units would be an appropriate 
tribute to the life of this extraordinary 
American. The New York unit would 
include the tightly clustered Tubman 
buildings in the town of Auburn. The 
Maryland portion would include large 
sections of landscapes that are evoc- 
ative of Tubman’s time and are histori- 
cally relevant. 

Harriet Tubman was a true American 
patriot. She was someone for whom lib- 
erty and freedom were not just con- 
cepts but values she fought tirelessly 
for. She lived those principles and so 
selflessly helped hundreds of other peo- 
ple attain freedom. In doing so, she has 
earned a nation’s respect and honor. 

Harriet Tubman is one of many great 
Americans that we honor and celebrate 
every February during Black History 
Month. In schools across the country, 
American History curriculums teach 
our children about Tubman’s courage, 
conviction, her fight for freedom and 
her contributions to the greatness of 
our Nation during a contentious time 
in U.S. history. Now it is time to add 
to Tubman’s legacy by preserving and 
commemorating the places evocative 
of Harriet Tubman’s extraordinary life. 
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Every year, millions of school chil- 
dren, as well as millions of adults, visit 
our National Historical Parks gain ex- 
periences and knowledge about our Na- 
tion’s history that simply cannot be 
found in history books or on the Inter- 
net. Our Nation’s strength and char- 
acter comes from the actions of the 
Americans who came before us and the 
significant events that shaped our Na- 
tion. The National Park Service is en- 
gaged in the important work of pre- 
serving the places where American his- 
tory was made and providing a tangible 
experience for current and future gen- 
erations to experience and understand. 
It is one thing to learn about Harriet 
Tubman from a book, and it is yet a 
completely different and fulfilling ex- 
perience to explore, see, listen to and 
feel the places where she worked as a 
slave, where she escaped from and 
where she lived out her life as a free 
American. 

The National Park Service is unique- 
ly suited to honor and preserve these 
places of historical significance and I 
urge my colleagues to join me in pre- 
serving and growing the legacy of Har- 
riet Tubman by establishing the Har- 
riet Tubman National Historical Parks 
in her honor. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 247 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Harriet Tub- 
man National Historical Parks Act”. 

SEC. 2. HARRIET TUBMAN UNDERGROUND RAIL- 
ROAD NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK, 
MARYLAND. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) HISTORICAL PARK.—The term ‘‘historical 
park” means the Harriet Tubman Under- 
ground Railroad National Historical Park es- 
tablished by subsection (b)(1)(A). 

(2) MAP.—The term “map” means the map 
entitled ‘‘Authorized Acquisition Area for 
the Proposed Harriet Tubman Underground 


Railroad National Historical Park’’, num- 
bered T20/80,001, and dated July 2010. 
(3) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 


means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(4) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Maryland. 

(b) HARRIET TUBMAN UNDERGROUND RAIL- 
ROAD NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), there is established the Harriet Tubman 
Underground Railroad National Historical 
Park in Caroline, Dorchester, and Talbot 
Counties, Maryland, as a unit of the Na- 
tional Park System. 

(B) DETERMINATION BY SECRETARY.—The 
historical park shall not be established until 
the date on which the Secretary determines 
that a sufficient quantity of land, or inter- 
ests in land, has been acquired to constitute 
a manageable park unit. 

(C) NOTICE.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date on which the Secretary makes a de- 
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termination under subparagraph (B), the 
Secretary shall publish in the Federal Reg- 
ister notice of the establishment of the his- 
torical park, including an official boundary 
map for the historical park. 

(D) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The official 
boundary map published under subparagraph 
(C) shall be on file and available for public 
inspection in appropriate offices of the Na- 
tional Park Service. 

(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the historical 
park is to preserve and interpret for the ben- 
efit of present and future generations the 
historical, cultural, and natural resources 
associated with the life of Harriet Tubman 
and the Underground Railroad. 

(3) LAND ACQUISITION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ac- 
quire land and interests in land within the 
areas depicted on the map as ‘‘Authorized 
Acquisition Areas” by purchase from willing 
sellers, donation, or exchange. 

(B) BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT.—On acquisi- 
tion of land or an interest in land under sub- 
paragraph (A), the boundary of the historical 
park shall be adjusted to reflect the acquisi- 
tion. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ad- 
minister the historical park in accordance 
with this section and the laws generally ap- 
plicable to units of the National Park Sys- 
tem, including— 

(A) the National Park System Organic Act 
(16 U.S.C. 1 et seq.); and 

(B) the Act of August 21, 1935 (16 U.S.C. 461 
et seq.). 

(2) INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date on which the his- 
torical park is established, the Director of 
the National Park Service and the Director 
of the United States Fish and Wildlife Serv- 
ice shall enter into an agreement to allow 
the National Park Service to provide for 
public interpretation of historic resources 
located within the boundary of the 
Blackwater National Wildlife Refuge that 
are associated with the life of Harriet Tub- 
man, consistent with the management re- 
quirements of the Refuge. 

(3) INTERPRETIVE TOURS.—The Secretary 
may provide interpretive tours to sites and 
resources located outside the boundary of 
the historical park in Caroline, Dorchester, 
and Talbot Counties, Maryland, relating to 
the life of Harriet Tubman and the Under- 
ground Railroad. 

(4) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may enter 
into a cooperative agreement with the State, 
political subdivisions of the State, colleges 
and universities, non-profit organizations, 
and individuals— 

(i) to mark, interpret, and restore nation- 
ally significant historic or cultural resources 
relating to the life of Harriet Tubman or the 
Underground Railroad within the boundaries 
of the historical park, if the agreement pro- 
vides for reasonable public access; or 

(ii) to conduct research relating to the life 
of Harriet Tubman and the Underground 
Railroad. 

(B) VISITOR CENTER.—The Secretary may 
enter into a cooperative agreement with the 
State to design, construct, operate, and 
maintain a joint visitor center on land 
owned by the State— 

(i) to provide for National Park Service 
visitor and interpretive facilities for the his- 
torical park; and 

(ii) to provide to the Secretary, at no addi- 
tional cost, sufficient office space to admin- 
ister the historical park. 

(C) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.— 
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(i) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the total cost of any activity carried out 
under this paragraph shall not exceed 50 per- 
cent. 

(ii) FORM OF NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The 
non-Federal share of the cost of carrying out 
an activity under this paragraph may be in 
the form of in-kind contributions or goods or 
services fairly valued. 

(d) GENERAL MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date on which funds are made avail- 
able to carry out this section, the Secretary 
shall prepare a general management plan for 
the historical park in accordance with sec- 
tion 12(b) of the National Park Service Gen- 
eral Authorities Act (16 U.S.C. la—7(b)). 

(2) CONSULTATION.—The general manage- 
ment plan shall be prepared in consultation 
with the State (including political subdivi- 
sions of the State). 

(8) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall co- 
ordinate the preparation and implementa- 
tion of the management plan with— 

(A) the Blackwater National Wildlife Ref- 
uge; 

(B) the Harriet Tubman National Histor- 
ical Park established by section 3(b)(1)(A); 
and 

(C) the National Underground Railroad 
Network to Freedom. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec- 
tion. 

SEC. 3. HARRIET TUBMAN NATIONAL HISTOR- 
ICAL PARK, AUBURN, NEW YORK. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) HISTORICAL PARK.—The term ‘“‘historical 
park” means the Harriet Tubman National 
Historical Park established by subsection 
AOA). 

(2) HOME.—The term “Home” means The 
Harriet Tubman Home, Inc., located in Au- 
burn, New York. 

(3) MAP.—The term “map” means the map 
entitled ‘‘Harriet Tubman National Histor- 
ical Park”, numbered 1T18/80,000, and dated 
March 2009. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(5) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the 
State of New York. 

(b) HARRIET TUBMAN NATIONAL HISTORICAL 
PARK.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), there is established the Harriet Tubman 
National Historical Park in Auburn, New 
York, as a unit of the National Park System. 

(B) DETERMINATION BY SECRETARY.—The 
historical park shall not be established until 
the date on which the Secretary determines 
that a sufficient quantity of land, or inter- 
ests in land, has been acquired to constitute 
a manageable park unit. 

(C) NOTICE.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date on which the Secretary makes a de- 
termination under subparagraph (B), the 
Secretary shall publish in the Federal Reg- 
ister notice of the establishment of the his- 
torical park. 

(D) Map.—The map shall be on file and 
available for public inspection in appropriate 
offices of the National Park Service. 

(2) BOUNDARY.—The historical park shall 
include the Harriet Tubman Home, the Tub- 
man Home for the Aged, the Thompson Me- 
morial AME Zion Church and Rectory, and 
associated land, as identified in the area en- 
titled ‘‘National Historical Park Proposed 
Boundary” on the map. 

(3) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the historical 
park is to preserve and interpret for the ben- 
efit of present and future generations the 
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historical, cultural, and natural resources 
associated with the life of Harriet Tubman. 

(4) LAND ACQUISITION.—The Secretary may 
acquire land and interests in land within the 
areas depicted on the map by purchase from 
a willing seller, donation, or exchange. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ad- 
minister the historical park in accordance 
with this section and the laws generally ap- 
plicable to units of the National Park Sys- 
tem, including— 

(A) the National Park System Organic Act 
(16 U.S.C. 1 et seq.); and 

(B) the Act of August 21, 1935 (16 U.S.C. 461 
et seq.). 

(2) INTERPRETIVE TOURS.—The Secretary 
may provide interpretive tours to sites and 
resources located outside the boundary of 
the historical park in Auburn, New York, re- 
lating to the life of Harriet Tubman. 

(3) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may enter 
into a cooperative agreement with the owner 
of any land within the historical park to 
mark, interpret, or restore nationally sig- 
nificant historic or cultural resources relat- 
ing to the life of Harriet Tubman, if the 
agreement provides that— 

(i) the Secretary shall have the right of ac- 
cess to any public portions of the land cov- 
ered by the agreement to allow for— 

(I) access at reasonable times by historical 
park visitors to the land; and 

(II) interpretation of the land for the pub- 
lic; and 

(ii) no changes or alterations shall be made 
to the land except by mutual agreement of 
the Secretary and the owner of the land. 

(B) RESEARCH.—The Secretary may enter 
into a cooperative agreement with the State, 
political subdivisions of the State, institu- 
tions of higher education, the Home and 
other nonprofit organizations, and individ- 
uals to conduct research relating to the life 
of Harriet Tubman. 

(C) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.— 

(i) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the total cost of any activity carried out 
under this paragraph shall not exceed 50 per- 
cent. 

(ii) FORM OF NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The 
non-Federal share may be in the form of in- 
kind contributions or goods or services fairly 
valued. 

(D) ATTORNEY GENERAL.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the Attorney General for review any 
cooperative agreement under this paragraph 
involving religious property or property 
owned by a religious institution. 

(ii) FINDING.—No cooperative agreement 
subject to review under this subparagraph 
shall take effect until the date on which the 
Attorney General issues a finding that the 
proposed agreement does not violate the Es- 
tablishment Clause of the first amendment 
to the Constitution. 

(d) GENERAL MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date on which funds are made avail- 
able to carry out this section, the Secretary 
shall prepare a general management plan for 
the historical park in accordance with sec- 
tion 12(b) of the National Park Service Gen- 
eral Authorities Act (16 U.S.C. la—7(b)). 

(2) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall co- 
ordinate the preparation and implementa- 
tion of the management plan with— 

(A) the Harriet Tubman Underground Rail- 
road National Historical Park established by 
section 2(b)(1); and 

(B) the National Underground Railroad 
Network to Freedom. 
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(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this Act, 
except that not more than $7,500,000 shall be 
available to provide financial assistance 
under subsection (c)(8). 


By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Ms. MURKOWSKI) (by request): 

S. 256. A bill to amend Public Law 93- 
435 with respect to the Northern Mar- 
iana Islands, providing parity with 
Guam, the Virgin Islands, and Amer- 
ican Samoa; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today I 
am pleased to introduce, with my col- 
league LISA MURKOWSKI, the Ranking 
Member on the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources, and at the re- 
quest of the Delegate from the Com- 
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Is- 
land, CNMI, GREGORIO “KILILI’’ 
SABLAN, legislation to amend Public 
Law 93-435, the Territorial Submerged 
Lands Act. This legislation would con- 
vey to the CNMI the same rights to off- 
shore waters and submerged lands that 
were conveyed to the territories of 
Guam, the U.S. Virgin Islands, and 
American Samoa nearly 40 years ago. 

This bill is non-controversial. In 2005, 
it was first introduced by then-Chair- 
man of the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources, Pete Domenici. A 
companion measure was introduced in 
the House of Representatives by then- 
Congressman JEFF FLAKE. In the 111th 
Congress, this bill passed the House as 
H.R. 934 on a 416-0 vote, and it was re- 
ported by the Senate Committee. In 
the 112th Congress, it again passed the 
House unanimously, on a 297-0 vote, 
and a hearing was held in the Senate 
on its companion measure, S. 590. I sin- 
cerely hope that this will be the year 
this bill is signed into law and the peo- 
ple of the CNMI will begin to enjoy the 
economic benefits that will result from 
gaining ownership of the waters and 
submerged lands adjacent to their 
shores, just as those benefits are en- 
joyed by every other State and terri- 
tory of the Nation. 

The CNMI faces huge economic chal- 
lenges that began with the phase-out of 
World Trade Organization garment 
quotas in 2005 and resulted in the de- 
parture of garment manufacturing. 
Gaining ownership of the waters and 
submerged lands adjacent to the 14 is- 
lands of the CNMI would help to stimu- 
late the CNMI’s struggling economy by 
allowing the use and management of 
these areas for near-shore infrastruc- 
ture development, the extraction of 
minerals, energy development, aqua- 
culture and other activities. Currently, 
under Federal ownership, there are no 
such activities in these areas because 
the Federal Government has no history 
of such near-shore jurisdiction and 
there is no Federal agency with respon- 
sibility for their management. 

Congress granted the States owner- 
ship of the waters and submerged lands 
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out to three miles under the Sub- 
merged Lands Act of 1953. In 1974, Con- 
gress granted ownership of these areas 
to the territories. However, the Cov- 
enant which established the political 
union between the U.S. and the CNMI 
in 1976 was ambiguous on this matter 
of seaward ownership. Eventually, in 
2005, the Ninth Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals ruled that the submerged lands 
and waters off the CNMI’s coasts fell 
under Federal ownership. Importantly, 
the Court also recognized that Con- 
gress had the power to convey these 
waters and lands to the CNMI. That is 
what this legislation would do. 

The CNMI is the only territory or 
State that does not have ownership of 
its adjacent waters and lands out to at 
least 39les. I urge my colleagues to sup- 
port prompt passage of this bill to cor- 
rect this disparity and to assist the 
CNMI in meeting its economic chal- 
lenges. I’m not aware of any policy ob- 
jections to this bill’s enactment. 

I refer those interested in additional 
information to Senate Report 111-197. 
Included in that report is a CBO esti- 
mate stating that enactment of H.R. 
934, the bill on which the legislation 
being introduced today is based, would 
not affect direct spending or revenues. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill and a let- 
ter of support be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 256 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The first section and sec- 
tion 2 of Public Law 93-435 (48 U.S.C. 1705, 
1706) are amended by inserting ‘‘the Com- 
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands,” after ‘‘Guam,’’ each place it appears. 

(b) REFERENCES TO DATE OF ENACTMENT.— 
For the purposes of the amendment made by 
subsection (a), each reference in Public Law 
93-435 to the ‘‘date of enactment” shall be 
considered to be a reference to the date of 
the enactment of this section. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 8, 2013. 

Hon. RON WYDEN, 

Chairman, Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources, 304 Dirksen Senate Building, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN WYDEN: One of the legisla- 
tive issues for this Congress that we dis- 
cussed at our recent meeting was the con- 
veyance of submerged lands to the Common- 
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands. I 
would like to follow up on our discussion by 
asking you to consider sponsoring the nec- 
essary legislation. 

The Energy and Natural Resources Com- 
mittee did report out a conveyance bill in 
the last Congress, H.R. 670 as amended, but 
time expired before the Senate could act on 
the measure. With this groundwork in place 
it would seem that this particular issue 
could be moved quickly as the 113th Congress 
gets to work. 
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I am enclosing a draft bill, which reflects 
the Energy and Natural Resources Com- 
mittee amendments. I have reached out to 
Senator Murkowski, as well, asking her to 
co-sponsor the legislation, as she did with 
Chairman Bingaman two years ago; and Iam 
hopeful that this bipartisanship can prevail 
again. 

In the House I will also be introducing the 
language recommended by the Energy and 
Natural Resources Committee, though the 
Senate may well be able to act first. 

Thank you for your consideration of this 
request. Thank you, too, for having taken 
the time to meet with me to discuss issues of 
importance to the Northern Mariana Islands 
that may come before your Committee in the 
113th Congress. I look forward to working 
with you. 

Sincerely, 
GREGORIO KILILI CAMACHO SABLAN, 
Member of Congress. 


By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico: 

S. 259. A bill to assure equity in con- 
tracting between the Federal Govern- 
ment and small business concerns, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Small Business and Entrepreneur- 
ship. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
President, I have reintroduced the As- 
suring Contracting Equity, or ACE 
Act, with a correction to a drafting 
error in order to ensure increases in 
contracting goals for service-disabled 
veteran owned small businesses and 
qualified HUBZone small businesses. I 
look forward to working with my col- 
leagues to address the issues facing en- 
trepreneurs who do business with the 
Federal Government and hope that we 
can ensure that more Federal dollars 
are getting out to main street. 


By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. MENENDEZ, and 
Mr. LAUTENBERG): 

S. 261. A bill to establish and clarify 
that Congress does not authorize per- 
sons convicted of dangerous crimes in 
foreign courts to freely possess fire- 
arms in the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, 
today I am pleased to introduce the No 
Firearms for Foreign Felons Act of 
2013. This bill would close a loophole in 
current law, by ensuring that people 
convicted of foreign felonies and 
crimes involving domestic violence 
cannot possess firearms. We must close 
this gap in our laws before it is ex- 
ploited by terrorists, drug gangs, and 
other dangerous criminals who threat- 
en our communities. 

Under current Federal law, people 
who are convicted in the United Sates 
of violent felonies like rape, murder, 
and terrorism are prohibited from pos- 
sessing firearms. But, shockingly, Fed- 
eral law does not bar criminals con- 
victed of these same violent crimes in 
foreign courts from possessing guns. 
This outrageous loophole for foreign 
convicts is the result of a 2005 U.S. Su- 
preme Court decision in the case of 
Small v. United States. 
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In that case, the Court analyzed the 
1968 Gun Control Act, which states that 
anyone who has been convicted of a fel- 
ony ‘‘in any court” cannot possess fire- 
arms. The Court concluded that the 
phrase only applied to American 
courts, despite the fact that the Gun 
Control Act had been applied to foreign 
felonies since 1968, the year it took ef- 
fect. 

At the time, the Supreme Court was 
very much aware that its ruling could 
have serious consequences. As Justice 
Clarence Thomas noted in his dissent, 
“the majority’s interpretation permits 
those convicted overseas of murder, 
rape, assault, kidnapping, terrorism, 
and other dangerous crimes to possess 
firearms freely in the United States.” 
But whatever one may think of the 
Court’s ruling, it is now the law of the 
land. 

We must make every effort to close 
this dangerous loophole and the bill I 
am introducing today would do just 
that. 

Under this bill, section 921 of Title 18 
would be amended to state that ‘‘[the 
term ‘any court’ includes any Federal, 
State, or foreign court.” Similar 
changes would be made in other sec- 
tions of the Gun Control Act. Where 
there are references to ‘‘state offenses” 
or “offenses under state law,” the bill 
would expand these terms to include 
convictions of offenses under foreign 
law. 

In other words, the bill would make 
it clear that if someone was convicted 
in a foreign court of an offense that 
would have disqualified him from pos- 
sessing a gun in the U.S., then they 
will be disqualified from gun possession 
under U.S. law. The only exception will 
be if there is reason to think the con- 
viction entered by the foreign jurisdic- 
tion is somehow invalid. 

Under the bill, a foreign conviction 
will not constitute a ‘‘conviction”’ 
under the Gun Control Act, if either: 
the foreign conviction resulted from a 
denial of fundamental fairness that 
would violate due process if committed 
in the United States, or the conduct on 
which the foreign conviction was based 
would be legal if committed in the 
United States. 

I expect that these circumstances 
will be fairly rare, but the bill does 
take them into account and will pro- 
vide a complete defense to anyone with 
an invalid foreign conviction. In any 
event, it is clear that we should not 
keep in place a dangerous policy which 
essentially treats every foreign convic- 
tion as invalid. 

Ensuring that foreign convictions 
count as convictions under U.S. law is 
important for a second reason. When 
someone with a felony conviction is ar- 
rested for another crime, the govern- 
ment may charge that person with 
being a felon in possession of a firearm 
or may seek a sentence enhancement. 
However, if a foreign conviction is not 
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treated as a conviction under our law, 
then the defendant may receive a sig- 
nificantly lower sentence than is ap- 
propriate given the number of convic- 
tions on his record. 

Particularly in these times, America 
cannot continue to give foreign-con- 
victed murderers, rapists, and even ter- 
rorists the right to buy firearms in the 
United States. 

With each passing day, we run a risk 
that foreign felons are exploiting this 
loophole in our law. This is unaccept- 
able. 

Criminals convicted in foreign courts 
should not be able to have guns when 
U.S. law forbids those convicted of the 
same crimes on U.S. soil from pos- 
sessing guns. We should not wait for 
lives to be lost before we act to close 
this loophole. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 


By Mr. DURBIN: 

S. 262. A bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to provide equity 
for tuition and fees for individuals en- 
titled to educational assistance under 
the Post-9/11 Educational Assistance 
Program of the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs who are pursuing pro- 
grams of education at institutions of 
higher learning, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

Mr. DURBIN. The original GI Bill 
proved to be a landmark initiative for 
our troops and an outstanding invest- 
ment in the future of our nation. The 
Post 9/11 GI bill, signed into law in 2008, 
built on the success of the original pro- 
gram by providing helpful and hard- 
earned educational and economic bene- 
fits for our newest generation of vet- 
erans. 

Just as the veterans of WWII were 
the engine of economic recovery and 
expansion in the postwar period, the 
most recent generation of veterans will 
continue their service to America by 
reaching their full educational and eco- 
nomic potential through the Post 9/11 
GI Bill. 

In January 2011, Congress made fur- 
ther changes to the Post 9/11 GI Bill 
which caps the amount of education 
benefits for veterans enrolled in pri- 
vate colleges at $17,500 and limits the 
education benefit for veterans enrolled 
in public colleges to the amount 
charged for in-state tuition and fees. 
That seemed reasonable, but what we 
have learned is that many veterans are 
not eligible for in-state tuition. And 
the cost difference between in-state 
and out-of-state tuition for public uni- 
versities can be substantial. 

Current law unintentionally burdens 
a significant number of veterans, re- 
quiring them to pay thousands of dol- 
lars in out of pocket costs for non-resi- 
dent tuition and fee rates. These costs 
add up over the course of a college ca- 
reer—so much so that veterans often 
drop out of college or transfer to an- 
other school, with a significant amount 
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of debt and without an actual degree. 
But veterans at private schools have 
their tuition covered up to $18,077. 

I am introducing the Veterans Eq- 
uity Act of 2013 to remedy the inequal- 
ity between benefits for those at a pri- 
vate institution and those at a public 
school charging out-of-state fees. This 
bill would allow veterans who are con- 
sidered non-residents of the state 
school they attend to receive up to 
$18,077 in tuition benefits, the same 
benefit that would be available to that 
veteran if attending a private institu- 
tion. 

This legislation is supported by 
American Council on Education, Asso- 
ciation of State Colleges and Univer- 
sities, Association of Public and Land- 
Grant Universities, Association of 
American Universities and the Amer- 
ican Association of Community Col- 
leges. 

I am deeply concerned that some for- 
profit institutions may be abusing G.I. 
tuition payments by aggressively tar- 
geting veterans for academic programs 
that may not provide value to stu- 
dents, such as preparation for future 
employment. The Veterans Equity Act 
will help more veterans attend public 
institutions without significant out of 
pocket costs. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 262 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Veterans 
Education Equity Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. PROTECTING EQUITY FOR TUITION AND 
FEES FOR INDIVIDUALS ENTITLED 
TO ASSISTANCE UNDER THE POST-9/ 
11 EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE PRO- 
GRAM WHO ARE PURSUING PRO- 
GRAMS OF EDUCATION AT INSTITU- 
TIONS OF HIGHER LEARNING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (i) of subparagraph 
(A) of paragraph (1) of subsection (c) of sec- 
tion 3318 of title 38, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 

“(i) In the case of a program of education 
pursued at a public institution of higher 
learning, the lesser of— 

“(I) the actual net cost for tuition and fees 
assessed by the institution for the program 
of education after the application of— 

“(aa) any waiver of, or reduction in, tui- 
tion and fees; and 

‘“(bb) any scholarship, or other Federal, 
State, institutional, or employer-based aid 
or assistance (other than loans and any funds 
provided under section 401(b) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070a)) that 
is provided directly to the institution and 
specifically designated for the sole purpose 
of defraying tuition and fees; or 

“(ID the greater of— 

“(aa) the actual net cost for in-State tui- 
tion and fees assessed by the institution for 
the program of education after the applica- 
tion of— 

“(AA) any waiver of, or reduction in, tui- 
tion and fees; and 
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“(BB) any scholarship, or other Federal, 
State, institutional, or employer-based aid 
or assistance (other than loans and any funds 
provided under section 401(b) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070a)) that 
is provided directly to the institution and 
specifically designated for the sole purpose 
of defraying tuition and fees; or 

““(bb) the amount equal to— 

“(AA) for the academic year beginning on 
August 1, 2011, $17,500; or 

“(BB) for any subsequent academic year, 
the amount in effect for the previous aca- 
demic year under this subclause, as in- 
creased by the percentage increase equal to 
the most recent percentage increase deter- 
mined under section 3015(h) of this title.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply with re- 
spect to the payment of educational assist- 
ance for an academic year beginning on or 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 


By Mr. REED (for himself and 
Ms. STABENOW): 

S. 265. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide grants 
for community-based mental health in- 
frastructure improvement; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I in- 
troduce, along with my colleague, Sen- 
ator STABENOW, the Community Based 
Mental Health Infrastructure Improve- 
ments Act. 

According to the National Survey on 
Drug Use and Health, a survey con- 
ducted by the Substance Abuse and 
Mental Health Services Administration 
in 2011, Rhode Island has the highest 
rate of serious mental illness among 
adults in the country. According to 
this survey, approximately 7.2 percent 
of adults aged 18 or older in my state 
have a serious mental illness, above 
the 4.6 percent national average. 

While too often the stigma of mental 
illness prevents individuals from seek- 
ing diagnosis and treatment, thank- 
fully, states like Rhode Island have 
made strides in meeting this challenge. 
In Rhode Island, mental health parity 
laws have been on the books since 2001. 
Similarly, Rhode Island’s Medicaid 
program, RiteCare, covers mental and 
behavioral health care for low-income 
children and families. 

Those who need this treatment must 
have access to it. Community Mental 
Health Centers play a vital role in 
helping individuals get the mental and 
behavioral health care that they need 
to lead healthier, more productive 
lives. In 2012, Community Mental 
Health Centers in Rhode Island treated 
approximately 45,000 individuals at 
over 1 million distinct encounters. 
Next year, the number of individuals 
treated by Community Mental Health 
Centers will likely increase, as over 
50,000 Rhode Islanders gain access to 
health insurance. 

As more Americans across the coun- 
try gain access to health insurance, 
these centers and other providers will 
see an increased caseload. Yet, many 
Community Mental Health Centers are 
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in outdated and outmoded facilities 
that make if difficult to provide the 
optimal level of care. 

The Community Based Mental Health 
Infrastructure Improvements Act we 
are introducing today would support 
the necessary updates and expansions 
of some facilities, and the construction 
of entirely new facilities in other in- 
stances in order to meet the growing 
demand. 

I am pleased that this legislation has 
also been included in a broader bill, the 
Excellence in Mental Health Act, 
which I joined Senators STABENOW, 
BLUNT, BOXER, COLLINS, LEAHY, and 
RUBIO in introducing today, to make 
other updates to the way Community 
Mental Health Centers are reimbursed 
for services. I look forward to working 
with my colleagues to address the crit- 
ical needs of our mental and behavioral 
health care delivery system. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 26—RECOG- 
NIZING THAT ACCESS TO HOS- 
PITALS AND OTHER HEALTH 
CARE PROVIDERS FOR PATIENTS 
IN RURAL AREAS OF THE 
UNITED STATES IS ESSENTIAL 
TO THE SURVIVAL AND SUCCESS 
OF COMMUNITIES IN THE 
UNITED STATES 


Mr. MORAN (for himself and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions: 

S. RES. 26 


Whereas access to quality health care serv- 
ices determines whether individuals in the 
United States can remain in the commu- 
nities they call home and whether their chil- 
dren will return to those communities to 
raise families of their own; 

Whereas more than 60,000,000 individuals in 
rural areas of the United States rely on rural 
hospitals and other providers as critical ac- 
cess points to health care; 

Whereas rural areas of the United States 
need quality health care services to attract 
and retain business and industry; 

Whereas, to ensure that communities in 
the United States survive and flourish, Con- 
gress must address the unique health care 
needs of individuals in rural areas of the 
United States; 

Whereas individuals in rural areas of the 
United States are, per capita, older, poorer, 
and sicker than individuals in urban areas of 
the United States; 

Whereas, according to the Department of 
Health and Human Services, “rural areas 
have higher rates of poverty, chronic disease, 
and uninsurance, and millions of rural Amer- 
icans have limited access to a primary care 
provider”; 

Whereas, according to the Department of 
Agriculture, individuals in rural areas of the 
United States have higher rates of age-ad- 
justed mortality, disability, and chronic dis- 
ease than individuals in urban areas of the 
United States; 

Whereas the 20 percent of the population of 
the United States that lives in rural areas is 
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scattered over 90 percent of the landmass of 
the United States; 

Whereas the geography and weather of 
rural areas of the United States can make 
accessing health care difficult, and cultural, 
social, and language barriers compound rural 
health challenges; 

Whereas individuals in rural areas of the 
United States are more likely to be unin- 
sured and more likely to receive coverage 
through public sources than individuals in 
urban areas of the United States; 

Whereas the proportion of uninsured and 
underinsured individuals is rising faster in 
rural areas of the United States than in 
urban areas of the United States; 

Whereas access to health care continues to 
be a major challenge in rural areas of the 
United States, as— 

(1) 77 percent of the 2,050 rural counties in 
the United States are designated as primary 
care Health Professional Shortage Areas 
(commonly referred to as ‘‘HPSAs’’); 

(2) rural areas of the United States have 
fewer than half as many primary care physi- 
cians per 100,000 people as urban areas of the 
United States; and 

(3) more than 50 percent of patients in 
rural areas of the United States travel at 
least 20 miles to receive specialty medical 
care, compared to only 6 percent of patients 
in urban areas of the United States; 


Whereas, because rural hospitals and other 
providers face unique challenges in admin- 
istering care to patients, Congress has tradi- 
tionally supported those providers by imple- 
menting— 

(1) specific programs to address rural hos- 
pital closures that occurred in the 1980s by 
providing financial support to hospitals that 
are geographically isolated and in which 
Medicare patients make up a significant per- 
centage of hospital inpatient days or dis- 
charges; and 

(2) a program established in 1997 to support 
limited-service hospitals that, being located 
in rural areas of the United States that can- 
not support a full-service hospital, are crit- 
ical access points to health care for rural pa- 
tients; 

Whereas hospitals in rural areas of the 
United States achieve high levels of perform- 
ance, according to standards for quality, pa- 
tient satisfaction, and operational effi- 
ciency, for the types of care most relevant to 
rural communities; 

Whereas, in addition to the vital care that 
rural health care providers provide to pa- 
tients, rural health care providers are crit- 
ical to the local economies of their commu- 
nities and are one of the largest types of em- 
ployers in rural areas of the United States 
where, on average, 14 percent of total em- 
ployment is attributed to the health sector; 

Whereas a hospital in a rural area of the 
United States is typically one of the top 2 
largest employers in that area; 

Whereas 1 primary care physician in a 
rural community annually generates ap- 
proximately $1,500,000 in total revenue, and 1 
general surgeon in a rural community annu- 
ally generates approximately $2,700,000 in 
total revenue; 

Whereas the average Critical Access Hos- 
pital, a limited-service rural health care fa- 
cility, creates 107 jobs and generates 
$4,800,000 in annual payroll, and the wages, 
salaries, and benefits provided by a Critical 
Access Hospital can amount to 20 percent of 
the output of a rural community’s economy; 

Whereas hospitals in rural communities 
play a vital role in caring for the residents of 
those communities and preserving the spe- 
cial way of life that communities in the 
United States foster; and 
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Whereas the closure of a hospital in a rural 
community often results in severe economic 
decline in the community and the departure 
of physicians, nurses, pharmacists, and other 
health providers from the community, and 
forces patients to travel long distances for 
care or to delay receiving care, leading to de- 
creased health outcomes, higher costs, and 
added burden to patients: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes that access to hospitals and 
other health care providers for patients in 
rural areas of the United States is essential 
to the survival and success of communities 
in the United States; 

(2) recognizes that preserving and 
strengthening access to quality health care 
in rural areas of the United States is crucial 
to the success and prosperity of the United 
States; 

(8) recognizes that strengthening access to 
hospitals and other health care providers for 
patients in rural areas of the United States 
makes Medicare more cost-effective and im- 
proves health outcomes for patients; 

(4) recognizes that, in addition to the vital 
care that rural health care providers provide 
to patients, rural health care providers are 
integral to the local economies and are one 
of the largest types of employers in rural 
areas of the United States; and 

(5) celebrates the many dedicated medical 
professionals across the United States who 
work hard each day to deliver quality care to 
the nearly 1 in 5 people in the United States 
living in rural areas, because the dedication 
and professionalism of those medical profes- 
sionals preserves the special way of life and 
sense of community enjoyed and cherished 
by individuals in rural areas of the United 
States. 


ee 


SENATE RESOLUTION 27—DESIG- 
NATING THE WEEK OF FEB- 
RUARY 4 THROUGH 8, 2013, AS 
“NATIONAL SCHOOL COUNSELING 
WEEK” 


Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Ms. COL- 
LINS, Mr. ISAKSON, and Mr. LEVIN) sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 27 


Whereas the American School Counselor 
Association has designated the week of Feb- 
ruary 4 through 8, 2013, as ‘‘National School 
Counseling Week”; 

Whereas the importance of school coun- 
seling has been recognized through the inclu- 
sion of elementary- and secondary-school 
counseling programs in amendments to the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 6301 et seq.); 

Whereas school counselors have long advo- 
cated that the education system of the 
United States must provide equitable oppor- 
tunities for all students; 

Whereas personal and social growth results 
in increased academic achievement; 

Whereas school counselors help develop 
well-rounded students by guiding the stu- 
dents through academic, personal, social, 
and career development; 

Whereas school counselors play a vital role 
in ensuring that students are college- and ca- 
reer-ready, and are aware of financial aid 
and college opportunities; 

Whereas school counselors assist with and 
coordinate efforts to foster a positive school 
culture resulting in a safer learning environ- 
ment for all students; 

Whereas school counselors have been in- 
strumental in helping students, teachers, 
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and parents deal with personal trauma as 
well as tragedies in the community and the 
United States; 

Whereas students face myriad challenges 
every day, including peer pressure, bullying, 
depression, the deployment of family mem- 
bers to serve in conflicts overseas, and 
school violence; 

Whereas school counselors are one of the 
few professionals in a school building who 
are trained in both education and mental- 
health matters; 

Whereas the roles and responsibilities of 
school counselors are often misunderstood; 

Whereas the school-counselor position is 
often among the first to be eliminated to 
meet budgetary constraints; 

Whereas the national average ratio of stu- 
dents to school counselors of 471 to 1 is al- 
most twice that of the ratio of 250 to 1 rec- 
ommended by the American School Coun- 
selor Association, the National Association 
for College Admission Counseling, and other 
organizations; and 

Whereas the celebration of National 
School Counseling Week would increase 
awareness of the important and necessary 
role school counselors play in the lives of 
students in the United States: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates the week of February 4 
through 8, 2013, as ‘‘National School Coun- 
seling Week”; and 

(2) encourages the people of the United 
States to observe the week with appropriate 
ceremonies and activities that promote 
awareness of the role school counselors play 
in the school and the community at large in 
preparing students for fulfilling lives as con- 
tributing members of society. 


—— 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 10. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. COLLINS, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. 
RUBIO, and Mr. COCHRAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 47, to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 11. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 47, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 12. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 47, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 13. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 47, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 14. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
HATCH, and Mr. JOHANNS) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 47, supra. 

SA 15. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 47, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 16. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 47, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 17. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 47, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 18. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 47, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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SA 19. Mr. CORNYN (for himself and Mr. 
CRAPO) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 47, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 20. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr. 
KIRK) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 47, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 21. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 47, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 


EE 
AMENDMENTS 


SA 10. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. COLLINS, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. RUBIO, and Mr. COCH- 
RAN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to 
the bill S. 47, to reauthorize the Vi- 
olence Against Women Act of 1994; 
which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 


Strike section 302 and insert the following: 
SEC. 302. CREATING HOPE THROUGH OUTREACH, 
OPTIONS, SERVICES, AND EDU- 

CATION FOR CHILDREN AND YOUTH. 

Subtitle L of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 is amended by striking sections 
41201 through 41204 (42 U.S.C. 14048c through 
14043c-3) and inserting the following: 

“SEC. 41201. CREATING HOPE THROUGH OUT- 
REACH, OPTIONS, SERVICES, AND 
EDUCATION FOR CHILDREN AND 
YOUTH (‘CHOOSE CHILDREN & 
YOUTH’). 

“(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Attorney 
General, working in collaboration with the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services and 
the Secretary of Education, shall award 
grants to enhance the safety of youth and 
children who are victims of, or exposed to, 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking and pre- 
vent future violence. 

‘(b) PROGRAM PURPOSES.—Funds provided 
under this section may be used for the fol- 
lowing program purpose areas: 

‘1) SERVICES TO ADVOCATE FOR AND RE- 
SPOND TO YOUTH.—To develop, expand, and 
strengthen victim-centered interventions 
and services that target youth who are vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, and sex trafficking. 
Services may include victim services, coun- 
seling, advocacy, mentoring, educational 
support, transportation, legal assistance in 
civil, criminal and administrative matters, 
such as family law cases, housing cases, 
child welfare proceedings, campus adminis- 
trative proceedings, and civil protection 
order proceedings, population-specific serv- 
ices, and other activities that support youth 
in finding safety, stability, and justice and 
in addressing the emotional, cognitive, and 
physical effects of trauma. Funds may be 
used to— 

“(A) assess and analyze currently available 
services for youth victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, stalk- 
ing, and sex trafficking, determining rel- 
evant barriers to such services in a par- 
ticular locality, and developing a commu- 
nity protocol to address such problems col- 
laboratively; 

‘“(B) develop and implement policies, prac- 
tices, and procedures to effectively respond 
to domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking against 
youth; or 

‘(C) provide technical assistance and 
training to enhance the ability of school per- 
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sonnel, victim service providers, child pro- 
tective service workers, staff of law enforce- 
ment agencies, prosecutors, court personnel, 
individuals who work in after school pro- 
grams, medical personnel, social workers, 
mental health personnel, and workers in 
other programs that serve children and 
youth to improve their ability to appro- 
priately respond to the needs of children and 
youth who are victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, stalking, and 
sex trafficking, and to properly refer such 
children, youth, and their families to appro- 
priate services. 

“(2) SUPPORTING YOUTH THROUGH EDUCATION 
AND PROTECTION.—To enable middle schools, 
high schools, and institutions of higher edu- 
cation to— 

“(A) provide training to school personnel, 
including healthcare providers and security 
personnel, on the needs of students who are 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, or sex traf- 
ficking; 

“(B) develop and implement prevention 
and intervention policies in middle and high 
schools, including appropriate responses to, 
and identification and referral procedures 
for, students who are experiencing or perpe- 
trating domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, or sex trafficking, 
and procedures for handling the require- 
ments of court protective orders issued to or 
against students; 

“(C) provide support services for student 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, or sex traf- 
ficking, such as a resource person who is ei- 
ther on-site or on-call; 

“(D) implement developmentally appro- 
priate educational programming for students 
regarding domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, and sex trafficking 
and the impact of such violence on youth; or 

(E) develop strategies to increase identi- 
fication, support, referrals, and prevention 
programming for youth who are at high risk 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking. 

‘(c) ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this section, an entity shall 
be— 

“(A) a victim service provider, tribal non- 
profit, or population-specific or community- 
based organization with a demonstrated his- 
tory of effective work addressing the needs 
of youth who are, including runaway or 
homeless youth affected by, victims of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, stalking, or sex trafficking; 

“(B) a victim service provider that is 
partnered with an entity that has a dem- 
onstrated history of effective work address- 
ing the needs of youth; or 

“(C) a public, charter, tribal, or nationally 
accredited private middle or high school, a 
school administered by the Department of 
Defense under section 2164 of title 10, United 
States Code or section 1402 of the Defense 
Dependents’ Education Act of 1978, a group 
of schools, a school district, or an institution 
of higher education. 

‘(2) PARTNERSHIPS.— 

“(A) EDUCATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant for the purposes described in sub- 
section (b)(2), an entity described in para- 
graph (1) shall be partnered with a public, 
charter, tribal, or nationally accredited pri- 
vate middle or high school, a school adminis- 
tered by the Department of Defense under 
section 2164 of title 10, United States Code or 
section 1402 of the Defense Dependents’ Edu- 
cation Act of 1978, a group of schools, a 
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school district, or an institution of higher 
education. 

‘(B) OTHER PARTNERSHIPS.—AI] applicants 
under this section are encouraged to work in 
partnership with organizations and agencies 
that work with the relevant population. 
Such entities may include— 

“(i) a State, tribe, unit of local govern- 
ment, or territory; 

“(ii) a population specific or community- 
based organization; 

“(iii) batterer intervention programs or 
sex offender treatment programs with spe- 
cialized knowledge and experience working 
with youth offenders; or 

“(iv) any other agencies or nonprofit, non- 
governmental organizations with the capac- 
ity to provide effective assistance to the 
adult, youth, and child victims served by the 
partnership. 

‘(d) GRANTEE REQUIREMENTS.—Applicants 
for grants under this section shall establish 
and implement policies, practices, and proce- 
dures that— 

“(1) require and include appropriate refer- 
ral systems for child and youth victims; 

‘(2) protect the confidentiality and privacy 
of child and youth victim information, par- 
ticularly in the context of parental or third 
party involvement and consent, mandatory 
reporting duties, and working with other 
service providers all with priority on victim 
safety and autonomy; and 

‘“(3) ensure that all individuals providing 
intervention or prevention programming to 
children or youth through a program funded 
under this section have completed, or will 
complete, sufficient training in connection 
with domestic violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault, stalking, and sex trafficking. 

‘(e) DEFINITIONS AND GRANT CONDITIONS.— 
In this section, the definitions and grant 
conditions provided for in section 40002 shall 
apply. 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(g) ALLOTMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 50 percent 
of the total amount appropriated under this 
section for each fiscal year shall be used for 
the purposes described in subsection (b)(1). 

‘(2) INDIAN TRIBES.—Not less than 10 per- 
cent of the total amount appropriated under 
this section for each fiscal year shall be 
made available for grants under the program 
authorized by section 2015 of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968. 
The requirements of this section shall not 
apply to funds allocated under this para- 
graph. 

“(h) PRIORITY.—The Attorney General 
shall prioritize grant applications under this 
section that coordinate with prevention pro- 
grams in the community.’’. 


SA 11. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill S. 47, to reauthorize 
the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 186, strike line 5 and all 
that follows through page 187, line 3, and in- 
sert the following: 

SEC. 905. TRIBAL PROTECTION ORDERS. 

Section 2265 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsection (e) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(e) TRIBAL COURT JURISDICTION.—For pur- 
poses of this section, a court of an Indian 
tribe shall have full civil jurisdiction to 
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issue and enforce protection orders involving 
any person, including the authority to en- 
force any orders through civil contempt pro- 
ceedings, to exclude violators from Indian 
land, and to use other appropriate mecha- 
nisms, in matters arising anywhere in the 
Indian country of the Indian tribe (as defined 
in section 1151) or otherwise within the au- 
thority of the Indian tribe.’’. 

Beginning on page 193, strike line 20 and 
all that follows through page 194, line 3, and 
insert the following: 

SEC. 910. SPECIAL RULE FOR THE STATE OF 
ALASKA. 

(a) EXPANDED JURISDICTION.—In the State 
of Alaska, the amendments made by sections 
904 and 905 shall only apply to the Indian 
country (as defined in section 1151 of title 18, 
United States Code) of the Metlakatla Indian 
Community, Annette Island Reserve. 

(b) RETAINED JURISDICTION.—The jurisdic- 
tion and authority of each Indian tribe in 
the State of Alaska under section 2265(e) of 
title 18, United States Code (as in effect on 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
Act)— 

(1) shall remain in full force and effect; and 

(2) are not limited or diminished by this 
Act or any amendment made by this Act. 

(c) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this 
Act or an amendment made by this Act lim- 
its or diminishes the jurisdiction of the 
State of Alaska, any subdivision of the State 
of Alaska, or any Indian tribe in the State of 
Alaska. 


SA 12. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 47, to reauthorize the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Beginning on page 177, strike line 1 and all 
that follows through page 194, line 3, and in- 
sert the following: 

SEC. 904. AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL AS- 
SAULT STATUTE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 118 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) Assault with intent to commit murder 
or a violation of section 2241 or 2242, by a fine 
under this title, imprisonment for not more 
than 20 years, or both.”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘felony 
under chapter 109A” and inserting ‘‘violation 
of section 2241 or 2242’’; 

(C) in paragraph (8) by striking ‘‘and with- 
out just cause or excuse,’’; 

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking 
months” and inserting ‘‘1 year”; 

(E) in paragraph (7)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘substantial bodily injury 
to an individual who has not attained the 
age of 16 years” and inserting ‘‘substantial 
bodily injury to a spouse or intimate part- 
ner, a dating partner, or an individual who 
has not attained the age of 16 years”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘fine’’ and inserting ‘‘a 
fine”; and 

(F) by adding at the end the following: 

“(8) Assault of a spouse, intimate partner, 
or dating partner by strangling, suffocating, 
or attempting to strangle or suffocate, by a 
fine under this title, imprisonment for not 
more than 10 years, or both.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(b) As used in this sub- 
section—”’ and inserting the following: 

‘*(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking “and” 
at the end; 
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(C) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

““(3) the terms ‘dating partner’ and ‘spouse 
or intimate partner’ have the meanings 
given those terms in section 2266; 

(4) the term ‘strangling’ means inten- 
tionally, knowingly, or recklessly impeding 
the normal breathing or circulation of the 
blood of a person by applying pressure to the 
throat or neck, regardless of whether that 
conduct results in any visible injury or 
whether there is any intent to kill or 
protractedly injure the victim; and 

‘“(5) the term ‘suffocating’ means inten- 
tionally, knowingly, or recklessly impeding 
the normal breathing of a person by covering 
the mouth of the person, the nose of the per- 
son, or both, regardless of whether that con- 
duct results in any visible injury or whether 
there is any intent to kill or protractedly in- 
jure the victim.’’. 

(b) INDIAN MAJOR CRIMES.—Section 1153(a) 
of title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘assault with intent to commit 
murder, assault with a dangerous weapon, 
assault resulting in serious bodily injury (as 
defined in section 1365 of this title)” and in- 
serting ‘‘a felony assault under section 113”. 

(c REPEAT OFFENDERS.—Section 
2265A(b)(1)(B) of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting ‘‘or tribal” after 
“State”. 

SEC. 905. ANALYSIS AND RESEARCH ON VIO- 
LENCE AGAINST INDIAN WOMEN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 904(a) of the Vio- 
lence Against Women and Department of 
Justice Reauthorization Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 3796gg-10 note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The National” and insert- 
ing “Not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of the Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act of 2013, the National”; 
and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and in Native villages (as 
defined in section 3 of the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act (48 U.S.C. 1602))’’ be- 
fore the period at the end; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(A)— 

(A) in clause (iv), by striking “and” at the 
end; 

(B) in clause (v), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

““(vi) sex trafficking.’’; 

(8) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘this Act” 
and inserting ‘‘the Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act of 2013”; and 

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘this sec- 
tion $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 and 
2008” and inserting ‘‘this subsection $1,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 and 2015”. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 905(b)(2) of the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (28 U.S.C. 534 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 

SEC. 906. EFFECTIVE DATES; PILOT PROJECT. 

Except as provided in section 4, the amend- 
ments made by this title shall take effect on 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 907. INDIAN LAW AND ORDER COMMISSION; 
REPORT ON THE ALASKA RURAL 
JUSTICE AND LAW ENFORCEMENT 
COMMISSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 15(f) of the Indian 
Law Enforcement Reform Act (25 U.S.C. 
2812(f)) is amended by striking ‘‘2 years” and 
inserting ‘‘3 years’’. 

(b) REPORT.—The Attorney General, in con- 
sultation with the Attorney General of the 
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State of Alaska, the Commissioner of Public 
Safety of the State of Alaska, the Alaska 
Federation of Natives and Federally recog- 
nized Indian tribes in the State of Alaska, 
shall report to Congress not later than one 
year after enactment of this Act with re- 
spect to whether the Alaska Rural Justice 
and Law Enforcement Commission estab- 
lished under Section 112(a)(1) of the Consoli- 
dated Appropriations Act, 2004 should be con- 
tinued and appropriations authorized for the 
continued work of the commission. The re- 
port may contain recommendations for legis- 
lation with respect to the scope of work and 
composition of the commission. 

SEC. 908. LIMITATION. 

Nothing in this Act or any amendment 
made by this Act limits, alters, expands, or 
diminishes the civil or criminal jurisdiction 
of the State of Alaska, any subdivision of the 
State of Alaska, or any Indian tribe in the 
State of Alaska. 


SA 13. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 47, to reauthorize the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Beginning on page 177, strike line 1 and all 
that follows through page 187, line 3. 

Beginning on page 191, strike like 12 and 
all that follows through page 192, line 22, and 
insert the following: 

Except as provided in section 4, the amend- 
ments made by this title shall take effect on 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

Beginning on page 193, strike line 21 and 

all that follows through page 194, line 3, and 
insert the following: 
Nothing in this Act or any amendment made 
by this Act limits, alters, expands, or dimin- 
ishes the civil or criminal jurisdiction of the 
State of Alaska, any subdivision of the State 
of Alaska, or any Indian tribe in the State of 
Alaska. 


SA 14. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, 
Mr. HATCH, and Mr. JOHANNS) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill S. 47, to re- 
authorize the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013”. 

SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

The table of contents for this Act is as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 1. Short title. 

Sec. 2. Table of contents. 

Sec. 3. Universal definitions and grant con- 

ditions. 

TITLE I—ENHANCING JUDICIAL AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT TOOLS TO COMBAT VI- 
OLENCE AGAINST VICTIMS 

Sec. 101. Stop grants. 

Sec. 102. Grants to encourage accountability 
policies and enforcement of pro- 
tection orders. 

Legal assistance for victims. 

Consolidation of grants to support 
families in the justice system. 

Sex offender management. 

Court-appointed special advocate 
program. 

Criminal provision 
stalking, 
cyberstalking. 


103. 
104. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


105. 
106. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
107. 


Sec. relating to 


including 
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Sec. 108. Outreach and services to under- 

served populations grant. 

Culturally specific services grant. 

Reauthorization of child abuse 

training programs for judicial 
personnel and practitioners. 

Offset of restitution and other 

State judicial debts against in- 
come tax refund. 

TITLE II—IMPROVING SERVICES FOR 
VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 
DATING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, 
AND STALKING 

Sec. 201. Sexual assault services program. 

Sec. 202. Rural domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, stalking, 
and child abuse enforcement as- 
sistance. 

Sec. 203. Training and services to end vio- 
lence against women with dis- 
abilities grants. 

Sec. 204. Grant for training and services to 
end violence against women in 
later life. 

TITLE III—SERVICES, PROTECTION, AND 
JUSTICE FOR YOUNG VICTIMS OF VIO- 
LENCE 

Sec. 301. Rape prevention education grant. 

Sec. 302. Creating hope through outreach, 
options, services, and education 
for children and youth. 

Sec. 303. Grants to combat violent crimes on 
campuses. 

Sec. 304. Campus sexual violence, domestic 
violence, dating violence, and 
stalking education and preven- 
tion. 

TITLE IV—VIOLENCE REDUCTION 
PRACTICES 


Sec. 401. Study conducted by the centers for 

disease control and prevention. 

Sec. 402. Saving money and reducing trage- 

dies through prevention grants. 

TITLE V—STRENGTHENING THE 
HEALTHCARE SYSTEM’S RESPONSE TO 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING 

Sec. 501. Consolidation of grants to 

strengthen the healthcare sys- 
tem’s response to domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking. 

TITLE VI—SAFE HOMES FOR VICTIMS OF 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING 

Sec. 601. Housing protections for victims of 

domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalk- 


Sec. 109. 
Sec. 110. 


Sec. 111. 


ing. 

Sec. 602. Transitional housing assistance 
grants for victims of domestic 
violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault, and stalking. 

Sec. 603. Addressing the housing needs of 
victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking. 

TITLE VII—ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR 
VICTIMS OF VIOLENCE 


Sec. 701. National Resource Center on Work- 
place Responses to assist vic- 
tims of domestic and sexual vi- 
olence. 

TITLE VIII—IMMIGRATION PROVISIONS 


Sec. 801. Application of special rule for bat- 
tered spouse or child. 

Sec. 802. Clarification of the requirements 
applicable to U visas. 

Sec. 803. Protections for a fiancee or fiance 
of a citizen. 
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Sec. 804. Regulation of international mar- 
riage brokers. 

Sec. 805. GAO report. 

Sec. 806. Disclosure of information for na- 
tional security purposes. 

TITLE IX—SAFETY FOR INDIAN WOMEN 


Sec. 901. Grants to Indian tribal govern- 


ments. 

Sec. 902. Grants to Indian tribal coalitions. 

Sec. 903. Consultation. 

Sec. 904. Amendments to the Federal assault 
statute. 

Sec. 905. Analysis and research on violence 
against Indian women. 

Sec. 906. Effective date. 

Sec. 907. Tribal protection orders. 

Sec. 908. Alaska Rural Justice and Law En- 
forcement Commission. 

Sec. 909. Funding for Federal prosecutors 
and magistrate judges to pros- 
ecute and adjudicate domestic 
violence cases in Indian coun- 
try. 

TITLE X—VIOLENT CRIME AGAINST 
WOMEN 

Sec. 1001. Sexual abuse in custodial settings. 

Sec. 1002. Report on compliance with the 
DNA Fingerprint Act of 2005. 

Sec. 1003. Report on capacity utilization. 

Sec. 1004. Mandatory minimum sentence for 
aggravated sexual abuse. 

Sec. 1005. Removal of drunk drivers. 

Sec. 1006. Enhanced penalties for interstate 
domestic violence resulting in 
death, life-threatening bodily 
injury, permanent disfigure- 
ment, and serious bodily injury. 

Sec. 1007. Minimum penalties for the posses- 
sion of child pornography. 

Sec. 1008. Audit of Office for Victims of 
Crime. 

TITLE XI—THE SAFER ACT 

Sec. 1101. Short title. 

Sec. 1102. Debbie Smith grants for auditing 
sexual assault evidence back- 
logs. 

Sec. 1103. Reports to congress. 

Sec. 1104. Reducing the rape kit backlog. 

Sec. 1105. Oversight and accountability. 

Sec. 1106. Sunset. 

SEC. 3. UNIVERSAL DEFINITIONS AND GRANT 


CONDITIONS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Subsection (a) of section 
40002 of the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994 (42 U.S.C. 13925(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraphs (17), (18), (23), 
(83), (86), and (37); 

(2) by redesignating— 

(A) paragraph (37) as paragraph (47); 

(B) paragraphs (34) and (85) as paragraphs 
(48) and (44), respectively; 

(C) paragraphs (24) through (82) as para- 
graphs (32) through (40), respectively; 

(D) paragraphs (21) and (22) as paragraphs 
(28) and (29), respectively; 

(E) paragraphs (19) and (20) as paragraphs 
(25) and (26), respectively; 

(F) paragraph (18) as paragraph (22); 

(G) paragraphs (15) and (16) as paragraphs 
(20) and (21), respectively; 

(H) paragraph (13) as paragraph (19); 

(I) paragraph (14) as paragraph (18); 

(J) paragraphs (10) through (12) as para- 
graphs (15) through (17), respectively; 

(K) paragraph (9) as paragraph (18); 

(L) paragraph (6) as paragraph (12); 

(M) paragraphs (7) and (8) as paragraphs 
(10) and (11), respectively; 

(N) paragraph (1) as paragraph (7); 

(O) paragraph (5) as paragraph (6); 

(P) paragraph (8) as paragraph (5); and 

(Q) paragraph (2) as paragraph (3); 

(3) by inserting before paragraph (3), as re- 
designated, the following: 
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“(1) ALASKA NATIVE VILLAGE.—The term 
‘Alaska Native village’ has the same mean- 
ing given such term in the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1601 et 
seq.). 

‘(2) CHILD.—The term ‘child’ means a per- 
son who is under 11 years of age.”’; 

(4) in paragraph (8), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘serious harm.” and inserting ‘‘seri- 
ous harm to an unemancipated minor.”’; 

(5) in paragraph (5), as redesignated, by 
striking “The term” through ‘‘that—’’ and 
inserting ‘‘The term ‘community-based orga- 
nization’ means a nonprofit, nongovern- 
mental, or tribal organization that serves a 
specific geographic community that—’’; 

(6) by inserting after paragraph (7), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(8) CULTURALLY SPECIFIC.—The term ‘cul- 
turally specific’ means primarily directed to- 
ward racial and ethnic minority groups (as 
defined in section 1707(g) of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300u-6(g)). 

‘(9) CULTURALLY SPECIFIC SERVICES.—The 
term ‘culturally specific services’ means 
community-based services that offer cul- 
turally relevant and linguistically specific 
services and resources to culturally specific 
communities.’’; 

(7) in paragraph (12), as redesignated, by 
inserting ‘‘or intimate partner’ after 
“former spouse” and ‘‘as a spouse”; 

(8) by inserting after paragraph (13), as re- 
designated, the following: 

“(14) HOMELESS.—The term ‘homeless’ has 
the meaning provided in section 41403(6).”’; 

(9) in paragraph (20), as redesignated, by 
inserting ‘‘or Village Public Safety Officers’’ 
after ‘‘governmental victim services pro- 
grams”; 

(10) in paragraph (21), as redesignated, by 
inserting at the end the following: 

“Intake or referral, by itself, does not con- 
stitute legal assistance.” ; 

(11) by inserting after paragraph (21), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘*(22) PERSONALLY IDENTIFYING INFORMATION 
OR PERSONAL INFORMATION.—The term ‘per- 
sonally identifying information’ or ‘personal 
information’ means individually identifying 
information for or about an individual in- 
cluding information likely to disclose the lo- 
cation of a victim of domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking, re- 
gardless of whether the information is en- 
coded, encrypted, hashed, or otherwise pro- 
tected, including— 

“(A) a first and last name; 

‘(B) a home or other physical address; 

‘“(C) contact information (including a post- 
al, e-mail or Internet protocol address, or 
telephone or facsimile number); 

“(D) a social security number, driver li- 
cense number, passport number, or student 
identification number; and 

“(E) any other information, including date 
of birth, racial or ethnic background, or reli- 
gious affiliation, that would serve to identify 
any individual. 

‘*(23) POPULATION SPECIFIC ORGANIZATION.— 
The term ‘population specific organization’ 
means a nonprofit, nongovernmental organi- 
zation that primarily serves members of a 
specific underserved population and has dem- 
onstrated experience and expertise providing 
targeted services to members of that specific 
underserved population. 

‘(24) POPULATION SPECIFIC SERVICES.—The 
term ‘population specific services’ means 
victim-centered services that address the 
safety, health, economic, legal, housing, 
workplace, immigration, confidentiality, or 
other needs of victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking, 
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and that are designed primarily for and are 
targeted to a specific underserved popu- 
lation.”’; 

(12) in paragraph (25), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘services’’ and inserting ‘‘assist- 
ance”; 

(13) by inserting after paragraph (26), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(27) RAPE CRISIS CENTER.—The term ‘rape 
crisis center’ means a nonprofit, nongovern- 
mental, or tribal organization, or govern- 
mental entity in a State other than a Terri- 
tory that provides intervention and related 
assistance, as specified in section 
41601(b)(2)(C), to victims of sexual assault 
without regard to their age. In the case of a 
governmental entity, the entity may not be 
part of the criminal justice system (such as 
a law enforcement agency) and must be able 
to offer a comparable level of confidentiality 
as a nonprofit entity that provides similar 
victim services.”; 

(14) in paragraph (28), as redesignated— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
after the semicolon; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(C) by inserting at the end the following: 

“(C) any federally recognized Indian 
tribe.’’; 

(15) in paragraph (29), as redesignated— 

(A) by striking ‘52’? and inserting ‘‘57’’; 
and 

(B) by striking 
‘*250,000”’; 

(16) by inserting after paragraph (29), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(30) SEX TRAFFICKING.—The term ‘sex traf- 
ficking’ means any conduct proscribed by 
section 1591 of title 18, United States Code, 
whether or not the conduct occurs in inter- 
state or foreign commerce or within the spe- 
cial maritime and territorial jurisdiction of 
the United States. 

‘(31) SEXUAL ASSAULT.—The term ‘sexual 
assault’ means any nonconsensual sexual act 
proscribed by Federal, tribal, or State law, 
including when the victim lacks capacity to 
consent.”’; 

(17) by inserting after paragraph (40), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(41) UNDERSERVED POPULATIONS.—The 
term ‘underserved populations’ means popu- 
lations who face barriers in accessing and 
using victim services, and includes popu- 
lations underserved because of geographic lo- 
cation, underserved racial and ethnic popu- 
lations, populations underserved because of 
special needs (such as language barriers, dis- 
abilities, alienage status, or age), and any 
other population determined to be under- 
served by the Attorney General or by the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services, as 
appropriate. 

‘(42) UNIT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT.—The 
term ‘unit of local government’ means any 
city, county, township, town, borough, par- 
ish, village, or other general purpose polit- 
ical subdivision of a State.’’; and 

(18) by inserting after paragraph (44), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(45) VICTIM SERVICE PROVIDER.—The term 
‘victim service provider’ means a nonprofit, 
nongovernmental or tribal organization or 
rape crisis center, including a State or tribal 
coalition, that assists domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking 
victims, including domestic violence shel- 
ters, faith-based organizations, and other or- 
ganizations, with a documented history of ef- 
fective work concerning domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

‘(46) VICTIM SERVICES OR SERVICES.—The 
terms ‘victim services’ and ‘services’ mean 
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services provided to victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, including telephonic or web-based 
hotlines, legal advocacy, economic advocacy, 
emergency and transitional shelter, accom- 
paniment and advocacy through medical, 
civil or criminal justice, immigration, and 
social support systems, crisis intervention, 
short-term individual and group support 
services, information and referrals, cul- 
turally specific services, population specific 
services, and other related supportive serv- 
ices. 

“(47) YOUTH.—The term ‘youth’ means a 
person who is 11 to 20 years old.’’. 

(b) GRANTS CONDITIONS.—Subsection (b) of 
section 40002 of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 138925(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 


(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking 
clauses (i) and (ii) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 


““(j) disclose, reveal, or release any person- 
ally identifying information or individual in- 
formation collected in connection with serv- 
ices requested, utilized, or denied through 
grantees’ and subgrantees’ programs, regard- 
less of whether the information has been en- 
coded, encrypted, hashed, or otherwise pro- 
tected; or 

‘“(ii) disclose, reveal, or release individual 

client information without the informed, 
written, reasonably time-limited consent of 
the person (or in the case of an 
unemancipated minor, the minor and the 
parent or guardian or in the case of legal in- 
capacity, a court-appointed guardian) about 
whom information is sought, whether for 
this program or any other Federal, State, 
tribal, or territorial grant program, except 
that consent for release may not be given by 
the abuser of the minor, incapacitated per- 
son, or the abuser of the other parent of the 
minor. 
If a minor or a person with a legally ap- 
pointed guardian is permitted by law to re- 
ceive services without the parent’s or guard- 
ian’s consent, the minor or person with a 
guardian may release information without 
additional consent.’’; 

(B) by amending subparagraph (D), to read 
as follows: 

“(D) INFORMATION SHARING.— 

“(i) Grantees and subgrantees may share— 

“(I) nonpersonally identifying data in the 
aggregate regarding services to their clients 
and nonpersonally identifying demographic 
information in order to comply with Federal, 
State, tribal, or territorial reporting, evalua- 
tion, or data collection requirements; 

“(TT) court-generated information and law 
enforcement-generated information con- 
tained in secure, governmental registries for 
protection order enforcement purposes; and 

“(III) law enforcement-generated and pros- 
ecution-generated information necessary for 
law enforcement, intelligence, national secu- 
rity, or prosecution purposes. 

‘“(ii) In no circumstances may— 

“(T) an adult, youth, or child victim of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking be required to provide a 
consent to release his or her personally iden- 
tifying information as a condition of eligi- 
bility for the services provided by the grant- 
ee or subgrantee; 

“(II) any personally identifying informa- 
tion be shared in order to comply with Fed- 
eral, tribal, or State reporting, evaluation, 
or data collection requirements, whether for 
this program or any other Federal, tribal, or 
State grant program.”’; 

(C) by redesignating subparagraph (E) as 
subparagraph (F); 
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(D) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 
following: 

“(E) STATUTORILY MANDATED REPORTS OF 
ABUSE OR NEGLECT.—Nothing in this section 
prohibits a grantee or subgrantee from re- 
porting suspected abuse or neglect, as those 
terms are defined by law, where specifically 
mandated by the State or tribe involved.’’; 
and 

(E) by inserting after subparagraph (F), as 
redesignated, the following: 

‘(G) CONFIDENTIALITY ASSESSMENT AND AS- 
SURANCES.—Grantees and subgrantees must 
document their compliance with the con- 
fidentiality and privacy provisions required 
under this section.’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(3) APPROVED ACTIVITIES.—In carrying out 
the activities under this title, grantees and 
subgrantees may collaborate with, or provide 
information to Federal, State, local, tribal, 
and territorial public officials and agencies 
to develop and implement policies and de- 
velop and promote State, local, or tribal leg- 
islation or model codes designed to reduce or 
eliminate domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (7), by inserting at the end 
the following: 

“Final reports of such evaluations shall be 
made available to the public via the agency’s 
website.’’; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (11) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(12) DELIVERY OF LEGAL ASSISTANCE.—Any 
grantee or subgrantee providing legal assist- 
ance with funds awarded under this title 
shall comply with the eligibility require- 
ments in section 1201(d) of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg— 
6(d)). 

‘*(13) CIVIL RIGHTS.— 

‘“(A) NONDISCRIMINATION.—No person in the 
United States shall on the basis of actual or 
perceived race, color, religion, national ori- 
gin, sex, or disability be excluded from par- 
ticipation in, be denied the benefits of, or be 
subjected to discrimination under any pro- 
gram or activity funded in whole or in part 
with funds made available under the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 1994 (title IV of 
Public Law 103-322; 108 Stat. 1902), the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 2000 (division B 
of Public Law 106-386; 114 Stat. 1491), the Vio- 
lence Against Women and Department of 
Justice Reauthorization Act of 2005 (title IX 
of Public Law 109-162; 119 Stat. 3080), the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013, and any other program or activity fund- 
ed in whole or in part with funds appro- 
priated for grants, cooperative agreements, 
and other assistance administered by the Of- 
fice on Violence Against Women. 

“(B) EXCEPTION.—If gender segregation or 
gender-specific programming is necessary to 
the essential operation of a program, noth- 
ing in this paragraph shall prevent any such 
program or activity from consideration of an 
individual’s gender. In such circumstances, 
alternative reasonable accommodations are 
sufficient to meet the requirements of this 
paragraph. 

‘(C) DISCRIMINATION.—The provisions of 
paragraphs (2) through (4) of section 809(c) of 
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets 
Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3789d(c)) apply to viola- 
tions of subparagraph (A). 

“(D) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing contained in 
this paragraph shall be construed, inter- 
preted, or applied to supplant, displace, pre- 
empt, or otherwise diminish the responsibil- 
ities and liabilities under other State or Fed- 
eral civil rights law, whether statutory or 
common. 


February 7, 2013 


‘(14) CLARIFICATION OF VICTIM SERVICES AND 
LEGAL ASSISTANCE.—Victim services and 
legal assistance provided under this title 
may include services and assistance to vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking who are also vic- 
tims of severe forms of trafficking in persons 
as defined by section 103 of the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 
7102). 

(15) ACCOUNTABILITY.—AIl grants awarded 
by the Attorney General that are authorized 
under this Act shall be subject to the fol- 
lowing accountability provisions: 

“(A) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.—Beginning in 
fiscal year 2014, and in each fiscal year there- 
after, the Inspector General of the Depart- 
ment of Justice shall conduct an audit of not 
fewer than 10 percent of all recipients of 
grants under this Act to prevent waste, 
fraud, and abuse of funds by grantees. 

‘(B) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—A recipient 
of grant funds under this Act that is found to 
have an unresolved audit finding shall not be 
eligible to receive grant funds under this Act 
during the 2 fiscal years beginning after the 
12-month period described in subparagraph 
(Œ). 

“(C) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this Act, the Attorney General shall give pri- 
ority to eligible entities that, during the 3 
fiscal years before submitting an application 
for a grant under this Act, did not have an 
unresolved audit finding showing a violation 
in the terms or conditions of a Department 
of Justice grant program. 

“(D) REIMBURSEMENT.—If an entity is 
awarded grant funds under this Act during 
the 2-fiscal-year period in which the entity is 
barred from receiving grants under subpara- 
graph (B), the Attorney General shall— 

“(i) deposit an amount equal to the grant 
funds that were improperly awarded to the 
grantee into the General Fund of the Treas- 
ury; and 

“(ii) seek to recoup the costs of the repay- 
ment to the fund from the grant recipient 
that was erroneously awarded grant funds. 

(E) UNRESOLVED AUDIT FINDING DEFINED.— 
In this paragraph, the term ‘unresolved audit 
finding’ means an audit report finding, state- 
ment, or recommendation that the grantee 
has utilized grant funds for an unauthorized 
expenditure or otherwise unallowable cost 
that is not closed or resolved within a 12- 
month period beginning on the date of an 
initial notification of the finding or rec- 
ommendation. 

‘(F) NONPROFIT ORGANIZATION REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

“(i) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion and the grant programs described in 
this Act, the term ‘nonprofit organization’ 
means an organization that is described in 
section 501(c)(8) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 and is exempt from taxation under 
section 501(a) of such Code. 

“(ii) PROHIBITION.—The Attorney General 
shall not award a grant under any grant pro- 
gram described in this Act to a nonprofit or- 
ganization that holds money in offshore ac- 
counts for the purpose of avoiding paying the 
tax described in section 511(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

“iii) DISCLOSURE.—Each nonprofit organi- 
zation that is awarded a grant under a grant 
program described in this Act and uses the 
procedures prescribed in regulations to cre- 
ate a rebuttable presumption of reasonable- 
ness for the compensation of its officers, di- 
rectors, trustees, and key employees, shall 
disclose to the Attorney General, in the ap- 
plication for the grant, the process for deter- 
mining such compensation, including the 
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independent persons involved in reviewing 
and approving such compensation, the com- 
parability data used, and contemporaneous 
substantiation of the deliberation and deci- 
sion. Upon request, the Attorney General 
shall make the information disclosed under 
this subsection available for public inspec- 
tion. 

“(G) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Unless 
otherwise explicitly provided in authorizing 
legislation, not more than 7.5 percent of the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated under 
this Act may be used by the Attorney Gen- 
eral for salaries and administrative expenses 
of the Department of Justice. 

‘(H) CONFERENCE EXPENDITURES.— 

“(i) LIMITATION.—No amounts authorized 
to be appropriated to the Department of Jus- 
tice, or Department of Health and Human 
Services under this Act may be used by the 
Attorney General, the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, or by any individual or 
organization awarded funds under this Act, 
to host or support any expenditure for con- 
ferences, unless in the case of the Depart- 
ment of Justice, the Deputy Attorney Gen- 
eral or the appropriate Assistant Attorney 
General, or in the case of the Department of 
Health and Human Services the Deputy Sec- 
retary, provides prior written authorization 
that the funds may be expended to host a 
conference. 

“Gi) WRITTEN APPROVAL.—Written ap- 
proval under clause (i) may not be delegated 
and shall include a written estimate of all 
costs associated with the conference, includ- 
ing the cost of all food and beverages, audio/ 
visual equipment, honoraria for speakers, 
and any entertainment. 

“(ii) REPORT.—The Deputy Attorney Gen- 
eral and Deputy Secretary shall submit an 
annual report to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary of the Senate and the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the House of Representa- 
tives on all conference expenditures ap- 
proved and denied. 

‘(I) PROHIBITION ON LOBBYING ACTIVITY.— 

“(j) IN GENERAL.—Amounts authorized to 
be appropriated under this Act may not be 
utilized by any grant recipient to— 

“(I) lobby any representative of the De- 
partment of Justice regarding the award of 
grant funding; or 

“(II) lobby any representative of a Federal, 
State, local, or tribal government regarding 
the award of grant funding. 

‘“(ii) PENALTY.—If the Attorney General de- 
termines that any recipient of a grant under 
this Act has violated clause (i), the Attorney 
General shall— 

“(I) require the grant recipient to repay 
the grant in full; and 

‘“(II) prohibit the grant recipient from re- 
ceiving another grant under this Act for not 
less than 5 years. 

“(J) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION.—Beginning in 
the first fiscal year beginning after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Assistant 
Attorney General for the Office of Justice 
Programs, the Director of the Office on Vio- 
lence Against Women, and the Deputy Sec- 
retary for Health and Human Services shall 
submit to the Committee on the Judiciary 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the Committee on the Judiciary 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives an annual certifi- 
cation that— 

“(i) all audits issued by the Office of the 
Inspector General under subparagraph (A) 
have been completed and reviewed by the As- 
sistant Attorney General for the Office of 
Justice Programs; 

“Gi) all mandatory exclusions required 
under subparagraph (B) have been issued; 
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“(iii) all reimbursements required under 
subparagraph (D) have been made; and 

“(iv) includes a list of any grant recipients 
excluded under subparagraph (B) from the 
previous year.”’. 


TITLE I—ENHANCING JUDICIAL AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT TOOLS TO COMBAT VIO- 
LENCE AGAINST VICTIMS 


SEC. 101. STOP GRANTS. 


Title I of the Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3711 et 
seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 1001(a)(18) (42 U.S.C. 
3793(a)(18)), by striking ‘‘$225,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2007 through 2011” and insert- 
ing ‘‘$222,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”; 

(2) in section 2001 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg), by 
striking ‘‘against women” each place that 
term appears and inserting ‘‘against vic- 
tims”; 

(3) in section 2001(b) (42 U.S.C. 3796gg(b)), 
as amended by paragraph (2)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)— 

G) by striking “equipment” and inserting 
“resources”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘for the protection and 
safety of victims,” before ‘‘and_ specifi- 
cally,’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘sexual 
assault” and all that follows through ‘‘dat- 
ing violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking”’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘sexual as- 
sault and domestic violence” and inserting 
“domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking”; 

(D) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘sexual 
assault and domestic violence” and inserting 
“domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking, as well as the appro- 
priate treatment of victims”; 

(E) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘sexual assault and domes- 
tic violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, 
“identifying”; 

(F) in paragraph (5)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘and legal assistance” 
after ‘‘victim services”; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘domestic violence and dat- 
ing violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, and stalking”; 

(iii) by striking ‘‘sexual assault and domes- 
tic violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking”; and 

(iv) by striking ‘‘including crimes” and all 
that follows and inserting ‘‘including crimes 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking;”’; 

(G) by striking paragraph (6) and redesig- 
nating paragraphs (7) through (14) as para- 
graphs (6) through (13), respectively; 

(H) in paragraph (6), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G), by striking ‘‘sexual as- 
sault and domestic violence” and inserting 
“domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking”’; 

(I) in paragraph (7), as redesignated by sub- 
paragraph (G), by striking ‘‘and dating vio- 
lence” and inserting ‘‘dating violence, and 
stalking”’’; 

(J) in paragraph (9), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G), by striking ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence or sexual assault’’ and inserting ‘‘do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking”; 

(K) in paragraph (12), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G)— 


classifying,” after 
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(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘triage 
protocols to ensure that dangerous or poten- 
tially lethal cases are identified and 
prioritized” and inserting ‘‘the use of evi- 
dence-based indicators to assess the risk of 
domestic and dating violence homicide and 
prioritize dangerous or potentially lethal 
cases’’; and 

(ii) by striking “and” at the end; 

(L) in paragraph (13), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G)— 

(i) by striking ‘to provide” and inserting 
“providing”; 

Gi) by striking 
mental’’; 

(iii) by striking the comma after ‘‘local 
governments”; and 

(iv) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(M) by inserting after paragraph (18), as re- 
designated by subparagraph (G), the fol- 
lowing: 

“(14) developing and promoting State, 
local, or tribal legislation and policies that 
enhance best practices for responding to do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking; 

‘“(15) developing, implementing, or enhanc- 
ing Sexual Assault Response Teams, or other 
similar coordinated community responses to 
sexual assault; 

‘(16) developing and strengthening poli- 
cies, protocols, best practices, and training 
for law enforcement agencies and prosecu- 
tors relating to the investigation and pros- 
ecution of sexual assault cases and the ap- 
propriate treatment of victims; 

“(17) developing, enlarging, or strength- 
ening programs addressing sexual assault 
against men, women, and youth in correc- 
tional and detention settings; 

(18) identifying and conducting inven- 
tories of backlogs of sexual assault evidence 
collection kits and developing protocols and 
policies for responding to and addressing 
such backlogs, including protocols and poli- 
cies for notifying and involving victims; and 

‘(19) developing, enhancing, or strength- 
ening prevention and educational program- 
ming to address domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, or stalking, with not 
more than 5 percent of the amount allocated 
to a State to be used for this purpose.’’; and 

(N) in the flush text at the end, by striking 
“paragraph (14)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
43)”; 

(4) in section 2007 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg-1)— 

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘non- 
profit nongovernmental victim service pro- 
grams” and inserting ‘‘victim service pro- 
viders’’; 

(B) in subsection (b)(6), by striking ‘‘(not 
including populations of Indian tribes)”; 

(C) in subsection (c)— 

(i) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(2) grantees and subgrantees shall develop 
a plan for implementation and may consult 
and coordinate with— 

“(A) the State sexual assault coalition; 

“(B) the State domestic violence coalition; 

“(C) the law enforcement entities within 
the State; 

‘“(D) prosecution offices; 

“(E) State and local courts; 

“(F) Tribal governments in those States 
with State or federally recognized Indian 
tribes; 

‘“(G) representatives from underserved pop- 
ulations; 

‘“(H) victim service providers; 

‘(T) population specific organizations; and 

“(J) other entities that the State or the 
Attorney General identifies as needed for the 
planning process;”’; 


“nonprofit nongovern- 
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(ii) by striking paragraph (4); 

(iii) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para- 
graph (4); 

(iv) by inserting after paragraph (2), as 
amended by clause (i), the following: 

““(3) grantees shall coordinate the State 
implementation plan described in paragraph 
(2) with the State plans described in section 
307 of the Family Violence Prevention and 
Services Act (42 U.S.C. 10407) and the plans 
described in the Victims of Crime Act of 1984 
(42 U.S.C. 10601 et seq.) and section 393A of 
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
280b-1b).”’; 

(v) in paragraph (4), as redesignated by 
clause (ii)— 

(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and 
not less than 25 percent shall be allocated for 
prosecutors”; 

(ID) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and 
(C) as subparagraphs (C) and (D); 

(III) by inserting after subparagraph (A), 
the following: 

‘“(B) not less than 25 percent shall be allo- 
cated for prosecutors;”; 

(IV) in subparagraph (C), as redesignated 
by subclause (II), by striking ‘‘culturally 
specific community based”? and inserting 
“population specific”; and 

(V) in subparagraph (D) as redesignated by 
subclause (II) by striking ‘‘for’’ and inserting 
“to”; and 

(vi) by adding at the end the following: 

“(5) not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act, and every year there- 
after, not less than 30 percent of the total 
amount granted to a State under this part 
shall be allocated for programs or projects 
that meaningfully address sexual assault, in- 
cluding stranger rape, acquaintance rape, al- 
cohol or drug-facilitated rape, and rape with- 
in the context of an intimate partner rela- 
tionship.”’; 

(D) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: 

“(d) APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS.—An ap- 
plication for a grant under this section shall 
include— 

“(1) the certifications of qualification re- 
quired under subsection (c); 

‘“(2) proof of compliance with the require- 
ments for the payment of forensic medical 
exams and judicial notification, described in 
section 2010; 

““(3) proof of compliance with the require- 
ments for paying fees and costs relating to 
domestic violence and protection order 
cases, described in section 2011 of this title; 

“*(4) proof of compliance with the require- 
ments prohibiting polygraph examinations 
of victims of sexual assault, described in sec- 
tion 2013 of this title; 

“(5) an implementation plan required 
under subsection (i); and 

‘“(6) any other documentation that the At- 
torney General may require.”’; 

(E) in subsection (e)— 

(i) in paragraph (2)— 

(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘do- 
mestic violence and sexual assault” and in- 
serting ‘‘domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking”; and 

(II) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘lin- 
guistically and culturally” and inserting 
“population”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

“*(8) CONDITIONS.—In disbursing grants 
under this part, the Attorney General may 
impose reasonable conditions on grant 
awards to ensure that the States meet statu- 
tory, regulatory, and other programs re- 
quirements.”’; 

(F) in subsection (f), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘, except that, for 
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purposes of this subsection, the costs of the 
projects for victim services or tribes for 
which there is an exemption under section 
40002(b)(1) of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13925(b)(1)) shall not 
count toward the total costs of the 
projects.’’; and 
(G) by adding at the end the following: 


“(i) IMPLEMENTATION PLANS.—A State ap- 
plying for a grant under this part shall— 

“(1) develop an implementation plan in 
consultation with the entities listed in sub- 
section (c)(2), that identifies how the State 
will use the funds awarded under this part; 
and 

(2) submit to the Attorney General— 

‘(A) the implementation plan developed 
under paragraph (1); 

“(B) documentation from each member of 
the planning committee as to their partici- 
pation in the planning process; 

“(C) documentation from the prosecution, 
law enforcement, court, and victim services 
programs to be assisted, describing— 

“(i) the need for the grant funds; 

“(ii) the intended use of the grant funds; 

“(iii) the expected result of the grant 
funds; and 

“(iv) the demographic characteristics of 
the populations to be served, including age, 
disability, race, ethnicity, and language 
background; 

‘(D) a description of how the State will en- 
sure that any subgrantees will consult with 
victim service providers during the course of 
developing their grant applications in order 
to ensure that the proposed activities are de- 
signed to promote the safety, confiden- 
tiality, and economic independence of vic- 
tims; 

“(E) demographic data on the distribution 
of underserved populations within the State 
and a description of how the State will meet 
the needs of underserved populations, includ- 
ing the minimum allocation for population 
specific services required under subsection 
(c)(4)(C); 

‘(F) a description of how the State plans 
to meet the requirements of subsection 
(c)(5); 

‘(G) goals and objectives for reducing do- 
mestic violence-related homicides within the 
State; and 

“(H) any other information requested by 
the Attorney General.’’; 

(5) in section 2010 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg—4)— 

(A) in subsection (a), by striking paragraph 
(1) and inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A State, Indian tribal 
government, or unit of local government 
shall not be entitled to funds under this part 
unless the State, Indian tribal government, 
unit of local government, or another govern- 
mental entity— 

“(A) incurs the full out-of-pocket cost of 
forensic medical exams described in sub- 
section (b) for victims of sexual assault; and 

‘“(B) coordinates with health care providers 
in the region to notify victims of sexual as- 
sault of the availability of rape exams at no 
cost to the victims.”’’; 

(B) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or’’ after 
the semicolon; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; or” and 
inserting a period; and 

(iii) by striking paragraph (3); 

(C) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘, except 
that such funds” and all that follows and in- 
serting a period; and 

(D) by amended subsection (d) to read as 
follows: 


“(d) NONCOOPERATION.— 
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‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be in compliance with 
this section, a State, Indian tribal govern- 
ment, or unit of local government shall com- 
ply with subsection (b) without regard to 
whether the victim participates in the crimi- 
nal justice system or cooperates with law en- 
forcement. 

“(2) COMPLIANCE PERIOD.—States, terri- 
tories, and Indian tribal governments shall 
have 3 years from the date of enactment of 
this Act to come into compliance with this 
subsection.’’; and 

(6) in section 2011(a)(1) (42 U.S.C. 3796gg— 
5(a)(1))— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘modification, 
ment, dismissal,” after ‘“‘registration,’ 
place it appears; and 

(B) by striking ‘domestic violence” and all 
that follows through ‘“‘sexual assault” and 
inserting ‘‘domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking”. 

SEC. 102. GRANTS TO ENCOURAGE ACCOUNT- 
ABILITY POLICIES AND ENFORCE- 
MENT OF PROTECTION ORDERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part U of title I of the 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act 
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796hh et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 2101 (42 U.S.C. 3796hh)— 

(A) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘States,’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘units of local government” and in- 
serting ‘‘grantees”’; 

(ii) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and en- 
forcement of protection orders across State 
and tribal lines but not policies that man- 
date the arrest of an individual by law en- 
forcement in responding to an incident of do- 
mestic violence in the absence of probable 
cause” before the period; 

(iii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and 
training in police departments to improve 
tracking of cases” and inserting ‘‘data col- 
lection systems, and training in police de- 
partments to improve tracking of cases and 
classification of complaints”; 

(iv) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘and pro- 
vide the appropriate training and education 
about domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking” after ‘‘com- 
puter tracking systems’’; 

(v) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘and 
other victim services” after ‘‘legal advocacy 
service programs”; 

(vi) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘judges’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Federal, State, tribal, terri- 
torial, and local judges, courts, and court- 
based and court-related personnel’’; 

(vii) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘and sex- 
ual assault” and inserting ‘‘dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking”; 

(viii) in paragraph (10), by striking ‘‘non- 
profit, non-governmental victim services or- 
ganizations,” and inserting ‘‘victim service 
providers, population specific organiza- 
tions,’’; and 

(ix) by adding at the end the following: 

“(14) To develop and implement training 
programs for prosecutors and other prosecu- 
tion-related personnel regarding best prac- 
tices to ensure offender accountability, vic- 
tim safety, and victim consultation in cases 
involving domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking. 

“(15) To develop or strengthen policies, 
protocols, and training for law enforcement 
officers, prosecutors, and the judiciary in 
recognizing, investigating, and prosecuting 
instances of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking. 

‘(16) To develop and promote State, local, 
or tribal legislation and policies that en- 
hance best practices for responding to the 
crimes of domestic violence, dating violence, 


enforce- 
> each 
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sexual assault, and stalking, including the 
appropriate treatment of victims. 

“(17) To develop, implement, or enhance 
sexual assault nurse examiner programs or 
sexual assault forensic examiner programs, 
including the hiring and training of such ex- 
aminers. 

(18) To develop, implement, or enhance 
Sexual Assault Response Teams or similar 
coordinated community responses to sexual 
assault. 

(19) To develop and strengthen policies, 
protocols, and training for law enforcement 
officers and prosecutors regarding the inves- 
tigation and prosecution of sexual assault 
cases and the appropriate treatment of vic- 
tims. 

‘(20) To provide human immunodeficiency 
virus testing programs, counseling, and pro- 
phylaxis for victims of sexual assault. 

‘(21) To identify and inventory backlogs of 
sexual assault evidence collection kits and 
to develop protocols for responding to and 
addressing such backlogs, including policies 
and protocols for notifying and involving 
victims. 

‘(22) To develop multidisciplinary high- 
risk teams focusing on reducing domestic vi- 
olence and dating violence homicides by— 

“(A) using evidence-based indicators to as- 
sess the risk of homicide and link high-risk 
victims to immediate crisis intervention 
services; 

“(B) identifying and managing high-risk 
offenders; and 

“(C) providing ongoing victim advocacy 
and referrals to comprehensive services in- 
cluding legal, housing, health care, and eco- 
nomic assistance.”’; 

(B) in subsection (c)— 

(i) in paragraph (1)— 

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by inserting ‘‘except for a court,’’ before 
“certify”; and 

(II) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as clauses (i) and (ii), and adjusting the 
margin accordingly; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘except 
for a court,” before ‘‘demonstrate’’; 

(iii) in paragraph (4)— 


(D) by inserting ‘‘modification, enforce- 


ment, dismissal,” after “registration,” each 
place it appears; 
(I) by inserting ‘‘dating violence,” after 


“domestic violence,’’; and 

(IIT) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 

(iv) in paragraph (5)— 

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘, not later than 3 years 
after the date of enactment of this section,”’’; 

(II) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as clauses (i) and (ii), and adjusting the 
margin accordingly; 

(III) in clause (ii), as redesignated by sub- 
clause (III) of this clause, by striking ‘‘sub- 
paragraph (A)? and inserting ‘‘clause (i)’’; 
and 

(IV) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting ‘‘; and’’; 

(v) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(5), as amended by this subparagraph, as sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (E), respectively; 

(vi) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), as redesignated by clause (v) of this sub- 
paragraph— 

(D) by striking the comma that imme- 
diately follows another comma; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘grantees are States” and 
inserting the following: ‘‘grantees are— 

“(1) States”; and 

(vii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) a State, tribal, or territorial domestic 
violence or sexual assault coalition or a vic- 
tim service provider that partners with a 
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State, Indian tribal government, or unit of 
local government that certifies that the 
State, Indian tribal government, or unit of 
local government meets the requirements 
under paragraph (1).”; 

(C) in subsection (d)— 

(i) in paragraph (1)— 

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by inserting ‘‘, policy,” after “law”; and 

(II) in subparagraph (A), by inserting “and 
the defendant is in custody or has been 
served with the information or indictment” 
before the semicolon; and 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“‘it’’ and 
inserting ‘‘its’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) ALLOCATION FOR SEXUAL ASSAULT.—Of 
the amounts appropriated for purposes of 
this part for each fiscal year, not less than 30 
percent shall be available for projects that 
address sexual assault, including stranger 
rape, acquaintance rape, alcohol or drug-fa- 
cilitated rape, and rape within the context of 
an intimate partner relationship.’’; and 

(2) in section 2102(a) (42 U.S.C. 3796hh— 
1(a))— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘court,’’ 
after ‘‘tribal government,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘non- 
profit, private sexual assault and domestic 
violence programs’’ and inserting ‘‘victim 
service providers and, as appropriate, popu- 
lation specific organizations’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1001(a)(19) of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3793(a)(19)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$75,000,000’’ and all that 
follows through ‘2011.’ and inserting 
“*$73,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’; and 

(2) by striking the period that immediately 
follows another period. 

SEC. 103. LEGAL ASSISTANCE FOR VICTIMS. 

Section 1201 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg-6) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘aris- 
ing as a consequence of’’ and inserting ‘‘re- 
lating to or arising out of”; and 

(B) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘‘or 
arising out of” after ‘‘relating to’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘AND 
GRANT CONDITIONS” after ‘‘DEFINITIONS’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and grant conditions’’ 
after ‘‘definitions’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘victims 
services organizations’’ and inserting ‘‘vic- 
tim service providers”; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (8) and inserting 
the following: 

(3) to implement, expand, and establish 
efforts and projects to provide competent, 
supervised pro bono legal assistance for vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking, except that not 
more than 10 percent of the funds awarded 
under this section may be used for the pur- 
pose described in this paragraph.”’; 

(4) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘this sec- 
tion has completed” and all that follows and 
inserting the following: ‘‘this section—”’ 

‘(A) has demonstrated expertise in pro- 
viding legal assistance or advocacy to vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking in the targeted 
population; or 

‘“(B)(i) is partnered with an entity or per- 
son that has demonstrated expertise de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); and 
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“(ii) has completed, or will complete, 
training in connection with domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, stalking, or sexual as- 
sault and related legal issues, including 
training on evidence-based risk factors for 
domestic and dating violence homicide;”’’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘stalking 
organization” and inserting ‘‘stalking victim 
service provider’’; and 

(5) in subsection (f)(1), by striking ‘‘this 
section” and all that follows and inserting 
the following: ‘‘this section $41,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

SEC. 104. CONSOLIDATION OF GRANTS TO SUP- 
PORT FAMILIES IN THE JUSTICE 
SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title III of division B of 
the Victims of Trafficking and Violence Pro- 
tection Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-386; 114 
Stat. 1509) is amended by striking the sec- 
tion preceding section 1302 (42 U.S.C. 10420), 
as amended by section 306 of the Violence 
Against Women and Department of Justice 
Reauthorization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109- 
162; 119 Stat. 316), and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 1301. COURT TRAINING AND SUPERVISED 
VISITATION IMPROVEMENTS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
may make grants to States, units of local 
government, courts (including juvenile 
courts), Indian tribal governments, nonprofit 
organizations, legal services providers, and 
victim services providers to improve the re- 
sponse of all aspects of the civil and criminal 
justice system to families with a history of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking, or in cases involving al- 
legations of child sexual abuse. 

“(b) USE OF FUNDS.—A grant under this 
section may be used to— 

“(1) provide supervised visitation and safe 
visitation exchange of children and youth by 
and between parents in situations involving 
domestic violence, dating violence, child sex- 
ual abuse, sexual assault, or stalking; 

‘“(2) develop and promote State, local, and 
tribal legislation, policies, and best practices 
for improving civil and criminal court func- 
tions, responses, practices, and procedures in 
cases involving a history of domestic vio- 
lence or sexual assault, or in cases involving 
allegations of child sexual abuse, including 
cases in which the victim proceeds pro se; 

“(3) educate court-based and court-related 
personnel (including custody evaluators and 
guardians ad litem) and child protective 
services workers on the dynamics of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking, including information on per- 
petrator behavior, evidence-based risk fac- 
tors for domestic and dating violence homi- 
cide, and on issues relating to the needs of 
victims, including safety, security, privacy, 
and confidentiality, including cases in which 
the victim proceeds pro se; 

“(4) provide appropriate resources in juve- 
nile court matters to respond to dating vio- 
lence, domestic violence, sexual assault (in- 
cluding child sexual abuse), and stalking and 
ensure necessary services dealing with the 
health and mental health of victims are 
available; 

“(5) enable courts or court-based or court- 
related programs to develop or enhance— 

“(A) court infrastructure (such as special- 
ized courts, consolidated courts, dockets, in- 
take centers, or interpreter services); 

“(B) community-based initiatives within 
the court system (such as court watch pro- 
grams, victim assistants, pro se victim as- 
sistance programs, or community-based sup- 
plementary services); 
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“(C) offender management, 
and accountability programs; 

“(D) safe and confidential information- 
storage and information-sharing databases 
within and between court systems; 

‘“(E) education and outreach programs to 
improve community access, including en- 
hanced access for underserved populations; 
and 

“(F) other projects likely to improve court 
responses to domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking; 

“(6) collect data and provide training and 
technical assistance, including developing 
State, local, and tribal model codes and poli- 
cies, to improve the capacity of grantees and 
communities to address the civil justice 
needs of victims of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking who 
have legal representation, who are pro- 
ceeding pro se, or are proceeding with the as- 
sistance of a legal advocate; and 

“(7) to improve training and education to 
assist judges, judicial personnel, attorneys, 
child welfare personnel, and legal advocates 
in the civil justice system. 

“*(¢) CONSIDERATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In making grants for 
purposes described in paragraphs (1) through 
(6) of subsection (b), the Attorney General 
shall consider— 

“(A) the number of families to be served by 
the proposed programs and services; 

““(B) the extent to which the proposed pro- 
grams and services serve underserved popu- 
lations; 

“(C) the extent to which the applicant 
demonstrates cooperation and collaboration 
with nonprofit, nongovernmental entities in 
the local community with demonstrated his- 
tories of effective work on domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, including State or tribal domestic 
violence coalitions, State or tribal sexual as- 
sault coalitions, local shelters, and programs 
for domestic violence and sexual assault vic- 
tims; and 

“(D) the extent to which the applicant 
demonstrates coordination and collaboration 
with State, tribal, and local court systems, 
including mechanisms for communication 
and referral. 

“(2) OTHER GRANTS.—In making grants 
under subsection (b)(8) the Attorney General 
shall take into account the extent to which 
the grantee has expertise addressing the ju- 
dicial system’s handling of family violence, 
child custody, child abuse and neglect, adop- 
tion, foster care, supervised visitation, di- 
vorce, and parentage. 

“(d) APPLICANT REQUIREMENTS.—The At- 
torney General may make a grant under this 
section to an applicant that— 

“(1) demonstrates expertise in the areas of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or child sexual abuse, as 
appropriate; 

‘“(2) ensures that any fees charged to indi- 
viduals for use of supervised visitation pro- 
grams and services are based on the income 
of those individuals, unless otherwise pro- 
vided by court order; 

“(3) demonstrates that adequate security 
measures, including adequate facilities, pro- 
cedures, and personnel capable of preventing 
violence, and adequate standards are, or will 
be, in place (including the development of 
protocols or policies to ensure that confiden- 
tial information is not shared with courts, 
law enforcement agencies, or child welfare 
agencies unless necessary to ensure the safe- 
ty of any child or adult using the services of 
a program funded under this section), if the 
applicant proposes to operate supervised vis- 


monitoring, 


February 7, 2013 


itation programs and services or safe visita- 
tion exchange; 

‘(4) certifies that the organizational poli- 
cies of the applicant do not require medi- 
ation or counseling involving offenders and 
victims being physically present in the same 
place, in cases where domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking is al- 
leged; 

“(5) certifies that any person providing 
legal assistance through a program funded 
under this section has completed or will 
complete training on domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, and stalking, in- 
cluding child sexual abuse, and related legal 
issues; and 

“(6) certifies that any person providing 
custody evaluation or guardian ad litem 
services through a program funded under 
this section has completed or will complete 
training developed with input from and in 
collaboration with a tribal, State, terri- 
torial, or local domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking organiza- 
tion or coalition on the dynamics of domes- 
tic violence and sexual assault, including 
child sexual abuse, that includes training on 
how to review evidence of past abuse and the 
use of evidenced-based theories to make rec- 
ommendations on custody and visitation. 

‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $22,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. Amounts ap- 
propriated pursuant to this subsection shall 
remain available until expended. 

‘“(f) ALLOTMENT FOR INDIAN TRIBES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 10 percent 
of the total amount available under this sec- 
tion for each fiscal year shall be available 
for grants under the program authorized by 
section 3796gg-10 of this title. 

‘(2) APPLICABILITY OF PART.—The require- 
ments of this section shall not apply to funds 
allocated for the program described in para- 
graph (1).”. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—Subtitle J of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048 et seq.) is 
repealed. 


SEC. 105. SEX OFFENDER MANAGEMENT. 


Section 40152(c) of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13941) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘$5,000,000’’ and all that fol- 
lows and inserting ‘‘$5,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2014 through 2018.”’. 

SEC. 106. COURT-APPOINTED SPECIAL ADVOCATE 
PROGRAM. 

Subtitle B of title II of the Crime Control 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 18011 et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in section 216 (42 U.S.C. 13012), by strik- 
ing “January 1, 2010” and inserting ‘‘January 
1, 2015”; 

(2) in section 217 (42 U.S.C. 13013)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Code of Ethics” in section 
(c)(2) and inserting ‘‘Standards for Pro- 
grams’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(e) REPORTING.—An organization that re- 
ceives a grant under this section for a fiscal 
year shall submit to the Administrator a re- 
port regarding the use of the grant for the 
fiscal year, including a discussion of out- 
come performance measures (which shall be 
established by the Administrator) to deter- 
mine the effectiveness of the programs of the 
organization in meeting the needs of chil- 
dren in the child welfare system.’’; and 

(3) in section 219(a) (42 U.S.C. 18014(a)), by 
striking ‘‘fiscal years 2007 through 2011” and 
inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2014 through 2018”. 
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SEC. 107. CRIMINAL PROVISION RELATING TO 
STALKING, INCLUDING 
CYBERSTALKING. 


Section 2261A of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

“§ 2261A. Stalking 

‘“‘Whoever— 

“(1) travels in interstate or foreign com- 
merce or is present within the special mari- 
time and territorial jurisdiction of the 
United States, or enters or leaves Indian 
country, with the intent to kill, injure, har- 
ass, intimidate, or place under surveillance 
with intent to kill, injure, harass, or intimi- 
date another person, and in the course of, or 
as a result of, such travel or presence en- 
gages in conduct that— 

“(A) places that person in reasonable fear 
of the death of, or serious bodily injury to— 

“(i) that person; 

“(ii) an immediate family member (as de- 
fined in section 115) of that person; or 

“(iii) a spouse or intimate partner of that 
person; or 

‘“(B) causes, attempts to cause, or would be 
reasonably expected to cause substantial 
emotional distress to a person described in 
clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of subparagraph (A); or 

‘(2) with the intent to kill, injure, harass, 
intimidate, or place under surveillance with 
intent to kill, injure, harass, or intimidate 
another person, uses the mail, any inter- 
active computer service or electronic com- 
munication service or electronic commu- 
nication system of interstate commerce, or 
any other facility of interstate or foreign 
commerce to engage in a course of conduct 
that— 

“(A) places that person in reasonable fear 
of the death of or serious bodily injury to a 
person described in clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of 
paragraph (1)(A); or 

‘“(B) causes, attempts to cause, or would be 
reasonably expected to cause substantial 
emotional distress to a person described in 
clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of paragraph (1)(A), 
shall be punished as provided in section 
2261(b) of this title.’’. 

SEC. 108. OUTREACH AND SERVICES TO UNDER- 
SERVED POPULATIONS GRANT. 

Section 120 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“SEC. 120. GRANTS FOR OUTREACH AND SERV- 
ICES TO UNDERSERVED POPU- 
LATIONS. 

‘(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts appro- 
priated under the grant programs identified 
in paragraph (2), the Attorney General shall 
take 2 percent of such appropriated amounts 
and combine them to award grants to eligi- 
ble entities described in subsection (b) of 
this section to develop and implement out- 
reach strategies targeted at adult, or youth, 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking in under- 
served populations and to provide victim 
services to meet the needs of adult and 
youth victims of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking in un- 
derserved populations. The requirements of 
the grant programs identified in paragraph 
(3) shall not apply to this grant program. 

‘(2) PROGRAMS COVERED.—The programs 
covered by paragraph (2) are the programs 
carried out under the following provisions: 

“(A) Section 2001 of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (STOP 
Grants). 

‘“(B) Section 2101 of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (Grants 
to Encourage Accountability Policies). 
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“(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—Eligible entities 
under this section are— 

“(1) population specific organizations that 
have demonstrated experience and expertise 
in providing population specific services in 
the relevant underserved communities or 
population specific organizations working in 
partnership with a victim service provider or 
domestic violence or sexual assault coali- 
tion; 

‘“(2) victim service providers offering popu- 
lation specific services for a specific under- 
served population; or 

“(3) victim service providers working in 
partnership with a national, State, or local 
organization that has demonstrated experi- 
ence and expertise in providing population 
specific services in the relevant underserved 
population. 

“(c) PLANNING GRANTS.—The Attorney 
General may use up to 20 percent of funds 
available under this section to make one- 
time planning grants to eligible entities to 
support the planning and development of 
specially designed and targeted programs for 
adult and youth victims in one or more un- 
derserved populations, including— 

“(1) identifying, building and strength- 
ening partnerships with potential collabo- 
rators within underserved populations, Fed- 
eral, State, tribal, territorial or local gov- 
ernment entities, and public and private or- 
ganizations; 

‘“(2) conducting a needs assessment of the 
community and the targeted underserved 
population or populations to determine what 
the barriers are to service access and what 
factors contribute to those barriers, using 
input from the targeted underserved popu- 
lation or populations; 

““(3) identifying promising prevention, out- 
reach and intervention strategies for victims 
from a targeted underserved population or 
populations; and 

““(4) developing a plan, with the input of 
the targeted underserved population or popu- 
lations, for implementing prevention, out- 
reach and intervention strategies to address 
the barriers to accessing services, promoting 
community engagement in the prevention of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking within the targeted un- 
derserved populations, and evaluating the 
program. 

“(d) IMPLEMENTATION GRANTS.—The Attor- 
ney General shall make grants to eligible en- 
tities for the purpose of providing or enhanc- 
ing population specific outreach and services 
to adult and youth victims in one or more 
underserved populations, including— 

“(1) working with Federal, State, tribal, 
territorial and local governments, agencies, 
and organizations to develop or enhance pop- 
ulation specific victim services; 

(2) strengthening the capacity of under- 
served populations to provide population 
specific victim services; 

““(3) strengthening the capacity of tradi- 
tional victim service providers to provide 
population specific services; 

“(4) strengthening the effectiveness of 
criminal and civil justice interventions by 
providing training for law enforcement, pros- 
ecutors, judges and other court personnel on 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking in underserved popu- 
lations; or 

“(5) working in cooperation with an under- 
served population to develop and implement 
outreach, education, prevention, and inter- 
vention strategies that highlight available 
resources and the specific issues faced by 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking from under- 
served populations. 
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“(e) APPLICATION.—An eligible entity desir- 
ing a grant under this section shall submit 
an application to the Director of the Office 
on Violence Against Women at such time, in 
such form, and in such manner as the Direc- 
tor may prescribe. 

“(f) REPORTS.—Each eligible entity receiv- 
ing a grant under this section shall submit 
to the Director of the Office on Violence 
Against Women a report that describes the 
activities carried out with grant funds. 

‘(¢) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
In addition to the funds identified in sub- 
section (a)(1), there are authorized to be ap- 
propriated to carry out this section $2,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘(h) DEFINITIONS AND GRANT CONDITIONS.— 
In this section the definitions and grant con- 
ditions in section 40002 of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 18925) 
shall apply.’’. 

SEC. 109. CULTURALLY SPECIFIC SERVICES 
GRANT. 

Section 121 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045a) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking 
“AND LINGUISTICALLY”’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘and linguistically” each 
place it appears; 

(3) by striking ‘‘and linguistic’? each place 
it appears; 

(4) by striking subsection (a)(2) and insert- 
ing: 

‘(2) PROGRAMS COVERED.—The programs 
covered by paragraph (1) are the programs 
carried out under the following provisions: 

‘(A) Section 2101 of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (Grants 
to Encourage Accountability Policies and 
Enforcement of Protection Orders). 

‘(B) Section 1401 of division B of the Vic- 
tims of Trafficking and Violence Protection 
Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg-6) (Legal Assist- 
ance for Victims). 

“(C) Section 40295 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 18971) (Rural 
Domestic Violence, Dating Violence, Sexual 
Assault, Stalking, and Child Abuse Enforce- 
ment Assistance). 

‘“(D) Section 40802a of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14041a) (En- 
hanced Training and Services to End Vio- 
lence Against Women Later in Life). 

“(E) Section 1402 of division B of the Vic- 
tims of Trafficking and Violence Protection 
Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg-7) (Education, 
Training, and Enhanced Services to End Vio- 
lence Against and Abuse of Women with Dis- 
abilities).’’; and 

(5) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘linguistic 
and’’. 

SEC. 110. REAUTHORIZATION OF CHILD ABUSE 
TRAINING PROGRAMS FOR JUDICIAL 
PERSONNEL AND PRACTITIONERS. 

Section 224(a) of the Victims of Child 
Abuse Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 18024(a)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$2,300,000’’ and all that 
follows and inserting ‘‘$2,300,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

SEC. 111. OFFSET OF RESTITUTION AND OTHER 
STATE JUDICIAL DEBTS AGAINST IN- 
COME TAX REFUND. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6402 of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to author- 
ity to make credits or refunds) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (g) 
through (1) as subsections (h) through (m), 
respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(g) COLLECTION OF PAST-DUE, LEGALLY 
ENFORCEABLE RESTITUTION AND OTHER STATE 
JUDICIAL DEBTS.— 
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“(1) IN GENERAL.—In any State which wish- 
es to collect past-due, legally enforceable 
State judicial debts, the chief justice of the 
State’s highest court shall designate a single 
State entity to communicate judicial debt 
information to the Secretary. In making 
such designation, the chief justice of the 
State’s highest court shall select, whenever 
practicable, a relevant State official or agen- 
cy responsible under State law for collecting 
the State’s income tax or other statewide ex- 
cise at the time of the designation. Upon re- 
ceiving notice from a State designated enti- 
ty that a named person owes a past-due, le- 
gally enforceable State judicial debt to or in 
such State, the Secretary shall, under such 
conditions as may be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary— 

“(A) reduce the amount of any overpay- 
ment payable to such person by the amount 
of such State judicial debt; 

‘“(B) pay the amount by which such over- 
payment is reduced under subparagraph (A) 
to such State designated entity and notify 
such State designated entity of such person’s 
name, taxpayer identification number, ad- 
dress, and the amount collected; and 

“(C) notify the person making such over- 

payment that the overpayment has been re- 
duced by an amount necessary to satisfy a 
past-due, legally enforceable State judicial 
debt. 
If an offset is made pursuant to a joint re- 
turn, the notice under subparagraph (B) shall 
include the names, taxpayer identification 
numbers, and addresses of each person filing 
such return. 

‘(2) PRIORITIES FOR OFFSET.—Any overpay- 
ment by a person shall be reduced pursuant 
to this subsection— 

‘(A) after such overpayment is reduced 
pursuant to— 

“(i) subsection (a) with respect to any li- 
ability for any internal revenue tax on the 
part of the person who made the overpay- 
ment; 

“(ii) subsection (c) with respect to past-due 
support; 

“(iii) subsection (d) with respect to any 
past-due, legally enforceable debt owed to a 
Federal agency; and 

“(iv) subsection (e) with respect to any 
past-due, legally enforceable State income 
tax obligations; and 

‘(B) before such overpayment is credited 

to the future liability for any Federal inter- 
nal revenue tax of such person pursuant to 
subsection (b). 
If the Secretary receives notice from 1 or 
more State designated entities of more than 
1 debt subject to paragraph (1) that is owed 
by such person to such State agency or State 
judicial branch, any overpayment by such 
person shall be applied against such debts in 
the order in which such debts accrued. 

‘(3) NOTICE; CONSIDERATION OF EVIDENCE.— 
Rules similar to the rules of subsection (e)(4) 
shall apply with respect to debts under this 
subsection. 

‘(4)  PAST-DUE, LEGALLY 
STATE JUDICIAL DEBT.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub- 
section, the term ‘past-due, legally enforce- 
able State judicial debt’ means a debt— 

“(i) which resulted from a judgment or sen- 
tence rendered by any court or tribunal of 
competent jurisdiction which— 

“(I) handles criminal or traffic cases in the 
State; and 

“(ID) has determined an amount of State 
judicial debt to be due; and 

“(ii) which resulted from a State judicial 
debt which has been assessed and is past-due 
but not collected. 


ENFORCEABLE 
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“(B) STATE JUDICIAL DEBT.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘State judicial debt’ 
includes court costs, fees, fines, assessments, 
restitution to victims of crime, and other 
monies resulting from a judgment or sen- 
tence rendered by any court or tribunal of 
competent jurisdiction handling criminal or 
traffic cases in the State. 

“(5) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
issue regulations prescribing the time and 
manner in which State designated entities 
must submit notices of past-due, legally en- 
forceable State judicial debts and the nec- 
essary information that must be contained 
in or accompany such notices. The regula- 
tions shall specify the types of State judicial 
monies and the minimum amount of debt to 
which the reduction procedure established by 
paragraph (1) may be applied. The regula- 
tions shall require State designated entities 
to pay a fee to reimburse the Secretary for 
the cost of applying such procedure. Any fee 
paid to the Secretary pursuant to the pre- 
ceding sentence shall be used to reimburse 
appropriations which bore all or part of the 
cost of applying such procedure. 

‘“(6) ERRONEOUS PAYMENT TO STATE.—Any 
State designated entity receiving notice 
from the Secretary that an erroneous pay- 
ment has been made to such State des- 
ignated entity under paragraph (1) shall pay 
promptly to the Secretary, in accordance 
with such regulations as the Secretary may 
prescribe, an amount equal to the amount of 
such erroneous payment (without regard to 
whether any other amounts payable to such 
State designated entity under such para- 
graph have been paid to such State des- 
ignated entity).’’. 

(b) DISCLOSURE OF RETURN INFORMATION.— 
Section 6103(1)(10) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 (relating to disclosure of certain 
information to agencies requesting a reduc- 
tion under subsection (c), (d), (e), or (f) of 
section 6402) is amended by striking ‘‘or (f)’’ 
each place it appears in the text and heading 
and inserting ‘‘(f), or (g)’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Section 6402(a) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 is amended by striking “and (f)”’ 
and inserting ‘‘(f), and (g),”. 

(2) Paragraph (2) of section 6402(d) of such 
Code is amended by striking ‘‘subsections (e) 
and (f) and inserting ‘“‘subsections (e), (Ê), 
and (g)’’. 

(3) Paragraph (3)(B) of section 6402(e) of 
such Code is amended to read as follows: 

““(B) before such overpayment is— 

“(i) reduced pursuant to subsection (g) 
with respect to past-due, legally enforceable 
State judicial debts, and 

“(ii) credited to the future liability for any 
Federal internal revenue tax of such person 
pursuant to subsection (b).’’. 

(4) Section 6402(h) of such Code, as so re- 
designated, is amended by striking ‘‘or €)’ 
and inserting ‘‘(f), or (g)’’. 

(5) Section 6402(j) of such Code, as so redes- 
ignated, is amended by striking “or (f) and 
inserting ‘‘(f), or (g)’’. 

(da) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to refunds 
payable for taxable years beginning after De- 
cember 31, 2012. 

TITLE II—IMPROVING SERVICES FOR VIC- 
TIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING 

SEC. 201. SEXUAL ASSAULT SERVICES PROGRAM. 
(a) GRANTS TO STATES AND TERRITORIES.— 

Section 41601(b) of the Violence Against 

Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048g(b)) is 

amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
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(A) by striking ‘‘governmental and non- 
governmental’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘other programs” and all 
that follows and inserting ‘‘other nongovern- 
mental or tribal programs and projects to as- 
sist individuals who have been victimized by 
sexual assault, without regard to the age of 
the individual.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘non- 
profit, nongovernmental organizations for 
programs and activities” and inserting ‘‘non- 
governmental or tribal programs and activi- 
ties”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C)(v), 
“linguistically and’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 41601(f)(1) of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048g(f)(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$50,000,000 to remain 
available until expended for each of the fis- 
cal years 2007 through 2011” and inserting 
“*$40,000,000 to remain available until ex- 
pended for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018”. 

SEC. 202. RURAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, 
STALKING, AND CHILD ABUSE EN- 
FORCEMENT ASSISTANCE. 

Section 40295 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13971) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)(H), by inserting ‘‘, 
including sexual assault forensic examiners” 
before the semicolon; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘victim advocacy groups” 
and inserting ‘‘victim service providers”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, including developing 
multidisciplinary teams focusing on high 
risk cases with the goal of preventing domes- 
tic and dating violence homicides’’ before 
the semicolon; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘and other long- and short- 
term assistance” and inserting ‘‘legal assist- 
ance, and other long-term and short-term 
victim and population specific services”; and 

(ii) by striking “and” at the end; 

(C) in paragraph (38), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) developing, enlarging, or strength- 
ening programs addressing sexual assault, 
including sexual assault forensic examiner 
programs, Sexual Assault Response Teams, 
law enforcement training, and programs ad- 
dressing rape kit backlogs.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (e)(1), by striking 
‘*$55,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2007 
through 2011’? and inserting ‘‘$50,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 203. TRAINING AND SERVICES TO END VIO- 
LENCE AGAINST WOMEN WITH DIS- 
ABILITIES GRANTS. 

Section 1402 of division B of the Victims of 
Trafficking and Violence Protection Act of 
2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg-7) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘(includ- 
ing using evidence-based indicators to assess 
the risk of domestic and dating violence 
homicide)” after ‘‘risk reduction”’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘victim 
service organizations” and inserting “victim 
service providers”; and 

(C) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘victim 
services organizations” and inserting ‘‘vic- 
tim service providers”; 

(2) in subsection (c)(1)(D), by striking 
‘nonprofit and nongovernmental victim 
services organization, such as a State” and 
inserting ‘‘victim service provider, such as a 
State or tribal”; and 


by striking 
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(3) in subsection (e), by striking 
‘‘$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$9,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 204. GRANT FOR TRAINING AND SERVICES 
TO END VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
IN LATER LIFE. 

Section 40802 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14041la) is 
amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 40802. GRANT FOR TRAINING AND SERV- 
ICES TO END VIOLENCE AGAINST 
WOMEN IN LATER LIFE. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

“(1) the term ‘eligible entity’ means an en- 
tity that— 

“(A) is— 

“(i)a State; 

“(ii) a unit of local government; 

“(iii) a tribal government or tribal organi- 
zation; 

“(iv) a population specific organization 
with demonstrated experience in assisting 
individuals in later life; 

“(v) a victim service provider; or 

“(vi) a State, tribal, or territorial domes- 
tic violence or sexual assault coalition; and 

‘“(B) is partnered with— 

“(i)a law enforcement agency; 

““(ii) an office of a prosecutor; 

“(iii) a victim service provider; or 

“(iv) a nonprofit program or government 
agency with demonstrated experience in as- 
sisting individuals in later life; 

‘“(2) the term ‘exploitation’ means domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
or stalking; 

“(3) the term ‘later life’, relating to an in- 
dividual, means the individual is 60 years of 
age or older; and 

“(4) the term ‘neglect’ means the failure of 
a caregiver or fiduciary to provide the goods 
or services that are necessary to maintain 
the health or safety of an individual in later 
life. 

“(b) GRANT PROGRAM.— 

‘(1) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Attorney 
General may make grants to eligible entities 
to carry out the activities described in para- 
graph (2). 

‘(2) MANDATORY AND PERMISSIBLE ACTIVI- 
TIES.— 

‘(A) MANDATORY ACTIVITIES.—An eligible 
entity receiving a grant under this section 
shall use the funds received under the grant 
to— 

“(i) provide training programs to assist 
law enforcement agencies, prosecutors, agen- 
cies of States or units of local government, 
population specific organizations, victim 
service providers, victim advocates, and rel- 
evant officers in Federal, tribal, State, terri- 
torial, and local courts in recognizing and 
addressing instances of elder abuse; 

“(ii) provide or enhance services for vic- 
tims of elder abuse; 

“(iii) establish or support multidisci- 
plinary collaborative community responses 
to victims of elder abuse; and 

“(iv) conduct cross-training for law en- 
forcement agencies, prosecutors, agencies of 
States or units of local government, attor- 
neys, health care providers, population spe- 
cific organizations, faith-based advocates, 
victim service providers, and courts to better 
serve victims of elder abuse. 

‘(B) PERMISSIBLE ACTIVITIES.—An eligible 
entity receiving a grant under this section 
may use not more than 10 percent of the 
funds received under the grant to— 

“(i) provide training programs to assist at- 
torneys, health care providers, faith-based 
leaders, or other community-based organiza- 
tions in recognizing and addressing instances 
of elder abuse; or 
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“(ii) conduct outreach activities and 
awareness campaigns to ensure that victims 
of elder abuse receive appropriate assistance. 

“(3) UNDERSERVED POPULATIONS.—In mak- 
ing grants under this section, the Attorney 
General shall give priority to proposals pro- 
viding culturally specific or population spe- 
cific services. 

‘(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $9,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.”’. 

TITLE III—SERVICES, PROTECTION, AND 
JUSTICE FOR YOUNG VICTIMS OF VIO- 
LENCE 

SEC. 301. RAPE PREVENTION EDUCATION GRANT. 
Section 393A of the Public Health Service 

Act (42 U.S.C. 280b-1b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘, territorial or tribal” after 
“crisis centers, State’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (6), by inserting ‘‘and al- 
cohol” after ‘‘about drugs”; and 

(2) in subsection (c)(1), by striking 
“*$80,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$50,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 302. CREATING HOPE THROUGH OUTREACH, 

OPTIONS, SERVICES, AND EDU- 
CATION FOR CHILDREN AND YOUTH. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle L of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 1994 is amended 
by striking sections 41201 through 41204 (42 
U.S.C. 14048c through 14048c-3) and inserting 
the following: 

“SEC. 41201. CREATING HOPE THROUGH OUT- 
REACH, OPTIONS, SERVICES, AND 
EDUCATION FOR CHILDREN AND 
YOUTH (CHOOSE CHILDREN & 
YOUTH’). 

‘“(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Attorney 
General, working in collaboration with the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services and 
the Secretary of Education, shall award 
grants to enhance the safety of youth and 
children who are victims of, or exposed to, 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking and pre- 
vent future violence. 

““(b) PROGRAM PURPOSES.—Funds provided 
under this section may be used for the fol- 
lowing program purpose areas: 

“(1) SERVICES TO ADVOCATE FOR AND RE- 
SPOND TO YOUTH.—To develop, expand, and 
strengthen victim-centered interventions 
and services that target youth who are vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, and sex trafficking. 
Services may include victim services, coun- 
seling, advocacy, mentoring, educational 
support, transportation, legal assistance in 
civil, criminal and administrative matters, 
such as family law cases, housing cases, 
child welfare proceedings, campus adminis- 
trative proceedings, and civil protection 
order proceedings, population-specific serv- 
ices, and other activities that support youth 
in finding safety, stability, and justice and 
in addressing the emotional, cognitive, and 
physical effects of trauma. Funds may be 
used to— 

“(A) assess and analyze currently available 
services for youth victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, stalk- 
ing, and sex trafficking, determining rel- 
evant barriers to such services in a par- 
ticular locality, and developing a commu- 
nity protocol to address such problems col- 
laboratively; 

‘“(B) develop and implement policies, prac- 
tices, and procedures to effectively respond 
to domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking against 
youth; or 


1085 


‘(C) provide technical assistance and 
training to enhance the ability of school per- 
sonnel, victim service providers, child pro- 
tective service workers, staff of law enforce- 
ment agencies, prosecutors, court personnel, 
individuals who work in after school pro- 
grams, medical personnel, social workers, 
mental health personnel, and workers in 
other programs that serve children and 
youth to improve their ability to appro- 
priately respond to the needs of children and 
youth who are victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, stalking, and 
sex trafficking, as well as runaway and 
homeless youth, and to properly refer such 
children, youth, and their families to appro- 
priate services. 

‘(2) SUPPORTING YOUTH THROUGH EDUCATION 
AND PROTECTION.—To enable middle schools, 
high schools, and institutions of higher edu- 
cation to— 

‘“(A) provide training to school personnel, 
including healthcare providers and security 
personnel, on the needs of students who are 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, or sex traf- 
ficking; 

‘“(B) develop and implement prevention 
and intervention policies in middle and high 
schools, including appropriate responses to, 
and identification and referral procedures 
for, students who are experiencing or perpe- 
trating domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, or sex trafficking, 
and procedures for handling the require- 
ments of court protective orders issued to or 
against students; 

‘(C) provide support services for student 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, or sex traf- 
ficking, such as a resource person who is ei- 
ther on-site or on-call; 

‘(D) implement scientifically valid edu- 
cational programming for students regarding 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, and sex trafficking and the 
impact of such violence on youth; or 

‘(H) develop strategies to increase identi- 
fication, support, referrals, and prevention 
programming for youth who are at high risk 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking. 

‘*(c) ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this section, an entity shall 
be— 

“(A) a victim service provider, tribal non- 
profit, or population-specific or community- 
based organization with a demonstrated his- 
tory of effective work addressing the needs 
of youth who are victims of (including run- 
away or homeless youth affected by) domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
stalking, or sex trafficking; 

‘(B) a victim service provider that is 
partnered with an entity that has a dem- 
onstrated history of effective work address- 
ing the needs of youth; or 

“(C) a public, charter, tribal, or nationally 
accredited private middle or high school, a 
school administered by the Department of 
Defense under section 2164 of title 10, United 
States Code or section 1402 of the Defense 
Dependents’ Education Act of 1978, a group 
of schools, a school district, or an institution 
of higher education. 

‘*(2) PARTNERSHIPS.— 

“(A) EDUCATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant for the purposes described in sub- 
section (b)(2), an entity described in para- 
graph (1) shall be partnered with a public, 
charter, tribal, or nationally accredited pri- 
vate middle or high school, a school adminis- 
tered by the Department of Defense under 
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section 2164 of title 10, United States Code or 
section 1402 of the Defense Dependents’ Edu- 
cation Act of 1978, a group of schools, a 
school district, or an institution of higher 
education. 

‘“(B) OTHER PARTNERSHIPS.—AI] applicants 
under this section are encouraged to work in 
partnership with organizations and agencies 
that work with the relevant population. 
Such entities may include— 

“(i) a State, tribe, unit of local govern- 
ment, or territory; 

“(ii) a population specific or community- 
based organization; 

“(iii) batterer intervention programs or 
sex offender treatment programs with spe- 
cialized knowledge and experience working 
with youth offenders; or 

“(iv) any other agencies or nonprofit, non- 
governmental organizations with the capac- 
ity to provide effective assistance to the 
adult, youth, and child victims served by the 
partnership. 


‘(d) GRANTEE REQUIREMENTS.—Applicants 
for grants under this section shall establish 
and implement policies, practices, and proce- 
dures that— 

“(1) require and include appropriate refer- 
ral systems for child and youth victims; 

‘(2) protect the confidentiality and privacy 
of child and youth victim information, par- 
ticularly in the context of parental or third 
party involvement and consent, mandatory 
reporting duties, and working with other 
service providers all with priority on victim 
safety and autonomy; and 

‘“(3) ensure that all individuals providing 
intervention or prevention programming to 
children or youth through a program funded 
under this section have completed, or will 
complete, sufficient training in connection 
with domestic violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault, stalking, and sex trafficking. 


‘(e) DEFINITIONS AND GRANT CONDITIONS.— 
In this section, the definitions and grant 
conditions provided for in section 40002 shall 
apply. 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 


“(g) ALLOTMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 50 percent 
of the total amount appropriated under this 
section for each fiscal year shall be used for 
the purposes described in subsection (b)(1). 

‘(2) INDIAN TRIBES.—Not less than 10 per- 
cent of the total amount appropriated under 
this section for each fiscal year shall be 
made available for grants under the program 
authorized by section 2015 of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968. 
The requirements of this section shall not 
apply to funds allocated under this para- 
graph. 

“(h) PRIORITY.—The Attorney General 
shall prioritize grant applications under this 
section that coordinate with prevention pro- 
grams in the community.’’. 


(b) VAWA GRANT REQUIREMENTS.—Section 
40002(b) of the Violence Against Women Act 
of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13925(b)) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(16) REQUIREMENT FOR SCIENTIFICALLY 
VALID PROGRAMS.—AIl grant funds made 
available by this Act shall be used to provide 
scientifically valid educational program- 
ming, training, and public awareness com- 
munications regarding domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking 
that is produced by accredited entities, as 
appropriate.’’. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


SEC. 303. GRANTS TO COMBAT VIOLENT CRIMES 
ON CAMPUSES. 

Section 304 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘“‘stalking on campuses, 
and’’ and inserting ‘‘stalking on campuses,”’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘crimes against women on’’ 
and inserting ‘‘crimes on’’; and 

(iii) by inserting ‘‘, and to develop and 
strengthen prevention education and aware- 
ness programs” before the period; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘$500,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$300,000’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘, strengthen,” after 
develop”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘including the use of tech- 
nology to commit these crimes,” after ‘‘sex- 
ual assault and stalking,”’’; 

(B) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘and population specific 
services” after ‘‘strengthen victim services 
programs”; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘entities carrying out” and 
all that follows through ‘‘stalking victim 
services programs” and inserting ‘‘victim 
service providers”; and 

(iii) by inserting ‘‘, regardless of whether 
the services are provided by the institution 
or in coordination with community victim 
service providers” before the period at the 
end; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(9) To provide scientifically valid edu- 
cational programming for students regarding 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking that is produced by ac- 
credited entities. 

“10) To develop or adapt population spe- 
cific strategies and projects for victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking from underserved popu- 
lations on campus.”’; 

(8) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘any 
non-profit’? and all that follows through 
“victim services programs” and inserting 
“victim service providers”; 

(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) 
through (F) as subparagraphs (E) through 
(G), respectively; and 

(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (C), 
the following: 

‘“(D) describe how underserved populations 
in the campus community will be adequately 
served, including the provision of relevant 
population specific services;’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘2012 through 
2016”; 

(4) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (4); and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (2), the 
following: 

“(3) GRANTEE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.— 
Each grantee shall comply with the fol- 
lowing minimum requirements during the 
grant period: 

“(A) The grantee shall create a coordi- 
nated community response including both 
organizations external to the institution and 
relevant divisions of the institution. 

‘“(B) The grantee shall establish a manda- 
tory prevention and education program on 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking for all incoming stu- 
dents. 

““(C) The grantee shall train all campus law 
enforcement to respond effectively to domes- 


“To 


February 7, 2013 


tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking. 

“(D) The grantee shall train all members 
of campus disciplinary boards to respond ef- 
fectively to situations involving domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking.”; and 

(5) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘there 
are” and all that follows through the period 
and inserting ‘‘there is authorized to be ap- 
propriated $12,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2014 through 2018.’’. 

SEC. 304. CAMPUS SEXUAL VIOLENCE, DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, AND 
STALKING EDUCATION AND PRE- 
VENTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 485(f) of the High- 
er Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1092(f)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(F)— 

(A) in clause (i)(VIII), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon; 

(B) in clause (ii)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘sexual orientation” and in- 
serting ‘‘national origin, sexual orienta- 
tion,’’; and 

(ii) by striking the period and inserting ‘‘; 
and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(iii) of domestic violence, dating violence, 
and stalking incidents that were reported to 
campus security authorities or local police 
agencies.”’; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘“‘, that 
withholds the names of victims as confiden- 
tial,” after “that is timely”; 

(3) in paragraph (6)(A)— 

(A) by redesignating clauses (i), (ii), and 
(iii) as clauses (ii), (iii), and (iv), respec- 
tively; 

(B) by inserting before clause (ii), as redes- 
ignated by subparagraph (A), the following: 

“(i) The terms ‘dating violence’, ‘domestic 
violence’, and ‘stalking’ have the meaning 
given such terms in section 40002(a) of the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 
U.S.C. 18925(a)).’’; and 

(C) by inserting after clause (iv), as redes- 
ignated by subparagraph (A), the following: 

“(v) The term ‘sexual assault’ means an of- 
fense classified as a forcible or nonforcible 
sex offense under the uniform crime report- 
ing system of the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation.’’; 

(4) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘paragraph (1)(F)’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘clauses (i) and (ii) of paragraph 
DE)”; and 

(B) by inserting after ‘‘Hate Crime Statis- 
tics Act.” the following: “For the offenses of 
domestic violence, dating violence, and 
stalking, such statistics shall be compiled in 
accordance with the definitions used in sec- 
tion 40002(a) of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 18925(a)).”’; 

(5) by striking paragraph (8) and inserting 
the following: 

“(8)(A) Each institution of higher edu- 
cation participating in any program under 
this title and title IV of the Economic Op- 
portunity Act of 1964, other than a foreign 
institution of higher education, shall develop 
and distribute as part of the report described 
in paragraph (1) a statement of policy re- 
garding— 

“(i) such institution’s programs to prevent 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking; and 

“(ii) the procedures that such institution 
will follow once an incident of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking has been reported. 

‘(B) The policy described in subparagraph 
(A) shall address the following areas: 
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“(i) Possible sanctions or protective meas- 
ures that such institution may impose fol- 
lowing a final determination of an institu- 
tional disciplinary procedure regarding rape, 
acquaintance rape, domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

“(ii) Procedures victims should follow if a 
sex offense, domestic violence, dating vio- 


lence, sexual assault, or stalking has oc- 
curred, including information in writing 
about— 


“(D) the importance of preserving evidence 
as may be necessary to the proof of criminal 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking, or in obtaining a protec- 
tion order; 

“(ID) to whom the alleged offense should be 
reported; 

‘“(III) options regarding law enforcement 
and campus authorities, including notifica- 
tion of the victim’s option to— 

‘(aa) notify proper law enforcement au- 
thorities, including on-campus and local po- 
lice; 

‘“(bb) be assisted by campus authorities in 
notifying law enforcement authorities if the 
victim so chooses; and 

“(cc) decline to notify such authorities; 
and 

‘“(IV) where applicable, the rights of vic- 
tims and the institution’s responsibilities re- 
garding orders of protection, no contact or- 
ders, restraining orders, or similar lawful or- 
ders issued by a criminal, civil, or tribal 
court. 

“(iii) Information about how the institu- 
tion will protect the confidentiality of vic- 
tims, including how publicly-available rec- 
ordkeeping will be accomplished without the 
inclusion of identifying information about 
the victim, to the extent permissible by law. 

“(iv) Notification of students about exist- 
ing counseling, health, mental health, vic- 
tim advocacy, legal assistance, and other 
services available for victims both on-cam- 
pus and in the community. 

“(v) Notification of victims about options 
for, and available assistance in, changing 
academic, living, transportation, and work- 
ing situations, if so requested by the victim 
and if such accommodations are reasonably 
available, regardless of whether the victim 
chooses to report the crime to campus police 
or local law enforcement. 

‘“(C) A student or employee who reports to 
an institution of higher education that the 
student or employee has been a victim of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking, whether the offense oc- 
curred on or off campus, shall be provided 
with a written explanation of the student or 
employee’s rights and options, as described 
in clauses (ii) through (vii) of subparagraph 
(B).”; 

(6) in paragraph (9), by striking ‘‘The Sec- 
retary”? and inserting ‘‘The Secretary, in 
consultation with the Attorney General of 
the United States,”’; 

(7) by striking paragraph (16) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(16)(A) The Secretary shall seek the ad- 
vice and counsel of the Attorney General of 
the United States concerning the develop- 
ment, and dissemination to institutions of 
higher education, of best practices informa- 
tion about campus safety and emergencies. 

“(B) The Secretary shall seek the advice 
and counsel of the Attorney General of the 
United States and the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services concerning the develop- 
ment, and dissemination to institutions of 
higher education, of best practices informa- 
tion about preventing and responding to in- 
cidents of domestic violence, dating vio- 
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lence, sexual assault, and stalking, including 
elements of institutional policies that have 
proven successful based on evidence-based 
outcome measurements.’’; and 

(8) by striking paragraph (17) and inserting 
the following: 

““(17) No officer, employee, or agent of an 
institution participating in any program 
under this title shall retaliate, intimidate, 
threaten, coerce, or otherwise discriminate 
against any individual for exercising their 
rights or responsibilities under any provision 
of this subsection.”’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect with 
respect to the annual security report under 
section 485(f)(1) of the Higher Education Act 
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1092(f)(1)) prepared by an in- 
stitution of higher education 1 calendar year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
each subsequent calendar year. 

TITLE IV—VIOLENCE REDUCTION 
PRACTICES 
SEC. 401. STUDY CONDUCTED BY THE CENTERS 
FOR DISEASE CONTROL AND PRE- 
VENTION. 

Section 402(c) of the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 280b-4(c)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$2,000,000 for each of 
the fiscal years 2007 through 2011’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘$500,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 

SEC. 402. SAVING MONEY AND REDUCING TRAGE- 
DIES THROUGH PREVENTION 
GRANTS. 

(a) SMART PREVENTION.—Section 41303 of 
the Violence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 
U.S.C. 14048d-2) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“SEC. 41303. SAVING MONEY AND REDUCING 
TRAGEDIES THROUGH PREVENTION 
(SMART PREVENTION). 

“(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Attorney 
General, in consultation with the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services and the Sec- 
retary of Education, is authorized to award 
grants for the purpose of preventing domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking by taking a comprehensive ap- 
proach that focuses on youth, children ex- 
posed to violence, and men as leaders and 
influencers of social norms. 

“(b) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds provided under 
this section may be used for the following 
purposes: 

“(1) TEEN DATING VIOLENCE AWARENESS AND 
PREVENTION.—To develop, maintain, or en- 
hance programs that change attitudes and 
behaviors around the acceptability of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking and provide education and 
skills training to young individuals and indi- 
viduals who influence young individuals. The 
prevention program may use evidence-based, 
evidence-informed, or innovative strategies 
and practices focused on youth. Such a pro- 
gram should include— 

“(A) scientifically valid age appropriate 
education that is produced by accredited en- 
tities on domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, and sexual coercion, 
as well as healthy relationship skills, in 
school, in the community, or in health care 
settings; 

“(B) community-based collaboration and 
training for those with influence on youth, 
such as parents, teachers, coaches, 
healthcare providers, faith-leaders, older 
teens, and mentors; 

“(C) education and outreach to change en- 
vironmental factors contributing to domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking; and 
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‘(D) policy development targeted to pre- 
vention, including school-based policies and 
protocols. 

‘((2) CHILDREN EXPOSED TO VIOLENCE AND 
ABUSE.—To develop, maintain or enhance 
programs designed to prevent future inci- 
dents of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking by preventing, 
reducing and responding to children’s expo- 
sure to violence in the home. Such programs 
may include— 

“(A) providing services for children ex- 
posed to domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault or stalking, including direct 
counseling or advocacy, and support for the 
non-abusing parent; and 

“(B) training and coordination for edu- 
cational, after-school, and childcare pro- 
grams on how to safely and confidentially 
identify children and families experiencing 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking and properly refer chil- 
dren exposed and their families to services 
and violence prevention programs. 

“(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—To be an eligible 
to receive a grant under this section, an en- 
tity shall be— 

“(1) a victim service provider, community- 
based organization, tribe or tribal organiza- 
tion, or other non-profit, nongovernmental 
organization that has a history of effective 
work preventing domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking and ex- 
pertise in the specific area for which they 
are applying for funds; or 

‘“(2) a partnership between a victim service 
provider, community-based organization, 
tribe or tribal organization, or other non- 
profit, nongovernmental organization that 
has a history of effective work preventing 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking and at least one of the 
following: 

“(A) A public, charter, tribal, or nationally 
accredited private middle or high school, a 
school administered by the Department of 
Defense under section 2164 of title 10, United 
States Code or section 1402 of the Defense 
Dependents’ Education Act of 1978, a group 
of schools, or a school district. 

“(B) A local community-based organiza- 
tion, population-specific organization, or 
faith-based organization that has established 
expertise in providing services to youth. 

“(C) A community-based organization, pop- 
ulation-specific organization, university or 
health care clinic, faith-based organization, 
or other non-profit, nongovernmental orga- 
nization. 

‘(D) A nonprofit, nongovernmental entity 
providing services for runaway or homeless 
youth affected by domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

“(E) Healthcare entities eligible for reim- 
bursement under title XVIII of the Social Se- 
curity Act, including providers that target 
the special needs of children and youth. 

‘(F) Any other agencies, population-spe- 
cific organizations, or nonprofit, nongovern- 
mental organizations with the capacity to 
provide necessary expertise to meet the 
goals of the program. 

“(d) GRANTEE REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Applicants for grants 
under this section shall prepare and submit 
to the Director an application at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor- 
mation as the Director may require that 
demonstrates the capacity of the applicant 
and partnering organizations to undertake 
the project. 

‘(2) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES.—Applicants 
under this section shall establish and imple- 
ment policies, practices, and procedures 
that— 
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“(A) include appropriate referral systems 
to direct any victim identified during pro- 
gram activities to highly qualified follow-up 
care; 

‘(B) protect the confidentiality and pri- 
vacy of adult and youth victim information, 
particularly in the context of parental or 
third party involvement and consent, man- 
datory reporting duties, and working with 
other service providers; 

“(C) ensure that all individuals providing 
prevention programming through a program 
funded under this section have completed or 
will complete sufficient training in connec- 
tion with domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault or stalking; and 

‘(D) document how prevention programs 
are coordinated with service programs in the 
community. 

“(3) PREFERENCE.—In selecting grant re- 
cipients under this section, the Attorney 
General shall give preference to applicants 
that— 

“(A) 
and 

“(B) identify any other community, school, 
or State-based efforts that are working on 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking prevention and explain 
how the grantee or partnership will add 
value, coordinate with other programs, and 
not duplicate existing efforts. 

‘(e) DEFINITIONS AND GRANT CONDITIONS.— 
In this section, the definitions and grant 
conditions provided for in section 40002 shall 
apply. 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(g) ALLOTMENT.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 25 percent 
of the total amounts appropriated under this 
section in each fiscal year shall be used for 
each set of purposes described in paragraphs 
(1), (2), and (8) of subsection (a). 

‘(2) INDIAN TRIBES.—Not less than 10 per- 
cent of the total amounts appropriated under 
this section in each fiscal year shall be made 
available for grants to Indian tribes or tribal 
organizations.’’. 

(b) REPEALS.—The following provisions are 
repealed: 

(1) Sections 41304 and 41305 of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14043d- 
3 and 14043d-4). 

(2) Section 403 of the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045c). 

TITLE V—STRENGTHENING THE 
HEALTHCARE SYSTEM’S RESPONSE TO 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND STALK- 
ING 

SEC. 


include outcome-based evaluation; 


501. CONSOLIDATION OF GRANTS TO 
STRENGTHEN THE HEALTHCARE 
SYSTEM’S RESPONSE TO DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEX- 
UAL ASSAULT, AND STALKING. 

(a) GRANTS.—Section 399P of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 280g-4) is 
amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 399P. GRANTS TO STRENGTHEN THE 
HEALTHCARE SYSTEM’S RESPONSE 
TO DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
award grants for— 

“(1) the development or enhancement and 
implementation of interdisciplinary training 
for health professionals, public health staff, 
and allied health professionals; 

‘(2) the development or enhancement and 
implementation of education programs for 
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medical, nursing, dental, and other health 
profession students and residents to prevent 
and respond to domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking; and 

““(3) the development or enhancement and 
implementation of comprehensive statewide 
strategies to improve the response of clinics, 
public health facilities, hospitals, and other 
health settings (including behavioral and 
mental health programs) to domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking. 

“(b) USE OF FUNDS.— 

“(1) REQUIRED USES.—Amounts provided 
under a grant under this section shall be 
used to— 

“(A) fund interdisciplinary training and 
education programs under paragraphs (1) and 
(2) of subsection (a) that— 

“G) are designed to train medical, psy- 
chology, dental, social work, nursing, and 
other health profession students, interns, 
residents, fellows, or current health care pro- 
viders to identify and provide health care 
services (including mental or behavioral 
health care services and referrals to appro- 
priate community services) to individuals 
who are or who have been victims of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
or stalking; and 

“Gi) plan and develop culturally com- 
petent clinical training components for inte- 
gration into approved internship, residency, 
and fellowship training or continuing med- 
ical or other health education training that 
address physical, mental, and behavioral 
health issues, including protective factors, 
related to domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, and other 
forms of violence and abuse, focus on reduc- 
ing health disparities and preventing vio- 
lence and abuse, and include the primacy of 
victim safety and confidentiality; 

“(B) design and implement comprehensive 
strategies to improve the response of the 
health care system to domestic or sexual vi- 
olence in clinical and public health settings, 
hospitals, clinics, and other health settings 
(including behavioral and mental health), 
under subsection (a)(3) through— 

“G) the implementation, dissemination, 
and evaluation of policies and procedures to 
guide health professionals and public health 
staff in identifying and responding to domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking, including strategies to ensure 
that health information is maintained in a 
manner that protects the patient’s privacy 
and safety, and safely uses health informa- 
tion technology to improve documentation, 
identification, assessment, treatment, and 
follow-up care; 

“Gi) the development of on-site access to 
services to address the safety, medical, and 
mental health needs of patients by increas- 
ing the capacity of existing health care pro- 
fessionals and public health staff to address 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking, or by contracting with 
or hiring domestic or sexual assault advo- 
cates to provide such services or to model 
other services appropriate to the geographic 
and cultural needs of a site; 

“Gii) the development of measures and 
methods for the evaluation of the practice of 
identification, intervention, and documenta- 
tion regarding victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking, 
including the development and testing of 
quality improvement measurements; and 

“(iv) the provision of training and follow- 
up technical assistance to health care profes- 
sionals, and public health staff, and allied 
health professionals to identify, assess, 
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treat, and refer clients who are victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking, including using tools 
and training materials already developed. 

‘*(2) PERMISSIBLE USES.— 

‘(A) CHILD AND ELDER ABUSE.—To the ex- 
tent consistent with the purpose of this sec- 
tion, a grantee may use amounts received 
under this section to address, as part of a 
comprehensive programmatic approach im- 
plemented under the grant, issues relating to 
child or elder abuse. 

“(B) RURAL AREAS.—Grants funded under 
paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a) may 
be used to offer to rural areas community- 
based training opportunities, which may in- 
clude the use of distance learning networks 
and other available technologies needed to 
reach isolated rural areas, for medical, nurs- 
ing, and other health profession students and 
residents on domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, and, as appro- 
priate, other forms of violence and abuse. 

“(C) OTHER USES.—Grants funded under 
subsection (a)(3) may be used for— 

“(i) the development of training modules 
and policies that address the overlap of child 
abuse, domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking and elder abuse, 
as well as childhood exposure to domestic 
and sexual violence; 

“(ii) the development, expansion, and im- 
plementation of sexual assault forensic med- 
ical examination or sexual assault nurse ex- 
aminer programs; 

“(iii) the inclusion of the health effects of 
lifetime exposure to violence and abuse as 
well as related protective factors and behav- 
ioral risk factors in health professional 
training schools including medical, dental, 
nursing, social work, and mental and behav- 
ioral health curricula, and allied health serv- 
ice training courses; or 

“(iv) the integration of knowledge of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking into health care accredi- 
tation and professional licensing examina- 
tions, such as medical, dental, social work, 
and nursing boards, and where appropriate, 
other allied health exams. 

‘(c) REQUIREMENTS FOR GRANTEES.— 

“(1) CONFIDENTIALITY AND SAFETY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Grantees under this sec- 
tion shall ensure that all programs developed 
with grant funds address issues of confiden- 
tiality and patient safety and comply with 
applicable confidentiality and nondisclosure 
requirements under section 40002(b)(2) of the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994 and the 
Family Violence Prevention and Services 
Act, and that faculty and staff associated 
with delivering educational components are 
fully trained in procedures that will protect 
the immediate and ongoing security and con- 
fidentiality of the patients, patient records, 
and staff. Such grantees shall consult enti- 
ties with demonstrated expertise in the con- 
fidentiality and safety needs of victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking on the development 
and adequacy of confidentially and security 
procedures, and provide documentation of 
such consultation. 

‘(B) ADVANCE NOTICE OF INFORMATION DIS- 
CLOSURE.—Grantees under this section shall 
provide to patients advance notice about any 
circumstances under which information may 
be disclosed, such as mandatory reporting 
laws, and shall give patients the option to 
receive information and referrals without af- 
firmatively disclosing abuse. 

‘(2) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EX- 
PENSES.—A grantee shall use not more than 
10 percent of the amounts received under a 
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grant under this section for administrative 
expenses. 

(3) APPLICATION.— 

‘“(A) PREFERENCE.—In selecting grant re- 
cipients under this section, the Secretary 
shall give preference to applicants based on 
the strength of their evaluation strategies, 
with priority given to outcome based evalua- 
tions. 

‘(B) SUBSECTION (a)(1) AND (2) GRANTEES.— 
Applications for grants under paragraphs (1) 
and (2) of subsection (a) shall include— 

“(i) documentation that the applicant rep- 
resents a team of entities working collabo- 
ratively to strengthen the response of the 
health care system to domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking, 
and which includes at least one of each of— 

‘“T) an accredited school of allopathic or 
osteopathic medicine, psychology, nursing, 
dentistry, social work, or other health field; 

“(JI) a health care facility or system; or 

‘“(IIT) a government or nonprofit entity 
with a history of effective work in the fields 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking; and 

“(ii) strategies for the dissemination and 
sharing of curricula and other educational 
materials developed under the grant, if any, 
with other interested health professions 
schools and national resource repositories 
for materials on domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking. 

‘(C) SUBSECTION (a)(3) GRANTEES.—An enti- 
ty desiring a grant under subsection (a)(8) 
shall submit an application to the Secretary 
at such time, in such a manner, and con- 
taining such information and assurances as 
the Secretary may require, including— 

“(i) documentation that all training, edu- 
cation, screening, assessment, services, 
treatment, and any other approach to pa- 
tient care will be informed by an under- 
standing of violence and abuse victimization 
and trauma-specific approaches that will be 
integrated into prevention, intervention, and 
treatment activities; 

“(ii) strategies for the development and 
implementation of policies to prevent and 
address domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking over the lifespan 
in health care settings; 

“(iii) a plan for consulting with State and 
tribal domestic violence or sexual assault 
coalitions, national nonprofit victim advo- 
cacy organizations, State or tribal law en- 
forcement task forces (where appropriate), 
and population specific organizations with 
demonstrated expertise in domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking; 

“(iv) with respect to an application for a 
grant under which the grantee will have con- 
tact with patients, a plan, developed in col- 
laboration with local victim service pro- 
viders, to respond appropriately to and make 
correct referrals for individuals who disclose 
that they are victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, stalking, or 
other types of violence, and documentation 
provided by the grantee of an ongoing col- 
laborative relationship with a local victim 
service provider; and 

‘“(v) with respect to an application for a 
grant proposing to fund a program described 
in subsection (b)(2)(C)(ii), a certification that 
any sexual assault forensic medical examina- 
tion and sexual assault nurse examiner pro- 
grams supported with such grant funds will 
adhere to the guidelines set forth by the At- 
torney General. 

‘(d) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive 
funding under paragraph (1) or (2) of sub- 
section (a), an entity shall be— 
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“(A) a nonprofit organization with a his- 
tory of effective work in the field of training 
health professionals with an understanding 
of, and clinical skills pertinent to, domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, and lifetime exposure to violence 
and abuse; 

“(B) an accredited school of allopathic or 
osteopathic medicine, psychology, nursing, 
dentistry, social work, or allied health; 

“(C) a health care provider membership or 
professional organization, or a health care 
system; or 

“(D) a State, tribal, territorial, or local en- 
tity. 

‘(2) SUBSECTION (a)(3) GRANTEES.—To be el- 
igible to receive funding under subsection 
(a)(8), an entity shall be— 

“(A) a State department (or other division) 
of health, a State, tribal, or territorial do- 
mestic violence or sexual assault coalition 
or victim service provider, or any other non- 
profit, nongovernmental organization with a 
history of effective work in the fields of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking, and health care, including 
physical or mental health care; or 

‘“(B) a local victim service provider, a local 
department (or other division) of health, a 
local health clinic, hospital, or health sys- 
tem, or any other community-based organi- 
zation with a history of effective work in the 
field of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking and health care, 
including physical or mental health care. 

‘“(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds made avail- 
able to carry out this section for any fiscal 
year, the Secretary may make grants or 
enter into contracts to provide technical as- 
sistance with respect to the planning, devel- 
opment, and operation of any program, ac- 
tivity or service carried out pursuant to this 
section. Not more than 8 percent of the funds 
appropriated under this section in each fiscal 
year may be used to fund technical assist- 
ance under this subsection. 

‘(2) AVAILABILITY OF MATERIALS.—The Sec- 
retary shall make publicly available mate- 
rials developed by grantees under this sec- 
tion, including materials on training, best 
practices, and research and evaluation. 

(3) REPORTING.—The Secretary shall pub- 
lish a biennial report on— 

“(A) the distribution of funds under this 
section; and 

‘“(B) the programs and activities supported 
by such funds. 

““(f) RESEARCH AND EVALUATION.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds made avail- 
able to carry out this section for any fiscal 
year, the Secretary may use not more than 
20 percent to make a grant or enter into a 
contract for research and evaluation of— 

“(A) grants awarded under this section; 
and 

“(B) other training for health professionals 
and effective interventions in the health 
care setting that prevent domestic violence, 
dating violence, and sexual assault across 
the lifespan, prevent the health effects of 
such violence, and improve the safety and 
health of individuals who are currently being 
victimized. 

(2) RESEARCH.—Research authorized in 
paragraph (1) may include— 

“(A) research on the effects of domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
childhood exposure to domestic, dating or 
sexual violence on health behaviors, health 
conditions, and health status of individuals, 
families, and populations, including under- 
served populations; 

‘“(B) research to determine effective health 
care interventions to respond to and prevent 
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domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 

assault, and stalking; 

‘“(C) research on the impact of domestic, 
dating and sexual violence, childhood expo- 
sure to such violence, and stalking on the 
health care system, health care utilization, 
health care costs, and health status; and 

‘(D) research on the impact of adverse 
childhood experiences on adult experience 
with domestic violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault, stalking, and adult health out- 
comes, including how to reduce or prevent 
the impact of adverse childhood experiences 
through the health care setting. 

‘(¢) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘h) DEFINITIONS.—Except as otherwise 
provided herein, the definitions provided for 
in section 40002 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 shall apply to this sec- 
tion.’’. 

(b) REPEALS.—The following provisions are 
repealed: 

(1) Section 40297 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13973). 

(2) Section 758 of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 294h). 

TITLE VI—SAFE HOMES FOR VICTIMS OF 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND STALK- 
ING 

SEC. 601. HOUSING PROTECTIONS FOR VICTIMS 

OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING. 

(a) AMENDMENT.—Subtitle N of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 
14048e et seq.) is amended— 

(1) by inserting after the subtitle heading 
the following: 

“CHAPTER 1—GRANT PROGRAMS”; 


(2) in section 41402 (42 U.S.C. 14043e-1), in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1), by strik- 
ing “‘subtitle’’ and inserting ‘‘chapter’’; 

(3) in section 41403 (42 U.S.C. 14043e-2), in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1), by strik- 
ing “‘subtitle’’ and inserting ‘‘chapter’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“CHAPTER 2—HOUSING RIGHTS 
“SEC. 41411. HOUSING PROTECTIONS FOR VIC- 
TIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DAT- 
ING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, 
AND STALKING. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this chapter: 

“(1) AFFILIATED INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘af- 
filiated individual’ means, with respect to an 
individual— 

“(A) a spouse, parent, brother, sister, or 
child of that individual, or an individual to 
whom that individual stands in loco 
parentis; or 

“(B) any individual, tenant, or lawful occu- 
pant living in the household of that indi- 
vidual. 

‘(2) APPROPRIATE AGENCY.—The term ‘ap- 
propriate agency’ means, with respect to a 
covered housing program, the Executive de- 
partment (as defined in section 101 of title 5, 
United States Code) that carries out the cov- 
ered housing program. 

‘(3) COVERED HOUSING PROGRAM.—The term 
‘covered housing program’ means— 

“(A) the program under section 202 of the 
Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q); 

‘(B) the program under section 811 of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013); 

‘“(C) the program under subtitle D of title 
VIII of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Af- 
fordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 12901 et seq.); 

‘(D) the program under subtitle A of title 
IV of the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assist- 
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 11360 et seq.); 
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“(E) the program under subtitle A of title 
II of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Afford- 
able Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 12741 et seq.); 

‘(F) the program under paragraph (8) of 
section 221(d) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 17151(d)) that bears interest at a rate 
determined under the proviso under para- 
graph (5) of such section 221(d); 

‘“(G) the program under section 236 of the 
National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z-1); 

‘“(H) the programs under sections 6 and 8 of 
the United States Housing Act of 1987 (42 
U.S.C. 1487d and 1487f); 

‘(T) rural housing assistance provided 
under sections 514, 515, 516, 533, and 538 of the 
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1484, 1485, 1486, 
1490m, and 1490p-2); and 

““(J) the low income housing tax credit pro- 
gram under section 42 of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986. 

‘(b) PROHIBITED BASIS FOR DENIAL OR TER- 
MINATION OF ASSISTANCE OR EVICTION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—An applicant for or ten- 
ant of housing assisted under a covered hous- 
ing program may not be denied admission to, 
denied assistance under, terminated from 
participation in, or evicted from the housing 
on the basis that the applicant or tenant is 
or has been a victim of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking, 
if the applicant or tenant otherwise qualifies 
for admission, assistance, participation, or 
occupancy. 

‘*(2) CONSTRUCTION OF LEASE TERMS.—An in- 
cident of actual or threatened domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking shall not be construed as— 

“(A) a serious or repeated violation of a 
lease for housing assisted under a covered 
housing program by the victim or threatened 
victim of such incident; or 

“(B) good cause for terminating the assist- 
ance, tenancy, or occupancy rights to hous- 
ing assisted under a covered housing pro- 
gram of the victim or threatened victim of 
such incident. 

‘*(3) TERMINATION ON THE BASIS OF CRIMINAL 
ACTIVITY .— 

‘(A) DENIAL OF ASSISTANCE, TENANCY, AND 
OCCUPANCY RIGHTS PROHIBITED.—No person 
may deny assistance, tenancy, or occupancy 
rights to housing assisted under a covered 
housing program to a tenant solely on the 
basis of criminal activity directly relating to 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking that is engaged in by a 
member of the household of the tenant or 
any guest or other person under the control 
of the tenant, if the tenant or an affiliated 
individual of the tenant is the victim or 
threatened victim of such domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

‘(B) BIFURCATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A), a public housing agency or 
owner or manager of housing assisted under 
a covered housing program may bifurcate a 
lease for the housing in order to evict, re- 
move, or terminate assistance to any indi- 
vidual who is a tenant or lawful occupant of 
the housing and who engages in criminal ac- 
tivity directly relating to domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking 
against an affiliated individual or other indi- 
vidual, without evicting, removing, termi- 
nating assistance to, or otherwise penalizing 
a victim of such criminal activity who is 
also a tenant or lawful occupant of the hous- 
ing. 

‘“(ii) EFFECT OF EVICTION ON OTHER TEN- 
ANTS.—If public housing agency or owner or 
manager of housing assisted under a covered 
housing program evicts, removes, or termi- 
nates assistance to an individual under 
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clause (i), and the individual is the sole ten- 
ant eligible to receive assistance under a 
covered housing program, the public housing 
agency or owner or manager of housing as- 
sisted under the covered housing program 
shall provide any remaining tenant an oppor- 
tunity to establish eligibility for the covered 
housing program. If a tenant described in the 
preceding sentence cannot establish eligi- 
bility, the public housing agency or owner or 
manager of the housing shall provide the 
tenant a reasonable time, as determined by 
the appropriate agency, to find new housing 
or to establish eligibility for housing under 
another covered housing program. 

“(C) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
subparagraph (A) shall be construed— 

“() to limit the authority of a public hous- 
ing agency or owner or manager of housing 
assisted under a covered housing program, 
when notified of a court order, to comply 
with a court order with respect to— 

“(T) the rights of access to or control of 
property, including civil protection orders 
issued to protect a victim of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking; or 

“(II) the distribution or possession of prop- 
erty among members of a household in a 
case; 

“(ii) to limit any otherwise available au- 
thority of a public housing agency or owner 
or manager of housing assisted under a cov- 
ered housing program to evict or terminate 
assistance to a tenant for any violation of a 
lease not premised on the act of violence in 
question against the tenant or an affiliated 
person of the tenant, if the public housing 
agency or owner or manager does not subject 
an individual who is or has been a victim of 
domestic violence, dating violence, or stalk- 
ing to a more demanding standard than 
other tenants in determining whether to 
evict or terminate; 

“(ii) to limit the authority to terminate 
assistance to a tenant or evict a tenant from 
housing assisted under a covered housing 
program if a public housing agency or owner 
or manager of the housing can demonstrate 
that an actual and imminent threat to other 
tenants or individuals employed at or pro- 
viding service to the property would be 
present if the assistance is not terminated or 
the tenant is not evicted; or 

“(iv) to supersede any provision of any 
Federal, State, or local law that provides 
greater protection than this section for vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking. 

“(¢) DOCUMENTATION.— 

“(1) REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTATION.—If an 
applicant for, or tenant of, housing assisted 
under a covered housing program represents 
to a public housing agency or owner or man- 
ager of the housing that the individual is en- 
titled to protection under subsection (b), the 
public housing agency or owner or manager 
may request, in writing, that the applicant 
or tenant submit to the public housing agen- 
cy or owner or manager a form of docu- 
mentation described in paragraph (3). 

‘(2) FAILURE TO PROVIDE CERTIFICATION.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—If an applicant or tenant 
does not provide the documentation re- 
quested under paragraph (1) within 14 busi- 
ness days after the tenant receives a request 
in writing for such certification from a pub- 
lic housing agency or owner or manager of 
housing assisted under a covered housing 
program, nothing in this chapter may be 
construed to limit the authority of the pub- 
lic housing agency or owner or manager to— 

“G) deny admission by the applicant or 
tenant to the covered program; 
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“(ii) deny assistance under the covered 
program to the applicant or tenant; 

“(iii) terminate the participation of the 
applicant or tenant in the covered program; 
or 

“(iv) evict the applicant, the tenant, or a 
lawful occupant that commits violations of a 
lease. 

‘(B) EXTENSION.—A public housing agency 
or owner or manager of housing may extend 
the 14-day deadline under subparagraph (A) 
at its discretion. 

‘(3) FORM OF DOCUMENTATION.—A form of 
documentation described in this paragraph 
is— 

“(A) a certification form approved by the 
appropriate agency that— 

“(i) states that an applicant or tenant is a 
victim of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking; 

“(ii) states that the incident of domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking that is the ground for protection 
under subsection (b) meets the requirements 
under subsection (b); and 

“(iii) includes the name of the individual 
who committed the domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking, if 
the name is known and safe to provide; 

“(B) a document that— 

“(i) is signed by— 

‘“(T) an employee, agent, or volunteer of a 
victim service provider, an attorney, a med- 
ical professional, or a mental health profes- 
sional from whom an applicant or tenant has 
sought assistance relating to domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, or the effects of the abuse; and 

““(IT) the applicant or tenant; and 

“(ii) states under penalty of perjury that 
the individual described in clause (i)(I) be- 
lieves that the incident of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking 
that is the ground for protection under sub- 
section (b) meets the requirements under 
subsection (b); 

“(C) a record of a Federal, State, tribal, 
territorial, or local law enforcement agency, 
court, or administrative agency; or 

‘(D) at the discretion of a public housing 
agency or owner or manager of housing as- 
sisted under a covered housing program, a 
statement or other evidence provided by an 
applicant or tenant. 

“(4) CONFIDENTIALITY.—Any information 
submitted to a public housing agency or 
owner or manager under this subsection, in- 
cluding the fact that an individual is a vic- 
tim of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking shall be main- 
tained in confidence by the public housing 
agency or owner or manager and may not be 
entered into any shared database or dis- 
closed to any other entity or individual, ex- 
cept to the extent that the disclosure is— 

“(A) requested or consented to by the indi- 
vidual in writing; 

‘(B) required for use in an eviction pro- 
ceeding under subsection (b); or 

‘(C) otherwise required by applicable law. 

‘(5) DOCUMENTATION NOT REQUIRED.—Noth- 
ing in this subsection shall be construed to 
require a public housing agency or owner or 
manager of housing assisted under a covered 
housing program to request that an indi- 
vidual submit documentation of the status of 
the individual as a victim of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking. 

‘(6) COMPLIANCE NOT SUFFICIENT TO CON- 
STITUTE EVIDENCE OF UNREASONABLE ACT.— 
Compliance with subsection (b) by a public 
housing agency or owner or manager of hous- 
ing assisted under a covered housing pro- 
gram based on documentation received under 
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this subsection, shall not be sufficient to 
constitute evidence of an unreasonable act 
or omission by the public housing agency or 
owner or manager or an employee or agent of 
the public housing agency or owner or man- 
ager. Nothing in this paragraph shall be con- 
strued to limit the liability of a public hous- 
ing agency or owner or manager of housing 
assisted under a covered housing program for 
failure to comply with subsection (b). 

‘(7) RESPONSE TO CONFLICTING CERTIFI- 
CATION.—If a public housing agency or owner 
or manager of housing assisted under a cov- 
ered housing program receives documenta- 
tion under this subsection that contains con- 
flicting information, the public housing 
agency or owner or manager may require an 
applicant or tenant to submit third-party 
documentation, as described in subparagraph 
(B), (C), or (D) of paragraph (3). 

‘(8) PREEMPTION.—Nothing in this sub- 
section shall be construed to supersede any 
provision of any Federal, State, or local law 
that provides greater protection than this 
subsection for victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

“(d) NOTIFICATION.— 

“(1) DEVELOPMENT.—The Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall de- 
velop a notice of the rights of individuals 
under this section, including the right to 
confidentiality and the limits thereof. 

‘(2) PROVISION.—Each public housing agen- 
cy or owner or manager of housing assisted 
under a covered housing program shall pro- 
vide the notice developed under paragraph 
(1), together with the form described in sub- 
section (c)(3)(A), to an applicant for or ten- 
ants of housing assisted under a covered 
housing program— 

“(A) at the time the applicant is denied 
residency in a dwelling unit assisted under 
the covered housing program; 

“(B) at the time the individual is admitted 
to a dwelling unit assisted under the covered 
housing program; 

“(C) with any notification of eviction or 
notification of termination of assistance; 
and 

‘(D) in multiple languages, consistent with 
guidance issued by the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development in accordance with 
Executive Order 13166 (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1 note; 
relating to access to services for persons 
with limited English proficiency). 

‘“(e) EMERGENCY TRANSFERS.—Each appro- 
priate agency shall adopt a model emergency 
transfer plan for use by public housing agen- 
cies and owners or managers of housing as- 
sisted under covered housing programs 
that— 

“(1) allows tenants who are victims of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking to transfer to another 
available and safe dwelling unit assisted 
under a covered housing program if— 

‘(A) the tenant expressly requests the 
transfer; and 

“(B)(i) the tenant reasonably believes that 
the tenant is threatened with imminent 
harm from further violence if the tenant re- 
mains within the same dwelling unit assisted 
under a covered housing program; or 

“(ii) in the case of a tenant who is a victim 
of sexual assault, the sexual assault occurred 
on the premises during the 90 day period pre- 
ceding the request for transfer; and 

‘(2) incorporates reasonable confiden- 
tiality measures to ensure that the public 
housing agency or owner or manager does 
not disclose the location of the dwelling unit 
of a tenant to a person that commits an act 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking against the tenant. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


“(f) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR EMER- 
GENCY TRANSFER.—The Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development shall establish poli- 
cies and procedures under which a victim re- 
questing an emergency transfer under sub- 
section (e) may receive, subject to the avail- 
ability of tenant protection vouchers, assist- 
ance under section 8(0) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1487f(0)). 


“(g) IMPLEMENTATION.—The appropriate 
agency with respect to each covered housing 
program shall implement this section, as 
this section applies to the covered housing 
program.’’. 


(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) SECTION 6.—Section 6 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1487d) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (c)— 

(i) by striking paragraph (3); and 

(ii) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; 

(B) in subsection (1)— 

(i) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘, and that 
an incident or incidents of actual or threat- 
ened domestic violence, dating violence, or 
stalking will not be construed as a serious or 
repeated violation of the lease by the victim 
or threatened victim of that violence and 
will not be good cause for terminating the 
tenancy or occupancy rights of the victim of 
such violence’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘; except 
that”? and all that follows through ‘‘stalk- 
ing.’’; and 

(C) by striking subsection (u). 

(2) SECTION 8.—Section 8 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1487f) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (c), by striking paragraph 
(9); 

(B) in subsection (d)(1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and 
that an applicant or participant is or has 
been a victim of domestic violence, dating 
violence, or stalking is not an appropriate 
basis for denial of program assistance or for 
denial of admission if the applicant other- 
wise qualifies for assistance or admission’’; 
and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(D) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘, and that an 
incident or incidents of actual or threatened 
domestic violence, dating violence, or stalk- 
ing will not be construed as a serious or re- 
peated violation of the lease by the victim or 
threatened victim of that violence and will 
not be good cause for terminating the ten- 
ancy or occupancy rights of the victim of 
such violence’’; and 


(II) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘, except 
that: and all that follows through ‘“‘stalk- 
ing.”: 


(C) in subsection (f)— 

(i) in paragraph (6), by adding ‘‘and’”’ at the 
end; 

(ii) in paragraph (7), by striking the semi- 
colon at the end and inserting a period; and 

(iii) by striking paragraphs (8), (9), (10), and 
dy; 

(D) in subsection (0)— 

(i) in paragraph (6)(B), by striking the last 
sentence; 

(ii) in paragraph (7)— 

(I) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and 
that an incident or incidents of actual or 
threatened domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, or stalking shall not be construed as a 
serious or repeated violation of the lease by 
the victim or threatened victim of that vio- 
lence and shall not be good cause for termi- 
nating the tenancy or occupancy rights of 
the victim of such violence”; and 
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(II) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘; ex- 
cept that’? and all that follows through 
“stalking.’’; and 

(iii) by striking paragraph (20); and 

(E) by striking subsection (ee). 

(3) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
Act, or the amendments made by this Act, 
shall be construed— 

(A) to limit the rights or remedies avail- 
able to any person under section 6 or 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437d and 1487f), as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this Act; 

(B) to limit any right, remedy, or proce- 
dure otherwise available under any provision 
of part 5, 91, 880, 882, 883, 884, 886, 891, 903, 960, 
966, 982, or 983 of title 24, Code of Federal 
Regulations, that— 

(i) was issued under the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-162; 119 
Stat. 2960) or an amendment made by that 
Act; and 

(ii) provides greater protection for victims 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking than this Act; or 

(C) to disqualify an owner, manager, or 
other individual from participating in or re- 
ceiving the benefits of the low income hous- 
ing tax credit program under section 42 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 because of 
noncompliance with the provisions of this 
Act. 


SEC. 602. TRANSITIONAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 
GRANTS FOR VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEX- 
UAL ASSAULT, AND STALKING. 


Chapter 11 of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13975 et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the chapter heading, by striking 
“CHILD VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 
STALKING, OR SEXUAL ASSAULT” and in- 
serting ‘‘VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIO- 
LENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL AS- 
SAULT, OR STALKING”’; and 

(2) in section 40299 (42 U.S.C. 13975)— 

(A) in the header, by striking ‘‘CHILD VIC- 
TIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, STALKING, 
OR SEXUAL ASSAULT” and inserting ‘‘VIC- 
TIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, OR STALK- 
ING’; 

(B) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘flee- 
ing”; and 

(C) in subsection (g)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$40,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2007 through 2011” 
and inserting ‘‘$35,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018”; and 

(ii) in paragraph (3)— 

(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘eligi- 
ble” and inserting ‘‘qualified’’; and 

(II) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(D) QUALIFIED APPLICATION DEFINED.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘qualified applica- 
tion’ means an application that— 

“(i) has been submitted by an eligible ap- 
plicant; 

“(ii) does not propose any significant ac- 
tivities that may compromise victim safety; 

“(iii) reflects an understanding of the dy- 
namics of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking; and 

“(iv) does not propose prohibited activi- 
ties, including mandatory services for vic- 
tims, background checks of victims, or clin- 
ical evaluations to determine eligibility for 
services.’’. 
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SEC. 603. ADDRESSING THE HOUSING NEEDS OF 
VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 
DATING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL AS- 
SAULT, AND STALKING. 

Subtitle N of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048e et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in section 41404(i) (42 U.S.C. 14048e-3(i)), 
by striking ‘‘$10,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2007 through 2011” and inserting 
‘*$4,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”; and 

(2) in section 41405(g) (42 U.S.C. 14048e-4(g)), 
by striking ‘‘$10,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2007 through 2011’ and inserting 
‘*$4,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 

TITLE VII—ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR 

VICTIMS OF VIOLENCE 

SEC. 701. NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTER ON 
WORKPLACE RESPONSES TO ASSIST 
VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC AND SEXUAL 
VIOLENCE. 

Section 41501(e) of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048f(e)) is 
amended by striking ‘fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 

TITLE VIII—IMMIGRATION PROVISIONS 
SEC. 801. APPLICATION OF SPECIAL RULE FOR 

BATTERED SPOUSE OR CHILD. 

Section 240A(b)(2) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1229b) is amended 
by striking subparagraph (D) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(D) CREDIBLE EVIDENCE CONSIDERED.—In 
adjudicating applications under this para- 
graph, the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall consider any credible evidence relevant 
to the application, including credible evi- 
dence submitted by a national of the United 
States or an alien lawfully admitted for per- 
manent residence accused of the conduct de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A)(i). The deter- 
mination of what evidence is credible and 
the weight to be given that evidence shall be 
within the sole discretion of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security. 

(E) FRAUD DETECTION EFFORTS.— 

““(j) IN GENERAL.—Upon filing of an applica- 
tion under this paragraph, the Director of 
United States Citizenship and Immigration 
Services shall— 

“(D) review such an application for com- 
pleteness and clear indicators of fraud or 
misrepresentation of material fact; 

“(IT) conduct an in-person interview of the 
alien who filed the application; and 

“(III) facilitate cooperation between the 
service center that adjudicates all applica- 
tions under this paragraph and the local 
service centers that have the resources to in- 
vestigate and interview the applicant to re- 
view any evidence that may pertain to the 
application. 

“(ii) GUIDELINES.—The Director may issue 
guidelines for alternatives to the in-person 
interview so long as the guidelines do not 
jeopardize national security and include 
measures to detect fraud and abuse. 

“(iii) EVIDENCE.—The Director may gather 
other evidence and interview other wit- 
nesses, including the accused United States 
citizen or legal permanent resident, if such 
individual consents to be interviewed. 

“(F) PRIORITY OF ONGOING IMMIGRATION AND 
LAW ENFORCEMENT INVESTIGATIONS OR PROS- 
ECUTIONS.— 

“(i) DETERMINATION.—During the adjudica- 
tion of an application under this paragraph, 
the Director shall determine whether any 
Federal, State, territorial, tribal, or local 
law enforcement agency has undertaken an 
investigation or prosecution of the peti- 
tioning alien for— 
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“(D conduct relating to the battering or 
abuse alleged by the petitioning alien under 
this paragraph; 

‘“(ID) a violation of any immigration law; 
or 

“(JIT) a violation of any other criminal 
law. 

‘“(ii) USE OF INFORMATION.—If such an in- 
vestigation or prosecution was commenced, 
the investigative officer of United States 
Citizenship and Immigration Services shall— 

“(I) obtain as much information as possible 
about the investigation or prosecution; and 

“(II) consider that information as part of 
the adjudication of the application. 

“(ii) PENDING INVESTIGATION.—If such an 
investigation or prosecution is pending, the 
adjudication of the application shall be 
stayed pending the conclusion of the inves- 
tigation or prosecution. If no investigation 
has been undertaken or if a prosecutor’s of- 
fice has not commenced a prosecution after 
the matter was referred to it, that fact shall 
be considered by the investigative officer as 
part of the adjudication of the application. 

“(iv) EFFECT OF DETERMINATION TO REMOVE 
OR INDICT.—If such an investigation deter- 
mines that the alien is removable, or if the 
alien is indicted, the application under this 
paragraph shall be denied. 

“(v) EFFECT OF NOT GUILTY DETERMINA- 
TION.—If an investigation has been under- 
taken and a determination was made that a 
prosecution was not warranted or if a crimi- 
nal proceeding finds the United States cit- 
izen or legal permanent resident not guilty 
of the charges, such determination shall be 
binding and the application under this para- 
graph shall be denied. 

“(G) EFFECT OF MATERIAL MISREPRESENTA- 
TION.—If an alien makes a material misrepre- 
sentation during the application process 
under this paragraph, the Secretary of 
Homeland Security shall— 

“G) deny the application and remove the 
alien on an expedited basis; and 

‘“(ii) make the alien ineligible for any tax- 
payer funded benefits or immigration bene- 
fits.”’. 


SEC. 802. CLARIFICATION OF THE REQUIRE- 
MENTS APPLICABLE TO U VISAS. 


Section 214(p)(1) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1184(p)(1)) is 
amended as follows: 

(1) By striking ‘“‘The petition” and insert- 
ing the following: 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The petition”. 

(2) By adding at the end the following: 

“(B) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.—Each 
certification submitted under subparagraph 
(A) shall confirm under penalty of perjury 
that— 

“(i) the petitioner reported the criminal 
activity to a law enforcement agency within 
120 days of its occurrence; 

“Gi) the statute of limitations for pros- 
ecuting an offense based on the criminal ac- 
tivity has not lapsed; 

“Gii) the criminal activity is actively 
under investigation or a prosecution has 
been commenced; and 

“(iv) the petitioner has provided to a law 
enforcement agency information that will 
assist in identifying the perpetrator of the 
criminal activity, or the perpetrator’s iden- 
tity is known. 

“(C) REQUIREMENT FOR CERTIFICATION.—No 
application for a visa under section 
101(a)(15)(U) may be granted unless accom- 
panied by the certification as described in 
this paragraph.’’. 
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SEC. 803. PROTECTIONS FOR A FIANCEE OR 
FIANCE OF A CITIZEN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 214 of the Immi- 
gration and Naturalization Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘crime.’’ 
and inserting ‘‘crime described in paragraph 
(3)(B) and information on any permanent 
protection or restraining order issued 
against the petitioner related to any speci- 
fied crime described in paragraph (3)(B)(i).”’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (8)(B)(i), by striking 
“abuse, and stalking.’’ And inserting ‘‘abuse, 
stalking, or an attempt to commit any such 
crime.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (r)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘crime.’’ 
and inserting ‘‘crime described in paragraph 
(5)(B) and information on any permanent 
protection or restraining order issued 
against the petitioner related to any speci- 
fied crime described in subsection (5)(B)(i).’’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (5)(B)(i), by striking 
“abuse, and stalking.” and inserting ‘‘abuse, 
stalking, or an attempt to commit any such 
crime.’’. 

(b) PROVISION OF INFORMATION TO K NON-IM- 
MIGRANTS.—Section 883 of the International 
Marriage Broker Regulation Act of 2005 (8 
U.S.C. 1375a) is amended in subsection 
AA), by striking ‘‘or’’ after “orders” and 
inserting ‘‘and’’. 

SEC. 804. REGULATION OF INTERNATIONAL MAR- 
RIAGE BROKERS. 

(a) IMPLEMENTATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
MARRIAGE BROKER ACT OF 2005.—Not later 
than 90 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Attorney General shall sub- 
mit to Congress a report that includes the 
name of the component of the Department of 
Justice responsible for prosecuting viola- 
tions of the International Marriage Broker 
Act of 2005 (subtitle D of Public Law 109-162; 
119 Stat. 3066) and the amendments made by 
this title. 

(b) REGULATION OF INTERNATIONAL MAR- 
RIAGE BROKERS.—Section 833(d) of the Inter- 
national Marriage Broker Regulation Act of 
2005 (8 U.S.C. 1875a(d)) is amended as follows: 

(1) By amending paragraph (1) to read as 
follows: 

‘(1) PROHIBITION ON MARKETING OF OR TO 
CHILDREN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—An international mar- 
riage broker shall not provide any individual 
or entity with personal contact information, 
photograph, or general information about 
the background or interests of any indi- 
vidual under the age of 18. 

‘(B) COMPLIANCE.—To comply with the re- 
quirements of subparagraph (A), an inter- 
national marriage broker shall— 

“(i) obtain a valid copy of each foreign na- 
tional client’s birth certificate or other 
proof of age document issued by an appro- 
priate government entity; 

“(ii) indicate on such certificate or docu- 
ment the date it was received by the inter- 
national marriage broker; 

“(iii) retain the original of such certificate 
or document for 5 years after such date of re- 
ceipt; and 

‘““iv) produce such certificate or document 
upon request to an appropriate authority 
charged with the enforcement of this para- 
graph.’’. 

(2) In paragraph (2)(B)(ii), by striking “or 
stalking.” and inserting ‘‘stalking, or an at- 
tempt to commit any such crime.’’. 

(3) In paragraph (5)(B)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘In circumstances” and in- 
serting the following: 
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“(i) IN GENERAL.—In circumstances”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(ii) FRAUDULENT FAILURES OF UNITED 
STATES CLIENTS TO MAKE REQUIRED SELF-DIS- 
CLOSURES.—A person who knowingly and 
with intent to defraud another person out- 
side the United States in order to recruit, so- 
licit, entice, or induce that other person into 
entering a dating or matrimonial relation- 
ship, makes false or fraudulent representa- 
tions regarding the disclosures described in 
clause (i), (ii), (iii), or (iv) of subsection 
(d)(2)(B), including by failing to make any 
such disclosures, shall be fined in accordance 
with title 18, United States Code, imprisoned 
for not more than 1 year, or both.’’. 

SEC. 805. GAO REPORT. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REPORT.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall submit to the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report regarding the adjudica- 
tion of petitions and applications under sec- 
tion 101(a)(15)(U) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(U)) and the 
self-petitioning process for VAWA self-peti- 
tioners (as that term is defined in section 
101(a)(51) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(51)). 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required by sub- 
section (a) shall— 

(1) assess the efficiency and reliability of 
the process for reviewing such petitions and 
applications, including whether the process 
includes adequate safeguards against fraud 
and abuse; and 

(2) identify possible improvements to the 
adjudications of petitions and applications 
in order to reduce fraud and abuse. 

SEC. 806. DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION FOR NA- 
TIONAL SECURITY PURPOSES. 

(a) INFORMATION SHARING.—Section 384(b) 
of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immi- 
grant Responsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 
1367(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘Secretary of Homeland 
Security or the” before “Attorney General 
may”; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘Secretary’s or the’’ be- 
fore “Attorney General’s discretion”’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘Secretary of Homeland 
Security or the” before ‘‘Attorney General 
may”: 

(B) by inserting ‘‘Secretary or the’’ before 
“Attorney General for’’; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘in a manner that protects 
the confidentiality of such information’’ 
after ‘law enforcement purpose”; 

(3) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘Attorney 
General is’? and inserting ‘‘Secretary of 
Homeland Security and the Attorney Gen- 
eral are”; and 

(4) by adding at the end a new paragraph as 
follows: 

(8) Notwithstanding subsection (a)(2), the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, the Sec- 
retary of State, or the Attorney General 
may provide in the discretion of either such 
Secretary or the Attorney General for the 
disclosure of information to national secu- 
rity officials to be used solely for a national 
security purpose in a manner that protects 
the confidentiality of such information.’’. 

(b) GUIDELINES.—Section 384(d) of the Ille- 
gal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Re- 
sponsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1367(d)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘and severe forms of 
trafficking in persons or criminal activity 
listed in section 101(a)(15)(U) of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(u))”’ after ‘domestic violence”. 
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(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Attorney General and Secretary of 
Homeland Security shall provide the guid- 
ance required by section 384(d) of the Illegal 
Immigration Reform and Immigrant Respon- 
sibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1367(d)), con- 
sistent with the amendments made by sub- 
sections (a) and (b). 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 
384(a)(1) of the Illegal Immigration Reform 
and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1986 is 
amended by striking ‘‘241(a)(2)’’ in the mat- 
ter following subparagraph (F) and inserting 
937(a)(2)’’. 

TITLE IX—SAFETY FOR INDIAN WOMEN 
SEC. 901. GRANTS TO INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERN- 

MENTS. 

Section 2015(a) of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3796gg-10(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘“‘sex traf- 
ficking,’’ after ‘‘sexual assault,’’; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘“‘sex traf- 
ficking,’’ after ‘‘sexual assault,’’; 

(3) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘and stalk- 
ing” and all that follows and inserting ‘‘sex- 
ual assault, sex trafficking, and stalking;’’; 

(4) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘sex trafficking,’ after 
“sexual assault,” each place it appears; and 

(B) by striking “and” at the end; 

(5) in paragraph (8)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘sex trafficking,’ after 
“stalking,’’; and 

(B) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 

““(9) provide services to address the needs 
of youth who are victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, sex 
trafficking, or stalking and the needs of chil- 
dren exposed to domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, or stalking, including 
support for the nonabusing parent or the 
caretaker of the child; and 

“(10) develop and promote legislation and 
policies that enhance best practices for re- 
sponding to violent crimes against Indian 
women, including the crimes of domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, sex 
trafficking, and stalking.’’. 

SEC. 902. GRANTS TO INDIAN TRIBAL COALI- 
TIONS. 

Section 2001(d) of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3796g¢(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(D) developing and promoting State, 
local, or tribal legislation and policies that 
enhance best practices for responding to vio- 
lent crimes against Indian women, including 
the crimes of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, and sex traf- 
ficking.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘indi- 
viduals or’’. 

SEC. 903. CONSULTATION. 

Section 903 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045d) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and the Violence Against 
Women Act of 2000” and inserting ‘‘, the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 2000”; and 

(B) by inserting ‘“, and the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013” 
before the period at the end; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
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(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘Secretary of the Department of 
Health and Human Services” and inserting 
“Secretary of Health and Human Services, 
the Secretary of the Interior,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and 
stalking” and inserting ‘‘stalking, and sex 
trafficking”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(c) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Attorney Gen- 
eral shall submit to Congress an annual re- 
port on the annual consultations required 
under subsection (a) that— 

“(1) contains the recommendations made 
under subsection (b) by Indian tribes during 
the year covered by the report; 

“(2) describes actions taken during the 
year covered by the report to respond to rec- 
ommendations made under subsection (b) 
during the year or a previous year; and 

“(3) describes how the Attorney General 
will work in coordination and collaboration 
with Indian tribes, the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, and the Secretary of 
the Interior to address the recommendations 
made under subsection (b). 

“(d) NoTICE.—Not later than 120 days be- 
fore the date of a consultation under sub- 
section (a), the Attorney General shall no- 
tify tribal leaders of the date, time, and loca- 
tion of the consultation.’’. 

SEC. 904. AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL AS- 
SAULT STATUTE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 118 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) Assault with intent to commit murder 
or a violation of section 2241 or 2242, by a fine 
under this title, imprisonment for not more 
than 20 years, or both.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘felony 
under chapter 109A” and inserting ‘‘violation 
of section 2241 or 2242’’; 

(C) in paragraph (8) by striking ‘‘and with- 
out just cause or excuse,”’; 

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking 
months” and inserting ‘‘1 year”; 

(E) in paragraph (5), by striking “1 year,” 
and inserting ‘‘5 years,”’; 

(F) in paragraph (7)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘substantial bodily injury 
to an individual who has not attained the 
age of 16 years” and inserting ‘‘substantial 
bodily injury to a spouse or intimate part- 
ner, a dating partner, or an individual who 
has not attained the age of 16 years”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘fine’’ and inserting ‘‘a 
fine”; and 

(G) by adding at the end the following: 

“(8) Assault of a spouse, intimate partner, 
or dating partner by strangling, suffocating, 
or attempting to strangle or suffocate, by a 
fine under this title, imprisonment for not 
more than 10 years, or both.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(b) As used in this sub- 
section—”’ and inserting the following: 

“(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking “and” 
at the end; 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) the terms ‘dating partner’ and ‘spouse 
or intimate partner’ have the meanings 
given those terms in section 2266; 

“(4) the term ‘strangling’ means knowingly 
or recklessly impeding the normal breathing 
or circulation of the blood of a person by ap- 
plying pressure to the throat or neck, re- 
gardless of whether that conduct results in 
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any visible injury or whether there is any in- 
tent to kill or protractedly injure the vic- 
tim; and 

“(5) the term ‘suffocating’ means know- 
ingly or recklessly impeding the normal 
breathing of a person by covering the mouth 
of the person, the nose of the person, or both, 
regardless of whether that conduct results in 
any visible injury or whether there is any in- 
tent to kill or protractedly injure the vic- 
tim.”’. 

(b) INDIAN MAJOR CRIMES.—Section 1153(a) 
of title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘assault with intent to commit 
murder, assault with a dangerous weapon, 
assault resulting in serious bodily injury (as 
defined in section 1865 of this title)” and in- 
serting “a felony assault under section 113”. 

(c) REPEAT OFFENDERS.—Section 
2265A(b)(1)(B) of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting ‘‘or tribal” after 
“State”. 

SEC. 905. ANALYSIS AND RESEARCH ON VIO- 
LENCE AGAINST INDIAN WOMEN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 904(a) of the Vio- 
lence Against Women and Department of 
Justice Reauthorization Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 3796gg-10 note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The National” and insert- 
ing “Not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of the Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act of 2013, the National’; 
and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and in Native villages” 
(as defined in section 3 of the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1602))’’ be- 
fore the period at the end; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(A)— 

(A) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(B) in clause (v), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(vi) sex trafficking.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘this Act” 
and inserting ‘‘the Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act of 2013”; and 

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘this sec- 
tion $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 and 
2008” and inserting ‘‘this subsection $500,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 and 2015”. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 905(b)(2) of the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (28 U.S.C. 534 note) is 
amended by striking ‘fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 

SEC. 906. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

The amendments made by this title shall 
take effect on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

SEC. 907. TRIBAL PROTECTION ORDERS. 

Section 2265(e) of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“COURT JURISDICTION” and inserting ‘‘PRO- 
TECTION ORDERS”; 

(2) by striking “For purposes of this sec- 
tion” and inserting the following: 

“(1) TRIBAL COURT JURISDICTION.—For pur- 
poses of this section and subject to para- 
graph (2)’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) UNITED STATES COURT JURISDICTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—An Indian tribe may pe- 
tition a district court of the United States in 
whose district the tribe is located for an ap- 
propriately tailored protection order exclud- 
ing any person from areas within the Indian 
country of the tribe. 

“(B) REQUIRED SHOWING.—The court shall 
issue a protection order prohibiting the per- 
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son identified in a petition under subpara- 
graph (A) from entering all or part of the In- 
dian country of the tribe upon a showing 
that— 

“(i) the person identified in the petition 
has assaulted an Indian spouse or intimate 
partner who resides or works in such Indian 
country, or an Indian child who resides with 
or is in the care or custody of such spouse or 
intimate partner; and 

“Gi) a protection order is reasonably nec- 
essary to protect the safety and well-being of 
the spouse, intimate partner, or child de- 
scribed in clause (i). 

““(C) FACTORS TO CONSIDER.—In determining 
the areas from which the person identified in 
a protection order issued under subparagraph 
(B) shall be excluded, the court shall con- 
sider all appropriate factors, including the 
places of residence, work, or school of— 

“(i) the person identified in the protection 
order; and 

“(i) the spouse, intimate partner, or child 
described in subparagraph (B)(i). 

‘“(D) PENALTY FOR WILLFUL VIOLATION.—A 
person who willfully violates a protection 
order issued under subparagraph (B) shall be 
punished as provided in section 2261(b).’’. 

SEC. 908. ALASKA RURAL JUSTICE AND LAW EN- 
FORCEMENT COMMISSION. 

The Attorney General, in consultation 
with the Attorney General of the State of 
Alaska, the Commissioner of Public Safety 
of the State of Alaska, the Alaska Federa- 
tion of Natives, and Federally recognized In- 
dian tribes in the State of Alaska, shall re- 
port to Congress not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act with re- 
spect to whether the Alaska Rural Justice 
and Law Enforcement Commission estab- 
lished under Section 112(a)(1) of the Consoli- 
dated Appropriations Act, 2004 should be con- 
tinued and appropriations authorized for the 
continued work of the commission. The re- 
port may contain recommendations for legis- 
lation with respect to the scope of work and 
composition of the commission. 

SEC. 909. FUNDING FOR FEDERAL PROSECUTORS 
AND MAGISTRATE JUDGES TO PROS- 
ECUTE AND ADJUDICATE DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE CASES IN INDIAN COUN- 
TRY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018— 

(1) $18,750,000 to the Attorney General for 
salaries and expenses of assistant United 
States attorneys who are located in Indian 
country and prosecute only cases of sexual 
assault, dating violence, domestic violence, 
or stalking in Indian country; and 

(2) $6,250,000 to the district courts of the 
United States for salaries and expenses of 
United States magistrate judges who are lo- 
cated in Indian country and hear only— 

(A) cases of sexual assault, dating violence, 
domestic violence, or stalking in Indian 
country; or 

(B) petitions for protection orders under 
paragraph (2) of section 2265(e) of title 18, 
United States Code, as added by this Act. 

(b) OFFSET OF AUTHORIZATIONS.—The 
amounts authorized to be appropriated for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018 for any 
grant administered by the Department of 
Justice, including amounts authorized to be 
appropriated by this Act or the amendments 
made by this Act, is reduced by 1 percent. 

TITLE X—VIOLENT CRIME AGAINST 
WOMEN 
SEC. 1001. SEXUAL ABUSE IN CUSTODIAL SET- 
TINGS. 

(a) SUITS BY PRISONERS.—Section (e) of 

the Civil Rights of Institutionalized Persons 
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Act (42 U.S.C. 1997e(e)) is amended by insert- 
ing before the period at the end the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘or the commission of a sexual act 
(as defined in section 2246 of title 18, United 
States Code)’’. 

(b) UNITED STATES AS DEFENDANT.—Section 
1346(b)(2) of title 28, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting before the period at 
the end the following: ‘‘or the commission of 
a sexual act (as defined in section 2246 of 
title 18)”. 

(c) ADOPTION AND EFFECT OF NATIONAL 
STANDARDS.—Section 8 of the Prison Rape 
Elimination Act of 2003 (42 U.S.C. 15607) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(c) APPLICABILITY TO DETENTION FACILI- 
TIES OPERATED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF HOME- 
LAND SECURITY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
publish a final rule adopting national stand- 
ards for the detection, prevention, reduction, 
and punishment of rape and sexual assault in 
facilities that maintain custody of aliens de- 
tained for a violation of the immigrations 
laws of the United States. 

‘(2) APPLICABILITY.—The standards adopt- 
ed under paragraph (1) shall apply to deten- 
tion facilities operated by the Department of 
Homeland Security and to detention facili- 
ties operated under contract with the De- 
partment. 

‘(3) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary of Home- 
land Security shall— 

“(A) assess compliance with the standards 
adopted under paragraph (1) on a regular 
basis; and 

“(B) include the results of the assessments 
in performance evaluations of facilities com- 
pleted by the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity. 

‘(4) CONSIDERATIONS.—In adopting stand- 
ards under paragraph (1), the Secretary of 
Homeland Security shall give due consider- 
ation to the recommended national stand- 
ards provided by the Commission under sec- 
tion 7(e). 

“(d) APPLICABILITY TO CUSTODIAL FACILI- 
TIES OPERATED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services 
shall publish a final rule adopting national 
standards for the detection, prevention, re- 
duction, and punishment of rape and sexual 
assault in facilities that maintain custody of 
unaccompanied alien children (as defined in 
section 462(¢) of the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 279(g))). 

‘“(2) APPLICABILITY.—The standards adopt- 
ed under paragraph (1) shall apply to facili- 
ties operated by the Department of Health 
and Human Services and to facilities oper- 
ated under contract with the Department. 

(3) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary of Health 
and Human Services shall— 

“(A) assess compliance with the standards 
adopted under paragraph (1) on a regular 
basis; and 

“(B) include the results of the assessments 
in performance evaluations of facilities com- 
pleted by the Department of Health and 
Human Services. 

‘(4) CONSIDERATIONS.—In adopting stand- 
ards under paragraph (1), the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services shall give due 
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consideration to the recommended national 

standards provided by the Commission under 

section 7(e).’’. 

SEC. 1002. REPORT ON COMPLIANCE WITH THE 
DNA FINGERPRINT ACT OF 2005. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
prepare and submit to the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the Senate and the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the House of Representa- 
tives a report that— 

(1) describes, in detail, the measures and 
procedures taken by the Secretary to comply 
with any regulation promulgated pursuant 
to section 3(e)(1) of the DNA Analysis Back- 
log Elimination Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 
14135a(e)(1)); and 

(2) provides a detailed explanation of the 
circumstances and specific cases, if avail- 
able, in which— 

(A) the Secretary failed to comply with 
any regulation promulgated pursuant to 
such section 3(e)(1); 

(B) the Secretary requested the Attorney 
General approve additional limitations to, or 
exceptions from, any regulation promulgated 
pursuant to such section 3(e)(1); or 

(C) the Secretary consulted with the Attor- 
ney General to determine that the collection 
of DNA samples is not feasible because of 
operational exigencies or resource limita- 
tions. 

SEC. 1003. REPORT ON CAPACITY UTILIZATION. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall prepare a study on the avail- 
ability of services for victims of domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking. 

(b) CONTENT.—The report required by sub- 
section (a) shall address the following: 

(1) The services or categories of services 
that are currently being offered or provided 
to victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking. 

(2) The approximate number of victims re- 
ceiving these services. 

(3) The approximate number of victims, 
and the percentage of the total population of 
victims, who request services but are not 
provided services. 

(4) The reasons why victims are not pro- 
vided services, including— 

(A) shelter or service organization lack of 
resources; 

(B) shelter or organization limitations not 
associated with funding; 

(C) geographical, logistical, 
barriers; 

(D) characteristics of the perpetrator; and 

(E) characteristics or background of the 
victim. 

(5) For any refusal to provide services to a 
victim, the reasons for the denial of services, 
including victim characteristics or back- 
ground, including— 

(A) employment history; 

(B) criminal history; 

(C) illegal or prescription drug use; 

(D) financial situation; 

(E) status of the victim as a parent; 

(F) personal hygiene; 

(G) current or past disease or illness; 

(H) religious association or belief; 

(I) physical characteristics of the victim or 
the provider facility 

(J) gender; 

(K) race; 

(L) national origin or status as alien; 

(M) failure to follow shelter or organiza- 
tion rules or procedures; 

(N) previous contact or experiences with 
the shelter or service organization; or 


or physical 
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(O) any other victim characteristic or 
background that is determined to be the 
cause of the denial of services. 

(6) The frequency or prevalence of denial of 
services from organizations who receive Fed- 
eral funds. 

(7) The frequency or prevalence of denial of 
service from organizations who do not re- 
ceive Federal funds. 

SEC. 1004. MANDATORY MINIMUM SENTENCE FOR 
AGGRAVATED SEXUAL ABUSE. 

Section 2241 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the undesignated 
matter following paragraph (2), by striking 
“any term of years or life” and inserting 
‘not less than 10 years or imprisoned for 
life”; and 

(2) in subsection (b), in the undesignated 
matter following paragraph (2), by striking 
“any term of years or life” and inserting 
‘not less than 5 years or imprisoned for 
life”. 

SEC. 1005. REMOVAL OF DRUNK DRIVERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(a)(48)(F) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(48)(F)) is amended by striking 
“for which the term of imprisonment” and 
inserting ‘‘, including a third drunk driving 
conviction, regardless of the States in which 
the convictions occurred or whether the of- 
fenses are classified as misdemeanors or felo- 
nies under State or Federal law, for which 
the term of imprisonment is”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE AND APPLICATION.— 

(1) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) APPLICATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the amendment made by 
subsection (a) shall apply to a conviction for 
drunk driving that occurred before, on, or 
after such date. 

(B) TWO OR MORE PRIOR CONVICTIONS.—An 
alien who has received two or more convic- 
tions for drunk driving prior to the date of 
the enactment of this Act may not be sub- 
ject to removal for the commission of an ag- 
gravated felony pursuant to section 
101(a)(48)(F) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(48)(F)), as amended 
by subsection (a), on the basis of such con- 
victions until the date that the alien is con- 
victed of a drunk driving offense after such 
date of enactment. 

SEC. 1006. ENHANCED PENALTIES FOR INTER- 
STATE DOMESTIC VIOLENCE RE- 
SULTING IN DEATH, LIFE-THREAT- 
ENING BODILY INJURY, PERMANENT 
DISFIGUREMENT, AND SERIOUS 
BODILY INJURY. 

Section 2261(b) of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘not less 
than 15 years” after ‘‘any term of years”; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘20 years” 
and inserting ‘‘25 years’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘10 years” 
and inserting ‘‘15 years’’. 

SEC. 1007. MINIMUM PENALTIES FOR THE POS- 
SESSION OF CHILD PORNOGRAPHY. 

(a) CERTAIN ACTIVITIES RELATING TO MATE- 
RIAL INVOLVING THE SEXUAL EXPLOITATION OF 
MINORS.—Section 2252(b)(2) of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘impris- 
oned for not more than 20 years” and insert- 
ing ‘imprisoned for not less than 1 year and 
not more than 20 years’’. 

(b) CERTAIN ACTIVITIES RELATING TO MATE- 
RIAL CONSTITUTING OR CONTAINING CHILD POR- 
NOGRAPHY.—Section 2252A(b)(2) of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
“imprisoned for not more than 20 years” and 
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inserting ‘‘imprisoned for not less than 1 

year and not more than 20 years”. 

SEC. 1008. AUDIT OF OFFICE FOR VICTIMS OF 
CRIME. 


(a) AUDIT.—The Comptroller General of the 
United States shall conduct an objective and 
credible audit of the expenditure of funds by 
the Office for Victims of Crime (in this sec- 
tion referred to as the ‘‘Office’’) from the 
Crime Victims Fund established under sec- 
tion 1402 of the Victims of Crime Act of 1984 
(42 U.S.C. 10601) (in this section referred to as 
the ‘‘Fund’’). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 9 months after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp- 
troller General shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House 
of Representatives a report regarding the 
audit conducted under subsection (a) that— 

(1) addresses whether the Office provides 
amounts from the Fund to individuals or en- 
tities that support individuals who are not 
victims of crime; 

(2) addresses whether the Office is author- 
ized to provide amounts from the Fund to in- 
dividuals or entities described in paragraph 
a); 

(3) addresses whether the Office provides 
amounts from the Fund for legal services for 
victims of crime; and 

(4) if the Office no longer provides amounts 
from the Fund for the services described in 
paragraph (3), contains an explanation for 
why the Office no longer provides amounts 
for such services. 

TITLE XI—THE SAFER ACT 
SEC. 1101. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Sexual As- 
sault Forensic Evidence Reporting Act of 
2013” or the ‘‘SAFER Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 1102. DEBBIE SMITH GRANTS FOR AUDITING 
SEXUAL ASSAULT EVIDENCE BACK- 
LOGS. 

Section 2 of the DNA Analysis Backlog 
Elimination Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 14135) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraphs: 

“(7) To conduct an audit consistent with 
subsection (n) of the samples of sexual as- 
sault evidence that are in the possession of 
the State or unit of local government and 
are awaiting testing. 

‘(8) To ensure that the collection and proc- 
essing of DNA evidence by law enforcement 
agencies from crimes, including sexual as- 
sault and other violent crimes against per- 
sons, is carried out in an appropriate and 
timely manner and in accordance with the 
protocols and practices developed under sub- 
section (0)(1).’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘(4) ALLOCATION OF GRANT AWARDS FOR AU- 
DITS.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2017, 
not less than 5 percent, but not more than 7 
percent, of the grant amounts distributed 
under paragraph (1) shall, if sufficient appli- 
cations to justify such amounts are received 
by the Attorney General, be awarded for pur- 
poses described in subsection (a)(7). 

‘(B) NO EFFECT ON MINIMUM AMOUNTS FOR 
CERTAIN DNA ANALYSES.—None of the funds 
required to be distributed under this para- 
graph shall decrease or otherwise limit the 
availability of funds required to be awarded 
to States or units of local government under 
paragraph (8).’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘(n) USE OF FUNDS FOR AUDITING SEXUAL 
ASSAULT EVIDENCE BACKLOGS.— 
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(1) ELIGIBILITY.—The Attorney General 
may award a grant under this section to a 
State or unit of local government for the 
purpose described in subsection (a)(7) only if 
the State or unit of local government— 

‘(A) submits a plan for performing the 
audit of samples described in such sub- 
section; and 

‘“(B) includes in such plan a good-faith es- 
timate of the number of such samples. 

(2) GRANT CONDITIONS.—A State or unit of 
local government receiving a grant for the 
purpose described in subsection (a)(7)— 

“(A) may not enter into any contract or 
agreement with any non-governmental ven- 
dor laboratory to conduct an audit described 
in subsection (a)(7); and 

“(B) shall— 

“(i) not later than 1 year after receiving 
the grant, complete the audit referred to in 
paragraph (1)(A) in accordance with the plan 
submitted under such paragraph; 

“(ii) not later than 60 days after receiving 
possession of a sample of sexual assault evi- 
dence that was not in the possession of the 
State or unit of local government at the 
time of the initiation of an audit under para- 
graph (1)(A), subject to paragraph (4)(F), in- 
clude in any required reports under clause 
(v), the information listed under paragraph 
(4)(B); 

‘“(iii) for each sample of sexual assault evi- 
dence that is identified as awaiting testing 
as part of the audit referred to in paragraph 
()(A)— 

‘“(T) assign a unique numeric or alpha- 
numeric identifier to each sample of sexual 
assault evidence that is in the possession of 
the State or unit of local government and is 
awaiting testing; and 

“(ID identify the date or dates after which 
the State or unit of local government would 
be barred by any applicable statutes of limi- 
tations from prosecuting a perpetrator of the 
sexual assault to which the sample relates; 

““(iv) provide that— 

“(I) the chief law enforcement officer of 
the State or unit of local government, re- 
spectively, is the individual responsible for 
the compliance of the State or unit of local 
government, respectively, with the reporting 
requirements described in clause (v); or 

“(ID) the designee of such officer may ful- 
fill the responsibility described in subclause 
(I) so long as such designee is an employee of 
the State or unit of local government, re- 
spectively, and is not an employee of any 
governmental laboratory or non-govern- 
mental vendor laboratory; and 

“(v) comply with all grantee reporting re- 
quirements described in paragraph (4). 

‘(3) EXTENSION OF INITIAL DEADLINE.—The 
Attorney General may grant an extension of 
the deadline under paragraph (2)(B)(i) to a 
State or unit of local government that dem- 
onstrates that more time is required for 
compliance with such paragraph. 

‘(4) SEXUAL ASSAULT FORENSIC EVIDENCE 
REPORTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For not less than 12 
months after the completion of an initial 
count of sexual assault evidence that is 
awaiting testing during an audit referred to 
in paragraph (1)(A), a State or unit of local 
government that receives a grant award 
under subsection (a)(7) shall, not less than 
every 60 days, submit a report to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, on a form prescribed by the 
Attorney General, which shall contain the 
information required under subparagraph 
(B). 

‘(B) CONTENTS OF REPORTS.—A_ report 
under this paragraph shall contain the fol- 
lowing information: 
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“(i) The name of the State or unit of local 
government filing the report. 

“Gi) The period of dates covered by the re- 
port. 

“(iii) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence that, at the 
end of the reporting period— 

“(I) are in the possession of the State or 
unit of local government at the reporting pe- 
riod; 

“(ID are awaiting testing; and 

‘(III the State or unit of local government 
has determined should undergo DNA or other 
appropriate forensic analyses. 

“(iv) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence in the posses- 
sion of the State or unit of local government 
that, at the end of the reporting period, the 
State or unit of local government has deter- 
mined should not undergo DNA or other ap- 
propriate forensic analyses, provided that 
the reporting form shall allow for the State 
or unit of local government, at its sole dis- 
cretion, to explain the reasoning for this de- 
termination in some or all cases. 

“(v) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence in a total 
under clause (iii) that have been submitted 
to a laboratory for DNA or other appropriate 
forensic analyses. 

“(vi) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence identified by 
an audit referred to in paragraph (1)(A) or 
under paragraph (2)(B)(ii) for which DNA or 
other appropriate forensic analysis has been 
completed at the end of the reporting period. 

“(vii) The total number of samples of sex- 
ual assault evidence identified by the State 
or unit of local government under paragraph 
(2)(B)(ii), since the previous reporting period. 

“(vili) The cumulative total number of 
samples of sexual assault evidence described 
under clause (iii) for which the State or unit 
of local government will be barred within 12 
months by any applicable statute of limita- 
tions from prosecuting a perpetrator of the 
sexual assault to which the sample relates. 

‘“(C) PUBLICATION OF REPORTS.—Not later 
than 7 days after the submission of a report 
under this paragraph by a State or unit of 
local government, the Attorney General 
shall, subject to subparagraph (D), publish 
and disseminate a facsimile of the full con- 
tents of such report on an appropriate inter- 
net website. 

‘“(D) PERSONALLY IDENTIFIABLE INFORMA- 
TION.—The Attorney General shall ensure 
that any information published and dissemi- 
nated as part of a report under this para- 
graph, which reports information under this 
subsection, does not include personally iden- 
tifiable information or details about a sexual 
assault that might lead to the identification 
of the individuals involved. 

‘“(E) OPTIONAL REPORTING.—The Attorney 
General shall— 

“(i) at the discretion of a State or unit of 
local government required to file a report 
under subparagraph (A), allow such State or 
unit of local government, at their sole dis- 
cretion, to submit such reports on a more 
frequent basis; and 

“(ii) make available to all States and units 
of local government the reporting form cre- 
ated pursuant to subparagraph (A), whether 
or not they are required to submit such re- 
ports, and allow such States or units of local 
government, at their sole discretion, to sub- 
mit such reports for publication. 

‘“(F) SAMPLES EXEMPT FROM REPORTING RE- 
QUIREMENT.—The reporting requirements de- 
scribed in paragraph (2) shall not apply to a 
sample of sexual assault evidence that— 

“(j) is not considered criminal evidence 
(such as a sample collected anonymously 
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from a victim who is unwilling to make a 
criminal complaint); or 

“(ii) relates to a sexual assault for which 
the prosecution of each perpetrator is barred 
by a statute of limitations. 

(5) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

“(A) AWAITING TESTING.—The term ‘await- 
ing testing’ means, with respect to a sample 
of sexual assault evidence, that— 

“(i) the sample has been collected and is in 
the possession of a State or unit of local gov- 
ernment; 

“(Gi) DNA and other appropriate forensic 
analyses have not been performed on such 
sample; and 

“(iii) the sample is related to a criminal 
case or investigation in which final disposi- 
tion has not yet been reached. 

“(B) FINAL DISPOSITION.—The term ‘final 
disposition’ means, with respect to a crimi- 
nal case or investigation to which a sample 
of sexual assault evidence relates— 

“(i) the conviction or acquittal of all sus- 
pected perpetrators of the crime involved; 

“(ii) a determination by the State or unit 
of local government in possession of the sam- 
ple that the case is unfounded; or 

“(iii) a declaration by the victim of the 
crime involved that the act constituting the 
basis of the crime was not committed. 

‘*(C) POSSESSION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘possession’, 
used with respect to possession of a sample 
of sexual assault evidence by a State or unit 
of local government, includes possession by 
an individual who is acting as an agent of 
the State or unit of local government for the 
collection of the sample. 

“(ii) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
clause (i) shall be construed to create or 
amend any Federal rights or privileges for 
non-governmental vendor laboratories de- 
scribed in regulations promulgated under 
section 210303 of the DNA Identification Act 
of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14181). 

“(o) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROTOCOLS, TECH- 
NICAL ASSISTANCE, AND DEFINITIONS.— 

‘(1) PROTOCOLS AND PRACTICES.—Not later 
than 18 months after the date of enactment 
of the SAFER Act of 2013, the Director, in 
consultation with Federal, State, and local 
law enforcement agencies and government 
laboratories, shall develop and publish a de- 
scription of protocols and practices the Di- 
rector considers appropriate for the accu- 
rate, timely, and effective collection and 
processing of DNA evidence, including proto- 
cols and practices specific to sexual assault 
cases, which shall address appropriate steps 
in the investigation of cases that might in- 
volve DNA evidence, including— 

“(A) how to determine— 

“(i) which evidence is to be collected by 
law enforcement personnel and forwarded for 
testing; 

“(ii) the preferred order in which evidence 
from the same case is to be tested; and 

“(ii) what information to take into ac- 
count when establishing the order in which 
evidence from different cases is to be tested; 

‘(B) the establishment of a reasonable pe- 
riod of time in which evidence is to be for- 
warded by emergency response providers, law 
enforcement personnel, and prosecutors to a 
laboratory for testing; 

‘(C) the establishment of reasonable peri- 
ods of time in which each stage of analytical 
laboratory testing is to be completed; 

“(D) systems to encourage communication 
within a State or unit of local government 
among emergency response providers, law 
enforcement personnel, prosecutors, courts, 
defense counsel, crime laboratory personnel, 
and crime victims regarding the status of 
crime scene evidence to be tested; and 
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“(E) standards for conducting the audit of 
the backlog for DNA case work in sexual as- 
sault cases required under subsection (n). 

‘(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING.— 
The Director shall make available technical 
assistance and training to support States 
and units of local government in adopting 
and implementing the protocols and prac- 
tices developed under paragraph (1) on and 
after the date on which the protocols and 
practices are published. 

‘(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
terms ‘awaiting testing’ and ‘possession’ 
have the meanings given those terms in sub- 
section (n).’’. 

SEC. 1103. REPORTS TO CONGRESS. 

Not later than 90 days after the end of each 
fiscal year for which a grant is made for the 
purpose described in section 2(a)(7) of the 
DNA Analysis Backlog Elimination Act of 
2000, as amended by section 1102, the Attor- 
ney General shall submit to Congress a re- 
port that— 

(1) lists the States and units of local gov- 
ernment that have been awarded such grants 
and the amount of the grant received by 
each such State or unit of local government; 

(2) states the number of extensions granted 
by the Attorney General under section 
2(n)(8) of the DNA Analysis Backlog Elimi- 
nation Act of 2000, as added by section 1102; 
and 

(3) summarizes the processing status of the 
samples of sexual assault evidence identified 
in Sexual Assault Forensic Evidence Reports 
established under section 2(0)(4) of the DNA 
Analysis Backlog Act of 2000, including the 
number of samples that have not been test- 
ed. 

SEC. 1104. REDUCING THE RAPE KIT BACKLOG. 

Section 2(c)(3) of the DNA Analysis Back- 
log Elimination Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 
14185(c)(8)) is amended— 

(a) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘2014’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(b) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) For each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018, not less than 75 percent of the total 
grant amounts shall be awarded for a com- 
bination of purposes under paragraphs (1), 
(2), and (8) of subsection (a).’’. 

SEC. 1105. OVERSIGHT AND ACCOUNTABILITY. 

All grants awarded by the Department of 
Justice that are authorized under this title 
shall be subject to the following: 

(1) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.—Beginning in fis- 
cal year 2013, and each fiscal year thereafter, 
the Inspector General of the Department of 
Justice shall conduct audits of recipients of 
grants under this title to prevent waste, 
fraud, and abuse of funds by grantees. The 
Inspector General shall determine the appro- 
priate number of grantees to be audited each 
year. 

(2) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—A recipient of 
grant funds under this title that is found to 
have an unresolved audit finding shall not be 
eligible to receive grant funds under this 
title during the 2 fiscal years beginning after 
the 12-month period described in paragraph 
(5). 

(3) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this title, the Attorney General shall give 
priority to eligible entities that, during the 
3 fiscal years before submitting an applica- 
tion for a grant under this title, did not have 
an unresolved audit finding showing a viola- 
tion in the terms or conditions of a Depart- 
ment of Justice grant program. 

(4) REIMBURSEMENT.—If an entity is award- 
ed grant funds under this title during the 2- 
fiscal-year period in which the entity is 
barred from receiving grants under para- 
graph (2), the Attorney General shall— 
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(A) deposit an amount equal to the grant 
funds that were improperly awarded to the 
grantee into the General Fund of the Treas- 
ury; and 

(B) seek to recoup the costs of the repay- 
ment to the fund from the grant recipient 
that was erroneously awarded grant funds. 

(5) DEFINED TERM.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘unresolved audit finding’? means an 
audit report finding in the final audit report 
of the Inspector General of the Department 
of Justice that the grantee has utilized grant 
funds for an unauthorized expenditure or 
otherwise unallowable cost that is not closed 
or resolved within a 12-month period begin- 
ning on the date when the final audit report 
is issued. 

(6) NONPROFIT 
MENTS.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion and the grant programs described in 
this title, the term ‘‘‘nonprofit organiza- 
tion’’’ means an organization that is de- 
scribed in section 501(c)(8) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 and is exempt from tax- 
ation under section 501(a) of such Code. 

(B) PROHIBITION.—The Attorney General 
shall not award a grant under any grant pro- 
gram described in this title to a nonprofit or- 
ganization that holds money in offshore ac- 
counts for the purpose of avoiding paying the 
tax described in section 511(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(C) DISCLOSURE.—Each nonprofit organiza- 
tion that is awarded a grant under a grant 
program described in this title and uses the 
procedures prescribed in regulations to cre- 
ate a rebuttable presumption of reasonable- 
ness for the compensation of its officers, di- 
rectors, trustees and key employees, shall 
disclose to the Attorney General, in the ap- 
plication for the grant, the process for deter- 
mining such compensation, including the 
independent persons involved in reviewing 
and approving such compensation, the com- 
parability data used, and contemporaneous 
substantiation of the deliberation and deci- 
sion. Upon request, the Attorney General 
shall make the information disclosed under 
this subsection available for public inspec- 
tion. 

(7) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Unless oth- 
erwise explicitly provided in authorizing leg- 
islation, not more than 7.5 percent of the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated under 
this title may be used by the Attorney Gen- 
eral for salaries and administrative expenses 
of the Department of Justice. 

(8) CONFERENCE EXPENDITURES.— 

(A) LIMITATION.—No amounts authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of Justice 
under this title may be used by the Attorney 
General or by any individual or organization 
awarded discretionary funds through a coop- 
erative agreement under this title, to host or 
support any expenditure for conferences that 
uses more than $20,000 in Department funds, 
unless the Deputy Attorney General or the 
appropriate Assistant Attorney General, Di- 
rector, or principal deputy as the Deputy At- 
torney General may designate, provides prior 
written authorization that the funds may be 
expended to host a conference. 

(B) WRITTEN APPROVAL.—Written approval 
under subparagraph (A) shall include a writ- 
ten estimate of all costs associated with the 
conference, including the cost of all food and 
beverages, audio/visual equipment, honoraria 
for speakers, and any entertainment. 

(C) REPORT.—The Deputy Attorney General 
shall submit an annual report to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House 
of Representatives on all conference expendi- 
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tures approved by operation of this para- 
graph. 

(9) PROHIBITION ON LOBBYING ACTIVITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts authorized to be 
appropriated under this title may not be uti- 
lized by any grant recipient to— 

(i) lobby any representative of the Depart- 
ment of Justice regarding the award of grant 
funding; or 

(ii) lobby any representative of a Federal, 
state, local, or tribal government regarding 
the award of grant funding. 

(B) PENALTY.—If the Attorney General de- 
termines that any recipient of a grant under 
this title has violated subparagraph (A), the 
Attorney General shall— 

(i) require the grant recipient to repay the 
grant in full; and 

(ii) prohibit the grant recipient from re- 
ceiving another grant under this title for not 
less than 5 years. 

SEC. 1106. SUNSET. 

Effective on December 31, 2018, subsections 
(a)(7) and (n) of section 2 of the DNA Anal- 
ysis Backlog Elimination Act of 2000 (42 
U.S.C. 14185(a)(7) and (n)) are repealed. 


SA 15. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 47, to reauthorize the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 


lowing: 

SEC. . IDENTIFYING UNNECESSARY DUPLICA- 
TION WITHIN THE DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE.. 


(a) REQUIREMENT TO IDENTIFY AND DESCRIBE 
PROGRAMS.—Each fiscal year, for purposes of 
the report required by subsection (c), the At- 
torney General shall— 

(1) identify and describe every program ad- 
ministered by the Department of Justice; 

(2) for each such program— 

(A) determine the total administrative ex- 
penses of the program; 

(B) determine the expenditures for services 
for the program; 

(C) estimate the number of clients served 
by the program and beneficiaries who re- 
ceived assistance under the program (if ap- 
plicable); and 

(D) estimate— 

(i) the number of full-time employees who 
administer the program; and 

(ii) the number of full-time equivalents 
(whose salary is paid in part or full by the 
Federal Government through a grant or con- 
tract, a subaward of a grant or contract, a 
cooperative agreement, or another form of 
financial award or assistance) who assist in 
administering the program; and 

(3) identify programs within the Federal 
Government (whether inside or outside the 
agency) with duplicative or overlapping mis- 
sions, services, and allowable uses of funds. 

(b) RELATIONSHIP TO CATALOG OF DOMESTIC 
ASSISTANCE.—With respect to the require- 
ments of paragraphs (1) and (2)(B) of sub- 
section (a), the Attorney General may use 
the same information provided in the catalog 
of domestic and international assistance pro- 
grams in the case of any program that is a 
domestic or international assistance pro- 
gram. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each fiscal year, the Attorney General shall 
publish on the official public Internet 
website of the agency a report containing 
the following: 

(1) The information required under sub- 
section (a) with respect to the preceding fis- 
cal year. 
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(2) The latest performance reviews (includ- 
ing the program performance reports re- 
quired under section 1116 of title 31, United 
States Code) of each program of the agency 
identified under subsection (a)(1), including 
performance indicators, performance goals, 
output measures, and other specific metrics 
used to review the program and how the pro- 
gram performed on each. 

(3) For each program that makes pay- 
ments, the latest improper payment rate of 
the program and the total estimated amount 
of improper payments, including fraudulent 
payments and overpayments. 

(4) The total amount of unspent and unob- 
ligated program funds held by the Depart- 
ment and grant recipients (not including in- 
dividuals) stated as an amount— 

(A) held as of the beginning of the fiscal 
year in which the report is submitted; and 

(B) held for 5 fiscal years or more. 

(5) Such recommendations as the Attorney 
General considers appropriate— 

(A) to consolidate programs that are dupli- 
cative or overlapping; 

(B) to eliminate waste and inefficiency; 
and 

(C) to terminate lower priority, outdated, 
and unnecessary programs and initiatives. 

(d) CONSOLIDATING UNNECESSARY DUPLICA- 
TION WITHIN THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law 
and not later than 150 days after the date of 
enactment of this section, the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall— 

(1) use available administrative authority 
to eliminate, consolidate, or streamline Gov- 
ernment programs and agencies with dupli- 
cative and overlapping missions identified 
in— 

(A) the March 2011 Government Account- 
ability Office report to Congress entitled 
“Opportunities to Reduce Government Du- 
plication in Government Programs, Save Tax 
Dollars, and Enhance Revenue” (GAO 11 
318SP); 

(B) the February 2012 Government Ac- 
countability Office report to Congress enti- 
tled ‘‘2012 Annual Report: Opportunities to 
Reduce Potential Duplication in Govern- 
ment Programs, Save Tax Dollars, and En- 
hance Revenue” (GAO 12 342SP); 

(C) the July 2012 Government Account- 
ability Office report to Congress entitled 
“Justice Grant Programs” (GAO 12 517); and 

(D) subsection (a); 

(2) identify and report to Congress any leg- 
islative changes required to further elimi- 
nate, consolidate, or streamline Government 
programs and agencies with duplicative and 
overlapping missions identified in— 

(A) the March 2011 Government Account- 
ability Office report to Congress entitled 
“Opportunities to Reduce Government Du- 
plication in Government Programs, Save Tax 
Dollars, and Enhance Revenue” (GAO 11 
318SP); 

(B) the February 2012 Government Ac- 
countability Office report to Congress enti- 
tled ‘‘2012 Annual Report: Opportunities to 
Reduce Potential Duplication in Govern- 
ment Programs, Save Tax Dollars, and En- 
hance Revenue” (GAO 12 342SP); 

(C) the July 2012 Government Account- 
ability Office report to Congress entitled 
“Justice Grant Programs” (GAO 12 517); and 

(D) subsection (c); and 

(3) develop a plan that would result in fi- 
nancial cost savings of no less than 20 per- 
cent of the nearly $3,900,000,000 in duplicative 
grant programs identified by the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office as a result of the 
actions required by paragraph (1). 

(e) ELIMINATING THE BACKLOG OF 
UNANALYZED DNA FROM SEXUAL ASSAULT, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


RAPE, KIDNAPPING, AND OTHER CRIMINAL 
CASES.—Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law and not later than 1 year after 
the enactment of this section, the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budget in 
consultation with Attorney General shall— 

(1) rescind from the appropriate accounts 
the total amount of cost savings from the 
plan required in subsection (d)(8); 

(2) apply as much as 75 percent of the sav- 
ings towards alleviating any backlogs of 
analysis and placement of DNA samples from 
rape, sexual assault, homicide, kidnapping 
and other criminal cases, including casework 
sample and convicted offender backlogs, into 
the Combined DNA Index System; and 

(8) return the remainder of the savings to 
the Treasury for the purpose of deficit reduc- 
tion. 

(£) REPORTING THE SAVINGS RESULTING 
FROM CONSOLIDATING UNNECESSARY DUPLICA- 
TION.—Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Attorney General shall post a re- 
port on the public Internet website of the 
Department of Justice detailing— 

(1) the programs consolidated as a result of 
this section, including any programs elimi- 
nated; 

(2) the total amount saved from reducing 
such duplication; 

(3) the total amount of such savings di- 
rected towards the analysis and placement of 
DNA samples into the Combined DNA Index 
System; 

(4) the total amount of such savings re- 
turned to the Treasury for the purpose of 
deficit reduction; and 

(5) additional recommendations for con- 
solidating duplicative programs, offices, and 
initiatives within the Department of Justice. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—The term 
“administrative expenses” has the meaning 
as determined by the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget under section 
504(b)(2) of Public Law 111-85 (31 U.S.C. 1105 
note), except the term shall also include, for 
purposes of that section and this section— 

(A) costs incurred by the Department as 
well as costs incurred by grantees, sub- 
grantees, and other recipients of funds from 
a grant program or other program adminis- 
tered by the Department; and 

(B) expenses related to personnel salaries 
and benefits, property management, travel, 
program management, promotion, reviews 
and audits, case management, and commu- 
nication about, promotion of, and outreach 
for programs and program activities admin- 
istered by the Department. 

(2) PERFORMANCE INDICATOR; PERFORMANCE 
GOAL; OUTPUT MEASURE; PROGRAM ACTIVITY.— 
The terms ‘‘performance indicator’’, ‘‘per- 
formance goal’, ‘‘output measure”, and 
“program activity” have the meanings pro- 
vided by section 1115 of title 31, United 
States Code. 

(3) PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘program’’ has 
the meaning provided by the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget in con- 
sultation with the Attorney General and 
shall include any organized set of activities 
directed toward a common purpose or goal 
undertaken by the Department that includes 
services, projects, processes, or financial or 
other forms of assistance, including grants, 
contracts, cooperative agreements, com- 
pacts, loans, leases, technical support, con- 
sultation, or other guidance. 

(4) SERVICES.—The term ‘‘services’’ has the 
meaning provided by the Attorney General 
and shall be limited to only activities, as- 
sistance, and aid that provide a direct ben- 
efit to a recipient, such as the provision of 
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medical care, assistance for housing or tui- 
tion, or financial support (including grants 
and loans). 


SA 16. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 47, to reauthorize the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC.  . SPEEDY NOTICE TO VICTIMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2101 of the Omni- 
bus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796hh) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (18), by striking ‘Shuman 
immunodeficiency virus (HIV)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘sexually transmitted disease”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(14) To pay for treatment for victims of 
sexual assault who are diagnosed with a sex- 
ually transmitted disease as a result of a 
test described in subsection (d)(1).’’; 

(2) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘5 percent” and inserting ‘‘20 
percent”; and 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘the 
immunodeficiency virus (HIV)’’ and insert- 
ing “any sexually transmitted disease for 
which a diagnostic exists that the victim re- 
quests”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘, in- 
cluding the relevant information about any 
sexually transmitted diseases identified in 
such results” after “testing results”; and 

Gii) in subparagraph (C), by striking 
“HIV” and inserting ‘‘any sexually trans- 
mitted disease for which a diagnostic exists 
that the victim requests”; 

(3) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (f); and 

(4) by adding before subsection (f), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(e) REQUIREMENT TO USE FUNDS TO TREAT 
VICTIMS.—A State or unit of local govern- 
ment shall use funds allocated under this 
part to pay for treatment for a victim of sex- 
ual assault who is diagnosed with a sexually 
transmitted disease as a result of a test de- 
scribed in subsection (d)(1).’’. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu- 
ally thereafter, the Attorney General shall 
submit a report to Congress regarding the 
level of compliance by States and units of 
local government with— 

(1) the speedy notice requirements of sec- 
tion 2101(d) of the Omnibus Crime Control 
and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 
38796hh(d)), as amended by this Act; and 

(2) the requirement to use funds to treat 
victims under section 2101(e) of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3796hh(e)), as amended by this Act, 
including the number of victims who were 
exposed to human immunodeficiency virus 
(HIV) or any other sexually transmitted dis- 
ease and received assistance under such sec- 
tion. 


SA 17. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 47, to reauthorize the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
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SEC. _. PROHIBITING USE OF PRESIDENTIAL 
ELECTION CAMPAIGN FUNDS FOR 
PARTY CONVENTIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 95 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by striking 
section 9008. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections of chapter 95 of such Code is amend- 
ed by striking the item relating to section 
9008. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) AVAILABILITY OF PAYMENTS TO CAN- 
DIDATES.—The third sentence of section 
9006(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by striking ‘‘, section 9008(b)(3),’’. 

(2) REPORTS BY FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIS- 
SION.—Section 9009(a) of such Code is amend- 
ed— 

(A) by adding ‘‘and’”’ at the end of para- 
graph (2); 

(B) by striking the semicolon at the end of 
paragraph (3) and inserting a period; and 

(C) by striking paragraphs (4), (5), and (6). 

(3) PENALTIES.—Section 9012 of such Code is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (a)(1), by striking the sec- 
ond sentence; and 

(B) in subsection (c), by striking paragraph 
(2) and redesignating paragraph (8) as para- 
graph (2). 

(4) AVAILABILITY OF PAYMENTS FROM PRESI- 
DENTIAL PRIMARY MATCHING PAYMENT AC- 
COUNT.—The second sentence of section 
9037(a) of such Code is amended by striking 
“and for payments under section 9008(b)(8)’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply with respect 
to elections occurring after December 31, 
2012. 


SA 18. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself and 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill S. 47, to reauthorize the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 1994; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of title XI, add the following: 

SEC. 1106. GUIDANCE ON TREATMENT OF INJU- 
RIES IN CONNECTION WITH SEXUAL 
ASSAULT IN THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) GUIDANCE REQUIRED.—The Under Sec- 
retary of Defense for Personnel and Readi- 
ness shall, acting through the Assistant Sec- 
retary of Defense for Health Affairs, issue 
guidance for the military departments on 
the procedures and practices to be followed 
by health care providers in the military med- 
ical treatment system in the provision of 
treatment to members of the Armed Forces 
for injuries incurred as a result of sexual as- 
sault during their service in the Armed 
Forces. 

(b) SCOPE OF GUIDANCE.—The guidance 
issued pursuant to subsection (a) shall be de- 
signed to address the deficiencies identified 
in the treatment described in that sub- 
section as identified in the January 2013 Gov- 
ernment Accountability Office Report to 
Congressional Addressees entitled ‘‘DOD Has 
Taken Steps to Meet the Health Needs of De- 
ployed Servicewomen, but Actions are Need- 
ed to Enhance Care for Sexual Assault Vic- 
tims”. 

(c) ELEMENTS.—The guidance issued pursu- 
ant to subsection (a) shall include the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) A description of the responsibilities of 
health care providers in the military medical 
treatment system in the treatment of mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces for injuries in- 
curred as a result of sexual assault during 
service in the Armed Forces, including re- 
sponsibilities for observing the rights of 
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members to disclose such assaults in a con- 
fidential manner. 

(2) Procedures for the proper collection and 
preservation of forensic evidence regarding 
incidents of sexual assault. 

(3) Procedures for the minimization of the 
risk of revictimization of members under- 
going treatment. 

(4) Such other responsibilities, procedures, 
and elements as the Under Secretary con- 
siders appropriate to address the deficiencies 
described in subsection (b). 

(d) COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS FOR 
ANNUAL TRAINING REFRESHER ON SEXUAL AS- 
SAULT PREVENTION AND RESPONSE.—The 
Under Secretary shall, in consultation with 
the Secretaries of the military departments, 
take appropriate actions to ensure that all 
members of the Armed Forces comply with 
requirements to undergo on an annual basis 
refresher training on the prevention and re- 
sponse to sexual assault in the Armed 
Forces. 

SA 19. Mr. CORNYN (for himself and 
Mr. CRAPO) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 47, to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 904 and insert the following: 
SEC. 904. TRIBAL JURISDICTION OVER CRIMES 

OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title II of Public Law 90- 
284 (25 U.S.C. 1301 et seq.) (commonly known 
as the ‘“‘Indian Civil Rights Act of 1968”) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 204. TRIBAL JURISDICTION OVER CRIMES 

OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) DATING VIOLENCE.—The term ‘dating 
violence’ means violence committed by a 
person who is or has been in a social rela- 
tionship of a romantic or intimate nature 
with the victim, as determined by the length 
of the relationship, the type of relationship, 
and the frequency of interaction between the 
persons involved in the relationship. 

“(2) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE.—The term ‘do- 
mestic violence’ means violence committed 
by a current or former spouse or intimate 
partner of the victim, by a person with 
whom the victim shares a child in common, 
by a person who is cohabitating with or has 
cohabitated with the victim as a spouse or 
intimate partner, or by a person similarly 
situated to a spouse of the victim under the 
domestic- or family-violence laws of an In- 
dian tribe that has jurisdiction over the In- 
dian country where the violence occurs. 

(3) INDIAN COUNTRY.—The term ‘Indian 
country’ has the meaning given the term in 
section 1151 of title 18, United States Code. 

(4) PARTICIPATING TRIBE.—The term ‘par- 
ticipating tribe’ means an Indian tribe 
that— 

“(A) elects to exercise special domestic vi- 
olence criminal jurisdiction over the Indian 
country of that Indian tribe; and 

“(B) on request of the Indian tribe, is cer- 
tified by the Attorney General to be a par- 
ticipating tribe for purposes of this section. 

‘(5) PROTECTION ORDER.—The term ‘protec- 
tion order’— 

“(A) means any injunction, restraining 
order, or other order issued by a civil or 
criminal court for the purpose of preventing 
violent or threatening acts or harassment 
against, sexual violence against, contact or 
communication with, or physical proximity 
to, another person; and 

‘“(B) includes any temporary or final order 
issued by a civil or criminal court, whether 
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obtained by filing an independent action or 
as a pendent lite order in another pro- 
ceeding, if the civil or criminal order was 
issued in response to a complaint, petition, 
or motion filed by or on behalf of a person 
seeking protection. 

‘(6) SPECIAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CRIMINAL 
JURISDICTION.—The term ‘special domestic 
violence criminal jurisdiction’ means the 
criminal jurisdiction that a participating 
tribe may exercise under this section but 
could not otherwise exercise. 

‘(7) SPOUSE OR INTIMATE PARTNER.—The 
term ‘spouse or intimate partner’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2266 of 
title 18, United States Code. 

‘(b) CERTIFICATION OF 
TRIBES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after receiving a request from an Indian 
tribe requesting designation as a partici- 
pating tribe, the Attorney General shall— 

“(A) certify the Indian tribe as a partici- 
pating tribe if the Attorney General deter- 
mines that the Indian tribe is capable of pro- 
viding all the rights afforded a defendant 
under subsection (e); and 

“(B) deny certification of the Indian tribe 
as a participating tribe if the Attorney Gen- 
eral determines that the Indian tribe is not 
capable of providing all the rights afforded a 
defendant under subsection (e). 

(2) NOTICE.—If the Attorney General de- 
nies certification to an Indian tribe under 
paragraph (1)(B), the Attorney General shall 
provide the Indian tribe with written notice 
of the determination, including the reasons 
of the Attorney General for not issuing the 
certification and guidance on how the Indian 
tribe could be certification. 

‘(c) NATURE OF THE CRIMINAL JURISDIC- 
TION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, a participating tribe 
may exercise special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction over all persons. 

‘*(2) CONCURRENT JURISDICTION.—Subject to 
subsection (e)(2), the exercise of special do- 
mestic violence criminal jurisdiction by a 
participating tribe shall be concurrent with 
the jurisdiction of the United States, of a 
State, or of both. 

“(3) APPLICABILITY.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion— 

“(A) creates or eliminates any Federal or 
State criminal jurisdiction over Indian coun- 
try; or 

‘(B) subject to paragraph (2), affects the 
authority of the United States or any State 
government that has been delegated author- 
ity by the United States to investigate and 
prosecute a criminal violation in Indian 
country. 

‘*(4) EXCEPTIONS.— 

‘(A) VICTIM AND DEFENDANT ARE BOTH NON- 
INDIANS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—A participating tribe 
may not exercise special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction over an alleged offense 
if neither the defendant nor the alleged vic- 
tim is an Indian. 

“(ii) DEFINITION OF VICTIM.—In this sub- 
paragraph, with respect to a criminal pro- 
ceeding in which a participating tribe exer- 
cises special domestic violence criminal ju- 
risdiction based on a violation of a protec- 
tion order, the term ‘victim’ means a person 
specifically protected by a protection order 
that the defendant allegedly violated. 

‘(B) DEFENDANT LACKS TIES TO THE INDIAN 
TRIBE.—A participating tribe may exercise 
special domestic violence criminal jurisdic- 
tion over a defendant only if the defendant— 

“(i) resides in the Indian country of the 
participating tribe; 
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“(ii) is employed in the Indian country of 
the participating tribe; or 

“(iii) is a spouse, intimate partner, or dat- 
ing partner of— 

“(I) a member of the participating tribe; or 

“(ID) an Indian who resides in the Indian 
country of the participating tribe. 

“(d) CRIMINAL CONDUCT.—A participating 
tribe may exercise special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction over a defendant for 
criminal conduct that— 

“(1) is punishable by the laws of the par- 
ticipating tribe by a term of imprisonment 
not to exceed 1 year; and 

“(2) is covered by 1 or more of the fol- 
lowing categories: 

‘(A) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND DATING VIO- 
LENCE.—An act of domestic violence or dat- 
ing violence that occurs in the Indian coun- 
try of the participating tribe. 

‘(B) VIOLATIONS OF PROTECTION ORDERS.— 
An act that— 

“(i) occurs in the Indian country of the 
participating tribe; and 

“(ii) violates the portion of a protection 
order that— 

“(D) prohibits or provides protection 
against violent or threatening acts or har- 
assment against, sexual violence against, 
contact or communication with, or physical 
proximity to, another person; 

“(ID was issued against the defendant; 

“(ITI) is enforceable by the participating 
tribe; and 

“(IV) is consistent with section 2265(b) of 
title 18, United States Code. 

“(e) RIGHTS OF DEFENDANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In a criminal proceeding 
in which a participating tribe exercises spe- 
cial domestic violence criminal jurisdiction, 
the participating tribe shall provide to the 
defendant— 

“(A) all applicable rights under this Act; 

‘“(B) except as provided in subparagraph 
(C), all rights described in section 202(c); and 

“(C) all rights under the Constitution of 
the United States afforded criminal defend- 
ants in State courts, as those rights are in- 
terpreted by the courts of the United States. 

“(2) OTHER RIGHTS.—In addition to rights 
described in paragraph (1), a defendant over 
whom a participating tribe exercises special 
domestic violence criminal jurisdiction shall 
have all other rights the protection of which 
is necessary under the Constitution of the 
United States in order for the participating 
tribe to exercise special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction over the defendant. 

‘(8) JUDICIAL REVIEW OF JUDGMENT AND 
SENTENCE.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date on which a tribal court enters 
a final judgment against a defendant in a 
criminal proceeding in which a participating 
tribe exercises special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction, the defendant may pe- 
tition the United States court of appeals for 
the circuit in which the tribal court is lo- 
cated for review of the judgment and sen- 
tence against the defendant. 

“(B) ISSUES FOR REVIEW.—The issues for re- 
view in a proceeding initiated by a defendant 
under subparagraph (A) are limited to viola- 
tions of any right of a defendant secured by 
this Act, including any right or privilege se- 
cured by this section and subsection. 

‘(C) NOTICE TO DEFENDANT.—At the time of 
imposition of judgment and sentence, the 
court in a criminal proceeding in which the 
participating tribe is exercising special do- 
mestic violence criminal jurisdiction shall 
inform the defendant of the right to petition 
for review of the judgment and sentence 
under this paragraph. 
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“(f) PETITIONS TO STAY DETENTION.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—A person who has filed a 
petition for a writ of habeas corpus in a 
court of the United States under section 203 
may petition that court to stay further de- 
tention of that person by the participating 
tribe. 

(2) GRANT OF STAY.—A court shall grant a 
stay described in paragraph (1) if the court— 

“(A) finds that there is a substantial likeli- 
hood that the habeas corpus petition will be 
granted; and 

‘“(B) after giving each alleged victim in the 
matter an opportunity to be heard, finds by 
clear and convincing evidence that under 
conditions imposed by the court, the peti- 
tioner is not likely to flee or pose a danger 
to any person or the community if released. 

(3) NOTICE.—An Indian tribe that has or- 
dered the detention of any person has a duty 
to timely notify such person of his rights 
and privileges under this subsection and 
under section 203. 

“(¢) SUBJECT TO REMOVAL.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A defendant charged 
with a crime under this section may petition 
the appropriate district court of the United 
States for removal pursuant to section 3245 
of title 18, United States Code. 

“(2) NOTICE.—Not later than the time at 
which the defendant makes an initial ap- 
pearance before the court of the partici- 
pating tribe or 48 hours after the time of ar- 
rest, whichever is earlier, the defendant shall 
be notified of the right of removal under this 
subsection. 

“(h) GRANTS TO TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS.— 
The Attorney General may award grants to 
the governments of Indian tribes— 

“(1) to strengthen tribal criminal justice 
systems to assist Indian tribes in exercising 
special domestic violence criminal jurisdic- 
tion, including— 

“(A) law enforcement (including the capac- 
ity of law enforcement or court personnel to 
enter information into and obtain informa- 
tion from national crime information data- 
bases); 

““(B) prosecution; 

“(C) trial and appellate courts; 

‘“(D) probation systems; 

‘“(E) detention and correctional facilities; 

“(F) alternative rehabilitation centers; 

“(G) culturally appropriate services and 
assistance for victims and their families; and 

“(H) criminal codes and rules of criminal 
procedure, appellate procedure, and evi- 
dence; 

(2) to provide indigent criminal defend- 
ants with the effective assistance of licensed 
defense counsel, at no cost to the defendant, 
in criminal proceedings in which a partici- 
pating tribe prosecutes a crime of domestic 
violence or dating violence or a criminal vio- 
lation of a protection order; 

“*(3) to ensure that, in criminal proceedings 
in which a participating tribe exercises spe- 
cial domestic violence criminal jurisdiction, 
jurors are summoned, selected, and in- 
structed in a manner consistent with all ap- 
plicable requirements; and 

‘“(4) to accord victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, and violations of protection 
orders rights that are similar to the rights of 
a crime victim described in section 3771(a) of 
title 18, United States Code, consistent with 
tribal law and custom. 

“d) SUPPLEMENT, NoT SUPPLANT.— 
Amounts made available under this section 
shall supplement and not supplant any other 
Federal, State, tribal, or local government 
amounts made available to carry out activi- 
ties described in this section. 

‘(j) PROHIBITION ON LOBBYING ACTIVITY.— 
Amounts authorized to be appropriated 
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under this section may not be used by any 
grant recipient to— 

“(1) lobby any representative of the De- 
partment of Justice regarding the award of 
grant funding under this section; or 

‘(2) lobby any representative of a Federal, 
State, local, or tribal government regarding 
the award of grant funding under this sec- 
tion. 

‘(k) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated 
$5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018 to carry out subsection (h) and to pro- 
vide training, technical assistance, data col- 
lection, and evaluation of the criminal jus- 
tice systems of participating tribes.’’. 

(b) REMOVAL OF CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS.— 
Chapter 211 of title 18, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“§3245. Removal of criminal prosecutions 

brought under the Indian Civil Rights Act 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) COVERED CASE.—The term ‘covered 
case’ means any tribal domestic violence 
criminal proceeding brought under section 
204 of Public Law 90-284 (commonly known 
as the ‘Indian Civil Rights Act of 1968’) over 
which the United States has concurrent ju- 
risdiction under subsection (b)(2) of that sec- 
tion. 

‘(2) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE.—The term ‘do- 
mestic violence’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 40002 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13925). 

‘(b) REMOVAL BROUGHT BY DEFENDANT IN 
TRIBAL COURT.— 

“(1) NOTICE OF REMOVAL.—A defendant 
charged with a crime pursuant to section 204 
of Public Law 90-284 (commonly Known as 
the ‘Indian Civil Rights Act of 1968’) who 
seeks removal of the case from a tribal court 
to a district court of the United States shall 
file in the district court of the United States 
for the district and division within which the 
prosecution is pending— 

“(A) a notice of removal signed pursuant 
to Rule 11 of the Federal Rules of Civil Pro- 
cedure that contains a short and plain state- 
ment of the grounds for removal under para- 
graph (2); and 

‘(B) a copy of all processes, pleadings, and 
orders served upon the defendant in that ac- 
tion. 

‘(2) GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), no case shall be removed unless the de- 
fendant has proven by a preponderance of the 
evidence that a right guaranteed to the de- 
fendant under section 204 of Public Law 90- 
284 (commonly known as the ‘Indian Civil 
Rights Act of 1968’) has been or is likely to 
be violated. 

‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (A) shall 
not apply to a past violation if the partici- 
pating tribe can prove by a preponderance of 
the evidence that the participating tribe has 
adequately remedied the violation. 

‘*(3) REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘(A) FILING.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), a 
defendant seeking removal from a tribal 
court of a criminal prosecution for domestic 
violence shall file a notice of removal de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) not later than the 
time at which a trial begins in the tribal 
court. 

“(ii) RELIEF FOR GOOD CAUSE.—On the re- 
quest of a defendant seeking removal from a 
tribal court of a criminal prosecution for do- 
mestic violence, the district court of the 
United States with jurisdiction may, for 
good cause, enter an order granting the de- 
fendant leave to file after the time period de- 
scribed in clause (i) has expired. 
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‘(B) ADMINISTRATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—A notice of removal filed 
under subparagraph (A) shall include all 
grounds for the removal. 

“(ii) EFFECT.—A failure to state any 
grounds for removal that exist at the time of 
the filing of the notice shall constitute a 
waiver of those grounds. 

‘“(iii) SECOND NOTICE FILING.—A defendant 
may only file a second notice for removal on 
grounds that did not exist at the time on 
which the defendant submitted the original 
notice. 

‘(iv) RELIEF FOR GOOD CAUSE.—On the re- 
quest of a defendant seeking removal from a 
tribal court of a criminal prosecution for do- 
mestic violence, the district court of the 
United States with jurisdiction may, for 
good cause, waive the requirements of 
clauses (i) through (iii). 

“(C) EFFECT ON TRIBAL COURT PRO- 
CEEDINGS.—Unless otherwise ordered by the 
relevant district court of the United States, 
the filing of a notice of removal under this 
subsection shall not prevent a tribal court in 
which the prosecution is pending from pro- 
ceeding further, except that a judgment of 
conviction shall not be entered in the case 
unless the prosecution has been remanded. 

“(D) DISTRICT COURT DUTIES.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The district court of the 
United States in which a notice is filed under 
this subsection shall— 

‘““(T) examine the notice promptly; and 

“(JI) if the district court of the United 
States determines, based on the notice and 
any exhibits annexed to the notice, that re- 
moval should not be permitted, the district 
court shall make an order for summary re- 
mand of the prosecution. 

“(ii) SUMMARY REMAND.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—If, after a review of the 
notice under clause (i), the district court of 
the United States in which the notice is filed 
determines not to order a summary remand 
of the prosecution, the district court of the 
United States shall— 

“(aa) order an evidentiary hearing to be 
held promptly; and 

‘““(pb) after the evidentiary hearing, dispose 
of the prosecution as justice requires. 

‘“(iii) NOTIFICATION TO TRIBAL COURT.—If 
the district court of the United States in 
which the notice is filed determines to grant 
the removal of the prosecution— 

“(I) the district court of the United States 
shall notify the tribal court in which pros- 
ecution is pending of that decision; and 

‘(II) the tribal court shall proceed no fur- 
ther with the prosecution. 

(E) TRIBAL COURT DUTIES.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 96 hours 
after a tribal court receives a notice of re- 
moval under this subsection, the tribal court 
shall— 

“(I) transfer custody of the defendant to 
Federal authorities; or 

“(ID) release the defendant from custody. 

“(ii) ORDERS.—On the transfer or release of 
a defendant under clause (i), the tribal court 
may issue a protection order (as defined in 
section 204 of Public Law 90-284) or an order 
excluding the defendant from the Indian 
country of the participating tribe. 

“(c) REMOVAL BROUGHT BY THE UNITED 
STATES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States attor- 
ney for the district and division within 
which a covered case is pending may remove 
that covered case to the relevant district 
court of the United States by filing a notice 
of removal in the district court of the United 
States and in the tribal court in which the 
covered case is pending. 
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“(2) REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A United States attor- 
ney shall file a notice of removal under this 
subsection not later than the time at which 
a trial begins in the tribal court. 

‘“(B) ADMINISTRATION.—A notice of removal 
filed under this subsection shall identify the 
covered case and state that the tribal court 
proceeding is being removed to the district 
court of the United States on the grounds 
that the United States has commenced or in- 
tends to commence a criminal proceeding 
against the defendant based on some or all of 
the same acts of domestic violence that gave 
rise to the tribal court proceeding. 

““(3) EFFECT OF NOTICE.—Upon receipt of a 
notice under paragraph (1), the tribal court 
shall proceed no further with the covered 
case. 

“(d) WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS.—If a defend- 
ant is in actual custody on process issued by 
the tribal court— 

“(1) the district court of the United States 
with jurisdiction over a proceeding under 
subsections (b) and (c) shall issue a writ of 
habeas corpus for the defendant; and 

**(2) the marshal of the district court of the 
United States described in paragraph (1) 
shall— 

“(A) take the defendant into custody; and 

“(B) deliver a copy of the writ of habeas 
corpus to the clerk of the applicable tribal 
court.’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 211 of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after 
the item relating to section 3244 the fol- 
lowing: 

“Sec. 3245. Removal of criminal prosecu- 
tions brought under the Indian 
Civil Rights Act.’’. 


SA 20. Mr. WARNER (for himself and 
Mr. KIRK) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 47, to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. _. CAMPUS SAFETY ACT OF 2013. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Center to Advance, Monitor, 
and Preserve University Security Safety Act 
of 2013’ or the “CAMPUS Safety Act of 
2013”. 

(b) NATIONAL CENTER FOR CAMPUS PUBLIC 
SAFETY.—Subpart 1 of part E of title I of the 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act 
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3750 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 501 (42 U.S.C. 3751)— 

(A) in subsection (a)(1)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by inserting ‘‘or purposes” after ‘‘one or 
more of the following programs”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

(H) Making subawards to institutions of 
higher education and other nonprofit organi- 
zations to assist the National Center for 
Campus Public Safety in carrying out the 
functions of the Center required under sec- 
tion 509(b).’”’; and 

(B) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) institutions of higher education and 
other nonprofit organizations, for purposes 
of carrying out section 509.”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
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“SEC. 509. NATIONAL CENTER FOR CAMPUS PUB- 
LIC SAFETY. 


“(a) DEFINITION OF INSTITUTION OF HIGHER 
EDUCATION.—In this section, the term ‘insti- 
tution of higher education’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 101 of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001). 


‘‘(b) AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH AND OPERATE 
CENTER.—The Attorney General may estab- 
lish and operate a National Center for Cam- 
pus Public Safety (referred to in this section 
as the ‘Center’). 


‘(c) FUNCTIONS OF THE CENTER.—The Cen- 
ter shall— 

“(1) provide quality education and training 
for public safety personnel of institutions of 
higher education and their collaborative 
partners, including campus mental health 
agencies; 

‘(2) foster quality research to strengthen 
the safety and security of institutions of 
higher education; 

“(3) serve as a clearinghouse for the identi- 
fication and dissemination of information, 
policies, protocols, procedures, and best 
practices relevant to campus public safety, 
including off-campus housing safety, the pre- 
vention of violence against persons and prop- 
erty, and emergency response and evacu- 
ation procedures; 

“(4) coordinate with the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, the Secretary of Edu- 
cation, State, local and tribal governments 
and law enforcement agencies, private and 
nonprofit organizations and associations, 
and other stakeholders, to develop protocols 
and best practices to prevent, protect 
against and respond to dangerous and violent 
situations involving an immediate threat to 
the safety of the campus community; 

‘“5) promote the development and dissemi- 
nation of effective behavioral threat assess- 
ment and management models to prevent 
campus violence; 

‘(6) identify campus safety information 
(including ways to increase off-campus hous- 
ing safety) and identify resources available 
from the Department of Justice, the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security, the Department 
of Education, State, local, and tribal govern- 
ments and law enforcement agencies, and 
private and nonprofit organizations and as- 
sociations; 

‘“(7) promote cooperation, collaboration, 
and consistency in prevention, response, and 
problem-solving methods among public safe- 
ty and emergency management personnel of 
institutions of higher education and their 
campus- and non-campus-based collaborative 
partners, including law enforcement, emer- 
gency management, mental health services, 
and other relevant agencies; 

“(8) disseminate standardized formats and 
models for mutual aid agreements and 
memoranda of understanding between cam- 
pus security agencies and other public safety 
organizations and mental health agencies; 
and 

(9) report annually to Congress on activi- 
ties performed by the Center during the pre- 
vious 12 months. 


‘(d) COORDINATION WITH AVAILABLE RE- 
SOURCES.—In establishing the Center, the At- 
torney General shall— 

“(1) coordinate with the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, the Secretary of Edu- 
cation, and appropriate State or territory of- 
ficials; 

‘(2) ensure coordination with campus pub- 
lic safety resources within the Department 
of Homeland Security, including within the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency, 
and the Department of Education; and 


1102 


“(3) coordinate within the Department of 
Justice and existing grant programs to en- 
sure against duplication with the program 
authorized by this section. 

“(e) REPORTING AND ACCOUNTABILITY.—At 
the end of each fiscal year, the Attorney 
General shall— 

“(1) issue a report that assesses the im- 
pacts, outcomes and effectiveness of the 
grants distributed to carry out this section; 

‘“(2) in compiling such report, assess in- 
stances of duplicative activity, if any, per- 
formed through grants distributed to carry 
out this section and other grant programs 
maintained by the Department of Justice, 
the Department of Education, and the De- 
partment of Homeland Security; and 

‘“(3) make such report available on the De- 
partment of Justice website and submit such 
report to the Senate and House Judiciary 
Committees and the Senate and House Ap- 
propriations Committees.’’. 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall preclude public elementary 
and secondary schools or their larger gov- 
erning agencies from receiving the informa- 
tional and training benefits of the National 
Center for Campus Public Safety authorized 
under section 509 of the Omnibus Crime Con- 
trol and Safe Streets Act of 1968, as added by 
this Act. 


SA 21. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 47, to reauthorize the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end, add the following: 


TITLE XII—TRAFFICKING VICTIMS 
PROTECTION 


Subtitle A—Combating International 
Trafficking in Persons 
SEC. 1201. REGIONAL STRATEGIES FOR COM- 
BATING TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS. 

Section 105 of the Trafficking Victims Pro- 
tection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7103) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (d)(7)(J), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 105(f) of this division” and inserting 
“subsection (g)’’; 

(2) in subsection (e)(2)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(2) COORDINATION OF CER- 
TAIN ACTIVITIES.—’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘exploitation.”’’; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
paragraph (2), and moving such paragraph, as 
so redesignated, 2 ems to the left; and 

(C) by redesignating clauses (i) and (ii) as 
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, and 
moving such subparagraphs, as so redesig- 
nated, 2 ems to the left; 

(8) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (g); and 

(4) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(f) REGIONAL STRATEGIES FOR COMBATING 
TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS.—EHach regional bu- 
reau in the Department of State shall con- 
tribute to the realization of the anti-traf- 
ficking goals and objectives of the Secretary 
of State. By June 30 of each year, in coopera- 
tion with the Office to Monitor and Combat 
Trafficking, each regional bureau shall sub- 
mit a list of anti-trafficking goals and objec- 
tives for each country in its geographic area 
of responsibility. Host governments shall be 
informed of the goals and objectives for their 
particular country by June 30 and, to the ex- 
tent possible, host government officials 
should contribute to the drafting of the goals 
and objectives.”’. 
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SEC. 1202. REGIONAL ANTI-TRAFFICKING OFFI- 
CERS. 

Section 106 of the Trafficking Victims Pro- 
tection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7104) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (e), (£), (g), 
(h), and (i) as subsections (f), (g), h), (i), and 
(j), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (d), the 
following: 

“(e) REGIONAL ANTI-TRAFFICKING IN PER- 
SONS OFFICERS.—Under the authority, direc- 
tion, and control of the President, the Sec- 
retary of State, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this Act, and in order to promote 
effective bilateral and regional anti-traf- 
ficking diplomacy, public diplomacy initia- 
tives, and coordination of programs, is au- 
thorized— 

“(1) to appoint, at United States embas- 
sies, anti-trafficking in persons officers, who 
shall collaborate with other countries to 
eliminate human trafficking; and 

‘“(2) to assign the officers appointed under 
paragraph (1) to fulfill tasks such as— 

“(A) expanding the anti-trafficking efforts 
of the Office to Monitor and Combat Traf- 
ficking in Persons of the Department of 
State, including— 

“(i) maintaining direct contact with the 
Office to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in 
Persons; and 

“(ii) undertaking tasks recommended by 
the Director of the Office to Monitor and 
Combat Trafficking in Persons; 

“(B) monitoring trafficking trends in the 
region; 

“(C) assessing compliance with the provi- 
sions of this Act; 

“(D) determining and furthering effective 
anti-trafficking programs and partnerships 
with foreign governments and foreign non- 
governmental organizations; 

“(E) strengthening diplomatic outreach on 
trafficking in persons; and 

“(F) assisting and advising United States 
embassies overseas on their input to the Of- 
fice to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in 
Persons for the preparation of the annual 
Trafficking in Persons Report.’’. 

SEC. 1203. PARTNERSHIPS AGAINST SIGNIFICANT 
TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS. 

The Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 
2000 is amended by inserting after section 105 
(22 U.S.C. 7103) the following: 

“SEC. 105A. CREATING, BUILDING, AND 
STRENGTHENING PARTNERSHIPS 
AGAINST SIGNIFICANT TRAF- 
FICKING IN PERSONS. 

“(a) DECLARATION OF PURPOSE.—The pur- 
pose of this section is to promote collabora- 
tion and cooperation— 

“(1) between the United States Govern- 
ment and governments listed on the annual 
Trafficking in Persons Report; 

‘“(2) between foreign governments and civil 
society actors; and 

(3) between the United States Govern- 
ment and private sector entities. 

‘“(b) PARTNERSHIPS.—The Director, in co- 
ordination and cooperation with other offi- 
cials at the Department of State involved in 
corporate responsibility and global partner- 
ships, the Deputy Under Secretary for Inter- 
national Affairs of the Department of Labor, 
and other relevant officials of the United 
States Government, shall promote, build, 
and sustain partnerships between the United 
States Government and private entities, in- 
cluding foundations, universities, corpora- 
tions, community-based organizations, and 
other nongovernmental organizations, to en- 
sure that— 

“(1) United States citizens do not use any 
item, product, or material produced or ex- 
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tracted with the use and labor from victims 
of severe forms of trafficking; and 

“(2) such entities do not contribute to traf- 
ficking in persons involving sexual exploi- 
tation. 


‘(c) ADDITIONAL MEASURES TO ENHANCE 
ANTI-TRAFFICKING RESPONSE AND CAPACITY.— 
The President shall establish and carry out 
programs with foreign governments and civil 
society to enhance anti-trafficking response 
and capacity, including— 

“(1) technical assistance and other support 
to improve the capacity of foreign govern- 
ments to investigate, identify, and carry out 
inspections of private entities, including 
labor recruitment centers, at which traf- 
ficking victims may be exploited, particu- 
larly exploitation involving forced and child 
labor; 

‘(2) technical assistance and other support 
for foreign governments and nongovern- 
mental organizations to provide immigrant 
populations with information, in the native 
languages of the major immigrant groups of 
such populations, regarding the rights of 
such populations in the foreign country and 
local in-country nongovernmental organiza- 
tion-operated hotlines; 

“(3) technical assistance to provide legal 
frameworks and other programs to foreign 
governments and nongovernmental organiza- 
tions to ensure that— 

“(A) foreign migrant workers are provided 
the same protection as nationals of the for- 
eign country; 

“(B) labor recruitment firms are regulated; 
and 

‘(C) workers providing domestic services 
in households are provided protection under 
labor rights laws; and 

“(4) assistance to foreign governments to 
register vulnerable populations as citizens or 
nationals of the country to reduce the abil- 
ity of traffickers to exploit such populations, 
where possible under domestic law. 


‘(d) PROGRAM TO ADDRESS EMERGENCY SIT- 
UATIONS.—The Secretary of State, acting 
through the Director of the Office to Monitor 
and Combat Trafficking in Persons, is au- 
thorized to establish a fund to assist foreign 
governments in meeting unexpected, urgent 
needs in prevention of trafficking in persons, 
protection of victims, and prosecution of 
trafficking offenders. 


‘*(e) CHILD PROTECTION COMPACTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State, 
acting through the Director of the Office to 
Monitor and Combat Trafficking in Persons 
and in consultation with the Bureau of De- 
mocracy, Human Rights, and Labor, the Bu- 
reau of International Labor Affairs of the 
Department of Labor, the United States 
Agency for International Development, and 
other relevant agencies, is authorized to pro- 
vide assistance under this section for each 
country that enters into a child protection 
compact with the United States to support 
policies and programs that— 

“(A) prevent and respond to violence, ex- 
ploitation, and abuse against children; and 

“(B) measurably reduce severe forms of 
trafficking in children by building sustain- 
able and effective systems of justice and pro- 
tection. 

‘“(2) ELEMENTS.—A child protection com- 
pact under this subsection shall establish a 
multi-year plan for achieving shared objec- 
tives in furtherance of the purposes of this 
Act, and shall describe— 

‘(A) the specific objectives the foreign 
government and the United States Govern- 
ment expect to achieve during the term of 
the compact; 
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‘“(B) the responsibilities of the foreign gov- 
ernment and the United States Government 
in the achievement of such objectives; 

‘“(C) the particular programs or initiatives 
to be undertaken in the achievement of such 
objectives and the amount of funding to be 
allocated to each program or initiative by 
both countries; 

“(D) regular outcome indicators to mon- 
itor and measure progress toward achieving 
such objectives; and 

“(E) a multi-year financial plan, including 
the estimated amount of contributions by 
the United States Government and the for- 
eign government, and proposed mechanisms 
to implement the plan and provide oversight. 

“(3) FORM OF  ASSISTANCE.—Assistance 
under this subsection may be provided in the 
form of grants, cooperative agreements, or 
contracts to or with national governments, 
regional or local governmental units, or non- 
governmental organizations or private enti- 
ties with expertise in the protection of vic- 
tims of severe forms of trafficking in per- 
sons. 

“(4) ELIGIBLE COUNTRIES.—The Secretary of 
State, acting through the Office to Monitor 
and Combat Trafficking in Persons, and in 
consultation with the agencies set forth in 
paragraph (1) and relevant officers of the De- 
partment of Justice, shall select countries 
with which to enter into child protection 
compacts. The selection of countries under 
this paragraph shall be based on— 

“(A) the selection criteria set forth in 
paragraph (5); and 

‘(B) objective, documented, and quantifi- 
able indicators, to the maximum extent pos- 
sible. 

(5) SELECTION CRITERIA.—A country shall 
be selected under paragraph (4) on the basis 
of— 

“(A) a documented high prevalence of traf- 
ficking in persons within the country; and 

‘“(B) demonstrated political will and sus- 
tained commitment by the government of 
such country to undertake meaningful meas- 
ures to address severe forms of trafficking in 
persons, including protection of victims and 
the enactment and enforcement of anti-traf- 
ficking laws against perpetrators. 

‘(6) SUSPENSION AND TERMINATION OF AS- 
SISTANCE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may sus- 
pend or terminate assistance provided under 
this subsection in whole or in part for a 
country or entity if the Secretary deter- 
mines that— 

“(i) the country or entity is engaged in ac- 
tivities that are contrary to the national se- 
curity interests of the United States; 

“(ii) the country or entity has engaged in 
a pattern of actions inconsistent with the 
criteria used to determine the eligibility of 
the country or entity, as the case may be; or 

“(iii) the country or entity has failed to 
adhere to its responsibilities under the Com- 
pact. 

“(B) REINSTATEMENT.—The Secretary may 
reinstate assistance for a country or entity 
suspended or terminated under this para- 
graph only if the Secretary determines that 
the country or entity has demonstrated a 
commitment to correcting each condition 
for which assistance was suspended or termi- 
nated under subparagraph (A).’’. 

SEC. 1204. PROTECTION AND ASSISTANCE FOR 
VICTIMS OF TRAFFICKING. 

(a) TASK FORCE  ACTIVITIES.—Section 
105(d)(6) of the Trafficking Victims Protec- 
tion Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7103(d)(6)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, and make reason- 
able efforts to distribute information to en- 
able all relevant Federal Government agen- 
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cies to publicize the National Human Traf- 
ficking Resource Center Hotline on their 
websites, in all headquarters offices, and in 
all field offices throughout the United 
States” before the period at the end. 

(b) CONGRESSIONAL  BRIEFING.—Section 
107(a)(2) of the Trafficking Victims Protec- 
tion Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7105(a)(2)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘and shall brief Con- 
gress annually on such efforts”? before the 
period at the end. 

SEC. 1205. MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR THE ELIMI- 
NATION OF TRAFFICKING. 

Section 108(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7106(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘peacekeeping”’’ and insert- 
ing “diplomatic, peacekeeping,” ; 

(B) by striking ‘‘, and measures” and in- 
serting “, a transparent system for remedi- 
ating or punishing such public officials as a 
deterrent, measures”; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘, effective bilateral, mul- 
tilateral, or regional information sharing 
and cooperation arrangements with source, 
transit, or destination countries in its traf- 
ficking route, and effective policies or laws 
regulating foreign labor recruiters and hold- 
ing them civilly and criminally liable for 
fraudulent recruiting” before the period at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘and has 
entered into bilateral, multilateral, or re- 
gional law enforcement cooperation and co- 
ordination arrangements with source, tran- 
sit, and destination countries in its traf- 
ficking route” before the period at the end; 

(3) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘, including diplomats and 
soldiers,” after ‘‘public officials”; 

(B) by striking ‘“‘peacekeeping” and insert- 
ing “diplomatic, peacekeeping,” ; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘A government’s failure to 
appropriately address public allegations 
against such public officials, especially once 
such officials have returned to their home 
countries, shall be considered inaction under 
these criteria.” after ‘‘such trafficking.” ; 

(4) by redesignating paragraphs (9) through 
(11) as paragraphs (10) through (12), respec- 
tively; and 

(5) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol- 
lowing: 

(9) Whether the government has entered 
into transparent partnerships, cooperative 
arrangements, or agreements with— 

“(A) domestic civil society organizations 
or the private sector to assist the govern- 
ment’s efforts to prevent trafficking, protect 
victims, and punish traffickers; or 

‘“(B) the United States toward agreed goals 
and objectives in the collective fight against 
trafficking.’’. 

SEC. 1206. BEST PRACTICES IN TRAFFICKING IN 
PERSONS ERADICATION. 

Section 110(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7107(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘with respect to the status 
of severe forms of trafficking in persons that 
shall include—’’ and inserting ‘‘describing 
the anti-trafficking efforts of governments 
according to the minimum standards and cri- 
teria enumerated in section 108, and the na- 
ture and scope of trafficking in persons in 
each country and analysis of the trend lines 
for individual governmental efforts. The re- 
port should include—’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘com- 
pliance;’’ and inserting ‘‘compliance, includ- 
ing the identification and mention of govern- 
ments that— 
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“(A) are on such list and have dem- 
onstrated exemplary progress in their efforts 
to reach the minimum standards; or 

“(B) have committed to the Secretary to 
accomplish certain actions before the subse- 
quent year’s annual report in an attempt to 
reach full compliance with the minimum 
standards;’’; 

(C) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘; 
and’’; and inserting a semicolon; 

(D) in subparagraph (F), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(E) by inserting at the end the following: 

“(G) a section entitled ‘Exemplary Govern- 
ments and Practices in the Eradication of 
Trafficking in Persons’ to highlight— 

“(i) effective practices and use of innova- 
tion and technology in prevention, protec- 
tion, prosecution, and partnerships, includ- 
ing by foreign governments, the private sec- 
tor, and domestic civil society actors; and 

“(ii) governments that have shown exem- 
plary overall efforts to combat trafficking in 
persons.”’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2); 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 

(4) in paragraph (2), as redesignated, by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(E) PUBLIC NOTICE.—Not later than 30 
days after notifying Congress of each coun- 
try determined to have met the require- 
ments under subclauses (I) through (III) of 
subparagraph (D)(ii), the Secretary of State 
shall provide a detailed description of the 
credible evidence supporting such determina- 
tion on a publicly available website main- 
tained by the Department of State.’’. 

SEC. 1207. PROTECTIONS FOR DOMESTIC WORK- 
ERS AND OTHER NONIMMIGRANTS. 

Section 202 of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1875b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by inserting 
“AND VIDEO FOR CONSULAR WAITING ROOMS” 
after ‘‘INFORMATION PAMPHLET”; and 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘and video” after ‘‘infor- 
mation pamphlet”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
“The video shall be distributed and shown in 
consular waiting rooms in embassies and 
consulates determined to have the greatest 
concentration of employment or education- 
based non-immigrant visa applicants, and 
where sufficient video facilities exist in 
waiting or other rooms where applicants 
wait or convene. The Secretary of State is 
authorized to augment video facilities in 
such consulates or embassies in order to ful- 
fill the purposes of this section.’’; 


(2) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘and 
video” after ‘information pamphlet’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and 


produce or dub the video”’ after ‘‘information 
pamphlet”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and the 
video produced or dubbed’’ after ‘‘trans- 
lated’’; and 

(4) in subsection (d)— 


(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and 
video” after ‘information pamphlet’’; 
(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and 


video” after ‘information pamphlet”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(4) DEADLINE FOR VIDEO DEVELOPMENT AND 
DISTRIBUTION.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of the enactment of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
the Secretary of State shall make available 
the video developed under subsection (a) pro- 
duced or dubbed in all the languages referred 
to in subsection (c).’’. 
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SEC. 1208. PREVENTION OF CHILD TRAFFICKING 
THROUGH CHILD MARRIAGE. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 106 of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 (22 
U.S.C. 7104), as amended by section 1202, is 
further amended by adding at the end the 
following: 


‘(k) PREVENTION OF CHILD TRAFFICKING 
THROUGH CHILD MARRIAGE.—The Secretary of 
State shall establish and implement a multi- 
year, multi-sectoral strategy— 

“(1) to prevent child marriage; 

‘“(2) to promote the empowerment of girls 
at risk of child marriage in developing coun- 
tries; 

“(3) that should address the unique needs, 
vulnerabilities, and potential of girls young- 
er than 18 years of age in developing coun- 
tries; 

“(4) that targets areas in developing coun- 
tries with high prevalence of child marriage; 
and 

‘“(5) that includes diplomatic and pro- 
grammatic initiatives.’’. 


(b) INCLUSION OF CHILD MARRIAGE STATUS 
IN REPORTS.—The Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 116 (22 U.S.C. 2151n), by add- 
ing at the end the following: 


“(g) CHILD MARRIAGE STATUS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The report required 
under subsection (d) shall include, for each 
country in which child marriage is preva- 
lent, a description of the status of the prac- 
tice of child marriage in such country. 

‘(2) DEFINED TERM.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘child marriage’ means the marriage of 
a girl or boy who is— 

“(3) younger than the minimum age for 
marriage under the laws of the country in 
which such girl or boy is a resident; or 

“(4) younger than 18 years of age, if no 
such law exists.’’; and 

(2) in section 502B (22 U.S.C. 2304), by add- 
ing at the end the following: 


“(i) CHILD MARRIAGE STATUS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The report required 
under subsection (b) shall include, for each 
country in which child marriage is preva- 
lent, a description of the status of the prac- 
tice of child marriage in such country. 

‘*(2) DEFINED TERM.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘child marriage’ means the marriage of 
a girl or boy who is— 

(3) younger than the minimum age for 
marriage under the laws of the country in 
which such girl or boy is a resident; or 

“(4) younger than 18 years of age, if no 
such law exists.’’. 


SEC. 1209. CHILD SOLDIERS. 


Section 404 of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (22 U.S.C. 2370c-1) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘(b), (c), 
and (d), the authorities contained in section 
516 or 541 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2321j or 2347)” and inserting 
“(b) through (f), the authorities contained in 
sections 516, 541, and 551 of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2321j, 2347, and 
2348)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) EXCEPTION FOR PEACEKEEPING OPER- 
ATIONS.—The limitation set forth in sub- 
section (a) that relates to section 551 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall not 
apply to programs that support military 
professionalization, security sector reform, 
heightened respect for human rights, peace- 
Keeping preparation, or the demobilization 
and reintegration of child soldiers.”’’. 
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SEC. 1209A. PRESIDENTIAL AWARD FOR TECHNO- 
LOGICAL INNOVATIONS TO COMBAT 
TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS. 

Section 112B(a) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7109b(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
“AND TECHNOLOGICAL INNOVATIONS” 
after “EXTRAORDINARY EFFORTS”; 

(2) by inserting ‘‘and technological innova- 
tions” after ‘‘extraordinary efforts.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (1), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(4) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

““(3) private sector entities; and 

“(4) national governments or regional and 
local governmental units.’’. 

Subtitle B—Combating Trafficking in 
Persons in the United States 
PART I—PENALTIES AGAINST 
TRAFFICKERS AND OTHER CRIMES 

SEC. 1211. CRIMINAL TRAFFICKING OFFENSES. 

(a) RICO AMENDMENT.—Section 1961(1)(B) 
of title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting ‘‘section 1351 (relating to fraud in 
foreign labor contracting), before ‘‘section 
1425”. 

(b) ENGAGING IN ILLICIT SEXUAL CONDUCT IN 
FOREIGN PLACES.—Section 2423(c) of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
“or resides, either temporarily or perma- 
nently, in a foreign country” after ‘‘com- 
merce”. 

(c) UNLAWFUL CONDUCT WITH RESPECT TO 
DOCUMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 77 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“§ 1597. Unlawful conduct with respect to im- 

migration documents 

‘(a) DESTRUCTION, CONCEALMENT, REMOVAL, 
CONFISCATION, OR POSSESSION OF IMMIGRATION 
DOCUMENTS.—It shall be unlawful for any 
person to knowingly destroy, conceal, re- 
move, confiscate, or possess, an actual or 
purported passport or other immigration 
document of another individual — 

‘“(1) in the course of violating section 1351 
of this title or section 274 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1324); 

“(2) with intent to violate section 1351 of 
this title or section 274 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1324); or 

“(3) in order to, without lawful authority, 
maintain, prevent, or restrict the labor of 
services of the individual. 

““(b) PENALTY.—Any person who violates 
subsection (a) shall be fined under this title, 
imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or both. 

‘“(c) OBSTRUCTION.—Any person who know- 
ingly obstructs, attempts to obstruct, or in 
any way interferes with or prevents the en- 
forcement of this section, shall be subject to 
the penalties described in subsection (b).’’. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 77 of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 


“1597. Unlawful conduct with respect to im- 
migration documents.” . 
SEC. 1212. CIVIL REMEDIES; CLARIFYING DEFINI- 
TION. 

(a) CIVIL REMEDY FOR PERSONAL INJU- 
RIES.—Section 2255 of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘section 
2241(c)’? and inserting ‘‘section 1589, 1590, 
1591, 2241(c)’”’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking 
years” and inserting ‘‘10 years”. 

(b) DEFINITION.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 103 of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 (22 
U.S.C. 7102) is amended— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (14) as paragraphs (2) through (15), 
respectively; 

(B) by inserting before paragraph (2), as re- 
designated, the following: 

“(1) ABUSE OR THREATENED ABUSE OF LAW 
OR LEGAL PROCESS.—The term ‘abuse or 
threatened abuse of the legal process’ means 
the use or threatened use of a law or legal 
process, whether administrative, civil, or 
criminal, in any manner or for any purpose 
for which the law was not designed, in order 
to exert pressure on another person to cause 
that person to take some action or refrain 
from taking some action.”’; 

(C) in paragraph (14), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘paragraph (8)? and inserting 
“paragraph (9)’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (15), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘“‘paragraph (8) or (9)’’ and inserting 
“paragraph (9) or (10)’’. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENTS.— 

(A) TRAFFICKING VICTIMS PROTECTION ACT 
OF 2000.—The Trafficking Victims Protection 
Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7101 et eq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(i) in section 110(e) (22 U.S.C. 7107(e))— 

(I) by striking ‘‘section 103(7)(A)”’ and in- 
serting ‘‘section 103(8)(A)’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘section 103(7)(B)”’ and in- 
serting ‘‘section 103(8)(B)’’; and 

(ii) in section 118(g)(2) (22 U.S.C. 7110(¢)(2)), 
by striking ‘‘section 103(8)(A)”’ and inserting 
“section 103(9)(A)’’. 

(B) NORTH KOREAN HUMAN RIGHTS ACT OF 
2004.—Section 203(b)(2) of the North Korean 
Human Rights Act of 2004 (22 U.S.C. 
7833(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
10814)” and inserting ‘‘section 103(15)’’. 

(C) TRAFFICKING VICTIMS PROTECTION REAU- 
THORIZATION ACT OF 2005.—Section 207 of the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14044e) is amend- 
ed— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘section 
103(8)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 103(9)’’; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘section 
103(9)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 103(10)’’; and 

(iii) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘section 
103(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 103(4)’’. 

(D) VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN AND DEPART- 
MENT OF JUSTICE REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 
2005.—Section 11l(a)(1) of the Violence 
Against Women and Department of Justice 
Reauthorization Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
14044f(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (8)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (9)’’. 


PART II—ENSURING AVAILABILITY OF 
POSSIBLE WITNESSES AND INFORMANTS 


SEC. 1221. PROTECTIONS FOR TRAFFICKING VIC- 
TIMS WHO COOPERATE WITH LAW 
ENFORCEMENT. 


Section 101(a)(15)(T)(@i)CII) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(T)Gi)AID) is amended by inserting 
‘* or any adult or minor children of a deriva- 
tive beneficiary of the alien, as” after ‘‘age’’. 


SEC. 1222. PROTECTION AGAINST FRAUD IN FOR- 
EIGN LABOR CONTRACTING. 


Section 101(a)(15)(U)(iii) of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)@ii)) is amended by inserting 
“fraud in foreign labor contracting (as de- 
fined in section 1351 of title 18, United States 
Code);” after ‘“‘perjury;’’. 
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PART ITI—ENSURING INTERAGENCY CO- 
ORDINATION AND EXPANDED REPORT- 
ING 

SEC. 1231. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR THE 

ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

Section 105(d)(7) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7103(d)(7)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) 
through (J) as subparagraphs (I) through (O); 

(2) by striking subparagraphs (B) and (C) 
and inserting the following: 

‘(B) the number of persons who have been 
granted continued presence in the United 
States under section 107(c)(3) during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year and the mean and median 
time taken to adjudicate applications sub- 
mitted under such section, including the 
time from the receipt of an application by 
law enforcement to the issuance of continued 
presence, and a description of any efforts 
being taken to reduce the adjudication and 
processing time while ensuring the safe and 
competent processing of the applications; 

‘“(C) the number of persons who have ap- 
plied for, been granted, or been denied a visa 
or otherwise provided status under subpara- 
graph (T)(i) or (U)(i) of section 101(a)(15) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)) during the preceding fiscal 
year; 

‘(D) the number of persons who have ap- 
plied for, been granted, or been denied a visa 
or status under clause (ii) of section 
101(a)(15)(T) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(T)) during the 
preceding fiscal year, broken down by the 
number of such persons described in sub- 
clauses (I), (II), and (III) of such clause (ii); 

“(E) the amount of Federal funds expended 
in direct benefits paid to individuals de- 
scribed in subparagraph (D) in conjunction 
with T visa status; 

‘“(F) the number of persons who have ap- 
plied for, been granted, or been denied a visa 
or status under section 101(a)(15)(U)(i) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)(i)) during the preceding fiscal 
year; 

“(G) the mean and median time in which it 
takes to adjudicate applications submitted 
under the provisions of law set forth in sub- 
paragraph (C), including the time between 
the receipt of an application and the 
issuance of a visa and work authorization; 

“(H) any efforts being taken to reduce the 
adjudication and processing time, while en- 
suring the safe and competent processing of 
the applications;’’; 

(3) in subparagraph (N)(iii), as redesig- 
nated, by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 

(4) in subparagraph (O), as redesignated, by 
striking the period at the end and inserting 
<“; and”; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

“(P) the activities undertaken by Federal 
agencies to train appropriate State, tribal, 
and local government and law enforcement 
officials to identify victims of severe forms 
of trafficking, including both sex and labor 
trafficking; 

“(Q) the activities undertaken by Federal 
agencies in cooperation with State, tribal, 
and local law enforcement officials to iden- 
tify, investigate, and prosecute offenses 
under sections 1581, 1583, 1584, 1589, 1590, 1592, 
and 1594 of title 18, United States Code, or 
equivalent State offenses, including, in each 
fiscal year— 

“(i) the number, age, gender, country of or- 
igin, and citizenship status of victims identi- 
fied for each offense; 

“(i) the number of individuals charged, 
and the number of individuals convicted, 
under each offense; 
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“(iii) the number of individuals referred for 
prosecution for State offenses, including of- 
fenses relating to the purchasing of commer- 
cial sex acts; 

‘“(iv) the number of victims granted con- 
tinued presence in the United States under 
section 107(c)(8); and 

“(v) the number of victims granted a visa 
or otherwise provided status under subpara- 
graph (T)(i) or (U)(i) of section 101(a)(15) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)); and 

“(R) the activities undertaken by the De- 
partment of Justice and the Department of 
Health and Human Services to meet the spe- 
cific needs of minor victims of domestic traf- 
ficking, including actions taken pursuant to 
subsection (f) and section 202(a) of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14044(a)), and the steps 
taken to increase cooperation among Fed- 
eral agencies to ensure the effective and effi- 
cient use of programs for which the victims 
are eligible.’’. 

SEC. 1232. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR THE 
SECRETARY OF LABOR. 

Section 105(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2005 (22 U.S.C. 7112(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than December 1, 2014, and every 2 years 
thereafter, the Secretary of Labor shall sub- 
mit the list developed under paragraph (2)(C) 
to Congress.’’. 

SEC. 1233. INFORMATION SHARING TO COMBAT 
CHILD LABOR AND SLAVE LABOR. 

Section 105(a) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2005 (22 U.S.C. 7112(a)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) INFORMATION SHARING.—The Secretary 
of State shall, on a regular basis, provide in- 
formation relating to child labor and forced 
labor in the production of goods in violation 
of international standards to the Depart- 
ment of Labor to be used in developing the 
list described in subsection (b)(2)(C).’’. 

SEC. 1234. GOVERNMENT TRAINING EFFORTS TO 
INCLUDE THE DEPARTMENT OF 
LABOR. 

Section 107(c)(4) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7105(c)(4)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by inserting ‘‘the 
Department of Labor, the Equal Employ- 
ment Opportunity Commission,” before ‘‘and 
the Department”; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘‘, 
in consultation with the Secretary of 
Labor,” before ‘‘shall provide”. 

SEC. 1235. GAO REPORT ON THE USE OF FOREIGN 
LABOR CONTRACTORS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit a report on the use of foreign 
labor contractors to— 

(1) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate; 

(2) the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate; 

(3) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(4) the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce of the House of Representatives. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report under sub- 
section (a) should, to the extent possible— 

(1) address the role and practices of United 
States employers in— 

(A) the use of labor recruiters or brokers; 
or 

(B) directly recruiting foreign workers; 

(2) analyze the laws that protect such 
workers, both overseas and domestically; 
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(8) describe the oversight and enforcement 
mechanisms in Federal departments and 
agencies for such laws; and 

(4) identify any gaps that may exist in 
these protections; and 

(5) recommend possible actions for Federal 
departments and agencies to combat any 
abuses. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The report under sub- 
section (a) shall— 

(1) describe the role of labor recruiters or 
brokers working in countries that are send- 
ing workers and receiving funds, including 
any identified involvement in labor abuses; 

(2) describe the role and practices of em- 
ployers in the United States that commis- 
sion labor recruiters or brokers or directly 
recruit foreign workers; 

(3) describe the role of Federal depart- 
ments and agencies in overseeing and regu- 
lating the foreign labor recruitment process, 
including certifying and enforcing under ex- 
isting regulations; 

(4) describe the type of jobs and the num- 
bers of positions in the United States that 
have been filled through foreign workers dur- 
ing each of the last 8 years, including posi- 
tions within the Federal Government; 

(5) describe any efforts or programs under- 
taken by Federal, State and local govern- 
ment entities to encourage employers, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to use foreign workers 
or to reward employers for using foreign 
workers; and 

(6) based on the information required under 
paragraphs (1) through (3), identify any com- 
mon abuses of foreign workers and the em- 
ployment system, including the use of fees 
and debts, and recommendations of actions 
that could be taken by Federal departments 
and agencies to combat any identified 
abuses. 

SEC. 1236. ACCOUNTABILITY. 

All grants awarded by the Attorney Gen- 
eral under this title or an Act amended by 
this title shall be subject to the following ac- 
countability provisions: 

(1) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the 
term ‘‘unresolved audit finding” means an 
audit report finding in the final audit report 
of the Inspector General of the Department 
of Justice that the grantee has used grant 
funds for an unauthorized expenditure or 
otherwise unallowable cost that is not closed 
or resolved during the 12-month period be- 
ginning on the date on which the final audit 
report is issued 

(B) REQUIREMENT.—Beginning in the first 
fiscal year beginning after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, and in each fiscal year 
thereafter, the Inspector General of the De- 
partment of Justice shall conduct audits of 
recipients of grants under this title or an 
Act amended by this title to prevent waste, 
fraud, and abuse of funds by grantees. The 
Inspector General shall determine the appro- 
priate number of grantees to be audited each 
year. 

(C) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—A recipient of 
grant funds under this title or an Act amend- 
ed by this title that is found to have an unre- 
solved audit finding shall not be eligible to 
receive grant funds under this title or an Act 
amended by this title during the first 2 fiscal 
years beginning after the end of the 12- 
month period described in subparagraph (A). 

(D) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this title or an Act amended by this title, 
the Attorney General shall give priority to 
eligible applicants that did not have an unre- 
solved audit finding during the 3 fiscal years 
before submitting an application for a grant 
under this title or an Act amended by this 
title. 
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(E) REIMBURSEMENT.—If an entity is award- 
ed grant funds under this title or an Act 
amended by this title during the 2-fiscal-year 
period during which the entity is barred 
from receiving grants under subparagraph 
(C), the Attorney General shall— 

(i) deposit an amount equal to the amount 
of the grant funds that were improperly 
awarded to the grantee into the General 
Fund of the Treasury; and 

(ii) seek to recoup the costs of the repay- 
ment to the fund from the grant recipient 
that was erroneously awarded grant funds. 

(2) NONPROFIT ORGANIZATION REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this para- 
graph and the grant programs under this 
title or an Act amended by this title, the 
term ‘‘nonprofit organization’ means an or- 
ganization that is described in section 
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
and is exempt from taxation under section 
501(a) of such Code. 

(B) PROHIBITION.—The Attorney General 
may not award a grant under this title or an 
Act amended by this title to a nonprofit or- 
ganization that holds money in offshore ac- 
counts for the purpose of avoiding paying the 
tax described in section 511(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(C) DISCLOSURE.—Each nonprofit organiza- 
tion that is awarded a grant under this title 
or an Act amended by this title and uses the 
procedures prescribed in regulations to cre- 
ate a rebuttable presumption of reasonable- 
ness for the compensation of its officers, di- 
rectors, trustees and key employees, shall 
disclose to the Attorney General, in the ap- 
plication for the grant, the process for deter- 
mining such compensation, including the 
independent persons involved in reviewing 
and approving such compensation, the com- 
parability data used, and contemporaneous 
substantiation of the deliberation and deci- 
sion. Upon request, the Attorney General 
shall make the information disclosed under 
this subparagraph available for public in- 
spection. 

(3) CONFERENCE EXPENDITURES.— 

(A) LIMITATION.—No amounts authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of Justice 
under this title or an Act amended by this 
title may be used by the Attorney General, 
or by any individual or entity awarded dis- 
cretionary funds through a cooperative 
agreement under this title or an Act amend- 
ed by this title, to host or support any ex- 
penditure for conferences that uses more 
than $20,000 in funds made available to the 
Department of Justice, unless the Deputy 
Attorney General or the appropriate Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Director, or principal 
deputy (as designated by the Deputy Attor- 
ney General) provides prior written author- 
ization that the funds may be expended to 
host the conference. 

(B) WRITTEN APPROVAL.—Written approval 
under subparagraph (A) shall include a writ- 
ten estimate of all costs associated with the 
conference, including the cost of all food, 
beverages, audio-visual equipment, hono- 
raria for speakers, and entertainment. 

(C) REPORT.—The Deputy Attorney General 
shall submit an annual report to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House 
of Representatives on all conference expendi- 
tures approved under this paragraph. 

(4) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION.—Beginning in 
the first fiscal year beginning after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall submit, to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate and the Committee on 
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the Judiciary and the Committee on Appro- 

priations of the House of Representatives, an 

annual certification indicating whether— 

(A) all audits issued by the Office of the In- 
spector General under paragraph (1) have 
been completed and reviewed by the appro- 
priate Assistant Attorney General or Direc- 
tor; 

(B) all mandatory exclusions required 
under paragraph (1)(C) have been issued; 

(C) all reimbursements required under 
paragraph (1)(E) have been made; and 

(D) includes a list of any grant recipients 
excluded under paragraph (1) from the pre- 
vious year. 

PART IV—ENHANCING STATE AND LOCAL 
EFFORTS TO COMBAT TRAFFICKING IN 
PERSONS 

SEC. 1241. ASSISTANCE FOR DOMESTIC MINOR 
SEX TRAFFICKING VICTIMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 202 of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14044a) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“SEC. 202. ESTABLISHMENT OF A GRANT PRO- 
GRAM TO DEVELOP, EXPAND, AND 
STRENGTHEN ASSISTANCE PRO- 
GRAMS FOR CERTAIN PERSONS SUB- 
JECT TO TRAFFICKING. 

‘*(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘As- 
sistant Secretary’ means the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Children and Families of the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services. 

‘“(2) ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL.—The 
term ‘Assistant Attorney General’ means the 
Assistant Attorney General for the Office of 
Justice Programs of the Department of Jus- 
tice. 

“(3) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means a State or unit of local gov- 
ernment that— 

“(A) has significant criminal activity in- 
volving sex trafficking of minors; 

“(B) has demonstrated cooperation be- 
tween Federal, State, local, and, where ap- 
plicable, tribal law enforcement agencies, 
prosecutors, and social service providers in 
addressing sex trafficking of minors; 

“(C) has developed a workable, multi-dis- 
ciplinary plan to combat sex trafficking of 
minors, including— 

“(j) building or establishing a residential 
care facility for minor victims of sex traf- 
ficking; 

“(i) the provision of rehabilitative care to 
minor victims of sex trafficking; 

“(ii) the provision of specialized training 
for law enforcement officers and social serv- 
ice providers for all forms of sex trafficking, 
with a focus on sex trafficking of minors; 

“(iv) prevention, deterrence, and prosecu- 
tion of offenses involving sex trafficking of 
minors; 

“(v) cooperation or referral agreements 
with organizations providing outreach or 
other related services to runaway and home- 
less youth; and 

““(vi) law enforcement protocols or proce- 
dures to screen all individuals arrested for 
prostitution, whether adult or minor, for vic- 
timization by sex trafficking and by other 
crimes, such as sexual assault and domestic 
violence; and 

“(D) provides assurance that a minor vic- 
tim of sex trafficking shall not be required 
to collaborate with law enforcement to have 
access to residential care or services pro- 
vided with a grant under this section. 

‘“(4) MINOR VICTIM OF SEX TRAFFICKING.— 
The term ‘minor victim of sex trafficking’ 
means an individual who— 

“(A) is younger than 18 years of age, and is 
a victim of an offense described in section 
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1591(a) of title 18, United States Code, or a 
comparable State law; or 

“(B)(i) is not younger than 18 years of age 
nor older than 20 years of age; 

‘“(ii) before the individual reached 18 years 
of age, was described in subparagraph (A); 
and 

“(iii) was receiving shelter or services as a 
minor victim of sex trafficking. 

‘(5) QUALIFIED NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANI- 
ZATION.—The term ‘qualified nongovern- 
mental organization’ means an organization 
that— 

“(A) is not a State or unit of local govern- 
ment, or an agency of a State or unit of local 
government; 

‘(B) has demonstrated experience pro- 
viding services to victims of sex trafficking 
or related populations (such as runaway and 
homeless youth), or employs staff specialized 
in the treatment of sex trafficking victims; 
and 

‘(C) demonstrates a plan to sustain the 
provision of services beyond the period of a 
grant awarded under this section. 

‘(6) SEX TRAFFICKING OF A MINOR.—The 
term ‘sex trafficking of a minor’ means an 
offense described in section 1591(a) of title 18, 
United States Code, or a comparable State 
law, against a minor. 

‘(b) SEX TRAFFICKING BLOCK GRANTS.— 

‘(1) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Attorney 
General, in consultation with the Assistant 
Secretary, may make block grants to 4 eligi- 
ble entities located in different regions of 
the United States to combat sex trafficking 
of minors. 

“(B) REQUIREMENT.—Not fewer than 1 of 
the block grants made under subparagraph 
(A) shall be awarded to an eligible entity 
with a State population of less than 5,000,000. 

‘“(C) GRANT AMOUNT.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations under subsection (g) 
to carry out this section, each grant made 
under this section shall be for an amount not 
less than $1,500,000 and not greater than 
$2,000,000. 

‘(D) DURATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—A grant made under this 
section shall be for a period of 1 year. 

“(ii) RENEWAL.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Attorney 
General may renew a grant under this sec- 
tion for up to 3 1-year periods. 

“(JI) PRIORITY.—In making grants in any 
fiscal year after the first fiscal year in which 
grants are made under this section, the As- 
sistant Attorney General shall give priority 
to an eligible entity that received a grant in 
the preceding fiscal year and is eligible for 
renewal under this subparagraph, taking 
into account any evaluation of the eligible 
entity conducted under paragraph (4), if 
available. 

“(E) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Assistant Attorney General 
shall consult with the Assistant Secretary 
with respect to— 

“(i) evaluations of grant recipients under 
paragraph (4); 

“(i) avoiding unintentional duplication of 
grants; and 

“(iii) any other areas of shared concern. 

‘*(2) USE OF FUNDS.— 

“(A) ALLOCATION.—Not less than 67 percent 
of each grant made under paragraph (1) shall 
be used by the eligible entity to provide resi- 
dential care and services (as described in 
clauses (i) through (iv) of subparagraph (B)) 
to minor victims of sex trafficking through 
qualified nongovernmental organizations. 

“(B) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—Grants 
awarded pursuant to paragraph (2) may be 
used for— 
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“(i) providing residential care to minor 
victims of sex trafficking, including tem- 
porary or long-term placement as appro- 
priate; 

“(ii) providing 24-hour emergency social 
services response for minor victims of sex 
trafficking; 

“(iii) providing minor victims of sex traf- 
ficking with clothing and other daily neces- 
sities needed to keep such victims from re- 
turning to living on the street; 

“(iv) case management services for minor 
victims of sex trafficking; 

“(v) mental health counseling for minor 
victims of sex trafficking, including special- 
ized counseling and substance abuse treat- 
ment; 

“(vi) legal services for minor victims of sex 
trafficking; 

‘““(vii) specialized training for social service 
providers, public sector personnel, and pri- 
vate sector personnel likely to encounter sex 
trafficking victims on issues related to the 
sex trafficking of minors and severe forms of 
trafficking in persons; 

“(viii) outreach and education programs to 
provide information about deterrence and 
prevention of sex trafficking of minors; 

“(ix) programs to provide treatment to in- 
dividuals charged or cited with purchasing or 
attempting to purchase sex acts in cases 
where— 

‘(T) a treatment program can be mandated 
as a condition of a sentence, fine, suspended 
sentence, or probation, or is an appropriate 
alternative to criminal prosecution; and 

“(JI) the individual was not charged with 
purchasing or attempting to purchase sex 
acts with a minor; and 

“(x) screening and referral of minor vic- 
tims of severe forms of trafficking in per- 
sons. 

‘*(3) APPLICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each eligible entity de- 
siring a grant under this section shall sub- 
mit an application to the Assistant Attorney 
General at such time, in such manner, and 
accompanied by such information as the As- 
sistant Attorney General may reasonably re- 
quire. 

‘(B) CONTENTS.—Each application sub- 
mitted pursuant to subparagraph (A) shall— 

“(i) describe the activities for which assist- 
ance under this section is sought; and 

‘“(ii) provide such additional assurances as 
the Assistant Attorney General determines 
to be essential to ensure compliance with the 
requirements of this section. 

“(4) EVALUATION.—The Assistant Attorney 
General shall enter into a contract with an 
academic or non-profit organization that has 
experience in issues related to sex traf- 
ficking of minors and evaluation of grant 
programs to conduct an annual evaluation of 
each grant made under this section to deter- 
mine the impact and effectiveness of pro- 
grams funded with the grant. 

‘(c) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—An eligible 
entity that receives a grant under this sec- 
tion that is found to have utilized grant 
funds for any unauthorized expenditure or 
otherwise unallowable cost shall not be eligi- 
ble for any grant funds awarded under the 
grant for 2 fiscal years following the year in 
which the unauthorized expenditure or unal- 
lowable cost is reported. 

“(d) COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENT.—An eligi- 
ble entity shall not be eligible to receive a 
grant under this section if, during the 5 fis- 
cal years before the eligible entity submits 
an application for the grant, the eligible en- 
tity has been found to have violated the 
terms or conditions of a Government grant 
program by utilizing grant funds for unau- 
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thorized expenditures or otherwise unallow- 
able costs. 

‘“(e) ADMINISTRATIVE CAP.—The cost of ad- 
ministering the grants authorized by this 
section shall not exceed 3 percent of the 
total amount appropriated to carry out this 
section. 

“(f) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.—For fiscal years 
2016 and 2017, the Inspector General of the 
Department of Justice shall conduct an 
audit of all 4 eligible entities that receive 
block grants under this section. 

“(g) MATCH REQUIREMENT.—An eligible en- 
tity that receives a grant under this section 
shall provide a non-Federal match in an 
amount equal to not less than— 

“(1) 15 percent of the grant during the first 
year; 

‘(2) 25 percent of the grant during the first 
renewal period; 

“*(3) 40 percent of the grant during the sec- 
ond renewal period; and 

“(4) 50 percent of the grant during the 
third renewal period. 

“(h) No LIMITATION ON SECTION 204 
GRANTS.—An entity that applies for a grant 
under section 204 is not prohibited from also 
applying for a grant under this section. 

‘“(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated 
$8,000,000 to the Attorney General for each of 
the fiscal years 2014 through 2017 to carry 
out this section. 

“(j) GAO EVALUATION.—Not later than 30 
months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall submit a report to Con- 
gress that contains— 

“(1) an evaluation of the impact of this 
section in aiding minor victims of sex traf- 
ficking in the jurisdiction of the entity re- 
ceiving the grant; and 

“(2) recommendations, if any, regarding 
any legislative or administrative action the 
Comptroller General determines appro- 
priate.’’. 

(b) SUNSET PROVISION.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall be effective dur- 
ing the 4-year period beginning on the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 1242. EXPANDING LOCAL LAW ENFORCE- 
MENT GRANTS FOR INVESTIGATIONS 
AND PROSECUTIONS OF TRAF- 
FICKING. 

Section 204 of the Trafficking Victims Pro- 
tection Reauthorization Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 14044c) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking “‘, 
which involve United States citizens, or 
aliens admitted for permanent residence, 
and”’; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (B), 
(C), and (D) as subparagraphs (C), (D), and 
(E), respectively; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

“(B) to train law enforcement personnel 
how to identify victims of severe forms of 
trafficking in persons and related offenses;’’; 
and 

(D) in subparagraph (C), as redesignated, 
by inserting ‘‘and prioritize the investiga- 
tions and prosecutions of those cases involv- 
ing minor victims” after ‘‘sex acts”; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); 

(8) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(d) No LIMITATION ON SECTION 202 GRANT 
APPLICATIONS.—An entity that applies for a 
grant under section 202 is not prohibited 
from also applying for a grant under this sec- 
tion.’’; 

(4) in subsection (e), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘$20,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
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years 2008 through 2011’ and inserting 
‘*$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2014 
through 2017”; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) GAO EVALUATION AND REPORT.—Not 
later than 30 months after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall conduct a study of 
and submit to Congress a report evaluating 
the impact of this section on— 

“(1) the ability of law enforcement per- 
sonnel to identify victims of severe forms of 
trafficking in persons and investigate and 
prosecute cases against offenders, including 
offenders who engage in the purchasing of 
commercial sex acts with a minor; and 

“(2) recommendations, if any, regarding 
any legislative or administrative action the 
Comptroller General determines appropriate 
to improve the ability described in para- 
graph (1).’’. 

SEC. 1243. MODEL STATE CRIMINAL LAW PRO- 
TECTION FOR CHILD TRAFFICKING 
VICTIMS AND SURVIVORS. 

Section 225(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Reauthorization Act of 2008 (22 U.S.C. 7101 
note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) protects children exploited through 
prostitution by including safe harbor provi- 
sions that— 

“(A) treat an individual under 18 years of 
age who has been arrested for engaging in, or 
attempting to engage in, a sexual act with 
another person in exchange for monetary 
compensation as a victim of a severe form of 
trafficking in persons; 

‘(B) prohibit the charging or prosecution 
of an individual described in subparagraph 
(A) for a prostitution offense; 

‘“(C) require the referral of an individual 
described in subparagraph (A) to appropriate 
service providers, including comprehensive 
service or community-based programs that 
provide assistance to child victims of com- 
mercial sexual exploitation; and 

‘“(D) provide that an individual described 
in subparagraph (A) shall not be required to 
prove fraud, force, or coercion in order to re- 
ceive the protections described under this 
paragraph;’’. 

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations 

SEC. 1251. ADJUSTMENT OF AUTHORIZATION 
LEVELS FOR THE TRAFFICKING VIC- 
TIMS PROTECTION ACT OF 2000. 

The Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 
2000 (22 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 112A(b)(4) (22 U.S.C. 
7109a(b)(4))— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$2,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘$1,000,000’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2008 through 2011” and in- 
serting ‘‘2014 through 2017”; and 

(2) in section 113 (22 U.S.C. 7110)— 

(A) subsection (a)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘$5,500,000 for each of the 
fiscal years 2008 through 2011” each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘$2,000,000 for each of 
the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”; 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, including regional traf- 
ficking in persons officers,” after ‘‘for addi- 
tional personnel,’’; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘, and $3,000 for official re- 
ception and representation expenses”; 

(B) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$12,500,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2011” 
and inserting ‘$14,500,000 for each of the fis- 
cal years 2014 through 2017”; and 
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(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘to the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services” 
and all that follows and inserting ‘‘$8,000,000 
to the Secretary of Health and Human Serv- 
ices for each of the fiscal years 2014 through 
2017.”’; 

(C) in subsection (c)(1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘2008 
through 2011” each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘‘2014 through 2017; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘$15,000,000 for fiscal year 
2003 and $10,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011’ and inserting 
‘*$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2014 
through 2017; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘2008 through 2011” and in- 
serting ‘‘2014 through 2017”; and 

(iii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘2014 through 
2017; 

(D) in subsection (d)— 

G) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (C) as paragraphs (1) through (8), re- 
spectively, and moving such paragraphs 2 
ems to the left; 

Gi) in the paragraph (1), as redesignated, 
by striking ‘‘$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011’ and inserting 
‘‘$11,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2014 
through 2017; and 

(iii) in paragraph (3), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘to the Attorney General” and all 
that follows and inserting ‘‘$11,000,000 to the 
Attorney General for each of the fiscal years 
2014 through 2017.”’; 

(E) in subsection (e)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$15,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2011” 
and inserting ‘$7,500,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2014 through 2017”; and 

Gi) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘*$15,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$7,500,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017; 

(F) in subsection (f), by striking 
‘‘$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$5,000,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017; 
and 

(G) in subsection (i), by striking 
‘*$18,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”. 
SEC. 1252. ADJUSTMENT OF AUTHORIZATION 

LEVELS FOR THE TRAFFICKING VIC- 
TIMS PROTECTION REAUTHORIZA- 
TION ACT OF 2005. 

The Trafficking Victims Protection Reau- 
thorization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-164) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking section 102(b)(7); and 

(2) in section 201(c)(2), by striking 
‘$1,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$250,000 for each 
of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”. 

Subtitle D—Unaccompanied Alien Children 
SEC. 1261. APPROPRIATE CUSTODIAL SETTINGS 

FOR UNACCOMPANIED MINORS WHO 
REACH THE AGE OF MAJORITY 
WHILE IN FEDERAL CUSTODY. 

Section 235(c)(2) of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(c)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘“‘Subject to” and inserting 
the following: 

“(A) MINORS IN DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES CUSTODY.—Subject to”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) ALIENS TRANSFERRED FROM DEPART- 
MENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES TO DE- 
PARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY CUSTODY.— 
If a minor described in subparagraph (A) 
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reaches 18 years of age and is transferred to 
the custody of the Secretary of Homeland 
Security, the Secretary shall consider place- 
ment in the least restrictive setting avail- 
able after taking into account the alien’s 
danger to self, danger to the community, and 
risk of flight. Such aliens shall be eligible to 
participate in alternative to detention pro- 
grams, utilizing a continuum of alternatives 
based on the alien’s need for supervision, 
which may include placement of the alien 
with an individual or an organizational spon- 
sor, or in a supervised group home.”’. 

SEC. 1262. APPOINTMENT OF CHILD ADVOCATES 

FOR UNACCOMPANIED MINORS. 

Section 235(c)(6) of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(c)(6)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary” and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘and criminal’’; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) APPOINTMENT OF CHILD ADVOCATES.— 

“(i) INITIAL SITES.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of the enactment of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013, the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall appoint child advocates at 3 
new immigration detention sites to provide 
independent child advocates for trafficking 
victims and vulnerable unaccompanied alien 
children. 

“(ii) ADDITIONAL SITES.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of the enactment of the 
Violence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act of 2013, the Secretary shall appoint child 
advocates at not more than 3 additional im- 
migration detention sites. 

“(ii) SELECTION OF SITES.—Sites at which 
child advocate programs will be established 
under this subparagraph shall be located at 
immigration detention sites at which more 
than 50 children are held in immigration cus- 
tody, and shall be selected sequentially, with 
priority given to locations with— 

“(I) the largest number of unaccompanied 
alien children; and 

“(I) the most vulnerable populations of 
unaccompanied children. 

‘(C) RESTRICTIONS.— 

“(i) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—A child 
advocate program may not use more that 10 
percent of the Federal funds received under 
this section for administrative expenses. 

“(ii) NONEXCLUSIVITY.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion may be construed to restrict the ability 
of a child advocate program under this sec- 
tion to apply for or obtain funding from any 
other source to carry out the programs de- 
scribed in this section. 

‘(iii) CONTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—A child ad- 
vocate program selected under this section 
shall contribute non-Federal funds, either di- 
rectly or through in-kind contributions, to 
the costs of the child advocate program in an 
amount that is not less than 25 percent of 
the total amount of Federal funds received 
by the child advocate program under this 
section. In-kind contributions may not ex- 
ceed 40 percent of the matching requirement 
under this clause. 

“(D) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not 
later than 1 year after the date of the enact- 
ment of the Violence Against Women Reau- 
thorization Act of 2018, and annually there- 
after, the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall submit a report describing the 
activities undertaken by the Secretary to 
authorize the appointment of independent 
Child Advocates for trafficking victims and 
vulnerable unaccompanied alien children to 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Sen- 
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ate and the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House of Representatives. 

(E) ASSESSMENT OF CHILD ADVOCATE PRO- 
GRAM.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of the enactment of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall conduct a study regarding the 
effectiveness of the Child Advocate Program 
operated by the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services. 

‘(ii) MATTERS TO BE STUDIED.—In the study 
required under clause (i), the Comptroller 
General shall— collect information and ana- 
lyze the following: 

“(I) analyze the effectiveness of existing 
child advocate programs in improving out- 
comes for trafficking victims and other vul- 
nerable unaccompanied alien children; 

“(IT) evaluate the implementation of child 
advocate programs in new sites pursuant to 
subparagraph (B); 

“(JIT) evaluate the extent to which eligible 
trafficking victims and other vulnerable un- 
accompanied children are receiving child ad- 
vocate services and assess the possible budg- 
etary implications of increased participation 
in the program; 

‘(IV) evaluate the barriers to improving 
outcomes for trafficking victims and other 
vulnerable unaccompanied children; and 

“(V) make recommendations on statutory 
changes to improve the Child Advocate Pro- 
gram in relation to the matters analyzed 
under subclauses (I) through (IV). 

“(iii) GAO REPORT.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit the results of the study re- 
quired under this subparagraph to— 

“(I) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate; 

“(ID the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate; 

“(III) the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House of Representatives; and 

“(IV) the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce of the House of Representatives. 

‘(F) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary and Human Services to carry 
out this subsection— 

“(i) $1,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 
2014 and 2015; and 

““(ii) $2,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 
2016 and 2017.”’. 

SEC. 1263. ACCESS TO FEDERAL FOSTER CARE 
AND UNACCOMPANIED REFUGEE 
MINOR PROTECTIONS FOR CERTAIN 
U VISA RECIPIENTS. 

Section 235(d)(4) of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(d)(4)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), 

(A) by striking ‘‘either’’; 

(B) by striking “or who” and inserting a 
comma; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘, or has been granted sta- 
tus under section 101(a)(15)(U) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)),”’ before ‘“, shall be eligible’’; 
and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘, or 
status under section 101(a)(15)(U) of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)),”’ after “(8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(27)(J))’’. 

SEC. 1264. GAO STUDY OF THE EFFECTIVENESS 
OF BORDER SCREENINGS. 

(a) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a study 
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examining the effectiveness of screenings 
conducted by Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity personnel in carrying out section 
235(a)(4) of the William Wilberforce Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(a)(4)). 

(2) STuDY.—In carrying out paragraph (1), 
the Comptroller General shall take into ac- 
count— 

(A) the degree to which Department of 
Homeland Security personnel are adequately 
ensuring that— 

(i) all children are being screened to deter- 
mine whether they are described in section 
235(a)(2)(A) of the William Wilberforce Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act; 

(ii) appropriate and reliable determina- 
tions are being made about whether children 
are described in section 235(a)(2)(A) of such 
Act, including determinations of the age of 
such children; 

(iii) children are repatriated in an appro- 
priate manner, consistent with clauses (i) 
through (iii) of section 235(a)(2)(C) of such 
Act; 

(iv) children are appropriately being per- 
mitted to withdraw their applications for ad- 
mission, in accordance with section 
235(a)(2)(B)(i) of such Act; 

(v) children are being properly cared for 
while they are in the custody of the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security and awaiting re- 
patriation or transfer to the custody of the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services; 
and 

(vi) children are being transferred to the 
custody of the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services in a manner that is con- 
sistent with such Act; and 

(B) the number of such children that have 
been transferred to the custody of the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, the 
Federal funds expended to maintain custody 
of such children, and the Federal benefits 
available to such children, if any. 

(3) ACCESS TO DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY OPERATIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), for the purposes of con- 
ducting the study described in subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall provide the Comptroller 
General with unrestricted access to all 
stages of screenings and other interactions 
between Department of Homeland Security 
personnel and children encountered by the 
Comptroller General. 
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(B) EXCEPTIONS.—The Secretary shall not 
permit unrestricted access under subpara- 
graph (A) if the Secretary determines that 
the security of a particular interaction 
would be threatened by such access. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of the commencement of 
the study described in subsection (a), the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit a report to the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep- 
resentatives that contains the Commission’s 
findings and recommendations. 


EEE 
NOTICE OF HEARING 


Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, this is to 
advise you that the Senate Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources will 
hold a business meeting on Tuesday, 
February 12, 2013, at 9:45 a.m., in room 
SD-366 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building. 

The purpose of the business meeting 
is to approve the Committee’s funding 
resolution for the 113th Congress, as- 
sign members to subcommittees, and 
approve changes to the Committee’s 
rules and questionnaire for executive 
nominations. 

For further information, please con- 
tact Sam Fowler at (202) 224-7571. 


EE 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on February 7, 2013, at 10:00 
a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 

WORKS 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public 
Works be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on February 
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7, 2013, at 10:30 a.m., in room 406 of the 
Dirksen Senate office building, to con- 
duct a hearing entitled ‘‘Oversight 
Hearing on Implementation of Corps of 
Engineers Water Resources Policies.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate, to 
conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘No Child 
Left Behind: Early Lessons from State 
Flexibility Waivers?” on February 7, 
2013, at 10:00 am, in room 216 of the 
Hart Senate Office Building. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen- 
ate on February 7, 2013, at 10:30 a.m., in 
SD-216 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building, to conduct an executive 
meeting. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Intelligence be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on February 7, 2013, at 2:30 p.m. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ee 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Barrett An- 
derson, a fellow in my office, be grant- 
ed privileges of the floor during the de- 
bate and votes concerning S. 47. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


mnie ħű 


FOREIGN TRAVEL FINANCIAL REPORTS 


In accordance with the appropriate provisions of law, the Secretary of the Senate herewith submits the following re- 
ports for standing committees of the Senate, certain joint committees of the Congress, delegations and groups, and select 
and special committees of the Senate, relating to expenses incurred in the performance of authorized foreign travel: 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Name and country 


Per diem 


Transportation 


Miscellaneous Total 


U.S. dollar 
equivalent 
or US. 
currency 


Name of currency Foreign 


currency 


Foreign 
currency 


U.S. dollar 
equivalent 
or U.S. 
currency 


U.S. dollar 
equivalent 
or U.S. 
currency 


US. dollar 
equivalent 
or U.S. 
currency 


Foreign 
currency 


Foreign 
currency 


Rachelle Johnson: 
Honduras .... 
Guatemala . 
United States .. 

Elizabeth Schm 
Japan. .... 
United States .. 

Senator Daniel Inouye: 


p 
United States .. 
Michael Bain: 


Lempira . 
Quetzal 
Dollar . 


Yen 
Dollar . 


Yen .... 
Dollar . 


160.00 
936.00 
6,921.40 


2,053.22 
12,524.50 


1,180.05 
11,955.50 


713.01 
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CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012—Continued 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 
Sii EN DEMIE a ENEAS ARANOA, 0,640.04 
898.88 
676.01 
IEIET 0,780.60 
898.88 
676.01 
PRR eR 0,700.00 0,700.00 
1,742.00 
274.00 
462.00 
PEIEE E 4,321.90 4,321.90 
1,742.00 
274.00 
462.00 
ESN 7,945.90 
393.22 
856.00 
4,802.70 4,802.70 
Delegation Exp 
Belgium ..... EUD: Ioanniaa is, bain -talnaaunlent jandduishlatess 1,157.62 1,157.62 
Guatemala Quetzal . 170.00 1,972.00 2,142.00 
apan ... Yen ... 12,000.98 752.82 12,753.80 
South Africa .. Rand . DULEN ~ atakatan ~ a ei 511.57 
unisia . Dinar . 56.43 379.10 435.53 
Egypt .... Pound T1600) aenn AA 176.00 
j. DIAREE E AEN EO E AT AAEE NEE ANA EE AE SA AT AEE AIET EE TTN TES: aibait TIES ssssssategtereets W201 GAs tiaina 132,166.34 


* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95-384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 
SENATOR BARBARA A. MIKULSKI, 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, Feb. 4. 2013. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2012 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 
Elisabeth Whitbeck: 
Guatemala .... Que I Zal | sveesayatee a “SBT L GY R ts a mene aaa. icc Mi alti aeRO R Rs 6 NA OS SE 871.50 
Senator Mary Landri 
Guatemala .... QUOIZAl Aaen eanna an 22 BARON aia an ne ea ia Verna AA 871.50 
Rachelle Johnson: 
Dominican Republic . Peso .. 174.05 
iti... Gourde .. 413.00 
Dollar .... 1,353.29 1,353.29 
Dominican Republic . 174.05 
aiti .......... 5 413.00 
nited States . Dollar .... 1,353.29 1,353.29 
ETENEE 488.73 
646.90 2,246.87 
9,336.40 9,336.40 
488.73 
; 1,521.98 
10,119.30 10,119.30 
Teri S 
488.73 
š 1,521.98 
10,036.80 10,036.80 
Charlie Houy: 
miteE KIM SOOM idinaan at R i iai ran POUN. wiscacttiscerscteccttenctisshecdvesdantvacce! , iA ENTA a EEE EAE E E PEE ETE EEE E 5,352.00 
Gabrielle Batkin: 
AET ANETO: uunin Ai POMO oa aduanana ienna SNI onhan unka an A R 5,352.00 
Brian Potts: 
MIted KiNGdOM anisa a anii i POUN taana i o EN 6302000" aaae A AAAA Aa aAA ainia 5,352.00 
Gary Myrick: 
NEE BROOM: Arinen a aai POUNG: opa ta n a E aia A ETAn ERANA AIA PATIA TE A A AA E W NET NEE E E 5,352.00 
Dave Schiappa: 
HEG KIN GOOMN sadinar oiii e ehi ad POUT tssieavsstcehscssectocccsSbeasckteadavcwhctnes A, SAOL iiin e: aii aiina, E 5,352.00 
Brian Monahan: 
EEE KIN SOOM herring asena a aiaia aaa aa a ASAE EEA aa TTi a AEE EAN AE A E S E E AA s Ae BCN POPPE E AP B EEA EA AIE EN A N NT 5,352.00 
Anne Caldwell: 
Ate KiNgdOM ca a a a aia AN a inini raa ai POUMES ainan na a © AA SIULA ainia aih aii n n AS SAN 5,352.00 
Andrew King: 
nited Kingdom Poun 5,352.00 5,352.00 
Senator Richard Shelby: 
nited Kingdom .... POUR! Adasia ia SALU. inin aridi | ad iaa i aaa A O E 5,352.00 
Senator Barbara Mikulski: 
CE MARRON annk aa n Aa E UT renna a a Ra SOY ei U aa A a, e A 5,352.00 
Senator Lindsey Graham: 
Mited KINGAOM anina a A a a POU aenaran ty EAN SATT aana a A A A A S saie 5,352.00 
Senator Roy Blunt: 
MUTED KINEGOM i Jenina eria estonia arain PONT vtech tess n an aiea a SIEN oruinn aina aai 4 ien uaia a anai 5,352.00 
Senator Jerry Moran: 
MITE KNR oiia ia A iee aaah eei POUN aSa aetra id aa, | A, SAIAS a ENE E AE E E E ENE OENE I ETA E AARETE, 5,352.00 
Janet Stormes: 
Ghana .. 583.08 783.08 
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CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2012—Continued 


Name and country 


Per diem 


Transportation 


Miscellaneous Total 


U.S. dollar 
Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. 

currency 


Name of currency 


U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency 


Mali .. 
Liberia .. 
United St 
Erik Raven: 
Australia 
Thailand 
United States 
Terry Snell: 
Germany 
Sweden . 
Norway . 
Senator Daniel Coats: 
Germany 
Sweden . 
Norway . 
David Cleary: 
Germany 
Sweden . 
Norway . 
Senator Lamar Alexander: 
Germany 
Sweden . 
Norway . 
Laura Friedel: 
Guatemala 
Brazil .... 
nite 
ennifer Santos: 
Russia .. 
nite 
Alycia Farrell: 
Russia .. 
nite 
Paul Grove: 
Russia .. 
ajikis 
Azerbaij 
rgia . 


rance 


Greece .. 


hailand 
nited Kingdom 


Total 


Franc 
Dollar 
DOLAN aenea n Oni 
Dollar 
Baht .. 
Dollar 


399.00 


819.63 
1,298.50 
761.88 


Euro .. 
Krona 
Krone 


794.91 
1,289.88 
747.08 


Euro .. 
Krona 
Krone 


279.25 
483.00 
352.00 


Euro .. 
Krona 
Krone 


279.25 
483.00 
352.00 


Euro .. 
Krona 
Krone 


226.00 
1,956.15 


Quetzal . 
Real .. 
Do 


Rul 


366.48 
377.00 
10,204.20 


1,231.00 
399.00 
9,501.00 


9,501.00 


36.00 855.63 
1,298.50 


761.88 


794.91 
1,289.88 
747.08 


279.25 
483.00 
352.00 


279.25 
483.00 
352.00 


226.00 
1,956.15 
8,419.30 


1,275.17 
11,211.90 


1,275.17 
11,116.90 


11,014.90 


684.00 
83.00 
431.13 
146.41 
6,190.35 


770.60 
817.85 
10,874.90 


10,874.90 


348.75 
577.25 
542.31 
339.82 
234.94 


348.75 
577.25 
542.31 
339.82 
234.94 


1,158.00 2,598.00 
193.45 
3,101.36 
705.54 
1,267.00 
899.70 
1,886.76 
3,101.36 
568.12 
424.68 
3,101.36 
161.90 
5,434.17 


1,400.00 
193.45 
3,101.36 
705.54 
1,267.00 
899.70 
1,886.76 
3,101.36 
568.12 
424.68 
3,101.36 
100.66 
5,434.17 


100,930.33 


101,859.31 22,466.16 225,255.80 


* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95-384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 


SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, Nov. 19, 2012. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON ARMED FORCES FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Name and country 


Adam J. Barker: 
United States 
United Arab Emirates 
Afghanistan 

Daniel A. Lerner: 
United States 
Israel 

Senator John McCain: 
United States 
Canada 

Lucian L. Niemeyer: 
United States 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name of currency Foreign equivalent equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 

currency or US. or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency currency currency currency 
DOlAE aoia aratia kosan a adi anaal 9,797.90 9,797.90 
Dirham 1,499.44 1,499.44 
Afghani . 34.00 34.00 
DOM Al LAA PEE IENE EEN TOENE EEE A 8,761.00 8,761.00 
Shekel 1,675.00 
Dollar 1,712.30 
Dollar 240.43 


Dollar 


9,790.90 9,790.90 
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CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON ARMED FORCES FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012—Continued 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 
United Arab Emirates . Dirham 1,393.44... 1,393.44 
Afghanistan . Afghani . 34.00 34.00 
Senator Mark Udall 
Canada Dollar .... 239.10 239.10 
Christopher Howard: 
C DOM af AAIE E ETE A E EOT EENE, Peni. sadua enehi | hiiia ardani N 92.51 
Dollar .... Rae 15,090.00 15,090.00 
Dinar ..... 1,084:005) Siouas aisis 1,084.00 
Dollar .... PEON anei sass W 348.00 
Dinar 302.92 14,218.00 14,520.92 
6,942.84... 59,370.10... 66,312.94 


SENATOR CARL LEVIN, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, Dec. 21, 2012. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 
Senator John Boozman: 
Czech: Republic: aa aa aaia aa iaia ia a UAS aaidaki Aaaa A aii y AA anA 286.45 
Paul Ordal: 
Unte AE i a aaaea eiai ansaa @ DOME akrana aii “otto e Rakaa 8,965.20 8,965.20 
Qatar ...... Riyal TASUS aastcctetihasincecd, iiaia 1,150.52 
1,436.97 8,965.20... 10,402.17 


SENATOR BARBARA BOXER, 
Chairman, Committee on Environment and Public Works, Jan. 24, 2013. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND TRANSPORTATION FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 
Ellen Doneski: 
United States Dollar .... 12,772.70... 12,772.70 
United Arab Emirates . a > DIMAM: annantu enaa DALO. Sctstitncdaadh ated 1,051.78 
ohn Branscome: 
United States ......... . Dollar ..... 12,772.70 12,772.70 
United Arab Emirates . Ditha Ml sacrae aaan OLA Rts aeaa aeskmire es 987.78 
Delegation Expenses:* 
United! Arab EMirates ssc ister ea a a = DIMMAM aain a a aa anise  dataniwiaetes, NA 213.80... 213.80 
Peel Mask ass ea 2,039.56... on 25,545.40... sisi 213.80... 27,798.76 
* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95-384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
977. 


SENATOR JOHN D. ROCKEFELLER IV, 
Chairman, Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
Feb. 4, 2013. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FINANCE FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012. 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 


Senator Max Baucus: 


20.92 
764.81 
ʻ : 632.90 
15,268.30"... ae a uie 5,268.30 


67.44 
751.14 
605.62 


15,268.30 5,268.30 


42.42 
738.77 
600.62 

5,268.30 


58.39 
738.77 
733.50 

5,268.30 
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U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FINANCE FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012.—Continued 


Name and country 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 


U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar 
Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency 


US. dollar 

equivalent 

currency or U.S. 
currency 


Name of currency 


Sean Neary: 
ain 


17.42 
772.12 
720.17 

15,268.30 


51.14 
738.77 
749.84 


l 15,268.30 15,268.30 


142.32 
744.77 
718.67 
15,268.30 


3,077.49 
1,604.74 


3,077.49 
1,604.74 


VIE supa LORAUS aina l a e 
11,588.48 eee 107,108.90 ieee 


1,348.76 
123,379.61 


* Delegation expenses include transportation, embassy overtime, as well as other official expenses in accordance with the responsibilities of the host country. 


SENATOR MAX BAUCUS, 
Chairman, Committee on Finance, Jan. 23, 2013. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 


U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012. 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 
Senator John Barrasso: 
GAA iaten enan AA ar A ia a AG calshahaldl. aaa o eian «inherit ai paani 559.26 
Delegation 
Cana 400.00 
Senator Bob C: 
ordan Dinar 790.08 
Ma x 148.21 
ni 14,329.10 14,329.10 
Stacie Oli 
or 792.44 
Ma ; 148.21 
ni 15,540.90 15,540.90 
Delegation Expenses 
842.65 842.65 
603.37 603.37 
67.60 
9,342.50 
William 
i 775.85 
8,140.70 
Delegatio: 
ited KAM QOOMT ss sssishsccssssscdssiszesasasteatesnassuectedsachicchasteadenessdudsasntesaczeatesbacs | AT in AEAEE PAIP P AE PEE PANPE EI E A E B E IE A IE aantduldals ai A NEN ATIE: inus 4,700.98 
Senator Richard Lugar: 
ila 422.32 
i 775.01 
651.95 
134.20 
508.27 
689.57 
687.07 
135.90 
422.32 
PI 718.36 
n 683.07 
a 136.76 
Delegati! 
355.90 355.90 
pi 37.25 37.25 
n 755.00 755.00 
Senator 
Georgi 512.83 
urki š 511.63 
ni 11,796.80 11,796.80 
John Sandy: 
Georgi 524.83 
urki 523.63 
ni 2,088.30 2,088.30 
Christoph 
Georgi 645.83 
643.63 
383.00 
3,525.60 3,525.60 
473.97 
‘as : 861.94 
ates 10,174.90 10,174.90 
Chad Kreikemeier: 
Georgia . 562.69 562.69 
urkey ... 1,111.38 1,111.38 
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Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 
jitea States: ascescsssscsssesssascassivicssesstaitespacessetactscssctossessatesssdsiteazetesaeceitistace, DON ar scssicsecctcotestsessaisccvecsetssbssnctucsstscesa? | | Jetadessvtansastasiea, | aidai aasdutetseasaitich 10467-90  etsscsetsszeateian,  issscassatestucnadeg — tectuasazioascasact 10,467.90 
Delegation Expenses:* 
Georgia . . Lari 750.00 
urkey ... Lira 899.94 
Neil Brown: 
Mexico .. Peso .. z 1,366.00 366.00 
nited States Dollar ,086.70 
Carl Meacham: 
Mexico Peso .. 1407.00 
nited States Dollar ,086.70 
Delegation Expenses:* 
MEXICO) EEE E A E EEA E A O E EA PESO a i ANa E y A NA Aa A ASR tian 216200) aiak 2,762.00 
Neil Brown: 
Azerbaijan Manat 735.37 
urkmenistan Manat ,132.00 
urkey ........ Lira ... 5 047.31 
nited States Dollar 11,700.74 11,700.74 
Marik String: 
Azerbaijan Manat ... 735.37 
urkmenistan Manat ,132.00 
urkey ........ Lira ... x 054.31 
nited States o TE ERS PA EEN O PE N EE EEE ow E A E cate hades 12,368.74 12,368.74 
Delegation Expenses:* 
urkmenistan Manat 354.00 354.00 
urkey Lira ... 113.75 13.75 
Perry Cammack: 
Bahrain Dollar TATE D ainai aaiae 1,012.79 
ordan Dinar . 757.36 100.00 857.36 
israel .... Dollar SIGI, adain aaisa 916.00 
nited States DOM Al aait a sriti o EN aro Aa 6,138.60 6,138.60 
Delegation Expenses 
Bahrai Dollar 2,413.88 2,413.88 
ordan .. Dinar . aah a eg ae an ee at 165.43 . aa 65.43 
srael ALE NEPE AANE A EES OE A A AEE EES EA OA EEE E EE EEEE BAGH -akain 546.31 
lan Goldenberg: 
or Dinar . ODL IAL aiaa taei 221.41 
raq .. Dithatesctes scram cerca k tiene nts OAR “satiate 2,800.00 2,800.00 
Egy Poun 1,130.88 1,130.88 
srael Shekel ... iil) ee 1,312.87 . ih wn A rae Poe ab 1,312.87 
nited States .... DOM ar anea, uaii nskdaraicntetis? <attissisatetcies siia iterates B 500200 anatasa 3,500.20 
Delegation Expenses:* 
Egy 184.00 84.00 
srael 1,397.20 1,397.20 
Christopher Homan: 
Mali . Franc 4 374.85 374.85 
Russ 455.00 
urkmenistan x 464.25 
nited States 16,224.84 16,224.84 
Ann Norris; 
Mall esnean r a a a RONG a aaa CAAT C ETA 374.85 
Russia .. 455.00 
urkmeni 3 472.00 
IGE: States 'eassasesasz ssesssssasszsegasensstestacecestyctetustetasuaaéySectanepestoadgnsezeztetsatess” “DOMM iauna, seniiti nipit 10,305.75 10,305.75 
tio 
alma Incest TA sss. 477.00 
1,701.72 
874.90 
1,250.00 
2,036.50 
1,995.80 
p 34.34 5,409.34 
ted States’ aisa aa iiaae AE aaraa inaia a  ddatatatary 2,194.20 2,194.20 
Rolfe Michael Schiffer: 
nited Kingdom 2,874.00 
nited States 1,509.20 
Rolfe Michael Schiffer: 
i 578.00 
10,538.30 
515.00 
524.44 
416.80 
Burkina Faso 240.86 
MDE SOS disiriki e ANS aiii DONA ai asai e ii, eaS d aiian 12,785.27 12,785.27 
Delegation Expenses:* 
France .. 337.50 337.50 
Senegal 237.00 237.00 
Peter Wisner: 
apan 2,364.00 2,364.00 
China 1,159.00 
Philippines .... 710.00 
ibi SPOS uaa osa iane S e e aat a AE Aata a aiaa ia ANAA 3,640.10 3,640.10 
I E PIA EEEE EAN EEEREN AENEA NENE E EN ERAAN EEEE A EET EA SERISI Eiaeia 180 9908F © iSi 2308330 Ainan 254,927.99 
* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95-384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 


1977. 
SENATOR JOHN F. KERRY, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, Jan. 25, 2013. 
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U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 


Vance Serchuk: 


United States Dollar sra 26. OE E O 1,350.00 1,350.00 
France .. Euro 1,440.00 1,440.00 
Senegal Francs 555.00 555.00 
Mali ...... Francs 211.72 211.72 
Burkina Faso Francs ... 766.67 766.67 
Vance Serchuk: 
Canada Dla AE E P PE EAE E EE E cet TORO, rumenih aeneae ane LAE ia s 758.00 
Margaret Goodlander: 
EI E E A E NE E E E A E EE DOLA E aiarar eere, eisi BULJE tiena nn etan eenaa o eisir arai 802.97 
Delegation Expenses: 
Senegal Francs ... 237.00 237.00 
Mali ...... Francs 1,400.00 1,400.00 
Burkina Faso Francs ... 1,426.03 1,426.03 
MOLI TEE NEEE ced esr ceca A , NN ree ET Sat CRN ONIE aaa 1350.00 Serii SESU aia 8,947.39 


* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95-384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
977. 


SENATOR THOMAS R. CARPER, 
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, 
Jan. 31, 2013. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 


Senator Patrick Leahy: 


United: States,...r E AEE A EIEE AE CE AEEA SAT i|: | NATER EA AT E EE SE OES 1,018.20 1,018.20 
824.51 824.51 

PUNA ae atena ai t I E | aaa E A A ARE T968.31) nysusun 1,968.31 

5 La E AE AE APEE PEE E E A E A A E E A AEN E EE A EE BIAST aiies 1012D.. -sparire EE A E 3,811.02 


* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95-384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 


SENATOR PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, Jan. 25, 2013. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 


U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalen! Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalen’ 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 


Name and country Name of currency 


Wallace Hsueh: 
nited Sta 


4,826.15 


4,826.15 
2,422.00 
762.00 


2,422.00 
762.00 


4,826.15 4,826.15 
2,389.00 


762.00 


4,826. 


a 


4,826.15 
2,464.00 
762.00 


Claire O'Rourke: 
i 4,826. 


a 


4,826.15 
2,390.00 
762.00 


Adam Reece: 


4,826. 


a 


4,826.15 
2,426.00 
762.00 


762.00 


Delegatior 
Brazi 
Senator Ma 


3,426.00 


8,441.00 
1,577.06 


David 
8,613.00 
2,357.00 


8,675.00 
2,958.00 


PE AIA NTE Rd fe E E tatu neces Succes E A 13,288.00 sasian 13,288.00 


a A E E E T AEIR ENEE NES AE EEE E E E A E A A E A Vr AEEA EE E AS OSGI riie pasa IRE AI E 89,366.81 


* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95-384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
977. 


SENATOR MARY L. LANDRIEU, 
Chairman, Committee on Small Business and Entrepreneurship, 
Dec. 18, 2012. 
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CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 

currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency currency currency currency 
Ryan Tully 403.00 
10,838.10 
Jennifer Barrett .... 98.00 
Tressa Guenov 100.00 
601.00 10,838.10... 11,439.10 


SENATOR DIANNE FEINSTEIN, 
Chairman, Committee on Intelligence, Dec. 20, 2012. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, ADDENDUM TO 2ND QUARTER 2012, FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2012 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 

currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency currency currency currency 
Senator Saxby Chambliss 700.50... 700.50 
Senator Mark Udall cust 3,360.10... 3,360.10 
MOL AM ies cde esse cae teed AEREE AE OA elder kat Mel ahaa EEN AAE PANA Aarne aie: MA NOES E Das PUGO srann 4,060.60 


SENATOR DIANNE FEINSTEIN, 
Chairman, Committee on Intelligence, Dec. 20, 2012. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 

currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 

currency currency currency currency 

Fred Turner: 

Italy Euro 1,598.00... 1,598.00 
United Kingdom .. Pound 499.00 a$ 499.00 
United States sy DOM Al naaa A ROAA. ARTN 2,544.60 2,544.60 
Total ....... 2,097.00... 2,544.60... 4,641.60 


SENATOR BENJAMIN L. CARDIN, 
Chairman, Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe, 
Jan. 11, 2013. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), MAJORITY LEADER FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 


Thomas Ross: 


United States .... sy faman | eds tat, Lie ks m 9,512.37... 19,512.37 
477.61 f 477.61 

491.44 491.44 

199.80 199.80 

293.86 293.86 

Total, Setsvitesse. aaa aade aeaa i a, aE TADEL riaa DIN uT n e S 20,975.08 


SENATOR HARRY REID, 
Majority Leader, Dec. 31, 2012. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), REPUBLICAN LEADER FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar US. dollar US. dollar 
Name and country Name of currency Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent 
currency or US. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. currency or U.S. 
currency currency currency currency 


Thomas Hawkins: 


United States Dollar 9,762.90 9,762.90 
Afghanistan Afgha 2.00 m 2.00 
United Arab Emirates . Dirham .. 1,353.44 1,353.44 
United States Dollar .... 35.00 

MORAL ENEE S AAEE E AENT PETAN ERE E OTENE EEE N EET TABGA iaiia OTELI <scssscsartersit sts KAA E ETE 11,263.34 


SENATOR MITCH McCONNELL, 
Republican Leader, Jan. 11, 2013. 
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CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95-384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), SENATE CAUCUS ON INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2012 


Name and country 


Per diem 


Transportation 


Miscellaneous Total 


U.S. dollar 
equivalent 
or US. 
currency 


Name of currency Foreign 


currency 


Foreign 
currency 


U.S. dollar 
equivalent 
or U.S. 
currency 


U.S. dollar 
equivalent 
or U.S. 
currency 


US. dollar 
equivalent 
or U.S. 
currency 


Foreign 
currency 


Foreign 
currency 


Eric Jacobstein: 
Colombia ... 


1,344.44 


839.90 2,184.34 


1,344.44 


839.90 2,184.34 


SENATOR DIANNE FEINSTEIN, 
Chairman, Senate Caucus on International Narcotics Control, Jan. 2, 2013. 


SEE 


PROVIDING FOR A JOINT SESSION 
OF CONGRESS TO RECEIVE A 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of H. Con. Res. 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Clerk will report the concurrent reso- 
lution by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 11) 
providing for a joint session of Congress to 
receive a message from the President. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the concurrent resolution be 
agreed to and the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table, with no inter- 
vening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 11) was agreed to. 


ES 


NATIONAL SCHOOL COUNSELING 
WEEK 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to S. Res. 27. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 27) designating the 
week of February 4 through 8, 2013, as ‘‘Na- 
tional School Counseling Week.” 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, before I ask 
unanimous consent to pass this, I 
would just say it is extremely impor- 
tant this be brought to the attention of 
the Senate. Around the country we 
have about 1 school counselor for every 
1,400 students. The Presiding Officer 
and I attended a number of meetings in 
the last couple days and that is the in- 
formation we got there. 

That is terribly troubling, with all 
the problems we have with these boys 
and girls, to think they would have to 
win some kind of lottery before they 
could see a counselor. We know class 
sizes are too big, and we need to do 


something about that, but we truly 
should do something about mandating 
more counselors for our schools. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
resolution be agreed to, the preamble 
be agreed to, and the motions to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table, with no in- 
tervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 27) was agreed 
to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.” ) 


APPOINTMENTS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the Republican 


leader, pursuant to Public Law 112-272, 
appoints the following individual to be 
a member of the World War I Centen- 
nial Commission: Jerry L. Hester of 
North Carolina. 

The Chair, on behalf of the President 
pro tempore, and upon the rec- 
ommendation of the majority leader, 
pursuant to Public Law 96-388, as 
amended by Public Law 97-84, and Pub- 
lic Law 106-292, reappoints and ap- 
points the following Senators to the 
United States Holocaust Memorial 
Council: the Honorable FRANK R. LAU- 
TENBERG of New Jersey (reappoint- 
ment), the Honorable BERNARD SAND- 
ERS of Vermont (reappointment), and 
the Honorable AL FRANKEN of Min- 
nesota. 

The Chair, on behalf of the President 
of the Senate, and after consultation 
with the majority leader, pursuant to 
Public Law 106-286, reappoints the fol- 
lowing Members to serve on the Con- 
gressional-Executive Commission on 
the People’s Republic of China: the 
Honorable MAx Baucus of Montana, 
the Honorable CARL LEVIN of Michigan, 
the Honorable DIANNE FEINSTEIN of 
California, the Honorable SHERROD 
BROWN of Ohio (Chairman), and the 
Honorable JEFF MERKLEY of Oregon. 


EE 


ORDER FOR PRINTING OF 
TRIBUTES 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that there be printed as 


a Senate document a compilation of 
materials from the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD in tribute to the retiring Mem- 
bers of the 112th Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


ORDERS FOR MONDAY, FEBRUARY 
11, 2013 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 2 p.m., Monday, February 
11, 2013; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, and the time for the 
two leaders be reserved for their use 
later in the day; and that following any 
leader remarks, the Senate resume 
consideration of S. 47, the Violence 
Against Women Act, under the pre- 
vious order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


—— 


PROGRAM 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I haven’t 
had an opportunity to speak to the Re- 
publican leader, but we are going to 
have votes, and we could have as many 
as seven rollcall votes on Monday. I am 
of the mind, after speaking to the Re- 
publican leader, that we may have a 
couple of those votes and put the other 
votes over until sometime on Tuesday 
or some reasonable time. I think that 
would probably be better, with some of 
the things I can see on the horizon. 

Everyone will need to be here for 
Monday votes, but we may not have all 
those votes Monday night. We may try 
to put some of them over until the next 
day. 


Ee 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
FEBRUARY 11, 2013, AT 2 P.M. 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
we adjourn under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 5:51 p.m., adjourned until Monday, 
February 11, 2018, at 2 p.m. 
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NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 
THE JUDICIARY 


RAYMOND T. CHEN, OF MARYLAND, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT, 
VICE RICHARD LINN, RETIRED. 

TODD M. HUGHES, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FEDERAL 
CIRCUIT, VICE WILLIAM C. BRYSON, RETIRED. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


SARAH JEWELL, OF WASHINGTON, TO BE SECRETARY 
OF THE INTERIOR, VICE KENNETH LEE SALAZAR. 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 


MARY JO WHITE, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION FOR THE 
REMAINDER OF THE TERM EXPIRING JUNE 5, 2014, VICE 
MARY L. SCHAPIRO, RESIGNED. 

MARY JO WHITE, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING JUNE 5, 2019. (REAPPOINTMENT) 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 


MARILYN B. TAVENNER, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE ADMINIS- 
TRATOR OF THE CENTERS FOR MEDICARE AND MEDICAID 
SERVICES, VICE DONALD M. BERWICK, RESIGNED. 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 8069: 


To be major general 


COLONEL DOROTHY A. HOGG 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be lieutenant general 


MAJ. GEN. JAMES M. HOLMES 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be lieutenant general 


LT. GEN. ROBIN RAND 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR APPOINT- 
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 


To be lieutenant colonel 


ALAN S. FINE 
PAUL R. NEWBOLD 


IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS THE VICE CHIEF OF STAFF OF THE ARMY AND AP- 
POINTMENT IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF 
IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 601 AND 3034: 


To be general 


LT. GEN. JOHN F. CAMPBELL 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be general 


LT. GEN. VINCENT K. BROOKS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
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WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be general 


GEN. DAVID M. RODRIGUEZ 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be colonel 


JASMINE T. N. DANIELS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 


To be colonel 


PAUL W. ROECKER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 


To be colonel 


JAMES B. BARKLEY 
JOHANNA P. CLYBORNE 
BRADLEY C. FULLER 
DAVID E. GUNDERSON 
RICHARD F. JOHNSON 
SCOTT M. MACLEOD 
DALE E. PEPPER 
MICHAEL E. SPRAGGINS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY NURSE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 


To be major 


LENA M. FABIAN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 


To be major 


YIMING A. CHING 
JOSEPH B. GOLDEN 
JOSEPH F. GOODMAN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
AS CHAPLAINS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 AND 
3064: 


To be major 


WILLIAM C. ALLEY 
IVAN ARREGUIN 
CHARLES K. BANKS 
ERIC BEY 

DEBORAH A. BROWN 
JEREMIAH J. CATLIN 
TODD A. CLAYPOOL 
TERRY D. COBBAN, JR. 
MARSHALL A. COEN 
KENT S. COFFEY 

RUBIN N. CRESPO 
MICHAEL A. DERIENZO 
PATRICK L. DEVINE 
DAVID M. DITOLLA 
ARCHIE N. DURHAM 
RONALD R. EASTES 
RODNEY P. GILLIAM 
MARK A. GRESCHEL 
MICHAEL J. GRIFFITH 
ROY A. HAMILTON 
REGINO R. HERNANDEZ 
ALWYNE O. HUTCHINGS III 
TRACY N. KERR 

KISUKA C. KILUMBU 
JONATHAN J. KNOEDLER 
DAVID S. KO 

GEUN H. LEE 

KENNETH S. LEWIS 
WILLIAM A. MARTIN 
KARLYN K. MASCHHOFF 
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NATHAN P. MCLEAN 
DAVID L. MONTGOMERY 
RAY D. MOONEYHAM, JR. 
TROY A. MORKEN 
VINCENT T. MYERS 
JASON B. PALMER 
JUNGHUN PARK 

STEVEN G. RINDAHL 
JEFFREY B. ROBERSON 
CHRISTOPHER S. RUSACK 
GERALD A. SHERBOURNE 
LIGHT K. SHIN 

LEONARD R. SIEMS 

JOHN P. H. SMITH, JR. 
SOBANA D. SOMARATNA 
JERRY S. SQUIRES 
MYRON J. TEMKIN 
STEVEN H. TOMPKINS 
JORGE L. TORRES 

JOHN C. VERDUGO 

DAVID L. WARD 

ALFRED W. WENDEL, JR. 
BARRON K. WESTER 
CHARLES S. WILLIAMS 
GERALD W. WOODFORD, JR. 
DOUGLAS A. YATES 
CHEUN S. YOO 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 


To be major 


ALISON R. HUPPMAN 
ALLEGRA E. LOBELL 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 


To be major 


THOMAS M. GREGO 
VICTORIA H. OSHEA 
MARSHALL J. ROBINSON 
GEORGE J. ZECKLER 


IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR APPOINT- 
MENT TO THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE UNITED 
STATES NAVY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 


To be commander 


ANDREW W. DELEY 
FREDRICK S. VINCENZO 


To be lieutenant commander 


LESLIE A. HATTON 
GREGORY E. RINGLER 


IN THE MARINE CORPS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS RESERVE TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be brigadier general 


COL. DAVID G. BELLON 
COL. RAYMOND R. DESCHENEAUX 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be brigadier general 


COLONEL JAMES W. BIERMAN, JR. 
COLONEL ROBERT F. CASTELLVI 
COLONEL DAVID J. FURNESS 
COLONEL MICHAEL S. GROEN 
COLONEL KEVIN M. IIAMS 
COLONEL JOHN M. JANSEN 
COLONEL KEVIN J. KILLEA 
COLONEL DAVID A. OTTIGNON 
COLONEL THOMAS D. WEIDLEY 
COLONEL TERRY V. WILLIAMS 


February 8, 2013 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, February 8, 2013 


The House met at 11 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. THORNBERRY). 


EE 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
February 8, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable Mac 
THORNBERRY to act as Speaker pro tempore 
on this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 


PRAYER 


Reverend Brian Chrzastek, Domini- 
can House of Studies, Washington, 
D.C., offered the following prayer: 

All powerful and ever-living God, 
mindful of the peace and prosperity en- 
joyed by this Nation and the sacrifices 
of those through whom You have be- 
stowed such bounty, hear the prayers 
of those who continue to seek Your aid: 
those gathered in the Chambers of this 
Congress and all those entrusted with 
its service. 

Strengthen the stirrings of Your 
grace within them; may they advance 
in fulfillment of the oaths they have 
taken at the service of Your people. 
Continue to guide them in the dis- 
charge of their duties of office. Help 
them to attend to the concerns of those 
whom they represent. Guide them in 
their deliberations with their fellow 
Representatives. Though mindful of 
particular interests, may they ever 
seek the benefit of all people of this 
Nation and even that of humanity 
itself. 

May we always strive to realize the 
good whose possibility You call us to 
trust. 

Amen. 


EE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 

Í 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 


I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


Ee 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 8, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa- 
tives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
February 8, 2013 at 10:08 a.m.: 

That the Senate agreed to without amend- 
ment H. Con. Res. 11. 

Appointments: 

Congressional-Executive Commission on 
the People’s Republic of China. 

World War I Centennial Commission. 

United States Holocaust Memorial Coun- 
cil. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


Ee 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
PERMANENT SELECT COM- 
MITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 
pointment, pursuant to clause 11 of 
rule X, clause 11 of rule I, and the order 
of the House of January 3, 2013, of the 
following Members of the House to the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence: 

Mr. THORNBERRY, Texas 
Mr. MILLER, Florida 

Mr. CONAWAY, Texas 

Mr. KING, New York 

Mr. LOBIONDO, New Jersey 
Mr. NUNES, California 

Mr. WESTMORELAND, Georgia 
Mrs. BACHMANN, Minnesota 
Mr. ROONEY, Florida 

Mr. HECK, Nevada 

Mr. POMPEO, Kansas 


ee 


APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS OF 
THE COMMISSION ON LONG- 
TERM CARE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 
pointment, pursuant to section 643(c) 
of the American Taxpayer Relief Act, 
Public Law 112-240, and the order of the 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 


House of January 3, 2013, of the fol- 
lowing individuals on the part of the 
House to the Commission on Long- 
Term Care: 

Ms. Judy Brachman, Bexly, OH 

Mr. Stephen Guillard, Chatham, MA 

Ms. Grace-Marie Turner, Alexandria, 
VA 


EE 


PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE 
RULES 


RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON ETHICS FOR THE 
113TH CONGRESS 


Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, | submit for 
publication the Committee on Ethics Rules for 
the 113th Congress. 

FOREWORD 


The Committee on Ethics is unique in the 
House of Representatives. Consistent with 
the duty to carry out its advisory and en- 
forcement responsibilities in an impartial 
manner, the Committee is the only standing 
committee of the House of Representatives 
the membership of which is divided evenly 
by party. These rules are intended to provide 
a fair procedural framework for the conduct 
of the Committee’s activities and to help en- 
sure that the Committee serves well the peo- 
ple of the United States, the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the Members, officers, and 
employees of the House of Representatives. 

PART I—GENERAL COMMITTEE RULES 
RULE 1. GENERAL PROVISIONS 


(a) So far as applicable, these rules and the 
Rules of the House of Representatives shall 
be the rules of the Committee and any sub- 
committee. The Committee adopts these 
rules under the authority of clause 2(a)(1) of 
Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 118th Congress. 

(b) The rules of the Committee may be 
modified, amended, or repealed by a vote of 
a majority of the Committee. 

(c) When the interests of justice so require, 
the Committee, by a majority vote of its 
members, may adopt any special procedures, 
not inconsistent with these rules, deemed 
necessary to resolve a particular matter be- 
fore it. Copies of such special procedures 
shall be furnished to all parties in the mat- 
ter. 

(d) The Chair and Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber shall have access to such information 
that they request as necessary to conduct 
Committee business. 

RULE 2. DEFINITIONS 


(a) “Committee” means the Committee on 
Ethics. 

(b) “Complaint” means a written allega- 
tion of improper conduct against a Member, 
officer, or employee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives filed with the Committee with 
the intent to initiate an inquiry. 

(c) “Inquiry” means an investigation by an 
investigative subcommittee into allegations 
against a Member, officer, or employee of 
the House of Representatives. 

(d) “Investigate,” ‘‘Investigating,’’ and/or 
“Investigation” mean review of the conduct 
of a Member, officer or employee of the 
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House of Representatives that is conducted 
or authorized by the Committee, an inves- 
tigative subcommittee, or the Chair and 
Ranking Minority Member of the Com- 
mittee. 

(e) “Board” means the Board of the Office 
of Congressional Ethics. 

(£) “Referral” means a report sent to the 
Committee from the Board pursuant to 
House Rules and all applicable House Resolu- 
tions regarding the conduct of a House Mem- 
ber, officer or employee, including any ac- 
companying findings or other supporting 
documentation. 

(g) “Investigative Subcommittee” means a 
subcommittee designated pursuant to Rule 
19(a) to conduct an inquiry to determine if a 
Statement of Alleged Violation should be 
issued. 

(h) “Statement of Alleged Violation” 
means a formal charging document filed by 
an investigative subcommittee with the 
Committee containing specific allegations 
against a Member, officer, or employee of 
the House of Representatives of a violation 
of the Code of Official Conduct, or of a law, 
rule, regulation, or other standard of con- 
duct applicable to the performance of official 
duties or the discharge of official respon- 
sibilities. 

(i) “Adjudicatory Subcommittee” means a 
subcommittee designated pursuant to Rule 
23(a) that holds an adjudicatory hearing and 
determines whether the counts in a State- 
ment of Alleged Violation are proved by 
clear and convincing evidence. 

G) “Sanction Hearing” means a Committee 
hearing to determine what sanction, if any, 
to adopt or to recommend to the House of 
Representatives. 

(k) “Respondent” means a Member, officer, 
or employee of the House of Representatives 
who is the subject of a complaint filed with 
the Committee or who is the subject of an in- 
quiry or a Statement of Alleged Violation. 

(1) “Office of Advice and Education” refers 
to the Office established by section 803(i) of 
the Ethics Reform Act of 1989. The Office 
handles inquiries; prepares written opinions 
in response to specific requests; develops 
general guidance; and organizes seminars, 
workshops, and briefings for the benefit of 
the House of Representatives. 

(m) “Member” means a Representative in, 
or a Delegate to, or the Resident Commis- 
sioner to, the U.S. House of Representatives. 

RULE 3. ADVISORY OPINIONS AND WAIVERS 

(a) The Office of Advice and Education 
shall handle inquiries; prepare written opin- 
ions providing specific advice, including re- 
views of requests for privately-sponsored 
travel pursuant to the Committee’s travel 
regulations; develop general guidance; and 
organize seminars, workshops, and briefings 
for the benefit of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

(b) Any Member, officer, or employee of 
the House of Representatives may request a 
written opinion with respect to the propriety 
of any current or proposed conduct of such 
Member, officer, or employee. 

(c) The Office of Advice and Education may 
provide information and guidance regarding 
laws, rules, regulations, and other standards 
of conduct applicable to Members, officers, 
and employees in the performance of their 
duties or the discharge of their responsibil- 
ities. 

(d) In general, the Committee shall provide 
a written opinion to an individual only in re- 
sponse to a written request, and the written 
opinion shall address the conduct only of the 
inquiring individual, or of persons for whom 
the inquiring individual is responsible as em- 
ploying authority. 
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(e) A written request for an opinion shall 
be addressed to the Chair of the Committee 
and shall include a complete and accurate 
statement of the relevant facts. A request 
shall be signed by the requester or the re- 
quester’s authorized representative or em- 
ploying authority. A representative shall 
disclose to the Committee the identity of the 
principal on whose behalf advice is being 
sought. 

(f) Requests for privately-sponsored travel 
shall be treated like any other request for a 
written opinion for purposes of paragraphs 
(g) through (1). 

(1) The Committee’s Travel Guidelines and 
Regulations shall govern the request submis- 
sion and Committee approval process for pri- 
vately-sponsored travel consistent with 
House Rules. 

(2) A request for privately-sponsored travel 
of a Member, officer, or employee shall in- 
clude a completed and signed Traveler Form 
that attaches the Private Sponsor Certifi- 
cation Form and includes all information re- 
quired by the Committee’s travel regula- 
tions. A private sponsor offering officially- 
connected travel to a Member, officer, or em- 
ployee must complete and sign a Private 
Sponsor Certification Form, and provide a 
copy of that form to the invitee(s). 

(3) Any individual who knowingly and will- 
fully falsifies, or who knowingly and will- 
fully fails to file a Traveler Form or Private 
Sponsor Certification Form may be subject 
to civil penalties and criminal sanctions pur- 
suant to 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

(g) The Office of Advice and Education 
shall prepare for the Committee a response 
to each written request for an opinion from 
a Member, officer, or employee. Each re- 
sponse shall discuss all applicable laws, 
rules, regulations, or other standards. 

(h) Where a request is unclear or incom- 
plete, the Office of Advice and Education 
may seek additional information from the 
requester. 

(i) The Chair and Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber are authorized to take action on behalf 
of the Committee on any proposed written 
opinion that they determine does not require 
consideration by the Committee. If the Chair 
or Ranking Minority Member requests a 
written opinion, or seeks a waiver, exten- 
sion, or approval pursuant to Rules 3(m), 
4(c), 4(e), or 4(h), the next ranking member of 
the requester’s party is authorized to act in 
lieu of the requester. 

(j) The Committee shall keep confidential 
any request for advice from a Member, offi- 
cer, or employee, as well as any response 
thereto. Upon request of any Member, offi- 
cer, or employee who has submitted a writ- 
ten request for an opinion or submitted a re- 
quest for privately-sponsored travel, the 
Committee may release to the requesting in- 
dividual a copy of their own written request 
for advice or submitted travel forms, any 
subsequent written communications between 
such individual and Committee staff regard- 
ing the request, and any Committee advisory 
opinion or travel letter issued to that indi- 
vidual in response. The Committee shall not 
release any internal Committee staff work 
product, communications or notes in re- 
sponse to such a request, except as author- 
ized by the Committee. 

(k) The Committee may take no adverse 
action in regard to any conduct that has 
been undertaken in reliance on a written 
opinion if the conduct conforms to the spe- 
cific facts addressed in the opinion. 

(1) Information provided to the Committee 
by a Member, officer, or employee seeking 
advice regarding prospective conduct may 
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not be used as the basis for initiating an in- 
vestigation under clause 3(a)(2) or clause 3(b) 
of Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, if such Member, officer, or em- 
ployee acts in good faith in accordance with 
the written advice of the Committee. 

(m) A written request for a waiver of 
clause 5 of House Rule XXV (the House gift 
rule), or for any other waiver or approval, 
shall be treated in all respects like any other 
request for a written opinion. 

(n) A written request for a waiver of clause 
5 of House Rule XXV (the House gift rule) 
shall specify the nature of the waiver being 
sought and the specific circumstances justi- 
fying the waiver. 

(o) An employee seeking a waiver of time 
limits applicable to travel paid for by a pri- 
vate source shall include with the request 
evidence that the employing authority is 
aware of the request. In any other instance 
where proposed employee conduct may re- 
flect on the performance of official duties, 
the Committee may require that the re- 
quester submit evidence that the employing 
authority knows of the conduct. 

RULE 4. FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE 

(a) In matters relating to Title I of the 
Ethics in Government Act of 1978, the Com- 
mittee shall coordinate with the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, Legislative Re- 
source Center, to assure that appropriate in- 
dividuals are notified of their obligation to 
file reports required to be filed under Title I 
of the Ethics in Government Act and that 
such individuals are provided in a timely 
fashion with filing instructions and forms 
developed by the Committee. 

(b) The Committee shall coordinate with 
the Legislative Resource Center to assure 
that information that the Ethics in Govern- 
ment Act requires to be placed on the public 
record is made public. 

(c) Any reports required to be filed under 
Title I of the Ethics in Government Act filed 
by Members of the Board of the Office of 
Congressional Ethics that are forwarded to 
the Committee by the Clerk shall not be sub- 
ject to paragraphs (d) through (q) of this 
Rule. The Office of Congressional Ethics re- 
tains jurisdiction over review of the timeli- 
ness and completeness of filings by Members 
of the Board as the Board’s supervising eth- 
ics office. 

(d) The Chair and Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber are authorized to grant on behalf of the 
Committee requests for reasonable exten- 
sions of time for the filing of Financial Dis- 
closure Statements. Any such request must 
be received by the Committee no later than 
the date on which the Statement in question 
is due. A request received after such date 
may be granted by the Committee only in 
extraordinary circumstances. Such exten- 
sions for one individual in a calendar year 
shall not exceed a total of 90 days. No exten- 
sion shall be granted authorizing a non- 
incumbent candidate to file a statement 
later than 30 days prior to a primary or gen- 
eral election in which the candidate is par- 
ticipating. 

(e) An individual who takes legally suffi- 
cient action to withdraw as a candidate be- 
fore the date on which that individual’s Fi- 
nancial Disclosure Statement is due under 
the Ethics in Government Act shall not be 
required to file a Statement. An individual 
shall not be excused from filing a Financial 
Disclosure Statement when withdrawal as a 
candidate occurs after the date on which 
such Statement was due. 

(f) Any individual who files a report re- 
quired to be filed under Title I of the Ethics 
in Government Act more than 30 days after 
the later of— 
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(1) the date such report is required to be 
filed, or 

(2) if a filing extension is granted to such 
individual, the last day of the filing exten- 
sion period, is required by such Act to pay a 
late filing fee of $200. The Chair and Ranking 
Minority Member are authorized to approve 
requests that the fee be waived based on ex- 
traordinary circumstances. 

(g) Any late report that is submitted with- 
out a required filing fee shall be deemed pro- 
cedurally deficient and not properly filed. 

(h) The Chair and Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber are authorized to approve requests for 
waivers of the aggregation and reporting of 
gifts as provided by section 102(a)(2)(C) of the 
Ethics in Government Act. If such a request 
is approved, both the incoming request and 
the Committee response shall be forwarded 
to the Legislative Resource Center for place- 
ment on the public record. 

(i) The Chair and Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber are authorized to approve blind trusts as 
qualifying under section 102(f)(3) of the Eth- 
ics in Government Act. The correspondence 
relating to formal approval of a blind trust, 
the trust document, the list of assets trans- 
ferred to the trust, and any other documents 
required by law to be made public, shall be 
forwarded to the Legislative Resource Center 
for such purpose. 

(j) The Committee shall designate staff 
counsel who shall review reports required to 
be filed under Title I of the Ethics in Govern- 
ment Act and, based upon information con- 
tained therein, indicate in a form and man- 
ner prescribed by the Committee whether 
the Statement appears substantially accu- 
rate and complete and the filer appears to be 
in compliance with applicable laws and 
rules. 

(k) Each report required to be filed under 
Title I of the Ethics in Government Act shall 
be reviewed within 60 days after the date of 
filing. 

(1) If the reviewing counsel believes that 
additional information is required because 
(1) the report required to be filed under Title 
I of the Ethics in Government Act appears 
not substantially accurate or complete, or 
(2) the filer may not be in compliance with 
applicable laws or rules, then the reporting 
individual shall be notified in writing of the 
additional information believed to be re- 
quired, or of the law or rule with which the 
reporting individual does not appear to be in 
compliance. Such notice shall also state the 
time within which a response is to be sub- 
mitted. Any such notice shall remain con- 
fidential. 

(m) Within the time specified, including 
any extension granted in accordance with 
clause (d), a reporting individual who con- 
curs with the Committee’s notification that 
the report required to be filed under Title I 
of the Ethics in Government Act is not com- 
plete, or that other action is required, shall 
submit the necessary information or take 
appropriate action. Any amendment may be 
in the form of a revised report required to be 
filed under Title I of the Ethics in Govern- 
ment Act or an explanatory letter addressed 
to the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

(n) Any amendment shall be placed on the 
public record in the same manner as other 
reports required to be filed under Title I of 
the Ethics in Government Act. The indi- 
vidual designated by the Committee to re- 
view the original report required to be filed 
under Title I of the Ethics in Government 
Act shall review any amendment thereto. 

(o) Within the time specified, including 
any extension granted in accordance with 
clause (d), a reporting individual who does 
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not agree with the Committee that the re- 
port required to be filed under Title I of the 
Ethics in Government Act is deficient or 
that other action is required, shall be pro- 
vided an opportunity to respond orally or in 
writing. If the explanation is accepted, a 
copy of the response, if written, or a note 
summarizing an oral response, shall be re- 
tained in Committee files with the original 
report. 

(p) The Committee shall be the final arbi- 
ter of whether any report required to be filed 
under Title I of the Ethics in Government 
Act requires clarification or amendment. 

(q) If the Committee determines, by vote of 
a majority of its members, that there is rea- 
son to believe that an individual has will- 
fully failed to file a report required to be 
filed under Title I of the Ethics in Govern- 
ment Act or has willfully falsified or will- 
fully failed to file information required to be 
reported, then the Committee shall refer the 
name of the individual, together with the 
evidence supporting its finding, to the Attor- 
ney General pursuant to section 104(b) of the 
Ethics in Government Act. Such referral 
shall not preclude the Committee from initi- 
ating such other action as may be authorized 
by other provisions of law or the Rules of the 
House of Representatives. 


RULE 5. MEETINGS 


(a) The regular meeting day of the Com- 
mittee shall be the second Tuesday of each 
month, except when the House of Represent- 
atives is not meeting on that day. When the 
Committee Chair determines that there is 
sufficient reason, meetings may be called on 
additional days. A regularly scheduled meet- 
ing need not be held when the Chair deter- 
mines there is no business to be considered. 

(b) The Chair shall establish the agenda for 
meetings of the Committee and the Ranking 
Minority Member may place additional 
items on the agenda. 

(c) All meetings of the Committee or any 
subcommittee shall occur in executive ses- 
sion unless the Committee or subcommittee, 
by an affirmative vote of a majority of its 
members, opens the meeting to the public. 

(d) Any hearing held by an adjudicatory 
subcommittee or any sanction hearing held 
by the Committee shall be open to the public 
unless the Committee or subcommittee, by 
an affirmative vote of a majority of its mem- 
bers, closes the hearing to the public. 

(e) A subcommittee shall meet at the dis- 
cretion of its Chair. 

(f) Insofar as practicable, notice for any 
Committee or subcommittee meeting shall 
be provided at least seven days in advance of 
the meeting. The Chair of the Committee or 
subcommittee may waive such time period 
for good cause. 


RULE 6. COMMITTEE STAFF 


(a) The staff is to be assembled and re- 
tained as a professional, nonpartisan staff. 

(b) Each member of the staff shall be pro- 
fessional and demonstrably qualified for the 
position for which the individual is hired. 

(c) The staff as a whole and each individual 
member of the staff shall perform all official 
duties in a nonpartisan manner. 

(d) No member of the staff shall engage in 
any partisan political activity directly af- 
fecting any congressional or presidential 
election. 

(e) No member of the staff or outside coun- 
sel may accept public speaking engagements 
or write for publication on any subject that 
is in any way related to the employment or 
duties with the Committee of such individual 
without specific prior approval from the 
Chair and Ranking Minority Member. 
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(f) All staff members shall be appointed by 
an affirmative vote of a majority of the 
members of the Committee. Such vote shall 
occur at the first meeting of the membership 
of the Committee during each Congress and 
as necessary during the Congress. 

(g) Subject to the approval of the Com- 
mittee on House Administration, the Com- 
mittee may retain counsel not employed by 
the House of Representatives whenever the 
Committee determines, by an affirmative 
vote of a majority of the members of the 
Committee, that the retention of outside 
counsel is necessary and appropriate. 

(h) If the Committee determines that it is 
necessary to retain staff members for the 
purpose of a particular investigation or 
other proceeding, then such staff shall be re- 
tained only for the duration of that par- 
ticular investigation or proceeding. 

(i) Outside counsel may be dismissed prior 
to the end of a contract between the Com- 
mittee and such counsel only by a majority 
vote of the members of the Committee. 

(j) In addition to any other staff provided 
for by law, rule, or other authority, with re- 
spect to the Committee, the Chair and Rank- 
ing Minority Member each may appoint one 
individual as a shared staff member from the 
respective personal staff of the Chair or 
Ranking Minority Member to perform serv- 
ice for the Committee. Such shared staff 
may assist the Chair or Ranking Minority 
Member on any subcommittee on which the 
Chair or Ranking Minority Member serves. 
Only paragraphs (c) and (e) of this Rule and 
Rule 7(b) shall apply to shared staff. 

RULE 7. CONFIDENTIALITY 


(a) Before any Member or employee of the 
Committee, including members of an inves- 
tigative subcommittee selected under clause 
5(a)(4) of Rule X of the House of Representa- 
tives and shared staff designated pursuant to 
Committee Rule 6(j), may have access to in- 
formation that is confidential under the 
rules of the Committee, the following oath 
(or affirmation) shall be executed in writing: 

“I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will 
not disclose, to any person or entity outside 
the Committee on Ethics, any information 
received in the course of my service with the 
Committee, except as authorized by the 
Committee or in accordance with its rules.” 

Copies of the executed oath shall be pro- 
vided to the Clerk of the House as part of the 
records of the House. Breaches of confiden- 
tiality shall be investigated by the Com- 
mittee and appropriate action shall be 
taken. 

(b) No member of the staff or outside coun- 
sel may make public, unless approved by an 
affirmative vote of a majority of the mem- 
bers of the Committee, any information, doc- 
ument, or other material that is confiden- 
tial, derived from executive session, or clas- 
sified and that is obtained during the course 
of employment with the Committee. 

(c) Committee members and staff shall not 
disclose any evidence relating to an inves- 
tigation to any person or organization out- 
side the Committee unless authorized by the 
Committee. 

(d) Members and staff of the Committee 
shall not disclose to any person or organiza- 
tion outside the Committee, unless author- 
ized by the Committee, any information re- 
garding the Committee’s or a subcommit- 
tee’s investigative, adjudicatory or other 
proceedings, including but not limited to: (i) 
the fact or nature of any complaints; (ii) ex- 
ecutive session proceedings; (iii) information 
pertaining to or copies of any Committee or 
subcommittee report, study or other docu- 
ment which purports to express the views, 
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findings, conclusions or recommendations of 
the Committee or subcommittee in connec- 
tion with any of its activities or proceedings; 
or (iv) any other information or allegation 
respecting the conduct of a Member, officer 
or employee of the House. This rule shall not 
prohibit the Chair or Ranking Minority 
Member from disclosing to the Board of the 
Office of Congressional Ethics the existence 
of a Committee investigation, the name of 
the Member, officer or employee of the 
House who is the subject of that investiga- 
tion, and a brief statement of the scope of 
that investigation in a written request for 
referral pursuant to Rule 17A(k). Such dis- 
closures will only be made subject to written 
confirmation from the Board that the infor- 
mation provided by Chair or Ranking Minor- 
ity Member will be kept confidential by the 
Board. 

(e) Except as otherwise specifically author- 
ized by the Committee, no Committee mem- 
ber or staff member shall disclose to any per- 
son outside the Committee, the name of any 
witness subpoenaed to testify or to produce 
evidence. 

(f) Except as provided in Rule 17A, the 
Committee shall not disclose to any person 
or organization outside the Committee any 
information concerning the conduct of a re- 
spondent until it has transmitted a State- 
ment of Alleged Violation to such respond- 
ent and the respondent has been given full 
opportunity to respond pursuant to Rule 22. 
The Statement of Alleged Violation and any 
written response thereto shall be made pub- 
lic at the first meeting or hearing on the 
matter that is open to the public after such 
opportunity has been provided. Any other 
materials in the possession of the Committee 
regarding such statement may be made pub- 
lic as authorized by the Committee to the 
extent consistent with the Rules of the 
House of Representatives. If no public hear- 
ing is held on the matter, the Statement of 
Alleged Violation and any written response 
thereto shall be included in the Committee’s 
final report on the matter to the House of 
Representatives. 

(g) Unless otherwise determined by a vote 
of the Committee, only the Chair or Ranking 
Minority Member of the Committee, after 
consultation with each other, may make 
public statements regarding matters before 
the Committee or any subcommittee. 

(h) The Committee may establish proce- 
dures necessary to prevent the unauthorized 
disclosure of any testimony or other infor- 
mation received by the Committee or its 
staff. 

RULE 8. SUBCOMMITTEES—GENERAL POLICY AND 
STRUCTURE 


(a) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
these Rules, the Chair and Ranking Minority 
Member of the Committee may consult with 
an investigative subcommittee either on 
their own initiative or on the initiative of 
the subcommittee, shall have access to evi- 
dence and information before a sub- 
committee with whom they so consult, and 
shall not thereby be precluded from serving 
as full, voting members of any adjudicatory 
subcommittee. Except for the Chair and 
Ranking Minority Member of the Committee 
pursuant to this paragraph, evidence in the 
possession of an investigative subcommittee 
shall not be disclosed to other Committee 
members except by a vote of the sub- 
committee. 

(b) The Committee may establish other 
noninvestigative and nonadjudicatory sub- 
committees and may assign to them such 
functions as it may deem appropriate. The 
membership of each subcommittee shall pro- 
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vide equal representation for the majority 
and minority parties. 

(c) The Chair may refer any bill, resolu- 
tion, or other matter before the Committee 
to an appropriate subcommittee for consid- 
eration. Any such bill, resolution, or other 
matter may be discharged from the sub- 
committee to which it was referred by a ma- 
jority vote of the Committee. 

(d) Any member of the Committee may sit 
with any noninvestigative or nonadjudica- 
tory subcommittee, but only regular mem- 
bers of such subcommittee may vote on any 
matter before that subcommittee. 

RULE 9. QUORUMS AND MEMBER 
DISQUALIFICATION 

(a) The quorum for the Committee or an 
investigative subcommittee to take testi- 
mony and to receive evidence shall be two 
members, unless otherwise authorized by the 
House of Representatives. 

(b) The quorum for an adjudicatory sub- 
committee to take testimony, receive evi- 
dence, or conduct business shall consist of a 
majority plus one of the members of the ad- 
judicatory subcommittee. 

(c) Except as stated in clauses (a) and (b) of 
this rule, a quorum for the purpose of con- 
ducting business consists of a majority of 
the members of the Committee or sub- 
committee. 

(d) A member of the Committee shall be in- 
eligible to participate in any Committee or 
subcommittee proceeding in which such 
Member is the respondent. 

(e) A member of the Committee may seek 
disqualification from participating in any in- 
vestigation of the conduct of a Member, offi- 
cer, or employee of the House of Representa- 
tives upon the submission in writing and 
under oath of an affidavit of disqualification 
stating that the member cannot render an 
impartial and unbiased decision. If the Com- 
mittee approves and accepts such affidavit of 
disqualification, the Chair shall so notify the 
Speaker and ask the Speaker to designate a 
Member of the House of Representatives 
from the same political party as the dis- 
qualified member of the Committee to act as 
a member of the Committee in any Com- 
mittee proceeding relating to such investiga- 
tion. 

RULE 10. VOTE REQUIREMENTS 

(a) The following actions shall be taken 
only upon an affirmative vote of a majority 
of the members of the Committee or sub- 
committee, as appropriate: 

(1) Issuing a subpoena. 

(2) Adopting a full Committee motion to 
create an investigative subcommittee. 

(3) Adopting or amending of a Statement of 
Alleged Violation. 

(4) Finding that a count in a Statement of 
Alleged Violation has been proved by clear 
and convincing evidence. 

(5) Sending a letter of reproval. 

(6) Adopting a recommendation to the 
House of Representatives that a sanction be 
imposed. 

(7) Adopting a report relating to the con- 
duct of a Member, officer, or employee. 

(8) Issuing an advisory opinion of general 
applicability establishing new policy. 

(b) Except as stated in clause (a), action 
may be taken by the Committee or any sub- 
committee thereof by a simple majority, a 
quorum being present. 

(c) No motion made to take any of the ac- 
tions enumerated in clause (a) of this Rule 
may be entertained by the Chair unless a 
quorum of the Committee is present when 
such motion is made. 

RULE 11. COMMITTEE RECORDS 

(a) All communications and all pleadings 

pursuant to these rules shall be filed with 
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the Committee at the Committee’s office or 
such other place as designated by the Com- 
mittee. 

(b) All records of the Committee which 
have been delivered to the Archivist of the 
United States shall be made available to the 
public in accordance with Rule VII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives. 

RULE 12. BROADCASTS OF COMMITTEE AND 
SUBCOMMITTEE PROCEEDINGS 


(a) Television or radio coverage of a Com- 
mittee or subcommittee hearing or meeting 
shall be without commercial sponsorship. 

(b) Not more than four television cameras, 
operating from fixed positions, shall be per- 
mitted in a hearing or meeting room. The 
Committee may allocate the positions of 
permitted television cameras among the tel- 
evision media in consultation with the Exec- 
utive Committee of the Radio and Television 
Correspondents’ Galleries. 

(c) Television cameras shall be placed so as 
not to obstruct in any way the space between 
any witness giving evidence or testimony 
and any member of the Committee, or the 
visibility of that witness and that member to 
each other. 

(d) Television cameras shall not be placed 
in positions that unnecessarily obstruct the 
coverage of the hearing or meeting by the 
other media. 

PART II—INVESTIGATIVE AUTHORITY 
RULE 13. HOUSE RESOLUTION 


Whenever the House of Representatives, by 
resolution, authorizes or directs the Com- 
mittee to undertake an inquiry or investiga- 
tion, the provisions of the resolution, in con- 
junction with these Rules, shall govern. To 
the extent the provisions of the resolution 
differ from these Rules, the resolution shall 
control. 


RULE 14. COMMITTEE AUTHORITY TO 
INVESTIGATE—GENERAL POLICY 


(a) Pursuant to clause 3(b) of Rule XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
the Committee may exercise its investiga- 
tive authority when: 

(1) information offered as a complaint by a 
Member of the House of Representatives is 
transmitted directly to the Committee; 

(2) information offered as a complaint by 
an individual not a Member of the House is 
transmitted to the Committee, provided that 
a Member of the House certifies in writing 
that such Member believes the information 
is submitted in good faith and warrants the 
review and consideration of the Committee; 

(3) the Committee, on its own initiative, 
undertakes an investigation; 

(4) a Member, officer, or employee is con- 
victed in a Federal, State, or local court of 
a felony; 

(5) the House of Representatives, by resolu- 
tion, authorizes or directs the Committee to 
undertake an inquiry or investigation; or 

(6) a referral from the Board is transmitted 
to the Committee. 

(b) The Committee also has investigatory 
authority over: 

(1) certain unauthorized disclosures of in- 
telligence-related information, pursuant to 
House Rule X, clauses 11(g)(4) and (g)(5); or 

(2) reports received from the Office of the 
Inspector General pursuant to House Rule II, 
clause 6(c)(5). 


RULE 15. COMPLAINTS 


(a) A complaint submitted to the Com- 
mittee shall be in writing, dated, and prop- 
erly verified (a document will be considered 
properly verified where a notary executes it 
with the language, ‘‘Signed and sworn to (or 
affirmed) before me on (date) by (the name of 
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the person)” setting forth in simple, concise, 
and direct statements— 

(1) the name and legal address of the party 
filing the complaint (hereinafter referred to 
as the ‘‘complainant’’); 

(2) the name and position or title of the re- 
spondent; 

(3) the nature of the alleged violation of 
the Code of Official Conduct or of other law, 
rule, regulation, or other standard of con- 
duct applicable to the performance of duties 
or discharge of responsibilities; and 

(4) the facts alleged to give rise to the vio- 
lation. The complaint shall not contain in- 
nuendo, speculative assertions, or conclusory 
statements. 

(b) Any documents in the possession of the 
complainant that relate to the allegations 
may be submitted with the complaint. 

(c) Information offered as a complaint by a 
Member of the House of Representatives may 
be transmitted directly to the Committee. 

(d) Information offered as a complaint by 
an individual not a Member of the House 
may be transmitted to the Committee, pro- 
vided that a Member of the House certifies in 
writing that such Member believes the infor- 
mation is submitted in good faith and war- 
rants the review and consideration of the 
Committee. 

(e) A complaint must be accompanied by a 
certification, which may be unsworn, that 
the complainant has provided an exact copy 
of the filed complaint and all attachments to 
the respondent. 

(f) The Committee may defer action on a 
complaint against a Member, officer, or em- 
ployee of the House of Representatives when 
the complaint alleges conduct that the Com- 
mittee has reason to believe is being re- 
viewed by appropriate law enforcement or 
regulatory authorities, or when the Com- 
mittee determines that it is appropriate for 
the conduct alleged in the complaint to be 
reviewed initially by law enforcement or reg- 
ulatory authorities. 

(g) A complaint may not be amended with- 
out leave of the Committee. Otherwise, any 
new allegations of improper conduct must be 
submitted in a new complaint that independ- 
ently meets the procedural requirements of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee’s Rules. 

(h) The Committee shall not accept, and 
shall return to the complainant, any com- 
plaint submitted within the 60 days prior to 
an election in which the subject of the com- 
plaint is a candidate. 

(i) The Committee shall not consider a 
complaint, nor shall any investigation be un- 
dertaken by the Committee, of any alleged 
violation which occurred before the third 
previous Congress unless the Committee de- 
termines that the alleged violation is di- 
rectly related to an alleged violation which 
occurred in a more recent Congress. 

RULE 16. DUTIES OF COMMITTEE CHAIR AND 
RANKING MINORITY MEMBER 


(a) Whenever information offered as a com- 
plaint is submitted to the Committee, the 
Chair and Ranking Minority Member shall 
have 14 calendar days or 5 legislative days, 
whichever occurs first, to determine whether 
the information meets the requirements of 
the Committee’s rules for what constitutes a 
complaint. 

(b) Whenever the Chair and Ranking Mi- 
nority Member jointly determine that infor- 
mation submitted to the Committee meets 
the requirements of the Committee’s rules 
for what constitutes a complaint, they shall 
have 45 calendar days or 5 legislative days, 
whichever is later, after the date that the 
Chair and Ranking Minority Member deter- 
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mine that information filed meets the re- 
quirements of the Committee’s rules for 
what constitutes a complaint, unless the 
Committee by an affirmative vote of a ma- 
jority of its members votes otherwise, to— 

(1) recommend to the Committee that it 
dispose of the complaint, or any portion 
thereof, in any manner that does not require 
action by the House, which may include dis- 
missal of the complaint or resolution of the 
complaint by a letter to the Member, officer, 
or employee of the House against whom the 
complaint is made; 

(2) establish 
committee; or 

(3) request that the Committee extend the 
applicable 45-calendar day period when they 
determine more time is necessary in order to 
make a recommendation under paragraph (1) 
or (2) of Rule 16(b). 

(c) The Chair and Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber may jointly gather additional informa- 
tion concerning alleged conduct which is the 
basis of a complaint or of information of- 
fered as a complaint until they have estab- 
lished an investigative subcommittee or the 
Chair or Ranking Minority Member has 
placed on the agenda the issue of whether to 
establish an investigative subcommittee. 

(d) If the Chair and Ranking Minority 
Member jointly determine that information 
submitted to the Committee meets the re- 
quirements of the Committee rules for what 
constitutes a complaint, and the complaint 
is not disposed of within 45 calendar days or 
5 legislative days, whichever is later, and no 
additional 45-day extension is made, then 
they shall establish an investigative sub- 
committee and forward the complaint, or 
any portion thereof, to that subcommittee 
for its consideration. If at any time during 
the time period either the Chair or Ranking 
Minority Member places on the agenda the 
issue of whether to establish an investigative 
subcommittee, then an investigative sub- 
committee may be established only by an af- 
firmative vote of a majority of the members 
of the Committee. 

(e) Whenever the Chair and Ranking Mi- 
nority Member jointly determine that infor- 
mation submitted to the Committee does not 
meet the requirements for what constitutes 
a complaint set forth in the Committee 
rules, they may (1) return the information to 
the complainant with a statement that it 
fails to meet the requirements for what con- 
stitutes a complaint set forth in the Com- 
mittee’s rules; or (2) reeommend to the Com- 
mittee that it authorize the establishment of 
an investigative subcommittee. 

RULE 17. PROCESSING OF COMPLAINTS 


(a) If a complaint is in compliance with 
House and Committee Rules, a copy of the 
complaint and the Committee Rules shall be 
forwarded to the respondent within 5 days 
with notice that the complaint conforms to 
the applicable rules. 

(b) The respondent may, within 30 days of 
the Committee’s notification, provide to the 
Committee any information relevant to a 
complaint filed with the Committee. The re- 
spondent may submit a written statement in 
response to the complaint. Such a statement 
shall be signed by the respondent. If the 
statement is prepared by counsel for the re- 
spondent, the respondent shall sign a rep- 
resentation that the respondent has reviewed 
the response and agrees with the factual as- 
sertions contained therein. 

(c) The Committee staff may request infor- 
mation from the respondent or obtain addi- 
tional information relevant to the case from 
other sources prior to the establishment of 
an investigative subcommittee only when so 
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directed by the Chair and Ranking Minority 
Member. 

(d) The respondent shall be notified in 
writing regarding the Committee’s decision 
either to dismiss the complaint or to create 
an investigative subcommittee. 

RULE 17A. REFERRALS FROM THE BOARD OF THE 
OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS 

(a) The Committee has exclusive jurisdic- 
tion over the interpretation, administration, 
and enforcement of the Code of Official Con- 
duct pursuant to clause 1(g) of House Rule X. 
Receipt of referrals from the Board under 
this rule does not limit the Committee’s dis- 
cretion to address referrals in any way 
through the appropriate procedures author- 
ized by Committee Rules. The Committee 
shall review the report and findings trans- 
mitted by the Board without prejudice or 
presumptions as to the merit of the allega- 
tions. 

(b)(1) Whenever the Committee receives ei- 
ther (A) a referral containing a written re- 
port and any findings and supporting docu- 
mentation from the Board; or (B) a referral 
from the Board pursuant to a request under 
Rule 17A(k), the Chair shall have 45 calendar 
days or 5 legislative days after the date the 
referral is received, whichever is later, to 
make public the report and findings of the 
Board unless the Chair and Ranking Minor- 
ity Member jointly decide, or the Committee 
votes, to withhold such information for not 
more than one additional 45-day period. 

(2) At least one calendar day before the 
Committee makes public any report and 
findings of the Board the Chair shall notify 
in writing the Board and the Member, offi- 
cer, or employee who is the subject of the re- 
ferral of the impending public release of 
these documents. At the same time, the 
Chair shall transmit a copy of any public 
statement on the Committee’s disposition of 
the matter and any accompanying Com- 
mittee report to the individual who is the 
subject of the referral. 

(3) All public statements and reports and 
findings of the Board that are required to be 
made public under this Rule shall be posted 
on the Committee’s website. 

(c) If the OCE report and findings are with- 
held for an additional 45-day period pursuant 
to paragraph (b)(1), the Chair shall— 

(1) make a public statement on the day of 
such decision or vote that the matter re- 
ferred from the Board has been extended; and 

(2) make public the written report and 
findings pursuant to paragraph (b) upon the 
termination of such additional period. 

(d) If the Board transmits a report with a 
recommendation to dismiss or noting a mat- 
ter as unresolved due to a tie vote, and the 
matter is extended for an additional period 
as provided in paragraph (b), the Committee 
is not required to make a public statement 
that the matter has been extended pursuant 
to paragraph (b)(1). 

(e) If the Committee votes to dismiss a 
matter referred from the Board, the Com- 
mittee is not required to make public the 
written report and findings of the Board pur- 
suant to paragraph (c) unless the Commit- 
tee’s vote is inconsistent with the rec- 
ommendation of the Board. A vote by the 
Committee to dismiss a matter is not consid- 
ered inconsistent with a report from the 
Board that the matter is unresolved by the 
Board due to a tie vote. 

(f) Except as provided by paragraph (g): 

(1) If the Committee establishes an inves- 
tigative subcommittee respecting any mat- 
ter referred by the Board, then the report 
and findings of the Board shall not be made 
public until the conclusion of the investiga- 
tive subcommittee process. The Committee 


1124 


shall issue a public statement noting the es- 
tablishment of an investigative sub- 
committee, which shall include the name of 
the Member, officer, or employee who is the 
subject of the inquiry, and shall set forth the 
alleged violation. 

(2) If any such investigative subcommittee 
does not conclude its review within one year 
after the Board’s referral, then the Com- 
mittee shall make public the report of the 
Board no later than one year after the refer- 
ral. If the investigative subcommittee does 
not conclude its review before the end of the 
Congress in which the report of the Board is 
made public, the Committee shall make pub- 
lic any findings of the Board on the last day 
of that Congress. 

(g) If the vote of the Committee is a tie or 
the Committee fails to act by the close of 
any applicable period(s) under this rule, the 
report and the findings of the Board shall be 
made public by the Committee, along with a 
public statement by the Chair explaining the 
status of the matter. 

(h)(1) If the Committee agrees to a request 
from an appropriate law enforcement or reg- 
ulatory authority to defer taking action on a 
matter referred by the Board under para- 
graph (b)— 

(A) The Committee is not required to make 
public the written report and findings of the 
Board pursuant to paragraph (c), except that 
if the recommendation of the Board is that 
the matter requires further review, the Com- 
mittee shall make public the written report 
of the Board but not the findings; and 

(B) The Committee shall make a public 
statement that it is deferring taking action 
on the matter at the request of such law en- 
forcement or regulatory authority within 
one day (excluding weekends and public holi- 
days) of the day that the Committee agrees 
to the request. 

(2) If the Committee has not acted on the 
matter within one year of the date the public 
statement described in paragraph (h)(1)(B) is 
released, the Committee shall make a public 
statement that it continues to defer taking 
action on the matter. The Committee shall 
make a new statement upon the expiration 
of each succeeding one-year period during 
which the Committee has not acted on the 
matter. 

(i) The Committee shall not accept, and 
shall return to the Board, any referral from 
the Board within 60 days before a Federal, 
State, or local election in which the subject 
of the referral is a candidate. 

(j) The Committee may postpone any re- 
porting requirement under this rule that 
falls within that 60-day period until after the 
date of the election in which the subject of 
the referral is a candidate. For purposes of 
calculating any applicable period under this 
Rule, any days within the 60-day period be- 
fore such an election shall not be counted. 

(K)(1) At any time after the Committee re- 
ceives written notification from the Board of 
the Office of Congressional Ethics that the 
Board is undertaking a review of alleged con- 
duct of any Member, officer, or employee of 
the House at a time when the Committee is 
investigating, or has completed an investiga- 
tion of the same matter, the Committee may 
so notify the Board in writing and request 
that the Board cease its review and refer the 
matter to the Committee for its consider- 
ation immediately. The Committee shall 
also notify the Board in writing if the Com- 
mittee has not reached a final resolution of 
the matter or has not referred the matter to 
the appropriate Federal or State authorities 
by the end of any applicable time period 
specified in Rule 17A (including any permis- 
sible extension). 
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(2) The Committee may not request a sec- 
ond referral of the matter from the Board if 
the Committee has notified the Board that it 
is unable to resolve the matter previously re- 
quested pursuant to this section. The Board 
may subsequently send a referral regarding a 
matter previously requested and returned by 
the Committee after the conclusion of the 
Board’s review process. 

RULE 18. COMMITTEE-INITIATED INQUIRY OR 

INVESTIGATION 


(a) Notwithstanding the absence of a filed 
complaint, the Committee may consider any 
information in its possession indicating that 
a Member, officer, or employee may have 
committed a violation of the Code of Official 
Conduct or any law, rule, regulation, or 
other standard of conduct applicable to the 
conduct of such Member, officer, or em- 
ployee in the performance of the duties or 
the discharge of the responsibilities of such 
individual. The Chair and Ranking Minority 
Member may jointly gather additional infor- 
mation concerning such an alleged violation 
by a Member, officer, or employee unless and 
until an investigative subcommittee has 
been established. The Chair and Ranking Mi- 
nority Member may also jointly take appro- 
priate action consistent with Committee 
Rules to resolve the matter. 

(b) If the Committee votes to establish an 
investigative subcommittee, the Committee 
shall proceed in accordance with Rule 19. 

(c) Any written request by a Member, offi- 
cer, or employee of the House of Representa- 
tives that the Committee conduct an inves- 
tigation into such person’s own conduct 
shall be considered in accordance with sub- 
section (a) of this Rule. 

(d) An inquiry shall not be undertaken re- 
garding any alleged violation that occurred 
before the third previous Congress unless a 
majority of the Committee determines that 
the alleged violation is directly related to an 
alleged violation that occurred in a more re- 
cent Congress. 

(e)(1) An inquiry shall be undertaken by an 
investigative subcommittee with regard to 
any felony conviction of a Member, officer, 
or employee of the House of Representatives 
in a Federal, State, or local court who has 
been sentenced. Notwithstanding this provi- 
sion, the Committee has the discretion to 
initiate an inquiry upon an affirmative vote 
of a majority of the members of the Com- 
mittee at any time prior to conviction or 
sentencing. 

(2) Not later than 30 days after a Member 
of the House is indicted or otherwise for- 
mally charged with criminal conduct in any 
Federal, State or local court, the Committee 
shall either initiate an inquiry upon a major- 
ity vote of the members of the Committee or 
submit a report to the House describing its 
reasons for not initiating an inquiry and de- 
scribing the actions, if any, that the Com- 
mittee has taken in response to the allega- 
tions. 

RULE 19. INVESTIGATIVE SUBCOMMITTEE 


(a)(1) Upon the establishment of an inves- 
tigative subcommittee, the Chair and Rank- 
ing Minority Member of the Committee shall 
designate four members (with equal rep- 
resentation from the majority and minority 
parties) to serve as an investigative sub- 
committee to undertake an inquiry. Mem- 
bers of the Committee and Members of the 
House selected pursuant to clause 5(a)(4)(A) 
of Rule X of the House of Representatives 
are eligible for appointment to an investiga- 
tive subcommittee, as determined by the 
Chair and Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee. At the time of appointment, the 
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Chair shall designate one member of the sub- 
committee to serve as the Chair and the 
Ranking Minority Member shall designate 
one member of the subcommittee to serve as 
the ranking minority member of the inves- 
tigative subcommittee. The Chair and Rank- 
ing Minority Member of the Committee may 
serve aS members of an investigative sub- 
committee, but may not serve as non-voting, 
ex-officio members. 

(2) The respondent shall be notified of the 
membership of the investigative sub- 
committee and shall have 10 days after such 
notice is transmitted to object to the par- 
ticipation of any subcommittee member. 
Such objection shall be in writing and must 
be on the grounds that the subcommittee 
member cannot render an impartial and un- 
biased decision. The members of the Com- 
mittee shall engage in a collegial discussion 
regarding such objection. The subcommittee 
member against whom the objection is made 
shall be the sole judge of any disqualifica- 
tion and may choose to seek disqualification 
from participating in the inquiry pursuant 
to Rule 9(e). 

(b) In an inquiry undertaken by an inves- 
tigative subcommittee— 

(1) All proceedings, including the taking of 
testimony, shall be conducted in executive 
session and all testimony taken by deposi- 
tion or things produced pursuant to sub- 
poena or otherwise shall be deemed to have 
been taken or produced in executive session. 

(2) The Chair of the investigative sub- 
committee shall ask the respondent and all 
witnesses whether they intend to be rep- 
resented by counsel. If so, the respondent or 
witnesses or their legal representatives shall 
provide written designation of counsel. A re- 
spondent or witness who is represented by 
counsel shall not be questioned in the ab- 
sence of counsel unless an explicit waiver is 
obtained. 

(3) The subcommittee shall provide the re- 
spondent an opportunity to present, orally 
or in writing, a statement, which must be 
under oath or affirmation, regarding the al- 
legations and any other relevant questions 
arising out of the inquiry. 

(4) The staff may interview witnesses, ex- 
amine documents and other evidence, and re- 
quest that submitted statements be under 
oath or affirmation and that documents be 
certified as to their authenticity and accu- 
racy. 

(5) The subcommittee, by a majority vote 
of its members, may require, by subpoena or 
otherwise, the attendance and testimony of 
witnesses and the production of such books, 
records, correspondence, memoranda, papers, 
documents, and other items as it deems nec- 
essary to the conduct of the inquiry. Unless 
the Committee otherwise provides, the sub- 
poena power shall rest in the Chair and 
Ranking Minority Member of the Committee 
and a subpoena shall be issued upon the re- 
quest of the investigative subcommittee. 

(6) The subcommittee shall require that 
testimony be given under oath or affirma- 
tion. The form of the oath or affirmation 
shall be: ‘‘Do you solemnly swear (or affirm) 
that the testimony you will give before this 
subcommittee in the matter now under con- 
sideration will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth (so help you 
God)?” The oath or affirmation shall be ad- 
ministered by the Chair or subcommittee 
member designated by the Chair to admin- 
ister oaths. 

(c) During the inquiry, the procedure re- 
specting the admissibility of evidence and 
rulings shall be as follows: 

(1) Any relevant evidence shall be admis- 
sible unless the evidence is privileged under 
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the precedents of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

(2) The Chair of the subcommittee or other 
presiding member at any investigative sub- 
committee proceeding shall rule upon any 
question of admissibility or relevance of evi- 
dence, motion, procedure or any other mat- 
ter, and may direct any witness to answer 
any question under penalty of contempt. A 
witness, witness counsel, or a member of the 
subcommittee may appeal any rulings to the 
members present at that proceeding. A ma- 
jority vote of the members present at such 
proceeding on such appeal shall govern the 
question of admissibility, and no appeal shall 
lie to the Committee. 

(3) Whenever a person is determined by a 
majority vote to be in contempt of the sub- 
committee, the matter may be referred to 
the Committee to determine whether to refer 
the matter to the House of Representatives 
for consideration. 

(4) Committee counsel may, subject to sub- 
committee approval, enter into stipulations 
with the respondent and/or the respondent’s 
counsel as to facts that are not in dispute. 

(d) Upon an affirmative vote of a majority 
of the subcommittee members, and an af- 
firmative vote of a majority of the full Com- 
mittee, an investigative subcommittee may 
expand the scope of its inquiry. 

(e) Upon completion of the inquiry, the 
staff shall draft for the investigative sub- 
committee a report that shall contain a com- 
prehensive summary of the information re- 
ceived regarding the alleged violations. 

(f) Upon completion of the inquiry, an in- 
vestigative subcommittee, by a majority 
vote of its members, may adopt a Statement 
of Alleged Violation if it determines that 
there is substantial reason to believe that a 
violation of the Code of Official Conduct, or 
of a law, rule, regulation, or other standard 
of conduct applicable to the performance of 
official duties or the discharge of official re- 
sponsibilities by a Member, officer, or em- 
ployee of the House of Representatives has 
occurred. If more than one violation is al- 
leged, such Statement shall be divided into 
separate counts. Each count shall relate to a 
separate violation, shall contain a plain and 
concise statement of the alleged facts of 
such violation, and shall include a reference 
to the provision of the Code of Official Con- 
duct or law, rule, regulation or other appli- 
cable standard of conduct governing the per- 
formance of duties or discharge of respon- 
sibilities alleged to have been violated. A 
copy of such Statement shall be transmitted 
to the respondent and the respondent’s coun- 
sel. 

(g) If the investigative subcommittee does 
not adopt a Statement of Alleged Violation, 
it shall transmit to the Committee a report 
containing a summary of the information re- 
ceived in the inquiry, its conclusions and 
reasons therefore, and any appropriate rec- 
ommendation. 

RULE 20. AMENDMENTS TO STATEMENTS OF 

ALLEGED VIOLATION 


(a) An investigative subcommittee may, 
upon an affirmative vote of a majority of its 
members, amend its Statement of Alleged 
Violation anytime before the Statement of 
Alleged Violation is transmitted to the Com- 
mittee; and 

(b) If an investigative subcommittee 
amends its Statement of Alleged Violation, 
the respondent shall be notified in writing 
and shall have 30 calendar days from the 
date of that notification to file an answer to 
the amended Statement of Alleged Viola- 
tion. 

RULE 21. COMMITTEE REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

(a) Whenever an investigative sub- 
committee does not adopt a Statement of Al- 
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leged Violation and transmits a report to 
that effect to the Committee, the Committee 
may by an affirmative vote of a majority of 
its members transmit such report to the 
House of Representatives; 

(b) Whenever an investigative sub- 
committee adopts a Statement of Alleged 
Violation but recommends that no further 
action be taken, it shall transmit a report to 
the Committee regarding the Statement of 
Alleged Violation; and 

(c) Whenever an investigative sub- 
committee adopts a Statement of Alleged 
Violation, the respondent admits to the vio- 
lations set forth in such Statement, the re- 
spondent waives the right to an adjudicatory 
hearing, and the respondent’s waiver is ap- 
proved by the Committee— 

(1) the subcommittee shall prepare a report 
for transmittal to the Committee, a final 
draft of which shall be provided to the re- 
spondent not less than 15 calendar days be- 
fore the subcommittee votes on whether to 
adopt the report; 

(2) the respondent may submit views in 
writing regarding the final draft to the sub- 
committee within 7 calendar days of receipt 
of that draft; 

(3) the subcommittee shall transmit a re- 
port to the Committee regarding the State- 
ment of Alleged Violation together with any 
views submitted by the respondent pursuant 
to subparagraph (2), and the Committee shall 
make the report, together with the respond- 
ent’s views, available to the public before 
the commencement of any sanction hearing; 
and 

(4) the Committee shall by an affirmative 
vote of a majority of its members issue a re- 
port and transmit such report to the House 
of Representatives, together with the re- 
spondent’s views previously submitted pur- 
suant to subparagraph (2) and any additional 
views respondent may submit for attach- 
ment to the final report; and 

(d) Members of the Committee shall have 
not less than 72 hours to review any report 
transmitted to the Committee by an inves- 
tigative subcommittee before both the com- 
mencement of a sanction hearing and the 
Committee vote on whether to adopt the re- 
port. 

RULE 22. RESPONDENT’S ANSWER 


(a)(1) Within 30 days from the date of 
transmittal of a Statement of Alleged Viola- 
tion, the respondent shall file with the inves- 
tigative subcommittee an answer, in writing 
and under oath, signed by respondent and re- 
spondent’s counsel. Failure to file an answer 
within the time prescribed shall be consid- 
ered by the Committee as a denial of each 
count. 

(2) The answer shall contain an admission 
to or denial of each count set forth in the 
Statement of Alleged Violation and may in- 
clude negative, affirmative, or alternative 
defenses and any supporting evidence or 
other relevant information. 

(b) The respondent may file a Motion for a 
Bill of Particulars within 10 days of the date 
of transmittal of the Statement of Alleged 
Violation. If a Motion for a Bill of Particu- 
lars is filed, the respondent shall not be re- 
quired to file an answer until 20 days after 
the subcommittee has replied to such mo- 
tion. 

(c)(1) The respondent may file a Motion to 
Dismiss within 10 days of the date of trans- 
mittal of the Statement of Alleged Violation 
or, if a Motion for a Bill of Particulars has 
been filed, within 10 days of the date of the 
subcommittee’s reply to the Motion for a 
Bill of Particulars. If a Motion to Dismiss is 
filed, the respondent shall not be required to 
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file an answer until 20 days after the sub- 
committee has replied to the Motion to Dis- 
miss, unless the respondent previously filed 
a Motion for a Bill of Particulars, in which 
case the respondent shall not be required to 
file an answer until 10 days after the sub- 
committee has replied to the Motion to Dis- 
miss. The investigative subcommittee shall 
rule upon any motion to dismiss filed during 
the period between the establishment of the 
subcommittee and the subcommittee’s trans- 
mittal of a report or Statement of Alleged 
Violation to the Committee or to the Chair 
and Ranking Minority Member at the con- 
clusion of an inquiry, and no appeal of the 
subcommittee’s ruling shall lie to the Com- 
mittee. 

(2) A Motion to Dismiss may be made on 
the grounds that the Statement of Alleged 
Violation fails to state facts that constitute 
a violation of the Code of Official Conduct or 
other applicable law, rule, regulation, or 
standard of conduct, or on the grounds that 
the Committee lacks jurisdiction to consider 
the allegations contained in the Statement. 

(da) Any motion filed with the sub- 
committee pursuant to this rule shall be ac- 
companied by a Memorandum of Points and 
Authorities. 

(e)1) The Chair of the investigative sub- 
committee, for good cause shown, may per- 
mit the respondent to file an answer or mo- 
tion after the day prescribed above. 

(2) If the ability of the respondent to 
present an adequate defense is not adversely 
affected and special circumstances so re- 
quire, the Chair of the investigative sub- 
committee may direct the respondent to file 
an answer or motion prior to the day pre- 
scribed above. 

(f) If the day on which any answer, motion, 
reply, or other pleading must be filed falls on 
a Saturday, Sunday, or holiday, such filing 
shall be made on the first business day there- 
after. 

(g) As soon as practicable after an answer 
has been filed or the time for such filing has 
expired, the Statement of Alleged Violation 
and any answer, motion, reply, or other 
pleading connected therewith shall be trans- 
mitted by the Chair of the investigative sub- 
committee to the Chair and Ranking Minor- 
ity Member of the Committee. 

RULE 23. ADJUDICATORY HEARINGS 

(a) If a Statement of Alleged Violation is 
transmitted to the Chair and Ranking Mi- 
nority Member pursuant to Rule 22, and no 
waiver pursuant to Rule 26(b) has occurred, 
the Chair shall designate the members of the 
Committee who did not serve on the inves- 
tigative subcommittee to serve on an adju- 
dicatory subcommittee. The Chair and Rank- 
ing Minority Member of the Committee shall 
be the Chair and Ranking Minority Member 
of the adjudicatory subcommittee unless 
they served on the investigative sub- 
committee. The respondent shall be notified 
of the designation of the adjudicatory sub- 
committee and shall have 10 days after such 
notice is transmitted to object to the par- 
ticipation of any subcommittee member. 
Such objection shall be in writing and shall 
be on the grounds that the member cannot 
render an impartial and unbiased decision. 
The members of the Committee shall engage 
in a collegial discussion regarding such ob- 
jection. The member against whom the ob- 
jection is made shall be the sole judge of any 
disqualification and may choose to seek dis- 
qualification from serving on the sub- 
committee pursuant to Rule 9e). 

(b) A majority of the adjudicatory sub- 
committee membership plus one must be 
present at all times for the conduct of any 
business pursuant to this rule. 


1126 


(c) The adjudicatory subcommittee shall 
hold a hearing to determine whether any 
counts in the Statement of Alleged Violation 
have been proved by clear and convincing 
evidence and shall make findings of fact, ex- 
cept where such violations have been admit- 
ted by respondent. 

(d) The subcommittee may require, by sub- 
poena or otherwise, the attendance and testi- 
mony of such witnesses and production of 
such books, records, correspondence, memo- 
randa, papers, documents, and other items as 
it deems necessary. A subpoena for docu- 
ments may specify terms of return other 
than at a meeting or hearing of the sub- 
committee. Depositions, interrogatories, and 
sworn statements taken under any investiga- 
tive subcommittee direction may be accept- 
ed into the hearing record. 

(e) The procedures set forth in clause 
2(g¢)(1)-(4), (6)-(7) and (k) of Rule XI of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives shall 
apply to adjudicatory hearings. All such 
hearings shall be open to the public unless 
the adjudicatory subcommittee, pursuant to 
such clause, determines that the hearings or 
any part thereof should be closed. 

(f)(1) The adjudicatory subcommittee shall, 
in writing, notify the respondent that the re- 
spondent and respondent’s counsel have the 
right to inspect, review, copy, or photograph 
books, papers, documents, photographs, or 
other tangible objects that committee coun- 
sel intends to use as evidence against the re- 
spondent in an adjudicatory hearing. The re- 
spondent shall be given access to such evi- 
dence, and shall be provided the names of 
witnesses committee counsel intends to call, 
and a summary of their expected testimony, 
no less than 15 calendar days prior to any 
such hearing. Except in extraordinary cir- 
cumstances, no evidence may be introduced 
or witness called in an adjudicatory hearing 
unless the respondent has been afforded a 
prior opportunity to review such evidence or 
has been provided the name of the witness. 

(2) After a witness has testified on direct 
examination at an adjudicatory hearing, the 
Committee, at the request of the respondent, 
shall make available to the respondent any 
statement of the witness in the possession of 
the Committee which relates to the subject 
matter as to which the witness has testified. 

(3) Any other testimony, statement, or 
documentary evidence in the possession of 
the Committee which is material to the re- 
spondent’s defense shall, upon request, be 
made available to the respondent. 

(g) No less than 5 days prior to the hearing, 
the respondent or counsel shall provide the 
adjudicatory subcommittee with the names 
of witnesses expected to be called, sum- 
maries of their expected testimony, and cop- 
ies of any documents or other evidence pro- 
posed to be introduced. 

(h) The respondent or counsel may apply to 
the subcommittee for the issuance of sub- 
poenas for the appearance of witnesses or the 
production of evidence. The application shall 
be granted upon a showing by the respondent 
that the proposed testimony or evidence is 
relevant and not otherwise available to re- 
spondent. The application may be denied if 
not made at a reasonable time or if the testi- 
mony or evidence would be merely cumu- 
lative. 

(i) No later than two weeks or 5 legislative 
days after the Chair of the Committee des- 
ignates members to serve on an adjudicatory 
subcommittee, whichever is later, the Chair 
of the adjudicatory subcommittee shall es- 
tablish a schedule and procedure for the 
hearing and for prehearing matters. The pro- 
cedures may be changed either by the Chair 
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of the adjudicatory subcommittee or by a 
majority vote of the members of the sub- 
committee. If the Chair makes prehearing 
rulings upon any question of admissibility or 
relevance of evidence, motion, procedure, or 
any other matter, the Chair shall make 
available those rulings to all subcommittee 
members at the time of the ruling. 

(j) The procedures regarding the admissi- 
bility of evidence and rulings shall be as fol- 
lows: 

(1) Any relevant evidence shall be admis- 
sible unless the evidence is privileged under 
the precedents of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

(2) The Chair of the subcommittee or other 
presiding member at an adjudicatory sub- 
committee hearing shall rule upon any ques- 
tion of admissibility or relevance of evi- 
dence, motion, procedure, or any other mat- 
ter, and may direct any witness to answer 
any question under penalty of contempt. A 
witness, witness counsel, or a member of the 
subcommittee may appeal any ruling to the 
members present at that proceeding. A ma- 
jority vote of the members present at such 
proceeding on such an appeal shall govern 
the question of admissibility and no appeal 
shall lie to the Committee. 

(3) Whenever a witness is deemed by a 
Chair or other presiding member to be in 
contempt of the subcommittee, the matter 
may be referred to the Committee to deter- 
mine whether to refer the matter to the 
House of Representatives for consideration. 

(4) Committee counsel may, subject to sub- 
committee approval, enter into stipulations 
with the respondent and/or the respondent’s 
counsel as to facts that are not in dispute. 

(k) Unless otherwise provided, the order of 
an adjudicatory hearing shall be as follows: 

(1) The Chair and Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber of the subcommittee shall open the hear- 
ing with equal time and during which time, 
the Chair shall state the adjudicatory sub- 
committee’s authority to conduct the hear- 
ing and the purpose of the hearing. 

(2) The Chair shall then recognize Com- 
mittee counsel and the respondent’s counsel, 
in turn, for the purpose of giving opening 
statements. 

(3) Testimony from witnesses and other 
relevant evidence shall be received in the fol- 
lowing order whenever possible: 

(i) witnesses (deposition transcripts and af- 
fidavits obtained during the inquiry may be 
used in lieu of live witnesses) and other evi- 
dence offered by the Committee counsel, 

(ii) witnesses and other evidence offered by 
the respondent, 

(iii) rebuttal witnesses, as permitted by 
the Chair. 

(4) Witnesses at a hearing shall be exam- 
ined first by counsel calling such witness. 
The opposing counsel may then cross-exam- 
ine the witness. Redirect examination and 
recross examination by counsel may be per- 
mitted at the Chair’s discretion. Sub- 
committee members may then question wit- 
nesses. Unless otherwise directed by the 
Chair, questions by Subcommittee members 
shall be conducted under the five-minute 
rule. 

(5) The Chair shall then recognize Com- 
mittee counsel and respondent’s counsel, in 
turn, for the purpose of giving closing argu- 
ments. Committee counsel may reserve time 
for rebuttal argument, as permitted by the 
Chair. 

(1) A subpoena to a witness to appear at a 
hearing shall be served sufficiently in ad- 
vance of that witness’ scheduled appearance 
to allow the witness a reasonable period of 
time, as determined by the Chair of the adju- 
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dicatory subcommittee, to prepare for the 
hearing and to employ counsel. 

(m) Each witness appearing before the sub- 
committee shall be furnished a printed copy 
of the Committee rules, the relevant provi- 
sions of the Rules of the House of Represent- 
atives applicable to the rights of witnesses, 
and a copy of the Statement of Alleged Vio- 
lation. 

(n) Testimony of all witnesses shall be 
taken under oath or affirmation. The form of 
the oath or affirmation shall be: “Do you 
solemnly swear (or affirm) that the testi- 
mony you will give before this subcommittee 
in the matter now under consideration will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth (so help you God)?” The oath 
or affirmation shall be administered by the 
Chair or Committee member designated by 
the Chair to administer oaths. 

(o) At an adjudicatory hearing, the burden 
of proof rests on Committee counsel to es- 
tablish the facts alleged in the Statement of 
Alleged Violation by clear and convincing 
evidence. However, Committee counsel need 
not present any evidence regarding any 
count that is admitted by the respondent or 
any fact stipulated. Committee counsel or 
respondent’s counsel may move the adjudica- 
tory subcommittee to make a finding that 
there is no material fact at issue. If the adju- 
dicatory subcommittee finds that there is no 
material fact at issue, the burden of proof 
will be deemed satisfied. 

(p) AS soon as practicable after all testi- 
mony and evidence have been presented, the 
subcommittee shall consider each count con- 
tained in the Statement of Alleged Violation 
and shall determine by a majority vote of its 
members whether each count has been 
proved. If a majority of the subcommittee 
does not vote that a count has been proved, 
a motion to reconsider that vote may be 
made only by a member who voted that the 
count was not proved. A count that is not 
proved shall be considered as dismissed by 
the subcommittee. 

(q) The findings of the adjudicatory sub- 
committee shall be reported to the Com- 
mittee. 

RULE 24. SANCTION HEARING AND CONSIDER- 

ATION OF SANCTIONS OR OTHER RECOMMENDA- 

TIONS 


(a) If no count in a Statement of Alleged 
Violation is proved, the Committee shall 
prepare a report to the House of Representa- 
tives, based upon the report of the adjudica- 
tory subcommittee. 

(b) If an adjudicatory subcommittee com- 
pletes an adjudicatory hearing pursuant to 
Rule 23 and reports that any count of the 
Statement of Alleged Violation has been 
proved, a hearing before the Committee shall 
be held to receive oral and/or written sub- 
missions by counsel for the Committee and 
counsel for the respondent as to the sanction 
the Committee should recommend to the 
House of Representatives with respect to 
such violations. Testimony by witnesses 
shall not be heard except by written request 
and vote of a majority of the Committee. 

(c) Upon completion of any proceeding held 
pursuant to clause (b), the Committee shall 
consider and vote on a motion to recommend 
to the House of Representatives that the 
House take disciplinary action. If a majority 
of the Committee does not vote in favor of 
the recommendation that the House of Rep- 
resentatives take action, a motion to recon- 
sider that vote may be made only by a mem- 
ber who voted against the recommendation. 
The Committee may also, by majority vote, 
adopt a motion to issue a Letter of Reproval 
or take other appropriate Committee action. 
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(d) If the Committee determines a Letter 
of Reproval constitutes sufficient action, the 
Committee shall include any such letter as a 
part of its report to the House of Representa- 
tives. 

(e) With respect to any proved counts 
against a Member of the House of Represent- 
atives, the Committee may recommend to 
the House one or more of the following sanc- 
tions: 

(1) Expulsion from the House of Represent- 
atives. 

(2) Censure. 

(3) Reprimand. 

(4) Fine. 

(5) Denial or limitation of any right, 
power, privilege, or immunity of the Member 
if under the Constitution the House of Rep- 
resentatives may impose such denial or limi- 
tation. 

(6) Any other sanction determined by the 
Committee to be appropriate. 

(f) With respect to any proved counts 
against an officer or employee of the House 
of Representatives, the Committee may rec- 
ommend to the House one or more of the fol- 
lowing sanctions: 

(1) Dismissal from employment. 

(2) Reprimand. 

(3) Fine. 

(4) Any other sanction determined by the 
Committee to be appropriate. 

(g) With respect to the sanctions that the 
Committee may recommend, reprimand is 
appropriate for serious violations, censure is 
appropriate for more serious violations, and 
expulsion of a Member or dismissal of an of- 
ficer or employee is appropriate for the most 
serious violations. A recommendation of a 
fine is appropriate in a case in which it is 
likely that the violation was committed to 
secure a personal financial benefit; and a 
recommendation of a denial or limitation of 
a right, power, privilege, or immunity of a 
Member is appropriate when the violation 
bears upon the exercise or holding of such 
right, power, privilege, or immunity. This 
clause sets forth general guidelines and does 
not limit the authority of the Committee to 
recommend other sanctions. 

(h) The Committee report shall contain an 
appropriate statement of the evidence sup- 
porting the Committee’s findings and a 
statement of the Committee’s reasons for 
the recommended sanction. 

RULE 25. DISCLOSURE OF EXCULPATORY 
INFORMATION TO RESPONDENT 

If the Committee, or any investigative or 
adjudicatory subcommittee at any time re- 
ceives any exculpatory information respect- 
ing a Complaint or Statement of Alleged 
Violation concerning a Member, officer, or 
employee of the House of Representatives, it 
shall make such information known and 
available to the Member, officer, or em- 
ployee as soon as practicable, but in no event 
later than the transmittal of evidence sup- 
porting a proposed Statement of Alleged Vio- 
lation pursuant to Rule 26(c). If an investiga- 
tive subcommittee does not adopt a State- 
ment of Alleged Violation, it shall identify 
any exculpatory information in its posses- 
sion at the conclusion of its inquiry and 
shall include such information, if any, in the 
subcommittee’s final report to the Com- 
mittee regarding its inquiry. For purposes of 
this rule, exculpatory evidence shall be any 
evidence or information that is substantially 
favorable to the respondent with respect to 
the allegations or charges before an inves- 
tigative or adjudicatory subcommittee. 

RULE 26. RIGHTS OF RESPONDENTS AND 
WITNESSES 

(a) A respondent shall be informed of the 
right to be represented by counsel, to be pro- 
vided at the respondent’s own expense. 
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(b) A respondent may seek to waive any 
procedural rights or steps in the disciplinary 
process. A request for waiver must be in 
writing, signed by the respondent, and must 
detail what procedural steps the respondent 
seeks to waive. Any such request shall be 
subject to the acceptance of the Committee 
or subcommittee, as appropriate. 

(c) Not less than 10 calendar days before a 
scheduled vote by an investigative sub- 
committee on a Statement of Alleged Viola- 
tion, the subcommittee shall provide the re- 
spondent with a copy of the Statement of Al- 
leged Violation it intends to adopt together 
with all evidence it intends to use to prove 
those charges which it intends to adopt, in- 
cluding documentary evidence, witness testi- 
mony, memoranda of witness interviews, and 
physical evidence, unless the subcommittee 
by an affirmative vote of a majority of its 
members decides to withhold certain evi- 
dence in order to protect a witness, but if 
such evidence is withheld, the subcommittee 
shall inform the respondent that evidence is 
being withheld and of the count to which 
such evidence relates. 

(d) Neither the respondent nor respond- 
ent’s counsel shall, directly or indirectly, 
contact the subcommittee or any member 
thereof during the period of time set forth in 
paragraph (c) except for the sole purpose of 
settlement discussions where counsels for 
the respondent and the subcommittee are 
present. 

(e) If, at any time after the issuance of a 
Statement of Alleged Violation, the Com- 
mittee or any subcommittee thereof deter- 
mines that it intends to use evidence not 
provided to a respondent under paragraph (c) 
to prove the charges contained in the State- 
ment of Alleged Violation (or any amend- 
ment thereof), such evidence shall be made 
immediately available to the respondent, 
and it may be used in any further proceeding 
under the Committee’s rules. 

(f) Evidence provided pursuant to para- 
graph (c) or (e) shall be made available to 
the respondent and respondent’s counsel 
only after each agrees, in writing, that no 
document, information, or other materials 
obtained pursuant to that paragraph shall be 
made public until— 

(1) such time as a Statement of Alleged 
Violation is made public by the Committee if 
the respondent has waived the adjudicatory 
hearing; or 

(2) the commencement of an adjudicatory 
hearing if the respondent has not waived an 
adjudicatory hearing; but the failure of re- 
spondent and respondent’s counsel to so 
agree in writing, and therefore not receive 
the evidence, shall not preclude the issuance 
of a Statement of Alleged Violation at the 
end of the period referenced to in (c). 

(g) A respondent shall receive written no- 
tice whenever— 

(1) the Chair and Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber determine that information the Com- 
mittee has received constitutes a complaint; 

(2) a complaint or allegation is trans- 
mitted to an investigative subcommittee; 

(8) that subcommittee votes to authorize 
its first subpoena or to take testimony under 
oath, whichever occurs first; and 

(4) the Committee votes to expand the 
scope of the inquiry of an investigative sub- 
committee. 

(h) Whenever an investigative sub- 
committee adopts a Statement of Alleged 
Violation and a respondent enters into an 
agreement with that subcommittee to settle 
a complaint on which the Statement is 
based, that agreement, unless the respondent 
requests otherwise, shall be in writing and 
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signed by the respondent and the respond- 
ent’s counsel, the Chair and Ranking Minor- 
ity Member of the subcommittee, and out- 
side counsel, if any. 

(i) Statements or information derived sole- 
ly from a respondent or respondent’s counsel 
during any settlement discussions between 
the Committee or a subcommittee thereof 
and the respondent shall not be included in 
any report of the subcommittee or the Com- 
mittee or otherwise publicly disclosed with- 
out the consent of the respondent. 

(j) Whenever a motion to establish an in- 
vestigative subcommittee does not prevail, 
the Committee shall promptly send a letter 
to the respondent informing the respondent 
of such vote. 

(k) Witnesses shall be afforded a reason- 
able period of time, as determined by the 
Committee or subcommittee, to prepare for 
an appearance before an investigative sub- 
committee or for an adjudicatory hearing 
and to obtain counsel. 

(1) Prior to their testimony, witnesses 
shall be furnished a printed copy of the Com- 
mittee’s Rules of Procedure and the provi- 
sions of the Rules of the House of Represent- 
atives applicable to the rights of witnesses. 

(m) Witnesses may be accompanied by 
their own counsel for the purpose of advising 
them concerning their constitutional rights. 
The Chair may punish breaches of order and 
decorum, and of professional responsibility 
on the part of counsel, by censure and exclu- 
sion from the hearings; and the Committee 
may cite the offender to the House of Rep- 
resentatives for contempt. 

(n) Each witness subpoenaed to provide 
testimony or other evidence shall be pro- 
vided the same per diem rate as established, 
authorized, and regulated by the Committee 
on House Administration for Members, offi- 
cers and employees of the House, and, as the 
Chair considers appropriate, actual expenses 
of travel to or from the place of examina- 
tion. No compensation shall be authorized 
for attorney’s fees or for a witness’ lost earn- 
ings. Such per diem may not be paid if a wit- 
ness had been summoned at the place of ex- 
amination. 

(o) With the approval of the Committee, a 
witness, upon request, may be provided with 
a transcript of the witness’ own deposition 
or other testimony taken in executive ses- 
sion, or, with the approval of the Chair and 
Ranking Minority Member, may be per- 
mitted to examine such transcript in the of- 
fice of the Committee. Any such request 
shall be in writing and shall include a state- 
ment that the witness, and counsel, agree to 
maintain the confidentiality of all executive 
session proceedings covered by such tran- 
script. 

RULE 27. FRIVOLOUS FILINGS 


If a complaint or information offered as a 
complaint is deemed frivolous by an affirma- 
tive vote of a majority of the members of the 
Committee, the Committee may take such 
action as it, by an affirmative vote of a ma- 


jority deems appropriate in the cir- 
cumstances. 
RULE 28. REFERRALS TO FEDERAL OR STATE 


AUTHORITIES 


Referrals made under clause 3(a)(3) of Rule 
XI of the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives may be made by an affirmative vote of 
two-thirds of the members of the Committee. 


EE 


PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE 
RULES 
RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND 
GOVERNMENT REFORM FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS 
Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to House 
Rule XI, the Committee on Oversight and 
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Government Reform adopted its rules for the 
113th Congress on January 22, 2013, and | 
submit them now for publication in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

RULE 1—APPLICATION OF RULES 

Except where the terms ‘‘full committee”’ 
and ‘‘subcommittee”’ are specifically referred 
to, the following rules shall apply to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform and its subcommittees as well as to 
the respective chairs and ranking minority 
members. 

RULE 2—MEETINGS 

The regular meetings of the full committee 
shall be held on the second Thursday of each 
month at 10 a.m., when the House is in ses- 
sion. The chairman is authorized to dispense 
with a regular meeting or to change the date 
thereof, and to call and convene additional 
meetings, when circumstances warrant. A 
special meeting of the committee may be re- 
quested by members of the committee pursu- 
ant to the provisions of House Rule XI, 
clause 2(c)(2). Subcommittees shall meet at 
the call of the subcommittee chairs. Every 
member of the committee, unless prevented 
by unusual circumstances, shall be provided 
with a memorandum at least three calendar 
days before each meeting or hearing explain- 
ing: (1) the purpose of the meeting or hear- 
ing; and (2) the names, titles, background 
and reasons for appearance of any witnesses. 
The ranking minority member shall be re- 
sponsible for providing the same information 
on witnesses whom the minority may re- 
quest. 

RULE 3—QUORUMS 

(a) A majority of the members of the com- 
mittee shall form a quorum, except that two 
members shall constitute a quorum for tak- 
ing testimony and receiving evidence, and 
one third of the members shall form a 
quorum for taking any action other than for 
which the presence of a majority of the com- 
mittee is otherwise required. If the chairman 
is not present at any meeting of the com- 
mittee or subcommittee, the ranking mem- 
ber of the majority party on the committee 
who is present shall preside at that meeting. 

(b) The chairman of the full committee 
may, at the request of a subcommittee chair, 
make a temporary assignment of any mem- 
ber of the full committee to such sub- 
committee for the purpose of constituting a 
quorum at and participating in any public 
hearing by such subcommittee to be held 
outside of Washington, DC. Members ap- 
pointed to such temporary positions shall 
not be voting members. The chairman shall 
give reasonable notice of such temporary as- 
signment to the ranking minority members 
of the committee. 

RULE 4—COMMITTEE REPORTS 

(a) Bills and resolutions approved by the 
full committee shall be reported by the 
chairman pursuant to House Rule XIII, 
clauses 2-4. 

(b) A proposed investigative or oversight 
report shall not be considered in the com- 
mittee unless the proposed report has been 
available to the members of the committee 
for at least three calendar days (excluding 
Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays, un- 
less the House is in session on such days) be- 
fore consideration of such proposed report in 
the committee. If hearings have been held on 
the matter reported upon, every reasonable 
effort shall be made to have such hearings 
printed and available to the members of the 
committee before the consideration of the 
proposed report in the committee. 

(c) Every investigative or oversight report 
shall be approved by a majority vote of the 
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committee at a meeting at which a quorum 
is present. If at the time of approval of such 
a report a member of the committee gives 
notice of intent to file supplemental, minor- 
ity, or additional views that member shall be 
entitled to file such views following House 
Rule XI, clause 2(1) and Rule XIII, clause 
3(a)(1). 

(d) Only those investigative or oversight 
reports approved by a majority vote of the 
committee may be ordered printed, unless 
otherwise required by the Rules of the House 
of Representatives. 

RULE 5—RECORD VOTES 

(a) A record vote of the members may be 
had upon the request of any member upon 
approval of a one-fifth vote of the members 
present. 

(b) Pursuant to House Rule XI, clause 
2(h)(4), the chairman is authorized to post- 
pone further proceedings when a record vote 
is ordered on the question of approving a 
measure or matter or on adopting an amend- 
ment and to resume proceedings on a post- 
poned question at any time after reasonable 
notice. When proceedings resume on a post- 
poned question, notwithstanding any inter- 
vening order for the previous question, an 
underlying proposition shall remain subject 
to further debate or amendment to the same 
extent as when the question was postponed. 
After consultation with the ranking minor- 
ity member, the chairman shall take reason- 
able steps to notify members on the resump- 
tion of proceedings on any postponed record 
vote. 

RULE 6—SUBCOMMITTEES; REFERRALS 

(a) There shall be five standing sub- 
committees with appropriate party ratios. 
The chairman shall assign members to the 
subcommittees. Minority party assignments 
shall be made only with the concurrence of 
the ranking minority member. The sub- 
committees shall have the following fixed ju- 
risdictions: 

(1) The Subcommittee on Federal Work- 
force, U.S. Postal Service and the Census— 
Legislative jurisdiction over the federal civil 
service, the U.S. Postal Service, and the Cen- 
sus Bureau; 

(2) The Subcommittee on Government Op- 
erations—Legislative jurisdiction over gov- 
ernment management and accounting meas- 
ures, the economy, efficiency, and manage- 
ment of government operations and activi- 
ties, procurement, federal property, public 
information, including the Freedom of Infor- 
mation Act and Federal Advisory Committee 
Act, federal records (including the National 
Archives and Records Administration and 
the Presidential Records Act) federal infor- 
mation technology and data standards, grant 
reform, the relationship between the federal 
government and states and municipalities, 
including unfunded mandates; 

(3) The Subcommittee on National Secu- 
rity—Oversight jurisdiction over national se- 


curity, homeland security, foreign oper- 
ations, immigration, emergency manage- 
ment, and criminal justice. The Sub- 


committee also has legislative jurisdiction 
over drug policy; 

(4) The Subcommittee on Economic 
Growth, Job Creation, and Regulatory Af- 
fairs—Oversight jurisdiction over regulatory 
affairs, impediments to economic growth and 
job creation, monetary policy, banking, in- 
frastructure, and tax policy. The Sub- 
committee also has legislative jurisdiction 
over federal paperwork reduction, data qual- 
ity, and the Office of Information and Regu- 
latory Affairs; and 

(5) The Subcommittee on Energy Policy, 
Health Care and Entitlements—Oversight ju- 
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risdiction over federal health care policy, 
food and drug safety, energy policy, solvency 
of federal entitlement programs. 

(b) Bills, resolutions, and other matters 
shall be expeditiously referred by the chair- 
man to subcommittees for consideration or 
investigation in accordance with their fixed 
jurisdictions. Where the subject matter of 
the referral involves the jurisdiction of more 
than one subcommittee or does not fall with- 
in any previously assigned jurisdiction, the 
chairman shall refer the matter as he may 
deem advisable. Bills, resolutions, and other 
matters referred to subcommittees may be 
re-referred or discharged by the chairman 
when, in his judgment, the subcommittee is 
not able to complete its work or cannot 
reach agreement therein. 

(c) The chairman and the ranking minority 
member of the full committee shall be ex 
officio members of all subcommittees. They 
are authorized to vote on subcommittee mat- 
ters; but, unless they are regular members of 
the subcommittee, they shall not be counted 
in determining a subcommittee quorum 
other than a quorum for taking testimony. 

RULE 7—SUBCOMMITTEE SCHEDULING 

(a) Each subcommittee is authorized to 
meet, hold hearings, receive testimony, 
mark up legislation, and report to the full 
committee on any measure or matter re- 
ferred to it. 

(b) No subcommittee may meet or hold a 
hearing at the same time as a meeting or 
hearing of the full committee. 

(c) The chair of each subcommittee shall 
set hearing and meeting dates only with the 
approval of the full committee chairman 
with a view toward assuring the availability 
of meeting rooms and avoiding simultaneous 
scheduling of committee meetings or hear- 
ings. 

(d) Hach subcommittee chair shall notify 
the chairman of any hearing plans at least 
two weeks before the date of commencement 
of the hearings, including the date, place, 
subject matter, and the names of witnesses, 
willing and unwilling, who would be called to 
testify, including, to the extent the chair is 
advised thereof, witnesses whom the minor- 
ity members may request. 

RULE 8—STAFF 

(a) Except as otherwise provided by House 
Rule X, clauses 6, 7 and 9, the chairman of 
the full committee shall have the authority 
to hire and discharge employees of the pro- 
fessional and clerical staff of the committee. 

(b) Except as otherwise provided by House 
Rule X, clauses 6, 7 and 9, the staff of the 
committee shall be subject to the direction 
of the chairman of the full committee and 
shall perform such duties as he or she may 
assign. 

RULE 9—HEARINGS 

(a) A committee member may question 
witnesses only when recognized by the chair- 
man for that purpose. In accordance with 
House Rule XI, clause 2(j)(2), the five-minute 
rule shall apply during the questioning of 
witnesses in a hearing. The chairman shall, 
so far as practicable, recognize alternately 
based on seniority of those majority and mi- 
nority members present at the time the 
hearing was called to order and others based 
on their arrival at the hearing. After that, 
additional time may be extended at the di- 
rection of the chairman. 

(b) The chairman, with the concurrence of 
the ranking minority member, or the com- 
mittee by motion, may permit an equal num- 
ber of majority and minority members to 
question a witness for a specified, total pe- 
riod that is equal for each side and not 
longer than thirty minutes for each side. 
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(c) The chairman, with the concurrence of 
the ranking minority member, or the com- 
mittee by motion, may permit committee 
staff of the majority and minority to ques- 
tion a witness for a specified, total period 
that is equal for each side and not longer 
than thirty minutes for each side. 

(d) Nothing in paragraph (b) or (c) affects 
the rights of a member (other than a member 
designated under paragraph (b)) to question 
a witness for 5 minutes in accordance with 
paragraph (a) after the questioning per- 
mitted under paragraph (b) or (c). In any ex- 
tended questioning permitted under para- 
graph (b) or (c), the chairman shall deter- 
mine how to allocate the time permitted for 
extended questioning by majority members 
or majority committee staff, and the rank- 
ing minority member shall determine how to 
allocate the time permitted for extended 
questioning by minority members or minor- 
ity committee staff The chairman or the 
ranking minority member, as applicable, 
may allocate the time for any extended ques- 
tioning permitted to staff under paragraph 
(c) to members. 

(e) Hearings shall be conducted according 
to the procedures in House Rule XI, clause 
2(k). All questions put to witnesses before 
the committee shall be relevant to the sub- 
ject matter before the Committee for consid- 
eration, and the chairman shall rule on the 
relevance of any questions put to the wit- 
nesses. 

(f) Witnesses appearing before the com- 
mittee shall so far as practicable, submit 
written statements at least 24 hours before 
their appearance. Witnesses appearing in a 
non-governmental capacity shall include a 
curriculum vitae and a disclosure of the 
amount and source (by agency and program) 
of each federal grant (or subgrant thereof) or 
contract (or subcontract thereof) received 
during the current fiscal year or either of 
the two previous fiscal years, by the witness 
or by an entity represented by the witness. 

(g) The chairman or any member des- 
ignated by the chairman may administer 
oaths to any witness before the committee. 
All witnesses appearing in hearings may be 
administered the following oath by the 
Chairman or his designee prior to receiving 
the testimony: ‘‘Do you solemnly swear or 
affirm that the testimony that you are about 
to give is the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God?”’. 
RULE 10—COMMITTEE RECORDS, OPEN MEETINGS, 

TRANSPARENCY 

(a) The committee staff shall maintain in 
the committee offices a complete record of 
committee actions from the current Con- 
gress including a record of the roll call votes 
taken at committee business meetings. The 
original records, or true copies thereof, as 
appropriate, shall be available for public in- 
spection whenever the committee offices are 
open for public business. The staff shall as- 
sure that such original records are preserved 
with no unauthorized alteration, additions, 
or defacement. 

(b) A stenographic record of all testimony 
shall be kept of public hearings and shall be 
made available on such conditions as the 
chairman may prescribe. 

(c) Meetings for the transaction of business 
and hearings of the committee shall be open 
to the public or closed in accordance with 
the Rules of the House of Representatives. 

(d) The chairman of the full committee 
shall maintain an official website on behalf 
of the committee for the purpose of fur- 
thering the committee’s legislative and over- 
sight responsibilities, including commu- 
nicating information about the Committee’s 
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activities to committee members and other 
members of the House. To the greatest ex- 
tent practicable, the chairman shall ensure 
that committee records are made available 
on the committee’s official website in appro- 
priate formats. 

(e) The ranking minority member of the 
full committee is authorized to maintain a 
similar official website on behalf of the com- 
mittee minority for the same purpose, in- 
cluding communicating information about 
the activities of the minority to committee 
members and other members of the House. 

RULE 11—AUDIO AND VISUAL COVERAGE OF 
COMMITTEE PROCEEDINGS 


(a) An open meeting or hearing of the com- 
mittee may be covered, in whole or in part, 
by television broadcast, radio broadcast, 
internet broadcast, and still photography, 
unless closed subject to the provisions of 
House Rules. Any such coverage shall con- 
form to the provisions of House Rule XI, 
clause 4. 

(b) Use of the Committee Broadcast Sys- 
tem shall be fair and nonpartisan, and in ac- 
cordance with House Rule XI, clause 4(b), 
and all other applicable rules of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. Members of 
the committee shall have prompt access to a 
copy of coverage by the Committee Broad- 
cast System, to the extent that such cov- 
erage is maintained. 

(c) Personnel providing coverage of an 
open meeting or hearing of the committee by 
internet broadcast, other than through the 
Committee Broadcast System shall be cur- 
rently accredited to the Radio and Tele- 
vision Correspondents’ Galleries. If the Com- 
mittee Broadcast System is not available, 
the chairman may, with the concurrence of 
the ranking minority member, direct staff to 
provide coverage in a manner that is fair and 
nonpartisan and in accordance with House 
Rule XI, clause 4. 

RULE 12—ADDITIONAL DUTIES OF CHAIRMAN 


The chairman of the full committee shall: 

(a) Make available to other committees 
the findings and recommendations resulting 
from the investigations of the committee as 
required by House Rule X, clause 4(c)(2); 

(b) Direct such review and studies on the 
impact or probable impact of tax policies af- 
fecting subjects within the committee’s ju- 
risdiction as required by House Rule X, 
clause 2(c); 

(c) Submit to the Committee on the Budg- 
et views and estimates required by House 
Rule X, clause 4(f), and to file reports with 
the House as required by the Congressional 
Budget Act; 

(d) Authorize and issue subpoenas as pro- 
vided in House Rule XI, clause 2(m), in the 
conduct of any investigation or activity or 
series of investigations or activities within 
the jurisdiction of the Committee; 

(e) Prepare, after consultation with the 
ranking minority member, a budget for the 
Committee; 

(f) Make any necessary technical and con- 
forming changes to legislation reported by 
the committee upon unanimous consent; and 

(g) Offer motions under clause 1 of Rule 
XXII of the Rules of the House (motion to re- 
quest or agree to a conference) whenever the 
chairman considers it appropriate. 

RULE 183—CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

(a) The determination of the subject mat- 
ter of commemorative stamps and new semi- 
postal issues is properly for consideration by 
the Postmaster General and the committee 
will not give consideration to legislative pro- 
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posals specifying the subject matter of com- 
memorative stamps and new semi-postal 
issues. It is suggested that recommendations 
for the subject matter of stamps be sub- 
mitted to the Postmaster General. 

(b) The consideration of bills designating 
facilities of the United States Postal Service 
shall be conducted so as to minimize the 
time spent on such matters by the com- 
mittee and the House of Representatives. 

(c) The Chairman shall not request to have 
scheduled any resolution for consideration 
under suspension of the Rules, which ex- 
presses appreciation, commends, congratu- 
lates, celebrates, recognizes the accomplish- 
ments of, or celebrates the anniversary of an 
entity, event, group, individual, institution, 
team or government program; or acknowl- 
edges or recognizes a period of time for such 
purposes. 


RULE 14—-PANELS AND TASK FORCES 


(a) The chairman of the full committee is 
authorized to appoint panels or task forces 
to carry out the duties and functions of the 
committee. 

(b) The chairman and ranking minority 
member of the full committee may serve as 
ex-officio members of each panel or task 
force. 

(c) The chairman of any panel or task force 
shall be appointed by the chairman of the 
full committee. The ranking minority mem- 
ber of the full committee shall select a rank- 
ing minority member for each panel or task 
force. 

(d) The House and committee rules appli- 
cable to subcommittee meetings, hearings, 
recommendations, and reports shall apply to 
the meetings, hearings, recommendations, 
and reports of panels and task forces. 

(e) No panel or task force so appointed 
shall continue in existence for more than six 
months. A panel or task force so appointed 
may, upon the expiration of six months, be 
reappointed by the chairman. 


RULE 15—DEPOSITION AUTHORITY 


(a) The chairman of the full committee, 
upon consultation with the ranking minority 
member of the full committee, may order 
the taking of depositions, under oath and 
pursuant to notice or subpoena. 

(b) Notices for the taking of depositions 
shall specify the date, time, and place of ex- 
amination (if other than within the com- 
mittee offices). Depositions shall be taken 
under oath administered by a member or a 
person otherwise authorized to administer 
oaths. 

(c) Consultation with the ranking minority 
member shall include three business days no- 
tice before any deposition is taken. All mem- 
bers shall also receive three business days 
notice that a deposition has been scheduled. 

(d) Witnesses may be accompanied at a 
deposition by counsel to advise them of their 
rights. No one may be present at depositions 
except members, committee staff designated 
by the chairman or ranking minority mem- 
ber of the full committee, an official re- 
porter, the witness, and the witness’s coun- 
sel. Observers or counsel for other persons, 
or for agencies under investigation, may not 
attend. 

(e) At least one member of the committee 
shall be present at each deposition taken by 
the committee, unless the witness to be de- 
posed agrees in writing to waive this require- 
ment. 

(f) A deposition shall be conducted by any 
member or staff attorney designated by the 
chairman or ranking minority member. 
When depositions are conducted by com- 
mittee staff attorneys, there shall be no 


1130 


more than two committee staff attorneys 
permitted to question a witness per round. 
One of the committee staff attorneys shall 
be designated by the chairman and the other 
by the ranking minority member. Other 
committee staff members designated by the 
chairman or ranking minority member may 
attend, but may not pose questions to the 
witness. 

(g) Questions in the deposition shall be 
propounded in rounds, alternating between 
the majority and minority. A single round 
shall not exceed 60 minutes per side, unless 
the members or staff attorneys conducting 
the deposition agree to a different length of 
questioning. In each round, a member or 
committee staff attorney designated by the 
chairman shall ask questions first, and the 
member or committee staff attorney des- 
ignated by the ranking minority member 
shall ask questions second. 

(h) Any objection made during a deposition 
must be stated concisely and in a non-argu- 
mentative and non-suggestive manner. The 
witness may refuse to answer a question 
only to preserve a privilege. When the wit- 
ness has objected and refused to answer a 
question to preserve a privilege, the full 
committee chairman may rule on any such 
objection after the deposition has adjourned. 
If the chairman overrules any such objection 
and thereby orders a witness to answer any 
question to which a privilege objection was 
lodged, such ruling shall be filed with the 
clerk of the committee and shall be provided 
to the members and the witness no less than 
three days before the reconvened deposition. 
If a member of the committee appeals in 
writing the ruling of the chairman, the ap- 
peal shall be preserved for committee consid- 
eration. A deponent who refuses to answer a 
question after being directed to answer by 
the chairman in writing may be subject to 
sanction, except that no sanctions may be 
imposed if the ruling of the chairman is re- 
versed on appeal. 

(i) Committee staff shall ensure that the 
testimony is either transcribed or electroni- 
cally recorded or both. If a witness’s testi- 
mony is transcribed, the witness or the 
witness’s counsel shall be afforded an oppor- 
tunity to review a copy. No later than five 
days thereafter, the witness may submit sug- 
gested changes to the chairman. Committee 
staff may make any typographical and tech- 
nical changes. Substantive changes, modi- 
fications, clarifications, or amendments to 
the deposition transcript submitted by the 
witness must be accompanied by a letter 
signed by the witness requesting the changes 
and a statement of the witness’s reasons for 
each proposed change. Any substantive 
changes, modifications, clarifications, or 
amendments shall be included as an appen- 
dix to the transcript conditioned upon the 
witness signing the transcript. 

(j) The individual administering the oath, 
if other than a member, shall certify on the 
transcript that the witness was duly sworn. 
The transcriber shall certify that the tran- 
script is a true record of the testimony, and 
the transcript shall be filed, together with 
any electronic recording, with the clerk of 
the Committee in Washington, DC. Deposi- 
tions shall be considered to have been taken 
in Washington, DC, as well as the location 
actually taken once filed there with the 
clerk of the Committee for the Committee’s 
use. The chairman and the ranking minority 
member of the full committee shall be pro- 
vided with a copy of the transcripts of the 
deposition at the same time. 

(k) The chairman and ranking minority 
member of the full committee shall consult 
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regarding the release of depositions. If either 
objects in writing to a proposed release of a 
deposition or a portion thereof, the matter 
shall be promptly referred to the full com- 
mittee for resolution. 

(1) A witness shall not be required to tes- 
tify unless the witness has been provided 
with a copy of the committee’s rules. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the House stands adjourned 
until noon on Tuesday, February 12, 
2018, for morning-hour debate. 

There was no objection. 

Thereupon (at 11 o’clock and 4 min- 
utes a.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 12, 2018, at noon. 


— 


RULES AND REPORTS SUBMITTED 
PURSUANT TO THE CONGRES- 
SIONAL REVIEW ACT 


Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(d), executive 
communications [final rules] sub- 
mitted to the House pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1) during the period of 
July 23, 2012, through January 3, 2013, 
shall be treated as though received on 
February 8, 2018. Original dates of 
transmittal, numberings, and referrals 
to committee of those executive com- 
munications remain as indicated in the 
Executive Communication section of 
the relevant CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


ee 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


237. A letter from the Attorney, Legal Di- 
vision, Bureau of Consumer Financial Pro- 
tection, transmitting the Bureau’s final rule 
— Escrow Requirements Under the Truth in 
Lending Act (Regulation Z) [Docket No.: 
CFPB-2013-0001] (RIN: 3170-AA16) received 
January 22, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

238. A letter from the Deputy Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Big Skate in the Central 
Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska 
[Docket No.: 111207737-2141-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XC405) received January 22, 2018, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

239. A letter from the Deputy Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Commer- 
cial Quota Harvested for the State of New 
Jersey [Docket No.: 111220786-1781-01] (RIN: 
0648-XC404) received January 22, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

240. A letter from the Deputy Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
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rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries [Docket No.: 
120306154-2241-02] (RIN: 0648-XC382) received 
January 22. 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

241. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; Elec- 
tronic Dealer Reporting Requirements; Cor- 
rection [Docket No.: 110208116-2233-02] (RIN: 
0648-BA75) received January 22, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

242. A letter from the Acting Deputy Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration, transmitting the Administration’s 
final rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf 
of Mexico, and South Atlantic; 2012 Commer- 
cial Accountability Measure and Closure for 
Atlantic Wahoo [Docket No.: 100812345-2142- 
03] (RIN: 0648-XC381) received January 22, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

243. A letter from the Acting Assistant Ad- 
ministrator for Fisheries, NMFS, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
transmitting the Administration’s final rule 
— Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, 
and South Atlantic; Generic Annual Catch 
Limits/Accountability Measures Amendment 
for the Gulf of Mexico; Correction [Docket 
No.: 100217097-2404-03] (RIN: 0648-AY22) re- 
ceived January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

244. A letter from the Acting Deputy Direc- 
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration, transmitting the Administration’s 
final rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern 
United States; Summer Flounder Fishery; 
Commercial Quota Available for the State of 
New York To Reopen Fishery [Docket No.: 
111220786-1781-01] (RIN: 0648-XC391) received 
January 22, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

245. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; 2013 At- 
lantic Shark Commercial Fishing [Docket 
No.: 120706221-2705-02] (RIN: 0648-XC106) re- 
ceived January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

246. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Fisheries of the Northeastern United States; 
Summer Flounder, Scup, and Black Sea Bass 
Fisheries; 2012 Summer Flounder, Scup, and 
Black Sea Bass Specifications; Correction 
[Docket No.: 111220786-2728-03] (RIN: 0648- 
XA795) received January 22, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 


a 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him- 
self, Ms. MENG, and Mr. KING of New 
York): 
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H.R. 592. A bill to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act to clarify that houses of wor- 
ship are eligible for certain disaster relief 
and emergency assistance on terms equal to 
other eligible private nonprofit facilities, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. MCKEON (for himself, Mrs. 
HARTZLER, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, 
Mr. HUNTER, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mrs. 
WALORSKI, Mr. WILSON of South Caro- 
lina, Mr. RIGELL, Mr. JONES, Mr. CON- 
AWAY, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
TURNER, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Mrs. NOEM, Mr. AUSTIN 
Scott of Georgia, Mr. HECK of Ne- 
vada, Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. SALMON, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. COFFMAN, 
Mr. SHUSTER, and Mr. KLINE): 

H.R. 593. A bill to amend the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 to modify the discretionary spending 
limits to take into account savings resulting 
from the reduction in the number of Federal 
employees; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform, and in addition to 
the Committees on the Budget, House Ad- 
ministration, and Appropriations, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BURGESS (for himself and Mr. 
ENGEL): 

H.R. 594. A bill to reauthorize and extend 
the Paul D. Wellstone Muscular Dystrophy 
Community Assistance, Research, and Edu- 
cation Amendments of 2008; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTTERFIELD (for himself, 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, 
Mr. Lewis, Mr. WATT, Mr. AL GREEN 
of Texas, Ms. BASS, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. JONES, Mr. MCINTYRE, 
Mr. MEEKS, Ms. LEE of California, 
Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. HASTINGS 
of Florida, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. 
RUSH, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Ms. 
WILSON of Florida): 

H.R. 595. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide equity for tuition 
and fees for individuals entitled to edu- 
cational assistance under the Post-9/11 Edu- 
cational Assistance Program of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs who are pursuing 
programs of education at institutions of 
higher learning, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. GOSAR (for himself, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Mr. HECK of 
Nevada, Mr. PoLis, Mr. TIPTON, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. Costa, 
Mr. DENHAM, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
AMODEI, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. SIMPSON, 
Mr. BEN Ray LUJÁN of New Mexico, 
Mr. SCHWEIKERT, and Mrs. KIRK- 
PATRICK): 

H.R. 596. A bill to promote the develop- 
ment of renewable energy on public lands, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources, and in addition to the 
Committee on Agriculture, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself and Mr. 
HONDA): 
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H.R. 597. A bill to establish a commission 
to study how Federal laws and policies affect 
United States citizens living in foreign coun- 
tries; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committees on Financial Services, Ways and 
Means, the Judiciary, House Administration, 
Energy and Commerce, and Education and 
the Workforce, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 

H.R. 598. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to give members of the United 
States Capitol Police the option to delay 
mandatory retirement until age 60; to the 
Committee on House Administration, and in 
addition to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. HOLT, 
Mr. HONDA, Ms. LEE of California, Ms. 
McCoLLuM, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, 
Mr. RANGEL, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
FARR, and Mr. ELLISON): 

H.R. 599. A bill to prohibit the transfer of 
defense articles and defense services to the 
governments of foreign countries that are 
engaging in gross violations of internation- 
ally recognized human rights, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HIGGINS (for himself, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Mr. DINGELL, Ms. MOORE, and Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio): 

H.R. 600. A bill to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to provide assistance 
for nutrient removal technologies to States 
in the Great Lakes System; to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself and Mr. 
BLUMENAUER): 

H.R. 601. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to establish an annual produc- 
tion incentive fee with respect to Federal on- 
shore and offshore lands that are subject to 
a lease for production of oil or natural gas 
under which production is not occurring, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 602. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to clarify the conditions under 
which certain persons may be treated as ad- 
judicated mentally incompetent for certain 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 603. A bill to amend the District of Co- 
lumbia Home Rule Act to establish the Of- 
fice of the District Attorney for the District 
of Columbia, headed by a locally elected and 
independent District Attorney, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Ms. PINGREE of Maine: 

H.R. 604. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for the eligibility 
under the Post-9/11 Educational Assistance 
Program of certain individuals with service- 
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connected disabilities who transfer to re- 
serve components before discharge from the 
Armed Forces; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. POSEY: 

H.R. 605. A bill to exclude insurance com- 
panies from the Federal Depository Insur- 
ance Corporation’s ‘‘orderly liquidation au- 
thority”; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Ms. MENG, 
Mr. NADLER, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. HANNA, 
Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. COLLINS of New 
York, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 
OWENS, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. MAFFEI, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Ms. CLARKE, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. MEEKS, 
Mr. KING of New York, Mr. HIGGINS, 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. RANGEL, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. 
JEFFRIES, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. 
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALO- 
NEY of New York, and Mrs. MCCAR- 
THY of New York): 

H.R. 606. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
815 County Road 23 in Tyrone, New York, as 
the ‘‘Specialist Christopher Scott Post Office 
Building”; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mr. THORNBERRY: 

H.R. 607. A bill to delay until 2016 provi- 
sions of the Patient Protection and Afford- 
able Care Act scheduled to take effect in 2014 
or 2015 and to delay the application of se- 
questration until 2014; to the Committee on 
the Budget, and in addition to the Commit- 
tees on Education and the Workforce, Ways 
and Means, the Judiciary, Natural Re- 
sources, Rules, Appropriations, House Ad- 
ministration, and Energy and Commerce, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 


ES 


PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD introduced a bill 
(H.R. 608) for the relief of Maria Eva Duran, 
Jessica Duran Cortes, Daniel Ivan Duran 
Cortes, and Jose Antonio Duran Cortes; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


Ee 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 

H.R. 592. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

article 1, section 8 of the Constitution 

By Mr. McKEON: 

H.R. 593. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress ‘‘to pro- 
vide for the common Defence”, ‘‘to raise and 
support Armies’’, ‘‘to provide and maintain a 
Navy” and “to make Rules for the Govern- 
ment and Regulation of the land and naval 
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Forces” as enumerated in Article I, section 8 
of the United States Constitution. 
By Mr. BURGESS: 

H.R. 594. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority in which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to reg- 
ulate Commerce, as enumerated by Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 3 of the United States Con- 
stitution. In addition, clause 7 of Section 9 of 
Article I of the Constitution, provides Con- 
gress the authority to control the expendi- 
tures of the federal government via appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. BUTTERFIELD: 

H.R. 595. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the 
Constitution, Congress has the power to col- 
lect taxes and expend funds to provide for 
the general welfare of the United States. 
Congress may also make laws that are nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
their powers enumerated under Article I. 

By Mr. GOSAR: 

H.R. 596. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill addresses management of federal 
land. Accordingly, we turn to the following 
constitutional authority: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2. 

The Congress shall have Power to dispose 
of and make all needful Rules and Regula- 
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop- 
erty belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State. 

Currently, the federal government pos- 
sesses approximately 1.8 billion acres of 
land. The U.S. Constitution specifically ad- 
dresses the relationship of the federal gov- 
ernment to lands. Article IV, §3, Clause 2— 
the Property Clause—gives Congress plenary 
power and full authority over federal prop- 
erty. The U.S. Supreme Court has described 
Congress’s power to legislate under this 
Clause as ‘‘without limitation.” This bill 
falls squarely within the express Constitu- 
tional power set forth in the Property 
Clause. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 597. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

The Congress shall have Power To 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore- 
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
the Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 

H.R. 598. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Sec.5, Clause 2: “Each House may 
determine the Rules of its Proceedings...” 

By Mr. GRIJALVA: 

H.R. 599. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

U.S. Const. art. I, §§1 and 8. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: 

H.R. 600. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 

H.R. 601. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 

H.R. 602. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of The Constitution of 
the United States 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 603. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

clause 17 of section 8 of article I of the 
Constitution. 

By Ms. PINGREE of Maine: 

H.R. 604. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution 

By Mr. POSEY: 

H.R. 605. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. REED: 

H.R. 606. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to estab- 
lish Post Offices and post roads, as enumer- 
ated in Article I, Section 8, Clause 7 of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. THORNBERRY: 

H.R. 607. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1, 12, 18, 14, 
and 18. 

Congress has the responsibility to raise, 
arm, and support Armies and maintain a 
Navy. Congress has the power to make all 
Law which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution these responsibil- 
ities. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD: 

H.R. 608. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 


EE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 


H.R. 32: Mr. SALMON, Mr. BUCSHON, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. BISHOP 
of Georgia, Mr. VARGAS, and Mrs. BLACK. 

H.R. 147: Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. WHIT- 
FIELD, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. HULTGREN, and 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 

H.R. 164: Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. PASTOR of Ari- 
zona, and Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 

H.R. 181: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia. 

H.R. 199: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 201: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 220: Mr. COLE. 

H.R. 239: Mr. RADEL and Mr. BENTIVOLIO. 

H.R. 258: Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mr. PASTOR of 
Arizona. 

H.R. 273: Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
PITTENGER, and Mr. MULVANEY. 

H.R. 292: Ms. CHU. 

H.R. 309: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan and 
Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 311: Mr. DAINES. 

H.R. 317: Mr. RIGELL. 

H.R. 322: Mr. KINGSTON. 

H.R. 324: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN and Ms. JACK- 
SON LEE. 

H.R. 351: Mr. AMASH, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, 
and Mr. McINTYRE. 

H.R. 367: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. KING- 
STON, and Mr. ROTHFUS. 

H.R. 377: Mr. SIRES and Mr. SEAN PATRICK 
MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 416: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. 
GARRETT, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. 
BURGESS, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. NUGENT, and 
Mr. BILIRAKIS. 

H.R. 419: Mr. 

H.R. 485: Mr. 

H.R. 498: Mr. 

H.R. 503: Mr. 

H.R. 515: Ms. 
and Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 548: Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. 

H.R. 568: Mr. ISSA. 

H.R. 582: Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. MILLER of 
Florida, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. MULLIN, and 
Mr. CRENSHAW. 

H. Res. 30: Mr. RUNYAN, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, 
Ms. KUSTER, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. WALZ, Mr. LARSON of Con- 
necticut, Mr. TONKO, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. MAR- 
KEY, and Mr. HONDA. 

H. Res. 35: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H. Res. 41: Mr. RANGEL and Mr. CAPUANO. 

H. Res. 50: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 

H. Res. 59: Mr. COHEN, Mr. MEEKS, and Mr. 
CARSON of Indiana. 


Mr. 


CHABOT and Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
STIVERS and Mr. VALADAO. 
FITZPATRICK and Ms. BASS. 
BARR. 

Bass, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


TRIBUTE TO MR. RICHARD R. 
BUERY, JR. 


HON. JOSE E. SERRANO 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 8, 2013 


Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, as the Nation 
commemorates the 150th anniversary of the 
Emancipation Proclamation, and observes the 
50th anniversary of the March on Washington, 
| rise today to honor Mr. Richard R. Buery, Jr. 
The son of a retired New York City public 
school teacher and a retired lab manager, 
Richard was born and raised in the East New 
York section of Brooklyn, where he knew early 
on he wanted to level the playing field for the 
young men and women he played with grow- 
ing up. 

As a freshman at Harvard University, he 
began to volunteer at an after-school program 
at a nearby public housing complex at 
Roxbury, Massachusetts. It was here during 
this summer experience where Richard began 
to see the opportunity and need to develop 
quality youth programming for underserved 
communities. After attending and graduating 
from Yale Law School, Richard worked as a 
staff attorney at the Brennan Center for Jus- 
tice, and later became a law clerk to Judge 
John M. Walker, Jr. of the Federal Court of 
Appeals in New York City. Even with his suc- 
cess as an attorney he still felt the need to 
serve young people in underserved commu- 
nities remained. 

Displeased with what was being offered as 
youth programming in East New York, in 
2002, he co-founded and served as the Exec- 
utive Director of Groundwork, Inc. His mission 
for the organization was clear, he wanted it to 
respectfully serve and support the young peo- 
ple in East New York in the manner that he 
believed his friends needed to have been sup- 
ported when he was growing up. Under his 
leadership Groundwork grew to become a 
comprehensive youth development organiza- 
tion that served more than 3,000 youths and 
whose annual budget grew from $1 million to 
$6 million dollars. 

His success in the youth development world 
led to the Children’s Aid Society selecting 
Buery in October 2009 as its tenth President 
and Chief Executive Officer. He is the first Af- 
rican American to lead the venerable New 
York charitable organization, whose mission is 
help children in poverty succeed and thrive. 
As the President and CEO, Mr. Buery has 
used his prior experience at Groundwork to 
enhance the development of the Children’s 
Aid Society’s Bronx flagship program—the 
Next Generation Center. Located in the 15th 
Congressional District the Next Generation 
Center is a community-based service and 
youth development program geared to provide 
the necessary social support mechanisms 
young men and women need to transition 


safely to adulthood. Many of the participants 
are Bronx at-risk youth who have aged out of 
the foster care system. 

The young men and women of the Bronx 
who participate in the programming provided 
at the Next Generation Center know they have 
an ally in Richard R. Buery, Jr. They know he 
will not quit on them, label them or turn them 
away. 

Mr. Speaker, it fills me with hope as | reflect 
on Mr. Buery’s service to the residents of New 
York City and to the constituents of the 15th 
Congressional District, that we have an enor- 
mously talented leader whose commitment to 
changing the lives of those young men and 
women has no boundaries. | ask you and my 
colleagues to join me in recognizing the past, 
present and future accomplishments of Mr. 
Richard R. Buery, Jr. 


eS 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF RITA EIKA JONES 


HON. JEFF MILLER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 8, 2013 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the life and service of 
Northwest Florida’s beloved Rita Eika Jones, 
who passed away on February 1, 2013. 
Throughout her long and distinguished career 
in education and civil service, Rita Eika Jones 
served as a mentor and an inspiration to 
countless individuals throughout Northwest 
Florida. The loss of a great woman and unpar- 
alleled public servant is felt not only here at 
home, but across the state of Florida. 

Ms. Jones was a lifelong resident of the 
Panhandle and began her commitment to the 
Lord at twelve years of age, receiving con- 
firmation at St. Cyprian’s Episcopal Church. 
Ms. Jones inherently understood that edu- 
cation is the key to success and she spent the 
majority of her professional career passing her 
knowledge on to her students. An alumnus of 
Booker T. Washington High School’s class of 
1948, Ms. Jones furthered her education by 
obtaining a mathematics education degree at 
Bethune-Cookman University. With a passion 
for learning and a thirst for knowledge, she 
continued to develop her edification by attain- 
ing advanced degrees from a myriad of uni- 
versities. She earned a graduate degree from 
Northwestern University and Harvard Univer- 
sity, as well as a doctorate degree from Flor- 
ida State University in design and manage- 
ment of elementary and secondary schools. 
While completing the course work for her doc- 
torate degree, Ms. Jones studied administra- 
tion and supervision at Florida A&M Univer- 
sity, community school research and small 
business at the University of West Florida, fi- 
nance at Clyde Gore Real Estate School, and 
mathematics and computer technology at 
Case Institute of Technology. 


Ms. Jones’ fervor for teaching and bettering 
the lives of others led her to Escambia County 
School District, where she served with unwav- 
ering dedication as an educator, principal and 
supervisor for forty-one years, and as a Pen- 
sacola City Councilwoman for two terms. De- 
voting herself wholeheartedly to her profes- 
sion, she played an active role in improving 
the school district through staff development, 
student recognition and achievement, needs 
assessment, annual report planning and writ- 
ing and several other key areas. 


Northwest Florida, the Escambia County 
School District, and the many students whose 
lives were touched by Ms. Jones, mourn the 
loss of a kind and devoted woman. Her con- 
tributions and service to the community and 
this great Nation will forever be remembered. 


Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, | am privileged to honor the exem- 
plary life of Ms. Rita Eika Jones. My wife Vicki 
and | offer our prayers to her entire family and 
friends. She will be truly missed by all. 


ee 


PRESERVING 6-DAY DELIVERY 


HON. MICHAEL G. GRIMM 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 8, 2013 


Mr. GRIMM. Mr. Speaker, many Americans 
rely on six day mail delivery for essential serv- 
ices. Adjusting this system by even one day 
could prove to be a problematic change, espe- 
cially for small businesses looking to advertise 
or engage in commerce through first-class 
mail. 


While | realize the United States Postal 
Service is facing tremendous financial bur- 
dens, taking away a staple of our Nation’s 
most affordable delivery system is a bad busi- 
ness choice. | have been an advocate for pre- 
serving six day delivery, cosponsoring H. Res. 
30 which expresses the sense of the House of 
Representatives that the USPS should take all 
appropriate measures to ensure continuation 
of 6-day mail delivery service. 


Further, this course of action will result in 
the loss of jobs for the tremendously hard 
workers of the Postal Service. | have had the 
unique experience of working side by side with 
a Letter Carrier and have seen firsthand just 
how demanding their job can be. Given the 
economic situation and significant job losses 
our country is already facing, 5-day delivery is 
a step in the wrong direction. 

| will continue to work with my colleagues in 


Congress to ensure we preserve 6-day deliv- 
ery and strengthen the Postal Service. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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A TRIBUTE TO MR. JOHN WILMA 


HON. ERIC SWALWELL 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 8, 2013 


Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to pay tribute to the life of Mr. 
John Wilma of Hayward, California, who 
passed away on January 25th. John was 
known as a tremendous family man, a busi- 
ness and community leader, and was a friend 
to countless individuals that he touched 
through his service to the people of the East 


Bay. 
John was an active member of our commu- 
nity, serving in several local community 


groups. He was a proud member of the Hay- 
ward Rotary Club for 32 years and served as 
its president from 2002-2003. In 2005, John 
was honored as Outstanding Hayward Rotar- 
ian of the Year. John also was a member of 
the boards of the Hayward Chamber of Com- 
merce, the Alameda County Fair, and the 
Rowell Ranch Rodeo Association. 

John operated his small business in Hay- 
ward, alongside his beloved wife Robin, since 
1976. He always was willing to donate his pro- 
fessional time to many, including the motor- 
cycle units of the Hayward Police Department 
and the Alameda County Sheriff's Office. For 
his outstanding business practices, John was 
honored with the Hayward Chamber of Com- 
merce’s Inaugural Businessperson of the Year 
Award in 1989. 

John always lived his life by the Rotary 
International motto of “Service Above Self.” A 
few years ago, John and his family helped 
start The Dictionary Project, wherein local Ro- 
tarians would visit each third grade classroom 
in Hayward and provide these students with a 
dictionary to assist them with learning, read- 
ing, and academic advancement. This is but 
one example of John’s dedicated service 
through which he touched and improved the 
lives of so many of those around him. 

John is survived by his wife of 43 years 
Robin Wilma, daughter Lieutenant Colonel 
Alisa R. Wilma, brother Charles Wilma, sister- 
in-law Cindy Wheeler, and brother-in-law 
Christopher de St. Croix. | am honored to be 
paying tribute to John today. His tireless ef- 
forts and generosity in service to the East Bay 
community will be missed. 


ee 


IN REMEMBRANCE OF WILLIAM 
“BILL” SHERMAN WEEKS 


HON. KEVIN BRADY 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 8, 2013 


Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in honor of a real American hero and 
proud resident of the Eighth District of Texas, 
William “Bill? Sherman Weeks, who was laid 
to rest in the Houston National Cemetery this 
week. 

It was very fitting that so many from our 
community joined Mr. Week’s friends and fam- 
ily to honor this amazing man who offered 
over thirty years of service in defense of this 
nation. 
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As someone who was playing American Le- 
gion baseball and going on Boy Scout 
campouts at age 14, | can’t help but be 
amazed by Bill Weeks, who at 14 donned this 
nation’s uniform to serve in World War Il. 

Bill Week’s service didn’t end with the War 
to End all Wars; he went on to serve in the 
Korean War and two tours in Vietnam. His 
military service has been honored with over 22 
ribbons and medals including the Bronze Star 
with Valor, the Korean Campaign Medal, the 
Vietnam Campaign Medal and the Vietnamese 
Honor Medal presented by the Vietnamese 
government. On top of all of that, he was also 
awarded a Purple Heart. 

Mr. Weeks retired from the Air Force in 
1974 as Chief Master Sergeant, and settled in 
Shenandoah where this devoted family man 
enjoyed his retirement, especially his time with 
his grandchildren and great grandchildren. 

In an interview with one of our local news- 
papers, the Conroe Courier, Mrs. Weeks de- 
scribed her husband of 20 years as “. . . very 
modest and reserved, not only about himself 
but also about his time spent serving his coun- 
try.” 

“As I’m going through things, I’m sure PII 
still find stuff that | didn’t know he did,” said 
Mrs. Weeks. 

That, my friends, is what’s right about Amer- 
ica. Bill Weeks was the best of Americans be- 
cause he showed us what makes a hero with 
his actions and those actions spoke more than 
any words ever could. 

Americans love their nation and the free- 
doms we cherish. Some, like Bill Weeks, loved 
this nation enough to lend this nation the best 
years of their lives. A hero isn’t someone who 
wins a battle, but who serves others. Mr. 
Weeks was a great American and a hero. 

Our nation is forever in his debt as we are 
to the millions of Americans who volunteer 
their service to our nation. We pray God’s 
comfort for this family and honor the memory 
of this Airman, husband, father, grandfather 
and great-grandfather who has left such an 
amazing legacy. 


——— 


TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE 
HELEN DIANE FOSTER 


HON. JOSE E. SERRANO 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 8, 2013 


Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, since Dr. Car- 
ter G. Woodson first initiated the idea of Black 
History Month in 1926, Americans have cele- 
brated the contributions of African-Americans 
to our country’s great history. Their contribu- 
tions know no boundaries and can be felt in 
literature, arts, sciences, politics and every 
other facet of American life. 

As the Representative of the Fifteenth Con- 
gressional District of New York, | have had the 
opportunity and pleasure to know and work 
with New York City Councilmember Helen 
Diane Foster. 

Standing on the shoulders of the brave Afri- 
can American women who fought so hard for 
their rights, Councilmember Foster is a bea- 
con of inspiration and role model for women of 
all races. She was born in the Bronx and is 
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the second child of educator Helen Foster and 
former Councilmember Pastor Wendell Foster. 
At a very young age she was taught the im- 
portance of hard work, civility and public serv- 
ice. 

Before running for office, Councilmember 
Foster attended and graduated from Howard 
University and the CUNY School of Law. She 
worked as the Assistant District Attorney in the 
Manhattan District Attorney’s Office, served as 
Assistant Vice President for Legal Affairs at 
St. Barnabas Hospital. She also happens to 
be a proud member of the nation’s oldest 
Black sorority, Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, 
Inc. In November 2001, Councilmember Fos- 
ter was the first African-American woman 
elected to the New York City Council from 
Bronx County. Throughout her tenure as a 
member of the New York City Council, she 
has become well-known for her strong work 
ethic, no nonsense stances on local issues 
and robust legislative agenda. 

It is leaders like Councilmember Foster who 
are today’s inspiration for future generations of 
African American women. We honor her, 
along with all of the courageous African Amer- 
ican women, past and present, for their cour- 
age and tenacity to help create better commu- 
nities and a better nation. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that you and my col- 
leagues join me in remembering the many 
strong African American women who have 
shown us what equality is and how as Ameri- 
cans we all must come together to fight for 
equality of all races and genders. Today we 
honor a woman who stands amongst them. 
Join me in paying tribute to New York City 
Councilmember Helen Diane Foster and the 
great African American women who have 
come before and currently stand beside her. 


Ee 


150TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE OF- 
FICE OF THE COMPTROLLER OF 
THE CURRENCY 


HON. SPENCER BACHUS 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 8, 2013 


Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of the 150th anniversary of the Of- 
fice of the Comptroller of the Currency. The 
OCC is the oldest regulatory agency in the 
federal government. 

President Abraham Lincoln signed into law 
the National Currency Act on February 25, 
1863. The National Currency Act created a 
new system of locally owned, federally-char- 
tered and -supervised financial institutions and 
a new position in the Treasury Department, 
the Comptroller of the Currency, to oversee 
their safety and soundness. 

The National Currency Act became law dur- 
ing the Civil War, which by 1863 had already 
proven far more costly in blood and treasure 
than anyone had imagined at the war’s outset. 
Because the act required newly chartered 
banks to purchase U.S. government bonds to 
secure their obligations, it brought millions of 
dollars to the Treasury, helping to ensure that 
the troops and those who furnished their food 
and equipment would not go unpaid. 

But for Lincoln, Treasury Secretary Salmon 
P. Chase, and their allies in Congress, the 
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system ushered in by the National Currency 
Act was also the fulfillment of a dream to truly 
unite the country into a vast national market in 
which a reliable money supply flowed freely 
from state to state and region to region, stimu- 
lating commerce, communication, and a sense 
of mutual engagement in the enterprise of 
growth and prosperity for all. 

For the past 150 years, the Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency has aided in ad- 
vancing the great American enterprise. Over 
that long period, national bank examiners and 
those who support their work have exemplified 
professionalism and integrity. 

With skill, steadiness, and good judgment, 
the men and women of the OCC have helped 
steer the nation’s banking system through cri- 
sis. During the Great Depression, OCC exam- 
iners worked day and night to reorganize 
banks and reopen them to the public. The 
banking system went on to play a major part 
in financing the American war effort between 
1941 and 1945, and the rebuilding of the war- 
torn world thereafter. During the financial crisis 
of 2008 and 2009, the OCC helped shore up 
the banking system and its recovery, so that 
banks could resume the vital functions they 
perform in support of America’s businesses 
and communities. 

Since 2011, the OCC has also been respon- 
sible for the supervision of federal savings as- 
sociations, whose support of housing finance 
has made it possible for millions of Americans 
to enjoy the benefits of home ownership. 

Now, whereas Congress approved, and 
President Abraham Lincoln signed, the Na- 
tional Currency Act of 1863, creating the fed- 
eral banking system and the position of Comp- 
troller of the Currency; and whereas the Office 
of the Comptroller of the Currency has served 
the people of the United States with distinc- 
tion, ensuring a safe and sound national bank- 
ing system to support American business, 
consumers, and communities, Congress here- 
by congratulates the OCC on its 150th anni- 
versary and wishes it continued success in the 
accomplishment of its important mission. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA DISTRICT ATTOR- 
NEY ESTABLISHMENT ACT OF 
2013 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 8, 2013 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, today, | re-in- 
troduce a bill, the District of Columbia District 
Attorney Establishment Act of 2013, to give 
District of Columbia residents another element 
of the self-government enjoyed by all other 
American citizens. The bill would establish the 
Office of the District Attorney for the District of 
Columbia, headed by a district attorney elect- 
ed by D.C. residents, to prosecute major local 
criminal laws of the District. Under the Home 
Rule Act, the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the 
District of Columbia, a federal entity, is re- 
sponsible for prosecuting major local crimes 
here. The bill effectuates a 2002 advisory ref- 
erendum, approved by 82 percent of D.C. vot- 
ers, to create an office of the district attorney, 
headed by a locally elected district attorney. 
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There is no law enforcement issue of great- 
er importance to D.C. residents, or on which 
they have less say, than the prosecution of 
local crimes here. A U.S. attorney has no 
business prosecuting the local criminal laws of 
a jurisdiction, an anachronism that is out of 
place in 21st century, home-rule D.C. The 
goal of the legislation is to put the District on 
par with every other local jurisdiction on local 
criminal law matters. Under the bill, the locally 
elected district attorney would become the 
city’s chief legal officer. The U.S. Attorney for 
the District of Columbia would continue to 
handle federal matters, like the other U.S. at- 
torneys in our country. As presently con- 
stituted, the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is the largest in the country, 
only because it serves as the local city pros- 
ecutor. The U.S. Attorney for the District of 
Columbia needs to be freed up to handle na- 
tional security and other vital federal cases, 
particularly in the post-9/11 nation’s capital. 

Amending the Home Rule Act to create a 
local district attorney would be an important 
step toward our goal of achieving true self- 
government. | urge my colleagues to support 
this important measure. 


— 


INTRODUCTION OF COMMISSION 
ON AMERICANS LIVING ABROAD 
ACT 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 8, 2013 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, our 4—6 million constituents scat- 
tered across the world promote our culture 
and strengthen our nation’s global influence as 
they live and work abroad. For years | have 
worked to ensure that overseas Americans 
can fully exercise their rights as U.S. citizens 
by having their voices heard loud and clear by 
Congress. Five years ago, | formed the Con- 
gressional Americans Abroad Caucus because 
| wanted to bring awareness and focus to the 
concerns of those residing abroad. U.S. citi- 
zens remain just that, citizens, regardless of 
where they choose to live and should not be 
ignored by virtue of residence. 

Our constituents living and working abroad 
have consistently voiced concerns about the 
impact federal policymaking has on the issues 
directly affecting them like voting, immigration, 
access to financial institutions, and taxation. 
The time has come to take a look at the im- 
portance of federal policies for our overseas 
community rather than continuing to ignore the 
calls from our abroad constituents. That is why 
today | am introducing the Commission on 
Americans Living Abroad Act, which creates 
an Executive Commission with the main pur- 
pose of examining those concerns. The Com- 
mission creates a 15 member panel to exam- 
ine the impact of federal policymaking on U.S. 
citizens abroad. The resulting study would 
then be used by Congress and the Executive 
Branch when considering the best steps we 
can take to engage the abroad community and 
ensure their voices are heard. This process 
will ensure clearer awareness of the federal 
issues impacting Americans abroad and will 
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open a path for coordination with those com- 
munities towards more robust representation. 

We must take a real and comprehensive 
look at how we, as Members of Congress, re- 
spond to U.S. citizens living abroad. Each of 
our constituents has a right to have their inter- 
ests represented and to have a role in the po- 
litical process. The Commission on Americans 
Living Abroad would establish a foundation 
from which we can work to better serve the 
needs of our global constituents. | welcome 
and urge my colleagues to lend their support 
to this bill. 


HONORING HAZEL WEISS 
HON. BARBARA LEE 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 8, 2013 


Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the extraordinary career of 
Hazel Weiss as she retires from 29 years of 
service to the people of Alameda County, in- 
cluding her tireless efforts to provide perma- 
nent supportive housing and services for those 
in need. | join our community in celebrating 
the many ways in which her life’s work has 
contributed to the success and wellbeing of 
countless people throughout the Bay Area and 
beyond. 

Holding a bachelor’s degree in American 
Social Organization, a Master of Arts in Health 
Services Administration, and a Master of 
Science in Assistance Dog Education, Ms. 
Weiss has shaped a multi-faceted career, 
which has never ceased to offer creative solu- 
tions for vulnerable populations. 

Over the course of nearly three decades 
working with Alameda County, Ms. Weiss 
served as Senior Program Specialist for the 
Health Care Services Agency’s Alcohol and 
Drug Programs Department; she was instru- 
mental in creating sober living environments 
as Program Director for the Alameda County 
Shelter Plus Care Program; and was the Com- 
munity Development Agency’s Housing and 
Community Development Manager. 

Moreover, as Director of the National Shel- 
ter Plus Care Coalition, which she initiated in 
1999, Ms. Weiss oversaw 300 national mem- 
bers advocating to secure full federal renewal 
funding to permanently house and support 
homeless people with disabilities. Among her 
myriad commitments, she administered fund- 
ing for Housing Opportunities for People with 
AIDS (HOPWA) and served as a member of 
the Ryan White Care Act Community Care 
Planning Council. 

For many years, Ms. Weiss also served on 
the Planning Committee of Alameda County’s 
annual Disability Employment conference, as 
well as on a variety of committees, commis- 
sions, and nonprofit boards of directors to pro- 
mote disability awareness and the equal treat- 
ment of persons with disabilities. Ms. Weiss 
exercised the rare talent of fulfilling local 
needs while also promoting advocacy on a na- 
tional scale. Her nationally recognized work in 
Supportive Housing for homeless people 
made her a familiar face at the Federal level, 
calling for increased funding and support. 

On a personal note, | was always impressed 
by Hazel’s passion and vitality during her 
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many visits to my Washington, DC office ac- 
companied by her service dogs, first Hams, 
and later, Virgil. She is truly a remarkable 
woman who has gone above and beyond in 
working to make universal access to care and 
housing a reality for all. 


Her dedication to improving others’ lives is 
evident from her countless community affili- 
ations and activities, including her personal 
commitment to the City of Berkeley Commis- 
sion on Disability, the Disability Constituency 
Committee for the California Department of Al- 
cohol and Drug Programs, and the Board of 
Directors of Community Resources for Inde- 
pendent Living. In addition to being a pub- 
lished author, an adjunct faculty member and 
lecturer, and a volunteer for dog-related thera- 
peutic programs, Ms. Weiss has spent her ca- 
reer leading bold initiatives for the common 
good. She has truly created pathways out of 
poverty while being a champion for equal op- 
portunity and human dignity each day. 


On behalf of the residents of California’s 
13th Congressional District, Ms. Hazel Weiss, 
| salute you for 29 years of outstanding serv- 
ice to Alameda County and people across this 
great nation. | congratulate and thank you for 
your unparalleled service to our community. 
You have touched many lives in profound 
ways throughout your career, and we wish you 
and your loved ones continued prosperity and 
happiness as you transition to this exciting 
new chapter of life. 
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TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE 
DONALD A. MILES 


HON. JOSE E. SERRANO 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, February 8, 2013 


Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, the theme of 
Black History Month 2013 is “At the Cross- 
roads of Freedom and Equality: The Emanci- 
pation Proclamation and the March on Wash- 
ington.” In the 100 years between their eman- 
cipation and the success of the civil rights 
movement, African-Americans were subjected 
to the abuse of slavery and the exclusion from 
benefits attributed to American prosperity. In 
spite of the civil and political barriers facing 
them, African-Americans worked diligently to 
achieve full equality with other Americans. 

Therefore it is with great respect and sin- 
cere admiration that | rise to honor an out- 
standing public servant who has served the 
Bronx community for over 25 years. Judge 
Donald A. Miles, a child of North and South 
Carolina parents, and the eldest of two chil- 
dren, is presently a Judge of the Civil Court of 
the City of New York in Bronx County. 

Before beginning his life in the courtroom, 
the New York City Public Schools-educated 
Miles received a Bachelor of Arts Degree in 
Political Science, with a minor in Sociology 
from the State University of New York at 
Stony Brook and earned a Master of Science 
Degree in Social Work from Columbia Univer- 
sity. His background in social sciences led him 
to Lincoln Hospital where he worked as a Cer- 
tified Psychiatric Social Worker. 
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| imagine it was this experience at Lincoln 
Hospital, serving and supporting many of the 
underserved and under-resourced in the South 
Bronx that led Judge Miles to pursue his Juris 
Doctorate, from the Antioch School of Law in 
Washington, DC. Though there is much to 
extol in Judge Miles’ rise from a private prac- 
tice attorney to Principal Law Clerk at the 
Bronx Supreme Court and on to his current 
position as Judge of the Civil Court of the City 
of New York in Bronx County, today it is im- 
portant to focus on Judge Miles’ commitment 
to improving the position of the African-Amer- 
ican community. 


He is currently a member of the Bronx 
County Bar Association, Black United Leader- 
ship in the Bronx, Scholarship Committee of 
the Black Bar of Association of Bronx County, 
and when he finds the time he volunteers as 
a judge for the Thurgood Marshall Mock trial 
competition. | also take personal pride in hav- 
ing Judge Miles serve as a member of my 
military academy recommendation committee. 
His participation in these committees and 
groups helps empower African-Americans in 
Bronx County. 


Mr. Speaker, the Bronx is proud to be the 
home of many African-American leaders. Indi- 
viduals like Judge Donald A. Miles continue to 
open doors and set high standards for genera- 
tions of African-Americans. During Black His- 
tory Month, we pay tribute to and thank him 
for his work on behalf of the people of the 
Bronx, and | ask you and my colleagues to 
join me. 
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SENATE—Monday, February 11, 2013 


The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Divine Master, You are the center of 
our joy. Let Your benediction rest 
upon our Senators as they strive to 
bring their stewardship in line with the 
destiny You desire for their lives. Lord, 
make them channels of Your grace, 
empowering them to serve our land in 
the spirit of children rejoicing in doing 
Your will. Replenish their limited 
human resources with strength from 
Your limitless reservoir of grace. Re- 
mind them You will not ask them to do 
more than You will provide the 
strength to accomplish. 

Fill this day with unexpected sur- 
prises of Your mercy and love. 

We pray in Your powerful Name. 
Amen. 


EEE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable PATRICK J. LEAHY led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


ee 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 


EEE 
SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
leader remarks, the Senate will resume 
consideration of S. 47, the Violence 
Against Women Act. The time until 
5:30 p.m. will be equally divided and 
controlled between the two leaders or 
their designees. 

At 5:30 there will be several rollcall 
votes in relation to amendments to the 
bill. Right now there are up to seven 
rollcall votes remaining. We don’t 
know if that, in fact, will take place. I 
have been advised that National Air- 
port has been closed off and on during 
the day, or at least flights haven’t been 
coming in because of some kind of a 
weather problem, low-hanging clouds. 
We have had a number of calls from 
Senators who are saying they may not 
be able to be here. I will keep in touch 
with the Republican leader and we will 
go from there. 

The way things are scheduled now, 
we have up to seven rollcall votes 


starting at 5:30 today. We are going to 
complete work on the Violence Against 
Women Act, or hope we can do that, to- 
night. We are going to have the State 
of the Union tomorrow and we hope on 
Wednesday and/or Thursday we will be 
able to finish the Hagel nomination. 

There has never in the history of the 
country been a filibuster on a Defense 
Secretary, and I am confident there 
won’t be on this one. I am told the 
committee will report this matter out 
tomorrow, and we will move this to the 
Senate floor as quickly as possible. 

We have a work period, and when we 
get back we will try to complete the 
National Security Director, Mr. Bren- 
nan, and we will move on to Mr. Lew, 
who will be the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

We have some votes, and we will line 
up this week what we are going to do 
when we get back after the work period 
we have at home for 5 days. 

I look forward to a productive night. 
I hope we can complete these votes, be- 
cause there are people working very 
hard on this, not the least of which has 
been the President pro tempore, the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee, 
who has worked on this matter for a 
number of years. I hope we can com- 
plete this very quickly. 

The Chair may announce the busi- 
ness of the day. 


EE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KAINE). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


EE 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2018 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of S. 47, which the 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 47) to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 5:30 
p.m. will be equally divided between 
the two leaders or their designees. 

The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, am I cor- 
rect that we are on the Violence 
Against Women Act? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I hope all 
Senators will join in adopting the traf- 
ficking victims protection amendment 
that is before us today. This is crucial 
to reauthorizing the Trafficking Vic- 
tims Protection Act. We can make real 
progress in helping victims of human 
trafficking by adopting the amendment 
today and then proceeding to pass both 
the Violence Against Women Reauthor- 
ization Act and the Trafficking Vic- 
tims Protection Reauthorization Act 
without delay. 

One hundred and fifty years after 
President Lincoln issued the Emanci- 
pation Proclamation and long since 
ratification of the 13th amendment to 
our Constitution, slavery is illegal. 
What we are fighting now is human 
trafficking, which can amount to mod- 
ern day slavery. This still occurs 
throughout the world—including in the 
United States of America. The Polaris 
Project estimates that there are more 
than 27 million victims of human traf- 
ficking worldwide today. To put that in 
perspective, that is more people than 
the population of Texas. 

The amendment before the Senate 
today is drawn from our Trafficking 
Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act, a bipartisan bill that was written 
with the input of victims and service 
providers to make critical improve- 
ments to existing law. I have worked 
hard to try to address concerns ex- 
pressed by Republican Senators and to 
ensure bipartisan support for this legis- 
lation, which Congress has reauthor- 
ized three times before. The result is 
that last year this legislation had 57 
cosponsors, including 15 Republicans. 

It is a parallel effort to our reauthor- 
ization of the Violence Against Women 
Act. I was preparing to move it sepa- 
rately but other Senators offered traf- 
ficking-related amendments to the 
VAWA bill. That is what led to this 
amendment being offered at this time. 
This is now our opportunity to pass the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reau- 
thorization Act and take a giant stride 
forward to help trafficking victims. 

Our effort is to stop human traf- 
ficking at its roots by supporting both 
domestic and international efforts to 
fight against trafficking and to punish 
its perpetrators. We provide critical re- 
sources to help support victims as they 
rebuild their lives. 

This amendment includes new meas- 
ures to ensure better partnership and 
coordination among Federal agencies, 
between law enforcement and victim 
service providers, and with foreign 
countries to better address every facet 
of this complicated problem. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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It also strengthens criminal anti 
trafficking statutes to ensure that law 
enforcement agencies have the tools 
they need to effectively combat all 
forms of trafficking. It includes meas- 
ures to encourage victims to cooperate 
with law enforcement, which leads to 
more prosecutions, and to identify vic- 
tims and alert law enforcement. 

We have included accountability 
measures to ensure that Federal funds 
are used for their intended purposes, 
and we have streamlined programs to 
focus scarce resources on the ap- 
proaches that have been the most suc- 
cessful. 

Last year, the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee reported the measure and it was 
cleared for passage by every Demo- 
cratic Senator. We worked closely with 
Chairman Kerry, now Secretary of 
State Kerry, and the members of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee. We have 
updated it with modifications cleared 
with the State Department and the 
new Foreign Affairs chairman, Senator 
MENENDEZ, to the first title. I want to 
acknowledge Senator RUBIO’s efforts 
last year trying to help us clear this 
bill for Senate passage. Regrettably, 
this important legislation, like so 
many others, was held up last year by 
the objection of one anonymous Repub- 
lican Senator. This is now our oppor- 
tunity to pass it. Let us join together 
today to take this important step to 
help trafficking victims and prevent 
human trafficking. 

The United States remains a beacon 
of hope for so many who face human 
rights abuses. We know that young 
women and girls, often just 11, 12, or 13 
years old, are being bought and sold. 
We know that workers are being held 
and forced into labor against their will. 

I urge all Senators to join in passing 
the Trafficking Victims Protection Re- 
authorization Act. People in this coun- 
try and millions around the world are 
counting on us. 

Mr. President, I ask that the time be 
equally divided, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re- 
publican leader is recognized. 

FISCAL CHALLENGES 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
over the past few weeks I have come to 
the floor to urge the President and 
Senate Democrats to act on the huge 
fiscal challenges facing our Nation, 
starting with the Obama sequester. Un- 
less Senate Democrats allow a reason- 
able spending cut alternative to pass 
this Chamber before March 1, the 
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President’s plan will go into effect. The 
House passed legislation to avert the 
Obama sequester months ago, but Sen- 
ate Democrats have yet to pass an al- 
ternative bill that could actually go to 
conference. In fact, it took until this 
week for them to even say they would 
do an alternative, and the alternative 
they have come up with is clearly— 
clearly—designed to fail. Look, they 
knew this was coming more than a 
year ago. Yet they still haven’t put for- 
ward a serious proposal of replacement 
spending cuts. What a colossal waste of 
time. 

At the beginning of the year Demo- 
crats promised that things would be 
different. They promised to get their 
work done ahead of time instead of 5 
minutes before the deadline, that legis- 
lation would get committee consider- 
ation and that we were going to go 
through the regular order. 

Instead, we find ourselves in sad and 
familiar territory. It goes something 
like this: Republicans identify a chal- 
lenge and propose a solution well in ad- 
vance. Democrats sit on their hands 
until the last minute, and then they 
offer some gimmicky bill designed to 
fail. Then comes the final act: Presi- 
dent Obama rides in to blame everyone 
else. Obviously, tomorrow’s State of 
the Union Address will provide a per- 
fect forum for that, so we will see if 
history repeats itself. But, frankly, 
this whole routine is getting quite old. 
Maybe I am wrong. Maybe the Presi- 
dent and his Democratic friends are 
willing to break the cycle this time. If 
so, my party has said from the begin- 
ning that we would much prefer to re- 
place the Obama sequester with smart- 
er spending cuts and reforms. 

Even though Republicans already 
passed legislation to solve the problem 
a long time ago, if the President wants 
a different solution he can call his own, 
that is fine. We are happy to give him 
the credit. But however we get it done, 
the time has come to finally take on 
Washington’s spending problem in a bi- 
partisan way, and that means the 
President will actually have to move 
beyond the gimmicks and the taxes and 
propose real spending reductions be- 
cause I assure you that my constitu- 
ents in Kentucky will not accept a tax 
hike in place of spending cuts already 
agreed to by both parties. 

Remember, we agreed to reduce this 
amount of spending in October 2011 
without raising taxes. We have already 
made this agreement. The question is, 
What are we going to do about it? I 
think Democrats’ continued avoidance 
of their responsibility to deal with the 
huge threats to our economy and our 
future lies ahead. 

As I said, I strongly suspect that in- 
stead of bipartisan action, the White 
House will subject us to yet another 
campaign blitz. Frankly, I could write 
the scripts myself. We will all be told 
that the President’s hands are tied by 
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the very sequester he himself proposed, 
signed, and now refuses to get rid of. 
We will be told he has no choice but to 
furlough civilians throughout the De- 
fense Department, to cut off training 
for forces next to deploy, and to order 
a battle carrier to stay at home, which 
would diminish our presence in the 
Persian Gulf, when the reality is that 
he has responsibilities as Commander 
in Chief. 

Let’s be clear about something: If the 
President does choose to strike fear 
into the hearts of folks whom he 
should be reassuring, then that deci- 
sion will be his alone. And that is why 
the next time the President delivers 
some over-the-top speech, flanked by 
some pollster-approved voter group, I 
hope someone on the stage taps him on 
the shoulder and asks, Mr. President, if 
you are truly worried about this issue, 
why aren’t you working with the Con- 
gress we elected to prevent it? 

It is a good question, and it is one 
only he can answer. We will welcome 
him to Capitol Hill tomorrow, and I 
hope he will provide an answer. Will 
the President lay out a serious plan to 
avert the Obama sequester or will he 
simply use this as another excuse to 
fire up the campaign machine? If it is 
the latter, he will have to live with the 
consequences of his choice. 

Another issue we have been reading a 
lot about lately relates to the con- 
sequences of ObamaCare. I could stand 
here and tell you that Republicans 
warned about most of these things 
until we were hoarse, that we saw it all 
coming and said so—the higher costs, 
the higher premiums, the tax hikes, 
the lost jobs, and the potential for mil- 
lions to lose their plans. The President 
dismissed all of that, and he got his 
legislative win. The question is, What 
is he going to do to help folks now that 
our predictions are all coming true? 
Will he be open and honest with the 
American people about the con- 
sequences of ObamaCare? Will he use 
tomorrow’s speech as an opportunity 
to prepare them or will he simply ig- 
nore it and hope people simply don’t 
notice? 

These are just a couple of the issues 
Americans are worried about right 
now. I hope the President addresses 
both of them tomorrow. There is pretty 
broad agreement that the President 
spent most of his first term avoiding 
the issues Americans cared about most. 
What I am suggesting is that he not do 
the same thing this time around. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I wish 
to spend some time outlining some 
amendments I have to the Violence 
Against Women Act, but I also ask 
unanimous consent to use oversized 
charts, and even with the size I have, 
on the one chart, you can barely see it, 
in terms of the grant programs. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COBURN. I would also like to 
comment on the Trafficking Preven- 
tion Reauthorization Act of 2012, which 
is the Leahy amendment. When we 
first started working on this issue, it 
was 2001 and $31.8 million, with one or 
two Federal agencies involved. With 
this bill, we are going to create eight 
different agencies with responsibility 
for this. That is absolutely crazy, and 
it duplicates exactly what we have 
done in every other area of the Federal 
Government, which I will show here in 
a moment. It shows what we have done 
in the Justice Department in terms of 
grants. 

Now, we spend $3.9 billion a year out 
of the Justice Department on 259 dif- 
ferent grant programs, many of 
which—as a matter of fact, the major- 
ity of which overlap one another. We 
have found—and this is not my data, 
this is GAO data—that we have mul- 
tiple entities making a claim for a 
grant in one area, and then they go 
over and make a claim for the same 
thing in another area. Guess what. The 
Justice Department doesn’t know that. 
They have no idea what is going on 
with their grant programs. They do not 
do any follow up, they do not put in 
any metrics, and so therefore the $3.9 
billion or the $40 billion we have spent 
on these programs in the last 10 years 
has been highly ineffective. 

These grants are well intended. I 
don’t doubt that. The amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont, Mr. LEAHY, 
on the Trafficking Victims Protection 
Act is very well intended. I am not dis- 
puting that. But we find that the vast 
majority of money in that amendment 
goes overseas for trafficking preven- 
tion and protection, not here in our 
country where it is coming across 
Interstate 35 and Interstate 40 through 
my State, coming from the west coast 
to east and from south to north. 

When we find that the vast majority 
of money will be spent outside the 
country, especially in light of our 
present budgetary situation, we ought 
to reconsider this amendment. We 
ought to refine it down to one or two 
agencies, not eight. We ought to put 
line responsibility and transparency in 
it, and we ought to put in metrics to 
make sure the money we are spending 
is actually going to be measured so we 
will know whether we have been effec- 
tive in spending the American tax- 
payers’ dollars. 

So I am opposed to the Leahy amend- 
ment because although well intended, 
it is a very wasteful throwing of the 
mud up against the board and hoping 
to hit something. It is not organized, it 
is not well thought out, and it is cer- 
tainly not efficient in terms of the way 
the money will be expended. 

Let me spend a moment on these 
three charts. I am going to have two 
more when GAO issues its release on 
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April 1 of all the duplication in the 
Federal Government, but I want you to 
notice something here: the Department 
of Justice grants, 253 different pro- 
grams not just run by the Department 
of Justice but 9 other agencies besides 
them, spending $3.9 billion a year. Now, 
one might say: Well, that is OK. 

But let’s look at the organization be- 
cause we have this chart, which the De- 
partment of Justice doesn’t have. So 
here they are, layer upon layer of ad- 
ministrative costs for all these pro- 
grams—very well intended, all of them, 
but highly inefficient. 

Now, what are we doing with this 
bill? We are going to add more to it. We 
are not going to add a lot of metrics to 
see if what we are doing actually 
works. 

The other thing we are doing with 
this bill is we have an authorization 
that is far greater than the amount of 
money we are ever going to spend on it. 
Now, why would we do that? Is it polit- 
ical? Could it possibly be political, that 
we are going to authorize way above 
what we know is ever going to be 
spent? Yes, it is. We know we are not 
going to spend what is authorized in 
this bill. 

Authorizations ought to be what we 
intend to be spent, not how we intend 
to soothe someone with what we say we 
are going to spend, yet knowing full 
well we will never spend the money. It 
is a very shameful sleight of hand be- 
cause these are important issues. As a 
practicing physician, having delivered 
over 4,000 babies, I have seen violence 
against women in lots of ways. I have 
done a lot of counseling, spent a lot of 
time there. And any dollar we take 
from the American taxpayer, we ought 
to make sure it actually does some- 
thing very positive. 

I have several amendments to this 
bill. I didn’t get all the amendments I 
wanted. One was denied, and I will ex- 
plain to the American public what it 
was. It was to eliminate $200 million in 
expenditures for campaign conventions 
for the Democrats and Republicans. It 
passed here with 94 votes, but they 
wouldn’t allow it to be voted on here. 
It passed the House. So here is a way to 
take $200 million and let the parties 
run their own conventions rather than 
the American taxpayers paying for the 
parties. But that wasn’t allowed. 

So we haven’t moved forward yet in 
the Senate, where people can actually 
offer what they think will be good-gov- 
ernment amendments that will save 
this government money and do what 
the vast majority of the American peo- 
ple want us to do. 

Just look at this chart. And I want to 
add one other thing. There is only one 
agency of the Federal Government 
that, at the end of the year, if it 
doesn’t spend its money, doesn’t get to 
keep it. Guess what department that 
is. It is the Department of Justice. 

We have set them aside. So even 
though we don’t have good controls on 
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the grants, we don’t have oversight. We 
haven’t eliminated the duplication 
which the GAO says is tremendous in 
terms of its goals. We had an oppor- 
tunity to do that on this bill. We didn’t 
do it. At the end of the year, whatever 
they don’t spend they get to spend 
where they want to spend outside of 
the appropriations process of Congress. 
It is time we change that. It is time we 
know where every dollar is going. 

Now, I admit this is a dizzying post- 
er, but it equates well the lack of cer- 
tainty, intelligence, and planning of 
Congress. Congress created that. 

Think about that: 250-plus different 
grant programs, most of them overlap- 
ping and doing the same thing, with 
multiple grantees hitting multiple 
grants. Since we don’t oversight them, 
and the agency doesn’t oversight them, 
and they don’t know whether the 
money has been spent on what it was 
supposed to be spent, we have no idea if 
we are accomplishing something good 
other than appropriating money to go 
to grants that go to the cities. 

The other problem I have with this 
bill is that there is a federalism con- 
cern. One of the reasons we have been 
running trillion-dollar deficits, one of 
the reasons we are close to $17 trillion 
in debt, one of the reasons we have $86 
trillion in unfunded liability—and if we 
used generally accepted accounting 
principles and measured our debt like 
every other country, we would be at 
about 120 percent of our GDP, and we 
would be in excess of $100 trillion in un- 
funded liabilities. And one of the rea- 
sons is because we step all over the 
enumerated powers of the Constitu- 
tion. 

If we were to take this act and look 
at it, 98 percent of it is for State viola- 
tions of laws. Nobody will dispute that. 
Where in the Constitution does it give 
us the right to go down to the State 
level and direct and mandate how 
States are going to respond to their 
own tort and civil laws? Whether it is 
the Presiding Officer’s Commonwealth 
of Virginia or the State of Oklahoma, 
what gives us that right? 

I am for fixing these problems, but 
there is a bigger problem about to 
swallow our country, and we continue 
to blindly follow our hearts rather 
than putting a measure of common 
sense with our desire to do well. So I 
have a couple of amendments. 

AMENDMENT NO. 15 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to call up amend- 
ment No. 15. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. COBURN] 
proposes an amendment numbered 15. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To more quickly resolve rape cases 

and reduce the deficit by consolidating un- 

necessary duplication within the Depart- 

ment of Justice) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 


lowing: 

SEC. . IDENTIFYING UNNECESSARY DUPLICA- 
TION WITHIN THE DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE. 


(a) REQUIREMENT TO IDENTIFY AND DESCRIBE 
PROGRAMS.—Each fiscal year, for purposes of 
the report required by subsection (c), the At- 
torney General shall— 

(1) identify and describe every program ad- 
ministered by the Department of Justice; 

(2) for each such program— 

(A) determine the total administrative ex- 
penses of the program; 

(B) determine the expenditures for services 
for the program; 

(C) estimate the number of clients served 
by the program and beneficiaries who re- 
ceived assistance under the program (if ap- 
plicable); and 

(D) estimate— 

G) the number of full-time employees who 
administer the program; and 

Gi) the number of full-time equivalents 
(whose salary is paid in part or full by the 
Federal Government through a grant or con- 
tract, a subaward of a grant or contract, a 
cooperative agreement, or another form of 
financial award or assistance) who assist in 
administering the program; and 

(3) identify programs within the Federal 
Government (whether inside or outside the 
agency) with duplicative or overlapping mis- 
sions, services, and allowable uses of funds. 

(b) RELATIONSHIP TO CATALOG OF DOMESTIC 
ASSISTANCE.—With respect to the require- 
ments of paragraphs (1) and (2)(B) of sub- 
section (a), the Attorney General may use 
the same information provided in the catalog 
of domestic and international assistance pro- 
grams in the case of any program that is a 
domestic or international assistance pro- 
gram. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each fiscal year, the Attorney General shall 
publish on the official public Internet 
website of the agency a report containing 
the following: 

(1) The information required under sub- 
section (a) with respect to the preceding fis- 
cal year. 

(2) The latest performance reviews (includ- 
ing the program performance reports re- 
quired under section 1116 of title 31, United 
States Code) of each program of the agency 
identified under subsection (a)(1), including 
performance indicators, performance goals, 
output measures, and other specific metrics 
used to review the program and how the pro- 
gram performed on each. 

(3) For each program that makes pay- 
ments, the latest improper payment rate of 
the program and the total estimated amount 
of improper payments, including fraudulent 
payments and overpayments. 

(4) The total amount of unspent and unob- 
ligated program funds held by the Depart- 
ment and grant recipients (not including in- 
dividuals) stated as an amount— 

(A) held as of the beginning of the fiscal 
year in which the report is submitted; and 

(B) held for 5 fiscal years or more. 

(5) Such recommendations as the Attorney 
General considers appropriate— 

(A) to consolidate programs that are dupli- 
cative or overlapping; 

(B) to eliminate waste and inefficiency; 
and 

(C) to terminate lower priority, outdated, 
and unnecessary programs and initiatives. 
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(d) CONSOLIDATING UNNECESSARY DUPLICA- 
TION WITHIN THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law 
and not later than 150 days after the date of 
enactment of this section, the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall— 

(1) use available administrative authority 
to eliminate, consolidate, or streamline Gov- 
ernment programs and agencies with dupli- 
cative and overlapping missions identified 
in— 
(A) the March 2011 Government Account- 
ability Office report to Congress entitled 
“Opportunities to Reduce Government Du- 
plication in Government Programs, Save Tax 
Dollars, and Enhance Revenue” (GAO 11 
318SP); 

(B) the February 2012 Government Ac- 
countability Office report to Congress enti- 
tled ‘‘2012 Annual Report: Opportunities to 
Reduce Potential Duplication in Govern- 
ment Programs, Save Tax Dollars, and En- 
hance Revenue” (GAO 12 342SP); 

(C) the July 2012 Government Account- 
ability Office report to Congress entitled 
“Justice Grant Programs” (GAO 12 517); and 

(D) subsection (a); 

(2) identify and report to Congress any leg- 
islative changes required to further elimi- 
nate, consolidate, or streamline Government 
programs and agencies with duplicative and 
overlapping missions identified in— 

(A) the March 2011 Government Account- 
ability Office report to Congress entitled 
“Opportunities to Reduce Government Du- 
plication in Government Programs, Save Tax 
Dollars, and Enhance Revenue” (GAO 11 
318SP); 

(B) the February 2012 Government Ac- 
countability Office report to Congress enti- 
tled ‘‘2012 Annual Report: Opportunities to 
Reduce Potential Duplication in Govern- 
ment Programs, Save Tax Dollars, and En- 
hance Revenue” (GAO 12 342SP); 

(C) the July 2012 Government Account- 
ability Office report to Congress entitled 
“Justice Grant Programs” (GAO 12 517); and 

(D) subsection (c); and 

(8) develop a plan that would result in fi- 
nancial cost savings of no less than 20 per- 
cent of the nearly $3,900,000,000 in duplicative 
grant programs identified by the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office as a result of the 
actions required by paragraph (1). 

(e) ELIMINATING THE BACKLOG OF 
UNANALYZED DNA FROM SEXUAL ASSAULT, 
RAPE, KIDNAPPING, AND OTHER CRIMINAL 
CASES.—Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law and not later than 1 year after 
the enactment of this section, the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budget in 
consultation with Attorney General shall— 

(1) rescind from the appropriate accounts 
the total amount of cost savings from the 
plan required in subsection (d)(8); 

(2) apply as much as 75 percent of the sav- 
ings towards alleviating any backlogs of 
analysis and placement of DNA samples from 
rape, sexual assault, homicide, kidnapping 
and other criminal cases, including casework 
sample and convicted offender backlogs, into 
the Combined DNA Index System; and 

(3) return the remainder of the savings to 
the Treasury for the purpose of deficit reduc- 
tion. 

(f) REPORTING THE SAVINGS RESULTING 
FROM CONSOLIDATING UNNECESSARY DUPLICA- 
TION.—Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Attorney General shall post a re- 
port on the public Internet website of the 
Department of Justice detailing— 

(1) the programs consolidated as a result of 
this section, including any programs elimi- 
nated; 
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(2) the total amount saved from reducing 
such duplication; 

(3) the total amount of such savings di- 
rected towards the analysis and placement of 
DNA samples into the Combined DNA Index 
System; 

(4) the total amount of such savings re- 
turned to the Treasury for the purpose of 
deficit reduction; and 

(5) additional recommendations for con- 
solidating duplicative programs, offices, and 
initiatives within the Department of Justice. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—The term 
“administrative expenses” has the meaning 
as determined by the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget under section 
604(b)(2) of Public Law 111-85 (81 U.S.C. 1105 
note), except the term shall also include, for 
purposes of that section and this section— 

(A) costs incurred by the Department as 
well as costs incurred by grantees, sub- 
grantees, and other recipients of funds from 
a grant program or other program adminis- 
tered by the Department; and 

(B) expenses related to personnel salaries 
and benefits, property management, travel, 
program management, promotion, reviews 
and audits, case management, and commu- 
nication about, promotion of, and outreach 
for programs and program activities admin- 
istered by the Department. 

(2) PERFORMANCE INDICATOR; PERFORMANCE 
GOAL; OUTPUT MEASURE; PROGRAM ACTIVITY.— 
The terms ‘‘performance indicator’’, ‘‘per- 
formance goal”, ‘‘output measure”, and 
“program activity” have the meanings pro- 
vided by section 1115 of title 31, United 
States Code. 

(3) PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘program’’ has 
the meaning provided by the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget in con- 
sultation with the Attorney General and 
shall include any organized set of activities 
directed toward a common purpose or goal 
undertaken by the Department that includes 
services, projects, processes, or financial or 
other forms of assistance, including grants, 
contracts, cooperative agreements, com- 
pacts, loans, leases, technical support, con- 
sultation, or other guidance. 

(4) SERVICES.—The term ‘‘services”’ has the 
meaning provided by the Attorney General 
and shall be limited to only activities, as- 
sistance, and aid that provide a direct ben- 
efit to a recipient, such as the provision of 
medical care, assistance for housing or tui- 
tion, or financial support (including grants 
and loans 


Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, one of 
the things the VAWA legislation fails 
to do is to address the duplication and 
overlap within the very grant programs 
and nongrant programs of VAWA oper- 
ated by the Department of Justice and 
the Department of Health and Human 
Services. It doesn’t address those. 

At the beginning of every Congress, I 
send to each and every Senator infor- 
mation outlining the criteria that I 
would use—seven others joined me last 
year—in terms of determining legisla- 
tion. Last Congress we sent this out, 
and what I will tell you is that this leg- 
islation significantly violates one of 
the principles that we have to do for us 
to get out of the hole; that is, to elimi- 
nate duplication and consolidate what 
is in front of us. 

So this legislation does do some 
small consolidation. I will readily and 
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freely admit it hasn’t come close to 
eliminating all the duplication. There 
are several VAWA grant programs that 
are so broad that they duplicate one 
another, providing multiple opportuni- 
ties, as I said before, to double-dip into 
Federal programs. They also duplicate 
significant programs with Health and 
Human Services. So you can get a 
grant at Health and Human Services 
and you can get a grant at the Justice 
Department. So the whole proposal of 
this amendment is to force the Depart- 
ment of Justice to make recommenda- 
tions on what is duplicated, what is ef- 
fective, and capture those savings to 
more quickly address the deficits we 
have in terms of DNA collection and 
identification. 

We have hundreds of thousands of 
pieces of evidence that could signifi- 
cantly change both the cost and the 
time period in which we address both 
violent crime and nonviolent crime. 
According to the GAO, we wasted bil- 
lions of dollars over the last 10 years in 
these grant programs. So what this 
amendment says is we are going to put 
it to the Justice Department—they 
know where they are—to come forward, 
save this money, and let’s direct this 
money to clean up the CODIS system, 
the DNA backlog, and bring it forward 
and infuse that money into both tech- 
nology and catch-up so we are timely. 

Why is this important? It is impor- 
tant for a lot of reasons. Sitting in 
those hundreds of thousands of cases is 
the very clue to solving hundreds of 
thousands of cases and others that we 
don’t even know may be connected. 

The second reason it is important is 
there are people sitting in prison today 
who are innocent, and that data collec- 
tion and DNA input could clear them of 
a wrongful conviction. 

So what this is asking the Justice 
Department to do is to identify every 
program. By the way—and most people 
don’t kKnow—there is only one Federal 
agency that actually knows every pro- 
gram they have. That is the Depart- 
ment of Education. Go call anybody at 
the Justice Department and nobody 
over there can tell you. We know, be- 
cause we have studied it, but they 
don’t know. They can’t even publish all 
their programs. They don’t put it out. 

Consolidate unnecessary duplication 
and apply the savings toward resolving 
rape cases and DNA data cases and 
with the remainder that is left over to 
go to reducing the debt. It is simple. 
Nobody in America except the Federal 
Government would run programs like 
this. Nobody would blindly create more 
programs rather than make the ones 
they have work now, except that is 
what we are doing. 

So this is simple, straightforward 
math. I don’t expect it to pass. We have 
only had one amendment pass in the 
Senate in the last 2 years trying to 
eliminate duplication, and therein lies 
the problem. We are afraid to do what 
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is best because we would rather protect 
a constituency of one of these small 
grant programs than fix them all and 
still solve the general intent of why we 
put the money out there in the first 
place. We are conflicted. 

So when GAO, at the end of March 
this year finishes the review of the 
Federal Government—which we had to 
mandate by an amendment that I put 
into law—we are going to see in excess 
of $200 billion a year in duplicative 
costs that shouldn’t be there. 

I want you to think for a minute. If 
you look at every one of these grant 
programs, every one has an adminis- 
trator. Every one has a staff. Every one 
has grant approval people. Most of 
them have grant investigators—most 
don’t. Some have fund managers—most 
don’t. So each one of these has a bu- 
reaucracy. And when the vast majority 
is duplicating one another, we are say- 
ing we are well intended, but we are 
spending money on the process, not on 
the problem. The intent of this amend- 
ment is to strike that balance between 
truly getting to the solution to a prob- 
lem and at the same time solving an- 
other problem, which is the CODIS and 
the rape backlog. 

In the bill—and I am thankful that 
the Cornyn amendment is there. The 
grant system previous to the Cornyn 
amendment said the vast majority of 
the money had to be spent on why you 
can’t get the DNA data up rather than 
working on the backlog. What this will 
do is force us to get caught up. This 
creates $600 million of savings over a 
period of time that will then be applied 
to solving this problem once and for 
all. But there is great savings to come 
from that because what it means is we 
are not going to double-pay for things 
that we intended to solve. 

I get dizzy looking at these charts. I 
have one for every branch of the Fed- 
eral Government now. We actually 
know what is going on. Actually, we 
know what is not going on because we 
know what Congress intended, and we 
also know what isn’t happening with 
the dollars that are coming from that. 

AMENDMENT NO. 13 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to set the pending 
amendment aside and call up amend- 
ment No. 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. COBURN] 
proposes an amendment numbered 18. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To reaffirm the inalienable rights 

of every American citizen guaranteed by 

the Constitution of the United States) 

Beginning on page 177, strike line 1 and all 
that follows through page 187, line 3. 
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Beginning on page 191, strike line 12 and 
all that follows through page 192, line 22, and 
insert the following: 

Except as provided in section 4, the amend- 
ments made by this title shall take effect on 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

Beginning on page 193, strike line 21 and 

all that follows through page 194, line 3, and 
insert the following: 
Nothing in this Act or any amendment made 
by this Act limits, alters, expands, or dimin- 
ishes the civil or criminal jurisdiction of the 
State of Alaska, any subdivision of the State 
of Alaska, or any Indian tribe in the State of 
Alaska. 

Mr. COBURN. This is an amendment 
that is critical to my home State of 
Oklahoma and every State that has 
Native American tribes. 

Oklahoma now has the largest num- 
ber of Native Americans of any State. 
I believe we are at 36 recognized Fed- 
eral tribes in Oklahoma. Inside this bill 
is a direct violation of the Bill of 
Rights of American citizens who are 
not tribal members because what we 
have allowed is for tribal courts to try 
U.S. citizens in their courts—for very 
good reasons—in terms of sexual as- 
sault, assault, abuse, and other items. 
The reason we are doing that is be- 
cause either U.S. attorneys or the U.S. 
Justice Department has not effectively 
carried out their charge to represent 
the Native American people in terms of 
prosecuting people who might have 
performed those acts. 

What we have done with this solution 
is to trample on the Bill of Rights of 
every American who is not a Native 
American. I have no doubt—I am 100 
percent certain—that this portion of 
the bill is going to be thrown out by 
the first Federal judge that hears it. 

You cannot take away the rights of 
U.S. citizens under the Bill of Rights at 
any time, any place, any way domesti- 
cally. What this bill does is totally 
eliminate the Bill of Rights for U.S. 
citizens in tribal courts. Most would 
not understand that most tribal courts 
don’t recognize our Bill of Rights. 
Some do but the vast majority do not. 

So are you guaranteed rights as a 
U.S. citizen? Are those rights en- 
shrined in the Constitution and the 
statutes of this government and this 
Republic? Can we, as a Senate, forget 
about that and pass a law that says all 
of a sudden we are going to violate 
those rights because we are going to 
put people under the jurisdiction of a 
sovereign nation that does not recog- 
nize those rights? 

This is simply an amendment to 
strike that section of the bill. I don’t 
expect it to pass—which, again, tells us 
part of the disease that is in Wash- 
ington: We pay lipservice to the Con- 
stitution rather than to believe its 
truths and rely on its guarantees of in- 
dividual liberty and justice. 

AMENDMENT NO. 16 

Mr. President, I have an amendment 
at the desk. I believe it is amendment 
No. 16. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 


The Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. COBURN) 
proposes an amendment numbered 16. 


Mr. COBURN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent the reading of the amendment be 
dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 


(Purpose: To amend the requirements for 
speedy notice to victims and to require a 
report to Congress) 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. _. SPEEDY NOTICE TO VICTIMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2101 of the Omni- 
bus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796hh) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (18), by striking ‘Shuman 
immunodeficiency virus (HIV)’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘sexually transmitted disease”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(14) To pay for treatment for victims of 
sexual assault who are diagnosed with a sex- 
ually transmitted disease as a result of a 
test described in subsection (d)(1).’’; 

(2) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘5 percent” and inserting ‘‘20 
percent”; and 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘the 
immunodeficiency virus (HIV)’’ and insert- 
ing “any sexually transmitted disease for 
which a diagnostic exists that the victim re- 
quests”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘, in- 
cluding the relevant information about any 
sexually transmitted diseases identified in 
such results” after “testing results”; and 

Gii) in subparagraph (C), by striking 
“HIV” and inserting ‘‘any sexually trans- 
mitted disease for which a diagnostic exists 
that the victim requests”; 

(3) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (f); and 

(4) by adding before subsection (f), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘“(e) REQUIREMENT TO USE FUNDS TO TREAT 
VICTIMS.—A State or unit of local govern- 
ment shall use funds allocated under this 
part to pay for treatment for a victim of sex- 
ual assault who is diagnosed with a sexually 
transmitted disease as a result of a test de- 
scribed in subsection (d)(1).’’. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu- 
ally thereafter, the Attorney General shall 
submit a report to Congress regarding the 
level of compliance by States and units of 
local government with— 

(1) the speedy notice requirements of sec- 
tion 2101(d) of the Omnibus Crime Control 
and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 
38796hh(d)), as amended by this Act; and 

(2) the requirement to use funds to treat 
victims under section 2101(e) of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3796hh(e)), as amended by this Act, 
including the number of victims who were 
exposed to human immunodeficiency virus 
(HIV) or any other sexually transmitted dis- 
ease and received assistance under such sec- 
tion. 


Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, this 
amendment is a perfecting amendment 
from the last Violence Against Women 
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Act, which I coauthored with Senator 
BIDEN—then-Senator BIDEN—and Sen- 
ator Specter. 

When a woman is raped, right now in 
our country she gets raped two, three, 
four times through our justice system. 
Let me explain that to you. We have 
deadly diseases that are sexually trans- 
mitted—HIV, sometimes chlamydia. 
Now we have untreatable strains of 
gonorrhea. So a woman is raped and, 
under most State laws, she doesn’t 
have any right, once an indictment has 
been placed against a defendant, to 
have them tested. By not having them 
tested what we do is we make the 
woman go through testing again and 
again and again, especially in light of 
HIV. So they are the ones who have to 
be tested because they cannot know 
that the accused perpetrator of their 
rape is not carrying HIV, is not car- 
rying gonorrhea, is not carrying syphi- 
lis, is not carrying chlamydia, because 
they cannot be tested. What we do is 
we put them through that trauma once 
a month for months because the perpe- 
trator, or at least the accused perpe- 
trator, has the right not to be tested in 
this country. 

We put a provision in the last bill 
that says you will lose 5 percent of 
your grant money if you do not insti- 
tute these changes at a State level so 
that the woman who has been raped 
has at least an equal footing to know 
whether her health, other than her psy- 
chological, emotional, physical health, 
because of what occurred during the 
act, will continue to be deteriorating. 
Guess what. The vast majority of the 
States said we will do what we want 
and we will not take that additional 5 
percent. 

All this amendment does is it puts 
some real teeth in it. If you are going 
to say that somebody who has been in- 
dicted for rape has more of a right to 
not be tested than the woman who was 
raped, and she has to continually be 
tested to know whether she might have 
an outcome that is adverse for her 
long-term health, what this amend- 
ment says is it is going to be 20 per- 
cent. 

I do not expect this amendment to 
pass either, because if we are really 
against violence against women, what 
we will do is start putting some of the 
consequences of that on the men who 
actually caused the violence. Being 
tested for HIV, gonorrhea, chlamydia, 
and syphilis is not a hard test. It is 
what a prudent man would do. 

Some people say don’t worry about 
it, just treat them. They obviously are 
not aware of the side effects of all 
these medicines that we would use to 
blast this, the treatment for all these 
diseases. Not knowing and then some- 
times covering up, what most people do 
not realize is that two or three of these 
diseases actually will affect the long- 
term fertility of the woman. But we 
have decided, at least the States have 


February 11, 2013 


that are taking this grant money, that 
the rights of the indicted perpetrator 
are greater than those of the victim 
who has been raped. 

It should not be. I have cared for 
those women. I have walked with them 
emotionally for years afterwards, won- 
dering if the HIV infection was going 
to show up, never knowing for sure. 

Here is the other thing that happens. 
We get all these plea deals of rapists 
and here is the plea that they cop: If 
you give me X lower sentence, I will 
submit to testing. So all of a sudden 
the person who perpetrated this ghast- 
ly, cowardly crime negotiates a much 
lighter sentence so that the woman can 
have some peace of mind and not have 
a question mark for the next 4 or 5 
years. We need to fix that, and 5 per- 
cent obviously did not do it. Twenty 
percent will. 

I got up very early this morning to 
get here today to be able to offer these 
amendments. I hope my colleagues are 
able to get in. I know the airplanes are 
backed up coming into Washington. 
But thinking about the real purpose, to 
stop violence against women—if you 
want to stop it, you have to make it ef- 
fective. You have to spend every dollar 
as though it is the last dollar, and you 
have to measure every dollar. You have 
to quit having the waste in the Justice 
Department and the grants that are as- 
sociated with them. You have to have 
every grantee know that if they get a 
grant from the Federal Government 
under one of these programs, they are 
going to be checked, they are going to 
be measured against performance, and 
if they do not perform they are going 
to send the money back. 

We can do a lot better than we are 
doing with this bill. These are improv- 
ing amendments. My hope is, my pray- 
er is, that some of them will pass be- 
cause they really will have a positive 
impact on both women and our free- 
dom. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The remarks of Mr. WHITEHOUSE and 
Mr. LEVIN are located in today’s 
RECORD under ‘“‘Statements on Intro- 
duced Bills and Joint Resolutions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 

STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, article II, 
section 3 of the U.S. Constitution says 
that the President of the United States 
“shall from time to time give to Con- 
gress information of the State of the 
Union and recommend to their Consid- 
eration such measures as he shall judge 
necessary and expedient.” 
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Every President, dating all the way 
back from George Washington to our 
current President, has provided this to 
Congress on a yearly basis. So the 
State of the Union Address, which will 
be presented tomorrow by the Presi- 
dent, is the continuation of a great tra- 
dition in our American government. 
But the State of the Union is more 
than just about the current state of our 
Union. It is about the future. It is 
about presenting to the American peo- 
ple a vision of what our country should 
look like and how we can get there. So 
before the President makes his case 
and sets out his priorities for the Na- 


tion, let’s recognize where we are 
today. 

What is the state of our great Nation 
today? 


Today, America is nearly $16.5 tril- 
lion in debt—an increase of $6 trillion 
since the President took office in 2009. 

Today, we are borrowing $40,000 per 
second. Just in the time I took to say 
that, we borrowed about $40,000. And 
every 10 seconds that goes by is an- 
other $400,000 that is being borrowed 
and, therefore, has to be repaid with in- 
terest. 

Today, more than 12 million Amer- 
ican people are looking for work, and 
that does not include the countless 
number of people who have given up 
looking. 

And today, critical benefits and pro- 
grams that our seniors and retirees 
need are on track to become unavail- 
able. 

Hovering around 8 percent unemploy- 
ment for 49 months is a crisis that can- 
not be ignored. Sadly, it has, and it has 
become the new norm. We cannot allow 
that to happen. 

Spending $1 trillion beyond our 
means each year is outrageous and 
unsustainable. And failing to address 
our massive national debt by careening 
from crisis to crisis in this body called 
Congress over now the last more than 2 
years is a terrible way to run a coun- 
try, to run a business, to run a family, 
to run anything. 

So tomorrow night the President will 
tell the American people how he plans 
to lead, how he plans to turn this ship 
around and guide us to safer seas. We 
will not have the blame game and fin- 
ger pointing. That does nothing to help 
us find solutions. 

While jobs and economic recovery re- 
ceived barely a passing mention in the 
President’s second inaugural address, I 
hope the President tomorrow evening 
will focus on the specific ways he will 
work with Congress to fix our Nation’s 
fiscal house so we can strengthen our 
economy and help get Americans back 
to work. 

There are four major topics I hope to 
hear from the President when he 
speaks to the American people tomor- 
row evening. 

First, leadership. Time and time 
again, the President has refused to en- 
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gage on meaningful action that would 
help us reduce the debt and spur eco- 
nomic growth. He continues to blame 
Congress for inaction but yet does not 
offer his own plans. Tomorrow night, 
the President needs to show the Amer- 
ican people he is ready and fully will- 
ing to engage in the effort to lead us 
out of this malaise of economic uncer- 
tainty. 

Second, recognition that spending is 
a problem. I hope the President will be 
honest with the American people about 
the extent of our spending problem and 
offer specific solutions. It is impossible 
to say with any credibility whatsoever 
that this gigantic bureaucracy cannot 
find waste, mismanagement, misuse of 
funds, duplication, egregious excess 
spending, and each agency of this gov- 
ernment not commit to doing what is 
essential by trimming out the unessen- 
tial. 

This is a bureaucracy beyond descrip- 
tion, and there is waste and plenty of 
money, as Senator COBURN and many 
others, including myself, have been 
down here talking about—clearly, 
spending on things the American peo- 
ple do not fully support, and if they 
knew the full extent of what the dupli- 
cation was, they would demand 
changes. There is a real pot of funds to 
reach into in that regard, in order to 
deal with our crisis, in order to reduce 
and make our government more effec- 
tive and more efficient. 

The President keeps promising the 
American people that he will reduce 
the debt through a balanced approach. 
However, whenever he is asked for a 
plan, all we hear back is a call for more 
taxes. The President got what he want- 
ed in the fiscal cliff—well over $600 bil- 
lion of new taxes. And those will be 
added to taxes that will hit Americans 
as a result of the health care law. In- 
cluded in ObamaCare is $1 trillion of 
new taxes—that has not been men- 
tioned here, nor does the President 
mention it—$500 billion of which will 
directly affect the middle class. 

So now it is time to look at the so- 
called other side of that balance. We 
need President Obama to offer a plan 
for serious spending reform. People 
whom I represent in Indiana and the 
American people will not support an- 
other tax increase. Spending, Mr. 
President—out-of-control wasteful 
spending by the Federal Government— 
is what must come next. 

Third, reforming Medicare and Med- 
icaid and Social Security. I was pleased 
to hear the Senator from Michigan 
state that for 2 years he has been say- 
ing and committing to work to reform 
these programs. None of us here wants 
to see benefits that the American peo- 
ple, under Medicare and Medicaid and 
Social Security, are entitled to—none 
of us wants to take those away. We 
want to try to save those programs. 
But we all understand those programs 
are careening toward insolvency, and 
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without reforms those who rely on 
those benefits will not receive those 
full benefits; and those who have to 
pay into them to keep those programs 
solvent will see dramatic increases in 
their taxes. 

Reform for mandatory spending, par- 
ticularly for Medicare, Medicaid, and 
Social Security, is something nobody 
wants to talk about. It is supposed to 
be the third rail of politics—touch it 
and you are gone. But this is the re- 
ality we face that we must address and 
have the will to take care of. And we 
need to address it now. 

So Iam hoping tomorrow evening the 
President will say he wants to lead a 
responsible bipartisan effort in terms 
of preserving these programs for not 
only those who are currently bene- 
ficiaries but for those future genera- 
tions who will need funding to support 
their needs as they retire and grow 
older. 

Fourth, progrowth policies. I hope 
the President will present specific ways 
to grow this economy and create jobs. 
We just heard some discussions here by 
the Senator from Rhode Island and the 
Senator from Michigan about closing 
loopholes and Tax Code reform. Once 
again, here is something on a bipar- 
tisan basis many of us have been talk- 
ing about. 

A Democrat from Oregon, RON 
WYDEN, and a conservative Republican 
from Indiana, DAN COATS, have joined 
together in putting forward a 
progrowth, competitive, comprehensive 
tax reform program. We agree closing 
egregious loopholes is very much a key 
to begin to present a more simple, a 
more fair, a more balanced Tax Code 
for our corporations and for the Amer- 
ican taxpayer. What our plan does is 
not, though, taking the money gained 
from closing those loopholes and sim- 
ply giving it to the government and 
saying spend more. We take it and use 
it to make that Tax Code more fair, to 
reduce rates so we can be more com- 
petitive, so we can spur economic 
growth and put people back to work. 

American corporations pay the high- 
est tax rate of any of the 36 countries 
in the world that are our direct com- 
petitors in terms of selling overseas. 
We have just moved into the last, the 
worst spot here, as one country re- 
duced their tax rates significantly 
below what our corporate entities pay. 
So we want to lower those to make our 
companies more competitive, and that 
simply means that Americans have 
more jobs because we are exporting 
more goods to the rest of the world. By 
removing unnecessary regulatory bur- 
dens, we can also make it fair and more 
competitive, and we can usher in a new 
period of economic growth and bring 
new opportunity to many unemployed 
Americans. 

I am looking for those four points. 
There may be more, but I think those 
are the four major issues that need to 
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be addressed. I trust the President will 
come to this same conclusion. This is 
not an easy time for our country. We 
face many difficult challenges that de- 
mand bold solutions and demand real 
leadership. But, as I have said many 
times before on this Senate floor, these 
challenges, although great, are not in- 
surmountable. 

Republicans stand ready to work 
with our Democratic colleagues to ad- 
dress these critical and pressing issues. 
But, in reality, we cannot achieve the 
necessary solutions if the President 
continues to lead from behind and if he 
continues to say all that is needed is 
more tax revenue. 

Now is the time to act on a long-term 
plan to address our dangerous debt and 
record high unemployment. Now is the 
time to rise above petty politics. Now 
is the time for gamesmanship to be 
taken off the floor. Now is the time to 
just get it done. 

We owe it to every American still 
looking for work. We owe it to every 
college student hoping to use his or her 
skills in the workplace. We owe it to 
every child born today who will be sad- 
dled with $50,000 of national debt. And 
we owe it to previous generations who 
have sacrificed so much to provide us 
with the opportunities our generation 
has enjoyed. 

I hope the President will show us to- 
morrow that he is ready to lead. After 
all, he is the leader elected by the 
American people. 

We cannot solve our problems and 
enact a path to growth and prosperity 
without his engagement. This is the 
hope and change the American people 
are looking for tomorrow evening. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, this 
Chamber has the rare opportunity to 
pass legislation that would improve 
public safety, help secure justice for 
rape victims, and help get dangerous 
criminals off the street. We could very 
easily pass this legislation with an 
overwhelming bipartisan majority, just 
as we have on two prior occasions. Un- 
fortunately, some of my colleagues 
have decided to turn the Violence 
Against Women Act reauthorization 
into a partisan football, and I will ex- 
plain that in a minute. As a result, not 
only are they dividing us when we 
ought to be united in the cause against 
violence against women, they are ulti- 
mately jeopardizing support for wom- 
en’s shelters, counseling programs, and 
legal services. They are also making it 
harder to do something I have com- 
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mitted to do for the last couple of 
years, and that is to reduce the rape 
kit backlog, which is a national scan- 
dal of the highest order. 

Ever since it became law in 1994, the 
Violence Against Women Act has bene- 
fited from strong bipartisan support. 
As I have said, it has twice been reau- 
thorized by a unanimous Senate vote. I 
never thought the day would come 
when this issue would become politi- 
cized, but I am afraid it has. 

I believe it is very important, and all 
of us who care deeply about this issue 
and this legislation must understand 
that this should remain a bipartisan 
cause. Just ask Carol Bart, Lavinia 
Masters, Lennah Frost, or Mica 
Mosbacher, all of whom have coura- 
geously shared with me and all of us 
their personal stories in the hopes of 
helping other victims against sexual 
assault. It has been my tremendous 
honor to get to know these women, and 
I admire their courage and willingness 
to share what is a profoundly personal 
trauma in their effort to help other 
would-be victims. I am proud to say 
each of them has endorsed and sup- 
ported the SAFER Act, which is the 
rape kit backlog element in the under- 
lying bill we are considering. The 
SAFER Act would make it much easier 
for State and local law enforcement of- 
ficials to reduce the rape kit backlog, 
which may be as large as 400,000 untest- 
ed rape kits. These rape kits are com- 
posed of DNA evidence collected at a 
crime scene, which then can be com- 
pared against an FBI database to get a 
hit or identification of a sample from 
an unknown assailant against a known 
criminal whose name is on the FBI 
database. When you get a hit, that pro- 
vides conclusive proof of identity of 
the assailant where they may not oth- 
erwise be known or captured. 

This reform is not controversial. In a 
much less polarized environment, reau- 
thorizing the Violence Against Women 
Act would be a slam dunk. In today’s 
polarized Washington, it seems that no 
issue is immune from political games- 


manship. 
The problem with the underlying bill 
is simple: It denies constitutional 


rights to certain American citizens. I 
am stunned that some of my colleagues 
are okay with this. I am stunned that 
some self-proclaimed civil liberties or- 
ganizations apparently have no objec- 
tion to a flagrant violation of the U.S. 
Constitution. They believe somehow 
that Congress could legislate away con- 
stitutional rights. It cannot. The Con- 
stitution is the fundamental law of the 
land and no act of Congress can violate 
the Constitution and stand. Constitu- 
tional rights should not and are not ne- 
gotiable. They are not bargaining chips 
in a Washington parlor game. They are 
permanent, and they are sacrosanct. 
Here is the good news. There is an obvi- 
ous compromise that would resolve 
this dispute and guarantee bipartisan 
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support for reauthorizing the Violence 
Against Women Act. 

Senator LEAHY’s bill, the underlying 
bill, would let certain U.S. citizens be 
prosecuted for domestic violence in Na- 
tive American tribal courts without 
their full constitutional rights and 
without an ability to pursue an appeal 
in the Federal court system. Once 
again, we all understand this. Congress 
cannot legislate away constitutional 
rights. This bill, if passed in its current 
form, would purport to do that. 

The solution is easy. I have cospon- 
sored an amendment with Senator 
CRAPO, who was the original cosponsor 
of the underlying bill, and Senator 
ALEXANDER, that would let Native 
American tribal courts prosecute non- 
Indians for domestic violence, provided 
that all non-Indians were given their 
full constitutional protection, as pro- 
vided by the Bill of Rights, and would 
be allowed appeals from a verdict in 
the Federal court system. 

In other words, if you compare our 
amendment with the language in Sen- 
ator LEAHY’s underlying bill, we would 
both give Native American officials the 
exact same authority to prosecute peo- 
ple who commit domestic violence on 
Indian reservations. The difference be- 
tween our proposal and the underlying 
bill is ours would not violate the Con- 
stitution. It would not deny American 
citizens the protection of the Bill of 
Rights, but the underlying bill does 
that. It denies American citizens ac- 
cused of crimes of domestic violence in 
tribal courts their constitutional 
rights. 

Surely we all share the same goal of 
protecting victims of domestic vio- 
lence, no matter who they are, but in 
this case they are people who are vic- 
tims of domestic violence committed 
on tribal lands. We all want to do ev- 
erything we can to protect Native 
American women from violent crime. 
We can do exactly what Indian leaders 
are asking us to do without violating 
the Constitution. It is just that simple. 
In the end, the choice is pretty basic: 
Either we will uphold the Constitution 
or we won’t. 

I urge my colleagues to extend bipar- 
tisan support for this bill and the mes- 
sage it sends to America and particu- 
larly to the victims of sexual assault. I 
would ask them to put that unified 
message ahead of their desire to divide 
us by denying, in the underlying bill, 
the constitutional rights to those ac- 
cused of domestic violence on tribal 
lands who are not themselves members 
of the tribe. 

I would remind all of us of the oath 
we have taken as U.S. Senators to up- 
hold and defend the Constitution. I 
would urge them to remember every- 
thing they have said, we have all said, 
in the past about the importance of up- 
holding civil liberties. 

Finally, I wish to say a few words to 
you, victims advocacy groups that 
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have worked so long and hard to pass 
the VAWA in 1994, and have worked so 
hard to see it reauthorized. My mes- 
sage to you is this: I am grateful for 
your efforts, and I share your desire to 
make this law even better and even 
stronger than it is today. Make no mis- 
take, the Violence Against Women Act 
is being held hostage by constitutional 
language in the underlying bill, but we 
can fix it. All it takes is the will and 
desire of Senators in this Chamber to 
work together to fix it so that it be- 
comes constitutional, so that it be- 
comes effective. 

I have done everything in my power 
to promote a reasonable constitutional 
compromise. Unfortunately, there are 
those who have chosen to put politics 
ahead of their desire to actually come 
to a solution on this issue. That is un- 
fortunate, that is regrettable, but that 
is the state of play. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HIRONO). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Madam President, I 
come to the floor this afternoon to 
speak against the amendment being of- 
fered by my colleague, Senator 
COBURN. I know he was on the Senate 
floor earlier today explaining his 
amendment, and I also know my col- 
league from Texas was just out here 
making general remarks about the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act and its reau- 
thorization. I am here to continue the 
debate and to make sure it is clear to 
my colleagues that, make no mistake, 
a vote for the Coburn amendment is a 
vote against Native American women. 
That is because the amendment would 
strip the bill of provisions that are in- 
tended to bring about better justice for 
women who have been the victims of 
domestic violence crimes on Indian res- 
ervations. 

Many people who have been out here 
on the floor have been talking about 
the breakdown in our political system 
and that somehow this is about par- 
tisan politics. Well, I can assure my 
colleagues this is an issue where many 
women in the Senate have been 
scratching their heads and asking 
themselves: Why is it the Violence 
Against Women Act and the Traf- 
ficking Prevention Reauthorization 
Act have both been stymied by various 
Members in both the House and Sen- 
ate? These are crimes that are mostly 
perpetrated against women. Why aren’t 
these bills resolved and passed so we 
can give clarity to local officials and 
partners so they can provide a better 
justice system and help so many 
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women in the United States of Amer- 
ica? 

Native American women are raped 
and assaulted at 2⁄2 times the national 
average. That means more than 1 in 3 
Native American women will be raped 
in their lifetime and 3 in 5 will suffer 
from domestic assault. Murder is the 
third leading cause of death among Na- 
tive American women. However, less 
than 50 percent of the domestic vio- 
lence cases in Indian Country are pros- 
ecuted because of a gap in our legal 
system. 

So this isn’t about politics. This isn’t 
a debate on what is a good way to win 
votes somewhere in America. This is 
about the life and death of women who 
need a better system to prosecute 
those who are committing serious 
crimes against them. 

My colleagues can certainly take ex- 
ception to the solution that has been 
provided here, but as many of my col- 
leagues have said in the past, they 
can’t own the facts. They can have 
their opinions, but I am here to say the 
underlying bill does protect the con- 
stitutional rights of non-Native Ameri- 
cans who commit these crimes on trib- 
al reservations. 

We are consulting with the Depart- 
ment of Justice, which did an elaborate 
study and analysis of exactly how to 
make sure the gap in the Federal sys- 
tem, which currently doesn’t provide a 
prosecutor, doesn’t provide a judge, 
which doesn’t provide a court on every 
section of land in the United States of 
America, will be represented with a ju- 
dicial partner that does guarantee the 
civil liberties of U.S. citizens, and 
guarantee that they are protected in 
both a fair trial and the ability to have 
habeas corpus review by a Federal 
court. 

What we have here are two or three 
Republican administrations whose So- 
licitor Generals have basically said 
these rights remain with Native Ameri- 
cans and the Federal Government. The 
last Solicitor General said: 

The policy of leaving Indians free from 
State jurisdiction and control is deeply root- 
ed in our Nation’s history. 

But this is about a Federal partner- 
ship and making sure a Federal law is 
upheld. So if my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle want to say we 
are going to provide a Federal pros- 
ecutor and a Federal Court system on 
every reservation or close to every res- 
ervation across America, OK, great. My 
point is if you think you are rooting 
out crime in America, while letting a 
sieve happen in Indian Country, you 
are not rooting out crime. You are 
sending a signal to people that this is 
an easy place to go. If you want to con- 
duct sex trafficking of women, go to 
tribal reservations. If you want to es- 
cape the law and not worry about vio- 
lent behavior, then go to tribal res- 
ervations. That is what you are saying 
to people. You are saying this is the 
place where you can escape the law. 
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We are trying to close that gap. So 
this is not something that has been 
done with sleight of hand. This is 
something where a great deal of 
thought has gone into it by the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

I will remind my colleagues it was 
one of our former colleagues, the In- 
dian Civil Rights Act was crafted by 
Senator Sam Ervin of North Carolina, 
to grant American Indians the same 
Bill of Rights in tribal courts as are af- 
forded defendants in any other courts. 
Those rights included the Miranda 
right, a trial by jury, the right to coun- 
sel, the right to confront their accuser, 
and a right to habeas corpus. So all of 
these things are actually in the tribal 
system today. They are a part of what 
is called the Indian Civil Rights Act, 
and they affect Native Americans. 

My colleague, Senator CORNYN, said 
these civil liberties provided to U.S. 
citizens are not included in this legis- 
lation. They are included. They are in- 
cluded in section 904 on page 182. Those 
same civil liberties are called out in 
this bill, S. 47, the reauthorization of 
the VAWA Act. They are called out 
specifically for nontribal U.S. citizens. 
So in that court system both tribal 
members and nontribal members are 
protected by the same civil liberties 
and are protected in their ability to 
have federal habeas corpus review in 
Federal Court. 

I am not sure to what my colleagues 
are referring. If I am missing some 
point, I would love to hear about it. 
But these safeguards were built into 
this system because this is such an 
egregious problem that we have to fix. 
So we are asking Indian Country and 
tribal courts to meet these same cri- 
teria. If a tribal court can’t provide 
legal counsel to a defendant, if they 
can’t follow these same things, then no 
one is going to be tried under a tribal 
court system. 

We are trying to address cases like 
the one mentioned in the New York 
Times today of a woman who was bat- 
tered and beaten by a partner so many 
times, yet he was never arrested and 
tried because it happened on a tribal 
reservation. Only when he showed up 
at her worksite with a gun to kill her— 
and only because an employee pushed 
her out of the way is she here today— 
could something be done. We are trying 
to close that gap and protect every- 
one’s civil liberties. 

I want to be clear. The civil liberties 
that are protected under this Senate 
bill—the civil liberties protections of 
due process, for no unreasonable search 
or seizure, no double jeopardy, a right 
to counsel, not being compelled to tes- 
tify against yourself, the ability to get 
a speedy trial, the right to trial by 
jury, the right to confront witnesses, 
the right of habeas corpus review in 
federal court—are all in S. 47 as it re- 
lates to non-Native Americans. Those 
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are the rights that are going to be pro- 
tected. That is what we are passing in 
this legislation. 

So we shouldn’t strip out this provi- 
sion. We should move forward with 
what has been a discussion about how 
to partner and uphold Federal law in 
the most efficient, cost-effective man- 
ner possible, and in conjunction with 
what has been Federal law and deter- 
mination about tribal sovereignty and 
issues by many Solicitor Generals, by 
many Supreme Courts, by many indi- 
viduals who have looked at this situa- 
tion. 

Members can decide they don’t trust 
Indian Country. They can say: I don’t 
trust this tribe, or I don’t trust that 
one. If that is the case, they should 
come to the Senate floor and say that. 
Say they don’t believe they can bring 
about justice in their courts, if that is 
what they mean. But under this stat- 
ute they will absolutely have to, and 
they absolutely have to today for every 
tribal member who comes before that 
court, and they will be required to up- 
hold those same issues for non-Native 
Americans as well. 

I would say to my colleagues that 
this is an epidemic. Believe me, I want 
to get the Violence Against Women Act 
passed. I want to get this human sex 
trafficking act out of the hands of the 
House of Representatives and passed. I 
know some of my colleagues are trying 
to attach some of that here, but I 
would say we should pass both of these. 
This is about an epidemic in America, 
and we are trying to put together some 
creative solutions. If I am wrong about 
the facts and the details about civil lib- 
erties, I would love to hear about it. 
Otherwise, I would like my colleagues 
to vote against the Coburn amend- 
ment, which strikes these provisions, 
and pass this legislation so we can 
move on and get a final bill that pro- 
tects women all across America wheth- 
er they are tribal members or not. 

Clearly, we should not ignore the sta- 
tistics and the gap that shows us that 
we need to do something very impor- 
tant to make sure all women, including 
Native American women, no longer suf- 
fer from these statistics that are just 
unbearable in the United States of 
America. 

So, Madam President, I hope our col- 
leagues will turn down the Coburn 
amendment and vote for final passage 
on this legislation. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Madam President, 
I want to acknowledge the comments 
of my colleague from Washington. As 
the incoming chairman on the Indian 
Affairs Committee, she is obviously 
well aware of the challenges—often- 
times the horrific challenges—so many 
American Indians, Alaska Natives, and 
our indigenous people face when it 
comes to domestic violence and the in- 
ability to access the law. 

I have been a member of the Indian 
Affairs Committee now since I came to 
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the Senate some 10 years ago, and 
every year, without fail, we have some 
aspect of a hearing that focuses on do- 
mestic violence. We look to the statis- 
tics, and they are staggering. They are 
staggering and they are overwhelming 
when you put them into perspective in 
terms of how our Native women—par- 
ticularly our Native women on reserva- 
tions—deal with an epidemic when it 
comes to domestic violence issues that 
they face within their homes and so 
often have no place to turn. As to the 
law enforcement you and I would hope 
to be able to rely on in the event of a 
true tragedy, far too often women on 
our reservations are not able to avail 
themselves of those protections. It is 
something our committee has strug- 
gled with for far too long. 

When we talk about VAWA and the 
importance of the Violence Against 
Women Act, I think we all recognize 
the universe we are speaking to is all 
women, but I think it is important to 
recognize that within this particular 
demographic, the statistics of those 
Native women, for whatever terrible, 
tragic reason, are even that much 
worse. 

That is why I am a proud cosponsor 
of this bill. I think it will make real 
improvements in the services that are 
offered to victims of domestic violence. 
Even given the very difficult budget 
environment that we face, we look to 
those areas where we can make a dif- 
ference. I think this legislation will 
make a difference. 

As I start off my comments, I am 
talking about indigenous women every- 
where and the violence and the statis- 
tics they face. In Alaska, unfortu- 
nately, our statistics stand out. They 
stand out in a way that makes none of 
us proud. They stand out in a way that 
requires us to turn inward and say, 
What are we doing wrong? What is hap- 
pening that we are not able to make a 
difference in the lives of women and 
other victims of domestic violence? 

According to the Alaska Victimiza- 
tion Survey, conducted back in 2010, 59 
percent of Alaskan women have experi- 
enced intimate partner or sexual vio- 
lence. 

In the 10 years between 2001 and 2011, 
our Alaska State troopers responded to 
almost 50,000 domestic violence of- 
fenses, almost 5,500 sexual abuse of a 
minor offenses, and almost 4,500 sexual 
assault offenses. Seventy-four percent 
of the victims of sex crimes in Alaska 
were less than 18 years old. Think 
about what that does to you. You are a 
young child, a young woman, a victim 
at such an early age. You carry that 
with you throughout your life. 

The average rate of reported forcible 
rape in Alaska was 2⁄2 times higher in 
Alaska than across the rest of the 
country. So as a woman in Alaska, you 
have a 2⁄2 times higher likelihood of 
being the victim of a forcible rape. 
This is a very personal issue for my 
State. 
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I have heard from people all over the 
State urging us here in the Senate, 
urging us here in the Congress: Pass 
this VAWA bill. You had a chance last 
Congress to pass it. You didn’t make it 
happen. You have an opportunity now. 
Make it happen. 

A mother in Anchorage wrote me: 

This is of utmost importance to me. As one 
who has represented victims of domestic vio- 
lence in Alaska under VAWA, I know how 
very important this legislation is to protect 
my daughter and all other women in Alaska 
and throughout our country. 

A woman from Dutch Harbor wrote: 

As a rural Alaskan who is also a board 
member of my local domestic violence shel- 
ter, I can tell you from experience that 
VAWA saves lives! As you know, Alaska has 
one of the nation’s highest rates of domestic 
violence, sexual assault, child abuse, child 
sexual abuse, and elder abuse. The economic 
downturn makes it even more crucial for us 
to provide immediate safe shelter to sur- 
vivors in times of crisis to help them escape 
further violence. 

Think about it. This woman is writ- 
ing from Dutch Harbor, AK, out at the 
end of the Aleutian channel, about 
1,000 miles away from Anchorage, and 
an $800 airplane ticket. If you need to 
get away from your violent situation 
and you don’t have $1,000, where do you 
go? How do we provide that help? 

I received another letter from a 
woman in Fairbanks, who said: 

Tragically, there is not a single Alaska Na- 
tive woman or girl in Alaska whose life has 
not been affected by violence against women 
at some level. Personally, it has affected my 
life and those that I love for generations. As 
Alaska Natives, we know that you value and 
advocate for the rights and welfare of the 
many people of Alaska. Please continue to be 
a voice for those who cannot be heard and 
work to reauthorize VAWA and SAVE Native 
Women. 

These are the types of requests that I 
get from men and women all over my 
State. 

Our Governor, Governor Parnell, has 
made a very personal effort in his 4 
years as Governor to focus on domestic 
violence and child sexual assault. He 
has launched a campaign that he has 
dubbed Choose Respect; and every year 
across the State Alaskans gather in a 
very high-profile way to march. We 
have banners and there are young chil- 
dren and women and men and anybody 
you might imagine, all over the State. 

This year, March 28, the Governor 
will again be encouraging us to choose 
respect. We want to make sure it is 
more than just overt demonstrations. 
We need to make this translate into 
real words that change these statistics, 
that change the dynamic, because 
Alaskans are right: Our statistics of 
domestic violence and sexual assault 
are absolutely staggering—2% times, 
again, more than the national average. 
We need to do everything we can to get 
a handle on these tragic statistics, be- 
cause they are not statistics, they are 
lives, they are families, they are people 
and friends we know. 
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VAWA provides the tools to do so, in- 
cluding in the villages of rural Alaska, 
where victims of sexual assault and do- 
mestic violence face some pretty 
unique challenges. Many of these vil- 
lages have no full-time law enforce- 
ment presence. They may have only a 
single community health aide who has 
to tend to every medical crisis in the 
community. Just being able to provide 
rape kits is a challenge. 

I mentioned being in a small remote 
community where everybody knows ev- 
erybody, and you are the victim of do- 
mestic violence and there may be no 
place to turn. There may be no way to 
get out of your village. Highty percent 
of our communities are not attached 
by roads. It is not as though you can 
just hop in your car and get away. You 
have to be able to fly out. If you don’t 
have the money, you can’t get out. If 
the weather closes in, there are no 
planes even if you did have the cash for 
an airplane ticket. So how we can be 
there to be that support is crucial. 

VAWA is a ray of hope to victims of 
domestic violence and sexual assault in 
our Alaska Native villages, whether 
you are in Ketchikan or whether you 
are in Kenai, from Anchorage to 
Dillingham. And this bill will help that 
States such as Alaska, with smaller 
populations and truly great need, are 
given the same access to grants for vic- 
tims while providing services and sup- 
port to all victims of domestic and sex- 
ual violence. I am pleased to be able to 
lend my support. 

AMENDMENT NO. 11 

Madam President, I want to take a 
moment to explain an amendment that 
is in order this afternoon. This is my 
amendment No. 11. 

It was mentioned earlier by the Sen- 
ator from Washington State that sec- 
tion 904 and section 905 of the bill 
would expand the jurisdiction of Indian 
tribes to address issues of domestic vio- 
lence committed by  non-Indians 
against tribal members. So within sec- 
tion 905(b) and 910, they provide that, 
within the State of Alaska, this ex- 
panded jurisdiction applies only to one 
Indian reservation in our State, and 
that happens to be the Metlakatla In- 
dian Reservation in the southeast. 

You might say why just Metlakatla. 
In Alaska, there is only one reserva- 
tion and that is Metlakatla. We have 
229 federally recognized tribes, but 
other than Metlakatla, none controls 
Indian country in the State under ex- 
isting law. The U.S. Supreme Court 
held in the Venetie case that none of 
the lands conveyed under the Alaska 
law is Indian country. 

So what we have in the amendment 
before us is nothing more than a tech- 
nical clarification. Both the legislation 
and my amendment state that the 
tribes, other than Metlakatla, retain 
all of the authority they currently 
have to issue domestic violence protec- 
tion orders, whether or not that au- 
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thority is inherent or statutorily cre- 
ated, and none of this authority, to the 
extent it exists, is diminished by the 
legislation or by my amendment. In ad- 
dition, we go on to clarify that none of 
the authority the State of Alaska has 
is diminished. 

So the natural question then would 
be: What is the difference between the 
Alaska provisions that are contained in 
905(b) and 910? And why then do we 
even need my amendment? 

The only difference is that we are at- 
tempting to spell out in plain English, 
consolidated in one section of the bill, 
to make it more clear. It truly is a 
technical amendment in every respect. 
We had some who actually questioned 
whether the bill’s language was clear 
enough, so we worked with Senator 
LEAHY’s folks, we worked with some of 
the Indian law scholars, to allay the 
confusion. We very simply state the 
rules for Alaska’s unique situation. 

I certainly hope that if we move to 
vote on this amendment, folks would 
understand that what we are talking 
about is mere clarification, and I would 
ask for their support. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

THANKING FIRST RESPONDERS 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Madam Presi- 
dent, I want to first of all begin on this 
day when Connecticut, like other New 
England States, is digging out from an 
historic, truly an epic, snowstorm, to 
give my thanks to the first responders 
and to the men and women who have 
been working behind snowplows and 
payloaders for endless hours, literally 
almost without stop since the begin- 
ning of this snowstorm, and have 
risked their lives, given boundlessly of 
their energy and effort to make sure 
the people of Connecticut and also 
Massachusetts, our neighbor, and New 
York, have been made safer and more 
secure during this time of another 
monstrous storm. 

I know much of America in the more 
temperate zones may not appreciate 
what a monstrous snowstorm, carrying 
3 feet of snow to many parts of Con- 
necticut, poses in the way of challenges 
and even threats to human life. And I 
would say without any disrespect—in 
fact, with great admiration to the Pre- 
siding Officer, who happens to be from 
Hawaii—that it is unlikely in her State 
that anything approaching this mag- 
nitude of snow ever will be approach- 
ing. But I know that Hawaii, like every 
other State, shares its need to confront 
weather crises, and I believe that as a 
Nation we have always come together, 
whether it is tornadoes, hurricanes, or 
floods, to address these common chal- 
lenges and we rally together as a Na- 
tion. So I hope we will again. 

The relief is necessary, and the Presi- 
dent has issued a declaration of emer- 
gency for Connecticut. I thank him for 
that action, and I hope it will be fol- 
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lowed by tangible aid that will be nec- 
essary in the wake of this monstrous 
storm. 

I come to the floor to talk about the 
action and bill I hope will be approved 
later today or as soon as possible. The 
Senate is considering the Violence 
Against Women Act. I am a cosponsor 
and a strong supporter. I wish to par- 
ticularly thank Chairman LEAHY, who 
has demonstrated such patience and 
perseverance. If the definition of cour- 
age is grace under pressure, he cer- 
tainly has shown tremendous grace 
under huge pressure. Again, we face the 
need, a pressing need to reauthorize 
this measure. 

It was first passed 18 years ago and 
was permitted to expire during the last 
Congress. The Senate passed this meas- 
ure during the last Congress by an 
overwhelming bipartisan vote. It was 
stalled and then stopped in the House 
of Representatives. I thank Chairman 
LEAHY for his excellent work on this 
essential legislation. Partly, it was 
stalled over a measure that demands 
particular focus today. This legislation 
is critical to the 54,000 Connecticut 
women who became domestic violence 
victims in 2011. But it is particularly so 
to many of our Native Americans and 
to women who right now are, in effect, 
caught in a legal limbo when they seek 
prosecutorial action to vindicate their 
rights and to deter this cruel and un- 
speakable form of violence against 
them. 

Native Americans’ predicament is de- 
scribed very compellingly by a New 
York Times story this morning. The 
New York Times tells the story of 
Diane Millich, a Native American 
woman who was abused for years by 
her husband. She is one of 60 percent of 
Native American women who will expe- 
rience domestic abuse. That number is 
60 percent. One-third of Native Amer- 
ican women are assaulted during their 
lifetime. Native American women are 
2⁄2 times more likely to be raped than 
non-Native American women. 

The provisions of this bill that apply 
to Native American women are meant 
to address literally an epidemic of do- 
mestic violence and sexual assault that 
right now the law fails to deter and 
prevent. By any measure, this epidemic 
is a tragedy. In human terms, the num- 
bers are powerful, but they fail to give 
a face and a voice to this problem, as 
the Times did this morning with Diane 
Millich. 

These statistics are the result of Fed- 
eral law that prevents tribal courts 
from hearing cases against non-Native 
American abusers of Native American 
women. It is a limbo that is the result 
of a jurisdictional catch-22. If the 
abuser is a non-Native American, the 
tribal courts have no jurisdiction. But 
if the crime occurs on sovereign tribal 
land, Federal prosecutors face a vari- 
ety of obstacles to effective enforce- 
ment. So this measure would protect 
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Native American women who right now 
are so much the victims of abuse. 

I know Senator CORNYN has just spo- 
ken about his amendment that would, 
he has said, protect the potential de- 
fendants, protect their constitutional 
rights under the Bill of Rights. His 
amendment is not before us. What is 
before us is Senator COBURN’s amend- 
ment which would, in effect, eviscerate 
these protections for women against 
those defendants. I wish to respond, 
though, to Senator CORNYN, who has 
raised, thoughtfully and pertinently, 
some important questions about this 
legislation. 

Let me answer in two very affirma- 
tive and unequivocal ways. First of all, 
this bill would protect all the rights 
currently guaranteed in the Bill of 
Rights. Second, it would provide a 
right of appeal, first to the tribal 
courts in whatever process that is pro- 
vided there but then by habeas corpus 
to Federal courts where actually the 
Bill of Rights would apply with full 
force, in my view, as I read this bill. 

Senators should be clear when they 
vote on this measure that the Coburn 
amendment, in my view, would de- 
stroy, utterly undermine and evis- 
cerate the purpose of this bill and pro- 
visions of this bill that are designed to 
protect Native Americans against do- 
mestic violence and assault, and it 
would fully guarantee protections 
under our Bill of Rights to defendants 
who are charged, civilly or criminally, 
in the tribal courts. 

No woman should be left defenseless 
because of the identity of their abuser. 
Every woman deserves to know she is 
protected by the law of the land. 
Again, I thank and commend Senator 
LEAHY for addressing this important 
issue in the legislation before us by 
giving all Native American women the 
protections of these tribal courts. I 
don’t understand why this should be 
controversial. We are still facing ef- 
forts to strip this provision from the 
bill. I urge my colleagues to approve it. 

I also commend Senator LEAHY for 
offering an amendment that contains 
the bulk of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Reauthorization Act. I am a 
cosponsor of that measure and proudly 
of this amendment as well. He has been 
the leader in this body and in the Con- 
gress and the Nation against human 
trafficking. He has been a mentor to 
many of us on this issue. I am very 
proud to cosponsor this very important 
amendment. 

Human trafficking remains a scourge 
in our world and in our country. It is 
not some distant abstract problem. It 
is here and now in the United States, 
the greatest Nation in the history of 
our world, and we have an obligation to 
counter and combat it as this very im- 
portant amendment would do. It relies 
on partnerships between the States and 
Federal Government, between the pub- 
lic and private sectors, and between 
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the United States and other countries. 
It allows one piece of the legislation to 
achieve a massive impact and global 
reach. Twenty-seven million human 
beings are bought and sold as property 
each year, more than at any time in 
our history. We must have a solution 
as broad and wide-ranging as the prob- 
lem we face. 

The Leahy amendment allows the 
Federal Government to leverage a 
small outlay of taxpayer dollars into a 
giant system of protections and serv- 
ices for victims of human trafficking, 
not to mention law enforcement ac- 
tions to put the perpetrators of traf- 
ficking behind bars, put them in prison 
where they belong, and send a message 
of deterrence as well as punishment. 

This landmark proposal also creates 
new grant programs to help our law en- 
forcement agencies and service pro- 
viders respond to sex trafficking of 
American children—American children 
who are victims of sex traffic. This 
amendment would help to protect 
them. These grant programs will help 
to ensure that child victims of sex traf- 
ficking have access to services they 
need and justice they deserve. They are 
children, but they are no less deserving 
of justice. That proposition ought to be 
so obvious as not to need stating in 
this Chamber. I know, for the purposes 
of this body, it need not be stated. But 
the Leahy amendment recognizes that 
the traffickers’ most effective weapon 
is simply the ability to take the vic- 
tims’ identification documents. This 
measure would make that taking a 
crime, taking away identification doc- 
uments. 

The Leahy amendment also recog- 
nizes that the statute of limitations 
designed for other contexts is an un- 
justified impediment to effective pri- 
vate enforcement in the trafficking 
area. It extends the statute from 6 
years to 10 years for civil suits involv- 
ing violations of Federal trafficking 
laws. That statute of limitations may 
simply be an obstacle that cannot be 
overcome because the witnesses cannot 
be provided and because the children 
themselves may have to grow, in both 
maturity and physically, before they 
can effectively help prosecute a civil or 
criminal action. 

I have also cosponsored an amend- 
ment with Senator PORTMAN, and I am 
proud to have done so, to ensure that 
youth grants provided under section 
302 of VAWA can be made available to 
child victims of sex trafficking. In this 
country, sex trafficking remains a 
problem, a serious problem. There are 
an estimated 293,000 children at risk for 
commercial sexual exploitation and 
trafficking. The U.S. Department of 
Justice reports that between 2008 and 
2010, 83 percent of sex trafficking vic- 
tims found in the United States were 
U.S. citizens and 40 percent of sex traf- 
ficking cases involved sexual exploi- 
tation of children. 
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The fact is a tragic one, an unaccept- 
able and intolerable fact, that sex traf- 
ficking is a major source of child ex- 
ploitation, a major source of damage to 
our children, and the voices and faces 
of those children should be before this 
body when it considers this amend- 
ment. 

It is a bipartisan amendment cospon- 
sored by Senators GILLIBRAND, BROWN, 
COLLINS, AYOTTE, RUBIO, and COCHRAN. 
I thank them for their leadership on 
this issue, most especially Senator ROB 
PORTMAN, my partner in this effort, 
and I again thank Senator LEAHY for 
his leadership, which has inspired us to 
bring our amendment forward. I en- 
courage my colleagues to support the 
Leahy amendment as well as the one 
Senator PORTMAN and I and others 
have brought before this body and the 
underlying VAWA legislation. We have 
an opportunity to make history. We 
have an obligation to pass this measure 
and make history. I hope we will do so 
by the same overwhelming bipartisan 
vote that we did in the last session of 
Congress so the House of Representa- 
tives hears our message, and it is a 
message from the country: Domestic 
violence will not be tolerated. We will 
come to the aid of Native American 
women and all women who are victims 
of this heinous crime. 

AMENDMENT NO. 13 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, 
the Coburn amendment strikes the pro- 
visions of the underlying bill that ex- 
pand the authority of Indian tribal 
courts to try nonIndians. 

As I have stated, there are a number 
of constitutional questions that the 
Congressional Research Service has 
identified with the language that the 
Coburn amendment would strike. Some 
arise with respect to the expansion of 
tribal court jurisdiction. Others are as- 
sociated with the constitutional rights 
that would be provided to nonIndian 
defendants who would face proceedings 
in Indian tribal courts. 

It is not at all clear under the Con- 
stitution that Indian tribes possess any 
inherent authority that the bill pur- 
ports to recognize. It is also not clear 
that Congress can constitutionally del- 
egate to tribal courts the authority to 
try nonIndians. Additionally, tribal 
courts may not be able to secure basic 
constitutional rights to criminal de- 
fendants. 

The jury pool is racially restricted 
and does not provide the defendant a 
jury of his peers. Unlike a State, a 
tribe is not a sovereign entity. There- 
fore, a tribal proceeding can violate 
double jeopardy if the Federal govern- 
ment, which would retain concurrent 
jurisdiction under the bill, also decided 
to pursue the case. 

We recognize that rates of domestic 
violence are too high in Indian coun- 
try. The Federal government has a re- 
sponsibility to address these crimes, 
whether committed by Indians or by 
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others. It does not follow that the ap- 
proach taken in this bill is the right 
one. 

We should not engage in a political 
exercise over tribal sovereignty that 
has nothing to do with protecting In- 
dian women. We also should not pro- 
vide an illusion of a remedy that in the 
end could well be struck down by a 
court on constitutional grounds. 

Instead, we should take clearly con- 
stitutional action that will enable the 
Federal government to better fulfill its 
responsibilities to women in Indian 
country given the practical issues that 
make that difficult currently. 

I will support the Coburn amend- 
ment. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I 
come to the floor today in strong sup- 
port of the Violence Against Women 
Act. The Violence Against Women Act 
is a strong, inclusive, and bipartisan 
bill supported by the vast majority of 
our colleagues here. 

This bill has major, necessary im- 
provements to programs that are vital 
to millions of women, children, and 
men in every State, and neighborhood 
in our country. The communities 
served by VAWA deserve to have these 
improvements. The issues are too im- 
portant for partisan wrangling. 

I stand here today to call on the en- 
tire Senate to enact on these critical 
issues in order to protect our families, 
protect public safety, and protect the 
communities we serve. 

VAWA is crucial in all of our commu- 
nities. Every day VAWA is providing 
vital services to families in desperate 
need. I hear from my constituents far 
too often about the challenges they are 
facing, often involving significant eco- 
nomic struggles only to be complicated 
by deep emotional pain and fear. 

This is not about politics. Here are 
the statistics: one in four women will 
be victims of domestic violence. Six- 
teen million children are exposed to 
domestic violence every day. And over 
2 million will be victims themselves of 
physical or sexual violence each year. 
Twenty thousand cases are in my own 
State of Maryland. Since we created 
the legislation in 1994, the national 
hotline has received millions of calls. 
Millions of women felt in danger and 
millions had the chance of being res- 
cued. 

In my own State of Maryland VAWA 
is making recovery possible for victims 
finding legal help to separate from 
their abusers. They are also getting 
vital services at rape crisis centers and 
navigating our immigration system to 
ensure protection. 

I heard from one of my constituents, 
Jean, on the Eastern Shore of Mary- 
land. Jean had been married to her 
husband for 10 years and shared two 
children. She benefited from VAWA’s 
Legal Assistance for Victims Grant 
after being abused so brutally one 
evening. Jean called the hotline and 
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got the legal assistance to file for a 
protective order, which she ultimately 
was awarded and is now living her life 
safely with her children. 

I also heard from Danielle. Danielle 
was sexually assaulted at the age of 19 
by an associate that she knew. She was 
aided by VAWA’s Sexual Assault Serv- 
ices program when she made the con- 
nection with the rape crisis center a 
few days after her attack. Danielle got 
the support she needed at the crisis 
center. She received personalized safe- 
ty planning and counseling and was 
provided a lawyer to help her get a 
peace order. 

I also hear from law enforcement in 
Maryland who say VAWA is helping 
them make communities safer and how 
the reauthorization will strengthen 
this. The Lethality Assessment Pro- 
gram, pioneered in Maryland and now a 
model for the Nation, is strengthened 
in this bill. The program is used to 
identify high-risk situations at the 
outset and link up local police with do- 
mestic violence professionals, thereby 
providing wrap-around services and 
empowerment to get victims out of 
harm’s way and reduce homicides. This 
was made possible because of VAWA 
which provided the Federal funding to 
make this a reality. 

As chair of the Appropriations Sub- 
committee that funds the Justice De- 
partment, I fund the Violence Against 
Women Act programs. These programs 
ensure tougher penalties for abusers, 
coordinated assistance with commu- 
nity organizations, and court advo- 
cates for abused to boost reporting and 
prosecution. 

In the fiscal year 2013 CJS spending 
bill, I provide a robust $421 million for 
Violence Against Women grants. I am 
fighting for historic funding levels 
even within the stringent budget re- 
ality. I also provide strong investments 
in core VAWA programs including $189 
million for STOP formula grants, 
which coordinates community response 
to domestic violence and also trains 
police, prosecutors and judicial staff; 
$25 million for sexual assault services 
that direct services for victims of rape; 
$25 million for transitional housing 
grants so victims have safe and afford- 
able housing after shelters; and $50 mil- 
lion for Grants to Encourage Arrests, 
which teaches police and prosecutors 
how to support victims and ensure of- 
fender accountability. 

We know that VAWA works, so ap- 
proving it should be a nobrainer. The 
Senate VAWA bill makes these im- 
provements, and not just in the ways 
that get attention, but in ways which 
will make the difference in a victim’s 
life. 

I fund this bill, its improvements are 
measures that I fully support, and I put 
money in the Federal checkbook each 
year to make sure VAWA is available 
to those who need it. Maryland has 
done such a good job, and I won’t let 
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the United States Congress fail these 
families in need. 

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at 5:30 p.m., 
the Senate proceed to a vote in rela- 
tion to the Coburn amendment No. 13; 
further, that upon disposition of the 
amendment, the Senate proceed to a 
period of morning business, with Sen- 
ators permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each; that following leader re- 
marks on Tuesday, February 12, the 
Senate resume consideration of S. 47; 
that the time until 11 a.m. be equally 
divided between the two leaders or 
their designees prior to votes in rela- 
tion to the amendments included under 
the previous order and that those votes 
occur in the order listed; that all after 
the first vote be 10-minute votes; and 
finally, that all other provisions of the 
previous order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. I thank the distin- 
guished Presiding Officer. 

AMENDMENT NO. 13 

Madam President, I join Chairwoman 
CANTWELL, the chair of the Senate 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and the 
senior Senator from Alaska, Senator 
MURKOWSKI, in opposing Senator 
COBURN’s amendment. The amendment 
will remove essential protections for 
Native women from the bill. 

Native women in this country experi- 
ence domestic abuse at a shockingly 
high rate. A recent study found that 
nearly three in five American Indian 
women have been the victim of a do- 
mestic assault. This terrible trend has 
been perpetuated by a jurisdictional 
gap that allows many non-Indian per- 
petrators on tribal lands to go 
unpunished. 

This problem is real: nearly half of 
Indian women are married to non-In- 
dian men, and thousands more are in 
relationships with non-Indians. Tribal 
courts have no jurisdiction when these 
men commit domestic violence of- 
fenses, and federal and state officials 
are not in a position to prosecute in 
most cases. They are often hours away 
and lack the resources and local con- 
tacts to be able to effectively respond. 
These non-Indian men can essentially 
abuse Indian women with immunity 
from any consequences. That has to 
end. 

The Leahy-Crapo bill addresses this 
glaring need by allowing tribes that 
can provide key rights to defendants to 
prosecute non-Indians for domestic vio- 
lence offenses under limited cir- 
cumstances. Our bill also clarifies that 
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tribal courts have the authority to 
issue and enforce protection orders 
against non-Indians. These are essen- 
tial tools in combatting domestic vio- 
lence. Senator COBURN’s amendment 
would eliminate these crucial provi- 
sions. 

These provisions in the Leahy-Crapo 
bill are the product of careful delibera- 
tion by the Indian Affairs Committee 
and the Judiciary Committee, with 
input from legal experts. They are 
identical to the corresponding provi- 
sion in last year’s VAWA reauthoriza- 
tion which passed the Senate with 68 
votes. Just this week I received a letter 
from the National Task Force to End 
Sexual and Domestic Violence Against 
Women voicing their strong support for 
the tribal jurisdiction provision that is 
currently in the Leahy-Crapo bill and 
today I received their letter strongly 
opposing the changes proposed in Sen- 
ator COBURN’s amendment. I also re- 
ceived a letter from the National Con- 
gress of American Indians expressing 
their support for the current tribal pro- 
visions and unequivocal opposition to 
any efforts to alter them. 

Senator COBURN’s amendment would 
reverse the significant progress we 
made last year when the Senate passed 
these provisions with strong bipartisan 
support. It sends the message that Na- 
tive women are not deserving of the 
same protections as other women. I 
urge my fellow Senators to vote 
against it. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent that these letters and other 
letters opposing the amendment be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

NATIONAL TASK FORCE TO END SEX- 
UAL AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 
AGAINST WOMEN, 

February 6, 2013. 

Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 

Chair, Senate Judiciary Committee, Dirksen 
Senate Office Building, U.S. Senate, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

Hon. MICHAEL CRAPO, 

Dirksen Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY AND SENATOR 
CRAPO: The National Task Force to End Sex- 
ual and Domestic Violence—comprised of na- 
tional, tribal, state, territorial and local or- 
ganizations, as well as individuals, com- 
mitted to securing an end to violence against 
women, including civil rights organizations, 
labor unions, advocates for children and 
youth, anti-poverty groups, immigrant and 
refugee rights organizations, women’s rights 
leaders, and education groups—writes to ex- 
press its strong and unequivocal support for 
the tribal provisions included in Title IX of 
S. 47, the Violence Against Women Reau- 
thorization Act. As you are aware, these pro- 
visions are identical to those that were con- 
tained in S. 1925, the VAWA bill introduced 
in the 112th Congress. As such, the provisions 
were first voted affirmatively out of the In- 
dian Affairs Committee, then added to S. 
1925 and passed out of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and finally were contained in the 
final version of S. 1925 that passed the Sen- 
ate last year with bipartisan support. 
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While we understand that some have ex- 
pressed constitutional concerns with respect 
to the criminal jurisdiction provisions con- 
tained in section 904, Title IX of S. 47, we 
wish to respectfully point out that the provi- 
sions were drafted and put forward by the 
U.S. Department of Justice, and were thor- 
oughly vetted before they were submitted to 
the Senate Indian Affairs and Judiciary 
Committees. We also wish to remind the 
members of the Senate of the terrifying 
rates of victimization that American Indian 
and Alaska Native women experience: 34% of 
American Indian and Alaska Native women 
will be raped in their lifetimes, 39% will be 
subjected to domestic violence in their life- 
times. Sixty-seven percent of Native women 
victims of rape and sexual assault report 
that their assailants are non-Native individ- 
uals. On some reservations, Native women 
are murdered at more than ten times the na- 
tional average. These startling statistics, 
coupled with the unfortunately high declina- 
tion rates (U.S. Attorneys declined to pros- 
ecute nearly 52% of violent crimes that 
occur in Indian country, and 67% of cases de- 
clined were sexual abuse related cases), pro- 
vided ample reason for Congress to act in 
passing S. 47 with Section 904 intact. 

Additonally, we offer for the consideration 
of the members of the Senate a letter sub- 
mitted last year by over 50 U.S. law profes- 
sors who carefully reviewed the provisions of 
section 904 and found them to be constitu- 
tional. We offer some relevant excerpts 
below: 

“It is important to note that Section 904 of 
S. 1925 does not constitute a full restoration 
of all tribal criminal jurisdiction—only that 
which qualifies as ‘‘special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction.” So there must be an 
established intimate-partner relationship to 
trigger the jurisdiction. Moreover, no de- 
fendant in tribal court will be denied Con- 
stitutional rights that would be afforded in 
state or federal courts. Section 904 provides 
ample safeguards to ensure that non-Indian 
defendants in domestic violence cases re- 
ceive all rights guaranteed by the United 
States Constitution.. . . 

In other words, a defendant who has no ties 
to the tribal community would not be sub- 
ject to criminal prosecution in tribal court. 
Federal courts have jurisdiction to review 
such tribal jurisdiction determinations after 
exhaustion of tribal remedies. Section 904 is 
specifically tailored to address the victim- 
ization of Indian women by persons who have 
either married a citizen of the tribe or are 
dating a citizen of the Tribe.” 

In closing, the National Task Force wishes 
to thank you for your tireless efforts to re- 
authorize the Violence Against Women Act, 
S. 47. We appreciate your leadership and look 
forward to working with you toward a speedy 
passage of S. 47, including Title IX as intro- 
duced with no weakening amendments. 

Sincerely, 
THE NATIONAL TASK FORCE TO END SEXUAL 
AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE. 
NCAI TASK FORCE ON VIOLENCE 
AGAINST WOMEN, NATIONAL CON- 
GRESS OF AMERICAN INDIANS, 
Washington, DC, February 7, 2013. 
Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Chair, Senate Judiciary Committee, Dirksen 
Senate Office Building, Washington, DC. 
Hon. MICHAEL CRAPO, 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATORS LEAHY AND CRAPO: The Na- 
tional Congress of American Indians (NCAI), 
founded in 1944, is the oldest, largest and 
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most representative American Indian and 
Alaska Native organization serving the 
broad interests of tribal governments and 
communities. The NCAI Task Force on Vio- 
lence Against Women focuses on addressing 
crimes of violence against Native women. 
This letter is to express our strong opposi- 
tion to any amendment offered which would 
strip or alter the current language in S. 47. 

The Task Force knows that unfortunately 
Native women are victimized at rates higher 
than any other population in the United 
States. It is estimated that 34% of American 
Indian and Alaska Native women will be 
raped in their lifetimes; 89% will be sub- 
jected to domestic violence in their life- 
times; 67% of Native women victims of rape 
and sexual assault report their assailants as 
non-Native individuals, and, on some res- 
ervations, Native women are murdered at 
more than ten times the national average. 

These startling statistics, coupled with the 
unfortunately high declination rates (U.S. 
Attorneys declined to prosecute nearly 52% 
of violent crimes that occur in Indian coun- 
try; and 67% of cases declined were sexual 
abuse related cases), provide ample reason 
for Congress to act in passing S. 47 with Sec- 
tion 904 intact. 

Section 904 does not take away constitu- 
tional rights from offenders, it guarantees 
swift justice for Native victims. There are 
safeguards built into the provision which en- 
sure that all rights guaranteed under the 
Constitution are given to non-Native defend- 
ants in tribal court. Further, the special do- 
mestic violence jurisdiction is narrowly re- 
stricted to apply only to instances of domes- 
tic or dating violence where: 1) the victim is 
an Indian, 2) the conduct occurs on tribal 
lands; and 3) where the defendant either lives 
or works on the reservation, i.e., where the 
defendant has significant ties to the commu- 
nity. 

The NCAI Task Force on Violence Against 
Women is extremely concerned that mis- 
understandings of the political status of In- 
dian tribes and the internal workings of the 
tribal court system are causing confusion on 
how this provision will work on the ground. 
Indian tribes are not a racial class, they are 
a political body—so the question is not 
whether non-Indians are subject to Indian 
court—the question is whether tribal govern- 
ments, political entities, have the necessary 
jurisdiction to provide their citizens with 
the public safety protections every govern- 
ment has the inherent duty to provide. 

Amendments which place more funding in 
the hands of federal authorities will not ad- 
dress this immediate local need. We believe 
strongly that local government is the best 
government for addressing public safety con- 
cerns. For example, an amendment is being 
offered today which would require that tribal 
governments petition a U.S. District Court 
for an ‘‘appropriately tailored protection 
order excluding any persons from areas with- 
in the Indian country of the tribe.” This 
level of procedure for an intimately local 
issue is not practical and will do little to im- 
prove matters on Indian reservations. Tribal 
courts are the appropriate venue to issue 
such protection orders. 

Also, tribal courts and authorities are the 
appropriate triers of fact for domestic vio- 
lence matters conducted on Indian reserva- 
tions. The federal system has proven ineffec- 
tive in many respects, but none as detri- 
mental to the backbone of a community as 
the area of domestic violence against Native 
women. Further many tribal courts operate 
in much the same manner as state courts, al- 
beit with smaller dockets and lesser degrees 
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of crime as their sister governments: state 
and federal courts. Also, all tribal courts are 
bound by the Indian Civil Rights Act, which, 
as amended, guarantees all of the constitu- 
tional rights non-Native defendants have in 
state courts. 

For these reasons, the NCAI Task Force on 
Violence Against Women strongly opposes 
any amendments to S. 47 and offers its 
strong support for the current language in 
the bipartisan Senate VAWA Reauthoriza- 
tion: S. 47. Thanks for your time and your 
continuous efforts to provide greater protec- 
tions for women in Indian Country. 

Sincerely, 
JUANA MAJEL DIXON, 

Co-Chair, NCAI Task Force on Violence 

Against Women. 
TERRI HENRY, 
Co-Chair, NCAI Task Force on Violence 
Against Women. 


VOTE NO ON COBURN AMENDMENT #13 


A ‘‘NO”’ VOTE WILL RETAIN VITAL VAWA 
PROTECTIONS FOR NATIVE WOMEN 


The National Congress of American Indi- 
ans and tribal governments nationwide op- 
pose Coburn Amendment No. 13. This harm- 
ful amendment would strip the critical tribal 
jurisdiction provisions in Sections 904 and 
905 of S. 47 that are so important to deter- 
ring senseless violence against Native 
women who reside on Indian reservations. 
Section 904 is the same tribal jurisdiction 
language that passed the Senate last session 
with strong bi-partisan support. It acknowl- 
edges the authority of Indian tribal govern- 
ments to exercise concurrent jurisdiction 
over crimes of domestic violence by non-Na- 
tive suspects. Every suspect will be afforded 
the full array of constitutional protections. 
This provision is critically important to 
stopping the epidemic of domestic violence 
against Native women. 


Section 904 is Narrowly Tailored 


Section 904 does not acknowledge blanket 
jurisdiction over all crimes committed by 
non-Indians on tribal lands. The jurisdiction 
would only apply to domestic or dating vio- 
lence where the victim is a tribal citizen; the 
crime occurred on tribal lands; and the de- 
fendant must be in an established relation- 
ship with the victim. The provision is spe- 
cifically tailored to address a serious epi- 
demic of violence that Native women face 
each day. 

The current system of justice on Indian 
lands is broken. More than 1 in 3 Native 
women will be raped in their lifetimes, and 
more than 3 in 5 will suffer domestic abuse. 
Native women are forced to rely on federal 
officials to investigate and prosecute domes- 
tic violence committed by non-Natives. How- 
ever, U.S. Attorneys declined to prosecute a 
majority of violent crimes. Between 2006- 
2009, federal officials declined 52% of violent 
reservation crimes, including 67% of sexual 
assaults. 

In most cases, federal resources are 
stretched too thin, and federal investigators 
are located too far from many reservations 
to serve as an effective deterrent to crime on 
tribal lands. Lower level crimes of domestic 
violence go completely unprosecuted—and 
often unreported, because many Native 
women have lost faith in the justice system. 
When lower level domestic violence goes 
unpunished, the violence increases. The re- 
sult on some reservations is that the homi- 
cide rate of Native women in 10 times the na- 
tional average. These shocking facts provide 
compelling reasons for Congress to enact S. 
47 with Section 904 intact. 
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Defendants’ Have all Due Process Rights under 
the Proposed Limited Jurisdiction 

Section 904 ensures that non-Indian defend- 
ants in tribal court are afforded due process 
in a manner consistent with state and fed- 
eral courts. This includes the right to effec- 
tive assistance of counsel, the right to a trial 
by an impartial jury selected impartially, as 
well as all other constitutional rights guar- 
anteed under the Indian Civil Rights Act. 
Also, the draft language includes a catch-all 
provision, which entitles defendants to ‘‘all 
other rights whose protection is necessary 
under the Constitution of the United States 
in order for Congress” to acknowledge this 
jurisdiction. This last section ensures that 
non-Indian defendants will receive a fair 
trial in tribal courts. The U. S. Department 
of Justice developed and strongly supports 
Section 904, as do Bush Administration U.S. 
Attorneys, and many other experts in the 
field of criminal justice. 

The Coburn Amendment Also Strikes Section 905 
from S. 47 

The Coburn Amendment would strike Sec- 
tion 905 from S. 47. This section also passed 
this Senate last session with strong bi-par- 
tisan support. The civil jurisdiction found in 
Section 905 already exists under the full 
faith & credit clauses of VAWA 2000. This 
section simply clarifies the intent of this 
earlier reauthorization by making clear that 
tribes have full civil authority to issue and 
enforce domestic civil protection orders 
against Indians and non-Indians alike. 

This provision is critical to strengthening 
tribal regulatory authority over domestic 
disputes, threats of violence, harassment, or 
verbal or physical abuse. Women living in In- 
dian country and Alaska Native villages rely 
on tribal courts each day to obtain civil or- 
ders of protection to prevent future abuse in 
crimes of domestic violence, sexual assault, 
dating, and stalking. Requiring a woman in 
need of immediate protection to travel hun- 
dreds of miles from her reservation to a state 
court is not only impractical but also dan- 
gerous. We strongly oppose any amendment 
intended to strike this provision. 

A Vote Against the Coburn Amendment is a 
Vote for Indian Country 

A vote against the Coburn Amendment is a 
vote for Native women victims of abuse—and 
for the children who will grow up without 
such horrific violence. Sections 904 and 905 
are sensible, fair and will create a partner- 
ship between tribal governments and federal 
authorities in addressing an epidemic of do- 
mestic violence in Indian country. A VAWA 
Reauthorization without these critical provi- 
sions will deny Indian women access to jus- 
tice and legal protection available to other 
victims. Native women will be left behind in 
the national efforts to protect all victims of 
domestic violence and sexual assault. 

Coburn Amendment No. 18 would ignore 
the horrific crime that Native women face on 
a daily basis. If adopted, Congress will be 
telling tribal communities that the status 
quo is acceptable. Violence against any per- 
son by any person anywhere is unacceptable. 
For these reasons, I respectfully request you 
oppose the Coburn Amendment No. 18 and 
help Indian Country pass a VAWA Reauthor- 
ization that protects all women. 

JUANA MAJEL DIXON, 
First Vice President, 
NCAI, Co-Chair, 
NCAI Task Force on 
Violence Against 
Women. 
TERRI HENRY, 
Council, Eastern Band 
of Cherokee Indians, 
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Co-Chair, NCAI 
Task Force on Vio- 
lence Against 
Women. 


UNITED SOUTH 
AND EASTERN TRIBES, INC., 
Nashville, TN, February 9, 2013. 
Re Stand up for Native Women—Vote No on 
Coburn Amendment (No. 13) to S. 47. 


U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR: I write to you in two roles. 
First, I write on behalf of the United South 
and Eastern Tribes, Inc. (USET), which is an 
inter-tribal organization representing 26 fed- 
erally recognized Tribes from Texas to 
Maine. Second, I write as a son, father, rel- 
ative and tribal leader who has seen all too 
many times the long-lasting tragic con- 
sequences of domestic abuse within our com- 
munities. It burns our hearts that many of 
the perpetrators, despite having close ties to 
our tribal lands and communities, have no 
fear of punishment because they are non-In- 
dians and therefore fall outside the jurisdic- 
tion of the local government—in this case, 
the tribal government. 

Please support S. 47 and oppose any efforts, 
including the Coburn amendment (No. 18), 
which would deprive tribal governments of 
critically needed authority to keep reserva- 
tions safe and protect Native women and 
other victims of domestic abuse. 

I have been taught that ‘‘no nation is truly 
defeated until the hearts of its women are on 
the ground.” Native women have strong 
hearts, but that strength is constantly chal- 
lenged by the high rates of domestic violence 
on many Indian reservations. Of course, do- 
mestic violence is not limited to women and 
it is not limited to adults. It has an effect 
that passes down through the generations. 
We all dream that our children can live and 
grow up in a safe place, with loving adults. 
From such a foundation, our children will 
create safe and healthy families of their own, 
free from the scourge of domestic violence. 
It is well known that domestic violence is a 
behavior that starts at one level and often 
escalates over time to serious injury or even 
death. Tribes need the authority to inter- 
vene in early incidences of domestic vio- 
lence, as well as at any other stage. Only by 
doing this can we break the chain of domes- 
tic violence that weighs down our commu- 
nities. 

The pending Violence Against Women Act 
(VAWA) reauthorization (S. 47) presents an 
extraordinary opportunity to address the 
startling lack of law enforcement response 
to, and prosecutions for, incidences of do- 
mestic violence on Indian reservations. After 
years of struggling with this issue, those of 
us who live in Indian country have realized 
that the answer does not lie with the Federal 
and state governments, but with ourselves. 
We need to have in place systems of justice 
that will put fear in the heart of those who 
consider evil deeds, while also assure that all 
members of our communities have their 
basic rights protected. To do this, our Tribal 
courts must have authority to exercise lim- 
ited domestic violence criminal jurisdiction 
over all individuals with close ties to tribal 
communities who commit domestic violence 
offenses on Indian lands. Only at the local 
level can we create the credible community 
expectations and standards that will signifi- 
cantly reduce this crisis. 

There have been calls for alternate answers 
to the issue of domestic violence in Indian 
Country, but we who live there and know the 
problem first-hand can see no solution, short 
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of tribal jurisdiction over domestic violence 
crimes, that will truly deter predators and 
assure justice for domestic violence victims. 
Indeed, the solution we seek—acknowledging 
and strengthening the power of local juris- 
dictions to respond to local problems—is one 
that is common throughout the country to 
address issues of crime and violence and 
achieve justice in the most effective manner 
possible. 

From many conversations with both Re- 
publican and Democratic Members of the 
Senate, I know that we all care deeply about 
our family, friends, and loved ones and that 
we all want to stop the scourge of domestic 
violence. In this, we have a common human- 
ity which rises above philosophical and po- 
litical differences. We appeal to the leader- 
ship and membership of the Senate on the 
grounds of this shared humanity to reach a 
compassionate solution that extends the 
most basic of legal protections to all victims 
of domestic violence, no matter where in the 
United States they happen to live, and that 
empowers Tribal communities to enforce 
these values on their lands. 

In addition to opposing the Coburn Amend- 
ment (No. 18), USET would urge you to sup- 
port the Murkowski Amendment, which pro- 
vides important clarifications for Native 
Alaskans and the Leahy Human Trafficking 
Amendment. 

Respectfully, 
BRIAN PATTERSON, 
President. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum and ask 
unanimous consent that the time be 
equally divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to yield back all 
time on both sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The question is on agreeing to 
Coburn amendment No. 18. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, the 
yeas and nays have not been requested, 
have they? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They 
have not. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER), the 
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. COCH- 
RAN), the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ), the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER), the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. JOHNSON), the Senator from Kan- 
sas (Mr. MORAN), the Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS), the Senator 
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from Alabama (Mr. SHELBY), the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana (Mr. VITTER), and 
the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
WICKER). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER) would have voted ‘‘yea.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DON- 
NELLY). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 31, 
nays 59, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 14 Leg.] 


YEAS—31 
Ayotte Fischer McConnell 
Barrasso Flake Paul 
Blunt Graham Portman 
Boozman Grassley Risch 
Burr Hatch Rubio 
Chambliss Hoeven Scott 
Coats Inhofe Sessións 
Coburn Isakson 
Corker Johanns Sa 
Cornyn Lee 
Enzi McCain 
NAYS—59 
Baldwin Hagan Murphy 
Baucus Harkin Murray 
Begich Heinrich Nelson 
Bennet Heitkamp Pryor 
Blumenthal Hirono Reed 
Boxer Johnson (SD) Reid 
poet 2 Rockefeller 
Cardin Kirk andere 
Schatz 

Carper Klobuchar 

i Schumer 
Casey Landrieu Shaheen 
Collins Lautenberg 
Coons Leahy Stabenow 
Cowan Levin Tester 
Crapo Manchin Udall (CO) 
Donnelly McCaskill Udall (NM) 
Durbin Menendez Warner 
Feinstein Merkley Warren 
Franken Mikulski Whitehouse 
Gillibrand Murkowski Wyden 

NOT VOTING—10 

Alexander Johnson (WI) Vitter 
Cochran Moran Wicker 
Cruz Roberts 
Heller Shelby 


The amendment (No. 13) was rejected. 
SH VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin. Mr. 
President, on February 11, 2013, I was 
unavoidably detained in Wisconsin due 
to hazardous weather conditions and 
was unable to vote on amendment No. 
13 in regard to S. 47, the Violence 
Against Women Act. Had I been able to 
vote, I would have voted ‘‘aye.”’ 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 
10 minutes each. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO KIRK NOBEL 
BLOODSWORTH 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, any one 
of us can only imagine what it would 
be like to be wrongly arrested, tried, 
convicted, and sentenced to death for a 
crime we did not commit. And what- 
ever we imagined would pale by com- 
parison to reality. 


February 11, 2013 


Kirk Nobel Bloodsworth, who I am 
privileged to call a friend, was the vic- 
tim of such a horrific miscarriage of 
justice. He served 9 years for the rape 
and murder of a young girl he never 
met, based on the mistaken identifica- 
tion by one of Kirk’s neighbors. 

Eyewitness identifications, assumed 
to be among the best evidence, are no- 
toriously unreliable. Case after case 
demonstrates this. Take the massive 
search currently underway for Chris- 
topher Dorner, the former Los Angeles 
police officer suspected in three 
killings. The police have been inun- 
dated with numerous false ‘‘sightings.”’ 

Kirk Bloodsworth is a free man today 
not because the justice system worked. 
For 9 years it failed miserably, and 
during that time the real killer was 
free. Rather, he had to prove his inno- 
cence thanks to DNA evidence, which 
is not available in most cases. One 
shudders to think of the number of fac- 
tually innocent people who may be 
serving long sentences for whom exon- 
eration through DNA testing isn’t an 
option. 

A February 5, 2013, article in the New 
York Times quotes Kirk: ‘‘The adver- 
sarial system doesn’t know who’s 
guilty or who’s innocent. The millstone 
doesn’t know who’s under it.” That ar- 
ticle, entitled ‘‘A Death Penalty Fight 
Comes Home,” is notable because it de- 
scribes the campaign Kirk is helping to 
lead to abolish the death penalty in 
Maryland, the State where he was con- 
victed and sent to death row. 

Kirk is an example of someone who 
was subjected to the basest indignities 
and humiliation, and who then came 
back to inspire others to prevent fu- 
ture unjust convictions. It is the mark 
of a man of extraordinary character 
and courage, who deserves our praise 
and admiration. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that a copy of the article be print- 
ed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


[From the New York Times, Feb. 5, 2013] 

A DEATH PENALTY FIGHT COMES HOME 
(By Scott Shane) 

ANNAPOLIS, MD—Kirk Noble Bloodsworth, 
a beefy, crew-cut man whose blue T-shirt 
read ‘‘Witness to Innocence,” took the 
microphone in a church hall here and ran 
through his story of injustice and redemp- 
tion one more time. Twenty years ago, he 
walked out of a Maryland prison, the first in- 
mate in the nation to be sentenced to death 
and then exonerated by DNA. 

About 60 activists against the death pen- 
alty listened with rapt attention, preparing 
to descend on state legislators to press their 
case. Maryland appears likely in the next 
few weeks to join the growing list of states 
that have abolished capital punishment. 
Some longtime death penalty opponents say 
no one in the country has done more to ad- 
vance that cause than Mr. Bloodsworth. But 
ending executions in Maryland, the state 
that once was determined to kill him, would 
be a personal victory for him. 

Even for proponents of capital punishment, 
Mr. Bloodsworth’s tale is deeply unsettling. 
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In 1984, he was a former Marine with no 
criminal record who had followed his father’s 
profession as a waterman on the Eastern 
Shore of Maryland. A woman glimpsed on 
television a police sketch of the suspect in 
the rape and murder of a 9-year-old girl out- 
side Baltimore. She thought it looked like 
her neighbor Kirk, and she called the police. 

From there, with the police and prosecu- 
tors under intense pressure to solve the 
crime, it was a short route to trial, convic- 
tion and a death sentence for a man whose 
Dickensian name, after all, seemed to imply 
guilt. 

“I was accused of the most brutal murder 
in Maryland history,” Mr. Bloodsworth, now 
52, told the church audience. ‘‘It took the 
jury two and a half hours to send me to the 
gas chamber.”’ 

Only after nine years in the state’s most 
decrepit and violent prisons did Mr. 
Bloodsworth, through his own perseverance 
and some aggressive lawyering, manage to 
get the still-novel DNA test that finally 
proved his innocence in 1993. 

Even then, prosecutors publicly expressed 
doubt about his innocence. ‘‘Nobody knew 
what DNA was then—it was sort of shaman 
science, a ‘get out of jail free’ card,” he said 
in an interview. It took another decade—and, 
again, Mr. Bloodsworth’s own dogged ef- 
forts—before officials ran the DNA from the 
murder scene through a database and identi- 
fied the real killer, who is now serving a life 
sentence. He bore little resemblance to the 
description that the police had compiled 
from eyewitnesses. 

Mr. Bloodsworth said he kept pursuing the 
test to clear himself once and for all, but 
also to find the killer of the girl, Dawn Ham- 
ilton, who was found in the woods stripped of 
clothing from the waist down, her head 
crushed with a piece of concrete. ‘‘This was 
a ghastly, horrific thing,” he said. 

Even after his release, Mr. Bloodsworth 
could never quite escape the false charges 
that had threatened him with execution. He 
tried to return, he said, to “a normal life,” 
but he was haunted by what he had learned 
about the justice system. 

“Tf it could happen to me, it could happen 
to anybody,” he said. He threw himself into 
work against capital punishment and for jus- 
tice reform, first as a volunteer speaker and 
later as a professional advocate. Last month 
he began work as the advocacy director for 
Witness to Innocence, a Philadelphia-based 
coalition of exonerated death row inmates 
who push to end capital punishment. 

The movement to end the death penalty 
has garnered more support from politicians 
and the public as it has shifted from moral 
condemnation of capital punishment to a 
more practical argument: that mistakes by 
witnesses and the police inevitably mean 
that innocent people will be executed. While 
DNA gets the limelight, of 142 prisoners sen- 
tenced to death and then exonerated in the 
last 40 years, just 18 were freed over DNA 
evidence, according to the Death Penalty In- 
formation Center in Washington. 

Use of the death penalty has been steadily 
declining, and 17 states no longer have it on 
the books, with 5 of them abolishing it since 
2007, said Richard C. Dieter, the center’s ex- 
ecutive director. Executions dropped to 43 
last year from 98 in 1999. 

“These innocence cases are the biggest sin- 
gle factor, because it has spread doubt 
throughout the system,” Mr. Dieter said. 

Mr. Bloodsworth, a tireless public speaker 
who has visited state after state to lobby for 
repeal, handing out a 2004 book on his case, 
called ‘‘Bloodsworth,’’ has used his own expe- 
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rience to promote those doubts. “I think no 
single individual has changed as many minds 
as Kirk,” said Jane Henderson, the director 
of Maryland Citizens Against State Execu- 
tions, a lobbying group. ‘‘He’s articulate, pa- 
tient, and he’s got a huge heart.” 

His homespun eloquence has unmistakable 
appeal, but his own tale is his most powerful 
argument. Prosecutors and jurors ignored 
glaring problems with witnesses—two were 
boys who did not pick Mr. Bloodsworth out 
of a lineup—and dismissed five alibi wit- 
nesses who testified that he was home at the 
time of the murder. 

“The adversarial system doesn’t know 
whoọo’s guilty or who’s innocent,’ Mr. 
Bloodsworth said. ‘“‘The millstone does not 
know who’s under it.” 

At the Maryland Penitentiary in Balti- 
more, he could stretch out his arms and 
touch the sides of his cell. He stuffed paper 
in his ears at night to keep the cockroaches 
out. His skull was cracked by another in- 
mate who swung a sock stuffed with bat- 
teries. He was still locked up when his moth- 
er died. 

After his release, he was pardoned and was 
paid $300,000 in compensation by the state. 
But even as he worked for death penalty abo- 
lition in other states, he became a regular 
visitor to Annapolis, pressing legislators to 
learn from his case. ‘‘I’m a walking reminder 
for them,” he said. 

Delegate Barbara A. Frush, a Maryland 
legislator for 19 years, said a visit from Mr. 
Bloodsworth two years ago changed her mind 
about capital punishment, which she had 
long favored. ‘‘I sat across the desk from him 
and looked in his eyes and listened to his 
story,” she said. “It sent shivers down my 
spine. I thought, I can’t take the chance that 
I might send an innocent man to death.” 

This week, for the first time, he had a pri- 
vate visit with the longtime president of the 
State Senate, Thomas V. Mike Miller Jr., 
who has decided to allow a floor vote on the 
repeal bill. Mr. Bloodsworth left the meeting 
more optimistic than ever. 

From time to time, he has heard from the 
people who sent him to prison. A juror got in 
touch to apologize. One of the two lead homi- 
cide detectives sought him out; ‘‘it seemed 
like he wanted absolution,’’ Mr. Bloodsworth 
said. One of the prosecutors, S. Ann Brobst, 
who had called him ‘‘a monster” at trial, in- 
sisted on driving to the Eastern Shore to 
give him in person the news of the DNA hit 
on the actual murderer. 

At the church hall, he turned from his own 
story to the prospects for action in Mary- 
land. 

“What do you smell?” he bellowed. 

“Victory!” the advocates yelled back. 

“It’s time to close the case,” Mr. 
Bloodsworth declared, raising his arms in an- 
ticipation. 


-u 


REMEMBERING ROBERT S. 
TELLALIAN 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
rise today to pay tribute to Robert 
Tellalian—an attorney, community ad- 
vocate, and beloved family member and 
friend, who brought joy to many in 
Connecticut. He was a true community 
leader in a very timeless, enduring 
way—wisely guiding civic organiza- 
tions, unstintingly contributing time 
and energy, and enthusiastically giving 
of his great spirit and good humor. 

After helping the Goodwill of West- 
ern and Northern Connecticut to incor- 


1153 


porate in 1951, Mr. Tellalian served on 
its board for many years. He also con- 
nected with Goodwill’s clients and staff 
personally on the frontlines in quite 
another way. Donning a red suit and 
beard for the annual Goodwill Christ- 
mas party, he shared his good energy 
and holiday spirit with those who need- 
ed it the most—the poor and suffering 
and the Bridgeport employees who had 
seen it all. He was given Goodwill’s 
Leadership Award in 2011. And, as if he 
had planned it, he passed away this 
past year on Christmas Day at age 91. 

He earned a Soldier’s Medal for Valor 
in World War II, fighting at the Battle 
of the Bulge in the Army’s 10th Ar- 
mored Division, but instead, chose to 
be remembered through seemingly 
minor but extremely meaningful ges- 
tures of kindness and personal connec- 
tion. 

Mr. Tellalian was born in New Haven 
and raised in Bridgeport. After attend- 
ing Yale University and the University 
of Connecticut School of Law, he along 
with his brother, Judge Aram H. 
Tellalian, Jr., founded the firm, 
Tellalian & Tellalian. The Tellalian’s 
firm was a fixture in Bridgeport, and 
Robert practiced family and estate law 
for his entire career. The firm later 
moved to Trumbull, where Mr. 
Tellalian continued his involvement. 
This fact and many others demonstrate 
his uncommon dedication to tradition, 
intense loyalty for his community and 
the practice of law, and strong, authen- 
tic relationship with his brother and 
countless loved ones. 

Throughout his life, he was intensely 
involved in a number of charities and 
local organizations throughout Con- 
necticut, especially in Bridgeport and 
Easton. In addition to the Goodwill of 
Western and Northern Connecticut, he 
was an active member of the Yale Club 
of Eastern Fairfield County, the 
Bridgeport Area Foundation, and the 
United Way. He also served as the sec- 
retary of the Easton Senior Center 
Board of Directors and the president of 
the Council of Churches of Greater 
Bridgeport. 

Aside from his tremendous contribu- 
tions to charity and community, Mr. 
Tellalian would most like to be remem- 
bered, I believe, for his love of music. 
He had great pride for the Greater 
Bridgeport Symphony and the joy it 
added to Connecticut. He was a man 
who, in his role of chairman of the 
board, would greet patrons in the lobby 
of the concert hall for decades. One 
time, when interviewed by the Con- 
necticut Post, he commented that the 
opportunity to guest-conduct the Sym- 
phony was ‘‘the biggest thrill of [his] 
life.” Additionally, he was an avid 
acapella singer, and treasured the 
memories he made with his barbershop 
quartet—the Eastonaires—with whom 
he performed throughout the State and 
country, even on the White House lawn 
during a Fourth of July picnic hosted 
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by President and Nancy Reagan. And, 
for more than 50 years, he sang in the 
church choir—most recently for the 
United Congregational Church in 
Bridgeport—where he and his wife, 
Jean, who died this past November, 
were longtime congregants and cele- 
brated their 60th wedding anniversary. 

Last month, the United Congrega- 
tional Church hosted a musical memo- 
rial service for Mr. Tellalian. Almost 
100 singers and instrumentalists gath- 
ered from around the region to volun- 
teer their time in tribute to a man 
they loved. 

Robert Tellalian was generous of 
spirit and filled with compassion, dedi- 
cating much of his life to the happiness 
of others. He loved life, and lifted oth- 
ers up. 

Today, I invite my colleagues to 
honor the life of a man who will be 
deeply missed, but whose spirit of kin- 
ship will live on in all he touched. 


a 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


CONGRATULATING KONNER ROBIN- 
SON AND ANTHONY 
SCHRECENGOST 


e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize two of Nevada’s fin- 
est, Konner Robinson and Anthony 
Schrecengost, for being named Ne- 
vada’s top two youth volunteers of 2013 
by the Prudential Spirit of Community 
Awards. For 18 years, this nationwide 
award program has partnered with the 
National Association of Secondary 
School Principals to honor outstanding 
acts of volunteerism. 

Konner is a junior at Sage Ridge 
School in Reno, NV. He created a fund 
to provide grants to local schools to 
enable them to offer technology-based 
learning tools to financially disadvan- 
taged students. Konner was inspired to 
start this project when he discovered 
one of his classmates could not com- 
plete her physics homework because 
she could not afford to buy a graphing 
calculator. I commend his commitment 
to providing access to technology for 
all students. All Americans should fol- 
low Konnor’s lead and work to ensure 
our schools have the resources they 
need to provide our children with the 
best education possible. 

Anthony, an eighth grader at Sig 
Rogich Middle School in Las Vegas, 
NV, has been a committed volunteer 
for the Food Allergy & Anaphylaxis 
Network, FAAN, for the past 3 years. 
He has been raising both money and 
awareness to help those who, like him, 
suffer from food allergies. Anthony’s 
motivation to work on behalf of others 
who share his condition is inspiring. 

On behalf of the residents of the Sil- 
ver State, I am proud to recognize 
Konner and Anthony for their accom- 
plishments and contributions to our 
State. As Nevada’s top two youth vol- 
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unteers of 2013, my hope is that Konner 
and Anthony will help serve as an ex- 
ample of the importance of volunteer 
work and service in our community. 
Today, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating these two excep- 
tional young Nevadans.e 


—— EE 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 2:03 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that pursuant to section 
643(c) of the American Taxpayer Relief 
Act (Public Law 112-240), the Speaker 
appoints the following individuals on 
the part of the House of Representa- 
tives to the Commission on Long-Term 
Care: Ms. Judy Brachman of Bexly, 
Ohio, Mr. Stephen Guillard of Chat- 
ham, Massachusetts, and Ms. Grace- 
Marie Turner of Alexandria, Virginia. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 


EC-294. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of Defense (Global Strategic 
Affairs), transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port entitled ‘‘Report on Proposed Obliga- 
tions for Cooperative Threat Reduction, Feb- 
ruary 2013’; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC-295. A communication from the General 
Counsel, Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
a report relative to a vacancy in the Depart- 
ment in the position of Assistant Secretary 
for Housing/Federal Housing Commissioner, 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 6, 2013; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-296. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Final Flood Elevation Deter- 
minations”’ ((44 CFR Part 67) (Docket No. 
FEMA-2013-0002)) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on February 1, 2018; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-297. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Final Flood Elevation Deter- 
minations”’ ((44 CFR Part 67) (Docket No. 
FEMA-2013-0002)) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on February 1, 2018; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-298. A communication from the Chair- 
man and President of the Export-Import 
Bank, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to transactions involving U.S. 
exports to Turkey; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-299. A communication from the Chair- 
man and President of the Export-Import 
Bank, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to transactions involving U.S. 
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exports to Luxembourg; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-300. A communication from the Attor- 
ney, Legal Division, Bureau of Consumer Fi- 
nancial Protection, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘High- 
Cost Mortgage and Homeownership Coun- 
seling Amendments to the Truth in Lending 
Act (Regulation Z) and Homeownership 
Counseling Amendments to the Real Estate 
Settlement Procedures Act (Regulation X)” 
((RIN8170-AA12) (Docket No. CFPB-2012- 
0029)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 1, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-301. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Regulations, Social Security 
Administration, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revised 
Medical Criteria for Evaluating Congenital 
Disorders That Affect Multiple Body Sys- 
tems” (RIN0960-AH04) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 30, 
2013; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-302. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state- 
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2013-0007—2013-0013); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-303. A communication from the Chief of 
the Policy Division, International Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘In the Matter of International Set- 
tlements Policy Reform; Joint Petition for 
Rulemaking of AT and T Inc., Sprint Nextel 
Corporation and Verizon; Modifying the 
Commission’s Process to Avert Harm to U.S. 
Competition and U.S. Customers Caused by 
Anticompetitive Conduct” (FCC 12-145) re- 
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
February 1, 2018; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-304. A communication from the Deputy 
Chief of the Policy Division, International 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Revisions to Parts 2 
and 25 of the Commission’s Rules to Govern 
the Use of Earth Stations Aboard Aircraft 
Communicating with Fixed-Satellite Service 
Geostationary-Orbit Space Stations Oper- 
ating in the 10.95-11.2 GHz, 11.45-11.7 GHz, 
11.7-12.2 GHz and 14.0-14.5 GHz Frequency 
Bands” (FCC 12-161) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on February 1, 2013; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-305. A communication from the Deputy 
Chief of the Consumer and Governmental Af- 
fairs Bureau, Federal Communications Com- 
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Misuse of Internet 
Protocol (IP) Captioned Telephone Service; 
Telecommunications Relay Services and 
Speech-to-Speech Services for Individuals 
with Hearing and Speech Disabilities, Order 
and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking” (FCC 
13-13) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 1, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-306. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Se- 
curity Zone; On the Waters in Kailua Bay, 
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Oahu, HI’ ((RIN1625-AA87) (Docket No. 
USCG-—2012-1038)) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on February 6, 2013; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-307. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Se- 
curity Zone; 25th Annual North American 
International Auto Show” ((RIN1625-AA87) 
(Docket No. USCG—2012-1077)) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on February 6, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-308. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Grain-Shipment Vessels, Co- 
lumbia and Willamette Rivers’? ((RIN1625— 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2012-1028)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 6, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-309. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone for Recovery Operations for 
East Jefferson Street Train Derailment, 
Mantua Creek; Paulsboro, NJ” ((RIN1625— 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2012-1060)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 6, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-310. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zones; New Year’s Eve Fireworks 
Displays within the Captain of the Port 
Miami Zone, FL” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket 
No. USCG—2012-1041)) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 6, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-311. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Bone Island Triathlon, Atlan- 
tic Ocean; Key West, FL” ((RIN1625-AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG—2012-0956)) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on February 6, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-312. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zones; TEMCO Grain Facilities; Co- 
lumbia and Willamette Rivers” ((RIN1625— 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2012-1068)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 6, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-313. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Hampton Harbor Channel Ob- 
struction, Hampton Harbor; Hampton, NH” 
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2012- 
1055)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 6, 2013; to the Com- 
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mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-314. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Upper Mississippi River MM 
35.0 to MM 55.0; Thebes, IL and Cape 
Girardeau, MO, and MM 75.0 to MM 85.0; 
Grand Tower, IL” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket 
No. USCG-—2012-0998)) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 6, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-315. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Bay Bridge Construction, San 
Francisco Bay, San Francisco, CA” 
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2012- 
0945)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 6, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-316. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Gilmerton Bridge Center Span 
Float-in, Elizabeth River; Norfolk, Ports- 
mouth, and Chesapeake, VA” ((RIN1625- 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2012-0642)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 6, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-317. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Bridge Demolition Project; In- 
diana Harbor Canal, East Chicago, Indiana’’ 
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2012- 
1053)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 6, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-318. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Overhead Cable Replacement, 
Maumee River, Toledo, OH” ((RIN1625-AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG-—2012-0971)) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on February 6, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-319. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zones; Columbia Grain and United 
Grain Corporation Facilities; Columbia and 
Willamette Rivers” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket 
No. USCG-—2012-1027)) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 6, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-320. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zones; Grain-Shipment Assistance 
Vessels; Columbia and Willamette Rivers” 
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2012- 
1029)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 6, 2013; to the Com- 
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mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-321. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Re- 
consideration of Letters of Recommendation 
for Waterfront Facilities Handling LNG and 
LHC” ((RIN1625-AB67) (Docket No. USCG- 
2011-0277)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on February 6, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-322. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Adding International Energy Efficiency 
(IEE) Certificate to List of Certificates a 
Recognized Classification Society May 
Issue” ((RIN1625-AB90) (Docket No. USCG- 
2012-0861)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on February 6, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-323. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe- 
cial Local Regulations; 2018 Orange Bowl 
Paddle Championship, Biscayne Bay, Miami, 
FL” ((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No. USCG-— 
2012-1020)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on February 6, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-324. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe- 
cial Local Regulations; 2012 Holiday Boat 
Parades, Captain of the Port Miami Zone, 
FL” ((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No. USCG— 
2012-0898)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on February 6, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-325. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Drawbridge Operation Regulation; Sac- 
ramento River, CA” ((RIN1625-AA09) (Docket 
No. USCG-—2011-1188)) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 6, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-326. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Drawbridge Operation Regulation; Apa- 
lachicola River, FL” ((RIN1625-AA09) (Dock- 
et No. USCG-—2012-0470)) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 6, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-327. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Regulated Navigation Area; S99 Alford 
Street Bridge Rehabilitation Project, Mystic 
River, MA” ((RIN1625-AA11) (Docket No. 
USCG-2011-1125)) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on February 6, 2013; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 


1156 


EC-328. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Regulated Navigation Area; Reporting Re- 
quirements for Barges Loaded With Certain 
Dangerous Cargoes, Inland Rivers, Eighth 
Coast Guard District; Extension of Stay 
(Suspension)’’? ((RIN1625-AA11) (Docket No. 
USCG-—2012-1074)) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on February 6, 2013; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-329. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Regulated Navigation Area; Upper Mis- 
sissippi River MM 0.0 to MM 185.0; Cairo, IL 
to St. Louis, MO” ((RIN1625-AA11) (Docket 
No. USCG—2012-1044)) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 6, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-330. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe- 
cial Local Regulations; Kelley’s Island 
Swim, Lake Erie; Kelley’s Island, Lakeside, 
OH” ((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No. USCG-— 
20120386-)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on February 6, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for himself, 
Mr. BEGICH, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. 
ScHATZ, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. WHITE- 
HOUSE, Mr. WYDEN, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. 
MERKLEY, and Mr. NELSON): 

S. 267. A bill to prevent, deter, and elimi- 
nate illegal, unreported and unregulated 
fishing through port State measures; to the 


Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 
By Mr. LEVIN (for himself and Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE): 


S. 268. A bill to reduce the deficit and pro- 
tect important programs by ending tax loop- 
holes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for himself, 
Mr. BEGICH, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. WHITE- 
HOUSE, Mr. WYDEN, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. 
MERKLEY, and Mr. NELSON): 

S. 269. A bill to establish uniform adminis- 
trative and enforcement authorities for the 
enforcement of the High Seas Driftnet Fish- 
ing Moratorium Protection Act and similar 
statutes, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

By Mr. BEGICH: 

S. 270. A bill to amend the State Depart- 
ment Basic Authorities Act of 1956 to estab- 
lish a United States Ambassador at Large for 
Arctic Affairs; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Mr. BEGICH: 

S. 271. A bill to improve Arctic health; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 
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By Mr. BEGICH: 

S. 272. A bill to promote research, moni- 
toring, and observation of the Arctic and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Mr. 
MCCONNELL, Ms. LANDRIEU, and Mr. 
BLUNT): 

S. 273. A bill to modify the definition of fi- 
duciary under the Employee Retirement In- 
come Security Act of 1974 to exclude apprais- 
ers of employee stock ownership plans; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND: 

S. 274. A bill to strengthen nutrition edu- 
cation for elementary school and secondary 
school students to promote healthy eating 
choices through developmentally appro- 
priate lessons and activities integrated into 
the school day; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. RISCH (for himself and Mr. 
CRAPO): 

S. 275. A bill to reinstate and extend the 
deadline for commencement of construction 
of a hydroelectric project involving the Lit- 
tle Wood River Ranch; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. RISCH (for himself and Mr. 
CRAPO): 

S. 276. A bill to reinstate and extend the 
deadline for commencement of construction 
of a hydroelectric project involving the 
American Falls Reservoir; to the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, Mr. 
HARKIN, Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. 
LEVIN): 

S. 277. A bill to replace the Budget Control 
Act sequester by eliminating tax loopholes, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, Mr. 
HARKIN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. LEVIN, and 
Mr. MERKLEY): 

S. 278. A bill to replace the Budget Control 
Act sequester for fiscal year 2013 by elimi- 
nating tax loopholes; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
HELLER, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. 
UDALL of New Mexico, Mr. RISCH, Mr. 
HEINRICH, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. BEN- 


ET): 

S. 279. A bill to promote the development 
of renewable energy on public land, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 


Ee 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. PAUL: 

S. Res. 28. A resolution to provide suffi- 
cient time for legislation to be read; to the 
Committee on Rules and Administration. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 116 
At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from New York (Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 116, a bill to revise and extend 


provisions under the Garrett Lee 
Smith Memorial Act. 
S. 174 


At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Cali- 


February 11, 2013 


fornia (Mrs. BOXER) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 174, a bill to appropriately 
restrict sales of ammunition. 
S. 183 
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
the names of the Senator from Okla- 
homa (Mr. INHOFE) and the Senator 
from Iowa (Mr. GRASSLEY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 183, a bill to amend 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
to provide for fairness in hospital pay- 
ments under the Medicare program. 
S. 192 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 192, a bill to enhance the energy 
security of United States allies, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 209 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from Maine (Ms. COL- 
LINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
209, a bill to require a full audit of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re- 
serve System and the Federal reserve 
banks by the Comptroller General of 
the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 232 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) and the Senator 
from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 232, a bill to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to repeal the excise tax on medical 
devices. 
S. 234 
At the request of Mr. REID, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE), the Senator 
from Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ) and the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 234, a bill to 
amend title 10, United States Code, to 
permit certain retired members of the 
uniformed services who have a service- 
connected disability to receive both 
disability compensation from the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs for their 
disability and either retired pay by 
reason of their years of military serv- 
ice or Combat-Related Special Com- 
pensation, and for other purposes. 
S. 240 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE), the Senator 
from Washington (Mrs. MURRAY) and 
the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
JOHNSON) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 240, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to modify the per-fiscal 
year calculation of days of certain ac- 
tive duty or active service used to re- 
duce the minimum age at which a 
member of a reserve component of the 
uniformed services may retire for non- 
regular service. 
S. 242 
At the request of Mr. BURR, the 
names of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. WARREN) and the Senator 


February 11, 2013 


from Colorado (Mr. BENNET) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 242, a bill to reau- 
thorize certain programs under the 
Public Health Service Act and the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
with respect to public health security 
and all-hazards preparedness and re- 
sponse, and for other purposes. 
S. 249 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) and the Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. HARKIN) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 249, a bill to provide for the ex- 
pansion of affordable refinancing of 
mortgages held by the Federal Na- 
tional Mortgage Association and the 
Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corpora- 
tion. 
S. 252 
At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 252, a bill to reduce preterm labor 
and delivery and the risk of pregnancy- 
related deaths and complications due 
to pregnancy, and to reduce infant 
mortality caused by prematurity. 
S. RES. 26 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
DONNELLY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Res. 26, a resolution recognizing 
that access to hospitals and other 
health care providers for patients in 
rural areas of the United States is es- 
sential to the survival and success of 
communities in the United States. 
AMENDMENT NO. 10 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN), the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) and the Senator 
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
10 intended to be proposed to S. 47, a 
bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 
AMENDMENT NO. 15 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 15 proposed to S. 47, a 
bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 
AMENDMENT NO. 19 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
names of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER) and the Senator from 
North Dakota (Mr. HOEVEN) were added 
as cosponsors of amendment No. 19 in- 
tended to be proposed to S. 47, a bill to 
reauthorize the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994. 
AMENDMENT NO. 21 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN), the Senator from 
New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Sen- 
ator from Delaware (Mr. COONS) and 
the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) were added as cosponsors of 
amendment No. 21 intended to be pro- 
posed to S. 47, a bill to reauthorize the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994. 
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STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. LEVIN (for himself and 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 268. A bill to reduce the deficit and 
protect important programs by ending 
tax loopholes; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
am going to be joined fairly soon by 
the distinguished chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee, Senator 
LEVIN, to discuss the upcoming seques- 
ter and the impact the sequester will 
have on this country if it is allowed to 
go forward. Chairman LEVIN has been 
pretty clear about this, as have our na- 
tional security officials on the defense 
side. It is equally harsh on the non- 
defense side. But most important, it 
will be a real blow to the economy. The 
economists now are saying if we let the 
sequester kick in as scheduled, it will 
cost us 1 million jobs. One million 
Americans will lose their jobs because 
we let the sequester hit. 

Other things—cuts to education; 
70,000 young children kicked off of 
Head Start; 10,000 teacher jobs at risk; 
funding for up to 17,200 special edu- 
cation teachers and aides and staff 
could be cut. Food safety—2,100 fewer 
food inspectors. Research—several 
thousands of our researchers who are 
doing cutting-edge research in all sorts 
of areas from electronics to finding 
cures for diseases could lose their jobs. 
Up to 373,000 seriously mentally ill 
adults and seriously emotionally dis- 
turbed children could go untreated at a 
time when we are talking about the 
need for more treatment in the wake of 
the terrible tragedy in Newtown, CT. 
In law enforcement we could see a low- 
ering of capacity equivalent to more 
than 1,000 Federal agents. Nutrition as- 
sistance—600,000 women and children 
would be dropped from the Department 
of Agriculture’s nutrition programs. 
More than 100,000 formerly homeless 
people, including veterans, would be re- 
moved from their current housing and 
emergency shelter programs because 
they would no longer be funded under 
these cuts. 

It is a deadly serious thing, the se- 
quester that is coming at us. There are 
much better alternatives. What I am 
doing today is filing two pieces of leg- 
islation that would completely elimi- 
nate the sequester and pay for the 
elimination of the sequester, not by 
running up the debt or the deficit, but 
by repealing tax giveaways, giveaways 
in the Tax Code. One of the bills would 
put in enough tax giveaways that we 
could get rid of the sequester for about 
a year, which would allow the budget 
process we are embarked on now to 
conclude and then we would be ready 
to go with the new budget and go for- 
ward in the regular order that way, let- 
ting the budget process drive the deci- 
sion. 
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The other way is simply to get rid of 
the sequester for the full 10 years, just 
get rid of it for once and for all; do it 
now and the other bill I proposed would 
do that. Both bills do this without rais- 
ing taxes, by going after tax give- 
aways, and by avoiding these kinds of 
Draconian defense and nondefense cuts 
that have been now—I guess ‘“‘esti- 
mated” is probably the right word but 
I think they are pretty confident would 
cost America a million jobs. A million 
American families would lose their 
paychecks because we did this. 

The first point I want to make as I go 
about this is these tax expenditures are 
no small thing. Here is what we collect 
through the income tax every year 
from individuals: $1.09 trillion; round 
numbers, $1 trillion. Here is what we 
give away in tax deductions, loopholes, 
different expenditures and deductions: 
$1.02 trillion. So on the individual side 
what we pass through the Tax Code and 
back to people is almost as big as what 
we actually collect. 

When you look at the corporate in- 
come tax revenue, the corporate in- 
come tax revenue is $181 billion in 2011. 
Here is what went back through to cor- 
porations in tax expenditures: $157 bil- 
lion. 

Another way to look at it is there is 
$2.1 trillion of tax liability in this 
country. One trillion dollars of it 
comes back to the government in the 
form of actual revenues and another 
trillion of it gets distributed through 
the gimmicks and loopholes and deduc- 
tions and tricks and so forth in the Tax 
Code. On the corporate side there is a 
total of $338 billion in tax liability, of 
which only $181 billion actually ap- 
pears as revenue to the government, 
and the other $157 billion gets distrib- 
uted again because of tricks and gim- 
micks and loopholes and provisions in 
the Tax Code. 

What some of our colleagues want us 
to do is say: Well, we raised tax rates 
once—just now. We raised them on 
only the wealthiest families in Amer- 
ica. We only raised them back to where 
they were under President Clinton 
when the economy was booming, but 
we did that and we should look no fur- 
ther. 

The problem with that analysis is 
that only looks at the revenue that is 
actually collected. It doesn’t look at 
the loopholes. It doesn’t look at the 
tax expenditures either on the indi- 
vidual side or on the corporate side. 

It is also worth noting that if we add 
these two up and we get $2.1 trillion or, 
more likely on the corporate side, if we 
add these up and we get $338 billion, 
there is more money out there which 
that doesn’t count. That is the money 
that never shows up for taxation in the 
first place because it has been hidden 
in offshore tax refuges. People have 
pretended their income is in funds in 
the Cayman Islands, and they have pre- 
tended their intellectual property is in 
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a five-person office in Ireland. There 
are a lot of gimmicks by which a lot of 
the money never even gets into this 
calculation. When we look at the pain 
the sequester is going to cause, it 
makes a lot of sense to look at the tax 
expenditures, which amount to a total 
of $1.17 trillion, and use that to offset. 

Another thing worth looking at, just 
to remember where we are, is that in 
the last 2 years on this question of re- 
ducing the deficit, we have reduced the 
deficit by $2.4 trillion, and $1.7 trillion 
of that came in spending cuts and $700 
billion came in the form of new reve- 
nues. In terms of a balanced approach 
to deficit reduction that looks at both 
spending cuts and revenues, we are not 
balanced yet. We are nearly $1 trillion 
ahead on the spending cut side. So 
when Republicans say we are only 
going to look at spending cuts going 
forward, they are not just saying that 
all those goodies in the Tax Code that 
go to wealthy individuals and corpora- 
tions as tax deductions, loopholes, and 
expenditures are off limits, they are 
also saying that we are going to make 
it even more unbalanced than it is now. 

By the way, the way I get to $1.7 tril- 
lion is by taking $1.46 trillion, which is 
the actual cuts, and then adding the in- 
terest savings that are associated with 
it. And I take the same interest sav- 
ings on the revenue side, so it is even, 
the way we have allocated the interest. 

I see Chairman LEVIN is here, so I am 
going to yield to him when he returns. 

Let’s look at one more graph while 
we are here. As we saw here, a lot of 
this is corporate tax expenditures. 
Every year there is $157 billion in cor- 
porate tax expenditures, which calls to 
mind, how are we doing in terms of a 
fair balance between individuals and 
corporations in the American tax sys- 
tem? Well, we have done some re- 
search, and it turns out that corpora- 
tions are providing less and less of our 
revenues. 

When we go back to 1935, this chart 
shows that for every $1 of revenue the 
U.S. Government got from an indi- 
vidual, it got $1 from corporations. It 
was 1 to 1—individuals $1, corporations 
$1. By 1948 it became 2 to 1. For every 
$1 that a corporation contributed to 
our Nation’s revenues, individuals had 
to kick in $2. In 1971 we had 3 to 1—$1 
from corporate America, $3 from indi- 
viduals, regular Americans. By 1984 
that was up to 4 to 1—$1 from cor- 
porate, $4 from individuals. The ratio 
as of 2011 is 6 to 1, which means the 
amount of tax burden individuals in 
this country bear has climbed sixfold 
compared to corporations meeting 
their responsibilities. One of the rea- 
sons is that so many American cor- 
porations are hiding money offshore 
and away from the taxman. Now, 
whether these are the kinds of ac- 
counts we heard about during the Pres- 
idential campaign, such as in the Cay- 
man Islands and so forth, or whether it 
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is locating intellectual property in 
some faraway country and using inter- 
nal transactions to move revenue to 
avoid the taxman over and over, Chair- 
man LEVIN and his committee on inves- 
tigations have looked into this and 
over and over again, and they have 
shown this is a really strong area in 
which an enormous amount of money 
can be raised. 

The problem with doing it the other 
way—going after Americans again and 
asking them to kick in even more in 
spending cuts rather than going after 
the corporate high jinks in the Tax 
Code—is that leads us down this path 
of austerity that Republicans have 
championed. The problem with that 
austerity path is that when we get into 
a recession—as we have been in—we 
should try to cut our way out of it. The 
problem with that is it has not worked. 
We argued against that theory from 
the beginning because it seems wrong, 
it doesn’t make logical sense, and it 
runs against a lot of principles of eco- 
nomics. 

Over and over again, our colleagues 
said: No, no, no. We just need to cut 
our way out of this, and that will be 
our solution. When we get in trouble 
with the economy, we cut spending. 

That has proven to be a disaster. 
Where they have gone to austerity in 
Spain, the unemployment rate is 26.6 
percent, and GDP growth is negative. 
Their economy is actually shrinking. 
Greece has an unemployment rate of 
26.8 percent, and their GDP growth is 
negative 6 percent. Their economy is 
shrinking even more rapidly. In Por- 
tugal, the unemployment rate is 16.3 
percent, and the GDP growth is nega- 
tive 3 percent. By comparison, the 
United States, although things are not 
right yet, is doing much better. 

I see that the distinguished chairman 
of the Armed Services Committee is 
here on the Senate floor, so I will yield 
at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. LEVIN. I thank my good friend 
from Rhode Island, who has done good 
work in trying to increase revenues, to 
close some of the egregious loopholes 
which have allowed the draining of rev- 
enues to the Treasury. 

A few moments ago, the Senator 
made reference to the offshore tax ha- 
vens aS a way to avoid paying taxes. 
There was an article in the Wall Street 
Journal—I don’t know if my friend saw 
this article—about pharmaceutical 
companies that were transferring intel- 
lectual property to Ireland to avoid 
paying taxes. 

There was an earnings call by the 
chairman or the CEO of the Gilead 
company. He was telling investors and 
stockholders that there is a significant 
reduction in their tax liability because 
they had transferred the intellectual 
property rights to a compound to deal 
with hepatitis C. He announced that 
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the rights of the hepatitis C compound 
are now domiciled in Ireland. It is not 
that his company is domiciled in Ire- 
land, it is that the intellectual prop- 
erty has been transferred to a company 
they own in Ireland. The intellectual 
property they used to own—it is still 
owned by them, of course, and is now a 
wholly owned subsidiary, but the hepa- 
titis C compound is now domiciled in 
Ireland. So intellectual property is now 
shipped around the world to various 
domiciles. 

We have had hearings in our Perma- 
nent Subcommittee on Investigations 
on the way in which tax revenue is lost 
to the Treasury and tax responsibility 
is avoided by these transfers of intel- 
lectual property to those wholly owned 
shell companies that perform no eco- 
nomic function except tax avoidance. 
We have to end it, and we can end it. If 
we do end it, it will provide a signifi- 
cant amount of revenues for our Treas- 
ury. 

Today, with Senator WHITEHOUSE, I 
am introducing the Cut Unjustified 
Tax Loopholes Act, or CUT Loopholes 
Act, which is S. 268. This bill outlines 
what I believe is a crucial element to 
the solution to our fiscal problems. It 
would raise revenues to reduce our 
deficits and preserve critical programs 
by cutting loopholes in our Tax Code 
that allow multinational corporations 
and wealthy individuals to avoid pay- 
ing their fair share of the tax burden. 

Now, we are just a few weeks away 
from sequestration, and the Presiding 
Officer has spoken very eloquently 
about what would happen if sequestra- 
tion hits. This collection of mindless, 
across-the-board cuts is going to se- 
verely hurt our economy, it is going to 
undermine our national security, and 
it is going to threaten programs vital 
to seniors, children, middle-class fami- 
lies, workers, and businesses. These 
cuts, if they occur, will hurt every sin- 
gle American. 

I have said repeatedly for more than 
2 years that any deficit reduction ef- 
fort must pass the test of balance. Bal- 
anced deficit reduction requires three 
elements: cuts to discretionary spend- 
ing, additional revenues, and entitle- 
ment reforms. As the Senator from 
Rhode Island has pointed out, we have 
enacted $2.4 trillion in deficit reduc- 
tions. The vast majority of the deficit 
reduction achieved so far—more than 
$1.7 trillion—has come from spending 
cuts. So while further cuts may be nec- 
essary, we must renew our focus on the 
other two categories: additional reve- 
nues and entitlement reforms. The 
CUT Loopholes Act can help us produce 
the required revenue. According to es- 
timates in the Joint Committee on 
Taxation, this legislation would yield 
at least $189 billion in deficit relief. 

I hope no Member of this body doubts 
the damage sequestration would do to 
our Nation and to our people. The Con- 
gressional Budget Office warned us just 
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last month that the enactment of these 
cuts would likely reduce GDP growth 
by 1.25 percent. George Mason Univer- 
sity economist Stephen Fuller has esti- 
mated that these cuts in this year 
alone would reduce GDP by $215 billion 
and cost the jobs of over 2 million 
American workers. 

Tomorrow the Armed Services Com- 
mittee is going to meet to hear from 
Defense Department officials and mem- 
bers of the Joint Chiefs of Staff on the 
potential effects of sequestration on 
our national security. Just last week, 
in his final appearance before our com- 
mittee as Secretary of Defense, Sec- 
retary Panetta warned us of a ‘“‘readi- 
ness crisis’ that would impair our 
forces’ ability to respond to crises. Se- 
questration will also prevent invest- 
ments needed to protect us in emerging 
areas of concern, such as cyber secu- 
rity. It will threaten our ability to 
keep faith with the most important na- 
tional security asset we possess: the 
men and women of our military and 
their families. 

Secretary Panetta has pointed out 
that sequestration’s ills will not be 
limited to defense. In a speech last 
week, he said: 

It is not just defense, it’s education, loss of 
teachers, it’s child care. . . It’s about health 
care, 700,000 women and children will no 
longer receive nutritional assistance. It’s 
about food safety, it’s about law enforce- 
ment, it’s about airport safety. 

Today we are introducing the CUT 
Loopholes Act to protect those and 
other important priorities. 

Over the last 50 years, Federal reve- 
nues have averaged approximately 18 
percent of GDP. Over that time, our 
budget has been balanced only a hand- 
ful of years. Each of those years that 
had a balanced budget, revenues ex- 
ceeded 19.5 percent of GDP, but in re- 
cent years revenues have fallen off to 
about 15 percent of GDP. 

One significant factor in our revenue 
shortfall is a massive plunge in the 
share of the stocks burden borne by 
corporations. Corporate tax revenue 
amounted to as much as 7 percent of 
GDP in the 1950s, 2.7 percent of GDP 
just 7 years ago, and in 2012 it amount- 
ed to just 1.2 percent of GDP. Corpora- 
tions today pay an average tax rate—a 
real effective tax rate—of 12 percent. 
How is that possible when the statu- 
tory tax rate on corporations is 35 per- 
cent? Through loopholes in the Tax 
Code is how it is possible. 

One of the key abuses is when compa- 
nies use these various gimmicks and 
tax loopholes to shift their assets off- 
shore. The Permanent Subcommittee 
on Investigations, which I chair, has 
spent more than a decade investigating 
offshore tax loopholes. We have shown 
how companies such as Enron used off- 
shore schemes to avoid billions of dol- 
lars in taxes. Just last year we showed 
how companies such as Microsoft and 
Hewlett Packard used tax rules to 
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avoid taxes on billions of dollars in in- 
come. These gimmicks cost us that 
much income even on products devel- 
oped in the United States and sold in 
the United States to U.S. customers. 
They often do this by transferring in- 
tellectual property rights and other in- 
tangible property developed in the 
United States to wholly owned subsidi- 
aries and tax havens, thereby avoiding 
U.S. tax. 

How big is the problem? According to 
the Congressional Research Service, 
American multinationals in 2008 
claimed to have earned profits in Ber- 
muda amounting to 1,000 percent of 
Bermuda’s GDP. Multinationals re- 
ported earning more than 40 percent of 
their offshore profits in five tax haven 
countries, despite the fact that just 4 
percent of their overseas workforces 
and 7 percent of offshore investments 
were located in those five tax havens. 

The CUT Loopholes Act will end 
abuse of so-called ‘‘transfer pricing” 
agreements. It will allow companies to 
transfer revenue for products developed 
in the United States to tax haven coun- 
tries. It would strengthen enforcement 
tools so our tax authorities can inves- 
tigate and rectify tax avoidance off- 
shore. It would end the taxpayer-fund- 
ed subsidy to corporations for expenses 
in moving jobs and operating facilities 
overseas. 

It would stop corporations from ma- 
nipulating rules on foreign tax credits 
to avoid taxes. It would end the ‘‘check 
the box” loophole that allows multi- 
nationals, by a stroke of a pen, to 
cloak offshore income from taxation. 

Here at home, the CUT Loopholes 
Act would eliminate a loophole that al- 
lows large corporations to exploit what 
is in effect a Federal subsidy that helps 
pay for the compensation awarded to 
their executives. When companies 
award stock options to their top execu- 
tives, they are allowed under law to 
record that expense in two totally dif- 
ferent ways—one for their books and 
one for tax purposes. They report one 
amount to their investors on their an- 
nual financial reports, but they can re- 
port a much larger expense—often or- 
ders of magnitude larger—to the IRS 
and claim a tax deduction for that 
much larger claimed expense. 

One company, Facebook, used this 
loophole as part of its initial public of- 
fering last year. Facebook will use this 
loophole to claim a $16 billion tax de- 
duction. It would then seek a $%% bil- 
lion tax refund for taxes paid in past 
years, and then avoid taxes for up to as 
many years into the future. That is 
just one company. The amount it 
showed in its books for that same cost 
for executive compensation was about 5 
percent of what it told Uncle Sam the 
cost was, and then it was able to de- 
duct a much larger cost—20 times as 
much of its income taxes. So this legis- 
lation would end that. By the way, that 
was just one company. 
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This legislation would also end two 
Wall Street tax loopholes. It would end 
the derivatives blended rate loophole, 
which gives preferential tax treatment 
in the form of long-term capital gains 
rate for speculative trades in certain 
derivatives—derivatives sometimes 
bought and sold in fractions of a sec- 
ond. 

Now, we have to understand the 
amazing part of that is these deriva- 
tives that are sometimes sold in one- 
millionth of a second—bought and sold 
in one-millionth of a second—are given 
long-term capital gains treatment. We 
can imagine the amount of money that 
is involved in that and the loss to the 
Treasury. 

Another loophole the CUT Loopholes 
Act would address is in the energy sec- 
tor. Because of a three-decade-old IRS 
decision, oil produced from tar sands, 
as opposed to traditional oil extrac- 
tion, is not subject to the tax that 
funds the Oil Spill Liability Trust 
Fund. If spilled into the environment, 
oil produced from tar sands is just as 
damaging as oil produced by other 
means, as residents along the Kala- 
mazoo River in Michigan learned in 
2010. Cleanup of that oil spill is still 
underway nearly 3 years later. Surely 
producers of oil from tar sands should 
help contribute to the costs of cleaning 
up these spills—just like producers of 
other oil must do. 

The CUT Loopholes Act also would 
tighten rules that combat tax-shelter 
promoters, stiffen penalties on those 
who aid companies or individuals who 
seek to shirk their fair share of the tax 
burden, strengthen our ability to col- 
lect taxes from tax avoiders when we 
catch them, and modernize the IRS tax 
lien process. 

I know these issues can be com- 
plicated. But the American people are 
seeing through that complexity. 

Americans support these reforms not 
just because of the great fiscal chal- 
lenges before us. People recognize that 
these loopholes are not fair. They are 
wrong in every sense that a policy can 
be wrong—wrong fiscally, wrong eco- 
nomically, wrong ethically. 

Even if one disagrees with the Amer- 
ican people, and sees these egregious 
loopholes as somehow justified, how 
can one argue that preserving them is 
more important than avoiding the 
damage of sequestration? How are 
these loopholes more important than 
preventing a recession caused not by 
the ups and downs of the economic 
cycle or by the reckless behavior of fi- 
nancial speculators, but by sequestra- 
tion? 

I offer these ideas in the genuine be- 
lief that they can help bridge the gap, 
and in the urgent belief that we cannot 
leave that gap unbridged. I urge my 
colleagues to adopt them for the good 
of the millions of Americans whose 
prospects will dim if we cannot reach 
agreement. 
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I will close with this: There was a 
survey completed last month which 
shows that two-thirds of Americans be- 
lieve corporations need to bear a larger 
share of the tax burden. Hight in ten 
say closing corporate tax loopholes 
should be an important priority for 
Congress. Seventy-three percent ap- 
proves of efforts to stop corporations 
and individuals from avoiding taxes by 
shifting income offshore. 

So this is what the survey shows: 

Do you approve or disapprove of the fol- 
lowing policies? Prevent corporations from 
avoiding taxes when they award executives 
millions in stock options: That is 73 percent. 
In terms of closing loopholes, allowing cor- 
porations or the wealthy to avoid U.S. taxes 
by shifting income overseas: That is 63 per- 
cent. 

By the way, that percentage applies 
across the board. Americans of all po- 
litical persuasions agree with these 
points. Mr. President, 8 out of 10 Re- 
publicans—8 out of 10 Republicans— 
agree the amount of revenue which will 
be saved by ending these kinds of loop- 
holes should go to either deficit reduc- 
tion or to public investments, and only 
11 percent believe the revenue should 
be used to reduce tax rates on corpora- 
tions. 

So I think we have to act to avoid se- 
questration. Senator WHITEHOUSE’s bill 
is directly aimed at that. Our bill, if we 
can get this passed and get some of 
these loopholes closed, will clearly help 
to avoid sequestration. There is some 
overlap between the bills, but the point 
is the same. 

These loopholes are draining our 
Treasury. This is not like increasing 
tax rates, to say we ought to close 
these kinds of egregious loopholes. 
These loopholes shouldn’t be there. If 
we had a surplus, we ought to close 
these loopholes. These loopholes have 
helped to shift the burden in this coun- 
try to middle-income families from 
corporations, and these corporations 
that avoid these taxes, in many cases, 
are extremely profitable corporations. 
It is an absurdity that we allow money 
to be drained from our Treasury to go 
to these offshore tax havens where no 
or little taxes are paid. 

We can end it. We can end that kind 
of loophole. We can close it, and we can 
do a lot of good for our country, both 
in terms of avoiding sequestration in 
the short term, as well as to help re- 
duce our deficits in the long term. 

I wish to thank Senator WHITEHOUSE 
again for the leadership he has shown 
and continues to show in this area. 
Some of these issues are extremely 
complex. We know that. One of the rea- 
sons they are difficult to end is that 
these loopholes are very difficult to ex- 
plain. So we just hope our colleagues 
will follow the instincts of the Amer- 
ican people who know these tax havens 
are wrong. 

We should put them out of business 
in terms of their drain on the Amer- 
ican Treasury, and we can do so. In 
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fact, then-Senator Obama was a co- 
sponsor of much of this legislation 
when he was in the Senate. 

So Iam going to close here, but I will 
again thank the Senator from Rhode 
Island for the leadership he is showing 
for his bill, which I am proud to co- 
sponsor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
thank the distinguished Senator from 
Michigan. I appreciate very much that 
he has signed on as a cosponsor of both 
my 1-year and full 10-year—9 now—se- 
questration alternatives that avoid a 
calamity for our economy, the poten- 
tial crash of 1 million jobs, by looking 
exactly where Senator LEVIN sug- 
gests—at the tax loopholes. 

As I showed a moment ago, it used to 
be, back in 1935, a ratio of 1 to 1 of dol- 
lars paid by individual Americans in 
taxes compared to dollars paid by cor- 
porations in taxes. Now it is 6 to 1—$6 
out of a family’s pocket for every $1. 
What has allowed America’s corporate 
world to lower their tax liability by so 
much—down to one-sixth of what it 
used to be relative to what regular 
Americans pay? Well, the biggest 
chunk of it is all the money that flows 
out through the Tax Code. We have vir- 
tually the same amount flowing out 
through the Tax Code as we actually 
keep our hands on as revenue. So for $2 
trillion in tax eligibility, half of that 
goes right back, on the personal side, 
and out here, it is $338 billion, and $157 
billion that goes back. It never sees the 
tax man. It goes straight back through 
the Tax Code. 

Lobbyists have been here for years 
working on those loopholes and mak- 
ing sure different industries and inter- 
ests get those benefits. That is where it 
all goes. That is why we are in a situa- 
tion in which we have what the distin- 
guished Senator from Michigan has 
talked about—all of these disgraceful 
loopholes. 

I echo his point of view. Now is an 
important time to do this because the 
alternative, which is more spending 
cuts, pushes us down the austerity path 
that has failed in Europe and that is 
projected by the Bipartisan Policy Cen- 
ter to cost us 1 million jobs. There is 
an alternative: to go after all of these 
tax loopholes which, as the chairman 
said—as Senator LEVIN said—we should 
be going after those anyway. They are 
just plain wrong on their own. 

If we had a balanced budget, we 
should be going after them. It is simply 
not fair. These are relics of power and 
lobbying and special influence and spe- 
cial pleading in the Tax Code, and we 
need to be rid of them. Now is a very 
good time to be rid of them to avoid 
pitching the economy into recession. 

I know my two pieces of legislation 
are not going to pass. We are not going 
to pass a bill that has the sequester 100 
percent paid for by new revenues from 
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closing tax loopholes. I wish we would, 
but I know we are not going to. My 
point in filing the legislation is to 
prove that it could be done. It could 
readily be done. It could be done with 
pieces of legislation that Senators in 
this body have supported over and over 
and over again. So it is not necessary 
to walk into the fiscal band saw of se- 
questration: to have our national de- 
fense take the hit it is going to take; 
to have regular American families take 
the hit they are going to take; to have 
the economy, with 1 million jobs lost, 
take the hit it is going to take, all for 
what? To protect the big oil companies 
so they can keep getting subsidies from 
the American people? Is that the 
choice we want to make? So that a bil- 
lionaire who puts his name on a mu- 
seum gets more charitable tax bang for 
his charitable buck than a regular fam- 
ily when they just give money to their 
church every week? Is that the stuff we 
want to protect at that cost? 

That is the question we will have to 
answer. I am very grateful to the chair- 
man, Senator LEVIN. He has been work- 
ing on this for years. His Sub- 
committee on Investigations has been 
looking into this in detail. His legisla- 
tion is a part of what I am proposing as 
one of the pay-fors. I look forward to 
continuing to work with him. 

The American people have our back 
on this one. This is a starker contrast 
between where the American people 
want to go and how to protect them 
and our economy versus special inter- 
est politics in this town that has 
carved out all of these loopholes that 
allow corporations to effectively cheat 
on their taxes. Effectively. It is not 
technically cheating because they have 
gotten the law written so it allows that 
practice. But if a person is a regular 
American who doesn’t have a lobbyist 
to get them that same sort of treat- 
ment, it looks an awful lot like cheat- 
ing. 

Let me close by saying if we go the 
other path—if we follow this austerity 
route we have seen to be so calamitous 
in Europe—here are some quotes: 

If the full sequester takes place as sched- 
uled, 1 million jobs may be lost. 

That is the Bipartisan Policy Center. 

Paraphrasing: Growth in real GDP 
would be about 1% percentage points 
different, depending on which path we 
choose. 

We lose 1.25 percentage points GDP 
growth by hitting this sequester. That 
is from the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice. 

If we look at the American Enter- 
prise Institute, hardly a leftwing 
group: 

An abrupt spending sequester at a rate of 
about $110 billion per year— 

Which is what we are looking at— 
scheduled to begin March 1 could cause a 
U.S. recession. 

Robert Frank, a very well regarded 
economics professor at Cornell, has 
said: 
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The cuts scheduled are not a way to runa 
rational government. Cuts of any kind at 
this time are not a good idea. It is reces- 
sionary. It would slow growth for sure and 
put people out of work. 

Another organization not known for 
its leftwing views, the Wall Street 
Journal, says this austerity method 
“threatens to create a vicious cycle, as 
mass layoffs to meet budget targets 
spark a deeper contraction, reducing 
tax revenue and increasing welfare 
costs as well as damping consump- 
tion.” 

That is exactly what has happened in 
other places. 

Look at what they say in England 
where they have done this. The con- 
servative Daily Telegraph’s Jeremy 
Warner describes what is going on over 
there. ‘‘This is a truly desperate state 
of affairs. ... We seem to have the 
worst of all possible worlds, with nil 
growth, some very obvious cuts in the 
quantity and quality of public services, 
but pretty much zero progress in get- 
ting on top of the country’s debts.” 

That is not the way we want to go. 
That is the wrong way to go. There is 
another way, and it is to look at that 
vast part of the Tax Code both for cor- 
porations and, primarily, for wealthy 
individuals that allows literally nearly 
half of what would be tax revenue to 
flow back through the loopholes. That 
is where we should be doing our work. 
That is where we should be looking. I 
applaud and appreciate Senator LEVIN 
for his long and expert leadership in 
this area. 

With that, I yield the floor. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 28—TO PRO- 
VIDE SUFFICIENT TIME FOR 
LEGISLATION TO BE READ 


Mr. PAUL submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules and Administra- 
tion: 

S. RES. 28 


Resolved, That (a) it shall not be in order 
for the Senate to consider any bill, resolu- 
tion, message, conference report, amend- 
ment, treaty, or any other measure or mat- 
ter until 1 session day has passed since intro- 
duction for every 20 pages included in the 
measure or matter in the usual form plus 1 
session day for any number of remaining 
pages less than 20 in the usual form. 

(b)(1) Any Senator may raise a point of 
order that consideration of any bill, resolu- 
tion, message, conference report, amend- 
ment, treaty, or any other measure or mat- 
ter is not in order under subsection (a). No 
motion to table the point of order shall be in 
order. 

(2) Any Senator may move to waive a 
point of order raised under paragraph (1) by 
an affirmative yea and nay vote of two- 
thirds of the Senators duly chosen and 
sworn. All motions to waive under this para- 
graph shall be debatable collectively for not 
to exceed 3 hours equally divided between 
the Senator raising the point for order and 
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the Senator moving to waive the point of 
order or their designees. A motion to waive 
the point of order shall not be amendable. 

(8) This resolution is enacted pursuant to 
the power granted to each House of Congress 
to determine the Rules of its Proceedings in 
clause 2 of section 5 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 


EE 


NOTICES OF HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I wish 
to announce that the Committee on 
Rules and Administration will meet on 
Wednesday, February 13, 2013, at 10:00 
a.m., to conduct its organizational 
meeting for the 113th Congress. 

For further information regarding 
this meeting, please contact Lynden 
Armstrong at the Rules and Adminis- 
tration Committee on (202) 224-6352. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 

AND PENSIONS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
announce that the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions will meet in executive session on 
Wednesday, February 13, 2013, at 10:00 
a.m. in room 480 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building to mark up the Com- 
mittee Funding Resolution for the 
118th Congress; the Adoption of Com- 
mittee Rules for the 113th Congress; 
the Adoption of Committee Rules for 
the 118th Congress; H.R. 307, the Pan- 
demic and All-Hazards Preparedness 
Reauthorization Act of 2013; and the 
Prematurity Research Expansion and 
Education for Mothers who deliver In- 
fants Early (PREEMIE) Act. 

For further information regarding 
this meeting, please contact the Com- 
mittee on (202) 224-5375. 


EEE 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Michael 
Lotus, a fellow on Senator GRASSLEY’S 
staff, and Angela Sheldon, a fellow on 
the staff of Senator HATCH, be granted 
privileges of the floor during debate 
and votes while the Senate considers S. 
47. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


APPOINTMENTS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the Republican 
leader, pursuant to Public Law 112-240, 
appoints the following as members of 
the Commission on Long-Term Care: 
Bruce D. Greenstein of Louisiana, Neil 
L. Pruitt of Georgia, and Mark J. 
Warshawsky of Maryland. 


EE 
ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, 
FEBRUARY 12, 2013 


Mrs. HAGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
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journ until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 12, 2013; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; that fol- 
lowing any leader remarks, the Senate 
resume consideration of S. 47, the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act, under the 
previous order; further, that the Sen- 
ate recess following disposition of S. 47 
until 2:15 p.m. to allow for the weekly 
caucus meetings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
PROGRAM 


Mrs. HAGAN. There will be up to six 
rollcall votes beginning tomorrow at 11 
a.m. in order to complete action on the 
Violence Against Women Act. 

The State of the Union will be tomor- 
row evening. Senators will gather at 
8:20 p.m. in the Chamber to proceed to- 
gether as a body. 


EE 


ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 


Mrs. HAGAN. If there is no further 
business to come before the Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent it adjourn 
under the previous order, following the 
remarks of Senator CORNYN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Texas. 


EEE 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor to respond to some of the 
debate on the Violence Against Women 
Act reauthorization, which I believe 
misstates the law and the content of 
the underlying bill specifically as it re- 
lates to tribal court jurisdiction. 

First of all, I start from the premise 
that tribal courts should be able to 
prosecute domestic violence cases that 
occur on tribal lands involving tribal 
members. The question is, Under what 
procedure—what practice—is it appro- 
priate for them to attain jurisdiction 
over nontribal members who commit 
these acts of domestic violence whom 
they wish to prosecute in tribal courts? 
Iam not here to question the integrity 
of the tribal court system for tribe 
members. The only question on the 
table is whether tribal courts, under 
the law that applies to these tribal 
courts, is required to protect the con- 
stitutional rights of nontribe members 
whom they seek to assert jurisdiction 
over. 

In order to protect constitutional 
rights, the Constitution as interpreted 
by the Federal courts must be applied, 
and there must be an opportunity 
given to individuals who are prosecuted 
in these tribal courts who are not trib- 
al members to appeal to a Federal 
court if, in fact, they are convicted. 
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First of all, the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Washington, Ms. CANTWELL, 
has said there is a right of removal to 
Federal court in the underlying bill, 
and that is incorrect. There is no right 
of removal to Federal court in the un- 
derlying bill. However, in the amend- 
ment which I had contemplated offer- 
ing—which the distinguished bill man- 
ager, the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, said is not acceptable to 
him—would include a right of removal 
to Federal court under some cir- 
cumstances. So I want to correct the 
record: There is no right of removal in 
the underlying bill to the Federal court 
that might otherwise correct an uncon- 
stitutional provision. 

Under the tribal court jurisdiction 
they operate under the Indian Civil 
Rights Act, which is, by definition, a 
statute and not the Constitution. So 
the rights provided to tribe members 
and nontribe members under the Indian 
Civil Rights Act are not constitutional 
rights. They don’t incorporate the Bill 
of Rights of the U.S. Constitution 
which would be applicable to any 
American citizen tried in any State or 
Federal court. Since Indian or tribal 
courts claim to be sovereign and don’t 
incorporate those constitutional 
rights, then American citizens who are 
not tribal members who would be tried 
in those tribal courts under the under- 
lying bill would be unconstitutionally 
deprived of the protections of the Bill 
of Rights which they have by virtue of 
the U.S. Constitution. 

Secondly, the distinguished Senator 
from Connecticut, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
argues that habeas corpus protections 
are sufficient to vindicate the constitu- 
tional rights of nontribal members, but 
that is not the case. Habeas corpus is a 
remedy which cannot be accessed until 
direct appeals are exhausted by defini- 
tion. Since that is the case, under the 
underlying bill, the maximum length 
of sentence an individual can be given 
under the Leahy bill is 1 year. So what 
would happen is an American citizen, 
nontribe member, would be tried in a 
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tribal court and would wrongfully be 
deprived of their constitutional rights 
under the Bill of Rights. Yet they 
could not vindicate those rights until 
such time as they exhausted all direct 
appeals, and then habeas corpus would 
be potentially available to them. 

The only problem with that is it is 
very unlikely that would happen before 
they would have already served their 
sentence under the underlying bill, 
which is a maximum of 1 year; thus, 
the habeas corpus remedy is illusory 
and is not real. 

I hope that helps clarify some of the 
misunderstandings under the bill and 
my concerns about it. We start from 
the premise that domestic violence on 
tribal lands is a serious problem. With 
the current situation, these crimes are 
not deemed sufficiently serious for U.S. 
attorneys to typically prosecute these 
cases. They are serious cases. They de- 
serve to be prosecuted but only consist- 
ently with the U.S. Constitution. If the 
tribal courts wish to assert jurisdiction 
over nontribe members, the only way 
they should be allowed to do so is if 
they incorporate the protections of the 
Bill of Rights. That is something I 
have proposed to the distinguished 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee, 
which he has rejected. 

We also have to have a means for an 
appeal to a Federal court if a nontribe 
member is convicted in a tribal court. 
That is not in the underlying bill. It 
strikes me as somewhat bizarre to have 
a remedy which is in the form of my 
amendment which would confer on 
tribal courts the requirement that they 
incorporate the provisions of the Bill of 
Rights when a nontribe member is 
being tried in a tribal court and that a 
right to an appeal to a Federal court 
also be included. That would remove 
the constitutional objection to the as- 
sertion of tribal court jurisdiction over 
nontribe members, but this has been 
rejected for some reason that escapes 
me. 

Our only remedy is to go to the 
House of Representatives once this bill 


February 11, 2013 


passes the Senate—and it will. Iron- 
ically, this is a bill that historically 
has passed with unanimous agree- 
ment—Democrats, Republicans alike. 
It has not been a political bill. Appar- 
ently, in a desire to make it a political 
statement and to somehow suggest 
that some people don’t believe we 
ought to prosecute violence against 
women in tribal courts, an erroneous 
argument has been made by two Sen- 
ators, whom I mentioned here, which I 
hope my statement has corrected. We 
don’t need to go there. There is a com- 
monsense solution, but unfortunately 
it has been rejected by the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee. Our only re- 
course is to take the Senate bill and 
reconcile it with a bill that will be 
passed by the House of Representa- 
tives, which I hope will fix this provi- 
sion and have it resolved in conference 
in a way that protects victims of do- 
mestic violence on tribal lands when 
perpetrated by nontribe members and 
when those nontribe members are tried 
in tribal courts. 

I know that sounds a little con- 
voluted, but it is an important con- 
stitutional right we are talking about, 
and Iam amazed that such a simple so- 
lution, which is right at hand, is being 
rejected in favor of trying to make 
some kind of political statement that 
some Members don’t care as much as 
others do about vindicating the rights 
of victims of domestic violence on trib- 
al lands. 

With that, I yield the floor. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, 
February 12, 2013. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:39 p.m., 
adjourned until Tuesday, February 12, 
2013, at 10 a.m. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 12, 2013 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 


FEBRUARY 13 


9:30 a.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine comprehen- 
sive immigration reform. 
SH-216 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Finance 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tion of Jacob J. Lew, of New York, to 
be Secretary of the Treasury. 
SD-215 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 
Organizational business meeting to con- 
sider an original resolution authorizing 
expenditures by the committee during 
the 118th Congress, committee rules, 
subcommittee membership and juris- 
diction, H.R. 307, to reauthorize certain 
programs under the Public Health 
Service Act and the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect to 
public health security and all-hazards 
preparedness and response, and an 
original bill entitled, ‘‘The Pre- 
maturity Research Expansion and Edu- 
cation for Mothers who deliver Infants 
Early (PREEMIB) Act”. 
SD-430 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine solutions to 
the crisis facing the United States 
Postal Service. 
SD-342 
Committee on Rules and Administration 
Organizational business meeting to con- 
sider an original resolution authorizing 
expenditures by the committee during 
the 113th Congress and committee 
rules. 
SR-301 


10:30 a.m. 
Committee on the Budget 
To hold hearings to examine the impact 
of Federal budget decisions on families 
and communities. 


SD-608 
2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 


Organizational business meeting to con- 
sider committee rules, subcommittee 
assignments, and an original resolution 
authorizing expenditures by the com- 
mittee during the 113th Congress. 

SR-253 
3 p.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 

Organizational business meeting to con- 
sider committee rules, subcommittee 
membership and jurisdiction, an origi- 
nal resolution authorizing expenditures 
by the committee during the 113th Con- 
gress, and S. Res. 12, recognizing the 
third anniversary of the tragic earth- 
quake in Haiti on January 12, 2010, hon- 
oring those who lost their lives in that 
earthquake, and expressing continued 
solidarity with the people of Haiti. 

S-116 
3:15 p.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tions of Kenneth John Gonzales, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
District of New Mexico, Michael J. 
McShane, to be United States District 
Judge for the District of Oregon, and 
Nitza I. Quinones Alejandro, Luis 
Felipe Restrepo, and Jeffrey L. 
Schmehl, all to be a United States Dis- 
trict Judge for the Eastern District of 


Pennsylvania. 
SD-226 
4 p.m. 
Committee on Small Business and Entre- 
preneurship 


Organizational business meeting to con- 
sider committee rules, and an original 
resolution authorizing expenditures by 
the committee during the 113th Con- 


gress. 
SR-428A 
FEBRUARY 14 
9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry 


Organizational business meeting to con- 
sider committee rules, and an original 
resolution authorizing expenditures by 
the committee during the 113th Con- 
gress; to be immediately followed by a 
hearing to examine drought, fire, and 
freeze, focusing on the economics of 
disasters for America’s agricultural 
producers. 

SR-328A 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tions of General Lloyd J. Austin, III, 
USA, for reappointment to the grade of 
general and to be Commander, United 
States Central Command, and General 
David M. Rodriguez, USA, for re- 


appointment to the grade of general 
and to be Commander, United States 
Africa Command, both of the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 
SD-G50 
Committee on Appropriations 
To hold hearings to examine the impacts 
of sequestration. 
SH-216 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works 
Organizational business meeting to con- 
sider committee rules, subcommittee 
assignments, and an original resolution 
authorizing expenditures by the com- 
mittee during the 113th Congress. 
SD-406 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Business meeting to consider the nomi- 
nations of Caitlin Joan Halligan, of 
New York, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the District of Columbia Cir- 
cuit, Patty Shwartz, of New Jersey, to 
be United States Circuit Judge for the 
Third Circuit, Pamela Ki Mai Chen, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Eastern District of New York, Kath- 
erine Polk Failla, Analisa Torres, and 
Nelson Stephen Roman, all to be a 
United States District Judge for the 
Southern District of New York, Andrew 
Patrick Gordon, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Ne- 
vada, Ketanji Brown Jackson, of Mary- 
land, to be United States District 
Judge for the District of Columbia, 
Raymond P. Moore, to be United 
States District Judge for the District 
of Colorado, Troy L. Nunley, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Eastern District of California, Beverly 
Reid O’Connell, to be United States 
District Judge for the Central District 
of California, Derrick Kahala Watson, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the District of Hawaii, Shelly Deckert 
Dick, to be United States District 
Judge for the Middle District of Lou- 
isiana, William H. Orrick, III, of the 
District of Columbia, to be United 
States District Judge for the Northern 
District of California, Mark A. Barnett, 
of Virginia, and Claire R. Kelly, of New 
York, both to be a Judge of the United 
States Court of International Trade, 
and David Medine, of Maryland, to be 
Chairman and Member of the Privacy 
and Civil Liberties Oversight Board. 
SD-226 
10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Banking, 
Urban Affairs 
Organizational business meeting to con- 
sider an original resolution authorizing 
expenditures by the committee, com- 
mittee rules, and subcommittee assign- 
ments during the 118th Congress; to be 
immediately followed by a hearing to 
examine Wall Street reform, focusing 
on oversight of financial stability and 
consumer and investor protections. 
SD-538 


Housing, and 
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2:15 p.m. Vice Chairman and committee rules 2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Indian Affairs during the 118th Congress, and any Select Committee on Intelligence 
Organizational business meeting to con- other organizational business items. To hold closed hearings to examine cer- 
sider electing the Chairwoman and SD-628 tain intelligence matters. 


SH-219 


February 12, 2013 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


1165 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


The House met at noon and was 
called to order by the Speaker. 


Se 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of January 3, 2018, 
the Chair will now recognize Members 
from lists submitted by the majority 
and minority leaders for morning-hour 
debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall 
debate continue beyond 1:50 p.m. 


-Á 


AFGHANISTAN 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. JONES) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, this past 
Sunday when I turned 70 years of age, 
I read in the North Carolina paper, 
known as the News and Observer, the 
article that I would like to quote: 

More than 100 family members, friends and 
uniformed servicemembers marched slowly 
and quietly Friday down a hill at Arlington 
National Cemetery following Army Sergeant 
Aaron X. Wittman’s coffin, draped with an 
American flag and carried on a horse-drawn 
caisson. 

Mr. Speaker, there are probably not 
many Members of Congress or Ameri- 
cans who know that Sergeant Wittman 
became the first American to lose his 
life in Afghanistan in 2013. 

I do not know how many more Amer- 
icans will have to die between now and 
the end of 2014. One American life is al- 
ready one too many. We have done 
enough in Afghanistan. It will never 
change, as history has proven time and 
time again. 

Obviously, there is nothing more im- 
portant than an American life. But 
there is a second part of this sad situa- 
tion, and that is the $28 million a day 
we are spending to rebuild Afghani- 
stan. We could use that $28 million a 
day to fix our own roads and our own 
schools right here in America. 

Yesterday on C-SPAN, I heard the 
Special Inspector General for Afghan 
Reconstruction, John Sopko, speak 
about how much money we are spend- 
ing in Afghanistan and the fact that it 
is impossible to give the American tax- 
payers an account of where the money 
is going. I think Mr. Sopko and his 
team are doing the best they can; but 
taxpayers are still being shortchanged, 


especially with the looming issue of se- 
questration and a pending continuing 
resolution. 

I hope that my colleagues in the 
House can join in the effort to bring 
our troops home by the end of 2013 and 
to put an end to the wasteful spending 
in Afghanistan. Most importantly, 
above all else, put an end to the loss of 
American lives. I will quote from my 
friend, former commandant of the 
United States Marine Corps: 

What do you say to the mother, father, 
wife of the last soldier or marine killed in 
Afghanistan? 

My question is, Was it worth it? My 
answer is, No, not one life is worth it 
to be lost in Afghanistan. It is time to 
bring our troops home. 

Mr. Speaker, this poster beside me 
shows a casket on top of a caisson get- 
ting ready to walk to the grave at Ar- 
lington National Cemetery. 

May God continue to bless our 
troops, our men and women in uniform. 
May God continue to bless America. 
And please, God, touch the hearts of 
those in the House and let’s bring our 
troops home in 2013. 


EEE 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HULTGREN). The Chair recognizes the 


gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER) for 5 minutes. 
Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 


one of the few areas where Washington 
agrees with the general public is that 
our current path is not sustainable. It 
is not merely a case of spending too 
much or taxing too little, although we 
need to control spending and we must 
and will be raising revenue to meet the 
needs of an aging and growing popu- 
lation. 

The key is to do business differently, 
to extract more value out of our pro- 
grams. We need to have the courage to 
pivot, to do things better, to not follow 
the reflex of the usual economic and 
political groups fighting to continue to 
protect the status quo and the con- 
tinuing trend lines. 

In a world already impacted by cli- 
mate change and global weather insta- 
bility, these forces are going to inten- 
sify. One of the best examples of why 
we must change is how we deal with re- 
engineering nature as a response to 
natural disasters. 

I salute Governor Cuomo for the use 
of some of the Hurricane Sandy money 
from the Federal Government to move 
people out of harm’s way, not just 
throw good money after bad by relo- 
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cating and rebuilding in exactly the 
same way, in exactly the same place, 
where nature repeatedly shows that 
people are not wanted. 

I was before the Rules Committee ar- 
guing for greater reform in the Federal 
spending, but the Governor is pointing 
in the right direction. 

This week we are watching another 
chapter in the same drama play out in 
the lower Mississippi, where there is an 
argument to continue the self-defeat- 
ing effort to fortify the Mississippi 
River, closing a gap in the levee, spend- 
ing hundreds of millions of dollars to 
prevent an area in the flood plain from 
flooding every now and then. 

The Federal Government has already 
made periodic flooding in that area as 
part of its relief valve, to take the ex- 
cess water and avoid more flooding 
elsewhere. Failing to allow nature to 
take its course invites a bigger disaster 
as more and more water is forced into 
the narrow fortified walls of the Mis- 
sissippi. 

Think about how we have shortened 
and narrowed that river. We haven’t re- 
duced the amount of water; we’ve just 
reduced the areas where it can go. It 
makes the inevitable flooding worse. 
Building a levee is simply going to 
move it a little further downstream. 

The solution is to allow the river to 
go where nature wants it, not encour- 
age farmers to cultivate even more 
land that will be vulnerable to crop 
loss, more disaster relief, more crop in- 
surance loss, and to take away increas- 
ingly scarce wildlife habitat for the 
millions of Americans who would like 
to hunt and fish. Done right, this can 
be a virtuous cycle. It saves tax dol- 
lars, improves the environment, re- 
duces the damage from flooding and all 
the attendant costs. 

It is a classic example of where the 
Federal Government should learn from 
200 years’ experience of trying to engi- 
neer the Mississippi River and instead 
allow, in some cases, nature to take its 
course and avoid more expensive and 
worse damage. 

This is what we need to do across the 
Federal Government. We don’t have to 
spend twice as much money on health 
care as most of the developed countries 
for outcomes that are mediocre at best. 
We don’t have to spend more money on 
defense than 12 or 13 of the remaining 
largest defense budgets and on weapons 
that in many cases, like our nuclear 
arsenal where we have far more than 
we need and can ever use and can af- 
ford, we can pare down, save tens of 
billions of dollars and still be the most 
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powerful Nation in the world; or the 
outrageous crop insurance that encour- 
ages reckless and expensive behavior 
by paying farmers to plant crops on 
land that never should have been cul- 
tivated in the first place. 


1210 


While we will control spending and 
increase revenues, the most important 
thing we can do is to change the way 
we do business, using common sense, 
proven technology, stretching our tax 
dollars, and making our communities 
more livable. We can start by not pres- 
suring the Corps of Engineers to com- 
plete the levees, spending millions of 
dollars we don’t have on a solution 
that will make the problem worse. 
Let’s work, instead, to understand the 
impacts of global warming and extreme 
weather and then do something about 
it. 


EE 
FEDERAL DEBT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, to- 
night, in this House Chamber, Presi- 
dent Obama will give his State of the 
Union address to a joint session of Con- 
gress. 

Article 11, Section 3 of the Constitu- 
tion requires that the President, who- 
ever it may be, shall, from time to 
time, give to Congress information on 
the State of the Union. George Wash- 
ington, the first President, addressed 
the joint session of Congress, but 
Thomas Jefferson and each succeeding 
President up until 1913 presented a 
written statement of the State of the 
Union to the House and Senate. So 
from 1801 until 1913, Presidents sub- 
mitted a written State of the Union, 
and on April 8, 1913, Woodrow Wilson, 
like George Washington, addressed a 
joint session of Congress, and that has 
been the manner of our State of the 
Union by every President since, with 
the exception of Herbert Hoover. 

Today, I am asking for another little 
change in the State of the Union. I 
think that we should consider a re- 
quirement that the President, on a day 
that coincides with the State of the 
Union, also have the Federal Govern- 
ment make a formal declaration of na- 
tional debt. 

My purpose in calling for the declara- 
tion is twofold: First, while informa- 
tion about the debt can be found, it is 
spread throughout a vast array of 
budget submissions, trustee reports, 
and other documents that are nearly 
impossible to navigate or to under- 
stand when trying to determine the 
total national debt and unfunded liabil- 
ities our Nation must pay now and in 
the future. And then the second reason, 
of course, is to elevate the issue to re- 
mind the American public the signifi- 
cant dangers of large government debt. 
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As of today, our Nation’s Federal 
debt exceeds our Nation’s gross domes- 
tic product. What does that mean? 
Gross domestic product is used to de- 
termine the monetary value of all the 
finished goods and services produced in 
America annually, and it includes all 
of the private and public consumption, 
all of the government outlays, all the 
investments and all the exports, less 
the imports. 

Our debt is increasing so quickly 
that it really is difficult to give an 
exact figure of our national debt. Suf- 
fice it to say that it will, in the very 
near future, exceed $17 trillion. When I 
looked at the so-called ‘‘clock’”’ on my 
way over here, it was approaching $16.6 
trillion. Now, if you stacked $16 trillion 
one-dollar bills one on top of the other, 
it would extend more than 1 million 
miles, which would reach to the Moon 
and back twice. 

Now, former Speaker PELOSI said a 
few days ago that we do not have a 
spending problem. Now, I do not be- 
lieve that most Americans would agree 
with that statement. Families 
throughout America must live within 
their means or suffer the consequences, 
and our government must live within 
its means or suffer the consequences. 
Many people say there are no real con- 
sequences, but all of us have seen the 
loss of jobs, the violence, the lack of 
economic growth in countries like 
Greece and Spain and other parts of 
the European Union. 

President Obama took office on Jan- 
uary 20, 2009, and the Nation’s total 
debt on that day was $10.6 trillion. 
Today, it is over $16.5 trillion. The 
President has drastically increased this 
country’s debt in a mere 4-year span; in 
fact, it has increased by over 45 per- 
cent. However, it should be pointed out 
that he and he alone is not responsible 
for all this dramatic increase in debt. 
Every person that has served in the 
U.S. Congress in the recent past or 
today, House Members and Senate 
Members, are also responsible for the 
spending that we have approved. Also, 
those people who serve in the executive 
branch of government are also respon- 
sible. 

Just to give you a few examples, 9 or 
10 months ago, the Department of En- 
ergy built about 12 new buildings over 
here on The Mall, across from the Jef- 
ferson Memorial, for a solar exhibit. It 
stayed there for about 10 months, and 
then it was torn down. No one really 
knows how much the debt cost. 

EPA, each year, gives grants to other 
countries, including China, to help 
them with their environmental prob- 
lems at a time when we have to borrow 
money from China to meet our obliga- 
tions. And then, as Mr. JONES men- 
tioned earlier, in Afghanistan, we’re 
spending $28 million a day. 

So I think it would be beneficial to 
the American people to prepare an an- 
nual declaration of the national debt to 
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be made available to the Congress and 
the public. This would show the Amer- 
ican people how much we owed last 
year, how much we owe this year, and 
what the projected debt is for the fu- 
ture. 


EE 
THE BLAME GAME 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, tonight, 
the President will once again walk into 
this Chamber and lay out a vision for 
how to strengthen America in the 
years ahead. Properly, part of that vi- 
sion will include the need to solve our 
deficit challenge and address the loom- 
ing sequester. That dangerous set of 
automatic and indiscriminate spending 
cuts is due to take effect in just under 
3 weeks. But instead of working with 
Democrats to avert the sequester 
through a big and balanced solution— 
or, frankly, even a short-term balanced 
proposal—a growing number of House 
Republicans are, instead, engaged in a 
dangerous blame game. 

Majority Leader CANTOR joined in 
that this weekend, claiming that the 
President is the one who proposed the 
sequester in the first place. What he 
didn’t say was, of course, the Repub- 
licans offered a piece of legislation 
called Cut, Cap, and Balance. The se- 
quester was an integral part of their 
policy proposal. In fact, the sequester 
was part of a bipartisan agreement in- 
stigated by Republicans, which we sup- 
ported. Let us not forget, Mr. Speaker, 
that it was Republican hostage taking 
of the debt limit in 2011 that brought 
about the Budget Control Act, which 
created the sequester. 

Speaker BOEHNER himself, after the 
deal creating the sequester was struck, 
said about the Budget Control Act, 
which included the sequester which 
faces us at the end of this month: 

When you look at this final agreement 
that we came to with the White House, I got 
98 percent of what I wanted. 

Now, let me again stress that many 
of us voted for this. For the past 2 
years, however, the Republican major- 
ity in this House has had our country 
lurching from one fiscal crisis to an- 
other. Repeatedly, they have threat- 
ened to default on our obligations, shut 
down government operations, and to 
slash spending in an irrational, meat- 
ax way. 

They have shaken the confidence of 
our people and of all those throughout 
the world who look to America for se- 
curity and stability. They have under- 
mined, in my view, the growth of econ- 
omy and jobs—and that’s the view of 
CBO as well—and have put in question 
our commitment to investing in our 
defense and in job creation. 

In short, the Republican majority, 
Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, in this 
House has given us the most chaotic 
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and confidence-destroying leadership I 
have seen in my 32 years of service in 
this House. And now, many of them 
suggest the sequester that is scheduled 
to occur on March 1 is an acceptable 
way forward. Mr. Speaker, I will not 
take the time to quote the number of 
Republicans who have said that, but I 
believe all of them are profoundly 
wrong. 

Sequestration will have a dev- 
astating impact on both domestic pro- 
grams and on our national security. If 
the sequestration were to take effect, 
it would mean 70,000 children dropped 
from the Head Start program; loan 
guarantees to small businesses would 
be cut by as much as $540 million; and 
just as we are engaged in a national 
discussion about how to address mental 
health, up to 373,000 people suffering 
from mental illness could go untreated. 
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That is not the President’s vision for 
America, nor is it the vision of Demo- 
crats in this House. Now, here we are 
at the 11th hour once again. 

First, House Republicans walked way 
from the Simpson-Bowles recommenda- 
tion to adopt a balanced way forward; 
then they refused to compromise on a 
balanced alternative to the sequester, 
starting the clock of sequestration. 
Then we came down to the wire on the 
fiscal cliff and delayed sequestration 
for 2 months, and here we are, once 
again, with Republicans continuing to 
cast blame on others. 

Mr. Speaker, the blame game must 
end by us and by our Republican col- 
leagues. The issue is not who is at 
fault. As the previous speaker indi- 
cated, we’re all at fault; we’re all re- 
sponsible; we all serve in this House. 
Many of us voted for policies that 
spend money. Some of us voted for 
policies to pay for what we bought. 
Others voted against policies for pay- 
ing for what we bought. Here we are, 
once again, on the brink of a fiscal 
meltdown. 

It’s a game that has no winners, only 
losers, like the 14,000 teachers, teacher 
assistants, and other education staff 
who would lose their jobs; or the 125,000 
families who would be at risk of losing 
their homes when our rental assistance 
program is cut; or the thousands of ci- 
vilian defense personnel, in my district 
alone, and throughout this country 
who would be furloughed for up to 22 
days during the year; and the hundreds 
of thousands around the country across 
every service branch, not to mention 
the tens of thousands of defense con- 
tractors critical to our national secu- 
rity, who would be at risk of losing 
their jobs. 

Instead, Mr. Speaker, we need to get 
serious and work together to avert a 
sequester that could stop our recovery 
in its tracks and defeat our common 
goal of helping America’s economy 
grow and its businesses create jobs. 
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Reducing spending in a rational way 
is important for us to do, let there be 
no mistake. Considering additional 
revenues will be essential—every bipar- 
tisan group has said that—if we are to 
get on a sustainable financial footing. 
The sequester, however, Mr. Speaker, 
is dangerous and unacceptable. We 
must stop simply fiddling while the se- 
quester’s flames threaten to burn our 


economy, our national security, and 
our people. 
Mr. Speaker, we have no time to 


waste. I would urge the majority leader 
to bring a bill to the floor today that 
would comply with what Mr. 
LANKFORD, who chairs the Republican 
Study Committee, said that we ought 
to pass things that we think the Senate 
can pass, not just messages, not just 
political spin, but we ought to pass 
things that can actually be passed 
through the United States Senate and 
signed by the President. 

Senator LINDSEY GRAHAM has said: 

We have our fingerprints as Republicans on 
this proposal, on this sequestration idea. It 
was the President’s idea, according to Bob 
Woodward’s book. But we as the Republican 
Party agreed to it. 

Let’s make law and make policy so 
that America has the confidence that 
its Congress can work. It must work. 
America needs it to work. 


EEE 
AVIATION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. POMPEO) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Speaker, when I go 
around in Kansas and talk to folks and 
talk to them about a business that sup- 
ports 1.2 million American jobs and 
over $150 billion of wealth creation 
across the U.S. economy and ask, 
“What do you think a President would 
do if they knew about an industry like 
that?” they’d all say the same thing 
folks all across the country would say. 
They’d say that the President ought to 
encourage that, ought to thank the 
people that work in that industry, and 
ought to promote that industry all 
across the world, a great American- 
manufactured product doing great 
things in America. 

Yet, that industry, the general avia- 
tion industry, is used by our President 
as a rhetorical punching bag. Every- 
where he goes, he talks about cor- 
porate fat-cat jet owners and those 
rich, wealthy people flying around in 
corporate airplanes. 

Well, I know what this industry does. 
I came from this industry. I know pre- 
cisely who these people are. When you 
use language like that and you talk 
about an American manufacturing in- 
dustry in that way, you’re talking 
about welders, you’re talking about 
union mechanics, and you’re talking 
about all the support people that work 
at fixed-base operations all across the 
country. You’re talking about good, 
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hardworking Americans, not corporate 
fat-cat jet owners. 

Yet this President continues in the 
same way that he has. I had hoped that 
I wouldn’t have to come back and talk 
about it again, but I anticipate that to- 
night, from this very Chamber, we’ll 
hear about those same corporate fat- 
cat jet owners yet again. 

The general aviation industry doesn’t 
ask for a handout, and it doesn’t need 
what Detroit received. It only asks 
that a President acknowledge and rec- 
ognize the importance of this industry. 
It creates aircraft that are used by 
small businessowners all across the Na- 
tion to get to places they need to be. 
Every week, I fly on commercial air- 
craft from here back to Wichita, Kan- 
sas. It’s no easy task. If you want to 
get to two or three of your suppliers or 
four or five of your customers in a day 
located all throughout the heartland, 
the most efficient tool to use to do 
that is a general aviation airplane. 

And, of course, we know the Presi- 
dent understands that, Mr. Speaker. He 
flies around in the nicest personal air- 
craft in the history of the world, actu- 
ally built in Wichita, Kansas. And gov- 
ernment employees use general avia- 
tion aircraft to travel all around the 
country. They do so because it is an ef- 
ficient means of conducting their busi- 
ness. 

Now, when the President talks about 
these corporate fat-cat jet owners, he’s 
doing so because he says he wants to 
close a loophole, he wants to generate 
more money coming to Washington, 
D.C., and he talks about this subsidy. 
We looked long and hard to find out 
what subsidy it was he was referring 
to. Frankly, we think it is a deprecia- 
tion schedule—a depreciation sched- 
ule—something that every asset in 
America is subject to. Yet, somehow, 
he has picked on this particular depre- 
ciation schedule as offensive and anti- 
thetical to the American way of life. 

Mr. President, the revenue that is 
generated in 1 year if we eliminated 
the provision about which we think 
you’re speaking, Mr. Speaker, would 
generate enough revenue to run the 
government for a single day—l day. 
Yet, Mr. Speaker, the President con- 
tinues to use this language of class 
warfare against an industry that has 
created so many tens of thousands of 
jobs all across our country. It is 
unexplainable why anyone would be 
critical of this industry. 

The President has also proposed a 
new tax, a general aviation fee, of $100 
per flight segment, which would re- 
quire an entire new bureaucracy to im- 
plement and to execute. It is incompre- 
hensible to me why anyone would 
think that was the right approach. 

Mr. Speaker, I have invited the Presi- 
dent of the United States to come to 
Wichita, Kansas, to see Beechcraft, to 
see Cessna, and to see Learjet and to 
see all the suppliers and all of the peo- 
ple who work so hard to make these 
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airplanes. He has not taken me up on 
that yet, Mr. Speaker. I urge that he 
do so. But, sadly, if he continues to de- 
cline and continues to talk about this 
industry in the way that he does, he 
will not suffer, but tens of thousands of 
Americans who work on these air- 
planes all across the country will. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the Presi- 
dent will change his direction, change 
his course of action, and recognize the 
value of this important industry. 


ES 


THE CRISIS OF THE UNITED 
STATES POSTAL SERVICE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. I rise to speak about 
yet another phony, created crisis, and 
that would be the crisis of the United 
States Postal Service, which we have 
heard is hemorrhaging—hem- 
orrhaging—money. 

Well, it’s kind of interesting. If you 
look back since in 2006, Congress forced 
the United States Postal Service to 
prepay health care retirement benefits 
for people who have not yet been born 
who might some day go to work for the 
Postal Service. Now, if you had trouble 
following that, rd understand it. No 
one else in America, no other business, 
no other agency of government, as far 
as I know, no entity in the world is pre- 
paying the anticipated health care 
costs of people who haven’t yet been 
born, let alone if they’re a specific en- 
tity, people who haven’t yet been born 
and might go to work for them some 
day and might retire and might then 
need health care, but we’re making the 
Postal Service do that. 

Now, I’m not, but the Congress as- 
sembled deemed that, snuck it into one 
of those midnight special bills in a 
lame-duck session of Congress. So, now 
the hemorrhaging. 

Well, they’re hemorrhaging money, 
hemorrhaging money. Oh, my God, we 
must do away with them. That’s basi- 
cally the Republican line here. They, 
so far, have done nothing to either 
unshackle the post office so it can deal 
with some of these problems, and, in 
fact, have encouraged the most de- 
structive instincts of the idiot who is 
running the Postal Service, who should 
be fired by the President, to go to 5-day 
delivery and to close all the sorting 
centers. 
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Under the plan of the Postmaster 
General, it will take longer for a first- 
class letter to go from my town of 
Springfield across the river to the city 
of Eugene than it took Thomas Jeffer- 
son to mail a letter from Monticello to 
the Continental Congress. Yes, really, 
that’s what he’s planning. Now, that’s 
not going to cause a bunch of people to 
abandon the Postal Service—of course 
not, that will help their revenue. No, it 
won’t. 
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With this benign neglect, the indif- 
ference, the refusal to act over here in 
the House, we’re watching the Postal 
Service spiral down the drain, both the 
good and the bad of the Postal Service. 

If you didn’t make them prepay 
health care retirement benefits for peo- 
ple who haven’t yet been born, who 
haven’t yet gone to work for them, 
over the last 6 years, instead of saying 
they lost $41,200,000,000, actually, it 
would come down to about $9 billion. 
They prepaid $32 billion of health care 
retirement benefits, $32 billion. That is 
by far the large majority of their red 
ink. Just about 80 percent of their red 
ink is due to them being forced to do 
something that no other entity on 
Earth is being forced to do. 

If you want to look for a phony, man- 
ufactured crisis, this is it. Yes, they 
still have a small problem. That would 
be about a billion and a half dollars a 
year. If we unshackled them a bit, let 
them get into some new lines of busi- 
ness—which the Republicans are refus- 
ing to do—if we allowed them to set 
rates rationally—they’ve got a couple 
of lines of business as they call them 
that make money, and they have oth- 
ers that lose money. But they’re al- 
lowed only to increase rates—even if it 
is losing money to deliver junk mail— 
by a cost-of-living increase, which it 
would obviously be less than a penny 
on junk mail delivery costs. The same 
on first-class. 

If we allowed them to set their rates 
reasonably, if we took away this man- 
date of prefunding retirement health 
care costs for people who haven’t yet 
been born, who haven’t yet gone to 
work for them, and if we settled up on 
the old dispute over their overpayment 
for the civil service retirees who got 
rolled into the FERS system with the 
Postal Service, actually we could have 
a viable entity and one that would con- 
tinue to serve America into the next 
century. 

The post office pioneered optical 
scanning. They used to have some vi- 
sionary leadership over there. They 
need new leadership. They need to be 
unshackled by Congress. They need to 
have unfair burdens lifted. But they 
don’t need to be destroyed. That’s 
where we’re headed, towards the de- 
struction of the Postal Service at this 
point in time. Some say young people 
don’t use it, no one needs it, who needs 
it. They’re delivering packages for 
FedEx and UPS to places where FedEx 
and UPS doesn’t want to go. They’ve 
partnered with FedEx and UPS. They 
deliver packages for small businesses 
and with their one-price package that 
FedEx and UPS can’t afford, which are 
vital to thousands of small businesses 
in my State and millions nationwide. 
They deliver prescriptions. Yes, they 
deliver prescriptions on Saturdays for 
veterans and others. 

We need to fix the Postal Service, not 
destroy it. 


February 12, 2013 


LET’S RECTIFY THE FISCAL 
SITUATION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. Ross) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to address that issue which will have a 
significant fiscal impact on the eco- 
nomic well-being of this country in 
just 16 days. That is the issue of se- 
questration. 

I have to agree with the minority 
whip from Maryland, who earlier spoke 
today that it’s time to stop the blame 
game. There is no need to blame any 
more about this terrible fiscal policy 
which we are about to sustain. 

You see, across-the-board cuts that 
the looming sequester will implement 
in a couple of weeks are bad policy and 
a result of bad politics. I believe that 
we must cut spending, and I rise here 
in support of careful, targeted cuts. 

It is a Shame that 850 jobs will be lost 
in Florida schools while we build a 
$750,000 soccer field in Guantanamo 
Bay for terrorists. It’s a shame that 
more than 26,000 special education stu- 
dents will see cuts to their education 
in Florida while government agencies 
are spending hundreds of thousands of 
dollars on conferences in Las Vegas, 
Nevada. And it is a shame that more 
than 35,000 health care workers in Flor- 
ida are projected to lose their jobs 
while more than $115 billion was lost in 
improper payments from this govern- 
ment in just one year. 

We must ask ourselves, for every $1 
that we are going to spend, is it worth 
mortgaging and borrowing our chil- 
dren’s and our grandchildren’s future 
for 41 cents for every one of those dol- 
lars. I submit to you that it is not. 

Let’s rectify this situation. I urge 
the Senate to take up the House-passed 
legislation, which would make targeted 
cuts to eliminate waste, fraud, and 
abuse so that important essential gov- 
ernment programs will not lose their 
funding. 

The American people not only de- 
mand and deserve transparency in 
their appropriation process, but they 
also demand and deserve that we be 
prudent and fiscally responsible in 
making sure we operate and appro- 
priate within our means. 


a 
RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 35 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


EE 
1400 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. HARRIS) at 2 p.m. 
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PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Loving God, thank You for giving us 
another day. 

The people’s House prepares to wel- 
come the governmental and military 
leadership of our Nation. The world 
watches as the great experiment of ci- 
vilian self-government is in high relief. 

May all who populate these hallways 
this day be possessed of goodwill and a 
shared commitment to guarantee the 
freedoms and responsibilities inspired 
by the soaring rhetoric and subsequent 
actions of our American ancestors. 

May all that is said and done in this 
Chamber today redound to the benefit 
of our Nation and the glory of Your 
holy name. 

Amen. 


EE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EEE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
KINZINGER) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EEE 
NO MORE BLAME, MR. PRESIDENT 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, tonight the President will ad- 
dress the American people in his an- 
nual State of the Union Address. With 
the last quarter revealing unemploy- 
ment has risen .1 percent and the econ- 
omy contracting .1 percent, the Presi- 
dent should change course. He should 
follow the example of President John 
F. Kennedy and President Ronald 
Reagan to lower taxes during economic 
hardship to promote job creation. 

Last Congress, House Republicans 
passed over 30 job-creating bills. Most 
sadly died in the Senate graveyard. Ad- 
ditionally, the House has voted twice 
on a balanced approach to prevent se- 
questration with commonsense re- 
forms. We should avoid these dev- 
astating cuts to occur, which will 
threaten our national security and de- 
stroy over 2 million jobs. House Repub- 
licans are actually passing legislation 
to encourage job growth through small 
business success. 
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Now is the time for positive leader- 
ship. I urge the President to begin 
working with House Republicans to 
find real solutions that will create jobs 
and put our country back on the path 
to prosperity. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 


EE 


DARWIN DAY 


(Mr. HOLT asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the birth of Charles Darwin. 
Only rarely in human history has 
someone shown a fundamentally new 
way of thinking about the world, an in- 
sight so revolutionary that it has made 
possible further creative and explana- 
tory thinking. 

In my previous field of physics, we 
have Galileo and Newton and Einstein. 
In biology, at the top of any list would 
be Charles Darwin. Without his in- 
sights—without his recognition that 
natural selection enables ever-increas- 
ing complexity and functionality and 
enables the development of ever-more 
wonderful forms of life—our modern 
understandings of biology, ecology, ge- 
netics, and medicine would be impos- 
sible, and our comprehension of the 
world around us would be vastly poor- 
er. 

I’ve introduced a resolution to honor 
February 12 as a ceremonial Darwin 
Day, to recognize the importance of 
scientific thinking in our lives and to 
honor one of humankind’s greatest 
thinkers. 


EE 
HONORING JOSEPH N. COOK, SR. 


(Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor a great 
American hero, somebody born in 
Channahon, Illinois, in my district, and 
passed away very recently. 

His name is Joe Cook, Sr. Joe was a 
community leader, a great father, a 
great family member, but I would like 
to point out today a great veteran of 
the United States. He was a proud 
American, a decorated Korean war vet- 
eran, a member of the U.S. Army’s 1st 
Cavalry Division. He was listed as 
missing in action for over 121 days be- 
hind enemy lines. By the grace of God, 
he was one of the very few to return 
home from Task Force Crombez, a re- 
cipient of the Silver Star, five Bronze 
Stars, and two Purple Hearts. 

These are the kinds of Americans 
that we need to honor and cherish 
today. And I tip my hat off to Mr. 
Cook, and I say thank you, sir, for your 
service to your country. 
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MEDICARE 


(Mr. COURTNEY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, last 
Wednesday the Congressional Budget 
Office came out with their new budget 
projections and analysis of last year. 
What it showed was that the Medicare 
program grew at the slowest rate since 
1965 when the program was created. 

As this chart shows, the cost growth 
for Medicare is coming down. AS a re- 
sult of that, there are $200 billion in 
new savings that we didn’t know about 
the day before. 

This is the smart way to balance our 
budget, by providing incentives for pre- 
ventive care for more efficiency in the 
system, not butchering Medicare by 
turning it into a private health insur- 
ance program or raising the age of eli- 
gibility. 

We can build on its success. We can 
stop sequestration by having a smart, 
focused health care policy which saves 
money for the American taxpayer, but 
protects America’s seniors and people 
on disability. 


EE 


SEQUESTRATION 


(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, tonight the 
American people see if President 
Obama will keep his word regarding se- 
questration. At the third Presidential 
debate, President Obama said: 

First of all, the sequester is not something 
that I proposed. It’s something that Congress 
has proposed. It will not happen. 

As you can see, the truth is that se- 
questration was a concept that came 
from President Obama’s White House, 
and sequestration is happening unless 
Congress acts. President Obama must 
keep his promise to find the necessary 
cuts to get our fiscal house in order. 
We cannot fix this problem by taxing 
the American people more. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the President to 
keep his promise to fix the current se- 
questration and maintain the needed 
cuts in spending. 


EE 


GOVERNMENT SUES STANDARD & 
POOR’S 


(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to acknowledge the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Justice for finally taking some 
substantive action against one of the 
credit rating agencies, Standard & 
Poor’s, for its role in causing the great- 
est economic crisis since the Great De- 
pression. 

When Wall Street’s housing bubble 
burst in 2008, it sent shock waves 
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through our economy. That shock wave 
may not have been so destructive if 
credit rating agencies like Standard & 
Poor’s did not create fraud. 

Rather than assessing real risk and 
due diligence on the securities, Stand- 
ard & Poor’s invented a system of de- 
frauding investors by providing the 
highest rating as long as the clients 
paid Standard & Poor’s enough money. 
If Standard & Poor’s actually rated the 
mortgage securities for what they were 
truly worth, our entire banking system 
and economy may not have collapsed. 

While the Department of Justice 
should be praised for taking some ac- 
tion against Standard & Poor’s, other 
rating agencies were left out of the 
case. And the fact is Justice’s case is 
only a civil one, not a criminal one. 
That tells you who really holds polit- 
ical power in our country. 

Thanks to Wall Street, America lost 
over 8 million jobs. American house- 
holds lost over $19 trillion in wealth. 
Yet no major Wall Street executive has 
ever faced the threat of jail time. Real 
cases could yield real dollars back to 
our Treasury and help America pay the 
bills that resulted from the Great Re- 
cession beginning in 2008. 


ES 
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HONORING THE LIFE OF CHESTER 
REITEN 


(Mr. CRAMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, a North 
Dakota legend died recently, and I was 
honored to be able to attend the cele- 
bration of his life, a sendoff worthy of 
a king. 

Chester Reiten was like royalty, es- 
pecially to the people of his hometown 
of Minot, where he served as their 
mayor for 14 years. Public service came 
naturally to Chet. During World War 
II, he enlisted in the United States 
Navy, serving as an ensign and com- 
manding officer of a landing craft in- 
fantry ship. 

In addition to military and local 
service, Chet served 16 years in the 
North Dakota Senate where he was 
also president pro tem. 

Chester really made a name for him- 
self and Minot when he combined his 
loves of Norwegian culture and Amer- 
ica by founding the annual Norsk 
Hostfest, the largest Scandinavian fes- 
tival in North America. The Hostfest 
brings thousands of people to Minot 
every year to celebrate all things Scan- 
dinavian. Chester received the St. Olav 
Medal from the King of Norway as a re- 
sult of his work with Norsk Hostfest 
and his promotion of Norwegian and 
Scandinavian heritage. He received the 
Theodore Roosevelt Roughrider Award 
in 2002 and was inducted into the Scan- 
dinavian American Hall of Fame in 
2011. 
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May God bless Chester’s memory; his 
wife, Joy; and their beautiful family. 
He will be missed. 


EE 


JACK’S OYSTER HOUSE 
CELEBRATES 100TH ANNIVERSARY 


(Mr. TONKO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, with pride 
I rise today to congratulate Jack’s 
Oyster House of Albany, New York, on 
the celebration of its 100th anniversary 
recently held on January 24. Founded 
by Jack Rosenstein, the restaurant is 
currently owned by his grandson, Brad. 
As a sampling of its entree depth, 
Jack’s has served liver and onions 
since the first day it opened. One 
menu, dating back to 1939, lists the 
price of this signature dish as 75 cents. 

Sadly, however, many restaurants do 
not make it past their first few years 
of operation; but Jack’s has endured 
because it remembers and honors its 
past, including well-dressed wait staff 
and boutique tables and place settings, 
while striving to serve its current cus- 
tomers in a top-notch manner with 
quality, classic fare. 

The only day, interestingly, Jack’s 
ever closed in the past 100 years was in 
1986 for Jack Rosenstein’s funeral. May 
he rest in peace. And may Jack’s Oys- 
ter House continue to thrive for cen- 
turies to come. We wish all involved a 
happy 100th birthday. 


ES 


FORT HOOD’S TERRORIST ATTACK 


(Mr. WOLF asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, a report will 
air tonight on ‘‘ABC News” about the 
Obama administration’s negligence of 
the Fort Hood survivors and their fam- 
ilies. This was clearly a terrorist at- 
tack. And while the Obama administra- 
tion has designated that attack that 
killed all those people a ‘‘workplace vi- 
olence,’’ the survivors cannot get as- 
sistance. Major Hasan was influenced 
by Awlaki. The administration knew 
Awlaki was bad, and they killed him by 
a drone missile. And now the people 
that are involved are not getting the 
necessary help. 

Secretary of Defense Panetta, Chair- 
man of the Joint Chiefs Dempsey, At- 
torney General Holder, and the Presi- 
dent of the United States have failed 
the people and continue to fail the peo- 
ple who were wounded and killed at 
Fort Hood, as well as their families. 


a 


REMEMBERING PRESIDENT 
LINCOLN 


(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, today is 
the birthday of Abraham Lincoln. Un- 
fortunately, not many Americans prob- 
ably know that; but February 12 used 
to be a date that people remembered. 
Now it’s just Presidents Day, a weak 
invocation. 

An award-winning movie is presently 
showing about President Lincoln, a 
great President who saved the Union 
and got the 13th Amendment passed— 
slavery abolished. But the movie also 
showed that President Lincoln could 
make compromise and make the two 
sides of the bodies work together for 
the betterment of this Nation. 

As President Obama from the Land of 
Lincoln speaks tonight in the State of 
the Union, we should remember what 
Lincoln taught us: that you need to 
work for the union of this government, 
the unity of our people, for rights for 
everybody and diversity, and for the 
two parties to work together for the 
betterment of the United States of 
America. 

Thank you, President Lincoln. 


EE 


RESPONSIBLE SPENDING 
CONTROLS 


(Mr. MESSER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, Uncle 
Sam’s free-spending ways have cost 
each American $27,000 over the last 4 
years. AS a Nation, we are adding 
$50,000 in debt each second. But listen- 
ing to this President talk about seques- 
tration, you would think that we can’t 
spend one penny less, even though dis- 
cretionary spending has risen over his 
tenure, even though we spend millions 
on such necessities as robotic squirrels, 
Martian menus, hot-air balloons, and 
other so-called priorities. 

The House has voted twice to replace 
the President’s sequester with com- 
monsense spending reforms. It is time 
to get serious about replacing these in- 
discriminate cuts with other more tar- 
geted spending reductions, but not by 
raising taxes again. 

Mr. Speaker, I am willing to work 
with this President to replace his se- 
quester with responsible spending con- 
trols. I am not willing to ask our con- 
stituents to give Washington more of 
their hard-earned money so it can be 
squandered and added to the hefty tab 
Uncle Sam is piling up on their behalf. 


CURBING GUN VIOLENCE 


(Mr. SCHNEIDER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, a lit- 
tle over a week ago, I met with com- 
munity leaders, law enforcement, men- 
tal health professionals, gun owners, 
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and those who have been touched by 
gun violence to discuss what we can do 
together to curb gun violence. They 
shared their thoughts and different 
perspectives; but, together, they called 
on me to take action. 

So today, I rise to urge my col- 
leagues to join me in support of sen- 
sible new gun laws. We must pass legis- 
lation that will lead to universal back- 
ground checks, that makes gun traf- 
ficking a Federal crime, and limits ac- 
cess to high-capacity magazines and 
military-style assault weapons. 

This is the moment. Right now, this 
is the time. Together, we have the op- 
portunity to save lives. It’s up to us to 
seize the moment. Let’s get to work. 


a 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 


EE 


HYDROPOWER REGULATORY 
EFFICIENCY ACT OF 2013 


Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 267) to improve hydropower, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 267 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘Hydropower Regulatory Efficiency Act 
of 2013”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents of this Act is as follows: 


Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

Sec. 2. Findings. 

Sec. 3. Promoting small hydroelectric power 
projects. 

Sec. 4. Promoting conduit hydropower 
projects. 

Sec. 5. FERC authority to extend prelimi- 


nary permit periods. 

Promoting hydropower development 
at nonpowered dams and closed 
loop pumped storage projects. 

DOE study of pumped storage and po- 
tential hydropower from con- 
duits. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) the hydropower industry currently em- 
ploys approximately 300,000 workers across 
the United States; 

(2) hydropower is the largest source of 
clean, renewable electricity in the United 
States; 

(3) as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
hydropower resources, including pumped 
storage facilities, provide— 


Sec. 6. 


Sec. 7. 
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(A) nearly 7 percent of the electricity gen- 
erated in the United States; and 

(B) approximately 100,000 megawatts of 
electric capacity in the United States; 

(4) only 3 percent of the 80,000 dams in the 
United States generate electricity, so there 
is substantial potential for adding hydro- 
power generation to nonpowered dams; and 

(5) according to one study, by utilizing cur- 
rently untapped resources, the United States 
could add approximately 60,000 megawatts of 
new hydropower capacity by 2025, which 
could create 700,000 new jobs over the next 13 
years. 

SEC. 3. PROMOTING SMALL HYDROELECTRIC 
POWER PROJECTS. 

Subsection (d) of section 405 of the Public 
Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 2705) is amended by striking ‘‘5,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘10,000’’. 

SEC. 4. PROMOTING CONDUIT HYDROPOWER 
PROJECTS. 

(a) APPLICABILITY OF, AND EXEMPTION 
FROM, LICENSING REQUIREMENTS.—Section 30 
of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 823a) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and 
inserting the following: 

“(a)(1) A qualifying conduit hydropower fa- 
cility shall not be required to be licensed 
under this part. 

“(2)(A) Any person, State, or municipality 
proposing to construct a qualifying conduit 
hydropower facility shall file with the Com- 
mission a notice of intent to construct such 
facility. The notice shall include sufficient 
information to demonstrate that the facility 
meets the qualifying criteria. 

“(B) Not later than 15 days after receipt of 
a notice of intent filed under subparagraph 
(A), the Commission shall— 

“(i) make an initial determination as to 
whether the facility meets the qualifying 
criteria; and 

“(ii) if the Commission makes an initial 
determination, pursuant to clause (i), that 
the facility meets the qualifying criteria, 
publish public notice of the notice of intent 
filed under subparagraph (A). 

“(C) If, not later than 45 days after the 
date of publication of the public notice de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B)(ii)— 

“(i) an entity contests whether the facility 
meets the qualifying criteria, the Commis- 
sion shall promptly issue a written deter- 
mination as to whether the facility meets 
such criteria; or 

‘“(ii) no entity contests whether the facil- 
ity meets the qualifying criteria, the facility 
shall be deemed to meet such criteria. 

““(3) For purposes of this section: 

“(A) The term ‘conduit’ means any tunnel, 
canal, pipeline, aqueduct, flume, ditch, or 
similar manmade water conveyance that is 
operated for the distribution of water for ag- 
ricultural, municipal, or industrial consump- 
tion and not primarily for the generation of 
electricity. 

“(B) The term ‘qualifying conduit hydro- 
power facility’ means a facility (not includ- 
ing any dam or other impoundment) that is 
determined or deemed under paragraph (2)(C) 
to meet the qualifying criteria. 

“(C) The term ‘qualifying criteria’ means, 
with respect to a facility— 

“(i) the facility is constructed, operated, or 
maintained for the generation of electric 
power and uses for such generation only the 
hydroelectric potential of a non-federally 
owned conduit; 

“(i) the facility has an installed capacity 
that does not exceed 5 megawatts; and 

‘“(iii) on or before the date of enactment of 
the Hydropower Regulatory Efficiency Act of 
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2013, the facility is not licensed under, or ex- 
empted from the license requirements con- 
tained in, this part. 

‘“(b) Subject to subsection (c), the Commis- 
sion may grant an exemption in whole or in 
part from the requirements of this part, in- 
cluding any license requirements contained 
in this part, to any facility (not including 
any dam or other impoundment) con- 
structed, operated, or maintained for the 
generation of electric power which the Com- 
mission determines, by rule or order— 

“(1) utilizes for such generation only the 
hydroelectric potential of a conduit; and 

‘“(2) has an installed capacity that does not 
exceed 40 megawatts.”’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (a)? and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)’’; 
and 

(3) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(d) of section 405 of the Public Utility Regu- 
latory Policies Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2705), as 
amended, is further amended by striking 
“subsection (a) of such section 30” and in- 
serting ‘‘subsection (b) of such section 30”. 
SEC. 5. FERC AUTHORITY TO EXTEND PRELIMI- 

NARY PERMIT PERIODS. 

Section 5 of the Federal Power Act (16 
U.S.C. 798) is amended— 

(1) by designating the first, second, and 
third sentences as subsections (a), (c), and 
(d), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) (as so 
designated) the following: 

“(b) The Commission may extend the pe- 
riod of a preliminary permit once for not 
more than 2 additional years beyond the 3 
years permitted by subsection (a) if the Com- 
mission finds that the permittee has carried 
out activities under such permit in good 
faith and with reasonable diligence.’’. 

SEC. 6. PROMOTING HYDROPOWER DEVELOP- 
MENT AT NONPOWERED DAMS AND 
CLOSED LOOP PUMPED STORAGE 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—To improve the regu- 
latory process and reduce delays and costs 
for hydropower development at nonpowered 
dams and closed loop pumped storage 
projects, the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (referred to in this section as 
the ‘‘Commission’’) shall investigate the fea- 
sibility of the issuance of a license for hydro- 
power development at nonpowered dams and 
closed loop pumped storage projects in a 2- 
year period (referred to in this section as a 
“2-year process”). Such a 2-year process 
shall include any prefiling licensing process 
of the Commission. 

(b) WORKSHOPS AND PILOTS.—The Commis- 
sion shall— 

(1) not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, hold an initial work- 
shop to solicit public comment and rec- 
ommendations on how to implement a 2-year 
process; 

(2) develop criteria for identifying projects 
featuring hydropower development at non- 
powered dams and closed loop pumped stor- 
age projects that may be appropriate for li- 
censing within a 2-year process; 

(3) not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, develop and imple- 
ment pilot projects to test a 2-year process, 
if practicable; and 

(4) not later than 3 years after the date of 
implementation of the final pilot project 
testing a 2-year process, hold a final work- 
shop to solicit public comment on the effec- 
tiveness of each tested 2-year process. 

(c) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—The 
Commission shall, to the extent practicable, 
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enter into a memorandum of understanding 
with any applicable Federal or State agency 
to implement a pilot project described in 
subsection (b). 

(d) REPORTS.— 

(1) PILOT PROJECTS NOT IMPLEMENTED.—If 
the Commission determines that no pilot 
project described in subsection (b) is prac- 
ticable because no 2-year process is prac- 
ticable, not later than 240 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Commission 
shall submit to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources of the Senate a report that— 

(A) describes the public comments received 
as part of the initial workshop held under 
subsection (b)(1); and 

(B) identifies the process, legal, environ- 
mental, economic, and other issues that jus- 
tify the determination of the Commission 
that no 2-year process is practicable, with 
recommendations on how Congress may ad- 
dress or remedy the identified issues. 

(2) PILOT PROJECTS IMPLEMENTED.—If the 
Commission develops and implements pilot 
projects involving a 2-year process, not later 
than 60 days after the date of completion of 
the final workshop held under subsection 
(b)(4), the Commission shall submit to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen- 
ate a report that— 

(A) describes the outcomes of the pilot 
projects; 

(B) describes the public comments from 
the final workshop on the effectiveness of 
each tested 2-year process; and 

(C)(i) outlines how the Commission will 
adopt policies under existing law (including 
regulations) that result in a 2-year process 
for appropriate projects; 

(ii) outlines how the Commission will issue 
new regulations to adopt a 2-year process for 
appropriate projects; or 

(iii) identifies the process, legal, environ- 
mental, economic, and other issues that jus- 
tify a determination of the Commission that 
no 2-year process is practicable, with rec- 
ommendations on how Congress may address 
or remedy the identified issues. 

SEC. 7. DOE STUDY OF PUMPED STORAGE AND 
POTENTIAL HYDROPOWER FROM 
CONDUITS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall conduct a study— 

(1)(A) of the technical flexibility that ex- 
isting pumped storage facilities can provide 
to support intermittent renewable electric 
energy generation, including the potential 
for such existing facilities to be upgraded or 
retrofitted with advanced commercially 
available technology; and 

(B) of the technical potential of existing 
pumped storage facilities and new advanced 
pumped storage facilities, to provide grid re- 
liability benefits; and 

(2)(A) to identify the range of opportuni- 
ties for hydropower that may be obtained 
from conduits (as defined by the Secretary) 
in the United States; and 

(B) through case studies, to assess amounts 
of potential energy generation from such 
conduit hydropower projects. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary of Energy shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen- 
ate a report that describes the results of the 
study conducted under subsection (a), includ- 
ing any recommendations. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and to in- 
clude extraneous material on H.R. 267. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

H.R. 267 is the result of the bipar- 
tisan effort of Congresswoman CATHY 
McMoRRIS RODGERS and Congress- 
woman DIANA DEGETTE, both members 
of the Energy and Commerce Com- 
mittee. They’ve worked long and hard 
on this legislation. It has great prom- 
ise for increased hydropower develop- 
ment across the Nation, and we’re de- 
lighted to bring it to the floor today. 

At this time, I would like to yield 2 
minutes to the gentlelady from Wash- 
ington (Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS). 

Mrs. McMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in strong support of 
H.R. 267, the Hydropower Regulatory 
Efficiency Act of 2018, which I intro- 
duced with my good friend from Colo- 
rado, Representative DIANA DEGETTE. 
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As we continue to advance an all-of- 
the-above energy strategy, we must re- 
member to include our Nation’s larg- 
est, cleanest, most affordable, reliable, 
and renewable energy source—hydro- 
power. 

Sustainable hydropower is a part of a 
strong economy, and to see the poten- 
tial and the benefits of hydropower, all 
you have to do is look at my home 
State of Washington State. Over 75 per- 
cent of our electricity comes from hy- 
dropower. It’s clean and it’s renewable. 

The Columbia and Snake River dams 
in eastern and central Washington 
transformed our economy. What was 
once a dry, barren desert with sage- 
brush is one of the most productive ag- 
riculture regions in the world. And be- 
cause of low-cost hydropower, we’ve at- 
tracted high-tech companies like 
Google and Yahoo to relocate their 
servers in eastern Washington. We’ve 
also brought manufacturing facilities 
like the BMW plant, which is in Moses 
Lake. 

However, the regulatory process for 
hydropower, particularly for these 
smaller, controversial projects, is bro- 
ken. Too often the cost of complying 
exceeds the cost of the equipment 
itself. We need to make this process 
easier and less costly, and that’s what 
this legislation will do. Think of it as 
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the 1040-EZ for hydro permitting. H.R. 
267 streamlines the hydropower permit- 
ting process, reducing the burdens im- 
peding development and getting low- 
cost power to communities faster. 

Mr. Speaker, most agree with the 
goal of energy independence and con- 
tinuing the energy revolution. As part 
of an all-of-the-above strategy, we need 
to domestically produce more oil, coal, 
natural gas, and renewable energies 
like hydropower. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield the gentle- 
woman an additional 3 minutes. 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. There 
was a recent study by the National Hy- 
dropower Association that showed we 
could double hydropower production in 
this country without building a new 
dam, simply by investing in new tech- 
nologies, new turbines. Actually, only 3 
percent of the dams in the country 
produce electricity. 

We could also, in this process, create 
700,000 jobs. Unleashing American inge- 
nuity to increase hydropower produc- 
tion will lower energy costs and help 
create thousands of jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col- 
leagues to support American energy 
and support H.R. 267., 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

H.R. 267 is a bipartisan bill that will 
facilitate the development of new, en- 
vironmentally responsible hydropower 
projects. The bill was introduced by 
Mrs. McMoRRIS RODGERS and Ms. 
DIANA DEGETTE. It was developed 
through a cooperative process that in- 
cluded extensive discussions with in- 
terested stakeholders and agencies. 

This process was produced in a bal- 
anced, bipartisan way, and it is bipar- 
tisan legislation. The legislation is 
supported by both hydropower devel- 
opers and environmentalists. It was 
unanimously reported out of the En- 
ergy and Commerce Committee, and 
last Congress, the House passed an 
identical bill by a vote of 382-0. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, Pd ask if the majority 
has any additional speakers. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. We have no addi- 
tional speakers. 7 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. I just want to say, 
in conclusion, how much we enjoyed 
working with both sides of the aisle on 
this issue. I want to thank CATHY 
McMorris RODGERS and DIANA 
DEGETTE. 

The Nation will benefit from this leg- 
islation because, as has already been 
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said, hydropower is a clean, efficient, 
abundant, and affordable source of en- 
ergy. And I urge people to support this 
legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 267. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


on 


Ee 


COLLINSVILLE RENEWABLE 
ENERGY PROMOTION ACT 


Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 316) to reinstate and transfer 
certain hydroelectric licenses and ex- 
tend the deadline for commencement of 
construction of certain hydroelectric 
projects. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 316 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Collinsville 
Renewable Energy Promotion Act’’. 

SEC. 2. REINSTATEMENT OF EXPIRED LICENSES 
AND EXTENSION OF TIME TO COM- 
MENCE CONSTRUCTION OF 
PROJECTS. 

Subject to section 4 of this Act and not- 
withstanding the time period under section 
13 of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 806) 
that would otherwise apply to Federal En- 
ergy Regulatory Commission projects num- 
bered 10822 and 10823, the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (referred to in this 
Act as the ‘‘Commission’’) may— 

(1) reinstate the license for either or each 
of those projects; and 

(2) extend for 2 years after the date on 
which either or each project is reinstated 
under paragraph (1) the time period during 
which the licensee is required to commence 
the construction of such projects. 

Prior to reaching any final decision under 
this section, the Commission shall provide 
an opportunity for submission of comments 
by interested persons, municipalities, and 
States and shall consider any such comment 
that is timely submitted. 

SEC. 3. TRANSFER OF LICENSES TO THE TOWN 

OF CANTON, CONNECTICUT. 

Notwithstanding section 8 of the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 801) or any other provi- 
sion thereof, if the Commission reinstates 
the license for, and extends the time period 
during which the licensee is required to com- 
mence the construction of, a Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission project under sec- 
tion 2, the Commission shall transfer such li- 
cense to the town of Canton, Connecticut. 
SEC. 4. ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT. 

(a) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion, the term ‘‘environmental assessment’’ 
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shall have the same meaning as is given such 
term in regulations prescribed by the Coun- 
cil on Environmental Quality that imple- 
ment the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.). 

(b) ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the Commission shall com- 
plete an environmental assessment for Fed- 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission projects 
numbered 10822 and 10823, updating, to the 
extent necessary, the environmental anal- 
ysis performed during the process of licens- 
ing such projects. 

(c) COMMENT PERIOD.—Upon issuance of the 
environmental assessment required under 
subsection (b), the Commission shall— 

(1) initiate a 30-day public comment pe- 
riod; and 

(2) before taking any action under section 
2 or 3— 

(A) consider any comments received during 
such 30-day period; and 

(B) incorporate in the license for the 
projects involved, such terms and conditions 
as the Commission determines to be nec- 
essary, based on the environmental assess- 
ment performed and comments received 
under this section. 

SEC. 5. DEADLINE. 

Not later than 270 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Commission 
shall— 

(1) make a final decision pursuant to para- 
graph (1) of section 2; and 

(2) if the Commission decides to reinstate 
one or both of the licenses under such para- 
graph and extend the corresponding deadline 
for commencement of construction under 
paragraph (2) of such section, complete the 
action required under section 3. 

SEC. 6. PROTECTION OF EXISTING RIGHTS. 

Nothing in this Act shall affect any valid 
license issued by the Commission under sec- 
tion 4 of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 
797) on or before the date of enactment of 
this Act or diminish or extinguish any exist- 
ing rights under any such license. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJAN) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous materials in the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

H.R. 316 would provide the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission with 
limited authority to reinstate two ter- 
minated hydroelectric licenses and 
transfer them to a new owner, the 
Town of Canton, Connecticut. The li- 
censes are associated with the Upper 
and Lower Collinsville dams on the 
Farmington River in Connecticut. Both 
projects are under 1 megawatt each. 
This is important legislation that will 
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certainly benefit the people in that 
area. 

I want to thank Mr. LUJAN and oth- 
ers for working with us on this impor- 
tant piece of legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Chair- 
man WHITFIELD and all of the members 
of the majority as well for working 
with the minority on this important 
piece of legislation. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
the Collinsville hydropower legislation 
introduced by Congresswoman ESTY of 
Connecticut. The bill would authorize 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission to reinstate licenses for two 
hydroelectric power plants on the 
Farmington River and to transfer these 
licenses to the Town of Canton, Con- 
necticut. This noncontroversial legisla- 
tion has passed the House by voice vote 
in both the 111th and 112th Congresses. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
ESTY), the sponsor of the bill. 

Ms. ESTY. Thank you, Congressman 
LUJÁN. And I’d like to thank Chairman 
WHITFIELD for his leadership on this 
important issue and for bringing this 
bill to the floor so quickly this year. 

I rise as the proud sponsor of the Col- 
linsville Renewable Energy Promotion 
Act. This bill, as the chairman so aptly 
described, would provide FERC limited 
authority to license the Town of Can- 
ton, in my district, to operate two 
small and dormant dams for hydro- 
electric power. 

The Upper and Lower Collinsville 
dams on the Farmington River were 
first built in the 18th and 19th cen- 
turies to power an ax manufacturer. 
While this business closed in the 1960s, 
the dams have remained and are a last- 
ing symbol of the Farmington Valley’s 
very proud manufacturing history. 

And just as our communities have 
been reinvented over the years, we now 
have the opportunity to reinvent a dor- 
mant dam into a dam producing local, 
clean energy. If the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, under the au- 
thority of this bill, permits both dams 
to generate hydropower, the dams 
could produce nearly 2 megawatts of 
power, enough to power more than 1,500 
homes, which I’1l note, parenthetically, 
with 3 feet of snow in the last week, 
were much in demand, that additional 
power. Licenses for this purpose had 
previously been issued, and this bill 
would allow the reinstatement of the 
inactive FERC licenses. 

Now, as with any dam on any river, 
there are legitimate concerns about 
the river and the ecosystem’s health. 
The Upper and Lower Collinsville dams 
already exist, and our legislation ad- 
dresses many concerns to fully protect 
the river’s health by requiring FERC to 
complete an updated analysis of the en- 
vironmental impact of the projects and 
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seek additional public comment before 
taking action. 

Now, this project started long before 
I was elected to Congress, and I’m 
proud to continue the work on this bill. 
Just a few months ago, this body 
passed the exact same language offered 
by then-Congressman CHRIS MURPHY, 
Connecticut’s new Senator. He’s been a 
longtime champion on this issue, and 
I’m grateful for his and First Select- 
man of Canton Richard Barlow’s work 
spearheading these efforts back home. 
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I would also like to mention another 
longtime supporter of this project, Art 
Fournier. Sadly, Art passed away this 
past July. But during one of the occa- 
sions I had the opportunity to discuss 
issues with him and gain from his life- 
time of experiences, he brought up this 
bill to enforce upon me how important 
it was. He was committed to public 
service and to ensuring that the world 
was a better place for the next genera- 
tion. His commitment to public service 
was evident from his service on many 
boards and commissions in the town of 
Canton, including on the Hydro Power 
Advisory Commission. 

Another strong advocate for this 
project also, sadly, died this summer, 
Mark Quattro. Mark, too, made us 
aware of the importance of this project 
for the little town of Canton, and he 
was deeply committed to the commu- 
nity and served on many town organi- 
zations, including the chamber of com- 
merce. It would be a fitting tribute to 
honor these two fine citizens of Can- 
ton, Art Fournier and Mark Quattro, 
by passing this bill today. 

Td like to thank, again, Chairman 
WHITFIELD, as well as Chairman UPTON 
and Ranking Members WAXMAN and 
RUSH and their staffs for bringing the 
Collinsville Renewable Energy Pro- 
motion Act to the floor today for a 
vote. This project has a long history of 
bipartisan support at the local level, 
and I’m proud to be working with my 
colleagues across the aisle to empower 
local communities to utilize existing 
resources to create locally produced 
clean, renewable power. I respectfully 
urge my colleagues to support this bill. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, we 
have no further speakers, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, I would just urge my col- 
leagues to adopt this legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. I want to thank 
Mr. LUJÁN, members of the committee, 
and certainly Ms. Esty for her involve- 
ment in this legislation and would urge 
all the Members to support this legisla- 
tion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 316. 
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The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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VETERAN EMERGENCY MEDICAL 
TECHNICIAN SUPPORT ACT OF 2013 


Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 235) to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide grants to 
States to streamline State require- 
ments and procedures for veterans with 
military emergency medical training 
to become civilian emergency medical 
technicians. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 235 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Veteran 
Emergency Medical Technician Support Act 
of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. ASSISTING VETERANS WITH MILITARY 
EMERGENCY MEDICAL TRAINING TO 
MEET REQUIREMENTS FOR BECOM- 
ING CIVILIAN EMERGENCY MEDICAL 
TECHNICIANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part B of title III of the 
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 243 et 
seq.) is amended by inserting after section 
314 the following: 

“SEC. 315. ASSISTING VETERANS WITH MILITARY 
EMERGENCY MEDICAL TRAINING TO 
MEET REQUIREMENTS FOR BECOM- 
ING CIVILIAN EMERGENCY MEDICAL 
TECHNICIANS. 

‘“(a) PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall estab- 
lish a program consisting of awarding dem- 
onstration grants to States to streamline 
State requirements and procedures in order 
to assist veterans who completed military 
emergency medical technician training while 
serving in the Armed Forces of the United 
States to meet certification, licensure, and 
other requirements applicable to becoming 
an emergency medical technician in the 
State. 

“(b) USE OF FUNDS.—Amounts received as a 
demonstration grant under this section shall 
be used to prepare and implement a plan to 
streamline State requirements and proce- 
dures as described in subsection (a), includ- 
ing by— 

“(1) determining the extent to which the 
requirements for the education, training, 
and skill level of emergency medical techni- 
cians in the State are equivalent to require- 
ments for the education, training, and skill 
level of military emergency medical techni- 
cians; and 

‘“(2) identifying methods, such as waivers, 
for military emergency medical technicians 
to forego or meet any such equivalent State 
requirements. 

““(¢) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a grant 
under this section, a State shall demonstrate 
that the State has a shortage of emergency 
medical technicians. 

“(d) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit 
to the Congress an annual report on the pro- 
gram under this section. 

“(e) FUNDING.—Of the amount authorized 
by section 751(j)(1) to be appropriated to 
carry out section 751 for fiscal year 2014, 


February 12, 2013 


there is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $1,000,000 for the period 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
751(j)(1) of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 294a(j)(1)) is amended by striking 
“There is authorized to be appropriated” and 
inserting ‘‘Subject to section 315(e), there is 
authorized to be appropriated”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJAN) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
sert extraneous materials in the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I rise in strong support and urge my 
colleagues to vote for H.R. 235, the Vet- 
eran Emergency Medical Technician 
Support Act of 2013. 

At this time I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
KINZINGER), a member of the Energy 
and Commerce Committee, who wrote 
this important legislation. 

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman, for your hard work 
in bringing this forward. I just want to 
thank all my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle for supporting this bill. 

Unemployment rates continue to be 
far too high among our veterans who 
are returning from Iraq and Afghani- 
stan. These returning men and women 
deserve a smooth transition from the 
military into the civilian workforce. 
As a Nation, we must recognize the ex- 
perience and education that our mili- 
tary-trained EMTs receive. It’s ineffi- 
cient to force these well-trained vet- 
erans to start over with basic training 
in the civilian workforce after aiding 
wounded men and women who were se- 
verely injured in combat. We must rec- 
ognize military-trained EMT skills and 
education and streamline the process 
so these honorable men and women can 
quickly return to work here at home. 

I’m a pilot in the Air National Guard. 
One of the things that really brought 
this to my mind is, as a pilot, I went 
through my pilot training and was able 
to take an equivalency test in which I 
was granted, basically, the civilian 
equivalent of what I learned in the 
military. And you realize those are 
very obviously transferable skills. And 
to be able to bring that into the civil- 
ian workforce has done great for air- 
lines and commercial piloting and ev- 
erything, frankly, related to aviation 
in the civilian world. 
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This bill is a commonsense way to 
help our veterans as they transition 
back to civilian life. By supporting 
States to make the process more effi- 
cient, veterans with military EMT 
training will more quickly become cer- 
tified civilian EMT's. In doing so, re- 
turning veterans will not have to start 
over at square one in their training and 
can enter the civilian workforce much 
sooner. 

One other point to make in this is 
that in rural areas—and I represent a 
lot of rural areas in Illinois—there is a 
shortage of emergency medical techni- 
cians in small towns. But there’s not a 
shortage of folks coming back from 
Iraq and Afghanistan—veterans in 
these small communities. To be able to 
do this small step in ensuring that the 
rural areas, the rural municipalities 
and our veterans are matched with jobs 
where there is need is, I think, a very 
positive step in the right direction. 

I would urge my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to support this great 
piece of legislation. 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
235, the Veteran Emergency Medical 
Technician Support Act of 2013. This 
bill authorizes a demonstration grant 
program for States that are experi- 
encing emergency medical technician 
shortages so that States, in turn, can 
better assist returning veterans and 
their transition to civilian employ- 
ment. States receiving grant funding 
under this program would develop and 
implement plans to streamline train- 
ing and educational requirements for 
returning vets. Specifically, States 
would determine the extent to which 
civilian education and training re- 
quirements are equivalent to those for 
previous military EMT work. And 
States would identify ways for quali- 
fied military EMT's to forego duplica- 
tive requirements. 

H.R. 235 was reported by the Energy 
and Commerce Committee with broad 
bipartisan support. And, Mr. Speaker, I 
think it’s also worth noting that H.R. 
235 is essentially the same as legisla- 
tion that passed the House on a voice 
vote in the last Congress. I commend 
the sponsors of the bill, Congressman 
KINZINGER and Congresswoman CAPPS, 
for their leadership on this important 
issue. H.R. 235 is a commonsense bipar- 
tisan measure. I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman 
and the majority for working with us 
on this bill, would urge my colleagues 
to support this bill, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I want to thank once again Mr. 
KINZINGER of Illinois and Mrs. CAPPS of 
California for this commonsense legis- 
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lation. When you think about young 
men and women serving in the military 
and Iraq and Afghanistan and respond- 
ing to a wide array of emergencies that 
they respond to and having visited the 
training programs that they have, we 
know that they are well trained. And 
yet some State licensing laws for EMTs 
vary. Many States do not recognize 
combat medics and other veterans’ 
qualifications as applicable to the li- 
censing requirement of the civilian 
health care system. Some States make 
exceptions for former military medics 
and allow them reciprocity and a 
chance to sit for the licensing exam 
without going through the usual train- 
ing. But, as I said, many States do not. 

This legislation simply helps stream- 
line State requirements and make al- 
lowances for returning veterans to 
enter the EMT workforce without un- 
necessary duplication of their training. 
And we all know the great demand for 
emergency technicians in our society 
today. 
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This bill also provides for an annual 
report to Congress. It complies with 
CutGo because funding of the $1 mil- 
lion for the program is offset with 
funds from area health education cen- 
ters of the Public Health Service Act. 

So, Iam pleased to support this legis- 
lation and urge my colleagues to vote 
in favor of H.R. 235. Once again, I 
thank the gentleman from Illinois and 
all of those on the committee who 
brought this legislation to the floor. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support 
of H.R. 235, the Veteran Emergency Medical 
Technician Support Act of 2013. Congress- 
woman Capps and Congressman KINZINGER 
have introduced this commonsense legislation 
to advance our shared goals of getting our 
veterans back to work and addressing areas 
of shortage in health professions. 

H.R. 235 is essentially the same as legisla- 
tion the House passed on a voice vote in the 
112th Congress. | know we are all hopeful that 
this time around the Senate will act quickly to 
consider and pass this bill. 

Each of us is deeply indebted to the mem- 
bers of our military for their patriotism and for 
all they do to protect our country and its na- 
tional interests. 

We know that our returning vets have 
unique skills and experiences that make them 
highly qualified for jobs in the health care and 
other sectors. However, the unfortunate reality 
is that our veterans experience unemployment 
rates well above the national average. 

H.R. 235 authorizes a demonstration grant 
program for states to support planning efforts 
to streamline their certification and licensure 
requirements for returning vets with emer- 
gency medical training. While states would 
take the lead in carrying out this program, | 
believe there would be an important role for 
partnerships between public and private orga- 
nizations within the states—such as area 
health education centers—in its implementa- 
tion. 
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| urge my colleagues to support H.R. 235, 
and | commend the sponsors of this bill for 
their work on this legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 235. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


— 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. After 
consultation among the Speaker and 
the majority and minority leaders, and 
with their consent, the Chair an- 
nounces that, when the two Houses 
meet tonight in joint session to hear 
an address by the President of the 
United States, only the doors imme- 
diately opposite the Speaker and those 
immediately to his left and right will 
be open. 

No one will be allowed on the floor of 
the House who does not have the privi- 
lege of the floor of the House. Due to 
the large attendance that is antici- 
pated, the rule regarding the privilege 
of the floor must be strictly enforced. 
Children of Members will not be per- 
mitted on the floor. The cooperation of 
all Members is requested. 

The practice of purporting to reserve 
seats prior to the joint session by 
placement of placards or personal 
items will not be allowed. Chamber Se- 
curity may remove these items from 
the seats. Members may reserve their 
seats only by physical presence fol- 
lowing the security sweep of the Cham- 
ber. 

Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the 
Chair declares the House in recess until 
approximately 8:35 p.m. for the purpose 
of receiving in joint session the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 41 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 
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JOINT SESSION OF CONGRESS 
PURSUANT TO HOUSE CONCUR- 
RENT RESOLUTION 11 TO RE- 
CEIVE A MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 8 
o’clock and 40 minutes p.m. 

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms, Mrs. 
Kerri Hanley, announced the Vice 
President and Members of the U.S. 
Senate, who entered the Hall of the 
House of Representatives, the Vice 
President taking the chair at the right 
of the Speaker, and the Members of the 
Senate the seats reserved for them. 

The SPEAKER. The joint session will 
come to order. 
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The Chair appoints as members of 
the committee on the part of the House 
to escort the President of the United 
States into the Chamber: 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
CANTOR); 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCARTHY); 

The gentlewoman from Washington 
(Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS); 

The gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
WALDEN); 

The gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
LANKFORD); 

The gentlewoman from Kansas (Ms. 
JENKINS); 

The gentlewoman from North Caro- 
lina (Ms. FOXX); 

The gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. PELOSI); 

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER); 

The gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. CLYBURN); 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
BECERRA); 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
CROWLEY); 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ISRAEL); and 

The gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
DUCKWORTH). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Presi- 
dent of the Senate, at the direction of 
that body, appoints the following Sen- 
ators as members of the committee on 
the part of the Senate to escort the 
President of the United States into the 
House Chamber: 

The Senator from Nevada (Mr. REID); 


The Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
LEAHY); 

The Senator from Illinois (Mr. DUR- 
BIN); 

The Senator from New York (Mr. 
SCHUMER); 

The Senator from Washington (Mrs. 
MURRAY); 

The Senator from Colorado (Mr. BEN- 
NET); 

The Senator from Michigan (Ms. STA- 
BENOW); 

The Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
BEGICH); 

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
MCCONNELL); 

The Senator from Texas (Mr. COR- 
NYN); 

The Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
THUNE); 

The Senator from Missouri (Mr. 


BLUNT); 

The Senator from Wyoming (Mr. 
BARRASSO); and 

The Senator 
MORAN). 

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms an- 
nounced the Dean of the Diplomatic 
Corps, His Excellency Roble Olhaye, 
the Ambassador of the Republic of 
Djibouti. 

The Dean of the Diplomatic Corps en- 
tered the Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and took the seat reserved 
for him. 


from Kansas (Mr. 
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The Deputy Sergeant at Arms an- 
nounced the Chief Justice of the United 
States and the Associate Justices of 
the Supreme Court. 

The Chief Justice of the United 
States and the Associate Justices of 
the Supreme Court entered the Hall of 
the House of Representatives and took 
the seats reserved for them in front of 
the Speaker’s rostrum. 

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms an- 
nounced the Cabinet of the President of 
the United States. 

The members of the Cabinet of the 
President of the United States entered 
the Hall of the House of Representa- 
tives and took the seats reserved for 
them in front of the Speaker’s rostrum. 

At 9 o’clock and 9 minutes p.m., the 
Sergeant at Arms, the Honorable Paul 
D. Irving, announced the President of 
the United States. 

The President of the United States, 
escorted by the committee of Senators 
and Representatives, entered the Hall 
of the House of Representatives and 
stood at the Clerk’s desk. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 

The SPEAKER. Members of the Con- 
gress, I have the high privilege and the 
distinct honor of presenting to you the 
President of the United States. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 

The PRESIDENT. Mr. Speaker, Mr. 
Vice President, Members of Congress, 
fellow Americans: 

Fifty-one years ago, John F. Kennedy 
declared to this Chamber that ‘‘the 
Constitution makes us not rivals for 
power but partners for progress. . . It 
is my task,” he said, ‘‘to report the 
State of the Union—to improve it is 
the task of us all.” 

Tonight, thanks to the grit and de- 
termination of the American people, 
there is much progress to report. After 
a decade of grinding war, our brave 
men and women in uniform are coming 
home. After years of grueling reces- 
sion, our businesses have created over 6 
million new jobs. We buy more Amer- 
ican cars than we have in 5 years, and 
less foreign oil than we have in 20. Our 
housing market is healing, our stock 
market is rebounding, and consumers, 
patients, and homeowners enjoy 
stronger protections than ever before. 

So together, we have cleared away 
the rubble of crisis, and we can say 
with renewed confidence that the state 
of our Union is stronger. 

But we gather here knowing that 
there are millions of Americans whose 
hard work and dedication have not yet 
been rewarded. Our economy is adding 
jobs—but too many people still can’t 
find full-time employment. Corporate 
profits have skyrocketed to all-time 
highs—but for more than a decade, 
wages and incomes have barely budged. 
It is our generation’s task, then, to re- 
ignite the true engine of America’s 
economic growth—a rising, thriving 
middle class. 

It is our unfinished task to restore 
the basic bargain that built this coun- 
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try—the idea that if you work hard and 
meet your responsibilities, you can get 
ahead, no matter where you come 
from, no matter what you look like, or 
whom you love. 

It is our unfinished task to make 
sure that this government works on be- 
half of the many, and not just the few; 
that it encourages free enterprise, re- 
wards individual initiative, and opens 
the doors of opportunity to every child 
across this great Nation. 

The American people don’t expect 
government to solve every problem. 
They don’t expect those of us in this 
Chamber to agree on every issue. But 
they do expect us to put the Nation’s 
interests before party. They do expect 
us to forge reasonable compromise 
where we can, for they know that 
America moves forward only when we 
do so together, and that the responsi- 
bility of improving this union remains 
the task of us all. 

Now, our work must begin by making 
some basic decisions about our budget, 
decisions that will have a huge impact 
on the strength of our recovery. 

Over the last few years, both parties 
have worked together to reduce the 
deficit by more than $2.5 trillion, most- 
ly through spending cuts but also by 
raising tax rates on the wealthiest 1 
percent of Americans. As a result, we 
are more than halfway towards the 
goal of $4 trillion in deficit reduction 
that economists say we need to sta- 
bilize our finances. 

Now we need to finish the job. And 
the question is, how? 

In 2011, Congress passed a law saying 
that if both parties couldn’t agree on a 
plan to reach our deficit goal, about a 
trillion dollars’ worth of budget cuts 
would automatically go into effect this 
year. These sudden, harsh, arbitrary 
cuts would jeopardize our military 
readiness. They’d devastate priorities 
like education and energy and medical 
research. They would certainly slow 
our recovery and cost us hundreds of 
thousands of jobs. And that’s why 
Democrats, Republicans, business lead- 
ers and economists have already said 
that these cuts, known here in Wash- 
ington as ‘‘the sequester,” are a really 
bad idea. 

Now, some in Congress have proposed 
preventing only the defense cuts by 
making even bigger cuts to things like 
education and job training, Medicare 
and Social Security benefits. 

That idea is even worse. Yes, the big- 
gest driver of our long-term debt is the 
rising cost of health care for an aging 
population. And those of us who care 
deeply about programs like Medicare 
must embrace the need for modest re- 
forms, otherwise our retirement pro- 
grams will crowd out the investments 
we need for our children and jeopardize 
the promise of a secure retirement for 
future generations. 

But we can’t ask senior citizens and 
working families to shoulder the entire 
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burden of deficit reduction while ask- 
ing nothing more from the wealthiest 
and the most powerful. We won’t grow 
the middle class simply by shifting the 
cost of health care or college onto fam- 
ilies that are already struggling, or by 
forcing communities to lay off more 
teachers and more cops and more fire- 
fighters. 

Most Americans—Democrats, Repub- 
licans and Independents—understand 
that we can’t just cut our way to pros- 
perity. They know that broad-based 
economic growth requires a balanced 
approach to deficit reduction, with 
spending cuts and revenue, and with 
everybody doing their fair share. And 
that’s the approach I offer tonight. 

On Medicare, I’m prepared to enact 
reforms that will achieve the same 
amount of health care savings by the 
beginning of the next decade as the re- 
forms proposed by the bipartisan Simp- 
son-Bowles commission. Already, the 
Affordable Care Act is helping to slow 
the growth of health care costs. And 
the reforms I’m proposing go even fur- 
ther. 

We’ll reduce taxpayer subsidies to 
prescription drug companies and ask 
more from the wealthiest seniors. We’ll 
bring down costs by changing the way 
our government pays for Medicare, be- 
cause our medical bills shouldn’t be 
based on the number of tests ordered or 
days spent in the hospital; they should 
be based on the quality of care that our 
seniors receive. 

And I am open to additional reforms 
from both parties, so long as they don’t 
violate the guarantee of a secure re- 
tirement. Our government shouldn’t 
make promises we cannot keep, but we 
must keep the promises we’ve already 
made. 

To hit the rest of our deficit reduc- 
tion target, we should do what leaders 
in both parties have already suggested 
and save hundreds of billions of dollars 
by getting rid of tax loopholes and de- 
ductions for the well-off and the well- 
connected. After all, why would we 
choose to make deeper cuts to edu- 
cation and Medicare just to protect 
special interest tax breaks? How’s that 
fair? 

Why is it that deficit reduction is a 
big emergency, justifying making cuts 
in Social Security benefits but not 
closing some loopholes? How does that 
promote growth? 

Now is our best chance for bipar- 
tisan, comprehensive tax reform that 
encourages job creation and helps bring 
down the deficit. We can get this done. 

The American people deserve a tax 
code that helps small businesses spend 
less time filling out complicated forms 
and more time expanding and hiring; a 
tax code that ensures billionaires with 
high-powered accountants can’t work 
the system and pay a lower rate than 
their hardworking secretaries; a tax 
code that lowers incentives to move 
jobs overseas and lowers tax rates for 
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businesses and manufacturers that are 
creating jobs right here in the United 
States of America. That’s what tax re- 
form can deliver. That’s what we can 
do together. 

I realize that tax reform and entitle- 
ment reform will not be easy. The poli- 
tics will be hard for both sides. None of 
us will get 100 percent of what we want. 
But the alternative will cost us jobs, 
hurt our economy, visit hardship on 
millions of hardworking Americans. So 
let’s set party interests aside and work 
to pass a budget that replaces reckless 
cuts with smart savings and wise in- 
vestments in our future. And let’s do it 
without the brinksmanship that 
stresses consumers and scares off in- 
vestors. 

The greatest Nation on Earth cannot 
keep conducting its business by drift- 
ing from one manufactured crisis to 
the next. We can’t do it. Let’s agree 
right here, right now, to keep the peo- 
ple’s government open and pay our 
bills on time, and always uphold the 
full faith and credit of the United 
States of America. The American peo- 
ple have worked too hard for too long 
rebuilding from one crisis to see their 
elected officials cause another. 

Now, most of us agree that a plan to 
reduce the deficit must be part of our 
agenda. But let’s be clear: Deficit re- 
duction alone is not an economic plan. 
A growing economy that creates good 
middle-class jobs—that must be the 
North Star that guides our efforts. 
Every day, we should ask ourselves 
three questions as a Nation: How do we 
attract more jobs to our shores? How 
do we equip our people with the skills 
they need to get those jobs? And how 
do we make sure that hard work leads 
to a decent living? 

A year and a half ago, I put forward 
an American Jobs Act that inde- 
pendent economists said would create 
more than 1 million new jobs, and I 
thank the last Congress for passing 
some of that agenda. I urge this Con- 
gress to pass the rest. Tonight, Pll lay 
out additional proposals that are fully 
paid for and fully consistent with the 
budget framework both parties agreed 
to just 18 months ago. Let me repeat: 
Nothing I’m proposing tonight should 
increase our deficit by a single dime. 
It’s not a bigger government we need 
but a smarter government that sets 
priorities and invests in broad-based 
growth. That’s what we should be look- 
ing for. 

Our first priority is making America 
a magnet for new jobs and manufac- 
turing. After shedding jobs for more 
than 10 years, our manufacturers have 
added about 500,000 jobs over the past 
three. Caterpillar is bringing jobs back 
from Japan. Ford is bringing jobs back 
from Mexico. And this year, Apple will 
start making Macs in America again. 
There are things we can do right now 
to accelerate this trend. Last year, we 
created our first manufacturing inno- 
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vation institute in Youngstown, Ohio. 
A once-shuttered warehouse is now a 
state-of-the-art lab where new workers 
are mastering the 3-D printing that has 
the potential to revolutionize the way 
we make almost everything. There’s no 


reason this can’t happen in other 
towns. 
So, tonight, I’m announcing the 


launch of three more of these manufac- 
turing hubs where businesses will part- 
ner with the Departments of Defense 
and Energy to turn regions left behind 
by globalization into global centers of 
high-tech jobs. And I ask this Congress 
to help create a network of 15 of these 
hubs and guarantee that the next revo- 
lution in manufacturing is made right 
here in America. We can get that done. 

Now, if we want to make the best 
products, we also have to invest in the 
best ideas. Every dollar we invested to 
map the human genome returned $140 
to our economy—every dollar. Today, 
our scientists are mapping the human 
brain to unlock the answers to Alz- 
heimer’s. They’re developing drugs to 
regenerate damaged organs. Devising 
new materials to make batteries 10 
times more powerful. Now is not the 
time to gut these job-creating invest- 
ments in science and innovation. Now 
is the time to reach a level of research 
and development not seen since the 
height of the space race. We need to 
make those investments. Today, no 
area holds more promise than our in- 
vestments in American energy. 

After years of talking about it, we 
are finally poised to control our own 
energy future. We produce more oil at 
home than we have in 15 years. We 
have doubled the distance our cars will 
go on a gallon of gas and the amount of 
renewable energy we generate from 
sources like wind and solar—with tens 
of thousands of good American jobs to 
show for it. We produce more natural 
gas than ever before, and nearly every- 
one’s energy bill is lower because of it. 
And over the last 4 years, our emis- 
sions of the dangerous carbon pollution 
that threatens our planet have actu- 
ally fallen. But for the sake of our chil- 
dren and our future, we must do more 
to combat climate change. 

Now, it’s true that no single event 
makes a trend, but the fact is the 12 
hottest years on record have all come 
in the last 15. Heat waves, droughts, 
wildfires, floods—all are now more fre- 
quent and more intense. We can choose 
to believe that Superstorm Sandy and 
the most severe drought in decades and 
the worst wildfires some States have 
ever seen were all just a freak coinci- 
dence or we can choose to believe in 
the overwhelming judgment of 
science—and act before it’s too late. 

The good news is we can make mean- 
ingful progress on this issue while driv- 
ing strong economic growth. I urge this 
Congress to get together and pursue a 
bipartisan, market-based solution to 
climate change like the one JOHN 
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McCAIN and Joe Lieberman worked on 
together a few years ago. But if Con- 
gress won’t act soon to protect future 
generations, I will. I will direct my 
Cabinet to come up with executive ac- 
tions we can take now and in the fu- 
ture to reduce pollution, prepare our 
communities for the consequences of 
climate change, and speed the transi- 
tion to more sustainable sources of en- 
ergy. 

Four years ago, other countries 
dominated the clean energy market 
and the jobs that came with it. We’ve 
begun to change that. Last year, wind 
energy added nearly half of all new 
power capacity in America, so let’s 
generate even more. Solar energy gets 
cheaper by the year. Let’s drive down 
costs even further. As long as countries 
like China keep going all-in on clean 
energy, SO must we. 

In the meantime, the natural gas 
boom has led to cleaner power and 
greater energy independence. We need 
to encourage that, and that’s why my 
administration will keep cutting red 
tape and speeding up new oil and gas 
permits. That has got to be part of an 
all-of-the-above plan. But I also want 
to work with this Congress to encour- 
age the research and technology that 
helps natural gas burn even cleaner 
and protects our air and our water. 

In fact, much of our newfound energy 
is drawn from lands and waters that 
we, the public, own together. So, to- 
night, I propose we use some of our oil 
and gas revenues to fund an energy se- 
curity trust that will drive new re- 
search and technology to shift our cars 
and trucks off oil for good. If a non- 
partisan coalition of CEOs and retired 
generals and admirals can get behind 
this idea, then so can we. Let’s take 
their advice and free our families and 
businesses from the painful spikes in 
gas prices we’ve put up with for far too 
long. 

I’m also issuing a new goal for Amer- 
ica: Let’s cut in half the energy wasted 
by our homes and businesses over the 
next 20 years. We’ll work with the 
States to do it. Those States with the 
best ideas to create jobs and lower en- 
ergy bills by constructing more effi- 
cient buildings will receive Federal 
support to help make that happen. 

America’s energy sector is just one 
part of an aging infrastructure badly in 
need of repair. Ask any CEO where 
they’d rather locate and hire: a coun- 
try with deteriorating roads and 
bridges or one with high-speed rail and 
Internet, high-tech schools, self-heal- 
ing power grids? The CEO of Siemens 
America, a company that brought hun- 
dreds of new jobs to North Carolina, 
said that if we upgrade our infrastruc- 
ture they’ll bring even more jobs, and 
that’s the attitude of a lot of compa- 
nies all around the world. And I know 
you want these job-creating projects in 
your districts. I’ve seen all those rib- 
bon-cuttings. 
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So, tonight, I propose a ‘“‘fix it first” 
program to put people to work as soon 
as possible on our most urgent repairs, 
like the nearly 70,000 structurally defi- 
cient bridges across the country. And 
to make sure taxpayers don’t shoulder 
the whole burden, I’m also proposing a 
Partnership to Rebuild America that 
attracts private capital to upgrade 
what our businesses need most: modern 
ports to move our goods; modern pipe- 
lines to withstand a storm; modern 
schools worthy of our children. Let’s 
prove there’s no better place to do 
business than here in the United States 
of America, and let’s start right away. 
We can get this done. 

Part of our rebuilding effort must 
also involve our housing sector. The 
good news is our housing market is fi- 
nally healing from the collapse of 2007. 
Home prices are rising at the fastest 
pace in 6 years. Home purchases are up 
nearly 50 percent, and construction is 
expanding again. But even with mort- 
gage rates near a 50-year low, too many 
families with solid credit who want to 
buy a home are being rejected. Too 
many families who never missed a pay- 
ment and want to refinance are being 
told no. That’s holding our entire econ- 
omy back, and we need to fix it. 

Right now, there is a bill in this Con- 
gress that would give every responsible 
homeowner in America the chance to 
save $3,000 a year by refinancing at to- 
day’s rates. Democrats and Repub- 
licans have supported it before. So 
what are we waiting for? Take a vote, 
and send me that bill. Why would we be 
against that? Why would that be a par- 
tisan issue, helping folks refinance? 
Right now, overlapping regulations 
keep responsible young families from 
buying their first home. What’s holding 
us back? Let’s streamline the process 
and help our economy grow. 

These initiatives in manufacturing, 
energy, infrastructure, and housing, all 
these things will help entrepreneurs 
and small business owners expand and 
create new jobs, but none of it will 
matter unless we also equip our citi- 
zens with the skills and training to fill 
those jobs. And that has to start at the 
earliest possible age. 

Study after study shows that the 
sooner a child begins learning, the bet- 
ter he or she does down the road. But 
today, fewer than three in ten 4-year- 
olds are enrolled in a high-quality pre- 
school program. Most middle class par- 
ents can’t afford a few hundred bucks a 
week for a private preschool. And for 
poor kids who need help the most, this 
lack of access to preschool education 
can shatter them for the rest of their 
lives. 

Tonight, I propose working with 
States to make high-quality preschool 
available to every single child in Amer- 
ica. That’s something we should be 
able to do. Every dollar we invest in 
high-quality early childhood education 
can save more than $7 later on by 
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boosting graduation rates, reducing 
teen pregnancy, even reducing violent 
crime. 

In States that make it a priority to 
educate our youngest children, like 
Georgia or Oklahoma, studies show 
students grow up more likely to read 
and do math at grade level, graduate 
high school, hold a job, and form more 
stable families of their own. We know 
this works. So let’s do what works and 
make sure none of our children start 
the race of life already behind. Let’s 
give our kids that chance. 

Let’s also make sure that a high 
school diploma puts our kids on a path 
to a good job. Right now, countries like 
Germany focus on graduating their 
high school students with the equiva- 
lent of a technical degree from one of 
our community colleges. So those Ger- 
man kids, they’re ready for a job when 
they graduate high school; they’ve 
been trained for the jobs that are 
there. Now, at schools like P-Tech in 
Brooklyn, a collaboration between New 
York Public Schools and City Univer- 
sity of New York and IBM, students 
will graduate with a high school di- 
ploma and an associate’s degree in 
computers or engineering. We need to 
give every American student opportu- 
nities like this. 

Four years ago, we started Race to 
the Top—a competition that convinced 
almost every State to develop smarter 
curricula and higher standards, all for 
about 1 percent of what we spend on 
education each year. Tonight, Pm an- 
nouncing a new challenge to redesign 
America’s high schools so they better 
equip graduates for the demands of a 
high-tech economy. Well reward 
schools that develop new partnerships 
with colleges and employers and create 
classes that focus on science, tech- 
nology, engineering, and math—the 
skills today’s employers are looking 
for to fill jobs that are there right now 
and will be there in the future. 

Now, even with better high schools, 
most young people will need some 
higher education. It’s a simple fact: 
The more education you have, the 
more likely you are to have a good job 
and work your way into the middle 
class. But today, skyrocketing costs 
price too many young people out of a 
higher education or saddle them with 
unsustainable debt. 

Through tax credits, grants, and bet- 
ter loans, we have made college more 
affordable for millions of students and 
families over the last few years. But 
taxpayers can’t keep on subsidizing 
higher and higher and higher costs for 
higher education. Colleges must do 
their part to keep costs down, and it’s 
our job to make sure that they do. 

So tonight, I ask Congress to change 
the Higher Education Act so that af- 
fordability and value are included in 
determining which colleges receive cer- 
tain types of Federal aid. And tomor- 
row, my administration will release a 
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new ‘‘College Scorecard” that parents 
and students can use to compare 
schools based on a simple criteria: 
where you can get the most bang for 
your educational buck. 

Now, to grow our middle class, our 
citizens have to have access to the edu- 
cation and training that today’s jobs 
require. But we also have to make sure 
that America remains a place where 
everyone who’s willing to work hard 
has the chance to get ahead. 

Our economy is stronger when we 
harness the talents and ingenuity of 
striving, hopeful immigrants; and right 
now, leaders from the business, labor, 
law enforcement, and faith commu- 
nities all agree that the time has come 
to pass comprehensive immigration re- 
form. Now is the time to do it. Now is 
the time to get it done. Now is the 
time to get it done. 

Real reform means stronger border 
security. And we can build on the 
progress my administration has al- 
ready made—putting more boots on the 
southern border than at any time in 
our history and reducing illegal cross- 
ings to their lowest levels in 40 years. 

Real reform means establishing a re- 
sponsible pathway to earned citizen- 
ship—a path that includes passing a 
background check, paying taxes and a 
meaningful penalty, learning English, 
and going to the back of the line be- 
hind the folks trying to come here le- 
gally. And real reform means fixing the 
legal immigration system to cut wait- 
ing periods and attract the highly 
skilled entrepreneurs and engineers 
that will help create jobs and grow our 
economy. 

In other words, we know what needs 
to be done. AS we speak, bipartisan 
groups in both Chambers are working 
diligently to draft a bill, and I applaud 
their efforts. Now let’s get this done. 
Send me a comprehensive immigration 
reform bill in the next few months and 
I will sign it right away, and America 
will be better for it. Let’s get it done. 
Let’s get it done. 

But we can’t stop there. We know our 
economy is stronger when our wives, 
our mothers, and our daughters can 
live their lives free from discrimina- 
tion in the workplace and free from the 
fear of domestic violence. Today, the 
Senate passed the Violence Against 
Women Act that JOE BIDEN originally 
wrote almost 20 years ago, and I now 
urge the House to do the same. And I 
ask this Congress to declare that 
women should earn a living equal to 
their efforts and finally pass the Pay- 
check Fairness Act this year. 

We know our economy is stronger 
when we reward an honest day’s work 
with honest wages. But today, a full- 
time worker making the minimum 
wage earns $14,500 a year. Even with 
the tax relief we’ve put in place, a fam- 
ily with two kids that earns the min- 
imum wage still lives below the pov- 
erty line. That’s wrong. That’s why, 
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since the last time this Congress raised 
the minimum wage, 19 States have cho- 
sen to bump theirs even higher. 

Tonight, let’s declare that in the 
wealthiest Nation on Earth, no one 
who works full-time should have to live 
in poverty, and raise the Federal min- 
imum wage to $9 an hour. We should be 
able to get that done. This single step 
would raise the incomes of millions of 
working families. It could mean the 
difference between groceries or the 
food bank, rent or eviction, scraping by 
or finally getting ahead. For businesses 
across the country, it would mean cus- 
tomers with more money in their pock- 
ets. And a whole lot of folks out there 
would probably need less help from 
government. In fact, working folks 
shouldn’t have to wait year after year 
for the minimum wage to go up while 
CEO pay has never been higher. So 
here’s an idea that Governor Romney 
and I actually agreed on last year: 
Let’s tie the minimum wage to the cost 
of living so that it finally becomes a 
wage you can live on. 

Tonight, let’s also recognize that 
there are communities in this country 
where, no matter how hard you work, 
it’s virtually impossible to get ahead: 
factory towns decimated from years of 
plants packing up; inescapable pockets 
of poverty, urban and rural, where 
young adults are still fighting for their 
first job. America is not a place where 
chance of birth or circumstance should 
decide our destiny, and that’s why we 
need to build new ladders of oppor- 
tunity into the middle class for all who 
are willing to climb them. 

Let’s offer incentives to companies 
that hire Americans who’ve got what it 
takes to fill that job opening but who 
have been out of work for so long that 
no one will give them a chance any- 
more. Let’s put people back to work re- 
building vacant homes in run-down 
neighborhoods. And this year, my ad- 
ministration will begin to partner with 
20 of the hardest-hit towns in America 
to get these communities back on their 
feet. Now, we’ll work with local leaders 
to target resources at public safety, 
education, and housing. We’ll give new 
tax credits to businesses that hire and 
invest, and we’ll work to strengthen 
families by removing the financial de- 
terrents to marriage for low-income 
couples, and doing more to encourage 
fatherhood—because what makes you a 
man isn’t the ability to conceive a 
child, but having the courage to raise 
one. And we want to encourage that. 
We want to help that. 

Stronger families. Stronger commu- 
nities. A stronger America. It is this 
kind of prosperity—broad, shared, and 
built on a thriving middle class—that 
has always been the source of our 
progress at home. It’s also the founda- 
tion of our power and influence 
throughout the world. 

Tonight, we stand united in saluting 
the troops and civilians who sacrifice 
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every day to protect us. Because of 
them, we can say with confidence that 
America will complete its mission in 
Afghanistan and achieve our objective 
of defeating the core of al Qaeda. Al- 
ready, we’ve brought home 33,000 of our 
brave servicemen and -women. This 
spring, our forces will move into a sup- 
port role, while Afghan security forces 
take the lead. Tonight, I can announce 
that over the next year, another 34,000 
American troops will come home from 
Afghanistan. This drawdown will con- 
tinue. And by the end of next year, our 
war in Afghanistan will be over. 

Beyond 2014, America’s commitment 
to a unified and sovereign Afghanistan 
will endure, but the nature of our com- 
mitment will change. We’re negoti- 
ating an agreement with the Afghan 
Government that focuses on two mis- 
sions: training and equipping Afghan 
forces so that the country does not 
again slip into chaos, and counterter- 
rorism efforts that allow us to pursue 
the remnants of al Qaeda and their af- 
filiates. 

Today, the organization that at- 
tacked us on 9/11 is a shadow of its 
former self. It’s true that different al 
Qaeda affiliates and extremist groups 
have emerged—from the Arabian Pe- 
ninsula to Africa. The threat these 
groups pose is evolving. But to meet 
this threat, we don’t need to send tens 
of thousands of our sons and daughters 
abroad or occupy other nations. In- 
stead, we’ll need to help countries like 
Yemen, Libya, and Somalia provide for 
their own security, and help allies who 
take the fight to terrorists, as we have 
in Mali. And, where necessary, through 
a range of capabilities, we will con- 
tinue to take direct action against 
those terrorists who pose the gravest 
threat to Americans. 

As we do, we must enlist our values 
in the fight. That’s why my adminis- 
tration has worked tirelessly to forge a 
durable legal and policy framework to 
guide our counterterrorism operations. 
Throughout, we have kept Congress 
fully informed of our efforts. I recog- 
nize that in our democracy, no one 
should just take my word for it that 
we’re doing things the right way. So, in 
the months ahead, I will continue to 
engage Congress to ensure not only 
that our targeting, detention, and pros- 
ecution of terrorists remains con- 
sistent with our laws and system of 
checks and balances, but that our ef- 
forts are even more transparent to the 
American people and to the world. 

Of course, our challenges don’t end 
with al Qaeda. America will continue 
to lead the effort to prevent the spread 
of the world’s most dangerous weapons. 
The regime in North Korea must know 
they will only achieve security and 
prosperity by meeting their inter- 
national obligations. Provocations of 
the sort we saw last night will only 
further isolate them, as we stand by 
our allies, strengthen our own missile 
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defense, and lead the world in taking 
firm action in response to these 
threats. 

Likewise, the leaders of Iran must 
recognize that now is the time for a 
diplomatic solution, because a coali- 
tion stands united in demanding that 
they meet their obligations, and we 
will do what is necessary to prevent 
them from getting a nuclear weapon. 
At the same time, we’ll engage Russia 
to seek further reductions in our nu- 
clear arsenals, and continue leading 
the global effort to secure nuclear ma- 
terials that could fall into the wrong 
hands—because our ability to influence 
others depends on our willingness to 
lead and meet our obligations. 

America must also face the rapidly 
growing threat from cyberattacks. 
Now, we know hackers steal people’s 
identities and infiltrate private emails. 
We know foreign countries and compa- 
nies swipe our corporate secrets. Now 
our enemies are also seeking the abil- 
ity to sabotage our power grid, our fi- 
nancial institutions, our air traffic 
control systems. We cannot look back 
years from now and wonder why we did 
nothing in the face of real threats to 
our security and our economy. 

That’s why earlier today I signed a 
new executive order that will strength- 
en our cyberdefenses by increasing in- 
formation-sharing and developing 
standards to protect our national secu- 
rity, our jobs, and our privacy. Now, 
Congress must act as well, by passing 
legislation to give our government a 
greater capacity to secure our net- 
works and deter attacks. This is some- 
thing we should be able to get done on 
a bipartisan basis. 

Even as we protect our people, we 
should remember that today’s world 
presents not just dangers, not just 
threats, but it presents opportunities. 
To boost American exports, support 
American jobs, and level the playing 
field in the growing markets of Asia, 
we intend to complete negotiations on 
a transpacific partnership. Tonight, 
I’m announcing that we will launch 
talks on a comprehensive transatlantic 
trade and investment partnership with 
the European Union because trade that 
is fair and free across the Atlantic sup- 
ports millions of good-paying Amer- 
ican jobs. 

We also know that progress in the 
most impoverished parts of our world 
enriches us all. Not only because it cre- 
ates new markets, more stable order in 
certain regions of the world, but also 
because it’s the right thing to do. In 
many places, people live on little more 
than a dollar a day. So the United 
States will join with our allies to 
eradicate such extreme poverty in the 
next two decades by connecting more 
people to the global economy; by em- 
powering women; by giving our young 
and brightest minds new opportunities 
to serve and helping communities to 
feed and power and educate themselves; 
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by saving the world’s children from 
preventable deaths; and by realizing 
the promise of an AIDS-free genera- 
tion, which is within our reach. 

You see, America must remain a bea- 
con to all who seek freedom during this 
period of historic change. I saw the 
power of hope last year in Rangoon, in 
Burma, when Aung San Suu Kyi wel- 
comed an American President into the 
home where she had been imprisoned 
for years; when thousands of Burmese 
lined the streets waving American 
flags, including a man who said, 
“There is justice and law in the United 
States. I want our country to be like 
that.” 

In defense of freedom, we’ll remain 
the anchor of strong alliances from the 
Americas to Africa, from Europe to 
Asia. In the Middle East, we will stand 
with citizens as they demand their uni- 
versal rights and support stable transi- 
tions to democracy. We know the proc- 
ess will be messy, and we cannot pre- 
sume to dictate the course of change in 
countries like Egypt. But we can and 
will insist on respect for the funda- 
mental rights of all people. We’ll keep 
the pressure on a Syrian regime that 
has murdered its own people and sup- 
port opposition leaders that respect the 
rights of every Syrian. And we will 
stand steadfast with Israel in pursuit 
of security and a lasting peace. These 
are the messages I’ll deliver when I 
travel to the Middle East next month. 

All this work depends on the courage 
and sacrifice of those who serve in dan- 
gerous places at great personal risk: 
our diplomats, our intelligence offi- 
cers, and the men and women of the 
United States Armed Forces. As long 
as I’m Commander in Chief, we will do 
whatever we must to protect those who 
serve their country abroad, and we will 
maintain the best military the world 
has ever known. We’ll invest in new ca- 
pabilities, even as we reduce waste and 
wartime spending. We will ensure equal 
treatment for all servicemembers and 
equal benefits for their families, gay 
and straight. We will draw upon the 
courage and skills of our sisters, 
daughters, and moms, because women 
have proven under fire that they are 
ready for combat. We will keep faith 
with our veterans, investing in world- 
class care, including mental health 
care, for our wounded warriors; sup- 
porting our military families; and giv- 
ing our veterans the benefits, edu- 
cation, and job opportunities that they 
have earned. And I want to thank my 
wife Michelle and Dr. Jill Biden for 
their continued dedication to serving 
our military families as well as they 
have served us. Thank you, honey. 
Thank you, Jill. 

Defending our freedom, though, is 
not just the job of our military alone. 
We must all do our part to make sure 
our God-given rights are protected here 
at home. That includes one of the most 
fundamental rights of a democracy: the 
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right to vote. When any Americans—no 
matter where they live or what their 
party—are denied that right because 
they can’t afford to wait for 5, 6, or 7 
hours just to cast their ballot, we are 
betraying our ideals. So tonight I’m 
announcing a nonpartisan commission 
to improve the voting experience in 
America, and it definitely needs im- 
provement. I’m asking two longtime 
experts in the field, who by the way re- 
cently served as the top attorneys for 
my campaign and for Governor Rom- 
ney’s campaign, to lead it. We can fix 
this, and we will. The American people 
demand it, and so does our democracy. 

Of course, what I’ve said tonight 
matters little if we don’t come to- 
gether to protect our most precious re- 
source, our children. 

It has been 2 months since Newtown. 
I know this is not the first time this 
country has debated how to reduce gun 
violence. But this time is different. 
Overwhelming majorities of Ameri- 
cans, Americans who believe in the 
Second Amendment, have come to- 
gether around commonsense reform, 
like background checks, that will 
make it harder for criminals to get 
their hands on a gun. Senators of both 
parties are working together on tough 
new laws to prevent anyone from buy- 
ing guns for resale to criminals. Police 
chiefs are asking for our help to get 
weapons of war and massive ammuni- 
tion magazines off our streets because 
these police chiefs, they’re tired of see- 
ing their guys and gals being 
outgunned. 

Each of these proposals deserves a 
vote in Congress. If you want to vote 
“no,” that’s your choice. But these 
proposals deserve a vote. Because in 
the 2 months since Newtown, more 
than 1,000 birthdays, graduations, and 
anniversaries have been stolen from 
our lives by a bullet from a gun. More 
than 1,000. 

One of those we lost was a young girl 
named Hadiya Pendleton. She was 15 
years old. She loved Fig Newtons and 
lip gloss. She was a majorette. She was 
so good to her friends, they all thought 
they were her best friend. Just 3 weeks 
ago, she was here, in Washington, with 
her classmates, performing for her 
country at my inauguration—and, a 
week later, she was shot and killed in 
a Chicago park after school, just a mile 
away from my house. 

Hadiya’s parents, Nate and Cleo, are 
in this Chamber tonight along with 
more than two dozen Americans whose 
lives have been torn apart by gun vio- 
lence. They deserve a vote. 

Gabby Giffords deserves a vote. 

The families of Newtown deserve a 
vote. 

The families of Aurora deserve a 
vote. 

The families of Oak Creek and Tuc- 
son and Blacksburg and the countless 
other communities ripped open by gun 
violence—they deserve a simple vote. 
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They deserve a simple vote. 

Our actions will not prevent every 
senseless act of violence in this coun- 
try. In fact, no laws, no initiatives, no 
administrative acts will perfectly solve 
all of the challenges I’ve outlined to- 
night. But we were never sent here to 
be perfect. We were sent here to make 
what difference we can—to secure this 
Nation, expand opportunity, uphold 
our ideals through the hard, often frus- 
trating, but absolutely necessary work 
of self-government. 

We were sent here to look out for our 
fellow Americans the same way they 
look out for one another every single 
day, usually without fanfare, all across 
this country. We should follow their 
example. 

We should follow the example of a 
New York City nurse named Menchu 
Sanchez. When Hurricane Sandy 
plunged her hospital into darkness, she 
wasn’t thinking about how her own 
home was faring. Her mind was on the 
20 precious newborns in her care and 
the rescue plan she devised that kept 
them all safe. 

We should follow the example of a 
north Miami woman named Desiline 
Victor. When Desiline arrived at her 
polling place, she was told the wait to 
vote might be 6 hours. As time ticked 
by, her concern was not with her tired 
body or aching feet, but whether folks 
like her would get to have their say. 
Hour after hour, a throng of people 
stayed in line to support her—because 
Desiline is 102 years old—and they 
erupted in cheers when she finally put 
on a sticker that read, “I voted.” 

We should follow the example of a po- 
lice officer named Brian Murphy. When 
a gunman opened fire on a Sikh temple 
in Wisconsin and Brian was the first to 
arrive, he did not consider his own 
safety. He fought back until help ar- 
rived, and ordered his fellow officers to 
protect the safety of the fellow Ameri- 
cans worshipping inside—even as he lay 
bleeding from 12 bullet wounds. 

And when asked how he did that, 
Brian said, ‘‘That’s just the way we’re 
made.” 

That’s just the way we’re made. 

We may do different jobs and wear 
different uniforms and hold different 
views than the person beside us, but as 
Americans, we all share the same 
proud title: We are citizens. 

It’s a word that doesn’t just describe 
our nationality or our legal status. It 
describes the way we’re made. It de- 
scribes what we believe. It captures the 
enduring idea that this country only 
works when we accept certain obliga- 
tions to one another and to future gen- 
erations; that our rights are wrapped 
up in the rights of others; and that well 
into our third century as a Nation, it 
remains the task of us all, as citizens 
of these United States, to be the au- 
thors of the next great chapter of our 
American story. 

Thank you. God bless you, and God 
bless the United States of America. 
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(Applause, the Members rising.) 

At 10 o’clock and 17 minutes p.m., 
the President of the United States, ac- 
companied by the committee of escort, 
retired from the Hall of the House of 
Representatives. 

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms es- 
corted the invited guests from the 
Chamber in the following order: 

The members of the President’s Cabi- 
net; the Chief Justice of the United 
States and the Associate Justices of 
the Supreme Court; the Dean of the 
Diplomatic Corps. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declares 
the joint session of the two Houses now 
dissolved. 

Accordingly, at 10 o’clock and 24 
minutes p.m., the joint session of the 
two Houses was dissolved. 

The Members of the Senate retired to 
their Chamber. 


EE 


MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT RE- 
FERRED TO THE COMMITTEE OF 
THE WHOLE HOUSE ON THE 
STATE OF THE UNION 


Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the message of the President be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union and or- 
dered printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EE 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 12, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
February 12, 2013 at 4:27 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed S. 47. 

Appointments: 

Commission on Long-Term Care. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


ES 


PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE 
RULES 


RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND 
THE WORKFORCE FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, | submit for publi- 
cation the attached copy of the rules of the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce 
for the U.S. House of Representatives for the 
113th Congress: 

RULE 1. REGULAR, ADDITIONAL, AND SPECIAL 

MEETINGS 

(a) Regular meetings of the Committee 
shall be held on the second Wednesday of 
each month at 10:00 a.m., while the House is 
in session. The Committee shall meet for the 
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consideration of a bill or resolution pending 
before the Committee or the transaction of 
other committee business on regular meet- 
ing days fixed by the Committee if notice is 
given in accordance with paragraph (g)(3) of 
Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

(b) The Chair may call and convene, as he 
or she considers necessary, additional meet- 
ings of the Committee for the consideration 
of any bill or resolution pending before the 
Committee or for the conduct of other Com- 
mittee business. 

(c) If at least three members of the Com- 
mittee desire that a special meeting of the 
Committee be called by the Chair, those 
members may file in the offices of the Com- 
mittee their written request to the Chair for 
that special meeting. Immediately upon the 
filing of the request, the staff director of the 
Committee shall notify the Chair of the fil- 
ing of the request. If, within three calendar 
days after the filing of the request, the Chair 
does not call the requested special meeting 
to be held within seven calendar days after 
the filing of the request, a majority of the 
members of the Committee may file in the 
offices of the Committee their written notice 
that a special meeting of the Committee will 
be held, specifying the date and hour thereof, 
and the measure or matter to be considered 
at that special meeting. Immediately upon 
the filing of the notice, the staff director of 
the Committee shall notify all members of 
the Committee that such meeting will be 
held and inform them of its date and hour 
and the measure or matter to be considered. 
Such notice shall also be made publicly 
available in electronic form and shall satisfy 
the notice requirements in clause (g)(3)(A)(ii) 
of Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The Committee shall meet on 
that date and hour and only the measure or 
matter specified in that notice may be con- 
sidered at that special meeting. 

(d) Legislative meetings of the Committee 
and its subcommittees shall be open to the 
public, including radio, television, and still 
photography coverage, unless such meetings 
are closed pursuant to the requirements of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives. 
No business meeting of the Committee, other 
than regularly scheduled meetings, may be 
held without each member being given rea- 
sonable notice. 

(e) The Chair of the Committee or of a sub- 
committee, as appropriate, shall preside at 
meetings or hearings. In the absence of the 
Chair of the Committee or of a sub- 
committee, members shall preside as pro- 
vided in clause 2(d) of Rule XI of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives. No person 
other than a Member of Congress or Congres- 
sional staff may walk in, stand in, or be seat- 
ed at the rostrum area during a meeting or 
hearing of the Committee or subcommittee 
unless authorized by the Chair. 

RULE 2. STANDING SUBCOMMITTEES AND 
JURISDICTION 


(a) There shall be four standing sub- 
committees. In addition to conducting over- 
sight in the area of their respective jurisdic- 
tions as required in clause 2 of Rule X of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, each 
subcommittee shall have the following juris- 
diction: 

Subcommittee on Early Childhood, Elemen- 
tary, and Secondary Education.—Education 
from early learning through the high school 
level including, but not limited to, elemen- 
tary and secondary education, special edu- 
cation, homeless education, and migrant 
education; overseas dependent schools; ca- 
reer and technical education; school safety 
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and alcohol and drug abuse prevention; 
school lunch and child nutrition programs; 
educational research and improvement in- 
cluding the Institute of Education Sciences; 
environmental education; pre-service and in- 
service teacher professional development in- 
cluding Title II of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act and Title II of the 
Higher Education Act; early care and edu- 
cation programs including the Head Start 
Act and the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant Act; adolescent development 
and training programs including, but not 
limited to, those providing for the care and 
treatment of certain at-risk youth including 
the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Pre- 
vention Act and the Runaway and Homeless 
Youth Act; and all matters dealing with 
child abuse and domestic violence including 
the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment 
Act and child adoption. 

Subcommittee on Higher Education and Work- 
force Training.—Education and training be- 
yond the high school level including, but not 
limited to, higher education generally, post- 
secondary student assistance and employ- 
ment services, and the Higher Education 
Act; Title IX of the Education Amendments 
of 1972; all domestic volunteer programs; all 
programs related to the arts and humanities, 
museum and library services, and arts and 
artifacts indemnity; postsecondary career 
and technical education, apprenticeship pro- 
grams, and job training including the Work- 
force Investment Act, vocational rehabilita- 
tion, and training programs from immigra- 
tion funding; science and technology pro- 
grams; adult basic education (family lit- 
eracy); all welfare reform programs includ- 
ing work incentive programs and welfare-to- 
work requirements; poverty programs in- 
cluding the Community Services Block 
Grant Act and the Low Income Home Energy 
Assistance Program (LIHEAP); the Native 
American Programs Act; the Institute of 
Peace; and all matters dealing with pro- 
grams and services for the elderly including 
nutrition programs and the Older Americans 
Act. 

Subcommittee on Workforce Protections.— 
Wages and hours of workers including, but 
not limited to, the Davis-Bacon Act, the 
Walsh-Healey Act, the Service Contract Act, 
and the Fair Labor Standards Act; workers’ 
compensation including the Federal Employ- 
ees’ Compensation Act, the Longshore and 
Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act, and the 
Black Lung Benefits Act; the Migrant and 
Seasonal Agricultural Worker Protection 
Act; the Family and Medical Leave Act; the 
Worker Adjustment and Retraining Notifica- 
tion Act; the Employee Polygraph Protec- 
tion Act of 1988; trade and immigration 
issues as they impact employers and work- 
ers; workers’ safety and health including, 
but not limited to, occupational safety and 
health, mine safety and health, and migrant 
and agricultural worker safety and health; 
and all matters related to equal employment 
opportunity and civil rights in employment. 

Subcommittee on Health, Employment, Labor, 
and Pensions.—All matters dealing with rela- 
tionships between employers and employees 
including, but not limited to, the National 
Labor Relations Act, the Labor-Management 
Relations Act, and the Labor-Management 
Reporting and Disclosure Act; the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics; and employment-related 
health and retirement security including 
pension, health, and other employee benefits 
and the Employee Retirement Income Secu- 
rity Act (ERISA). 

(b) The majority party members of the 
Committee may provide for such temporary, 
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ad hoc subcommittees as determined to be 
appropriate. 
RULE 3. EX OFFICIO MEMBERSHIP 

The Chair of the Committee and the rank- 
ing minority party member shall be ex offi- 
cio members, but not voting members, of 
each subcommittee to which such Chair or 
ranking minority party member has not 
been assigned. 

RULE 4, SUBCOMMITTEE SCHEDULING 

(a) Subcommittee chair shall set meeting 
or hearing dates after consultation with the 
Chair and other subcommittee chair with a 
view toward avoiding simultaneous sched- 
uling of Committee and subcommittee meet- 
ings or hearings, wherever possible. No such 
meetings or hearings, however, shall be held 
outside of Washington, D.C., or during a re- 
cess or adjournment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives without the prior authorization 
of the Committee Chair. Where practicable, 
14 days’ notice will be given of such meeting 
or hearing. 

(b) Available dates for subcommittee meet- 
ings during the session shall be assigned by 
the Chair to the subcommittees as nearly as 
practicable in rotation and in accordance 
with their workloads. As far as practicable, 
the Chair shall not schedule simultaneous 
subcommittee markups, a subcommittee 
markup during a full Committee markup, or 
any hearing during a markup. 

RULE 5. SUBCOMMITTEE RULES 

The rules of the Committee shall be the 
rules of its subcommittees. 

RULE 6. SPECIAL ASSIGNMENT OF MEMBERS 

To facilitate the oversight and other legis- 
lative and investigative activities of the 
Committee, the Chair of the Committee 
may, at the request of a subcommittee chair, 
make a temporary assignment of any mem- 
ber of the Committee to such subcommittee 
for the purpose of constituting a quorum and 
of enabling such member to participate in 
any public hearing, investigation, or study 
by such subcommittee to be held outside of 
Washington, D.C. Any member of the Com- 
mittee may attend public hearings of any 
subcommittee and any member of the Com- 
mittee may question witnesses only when 
they have been recognized by the Chair for 
that purpose. 

RULE 7. HEARING PROCEDURE 

(a) The Chair, in the case of hearings to be 
conducted by the Committee, and the appro- 
priate subcommittee chair, in the case of 
hearings to be conducted by a subcommittee, 
shall make public announcement of the date, 
place, and subject matter of any hearing to 
be conducted on any measure or matter at 
least one week before the commencement of 
that hearing unless the Chair of the Com- 
mittee, with the concurrence of the ranking 
minority member, determines that there is 
good cause to begin such hearing at an ear- 
lier date or the Committee so determines by 
majority vote in the presence of the number 
of members required under the rules of the 
Committee for the transaction of business. 
In the latter event, the Chair or the sub- 
committee chair, as the case may be, shall 
have such an announcement promptly pub- 
lished in the Daily Digest and made publicly 
available in electronic form. To the extent 
practicable, the Chair or the subcommittee 
chair shall make public announcement of the 
final list of witnesses scheduled to testify at 
least 48 hours before the commencement of 
the hearing. The staff director of the Com- 
mittee shall promptly notify the Daily Di- 
gest Clerk of the Congressional Record as 
soon as practicable after such public an- 
nouncement is made. 
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(b) Subcommittees are authorized to hold 
hearings, receive exhibits, hear witnesses, 
and report to the Committee for final action, 
together with such recommendations as may 
be agreed upon by the subcommittee. 

(c) All opening statements at hearings con- 
ducted by the Committee or any sub- 
committee will be made part of the perma- 
nent written record. Opening statements by 
members may not be presented orally, unless 
the Chair of the Committee or any sub- 
committee determines that one statement 
from the Chair or a designee will be pre- 
sented, in which case the ranking minority 
party member or a designee may also make 
a statement. If a witness scheduled to testify 
at any hearing of the Committee or any sub- 
committee is a constituent of a member of 
the Committee or subcommittee, such mem- 
ber shall be entitled to briefly introduce 
such witness at the hearing. 

(d) To the extent practicable, witnesses 
who are to appear before the Committee or a 
subcommittee shall file with the staff direc- 
tor of the Committee, at least 48 hours in ad- 
vance of their appearance, a written state- 
ment of their proposed testimony, together 
with a brief summary thereof, and shall 
limit their oral presentation to a summary 
thereof. The staff director of the Committee 
shall promptly furnish to the staff director 
of the minority a copy of such testimony 
submitted to the Committee pursuant to this 
rule. 

(e) When any hearing is conducted by the 
Committee or any subcommittee upon any 
measure or matter, the minority party mem- 
bers on the Committee shall be entitled, 
upon request to the Chair by a majority of 
those minority party members before the 
completion of such hearing, to call witnesses 
selected by the minority to testify with re- 
spect to that measure or matter during at 
least one day of hearing thereon. The minor- 
ity party may waive this right by calling at 
least one witness during a Committee hear- 
ing or subcommittee hearing. 

(f) In the conduct of hearings of sub- 
committees sitting jointly, the rules other- 
wise applicable to all subcommittees shall 
likewise apply to joint subcommittee hear- 
ings for purposes of such shared consider- 
ation. 

RULE 8. QUESTIONING OF HEARING WITNESSES 

(a) Subject to clauses (b), (c), and (d), a 
Committee member may question hearing 
witnesses only when the member has been 
recognized by the Chair for that purpose, and 
only for a 5-minute period until all members 
present have had an opportunity to question 
a witness. The questioning of witnesses in 
both Committee and subcommittee hearings 
shall be initiated by the Chair, followed by 
the ranking minority party member and all 
other members alternating between the ma- 
jority and minority party. The Chair shall 
exercise discretion in determining the order 
in which members will be recognized. In rec- 
ognizing members to question witnesses in 
this fashion, the Chair shall take into con- 
sideration the ratio of the majority to mi- 
nority party members present and shall es- 
tablish the order of recognition for ques- 
tioning in such a manner as not to place the 
members of the majority party in a disad- 
vantageous position. 

(b) The Chair may permit a specified num- 
ber of members to question a witness for 
longer than five minutes. The time for ex- 
tended questioning of a witness under this 
clause shall be equal for the majority party 
and the minority party and may not exceed 
one hour in the aggregate. 

(c) The Chair may permit Committee staff 
for the majority and the minority party 
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members to question a witness for equal 
specified periods. The time for extended 
questioning of a witness under this clause 
shall be equal for the majority party and the 
minority party and may not exceed one hour 
in the aggregate. 

(d) In an investigative hearing or in an ex- 
ecutive session, the Chair’s authority to ex- 
tend questioning under subsection (b) and (c) 
of this rule shall be equal for the majority 
and the minority party and may not exceed 
one hour in the aggregate, and shall only be 
conducted by counsel for the majority and 
the minority party when authorized under 
subsection (c) of this rule. 


RULE 9. SUBPOENA AUTHORITY 


The power to authorize and issue sub- 
poenas is delegated to the Chair of the full 
Committee, as provided for under clause 
2(m)(3)(A)(i) of Rule XI of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives. The Chair shall 
notify the ranking minority member prior to 
issuing any subpoena under such authority. 
To the extent practicable, the Chair shall 
consult with the ranking minority member 
at least 24 hours in advance of a subpoena 
being issued under such authority, excluding 
Saturdays, Sundays, and federal holidays. As 
soon as practicable after issuing any sub- 
poena under such authority, the Chair shall 
notify in writing all members of the Com- 
mittee of the issuance of the subpoena. 

RULE 10. DEPOSITION PROCEDURE 


(a) In accordance with the Committee re- 
ceiving authorization by the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the taking of depositions in 
furtherance of a Committee investigation, 
the Chair, upon consultation with the rank- 
ing minority member, may order the taking 
of depositions pursuant to notice or sub- 
poena as contemplated by this rule. 

(b) The Chair or majority staff shall con- 
sult with the ranking minority member or 
minority staff no less than three business 
days before any notice or subpoena for a dep- 
osition is issued. After such consultation, all 
members shall receive written notice that a 
notice or subpoena for a deposition will be 
issued. 

(c) A notice or subpoena issued under this 
rule shall specify the date, time, and place of 
the deposition and the method or methods by 
which the deposition will be recorded. Prior 
to testifying, a deponent shall be provided 
with a copy of the Committee’s rules, the 
House Resolution authorizing the taking of 
the deposition, and Rule X of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives. 

(d)(1) A deposition shall be conducted by 
one or more members or Committee counsel 
as designated by the Chair or ranking minor- 
ity member. 

(2) A deposition shall be taken under oath 
or affirmation administered by a member or 
a person otherwise authorized to administer 
oaths and affirmations. 

(3) A deposition shall be, unless waived by 
the deponent, attended by a member of the 
Committee. 

(e) A deponent may be accompanied at a 
deposition by counsel to advise the deponent 
of the deponent’s rights. Only members and 
Committee counsel, however, may examine 
the deponent. No one may be present at a 
deposition other than members, Committee 
staff designated by the Chair or ranking mi- 
nority member, such individuals as may be 
required to administer the oath or affirma- 
tion and transcribe or record the pro- 
ceedings, the deponent, and the deponent’s 
counsel (including personal counsel and 
counsel for the entity employing the depo- 
nent if the scope of the deposition is ex- 
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pected to cover actions taken as part of the 
deponent’s employment). Observers or coun- 
sel for other persons or entities may not at- 
tend. 

(Ad) Unless the majority, minority, and 
deponent agree otherwise, questions in a dep- 
osition shall be propounded in rounds, alter- 
nating between the majority and minority. A 
single round shall not exceed 60 minutes per 
side, unless the members or counsel con- 
ducting the deposition agree to a different 
length of questioning. In each round, a mem- 
ber or Committee counsel designated by the 
Chair shall ask questions first, and the mem- 
ber or Committee counsel designated by the 
ranking minority member shall ask ques- 
tions second. 

(2) Any objection made during a deposition 
must be stated concisely and in a non-argu- 
mentative and non-suggestive manner. Depo- 
nent may refuse to answer a question only to 
preserve a privilege. When the deponent has 
objected and refused to answer a question to 
preserve a privilege, the Chair may rule on 
any such objection after the deposition has 
adjourned. If the Chair overrules any such 
objection and thereby orders a deponent to 
answer any question to which a privilege ob- 
jection was lodged, such ruling shall be filed 
with the clerk of the Committee and shall be 
provided to members and the deponent no 
less than three days before the ruling is en- 
forced at a reconvened deposition. If a mem- 
ber of the Committee appeals in writing the 
ruling of the Chair, the appeal shall be pre- 
served for Committee consideration. A depo- 
nent who refuses to answer a question after 
being directed to answer by the Chair in 
writing may be subject to sanction, except 
that no sanctions may be imposed if the rul- 
ing of the Chair is reversed on appeal. In all 
cases, when deposition testimony for which 
an objection has been made is offered for ad- 
mission in evidence before the Committee, 
all properly lodged objections then made 
shall be timely and shall be considered by 
the Committee prior to admission in evi- 
dence before the Committee. 

(g) Deposition testimony shall be tran- 
scribed by stenographic means and may also 
be video recorded. The clerk of the Com- 
mittee shall receive the transcript and any 
video recording and promptly forward such 
to minority staff at the same time the clerk 
distributes such to other majority staff. 

(h) The individual administering the oath 
shall certify on the transcript that the depo- 
nent was duly sworn. The transcriber shall 
certify that the transcript is a true, ver- 
batim record of the testimony, and the tran- 
script and any exhibits shall be filed, as shall 
any video recording, with the clerk of the 
Committee. In no case shall any video re- 
cording be considered the official transcript 
of a deposition or otherwise supersede the 
certified written transcript. 

(i) After receiving the transcript, majority 
staff shall make available the transcript for 
review by the deponent or deponent’s coun- 
sel. No later than ten business days there- 
after, the deponent may submit suggested 
changes to the Chair. Committee majority 
staff may direct the clerk of the Committee 
to note any typographical errors, including 
any requested by the deponent or minority 
staff, via an errata sheet appended to the 
transcript. Any proposed substantive 
changes, modifications, clarifications, or 
amendments to the deposition testimony 
must be submitted by the deponent as an af- 
fidavit that includes the deponent’s reasons 
therefor. Any substantive changes, modifica- 
tions, clarifications, or amendments shall be 
included as an appendix to the transcript, a 
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copy of which shall be promptly forwarded to 
minority staff. 

(j) The Chair and ranking minority mem- 
ber shall consult regarding the release of 
deposition transcript or electronic record- 
ings. If either objects in writing to a pro- 
posed release of a deposition transcript or 
electronic recording or a portion thereof, the 
matter shall be promptly referred to the 
Committee for resolution. 


RULE 11. QUORUMS 


One-third of the members of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee shall constitute a 
quorum for taking any action other than 
amending Committee rules, closing a meet- 
ing from the public, reporting a measure or 
recommendation, or in the case of the Com- 
mittee or a subcommittee authorizing a sub- 
poena. For the enumerated actions, a major- 
ity of the Committee or subcommittee shall 
constitute a quorum. Any two members shall 
constitute a quorum for the purpose of tak- 
ing testimony and receiving evidence. 


RULE 12. REFERRAL OF BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, 
AND OTHER MATTERS 


(a) The Chair shall consult with sub- 
committee chair regarding referral to the 
appropriate subcommittees of such bills, res- 
olutions, and other matters that have been 
referred to the Committee. Once copies of a 
bill, resolution, or other matter are avail- 
able to the Committee, the Chair shall, with- 
in three weeks of such availability, provide 
notice of referral, if any, to the appropriate 
subcommittee. 

(b) Referral to a subcommittee shall not be 
made until three days have elapsed after 
written notification of such proposed referral 
to all subcommittee chairs, at which time 
such proposed referral shall be made unless 
one or more subcommittee chair shall have 
given written notice to the Chair of the full 
Committee and to the chair of each sub- 
committee that he or she intends to question 
such proposed referral at the next regularly 
scheduled meeting of the Committee, or at a 
special meeting of the Committee called for 
that purpose, at which time referral shall be 
made by the majority members of the Com- 
mittee. All bills shall be referred under this 
rule to the subcommittee of proper jurisdic- 
tion without regard to whether the author is 
or is not a member of the subcommittee. 
Upon a majority vote of the Committee, a 
bill, resolution, or other matter referred to a 
subcommittee in accordance with this rule 
may be recalled at any time for the Commit- 
tee’s direct consideration or for reference to 
another subcommittee. 

(c) The Chair shall announce the date, 
place, and subject matter of a Committee 
meeting, which may not commence earlier 
than the third day on which members have 
notice thereof; but this requirement may be 
waived if the Chair of the Committee, with 
the concurrence of the ranking minority 
member, determines that there is good cause 
or the Committee so determines by majority 
vote in the presence of the number of mem- 
bers required under the rules of the Com- 
mittee for the transaction of such business. 

(d) When a bill or resolution is being con- 
sidered by the Committee or a sub- 
committee, members shall provide the clerk 
in a timely manner a sufficient number of 
written copies of any amendment offered, so 
as to enable each member present to receive 
a copy thereof prior to taking action. A 
point of order may be made against any 
amendment not reduced to writing. A copy 
of each such amendment shall be maintained 
in the public records of the Committee or 
subcommittee, as the case may be. 
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(e) In determining the order in which 
amendments to a matter pending before the 
Committee or a subcommittee will be con- 
sidered, the Chair may give priority to: 

(1) The Chair’s mark, and 

(2) Amendments, otherwise in order, that 
have been filed with the Committee at least 
24 hours prior to the Committee or sub- 
committee business meeting on said measure 
or matter. 

RULE 13. VOTES 


(a) With respect to each roll call vote on a 
motion to report any bill, resolution, or mat- 
ter of a public character, and on any amend- 
ment offered thereto, the total number of 
votes cast for and against, and the names of 
those members voting for and against, shall 
be included in the Committee report on the 
measure or matter. 

(b) In accordance with clause 2(h) of Rule 
XI of the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the Chair of the Committee or a sub- 
committee is authorized to postpone further 
proceedings when a record vote is ordered on 
the question of approving a measure or mat- 
ter or on adopting an amendment. Such 
Chair may resume proceedings on a post- 
poned request at any time after reasonable 
notice. When proceedings resume on a post- 
poned question, notwithstanding any inter- 
vening order for the previous question, an 
underlying proposition shall remain subject 
to further debate or amendment to the same 
extent as when the question was postponed. 

RULE 14. RECORDS AND ROLLCALLS 


(a) Written records shall be kept of the 
proceedings of the Committee and of each 
subcommittee, including a record of the 
votes on any question on which a roll call is 
demanded. The result of each such roll call 
vote shall be made available by the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee for inspection by 
the public at reasonable times in the offices 
of the Committee or subcommittee and shall 
be made available on the Committee’s 
website within 48 hours of such record vote. 
Information so available for public inspec- 
tion and on the Committee’s website shall 
include a description of the amendment, mo- 
tion, order, or other proposition; the name of 
each member voting for and each member 
voting against such amendment, motion, 
order, or proposition; and the names of those 
members present but not voting. The text of 
an amendment offered to a measure or mat- 
ter considered in Committee shall be made 
publicly available in electronic form not 
later than 24 hours after its final disposition 
in Committee. A record vote may be de- 
manded by one-fifth of the members present 
or, in the apparent absence of a quorum, by 
any one member. 

(b) In accordance with Rule VII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, any 
official permanent record of the Committee 
(including any record of a legislative, over- 
sight, or other activity of the Committee or 
any subcommittee) shall be made available 
for public use if such record has been in ex- 
istence for 30 years, except that—— 

(1) any record that the Committee (or a 
subcommittee) makes available for public 
use before such record is delivered to the Ar- 
chivist under clause 2 of Rule VII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives shall 
be made available immediately, including 
any record described in subsection (a) of this 
Rule; 

(2) any investigative record that contains 
personal data relating to a specific living in- 
dividual (the disclosure of which would be an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy), 
any administrative record with respect to 
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personnel, and any record with respect to a 
hearing closed pursuant to clause 2(g)(2) of 
Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall be available if such record 
has been in existence for 50 years; or 

(3) except as otherwise provided by order of 
the House of Representatives, any record of 
the Committee for which a time, schedule, or 
condition for availability is specified by 
order of the Committee (entered during the 
Congress in which the record is made or ac- 
quired by the Committee) shall be made 
available in accordance with the order of the 
Committee. 

(c) The official permanent records of the 
Committee include noncurrent records of the 
Committee (including subcommittees) deliv- 
ered by the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives to the Archivist of the United States 
for preservation at the National Archives 
and Records Administration, which are the 
property of and remain subject to the rules 
and orders of the House of Representatives. 

(d)(1) Any order of the Committee with re- 
spect to any matter described in paragraph 
(2) of this subsection shall be adopted only if 
the notice requirements of Committee Rule 
12(c) have been met, a quorum consisting of 
a majority of the members of the Committee 
is present at the time of the vote, and a ma- 
jority of those present and voting approve 
the adoption of the order, which shall be sub- 
mitted to the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, together with any accom- 
panying report. 

(2) This subsection applies to any order of 
the Committee which—— 

(A) provides for the non-availability of any 
record subject to subsection (b) of this rule 
for a period longer than the period otherwise 
applicable; or 

(B) is subsequent to, and constitutes a 
later order under clause 4(b) of Rule VII of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
regarding a determination of the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives with respect to au- 
thorizing the Archivist of the United States 
to make available for public use the records 
delivered to the Archivist under clause 2 of 
Rule VII of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; or 

(C) specifies a time, schedule, or condition 
for availability pursuant to subsection (b)(3) 
of this Rule. 

RULE 15. REPORTS 


(a) Reports of the Committee. All Com- 
mittee reports on bills or resolutions shall 
comply with the provisions of clause 2 of 
Rule XI and clauses 2, 3, and 4 of Rule XIII 
of the Rules of the House of Representatives. 

(1) No such report shall be filed until cop- 
ies of the proposed report have been avail- 
able to all members at least 36 hours prior to 
such filing in the House of Representatives. 
No material change shall be made in the re- 
port distributed to members unless agreed to 
by the ranking minority member; but any 
member or members of the Committee may 
file, as part of the printed report, individual, 
minority, or dissenting views, without re- 
gard to the preceding provisions of this rule. 

(2) Such 36-hour period shall not conclude 
earlier than the end of the period provided 
under clause 4 of Rule XIII of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives after the Com- 
mittee approves a measure or matter if a 
member, at the time of such approval, gives 
notice of intention to file supplemental, mi- 
nority, or additional views for inclusion as 
part of the printed report. 

(3) To the extent practicable, any report 
prepared pursuant to a Committee or sub- 
committee study or investigation shall be 
available to members no later than 48 hours 
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prior to consideration of any such report by 
the Committee or subcommittee, as the case 
may be. 

(b) Disclaimers. 

(1) A report on activities of the Committee 
required under clause 1 of Rule XI of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives shall 
include the following disclaimer in the docu- 
ment transmitting the report to the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives: 

This report has not been officially adopted 
by the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce or any subcommittee thereof and 
therefore may not necessarily reflect the 
views of its members. 

Such disclaimer need not be included if the 
report was circulated to all members of the 
Committee at least 7 days prior to its sub- 
mission to the House of Representatives and 
provision is made for the filing by any mem- 
ber, as part of the printed report, of indi- 
vidual, minority, or dissenting views. 

(2) All Committee or subcommittee reports 
printed pursuant to legislative study or in- 
vestigation and not approved by a majority 
vote of the Committee or subcommittee, as 
appropriate, shall contain the following dis- 
claimer on the cover of such report: 

This report has not been officially adopted 
by the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce (or pertinent subcommittee there- 
of) and therefore may not necessarily reflect 
the views of its members. 

The minority party members of the Com- 
mittee or subcommittee shall have three cal- 
endar days, excluding weekends and holi- 
days, to file, as part of the printed report, 
supplemental, minority, or additional views. 

(c) Reports of Subcommittees. Whenever a 
subcommittee has ordered a bill, resolution, 
or other matter to be reported to the Com- 
mittee, the chair of the subcommittee re- 
porting the bill, resolution, or matter to the 
Committee, or any member authorized by 
the subcommittee to do so, may report such 
bill, resolution, or matter to the Committee. 
It shall be the duty of the chair of the sub- 
committee to report or cause to be reported 
promptly such bill, resolution, or matter, 
and to take or cause to be taken the nec- 
essary steps to bring such bill, resolution, or 
matter to a vote. 

(1) In any event, the report, described in 
the proviso in subsection (c)(2) of this rule, 
of any subcommittee on a measure which has 
been approved by the subcommittee shall be 
filed within seven calendar days (exclusive of 
days on which the House is not in session) 
after the day on which there has been filed 
with the staff director of the Committee a 
written request, signed by a majority of the 
members of the subcommittee, for the re- 
porting of that measure. Upon the filing of 
any such request, the staff director of the 
Committee shall transmit immediately to 
the chair of the subcommittee a notice of the 
filing of that request. 

(2) Bills, resolutions, or other matters fa- 
vorably reported by a subcommittee shall 
automatically be placed upon the agenda of 
the Committee as of the time they are re- 
ported. No bill or resolution or other matter 
reported by a subcommittee shall be consid- 
ered by the full Committee unless it has been 
delivered or electronically sent to all mem- 
bers and notice of its prior transmission has 
been in the hands of all members at least 48 
hours prior to such consideration. A member 
of the Committee shall receive, upon his or 
her request, a paper copy of such bill, resolu- 
tion, or other matter reported. When a bill is 
reported from a subcommittee, such measure 
shall be accompanied by a section-by-section 
analysis; and, if the Chair of the Committee 
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so requires (in response to a request from the 

ranking minority member of the Committee 

or for other reasons), a comparison showing 
proposed changes in existing law. 

RULE 16. APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES, NOTICE 
OF CONFERENCE MEETINGS, AND CONFERENCE 
MOTION 
(a) Whenever in the legislative process it 

becomes necessary to appoint conferees, the 
Chair shall recommend to the Speaker as 
conferees the names of those members of the 
subcommittee which handled the legislation 
in the order of their seniority upon such sub- 
committee and such other Committee mem- 
bers as the Chair may designate with the ap- 
proval of the majority party members. Rec- 
ommendations of the Chair to the Speaker 
shall provide a ratio of majority party mem- 
bers to minority party members no less fa- 
vorable to the majority party than the ratio 
of majority members to minority party 
members on the full Committee. In making 
assignments of minority party members as 
conferees, the Chair shall consult with the 
ranking minority party member of the Com- 
mittee. 

(b) After the appointment of conferees pur- 
suant to clause 11 of Rule I of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives for matters 
within the jurisdiction of the Committee, 
the Chair shall notify all members appointed 
to the conference of meetings at least 48 
hours before the commencement of the meet- 
ing. If such notice is not possible, then no- 
tice shall be given as soon as possible. 

(c) The Chair is directed to offer a motion 
under clause 1 of Rule XXII of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives whenever the 
Chair considers it appropriate. 

RULE 17. MEASURES TO BE CONSIDERED UNDER 
SUSPENSION 


A member of the Committee may not seek 
to suspend the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on any bill, resolution, or other 
matter which has been modified after such 
measure is ordered reported, unless notice of 
such action has been given to the Chair and 
ranking minority member of the full Com- 
mittee. 

RULE 18. BROADCASTING OF COMMITTEE 
HEARINGS AND MEETINGS 


(a) Television, Radio and Still Photog- 
raphy.—— 

(1) Whenever a hearing or meeting con- 
ducted by the Committee or any sub- 
committee is open to the public, those pro- 
ceedings shall be open to coverage by tele- 
vision, radio, and still photography subject 
to the requirements of clause 4 of Rule XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives 
and except when the hearing or meeting is 
closed pursuant to the Rules of the House of 
Representatives and of the Committee. The 
coverage of any hearing or meeting of the 
Committee or any subcommittee thereof by 
television, radio, or still photography shall 
be under the direct supervision of the Chair 
of the Committee, the subcommittee chair, 
or other member of the Committee presiding 
at such hearing or meeting and may be ter- 
minated by such member in accordance with 
the Rules of the House of Representatives. 

(2) Personnel providing coverage by the 
television and radio media shall be then cur- 
rently accredited to the Radio and Tele- 
vision Correspondents’ Galleries. 

(3) Personnel providing coverage by still 
photography shall be then accredited to the 
Press Photographers’ Gallery. 

(b) Audio and Video Coverage of Com- 
mittee Hearings and Meetings.—To the max- 
imum extent practicable, the Committee 
shall provide audio and video coverage of 
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each hearing or meeting for the transaction 
of business in a manner that allows the pub- 
lic to easily listen to and view the pro- 
ceedings and shall maintain the recordings 
of such coverage in a manner that is easily 
accessible to the public. Such coverage shall 
be fair and nonpartisan in accordance with 
clause 4(b) of Rule XI of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives and other applica- 
ble rules of the House of Representatives and 
of the Committee. Personnel providing such 
coverage shall be employees of the House of 
Representatives or currently accredited to 
the Radio and Television Correspondents’ 
Galleries. 
RULE 19. COMMITTEE STAFF 


(a) The employees of the Committee shall 
be appointed by the Chair in consultation 
with subcommittee chair and other majority 
party members of the Committee within the 
budget approved for such purposes by the 
Committee. 

(b) The staff appointed by the minority 
shall have their remuneration determined in 
such manner as the minority party members 
of the Committee shall determine within the 
budget approved for such purposes by the 
Committee. 

RULE 20. SUPERVISION AND DUTIES OF 
COMMITTEE STAFF 


The staff of the Committee shall be under 
the general supervision and direction of the 
Chair, who shall establish and assign the du- 
ties and responsibilities of such staff mem- 
bers and delegate authority as he or she de- 
termines appropriate. The staff appointed by 
the minority shall be under the general su- 
pervision and direction of the minority party 
members of the Committee, who may dele- 
gate such authority as they determine ap- 
propriate. All Committee staff shall be as- 
signed to Committee business and no other 
duties may be assigned to them. 

RULE 21. AUTHORIZATION FOR TRAVEL 


(a) Consistent with the primary expense 
resolution and such additional expense reso- 
lutions as may have been approved, the pro- 
visions of this rule shall govern travel of 
Committee members and staff. Travel to be 
paid from funds set aside for the full Com- 
mittee for any member or any staff member 
shall be paid only upon the prior authoriza- 
tion of the Chair. Travel may be authorized 
by the Chair for any member and any staff 
member in connection with the attendance 
of hearings conducted by the Committee or 
any subcommittee thereof and meetings, 
conferences, and investigations that involve 
activities or subject matter under the gen- 
eral jurisdiction of the Committee. The 
Chair shall review travel requests to assure 
the validity to Committee business. Before 
such authorization is given, there shall be 
submitted to the Chair in writing the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) The purpose of the travel; 

(2) The dates during which the travel is to 
be made and the date or dates of the event 
for which the travel is being made; 

(3) The location of the event for which the 
travel is to be made; and 

(4) The names of members and staff seek- 
ing authorization. (b)(1) In the case of travel 
outside the United States of members and 
staff of the Committee for the purpose of 
conducting hearings, investigations, studies, 
or attending meetings and conferences in- 
volving activities or subject matter under 
the legislative assignment of the Committee 
or pertinent subcommittees, prior authoriza- 
tion must be obtained from the Chair, or, in 
the case of a subcommittee, from the sub- 
committee chair and the Chair. Before such 
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authorization is given, there shall be sub- 
mitted to the Chair, in writing, a request for 
such authorization. Each request, which 
shall be filed in a manner that allows for a 
reasonable period of time for review before 
such travel is scheduled to begin, shall in- 
clude the following: 

(A) The purpose of travel; 

(B) The dates during which the travel will 
occur; 

(C) The names of the countries to be vis- 
ited and the length of time to be spent in 
each; 

(D) an agenda of anticipated activities for 
each country for which travel is authorized 
together with a description of the purpose to 
be served and the areas of Committee juris- 
diction involved; and 

(E) The names of members and staff for 
whom authorization is sought. 

(2) Requests for travel outside the United 
States may be initiated by the Chair or the 
chair of a subcommittee (except that indi- 
viduals may submit a request to the Chair 
for the purpose of attending a conference or 
meeting) and shall be limited to members 
and permanent employees of the Committee. 

(3) The Chair shall not approve a request 
involving travel outside the United States 
while the House is in session (except in the 
case of attendance at meetings and con- 
ferences or where circumstances warrant an 
exception). 

(4) At the conclusion of any hearing, inves- 
tigation, study, meeting, or conference for 
which travel outside the United States has 
been authorized pursuant to this rule, each 
subcommittee (or members and staff attend- 
ing meetings or conferences) shall submit a 
written report to the Chair covering the ac- 
tivities of the subcommittee and containing 
the results of these activities and other per- 
tinent observations or information gained as 
a result of such travel. 

(c) Members and staff of the Committee 
performing authorized travel on official busi- 
ness shall be governed by applicable laws, 
resolutions, or regulations of the House of 
Representatives and of the Committee on 
House Administration pertaining to such 
travel, including rules, procedures, and limi- 
tations prescribed by the Committee on 
House Administration with respect to do- 
mestic and foreign expense allowances. 

(d) Prior to the Chair’s authorization for 
any travel, the ranking minority party mem- 
ber shall be given a copy of the written re- 
quest therefor. 

RULE 22. BUDGET AND EXPENSES 


(a) The Chair, in consultation with the ma- 
jority party members of the Committee, 
shall prepare a preliminary budget. Such 
budget shall include necessary amounts for 
staff personnel, for necessary travel, inves- 
tigation, and other expenses of the Com- 
mittee; and, after consultation with the mi- 
nority party membership, the Chair shall in- 
clude amounts budgeted to the minority 
party members for staff personnel to be 
under the direction and supervision of the 
minority party, travel expenses of minority 
party members and staff, and minority party 
office expenses. All travel expenses of minor- 
ity party members and staff shall be paid for 
out of the amounts so set aside and budg- 
eted. The Chair shall take whatever action is 
necessary to have the budget as finally ap- 
proved by the Committee duly authorized by 
the House of Representatives. After such 
budget shall have been adopted, no change 
shall be made in such budget unless approved 
by the Committee. The Chair or the chair of 
any standing subcommittee may initiate 
necessary travel requests as provided in 
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Committee Rule 21 within the limits of their 
portion of the consolidated budget as ap- 
proved by the House, and the Chair may exe- 
cute necessary vouchers therefor. 

(b) Subject to the Rules of the House of 
Representatives and procedures prescribed 
by the Committee on House Administration, 
and with the prior authorization of the Chair 
of the Committee in each case, there may be 
expended in any one session of Congress for 
necessary travel expenses of witnesses at- 
tending hearings in Washington, D.C.: 

(1) Out of funds budgeted and set aside for 
each subcommittee, not to exceed $5,000 for 
expenses of witnesses attending hearings of 
each such subcommittee; 

(2) Out of funds budgeted for the full Com- 
mittee majority, not to exceed $5,000 for ex- 
penses of witnesses attending full Committee 
hearings; and 

(3) Out of funds set aside to the minority 
party members, (A) Not to exceed, for each 
of the subcommittees, $5,000 for expenses of 
witnesses attending subcommittee hearings, 
and (B) Not to exceed $5,000 for expenses of 
witnesses attending full Committee hear- 
ings. 

(c) A full and detailed monthly report ac- 
counting for all expenditures of Committee 
funds shall be maintained in the Committee 
office, where it shall be available to each 
member of the Committee. Such report shall 
show the amount and purpose of each ex- 
penditure, and the budget to which such ex- 
penditure is attributed. 


RULE 23. CHANGES IN COMMITTEE RULES 


The Committee shall not consider a pro- 
posed change in these rules unless the text of 
such change has been delivered or electroni- 
cally sent to all members and notice of its 
prior transmission has been in the hands of 
all members at least 48 hours prior to such 
consideration; a member of the Committee 
shall receive, upon his or her request, a 
paper copy of the proposed change. 


Sea 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, February 13, 2013, at 10 
a.m. for morning-hour debate. 


ee 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


247. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the an- 
nual report on the operations of the Ex- 
change Stabilization Fund (ESF) for Fiscal 
Year 2012, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 5302(c)(2); to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

248. A letter from the Chairman and Presi- 
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
report on transactions involving U.S. exports 
to Cargolux Airlines International S.A. of 
Findel, Luxemburg pursuant to Section 
2(b)(3) of the Export-Import Bank Act of 1945, 
as amended; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

249. A letter from the Chairman and Presi- 
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
report on transactions involving U.S. exports 
to Turk Hava Yollari, A.O. of Istanbul, Tur- 
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key pursuant to Section 2(b)(3) of the Ex- 
port-Import Bank Act of 1945, as amended; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

250. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘Comprehen- 
sive Study on the Impact of the Failure of 
Insured Depository Institutions’; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

251. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Federal Housing Finance Agency, transmit- 
ting the Agency’s final rule — Appraisals for 
Higher-Priced Mortgage Loans (RIN: 2590- 
AA58) received January 28, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

252. A letter from the Director, Regula- 
tions Policy and Management Staff, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the Department’s final rule — Cur- 
rent Good Manufacturing Practice Require- 
ments for Combination Products [Docket 
No.: FDA-2009-N-0435] received January 29, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

253. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Section 173.202(b), 
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations 
(Hebbronville, Texas) [MB Docket No.: 11-38] 
(RM-11621) received January 22, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

254. A letter from the Chief, Broadband Di- 
vision, Wireless Communications Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans- 
mitting the Commission’s final rule — Serv- 
ice Rules for Advanced Wireless Services in 
the 2000-2020 MHz and 2180-2200 MHz Bands; 
Fixed and Mobile Services in the Mobile Sat- 
ellite Service Bands at 1525-1559 MHz and 
1626.5-1660.5 MHz, 1610-1626.5 MHz and 2483.5- 
2500 MHz and 2000-2020 MHz and 2180-2200 
MHz; Service Rules for Advanced Wireless 
Services in the 1915-1920, MHz, 1995-2000 MHz, 
2020-2025 MHz and 2175-2180 MHz Bands [WT 
Docket No.: 12-70] [ET Docket No.: 10-142] 
[WT Docket No.: 04-356] received January 28, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

255. A letter from the Deputy Division 
Chief, Pricing Policy Division, Wireline 
Competition Bureau, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s final rule — Special Access for 
Price Cap Local Exchange Carriers; AT&T 
Corporation Petition for Rulemaking to Re- 
form Regulation of Incumbent Local Ex- 
change Carrier Rates for Interstate Special 
Access Services [WC Docket No.: 05-25] (RM- 
10593) received January 28, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

256. A letter from the Deputy Bureau Chief, 
Wireline Competition Bureau, Federal Com- 
munications Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule — Rural Health Care 
Support Mechanism [WC Docket No.: 02-60] 
received January 28, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

257. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Wire- 
less Telecommunications Bureau, Federal 
Communications Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Amendment of 
the Commission’s Rules Concerning Com- 
mercial Radio Operators [WT Docket No.: 10- 
177] received January 28, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

258. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
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final rule — Dispositioning Boiling Water 
Reactor Licensee Noncompliance with Tech- 
nical Specification Containment Require- 
ments During Operations with a Potential 
for Draining the Reactor Vessel [EGM 11-003, 
Revision 1] received January 22, 2018, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

259. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Dispositioning Violations of Nu- 
clear Regulatory Commission Requirements 
Implementing the Decommissioning Plan- 
ning Rule [EGM-12-002] received January 22, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

260. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Interim Staff Guidance Japan 
Lessons-Learned Project Directorate Guid- 
ance for Performing a Tsunami, Surge, or 
Seiche Hazard Assessment [JLD-ISG-2012-06] 
received January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

261. A letter from the Director, Defense Se- 
curity Cooperation Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s reports containing the September 
30, 2012, status of loans and guarantees issued 
under Section 25(a)(11) of the Arms Export 
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

262. A letter from the Special Inspector 
General for Afghanistan Reconstruction, 
transmitting the eighteenth quarterly report 
on the Afghanistan Reconstruction; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

263. A letter from the Federal Co-Chair, 
Appalachian Regional Commission, trans- 
mitting the Commission’s semiannual report 
from the office of the Inspector General for 
the period April 1, 2012 through September 
30, 2012; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

264. A letter from the Director of Congres- 
sional Affairs, Central Intelligence Agency, 
transmitting a report pursuant to the Fed- 
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

265. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
a report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies 
Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

266. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Board of Governors, Postal Service, trans- 
mitting the Service’s report, as required by 
Section 3686(c) of the Postal Accountability 
and Enhancement Act of 2006; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 


EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself, 
Mr. MARKEY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. 
CONYERS, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Ms. 
NORTON, Ms. McCoLLuM, Mr. DEFA- 
ZIO, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. NADLER, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. MORAN, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. Pouis, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. LAN- 
GEVIN, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. SPEIER, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. HONDA, 
Mrs. CAPPS, and Mr. WAXMAN): 
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H.R. 609. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to repeal fossil fuel sub- 
sidies for large oil companies; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him- 
self, Mr. WOLF, Mr. GIBSON, and Mr. 
PETERSON): 

H.R. 610. A bill to provide for the establish- 
ment of the Tick-Borne Diseases Advisory 
Committee; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him- 
self, Mr. WOLF, Mr. GIBSON, and Mr. 
PETERSON): 

H.R. 611. A bill to provide for the expansion 
of Federal efforts concerning the prevention, 
education, treatment, and research activities 
related to Lyme and other tick-borne dis- 
eases, including the establishment of a Tick- 
Borne Diseases Advisory Committee; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MICHAUD (for himself, Mr. 
RIBBLE, Mr. WALZ, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. 
SCHRADER, and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska): 

H.R. 612. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, with respect to vehicle weight 
limitations applicable to the Interstate Sys- 
tem, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: 

H.R. 618. A bill to establish a market-based 
trigger to determine the capital adequacy of 
bank holding companies and decrease sys- 
temic risk, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 614. A bill to establish the Commis- 
sion on American Discoveries and American 
Jobs to study and recommend improvements 
to the Federal funding of research; to the 


Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology. 
By Mr. HONDA (for himself, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. GRI- 


JALVA, and Mr. MICHAUD): 

H.R. 615. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide market-based 
manufacturing incentives, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HONDA (for himself and Mr. 
CARNEY): 

H.R. 616. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit against 
tax for qualified manufacturing facility con- 
struction costs; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. McKINLEY (for himself, Mr. 
RAHALL, and Mrs. CAPITO): 

H.R. 617. A bill to designate the Federal 
Building and United States Courthouse lo- 
cated at 1125 Chapline Street in Wheeling, 
West Virginia, as the ‘‘Frederick P. Stamp, 
Jr. Federal Building and United States 
Courthouse’’; to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. MICHAUD (for himself, Mr. 
PRICE of North Carolina, Ms. 
BORDALLO, and Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine): 

H.R. 618. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Education to enter into voluntary, flexible 
agreements with certain guarantee agencies 
to provide delinquency prevention and de- 
fault aversion services for borrowers and po- 
tential borrowers of Federal Direct Loans 
under the Higher Education Act of 1965, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 
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By Mr. NADLER: 

H.R. 619. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to place limitations on the pos- 
session, sale, and other disposition of a fire- 
arm by persons convicted of misdemeanor 
sex offenses against children; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 620. A bill to designate the Rachel 
Carson Nature Trail, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself, Mr. 
CONAWAY, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. LATTA, 
Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, and 
Mrs. BLACK): 

H.R. 621. A bill to prohibit funding for the 
Environmental Protection Agency to be used 
to implement or enforce a cap-and-trade pro- 
gram for greenhouse gases, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SABLAN (for himself, Mr. 
HOLT, Mr. PIERLUISI, Ms. BORDALLO, 
Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr. HONDA): 

H.R. 622. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to develop, maintain, and ad- 
minister an annex in Tinian, Commonwealth 
of the Northern Mariana Islands, as an ex- 
tension of the American Memorial Park lo- 
cated in Saipan, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 623. A bill to provide for the convey- 
ance of certain property located in Anchor- 
age, Alaska, from the United States to the 
Alaska Native Tribal Health Consortium; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources, and in 
addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. BARR (for himself and Mr. 
MCKINLEY): 

H.J. Res. 26. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to limit the number of con- 
secutive terms that a Member of Congress 
may serve; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (for him- 
self, Ms. Bass, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. BROWN of 
Florida, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. 
CLARKE, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
CLYBURN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. CUM- 
MINGS, Mr. DANNY K. Davıs of Illi- 
nois, Ms. EDWARDS, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. HINOJOSA, 

Mr. HONDA, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
JEFFRIES, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN- 
SON of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor- 
gia, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. LEWIS, 
Mr. MEEKS, Ms. MOORE, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona, Mr. PAYNE, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, 
Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Ms. SEWELL of 
Alabama, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis- 
sissippi, Mr. VEASEY, Ms. WATERS, 
Mr. WATT, Ms. WILSON of Florida, and 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD): 

H. Con. Res. 12. Concurrent resolution hon- 
oring and praising the National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People on 
the occasion of its 104th anniversary; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 

H. Res. 62. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Secretary of State should seek to amend 
Article 22 of the Statute of the International 
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Court of Justice to move the seat of the 
Court from the Netherlands; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: 

H. Res. 63. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of the first Saturday in Octo- 
ber as ‘‘National Animal Rescue Day/Wins- 
low’s Day” to create awareness, educate hu- 
mans of the importance of adoption, and cre- 
ate a humane environment for any pet, in- 
cluding the importance of spaying and 
neutering of animals, and the encourage- 
ment of animal adoptions throughout the 
United States; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 


—— 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER: 

H.R. 609. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitution of the United States pro- 
vides clear authority for Congress to pass 
legislation regarding income taxes. Article I 
of the Constitution, in detailing Congres- 
sional authority, provides that ‘‘Congress 
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes 
... (Section 8, Clause 1). Further clarifying 
Congressional power to enact an income tax, 
voters amended the Constitution by popular 
vote to provide that ‘‘Congress shall have 
power to lay and collect taxes on incomes, 
from whatever source derived. ...’ (Six- 
teenth Amendment). 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 

H.R. 610. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill is based is Congress’s power under Arti- 
cle I, Section 8, Clause I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 

H.R. 611. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill is based is Congress’s power under Arti- 
cle I, Section 8, Clause I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. MICHAUD: 

H.R. 612. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The power granted to Congress under Arti- 
cle I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: 

H.R. 613. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of section 8 of article I of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 614. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 615. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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section 8 of article I of the Constitution. 
By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 616. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

section 8 of article I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: 

H.R. 617. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 and Article 
1, Section 8, Clause 17 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. MICHAUD: 

H.R. 618. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. NADLER: 

H.R. 619. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

clauses 3 and 18 of section 8 of article I of 
the Constitution. 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 620. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

clause 2 of section 3 of article IV of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 621. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1, Section 7, of Article 1 of the 
United States Constitution. 

Clause 7, Section 9, of Article 1 of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. SABLAN: 

H.R. 622. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Under Article I, section 8, clause 3 and Ar- 
ticle IV, section 3, clause 2 of the Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 623. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 and Article 
1, Section 8, Clause 3. 

By Mr. BARR: 

H.J. Res. 26. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority for this bill is 
stated in Article V of the U.S. Constitution, 
which establishes the method for enacting 
amendments to the Constitution. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 


H.R. 11: Mr. WALZ, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. AN- 
DREWS, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis- 
sissippi, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. 
GALLEGO, and Mr. NEAL. 

H.R. 22: Mr. COBLE. 

H.R. 25: Mr. YOHO. 

H.R. 61: Mr. GOWDY and Mr. DESJARLAIS. 

H.R. 69: Mr. HUFFMAN and Mrs. CAPPS. 

H.R. 71: Mrs. CAPPS. 
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H.R. 111: Mr. FATTAH, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. MORAN, Mr. CICILLINE, and 
Mr. SABLAN. 

H.R. 129: Mr. 

H.R. 134: Mr. 

H.R. 147: Mr. 

H.R. 163: Mr. LEVIN. 

H.R. 164: Mr. LONG, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. STIV- 
ERS, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 182: Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
JONES, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 183: Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. 
CONNOLLY, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. HANNA, Mr. WHIT- 
FIELD, Mr. HIMES, Mr. CICILLINE, and Mrs. 
MCCARTHY of New York. 

H.R. 191: Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 194: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 

H.R. 207: Mr. Ross and Mr. LATHAM. 

H.R. 233: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. ELLISON. 

H.R. 239: Mr. CHAFFETZ. 

H.R. 241: Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 262: Mr. BACHUS and Ms. LEE of Cali- 
fornia. 

H.R. 273: Mr. POSEY, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. BENISHEK, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. 
NUNNELEE, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, and Mr. 
WOMACK. 

H.R. 282: Ms. Foxx and Mr. WALDEN. 

H.R. 283: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER and Mr. 
ROKITA. 

H.R. 288: Mr. PASTOR of Arizona and Mr. 
MORAN. 

H.R. 300: Mrs. DAVIS of California and Mr. 
GOHMERT. 

H.R. 301: Mr. PITTENGER. 

H.R. 317: Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 

H.R. 321: Ms. Bass, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. CARSON of Indiana, and Mrs. NEGRETE 
MCLEOD. 

H.R. 322: Mr. HALL and Mr. OWENS. 

H.R. 324: Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD. 

H.R. 334: Mrs. BLACK, Mr. FRANKS of Ari- 
zona, and Mr. CRAMER. 

H.R. 335: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, 
BROWNLEY of California, Ms. MOORE, 
MURPHY of Florida, Mr. RENACCI, and 
PALAZZO. 

H.R. 341: Mr. SARBANES and Mr. COHEN. 

H.R. 348: Ms. LEE of California, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Mr. ELLISON, and Ms. LINDA T. 
SANCHEZ of California. 

H.R. 351: Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. 
and Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. 

H.R. 360: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. COHEN, Ms. BASS, 
Mr. VELA, and Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD. 

H.R. 367: Mr. RIGELL, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, and 
Mrs. WALORSKI. 

H.R. 376: Mr. VARGAS, Mr. HOLT, Mr. POLIS, 
and Ms. NORTON. 

H.R. 463: Mr. JONES and Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND. 

H.R. 482: Mr. DEUTCH. 

H.R. 485: Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, 
and Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 

H.R. 492: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. 

H.R. 494: Mr. LEWIS, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. RANGEL, and Mr. COFF- 
MAN. 

H.R. 496: Mrs. BLACK, 
BORDALLO. 

H.R. 497: Mr. BUCSHON. 

H.R. 503: Mr. CARSON 
CRAMER. 

H.R. 507: Mr. FRANKS 
GOSAR. 


PETERSON. 
MICHAUD. 
LUETKEMEYER. 


Ms. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


SESSIONS, 


Mr. TIBERI, and Ms. 


of Indiana and Mr. 


of Arizona and Mr. 
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H.R. 520: Mr. VARGAS, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 
Mr. CARSON of Indiana, and Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

H.R. 523: Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. BILIRAKIS, 
Mrs. McCARTHY of New York, Mr. REED, Mr. 
HALL, Mr. CRAMER, and Mr. MEADOWS. 

H.R. 543: Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. CARSON of In- 
diana, Mr. OWENS, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, 
Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. CONNOLLY, and Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 544: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. 

H.R. 555: Mr. THORNBERRY. 

H.R. 557: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. 
PITTS, and Mr. CRAMER. 

H.R. 563: Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 

H.R. 567: Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. HARPER, and Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK. 

H.R. 571: Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 572: Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 574: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and 
Mr. SCHRADER. 

H.R. 578: Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. 
STOCKMAN, and Mr. THORNBERRY. 

H.R. 580: Mr. DAINES, Mr. COTTON, Mr. 
CRAMER, and Mr. MULLIN. 

H.R. 582: Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. ROKITA, and 
Mr. FLORES. 

H.R. 584: Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. MORAN, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. 
McCOLLUM, and Mrs. CAPPS. 

H.R. 588: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. SABLAN, and Mr. COFFMAN. 

H.R. 592: Mr. ENGEL, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. 
JEFFRIES, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 
New York, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, and Mr. 
PASCRELL. 

H.R. 595: Mr. COBLE, Ms. FUDGE, and Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 

H.R. 607: Mr. JONES, Mr. HALL, and Mr. 
WESTMORELAND. 

H.J. Res. 25: Mr. MORAN, Mr. PETERS of 
California, Mr. FARR, and Mr. KEATING. 

H. Con. Res. 8: Mr. NUNNELEE. 

H. Res. 10: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. ScoTT of Vir- 
ginia, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. 
BROWN of Florida, Mr. VARGAS, and Mr. RYAN 
of Ohio. 

H. Res. 24: Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mrs. LUMMIS, 
Mr. FORBES, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. 
Costa, Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. 
CRAMER, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, and 


Mr. COTTON. 

H. Res. 36: Mr. FORBES, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Mr. CULBERSON, and Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE. 


H. Res. 41: Mr. HIMES. 
H. Res. 60: Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. 
McCOLLUM, and Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 


Ss 


CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM- 
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM- 
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 


Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 


OFFERED By MR. ISSA 


The provisions that warranted a referral to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform in H.R. 273 do not contain any 
congressional earmarks, limited tax bene- 
fits, or limited tariff benefits as defined in 
clause 9 of rule XXI. 
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SENATE—Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal Lord God, every day Your 
hand of grace is upon us. Not a moment 
goes by that is not touched by Your 
providence. Give our Senators today 
tongues to speak Your truth and the 
hearts to do Your will. Lord, give them 
such a transcendent spirit that they 
will unleash redemptive forces to 
transform lives. Give them also the 
light of truth to show them where they 
ought to go. Make them faithful stew- 
ards of their time, talents, and testi- 
mony as they seek to live for Your 
glory. 

We pray in Your holy Name. Amen. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable PATRICK J. LEAHY led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


a 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 


-Á 


SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Following leader remarks, 
the Senate will resume consideration 
of S. 47, the Violence Against Women 
Act. Time until 11 a.m. will be equally 
divided and controlled between the two 
leaders or their designees. 

At 11 a.m. there will be up to six roll- 
call votes in order to complete action 
on this legislation. Following disposi- 
tion of VAWA, the Violence Against 
Women Act, we will recess until 2:15 
p.m. to allow for the weekly caucus 
meetings. 

The State of the Union Address is 
this evening. Senators will gather at 
8:20 p.m. tonight in this Chamber in 
order to proceed as a body to the House 
of Representatives, where the speech 
will be given. 

There are up to six rollcall votes re- 
maining: the Leahy amendment deal- 
ing with sex trafficking, the Portman 
amendment dealing with sex traf- 
ficking, the Murkowski amendment 
dealing with tribal protections, the 
Coburn amendment dealing with con- 
solidation of DOJ rape programs, the 


Coburn amendment dealing with notice 
to victims and, most importantly, final 
passage of this legislation. 

We are still working on some com- 
mittee hearings that are creating some 
conflict, and we are going to see if we 
can work something out. At this stage 
we have not done that. Unless we ask 
the Senate to change the voting order, 
we will have those votes starting at 11 
o’clock today. 

STATE OF THE UNION 

Four years ago, as newly elected 
President of the United States, Barack 
Obama prepared to deliver his first ad- 
dress to a joint session of Congress. 
The country at that time was in the 
midst of a grave crisis. Our economy 
had been shaken to its core by a finan- 
cial crisis sparked by Wall Street 
greed. Millions of Americans had lost 
their jobs, their homes, and their hope. 

President Obama predicted America 
would rise to meet the challenges of 
the day. He said: 

We will rebuild, we will recover, and the 
United States of America will emerge 
stronger than before. The weight of this cri- 
sis will not determine the destiny of this Na- 
tion. 

Four years later we can say with cer- 
tainty he was right. Over the last 35 
months, American businesses have cre- 
ated more than 6.1 million jobs—6.1 
million jobs—including hundreds of 
thousands of jobs in manufacturing in 
the auto industry. As a matter of fact, 
the figures are staggering. Five hun- 
dred thousand manufacturing jobs have 
been added, and 1 million jobs have 
been saved due to the President’s auto 
rescue program. That is a fairly signifi- 
cant change. 

We still have a long way to go to get 
back to full strength, and there are 
still too many Americans out of work. 
We made solid progress in the last 4 
years, but we have a long way to go. 
The depth of the crisis did not deter- 
mine our destiny. Instead, determina- 
tion drove us to prosper again. We are 
faced with an opportunity disguised as 
a challenge. We must build on this 
progress, fostering a lasting recovery 
that ensures Americans’ success is de- 
termined by the strength of their will, 
not the size of their wallet. 

Tonight, President Obama will chart 
a course to maintain the economic 
progress we made and revitalize the 
still struggling middle class. I look for- 
ward to hearing his vision. I expect the 
President will call for commonsense in- 
vestments in our future. Investments 
have been deferred for far too long be- 
cause of economic turmoil. When times 
are hard, these investments are easy to 
put off. If America hopes to compete in 


a changing world, we must prepare to- 
day’s students for tomorrow’s jobs. We 
must give small businesses and Amer- 
ican manufacturers the support they 
need to thrive. We must stop relying on 
foreign oil and start investing in re- 
newable energy. It is better for our en- 
vironment and for our economy. 

If we hope to rebuild and maintain a 
world-class economy, we must build a 
21st century infrastructure to support 
that economy. Renewing these invest- 
ments is not only the right thing to do 
for our country, it is the right thing to 
do for our economy. 

In the last 4 years the President has 
repeatedly reached across the aisle to 
Republicans, suggesting we find com- 
mon ground for the sake of recovery. 
Tonight will be no different. He will 
reach across that aisle. I expect the 
President’s proposal will include ideas 
supported by both Democrats and, in 
the past, Republicans. I hope my Re- 
publican colleagues will give his vision 
the consideration it deserves. 

Tonight President Obama will also 
propose a balanced alternative to the 
devastating automatic spending cuts 
which take effect next month. Demo- 
crats believe we should prevent these 
harmful arbitrary cuts, cuts to both 
military and, initiatives to help mid- 
dle-class families prosper. Remember, 
Republicans in the Senate and in the 
House voted for these harsh measures. 
We could easily avert these job-de- 
stroying cuts which would hinder the 
economic recovery by ending wasteful 
tax breaks for corporations and give- 
aways to companies that ship jobs 
overseas. A balanced approach to pare 
senseless spending reduction with a 
modest contribution from the wealthi- 
est Americans would limit the damage 
of the so-called sequestration. 

I was disappointed to learn yesterday 
the Republican leaders in the House 
have no intention of bringing legisla- 
tion to the floor to replace the seques- 
ter with a more sensible approach. 
They are going to do nothing. 

Senate Democrats will offer their 
own solution to the sequester later this 
week. If Republicans truly agree that 
these across-the-board cuts would be 
damaging to our economy and to na- 
tional security, they should work to 
help us pass an alternative. 

During his first State of the Union 
Address a long time ago, the first 
President of the United States, George 
Washington, told Congress this: 

The welfare of our country is the great ob- 
ject to which our cares and efforts ought to 
be directed. 

As Republicans and Democrats from 
both Chambers come together, I repeat, 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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the welfare of our country is the great 
object to which our cares and efforts 
ought to be directed. 

Democrats and Republicans should 
hear the message that George Wash- 
ington gave a long time ago. It is im- 
portant to listen to the State of the 
Union tonight, which we will, and we 
should all keep in mind the words of 
George Washington. Despite our dif- 
ferences, if there is the will to work to- 
gether, the power to build an economy 
works for every American, and we will 
succeed. 


EE 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHATZ). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


-o 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2013 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of S. 47, which the 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 47) to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 

Pending: 

Coburn amendment No. 15, to more quickly 
resolve rape cases and reduce the deficit by 
consolidating unnecessary duplication with- 
in the Department of Justice. 

Coburn amendment No. 16, to amend the 
requirements for speedy notice to victims 
and to require a report to Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 11 
a.m. will be equally divided between 
the two leaders or their designees. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the time be 
equally divided between both sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re- 
publican leader is recognized. 

STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, to- 
night we will welcome the President to 
the Capitol to deliver his State of the 
Union Address. 

As I mentioned yesterday, Repub- 
licans will be listening with great in- 
terest to see where the President plans 
to take the country over the coming 
year. Some media outlets are already 
reporting we will be subjected to an- 
other litany of leftwing proposals, with 
plenty of red meat for the President’s 
base. I sure hope not. The campaign is 
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over, and the fact is that if the Presi- 
dent plans to accomplish anything 
good for the country in the coming 


months, he is going to have to go 
through a Republican-controlled 
House. 


So this morning I would like to hum- 
bly suggest once again that it is time 
for the President to reach out to Con- 
gress, including Republicans, and make 
divided government work. That is how 
he will actually address the issues 
Americans are most concerned about 
right now, and it is the only way. 

The first issue many of us will be lis- 
tening for tonight is the President’s 
plan for controlling spending and re- 
placing the Obama sequester. The 
record is clear that the President and 
his aides came up with that sequester, 
and they got it. It is a little puzzling to 
see them now trying to pass it off like 
a hot potato. 

Republicans have been very clear 
about the fact that we would rather 
enact smarter spending cuts. House Re- 
publicans even voted on the plan—not 
once but twice—to do just that. But 
Washington Democrats so far have 
failed to put forward a serious proposal 
of their own. They ignored the issue for 
more than 1 year before finally show- 
ing up to the debate last week with the 
usual gimmicks. 

This is the President’s chance to 
rally the American people around a 
real set of spending cuts and reforms. I 
will be interested to see what he plans 
to offer because what we have been 
hearing so far, frankly, isn’t very en- 
couraging. He needs to understand the 
American people will not accept at- 
tempts to replace deficit reduction 
both parties have already agreed to 
with tax hikes. We already agreed to 
reduce spending in the amount the se- 
quester would reduce spending when we 
voted for the Budget Control Act back 
in August of 2011 and the President 
signed it. 

What we expect the President will be 
offering are tax hikes we all know 
would be used to finance even more 
spending, when we promised the Amer- 
ican people we would spend less. If the 
President does try to do that, then he 
shouldn’t expect anyone else to go 
along, least of all the American people. 

Many on both sides of the aisle sup- 
port eliminating tax loopholes in the 
context of fundamental bipartisan tax 
simplification that lowers tax rates, 
and we hope to have a chance to do 
that in the months ahead. But it is bad 
policy to punish this industry or that 
one so Washington can fund 1 more 
week of government spending and 
cause more Americans to lose their 
jobs. 

Remember, due to the operation of 
law, the President already got the tax 
increases he wanted back on January 1. 
Because the law expired, the President 
got the tax increases he wanted—not 
with any votes, but he got it by the op- 
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eration of law. So we are done with 
that part of the equation. The tax issue 
is over. 

If the President wants a balanced ap- 
proach, now is the time to show his 
hand on the spending cuts and reforms 
he will accept. That is how compromise 
works. But when we hear the White 
House suggest the challenge of control- 
ling spending is essentially complete or 
when we hear the House Democratic 
leader echo the President’s claim that 
we don’t have a spending problem, it is 
hard to know where to start after a ri- 
diculous suggestion such as that. 

Over the weekend I spent some time 
in Nelson County, KY, and I can assure 
everyone the folks I spoke with there 
strongly disagree with the President’s 
assessment. 

The truth is the President knows bet- 
ter than that himself. Deep down he 
knows spending is completely out of 
control. He knows the debt has already 
grown by $6 trillion over his 4 years in 
office. He knows that without spending 
reform, the national debt will increase 
to double the size of our economy in 
just a few decades. He knows some- 
thing must be done now to save Medi- 
care and Social Security before they go 
broke. Tonight is a chance to show it, 
to be straight with the American peo- 
ple, and to reveal what he plans to do 
about all this. 

The good news is that many of the 
things we need to do to control spend- 
ing and many of the things we need to 
do to get the economy moving again 
are all one and the same. So I was 
pleased to read the President might 
pivot to jobs again. Unfortunately, we 
have seen that headline so many times 
before. We will have to wait to see how 
serious it actually is. I have lost count 
of how many times the President has 
made one of those pivots. He has 
pivoted so many times, reporters cov- 
ering the White House must be getting 
completely dizzy. 

I also hope the President doesn’t call 
for more Washington spending tonight. 
Not only is that an ineffective way to 
create jobs, but it is also the very rea- 
son our debt continues to climb to such 
completely unsustainable levels. 

If the President does want to do 
something about job creation for a 
change, he should leave aside the 
things we know haven’t worked and try 
some things that will, such as getting 
the government out of the way. Not 
only will that help jump-start the pri- 
vate economy, it will help us get spend- 
ing under control at the same time. It 
would be a twofer. Jump-start the pri- 
vate economy and get spending under 
control at the same time is the best 
way to improve this economy. 

I also hope the President will use the 
big stage he will have tonight to fi- 
nally level with the American people 
about the consequences of ObamaCare. 
They deserve to know what is about to 
hit them—the cost increases, the pre- 
mium hikes, the taxes. They deserve to 
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know that not only may they not be 
able to keep the health plan they have 
and like but that CBO tells us there 
will also be fewer jobs. I know these 
things will not be easy for him to say, 
but that is what it means to be a 
statesman; to be honest with the peo- 
ple you represent, to admit when some- 
thing doesn’t turn out the way you said 
it would. 

Even if we don’t hear the President 
speak directly to the issues Americans 
are most concerned about tonight, Iam 
confident the man who is set to follow 
him with the Republican’s response 
will do just that. In some ways, Sen- 
ator RUBIO embodies the American 
dream. As the child of immigrants, he 
is uniquely positioned to speak to the 
aspirations of the middle class. Unlike 
our rather easily distracted President, 
Senator RUBIO has never had to pivot 
to jobs. He has kept a laser focus on job 
creation and the economy ever since he 
got here. 

I have laid out the issues the Presi- 
dent needs to address if he is interested 
in working with Republicans to get 
some good things done for the country 
in the days and months ahead. I sure 
hope he is listening. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re- 
publican whip. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, as 
President Obama gets ready to deliver 
his State of the Union Address tonight, 
I would like to remind the American 
people of what he said 4 years ago dur- 
ing his first speech to a joint session of 
Congress. Four years ago President 
Obama said he did not believe in big 
government. 

Since then he has given us four con- 
secutive trillion-dollar deficits, he has 
nationalized our health care sector, 
and he has used Federal agencies to im- 
pose Draconian regulations. If we add 
the cost of all these proposed or final 
regulations the Obama administration 
published last year, the total economic 
burden comes to more than $236 billion. 
That is a wet blanket on the American 
economy and economic growth and job 
creation. If anyone out there still 
thinks President Obama opposes big 
government, as the song goes, “Tve got 
some oceanfront property in Arizona” 
I’d like to sell you. 

Four year ago the President told us 
he was concerned about our massive 
national debt. Since then our gross na- 
tional debt has increased by nearly $6 
trillion and has grown larger than the 
entire U.S. economy. 

Four year ago the President said we 
could not ignore our long-term chal- 
lenges. Since then he has ignored the 
recommendations of his own bipartisan 
fiscal commission known as Simpson- 
Bowles, and his own Treasury Sec- 
retary has acknowledged that the 
Obama administration does not have a 
serious plan for long-term debt reduc- 
tion. 
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Four years ago the President told us 
his trillion-dollar debt-financed stim- 
ulus package would feature unprece- 
dented oversight. Then we learned the 
stimulus package wasted money on 
boondoggles such as Solyndra. 

Four years ago the President prom- 
ised us his plan for health care reform 
would reduce the cost of health care for 
American families. Since then the cost 
of employer-provided family health in- 
surance has increased by more than 
$2,300 per family. 

Four years ago the President said he 
viewed the Federal budget as a blue- 
print for our future. Since then two of 
the President’s budget proposals have 
been unanimously rejected by this 
Chamber—by Republicans and Demo- 
crats alike—and America’s credit rat- 
ing has been downgraded. 

If you buy these unfulfilled promises 
the President has made over the last 4 
years, as the song goes, not only will I 
sell you some oceanfront property in 
Arizona, “T11 throw the Golden Gate in 
for free.” 

In short, much of what the President 
has said in February of 2009 has been 
hollow rhetoric, unmet with action and 
followup. I can only hope the Presi- 
dent’s speech tonight will seriously ad- 
dress our biggest fiscal challenges: a 
debt burden larger than our economy, 
$37 trillion in unfunded Medicare liabil- 
ities, and more than $100 trillion in 
total unfunded liabilities. 

In addition, I can only hope the 
President will offer a serious plan for 
boosting economic growth and reduc- 
ing unemployment. Amid the longest 
period of high unemployment since the 
Great Depression, with the national 
rate still hovering near 8 percent, 
Americans deserve a President who is 
focused intensely on the right policies 
for job creation. 

A second term offers a second chance. 
If the President wants to regain the 
credibility he has lost over the last 4 
years on each of these issues, he will 
start tonight. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, what is 
the regular order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate is considering S. 47. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, before I 
go on to that, I would note that many 
have come to this floor to talk about 
the deficit and things of that nature. I 
ask anybody who is decrying our def- 
icit if they voted for a needless war in 
Iraq and then voted to put it on the 
credit card. 

The war in Iraq has cost this Nation 
nearly $1 trillion so far, and with all 
the wounded who have come back from 
this unnecessary war, we will, beyond 
the lifetime of most of us, still be pay- 
ing for that. 

The wars in Iraq and Afghanistan are 
the only wars in America’s history we 
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did not have a special tax to pay for— 
both were put on a credit card. They 
were begun at a time when the last ad- 
ministration had inherited a large sur- 
plus from the Democratic administra- 
tion before it. Since I have been old 
enough to vote, only Democratic ad- 
ministrations have left surpluses. But 
they took that surplus, wasted it on 
the war in Iraq, and because they were 
unwilling to pay for this war—a war 
that was paid for only by the men and 
women who served and their families; 
we don’t have a draft—most people can 
say: It didn’t affect me. Well, it af- 
fected those families enormously, and 
it will affect every single taxpayer for 
the rest of their lives because it will 
take that long to pay for a war that so 
many in this body and the other body 
voted for but then stood up and said: 
We cannot possibly have taxes to pay 
for things we are spending money on. 
That is one thing they voted for—for 
the first time in the history of this 
country, they voted to not pay for a 
war. 

I urge everybody not to lose sight of 
the fact that a major part of our deficit 
was caused by the House and Senate 
voting for a war we never should have 
been in, one I voted against. In fact, ev- 
erybody who actually read the intel- 
ligence material voted against it. Now 
our children and our grandchildren will 
have to pay for our mistakes. 

I don’t want to hear lectures about 
our deficit from people who voted to 
help create that deficit by voting for 
an unnecessary war. 

On the subject we are on, S. 47, after 
more than a week of consideration, the 
Senate will finally vote on the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act. This is a good bill that makes 
needed changes recommended by vic- 
tims and those who work with them 
every day. I urge all those Senators 
who have opposed reauthorizing VAWA 
to end their opposition and join with 
us. Despite the predictions by some 
that the Republican House of Rep- 
resentatives will refuse to consider the 
Senate bill, as it did last year, I see 
reason for hope. 

Just yesterday 17 Republican mem- 
bers of the House wrote to their own 
leadership urging immediate reauthor- 
ization of VAWA. They rejected the 
ideological opposition of Heritage and 
the Family Research Council. They 
recognize that VAWA is effective, effi- 
cient and successful ‘‘in curbing domes- 
tic violence and supporting victims,” 
and that ‘‘VAWA programs save lives.” 
They also note, as I have said repeat- 
edly on this floor: ‘‘VAWA must reach 
all victims and perpetrators of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault and stalking in every community 
in the country.” 

I ask unanimous consent that a copy 
of the Republican members’ letter to 
Speaker BOEHNER be printed in the 
RECORD at the conclusion of my re- 
marks. 
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The Senate has rejected the Repub- 
lican substitute and defeated the 
Coburn amendment to strip the tribal 
jurisdiction provisions that have been 
included in the Senate bill for the past 
two years. Those amendments would 
have greatly narrowed VAWA’s ability 
to prevent crime and help victims and 
would have undercut our commitment 
to all victims of rape and domestic vio- 
lence. I hope Senators will continue to 
vote against amendments that weaken 
this important legislation. 

This morning the Senate has the op- 
portunity to vote for an amendment 
that goes in the opposite direction 
from the Coburn amendments by allow- 
ing us to help more victims of serious 
crime in the United States and around 
the world. This morning the Senate is 
to vote on the Trafficking Victims Pro- 
tection Reauthorization Act. That is 
another bipartisan bill that was writ- 
ten with the input of victims and serv- 
ice providers to make critical improve- 
ments to existing law. Last year, this 
legislation had 57 cosponsors—includ- 
ing 15 Republicans. In particular, I 
thank Senator RUBIO who has been a 
strong cosponsor of this important 
measure. 

Today is February 12, the day on 
which Abraham Lincoln was born. It 
was 150 years ago that he delivered the 
Emancipation Proclamation and it 
would be fitting that the Senate pass 
the Trafficking Victims Protection Re- 
authorization Act on his birthday. Al- 
though the 13th amendment to our 
Constitution was ratified long ago, 
making slavery illegal, we continue to 
fight human trafficking, which can 
amount to modern day slavery. This 
terrible crime still occurs throughout 
the world—including in the United 
States of America. The Polaris Project 
estimates that there are more than 27 
million victims of human trafficking 
worldwide today. 

The Trafficking Victims Protection 
Reauthorization Act will help us con- 
tinue to make real progress on this 
issue. It is a parallel effort to our reau- 
thorization of the Violence Against 
Women Act. Our effort is to stop 
human trafficking at its roots by sup- 
porting both domestic and inter- 
national efforts to fight against traf- 
ficking and to punish its perpetrators. 
We provide critical resources to help 
support victims as they rebuild their 
lives. 

This measure strengthens criminal 
anti-trafficking statutes to ensure that 
law enforcement agencies have the 
tools they need to effectively combat 
all forms of trafficking. It ensures bet- 
ter coordination among Federal agen- 
cies, between law enforcement and vic- 
tim service providers, and with foreign 
countries to work on every facet of this 
complicated problem. It includes meas- 
ures to encourage victims to come for- 
ward and report this terrible crime, 
which leads to more prosecutions and 
help for more victims. 
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We have included accountability 
measures to ensure that Federal funds 
are used for their intended purposes, 
and we have streamlined programs to 
focus scarce resources on the ap- 
proaches that have been the most suc- 
cessful. A Senator asserted yesterday 
that trafficking programs have been 
wasteful and duplicative. In fact, the 
programs supported by this amend- 
ment have been carefully tracked and 
shown to be effective. Nonetheless, the 
amendment reduces authorization lev- 
els by almost a third from the levels in 
the last reauthorization because we are 
determined to ensure efficiency and re- 
spond to concerns. We have made simi- 
lar efforts to streamline VAWA. 

The United States remains a beacon 
of hope for so many who face human 
rights abuses. We know that young 
women and girls often just 11, 12, or 13 
years old are being bought and sold. We 
know that workers are being held and 
forced into labor against their will. I 
urge all Senators to join in passing the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reau- 
thorization Act. People in this country 
and millions around the world are 
counting on us. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, DC, February 11, 2013. 
Speaker JOHN BOEHNER, 
Majority Leader ERIC CANTOR. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER AND LEADER CAN- 
TOR: We are writing to urge you to imme- 
diately reauthorize the Violence Against 
Women Act (VAWA). As you know, we are 
long overdue in passing a reauthorization of 
this landmark piece of legislation which 
seeks to reduce instances of domestic vio- 
lence and protect women who are victims of 
such violence. 

Over the course of the past several years, 
we have met with constituents in our dis- 
tricts who agree that VAWA programs are an 
important part of a larger criminal justice 
framework that seeks to reduce abuse 
against women and children. We appreciate 
the need to make efficient and effective use 
of federal dollars, and believe that VAWA 
programs in our districts have met that 
threshold and have been a success in curbing 
domestic violence and supporting victims. 
Now is the time to seek bipartisan com- 
promise on the reauthorization of these pro- 
grams. VAWA programs save lives, and we 
must allow states and communities the op- 
portunity to build upon the successes of cur- 
rent VAWA programs so that we can help 
even more people. 

It is unfortunate that states are already 
preparing for Congress’s inaction. In New 
Jersey, for example, the state legislature re- 
cently passed a bridge fund bill to fill the 
void left by a lack of federal funds in the 
event VAWA is not reauthorized. 

We believe a bipartisan plan to reauthorize 
VAWA is more important than ever. Last 
year, in a bipartisan letter many of us in the 
Republican Conference wrote to the Judici- 
ary Committee, we said: ‘‘VAWA must reach 
all victims and perpetrators of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking in every community in the coun- 
try.” This statement still holds true, and un- 
derscores the need to reauthorize this crit- 
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ical legislation. If you have any questions, or 
if we can be of additional assistance, your 
staff may contact Joe Heaton with Rep. Run- 
yan. 

Sincerely, 

Jon Runyan, Charlie Dent, Dave 
Reichert, Richard Hanna, David Joyce, 
Shelley Moore-Capito, Frank LoBi- 
ondo, Michael Fitzpatrick, Jim Ger- 
lach, Chris Gibson, Rodney Freling- 
huysen, Leonard Lance, Patrick Mee- 
han, Rodney Davis, Tom Reed, Lee 
Terry, Michael Grimm, Members of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. LEAHY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD let- 
ters from human rights and civil rights 
organizations in support of S. 47, the 
Violence Against Women Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2013. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE 
ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE, 
Washington, DC, February 1, 2013. 
Re NAACP Strong Support for S. 47, to Reau- 
thorize the 1994 Violence Against Women 
Act 


Senator PATRICK LEAHY, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY: On behalf of the 
NAACP, our nation’s oldest, largest and 
most widely-recognized grassroots-based 
civil rights organization, I would like to sin- 
cerely thank you for your leadership in in- 
troducing S. 47, legislation strengthening 
and reauthorizing the 1994 Violence Against 
Women Act (VAWA). As strong and con- 
sistent supporters of VAWA, the NAACP rec- 
ognizes that this important legislation 
would improve criminal justice and commu- 
nity-based responses to domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault and stalking 
in the United States. 

As you know, the NAACP supported the 
passage of VAWA in 1994, and its reauthor- 
ization in 2000 and 2005. We have witnessed 
VAWA change the landscape for victims of 
violence in the United States who once suf- 
fered in silence. Victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault and 
stalking have now been able to access serv- 
ices, and a new generation of families and 
justice system professionals has come to un- 
derstand that domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault and stalking are crimes 
that our society will no longer tolerate. 
Your bill will not only continue proven effec- 
tive programs, but that it will make key 
changes to streamline VAWA and make sure 
that even more people have access to safety, 
stability and justice. 

Thank you again for your continued lead- 
ership in this endeavor. Your thoughtfulness 
and tenacity in this area over the years has 
improved the lives of millions of Americans. 
Should you have any questions or comments, 
please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 
HILARY O. SHELTON, 
Director, NAACP 
Washington Bureau 
& Senior Vice Presi- 
dent for Advocacy 
and Policy. 


SEATTLE HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION 
RESOLUTION #13-01: SUPPORT FOR REAUTHOR- 
IZATION OF VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT 
Whereas, all Seattle residents are born free 
and equal in dignity and rights; and 
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Whereas, the Seattle Human Rights Com- 
mission is committed to protecting and ad- 
vocating for justice, human rights, and the 
equal treatment of all people who live and 
work in Seattle; and 

Whereas, on December 10, 2012, Seattle offi- 
cially declared itself a Human Rights City 
through Council Resolution Number 31420; 
and 

Whereas, human safety is a fundamental 
human right and violence against women is 
a violation of human rights; and 

Whereas, Congress failed to reauthorize the 
Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) in the 
112th Congress; and 

Whereas, in the 112th Congress, the U.S. 
Senate passed a version of VAWA that in- 
cluded important protections for groups par- 
ticularly affected by violence against 
women, such as Native Americans, immi- 
grants, and LGBTQ communities; and 

Whereas, in the 112th Congress the U.S. 
House of Representatives passed a version of 
VAWA that left out those protections for Na- 
tive Americans, immigrants, and LGBTQ 
communities; and 

Whereas, in the current 118th Congress, the 
Senate is considering a nearly identical bill 
(S. 47) to the one it passed in the 112th Con- 
gress which contains the same important 
protections for Native Americans, immi- 
grants, and LGBTQ communities; and 

Whereas, in the current 113th Congress, 
Rep. Gwen Moore introduced the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013 
(H.R. 11) in the House of Representatives, 
which is identical to the Senate bill; and 

Whereas, protections against sexual as- 
sault and domestic violence for Native 
Americans, immigrants, and LGBTQ commu- 
nities are required in order to guarantee the 
human rights of equality, safety, liberty, in- 
tegrity and dignity which are enshrined in 
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 
the Convention on the Elimination of All 
Forms of Discrimination against Women 
(CEDAW), the International Convention on 
the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Dis- 
crimination, the International Covenant on 
Civil and Political Rights, and the American 
Declaration on Human Rights among others; 

Whereas, in 2011 the United Nations Spe- 
cial Rapporteur on Violence Against Women 
recommended that the U.S. reassess its laws 
and policies protecting domestic violence 
survivors and punishing abusers, including 
the recognition of tribal authority to pros- 
ecute offenders contained in the current Sen- 
ate bill (S. 47); and 

Whereas, in 2011 the Inter-American Com- 
mission of Human Rights (ICHR) ordered the 
United States to comply with its inter- 
national duty to prevent violence against 
women in the case of Jessica Lenahan 
(Gonzáles) v. the United States, through the 
enactment of legislation and policy reforms 
that do not discriminate and provide for 
equal protection before the law to victims of 
domestic violence and their children, under 
Article 2 of the American Declaration on 
Human Rights; and 

Whereas, in 2012 the Commission joined 
with the Seattle Women’s Commission to 
call for the U.S. House to pass the Senate 
version of VAWA and on June 27, 2012, the 
Commission co-sponsored a public rally with 
the Seattle Women’s Commission to support 
the Senate version of VAWA; and 

Whereas, on September 6, 2012 the Commis- 
sion adopted Resolution 12-03 urging the 
House to pass the Senate version of VAWA, 

Now therefore be it resolved, that the Se- 
attle Human Rights Commission hereby calls 
upon the United States Congress to reau- 
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thorize the Violence Against Women Act by 
passing legislation which does not leave out 
fundamental protections for Native Ameri- 
cans, immigrants, and LGBTQ communities 
in recognition of the principle that safety is 
a fundamental human right and violence 
against women is a violation of human 
rights; and 

Now therefore be it further resolved, that 
the Seattle Human Rights Commission urges 
the Senate to pass S. 47 and the House to 
pass H.R. 11; and 

Now therefore be it finally resolved, that 
should the House leadership decide against 
advancing H.R. 11, then in that case the Se- 
attle Human Rights Commission urges the 
House to pass legislation that still contains 
protection for Native Americans, immi- 
grants, and LGBTQ communities. 

Adopted by the Seattle Human Rights 
Commission on February 1, 2013 

CHRISTOPHER STEARNS, 
Chairman, 

JENNIFER YOGI, 
Secretary. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum and ask that 
the time be equally divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, we have 
had an early unanimous consent order, 
so following that, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the sequence of votes out- 
lined under the previous order now 
start at 11:30 a.m., and the additional 
30 minutes of debate be equally divided 
between the two leaders or their des- 
ignees; that following the disposition 
of the Coburn amendment No. 15, the 
Senate recess for the weekly caucus 
meetings; further, that at 2:15 p.m., the 
Senate resume the sequence of votes 
under the previous order; and finally, 
all other provisions of the previous 
order remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that my amend- 
ment numbered 21 be modified with the 
changes that are at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum and ask that 
the time be equally divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 21, AS MODIFIED 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I call up 
my amendment numbered 21, as modi- 
fied. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 


The Senator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) 
proposes an amendment numbered 21, as 
modified. 


The amendment (No. 21), as modified, 
is as follows: 
At the end, add the following: 
TITLE XII—TRAFFICKING VICTIMS 
PROTECTION 


Subtitle A—Combating International 
Trafficking in Persons 
SEC. 1201. REGIONAL STRATEGIES FOR COM- 
BATING TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS. 

Section 105 of the Trafficking Victims Pro- 
tection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7103) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (d)(7)(J), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 105(f) of this division” and inserting 
“subsection (g)’’; 

(2) in subsection (e)(2)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(2) COORDINATION OF 
CERTAIN ACTIVITIES.—” and all that fol- 
lows through ‘‘exploitation.’’; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
paragraph (2), and moving such paragraph, as 
so redesignated, 2 ems to the left; and 

(C) by redesignating clauses (i) and (ii) as 
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, and 
moving such subparagraphs, as so redesig- 
nated, 2 ems to the left; 

(3) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (g); and 

(4) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(f) REGIONAL STRATEGIES FOR COMBATING 
TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS.—Each regional bu- 
reau in the Department of State shall con- 
tribute to the realization of the anti-traf- 
ficking goals and objectives of the Secretary 
of State. Each year, in cooperation with the 
Office to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in 
Persons, each regional bureau shall submit a 
list of anti-trafficking goals and objectives 
to the Secretary of State for each country in 
the geographic area of responsibilities of the 
regional bureau. Host governments shall be 
informed of the goals and objectives for their 
particular country and, to the extent pos- 
sible, host government officials should be 
consulted regarding the goals and objec- 
tives.”’. 

SEC. 1202. PARTNERSHIPS AGAINST SIGNIFICANT 
TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS. 

The Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 
2000 is amended by inserting after section 105 
(22 U.S.C. 7103) the following: 

“SEC. 105A. CREATING, BUILDING, AND 
STRENGTHENING PARTNERSHIPS 
AGAINST SIGNIFICANT TRAF- 
FICKING IN PERSONS. 

“(a) DECLARATION OF PURPOSE.—The pur- 
pose of this section is to promote collabora- 
tion and cooperation— 

“(1) between the United States Govern- 
ment and governments listed on the annual 
Trafficking in Persons Report; 

“(2) between foreign governments and civil 
society actors; and 

“(3) between the United States Govern- 
ment and private sector entities. 

“(b) PARTNERSHIPS.—The Director of the 
office established pursuant to section 
105(e)(1) of this Act, in coordination and co- 
operation with other officials at the Depart- 
ment of State, officials at the Department of 
Labor, and other relevant officials of the 
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United States Government, shall promote, 
build, and sustain partnerships between the 
United States Government and private enti- 
ties, including foundations, universities, cor- 
porations, community-based organizations, 
and other nongovernmental organizations, to 
ensure that— 

“(1) United States citizens do not use any 
item, product, or material produced or ex- 
tracted with the use and labor from victims 
of severe forms of trafficking; and 

“(2) such entities do not contribute to traf- 
ficking in persons involving sexual exploi- 
tation. 

‘“(c) PROGRAM TO ADDRESS EMERGENCY SIT- 
UATIONS.—The Secretary of State, acting 
through the Director established pursuant to 
section 105(e)(1) of this Act, is authorized to 
establish a fund to assist foreign govern- 
ments in meeting unexpected, urgent needs 
in prevention of trafficking in persons, pro- 
tection of victims, and prosecution of traf- 
ficking offenders. 

‘*(d) CHILD PROTECTION COMPACTS.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State, 
in consultation with the Administrator of 
the United States Agency for International 
Development, the Secretary of Labor, and 
the heads of other relevant agencies, is au- 
thorized to provide assistance under this sec- 
tion for each country that enters into a child 
protection compact with the United States 
to support policies and programs that— 

“(A) prevent and respond to violence, ex- 
ploitation, and abuse against children; and 

“(B) measurably reduce the trafficking of 
minors by building sustainable and effective 
systems of justice, prevention, and protec- 
tion. 

‘(2) ELEMENTS.—A child protection com- 
pact under this subsection shall establish a 
multi-year plan for achieving shared objec- 
tives in furtherance of the purposes of this 
Act. The compact should take into account, 
if applicable, the national child protection 
strategies and national action plans for 
human trafficking of a country, and shall de- 
scribe— 

‘(A) the specific objectives the foreign 
government and the United States Govern- 
ment expect to achieve during the term of 
the compact; 

‘“(B) the responsibilities of the foreign gov- 
ernment and the United States Government 
in the achievement of such objectives; 

‘(C) the particular programs or initiatives 
to be undertaken in the achievement of such 
objectives and the amount of funding to be 
allocated to each program or initiative by 
both countries; 

“(D) regular outcome indicators to mon- 
itor and measure progress toward achieving 
such objectives; 

“(E) a multi-year financial plan, including 
the estimated amount of contributions by 
the United States Government and the for- 
eign government, and proposed mechanisms 
to implement the plan and provide oversight; 

“(F) how a country strategy will be devel- 
oped to sustain progress made toward 
achieving such objectives after expiration of 
the compact; and 

‘“(G) how child protection data will be col- 
lected, tracked, and managed to provide 
strengthened case management and policy 
planning. 

(3) FORM OF _  ASSISTANCE.—Assistance 
under this subsection may be provided in the 
form of grants, cooperative agreements, or 
contracts to or with national governments, 
regional or local governmental units, or non- 
governmental organizations or private enti- 
ties with expertise in the protection of vic- 
tims of severe forms of trafficking in per- 
sons. 
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**(4) ELIGIBLE COUNTRIES.—The Secretary of 
State, in consultation with the agencies set 
forth in paragraph (1) and relevant officers of 
the Department of Justice, shall select coun- 
tries with which to enter into child protec- 
tion compacts. The selection of countries 
under this paragraph shall be based on— 

“(A) the selection criteria set forth in 
paragraph (5); and 

“(B) objective, documented, and quantifi- 
able indicators, to the maximum extent pos- 
sible. 

‘(5) SELECTION CRITERIA.—A country shall 
be selected under paragraph (4) on the basis 
of criteria developed by the Secretary of 
State in consultation with the Adminis- 
trator of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development and the Secretary of 
Labor. Such criteria shall include— 

“(A) a documented high prevalence of traf- 
ficking in persons within the country; and 

“(B) demonstrated political motivation 
and sustained commitment by the govern- 
ment of such country to undertake meaning- 
ful measures to address severe forms of traf- 
ficking in persons, including prevention, pro- 
tection of victims, and the enactment and 
enforcement of anti-trafficking laws against 
perpetrators. 

‘(6) SUSPENSION AND TERMINATION OF AS- 
SISTANCE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may sus- 
pend or terminate assistance provided under 
this subsection in whole or in part for a 
country or entity if the Secretary deter- 
mines that— 

‘“(i) the country or entity is engaged in ac- 
tivities that are contrary to the national se- 
curity interests of the United States; 

“(ii) the country or entity has engaged in 
a pattern of actions inconsistent with the 
criteria used to determine the eligibility of 
the country or entity, as the case may be; or 

“(ii) the country or entity has failed to 
adhere to its responsibilities under the Com- 
pact. 

““(B) REINSTATEMENT.—The Secretary may 
reinstate assistance for a country or entity 
suspended or terminated under this para- 
graph only if the Secretary determines that 
the country or entity has demonstrated a 
commitment to correcting each condition 
for which assistance was suspended or termi- 
nated under subparagraph (A).’’. 

SEC. 1203. PROTECTION AND ASSISTANCE FOR 
VICTIMS OF TRAFFICKING. 

(a) TASK FORCE  ACTIVITIES.—Section 
105(d)(6) of the Trafficking Victims Protec- 
tion Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7103(d)(6)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, and make reason- 
able efforts to distribute information to en- 
able all relevant Federal Government agen- 
cies to publicize the National Human Traf- 
ficking Resource Center Hotline on their 
websites, in all headquarters offices, and in 
all field offices throughout the United 
States” before the period at the end. 

(b) CONGRESSIONAL BRIEFING.—Section 
107(a)(2) of the Trafficking Victims Protec- 
tion Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7105(a)(2)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘and shall brief Con- 
gress annually on such efforts”? before the 
period at the end. 

SEC. 1204. MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR THE ELIMI- 
NATION OF TRAFFICKING. 

Section 108(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7106(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘peacekeeping”’’ and insert- 
ing “diplomatic, peacekeeping,” ; 

(B) by striking ‘‘, and measures” and in- 
serting “, a transparent system for remedi- 
ating or punishing such public officials as a 
deterrent, measures”; and 
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(C) by inserting ‘‘, effective bilateral, mul- 
tilateral, or regional information sharing 
and cooperation arrangements with other 
countries, and effective policies or laws regu- 
lating foreign labor recruiters and holding 
them civilly and criminally liable for fraudu- 
lent recruiting” before the period at the end; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘and has 
entered into bilateral, multilateral, or re- 
gional law enforcement cooperation and co- 
ordination arrangements with other coun- 
tries” before the period at the end; 

(3) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘, including diplomats and 
soldiers,” after ‘‘public officials’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘peacekeeping”’’ and insert- 
ing ‘“‘diplomatic, peacekeeping,’’; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘A government’s failure to 
appropriately address public allegations 
against such public officials, especially once 
such officials have returned to their home 
countries, shall be considered inaction under 
these criteria.” after ‘‘such trafficking.’’; 

(4) by redesignating paragraphs (9) through 
(11) as paragraphs (10) through (12), respec- 
tively; and 

(5) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(9) Whether the government has entered 
into effective, transparent partnerships, co- 
operative arrangements, or agreements that 
have resulted in concrete and measurable 
outcomes with— 

“(A) domestic civil society organizations, 
private sector entities, or international non- 
governmental organizations, or into multi- 
lateral or regional arrangements or agree- 
ments, to assist the government’s efforts to 
prevent trafficking, protect victims, and 
punish traffickers; or 

“(B) the United States toward agreed goals 
and objectives in the collective fight against 
trafficking.’’. 

SEC. 1205. BEST PRACTICES IN TRAFFICKING IN 
PERSONS ERADICATION. 

Section 110(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7107(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘with respect to the status 
of severe forms of trafficking in persons that 
shall include—’”’ and inserting ‘‘describing 
the anti-trafficking efforts of the United 
States and foreign governments according to 
the minimum standards and criteria enumer- 
ated in section 108, and the nature and scope 
of trafficking in persons in each country and 
analysis of the trend lines for individual gov- 
ernmental efforts. The report should in- 
clude—”’; 

(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘; 
and” and inserting a semicolon; 

(C) in subparagraph (F), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(D) by inserting at the end the following: 

“(G) a section entitled ‘Promising Prac- 
tices in the Eradication of Trafficking in 
Persons’ to highlight effective practices and 
use of innovation and technology in preven- 
tion, protection, prosecution, and partner- 
ships, including by foreign governments, the 
private sector, and domestic civil society ac- 
tors.”’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2); 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 

(4) in paragraph (2), as redesignated, by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(E) PUBLIC NOTICE.—Not later than 30 
days after notifying Congress of each coun- 
try determined to have met the require- 
ments under subclauses (I) through (III) of 
subparagraph (D)(ii), the Secretary of State 
shall provide a detailed description of the 
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credible evidence supporting such determina- 

tion on a publicly available website main- 

tained by the Department of State.’’. 

SEC. 1206. PROTECTIONS FOR DOMESTIC WORK- 
ERS AND OTHER NONIMMIGRANTS. 

Section 202 of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1875b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by inserting 
“AND VIDEO FOR CONSULAR WAITING ROOMS” 
after ‘‘INFORMATION PAMPHLET”; and 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘and video” after ‘‘infor- 
mation pamphlet”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
“The video shall be distributed and shown in 
consular waiting rooms in embassies and 
consulates appropriate to the circumstances 
that are determined to have the greatest 
concentration of employment or education- 
based non-immigrant visa applicants, and 
where sufficient video facilities exist in 
waiting or other rooms where applicants 
wait or convene. The Secretary of State is 
authorized to augment video facilities in 
such consulates or embassies in order to ful- 
fill the purposes of this section.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting 
video” after ‘information pamphlet’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and 
produce or dub the video” after ‘‘information 
pamphlet”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and the 
video produced or dubbed’’ after ‘‘trans- 
lated’’; and 

(4) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting 
video” after ‘information pamphlet’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and 
video” after ‘information pamphlet”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(4) DEADLINE FOR VIDEO DEVELOPMENT AND 
DISTRIBUTION.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of the enactment of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
the Secretary of State shall make available 
the video developed under subsection (a) pro- 
duced or dubbed in all the languages referred 
to in subsection (c).’’. 

SEC. 1207. PREVENTION OF CHILD MARRIAGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 106 of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 (22 
U.S.C. 7104) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(j) PREVENTION OF CHILD TRAFFICKING 
THROUGH CHILD MARRIAGE.—The Secretary of 
State shall establish and implement a multi- 
year, multi-sectoral strategy— 

“(1) to prevent child marriage; 

‘“(2) to promote the empowerment of girls 
at risk of child marriage in developing coun- 
tries; 

“(3) that should address the unique needs, 
vulnerabilities, and potential of girls young- 
er than 18 years of age in developing coun- 
tries; 

“(4) that targets areas in developing coun- 
tries with high prevalence of child marriage; 
and 

“(5) that includes diplomatic and pro- 
grammatic initiatives.’’. 

(b) INCLUSION OF CHILD MARRIAGE STATUS 
IN REPORTS.—The Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 116 (22 U.S.C. 2151n), by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(g) CHILD MARRIAGE STATUS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The report required 
under subsection (d) shall include, for each 
country in which child marriage is preva- 
lent, a description of the status of the prac- 
tice of child marriage in such country. 
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‘(2) DEFINED TERM.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘child marriage’ means the marriage of 
a girl or boy who is— 

“(A) younger than the minimum age for 
marriage under the laws of the country in 
which such girl or boy is a resident; or 

“(B) younger than 18 years of age, if no 
such law exists.’’; and 

(2) in section 502B (22 U.S.C. 2304), by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(i) CHILD MARRIAGE STATUS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The report required 
under subsection (b) shall include, for each 
country in which child marriage is preva- 
lent, a description of the status of the prac- 
tice of child marriage in such country. 

‘*(2) DEFINED TERM.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘child marriage’ means the marriage of 
a girl or boy who is— 

“(A) younger than the minimum age for 
marriage under the laws of the country in 
which such girl or boy is a resident; or 

“(B) younger than 18 years of age, if no 
such law exists.’’. 

SEC. 1208. CHILD SOLDIERS. 

Section 404 of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (22 U.S.C. 2370c-1) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘(b), (c), 
and (d), the authorities contained in section 
516 or 541 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2321j or 2347)” and inserting 
“(b) through (f), the authorities contained in 
sections 516, 541, and 551 of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2321j, 2347, and 
2348)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(f) EXCEPTION FOR PEACEKEEPING OPER- 
ATIONS.—The limitation set forth in sub- 
section (a) that relates to section 551 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall not 
apply to programs that support military 
professionalization, security sector reform, 
heightened respect for human rights, peace- 
keeping preparation, or the demobilization 
and reintegration of child soldiers.’’. 

Subtitle B—Combating Trafficking in 
Persons in the United States 
PART I—PENALTIES AGAINST 
TRAFFICKERS AND OTHER CRIMES 
SEC. 1211. CRIMINAL TRAFFICKING OFFENSES. 

(a) RICO AMENDMENT.—Section 1961(1)(B) 
of title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting ‘‘section 1351 (relating to fraud in 
foreign labor contracting), before ‘‘section 
1425”. 

(b) ENGAGING IN ILLICIT SEXUAL CONDUCT IN 
FOREIGN PLACES.—Section 2423(c) of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
“or resides, either temporarily or perma- 
nently, in a foreign country” after ‘‘com- 
merce”. 

(c) UNLAWFUL CONDUCT WITH RESPECT TO 
DOCUMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 77 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“§ 1597. Unlawful conduct with respect to im- 
migration documents 

‘(a) DESTRUCTION, CONCEALMENT, REMOVAL, 
CONFISCATION, OR POSSESSION OF IMMIGRATION 
DOCUMENTS.—It shall be unlawful for any 
person to knowingly destroy, conceal, re- 
move, confiscate, or possess, an actual or 
purported passport or other immigration 
document of another individual — 

“(1) in the course of violating section 1351 
of this title or section 274 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1324); 

“(2) with intent to violate section 1351 of 
this title or section 274 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1324); or 
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“(3) in order to, without lawful authority, 
maintain, prevent, or restrict the labor of 
services of the individual. 

‘“(b) PENALTY.—Any person who violates 
subsection (a) shall be fined under this title, 
imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or both. 

‘“(c) OBSTRUCTION.—Any person who know- 
ingly obstructs, attempts to obstruct, or in 
any way interferes with or prevents the en- 
forcement of this section, shall be subject to 
the penalties described in subsection (b).’’. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 77 of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘1597. Unlawful conduct with respect to im- 
migration documents.’’. 
SEC. 1212. CIVIL REMEDIES; CLARIFYING DEFINI- 
TION. 

(a) CIVIL REMEDY FOR PERSONAL INJU- 
RIES.—Section 2255 of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘section 
2241(c)’? and inserting ‘‘section 1589, 1590, 
1591, 2241(c)’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking 
years” and inserting ‘‘10 years”. 

(b) DEFINITION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 103 of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 (22 
U.S.C. 7102) is amended— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (14) as paragraphs (2) through (15), 
respectively; 

(B) by inserting before paragraph (2), as re- 
designated, the following: 

“(1) ABUSE OR THREATENED ABUSE OF LAW 
OR LEGAL PROCESS.—The term ‘abuse or 
threatened abuse of the legal process’ means 
the use or threatened use of a law or legal 
process, whether administrative, civil, or 
criminal, in any manner or for any purpose 
for which the law was not designed, in order 
to exert pressure on another person to cause 
that person to take some action or refrain 
from taking some action.’’; 

(C) in paragraph (14), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘paragraph (8)? and inserting 
“paragraph (9)’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (15), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘“‘paragraph (8) or (9)’’ and inserting 
“paragraph (9) or (10)’’. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENTS.— 

(A) TRAFFICKING VICTIMS PROTECTION ACT 
OF 2000.—The Trafficking Victims Protection 
Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7101 et eq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(i) in section 110(e) (22 U.S.C. 7107(e))— 

(I) by striking ‘‘section 103(7)(A)”? and in- 
serting ‘‘section 103(8)(A)’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘section 103(7)(B)”’ and in- 
serting ‘‘section 103(8)(B)”’; and 

(ii) in section 118(g)(2) (22 U.S.C. 7110(¢)(2)), 
by striking ‘‘section 103(8)(A)’’ and inserting 
“section 103(9)(A)’’. 

(B) NORTH KOREAN HUMAN RIGHTS ACT OF 
2004.—Section 203(b)(2) of the North Korean 
Human Rights Act of 2004 (22 U.S.C. 
7833(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
103(14)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 103(15)’’. 

(C) TRAFFICKING VICTIMS PROTECTION REAU- 
THORIZATION ACT OF 2005.—Section 207 of the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14044e) is amend- 
ed— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘section 
103(8)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 103(9)’’; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘section 
103(9)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 103(10)’’; and 

(iii) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘section 
103(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 103(4)’’. 

(D) VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN AND DEPART- 
MENT OF JUSTICE REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 
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2005.—Section 11ll(a)(1) of the Violence 

Against Women and Department of Justice 

Reauthorization Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 

14044f(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘para- 

graph (8)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (9)’’. 
PART II—ENSURING AVAILABILITY OF 

POSSIBLE WITNESSES AND INFORMANTS 

SEC. 1221. PROTECTIONS FOR TRAFFICKING VIC- 

TIMS WHO COOPERATE WITH LAW 
ENFORCEMENT. 

Section 101(a)(15)(T)(Gii)CII) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(T)Gi)AID is amended by inserting 
“, or any adult or minor children of a deriva- 
tive beneficiary of the alien, as” after ‘‘age’’. 
SEC. 1222. PROTECTION AGAINST FRAUD IN FOR- 

EIGN LABOR CONTRACTING. 

Section 101(a)(15)(U)(iii) of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)G@iii)) is amended by inserting 
“fraud in foreign labor contracting (as de- 
fined in section 1351 of title 18, United States 
Code);”’ after ‘‘perjury;’’. 

PART II—ENSURING INTERAGENCY CO- 
ORDINATION AND EXPANDED REPORT- 
ING 

SEC. 1231. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR THE 

ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

Section 105(d)(7) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7103(d)(7)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) 
through (J) as subparagraphs (I) through (O); 

(2) by striking subparagraphs (B) and (C) 
and inserting the following: 

‘(B) the number of persons who have been 
granted continued presence in the United 
States under section 107(c)(3) during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year and the mean and median 
time taken to adjudicate applications sub- 
mitted under such section, including the 
time from the receipt of an application by 
law enforcement to the issuance of continued 
presence, and a description of any efforts 
being taken to reduce the adjudication and 
processing time while ensuring the safe and 
competent processing of the applications; 

“(C) the number of persons who have ap- 
plied for, been granted, or been denied a visa 
or otherwise provided status under subpara- 
graph (T)(i) or (U)(i) of section 101(a)(15) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)) during the preceding fiscal 
year; 

‘“(D) the number of persons who have ap- 
plied for, been granted, or been denied a visa 
or status under clause (ii) of section 
101(a)(15)(T) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(T)) during the 
preceding fiscal year, broken down by the 
number of such persons described in sub- 
clauses (I), (II), and (III) of such clause (ii); 

“(E) the amount of Federal funds expended 
in direct benefits paid to individuals de- 
scribed in subparagraph (D) in conjunction 
with T visa status; 

‘“(F) the number of persons who have ap- 
plied for, been granted, or been denied a visa 
or status under section 101(a)(15)(U)(i) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)(i)) during the preceding fiscal 
year; 

“(G) the mean and median time in which it 
takes to adjudicate applications submitted 
under the provisions of law set forth in sub- 
paragraph (C), including the time between 
the receipt of an application and the 
issuance of a visa and work authorization; 

“(H) any efforts being taken to reduce the 
adjudication and processing time, while en- 
suring the safe and competent processing of 
the applications;”’; 

(3) in subparagraph (N)(iii), as redesig- 
nated, by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 
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(4) in subparagraph (O), as redesignated, by 
striking the period at the end and inserting 
“; and”; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

“(P) the activities undertaken by Federal 
agencies to train appropriate State, tribal, 
and local government and law enforcement 
officials to identify victims of severe forms 
of trafficking, including both sex and labor 
trafficking; 

“(Q) the activities undertaken by Federal 
agencies in cooperation with State, tribal, 
and local law enforcement officials to iden- 
tify, investigate, and prosecute offenses 
under sections 1581, 1583, 1584, 1589, 1590, 1592, 
and 1594 of title 18, United States Code, or 
equivalent State offenses, including, in each 
fiscal year— 

“(i) the number, age, gender, country of or- 
igin, and citizenship status of victims identi- 
fied for each offense; 

“(i) the number of individuals charged, 
and the number of individuals convicted, 
under each offense; 

“(iii) the number of individuals referred for 
prosecution for State offenses, including of- 
fenses relating to the purchasing of commer- 
cial sex acts; 

“(iv) the number of victims granted con- 
tinued presence in the United States under 
section 107(c)(8); and 

“(v) the number of victims granted a visa 
or otherwise provided status under subpara- 
graph (T)(i) or (U)(i) of section 101(a)(15) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)); and 

“(R) the activities undertaken by the De- 
partment of Justice and the Department of 
Health and Human Services to meet the spe- 
cific needs of minor victims of domestic traf- 
ficking, including actions taken pursuant to 
subsection (f) and section 202(a) of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14044(a)), and the steps 
taken to increase cooperation among Fed- 
eral agencies to ensure the effective and effi- 
cient use of programs for which the victims 
are eligible.’’. 

SEC. 1232. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR THE 
SECRETARY OF LABOR. 

Section 105(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2005 (22 U.S.C. 7112(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than December 1, 2014, and every 2 years 
thereafter, the Secretary of Labor shall sub- 
mit the list developed under paragraph (2)(C) 
to Congress.’’. 

SEC. 1233. INFORMATION SHARING TO COMBAT 
CHILD LABOR AND SLAVE LABOR. 

Section 105(a) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2005 (22 U.S.C. 7112(a)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) INFORMATION SHARING.—The Secretary 
of State shall, on a regular basis, provide in- 
formation relating to child labor and forced 
labor in the production of goods in violation 
of international standards to the Depart- 
ment of Labor to be used in developing the 
list described in subsection (b)(2)(C).’’. 

SEC. 1234. GOVERNMENT TRAINING EFFORTS TO 
INCLUDE THE DEPARTMENT OF 
LABOR. 

Section 107(c)(4) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7105(c)(4)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by inserting ‘‘the 
Department of Labor, the Equal Employ- 
ment Opportunity Commission,” before ‘‘and 
the Department”; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘‘, 
in consultation with the Secretary of 
Labor,” before ‘‘shall provide”. 
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SEC. 1235. GAO REPORT ON THE USE OF FOREIGN 
LABOR CONTRACTORS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit a report on the use of foreign 
labor contractors to— 

(1) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate; 

(2) the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate; 

(3) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(4) the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce of the House of Representatives. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report under sub- 
section (a) should, to the extent possible— 

(1) address the role and practices of United 
States employers in— 

(A) the use of labor recruiters or brokers; 
or 

(B) directly recruiting foreign workers; 

(2) analyze the laws that protect such 
workers, both overseas and domestically; 

(8) describe the oversight and enforcement 
mechanisms in Federal departments and 
agencies for such laws; and 

(4) identify any gaps that may exist in 
these protections; and 

(5) recommend possible actions for Federal 
departments and agencies to combat any 
abuses. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The report under sub- 
section (a) shall— 

(1) describe the role of labor recruiters or 
brokers working in countries that are send- 
ing workers and receiving funds, including 
any identified involvement in labor abuses; 

(2) describe the role and practices of em- 
ployers in the United States that commis- 
sion labor recruiters or brokers or directly 
recruit foreign workers; 

(3) describe the role of Federal depart- 
ments and agencies in overseeing and regu- 
lating the foreign labor recruitment process, 
including certifying and enforcing under ex- 
isting regulations; 

(4) describe the type of jobs and the num- 
bers of positions in the United States that 
have been filled through foreign workers dur- 
ing each of the last 8 years, including posi- 
tions within the Federal Government; 

(5) describe any efforts or programs under- 
taken by Federal, State and local govern- 
ment entities to encourage employers, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to use foreign workers 
or to reward employers for using foreign 
workers; and 

(6) based on the information required under 
paragraphs (1) through (3), identify any com- 
mon abuses of foreign workers and the em- 
ployment system, including the use of fees 
and debts, and recommendations of actions 
that could be taken by Federal departments 
and agencies to combat any identified 
abuses. 

SEC. 1236. ACCOUNTABILITY. 

All grants awarded by the Attorney Gen- 
eral under this title or an Act amended by 
this title shall be subject to the following ac- 
countability provisions: 

(1) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the 
term ‘‘unresolved audit finding” means an 
audit report finding in the final audit report 
of the Inspector General of the Department 
of Justice that the grantee has used grant 
funds for an unauthorized expenditure or 
otherwise unallowable cost that is not closed 
or resolved during the 12-month period be- 
ginning on the date on which the final audit 
report is issued 

(B) REQUIREMENT.—Beginning in the first 
fiscal year beginning after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, and in each fiscal year 
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thereafter, the Inspector General of the De- 
partment of Justice shall conduct audits of 
recipients of grants under this title or an 
Act amended by this title to prevent waste, 
fraud, and abuse of funds by grantees. The 
Inspector General shall determine the appro- 
priate number of grantees to be audited each 
year. 

(C) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—A recipient of 
grant funds under this title or an Act amend- 
ed by this title that is found to have an unre- 
solved audit finding shall not be eligible to 
receive grant funds under this title or an Act 
amended by this title during the first 2 fiscal 
years beginning after the end of the 12- 
month period described in subparagraph (A). 

(D) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this title or an Act amended by this title, 
the Attorney General shall give priority to 
eligible applicants that did not have an unre- 
solved audit finding during the 3 fiscal years 
before submitting an application for a grant 
under this title or an Act amended by this 
title. 

(E) REIMBURSEMENT.—If an entity is award- 
ed grant funds under this title or an Act 
amended by this title during the 2-fiscal-year 
period during which the entity is barred 
from receiving grants under subparagraph 
(C), the Attorney General shall— 

(i) deposit an amount equal to the amount 
of the grant funds that were improperly 
awarded to the grantee into the General 
Fund of the Treasury; and 

(ii) seek to recoup the costs of the repay- 
ment to the fund from the grant recipient 
that was erroneously awarded grant funds. 

(2) NONPROFIT ORGANIZATION REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this para- 
graph and the grant programs under this 
title or an Act amended by this title, the 
term ‘‘nonprofit organization’ means an or- 
ganization that is described in section 
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
and is exempt from taxation under section 
501(a) of such Code. 

(B) PROHIBITION.—The Attorney General 
may not award a grant under this title or an 
Act amended by this title to a nonprofit or- 
ganization that holds money in offshore ac- 
counts for the purpose of avoiding paying the 
tax described in section 511(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(C) DISCLOSURE.—Each nonprofit organiza- 
tion that is awarded a grant under this title 
or an Act amended by this title and uses the 
procedures prescribed in regulations to cre- 
ate a rebuttable presumption of reasonable- 
ness for the compensation of its officers, di- 
rectors, trustees and key employees, shall 
disclose to the Attorney General, in the ap- 
plication for the grant, the process for deter- 
mining such compensation, including the 
independent persons involved in reviewing 
and approving such compensation, the com- 
parability data used, and contemporaneous 
substantiation of the deliberation and deci- 
sion. Upon request, the Attorney General 
shall make the information disclosed under 
this subparagraph available for public in- 
spection. 

(3) CONFERENCE EXPENDITURES.— 

(A) LIMITATION.—No amounts authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of Justice 
under this title or an Act amended by this 
title may be used by the Attorney General, 
or by any individual or entity awarded dis- 
cretionary funds through a cooperative 
agreement under this title or an Act amend- 
ed by this title, to host or support any ex- 
penditure for conferences that uses more 
than $20,000 in funds made available to the 
Department of Justice, unless the Deputy 
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Attorney General or the appropriate Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Director, or principal 
deputy (as designated by the Deputy Attor- 
ney General) provides prior written author- 
ization that the funds may be expended to 
host the conference. 

(B) WRITTEN APPROVAL.—Written approval 
under subparagraph (A) shall include a writ- 
ten estimate of all costs associated with the 
conference, including the cost of all food, 
beverages, audio-visual equipment, hono- 
raria for speakers, and entertainment. 

(C) REPORT.—The Deputy Attorney General 
shall submit an annual report to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House 
of Representatives on all conference expendi- 
tures approved under this paragraph. 

(4) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION.—Beginning in 
the first fiscal year beginning after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall submit, to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate and the Committee on 
the Judiciary and the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives, an 
annual certification indicating whether— 

(A) all audits issued by the Office of the In- 
spector General under paragraph (1) have 
been completed and reviewed by the appro- 
priate Assistant Attorney General or Direc- 
tor; 

(B) all mandatory exclusions required 
under paragraph (1)(C) have been issued; 

(C) all reimbursements required under 
paragraph (1)(E) have been made; and 

(D) includes a list of any grant recipients 
excluded under paragraph (1) from the pre- 
vious year. 

PART IV—ENHANCING STATE AND LOCAL 
EFFORTS TO COMBAT TRAFFICKING IN 
PERSONS 

SEC. 1241. ASSISTANCE FOR DOMESTIC MINOR 
SEX TRAFFICKING VICTIMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 202 of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14044a) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“SEC. 202. ESTABLISHMENT OF A GRANT PRO- 
GRAM TO DEVELOP, EXPAND, AND 
STRENGTHEN ASSISTANCE PRO- 
GRAMS FOR CERTAIN PERSONS SUB- 
JECT TO TRAFFICKING. 

‘*(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘As- 
sistant Secretary’ means the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Children and Families of the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services. 

“(2) ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL.—The 
term ‘Assistant Attorney General’ means the 
Assistant Attorney General for the Office of 
Justice Programs of the Department of Jus- 
tice. 

‘“(3) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means a State or unit of local gov- 
ernment that— 

“(A) has significant criminal activity in- 
volving sex trafficking of minors; 

“(B) has demonstrated cooperation be- 
tween Federal, State, local, and, where ap- 
plicable, tribal law enforcement agencies, 
prosecutors, and social service providers in 
addressing sex trafficking of minors; 

“(C) has developed a workable, multi-dis- 
ciplinary plan to combat sex trafficking of 
minors, including— 

“(i) building or establishing a residential 
care facility for minor victims of sex traf- 
ficking; 

“(i) the provision of rehabilitative care to 
minor victims of sex trafficking; 

“(ii) the provision of specialized training 
for law enforcement officers and social serv- 
ice providers for all forms of sex trafficking, 
with a focus on sex trafficking of minors; 
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“(iv) prevention, deterrence, and prosecu- 
tion of offenses involving sex trafficking of 
minors; 

‘“(v) cooperation or referral agreements 
with organizations providing outreach or 
other related services to runaway and home- 
less youth; and 

‘““(vi) law enforcement protocols or proce- 
dures to screen all individuals arrested for 
prostitution, whether adult or minor, for vic- 
timization by sex trafficking and by other 
crimes, such as sexual assault and domestic 
violence; and 

‘(D) provides assurance that a minor vic- 
tim of sex trafficking shall not be required 
to collaborate with law enforcement to have 
access to residential care or services pro- 
vided with a grant under this section. 

‘(4) MINOR VICTIM OF SEX TRAFFICKING.— 
The term ‘minor victim of sex trafficking’ 
means an individual who— 

“(A) is younger than 18 years of age, and is 
a victim of an offense described in section 
1591(a) of title 18, United States Code, or a 
comparable State law; or 

“(B)(i) is not younger than 18 years of age 
nor older than 20 years of age; 

‘“(ii) before the individual reached 18 years 
of age, was described in subparagraph (A); 
and 

“(iii) was receiving shelter or services as a 
minor victim of sex trafficking. 

‘(5) QUALIFIED NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANI- 
ZATION.—The term ‘qualified nongovern- 
mental organization’ means an organization 
that— 

“(A) is not a State or unit of local govern- 
ment, or an agency of a State or unit of local 
government; 

‘(B) has demonstrated experience pro- 
viding services to victims of sex trafficking 
or related populations (such as runaway and 
homeless youth), or employs staff specialized 
in the treatment of sex trafficking victims; 
and 

‘“(C) demonstrates a plan to sustain the 
provision of services beyond the period of a 
grant awarded under this section. 

‘(6) SEX TRAFFICKING OF A MINOR.—The 
term ‘sex trafficking of a minor’ means an 
offense described in section 1591(a) of title 18, 
United States Code, or a comparable State 
law, against a minor. 

‘(b) SEX TRAFFICKING BLOCK GRANTS.— 

‘(1) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Attorney 
General, in consultation with the Assistant 
Secretary, may make block grants to 4 eligi- 
ble entities located in different regions of 
the United States to combat sex trafficking 
of minors. 

“(B) REQUIREMENT.—Not fewer than 1 of 
the block grants made under subparagraph 
(A) shall be awarded to an eligible entity 
with a State population of less than 5,000,000. 

(C) GRANT AMOUNT.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations under subsection (g) 
to carry out this section, each grant made 
under this section shall be for an amount not 
less than $1,500,000 and not greater than 
$2,000,000. 

“(D) DURATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—A grant made under this 
section shall be for a period of 1 year. 

Gi) RENEWAL.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Attorney 
General may renew a grant under this sec- 
tion for up to 3 1-year periods. 

“(JI) PRIORITY.—In making grants in any 
fiscal year after the first fiscal year in which 
grants are made under this section, the As- 
sistant Attorney General shall give priority 
to an eligible entity that received a grant in 
the preceding fiscal year and is eligible for 
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renewal under this subparagraph, taking 
into account any evaluation of the eligible 
entity conducted under paragraph (4), if 
available. 

“(E) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Assistant Attorney General 
shall consult with the Assistant Secretary 
with respect to— 

“(i) evaluations of grant recipients under 
paragraph (4); 

“(ii) avoiding unintentional duplication of 
grants; and 

“(iii) any other areas of shared concern. 

‘*(2) USE OF FUNDS.— 

“(A) ALLOCATION.—Not less than 67 percent 
of each grant made under paragraph (1) shall 
be used by the eligible entity to provide resi- 
dential care and services (as described in 
clauses (i) through (iv) of subparagraph (B)) 
to minor victims of sex trafficking through 
qualified nongovernmental organizations. 

“(B) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—Grants 
awarded pursuant to paragraph (2) may be 
used for— 

“(i) providing residential care to minor 
victims of sex trafficking, including tem- 
porary or long-term placement as appro- 
priate; 

“(ii) providing 24-hour emergency social 
services response for minor victims of sex 
trafficking; 

“(iii) providing minor victims of sex traf- 
ficking with clothing and other daily neces- 
sities needed to keep such victims from re- 
turning to living on the street; 

“(iv) case management services for minor 
victims of sex trafficking; 

“(v) mental health counseling for minor 
victims of sex trafficking, including special- 
ized counseling and substance abuse treat- 
ment; 

“(vi) legal services for minor victims of sex 
trafficking; 

““(vii) specialized training for social service 
providers, public sector personnel, and pri- 
vate sector personnel likely to encounter sex 
trafficking victims on issues related to the 
sex trafficking of minors and severe forms of 
trafficking in persons; 

‘“(viii) outreach and education programs to 
provide information about deterrence and 
prevention of sex trafficking of minors; 

“(ix) programs to provide treatment to in- 
dividuals charged or cited with purchasing or 
attempting to purchase sex acts in cases 
where— 

“(TD) a treatment program can be mandated 
as a condition of a sentence, fine, suspended 
sentence, or probation, or is an appropriate 
alternative to criminal prosecution; and 

“(ID) the individual was not charged with 
purchasing or attempting to purchase sex 
acts with a minor; and 

“(x) screening and referral of minor vic- 
tims of severe forms of trafficking in per- 
sons. 

‘*(3) APPLICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—EHach eligible entity de- 
siring a grant under this section shall sub- 
mit an application to the Assistant Attorney 
General at such time, in such manner, and 
accompanied by such information as the As- 
sistant Attorney General may reasonably re- 
quire. 

‘“(B) CONTENTS.—Each application sub- 
mitted pursuant to subparagraph (A) shall— 

“(i) describe the activities for which assist- 
ance under this section is sought; and 

‘“(ii) provide such additional assurances as 
the Assistant Attorney General determines 
to be essential to ensure compliance with the 
requirements of this section. 

“(4) EVALUATION.—The Assistant Attorney 
General shall enter into a contract with an 
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academic or non-profit organization that has 
experience in issues related to sex traf- 
ficking of minors and evaluation of grant 
programs to conduct an annual evaluation of 
each grant made under this section to deter- 
mine the impact and effectiveness of pro- 
grams funded with the grant. 

“(c) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—An eligible 
entity that receives a grant under this sec- 
tion that is found to have utilized grant 
funds for any unauthorized expenditure or 
otherwise unallowable cost shall not be eligi- 
ble for any grant funds awarded under the 
grant for 2 fiscal years following the year in 
which the unauthorized expenditure or unal- 
lowable cost is reported. 

“(d) COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENT.—An eligi- 
ble entity shall not be eligible to receive a 
grant under this section if, during the 5 fis- 
cal years before the eligible entity submits 
an application for the grant, the eligible en- 
tity has been found to have violated the 
terms or conditions of a Government grant 
program by utilizing grant funds for unau- 
thorized expenditures or otherwise unallow- 
able costs. 

‘“(e) ADMINISTRATIVE CAP.—The cost of ad- 
ministering the grants authorized by this 
section shall not exceed 3 percent of the 
total amount appropriated to carry out this 
section. 

“(f) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.—For fiscal years 
2016 and 2017, the Inspector General of the 
Department of Justice shall conduct an 
audit of all 4 eligible entities that receive 
block grants under this section. 

‘“(g) MATCH REQUIREMENT.—An eligible en- 
tity that receives a grant under this section 
shall provide a non-Federal match in an 
amount equal to not less than— 

“(1) 15 percent of the grant during the first 
year; 

‘(2) 25 percent of the grant during the first 
renewal period; 

“*(3) 40 percent of the grant during the sec- 
ond renewal period; and 

“(4) 50 percent of the grant during the 
third renewal period. 

‘“(h) No LIMITATION ON SECTION 204 
GRANTS.—An entity that applies for a grant 
under section 204 is not prohibited from also 
applying for a grant under this section. 

‘“(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated 
$8,000,000 to the Attorney General for each of 
the fiscal years 2014 through 2017 to carry 
out this section. 

“(j) GAO EVALUATION.—Not later than 30 
months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall submit a report to Con- 
gress that contains— 

“(1) an evaluation of the impact of this 
section in aiding minor victims of sex traf- 
ficking in the jurisdiction of the entity re- 
ceiving the grant; and 

“(2) recommendations, if any, regarding 
any legislative or administrative action the 
Comptroller General determines appro- 
priate.’’. 

(b) SUNSET PROVISION.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall be effective dur- 
ing the 4-year period beginning on the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 1242. EXPANDING LOCAL LAW ENFORCE- 
MENT GRANTS FOR INVESTIGATIONS 
AND PROSECUTIONS OF TRAF- 
FICKING. 

Section 204 of the Trafficking Victims Pro- 
tection Reauthorization Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 14044c) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking “‘, 
which involve United States citizens, or 
aliens admitted for permanent residence, 
aidz 
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(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (B), 
(C), and (D) as subparagraphs (C), (D), and 
(E), respectively; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

‘(B) to train law enforcement personnel 
how to identify victims of severe forms of 
trafficking in persons and related offenses;’’; 
and 

(D) in subparagraph (C), as redesignated, 
by inserting ‘‘and prioritize the investiga- 
tions and prosecutions of those cases involv- 
ing minor victims” after ‘‘sex acts”; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); 

(3) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing: 


“(d) No LIMITATION ON SECTION 202 GRANT 
APPLICATIONS.—An entity that applies for a 
grant under section 202 is not prohibited 
from also applying for a grant under this sec- 
tion.’’; 

(4) in subsection (e), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘$20,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011’ and inserting 
‘*$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2014 
through 2017; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 


‘(f) GAO EVALUATION AND REPORT.—Not 
later than 30 months after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall conduct a study of 
and submit to Congress a report evaluating 
the impact of this section on— 

“(1) the ability of law enforcement per- 
sonnel to identify victims of severe forms of 
trafficking in persons and investigate and 
prosecute cases against offenders, including 
offenders who engage in the purchasing of 
commercial sex acts with a minor; and 

“(2) recommendations, if any, regarding 
any legislative or administrative action the 
Comptroller General determines appropriate 
to improve the ability described in para- 
graph (1).”. 

SEC. 1243. MODEL STATE CRIMINAL LAW PRO- 


TECTION FOR CHILD TRAFFICKING 
VICTIMS AND SURVIVORS. 


Section 225(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Reauthorization Act of 2008 (22 U.S.C. 7101 
note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) protects children exploited through 
prostitution by including safe harbor provi- 
sions that— 

“(A) treat an individual under 18 years of 
age who has been arrested for engaging in, or 
attempting to engage in, a sexual act with 
another person in exchange for monetary 
compensation as a victim of a severe form of 
trafficking in persons; 

‘(B) prohibit the charging or prosecution 
of an individual described in subparagraph 
(A) for a prostitution offense; 

“(C) require the referral of an individual 
described in subparagraph (A) to appropriate 
service providers, including comprehensive 
service or community-based programs that 
provide assistance to child victims of com- 
mercial sexual exploitation; and 

‘(D) provide that an individual described 
in subparagraph (A) shall not be required to 
prove fraud, force, or coercion in order to re- 
ceive the protections described under this 
paragraph;’’. 
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Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations 


SEC. 1251. ADJUSTMENT OF AUTHORIZATION 
LEVELS FOR THE TRAFFICKING VIC- 


TIMS PROTECTION ACT OF 2000. 


The Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 
2000 (22 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 112A(b)(4) (22 U.S.C. 
7109a(b)(4))— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$2,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘$1,000,000’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2008 through 2011” and in- 
serting ‘‘2014 through 2017”; and 

(2) in section 113 (22 U.S.C. 7110)— 

(A) subsection (a)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘$5,500,000 for each of the 
fiscal years 2008 through 2011” each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘$2,000,000 for each of 
the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”; 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, including regional traf- 
ficking in persons officers,” after ‘‘for addi- 
tional personnel,’’; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘, and $3,000 for official re- 
ception and representation expenses”; 

(B) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$12,500,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2011” 
and inserting ‘‘$14,500,000 for each of the fis- 
cal years 2014 through 2017”; and 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘to the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services” 
and all that follows and inserting ‘‘$8,000,000 
to the Secretary of Health and Human Serv- 
ices for each of the fiscal years 2014 through 
2017.”’; 

(C) in subsection (c)(1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘2008 
through 2011” each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘‘2014 through 2017; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘$15,000,000 for fiscal year 
2003 and $10,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011’ and inserting 
‘*$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2014 
through 2017; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘2008 through 2011” and in- 
serting ‘‘2014 through 2017”; and 

(iii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘2014 through 
2017; 

(D) in subsection (d)— 

G) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (C) as paragraphs (1) through (8), re- 
spectively, and moving such paragraphs 2 
ems to the left; 

Gi) in the paragraph (1), as redesignated, 
by striking ‘‘$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011” and inserting 
‘‘$11,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2014 
through 2017”; and 

(iii) in paragraph (3), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘to the Attorney General” and all 
that follows and inserting ‘‘$11,000,000 to the 
Attorney General for each of the fiscal years 
2014 through 2017.”’; 

(E) in subsection (e)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$15,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2011” 
and inserting ‘‘$7,500,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2014 through 2017”; and 

Gi) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘*$15,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$7,500,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”; 

(F) in subsection (f), by striking 
‘*$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$5,000,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017; 
and 

(G) in subsection (i), by striking 
‘*$18,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”. 
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SEC. 1252. ADJUSTMENT OF AUTHORIZATION 
LEVELS FOR THE TRAFFICKING VIC- 
TIMS PROTECTION REAUTHORIZA- 
TION ACT OF 2005. 

The Trafficking Victims Protection Reau- 
thorization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-164) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking section 102(b)(7); and 

(2) in section 201(c)(2), by striking 
“$1,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$250,000 for each 
of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”. 

Subtitle D—Unaccompanied Alien Children 
SEC. 1261. APPROPRIATE CUSTODIAL SETTINGS 

FOR UNACCOMPANIED MINORS WHO 
REACH THE AGE OF MAJORITY 
WHILE IN FEDERAL CUSTODY. 

Section 235(c)(2) of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(c)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Subject to’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘(A) MINORS IN DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES CUSTODY.—Subject to”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) ALIENS TRANSFERRED FROM DEPART- 
MENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES TO DE- 
PARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY CUSTODY.— 
If a minor described in subparagraph (A) 
reaches 18 years of age and is transferred to 
the custody of the Secretary of Homeland 
Security, the Secretary shall consider place- 
ment in the least restrictive setting avail- 
able after taking into account the alien’s 
danger to self, danger to the community, and 
risk of flight. Such aliens shall be eligible to 
participate in alternative to detention pro- 
grams, utilizing a continuum of alternatives 
based on the alien’s need for supervision, 
which may include placement of the alien 
with an individual or an organizational spon- 
sor, or in a supervised group home.”’. 

SEC. 1262. APPOINTMENT OF CHILD ADVOCATES 
FOR UNACCOMPANIED MINORS. 

Section 235(c)(6) of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(c)(6)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary” and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘and criminal’’; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) APPOINTMENT OF CHILD ADVOCATES.— 

“(i) INITIAL SITES.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of the enactment of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013, the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall appoint child advocates at 3 
new immigration detention sites to provide 
independent child advocates for trafficking 
victims and vulnerable unaccompanied alien 
children. 

‘“(ii) ADDITIONAL SITES.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of the enactment of the 
Violence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act of 2013, the Secretary shall appoint child 
advocates at not more than 3 additional im- 
migration detention sites. 

“(ii) SELECTION OF SITES.—Sites at which 
child advocate programs will be established 
under this subparagraph shall be located at 
immigration detention sites at which more 
than 50 children are held in immigration cus- 
tody, and shall be selected sequentially, with 
priority given to locations with— 

“(I) the largest number of unaccompanied 
alien children; and 

“(II) the most vulnerable populations of 
unaccompanied children. 

“(C) RESTRICTIONS.— 

“(i) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—A child 
advocate program may not use more that 10 
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percent of the Federal funds received under 
this section for administrative expenses. 

“(ii) NONEXCLUSIVITY.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion may be construed to restrict the ability 
of a child advocate program under this sec- 
tion to apply for or obtain funding from any 
other source to carry out the programs de- 
scribed in this section. 

‘“(iii) CONTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—A child ad- 
vocate program selected under this section 
shall contribute non-Federal funds, either di- 
rectly or through in-kind contributions, to 
the costs of the child advocate program in an 
amount that is not less than 25 percent of 
the total amount of Federal funds received 
by the child advocate program under this 
section. In-kind contributions may not ex- 
ceed 40 percent of the matching requirement 
under this clause. 

‘(D) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not 
later than 1 year after the date of the enact- 
ment of the Violence Against Women Reau- 
thorization Act of 2013, and annually there- 
after, the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall submit a report describing the 
activities undertaken by the Secretary to 
authorize the appointment of independent 
Child Advocates for trafficking victims and 
vulnerable unaccompanied alien children to 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Sen- 
ate and the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House of Representatives. 

“(E) ASSESSMENT OF CHILD ADVOCATE PRO- 
GRAM.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of the enactment of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall conduct a study regarding the 
effectiveness of the Child Advocate Program 
operated by the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services. 

‘(ii) MATTERS TO BE STUDIED.—In the study 
required under clause (i), the Comptroller 
General shall— collect information and ana- 
lyze the following: 

“(I) analyze the effectiveness of existing 
child advocate programs in improving out- 
comes for trafficking victims and other vul- 
nerable unaccompanied alien children; 

“(IT) evaluate the implementation of child 
advocate programs in new sites pursuant to 
subparagraph (B); 

“(III) evaluate the extent to which eligible 
trafficking victims and other vulnerable un- 
accompanied children are receiving child ad- 
vocate services and assess the possible budg- 
etary implications of increased participation 
in the program; 

‘“(IV) evaluate the barriers to improving 
outcomes for trafficking victims and other 
vulnerable unaccompanied children; and 

“(V) make recommendations on statutory 
changes to improve the Child Advocate Pro- 
gram in relation to the matters analyzed 
under subclauses (I) through (IV). 

“(iii) GAO REPORT.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit the results of the study re- 
quired under this subparagraph to— 

“(I) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate; 

“(ID) the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate; 

“(III) the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House of Representatives; and 

“(IV) the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce of the House of Representatives. 

‘(F) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary and Human Services to carry 
out this subsection— 

“(i) $1,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 
2014 and 2015; and 
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““(ii) $2,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 
2016 and 2017.’’. 

SEC. 1263. ACCESS TO FEDERAL FOSTER CARE 
AND UNACCOMPANIED REFUGEE 
MINOR PROTECTIONS FOR CERTAIN 
U VISA RECIPIENTS. 

Section 235(d)(4) of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(d)(4)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), 

(A) by striking ‘‘either’’; 

(B) by striking “or who” and inserting a 
comma; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘, or has been granted sta- 
tus under section 101(a)(15)(U) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)),’’ before ‘“, shall be eligible’’; 
and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘, or 
status under section 101(a)(15)(U) of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)),”’ after “(8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(27)(J))’’. 

SEC. 1264. GAO STUDY OF THE EFFECTIVENESS 
OF BORDER SCREENINGS. 

(a) STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a study 
examining the effectiveness of screenings 
conducted by Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity personnel in carrying out section 
235(a)(4) of the William Wilberforce Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(a)(4)). 

(2) STUDY.—In carrying out paragraph (1), 
the Comptroller General shall take into ac- 
count— 

(A) the degree to which Department of 
Homeland Security personnel are adequately 
ensuring that— 

(i) all children are being screened to deter- 
mine whether they are described in section 
235(a)(2)(A) of the William Wilberforce Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act; 

(ii) appropriate and reliable determina- 
tions are being made about whether children 
are described in section 235(a)(2)(A) of such 
Act, including determinations of the age of 
such children; 

(iii) children are repatriated in an appro- 
priate manner, consistent with clauses (i) 
through (iii) of section 235(a)(2)(C) of such 
Act; 

(iv) children are appropriately being per- 
mitted to withdraw their applications for ad- 
mission, in accordance with section 
235(a)(2)(B)(i) of such Act; 

(v) children are being properly cared for 
while they are in the custody of the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security and awaiting re- 
patriation or transfer to the custody of the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services; 
and 

(vi) children are being transferred to the 
custody of the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services in a manner that is con- 
sistent with such Act; and 

(B) the number of such children that have 
been transferred to the custody of the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, the 
Federal funds expended to maintain custody 
of such children, and the Federal benefits 
available to such children, if any. 

(3) ACCESS TO DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY OPERATIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), for the purposes of con- 
ducting the study described in subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall provide the Comptroller 
General with unrestricted access to all 
stages of screenings and other interactions 
between Department of Homeland Security 
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personnel and children encountered by the 

Comptroller General. 

(B) EXCEPTIONS.—The Secretary shall not 
permit unrestricted access under subpara- 
graph (A) if the Secretary determines that 
the security of a particular interaction 
would be threatened by such access. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of the commencement of 
the study described in subsection (a), the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit a report to the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep- 
resentatives that contains the Commission’s 
findings and recommendations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I have al- 
ready spoken about this, and I want to 
reiterate what I said earlier. Our coun- 
try, justifiably so, is a beacon of hope 
for so many who face human rights 
abuses. I think of what is written on 
the iconic Statue of Liberty; so many 
people come to our shores for freedom. 
We also know there are many who are 
being held in these despicable traf- 
ficking schemes around the world. 
There are children who are 11, 12, 13 
years old being held, and we have to 
speak for them. 

I hope all Senators will join me in 
voting for this amendment. There are 
protections for victims of trafficking 
in the reauthorization act. It is a bi- 
partisan bill written with the input of 
victims and service providers. It helps 
us to more effectively fight human 
trafficking, which is really modern-day 
slavery. Whether people are trafficked 
in the sex trade—especially children— 
or in forced labor, it is slavery. It is 
not isolated. There are 27 million vic- 
tims worldwide today according to the 
Polaris Project. This amendment will 
help us to stop it by supporting both 
domestic and international efforts to 
fight against trafficking. 

Just as important as it is to help us 
punish the perpetrators, the amend- 
ment will help us rebuild the lives of 
those caught up in it. We know funds 
are always limited. We put in account- 
ability measures to ensure the Federal 
funds are used for their intended pur- 
poses. 

Let us continue to have the United 
States as a beacon of hope to people 
around the world. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD letters in sup- 
port of amendment 21, the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act, to S. 47, the Violence Against 
Women Reauthorization Act of 20138. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

AMERICANS FOR IMMIGRANT JUSTICE, 
Washington, DC, February 11, 2013. 

Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 

Chairman, Senate Committee on the Judiciary, 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY: Americans for Im- 
migrant Justice (AI Justice), is writing to 
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express our strong support for final passage 
of the Violence Against Women Act (S. 47) 
and amendment #21 to S. 47. This vital legis- 
lation and amendment improves existing 
VAWA programs and strengthens protections 
for all victims of violence. 


AI Justice was established in 1996 and pro- 
vides free legal services to immigrants of all 
nationalities, including immigrant victims 
of domestic violence, sexual assault and 
human trafficking. AI Justice’s specialized 
Lucha Project addresses survivors’ needs in a 
holistic manner and engages all immigrant 
communities in an effort to end violence 
against women. We have assisted thousands 
of immigrant survivors, and we understand 
firsthand why this important legislation and 
amendment are needed. 


The authorization in the Trafficking Vic- 
tims Protection Act (TVPA) expired on Sep- 
tember 30, 2011. We ask all Senators to sup- 
port amendment #21, which reauthorizes the 
TVPA and provides additional tools nec- 
essary to combat trafficking and modern-day 
slavery at home and abroad. We urge all Sen- 
ators to oppose any attempt to weaken the 
bill and oppose any attempts to attach non- 
germane amendments to S. 47. 


The United States can and should do more 
to help protect all victims and fight domes- 
tic violence and human trafficking. We urge 
all Senators to vote for final passage of the 
Violence Against Women Act and for amend- 
ment #21, which reauthorizes the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Act. 

Sincerely, 
Cory W. SMITH, 
Washington, DC Office Director, 
Americans for Immigrant Justice. 


ALLIANCE TO END SLAVERY 
AND TRAFFICKING, 
Washington, DC, February 11, 2013. 
Sen. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Russell Senate Bldg, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 


DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY, The Alliance to 
End Slavery and Trafficking (ATEST), a di- 
verse alliance of U.S.-based human rights or- 
ganizations, acting with a shared agenda to 
end modern-day slavery and human traf- 
ficking around the world, is writing to ex- 
press our strong support for amendment 
(#21) to the Violence Against Women Act (S. 
47). This critical amendment includes the 
text of S. 1301, the Trafficking Victims Pro- 
tection Reauthorization Act (TVPRA), and 
additional grant reporting requirements. 


As of September 30, 2011, the authoriza- 
tions contained in the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act (TVPA) expired. We urge 
Senators to support amendment #21, which 
reauthorizes the TVPA, provides additional 
tools necessary to combat trafficking and 
modern-day slavery at home and abroad, and 
continues the fight to end modern-day slav- 
ery and human trafficking in our generation. 


Although the United States has taken sig- 
nificant steps to combat human trafficking 
through a comprehensive approach, much 
more needs to be done. The scope of human 
trafficking and slavery has come into sharp 
focus over the past years with an estimated 
27 million slaves worldwide. Combined, 
human trafficking and slavery are the 
world’s third largest criminal enterprises, 
after drugs and weapons. The United States 
can and should do more to help fight human 
trafficking both domestically and inter- 
nationally. We urge passage of the amend- 
ment to continue U.S. leadership and further 
the victim-centered approach that has been 
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crucial to combating human trafficking 
around the world. 


Sincerely, 
Coalition to Abolish Slavery and Traf- 
ficking (CAST), Coalition of 


Immokalee Workers (CIW), ECPAT- 

USA, Free the Slaves, International 

Justice Mission, Not for Sale Cam- 

paign, Polaris Project, Safe Horizon, 

Solidarity Center, Verité, Vital Voices 
Global Partnership, World Vision. 
FREEDOM NETWORK USA, 

February 11, 2013. 
Re Amendment #21 (Trafficking Victims 
Protection Reauthorization Act) to S. 47 
(Violence Against Women Act) 


Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 

Chairman of the Senate Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, Russell Senate Bldg., U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN, The Freedom Net- 
work (USA), which was established in 2001, is 
a coalition of 35 nongovernmental organiza- 
tions and individual experts that provide 
services to, and advocate for the rights of, 
trafficking survivors in the United States. 
The Trafficking Victims Protection Reau- 
thorization Act (TVPRA), groundbreaking 
legislation which increased the U.S. govern- 
ment’s efforts to protect victims, authorized 
the government to strengthen efforts to 
prosecute traffickers, and allowed for in- 
creased prevention measures, funds some of 
the Freedom Network’s most vital programs, 
including comprehensive case management, 
shelter, and legal services. The Freedom Net- 
work enthusiastically commends and sup- 
ports you for introducing this vital legisla- 
tion as an amendment (Amendment #21) to 
the bill to reauthorize the Violence Against 
Women Act (VAWA) (Senate Bill 47). 

With an estimated 27 million victims of 
human trafficking worldwide, the United 
States should continue to lead the charge to 
end this human rights abuse. Throughout the 
course of the 112th Congress, the Freedom 
Network worked fervently in support of the 
TVPRA (S. 1301), which ultimately cul- 
minated in 57 co-sponsors from both sides of 
the aisle by the end of 2012. Today, the Sen- 
ate will resume consideration of S. 47, and 
they will debate Amendment #21 to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal years 2014 
through 2017 for the TVPRA, to enhance 
measures to combat trafficking in persons, 
and for other purposes. Both the TVPRA and 
VAWA are critical to survivors of human 
trafficking, domestic violence, and sexual as- 
sault. 

Thank you for your continued attention to 
this issue. Please contact Freedom Network 
Policy Co-Chairs Keeli Sorensen 
(keeli.sorensen@safehorizon.org) and Ivy 
Suriyopas (isuriyopas@aaldef.org) if you 
have any questions. 

Sincerely yours, 
BILL BERNSTEIN, 
Co-Chair. 
PATRICIA MEDIGE, 
Co-Chair. 
SUZANNE TOMATORE, 
Co-Chair. 

MEMBERS OF THE FREEDOM NETWORK (USA) 

American Gateways (TX); Americans for 
Immigrant Justice (FL); API Safety Center 
& Chaya (WA); Arizona League to End Re- 
gional Human Trafficking (AZ); Asian Amer- 
ican Legal Defense and Education Fund 
(NY); Asian Pacific Islander Legal Outreach 
(CA); Ayuda, Inc. (DC); Break the Chain 
Campaign, Institute for Policy Studies (DC); 
Coalition of Immokalee Workers Anti-Slav- 
ery Campaign (FL); Coalition to Abolish 
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Slavery and Trafficking (CA); Colorado 
Legal Services (CO); Florida Freedom Part- 
nership/Anti-Human Trafficking Program 
(FL); Florrie Burke (NY); Immigrant Women 
and Children Project, City Bar Justice Cen- 
ter (NY); International Institute of Buffalo 
(NY); International Institute of St. Louis 
(MO). 

International Organization for Adolescents 
(IL); Kristen Heffernan (NY); Legal Aid 
Foundation of Los Angeles (CA); LUCHA: A 
Women’s Legal Project, Florida Immigrant 
Advocacy Center (FL); Maria Jose Fletcher 
(FL); Marianna Smirnova (CA); Martina 
Vandenberg (DC); Mosaic Family Services 
(TX); My Sisters’ Place; National Immigrant 
Justice Center (IL); Safe Horizon, Anti-Traf- 
ficking Program and Streetwork Project 
(NY); Sapna Patel (TX); Sex Workers 
Project, Urban Justice Center (NY); South- 
ern Poverty Law Center Immigrant Justice 
Project (GA); Tapestri (GA); VIDA Legal As- 
sistance (FL); Washington Anti-Trafficking 
Response Network (WA); Wisconsin Coalition 
Against Sexual Assault (WI); Worker Justice 
Center of New York (NY). 

Mr. LEAHY. Let’s pass this. 

Mr. President, I am going to suggest 
the absence of a quorum unless some- 
body else seeks recognition. I see the 
distinguished Senator from Florida on 
the floor, and I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I wish to 
echo my support for this amendment 
which is, basically, the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Act. 

Human trafficking is an issue which 
is shocking to people in its prevalence, 
both in our country and around the 
world. The idea of human slavery is 
something people think about as a his- 
torical issue, something that happened 
a long time ago. The fact is it is hap- 
pening today all over the world, and it 
is happening in the United States. It is 
a tragic issue. 

There is not just sex trafficking, 
which gets all the attention and, obvi- 
ously, is something that is very bad, 
but there is also labor trafficking. 
There are people in this country who 
are brought here under false pretenses, 
and when they get here they don’t get 
paid, they are mistreated, and on many 
occasions they are threatened that 
their family back home is going to be 
hurt if they go to the authorities. 

We have had cases of this happening 
in Florida. We have seen horrible cases 
that have been documented in Florida. 
This is one of the issues I have become 
passionate about, and anyone could be- 
come passionate about, if ever a person 
meets any of these survivors, these 
young men and women who have sur- 
vived some of the most brutal treat- 
ment one can imagine. So this is a 
great step forward in reauthorizing not 
just this bill but America’s example to 
the world that we take this issue seri- 
ously. 

I also think this is an issue of aware- 
ness. In the years to come, I hope we 
will continue to talk about this issue 
because there is still a lack of aware- 
ness in this country among many peo- 
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ple about how serious this problem 
truly is. I am grateful we will, hope- 
fully, be able to move forward, and I 
wish to thank the Senator from 
Vermont for offering this amendment. 

Should I yield the floor? 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, before 
the Senator from Florida yields, I ap- 
preciate the strong support of Senator 
RUBIO. He has been the voice of reason 
and consistency in this area and I ap- 
preciate it. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum 
with the time equally divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
permission to speak as in morning 
business for 8 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. I thank the Chair. 

(The remarks of Senator GRASSLEY 
pertaining to the introduction of S. 281 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 21, AS MODIFIED 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, we are 
going to vote in a couple minutes, but 
I would reiterate what I said earlier. 
This is going to be a vote on the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthor- 
ization Act. It is a bill that was written 
with the input of victims and service 
providers. Last year, we had 57 cospon- 
sors, including 15 Republicans. 

I do want to thank Senator RUBIO, 
who was on the floor a few minutes ago 
speaking about it. 

I could not help but think, as I said 
earlier, when I looked at the calendar 
today, February 12—the day on which 
Abraham Lincoln was born; and 150 
years ago, he delivered the Emanci- 
pation Proclamation—wouldn’t it be 
great if the Senate passed the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthor- 
ization Act on President Lincoln’s 
birthday? 

I also said earlier today that the Sen- 
ate should be—often is—the conscience 
of the Nation. I have to imagine that 
the conscience of the vast majority of 
our 300 million Americans—whether 
they are Republicans or Democrats; 
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liberals, moderates, or conservatives; 
Independents—their conscience would 
rebel against the idea of, really, slave 
trafficking, whether it is people 
trapped in the sex trade or in factories 
where they face the possibility, if there 
is a fire, they are all going to die be- 
cause they are forced to be there. 

Let’s speak. Let’s speak to the con- 
science of this country. 

Mr. President, have the yeas and 
nays been ordered on my amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They 
have not. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I yield 
back all time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The question is on agreeing to 
amendment No. 21, as modified. 

The yeas and nays were previously 
ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk called the 
roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New York (Mrs. GILLI- 
BRAND) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 93, 
nays 5, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 15 Leg.] 


YEAS—93 
Alexander Fischer Murkowski 
Ayotte Flake Murphy 
Baldwin Franken Murray 
Barrasso Graham Nelson 
Baucus Grassley Paul 
Begich Hagan Portman 
Bennet Harkin Pryor 
Blumenthal Hatch Reed 
Blunt Heinrich Reid 
Boozman Heitkamp Risch 
Boxer Heller Roberts 
Brown Hirono Rockefeller 
Burr Hoeven Rubio 
Cantwell Isakson Sanders 
Cardin Johanns Schatz 
Carper Johnson (SD) Schumer 
Casey Kaine Scott 
Chambliss King Shaheen 
Coats Kirk Shelby 
Cochran Klobuchar Stabenow 
Collins Landrieu Tester 
Coons Lautenberg Thune 
Corker Leahy Toomey 
Cornyn Levin Udall (CO) 
Cowan Manchin Udall (NM) 
Crapo McCaskill Vitter 
Cruz McConnell Warner 
Donnelly Menendez Warren 
Durbin Merkley Whitehouse 
Enzi Mikulski Wicker 
Feinstein Moran Wyden 

NAYS—5 
Coburn Johnson (WI) Sessions 
Inhofe Lee 

NOT VOTING—2 

Gillibrand McCain 


The amendment (No. 21) was agreed 
to. 
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Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote. 

Mr. MANCHIN. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to lay upon the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

AMENDMENT NO. 10 

Mr. LEAHY. Parliamentary inquiry: 
Under the previous order, we are now 
on amendment No. 10? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment has not been made pend- 
ing. 

The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I call 
up amendment No. 10. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 


The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PORTMAN] pro- 
poses an amendment numbered 10. 


Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Strike section 302 and insert the following: 
SEC. 302. CREATING HOPE THROUGH OUTREACH, 

OPTIONS, SERVICES, AND EDU- 
CATION FOR CHILDREN AND YOUTH. 

Subtitle L of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 is amended by striking sections 
41201 through 41204 (42 U.S.C. 14048c through 
14043c-3) and inserting the following: 

“SEC. 41201. CREATING HOPE THROUGH OUT- 
REACH, OPTIONS, SERVICES, AND 
EDUCATION FOR CHILDREN AND 
YOUTH (CHOOSE CHILDREN & 
YOUTH’). 

“(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Attorney 
General, working in collaboration with the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services and 
the Secretary of Education, shall award 
grants to enhance the safety of youth and 
children who are victims of, or exposed to, 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking and pre- 
vent future violence. 

““(b) PROGRAM PURPOSES.—Funds provided 
under this section may be used for the fol- 
lowing program purpose areas: 

“(1) SERVICES TO ADVOCATE FOR AND RE- 
SPOND TO YOUTH.—To develop, expand, and 
strengthen victim-centered interventions 
and services that target youth who are vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, and sex trafficking. 
Services may include victim services, coun- 
seling, advocacy, mentoring, educational 
support, transportation, legal assistance in 
civil, criminal and administrative matters, 
such as family law cases, housing cases, 
child welfare proceedings, campus adminis- 
trative proceedings, and civil protection 
order proceedings, population-specific serv- 
ices, and other activities that support youth 
in finding safety, stability, and justice and 
in addressing the emotional, cognitive, and 
physical effects of trauma. Funds may be 
used to— 

“(A) assess and analyze currently available 
services for youth victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, stalk- 
ing, and sex trafficking, determining rel- 
evant barriers to such services in a par- 
ticular locality, and developing a commu- 
nity protocol to address such problems col- 
laboratively; 
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‘“(B) develop and implement policies, prac- 
tices, and procedures to effectively respond 
to domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking against 
youth; or 

‘(C) provide technical assistance and 
training to enhance the ability of school per- 
sonnel, victim service providers, child pro- 
tective service workers, staff of law enforce- 
ment agencies, prosecutors, court personnel, 
individuals who work in after school pro- 
grams, medical personnel, social workers, 
mental health personnel, and workers in 
other programs that serve children and 
youth to improve their ability to appro- 
priately respond to the needs of children and 
youth who are victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, stalking, and 
sex trafficking, and to properly refer such 
children, youth, and their families to appro- 
priate services. 

‘*(2) SUPPORTING YOUTH THROUGH EDUCATION 
AND PROTECTION.—To enable middle schools, 
high schools, and institutions of higher edu- 
cation to— 

“(A) provide training to school personnel, 
including healthcare providers and security 
personnel, on the needs of students who are 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, or sex traf- 
ficking; 

‘(B) develop and implement prevention 
and intervention policies in middle and high 
schools, including appropriate responses to, 
and identification and referral procedures 
for, students who are experiencing or perpe- 
trating domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, or sex trafficking, 
and procedures for handling the require- 
ments of court protective orders issued to or 
against students; 

‘(C) provide support services for student 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, or sex traf- 
ficking, such as a resource person who is ei- 
ther on-site or on-call; 

‘(D) implement developmentally appro- 
priate educational programming for students 
regarding domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, and sex trafficking 
and the impact of such violence on youth; or 

‘(H) develop strategies to increase identi- 
fication, support, referrals, and prevention 
programming for youth who are at high risk 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking. 

‘*(c) ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this section, an entity shall 
be— 

“(A) a victim service provider, tribal non- 
profit, or population-specific or community- 
based organization with a demonstrated his- 
tory of effective work addressing the needs 
of youth who are, including runaway or 
homeless youth affected by, victims of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, stalking, or sex trafficking; 

‘(B) a victim service provider that is 
partnered with an entity that has a dem- 
onstrated history of effective work address- 
ing the needs of youth; or 

“(C) a public, charter, tribal, or nationally 
accredited private middle or high school, a 
school administered by the Department of 
Defense under section 2164 of title 10, United 
States Code or section 1402 of the Defense 
Dependents’ Education Act of 1978, a group 
of schools, a school district, or an institution 
of higher education. 

‘*(2) PARTNERSHIPS.— 

‘“(A) EDUCATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant for the purposes described in sub- 
section (b)(2), an entity described in para- 
graph (1) shall be partnered with a public, 
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charter, tribal, or nationally accredited pri- 
vate middle or high school, a school adminis- 
tered by the Department of Defense under 
section 2164 of title 10, United States Code or 
section 1402 of the Defense Dependents’ Edu- 
cation Act of 1978, a group of schools, a 
school district, or an institution of higher 
education. 

‘(B) OTHER PARTNERSHIPS.—AI] applicants 
under this section are encouraged to work in 
partnership with organizations and agencies 
that work with the relevant population. 
Such entities may include— 

“(i) a State, tribe, unit of local govern- 
ment, or territory; 

“(ii) a population specific or community- 
based organization; 

“(ii) batterer intervention programs or 
sex offender treatment programs with spe- 
cialized knowledge and experience working 
with youth offenders; or 

“(iv) any other agencies or nonprofit, non- 
governmental organizations with the capac- 
ity to provide effective assistance to the 
adult, youth, and child victims served by the 
partnership. 

‘(d) GRANTEE REQUIREMENTS.—Applicants 
for grants under this section shall establish 
and implement policies, practices, and proce- 
dures that— 

“(1) require and include appropriate refer- 
ral systems for child and youth victims; 

‘(2) protect the confidentiality and privacy 
of child and youth victim information, par- 
ticularly in the context of parental or third 
party involvement and consent, mandatory 
reporting duties, and working with other 
service providers all with priority on victim 
safety and autonomy; and 

‘“(3) ensure that all individuals providing 
intervention or prevention programming to 
children or youth through a program funded 
under this section have completed, or will 
complete, sufficient training in connection 
with domestic violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault, stalking, and sex trafficking. 

‘(e) DEFINITIONS AND GRANT CONDITIONS.— 
In this section, the definitions and grant 
conditions provided for in section 40002 shall 
apply. 

‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(g) ALLOTMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 50 percent 
of the total amount appropriated under this 
section for each fiscal year shall be used for 
the purposes described in subsection (b)(1). 

‘(2) INDIAN TRIBES.—Not less than 10 per- 
cent of the total amount appropriated under 
this section for each fiscal year shall be 
made available for grants under the program 
authorized by section 2015 of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968. 
The requirements of this section shall not 
apply to funds allocated under this para- 
graph. 

‘(h) PRIORITY.—The Attorney General 
shall prioritize grant applications under this 
section that coordinate with prevention pro- 
grams in the community.’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, this is 
a commonsense amendment. We just 
voted on the Violence Against Women 
Act amendment for trafficking offered 
by Senator LEAHY. This is an amend- 
ment that actually deals with the un- 
derlying legislation. It is really a clari- 
fying amendment. 

I am pleased to be joined by Senators 
BLUMENTHAL, AYOTTE, COLLINS, BROWN, 
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COCHRAN, RUBIO, ALEXANDER, and 
GILLIBRAND. It has to do with offering 
protection and services to victims of 
sex trafficking under VAWA. This sim- 
ply says under section 302 of VAWA 
that we ensure sex trafficking is cov- 
ered. 

Right now youth and children who 
are exposed to domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, or sexual assault or stalk- 
ing are covered but not sex trafficking. 
I think it is consistent with the amend- 
ment we just passed. It is also an im- 
portant clarification of the underlying 
bill. 

There are about 300,000 young Ameri- 
cans the FBI says are at risk today. 
This is a commonsense approach, and I 
would hope that all Senators on both 
sides of the aisle would agree that sex 
trafficking should be covered by this 
act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HEITKAMP). The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. I agree with the Senator 
from Ohio. I am perfectly willing to ac- 
cept this amendment by a voice vote, 
and I do support it. 

I am encouraged that the Senate has 
voted to pass the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Reauthorization Act, which 
will let us make real progress in help- 
ing victims of human trafficking. I 
worked with Senator RUBIO last Con- 
gress to reauthorize and improve our 
antitrafficking law and needed pro- 
grams. We were stymied by an anony- 
mous Republican objection. Today we 
achieved a breakthrough when the Sen- 
ate voted to approve the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act. 

I thank Senators from both sides of 
the aisle who have rejected the 
cramped view of the Heritage Founda- 
tion and joined with us to make 
progress on this important issue, to 
help victims and to help prevent 
human trafficking. The vote the Sen- 
ate just took to approve vital 
antitrafficking legislation will ensure 
that resources and services get to traf- 
ficking victims in ways shown to work. 
By our action, we are improving and 
strengthening antitrafficking pro- 
grams. 

I do not wish to conflate or confuse 
the two issues. The Violence Against 
Women Act provides programs for vic- 
tims of sexual assault and domestic vi- 
olence. Trafficking is different, a 
unique form of abuse with separate 
programs designed to address it in the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Act. 

When trafficking victims also experi- 
ence sexual assault, they can also ac- 
cess programs funded through VAWA 
for sexual assault victims. The Leahy- 
Crapo Violence Against Women Reau- 
thorization Act explicitly provides that 
VAWA programs are to help victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault, or stalking. That includes 
trafficking victims. That language was 
carefully crafted with advocates for 
victims of those crimes. 
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Accordingly, I believe that amend- 
ment 10 is unnecessary. It duplicates 
and reiterates what the bill already 
provides. So long as it does not harm 
and does not create confusion, I sup- 
port it. The Senator from Oklahoma 
may accuse us of providing duplicative 
programs, but no one is going to sub- 
ject themselves to sexual assault just 
because they might be eligible for a 
VAWA program or help from a traf- 
ficking program. No individual victim 
is going to somehow profit at tax- 
payers’ expense. The amendment is ac- 
cepted merely as further clarification 
of the availability of VAWA programs 
to children who are both victims of 
trafficking and sexual assault. Sex 
trafficking victims are by definition 
also sexual assault victims. 

I am not in favor of confusing pro- 
gram administrators or taking pro- 
gram funds away from victims of rape 
and domestic violence. I have worked 
hard not to pit victims against each 
other. Instead, I have tried to provide 
for the needs of all victims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Madam Presi- 
dent, I want to again thank the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee, PAT- 
RICK LEAHY, for his leadership on this 
bill and on the issue of human traf- 
ficking. He has led this Chamber. 

I want to thank my colleague, Sen- 
ator PORTMAN, for truly a common- 
sense amendment that aims to combat 
one of the great scourges in the United 
States and around the world, sex traf- 
ficking involving young people. We can 
take a strong step and send a strong 
message by providing the kinds of serv- 
ices to young victims as we do to other 
victims who receive aid under VAWA. I 
urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PORTMAN. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk called the 
roll. 

The result was announced—yeas 100, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 16 Leg.] 


YEAS—100 
Alexander Cantwell Crapo 
Ayotte Cardin Cruz 
Baldwin Carper Donnelly 
Barrasso Casey Durbin 
Baucus Chambliss Enzi 
Begich Coats Feinstein 
Bennet Coburn Fischer 
Blumenthal Cochran Flake 
Blunt Collins Franken 
Boozman Coons Gillibrand 
Boxer Corker Graham 
Brown Cornyn Grassley 
Burr Cowan Hagan 
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Harkin Manchin Sanders 
Hatch McCain Schatz 
Heinrich McCaskill Schumer 
Heitkamp McConnell Scott 
Heller Menendez Sessions 
Hirono Merkley Shaheen 
Bile a Shelby 
nhofe oran 
Isakson Murkowski a 
ester 
Johanns Murphy Thune 
Johnson (SD) Murray 
Johnson (WI) Nelson Toomey 
Kaine Paul Udall (CO) 
King Portman Udall (NM) 
Kirk Pryor Vitter 
Klobuchar Reed Warner 
Landrieu Reid Warren 
Lautenberg Risch Whitehouse 
Leahy Roberts Wicker 
Lee Rockefeller Wyden 
Levin Rubio 


The amendment (No. 10) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider. 

Mr. MERKLEY. I move to lay that on 
the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 11 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, the 
distinguished Senator from Alaska, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, has filed amendment No. 
11, a technical fix to ensure that 
VAWA’s tribal provisions apply to 
Alaska. I now offer the amendment on 
her behalf. I support this amendment 
and I ask it be added to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. LEAHY], 


for Ms. MURKOWSKI, proposes an amendment 
numbered 11. 


Mr. LEAHY. I ask further reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 


Beginning on page 186, strike line 5 and all 
that follows through page 187, line 3, and in- 
sert the following: 

SEC. 905. TRIBAL PROTECTION ORDERS. 

Section 2265 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsection (e) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘“(e) TRIBAL COURT JURISDICTION.—For pur- 
poses of this section, a court of an Indian 
tribe shall have full civil jurisdiction to 
issue and enforce protection orders involving 
any person, including the authority to en- 
force any orders through civil contempt pro- 
ceedings, to exclude violators from Indian 
land, and to use other appropriate mecha- 
nisms, in matters arising anywhere in the 
Indian country of the Indian tribe (as defined 
in section 1151) or otherwise within the au- 
thority of the Indian tribe.’’. 

Beginning on page 193, strike line 20 and 
all that follows through page 194, line 3, and 
insert the following: 

SEC. 910. SPECIAL RULE FOR THE STATE OF 
ALASKA. 

(a) EXPANDED JURISDICTION.—In the State 
of Alaska, the amendments made by sections 
904 and 905 shall only apply to the Indian 
country (as defined in section 1151 of title 18, 
United States Code) of the Metlakatla Indian 
Community, Annette Island Reserve. 

(b) RETAINED JURISDICTION.—The jurisdic- 
tion and authority of each Indian tribe in 
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the State of Alaska under section 2265(e) of 
title 18, United States Code (as in effect on 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
Act)— 

(1) shall remain in full force and effect; and 

(2) are not limited or diminished by this 
Act or any amendment made by this Act. 

(c) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this 
Act or an amendment made by this Act lim- 
its or diminishes the jurisdiction of the 
State of Alaska, any subdivision of the State 
of Alaska, or any Indian tribe in the State of 
Alaska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
will now be 2 minutes of debate, equal- 
ly divided. 

Mr. LEAHY. I yield back all time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

If there is no further debate, the 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment (No. 11) was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 15 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min- 
utes of debate, equally divided, prior to 
a vote in relation to amendment No. 15, 
offered by the Senator from Oklahoma, 
Mr. COBURN. 

Mr. COBURN. Madam President, this 
is an amendment that follows GAO rec- 
ommendations with which the Justice 
Department agreed in terms of an 
audit on the duplication within their 
program. As a matter of fact, I have 
the data where the Justice Department 
actually concurred with the GAO on it. 
The purpose of the amendment is to 
eliminate the backlog in DNA testing, 
both in terms of rape kits and CODIS. 
The Cornyn amendment improved the 
bill but does not direct the money nec- 
essary. It is a small percentage, less 
than 2 percent over 10 years out of that 
bill, less than 2 percent of 1 year’s 
spending. We spent $40 million for 10 
years on these grants and what we are 
asking for is .4 of 1 percent to help 
solve the backlog on all the DNA cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. The bipartisan Leahy- 
Crapo Violence Against Women Reau- 
thorization Act already reduces au- 
thorization levels and adds important 
accountability measures. These are 
careful, appropriate, and effective 
steps. The Coburn amendment would 
mandate sweeping cuts which would 
decimate programs. The amendment is 
opposed by law enforcement, including 
the National Association of Police Or- 
ganizations, and by the National Task 
Force to End Sexual and Domestic Vio- 
lence Against Women. 

Of course we all want to combat 
fraud, waste, and abuse. But this 
amendment is not the way to do it. The 
amendment purports to be based on 
findings by the U.S. Government Ac- 
countability Office, GAO, but it mis- 
construes those findings. The amend- 
ment states that the GAO identified 
$3.9 billion in ‘‘duplicative”’ grants pro- 
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grams. That is simply not the case. 
The July 2012 GAO report states that 
the total amount of grants awarded by 
the Justice Department in fiscal year 
2010 was only $3.6 billion. You cannot 
have $3.9 billion in duplication when 
the total amount of grant money 
awarded was less than that. 

More importantly, the GAO report 
did not actually conclude that there 
was duplication. The July report said 
there was ‘‘the potential risk of unnec- 
essary duplication” and recommended 
that the Justice Department conduct 
an assessment to determine if grant 
programs could be consolidated to 
mitigate that risk. The GAO did not 
recommend any funding cuts and cer- 
tainly did not recommend the $780 mil- 
lion cut that this amendment would re- 
quire. As I have noted, our bill already 
includes a 17-percent cut in authoriza- 
tions. 

The amendment offered by Senator 
COBURN requires the Department of 
Justice to gut key grant programs. It 
would mandate that the Department 
cut at least $780 million from its grant 
programs, many of which provide crit- 
ical funding to law enforcement and 
victim service providers. This would 
have devastating effects on victims of 
rape and domestic violence, and I urge 
Senators to vote against it. 

The amendment tries to sugarcoat 
the damage it will do by reference to 
untested rape kits. In fact, it is the 
amendment that is duplicative. We 
have established the Debbie Smith Act 
to reduce the backlog of untested rape 
kits and the Leahy-Crapo bill already 
includes measures to reduce the back- 
log through core VAWA programs and 
through the inclusion of the SAFER 
Act. 

By gutting grant programs to law en- 
forcement and victims, the Coburn 
amendment does not help victims of 
rape, who rely on victim service pro- 
viders funded with these grants and on 
law enforcement who count on Federal 
support. Mandating vast cuts in pro- 
grams for victims and law enforcement 
at a time when those programs are al- 
ready being squeezed is bad policy. 
These grant programs save lives. The 
amendment is bad for victims and bad 
for law enforcement. I urge Senators to 
oppose it. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD letters in opposi- 
tion to amendment No. 15 to S. 47, the 
Violence Against Women Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2013. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION 
OF POLICE ORGANIZATIONS, INC., 
Alexandria, Virginia, February 11, 2013. 
Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY: On behalf of the 
National Association of Police Organizations 
(NAPO), representing 241,000 rank-and-file of- 
ficers from across the United States, I write 
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to you to inform you that we strongly oppose 
proposed Amendment 15, offered by Senator 
Coburn, to the Violence Against Women Act 
Reauthorization of 2018 (S. 47). 

This amendment would mandate cuts of 
$780 million or more from Department of 
Justice grant programs. Those cuts would 
have to come from programs that help vic- 
tims of crime, like the Violence Against 
Women Act, or from aid to state and local 
law enforcement, among other important 
grant programs. 

Mandating vast cuts in programs for vic- 
tims and law enforcement at a time when 
those programs are already being squeezed is 
bad policy. State and local governments rely 
on vital federal assistance, including for bul- 
let proof vests and other life-saving equip- 
ment. 

This VAWA reauthorization already re- 
duces authorization levels and adds impor- 
tant accountability measures. These are 
careful, appropriate, and effective steps. The 
Coburn amendment would add sweeping and 
unprincipled mandated cuts which would 
decimate programs. For these reasons, we 
must strongly oppose it. 

Sincerely, 
WILLIAM J. JOHNSON, 
Executive Director. 
NATIONAL TASK FORCE TO END SEX- 
UAL AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 
AGAINST WOMEN, 
Washington, DC, February 8, 2013. 
Senator PATRICK LEAHY, 
Chair, Senate Committee on the Judiciary, U.S. 
Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR LEAHY: The National Task 
Force to End Sexual and Domestic Violence 
represents thousands of national, tribal, 
state, territorial and local organizations, as 
well as survivors of domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, and stalking. 
We are committed to securing an end to vio- 
lence against women. National Task Force 
to End Sexual and Domestic Violence agrees 
that more funding should be made available 
for the rape kit backlog and other critical 
victim services and notes that significant 
provisions to do this and address the crime 
of rape are already included in S. 47. 

On the other hand, the National Task 
Force to End Sexual and Domestic Violence 
is opposed to Amendment No. 15 to S. 47, pro- 
posed by Senator Coburn. Senator Coburn’s 
amendment has the ostensible goal of saving 
money on administrative costs in order to 
redirect those funds to address the nation’s 
rape kit backlog. But the amendment’s man- 
dates would ultimately cost so much money 
themselves—that they could not generate 
the proposed savings promised to alleviate 
the rape kit backlog. 

This amendment would mandate cuts of 
more than $700 million to Department of 
Justice grant programs, eviscerating serv- 
ices to victims of all crimes and decimating 
justice system responses to crime. 

This amendment also requires a top to bot- 
tom review of every program in the Depart- 
ment of Justice, every staff position in the 
Department of Justice, and every staff per- 
son hired by every contractor engaged by the 
Department of Justice. An audit of this 
scope is simply unworkable and would drain 
valuable resources that would otherwise sup- 
port law enforcement agencies, courts, pros- 
ecutors’ office, and victim services, leaving 
victims of all forms of crime vulnerable to 
great harm. 

The audit proposed in Amendment No. 15 
would require the Department of Justice to 
investigate every one of its approximately 
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110,000 employees, including U.S. Attorneys, 
FBI agents, federal marshals, ATF employ- 
ees, federal prison employees, in search of 
supposed duplications and waste. The U.S. 
Department of Justice has 38 agencies and is 
the largest law enforcement agency in this 
country; to hamper its incredibly important 
work fighting crime every day with an audit 
that may or may not yield proof of duplica- 
tion or waste, is an injustice to all of the 
people the Justice Department is bound to 
protect and serve. A review of this size and 
scope would clearly cost hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars, a growth of government 
functions that is unconscionable in a time of 
fiscal crisis. 

There is an easier and much less expensive 
way to reduce administrative costs in order 
to dedicate more funding to direct services— 
and that is accomplished in S. 47. S. 47 con- 
solidates 13 existing programs in the Office 
on Violence Against Women into 4 programs. 
S. 47 already addresses duplication and po- 
tential waste in Violence Against Women 
Act-funded programs through these consoli- 
dations. S. 47 will free up more funds for di- 
rect services by consolidating administrative 
functions—and will preserve desperately 
needed services. 

Amendment No. 15 will require the Depart- 
ment of Justice to spend hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars that could otherwise go to- 
ward direct services, meaning fewer victims 
served and more programs closing. We ask 
you and your fellow Senators to vote NO on 
Amendment No. 15. 

Sincerely, 
THE MEMBER PROGRAMS OF THE NATIONAL 
TASK FORCE TO END SEXUAL AND DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE. 


Mr. LEAHY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The assistant bill clerk called the 
roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER) would have voted ‘‘yea.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 46, 
nays 53, as follows: 


[Rollcall Vote No. 17 Leg.] 


YEAS—46 
Ayotte Flake Moran 
Barrasso Graham Murkowski 
Blunt Grassley Pau 
Boozman Hatch Portman 
Burr Heller Risch 
Chambliss Hoeven Roberts 
Coats Inhofe Rubio 
Coburn Isakson 
Cochran Johanns o 
Collins Johnson (WI) 
Corker Kirk Shelby 
Cornyn Lee Thune 
Crapo Manchin Toomey 
Cruz McCain Vitter 
Enzi McCaskill Wicker 
Fischer McConnell 
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NAYS—53 
Baldwin Hagan Nelson 
Baucus Harkin Pryor 
Begich Heinrich Reed 
Bennet Heitkamp Reid 
Blumenthal Hirono Rockefeller 
Boxer Johnson (SD) Sanders 
ae 7 ae Schatz 
antwe. ing 
Cardin Klobuchar seein 
5 aheen 
Carper Landrieu 
Casey Lautenberg Stabenow 
Coons Leahy Tester 
Cowan Levin Udall (CO) 
Donnelly Menendez Udall (NM) 
Durbin Merkley Warner 
Feinstein Mikulski Warren 
Franken Murphy Whitehouse 
Gillibrand Murray Wyden 
NOT VOTING—1 
Alexander 


The amendment (No. 15) was rejected. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. LEVIN. I move to lay that mo- 
tion on the table. The motion to lay on 
the table was agreed to. 


ee 
RECESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:41 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem- 
bled when called to order by the Pre- 
siding Officer (Ms. BALDWIN). 


—— 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN REAU- 
THORIZATION ACT OF 2013—Con- 
tinued 


AMENDMENT NO. 16 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min- 
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
a vote in relation to amendment No. 16 
offered by the Senator from Oklahoma, 
Mr. COBURN. 

The Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. COBURN. Madam President, this 
is simply an amendment that says if a 
woman is raped and there is an article 
of indictment against the rapist, she 
ought to have a right to know the sexu- 
ally transmitted diseases that rapist 
carries. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. The Senator from Okla- 
homa was a member of the Senate Ju- 
diciary Committee when the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act 
was considered and approved. He was a 
member for many years and never 
came to me to raise this issue. It has 
not been considered and its potential 
consequences of cutting 20 percent of 
Federal assistance grants to states 
that help law enforcement and encour- 
age arrests in sexual assault and do- 
mestic violence cases could be disas- 
trous. It is the wrong way to go. 

I think we all agree that victims of 
sexual assault should receive testing 
and treatment for sexually transmitted 


1206 


diseases. The Leahy-Crapo bill already 
adds new coverage for HIV testing and 
services for sexual assault victims. 
There is also already a five percent 
penalty in the law for those who don’t 
provide HIV testing. 

However, the amendment would man- 
date that states force tests on defend- 
ants, those accused of crimes but not 
tried or convicted. To require such 
testing within 48 hours of information 
or indictment is practically difficult or 
impossible for many states and violates 
the state constitution in others. This 
amendment sets up requirements that 
many state and local governments can- 
not comply with and will cause states 
to lose millions in assistance that 
helps victims of rape and domestic vio- 
lence. 

The Senator from Oklahoma has con- 
sistently voted against VAWA. That is 
his right. But we should not make the 
programs more difficult for law en- 
forcement and victims because he does 
not support them. This is not the right 
way to reduce government—by setting 
up government mandates that law en- 
forcement cannot meet and then cut- 
ting their assistance funding when 
they cannot. I do not believe this one- 
size-fits-all mandate from Washington 
to our states is the right way to go. 

A large majority of states are not in 
compliance with this provision and 
would lose crucial funds for preventing 
rape and domestic violence and helping 
victims. These funds are particularly 
important in difficult economic times, 
and cutting them would be devastating 
for victims. The amendment’s mandate 
is overly proscriptive and intrusive and 
would result in a loss of crucial serv- 
ices to many victims. That is why the 
National Task Force to End Sexual and 
Domestic Violence Against Women 
strongly opposes this amendment. 

I am willing to work on even more 
ways to ensure that rape victims re- 
ceive all needed treatment. But doing 
so with measures that will punish the 
rape victims themselves by denying 
them access to needed services is inhu- 
mane and counter-productive. I urge 
Senators to oppose this amendment. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD letters in opposi- 
tion to amendment No. 16 to S. 47, the 
Violence Against Women Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2013. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

NATIONAL TASK FORCE TO END SEX- 
UAL AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 
AGAINST WOMEN 

Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, 
Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, 

Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY: The National Task 
Force to End Sexual and Domestic Violence 
is comprised of national, tribal, state, terri- 
torial and local organizations, as well as in- 
dividuals, committed to securing an end to 
violence against women, and we are urging 
Senators to oppose Amendment No. 16 to S. 
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47, proposed by Senator Coburn. The Na- 
tional Task Force strongly supports the in- 
creased availability of treatment options for 
victims of sexual violence who have acquired 
a sexually transmitted infection as a result 
of an assault. While ostensibly this amend- 
ment addresses that issue, it in fact fun- 
damentally alters the purpose and approach 
of one of VAWA’s key grant programs and se- 
verely penalizes grant recipients for compli- 
ance failures that may be impossible for 
them to meet. 

The National Task Force would welcome 
the addition of treatment to the existing 
language in S. 47 related to victim testing 
and counseling and the expansion of this pur- 
pose area to include all sexually transmitted 
infections. 

However, amendment 16 goes well beyond 
this recommendation. The amendment would 
require all recipients one of VAWA’s grant 
programs to pay for sexual assault victims’ 
treatment for sexually transmitted infec- 
tions. Amendment 16 is overly prescriptive 
and fails to allow states and local govern- 
ments to address other pressing violence 
against women priorities in their commu- 
nities. Additionally, it is administratively 
unworkable because grantees will have no 
way to budget for unanticipated costs of 
treatment. 

Additionally, amendment 16 goes far þe- 
yond current law to require grantees to cer- 
tify that state law requires testing offenders 
for all sexually transmitted infections or 
risk lose 20% of their grant funding. Many 
states are already losing 5% of certain 
grants for failure to comply with existing 
law requiring HIV testing of offenders. 
Amendment 16 would result in 20% grant 
penalties for many local governments who 
would have no way to comply. It is a one size 
fits all approach to a grant program that was 
designed specifically to meet critical com- 
munity priorities as identified by those com- 
munities. 

Sincerely, 
NATIONAL TASK FORCE TO END 
SEXUAL AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 
AGAINST WOMEN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. COBURN. The people who oppose 
it oppose it on the grounds they might 
not get as much money unless they ac- 
tually keep a woman from getting 
raped twice—once by the system we set 
up and once by their attacker. 

If Senators vote against this, what 
they are saying is they don’t have any 
compassion for the women who don’t 
know the status of the person who 
raped them. Therefore, they go under 
treatment; they go through unknown 
and severe psychological stress, having 
to be repeatedly tested. 

We put this in the bill the last time 
at 5 percent. All we did this time is 
raise it to 20 percent to try to reduce 
this behavior in the States. 

The chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee voted for this last time. So to 
say what we are doing is not in the best 
interests of women is wrong. If some- 
one really thinks women ought to get 
raped twice, vote against this amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, would 
that it were so simple. The amendment 
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is simply going to take protections 
away from thousands of women, and 
that is why I oppose it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COBURN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

There is a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

The result was announced—yeas 48, 
nays 57, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 18 Leg.] 


YEAS—43 
Alexander Fischer Moran 
Ayotte Flake Paul 
Barrasso Graham Portman 
Blunt Grassley Risch 
Boozman Hagan Roberts 
Burr Hatch Rubio 
cee Say Scott 
oats nhofe A 

Coburn Isakson as 

elby 
Cochran Johanns Thune 
Corker Johnson (WI) 
Cornyn Lee Toomey 
Crapo Manchin Vitter 
Cruz McCain Wicker 
Enzi McConnell 

NAYS—57 

Baldwin Harkin Murphy 
Baucus Heinrich Murray 
Begich Heitkamp Nelson 
Bennet Heller Pryor 
Blumenthal Hirono Reed 
Boxer Johnson (SD) Rei 
Brown Kaine Rockefeller 
Cantwell King Sanders 
Cardin Kirk Schatz 
Carper Klobuchar Schumer 
Casey Landrieu Shaheen 
Collins Lautenberg Stabenow 
Coons Leahy Tester 
Cowan Levin Udall (CO) 
Donnelly McCaskill Udall (NM) 
Durbin Menendez Warner 
Feinstein Merkley Warren 
Franken Mikulski Whitehouse 
Gillibrand Murkowski Wyden 


The amendment (No. 16) was rejected. 

Mr. LEE. Madam President, today I 
would like to address a provision of the 
Violence Against Women Act, S. 47, 
that is of great concern. Title IX of 
VAWA provides tribal courts with spe- 
cial jurisdiction over non-Indians who 
are charged with crimes of domestic vi- 
olence. While title IX requires tribal 
courts availing themselves of this spe- 
cial jurisdiction to provide the non-In- 
dian defendant ‘‘all other rights whose 
protection is necessary under the Con- 
stitution,” I am concerned that such 
proceedings have the potential to de- 
prive U.S. citizens of crucial due proc- 
ess rights, especially without further 
connection to the existing Federal 
court system. 

First, title IX currently requires a 
defendant to be tried by an impartial 
jury drawn from sources that ‘‘reflect a 
fair cross section of the community.” 
We are always concerned that the pop- 
ulation from which a jury is drawn not 
result in bias against a defendant who 
may not be part of the same race, cul- 
ture, or religion as the jurors. While 
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the population of many Indian lands 
consists of a wide variety of both Indi- 
ans and non-Indians, many parts of In- 
dian country are populated by Indians 
who have close ties to one another but 
limited interaction with non-Indians. I 
believe we must seek to minimize the 
potential for bias against non-Indian 
defendants under such circumstances. 

Second, in State and Federal courts, 
the defendant has several options with 
which to challenge the validity of the 
court’s rulings. Under the special juris- 
diction laid out in title IX, the defend- 
ant lacks both the ability to remove 
his case to Federal court when appro- 
priate and the ability to appeal a deci- 
sion to a Federal appeals court. While 
many tribal courts have proven to be 
as consistent and fair as traditional 
courts, the possibility of removal and 
appeal is key to the oversight that U.S. 
citizens rightfully expect in criminal 
proceedings. 

For these reasons I respectfully urge 
my colleagues to oppose S. 47. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I 
recognize the concerns of the Senator 
from Oklahoma. His amendment has 
good intentions by seeking to find 
ways to reduce duplication for all De- 
partment of Justice, DOJ, grants to 
State and local governments and non- 
profit organizations. I agree with the 
Senator from Oklahoma that we need 
to pinch every penny. 

However, as chairwoman of both the 
Appropriations Committee and the 
Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice 
and Science, CJS, I must oppose the 
amendment. It directs the Justice De- 
partment to develop and implement a 
plan that eliminates, consolidates or 
streamlines seemingly similar existing 
grant programs to find at least $780 
million in savings. Then, regardless of 
whether or not duplication in grant 
programs is identified, $780 million 
would be automatically rescinded for 
deficit reduction, unless DOJ chooses 
to redirect a portion for DNA backlog 
reduction grants. 

I oppose this amendment for two rea- 
sons. First, the fiscal year 2013 Senate 
CJS bill already rescinds over $61 mil- 
lion from DOJ grants, coming on top of 
$93 million rescinded in the fiscal year 
2012 enacted bill. The Justice Depart- 
ment’s grant components are already 
struggling to meet those mandatory re- 
scissions. In order to meet an addi- 
tional $780 million, this amendment 
would give the Department enormous 
power to unilaterally terminate pro- 
grams with no input from Congress. 

Second, Justice grants have already 
been slashed, and are likely to take 
more cuts in the coming months and 
years. Since fiscal year 2010, DOJ 
grants have been cut by more than $1.5 
billion, a 41 percent reduction, from 
$3.6 billion in fiscal year 2010 to $2.1 bil- 
lion in fiscal year 2012, shifting the 
burden of crime fighting to State and 
local governments where budgets are 
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also stressed. Should sequestration 
kick in, grants will be cut by at least 
$110 million, or another 5 percent re- 
duction. This amendment would cut 
another $780 million from programs 
like Byrne Justice Assistance Grants, 
COPS Hiring, youth mentoring, bullet- 
proof vests, and the Violence Against 
Women Act. Altogether, this would be 
an astounding cut of $2.4 billion, or 64 
percent, since fiscal year 2010. 

The Senator from Oklahoma and I 
agree that we need to be strong sen- 
tries over taxpayers’ funds. I have en- 
couraged the Attorney General to fol- 
low GAO’s recommendations, and he 
has responded by directing the Depart- 
ment to assess and consolidate grant 
programs when possible in order to pre- 
vent unnecessary duplication. But the 
Coburn amendment implements sweep- 
ing cuts, which will impact every Jus- 
tice grant program. It will hurt our law 
enforcement and community partners 
at home, who are already struggling 
with limited tools to keep our families 
and neighborhoods safe and help vic- 
tims of crime. 

I oppose this amendment and urge 
my colleagues to vote no. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, as a 
cosponsor of the Violence Against 
Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, I 
urge my colleagues to adopt this im- 
portant measure. 

The issue before us is not partisan. It 
is not of importance to just one State 
or region, or to a single group or inter- 
est. It is manifestly in the interest of 
every American to reauthorize these 
important programs that have made 
such a difference in the lives of women 
and families across this country. 

Since its passage, the Violence 
Against Women Act has provided com- 
prehensive support to survivors of do- 
mestic and sexual violence and to the 
Federal, State and local agencies that 
confront this scourge every day. The 
original legislation passed in 1994 laid a 
strong foundation that helped establish 
a coordinated response to violence 
against women. Reauthorizations in 
2000 and 2005 strengthened that founda- 
tion. Today, through violence preven- 
tion grants, services to survivors of 
sexual assault, legal assistance, transi- 
tional housing grants, assistance to 
law enforcement agencies and prosecu- 
tors and other efforts, VAWA has made 
an enormous difference. 

Deaths due to violent acts by inti- 
mate partners have decreased signifi- 
cantly. And according to a cost-benefit 
analysis, VAWA saved nearly $15 bil- 
lion in its first 6 years of existence by 
avoiding the high social costs violence 
against women exacts on our Nation. 
William T. Robinson, the president of 
the American Bar Association, calls 
VAWA “the single most effective fed- 
eral effort to respond to the epidemic 
of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault and stalking in this 
country.”’ 
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I had hoped the Congress would act 
to reauthorize VAWA last year. There 
is no reason that today we cannot pass 
this legislation with overwhelming bi- 
partisan support. Doing so will make 
an enormous difference in protecting 
women from domestic abuse and other 
forms of violence. And it will make a 
strong statement that the Senate is 
united in our desire to ensure that our 
mothers, wives, sisters, and daughters 
will continue to receive that protec- 
tion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading and was read the 
third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min- 
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
a vote on passage of S. 47, as amended. 

Mr. LEAHY. As the Senate now votes 
on the Violence Against Women Reau- 
thorization Act, I hope we will join to- 
gether in a strong bipartisan majority 
to pass this important legislation. En- 
actment of our bill to help all victims 
of domestic and sexual violence is over- 
due. Together we can finally finish 
what we started last year. We are deep- 
ly indebted to the women and men 
around the country who have been 
working with us and have been stead- 
fast in their commitment to the vic- 
tims and to our efforts to combat do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, stalk- 
ing, and sexual assault. 

The Violence Against Women Act has 
been effective at preventing crimes and 
protecting victims. But there is so 
much more to be done. The Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention’s re- 
cent survey found that one in four 
women has been the victim of severe 
physical domestic violence, and one in 
five women has been raped in her life- 
time. More than half of the homicides 
in my state of Vermont are related to 
domestic violence. This is simply unac- 
ceptable. We can and we must do bet- 
ter. 

The Senate overwhelmingly passed 
the Leahy-Crapo bill last April. In the 
nearly 10 months since then, thousands 
of women around the country have 
been victimized. We have heard of too 
many cases, yet the vast majority of 
these crimes are never reported at all. 
I cannot help but feel that some of 
those crimes could have been pre- 
vented. Some of those victims could 
have gotten more assistance. Congress 
should not delay any longer. 

Our bill offers support for those tech- 
niques already proven in the field that 
help identify high-risk cases and pre- 
vent domestic violence homicides. It 
will increase VAWA’s focus on rape vic- 
tims and push colleges to strengthen 
their efforts to protect students from 
domestic and sexual violence. This re- 
authorization will allow us to make 
real progress in addressing the horri- 
fying epidemic of domestic violence in 
tribal communities. This bipartisan 
bill will allow services to get to those 
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in the LGBT community who have had 
trouble accessing services in the past. 
The bill also includes key improve- 
ments for immigrant victims of domes- 
tic and sexual violence. 

All of these provisions were included 
because victims and the people who 
work with them every day told us they 
were needed to prevent crimes and pro- 
vide better assistance to victims. We 
are trying to help victims and prevent 
crime. We have been working to get 
this bill through the Senate and to the 
House so we can quickly get a good bill 
to the President for his signature. We 
cannot afford further delay while more 
victims suffer unnecessarily. 

I, again, thank the Majority Leader 
for making violence against women a 
priority for the Senate. We have been 
debating this measure since last Mon- 
day. We have considered a number of 
amendments. In the legislative process 
we have been able to make additional 
progress by adopting the bipartisan 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reau- 
thorization Act, as well. 

I noted at the outset of this debate 
that by providing new tools and re- 
sources to communities all around the 
country, we have helped bring the 
crimes of rape and domestic violence 
out of the shadows. The Federal Gov- 
ernment is standing with the women of 
this country and sent the message that 
we would no longer tolerate their 
treatment as second class citizens. Our 
bill renews and reinforces that com- 
mitment. 

Ending violence against women is 
not an easy problem to solve, but there 
are simple and significant steps we can 
take right now, without delay, by pass- 
ing this legislation. We have worked 
hard to make this bill bipartisan and I 
am proud that it has more than 60 Sen- 
ate cosponsors. It also has the support 
of more than 1,400 local, state and na- 
tional organizations from around the 
country that work with victims every 
day and know just how critical this law 
has been. I included their most recent 
letter of support with my remarks last 
Monday. I, again, thank them for their 
tireless efforts. 

There remain some special interest 
lobbies and some Senators who do not 
appreciate the role of the Federal Gov- 
ernment in helping improve the lives of 
Americans. It is disappointed that Her- 
itage Action and the Family Research 
Council are urging opposition to our bi- 
partisan bill. I hope that Senators will 
listen, instead, to the victims and to 
law enforcement and to the more than 
1,400 national, state, and local organi- 
zations that strongly support our Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act. 

If anyone needs a reminder of how 
important government help can be, 
just think about the way that Federal 
and local law enforcement worked to- 
gether last week to rescue Ethan, a 5- 
year-old kidnapped boy, from an under- 
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ground bunker in Alabama, where he 
had been held hostage for almost a 
week. Ask the family and local law en- 
forcement if they appreciated the help 
of the FBI, the Defense Department 
and so many who contributed to the 
safe return of that innocent victim. 

Every day across this nation we are 
reminded of the importance of pro- 
grams like the Violence Against 
Women Act. Our bipartisan bill does 
more than protect victims of domestic 
violence. It also contains provisions to 
protect victims of stalking. This morn- 
ing the Washington Post reported that 
a ‘‘man stalking one of his victims shot 
and killed two women waiting to pass 
through metal detectors at a court- 
house. . . Two male police officers also 
were struck by bullets ... but were 
saved by their bullet-proof vests.” This 
episode should remind us all that after 
working to reauthorize and reinvigo- 
rate the Violence Against Women Act, 
we must also reauthorize the Bullet 
Proof Vest program so that more of our 
law enforcement officials can be pro- 
tected. 

I spent years in local law enforce- 
ment and have great respect for the 
men and women who protect us every 
day. When I hear Senators say that we 
should not provide Federal assistance, 
we should not help officers get the pro- 
tection they need with bulletproof 
vests, or that we should not help the 
families of fallen public safety officers, 
I strongly disagree. In our Federal sys- 
tem, we can help and when we can, we 
should help. And that is exactly the op- 
portunity that is before us today. We 
have the power to help improve the 
lives of millions of people in this coun- 
try by renewing and expanding our 
commitment to end domestic and sex- 
ual violence and strengthen our com- 
mitment against human trafficking. A 
recent study from the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control (CDC) found that more 
than 24 people per minute are the vic- 
tims of rape, domestic violence and 
stalking in this country. We can take 
action to change that and we must. 

I am proud that our bill seeks to sup- 
port all victims, regardless of their im- 
migration status, their sexual orienta- 
tion or their membership in an Indian 
tribe. As I have said countless times on 
the floor of this chamber, ‘‘a victim is 
a victim is a victim.” The Violence 
Against Women Act is an example of 
how the Federal Government can help 
solve problems in cooperation with 
state and local communities. The fact 
is that women are safer today because 
of this law and there is no excuse not 
to improve upon it and reauthorize it 
without delay. We are working to pro- 
tect victims—all victims—of domestic 
and sexual violence. I urge all Senators 
to look past the narrow, ideological op- 
position of some and join with us. That 
is what the former senior Senator from 
Texas, Senator Hutchison, did last year 
when her Republican substitute was re- 
jected by the Senate. 
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I hope that despite 14 Republican 
Senators not voting to proceed to con- 
sider the bill and 35 Republican Sen- 
ators supporting what was a poor sub- 
stitute offered and rejected early in 
this debate, we will have a strong bi- 
partisan vote for final passage. I urge 
those who previously opposed our ef- 
forts to improve the Violence Against 
Women Act to join with us and help 
the Senate send our strong bill to the 
House of Representatives so that we 
can get it enacted. Despite the pre- 
dictions by some that the Republican 
House of Representatives will refuse to 
consider the Senate bill, as it did last 
year, I see reason for hope. Just yester- 
day 17 Republican members of the 
House wrote to their own leadership 
urging immediate reauthorization of 
VAWA. 

I thank the many Senators who have 
helped shape this bill and have spoken 
is such strong support of it, including 
Senator CRAPO, Senator MIKULSKI, Sen- 
ator MURKOWSKI, Senator MURRAY, 
Senator KLOBUCHAR, Senator COONS, 
Senator COLLINS, Senator SHAHEEN, 
Senator FRANKEN, Senator HAGAN, Sen- 
ator CASEY, and so many others. I also 
thank their staffs and my own, includ- 
ing Kristine Lucius, Noah Bookbinder, 
Anya McMurray, Chris Leopold, Bryan 
Seeley, and Clark Flynt, for their 
countless hours of work away from 
their own families as we try to make 
all families safer and more secure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time in opposition? 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 
yield back our time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
having been read the third time, the 
question is, Shall it pass? 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

The result was announced—yeas 78, 
nays 22, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 19 Leg.] 


YEAS—78 
Alexander Feinstein McCaskill 
Ayotte Fischer Menendez 
Baldwin Flake Merkley 
Baucus Franken Mikulski 
Begich Gillibrand Moran 
Bennet Hagan Murkowski 
Blumenthal Harkin Murphy 
Boxer Heinrich Murray 
Brown Heitkamp Nelson 
Burr Heller Portman 
Cantwell Hirono Pryor 
Cardin Hoeven Reed 
Carper Isakson Rei 
Casey Johnson (SD) Rockefeller 
Chambliss Kaine Sanders 
Coats King Schatz 
Cochran Kirk Schumer 
Collins Klobuchar Shaheen 
Coons Landrieu Shelby 
Corker Lautenberg Stabenow 
Cowan Leahy Tester 
Crapo Levin Toomey 
Donnelly Manchin Udall (CO) 
Durbin McCain Udall (NM) 
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Vitter Warren Wicker 
Warner Whitehouse Wyden 
NAYS—22 
Barrasso Grassley Risch 
Blunt Hatch Roberts 
Boozman Inhofe Rubio 
Coburn Johanns Scott 
Cornyn Johnson (WI) Sessions 
Cruz Lee Thune 
Enzi McConnell 
Graham Paul 


The bill (S. 47), 

passed, as follows: 
S. 47 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013”. 

SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

The table of contents for this Act is as fol- 
lows: 
Sec. 1. 
Sec. 2. 
Sec. 3. 


as amended, was 


Short title. 

Table of contents. 

Universal definitions and grant con- 

ditions. 

Sec. 4. Effective date. 

TITLE I—ENHANCING JUDICIAL AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT TOOLS TO COMBAT VI- 
OLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 

Sec. 101. Stop grants. 

Sec. 102. Grants to encourage arrest policies 
and enforcement of protection 
orders. 

Legal assistance for victims. 

Consolidation of grants to support 
families in the justice system. 

Sex offender management. 

Court-appointed special advocate 
program. 

Criminal provision 
stalking, 
cyberstalking. 

Outreach and services to under- 
served populations grant. 

Sec. 109. Culturally specific services grant. 

TITLE II—IMPROVING SERVICES FOR 
VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 
DATING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, 
AND STALKING 

Sec. 201. Sexual assault services program. 

Sec. 202. Rural domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, stalking, 
and child abuse enforcement as- 
sistance. 

Sec. 203. Training and services to end vio- 
lence against women with dis- 
abilities grants. 

Sec. 204. Enhanced training and services to 

end abuse in later life. 


TITLE III—SERVICES, PROTECTION, AND 
JUSTICE FOR YOUNG VICTIMS OF VIO- 
LENCE 


Sec. 301. Rape prevention and 
grant. 

Sec. 302. Creating hope through outreach, 
options, services, and education 
for children and youth. 

Sec. 303. Grants to combat violent crimes on 
campuses. 

Sec. 304. Campus sexual violence, domestic 
violence, dating violence, and 
stalking education and preven- 
tion. 

TITLE IV—VIOLENCE REDUCTION 
PRACTICES 

Sec. 401. Study conducted by the centers for 
disease control and prevention. 

Sec. 402. Saving money and reducing trage- 
dies through prevention grants. 


103. 
104. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


105. 
106. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 107. relating to 


including 


Sec. 108. 


education 
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TITLE V—STRENGTHENING THE 
HEALTHCARE SYSTEM’S RESPONSE TO 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING 

Sec. 501. Consolidation of grants to 

strengthen the healthcare sys- 
tem’s response to domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking. 

TITLE VI—SAFE HOMES FOR VICTIMS OF 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING 

Sec. 601. Housing protections for victims of 

domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalk- 


ing. 

Sec. 602. Transitional housing assistance 
grants for victims of domestic 
violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault, and stalking. 

Sec. 603. Addressing the housing needs of 
victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking. 

TITLE VII—ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR 
VICTIMS OF VIOLENCE 


Sec. 701. National Resource Center on Work- 
place Responses to assist vic- 
tims of domestic and sexual vi- 
olence. 

TITLE VIII—PROTECTION OF BATTERED 

IMMIGRANTS 

Sec. 801. U nonimmigrant definition. 

Sec. 802. Annual report on immigration ap- 
plications made by victims of 
abuse. 


Sec. 803. Protection for children of VAWA 
self-petitioners. 

Sec. 804. Public charge. 

Sec. 805. Requirements applicable to U visas. 

Sec. 806. Hardship waivers. 

Sec. 807. Protections for a fiancée or fiancé 
of a citizen. 

Sec. 808. Regulation of international mar- 
riage brokers. 

Sec. 809. Eligibility of crime and trafficking 


victims in the Commonwealth 
of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands to adjust status. 

Sec. 810. Disclosure of information for na- 
tional security purposes. 

TITLE IX—SAFETY FOR INDIAN WOMEN 


Sec. 901. Grants to Indian tribal govern- 


ments. 

Sec. 902. Grants to Indian tribal coalitions. 

Sec. 903. Consultation. 

Sec. 904. Tribal jurisdiction over crimes of 
domestic violence. 

Sec. 905. Tribal protection orders. 

Sec. 906. Amendments to the Federal assault 
statute. 

Sec. 907. Analysis and research on violence 
against Indian women. 

Sec. 908. Effective dates; pilot project. 

Sec. 909. Indian law and order commission; 
Report on the Alaska Rural 
Justice and Law Enforcement 
Commission. 

Sec. 910. Special rule for the State of Alas- 
ka. 

TITLE X—SAFER ACT 

Sec. 1001. Short title. 

Sec. 1002. Debbie Smith grants for auditing 
sexual assault evidence back- 
logs. 

Sec. 1003. Reports to Congress. 

Sec. 1004. Reducing the rape kit backlog. 

Sec. 1005. Oversight and accountability. 

Sec. 1006. Sunset. 

TITLE XI—OTHER MATTERS 
Sec. 1101. Sexual abuse in custodial settings. 
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1102. Anonymous online harassment. 

1103. Stalker database. 

1104. Federal victim assistants reau- 
thorization. 

1105. Child abuse training programs for 
judicial personnel and practi- 
tioners reauthorization. 

TITLE XII—TRAFFICKING VICTIMS 

PROTECTION 


Subtitle A—Combating International 
Trafficking in Persons 


. 1201. Regional strategies for combating 
trafficking in persons. 

Partnerships against significant 
trafficking in persons. 

Protection and assistance for vic- 
tims of trafficking. 

Minimum standards for the elimi- 
nation of trafficking. 

Best practices in trafficking in 
persons eradication. 

Protections for domestic workers 
and other nonimmigrants. 

. 1207. Prevention of child marriage. 

. 1208. Child soldiers. 

Subtitle B—Combating Trafficking in 

Persons in the United States 
PART I—PENALTIES AGAINST TRAFFICKERS 
AND OTHER CRIMES 


Sec. 1211. Criminal trafficking offenses. 
Sec. 1212. Civil remedies; clarifying defini- 
tion. 
PART II—ENSURING AVAILABILITY OF 
POSSIBLE WITNESSES AND INFORMANTS 


Sec. 1221. Protections for trafficking victims 
who cooperate with law en- 
forcement. 

Sec. 1222. Protection against fraud in for- 
eign labor contracting. 

PART III—ENSURING INTERAGENCY 
COORDINATION AND EXPANDED REPORTING 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 


. 1202. 
. 1208. 
. 1204. 
. 1205. 


. 1206. 


Sec. 1231. Reporting requirements for the 
Attorney General. 

Sec. 1232. Reporting requirements for the 
Secretary of Labor. 

Sec. 1233. Information sharing to combat 
child labor and slave labor. 

Sec. 1234. Government training efforts to in- 
clude the Department of Labor. 

Sec. 1235. GAO report on the use of foreign 
labor contractors. 

Sec. 1236. Accountability. 


PART IV—ENHANCING STATE AND LOCAL 
EFFORTS TO COMBAT TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS 


Sec. 1241. Assistance for domestic minor sex 
trafficking victims. 

Sec. 1242. Expanding local law enforcement 
grants for investigations and 
prosecutions of trafficking. 

Sec. 1243. Model State criminal law protec- 
tion for child trafficking vic- 
tims and survivors. 


Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations 


Sec. 1251. Adjustment of authorization lev- 
els for the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000. 
Sec. 1252. Adjustment of authorization lev- 
els for the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Reauthorization Act 
of 2005. 
Subtitle D—Unaccompanied Alien Children 


Sec. 1261. Appropriate custodial settings for 
unaccompanied minors who 
reach the age of majority while 
in Federal custody. 

Sec. 1262. Appointment of child advocates 
for unaccompanied minors. 

Sec. 1263. Access to Federal foster care and 
unaccompanied refugee minor 
protections for certain U Visa 
recipients. 
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Sec. 1264. GAO study of the effectiveness of 
border screenings. 
SEC. 3. UNIVERSAL DEFINITIONS AND GRANT 
CONDITIONS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Subsection (a) of section 
40002 of the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994 (42 U.S.C. 13925(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraphs (5), (17), (18), 
(23), (29), (33), (36), and (37); 

(2) by redesignating— 

(A) paragraphs (34) and (85) as paragraphs 
(41) and (42), respectively; 

(B) paragraphs (30), (81), and (32) as para- 
graphs (86), (87), and (38), respectively; 

(C) paragraphs (24) through (28) as para- 
graphs (80) through (34), respectively; 

(D) paragraphs (21) and (22) as paragraphs 
(26) and (27), respectively; 

(E) paragraphs (19) and (20) as paragraphs 
(23) and (24), respectively; 

(F) paragraphs (10) through (16) as para- 
graphs (18) through (19), respectively; 

(G) paragraphs (6), (7), (8), and (9) as para- 
graphs (8), (9), (10), and (11), respectively; and 

(H) paragraphs (1), (2), (8), and (4) as para- 
graphs (2), (8), (4), and (5), respectively; 

(3) by inserting before paragraph (2), as re- 
designated, the following: 

“(1) ALASKA NATIVE VILLAGE.—The term 
‘Alaska Native village’ has the same mean- 
ing given such term in the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act (48 U.S.C. 1601 et 
seq.).75 

(4) in paragraph (8), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘serious harm.” and inserting ‘‘seri- 
ous harm to an unemancipated minor.”’; 

(5) in paragraph (4), as redesignated, by 
striking “The term” through ‘‘that—’’ and 
inserting ‘‘The term ‘community-based orga- 
nization’ means a nonprofit, nongovern- 
mental, or tribal organization that serves a 
specific geographic community that—’’; 

(6) by inserting after paragraph (5), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(6) CULTURALLY SPECIFIC.—The term ‘cul- 
turally specific’ means primarily directed to- 
ward racial and ethnic minority groups (as 
defined in section 1707(g) of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300u-6(g)). 

‘(7) CULTURALLY SPECIFIC SERVICES.—The 
term ‘culturally specific services’ means 
community-based services that include cul- 
turally relevant and linguistically specific 
services and resources to culturally specific 
communities.’’; 

(7) in paragraph (8), as redesignated, by in- 
serting “or intimate partner” after ‘‘former 
spouse” and ‘‘as a spouse’”’; 

(8) by inserting after paragraph (11), as re- 
designated, the following: 

(12) HOMELESS.—The term ‘homeless’ has 
the meaning provided in section 41403(6).”’; 

(9) in paragraph (18), as redesignated, by 
inserting ‘‘or Village Public Safety Officers” 
after ‘‘governmental victim services pro- 
grams”; 

(10) in paragraph (19), as redesignated, by 
inserting at the end the following: 

“Intake or referral, by itself, does not con- 
stitute legal assistance.” ; 

(11) by inserting after paragraph (19), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘*(20) PERSONALLY IDENTIFYING INFORMATION 
OR PERSONAL INFORMATION.—The term ‘per- 
sonally identifying information’ or ‘personal 
information’ means individually identifying 
information for or about an individual in- 
cluding information likely to disclose the lo- 
cation of a victim of domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking, re- 
gardless of whether the information is en- 
coded, encrypted, hashed, or otherwise pro- 
tected, including— 

“(A) a first and last name; 
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‘“(B) a home or other physical address; 

“(C) contact information (including a post- 
al, e-mail or Internet protocol address, or 
telephone or facsimile number); 

“(D) a social security number, driver li- 
cense number, passport number, or student 
identification number; and 

‘“(E) any other information, including date 
of birth, racial or ethnic background, or reli- 
gious affiliation, that would serve to identify 
any individual. 

‘(21) POPULATION SPECIFIC ORGANIZATION.— 
The term ‘population specific organization’ 
means a nonprofit, nongovernmental organi- 
zation that primarily serves members of a 
specific underserved population and has dem- 
onstrated experience and expertise providing 
targeted services to members of that specific 
underserved population. 

‘(22) POPULATION SPECIFIC SERVICES.—The 
term ‘population specific services’ means 
victim-centered services that address the 
safety, health, economic, legal, housing, 
workplace, immigration, confidentiality, or 
other needs of victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking, 
and that are designed primarily for and are 
targeted to a specific underserved popu- 
lation.’’; 

(12) in paragraph (23), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘services’’ and inserting ‘‘assist- 
ance”; 

(13) by inserting after paragraph (24), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(25) RAPE CRISIS CENTER.—The term ‘rape 
crisis center’ means a nonprofit, nongovern- 
mental, or tribal organization, or govern- 
mental entity in a State other than a Terri- 
tory that provides intervention and related 
assistance, as specified in section 
41601(b)(2)(C), to victims of sexual assault 
without regard to their age. In the case of a 
governmental entity, the entity may not be 
part of the criminal justice system (such as 
a law enforcement agency) and must be able 
to offer a comparable level of confidentiality 
as a nonprofit entity that provides similar 
victim services.’’; 

(14) in paragraph (26), as redesignated— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or’”’ 
after the semicolon; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(C) by inserting at the end the following: 

“(C) any federally recognized Indian 
tribe.’’; 

(15) in paragraph (27), as redesignated— 

(A) by striking ‘52’? and inserting ‘‘57’’; 
and 

(B) by striking 
“*250,000’’; 

(16) by inserting after paragraph (27), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(28) SEX TRAFFICKING.—The term ‘sex traf- 
ficking’ means any conduct proscribed by 
section 1591 of title 18, United States Code, 
whether or not the conduct occurs in inter- 
state or foreign commerce or within the spe- 
cial maritime and territorial jurisdiction of 
the United States. 

‘(29) SEXUAL ASSAULT.—The term ‘sexual 
assault’ means any nonconsensual sexual act 
proscribed by Federal, tribal, or State law, 
including when the victim lacks capacity to 
consent.’’; 

(17) by inserting after paragraph (34), as re- 
designated, the following: 

“(85) TRIBAL COALITION.—The term ‘tribal 
coalition’ means an established nonprofit, 
nongovernmental Indian organization, Alas- 
ka Native organization, or a Native Hawai- 
jan organization that— 

“(A) provides education, support, and tech- 
nical assistance to member Indian service 
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providers in a manner that enables those 
member providers to establish and maintain 
culturally appropriate services, including 
shelter and rape crisis services, designed to 
assist Indian women and the dependents of 
those women who are victims of domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking; and 

‘(B) is comprised of board and general 
members that are representative of— 

“(i) the member service providers de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); and 

“(ii) the tribal communities in which the 
services are being provided.’’; 

(18) by inserting after paragraph (88), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘(89) UNDERSERVED POPULATIONS.—The 
term ‘underserved populations’ means popu- 
lations who face barriers in accessing and 
using victim services, and includes popu- 
lations underserved because of geographic lo- 
cation, religion, sexual orientation, gender 
identity, underserved racial and ethnic popu- 
lations, populations underserved because of 
special needs (such as language barriers, dis- 
abilities, alienage status, or age), and any 
other population determined to be under- 
served by the Attorney General or by the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services, as 
appropriate. 

‘(40) UNIT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT.—The 
term ‘unit of local government’ means any 
city, county, township, town, borough, par- 
ish, village, or other general purpose polit- 
ical subdivision of a State.’’; and 

(19) by inserting after paragraph (42), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘*(43) VICTIM SERVICE PROVIDER.—The term 
‘victim service provider’ means a nonprofit, 
nongovernmental or tribal organization or 
rape crisis center, including a State or tribal 
coalition, that assists or advocates for do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking victims, including domes- 
tic violence shelters, faith-based organiza- 
tions, and other organizations, with a docu- 
mented history of effective work concerning 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking. 

‘(44) VICTIM SERVICES OR SERVICES.—The 
terms ‘victim services’ and ‘services’ mean 
services provided to victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, including telephonic or web-based 
hotlines, legal advocacy, economic advocacy, 
emergency and transitional shelter, accom- 
paniment and advocacy through medical, 
civil or criminal justice, immigration, and 
social support systems, crisis intervention, 
short-term individual and group support 
services, information and referrals, cul- 
turally specific services, population specific 
services, and other related supportive serv- 
ices. 

(45) YOUTH.—The term ‘youth’ means a 
person who is 11 to 24 years old.’’. 

(b) GRANTS CONDITIONS.—Subsection (b) of 
section 40002 of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 18925(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking 
clauses (i) and (ii) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(i) disclose, reveal, or release any person- 
ally identifying information or individual in- 
formation collected in connection with serv- 
ices requested, utilized, or denied through 
grantees’ and subgrantees’ programs, regard- 
less of whether the information has been en- 
coded, encrypted, hashed, or otherwise pro- 
tected; or 

“(ii) disclose, reveal, or release individual 
client information without the informed, 
written, reasonably time-limited consent of 
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the person (or in the case of an 
unemancipated minor, the minor and the 
parent or guardian or in the case of legal in- 
capacity, a court-appointed guardian) about 
whom information is sought, whether for 
this program or any other Federal, State, 
tribal, or territorial grant program, except 
that consent for release may not be given by 
the abuser of the minor, incapacitated per- 
son, or the abuser of the other parent of the 
minor. 

If a minor or a person with a legally ap- 
pointed guardian is permitted by law to re- 
ceive services without the parent’s or guard- 
ian’s consent, the minor or person with a 
guardian may release information without 
additional consent.’’; 

(B) by amending subparagraph (D), to read 
as follows: 

‘(D) INFORMATION SHARING.— 

“(i) Grantees and subgrantees may share— 

“(D) nonpersonally identifying data in the 
aggregate regarding services to their clients 
and nonpersonally identifying demographic 
information in order to comply with Federal, 
State, tribal, or territorial reporting, evalua- 
tion, or data collection requirements; 

“(ID) court-generated information and law 
enforcement-generated information con- 
tained in secure, governmental registries for 
protection order enforcement purposes; and 

“(IIT) law enforcement-generated and pros- 
ecution-generated information necessary for 
law enforcement and prosecution purposes. 

“(ii) In no circumstances may— 

“(J) an adult, youth, or child victim of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking be required to provide a 
consent to release his or her personally iden- 
tifying information as a condition of eligi- 
bility for the services provided by the grant- 
ee or subgrantee; 

“(II) any personally identifying informa- 
tion be shared in order to comply with Fed- 
eral, tribal, or State reporting, evaluation, 
or data collection requirements, whether for 
this program or any other Federal, tribal, or 
State grant program.’’; 

(C) by redesignating subparagraph (E) as 
subparagraph (F); 

(D) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 
following: 

(E) STATUTORILY MANDATED REPORTS OF 
ABUSE OR NEGLECT.—Nothing in this section 
prohibits a grantee or subgrantee from re- 
porting suspected abuse or neglect, as those 
terms are defined and specifically mandated 
by the State or tribe involved.’’; and 

(E) by inserting after subparagraph (F), as 
redesignated, the following: 

‘(G) CONFIDENTIALITY ASSESSMENT AND AS- 
SURANCES.—Grantees and subgrantees must 
document their compliance with the con- 
fidentiality and privacy provisions required 
under this section.’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

(3) APPROVED ACTIVITIES.—In carrying out 
the activities under this title, grantees and 
subgrantees may collaborate with or provide 
information to Federal, State, local, tribal, 
and territorial public officials and agencies 
to develop and implement policies and de- 
velop and promote State, local, or tribal leg- 
islation or model codes designed to reduce or 
eliminate domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (7), by inserting at the end 
the following: 

“Final reports of such evaluations shall be 
made available to the public via the agency’s 
website.’’; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (11) the fol- 
lowing: 
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‘(12) DELIVERY OF LEGAL ASSISTANCE.—Any 
grantee or subgrantee providing legal assist- 
ance with funds awarded under this title 
shall comply with the eligibility require- 
ments in section 1201(d) of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg— 
6(d)). 

(18) CIVIL RIGHTS.— 

‘*(A) NONDISCRIMINATION.—No person in the 
United States shall, on the basis of actual or 
perceived race, color, religion, national ori- 
gin, sex, gender identity (as defined in para- 
graph 249(c)(4) of title 18, United States 
Code), sexual orientation, or disability, be 
excluded from participation in, be denied the 
benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination 
under any program or activity funded in 
whole or in part with funds made available 
under the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994 (title IV of Public Law 103-322; 108 Stat. 
1902), the Violence Against Women Act of 
2000 (division B of Public Law 106-386; 114 
Stat. 1491), the Violence Against Women and 
Department of Justice Reauthorization Act 
of 2005 (title IX of Public Law 109-162; 119 
Stat. 3080), the Violence Against Women Re- 
authorization Act of 2018, and any other pro- 
gram or activity funded in whole or in part 
with funds appropriated for grants, coopera- 
tive agreements, and other assistance admin- 
istered by the Office on Violence Against 
Women. 

(B) EXCEPTION.—If sex segregation or sex- 
specific programming is necessary to the es- 
sential operation of a program, nothing in 
this paragraph shall prevent any such pro- 
gram or activity from consideration of an in- 
dividual’s sex. In such circumstances, grant- 
ees may meet the requirements of this para- 
graph by providing comparable services to 
individuals who cannot be provided with the 
sex-segregated or sex-specific programming. 

“(C) DISCRIMINATION.—The authority of the 
Attorney General and the Office of Justice 
Programs to enforce this paragraph shall be 
the same as it is under section 3789d of title 
42, United States Code. 

“(D) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing contained in 
this paragraph shall be construed, inter- 
preted, or applied to supplant, displace, pre- 
empt, or otherwise diminish the responsibil- 
ities and liabilities under other State or Fed- 
eral civil rights law, whether statutory or 
common. 

‘*(14) CLARIFICATION OF VICTIM SERVICES AND 
LEGAL ASSISTANCE.—Victim services and 
legal assistance under this title also include 
services and assistance to victims of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
or stalking who are also victims of severe 
forms of trafficking in persons as defined by 
section 103 of the Trafficking Victims Pro- 
tection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7102). 

**(15) CONFERRAL.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Office on Violence 
Against Women shall establish a biennial 
conferral process with State and tribal coali- 
tions and technical assistance providers who 
receive funding through grants administered 
by the Office on Violence Against Women 
and authorized by this Act, and other key 
stakeholders. 

‘“(B) AREAS COVERED.—The areas of con- 
ferral under this paragraph shall include— 

“(i) the administration of grants; 

“(i) unmet needs; 

“(ii) promising practices in the field; and 

“(iv) emerging trends. 

“(C) INITIAL CONFERRAL.—The first con- 
ferral shall be initiated not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of the 
Violence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act of 2013. 

“(D) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the conclusion of each conferral period, the 
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Office on Violence Against Women shall pub- 
lish a comprehensive report that— 

“(i) summarizes the issues presented dur- 
ing conferral and what, if any, policies it in- 
tends to implement to address those issues; 

“(ii) is made available to the public on the 
Office on Violence Against Women’s website 
and submitted to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary of the Senate and the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

‘(16) ACCOUNTABILITY.—AI] grants awarded 
by the Attorney General under this Act shall 
be subject to the following accountability 
provisions: 

‘(A) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Beginning in the first fis- 
cal year beginning after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act, and in each fiscal year 
thereafter, the Inspector General of the De- 
partment of Justice shall conduct audits of 
recipients of grants under this Act to pre- 
vent waste, fraud, and abuse of funds by 
grantees. The Inspector General shall deter- 
mine the appropriate number of grantees to 
be audited each year. 

‘“(ii) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the 
term ‘unresolved audit finding’ means a find- 
ing in the final audit report of the Inspector 
General of the Department of Justice that 
the audited grantee has utilized grant funds 
for an unauthorized expenditure or otherwise 
unallowable cost that is not closed or re- 
solved within 12 months from the date when 
the final audit report is issued. 

“(iii) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—A recipient 
of grant funds under this Act that is found to 
have an unresolved audit finding shall not be 
eligible to receive grant funds under this Act 
during the following 2 fiscal years. 

“(iv) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this Act, the Attorney General shall give pri- 
ority to eligible entities that did not have an 
unresolved audit finding during the 3 fiscal 
years prior to submitting an application for 
a grant under this Act. 

“(v) REIMBURSEMENT.—If an entity is 
awarded grant funds under this Act during 
the 2-fiscal-year period in which the entity is 
barred from receiving grants under para- 
graph (2), the Attorney General shall— 

“(D) deposit an amount equal to the grant 
funds that were improperly awarded to the 
grantee into the General Fund of the Treas- 
ury; and 

‘(II) seek to recoup the costs of the repay- 
ment to the fund from the grant recipient 
that was erroneously awarded grant funds. 

‘(B) NONPROFIT ORGANIZATION REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

“(i) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this para- 
graph and the grant programs described in 
this Act, the term ‘nonprofit organization’ 
means an organization that is described in 
section 501(c)(8) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 and is exempt from taxation under 
section 501(a) of such Code. 

“(ii) PROHIBITION.—The Attorney General 
may not award a grant under any grant pro- 
gram described in this Act to a nonprofit or- 
ganization that holds money in offshore ac- 
counts for the purpose of avoiding paying the 
tax described in section 511(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

“iii) DISCLOSURE.—EHach nonprofit organi- 
zation that is awarded a grant under a grant 
program described in this Act and uses the 
procedures prescribed in regulations to cre- 
ate a rebuttable presumption of reasonable- 
ness for the compensation of its officers, di- 
rectors, trustees and key employees, shall 
disclose to the Attorney General, in the ap- 
plication for the grant, the process for deter- 
mining such compensation, including the 
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independent persons involved in reviewing 
and approving such compensation, the com- 
parability data used, and contemporaneous 
substantiation of the deliberation and deci- 
sion. Upon request, the Attorney General 
shall make the information disclosed under 
this subsection available for public inspec- 
tion. 

‘“(C) CONFERENCE EXPENDITURES.— 

“(i) LIMITATION.—No amounts authorized 
to be appropriated to the Department of Jus- 
tice under this Act may be used by the At- 
torney General, or by any individual or orga- 
nization awarded discretionary funds 
through a cooperative agreement under this 
Act, to host or support any expenditure for 
conferences that uses more than $20,000 in 
Department funds, unless the Deputy Attor- 
ney General or such Assistant Attorney Gen- 
erals, Directors, or principal deputies as the 
Deputy Attorney General may designate, 
provides prior written authorization that the 
funds may be expended to host a conference. 

“(ii) WRITTEN APPROVAL.—Written ap- 
proval under clause (i) shall include a writ- 
ten estimate of all costs associated with the 
conference, including the cost of all food and 
beverages, audiovisual equipment, honoraria 
for speakers, and any entertainment. 

“(iii) REPORT.—The Deputy Attorney Gen- 
eral shall submit an annual report to the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives on all approved 
conference expenditures referenced in this 
paragraph. 

‘(D) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION.—Beginning in 
the first fiscal year beginning after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Attorney 
General shall submit, to the Committee on 
the Judiciary and the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the Senate and the Committee 
on the Judiciary and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives, 
an annual certification that— 

“(i) all audits issued by the Office of the 
Inspector General under paragraph (1) have 
been completed and reviewed by the appro- 
priate Assistant Attorney General or Direc- 
tor; 

“(i) all mandatory exclusions required 
under subparagraph (A)(iii) have been issued; 

“(iii) all reimbursements required under 
subparagraph (A)(v) have been made; and 

“(iv) includes a list of any grant recipients 
excluded under subparagraph (A) from the 
previous year.”’. 

SEC. 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Except as otherwise specifically provided 
in this Act, the provisions of titles I, II, III, 
IV, VII, and sections 3, 602, 901, and 902 of 
this Act shall not take effect until the begin- 
ning of the fiscal year following the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

TITLE I—ENHANCING JUDICIAL AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT TOOLS TO COMBAT VIO- 
LENCE AGAINST WOMEN 

SEC. 101. STOP GRANTS. 

Title I of the Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 8711 et 
seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 1001(a)(18) (42 U.S.C. 
3793(a)(18)), by striking ‘‘$225,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2007 through 2011” and insert- 
ing ‘‘$222,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”; 

(2) in section 2001(b) (42 U.S.C. 3796gg(b))— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking “equipment” and inserting 
“resources”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘for the protection and 
safety of victims,” after ‘‘women,”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘sexual 
assault” and all that follows through ‘‘dat- 
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ing violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking, including the appropriate use of 
nonimmigrant status under subparagraphs 
(T) and (U) of section 101(a)(15) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a))”’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘sexual as- 
sault and domestic violence” and inserting 
“domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking”’; 

(D) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘sexual 
assault and domestic violence” and inserting 
“domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking, as well as the appro- 
priate treatment of victims”; 

(E) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘sexual assault and domes- 
tic violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘“, 
“identifying’’; 

(F) in paragraph (5)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘and legal assistance” 
after ‘‘victim services”; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘domestic violence and dat- 
ing violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, and stalking”; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘sexual assault and domes- 
tic violence” and inserting ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking”’’; 

(G) by striking paragraph (6) and redesig- 
nating paragraphs (7) through (14) as para- 
graphs (6) through (13), respectively; 

(H) in paragraph (6), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G), by striking ‘‘sexual as- 
sault and domestic violence” and inserting 
“domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking”; 

(I) in paragraph (7), as redesignated by sub- 
paragraph (G), by striking ‘‘and dating vio- 
lence” and inserting ‘‘dating violence, and 
stalking”’’; 

(J) in paragraph (9), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G), by striking ‘‘domestic vio- 
lence or sexual assault” and inserting ‘‘ do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking”’; 

(K) in paragraph (12), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘triage 
protocols to ensure that dangerous or poten- 
tially lethal cases are identified and 
prioritized”? and inserting ‘‘the use of evi- 
dence-based indicators to assess the risk of 
domestic and dating violence homicide and 
prioritize dangerous or potentially lethal 
cases”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 

(L) in paragraph (13), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (G)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘to provide” and inserting 


classifying,” after 


“providing”; 

(Gi) by striking ‘‘nonprofit nongovern- 
mental’’; 

(iii) by striking the comma after ‘‘local 
governments”; 


(iv) in the matter following subparagraph 
(C), by striking ‘‘paragraph (14)? and insert- 
ing “paragraph (13)’’; and 

(v) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

(M) by inserting after paragraph (13), as re- 
designated by subparagraph (G), the fol- 
lowing: 

(14) developing and promoting State, 
local, or tribal legislation and policies that 
enhance best practices for responding to do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking; 

“(15) developing, implementing, or enhanc- 
ing Sexual Assault Response Teams, or other 


February 12, 2013 


similar coordinated community responses to 
sexual assault; 

‘(16) developing and strengthening poli- 
cies, protocols, best practices, and training 
for law enforcement agencies and prosecu- 
tors relating to the investigation and pros- 
ecution of sexual assault cases and the ap- 
propriate treatment of victims; 

‘(17) developing, enlarging, or strength- 
ening programs addressing sexual assault 
against men, women, and youth in correc- 
tional and detention settings; 

(18) identifying and conducting inven- 
tories of backlogs of sexual assault evidence 
collection kits and developing protocols and 
policies for responding to and addressing 
such backlogs, including protocols and poli- 
cies for notifying and involving victims; 

‘(19) developing, enlarging, or strength- 
ening programs and projects to provide serv- 
ices and responses targeting male and female 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking, whose abil- 
ity to access traditional services and re- 
sponses is affected by their sexual orienta- 
tion or gender identity, as defined in section 
249(c) of title 18, United States Code; and 

‘(20) developing, enhancing, or strength- 
ening prevention and educational program- 
ming to address domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, or stalking, with not 
more than 5 percent of the amount allocated 
to a State to be used for this purpose.”’; 

(3) in section 2007 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg—1)— 

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘non- 
profit nongovernmental victim service pro- 
grams” and inserting ‘‘victim service pro- 
viders”’; 

(B) in subsection (b)(6), by striking ‘‘(not 
including populations of Indian tribes)’’; 

(C) in subsection (c)— 

(i) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(2) grantees and subgrantees shall develop 
a plan for implementation and shall consult 
and coordinate with— 

“(A) the State sexual assault coalition; 

“(B) the State domestic violence coalition; 

“(C) the law enforcement entities within 
the State; 

‘“(D) prosecution offices; 

“(E) State and local courts; 

“(F) Tribal governments in those States 
with State or federally recognized Indian 
tribes; 

‘“(G) representatives from underserved pop- 
ulations, including culturally specific popu- 
lations; 

‘“(H) victim service providers; 

“(I) population specific organizations; and 

‘(J) other entities that the State or the 
Attorney General identifies as needed for the 
planning process;”’; 

(ii) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (4); 

(iii) by inserting after paragraph (2), as 
amended by clause (i), the following: 

“(3) grantees shall coordinate the State 
implementation plan described in paragraph 
(2) with the State plans described in section 
307 of the Family Violence Prevention and 
Services Act (42 U.S.C. 10407) and the pro- 
grams described in section 1404 of the Vic- 
tims of Crime Act of 1984 (42 U.S.C. 10603) and 
section 393A of the Public Health Service Act 
(42 U.S.C. 280b-1b).”’; 

(iv) in paragraph (4), as redesignated by 
clause (ii)— 

(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and 
not less than 25 percent shall be allocated for 
prosecutors”; 

(I) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and 
(C) as subparagraphs (C) and (D); 

(III) by inserting after subparagraph (A), 
the following: 
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‘“(B) not less than 25 percent shall be allo- 
cated for prosecutors;”’; and 

(IV) in subparagraph (D) as redesignated by 
subclause (II) by striking ‘‘for’’ and inserting 
“to”; and 

(v) by adding at the end the following: 

“(5) not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act, and every year there- 
after, not less than 20 percent of the total 
amount granted to a State under this sub- 
chapter shall be allocated for programs or 
projects in 2 or more allocations listed in 
paragraph (4) that meaningfully address sex- 
ual assault, including stranger rape, ac- 
quaintance rape, alcohol or drug-facilitated 
rape, and rape within the context of an inti- 
mate partner relationship.”’; 

(D) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: 

‘(d) APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS.—An ap- 
plication for a grant under this section shall 
include— 

“(1) the certifications of qualification re- 
quired under subsection (c); 

‘(2) proof of compliance with the require- 
ments for the payment of forensic medical 
exams and judicial notification, described in 
section 2010; 

‘“(3) proof of compliance with the require- 
ments for paying fees and costs relating to 
domestic violence and protection order 
cases, described in section 2011 of this title; 

“(4) proof of compliance with the require- 
ments prohibiting polygraph examinations 
of victims of sexual assault, described in sec- 
tion 2013 of this title; 

“(5) an implementation plan 
under subsection (i); and 

“(6) any other documentation that the At- 
torney General may require.”’; 

(E) in subsection (e)— 

(i) in paragraph (2)— 

(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘do- 
mestic violence and sexual assault” and in- 
serting ‘‘domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking”; and 

(II) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘lin- 
guistically and’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) CONDITIONS.—In disbursing grants 
under this part, the Attorney General may 
impose reasonable conditions on grant 
awards to ensure that the States meet statu- 
tory, regulatory, and other program require- 
ments.”’; 

(F) in subsection (f), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘, except that, for 
purposes of this subsection, the costs of the 
projects for victim services or tribes for 
which there is an exemption under section 
40002(b)(1) of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 18925(b)(1)) shall not 
count toward the total costs of the 
projects.’’; and 

(G) by adding at the end the following: 

“(i) IMPLEMENTATION PLANS.—A State ap- 
plying for a grant under this part shall— 

“(1) develop an implementation plan in 
consultation with the entities listed in sub- 
section (c)(2), that identifies how the State 
will use the funds awarded under this part, 
including how the State will meet the re- 
quirements of subsection (c)(5); and 

(2) submit to the Attorney General— 

‘(A) the implementation plan developed 
under paragraph (1); 

“(B) documentation from each member of 
the planning committee as to their partici- 
pation in the planning process; 

‘“(C) documentation from the prosecution, 
law enforcement, court, and victim services 
programs to be assisted, describing— 

“(i) the need for the grant funds; 

“(ii) the intended use of the grant funds; 


required 
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“Gii) the expected result of the grant 
funds; and 

“(iv) the demographic characteristics of 
the populations to be served, including age, 
disability, race, ethnicity, and language 
background; 

‘“(D) a description of how the State will en- 
sure that any subgrantees will consult with 
victim service providers during the course of 
developing their grant applications in order 
to ensure that the proposed activities are de- 
signed to promote the safety, confiden- 
tiality, and economic independence of vic- 
tims; 

“(E) demographic data on the distribution 
of underserved populations within the State 
and a description of how the State will meet 
the needs of underserved populations, includ- 
ing the minimum allocation for population 
specific services required under subsection 
(c)(4)(C); 

“(F) a description of how the State plans 
to meet the regulations issued pursuant to 
subsection (e)(2); 

“(G) goals and objectives for reducing do- 
mestic violence-related homicides within the 
State; and 

“(H) any other information requested by 
the Attorney General. 

“(j) REALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—A State may 
use any returned or remaining funds for any 
authorized purpose under this part if— 

“(1) funds from a subgrant awarded under 
this part are returned to the State; or 

“(2) the State does not receive sufficient 
eligible applications to award the full fund- 
ing within the allocations in subsection 
H”; 

(4) in section 2010 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg—4)— 

(A) in subsection (a), by striking paragraph 
(1) and inserting the following: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A State, Indian tribal 
government, or unit of local government 
shall not be entitled to funds under this sub- 
chapter unless the State, Indian tribal gov- 
ernment, unit of local government, or an- 
other governmental entity— 

“(A) incurs the full out-of-pocket cost of 
forensic medical exams described in sub- 
section (b) for victims of sexual assault; and 

‘“(B) coordinates with health care providers 
in the region to notify victims of sexual as- 
sault of the availability of rape exams at no 
cost to the victims.’’; 

(B) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or’’ after 
the semicolon; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; or’’ and 
inserting a period; and 

(iii) by striking paragraph (3); and 

(C) by amending subsection (d) to read as 
follows: 

“(d) NONCOOPERATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be in compliance with 
this section, a State, Indian tribal govern- 
ment, or unit of local government shall com- 
ply with subsection (b) without regard to 
whether the victim participates in the crimi- 
nal justice system or cooperates with law en- 
forcement. 

‘“(2) COMPLIANCE PERIOD.—States, terri- 
tories, and Indian tribal governments shall 
have 3 years from the date of enactment of 
this Act to come into compliance with this 
section.’’; and 

(5) in section 2011(a)(1) (42 U.S.C. 3796gg— 


5(a)(1))— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘modification, enforce- 
ment, dismissal, withdrawal’’ after ‘‘reg- 


istration,’’ each place it appears; 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking” after ‘‘felony domestic 
violence’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘victim of domestic vio- 
lence” and all that follows through ‘‘sexual 
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assault” and inserting ‘‘victim of domestic 

violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 

stalking”. 

SEC. 102. GRANTS TO ENCOURAGE ARREST POLI- 
CIES AND ENFORCEMENT OF PRO- 
TECTION ORDERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part U of title I of the 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act 
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796hh et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 2101 (42 U.S.C. 3796hh)— 

(A) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘States,’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘units of local government” and in- 
serting ‘‘grantees’’; 

(ii) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and en- 
forcement of protection orders across State 
and tribal lines” before the period; 

(iii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and 
training in police departments to improve 
tracking of cases’’ and inserting ‘‘data col- 
lection systems, and training in police de- 
partments to improve tracking of cases and 
classification of complaints”; 

(iv) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘and pro- 
vide the appropriate training and education 
about domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking” after ‘‘com- 
puter tracking systems’’; 

(v) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘and 
other victim services” after ‘‘legal advocacy 
service programs”; 

(vi) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘judges’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Federal, State, tribal, terri- 
torial, and local judges, courts, and court- 
based and court-related personnel’’; 

(vii) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘and sex- 
ual assault” and inserting ‘‘dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking”; 

(viii) in paragraph (10), by striking ‘‘non- 
profit, non-governmental victim services or- 
ganizations,” and inserting ‘‘victim service 
providers, staff from population specific or- 
ganizations,’’; and 

(ix) by adding at the end the following: 

“(14) To develop and implement training 
programs for prosecutors and other prosecu- 
tion-related personnel regarding best prac- 
tices to ensure offender accountability, vic- 
tim safety, and victim consultation in cases 
involving domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking. 

‘“(15) To develop or strengthen policies, 
protocols, and training for law enforcement, 
prosecutors, and the judiciary in recog- 
nizing, investigating, and prosecuting in- 
stances of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking against 
immigrant victims, including the appro- 
priate use of applications for nonimmigrant 
status under subparagraphs (T) and (U) of 
section 101(a)(15) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)). 

‘(16) To develop and promote State, local, 
or tribal legislation and policies that en- 
hance best practices for responding to the 
crimes of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking, including the 
appropriate treatment of victims. 

(17) To develop, implement, or enhance 
sexual assault nurse examiner programs or 
sexual assault forensic examiner programs, 
including the hiring and training of such ex- 
aminers. 

‘(18) To develop, implement, or enhance 
Sexual Assault Response Teams or similar 
coordinated community responses to sexual 
assault. 

‘“(19) To develop and strengthen policies, 
protocols, and training for law enforcement 
officers and prosecutors regarding the inves- 
tigation and prosecution of sexual assault 
cases and the appropriate treatment of vic- 
tims. 
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‘(20) To provide human immunodeficiency 
virus testing programs, counseling, and pro- 
phylaxis for victims of sexual assault. 

(21) To identify and inventory backlogs of 
sexual assault evidence collection kits and 
to develop protocols for responding to and 
addressing such backlogs, including policies 
and protocols for notifying and involving 
victims. 

‘(22) To develop multidisciplinary high- 
risk teams focusing on reducing domestic vi- 
olence and dating violence homicides by— 

“(A) using evidence-based indicators to as- 
sess the risk of homicide and link high-risk 
victims to immediate crisis intervention 
services; 

“(B) identifying and managing high-risk 
offenders; and 

‘(C) providing ongoing victim advocacy 
and referrals to comprehensive services in- 
cluding legal, housing, health care, and eco- 
nomic assistance.”’’; 

(B) in subsection (c)— 

(i) in paragraph (1)— 

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by inserting ‘‘except for a court,’’ before 
“certify”; and 

(II) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as clauses (i) and (ii), and adjusting the 
margin accordingly; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘except 
for a court,” before ‘‘demonstrate’’; 

(iii) in paragraph (3)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘spouses’’ each place it ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘parties’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘spouse’’ and inserting 
“party”; 

(iv) in paragraph (4)— 

(I) by inserting ‘‘, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking” after ‘‘felony domestic 
violence”; 

(II) by inserting 


“modification, enforce- 


ment, dismissal,” after “registration,” each 
place it appears; 
(III) by inserting ‘‘dating violence,” after 


“victim of domestic violence,’’; and 

(IV) by striking “and” at the end; 

(v) in paragraph (5)— 

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘, not later than 3 years 
after January 5, 2006”; 

(II) by inserting ‘‘, trial of, or sentencing 
for” after ‘‘investigation of’? each place it 
appears; 

(III) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
and (B) as clauses (i) and (ii), and adjusting 
the margin accordingly; 

(IV) in clause (ii), as redesignated by sub- 
clause (III) of this clause, by striking ‘‘sub- 
paragraph (A)? and inserting ‘‘clause (i)’’; 
and 

(V) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting ‘‘; and’’; 

(vi) by redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (5), as amended by this subpara- 
graph, as subparagraphs (A) through (B), re- 
spectively; 

(vii) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), as redesignated by clause (v) of this sub- 
paragraph— 

(I) by striking the comma that imme- 
diately follows another comma; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘grantees are States”? and 
inserting the following: ‘‘grantees are— 

“(1) States”; and 

(viii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) a State, tribal, or territorial domestic 
violence or sexual assault coalition or a vic- 
tim service provider that partners with a 
State, Indian tribal government, or unit of 
local government that certifies that the 
State, Indian tribal government, or unit of 
local government meets the requirements 
under paragraph (1).”; 
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(C) in subsection (d)— 

(i) in paragraph (1)— 

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by inserting ‘‘, policy,” after “law”; and 

(II) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘and 
the defendant is in custody or has been 
served with the information or indictment” 
before the semicolon; and 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking “it”? and 
inserting ‘‘its’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(f) ALLOCATION FOR TRIBAL COALITIONS.— 
Of the amounts appropriated for purposes of 
this part for each fiscal year, not less than 5 
percent shall be available for grants under 
section 2001 of title I of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 
U.S.C. 3796gg). 

‘(g) ALLOCATION FOR SEXUAL ASSAULT.—Of 
the amounts appropriated for purposes of 
this part for each fiscal year, not less than 25 
percent shall be available for projects that 
address sexual assault, including stranger 
rape, acquaintance rape, alcohol or drug-fa- 
cilitated rape, and rape within the context of 
an intimate partner relationship.’’; and 

(2) in section 2102(a) (42 U.S.C. 3796hh- 
1(a))}— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘court,”’ 
after ‘‘tribal government,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘non- 
profit, private sexual assault and domestic 
violence programs” and inserting ‘‘victim 
service providers and, as appropriate, popu- 
lation specific organizations’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1001(a)(19) of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3793(a)(19)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘$75,000,000’? and all that 
follows through ‘‘2011.” and inserting 
‘*$73,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’; and 

(2) by striking the period that immediately 
follows another period. 

SEC. 103. LEGAL ASSISTANCE FOR VICTIMS. 

Section 1201 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg-6) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘aris- 
ing as a consequence of”? and inserting ‘‘re- 
lating to or arising out of’’; and 

(B) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘‘or 
arising out of” after ‘‘relating to”; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘AND 
GRANT CONDITIONS” after ‘‘DEFINITIONS”’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and grant conditions” 
after ‘‘definitions’’; 

(8) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘victims 
services organizations”? and inserting ‘‘vic- 
tim service providers’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

(3) to implement, expand, and establish 
efforts and projects to provide competent, 
supervised pro bono legal assistance for vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking, except that not 
more than 10 percent of the funds awarded 
under this section may be used for the pur- 
pose described in this paragraph.’’; 

(4) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘this sec- 
tion has completed” and all that follows and 
inserting the following: ‘‘this section—”’ 

“(A) has demonstrated expertise in pro- 
viding legal assistance to victims of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
or stalking in the targeted population; or 

“(B)(i) is partnered with an entity or per- 
son that has demonstrated expertise de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); and 
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“(i) has completed, or will complete, 
training in connection with domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, stalking, or sexual as- 
sault and related legal issues, including 
training on evidence-based risk factors for 
domestic and dating violence homicide;”’’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘stalking 
organization” and inserting ‘‘stalking victim 
service provider’’; and 

(5) in subsection (f) in paragraph (1), by 
striking ‘‘this section” and all that follows 
and inserting the following: ‘‘this section 
$57,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.”’. 


SEC. 104. CONSOLIDATION OF GRANTS TO SUP- 
PORT FAMILIES IN THE JUSTICE 
SYSTEM. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Title III of division B of 
the Victims of Trafficking and Violence Pro- 
tection Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-386; 114 
Stat. 1509) is amended by striking the sec- 
tion preceding section 1302 (42 U.S.C. 10420), 
as amended by section 306 of the Violence 
Against Women and Department of Justice 
Reauthorization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109- 
162; 119 Stat. 316), and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 


“SEC. 1301. GRANTS TO SUPPORT FAMILIES IN 
THE JUSTICE SYSTEM. 


“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
may make grants to States, units of local 
government, courts (including juvenile 
courts), Indian tribal governments, nonprofit 
organizations, legal services providers, and 
victim services providers to improve the re- 
sponse of all aspects of the civil and criminal 
justice system to families with a history of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking, or in cases involving al- 
legations of child sexual abuse. 


“(b) USE OF FUNDS.—A grant under this 
section may be used to— 

“(1) provide supervised visitation and safe 
visitation exchange of children and youth by 
and between parents in situations involving 
domestic violence, dating violence, child sex- 
ual abuse, sexual assault, or stalking; 

‘(2) develop and promote State, local, and 
tribal legislation, policies, and best practices 
for improving civil and criminal court func- 
tions, responses, practices, and procedures in 
cases involving a history of domestic vio- 
lence or sexual assault, or in cases involving 
allegations of child sexual abuse, including 
cases in which the victim proceeds pro se; 

“(3) educate court-based and court-related 
personnel and court-appointed personnel (in- 
cluding custody evaluators and guardians ad 
litem) and child protective services workers 
on the dynamics of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking, in- 
cluding information on perpetrator behavior, 
evidence-based risk factors for domestic and 
dating violence homicide, and on issues re- 
lating to the needs of victims, including 
safety, security, privacy, and confiden- 
tiality, including cases in which the victim 
proceeds pro se; 

‘“(4) provide appropriate resources in juve- 
nile court matters to respond to dating vio- 
lence, domestic violence, sexual assault (in- 
cluding child sexual abuse), and stalking and 
ensure necessary services dealing with the 
health and mental health of victims are 
available; 

“(5) enable courts or court-based or court- 
related programs to develop or enhance— 

“(A) court infrastructure (such as special- 
ized courts, consolidated courts, dockets, in- 
take centers, or interpreter services); 
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“(B) community-based initiatives within 
the court system (such as court watch pro- 
grams, victim assistants, pro se victim as- 
sistance programs, or community-based sup- 
plementary services); 

“(C) offender management, 
and accountability programs; 

“(D) safe and confidential information- 
storage and information-sharing databases 
within and between court systems; 

“(E) education and outreach programs to 
improve community access, including en- 
hanced access for underserved populations; 
and 

‘(F) other projects likely to improve court 
responses to domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking; 

‘“(6) provide civil legal assistance and advo- 
cacy services, including legal information 
and resources in cases in which the victim 
proceeds pro se, to— 

“(A) victims of domestic violence; and 

‘“(B) nonoffending parents in matters— 

“(i) that involve allegations of child sexual 
abuse; 

“(ii) that relate to family matters, includ- 
ing civil protection orders, custody, and di- 
vorce; and 

“(iii) in which the other parent is rep- 
resented by counsel; 

“(7) collect data and provide training and 
technical assistance, including developing 
State, local, and tribal model codes and poli- 
cies, to improve the capacity of grantees and 
communities to address the civil justice 
needs of victims of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking who 
have legal representation, who are pro- 
ceeding pro se, or who are proceeding with 
the assistance of a legal advocate; and 

“(8) to improve training and education to 
assist judges, judicial personnel, attorneys, 
child welfare personnel, and legal advocates 
in the civil justice system. 

‘*(¢) CONSIDERATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In making grants for 
purposes described in paragraphs (1) through 
(7) of subsection (b), the Attorney General 
shall consider— 

“(A) the number of families to be served by 
the proposed programs and services; 

‘“(B) the extent to which the proposed pro- 
grams and services serve underserved popu- 
lations; 

“(C) the extent to which the applicant 
demonstrates cooperation and collaboration 
with nonprofit, nongovernmental entities in 
the local community with demonstrated his- 
tories of effective work on domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, including State or tribal domestic 
violence coalitions, State or tribal sexual as- 
sault coalitions, local shelters, and programs 
for domestic violence and sexual assault vic- 
tims; and 

‘(D) the extent to which the applicant 
demonstrates coordination and collaboration 
with State, tribal, and local court systems, 
including mechanisms for communication 
and referral. 

“(2) OTHER GRANTS.—In making grants 
under subsection (b)(8) the Attorney General 
shall take into account the extent to which 
the grantee has expertise addressing the ju- 
dicial system’s handling of family violence, 
child custody, child abuse and neglect, adop- 
tion, foster care, supervised visitation, di- 
vorce, and parentage. 

‘(d) APPLICANT REQUIREMENTS.—The At- 
torney General may make a grant under this 
section to an applicant that— 

“(1) demonstrates expertise in the areas of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or child sexual abuse, as 
appropriate; 
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‘“(2) ensures that any fees charged to indi- 
viduals for use of supervised visitation pro- 
grams and services are based on the income 
of those individuals, unless otherwise pro- 
vided by court order; 

“(3) for a court-based program, certifies 
that victims of domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, or stalking are not 
charged fees or any other costs related to the 
filing, petitioning, modifying, issuance, reg- 
istration, enforcement, withdrawal, or dis- 
missal of matters relating to the domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking; 

“(4) demonstrates that adequate security 
measures, including adequate facilities, pro- 
cedures, and personnel capable of preventing 
violence, and adequate standards are, or will 
be, in place (including the development of 
protocols or policies to ensure that confiden- 
tial information is not shared with courts, 
law enforcement agencies, or child welfare 
agencies unless necessary to ensure the safe- 
ty of any child or adult using the services of 
a program funded under this section), if the 
applicant proposes to operate supervised vis- 
itation programs and services or safe visita- 
tion exchange; 

“(5) certifies that the organizational poli- 
cies of the applicant do not require medi- 
ation or counseling involving offenders and 
victims being physically present in the same 
place, in cases where domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking is al- 
leged; 

(6) certifies that any person providing 
legal assistance through a program funded 
under this section has completed or will 
complete training on domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, and stalking, in- 
cluding child sexual abuse, and related legal 
issues; and 

“(7) certifies that any person providing 
custody evaluation or guardian ad litem 
services through a program funded under 
this section has completed or will complete 
training developed with input from and in 
collaboration with a tribal, State, terri- 
torial, or local domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking victim 
service provider or coalition on the dynam- 
ics of domestic violence and sexual assault, 
including child sexual abuse, that includes 
training on how to review evidence of past 
abuse and the use of evidenced-based theo- 
ries to make recommendations on custody 
and visitation. 

“(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $22,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. Amounts ap- 
propriated pursuant to this subsection shall 
remain available until expended. 

““(f) ALLOTMENT FOR INDIAN TRIBES.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 10 percent 
of the total amount available under this sec- 
tion for each fiscal year shall be available 
for grants under the program authorized by 
section 3796gg-10 of this title. 

‘(2) APPLICABILITY OF PART.—The require- 
ments of this section shall not apply to funds 
allocated for the program described in para- 
graph (1).’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—Subtitle J of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14043 et seq.) is 
repealed. 

SEC. 105. SEX OFFENDER MANAGEMENT. 

Section 40152(c) of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 18941) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘$5,000,000’’ and all that fol- 
lows and inserting ‘‘$5,000,000 for each of fis- 
cal years 2014 through 2018.”’. 
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SEC. 106. COURT-APPOINTED SPECIAL ADVOCATE 
PROGRAM. 

Subtitle B of title II of the Crime Control 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 18011 et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in section 216 (42 U.S.C. 13012), by strik- 
ing ‘“‘January 1, 2010” and inserting ‘‘January 
1, 2015”; 

(2) in section 217 (42 U.S.C. 13013)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Code of Ethics” in section 
(c)(2) and inserting ‘‘Standards for Pro- 
grams”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(e) REPORTING.—An organization that re- 
ceives a grant under this section for a fiscal 
year shall submit to the Administrator a re- 
port regarding the use of the grant for the 
fiscal year, including a discussion of out- 
come performance measures (which shall be 
established by the Administrator) to deter- 
mine the effectiveness of the programs of the 
organization in meeting the needs of chil- 
dren in the child welfare system.’’; and 

(3) in section 219(a) (42 U.S.C. 18014(a)), by 
striking ‘‘fiscal years 2007 through 2011” and 
inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2014 through 2018”. 


SEC. 107. CRIMINAL PROVISION RELATING TO 
STALKING, INCLUDING 
CYBERSTALKING. 


(a) INTERSTATE DOMESTIC VIOLENCE.—Sec- 
tion 2261(a)(1) of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘is present” after ‘‘Indian 
Country or’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘or presence” after “as a 
result of such travel’’; 

(b) STALKING.—Section 2261A of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

“$ 2261A. Stalking 

‘‘Whoever— 

“(1) travels in interstate or foreign com- 
merce or is present within the special mari- 
time and territorial jurisdiction of the 
United States, or enters or leaves Indian 
country, with the intent to kill, injure, har- 
ass, intimidate, or place under surveillance 
with intent to kill, injure, harass, or intimi- 
date another person, and in the course of, or 
as a result of, such travel or presence en- 
gages in conduct that— 

“(A) places that person in reasonable fear 
of the death of, or serious bodily injury to— 

“(i) that person; 

“(ii) an immediate family member (as de- 
fined in section 115) of that person; or 

“(iii) a spouse or intimate partner of that 
person; or 

‘“(B) causes, attempts to cause, or would be 
reasonably expected to cause substantial 
emotional distress to a person described in 
clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of subparagraph (A); or 

“(2) with the intent to kill, injure, harass, 
intimidate, or place under surveillance with 
intent to kill, injure, harass, or intimidate 
another person, uses the mail, any inter- 
active computer service or electronic com- 
munication service or electronic commu- 
nication system of interstate commerce, or 
any other facility of interstate or foreign 
commerce to engage in a course of conduct 
that— 

“(A) places that person in reasonable fear 
of the death of or serious bodily injury to a 
person described in clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of 
paragraph (1)(A); or 

‘“(B) causes, attempts to cause, or would be 
reasonably expected to cause substantial 
emotional distress to a person described in 
clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of paragraph (1)(A), 
shall be punished as provided in section 
2261(b) of this title.’’. 

(c) INTERSTATE VIOLATION OF PROTECTION 
ORDER.—Section 2262(a)(2) of title 18, United 
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States Code, is amended by inserting 

present” after ‘‘Indian Country or”. 

SEC. 108. OUTREACH AND SERVICES TO UNDER- 
SERVED POPULATIONS GRANT. 

Section 120 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“SEC. 120. GRANTS FOR OUTREACH AND SERV- 
ICES TO UNDERSERVED POPU- 
LATIONS. 

‘“(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts appro- 
priated under the grant programs identified 
in paragraph (2), the Attorney General shall 
take 2 percent of such appropriated amounts 
and combine them to award grants to eligi- 
ble entities described in subsection (b) of 
this section to develop and implement out- 
reach strategies targeted at adult or youth 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking in under- 
served populations and to provide victim 
services to meet the needs of adult and 
youth victims of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking in un- 
derserved populations. The requirements of 
the grant programs identified in paragraph 
(2) shall not apply to this grant program. 

‘“(2) PROGRAMS COVERED.—The programs 
covered by paragraph (1) are the programs 
carried out under the following provisions: 

“(A) Section 2001 of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (Grants 
to Combat Violent Crimes Against Women). 

‘(B) Section 2101 of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (Grants 
to Encourage Arrest Policies and Enforce- 
ment of Protection Orders Program). 

“(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—Eligible entities 
under this section are— 

“(1) population specific organizations that 
have demonstrated experience and expertise 
in providing population specific services in 
the relevant underserved communities, or 
population specific organizations working in 
partnership with a victim service provider or 
domestic violence or sexual assault coali- 
tion; 

‘(2) victim service providers offering popu- 
lation specific services for a specific under- 
served population; or 

“(3) victim service providers working in 
partnership with a national, State, tribal, or 
local organization that has demonstrated ex- 
perience and expertise in providing popu- 
lation specific services in the relevant under- 
served population. 

“(c) PLANNING GRANTS.—The Attorney 
General may use up to 25 percent of funds 
available under this section to make one- 
time planning grants to eligible entities to 
support the planning and development of 
specially designed and targeted programs for 
adult and youth victims in one or more un- 
derserved populations, including— 

“(1) identifying, building and strength- 
ening partnerships with potential collabo- 
rators within underserved populations, Fed- 
eral, State, tribal, territorial or local gov- 
ernment entities, and public and private or- 
ganizations; 

“(2) conducting a needs assessment of the 
community and the targeted underserved 
population or populations to determine what 
the barriers are to service access and what 
factors contribute to those barriers, using 
input from the targeted underserved popu- 
lation or populations; 

‘(8) identifying promising prevention, out- 
reach and intervention strategies for victims 
from a targeted underserved population or 
populations; and 

“(4) developing a plan, with the input of 
the targeted underserved population or popu- 
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lations, for implementing prevention, out- 
reach and intervention strategies to address 
the barriers to accessing services, promoting 
community engagement in the prevention of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking within the targeted un- 
derserved populations, and evaluating the 
program. 

“(d) IMPLEMENTATION GRANTS.—The Attor- 
ney General shall make grants to eligible en- 
tities for the purpose of providing or enhanc- 
ing population specific outreach and services 
to adult and youth victims in one or more 
underserved populations, including— 

“(1) working with Federal, State, tribal, 
territorial and local governments, agencies, 
and organizations to develop or enhance pop- 
ulation specific services; 

“(2) strengthening the capacity of under- 
served populations to provide population 
specific services; 

(3) strengthening the capacity of tradi- 
tional victim service providers to provide 
population specific services; 

(4) strengthening the effectiveness of 
criminal and civil justice interventions by 
providing training for law enforcement, pros- 
ecutors, judges and other court personnel on 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking in underserved popu- 
lations; or 

““(5) working in cooperation with an under- 
served population to develop and implement 
outreach, education, prevention, and inter- 
vention strategies that highlight available 
resources and the specific issues faced by 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking from under- 
served populations. 

‘“(e) APPLICATION.—An eligible entity desir- 
ing a grant under this section shall submit 
an application to the Director of the Office 
on Violence Against Women at such time, in 
such form, and in such manner as the Direc- 
tor may prescribe. 

“(f) REPORTS.—Each eligible entity receiv- 
ing a grant under this section shall submit 
to the Director of the Office on Violence 
Against Women a report that describes the 
activities carried out with grant funds. 

‘(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
In addition to the funds identified in sub- 
section (a)(1), there are authorized to be ap- 
propriated to carry out this section $2,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(h) DEFINITIONS AND GRANT CONDITIONS.— 
In this section the definitions and grant con- 
ditions in section 40002 of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13925) 
shall apply.’’. 

SEC. 109. CULTURALLY SPECIFIC SERVICES 
GRANT. 

Section 121 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045a) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking 
“AND LINGUISTICALLY”’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘and linguistically” each 
place it appears; 

(8) by striking ‘‘and linguistic” each place 
it appears; 

(4) by striking subsection (a)(2) and insert- 
ing: 

(2) PROGRAMS COVERED.—The programs 
covered by paragraph (1) are the programs 
carried out under the following provisions: 

“(A) Section 2101 of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (Grants 
to Encourage Arrest Policies and Enforce- 
ment of Protection Orders). 

““(B) Section 14201 of division B of the Vic- 
tims of Trafficking and Violence Protection 
Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg¢-6) (Legal Assist- 
ance for Victims). 
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“(C) Section 40295 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 18971) (Rural 
Domestic Violence, Dating Violence, Sexual 
Assault, Stalking, and Child Abuse Enforce- 
ment Assistance). 

‘(D) Section 40802 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14041a) (En- 
hanced Training and Services to End Vio- 
lence Against Women Later in Life). 

“(E) Section 1402 of division B of the Vic- 
tims of Trafficking and Violence Protection 
Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg—7) (Education, 
Training, and Enhanced Services to End Vio- 
lence Against and Abuse of Women with Dis- 
abilities).’’; and 

(5) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘linguistic 
and’’. 

TITLE II—IMPROVING SERVICES FOR VIC- 
TIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING 

SEC. 201. SEXUAL ASSAULT SERVICES PROGRAM. 
(a) GRANTS TO STATES AND TERRITORIES.— 

Section 41601(b) of the Violence Against 

Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14043g(b)) is 

amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘other pro- 
grams” and all that follows and inserting 
“other nongovernmental or tribal programs 
and projects to assist individuals who have 
been victimized by sexual assault, without 
regard to the age of the individual.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘or 
tribal programs and activities” after ‘‘non- 
governmental organizations’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C)(v), by striking 
“linguistically and”; and 

(3) in paragraph (4)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘(including the District of 
Columbia and Puerto Rico)’’ after ‘‘The At- 
torney General shall allocate to each State”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘the District of Columbia, 
Puerto Rico,” after ‘‘Guam’’; 

(C) by striking ‘‘0.125 percent” and insert- 
ing ‘‘0.25 percent”; and 

(D) by striking ‘‘The District of Columbia 
shall be treated as a territory for purposes of 
calculating its allocation under the pre- 
ceding formula.’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 41601(f)(1) of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14043g(f)(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$50,000,000 to remain 
available until expended for each of the fis- 
cal years 2007 through 2011” and inserting 
“*$40,000,000 to remain available until ex- 
pended for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018”. 

SEC. 202. RURAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 

VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, 
STALKING, AND CHILD ABUSE EN- 
FORCEMENT ASSISTANCE. 

Section 40295 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13971) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)(H), by inserting ‘‘, 
including sexual assault forensic examiners” 
before the semicolon; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘victim advocacy groups” 
and inserting ‘‘victim service providers”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, including developing 
multidisciplinary teams focusing on high 
risk cases with the goal of preventing domes- 
tic and dating violence homicides’’ before 
the semicolon; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘and other long- and short- 
term assistance” and inserting ‘‘legal assist- 
ance, and other long-term and short-term 
victim and population specific services”; and 

(ii) by striking “and” at the end; 
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(C) in paragraph (8), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) developing, enlarging, or strength- 
ening programs addressing sexual assault, 
including sexual assault forensic examiner 
programs, Sexual Assault Response Teams, 
law enforcement training, and programs ad- 
dressing rape kit backlogs. 

‘“(5) developing programs and strategies 
that focus on the specific needs of victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking who reside in remote 
rural and geographically isolated areas, in- 
cluding addressing the challenges posed by 
the lack of access to shelters and victims 
services, and limited law enforcement re- 
sources and training, and providing training 
and resources to Community Health Aides 
involved in the delivery of Indian Health 
Service programs.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (e)(1), by striking 
‘*$55,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$50,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 203. TRAINING AND SERVICES TO END VIO- 
LENCE AGAINST WOMEN WITH DIS- 
ABILITIES GRANTS. 

Section 1402 of division B of the Victims of 
Trafficking and Violence Protection Act of 
2000 (42 U.S.C. 3796gg-7) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘(includ- 
ing using evidence-based indicators to assess 
the risk of domestic and dating violence 
homicide)” after ‘‘risk reduction”’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘victim 
service organizations” and inserting “victim 
service providers”; and 

(C) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘victim 
services organizations” and inserting ‘‘vic- 
tim service providers”; 

(2) in subsection (c)(1)(D), by striking 
‘nonprofit and nongovernmental victim 
services organization, such as a State” and 
inserting ‘‘victim service provider, such as a 
State or tribal”; and 

(3) in subsection (e) by striking 
‘‘$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$9,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 204. ENHANCED TRAINING AND SERVICES 
TO END ABUSE IN LATER LIFE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle H of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 
14041 et seq.) is amended to read as follows: 
“Subtitle H—Enhanced Training and Services 

To End Abuse Later in Life 
“SEC. 40801. ENHANCED TRAINING AND SERVICES 
TO END ABUSE IN LATER LIFE. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

“(1) the term ‘exploitation’ has the mean- 
ing given the term in section 2011 of the So- 
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1397j); 

“(2) the term ‘later life’, relating to an in- 
dividual, means the individual is 50 years of 
age or older; and 

“(3) the term ‘neglect’ means the failure of 
a caregiver or fiduciary to provide the goods 
or services that are necessary to maintain 
the health or safety of an individual in later 
life. 

“(b) GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Attorney 
General may make grants to eligible entities 
to carry out the activities described in para- 
graph (2). 

‘(2) MANDATORY AND PERMISSIBLE ACTIVI- 
TIES.— 

‘(A) MANDATORY ACTIVITIES.—An eligible 
entity receiving a grant under this section 
shall use the funds received under the grant 
to— 

“(i) provide training programs to assist 
law enforcement agencies, prosecutors, agen- 
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cies of States or units of local government, 
population specific organizations, victim 
service providers, victim advocates, and rel- 
evant officers in Federal, tribal, State, terri- 
torial, and local courts in recognizing and 
addressing instances of elder abuse; 

“(ii) provide or enhance services for vic- 
tims of abuse in later life, including domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
stalking, exploitation, and neglect; 

“Gii) establish or support multidisci- 
plinary collaborative community responses 
to victims of abuse in later life, including 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, exploitation, and neglect; 
and 

‘“(iv) conduct cross-training for law en- 
forcement agencies, prosecutors, agencies of 
States or units of local government, attor- 
neys, health care providers, population spe- 
cific organizations, faith-based advocates, 
victim service providers, and courts to better 
serve victims of abuse in later life, including 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, exploitation, and neglect. 

‘(B) PERMISSIBLE ACTIVITIES.—An eligible 
entity receiving a grant under this section 
may use the funds received under the grant 
to— 

“(i) provide training programs to assist at- 
torneys, health care providers, faith-based 
leaders, or other community-based organiza- 
tions in recognizing and addressing instances 
of abuse in later life, including domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, stalk- 
ing, exploitation, and neglect; or 

“(Gi) conduct outreach activities and 
awareness campaigns to ensure that victims 
of abuse in later life, including domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, stalk- 
ing, exploitation, and neglect receive appro- 
priate assistance. 

“(C) WAIVER.—The Attorney General may 
waive 1 or more of the activities described in 
subparagraph (A) upon making a determina- 
tion that the activity would duplicate serv- 
ices available in the community. 

“(D) LIMITATION.—An eligible entity re- 
ceiving a grant under this section may use 
not more than 10 percent of the total funds 
received under the grant for an activity de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B)(ii). 

“(8) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—An entity shall be 
eligible to receive a grant under this section 
if— 

“(A) the entity is— 

“(i)a State; 

“(ii) a unit of local government; 

‘“(iii) a tribal government or tribal organi- 
zation; 

“(iv) a population specific organization 
with demonstrated experience in assisting 
individuals over 50 years of age; 

“(v) a victim service provider with dem- 
onstrated experience in addressing domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking; or 

“(vi) a State, tribal, or territorial domes- 
tic violence or sexual assault coalition; and 

““(B) the entity demonstrates that it is part 
of a multidisciplinary partnership that in- 
cludes, at a minimum— 

“(i)a law enforcement agency; 

““(ii) a prosecutor’s office; 

“(ii) a victim service provider; and 

“(iv) a nonprofit program or government 
agency with demonstrated experience in as- 
sisting individuals in later life; 

‘(4) UNDERSERVED POPULATIONS.—In mak- 
ing grants under this section, the Attorney 
General shall give priority to proposals pro- 
viding services to culturally specific and un- 
derserved populations. 

‘(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 


1217 


carry out this section $9,000,000 for each of 

fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

TITLE III—SERVICES, PROTECTION, AND 
JUSTICE FOR YOUNG VICTIMS OF VIO- 
LENCE 

SEC. 301. RAPE PREVENTION AND EDUCATION 
GRANT. 

Section 393A of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 280b-1b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘, territorial or tribal” after 
“crisis centers, State”; and 

(B) in paragraph (6), by inserting ‘‘and al- 
cohol” after ‘‘about drugs”; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘*$80,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$50,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) BASELINE FUNDING FOR STATES, THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, AND PUERTO RICO.—A 
minimum allocation of $150,000 shall be 
awarded in each fiscal year for each of the 
States, the District of Columbia, and Puerto 
Rico. A minimum allocation of $35,000 shall 
be awarded in each fiscal year for each Terri- 
tory. Any unused or remaining funds shall be 
allotted to each State, the District of Colum- 
bia, and Puerto Rico on the basis of popu- 
lation.’’. 

SEC. 302. CREATING HOPE THROUGH OUTREACH, 
OPTIONS, SERVICES, AND EDU- 
CATION FOR CHILDREN AND YOUTH. 

Subtitle L of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 is amended by striking sections 
41201 through 41204 (42 U.S.C. 14048c through 
14043c-3) and inserting the following: 

“SEC. 41201. CREATING HOPE THROUGH OUT- 
REACH, OPTIONS, SERVICES, AND 
EDUCATION FOR CHILDREN AND 
YOUTH (‘CHOOSE CHILDREN & 
YOUTH’). 

“(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.. The Attorney 
General, working in collaboration with the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services and 
the Secretary of Education, shall award 
grants to enhance the safety of youth and 
children who are victims of, or exposed to, 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking and pre- 
vent future violence. 

‘(b) PROGRAM PURPOSES.—Funds provided 
under this section may be used for the fol- 
lowing program purpose areas: 

“(1) SERVICES TO ADVOCATE FOR AND RE- 
SPOND TO YOUTH.—To develop, expand, and 
strengthen victim-centered interventions 
and services that target youth who are vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, and sex trafficking. 
Services may include victim services, coun- 
seling, advocacy, mentoring, educational 
support, transportation, legal assistance in 
civil, criminal and administrative matters, 
such as family law cases, housing cases, 
child welfare proceedings, campus adminis- 
trative proceedings, and civil protection 
order proceedings, population-specific serv- 
ices, and other activities that support youth 
in finding safety, stability, and justice and 
in addressing the emotional, cognitive, and 
physical effects of trauma. Funds may be 
used to— 

“(A) assess and analyze currently available 
services for youth victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, stalk- 
ing, and sex trafficking, determining rel- 
evant barriers to such services in a par- 
ticular locality, and developing a commu- 
nity protocol to address such problems col- 
laboratively; 

‘(B) develop and implement policies, prac- 
tices, and procedures to effectively respond 
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to domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking against 
youth; or 

‘(C) provide technical assistance and 
training to enhance the ability of school per- 
sonnel, victim service providers, child pro- 
tective service workers, staff of law enforce- 
ment agencies, prosecutors, court personnel, 
individuals who work in after school pro- 
grams, medical personnel, social workers, 
mental health personnel, and workers in 
other programs that serve children and 
youth to improve their ability to appro- 
priately respond to the needs of children and 
youth who are victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, stalking, and 
sex trafficking, and to properly refer such 
children, youth, and their families to appro- 
priate services. 

‘*(2) SUPPORTING YOUTH THROUGH EDUCATION 
AND PROTECTION.—To enable middle schools, 
high schools, and institutions of higher edu- 
cation to— 

“(A) provide training to school personnel, 
including healthcare providers and security 
personnel, on the needs of students who are 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, or sex traf- 
ficking; 

‘(B) develop and implement prevention 
and intervention policies in middle and high 
schools, including appropriate responses to, 
and identification and referral procedures 
for, students who are experiencing or perpe- 
trating domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, or sex trafficking, 
and procedures for handling the require- 
ments of court protective orders issued to or 
against students; 

‘(C) provide support services for student 
victims of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, or sex traf- 
ficking, such as a resource person who is ei- 
ther on-site or on-call; 

‘(D) implement developmentally appro- 
priate educational programming for students 
regarding domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, stalking, and sex trafficking 
and the impact of such violence on youth; or 

“(E) develop strategies to increase identi- 
fication, support, referrals, and prevention 
programming for youth who are at high risk 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, stalking, or sex trafficking. 

‘*(c) ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this section, an entity shall 
be— 

“(A) a victim service provider, tribal non- 
profit, or population-specific or community- 
based organization with a demonstrated his- 
tory of effective work addressing the needs 
of youth who are, including runaway or 
homeless youth affected by, victims of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, stalking, or sex trafficking; 

‘(B) a victim service provider that is 
partnered with an entity that has a dem- 
onstrated history of effective work address- 
ing the needs of youth; or 

“(C) a public, charter, tribal, or nationally 
accredited private middle or high school, a 
school administered by the Department of 
Defense under section 2164 of title 10, United 
States Code or section 1402 of the Defense 
Dependents’ Education Act of 1978, a group 
of schools, a school district, or an institution 
of higher education. 

‘*(2) PARTNERSHIPS.— 

“(A) EDUCATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant for the purposes described in sub- 
section (b)(2), an entity described in para- 
graph (1) shall be partnered with a public, 
charter, tribal, or nationally accredited pri- 
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vate middle or high school, a school adminis- 
tered by the Department of Defense under 
section 2164 of title 10, United States Code or 
section 1402 of the Defense Dependents’ Edu- 
cation Act of 1978, a group of schools, a 
school district, or an institution of higher 
education. 

‘“(B) OTHER PARTNERSHIPS.—AI] applicants 
under this section are encouraged to work in 
partnership with organizations and agencies 
that work with the relevant population. 
Such entities may include— 

“(i) a State, tribe, unit of local govern- 
ment, or territory; 

“Gi) a population specific or community- 
based organization; 

“Gii) batterer intervention programs or 
sex offender treatment programs with spe- 
cialized knowledge and experience working 
with youth offenders; or 

“(iv) any other agencies or nonprofit, non- 
governmental organizations with the capac- 
ity to provide effective assistance to the 
adult, youth, and child victims served by the 
partnership. 

“(d) GRANTEE REQUIREMENTS.—Applicants 
for grants under this section shall establish 
and implement policies, practices, and proce- 
dures that— 

“(1) require and include appropriate refer- 
ral systems for child and youth victims; 

““(2) protect the confidentiality and privacy 
of child and youth victim information, par- 
ticularly in the context of parental or third 
party involvement and consent, mandatory 
reporting duties, and working with other 
service providers all with priority on victim 
safety and autonomy; and 

“(3) ensure that all individuals providing 
intervention or prevention programming to 
children or youth through a program funded 
under this section have completed, or will 
complete, sufficient training in connection 
with domestic violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault, stalking, and sex trafficking. 

‘(e) DEFINITIONS AND GRANT CONDITIONS.— 
In this section, the definitions and grant 
conditions provided for in section 40002 shall 
apply. 

“(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

“(g) ALLOTMENT.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 50 percent 
of the total amount appropriated under this 
section for each fiscal year shall be used for 
the purposes described in subsection (b)(1). 

‘“(2) INDIAN TRIBES.—Not less than 10 per- 
cent of the total amount appropriated under 
this section for each fiscal year shall be 
made available for grants under the program 
authorized by section 2015 of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968. 
The requirements of this section shall not 
apply to funds allocated under this para- 
graph. 

“(h) PRIORITY.—The Attorney General 
shall prioritize grant applications under this 
section that coordinate with prevention pro- 
grams in the community.’’. 

SEC. 303. GRANTS TO COMBAT VIOLENT CRIMES 
ON CAMPUSES. 

Section 304 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘“‘stalking on campuses, 
and’’ and inserting ‘‘stalking on campuses,”’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘crimes against women on’’ 
and inserting ‘‘crimes on’’; and 

(iii) by inserting ‘‘, and to develop and 
strengthen prevention education and aware- 
ness programs” before the period; and 
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(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘$500,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$300,000’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘, strengthen,” after “To 
develop”; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘including the use of tech- 
nology to commit these crimes,” after ‘‘sex- 
ual assault and stalking,”’’; 

(B) in paragraph (4)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘and population specific 
services” after ‘‘strengthen victim services 
programs”; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘entities carrying out” and 
all that follows through ‘‘stalking victim 
services programs” and inserting ‘‘victim 
service providers”; and 

(iii) by inserting ‘‘, regardless of whether 
the services are provided by the institution 
or in coordination with community victim 
service providers’’ before the period at the 
end; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘9) To develop or adapt and provide devel- 
opmental, culturally appropriate, and lin- 
guistically accessible print or electronic ma- 
terials to address both prevention and inter- 
vention in domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual violence, and stalking. 

“(10) To develop or adapt population spe- 
cific strategies and projects for victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking from underserved popu- 
lations on campus.’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking “any 
non-profit’? and all that follows through 
“victim services programs” and inserting 
“victim service providers”; 

(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) 
through (F) as subparagraphs (E) through 
(G), respectively; and 

(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (C), 
the following: 

‘(D) describe how underserved populations 
in the campus community will be adequately 
served, including the provision of relevant 
population specific services;’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘2014 through 
2018”; 

(4) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (4); and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (2), the 
following: 

‘(3) GRANTEE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.— 
Each grantee shall comply with the fol- 
lowing minimum requirements during the 
grant period: 

“(A) The grantee shall create a coordi- 
nated community response including both 
organizations external to the institution and 
relevant divisions of the institution. 

“(B) The grantee shall establish a manda- 
tory prevention and education program on 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking for all incoming stu- 
dents. 

“(C) The grantee shall train all campus law 
enforcement to respond effectively to domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking. 

“(D) The grantee shall train all members 
of campus disciplinary boards to respond ef- 
fectively to situations involving domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking.’’; and 

(5) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘there 
are” and all that follows through the period 
and inserting ‘‘there is authorized to be ap- 
propriated $12,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2014 through 2018.’’. 
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SEC. 304. CAMPUS SEXUAL VIOLENCE, DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, AND 
STALKING EDUCATION AND PRE- 
VENTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 485(f) of the High- 
er Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1092(f)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (C)(iii), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘, when the 
victim of such crime elects or is unable to 
make such a report.’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (F)— 

(i) in clause (i)(VIII), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon; 

(ii) in clause (ii)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘sexual orientation” and in- 
serting ‘“ national origin, sexual orientation, 
gender identity,’’; and 

(II) by striking the period and inserting ‘‘; 
and”; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“(iii) of domestic violence, dating violence, 
and stalking incidents that were reported to 
campus security authorities or local police 
agencies.”’; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by inserting “, that 
withholds the names of victims as confiden- 
tial,” after “that is timely”’; 

(3) in paragraph (6)(A)— 

(A) by redesignating clauses (i), (ii), and 
(iii) as clauses (ii), (iii), and (iv), respec- 
tively; 

(B) by inserting before clause (ii), as redes- 
ignated by subparagraph (A), the following: 

“(i) The terms ‘dating violence’, ‘domestic 
violence’, and ‘stalking’ have the meaning 
given such terms in section 40002(a) of the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 
U.S.C. 13925(a)).”’; and 

(C) by inserting after clause (iv), as redes- 
ignated by subparagraph (A), the following: 

“(v) The term ‘sexual assault’ means an of- 
fense classified as a forcible or nonforcible 
sex offense under the uniform crime report- 
ing system of the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation.’’; 

(4) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘paragraph (1)(F)’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘clauses (i) and (ii) of paragraph 
DE)”; and 

(B) by inserting after ‘‘Hate Crime Statis- 
tics Act.” the following: “For the offenses of 
domestic violence, dating violence, and 
stalking, such statistics shall be compiled in 
accordance with the definitions used in sec- 
tion 40002(a) of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 18925(a)).”’; 

(5) by striking paragraph (8) and inserting 
the following: 

“(8)(A) Each institution of higher edu- 
cation participating in any program under 
this title and title IV of the Economic Op- 
portunity Act of 1964, other than a foreign 
institution of higher education, shall develop 
and distribute as part of the report described 
in paragraph (1) a statement of policy re- 
garding— 

“(i) such institution’s programs to prevent 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking; and 

“(ii) the procedures that such institution 
will follow once an incident of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking has been reported, including a 
statement of the standard of evidence that 
will be used during any institutional conduct 
proceeding arising from such a report. 

‘(B) The policy described in subparagraph 
(A) shall address the following areas: 

“(i) Education programs to promote the 
awareness of rape, acquaintance rape, domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking, which shall include— 
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““(I) primary prevention and awareness pro- 
grams for all incoming students and new em- 
ployees, which shall include— 

“(aa) a statement that the institution of 
higher education prohibits the offenses of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking; 

“(bb) the definition of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking 
in the applicable jurisdiction; 

““(cc) the definition of consent, in reference 
to sexual activity, in the applicable jurisdic- 
tion; 

“(dd) safe and positive options for by- 
stander intervention that may be carried out 
by an individual to prevent harm or inter- 
vene when there is a risk of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking against a person other than such in- 
dividual; 

‘“(ee) information on risk reduction to rec- 
ognize warning signs of abusive behavior and 
how to avoid potential attacks; and 

“(ff) the information described in clauses 
(ii) through (vii); and 

“(I) ongoing prevention and awareness 
campaigns for students and faculty, includ- 
ing information described in items (aa) 
through (ff) of subclause (I). 

“Gi) Possible sanctions or protective meas- 
ures that such institution may impose fol- 
lowing a final determination of an institu- 
tional disciplinary procedure regarding rape, 
acquaintance rape, domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

‘“(iii) Procedures victims should follow if a 
sex offense, domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking has oc- 
curred, including information in writing 
about— 

“(I) the importance of preserving evidence 
as may be necessary to the proof of criminal 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking, or in obtaining a protec- 
tion order; 

‘“(ID) to whom the alleged offense should be 
reported; 

“(III) options regarding law enforcement 
and campus authorities, including notifica- 
tion of the victim’s option to— 

“(aa) notify proper law enforcement au- 
thorities, including on-campus and local po- 
lice; 

““(bb) be assisted by campus authorities in 
notifying law enforcement authorities if the 
victim so chooses; and 

“(cc) decline to notify such authorities; 
and 

“(IV) where applicable, the rights of vic- 
tims and the institution’s responsibilities re- 
garding orders of protection, no contact or- 
ders, restraining orders, or similar lawful or- 
ders issued by a criminal, civil, or tribal 
court. 

“(iv) Procedures for institutional discipli- 
nary action in cases of alleged domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, which shall include a clear state- 
ment that— 

“(I) such proceedings shall— 

“(aa) provide a prompt, fair, and impartial 
investigation and resolution; and 

““(bb) be conducted by officials who receive 
annual training on the issues related to do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking and how to conduct an in- 
vestigation and hearing process that pro- 
tects the safety of victims and promotes ac- 
countability; 

““(IT) the accuser and the accused are enti- 
tled to the same opportunities to have others 
present during an institutional disciplinary 
proceeding, including the opportunity to be 
accompanied to any related meeting or pro- 
ceeding by an advisor of their choice; and 


1219 


“(III) both the accuser and the accused 
shall be simultaneously informed, in writing, 
of— 

“(aa) the outcome of any institutional dis- 
ciplinary proceeding that arises from an al- 
legation of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking; 

‘“(bb) the institution’s procedures for the 
accused and the victim to appeal the results 
of the institutional disciplinary proceeding; 

“(cc) of any change to the results that oc- 
curs prior to the time that such results be- 
come final; and 

“(dd) when such results become final. 

“(v) Information about how the institution 
will protect the confidentiality of victims, 
including how publicly-available record- 
keeping will be accomplished without the in- 
clusion of identifying information about the 
victim, to the extent permissible by law. 

“(vi) Written notification of students and 
employees about existing counseling, health, 
mental health, victim advocacy, legal assist- 
ance, and other services available for victims 
both on-campus and in the community. 

“(vii) Written notification of victims about 
options for, and available assistance in, 
changing academic, living, transportation, 
and working situations, if so requested by 
the victim and if such accommodations are 
reasonably available, regardless of whether 
the victim chooses to report the crime to 
campus police or local law enforcement. 

“(C) A student or employee who reports to 
an institution of higher education that the 
student or employee has been a victim of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking, whether the offense oc- 
curred on or off campus, shall be provided 
with a written explanation of the student or 
employee’s rights and options, as described 
in clauses (ii) through (vii) of subparagraph 
(B).”; 

(6) in paragraph (9), by striking ‘‘The Sec- 
retary” and inserting ‘“‘The Secretary, in 
consultation with the Attorney General of 
the United States,”’’; 

(7) by striking paragraph (16) and inserting 
the following: 

“(16)(A) The Secretary shall seek the ad- 
vice and counsel of the Attorney General of 
the United States concerning the develop- 
ment, and dissemination to institutions of 
higher education, of best practices informa- 
tion about campus safety and emergencies. 

‘(B) The Secretary shall seek the advice 
and counsel of the Attorney General of the 
United States and the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services concerning the develop- 
ment, and dissemination to institutions of 
higher education, of best practices informa- 
tion about preventing and responding to in- 
cidents of domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking, including 
elements of institutional policies that have 
proven successful based on evidence-based 
outcome measurements.’’; and 

(8) by striking paragraph (17) and inserting 
the following: 

“(17) No officer, employee, or agent of an 
institution participating in any program 
under this title shall retaliate, intimidate, 
threaten, coerce, or otherwise discriminate 
against any individual for exercising their 
rights or responsibilities under any provision 
of this subsection.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect with 
respect to the annual security report under 
section 485(f)(1) of the Higher Education Act 
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1092(f)(1)) prepared by an in- 
stitution of higher education 1 calendar year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
each subsequent calendar year. 
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TITLE IV—VIOLENCE REDUCTION 
PRACTICES 
SEC. 401. STUDY CONDUCTED BY THE CENTERS 
FOR DISEASE CONTROL AND PRE- 
VENTION. 

Section 402(c) of the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 280b-4(c)) is 
amended by striking ‘$2,000,000 for each of 
the fiscal years 2007 through 2011” and in- 
serting ‘‘$1,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 
2014 through 2018”. 

SEC. 402. SAVING MONEY AND REDUCING TRAGE- 
DIES THROUGH PREVENTION 
GRANTS. 

(a) SMART PREVENTION.—Section 41303 of 
the Violence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 
U.S.C. 14048d-2) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“SEC. 41303. SAVING MONEY AND REDUCING 
TRAGEDIES THROUGH PREVENTION 
(SMART PREVENTION). 

“(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Attorney 
General, in consultation with the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services and the Sec- 
retary of Education, is authorized to award 
grants for the purpose of preventing domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking by taking a comprehensive ap- 
proach that focuses on youth, children ex- 
posed to violence, and men as leaders and 
influencers of social norms. 

“(b) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds provided under 
this section may be used for the following 
purposes: 

“(1) TEEN DATING VIOLENCE AWARENESS AND 
PREVENTION.—To develop, maintain, or en- 
hance programs that change attitudes and 
behaviors around the acceptability of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking and provide education and 
skills training to young individuals and indi- 
viduals who influence young individuals. The 
prevention program may use evidence-based, 
evidence-informed, or innovative strategies 
and practices focused on youth. Such a pro- 
gram should include— 

“(A) age and developmentally-appropriate 
education on domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, and sexual 
coercion, as well as healthy relationship 
skills, in school, in the community, or in 
health care settings; 

“(B) community-based collaboration and 
training for those with influence on youth, 
such as parents, teachers, coaches, 
healthcare providers, faith-leaders, older 
teens, and mentors; 

“(C) education and outreach to change en- 
vironmental factors contributing to domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking; and 

‘(D) policy development targeted to pre- 
vention, including school-based policies and 
protocols. 

‘(2) CHILDREN EXPOSED TO VIOLENCE AND 
ABUSE.—To develop, maintain or enhance 
programs designed to prevent future inci- 
dents of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking by preventing, 
reducing and responding to children’s expo- 
sure to violence in the home. Such programs 
may include— 

“(A) providing services for children ex- 
posed to domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault or stalking, including direct 
counseling or advocacy, and support for the 
non-abusing parent; and 

“(B) training and coordination for edu- 
cational, after-school, and childcare pro- 
grams on how to safely and confidentially 
identify children and families experiencing 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking and properly refer chil- 
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dren exposed and their families to services 
and violence prevention programs. 

“(3) ENGAGING MEN AS LEADERS AND ROLE 
MODELS.—To develop, maintain or enhance 
programs that work with men to prevent do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking by helping men to serve 
as role models and social influencers of other 
men and youth at the individual, school, 
community or statewide levels. 

‘“(ec) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—To be eligible to 
receive a grant under this section, an entity 
shall be— 

“(1) a victim service provider, community- 
based organization, tribe or tribal organiza- 
tion, or other non-profit, nongovernmental 
organization that has a history of effective 
work preventing domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking and ex- 
pertise in the specific area for which they 
are applying for funds; or 

““(2) a partnership between a victim service 
provider, community-based organization, 
tribe or tribal organization, or other non- 
profit, nongovernmental organization that 
has a history of effective work preventing 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking and at least one of the 
following that has expertise in serving chil- 
dren exposed to domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, or stalking, youth do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking prevention, or engaging 
men to prevent domestic violence, dating vi- 
olence, sexual assault, or stalking: 

“(A) A public, charter, tribal, or nationally 
accredited private middle or high school, a 
school administered by the Department of 
Defense under section 2164 of title 10, United 
States Code or section 1402 of the Defense 
Dependents’ Education Act of 1978, a group 
of schools, or a school district. 

“(B) A local community-based organiza- 
tion, population-specific organization, or 
faith-based organization that has established 
expertise in providing services to youth. 

“(C) A community-based organization, pop- 
ulation-specific organization, university or 
health care clinic, faith-based organization, 
or other non-profit, nongovernmental orga- 
nization with a demonstrated history of ef- 
fective work addressing the needs of children 
exposed to domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

“(D) A nonprofit, nongovernmental entity 
providing services for runaway or homeless 
youth affected by domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

“(E) Healthcare entities eligible for reim- 
bursement under title XVIII of the Social Se- 
curity Act, including providers that target 
the special needs of children and youth. 

“(F) Any other agencies, population-spe- 
cific organizations, or nonprofit, nongovern- 
mental organizations with the capacity to 
provide necessary expertise to meet the 
goals of the program; or 

‘“(3) a public, charter, tribal, or nationally 
accredited private middle or high school, a 
school administered by the Department of 
Defense under section 2164 of title 10, United 
States Code or section 1402 of the Defense 
Dependents’ Education Act of 1978, a group 
of schools, a school district, or an institution 
of higher education. 

“(d) GRANTEE REQUIREMENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Applicants for grants 
under this section shall prepare and submit 
to the Director an application at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor- 
mation as the Director may require that 
demonstrates the capacity of the applicant 
and partnering organizations to undertake 
the project. 
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‘(2) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES.—Applicants 
under this section shall establish and imple- 
ment policies, practices, and procedures 
that— 

“(A) include appropriate referral systems 
to direct any victim identified during pro- 
gram activities to highly qualified follow-up 
care; 

‘(B) protect the confidentiality and pri- 
vacy of adult and youth victim information, 
particularly in the context of parental or 
third party involvement and consent, man- 
datory reporting duties, and working with 
other service providers; 

‘“(C) ensure that all individuals providing 
prevention programming through a program 
funded under this section have completed or 
will complete sufficient training in connec- 
tion with domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault or stalking; and 

‘(D) document how prevention programs 
are coordinated with service programs in the 
community. 

“(3) PREFERENCE.—In selecting grant re- 
cipients under this section, the Attorney 
General shall give preference to applicants 
that— 

“(A) 
and 

“(B) identify any other community, school, 
or State-based efforts that are working on 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking prevention and explain 
how the grantee or partnership will add 
value, coordinate with other programs, and 
not duplicate existing efforts. 

‘(e) DEFINITIONS AND GRANT CONDITIONS.— 
In this section, the definitions and grant 
conditions provided for in section 40002 shall 
apply. 

“(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. Amounts ap- 
propriated under this section may only be 
used for programs and activities described 
under this section. 

“(g) ALLOTMENT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 25 percent 
of the total amounts appropriated under this 
section in each fiscal year shall be used for 
each set of purposes described in paragraphs 
(1), (2), and (8) of subsection (b). 

‘(2) INDIAN TRIBES.—Not less than 10 per- 
cent of the total amounts appropriated under 
this section in each fiscal year shall be made 
available for grants to Indian tribes or tribal 
organizations. If an insufficient number of 
applications are received from Indian tribes 
or tribal organizations, such funds shall be 
allotted to other population-specific pro- 
grams.’’. 

(b) REPEALS.—The following provisions are 
repealed: 

(1) Sections 41304 and 41305 of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048d— 
3 and 14043d-4). 

(2) Section 403 of the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045c). 


TITLE V—STRENGTHENING THE 
HEALTHCARE SYSTEM’S RESPONSE TO 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND STALK- 
ING 


SEC. 


include outcome-based evaluation; 


501. CONSOLIDATION OF GRANTS TO 
STRENGTHEN THE HEALTHCARE 
SYSTEM’S RESPONSE TO DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEX- 


UAL ASSAULT, AND STALKING. 


(a) GRANTS.—Section 399P of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 280g-4) is 
amended to read as follows: 
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“SEC. 399P. GRANTS TO STRENGTHEN THE 
HEALTHCARE SYSTEM’S RESPONSE 
TO DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 


STALKING. 


“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
award grants for— 

“(1) the development or enhancement and 
implementation of interdisciplinary training 
for health professionals, public health staff, 
and allied health professionals; 

‘(2) the development or enhancement and 
implementation of education programs for 
medical, nursing, dental, and other health 
profession students and residents to prevent 
and respond to domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, and stalking; and 

“(3) the development or enhancement and 
implementation of comprehensive statewide 
strategies to improve the response of clinics, 
public health facilities, hospitals, and other 
health settings (including behavioral and 
mental health programs) to domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking. 


“(b) USE OF FUNDS.— 

“(1) REQUIRED USES.—Amounts provided 
under a grant under this section shall be 
used to— 

‘(A) fund interdisciplinary training and 
education programs under paragraphs (1) and 
(2) of subsection (a) that— 

“(i) are designed to train medical, psy- 
chology, dental, social work, nursing, and 
other health profession students, interns, 
residents, fellows, or current health care pro- 
viders to identify and provide health care 
services (including mental or behavioral 
health care services and referrals to appro- 
priate community services) to individuals 
who are or who have been victims of domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
or stalking; and 

“Gi) plan and develop culturally com- 
petent clinical training components for inte- 
gration into approved internship, residency, 
and fellowship training or continuing med- 
ical or other health education training that 
address physical, mental, and behavioral 
health issues, including protective factors, 
related to domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, and other 
forms of violence and abuse, focus on reduc- 
ing health disparities and preventing vio- 
lence and abuse, and include the primacy of 
victim safety and confidentiality; 

‘(B) design and implement comprehensive 
strategies to improve the response of the 
health care system to domestic or sexual vi- 
olence in clinical and public health settings, 
hospitals, clinics, and other health settings 
(including behavioral and mental health), 
under subsection (a)(3) through— 

“(i) the implementation, dissemination, 
and evaluation of policies and procedures to 
guide health professionals and public health 
staff in identifying and responding to domes- 
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking, including strategies to ensure 
that health information is maintained in a 
manner that protects the patient’s privacy 
and safety, and safely uses health informa- 
tion technology to improve documentation, 
identification, assessment, treatment, and 
follow-up care; 

“(ii) the development of on-site access to 
services to address the safety, medical, and 
mental health needs of patients by increas- 
ing the capacity of existing health care pro- 
fessionals and public health staff to address 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking, or by contracting with 
or hiring domestic or sexual assault advo- 
cates to provide such services or to model 
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other services appropriate to the geographic 
and cultural needs of a site; 

“Gii) the development of measures and 
methods for the evaluation of the practice of 
identification, intervention, and documenta- 
tion regarding victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking, 
including the development and testing of 
quality improvement measurements, in ac- 
cordance with the multi-stakeholder and 
quality measurement processes established 
under paragraphs (7) and (8) of section 1890(b) 
and section 1890A of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1395aaa(b)(7) and (8); 42 U.S.C. 
1890A); and 

“(iv) the provision of training and follow- 
up technical assistance to health care profes- 
sionals, and public health staff, and allied 
health professionals to identify, assess, 
treat, and refer clients who are victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking, including using tools 
and training materials already developed. 

‘(2) PERMISSIBLE USES.— 

“(A) CHILD AND ELDER ABUSE.—To the ex- 
tent consistent with the purpose of this sec- 
tion, a grantee may use amounts received 
under this section to address, as part of a 
comprehensive programmatic approach im- 
plemented under the grant, issues relating to 
child or elder abuse. 

“(B) RURAL AREAS.—Grants funded under 
paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a) may 
be used to offer to rural areas community- 
based training opportunities, which may in- 
clude the use of distance learning networks 
and other available technologies needed to 
reach isolated rural areas, for medical, nurs- 
ing, and other health profession students and 
residents on domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, sexual assault, stalking, and, as appro- 
priate, other forms of violence and abuse. 

“(C) OTHER USES.—Grants funded under 
subsection (a)(8) may be used for— 

“G) the development of training modules 
and policies that address the overlap of child 
abuse, domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking and elder abuse, 
as well as childhood exposure to domestic 
and sexual violence; 

“Gi) the development, expansion, and im- 
plementation of sexual assault forensic med- 
ical examination or sexual assault nurse ex- 
aminer programs; 

““(jii) the inclusion of the health effects of 
lifetime exposure to violence and abuse as 
well as related protective factors and behav- 
ioral risk factors in health professional 
training schools including medical, dental, 
nursing, social work, and mental and behav- 
ioral health curricula, and allied health serv- 
ice training courses; or 

‘“(iv) the integration of knowledge of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, and stalking into health care accredi- 
tation and professional licensing examina- 
tions, such as medical, dental, social work, 
and nursing boards, and where appropriate, 
other allied health exams. 

“(c) REQUIREMENTS FOR GRANTEES.— 

“(1) CONFIDENTIALITY AND SAFETY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Grantees under this sec- 
tion shall ensure that all programs developed 
with grant funds address issues of confiden- 
tiality and patient safety and comply with 
applicable confidentiality and nondisclosure 
requirements under section 40002(b)(2) of the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994 and the 
Family Violence Prevention and Services 
Act, and that faculty and staff associated 
with delivering educational components are 
fully trained in procedures that will protect 
the immediate and ongoing security and con- 
fidentiality of the patients, patient records, 
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and staff. Such grantees shall consult enti- 
ties with demonstrated expertise in the con- 
fidentiality and safety needs of victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking on the development 
and adequacy of confidentially and security 
procedures, and provide documentation of 
such consultation. 

‘(B) ADVANCE NOTICE OF INFORMATION DIS- 
CLOSURE.—Grantees under this section shall 
provide to patients advance notice about any 
circumstances under which information may 
be disclosed, such as mandatory reporting 
laws, and shall give patients the option to 
receive information and referrals without af- 
firmatively disclosing abuse. 

‘(2) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EX- 
PENSES.—A grantee shall use not more than 
10 percent of the amounts received under a 
grant under this section for administrative 
expenses. 

‘*(3) APPLICATION.— 

‘“(A) PREFERENCE.—In selecting grant re- 
cipients under this section, the Secretary 
shall give preference to applicants based on 
the strength of their evaluation strategies, 
with priority given to outcome based evalua- 
tions. 

‘(B) SUBSECTION (A)(1) AND (2) GRANTEES.— 
Applications for grants under paragraphs (1) 
and (2) of subsection (a) shall include— 

“(i) documentation that the applicant rep- 
resents a team of entities working collabo- 
ratively to strengthen the response of the 
health care system to domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking, 
and which includes at least one of each of— 

“(D) an accredited school of allopathic or 
osteopathic medicine, psychology, nursing, 
dentistry, social work, or other health field; 

“(ID) a health care facility or system; or 

‘“(IIT) a government or nonprofit entity 
with a history of effective work in the fields 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking; and 

“(ii) strategies for the dissemination and 
sharing of curricula and other educational 
materials developed under the grant, if any, 
with other interested health professions 
schools and national resource repositories 
for materials on domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking. 

‘(C) SUBSECTION (A)(3) GRANTEES.—An enti- 
ty desiring a grant under subsection (a)(8) 
shall submit an application to the Secretary 
at such time, in such a manner, and con- 
taining such information and assurances as 
the Secretary may require, including— 

“(i) documentation that all training, edu- 
cation, screening, assessment, services, 
treatment, and any other approach to pa- 
tient care will be informed by an under- 
standing of violence and abuse victimization 
and trauma-specific approaches that will be 
integrated into prevention, intervention, and 
treatment activities; 

“(ii) strategies for the development and 
implementation of policies to prevent and 
address domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, and stalking over the lifespan 
in health care settings; 

“(iii) a plan for consulting with State and 
tribal domestic violence or sexual assault 
coalitions, national nonprofit victim advo- 
cacy organizations, State or tribal law en- 
forcement task forces (where appropriate), 
and population specific organizations with 
demonstrated expertise in domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking; 

“(iv) with respect to an application for a 
grant under which the grantee will have con- 
tact with patients, a plan, developed in col- 
laboration with local victim service pro- 
viders, to respond appropriately to and make 
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correct referrals for individuals who disclose 
that they are victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, stalking, or 
other types of violence, and documentation 
provided by the grantee of an ongoing col- 
laborative relationship with a local victim 
service provider; and 

“(v) with respect to an application for a 
grant proposing to fund a program described 
in subsection (b)(2)(C)(ii), a certification that 
any sexual assault forensic medical examina- 
tion and sexual assault nurse examiner pro- 
grams supported with such grant funds will 
adhere to the guidelines set forth by the At- 
torney General. 

‘(d) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive 
funding under paragraph (1) or (2) of sub- 
section (a), an entity shall be— 

“(A) a nonprofit organization with a his- 
tory of effective work in the field of training 
health professionals with an understanding 
of, and clinical skills pertinent to, domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, and lifetime exposure to violence 
and abuse; 

‘(B) an accredited school of allopathic or 
osteopathic medicine, psychology, nursing, 
dentistry, social work, or allied health; 

‘“(C) a health care provider membership or 
professional organization, or a health care 
system; or 

“(D) a State, tribal, territorial, or local en- 
tity. 

‘*(2) SUBSECTION (A)(3) GRANTEES.—To be eli- 
gible to receive funding under subsection 
(a)(8), an entity shall be— 

“(A) a State department (or other division) 
of health, a State, tribal, or territorial do- 
mestic violence or sexual assault coalition 
or victim service provider, or any other non- 
profit, nongovernmental organization with a 
history of effective work in the fields of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking, and health care, including 
physical or mental health care; or 

‘“(B) a local victim service provider, a local 
department (or other division) of health, a 
local health clinic, hospital, or health sys- 
tem, or any other community-based organi- 
zation with a history of effective work in the 
field of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking and health care, 
including physical or mental health care. 

‘(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds made avail- 
able to carry out this section for any fiscal 
year, the Secretary may make grants or 
enter into contracts to provide technical as- 
sistance with respect to the planning, devel- 
opment, and operation of any program, ac- 
tivity or service carried out pursuant to this 
section. Not more than 8 percent of the funds 
appropriated under this section in each fiscal 
year may be used to fund technical assist- 
ance under this subsection. 

‘(2) AVAILABILITY OF MATERIALS.—The Sec- 
retary shall make publicly available mate- 
rials developed by grantees under this sec- 
tion, including materials on training, best 
practices, and research and evaluation. 

‘(3) REPORTING.—The Secretary shall pub- 
lish a biennial report on— 

“(A) the distribution of funds under this 
section; and 

‘“(B) the programs and activities supported 
by such funds. 

‘“(f) RESEARCH AND EVALUATION.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds made avail- 
able to carry out this section for any fiscal 
year, the Secretary may use not more than 
20 percent to make a grant or enter into a 
contract for research and evaluation of— 

“(A) grants awarded under this section; 
and 
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“(B) other training for health professionals 
and effective interventions in the health 
care setting that prevent domestic violence, 
dating violence, and sexual assault across 
the lifespan, prevent the health effects of 
such violence, and improve the safety and 
health of individuals who are currently being 
victimized. 

““(2) RESEARCH.—Research authorized in 
paragraph (1) may include— 

“(A) research on the effects of domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
childhood exposure to domestic, dating or 
sexual violence on health behaviors, health 
conditions, and health status of individuals, 
families, and populations, including under- 
served populations; 

‘“(B) research to determine effective health 
care interventions to respond to and prevent 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking; 

“(C) research on the impact of domestic, 
dating and sexual violence, childhood expo- 
sure to such violence, and stalking on the 
health care system, health care utilization, 
health care costs, and health status; and 

“(D) research on the impact of adverse 
childhood experiences on adult experience 
with domestic violence, dating violence, sex- 
ual assault, stalking, and adult health out- 
comes, including how to reduce or prevent 
the impact of adverse childhood experiences 
through the health care setting. 

‘(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘“(h) DEFINITIONS.—Except as otherwise 
provided herein, the definitions provided for 
in section 40002 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 shall apply to this sec- 
tion.’’. 

(b) REPEALS.—The following provisions are 
repealed: 

(1) Section 40297 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13973). 

(2) Section 758 of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 294h). 

TITLE VI—SAFE HOMES FOR VICTIMS OF 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO- 
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND STALK- 
ING 

SEC. 601. HOUSING PROTECTIONS FOR VICTIMS 

OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND 
STALKING. 

(a) AMENDMENT.—Subtitle N of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 
14048e et seq.) is amended— 

(1) by inserting after the subtitle heading 
the following: 

“CHAPTER 1—GRANT PROGRAMS”; 


(2) in section 41402 (42 U.S.C. 14043e-1), in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1), by strik- 
ing ‘‘subtitle’’ and inserting ‘‘chapter’’; 

(3) in section 41403 (42 U.S.C. 14048e-2), in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1), by strik- 
ing ‘‘subtitle’’ and inserting ‘‘chapter’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“CHAPTER 2—HOUSING RIGHTS 
“SEC. 41411. HOUSING PROTECTIONS FOR VIC- 
TIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DAT- 
ING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, 
AND STALKING. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this chapter: 

“(1) AFFILIATED INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘af- 
filiated individual’ means, with respect to an 
individual— 

“(A) a spouse, parent, brother, sister, or 
child of that individual, or an individual to 
whom that individual stands in loco 
parentis; or 

‘“(B) any individual, tenant, or lawful occu- 
pant living in the household of that indi- 
vidual. 
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‘(2) APPROPRIATE AGENCY.—The term ‘ap- 
propriate agency’ means, with respect to a 
covered housing program, the Executive de- 
partment (as defined in section 101 of title 5, 
United States Code) that carries out the cov- 
ered housing program. 

‘*(3) COVERED HOUSING PROGRAM.—The term 
‘covered housing program’ means— 

“(A) the program under section 202 of the 
Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q); 

‘(B) the program under section 811 of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013); 

‘(C) the program under subtitle D of title 
VIII of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Af- 
fordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 12901 et seq.); 

‘(D) the program under subtitle A of title 
IV of the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assist- 
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 11360 et seq.); 

“(E) the program under subtitle A of title 
II of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Afford- 
able Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 12741 et seq.); 

‘(F) the program under paragraph (8) of 
section 221(d) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 17151(d)) that bears interest at a rate 
determined under the proviso under para- 
graph (5) of such section 221(d); 

‘“(G) the program under section 236 of the 
National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z-1); 

‘“(H) the programs under sections 6 and 8 of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1487d and 1487f); 

‘(T) rural housing assistance provided 
under sections 514, 515, 516, 533, and 538 of the 
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1484, 1485, 1486, 
1490m, and 1490p-2); and 

(J) the low income housing tax credit pro- 
gram under section 42 of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986. 

‘(b) PROHIBITED BASIS FOR DENIAL OR TER- 
MINATION OF ASSISTANCE OR EVICTION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—An applicant for or ten- 
ant of housing assisted under a covered hous- 
ing program may not be denied admission to, 
denied assistance under, terminated from 
participation in, or evicted from the housing 
on the basis that the applicant or tenant is 
or has been a victim of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking, 
if the applicant or tenant otherwise qualifies 
for admission, assistance, participation, or 
occupancy. 

‘*(2) CONSTRUCTION OF LEASE TERMS.—An in- 
cident of actual or threatened domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking shall not be construed as— 

“(A) a serious or repeated violation of a 
lease for housing assisted under a covered 
housing program by the victim or threatened 
victim of such incident; or 

“(B) good cause for terminating the assist- 
ance, tenancy, or occupancy rights to hous- 
ing assisted under a covered housing pro- 
gram of the victim or threatened victim of 
such incident. 

‘(3) TERMINATION ON THE BASIS OF CRIMINAL 
ACTIVITY .— 

‘(A) DENIAL OF ASSISTANCE, TENANCY, AND 
OCCUPANCY RIGHTS PROHIBITED.—No person 
may deny assistance, tenancy, or occupancy 
rights to housing assisted under a covered 
housing program to a tenant solely on the 
basis of criminal activity directly relating to 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking that is engaged in by a 
member of the household of the tenant or 
any guest or other person under the control 
of the tenant, if the tenant or an affiliated 
individual of the tenant is the victim or 
threatened victim of such domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

‘(B) BIFURCATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub- 
paragraph (A), a public housing agency or 
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owner or manager of housing assisted under 
a covered housing program may bifurcate a 
lease for the housing in order to evict, re- 
move, or terminate assistance to any indi- 
vidual who is a tenant or lawful occupant of 
the housing and who engages in criminal ac- 
tivity directly relating to domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking 
against an affiliated individual or other indi- 
vidual, without evicting, removing, termi- 
nating assistance to, or otherwise penalizing 
a victim of such criminal activity who is 
also a tenant or lawful occupant of the hous- 
ing. 

“(ii) EFFECT OF EVICTION ON OTHER TEN- 
ANTS.—If public housing agency or owner or 
manager of housing assisted under a covered 
housing program evicts, removes, or termi- 
nates assistance to an individual under 
clause (i), and the individual is the sole ten- 
ant eligible to receive assistance under a 
covered housing program, the public housing 
agency or owner or manager of housing as- 
sisted under the covered housing program 
shall provide any remaining tenant an oppor- 
tunity to establish eligibility for the covered 
housing program. If a tenant described in the 
preceding sentence cannot establish eligi- 
bility, the public housing agency or owner or 
manager of the housing shall provide the 
tenant a reasonable time, as determined by 
the appropriate agency, to find new housing 
or to establish eligibility for housing under 
another covered housing program. 

‘(C) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
subparagraph (A) shall be construed— 

“(i) to limit the authority of a public hous- 
ing agency or owner or manager of housing 
assisted under a covered housing program, 
when notified of a court order, to comply 
with a court order with respect to— 

“(I) the rights of access to or control of 
property, including civil protection orders 
issued to protect a victim of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking; or 

‘(II) the distribution or possession of prop- 
erty among members of a household in a 
case; 

“(ii) to limit any otherwise available au- 
thority of a public housing agency or owner 
or manager of housing assisted under a cov- 
ered housing program to evict or terminate 
assistance to a tenant for any violation of a 
lease not premised on the act of violence in 
question against the tenant or an affiliated 
person of the tenant, if the public housing 
agency or owner or manager does not subject 
an individual who is or has been a victim of 
domestic violence, dating violence, or stalk- 
ing to a more demanding standard than 
other tenants in determining whether to 
evict or terminate; 

“(iii) to limit the authority to terminate 
assistance to a tenant or evict a tenant from 
housing assisted under a covered housing 
program if a public housing agency or owner 
or manager of the housing can demonstrate 
that an actual and imminent threat to other 
tenants or individuals employed at or pro- 
viding service to the property would be 
present if the assistance is not terminated or 
the tenant is not evicted; or 

“(iv) to supersede any provision of any 
Federal, State, or local law that provides 
greater protection than this section for vic- 
tims of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking. 

‘*“(¢) DOCUMENTATION.— 

‘(1) REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTATION.—If an 
applicant for, or tenant of, housing assisted 
under a covered housing program represents 
to a public housing agency or owner or man- 
ager of the housing that the individual is en- 
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titled to protection under subsection (b), the 
public housing agency or owner or manager 
may request, in writing, that the applicant 
or tenant submit to the public housing agen- 
cy or owner or manager a form of docu- 
mentation described in paragraph (3). 

‘(2) FAILURE TO PROVIDE CERTIFICATION.— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—If an applicant or tenant 
does not provide the documentation re- 
quested under paragraph (1) within 14 busi- 
ness days after the tenant receives a request 
in writing for such certification from a pub- 
lic housing agency or owner or manager of 
housing assisted under a covered housing 
program, nothing in this chapter may be 
construed to limit the authority of the pub- 
lic housing agency or owner or manager to— 

“G) deny admission by the applicant or 
tenant to the covered program; 

“(ji) deny assistance under the covered 
program to the applicant or tenant; 

“Gii) terminate the participation of the 
applicant or tenant in the covered program; 
or 

“(iv) evict the applicant, the tenant, or a 
lawful occupant that commits violations of a 
lease. 

‘“(B) EXTENSION.—A public housing agency 
or owner or manager of housing may extend 
the 14-day deadline under subparagraph (A) 
at its discretion. 

“(3) FORM OF DOCUMENTATION.—A form of 
documentation described in this paragraph 
is— 

“(A) a certification form approved by the 
appropriate agency that— 

“(i) states that an applicant or tenant is a 
victim of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking; 

“(ii) states that the incident of domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking that is the ground for protection 
under subsection (b) meets the requirements 
under subsection (b); and 

‘“(iii) includes the name of the individual 
who committed the domestic violence, dat- 
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking, if 
the name is known and safe to provide; 

‘“(B) a document that— 

“(i) is signed by— 

“(I) an employee, agent, or volunteer of a 
victim service provider, an attorney, a med- 
ical professional, or a mental health profes- 
sional from whom an applicant or tenant has 
sought assistance relating to domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, or the effects of the abuse; and 

“(II) the applicant or tenant; and 

“Gi) states under penalty of perjury that 
the individual described in clause (i)(I) þe- 
lieves that the incident of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking 
that is the ground for protection under sub- 
section (b) meets the requirements under 
subsection (b); 

“(C) a record of a Federal, State, tribal, 
territorial, or local law enforcement agency, 
court, or administrative agency; or 

“(D) at the discretion of a public housing 
agency or owner or manager of housing as- 
sisted under a covered housing program, a 
statement or other evidence provided by an 
applicant or tenant. 

“(4) CONFIDENTIALITY.—Any information 
submitted to a public housing agency or 
owner or manager under this subsection, in- 
cluding the fact that an individual is a vic- 
tim of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking shall be main- 
tained in confidence by the public housing 
agency or owner or manager and may not be 
entered into any shared database or dis- 
closed to any other entity or individual, ex- 
cept to the extent that the disclosure is— 
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“(A) requested or consented to by the indi- 
vidual in writing; 

‘(B) required for use in an eviction pro- 
ceeding under subsection (b); or 

‘“(C) otherwise required by applicable law. 

‘(5) DOCUMENTATION NOT REQUIRED.—Noth- 
ing in this subsection shall be construed to 
require a public housing agency or owner or 
manager of housing assisted under a covered 
housing program to request that an indi- 
vidual submit documentation of the status of 
the individual as a victim of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking. 

‘(6) COMPLIANCE NOT SUFFICIENT TO CON- 
STITUTE EVIDENCE OF UNREASONABLE ACT.— 
Compliance with subsection (b) by a public 
housing agency or owner or manager of hous- 
ing assisted under a covered housing pro- 
gram based on documentation received under 
this subsection, shall not be sufficient to 
constitute evidence of an unreasonable act 
or omission by the public housing agency or 
owner or manager or an employee or agent of 
the public housing agency or owner or man- 
ager. Nothing in this paragraph shall be con- 
strued to limit the liability of a public hous- 
ing agency or owner or manager of housing 
assisted under a covered housing program for 
failure to comply with subsection (b). 

‘(7) RESPONSE TO CONFLICTING CERTIFI- 
CATION.—If a public housing agency or owner 
or manager of housing assisted under a cov- 
ered housing program receives documenta- 
tion under this subsection that contains con- 
flicting information, the public housing 
agency or owner or manager may require an 
applicant or tenant to submit third-party 
documentation, as described in subparagraph 
(B), (C), or (D) of paragraph (3). 

“(8) PREEMPTION.—Nothing in this sub- 
section shall be construed to supersede any 
provision of any Federal, State, or local law 
that provides greater protection than this 
subsection for victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking. 

‘(d) NOTIFICATION.— 

“(1)  DEVELOPMENT.—The Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall de- 
velop a notice of the rights of individuals 
under this section, including the right to 
confidentiality and the limits thereof. 

‘(2) PROVISION.—Each public housing agen- 
cy or owner or manager of housing assisted 
under a covered housing program shall pro- 
vide the notice developed under paragraph 
(1), together with the form described in sub- 
section (c)(3)(A), to an applicant for or ten- 
ants of housing assisted under a covered 
housing program— 

“(A) at the time the applicant is denied 
residency in a dwelling unit assisted under 
the covered housing program; 

“(B) at the time the individual is admitted 
to a dwelling unit assisted under the covered 
housing program; 

“(C) with any notification of eviction or 
notification of termination of assistance; 
and 

‘“(D) in multiple languages, consistent with 
guidance issued by the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development in accordance with 
Executive Order 18166 (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1 note; 
relating to access to services for persons 
with limited English proficiency). 

‘“(e) EMERGENCY T'RANSFERS.—Each appro- 
priate agency shall adopt a model emergency 
transfer plan for use by public housing agen- 
cies and owners or managers of housing as- 
sisted under covered housing programs 
that— 

“(1) allows tenants who are victims of do- 
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as- 
sault, or stalking to transfer to another 
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available and safe dwelling unit assisted 
under a covered housing program if— 

“(A) the tenant expressly requests the 
transfer; and 

“(B)(i) the tenant reasonably believes that 
the tenant is threatened with imminent 
harm from further violence if the tenant re- 
mains within the same dwelling unit assisted 
under a covered housing program; or 

“(ii) in the case of a tenant who is a victim 
of sexual assault, the sexual assault occurred 
on the premises during the 90 day period pre- 
ceding the request for transfer; and 

‘(2) incorporates reasonable confiden- 
tiality measures to ensure that the public 
housing agency or owner or manager does 
not disclose the location of the dwelling unit 
of a tenant to a person that commits an act 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, or stalking against the tenant. 

‘(f) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR EMER- 
GENCY TRANSFER.—The Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development shall establish poli- 
cies and procedures under which a victim re- 
questing an emergency transfer under sub- 
section (e) may receive, subject to the avail- 
ability of tenant protection vouchers, assist- 
ance under section 8(0) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1987 (42 U.S.C. 1487f(0)). 

‘“(g) IMPLEMENTATION.—The appropriate 
agency with respect to each covered housing 
program shall implement this section, as 
this section applies to the covered housing 
program.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) SECTION 6.—Section 6 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1487d) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (c)— 

(i) by striking paragraph (3); and 

(ii) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; 

(B) in subsection (1)— 

(i) in paragraph (5), by striking “, and that 
an incident or incidents of actual or threat- 
ened domestic violence, dating violence, or 
stalking will not be construed as a serious or 
repeated violation of the lease by the victim 
or threatened victim of that violence and 
will not be good cause for terminating the 
tenancy or occupancy rights of the victim of 
such violence”; and 

(ii) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘; except 
that”? and all that follows through ‘‘stalk- 
ing.’’; and 

(C) by striking subsection (u). 

(2) SECTION 8.—Section 8 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1987 (42 U.S.C. 1487f) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (c), by striking paragraph 
(9); 

(B) in subsection (d)(1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and 
that an applicant or participant is or has 
been a victim of domestic violence, dating 
violence, or stalking is not an appropriate 
basis for denial of program assistance or for 
denial of admission if the applicant other- 
wise qualifies for assistance or admission”’; 
and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘, and that an 
incident or incidents of actual or threatened 
domestic violence, dating violence, or stalk- 
ing will not be construed as a serious or re- 
peated violation of the lease by the victim or 
threatened victim of that violence and will 
not be good cause for terminating the ten- 
ancy or occupancy rights of the victim of 
such violence”; and 

(II) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘, except 
that:’’ and all that follows through ‘‘stalk- 
mo H 

(C) in subsection (f)— 
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(i) in paragraph (6), by adding ‘‘and’”’ at the 
end; 

(ii) in paragraph (7), by striking the semi- 
colon at the end and inserting a period; and 

(iii) by striking paragraphs (8), (9), (10), and 
anp; 

(D) in subsection (0)— 

(i) in paragraph (6)(B), by striking the last 
sentence; 

(ii) in paragraph (7)— 

(I) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and 
that an incident or incidents of actual or 
threatened domestic violence, dating vio- 
lence, or stalking shall not be construed as a 
serious or repeated violation of the lease by 
the victim or threatened victim of that vio- 
lence and shall not be good cause for termi- 
nating the tenancy or occupancy rights of 
the victim of such violence”; and 

(II) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘; ex- 
cept that’? and all that follows through 
“stalking.’’; and 

(iii) by striking paragraph (20); and 

(E) by striking subsection (ee). 

(3) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
Act, or the amendments made by this Act, 
shall be construed— 

(A) to limit the rights or remedies avail- 
able to any person under section 6 or 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1987 (42 U.S.C. 
1487d and 1487f), as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this Act; 

(B) to limit any right, remedy, or proce- 
dure otherwise available under any provision 
of part 5, 91, 880, 882, 883, 884, 886, 891, 903, 960, 
966, 982, or 983 of title 24, Code of Federal 
Regulations, that— 

(i) was issued under the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-162; 119 
Stat. 2960) or an amendment made by that 
Act; and 

(ii) provides greater protection for victims 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking than this Act; or 

(C) to disqualify an owner, manager, or 
other individual from participating in or re- 
ceiving the benefits of the low income hous- 
ing tax credit program under section 42 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 because of 
noncompliance with the provisions of this 
Act. 

SEC. 602. TRANSITIONAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 
GRANTS FOR VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEX- 
UAL ASSAULT, AND STALKING. 

Chapter 11 of subtitle B of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13975 et 
seq.) is amended— 

(1) in the chapter heading, by striking 


“CHILD VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 


STALKING, OR SEXUAL ASSAULT” and in- 
serting “VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIO- 
LENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL AS- 
SAULT, OR STALKING’’; and 

(2) in section 40299 (42 U.S.C. 13975)— 

(A) in the header, by striking ‘‘CHILD VIC- 
TIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, STALKING, 
OR SEXUAL ASSAULT” and inserting ‘‘VIC- 
TIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, OR STALK- 
ING”; 

(B) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘flee- 
ing”’; 

(C) in subsection (b)(3)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘ and” 
at the end; 

(ii) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (C); 

(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (A) 
the following: 

““(B) secure employment, including obtain- 
ing employment counseling, occupational 
training, job retention counseling, and coun- 
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seling concerning re-entry in to the work- 
force; and”; and 

(iv) in subparagraph (C), as redesignated by 
clause (ii), by striking ‘‘ employment coun- 
seling,’’; and 

(D) in subsection (g)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$40,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2007 through 2011” 
and inserting ‘‘$35,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018”; and 

(ii) in paragraph (3)— 

(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘eligi- 
ble” and inserting ‘‘qualified’’; and 

(II) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(D) QUALIFIED APPLICATION DEFINED.—In 
this paragraph, the term ‘qualified applica- 
tion’ means an application that— 

“(i) has been submitted by an eligible ap- 
plicant; 

“(ii) does not propose any activities that 
may compromise victim safety, including— 

“(I) background checks of victims; or 

“(ID) clinical evaluations to determine eli- 
gibility for services; 

“(iii) reflects an understanding of the dy- 
namics of domestic violence, dating violence, 
sexual assault, or stalking; and 

‘““iv) does not propose prohibited activi- 
ties, including mandatory services for vic- 
tims.’’. 

SEC. 603. ADDRESSING THE HOUSING NEEDS OF 
VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 
DATING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL AS- 
SAULT, AND STALKING. 

Subtitle N of the Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048e et seq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in section 41404(i) (42 U.S.C. 14048e-3(i)), 
by striking ‘$10,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2007 through 2011” and inserting 
‘*$4,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”; and 

(2) in section 41405(g) (42 U.S.C. 14048e-4(g)), 
by striking ‘‘$10,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2007 through 2011’ and inserting 
‘*$4,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 


TITLE VII—ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR 
VICTIMS OF VIOLENCE 
SEC. 701. NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTER ON 
WORKPLACE RESPONSES TO ASSIST 
VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC AND SEXUAL 
VIOLENCE. 

Section 41501(e) of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14048f(e)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 

TITLE VIII—PROTECTION OF BATTERED 

IMMIGRANTS 
SEC. 801. U NONIMMIGRANT DEFINITION. 

Section 101(a)(15)(U)(iii) of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)(@iii)) is amended by inserting 
“stalking; after ‘‘sexual exploitation;’’. 

SEC. 802. ANNUAL REPORT ON IMMIGRATION AP- 
PLICATIONS MADE BY VICTIMS OF 
ABUSE. 

Not later than December 1, 2014, and annu- 
ally thereafter, the Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall submit to the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report that includes the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) The number of aliens who— 

(A) submitted an application for non- 
immigrant status under paragraph (15)(T)(i), 
(15)(U)(i), or (51) of section 101(a) of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)) during the preceding fiscal year; 

(B) were granted such nonimmigrant sta- 
tus during such fiscal year; or 

(C) were denied such nonimmigrant status 
during such fiscal year. 


February 12, 2013 


(2) The mean amount of time and median 
amount of time to adjudicate an application 
for such nonimmigrant status during such 
fiscal year. 

(3) The mean amount of time and median 
amount of time between the receipt of an ap- 
plication for such nonimmigrant status and 
the issuance of work authorization to an eli- 
gible applicant during the preceding fiscal 
year. 

(4) The number of aliens granted continued 
presence in the United States under section 
107(c)(3) of the Trafficking Victims Protec- 
tion Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7105(c)(3)) during 
the preceding fiscal year. 

(5) A description of any actions being 
taken to reduce the adjudication and proc- 
essing time, while ensuring the safe and 
competent processing, of an application de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) or a request for con- 
tinued presence referred to in paragraph (4). 
SEC. 803. PROTECTION FOR CHILDREN OF VAWA 

SELF-PETITIONERS. 

Section 204()(2) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1154(1)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subparagraph (E), by striking “or” at 
the end; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (F) as 
subparagraph (G); and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the 
following: 

“(F) a child of an alien who filed a pending 
or approved petition for classification or ap- 
plication for adjustment of status or other 
benefit specified in section 101(a)(51) as a 
VAWA self-petitioner; or”. 

SEC. 804. PUBLIC CHARGE. 

Section 212(a)(4) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(4)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(E) SPECIAL RULE FOR QUALIFIED ALIEN 
VICTIMS.—Subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) 
shall not apply to an alien who— 

“(i)is a VAWA self-petitioner; 

“(ii) is an applicant for, or is granted, non- 
immigrant status under section 101(a)(15)(U); 
or 

“(iii) is a qualified alien described in sec- 
tion 481(c) of the Personal Responsibility and 
Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996 
(8 U.S.C. 1641(c)).’’. 

SEC. 805. REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO U 
VISAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 214(p) of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184(p)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“(7) AGE DETERMINATIONS.— 

“(A) CHILDREN.—An unmarried alien who 
seeks to accompany, or follow to join, a par- 
ent granted status under section 
101(a)(15)(U)(i), and who was under 21 years of 
age on the date on which such parent peti- 
tioned for such status, shall continue to be 
classified as a child for purposes of section 
101(a)(15)(U) Gi), if the alien attains 21 years 
of age after such parent’s petition was filed 
but while it was pending. 

“(B) PRINCIPAL ALIENS.—An alien described 
in clause (i) of section 101(a)(15)(U) shall con- 
tinue to be treated as an alien described in 
clause (ii)(1) of such section if the alien at- 
tains 21 years of age after the alien’s applica- 
tion for status under such clause (i) is filed 
but while it is pending.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect as if 
enacted as part of the Victims of Trafficking 
and Violence Protection Act of 2000 (Public 
Law 106-386; 114 Stat. 1464). 

SEC. 806. HARDSHIP WAIVERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 216(c)(4) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1186a(c)(4)) is amended— 
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(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking the 
comma at the end and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘(1), 
or” and inserting ‘‘(1); or”; 

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon and 

or”; and 

(4) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

“(D) the alien meets the requirements 
under section 204(a)(1)(A)Gii)ID(aa)(BB) and 
following the marriage ceremony was bat- 
tered by or subject to extreme cruelty per- 
petrated by the alien’s intended spouse and 
was not at fault in failing to meet the re- 
quirements of paragraph (1).’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.—Section 
216(c)(4) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1186a(c)(4)), as amended by sub- 
section (a), is further amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘The Attorney General, in 
the Attorney General’s’’ and inserting ‘‘The 
Secretary of Homeland Security, in the Sec- 
retary’s’’; and 

(2) in the undesignated paragraph at the 
end— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘At- 
torney General’’ and inserting ‘‘Secretary of 
Homeland Security”; 

(B) in the second sentence, 
“Attorney General’? and inserting 
retary”; 

(C) in the third sentence, by striking ‘‘At- 
torney General.” and inserting ‘‘Secretary.’’; 
and 

(D) in the fourth sentence, by striking ‘‘At- 
torney General” and inserting ‘‘Secretary’’. 
SEC. 807. PROTECTIONS FOR A FIANCEE OR 

FIANCE OF A CITIZEN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 214 of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1184) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking “crime.” 
and inserting ‘‘crime described in paragraph 
(8)(B) and information on any permanent 
protection or restraining order issued 
against the petitioner related to any speci- 
fied crime described in paragraph (8)(B)(i).”’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), in the matter pre- 
ceding clause (i)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘a consular officer” and in- 
serting ‘‘the Secretary of Homeland Secu- 
rity”; and 

(ii) by striking “the officer” and inserting 
“the Secretary”; and 

(C) in paragraph (8)(B)(i), by striking 
“abuse, and stalking.” and inserting ‘‘abuse, 
stalking, or an attempt to commit any such 
crime.”; and 

(2) in subsection (r)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking “crime.” 
and inserting ‘‘crime described in paragraph 
(5)(B) and information on any permanent 
protection or restraining order issued 
against the petitioner related to any speci- 
fied crime described in subsection (5)(B)(i).”’; 
and 

(B) by amending paragraph (4)(B)(ii) to 
read as follows: 

“Gi) To notify the beneficiary as required 
by clause (i), the Secretary of Homeland Se- 
curity shall provide such notice to the Sec- 
retary of State for inclusion in the mailing 
to the beneficiary described in section 
833(a)(5)(A)G) of the International Marriage 
Broker Regulation Act of 2005 (8 U.S.C. 
1875a(a)(5)(A)(i)).’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (5)(B)(i), by striking 
“abuse, and stalking.” and inserting ‘‘abuse, 
stalking, or an attempt to commit any such 
crime.’’. 

(b) PROVISION OF INFORMATION TO K NON- 
IMMIGRANTS.—Section 833 of the Inter- 
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national Marriage Broker Regulation Act of 
2005 (8 U.S.C. 1375a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(5)(A)— 

(A) in clause (iii)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘State any’’ and inserting 
“State, for inclusion in the mailing de- 
scribed in clause (i), any”; and 

(ii) by striking the last sentence; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(iv) The Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall conduct a background check of the Na- 
tional Crime Information Center’s Protec- 
tion Order Database on each petitioner for a 
visa under subsection (d) or (r) of section 214 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1184). Any appropriate information ob- 
tained from such background check— 

“(D) shall accompany the criminal back- 
ground information provided by the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security to the Sec- 
retary of State and shared by the Secretary 
of State with a beneficiary of a petition re- 
ferred to in clause (iii); and 

“(ID) shall not be used or disclosed for any 
other purpose unless expressly authorized by 
law. 

“(v) The Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall create a cover sheet or other mecha- 
nism to accompany the information required 
to be provided to an applicant for a visa 
under subsection (d) or (r) of section 214 of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1184) by clauses (i) through (iv) of this 
paragraph or by clauses (i) and (ii) of sub- 
section (r)(4)(B) of such section 214, that 
calls to the applicant’s attention— 

“(D) whether the petitioner disclosed a pro- 
tection order, a restraining order, or crimi- 
nal history information on the visa petition; 

“(ID) the criminal background information 
and information about any protection order 
obtained by the Secretary of Homeland Secu- 
rity regarding the petitioner in the course of 
adjudicating the petition; and 

“(IIT) whether the information the peti- 
tioner disclosed on the visa petition regard- 
ing any previous petitions filed under sub- 
section (d) or (r) of such section 214 is con- 
sistent with the information in the multiple 
visa tracking database of the Department of 
Homeland Security, as described in sub- 
section (r)(4)(A) of such section 214.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)(A), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
after ‘‘orders’’ and inserting ‘‘and’’. 


SEC. 808. REGULATION OF INTERNATIONAL MAR- 
RIAGE BROKERS. 


(a) IMPLEMENTATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
MARRIAGE BROKER ACT OF 2005.— 

(1) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following: 

(A) The International Marriage Broker Act 
of 2005 (subtitle D of Public Law 109-162; 119 
Stat. 3066) has not been fully implemented 
with regard to investigating and prosecuting 
violations of the law, and for other purposes. 

(B) Six years after Congress enacted the 
International Marriage Broker Act of 2005 to 
regulate the activities of the hundreds of for- 
profit international marriage brokers oper- 
ating in the United States, the Attorney 
General has not determined which compo- 
nent of the Department of Justice will inves- 
tigate and prosecute violations of such Act. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Attorney General shall submit to Congress a 
report that includes the following: 

(A) The name of the component of the De- 
partment of Justice responsible for inves- 
tigating and prosecuting violations of the 
International Marriage Broker Act of 2005 
(subtitle D of Public Law 109-162; 119 Stat. 
3066) and the amendments made by this Act. 
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(B) A description of the policies and proce- 
dures of the Attorney General for consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of Homeland Secu- 
rity and the Secretary of State in inves- 
tigating and prosecuting such violations. 

(b) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 
833(a)(2)(H) of the International Marriage 
Broker Regulation Act of 2005 (8 U.S.C. 
1375a(a)(2)(H)) is amended by striking ‘‘Fed- 
eral and State sex offender public registries” 
and inserting ‘‘the National Sex Offender 
Public Website”. 

(c) REGULATION OF INTERNATIONAL MAR- 
RIAGE BROKERS.—Section 8383(d) of the Inter- 
national Marriage Broker Regulation Act of 
2005 (8 U.S.C. 1875a(d)) is amended— 

(1) by amending paragraph (1) to read as 
follows: 

‘(1) PROHIBITION ON MARKETING OF OR TO 
CHILDREN.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—An international mar- 
riage broker shall not provide any individual 
or entity with the personal contact informa- 
tion, photograph, or general information 
about the background or interests of any in- 
dividual under the age of 18. 

‘(B) COMPLIANCE.—To comply with the re- 
quirements of subparagraph (A), an inter- 
national marriage broker shall— 

“(i) obtain a valid copy of each foreign na- 
tional client’s birth certificate or other 
proof of age document issued by an appro- 
priate government entity; 

“(ii) indicate on such certificate or docu- 
ment the date it was received by the inter- 
national marriage broker; 

“(iii) retain the original of such certificate 
or document for 7 years after such date of re- 
ceipt; and 

‘““(iv) produce such certificate or document 
upon request to an appropriate authority 
charged with the enforcement of this para- 
graph.”’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)(i)— 

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘REG- 
ISTRIES.—’’ and inserting ‘‘WEBSITE.—’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘Registry or State sex of- 
fender public registry,’ and inserting 
““Website,’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking ‘‘or 
stalking.” and inserting ‘‘stalking, or an at- 
tempt to commit any such crime.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)— 

(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘Registry, or of 
the relevant State sex offender public reg- 
istry for any State not yet participating in 
the National Sex Offender Public Registry, 
in which the United States client has resided 
during the previous 20 years,” and inserting 
“Website”; and 

(ii) in clause (iii)(II), by striking ‘‘back- 
ground information collected by the inter- 
national marriage broker under paragraph 
(2)(B);”? and inserting ‘‘signed certification 
and accompanying documentation or attes- 
tation regarding the background information 
collected under paragraph (2)(B);’’; and 

(B) by striking subparagraph (C); 

(4) in paragraph (5)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by striking ‘‘A 
penalty may be imposed under clause (i) by 
the Attorney General only” and inserting 
“At the discretion of the Attorney General, 
a penalty may be imposed under clause (i) ei- 
ther by a Federal judge, or by the Attorney 
General’’; 

(B) by amending subparagraph (B) to read 
as follows: 

‘(B) FEDERAL CRIMINAL PENALTIES.— 

“(i) FAILURE OF INTERNATIONAL MARRIAGE 
BROKERS TO COMPLY WITH OBLIGATIONS.—Ex- 
cept as provided in clause (ii), an inter- 
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national marriage broker that, in cir- 
cumstances in or affecting interstate or for- 
eign commerce, or within the special mari- 
time and territorial jurisdiction of the 
United States— 

“(I) except as provided in subclause (II), 
violates (or attempts to violate) paragraph 
(1), (2), (3), or (4) shall be fined in accordance 
with title 18, United States Code, or impris- 
oned for not more than 1 year, or both; or 

“(II) knowingly violates or attempts to 
violate paragraphs (1), (2), (3), or (4) shall be 
fined in accordance with title 18, United 
States Code, or imprisoned for not more than 
5 years, or both. 

“(i) MISUSE OF INFORMATION.—A person 
who knowingly discloses, uses, or causes to 
be used any information obtained by an 
international marriage broker as a result of 
a requirement under paragraph (2) or (3) for 
any purpose other than the disclosures re- 
quired under paragraph (3) shall be fined in 
accordance with title 18, United States Code, 
or imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or 
both. 

“Gii) FRAUDULENT FAILURES OF UNITED 
STATES CLIENTS TO MAKE REQUIRED SELF-DIS- 
CLOSURES.—A person who knowingly and 
with intent to defraud another person out- 
side the United States in order to recruit, so- 
licit, entice, or induce that other person into 
entering a dating or matrimonial relation- 
ship, makes false or fraudulent representa- 
tions regarding the disclosures described in 
clause (i), (ii), (iii), or (iv) of subsection 
(d)(2)(B), including by failing to make any 
such disclosures, shall be fined in accordance 
with title 18, United States Code, imprisoned 
for not more than 1 year, or both. 

“(iv) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PENALTIES.— 
The penalties provided in clauses (i), (ii), and 
(iii) are in addition to any other civil or 
criminal liability under Federal or State law 
to which a person may be subject for the 
misuse of information, including misuse to 
threaten, intimidate, or harass any indi- 
vidual. 

“(v) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this para- 
graph or paragraph (3) or (4) may be con- 
strued to prevent the disclosure of informa- 
tion to law enforcement or pursuant to a 
court order.’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘including eq- 
uitable remedies.’’; 

(5) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) 
as paragraphs (7) and (8), respectively; and 

(6) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(6) ENFORCEMENT.— 

“(A) AUTHORITY.—The Attorney General 
shall be responsible for the enforcement of 
the provisions of this section, including the 
prosecution of civil and criminal penalties 
provided for by this section. 

“(B) CONSULTATION.—The Attorney General 
shall consult with the Director of the Office 
on Violence Against Women of the Depart- 
ment of Justice to develop policies and pub- 
lic education designed to promote enforce- 
ment of this section.’’. 

(d) GAO STUDY AND REPORT.—Section 833(f) 
of the International Marriage Broker Regu- 
lation Act of 2005 (8 U.S.C. 1875a(f)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“STUDY AND REPORT.—’’ and inserting 
“STUDIES AND REPORTS.—’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) CONTINUING IMPACT STUDY AND RE- 
PORT.— 

“(A) StTupy.—The Comptroller General 
shall conduct a study on the continuing im- 
pact of the implementation of this section 
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and of section of 214 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1184) on the process 
for granting K nonimmigrant visas, includ- 
ing specifically a study of the items de- 
scribed in subparagraphs (A) through (E) of 
paragraph (1). 

“(B) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of the enactment of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives a report setting 
forth the results of the study conducted 
under subparagraph (A). 

“(C) DATA COLLECTION.—The Attorney Gen- 
eral, the Secretary of Homeland Security, 
and the Secretary of State shall collect and 
maintain the data necessary for the Comp- 
troller General to conduct the study required 
by paragraph (1)(A).’’. 

SEC. 809. ELIGIBILITY OF CRIME AND TRAF- 
FICKING VICTIMS IN THE COMMON- 
WEALTH OF THE NORTHERN MAR- 
IANA ISLANDS TO ADJUST STATUS. 

Section 705(c) of the Consolidated Natural 
Resources Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-229; 48 
U.S.C. 1806 note), is amended by striking 
“except that,” and all that follows through 
the end, and inserting the following: ‘‘except 
that— 

“(1) for the purpose of determining wheth- 
er an alien lawfully admitted for permanent 
residence (as defined in section 101(a)(20) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(20)) has abandoned or lost such 
status by reason of absence from the United 
States, such alien’s presence in the Common- 
wealth, before, on or after November 28, 2009, 
shall be considered to be presence in the 
United States; and 

‘(2) for the purpose of determining wheth- 
er an alien whose application for status 
under subparagraph (T) or (U) of section 
101(a)(15) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)) was granted is sub- 
sequently eligible for adjustment under sub- 
section (1) or (m) of section 245 of such Act (8 
U.S.C. 1255), such alien’s physical presence in 
the Commonwealth before, on, or after No- 
vember 28, 2009, and subsequent to the grant 
of the application, shall be considered as 
equivalent to presence in the United States 
pursuant to a nonimmigrant admission in 
such status.’’. 

SEC. 810. DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION FOR NA- 
TIONAL SECURITY PURPOSES. 

(a) INFORMATION SHARING.—Section 384(b) 
of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immi- 
grant Responsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 
1367(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘Secretary of Homeland 
Security or the” before ‘‘Attorney General 
may”; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘Secretary’s or the’’ be- 
fore “Attorney General’s discretion”’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘Secretary of Homeland 
Security or the” before ‘‘Attorney General 
may”: 

(B) by inserting ‘‘Secretary or the” before 
“Attorney General for’’; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘in a manner that protects 
the confidentiality of such information’’ 
after ‘‘law enforcement purpose”; 

(3) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘Attorney 
General is’? and inserting ‘‘Secretary of 
Homeland Security and the Attorney Gen- 
eral are”; and 

(4) by adding at the end a new paragraph as 
follows: 

(8) Notwithstanding subsection (a)(2), the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, the Sec- 
retary of State, or the Attorney General 
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may provide in the discretion of either such 
Secretary or the Attorney General for the 
disclosure of information to national secu- 
rity officials to be used solely for a national 
security purpose in a manner that protects 
the confidentiality of such information.”’’. 

(b) GUIDELINES.—Section 384(d) of the Ille- 
gal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Re- 
sponsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1367(d)) is 
amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, Secretary of State,” 
after ‘‘The Attorney General’’; 

(2) by inserting ‘‘, Department of State,” 
after ‘Department of Justice”; and 

(3) by inserting ‘‘and severe forms of traf- 
ficking in persons or criminal activity listed 
in section 101(a)(15)(U) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(u))”’ 
after ‘‘domestic violence”. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Attorney General, the Secretary of 
State, and Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall provide the guidance required by sec- 
tion 384(d) of the Illegal Immigration Reform 
and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 (8 
U.S.C. 1867(d)), consistent with the amend- 
ments made by subsections (a) and (b). 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 
384(a)(1) of the Illegal Immigration Reform 
and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1986 is 
amended by striking ‘‘241(a)(2)’’ in the mat- 
ter following subparagraph (F) and inserting 
**237(a)(2)’’. 

TITLE IX—SAFETY FOR INDIAN WOMEN 
SEC. 901. GRANTS TO INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERN- 

MENTS. 

Section 2015(a) of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3796gg-10(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘sex traf- 
ficking,” after ‘‘sexual assault,’’; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘sex traf- 
ficking,’’ after ‘‘sexual assault,’’; 

(3) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘and stalk- 
ing” and all that follows and inserting ‘‘sex- 
ual assault, sex trafficking, and stalking;”’’; 

(4) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘sex trafficking,” after 
“sexual assault,” each place it appears; and 

(B) by striking “and” at the end; 

(5) in paragraph (8)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘sex trafficking,” after 
“stalking,’’; and 

(B) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 

(9) provide services to address the needs 
of youth who are victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, sex 
trafficking, or stalking and the needs of 
youth and children exposed to domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, including support for the non- 
abusing parent or the caretaker of the youth 
or child; and 

‘(10) develop and promote legislation and 
policies that enhance best practices for re- 
sponding to violent crimes against Indian 
women, including the crimes of domestic vi- 
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, sex 
trafficking, and stalking.’’. 
SEC. 902. GRANTS TO INDIAN 

TIONS. 

Section 2001 of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3796gg) is amended by striking sub- 
section (d) and inserting the following: 

“(d) TRIBAL COALITION GRANTS.— 

‘(1) PURPOSE.—The Attorney General shall 
award a grant to tribal coalitions for pur- 
poses of— 

“(A) increasing awareness of domestic vio- 
lence and sexual assault against Indian 
women; 
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“(B) enhancing the response to violence 
against Indian women at the Federal, State, 
and tribal levels; 

“(C) identifying and providing technical 
assistance to coalition membership and trib- 
al communities to enhance access to essen- 
tial services to Indian women victimized by 
domestic and sexual violence, including sex 
trafficking; and 

“(D) assisting Indian tribes in developing 
and promoting State, local, and tribal legis- 
lation and policies that enhance best prac- 
tices for responding to violent crimes 
against Indian women, including the crimes 
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual 
assault, sex trafficking, and stalking. 

“(2) GRANTS.—The Attorney General shall 
award grants on an annual basis under para- 
graph (1) to— 

“(A) each tribal coalition that— 

“(i) meets the criteria of a tribal coalition 
under section 40002(a) of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 
18925(a)); 

“(ii) is recognized by the Office on Vio- 
lence Against Women; and 

“(ii) provides services to Indian tribes; 
and 

“(B) organizations that propose to incor- 
porate and operate a tribal coalition in areas 
where Indian tribes are located but no tribal 
coalition exists. 

‘“(3) USE OF AMOUNTS.—For each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018, of the amounts ap- 
propriated to carry out this subsection— 

“(A) not more than 10 percent shall be 
made available to organizations described in 
paragraph (2)(B), provided that 1 or more or- 
ganizations determined by the Attorney 
General to be qualified apply; 

‘“(B) not less than 90 percent shall be made 
available to tribal coalitions described in 
paragraph (2)(A), which amounts shall be dis- 
tributed equally among each eligible tribal 
coalition for the applicable fiscal year. 

“(4) ELIGIBILITY FOR OTHER GRANTS.—Re- 
ceipt of an award under this subsection by a 
tribal coalition shall not preclude the tribal 
coalition from receiving additional grants 
under this title to carry out the purposes de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 

“(5) MULTIPLE PURPOSE APPLICATIONS.— 
Nothing in this subsection prohibits any 
tribal coalition or organization described in 
paragraph (2) from applying for funding to 
address sexual assault or domestic violence 
needs in the same application.”’. 

SEC. 903. CONSULTATION. 

Section 903 of the Violence Against Women 
and Department of Justice Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14045d) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and the Violence Against 
Women Act of 2000” and inserting ‘‘, the Vio- 
lence Against Women Act of 2000”; and 

(B) by inserting ‘“, and the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013” 
before the period at the end; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘Secretary of the Department of 
Health and Human Services” and inserting 
“Secretary of Health and Human Services, 
the Secretary of the Interior,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and 
stalking” and inserting ‘‘stalking, and sex 
trafficking”; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following: 

‘“(c) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Attorney Gen- 
eral shall submit to Congress an annual re- 
port on the annual consultations required 
under subsection (a) that— 

“(1) contains the recommendations made 
under subsection (b) by Indian tribes during 
the year covered by the report; 
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“(2) describes actions taken during the 
year covered by the report to respond to rec- 
ommendations made under subsection (b) 
during the year or a previous year; and 

“(3) describes how the Attorney General 
will work in coordination and collaboration 
with Indian tribes, the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, and the Secretary of 
the Interior to address the recommendations 
made under subsection (b). 

“(d) NoTICE.—Not later than 120 days be- 
fore the date of a consultation under sub- 
section (a), the Attorney General shall no- 
tify tribal leaders of the date, time, and loca- 
tion of the consultation.’’. 

SEC. 904. TRIBAL JURISDICTION OVER CRIMES 
OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE. 

Title II of Public Law 90-284 (25 U.S.C. 1301 
et seq.) (Commonly known as the ‘Indian 
Civil Rights Act of 1968’’) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“SEC. 204. TRIBAL JURISDICTION OVER CRIMES 
OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) DATING VIOLENCE.—The term ‘dating 
violence’ means violence committed by a 
person who is or has been in a social rela- 
tionship of a romantic or intimate nature 
with the victim, as determined by the length 
of the relationship, the type of relationship, 
and the frequency of interaction between the 
persons involved in the relationship. 

‘(2) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE.—The term ‘do- 
mestic violence’ means violence committed 
by a current or former spouse or intimate 
partner of the victim, by a person with 
whom the victim shares a child in common, 
by a person who is cohabitating with or has 
cohabitated with the victim as a spouse or 
intimate partner, or by a person similarly 
situated to a spouse of the victim under the 
domestic- or family- violence laws of an In- 
dian tribe that has jurisdiction over the In- 
dian country where the violence occurs. 

(3) INDIAN COUNTRY.—The term ‘Indian 
country’ has the meaning given the term in 
section 1151 of title 18, United States Code. 

‘(4) PARTICIPATING TRIBE.—The term ‘par- 
ticipating tribe’ means an Indian tribe that 
elects to exercise special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction over the Indian country 
of that Indian tribe. 

‘(5) PROTECTION ORDER.—The term ‘protec- 
tion order’— 

“(A) means any injunction, restraining 
order, or other order issued by a civil or 
criminal court for the purpose of preventing 
violent or threatening acts or harassment 
against, sexual violence against, contact or 
communication with, or physical proximity 
to, another person; and 

‘“(B) includes any temporary or final order 
issued by a civil or criminal court, whether 
obtained by filing an independent action or 
as a pendent lite order in another pro- 
ceeding, if the civil or criminal order was 
issued in response to a complaint, petition, 
or motion filed by or on behalf of a person 
seeking protection. 

‘(6) SPECIAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CRIMINAL 
JURISDICTION.—The term ‘special domestic 
violence criminal jurisdiction’ means the 
criminal jurisdiction that a participating 
tribe may exercise under this section but 
could not otherwise exercise. 

‘(7) SPOUSE OR INTIMATE PARTNER.—The 
term ‘spouse or intimate partner’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2266 of 
title 18, United States Code. 

‘(b) NATURE OF THE CRIMINAL JURISDIC- 
TION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, in addition to all 
powers of self-government recognized and af- 
firmed by sections 201 and 203, the powers of 
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self-government of a participating tribe in- 
clude the inherent power of that tribe, which 
is hereby recognized and affirmed, to exer- 
cise special domestic violence criminal juris- 
diction over all persons. 

‘(2) CONCURRENT JURISDICTION.—The exer- 
cise of special domestic violence criminal ju- 
risdiction by a participating tribe shall be 
concurrent with the jurisdiction of the 
United States, of a State, or of both. 

“(3) APPLICABILITY.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion— 

“(A) creates or eliminates any Federal or 
State criminal jurisdiction over Indian coun- 
try; or 

“(B) affects the authority of the United 
States or any State government that has 
been delegated authority by the United 
States to investigate and prosecute a crimi- 
nal violation in Indian country. 

‘*(4) EXCEPTIONS.— 

‘(A) VICTIM AND DEFENDANT ARE BOTH NON- 
INDIANS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—A participating tribe 
may not exercise special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction over an alleged offense 
if neither the defendant nor the alleged vic- 
tim is an Indian. 

“(ii) DEFINITION OF VICTIM.—In this sub- 
paragraph and with respect to a criminal 
proceeding in which a participating tribe ex- 
ercises special domestic violence criminal 
jurisdiction based on a violation of a protec- 
tion order, the term ‘victim’ means a person 
specifically protected by a protection order 
that the defendant allegedly violated. 

‘(B) DEFENDANT LACKS TIES TO THE INDIAN 
TRIBE.—A participating tribe may exercise 
special domestic violence criminal jurisdic- 
tion over a defendant only if the defendant— 

“(i) resides in the Indian country of the 
participating tribe; 

“(ii) is employed in the Indian country of 
the participating tribe; or 

“(iii) is a spouse, intimate partner, or dat- 
ing partner of— 

“(I) a member of the participating tribe; or 

“(ID) an Indian who resides in the Indian 
country of the participating tribe. 

“(c) CRIMINAL CONDUCT.—A participating 
tribe may exercise special domestic violence 
criminal jurisdiction over a defendant for 
criminal conduct that falls into one or more 
of the following categories: 

“(1) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND DATING VIO- 
LENCE.—An act of domestic violence or dat- 
ing violence that occurs in the Indian coun- 
try of the participating tribe. 

‘(2) VIOLATIONS OF PROTECTION ORDERS.— 
An act that— 

“(A) occurs in the Indian country of the 
participating tribe; and 

‘(B) violates the portion of a protection 
order that— 

“(i) prohibits or provides protection 
against violent or threatening acts or har- 
assment against, sexual violence against, 
contact or communication with, or physical 
proximity to, another person; 

“(ii) was issued against the defendant; 

“(iii) is enforceable by the participating 
tribe; and 

“(iv) is consistent with section 2265(b) of 
title 18, United States Code. 

“(qd) RIGHTS OF DEFENDANTS.—In a criminal 
proceeding in which a participating tribe ex- 
ercises special domestic violence criminal 
jurisdiction, the participating tribe shall 
provide to the defendant— 

“(1) all applicable rights under this Act; 

‘“(2) if a term of imprisonment of any 
length may be imposed, all rights described 
in section 202(c); 

(3) the right to a trial by an impartial 
jury that is drawn from sources that— 
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“(A) reflect a fair cross section of the com- 
munity; and 

‘“(B) do not systematically exclude any dis- 
tinctive group in the community, including 
non-Indians; and 

“(4) all other rights whose protection is 
necessary under the Constitution of the 
United States in order for Congress to recog- 
nize and affirm the inherent power of the 
participating tribe to exercise special domes- 
tic violence criminal jurisdiction over the 
defendant. 

‘(e) PETITIONS To STAY DETENTION.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—A person who has filed a 
petition for a writ of habeas corpus in a 
court of the United States under section 203 
may petition that court to stay further de- 
tention of that person by the participating 
tribe. 

(2) GRANT OF STAY.—A court shall grant a 
stay described in paragraph (1) if the court— 

“(A) finds that there is a substantial likeli- 
hood that the habeas corpus petition will be 
granted; and 

‘“(B) after giving each alleged victim in the 
matter an opportunity to be heard, finds by 
clear and convincing evidence that under 
conditions imposed by the court, the peti- 
tioner is not likely to flee or pose a danger 
to any person or the community if released. 

**(3) NOTICE.—An Indian tribe that has or- 
dered the detention of any person has a duty 
to timely notify such person of his rights 
and privileges under this subsection and 
under section 203. 

“(f) GRANTS TO TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS.—The 
Attorney General may award grants to the 
governments of Indian tribes (or to author- 
ized designees of those governments)— 

“(1) to strengthen tribal criminal justice 
systems to assist Indian tribes in exercising 
special domestic violence criminal jurisdic- 
tion, including— 

“(A) law enforcement (including the capac- 
ity of law enforcement or court personnel to 
enter information into and obtain informa- 
tion from national crime information data- 
bases); 

““(B) prosecution; 

““(C) trial and appellate courts; 

“(D) probation systems; 

‘“(E) detention and correctional facilities; 

“(F) alternative rehabilitation centers; 

“(G) culturally appropriate services and 
assistance for victims and their families; and 

“(H) criminal codes and rules of criminal 
procedure, appellate procedure, and evi- 
dence; 

(2) to provide indigent criminal defend- 
ants with the effective assistance of licensed 
defense counsel, at no cost to the defendant, 
in criminal proceedings in which a partici- 
pating tribe prosecutes a crime of domestic 
violence or dating violence or a criminal vio- 
lation of a protection order; 

“*(3) to ensure that, in criminal proceedings 
in which a participating tribe exercises spe- 
cial domestic violence criminal jurisdiction, 
jurors are summoned, selected, and in- 
structed in a manner consistent with all ap- 
plicable requirements; and 

‘“(4) to accord victims of domestic violence, 
dating violence, and violations of protection 
orders rights that are similar to the rights of 
a crime victim described in section 3771(a) of 
title 18, United States Code, consistent with 
tribal law and custom. 

“(g) SUPPLEMENT, NOT SUPPLANT.— 
Amounts made available under this section 
shall supplement and not supplant any other 
Federal, State, tribal, or local government 
amounts made available to carry out activi- 
ties described in this section. 

‘“(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated 
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$5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018 to carry out subsection (f) and to pro- 
vide training, technical assistance, data col- 
lection, and evaluation of the criminal jus- 
tice systems of participating tribes.’’. 

SEC. 905. TRIBAL PROTECTION ORDERS. 

Section 2265 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsection (e) and in- 
serting the following: 

‘“(e) TRIBAL COURT JURISDICTION.—For pur- 
poses of this section, a court of an Indian 
tribe shall have full civil jurisdiction to 
issue and enforce protection orders involving 
any person, including the authority to en- 
force any orders through civil contempt pro- 
ceedings, to exclude violators from Indian 
land, and to use other appropriate mecha- 
nisms, in matters arising anywhere in the 
Indian country of the Indian tribe (as defined 
in section 1151) or otherwise within the au- 
thority of the Indian tribe.’’. 

SEC. 906. AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL AS- 
SAULT STATUTE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 113 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

“(1) Assault with intent to commit murder 
or a violation of section 2241 or 2242, by a fine 
under this title, imprisonment for not more 
than 20 years, or both.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘felony 
under chapter 109A” and inserting ‘‘violation 
of section 2241 or 2242’’; 

(C) in paragraph (38) by striking ‘‘and with- 
out just cause or excuse,”’; 

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking 
months” and inserting ‘‘1 year”; 

(E) in paragraph (7)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘substantial bodily injury 
to an individual who has not attained the 
age of 16 years” and inserting ‘‘substantial 
bodily injury to a spouse or intimate part- 
ner, a dating partner, or an individual who 
has not attained the age of 16 years”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘fine’’ and inserting ‘‘a 
fine”; and 

(F) by adding at the end the following: 

“(8) Assault of a spouse, intimate partner, 
or dating partner by strangling, suffocating, 
or attempting to strangle or suffocate, by a 
fine under this title, imprisonment for not 
more than 10 years, or both.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(b) As used in this sub- 
section—”’ and inserting the following: 

‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“(3) the terms ‘dating partner’ and ‘spouse 
or intimate partner’ have the meanings 
given those terms in section 2266; 

(4) the term ‘strangling’ means inten- 
tionally, knowingly, or recklessly impeding 
the normal breathing or circulation of the 
blood of a person by applying pressure to the 
throat or neck, regardless of whether that 
conduct results in any visible injury or 
whether there is any intent to kill or 
protractedly injure the victim; and 

(5) the term ‘suffocating’ means inten- 
tionally, knowingly, or recklessly impeding 
the normal breathing of a person by covering 
the mouth of the person, the nose of the per- 
son, or both, regardless of whether that con- 
duct results in any visible injury or whether 
there is any intent to kill or protractedly in- 
jure the victim.’’. 

(b) INDIAN MAJOR CRIMES.—Section 1153(a) 
of title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
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striking ‘‘assault with intent to commit 
murder, assault with a dangerous weapon, 
assault resulting in serious bodily injury (as 
defined in section 1365 of this title)” and in- 
serting “a felony assault under section 113”. 

(c) REPEAT OFFENDERS.—Section 
2265A(b)(1)(B) of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting ‘‘or tribal” after 
“State”. 

SEC. 907. ANALYSIS AND RESEARCH ON VIO- 
LENCE AGAINST INDIAN WOMEN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 904(a) of the Vio- 
lence Against Women and Department of 
Justice Reauthorization Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 3796gg-10 note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The National” and insert- 
ing “Not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of the Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act of 2013, the National’; 
and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and in Native villages (as 
defined in section 3 of the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1602))’’ be- 
fore the period at the end; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(A)— 

(A) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(B) in clause (v), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(vi) sex trafficking.”’; 

(3) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘this Act” 
and inserting “the Violence Against Women 
Reauthorization Act of 2013”; and 

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘this sec- 
tion $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 and 
2008” and inserting ‘‘this subsection $1,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 and 2015”. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 905(b)(2) of the Violence Against 
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2005 (28 U.S.C. 534 note) is 
amended by striking ‘fiscal years 2007 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2014 
through 2018”. 

SEC. 908. EFFECTIVE DATES; PILOT PROJECT. 

(a) GENERAL EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as 
provided in section 4 and subsection (b) of 
this section, the amendments made by this 
title shall take effect on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE FOR SPECIAL DOMESTIC- 
VIOLENCE CRIMINAL JURISDICTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), subsections (b) through (d) of 
section 204 of Public Law 90-284 (as added by 
section 904) shall take effect on the date that 
is 2 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(2) PILOT PROJECT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—At any time during the 2- 
year period beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, an Indian tribe may ask 
the Attorney General to designate the tribe 
as a participating tribe under section 204(a) 
of Public Law 90-284 on an accelerated basis. 

(B) PROCEDURE.—The Attorney General 
may grant a request under subparagraph (A) 
after coordinating with the Secretary of the 
Interior, consulting with affected Indian 
tribes, and concluding that the criminal jus- 
tice system of the requesting tribe has ade- 
quate safeguards in place to protect defend- 
ants’ rights, consistent with section 204 of 
Public Law 90-284. 

(C) EFFECTIVE DATES FOR PILOT PROJECTS.— 
An Indian tribe designated as a participating 
tribe under this paragraph may commence 
exercising special domestic violence crimi- 
nal jurisdiction pursuant to subsections (b) 
through (d) of section 204 of Public Law 90- 
284 on a date established by the Attorney 
General, after consultation with that Indian 
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tribe, but in no event later than the date 

that is 2 years after the date of enactment of 

this Act. 

SEC. 909. INDIAN LAW AND ORDER COMMISSION; 
REPORT ON THE ALASKA RURAL 
JUSTICE AND LAW ENFORCEMENT 
COMMISSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 15(f) of the Indian 
Law Enforcement Reform Act (25 U.S.C. 
2812(f)) is amended by striking ‘‘2 years” and 
inserting ‘‘3 years”. 

(b) REPORT.—The Attorney General, in con- 
sultation with the Attorney General of the 
State of Alaska, the Commissioner of Public 
Safety of the State of Alaska, the Alaska 
Federation of Natives and Federally recog- 
nized Indian tribes in the State of Alaska, 
shall report to Congress not later than one 
year after enactment of this Act with re- 
spect to whether the Alaska Rural Justice 
and Law Enforcement Commission estab- 
lished under Section 112(a)(1) of the Consoli- 
dated Appropriations Act, 2004 should be con- 
tinued and appropriations authorized for the 
continued work of the commission. The re- 
port may contain recommendations for legis- 
lation with respect to the scope of work and 
composition of the commission. 
SEC. 910. SPECIAL RULE FOR THE 

ALASKA. 

(a) EXPANDED JURISDICTION.—In the State 
of Alaska, the amendments made by sections 
904 and 905 shall only apply to the Indian 
country (as defined in section 1151 of title 18, 
United States Code) of the Metlakatla Indian 
Community, Annette Island Reserve. 

(b) RETAINED JURISDICTION.—The jurisdic- 
tion and authority of each Indian tribe in 
the State of Alaska under section 2265(e) of 
title 18, United States Code (as in effect on 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
Act)— 

(1) shall remain in full force and effect; and 

(2) are not limited or diminished by this 
Act or any amendment made by this Act. 

(c) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this 
Act or an amendment made by this Act lim- 
its or diminishes the jurisdiction of the 
State of Alaska, any subdivision of the State 
of Alaska, or any Indian tribe in the State of 
Alaska. 


STATE OF 


TITLE X—SAFER ACT 
SEC. 1001. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Sexual As- 
sault Forensic Evidence Reporting Act of 
2013” or the “SAFER Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 1002. DEBBIE SMITH GRANTS FOR AUDITING 
SEXUAL ASSAULT EVIDENCE BACK- 
LOGS. 

Section 2 of the DNA Analysis Backlog 
Elimination Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 14135) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

“(7) To conduct an audit consistent with 
subsection (n) of the samples of sexual as- 
sault evidence that are in the possession of 
the State or unit of local government and 
are awaiting testing. 

““(8) To ensure that the collection and proc- 
essing of DNA evidence by law enforcement 
agencies from crimes, including sexual as- 
sault and other violent crimes against per- 
sons, is carried out in an appropriate and 
timely manner and in accordance with the 
protocols and practices developed under sub- 
section (0)(1).”’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

“(4) ALLOCATION OF GRANT AWARDS FOR AU- 
DITS.—For each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2017, not less than 5 percent, but not more 
than 7 percent, of the grant amounts distrib- 
uted under paragraph (1) shall, if sufficient 
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applications to justify such amounts are re- 
ceived by the Attorney General, be awarded 
for purposes described in subsection (a)(7), 
provided that none of the funds required to 
be distributed under this paragraph shall de- 
crease or otherwise limit the availability of 
funds required to be awarded to States or 
units of local government under paragraph 
(3)."’?; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘“(n) USE OF FUNDS FOR AUDITING SEXUAL 
ASSAULT EVIDENCE BACKLOGS.— 

“(1) ELIGIBILITY.—The Attorney General 
may award a grant under this section to a 
State or unit of local government for the 
purpose described in subsection (a)(7) only if 
the State or unit of local government— 

“(A) submits a plan for performing the 
audit of samples described in such sub- 
section; and 

‘“(B) includes in such plan a good-faith es- 
timate of the number of such samples. 

‘(2) GRANT CONDITIONS.—A State or unit of 
local government receiving a grant for the 
purpose described in subsection (a)(7)— 

“(A) may not enter into any contract or 
agreement with any non-governmental ven- 
dor laboratory to conduct an audit described 
in subsection (a)(7); and 

“(B) shall— 

“(i) not later than 1 year after receiving 
the grant, complete the audit referred to in 
paragraph (1)(A) in accordance with the plan 
submitted under such paragraph; 

“(ii) not later than 60 days after receiving 
possession of a sample of sexual assault evi- 
dence that was not in the possession of the 
State or unit of local government at the 
time of the initiation of an audit under para- 
graph (1)(A), subject to paragraph (4)(F), in- 
clude in any required reports under clause 
(v), the information listed under paragraph 
(4)(B); 

“(iii) for each sample of sexual assault evi- 
dence that is identified as awaiting testing 
as part of the audit referred to in paragraph 
()(A)— 

“(T) assign a unique numeric or alpha- 
numeric identifier to each sample of sexual 
assault evidence that is in the possession of 
the State or unit of local government and is 
awaiting testing; and 

“(ID identify the date or dates after which 
the State or unit of local government would 
be barred by any applicable statutes of limi- 
tations from prosecuting a perpetrator of the 
sexual assault to which the sample relates; 

‘“(iv) provide that— 

“(I) the chief law enforcement officer of 
the State or unit of local government, re- 
spectively, is the individual responsible for 
the compliance of the State or unit of local 
government, respectively, with the reporting 
requirements described in clause (v); or 

“(ID) the designee of such officer may ful- 
fill the responsibility described in subclause 
(D) so long as such designee is an employee of 
the State or unit of local government, re- 
spectively, and is not an employee of any 
governmental laboratory or non-govern- 
mental vendor laboratory; and 

“(v) comply with all grantee reporting re- 
quirements described in paragraph (4). 

‘(3) EXTENSION OF INITIAL DEADLINE.—The 
Attorney General may grant an extension of 
the deadline under paragraph (2)(B)(i) to a 
State or unit of local government that dem- 
onstrates that more time is required for 
compliance with such paragraph. 

“(4) SEXUAL ASSAULT FORENSIC EVIDENCE 
REPORTS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For not less than 12 
months after the completion of an initial 
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count of sexual assault evidence that is 
awaiting testing during an audit referred to 
in paragraph (1)(A), a State or unit of local 
government that receives a grant award 
under subsection (a)(7) shall, not less than 
every 60 days, submit a report to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, on a form prescribed by the 
Attorney General, which shall contain the 
information required under subparagraph 
(B). 

‘(B) CONTENTS OF REPORTS.—A_ report 
under this paragraph shall contain the fol- 
lowing information: 

“(i) The name of the State or unit of local 
government filing the report. 

“(ii) The period of dates covered by the re- 
port. 

“(iii) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence that, at the 
end of the reporting period— 

“(I) are in the possession of the State or 
unit of local government at the reporting pe- 
riod; 

“(ID are awaiting testing; and 

“(JIT) the State or unit of local government 
has determined should undergo DNA or other 
appropriate forensic analyses. 

“(iv) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence in the posses- 
sion of the State or unit of local government 
that, at the end of the reporting period, the 
State or unit of local government has deter- 
mined should not undergo DNA or other ap- 
propriate forensic analyses, provided that 
the reporting form shall allow for the State 
or unit of local government, at its sole dis- 
cretion, to explain the reasoning for this de- 
termination in some or all cases. 

“(v) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence in a total 
under clause (iii) that have been submitted 
to a laboratory for DNA or other appropriate 
forensic analyses. 

“(vi) The cumulative total number of sam- 
ples of sexual assault evidence identified by 
an audit referred to in paragraph (1)(A) or 
under paragraph (2)(B)(ii) for which DNA or 
other appropriate forensic analysis has been 
completed at the end of the reporting period. 

‘““(vii) The total number of samples of sex- 
ual assault evidence identified by the State 
or unit of local government under paragraph 
(2)(B)(i), since the previous reporting period. 

“(viii) The cumulative total number of 
samples of sexual assault evidence described 
under clause (iii) for which the State or unit 
of local government will be barred within 12 
months by any applicable statute of limita- 
tions from prosecuting a perpetrator of the 
sexual assault to which the sample relates. 

‘(C) PUBLICATION OF REPORTS.—Not later 
than 7 days after the submission of a report 
under this paragraph by a State or unit of 
local government, the Attorney General 
shall, subject to subparagraph (D), publish 
and disseminate a facsimile of the full con- 
tents of such report on an appropriate inter- 
net website. 

‘(D) PERSONALLY IDENTIFIABLE INFORMA- 
TION.—The Attorney General shall ensure 
that any information published and dissemi- 
nated as part of a report under this para- 
graph, which reports information under this 
subsection, does not include personally iden- 
tifiable information or details about a sexual 
assault that might lead to the identification 
of the individuals involved. 

“(E) OPTIONAL REPORTING.—The Attorney 
General shall— 

“(i) at the discretion of a State or unit of 
local government required to file a report 
under subparagraph (A), allow such State or 
unit of local government, at their sole dis- 
cretion, to submit such reports on a more 
frequent basis; and 
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“(ii) make available to all States and units 
of local government the reporting form cre- 
ated pursuant to subparagraph (A), whether 
or not they are required to submit such re- 
ports, and allow such States or units of local 
government, at their sole discretion, to sub- 
mit such reports for publication. 

‘“(F) SAMPLES EXEMPT FROM REPORTING RE- 
QUIREMENT.—The reporting requirements de- 
scribed in paragraph (2) shall not apply to a 
sample of sexual assault evidence that— 

“(i) is not considered criminal evidence 
(such as a sample collected anonymously 
from a victim who is unwilling to make a 
criminal complaint); or 

“(ii) relates to a sexual assault for which 
the prosecution of each perpetrator is barred 
by a statute of limitations. 

‘*(5) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

‘“(A) AWAITING TESTING.—The term ‘await- 
ing testing’ means, with respect to a sample 
of sexual assault evidence, that— 

“(i) the sample has been collected and is in 
the possession of a State or unit of local gov- 
ernment; 

“Gi) DNA and other appropriate forensic 
analyses have not been performed on such 
sample; and 

“(ii) the sample is related to a criminal 
case or investigation in which final disposi- 
tion has not yet been reached. 

“(B) FINAL DISPOSITION.—The term ‘final 
disposition’ means, with respect to a crimi- 
nal case or investigation to which a sample 
of sexual assault evidence relates— 

“(j) the conviction or acquittal of all sus- 
pected perpetrators of the crime involved; 

“(ii) a determination by the State or unit 
of local government in possession of the sam- 
ple that the case is unfounded; or 

“(ii) a declaration by the victim of the 
crime involved that the act constituting the 
basis of the crime was not committed. 

“*“(C) POSSESSION.— 

“() IN GENERAL.—The term ‘possession’, 
used with respect to possession of a sample 
of sexual assault evidence by a State or unit 
of local government, includes possession by 
an individual who is acting as an agent of 
the State or unit of local government for the 
collection of the sample. 

“(ii) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
clause (i) shall be construed to create or 
amend any Federal rights or privileges for 
non-governmental vendor laboratories de- 
scribed in regulations promulgated under 
section 210303 of the DNA Identification Act 
of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14181). 

‘“(o) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROTOCOLS, TECH- 
NICAL ASSISTANCE, AND DEFINITIONS.— 

‘“(1) PROTOCOLS AND PRACTICES.—Not later 
than 18 months after the date of enactment 
of the SAFER Act of 2013, the Director, in 
consultation with Federal, State, and local 
law enforcement agencies and government 
laboratories, shall develop and publish a de- 
scription of protocols and practices the Di- 
rector considers appropriate for the accu- 
rate, timely, and effective collection and 
processing of DNA evidence, including proto- 
cols and practices specific to sexual assault 
cases, which shall address appropriate steps 
in the investigation of cases that might in- 
volve DNA evidence, including— 

“(A) how to determine— 

“(i) which evidence is to be collected by 
law enforcement personnel and forwarded for 
testing; 

“(i) the preferred order in which evidence 
from the same case is to be tested; and 

“Gii) what information to take into ac- 
count when establishing the order in which 
evidence from different cases is to be tested; 

“(B) the establishment of a reasonable pe- 
riod of time in which evidence is to be for- 
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warded by emergency response providers, law 
enforcement personnel, and prosecutors to a 
laboratory for testing; 

“(C) the establishment of reasonable peri- 
ods of time in which each stage of analytical 
laboratory testing is to be completed; 

“(D) systems to encourage communication 
within a State or unit of local government 
among emergency response providers, law 
enforcement personnel, prosecutors, courts, 
defense counsel, crime laboratory personnel, 
and crime victims regarding the status of 
crime scene evidence to be tested; and 

“(E) standards for conducting the audit of 
the backlog for DNA case work in sexual as- 
sault cases required under subsection (n). 

‘(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING.— 
The Director shall make available technical 
assistance and training to support States 
and units of local government in adopting 
and implementing the protocols and prac- 
tices developed under paragraph (1) on and 
after the date on which the protocols and 
practices are published. 

‘(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
terms ‘awaiting testing’ and ‘possession’ 
have the meanings given those terms in sub- 
section (n).’’. 

SEC. 1003. REPORTS TO CONGRESS. 

Not later than 90 days after the end of each 
fiscal year for which a grant is made for the 
purpose described in section 2(a)(7) of the 
DNA Analysis Backlog Elimination Act of 
2000, as amended by section 1002, the Attor- 
ney General shall submit to Congress a re- 
port that— 

(1) lists the States and units of local gov- 
ernment that have been awarded such grants 
and the amount of the grant received by 
each such State or unit of local government; 

(2) states the number of extensions granted 
by the Attorney General under section 
2(n)(8) of the DNA Analysis Backlog Elimi- 
nation Act of 2000, as added by section 1002; 
and 

(3) summarizes the processing status of the 
samples of sexual assault evidence identified 
in Sexual Assault Forensic Evidence Reports 
established under section 2(n)(4) of the DNA 
Analysis Backlog Elimination Act of 2000, in- 
cluding the number of samples that have not 
been tested. 

SEC. 1004. REDUCING THE RAPE KIT BACKLOG. 

Section 2(c)(3) of the DNA Analysis Back- 
log Elimination Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 
14135(c)(8)) is amended— 

(a) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘2014’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(b) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(C) For each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018, not less than 75 percent of the total 
grant amounts shall be awarded for a com- 
bination of purposes under paragraphs (1), 
(2), and (8) of subsection (a).’’. 

SEC. 1005. OVERSIGHT AND ACCOUNTABILITY. 

All grants awarded by the Department of 
Justice that are authorized under this title 
shall be subject to the following: 

(1) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.—Beginning in fis- 
cal year 2013, and each fiscal year thereafter, 
the Inspector General of the Department of 
Justice shall conduct audits of recipients of 
grants under this title to prevent waste, 
fraud, and abuse of funds by grantees. The 
Inspector General shall determine the appro- 
priate number of grantees to be audited each 
year. 

(2) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—A recipient of 
grant funds under this title that is found to 
have an unresolved audit finding shall not be 
eligible to receive grant funds under this 
title during the 2 fiscal years beginning after 
the 12-month period described in paragraph 
(5). 
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(3) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this title, the Attorney General shall give 
priority to eligible entities that, during the 
3 fiscal years before submitting an applica- 
tion for a grant under this title, did not have 
an unresolved audit finding showing a viola- 
tion in the terms or conditions of a Depart- 
ment of Justice grant program. 

(4) REIMBURSEMENT.—If an entity is award- 
ed grant funds under this Act during the 2- 
fiscal-year period in which the entity is 
barred from receiving grants under para- 
graph (2), the Attorney General shall— 

(A) deposit an amount equal to the grant 
funds that were improperly awarded to the 
grantee into the General Fund of the Treas- 
ury; and 

(B) seek to recoup the costs of the repay- 
ment to the fund from the grant recipient 
that was erroneously awarded grant funds. 

(5) DEFINED TERM.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘unresolved audit finding” means an 
audit report finding in the final audit report 
of the Inspector General of the Department 
of Justice that the grantee has utilized grant 
funds for an unauthorized expenditure or 
otherwise unallowable cost that is not closed 
or resolved within a 12-month period begin- 
ning on the date when the final audit report 
is issued. 

(6) NONPROFIT 
MENTS.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion and the grant programs described in 
this title, the term ‘‘‘nonprofit organiza- 
tion’’’ means an organization that is de- 
scribed in section 501(c)(3) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 and is exempt from tax- 
ation under section 501(a) of such Code. 

(B) PROHIBITION.—The Attorney General 
shall not award a grant under any grant pro- 
gram described in this title to a nonprofit or- 
ganization that holds money in offshore ac- 
counts for the purpose of avoiding paying the 
tax described in section 511(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(C) DISCLOSURE.—Each nonprofit organiza- 
tion that is awarded a grant under a grant 
program described in this title and uses the 
procedures prescribed in regulations to cre- 
ate a rebuttable presumption of reasonable- 
ness for the compensation of its officers, di- 
rectors, trustees and key employees, shall 
disclose to the Attorney General, in the ap- 
plication for the grant, the process for deter- 
mining such compensation, including the 
independent persons involved in reviewing 
and approving such compensation, the com- 
parability data used, and contemporaneous 
substantiation of the deliberation and deci- 
sion. Upon request, the Attorney General 
shall make the information disclosed under 
this subsection available for public inspec- 
tion. 

(7) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Unless oth- 
erwise explicitly provided in authorizing leg- 
islation, not more than 7.5 percent of the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated under 
this title may be used by the Attorney Gen- 
eral for salaries and administrative expenses 
of the Department of Justice. 

(8) CONFERENCE EXPENDITURES.— 

(A) LIMITATION.—No amounts authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of Justice 
under this title may be used by the Attorney 
General or by any individual or organization 
awarded discretionary funds through a coop- 
erative agreement under this Act, to host or 
support any expenditure for conferences that 
uses more than $20,000 in Department funds, 
unless the Deputy Attorney General or the 
appropriate Assistant Attorney General, Di- 
rector, or principal deputy as the Deputy At- 
torney General may designate, provides prior 
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written authorization that the funds may be 
expended to host a conference. 

(B) WRITTEN APPROVAL.—Written approval 
under subparagraph (A) shall include a writ- 
ten estimate of all costs associated with the 
conference, including the cost of all food and 
beverages, audio/visual equipment, honoraria 
for speakers, and any entertainment. 

(C) REPORT.—The Deputy Attorney General 
shall submit an annual report to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House 
of Representatives on all conference expendi- 
tures approved by operation of this para- 
graph. 

(9) PROHIBITION ON LOBBYING ACTIVITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts authorized to be 
appropriated under this title may not be uti- 
lized by any grant recipient to— 

(i) lobby any representative of the Depart- 
ment of Justice regarding the award of grant 
funding; or 

(ii) lobby any representative of a Federal, 
state, local, or tribal government regarding 
the award of grant funding. 

(B) PENALTY.—If the Attorney General de- 
termines that any recipient of a grant under 
this title has violated subparagraph (A), the 
Attorney General shall— 

(i) require the grant recipient to repay the 
grant in full; and 

(ii) prohibit the grant recipient from re- 
ceiving another grant under this title for not 
less than 5 years. 

SEC. 1006. SUNSET. 

Effective on December 31, 2018, subsections 
(a)(6) and (n) of section 2 of the DNA Anal- 
ysis Backlog Elimination Act of 2000 (42 
U.S.C. 14135(a)(6) and (n)) are repealed. 

TITLE XI—OTHER MATTERS 
SEC. 1101. SEXUAL ABUSE IN CUSTODIAL SET- 
TINGS. 

(a) SUITS BY PRISONERS.—Section 7(e) of 
the Civil Rights of Institutionalized Persons 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1997e(e)) is amended by insert- 
ing before the period at the end the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘or the commission of a sexual act 
(as defined in section 2246 of title 18, United 
States Code)”. 

(b) UNITED STATES AS DEFENDANT.—Section 
1346(b)(2) of title 28, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting before the period at 
the end the following: ‘‘or the commission of 
a sexual act (as defined in section 2246 of 
title 18)”. 

(c) ADOPTION AND EFFECT OF NATIONAL 
STANDARDS.—Section 8 of the Prison Rape 
Elimination Act of 2003 (42 U.S.C. 15607) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(c) APPLICABILITY TO DETENTION FACILI- 
TIES OPERATED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF HOME- 
LAND SECURITY .— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
publish a final rule adopting national stand- 
ards for the detection, prevention, reduction, 
and punishment of rape and sexual assault in 
facilities that maintain custody of aliens de- 
tained for a violation of the immigrations 
laws of the United States. 

‘“(2) APPLICABILITY.—The standards adopt- 
ed under paragraph (1) shall apply to deten- 
tion facilities operated by the Department of 
Homeland Security and to detention facili- 
ties operated under contract with the De- 
partment. 

‘(3) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary of Home- 
land Security shall— 
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“(A) assess compliance with the standards 
adopted under paragraph (1) on a regular 
basis; and 

“(B) include the results of the assessments 
in performance evaluations of facilities com- 
pleted by the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity. 

‘(4) CONSIDERATIONS.—In adopting stand- 
ards under paragraph (1), the Secretary of 
Homeland Security shall give due consider- 
ation to the recommended national stand- 
ards provided by the Commission under sec- 
tion 7(e). 

“(5) DEFINITION.—As used in this section, 
the term ‘detention facilities operated under 
contract with the Department’ includes, but 
is not limited to contract detention facilities 
and detention facilities operated through an 
intergovernmental service agreement with 
the Department of Homeland Security. 

‘(d) APPLICABILITY TO CUSTODIAL FACILI- 
TIES OPERATED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services 
shall publish a final rule adopting national 
standards for the detection, prevention, re- 
duction, and punishment of rape and sexual 
assault in facilities that maintain custody of 
unaccompanied alien children (as defined in 
section 462(¢) of the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 279(g))). 

‘“(2) APPLICABILITY.—The standards adopt- 
ed under paragraph (1) shall apply to facili- 
ties operated by the Department of Health 
and Human Services and to facilities oper- 
ated under contract with the Department. 

(3) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary of Health 
and Human Services shall— 

“(A) assess compliance with the standards 
adopted under paragraph (1) on a regular 
basis; and 

“(B) include the results of the assessments 
in performance evaluations of facilities com- 
pleted by the Department of Health and 
Human Services. 

‘(4) CONSIDERATIONS.—In adopting stand- 
ards under paragraph (1), the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services shall give due 
consideration to the recommended national 
standards provided by the Commission under 
section 7(e).’’. 

SEC. 1102. ANONYMOUS ONLINE HARASSMENT. 


Section 223(a)(1) of the Communications 
Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 223(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), in the undesig- 
nated matter following clause (ii), by strik- 
ing “‘annoy,”’; 

(2) in subparagraph (C)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘annoy,’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘harass any person at the 
called number or who receives the commu- 
nication” and inserting ‘‘harass any specific 
person’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘har- 
ass any person at the called number or who 
receives the communication” and inserting 
“harass any specific person”. 
SEC. 1103. STALKER DATABASE. 


Section 40603 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 14032) is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘$3,000,000’’ and all that fol- 
lows and inserting ‘‘$3,000,000 for fiscal years 
2014 through 2018.”’’. 

SEC. 1104. FEDERAL VICTIM ASSISTANTS REAU- 
THORIZATION. 

Section 40114 of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-322; 108 
Stat. 1910) is amended by striking ‘‘fiscal 
years 2007 through 2011” and inserting ‘‘fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018”. 
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SEC. 1105. CHILD ABUSE TRAINING PROGRAMS 
FOR JUDICIAL PERSONNEL AND 
PRACTITIONERS REAUTHORIZA- 
TION. 

Subtitle C of the Victims of Child Abuse 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 13024) is amended in 
subsection (a) by striking ‘‘$2,300,000”’ and all 
that follows and inserting ‘‘$2,300,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

TITLE XII—TRAFFICKING VICTIMS 
PROTECTION 
Subtitle A—Combating International 
Trafficking in Persons 

SEC. 1201. REGIONAL STRATEGIES FOR COM- 
BATING TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS. 

Section 105 of the Trafficking Victims Pro- 
tection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7103) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (d)(7)(J), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 105(f) of this division’’ and inserting 
“subsection (g)’’; 

(2) in subsection (e)(2)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(2) COORDINATION OF 
CERTAIN ACTIVITIES.—” and all that fol- 
lows through ‘‘exploitation.’’; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
paragraph (2), and moving such paragraph, as 
so redesignated, 2 ems to the left; and 

(C) by redesignating clauses (i) and (ii) as 
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, and 
moving such subparagraphs, as so redesig- 
nated, 2 ems to the left; 

(3) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (g); and 

(4) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(f) REGIONAL STRATEGIES FOR COMBATING 
TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS.—Each regional bu- 
reau in the Department of State shall con- 
tribute to the realization of the anti-traf- 
ficking goals and objectives of the Secretary 
of State. Each year, in cooperation with the 
Office to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in 
Persons, each regional bureau shall submit a 
list of anti-trafficking goals and objectives 
to the Secretary of State for each country in 
the geographic area of responsibilities of the 
regional bureau. Host governments shall be 
informed of the goals and objectives for their 
particular country and, to the extent pos- 
sible, host government officials should be 
consulted regarding the goals and objec- 
tives.’’. 

SEC. 1202. PARTNERSHIPS AGAINST SIGNIFICANT 
TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS. 

The Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 
2000 is amended by inserting after section 105 
(22 U.S.C. 7103) the following: 

“SEC. 105A. CREATING, BUILDING, AND 
STRENGTHENING PARTNERSHIPS 
AGAINST SIGNIFICANT TRAF- 
FICKING IN PERSONS. 

“(a) DECLARATION OF PURPOSE.—The pur- 
pose of this section is to promote collabora- 
tion and cooperation— 

“(1) between the United States Govern- 
ment and governments listed on the annual 
Trafficking in Persons Report; 

“(2) between foreign governments and civil 
society actors; and 

“(3) between the United States Govern- 
ment and private sector entities. 

‘“(b) PARTNERSHIPS.—The Director of the 
office established pursuant to section 
105(e)(1) of this Act, in coordination and co- 
operation with other officials at the Depart- 
ment of State, officials at the Department of 
Labor, and other relevant officials of the 
United States Government, shall promote, 
build, and sustain partnerships between the 
United States Government and private enti- 
ties, including foundations, universities, cor- 
porations, community-based organizations, 
and other nongovernmental organizations, to 
ensure that— 
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“(1) United States citizens do not use any 
item, product, or material produced or ex- 
tracted with the use and labor from victims 
of severe forms of trafficking; and 

‘“(2) such entities do not contribute to traf- 
ficking in persons involving sexual exploi- 
tation. 

“(c) PROGRAM TO ADDRESS EMERGENCY SIT- 
UATIONS.—The Secretary of State, acting 
through the Director established pursuant to 
section 105(e)(1) of this Act, is authorized to 
establish a fund to assist foreign govern- 
ments in meeting unexpected, urgent needs 
in prevention of trafficking in persons, pro- 
tection of victims, and prosecution of traf- 
ficking offenders. 

‘(d) CHILD PROTECTION COMPACTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State, 
in consultation with the Administrator of 
the United States Agency for International 
Development, the Secretary of Labor, and 
the heads of other relevant agencies, is au- 
thorized to provide assistance under this sec- 
tion for each country that enters into a child 
protection compact with the United States 
to support policies and programs that— 

“(A) prevent and respond to violence, ex- 
ploitation, and abuse against children; and 

‘“(B) measurably reduce the trafficking of 
minors by building sustainable and effective 
systems of justice, prevention, and protec- 
tion. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—A child protection com- 
pact under this subsection shall establish a 
multi-year plan for achieving shared objec- 
tives in furtherance of the purposes of this 
Act. The compact should take into account, 
if applicable, the national child protection 
strategies and national action plans for 
human trafficking of a country, and shall de- 
scribe— 

“(A) the specific objectives the foreign 
government and the United States Govern- 
ment expect to achieve during the term of 
the compact; 

““(B) the responsibilities of the foreign gov- 
ernment and the United States Government 
in the achievement of such objectives; 

“(C) the particular programs or initiatives 
to be undertaken in the achievement of such 
objectives and the amount of funding to be 
allocated to each program or initiative by 
both countries; 

“(D) regular outcome indicators to mon- 
itor and measure progress toward achieving 
such objectives; 

“(E) a multi-year financial plan, including 
the estimated amount of contributions by 
the United States Government and the for- 
eign government, and proposed mechanisms 
to implement the plan and provide oversight; 

“(F) how a country strategy will be devel- 
oped to sustain progress made toward 
achieving such objectives after expiration of 
the compact; and 

““(G) how child protection data will be col- 
lected, tracked, and managed to provide 
strengthened case management and policy 
planning. 

“(8) FORM OF ASSISTANCE.—Assistance 
under this subsection may be provided in the 
form of grants, cooperative agreements, or 
contracts to or with national governments, 
regional or local governmental units, or non- 
governmental organizations or private enti- 
ties with expertise in the protection of vic- 
tims of severe forms of trafficking in per- 
sons. 

‘(4) ELIGIBLE COUNTRIES.—The Secretary of 
State, in consultation with the agencies set 
forth in paragraph (1) and relevant officers of 
the Department of Justice, shall select coun- 
tries with which to enter into child protec- 
tion compacts. The selection of countries 
under this paragraph shall be based on— 
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“(A) the selection criteria set forth in 
paragraph (5); and 

‘(B) objective, documented, and quantifi- 
able indicators, to the maximum extent pos- 
sible. 

(5) SELECTION CRITERIA.—A country shall 
be selected under paragraph (4) on the basis 
of criteria developed by the Secretary of 
State in consultation with the Adminis- 
trator of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development and the Secretary of 
Labor. Such criteria shall include— 

“(A) a documented high prevalence of traf- 
ficking in persons within the country; and 

‘(B) demonstrated political motivation 
and sustained commitment by the govern- 
ment of such country to undertake meaning- 
ful measures to address severe forms of traf- 
ficking in persons, including prevention, pro- 
tection of victims, and the enactment and 
enforcement of anti-trafficking laws against 
perpetrators. 

‘(6) SUSPENSION AND TERMINATION OF AS- 
SISTANCE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may sus- 
pend or terminate assistance provided under 
this subsection in whole or in part for a 
country or entity if the Secretary deter- 
mines that— 

“(i) the country or entity is engaged in ac- 
tivities that are contrary to the national se- 
curity interests of the United States; 

“(ii) the country or entity has engaged in 
a pattern of actions inconsistent with the 
criteria used to determine the eligibility of 
the country or entity, as the case may be; or 

“(iii) the country or entity has failed to 
adhere to its responsibilities under the Com- 
pact. 

“(B) REINSTATEMENT.—The Secretary may 
reinstate assistance for a country or entity 
suspended or terminated under this para- 
graph only if the Secretary determines that 
the country or entity has demonstrated a 
commitment to correcting each condition 
for which assistance was suspended or termi- 
nated under subparagraph (A).’’. 

SEC. 1203. PROTECTION AND ASSISTANCE FOR 
VICTIMS OF TRAFFICKING. 

(a) TASK FORCE  ACTIVITIES.—Section 
105(d)(6) of the Trafficking Victims Protec- 
tion Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7103(d)(6)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, and make reason- 
able efforts to distribute information to en- 
able all relevant Federal Government agen- 
cies to publicize the National Human Traf- 
ficking Resource Center Hotline on their 
websites, in all headquarters offices, and in 
all field offices throughout the United 
States” before the period at the end. 

(b) CONGRESSIONAL BRIEFING.—Section 
107(a)(2) of the Trafficking Victims Protec- 
tion Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7105(a)(2)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘and shall brief Con- 
gress annually on such efforts”? before the 
period at the end. 

SEC. 1204. MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR THE ELIMI- 
NATION OF TRAFFICKING. 

Section 108(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7106(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘peacekKeeping”’’ and insert- 
ing ‘“‘diplomatic, peacekeeping,”’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘, and measures” and in- 
serting ‘‘, a transparent system for remedi- 
ating or punishing such public officials as a 
deterrent, measures’’; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘, effective bilateral, mul- 
tilateral, or regional information sharing 
and cooperation arrangements with other 
countries, and effective policies or laws regu- 
lating foreign labor recruiters and holding 
them civilly and criminally liable for fraudu- 
lent recruiting” before the period at the end; 
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(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘and has 
entered into bilateral, multilateral, or re- 
gional law enforcement cooperation and co- 
ordination arrangements with other coun- 
tries” before the period at the end; 

(3) in paragraph (7)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘, including diplomats and 
soldiers,” after ‘‘public officials’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘peacekeeping”’’ and insert- 
ing ‘“‘diplomatic, peacekeeping,’’; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘A government’s failure to 
appropriately address public allegations 
against such public officials, especially once 
such officials have returned to their home 
countries, shall be considered inaction under 
these criteria.” after ‘‘such trafficking.’’; 

(4) by redesignating paragraphs (9) through 
(11) as paragraphs (10) through (12), respec- 
tively; and 

(5) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(9) Whether the government has entered 
into effective, transparent partnerships, co- 
operative arrangements, or agreements that 
have resulted in concrete and measurable 
outcomes with— 

“(A) domestic civil society organizations, 
private sector entities, or international non- 
governmental organizations, or into multi- 
lateral or regional arrangements or agree- 
ments, to assist the government’s efforts to 
prevent trafficking, protect victims, and 
punish traffickers; or 

“(B) the United States toward agreed goals 
and objectives in the collective fight against 
trafficking.’’. 

SEC. 1205. BEST PRACTICES IN TRAFFICKING IN 
PERSONS ERADICATION. 

Section 110(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7107(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘with respect to the status 
of severe forms of trafficking in persons that 
shall include—’’ and inserting ‘‘describing 
the anti-trafficking efforts of the United 
States and foreign governments according to 
the minimum standards and criteria enumer- 
ated in section 108, and the nature and scope 
of trafficking in persons in each country and 
analysis of the trend lines for individual gov- 
ernmental efforts. The report should in- 
clude—”’; 

(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘; 
and” and inserting a semicolon; 

(C) in subparagraph (F), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(D) by inserting at the end the following: 

“(G) a section entitled ‘Promising Prac- 
tices in the Eradication of Trafficking in 
Persons’ to highlight effective practices and 
use of innovation and technology in preven- 
tion, protection, prosecution, and partner- 
ships, including by foreign governments, the 
private sector, and domestic civil society ac- 
tors.”’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2); 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 

(4) in paragraph (2), as redesignated, by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(E) PUBLIC NOTICE.—Not later than 30 
days after notifying Congress of each coun- 
try determined to have met the require- 
ments under subclauses (I) through (III) of 
subparagraph (D)(ii), the Secretary of State 
shall provide a detailed description of the 
credible evidence supporting such determina- 
tion on a publicly available website main- 
tained by the Department of State.’’. 

SEC. 1206. PROTECTIONS FOR DOMESTIC WORK- 
ERS AND OTHER NONIMMIGRANTS. 

Section 202 of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1875b) is amended— 
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(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by inserting 
“AND VIDEO FOR CONSULAR WAITING Rooms” 
after ‘INFORMATION PAMPHLET”; and 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘and video” after ‘‘infor- 
mation pamphlet”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
“The video shall be distributed and shown in 
consular waiting rooms in embassies and 
consulates appropriate to the circumstances 
that are determined to have the greatest 
concentration of employment or education- 
based non-immigrant visa applicants, and 
where sufficient video facilities exist in 
waiting or other rooms where applicants 
wait or convene. The Secretary of State is 
authorized to augment video facilities in 
such consulates or embassies in order to ful- 
fill the purposes of this section.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting 
video” after ‘‘information pamphlet’’; 

(8) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and 
produce or dub the video” after ‘‘information 
pamphlet’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and the 
video produced or dubbed”? after ‘‘trans- 
lated’’; and 

(4) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and 
video” after ‘‘information pamphlet’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and 
video” after ‘‘information pamphlet”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) DEADLINE FOR VIDEO DEVELOPMENT AND 
DISTRIBUTION.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of the enactment of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, 
the Secretary of State shall make available 
the video developed under subsection (a) pro- 
duced or dubbed in all the languages referred 
to in subsection (c).’’. 

SEC. 1207. PREVENTION OF CHILD MARRIAGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 106 of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 (22 
U.S.C. 7104) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(j) PREVENTION OF CHILD TRAFFICKING 
THROUGH CHILD MARRIAGE.—The Secretary of 
State shall establish and implement a multi- 
year, multi-sectoral strategy— 

“(1) to prevent child marriage; 

“(2) to promote the empowerment of girls 
at risk of child marriage in developing coun- 
tries; 

““(3) that should address the unique needs, 
vulnerabilities, and potential of girls young- 
er than 18 years of age in developing coun- 
tries; 

““(4) that targets areas in developing coun- 
tries with high prevalence of child marriage; 
and 

“(5) that includes diplomatic and pro- 
grammatic initiatives.’’. 

(b) INCLUSION OF CHILD MARRIAGE STATUS 
IN REPORTS.—The Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 116 (22 U.S.C. 2151n), by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(¢) CHILD MARRIAGE STATUS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The report required 
under subsection (d) shall include, for each 
country in which child marriage is preva- 
lent, a description of the status of the prac- 
tice of child marriage in such country. 

‘(2) DEFINED TERM.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘child marriage’ means the marriage of 
a girl or boy who is— 

“(A) younger than the minimum age for 
marriage under the laws of the country in 
which such girl or boy is a resident; or 

“(B) younger than 18 years of age, if no 
such law exists.’’; and 
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(2) in section 502B (22 U.S.C. 2304), by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(i) CHILD MARRIAGE STATUS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The report required 
under subsection (b) shall include, for each 
country in which child marriage is preva- 
lent, a description of the status of the prac- 
tice of child marriage in such country. 

‘*(2) DEFINED TERM.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘child marriage’ means the marriage of 
a girl or boy who is— 

“(A) younger than the minimum age for 
marriage under the laws of the country in 
which such girl or boy is a resident; or 

“(B) younger than 18 years of age, if no 
such law exists.’’. 

SEC. 1208. CHILD SOLDIERS. 

Section 404 of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (22 U.S.C. 2370c-1) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘(b), (c), 
and (d), the authorities contained in section 
516 or 541 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2321j or 2347)” and inserting 
“(b) through (f), the authorities contained in 
sections 516, 541, and 551 of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2321j, 2347, and 
2348)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(f) EXCEPTION FOR PEACEKEEPING OPER- 
ATIONS.—The limitation set forth in sub- 
section (a) that relates to section 551 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall not 
apply to programs that support military 
professionalization, security sector reform, 
heightened respect for human rights, peace- 
keeping preparation, or the demobilization 
and reintegration of child soldiers.’’. 

Subtitle B—Combating Trafficking in 
Persons in the United States 


PART I—PENALTIES AGAINST 
TRAFFICKERS AND OTHER CRIMES 
SEC. 1211. CRIMINAL TRAFFICKING OFFENSES. 

(a) RICO AMENDMENT.—Section 1961(1)(B) 
of title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting ‘‘section 1351 (relating to fraud in 
foreign labor contracting),’’ before ‘‘section 
1425”. 

(b) ENGAGING IN ILLICIT SEXUAL CONDUCT IN 
FOREIGN PLACES.—Section 2423(c) of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
“or resides, either temporarily or perma- 
nently, in a foreign country” after ‘‘com- 
merce”. 

(c) UNLAWFUL CONDUCT WITH RESPECT TO 
DOCUMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 77 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 


“$1597. Unlawful conduct with respect to im- 
migration documents 

“(a) DESTRUCTION, CONCEALMENT, REMOVAL, 
CONFISCATION, OR POSSESSION OF IMMIGRATION 
DOCUMENTS.—It shall be unlawful for any 
person to knowingly destroy, conceal, re- 
move, confiscate, or possess, an actual or 
purported passport or other immigration 
document of another individual — 

“(1) in the course of violating section 1351 
of this title or section 274 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1324); 

(2) with intent to violate section 1351 of 
this title or section 274 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1324); or 

“(3) in order to, without lawful authority, 
maintain, prevent, or restrict the labor of 
services of the individual. 

‘“(b) PENALTY.—Any person who violates 
subsection (a) shall be fined under this title, 
imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or both. 

‘“(c) OBSTRUCTION.—Any person who know- 
ingly obstructs, attempts to obstruct, or in 
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any way interferes with or prevents the en- 
forcement of this section, shall be subject to 
the penalties described in subsection (b).’’. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 77 of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 


‘1597. Unlawful conduct with respect to im- 
migration documents.’’. 


SEC. 1212. CIVIL REMEDIES; CLARIFYING DEFINI- 
TION. 


(a) CIVIL REMEDY FOR PERSONAL INJU- 
RIES.—Section 2255 of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘section 
2241(c)’? and inserting ‘‘section 1589, 1590, 
1591, 2241(c)’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking 
years” and inserting ‘‘10 years”. 


(b) DEFINITION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 103 of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 (22 
U.S.C. 7102) is amended— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (14) as paragraphs (2) through (15), 
respectively; 

(B) by inserting before paragraph (2), as re- 
designated, the following: 

‘1) ABUSE OR THREATENED ABUSE OF LAW 
OR LEGAL PROCESS.—The term ‘abuse or 
threatened abuse of the legal process’ means 
the use or threatened use of a law or legal 
process, whether administrative, civil, or 
criminal, in any manner or for any purpose 
for which the law was not designed, in order 
to exert pressure on another person to cause 
that person to take some action or refrain 
from taking some action.”’; 

(C) in paragraph (14), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘paragraph (8)? and inserting 
“paragraph (9)’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (15), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘“‘paragraph (8) or (9)’’ and inserting 
“paragraph (9) or (10)’’. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENTS.— 

(A) TRAFFICKING VICTIMS PROTECTION ACT 
OF 2000.—The Trafficking Victims Protection 
Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7101 et eq.) is amend- 
ed— 

(i) in section 110(e) (22 U.S.C. 7107(e))— 

(I) by striking ‘‘section 103(7)(A)”’ and in- 
serting ‘‘section 103(8)(A)’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘section 103(7)(B)”’ and in- 
serting ‘‘section 103(8)(B)’’; and 

(ii) in section 118(g)(2) (22 U.S.C. 7110(g)(2)), 
by striking ‘‘section 103(8)(A)’’ and inserting 
“section 103(9)(A)’’. 

(B) NORTH KOREAN HUMAN RIGHTS ACT OF 
2004.—Section 203(b)(2) of the North Korean 
Human Rights Act of 2004 (22 U.S.C. 
7833(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
108314)” and inserting ‘‘section 103(15)’’. 

(C) TRAFFICKING VICTIMS PROTECTION REAU- 
THORIZATION ACT OF 2005.—Section 207 of the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14044e) is amend- 
ed— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘section 
103(8)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 103(9)’’; 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘section 
103(9)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 103(10)’’; and 

(iii) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘section 
103(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 103(4)’’. 

(D) VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN AND DEPART- 
MENT OF JUSTICE REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 
200:.—Section 11ll(a)(1) of the Violence 
Against Women and Department of Justice 
Reauthorization Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
14044f(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘para- 
graph (8)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (9)’’. 
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PART II—ENSURING AVAILABILITY OF 
POSSIBLE WITNESSES AND INFORMANTS 
SEC. 1221. PROTECTIONS FOR TRAFFICKING VIC- 
TIMS WHO COOPERATE WITH LAW 

ENFORCEMENT. 

Section 101(a)(15)(T)Gi)MII) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(T)(4i) TID is amended by inserting 
“, or any adult or minor children of a deriva- 
tive beneficiary of the alien, as” after “age”. 
SEC. 1222. PROTECTION AGAINST FRAUD IN FOR- 

EIGN LABOR CONTRACTING. 

Section 101(a)(15)(U)(iii) of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)Gii)) is amended by inserting 
“fraud in foreign labor contracting (as de- 
fined in section 1351 of title 18, United States 
Code);”’ after ‘“‘perjury;’’. 

PART III—ENSURING INTERAGENCY CO- 
ORDINATION AND EXPANDED REPORT- 
ING 

SEC. 1231. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR THE 

ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

Section 105(d)(7) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7103(d)(7)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) 
through (J) as subparagraphs (I) through (0); 

(2) by striking subparagraphs (B) and (C) 
and inserting the following: 

‘“(B) the number of persons who have been 
granted continued presence in the United 
States under section 107(c)(3) during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year and the mean and median 
time taken to adjudicate applications sub- 
mitted under such section, including the 
time from the receipt of an application by 
law enforcement to the issuance of continued 
presence, and a description of any efforts 
being taken to reduce the adjudication and 
processing time while ensuring the safe and 
competent processing of the applications; 

“(C) the number of persons who have ap- 
plied for, been granted, or been denied a visa 
or otherwise provided status under subpara- 
graph (T)(i) or (U)(i) of section 101(a)(15) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)) during the preceding fiscal 
year; 

“(D) the number of persons who have ap- 
plied for, been granted, or been denied a visa 
or status under clause (ii) of section 
101(a)(15)(T) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(T)) during the 
preceding fiscal year, broken down by the 
number of such persons described in sub- 
clauses (I), (II), and (III) of such clause (ii); 

“(E) the amount of Federal funds expended 
in direct benefits paid to individuals de- 
scribed in subparagraph (D) in conjunction 
with T visa status; 

“(F) the number of persons who have ap- 
plied for, been granted, or been denied a visa 
or status under section 101(a)(15)(U)(i) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)Gi)) during the preceding fiscal 
year; 

“(G) the mean and median time in which it 
takes to adjudicate applications submitted 
under the provisions of law set forth in sub- 
paragraph (C), including the time between 
the receipt of an application and the 
issuance of a visa and work authorization; 

““(H) any efforts being taken to reduce the 
adjudication and processing time, while en- 
suring the safe and competent processing of 
the applications;’’; 

(3) in subparagraph (N)(iii), as redesig- 
nated, by striking “and” at the end; 

(4) in subparagraph (O), as redesignated, by 
striking the period at the end and inserting 
w and’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

“(P) the activities undertaken by Federal 
agencies to train appropriate State, tribal, 
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and local government and law enforcement 
officials to identify victims of severe forms 
of trafficking, including both sex and labor 
trafficking; 

‘“(Q) the activities undertaken by Federal 
agencies in cooperation with State, tribal, 
and local law enforcement officials to iden- 
tify, investigate, and prosecute offenses 
under sections 1581, 1583, 1584, 1589, 1590, 1592, 
and 1594 of title 18, United States Code, or 
equivalent State offenses, including, in each 
fiscal year— 

“(i) the number, age, gender, country of or- 
igin, and citizenship status of victims identi- 
fied for each offense; 

“(i) the number of individuals charged, 
and the number of individuals convicted, 
under each offense; 

“(iii) the number of individuals referred for 
prosecution for State offenses, including of- 
fenses relating to the purchasing of commer- 
cial sex acts; 

“(iv) the number of victims granted con- 
tinued presence in the United States under 
section 107(c)(8); and 

“(v) the number of victims granted a visa 
or otherwise provided status under subpara- 
graph (T)(i) or (U)(i) of section 101(a)(15) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)); and 

“(R) the activities undertaken by the De- 
partment of Justice and the Department of 
Health and Human Services to meet the spe- 
cific needs of minor victims of domestic traf- 
ficking, including actions taken pursuant to 
subsection (f) and section 202(a) of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14044(a)), and the steps 
taken to increase cooperation among Fed- 
eral agencies to ensure the effective and effi- 
cient use of programs for which the victims 
are eligible.’’. 

SEC. 1232. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR THE 
SECRETARY OF LABOR. 

Section 105(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2005 (22 U.S.C. 7112(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than December 1, 2014, and every 2 years 
thereafter, the Secretary of Labor shall sub- 
mit the list developed under paragraph (2)(C) 
to Congress.’’. 

SEC. 1233. INFORMATION SHARING TO COMBAT 
CHILD LABOR AND SLAVE LABOR. 

Section 105(a) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2005 (22 U.S.C. 7112(a)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) INFORMATION SHARING.—The Secretary 
of State shall, on a regular basis, provide in- 
formation relating to child labor and forced 
labor in the production of goods in violation 
of international standards to the Depart- 
ment of Labor to be used in developing the 
list described in subsection (b)(2)(C).’’. 

SEC. 1234. GOVERNMENT TRAINING EFFORTS TO 
INCLUDE THE DEPARTMENT OF 
LABOR. 

Section 107(c)(4) of the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7105(c)(4)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by inserting ‘‘the 
Department of Labor, the Equal Employ- 
ment Opportunity Commission,” before ‘and 
the Department”; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘‘, 
in consultation with the Secretary of 
Labor,” before ‘‘shall provide”. 

SEC. 1235. GAO REPORT ON THE USE OF FOREIGN 
LABOR CONTRACTORS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit a report on the use of foreign 
labor contractors to— 
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(1) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate; 

(2) the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate; 

(3) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(4) the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce of the House of Representatives. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report under sub- 
section (a) should, to the extent possible— 

(1) address the role and practices of United 
States employers in— 

(A) the use of labor recruiters or brokers; 
or 

(B) directly recruiting foreign workers; 

(2) analyze the laws that protect such 
workers, both overseas and domestically; 

(8) describe the oversight and enforcement 
mechanisms in Federal departments and 
agencies for such laws; and 

(4) identify any gaps that may exist in 
these protections; and 

(5) recommend possible actions for Federal 
departments and agencies to combat any 
abuses. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The report under sub- 
section (a) shall— 

(1) describe the role of labor recruiters or 
brokers working in countries that are send- 
ing workers and receiving funds, including 
any identified involvement in labor abuses; 

(2) describe the role and practices of em- 
ployers in the United States that commis- 
sion labor recruiters or brokers or directly 
recruit foreign workers; 

(3) describe the role of Federal depart- 
ments and agencies in overseeing and regu- 
lating the foreign labor recruitment process, 
including certifying and enforcing under ex- 
isting regulations; 

(4) describe the type of jobs and the num- 
bers of positions in the United States that 
have been filled through foreign workers dur- 
ing each of the last 8 years, including posi- 
tions within the Federal Government; 

(5) describe any efforts or programs under- 
taken by Federal, State and local govern- 
ment entities to encourage employers, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to use foreign workers 
or to reward employers for using foreign 
workers; and 

(6) based on the information required under 
paragraphs (1) through (3), identify any com- 
mon abuses of foreign workers and the em- 
ployment system, including the use of fees 
and debts, and recommendations of actions 
that could be taken by Federal departments 
and agencies to combat any identified 
abuses. 

SEC. 1236. ACCOUNTABILITY. 

All grants awarded by the Attorney Gen- 
eral under this title or an Act amended by 
this title shall be subject to the following ac- 
countability provisions: 

(1) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the 
term ‘‘unresolved audit finding” means an 
audit report finding in the final audit report 
of the Inspector General of the Department 
of Justice that the grantee has used grant 
funds for an unauthorized expenditure or 
otherwise unallowable cost that is not closed 
or resolved during the 12-month period be- 
ginning on the date on which the final audit 
report is issued 

(B) REQUIREMENT.—Beginning in the first 
fiscal year beginning after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, and in each fiscal year 
thereafter, the Inspector General of the De- 
partment of Justice shall conduct audits of 
recipients of grants under this title or an 
Act amended by this title to prevent waste, 
fraud, and abuse of funds by grantees. The 
Inspector General shall determine the appro- 
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priate number of grantees to be audited each 
year. 

(C) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—A recipient of 
grant funds under this title or an Act amend- 
ed by this title that is found to have an unre- 
solved audit finding shall not be eligible to 
receive grant funds under this title or an Act 
amended by this title during the first 2 fiscal 
years beginning after the end of the 12- 
month period described in subparagraph (A). 

(D) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this title or an Act amended by this title, 
the Attorney General shall give priority to 
eligible applicants that did not have an unre- 
solved audit finding during the 3 fiscal years 
before submitting an application for a grant 
under this title or an Act amended by this 
title. 

(E) REIMBURSEMENT.—If an entity is award- 
ed grant funds under this title or an Act 
amended by this title during the 2-fiscal-year 
period during which the entity is barred 
from receiving grants under subparagraph 
(C), the Attorney General shall— 

(i) deposit an amount equal to the amount 
of the grant funds that were improperly 
awarded to the grantee into the General 
Fund of the Treasury; and 

(ii) seek to recoup the costs of the repay- 
ment to the fund from the grant recipient 
that was erroneously awarded grant funds. 

(2) NONPROFIT ORGANIZATION REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this para- 
graph and the grant programs under this 
title or an Act amended by this title, the 
term ‘‘nonprofit organization” means an or- 
ganization that is described in section 
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
and is exempt from taxation under section 
501(a) of such Code. 

(B) PROHIBITION.—The Attorney General 
may not award a grant under this title or an 
Act amended by this title to a nonprofit or- 
ganization that holds money in offshore ac- 
counts for the purpose of avoiding paying the 
tax described in section 511(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(C) DISCLOSURE.—Each nonprofit organiza- 
tion that is awarded a grant under this title 
or an Act amended by this title and uses the 
procedures prescribed in regulations to cre- 
ate a rebuttable presumption of reasonable- 
ness for the compensation of its officers, di- 
rectors, trustees and key employees, shall 
disclose to the Attorney General, in the ap- 
plication for the grant, the process for deter- 
mining such compensation, including the 
independent persons involved in reviewing 
and approving such compensation, the com- 
parability data used, and contemporaneous 
substantiation of the deliberation and deci- 
sion. Upon request, the Attorney General 
shall make the information disclosed under 
this subparagraph available for public in- 
spection. 

(3) CONFERENCE EXPENDITURES.— 

(A) LIMITATION.—No amounts authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of Justice 
under this title or an Act amended by this 
title may be used by the Attorney General, 
or by any individual or entity awarded dis- 
cretionary funds through a cooperative 
agreement under this title or an Act amend- 
ed by this title, to host or support any ex- 
penditure for conferences that uses more 
than $20,000 in funds made available to the 
Department of Justice, unless the Deputy 
Attorney General or the appropriate Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Director, or principal 
deputy (as designated by the Deputy Attor- 
ney General) provides prior written author- 
ization that the funds may be expended to 
host the conference. 
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(B) WRITTEN APPROVAL.—Written approval 
under subparagraph (A) shall include a writ- 
ten estimate of all costs associated with the 
conference, including the cost of all food, 
beverages, audio-visual equipment, hono- 
raria for speakers, and entertainment. 

(C) REPORT.—The Deputy Attorney General 
shall submit an annual report to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House 
of Representatives on all conference expendi- 
tures approved under this paragraph. 

(4) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION.—Beginning in 
the first fiscal year beginning after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall submit, to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate and the Committee on 
the Judiciary and the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives, an 
annual certification indicating whether— 

(A) all audits issued by the Office of the In- 
spector General under paragraph (1) have 
been completed and reviewed by the appro- 
priate Assistant Attorney General or Direc- 
tor; 

(B) all mandatory exclusions required 
under paragraph (1)(C) have been issued; 

(C) all reimbursements required under 
paragraph (1)(E) have been made; and 

(D) includes a list of any grant recipients 
excluded under paragraph (1) from the pre- 
vious year. 

PART IV—ENHANCING STATE AND LOCAL 
EFFORTS TO COMBAT TRAFFICKING IN 
PERSONS 

SEC. 1241. ASSISTANCE FOR DOMESTIC 
SEX TRAFFICKING VICTIMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 202 of the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 14044a) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“SEC. 202. ESTABLISHMENT OF A GRANT PRO- 
GRAM TO DEVELOP, EXPAND, AND 
STRENGTHEN ASSISTANCE PRO- 
GRAMS FOR CERTAIN PERSONS SUB- 
JECT TO TRAFFICKING. 

“(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘As- 
sistant Secretary’ means the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Children and Families of the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services. 

‘(2) ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL.—The 
term ‘Assistant Attorney General’ means the 
Assistant Attorney General for the Office of 
Justice Programs of the Department of Jus- 
tice. 

“(3) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means a State or unit of local gov- 
ernment that— 

“(A) has significant criminal activity in- 
volving sex trafficking of minors; 

‘(B) has demonstrated cooperation be- 
tween Federal, State, local, and, where ap- 
plicable, tribal law enforcement agencies, 
prosecutors, and social service providers in 
addressing sex trafficking of minors; 

‘(C) has developed a workable, multi-dis- 
ciplinary plan to combat sex trafficking of 
minors, including— 

“(i) building or establishing a residential 
care facility for minor victims of sex traf- 
ficking; 

“(ii) the provision of rehabilitative care to 
minor victims of sex trafficking; 

“(iii) the provision of specialized training 
for law enforcement officers and social serv- 
ice providers for all forms of sex trafficking, 
with a focus on sex trafficking of minors; 

“(iv) prevention, deterrence, and prosecu- 
tion of offenses involving sex trafficking of 
minors; 

‘“(v) cooperation or referral agreements 
with organizations providing outreach or 
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other related services to runaway and home- 
less youth; and 

“(vi) law enforcement protocols or proce- 
dures to screen all individuals arrested for 
prostitution, whether adult or minor, for vic- 
timization by sex trafficking and by other 
crimes, such as sexual assault and domestic 
violence; and 

‘(D) provides assurance that a minor vic- 
tim of sex trafficking shall not be required 
to collaborate with law enforcement to have 
access to residential care or services pro- 
vided with a grant under this section. 

‘(4) MINOR VICTIM OF SEX TRAFFICKING.— 
The term ‘minor victim of sex trafficking’ 
means an individual who— 

“(A) is younger than 18 years of age, and is 
a victim of an offense described in section 
1591(a) of title 18, United States Code, or a 
comparable State law; or 

“(B)(i) is not younger than 18 years of age 
nor older than 20 years of age; 

“(ii) before the individual reached 18 years 
of age, was described in subparagraph (A); 
and 

“(iii) was receiving shelter or services as a 
minor victim of sex trafficking. 

‘(5) QUALIFIED NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANI- 
ZATION.—The term ‘qualified nongovern- 
mental organization’ means an organization 
that— 

“(A) is not a State or unit of local govern- 
ment, or an agency of a State or unit of local 
government; 

‘(B) has demonstrated experience pro- 
viding services to victims of sex trafficking 
or related populations (such as runaway and 
homeless youth), or employs staff specialized 
in the treatment of sex trafficking victims; 
and 

“(C) demonstrates a plan to sustain the 
provision of services beyond the period of a 
grant awarded under this section. 

‘(6) SEX TRAFFICKING OF A MINOR.—The 
term ‘sex trafficking of a minor’ means an 
offense described in section 1591(a) of title 18, 
United States Code, or a comparable State 
law, against a minor. 

‘*(b) SEX TRAFFICKING BLOCK GRANTS.— 

‘(1) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Attorney 
General, in consultation with the Assistant 
Secretary, may make block grants to 4 eligi- 
ble entities located in different regions of 
the United States to combat sex trafficking 
of minors. 

“(B) REQUIREMENT.—Not fewer than 1 of 
the block grants made under subparagraph 
(A) shall be awarded to an eligible entity 
with a State population of less than 5,000,000. 

‘“(C) GRANT AMOUNT.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations under subsection (g) 
to carry out this section, each grant made 
under this section shall be for an amount not 
less than $1,500,000 and not greater than 
$2,000,000. 

‘(D) DURATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—A grant made under this 
section shall be for a period of 1 year. 

“(ii) RENEWAL.— 

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Attorney 
General may renew a grant under this sec- 
tion for up to 3 1-year periods. 

“(JI) PRIORITY.—In making grants in any 
fiscal year after the first fiscal year in which 
grants are made under this section, the As- 
sistant Attorney General shall give priority 
to an eligible entity that received a grant in 
the preceding fiscal year and is eligible for 
renewal under this subparagraph, taking 
into account any evaluation of the eligible 
entity conducted under paragraph (4), if 
available. 

“(E) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Assistant Attorney General 
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shall consult with the Assistant Secretary 
with respect to— 

“(j) evaluations of grant recipients under 
paragraph (4); 

“Gi) avoiding unintentional duplication of 
grants; and 

‘“(iii) any other areas of shared concern. 

‘(2) USE OF FUNDS.— 

“(A) ALLOCATION.—Not less than 67 percent 
of each grant made under paragraph (1) shall 
be used by the eligible entity to provide resi- 
dential care and services (as described in 
clauses (i) through (iv) of subparagraph (B)) 
to minor victims of sex trafficking through 
qualified nongovernmental organizations. 

“(B) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—Grants 
awarded pursuant to paragraph (2) may be 
used for— 

“(j) providing residential care to minor 
victims of sex trafficking, including tem- 
porary or long-term placement as appro- 
priate; 

“Gi) providing 24-hour emergency social 
services response for minor victims of sex 
trafficking; 

“(ii) providing minor victims of sex traf- 
ficking with clothing and other daily neces- 
sities needed to keep such victims from re- 
turning to living on the street; 

““(iv) case management services for minor 
victims of sex trafficking; 

“(v) mental health counseling for minor 
victims of sex trafficking, including special- 
ized counseling and substance abuse treat- 
ment; 

“(vi) legal services for minor victims of sex 
trafficking; 

““(vii) specialized training for social service 
providers, public sector personnel, and pri- 
vate sector personnel likely to encounter sex 
trafficking victims on issues related to the 
sex trafficking of minors and severe forms of 
trafficking in persons; 

““(viii) outreach and education programs to 
provide information about deterrence and 
prevention of sex trafficking of minors; 

““(ix) programs to provide treatment to in- 
dividuals charged or cited with purchasing or 
attempting to purchase sex acts in cases 
where— 

“(I) a treatment program can be mandated 
as a condition of a sentence, fine, suspended 
sentence, or probation, or is an appropriate 
alternative to criminal prosecution; and 

“(TT) the individual was not charged with 
purchasing or attempting to purchase sex 
acts with a minor; and 

“(x) screening and referral of minor vic- 
tims of severe forms of trafficking in per- 
sons. 

“*(3) APPLICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each eligible entity de- 
siring a grant under this section shall sub- 
mit an application to the Assistant Attorney 
General at such time, in such manner, and 
accompanied by such information as the As- 
sistant Attorney General may reasonably re- 


quire. 
“(B) CONTENTS.—Each application sub- 


mitted pursuant to subparagraph (A) shall— 

“(i) describe the activities for which assist- 
ance under this section is sought; and 

“(i) provide such additional assurances as 
the Assistant Attorney General determines 
to be essential to ensure compliance with the 
requirements of this section. 

“(4) EVALUATION.—The Assistant Attorney 
General shall enter into a contract with an 
academic or non-profit organization that has 
experience in issues related to sex traf- 
ficking of minors and evaluation of grant 
programs to conduct an annual evaluation of 
each grant made under this section to deter- 
mine the impact and effectiveness of pro- 
grams funded with the grant. 
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“(c) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—An eligible 
entity that receives a grant under this sec- 
tion that is found to have utilized grant 
funds for any unauthorized expenditure or 
otherwise unallowable cost shall not be eligi- 
ble for any grant funds awarded under the 
grant for 2 fiscal years following the year in 
which the unauthorized expenditure or unal- 
lowable cost is reported. 

“(d) COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENT.—An eligi- 
ble entity shall not be eligible to receive a 
grant under this section if, during the 5 fis- 
cal years before the eligible entity submits 
an application for the grant, the eligible en- 
tity has been found to have violated the 
terms or conditions of a Government grant 
program by utilizing grant funds for unau- 
thorized expenditures or otherwise unallow- 
able costs. 

“(e) ADMINISTRATIVE CAP.—The cost of ad- 
ministering the grants authorized by this 
section shall not exceed 3 percent of the 
total amount appropriated to carry out this 
section. 

“(f) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.—For fiscal years 
2016 and 2017, the Inspector General of the 
Department of Justice shall conduct an 
audit of all 4 eligible entities that receive 
block grants under this section. 

“(g) MATCH REQUIREMENT.—An eligible en- 
tity that receives a grant under this section 
shall provide a non-Federal match in an 
amount equal to not less than— 

“(1) 15 percent of the grant during the first 
year; 

‘(2) 25 percent of the grant during the first 
renewal period; 

‘(3) 40 percent of the grant during the sec- 
ond renewal period; and 

“(4) 50 percent of the grant during the 
third renewal period. 

‘(h) No LIMITATION ON SECTION 204 
GRANTS.—An entity that applies for a grant 
under section 204 is not prohibited from also 
applying for a grant under this section. 

‘(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated 
$8,000,000 to the Attorney General for each of 
the fiscal years 2014 through 2017 to carry 
out this section. 

“(j) GAO EVALUATION.—Not later than 30 
months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall submit a report to Con- 
gress that contains— 

“(1) an evaluation of the impact of this 
section in aiding minor victims of sex traf- 
ficking in the jurisdiction of the entity re- 
ceiving the grant; and 

“(2) recommendations, if any, regarding 
any legislative or administrative action the 
Comptroller General determines appro- 
priate.’’. 

(b) SUNSET PROVISION.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall be effective dur- 
ing the 4-year period beginning on the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 1242. EXPANDING LOCAL LAW ENFORCE- 
MENT GRANTS FOR INVESTIGATIONS 
AND PROSECUTIONS OF TRAF- 
FICKING. 

Section 204 of the Trafficking Victims Pro- 
tection Reauthorization Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 14044c) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘“‘, 
which involve United States citizens, or 
aliens admitted for permanent residence, 
and”’; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (B), 
(C), and (D) as subparagraphs (C), (D), and 
(E), respectively; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

‘(B) to train law enforcement personnel 
how to identify victims of severe forms of 
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trafficking in persons and related offenses;”’; 
and 

(D) in subparagraph (C), as redesignated, 
by inserting ‘‘and prioritize the investiga- 
tions and prosecutions of those cases involv- 
ing minor victims” after ‘‘sex acts”; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); 

(3) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(d) No LIMITATION ON SECTION 202 GRANT 
APPLICATIONS.—An entity that applies for a 
grant under section 202 is not prohibited 
from also applying for a grant under this sec- 
tion.’’; 

(4) in subsection (e), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘$20,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011’ and inserting 
‘*$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2014 
through 2017”; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(f) GAO EVALUATION AND REPORT.—Not 
later than 30 months after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall conduct a study of 
and submit to Congress a report evaluating 
the impact of this section on— 

“(1) the ability of law enforcement per- 
sonnel to identify victims of severe forms of 
trafficking in persons and investigate and 
prosecute cases against offenders, including 
offenders who engage in the purchasing of 
commercial sex acts with a minor; and 

“(2) recommendations, if any, regarding 
any legislative or administrative action the 
Comptroller General determines appropriate 
to improve the ability described in para- 
graph (1).”. 

SEC. 1248. MODEL STATE CRIMINAL LAW PRO- 
TECTION FOR CHILD TRAFFICKING 
VICTIMS AND SURVIVORS. 

Section 225(b) of the Trafficking Victims 
Reauthorization Act of 2008 (22 U.S.C. 7101 
note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) protects children exploited through 
prostitution by including safe harbor provi- 
sions that— 

“(A) treat an individual under 18 years of 
age who has been arrested for engaging in, or 
attempting to engage in, a sexual act with 
another person in exchange for monetary 
compensation as a victim of a severe form of 
trafficking in persons; 

‘(B) prohibit the charging or prosecution 
of an individual described in subparagraph 
(A) for a prostitution offense; 

“(C) require the referral of an individual 
described in subparagraph (A) to appropriate 
service providers, including comprehensive 
service or community-based programs that 
provide assistance to child victims of com- 
mercial sexual exploitation; and 

‘“(D) provide that an individual described 
in subparagraph (A) shall not be required to 
prove fraud, force, or coercion in order to re- 
ceive the protections described under this 
paragraph;’’. 

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations 

SEC. 1251. ADJUSTMENT OF AUTHORIZATION 
LEVELS FOR THE TRAFFICKING VIC- 
TIMS PROTECTION ACT OF 2000. 

The Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 
2000 (22 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 112A(b)(4) (22 U.S.C. 
7109a(b)(4))— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$2,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘$1,000,000’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2008 through 2011” and in- 
serting ‘‘2014 through 2017”; and 
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(2) in section 113 (22 U.S.C. 7110)— 

(A) subsection (a)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘$5,500,000 for each of the 
fiscal years 2008 through 2011” each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘$2,000,000 for each of 
the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”; 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, including regional traf- 
ficking in persons officers,” after “for addi- 
tional personnel,’’; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘, and $3,000 for official re- 
ception and representation expenses”; 

(B) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$12,500,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2011” 
and inserting ‘‘$14,500,000 for each of the fis- 
cal years 2014 through 2017”; and 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘to the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services” 
and all that follows and inserting ‘‘$8,000,000 
to the Secretary of Health and Human Serv- 
ices for each of the fiscal years 2014 through 
2017.”’; 

(C) in subsection (c)(1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘2008 
through 2011” each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘‘2014 through 2017”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘$15,000,000 for fiscal year 
2003 and $10,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011’ and inserting 
“$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2014 
through 2017”; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘2008 through 2011” and in- 
serting ‘‘2014 through 2017”; and 

(iii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘2008 
through 2011’? and inserting ‘‘2014 through 
2017; 

(D) in subsection (d)— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (C) as paragraphs (1) through (8), re- 
spectively, and moving such paragraphs 2 
ems to the left; 

(ii) in the paragraph (1), as redesignated, 
by striking ‘‘$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011’ and inserting 
“$11,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2014 
through 2017”; and 

(iii) in paragraph (3), as redesignated, by 
striking “to the Attorney General” and all 
that follows and inserting ‘‘$11,000,000 to the 
Attorney General for each of the fiscal years 
2014 through 2017.”’; 

(E) in subsection (e)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$15,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2011” 
and inserting ‘‘$7,500,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2014 through 2017”; and 

(Gii) in paragraph (2), by striking 
“$15,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$7,500,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”; 

(F) in subsection (f), by striking 
‘*$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘$5,000,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”; 
and 

(G) in subsection (i), by striking 
‘*$18,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”. 


1252. ADJUSTMENT OF AUTHORIZATION 
LEVELS FOR THE TRAFFICKING VIC- 
TIMS PROTECTION REAUTHORIZA- 
TION ACT OF 2005. 


SEC. 


The Trafficking Victims Protection Reau- 
thorization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-164) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking section 102(b)(7); and 

(2) in section 201(c)(2), by striking 
“$1,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011” and inserting ‘‘$250,000 for each 
of the fiscal years 2014 through 2017”. 
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Subtitle D—Unaccompanied Alien Children 
SEC. 1261. APPROPRIATE CUSTODIAL SETTINGS 
FOR UNACCOMPANIED MINORS WHO 
REACH THE AGE OF MAJORITY 
WHILE IN FEDERAL CUSTODY. 

Section 235(c)(2) of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(c)(2)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘“‘Subject to” and inserting 
the following: 

‘“(A) MINORS IN DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES CUSTODY.—Subject to’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) ALIENS TRANSFERRED FROM DEPART- 
MENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES TO DE- 
PARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY CUSTODY.— 
If a minor described in subparagraph (A) 
reaches 18 years of age and is transferred to 
the custody of the Secretary of Homeland 
Security, the Secretary shall consider place- 
ment in the least restrictive setting avail- 
able after taking into account the alien’s 
danger to self, danger to the community, and 
risk of flight. Such aliens shall be eligible to 
participate in alternative to detention pro- 
grams, utilizing a continuum of alternatives 
based on the alien’s need for supervision, 
which may include placement of the alien 
with an individual or an organizational spon- 
sor, or in a supervised group home.”’. 

SEC. 1262. APPOINTMENT OF CHILD ADVOCATES 
FOR UNACCOMPANIED MINORS. 

Section 235(c)(6) of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(c)(6)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary” and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘and criminal’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(B) APPOINTMENT OF CHILD ADVOCATES.— 

“(i) INITIAL SITES.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of the enactment of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013, the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall appoint child advocates at 3 
new immigration detention sites to provide 
independent child advocates for trafficking 
victims and vulnerable unaccompanied alien 
children. 

“(ii) ADDITIONAL SITES.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of the enactment of the 
Violence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act of 2013, the Secretary shall appoint child 
advocates at not more than 3 additional im- 
migration detention sites. 

‘“(iii) SELECTION OF SITES.—Sites at which 
child advocate programs will be established 
under this subparagraph shall be located at 
immigration detention sites at which more 
than 50 children are held in immigration cus- 
tody, and shall be selected sequentially, with 
priority given to locations with— 

(I) the largest number of unaccompanied 
alien children; and 

“(IT) the most vulnerable populations of 
unaccompanied children. 

‘(C) RESTRICTIONS.— 

“(i) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—A child 
advocate program may not use more that 10 
percent of the Federal funds received under 
this section for administrative expenses. 

“(ii) NONEXCLUSIVITY.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion may be construed to restrict the ability 
of a child advocate program under this sec- 
tion to apply for or obtain funding from any 
other source to carry out the programs de- 
scribed in this section. 

‘(iii) CONTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—A child ad- 
vocate program selected under this section 
shall contribute non-Federal funds, either di- 
rectly or through in-kind contributions, to 
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the costs of the child advocate program in an 
amount that is not less than 25 percent of 
the total amount of Federal funds received 
by the child advocate program under this 
section. In-kind contributions may not ex- 
ceed 40 percent of the matching requirement 
under this clause. 

‘(D) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not 
later than 1 year after the date of the enact- 
ment of the Violence Against Women Reau- 
thorization Act of 2013, and annually there- 
after, the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall submit a report describing the 
activities undertaken by the Secretary to 
authorize the appointment of independent 
Child Advocates for trafficking victims and 
vulnerable unaccompanied alien children to 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Sen- 
ate and the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House of Representatives. 

“(E) ASSESSMENT OF CHILD ADVOCATE PRO- 
GRAM.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of the enactment of the Vio- 
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of 
2013, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall conduct a study regarding the 
effectiveness of the Child Advocate Program 
operated by the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services. 

‘“(ii) MATTERS TO BE STUDIED.—In the study 
required under clause (i), the Comptroller 
General shall— collect information and ana- 
lyze the following: 

“(I) analyze the effectiveness of existing 
child advocate programs in improving out- 
comes for trafficking victims and other vul- 
nerable unaccompanied alien children; 

“(IT) evaluate the implementation of child 
advocate programs in new sites pursuant to 
subparagraph (B); 

“(III) evaluate the extent to which eligible 
trafficking victims and other vulnerable un- 
accompanied children are receiving child ad- 
vocate services and assess the possible budg- 
etary implications of increased participation 
in the program; 

‘(IV) evaluate the barriers to improving 
outcomes for trafficking victims and other 
vulnerable unaccompanied children; and 

“(V) make recommendations on statutory 
changes to improve the Child Advocate Pro- 
gram in relation to the matters analyzed 
under subclauses (I) through (IV). 

“(iii) GAO REPORT.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit the results of the study re- 
quired under this subparagraph to— 

“(I) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate; 

“(ID) the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate; 

“(III) the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House of Representatives; and 

“(IV) the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce of the House of Representatives. 

‘(F) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary and Human Services to carry 
out this subsection— 

“(i) $1,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 
2014 and 2015; and 

““(ii) $2,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 
2016 and 2017.”’. 

SEC. 1263. ACCESS TO FEDERAL FOSTER CARE 
AND UNACCOMPANIED REFUGEE 
MINOR PROTECTIONS FOR CERTAIN 
U VISA RECIPIENTS. 

Section 235(d)(4) of the William Wilberforce 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(d)(4)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), 

(A) by striking ‘‘either’’; 
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(B) by striking ‘‘or who” and inserting a 
comma; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘, or has been granted sta- 
tus under section 101(a)(15)(U) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(U)),”’ before ‘‘, shall be eligible”; 
and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘, or 
status under section 101(a)(15)(U) of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 


1101(a)(15)(U)),”’ after “(8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(27)(J))”’. 
SEC. 1264. GAO STUDY OF THE EFFECTIVENESS 
OF BORDER SCREENINGS. 
(a) STUDY.— 


(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a study 
examining the effectiveness of screenings 
conducted by Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity personnel in carrying out section 
235(a)(4) of the William Wilberforce Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C. 1232(a)(4)). 

(2) STuDY.—In carrying out paragraph (1), 
the Comptroller General shall take into ac- 
count— 

(A) the degree to which Department of 
Homeland Security personnel are adequately 
ensuring that— 

(i) all children are being screened to deter- 
mine whether they are described in section 
235(a)(2)(A) of the William Wilberforce Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act; 

(ii) appropriate and reliable determina- 
tions are being made about whether children 
are described in section 235(a)(2)(A) of such 
Act, including determinations of the age of 
such children; 

(iii) children are repatriated in an appro- 
priate manner, consistent with clauses (i) 
through (iii) of section 235(a)(2)(C) of such 
Act; 

(iv) children are appropriately being per- 
mitted to withdraw their applications for ad- 
mission, in accordance with section 
235(a)(2)(B)(i) of such Act; 

(v) children are being properly cared for 
while they are in the custody of the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security and awaiting re- 
patriation or transfer to the custody of the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services; 
and 

(vi) children are being transferred to the 
custody of the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services in a manner that is con- 
sistent with such Act; and 

(B) the number of such children that have 
been transferred to the custody of the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, the 
Federal funds expended to maintain custody 
of such children, and the Federal benefits 
available to such children, if any. 

(3) ACCESS TO DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY OPERATIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), for the purposes of con- 
ducting the study described in subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall provide the Comptroller 
General with unrestricted access to all 
stages of screenings and other interactions 
between Department of Homeland Security 
personnel and children encountered by the 
Comptroller General. 

(B) EXCEPTIONS.—The Secretary shall not 
permit unrestricted access under subpara- 
graph (A) if the Secretary determines that 
the security of a particular interaction 
would be threatened by such access. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of the commencement of 
the study described in subsection (a), the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit a report to the Committee on 


February 12, 2013 


the Judiciary of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep- 
resentatives that contains the Commission’s 
findings and recommendations. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 
move to lay that motion upon the 
table. 

The motion to lay upon the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I 
wanted to thank all my fellow Sen- 
ators, from both parties, who voted for 
this bill. If you are someone who has 
seen firsthand the results of violence 
against women, it would be almost im- 
possible to vote no on this bill. Will 
this stop all violence? No. But will it 
stop a lot of it? Yes; and it will also 
make possible for those who are caught 
in violence a chance for support, a 
chance for someplace to go, a chance to 
be protected from future attacks. 

This is the kind of legislation that 
speaks to the conscience of our Nation. 
It speaks to the conscience of the Sen- 
ate. It tells everybody, usually the 
most defenseless in our society, this 
body stands with you. I would urge our 
friends on the other side of the Capitol 
to move quickly with similar legisla- 
tion. This is something we should not 
hold up. This is a way we can say: We 
oppose violence against women. We op- 
pose it today. We oppose it tomorrow. 
We will oppose it forever. 


a 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi- 
ness, with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHATZ). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business for 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
CORDRAY NOMINATION 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I was 
concerned when I saw a number of my 
colleagues are again trying to block 
the appointment of Ohioan Richard 
Cordray to the consumer agency. That 
agency has already played a significant 
role in saving tens of millions of dol- 
lars for consumers who have been 
wronged in a checking account trans- 
action, who have been nickel-and- 
dimed, and then some by bank fees. 
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Former Ohio Attorney General 
Cordray has done an excellent job as 
the Director of that consumer bureau. 
But what troubles me is this is only 
the second time in the history of the 
Senate, at least as far as the Senate 
Historian can figure, when a group of 
Senators from one party has blocked 
the nomination of a Presidential ap- 
pointee because they do not like the 
agency, because they oppose the con- 
struct of the agency itself. 

The first time that ever happened 
was just a couple of years ago with 
Richard Cordray in this position. The 
creation of the consumer bureau went 
through regular order. It was passed by 
the Senate Banking Committee, on 
which I sit. It was part of the Dodd- 
Frank Wall Street reform bill, and it 
went to the House of Representatives. 
It went to conference committee. All 
that happened was regular order to cre- 
ate this agency. 

Many people didn’t like the agency. I 
submit I agree with that. I understand 
that. I don’t agree that it is not a good 
agency. They don’t like the agency in 
large part because it stood up to Wall 
Street, and it stood up to some of the 
bank abuses that put us in this finan- 
cial situation as a country with the 
damage it did to our economy. 

Even with that, if you don’t like the 
agency, as I said, never before in his- 
tory except these two times—with the 
same appointment process, the same 
appointee, the same designee, the same 
nominee of the President—has this 
happened whereby my colleagues said: 
Even though he is qualified, we are not 
going to vote to confirm Richard 
Cordray because we don’t like the 
agency. If you are not willing to 
change the agency, we are not willing 
to support a director. 

Imagine the kind of precedent that 
sets where if you don’t like an agency, 
you are never going to let the Presi- 
dent confirm a leader of that agency— 
in any agency of the Federal Govern- 
ment. If you don’t like food safety, 
then you are going to block the ap- 
pointment. If you don’t like transpor- 
tation, something in the Transpor- 
tation Department, you don’t like 
something else, you are going to vote 
against somebody taking the job to run 
the agency. 

Government can’t run that way. The 
government will be dysfunctional if 
this precedent is set and is ongoing, in 
addition to the fact that Cordray is 
right for the job. Also, this agency is 
important for the middle class, for 
working-class people, and for low-in- 
come people who need these consumer 
protections. 

It sets a very bad precedent for this 
body. I am hopeful some of my col- 
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
will think clearly about this and move 
ahead on the nomination and confirma- 
tion process. 
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TRIBUTE TO DENNIS MEYERS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
stand before you today to honor and 
recognize a man whose legacy of serv- 
ice to the community, both as a physi- 
cian and a citizen, is completely de- 
serving of such recognition. I am 
speaking of Mr. Dennis Meyers of Clay 
County, KY. The Clay County Days 
Hall of Fame has chosen to induct Mr. 
Meyers for his excellent leadership of 
Manchester Memorial Hospital over 
the past 12 years. 

Mr. Meyers’ record of service can be 
traced back to 1969, when he served as 
a pastor in the Nebraska and Illinois 
conferences. After close to two decades 
of pastoral service, he pursued an occu- 
pational change that allowed him to 
aid others in the field of recreational 
therapy. He continued to pursue oppor- 
tunities in medicine, moving into a 
registered nurse position at Hanford 
Hospital in 1986. Mr. Meyers then ac- 
cepted the role of vice president of 
nursing at San Joaquin Community 
Hospital in 1990 and continued success 
brought him to Manchester Memorial, 
where he eventually served as presi- 
dent and chief executive officer. 

Dennis Meyers’ involvement in and 
care for his community have been im- 
measurable, especially when one con- 
siders the many community outreach 
initiatives he fostered. He helped the 
community by initiating Mission in 
Motion, public health screenings, Live 
It UP, and mission outreach programs. 

Mr. Meyers’ family shares his devo- 
tion to helping others, as his wife 
Susan also works for the hospital and 
his three children hold nursing degrees. 
He has recently retired from his lead 
role at Manchester Memorial Hospital 
but plans to stay involved through out- 
reach and church programs. 

At this time, I would like to ask my 
fellow Senators to join me in honoring 
Mr. Dennis Meyers for his induction 
into the Clay County Days Hall of 
Fame. The Commonwealth of Ken- 
tucky is all the richer because of his 
tireless spirit and his willingness to 
work, heal, and serve. 

I also ask unanimous consent that an 
article in praise of Mr. Meyers that ap- 
peared in the Bell County-area publica- 
tion The Manchester Enterprise be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD as follows: 


[From the Manchester Enterprise, August 30, 
2012] 
DENNIS MEYERS LED MANCHESTER MEMORIAL 
TO GROWTH 


Clay County Days Hall of Fame inductee 
Dennis Meyers retired from the lead role of 
Manchester Memorial Hospital recently 
after 12 years in the position. 

Meyers began as a pastor in 1969 in Ne- 
braska and Illinois. In 1980, his career took a 
dramatic shift when he began working as a 
recreational therapist at the Battle Creek 
Sanitarium. In 1986 he transitioned to Han- 
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ford Hospital, where he worked as a reg- 
istered nurse. 

Four years later, Meyers accepted a posi- 
tion as vice president of nursing at San Joa- 
quin Community Hospital. 

From there, he became chief operating of- 
ficer and vice president of nursing at Man- 
chester Memorial, and then president and 
chief executive officer. 

Several community outreach initiatives 
began under Meyer’s direction, including 
Mission in Motion, public health screenings, 
Live It UP, and mission outreach programs 
that enrich the community. 

Meyers holds a bachelor of arts in religion, 
a bachelor of science in nursing, and a mas- 
ter of divinity from Andrews University. 

He is married to Susan Meyers, who works 
for the hospital, and all three of his children 
hold nursing degrees. 

Meyers plans to continue helping the com- 
munity that the hospital serves through 
community outreach and church programs. 


Ee 


COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND 
NATURAL RESOURCES 


RULES OF PROCEDURE 


Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, in ac- 
cordance with rule XXVI, paragraph 2, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I 
submit the rules governing the proce- 
dure of the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources for publication in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

I ask unanimous consent that they be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


RULES OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY 
AND NATURAL RESOURCES 
GENERAL RULES 

Rule 1. The Standing Rules of the Senate, 
as supplemented by these rules, are adopted 
as the rules of the Committee and its Sub- 
committees. 

MEETINGS OF THE COMMITTEE 

Rule 2. (a) The Committee shall meet on 
the third Thursday of each month while the 
Congress is in session for the purpose of con- 
ducting business, unless, for the convenience 
of Members, the Chairman shall set some 
other day for a meeting. Additional meetings 
may be called by the Chairman as he may 
deem necessary. 

(b) Hearings of any Subcommittee may be 
called by the Chairman of such Sub- 
committee, Provided, That no Subcommittee 
hearing other than a field hearing, shall be 
scheduled or held concurrently with a full 
Committee meeting or hearing, unless a ma- 
jority of the Committee concurs in such con- 
current hearing. 

OPEN HEARINGS AND MEETINGS 

Rule 8. (a) All hearings and business meet- 
ings of the Committee and all the hearings of 
any of its Subcommittees shall be open to 
the public unless the Committee or Sub- 
committee involved, by majority vote of all 
the Members of the Committee or such Sub- 
committee, orders the hearing or meeting to 
be closed in accordance with paragraph 5(b) 
of Rule XXVI of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate. 

(b) A transcript shall be kept of each hear- 
ing of the Committee or any Subcommittee. 

(c) A transcript shall be kept of each busi- 
ness meeting of the Committee unless a ma- 
jority of all the Members of the Committee 
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agrees that some other form of permanent 
record is preferable. 


HEARING PROCEDURE 


Rule 4. (a) Public notice shall be given of 
the date, place, and subject matter of any 
hearing to be held by the Committee or any 
Subcommittee at least one week in advance 
of such hearing unless the Chairman of the 
full Committee or the Subcommittee in- 
volved determines that the hearing is non- 
controversial or that special circumstances 
require expedited procedures and a majority 
of all the Members of the Committee or the 
Subcommittee involved concurs. In no case 
shall a hearing be conducted with less than 
twenty-four hours notice. Any document or 
report that is the subject of a hearing shall 
be provided to every Member of the Com- 
mittee or Subcommittee involved at least 72 
hours before the hearing unless the Chair- 
man and Ranking Member determine other- 
wise. 

(b) Each witness who is to appear before 
the Committee or any Subcommittee shall 
file with the Committee or Subcommittee, 
at least 24 hours in advance of the hearing, a 
written statement of his or her testimony in 
as many copies as the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee or Subcommittee prescribes. 

(c) Each Member shall be limited to five 
minutes in the questioning of any witness 
until such time as all Members who so desire 
have had an opportunity to question the wit- 
ness. 

(d) The Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Member of the Committee or Subcommittee 
or the Ranking Majority and Minority Mem- 
bers present at the hearing may each appoint 
one Committee staff member to question 
each witness. Such staff member may ques- 
tion the witness only after all Members 
present have completed their questioning of 
the witness or at such other time as the 
Chairman and the Ranking Majority and Mi- 
nority Members present may agree. No staff 
member may question a witness in the ab- 
sence of a quorum for the taking of testi- 
mony. 

BUSINESS MEETING AGENDA 

Rule 5. (a) A legislative measure, nomina- 
tion, or other matter shall be included on 
the agenda of the next following business 
meeting of the full Committee if a written 
request by a Member of the Committee for 
such inclusion has been filed with the Chair- 
man of the Committee at least one week 
prior to such meeting. Nothing in this rule 
shall be construed to limit the authority of 
the Chairman of the Committee to include a 
legislative measure, nomination, or other 
matter on the Committee agenda in the ab- 
sence of such request. 

(b) The agenda for any business meeting of 
the Committee shall be provided to each 
Member and made available to the public at 
least three days prior to such meeting, and 
no new items may be added after the agenda 
is so published except by the approval of a 
majority of all the Members of the Com- 
mittee on matters not included on the public 
agenda. The Staff Director shall promptly 
notify absent Members of any action taken 
by the Committee on matters not included 
on the published agenda. 


QUORUMS 


Rule 6. (a) Except as provided in sub- 
sections (b) and (c), eight Members shall con- 
stitute a quorum for the conduct of business 
of the Committee. 

(b) No measure or matter shall be ordered 
reported from the Committee unless twelve 
Members of the Committee are actually 
present at the time such action is taken. 
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(c) One Member shall constitute a quorum 
for the purpose of conducting a hearing or 
taking testimony on any measure or matter 
before the Committee or any Subcommittee. 

VOTING 


Rule 7. (a) A rollcall of the Members shall 
be taken upon the request of any Member. 
Any Member who does not vote on any roll- 
call at the time the roll is called, may vote 
(in person or by proxy) on that rollcall at 
any later time during the same business 
meeting. 

(b) Proxy voting shall be permitted on all 
matters, except that proxies may not be 
counted for the purpose of determining the 
presence of a quorum. Unless further limited, 
a proxy shall be exercised only upon the date 
for which it is given and upon the items pub- 
lished in the agenda for that date. 

(c) Each Committee report shall set forth 
the vote on the motion to report the meas- 
ure or matter involved. Unless the Com- 
mittee directs otherwise, the report will not 
set out any votes on amendments offered 
during Committee consideration. Any Mem- 
ber who did not vote on any rollcall shall 
have the opportunity to have his position re- 
corded in the appropriate Committee record 
or Committee report. 

(d) The Committee vote to report a meas- 
ure to the Senate shall also authorize the 
staff of the Committee to make necessary 
technical and clerical corrections in the 
measure. 


SUBCOMMITTEES 


Rule 8. (a) The number of Members as- 
signed to each Subcommittee and the divi- 
sion between Majority and Minority Mem- 
bers shall be fixed by the Chairman in con- 
sultation with the Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber. 

(b) Assignment of Members to Subcommit- 
tees shall, insofar as possible, reflect the 
preferences of the Members. No Member will 
receive assignment to a second Sub- 
committee until, in order of seniority, all 
Members of the Committee have chosen as- 
signments to one Subcommittee, and no 
Member shall receive assignment to a third 
Subcommittee until, in order of seniority, 
all Members have chosen assignments to two 
Subcommittees. 

(c) Any Member of the Committee may sit 
with any Subcommittee during its hearings 
but shall not have the authority to vote on 
any matters before the Subcommittee unless 
he is a Member of such Subcommittee. 

NOMINATIONS 


Rule 9. At any hearing to confirm a Presi- 
dential nomination, the testimony of the 
nominee and, at the request of any Member, 
any other witness shall be under oath. Every 
nominee shall submit the financial disclo- 
sure report filed pursuant to title I of the 
Ethics in Government Act of 1978. Such re- 
port shall be made available to the public 
pursuant to the provisions of that Act or 
other applicable law. 


INVESTIGATIONS 


Rule 10. (a) Neither the Committee nor any 
of its Subcommittees may undertake an in- 
vestigation unless specifically authorized by 
the Chairman and the Ranking Minority 
Member or a majority of all the Members of 
the Committee. 

(b) A witness called to testify in an inves- 
tigation shall be informed of the matter or 
matters under investigation, given a copy of 
these rules, given the opportunity to make a 
brief and relevant oral statement before or 
after questioning, and be permitted to have 
counsel of his or her choosing present during 
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his or her testimony at any public or closed 
hearing, or at any unsworn interview, to ad- 
vise the witness of his or her legal rights. 

(c) For purposes of this rule, the terms ‘‘in- 
vestigation’’ shall not include a review or 
study undertaken pursuant to paragraph 8 of 
Rule XXVI of the Standing Rules of the Sen- 
ate or an initial review of any allegation of 
wrongdoing intended to determine whether 
there is substantial credible evidence that 
would warrant an investigation. 

SWORN TESTIMONY 

Rule 11. Witnesses in Committee or Sub- 
committee hearings may be required to give 
testimony under oath whenever the Chair- 
man or Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee or Subcommittee deems such to 
be necessary. If one or more witnesses at a 
hearing are required to testify under oath, 
all witnesses at such hearing shall be re- 
quired to testify under oath. 

SUBPOENAS 

Rule 12. The Chairman shall have author- 
ity to issue subpoenas for the attendance of 
witnesses or the production of memoranda, 
documents, records, or other materials (1) 
with the agreement of the Ranking Minority 
Member, (2) when authorized by a majority 
of all the Members of the Committee, or (8) 
when within the scope of an investigation 
authorized under Rule 10(a). 

CONFIDENTIAL TESTIMONY 

Rule 18. No confidential testimony taken 
by or any report of the proceedings of a 
closed Committee or Subcommittee meeting 
shall be made public, in whole or in part or 
by way of summary, unless authorized by a 
majority of all the Members of the Com- 
mittee at a business meeting called for the 
purpose of making such a determination. 

DEFAMATORY STATEMENTS 


Rule 14. Any person whose name is men- 
tioned or who is specifically identified in, or 
who believes that testimony or other evi- 
dence presented at, an open Committee or 
Subcommittee hearing tends to defame him 
or otherwise adversely affect his reputation 
may file with the Committee for its consid- 
eration and action a sworn statement of 
facts relevant to such testimony or evidence. 

BROADCASTING OF HEARINGS OR MEETINGS 


Rule 15. Any meeting or hearing by the 
Committee or any Subcommittee which is 
open to the public may be covered in whole 
or in part by television broadcast, radio 
broadcast, or still photography. Photog- 
raphers and reporters using mechanical re- 
cording, filming, or broadcasting devices 
shall position their equipment so as not to 
interfere with the seating, vision, and hear- 
ing of Members and staff on the dais or with 
the orderly process of the meeting or hear- 
ing. 

AMENDING THE RULES 


Rule 16. These rules may be amended only 
by vote of a majority of all the Members of 
the Committee in a business meeting of the 
Committee: Provided, That no vote may be 
taken on any proposed amendment unless 
such amendment is reproduced in full in the 
Committee agenda for such meeting at least 
three days in advance of such meeting. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO SANDY SHEEHY 


Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to recognize Mrs. Sandy Sheehy 
of Oregon, OH upon her retirement 
from the Rossford Public Library after 
40 years of public service as a chil- 
dren’s librarian. 
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Mrs. Sheehy was raised in Ida, MI 
and received her master’s degree at 
Western Michigan University. Shortly 
after graduating, she began working at 
the Oregon Branch Library, a branch 
location of the Toledo-Lucas County 
Public Library system. Mrs. Sheehy 
worked for the Toledo-Lucas County 
Public Library for her first 10 years of 
service as the children’s librarian and 
then spent the next 30 years as the 
children’s librarian at the Rossford 
Public Library, where she helped plan 
and operate children’s programs. In ad- 
dition, she was responsible for pur- 
chasing children’s books and multi- 
media collections as well as purchasing 
other services for the library. 

Over the years, Mrs. Sheehy discov- 
ered and developed many trends at the 
library that sparked excitement and 
interest in children and their parents. 
Her dedication to her profession is 
shown by the respect she has earned 
from her coworkers and from the 
Rossford community. 


Throughout her career, Sandy 
Sheehy has made many contributions 
through her civic involvement 


throughout the Toledo, OH area. Upon 
her retirement, Mrs. Sheehy plans to 
spend time with her family and friends 
and travel with her husband, Mike 
Sheehy. 

I would like to congratulate Mrs. 
Sandy Sheehy of Oregon, OH on her 40 
years of service to the children of 
Northwest Ohio and recognize her for 
developing a positive atmosphere of 
learning for the many children and 
families she has assisted and inspired 
during her career. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO BISHOP PAUL A. 
BOWERS 


Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to recognize Bishop Paul Alex- 
ander Bowers, who has served as the 
presiding Bishop of Greater Emanuel 
Apostolic Temple since 1957. Bishop 
Bowers celebrated his 55th pastoral an- 
niversary on February 1, 2013, in my 
hometown of Cincinnati, OH. 

Bishop Bowers was born and raised in 
Oxford, PA. After his high school grad- 
uation he moved to Columbus, OH, 
where he attended Aenon Bible College. 
He graduated in 1951 with a bachelor of 
theology and later received a bachelor 
of science from the University of Cin- 
cinnati in 1964. Bowers also taught in 
the Cincinnati public school system for 
5 years and retired in 1968 before dedi- 
cating his life to ministry. 

Bishop Bowers served as chairman of 
the Ohio District Council of the Pente- 
costal Assemblies of the World, Inc., 
PAW, from 1976 to 1992. During his ten- 
ure, he built a 100-bed nursing home, a 
1,200 seat worship center with a fully- 
equipped cafeteria which seats 500 peo- 
ple, and a dormitory that has the ca- 
pacity to house over 100 people at the 
ODC Campground in Zanesville, OH. 
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Bishop Bowers also served as the di- 
ocesan of the Carolina State Council, 
assistant general secretary, general 
secretary, and assistant presiding 
Bishop of PAW. In 1992, he was pro- 
moted to the Office of the Presiding 
Bishop, where he served for 6 years. 
While in this position, Bishop Bowers 
was responsible for leading a $2.2 mil- 
lion project to renovate PAW’s inter- 
national headquarters located in Indi- 
anapolis, IN. 

Today, Bishop Bowers serves as the 
diocesan bishop of the Ohio District 
Council, where he has had the oppor- 
tunity to further develop the camp- 
ground in Zanesville, OH. 

Bishop Bowers has made many con- 
tributions through his civic involve- 
ment throughout the southwestern re- 
gion of Ohio, but I would like to high- 
light his outreach in prison ministries 
and his recent partnership with reentry 
organizations in Cincinnati, OH. 

In August 2011, Bishop Bowers gra- 
ciously opened the doors of Greater 
Emanuel Apostolic Temple to host my 
first reentry summit, following my 
election to the U.S. Senate. While 
there, I was greeted by many kind 
faces and witnessed people come in 
from off the street to take a moment 
to pray in the beautiful sanctuary. 

Over the years, I have spoken many 
times about the importance of reducing 
recidivism in our communities and the 
need for faith-based leaders to continue 
their engagement with those reen- 
tering society from jails and prisons. I 
first got involved with prisoner reentry 
issues through my work on drug pre- 
vention and treatment more than 10 
years ago, when I came to understand 
the close connection between substance 
abuse and recidivism, considering three 
quarters of those returning from prison 
have a history of substance abuse. 

Faith-based groups are the first line 
of defense, as well as service, to vulner- 
able and high-risk populations. Faith 
leaders can use their influence as an 
opportunity to direct those in need to 
proper programming, and I commend 
the Greater Emanuel congregation for 
playing an active role in the commu- 
nity and continuing their work to re- 
duce recidivism and change the lives of 
those in need. Houses of worship serve 
as beacons of hope to guide the lost and 
help restore their lives, which is why I 
believe the ecumenical community can 
play an important role as a partner in 
recidivism reduction. 

Mr. President, I would like to con- 
gratulate Bishop Bowers on his 55th an- 
niversary of pastoral service and recog- 
nize him for his continued work on re- 
cidivism reduction. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


ALASKA MARINE HIGHWAY 
SYSTEM 


e Mr. BEGICH. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor the 50th anniversary of 
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the Alaska Marine Highway System. 
Alaskans celebrate this critical and 
necessary water transportation system 
which links rural and urban hub com- 
munities along the coast of our vast 
State. Unlike the lower 48, many of our 
communities are not accessible by 
road, so in many areas the primary 
means of travel is by air or sea. There- 
fore, the Alaska Marine Highway 
makes up a large part of our highway 
system and is a route so special it has 
been designated a National Scenic 
Byway and an All American Road, the 
only marine route in the United States 
with this designation. 

My family and I share special memo- 
ries of taking the ferries to many com- 
munities throughout Alaska. The Ma- 
rine Highway was even part of our trip 
here to Washington for my first year in 
the Senate. A ferry ride brings Alas- 
kans together while on their way to 
visit family, play in basketball tour- 
naments, or bring new cars and boats 
home from the lower 48. 

Although the 50-year anniversary 
commemorates the formal establish- 
ment of the Alaska Division of Marine 
Transportation in 1963, the Alaska Ma- 
rine Highway System was begun in 
1948, initiated by three men with a 
dream to provide dependable marine 
transportation among Alaska’s coastal 
communities. Haines resident Steve 
Homer joined forces with brothers Ray 
and Gustav Gelotte to purchase the M/ 
V Chilkoot and set up Chilkoot 
Motorship Lines. The vessel, formerly 
a U.S. Navy landing craft, required 
work to remove its military features 
and ensure it could pass U.S. Coast 
Guard inspection, but within a few 
months of its purchase, it was deemed 
ready for service as a civilian pas- 
senger vessel. The M/V Chilkoot could 
carry a maximum of only 14 cars and 
by all accounts had ‘‘poor accommoda- 
tions?” due to retaining many of its 
original Navy features. No matter the 
M/V Chilkoot ferried its first two cars 
from Haines to Juneau in August of 
1948. 

As fate would have it, one of those 
cars belonged to Ernest Gruening, then 
the Territorial Governor of Alaska. 
Governor Gruening became an ardent 
supporter of the new transportation 
system and with two other commis- 
sioners from the Board of Roads au- 
thorized the construction of ferry 
ramps in Juneau, Haines, and 
Skagway. Thus, service to these three 
small southeast communities was born. 

In 1988 Steve Homer wrote a letter 
about his experience starting the Alas- 
ka Marine Highway System. In that 
letter he wrote that his initial idea of 
bringing a landing craft to Southeast 
Alaska was spawned in 1944 when he 
commanded such a craft in World War 
II. He said he signed partnership papers 
to form Chilkoot Motorship Lines in 
1949 and that the total required equity 
capital was $9,177 in 1948 dollars. A few 
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years later the business ran into finan- 
cial difficulties, and the Alaska Terri- 
torial Government offered to purchase 
it. Ownership transferred to the terri- 
tory in 1951. 

By 1957 the M/V Chilkoot was too 
small to meet demand and was re- 
placed by the M/V Chilkat. The M/V 
Chilkat could carry 59 passengers and 
15 vehicles. It began daily service be- 
tween Juneau, Haines, and Skagway in 
April of that year. 

Two years later, on January 3, 1959, 
Alaska became the 49th State and the 
M/V Chilkat became the first State- 
owned ferry. That same year, the First 
Alaska Legislature approved the Alas- 
ka Ferry Transportation Act, and vot- 
ers approved bond issues totaling $18 
million to expand the ferry fleet. These 
bonds enabled the State to commission 
four new vessels and build docks 
throughout southeast Alaska and the 
Kenai Peninsula. In 1963, with the es- 
tablishment of the Division of Marine 


Transportation, the Alaska Marine 
Highway System was officially 
launched. 


Over the past 50 years the Alaska 
Marine Highway has grown to include 
11 vessels which serve 35 communities. 
From the southern terminus in Bel- 
lingham, WA, the system stretches 
more than 3,500 miles to Dutch Harbor, 
AK. It makes port calls in Prince 
Rupert, BC, and throughout Alaska’s 
Inside Passage. It travels across the 
Gulf of Alaska to Prince William 
Sound and along the Aleutian Chain, 
all to carry the Nation’s commerce to 
distant destinations and Alaska’s pas- 
sengers to home ports. Through this 
scenic highway, Alaskans share their 
incredible natural beauty with visitors 
from around the world and connect 
with each other through a transpor- 
tation system which has served safely 
and reliably for 50 years. 

Thank you for allowing me to cele- 
brate this milestone 50th anniversary 
of the unique Alaska treasure known 
as the Alaska Marine Highway Sys- 
tem.e 


EE 


OBSERVING ELIZABETH 
PERATROVICH DAY 


e Mr. BEGICH. Mr. President, every 
year on February 16, Alaskans take 
time to remember and celebrate Eliza- 
beth Peratrovich, a Tlingit woman who 
demonstrated courage in her convic- 
tions—a courage which changed the 
course of civil rights treatment for 
Alaska Natives. 

Almost 25 years ago, the Alaska 
State Legislature designated this date 
as Elizabeth Peratrovich Day to com- 
memorate the signing of the Alaska 
Anti-Discrimination Act of 1945 and to 
honor Ms. Peratrovich. 

Elizabeth Wanamaker was born on 
July 4, 1911. Her family traveled exten- 
sively on missionary trips throughout 
southeast Alaska, providing Elizabeth 
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with broad educational experiences and 
connecting her with people throughout 
the region—an extraordinary oppor- 
tunity for a Native girl of that era. 

After leaving the State to attend 
Western College in Bellingham, WA, 
she returned to Alaska with her new 
husband, Roy Peratrovich, who was 
half Tlingit, to work in the canneries 
in Klawock. Both were educated and 
interested in Native issues, and Roy 
joined the Alaska Native Brotherhood, 
ANB, and Elizabeth joined the Alaska 
Native Sisterhood, ANS. Both ANB and 
ANS were working to gain land claims 
and civil rights for Alaska’s Native 
people. Their interests turned to activ- 
ism, and Elizabeth and Roy began to 
get more involved in their community. 
Roy was elected as mayor of Klawock. 

Eventually, the couple decided to 
move to Alaska’s territorial capital, 
Juneau, in search of more opportuni- 
ties and a better education for their 
children. Their dreams quickly dis- 
solved when they discovered Natives 
were not welcome in many places in 
Juneau. There were signs reading ‘‘No 
dogs, No Natives or Filipinos” and oth- 
ers that simply said ‘‘No Natives Al- 
lowed.” They found separate drinking 
fountains and separate entryways in 
public buildings for non-Whites. They 
learned they could only purchase prop- 
erty in Native neighborhoods, could 
only be seated in a segregated portion 
of the local theater, and could only 
send their children to missionary 
schools—not the public schools for 
which they paid a school tax. 

In 1941, Elizabeth and Roy wrote a 
joint letter to Territorial Governor Er- 
nest Gruening about their concerns. 
Many legislators were entrenched with 
the idea that Alaska Natives were sec- 
ond class citizens and despite the fact 
they paid taxes and bore arms in de- 
fense of the Nation, they were not en- 
dowed with the same rights as others. 

However, 1945 brought some hope. 
Antidiscrimination legislation had 
passed the Alaska State House but was 
stalled in the Senate. One senator 
made a speech stating that Natives had 
only recently emerged from savagery 
and they were not fit for society. He 
argued they had not had the experience 
of 5,000 years of civilization. 

With great courage and composure, 
Elizabeth Peratrovich stood during 
public testimony and confronted the 
senator who had just belittled her and 
her people. Not only was she a Native 
addressing the mostly White senate, 
she was also the first woman ever to 
address the body. 

Elizabeth Peratrovich opened her tes- 
timony with, “I would not have ex- 
pected that I, who am barely out of 
savagery, would have to remind gentle- 
men with five thousand years of re- 
corded civilization behind them of our 
Bill of Rights.” 

The senate gallery and floor exploded 
in applause. The opposition that had 
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been so absolute and emphatic shrank 
to a mere whisper. 

On February 8, 1945, a bill to end dis- 
crimination in Alaska passed the sen- 
ate by a vote of 11 to 5. The bill was 
signed into law on February 16—the 
day we celebrate Elizabeth Peratrovich 
Day. 

Elizabeth Peratrovich was instru- 
mental in making Alaska the first or- 
ganized government under the U.S. flag 
to condemn discrimination. Today in 
Alaska, we celebrate Elizabeth 
Peratrovich Day and affirm our beliefs 
in equality. 

Thank you for allowing me to em- 
brace the memory of one woman who 
fought for equality for all, Alaskan 
Elizabeth Peratrovich.e 


a 


REMEMBERING KEVIN TONN 


e Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I ask my 
colleagues to join me in honoring the 
life of Kevin Tonn, a loving son, de- 
voted friend, and respected law en- 
forcement official. Officer Tonn lost 
his life serving the Galt Police Depart- 
ment on January 15, 2013. He was 35 
years old. 

Kevin Tonn was raised in the Sac- 
ramento region. He graduated from 
Roseville High School and the Rose- 
ville Police Explorers program before 
serving in the U.S. Army as a military 
police officer at Fort Drum and later as 
a firefighter in New York. In January 
2009, he returned home to California 
and graduated from the Sacramento 
County Sheriff’s Academy. 

For the past 3% years, Officer Kevin 
Tonn was a member of the Galt Police 
Department, where he was known for 
his hard work, sense of humor, and 
dedication to the community and its 
people. In his short time with the de- 
partment, he was promoted to the K-9 
unit, where he proudly served with his 
devoted German Shepherd partner, 
Yaro. 

Officer Kevin Tonn, like all those 
who serve in law enforcement, put his 
life on the line to protect and serve his 
community. His commitment to public 
safety and to the citizens he served will 
never be forgotten. 

On behalf of the people of California, 
whom he served so well, I send my 
gratitude and deep sympathy to his 
friends and family, including his be- 
loved parents Will and Mary Ann Tonn. 
We are forever indebted to Officer Tonn 
for his courage, service, and sacrifice.e 


EE 


HONORING GORDON H. MANSFIELD 


e Mr. BURR. Mr. President, on behalf 
of Senator SANDERS and myself, as the 
ranking member and chairman of the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, I wish 
to pay tribute to Gordon H. Mansfield, 
a great American hero, a distinguished 
public servant, and a boundless advo- 
cate and friend of veterans, who died 
on January 29, 2013, concluding a life of 
exceptional service to America. 
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On February 4, 1968, Gordon, then a 
young Army captain, was leading 
troops in battle in Quang Tri province, 
Vietnam, during the Tet Offensive 
when he was shot twice in the spine by 
the enemy. 

Without the use of his legs, he made 
sure all his men were safe and all other 
wounded troops were evacuated before 
he allowed himself to be medevac’d. 
Gordon received the Distinguished 
Service Cross for his actions on that 
day—a day that marked a new begin- 
ning, not an end, to his service to our 
Nation. 

The wounds Gordon suffered required 
him to use a wheelchair for mobility 
for the remainder of his life, but after 
5 years of rehabilitation and thanks to 
his amazing determination, he grad- 
uated from law school and started a 
new chapter in his life. 

In 1981, he joined the staff of the Par- 
alyzed Veterans of America, and he 
later became its executive director. His 
passion for public service led him to 
become the Assistant Secretary for 
Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity at 
the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. And in 2001, he joined the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, VA, 
first as Assistant Secretary for Con- 
gressional and Legislative Affairs, then 
as Deputy Secretary, and briefly, in 
2007, as Acting Secretary. 

At VA, Gordon brought his unique 
perspective on the needs of paralyzed 
veterans to the day-to-day manage- 
ment of the Department. He spoke out 
regularly on the need to improve ac- 
cess for paralyzed veterans to VA serv- 
ices; to ensure that disabled veterans 
were properly compensated for their 
services; and to provide opportunity for 
every paralyzed veteran to live a full, 
barrier-free, and productive life. 

In 2009, Gordon retired from VA, but 
he did not conclude his service to vet- 
erans and their families. He became a 
member of the board of directors of the 
Wounded Warrior Project, serving a 
new generation of veterans from Iraq 
and Afghanistan. He also joined the 
board of directors of the Disabled Vet- 
erans’ Life Memorial Foundation. 

Gordon’s lifetime contributions to 
our country and its citizens were well 
recognized. In addition to the Distin- 
guished Service Cross, his military 
decorations included the Bronze Star, 
two Purple Hearts, the Combat Infan- 
try Badge, and the Presidential Unit 
Citation. He was inducted into the 
Army Ranger Hall of Fame in 2007 and 
the U.S. Army Officer Candidate 
School Hall of Fame in 1997. 

He received the Department of De- 
fense Medal for Distinguished Public 
Service, the Presidential Distinguished 
Service Award, the Robert Dole Service 
to Our Nation Award, the Disabled 
American Veterans Outstanding Dis- 
abled Veteran of the Year Award, and 
the Paralyzed Veterans of America 
Outstanding Service to Veterans 
Award. 
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We offer his wife Linda; his children, 
Gordon and Leon; and his entire family 
our deepest condolences. They, and all 
Americans, have lost a remarkable 
leader, a courageous hero, and a role 
model to all individuals with disabil- 
ities. He will be sorely missed.@ 


ES 


VERMONT ESSAY WINNERS 


e Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 
to have printed in the RECORD winning 
essays written by Vermont High 
School students as part of the Third 
Annual ‘‘What is the State of the 
Union?” Essay contest conducted by 
my office. 
The essays follow. 


CAROLINE BRAUN, CHAMPLAIN VALLEY UNION 
HIGH SCHOOL (WINNER) 


There is no simple cure for the abundant 
issues plaguing our nation. Not only are we 
recovering from a recession, but we also are 
confronting challenges related to climate 
change, healthcare, and education. While our 
efforts to address these issues are noble, our 
failure to solve them reflects a more con- 
cerning societal problem. 

On December 14, 2012, twenty children and 
six faculty members were fatally shot in 
Sandy Hook Elementary School in Newtown, 
Connecticut. Not only did this devastating 
tragedy leave close friends, family, and the 
local community in shock, but also the na- 
tion. Though it is remarkable that our coun- 
try embraced the friends and families of 
those killed, we only seem to value such a 
strong sense of community after a crisis. The 
dramatic increase in violence in the past 
decade raises new questions about our cur- 
rent societal values and priorities: have we 
forgotten what’s truly important in this new 
age? While we enjoy the many luxuries that 
accompany technology and contemporary 
life, has the lure of modern convenience 
eclipsed our fundamental human need to 
take care of and support each other, our fam- 
ilies, and our communities? 

Perhaps it is time we recalibrate who we 
are and who we want to be as a country so 
that the fundamental values on which our 
country was founded can once again flourish. 
How can one pursue happiness without ac- 
cess to basic healthcare, food, or the ability 
to spend time with the ones we love? Cer- 
tainly when our forefathers declared our 
right to bear arms, their intent was not for 
corporations and special interest groups to 
profit from its citizens being armed with as- 
sault weapons intended for war. Instead of 
unbridled greed and big business dominating 
our economy, it is imperative we support 
small businesses so they can thrive once 
again. Environmentally, we have yet to re- 
place our dependence on oil with renewable 
energy resources and reduce our effects on 
climate change. And while we all agree edu- 
cating our children is a requisite investment 
in our future, teachers continue to earn, on 
average, 12 percent less than other workers 
with similar education and work experience. 

As a world leader and role model for de- 
mocracy and peace, we need initiatives that 
not only connect people and communities, 
but also ones that will act as catalysts for 
change. Increasing awareness of issues re- 
lated to social justice will spark larger 
movements for societal change; whether it is 
reducing community violence, practicing 
business ethics, implementing renewable en- 
ergy sources, advocating for mental health 
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care, or investing in our teachers and 
schools. Instead of businesses and special in- 
terest groups being the sole influence on 
policies and the direction of our country, 
now is the time, once again, for all citizens 
to be heard, cared for, and respected. Al- 
though as a nation we have made and con- 
tinue to make advances that were inconceiv- 
able just a century ago, our penchant for the 
new shouldn’t trump our commitment to 
older values and fundamental human rights. 


EMILY ELLSWORTH, COLCHESTER HIGH SCHOOL 
(2ND PLACE) 


Social mobility is essential to the develop- 
ment of the American character. The ability 
to overcome class distinctions and succeed 
economically through hard work equates to 
opportunity. Yet current U.S. taxation poli- 
cies are harming the middle-class and wid- 
ening the gaps of income inequality, thus 
narrowing the window of opportunity for 
Americans. Federally enforced legislation 
such as the Bush Tax Cuts and the income 
tax on capital gains provide a dispropor- 
tionate amount of benefits to the wealthiest 
Americans. This leaves a majority of citizens 
possessing less means to increase their in- 
come, obtain education for higher paying oc- 
cupations and provisions for the next genera- 
tion. 

It is necessary to consider the purchasing 
function and the insurance function of 
wealth. The quality of a child’s education 
and neighborhood is dependent upon the vol- 
ume of wealth the parent has access to. Chil- 
dren also receive a very different set of 
choices and opportunities upon entering the 
adult world depending on their family’s eco- 
nomic status. To combat the further det- 
riment to future generations, taxes must be 
raised in areas which will inflict minimal 
harm, and produce the most beneficial re- 
sults. America is experiencing the largest 
disproportion of wealth since 1928, and cur- 
rent taxation policy not only aids in wid- 
ening the income gap, but harms the accu- 
mulation of government tax revenue. 

The sale of stocks and bonds are called 
“capital gains.” Until the 1990’s, the capital 
gains tax was at 28%. Today its current level 
is 15% which enables less revenue gained 
from any individuals whose main source of 
income comes from stocks and bonds, such 
as wealthy businessmen. In 2006, for in- 
stance, Warren Buffett paid 17.7 percent in 
taxes on the $46 million he booked that year, 
while his secretary paid 30 percent of her 
$60,000 salary to the government. Simple 
practices such as restoring tax rates to past 
levels are essential to the aid of our coun- 
try’s recovery and to improve the state of 
the Union. 


GENA CHIOLA, MOUNT ABRAHAM UNION HIGH 
SCHOOL (3RD PLACE) 


Today, we face problems concerning the 
environment, war and conflict, as well as 
lack of resources. In these times, more than 
ever before, the solution to these problems 
lies in global communication. If we put our 
heads together, and help each other, we can 
create a plan to reduce climate change. If we 
increase our efforts to work out conflicts be- 
tween countries, through effective commu- 
nication, less people will lose their lives 
through unnecessary wars. Sharing of re- 
sources can occur when we effectively com- 
municate between countries, which will re- 
duce poverty worldwide. All it takes is effec- 
tive global communication to resolve global 
issues. 

One major global problem is conflict be- 
tween nations. There will always be conflicts 
between people, it is part of being human, 
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but how we deal with these conflicts is what 
makes the difference. Today, approximately 
60 countries are involved in a war. Millions 
of people die each year from these conflicts. 
This fighting and killing is indeed a form of 
communication, but it is not effective in 
solving world problems. We accomplish noth- 
ing by killing people. We need to stop think- 
ing of ourselves as being separated by na- 
tional boundaries and focus on how to break 
down these walls. By communicating and 
working towards the same common goal, we 
will improve the planet. If we think globally, 
we will have more of a chance of commu- 
nicating globally, and resolving conflicts 
through peaceful means, rather than war. 

Enter Climate Change conundrum. Climate 
Change is the increased temperature of the 
atmosphere due to human carbon emissions. 
Our use of gasoline to run cars, and oil to 
heat our homes contributes to the heating of 
the climate. We are slowly destroying our 
environment, and creating an increasingly 
dangerous habitat for all living thing. It is 
no question that this is a dangerous issue 
that needs addressing. And in order to ad- 
dress it, we must work together. Bill 
Mckibben, of Vermont, helps us do this. He 
organized 350.org, which is a global campaign 
to solve climate change. The mission of 
350.org is ‘‘building a global grassroots move- 
ment to solve the climate crisis.” He orga- 
nizes global rallies and projects to bring the 
world together in the face of this crisis. He 
helps us communicate as a world to get the 
job done, since it can be done no other way. 

Earth’s lack of resources needs to be ad- 
dressed and solved through global commu- 
nication. 25,000 people die from hunger every 
day. Other poverty induced diseases, like 
AIDs, cause millions of deaths worldwide. 
However, by globally communicating, we can 
reduce poverty. Global communication can 
help us redistribute the resources. Some 
places are brimming over with resources, 
such as fresh food, water, and technology 
while others suffer. The U.S.A. has an abun- 
dance of resources. If we use global commu- 
nication to be at peace with one another, we 
can share what we have, so that less people 
suffer. If the United States were to share re- 
sources with poverty stricken countries of 
Africa, people in Africa would have happier 
lives, while people in the United States 
would still have enough to live comfortably. 
This can all be achieved through effective 
global communication. 

Global communication is the answer. If we 
all put our hearts and heads together, and 
forget our differences, we can change the 
world for the better, which is always the ul- 
timate goal. Whether it’s to prevent wars, 
bring the temperature of the atmosphere 
down, or to redistribute resources, it’s 
undebatable that communication is what we 
need. Let us come together, and work to- 
gether and never forget the importance of 
global communication. 
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TRIBUTE TO JIM WILLIS 


e Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, on 
March 1, 2013, one of Oregon’s most 
dedicated leaders will retire. I want to 
take a few minutes to pay tribute to a 
public servant and one of Oregon’s fore- 
most advocates for veterans, Jim Wil- 
lis. 

Jim has worked selflessly to better 
the State and the nation. For 48 years, 
he has been helping others, from his 
two enlistments in the U.S. Air Force, 
including a tour of wartime service in 
South Vietnam, to a career with the 
Oregon State Police, to his time with 
the American Legion, and finally his 
leadership at the Oregon Department 
of Veterans Affairs, ODVA. 

After his service in Vietnam, Jim 
knew what it felt like to return home 
to a country where veterans were not 
always welcomed and at times forgot- 
ten. He understood the words of George 
Washington when he said, ‘‘The will- 
ingness with which our young people 
are likely to serve in any war, no mat- 
ter how justified, is directly propor- 
tional to how they perceive the vet- 
erans of earlier wars were treated and 
appreciated by their nation.”’ 

This is why Jim championed funding 
for the Oregon Veterans’ Home, pressed 
for veteran health care funding under 
the Federal VA system, increased fi- 
nancing limits on veterans’ home 
loans, supported the construction of 
the Oregon Medal of Honor Memorial 
and Afghan-Iraqi Freedom Memorial, 
and initiated the construction of a sec- 
ond veterans home in Lebanon, Oregon. 

I cannot say enough about the distin- 
guished efforts Jim has made over the 
last 23 years at ODVA on behalf of 
servicemembers and their families. 
With his direction, our heroes knew 
there were trained service officers in 
their county ready to assist them with 
benefits, home loans, and countless 
other issues. The trained professionals 
and the team he built at ODVA were 
always willing to help a veteran in a 
time of need. As President of the Na- 
tional Association of State Directors of 
Veterans Affairs, Jim coordinated 
these efforts nationally to assure vet- 
erans received what they worked so 
hard for. 

I am grateful to have had Jim as a 
partner in several endeavors at the 
Federal level, including the effort to 
put a halt to pension poachers who 
were stealing money and benefits from 
veterans under the guise of veterans’ 
assistance. 

Even in retirement, Jim will con- 
tinue to find ways to give back to the 
community. He will continue to serve 
on the American Legion National Cem- 
etery Committee, on the Veteran of 
Foreign Wars National Resolutions 
Committee, and as Vice President of 
the Oregon World War II Memorial 
Foundation. 

I could not be prouder of Jim and his 
life’s work. He embodies the best of Or- 
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egon and the best of a grateful nation. 
As our servicemembers continue to 
come home and reintegrate into soci- 
ety, I am confident the benefits and 
services they have earned will be avail- 
able to them because of Jim and people 
like him. His dedication to veterans 
will continue to have a lasting impact 
on ODVA for years to come. 

Mr. President, I know Senator 
MERKLEY will be speaking after me to 
express his gratitude for Jim’s many 
years of hard work. I’m proud to join 
my fellow Oregonians in recognizing 
the great service of Jim Willis and 
wishing him the best as he begins this 
new chapter in his life.e 
e Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to echo what my colleague Sen- 
ator WYDEN said in recognition of Jim 
Willis, a native Oregonian and one of 
Oregon’s greatest champions for vet- 
erans and their families. 

As an airman during the Vietnam 
War, and as an officer for the Oregon 
State Police, Jim has dedicated his life 
to serving and protecting the citizens 
of the United States and the State of 
Oregon. 

Jim saw his work as fulfilling a sa- 
cred obligation: we all have the respon- 
sibility to honor and care for our vet- 
erans. For the past decade, under Jim’s 
leadership, the Oregon Department of 
Veterans’ Affairs, ODVA, has stayed 
true to its mission and recognized and 
honored Oregon’s veterans and their 
families by providing the highest qual- 
ity programs, services and benefits. 

Jim’s dedication to providing quality 
programs and resources to all veterans 
and their families has lead ODVA—a 
relatively small agency—to accomplish 
a lot during his service. His decision to 
retire comes on the heels of some 
major accomplishments over the last 
few years, including beginning con- 
struction of a new veterans’ home and 
the completion of a community center, 
both to serve Oregon’s elderly vet- 
erans. Jim’s legacy will be the impact 
that these projects will have on the 
lives of Oregon’s veterans and their 
families. 

With his service to the American Le- 
gion National Cemetery Committee 
and Veterans of Foreign Wars, and his 
current tenure as President of the Na- 
tional Association of State Directors of 
Veterans Affairs, Jim works from a na- 
tional platform to promote and advo- 
cate for veterans benefits. For Jim, 
every day is Veterans Day. 

It has been a pleasure to work with 
Jim, both as a member of the Oregon 
State Legislature and as a U.S. Sen- 
ator. 

Jim will be retiring to his home in 
Albany, where he will spend time with 
his family. He plans to ‘‘continue to be 
concerned for my fellow veterans as 
long as I am able to assist in serving 
them in the future,” and in that regard 
will continue to be active in the Amer- 
ican Legion, the Veterans of Foreign 


February 12, 2013 


Wars and with the committee over- 
seeing Oregon’s World War II Memo- 
rial, currently under construction on 
the grounds of the Oregon Capitol. 

Oregon is proud of and grateful for 
all of the hard work and leadership dis- 
played by Jim Willis over his long and 
decorated career. I am especially proud 
of his many achievements and I thank 
him for his many years of outstanding 
public service. We wish him a happy 
and healthy retirement, and thank him 
for his continued dedication to Or- 
egon’s veterans.e 


Ee 


REPORT ON THE STATE OF THE 
UNION DELIVERED TO A JOINT 
SESSION OF CONGRESS ON FEB- 
RUARY 12, 20183—PM 2 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be- 
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States which was ordered to lie on the 
table: 


To The Congress of the United States: 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Vice President, 
Members of Congress, fellow citizens: 

Fifty-one years ago, John F. Kennedy 
declared to this Chamber that ‘‘the 
Constitution makes us not rivals for 
power but partners for progress. . . It 
is my task,” he said, ‘‘to report the 
State of the Union—to improve it is 
the task of us all.” 

Tonight, thanks to the grit and de- 
termination of the American people, 
there is much progress to report. After 
a decade of grinding war, our brave 
men and women in uniform are coming 
home. After years of grueling reces- 
sion, our businesses have created over 
six million new jobs. We buy more 
American cars than we have in five 
years, and less foreign oil than we have 
in twenty. Our housing market is heal- 
ing, our stock market is rebounding, 
and consumers, patients, and home- 
owners enjoy stronger protections than 
ever before. 

Together, we have cleared away the 
rubble of crisis, and can say with re- 
newed confidence that the State of our 
Union is stronger. 

But we gather here knowing that 
there are millions of Americans whose 
hard work and dedication have not yet 
been rewarded. Our economy is adding 
jobs—but too many people still can’t 
find full-time employment. Corporate 
profits have rocketed to all-time 
highs—but for more than a decade, 
wages and incomes have barely budged. 

It is our generation’s task, then, to 
reignite the true engine of America’s 
economic growth—a rising, thriving 
middle class. 

It is our unfinished task to restore 
the basic bargain that built this coun- 
try—the idea that if you work hard and 
meet your responsibilities, you can get 
ahead, no matter where you come 
from, what you look like, or who you 
love. 
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It is our unfinished task to make 
sure that this Government works on 
behalf of the many, and not just the 
few; that it encourages free enterprise, 
rewards individual initiative, and 
opens the doors of opportunity to every 
child across this great Nation. 

The American people don’t expect 
Government to solve every problem. 
They don’t expect those of us in this 
chamber to agree on every issue. But 
they do expect us to put the Nation’s 
interests before party. They do expect 
us to forge reasonable compromise 
where we can. For they know that 
America moves forward only when we 
do so together; and that the responsi- 
bility of improving this Union remains 
the task of us all. 

Our work must begin by making 
some basic decisions about our budg- 
et—decisions that will have a huge im- 
pact on the strength of our recovery. 

Over the last few years, both parties 
have worked together to reduce the 
deficit by more than $2.5 trillion— 
mostly through spending cuts, but also 
by raising tax rates on the wealthiest 1 
percent of Americans. As a result, we 
are more than halfway towards the 
goal of $4 trillion in deficit reduction 
that economists say we need to sta- 
bilize our finances. 

Now we need to finish the job. And 
the question is, how? 

In 2011, Congress passed a law saying 
that if both parties couldn’t agree on a 
plan to reach our deficit goal, about a 
trillion dollars’ worth of budget cuts 
would automatically go into effect this 
year. These sudden, harsh, arbitrary 
cuts would jeopardize our military 
readiness. They’d devastate priorities 
like education, energy, and medical re- 
search. They would certainly slow our 
recovery, and cost us hundreds of thou- 
sands of jobs. That’s why Democrats, 
Republicans, business leaders, and 
economists have already said that 
these cuts, known here in Washington 
as ‘‘the sequester,” are a really bad 
idea. 

Now, some in this Congress have pro- 
posed preventing only the defense cuts 
by making even bigger cuts to things 
like education and job training; Medi- 
care and Social Security benefits. 

That idea is even worse. Yes, the big- 
gest driver of our long-term debt is the 
rising cost of health care for an aging 
population. And those of us who care 
deeply about programs like Medicare 
must embrace the need for modest re- 
forms—otherwise, our retirement pro- 
grams will crowd out the investments 
we need for our children, and jeop- 
ardize the promise of a secure retire- 
ment for future generations. 

But we can’t ask senior citizens and 
working families to shoulder the entire 
burden of deficit reduction while ask- 
ing nothing more from the wealthiest 
and most powerful. We won’t grow the 
middle class simply by shifting the 
cost of health care or college onto fam- 
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ilies that are already struggling, or by 
forcing communities to lay off more 
teachers, cops, and firefighters. Most 
Americans—Democrats, Republicans, 
and Independents—understand that we 
can’t just cut our way to prosperity. 
They know that broad-based economic 
growth requires a balanced approach to 
deficit reduction, with spending cuts 
and revenue, and with everybody doing 
their fair share. And that’s the ap- 
proach I offer tonight. 

On Medicare, I’m prepared to enact 
reforms that will achieve the same 
amount of health care savings by the 
beginning of the next decade as the re- 
forms proposed by the bipartisan Simp- 
son-Bowles commission. Already, the 
Affordable Care Act is helping to slow 
the growth of health care costs. The re- 
forms I’m proposing go even further. 
We’ll reduce taxpayer subsidies to pre- 
scription drug companies and ask more 
from the wealthiest seniors. We’ll bring 
down costs by changing the way our 
Government pays for Medicare, because 
our medical bills shouldn’t be based on 
the number of tests ordered or days 
spent in the hospital—they should be 
based on the quality of care that our 
seniors receive. And I am open to addi- 
tional reforms from both parties, so 
long as they don’t violate the guar- 
antee of a secure retirement. Our Gov- 
ernment shouldn’t make promises we 
can’t keep—but we must keep the 
promises we’ve already made. 

To hit the rest of our deficit reduc- 
tion target, we should do what leaders 
in both parties have already suggested, 
and save hundreds of billions of dollars 
by getting rid of tax loopholes and de- 
ductions for the well-off and well-con- 
nected. After all, why would we choose 
to make deeper cuts to education and 
Medicare just to protect special inter- 
est tax breaks? How is that fair? How 
does that promote growth? 

Now is our best chance for bipar- 
tisan, comprehensive tax reform that 
encourages job creation and helps bring 
down the deficit. The American people 
deserve a tax code that helps small 
businesses spend less time filling out 
complicated forms, and more time ex- 
panding and hiring; a tax code that en- 
sures billionaires with high-powered 
accountants can’t pay a lower rate 
than their hard-working secretaries; a 
tax code that lowers incentives to 
move jobs overseas, and lowers tax 
rates for businesses and manufacturers 
that create jobs right here in America. 
That’s what tax reform can deliver. 
That’s what we can do together. 

I realize that tax reform and entitle- 
ment reform won’t be easy. The poli- 
tics will be hard for both sides. None of 
us will get 100 percent of what we want. 
But the alternative will cost us jobs, 
hurt our economy, and visit hardship 
on millions of hardworking Americans. 
So let’s set party interests aside, and 
work to pass a budget that replaces 
reckless cuts with smart savings and 
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wise investments in our future. And 
let’s do it without the brinksmanship 
that stresses consumers and scares off 
investors. The greatest Nation on 
Earth cannot keep conducting its busi- 
ness by drifting from one manufactured 
crisis to the next. Let’s agree, right 
here, right now, to keep the people’s 
Government open, pay our bills on 
time, and always uphold the full faith 
and credit of the United States of 
America. The American people have 
worked too hard, for too long, rebuild- 
ing from one crisis to see their elected 
officials cause another. 

Now, most of us agree that a plan to 
reduce the deficit must be part of our 
agenda. But let’s be clear: deficit re- 
duction alone is not an economic plan. 
A growing economy that creates good, 
middle-class jobs—that must be the 
North Star that guides our efforts. 
Every day, we should ask ourselves 
three questions as a Nation: How do we 
attract more jobs to our shores? How 
do we equip our people with the skills 
needed to do those jobs? And how do we 
make sure that hard work leads to a 
decent living? 

A year and a half ago, I put forward 
an American Jobs Act that inde- 
pendent economists said would create 
more than one million new jobs. I 
thank the last Congress for passing 
some of that agenda, and I urge this 
Congress to pass the rest. Tonight, I’ll 
lay out additional proposals that are 
fully paid for and fully consistent with 
the budget framework both parties 
agreed to just 18 months ago. Let me 
repeat—nothing I’m proposing tonight 
should increase our deficit by a single 
dime. It’s not a bigger Government we 
need, but a smarter Government that 
sets priorities and invests in broad- 
based growth. 

Our first priority is making America 
a magnet for new jobs and manufac- 
turing. 

After shedding jobs for more than 10 
years, our manufacturers have added 
about 500,000 jobs over the past three. 
Caterpillar is bringing jobs back from 
Japan. Ford is bringing jobs back from 
Mexico. After locating plants in other 
countries like China, Intel is opening 
its most advanced plant right here at 
home. And this year, Apple will start 
making Macs in America again. 

There are things we can do, right 
now, to accelerate this trend. Last 
year, we created our first manufac- 
turing innovation institute in Youngs- 
town, Ohio. A once-shuttered ware- 
house is now a state-of-the art lab 
where new workers are mastering the 
3D printing that has the potential to 
revolutionize the way we make almost 
everything. There’s no reason this 
can’t happen in other towns. So to- 
night, Pm announcing the launch of 
three more of these manufacturing 
hubs, where businesses will partner 
with the Departments of Defense and 
Energy to turn regions left behind by 
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globalization into global centers of 
high-tech jobs. And I ask this Congress 
to help create a network of fifteen of 
these hubs and guarantee that the next 
revolution in manufacturing is Made in 
America. 

If we want to make the best prod- 
ucts, we also have to invest in the best 
ideas. Every dollar we invested to map 
the human genome returned $140 to our 
economy. Today, our scientists are 
mapping the human brain to unlock 
the answers to Alzheimer’s; developing 
drugs to regenerate damaged organs; 
devising new material to make bat- 
teries ten times more powerful. Now is 
not the time to gut these job-creating 
investments in science and innovation. 
Now is the time to reach a level of re- 
search and development not seen since 
the height of the Space Race. And 
today, no area holds more promise 
than our investments in American en- 
ergy. 

After years of talking about it, we 
are finally poised to control our own 
energy future. We produce more oil at 
home than we have in 15 years. We 
have doubled the distance our cars will 
go on a gallon of gas, and the amount 
of renewable energy we generate from 
sources like wind and solar—with tens 
of thousands of good, American jobs to 
show for it. We produce more natural 
gas than ever before—and nearly every- 
one’s energy bill is lower because of it. 
And over the last four years, our emis- 
sions of the dangerous carbon pollution 
that threatens our planet have actu- 
ally fallen. 

But for the sake of our children and 
our future, we must do more to combat 
climate change. Yes, it’s true that no 
single event makes a trend. But the 
fact is, the 12 hottest years on record 
have all come in the last 15. Heat 
waves, droughts, wildfires, and floods— 
all are now more frequent and intense. 
We can choose to believe that 
Superstorm Sandy, and the most se- 
vere drought in decades, and the worst 
wildfires some states have ever seen 
were all just a freak coincidence. Or we 
can choose to believe in the over- 
whelming judgment of science—and act 
before it’s too late. 

The good news is, we can make mean- 
ingful progress on this issue while driv- 
ing strong economic growth. I urge this 
Congress to pursue a bipartisan, mar- 
ket-based solution to climate change, 
like the one JOHN MCCAIN and Joe Lie- 
berman worked on together a few years 
ago. But if Congress won’t act soon to 
protect future generations, I will. I will 
direct my Cabinet to come up with ex- 
ecutive actions we can take, now and 
in the future, to reduce pollution, pre- 
pare our communities for the con- 
sequences of climate change, and speed 
the transition to more sustainable 
sources of energy. 

Four years ago, other countries 
dominated the clean energy market 
and the jobs that came with it. We’ve 
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begun to change that. Last year, wind 
energy added nearly half of all new 
power capacity in America. So let’s 
generate even more. Solar energy gets 
cheaper by the year—so let’s drive 
costs down even further. As long as 
countries like China keep going all-in 
on clean energy, so must we. 

In the meantime, the natural gas 
boom has led to cleaner power and 
greater energy independence. That’s 
why my Administration will keep cut- 
ting red tape and speeding up new oil 
and gas permits. But I also want to 
work with this Congress to encourage 
the research and technology that helps 
natural gas burn even cleaner and pro- 
tects our air and water. 

Indeed, much of our new-found en- 
ergy is drawn from lands and waters 
that we, the public, own together. So 
tonight, I propose we use some of our 
oil and gas revenues to fund an Energy 
Security Trust that will drive new re- 
search and technology to shift our cars 
and trucks off oil for good. If a non- 
partisan coalition of CEOs and retired 
generals and admirals can get behind 
this idea, then so can we. Let’s take 
their advice and free our families and 
businesses from the painful spikes in 
gas prices we’ve put up with for far too 
long. I’m also issuing a new goal for 
America: let’s cut in half the energy 
wasted by our homes and businesses 
over the next twenty years. The States 
with the best ideas to create jobs and 
lower energy bills by constructing 
more efficient buildings will receive 
Federal support to help make it hap- 
pen. 

America’s energy sector is just one 
part of an aging infrastructure badly in 
need of repair. Ask any CEO where 
they’d rather locate and hire: a coun- 
try with deteriorating roads and 
bridges, or one with high-speed rail and 
internet; high-tech schools and self- 
healing power grids. The CEO of Sie- 
mens America—a company that 
brought hundreds of new jobs to North 
Carolina—has said that if we upgrade 
our infrastructure, they’ll bring even 
more jobs. And I know that you want 
these job-creating projects in your dis- 
tricts. Pve seen you all at the ribbon- 
cuttings. 

Tonight, I propose a ‘‘Fix-It-First’’ 
program to put people to work as soon 
as possible on our most urgent repairs, 
like the nearly 70,000 structurally defi- 
cient bridges across the country. And 
to make sure taxpayers don’t shoulder 
the whole burden, I’m also proposing a 
Partnership to Rebuild America that 
attracts private capital to upgrade 
what our businesses need most: modern 
ports to move our goods; modern pipe- 
lines to withstand a storm; modern 
schools worthy of our children. Let’s 
prove that there is no better place to 
do business than the United States of 
America. And let’s start right away. 

Part of our rebuilding effort must 
also involve our housing sector. Today, 
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our housing market is finally healing 
from the collapse of 2007. Home prices 
are rising at the fastest pace in six 
years, home purchases are up nearly 50 
percent, and construction is expanding 
again. 

But even with mortgage rates near a 
50-year low, too many families with 
solid credit who want to buy a home 
are being rejected. Too many families 
who have never missed a payment and 
want to refinance are being told no. 
That’s holding our entire economy 
back, and we need to fix it. Right now, 
there’s a bill in this Congress that 
would give every responsible home- 
owner in America the chance to save 
$3,000 a year by refinancing at today’s 
rates. Democrats and Republicans have 
supported it before. What are we wait- 
ing for? Take a vote, and send me that 
bill. Right now, overlapping regula- 
tions keep responsible young families 
from buying their first home. What’s 
holding us back? Let’s streamline the 
process, and help our economy grow. 

These initiatives in manufacturing, 
energy, infrastructure, and housing 
will help entrepreneurs and small busi- 
ness owners expand and create new 
jobs. But none of it will matter unless 
we also equip our citizens with the 
skills and training to fill those jobs. 
And that has to start at the earliest 
possible age. 

Study after study shows that the 
sooner a child begins learning, the bet- 
ter he or she does down the road. But 
today, fewer than 3 in 10 four-year-olds 
are enrolled in a high-quality preschool 
program. Most middle-class parents 
can’t afford a few hundred bucks a 
week for private preschool. And for 
poor kids who need help the most, this 
lack of access to preschool education 
can shadow them for the rest of their 
lives. 

Tonight, I propose working with 
states to make high-quality preschool 
available to every child in America. 
Every dollar we invest in high-quality 
early education can save more than 
seven dollars later on—by boosting 
graduation rates, reducing teen preg- 
nancy, even reducing violent crime. In 
States that make it a priority to edu- 
cate our youngest children, like Geor- 
gia or Oklahoma, studies show stu- 
dents grow up more likely to read and 
do math at grade level, graduate high 
school, hold a job, and form more sta- 
ble families of their own. So let’s do 
what works, and make sure none of our 
children start the race of life already 
behind. Let’s give our kids that chance. 

Let’s also make sure that a high 
school diploma puts our kids on a path 
to a good job. Right now, countries like 
Germany focus on graduating their 
high-school students with the equiva- 
lent of a technical degree from one of 
our community colleges, so that 
they’re ready for a job. At schools like 
P-Tech in Brooklyn, a collaboration 
between New York Public Schools, the 
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City University of New York, and IBM, 
students will graduate with a high 
school diploma and an associate’s de- 
gree in computers or engineering. 

We need to give every American stu- 
dent opportunities like this. Four 
years ago, we started Race to the Top— 
a competition that convinced almost 
every state to develop smarter cur- 
ricula and higher standards, for about 1 
percent of what we spend on education 
each year. Tonight, Pm announcing a 
new challenge to redesign America’s 
high schools so they better equip grad- 
uates for the demands of a high-tech 
economy. We’ll reward schools that de- 
velop new partnerships with colleges 
and employers, and create classes that 
focus on science, technology, engineer- 
ing, and math—the skills today’s em- 
ployers are looking for to fill jobs right 
now and in the future. 

Now, even with better high schools, 
most young people will need some 
higher education. It’s a simple fact: the 
more education you have, the more 
likely you are to have a job and work 
your way into the middle class. But 
today, skyrocketing costs price way 
too many young people out of a higher 
education, or saddle them with 
unsustainable debt. 

Through tax credits, grants, and bet- 
ter loans, we have made college more 
affordable for millions of students and 
families over the last few years. But 
taxpayers cannot continue to subsidize 
the soaring cost of higher education. 
Colleges must do their part to keep 
costs down, and it’s our job to make 
sure they do. Tonight, I ask Congress 
to change the Higher Education Act, so 
that affordability and value are in- 
cluded in determining which colleges 
receive certain types of Federal aid. 
And tomorrow, my Administration will 
release a new ‘‘College Scorecard” that 
parents and students can use to com- 
pare schools based on a simple cri- 
terion: where you can get the most 
bang for your educational buck. 

To grow our middle class, our citi- 
zens must have access to the education 
and training that today’s jobs require. 
But we also have to make sure that 
America remains a place where every- 
one who’s willing to work hard has the 
chance to get ahead. 

Our economy is stronger when we 
harness the talents and ingenuity of 
striving, hopeful immigrants. And 
right now, leaders from the business, 
labor, law enforcement, and faith com- 
munities all agree that the time has 
come to pass immigration reform. 

Real reform means strong border se- 
curity, and we can build on the 
progress my Administration has al- 
ready made—putting more boots on the 
souther border than at any time in our 
history, and reducing illegal crossings 
to their lowest levels in 40 years. 

Real reform means establishing a re- 
sponsible pathway to earned citizen- 
ship—a path that includes passing a 
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background check, paying taxes and a 
meaningful penalty, learning English, 
and going to the back of the line be- 
hind the folks trying to come here le- 
gally. 

And real reform means fixing the 
legal immigration system to cut wait- 
ing periods, reduce bureaucracy, and 
attract the highly skilled entre- 
preneurs and engineers that will help 
create jobs and grow our economy. 

In other words, we know what needs 
to be done. AS we speak, bipartisan 
groups in both chambers and working 
diligently to draft a bill, and I applaud 
their efforts. Now let’s get this done. 
Send me a comprehensive immigration 
reform bill in the next few months, and 
I will sign it right away. 

But we can’t stop there. We know our 
economy is stronger when our wives, 
mothers, and daughters can live their 
lives free from discrimination in the 
workplace, and free from the fear of do- 
mestic violence. Today, the Senate 
passed the Violence Against Women 
Act that JOE BIDEN originally wrote al- 
most 20 years ago. I urge the House to 
do the same. And I ask this Congress to 
declare that women should earn a liv- 
ing equal to their efforts, and finally 
pass the Paycheck Fairness Act this 
year. 

We know our economy is stronger 
when we reward an honest day’s work 
with honest wages. But today, a full- 
time worker making the minimum 
wage earns $14,500 a year. Even with 
the tax relief we’ve put in place, a fam- 
ily with two kids that earns the min- 
imum wage still lives below the pov- 
erty line. That’s wrong. That’s why, 
since the last time this Congress raised 
the minimum wage, nineteen states 
have chosen to bump theirs even high- 
er. 
Tonight, let’s declare that in the 
wealthiest Nation on Earth, no one 
who works full-time should have to live 
in poverty, and raise the Federal min- 
imum wage to $9.00 an hour. This sin- 
gle step would raise the incomes of 
millions of working families. It could 
mean the difference between groceries 
or the food bank; rent or eviction; 
scraping by or finally getting ahead. 
For businesses across the country, it 
would mean customers with more 
money in their pockets. In fact, work- 
ing folks shouldn’t have to wait year 
after year for the minimum wage to go 
up while CEO pay has never been high- 
er. So here’s an idea that Governor 
Romney and I actually agreed on last 
year: let’s tie the minimum wage to 
the cost of living, so that it finally be- 
comes a wage you can live on. 

Tonight, let’s also recognize that 
there are communities in this country 
where no matter how hard you work, 
it’s virtually impossible to get ahead. 
Factory towns decimated from years of 
plants packing up. Inescapable pockets 
of poverty, urban and rural, where 
young adults are still fighting for their 
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first job. America is not a place where 
chance of birth or circumstance should 
decide our destiny. And that is why we 
need to build new ladders of oppor- 
tunity into the middle class for all who 
are willing to climb them. 

Let’s offer incentives to companies 
that hire Americans who’ve got what it 
takes to fill that job opening, but have 
been out of work so long that no one 
will give them a chance. Let’s put peo- 
ple back to work rebuilding vacant 
homes in run-down neighborhoods. And 
this year, my Administration will 
begin to partner with 20 of the hardest- 
hit towns in America to get these com- 
munities back on their feet. We’ll work 
with local leaders to target resources 
at public safety, education, and hous- 
ing. We’ll give new tax credits to busi- 
nesses that hire and invest. And we’ll 
work to strengthen families by remov- 
ing the financial deterrents to mar- 
riage for low-income couples, and doing 
more to encourage fatherhood—because 
what makes you a man isn’t the ability 
to conceive a child; it’s having the 
courage to raise one. 

Stronger families. Stronger commu- 
nities. A stronger America. It is this 
kind of prosperity—broad, shared, and 
built on a thriving middle class—that 
has always been the source of our 
progress at home. It is also the founda- 
tion of our power and influence 
throughout the world. 

Tonight, we stand united in saluting 
the troops and civilians who sacrifice 
every day to protect us. Because of 
them, we can say with confidence that 
America will complete its mission in 
Afghanistan, and achieve our objective 
of defeating the core of al Qaeda. Al- 
ready, we have brought home 33,000 of 
our brave servicemen and women. This 
spring, our forces will move into a sup- 
port role, while Afghan Security forces 
take the lead. Tonight, I can announce 
that over the next year, another 34,000 
American troops will come home from 
Afghanistan. This drawdown will con- 
tinue. And by the end of next year, our 
war in Afghanistan will be over. 

Beyond 2014, America’s commitment 
to a unified and sovereign Afghanistan 
will endure, but the nature of our com- 
mitment will change. We are negoti- 
ating an agreement with the Afghan 
government that focuses on two mis- 
sions: training and equipping Afghan 
forces so that the country does not 
again slip into chaos, and counter-ter- 
rorism efforts that allow us to pursue 
the remnants of al Qaeda and their af- 
filiates. 

Today, the organization that at- 
tacked us on 9/11 is a shadow of its 
former self. Different al Qaeda affili- 
ates and extremist groups have 
emerged—from the Arabian Peninsula 
to Africa. The threat these groups pose 
is evolving. But to meet this threat, we 
don’t need to send tens of thousands of 
our sons and daughters abroad, or oc- 
cupy other nations. Instead, we will 
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need to help countries like Yemen, 
Libya, and Somalia provide for their 
own security, and help allies who take 
the fight to terrorists, as we have in 
Mali. And, where necessary, through a 
range of capabilities, we will continue 
to take direct action against those ter- 
rorists who pose the gravest threat to 
Americans. 

As we do, we must enlist our values 
in the fight. That is why my Adminis- 
tration has worked tirelessly to forge a 
durable legal and policy framework to 
guide our counterterrorism operations. 
Throughout, we have kept Congress 
fully informed of our efforts. I recog- 
nize that in our democracy, no one 
should just take my word that we’re 
doing things the right way. So, in the 
months ahead, I will continue to en- 
gage with Congress to ensure not only 
that our targeting, detention, and pros- 
ecution of terrorists remains con- 
sistent with our laws and system of 
checks and balances, but that our ef- 
forts are even more transparent to the 
American people and to the world. 

Of course, our challenges don’t end 
with al Qaeda. America will continue 
to lead the effort to prevent the spread 
of the world’s most dangerous weapons. 
The regime in North Korea must know 
that they will only achieve security 
and prosperity by meeting their inter- 
national obligations. Provocations of 
the sort we saw last night will only iso- 
late them further, as we stand by our 
allies, strengthen our own missile de- 
fense, and lead the world in taking firm 
action in response to these threats. 

Likewise, the leaders of Iran must 
recognize that now is the time for a 
diplomatic solution, because a coali- 
tion stands united in demanding that 
they meet their obligations, and we 
will do what is necessary to prevent 
them from getting a nuclear weapon. 
At the same time, we will engage Rus- 
sia to seek further reductions in our 
nuclear arsenals, and continue leading 
the global effort to secure nuclear ma- 
terials that could fall into the wrong 
hands—because our ability to influence 
others depends on our willingness to 
lead. 

America must also face the rapidly 
growing threat from cyber-attacks. We 
know hackers steal people’s identities 
and infiltrate private e-mail. We know 
foreign countries and companies swipe 
our corporate secrets. Now our enemies 
are also seeking the ability to sabotage 
our power grid, our financial institu- 
tions, and our air traffic control sys- 
tems. We cannot look back years from 
now and wonder why we did nothing in 
the face of real threats to our security 
and our economy. 

That’s why, earlier today, I signed a 
new Executive Order that will 
strengthen our cyber defenses by in- 
creasing information sharing, and de- 
veloping standards to protect our na- 
tional security, our jobs, and our pri- 
vacy. Now, Congress must act as well, 
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by passing legislation to give our gov- 
ernment a greater capacity to secure 
our networks and deter attacks. 

Even as we protect our people, we 
should remember that today’s world 
presents not only dangers, but opportu- 
nities. To boost American exports, sup- 
port American jobs, and level the play- 
ing field in the growing markets of 
Asia, we intend to complete negotia- 
tions on a Trans-Pacific Partnership. 
And tonight, I am announcing that we 
will launch talks on a comprehensive 
Transatlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership with the European Union— 
because trade that is free and fair 
across the Atlantic supports millions 
of good-paying American jobs. 

We also know that progress in the 
most impoverished parts of our world 
enriches us all. In many places, people 
live on little more than a dollar a day. 
So the United States will join with our 
allies to eradicate such extreme pov- 
erty in the next two decades: by con- 
necting more people to the global econ- 
omy and empowering women; by giving 
our young and brightest minds new op- 
portunities to serve and helping com- 
munities to feed, power, and educate 
themselves; by saving the world’s chil- 
dren from preventable deaths; and by 
realizing the promise of an AIDS-free 
generation. 

Above all America must remain a 
beacon to all who seek freedom during 
this period of historic change. I saw the 
power of hope last year in Rangoon— 
when Aung San Suu Kyi welcomed an 
American President into the home 
where she had been imprisoned for 


years; when thousands of Burmese 
lined the streets, waving American 
flags, including a man who said, 


“There is justice and law in the United 
States. I want our country to be like 
that.” 

In defense of freedom, we will remain 
the anchor of strong alliances from the 
Americas to Africa; from Europe to 
Asia. In the Middle East, we will stand 
with citizens as they demand their uni- 
versal rights, and support stable tran- 
sitions to democracy. The process will 
be messy, and we cannot presume to 
dictate the course of change in coun- 
tries like Egypt; but we can—and will— 
insist on respect for the fundamental 
rights of all people. will keep the pres- 
sure on a Syrian regime that has mur- 
dered its own people, and support oppo- 
sition leaders that respect the rights of 
every Syrian. And we will stand stead- 
fast with Israel in pursuit of security 
and a lasting peace. These are the mes- 
sages I will deliver when I travel to the 
Middle East next month. 

All this work depends on the courage 
and sacrifice of those who serve in dan- 
gerous places at great personal risk— 
our diplomats, our intelligence offi- 
cers, and the men and women of the 
United States Armed Forces. As long 
as I’m Commander in Chief, we will do 
whatever we must to protect those who 
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serve their country abroad, and we will 
maintain the best military in the 
world. We will invest in new capabili- 
ties, even as we reduce waste and war- 
time spending. We will ensure equal 
treatment for all service members, and 
equal benefits for their families—gay 
and straight. We will draw upon the 
courage and skills of our sisters and 
daughters, because women have proven 
under fire that they are ready for com- 
bat. We will keep faith with our vet- 
erans—investing in world-class care, 
including mental health care, for our 
wounded warriors; supporting our mili- 
tary families; and giving our veterans 
the benefits, education, and job oppor- 
tunities they have earned. And I want 
to thank my wife Michelle and Dr. Jill 
Biden for their continued dedication to 
serving our military families as well as 
they serve us. 

But defending our freedom is not the 
job of our military alone. We must all 
do our part to make sure our God-given 
rights are protected here at home. 
That includes our most fundamental 
right as citizens: the right to vote. 
When any Americans—no matter where 
they live or what their party—are de- 
nied that right simply because they 
can’t wait for five, six, or seven hours 
just to cast their ballot, we are betray- 
ing our ideals. That’s why, tonight, I’m 
announcing a non-partisan commission 
to improve the voting experience in 
America. And I’m asking two long-time 
experts in the field, who’ve recently 
served as the top attorneys for my 
campaign and for Governor Romney’s 
campaign, to lead it. We can fix this, 
and we will. The American people de- 
mand it. And so does our democracy. 

Of course, what I’ve said tonight 
matters little if we don’t come to- 
gether to protect our most precious re- 
source—our children. 

It has been two months since New- 
town. I know this is not the first time 
this country has debated how to reduce 
gun violence. But this time is different. 
Overwhelming majorities of Ameri- 
cans—Americans who believe in the 
2nd Amendment—have come together 
around commonsense reform—like 
background checks that will make it 
harder for criminals to get their hands 
on a gun. Senators of both parties are 
working together on tough new laws to 
prevent anyone from buying guns for 
resale to criminals. Police chiefs are 
asking our help to get weapons of war 
and massive ammunition magazines off 
our streets, because they are tired of 
being outgunned. 

Each of these proposals deserves a 
vote in Congress. If you want to vote 
no, that’s your choice. But these pro- 
posals deserve a vote. Because in the 
two months since Newtown, more than 
a thousand birthdays, graduations, and 
anniversaries have been stolen from 
our lives by a bullet from a gun. 

One of those we lost was a young girl 
named Hadiya Pendleton. She was 15 
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years old. She loved Fig Newtons and 
lip gloss. She was a majorette. She was 
so good to her friends, they all thought 
they were her best friend. Just three 
weeks ago, she was here, in Wash- 
ington, with her classmates, per- 
forming for her country at my inau- 
guration. And a week later, she was 
shot and killed in a Chicago park after 
school, just a mile away from my 
house. 

Hadiya’s parents, Nate and Cleo, are 
in this chamber tonight, along with 
more than two dozen Americans whose 
lives have been torn apart by gun vio- 
lence. They deserve a vote. 

Gabby Giffords deserves a vote. 

The families of Newtown deserve a 
vote. 

The families of Aurora deserve a 
vote. 

The families of Oak Creek, and Tuc- 
son, and Blacksburg, and the countless 
other communities ripped open by gun 
violence—they deserve a simple vote. 

Our actions will not prevent every 
senseless act of violence in this coun- 
try. Indeed, no laws, no initiatives, no 
administrative acts will perfectly solve 
all the challenges I’ve outlined tonight. 
But we were never sent here to be per- 
fect. We were sent here to make what 
difference we can, to secure this Na- 
tion, expand opportunity, and uphold 
our ideals through the hard, often frus- 
trating, but absolutely necessary work 
of self-government. 

We were sent here to look out for our 
fellow Americans the same way they 
look out for one another, every single 
day, usually without fanfare, all across 
this country. We should follow their 
example. 

We should follow the example of a 
New York City nurse named Menchu 
Sanchez. When Hurricane Sandy 
plunged her hospital into darkness, her 
thoughts were not with how her own 
home was faring—they were with the 
twenty precious newborns in her care 
and the rescue plan she devised that 
kept them all safe. 

We should follow the example of a 
North Miami woman named Desiline 
Victor. When she arrived at her polling 
place, she was told the wait to vote 
might be six hours. And as time ticked 
by, her concern was not with her tired 
body or aching feet, but whether folks 
like her would get to have their say. 
Hour after hour, a throng of people 
stayed in line in support of her. Be- 
cause Desiline is 102 years old. And 
they erupted in cheers when she finally 
put on a sticker that read “I Voted.” 

We should follow the example of a po- 
lice officer named Brian Murphy. When 
a gunman opened fire on a Sikh temple 
in Wisconsin, and Brian was the first to 
arrive, he did not consider his own 
safety. He fought back until help ar- 
rived and ordered his fellow officers to 
protect the safety of the Americans 
worshipping inside—even as he lay 
bleeding from twelve bullet wounds. 
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When asked how he did that, Brian 
said, ‘‘That’s just the way we’re made.” 

That’s just the way we’re made. 

We may do different jobs, and wear 
different uniforms, and hold different 
views than the person beside us. But as 
Americans, we all share the same 
proud title: 

We are citizens. It’s a word that 
doesn’t just describe our nationality or 
legal status. It describes the way we’re 
made. It describes what we believe. It 
captures the enduring idea that this 
country only works when we accept 
certain obligations to one another and 
to future generations; that our rights 
are wrapped up in the rights of others; 
and that well into our third century as 
a Nation, it remains the task of us all, 
as citizens of these United States, to be 
the authors of the next great chapter 
in our American story. 

Thank you, God bless you, and God 
bless the United States of America. 

BARACK OBAMA. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 12, 2013. 
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC-331. A communication from the Chair- 
man and Chief Executive Officer, Farm Cred- 
it Administration, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s proposed fiscal year 2014 budget; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC-332. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Hexythiazox; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 9876-9) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on February 5, 2013; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC-333. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘Glycine max Herbicide-resistant 
Acetolactate Synthase; Exemption from the 
Requirement of a Tolerance” (FRL No. 9376- 
4) received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 5, 2013; to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC-334. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Thiacloprid; Pesticide Tolerances” 
(FRL No. 9374-9) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on February 5, 2013; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC-335. A communication from the Acting 
Congressional Review Coordinator, Animal 
and Plant Health Inspection Service, Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Texas 
(Splenetic) Fever in Cattle”? (Docket No. 
APHIS-2012-0069) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 7, 2013; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 


1250 


EC-336. A communication from the Con- 
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Importa- 
tion of Fresh Bananas From the Philippines 
into the Continental United States” 
(CRIN0579-AD61) (Docket No. APHIS-2011-— 
0028)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on February 7, 2013; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC-337. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Criteria Used to Order Ad- 
ministrative Detention of Food for Human or 
Animal Consumption” ((RIN0910-A G67) 
(Docket No. FDA-2011-N-0197)) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on February 8, 
2013; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry. 

EC-338. A communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report relative to the Dis- 
aster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

EC-339. A joint communication from the 
Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
and the Under Secretary of Defense (Intel- 
ligence), transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to maintaining the EP-3E Air- 
borne Reconnaissance Integrated Electronic 
System II and the Special Projects Aircraft 
platform in a manner that meets the intel- 
ligence, surveillance and reconnaissance re- 
quirements of the Commanders of the Com- 
batant Commands; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC-340. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting a report on the ap- 
proved retirement of Lieutenant General Mi- 
chael D. Barbero, United States Army, and 
his advancement to the grade of lieutenant 
general on the retired list; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC-341. A communication from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a six-month periodic report 
on the national emergency with respect to 
persons undermining democratic processes 
or institutions in Zimbabwe that was de- 
clared in Executive Order 13288 of March 6, 
2003; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-342. A communication from the General 
Counsel of the National Credit Union Admin- 
istration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Designation of 
Low-Income Status; Acceptance of Sec- 
ondary Capital Accounts by Low-Income 
Designated Credit Unions” (RIN3133-AE09) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 7, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-343. A communication from the Deputy 
Director for Management, Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget, Executive Office of the 
President, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report relative to the Disaster Relief Appro- 
priations Act, 2013; to the Committee on the 
Budget. 

EC-344. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Insular Affairs, Office of the Sec- 
retary, Department of the Interior, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
“First Five-Year Review of the Compact of 
Free Association, AS Amended, Between the 
Governments of the United States and the 
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Republic of the Marshall Islands”; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-345. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Insular Affairs, Office of the Sec- 
retary, Department of the Interior, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
“First Five-Year Review of the Compact of 
Free Association, As Amended, Between the 
Governments of the United States and the 
Federated States of Micronesia’; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-346. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Annual Charges 
for Use of Government Lands’’ (Docket No. 
RM11-6-000) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 4, 2013; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-347. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Surface Mining, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Montana Regu- 
latory Program” (Docket No. MT-032-FOR) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 6, 2013; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

EC-348. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Surface Mining, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Utah Regu- 
latory Program” (Docket No. UT-047-FOR) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 6, 2013; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

EC-349. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Surface Mining, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Tennessee 
Abandoned Mine Land Program” (Docket 
No. TN-001-FOR) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on February 6, 2013; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-350. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Surface Mining, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Wyoming Regu- 
latory Program” (Docket No. WY-040-FOR) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 8, 2013; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

EC-351. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland; 
Amendments to Maryland’s Ambient Air 
Quality Standards’ (FRL No. 9777-2) re- 
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
February 5, 2013; to the Committee on Envi- 
ronment and Public Works. 

EC-352. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans; New Jersey and New York 
Ozone Attainment Demonstrations” (FRL 
No. 9778-5) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on February 5, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-353. A communication from the Chair 
of the Medicaid and CHIP Payment Access 
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Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
a report entitled ‘‘Overview of Medicaid and 
CHIP’’; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-354. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
“Recovery Auditing in the Medicare and 
Medicaid Program’’; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

EC-355. A joint communication from the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services and 
the Attorney General, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, an annual report relative to the 
Health Care Fraud and Abuse Control Pro- 
gram for fiscal year 2012; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC-356. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Manager, Centers for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services, Department of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Medi- 
care, Medicaid, Children’s Health Insurance 
Programs; Transparency Reports and Re- 
porting of Physician Ownership or Invest- 
ment Interests’ (RIN0938-AR33) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 8, 2013; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-357. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Update of Weighted 
Average Interest Rates, Yield Curves, and 
Segment Rates” (Notice 2018-6) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on February 8, 
2013; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-358. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Reconsideration of 
Tax-Exempt AFR” (Notice 2013-4) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 8, 2013; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-359. A communication from the Chief of 
the Publications and Regulations Branch, In- 
ternal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Noncompensatory 
Partnership Options’ ((RIN1545-BA53) (TD 
9612)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on February 7, 2013; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC-360. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Bureau of Political-Military 
Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an addendum to a certifi- 
cation, transmittal number: DDTC 138-016, of 
the proposed sale or export of defense arti- 
cles and/or defense services to a Middle East 
country regarding any possible affects such a 
sale might have relating to Israel’s Quali- 
tative Military Edge over military threats to 
Israel; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

EC-361. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Bureau of Political-Military 
Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an addendum to a certifi- 
cation, transmittal number: DDTC 13-002, of 
the proposed sale or export of defense arti- 
cles and/or defense services to a Middle East 
country regarding any possible affects such a 
sale might have relating to Israel’s Quali- 
tative Military Edge over military threats to 
Israel; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

EC-362. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary of State, Legislative Af- 
fairs, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
relative to the interdiction of aircraft en- 
gaged in illicit drug trafficking; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 
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EC-363. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary of State, Legislative Af- 
fairs, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
relative to Technical Collection for the New 
START Treaty (OSS-2013-0163); to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-364. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Manager, Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Foreign 
Quarantine; Import Regulations for Infec- 
tious Biological Agents, Infectious Sub- 
stances, and Vectors”? (RIN0920-AA37) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 4, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 


EC-365. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Manager, Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish- 
ment of User Fees for Filovirus Testing of 
Nonhuman Primate Liver Samples”’ 
(RIN0920-AA47) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 11, 2013; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 


EC-366. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Office of Standards, Regulations, 
and Variances, Mine Safety and Health Ad- 
ministration, Department of Labor, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Pattern of Violations” (RIN1219— 
AB73) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 1, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 


EC-367. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulations, Legislation, and In- 
terpretation Division, Wage and Hour Divi- 
sion, Department of Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“The Family and Medical Leave Act” 
(RIN1215-AB76, RIN1235-AA03) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
February 7, 2018; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-368. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
“Federal Agency Drug-Free Workplace Pro- 
grams”; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 


EC-369. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Merit Systems Protection Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report enti- 
tled ‘‘Managing Public Employees in the 
Public Interest: Employee Perspectives on 
Merit Principles in Federal Workplaces’’; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 


EC-370. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Army, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to reservations 
made for internment at Arlington National 
Cemetery; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 


EC-371. communication from the Director 
of the Regulation Policy and Management 
Office of the General Counsel, Veterans 
Health Administration, Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Disclosures to 
Participate in State Prescription Drug Moni- 
toring Programs” (RIN2900-A045) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 8, 2013; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 
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EXECUTIVE REPORT OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive report of a 
nomination was submitted: 

By Mr. LEVIN for the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

*Charles Timothy Hagel, of Ne- 
braska, to be Secretary of Defense. 

*Nomination was reported with rec- 
ommendation that it be confirmed sub- 
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes- 
tify before any duly constituted com- 
mittee of the Senate. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. CHAMBLISS, and Mr. 
VITTER): 


S. 280. A bill to ensure effective control 
over the Congressional budget process; to the 
Committee on the Budget. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mr. ENZI, 
and Mr. BROWN): 

S. 281. A bill to amend the Food Security 
Act of 1985 to restore integrity to and 
strengthen payment limitation rules for 
commodity payments and benefits; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. BEGICH: 

S. 282. A bill to amend the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 to establish 
a new counseling program; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. BEGICH (for himself and Mr. 
LEAHY): 

S. 283. A bill to amend the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 to invest in 
innovation for education; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico (for 
himself and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 284. A bill to transfer certain facilities, 
easements, and rights-of-way to Fort Sum- 
ner Irrigation District, New Mexico; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico (for 
himself and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 285. A bill to designate the Valles 
Caldera National Preserve as a unit of the 
National Park System, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. GRASS- 
LEY, and Mr. LEAHY): 

S. 286. A bill to enhance civil penalties 
under the Federal securities laws, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. BEGICH (for himself, 
TESTER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
PRYOR, and Mr. BOOZMAN): 

S. 287. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to expand the definition of 
homeless veteran for purposes of benefits 
under the laws administered by the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


By Ms. LANDRIREU (for herself and Mr. 
PRYOR): 

S. 288. A bill to increase the participation 

of historically underrepresented demo- 
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graphic groups in science, technology, engi- 
neering, and mathematics education and in- 
dustry; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 
By Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and 
Mrs. SHAHEEN): 

S. 289. A bill to extend the low-interest re- 
financing provisions under the Local Devel- 
opment Business Loan Program of the Small 
Business Administration; to the Committee 
on Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 


EE 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. REID: 

S. Res. 29. A resolution to constitute the 
majority party’s membership on certain 
committees for the One Hundred Thirteenth 
Congress, or until their successors are cho- 
sen; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for him- 
self, Mr. ROBERTS, and Mr. ENZI): 

S. Res. 30. A resolution establishing the 
Committee to Reduce Government Waste; to 
the Committee on Rules and Administration. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 22 
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. COWAN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 22, a bill to establish 
background check procedures for gun 
shows. 
S. 33 
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. COWAN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 33, a bill to prohibit the 
transfer or possession of large capacity 
ammunition feeding devices, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 34 
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. COWAN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 34, a bill to increase 
public safety by permitting the Attor- 
ney General to deny the transfer of 
firearms or the issuance of firearms 
and explosives licenses to known or 
suspected dangerous terrorists. 
S. 58 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
NELSON) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
58, a bill to amend the Help America 
Vote Act of 2002 to ensure that voters 
in elections for Federal office do not 
wait in long lines in order to vote. 
S. 84 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
names of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN), the Senator from 
North Dakota (Ms. HEITKAMP) and the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
COWAN) were added as cosponsors of S. 
84, a bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to provide more 
effective remedies to victims of dis- 
crimination in the payment of wages 
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on the basis of sex, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 91 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 91, a bill to amend the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to clarify eli- 
gibility for the child tax credit. 
S. 119 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
names of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN), the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL), the 
Senator from Alaska (Mr. BEGICH), the 
Senator from New York (Mrs. GILLI- 
BRAND), the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) and the Senator 
from Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 119, a bill to pro- 
hibit the application of certain restric- 
tive eligibility requirements to foreign 
nongovernmental organizations with 
respect to the provision of assistance 
under part I of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961. 
S. 148 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. COWAN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 148, a bill to safeguard 
America’s schools by using community 
policing strategies to prevent school 
violence and improve student and 
school safety. 
S. 150 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. COWAN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 150, a bill to regulate as- 
sault weapons, to ensure that the right 
to keep and bear arms is not unlimited, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 168 
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. COWAN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 168, a bill to amend the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to 
prohibit discrimination in the payment 
of wages on account of sex, race, or na- 
tional origin, and for other purposes. 
S. 174 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. COWAN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 174, a bill to appro- 
priately restrict sales of ammunition. 
S. 217 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 217, a bill to amend the Ele- 
mentary and Secondary Education Act 
of 1965 to require the Secretary of Edu- 
cation to collect information from co- 
educational elementary schools and 
secondary schools on such schools’ ath- 
letic programs, and for other purposes. 
S. 223 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
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sponsor of S. 223, a bill to amend sec- 
tion 217 of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act to modify the visa waiver 
program, and for other purposes. 
S. 234 

At the request of Mr. REID, the 
names of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
HARKIN) and the Senator from Nevada 
(Mr. HELLER) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 234, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to permit certain 
retired members of the uniformed serv- 
ices who have a service-connected dis- 
ability to receive both disability com- 
pensation from the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs for their disability and ei- 
ther retired pay by reason of their 
years of military service or Combat- 
Related Special Compensation, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 263 

At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. JOHNSON) was withdrawn as a co- 
sponsor of S. 263, a bill to amend the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Def- 
icit Control Act of 1985 to modify the 
discretionary spending limits to take 
into account savings resulting from the 
reduction in the number of Federal em- 
ployees. 

AMENDMENT NO. 21 

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 21 proposed to S. 47, a 


bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994. 
EE 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota, 
Mr. ENZI, and Mr. BROWN): 

S. 281. A bill to amend the Food Se- 
curity Act of 1985 to restore integrity 
to and strengthen payment limitation 
rules for commodity payments and 
benefits; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to talk about the farm bill and 
then specifically about reforming pay- 
ment limits for farm programs. 

As one looks back to the fall of 2011 
and the failure of what was referred to 
as the ‘‘supercommittee,’ we saw 
many committees continue on with 
business as usual afterwards. However, 
one committee’s members took it upon 
themselves to continue efforts to tack- 
le spending and propose meaningful 


cuts—the Senate Agriculture Com- 
mittee. 
For that matter, the House Agri- 


culture Committee worked towards 
that end as well. I commend Chairman 
STABENOW and then Ranking Member 
ROBERTS for corralling the many ideas 
of the members of the committee to 
write a bill that cut $23 billion. 

We were able to work in committee 
to get the bill done. We were able to 
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work in a bipartisan manner to get the 
bill across the Senate floor. It is how 
legislation is supposed to be considered 
and debated in the Senate. 

One of the measures in last year’s 
farm bill was my proposal reforming 
payment limitations in the farm pro- 
gram. 

Adopting reforms to payment limita- 
tions contributed to the $23 billion in 
savings. Beyond just being a part of 
saving money, these reforms help en- 
sure farm payments go to those who 
they were originally intended—small 
and medium-size farmers. 

In addition, the reforms include clos- 
ing off loopholes so nonfarmers can’t 
game the system. I will come back to 
my proposed reforms in a minute after 
I say just a few words about the overall 
farm bill picture. 

As we all Know, Congress was not 
able to complete work on the farm bill 
last year. But that is not for a lack of 
desire by either the Senate nor the 
House Agriculture Committees. There 
remains a desire to get a 5-year bill 
passed. 

Supporters of the farm bill need to 
take a hard look at what challenges 
were presented last year to getting the 
bill done. We need to forge ahead know- 
ing some tough decisions need to be 
made. 

For the Senate, we need to consider 
whether it is realistic that we only re- 
duce $4 billion out of the nearly $800 
billion nutrition title. More can and 
should be done. The nutrition title 
comprised by far and away the largest 
expenditure in the bill. 

There are more reforms we can make 
to programs such as food stamps, and 
they are reforms that cut down on 
waste, fraud, and abuse in the program 
but also safeguard assistance for people 
who need it. 

There are other programs we need to 
take a fresh look at. Should we accept 
the status quo on the sugar program? 
How do we handle dairy policy? What 
policy can we implement in the com- 
modity program that won’t distort 
planting decisions but maintains an ef- 
fective safety net? 

These are some of the many issues we 
need to debate again and decide. I, for 
one, hope we are able to start soon and 
work together to get a 5-year bill com- 
pleted this year. Our farmers and rural 
communities deserve to have certainty. 

When we do move forward on drafting 
a new farm bill, I will again be pushing 
for the reforms to payment limita- 
tions. That is why today I am intro- 
ducing the Farm Program Integrity 
Act of 2018 with Senators JOHNSON of 
South Dakota, Senator ENZI, and Sen- 
ator BROWN. 

The proposed legislation strikes a 
needed balance of recognizing the need 
for a farm safety net while making 
sure we have a defensible and respon- 
sible safety net. 

In case there is any doubt, we do 
need a farm program safety net. For 
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those who argue we do not need a safe- 
ty net for our farmers, I argue they do 
not understand the danger of a nation 
which does not produce its own food. 

Take Germany and Japan during 
World War II, for instance. There came 
a point where their soldiers had dif- 
ficulty fighting because they didn’t 
have food to eat. So today their respec- 
tive governments maintain vigorous 
support for their farmers. 

It is a matter of social cohesion as 
well. Without a secure source of food, 
we jeopardize our very way of life. 
Look around the world where there is 
hunger and you see rioting, stealing, 
and other acts of violence. We need our 
farmers to keep producing our food. 

For all the advances in modern agri- 
culture, farmers are still subject to 
conditions out of their control. Just 
look at the drought that still grips 
much of the U.S. 

Without an adequate safety net, 
some farmers would be left with no 
ability to make it the following year. 
That would mean potentially less food 
being produced for an ever-increasing 
world population. That is a scary pros- 
pect. 

While farmers need a safety net, 
there does come a point where a farmer 
gets big enough and financially secure 
so that he can weather tough times 
without much assistance from the gov- 
ernment. 

Somehow, though, over the years 
there has developed this perverse sce- 
nario where big farmers are receiving 
the lion’s share of farm program pay- 
ments. We now have the largest 10 per- 
cent of farmers receiving nearly 70 per- 
cent of farm payments. 

There is nothing wrong with a farmer 
growing his operation, but the tax- 
payer should not be subsidizing large 
farming operations to grow even larg- 
er. By having reasonable caps on the 
amount of farm program payments any 
one farmer can receive, it helps ensure 
the program meets the intent of assist- 
ing small and medium-size farmers 
through tough times. 

My proposed caps on payments will 
also help encourage the next genera- 
tion of rural Americans to take up 
farming. 

I am approached time and again 
about how to help young people get 
into farming. When large farmers are 
able to use farm program payments to 
drive up the cost of land and rental 
rates, our farm programs end up hurt- 
ing those they are meant to help. 

It is simply good policy to have a 
hard cap on the amount a farmer can 
receive in farm program payments. We 
will keep in place a much needed safety 
net for the farmers who need it most. 
And it will help reduce the negative 
impact farm payments have on land 
prices. 

Our bill sets the overall cap at 
$250,000 for a married couple. In my 
State, many people would say this is 
still too high. 
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But I recognize that agriculture can 
look different around the country, and 
so this is a compromise. 

Just as important to setting a hard 
cap on payments is closing off loop- 
holes that have allowed nonfarmers to 
game the farm program. 

The bill being introduced today will 
do this by cutting off the ability of 
these nonfarmers from abusing what is 
referred to as the ‘‘actively engaged” 
test. 

In essence, the law says one has to be 
actively engaged in farming to qualify 
for farm payments. However, this has 
been exploited by people who have vir- 
tually nothing to do with the farming 
operation yet receive payments from 
the farm program. 

Our Nation has over $16 trillion in 
debt. We cannot afford to simply look 
the other way and let people abuse the 
farm program. 

The Farm Program Integrity Act of 
2013 is the same in purpose as what it 
states in the name. This is about in- 
creasing the integrity of the program. 

My colleagues here in the Senate 
agreed with me last year as we in- 
cluded these pivotal reforms in the 
farm bill. I am confident these reforms 
will garner similar approval in the 
113th Congress. 

I mentioned earlier how we need to 
assess some of the challenging areas of 
farm policy as we look to pass a 5-year 
farm bill, and some tough decisions 
need to be made. 

However, my proposed reforms re- 
garding payment limits do not pose a 
tough decision. They are common sense 
and necessary reforms. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. 
President, I rise today to join with my 
friend and colleague from Iowa, CHUCK 
GRASSLEY, in introducing the Farm 
Program Integrity Act of 2013, which 
would establish commonsense, mean- 
ingful farm program payment limita- 
tions. I am pleased that Senator 
SHERROD BROWN and Senator MIKE ENZI 
are also joining us in this effort. At a 
time when our country faces signifi- 
cant budgetary constraints, it is im- 
portant that we look for bipartisan and 
commonsense approaches to restruc- 
turing programs in such a way that im- 
proves their effectiveness while also re- 
ducing the deficit. Our legislation will 
do that, and our approach has already 
garnered widespread support. 

The current structure of our farm 
support program has, in a number of 
ways, failed rural America. In 2008, the 
largest 12.4 percent of farms received 
62.4 percent of farm program payments, 
according to the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture’s Economic Re- 
search Service, USDA ERS. With such 
a disproportionate share of the pro- 
gram going to the largest, most cap- 
italized operations, the small and me- 
dium-sized family farmers are squeezed 
out of the business. The farm bill is in- 
tended to provide programs that func- 
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tion as a safety net for farmers, but it 
has instead become a cash cow for the 
few large producers. We must maintain 
a safety net for producers, but the sys- 
tem must be targeted to family farm- 
ers instead of large agribusinesses. 

The 2008 farm bill took some impor- 
tant steps to strengthen the integrity 
of our farm support system. The bill es- 
tablished an income threshold for pro- 
gram eligibility in which payments are 
limited to producers with less than 
$500,000 in non-farm Adjusted Gross In- 
come, AGI, and $750,000 in on-farm AGI, 
for a total limit of $1.25 million AGI. 
Additionally, the law eliminated the 
triple-entity loophole and required 
that payments go to a specific indi- 
vidual through direct attribution. 
These were important first steps. How- 
ever, there is much more we must do to 
restore integrity to our farm programs. 

Under the current law, we have a sys- 
tem of support for producers in the 
form of direct and counter-cyclical 
payments. Direct payments are capped 
at $40,000 and counter-cyclical pay- 
ments are capped at $65,000; addition- 
ally, there is no cap on marketing loan 
gains and loan deficiency payments, 
and thus, there is effectively no total 
limitation. This is unacceptable. With- 
out a cap on payments, the Federal 
Government is subsidizing producers to 
get bigger, which in turn makes it 
more difficult for the smaller family 
farmers, and particularly young and 
beginning producers, to survive. 

Last June, we took some meaningful 
steps in the Senate to address the 
structure of our farm support system. 
Senators from both sides of the aisle 
came together to pass the Agriculture 
Reform, Food, and Jobs Act, S. 3240, 
commonly referred to as the farm bill, 
with broad support. The bill, as passed 
out of the Senate Agriculture Com- 
mittee, contained a hard cap of $50,000 
on payments under the new Agri- 
culture Risk Coverage, ARC, program, 
a program developed to replace the an- 
tiquated direct and counter-cyclical 
programs. 

The committee-reported bill also 
contained important language to close 
loopholes that have allowed ‘‘paper- 
partners,” or individuals not directly 
engaged in the farming operation, to 
receive farm program payments. The 
bill created an important new standard 
for determining who qualifies as a farm 
manager. In addition to the language 
incorporated into the underlying bill, 
Senator GRASSLEY and I also offered an 
amendment during floor consideration 
to cap marketing loan gains and loan 
deficiency payments at $75,000. Our 
amendment passed overwhelmingly 
with 75 votes. 

The House Agriculture Committee 
marked up and reported its own 
version of the farm bill reauthoriza- 
tion. Unfortunately, the House leader- 
ship refused to bring the bill to the 
floor before the end of 2012. As a result, 


1254 


Congress was left in the position of 
having to pass an extension of the 2008 
farm bill, and push off work on a full 
reauthorization, including the impor- 
tant reforms we included in the Sen- 
ate-passed bill, until the 118th Con- 
gress. 

The legislation we are offering today 
combines the cap on farm program pay- 
ments and language to close loopholes 
from the Senate-passed bill. As Con- 
gress proceeds with reauthorizing our 
farm programs, I will continue pushing 
to ensure that we finally provide for 
meaningful payment limitations and 
target assistance to small and medium- 
sized family farms. 

As the most important industry in 
South Dakota, agriculture is the eco- 
nomic engine that drives our rural 
communities. Without viable family 
farmers and ranchers, our small towns 
and Main Street businesses would face 
significant financial hardships. I have 
worked with Senator GRASSLEY on this 
issue for a number of years, and I’m 
proud to once again join with him 
today to continue this important fight. 


By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, and Mr. LEAHY): 

S. 286. A bill to enhance civil pen- 
alties under the Federal securities 
laws, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I am 
reintroducing the Strengthening En- 
forcement of Civil Penalties Act or the 
SEC Penalties Act with my colleague, 
Senator GRASSLEY. I am pleased that 
Senator LEAHY has joined us in intro- 
ducing the bill this year. 

The SEC Penalties Act will enhance 
the ability of securities regulators to 
protect investors and demand greater 
accountability from market players. 
Unfortunately, even after the financial 
crisis that crippled the economy, some 
on Wall Street continue to pursue prof- 
its at all costs, making the calculated 
decision to do wrong and move on. 
Without the consequence of meaningful 
penalties to impact decision-making, I 
fear we will continue to witness a dis- 
turbing culture of misconduct by some 
on Wall Street. 

The current regime for securities law 
violations limits by statute the 
amount of penalties the Securities and 
Exchange Commission, SEC, can fine 
an institution or individual. During 
hearings I held in 2011 in the Securi- 
ties, Insurance, and Investment Bank- 
ing Subcommittee, I found out how 
this limitation significantly ties the 
hands of the SEC in performing its en- 
forcement duties. At that time, the 
agency had been criticized by a Federal 
judge for not obtaining a larger settle- 
ment against Citigroup, a major player 
in the financial crisis that ended up 
settling with the SEC in an amount 
that was a fraction of the cost the 
bank had inflicted on investors and the 
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profits the bank had ultimately pock- 
eted. The SEC explained that the low 
settlement amount was because it was 
statutorily prohibited from levying a 
larger penalty. 

The bill we are introducing seeks to 
substantially update and strengthen 
the SEC’s civil penalties statute. This 
legislation should cause potential and 
current offenders to think twice before 
engaging in misconduct by increasing 
the statutory limits on civil monetary 
penalties, directly linking the size of 
these penalties to the scope of harm 
and associated investor losses, and sub- 
stantially raising the financial stakes 
for repeat offenders of our nation’s se- 
curities laws. 

Specifically, our bill would increase 
the per violation cap for the most egre- 
gious securities laws violations to $1 
million per offense for individuals and 
$10 million per offense for entities. 
This will help ensure that the SEC’s 
most severe, or ‘‘tier three,” penalties 
will help deter people from engaging in 
the most serious offenses, rather than 
have such wrongdoing be viewed as just 
the cost of doing business. Under exist- 
ing law, the SEC can only penalize in- 
dividual securities law violators a max- 
imum of $150,000 per offense and insti- 
tutions $725,000 per offense. 

Our bill also would allow penalties 
equal to three times the economic gain 
of the violator. It provides a new cal- 
culation method that includes the 
amount of associated investor losses as 
part of the penalty determination. This 
should allow the SEC to address situa- 
tions where the actual economic gain 
to the violator is relatively small com- 
pared to the extent of the wrongdoing 
or the harm caused to investors. 

The SEC Penalties Act also addresses 
the disconcerting trend of repeat of- 
fenders on Wall Street. Our bill in- 
cludes two statutory changes to sub- 
stantially improve the ability of the 
SEC’s enforcement program to ratchet 
up penalties for recidivists. 

One provision would allow the SEC to 
triple the applicable penalty cap for re- 
cidivists who, within the preceding five 
years, have been criminally convicted 
of securities fraud or been the subject 
of a judgment or order imposing mone- 
tary, equitable, or administrative re- 
lief in any action alleging SEC fraud. 

The other provision would allow the 
SEC to seek a civil penalty if an indi- 
vidual or entity has violated an exist- 
ing federal court injunction or bar im- 
posed by the SEC. Many believe this 
approach would be more efficient, ef- 
fective, and flexible than the current 
civil contempt remedy. 

Finally, under the SEC Penalties 
Act, the penalty relief available in ad- 
ministrative proceedings would be the 
same as it is in district court. 

The nearly one-half of all U.S. house- 
holds that own securities deserve a 
strong cop on the beat that has the 
tools it needs to go after fraudsters and 
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the difficult cases arising from our in- 
creasingly complex financial markets. 
The SEC Penalties Act will help by giv- 
ing the SEC more tools to demand 
meaningful accountability from Wall 
Street and protect investors, which in 
turn will improve transparency and in- 
crease confidence in our financial sys- 
tem. I urge my colleagues to support 
this important bipartisan legislation. 


By Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself 
and Mrs. SHAHEEN): 

S. 289. A bill to extend the low-inter- 
est refinancing provisions under the 
Local Development Business Loan Pro- 
gram of the Small Business Adminis- 
tration; to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor today to discuss the 
importance of small businesses in the 
United States. It cannot be stated 
enough that small businesses are the 
economic engines of our country. 
Small businesses also represent the es- 
sence of the American Dream. They are 
creators of new jobs and innovative 
technologies. In fact, over the last 15 
years, businesses employing less than 
500 people have created 93 percent of all 
new jobs and employed 58.6 million 
workers. Businesses employing less 
than 20 people alone employed 21.3 mil- 
lion workers. In my home state of Lou- 
isiana, small businesses make up about 
98 percent of businesses. As Chair of 
the Senate Committee on Small Busi- 
ness and Entrepreneurship, I remain fo- 
cused on the needs of these small busi- 
nesses. That is why I am here today to 
introduce a bill that I believe will help 
spur job creation among small busi- 
nesses. 

As you know, right now our country 
is only slowly recovering from the 
worst economic downturn since the 
Great Depression. This economic down- 
turn disproportionately affected small 
businesses and, in turn, stifled their 
ability to generate growth for the 
country. Sadly, since November 2008, 80 
percent of the job losses have come 
from small businesses. An estimated 
2.16 million jobs were lost in the pri- 
vate sector from November 2008 
through February 2009—nearly 40 per- 
cent from businesses with less than 50 
employees. Ten jobs lost here and five 
jobs there add up. These are the job 
losses that hurt our economy, our com- 
munities and our families. 

With this in mind, I was proud to 
lead Congressional efforts to enact the 
Small Business Jobs Act of 2010, Public 
Law 111-240. President Obama signed 
this legislation into law on September 
27, 2010. This legislation focused on the 
three ‘‘C’s’? important to small busi- 
nesses: Capital, Contracting, and Coun- 
seling. Today I would like to focus on 
Capital and more specifically, on the 
Small Business Administration’s 504 
Loan Refinancing Program, which un- 
fortunately expired in September 2012. 
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The 504 loan program is a long-term 
financing tool for economic develop- 
ment that provides small businesses 
with long-term, fixed-rate loans to help 
them acquire major fixed assets and 
real estate for expansion or moderniza- 
tion. The Small Business Jobs Act of 
2010 allowed small businesses to use the 
504 loan program to refinance certain 
qualifying existing debt for 2 years. 
While loan volumes were relatively low 
in the program’s first year, the SBA 
made a number of program modifica- 
tions to encourage and allow more 
small businesses to take advantage of 
the long terms and low interest rates 
offered by the program. In fiscal year 
2012, the program’s second and final 
year, the SBA approved over 2,400 
refinancings for over $2.2 billion to 
small businesses. 

Unfortunately, on September 27, 2012, 
the program expired just as it was 
gaining traction in the small business 
community. Over the past year, in my 
conversations with small business own- 
ers and in testimonies given in 
roundtables and hearings before the 
Committee on Small Business and En- 
trepreneurship, I have consistently 
heard the need to extend this portion 
of the 504 loan program. The bill that I 
am introducing today would extend for 
5 years the provision allowing small 
business owners to use Small Business 
Administration, SBA, 504 loans to refi- 
nance existing commercial mortgages. 
Extending the 504 refinancing program 
is a commonsense way to help small 
businesses and create jobs. By allowing 
small businesses to refinance qualified 
commercial real estate debt, this pro- 
gram lowers their monthly mortgage 
payments at no cost to taxpayers. At a 
time when we are still facing high un- 
employment, this extension is one of 
many things that we should be doing to 
put more capital in the hands of Amer- 
ica’s job creators. 

I would like to reiterate that this is 
not a new proposal, and it has consist- 
ently received bipartisan support. In 
total, last year I filed this extension ei- 
ther as a bill or an amendment four 
times. The 504 refinance provision ex- 
tension was originally introduced as S. 
2364 by Senators SNOWE, LANDRIEU, 
ISAKSON, and SHAHEEN. Title II of the 
SUCCESS Act, which I introduced dur- 
ing the 112th Congress, also included 
the refinance provision. On July 12, 
2012, the Senate voted on the SUCCESS 
Act as part of Senate Amendment 2521 
to S. 2237, the Small Business Jobs and 
Tax Relief Act of 2012. Although the 
amendment came up short of the 60 
votes needed to end debate, the SUC- 
CESS Act amendment received a 
strong 57 bipartisan votes, including 
five of my Republican colleagues. Fi- 
nally, I included the provision in a sub- 
stitute amendment that I cosponsored 
to the JOBS Act of 2012 and offered the 
504 refinancing language as an amend- 
ment to the Veterans Jobs Bill. I urge 
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my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
to come together in support of this 
common-sense, cost effective program. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 289 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Commercial 
Real Estate and Economic Development Act 
of 2013” or the “CREED Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. LOW-INTEREST REFINANCING UNDER 
THE LOCAL DEVELOPMENT BUSI- 
NESS LOAN PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 1122(b) of the Small 
Business Jobs Act of 2010 (15 U.S.C. 696 note) 
is repealed. 

(b) RESTORATION OF LOW-INTEREST REFI- 
NANCING PROVISION.—Subparagraph (C) of 
section 502(7) of the Small Business Invest- 
ment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 696(7)) (relating to 
refinancing not involving expansions), as in 
effect on September 25, 2012, shall be in effect 
during the period beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act and ending 5 years 
after that date of enactment. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 29—TO CON- 
STITUTE THE MAJORITY PAR- 
TY’S MEMBERSHIP ON CERTAIN 
COMMITTEES FOR THE ONE HUN- 
DRED THIRTEENTH CONGRESS, 
OR UNTIL THEIR SUCCESSORS 
ARE CHOSEN 


Mr. REID submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. REs. 29 


Resolved, That the following shall con- 
stitute the majority party’s membership on 
the following committees for the One Hun- 
dred Thirteenth Congress, or until their suc- 
cessors are chosen. 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, 
AND FORESTRY: Ms. Stabenow (Chairman), 
Mr. Leahy, Mr. Harkin, Mr. Baucus, Mr. 
Brown, Ms. Klobuchar, Mr. Bennet, Mrs. 
Gillibrand, Mr. Donnelly, Ms. Heitkamp, and 
Mr. Cowan. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION: Mr. Rockefeller (Chair- 
man), Mrs. Boxer, Mr. Nelson, Ms. Cantwell, 
Mr. Lautenberg, Mr. Pryor, Mrs. McCaskill, 
Ms. Klobuchar, Mr. Warner, Mr. Begich, Mr. 
Blumenthal, Mr. Schatz, and Mr. Cowan. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE: Mr. Baucus (Chair- 
man), Mr. Rockefeller, Mr. Wyden, Mr. Schu- 
mer, Ms. Stabenow, Ms. Cantwell, Mr. Nel- 
son, Mr. Menendez, Mr. Carper, Mr. Cardin, 
Mr. Brown, Mr. Bennet, and Mr. Casey. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS: Mr. 
Menendez (Chairman), Mrs. Boxer, Mr. 
Cardin, Mr. Casey, Mrs. Shaheen, Mr. Coons, 
Mr. Durbin, Mr. Udall of New Mexico, Mr. 
Murphy, and Mr. Kaine. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND ENTRE- 
PRENEURSHIP: Ms. Landrieu (Chairman), Mr. 
Levin, Mr. Harkin, Ms. Cantwell, Mr. Pryor, 
Mr. Cardin, Mrs. Shaheen, Mrs. Hagan, Ms. 
Heitkamp, and Mr. Cowan. 
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JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE: Ms. Klobuchar 
(Vice Chairman), Mr. Casey, Mr. Warner, Mr. 
Sanders, Mr. Murphy, and Mr. Heinrich. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 30—ESTAB- 
LISHING THE COMMITTEE TO RE- 
DUCE GOVERNMENT WASTE 


Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for himself, 
Mr. ROBERTS, and Mr. ENZI) submitted 
the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules and 
Administration: 

S. REs. 30 

Resolved, 

SECTION 1. ESTABLISHMENT. 

There shall be a Senate committee known 
as the Committee to Reduce Government 
Waste (referred to in this resolution as the 
“committee’’). 

SEC. 2. MEMBERSHIP. 

(a) COMPOSITION.—The committee shall be 
composed of 12 members as follows: 

(1) 4 members from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 2 selected by the Majority Leader and 
2 selected by the Minority Leader. 

(2) 4 members from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, 2 selected by the Majority 
Leader and 2 selected by the Minority Lead- 
er. 

(3) 4 members from the Committee on the 
Budget, 2 selected by the Majority Leader 
and 2 selected by the Minority Leader. 

(b) TENURE OF OFFICE.— 

(1) PERIOD OF APPOINTMENT.—Members 
shall be appointed for a period not to exceed 
6 years. 

(2) EXCEPTIONS.—No person shall continue 
to serve as a member of the committee after 
that person has ceased to be a member of the 
Committee from which the member was cho- 
sen. 

(c) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the com- 
mittee shall not affect its powers, but shall 
be filled in the same manner as the original 
appointment. 

(d) CHAIRMAN AND VICE CHAIRMAN.—The 
committee shall select a Chairman and Vice 
Chairman from among its members. 

(e) QUORUM.—A majority of the members of 
the committee shall constitute a quorum, 
but a lesser number of members may hold 
hearings. The powers conferred upon them 
under section 4 may be exercised by a major- 
ity vote. 

SEC. 3. DUTIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The committee shall have 
the following duties: 

(1) StuDy.—The committee shall— 

(A) research, review, and study Federal 
programs that are underperforming or non- 
essential; and 

(B) determine which Federal programs 
should be modified or eliminated. 

(2) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The committee 
shall develop recommendations to the Sen- 
ate for actions designed to modify or elimi- 
nate underperforming or nonessential Fed- 
eral programs. 

(3) REPORTS AND LEGISLATION.—The com- 
mittee shall submit to the Senate— 

(A) at least once a year, reports includ- 
ing— 

(i) a detailed statement of the findings and 
conclusions of the committee; and 

(ii) a list of underperforming or non- 
essential Federal programs; and 

(B) such legislation and administrative ac- 
tions as the committee considers appro- 
priate. 

(b) CONSIDERATION OF LEGISLATION.—Any 
legislation submitted to the Senate by the 
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committee shall be considered under the pro- 
visions of section 310 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 641). 

SEC. 4. POWERS. 

(a) HEARINGS.—The committee or, at its di- 
rection, any subcommittee or member of the 
committee, may, for the purpose of carrying 
out the provisions of section 3— 

(1) sit and act, at any time, during the ses- 
sions, recesses, and adjourned periods of con- 
gress; 

(2) require as the committee considers nec- 
essary, by subpoena or otherwise, the attend- 
ance of witnesses and the production of 
books, papers, and documents; 

(3) administer oaths and take testimony; 
and 

(4) procure necessary printing and binding. 

(b) WITNESS ALLOWANCES AND FEES.—The 
provisions of section 1821 of title 28, United 
States Code, shall apply to witnesses re- 
quested to appear at any hearing of the com- 
mittee. The per diem and mileage allowances 
for witnesses shall be paid from funds avail- 
able to pay the expenses of the committee. 

(c) EXPENDITURES.—The committee, or any 
subcommittee thereof, is authorized to make 
such expenditures as it deems advisable. 

SEC. 5. APPOINTMENT AND COMPENSATION OF 
STAFF. 

Except as otherwise provided by law, the 
committee shall have the power to appoint 
and fix the compensation of the Chief of 
Staff of the committee and such experts and 
clerical, stenographic, and other assistants 
as the committee deems advisable. 

SEC. 6. PAYMENT OF EXPENSES. 

The expenses of the committee shall be 

paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Se 

NOTICE OF HEARING 
Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, the 
Committee on Small Business and En- 
trepreneurship will meet on February 
13, 2013, at 4:00 p.m. in room 482 of the 
Russell Senate Office building to con- 

duct its organizational meeting. 


SS 
AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 


mittee on Armed Services be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on February 12, 2013, at 9:30 
a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on February 12, 2013, at 2:30 


p.m. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 


RESOURCES 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 


mittee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on February 
12, 2018, at 9:45 a.m., in room SD-366 of 
the Dirksen Senate Office Building. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on February 
12, 2013, at 10:00 a.m., in room SD-366 of 
the Dirksen Senate Office Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE CONSTITUTION, CIVIL 

RIGHTS, AND HUMAN RIGHTS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, Sub- 
committee on the Constitution, Civil 
Rights, and Human Rights, be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate, on February 12, 2013, at 10:00 
a.m., in room SH-216 of the Hart Sen- 
ate Office Building, to conduct a hear- 
ing entitled ‘‘Proposals to Reduce Gun 
Violence: Protecting Our Communities 
While Respecting the Second Amend- 
ment.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on February 12, 2013, at 2:30 


p.m. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


-a 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that Joel Cohen, a 
Brookings fellow from the Department 
of Homeland Security, be granted floor 
privileges through December 31, 2013. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ea 


MAJORITY PARTY COMMITTEE 
MEMBERSHIP 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to S. Res. 29. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 29) to constitute the 
majority party’s membership on certain 
committees for the One Hundred Thirteenth 
Congress, or until their successors are cho- 
sen. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, and the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table, with no inter- 
vening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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The resolution (S. Res. 29) was agreed 
to. 

(The resolution is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Submitted Resolu- 
tions.’’) 


EEE 


AUTHORIZING APPOINTMENT OF 
ESCORT COMMITTEE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent the Presiding Officer of 
the Senate be authorized to appoint a 
committee on the part of the Senate to 
join a like committee on the part of 
the House to escort President Obama 
into the House Chamber for the joint 
session to be held tonight at 9 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


ORDERS FOR RECESS AND FOR 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 13, 2013 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate recess 
until 8:30 p.m. tonight and proceed as a 
body to the Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the joint session of 
Congress provided under the provisions 
of H. Con. Res. 11; and that upon dis- 
solution of the joint session, the Sen- 
ate adjourn until 10 a.m. on Wednes- 
day, February 18, 2013; that following 
the prayer and pledge, the morning 
hour be deemed expired, the Journal of 
proceedings be approved to date, and 
the time for the two leaders be re- 
served for their use later in the day; 
following any leader remarks, the Sen- 
ate be in a period of morning business 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each, with 
the Republicans controlling the first 30 
minutes and the majority controlling 
the second 30 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we will 
gather in the Senate Chamber at 8:20 
p.m. this evening to proceed as a body 
to the House for the State of the 
Union. 


EE 


PROGRAM 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, we hope to 
begin debate on the nomination of Sen- 
ator Hagel to be Secretary of Defense 
tomorrow. 


Ee 


RECESS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
it recess under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 4 p.m., recessed until 8:30 p.m. and 
reassembled when called to order by 
the Presiding Officer (Mr. DONNELLY). 
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JOINT SESSION OF THE TWO 
HOUSES—ADDRESS BY THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate will proceed to the Hall of the 
House of Representatives to receive a 
message from the President of the 
United States. 

Thereupon, the Senate, preceded by 
the Sergeant at Arms, Terrance W. 
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Gainer; the Secretary of the Senate, 
Nancy Erickson; and the Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, JOSEPH R. 
BIDEN, JR., proceeded to the Hall of the 
House of Representatives to hear the 
address by the President of the United 
States, Barack H. Obama. 

(The address delivered by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the joint 
session of the two Houses of Congress 
appears in the proceedings of the House 
of Representatives in today’s RECORD). 
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ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


At the conclusion of the joint session 
of the two Houses; and in accordance 
with the order previously entered, at 
10:24 p.m., the Senate adjourned until 
Wednesday, February 13, 2013, at 10 
a.m. 
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HONORING SAM JOHNSON 
HON. JOHN A. BOEHNER 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, our colleague 
from Texas, SAM JOHNSON, is an American 
hero. And today | join other colleagues in ob- 
serving the fortieth anniversary of his release 
from a North Vietnamese prisoner of war 
camp. 

In seven years of captivity SAM endured 
physical and mental torture. In fact, SAM was 
set aside for extra abuse because of his obsti- 
nate resistance to his Communist captors. At 
various points SAM spent 42 straight months in 
solitary confinement and was forced into leg 
stocks for more than two years. 

But while Saw’s jailors punished his body, 
they could not break his spirit; his love of God 
and country is a deep wellspring they could 
never penetrate. His scars bear witness to his 
tenacity and toughness. 

SAM JOHNSON spent a total of 29 years in 
service to the United States Air Force. He flew 
combat missions during the Korean War and 
above Vietnam. He earned two Silver Stars, 
two Legions of Merit, the Distinguished Flying 
Cross, a Bronze Star, and numerous other 
awards. Since his election to this body in 
1991, SAM has walked the halls of Congress 
with the highest levels of respect and admira- 
tion. He has grown to become this institution’s 
living embodiment of cool-under-fire heroism. 

In remembering the anniversary of his re- 
lease and saying “thanks” to SAM JOHNSON, 
we also remember all those captured and im- 
prisoned defending our liberty. In the Rotunda 
of Capitol hangs the famous black POW-MIA 
flag. It hangs there to remind all Americans 
that freedom is not free and is purchased only 
at the very highest of costs. 

Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to calculate the 
value of the sacrifices made by war fighters 
like SAM JOHNSON. It is equally impossible to 
adequately repay them. We are simply left 
with words of gratitude for a job well done. | 
hope all Members of Congress join me in ex- 
tending thanks and deep appreciation for our 
colleague, SAM JOHNSON. 


ES 


HONORING MR. CEDRIC GEORGE 
GIVENS 


HON. CEDRIC L. RICHMOND 


OF LOUISIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 12, 2013 

Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the continued achievements of Mr. 
Cedric George Givens, a native of my home- 
town of New Orleans, Louisiana. | have the 
distinct privilege of congratulating Mr. Givens 


as he is honored with the title of 98th King of 
Zulu, an organization that he has proudly 
served for nearly two decades. Mr. Givens has 
been a continued leader in Zulu, reigning as 
Zulu Governor in 2005 and serving as a Board 
Member from 2008 to 2012. He has also 
served on and chaired several committees, 
most recently acting as the Chairman of the 
Zulu Anniversary Committee. Mr. Givens has 
been a leader in Zulu due to his love of 
bettering his community, and it is an example 
that we should all strive to follow. 

In addition to his role as an active member 
and leader of the Zulu Social Aid & Pleasure 
Club since 1994, Mr. Givens has been a lead- 
er in business and in his community. For 17 
years, Mr. Givens worked as a Plant Super- 
visor for Diversified Foods and Seasonings 
Inc. Currently, he is serving as the Vice-Presi- 
dent of Operations of a financial firm, where 
he manages operations and transportation in 
over 20 countries. Outside of work, Mr. Givens 
leads an admirable life in his community, 
working with social groups like the Big Dawgs 
and the Go-Getters. His service to his commu- 
nity is an inspiration, and we are deeply grate- 
ful to him for his years of commitment. 

A New Orleans native, Mr. Givens is the 
youngest child to Robert and Janice Givens. 
He is a product of the Orleans Parish Public 
School System, graduating from Alcee Fortier 
Senior High School in 1985. He also attended 
college at Southwestern Louisiana University, 
where he joined the Beta Phi chapter of the 
Alpha Phi Omega Fraternity. Mr. Givens and 
his wife, Zulu Queen Monica Veal Givens, 
have three children—Stacey Thomas, Ryan 
Williams, and Rayna Brantley. | hold Mr. 
Givens in the highest regard for his dedication 
to his family and friends. His commitment to 
the future of New Orleans brings hope and 
promise to our city. With the tireless work of 
people like Mr. Givens, New Orleans will con- 
tinue to be one of the most empowered and 
unique cities in the world. 

| wish to congratulate Mr. Cedric Givens on 
his coronation on February 8, 2013 as the 
98th King of Zulu. 


ea 


TRIBUTE TO MRS. BARBARA JEAN 
LEVETT 


HON. HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | 
present the following U.S. Citizen of Distinc- 
tion. 

Whereas, our lives have been touched by 
the life of this one woman who has given of 
herself to her family, church, community, and 
nation; and 

Whereas, Mrs. Barbara Jean Levett’s good 
works are present in Conyers, Georgia as an 


exemplary mother, mother-in-law, grand- 
mother, great grandmother, aunt, neighbor, 
community worker, business owner and friend; 
and 

Whereas, this giant of a woman, who was 
raised up in Atlanta, Georgia, was born on 
January 1, 1933, to the late Mrs. Lillie Frances 
Bailey Fears; and 

Whereas, Barbara Jean Levett (faithfully 
known as Tootsie) was a virtuous woman, a 
woman of great integrity who remained true to 
the uplifting of her community and family 
which in turn uplifted others; and 

Whereas, she was an exemplary matriarch, 
serving as compass and wise counselor and 
bringing great joy to our district, her family and 
friends; and 

Whereas, Mrs. Barbara Jean Levett loved 
her family, encouraging all of those around her 
to make a difference, be it her children, her 
elected officials, her neighbors and her church 
members at Rock Temple A.M.E Church in 
Conyers, Georgia where she was a faithful 
member; and 

Whereas, this remarkable woman gave of 
herself, never asking for fame or fortune as 
she became a quiet storm, a spark that starts 
a flame; and 

Whereas, the U.S. Representative of the 
Fourth District of Georgia has set aside this 
day to bestow a Congressional Recognition on 
Mrs. Barbara Jean Levett for her leadership, 
friendship and service to all of the citizens of 
Conyers and the nation; 

Now therefore, |, HENRY C. “HANK” JOHN- 
SON, JR., do hereby attest to the 112th Con- 
gress that Mrs. Barbara Jean Levett of Con- 
yers, Rockdale County, Georgia is deemed 
worthy and deserving of this “Congressional 
Recognition” Mrs. Barbara Jean Levett, U.S. 
Citizen of Distinction. 

Proclaimed, this 9th day of November, 
2012. 


Se 


IN CELEBRATION OF NATIONAL 
MARRIAGE WEEK 


HON. RANDY HULTGREN 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize National Marriage Week. | am 
proud to support this campaign to encourage 
marriage, reduce divorce rates, curtail poverty, 
and benefit children. 

Marriage is a cornerstone of society and the 
foundation for happy, healthy homes and fami- 
lies. The proven benefits of marriage include 
economic stability, positive health and social 
advantages, emotional well-being and happi- 
ness, and children that perform better in 
schools. 

This week celebrates love as well as com- 
mitment; it is a time for couples to reflect on 
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their vows to each other and look forward to 
their future years together. National Marriage 
Week is celebrated globally, and is supported 
by private organizations and individuals who 
believe that marriage brings benefits to all 
people in society. 


National Marriage Week celebrates healthy 
marriages, and making commitments based 
on love, trust, and admiration. It is an honor 
for me to be able to celebrate this week with 
my lovely wife, Christy, to whom | have been 
married to for 22 years. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE NAVARRE HIGH 
SCHOOL LADY RAIDERS 
WEIGHTLIFTING TEAM AS STATE 
CHAMPIONS 


HON. JEFF MILLER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate Amanda Friar, Alyssa 
Jones, Chelsea King, Heather Lynch, Kylie 
Shelley, Morrigan Webb, Praise Pettus, Sarah 
Cox, Savannah Rodwell, Skye Barberi, Taylor 
Smith, and Coach Garrett Bagley of the 
Navarre High School Lady Raiders 
Weightlifting Team on earning their school’s 
first state title. 


On Saturday, February 9, 2013, under the 
coaching and leadership of Garrett Bagley, the 
Lady Raiders Weightlifting Team became Flor- 
ida High School Athletic Association State 
Champions. After finishing in second place for 
the past three years, victory for the Lady Raid- 
ers was that much sweeter. This season, 
through the perfect blend of perseverance, 
discipline, focus, and desire, the Navarre 
Raiders were ultimately triumphant and de- 
feated two-time defending state champion, 
Spruce Creak, for the title in a close 24-23 
win. 

A commendable eleven members of the 
lady Raiders team performed exceptionally 
well at the sectional competition and qualified 
for the State Championship. Of those eleven 
teammates, six lifters earned themselves indi- 
vidual medals with senior Amanda Friar lead- 
ing the team as the 110-pound weight class 
individual gold medalist, followed by Skye 
Barberi and Praise Pettus finishing with sec- 
ond-place showings, Alyssa Jones and Kylie 
Shelley finishing fourth, and Chelsea King fin- 
ishing sixth. | am certain that their impressive 
victory will continue to be a cherished moment 
in each of their lives. 


Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, | am proud to recognize the 
Navarre High School Lady Raiders 
Weightlifting Team on their accomplishments 
and their continuing commitment to excellence 
at Navarre High School. My wife Vicki joins 
me in congratulating them and everyone who 
has played a supportive role in guiding their 
team to victory. We wish them all the best for 
continued success. 
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TRIBUTE TO REV. TOMMIE L. 
LEWIS IN HONOR OF 30TH ANNI- 
VERSARY AS PASTOR OF BETH- 
EL BAPTIST CHURCH 


HON. TERRI A. SEWELL 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to recognize the 30th pastoral anni- 
versary of Dr. Tommie L. Lewis, pastor of 
Bethel Baptist Church in Birmingham, Ala- 
bama. Since 1982, this dedicated servant has 
led the congregation of Bethel Baptist Church 
to new horizons in ministry. | am pleased to 
honor Pastor Lewis and join with his con- 
gregation in celebrating 30 years of excellence 
in leadership and service to the Lord. Pastor 
Lewis answered his call to minister on January 
6, 1973 at the Shady Grove Missionary Baptist 
Church. For more than 40 years, Pastor Lewis 
has been led by his faith to minister and 
spread his message of service and commit- 
ment to mankind. While he has served at 
other churches, Pastor Lewis is most cele- 
brated for all that he contributed to the Bethel 
Baptist Church family, affectionately known as 
“Bethel Nation”. Under his 30 year leadership, 
Bethel Nation has grown to a membership of 
over 5,000 worshippers and currently stands 
as a beacon of hope and inspiration in the 
Pratt City community. Pastor Lewis has 
shaped a legacy defined by numerous min- 
istries that reach far beyond the church sanc- 
tuary. In both his professional and spiritual life, 
his character has been defined by his willing- 
ness to serve, his unselfish generosity and his 
unwaverering commitment to making a dif- 
ference in the lives of others. He uses his cler- 
gy position as a powerful force for good 
throughout this world. 

Pastor Lewis is an accomplished biblical 
scholar. He attended the Birmingham 
Easonian Baptist Bible College and the Uni- 
versal Bible Institute in Brunswick, Georgia. 
Pastor Lewis is also the recipient of various 
honorary doctorate degrees as a result of his 
varied contributions to the ministry and public 
service. Through the years, in addition to his 
dedicated service to Birmingham, Pastor 
Lewis has also sought to share his spiritual 
teachings all over the world. He has min- 
istered to and delivered sermons throughout 
the United States, South America, Europe, Af- 
rica and Asia. But no matter where his min- 
istry has taken him, Pastor Lewis is forever 
committed to home. Pastor Lewis has led by 
example and displayed his commitment to 
public service through his affiliation with var- 
ious religious and civic organizations aimed at 
empowering the lives of those that he serves. 
His involvements include but are not limited to: 
the Pratt City Ministerial Alliance, the Bir- 
mingham Metropolitan Baptist Ministerial Con- 
ference and the Southern Christian Leadership 
Conference. Pastor Lewis also worked to 
transform the trajectory of his community 
through his service as former Captain for the 
Bessemer Police and Fire Department Chap- 
laincy Corps and the former Chairman of the 
Board of Directors for the Jefferson County 
Transit Authority. Pastor Lewis currently 
serves as Chairman of the Board of Directors 
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for Jefferson County Commission of Economic 
Opportunity and State President for the Na- 
tional Rainbow Push Coalition. In 1998, he re- 
ceived one of Birmingham’s highest honors 
when he was inducted into the City of Bir- 
mingham Gallery of Distinguished Citizens. 

In the aftermath of the April 2011 tornadoes, 
which completely destroyed Bethel Baptist 
Church, Pastor Lewis’ faith and determination 
has been unwavering as he continues to min- 
ister to his congregation as they rebuild a 
stronger Bethel Nation. He continues to be 
grounded in God’s mercy and grace, giving 
hope to the hopeless and providing opportuni- 
ties for the least amongst us. 

While his contributions and accolades are 
large in number, | am especially grateful for 
the servant leadership that Pastor Lewis has 
shown to the 7th Congressional District of Ala- 
bama. He has made an indelible imprint on 
the lives of so many of us through his min- 
istries. We are blessed by his visionary leader- 
ship. Therefore, it is with pride and a humble 
heart that | pay tribute to Pastor TL Lewis in 
recognition and appreciation of his 30th pas- 
toral anniversary at Bethel Baptist Church. 
And so it shall be transcribed in the annals of 
the United States House of Representatives 
that special recognition be made to Reverend 
Dr. Tommie L. Lewis on behalf of a grateful 
nation. 


EE 


HONORING CHIEF APOSTLE 
ROBERT L. WILLIAMS 


HON. HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | 
submit the following Proclamation. 

Whereas, Bishop Robert Lee Williams, Sr., 
and Straight Life Church of God Pentecostal, 
Inc., are celebrating the elevating of Bishop 
Williams to Chief Apostle after years of pas- 
toral and stellar leadership to his church and 
our community; and 

Whereas, Chief Apostle Williams, under the 
guidance of God has pioneered and sustained 
Straight Life Church of God Pentecostal, Inc., 
as an instrument in our community that uplifts 
the spiritual, physical and mental welfare of 
our citizens; and 

Whereas, this remarkable and tenacious 
man of God has given hope to the hopeless 
and is a beacon of light to those in need; and 

Whereas, Chief Apostle Williams is a spir- 
itual warrior, a man of compassion, a fearless 
leader and a servant to all, but most of all a 
visionary who has shared not only with his 
Church, but with our District and the nation his 
passion to spread the gospel of Jesus Christ; 
and 

Whereas, the U.S. Representative of the 
Fourth District of Georgia has set aside this 
day to honor and congratulate Chief Apostle 
Williams as he is elevated to this position of 
great recognition and great responsibility in 
pastoral leadership; 

Now therefore, |, HENRY C. “HANK” JOHN- 
SON, JR. do hereby proclaim November 11, 
2012 as Chief Apostle Robert L. Williams, Sr. 
Day in the Fourth Congressional District. 
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Proclaimed, this 11th day of November, 
2012. 


TRIBUTE TO HADIYA PENDLETON 


HON. BOBBY L. RUSH 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to pay 
tribute to a remarkable young woman who had 
really just begun to embark upon her life’s 
journey, but Hadiya Zaymara Pendleton was 
taken from us too soon on January 29, 2013 
as a result of senseless gun violence. 

No words can ease the pain of losing a 
child, Mr. Speaker. To Hadiya’s parents and 
loved ones | can simply offer them a word 
from scripture. In Luke 18:16 the Bible tells us 
“Then Jesus called for the children and said to 
the disciples, ‘Let the children come to me. 
Don’t stop them! For the Kingdom of God be- 
longs to those who are like these children.’” 

Born June 2, 1997, Hadiya was loved by ev- 
eryone who has encountered her since that 
summer day. A lover of Chinese food, cheese- 
burgers, ice cream, and Fig Newtons, Hadiya 
was active in extracurricular activities such as 
the CHI-TOWN Cheerleaders, Debate, 
Volleyball, Basketball, Mentoring Programs, 
and serving as Band Majorette where she 
proudly participated in last month’s Inaugural 
Parade. In addition to her extracurricular pas- 
sions, Hadiya was an honor student who 
began her academic journey at Small Stride 
Academy and continued her development at 
such schools as John D. Shoop Math-Science 
Technical Academy, Marva Collins School, the 
Carter G. Woodson School, and Dr. Martin Lu- 
ther King, Jr. College Prep High School. 

These institutions were critical in creating a 
sound educational foundation for this well- 
rounded young woman. Hadiya had a high re- 
gard for academic success and higher learn- 
ing. Her favorite class was Latin and she re- 
cently expressed how disappointed she was 
that the language program would end after 
this school year. Her love of learning drove 
her ambitions. One of her many aspirations 
was to major in pharmacology and journalism. 

Mr. Speaker, though Hadiya’s voice has 
been silenced far too early her memory and 
her spirit continue to live on through all of us. 
It now falls upon us, Hadiya’s friends, family, 
neighbors, and community to speak out in her 
name, to strive for excellence in her name, 
and to build a better world in her name. |, Mr. 
Speaker, am one individual who pledges to do 
just that. 


— 


HONORING THE “GEMS OF 26” 
MAINE MILITARY PROGRAM 


HON. MICHAEL H. MICHAUD 


OF MAINE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Cyndi Robbins and the “Gems of 26” 
for their outstanding efforts to honor our na- 
tion’s veterans. Over the last three years, 
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Cyndi Robbins and the staff of the Poland 
Spring Inn welcomed more than 600 members 
of military and veteran families for short 
getaways in scenic Western Maine. 

Thanks to a unique partnership formed be- 
tween a group of unique sites along Route 26 
called the “Gems of 26,” military and veteran 
families have been treated to lodging, meals, 
boat rentals, and free access to a variety of 
activities and historic sites in Maine’s western 
mountains. 

In addition to the Poland Spring Resort, the 
generous “Gems of 26,” include the Maine 
Wildlife Park in Gray, the Sabbathday Lake 
Shaker Village in New Gloucester, the Poland 
Spring Preservation Society in Poland Spring, 
and the grounds of the McLaughlin Garden in 
South Paris. The Maine Military and Commu- 
nity network has also played an important role 
in helping eligible families participate in the 
program. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring 
Cyndi Robbins, the Poland Spring Resort, and 
these historic Maine attractions for their com- 
mitment to serving our veteran and military 
families. 


EE 


CELEBRATING BLACK HISTORY 
MONTH 


HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great respect and sincere admiration that | rise 
today to celebrate Black History Month and its 
2013 theme—“At the Crossroads of Freedom 
and Equality.” This year’s theme reminds us 
of two very important landmark events in 
American history, the 150th anniversary of 
President Abraham Lincoln’s issuing of the 
Emancipation Proclamation in 1863 and the 
50th anniversary of the Civil Rights March on 
Washington in 1963. This year we recognize 
the perseverance, sacrifice, and struggle of 
those who fought for the freedom and equality 
that has shaped our great nation. 

This year’s theme, “At the Crossroads of 
Freedom and Equality,” focuses on our na- 
tion’s struggle for equality and civil rights, be- 
ginning with President Lincoln’s issuance of 
the Emancipation Proclamation in 1863 and 
the abolishing of slavery. Some one hundred 
years later, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. led the 
Civil Rights March on Washington fighting for, 
amongst other ideals, meaningful civil rights 
legislation, including better employment oppor- 
tunities and an end to segregation. These his- 
toric events have had an immense impact on 
our nation’s fight for the equal rights of all 
human beings, regardless of race, gender, or 
religious, cultural, or social beliefs. Although 
there is still work to be done, we must take a 
moment to commend the many Americans 
who have, against all odds, strengthened our 
union, fought for our freedoms, and built a bet- 
ter nation. This month and always, it is impor- 
tant to remember the courage of inspirational 
leaders including President Lincoln, Dr. King, 
Rosa Parks, Thurgood Marshall, W.E.B. Du 
Bois, and the many others who have played 
such a critical role in changing the landscape 
of American society for the better. 
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| would be remiss if | did not also pay tribute 
to one of Northwest Indiana’s finest citizens, 
who passed away only a few weeks ago. As 
the representative of the First Congressional 
District of Indiana, | have had the pleasure of 
knowing Mr. Quentin Smith. Born in 1918, Mr. 
Smith saw firsthand the great injustices faced 
by African Americans throughout our country’s 
history, as well as the courageous strides 
made toward equality and civil justice. A mem- 
ber of the heroic Tuskegee Airmen, Quentin’s 
service in the 99th Fighter Squadron will for- 
ever be remembered in working to conquer 
America’s racial divide. In a time when seg- 
regation existed not only in our communities 
but in the military as well, the Tuskegee Air- 
men are now rightfully remembered as one of 
the most successful units in our military’s his- 
tory, not only for their bravery and sacrifice in 
the air, but for the position they played in the 
progression of the military and American soci- 
ety as a whole. As a civilian, Mr. Smith contin- 
ued to serve his community as an educator, 
counselor, and principal at the elementary, 
middle, and high school levels, as well as a 
professor at the collegiate level. Held in ex- 
traordinary regard in the educational commu- 
nity, Mr. Smith was able to utilize his vast ex- 
perience to positively influence generations to 
come. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that you and my distin- 
guished colleagues join me in celebrating 
Black History Month and honoring those who 
fought, and those who continue to fight, for 
civil rights. Let us also remember the selfless 
and brave Quentin Smith. We are forever in- 
debted to him for his contributions toward free- 
dom and equality, and Northwest Indiana is 
proud to have been his home. 


HONORING MR. LEE VAN OLIVER 
HON. HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | 
submit the following Proclamation. 

Whereas, One hundred years ago a tena- 
cious man of God was born in Screven Coun- 
ty, Georgia on November 8, 1912; and 

Whereas, Mr. Lee Van Oliver was blessed 
to have ten siblings, he grew up in Georgia at- 
tending school in the local school system and 
moved to Savannah, Georgia at an early age; 
he worked in several industries in Savannah; 
International Paper, the Shipyard, Sears & 
Roebuck, Smith & Kelly; and 

Whereas, Mr. Oliver has shared his time 
and talents as a Husband, Longshoreman, 
Uncle, Brother and Motivator, giving the citi- 
zens of Georgia a person of great worth, a 
fearless leader and a servant to all who want 
to advance the lives of others; and 

Whereas, Mr. Oliver has been blessed with 
a long, happy life, devoted to God and credits 
it all to the Will of God; and 

Whereas, Mr. Oliver along with his family 
and friends are celebrating this day a remark- 
able milestone, his 100th Birthday, we pause 
to acknowledge a man who is a cornerstone 
in our community; and 

Whereas, the U.S. Representative of the 
Fourth District of Georgia has set aside this 


February 12, 2013 


day to honor and recognize Mr. Oliver on his 
birthday and to wish him well and recognize 
him for an exemplary life which is an inspira- 
tion to all; 

Now therefore, I, HENRY C. “HANK” JOHN- 
SON, JR. do hereby proclaim November 8, 
2012 as Mr. Lee Van “L.V.” Oliver Day in the 
4th Congressional District of Georgia. 

Proclaimed, this 8th day of November, 
2012. 


——— 


AMERICAN MEMORIAL PARK 
TINIAN ANNEX ACT 


HON. GREGORIO KILIL] CAMACHO 
SABLAN 


OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF THE NORTHERN 
MARIANA ISLANDS 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, today | am intro- 
ducing the American Memorial Park Tinian 
Annex Act. This bill directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to develop, maintain, and admin- 
ister on the island of Tinian in the Northern 
Mariana Islands an extension of the existing 
American Memorial Park on the neighboring 
island of Saipan. 

American Memorial Park was established to 
honor the 5,204 U.S. military personnel and 
Northern Mariana Islanders, whose lives were 
lost during the Marianas Campaign, one of the 
most strategically significant events of World 
War Il. The Park houses a museum that af- 
fords residents and visitors alike an oppor- 
tunity to learn about the vital role of the North- 
ern Mariana Islands in the United States’ suc- 
cessful effort to bring World War II to a close. 

The Marianas Campaign was so important 
because capture of the islands placed U.S. 
bombers within range of the Japanese home- 
land. B-29s were deployed from both Saipan 
and Tinian; and, eventually, the atomic bombs 
that ended the War in the Pacific were 
launched from the airfield on Tinian, which 
was at the time the largest facility in the world. 

Despite the critical role of Tinian and its air- 
fields, today there is no repository on the is- 
land for artifacts recovered from the vast mili- 
tary sites that were quickly abandoned at the 
end of the conflict. Nor is there any location at 
which residents and visitors to Tinian can ob- 
tain adequate information about the historically 
significant events that occurred there. 

The proposed Tinian Annex would fill this 
gap. The Annex would have both a curatorial 
and an interpretive function. And, as con- 
ceived, the Annex would accomplish these 
purposes by building on National Park Service 
resources and infrastructure already estab- 
lished to manage the American Memorial Park 
and largely supported by a trust fund. Al- 
though the Department of Defense has said 
that it will seek additional funding to support a 
historical center on Tinian, the proposed Act 
also respects the limitations on federal finan- 
cial resources by encouraging the use of pub- 
lic lands, provided by the local government, as 
the site of the Annex. 

The need for the Tinian Annex is pressing. 
For decades after World War II the historically 
significant areas of the island remained rel- 
atively undisturbed. The U.S. military leased 
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two-thirds of Tinian and there were only occa- 
sional training exercises on these lands. But 
more recently, as U.S. forces have begun to 
be reconfigured and realigned in the Pacific 
region, the tempo of activity on Tinian has in- 
creased. Lands are being developed for firing 
ranges, encampment sites are being enlarged, 
and the airfields of the 1940s are being recon- 
structed as part of the military’s on-going read- 
iness exercises. 

Although the people of the Northern Mar- 
iana Islands certainly support this increased 
activity and are proud to have a role in our 
Nation’s defense, we are also concerned that 
historically important artifacts that may be un- 
earthed over the coming decades of stepped- 
up training will be discarded and lost without 
a nearby repository for their preservation. We 
are concerned, too, that because this military 
activity will at times necessarily limit physical 
access to large parts of the island Tinian resi- 
dents and visitors will need some alternative, 
virtual means of learning about the role of 
Tinian North Field, where the atomic bomb 
carrying B-29s, Enola Gay and Bock’s Car, 
lifted off and about other sites of historic sig- 
nificance. We are concerned that we may be 
losing a little bit of our Nation’s and our is- 
lands’ history, day by day. The purpose of my 
bill is to remedy this. 

This is not solely the concern of those of us 
who live in the Northern Mariana Islands. | 
would like to share with you the perspective of 
U.S. Marine Corps Chaplain Lt. David Jeltema 
who was on Tinian last September. He ac- 
companied a Marine expeditionary unit training 
there. Lt. Jeltema said the visiting Marines 
were in awe to be in such a historically signifi- 
cant location and viewed Tinian as “hallowed 
ground.” Tinian’s North Field is one of those 
places he said he wished more people could 
see, “so that we can remember the tremen- 
dous power the military has and realize what 
an incredible responsibility it also has.” 

That is certainly one of the many important 
lessons that could be drawn by any visitor to 
the Tinian Annex of the American Memorial 
Park, which the bill | introduce today would 
authorize. 

| want to thank the House Natural Re- 
sources Committee, which favorably reported 
this same legislation in the 112th Congress. | 
thank all those Members who are original co- 
sponsors of the measure today. And | ask the 
House to move quickly to approve the Amer- 
ican Memorial Park Tinian Annex Act for the 
benefit of the future and in honor of the past. 


EE 


HONORING THE LONG ISLAND RE- 
GIONAL SCIENCE BOWL WINNERS 
FROM HUNTINGTON HIGH 
SCHOOL 


HON. STEVE ISRAEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor a team of talented and dedicated stu- 
dents from Huntington High School in my Con- 
gressional District that recently won the Long 
Island Regional Science Bowl held at 
Brookhaven National Laboratory. These stu- 
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dents are the future of our nation’s excellence 
in the sciences and | am so proud to recog- 
nize them today. 


Captain Brian Gilbert and teammates Aron 
Coraor, Marc Feldman, and Jacob Roday at- 
tend Huntington High School in Huntington, 
NY and on Saturday January 26, 2013 were 
named the Long Island Regional Science Bowl 
winners. The young men competed against 
twenty other teams from high schools around 
the region in a Jeopardy style contest. These 
students will compete in the National Finals for 
the Science Bowl in Washington, DC in April 
2013. 


This success reflects the hard work of these 
students, but also of their mentors, Huntington 
High School teachers Ms. Dame Forbes and 
Ms. Lori Kenny. Ms. Forbes and Ms. Kenny 
coached the team and helped make this suc- 
cess possible. It is dedicated teachers like 
them that make a difference in lives of stu- 
dents and the well being of this country. | am 
sure there were many long days and hours of 
practice that made this all possible so both of 
these women deserve credit for their contribu- 
tion to the team as well. 


The National Science Bowl is one of the 
largest science competitions in the country 
and being recognized as a finalist is an ex- 
traordinary honor. | know that Brian, Aron, 
Marc, and Jacob have a bright future ahead of 
them and | wish them nothing but success in 
the National Finals this spring. They should be 
proud of all they have achieved so far and | 
know they will continue to excel. 


EE 


JAMIE STRONG 


HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Jamie Strong for 
receiving the Greater Golden Chamber of 
Commerce Young Professional of the Year 
Award. 


Jamie, the Event Designer at Three Toma- 
toes Steakhouse and Club at Fossil Trace, 
was elected as Chair of the 2012 Golden 
Young Professionals and did a superb job in 
overseeing the development of the organiza- 
tion, particularly focusing on professional de- 
velopment and community service for mem- 
bers. Her dedication and ability to work with 
Chamber staff was fantastic. 


When not at work, you will find Jamie in- 
volved with the Golden Chamber, at the Gold- 
en Community Center, or enjoying all the local 
hiking trails. 

| extend my deepest congratulations to 
Jamie Strong for her well deserved recognition 
from the Greater Golden Chamber of Com- 
merce. | have no doubt she will exhibit the 
same dedication and character in all her future 
accomplishments. 
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HONORING MRS. ERMA MABRY 


HON. HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | 
submit the following Proclamation. 

Whereas, eighty years ago a virtuous 
woman of God was born in Gwinnett County, 
Georgia on October 29, 1932; and 

Whereas, Mrs. Erma Mabry was born Erma 
Lyons to Mr. Willie Golden and Mrs. Bessie 
Ragsdale Lyons, she was educated in the 
local school system in Georgia, married Mr. 
German William Mabry and through their 
union was blessed with three children, one 
daughter-in-law, two grandchildren, and one 
great grandchild; and 

Whereas, this Phenomenal Proverbs 31 
woman has shared her time and talents as a 
Wife, Mother and Motivator, giving the citizens 
of Georgia a person of great worth, a fearless 
leader and a servant to all who wants to ad- 
vance the lives of others; and 

Whereas, Mrs. Mabry has been blessed 
with a long, happy life, devoted to God and 
credits it all to the Will of God; and 

Whereas, Mrs. Mabry along with her family 
and friends are celebrating this day a remark- 
able milestone, her 80th birthday, we pause to 
acknowledge a woman who is a cornerstone 
in our community in DeKalb County, Georgia; 
and 

Whereas, the U.S. Representative of the 
Fourth District of Georgia has set aside this 
day to honor and recognize Mrs. Mabry on her 
birthday and to wish her well and recognize 
her for an exemplary life which is an inspira- 
tion to all; 

Now therefore, |, HENRY C. “HANK” JOHN- 
SON, JR. do hereby proclaim October 29th, 
2012 as Mrs. Erma Mabry Day in the 4th Con- 
gressional District of Georgia. 

Proclaimed, this 29th day of October, 2012. 


CONNIE TYSDAL 


HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Connie Tysdal 
for receiving the Charlie O’Brien Award from 
the Greater Golden Chamber of Commerce. 

This award goes to members who are well 
respected within the organization and are mo- 
tivated by an unselfish desire to contribute to 
the community for the betterment of greater 
Golden. 

When Connie moved to unincorporated Jef- 
ferson County in 1979 she hit the ground run- 
ning. Among her many accomplishments 
Connie served on the Colorado PTA Leader- 
ship Commission, was elected President of 
the Leadership Golden Alumni Association, 
Chair of the Visitors and Convention Council 
and worked as a philanthropic researcher for 
the Colorado School of Mines. 

| extend my deepest congratulations and 
gratitude to Connie Tysdal for this well de- 
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served recognition by the Greater Golden 
Chamber of Commerce. Your commitment has 
made our community a better place for all of 
us to live. 


ee 


OBAMA ADMINISTRATION’S NEG- 
LIGENCE OF FORT HOOD VIC- 
TIMS 


HON. FRANK R. WOLF 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | submit a report 
that will air on ABC News tonight about the 
Obama Administration’s negligence of the Fort 
Hood survivors and their families. 

This was clearly a terrorist attack and while 
the administration has designated this attack 
as “workplace violence,” the survivors cannot 
access assistance. We are not treating these 
people fairly. 

[From ABC News, Feb. 12, 2013] 


FORT Hoop HERO SAYS OBAMA ‘BETRAYED’ 
HER, OTHER VICTIMS 


(By Ned Berkowitz and Brian Ross) 


Three years after the White House ar- 
ranged a hero’s welcome at the State of the 
Union address for the Fort Hood police ser- 
geant and her partner who stopped the dead- 
ly shooting there, Kimberly Munley says 
President Obama broke the promise he made 
to her that the victims would be well taken 
care of. 

“Betrayed is a good word,” former Sgt. 
Munley told ABC News in a tearful interview 
to be broadcast tonight on ‘‘World News with 
Diane Sawyer” and ‘‘Nightline.’’ 

“Not to the least little bit have the vic- 
tims been taken care of,” she said. “In fact 
they’ve been neglected.” 

There was no immediate comment from 
the White House about Munley’s allegations. 

Thirteen people were killed, including a 
pregnant soldier, and 32 others shot in the 
November 2009 rampage by the accused 
shooter, Major Nidal Hasan, who now awaits 
a military trial on charges of premeditated 
murder and attempted murder. 

Tonight’s broadcast report also includes 
dramatic new video, obtained by ABC News, 
taken in the immediate aftermath of the 
shooting, capturing the chaos and terror of 
the day. 

Munley, since laid off from her job with 
the base’s civilian police force, was shot 
three times as she and her partner, Sgt. 
Mark Todd, confronted Hasan, who witnesses 
said had shouted ‘‘Allahu Akbar” as he 
opened fire on soldiers being processed for 
deployment to Afghanistan. 

As Munley lay wounded, Todd fired the five 
bullets credited with bringing Hasan down. 

Despite extensive evidence that Hasan was 
in communication with al Qaeda leader 
Anwar al-Awlaki prior to the attack, the 
military has denied the victims a Purple 
Heart and is treating the incident as ‘‘work- 
place violence” instead of ‘‘combat related” 
or terrorism. 

Al-Awlaki has since been killed in a U.S. 
drone attack in Yemen, in what was termed 
a major victory in the U.S. efforts against al 
Qaeda. 

Munley and dozens of other victims have 
now filed a lawsuit against the military al- 
leging the ‘‘workplace violence” designation 
means the Fort Hood victims are receiving 
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lower priority access to medical care as vet- 
erans, and a loss of financial benefits avail- 
able to those who injuries are classified as 
“combat related.” 

Some of the victims “had to find civilian 
doctors to get proper medical treatment” 
and the military has not assigned liaison of- 
ficers to help them coordinate their recov- 
ery, said the groups lawyer, Reed 
Rubenstein. ‘“‘There’s a substantial number 
of very serious, crippling cases of post-trau- 
matic stress disorder exacerbated, frankly, 
by what the Army and the Defense Depart- 
ment did in this case,” said Rubenstein. ‘‘We 
have a couple of cases in which the soldiers’ 
command accused the soldiers of malin- 
gering, and would say things to them that 
Fort Hood really wasn’t so bad, it wasn’t 
combat.” 

A spokesperson for the Army said its pol- 
icy is not to comment on pending litigation, 
but that it is “not true” any of the military 
victims have been neglected and that it has 
no control over the guidelines of the Vet- 
erans Administration. Secretary of the Army 
John McHugh told ABC News he was un- 
aware of any specific complaints from the 
Fort Hood victims, even though he is a 
named defendant in the lawsuit filed last No- 
vember which specifically details the plight 
of many of them. 

“If a soldier feels ignored, then we need to 
know about it on a case by case basis,” 
McHugh told ABC News. ‘“‘It is not our intent 
to have two levels of care for people who are 
wounded by whatever means in uniform.” 

Some of the victims in the lawsuit believe 
the Army Secretary and others are purposely 
ignoring their cases out of political correct- 
ness. 

“These guys play stupid every time they’re 
asked a question about it, they pretend like 
they have no clue,” said Shawn Manning, 
who was shot six times that day at Fort 
Hood. Two of the bullets remain in his leg 
and spine, he said. 

“It was no different than an insurgent in 
Iraq or Afghanistan trying to kill us,” said 
Manning, who was twice deployed to Iraq 
and had to retire from the military because 
of his injuries. 

An Army review board initially classified 
Manning’s injuries as ‘‘combat related,” but 
that finding was later overruled by higher- 
ups in the Army. 

Manning says the ‘‘workplace violence” 
designation has cost him almost $70,000 in 
benefits that would have been available if his 
injuries were classified as ‘‘combat related.” 

“Basically, they’re treating us like I was 
downtown and I got hit by a car,” he told 
ABC News. 

For Alonzo Lunsford, who was shot seven 
times at Fort Hood and blinded in one eye, 
the military’s treatment is deeply hurtful. 

“It’s a slap in the face, not only for me but 
for all of the 32 that wore the uniform that 
day,” he told ABC News. 

Lunsford’s medical records show his inju- 
ries were determined to be ‘‘in the line of 
duty” but neither he nor any of the other 
soldiers shot or killed at Fort Hood is eligi- 
ble for the Purple Heart under the Depart- 
ment of Defense’s current policy for decora- 
tions and awards. 

Army Secretary McHugh says awarding 
Purple Hearts could adversely affect the 
trial of Major Hasan. 

“To award a Purple Heart, it has to be 
done by a foreign terrorist element,” said 
McHugh. ‘‘So to declare that soldier a for- 
eign terrorist, we are told, I’m not an attor- 
ney and I don’t run the Justice Department, 
but we’re told would have a profound effect 
on the ability to conduct the trial.” 
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Members of Congress, including the chair- 
man of the House Homeland Security com- 
mittee, Rep. Michael McCaul, R-Texas, say 
they will introduce legislation to force the 
military and the Obama administration to 
give the wounded and dead the recognition 
and honors they deserve. 

“It was clearly an act of terrorism that oc- 
curred that day, there’s no question in my 
mind,” McCaul told ABC News. “I think the 
victims should be treated as such.” 

Former Sgt. Munley says she now believes 
the White House used her for political advan- 
tage in arranging for her to sit next to 
Michelle Obama during the President’s State 
of the Union address in 2010. 

Munley says she has no hesitation now 
speaking out against the President or taking 
part in the lawsuit, because she wants to 
help the others who were shot that day and 
continue to suffer. 

“We got tired of being neglected. So this 
was our last resort and I’m not ashamed of it 
a bit,” she said. 


THE LARIAT LOOP 
HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor The Lariat Loop 
for receiving the Greater Golden Chamber of 
Commerce Civic Award. 

This award is given each year to an organi- 
zation or individual that has contributed greatly 
to the quality of life in Golden. 

The Lariat Loop website captures the spirit 
of this 40-mile route connecting the cities of 
Golden, Morrison and Evergreen. “You can re- 
trace the motoring adventures of the early 
1920s and experience the thrill of foothills ex- 
ploration at the dawn of the Age of Motorcars. 
Colorado’s first gateways to the mountains still 
have sharp curves, winding roads, spectacular 
views, and waysides to refresh and delight the 
traveler.” This byway is a combination of two 
historic routes: the Lariat Trail Scenic Moun- 
tain Drive ascending Lookout Mountain and 
the Bear Creek Canyon Scenic Mountain 
Drive. In combination, these routes were part 
of several of the “scenic circles” developed 
and promoted by Denver in 1915 to help Colo- 
radans experience the mountains in proximity 
to the Denver Metropolitan area. These road- 
ways were designated to the National Register 
of Historic Places in 1976. 

| extend my deepest congratulations to The 
Lariat Loop for this well deserved recognition 
from the Greater Golden Chamber of Com- 
merce. | am proud to have this historic byway 
in my community. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO MRS. DANNIE G. 
HOLLIS 


HON. HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | 
submit the following Proclamation. 

Whereas, Ninety years ago a virtuous 
woman of God was born in rural Georgia on 
October 24, 1922; and 
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Whereas, Mrs. Dannie G. Hollis was born to 
inspire and motivate, she was educated in the 
local school system in Georgia, obtained sec- 
ondary educational degrees from West Geor- 
gia College, Georgia State University, Pied- 
mont Hospital/Emory University and the Uni- 
versity of Georgia; and 


Whereas, this Phenomenal Proverbs 31 
woman has shared her time and talents as a 
Wife, Mother, Grandmother and Medical Tech- 
nologist, giving the citizens of Georgia a per- 
son of great worth, a fearless leader and a 
servant to all who wants to advance the lives 
of others; and 


Whereas, Mrs. Hollis has been blessed with 
a long, happy life, devoted to helping others 
through her service in her community and pro- 
fession; and 


Whereas, Mrs. Hollis along with her family 
and friends are celebrating this day a remark- 
able milestone, her 90th Birthday, we pause to 
acknowledge a woman who is a cornerstone 
in our community in DeKalb County, Georgia; 
and 


Whereas, the U.S. Representative of the 
Fourth District of Georgia has set aside this 
day to honor and recognize Mrs. Hollis on her 
birthday and to wish her well and recognize 
her for an exemplary life which is an inspira- 
tion to all; 


Now therefore, I, HENRY C. “HANK” JOHN- 
SON, JR. do hereby proclaim October 24th, 
2012 as Mrs. Dannie G. Hollis Day in the 4th 
Congressional District of Georgia. 


Proclaimed, this 24th day of October, 2012. 
— 


ERA, A WATERS COMPANY 


HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor ERA, A Waters 
Company, for receiving the Greater Golden 
Chamber of Commerce Chairman’s Award. 


ERA moved into their new facilities in Gold- 
en from another metro community in Decem- 
ber of 2011, but it didn’t take ERA long to get 
involved in Golden. In addition to contributing 
a great deal to the overall economic vitality of 
the Greater Golden Area, ERA has a real pas- 
sion to help others, and Soles4Souls became 
a project Carl Craig, ERA President, stepped 
forward to assist. He offered Soles4Souls, a 
charity that collects and distributes shoes to 
people in need, room in their warehouse at 
ERA to store shoes. Well, 110,000 pairs of 
shoes later, the offer still stands with great 
gratitude. 


| extend my deepest congratulations to 
ERA, A Waters Company, for their well de- 
served recognition from the Greater Golden 
Chamber of Commerce. | have no doubt they 
will exhibit the same integrity and dedication in 
all future accomplishments. 
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TRIBUTE TO TONI CHILDRESS 


HON. PAUL C. BROUN 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to pay tribute to Ms. Toni Childress, a 
compassionate advocate for children and fami- 
lies in northeast Georgia. For seven years, 
Ms. Childress has served as executive director 
for Family Connection and Communities In 
Schools of Stephens County, Incorporated. 
The mission of the organization is simple—to 
surround students with a community of sup- 
port, empowering them to stay in school and 
achieve in life. 

Under her leadership, Family Connection 
and Community In Schools, FCCIS, has en- 
couraged children to accomplish more than 
they ever thought possible through effective lit- 
eracy and tutoring programs, as well as a 
powerful mentoring program. Of the latter, one 
student shared, “My mentor has helped me to 
follow my dreams and keep my goals high.” 
This sincere expression of one student is rea- 
son enough to honor Ms. Childress. However, 
she is one who goes above and beyond the 
required assignment. 

Where Ms. Childress sees a need, she will 
rise to the occasion to find a solution. When 
a social worker approached her about the lack 
of warm winter clothing for several students, 
Ms. Childress organized a successful coat 
drive. Now, in its fourth year, FCCIS distrib- 
utes more than seven hundred coats to chil- 
dren and adults throughout Stephens County. 
Similarly, when Ms. Childress learned that 
there is an alarming rate of child abuse and 
neglect in her community, she quickly orga- 
nized monthly workshops with the acknowl- 
edgment that change begins with awareness. 

For this reason, it is my honor to acknowl- 
edge Ms. Toni Childress for the significant 
contributions she has made to her community. 
Whether it is providing gift certificates for stu- 
dent vision exams or welcome bags for new- 
born babies, Ms. Childress is passionate 
about making a difference. On behalf of the 
United States Congress, | applaud her great 
work and wish continued success for Family 
Connection and Communities In Schools of 
Stephens County, Incorporated. 


CHRIS QUOYESER 
HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Chris Quoyeser 
for receiving the Greater Golden Chamber of 
Commerce Ambassador of the Year Award. 

This award is given each year to an indi- 
vidual who is a member of the Chamber Am- 
bassadors. This individual has been very ac- 
tive in promoting the Chamber in several ways 
such as attending ribbon cuttings, grand open- 
ings, ground breakings, mentoring new Cham- 
ber members, attending Chamber functions, 
helping at the Chamber Back Yard BBQ, and 
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the list goes on. Chris has been a Chamber 
Ambassador for several years and accepts all 
challenges with a positive attitude and a can 
do spirit. 

In addition to running a very successful 
business, Chris is always available when 
called upon. His dedication to the Golden 
makes him a real asset to the community. 

| extend my deepest congratulations to 
Chris Quoyeser for his well deserved recogni- 
tion from the Greater Golden Chamber of 
Commerce. | have no doubt he will exhibit the 
same dedication and character in all his future 
accomplishments. 


EE 


IN MEMORY OF OUR MOTHER: 
MRS. BARBARA JEAN LEVETT 


HON. HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | 
submit the following. 


One of God’s greatest gifts is to know your 
mother 
For she loves you, guides you and molds you 
like no other 
Her wisdom that she bestows on you is that 
from Heaven above 
The serenity you have by being in her pres- 
ence is that of a dove 
Our mother has that joy that touches every- 
one she meets 
Her kindness is so precious and her love is oh 
so sweet 
To hear her voice in a time of need seems to 
make everything alright 
It’s nice to know that she has your best in- 
terest by sending up prayers at night 
Being a mother, grandmother and a great 
grandmother 
Our family was blessed to receive a love like 
no other 
A Proverbs 31 woman best describes our 
mother to us 
Always so giving, always cheerful and never 
making a fuss 
The quality times that she shared with us 
are priceless moments in time 
She will always be in our hearts, near us in 
spirit and in our thoughts when we 
reminisce in our mind 
The bond that she has with her family is 
that like no other 
We pray for God to comfort us in under- 
standing and peace during the home 
going of our dear Mother 
For the Family of Mrs. 
Levett. 
For Mrs. Barbara Jean Levett. 
Sunrise: January 1, 1933-Sunset: November 
8, 2012. 
Penned November 4, 2012 by Eric Charles. 


EE 


DEDICATION OF A PORTION OF 
INTERSTATE 80 IN MEMORY OF 
HIGHWAY PATROL OFFICER RAY- 
MOND CARPENTER 


HON. TOM McCLINTOCK 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to join the city of Rocklin in dedicating a por- 


Barbara Jean 
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tion of Interstate 80 in memory of Highway Pa- 
trol Officer Raymond Carpenter. 

This dedication is meant to pay tribute to 
Ray’s life and his long service to our nation 
and our community. 

His great sense of duty and commitment 
came as no surprise to those who knew his 
story; in fact it was a testament to his humble 
upbringing. He was born in a small cabin and 
raised on the Sullivan Ranch in Auburn, where 
he learned the long hours and hard work of a 
ranch hand. This hardy experience taught him 
the uniquely American values of hard work 
and the freedom that self-reliance provides. 
That same tenacity and perseverance would 
lead him to later become an Alaskan home- 
steader while stationed there as a Technical 
Sergeant with the U.S. Air Force, building his 
own cabin on the frontier of our nation, like his 
forebears before him had in the rugged wilder- 
ness of northern California. 

It was to the blessing of his native state that 
Ray was called to return home in 1956, where 
his love of the outdoors, motorcycles, and his 
passion for service led him to the California 
Highway Patrol. His kind disposition made him 
friends easily, and he was always fast in offer- 
ing a helping hand. Whether in his time with 
the Air Force or as a Highway Patrol Officer 
after returning to California, Ray had spent the 
better part of his life in service to his fellow 
Americans. It was in that service that Ray sur- 
rendered his life when he was shot and killed 
in the line of duty on February 17, 1970. 

Mr. Speaker, while Ray’s life was cut short, 
we must celebrate his contributions, for as 
General Patton said “it is foolish and wrong to 
mourn the men who died. Rather we should 
thank God that such men lived.” | am proud 
today to rise to honor his memory and in 
grateful recognition of his many years of serv- 
ice and sacrifice. 


EEE 


IN RECOGNITION OF LAWRENCE S. 
SYKOFF, ED.D. 


HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Dr. Lawrence S. Sykoff, Ed.D., on 
his retirement as Head of School of Ranney 
School in Tinton Falls, NJ. Dr. Sykoff has 
served as Ranney School’s Head of School 
for 20 years, and his accomplishments are to 
be celebrated. 

Much of Dr. Sykoff's 35 years within the 
education field have been spent at Ranney 
School. He has been a dedicated and involved 
Head of School throughout his tenure. He has 
been a hands-on administrator, giving lec- 
tures; playing guitar along with the music stu- 
dents; and rooting on the athletic teams. His 
commitment to the families of the school was 
exemplified in the wake of Superstorm Sandy. 
Dr. Sykoff ensured that those displaced found 
places within the community to stay days after 
the storm hit. The school has also helped sup- 
port local charities that help the many resi- 
dents affected by the storm. 

In addition to his involvement with Ranney 
School, Dr. Sykoff is an active member of the 
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community-at-large. He is a member of the 
Board of Trustees at the Riverview Medical 
Center Foundation in Red Bank and the Amer- 
ican Cancer Society, where he also serves on 
the Eastern Division’s Board of Directors. He 
also served on the Board of Trustees of Count 
Basie Theatre in Red Bank and was recog- 
nized for his ongoing support of the arts. Dr. 
Sykoff has received numerous commendations 
for his work in the community and his commit- 
ment to education. He was honored with the 
2012 Quarter Century Award by the Council 
for Advancement and Support of Education, 
CASE, and received the Crystal Star Award 
from the nonprofit Holiday Express. 

During Dr. Sykoff’s tenure, Ranney School 
has expanded enrollment and completed an 
accreditation process. He has also overseen 
the expansion of school buildings and mod- 
ernization of athletic facilities. The improve- 
ments to Ranney School have helped highlight 
the school’s merit. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, please join me in 
congratulating Dr. Lawrence Sykoff on his re- 
tirement and thanking him for his service and 
commitment to education. 


EE 


REMEMBERING CHARLES “CHUCK” 
ALBERT POLAND, JR. 


HON. MARTHA ROBY 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the heroic actions of Mr. Charles 
“Chuck” Albert Poland, Jr., a school bus driver 
from Southeast Alabama who died protecting 
the lives of the children in his care. 

Tuesday, January 29, started out just like 
another day for Mr. Poland, who had worked 
as a school bus driver for the Dale County 
Schools system since 2009. However, that 
afternoon while completing his route, an 
armed man entered Mr. Poland’s school bus 
and demanded to take children hostage. 
Faced with this perilous situation, Mr. Poland 
rushed the children out the bus emergency 
exit and to safety. Standing between the gun- 
man and the children, Mr. Poland was shot 
four times and killed. There is little doubt that 
Mr. Poland’s actions saved lives. 

This, of course, began the week-long hos- 
tage standoff, which, thankfully, ended with 
the amazing rescue of the child hostage. But 
who knows how the situation might have 
ended had Mr. Poland not bravely stood in the 
gunman’s way. 

Mr. Speaker, as a mother of two young chil- 
dren, | am particularly moved by the actions 
Chuck Poland took to protect the children in 
his care. It is difficult to even imagine our chil- 
dren being in such danger. How heartening to 
know that—whether in a classroom or on a 
school bus—people like Mr. Poland are look- 
ing out for students and protecting them. 

Those who know Chuck Poland best speak 
to his quiet, humble spirit. They note that he 
would likely shy away from the attention. Born 
in Idaho, Mr. Poland made Southeast Ala- 
bama his home in the 1960s. He served in the 
Army before settling down as a diesel me- 
chanic. When he retired, he took up a part- 
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time job as a bus driver. Ultimately, Mr. Po- 
land was asked to become a full-time bus driv- 
er in 2009. 

Mr. Poland was a beloved husband to Jan, 
his wife of over 40 years; a loving father to his 
son, Aaron, and daughter, Lydia; and doting 
“Paw-Paw” to his three grandsons, Timothy, 
Ryan, and Blake. 

Mr. Poland and his wife shared a favorite 
Bible verse, which, in this moment seems very 
fitting. “For the which cause | also suffer these 
things: nevertheless | am not ashamed: for | 
know whom | have believed, and am per- 
suaded that He is able to keep that which | 
have committed unto him against that day.”— 
2 Timothy 1:12 

According to his son, Mr. Poland viewed his 
students as his own children, and he looked 
after them as though they were his own. 
Chuck Poland would be proud to watch them 
grow up; to see the men and women they be- 
come. 

One of the children might grow up to be a 
scientist who makes the next big discovery or 
cures a disease. One might start a major com- 
pany that employs thousands. One might be a 
soldier who fights valiantly for our country. 
One might be a teacher, a nurse or a fire- 
fighter who makes a difference in the lives of 
others. But one thing is for sure—they each 
have the chance to live a full and happy life 
because their bus driver, Mr. Poland, was will- 
ing to give his life for theirs. 

The author Joseph Campbell wrote, “A hero 
is someone who has given his or her life to 
something bigger than oneself.” 

Mr. Speaker, today we recognize a true 
hero. Chuck Poland gave his life so that oth- 
ers may live and, for that, he will always be 
remembered. 


EE 


HONORING MR. JOHN OSCAR 
BOONE, SR. 


HON. HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | 
present the following U.S. Citizen of Distinc- 
tion. 

Whereas, our nation is blessed to have this 
innovator and pioneer touch the lives of thou- 
sands through his leadership and service; and 

Whereas, Mr. John Oscar Boone, Sr.’s leg- 
acy is present throughout the nation and the 
world for all to see, being the first African 
American appointed to head a major state 
prison in the United States, serving many 
roles in the American Correctional System: 
Commissioner, Superintendent and Director; 
he valiantly served our country in the U.S. 
Army Air Force during World War Il; and 

Whereas, this giant of a man transformed 
the American Correctional System, he was in- 
strumental in the implementation of the Fed- 
eral Rehabilitation Act of 1965 and he rep- 
resented our nation on an international level, 
he inspired elected officials, motivated the 
young and the old, as he accomplished so 
much during his time on this earth; and 

Whereas, this remarkable man gave of him- 
self, his time, his talent and his life; Mr. Boone 
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inspired others to do the same by witnessing 
him walk the walk and talk the talk, he opened 
doors for others to enter; and 

Whereas, Mr. Boone led by doing behind 
the scenes and on the front lines for many; 
Mr. Boone was a husband, a father, a grand- 
father, a brother and a friend; he was our war- 
rior, our patriarch, a man of great integrity who 
remained true to the uplifting of the community 
until his end; and 

Whereas, the U.S. Representative of the 
Fourth District of Georgia has set aside this 
day to bestow an honorable distinction and 
recognition on Mr. John Oscar Boone, Sr., for 
his leadership, friendship and service to all of 
the citizens of Georgia and throughout the Na- 
tion; as a citizen of great worth and so noted 
distinction; 

Now therefore, |, HENRY C. “HANK” JOHN- 
SON, JR. do hereby attest to the 112th Con- 
gress that Mr. John Oscar Boone, Sr., of 
Georgia is deemed worthy and deserving of 
this “Congressional Honorable Distinction’— 
Mr. John Oscar Boone, Sr., U.S. Citizen of 
Distinction, in the 4th Congressional District of 
Georgia. 

Proclaimed, 
2012. 


this 8th day of December, 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF MICHAEL DAVID VARNER 


HON. JEFF MILLER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the life and service of 
Northwest Florida’s beloved Michael David 
Varner, who passed away on February 6, 
2013. During his long and distinguished career 
in education, Mr. Varner served as a mentor 
and an inspiration to countless individuals 
throughout Northwest Florida. After an ardu- 
ous battle with brain cancer, the loss of a 
great man and unparalleled public servant and 
educator is felt not only here at home, but 
across the state of Florida. 

Mr. Varner was born on October 8, 1953, in 
Highland Falls, New York. Upon graduating in 
1971 from Niceville High School in Northwest 
Florida, Mr. Varner attended Okaloosa-Walton 
Community College, as well as, the University 
of South Florida. He continued his education 
at the University of West Florida, where he 
earned a Bachelors of Science and Masters of 
Science in Teaching. 

Mr. Varner’s passion for educating led him 
to Tate High School, where he taught biology 
for 35 years. He also served as an adjunct 
professor at Pensacola State College for ten 
years. During his years as an educator, his 
commitment was always to the students and 
helping them reach their goals, both in and out 
of the classroom. Mr. Varner coached soccer, 
sponsored Student Government and Ex- 
change Club, and served as sponsor to both 
the sophomore and senior classes for stu- 
dents at Tate High School. 

Mr. Varner has been widely recognized and 
honored for his years of teaching and service 
to the community with “Who’s Who Among 
Teachers,” Florida Biology Teacher of the 
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Year, and most recently with the Escambia 
County Teacher of the Year award in 2011. 
While the list of Mr. Varner’s achievements ex- 
tends far beyond what is noted here, they all 
highlight his unwavering devotion to improving 
the lives of those around him and to bettering 
his community through service. 


In addition to his devotion to his students, 
Mr. Varner was a man of faith and committed 
to his parish. For nearly 20 years, he assisted 
Youth Ministry with planning, organizing, and 
assisting in many diocesan youth events. He 
was also a talented musician, who used his 
gift of music to write and play songs for 
church services and school functions. 


Northwest Florida, Escambia County, Flor- 
ida, and the many students whose lives were 
touched by Mr. Varner, mourn the loss of an 
exceptional man. His contributions and service 
to the community and this great nation will for- 
ever be remembered. 


Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, | am privileged to honor the exem- 
plary life of Michael David Varner. My wife 
Vicki and | offer our prayers to his wife Kath- 
leen, his sons Jason and Brian, his parents 
Richard and Madeleine, his siblings Valarie 
and Richard, and Mr. Varner’s entire family 
and friends. He will be truly missed by all. 


ES 


HONORING DAVE OWENS 


HON. CORY GARDNER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to 
honor Dave Owens, a Colorado businessman 
with a strong commitment to his community. 
As the owner of FASTSIGNS Greeley, Dave 
has built a business that has created jobs and 
provided economic value to Greeley and be- 
yond. Small businesses throughout the area 
have come to rely on FASTSIGNS and the 
services it provides. 


In addition to growing and managing a suc- 
cessful business, Dave has invested both time 
and resources into the community. 


Dave and his company have sponsored 
countless events, charities, youth groups, and 
causes. His support has benefited the children 
of the Boys and Girls Club of Weld County, 
the survivors of domestic violence at A Wom- 
an’s Place, and the countless many who de- 
pend on the services of the United Way. And 
when the men and women of the armed serv- 
ices return home from abroad, they often see 
a welcome home banner donated by Dave. 


On February 7, 2013, Dave was honored at 
the Greeley Chamber of Commerce Annual 
Dinner and Awards. He was recognized for his 
creativity and imagination as a business owner 
as well as his leadership and involvement in 
support of his community. 


| join the Greeley Chamber of Commerce in 
congratulating Dave Owens, and | wish him 
continued success in business and his many 
civic involvements. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECOGNITION 
FOR UNITED WAY OF TUCSON 
AND SOUTHERN ARIZONA 


HON. RON BARBER 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the United Way of Tucson and Southern 
Arizona, which has been recognized as a 
leader among its peers. 

The United Way of Tucson and Southern 
Arizona is in the top 2 percent of all United 
Way organizations in the country, according to 
a new business performance index developed 
by United Way Worldwide. This special status 
is based on leadership abilities, engagement 
in the community and for developing and im- 
plementing community strategies that get re- 
sults. 

That means that they are among the top 24 
United Ways in the country—and | couldn’t be 
prouder to have them serving Southern Ari- 
zona. 

The United Way of Tucson and Southern 
Arizona serves a community of more than 1 
million residents. Only 55 of the 1,215 United 
Way organizations in the nation are that large. 

The United Way of Tucson and Southern 
Arizona was recognized for its impact pro- 
moting early literacy skills, engaging youth in 
afterschool programs, helping families become 
more financially stable and helping seniors re- 
main healthy and active. 

| especially want to recognize the accom- 
plishments of Tony Penn, president and chief 
executive officer of the United Way of Tucson 
and Southern Arizona. As a leader in his field, 
Mr. Penn and the United Way of Tucson and 
Southern Arizona will be asked to share their 
best practices with other United Way organiza- 
tions around the country. 

Mr. Penn and his organization are deeply 
committed to getting more children into high- 
quality childcare, providing mentors for under- 
served teens, preparing free tax returns for 
low- to moderate-income families and pro- 
viding volunteer opportunities to seniors to 
keep them healthy and engaged in the com- 
munity. 

| know firsthand the impact that the United 
Way can have on a community, having had 
the honor to serve on the United Way of Tuc- 
son and Southern Arizona’s board. Southern 
Arizonans are lucky to have the dedicated and 
talented staff of the United Way helping to 
strengthen our community each and every 
day. 

on proud to recognize the United Way of 
Tucson and Southern Arizona as well as its 
board members and its staff under the direc- 
tion of Tony Penn for their significant contribu- 
tions to our community. 


EE 


REMEMBERING EDWARD L. 
MAXWELL 


HON. STENY H. HOYER 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | was saddened 
to learn this week of the passing of Edward L. 
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Maxwell, an old friend who was a community 
leader in Prince George’s County, Maryland. 
He was 80 years old when he lost his battle 
to cancer on January 29. 

Born in 1932 in Phenix City, Alabama, a 
stone’s throw from Fort Benning, Edward 
dreamed even as a boy of serving his country 
in the U.S. Army. At age 13, he rode a freight 
train to Washington, DC, with his older brother 
Stephen to chase the dream of a better life, 
and he attended Spingarn High School. In 
1950, at age 18, Edward volunteered for the 
U.S. Army and was sent to Korea, where he 
was wounded in both legs and expected to be 
paralyzed permanently. 

With grit and hard work, Edward spent time 
in rehab at Walter Reed Army hospital and 
was able to walk again. Following his military 
service, he studied at the Veterans Vocational 
Institute, the Cortez Peters Business School, 
the LaSalle School of Accounting, and the 
George Washington University. With a pench- 
ant for math and a love of learning, Edward 
embarked on a career in business that would 
eventually lead him to become a successful 
small business owner and founder of the Best 
Value and Allen’s Discount retail stores. He 
started it all by selling encyclopedias, vacuum 
cleaners, and insurance policies—and working 
at fast-food restaurants—until he could afford 
to start his own businesses. 

Later, Edward started other successful busi- 
nesses, including a casino that contributed 
hundreds of thousands of dollars to help indi- 
viduals in the community afford college and 
pursue opportunities for their families. He 
launched a non-profit to help disabled vet- 
erans like himself access their earned benefits 
and find jobs, and he donated so much food 
to the needy over the holidays that, over the 
years, he became known locally as the “Tur- 
key Man.” 

| first came to know Edward in the 1970s, 
when | was working as a lawyer in Prince 
George’s County. He was a cherished mem- 
ber of the community who was not only a man 
of business but a man of deep faith in God 
and faith in his fellow men and women. Ed- 
ward was also a loving husband, father, 
grandfather, and uncle. 

Edward married his wife Freida in 1962, and 
after 50 years together, she survives him. So 
does their daughter Gene and four sons: 
Kermit, Zach, Edward Jr., and Mike. He was 
also blessed with six grandchildren. 

| join in mourning Edward’s passing and in 
offering my condolences to Freida and their 
entire family. He will be missed by the entire 
Prince George’s County community, and his 
generosity, big heart, and warm spirit will be 
long remembered. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. RON BARBER 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 12, 2013 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, due to airplane 
mechanical difficulties, | missed two recorded 
votes on February 4. | would like the RECORD 


to indicate at this point how | would have 
voted had | been present for those votes. 


February 12, 2013 


On Roll Call No. 31, H.R. 225, the National 
Pediatric Research Network Act of 2013, | 
would have voted “yea” to allow the National 
Institutes of Health to establish a national pe- 
diatric research network dedicated to finding 
treatments and cures for pediatric diseases 
and conditions, especially those that are rare. 
This legislation will only help to build upon a 
strong body of existing pediatric research to 
help our nation’s children lead full, healthy 
lives. 


On Roll Call No. 32, H.R. 297, the Chil- 
dren’s Hospital GME Support Reauthorization 
Act of 2013, | would have voted “yea” to 
amend the Public Health Service Act to extend 
and reauthorize appropriations to children’s 
hospitals for expenses associated with grad- 
uate medical residency training programs. This 
legislation will help provide ongoing and con- 
sistent training of doctors and build our na- 
tion’s pediatric physician workforce. 


ee 


HONORING MR. JOHN EVANS 


HON. HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | 
submit the following proclamation. 


Whereas, a tenacious man from Nashville, 
Tennessee utilizes his gifts, talents and wis- 
dom everyday to ensure that citizens are pro- 
vided helpful resources in the state of Geor- 
gia; and 

Whereas, Mr. John Evans is a renowned 
leader not only for the DeKalb County branch 
of the NAACP, but as a father and community 
leader in DeKalb County, Georgia; and 


Whereas, Mr. John Evans has served in 
many different roles throughout his life being a 
former DeKalb County Commissioner, a 
former Marta Board of Directors, a former 
player in the Negro Baseball League with the 
Indianapolis Clowns; he has worked in Cor- 
porate America as well as Main Street Amer- 
ica being a strong advocate of justice, edu- 
cation, equality and family; and 


Whereas, he has shared his time and tal- 
ents for the betterment of his community and 
his nation through his tireless works, words of 
encouragement and inspiration that have and 
continues to be a beacon of light to those in 
need; and 


Whereas, the U.S. Representative of the 
Fourth District of Georgia has set aside this 
day to honor and recognize John Evans for 
his outstanding leadership and service to the 
citizens in the state of Georgia, his community 
temperament is to be acknowledged and his 
commitment to the citizens throughout the 
state continues to touch the lives of citizens in 
our District; 

Now therefore, I, HENRY C. “HANK” JOHN- 
SON, JR. do hereby proclaim October 27, 2012 
as John Evans Day in the 4th Congressional 
District. 


Proclaimed, this 27th day of October, 2012. 
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MARKING ARCHBISHOP COLEMAN 
CARROLL HIGH SCHOOL’S 15TH 
ANNIVERSARY 


HON. JOE GARCIA 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the 15th anniversary of Archbishop 
Coleman Carroll High School in Miami, Flor- 
ida. Founded in 1998 and administered by the 
Carmelite Sisters, Carroll offers its students 
the opportunity to pursue a rich academic cur- 
riculum in an environment that fosters both in- 
tellectual and spiritual strength. 

Archbishop Coleman Carroll High School 
has established itself as a school with a chal- 
lenging and thorough academic program while 
forming a partnership between students, par- 
ents and teachers. This has fostered a family- 
centered environment that extends beyond the 
classroom and leads to the success of its stu- 
dents. As such, Carroll’s alumni have gone on 
to some of our nation’s most prestigious uni- 
versities and are leaders in their communities. 

Part of what has made Carroll such a suc- 
cessful school is its faculty’s focus on ensuring 
that its students excel both inside and outside 
of the classroom. In addition to its robust aca- 
demics, Archbishop Coleman Carroll is home 
to an outstanding athletic program that has 
earned the Bulldogs numerous district and re- 
gional championships. Moreover, students at 
Carroll can participate in 18 different extra- 
curricular clubs, nine honor societies and a 
campus ministry program designed to nurture 
faith and good values. 

Mr. Speaker, | am honored that Florida’s 
26th Congressional District is home to Arch- 
bishop Coleman Carroll, as well as most of its 
students and ask that my colleagues join me 
in congratulating its students, faculty and par- 
ents on its 15th anniversary. 


a 


CELEBRATING 150 YEARS OF 
RAILWAY HISTORY IN MAGNOLIA 


HON. KEVIN BRADY 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor a great community in my dis- 
trict. Magnolia, Texas, is celebrating 150 years 
of railway history with a new title—Train Town. 

This designation from the Union Pacific Rail- 
road will be official on Tuesday, February 12 
when Union Pacific officials present the award 
to the Magnolia Historical Society, the City of 
Magnolia and the Greater Magnolia Chamber 
of Commerce. 

It's fitting that the presentation will take 
place at Magnolia’s historic Depot. While it 
may only be 110 years that the town has been 
Officially called Magnolia, this community’s rich 
history dates back to the mid-1800s. By the 
roaring twenties, Magnolia was a rail shipping 
center for everything from lumber to livestock 
and just about anything you could send on the 
rails. 

Thank you, Union Pacific, for your efforts to 
recognize America’s train history and these 
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amazing train towns like Magnolia. Keeping a 
connection to our past is so important for our 
future. 

Magnolia’s historic Depot is located right in 
the heart of downtown at 426 Melton Street. In 
2005, rather than tear it down to make way for 
a road expansion, it was carefully moved so it 
can continue to be a tangible link to Magno- 
lia’s rich heritage and a big part of the com- 
munity we love. 

Thanks to the Magnolia Historical Society, 
everyone who comes to the Depot can enjoy 
what the train city must have looked like and 
enjoy getting away from the present and im- 
mersed in history. From the solid plank wood 
floors, exposed wood trusses, and sliding 
freight doors, the Depot and its adjacent rail- 
road tracks that were such a part of Magno- 
lia’s early days are preserved for future gen- 
erations so they too can enjoy a real Train 
City. Their efforts to revive a piece of Magno- 
lia’s past for all of us to enjoy deserve this 
honor. 

As Magnolia continues to grow, | am con- 
fident it will never lose its Train Town heritage 
and how Magnolia’s Depot connected Mont- 
gomery county to the world. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF THE “END BIG 
OIL TAX SUBSIDIES ACT” 


HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, in the 
midst of budget turmoil, the upcoming debt 
ceiling limit, and looming sequestration cuts, | 
am introducing legislation that could save 
American taxpayers almost $40 billion over 
the next 5 years. 

Right now, Americans are subsidizing some 
of the largest and most profitable companies 
in the world with their tax dollars. Taxpayers 
currently subsidize oil injection, extraction, ex- 
ploration, drilling, injection, manufacturing, 
pricing, and inventory valuing, by offsetting for- 
eign taxes, providing generous credits and de- 
ductions, and offering tax shelters. 

The “End Big Oil Tax Subsidies Act,” would 
end 10 of the most egregious tax loopholes 
enjoyed by the oil industry—tax loopholes that 
have helped BP, Chevron, ConocoPhillips, 
ExxonMobil and Shell make a combined profit 
of nearly $1 trillion over the past decade. The 
legislation is modeled on President Obama’s 
proposal to eliminate oil and gas tax pref- 
erences in his FY 2013 Budget. 

Extremely profitable, well-established, large 
corporations do not need enormous subsidies 
from the government and we simply cannot af- 
ford to let them continue. It is well established 
in a global petroleum market that this subsidy 
has zero impact on reducing prices for Amer- 
ican consumers. Instead of padding the bot- 
tom of oil companies, this money could be 
better spent renewing and rebuilding our na- 
tion’s infrastructure. It could be used to stave 
off some of the most draconian cuts that fami- 
lies will face this spring if Congress does not 
act on sequestration. Finally, the resources 
could be redirected to level the playing field 
for emerging technologies like wind and solar. 
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| hope my colleagues will join me in sup- 
porting this important legislation. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO P/SGT. WILLIAM P. 
TUGGLE 


HON. HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | 
submit the following Proclamation. 

Whereas, Eighty years ago on October 31, 
1932 a tenacious man of God was born in 
Monticello, Georgia; and 

Whereas, P/Sgt. William P. Tuggle was 
trained as a Combat/Recon Military Engineer, 
he served in the United States Army, received 
numerous Military Citations such as the Com- 
bat Service Award, the Bronze Star, the Com- 
bat Service Award, the Army Commendation 
Award and an Appreciation Certificate from 
President Richard Nixon; and 

Whereas, P/Sgt. Tuggle has shared his time 
and talents as a family man, serviceman and 
mentor, giving the citizens of the United States 
a person of great worth, a fearless leader and 
a servant to all advancing the lives of others, 
through service to our country in the U.S. 
Army and being the ideal husband, father, 
church member and grandfather; and 

Whereas, P/Sgt. Tuggle has been blessed 
with a long, happy life, devoted to God and 
credits it all to the Will of God; and 

Whereas, P/Sgt. Tuggle along with his fam- 
ily and friends are celebrating this day a re- 
markable milestone, his 80th Birthday, we 
pause to acknowledge a man who is a corner- 
stone in our community; and 

Whereas, the U.S. Representative of the 
Fourth District of Georgia has set aside these 
days to honor and recognize P/Sgt. Tuggle on 
his birthday and to wish him well and recog- 
nize him for an exemplary life which is an in- 
spiration to all; 

Now therefore, |, HENRY C. “HANK” JOHN- 
SON, JR. do hereby proclaim October 31, 2012 
as P/Sgt. William P. Tuggle Day in Georgia’s 
4th Congressional District. 

Proclaimed, this 31st day of October, 2012. 


se 


INTRODUCTION OF THE RACHEL 
CARSON NATURE TRAIL DES- 
IGNATION ACT OF 20138 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | introduce the 
Rachel Carson Nature Trail Designation Act of 
2013, to recognize Rachel Carson, an environ- 
mental pioneer and inspiration for environ- 
mental consciousness best known for her 
groundbreaking book Silent Spring. In Sep- 
tember 2012, we celebrated the 50th anniver- 
sary of the publication of Silent Spring, which 
has been translated into more than a dozen 
languages. The idea for my bill, which des- 
ignates a National Park Service trail in the 
District of Columbia in honor of Ms. Carson, 
was brought to me by Glover Park residents. 
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Ms. Carson was born on May 27, 1907, on 
a farm in Springdale, Pennsylvania, graduated 
magna cum laude with a biology degree from 
the Pennsylvania College for Women (later 
Chatham College), and received a full scholar- 
ship that enabled her to obtain a master’s de- 
gree in marine zoology from Johns Hopkins 
University in Baltimore. A world-renowned en- 
vironmental scientist, writer, and educator, Ms. 
Carson worked as a federal employee for 
most of her professional life as a writer, editor, 
and ultimately, Editor-in-Chief for the U.S. De- 
partment of Fish and Wildlife Service’s publi- 
cations department. 


Ms. Carson accomplished much of her sem- 
inal professional work as a federal employee 
at the U.S. Department of the Interior in the 
District. She often used Glover Archbold Park 
in the District as a site from which she drew 
observations about nature and the environ- 
ment. She performed research on the dangers 
of pesticides, and her findings were sustained 
by the Science Advisory Committee, created 
during President John F. Kennedy’s adminis- 
tration. As a result, federal and state legisla- 
tures enacted pesticide legislation. Her work 
also paved the way for groundbreaking envi- 
ronmental protection legislation throughout the 
world. Ms. Carson was inducted into the 
American Academy of Arts and Letters and re- 
ceived many other honors. She died on April 
14, 1964, in Silver Spring, Maryland, leaving a 
rich legacy that will continue to benefit present 
and future generations well beyond the 50th 
anniversary of Silent Spring. 


Last year, | testified at a meeting of the Na- 
tional Capital Memorial Advisory Commission 
on the bill. The commission asked for addi- 
tional information on Carson’s work in the 
park. We are providing the commission with 
such information, and would expect its support 
for the designation at its next meeting. 


My bill serves to commemorate Rachel Car- 
son for her tireless efforts to make the District 
of Columbia, the United States, and, indeed, 
the world a better and safer place for us all. 
The trail designated by the bill, located in the 
NPS’s Glover Archbold Park in the District, will 
be known as the “Rachel Carson Nature 
Trail.” The bill ensures that Rachel Carson’s 
contributions will be remembered and treas- 
ured for years to come. 


| strongly urge my colleagues to support the 
legislation. 


a 


IN RECOGNITION OF CHIEF 
ARTHUR N. COSENTINO 


HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Chief Arthur N. Cosentino on his 
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retirement from the West Long Branch Police 
Department. Chief Cosentino has dutifully 
served the Borough of West Long Branch for 
over 35 years. 

Chief Cosentino began his law enforcement 
career in 1976 when he was hired as a patrol- 
man with the West Long Branch Police De- 
partment. He served as a criminal investigator 
in the Detective Bureau for over 15 years, 
when he was promoted to Sergeant in 1997. 
He quickly advanced the ranks, earning pro- 
motions to Lieutenant and then Captain in 
2004 and finally Chief of Police in 2006. 

In addition to his career with the police de- 
partment, Chief Cosentino was actively in- 
volved in the community. He has been in- 
volved with the West Long Branch Fire De- 
partment, West Long Branch First Aid Squad, 
West Long Branch Office of Emergency Man- 
agement, Amerigo Vespucci Society, West 
Long Branch Lions Club, and the West Long 
Branch Sports Association. He is also Past 
President and a current member of the Police- 
men’s Benevolent Association Local 141, a 
member of the International Association of 
Chiefs of Police and a member of the Mon- 
mouth County Police Chiefs Association, serv- 
ing as its President in 2012. 

Chief Cosentino earned his Associates De- 
gree in Criminal Justice from Brookdale Com- 
munity College in 1991 and later returned to 
school at Fairleigh Dickinson University in 
2010, graduating as a Certified Public Man- 
ager. He has also earned several certificates 
for continuing education classes related to his 
police work. 

Throughout his law enforcement career, 
Chief Cosentino has been the recipient of var- 
ious awards and commendations recognizing 
his dedication and achievements. He has 
been presented with the Meritorious Service 
Award for heroic actions during a fire in 2000, 
the Unit Citation Medal for detection and ap- 
prehension of two armed robbers in 2004, and 
the Outstanding Achievement Medal for sub- 
stantial burglary clearances in 2004, among 
many others. A graduate of Shore Regional 
High School, Chief Cosentino was also in- 
ducted into the High School’s Hall of Fame in 
2006. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, please join me in 
congratulating Chief Arthur Cosentino on his 
retirement from the West Long Branch Police 
Department. His selfless commitment to the 
community is deserving of this body’s recogni- 
tion. 


rE 


HONORING CHRISTOPHER 
COLUMBUS HIGH SCHOOL 


HON. JOE GARCIA 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor a very special school in the congres- 
sional district that | am honored to represent. 
For 55 years, Christopher Columbus High 
School has instilled in its students strong val- 
ues and served South Florida as an institution 
of academic excellence and athletic achieve- 
ment. Columbus has educated thousands of 
fine young men and community leaders, in- 
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cluding my brothers, some of my close friends 
and members of my staff. 

Established in 1958 in the spirit of St. 
Marcellin Champagnat, founder of the Marist 
Brothers, Columbus’ teachers and staff work 
tirelessly so that its students can achieve their 
full potential across every facet of their lives. 

Columbus Explorers excel both inside and 
outside of the classroom. The school’s award- 
winning academic curriculum is tailored to 
meet the individual needs of its students and 
equips them with the tools they need to lead 
successful lives. It also boasts an athletic pro- 
gram that competes across 15 different sports 
and has earned dozens of district and state 
championships. 

Columbus works to develop young men of 
good social conscience and social responsi- 
bility, offering its students daily morning 
masses, weekly youth group meetings and op- 
portunities for community service. 

Among Columbus’ alumni are some of 
America’s leading entrepreneurs, elected offi- 
cials, distinguished scientists and doctors, pro- 
fessional athletes, high ranking officers in our 
armed forces, a Pulitzer Prize winner, a Presi- 
dential Medal of Freedom recipient and the 
poet at the 2013 inauguration of President 
Barack Obama. 

Mr. Speaker, for all of the achievements that 
| have cited and those that time constraints do 
not allow me to list, | ask that my colleagues 
join me in honoring Christopher Columbus 
High School. It is only fitting that Columbus’ 
motto be Adelante, for this school has cer- 
tainly been moving South Florida and America 
forward for over half a century. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO SOLID ROCK 
MISSIONARY BAPTIST CHURCH 


HON. HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, February 12, 2013 


Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | 
submit the following Proclamation. 

Whereas, Solid Rock Missionary Baptist 
Church has been and continues to be a bea- 
con of light to our county for the past twenty 
years; and 

Whereas, Pastor Christopher C. Alikah and 
the members of the Solid Rock Missionary 
Baptist Church family today continues to uplift 
and inspire those in our county; and 

Whereas, the Solid Rock Missionary Baptist 
Church family has been and continues to be 
a place where citizens are touched spiritually, 
mentally and physically through outreach min- 
istries and community partnership to aid in 
building up our District; and 

Whereas, this remarkable and tenacious 
Church of God has given hope to the hope- 
less, fed the needy and empowered our com- 
munity for the past twenty (20) years; and 

Whereas, this Church has produced many 
spiritual warriors, people of compassion, peo- 
ple of great courage, fearless leaders and 
servants to all, but most of all visionaries who 
have shared not only with their Church, but 
with DeKalb County their passion to spread 
the gospel of Jesus Christ; and 

Whereas, the U.S. Representative of the 
Fourth District of Georgia has set aside this 
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Missionary Baptist Church family for their lead- son, JR. do hereby proclaim November 11, gia. 


ership and service to our District on this the 2012 as Solid Rock Missionary Baptist Church Proclaimed, this 11th day of November, 
20th Anniversary of their founding; 2012. 
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SENATE—Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Honorable HEIDI 
HEITKAMP, a Senator from the State of 
North Dakota. 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Architect of the universe, before the 
mountains were formed and the hills 
were born and the Earth received its 
frame, You are God. You fill the uni- 
verse with the mysteries of Your 
power, and we are in awe of Your 
handiwork. 

Inspire our Senators to unite with 
You in the great cause of bringing 
healing to our Nation and world. May 
they sense Your presence continually, 
think of You consistently, and trust 
You constantly, receiving Your divine 
guidance for the path ahead. Lord, in- 
spire them to think imaginatively 
about how to do Your will on Earth 
even as it is done in Heaven. We pray 
in Your great Name. Amen. 


ee 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable HEIDI HEITKAMP led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The legislative clerk read the fol- 
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, February 13, 2013. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable HEIDI HEITKAMP, a 
Senator from the State of North Dakota, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Ms. HEITKAMP thereupon assumed 
the chair as Acting President pro tem- 
pore. 


EEE 
RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Madam President, fol- 
lowing leader remarks, the Senate will 
be in morning business. The Repub- 
licans will control the first 30 minutes 
and the majority will control the sec- 
ond 30 minutes. 

We will seek an agreement for the 
consideration of the nomination of 
Senator Hagel to be Secretary of De- 
fense during today’s session. 

In addition, sometime this afternoon, 
we hope to have a vote on the Kayatta 
nomination to be a circuit court judge 
for the First Circuit. 


ES 


VISION OF FAIRNESS 


Mr. REID. Madam President, last 
night the President of the United 
States laid out an agenda to strength- 
en the middle class and expand upon 
our economic progress. He outlined an 
agenda that will restore the core value 
that makes this Nation great: fairness. 

Senate Democrats stand ready to 
work with the President to make this 
vision—a vision in which every Amer- 
ican shares the prosperity as well as 
the responsibility—a reality. President 
Obama’s agenda calls for commonsense 
investments in our future, investments 
which will breathe new life into a 
struggling middle class, investments 
which will make America a magnet for 
jobs and manufacturing once more, in- 
vestments which have been deferred for 
too long due to the worst recession 
since the Great Depression. 

The President’s plan will give Amer- 
ican manufacturers the support they 
need to thrive, while ending giveaways 
to companies that ship jobs overseas. 
His plan will create jobs building 
world-class roadways, railways, and 
bridges which our economy may rely 
upon tomorrow. 

The plan will prepare current and fu- 
ture workers to compete in a global 
economy by making K-12 schools the 
best in the world again and college af- 
fordable for every graduate. His plan 
will break our addiction to foreign oil 
and encourage investments in reliable 
energy, a change which will be good for 
the environment and for the economy. 

As he said last night, it will be done 
without adding a single penny to the 
deficit. These investments in a strong 
middle class are not just right for our 
country, they are right for our econ- 
omy as well. Our efforts to restore 
prosperity will mean little unless Con- 
gress acts immediately to deal with ar- 
bitrary, across-the-board spending cuts 
set to take effect. 

If the looming sequester strikes, 
70,000 young children would be kicked 


off Head Start and 10,000 teaching jobs 
would be at risk. The Small Business 
Administration will be forced to reduce 
loan guarantees to small businesses by 
up to $540 million. Democrats believe 
we should replace this harsh austerity 
with a balanced approach that targets 
wasteful spending, tax loopholes, and 
asks the wealthiest among us to con- 
tribute a little more to reduce the def- 
icit. 

The American people know we can’t 
cut our way to prosperity. They agree. 
We can’t ask the middle class to bear 
the burden of the entire deficit reduc- 
tion. Later this week Democrats will 
release a plan to avert the so-called se- 
quester. 

Republicans say they agree the deep 
cuts they voted for will be damaging to 
our economy and to national security. 
Republicans would rather cut Medi- 
care, education, and medical research 
than close a single wasteful tax loop- 
hole or ask a single millionaire to con- 
tribute a little more. The Republicans 
should stop protecting millionaires, 
billionaires, and wealthy corporations 
and start working with us to pass an 
alternative to these terrible cuts that 
protect the middle class. We want to 
start to do something to begin chang- 
ing this so we protect the middle class. 
We must not jeopardize the progress of 
the last 4 years. 

Even though our work to restore eco- 
nomic prosperity must continue, we 
should take pride in the 35 months of 
private sector job growth and 6.1 mil- 
lion new American jobs. Imagine how 
many more jobs could be created with 
just a little cooperation from our Re- 
publican colleagues. 

Now our friends across the aisle have 
another opportunity to engage con- 
structively. They have a second chance 
to work with Democrats to rebuild the 
middle class by investing in that which 
in the past has made Americans 
strong—world-class roads, bridges, 
dams, peerless schools, industrial fac- 
tories, and creative entrepreneurs who 
are the best in the world. 

President Ronald Reagan, in his first 
address of a joint session of Congress, 
spoke of these building blocks of pros- 
perity. Ronald Reagan said: 

Substance and prosperity of our Nation is 
built by wages brought home from the fac- 
tories and the mills, the farms, and the 
shops. They are the services provided in 
10,000 corners of America: the interest on the 
thrift of our people and the returns for their 
risk-taking. The production of America is 
the possession of those who build, serve, cre- 
ate, and produce. 

He didn’t say the substance of our 
Nation is built on profits gleaned from 
shipping jobs overseas. He didn’t say 
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the prosperity of America is the posses- 
sion of investment banks or wealthy 
oil companies alone. Rather, he said, 
our substance and prosperity are 
earned in factories, mills, farms, and 
shops. The rewards belong to all those 
who build, serve, create, and produce— 
not only to the few strong enough or 
rich enough to take for themselves. 

It is time to return to those roots. It 
is time to remember fairness is not just 
a principle for which to strive but a 
powerful engine of growth and pros- 
perity for all Americans. 


Ea 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Republican leader is recog- 
nized. 


-——— 


STATE OF THE UNION 


Mr. MCCONNELL. I would like to say 
a word about last night’s State of the 
Union. To me, at least, the occasion 
cried out for bold and courageous lead- 
ership from a reelected President who 
has run his last campaign. It called for 
a President who was willing to stare 
down America’s challenges, reject the 
easy choices, and step outside his polit- 
ical comfort zone to unite a deeply di- 
vided public behind a common goal. 

Sadly, history will record no such 
moment. An opportunity to bring to- 
gether the country instead became an- 
other retread of lip service and lib- 
eralism. 

For a Democratic President entering 
his second term, it was simply unequal 
to the moment. Following 4 years of 
this President’s unwillingness to chal- 
lenge liberal dogma, we have more of 
the same. The President spoke about 
energy infrastructure but didn’t even 
mention the Keystone Pipeline. He 
chose the Nation’s biggest stage to pro- 
mote something that is inefficient and 
costly, such as solar panels, instead of 
something that is proven, reliable, and 
domestically produced, such as coal. 

He advocated tax reform but mostly 
as a way to increase the size of govern- 
ment, not as a way to increase our 
competitiveness. He spoke of workers’ 
minimum wages instead of their max- 
imum potential. 

In short, with the exception of his 
impressive delivery and trademark 
style, last night’s speech was pedes- 
trian, liberal boilerplate that any 
Democratic lawmaker could have given 
at any time in recent memory. Gun 
control, cap and trade, tax increases, 
and spending programs are exactly 
what we have come to expect from a 
liberal President who seems perfectly 
content to preside over a divided coun- 
try and a stagnant economy. 

Of course, everyone recognizes the 
President is a very good campaigner. 
We all acknowledge his skill in that 
area. He will be doing more of that 
today down in North Carolina. 
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A State of the Union Address should 
be about something bigger. Instead of 
dividing Americans, it should unite 
them. Instead of inflaming passions, it 
should show what is possible when the 
two parties actually work together. 

I am glad he mentioned things such 
as expanding trade opportunities with 
Asia and Europe. That is an area where 
we can cooperate, and I look forward to 
working with colleagues from both par- 
ties to do just that. 

Overall, I am disappointed. I am es- 
pecially disappointed he chose not to 
seriously address the transcendent 
issue of our time, which is finding a 
way to control our spiraling debt be- 
fore it controls us. If we don’t do that, 
we will not be able to leave our chil- 
dren the kind of country our parents 
left us; that is, a goal all of us should 
share. 

Take the Obama sequester as just 
one example. The President had a 
chance last night to offer a thoughtful 
alternative to his sequester, one that 
could reduce spending in a smarter 
way. That is what Republicans have 
been calling for all along, and it is the 
kind of thing the House has already 
voted to do not once but twice. We 
want to work with him to actually 
make that happen. 

Instead we just heard gimmicks and 
tax hikes, just one more plan from the 
President that is designed to fail so he 
can blame others when it does fail. It is 
too bad for the country. It truly is. 

The American people, in their collec- 
tive judgment, decided to send divided 
government to Washington. I am sure 
the President wishes that weren’t so, 
but it is the reality, and Americans 
look to him to use forums such as the 
State of the Union to bring people to- 
gether and get things done with the 
government we have, not the one the 
President wishes he had. That is what 
Ronald Reagan did, and he accom- 
plished great things. President Clinton 
was able to get quite a bit done with 
divided government too. 

Why is it this President can’t seem 
to demonstrate the same kind of lead- 
ership? He says he wants balance—bal- 
ance. His approach so far has been any- 
thing but. Just as ‘‘investment’’ has 
become a Washington code word for 
more spending, ‘‘balance’’ has now be- 
come a code word for my way or the 
highway. 

Remember, the President already re- 
ceived the additional revenue he want- 
ed in January. He didn’t agree to a sin- 
gle cut in spending then, just revenue. 
Obviously, the balanced thing to do 
now would be to look at cuts. Last 
night the President didn’t propose any 
real cuts; he just demanded more and 
more taxes. With a $16 trillion debt, he 
actually called for more spending too, 
although he didn’t say how he would 
pay for it or even how much it would 
cost. Pretend, for a moment, the Re- 
publicans agreed to go along with all 
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those taxes and all that spending. What 
do you think he would demand the next 
time and the time after that? Of 
course, more taxes and more spending. 
And we all know Washington uses tax 
increases to fund even more spending 
on things such as robosquirrels and 
Solyndra, not to reduce the deficit. 
That is what history shows us. It is 
how we got in this mess in the first 
place. 

So we are not going to play the 
Washington game. The stakes for 
American families are too high to keep 
taking the easy way out, with more 
taxes and more wasteful spending. Re- 
publicans believe taking on this mas- 
sive burden of debt should be more im- 
portant in this town than winning the 
next election. That is why we need 
commonsense reforms, such as a bal- 
anced budget amendment. All Repub- 
licans support it, and Democrats 
should too. But we won’t get anywhere 
as a nation if the President refuses to 
lead. We just can’t. So the question is, 
Will he lead or will he continue this 
endless campaign? 

I want to end on a positive note, so I 
would like to point out that there were 
areas of agreement last night, and I 
particularly appreciated the Presi- 
dent’s reference to Burma. And Sen- 
ator RUBIO did a great job with the Re- 
publican address. I hope the President 
will actually listen to some of the 
things Senator RUBIO said, and I hope 
he will come back to Congress with 
some different ideas. We can get impor- 
tant things done in his second term, 
and if he is ready to come to the cen- 
ter, to the political center, we will. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 


EE 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will be in a period of morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
peak therein for up to 10 minutes each, 
with the Republicans controlling the 
first 30 minutes and the majority con- 
trolling the second 30 minutes. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. JOHANNS. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

(The remarks of Mr. JOHANNS per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 317, S. 
318, S. 319, and S. 320 are printed in to- 
day’s RECORD under ‘‘Statements on In- 
troduced Bills and Joint Resolutions.’’) 
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Mr. JOHANNS. Madam President, I 
yield the floor and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
A CASE OF AMNESIA 


Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, 
after listening to President Obama’s 
State of the Union speech last night, I 
was left scratching my head. Essen- 
tially, the President wants us to pre- 
tend the last 4 years never happened. 
He wants us to pretend his economic 
policies have delivered a strong recov- 
ery from the recession of 2008; he wants 
us to pretend his administration has 
made real progress on reducing the na- 
tional debt; and he wants us to pretend 
that more taxes, more spending, and 
more debt are the key to middle-class 
prosperity. In other words, the Presi- 
dent is hoping we all have a case of am- 
nesia. 

He wants us to forget about $5.8 tril- 
lion in new debt that was racked up 
during his first term—$5.8 trillion. He 
wants us to forget our gross national 
debt is now larger than our entire 
economy—100 percent of our gross do- 
mestic product. He wants us to forget 
the debt is projected to grow even fur- 
ther, to $26 trillion, by 2023; and he 
wants us to forget his health care bill 
will increase taxes by $1 trillion over 
the next 10 years. He wants us to forget 
America’s credit rating has been down- 
graded for the first time in our history. 

He also wants us to forget we have 
been suffering through the weakest 
economic recovery since the Great De- 
pression, as well as the highest, longest 
period of high unemployment since the 
Great Depression. 

He wants us to forget that nearly 4 
out of every 10 unemployed Americans 
have been jobless for at least 6 months. 
He wants us to forget that the average 
family median income has fallen by 
nearly $2,500 since the official end of 
the recession. He wants us to forget 
that the cost of health insurance for 
the average American family has in- 
creased by more than $2,300. And he 
wants us to forget that as part of the 
fiscal cliff negotiation, the payroll tax 
went back up, taking an additional bite 
out of the check of middle-class work- 
ers. 

Last night President Obama said we 
should ask ourselves three questions 
every day—those of us with the privi- 
lege of serving here in the Nation’s 
Capital in the Congress and in the ad- 
ministration. He said: No. 1, how do we 
attract more jobs to our shores? No. 2, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


how do we equip people with the skills 
they need in order to get those jobs? 
And No. 3, how do we make sure hard 
work leads to a decent living? I may 
have my differences with President 
Obama on a number of policies, but I 
actually think those are really good 
questions. 

If the President is truly serious 
about finding the answers to those 
questions, this may not surprise my 
colleagues, but he need look only to 
the model reflected in my home State 
of Texas. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD an article enti- 
tled “The Texas Growth Machine” at 
the end of my remarks. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 

Mr. CORNYN. The fact is our State 
relies on a simple economic model the 
Federal Government could emulate if 
it would like to have similar positive 
results: lower taxes, limited govern- 
ment, sensible regulations, and 
progrowth energy policies. 

I know the occupant of the chair 
comes from a State that I believe is the 
second largest producer of oil and gas 
in the country—second only to Texas— 
and I know the Presiding Officer has 
seen the economic engine that is cre- 
ated when we unleash our potential 
when it comes to our energy resources. 
These are policies that recently helped 
Texas turn a $5 billion deficit during 
the recession into an $8.8 billion sur- 
plus. These are the policies that made 
our State a robust engine of job cre- 
ation that is attracting Americans 
from all across the country. The total 
number of jobs in Texas since 1995 has 
grown at the rate of 32 percent. When 
we compare that with the rate of 
growth of jobs in America nationwide, 
we see it is 12 percent—32 percent to 12 
percent. That is not an accident. 

Texas is also a leader in the creation 
of high-paying jobs. Between 2002 and 
2012, our State accounted for close to 
one-third of all U.S. private sector job 
growth in industries that pay more 
than 150 percent of the average wage, 
even though we have only 8 percent of 
America’s total population. 

Last night the President talked 
about, How do we get middle-class 
wages up? His prescription was an in- 
crease in the minimum wage, but I say 
why don’t we look at ways to achieve a 
maximum wage by creating private 
sector, high-paying, good jobs, as we 
have been successful in doing in Texas 
and as a few other States have done as 
well. 

After 4 years of trillion-dollar defi- 
cits and historically high unemploy- 
ment—right now our unemployment 
rate is roughly 7.9 percent, but that 
doesn’t really account for all of the 
people who have since given up looking 
for work, and it is estimated that more 
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than 20 million Americans either are 
out of work or they are working part 
time when they would like to work full 
time, but they can’t find those kinds of 
jobs. 

I believe it is time for the President 
and this Congress to try a new ap- 
proach. The great thing about our sys- 
tem of government—of shared sov- 
ereignty between the States and the 
National Government—is that we have 
essentially laboratories of democracy 
all around our country where we can 
try different things to see what works 
and what does not work. I only hope 
the President and Congress will look at 
those places around the country where 
the policies actually work in creating 
jobs and economic growth. 

I believe it is time for the President 
to embrace policies that will encourage 
private entrepreneurship, private sec- 
tor job creation, income growth, and 
greater domestic energy production. In 
short, it is time for him to embrace the 
Texas model. 

EXHIBIT 1 
THE TEXAS GROWTH MACHINE 
(By Wendell Cox) 

The American economy has had little to 
cheer about since the 2008 financial melt- 
down and the resulting recession. Recovery 
has been feeble, and many states continue to 
struggle. One bright spot in the general 
gloom, however, is Texas, which began shin- 
ing long before 2008. Not only has Texas cre- 
ated jobs at a stunning rate; it has also— 
pace critics like the New York Times’s Paul 
Krugman—created lots of good jobs. Indeed, 
the rest of the nation could turn to the Lone 
Star State as a model for dynamic growth, 
as a close look at employment data shows. 

The first thing to point out is that Texan 
job creation has far outpaced the national 
average. The number of jobs in Texas has 
grown by a truly impressive 31.5 percent 
since 1995, compared with just 12 percent na- 
tionwide, according to Bureau of Labor Sta- 
tistics data. Texas has also lapped Cali- 
fornia, an important economic rival and the 
only state with a larger population. The 
Texas employment situation after the finan- 
cial crisis was far less spectacular, of course, 
with the number of jobs growing just 2.4 per- 
cent from 2009 through 2011. But that was 
still six times the anemic 0.4 percent growth 
rate of the overall American economy. 

The National Establishment Time-Series 
(NETS) Database, which provides detailed 
information on job creation and loss for 
firms headquartered in each state, can tell 
us more about Texas’s employment growth. 
NETS data are divided into two periods—the 
first from 1995 to 2002, the second from 2002 
to 2009. During the 2002-09 period, small busi- 
nesses of fewer than ten employees were the 
Texas employment engine, adding nearly 
800,000 new jobs; of those, about three-quar- 
ters were in firms with two to nine employ- 
ees. Larger Texas companies—those with 500 
or more employees—lost a significant num- 
ber of jobs over this span, and medium-size 
firms likewise shrank, trends that also 
showed up on the national level. 

Bureau of Labor Statistics data shows that 
many of the new Texas jobs paid well. In- 
deed, Texas did comparatively better than 
the rest of the United States from 2002 
through 2011. For industries paying over 150 
percent of the average American wage, Texas 
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could claim 216,000 extra jobs; the rest of the 
country added 495,000. In other words, the 
Lone Star State, with 8 percent of the U.S. 
population, created nearly a third of the 
country’s highest-paying positions. Texas 
also added 49,000 positions paying 125 percent 
to 150 percent of the U.S. average; the rest of 
the country lost 174,000 jobs in that category. 
Two sectors in which Texas employment did 
particularly well during the same period 
were natural-resource extraction (in fact, 
the state gained 80 percent of all new jobs in 
the country in that field) and professional, 
scientific, and technical positions. Both job 
categories boast average wages far higher 
than the national overall average. As hap- 
pens whenever an economy grows, Texas also 
added hundreds of thousands of positions in 
food services, health care, and other lower- 
paid fields, in addition to the more lucrative 
jobs. Texas did lose 10,000 construction jobs, 
but that was a modest downturn, in light of 
the massive national slowdown in building 
caused by the crisis of 2008. 

Vital to the economic health of Texas is 
that people are moving to its cities in 
droves. In 2011, Houston surpassed Philadel- 
phia in population and became the country’s 
fifth-biggest metropolitan region, with 6.1 
million people. Dallas-Fort Worth, with 6.5 
million, was already the country’s fourth- 
biggest. The two cities trail only New York 
City, Los Angeles, and Chicago, marking the 
first time that a single state has had two 
metros in the country’s top five since the 
Census Bureau began designating these areas 
a century ago. Meanwhile, of all metropoli- 
tan areas in the country with more than 1 
million residents, the fastest-growing from 
2010 to 2011 was Austin. 

Though the national downturn has slowed 
job creation in Texas’s cities, they’re still 
adding jobs, sometimes briskly, unlike many 
other American metropolitan regions. Aus- 
tin’s strong information-technology sector 
and government-related work (the city is 
Texas’s state capital) helped propel 4.3 per- 
cent job growth from 2009 through 2011 (and 
15.3 percent growth from 2002 through 2009). 
The number of jobs in McAllen, which bene- 
fits from increased trade with Mexico under 
the North American Free Trade Agreement, 
grew 3.7 percent. Job growth in economically 
diverse Houston has matched or exceeded the 
state rate since 1995. 

What accounts for the resilience of the 
Texas economy, which has outperformed the 
rest of the country not only over the long 
term but during the Great Recession as well? 
A pro-business climate has unquestionably 
been a substantial advantage. In its annual 
ranking of business environments, Chief Ex- 
ecutive has named Texas the most growth- 
friendly state for eight years in a row. (Cali- 
fornia has been last for the same eight 
years.) The reasons included low taxes and 
sensible regulations; a high-quality work- 
force (Texas ranked second only to Utah in 
that category in 2012); and a pleasant living 
environment (an eighth-place finish, slightly 
below sixth-place Florida but, perhaps sur- 
prisingly, far better than 28th-place Cali- 
fornia). 

Part of the explanation for the high living- 
environment score is doubtless Texas’s low 
cost of living. In 2011, the U.S. Bureau of 
Economic Analysis put Texas’s ‘‘regional 
price parity,” a measurement of the price 
level of goods in an area, at 97.1, a bit lower 
than the national level of 100 and far lower 
than the California level of 114.8. Adjusted 
for cost of living, Texas’s per-capita income 
is higher than California’s and nearly as high 
as New York’s. Factor in state and local 
taxes, and Texas pulls ahead of New York. 
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More than three-quarters of the cost-of-liv- 
ing difference between Texas and California 
can be explained by housing costs. Texas 
mostly dodged the real-estate bubble of the 
2000s: the affordability of houses in large 
metro areas spiked in America as a whole 
but rose only modestly in Texas. A major 
reason that Texas real estate is so affordable 
is that the state lacks the draconian land- 
use restrictions that drive California housing 
prices into the stratosphere. The affordable 
housing attracts both people and businesses. 
Since 2000, 1 million more people have moved 
to Texas from other states than have left. 

All these considerations suggest that 
Texas is poised for further growth. And a 
final reason for Texans to be optimistic is 
that a major expansion of the Panama Canal 
will be completed in 2014. That could bolster 
the Lone Star State’s success by rerouting 
Asian commerce from West Coast ports to 
Texas alternatives, which are closer to the 
nation’s major markets. 

Mr. CORNYN. With that, 
President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


Madam 


EE 
FOR-PROFIT COLLEGES 


Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, the 
President’s State of the Union Address 
is an annual event where each Presi- 
dent comes forward, talks about the 
agenda, the plans, and what we hope to 
achieve in Washington during the 
course of the next year. 

There were many elements in the 
President’s State of the Union Address 
last night. There was one in particular 
I was struck by. He talked about estab- 
lishing a college scorecard. He talked 
about the challenges families are fac- 
ing across America paying for college 
education. It has become an enormous 
expense. It is the fastest growing debt 
in America—$1 trillion in student loan 
debt. 

Sadly, many students are getting in 
too deeply. They are getting too far in 
debt, and they may not be able to get 
a job to pay it back. Many students are 
defaulting on those loans because they 
don’t have an income. Sometimes their 
parents help them go to college and 
sign the papers. Sometimes the efforts 
to collect the money go beyond the de- 
faulting student to the parents—in 
fact, sometimes to grandparents. 

There was a case reported of a grand- 
mother who wanted to help her grand- 
daughter, so she signed the student 
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loan application. The granddaughter 
didn’t get a job, perhaps didn’t finish 
school. There came a time when, in col- 
lecting the student loan, they actually 
garnished the Social Security check of 
the grandmother. That is the most ex- 
treme case I have heard. 

When it comes to indebtedness and 
student loan default, there are dif- 
ferent categories of debt. Some stu- 
dents are lucky and don’t have to bor- 
row a penny. Most do, and those who 
borrow money, we find, borrow the low- 
est average amount from public univer- 
sities—community colleges and public 
schools. Next come private universities 
and then a special category—the for- 
profit colleges. This is an incredible in- 
dustry of which most Americans are 
not aware. 

When we think of for-profit schools, 
we should remember three things, 
three numbers. Twelve percent of stu- 
dents coming out of high school go to 
for-profit schools. The biggest ones, the 
most well-known schools, include the 
University of Phoenix, DeVry Univer- 
sity, and Kaplan University. There are 
a number of names which, when we 
hear them, we say: I have heard a lot 
about those. They advertise a lot. 

Twelve percent of the students com- 
ing out of high school go to those for- 
profit schools. However, those for-prof- 
it schools receive 25 percent of all of 
the Federal aid to education—12 per- 
cent of the students, 25 percent of the 
Federal aid. Why? Because they are ex- 
pensive. For-profit schools are very ex- 
pensive, and the tuition is high. So a 
student, to be able to go there, may 
qualify for a Pell grant, which is an ac- 
tual grant of money for students from 
low-income families. Then, for loans 
beyond that—and it turns out that 25 
percent of all of the Federal aid to edu- 
cation goes to for-profit colleges that 
have 12 percent of the students. 

That is not the most important num- 
ber to remember—not 12, not 25, but 
this final number: 47 percent of all the 
student loan defaults come out of for- 
profit schools, which means that stu- 
dents who start at those schools either 
don’t finish and then can’t pay back 
their loans or finish and can’t find a 
job to pay back their loans. For-profits 
schools, 47 percent of the student loans 
default. 

The stories are heartbreaking. Imag- 
ine, 19, 20, 21 years old, papers are 
being shoved across the desk in the fi- 
nancial office at a for-profit school, 
and a student is basically told: Well, 
you can start school next week; all you 
have to do is sign up for these loans. 

What is a student to think? I have 
been told my whole life to go to col- 
lege. Mom and dad are counting on me 
to go to college. This is the way to get 
a good job. I will sign up. I want to 
start. 

What the student doesn’t know is 
whether that school is worth the 
money. How could they know? I think 
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back to those days when I started col- 
lege. I hate to go back that far in time, 
but I didn’t know whether borrowing 
$1,000 in those days was a good idea or 
a bad idea. I knew a lot of my fellow 
students were borrowing. But now stu- 
dents are getting in much more deeply. 
It isn’t just $1,000 or $5,000 or even 
$10,000. At the end of the day, it turns 
out to be much, much more. 

I have come to the floor a number of 
times to tell the stories about these 
for-profit schools to warn students and 
their families to be careful. Some of 
these schools are good; many of them 
are awful—just plain awful. 

Last night the President said he 
wanted to create a college scorecard. I 
want to hear more. I hope there will be 
a scorecard and a Web site, maybe, 
where students—high school students 
or others across America—can take a 
look at every college opportunity, not 
just their pretty catalogs or their great 
Web sites but to find out how many of 
these students who graduate from this 
college actually get a job, and those 
who get a job, how much do they actu- 
ally get paid. Of the students who bor- 
row money to go to this college, how 
much do they borrow? How many of 
them fail to make the payments on 
their student loans later in life? 

Oh, there is one important thing I 
left out. Here is what you are going to 
learn about loans to students. They are 
different than other types of loans. You 
see, if I decide to buy a home and a car 
and a boat and then lose my job and go 
broke and cannot pay them back, 
under the most extreme cases I can go 
to court and put all my debts on the 
table in front of a judge and say: Here 
is all the money I owe and here is all 
the money I have. I do not know where 
to turn—and go through something 
called bankruptcy. 

In bankruptcy, the judge says: Well— 
let’s say you have $10,000 in the bank 
and you owe $50,000. You are going to 
lose your $10,000. You cannot pay back 
the $50,000, but you no longer have an 
obligation to pay it. You are judged 
bankrupt. You start over, wipe the 
slate clean. 

Not a lot of people do that, but when 
things get really bad, they have to. 
Guess what. When it comes to student 
loans, they are not dischargeable in 
bankruptcy. The debt that a 19-, 20-, 
and 21-year-old student signs up for is a 
debt for life. They pay it back forever— 
until it is paid. So these are serious 
debt obligations, and it is hard to 
imagine that many young people with- 
out a great deal of life experience real- 
ly know what is too much debt, really 
know whether that school is any good. 

Let me tell you a story of one stu- 
dent. 

Ramon Nieves attended the Amer- 
ican Intercontinental University, a for- 
profit college owned by Career Edu- 
cation Corporation. Like many who at- 
tend for-profit colleges, Ramon was the 
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first person in his family to go to col- 
lege. The recruiters at these for-profit 
schools look for these students. 

Without guidance from his family—a 
family that had no experience with col- 
lege—he trusted the school when they 
advised him about student loans. He 
said the school just told him to sign his 
name. That is all he had to do. They 
never explained the difference between 
the kinds of loans that students could 
take out; that there are government 
loans, Federal loans, and then there 
are loans from private financial insti- 
tutions. He was never told what his 
balance would be—how much he owed— 
or what he could expect his monthly 
payments to be when it was all over. 

He signed up. He wanted to get start- 
ed with college. And he kept signing 
and signing, semester after semester, 
year after year, until he graduated. He 
graduated from this for-profit school 
with $90,000 of debt—$90,000. 

He works several jobs, almost 80 
hours a week, so he can pay his month- 
ly student loan payments, which are 
$1,000 a month, right off the top. 

His student debt is a constant burden 
for him and his family. He owns a 
home, and he thinks he is going to lose 
it because of the student loans. He de- 
cided to try to file for bankruptcy be- 
cause he was in debt so deeply, but he 
learned the hard way that the bank- 
ruptcy court cannot help him when it 
comes to student loans. 

Ramon says he wishes he had not 
gone to college at all; that he was bet- 
ter off before he got that deeply in 
debt. Now he is at a community col- 
lege—a community college—trying to 
get an education because the $90,000 in 
the for-profit college turned out to be a 
waste of time. He is now where he 
should have started. 

Students who are not sure, start at a 
community college. You are near 
home. You can commute. They offer a 
lot of options. They are not expensive. 
You will learn a lot about yourself, 
about your education, and your dreams 
by sitting in those classrooms and 
going through community college 
courses. After a year or two, if it 
sounds right and feels good for you, it 
is time to move on to another college 
or university, and you will move on to 
that third year of college without a lot 
of debt. Start at a community college. 

Ramon ended up at a community col- 
lege finally trying to get the education 
the for-profit school failed to give him. 
He says he wishes he had known that 
at the beginning—starting at that com- 
munity college instead of the Amer- 
ican Intercontinental University. 
Then, he says, he would have received 
the same education but without $90,000 
of debt. 

Why does he have so much debt? Ac- 
cording to a recent committee report 
in the Senate, the American Inter- 
continental University costs 250 times 
more than a nearby community col- 
lege—250 times more. 
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Federal student aid cannot cover the 
tuition costs, so students are forced to 
turn from Federal student aid, govern- 
ment loans, which are low-interest 
loans, to private student loans, which 
are high-interest loans. Some students 
do not know, as they are sitting there, 
the differences between a 3.2-percent 
annual rate of interest and an 18-per- 
cent annual rate of interest, and that 
can be the difference between a govern- 
ment loan and a private loan. 

To put it in shorthand from someone 
who has paid off loans, the higher the 
interest rate, the more your monthly 
payment is going to the bank rather 
than reducing the amount of money 
you owe. 

Federal student aid cannot cover the 
tuition costs. The private loans are 
signed up for, and they do not come 
with any consumer protections. Gov- 
ernment loans do. Government loans 
allow you to consolidate. Sometimes 
they take into consideration the job 
you end up with in life. Sometimes 
there is forgiveness of government stu- 
dent loans. It is a much more flexible, 
low-cost program than private student 
loans. 

Sometimes students will need private 
student loans, but for-profit colleges 
are using these private student loans 
for another important reason to them. 
For-profit colleges encourage students 
to take out private loans, at least in 
part, because private loans allow these 
schools to continue to get more Fed- 
eral funds. It is a complicated formula, 
but in order to get the maximum 
amount of Federal dollars, the for-prof- 
it schools push kids into private loans 
even when they are still eligible for the 
better government loans. 

The rule I am talking about is the 90/ 
10 rule which requires for-profit col- 
leges to receive at least 10 percent of 
their revenues from sources other than 
the Federal Government—10 percent of 
their revenues from sources other than 
the Federal Government. 

If you took the Federal money we 
send to for-profit schools in America— 
roughly $32 billion a year—if you took 
that money and translated it into a 
Federal budget, for-profit colleges in 
America would be the ninth largest 
Federal agency—$32 billion going to 
this sector of the economy. 

When they push the kids into the pri- 
vate loans that are not as good, not as 
generous, much more expensive, that 
covers the 10 percent they have to 
come up with in real money as opposed 
to government money. It means that 90 
percent of the revenue of these ex- 
tremely profitable schools comes right 
out of the Federal Treasury. 

Even though for purposes of this rule 
Federal revenue includes only funds 
from the Department of Education’s 
Federal student aid programs—GI bill 
funds, for example, are not even consid- 
ered Federal funds—many for-profit 
schools are close to 90 percent of their 


February 13, 2013 


revenue coming from the Federal Gov- 
ernment. If you add in GI bill funds, 
sometimes it is closer to 100 percent. 

Where is the accountability? If these 
schools are dragging kids deeply into 
debt, if the kids are defaulting at rates 
twice as fast and twice as serious as 
those going to public and private 
schools, where is our responsibility? 
How is a student—a high school stu- 
dent in Illinois or in North Dakota— 
supposed to know whether that Web 
site about that college is true? 

How would they know when that 
school says ‘‘we are accredited,” that 
the accreditation is phony? Most of 
these for-profit schools belong to an or- 
ganization that accredits all the 
schools that are for-profit schools. 
They take care of one another. They 
ignore the obvious when these schools 
are failing the students and their fami- 
lies. 

The Federal aid is keeping the doors 
open for these for-profit schools. Can 
we afford that? Can we afford to get 
students across America deeply into 
debt for a largely worthless education? 
Do we have that much money sloshing 
around here in Washington when it 
comes to helping students get through 
school? 

That is why the President’s state- 
ment last night about student debt, 
about the rising college costs, and a 
scorecard for colleges and universities 
is right spot on. It is time we tell fami- 
lies across America the truth about 
colleges and universities, and it is time 
for those same colleges and univer- 
sities to wake up to a reality. The re- 
ality is the sky is not the limit when it 
comes to the cost of higher education. 

I have talked to a number of them— 
respected institutions—that give good 
degrees, good diplomas, and I have told 
them the same thing: You just cannot 
keep raising the cost of higher edu- 
cation. Middle-income families, work- 
ing families do not have a chance. 
Madam President, $20,000, $80,000, 
$40,000 a year to go to school? It is just 
something that ordinary families can- 
not even consider. 

Congress needs to act now to stop 
this for-profit school industry from ex- 
ploiting students and their families 
and taxpayers. Why we are spending so 
much money—money we can no longer 
afford—to subsidize these highly profit- 
able schools is beyond me. I cannot ex- 
plain it. 

These schools that leave these kids 
high and dry break my heart. Every 
time I fly out to O’Hare Airport, on the 
Kennedy Expressway in Chicago, right 
before I get to the Cumberland exit, I 
look up at one of these office buildings, 
and up there in big, bold letters is 
“Westwood College.” Wow, the campus 
of Westwood College. 

I know a little bit about that college. 
I have met students who have gone to 
that college, and let me tell you, I 
want to put a sign right under there 
that says, ‘‘Please Avoid This Ripoff.” 
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A young lady who went to Westwood 
College testified in Chicago. She 
watched a lot of shows on TV about fo- 
rensic criminal investigation, and she 
wanted to get into criminal investiga- 
tion. She signed up at Westwood Col- 
lege. It took her 5 years to finish. 

When she finished, she had a debt of 
$90,000. But she wanted a degree in law 
enforcement. She wanted to be on CSI 
in the real world. Guess what hap- 
pened. She went to every law enforce- 
ment agency in the Chicagoland area, 
and they pushed it back and said: 
Westwood is not a real college. You 
have wasted your time—5S years—and 
your money. 

Here she sits now living in her par- 
ents’ basement at a time in life when 
she thought she would be starting her 
own career, her own life. What is she 
doing? She is paying back a loan for a 
worthless education from Westwood 
College. 

I have been after these folks for a 
long time. They exploit these kids day 
in and day out. Sadly, we subsidize 
them. We send them millions of dollars 
in Federal funds to continue this ex- 
ploitation of students. 

This has to come to an end. This is 
not the kind of thing we need to en- 
courage if America is going to have 
well-educated and trained students so 
they have good lives and America con- 
tinues to prosper. 

One of my colleagues, Senator TOM 
HARKIN of Iowa, has been a leader on 
this issue. As chairman of the HELP 
Committee, he has had hearings on for- 
profit schools, and I commend them to 
anyone interested in this subject. Take 
a look at TOM HARKIN’s hearings. I 
could go on for a long time—ToM could 
too—about the schools across America 
that are exploiting students. 

We owe it to the students to tell 
them the truth. We owe it to their par- 
ents. And we beg teachers and high 
school counselors and others, who real- 
ly care about young people: Look long 
and hard at these for-profit schools be- 
fore you recommend them to a student. 

I encourage all my colleagues to take 
a look at legislation that TOM HARKIN 
and I have introduced. We are trying to 
drop the Federal subsidy to these for- 
profit schools just a small bit. It will 
be hard to do. These for-profit schools 
are pretty powerful in Washington. But 
if we are going to do our job to protect 
families and students across America— 
following the President’s lead from his 
State of the Union address to make 
sure we are sensitive to student loans, 
student indebtedness, that we hold col- 
leges and other training institutions 
accountable for what they are doing to 
and for students—it is time for us to 
turn the page and join the President. 

The President’s speech last night is a 
challenge to all of us on both sides of 
the aisle, both sides of the Rotunda, to 
take this student debt crisis seriously. 

Madam President, I yield the floor 
and suggest the absence of a quorum. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
BALDWIN). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 


EE 


UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE- 
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at 2 p.m. 
today the Senate proceed to executive 
session to consider Calendar No. 8, the 
nomination of William J. Kayatta, to 
be circuit judge for the First Circuit, 
with 30 minutes for debate, equally di- 
vided in the usual form; that upon the 
use or yielding back of time, the Sen- 
ate proceed to vote without inter- 
vening action or debate on the nomina- 
tion; the motion to reconsider be con- 
sidered made and laid on the table, 
with no intervening action or debate; 
that no further motions be in order; 
that President Obama be immediately 
notified of the Senate’s action, and the 
Senate then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COATS. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
STATE OF THE UNION REACTION 


Mr. COATS. Madam President, last 
night President Obama had the oppor- 
tunity to present to the American peo- 
ple a plan envisioned for how he plans 
to strengthen the state of our Union. 

While I am pleased he finally turned 
his focus back to the ongoing jobs cri- 
sis in our country, I was left feeling 
disappointed and frustrated that the 
President continued to call for higher 
taxes to pay for more and more govern- 
ment spending. 

I don’t believe the President ac- 
knowledges—or at least he didn’t last 
evening—the seriousness of our debt 
and fiscal crisis. We are nearly $16.5 
trillion in debt, and $6 trillion of that 
debt is from the President’s spending 
over the last 4 years—and he now has 4 
more years to go. 

Yet rather than tell the American 
people specifically how he will reduce 
this unsustainable debt, he once again 
pulled out the same tired playbook and 
made it clear his basic fiscal plan is 
ever higher taxes. It’s almost an obses- 
sion with tax hikes and telling the 
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American people: You are just not 
taxed enough, when we are practically 
taxed to death. When you add not just 
the Federal but the State and the local 
and the sales and the excise and gaso- 
line and the entertainment and all the 
other taxes that American people pay 
in their daily lives, it cuts into their 
paycheck in a very significant way 
each week. The real question is, Is the 
solution to our problems more taxes on 
the American people? 

Mr. President, you got your taxes in 
the fiscal cliff debate. You had cam- 
paigned for this and you won the elec- 
tion. These tax levels were going to ex- 
pire and hit every American with a 
massive tax increase. We clawed back a 
significant amount of that to protect 
the majority of Americans. But you 
got your taxes, Mr. President. Now is 
the time to address the other side of 
the so-called balanced approach that 
you have been promising: spending re- 
ductions. 

Sadly, last night gave us no indica- 
tion that the President is committed 
to leading on this critical issue and fix- 
ing our economy and, more important, 
getting more people back to work. 

Instead of detailing a plan to reduce 
the record-high debt, he outlined a lib- 
eral laundry list of new government 
programs and initiatives. I could al- 
most hear the sound of a cash register 
in the background—Ka-ching, ka-ching, 
ka-ching—with every new program he 
put forward. 

Some of these ideas were worthy 
ideas, but we cannot afford them. How 
are we going to pay for them? What is 
the result? The President said in a 
most disingenuous way that none of 
these initiatives would add a dime to 
the already unsustainable debt. If they 
do not add a dime to the debt and you 
are proposing all kinds of programs 
that are going to cost a lot of money, 
there is only one way you can pay for 
them, and that is to raise taxes—either 
that or to continue to borrow money 
and put us in an ever-deeper hole of 
debt, more obligated to our creditors 
with each day that goes by. 

Hoosiers and Americans across the 
country are taxed enough. Washington 
cannot keep asking hard-working 
Americans to dig deeper and pony up 
more money so that the Federal Gov- 
ernment can spend more. The Amer- 
ican people no longer are falling for 
that. Hoosiers tell me they want to do 
their part to restore the fiscal health 
of this country. They want to do their 
part to help America become a better 
place and a more prosperous nation for 
their children and their grandchildren. 
They are willing to step up and do 
what it takes to help. But Hoosiers and 
the American people are not willing to 
be enablers to Washington’s spending 
addiction. They want to see their law- 
makers and this administration reform 
the outrageous, out-of-control spend- 
ing, not continually call for higher 
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taxes to pay for greater spending com- 
ing out of Washington. 

I have to say I was somewhat encour- 
aged that the President mentioned he 
was willing to make modest reforms to 
programs like Medicare. Both Repub- 
licans and Democrats, including the 
President, agree that Medicare, Med- 
icaid, and Social Security represent 
the biggest portion and ever-growing 
percentage of government spending. 
The nonpartisan Congressional Budget 
Office recently reported that spending 
on Medicare, Medicaid, and Social Se- 
curity and the interest on the debt for 
that spending will consume 91 percent 
of all Federal revenues in 10 years. 
That, then, takes all the wind out of 
our sails in terms of those necessary 
functions of the Federal Government, 
such as preparing adequately for our 
national security and defense and a 
number of other things the Federal 
Government is involved in that are es- 
sential functions. But with mandatory 
spending eating up, in 10 years, 91 per- 
cent of all we take in, we still are not 
going to have the ability to pay for 
those programs. 

With 10,000 baby boomers retiring 
every day, we know the status quo is 
unsustainable. We cannot afford to 
continue the way we are. These pro- 
grams are in jeopardy. We are not try- 
ing to take away the programs, we are 
trying to save the programs. They are 
in jeopardy, though, if we do not take 
steps now to structure them in a way 
that will control costs and preserve 
benefits for current and future recipi- 
ents. 

Hard-working Hoosiers and millions 
of Americans have spent a lifetime 
paying into these programs, and they 
rely on the health and security benefits 
they receive from them. But these ben- 
efits will not last if we ignore the facts 
about the current fiscal status and in- 
solvency these programs are careening 
toward and do nothing. I was glad the 
President at least acknowledged that 
we need to make modest reforms. I 
think we can do that. 

The reason we are dealing with this 
across-the-board sequester and the rea- 
son we are talking about potential cuts 
that have to be made is we have not 
had the courage and the will to stand 
up and recognize and acknowledge that 
it is the mandatory spending reforms 
that will put us in a place of fiscal 
health so we can continue the effective 
and essential functions of the Federal 
Government. 

According to the International Mone- 
tary Fund, to cover current obligations 
for Social Security, Medicare, and 
Medicaid, our younger generation—our 
young people—will either have to pay 
35 percent more taxes and receive 35 
percent lower benefits. Those are the 
facts. Do the math, do the arithmetic. 
This is not ideological. This is not Re- 
publicans versus Democrats, liberals 
versus conservatives. This is pure num- 
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bers, pure math. It is an unsustainable 
course, and it is going to result in a 
massive decrease in benefits for those 
who pay into those programs over a 
lifetime or a massive increase in taxes 
on those who have to have that de- 
ducted from their paychecks and put 
into these programs in order to keep 
them solvent. 

We have to deal with that problem 
and deal with it now. We should have 
been dealing with it years ago. We have 
seen this train wreck coming, and it is 
getting ever closer. Now it is time for 
the President, having recognized the 
need to address this issue—now is the 
time that he needs to show the Amer- 
ican people he is willing to lead, not 
from behind but from the front, and 
offer a specific plan to reform and 
strengthen our health and retirement 
security programs. 

The President said the sequester—the 
across-the-board cuts where everyone 
gets nicked—is a terrible idea. It is his 
terrible idea, and it is not the best way 
to address our spending plight. It is not 
the best way to deal with this because 
it basically assumes that every pro- 
gram is of equal value, that what is 
spent to provide security for the Amer- 
ican people by having an adequate and 
strong military is at the same level as 
some program that has been proven 
years ago to be totally dysfunctional 
and efficient. But they would both get 
cut. 

I will be laying out a number of 
things, as others have—like Senator 
COBURN to highlight some of those pro- 
grams that need to be reevaluated. Not 
that we think all of these ought to be 
eliminated or trimmed or that they 
don’t fall into an essential category in 
terms of the role of the Federal Gov- 
ernment but there are several pro- 
grams that nonpartisan agencies, such 
as the General Accounting Office, or 
even the President’s own Office of Man- 
agement and Budget have rec- 
ommended, are not worthy of the sup- 
port they receive because they are not 
an essential function or they are even 
dysfunctional programs altogether. 

We do not have to delve into the 
across-the-board sequester, which we 
have no choice but to do now because 
we failed to live up to what we needed 
to do—and I will be talking about that 
later, as I said. 

I urge us to focus on fixing the coun- 
try’s fiscal health. We do not do that 
by raising taxes, we do it by enacting 
broad spending reforms. We do it by re- 
ducing our debt. We do it by creating a 
budget so we can live within our 
means. And we do it by promoting 
growth, growing our economy. A grow- 
ing economy can solve a lot of prob- 
lems and get a lot of people back to 
work. This is how we strengthen Amer- 
ica, and this is how we get Americans 
back to work. 

It is time we get to work and accom- 
plish this task that lies before us now, 
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not later—no more deferrals, no more 
pushing it down the road. It is time to 
step up now, as the President said, put- 
ting the interest of our country ahead 
of our own personal political interest, 
rising above the political to do what is 
right for America. 

That is the challenge, and, Mr. Presi- 
dent, we need your leadership. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to enter into a col- 
loquy with my Republican colleague 
from Alabama, as well as any other 
Members who may join us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
IMMIGRATION POLICY 


Mr. VITTER. Madam President, Sen- 
ator SESSIONS and I take to the floor to 
talk about immigration, which is obvi- 
ously a very important and very hot 
topic. The first point I would like to 
make is just a simple statement and 
suggestion. There has been a lot of ac- 
tivity and a lot of discussion about im- 
migration in the Senate and in the 
Congress and Washington, DC. If we 
merely listen to a lot of beltway, so- 
called mainstream reporting about 
this, they would give the impression 
that there is near universal consensus 
around a model we have tried before, 
which is a so-called comprehensive ap- 
proach. 

First, I don’t think there is anything 
near universal agreement. I don’t think 
there is consensus. I think there are 
real questions and concerns among 
many of us in the Senate and in Con- 
gress but, much more importantly, in 
America and the real world. 

I think those fundamental concerns 
come down to one thing; that is, we 
have tried this so-called comprehensive 
approach before. We have tried pro- 
posals that marry an immediate am- 
nesty with promises of enforcement. 
That model has not worked before. In 
fact, it has failed miserably. 

The most notable example was major 
immigration legislation in 1986. It was 
the same model. It had comprehensive 
and immediate amnesty with promises 
of enforcement. There were promises 
that we will have to do this just once, 
never have to look back, and the prob- 
lem will be solved. Of course, the prob- 
lem was not solved. It didn’t even just 
continue. The problem has quadrupled. 

The amnesty did happen imme- 
diately. As soon as the bill passed, that 
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virtually and immediately kicked in. 
The promises of enforcement were just 
that, promises. Those promises were 
not kept, and as a result what hap- 
pened with that model? The problem of 
3 million illegal aliens didn’t go away 
and was not solved once and for all. It 
quadrupled and became the present 
problem of 11 or 12 million—or more— 
illegal aliens. That is the fundamental 
concern I have with most of the so- 
called comprehensive proposals being 
put forward. That is the fundamental 
concern of Louisianans I talk to every 
day. 

We want to solve the problem. We 
don’t want to perpetuate it, much less 
quadruple it. I think it is important to 
discuss alternative, more effective, 
more workable approaches. I have sev- 
eral ideas about what those approaches 
might look like, and, in fact, I am in- 
troducing a package of immigration 
bills today. I will talk about that fur- 
ther, but I certainly want to recognize 
and thank my good friend and col- 
league, Senator SESSIONS from Ala- 
bama, for joining me on the Senate 
floor today. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the Senator 
for his leadership and in-depth study 
and knowledge about how these laws 
are working—and really not working— 
in America today. 

I just left a hearing in the Judiciary 
Committee. The chairman of that com- 
mittee, Senator LEAHY, basically said— 
referring perhaps to me—they want en- 
forcement first, but it seems they don’t 
have any interest in amnesty—or 
words to that effect. I would say the 
American people’s view is exactly the 
opposite. What the American people 
have been asking for and what they are 
afraid of is that we will have a deal 
like 1986 where the amnesty provisions 
become law and were immediately ap- 
plied, but the promises of enforcement 
never occurs. So I believe that is a dan- 
ger again. 

It feels to me so much like 2007 when 
I, Senator VITTER, and others engaged 
and asked tough questions about the 
legislation which really resulted in its 
failure because it would not have done 
what the authors of it said it would do. 
So for 30 or 40 years the American peo- 
ple have said: End the lawlessness. 
That is what they have asked of us 
first. They will work a way to be com- 
passionate if the lawlessness has ended, 
but that has not happened. 

In fact, in a number of ways we have 
gone in the opposite direction. Im- 
provement has occurred at the border 
in real numbers because over the last 
several years—before President Obama 
took office—we agreed to increase the 
number of Border Patrol agents. With 
the help of Senator VITTER, I forced 
through legislation to build a fence. I 
am sure Senator VITTER remembers 
that debate. 

Now everybody talks about how we 
have a fence, and they are bragging 


1277 


about it. It is only 36 miles of the real 
fence we asked for. I am sure the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana remembers how 
they opposed every foot of it and how 
they resisted it in every way possible. 
They didn’t favor adding border agents. 
There was a vote for border agents— 
and I remember speaking about it—but 
they never produced the money. So we 
authorized border agents. People said 
they were for border agents, but they 
would not vote for the money to sup- 
port that. We had a big discussion and 
debate about that, and eventually we 
added some border agents. That has 
helped, but the problem is not fixed. 

Internally, this administration has 
systematically dismantled enforce- 
ment inside the United States. Chris 
Crane, who is head of the Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement Union, is a 
marine and a great guy. The ICE union 
has unanimously voted no confidence 
in John Morton, the head of the ICE 
Department. They have sued the ICE 
Department because Morton blocked 
them from doing their sworn duty to 
enforce the law. 

Today I asked Crane if he had ever 
met with Secretary Napolitano. Chris 
testified about the bad morale that ICE 
agents have. A little over a year ago I 
asked Secretary Napolitano about the 
bad morale that ICE agents have. 
Crane said he had never met her and 
has never shaken hands with her. At 
this point, we don’t have the kind of 
commitment in law enforcement that I 
think gives the American people con- 
fidence that we are moving forward on 
the right path. 

Finally, I would just share with the 
Senator that I do think that means 
this is no sure thing. People are aw- 
fully confident that as long as some big 
names are on the bill, it is just going 
to pass. I am not confident that is so. 

Mr. VITTER. I thank the Senator, 
and I certainly agree. Again, the funda- 
mental issue is, Is the model that has 
been tried before really going to 
work—an immediate amnesty with 
promises of enforcement? Unfortu- 
nately, history is littered with exam- 
ples of that exact model failing and 
those promises of enforcement never 
being kept. 

What do I mean by that? I mentioned 
1986, which is the biggest historical ex- 
ample: An immediate amnesty where 
we are going to get serious about en- 
forcement, we will never have to look 
back, and we will have to do this once. 
We will solve the problem. 

Of course, it didn’t solve the problem; 
it quadrupled the problem. There were 
3 million illegal aliens back then. 
There are 11 to 12 million illegal aliens 
now. There have been promises of a 
U.S.-VISIT Program with an entry- 
and-exit system to track everyone en- 
tering the country and making sure 
they exit in time. That was first prom- 
ised back in 1986. Ten years later, in 
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1996, Congress passed another act to re- 
quire a fully integrated entry-exit sys- 
tem with full implementation by 2005. 
Guess what. 2005 has come and gone. It 
has been 30 years since that initial 
promise was made. We still don’t have 
an operational and effective U.S.- 
VISIT system. 

My colleague from Alabama men- 
tioned another glaring example: the 
Secure Fence Act of 2006, which we ac- 
tually passed in legislation. The Secure 
Fence Act of 2006 promises to achieve 
operational control for the entire bor- 
der. It defined ‘‘operational control” as 
“the prevention of all unlawful entries 
into the United States, including en- 
tries by terrorists, other unlawful 
aliens, instruments of terrorism, nar- 
cotics, and other contraband.” We have 
not achieved that. 

In fact, we are so far from that goal, 
DHS has had to weaken the definition 
so it only now talks about effective 
operational control. They had to stick 
the word ‘‘effective’’ in there because 
we never had operational control. Who 
knows exactly what that means, but 
GAO tried to define and tried to meas- 
ure it in a recent report. 

In their recent report they found 
that only 44 percent of the southern 
border was under any sort of oper- 
ational control. Only 15 percent of that 
is under full operational control. Even 
if we use the loosey-goosey word ‘‘ef- 
fective,’’ we have less than one-half of 
the border under that control. More 
than one-half of the border is under 
what they call managed control, which 
often means no control. It means a lot 
of almost fully unfettered, illegal 
crosses. 

Now we come to today with this de- 
bate, and the new promise: If you just 
give us immediate amnesty, we are 
going to have this enforcement. We 
promise, we promise, we promise. 
Again, we are concerned that we are re- 
living history in a negative way. 

For instance, when the Gang of 8 de- 
clares they ‘‘will ensure . . . a success- 
ful permanent reform to our immigra- 
tion system that will not need to be re- 
visited,” that sure sounds like 1986, 
with this one fix that we will never 
have to look back. But, of course, we 
are looking back because the problem 
has grown. It is interesting to note 
that the very day after the Gang of 8 
announcement, there was even dis- 
agreement between some of the gang 
members regarding what they an- 
nounced and what they promised. 

Many of the Republican members of 
that Gang of 8 emphasized that en- 
forcement has to happen; otherwise, 
nothing else is triggered. Yet on the 
other side of the political spectrum, 
Senator SCHUMER—also a member of 
that Gang of 8—walked back any com- 
mitment to fully secure enforcement 
before citizenship happened. He said: 
“Were not using border security as an 
excuse or a block to the path to citi- 
zenship.”’ 
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So there we have it. After the an- 
nouncement, there is apparent incon- 
sistency about how serious they are 
about ensuring enforcement, and that 
is the fundamental question. I think 
that is a very legitimate concern given 
the past history. 

We have proposed a different path 
forward with a targeted, step-by-step 
approach to prove to ourselves and the 
American people that we are serious 
about these enforcement and related 
reforms, to do those, and to have them 
working before we move on anything 
else. 

Today I am introducing a series of 
bills that fall into that targeted, step- 
by-step approach. I do not use the word 
“comprehensive” because I think that 
word is a negative. It is targeted, and 
it is step by step. I will outline those 
bills in a minute. 

Again, I certainly want to thank and 
recognize the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Would the Senator 
from Mississippi say the enforcement 
of immigration laws is an area—based 
on the Senator’s experience in Con- 
gress, in the House and in the Senate— 
where the difference between the prom- 
ises of what is going to happen and 
what actually happens is greater than 
almost any other issue we have dealt 
with, where people are promising this 
and only delivering something else? 

Mr. VITTER. Absolutely. Unfortu- 
nately, that is the history, tried and 
true: lots of promises. No single major 
promise has been kept. Whether it is 
the fence, whether it is the US-VISIT 
Program, whether it is the overall 
promise of enforcement in 1986, none of 
those promises has been kept. 

Mr. SESSIONS. According to some 
news reports—to follow up on the point 
the Senator made about sending two 
messages, one promising the people one 
thing and the other telling special-in- 
terest groups another thing—one re- 
port said Democratic Senators have as- 
sured immigration activists that the 
so-called enforcement trigger is just a 
“talking point”? to give Republicans, 
who are supporting this scheme, this 
plan, as cover and there will not ever 
be an impediment to the achievement 
of amnesty. Does that make the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi uneasy, that peo- 
ple who are supposed to be speaking in 
good faith, telling their Republican 
colleagues and the American people 
they have a plan that is going to guar- 
antee enforcement while they are tell- 
ing, apparently, the activists some- 
thing quite different? 

Mr. VITTER. That makes me very 
nervous and very uneasy. It is exactly 
what Senator SCHUMER said the very 
next day after the announcement: 
“We’re not using border security as an 
excuse or a block to the path to citi- 
zenship.”’ 

Mr. SESSIONS. In other words—well, 
the words Senator SCHUMER is saying 
are quite plain. I have a great deal of 
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respect for him. I know he wants to ac- 
complish something valuable here. But 
it does seem to me he is saying, Well, 
if enforcement doesn’t occur, we prom- 
ise there will be a trigger and there 
will be no amnesty unless enforcement 
occurs; but if we get there and enforce- 
ment doesn’t occur, you are still going 
to get your amnesty. 

Mr. VITTER. That is what it sounds 
like to me. It sounds to me as though 
the trigger is meaningless. The am- 
nesty and even full citizenship—to me, 
amnesty is any legal status, but they 
are actually talking about a path to 
full citizenship will happen ultimately, 
no matter what on the enforcement 
side. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I will conclude and 
yield to my esteemed colleague to lay 
out some ideas he has to actually im- 
prove enforcement so that if we get to 
the point where we can achieve a legal 
system that operates effectively in 
America, we will know it when it hap- 
pens. We can get there. Without some 
of these provisions Senator VITTER will 
recommend, I am confident we will not 
get there. If people won’t support these 
kinds of provisions, then it raises ques- 
tions about whether they are serious 
about their promises to end the law- 
lessness. 

I just left a Judiciary Committee 
hearing. Mr. Vargas testified, who was 
here apparently illegally, came at the 
age of 12. I asked him: Should a good 
Nation have a legal system that has 
clear laws, clear policies, and those 
laws are in force? And he said yes. So 
there is nothing wrong, nothing im- 
moral, nothing unconstitutional for 
the American people to say we should 
have a lawful system of immigration. 
Everybody is not able to come. You 
have to wait in line and wait your turn 
and meet the qualifications before you 
come. And if you try to enter illegally, 
there will be consequences. There is 
nothing immoral about that. It is only 
common sense. It is only the right 
thing to do. 

I thank the Senator from Mississippi 
for his work on this and the ideas he 
will be presenting to us. 

Mr. VITTER. I thank the Senator 
from Alabama for his leadership on 
this issue and on the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

There is, Madam President, an alter- 
native way forward, a positive, produc- 
tive way forward, a targeted, step-by- 
step approach that is appropriate, par- 
ticularly given all the broken promises 
of the past. 

The American people need to be con- 
vinced, and who can blame them? 
Again, the landscape of this issue is lit- 
tered with utterly broken promises. We 
need to rebuild that trust and rebuild 
that confidence, and we can only do 
that in a targeted, step-by-step way. 

I don’t claim to have all the answers, 
but I am introducing today seven 
bills—actually, six bills, and I am join- 
ing Senator GRASSLEY as a coauthor of 
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a seventh bill—that would be impor- 
tant parts of this targeted, step-by-step 
approach. Let me briefly mention what 
those seven bills are. 

First of all, the STEM Jobs Act of 
2013. This would make up to 55,000 visas 
available to qualified immigrants 
whom we need in this economy—well 
educated, qualified. We have jobs here 
ready for them, and it would be an 
enormous economic boost. They would 
have a doctorate degree in the field of 
science, engineering, technology, or 
math from a U.S. doctoral institution 
and would have taken all doctoral 
courses in the STEM field while in the 
United States. We train, we educate 
those superqualified folks all the time 
and then, all too often, we send them 
back to their native countries and 
don’t allow them to remain here to get 
on a pathway to citizenship and to con- 
tribute, as they would, to our economy. 

A child tax credit law. This would 
amend the IRS Code to simply put in 
place significant identification require- 
ments for the child tax credit to re- 
quire taxpayers to provide that valid 
ID, to cut out what is admitted to be 
rampant fraud in the system. The IRS 
itself and its inspector general office 
have said there is at least $1.3 billion of 
fraud a year in the child tax credit. 
These checks from the taxpayer, actual 
checks going out to illegal recipients 
who do not qualify under the law, in 
some cases, dozens, allegedly, at a sin- 
gle address, a single family, are clearly 
fraud. We must meet some basic re- 
quirements to cut out that fraud. The 
IRS itself, under this administration, 
has asked for those tools. We should 
give them those tools under this child 
tax credit legislation. 

Sanctuary cities reform would pro- 
hibit appropriated funds from being 
used in contravention of the Illegal Im- 
migration Reform and Immigrant Re- 
sponsibility Act of 1986. I am joined by 
Senator GRASSLEY and Senator FISCH- 
ER in that legislation. 

Too many jurisdictions in the United 
States are self-proclaimed sanctuary 
cities. By doing that, they are in con- 
travention of Federal immigration law 
when they say they will not cooperate 
in the enforcement of that law in any 
way. That is unacceptable, and those 
cities should not get appropriated 
funds. 

E-Verify I mentioned is an initiative 
and legislation by Senator GRASSLEY. I 
am proud to join him as a coauthor. I 
am an original cosponsor of that bill. It 
would take the present E-Verify sys- 
tem and make it mandatory and ex- 
pand it so that is our workforce system 
of enforcement. E-Verify works. The 
problem is it is a pilot. It is not manda- 
tory and it is not broad enough. We 
need to broaden and make mandatory 
that workable E-Verify system. 

The Voter Integrity Protection Act 
would amend the INA to make voting 
in a Federal election by an alien who is 
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unlawfully in the United States an ag- 
gravated felony, which makes it a de- 
portable offense. If a person is illegally 
participating in our elections, that is a 
serious offense to any democracy. That 
should be a deportable offense. 

The Birthright Citizenship Act would 
also amend the law to consider a per- 
son born in the United States ‘‘subject 
to the jurisdiction’ of the United 
States for citizenship only if the person 
is born through at least one parent who 
is a U.S. citizen or national or a lawful 
permanent resident alien in the United 
States or an alien performing active 
service in the U.S. Armed Forces. 
Right now it is, in my opinion, an acci- 
dent of history and a mistake that any 
child physically born here, even of two 
parents here illegally and improperly, 
automatically becomes a U.S. citizen. 
Virtually no other country in the 
world has this rule. This reform would 
simply amend U.S. law to have the 
same basic rule as virtually every 
other country in the world I am aware 
of. A person doesn’t automatically be- 
come a citizen just because they are 
physically born here; at least one par- 
ent has to have that legal status. 

Finally, US-VISIT reform, finally, 
after decades of promises, after decades 
of broken promises, to require that the 
US-VISIT system—the biometric bor- 
der check-in/check-out system first re- 
quired in 1996 that is well past its im- 
plementation date of 2005—be finished, 
be done, be fully in place before any of 
these other triggered aspects of so- 
called comprehensive reform happen. 
On that reform, I am proud to be joined 
by Senator SESSIONS and Senator LEE 
as coauthors. 

Again, I am introducing these six 
bills today. I am also an original co- 
sponsor of Senator GRASSLEY’s E- 
Verify bill, a seventh bill. I think this 
is a targeted, step-by-step approach 
which is the right alternative to so- 
called comprehensive reform, which 
historically means immediate amnesty 
married to promises of enforcement 
that never happen, that never fully ma- 
terialize. 

I urge my colleagues to look hard at 
these measures and hopefully support 
some or all of them. I urge them even 
more to go back home and listen to 
their constituents, to listen hard at the 
neighborhood coffee shop and the town- 
hall meetings, because I think these 
sorts of concerns, as Senator SESSIONS 
and I have expressed today, are the 
core concerns, the core questions of a 
great majority of the American people. 

Thank you, Madam President. I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Ms. COLLINS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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NOMINATION OF WILLIAM J. 
KAYATTA, JR., TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR 
THE FIRST CIRCUIT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HEINRICH). Under the previous order, 
the Senate will proceed to executive 
session and consider the following 
nomination, which the clerk will re- 
port. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
William J. Kayatta, Jr., of Maine, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the 
First Circuit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 30 
minutes of debate equally divided and 
controlled in the usual form. 

The Senator from Maine. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I am 
delighted to rise in strong support of 
the confirmation of William Kayatta of 
Maine to serve on the U.S. Court of Ap- 
peals for the First Circuit. 

Mr. Kayatta was originally nomi- 
nated to this position more than 1 year 
ago. He was approved by the Judiciary 
Committee on a bipartisan vote last 
April. Unfortunately, despite his excep- 
tional qualifications, his nomination 
was stalled by election-year politics. 
That is finally behind us, and I am 
pleased the President renominated Mr. 
Kayatta in January. 

I wish to thank the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee, my colleague 
from Vermont Senator LEAHY; the 
ranking member Senator GRASSLEY; 
and, indeed, all the members of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee for acting 
promptly and positively in favor of Mr. 
Kayatta’s renomination. 

Let me also express my gratitude to 
the two leaders, Senator REID and Sen- 
ator MCCONNELL, for moving his nomi- 
nation so quickly to the Senate floor. 

Mr. Kayatta is an attorney of excep- 
tional intelligence, extensive experi- 
ence, and demonstrated integrity. I 
cannot tell you how highly regarded he 
is in Maine’s legal circles. In fact, if 
you ask virtually any attorney, judge, 
prosecutor, law professor or anyone in- 
volved in the legal profession in Maine, 
they will tell you the President could 
not have made a better choice than Bill 
Kayatta. He graduated magna cum 
laude from both Amherst College and 
Harvard University Law School, where 
he served as a member of the Law Re- 
view. 

After graduating from law school, 
Mr. Kayatta clerked for the chief judge 
of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
First Circuit, Frank Coffin. It is a won- 
derful symmetry that he now, assum- 
ing the confirmation goes well this 
afternoon, will be joining the court for 
which he clerked many years ago. 

In 1980, he joined the prestigious law 
firm of Pierce Atwood in Portland, ME, 
where over the subsequent 32 years Bill 


1280 


specialized in complex civil litigation 
at both the trial and appellate levels. 
Bill Kayatta has served as chairman of 
both the Maine Professional Ethics 
Commission, the Maine Board of Bar 
Examiners, and as president of the 
Maine Bar Association. 

In 2002, Mr. Kayatta was inducted 
into the American College of Trial 
Lawyers, and in 2010 he was elected by 
his peers to the college’s board of re- 
gents. 

Mr. Kayatta has simultaneously 
maintained a very substantial pro bono 
practice. In the year 2010, he received 
the Maine Bar Foundation’s Howard H. 
Dana Award for career-long pro bono 
service on behalf of low-income 
Mainers. 

In 2011, the U.S. Supreme Court ap- 
pointed him as a special master in Kan- 
sas v. Nebraska and Colorado, an origi- 
nal water rights case. That too is an 
indication of the Court’s confidence in 
Mr. Kayatta’s legal abilities. 

Finally, Mr. Kayatta has earned the 
American Bar Association’s highest 
rating: ‘“‘unanimously well-qualified,” 
reflecting the ABA’s assessment of his 
credentials, experience, and tempera- 
ment. 

Mr. Kayatta’s impressive background 
makes him eminently qualified for a 
seat on the First Circuit. His 30-plus 
years of real-world litigation experi- 
ence would bring a valuable perspec- 
tive to the court. 

The First Circuit has only six au- 
thorized judgeships, the fewest of any 
circuit. It acutely feels any vacancy 
that arises. The First Circuit has not 
been at full strength since January 1, 
2012, when Judge Kermit Lipez took ac- 
tive senior status. Now the circuit’s 
caseload must be distributed among 
just five judges who continue to do 
their best to provide the timely and 
measured justice for which the First 
Circuit has long been known. 

The State of Maine is very proud of 
its history of providing superb jurists 
to the Federal bench. I am confident 
William Kayatta will continue in that 
fine tradition, and I urge my colleagues 
to join me in voting for his confirma- 
tion, a vote that is long overdue but 
has finally arrived. 

Again, I wish to thank the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee, the rank- 
ing member, and the two leaders, Sen- 
ator REID and Senator MCCONNELL, for 
moving this important nomination to 
the Senate floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank 
the senior Senator from Maine for her 
kind words, and I would note both for 
William Kayatta and for the people of 
Maine she has fought long and hard for 
this nomination. She did last year and 
she has this year. I am glad we are 
going to be finally voting on it because 
every time I would meet her anywhere 
in the halls or anywhere else it would 
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be: What about Kayatta? She knows he, 
of course, had my strong support, as 
did another New Englander, former 
Justice and now judge, David Souter. I 
am sorry it has taken so long. 

I look at a nominee like this, where 
the senior Senator from Maine, Ms. 
COLLINS, her former colleague, Senator 
Snowe, and now her current colleague, 
Senator KING, have all supported this 
person from Maine. In the past, espe- 
cially with somebody extraordinarily 
well qualified, as he is, a nomination 
like that would be out of the com- 
mittee and off the floor within a week. 
We have to go back to those times. 

If we have a contentious nominee, if 
we have somebody who needs to be de- 
bated, let’s debate them. But when we 
have a person strongly supported by 
their home State Senators and who has 
the advantage of being highly qualified 
by anybody’s standards—Republican, 
Democrat, or anybody else—then they 
ought to get a vote. 

It makes no sense for Senate Repub- 
licans to have stalled nominations like 
that of William Kayatta, but this is 
their track record and their pattern 
over the last 4 years. Senate Repub- 
licans used to insist that the filibus- 
tering of judicial nominations was un- 
constitutional. The Constitution has 
not changed, but as soon as President 
Obama was elected they reversed 
course and  filibustered President 
Obama’s very first judicial nomination. 
Judge David Hamilton of Indiana was a 
widely-respected 15-year veteran of the 
Federal bench nominated to the Sev- 
enth Circuit and was supported by Sen- 
ator Dick Lugar, the longest-serving 
Republican in the Senate. They de- 
layed his confirmation for 7 months. 
Senate Republicans then proceeded to 
obstruct and delay just about every 
circuit court nominee of this Presi- 
dent, filibustering 10 of them. They de- 
layed confirmation of Judge Albert 
Diaz of North Carolina to the Fourth 
Circuit for 11 months. They delayed 
confirmation of Judge Jane Stranch of 
Tennessee to the Sixth Circuit for 10 
months. They delayed confirmation of 
Judge Ray Lohier of New York to the 
Second Circuit for 7 months. They de- 
layed confirmation of Judge Scott 
Matheson of Utah to the Tenth Circuit 
and Judge James Wynn, Jr. of North 
Carolina to the Fourth Circuit for 6 
months. They delayed confirmation of 
Judge Andre Davis of Maryland to the 
Fourth Circuit, Judge Henry Floyd of 
South Carolina to the Fourth Circuit, 
Judge Stephanie Thacker of West Vir- 
ginia to the Fourth Circuit, and Judge 
Jacqueline Nguyen of California to the 
Ninth Circuit for 5 months. They de- 
layed confirmation of Judge Adalberto 
Jordan of Florida to the Eleventh Cir- 
cuit, Judge Beverly Martin of Georgia 
to the Eleventh Circuit, Judge Mary 
Murguia of Arizona to the Ninth Cir- 
cuit, Judge Bernice Donald of Ten- 
nessee to the Sixth Circuit, Judge Bar- 
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bara Keenan of Virginia to the Fourth 
Circuit, Judge Thomas Vanaskie of 
Pennsylvania to the Third Circuit, 
Judge Joseph Greenaway of New Jersey 
to the Third Circuit, Judge Denny Chin 
of New York to the Second Circuit, and 
Judge Chris Droney of Connecticut to 
the Second Circuit for 4 months. They 
delayed confirmation of Judge Paul 
Watford of California to the Ninth Cir- 
cuit, Judge Andrew Hurwitz of Arizona 
to the Ninth Circuit, Judge Morgan 
Christen of Alaska to the Ninth Cir- 
cuit, Judge Stephen Higginson of Lou- 
isiana to the Fifth Circuit, Judge Ge- 
rard Lynch of New York to the Second 
Circuit, Judge Susan Carney of Con- 
necticut to the Second Circuit, and 
Judge Kathleen O’Malley of Ohio to the 
Federal Circuit for 3 months. 

The nonpartisan Congressional Re- 
search Service has reported that the 
median time circuit nominees have had 
to wait before a Senate vote has sky- 
rocketed from 18 days for President 
Bush’s nominees to 132 days for Presi- 
dent Obama’s. This is the result of Re- 
publican obstruction. 

This obstruction is also why a dam- 
agingly high level of judicial vacancies 
has persisted for over 4 years. While 
such tactics are bad for the Senate, 
they are also bad for our Nation’s over- 
burdened courts. Persistent vacancies 
force fewer judges to take on growing 
caseloads, and make it harder for 
Americans to have access to justice. 
While they have delayed and ob- 
structed, the number of judicial vacan- 
cies has remained historically high and 
it has become more difficult for our 
courts to provide speedy, quality jus- 
tice for the American people. There are 
today 90 judicial vacancies across the 
country. By way of contrast, that is 
more than double the number of vacan- 
cies that existed at this point in the 
Bush administration. The 173 circuit 
and district judges that we have been 
able to confirm over the last 4 years 
fall more than 30 short of the total for 
President Bush’s first term. 


Over the last 4 years, Senate Repub- 
licans have chosen to depart dramati- 
cally from Senate traditions in their 
efforts to delay and obstruct President 
Obama’s judicial nominations. Until 
2009, Senators who filibustered circuit 
court nominees generally had reasons 
to do so, and were willing to explain 
those reasons. When Senate Democrats 
filibustered President Bush’s con- 
troversial circuit court nominees, it 
was over substantive concerns about 
the nominees’ records and Republicans’ 
disregard for the rights of Democratic 
Senators. On the other hand, Senate 
Republicans have filibustered and de- 
layed nearly all of President Obama’s 
circuit court nominees even when 
those nominees have the support of 
their Republican home State Senators. 

At the end of each calendar year, 
Senate Republicans now deliberately 
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refuse to vote on several judicial nomi- 
nees who could and should be con- 
firmed in order to consume additional 
time the following year confirming 
these nominees. At the end of 2009, 
they left 10 nominations on the Execu- 
tive Calendar without a vote. Two of 
those nominations were returned to 
the President, and it subsequently took 
9 months for the Senate to take action 
on the other eight. This resulted in the 
lowest 1-year confirmation total in at 
least 35 years. For the next 2 years, 
Senate Republicans left 19 nominations 
on the Senate executive calendar at 
the end of each year. It then took near- 
ly half the following year for the Sen- 
ate to confirm these nominees. Last 
year they insisted on leaving 11 judi- 
cial nominees without action and an- 
other four have had hearings but they 
refused to expedite their consideration. 
William Kayatta is one of those judi- 
cial nominees who should have been 
confirmed last year. 

Until 2009, when a judicial nominee 
had been reported by the Judiciary 
Committee with bipartisan support, 
they were generally confirmed quickly. 
Until 2009, we observed regular order, 
usually confirmed nominees promptly, 
and we cleared the Senate Executive 
Calendar before long recesses. Until 
2009, if a nominee was filibustered, it 
was almost always because of a sub- 
stantive issue with the nominee’s 
record. We know what has happened 
since 2009. The median district nomina- 
tion is stalled 4.3 times as long as it 
took to confirm them during the Bush 
administration, and the median circuit 
court nomination is stalled 7.3 times as 
long as it took to confirm them during 
the Bush administration. Nor has any 
other President’s judicial nominees had 
to wait an average of over 100 days for 
a Senate vote after being reported by 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Senate Republicans have also forced 
the majority leader to file cloture on 30 
nominees, which is already more than 
50 percent more nominees than had clo- 
ture filed during President Bush’s 8 
years in office. Almost all of these 30 
nominations were noncontroversial and 
were ultimately confirmed overwhelm- 
ingly. Barely 80 percent of President 
Obama’s judicial nominees were con- 
firmed during his first 4 years com- 
pared to almost 90 percent of President 
George W. Bush’s first term nominees. 

While this is not even close to a full 
account of the precedents broken in 
the last 4 years, the record is clear: 
Senate Republicans have engaged in an 
unprecedented effort to obstruct Presi- 
dent Obama’s judicial nominations. 
Pretending it has not taken place is an 
insult to the American people. The 
American people know better. Chief 
Justice Roberts, in his year-end Report 
on the Federal Judiciary in 2010 point- 
ed to the ‘‘[P]Jersistent problem [that] 
has developed in the process of filling 
judicial vacancies. . . This has created 
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acute difficulties for some judicial dis- 
tricts. Sitting judges in those districts 
have been burdened with extraordinary 
caseloads . . . There remains, however, 
an urgent need for the political 
branches to find a long-term solution 
to this recurring problem.” Despite bi- 
partisan calls to address the judicial 
vacancy crisis, Senate Republicans 
have continued their obstruction of ju- 
dicial confirmations. 

Today, the Senate is finally being al- 
lowed to vote on one of the nominees 
held over from last year. Judicial va- 
cancies right now stand at 90. And I 
mention that because during President 
Bush’s entire second term—the 4 years 
from 2004 through 2008—the vacancies 
never exceeded 60. I worked very hard 
to keep the vacancies down, but since 
President Obama’s first full month in 
office, as far as we can see, there have 
never been fewer than 60 vacancies, and 
for much of that time many, many 
more. This is a prescription for over- 
burdened courts and a Federal justice 
system that does not serve the inter- 
ests of the American people. It means 
people who come to our courts looking 
for impartial justice can’t get it be- 
cause there are no judges. 

This is hurting the integrity of the 
judicial system. I hear this from judges 
nominated by Republican Presidents 
and those nominated by Democratic 
Presidents. They say these delays po- 
liticize the courts and destroy the im- 
partiality the Federal courts have to 
have. 

I commend President Obama for 
nominating such a diverse group of 
qualified judges. In his first 4 years, 
President Obama has appointed as 
many women judges as President Bush 
did during his entire 8 years in office. 
In just 4 years, President Obama has 
also nominated more African Ameri- 
cans, more Asian Americans, and more 
openly gay Americans than his prede- 
cessor did in 8 years. Americans can be 
proud of President Obama’s efforts to 
increase diversity in the Federal judi- 
ciary and to ensure that it better re- 
flects all Americans. 

I hope that this year and over the 
coming 4 years, Senate Republicans 
will end their misguided and harmful 
obstruction and work with us in a bi- 
partisan manner to do what is right for 
the country. President Obama has 
nominated qualified, mainstream law- 
yers, and the Senate should consider 
them in regular order, without unnec- 
essary delays. That is what we had 
done for as long as I have served in the 
Senate, whether the nominations came 
from a Democratic or a Republican 
president. We should work together to 
restore and uphold the best traditions 
of the Senate. 

Last Thursday, the Senate Judiciary 
Committee reported three judicial 
nominees, William Kayatta, Robert 
Bacharach, and Richard Taranto. They 
are all superbly qualified, consensus 
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nominees. All have received the high- 
est possible rating of unanimously well 
qualified from the ABA’s Standing 
Committee on the Federal Judiciary, 
and with last Thursday’s Judiciary 
Committee votes, all have twice now 
received overwhelming, bipartisan sup- 
port from members of the Judiciary 
Committee from both sides of the aisle. 
All have something else in common 
too: Their nominations were stalled be- 
fore the Senate for at least 7 months 
last year without a vote. That is why 
they each had to be re-nominated by 
the President this year. 

This is sadly typical of how Senate 
Republicans have treated President 
Obama’s consensus judicial nominees. 
Even nominees who are supported by 
Republican home state Senators and by 
all the Republican members of the Ju- 
diciary Committee are stalled for 
months for no good reason. They are 
delaying votes on all nominees, includ- 
ing nominees they support. This is un- 
precedented. 

For example, Senator COBURN said 
that ‘‘[Judge Bacharach] has no opposi- 
tion in the Senate. ... There’s no rea- 
son why he shouldn’t be confirmed.” 
That was before Senator COBURN joined 
a filibuster against voting on his nomi- 
nation last year. Last year’s filibuster 
of the Bacharach nomination was the 
first time in the history of the Senate 
that a circuit nominee reported with 
bipartisan support had been success- 
fully filibustered. When I say unprece- 
dented, I mean unprecedented. 

Iam glad that William Kayatta is fi- 
nally getting a vote. The nominee 
spent the entirety of his 32-year legal 
career in private practice in the Port- 
land, ME, law firm Pierce Atwood LLP, 
where he is currently a partner. Over 
his career, he has personally argued 
over three dozen appeals, including two 
before the United States Supreme 
Court. He graduated magna cum laude 
from Harvard Law School, where he 
served on the Harvard Law Review. 
Upon graduation, he clerked for Chief 
Judge Frank Coffin on the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the First Circuit, the 
court to which he is nominated. 

William Kayatta has held a promi- 
nent leadership role in numerous pro- 
fessional organizations, including serv- 
ing as the lead investigator for the 
American Bar Association Standing 
Committee of the Federal Judiciary 
during its review of Justice Kagan’s 
nomination to the Supreme Court. He 
was also appointed by the U.S. Su- 
preme Court to serve as Special Master 
in an interstate dispute, where he was 
charged with managing proceedings 
and submitting a report and rec- 
ommendation to the Court. The ABA’s 
Standing Committee on the Federal 
Judiciary unanimously rated Mr. 
Kayatta well qualified to serve on the 
First Circuit, its highest possible rat- 
ing. 

While it is good that William 
Kayatta will finally receive a vote 
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today, it is also well past time for the 
Senate to vote on Robert Bacharach 
and Richard Taranto. Perpetuating 
these vacancies on the Tenth and Fed- 
eral Circuits, and preventing Judge 
Bacharach and Mr. Taranto from get- 
ting to work on behalf of the American 
people, does not benefit anyone. The 
Judiciary Committee has again done 
its work to vet, consider, and vote on 
these nominations. It is time that the 
other two circuit nominees who were 
renominated and considered again by 
the Judiciary Committee and again re- 
ported to the Senate, be given an up- 
or-down vote. 

The Senate could confirm all three 
nominees this week. In June 2005, the 
Senate confirmed four circuit court 
nominees of a Republican President in 
just 2 days, including highly controver- 
sial nominees such as Janice Rogers 
Brown to the D.C. Circuit and William 
Pryor to the Eleventh Circuit. In July 
2006, the Senate confirmed Bobby Shep- 
herd to the Eighth Circuit, Neil 
Gorsuch and Jerome Holmes of the 
Tenth Circuit within 1 week. There is 
ample recent precedent for confirming 
Judge Bacharach and Richard Taranto 
without further delay. Neither is con- 
troversial. 

William Kayatta is strongly sup- 
ported by both of Maine’s Senators, Re- 
publican Senator SUSAN COLLINS and 
Independent Senator ANGUS KING. 
When George W. Bush was President, 
Senate Democrats worked quickly to 
hold votes on consensus circuit nomi- 
nees. According to the nonpartisan 
Congressional Research Service, half of 
President Bush’s circuit nominees re- 
ceived a confirmation vote within just 
18 days of being reported by the Judici- 
ary Committee. Not a single one of 
President Obama’s circuit nominees 
has received a vote so quickly. In fact, 
the median wait time for President 
Obama’s circuit nominees is more than 
seven times that for President Bush’s 
circuit nominees. 

This continued obstruction is one of 
the reasons we remain so far behind 
the pace set during President Bush’s 
time in office. By February of Presi- 
dent Bush’s fifth year, the Senate had 
confirmed 205 of his circuit and district 
nominees, and judicial vacancies stood 
at 40. In contrast, just 173 of President 
Obama’s circuit and district nominees 
have been confirmed, and the vacancy 
rate has risen again to 90, or more than 
10 percent of the Federal bench. Judi- 
cial vacancies are nearly back at his- 
torically high levels. 

Perpetuating these vacancies on the 
Tenth and Federal Circuits, and pre- 
venting Judge Bacharach and Richard 
Taranto from getting to work on behalf 
of the American people, does not ben- 
efit anyone. The Judiciary Committee 
has again done its work to vet, con- 
sider, and vote on these nominations. 
It is time for the Senate to act to con- 
firm them. 
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I will speak more on nominations as 
we go along, but I do want to congratu- 
late not only the senior Senator from 
Maine but also Senator KING and the 
people of Maine, and the people of the 
First Circuit. The circuit needs to have 
its vacancies filled, and I am glad we 
have such a good person. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I yield 
back all time on both sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Hearing 
no objection, it is so ordered. 

All time having been yielded back, 
the question is, Will the Senate advise 
and consent to the nomination of Wil- 
liam J. Kayatta, Jr., of Maine, to be 
U.S. circuit judge for the First Circuit? 

Mr. LEAHY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? There appears to be 
a sufficient second. The clerk will call 
the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

The result was announced—yeas 88, 
nays 12, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 20 Ex.] 


YEAS—88 
Alexander Flake Merkley 
Ayotte Franken Mikulski 
Baldwin Gillibrand Moran 
Barrasso Graham Murkowski 
Baucus Grassley Murphy 
Begich Hagan Murray 
Bennet Harkin Nelson 
Blumenthal Hatch 
Boxer Heinrich i! ma 

x ry or 
Brown Heitkamp 

Reed 

Burr Heller hi 
Cantwell Hirono Reid 
Cardin Hoeven Roberts 
Carper Isakson Rockefeller 
Casey Johanns Sanders 
Chambliss Johnson (SD) Schatz 
Coats Johnson (WI) Schumer 
Cochran Kaine Shaheen 
Collins King Stabenow 
Coons Kirk Tester 
Corker Klobuchar Thune 
Cornyn Landrieu Toomey 
Cowan Lautenberg Udall (CO) 
Crapo Leahy Udall (NM) 
Cruz Lee Warner 
Donnelly Levin 
Durbin Manchin woren ete 
Enzi McCain Wicker 
Feinstein McCaskill wW 
Fischer Menendez yaen, 

NAYS—12 
Blunt McConnell Scott 
Boozman Paul Sessions 
Coburn Risch Shelby 
Inhofe Rubio Vitter 


The nomination was confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the motion to re- 
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table. The President will be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 
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LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate will resume legislative session. 
The Senator from Washington. 


ee 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the Senate proceed 
to a period of morning business with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 
10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO GENERAL CHUCK 
YEAGER 


Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, few 
Americans have helped this great coun- 
try reach for the stars more than Gen. 
Chuck Yeager. Long before there were 
astronauts there was Chuck Yeager, a 
fearless test pilot, a true aviation pio- 
neer paving the way for America’s ex- 
ploration of the galaxy. But Chuck 
Yeager’s military career involved so 
much more than just testing cutting- 
edge aircraft and, as almost everyone 
knows, becoming the first man to fly 
faster than the speed of sound. Few 
Americans have been as unwavering or 
as relentless as Chuck Yeager in de- 
fense of this great country, in war and 
in peace, from World War II to Viet- 
nam. 

He was part of the ‘‘greatest genera- 
tion”? of Americans, the generation 
that fought and won World War II and 
then came home and made America the 
world’s greatest superpower. Among 
the greatest in that generation was 
Chuck Yeager. 

Today is Chuck’s 90th birthday, and I 
invite the entire Senate to join me in 
congratulating him. I am so proud of 
this man. Not only is he a native son of 
West Virginia but he is also a dear 
friend of mine. Chuck lives in Cali- 
fornia now, with his wife Victoria, but 
he still comes to West Virginia to hunt 
with me and roam the hills where he 
grew up. 

He also visits the State from time to 
time to promote the foundation which 
bears his name, and which supports a 
scholarship program at Marshall Uni- 
versity. 

When I was Governor, Chuck and Vic- 
toria would sometimes visit Gayle and 
me at the Governor’s Mansion. Some of 
you know I am a pilot, and during one 
of his visits to West Virginia I got him 
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to join me on a flight. We were trying 
out a new airplane for the State. It was 
a real honor, but it was a little bit 
daunting, if you will, that I am flying 
left seat and Chuck is right behind me, 
evaluating the entire flight. Looking 
over my shoulder, having the greatest 
pilot who ever lived sitting there, was 
something I will never forget. 

Some of the story of Chuck’s life you 
probably know and some of it you may 
not. Chuck grew up in the small town 
of Hamlin. That is in Lincoln County, 
WV, so deep in an Appalachian holler 
that folks there used to say you had to 
pump in the sunshine. His father Al- 
bert Hal worked as a driller in the gas- 
fields. His mother Susie Mae took care 
of Chuck, his two brothers, and two sis- 
ters. 

Chuck and his father went hunting 
and fishing together. Chuck also 
worked with his father in the oilfields. 
He was fascinated by the drilling equip- 
ment. He liked cars—real fast cars. He 
especially liked his old man’s Chevy 
truck. He not only drove it, he studied 
all of its mechanical details. He could 
basically take it apart and rebuild it. 

Looking back, it is not surprising 
that in the middle of World War II, a 
patriotic kid from West Virginia who 
was good with rifles, mechanical equip- 
ment, and fast cars enlisted in the U.S. 
Air Force as an airplane mechanic—his 
first step toward becoming the single 
greatest pilot who has ever lived. 

A new ‘‘flying sergeants” program 
eventually gave him his first chance to 
fly. Up until that time it was officers 
only. His first couple training flights 
didn’t go so well. Some people might 
not know this, but he had to overcome 
airsickness. Can you believe that 
Chuck Yeager got airsick? Before long 
he found a new home in the sky in the 
cockpit of an airplane. 

During World War II, Chuck flew nu- 
merous combat missions over Europe 
and shot down 13 enemy aircraft—5 in 1 
mission. He was shot down over Ger- 
man-occupied France in 1944 but es- 
caped capture to fly another day. But 
before he could do that, he had to 
argue his case against being sent home 
under a no more combat rule. The rule 
was basically if a pilot was shot down, 
they could not let them go back, be- 
cause if they were captured, they could 
basically tell who the people who saved 
them were. He pushed his way all the 
way up the chain of command to Su- 
preme Allied Commander’ General 
Dwight D. Eisenhower. Ike ultimately 
granted Chuck’s request to stay with 
his men. 

After the war, Chuck became a test 
pilot. On October 14, 1947, he did what 
no man had done before—he broke the 
sound barrier in the experimental X-1 
plane named the ‘‘Glamorous Glennis,” 
after his late wife. His fabled flight 
ushered in a new era of aviation that 
prepared America for its greatest leap 
into space and so began the legend of 
Chuck Yeager. 
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Tom Wolfe wrote in “The Right 
Stuff’’—a movie most of us have seen. 
If you haven’t seen it, I suggest you do. 
Tom Wolfe wrote: 

There were ... other pilots with enough 
Pilot Ego to believe that they were actually 
better than this drawlin’ hot dog. 

Chuck had a way with words, if you 
ever have a chance to speak with him. 

But no one could contest the fact that as of 
that time, the 1950s, Chuck Yeager was at 
the top of the pyramid, number one among 
all the True Brothers. 

Throughout his long military career, 
General Yeager flew more than 10,000 
hours in more than 330 models of air- 
craft. In 1966, he flew 127 missions in 
South Vietnam. He received numerous 
awards, including the Distinguished 
Service Medal, the Silver Star, the 
Bronze Star, the Purple Heart, the 
Presidential Medal of Freedom, and the 
special peacetime Medal of Honor. He 
was the youngest military pilot to be 
inducted into the Aviation Hall of 
Fame in 19738. 

Chuck officially retired from the Air 
Force in 1975 but maintained his status 
as a test pilot for another three dec- 
ades, occasionally flying for the Air 
Force and NASA as a consultant. 

In 1997, on the 50th anniversary of his 
historic flight breaking the sound bar- 
rier, he again flew past Mach One in an 
F-15D Eagle named the ‘‘Glamorous 
Glennis II.” It was his last official 
flight with the Air Force. Of course, 
nothing stops Chuck Yeager. So last 
October on the 65th anniversary of 
breaking the sound barrier, he did it 
again, in another aircraft, at the age of 
89. 

Whenever he is asked about all his 
exploits, Chuck says he was just ‘‘doing 
his job,” and that all he is he ‘‘owes to 
the Air Force.” He has never ever 
wavered from that. 

In his autobiography, he wrote: 

My beginnings back in West Virginia tell 
who I am to this day. My accomplishments 
as a pilot tell more about luck, happen- 
stance, and a person’s destiny. But the guy 
who broke the sound barrier was the kid who 
swam the Mud River with a swiped water- 
melon, or shot the head off a squirrel before 
school. 

Tom Wolfe believed Chuck Yeager to 
be the ‘‘most righteous of all posses- 
sors of the right stuff.’’ Wolfe himself 
struggled to explain what he meant by 
“the right stuff.” His best explanation 
was that “the right stuff’ is that rare, 
almost indefinable mix of bravery, her- 
oism, hard work, and focus that some- 
one brings to ‘‘a cause that means 
something to a people, a nation, to hu- 
manity, to God.” That describes Gen. 
Chuck Yeager as well as anything else 
I know. 

He is a man of extraordinary skill 
and legendary courage. He has an un- 
paralleled sense of duty and service to 
his country. He risked his life over and 
over. He is a great West Virginian. He 
is a great American. On his 90th birth- 
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day he is still, without a doubt, a man 
with “the right stuff.” 

I wish my dear friend the happiest of 
birthdays, and I urge every Senator to 
join me in saluting Gen. Chuck Yeager 
for his long and courageous service to 
this great country. 

Thank you, General Yeager. 

I note the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
KING). The Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I rise 
to speak in morning business for such 
time as I may consume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


150TH ANNIVERSARY OF KANSAS 
STATE UNIVERSITY 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I rise 
to commemorate—along with my dis- 
tinguished friend and colleague Sen- 
ator JERRY MORAN—the 150th anniver- 
sary of Kansas State University—home 
of the ever-optimistic Wildcats. 

Since its beginning—even before Kan- 
sas joined the union as a free State—all 
the way up to today, Kansas State Uni- 
versity continues to provide a first- 
rate education for thousands and thou- 
sands of students. 

To quote the K-State alma mater 
lyrics: “I know a spot that I love full 
well.” I—along with more than 200,000 
alumni—am proud to call Kansas State 
University my alma mater, as did my 
father and also my son. 

The year was back in 1858, when Kan- 
sas was only a territory—not even a 
State—that a group of local settlers 
founded Bluemont Central College. 
Then, in 1863, only 2 years into state- 
hood, the State legislature and Gov- 
ernor became some of the first to ac- 
cept the terms and conditions of the 
Morrill Act, thus creating the land 
grant system of colleges and univer- 
sities. 

On February 16, 1863, the Kansas 
State Agriculture College, formally 
known today as Kansas State Univer- 
sity, received a land grant charter and 
became the first operational land grant 
institution in the United States. Over 
the past 150 years, Kansas State Uni- 
versity has progressed and expanded to 
accommodate the students and the peo- 
ple living in the State of Kansas—the 
people it has served so well. 

Today, Kansas State University is 
comprised of nine academic colleges 
ranging from liberal arts to veterinary 
medicine. The university expanded its 
campus in Manhattan to include an 
aviation and technology school in Sa- 
lina and an innovation campus in 
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Olathe, KS. Also, Kansas State Univer- 
sity Research and Extension has a 
presence in every county in Kansas— 
all 105. These offices are a source of 
vital information to every farmer and 
rancher in our State. We are staying 
true to our land grant roots. 

Back in 1863, Kansas State Univer- 
sity’s first enrollment totaled a mere 
14 students. This school year Kansas 
State University reached a record en- 
rollment of more than 24,000 students. 
These students hail from all 50 States 
and over 90 countries. Out of this di- 
verse population, the university has 
produced industry leaders, heads of 
States, humanitarians, generals, gifted 
scientists, and a few public servants. 

Kansas State University has received 
national recognition for the excep- 
tional education it provides students 
year after year. Kansas State con- 
tinues to have college programs ranked 
the best in the Nation. The university 
has been recognized as a leader among 
public universities in total number of 
Rhodes, Truman, Marshall, Udall, and 
Goldwater Scholars. 

I cannot talk about my alma mater 
without mentioning Kansas State Uni- 
versity’s athletic program, especially 
over the recent years. Since its first 
football game way back in 1888, dedi- 
cated fans have been coming to the 
sports arenas to support our athletes 
and our team. This intercollegiate ath- 
letic program has complemented the 
education provided by the university 
and has been a great source of purple 
pride for both alumni and Kansas. 

As Kansas State University looks to- 
ward the future, it sets new goals for 
the institution and for its students. 
Launched by president Kirk Schulz in 
2010, K-State 2025, the university’s stra- 
tegic plan, strives to make Kansas 
State University a top 50 public re- 
search institution within 15 years. 
Thanks to the work that has been done 
throughout the past 150 years and the 
research that continues, I have no 
doubt Kansas State University is on 
track to achieve this very important 
goal. 

Throughout this week and weekend, 
students, staff, alumni, and friends of 
the university will gather in Manhat- 
tan, KS—the ‘‘little apple’’—to cele- 
brate the history of Kansas State Uni- 
versity. 

On behalf of the Senate, it is my 
honor to congratulate Kansas State 
University on its accomplishments 
over the past 150 years. As the alma 
mater song says, it is truly ‘‘a spot 
that I love full well.” Every man a 
Wildcat. 

I yield to my distinguished friend and 
colleague, Senator MORAN. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Kansas. 

There is no K State alumni, no indi- 
vidual from our home State who bleeds 
the color purple more fervently than 
the senior Senator from Kansas. It is 
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an honor to join him here today to rec- 
ognize the significant accomplishments 
on the 150th anniversary of the first 
land grant university college in the Na- 
tion. 

Senator ROBERTS comes to the Kan- 
sas State University through his fam- 
ily—his father as well as his son. 

I have become acquainted with Kan- 
sas State University as a citizen of our 
State in which we see each and every 
day the benefits that accrue to the citi- 
zens of our State because of the aca- 
demic research, the education, the ex- 
tension of education across our State 
that benefits each and every citizen. So 
it is with great pleasure that we honor 
the accomplishments today of this uni- 
versity. It has had tremendous leader- 
ship. 

In my early days in Congress, Presi- 
dent Wefald in many ways created a 
great opportunity for Kansas State 
University to excel, to become some- 
thing different than it had been, to 
move forward into the future. Now, 
under the leadership of president Kirk 
Schulz, his leadership only accelerates 
the opportunity for Kansas State Uni- 
versity to provide new and beneficial 
services, education, and benefits to the 
people of our State, to our country, 
and to students around the globe. 

Kansas State University is known for 
its agricultural background, for its 
support for that significant industry in 
our State—farmers and ranchers look 
to Kansas State University for edu- 
cation and for technical support, and 
we know of their importance in that 
No. 1 industry in our State—but, as 
Senator ROBERTS said, engineering and 
aerospace; now a campus at Salina, KS, 
dealing with aviation and avionics, 
with UAVs moving into the future; a 
campus in Johnson County, the sub- 
urbs of Kansas City, in which addi- 
tional research in bioscience is being 
accelerated. So in each and every cir- 
cumstance, Kansas State University 
contributes to the economy and well- 
being of our State and our country. 

As a parent, I know Kansas State 
University. Both our daughters at- 
tended Kansas State University, and 
one remains a student there. I remem- 
ber the first day I wandered with my 
17-, 18-year-old daughter onto campus 
for a campus tour, and at the end of 
the day—I will admit we had visited 
other universities as well, but at the 
end of the day Kelsey said: Dad, there 
is no place more welcoming, no place 
more like home, no place where I feel 
like a part of a family more than Kan- 
sas State University. 

That is something I think K State 
exhibits so well and causes Kansas to 
be so proud of the Wildcat tradition, 
which is a sense of family; that we are 
in it together and people are friends. It 
is a very comfortable and enjoyable 
learning environment for students, and 
we have seen it in our family. 

Our youngest daughter followed her 
older sister to Kansas State University 
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and is now a beginning student at the 
College of Veterinary Medicine. An- 
other area in which Kansas State Uni- 
versity is highly regarded is the study 
of animal science. K State in Manhat- 
tan, KS, is the western border of the 
animal science corridor, the eastern 
border being that place that all Kan- 
sans, regardless of alma mater, de- 
spise—the University of Missouri. So 
from west to east, the animal science 
corridor is bounded by the research sci- 
entists and educators and the schools 
that increase the likelihood that Amer- 
icans are going to have nutrition, be 
well fed, and have a safe and abundant 
food supply. 

It is an honor to be here to pay trib- 
ute to the many leaders at Kansas 
State University, those who have come 
before and those who will follow Presi- 
dent Wefald and President Schulz to 
make sure Kansas State University re- 
mains that place of higher education 
and learning in our State but also to 
make certain Kansas State University 
in Manhattan, KS, is always that place 
called home where students from 
across our State and around the globe 
feel as though they have found family 
and a place to learn to improve their 
lives and to make certain they con- 
tribute to the betterment of our world. 

It is an honor to be here with one of 
the most distinguished alumni of Kan- 
sas State University, my colleague and 
friend Senator ROBERTS, to wish Kan- 
sas State University many more years 
of success in providing education to 
our students and moving our State for- 
ward in ways that will benefit not only 
this generation but those that follow 
us. 
So congratulations, Kansas State 
University, and happy 150th birthday. 

Mr. President, I yield back to the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I 
thank my dear friend and colleague 
more especially for highlighting what 
K State is all about, and that is family. 
If one chooses to attend Kansas State, 
as many do—many come from small 
town America, and many come from 
big cities, but I think they are all 
struck by the family atmosphere. 

The thing I think is rather remark- 
able, even in having the privilege of 
talking to some of K State’s football 
team and some of the athletes, both 
basketball and football—all sports at K 
State—I am always able to tell the 
thousands and thousands of fans from 
K State who know their history, know 
where they are coming from, and al- 
ways support them regardless of the 
outcome. So K State is a family. 

K State’s legendary coach Bill Sny- 
der, who has achieved miracles on the 
football field with team after team, al- 
ways stresses family and togetherness 
and the proper role of athletics in edu- 
cation. 

My son David went to K State, and 
he fell in love with K State. He didn’t 
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have much of a choice as far as I was 
concerned, but he did really enjoy him- 
self at K State. Basically, I am struck 
by the fact that many of his friends 
who are graduates—when that day 
comes when you graduate or when you 
leave K State, those generations really 
stick together, and they are friends for 
life. It is in that vein that I think the 
Senator’s remarks are certainly right 


on target. 

Mr. MORAN. If the Senator would 
yield. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I would be happy to 
yield. 


Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, Senator 
ROBERTS raises something that I wish 
to make clear, which is that Kansas 
State University has been so kind and 
so beneficial to our two daughters. 
While they found it to be home and 
like family, they have excelled and 
learned, advanced their lives both per- 
sonally and professionally in ways that 
are so important to us as parents. We 
have nothing but commendation to 
offer to Kansas State University for 
the kindness and opportunities they 
have created for our own daughters as 
they pursue their goals in life. 

So it is a very personal opportunity 
for me to express this gratitude to 
Kansas State University for making it 
so good for the things a mom and dad 
care so much about. For our two 
daughters Kelsey and Alex, K State is 
an important component of their lives, 
and we are so appreciative of the role 
that university has played in educating 
our children. 

I yield back to the Senator from Kan- 
sas. 


EE 


150TH ANNIVERSARY OF EMPORIA 
STATE UNIVERSITY 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, we 
have a double privilege here today in 
that we obviously are celebrating Kan- 
sas State University being 150, rep- 
resenting 150 years of outstanding aca- 
demic service to our people, but also 
Emporia State University is 150 years 
old at the same time—a rather remark- 
able achievement. I know we would 
like to congratulate Emporia State on 
its 150th anniversary. 

Emporia State University is in the 
beautiful Flint Hills of Kansas, and it 
is also very dear to my family. My 
mother attended Emporia State and 
studied education. She went on to be- 
come a teacher. Emporia State is a 
teacher’s university, second to none. 
But she, in her day and time, spent a 
lot of time educating Kansas children 
up in Atchison, KS, and was very much 
like the other proud and accomplished 
alumni from Emporia State. 

If a person wants to know about edu- 
cation, all they would have to do—as 
well as teacher involvement and teach- 
er progress and some of the very seri- 
ous challenges we face today in edu- 
cation—is stop by Emporia State. They 
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have many fine programs and nothing 
but the best in terms of graduates who 
do such a great job. 

Throughout the past 150 years, Empo- 
ria State has grown to accommodate 
the needs of the State and the 6,500 stu- 
dents it currently serves. What was 
once the Kansas State Teaching Col- 
lege, Emporia State has now expanded 
greatly, offering a wide range of aca- 
demic programs. 

In true Kansas fashion, the univer- 
sity has faced challenges head-on from 
its earliest days. Adversity is not un- 
common. In fact, our State motto is 
“to the stars through difficulty.” But 
the outstanding faculty and staff have 
persevered on behalf of their students 
to provide a quality education, and 
that continues today with teachers 
who also provide a quality education. 
We can’t do any better than that. It is 
with great pride as a Kansan and as a 
son of an Emporia State graduate that 
I recognize and congratulate Emporia 
State University on its 150th anniver- 
sary. 

Iam more than happy to yield to my 
friend and colleague, Senator MORAN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Coons). The Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator for yielding, and I appre- 
ciate being recognized. 

It is true that our State places a high 
priority on education—certainly K-12 
but also universities, including public, 
private, community colleges, technical 
colleges, and today we honor one of 
those universities in this milestone in 
its history, Emporia State University, 
Emporia, KS, on its 150th anniversary. 

Benjamin Franklin said, “Tell me 
and I forget. Teach me and I may re- 
member. Involve me and I learn.” 
Through learning, students’ lives have 
been changed for the better for more 
than a century at Emporia State Uni- 
versity. This is a historic occasion, 
their 150th anniversary, and I wish to 
recognize the significant impact Empo- 
ria State has had on our State and on 
our Nation. 

In 1863 Emporia State was founded as 
a school for training teachers. Back 
then it was known as Kansas Normal 
School, and in its first year the Presi- 
dent and only teacher, Lyman Kellogg, 
taught 18 students on the second floor 
of the district schoolhouse. At the uni- 
versity’s first commencement on June 
28, 1867, President Kellogg presented di- 
plomas to its two graduates, Mary 
Jane Watson and Ellen Plumb. 

In the years that followed, Emporia 
State was faced with many challenges, 
including tornadoes, fires, and a lack of 
funding, but the university survived 
and continued each and every year to 
change the lives of the students. 

Today 6,500 students from 45 States 
and 55 countries are enrolled at Empo- 
ria State University. Consistently 
ranked as a tier 1 regional university 
by U.S. News and World Report, ESU 
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offers students a wide range of aca- 
demic programs to choose from and the 
opportunity to participate in more 
than 130 student organizations. 

Emporia State also remains fully 
committed to its original mission of 
training teachers through a nationally 
acclaimed teacher education program. 
If a person has somebody who made a 
difference in their life, nobody ever 
says: It was my Senator. It is not mom 
and dad. It is a teacher. 

Educating teachers is a noble calling. 
In fact, the Teachers College holds the 
International Reading Association 
Award and Certificate of Distinction 
for the Reading Preparation of Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Teachers—one of 
only five programs honored inter- 
nationally in 2009. In a national study 
of teacher education programs, Empo- 
ria State was named one of only four 
postsecondary institutions in the Na- 
tion to be identified as an exemplary 
model teacher education program. 

I congratulate Emporia State for 
their success in equipping our Nation’s 
educators. As we know, the work of a 
teacher impacts the lives of every 
American now and in the future. 

Given Emporia State’s long history 
and dedication to training teachers, 
the university, as one might expect, 
now hosts the National Teachers Hall 
of Fame. Each year five of the Nation’s 
most outstanding educators are recog- 
nized and honored for the jobs they do. 
By recognizing the difference one 
teacher can make, the National Teach- 
ers Hall of Fame works to promote 
education and inspire a new generation 
of teachers. 

Whether ESU students pursue a ca- 
reer in education or another field, 
many students who continue their 
studies will return to ESU for graduate 
work. Among the Kansas Regents uni- 
versities, ESU students earn the high- 
est percentage of graduate degrees. On 
average, one-third of the degrees 
earned annually are graduate degrees. 
So whether students leave Emporia 
with an undergraduate or graduate de- 
gree, they are well prepared in the field 
they have chosen. 

Students today are involved in com- 
munity service, and Emporia State ex- 
emplifies that. Students at Emporia 
State spend much time giving back to 
the local communities. Students have 
cared for the elderly, provided food to 
the hungry, and built homes for the 
homeless. They have also spent their 
free time mentoring young students 
through a program called 
YouthFriends. Currently, about 50 Em- 
poria State students are involved in 
volunteer work once a week with chil- 
dren. 

One of the teachers at a local ele- 
mentary school said this about that 
program: 

It is great for children to have a young 
adult role model to look up to. I have two 
kids in my class who have YouthFriends, and 


1286 


they both have benefited greatly. Their atti- 
tudes about school and life have changed for 
the better. 

What a great way to make a dif- 
ference in the development of lifelong 
compassion for others. 

The alumni of Emporia State Univer- 
sity now number more than 75,000 from 
50 States and 80 countries, and they are 
all proud to be called Emporia State 
Hornets. Alumni from Emporia State 
have gone on to accomplish great 
things. Among the many distinguished 
alumni are Minnie Grinstead, who was 
the first woman elected to the Kansas 
State Legislature in 1918, and Robert 
Mott, a World War II veteran who later 
helped create National Public Radio. 

For the past 150 years, Emporia State 
has been changing lives. One alumni 
said this about the impact on her life: 

I was told by a high school guidance coun- 
selor that I would never make it in college. 
ESU gave me an opportunity to “try.” Not 
only did I earn a bachelor’s degree, I earned 
a masters, and Ph.D. Thank you ESU, you 
changed my life in a positive way! 

On this historic anniversary, it is 
with great pleasure that I join my col- 
league from Kansas in submitting a 
resolution to congratulate the stu- 
dents, faculty, alumni, and the new 
president of Emporia State University 
for 150 years of excellence in higher 
education. May the next 150 years be 
even brighter than the last. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


a 


FISCAL CHALLENGES 


Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I come to 
the floor today to talk about the fiscal 
challenges facing this country, and 
particularly the spending problem we 
have and how it impacts not only the 
economy but also the lives of the 
American people. 

Last week, the nonpartisan Congres- 
sional Budget Office released the latest 
Budget and Economic Outlook, which 
confirmed the threat that long-term 
fiscal imbalances pose to the Nation’s 
economy. The Congressional Budget 
Office found that the national debt will 
climb by $10 trillion, to $26 trillion, 
over the next 10 years if Federal spend- 
ing continues on its current trajectory. 

Spending on mandatory programs 
will remain on auto pilot, resulting in 
high annual deficits. To kind of put 
things in perspective, if you go back to 
2007 and you look at what the Federal 
Government spent, it was about $2.7 
trillion annually. If you look at what 
the Federal Government spent in fiscal 
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year 2012, which ended September 30 of 
last year, it was $3.5 trillion, an in- 
crease of nearly 30 percent. 

Inflation during that same time pe- 
riod was 10.8 percent, meaning that 
government grew at almost three times 
the rate of inflation. Again, I want to 
emphasize what I think is an impor- 
tant point here, because in the discus- 
sion we are having about spending and 
debt, there is somehow this assertion 
that has been made that this is not a 
spending problem, that actually this is 
more a revenue issue. 

Well, again, if you look at what has 
happened just in the past 5 years, 
spending has increased nearly 30 per- 
cent, Federal spending, or at a rate of 
almost three times the rate of infla- 
tion. So clearly spending has increased 
dramatically just in the last 5 years. 
The trend is projected to continue over 
the next 10 years and beyond, with 
spending exceeding its historical aver- 
age over that time period, and then 
ballooning in the years beyond that. 

Such levels of spending will cause the 
Federal debt to grow, and according to 
the Congressional Budget Office, ‘‘Such 
a large debt would increase the risk of 
a fiscal crisis during which investors 
would lose so much confidence in the 
government’s ability to manage its 
budget that the government would be 
unable to borrow at affordable rates.” 

Again, why is this important? Well, 
obviously, if the deficits continue to 
continue year after year, adding more 
and more to the Federal debt, eventu- 
ally investors are going to lose con- 
fidence in our government. They are 
going to demand a higher return, high- 
er interest rate when we borrow 
money. That obviously has an impact 
all across the economy. Because when 
interest rates go up, everything else 
that is pegged to it goes up. If you look 
at middle-class Americans who are try- 
ing to borrow money, for example, to 
buy a home or to get a college edu- 
cation or for a small business to make 
investments in order to create and ex- 
pand jobs, the interest rates go up for 
everyone. Inflation also goes up if the 
Nation’s fiscal challenges are not ad- 
dressed, meaning that the hard-earned 
dollars are not going to go as far. That 
is going to put further pressure on 
hard-working middle-class families. 

The threat of the budget challenges 
facing this country and our economy is 
very real, because of this report that 
came out last week from the Congres- 
sional Budget Office. It confirmed we 
are headed toward Greece if we do not 
take the steps that are necessary to 
change the direction we are on. 

A lot of that reality, however, unfor- 
tunately, is lost on lots of people here 
in Washington, DC. As I said earlier, 
there has been this debate about 
whether we do, in fact, have a spending 
problem. Over the weekend, the Demo- 
cratic leader in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, NANCY PELOSI, repeated 
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what has become doctrine to many in 
the Democratic Party; that is, the idea 
that the U.S. Government does not 
have a spending problem. 

She said, “It is almost a false argu- 
ment to say we have a spending prob- 
lem.” This comes from the top Demo- 
crat in the House of Representatives. 
“It is almost a false argument to say 
we have a spending problem.” Well, ob- 
viously the White House scrambled 
quickly the next day to come out: Yes, 
yes, we know we have a spending prob- 
lem. 

But there is reporting out there that 
suggests the President of the United 
States has also made this assertion, 
that this is not a spending problem. I 
do not know how you can examine the 
Federal budget projections and not 
come to the conclusion that we have a 
spending problem. It is driving our na- 
tional debt, a debt that is very harmful 
to our economy. 

You have to look no farther than the 
Congressional Budget Office report last 
week to see that this is a spending 
problem, not a revenue problem, be- 
cause that same CBO report said that 
the revenue—money that is raised by 
the Federal Government—is returning 
to its historical average of 17.9 percent 
of GDP. That is the way we have meas- 
ured the amount of revenue coming 
into the Treasury as a percentage of 
our entire economy. You measure that 
over time, and getting back to the his- 
torical average, the 40-year average 
would be 17.9 percent. 

If you look at the year 2015 as a case 
in point, the revenues get back to 19.1 
percent of GDP, which is a 25-percent 
increase in 2 years, significantly ex- 
ceeding the historical average. If you 
look at the 10-year outlook the CBO 
came up with, they said revenues 
would average 18.9 percent over the 
next decade, which is almost a full per- 
centage point more than the 40-year 
historical average. 

The point is this: Revenues are not 
only at historic levels, will be there by 
2015 and stay there for the next decade, 
but they will exceed the historic aver- 
age for revenues over the next 10 years. 
So clearly, what we are talking about 
here is not a problem of Washington 
taxing too little, it is a problem of 
Washington spending too much. 

I know that truth is hard and that 
math is hard to accept for the people 
who want to grow government, but we 
absolutely have to govern in reality. 
What the math shows is that manda- 
tory spending, which as I said is on 
auto pilot, continues to squeeze the 
Federal Government and the Federal 
budget to a point where we are going to 
face a Greece-style fiscal crisis if 
Washington continues to punt on the 
hard decisions that have to be made. 

Mandatory spending comprised 
roughly 60 percent of Federal spending 
in fiscal year 2012. If you look at the 
big drivers of mandatory spending, 
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Medicare, Medicaid, and Social Secu- 
rity represented 40 percent of that 
total, according to the Congressional 
Budget Office. Congress and the admin- 
istration have an opportunity in the 
coming months to reform these entitle- 
ment programs not only to get this 
country back on a more sustainable fis- 
cal track but also to save and protect 
these programs not only for current re- 
tirees but for future generations of 
Americans as well. 

That is why I was disappointed last 
night that the President, in his State 
of the Union Address, failed to lay out 
a plan to address the fiscal challenges 
our country faces. I hope the President 
and my colleagues here in the Congress 
will come to the table and work with 
us to solve these problems, particularly 
as we consider ways to address the se- 
quester, the continuing resolution 
which follows after that, and the fiscal 
year 2014 budget resolution. 

We cannot simply wait and watch 
these programs crumble under the 
weight of looming insolvency. We know 
Social Security operated at a cash def- 
icit in 2010. The Medicare trustees have 
told us that Medicare will be insolvent 
by the year 2024 and the HI trust fund 
actually as early as the year 2016. If we 
are going to keep the promises we have 
made to current retirees and to future 
generations of Americans, we have to 
make these programs solvent. That 
means we have to reform them in a 
way that saves and protects them and 
makes sure they are fiscally sustain- 
able not only for today but for the fu- 
ture as well. 

I have to say, as I listened to the de- 
bate about the issues of spending and 
debt, there is an argument that is 
made by those on the other side that 
this is just because of the two wars, 
and the two wars drove up spending; 
you know, they were not paid for and 
that is the reason we have this $16.4 
trillion debt. Well, obviously the wars 
have contributed to that. But if you 
look at through 2012, that is about $1.4 
trillion. Obviously, I would say, to be 
fair, Republicans have contributed to 
this as well as Democrats. When Re- 
publicans were in charge of the Con- 
gress, we did not do a good enough job 
of keeping spending under control. 

But the fact is even if you count in 
spending on Iraq and Afghanistan, that 
is about $1.4 trillion. The total debt 
now, as I said, is over $16 trillion, 
scheduled to go to $26 trillion 10 years 
from now. Over the course of the first 
4 years of this President’s term, his 
first term in office, the debt has in- 
creased almost $6 trillion. So it is hard 
to feature any objective analysis of 
these facts and this data and say it was 
the wars that somehow caused all of 
this. 

Washington has been overspending 
for a long time. It is high time for 
those habits to change. If you look at 
the war that is winding down, the cost 
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of that, the resources we are putting 
into these conflicts, those dollars are 
not going to be showing up again as ex- 
penditures in the next few years. We 
still have the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice telling us at the end of the next 
decade we will have added an addi- 
tional $10 trillion to the debt. So clear- 
ly that has certainly been a factor, but 
it has not been the main factor. 

There is again no objective analysis 
that would suggest spending on the 
wars has been the driving reason for 
why we are facing the debt crisis we 
have today. I would simply say too 
that when you are in a hole, it is advis- 
able to quit digging. 

Obviously, we continue to look at 
ways to add more and more spending 
and, therefore, more and more debt. 
The health care bill is not something 
anybody on my side here in the Senate 
supported when it passed in 2009 and 
early 2010. But that too is going to 
drive up spending and is going to drive 
up debt as we head into the future. 

You heard from the President last 
night a whole new series of new spend- 
ing initiatives, ‘‘investments,’’ he 
called them, in a whole range of areas. 
As he was sort of laying that out, those 
of us who were listening to that mes- 
sage were thinking to ourselves: Okay, 
if you put a calculator on this thing, it 
keeps going and going and going. Yet 
the President said we did not need to 
add a single dime to the deficit. Well, I 
do not know how anybody could accept 
that with a straight face. It flat does 
not pass the smell test. 

We have a spending problem here in 
Washington, DC. The facts bear that 
out. The revenues are going up. They 
are going to go up 25 percent, according 
to the Congressional Budget Office, in 
the next 2 years. In 2015 they will be at 
19.1 percent of GDP, an average we 
have not seen—or a number we have 
not seen in a long time. Then they will 
stay roughly at that for the next dec- 
ade. This is not a revenue problem. 
This is not a problem where Wash- 
ington taxes too little. This is a prob- 
lem where Washington spends too 
much. 

If you look at the other side of the 
equation, spending continues to go up 
as a percentage of GDP. We see a little 
bit of relief here in the next few years, 
but then when the cost of the Afford- 
able Care Act starts hitting, when you 
start seeing the demographics of the 
country, as they continue to change, if 
we do not do something to save and 
protect Social Security and Medicare 
for future generations, it is going to 
bankrupt us. 

We are headed for a train wreck. We 
have to do something about that and 
recognize what that problem is. That 
problem purely and simply is that 
Washington spends too much. It is a 
spending problem. That is why, again, 
when I heard the top Democrat, the mi- 
nority leader in the House of Rep- 
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resentatives, say over the weekend 
that it is a false argument to say this 
is a spending problem, I was shocked, 
because I think most Americans would 
argue, as they look at this, and they 
can do the math, Washington has a 
very serious spending problem which 
needs to be addressed. It needs to be 
addressed sooner rather than later. 

I thought the report that came out 
from the Congressional Budget Office 
last week was instructive for a number 
of reasons. It pointed out the impact 
that debt is going to have as we face 
this debt crisis in terms of interest 
rates, in terms of inflation, in terms of 
loss of jobs, and a more sluggish econ- 
omy. We know from history that when 
you get a certain amount of debt, it be- 
comes such a drag on your economy 
that it reduces economic growth. So we 
have seen this anemic, sluggish eco- 
nomic growth which is going to be con- 
tinued now for the foreseeable future. 
We have slower growth, fewer jobs, 
massive amounts of debt. Eventually 
what that is going to mean for the mid- 
dle-class American is higher interest 
rates when it comes to buying a home, 
when it comes to buying a car, when it 
comes to financing a college education. 
It is going to mean lower take-home 
pay when the economy slows down and 
there is not the demand for workers 
out there. There are so many adverse 
impacts on our economy from carrying 
the kind of debt load we are carrying 
today. I think we have a responsibility 
to lead. 

I hope the President of the United 
States will lead on this issue; that he 
in his budget will put forward the types 
of remedies that are necessary not only 
to deal with our short-term crisis in 
the sequestration but also to put us 
long term on a sustainable fiscal path 
by proposing reforms, reforms to these 
programs that are driving Federal 
spending, that are going to add massive 
amounts to our debt over the course of 
the next decade and beyond, and at the 
same time look at things we can be 
doing that would generate economic 
growth, that would create jobs in this 
country. Because when the economy is 
growing and expanding, then all of 
these other problems look much small- 
er by comparison. 

Republicans here in the Senate are 
ready to work with the President, work 
with Democrats. 

We are anxious to go to work on enti- 
tlement reform to save Social Security 
and Medicare. We are anxious to go to 
work on reforming our Tax Code in a 
way that would unleash economic 
growth to obtain the robust growth we 
need in the economy to create jobs and 
make the debt crisis we face look much 
smaller by comparison. 

I hope in the days ahead the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the leader- 
ship on Capitol Hill, and the Congress 
will do what we should have done a 
long time ago. It is long overdue for ac- 
tion. It is high time that we become 
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busy and do the work of the American 
people, which is about providing a 
more secure, prosperous, and a safer, 
debt-free future for future generations. 
Anything less is negating or under- 
mining the responsibility we have to 
the American people. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BROWN). We are not in a quorum call. 
Mr. REID. Miracles never cease. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
true. 

The Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have spo- 
ken with Senator INHOFE, the ranking 
member of the Senate Armed Services 
Committee. It is very clear that he and 
a number of Republicans are not will- 
ing to enter into an agreement on the 
Hagel nomination. 


ee 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


NOMINATION OF CHARLES TIM- 
OTHY HAGEL TO BE SECRETARY 
OF DEFENSE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con- 
sider Calendar No. 10. 

The clerk will report: 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

Motion to proceed to the nomination of 
Charles Timothy Hagel, of Nebraska, to be 
Secretary of Defense. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the motion to proceed is 
agreed to. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk and ask the 
clerk to report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo- 
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Charles Timothy Hagel, of Nebraska, to be 
Secretary of Defense. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Sheldon 
Whitehouse, Barbara Boxer, Al 
Franken, Christopher A. Coons, Jack 
Reed, Carl Levin, Kirsten E. Gillibrand, 
Claire McCaskill, Robert P. Casey, Jr., 
Richard Blumenthal, Tom Harkin, 
Dianne Feinstein, Bill Nelson, Jeanne 
Shaheen, Sherrod Brown. 

Mr. REID. This is the first time in 
the history of our country that a Presi- 
dential nominee for Secretary of De- 
fense has been filibustered. What a 
shame, but that is the way it is. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
mandatory quorum under rule XXII be 
waived. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. I also ask that under the 
rule the cloture vote will occur on Fri- 
day. Membership should plan accord- 
ingly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen- 
ior Senator from Michigan is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, now that 
the nomination of Senator Hagel is be- 
fore us, I want to begin this discussion 
and debate with a few remarks about 
him. The committee approved this 
nomination and sent it to the floor of 
the Senate yesterday by a vote of 14 to 
11. 

Senator Hagel has received broad 
support from a wide array of senior 
statesmen, defense, and foreign policy 
organizations. At his January 31 nomi- 
nation hearing before the Armed Serv- 
ices Committee, Senator Hagel was en- 
thusiastically introduced and endorsed 
by two former chairmen of our com- 
mittee, chairmen who have huge bipar- 
tisan support and respect by everybody 
in this body and everybody outside of 
this body who knows them. Those two 
chairmen are Sam Nunn and John War- 
ner. 

Senator Hagel’s nomination has been 
endorsed by five former Secretaries of 
Defense who served under both Demo- 
cratic and Republican Presidents: Bob 
Gates, Bill Cohen, Bill Perry, Harold 
Brown, and Melvin Laird. He has been 
endorsed by three former Secretaries of 
State—Madeleine Albright, Colin Pow- 
ell, and George Shultz—and by six 
former National Security Advisers who 
served in that position for more than 20 
years under six of the last seven Presi- 
dents. 

Let me just share with our colleagues 
a few of the words of Senator Nunn 
when he introduced Senator Hagel to 
our committee: 

I believe our Nation is fortunate to have a 
nominee for Secretary of Defense with the 
character, experience, courage and the lead- 
ership that Chuck Hagel would bring to this 
position. First, Chuck is acutely aware that 
even in an age of rapid technological ad- 
vances, our military capability and effective- 
ness depend on the quality and the morale of 
the people who serve our Nation in uniform, 
as well as the families who support them. 

Continuing: 

Chuck received two Purple Hearts in Viet- 
nam, and when he returned home he contin- 
ued to fight for veterans and for Active-Duty 
military personnel. He knows that our peo- 
ple are our strongest asset. Second, Chuck’s 
experience in Vietnam shaped his life and his 
perspective. War for Chuck Hagel is not ab- 
straction. I am confident, if confirmed, he 
will ask the hard and smart questions before 
sending troops into battle. Chuck Hagel 
knows the United States has vital interests 
that are worth fighting for and dying for. He 
also knows that war should be a last resort 
and that our Nation must effectively use all 
of our tools, not limited only to our mili- 
tary, to protect our important and our vital 
interests. 


Senator Nunn continued: 
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Certainly there is a tension in these val- 
ues, but it is a tension that we should wel- 
come in the thought process and in the ad- 
vice that our Secretary of Defense gives to 
our Commander in Chief and to this Con- 
gress. 

From our service together on the Defense 
Policy Board in recent years, I know that 
Chuck Hagel has a clear world view and that 
it aligns with the mainstream of U.S. foreign 
and defense policy, and also with President 
Obama. Chuck Hagel believes that we must 
build and preserve America’s strength as a 
force for good in the world. He recognizes 
that protecting our interests requires strong 
allies and friends, as well as strong American 
leadership. 

Senator WARNER’s’ extraordinarily 
powerful and warm comments included 
as follows: 

There is an old saying in the combat army 
infantry and Marine Corps. ‘‘Certain men are 
asked to take the point.” Which means to 
get out and lead in the face of the enemy. 
Chuck Hagel did that as a sergeant in Viet- 
nam. If confirmed, Chuck Hagel will do it 
again. This time not before a platoon but be- 
fore every man and woman and their families 
in the Armed Services. He will lead them and 
they will know in their hearts that we have 
one of our own. 

Senator Hagel has received a letter of 
endorsement from 11 retired senior 
military officers who say Chuck Hagel 
is uniquely qualified to meet the chal- 
lenges facing the Department of De- 
fense and our men and women in uni- 
form. 

He has received a letter of endorse- 
ment from nine former Ambassadors 
who worked with him on Middle East 
issues. That letter says, in part: 

Each of us has known the Senator over the 
past 20 years and has found him invariably 
one of the best informed leaders in the U.S. 
Congress on the issues of U.S. national secu- 
rity. .. . Senator Hagel’s political courage 
has impressed us all... . Time and again he 
chose to take the path of standing up for our 
nation over political expediency. . . . He has 
invariably demonstrated strong support for 
Israel and for a two-state solution and has 
been opposed to those who would undermine 
or threaten Israel’s security. We can think of 
few more qualified, more nonpartisan, more 
courageous, or better equipped to head the 
Department of Defense. 

That is from nine former Ambas- 
sadors who worked with Senator Hagel 
on Middle East issues. Let me read who 
those Ambassadors are: Nicholas 
Burns, former Under Secretary of State 
for Political Affairs, Ambassador to 
NATO and Greece; Ryan Crocker, 
former Ambassador to Iraq and Af- 
ghanistan; Edward Djerejian, former 
Ambassador to Israel and Syria; Wil- 
liam Harrop, former Ambassador to 
Israel; Daniel Kurtzer, former Ambas- 
sador to Israel and to Egypt; Samuel 
Lewis, former Ambassador to Israel; 
William Luers, former Ambassador to 
Venezuela and Czechoslovakia; Tom 
Pickering, former Under Secretary of 
State for Political Affairs, Ambassador 
to Israel and Russia; and Frank Wis- 
ner, former Under Secretary of Defense 
for Policy and Ambassador to Egypt 
and to India. 
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Senator Hagel’s nomination has been 
supported by the major groups of 
American veterans, including the Vet- 
erans of Foreign Wars, the Iraq and Af- 
ghanistan Veterans of America, 
AMVETS, Vietnam Veterans of Amer- 
ica, and the American Legion. He has 
received support from the Military Of- 
ficers Association of America, Foreign 
Area Officer Association, and the Non 
Commissioned Officers Association. 

Senator Hagel has been endorsed by 
numerous newspapers, including USA 
Today, which stated: 

Many of the supposed weaknesses that Re- 
publican Senators hammered him on are ac- 
tually proof that Hagel takes thoughtful po- 
sitions and doesn’t bend easily to pressure. 


I would like to read just a few quotes 
from those organizations of veterans 
who have endorsed him. The Veterans 
of Foreign Wars says the following: 

It is not the place for America’s oldest and 
largest combat veterans organization to ad- 
vise or recommend to the President who he 
should nominate for cabinet positions. How- 
ever, the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the 
United States considers Chuck Hagel, twice 
wounded Vietnam War veteran, war infan- 
tryman, and former two-term United States 
Senator from Nebraska, to be uniquely quali- 
fied to lead the Department of Defense. 

That is signed by Robert Wallace, 
who is executive director of the VFW. 

The Iraq and Afghanistan Veterans of 
America wrote the following: 

Without Senator Hagel’s leadership in 
Washington, there would not be a post 9/11 GI 
bill. Senator Hagel has always been a strong 
advocate for veterans at the Department of 
Defense. There is no doubt he will continue 
that legacy. Time and time again, from Viet- 
nam to the VA to the USO, Senator Hagel 
has answered his country’s call to serve, 
demonstrating courage, character and re- 
solve at every turn. We encourage the Senate 
to approve his nomination swiftly. 

Paul Rieckhoff, Founder and Chief Execu- 
tive Officer. 

The AMVETS National Commander 
Cleve Geer endorsed President Obama’s 
nomination of Chuck Hagel with the 
following comments: 

AMVETS fully supports President Obama’s 
nomination of Chuck Hagel for the future 
Secretary of Defense. As a veterans service 
organization, AMVETS’ main mission is to 
serve as an advocate for veterans, their fami- 
lies and the communities in which they live. 
I am confident that former Senator Hagel 
will utilize his experience and understanding 
of America’s military to lead this Nation’s 
troops and the Department of Defense. 

The organization votevets.org wrote 
the following in a petition signed by 
over 8,000 veterans and military fami- 
lies: 

Senator Hagel is a tremendous pick for 
Secretary of Defense who I know very well, 
and I have little doubt that he will serve 
President Obama with distinction both as a 
voice of reason within the administration 
and as a faithful advocate for carrying out 
the policies of the Commander in Chief. 

That was signed by John Soltz. 

The Military Officers Association of 
America wrote the following: 

While the Military Officers Association of 
America does not endorse or oppose specific 
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candidates for elected or appointed office, we 
believe Senator Hagel is certainly a can- 
didate who is fully qualified for appointment 
to this extremely important position. Our 
past work with Senator Hagel has been very 
positive, and we believe that he brings an 
important sensitivity to the human side of 
budget and operational considerations. His 
experience as a combat wounded Vietnam 
veteran, as deputy administrator of the VA, 
and his two terms in the Senate provide a 
range of perspectives that would serve any 
Secretary of Defense well. We previously rec- 
ognized Senator Hagel’s efforts to protect 
the interests of military beneficiaries with 
our Arthur T. Marix Congressional Leader- 
ship Award. We do not believe that cabinet 
nominees should be held hostage to political 
litmus tests. 


That was signed by ADM Norbert 
Ryan, USN, retired, President of the 
Military Officers Association of Amer- 
ica. 

The Non Commissioned Officers Asso- 
ciation of the United States wrote the 
following: 


We strongly support the appointment of 
Chuck Hagel to be Secretary of Defense. His 
military service, including being twice 
wounded in action, has instilled the values of 
service and personal sacrifice for which he 
knows well the human cost of war. He has 
been an advocate for soldiers, Marines, sail- 
ors, airmen and coasties to ensure the train- 
ing and equipage of America’s 21st military 
force coincide with a solid revised defense 
posture to meet conventional and unconven- 
tional world challenges. Senator Hagel has 
also championed personnel issues relating to 
combat dwell time, force protection, transi- 
tion issues, including electronic medical 
issues, preparation for future employment 
and training, and veterans benefits, includ- 
ing enhancements to post 9/11 educational 
benefits. He also recognizes the value and 
the sacrifice of families of the men and 
women who serve in this Nation’s uniformed 
services. 


That was signed by Richard Schnei- 
der, executive director for government 
affairs. 

The Vietnam Veterans of America 
wrote: 

We like Hagel. We think he is a great guy, 
and having a combat veteran in there would 
be a good thing. 


The American Legion wrote: 


Hagel is a long-time member of the Legion. 
He served right after he returned from Viet- 
nam. He is a long-time advocate for veterans 
in the VA, and especially for veterans ex- 
posed to Agent Orange. Our organization has 
consulted with him, among others, on var- 
ious national security matters. Having said 
that, the American Legion is prohibited by 
our congressional charter from endorsing 
any candidate for elected or appointed office. 


The Vietnam Veterans Memorial 
Fund, Jan Scruggs, founder and presi- 
dent, wrote the following: 


I first met Mr. Hagel in 1981 when he was 
the No. 2 man at the Veterans Administra- 
tion. He had just thrown out of his office 
some people who were demanding that he 
stop his support for Maya Lin’s design for 
the Vietnam veterans memorial. His integ- 
rity and toughness were impressive then. 
Both qualities have grown since. Long before 
he became a Senator, Mr. Hagel was an in- 
fantryman in Vietnam. He fought the enemy 
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up close, and he had to put Americans in 
body bags. I am sure as defense secretary he 
would not hesitate to use military force ag- 
gressively if our Nation or its allies are in 
danger, yet he knows well that war is ter- 
ribly unpredictable and needs to be avoided. 
He has shown some fury at those who have 
never seen war, but encouraged it during the 
past decade. This is called courage. He has 
earned his stripes. 

Senator Hagel’s credentials are un- 
derscored by the service in war and in 
peace that has been described so elo- 
quently in all those letters from those 
veterans organizations. AS a young 
man, Senator Hagel enlisted in the 
Army and served in Vietnam, where he 
received two Purple Hearts, the Army 
Commendation Medal, and the Combat 
Infantryman Badge for his service. 

He volunteered to go to Vietnam. He 
answered the question, where are you, 
by answering, here I am. Senator Hagel 
served as Deputy Administrator of the 
Veterans’ Administration during the 
Reagan administration. He was twice 
elected to the Senate, where he served 
on the Foreign Relations and Intel- 
ligence Committees. 

Since he left the Senate 4 years ago, 
Senator Hagel has served as chairman 
of the board of directors of the Atlantic 
Council. The Atlantic Council counts 
among its other directors and honorary 
directors seven former Secretaries of 
State and four former Secretaries of 
Defense, along with numerous other 
senior officials from the administra- 
tions of both parties. The Atlantic 
Council is very much a part of the 
mainstream of the American foreign 
policy establishment. 

Much of the time and attention at 
our committee hearing was devoted to 
a handful of statements Senator Hagel 
made over the course of his career that 
raised questions about his views on 
Israel, Iran, and other issues. 

Senator Hagel explained and clarified 
these things and placed them in con- 
text. He apologized for one remark, and 
told the committee he would say other 
things differently if he had the chance 
or was making them over. Senator 
Hagel was clear in the positions he 
takes today and that he will take if 
confirmed as Secretary of Defense. In 
particular, Senator Hagel stated un- 
equivocally, first: 

Iran poses a significant threat to the 
United States, our allies and partners, and 
our interests in the region and globally. Iran 
continues to pursue an illicit nuclear pro- 
gram that threatens to provoke a regional 
arms race and undermine the global non-pro- 
liferation regime. Iran is also one of the 
main state-sponsors of terrorism and could 
spark conflict, including against U.S. per- 
sonnel and interests. 

Second, he is “. .. fully committed 
to the President’s goal of preventing 
Iran from obtaining a nuclear weapon 

. . all options must be on the table to 
achieve that goal... .’’ and his policy, 
if confirmed, will be ‘‘one of preven- 
tion, not of containment.” 
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Third, while he believes ‘‘engagement 
is clearly in our interests,” ‘“‘engage- 
ment is not negotiation.’’ He stated: 

I’ve never thought engagement is weak- 
ness. I never thought it was surrender. I 
never thought it was appeasement. I think 
it’s clearly in our interest. [G]let the 
international sanctions behind you, keep 
military options on the table. If the military 
option is the only option, it’s the only op- 
tion. 

Finally, he said that he is ‘‘a strong 
supporter of Israel,’’ and believes that 
“we have a special relationship with 
Israel.” If confirmed, he ‘‘will ensure 
our friend and ally Israel maintains its 
qualitative military edge in the region, 
and will continue to support systems 
like Iron Dome, which is today saving 
Israeli lives from terrorist rocket at- 
tacks.” 

Senator Hagel has also recognized 
the very real risks posed to our na- 
tional security as a result of the 
unique budgetary pressure arising out 
of cuts previously agreed upon by Con- 
gress, the budgeting by continuing res- 
olution, and the impending threat of a 
sequester. Senator Hagel told the com- 
mittee: 

[Sequestration] if allowed to occur, would 
damage our readiness, our people, and our 
military families. It would result in the 
grounding of aircraft and returning ships to 
port, reducing the Department’s global pres- 
ence and ability to rapidly respond to con- 
tingencies. Vital training would be reduced 
by half of current plans and the Department 
would be unable to reset equipment from Af- 
ghanistan in a timely manner. The Depart- 
ment would reduce training and mainte- 
nance for non-deploying units and would be 
forced to reduce procurement of vital weap- 
ons systems and suffer the subsequent sched- 
ule delays and price increases. Civilian em- 
ployees would be furloughed for up to 22 
days. All of these effects also negatively im- 
pact long-term readiness. It would send a 
terrible signal to our military and civilian 
workforce, to those we hope to recruit, and 
to both our allies and adversaries around the 
world. 

One of our colleagues has alleged 
that Senator Hagel has failed to pro- 
vide complete financial disclosure and 
suggested, despite the admitted lack of 
evidence of any kind, that Senator 
Hagel may have received money that 
“came directly from Saudi Arabia, 
came directly from North Korea.” 
There is no evidence for that, but that 
is the kind of innuendo which was 
made and I believe should not have 
been made. 

As a matter of fact, Senator Hagel 
has provided the exact same financial 
disclosure the committee requires of 
all nominees, including at least the 
last eight Secretaries of Defense. As re- 
quired by the Armed Services Com- 
mittee and by the Ethics in Govern- 
ment Act, he has disclosed all com- 
pensation over $5,000 that he has re- 
ceived in the last 2 years. As required 
by the Armed Services Committee, he 
has received letters from the Director 
of the Office of Government Ethics and 
the Acting Department of Defense Gen- 
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eral Counsel certifying that he has met 
all applicable financial disclosure and 
conflict-of-interest requirements. As 
required by the Armed Services Com- 
mittee, he has answered a series of 
questions about possible foreign affili- 
ations. Among other questions, the 
committee asked whether, during the 
last 10 years, the nominee or his spouse 
have “received any compensation from, 
or been involved in any financial or 
business transaction with, a foreign 
government or an entity controlled by 
a foreign government.” Senator 
Hagel’s answer was, ‘‘No.”’ 

Senator Hagel, like all of our nomi- 
nees, has undergone a thorough FBI 
background investigation. Senator 
INHOFE and I have reviewed the FBI 
file. The innuendo that Senator Hagel 
could somehow be hiding the fact he is 
on the payroll of a foreign power is of- 
fensive to those of us who have served 
with him and beneath the dignity of 
the U.S. Senate. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD a series of let- 
ters in which certain Senators re- 
quested certain financial disclosure 
and the letter with which I responded. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, DC, February 8, 2013. 
Hon. JIM INHOFE, 
Ranking Minority Member, 
Committee on Armed Services, U.S. Senate. 

DEAR JIM: I read with some concern a Feb- 
ruary 6, 2013, letter that you signed with 25 
other Republican Senators, demanding that 
former Senator Chuck Hagel provide addi- 
tional financial disclosure information in 
connection with his nomination to serve as 
Secretary of Defense. This letter appears to 
insist upon financial disclosure requirements 
that far exceed the standard practices of the 
Armed Services Committee and go far be- 
yond the financial disclosure required of pre- 
vious Secretaries of Defense. 

Our committee has a well-defined set of fi- 
nancial disclosure and ethics requirements 
which apply to all nominees for civilian posi- 
tions in the Department of Defense. We re- 
quire each nominee to provide us with the 
following: a copy of the Nominee Public Fi- 
nancial Disclosure Report required by the 
Ethics in Government Act—OGE Form 278; a 
response to a standard committee question- 
naire, which includes questions on future 
employment relationships, potential con- 
flicts of interest, personal financial data, and 
foreign affiliations; and a formal ethics 
agreement, which outlines the steps the 
nominee will take to avoid any potential 
conflict of interest, including a commitment 
by the nominee to divest DOD contractor 
stocks within 90 days of appointment to of- 
fice, avoid buying DOD contractor stocks 
while in office, and resign from non-Federal 
boards and activities. 

Before these materials are provided to the 
committee, they are reviewed by the U.S. Of- 
fice of Government Ethics (OGE) and the 
DOD General Counsel’s office—both of which 
are familiar with the unique conflict of in- 
terest requirements imposed by our com- 
mittee—to ensure that the required disclo- 
sures of information meet our standards. The 
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leader of each of these offices sends us a let- 
ter certifying that the office has reviewed 
the financial disclosure and determined that 
the nominee will be in compliance with ap- 
plicable laws and regulations governing con- 
flicts of interest. Our majority and minority 
counsels review these materials and work to- 
gether, through the DOD General Counsel’s 
office, to address any questions that may 
arise about the completeness of the mate- 
rials provided or the nominee’s compliance 
with our requirements. 

We have applied these disclosure require- 
ments and followed this process for all nomi- 
nees of both parties throughout the 16 years 
that I have served as Chairman or Ranking 
Minority Member of the committee. I under- 
stand that the same financial disclosure re- 
quirements and processes were followed for 
at least the previous 10 years, during which 
Senator Sam Nunn served as Chairman or 
Ranking Minority Member. During this pe- 
riod, the committee has confirmed eight Sec- 
retaries of Defense (Secretaries Carlucci, 
Cheney, Aspin, Perry, Cohen, Rumsfeld, 
Gates, and Panetta), as well as hundreds of 
nominees for other senior civilian positions 
in the Department. 

There are two unprecedented elements to 
the financial disclosure demanded by the 
February 6, letter: (1) the disclosure of ‘‘all 
compensation over $5,000 that [Senator Hagel 
has] received over the past five years’’; and 
(2) the disclosure of any foreign funding of 
eight private entities from which Senator 
Hagel has received compensation since leav- 
ing the Senate (including the date, source, 
and specific amount of each foreign con- 
tribution). Each of these demands goes well 
beyond what the committee has required of 
any previous nominee. 

With regard to the demand that Senator 
Hagel disclose all compensation over $5,000 
that he has received over the past five years, 
the standard financial disclosure form which 
the committee requires all nominees to pro- 
vide calls for the disclosure of all entities 
from which the nominee has received com- 
pensation in excess of $5,000 (including cli- 
ents for whom the nominee personally pro- 
vided more than $5,000 in services, even if the 
payments were made to the nominee’s em- 
ployer, firm, or affiliated business) during 
the previous two years. The two-year disclo- 
sure requirement that has been consistently 
applied by the committee is established in 
section 102(b)(1)(A) of the Ethics in Govern- 
ment Act and applies not only to all nomi- 
nees for Senate-confirmed positions, but also 
to all candidates for federal elective office. 

With regard to the demand that Senator 
Hagel disclose foreign funding for private en- 
tities from which he has received compensa- 
tion, the February 6 letter asserts that this 
information is needed because ‘“‘If it is the 
case that [Senator Hagel] personally [has] 
received substantial financial remunera- 
tion—either directly or indirectly—from for- 
eign governments, sovereign wealth funds, 
lobbyists, corporations, or individuals, that 
information is at the very minimum relevant 
to this Committee’s assessment of your nom- 
ination.” 

In fact, the committee questionnaire ad- 
dresses the issue of foreign affiliations in a 
manner that is equally applicable to all ci- 
vilian nominees coming before the com- 
mittee. Among other questions, the com- 
mittee questionnaire asks whether, during 
the last ten years, the nominee or his spouse 
has “received any compensation from, or 
been involved in any financial or business 
transactions with, a foreign government or 
an entity controlled by a foreign govern- 
ment.” Senator Hagel’s answer to this ques- 
tion was “No.” 
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The demands of the February 6 letter go 
beyond this standard disclosure regime and 
would subject Senator Hagel to a different 
requirement from all previous nominees, 
under which he alone would be required to 
somehow ascertain whether certain entities 
with whom he has been employed may have 
received foreign contributions. In particular: 


Senator Hagel serves without compensa- 
tion as the Chairman of the Board of Direc- 
tors of the Atlantic Council—a ‘‘think tank” 
that includes among its other Directors and 
Honorary Directors seven former Secretaries 
of States and four former Secretaries of De- 
fense. The Atlantic Council’s public website 
provides a diverse list of corporate contribu- 
tors, including both domestic companies 
(such as Chevron, General Dynamics, Lock- 
heed, Raytheon, Boeing, Citigroup, Duke En- 
ergy, and Exxon Mobil) and foreign entities 
(such as Polish Telecom, Saab, All Nippon 
Airways, and the Istanbul Stock Exchange). 
Over the 16 years that I have served as either 
Chairman or Ranking Minority Member of 
the committee, we have considered numer- 
ous nominations of individuals who were as- 
sociated with similar think tanks, univer- 
sities, and other non-profit entities. Even in 
the many cases where a nominee received 
compensation from such a nonprofit entity, 
we did not require the nominee to disclose 
the sources of funding provided to the non- 
profit entity. 


Senator Hagel has also served as an Advi- 
sory Board Member, Senior Advisor, Direc- 
tor, Special Advisor, or Board Member to 
seven domestic for-profit entities identified 
in the February 6 letter since he left the 
Senate in January 2009. His financial disclo- 
sure report and committee questionnaire in- 
dicate that he left four of these entities 
(Wolfensohn & Company, National Interest 
Security Company, Elite Training & Secu- 
rity, and Kaseman, LLC) in 2010 and has re- 
ceived no compensation from them during 
the two-year reporting period covered by the 
Ethics in Government Act. Nonetheless, the 
February 6 letter demands that Senator 
Hagel provide ten years of corporate finan- 
cial data on foreign investments or funding 
received by these entities. The forms and 
committee questionnaire indicate that Sen- 
ator Hagel continues to serve as an Advisory 
Board Member for Corsair Capital, a Senior 
Advisor to McCarthy Capital, and a Special 
Advisor to the Chairman of M.I.C. Industries 
and that he has received compensation for 
his service to these three entities. I am 
doubtful that, as mere advisor to these com- 
panies, Senator Hagel has either access to 
the corporate financial information that is 
sought in the February 6 letter or the au- 
thority to release such information if he 
were able to get access to it. In any case, 
over the 16 years that I have served as either 
Chairman or Ranking Minority Member of 
the committee, we have considered numer- 
ous nominations of individuals who were em- 
ployed by for-profit entities of every variety. 
We have considered board members, officers, 
directors, and employees of companies doing 
business across the full range of our econ- 
omy. In this time, we have never required 
the nominee to attempt to ascertain and dis- 
close the names of investors in such an enti- 
ty. 

The committee cannot have two different 
sets of financial disclosure standards for 
nominees, one for Senator Hagel and one for 
other nominees. 

Sincerely, 
CARL LEVIN, 
Chairman. 
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U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, February 6, 2013. 

Hon. CHUCK HAGEL, 

Distinguished Professor in the Practice of Na- 
tional Government, Edmund A. Walsh 
School of Foreign Service, Georgetown Uni- 
versity, 37th and O Streets, NW, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR HAGEL: On January 29, two 
days before your confirmation hearing, you 
received a request, via email, from several 
Senators on the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee for additional information necessary 
to fairly assess your nomination to be Sec- 
retary of Defense. The written copy of the 
letter (delivered the next day) was signed by 
six Senators, including the Ranking Member 
of the Committee. The letter requested that 
you respond to the request before the hear- 
ing, so that you could then answer questions 
concerning your responses. 

You declined to respond to the request for 
additional financial disclosure. 

At the hearing, you were told by Members 
of the Committee that a response to our re- 
quest for information would be necessary be- 
fore the Committee could vote on your nomi- 
nation. The Chairman of the Committee ex- 
pressly asked you to submit your response 
by Monday, February 4. 

Monday came and went, and you still did 
not respond. 

At the end of the day on Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 5, you submitted a short ‘‘response”’ to 
our request. In that response, you explicitly 
declined to answer many of the questions 
asked of you. 

You were asked to disclose all compensa- 
tion over $5,000 that you have received over 
the past five years. You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—the Atlantic Council has re- 
ceived foreign funding in the past five years. 
You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—McCarthy Capital has re- 
ceived foreign funding in the past ten years. 
You declined to do so, 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—Corsair Capital has received 
foreign funding in the past ten years. You 
declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—Wolfensohn and Company 
has received foreign funding in the past ten 
years. You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—M.I.C. Industries has re- 
ceived foreign funding in the past ten years. 
You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—the National Interest Secu- 
rity Company has received foreign funding in 
the ten years. You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—Elite Training and Security, 
LLC has received foreign funding in the past 
ten years. You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—Kaseman, LLC has received 
foreign funding in the past ten years. You 
declined to do so. 

Your own financial records are entirely 
within your own control, and you have flatly 
refused to comply with the Committee Mem- 
bers’ request for supplemental information. 

The records from the other firms—more 
than one of which, you have disclosed, paid 
you $100,000 or more—are highly relevant to 
the proper consideration of your nomination. 
Your letter discloses no affirmative efforts 
on your part to obtain the needed disclosure, 
and your lack of effort to provide a sub- 
stantive response on this issue is deeply 
troubling. 
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If it is the case that you personally have 
received substantial financial remunera- 
tion—either directly or indirectly—from for- 
eign governments, sovereign wealth funds, 
lobbyists, corporations, or individuals, that 
information is at the very minimum relevant 
to this Committee’s assessment of your nom- 
ination. Such remuneration may be entirely 
appropriate, but that determination cannot 
be made without disclosure. 

If you have not received remuneration—di- 
rectly or indirectly—from foreign sources, 
then proper disclosure will easily dem- 
onstrate that fact. 

Your refusal to respond to this reasonable 
request suggests either a lack of respect for 
the Senate’s responsibility to advise and 
consent or that you are for some reason un- 
willing to allow this financial disclosure to 
come to light. 

This Committee, and the American people, 
have a right to know if a nominee for Sec- 
retary of Defense has received compensation, 
directly or indirectly, from foreign sources. 
Until the Committee receives full and com- 
plete answers, it cannot in good faith deter- 
mine whether you should be confirmed as 
Secretary of Defense. 

Therefore, in the judgment of the under- 
signed, a Committee vote on your nomina- 
tion should not occur unless and until you 
provide the requested information. 

Sincerely, 
(Signed by 26 Senators). 
FEBRUARY 8, 2013. 
Hon. CARL LEVIN, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. JAMES INHOFE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEVIN AND RANKING MEM- 
BER INHOFE: I appreciate the opportunity to 
respond to the February 6, 2013, letter from 
25 Senators, including several members of 
the Senate Armed Services Committee. I re- 
main committed to providing the Committee 
with complete personal financial disclosure, 
in accordance with the applicable require- 
ments of law and regulation. In the spirit of 
cooperation, I have gone beyond those re- 
quirements in several areas. For example, al- 
though the committee questionnaire re- 
quires that nominees provide copies of ‘‘any 
formal speeches,” I have sought transcripts 
of informal speeches of which I did not have 
copies, and provided those transcripts to the 
committee. 

In that same spirit of cooperation, I have 
reviewed each of the specific requests for in- 
formation described in your letter. While 
some of these requests appear to go beyond 
what is either in my control or is mine to re- 
lease under the law, I am committed to pro- 
viding what I can—and when I cannot, to ex- 
plain why not. 

As you know, I previously submitted all of 
the information required by the Committee’s 
standard financial disclosure processes. This 
includes information regarding compensa- 
tion that I received over the past two years, 
as reported on the Nominee Public Financial 
Disclosure Report in Schedule D. To assist 
you in reviewing this information, I have 
prepared a chart that reflects all compensa- 
tion over $5,000 I received for that time pe- 
riod. 

Further, you asked questions about wheth- 
er, and the extent to which, eight identified 
entities (with which I have been affiliated) 
have received foreign funding in the past. As 
I explained in my response to the Com- 
mittee, dated February 5, 2013, my legal and 
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fiduciary obligations prevent me from re- 
leasing this kind of corporate financial infor- 
mation for those entities that are privately 
owned/held. One of the entities that you in- 
quired about, Atlantic Council, is a 501(c)(8) 
organization which permits greater public 
disclosure of its funding Streams. While At- 
lantic Council does not make public a com- 
prehensive list of all its donors, it does pub- 
licly acknowledge its foreign corporate and 
foreign government donors of $5,000 or more. 
I have attached a copy of Atlantic Council’s 
publicly available list of these foreign donors 
over the past five years. Because I serve 
without compensation, I have not been a di- 
rect or indirect beneficiary of these con- 
tributions. Of the remaining seven compa- 
nies, McCarthy Capital, Wolfensohn, M.I.C. 
Industries, National Interest Security Com- 
pany, Kaseman, and Elite Training & Secu- 
rity have authorized me to inform you that 
they have not compensated me with any for- 
eign-derived funds. Corsair Capital has been 
advised by its outside counsel that it cannot 
provide further information regarding its fi- 
nances. 

I wish to reiterate that I have not received 
any compensation from or been involved in 
any financial or business transactions with a 
foreign government or an entity controlled 
by a foreign government. This is reflected in 
my response to the SASC Questionnaire, 
Question 3, Part E—Foreign Affiliations. 

Thank you for the opportunity to respond 
to your questions. 

Sincerely, 
CHUCK HAGEL. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, the De- 
partment of Defense right now needs 
its new leader. Its current leader, who 
has done a great job, has announced he 
is leaving and has set a time for that 
departure. 

We face a budgetary challenge of im- 
mense proportions—not just in the De- 
partment of Defense but in all of our 
agencies. Our military is engaged in 
combat operations overseas. North 
Korea has exploded a nuclear device— 
highly provocative, highly objection- 
able—and must be countered. The ab- 
sence of senior leaders in the Depart- 
ment of Defense will harm our national 
defense, will harm our men and women 
in uniform, and sends exactly the 
wrong message to both our friends and 
our adversaries around the world. 

If confirmed, Senator Hagel would be 
the first former enlisted man and the 
first veteran of the Vietnam war to 
serve as Secretary of Defense. This 
background gives Senator Hagel an in- 
valuable perspective not only with re- 
spect to the difficult decisions and rec- 
ommendations a Secretary of Defense 
must make regarding the use of force 
and the commitment of U.S. troops 
overseas but also with respect to the 
day-to-day decisions a Secretary must 
make to ensure our men and women in 
uniform and their families receive the 
support and the assistance they need 
and deserve. It would be a positive mes- 
sage for our soldiers, our sailors, our 
airmen, and our marines in harm’s way 
around the world to know that one of 
their own holds the highest office in 
the Department of Defense and that he 
has their backs. 
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The President needs to have a Sec- 
retary of Defense in whom he has trust, 
who will give him unvarnished advice, 
a person of integrity, and one who has 
a personal understanding of the con- 
sequences of decisions relative to the 
use of military force. Senator Hagel 
certainly has those critically impor- 
tant qualifications and he is well quali- 
fied to lead the Department of Defense. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
BROWN.) The senior Senator 
Rhode Island is recognized. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when Senator LEE 
concludes his remarks, I be recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Utah is recognized. 

(The remarks of Mr. LEE are printed 
in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Morning 
Business.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen- 
ior Senator from Rhode Island is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise 
today to express my support for the 
nomination of Senator Chuck Hagel to 
be the next Secretary of Defense. He 
comes to this job at an extraordinarily 
challenging time for the Department 
and for our Nation. Among the many 
issues he will confront, Senator Hagel 
will oversee the drawdown of our forces 
out of Afghanistan, the enhancement 
of our cyber defenses, and the manage- 
ment of various fiscal constraints on 
the defense budget. In fact, I cannot 
think of a more critical juncture of na- 
tional security issues, budget issues, 
and technology issues, all coming to- 
gether, facing the next Secretary of 
Defense. 

I have known Chuck for many years, 
and I know he is particularly well-suit- 
ed to tackle these challenges. Chuck 
was born and raised in Nebraska, the 
oldest of four sons of a World War II 
veteran. Public service, military serv- 
ice is in that family’s core. When his 
father died suddenly at the age of 39, 
Chuck quickly shouldered the responsi- 
bility of helping his mother raise his 
brothers. And when our Nation was in 
the midst of a bitter and divisive fight 
in Vietnam, he volunteered to fight, 
serving alongside his brother Tom. 
This was an era when there were many 
people who were looking for ways 
through deferments to avoid service, to 
avoid wearing the uniform of the 
United States. He was unusual in that 
he not only sought service, but he 
sought service in Vietnam alongside 
his brother. 

He rose to be an infantry sergeant, 
and both he and his brother were 
wounded twice, with each saving the 
other’s life. In that experience as a 
combat infantryman, he knows, per- 
haps better than anyone who has been 
nominated for this office, the ultimate 
cost of our policies that are made here 
in Washington. 


(Mr. 
from 
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When he returned home, Chuck used 
the GI bill to attend the University of 
Nebraska in Omaha, and after grad- 
uating from there, he went to Wash- 
ington to work for a freshman Con- 
gressman from his home State. 

In 1980 President Reagan, recognizing 
his skill, his talent, his patriotism, and 
his devotion to the country, nominated 
him to be Deputy Administrator of the 
Veterans Administration. He ulti- 
mately left that post on a matter of 
principle. He thought there was inad- 
equate support from that department 
for veterans suffering from exposure to 
Agent Orange. At that time, the effects 
of Agent Orange were being dismissed 
by some as nonconsequential, as some- 
thing that was just a made-up malady 
by these veterans. 

Chuck knew differently, and later the 
science would prove him right. He con- 
tinued to fight as he left the Veterans 
Administration, helping to ensure that 
these veterans who were physically af- 
fected by their service in Vietnam re- 
ceived compensation as the victims of 
Agent Orange. 

In that tenure as the Deputy Admin- 
istrator of the Veterans Administra- 
tion, he had the responsibility of run- 
ning a large Federal department. So he 
is now bringing not only his service as 
a common infantryman but his service 
running a large department devoted to 
the veterans of these United States. 
That will serve him well as Secretary 
of Defense. Again, it makes him sin- 
gularly if not uniquely qualified. 

But it doesn’t stop there because he 
has extraordinary experience in the 
private sector. In the mid-1980s he co- 
founded Vanguard Cellular Systems, 
which became one of the largest inde- 
pendent cellular systems in the coun- 
try. Again, someone from modest 
means with great imagination, after 
serving his country both as a soldier 
and as an administrator under the 
Reagan administration, went back and 
started a business and made it success- 
ful—so successful that he was able to 
devote himself to other public activi- 
ties. 

He served as deputy commissioner 
general of the United States for the 
1982 World’s Fair. He was president and 
chief executive officer of the USO, the 
agency devoted to helping servicemem- 
bers and their families. Again, his com- 
mitment to the American soldier, sail- 
or, airman, and marine has been con- 
sistent, constant, and unrelenting. 

Then he became chief operating offi- 
cer of the 1990 Economic Summit of In- 
dustrialized Nations—the G7 summit— 
in Houston, the president of an invest- 
ment bank, and he was on the board of 
some of the world’s largest companies. 

So you already have at this juncture 
a soldier, a successful entrepreneur, 
and a successful Federal administrator. 

Then in 1996 he came to the Senate to 
represent the people of Nebraska. He 
was the first Republican Senator from 
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Nebraska in a generation. We came 
here together. He came with all of 
these skills, and he added more skills, 
understanding the political process 
from the inside and from the outside 
that helped shaped national security 
policy, the budgets and the policies of 
the Department of Defense and every 
other Federal agency. 

During his time in the Senate as a 
member of the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions and Intelligence Committees, he 
championed national security policies 
with the goal of ensuring that our mili- 
tary remains the strongest in the 
world. Senator Hagel believes in work- 
ing closely with our allies and partners 
and that, in his words, ‘‘a nation must 
strategically employ all instruments of 
its power—diplomatic, military, eco- 
nomic—to defend its interests.” So he 
brings a broad, comprehensive ap- 
proach to national security, which is 
essential for our next Secretary of De- 
fense because so many of the national 
security challenges we face are not 
simply military; they are diplomatic, 
they are economic, and they are envi- 
ronmental. They require the kind of 
broad-ranging approach that he takes 
to national security policy. 

As he stated during his nomination 
hearing 2 weeks ago, he has one funda- 
mental question he has asked himself 
on every vote he took while serving in 
the Senate: Is the policy worthy of the 
men and women we were sending into 
battle and surely to their deaths? Is 
this going to be worth the sacrifice, be- 
cause there will be sacrifices. 

It is one thing to study the art of war 
in lecture halls and to speak pro- 
foundly as a pundit. It is something 
else to be in the mud, under fire, seeing 
others fall. I have not had that experi- 
ence. I served 12 years in the U.S. 
Army, but very few people, very few 
people in this Chamber, very few people 
who would be considered for Secretary 
of Defense, have been under fire, have 
seen comrades fall, know that ulti- 
mately what we do here is borne by 
what those brave young Americans do 
across the globe. He knows it intellec- 
tually and viscerally. I know he will 
bring that perspective, that concern for 
our men and women in uniform, to 
every decision before him as Secretary 
of Defense. 

In this role, he will continue to focus 
our efforts on fighting terrorism in Af- 
ghanistan and throughout that region. 
We are facing a crucial turning point. 
In his State of the Union Address last 
night, the President announced his 
plan to further reduce our force levels 
in Afghanistan next year as the Afghan 
National Security Forces will take full 
responsibility for securing their na- 
tion. I think Senator Hagel is very well 
positioned to carry out this policy, to 
ensure it is done effectively, to ensure 
that our forces are protected and that 
we are able to help enable the Afghan 
forces to carry the burden to defend 
their country and provide stability. 
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Senator Hagel will also lead the De- 
partment in preparing for emerging 
threats to our national security, such 
as attacks on our cyber infrastructure. 
We are at a critical point in our his- 
tory, perhaps akin to the 1920s when air 
power first began to emerge as a cred- 
ible military dimension, then later as 
space became a possible military di- 
mension. Cyber is now a new dimension 
in warfare. 

We are at a similar juncture to the 
one when some of our colleagues in the 
1920s were wondering how we use these 
contraptions that fly around the sky. 
But in a short period of time, air power 
made a profound difference on the 
world. The attack on Pearl Harbor was 
launched by aircraft from aircraft car- 
riers, not by the bombardment of bat- 
tleships and not by the landing of mili- 
tary forces. You can see the effect it 
had not only through World War II but 
in every conflict to today. 

We are at another critical juncture, 
and that is with respect to cyber secu- 
rity. How will we defend ourselves? 
What policies will we adopt to use this 
new technology to protect the United 
States and our allies? It will require in- 
tegration across our government. It 
will require thoughtful, conscious de- 
liberation. I believe he is prepared to 
do that and will do that very well. 

I am pleased that President Obama 
has just issued an Executive order that 
will improve coordination and informa- 
tion sharing with our industry partners 
so we can better protect our Nation’s 
critical infrastructure, but there is 
more to be done, and I believe that in 
the context of a Secretary of Defense, 
Chuck Hagel can do it. 

Perhaps most challenging of all, Sen- 
ator Hagel will lead the Department in 
a time of great fiscal constraints and 
uncertainty. As our Nation continues 
to find a path forward to rebound from 
the economic challenges of the last few 
years, there is an ever-growing pres- 
sure to reduce the size of the defense 
budget, which has nearly doubled over 
the past 10 years. But we must be very 
careful to do so in a way that elimi- 
nates unsustainable and unproductive 
costs without losing vital capabilities. 
That is a great challenge. As a result of 
the high operations tempo of our serv- 
ices, the multiple operations and de- 
ployments, all of our services are fac- 
ing serious reset and recapitalization 
needs in terms of equipment and also 
significant efforts to help our military 
members and their families readjust, 
retrain, reequip, and prepare for a chal- 
lenging future. 

Serious decisions will have to be 
made about the threats we face and as 
we anticipate new and emerging 
threats. Again, he is well prepared 
through his entire life of public serv- 
ice, military service, private service, 
administrative and business activity to 
confront this extraordinary range of 
challenges. 
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A lot has been made about some com- 
ments Senator Hagel has made in the 
last years, going back 5, 7, 8, or more 
years. But I know, indeed, which was 
reflected in his testimony, that he did 
not seek out this position. President 
Obama chose to nominate Chuck Hagel 
because he knew of his record, of his 
service to our country. He knew of his 
incredible commitment to the men and 
women who wear the uniform of the 
United States. He knew about his expe- 
rience in the private sector. He knew 
about his experience as a governmental 
leader. He knew there was an ability to 
rely upon his judgments, Senator 
Hagel’s judgments, with confidence in 
times of crisis. I expect that the Presi- 
dent of the United States is not going 
to turn to Chuck Hagel, particularly 
among crises, and ask him if can he 
quote verbatim what he said 10 years 
ago. He is going to say: What are my 
options? What is your advice? You 
know about war better than anyone. 
You know about military policy. You 


know about international security. 
You know about the interaction of di- 
plomacy, economics, and environ- 


mental policy. Give me your judgment. 
I have to make a decision. 

I believe, reflecting what the Sen- 
ator, my chairman, CARL LEVIN, has 
said, that in this difficult moment, the 
President of the United States needs a 
Secretary of Defense to provide that 
kind of perspective, and the men and 
women of the Department of Defense 
have to have the ability to have their 
voice heard decisively and definitively 
in those serious discussions, particu- 
larly about the deployment of military 
force. 

As I said, I am extremely confident 
he can do this. Let me also say I am 
impressed with those who have served 
our country in diplomatic and military 
roles who have endorsed Chuck Hagel 
strongly and enthusiastically. These 
endorsements are from men and women 
who have served in both Democratic 
and Republican administrations. 
Among them are Bob Gates, William 
Cohen, Madeleine Albright, William 
Perry, Brent Scowcroft, Ryan Crocker, 
and Thomas Pickering. These men and 
women have devoted themselves to pro- 
tecting the United States, and they 
have done it with extraordinary energy 
and effectiveness. This list of Secre- 
taries of Defense will rank as some of 
the best we have ever had, and they are 
absolutely confident Chuck Hagel can 
and should do this job. 

There are Ambassadors on this list 
who have handled delicate and difficult 
issues involving international law. 
There are several Ambassadors who 
have been Ambassadors to the State of 
Israel and strongly support Senator 
Hagel. All of these individuals know 
him. They also know as well—if not 
better than I and many of my col- 
leagues—of the threats, dangers, and 
opportunities which face this country, 
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and they are strongly supporting 
Chuck Hagel. In fact, they have con- 
cluded in a letter that he is “uniquely 
qualified to meet the challenges facing 
the Department of Defense and our 
men and women in uniform.” 

There has been a lot of discussion 
about Chuck Hagel’s appreciation of 
the strong, important, and critical re- 
lationship between the United States 
and State of Israel. All I can say is I 
was so impressed by the comments of 
the Israeli Deputy Foreign Minister 
Danny Ayalon, who was also the Am- 
bassador to Washington, and who has 
met and dealt with Senator Hagel on a 
number of issues involving the rela- 
tionship with the United States. The 
Deputy Foreign Minister said: ‘‘I have 
met him many times, and he certainly 
regards Israel as a true and natural 
U.S. ally.” 

In another quote he said: 

I know Hagel personally. ... I think he 
believes in the relationship, in the natural 
partnership between Israel and the United 
States. 

Here is an Israeli patriot who under- 
stands and has spent a great deal of 
time devoted to the relationship of the 
United States and Israel. In his own 
words, he concludes that Chuck Hagel 
regards Israel as a true and natural 
U.S. ally and will act accordingly. He 
is a dedicated patriot. He is an indi- 
vidual who has served this country in 
so many different ways. I support his 
nomination, and I urge my colleagues 
to do the same. 

Also, I think it is important to state 
that this nomination—as we have done 
with every Secretary of Defense for 
decades—deserves an up-or-down vote 
on the floor of the Senate. People may 
choose to cast a vote against him for 
many reasons, and that is the preroga- 
tive of that Senator. I strongly believe, 
if we want to stay true to the tradi- 
tions of this body and to the presump- 
tion that the President should be al- 
lowed to at least have his nominee 
voted up or down, then we have to 
bring this vote to the floor of the Sen- 
ate for an up-or-down vote as quickly 
as possible. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL). The Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to enter into a col- 
loquy with my colleague, the Senator 
from Maine, Ms. COLLINS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SEQUESTRATION 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, Sen- 
ator COLLINS and I are here because we 
agree we must take action in this body 
and in this Congress to avoid seques- 
tration. Sequestration is a term we 
have all been throwing around, and it 
refers to the automatic cuts that are 
scheduled to take effect on March 1. 
Those cuts were designed to force Con- 
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gress to make a tough decision and to 
take comprehensive action on our debt 
and deficits. 

I think we all agree there is no ques- 
tion we need a comprehensive and bal- 
anced plan to put us on a more sustain- 
able fiscal path. I think that plan 
should look at all areas of spending. It 
should look at domestic, mandatory, 
and defense as well as comprehensive 
tax reform. I think there are many 
areas of bipartisan agreement on def- 
icit reduction, including controlling 
the long-term cost of health care. 

Unfortunately, Congress has missed 
several opportunities to enact a long- 
term plan to get our debt and deficits 
under control. That is why we are 
again facing a deadline at the end of 
this month to address those automatic 
cuts. As a result of that, we are start- 
ing to see the very real and negative 
consequences of our inaction. We are 
seeing it on our national security, and 
we are seeing it on our economy as 
businesses and agencies alike begin to 
prepare for the automatic cuts under 
sequestration. 

Last week, Senator COLLINS and I 
wrote to the leadership in the Senate 
urging bipartisan action on sequestra- 
tion and the need to find a better ap- 
proach. In our letter, we talked about 
the impacts we are starting to see in 
New Hampshire and Maine, including 
the threat to jobs, our national secu- 
rity, and to the Portsmouth Naval 
Shipyard, which is critical not only to 
New Hampshire and Maine but also to 
this country’s national security. We 
called attention to the drastic effects 
we face for our economy, for our jobs, 
and for our national security. 

Today we are here to reiterate the 
importance of addressing sequestration 
and doing it now. 

I wish to thank the senior Senator 
from Maine, my colleague, for joining 
me to talk about this important issue, 
and I am looking forward to hearing 
her remarks. I know it is something 
she cares about as much as I do and as 
much as I think most of the Members 
of this Chamber do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, first, 
let me say, I am very pleased to join 
with my friend and colleague from New 
Hampshire to speak out against the in- 
discriminate meat-ax cuts known in 
Washington as sequestration that are 
scheduled to take effect in just 2 
weeks’ time. We simply must take ac- 
tion to avoid this self-inflicted harm to 
our economy and to our national secu- 
rity. But what I find inexplicable is a 
growing acceptance that sequestration 
is going to go into effect despite the 
fact that virtually everyone should 
concede that across-the-board cuts 
where we don’t set priorities do not 
make sense. 

There are good programs that de- 
serve to be preserved, there are pro- 
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grams that have outlived their useful- 
ness and should be eliminated, and 
then there are programs that could be 
cut and reduced. That is not the ap- 
proach we are taking. We are not going 
through the budget in a careful way by 
identifying programs that could be 
eliminated or reduced, setting prior- 
ities, and making investments. No, we 
are allowing to go into effect across- 
the-board cuts that fall disproportion- 
ately on the Department of Defense. 

Indeed, we are already seeing the ef- 
fects of these cuts on our military be- 
cause each of the military services has 
begun planning for the likelihood of 
deep budget cuts. The Navy is pre- 
paring for a civilian hiring freeze and 
cutting workers at shipyards and base- 
operated support facilities. 

I wish to be clear exactly who these 
employees are. These are the nuclear 
engineers, the welders, the metal 
trades workers repairing submarines 
and ships at the Navy’s four public 
shipyards, including the Portsmouth 
Naval Shipyard in my home State of 
Maine, which employs half of its work- 
force from my colleague’s State of New 
Hampshire. I know the senior Senator 
from New Hampshire shares the con- 
cern about this particular installation 
on the border we share. But, of course, 
the damage of sequestration extends 
far beyond just one installation or two 
States. 

Just this morning I was over at the 
Pentagon, and I took advantage of the 
opportunity to sit down with the 
Navy’s top shipbuilding official to dis- 
cuss what the impact of sequestration 
would be for our naval fleet. Well, one 
example we have already seen. The 
Navy will keep the USS Abraham Lin- 
coln, a nuclear-powered aircraft car- 
rier, in port rather than repairing and 
deploying it. Across the fleet, the Navy 
is being forced to reduce deployments, 
maintenance, and overhauls for critical 
repairs. When we look at the ship- 
building budget, it is evident that se- 
questration and the continuation of a 
partial-year funding resolution, known 
as the continuing resolution, would be 
absolutely devastating for our Navy, 
for shipbuilding, and for our skilled in- 
dustrial base. That includes Bath Iron 
Works in Maine, which I am so proud 
of, which builds the best destroyers in 
the world. This has consequences not 
only for our workforce, but also for our 
national security. 

It is important to note Secretary Pa- 
netta has made clear that allowing 
these sweeping cuts to go into effect 
would be ‘‘devastating,’’ in his words, 
and would badly damage the readiness 
of the U.S. military. 

The fact is defense has already taken 
a huge reduction in future spending. 
The defense budget has been slated to 
be cut by $460 billion over 10 years, and 
that is before sequestration. When this 
number is added to the defense cuts 
scheduled to begin on March 1, we are 
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looking at an enormous impact on our 
national security. 

Now, it is important to recognize we 
are not saying the national debt is not 
a problem. Certainly, when we have a 
$16.4 trillion debt, that is not sustain- 
able, and the national debt is a secu- 
rity concern in its own right. Just last 
year, in 2012, the Federal Government 
spent $223 billion in interest payments 
alone. That means we are spending 
more on interest on the national debt 
each month than we spent in an entire 
year on naval shipbuilding and the 
Coast Guard budget. 

Just think about that. The interest 
payment in one month exceeds the en- 
tire Coast Guard budget and the entire 
budget for shipbuilding in the Navy. 
The estimates are that by the middle 
of this decade—not some distant year— 
our interest payments to China, our 
largest foreign creditor at $1.2 trillion, 
will be covering the entire cost of that 
Communist country’s military. Think 
of the horrific irony of that. At the 
same time America is bound by trea- 
ties to defend our allies in Asia against 
Chinese aggression, the American tax- 
payers are bankrolling the threat 
through the interest payments we are 
paying to the Chinese. 

Neither the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire nor I am saying the Pentagon 
should be exempt from budget scrutiny 
or even future cuts, but the dispropor- 
tionate impact that sequestration 
would have on our troops and on our 
national security is dangerous and it 
must be averted. The Department can- 
not continue to operate on a con- 
tinuing resolution that increases costs, 
prevents long-term planning, and 
makes it impossible for the Depart- 
ment to function effectively. 

I yield to my colleague from New 
Hampshire to expand on some of these 
points. Then we will talk further about 
the impact. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Maine for lay- 
ing out what we are seeing in terms of 
the potential impact of those auto- 
matic cuts. The comments and the sta- 
tistics the Senator from Maine had 
about China and what they are going to 
be able to do with the money we are 
paying is really eye-opening and scary. 

The Senator from Maine spoke about 
some of the impacts we are beginning 
to see at the ports of naval shipyards. 
As the Senator pointed out, it is some- 
thing very important to both Maine 
and New Hampshire. It employs about 
4,000 workers, almost evenly split be- 
tween our two States. As a result of 
the sequester, starting March 1, one of 
their major projects, the repair of the 
USS Miami, which was damaged in a 
fire, is going to be halted immediately. 
Just stopped—16 days from now. The 
Navy is going to cut over 1,100 tem- 
porary civilian workers, mostly from 
shipyards such as Portsmouth. The 
needed maintenance and military con- 
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struction will be postponed indefi- 
nitely. It is not just about those jobs at 
the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard or at 
the shipyards across the country, but 
that has a ripple effect across our econ- 
omy, and it affects the grocery stores 
and the restaurants and all of the 
small contractors and small businesses 
doing work at those shipyards. 

There will be ramifications for our 
national defense across the services. 
Yesterday, we had some harrowing tes- 
timony in front of the Armed Services 
Committee from all of the chiefs of the 
military outlining what they see com- 
ing as a result of the consequences of 
the sequester and the continuing reso- 
lution the Senator from Maine spoke 
about. 

DOD-wide—so across the Depart- 
ment—they expect to lay off a signifi- 
cant portion of the 46,000 temporary 
and term employees. All services and 
agencies will likely have to furlough 
most DOD civilian employees for up to 
22 working days. Imagine that. That is 
a whole month of paychecks that those 
workers are not going to have to sup- 
port their families, to be able to spend 
into the economy, and that is going to 
have a huge impact. 

It is possible that DOD might not 
have enough funds to pay for 
TRICARHE, health care coverage for our 
veterans through the end of the fiscal 
year. AS we saw on the front pages of 
the paper this week, the Department 
delayed the deployment of the USS 
Harry Truman, the carrier strike group 
that was headed to the Persian Gulf. If 
sequestration goes into full effect, the 
Navy will shrink by about 50 ships and 
at least two carrier groups. 

By the end of the year, the Navy, if 
we do nothing, will lose about 350 
workers a week or 1,400 a month from 
our civilian industrial base. That will 
have a huge impact in New Hampshire, 
as I know it will in Maine as well. 

So there are real, significant im- 
pacts, as the Senator from Maine 
pointed out, on the defense industry, 
on this country’s national security, 
and on the domestic side of the budget. 
It is already starting to have ramifica- 
tions on our economy and job growth. 
We saw in the last quarter of 2012 that 
our economy contracted for the first 
time since 2009, and much of that de- 
cline was due to sharp reductions in 
government spending in anticipation of 
the sequester coming into effect. 

We saw it in New Hampshire, in some 
of our businesses that are dependent on 
government contracts, particularly in 
the defense industry. So our failure to 
act is not only irresponsible, but it is 
beginning to have a real impact in 
slowing down this economy. 

It is simply unacceptable that we are 
not addressing this issue. We need to 
act. If we let the sequester go into ef- 
fect, we stand to lose, according to the 
Congressional Budget Office, up to 1.4 
million jobs. A recent forecast from 
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Macroeconomic Advisers suggests that 
sequestration would reduce our gross 
domestic product by .7 percentage 
points this year. 

We can’t risk putting our economic 
recovery in jeopardy with these indis- 
criminate cuts. They are going to have 
an impact on research and education 
vital to our ability to grow this econ- 
omy and remain competitive. 

The National Institutes of Health 
would face a $2.5 billion cut. They 
would have to halt or curtail scientific 
research, including needed research in 
cancer and childhood diseases. The 
Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention would see a $464 million cut. 
States and local communities would 
lose billions of Federal education fund- 
ing for title I, for special education 
grants, and for other programs. 

As many as 100,000 children will lose 
their places in Head Start, 25,000 teach- 
ers could lose their jobs, and we will 
see those impacts immediately in 
Maine and in New Hampshire. 

I wish to turn back to the Senator 
from Maine to share what she is seeing 
in Maine. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, first I 
wish to commend the Senator from 
New Hampshire for broadening the de- 
bate and reminding all of us of the 
macroeconomic impact, as well as the 
impact on our two States. 

The estimate is that Maine’s defense 
industry—which includes not just the 
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Bath Iron 
Works, and our Pratt & Whitney plant, 
but a lot of smaller contractors and 
suppliers—could lose as many as 4,000 
jobs as a result of sequestration. Think 
about that. That means, as the Senator 
from New Hampshire pointed out, these 
are people who are supporting their 
families and who are supporting other 
businesses in the community. The im- 
pact, the ripple effect, is just dev- 
astating. 

That is why it does not surprise me 
that the Congressional Budget Office 
has pointed to sequestration as the pri- 
mary cause for the slow growth we 
have seen already, and CBO projects as 
well; that our economy would grow at 
a faster rate—at 2 percent—if we avert- 
ed sequestration. These aren’t mean- 
ingless numbers. They affect real peo- 
ple. The estimates are that we would 
lose between 1.4 million and 2 million 
jobs if this is allowed to go into effect 
nationwide. 

It is also a failure on the part of 
Washington to make decisions. If we 
are going to allow these mindless, in- 
discriminate cuts to go into effect, why 
are we here? We might as well have 
computers or robots making decisions 
for us. Our job is to do the hard, pain- 
ful work of setting priorities and mak- 
ing decisions. That is why I am so frus- 
trated by the approach we appear to be 
on the verge of taking. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
makes a very important point. While 
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the Department of Defense would take 
a disproportionate impact from seques- 
tration, and I am extremely concerned 
about that, there are other important 
programs that would be affected as 
well. The superintendents groups have 
met with me and talked about what it 
would mean for schoolchildren in 
Maine if halfway through the school 
year—more than halfway through the 
school year—all of a sudden they get a 
reduction in title I money that goes to 
low-income schools, to special edu- 
cation grants, to other important pro- 
grams such as Head Start, and the 
TRIO Program, which helps low-in- 
come and first-generation students at- 
tend and excel in college. 

Think about the Low-Income Home 
Energy Assistance Program, bio- 
medical research that is so critical, 
cuts in the FAA workforce that could 
reduce air traffic control, disrupting 
air traffic during the busy summer 
months. 

The list goes on and on: essential 
education, health care, research, trans- 
portation programs that deserve sup- 
port that do not deserve to all be treat- 
ed the same. 

Again, I want to emphasize that we 
recognize spending must be cut and the 
debt, at $16.4 trillion, is way out of con- 
trol. That amounts to something like 
$52,000 for each man, woman, and child 
in this country. 

We are committed to seeking prag- 
matic solutions through compromise 
and to avoiding this devastation of our 
economy and our national security. We 
recognize we have to look at all areas 
of spending and that we need to over- 
haul our Tax Code and make it more 
pro-growth, simpler, and fairer. If ever 
there were a moment when Members of 
Congress and the President should put 
aside their politics for the greater good 
of the Nation, now is the time. 

So I, for one, want to thank the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire for caring so 
much about this issue. We have agreed 
to work together—and continue to 
work together—to address this. These 
automatic cuts were never supposed to 
take effect. I remember being told: Do 
not worry. It is never going to happen. 
It is too unpalatable. It will just never 
occur. 

Well, they were supposed to force us 
to make the difficult decisions nec- 
essary to put our economy on a sound 
footing and to deal with our 
unsustainable debt. Our Nation’s lead- 
ers—the President, Democrats and Re- 
publicans alike—have denounced se- 
questration for the most part, and yet 
here we are. 

So I hope we can work together to 
avoid this fiscal cliff which will have 
such damaging effects for the people of 
this Nation. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I 
thank Senator COLLINS very much for 
her kind words. I know we both care a 
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great deal about this situation we are 
in, as I think most of the Members of 
the body do. What is so frustrating is 
that it is avoidable. This is not some- 
thing that has to happen because we 
are facing a crisis. This is happening 
because of what we have done in our 
actions. So we can undo these actions, 
as the Senator points out. 

I share the Senator’s belief that we 
need a comprehensive solution. We 
have to look at all aspects of the budg- 
et. We need to look at domestic, de- 
fense spending, mandatory programs, 
and we need to look at revenues. Com- 
prehensive tax reform—that is a way 
we can address that. 

There are areas of bipartisan agree- 
ment that we ought to be able to take 
action on right away. We have had a 
number of GAO reports that make rec- 
ommendations on duplicative programs 
within government. We are already 
working to control the long-term costs 
of health care, to close tax loopholes, 
and on defense spending, we all know 
there are still reforms that can be 
done, as the Senator pointed out. We 
can get better physical controls. We 
can end some of the fraud and abuse in 
contracting. That is just the beginning 
of a list that, I am sure, if we all dedi- 
cated ourselves to coming up with a 
compromise on how we avoid the se- 
quester, we could do. 

We should not delay because our fail- 
ure to resolve this issue is having dam- 
aging effects on our economy, and it is 
only going to get worse if we do not 
find the solution. 

So, again, I thank Senator COLLINS 
for her commitment to address this 
challenge we face, for her willingness 
to come down and engage with me, and 
for us to work together, along with our 
colleagues, to try to get a resolution so 
we do not have these devastating cuts 
going into effect. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I wonder 
if the Senator would yield for one mo- 
ment, without losing his right to the 
floor. 

Mr. INHOFE. Yes, I will. 

Mr. LEVIN. Before the Senators from 
New Hampshire and Maine leave the 
floor, I just want to commend them for 
their statements, for their conversa- 
tion. It is so critically important we 
avoid sequester. The more Senators 
and the more Members of the House 
who look for ways on a bipartisan basis 
to avoid it, the better. We only have 2 
weeks left to go. With the kind of en- 
ergy and creativity that these two Sen- 
ators bring to this body, it makes me a 
little bit more hopeful that we are 
going to be able to avoid this unbeliev- 
ably bad outcome. 

So I just want to thank both Sen- 
ators and thank my friend from Okla- 
homa for yielding for a moment. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, let me, 
first of all, respond to the chairman of 
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the Armed Services Committee. I 
agree. We have talked about the an- 
guish. 

We had a hearing yesterday where 
the service chiefs discussed the disaster 
facing our armed forces if we go 
through sequestration. I do not think 
most Members of this body fully under- 
stand what it means, not just to the de- 
fense of our country as a whole, but to 
each of the individual States. 

In my State of Oklahoma, I am very 
concerned about Tinker Air Force Base 
and its 16,000 civilian employees. What 
is going to happen there? 

Anyway, let me just wind up this 
part by saying I have been ranked as 
the most conservative Member for 
many years. But I have always said: I 
am a big supporter of using our re- 
sources in two areas: One is national 
defense and the other is transportation 
and infrastructure. 

A short while ago, the majority lead- 
er was kind enough to call my office 
and tell me I would be objecting to the 
consideration of the nomination of 
former Senator Hagel to be Secretary 
of Defense. 

However, this is not a filibuster. I 
keep getting stopped by people out in 
the hall: Oh, we are going to filibuster. 
Who is going to filibuster? 

What we are doing is not a filibuster. 
We are seeking a 60 vote threshold for 
a controversial nomination. If the ma- 
jority really wanted to move forward 
quickly, all they have to do is agree to 
a 60-vote margin, like they did with the 
Sebelius and Bryson nominations. 

In addition, as ranking member of 
the Senate Armed Services Committee, 
Iam obligated to assist the members of 
the committee. 

First of all, the vote in the com- 
mittee was a 100-percent partisan vote. 
Every Republican there voted against 
moving the Hagel nomination out of 
committee. Well, there has to be a rea- 
son for that. 

One of the reasons—the major rea- 
son, I would say—and if you do not be- 
lieve this, go back and look at the tape 
of the meeting yesterday where many 
of our members said: Why is it we are 
rushing to confirm Chuck Hagel to be 
Secretary of Defense when he has not 
given us the information we have re- 
quested? One such Member is the jun- 
ior Senator from Texas, who is in the 
Chamber with me right now. 

But let me first clarify there is noth- 
ing unusual about requesting a 60-vote 
threshold. This happens all the time. I 
can remember when the majority lead- 
er agreed to a 60-vote threshold in the 
2009 nomination of Kathleen Sebelius. 
She was confirmed. 

There is nothing unusual about a 60- 
vote threshold. 

John Bryson was nominated to be the 
Secretary of Commerce. Several of us 
had concerns about this nomination. 
Ultimately, he was confirmed. But 
once again the entire Senate agreed to 
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a confirmation vote by a 60-vote mar- 
gin. 

I can remember when the majority 
leader—let me say this about the ma- 
jority leader. He has been exception- 
ally good to me on things I have been 
involved in. I have two major bills that 
were my bills. One was in concert with 
BARBARA BOXER—the highway bill. 
Frankly, I could not have gotten it 
passed without them. Another was my 
pilots’ bill of rights. I could not get a 
hearing on it in committee. I tried for 
a year. He stepped in and helped me. I 
have said in national publications I 
could not have gotten it passed with- 
out Leader HARRY REID. So we have a 
very good relationship, and one which 
will continue. 

However, Senator REID, on numerous 
occasions, was concerned about Repub- 
lican nominations. During the Bush 
Presidency, Stephen Johnson—who, in- 
cidentally, was a Democrat—was nomi- 
nated to be EPA Administrator. I 
thought he would be good Adminis- 
trator. There were several Democrats 
who thought he would not be good Ad- 
ministrator. So HARRY REID did what 
he is supposed to do, and he interceded 
on behalf of the Democrats who op- 
posed him. As result, cloture was filed 
and, therefore, the nomination needed 
60 votes to proceed. Well, the Adminis- 
trator got 61 votes. 

Another example was Dirk Kemp- 
thorne. He was nominated to be Sec- 
retary of the Interior. My colleagues 
will remember he is a former Senator 
from Idaho. Some objected to his con- 
firmation. Of course, this was during 
the Bush administration. Senator 
Kempthorne was nominated, and he 
went ahead and was confirmed. It was 
a 60-vote margin. There is nothing un- 
usual about this. 

Getting back to Stephen Johnson, 
this is even more analogous to what we 
have right now because he was a Demo- 
crat who was nominated by a Repub- 
lican President. Unfortunately, once 
again we were forced by the Democrats 
to have a cloture vote which requires 
60 votes. 

Stephen Johnson was a Democrat. So 
here we had the Republicans wanting 
Stephen Johnson and the Democrats 
not wanting Stephen Johnson. It is 
very analogous to what we have today. 
Today, we have former Senator Chuck 
Hagel, who is a Republican. 

But in this case, we have a situation 
where cloture has been filed by the ma- 
jority leader. I have no objection to 
voting. I do not want to wait. I do not 
want to string this out. I have other 
places to go other than hanging around 
here. I would vote tonight if we could 
just get the information that has been 
requested by the Republican members 
of the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee. 

Keep in mind, the Hagel nomination 
was reported out of committee by a 
100-percent partisan vote. All Repub- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


licans voted against sending him out. 

Why did they do it? They did it because 

we have not gotten the information we 

want. 

I have a letter. This is a letter that is 
signed by 25 Republicans stating that 
we have not received the information 
necessary for a proper vetting of the 
Hagel nomination. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent it be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, February 6, 2013. 

The Hon. CHUCK HAGEL, 

Distinguished Professor in the Practice of Na- 
tional Government, Edmund <A. Walsh 
School of Foreign Service, Georgetown Uni- 
versity, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR HAGEL, On January 29, two 
days before your confirmation hearing, you 
received a request, via email, from several 
Senators on the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee for additional information necessary 
to fairly assess your nomination to be Sec- 
retary of Defense. The written copy of the 
letter (delivered the next day) was signed by 
six Senators, including the Ranking Member 
of the Committee. The letter requested that 
you respond to the request before the hear- 
ing, so that you could then answer questions 
concerning your responses. 

You declined to respond to the request for 
additional financial disclosure. 

At the hearing, you were told by Members 
of the Committee that a response to our re- 
quest for information would be necessary be- 
fore the Committee could vote on your nomi- 
nation. The Chairman of the Committee ex- 
pressly asked you to submit your response 
by Monday, February 4. 

Monday came and went, and you still did 
not respond. 

At the end of the day on Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 5, you submitted a short ‘‘response”’ to 
our request. In that response, you explicitly 
declined to answer many of the questions 
asked of you. 

You were asked to disclose all compensa- 
tion over $5,000 that you have received over 
the past five years. You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—the Atlantic Council has re- 
ceived foreign funding in the past five years. 
You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—McCarthy Capital has re- 
ceived foreign funding in the past ten years. 
You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—Corsair Capital has received 
foreign funding in the past ten years. You 
declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—Wolfensohn and Company 
has received foreign funding in the past ten 
years. You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—M.I.C. Industries has re- 
ceived foreign funding in the past ten years. 
You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—the National Interest Secu- 
rity Company has received foreign funding in 
the ten years. You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—Elite Training and Security, 
LLC has received foreign funding in the past 
ten years. You declined to do so. 

You were asked to disclose if—and to what 
specific extent—Kaseman, LLC has received 
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foreign funding in the past ten years. You 
declined to do so. 

Your own financial records are entirely 
within your own control, and you have flatly 
refused to comply with the Committee Mem- 
bers’ request for supplemental information. 

The records from the other firms—more 
than one of which, you have disclosed, paid 
you $100,000 or more—are highly relevant to 
the proper consideration of your nomination. 
Your letter discloses no affirmative efforts 
on your part to obtain the needed disclosure, 
and your lack of effort to provide a sub- 
stantive response on this issue is deeply 
troubling. 

If it is the case that you personally have 
received substantial financial remunera- 
tion—either directly or indirectly—from for- 
eign governments, sovereign wealth funds, 
lobbyists, corporations, or individuals, that 
information is at the very minimum relevant 
to this Committee’s assessment of your nom- 
ination. Such remuneration may be entirely 
appropriate, but that determination cannot 
be made without disclosure. 

If you have not received remuneration—di- 
rectly or indirectly—from foreign sources, 
then proper disclosure will easily dem- 
onstrate that fact. 

Your refusal to respond to this reasonable 
request suggests either a lack of respect for 
the Senate’s responsibility to advise and 
consent or that you are for some reason un- 
willing to allow this financial disclosure to 
come to light. 

This Committee, and the American people, 
have a right to know if a nominee for Sec- 
retary of Defense has received compensation, 
directly or indirectly, from foreign sources. 
Until the Committee receives full and com- 
plete answers, it cannot in good faith deter- 
mine whether you should be confirmed as 
Secretary of Defense. 

Therefore, in the judgment of the under- 
signed, a Committee vote on your nomina- 
tion should not occur unless and until you 
provide the requested information. 

Sincerely, 

(Signed by 26 Senators). 

Mr. INHOFE. This letter is signed by 
several Senators, but it was promoted, 
more than by anyone else, by the Sen- 
ator from Texas. The Senator has re- 
peatedly requested this information. I 
have personally heard Senator CRUZ re- 
quest this information, just yesterday, 
and on several previous occasions. 

In a previous letter, he said: We ex- 
press our concern—several Senators 
also signed this letter—on the unneces- 
sary rush to force through a vote on 
Chuck Hagel’s nomination before he 
has been able to respond adequately to 
multiple requests from members of the 
Armed Services Committee for addi- 
tional information. 

I’m reading now from the letter: 
Those requests have included a request 
to Chuck Hagel for the disclosure of his 
personal compensation he has received 
over the past 5 years. 

We are talking about Chuck Hagel. 

This is information which he con- 
trols. He can provide this information. 
It is there. 

The letter also requests the disclo- 
sure of foreign funds he may have re- 
ceived indirectly. This is important be- 
cause some have raised questions of a 
potential conflict of interest. 
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Why does he not want to disclose 
this? Somehow he would like to be con- 
firmed without disclosing this informa- 
tion. 

As Senators we have a responsibility 
here. I do not care if you are a Demo- 
crat or Republican. If a member of the 
Armed Services Committee requests 
this information and the information is 
available and he is able to obtain it and 
does not provide it, we have a process 
problem. 

Mr. President, my primary objection 
to Chuck Hagel’s confirmation is for 
policy reasons. That is why I think he 
is not qualified for that job. Others do 
not agree with that. That is fine. But 
they have to agree on the process. 

In fact, I cannot remember—and I 
have been on the Armed Services Com- 
mittee in both the House and Senate 
for 25 years. I do not remember one 
time when information that was re- 
quested, which was perfectly within 
the purview of the committee was not 
provided. This has not happened. This 
is unprecedented. 

I heard some people say: you are fili- 
bustering a Cabinet appointee. That is 
not what we are doing. What we are 
trying to prevent is an unprecedented 
event where committee members do 
not receive information which is im- 
portant for Members to have in order 
to consider a nomination. 

So I will continue to read the letter. 

The letter includes a request for a 
complete list of his prior public speech- 
es, notably, multiple additional speech- 
es on controversial topics that have 
been made public by the press. 

For example, I understand FOX News 
is going to run a story tomorrow re- 
garding some speeches made by former 
Senator Hagel. If so, these speeches 
would certainly give rise to a lot of in- 
terest because, I have been informed, 
we are talking about speeches which 
were made and paid for by foreign gov- 
ernments. I have also been told, some 
of these foreign governments may not 
be friendly to us. 

Therefore, I believe Senators are en- 
titled to review this information. Are 
we entitled to that? Yes; we are enti- 
tled to that. 

So this letter includes a request for a 
complete list of his prior public speech- 
es, notably, additional speeches on con- 
troversial topics that have been made 
public in the press, despite those 
speeches having been omitted from his 
own disclosure. 

I remember in the early stages of the 
confirmation process, requests were 
made of Senator Hagel about informa- 
tion we knew existed because the press 
had written about it in the past. Some 
may argue that Senators are not enti- 
tled to review these speeches. I dis- 
agree. A member of the Armed Services 
Committee has a responsibility to re- 
view that information. 

The letter also makes the critical re- 
quest from the administration for addi- 
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tional information on their precise ac- 
tions during and immediately fol- 
lowing the tragic murder of four Amer- 
icans in Benghazi, Libya on September 
11, 2012. 

Regardless, if the administration has 
answered these questions, the Senate is 
entitled to review speeches that have 
been made by the person who is up for 
confirmation to be Secretary of De- 
fense. 

I would say to the majority leader, 
the request for a 60 vote threshold is 
based on precedent. It is what the ma- 
jority leader agreed to on the John 
Bryson and Kathleen Sebelius nomina- 
tions. It is what he insisted upon when 
the Democrats forced cloture to be 
filed on the Dirk Kempthorne and Ste- 
phen Johnson nominations. There are 
several others. Michael Leavitt was 


one. John Bolton went through this 
twice. We all remember Miguel 
Estrada. We remember ROBERT 


PORTMAN, now one of our fellow Sen- 
ators. 

So there is nothing unusual about 
this. But there is a problem with the 
process we are entering now. That 
process is, we have made requests—I 
am talking about Members such as 
Senator CRUZ from Texas and other 
members of the Senate Armed Services 
Committee who have made perfectly 
reasonable requests for information. In 
this case, it is on speeches reportedly 
made to foreign audiences. However, 
these concerns can be clarified in a 
matter of minutes. 

That is why we should not rush. If 
this information is provided we could 
resolve this matter tonight. The infor- 
mation is out there. I have personally 
talked to Senator CRUZ. He said: Look, 
if they will just give us that informa- 
tion we have been requesting now for 
weeks, we can have the vote tonight. 

That is our reasonable request. We 
are not talking about merits. We are 
not talking about substance. We are 
talking about a process. Never before 
in my memory has a Senate Armed 
Services member’s reasonable request 
been denied before someone has come 
up for a confirmation. It is a simple re- 
quest. It has been done on a regular 
basis. A 60-vote margin is not a fili- 
buster. We are merely saying the Sen- 
ate is entitled to this information. 
Hopefully, this will jar some of the in- 
formation loose. Maybe we can get it 
now. I hope we do. 

I want to move this on and move it as 
rapidly as possible. 

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business for up to 15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
am here again to talk about the effects 
of climate change on the health of our 
families and our communities. Just as 
we know that secondhand smoke and 
too much sun exposure are bad for 
human health, we know pollution and 
variations in climate conditions are as 
well. 

I wish to thank our chairman on the 
Environment and Public Works Com- 
mittee, Mrs. BOXER, for the briefing she 
held today with a number of scientists, 
including one who spoke specifically 
about the human health effects we can 
see from climate change. Climate 
change is threatening to erode the im- 
provements in air quality we have 
achieved through the Clean Air Act. 

EPA-enforced emissions reductions 
have led to a decline in the number and 
severity of bad air days in the United 
States. These are the days I know the 
Presiding Officer is familiar with be- 
cause I am sure they happen in Con- 
necticut as well as in Rhode Island, 
where the air quality is so poor that it 
is unhealthy for sensitive individuals: 
the elderly, infants, people with 
breathing difficulties to be outdoors. 
Even healthy people are urged to limit 
their activities when out-of-doors. 

In Rhode Island, about 12 percent of 
children and 11 percent of adults suffer 
from asthma. Both are higher than the 
national average. Our Rhode Island 
Public Transit Authority runs free 
buses on bad ozone days to try to keep 
car traffic down because these days are 
so dangerous to the public. Of course, 
the major air pollutant behind bad air 
days is ozone, commonly known as 
smog. Ground-level ozone or smog 
makes it difficult to breathe, causes 
coughing, inflames airways, aggravates 
asthma, emphysema and bronchitis and 
makes lungs more susceptible to infec- 
tion. 

That all means asthma attacks, 
emergency room visits, hospitaliza- 
tions, which, in turn, result in missed 
school and work and a burden not only 
of worry but also a burden on the econ- 
omy. Smog, of course, forms more 
quickly during hot and sunny days. So 
as climate change drives more heat, it 
increases the number of warm days and 
the conditions for smog and for bad air 
days become more common. 

Climate change is also prolonging the 
allergy season. I am sure there are a 
number of people listening who suffer 
from hay fever in the late summer and 
early fall. Some people suffer from it 
most acutely. It is most often caused 
by ragweed pollen. Since 1995, ragweed 
season has increased across the coun- 
try. It has increased by 13 days in 
Madison, WI. It has increased by 20 
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days in Minneapolis, MN. It has in- 
creased by almost 25 days in Fargo, 
ND. The further north you go, the 
greater the increase in the ragweed 
season. So for folks in Fargo, for in- 
stance, it is 25 more days of sniffling 
and sneezing and 25 more days that 
ragweed pollen might trigger a child’s 
asthma attack. 

Not only does more carbon dioxide in 
the atmosphere mean warmer weather 
and therefore longer pollen seasons, it 
also means a higher pollen count. At 
280 parts per million, which was the 
concentration of atmospheric carbon 
back in the year 1900, each ragweed 
plant would produce about 5 grams of 
pollen. 

At 370 parts per million, which is 
where we are now—year 2000 levels to 
be precise—pollen production more 
than doubles. It doubles again at 72 
parts per million, which is the con- 
centration that is now projected for 
the year 2075. So as we work to im- 
prove air quality and to reduce res- 
piratory illnesses and the allergic con- 
ditions that trigger respiratory dis- 
tress, we need to fight the growing 
trigger, climate change. 

Warming oceans and lakes can also 
harm our health. Higher water surface 
temperature is associated with harmful 
blooms of various species of algae. 
These blooms are often referred to as 
“red tide.” They deplete oxygen, block 
sunlight, and they produce toxins. The 
toxins are very often captured by 
clams and oysters and other shellfish. 

When they are consumed, it can re- 
sult in neurotoxic shellfish poisoning, 
which causes debilitating respiratory 
and gastrointestinal symptoms. A 
warming climate also is predicted to 
change the range of disease-spreading 
parasites, such as ticks and mosqui- 
toes. With longer summers and shorter 
winters, we will face more exposure to 
these pests and to the diseases they 
can carry. 

We in New England and Connecticut 
and Rhode Island and Massachusetts, 
of course, are very familiar with lyme 
disease, which is a tick-borne illness 
that can have very grave and serious 
effects. 

Slow and steady warming is also 
causing sea levels to rise, which threat- 
ens coastal infrastructure and human 
safety as well. In South Kingstown, RI, 
Matunuck Beach Road is the only 
means of access to approximately 500 
homes. That road also covers the pub- 
lic water main. For years, the sand ero- 
sion has eaten away at the beach. Now 
the road is immediately vulnerable to 
storms. Indeed it has been overwashed 
in recent storms. A breach in 
Matunuck Beach Road cuts off those 
500 homes from emergency services. If 
it were damaging enough, it could cut 
off their water. 

Our water quality is also threatened. 
Many of Rhode Island’s wastewater 
treatment plants are in low-lying areas 
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and flood zones near the coast. It is the 
story in many other States. In Cali- 
fornia, for example, the rising sea level 
has put 29 wastewater treatment 
plants, responsible for 530 million gal- 
lons of sewage processing every day, at 
increased risk for flooding. 

As we know, climate change loads 
the dice for more extreme weather: 
heat waves, droughts, storms, all seri- 
ous threats to human health and safe- 
ty. Climate change has led to an in- 
crease in the likelihood of severe heat 
waves. Extreme heat causes heat ex- 
haustion. It can cause heat stroke. The 
need for air-conditioning in heat waves 
also strains the power infrastructure, 
which can cause electrical brownouts 
and blackouts. This hinders emergency 
services and exacerbates wildfires and 
drought. These are the kinds of condi- 
tions—from extreme heat—that led to 
literally tens of thousands of deaths in 
the record-setting Russian heat wave 
of 2010. 

Heavy rainfall can cause physical 
damage, flooding erosion, and sewage 
overflow. The Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency estimates that 118,000 san- 
itary sewer overflows occur annually 
from storms overwashing through com- 
bined sewer systems, overloading those 
systems, and being released directly 
into the open, releasing up to actually 
860 billion gallons of untreated sewage 
and wastewater. In 2010, heavy rainfall 
and flooding caused millions of dollars 
in damage in spilled raw sewage in 
Warwick, RI, my home State. The flood 
led to the temporary shutdown of the 
local wastewater treatment facility. 
These overflows, like the one in War- 
wick, can result in beach closures, 
shellfish bed closures, contamination 
of drinking water supplies, and other 
environmental and public health prob- 
lems. 

Extreme rainfall, meaning both way 
too little and way too much rainfall, 
promotes waterborne outbreaks of dis- 
ease. In the northeast United States, 
heavy rainfall has increased by 74 per- 
cent since my childhood in the 1950s. 

As we have seen with Superstorm 
Sandy, Hurricane Irene, and Hurricane 
Katrina, storms can very quickly affect 
millions of people and require tens of 
billions of dollars to clean up. The 
threat gets worse as sea-level rise al- 
lows storm surges to reach farther in- 
land and create more damage than just 
a few decades ago. Much of the east 
coast was fearful of flooding during 
Superstorm Sandy last year, including, 
of course, southern Rhode Island. Be- 
cause of erosion and sea-level rise, the 
storm surges on our shores can reach 
homes that were originally built hun- 
dreds of feet from the coastline. 

I had the experience of standing with 
a man who had a childhood home that 
had been through at least three genera- 
tions of his family. He was now actu- 
ally older than me, and that childhood 
home—which had stood well back from 
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the beach—was canting toward the sea 
and tumbling into the ocean. The 
ocean had claimed his home of mul- 
tiple generations as its victim. 

This map shows by ZIP code where 
the 800,000 people displaced by Hurri- 
cane Katrina sought refuge after that 
terrible storm. Hundreds of thousands 
of people were strewn across every cor- 
ner of the country. Hundreds of thou- 
sands of lives were disrupted as a re- 
sult. 

Thankfully, not everybody is sleep- 
walking through these alarming reali- 
ties. In 2010, Rhode Island created our 
Climate Change Commission, which 
has identified risks to key infrastruc- 
ture and is analyzing data from events 
such as Hurricane Sandy and the 2010 
flood. Other States have formed simi- 
lar commissions. 

I brought last night to our Presi- 
dent’s State of the Union Address Gro- 
ver Fugate, who is executive director 
of our Coastal Resources Management 
Council, which has to look at and ad- 
dress every day and plan for the effects 
of our rising sea level, increased storm 
activity, and the risk that that por- 
tends to the shores of our ocean State. 

For the past 3 years, Rhode Island 
has also been part of a regional green- 
house gas initiative nicknamed 
ReGGie, along with our neighbors in 
Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Mary- 
land, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New York, and Vermont. Our region 
caps carbon emissions and sells permits 
to emit greenhouses gases to power- 
plants. This has created economic in- 
centives for both the States and our 
utilities to invest in energy efficiency 
and in renewable energy development. 
And consumers have reaped the benefit 
of lower prices. In 2012, regional emis- 
sions were 45 percent below the annual 
cap, so just last week the State an- 
nounced an agreement to cap future 
emissions at the 2012 rate. 

I am proud of the work done in my 
State, and I know the Presiding Offi- 
cer’s home State of Connecticut is 
working equally hard on this issue. We 
are working to both slow climate 
change and to prepare for what are now 
its inevitable effects. But sadly, when 
it comes to this particular threat to 
our national security and our pros- 
perity, Congress is asleep. It is time for 
us to wake up. The health and safety of 
Americans and of people all over the 
world is at risk. We must awaken to 
what is happening in the world around 
us and to the fact that the carbon pol- 
lution we are emitting is causing it. 
This is our responsibility. This is our 
generation’s responsibility. It is, in- 
deed, our duty. It is time for us to 
wake up. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 
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Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HEINRICH). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 


EEE 
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate consider the following nomina- 
tions, Calendar Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6, and 
all nominations placed on the Sec- 
retary’s desk in the Air Force, Army, 
Marine Corps, and Navy; that the 
nominations be confirmed en bloc; the 
motions to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table with no 
intervening action or debate; that no 
further motions be in order to any of 
the nominations; that the President be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action, and that the Senate then re- 
sume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nominations considered and con- 
firmed en bloc are as follows: 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

The following named Air National Guard of 
the United States officer for appointment in 
the Reserve of the Air Force to the grade in- 
dicated while assigned to a position of im- 
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Maj. Gen. William H. Etter 
IN THE ARMY 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Army to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im- 
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Maj. Gen. Kenneth E. Tovo 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Army Nurse Corps 
to the grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., 
sections 624 and 3064: 

To be brigadier general 
Col. Barbara R. Holcomb 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Army Medical 
Service Corps to the grade indicated under 
title 10, U.S.C., sections 624 and 3064: 

To be brigadier general 
Col. Patrick D. Sargent 

The following named officers for appoint- 
ment in the United States Army Medical 
Corps to the grade indicated under title 10, 
U.S.C., sections 624 and 3064: 

To be major general 
Brig. Gen. Brian C. Lein 
Brig. Gen. Nadja Y. West 
NOMINATIONS PLACED ON THE SECRETARY’S 
DESK 
IN THE AIR FORCE 

PN70 AIR FORCE nomination of Kory D. 
Bingham, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
January 23, 2018. 

PN71 AIR FORCE nominations (3) begin- 
ning MICHAEL A. COOPER, and ending 
SUSAN MICHELLE MILLER, which nomina- 
tions were received by the Senate and ap- 
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peared in the Congressional Record of Janu- 
ary 23, 2013. 

PN72 AIR FORCE nominations (4) begin- 
ning VICTOR DOUGLAS BROWN, and ending 
RODNEY M. WAITE, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 28, 2013. 

PN73 AIR FORCE nominations (4) begin- 
ning WALTER S. ADAMS, and ending CARL 
E. SUPPLEE, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN74 AIR FORCE nominations (6) begin- 
ning JOHN J. BARTRUM, and ending 
GEORGE L. VALENTINE, which nomina- 
tions were received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of Janu- 
ary 23, 2013. 

PN75 AIR FORCE nominations (8) begin- 
ning KIMBERLY L. BARBER, and ending 
JANET L. SETNOR, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN76 AIR FORCE nominations (11) begin- 
ning DINA L. BERNSTEIN, and ending WIL- 
LIAM R. YOUNGBLOOD, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN77 AIR FORCE nominations (12) begin- 
ning TIMOTHY LEE BRININGER, and end- 
ing CHRISTOPHER J. RYAN, which nomina- 
tions were received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of Janu- 
ary 23, 2013. 

PN78 AIR FORCE nominations (198) begin- 
ning FRANCIS XAVIER ALTIERI, and end- 
ing KEVIN M. ZELLER, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 28, 2013. 

IN THE ARMY 


PN79 ARMY nomination of Jonathan A. 
Foskey, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
January 28, 2013. 

PN80 ARMY nomination of Marion J. 
Parks, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of Jan- 
uary 28, 2013. 

PN81 ARMY nomination of Karen A. Pike, 
which was received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of Janu- 
ary 23, 2013. 

PN82 ARMY nominations (2) beginning 
Derek S. Reynolds, and ending Brian D. 
Vogt, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN83 ARMY nominations (2) beginning Ed- 
ward A. Figueroa, and ending Michael C. 
Vanhoven, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN84 ARMY nominations (2) beginning 
JACK C. MASON, and ending TODD B. 
WAYTASHEK, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN85 ARMY nominations (79) beginning 
RUTH E. APONTE, and ending MICHAEL J. 
ZINNO, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN86 ARMY nominations (88) beginning 
LESLIE E. AKINS, and ending MARC W. 
ZELNICK, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN87 ARMY nominations (217) beginning 
TIMOTHY G. ABRELL, and ending JOHN A. 
ZULFER, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN88 ARMY nominations (225) beginning 
RAFAEL E. ABREU, and ending R010075, 
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which nominations were received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 23, 2013. 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

PN91 MARINE CORPS nomination of Jack- 
ie W. Morgan, Jr., which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN92 MARINE CORPS nomination of Dana 
R. Fike, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
January 23, 2018. 

PN93 MARINE CORPS nomination of Sam- 
uel W. Spencer, III, which was received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of January 28, 2013. 

PN94 MARINE CORPS nomination of 
Larry Miyamoto, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN97 MARINE CORPS nominations (2) be- 
ginning GEORGE L. ROBERTS, and ending 
PAUL A. SHIRLEY, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 23, 2018. 

PN98 MARINE CORPS nominations (2) be- 
ginning RICHARD D. KOHLER, and ending 
GARY J. SPINELLI, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN100 MARINE CORPS nominations (2) be- 
ginning ERIC T. CLINE, and ending ROBERT 
S. SCHMIDT, JR., which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 23, 2018. 

PN101 MARINE CORPS nominations (2) be- 
ginning JOSE L. SADA, and ending BRIAN 
J. SPOONER, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 23, 2018. 

PN102 MARINE CORPS nominations (3) be- 
ginning FREDERICK L. HUNT, and ending 
CHAD E. TIDWELL, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 23, 2018. 

PN103 MARINE CORPS nominations (3) be- 
ginning TODD E. LOTSPEICH, and ending 
DONALD E. WILLIAMS, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN104 MARINE CORPS nominations (3) be- 
ginning JASON B. DAVIS, and ending JOHN 
F. REYNOLDS, JR., which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 23, 2018. 

PN105 MARINE CORPS nominations (3) be- 
ginning TRAVIS M. FULTON, and ending 
GARY S. LIDDELL, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 23, 2018. 

PN106 MARINE CORPS nominations (4) be- 
ginning BRYAN DELGADO, and ending 
RODOLFO D. QUISPE, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN107 MARINE CORPS nominations (4) be- 
ginning DAVID B. BLANN, and ending 
ALLEN L. LEWIS, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 23, 2018. 

PN108 MARINE CORPS nominations (5) be- 
ginning MICHAEL GASPERINI, and ending 
TIMOTHY W. WILLIAMS, which nomina- 
tions were received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of Janu- 
ary 28, 2013. 

PN109 MARINE CORPS nominations (6) be- 
ginning STEPHEN R. BYRNES, and ending 
JAMES N. TIMMER, JR., which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 23, 2013. 

PN110 MARINE CORPS nominations (7) be- 
ginning PETER K. BASABE, JR., and ending 
MICHAEL A. YOUNG, which nominations 
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were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 23, 2013. 
IN THE NAVY 

PN115 NAVY nomination of Harry B. 
Hayes, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of Jan- 
uary 23, 2013. 

PN116 NAVY nomination of Shemeya L. 
Grant, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of Jan- 
uary 23, 2013. 

PN117 NAVY nominations (2) beginning 
CHRISTOPHER J. KANE, and ending LUKE 
C. SUBER, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of January 28, 2013. 

PN118 NAVY nominations (29) beginning 
JEANINE F. BENJAMIN, and ending BEN- 
JAMIN F. VISGER, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 23, 2018. 


EE 


LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate resumes 
legislative session. 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to a period of morning 
business with Senators permitted to 
speak for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


TRIBUTE TO SPENCER STOKES 


Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I rise today 
to pay tribute to a special class of peo- 
ple who are critical to the success of 
any U.S. Senator. 

During the recent Super Bowl game, 
one advertisement stood out among all 
the others. It was an advertisement 
based on a tribute taken from the great 
American Paul Harvey. It was entitled 
“So God Made a Farmer.” While I re- 
spect and admire farmers greatly, espe- 
cially those I know from Utah, I am 
also certain that my colleagues in this 
Chamber will agree that when it comes 
to this institution, we can rightly 
change that statement ever so slightly 
to say, ‘‘So God Made a Chief of Staff.” 

My first chief of staff Spencer Stokes 
is returning to Utah. He is also return- 
ing to his family and to private life 
after 2 extraordinary years serving me 
in my office. I offer this in tribute to 
him and to all great chiefs of staff who 
labor here on Capitol Hill. 

When God looked down on the Sen- 
ate, He realized that Senators alone 
could never keep things running and 
He said, I need a caretaker. So God 
made a chief of staff. He needed some- 
one whose first thought in the morning 
and last thought at night would be 
about helping and serving a Senator; 
who would rise before dawn and orga- 
nize the day, set the strategy, deal 
with the thick and thin of things, and 
steer the Senator away from bad meet- 
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ings, bad policy, and bad people; some- 
one who would work all day in and out 
of the office, would skip holidays, 
birthdays, and parties in pursuit of 
their service, who would stay past mid- 
night waiting for a vote, and then be 
willing to get up at the crack of dawn 
the next morning to do it all again. So 
God made a chief of staff. 

He needed someone with thick skin, 
strong will, and at the same time a soft 
touch; strong enough to herd cats, yet 
gentle enough to comfort a grieving 
constituent or staff member; someone 
to call BS, tame the cantankerous bu- 
reaucracy of government, creatively 
solve problems big and small, and pa- 
tiently listen to a hostile constituent 
with an axe to grind, and then tell that 
same constituent to come back again 
real soon—and mean it. So God made a 
chief of staff. 

God said, I need someone who can 
shape a staff, shine shoes, horse trade 
for furniture and office space, navigate 
a litany of ethics and rules require- 
ments, and play the role of cruise di- 
rector for countless constituent tours 
of Washington, DC; someone who will 
put in a full 40 hours by Tuesday at 
noon, and then put in another 72 hours 
on top of that by the end of the week. 
So God made a chief of staff. 

He had to have someone willing to 
sprint at double speed to stay ahead of 
a news story, and yet stop on a dime 
and pivot to help the real people of this 
country, no matter the consequences, 
no matter the circumstances, and re- 
gardless of what the press might be 
doing at the moment. He needed some- 
one who, when the Senator becomes 
surrounded by “yes” men is willing to 
say humbly yet firmly and resolutely, 
“No, sir.” So God made a chief of staff. 

He said, I need somebody strong 
enough to catch arrows, take heat, en- 
dure withering criticism, and patiently 
listen to angry voices; somebody who is 
just fine with little prominence, praise, 
prestige, or perks, and who above all is 
fiercely loyal and forever has the Sen- 
ator’s back. So God made a chief of 
staff. 

I am fairly certain that when God 
looked down on a newly elected Sen- 
ator from Utah during the final months 
of 2010, He knew that any old chief of 
staff wouldn’t do. So, in my case, he 
actually chose a farmer—a turkey 
farmer, to be specific—from Bothwell, 
UT, named Spencer Stokes. 

Spencer has been a truly outstanding 
chief of staff. Doing the heavy lifting 
and providing the Herculean effort re- 
quired to set up an office and build a 
staff from scratch proved to be Spen- 
cer’s forte. It proved to be easy for 
him—or at least he made it look easy. 
He has an eye for detail like no other, 
though we occasionally need to remind 
him to ‘‘zoom out.” Straight chairs in 
the conference room, straight desks, 
and even straight ties all set the stage 
for straight talk about issues and pol- 
icy and serving constituents. 
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Spencer’s love of Utah and its people 
is unequaled. As a first order of busi- 
ness, he set out to make my office 
something of an embassy for my State. 
So when you walk into our office, you 
are actually walking quite literally 
into Utah. From the art on the walls to 
the naming of the conference rooms, 
from our legendary JELL-O Wednesday 
to the staff reading of the smalltown 
Utah newspapers each week—every- 
thing leads to an experience in our of- 
fice, and everything in our office is an 
experience of Utah. 

Spencer will long be remembered and 
appreciated for his handwritten notes, 
the best night tour in DC—a true 
story—bringing people together, con- 
fetti cannons, Utah fry sauce, lots of 
laughter, and a tireless commitment to 
make bad things good and good things 
even better. 

From Spencer’s perspective, there 
are no small players in this great insti- 
tution that is the Senate. He did not 
just preach that philosophy, he lived it 
every single day he was here. As a tes- 
tament to that, we noted that when we 
asked him to provide a list of all the 
people he wanted invited to his fare- 
well party, at the top of Spencer’s list 
there were people who were not nec- 
essarily of high status. No, the top of 
the list was reserved for the people who 
really make this place go: cashiers and 
cooks, security personnel, guides and 
junior staff from nearly every corner of 
this building. 

I salute Spencer Stokes for his serv- 
ice to this Nation, to this institution, 
and to the people of Utah. I salute 
Spencer for his service to me and my 
family. I will forever be thankful that 
God made a chief of staff and especially 
thankful for a particularly extraor- 
dinary chief of staff, Spencer Stokes. 


ee 


TRIBUTE TO U.S. MARSHAL DAVID 
DEMAG 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, one of 
the great privileges in serving in the 
U.S. Senate is the ability to make rec- 
ommendations to the President with 
respect to important nominations for 
posts in our States. I was pleased 4 
years ago to recommend to President 
Obama the nomination of David Demag 
to be Vermont’s U.S. Marshal, and to 
help move his nomination through the 
Judiciary Committee and Senate con- 
firmation. In fact, he was the first U.S. 
Marshal to be confirmed during the 
Obama administration. 

Since his confirmation, Marshal 
Demag’s tireless devotion to reducing 
crime rates in Vermont has helped 
make my home State a safe and com- 
fortable home for its residents. 

Marshal Demag began his career in 
1971 as a patrol officer for the Bur- 
lington Police Department, where he 
rose through the ranks as corporal, de- 
tective, sergeant, lieutenant, and later, 
commander. I have known Marshal 
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Demag throughout his career. He 
served as chief of police for both the 
Essex and St. Albans Police Depart- 
ments. He also was a member of the 
Burlington Police Department. He has 
been a leader in Vermont in the fight 
against rural crime, and has spent his 
life and career devoted to public serv- 
ice. 

As a U.S. Marshal for Vermont, Dave 
Demag has remained dedicated to ar- 
resting the State’s most wanted fugi- 
tives and sex offenders and his work in 
establishing the Vermont Violent Of- 
fender Task Force has expanded the 
ability of the U.S. Marshal’s office to 
catch violent and habitual sex offend- 
ers. The task force has not only served 
as a tool for bringing law enforcement 
officials throughout the State to- 
gether, but has also improved 
Vermont’s track record for fugitive ar- 
rests to 70 percent while reinvesting as- 
sets seized from criminals to address 
the needs of State and local law en- 
forcement. These results are making a 
real difference in the lives of 
Vermonters across the State and 
should serve as a model for how Fed- 
eral and State law enforcement can 
work together around the country. 

One of Vermont’s local news stations, 
WCAX, recently ran a story high- 
lighting these accomplishments, and I 
ask unanimous consent that a copy of 
that story be printed in the RECORD at 
the conclusion of my remarks. I look 
forward to Marshal Demag’s continued 
partnership with state and local law 
enforcement in Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 

Mr. LEAHY. I look forward to Mar- 
shal Demag’s continued partnership 
with State and local law enforcement 
in Vermont. 

EXHIBIT 1 
[WCAX—Vermont, January 28, 2013] 
U.S. MARSHALS MAKING AN IMPACT IN 


VERMONT 
(By Jennifer Reading) 
BURLINGTON, VT.—Five faces represent 


Vermont’s most wanted. Two have been 
caught, but the remaining three fugitives are 
prime targets for the U.S. Marshals Service. 

“It’s a real good area to attack to make 
our communities safer here in Vermont,” 
said David Demag, who was appointed by 
President Obama to head the U.S. Marshals 
Service’s Vermont Division. 

Three months ago he created the Vermont 
Violent Offender Task Force. The operation 
expanded the Marshals’ mission to include 
tracking down violent and habitual sex of- 
fenders. Statistically—these criminals pose a 
greater risk to the public. ‘‘The ones who are 
out of compliance top that list and are more 
likely to re-offend,’’ Demag said. 

Demag said dedicating a full time team to 
taking down non-compliant sex offenders— 
on top of its regular fugitive finding mis- 
sion—meant adding a state trooper and a 
UVM police officer to the task force. But he 
said the plan is working. Since October 
they’ve arrested 39 federal and 40 state fugi- 
tives. In 2012 fugitive arrests for state of- 
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fenses jumped by 70 percent. ‘This is not a 
place where fugitives or sex offenders can 
come and hide,” said Chief Deputy U.S. Mar- 
shal Bill Gerke. 

That’s the message the task force sent to 
three high profile out-of-state fugitives on 
the run in Vermont. The Marshals found 
Philip Barr hiding out in Hardwick. He was 
wanted for a Florida murder. Robert 
Mulkern was arrested in Windsor for a Mary- 
land sex assault and 149 counts of child por- 
nography. And Clifford Moore was nabbed on 
his way to the airport, fleeing murder, sex 
assault and terrorism charges. Although the 
task force gives priority to federal fugitives 
identified as the ‘‘worst-of-the-worst,’’ 
they’ll also adopt state and local cases if 
there’s a violent component to the crime. 
The Marshals have the tools, expertise and 
time that their state counterparts lack. ‘‘We 
are here as a resource for them,” Demag 
said. 

Two weeks ago they helped local authori- 
ties locate Shane Phillips, a Johnson man 
wanted for more than a decade for various 
violent crimes. He was hiding behind a false 
wall in his family’s home. ‘‘The spirit and 
the actual cooperation has never been better 
than it is presently,” Gerke said. The life- 
long Deputy Marshal said interagency co- 
operation is the key to slowing down the 
state’s ongoing violent crime and preventing 
out-of-state organized crime from getting a 
foothold in Vermont. ‘‘Vermont will not har- 
bor that type of activity,” he added. 

The task force is funded by the federal gov- 
ernment. Assets seized from the criminals 
are then reinvested in state and local law en- 
forcement—paying overtime if they help 
with compliance checks—as well as outfit- 
ting them with critical safety equipment and 
vehicles. 


—_ 


TRIBUTE TO PATTY STONESIFER 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, it is easy 
from our perch on Capitol Hill to some- 
times forget about the city that sur- 
rounds us. Like so many communities 
across the country, urban and rural, 
Washington, D.C. wrestles with a popu- 
lation in poverty. Soon, those people 
will have a new advocate at the head of 
one of the Nation’s capital’s leading or- 
ganizations focused on ending the cycle 
of poverty among local youth and 
adults. Starting in April, Patty 
Stonesifer will become the new C.E.O. 
and President of Martha’s Table. 

Patty devoted 9 years of her life to 
the work of the Gates Foundation. As 
its chief executive officer, she helped 
the foundation become the largest phil- 
anthropic institution in the world 
while taking no salary for herself. 
After her time at the Gates Founda- 
tion, Patty’s passion for change led her 
to become part of the U.S. delegation 
to the United Nations General Assem- 
bly Special Sessions on AIDS, and was 
later appointed by President Obama in 
2010 to chair the White House Council 
for Community Solutions. We have be- 
come friends through our shared serv- 
ice on the Smithsonian Board of Re- 
gents, and she is active on the board of 
the Center for Global Development, 
and is a member of the Circle of Allies 
and Champions for the National Coun- 
cil of Youth Leaders. 
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Patty’s dedication to philanthropy 
aligns perfectly with the mission of 
Martha’s Table. This nonprofit is more 
than a food pantry. Not only does Mar- 
tha’s Table supply more than 1,000 
meals each day to hungry Washing- 
tonians, it also works to develop long- 
term solutions to hunger and nutrition 
issues, seeking an end to poverty. Mar- 
tha’s Table helps to break the cycle of 
poverty by providing education, nutri- 
tion, and family support services to 
hundreds of children and families. Mar- 
tha’s Table is lucky to have someone 
like Patty at the helm. I have no doubt 
she will successfully prepare the next 
generation of young people for a bright 
future. Patty’s self sacrifice and dedi- 
cation to ending poverty and hunger in 
our Nation’s Capital is to be com- 
mended, and I wish her the best of luck 
in her new role. 

I ask unanimous consent that an ar- 
ticle from The Washington Post enti- 
tled, “Patty Stonesifer, former CEO of 
Gates Foundation, to lead D.C. food 
pantry,” be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


[The Washington Post, January 29, 2013] 


PATTY STONESIFER, FORMER CEO OF GATES 
FOUNDATION, TO LEAD D.C. FOOD PANTRY 


(By Steve Hendrix) 


It took about six months after moving to 
Washington for Patty Stonesifer to find her 
new job. As the former chief executive of the 
Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation, she had 
a lot of corner-office options to sift through, 
including a university presidency and the 
top jobs at a national charity and an inter- 
national development agency. 

Her choice? She’s going to run Martha’s 
Table on 14th Street NW. Starting April 1, 
she will take over the well-regarded but de- 
cidedly local food pantry and family-services 
nonprofit organization. 

Stonesifer, 56, who oversaw the Gates 
Foundation endowment of $39 billion and a 
staff of more than 500 for nine years, will 
manage the D.C. charity’s $6 million budget, 
81 paid employees, three vans and thrift 
shop. 

Martha’s Table plans an official announce- 
ment Wednesday. But as word of Stonesifer’s 
unexpected career move began to circulate 
in recent days, it inspired twin reactions: 
“Wow!” and “Why?” 

Overachievers usually work their way from 
small to big. Having Stonesifer come run a 
small local charity is like General Electric 
business titan Jack Welch showing up to 
manage the corner appliance store, or one of 
the Super Bowl-bound Harbaugh brothers de- 
ciding to coach high school football. 

“If you just look at my résumé, I find that 
I have to explain this,” Stonesifer said last 
week at the temporary office she’d estab- 
lished at a Busboys and Poets table across 
the street from her new home base. In be- 
tween a series of briefings from Martha’s 
Table managers, she tried to explain how a 
top-of-the-charts philanthropy pro came to 
match fates with an ambitious local charity. 

“But if you know me, I don’t have to ex- 
plain it at all,” she said. ‘I absolutely think 
I can help Martha’s Table, but this is going 
to be wonderful for me.” 

A shift in scale 
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Cathy Sulzberger, the head of the Martha’s 
Table board of directors, was in a taxicab 
last fall when she got a call from the head- 
hunter leading the board’s search for a new 
leader: A surprising—and exciting—can- 
didate had applied. 

“Honestly, my first response was, ‘Is Patty 
Stonesifer sure she wants this kind of job? ” 
recalled Sulzberger. 

Running the 33-year-old nonprofit group 
will certainly be a shift in scale. Under 
Stonesifer, the Gates Foundation became the 
largest philanthropic institution in the 
world. It has set colossal, planet-shifting 
goals for itself: eradicating polio and ma- 
laria, transforming American high schools, 
and more. 

Before that, Stonesifer was a senior vice 
president at Microsoft responsible for devel- 
oping MSNBC, Encarta and Slate magazine 
(now owned by The Washington Post Co.). 

More recently, President Obama asked her 
to chair his White House Council for Commu- 
nity Solutions, and she has just wrapped up 
a stint as chairman of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution’s Board of Regents. Stonesifer has 
appeared on Time magazine’s annual list of 
the 25 Most Influential People. She is mar- 
ried to journalist and founding Slate editor 
Michael Kinsley. She is a boldface name. 

“There is no phone call that Patty would 
make that wouldn’t be returned, none at 
all,” said Diana Aviv, president of Inde- 
pendent Sector, a Washington-based coali- 
tion of nonprofit groups and foundations. 

Soon after leaving the Gates Foundation in 
2008, Stonesifer and Kinsley began splitting 
their time between Seattle and the District, 
where he used to live and where she has a 
daughter from a previous marriage working 
at USAID. Last year, Kinsley accepted an 
editor’s job at the New Republic magazine, 
and they decided to make the District their 
full-time home. 

Stonesifer has been wealthy since piling up 
tens of millions in Microsoft stock in the 
company’s early years. (She also became a 
director at Amazon.com before it went pub- 
lic and remains on that company’s board.) 
But she retains the modest bent of the Indi- 
ana Catholic who grew up with eight siblings 
in a house where volunteerism was as reg- 
ular as making the bed. She took no salary 
while running the Gates Foundation. 

After the couple bought a restored brown- 
stone near Dupont Circle, Stonesifer began 
exploring Washington by foot and Metro. 

“T was amazed at how there is a city with- 
in a city here,” she said, reeling off the 
stats: 110,000 households live in poverty, one 
in three households with children can’t af- 
ford enough food. ‘This idea that the Dis- 
trict has so much child hunger, it’s mind- 
boggling.” 

Stonesifer decided she needed some time in 
the trenches. Nothing would teach her, and 
her peers in the foundation world, more 
about these intractable problems than con- 
fronting them, year after year, in the faces 
of the people who suffer them. 

And then she saw the CEO-wanted ad for 
Martha’s Table. 

“I decided to raise my hand,” she said. 

Her husband said he was surprised, at first. 

“T said, ‘Are you going to be adding the 
salt to the soup?” Kinsley recalled, sitting 
with Stonesifer in their living room after her 
coffee-shop meetings were over. The walls 
were covered with paintings by Seattle art- 
ists, misty mountain ranges and tulip fields. 
“But I shouldn’t have been surprised. You 
said you wanted to do something hands-on.’’ 

“You didn’t really believe me,” she said. 
“You thought I should be a university head.” 
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“Yes, run a college,” he said, ‘‘maybe the 
World Bank.” 

“It’s nice to have a husband who thinks 
you can do anything.” She leaned over to pat 
his leg. 

“You'll get your turn at running Hewlett- 
Packard, I assume,” Kinsley said. 

She shot him a look. 

“Joke! Joke!” he said. 

The right person 

First she had to get this job. 

“Even if she comes from a major philan- 
thropy and is so well-known, we had to make 
sure we were hiring the right person for Mar- 
tha’s Table,” Sulzberger said of the long vet- 
ting Stonesifer went through. ‘‘This may be 
a smaller stage, but it’s not a small job for 
anybody.” 

Martha’s Table started in 1980 as a place 
for hungry students to get an after-school 
sandwich. Its ‘‘McKenna’s Wagon” food vans 
have been mealtime fixtures at McPherson 
Square and other gathering spots for the 
homeless for decades. Now, it serves more 
than 1,100 people a day with meals and early- 
childhood and after-school programs. 

The group’s legion of volunteers is leg- 
endary: A roll of more than 10,000 school 
kids, poor people and the occasional presi- 
dent who chop vegetables and build sand- 
wiches. 

Now, the organization wants to make a 
leap. 

“I think Martha’s Table is ready for the 
next stage,” said Linda Moore, founder of 
the E.W. Stokes Charter School in Northeast 
Washington and longtime board member. 
“Even though I’m not sure what that is, we 
were looking for a leader to take us there.” 

Stonesifer got the job. The head of the 
Gates Foundation U.S. programs, Allan 
Golston, sent congratulations. So did Sylvia 
Burwell, president of the Walmart Founda- 
tion. Even Stonesifer’s old boss thought it 
was a good move. 

“I think it blends all the elements she 
loves in philanthropy,” Melinda Gates said 
by e-mail. ‘‘Even when living in Seattle, she 
did hands-on work at a local charity—anony- 
mously. That type of work keeps you 
grounded in the real issues in people’s lives.” 

Again, she will work for free, but she will 
also work for real. She expects long hours. 
This is not, she insisted (with some heat) a 
“retirement” job. 

She’s heard that one before, after she left 
Microsoft and agreed to run Bill Gates’s li- 
brary initiative. 

‘Oh, she’s going to convert libraries to 
the Internet, how sweet.’ Well, it wasn’t 
sweet at all,” Stonesifer said. “We added 
11,000 libraries to the Web, and that group 
went on to become the Bill and Melinda 
Gates Foundation.” 

No stepping back. 

On a taxi ride from her house to a meeting 
of philanthropy leaders at the Hotel Monaco, 
she described her biggest concern: that peo- 
ple will assume she can connect a funding 
hose from Martha’s Table to the Gates Foun- 
dation and the coffers will be full forever. 

Not gonna happen. 

“That’s not what they do, and that’s not 
what Martha’s Table needs,” she said. ‘‘The 
strength of Martha’s Table is in the thou- 
sands of small donors and volunteers that 
ensure we deliver services every day. I don’t 
want my coming here to make people step 
back in any way.”’ 

The cabdriver leaned back. ‘‘You work for 
Martha’s Table?” he asked in a strong Ethio- 
pian accent. 

Stonesifer hesitated. ‘‘I’m going to.” 

“It’s a good charity,’’ the man said. He 
picks up volunteers there all the time, he ex- 
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plained, young people who need a ride home. 
Thinking of his own two children in Virginia 
colleges, he doesn’t take their money. 

“You’d have to be mentally handicapped to 
charge somebody doing what they do,’’ he 
said. “You work for Martha’s Table, I won’t 
charge you, either.”’ 

Stonesifer put a hand on his shoulder, even 
as she insisted he take the money from her 
hand. ‘‘You dear, sweet man,” she said. ‘‘God 
bless you.” 

On the curb, she exulted. 

“That’s the power of Martha’s Table,” she 
said. “A man driving a cab and putting two 
kids through school. That’s what we have to 
work with. I’m so excited.” 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO DR. LARRY D. TYLER 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
rise today to recognize a distinguished 
Kentuckian, a pillar of the Louisville 
community and a fixture at the Uni- 
versity of Louisville, and a very good 
friend of mine. Dr. Larry D. Tyler is a 
professor of engineering fundamentals, 
and this year he celebrates 50 years of 
service with UofL’s J.B. Speed School 
of Engineering. 

Dr. Tyler earned his original appoint- 
ment at UofL as an engineering in- 
structor in 1968. He received tenure in 
1970. He has taught more than 30 dif- 
ferent courses in the fields of engineer- 
ing mathematics and mechanical, in- 
dustrial, chemical, and civil engineer- 
ing. He has created innovative instruc- 
tional methodologies for core engineer- 
ing mathematics courses, including 
early detection of prerequisite weak- 
nesses. 

Dr. Tyler has earned all of his de- 
grees at the University of Louisville: 
his undergraduate degree in mechan- 
ical engineering, a master’s in mathe- 
matics, a master’s of mechanical engi- 
neering, and a Ph.D. in engineering and 
physics. Along the way he has been 
published in peer-review journals and 
presented at international conferences 
on engineering design and automation. 
He won the Speed School’s Outstanding 
Teacher Award in 1975, 1980, and 1983, 
the University Faculty Favorite Award 
in 2007, the Speed School Alumni Out- 
standing Teaching Award in 2007, the 
University of Louisville’s Distin- 
guished Teaching Award in 2008, and 
the Departmental Professor of the Year 
Award in 2012. 

Larry has served as a faculty advisor 
to many fraternity student chapters, 
and here I should mention that Larry 
and I are old friends. Not only did we 
attend UofL together as undergradu- 
ates, we were both members of Phi Tau 
fraternity together; in fact, we were in 
the same pledge class. So I’ve had the 
pleasure of seeing Larry grow into the 
incredibly accomplished and respected 
professor that we knew he was always 
meant to be. 

Larry, it has been a privilege to walk 
alongside you for these many years. I 
know that we both care deeply about 
our wonderful hometown of Louisville, 
and we have both dedicated our careers 
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to serving the people of Louisville and 
giving back to this city by our own 
contribution. On this occasion to cele- 
brate your success, I say, well done. 

Larry’s teaching philosophy is to be 
both student- and content-centered, in 
order to instill the qualities of desire, 
determination, and dedication in his 
students because, as he says, ‘‘success 
in any endeavor requires all three.” 
The life and career of Dr. Tyler is cer- 
tainly proof that if you have those 
three qualities, you can go very far. 

Mr. President, I would ask my U.S. 
Senate colleagues to join me in recog- 
nizing the accomplishments of Dr. 
Larry D. Tyler, and congratulating 
him upon his 50 years of successful 
service with UofL’s J.B. Speed School 
of Engineering. I hope he continues to 
lead our university and our city on- 
ward and upward for many years to 
come. 


ae 


COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDU- 
CATION, LABOR, AND PENSIONS 


RULES OF PROCEDURE 


Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, in ac- 
cordance with rule XXVI.2 of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, I submit 
for publication in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD the Rules of Procedure for the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions, as unanimously 
adopted by the Committee on February 
18, 2018. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the Rules of Procedure be print- 
ed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 


UNITED STATES SENATE, RULES OF 
PROCEDURE, 113TH CONGRESS 


Rule 1.—Subject to the provisions of rule 
XXVI, paragraph 5, of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate, regular meetings of the com- 
mittee shall be held on the second and fourth 
Wednesday of each month, at 10:00 a.m., in 
room SD-430, Dirksen Senate Office Build- 
ing. The chairman may, upon proper notice, 
call such additional meetings as he may 
deem necessary. 

Rule 2.—The chairman of the committee or 
of a subcommittee, or if the chairman is not 
present, the ranking majority member 
present, shall preside at all meetings. The 
chairman may designate the ranking minor- 
ity member to preside at hearings of the 
committee or subcommittee. 

Rule 3.—Meetings of the committee or a 
subcommittee, including meetings to con- 
duct hearings, shall be open to the public ex- 
cept as otherwise specifically provided in 
subsections (b) and (d) of rule 26.5 of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate. 

Rule 4.—(a) Subject to paragraph (b), one- 
third of the membership of the committee, 
actually present, shall constitute a quorum 
for the purpose of transacting business. Any 
quorum of the committee which is composed 
of less than a majority of the members of the 
committee shall include at least one member 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


of the majority and one member of the mi- 
nority. 

(b) A majority of the members of a sub- 
committee, actually present, shall con- 
stitute a quorum for the purpose of 
transacting business: provided, no measure 
or matter shall be ordered reported unless 
such majority shall include at least one 
member of the minority who is a member of 
the subcommittee. If, at any subcommittee 
meeting, a measure or matter cannot be or- 
dered reported because of the absence of such 
a minority member, the measure or matter 
shall lay over for a day. If the presence of a 
member of the minority is not then ob- 
tained, a majority of the members of the 
subcommittee, actually present, may order 
such measure or matter reported. 

(c) No measure or matter shall be ordered 
reported from the committee or a sub- 
committee unless a majority of the com- 
mittee or subcommittee is physically 
present. 

Rule 5.—With the approval of the chairman 
of the committee or subcommittee, one 
member thereof may conduct public hearings 
other than taking sworn testimony. 

Rule 6.—Proxy voting shall be allowed on 
all measures and matters before the com- 
mittee or a subcommittee if the absent 
member has been informed of the matter on 
which he is being recorded and has affirma- 
tively requested that he be so recorded. 
While proxies may be voted on a motion to 
report a measure or matter from the com- 
mittee, such a motion shall also require the 
concurrence of a majority of the members 
who are actually present at the time such 
action is taken. 

The committee may poll any matters of 
committee business as a matter of unani- 
mous consent; provided that every member 
is polled and every poll consists of the fol- 
lowing two questions: 

(1) Do you agree or disagree to poll the pro- 
posal; and 

(2) Do you favor or oppose the proposal. 

Rule 7.—There shall be prepared and kept a 
complete transcript or electronic recording 
adequate to fully record the proceedings of 
each committee or subcommittee meeting or 
conference whether or not such meetings or 
any part thereof is closed pursuant to the 
specific provisions of subsections (b) and (d) 
of rule 26.5 of the Standing Rules of the Sen- 
ate, unless a majority of said members vote 
to forgo such a record. Such records shall 
contain the vote cast by each member of the 
committee or subcommittee on any question 
on which a ‘‘yea and nay” vote is demanded, 
and shall be available for inspection by any 
committee member. The clerk of the com- 
mittee, or the clerk’s designee, shall have 
the responsibility to make appropriate ar- 
rangements to implement this rule. 

Rule 8—The committee and each sub- 
committee shall undertake, consistent with 
the provisions of rule XXVI, paragraph 4, of 
the Standing Rules of the Senate, to issue 
public announcement of any hearing or exec- 
utive session it intends to hold at least one 
week prior to the commencement of such 
hearing or executive session. In the case of 
an executive session, the text of any bill or 
joint resolution to be considered must be 
provided to the chairman for prompt elec- 
tronic distribution to the members of the 
committee. 

Rule 9.—The committee or a subcommittee 
shall require all witnesses heard before it to 
file written statements of their proposed tes- 
timony at least 24 hours before a hearing, 
unless the chairman and the ranking minor- 
ity member determine that there is good 
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cause for failure to so file, and to limit their 
oral presentation to brief summaries of their 
arguments. Testimony may be filed elec- 
tronically. The presiding officer at any hear- 
ing is authorized to limit the time of each 
witness appearing before the committee or a 
subcommittee. The committee or a sub- 
committee shall, as far as practicable, uti- 
lize testimony previously taken on bills and 
measures similar to those before it for con- 
sideration. 

Rule 10.—Should a subcommittee fail to re- 
port back to the full committee on any 
measure within a reasonable time, the chair- 
man may withdraw the measure from such 
subcommittee and report that fact to the 
full committee for further disposition. 

Rule 11.—No subcommittee may schedule a 
meeting or hearing at a time designated for 
a hearing or meeting of the full committee. 
No more than one subcommittee executive 
meeting may be held at the same time. 

Rule 12.—It shall be the duty of the chair- 
man in accordance with section 133(c) of the 
Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, as 
amended, to report or cause to be reported to 
the Senate, any measure or recommendation 
approved by the committee and to take or 
cause to be taken, necessary steps to bring 
the matter to a vote in the Senate. 

Rule 13.—Whenever a meeting of the com- 
mittee or subcommittee is closed pursuant 
to the provisions of subsection (b) or (d) of 
rule 26.5 of the Standing Rules of the Senate, 
no person other than members of the com- 
mittee, members of the staff of the com- 
mittee, and designated assistants to mem- 
bers of the committee shall be permitted to 
attend such closed session, except by special 
dispensation of the committee or sub- 
committee or the chairman thereof. 

Rule 14.—The chairman of the committee 
or a subcommittee shall be empowered to ad- 
journ any meeting of the committee or a 
subcommittee if a quorum is not present 
within fifteen minutes of the time schedule 
for such meeting. 

Rule 15.—Whenever a bill or joint resolu- 
tion shall be before the committee or a sub- 
committee for final consideration, the clerk 
shall distribute to each member of the com- 
mittee or subcommittee a document, pre- 
pared by the sponsor of the bill or joint reso- 
lution. If the bill or joint resolution has no 
underlying statutory language, the docu- 
ment shall consist of a detailed summary of 
the purpose and impact of each section. If 
the bill or joint resolution repeals or amends 
any statute or part thereof, the document 
shall consist of a detailed summary of the 
underlying statute and the proposed changes 
in each section of the underlying law and ei- 
ther a print of the statute or the part or sec- 
tion thereof to be amended or replaced show- 
ing by stricken-through type, the part or 
parts to be omitted and, in italics, the mat- 
ter proposed to be added, along with a sum- 
mary of the proposed changes; or a side-by- 
side document showing a comparison of cur- 
rent law, the proposed legislative changes, 
and a detailed description of the proposed 
changes. 

Rule 16.—An appropriate opportunity shall 
be given the minority to examine the pro- 
posed text of committee reports prior to 
their filing or publication. In the event there 
are supplemental, minority, or additional 
views, an appropriate opportunity shall be 
given the majority to examine the proposed 
text prior to filing or publication. Unless the 
chairman and ranking minority member 
agree on a shorter period of time, the minor- 
ity shall have no fewer than three business 
days to prepare supplemental, minority or 
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additional views for inclusion in a com- 
mittee report from the time the majority 
makes the proposed text of the committee 
report available to the minority. 

Rule 17.—(a) The committee, or any sub- 
committee, may issue subpoenas, or hold 
hearings to take sworn testimony or hear 
subpoenaed witnesses, only if such investiga- 
tive activity has been authorized by major- 
ity vote of the committee. 

(b) For the purpose of holding a hearing to 
take sworn testimony or hear subpoenaed 
witnesses, three members of the committee 
or subcommittee shall constitute a quorum: 
provided, with the concurrence of the chair- 
man and ranking minority member of the 
committee or subcommittee, a single mem- 
ber may hear subpoenaed witnesses or take 
sworn testimony. 

(c) The committee may, by a majority 
vote, delegate the authority to issue sub- 
poenas to the chairman of the committee or 
a subcommittee, or to any member des- 
ignated by such chairman. Prior to the 
issuance of each subpoena, the ranking mi- 
nority member of the committee or sub- 
committee, and any other member so re- 
questing, shall be notified regarding the 
identity of the person to whom it will be 
issued and the nature of the information 
sought and its relationship to the authorized 
investigative activity, except where the 
chairman of the committee or sub- 
committee, in consultation with the ranking 
minority member, determines that such no- 
tice would unduly impede the investigation. 
All information obtained pursuant to such 
investigative activity shall be made avail- 
able as promptly as possible to each member 
of the committee requesting same, or to any 
assistant to a member of the committee des- 
ignated by such member in writing, but the 
use of any such information is subject to re- 
strictions imposed by the rules of the Sen- 
ate. Such information, to the extent that it 
is relevant to the investigation shall, if re- 
quested by a member, be summarized in 
writing as soon as practicable. Upon the re- 
quest of any member, the chairman of the 
committee or subcommittee shall call an ex- 
ecutive session to discuss such investigative 
activity or the issuance of any subpoena in 
connection therewith. 

(a) Any witness summoned to testify at a 
hearing, or any witness giving sworn testi- 
mony, may be accompanied by counsel of his 
own choosing who shall be permitted, while 
the witness is testifying, to advise him of his 
legal rights. 

(e) No confidential testimony taken or con- 
fidential material presented in an executive 
hearing, or any report of the proceedings of 
such an executive hearing, shall be made 
public, either in whole or in part or by way 
of summary, unless authorized by a majority 
of the members of the committee or sub- 
committee. 

Rule 18.—Presidential nominees shall sub- 
mit a statement of their background and fi- 
nancial interests, including the financial in- 
terests of their spouse and children living in 
their household, on a form approved by the 
committee which shall be sworn to as to its 
completeness and accuracy. The committee 
form shall be in two parts— (I) information 
relating to employment, education and back- 
ground of the nominee relating to the posi- 
tion to which the individual is nominated, 
and which is to be made public; and, 

(II) information relating to financial and 
other background of the nominee, to be made 
public when the committee determines that 
such information bears directly on the nomi- 
nee’s qualifications to hold the position to 
which the individual is nominated. 
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Information relating to background and fi- 
nancial interests (parts I and II) shall not be 
required of nominees for less than full-time 
appointments to councils, commissions or 
boards when the committee determines that 
some or all of the information is not rel- 
evant to the nature of the position. Informa- 
tion relating to other background and finan- 
cial interests (part II) shall not be required 
of any nominee when the committee deter- 
mines that it is not relevant to the nature of 
the position. 

Committee action on a nomination, includ- 
ing hearings or meetings to consider a mo- 
tion to recommend confirmation, shall not 
be initiated until at least five days after the 
nominee submits the form required by this 
rule unless the chairman, with the concur- 
rence of the ranking minority member, 
waives this waiting period. 

Rule 19.—Subject to statutory require- 
ments imposed on the committee with re- 
spect to procedure, the rules of the com- 
mittee may be changed, modified, amended 
or suspended at any time; provided, not less 
than a majority of the entire membership so 
determine at a regular meeting with due no- 
tice, or at a meeting specifically called for 
that purpose. 

Rule 20.—When the ratio of members on the 
committee is even, the term ‘‘majority’’ as 
used in the committee’s rules and guidelines 
shall refer to the party of the chairman for 
purposes of party identification. Numerical 
requirements for quorums, votes and the like 
shall be unaffected. 

Rule 21.—First degree amendments must be 
filed with the chairman at least 24 hours be- 
fore an executive session. The chairman 
shall promptly distribute all filed amend- 
ments electronically to the members of the 
committee. The chairman may modify the 
filing requirements to meet special cir- 
cumstances with the concurrence of the 
ranking minority member. 

Rule 22.—In addition to the foregoing, the 
proceedings of the committee shall be gov- 
erned by the Standing Rules of the Senate 
and the provisions of the Legislative Reorga- 
nization Act of 1946, as amended. 


GUIDELINES OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON 
HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, AND PENSIONS 
WITH RESPECT TO HEARINGS, MARKUP SES- 
SIONS, AND RELATED MATTERS 

HEARINGS 

Section 133A(a) of the Legislative Reorga- 
nization Act requires each committee of the 
Senate to publicly announce the date, place, 
and subject matter of any hearing at least 
one week prior to the commencement of such 
hearing. 

The spirit of this requirement is to assure 
adequate notice to the public and other 
Members of the Senate as to the time and 
subject matter of proposed hearings. In the 
spirit of section 183A(a) and in order to as- 
sure that members of the committee are 
themselves fully informed and involved in 
the development of hearings: 

1. Public notice of the date, place, and sub- 
ject matter of each committee or sub- 
committee hearing should be inserted in the 
Congressional Record seven days prior to the 
commencement of such hearing. 

2. At least seven days prior to public notice 
of each committee or subcommittee hearing, 
the majority should provide notice to the 
minority of the time, place and specific sub- 
ject matter of such hearing. 

3. At least three days prior to the date of 
such hearing, the committee or sub- 
committee should provide to each member a 
list of witnesses who have been or are pro- 
posed to be invited to appear. 
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4. The committee and its subcommittee 
should, to the maximum feasible extent, en- 
force the provisions of rule 9 of the com- 
mittee rules as it relates to the submission 
of written statements of witnesses twenty- 
four hours in advance of a hearing. Witnesses 
will be urged to submit testimony even ear- 
lier whenever possible. When statements are 
received in advance of a hearing, the com- 
mittee or subcommittee (as appropriate) 
should distribute copies of such statements 
to each of its members. Witness testimony 
may be submitted and distributed electroni- 
cally. 


EXECUTIVE SESSIONS FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
MARKING UP BILLS 


In order to expedite the process of marking 
up bills and to assist each member of the 
committee so that there may be full and fair 
consideration of each bill which the com- 
mittee or a subcommittee is marking up the 
following procedures should be followed: 

1. Seven days prior to the proposed date for 
an executive session for the purpose of mark- 
ing up bills the committee or subcommittee 
(as appropriate) should provide written no- 
tice to each of its members as to the time, 
place, and specific subject matter of such 
session, including an agenda listing each bill 
or other matters to be considered and includ- 
ing: 

(a) a copy of each bill, joint resolution, or 
other legislative matter (or committee print 
thereof) to be considered at such executive 
session; and 

(b) a copy of a summary of the provisions 
of each bill, joint resolution, or other legis- 
lative matter to be considered at such execu- 
tive session including, whenever possible, an 
explanation of changes to existing law pro- 
posed to be made. 

2. Insofar as practical, prior to the sched- 
uled date for an executive session for the 
purpose of marking up bills, the committee 
or a subcommittee (as appropriate) should 
provide each member with a copy of the 
printed record or a summary of any hearings 
conducted by the committee or a sub- 
committee with respect to each bill, joint 
resolution, or other legislative matter to be 
considered at such executive session. 


——— EEE 


TRIBUTE TO ARIZONA VA 
MEDICAL STAFF 


Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, on Janu- 
ary 31, one of the most unique and in- 
teresting individuals I have ever known 
passed away while receiving hospice 
care at the Southern Arizona VA 
Health Care System. He was my broth- 
er-in-law, Joe McQuaid, a 92-year-old 
veteran of the Second World War. 

I will have more to say about this 
unique individual at a later date. But, 
today, I want to express my deep grati- 
tude to all of the wonderful profes- 
sionals at the Southern Arizona VA 
Health Care System for the extraor- 
dinary care they gave to him in the 
last 2 months of his life. 

Joe McQuaid was a strapping 6 feet 4 
inches. He was healthy all of his life 
until last November 15. On that day, 
after his daily exercise, he fell in a 
freak accident and broke his hip. He 
was operated on at the Tucson VA hos- 
pital, and his hip seemed to be healing 
just fine. But after being transferred to 
a local rehabilitation facility, Joe fell 
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again and re-broke his hip. He was re- 
admitted to the VA hospital, but his 
condition deteriorated rapidly and he 
passed away on January 31. 

The personnel at the VA medical cen- 
ter in Tucson could not have been more 
professional, skilled, and compas- 
sionate in the care they gave to Joe 
McQuaid in those final two months. 
They did everything possible to treat 
his injury and help him to recover. But 
once it became clear that recovery was 
not possible, they took wonderful care 
of him, admitting him to hospice care, 
attending to his needs, and ensuring 
that he had a gentle passing. 

As a veteran myself, during all my 
years in Congress I have always been 
very supportive of our VA system and 
our veterans. I have long believed that 
our nation has a sacred obligation to 
those who have borne the burdens of 
battle and national defense, and we 
must ensure that they have access to 
first-rate health care. 

So it was with great pride that I had 
this opportunity to witness firsthand 
the extraordinary care and attention 
that staff members at the Tucson VA 
center were giving to this 92-year-old 
veteran. 

At the risk of leaving out the names 
of others who cared for my brother-in- 
law, I specifically want to thank and 
salute Jonathan Gardner, the director 
of the Southern Arizona VA Health 
Care System, for his leadership of that 
institution and for his many years of 
distinguished service to the VA sys- 
tem. Also Julianne French, a reg- 
istered nurse and administrative as- 
sistant to the chief medical officer, 
who was so responsive to my inquiries 
and calls. Also Dr. David Emelity, the 
acting chief of staff, Dr. Richard Hoff- 
man, and Dr. Joao Ferreira, all of who 
took a deep personal interest in Joe’s 
medical condition. 

And a special thank you to Glenda 
Riggs, clinical nurse leader in the in- 
tensive care unit, who cared for Joe 
and went out of her way to keep me 
and members of Joe’s family informed 
at every step of his treatment and care. 
I can’t speak too highly of Nurse Riggs’ 
skill and compassion, and her tireless 
attention to all of her patients and 
their families. 

The Southern Arizona VA Health 
Care System has a wonderful team, 
with great leadership from Jonathan 
Gardner. It is clear to me that any vet- 
eran who comes through the doors of 
that center is going to get superb 
treatment. 

I am proud of all the people who 
work in America’s VA system, and I 
am grateful for the care they give to 
our veterans. My recent experience, 
seeing firsthand the quality of care and 
the quality of staff at the center in 
Tucson, reaffirms my faith in the VA 
system and my respect for the great 
work they do. 

Again, I just want to thank the en- 
tire team at the Southern Arizona VA 
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Health Care System. Thank you for all 
you did for this 92-year-old World War 
II veteran, Joe McQuaid. And thank 
you for the same high-quality care you 
give to all of the veterans at the Tuc- 
son center. 


ES 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 
RELATIONS 


RULES OF PROCEDURE 


Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, pur- 
suant to the requirements of paragraph 
2 of Senate Rule XXVI, I ask unani- 
mous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD the rules of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations for the 113th Con- 
gress adopted by the Committee on 
February 13, 2013. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 
RELATIONS 


(Adopted February 13, 2013) 
RULE 1—JURISDICTION 


(a) Substantive.—In accordance with Senate 
Rule XXV.1(j), the jurisdiction of the com- 
mittee shall extend to all proposed legisla- 
tion, messages, petitions, memorials, and 
other matters relating to the following sub- 
jects: 

1. Acquisition of land and buildings for em- 
bassies and legations in foreign countries. 

2. Boundaries of the United States. 

3. Diplomatic service. 

4. Foreign economic, military, technical, 
and humanitarian assistance. 

5. Foreign loans. 

6. International activities of the American 
National Red Cross and the International 
Committee of the Red Cross. 

7. International aspects of nuclear energy, 
including nuclear transfer policy. 


8. International conferences and con- 
gresses. 

9. International law as it relates to foreign 
policy. 


10. International Monetary Fund and other 
international organizations established pri- 
marily for international monetary purposes 
(except that, at the request of the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs, any proposed legislation relating to 
such subjects reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations shall be referred to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs). 

11. Intervention abroad and declarations of 
war. 

12. Measures to foster commercial inter- 
course with foreign nations and to safeguard 
American business interests abroad. 

18. National security and international as- 
pects of trusteeships of the United States. 

14. Ocean and international environmental 
and scientific affairs as they relate to for- 
eign policy. 

15. Protection of United States citizens 
abroad and expatriation. 

16. Relations of the United States with for- 
eign nations generally. 

17. Treaties and executive agreements, ex- 
cept reciprocal trade agreements. 

18. United Nations and its affiliated organi- 
zations. 

19. World Bank group, the regional devel- 
opment banks, and other international orga- 
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nizations established primarily for develop- 
ment assistance purposes. 

The committee is also mandated by Senate 
Rule XXV.1(j) to study and review, on a com- 
prehensive basis, matters relating to the na- 
tional security policy, foreign policy, and 
international economic policy as it relates 
to foreign policy of the United States, and 
matters relating to food, hunger, and nutri- 
tion in foreign countries, and report thereon 
from time to time. 

(b) Oversight.—The committee also has a 
responsibility under Senate Rule XXVI.8, 
which provides that ‘‘.... each standing 
committee .. . shall review and study, on a 
continuing basis, the application, adminis- 
tration, and execution of those laws or parts 
of laws, the subject matter of which is with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee.” 

(c) “Advice And Consent”? Clauses.—The 
committee has a special responsibility to as- 
sist the Senate in its constitutional function 
of providing ‘‘advice and consent”? to all 
treaties entered into by the United States 
and all nominations to the principal execu- 
tive branch positions in the field of foreign 
policy and diplomacy. 

RULE 2—SUBCOMMITTEES 


(a) Creation.—Unless otherwise authorized 
by law or Senate resolution, subcommittees 
shall be created by majority vote of the com- 
mittee and shall deal with such legislation 
and oversight of programs and policies as the 
committee directs. Legislative measures or 
other matters may be referred to a sub- 
committee for consideration in the discre- 
tion of the chairman or by vote of a majority 
of the committee. If the principal subject 
matter of a measure or matter to be referred 
falls within the jurisdiction of more than one 
subcommittee, the chairman or the com- 
mittee may refer the matter to two or more 
subcommittees for joint consideration. 

(b) Assignments.—Assignments of members 
to subcommittees shall be made in an equi- 
table fashion. No member of the committee 
may receive assignment to a second sub- 
committee until, in order of seniority, all 
members of the committee have chosen as- 
signments to one subcommittee, and no 
member shall receive assignments to a third 
subcommittee until, in order of seniority, all 
members have chosen assignments to two 
subcommittees. 

No member of the committee may serve on 
more than four subcommittees at any one 
time. 

The chairman and ranking member of the 
committee shall be ex officio members, with- 
out vote, of each subcommittee. 

(c) Meetings.—Except when funds have been 
specifically made available by the Senate for 
a subcommittee purpose, no subcommittee of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations shall 
hold hearings involving expenses without 
prior approval of the chairman of the full 
committee or by decision of the full com- 
mittee. Meetings of subcommittees shall be 
scheduled after consultation with the chair- 
man of the committee with a view toward 
avoiding conflicts with meetings of other 
subcommittees insofar as possible. Meetings 
of subcommittees shall not be scheduled to 
conflict with meetings of the full committee. 

The proceedings of each subcommittee 
shall be governed by the rules of the full 
committee, subject to such authorizations or 
limitations as the committee may from time 
to time prescribe. 

RULE 3—MEETINGS 
(a) Regular Meeting Day.—The regular 


meeting day of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations for the transaction of committee 
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business shall be on Tuesday of each week, 
unless otherwise directed by the chairman. 

(b) Additional Meetings.—Additional meet- 
ings and hearings of the committee may be 
called by the chairman as he may deem nec- 
essary. If at least three members of the com- 
mittee desire that a special meeting of the 
committee be called by the chairman, those 
members may file in the offices of the com- 
mittee their written request to the chairman 
for that special meeting. Immediately upon 
filing of the request, the chief clerk of the 
committee shall notify the chairman of the 
filing of the request. If, within three cal- 
endar days after the filing of the request, the 
chairman does not call the requested special 
meeting, to be held within seven calendar 
days after the filing of the request, a major- 
ity of the members of the committee may 
file in the offices of the committee their 
written notice that a special meeting of the 
committee will be held, specifying the date 
and hour of that special meeting. The com- 
mittee shall meet on that date and hour. Im- 
mediately upon the filing of the notice, the 
clerk shall notify all members of the com- 
mittee that such special meeting will be held 
and inform them of its date and hour. 

(c) Hearings, Selection of Witnesses.—To en- 
sure that the issue which is the subject of 
the hearing is presented as fully and fairly as 
possible, whenever a hearing is conducted by 
the committee or a subcommittee upon any 
measure or matter, the ranking member of 
the committee or subcommittee may call an 
equal number of non-governmental witnesses 
selected by the ranking member to testify at 
that hearing. 

(d) Public Announcement.—Except as pro- 
vided in paragraph (1), the committee, or any 
subcommittee thereof, shall make public an- 
nouncement of the date, place, time, and 
subject matter of any meeting or hearing to 
be conducted on any measure or matter at 
least one week in advance of such meetings 
or hearings, unless the chairman of the com- 
mittee, or subcommittee, in consultation 
with the ranking member, determines that 
there is good cause to begin such meeting or 
hearing at an earlier date. 

(1) The committee shall make public an- 
nouncement of a meeting on nominations at 
least three business days in advance of the 
meeting unless the chairman of the com- 
mittee, in consultation with the ranking 
member, determines that there is good cause 
to begin such meeting at an earlier date. 

(e) Procedure.—Insofar as possible, pro- 
ceedings of the committee will be conducted 
without resort to the formalities of par- 
liamentary procedure and with due regard 
for the views of all members. Issues of proce- 
dure which may arise from time to time 
shall be resolved by decision of the chair- 
man, in consultation with the ranking mem- 
ber. The chairman, in consultation with the 
ranking member, may also propose special 
procedures to govern the consideration of 
particular matters by the committee. 

(f) Closed Sessions.—Each meeting of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, or any sub- 
committee thereof, including meetings to 
conduct hearings, shall be open to the public, 
except that a meeting or series of meetings 
by the committee or a subcommittee on the 
same subject for a period of no more than 14 
calendar days may be closed to the public on 
a motion made and seconded to go into 
closed session to discuss only whether the 
matters enumerated in paragraphs (1) 
through (6) would require the meeting to be 
closed followed immediately by a record vote 
in open session by a majority of the members 
of the committee or subcommittee when it is 
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determined that the matters to be discussed 
or the testimony to be taken at such meet- 
ing or meetings— 

(1) will disclose matters necessary to be 
kept secret in the interests of national de- 
fense or the confidential conduct of the for- 
eign relations of the United States; 

(2) will relate solely to matters of com- 
mittee staff personnel or internal staff man- 
agement or procedure; 

(8) will tend to charge an individual with 
crime or misconduct; to disgrace or injure 
the professional standing of an individual, or 
otherwise to expose an individual to public 
contempt or obloquy, or will represent a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of the privacy 
of an individual; 

(4) will disclose the identity of any in- 
former or law enforcement agent or will dis- 
close any information relating to the inves- 
tigation or prosecution of a criminal offense 
that is required to be kept secret in the in- 
terests of effective law enforcement; 

(5) will disclose information relating to the 
trade secrets or financial or commercial in- 
formation pertaining specifically to a given 
person if— 

(A) an Act of Congress requires the infor- 
mation to be kept confidential by govern- 
ment officers and employees; or 

(B) the information has been obtained by 
the government on a confidential basis, 
other than through an application by such 
person for a specific government financial or 
other benefit, and is required to be kept se- 
cret in order to prevent undue injury to the 
competitive position of such person, or 

(6) may divulge matters required to be 
kept confidential under other provisions of 
law or government regulations. 

A closed meeting may be opened by a ma- 
jority vote of the committee. 

(g) Staff Attendance.—A member of the 
committee may have one member of his or 
her personal staff, for whom that member as- 
sumes personal responsibility, accompany 
and be seated nearby at committee meet- 
ings. The chairman or ranking member may 
authorize the attendance and seating of such 
a staff member at committee meetings and 
hearings where the member of the com- 
mittee is not present. 

Each member of the committee may des- 
ignate members of his or her personal staff, 
for whom that member assumes personal re- 
sponsibility, who holds, at minimum, a top 
secret security clearance, for the purpose of 
their eligibility to attend closed sessions of 
the committee, subject to the same condi- 
tions set forth for committee staff under 
Rules 12, 18, and 14. 

In addition, the majority leader and the 
minority leader of the Senate, if they are not 
otherwise members of the committee, may 
designate one member of their staff, for 
whom they assume personal responsibility, 
and who holds, at minimum, a top secret se- 
curity clearance to attend closed sessions of 
the committee, subject to the same condi- 
tions set forth for committee staff under 
Rules 12, 13, and 14. Staff of other Senators 
who are not members of the committee may 
not attend closed sessions of the committee. 

Attendance of committee staff at meetings 
shall be limited to those designated by the 
staff director or the minority staff director. 

The committee, by majority vote, or the 
chairman, with the concurrence of the rank- 
ing member, may limit staff attendance at 
specified meetings. 

RULE 4—QUORUMS. 


(a) Testimony.—For the purpose of taking 
sworn or unsworn testimony at any duly 
scheduled meeting a quorum of the com- 
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mittee and each subcommittee thereof shall 
consist of one member. 

(b) Business.—A quorum for the transaction 
of committee or subcommittee business, 
other than for reporting a measure or rec- 
ommendation to the Senate or the taking of 
testimony, shall consist of one-third of the 
members of the committee or subcommittee, 
including at least one member from each 
party. 

(c) Reporting.—A majority of the member- 
ship of the committee, including at least one 
member from each party, shall constitute a 
quorum for reporting any measure or rec- 
ommendation to the Senate. No measure or 
recommendation shall be ordered reported 
from the committee unless a majority of the 
committee members is physically present, 
and a majority of those present concurs. 

RULE 5—PROXIES 


Proxies must be in writing with the signa- 
ture of the absent member. Subject to the re- 
quirements of Rule 4 for the physical pres- 
ence of a quorum to report a matter, proxy 
voting shall be allowed on all measures and 
matters before the committee. However, 
proxies shall not be voted on a measure or 
matter except when the absent member has 
been informed of the matter on which he is 
being recorded and has affirmatively re- 
quested that he or she be so recorded. 

RULE 6—WITNESSES 


(a) General.—The Committee on Foreign 
Relations will consider requests to testify on 
any matter or measure pending before the 
committee. 

(b) Presentation.—If the chairman so deter- 
mines, the oral presentation of witnesses 
shall be limited to 10 minutes. However, 
written statements of reasonable length may 
be submitted by witnesses and other inter- 
ested persons who are unable to testify in 
person. 

(c) Filing of Statements.—A witness appear- 
ing before the committee, or any sub- 
committee thereof, shall submit an elec- 
tronic copy of the written statement of his 
proposed testimony at least 24 hours prior to 
his appearance, unless this requirement is 
waived by the chairman and the ranking 
member following their determination that 
there is good cause for failure to file such a 
statement. 

(d) Expenses.—Only the chairman may au- 
thorize expenditures of funds for the ex- 
penses of witnesses appearing before the 
committee or its subcommittees. 

(e) Requests—Any witness called for a 
hearing may submit a written request to the 
chairman no later than 24 hours in advance 
for his testimony to be in closed or open ses- 
sion, or for any other unusual procedure. The 
chairman shall determine whether to grant 
any such request and shall notify the com- 
mittee members of the request and of his de- 
cision. 

RULE 7—SUBPOENAS 


(a) Authorization.—The chairman or any 
other member of the committee, when au- 
thorized by a majority vote of the committee 
at a meeting or by proxies, shall have au- 
thority to subpoena the attendance of wit- 
nesses or the production of memoranda, doc- 
uments, records, or any other materials. At 
the request of any member of the committee, 
the committee shall authorize the issuance 
of a subpoena only at a meeting of the com- 
mittee. When the committee authorizes a 
subpoena, it may be issued upon the signa- 
ture of the chairman or any other member 
designated by the committee. 

(b) Return.—A subpoena, or a request to an 
agency, for documents may be issued whose 


1308 


return shall occur at a time and place other 
than that of a scheduled committee meeting. 
A return on such a subpoena or request 
which is incomplete or accompanied by an 
objection constitutes good cause for a hear- 
ing on shortened notice. Upon such a return, 
the chairman or any other member des- 
ignated by him may convene a hearing by 
giving 2 hours notice by telephone to all 
other members. One member shall constitute 
a quorum for such a hearing. The sole pur- 
pose of such a hearing shall be to elucidate 
further information about the return and to 
rule on the objection. 

(c) Depositions—At the direction of the 
committee, staff is authorized to take depo- 
sitions from witnesses. 

RULE 8—REPORTS 


(a) Filing—When the committee has or- 
dered a measure or recommendation re- 
ported, the report thereon shall be filed in 
the Senate at the earliest practicable time. 

(b) Supplemental, Minority and Additional 
Views.—_A member of the committee who 
gives notice of his intentions to file supple- 
mental, minority, or additional views at the 
time of final committee approval of a meas- 
ure or matter, shall be entitled to not less 
than 3 calendar days in which to file such 
views, in writing, with the chief clerk of the 
committee, with the 3 days to begin at 11:00 
p.m. on the same day that the committee 
has ordered a measure or matter reported. 
Such views shall then be included in the 
committee report and printed in the same 
volume, as a part thereof, and their inclusion 
shall be noted on the cover of the report. In 
the absence of timely notice, the committee 
report may be filed and printed immediately 
without such views. 

(c) Rollcall Votes.—The results of all roll- 
call votes taken in any meeting of the com- 
mittee on any measure, or amendment there- 
to, shall be announced in the committee re- 
port. The announcement shall include a tab- 
ulation of the votes cast in favor and votes 
cast in opposition to each such measure and 
amendment by each member of the com- 
mittee. 

RULE 9—TREATIES 


(a) The committee is the only committee 
of the Senate with jurisdiction to review and 
report to the Senate on treaties submitted 
by the President for Senate advice and con- 
sent to ratification. Because the House of 
Representatives has no role in the approval 
of treaties, the committee is therefore the 
only congressional committee with responsi- 
bility for treaties. 

(b) Once submitted by the President for ad- 
vice and consent, each treaty is referred to 
the committee and remains on its calendar 
from Congress to Congress until the com- 
mittee takes action to report it to the Sen- 
ate or recommend its return to the Presi- 
dent, or until the committee is discharged of 
the treaty by the Senate. 

(c) In accordance with Senate Rule XXX.2, 
treaties which have been reported to the 
Senate but not acted on before the end of a 
Congress ‘‘shall be resumed at the com- 
mencement of the next Congress as if no pro- 
ceedings had previously been had thereon.” 

(d) Insofar as possible, the committee 
should conduct a public hearing on each 
treaty as soon as possible after its submis- 
sion by the President. Except in extraor- 
dinary circumstances, treaties reported to 
the Senate shall be accompanied by a writ- 
ten report. 

RULE 10—NOMINATIONS 


(a) Waiting Requirement.—Unless otherwise 
directed by the chairman and the ranking 
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member, the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions shall not consider any nomination 
until 3 business days after it has been for- 
mally submitted to the Senate. 

(b) Public Consideration.—Nominees for any 
post who are invited to appear before the 
committee shall be heard in public session, 
unless a majority of the committee decrees 
otherwise, consistent with Rule 3(f). 

(c) Required Data.—No nomination shall be 
reported to the Senate unless (1) the nomi- 
nee has been accorded a security clearance 
on the basis of a thorough investigation by 
executive branch agencies; (2) the nominee 
has filed a financial disclosure report and a 
related ethics undertaking with the com- 
mittee; (8) the committee has been assured 
that the nominee does not have any interests 
which could conflict with the interests of the 
government in the exercise of the nominee’s 
proposed responsibilities; (4) for persons 
nominated to be chief of mission, ambas- 
sador-at-large, or minister, the committee 
has received a complete list of any contribu- 
tions made by the nominee or members of 
his immediate family to any Federal elec- 
tion campaign during the year of his or her 
nomination and for the 4 preceding years; 
and (5) for persons nominated to be chiefs of 
mission, the report required by Section 
304(a)(4) of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 on 
the demonstrated competence of that nomi- 
nee to perform the duties of the position to 
which he or she has been nominated. 

RULE 11—TRAVEL 


(a) Foreign Travel.—No member of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations or its staff shall 
travel abroad on committee business unless 
specifically authorized by the chairman, who 
is required by law to approve vouchers and 
report expenditures of foreign currencies, 
and the ranking member. Requests for au- 
thorization of such travel shall state the 
purpose and, when completed, a full sub- 
stantive and financial report shall be filed 
with the committee within 30 days. This re- 
port shall be furnished to all members of the 
committee and shall not be otherwise dis- 
seminated without authorization of the 
chairman or the ranking member. Except in 
extraordinary circumstances, staff travel 
shall not be approved unless the reporting 
requirements have been fulfilled for all prior 
trips. Except for travel that is strictly per- 
sonal, travel funded by non-U.S. Government 
sources is subject to the same approval and 
substantive reporting requirements as U.S. 
Government-funded travel. In addition, 
members and staff are reminded to consult 
the Senate Code of Conduct, and, as appro- 
priate, the Senate Select Committee on Eth- 
ics, in the case of travel sponsored by non- 
U.S. Government sources. 

Any proposed travel by committee staff for 
a subcommittee purpose must be approved 
by the subcommittee chairman and ranking 
member prior to submission of the request to 
the chairman and ranking member of the full 
committee. 

(b) Domestic Travel.—All official travel in 
the United States by the committee staff 
shall be approved in advance by the staff di- 
rector, or in the case of minority staff, by 
the minority staff director. 

(c) Personal Staff—As a general rule, no 
more than one member of the personal staff 
of a member of the committee may travel 
with that member with the approval of the 
chairman and the ranking member of the 
committee. During such travel, the personal 
staff member shall be considered to be an 
employee of the committee. 

(d) Personal Representatives of the Member 
(PRM).—For the purposes of this rule regard- 
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ing staff foreign travel, the officially-des- 
ignated personal representative of the mem- 
ber (PRM) shall be deemed to have the same 
rights, duties, and responsibilities as mem- 
bers of the staff of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. Furthermore, for the purposes of 
this section, each member of the committee 
may designate one personal staff member as 
the ‘‘Personal Representative of the Mem- 
þer.” 
RULE 12—TRANSCRIPTS 

(a) General.—The Committee on Foreign 
Relations shall keep verbatim transcripts of 
all committee and subcommittee meetings 
and such transcripts shall remain in the cus- 
tody of the committee, unless a majority of 
the committee decides otherwise. Tran- 
scripts of public hearings by the committee 
shall be published unless the chairman, with 
the concurrence of the ranking member, de- 
termines otherwise. 

(b) Classified or Restricted Transcripts.— 

(1) The chief clerk of the committee shall 
have responsibility for the maintenance and 
security of classified or restricted tran- 
scripts, and shall ensure that such tran- 
scripts are handled in a manner consistent 
with the requirements of the United States 
Senate Security Manual. 

(2) A record shall be maintained of each 
use of classified or restricted transcripts as 
required by the Senate Security Manual. 

(3) Classified transcripts may not leave the 
committee offices, or SVC-217 of the Capitol 
Visitors Center, except for the purpose of de- 
classification or archiving, consistent with 
these rules. 

(4) Extreme care shall be exercised to avoid 
taking notes or quotes from classified tran- 
scripts. Their contents may not be divulged 
to any unauthorized person. 

(5) Subject to any additional restrictions 
imposed by the chairman with the concur- 
rence of the ranking member, only the fol- 
lowing persons are authorized to have access 
to classified or restricted transcripts. 

(A) Members and staff of the committee in 
the committee offices or in SVC-217 of the 
Capitol Visitors Center; 

(B) Designated personal representatives of 
members of the committee, and of the ma- 
jority and minority leaders, with appropriate 
security clearances, in the committee offices 
or in SVC-217 of the Capitol Visitors Center; 

(C) Senators not members of the com- 
mittee, by permission of the chairman, in 
the committee offices or in SVC-217 of the 
Capitol Visitors Center; and 

(D) Officials of the executive departments 
involved in the meeting, in the committee 
offices or SVC-217 of the Capitol Visitors 
Center. 

(6) Any restrictions imposed upon access to 
a meeting of the committee shall also apply 
to the transcript of such meeting, except by 
special permission of the chairman and rank- 
ing member. 

(7) In addition to restrictions resulting 
from the inclusion of any classified informa- 
tion in the transcript of a committee meet- 
ing, members and staff shall not discuss with 
anyone the proceedings of the committee in 
closed session or reveal information con- 
veyed or discussed in such a session unless 
that person would have been permitted to at- 
tend the session itself, or unless such com- 
munication is specifically authorized by the 
chairman, the ranking member, or in the 
case of staff, by the staff director or minor- 
ity staff director. A record shall be kept of 
all such authorizations. 

(c) Declassification.— 

(1) All noncurrent records of the com- 
mittee are governed by Rule XI of the Stand- 
ing Rules of the Senate and by S. Res. 474 
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(96th Congress). Any classified transcripts 
transferred to the National Archives and 
Records Administration under Rule XI may 
not be made available for public use unless 
they have been subject to declassification re- 
view in accordance with applicable laws or 
Executive orders. 

(2) Any transcript or classified committee 
report, or any portion thereof, may be de- 
classified, in accordance with applicable laws 
or Executive orders, sooner than the time pe- 
riod provided for under S. Res. 474 if: 

(A) the chairman originates such action, 
with the concurrence of the ranking mem- 
ber; 

(B) the other current members of the com- 
mittee who participated in such meeting or 
report have been notified of the proposed de- 
classification, and have not objected thereto, 
except that the committee by majority vote 
may overrule any objections thereby raised 
to early declassification; and 

(C) the executive departments that partici- 
pated in the meeting or originated the classi- 
fied information have been consulted and 
consented to the declassification. 


RULE 13—CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 


(a) The handling of classified information 
in the Senate is governed by S. Res. 243 
(100th Congress), which established the Office 
of Senate Security. All handling of classified 
information by the committee shall be con- 
sistent with the procedures set forth in the 
United States Senate Security Manual 
issued by the Office of Senate Security. 

(b) The chief clerk is the security manager 
for the committee. The chief clerk shall be 
responsible for implementing the provisions 
of the Senate Security Manual and for serv- 
ing as the committee liaison to the Office of 
Senate Security. The staff director, in con- 
sultation with the minority staff director, 
may appoint an alternate security manager 
as circumstances warrant. 

(c) Classified material may only be trans- 
ported between Senate offices by appro- 
priately cleared staff members who have 
been specifically authorized to do so by the 
security manager. 

(d) In general, Senators and staff under- 
take to confine their access to classified in- 
formation on the basis of a ‘need to know” 
such information related to their committee 
responsibilities. 

(e) The staff director is authorized to make 
such administrative regulations as may be 
necessary to carry out the provisions of this 
rule. 

RULE 14—STAFF 

(a) Responsibilities.— 

(1) The staff works for the committee as a 
whole, under the general supervision of the 
chairman of the committee, and the imme- 
diate direction of the staff director, except 
that such part of the staff as is designated 
minority staff shall be under the general su- 
pervision of the ranking member and under 
the immediate direction of the minority 
staff director. 

(2) Any member of the committee should 
feel free to call upon the staff at any time 
for assistance in connection with committee 
business. Members of the Senate not mem- 
bers of the committee who call upon the 
staff for assistance from time to time should 
be given assistance subject to the overriding 
responsibility of the staff to the committee. 

(3) The staffs primary responsibility is 
with respect to bills, resolutions, treaties, 
and nominations and other matters within 
the jurisdiction of the committee. In addi- 
tion to carrying out assignments from the 
committee and its individual members, the 
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staff has a responsibility to originate sugges- 
tions for committee or subcommittee consid- 
eration. The staff also has a responsibility to 
make suggestions to individual members re- 
garding matters of special interest to such 
members. 

(4) It is part of the staffs duty to keep 
itself as well informed as possible in regard 
to developments affecting foreign relations 
and national security and in regard to the 
administration of foreign programs of the 
United States. Significant trends or develop- 
ments which might otherwise escape notice 
should be called to the attention of the com- 
mittee, or of individual Senators with par- 
ticular interests. 

(5) The staff shall pay due regard to the 
constitutional separation of powers between 
the Senate and the executive branch. It 
therefore has a responsibility to help the 
committee bring to bear an independent, ob- 
jective judgment of proposals by the execu- 
tive branch and when appropriate to origi- 
nate sound proposals of its own. At the same 
time, the staff shall avoid impinging upon 
the day-to-day conduct of foreign affairs. 

(6) In those instances when committee ac- 
tion requires the expression of minority 
views, the staff shall assist the minority as 
fully as the majority to the end that all 
points of view may be fully considered by 
members of the committee and of the Sen- 
ate. The staff shall bear in mind that under 
our constitutional system it is the responsi- 
bility of the elected members of the Senate 
to determine legislative issues in the light of 
as full and fair a presentation of the facts as 
the staff may be able to obtain. 

(b) Restrictions.— 

(1) The staff shall regard its relationship to 
the committee as a privileged one, in the na- 
ture of the relationship of a lawyer to a cli- 
ent. In order to protect this relationship and 
the mutual confidence which must prevail if 
the committee-staff relationship is to be a 
satisfactory and fruitful one, the following 
criteria shall apply: 

(A) members of the staff shall not be iden- 
tified with any special interest group in the 
field of foreign relations or allow their 
names to be used by any such group; 

(B) members of the staff shall not accept 
public speaking engagements or write for 
publication in the field of foreign relations 
without specific advance permission from 
the staff director, or, in the case of minority 
staff, from the minority staff director. In the 
case of the staff director and the minority 
staff director, such advance permission shall 
be obtained from the chairman or the rank- 
ing member, as appropriate; and 

(C) staff shall not discuss their private con- 
versations with members of the committee 
without specific advance permission from 
the Senator or Senators concerned. 

(2) The staff shall not discuss with anyone 
the proceedings of the committee in closed 
session or reveal information conveyed or 
discussed in such a session unless that per- 
son would have been permitted to attend the 
session itself, or unless such communication 
is specifically authorized by the staff direc- 
tor or minority staff director. Unauthorized 
disclosure of information from a closed ses- 
sion or of classified information shall be 
cause for immediate dismissal and may, in 
the case of some kinds of information, be 
grounds for criminal prosecution. 

RULE 15—STATUS AND AMENDMENT OF RULES 

(a) Status.—In addition to the foregoing, 
the Committee on Foreign Relations is gov- 
erned by the Standing Rules of the Senate, 
which shall take precedence in the event of 
a clear inconsistency. In addition, the juris- 
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diction and responsibilities of the committee 
with respect to certain matters, as well as 
the timing and procedure for their consider- 
ation in committee, may be governed by 
statute. 

(b) Amendment.—These rules may be modi- 
fied, amended, or repealed by a majority of 
the committee, provided that a notice in 
writing of the proposed change has been 
given to each member at least 48 hours prior 
to the meeting at which action thereon is to 
be taken. However, rules of the committee 
which are based upon Senate rules may not 
be superseded by committee vote alone. 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


REMEMBERING JOHN QUIMBY 


e Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
would like to recognize and honor the 
incredible life of John Quimby, an in- 
spirational leader that guided and 
touched the lives of so many. 

John Quimby was born on February 
12, 1935, in Prescott, AZ, to parents 
Henrietta and Merle Quimby. The fam- 
ily later moved to California and re- 
sided in Banning and Riverside. Mr. 
Quimby was hired as a radio announcer 
for a brief period of time before being 
elected to the San Bernardino City 
Council in 1957. He was the youngest 
person to ever serve on that body. 

In 1962, John Quimby was elected to 
the California State Assembly, rep- 
resenting parts of Riverside and San 
Bernardino counties. Mr. Quimby be- 
came the first paraplegic to serve in 
the California Legislature. He con- 
tracted polio at a young age and as a 
result spent the majority of his life in 
a wheelchair. Mr. Quimby did not allow 
his limited mobility to prevent him 
from pursuing his dreams and fighting 
fervently for the residents of Cali- 
fornia. 

Over the course of his 12 years in the 
Assembly, John Quimby helped pass 
numerous laws. Most famously, he 
drafted the Quimby Act in 1965, which 
allowed cities to require developers to 
donate land for recreational use. As a 
result of this piece of legislation, hun- 
dreds of parks now exist in California 
that might otherwise have not. 

Apart from being a dedicated assem- 
blyman, John Quimby was also a be- 
loved figure in California politics who 
thrived on personal and community 
interaction. He had the ability to make 
everyone feel special and cared for. 

Please join me in expressing the sym- 
pathies of this body to John Quimby’s 
brother Merle, daughter Kimberly, son 
John Jr., stepdaughters Mary and Vir- 
ginia George, stepson Kenny, his seven 
grandchildren, and his seven great- 
grandchildren. On this day, we cele- 
brate him, his life, and his exemplary 
contributions to California and the Na- 
tion.e 
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REMEMBERING MONSIGNOR LEO 
McFADDEN 


e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor the life of Monsignor 
Leo McFadden, a priest, an Air Na- 
tional Guardsman, and a spiritual lead- 
er for thousands of Nevadans whose re- 
cent passing is a saddening loss to the 
Silver State. Monsignor McFadden was 
a beloved member of our community, 
and I am grateful for his work as a 
priest and chaplain for the less fortu- 
nate and spiritually needy in northern 
Nevada. 

Not only was Monsignor McFadden a 
man of God, but he was also a Pulitzer 
Prize-nominated columnist who spent 
20 years writing and editing for the Ne- 
vada Register. He also served in the 
Nevada Air National Guard for decades, 
and he was the first Guardsman chap- 
lain to be a general line officer. 

Monsignor McFadden was a priest at 
Saint Teresa of Avila Catholic Church 
in Carson City and at Reno’s Our Lady 
of the Snows Catholic Church. In 1977, 
Leo McFadden was given the distinct 
designation as a monsignor. His work 
included the formation of the Catholic 
Newman Club at the University of Ne- 
vada, Las Vegas and serving as a chap- 
lain at the University of Nevada, Reno. 

Monsignor McFadden dedicated his 
entire life to his faith and to the mem- 
bers of his parish. He was an important 
figure in our State, and he will be 
missed. My thoughts and prayers are 
with his family and friends during this 
difficult time.e 


Ee 


50TH ANNIVERSARY OF PORTAGE, 
MICHIGAN 


e Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, one-half 
century ago this month the residents 
of Portage Township made a signifi- 
cant and lasting decision. They voted 
in February 1963 to incorporate, becom- 
ing the city of Portage. This decision 
provided many opportunities for this 
nascent, vibrant community to grow, 
enabling city leaders and residents 
alike to chart a course for future pros- 
perity. This milestone will be com- 
memorated in a number of ways 
throughout the year, including at Por- 
tage’s city council meeting last night. 

The city of Portage is a part of 
Michigan’s rapidly evolving story. His- 
torically, residents and community 
leaders relied on fertile farmland for 
agriculture production. In fact, in the 
late 1880s and early 1900s, this area was 
known as ‘‘Celery City.” Today, it is 
home to thriving businesses, wel- 
coming neighborhoods and abundant 
natural beauty. The population of Por- 
tage has more than doubled in the past 
half century, and a number of new 
businesses, large and small, have 
helped to transform the city’s eco- 
nomic base. 

As part of the celebration, Portage 
recently unveiled its new motto, “A 
Natural Place to Move.” It speaks to 
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the city’s continued commitment to 
preserving its many parks, lakes, and 
trails in a way that encourages resi- 
dents to stay active and healthy. 

It is fitting that the celebrations 
planned this year include a mix of ac- 
tivities. A commemorative newsletter 
in February will highlight the city’s 
rich history; a half-marathon and 5K 
road race later this month will show- 
case the city’s extensive and impres- 
sive park system; volunteer opportuni- 
ties spread throughout the year offer 
residents a number of ways to give 
back to their community; and a 50th 
anniversary concert this summer as 
part of the 2013 summer concert series 
will bring families and friends together 
to celebrate this important anniver- 
sary. 

The city of Portage and its residents 
have much to be proud of. Together, 
they have steadily moved forward. This 
year is a moment to pause and reflect 
on the past, and to ensure that the 
next 50 years continues to be marked 
by growth and progress.@ 


EE 
VERMONT ESSAY FINALISTS 


e Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 
to have printed in the RECORD finalist 
essays written by Vermont High 
School students as part of the Third 
Annual ‘‘What is the State of the 
Union?” Essay contest conducted by 
my office. These 8 finalists were se- 
lected from over 300 entries. 
The essays follow. 


SYDNEY ALDERMAN, MT. ABRAHAM UNION 
HIGH SCHOOL (FINALIST) 


Today we often face the problem of exces- 
sive violence between people, starvation, and 
economic problems. People aren’t all getting 
what they need and something needs to be 
done. What would fix everything, broaden 
our universal communications skills and get 
things done quicker would be to unite glob- 
ally. By working as an entire unit we can all 
communicate and work toward the same 
goal we all crave: peace. Uniting globally 
can solve conflicts causing violence, starva- 
tion, and economic problems. 

Uniting globally will benefit the people of 
the world immensely. By uniting globally it 
would be much easier to distribute the nec- 
essary resources to sustain everyone, such as 
food, water, and energy. When everyone is on 
the same page and communicating thor- 
oughly between territories, you can main- 
tain fair trade and further discuss what laws 
and human rights need to be established as 
well. When we’re all united for a common 
goal, let’s assume peace amongst all people, 
discussion is more productive and conclusive 
and proper action can be taken at a faster 
pace. Actions such as bringing food and 
water to those who have none, and also get- 
ting the area with these conditions re-estab- 
lished for suitable living conditions. Every- 
one benefits from a united world. 

The U.S. economy will be heavily bene- 
fitted by uniting globally. When we unite 
globally, trade is faster and we can simply 
work faster because communication is 
quicker and more conclusive than when 
we’re all thinking separately. Trade will 
therefore be quicker and we can be more pro- 
ductive about it with such open communica- 
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tion. It would be easier to discuss the dis- 
tribution of currency amongst countries and 
people and how we can fix the current eco- 
nomic problems. Uniting globally will solve 
the biggest problems of the world. It will 
broaden the communication between terri- 
tories and will help us resolve conflicts caus- 
ing famine, violence, and economic problems 
universally. When we all band together we 
can accomplish anything and finally bring a 
new era of peace. 


TYLER BRADLEY, SOUTH BURLINGTON HIGH 
SCHOOL (FINALIST) 


Our country needs to invest in clean sus- 
tainable energy and decrease our dependence 
for oil from other nations. Our nation should 
be investing in wind and solar power. Wind is 
a renewable source of energy, which will last 
forever. It does not pollute our environment 
and is all natural. Solar energy also provides 
us with clean energy, with no combustion. It 
too is renewable and causes no greenhouse 
gases. Although wind and solar, as energy 
sources, may prove to be expensive, it is a 
small price to pay for the health and safety 
of our environment. In contrast, we are even- 
tually going to run out of oil and the high 
cost of transporting oil and our dependency 
on other nations needs to be eliminated. 

We need to stop relying on foreign nations 
for our energy supply. If foreign govern- 
ments continue to control oil profits they 
can use that money to fund terrorism mis- 
chief. In addition, these energy rich coun- 
tries can restrict the oil supply and therefore 
make the United States a hostage to their 
demands. We need to end this cycle and in- 
vest in more sustainable energy sources. 

We need Congress to work harder to obtain 
sustainable energy tax incentives like the 
Investment Tax Credit and Production Tax 
Credits. These credits will help reduce the 
cost of wind and solar projects and in the 
long run help reduce global warming. All 
across our earth we currently see record heat 
waves, melting glaciers, rising sea levels and 
extreme droughts and floods. The United 
States must lead the world in reversing glob- 
al warming, to preserve a safe planet for our 
children and grandchildren. 


ANNIE ARTHUR, WOODSTOCK UNION HIGH 
SCHOOL (FINALIST) 


To be a democracy, our country must be 
able to hear the voices of every citizen indi- 
vidually and the population as a whole. Peo- 
ple all over the world are sacrificing their 
lives for the hope of the right to vote. In the 
United States, eligibility is simple. To vote, 
one must be a citizen of the United States 
and be 18 or older. However, a country as 
great as ours does not seem able to succeed 
in a very seemingly simple task: vote freely. 
The State of our Union is teetering on the 
edge. 

In the 2012 Presidential Election, only 
57.5% of the entire eligible population cast 
their ballots. About 93 million citizens did 
not participate in this most basic foundation 
of democracy. How is the United States sup- 
posed to run as an effective democracy if so 
many citizens remain silent in such a crucial 
time to make their voices heard? Granted, 
part of this lack of voting is caused by lazi- 
ness, indifference or belief that one vote will 
not change the outcome. However, there are 
many citizens who want to vote but restric- 
tions imposed at the state level have either 
attempted or succeeded to suppress partici- 
pation in this election. In this recent elec- 
tion there were laws passed to hinder voter 
participation by making it difficult to reg- 
ister to vote, requiring voter photo identi- 
fications, miscommunication of date and 
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times, and threatening voters with imprison- 
ment for voter fraud. Officials also succeeded 
in cutting early voting periods, voting by 
mail, polling hours and number of locations. 
Even though courts temporarily struck down 
many of these efforts, there is no reason to 
believe that state officials will be deterred 
from imposing more voting restrictions in 
the future. 

This national issue should not be deter- 
mined at state level. Restriction on voting is 
a federal problem and should be addressed by 
federal powers. This is too important an 
issue to leave to individual state govern- 
ments as clearly demonstrated by the bla- 
tant attempts to deny citizens their right to 
vote. The solution is to simply create basic 
standards on voting. The federal government 
could pass a bill with minimum guidelines 
for states to follow on voting laws. This leg- 
islation does not need to be a complex list of 
restrictions; this bill would be freeing up 
voting laws by listing only what needs to 
happen to achieve successful voting. Each 
state would then have the freedom to expand 
on these basic requirements. This bill could 
facilitate registration, polling hours and 
ability to mail in votes. It is an American’s 
right to be able to vote. As the world’s great- 
est democracy, no political party should be 
able to obstruct voting. The United States, a 
nation for the people, of the people, by the 
people needs to set a better example as the 
standard bearer of democracy. 

JEANNINE BISSONETTE, CHAMPLAIN VALLEY 

UNION HIGH SCHOOL (FINALIST) 

Ever since Woodrow Wilson was elected in 
1918, it has been a tradition for Presidents to 
address the nation with their State of the 
Union report. As President Obama prepares 
to present his State of the Union address, 
many politically concerned citizens begin to 
ponder the thoughts of what will be produced 
in the next four years. 

With a current national unemployment 
rate of 7.9%, the numbers appear to be much 
lower than the 10% that the United States 
endured during October of 2009. Although 
these rates suggest a recuperating recession, 
they have not yet reached a level in which 
the nation can sit back comfortably. These 
high unemployment rates understandably re- 
sult in a greater necessity for more families 
to reach out to social welfare services such 
as food stamps and local food shelves. Ac- 
cording to a local press interview with food 
shelf coordinator Mary Ann Castimore, the 
Vergennes Congregational Church found 
themselves serving a total of approximately 
fifty to sixty new families. People are strug- 
gling to find and hold steady jobs; feeding 
their families continues to be growing con- 
cern. 

Corresponding with the current economy, 
the United States could certainly do more to 
address the concerns of the young people. 
With the lack of vacant positions in the 
working world, young adults are learning 
quickly that it does not matter so much 
what they’ve majored in, but what is avail- 
able. As a high school student of Vermont, I 
have become increasingly aware of my 
school advisor’s push for me to look into 
which fields are in need of laborers, rather 
than those that suit me best when deter- 
mining an occupation. As the pursuit for 
jobs lengthens, it is important that the gov- 
ernment restricts outsourcing jobs to other 
countries and create said jobs within the na- 
tion. Instead of outsourcing jobs, the United 
States should provide incentives to retain 
these positions in America. 

As the United States adapts to the most 
severe recession since the Great Depression, 
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the American citizens’ fear of a failing econ- 
omy is justified. Major issues such as the 
nearing fiscal cliff or changes in Social Secu- 
rity are becoming more common parts of 
American conversation. As January ap- 
proaches, politicians in D.C. are running out 
to time to make the decision of who will be 
taxed in the coming years. By taxing Ameri- 
cans making over two hundred and fifty- 
thousand dollars, more taxes can be gleaned 
by the federal government. Additionally, 
more citizens being taxed results in more eq- 
uitable terms. As a federal insurance pro- 
gram, Social Security is praised highly for 
the benefits it provides the retired popu- 
lation. Since American citizens are now liv- 
ing into their eighties, a shortage in Social 
Security money has materialized. The inad- 
equacy of funds has led to an extended re- 
tirement age which is predicted to continue 
increasing into the future. The United States 
must continue to raise the retirement age in 
order for Social Security to continue oper- 
ating. It takes time and multiple strategies 
to solve any major issue: there is no one per- 
fect solution. 
JONAH BLATT, MILTON HIGH SCHOOL 
(FINALIST) 

Good Evening America, 

There are several issues that need to be ad- 
dressed here tonight that will benefit our na- 
tion in one way or another. First off, rd like 
to touch on the topic of unemployment. The 
unemployment rate has dropped signifi- 
cantly. The rate was 10% in November of 
2009, which was the highest from January 1st 
2009 to January 1st 2013. In the middle of 
that, the rate bounced up and down between 
9% and 9.5% from 2010 to 2011. Now here we 
sit today on a continuous, steady decline all 
the way down to 7.7%, and I assure you it is 
not over. Jobs were being created at a rate of 
151,000 per month in 2012 and we look to raise 
that number this coming year. My new plan 
allows workers who have lost their job to be 
placed on temporary jobs as trainees for 
short periods to retain their skills or gain 
new ones while still receiving benefits. This 
was released on April 19th where the unem- 
ployment rate was 8.2% and now it is 7.7%. 
It’s working, America. 

Cannabis, or better known as marijuana 
has become a major topic of discussion these 
days in America. Is it a medical miracle or 
an addiction amongst many? The Office of 
National Drug Control Policy and I have 
stated that we oppose the legalization of 
marijuana and other drugs since legalization 
would increase the availability and use of 
other illegal drugs. Their legalization would 
bring more health and safety risks closer to 
your homes. The legalization and selling of 
marijuana could bring some positive to our 
attention. A potential boost for the economy 
if it was sold and taxed heavily. However in 
the end I strongly oppose the legalization 
process and it should only remain available 
for medical use only. The risks strongly out- 
weigh the positives. 

Over 50 years ago we created a strong, 
close relationship with Israel. We have done 
joint military planning along with military 
research and weapons development. We have 
continuously assisted Israel with $3.1 billion 
in security assistance and I will not be the 
president to stop that trend. The only way 
for Israel to achieve peace with their neigh- 
bors is to begin with a clear and strong com- 
mitment to the security of Israel. They are 
also a big export consumer to our economy. 
We must stand by our ally through these 
tough times between them and the Palestin- 
ians. We will look to both sides to find a 
common ground to install peace back into 
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the world between these rival nations. I am 
in support of resumption of the aid to the 
Palestinian government with a condition 
that the government renounce terrorism. 
Israel has a right to defend themselves from 
these Palestinian rocket attacks, but we will 
look to peace first in order to draw this to an 
end. Israel is an important ally in all per- 
spectives. We must help them. 


Thank you and good night America. 


ALLIE BULL, CHAMPLAIN VALLEY UNION HIGH 
SCHOOL (FINALIST) 


The United States of America is known as 
the land of profuse opportunity for all who 
come here. Throughout the history of this 
country, there have been events to be proud 
of and events that were not too glorious. As 
the world prepares for the new year of 2013, 
it is a good idea to reflect as we explore the 
state of this union, and gain insight into how 
this country is running. 


Congress is seemingly dysfunctional right 
now. The current Congress has passed the 
least number of bills in history. This sta- 
tistic is shocking and embarrassing. The sys- 
tem of checks and balances within our de- 
mocracy is designed to prevent an abuse of 
power. It is also a known fact that our sys- 
tem takes longer to pass bills and get things 
done; however, the current state of gridlock 
is not okay. The nation is frustrated with 
the leaders and the lack of compromise in 
Washington. Congress needs to become a 
leader of the whole nation, and not indi- 
vidual leaders of each political party. The 
wall between each party needs to be let down 
and national issues need to be addressed. It 
is hard for congressmen to make decisions 
that could affect reelection; yet, the lack of 
progress being made is not making the con- 
stituents any happier. It is better for these 
leaders to leave the nation stronger and 
prosperous than when they arrived, as op- 
posed to an unchanged, struggling country. 


In the shadow of the Sandy Hook Mas- 
sacre, gun control debates have resurfaced. 
This is a topic that needs to be addressed, 
swiftly and promptly. Semi-automatic weap- 
ons are completely and utterly unnecessary 
in the United States of America. There is no 
reason that a person should need or desire to 
own one. These weapons are killing machines 
and should be banned. Americans have the 
right to bear arms, but there is no need for 
weapons other than hunting weapons. Any 
weapons that do remain legal in this country 
need to be regulated and controlled with 
very thorough background checks. However, 
the fact that semi-automatic weapons are 
available isn’t the only cause of these trage- 
dies. Hollywood portrays gun violence as ex- 
citing and desirable. That, in combination 
with violent video games, leaves imprints in 
the brains of impressionable young people 
(including the mentally ill). Semi-automatic 
weapons should be banned, and violence mov- 
ies and games should be regulated. In this 
country there is freedom of speech and ex- 
pression, but the production of these movies 
and games results in harm to other citizens. 
All of these factors need to be addressed. 
Politicians who agree with this stance need 
to step up and speak out despite the possible 
damage to their reelection. The safety of the 
people should be more important than re- 
election. 


America is a bright and prosperous place. 
There are a few issues dragging it down, but 
with the known strength of this nation, 
these problems can be solved. The only way 
to fix big problems is to lay down political 
barriers and work together, hand-in-hand. 
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EMMA DAVITT, CHAMPLAIN VALLEY UNION 
HIGH SCHOOL (FINALIST) 

The current state of our Union is multi- 
faceted, filled with diverse opinions and nu- 
merous obstacles. Our Union faces an inter- 
esting future ahead, either a prosperous and 
promising future, or a destructive and dele- 
terious future. It is up to us, the people of 
the United States, to do everything we can 
to ensure a brilliant future, to promise fortu- 
itous and successful lives for our succeeding 
generations. 

We are currently coping with the most in- 
tense, severe recession in our country since 
the Great Depression. 7.9% of the people in 
the United States are out of work, struggling 
to find jobs and earn a living. Detrimental 
taxes are traumatizing families, college 
graduates’ degrees are rarely helping them 
secure jobs and, throughout these unfortu- 
nate situations, many Americans are still fo- 
cusing on abortions and gay marriage rights. 
It is time for our nation to accept individ- 
uality, embrace the freedom our country was 
founded upon, and fix the major problems 
facing the people of the United States of 
America. 

The unemployment rate is uncomfortably 
high. In 2008, many businesses closed, numer- 
ous workers were laid off and the unemploy- 
ment rate began to rise. As a result, jobs 
have become more valuable, and at a time 
where few were comfortable with their living 
situations and current bank accounts, taxes 
rose. To address this situation, taxes must 
be lowered for the lower and middle-class 
families while returning the economy to a 
peaceful state, encouraging businesses to 
grow and expand in the United States. 

The economy is not only affecting the 
working class of our nation, but also the 
children—the future. If children watch their 
parents and older siblings with college de- 
grees struggle to find a job, what will make 
them want to go to college? What will con- 
vince them that attending college is a won- 
derful and beneficial experience? The young 
members of our national community will one 
day be responsible for our country and our 
only option to ensure a bright and promising 
future is to nurture, teach and help this 
younger generation. With this in mind, it 
should be of great importance to the United 
States to make college education more af- 
fordable for the young population. Through 
grants, aid and scholarships, many more stu- 
dents will have the opportunities to attend 
universities, and with an economy on the 
mend, we can look to the future with great 
hope in the highly educated body that will 
one day run the country. 

Contemplating these issues, our Union has 
a lot to focus on. We have run ourselves into 
a deep economic and educational rut and it 
is our job to work together to climb out of 
it. The future of our country rests solely in 
the hands of the upcoming generation, how- 
ever, how can we have faith in the subse- 
quent decades if our current society strug- 
gles to find jobs and attend college? The an- 
swer is rather simple, the young people of 
our country have the chance to make 
groundbreaking decisions and be amazing 
leaders, if given the opportunities. 

TARYN DRUGE, CHAMPLAIN VALLEY UNION 

HIGH SCHOOL (FINALIST) 

In an idealistic world we would work for a 
common good. Countries wouldn’t consider 
money, land, or rivalry. They would only see 
how they could create peace and maintain it. 
As Franklin D. Roosevelt said, ‘‘A point has 
been reached where the peoples of the Amer- 
icas must take cognizance of growing ill- 
will, of marked trends toward aggression, of 
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increasing armaments, of shortening tem- 
pers—a situation which has in it many of the 
elements that lead to the tragedy of general 
war ... Peace is threatened by those who 
seek selfish power.” It is my opinion that, in 
this world, we are not driven by the ambi- 
tion for peace but instead by the ambition 
for wealth and power. We, the U.S., are no 
different, as much as we would love to be- 
lieve otherwise and see ourselves as the 
peace bearers of the world. We must open our 
eyes to the truth. Wealth and power must be 
relevant in our dealings with foreign nations 
because these are some of the only factors 
that will drive negotiation. 

An example of the struggle for wealth and 
power is the United States relationship with 
China. Currently, the U.S. is deeply uneasy 
about China, to whom we are deeply in- 
debted, for they are our greatest supplier of 
goods. It is frightening to think that China’s 
withdrawal could destroy our entire econ- 
omy, yet our withdrawal from China would 
cripple them as well. Instead of the depend- 
ence creating unity among our nations, it 
has created discomfort and hostility. The 
power complex each country has creates the 
belief that dependence upon one another 
weakens us. When Thomas Jefferson said, 
“Dependence begets subservience and venal- 
ity, suffocates the germ of virtue, and pre- 
pares fit tools for the designs of ambition,” 
Jefferson could never foresee that U.S. de- 
pendence would extend overseas due to our 
economies’ desire to manufacture cheaper 
and thus more profitable products. 

China and the U.S are two great super- 
powers, and each is just as self-destructive as 
the other. Without a strong and desirable al- 
liance with China, the U.S. becomes weak- 
ened to possible foreign attacks and a col- 
lapse of the economy. The U.S. is feeling out 
of balance right now: so many goods are 
being manufactured overseas at the expense 
of U.S. jobs being taken away. This balance 
could be found when the U.S comes to the re- 
alization that we cannot completely isolate 
China, and, at the same time, we must create 
a political environment that nurtures U.S. 
businesses that manufacture products do- 
mestically. 

In an ideal world the bonds and alliances of 
countries would surpass the separation of 
race, religion, class and culture. We must 
work towards this ideal world, because in it 
we will find a far better future we could not 
possibly foresee today.e 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO TECHNICAL 
SERGEANT GREGORY M. GRUTTER 


e Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
rise today to recognize the heroic serv- 
ice of Rhode Island Air National Guard 
TSgt. Gregory M. Grutter. Technical 
Sergeant Grutter was awarded the 
Bronze Medal Star with Valor and the 
Purple Heart, and I honor him for the 
courageous actions he took to earn 
these awards. 

In 2008, Technical Sergeant Grutter 
was assigned as a security officer for 
the Defense Intelligence Support Of- 
fice-Afghanistan. On March 20, 2008, 
while driving a convoy vehicle for the 
Guard, Technical Sergeant Grutter 
twice risked his own life to thwart 
enemy ambushes and save the lives of 
others. 

In the first instance, Technical Ser- 
geant Grutter used his own vehicle as a 
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shield to protect Afghan National Po- 
lice officers driving an unarmored vehi- 
cle. Then, noticing the Afghan Na- 
tional Police’s machine gun crew in 
distress, he dismounted from his own 
vehicle, ran through intense fire, and 
helped the police repair their weapons. 

While Technical Sergeant Grutter 
was working with the machine gun 
crew, enemy insurgents moved in to 
flank the convoy and began to prepare 
an attack. With great bravery, Ser- 
geant Grutter ran approximately 200 
meters over exposed terrain to engage 
the insurgents, which forced them to 
retreat. Shortly thereafter, the enemy 
disengaged and left the area. 

Unfortunately, a second ambush was 
already in the making. A large number 
of civilians became trapped by small 
arms fire from enemy forces. Without 
regard for his personal safety, Tech- 
nical Sergeant Grutter provided sup- 
pressing fire from an exposed position, 
which allowed the Afghan National Po- 
lice to evacuate the civilians to safety. 

As a result of the courageous actions 
taken by Technical Sergeant Grutter, 
lives were saved and the convoy contin- 
ued its mission. 

I thank Technical Sergeant Grutter 
for his brave actions and honor his dis- 
tinguished service and meritorious 
achievement in earning the Bronze 
Medal Star with Valor and the Purple 
Heart. The courage he demonstrated 
during his combat mission brings great 
honor to our country, the Air National 
Guard and the state of Rhode Island. 

Along with his fellow Guardsmen, I 
thank Technical Sergeant Grutter for 
his outstanding commitment to serv- 
ing and protecting our country. We in 
Rhode Island are lucky to call him one 
of our own, and we are proud of him.e 


EE 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mrs. Neiman, one of his 
secretaries. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the presiding 
officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


EE 
SIX-MONTH PERIODIC REPORT ON 
THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY 


WITH RESPECT TO LIBYA THAT 
WAS ORIGINALLY DECLARED IN 
EXECUTIVE ORDER 13566 OF FEB- 
RUARY 25, 2011—PM 3 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be- 
fore the Senate the following message 


February 13, 2013 


from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


Section 202(d) of the National Emer- 
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na- 
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be- 
yond the anniversary date. In accord- 
ance with this provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na- 
tional emergency declared in Executive 
Order 18566 of February 25, 2011, is to 
continue in effect beyond February 25, 
2013. 


Colonel Muammar Qadhafi, his gov- 
ernment, and close associates took ex- 
treme measures against the people of 
Libya, including by using weapons of 
war, mercenaries, and wanton violence 
against unarmed civilians. In addition, 
there was a serious risk that Libyan 
state assets would be misappropriated 
by Qadhafi, members of his govern- 
ment, members of his family, or his 
close associates if those assets were 
not protected. The foregoing cir- 
cumstances, the prolonged attacks, and 
the increased numbers of Libyans seek- 
ing refuge in other countries caused a 
deterioration in the security of Libya, 
posed a serious risk to its stability, 
and led me to declare a national emer- 
gency to deal with this threat to the 
national security and foreign policy of 
the United States. 


We are in the process of winding 
down the sanctions in response to de- 
velopments in Libya, including the fall 
of Qadhafi and his government and the 
establishment of a democratically 
elected government. We are working 
closely with the new Libyan govern- 
ment and with the international com- 
munity to effectively and appro- 
priately ease restrictions on sanctioned 
entities, including by taking actions 
consistent with the U.N. Security 
Council’s decision to lift sanctions 
against the Central Bank of Libya and 
two other entities on December 16, 
2011. The situation in Libya, however, 
continues to pose an unusual and ex- 
traordinary threat to the national se- 
curity and foreign policy of the United 
States and we need to protect against 
this threat and the diversion of assets 
or other abuse by certain members of 
Qadhafi’s family and other former re- 
gime officials. Therefore, I have deter- 
mined that it is necessary to continue 
the national emergency with respect to 
Libya. 

BARACK OBAMA. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 13, 2013. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 12:57 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 


H.R. 235. An act to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide grants to 
States to streamline State requirements and 
procedures for veterans with military emer- 
gency medical training to become civilian 
emergency medical technicians. 

H.R. 316. An act to reinstate and transfer 
certain hydroelectric licenses and extend the 
deadline for commencement of construction 
of certain hydroelectric projects. 


—— 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 


H.R. 235. An act to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide grants to 
States to streamline State requirements and 
procedures for veterans with military emer- 
gency medical training to become civilian 
emergency medical technicians; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

H.R. 316. An act to reinstate and transfer 
certain hydroelectric licenses and extend the 
deadline for commencement of construction 
of certain hydroelectric projects; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 


— 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 


EC-372. A communication from the Para- 
legal, Federal Transit Administration, De- 
partment of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Environmental Impact and Related Proce- 
dures” (RIN2132-AB03) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on February 
11, 2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-373. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Commission, Bureau of Con- 
sumer Protection, Federal Trade Commis- 
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Children’s Online 
Privacy Protection Rule” (RIN3084-AB20) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 7, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-374. A communication from the Federal 
Register and Regulatory Liaison Officer, Of- 
fice of Protective Services, National Aero- 
nautics and Space Administration, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “NASA Security and Protective Serv- 
ices Enforcement” (RIN2700-AD89) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 7, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-375. A communication from the Federal 
Register and Regulatory Liaison Officer, Of- 
fice of Protective Services, National Aero- 
nautics and Space Administration, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “NASA Information Security Protec- 
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tion” (RIN2700-AD61) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on February 7, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-376. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standards; Motorcycle 
Brake Systems” (RIN2127-AK16) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
February 11, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-377. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standards; Side Im- 
pact Protection” (RIN2127-AK82) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
February 11, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-378. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Civil Pen- 
alties’’ (RIN2127-AL16) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on February 
11, 2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-379. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standards; Lamps, Re- 
flective Devices, and Associated Equipment” 
(RIN2127-AK99) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 11, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-380. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standards; New Pneu- 
matic and Certain Specialty Tires” 
(RIN2127-AK42) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 11, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-381. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway ‘Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘Part 567— 
Certification Authorized by 49 U.S.C. 30115” 
(RIN2127-AL18) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 11, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-382. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘List of 
Nonconforming Vehicles Decided to be Eligi- 
ble for Importation” (Docket No. NHTSA- 
2011-0127) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on February 11, 2013; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-383. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Consumer 
Information Regulations: Fees for Use of 
Traction Skid Pads” (RIN2127-AK06) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
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Senate on February 11, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-384. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Event 
Data Recorders” (RIN2127-AL14) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
February 11, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-385. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway ‘Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Make In- 
operative Exemptions; Retrofit On-Off 
Switches for Air Bags” (RIN2127-AL19) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 11, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-386. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Uniform 
Procedures for State Highway Safety Grant 
Programs” (RIN2127-AL30) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 11, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-387. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway ‘Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standards; Matters In- 
corporated by Reference” (RIN2127—AK89) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 11, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-388. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Tire Fuel 
Efficiency Consumer Information Program’’ 
(RIN2127-AK83) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 11, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-389. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway ‘Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal 
Motor Vehicle Theft Prevention Standard; 
Final Listing of 2013 Light Duty Truck Lines 
Subject to the Requirements of This Stand- 
ard and Exempted Vehicle Lines for Model 
Year 2013” (RIN2127-AL21) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 11, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-390. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Analyst, National Highway ‘Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Schedule 
of Fees Authorized” (RIN2127-AL09) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-391. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Bell Helicopter Textron Helicopters” 
((RIN2120-A A64) (Docket No. FAA-2012-0530)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
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Senate on February 11, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-392. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
No. FAA-2012-0488)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on February 11, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-393. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Fokker Services B.V. Airplanes” ((RIN2120- 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-0648)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-394. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Hawker Beechcraft Corporation Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-0829)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 11, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-395. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Cessna Aircraft Company Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2012-0846)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 11, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-396. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
No. FAA-2012-0493)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on February 11, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-397. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Hawker Beechcraft Corporation Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-0830)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 11, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-398. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Eurocopter France Helicopters” ((RIN2120- 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-1128)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-399. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2009-0794)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
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on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-400. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Si- 
korsky Aircraft Corporation Helicopters” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-0340)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 11, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-401. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-1104)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-402. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Fokker Services B.V. Airplanes” ((RIN2120- 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-0143)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-403. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Si- 
korsky Aircraft Corporation Helicopters” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~2012-0216)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 11, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

Ec-404. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA-2012-0679)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 11, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-405. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA~2012-0806)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 11, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-406. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
No. FAA~-2012-0428)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on February 11, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-407. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
No. FAA~2011-0518)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on February 11, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 


February 13, 2013 


EC-408. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Airplanes” ((RIN2120- 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-0498)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-409. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Airplanes” ((RIN2120- 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2011-1168)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-410. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Airplanes” ((RIN2120- 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~2011-0652)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-411. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Eurocopter Deutschland GmbH Helicopters” 
((RIN2120-A A64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-1188)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 11, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-412. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Airplanes” ((RIN2120- 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-0728)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-413. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
No. FAA-2012-0427)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on February 11, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-414. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
BAE SYSTEMS (OPERATIONS) LIMITED 
Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA-2012-0642)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on February 11, 2013; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-415. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA-2012-0592)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 11, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-416. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
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tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
No. FAA-2012-0719)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on February 11, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-417. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA~-2012-0726)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 11, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-418. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” ((RIN2120-A A64) 
(Docket No. FAA~-2012-0146)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 11, 2013; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-419. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Pratt and Whitney Division Turbofan En- 
gines”? ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2012-0546)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on February 11, 2018; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-420. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
No. FAA-2012-0640)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on February 11, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-421. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Alpha Aviation Concept Limited Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2012-0798)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on February 11, 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-422. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2010-0856)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-423. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA~-2008-0619)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on February 11, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-424. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
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a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
No. FAA~2012-0144)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on February 11, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-425. A communication from the Para- 
legal Specialist, Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket 
No. FAA~2012-0596)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on February 11, 
2013; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
JOHANNS, Mrs. BOXER, and Mr. 
FRANKEN): 


S. 290. A bill to reduce housing-related 
health hazards, and for other purposes; to 


the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 
By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
JOHANNS, Mrs. BOXER, and Mr. 
FRANKEN): 


S. 291. A bill to establish the Council on 
Healthy Housing and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: 

S. 292. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to provide a special rule 
for the period of admission of H-2A non- 
immigrants employed as sheepherders, goat 
herders, or dairy farmers, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEE: 

S. 293. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to eliminate the per- 
country numerical limitation for employ- 
ment-based immigrants, to increase the per- 
country numerical limitation for family- 
sponsored immigrants, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. BAU- 
cus, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Mrs. SHAHEEN): 

S. 294. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the disability com- 
pensation evaluation procedure of the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs for veterans with 
mental health conditions related to military 
sexual trauma, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG: 

S. 295. A bill to allow certain Indonesian 
citizens to file a motion to reopen their asy- 
lum claims; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Ms. COL- 
LINS, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, and Ms. BALDWIN): 

S. 296. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to eliminate discrimina- 
tion in the immigration laws by permitting 
permanent partners of United States citizens 
and lawful permanent residents to obtain 
lawful permanent resident status in the 
same manner as spouses of citizens and law- 
ful permanent residents and to penalize im- 
migration fraud in connection with perma- 
nent partnerships; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUBIO: 

S. 297. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 

enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit against 
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tax for qualified elementary and secondary 
education tuition; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
CORKER, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. RUBIO, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. INHOFE, 
and Mr. DONNELLY): 

S. 298. A bill to prevent nuclear prolifera- 
tion in North Korea, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mrs. FISCHER, and Mr. 
SESSIONS): 


S. 299. A bill to prohibit appropriated funds 
from being used in contravention of section 
642(a) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and 
Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. SES- 
SIONS, and Mr. LEE): 

S. 300. A bill to prohibit the implementa- 
tion of any program that grants temporary 
legal status to, or adjusts the status of, any 
individual who is unlawfully present in the 
United States until the Secretary of Home- 
land Security certifies that the US-VISIT 
system has been fully implemented at every 
land, sea, and air port of entry; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. LEE, 
and Mr. BOOZMAN): 

S. 301. A bill to amend section 301 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to clarify 
those classes of individuals born in the 
United States who are nationals and citizens 
of the United States at birth; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 302. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to make voting in a 
Federal election by an unlawfully present 
alien an aggravated felony and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 303. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to promote innovation, 
investment, and research in the United 
States, to eliminate the diversity immigrant 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COCHRAN (for himself and Mr. 
WICKER): 

S. 304. A bill to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to convey to the State of Mississippi 
2 parcels of surplus land within the boundary 
of the Natchez Trace Parkway, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. COCHRAN (for himself and Mr. 
WICKER): 

S. 305. A bill to authorize the acquisition of 
core battlefield land at Champion Hill, Port 
Gibson, and Raymond for addition to Vicks- 
burg National Military Park; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
RISCH, Mr. ENZI, and Mr. CRAPO): 

S. 306. A bill to authorize all Bureau of 
Reclamation conduit facilities for hydro- 
power development under Federal Reclama- 
tion law, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. SCHU- 
MER, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. CARDIN, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Mr. REED, Mr. NELSON, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. BROWN, Mr. LEAHY, 
and Mr. MERKLEY): 

S. 307. A bill to reduce the Federal budget 
deficit by closing big oil tax loopholes, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 
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By Mr. BEGICH: 

S. 308. A bill to amend title II of the Social 
Security Act and the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 to make improvements in the old-age, 
survivors, and disability insurance program, 
to provide for cash relief for years for which 
annual COLAs do not take effect under cer- 
tain cash benefit programs, and to provide 
for Social Security benefit protection; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CocH- 
RAN, Mr. BEGICH, and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 309. A bill to award a Congressional Gold 
Medal to the World War II members of the 
Civil Air Patrol; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. MORAN (for himself, Mr. WAR- 
NER, Mr. Coons, and Mr. BLUNT): 

S. 310. A bill to jump-start economic recov- 
ery through the formation and growth of new 
businesses, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. LANDRIEU: 

S. 311. A bill to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to study the suitability and feasi- 
bility of designating sites in the Lower Mis- 
sissippi River Area in the State of Louisiana 
as a unit of the National Park System, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico (for 
himself and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 312. A bill to adjust the boundary of the 
Carson National Forest, New Mexico; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. BURR, 
Mr. HARKIN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. RUBIO, 
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. MORAN, Mr. REED, 
Mr. LEAHY, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BROWN, 
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. Coons, Mr. 
JOHANNS, and Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 313. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for the tax 
treatment of ABLE accounts established 
under State programs for the care of family 
members with disabilities, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG: 

S. 314. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to improve the health of chil- 
dren and help better understand and enhance 
awareness about unexpected sudden death in 
early life; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. SANDERS, Ms. COLLINS, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. ISAKSON, Ms. MI- 
KULSKI, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
and Mr. NELSON): 

S. 315. A bill to reauthorize and extend the 
Paul D. Wellstone Muscular Dystrophy Com- 
munity Assistance, Research, and Education 
Amendments of 2008; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. SANDERS (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. MERKLEY, 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, and Mr. 
BROWN): 

S. 316. A bill to recalculate and restore re- 
tirement annuity obligations of the United 
States Postal Service, to eliminate the re- 
quirement that the United States Postal 
Service prefund the Postal Service Retiree 
Health Benefits Fund, to place restrictions 
on the closure of postal facilities, to create 
incentives for innovation for the United 
States Postal Service, to maintain levels of 
postal service, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHANNS (for himself and Mrs. 
FISCHER): 
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S. 317. A bill to require the Inspector Gen- 
eral of the Environmental Protection Agen- 
cy to include certain assessments in reports; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

By Mr. JOHANNS: 

S. 318. A bill to rescind funds made avail- 
able to the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency if the Adminis- 
trator fails to meet certain deadlines; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mr. JOHANNS: 

S. 319. A bill to require the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
provide adequate data, modeling, and sup- 
port in the development of a State imple- 
mentation plan under the Clean Air Act; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mr. JOHANNS (for himself, Mr. 
BARRASSO, Mr. PAUL, Ms. COLLINS, 
Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. COATS, Mr. JOHN- 
SON of Wisconsin, and Mrs. FISCHER): 

S. 320. A bill to amend chapter 8 of title 5, 
United States Code, to provide for congres- 
sional review of agency guidance documents; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. REED, Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. ROCKE- 
FELLER, Mr. HARKIN, and Mr. 
FRANKEN): 

S. 321. A bill to reduce the deficit by im- 
posing a minimum effective tax rate for 
high-income taxpayers; to the Committee on 
Finance. 


By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Mr. BEGICH, and Ms. 
HIRONO): 


S. 322. A bill to set the United States on 
track to ensure children are ready to learn 
when they begin kindergarten; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Mr. 
COCHRAN): 

S. 323. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for extended 
months of Medicare coverage of immuno- 
suppressive drugs for kidney transplant pa- 
tients and other renal dialysis provisions; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. 
McCONNELL, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. GRASSLEY, 
Mr. SHELBY, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. INHOFE, 
Mr. SESSIONS, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. ENZI, 
Mr. CRAPO, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER, Mr. BURR, Mr. COBURN, Mr. 
THUNE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. VITTER, Mr. 
CORKER, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. WICKER, 

. JOHANNS, Mr. RISCH, Mr. KIRK, 

. CoaTs, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. MORAN, 

PORTMAN, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. 
TooMEY, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Wisconsin, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
LEE, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. HELLER, Mr. 
SCOTT, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. CRUZ, and 
Mrs. FISCHER): 

S.J. Res. 7. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relative to balancing the budg- 
et; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Se 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 
The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 
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By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, Ms. 
MIKULSKI, Mr. FRANKEN, Ms. LAN- 
DRIEU, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. LAUTEN- 
BERG, Mr. Coons, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
BEGICH, Mr. MANCHIN, Mrs. HAGAN, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. WICKER, Mr. UDALL of 
Colorado, Mr. NELSON, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Mr. Pryor, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. WYDEN, 
Mr. WARNER, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. DUR- 
BIN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Ms. STABENOW, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. COWAN, and Mr. 
REED): 

S. Res. 31. A resolution celebrating Black 
History Month; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Ms. 
HEITKAMP): 

S. Res. 32. A resolution congratulating the 
North Dakota State University football 
team for winning the 2012 National Colle- 
giate Athletic Association Division I Foot- 
ball Championship Subdivision title; consid- 
ered and agreed to. 

By Mr. MORAN (for himself and Mr. 
ROBERTS): 

S. Res. 33. A resolution commemorating 
the 150th anniversary of Emporia State Uni- 
versity; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and Mr. 
MORAN): 

S. Res. 34. A resolution commemorating 
the 150th anniversary of Kansas State Uni- 
versity; considered and agreed to. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 37 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. Baucus) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 37, a bill to sustain the economic 
development and recreational use of 
National Forest System land and other 
public land in the State of Montana, to 
add certain land to the National Wil- 
derness Preservation System, to re- 
lease certain wilderness study areas, to 
designate new areas for recreation, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 119 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
119, a bill to prohibit the application of 
certain restrictive eligibility require- 
ments to foreign nongovernmental or- 
ganizations with respect to the provi- 
sion of assistance under part I of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 
S. 153 
At the request of Mr. BEGICH, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. UDALL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 153, a bill to amend section 520J of 
the Public Health Service Act to au- 
thorize grants for mental health first 
aid training programs. 
S. 169 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. THUNE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 169, a bill to amend the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to 
authorize additional visas for well-edu- 
cated aliens to live and work in the 
United States, and for other purposes. 
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S. 183 
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
the name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 183, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for fair- 
ness in hospital payments under the 
Medicare program. 
S. 210 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
CHAMBLISS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 210, a bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, with respect to fraudulent 
representations about having received 
military declarations or medals. 
S. 234 
At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
234, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to permit certain retired 
members of the uniformed services who 
have a service-connected disability to 
receive both disability compensation 
from the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs for their disability and either re- 
tired pay by reason of their years of 
military service or Combat-Related 
Special Compensation, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 264 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 264, a bill to expand access to 
community mental health centers and 
improve the quality of mental health 
care for all Americans. 


EEE 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
JOHANNS, Mrs. BOXER, and Mr. 
FRANKEN): 

S. 290. A bill to reduce housing-re- 
lated health hazards, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I am 
introducing two bipartisan bills per- 
taining to healthy housing, the 
Healthy Housing Council Act and the 
Title X Amendments Act. These bills 
seek to improve federal coordination of 
healthy housing efforts and better inte- 
grate healthy housing activities into 
the ongoing lead poisoning prevention 
work at the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development. 

The presence of housing-related 
health hazards is often overlooked or is 
unable to be addressed, and yet these 
hazards are sometimes the cause of a 
variety of preventable diseases and 
conditions like cancer, lead poisoning, 
and asthma. While I have been working 
to address these hazards throughout 
my tenure in Congress, I was pleased 
that the Administration last week re- 
leased its Strategy for Action to Ad- 
vance Healthy Housing, a multi-depart- 
ment and agency effort to develop con- 
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sensus-based criteria to address hous- 
ing hazards that impact the health and 
habitation of children and families. 

This new Strategy for Action calls on 
Federal agencies to address barriers 
and disincentives to the delivery of 
services to improve housing conditions, 
particularly among low-income fami- 
lies with young children; replicate suc- 
cessful local healthy housing programs 
on a larger scale; and conduct more re- 
search into cost-effective advances in 
healthy housing programming. 

The Title X Amendments Act, S. 290, 
which I am introducing with Senators 
JOHANNS, FRANKEN, and BOXER, and has 
been in the drafting stages for many 
months, responds to these calls for ac- 
tion. It would provide HUD with the 
necessary authority to continue to 
carry out healthy housing activities 
while protecting important ongoing 
lead remediation efforts, allow grant- 
ees to improve the conditions in zero- 
bedroom units, and streamline eligi- 
bility for assistance. These are simple, 
yet necessary reforms designed to im- 
prove and expand cost-effective serv- 
ices, and I look forward to working 
with my colleagues to see them en- 
acted. 

It is also vital that we continue the 
type of collaboration and coordination 
among Federal departments and agen- 
cies, like HUD, HHS, EPA, and CDC, 
that resulted in the Strategy for Ac- 
tion to Advance Healthy Homes. In- 
deed, there are many programs frag- 
mented across multiple agencies that 
are responsible for addressing housing- 
related health hazards like lead and 
radon, and we should strive to improve 
the efficiency and efficacy of these ef- 
forts by ensuring that these agencies 
continue to work together. 

The Healthy Housing Council Act, S. 
291, which Senator JOHANNS, FRANKEN, 
and BOXER have also cosponsored, 
would establish an independent inter- 
agency Council on Healthy Housing in 
the executive branch in order to im- 
prove coordination, bring existing ef- 
forts out of their respective silos, and 
reduce duplication. 

The bill calls for the council to con- 
vene periodic meetings with experts in 
the public and private sectors to dis- 
cuss ways to educate individuals and 
families on how to recognize housing- 
related health hazards and access the 
necessary services and preventive 
measures to combat these hazards. The 
council would also be required to hold 
biannual stakeholder meetings, main- 
tain an updated website, and work to 
unify healthy housing data collection 
and maintenance. 

Our goal for these bills is to help re- 
duce the more than 5.7 million house- 
holds living in conditions with mod- 
erate or severe health hazards, 23 mil- 
lion additional homes with lead-based 
paint hazards, 14,000 unintentional in- 
jury and fire deaths every year that re- 
sult from housing-related hazards, and 
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21,000 radon-associated lung cancer 
deaths every year. Indeed, these num- 
bers contribute to increasing health 
care costs for individuals and families, 
as well as for federal, state, and local 
governments. 

Promoting low-cost measures to 
eliminate subpar housing can make a 
dramatic and meaningful difference in 
the lives of children and families and 
help reduce health care costs. I urge 
our colleagues to join in supporting 
these bipartisan bills. 


By Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
and Ms. BALDWIN): 

S. 296. A bill to amend the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act to eliminate 
discrimination in the immigration 
laws by permitting permanent partners 
of United States citizens and lawful 
permanent residents to obtain lawful 
permanent resident status in the same 
manner as spouses of citizens and law- 
ful permanent residents and to penalize 
immigration fraud in connection with 
permanent partnerships; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today I 
am reintroducing the Uniting Amer- 
ican Families Act, UAFA, which grants 
same-sex bi-national couples the same 
immigration benefits heterosexual cou- 
ples have long enjoyed. This is the 
sixth Congress in which I have intro- 
duced this legislation, and I am proud 
to be joined this year by Senator COL- 
LINS, a strong champion for American 
families. She cosponsored this bill last 
Congress, and I thank her for her lead- 
ership as she joins me as an original 
cosponsor today. 

Preserving family unity is central to 
our immigration policy. President 
Obama understands that, which is why 
I was so pleased to see that he included 
UAFA as a core tenet of the immigra- 
tion principles he outlined last month. 

Even as American attitudes are 
changing about the civil rights of gay 
and lesbian Americans, the so-called 
Defense of Marriage Act forces many 
Americans to choose between the coun- 
try they love and being with the people 
they love. This destructive policy tears 
families apart and forces hardworking 
Americans to make the heart-wrench- 
ing choice no American should have to 
make. Families from Maine to Cali- 
fornia experience this hardship. In 
Vermont, I have seen firsthand the un- 
fairness that couples have endured as a 
result of our current laws and have 
spoken at length on their struggles in 
this Chamber. I have heard from a 
number of Vermonters who have had to 
make the difficult decision to leave 
their work and homes in Vermont in 
order to be able to live with their 
spouses in more welcoming countries; 
some whole spouses are legally in the 
U.S. temporarily but worry daily when 
they will be required to leave the U.S.; 
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and some who suffer the heartbreak of 
a long-distance marriage when their 
spouses are denied even a visitor visa 
to spend some time with their spouses 
in the U.S. The Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee heard directly from families 
like these as well. 

Over the past decade, Americans 
have begun to reject the notion that 
U.S. citizens who are gay or lesbian 
should not have their committed rela- 
tionships recognized by the law and the 
protections that provides. As of last 
month, the District of Columbia and 
nine states, including Connecticut, 
Iowa, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New York, Wash- 
ington, and my home state of Vermont, 
have legalized same-sex marriage. At 
the end of the 111th Congress, bipar- 
tisan votes in both the Senate and the 
House reversed the Military’s ‘‘Don’t 
Ask, Don’t Tell’’ policy, a 17-year-old 
stricture that barred gay and lesbian 
service men and women from openly 
serving in the military. Consistent 
with the repeal of the “Don’t Ask, 
Don’t Tell” policy, just last week the 
Pentagon signaled that it will begin 
providing benefits to the same-sex 
spouses of military personnel. As they 
have many times in our past and will 
continue in the future, prevailing 
American attitudes are progressing to- 
ward fairness and justice. The Supreme 
Court is poised to decide the fate of the 
Defense of Marriage Act and whether 
that law, which deprives same-sex cou- 
ples of over 1,000 Federal benefits and 
responsibilities, is consistent with our 
constitutional values. 

Many of our friends around the world 
have embraced immigration equality 
for same-sex families. Today at least 25 
nations, including some of our closest 
allies, offer immigration benefits to 
same-sex couples. America should join 
Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Brazil, 
Canada, the Czech Republic, Denmark, 
Finland, France, Germany, Greenland, 
Hungary, Iceland, Israel, Luxembourg, 
The Netherlands, New Zealand, Nor- 
way, Portugal, Romania, South Africa, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, and the 
United Kingdom in leading on this 
issue of civil rights and respect for the 
dignity of all families. I hope that Sen- 
ators who supported this important ad- 
vancement in our military policy will 
join me in calling for similar fairness 
and equality in our immigration laws. 

Some opponents of the United Amer- 
ican Families Act have argued that it 
would increase the potential for visa 
fraud. Of course I share the belief that 
all immigration applications should be 
screened for fraud, but I am confident 
that U.S. Citizenship and Immigration 
Services will have no more difficulty 
identifying fraud in same-sex relation- 
ships than they do in heterosexual 
marriages. The penalties for fraud 
under this bill would be the same as 
the penalties for marriage fraud. These 
are very strict penalties: a sentence of 
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up to 5 years in prison, $250,000 in fines 

for the U.S. citizen partner, and depor- 

tation for the foreign partner. In addi- 
tion, in order to qualify as a bi-na- 
tional couple under UAFA, petitioners 

must prove that they are at least 18 

years of age and in a committed, life- 

long relationship with another adult. 

The advancement of American ideals 

that respect human relationships and 

family bonds need not and should not 
be impeded by such fears. 

Among developed countries with cul- 
tures of respect for human rights and 
fairness, the United States policy in 
this regard is not living up to our great 
traditions of equal treatment under the 
law. We can and should do better. I 
hope all Senators will agree that the 
United States should not have a policy 
that forces Americans to choose be- 
tween their country and the ones they 
love, and I urge members of this body 
to join Senator COLLINS and me in this 
effort. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 296 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; AMENDMENTS TO IM- 

MIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT; 
TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘Uniting American Families Act of 
2013”. 

(b) AMENDMENTS TO IMMIGRATION AND NA- 
TIONALITY ACT.—Except as otherwise specifi- 
cally provided in this Act, if an amendment 
or repeal is expressed as the amendment or 
repeal of a section or other provision, the 
reference shall be considered to be made to 
that section or provision in the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.). 

(c) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; amendments to Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act; table 
of contents. 

. Definitions of permanent partner and 
permanent partnership. 

. Worldwide level of immigration. 

. Numerical limitations on individual 
foreign states. 

. Allocation of immigrant visas. 

. Procedure for granting immigrant 
status. 

. Annual admission of refugees and ad- 
mission of emergency situation 
refugees. 

. 8. Asylum. 

. 9. Adjustment of status of refugees. 

. 10. Inadmissible aliens. 

. 11. Nonimmigrant status for permanent 
partners awaiting the avail- 
ability of an immigrant visa. 

. 12. Conditional permanent resident sta- 
tus for certain alien spouses, 
permanent partners, and sons 
and daughters. 

. 13. Conditional permanent resident sta- 
tus for certain alien entre- 
preneurs, spouses, permanent 
partners, and children. 

. 14. Deportable aliens. 


February 13, 2013 


Sec. 15. 
Sec. 16. 


Removal proceedings. 

Cancellation of removal; adjustment 
of status. 

Adjustment of status of non- 
immigrant to that of person ad- 
mitted for permanent resi- 
dence. 

Application of criminal penalties to 
for misrepresentation and con- 
cealment of facts regarding per- 
manent partnerships. 

Requirements as to residence, good 
moral character, attachment to 
the principles of the Constitu- 
tion. 

Naturalization for permanent part- 
ners of citizens. 

Application of family unity provi- 
sions to permanent partners of 
certain LIFE Act beneficiaries. 

Application to Cuban Adjustment 
Act. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS OF PERMANENT PARTNER 

AND PERMANENT PARTNERSHIP. 

Section 101(a) (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (15)(K)(ii), by inserting ‘‘or 
permanent partnership” after ‘‘marriage’’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(52) The term ‘permanent partner’ means 
an individual 18 years of age or older who— 

“(A) is in a committed, intimate relation- 
ship with another individual 18 years of age 
or older in which both individuals intend a 
lifelong commitment; 

‘(B) is financially interdependent with 
that other individual; 

“(C) is not married to, or in a permanent 
partnership with, any individual other than 
that other individual; 

“(D) is unable to contract with that other 
individual a marriage cognizable under this 
Act; and 

“(E) is not a first, second, or third degree 
blood relation of that other individual. 

‘(53) The term ‘permanent partnership’ 
means the relationship that exists between 2 
permanent partners.’’. 

SEC. 3. WORLDWIDE LEVEL OF IMMIGRATION. 

Section 201(b)(2)(A)(i) (8 U.S.C. 
1151(b)(2)(A)(i)) is amended— 

(1) by ‘‘spouse’”’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘spouse or permanent partner”; 

(2) by striking ‘‘spouses’’ and inserting 
“spouse, permanent partner,”’; 

(3) by inserting ‘‘(or, in the case of a per- 
manent partnership, whose permanent part- 
nership was not terminated)” after ‘‘was not 
legally separated from the citizen’’; and 

(4) by striking ‘‘remarries.’’ and inserting 
“remarries or enters a permanent partner- 
ship with another person.’’. 

SEC. 4. NUMERICAL LIMITATIONS ON 

VIDUAL FOREIGN STATES. 

(a) PER COUNTRY LEVELS.—Section 202(a)(4) 
(8 U.S.C. 1152(a)(4)) is amended— 

(1) in the paragraph heading, by inserting 
‘, PERMANENT PARTNERS,” after ‘‘SPOUSES’’; 

(2) in the heading of subparagraph (A), by 
inserting ‘‘, PERMANENT PARTNERS,” after 
‘““SPOUSES’’; and 

(3) in the heading of subparagraph (C), by 
striking ‘‘AND DAUGHTERS” inserting ‘‘WITH- 
OUT PERMANENT PARTNERS AND UNMARRIED 
DAUGHTERS WITHOUT PERMANENT PARTNERS”. 

(b) RULES FOR CHARGEABILITY.—Section 
202(b)(2) (8 U.S.C. 1152(b)(2)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘his spouse” and inserting 
“his or her spouse or permanent partner”; 

(2) by striking ‘‘such spouse” each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘such spouse or per- 
manent partner”; and 

(3) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partners” 
after “husband and wife”. 


Sec. 17. 


Sec. 18. 


Sec. 19. 


Sec. 20. 


Sec. 21. 


Sec. 22. 


INDI- 
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SEC. 5. ALLOCATION OF IMMIGRANT VISAS. 

(a) PREFERENCE ALLOCATION FOR FAMILY 
MEMBERS OF PERMANENT RESIDENT ALIENS.— 
Section 203(a)(2) (8 U.S.C. 1158(a)(2)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking the paragraph heading and 
inserting the following: 

“(2) SPOUSES, PERMANENT PARTNERS, UN- 
MARRIED SONS WITHOUT PERMANENT PART- 
NERS, AND UNMARRIED DAUGHTERS WITHOUT 
PERMANENT PARTNERS OF PERMANENT RESI- 
DENT ALIENS.—”’; 

(2) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘, per- 
manent partners,” after ‘‘spouses’’; and 

(8) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘or un- 
married daughters” and inserting ‘‘without 
permanent partners or the unmarried daugh- 
ters without permanent partners”. 

(b) PREFERENCE ALLOCATION FOR SONS AND 
DAUGHTERS OF CITIZENS.—Section 203(a)(3) (8 
U.S.C. 1153(a)(3)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the paragraph heading and 
inserting the following: 

‘(2) MARRIED SONS AND DAUGHTERS OF CITI- 
ZENS AND SONS AND DAUGHTERS WITH PERMA- 


NENT PARTNERS OF CITIZENS.—’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘, or sons or daughters 
with permanent partners,” after ‘‘daugh- 
ters”. 


(c) EMPLOYMENT CREATION.—Section 
203(b)(5)(A)Gi) (8 U.S.C. 1153(b)(5)(A)(ii)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘permanent partner,” 
after ‘‘spouse,”’. 

(d) TREATMENT OF FAMILY MEMBERS.—Sec- 
tion 203(d) (8 U.S.C. 1153(d)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting “or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘section 101(b)(1)’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘, permanent partner,” 
after ‘‘the spouse”. 

SEC. 6. PROCEDURE FOR GRANTING IMMIGRANT 
STATUS. 

(a) CLASSIFICATION PETITIONS.—Section 
204(a)(1) (8 U.S.C. 1154(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)— 

(A) in clause (ii), by inserting ‘‘or perma- 
nent partner” after ‘‘spouse’’; 

(B) in clause (iii)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse’’ each place it appears; and 

(ii) in subclause (I), by inserting ‘‘or per- 
manent partnership” after ‘‘marriage’’ each 
place it appears; 

(C) in clause (v)(1), by inserting ‘‘perma- 
nent partner,” after ‘‘is the spouse,’’; and 

(D) in clause (vi)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘or termination of the per- 
manent partnership” after ‘‘divorce’’; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, permanent partner,” 
after ‘‘spouse’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B)— 

(A) by inserting “or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse’’ each place it appears; and 

(B) in clause (ii)— 

(i) in subclause (I)(aa), by inserting ‘‘or 
permanent partnership” after “marriage”; 

(ii) in subclause (I)(bb), by inserting ‘‘or 
permanent partnership’? after ‘‘marriage”’ 
the first place it appears; and 

(iii) in subclause (II)(aa), by inserting ‘‘(or 
the termination of the permanent partner- 
ship)” after ‘‘termination of the marriage”. 

(b) IMMIGRATION FRAUD PREVENTION.—Sec- 
tion 204(c) (8 U.S.C. 1154(c)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting “or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse’’ each place it appears; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner- 
ship” after “marriage” each place it appears. 
SEC. 7. ANNUAL ADMISSION OF REFUGEES AND 

ADMISSION OF EMERGENCY SITUA- 
TION REFUGEES. 

Section 207(c) (8 U.S.C. 1157(c)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘, permanent partner,” 
after ‘‘spouse’’ each place it appears; and 
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(B) by inserting ‘‘, permanent partner’s,”’ 
after ‘‘spouse’s’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘, perma- 
nent partner,” after ‘‘spouse’’. 
SEC. 8. ASYLUM. 

Section 208(b)(3) (8 U.S.C. 
amended— 

(1) in the paragraph heading, by inserting 
‘* PERMANENT PARTNER,” after ‘‘SPOUSE’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘, per- 
manent partner,” after ‘‘spouse’’. 

SEC. 9. ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS OF REFUGEES. 

Section 209(b)(8) (8 U.S.C. 1159(b)(3)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, permanent part- 
ner,” after ‘“‘spouse’’. 

SEC. 10. INADMISSIBLE ALIENS. 

(a) CLASSES OF ALIENS INELIGIBLE FOR 
VISAS OR ADMISSION.—Section 212(a) (8 U.S.C. 
1182(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (8)(D)(iv), by inserting 
“permanent partner,” after ‘“‘spouse,”’; 

(2) in paragraph (4)(C)(i)(1), by inserting ‘‘, 
permanent partner,” after ‘‘spouse’’; 

(3) in paragraph (6)(E)(ii), by inserting 
“permanent partner,” after ‘“‘spouse,’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (9)(B)(v), by inserting ‘‘, 
permanent partner,” after ‘‘spouse’’. 

(b) WAIVERS.—Section 212(d) (8 U.S.C. 
1182(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (11), by inserting ‘‘perma- 
nent partner,” after ‘“‘spouse,’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (12), by inserting ‘‘, perma- 
nent partner,” after ‘‘spouse’’. 

(c) WAIVERS OF INADMISSIBILITY ON HEALTH- 
RELATED GROUNDS.—Section 212(g)(1)(A) (8 
U.S.C. 1182(g¢)(1)(A)) is amended by inserting 
“* permanent partner,” after ‘‘spouse’’. 

(d) WAIVERS OF INADMISSIBILITY ON CRIMI- 
NAL AND RELATED GROUNDS.—Section 
212(h)(1)(B) (8 U.S.C. 1182(h)(1)(B)) is amended 
by inserting ‘“‘permanent partner,” after 
““spouse,”’. 

(e) WAIVER OF INADMISSIBILITY FOR MIS- 
REPRESENTATION.—Section 212(i)(1) (8 U.S.C. 
1182(i1)(1)) is amended by inserting ‘‘perma- 
nent partner,” after ‘“‘spouse,’’. 

SEC. 11. NONIMMIGRANT STATUS FOR PERMA- 
NENT PARTNERS AWAITING THE 
AVAILABILITY OF AN IMMIGRANT 
VISA. 

Section 214(r) (8 U.S.C. 1184(r)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or per- 
manent partner” after ‘“‘spouse’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘or per- 
manent partnership” after ‘‘marriage’’ each 
place it appears. 

SEC. 12. CONDITIONAL PERMANENT RESIDENT 
STATUS FOR CERTAIN ALIEN 
SPOUSES, PERMANENT PARTNERS, 
AND SONS AND DAUGHTERS. 

(a) SECTION HEADING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The heading for section 
216 (8 U.S.C. 1186a) is amended by striking 
“AND SONS” and inserting ‘‘, PERMANENT 
PARTNERS, SONS,’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents is amended by amending the item 
relating to section 216 to read as follows: 
“Sec. 216. Conditional permanent resident 

status for certain alien spouses, 
permanent partners, sons, and 
daughters.’’. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—Section 216(a) (8 U.S.C. 
1186a(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or per- 
manent partner” after ‘‘spouse’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or 
permanent partner” after ‘‘spouse’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘per- 
manent partner,” after ‘‘spouse,’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (C), by inserting ‘‘per- 
manent partner,” after ‘‘spouse,’’. 


1158(b)(3)) is 
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(c) TERMINATION OF STATUS IF FINDING 
THAT QUALIFYING MARRIAGE IMPROPER.—Sec- 
tion 216(b) (8 U.S.C. 1186a(b)) is amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by inserting 
“OR PERMANENT PARTNERSHIP” after ‘‘MAR- 
RIAGE’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (1)(A)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner- 
ship” after ‘“‘marriage’’; and 

(B) in clause (ii)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘or has ceased to satisfy 
the criteria for being considered a perma- 
nent partnership under this Act,” after ‘‘ter- 
minated,’’; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse’’. 

(d) REQUIREMENTS OF TIMELY PETITION AND 
INTERVIEW FOR REMOVAL OF CONDITION.—Sec- 
tion 216(c) (8 U.S.C. 1186a(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraphs (1), (2)(A)Gi), BAGI), 
(3)(C), (4)(B), and (4)(C), by inserting ‘‘or per- 
manent partner” after ‘‘spouse’’ each place 
it appears; and 

(2) in paragraph (3)(A), (8)(D), (4)(B), and 
(4\(C), by inserting ‘“‘or permanent partner- 
ship” after ‘‘marriage’’ each place it appears. 

(e) CONTENTS OF  PETITION.—Section 
216(d)(1) (8 U.S.C. 1186a(d)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)— 

(A) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘OR PER- 
MANENT PARTNERSHIP” after ‘‘MARRIAGE’’; 

(B) in clause (i)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner- 
ship” after ‘‘marriage’’; 

(ii) in subclause (I), by inserting before the 
comma at the end ‘‘, or is a permanent part- 
nership recognized under this Act’’; and 

(iii) in subclause (II)— 

(I) by inserting ‘‘or has not ceased to sat- 
isfy the criteria for being considered a per- 
manent partnership under this Act,” after 
“terminated,’’; and 

(II) by inserting “or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse’’; and 

(C) in clause (ii), by inserting ‘‘or perma- 
nent partner” after ‘‘spouse’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(i)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner- 
ship” after ‘‘marriage’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse’’. 

(£) DEFINITIONS.—Section 216(g) (8 U.S.C. 
1186a(g)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by inserting “or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse”’ each place it appears; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner- 
ship” after ‘‘marriage’’ each place it appears; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘or per- 
manent partnership” after ‘‘marriage’’; 

(3) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘or per- 
manent partnership” after ‘‘marriage’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (4)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse”’ each place it appears; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner- 
ship” after ‘‘marriage’’. 

SEC. 13. CONDITIONAL PERMANENT RESIDENT 
STATUS FOR CERTAIN ALIEN ENTRE- 
PRENEURS, SPOUSES, PERMANENT 
PARTNERS, AND CHILDREN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 216A (8 U.S.C. 
1186b) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting ‘‘, 
PERMANENT PARTNERS,” after ‘‘SPOUSES’’; and 

(2) in paragraphs (1), (2)(A), (2)(B), and 
(2)(C), by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse”’ each place it appears. 

(b) TERMINATION OF STATUS IF FINDING 
THAT QUALIFYING ENTREPRENEURSHIP IM- 
PROPER.—Section 216A(b)(1) (8 U.S.C. 
1186b(b)(1)) is amended by inserting ‘‘or per- 
manent partner” after ‘‘spouse”’ in the mat- 
ter following subparagraph (C). 
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(c) REQUIREMENTS OF TIMELY PETITION AND 
INTERVIEW FOR REMOVAL OF CONDITION.—Sec- 
tion 216A(c) (8 U.S.C. 1186b(c)) is amended, in 
paragraphs (1), (2)(A)(ii), and (3)(C), by in- 


serting ‘‘or permanent partner” after 
“spouse”. 
(da) DEFINITIONS.—Section 216A(f)(2) (8 


U.S.C. 1186b(f)(2)) is amended by inserting 
“or permanent partner” after ‘‘spouse’’ each 
place it appears. 
(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents is amended by amending the item 
relating to section 216A to read as follows: 
“Sec. 216A. Conditional permanent resident 
status for certain alien entre- 
preneurs, spouses, permanent 
partners, and children.’’. 

SEC. 14. DEPORTABLE ALIENS. 

Section 237(a)(1) (8 U.S.C. 1227(a)(1)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D)(i), by inserting ‘‘or 
permanent partners” after ‘‘spouses’’ each 
place it appears; 

(2) in subparagraphs (E)(ii), (E)(iii), and 
(H)(i)), by inserting ‘‘or permanent part- 
ner” after ‘‘spouse’’; 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the 
following: 

“(F) PERMANENT PARTNERSHIP FRAUD.—An 
alien shall be considered to be deportable as 
having procured a visa or other documenta- 
tion by fraud (within the meaning of section 
212(a)(6)(C)(i)) and to be in the United States 
in violation of this Act (within the meaning 
of subparagraph (B)) if— 

‘“(i) the alien obtains any admission to the 
United States with an immigrant visa or 
other documentation procured on the basis 
of a permanent partnership entered into less 
than 2 years before such admission and 
which, within 2 years subsequent to such ad- 
mission, is terminated because the criteria 
for permanent partnership are no longer ful- 
filled, unless the alien establishes to the sat- 
isfaction of the Secretary of Homeland Secu- 
rity that such permanent partnership was 
not contracted for the purpose of evading 
any provision of the immigration laws; or 

“(i) it appears to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of Homeland Security that the 
alien has failed or refused to fulfill the 
alien’s permanent partnership, which the 
Secretary of Homeland Security determines 
was made for the purpose of procuring the 
alien’s admission as an immigrant.’’; and 

(4) in paragraphs (2)(E)(i) and (8)(C)(Gi), by 
inserting ‘‘or permanent partner’ after 
“spouse” each place it appears. 

SEC. 15. REMOVAL PROCEEDINGS. 

Section 240 (8 U.S.C. 1229a) is amended— 

(1) in the heading of subsection 
(eXT(O)v), by inserting ‘‘PERMANENT PART- 
NERS,” after ‘‘SPOUSES,’’; and 

(2) in subsection (e)(1), by inserting ‘‘per- 
manent partner,” after ‘‘spouse,”’. 

SEC. 16. CANCELLATION OF REMOVAL; ADJUST- 
MENT OF STATUS. 

Section 240A(b) (8 U.S.C. 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(D), by inserting ‘‘or 
permanent partner” after ‘‘spouse’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in the paragraph heading, by inserting 
‘, PERMANENT PARTNER,” after ‘‘SPOUSE’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘“‘, 
permanent partner,” after ‘‘spouse’’ each 
place it appears. 

SEC. 17. ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS OF NON- 
IMMIGRANT TO THAT OF PERSON 
ADMITTED FOR PERMANENT RESI- 
DENCE. 

(a) PROHIBITION ON ADJUSTMENT OF STA- 
Tus.—Section 245(d) (8 U.S.C. 1255(d)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘or permanent part- 
nership” after ‘‘marriage’’. 


1229b(b)) is 


February 13, 2013 


(b) AVOIDING IMMIGRATION FRAUD.—Section 
245(e) (8 U.S.C. 1255(e)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or per- 
manent partnership” after ‘‘marriage’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4)(A) Paragraph (1) and section 204(g) 
shall not apply with respect to a permanent 
partnership if the alien establishes by clear 
and convincing evidence to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of Homeland Security 
that— 

“(i) the permanent partnership was entered 
into in good faith and in accordance with 
section 101(a)(52); 

“(ii) the permanent partnership was not 
entered into for the purpose of procuring the 
alien’s admission as an immigrant; and 

“(iii) no fee or other consideration was 
given (other than a fee or other consider- 
ation to an attorney for assistance in prepa- 
ration of a lawful petition) for the filing of a 
petition under section 204(a) or 214(d) with 
respect to the alien permanent partner. 

‘(B) The Secretary shall promulgate regu- 
lations that provide for only 1 level of ad- 
ministrative appellate review for each alien 
under subparagraph (A).’’. 

(c) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS FOR CERTAIN 
ALIENS PAYING FEE.—Section 245(i)(1)(B) (8 
U.S.C. 1255(1)(1)(B)) is amended by inserting 
“, permanent partner,” after ‘‘spouse’’. 

SEC. 18. APPLICATION OF CRIMINAL PENALTIES 
TO FOR MISREPRESENTATION AND 
CONCEALMENT OF FACTS REGARD- 
ING PERMANENT PARTNERSHIPS. 

Section 275(c) (8 U.S.C. 1825(c)) is amended 
to read as follows: 

“(c) Any individual who knowingly enters 
into a marriage or permanent partnership 
for the purpose of evading any provision of 
the immigration laws shall be imprisoned for 
not more than 5 years, fined not more than 
$250,000, or both.’’. 

SEC. 19. REQUIREMENTS AS TO RESIDENCE, 
GOOD MORAL CHARACTER, ATTACH- 
MENT TO THE PRINCIPLES OF THE 


CONSTITUTION. 
Section 316(b) (8 U.S.C. 1427(b)) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘, permanent partner,” after 


“spouse”. 
SEC. 20. NATURALIZATION FOR PERMANENT 
PARTNERS OF CITIZENS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 319 (8 U.S.C. 1430) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by inserting “or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse” each place it appears; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner- 
ship” after ‘‘marital union’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or per- 
manent partner” after ‘“‘spouse’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘or per- 
manent partner” after ‘“‘spouse”’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse”’ each place it appears; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner- 
ship” after ‘‘marital union’’; 

(4) in subsection (e)(1)— 

(A) by inserting “or permanent partner” 
after ‘‘spouse’’; 

(B) by inserting ‘‘by the Secretary of De- 
fense” after ‘‘is authorized”; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘or permanent partner- 
ship” after ‘‘marital union”; and 

(5) in subsection (e)(2), by inserting 
permanent partner” after ‘‘spouse’’. 

(b) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Section 319(e) (8 
U.S.C. 1480(e)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(3) Nothing in this subsection may be con- 
strued to confer a right for an alien to ac- 
company a member of the Armed Forces of 
the United States or to reside abroad with 
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such member, except as authorized by the 

Secretary of Defense in the member’s official 

orders.’’. 

SEC. 21. APPLICATION OF FAMILY UNITY PROVI- 
SIONS TO PERMANENT PARTNERS 
OF CERTAIN LIFE ACT BENE- 
FICIARIES. 

Section 1504 of the LIFE Act Amendments 
of 2000 (division B of Public Law 106-554; 114 
Stat. 2763-325) is amended— 

(1) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘, PERMA- 
NENT PARTNERS,” after ‘“SPOUSES’’; 

(2) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘, perma- 
nent partner,” after ‘‘spouse’’; and 

(3) in each of subsections (b) and (c)— 

(A) in each of the subsection headings, by 
inserting ‘‘, PERMANENT PARTNERS,” after 
““SPOUSES”’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, permanent partner,” 
after ‘‘spouse”’ each place it appears. 

SEC. 22. APPLICATION TO CUBAN ADJUSTMENT 
ACT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The first section of Pub- 
lic Law 89-732 (8 U.S.C. 1255 note) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in the next to last sentence, by insert- 
ing ‘‘, permanent partner,” after ‘‘spouse’’ 
the first 2 places it appears; and 

(2) in the last sentence, by inserting ‘‘, per- 
manent partners,” after ‘‘spouses’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
101(a)(61)(D) (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(51)(D)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘or spouse” and insert- 
ing ‘“‘, spouse, or permanent partner”. 


By Ms. LANDRIEU: 

S. 311. A bill to direct the Secretary 
of the Interior to study the suitability 
and feasibility of designating sites in 
the Lower Mississippi River Area in 
the State of Louisiana as a unit of the 
National Park System, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce legislation entitled 
the Lower Mississippi River National 
Historic Site Study Act. This bill will 
direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
study the suitability and feasibility of 
designating sites in Plaquemines Par- 
ish along the Lower Mississippi River 
Area as units of the National Park Sys- 
tem. I know there are several of my 
colleagues across the aisle that do not 
want to authorize such studies because 
they only target one area, or because it 
potentially will cost the Federal Gov- 
ernment a modest amount to conduct 
such a study. I can appreciate those 
sentiments, but the good news with 
this particular study, is that the local 
government feels this is so important 
to get done, they are willing to pay for 
all or some of the study if necessary, 
because they know these sites deserve 
Federal recognition as a unit of the Na- 
tional Park Service. 

This area in Southeastern Louisiana 
has contributed much to our Nation’s 
history, and there are many stories 
that have yet to be preserved for future 
generations. Unless Congress acts to 
preserve these historical assets, they 
will be lost forever. That is why I am 
again for the fourth time, introducing 
this legislation. It is important that 
this legislation become law and I look 
forward to working with my colleagues 
to enact it. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


In order to be designated as a unit in 
the National Park System, the Depart- 
ment of the Interior must first conduct 
a special resources study to determine 
whether an area possesses nationally 
significant natural, cultural or rec- 
reational resources to be eligible for fa- 
vorable consideration. 

This is exactly what my bill does—it 
asks the Department of the Interior to 
take the first step in determining what 
I already know—that the Lower Mis- 
sissippi River Area would be a suitable 
and feasible asset to the National Park 
Service. 

As many from Louisiana are already 
aware, this area has vast historical sig- 
nificance with cultural history. In the 
1500s, Spanish explorers traveled along 
the banks of the river. In 1682, Robert 
de LaSalle claimed all the land drained 
by the area. In 1699, the site of the first 
fortification on the Lower Mississippi 
river, known as Fort Mississippi. Since 
then, it has been home to ten different 
fortifications, including Fort St. Phil- 
lip and Fort Jackson. 

Fort St. Philip, which was originally 
built in 1749, played a key role during 
the Battle of New Orleans when Amer- 
ican soldiers blocked the British Navy 
from going upriver. Fort Jackson was 
built at the request of General Andrew 
Jackson and partially constructed by 
famous local Civil War General, P.G.T. 
Beauregard. This fort was the site of 
the famous Civil War battle known as 
the ‘“‘Battle of Forts” which is also re- 
ferred to as the “night the war was 
lost.” AS you can see, from a historical 
perspective, this area has many treas- 
ures that provide a glimpse into our 
past. These are treasures that have na- 
tional significance and they should be 
maintained and preserved. 

In addition, there are many other im- 
portant and unique attributes to this 
area. This area is home to the longest 
continuous river road and levee system 
in the U.S. It is also home to the an- 
cient Head of Passes site, to the 
Plaquemines Bend, and to two National 
Wildlife Refuges. 

Finally, this area has a rich cultural 
heritage. Over the years, many dif- 
ferent cultures have made this area 
home, including Creoles, Europeans, 
Indians, Yugoslavs, African-Americans 
and Vietnamese. These cultures have 
worked together to create the infra- 
structure for the transport of our Na- 
tion’s energy, which is being produced 
by these same people off our shores in 
the Gulf of Mexico. They have also cre- 
ated a vibrant fishing industry that 
contributes to Louisiana’s economy. 

I think it is easy to see why this area 
would make an excellent addition to 
the National Park Service. However, 
the longer Congress takes to act, the 
greater the opportunity for these treas- 
ures and their rich history to erode 
away. Unfortunately, this area has 
weathered the passing of several hurri- 
canes, including Katrina and most re- 
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cently Isaac, and is now suffering from 
the impacts of the BP oil spill. All of 
these events threaten to destroy these 
historical assets, but this need not be 
the case. These assets need protection 
and this is the first step in securing it. 
That is why I am re-introducing this 
bill—to conduct a study to determine 
the suitability and feasibility of in- 
cluding this area in the system and ul- 
timately to begin the process of adding 
this area as a unit of the National Park 
Service. I look forward to working with 
my colleagues to quickly enact this 
bill. 


By Mr. JOHANNS (for himself 
and Mrs. FISCHER): 

S. 317. A bill to require the Inspector 
General of the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency to include certain assess- 
ments in reports; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

Mr. JOHANNS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss changes needed at the 
Environmental Protection Agency to 
rebuild public trust and transparency. 

The reviews of this agency are al- 
most unanimous from my constituents 
in Nebraska. Quite frankly, my con- 
stituents are frustrated, and some- 
times just plain angry. While the de- 
tails and specific issues will vary from 
one industry to another, the theme 
seems to always be the same: Nebras- 
kans think EPA doesn’t understand do- 
mestic businesses, nor do they under- 
stand job creation—from specific in- 
dustries, to their employees, to their 
customers. They think the agency is 
not transparent, is arrogant, and often- 
times unresponsive. I hear this from ag 
producers, I hear it from the construc- 
tion industry, I hear it from electricity 
providers, I hear it from city managers 
and mayors. 

Do you know what else. These folks 
don’t speak with an R or a D beside 
their name but, rather, an A for Amer- 
ican. Their message is loud, it is very 
clear, and it is unmistakable: EPA is 
overreaching, overbearing, and over- 
stepping boundaries that have long ex- 
isted. The request is always the same. 
They ask: Senator, what can you do? 
What can you do to change how they 
act? 

Nebraskans’ frustration is driven by 
both what EPA is trying to do—mean- 
ing the content of their rules and 
standards—as well as how the agency is 
making its decisions. So today I will be 
introducing several proposals to ad- 
dress these two areas. 

My first proposal addresses how EPA 
conducts business by increasing trans- 
parency in policy decisions. I am intro- 
ducing a bill that brings agency guid- 
ance documents under the coverage of 
the Congressional Review Act. As cur- 
rently written, the CRA covers only 
substantial agency rules. Meanwhile, 
EPA has made use of what they call 
guidance documents to simply cir- 
cumvent the accountability that comes 
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with the rulemaking process, while 
still making major policy changes. 
Using guidance documents also shields 
the policy change from being reversed 
by Congress under the Congressional 
Review Act. 

Perhaps, though, the most obvious 
example was the use of a guidance doc- 
ument to expand the regulatory reach 
of EPA and the Corps of Engineers over 
bodies of water not currently covered. 
They did this by expanding the defini- 
tion of ‘‘waters of the United States” 
under the Clean Water Act. The 
changes are extremely controversial, 
so the agencies chose a path that in- 
tentionally minimized oversight and 
legal responsibility. In other words, 
they did an end-run around us—they 
did an end-run around the American 
people and Congress. 

My bill closes this loophole by ensur- 
ing that guidance documents are cov- 
ered by the Congressional Review Act 
just as similar regulations would be. 

Senators Barrasso, Grassley, Paul, 
Coats, and Fischer have agreed to co- 
sponsor this commonsense change, and 
I want to say thank you to them for 
this critical support. 

The idea behind this is simple and 
straightforward: Major policy changes 
pursued through the use of guidance 
documents need to come here. They 
need to have our scrutiny, the scrutiny 
of the public, and the congressional 
oversight rules need to apply. It is that 
straightforward. 

My second proposal likewise pro- 
motes transparency by addressing how 
the agency responds to our States. It 
says simply this: If a State is devel- 
oping its plan to implement a rule or a 
standard established by the EPA under 
the Clean Air Act, any reasonable re- 
quest that a State makes to the agency 
for technical support, data, or mod- 
eling must be honored. 

Here is why this is important: State 
governments are equal partners in 
much of the work the EPA does. That 
is the law. In fact, the law specifically 
recognizes the prominent role States 
have. Section 101 of the Clean Air Act, 
for example, notes that: 

. air pollution control at its source is 
the primary responsibility of States and 
local governments. 

The law further declares that its pur- 
pose is, in part: 

. . to provide technical and financial as- 
sistance to State and local governments in 
connection with the development and execu- 
tion of their air pollution prevention and 
control programs. 

Also, section 101 of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act declares: 

It is the policy of the Congress to recog- 
nize, preserve, and protect the primary re- 
sponsibilities and rights of States to prevent, 
reduce, and eliminate pollution. . . 

Unfortunately, the EPA is not hon- 
oring that language—although it is 
abundantly clear—and is instead treat- 
ing State agencies as second-class citi- 
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zens. For evidence of this, we need look 
no farther than the text of a recent 
court opinion. 

In a case last year involving the 
Clean Air Act, the DC Circuit Court of 
Appeals ultimately struck down an 
EPA rule known as the Cross-State Air 
Pollution Rule or the transport rule. 
Here is what the court said: 

(t)he Federal Government sets air quality 
standards for pollutants. The States have 
the primary responsibility for determining 
how to meet those standards and regulating 
sources within their borders. 

Well, the trouble, according to the 
opinion, is that the EPA ignored the 
law. That is truly what the court ruled: 
EPA snubbed their nose at us, Con- 
gress, and therefore the law. It did not 
give the States the time needed to de- 
velop a plan to meet the standards. In- 
stead, EPA tried to force-feed States 
the implementation plan EPA devel- 
oped. 

I can say with some certainty that 
my home State of Nebraska is much 
better off when allowed to develop a 
plan tailored to our State, rather than 
to accept a ‘‘one size fits all,” “my way 
or the highway,” overreaching Federal 
plan. 

The court explained it this way: 

. .. (t)he Clean Air Act affords States the 
initial opportunity to implement reductions 
required by EPA under the good neighbor 
provision. But here, where EPA quantified 
States’ good neighbor obligations, it did not 
allow the States the initial opportunity to 
implement the required reductions with re- 
spect to sources within their borders. 

The court’s conclusion in turn was 
absolutely and abundantly clear: 

. . HPA’s Transport Rule violates federal 
law. Therefore, the rule must be vacated. 

That is the holding of the court. 

My bill targets the relationship be- 
tween EPA and the States, and takes 
steps to restore the equal footing that 
has been eroded over the past several 
years by the EPA. My bill says, very 
simply, if a State has a question about 
the data or the modeling driving a 
standard, the EPA cannot shut them 
out or slow-walk their request. They 
have to be responsive. So no more hid- 
ing the ball, as the saying goes, just 
simple transparency and a true partner 
working relationship. 

The third good government bill I am 
introducing addresses broad frustration 
with what I would call the EPA bomb- 
shells. By that I mean the agency’s 
failure to obey current law directing 
them to publish regulatory agendas. 
This is remarkable. It is remarkable 
that EPA continues to struggle with 
telling the public what rules are com- 
ing. But they do. 

As a child, I always enjoyed birthday 
parties and all the surprises. But EPA 
regulations are no party for people, and 
they shouldn’t come as a surprise. 

Well, it turns out that several execu- 
tive orders and existing statutes in- 
struct EPA to tell the public what ex- 
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actly is on its regulatory agenda. Sec- 
tion 602 of the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act, for example, requires the agencies 
to publish: 

During the months of October and April of 
each year... a regulatory flexibility agenda 
which shall contain a brief description of the 
subject area of any rule which the agency ex- 
pects to propose... 

Also, Executive Order 12866 requires 
the EPA to update its regulatory agen- 
da twice a year. 

These updates are supposed to be 
published in a document known as the 
Unified Agenda. It seems clear to me; 
unfortunately, not clear to EPA. EPA 
has ignored these requirements. It 
failed to publish an agenda in the 
spring of 2012, it published nothing in 
October, and then waited until Decem- 
ber 2012 to publish anything at all. 
That is not acceptable. The adminis- 
tration simply played hide-the-ball 
until after the election. 

My bill instructs the EPA Office of 
Inspector General—known as EPA’s 
OIG—to assess whether EPA obeys the 
law and publishes its regulatory agen- 
da according to deadlines. The OIG is 
tasked with reviewing what EPA does 
and reporting on problems, abuses, and 
efficiencies. My legislation simply di- 
rects the OIG to include in its reports 
a tally of whether EPA has met its 
legal requirements to publish planned 
regulations. 

My point here is that EPA simply 
needs to meet its legal requirements. It 
needs to be transparent, which means 
simply to be honest with the American 
people about new regulations it is plan- 
ning. 

My fourth and final EPA bill puts 
some teeth behind my request that the 
agency deal with the American people 
in an honest way. It shouldn’t be need- 
ed, but it is. It simply says we will re- 
duce EPA’s budget if the agency fails 
to meet its legal deadlines for regu- 
latory agenda setting. If a deadline 
passes and the agency has not pub- 
lished its agenda, then the Office of the 
Administrator loses $20,000 per week 
until the deadline is met. If this ap- 
proach sounds familiar, that is because 
this bill is modeled after a provision in 
the highway bill that passed with sub- 
stantial bipartisan margins in both the 
Senate and the House last year. Sec- 
tion 1306 of the highway bill authorizes 
the rescission of $20,000 per week from 
agencies that fail to complete docu- 
ments required by transportation 
projects. The rationale is straight- 
forward and accepted by Congress: If an 
agency does not complete its work ac- 
cording to reasonable schedules, then 
the budget gets decreased. 

I have outlined four commonsense so- 
lutions designed to respond to reason- 
able concerns of real people and to re- 
spond to their heartfelt frustration 
with this agency. But, above all, they 
promote transparency and they pro- 
mote responsible government. 
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I urge my colleagues to assist and co- 
sponsor these proposals that bring 
transparency and a dose of reality to 
an out-of-control Federal agency. 


By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and 
Mr. COCHRAN): 

S. 323. A bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
extended months of Medicare coverage 
of immunosuppressive drugs for kidney 
transplant patients and other renal di- 
alysis provisions; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today I 
am introducing the Comprehensive Im- 
munosuppressive Drug Coverage for 
Kidney Transplant Patients Act with 
my colleague Senator THAD COCHRAN. 

More than 26 million American 
adults are living with chronic kidney 
disease. Fortunately, many of these in- 
dividuals are able to improve their con- 
dition through medication and lifestyle 
change. 

But more than half of a million 
Americans live with irreversible kid- 
ney failure or end-stage renal disease. 
They have only two choices to sur- 
vive—both of them hard. They can re- 
ceive regular and frequent dialysis or 
they can receive a kidney transplant. 

In 1972, Congress made a commit- 
ment to individuals with end-stage 
renal disease, or ERSD, to cover the 
treatment they needed, including pos- 
sible transplants, under Medicare, re- 
gardless of their age. 

Organ transplantation is a medical 
success story. Thousands of kidney 
transplants are done every year, and 
for the patients fortunate enough to re- 
ceive a donated organ, the quality and 
length of their lives can be dramati- 
cally improved. 

But not everyone who needs a do- 
nated kidney receives one. There are 
currently more than 100,000 Americans 
on the waiting list for a kidney trans- 
plant. 

Last year, 15,000 transplants were 
performed while more than 30,000 peo- 
ple were added to that waitlist. 

Derek Haney is one of the lucky ones 
who beat those odds and received a kid- 
ney transplant. 

Derek is a brave young man raised in 
Effingham, IL, a small city in central 
Illinois. 

In 2008 the unexpected happened. 
Derek became chronically ill. After 
regular trips to the hospital, Derek’s 
doctors discovered that his kidneys 
were only functioning at 10 percent. At 
the age of 23, Derek was diagnosed with 
end stage renal disease. 

For the next two and a half years of 
his life, Derek underwent dialysis. 
Three times a week he would go in a 4- 
hour dialysis treatment, while he wait- 
ed for a kidney. The dialysis treat- 
ments meant that Derek had to put his 
college plans on hold, but he continued 
to work full-time and never gave up 
hope. 
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On July 15, 2010, Derek got his new 
kidney. 

Two and a half years later, Derek is 
still healthy. He is pursuing a degree in 
business administration at a local com- 
munity college. He hopes to transfer 
soon to a university where he can work 
toward a CPA license. 

Fortunately for Derek and his fam- 
ily, Medicare covered the expense of di- 
alysis—more than $75,000 a year for 214 
years. Medicare also paid for Derek’s 
kidney transplant at a cost of about 
$110,000. 

For the last two and a half years, 
Medicare has covered the expensive im- 
munosuppressive medication Derek 
must take for the rest of his life to en- 
sure that his body doesn’t reject his 
new kidney. 

Here’s the problem: Derek’s Medicare 
coverage runs out in July. 

Without Medicare coverage, Derek 
will be burdened with prescription drug 
costs of roughly $1500 per month—more 
than he and almost any family could 
afford. 

There is an unfair and unrealistic gap 
in coverage for people with end stage 
renal disease who, like Derek, are nei- 
ther elderly nor disabled. 

For those transplant recipients, 
Medicare coverage, including coverage 
of immunosuppressive drugs, ends 36 
months after transplantation. 

If only the need to continue the im- 
munosuppressive drugs also ended 36 
months after transplantation. But it 
doesn’t. 

Without immunosuppressive drugs to 
prevent rejection, many patients find 
themselves back in a risky and fright- 
ening place—in need of a new kidney. 

A recent New England Journal of 
Medicine report estimates that extend- 
ing immunosuppressive drug coverage 
to people who now lose it after 36 
months will save Medicare approxi- 
mately $200 million a year by helping 
to prevent kidney rejections. 

Extending immunosuppressive drug 
coverage saves lives and it saves 
money. 

Sadly, Derek isn’t alone. It is esti- 
mated that over 45,000 successful trans- 
plant recipients are at risk of losing 
their immunosuppressive drug cov- 
erage. 

This makes no sense morally, medi- 
cally or economically. 

I am pleased to join my Republican 
colleague, Senator COCHRAN, in intro- 
ducing the Comprehensive Immuno- 
suppressive Drug Coverage for Kidney 
Transplant Patients Act. 

This bipartisan legislation would 
allow kidney transplant recipients to 
continue Medicare coverage for the 
purpose of immunosuppressive drugs 
only. All other Medicare coverage 
would end 36 months after the trans- 
plant. 

Our legislation will reduce the need 
for dialysis and repeated kidney trans- 
plants. It will provide reliable, sus- 
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tained access to critically important, 
life-saving medications for thousands 
of Americans. 

In both moral and economic terms, 
this is the right decision and I urge our 
colleagues to join us in passing this 
reasonable, targeted, lifesaving bill. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 323 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Comprehen- 
sive _Immunosuppressive Drug Coverage for 
Kidney Transplant Patients Act of 2013”. 
SEC. 2. EXTENDED MONTHS OF COVERAGE OF IM- 

MUNOSUPPRESSIVE DRUGS FOR 
KIDNEY TRANSPLANT PATIENTS 
AND OTHER RENAL DIALYSIS PROVI- 
SIONS. 

(a) MEDICARE ENTITLEMENT TO IMMUNO- 
SUPPRESSIVE DRUGS FOR KIDNEY TRANSPLANT 
RECIPIENTS .— 

(1) KIDNEY TRANSPLANT RECIPIENTS.—Sec- 
tion 226A(b)(2) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 426-1(b)(2)) is amended by inserting 
“(except for eligibility for enrollment under 
part B solely for purposes of coverage of im- 
munosuppressive drugs described in section 
1861(s)(2)(J))”’ before ‘‘, with the thirty-sixth 
month’’. 

(2) INDIVIDUALS ELIGIBLE ONLY FOR COV- 
ERAGE OF IMMUNOSUPPRESSIVE DRUGS.— 

(A) Section 1836 of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 13950) is amended— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Every’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) 
IN GENERAL.—Every’”’; and 

(ii) by inserting at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘(b) INDIVIDUALS ELIGIBLE FOR IMMUNO- 
SUPPRESSIVE DRUG COVERAGE.—Beginning on 
January 1, 2014, every individual whose in- 
surance benefits under part A have ended 
(whether before, on, or after such date) by 
reason of section 226A(b)(2) is eligible for en- 
rollment in the insurance program estab- 
lished by this part solely for purposes of cov- 
erage of immunosuppressive drugs.’’. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Sections 
1837, 1838, and 1839 of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1395(p), 42 U.S.C. 1895(q), 42 U.S.C. 
1395(r)) are each amended by striking ‘‘1836’’ 
and inserting ‘‘1836(a)’’ each place it appears. 

(3) ENROLLMENT FOR INDIVIDUALS ONLY ELI- 
GIBLE FOR COVERAGE OF IMMUNOSUPPRESSIVE 
DRUGS.—Section 1837 of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395(p)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

“(m)(1) Any individual who is eligible 
under section 1836(b) to enroll in the medical 
insurance program established under this 
part for purposes of coverage of immuno- 
suppressive drugs may enroll only in such 
manner and form as may be prescribed by 
regulations, and only during an enrollment 
period described in this subsection. 

‘“(2) An individual described in paragraph 
(1) may enroll beginning on the first day of 
the third month before the month in which 
the individual first satisfies section 1836(b). 

“(3) An individual described in paragraph 
(1) whose entitlement for hospital insurance 
benefits under part A ends by reason of sec- 
tion 226A(b)(2) on or after January 1, 2014, 
shall be deemed to have enrolled in the med- 
ical insurance program established by this 


1324 


part for purposes of coverage of immuno- 
suppressive drugs.’’. 

(4) COVERAGE PERIOD FOR INDIVIDUALS ONLY 
ELIGIBLE FOR COVERAGE OF IMMUNO- 
SUPPRESSIVE DRUGS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 1838 of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395q) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub- 
section: 

“(g) In the case of an individual described 
in section 1886(b), the following rules shall 
apply: 

“(1) In the case of such an individual who 
is deemed to have enrolled in part B for cov- 
erage of immunosuppressive drugs under sec- 
tion 1887(m)(8), such individual’s coverage 
period shall begin on the first day of the 
month in which the individual first satisfies 
section 1836(b). 

*“(2) In the case of such an individual who 
enrolls in part B for coverage of immuno- 
suppressive drugs under section 1837(m)(2), 
such individual’s coverage period shall begin 
on the first day of the month in which the 
individual first satisfies section 1836(b) or 
the month following the month in which the 
individual so enrolls, whichever is later. 

‘(3) The provisions of subsections (b) and 
(d) shall apply with respect to an individual 
described in paragraph (1) or (2). 

“(4) In addition to the reasons for termi- 
nation under subsection (b), the coverage pe- 
riod of an individual described in paragraph 
(1) or (2) shall end when the individual be- 
comes entitled to benefits under this title 
under section 226(a), 226(b), or 226A.’’. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
1838(b) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1895q(b)) is amended, in the matter following 


paragraph (2), by adding ‘‘or’ section 
1837(m)(8)”’ after ‘“‘section 1837(f)’’ each place 
it appears. 


(5) PREMIUMS FOR INDIVIDUALS ONLY ELIGI- 
BLE FOR COVERAGE OF IMMUNOSUPPRESSIVE 
DRUGS.—Section 1839 of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395r) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (b), by adding at the end 
the following new sentence: ‘‘No increase in 
the premium shall be effected for individuals 
who are enrolled pursuant to section 1836(b) 
for coverage only of immunosuppressive 
drugs.’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘(j) DETERMINATION OF PREMIUM FOR INDI- 
VIDUALS ONLY ELIGIBLE FOR COVERAGE OF IM- 
MUNOSUPPRESSIVE DRUGS.—The Secretary 
shall, during September of each year, deter- 
mine and promulgate a monthly premium 
rate for the succeeding calendar year for in- 
dividuals who enroll only for the purpose of 
coverage of immunosuppressive drugs under 
section 1836(b). Such premium shall be equal 
to 35 percent of the monthly actuarial rate 
for enrollees age 65 and over, determined ac- 
cording to paragraph (1), for that succeeding 
calendar year. The monthly premium of each 
individual enrolled for coverage of immuno- 
suppressive drugs under section 1836(b) for 
each month shall be the amount promul- 
gated in this subsection. Such amount shall 
be adjusted in accordance with subsections 
(c) and (f).’’. 

(6) GOVERNMENT CONTRIBUTION.—Section 
1844(a) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395w(a)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; plus”; 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“(4) a Government contribution equal to 
the estimated aggregate reduction in pre- 
miums payable under part B that results 
from establishing the premium at 35 percent 
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of the actuarial rate under section 1839(j) in- 
stead of 50 percent of the actuarial rate for 
individuals who enroll only for the purpose 
of coverage of immunosuppressive drugs 
under section 1836(b).’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following flush 

matter: 
“The Government contribution under para- 
graph (4) shall be treated as premiums pay- 
able and deposited for purposes of subpara- 
graphs (A) and (B) of paragraph (1).’’. 

(7) EXTENSION OF SECONDARY PAYER RE- 
QUIREMENTS FOR ESRD BENEFICIARIES ELIGIBLE 
FOR COVERAGE OF %IMMUNOSUPPRESSIVE 
DRUGS.—Section 1862(b)(1)(C) of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1895(y)(b)(1)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new sentence: ‘With regard to immuno- 
suppressive drugs furnished to an individual 
who enrolls for the purpose of coverage of 
immunosuppressive drugs under section 
1836(b) on or after January 1, 2014, this sub- 
paragraph shall apply without regard to any 
time limitation, except that when such indi- 
vidual becomes entitled to benefits under 
this title under sections 226(a) or 226(b), or 
entitled to or eligible for benefits under this 
title under section 226A, the provisions of 
subparagraphs (A) and (B), and the time lim- 
itations under this subparagraph, respec- 
tively, shall apply.’’. 

(8) ENSURING COVERAGE UNDER THE MEDI- 
CARE SAVINGS PROGRAM.—Section 
1905(p)(1)(A) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1896d(p)(1)(A)) is amended by inserting 
“or an individual who is enrolled under part 
B for the purpose of coverage of immuno- 
suppressive drugs under section 1836(b)”’ 
after ‘‘section 1818”. 

(9) PART D.—Section 1860D-1(a)(3)(A) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1895w- 
101(a)(3)(A)) is amended by inserting ‘(but 
not including an individual enrolled solely 
for coverage of immunosuppressive drugs 
under section 1836(b)) before the period at 
the end. 

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. 
MCCONNELL, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. 
McCAIN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. SES- 
SIONS, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. ENZI, 
Mr. CRAPO, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Mr. BURR, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. THUNE, Mr. ISAK- 
son, Mr. VITTER, Mr. CORKER, 
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. WICKER, Mr. 
JOHANNS, Mr. RISCH, Mr. KIRK, 


Mr. Coats, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. 
BOOZMAN, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. 


HOEVEN, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. JOHN- 
son of Wisconsin, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
LEE, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. HELLER, 
Mr. SCOTT, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. 
CRUZ, and Mrs. FISCHER): 

S.J. Res. 7. A joint resolution pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States relative to 
balancing the budget; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
joint resolution be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the joint resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
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S.J. RES. 7 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House 
concurring therein), That the following article 
is proposed as an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which shall be 
valid to all intents and purposes as part of 
the Constitution when ratified by the legis- 
latures of three-fourths of the several States: 

“ARTICLE— 


“SECTION 1. Total outlays for any fiscal 
year shall not exceed total receipts for that 
fiscal year, unless two-thirds of the duly cho- 
sen and sworn Members of each House of 
Congress shall provide by law for a specific 
excess of outlays over receipts by a roll call 
vote. 

“SECTION 2. Total outlays for any fiscal 
year shall not exceed 18 percent of the gross 
domestic product of the United States for 
the calendar year ending before the begin- 
ning of such fiscal year, unless two-thirds of 
the duly chosen and sworn Members of each 
House of Congress shall provide by law for a 
specific amount in excess of such 18 percent 
by a roll call vote. 

“SECTION 3. Prior to each fiscal year, the 
President shall transmit to the Congress a 
proposed budget for the United States Gov- 
ernment for that fiscal year in which— 

“(1) total outlays do not exceed total re- 
ceipts; and 

‘(2) total outlays do not exceed 18 percent 
of the gross domestic product of the United 
States for the calendar year ending before 
the beginning of such fiscal year. 

“SECTION 4. Any bill that imposes a new 
tax or increases the statutory rate of any tax 
or the aggregate amount of revenue may 
pass only by a two-thirds majority of the 
duly chosen and sworn Members of each 
House of Congress by a roll call vote. For the 
purpose of determining any increase in rev- 
enue under this section, there shall be ex- 
cluded any increase resulting from the low- 
ering of the statutory rate of any tax. 

‘“SECTION 5. The limit on the debt of the 
United States shall not be increased, unless 
three-fifths of the duly chosen and sworn 
Members of each House of Congress shall 
provide for such an increase by a roll call 
vote. 

‘““SECTION 6. The Congress may waive the 
provisions of sections 1, 2, 8, and 5 of this ar- 
ticle for any fiscal year in which a declara- 
tion of war against a nation-state is in effect 
and in which a majority of the duly chosen 
and sworn Members of each House of Con- 
gress shall provide for a specific excess by a 
roll call vote. 

“SECTION 7. The Congress may waive the 
provisions of sections 1, 2, 3, and 5 of this ar- 
ticle in any fiscal year in which the United 
States is engaged in a military conflict that 
causes an imminent and serious military 
threat to national security and is so declared 
by three-fifths of the duly chosen and sworn 
Members of each House of Congress by a roll 
call vote. Such suspension must identify and 
be limited to the specific excess of outlays 
for that fiscal year made necessary by the 
identified military conflict. 

‘“SECTION 8. No court of the United States 
or of any State shall order any increase in 
revenue to enforce this article. 

“SECTION 9. Total receipts shall include all 
receipts of the United States Government ex- 
cept those derived from borrowing. Total 
outlays shall include all outlays of the 
United States Government except those for 
repayment of debt principal. 

“SECTION 10. The Congress shall have 
power to enforce and implement this article 
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by appropriate legislation, which may rely 
on estimates of outlays, receipts, and gross 
domestic product. 

‘SECTION 11. This article shall take effect 
beginning with the fifth fiscal year begin- 
ning after its ratification.’’. 


ee 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION  31—CELE- 
BRATING BLACK HISTORY 
MONTH 


Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, Ms. 
MIKULSKI, Mr. FRANKEN, Ms. LANDRIEU, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. WHITE- 
HOUSE, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. 
Coons, Mr. ScHATZ, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mrs. HAGAN, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Mr. CASEY, Mr. BROWN, Mr. WICKER, 
Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. NELSON, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. PRYOR, Ms. CANT- 
WELL, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Ms. STABE- 
Now, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. COWAN, and 
Mr. REED) submitted the following res- 


olution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. REs. 31 
Whereas, in 1776, the United States of 


America was imagined, as stated in the Dec- 
laration of Independence, as a new nation 
dedicated to the proposition that ‘‘all men 
are created equal, that they are endowed by 
their creator with certain unalienable rights, 
that among these are life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness’’; 

Whereas, on November 19, 1863, President 
Abraham Lincoln, in reference to the Dec- 
laration of Independence, stated, ‘‘Four score 
and seven years ago our fathers brought 
forth, upon this continent, a new nation, 
conceived in liberty, and dedicated to the 
proposition that all men are created equal.’’; 

Whereas the history of the United States 
includes injustices and the denial of basic, 
fundamental rights at odds with the words of 
the founders of the United States and the 
sacrifices commemorated at Gettysburg, 
Pennsylvania; 

Whereas the injustices committed in the 
United States include approximately 250 
years of slavery, 100 years of lynchings, de- 
nial of both fundamental human and civil 
rights, and withholding of the basic rights of 
citizenship; 

Whereas inequalities and injustices in our 
society still exist today; 

Whereas Sojourner Truth, Frederick Doug- 
lass, Harriet Tubman, W.E.B. Dubois, Booker 
T. Washington, Charles Hamilton Houston, 
the Tuskegee Airmen, Lena Horne, Ralph 
Bunche, Jackie Robinson, Constance Baker 
Motley, James Baldwin, Dorothy Height, 
Thurgood Marshall, and Shirley Chisholm 
each lived a life of incandescent greatness 
while many African Americans lived, toiled, 
and died in obscurity, never achieving the 
recognition they deserved, but paved the way 
for future generations to succeed; 

Whereas many African-American men and 
women worked against racism to achieve 
success, such as James Beckwourth, Bill 
Pickett, Colonel Allen Allensworth, Clara 
Brown, and many others who were pivotal in 
the exploration and westward expansion of 
the United States; 

Whereas pioneers such as David Dinkins, 
Mae Jemison, Arthur Ashe, Oprah Winfrey, 
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James Earl Jones, Clarence Thomas, Ursula 
Burns, Alice Walker, Ronald Brown, Alexis 
Herman, Kenneth Chenault, and Magic John- 
son have all served as positive beneficiaries 
of our forefathers and as great role models 
and leaders for future generations; 

Whereas, on November 4, 2008, and again on 
November 6, 2012, the people of the United 
States elected an African-American man, 
Barack Obama, as President of the United 
States, and African Americans continue to 
serve the United States at the highest levels 
of the government and Armed Forces; 

Whereas Carter G. Woodson, the ‘‘Father of 
Black History’’, stated, ‘‘We have a wonder- 
ful history behind us.... If you are unable to 
demonstrate to the world that you have this 
record, the world will say to you, ‘You are 
not worthy to enjoy the blessings of democ- 
racy or anything else.’ ”; 

Whereas Black History Month, celebrated 
during the month of February, dates back to 
1926 when Carter G. Woodson set aside a spe- 
cial period of time in February to recognize 
the heritage and achievement of black Amer- 
icans; 

Whereas, on February 22, 2012, President 
Barack Obama and First Lady Michelle 
Obama, along with former First Lady Laura 
Bush, celebrated the groundbreaking of the 
National Museum of African American His- 
tory and Culture on the National Mall in 
Washington, D.C.; 

Whereas Hiram Rhodes Revels, Blanche 
Kelso Bruce, Edward William Brooke, Carol 
Moseley Braun, Barack Obama, and Roland 
Burris have all served as African-American 
firsts in the exclusive body known as the 
United States Senate; and 

Whereas, on January 2, 2013, Tim Scott be- 
came the first African American to serve as 
Senator of South Carolina, and on February 
7, 2018, William “Mo” Cowan became the 
first African American to represent Massa- 
chusetts in the Senate since 1978: Now, 
therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) acknowledges that all of the people of 
the United States are the recipients of the 
wealth of history given to us by black cul- 
ture; 

(2) recognizes the importance of Black His- 
tory Month as an opportunity to reflect on 
the complex history of the United States, 
while remaining hopeful and confident about 
the path that lies ahead; 

(8) acknowledges the significance of Black 
History Month as an important opportunity 
to recognize the tremendous contributions of 
African Americans to the history of the 
United States; 

(4) encourages the celebration of Black 
History Month to provide a continuing op- 
portunity for all people in the United States 
to learn from the past and to understand the 
experiences that have shaped the United 
States; 

(5) remembers the injustices that African 
Americans have endured and commends the 
African-American community for over- 
coming those injustices and changing the 
course and nature of history by forging the 
fight for equality; and 

(6) agrees that while the United States 
began in division, the United States must 
now move forward with purpose, united tire- 
lessly as one Nation, indivisible, with liberty 
and justice for all, and honor the contribu- 
tion of all pioneers who help ensure the leg- 
acy of these great United States. 
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SENATE RESOLUTION 32—CON- 
GRATULATING THE NORTH DA- 
KOTA STATE UNIVERSITY FOOT- 
BALL TEAM FOR WINNING THE 
2012 NATIONAL COLLEGIATE ATH- 
LETIC ASSOCIATION DIVISION I 
FOOTBALL CHAMPIONSHIP SUB- 
DIVISION TITLE 


Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Ms. 
HEITKAMP) submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 32 


Whereas the North Dakota State Univer- 
sity (referred to in this preamble as 
“NDSU’’) Bison won the 2012 National Colle- 
giate Athletic Association (referred to in 
this preamble as the ‘‘NCAA’’) Division I 
Football Championship Subdivision title 
game in Frisco, Texas, on January 5, 2013, in 
a hard fought victory over the Sam Houston 
State University Bearkats by a score of 39 to 
13; 

Whereas the NDSU Bison and coach Craig 
Bohl had an incredible 2012 season with 14 
wins and 1 defeat; 

Whereas NDSU has won 10 NCAA Football 
Championships; 

Whereas, during the championship game, 
the NDSU Bison offense scored 39 points 
against the Sam Houston State Bearkats; 

Whereas Coach Bohl and his staff have in- 
stilled character and confidence in the NDSU 
players and have done an outstanding job 
with the Bison football program; 

Whereas the leadership of President Dean 
Bresciani and Athletic Director Gene Taylor 
has helped bring both academic and athletic 
excellence to NDSU; and 

Whereas the 2012 NCAA Division I Football 
Championship Subdivision title was a vic- 
tory not only for the NDSU football team, 
but also for the entire State of North Da- 
kota: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) congratulates the North Dakota State 
University football team, the 2012 National 
Collegiate Athletic Association Division I 
Football Championship Subdivision cham- 
pions; 

(2) commends the North Dakota State Uni- 
versity players, coaches, and staff for their 
hard work and dedication; and 

(8) recognizes the students, alumni, and 
loyal fans for supporting the Bison on their 
successful quest to capture another Division 
I trophy for North Dakota State University. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 33—COM- 
MEMORATING THE 150TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF EMPORIA STATE 
UNIVERSITY 


Mr. MORAN (for himself and Mr. 
ROBERTS) submitted the following reso- 


lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 33 
Whereas, in 1863, the State of Kansas 


founded the Kansas State Normal School to 
provide opportunities for higher education in 
the fields of teaching, mechanic arts, agri- 
culture, and various other arts and sciences; 

Whereas the Kansas State Normal School 
became the Kansas State Teachers College in 
1923, Emporia Kansas State College in 1974, 
and Emporia State University in 1977; 

Whereas Emporia State University has pre- 
pared thousands of teachers in the United 
States through its nationally acclaimed 
teacher education programs; 
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Whereas Emporia State University is the 
host of the National Teachers Hall of Fame, 
which recognizes and honors exceptional ca- 
reer educators from throughout the United 
States; 

Whereas Emporia State University offers 
outstanding and highly accredited programs, 
including programs in education, business, 
and library and information management; 

Whereas Emporia State University is the 
alma mater of more than 75,000 proud alum- 
ni; and 

Whereas the quality of Emporia State Uni- 
versity as an institution of higher learning is 
a reflection of the extraordinary caliber of 
its educational professionals and students: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate recognizes and 
extends its congratulations to the edu- 
cational professionals, students, and alumni 
of Emporia State University for 150 years of 
excellence in higher education. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 34—COM- 
MEMORATING THE 150TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF KANSAS STATE 
UNIVERSITY 


Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and Mr. 
MORAN) submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 34 


Whereas Kansas State University was es- 
tablished by the Territory of Kansas on Feb- 
ruary 9, 1858, as the Bluemont Central Col- 
lege Association, in response to the desire to 
provide higher education opportunities to 
farm families and working class individuals 
in Kansas; 

Whereas on February 3, 1863, Kansas be- 
came one of the first States to accept the 
terms and conditions of the Act of July 2, 
1862 (commonly known as the ‘‘First Morrill 
Act”) (7 U.S.C. 301 et seq.), which created the 
land-grant system of colleges and univer- 
sities; 

Whereas Kansas State Agricultural Col- 
lege, which is known today as Kansas State 
University, received a land-grant charter on 
February 16, 1863, making it the first oper- 
ational land-grant institution in the United 
States; 

Whereas since the inception of Kansas 
State University, the university has ex- 
panded the main campus in Manhattan to in- 
clude campuses in Olathe and Salina; 

Whereas students attending Kansas State 
University hale from all 50 States and 90 
countries; 

Whereas more than 200,000 alumni are 
proud to call Kansas State University their 
alma mater; 

Whereas the commitment of Kansas State 
University to education is unparalleled; and 

Whereas the history and stature of Kansas 
State University are secured by the excep- 
tional caliber of the educational profes- 
sionals and students: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate recognizes and 
congratulates Kansas State University for 
150 years of fulfilling the mission of a land- 
grant university. 


-1 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on 
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Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on February 
13, 2013, at 2:30 p.m. in room 253 of the 
Russell Senate Office Building. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on 
Finance be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on February 
13, 2013, at 10 a.m., in room 215 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on February 13, 2013, at 3 p.m. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions be authorized to meet during the 
session of the Senate on February 13, 
2013, at 10 a.m. in SD-430. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on February 
13, 2013, at 10 a.m. to conduct a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Solutions to the Crisis Fac- 
ing the U.S. Postal Service.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate, on 
February 13, 2013, at 9:30 a.m., in room 
SH-216 of the Hart Senate Office Build- 


ing, to conduct a hearing entitled 
“Comprehensive Immigration Re- 
form.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate, on 
February 13, 2013, at 3:15 p.m., in room 
SD-226 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building, to conduct a hearing entitled 
“Judicial Nominations.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on 
Rules and Administration be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on February 13, 2013, at 10 a.m. 


February 13, 2013 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND 
ENTREPRENEURSHIP 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship 
be authorized to meet during the ses- 
sion of the Senate on February 13, 2013, 
at 4 p.m. in room 432 of the Russell 
Senate Office building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that Brian Huysman 
and Mellissa Duru, fellows in my office, 
be granted the privilege of the floor for 
this session of the 113th Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


—m 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation en bloc of the following resolu- 
tions which were submitted earlier 
today: S. Res. 31, S. Res. 32, S. Res. 33, 
and S. Res. 34. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions 
en bloc. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I ask unanimous 
consent the resolutions be agreed to, 
the preambles be agreed to, the mo- 
tions to reconsider be laid upon the 
table en bloc, with no intervening ac- 
tion or debate, and any statements re- 
lating to the resolutions be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

The preambles were agreed to. 

The resolutions, with their pre- 
ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Resolutions Submitted.” 


ee 


ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
FEBRUARY 14, 2013 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 10 a.m. on Thursday, Feb- 
ruary 14, 2013; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro- 
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; and that fol- 
lowing any leader remarks, the Senate 
resume executive session and consider- 
ation of the nomination of Senator 
Hagel to be Secretary of Defense. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
PROGRAM 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, 
earlier today cloture was filed on the 


February 13, 2013 


Hagel nomination. That cloture vote is 
expected on Friday. 


eS 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 
fore the Senate, I ask that it adjourn 
under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:46 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
February 14, 2018, at 10 a.m. 


ES 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 


BUREAU OF CONSUMER FINANCIAL PROTECTION 


RICHARD CORDRAY, OF OHIO, TO BE DIRECTOR, BU- 
REAU OF CONSUMER FINANCIAL PROTECTION FOR A 
TERM OF FIVE YEARS. (NEW POSITION) 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 


RICHARD F. GRIFFIN, JR., OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELA- 
TIONS BOARD FOR THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING 
AUGUST 27, 2016, VICE WILMA B. LIEBMAN, TERM EX- 
PIRED. 

SHARON BLOCK, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO BE 
A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 
FOR THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING DECEMBER 16, 
2014, VICE CRAIG BECKER. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


KAROL VIRGINIA MASON, OF GEORGIA, TO BE AN AS- 
SISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL, VICE LAURIE O. ROBIN- 
SON, RESIGNED. 


IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be vice admiral 


REAR ADM. JOSEPH P. AUCOIN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be rear admiral (lower half) 


CAPT. BRIAN S. PECHA 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be rear admiral (lower half) 


CAPT. VICTOR W. HALL 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be rear admiral (lower half) 


CAPT. PRISCILLA B. COE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be rear admiral (lower half) 


CAPT. CHRISTINA M. ALVARADO 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be rear admiral (lower half) 


CAPT. JAMES R. MCNEAL 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be rear admiral (lower half) 


CAPT. DANIEL L. GARD 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be rear admiral (lower half) 


CAPT. MARK J. FUNG 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be rear admiral (lower half) 
CAPT. ALMA M.0.L. GROCKI 
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THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be rear admiral (lower half) 


CAPT. WILLIAM K. DAVIS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be rear admiral (lower half) 
CAPT. DANIEL J. MACDONNELL 


EE 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate February 13, 2013: 
IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE- 
SERVE OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be lieutenant general 
MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM H. ETTER 
IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be lieutenant general 


MAJ. GEN. KENNETH E. TOVO 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY NURSE CORPS TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 3064: 


To be brigadier general 


COL. BARBARA R. HOLCOMB 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SEC- 
TIONS 624 AND 3064: 


To be brigadier general 


COL. PATRICK D. SARGENT 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL CORPS TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 3064: 


To be major general 


BRIG. GEN. BRIAN C. LEIN 
BRIG. GEN. NADJA Y. WEST 


THE JUDICIARY 


WILLIAM J. KAYATTA, JR., OF MAINE, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FIRST CIRCUIT. 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF KORY D. BINGHAM, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH MICHAEL A. 
COOPER AND ENDING WITH SUSAN MICHELLE MILLER, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 23, 2013. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH VICTOR 
DOUGLAS BROWN AND ENDING WITH RODNEY M. WAITE, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 23, 2013. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH WALTER S. 
ADAMS AND ENDING WITH CARL E. SUPPLEE, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 
23, 2013. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JOHN J. 
BARTRUM AND ENDING WITH GEORGE L. VALENTINE, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 23, 2013. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH KIMBERLY 
L. BARBER AND ENDING WITH JANET L. SETNOR, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 
23, 2013. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH DINA L. 
BERNSTEIN AND ENDING WITH WILLIAM R. YOUNG- 
BLOOD, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE 
SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON JANUARY 23, 2013. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH TIMOTHY 
LEE BRININGER AND ENDING WITH CHRISTOPHER J. 
RYAN, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE 
SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON JANUARY 23, 2013. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH FRANCIS 
XAVIER ALTIERI AND ENDING WITH KEVIN M. ZELLER, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 23, 2013. 
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IN THE ARMY 


ARMY NOMINATION OF JONATHAN A. FOSKEY, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF MARION J. PARKS, TO BE COLO- 
NEL. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF KAREN A. PIKE, TO BE COLO- 
NEL. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH DEREK S. REY- 
NOLDS AND ENDING WITH BRIAN D. VOGT, WHICH NOMI- 
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 
23, 2013. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH EDWARD A. 
FIGUEROA AND ENDING WITH MICHAEL C. VANHOVEN, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 23, 2013. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JACK C. MASON 
AND ENDING WITH TODD B. WAYTASHEK, WHICH NOMINA- 
TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 23, 2013. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH RUTH E. 
APONTE AND ENDING WITH MICHAEL J. ZINNO, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 
23, 2013. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH LESLIE E. AKINS 
AND ENDING WITH MARC W. ZELNICK, WHICH NOMINA- 
TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 23, 2013. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH TIMOTHY G. 
ABRELL AND ENDING WITH JOHN A. ZULFER, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 
23, 2013. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH RAFAEL E. 
ABREU AND ENDING WITH R010075, WHICH NOMINATIONS 
WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 23, 2013. 


IN THE MARINE CORPS 


MARINE CORPS NOMINATION OF JACKIE W. MORGAN, 
JR., TO BE MAJOR. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATION OF DANA R. FIKE, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATION OF SAMUEL W. SPENCER 
Ill, TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATION OF LARRY MIYAMOTO, TO 
BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH 
GEORGE L. ROBERTS AND ENDING WITH PAUL A. SHIR- 
LEY, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SEN- 
ATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
ON JANUARY 23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH RICH- 
ARD D. KOHLER AND ENDING WITH GARY J. SPINELLI, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH ERIC T. 
CLINE AND ENDING WITH ROBERT S. SCHMIDT, JR., 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JOSE 
L. SADA AND ENDING WITH BRIAN J. SPOONER, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 
23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH FRED- 
ERICK L. HUNT AND ENDING WITH CHAD E. TIDWELL, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH TODD 
E. LOTSPEICH AND ENDING WITH DONALD E. WILLIAMS, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JASON 
B. DAVIS AND ENDING WITH JOHN F. REYNOLDS, JR., 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH TRAV- 
IS M. FULTON AND ENDING WITH GARY S. LIDDELL, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH BRYAN 
DELGADO AND ENDING WITH RODOLFO D. QUISPE, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 
23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH DAVID 
B. BLANN AND ENDING WITH ALLEN L. LEWIS, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 
23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH MI- 
CHAEL GASPERINI AND ENDING WITH TIMOTHY W. WIL- 
LIAMS, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE 
SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON JANUARY 23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH STE- 
PHEN R. BYRNES AND ENDING WITH JAMES N. TIMMER, 
JR., WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SEN- 
ATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
ON JANUARY 23, 2013. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH PETER 
K. BASABE, JR. AND ENDING WITH MICHAEL A. YOUNG, 
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WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE NAVY NOMINATION OF SHEMEYA L. GRANT, TO BE NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JEANINE F. BEN- 


AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. JAMIN AND ENDING WITH BENJAMIN F. VISGER, WHICH 
JANUARY 23, 2013. NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH CHRISTOPHER J. NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
IN THE NAVY KANE AND ENDING WITH LUKE C. SUBER, WHICH NOMINA- PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 


TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 23, 2013. 
NAVY NOMINATION OF HARRY E. HAYES, TO BE COM- IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 23, 2013. 
MANDER. 


February 13, 2013 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. COLLINS of Georgia). 


a 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
February 13, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DouG CoL- 
LINS to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EEE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall 
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


Ee 


SEQUESTRATION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, the Presi- 
dent spoke to us last night and he 
talked to us about avoiding the seques- 
ter. I was at a political event being 
interviewed and a gentleman, Mr. 
POMPEO from Kansas, was with us as 
well, and he spoke before I did. He 
talked about the sequester and he said: 

It’s going to be a home run. We’re doing 
what the American people ask the United 
States House of Representatives to do in 2010 
when I came here. 

He then said, in referring to the se- 
quester: 

I think the American people. . . will have 
tremendous respect for what its House of 
Representatives led and what its Federal 
Government was able to accomplish. 

A profound disagreement. I think the 
gentleman from Kansas is profoundly 
wrong. The sequester will have an ex- 
traordinarily negative effect on this 
country, on its people, on its economy, 
and on its national security, and I 
might say on the confidence that the 
world at large has in the United States’ 
ability to pursue rational policy. 


In the State of the Union address last 
night, Mr. Speaker, with regard to defi- 
cits, the President said this: 

None of us will get 100 percent of what we 
want. But the alternative will cost us jobs, 
hurt our economy, and visit hardship on mil- 
lions of hardworking Americans. 

He went on to say: 

The greatest Nation on Earth cannot keep 
conducting its business by drifting from one 
manufactured crisis to the next. 

Every 30 days, every 60 days, every 90 
days, a manufactured crisis, evidence 
of a dysfunctional and willful Congress. 

He went on to say: 

Let’s agree right here, right now, to keep 
the people’s Government open, pay our bills 
on time, and always uphold the full faith and 
credit of the United States of America. 

That seems to be reasonable policy. 

We now have two and a half weeks 
before the sequester takes effect, with 
devastating consequences for our econ- 
omy and national security, yet the 
gentleman from Kansas welcomes that 
policy. In fact, the Republican leader- 
ship of this House has not put a single 
bill on the floor in this Congress that 
would have any impact on avoiding the 
sequester. 

We now find ourselves facing yet an- 
other manufactured crisis. Instead of 
preventing it, as I’ve said, Republicans 
appear to be willing and enthusiasti- 
cally welcoming the sequester. 

Mr. Speaker, every American ought 
to take note of that enthusiasm for an 
irrational policy, referred to as irra- 
tional by its own leader, Mr. CANTOR, 
who said it was not the way we ought 
to do business. He’s right, but he’s 
brought nothing to the floor to avoid 
it. 

The sequester, though, was meant to 
be so undesirable an outcome that it 
would force us to agree on a better ap- 
proach. It married the worst con- 
sequences for both parties when it 
came to spending cuts: indiscriminate 
cuts to the defense budget alongside 
cuts to critical domestic programs. 

In politics, often the key to com- 
promise is crafting a package that con- 
tains something, some provision that 
everyone can love, although everyone 
will not love every provision. Here, 
Congress took the opposite approach 
and included something everyone could 
despise. 

A faction of the majority, which is 
not a majority of this House by itself, 
has become so zealous in its drive to 
pursue a spending-only approach that 
it has embraced the sequester’s Draco- 
nian cuts. Mr. POMPEO’s quote this 
morning affirms that assertion. 
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They’ve used their clout within the 
majority to hold Congress hostage 
from one manufactured crisis to the 
next, and they nearly brought us to the 
edge of default for a second time last 
year. There have been several reports 
in a number of news outlets that 
Speaker BOEHNER promised their fac- 
tion that the topline for appropriations 
would not exceed the level it would be 
after sequestration cuts, already adopt- 
ing the premise that sequestration has 
gone into effect. 

It was further reported that while 
the sequester levels would be kept, the 
cuts would be rearranged in order to 
protect defense spending at the further 
detriment to domestic parties, like 
NIH, cancer research, heart research, 
prostate cancer research, diabetes re- 
search, all the other maladies that— 
Dr. BERA is sitting here shaking his 
head—afflict us in this country and 
around the world. 

By injecting additional partisanship 
in this way, Republicans would be tak- 
ing a further step away from com- 
promise. We need compromise. Each of 
us in this body understands we rep- 
resent a certain segment of society, 
but not everybody agrees with every- 
thing we believe. Therefore, if we are 
to act on behalf of the country in a re- 
sponsible, effective fashion, it’s nec- 
essary to compromise. 

Mr. Speaker, the sequester is real 
and is rapidly approaching. It is not a 
rational approach to deficit reduction. 
Even Republican Leader CANTOR, as I 
said, admitted on ‘‘Meet the Press’’ on 
Sunday about the sequester, and I 
quote the Republican leader: 

I don’t want to live with the sequester. 

Let me repeat that. 

I do not want to live with the sequester. I 
want reductions in spending that make 
sense. These indiscriminate reductions don’t 
make sense. 

That’s what Mr. POMPEO was wel- 
coming: indiscriminate cuts that do 
not make sense. We need serious action 
in Congress to deal with the sequester, 
and that action cannot wait. But 
there’s been nothing on the floor in 
this Congress to deal with that seques- 
ter—nothing. Not a single piece of leg- 
islation has been brought forth by the 
majority. 

I used to be the majority leader, Mr. 
Speaker, and I had the power to bring 
legislation forward, and I would do it. 
I’m no longer the majority leader. The 
majority leader, notwithstanding this 
quote that these indiscriminate reduc- 
tions don’t make sense, has not 
brought an alternative to this floor. 
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Democrats are ready to make tough 
choices, and we’re ready to work with 
Republicans to do what is necessary to 
solve this problem of our deficits in a 
balanced way. We must reduce spend- 
ing, but we also need to raise revenues. 
Every bipartisan commission, everyone 
has said the only way you’re going to 
solve the arithmetic is to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, I’m going to yield back 
the balance of my time so that my col- 
leagues have an opportunity to say 
their piece, but I lament the fact that 
we’re going home next week. We ought 
to be here working to avoid what the 
majority leader says are indiscrimi- 
nate cuts that are not the way to do 
business. Yet, we rush headlong to do 
that. 
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I hope the Senate acts. I hope the 
Senate passes a bill that will be ration- 
al, will get us out of this conundrum of 
a sequester that nobody should want, 
and that when it does, Majority Leader 
CANTOR and Speaker BOEHNER will 
bring it to the floor and let us vote. 
And if you don’t like it, vote against it. 
But let the American people know 
where we stand. 

Let us avoid the sequester. Let us get 
ourselves on a fiscally balanced path, 
but let us do so responsibly. 


a 


NATIONAL CAREER AND 
TECHNICAL EDUCATION MONTH 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today as cochair of 
the bipartisan House Career and Tech- 
nical Education Caucus in order to rec- 
ognize February as National Career 
and Technical Education Month. Ca- 
reer and technical education programs 
continue to evolve in order to ensure 
that workers are prepared to hold jobs 
in high-wage, high-skill, and high-de- 
mand career fields like engineering, in- 
formation technology, health care, and 
advanced manufacturing for the 21st 
century. 

During this time of record-high un- 
employment, career and technical edu- 
cation programs provide a lifeline for 
the underemployed who look to begin 
new careers alongside young adults 
just starting out of high school in the 
rapidly evolving job market. 

Career and technical education, 
while historically undervalued, helps 
tackle critical workforce shortages and 
provides an opportunity for America to 
remain globally competitive while also 
engaging students in practical, real- 
world applications of academics cou- 
pled with hands-on work experience. 

Now, as we move toward fiscal year 
2014, I join with a bipartisan group of 
my colleagues in not only recognizing 
the importance of maintaining these 
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Federal investments for our country’s 
future but also in saying thank you to 
the countless men and women who 
make these programs possible—the fac- 
ulty, the teachers and the instructors 
within our career and technical edu- 
cation schools throughout this great 
Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, as we celebrate Career 
and Technical Education Month, I en- 
courage my colleagues from both sides 
of the aisle to join me and my good 
friend, Representative LANGEVIN from 
Rhode Island, the cochair of the House 
Career and Technical Education Cau- 
cus, as we continue our work together 
of the bipartisan Career and Technical 
Education Caucus. 

The goals of this caucus are to pro- 
vide promising futures for individuals 
who are seeking opportunities for work 
within this great Nation, and for em- 
ployers, many of whom are in situa- 
tions, despite record high unemploy- 
ment for the longest sustained time 
since the Great Depression, of having 
great-paying jobs that are sitting open 
and available where they can’t find a 
qualified, trained workforce and, quite 
frankly, for America, whose competi- 
tiveness into the future will depend on 
how well we make these investments. 


EE 


THE SEQUESTER AND AN OLIVE 
BRANCH 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. We had a his- 
toric occasion last evening, but I rise 
to comment on a number of issues. I 
first want to acknowledge and pay trib- 
ute to a Texan who was buried yester- 
day in a tragic incident, Chris Kyle, a 
Navy SEAL who had served this coun- 
try, loved this country, and came back 
to his family and children and took as 
his cause to help serve troubled vet- 
erans. As he was doing so, along with 
his friend, Chad, one of those troubled 
veterans shot both him and his friend. 

What a tragedy. I think it is impor- 
tant to note the thousands who 
mourned him and the procession that 
took him to his burial ground yester- 
day and to say thank you for not only 
serving this Nation, but coming home 
to care about those suffering from 
post-traumatic stress disorder. 

That leads me to bring up this whole 
question of sequester. In my own city 
of Houston, I was able to, some 4 years 
ago, establish the first post-traumatic 
stress disorder center in a hospital that 
was not a veterans hospital. The River- 
side General Hospital for a period of 
years continued serving our post-trau- 
matic stress disorder veterans in a 
small, attentive setting where they 
could sit with others who were trou- 
bled as well. I’ve become a champion of 
the needs and the purpose of post-trau- 
matic stress disorder medical services 
and beg and cry to the Department of 
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Veterans Affairs and to the Pentagon 
from where this grant came. We cannot 
abandon our soldiers who have served 
us well. And I would hope that the 
grant for this hospital will be contin- 
ued because Texas has been known to 
have the largest number of returning 
Iraq and Afghanistan troops. 

Mr. Speaker, that speaks loudly to 
the question of sequester. I’m delighted 
that the President last evening could 
not have offered more olive branches 
on economic reform and tax reform. 
His idea is that we can do this budget 
together, not a sequester and not a 
self-inflicted wound, which is what we 
did to ourselves, but, more impor- 
tantly, to talk about innovation and 
growth. This is something that I’ve 
spoken about over and over again as a 
member formerly of the Science Com- 
mittee and now Homeland Security. 

Where is America’s genius? Right 
outside the beltway. Why are we divid- 
ing ourselves along Democrats and Re- 
publicans, refusing to put revenue 
alongside of cuts? Mr. Speaker, we’re 
at the bone, almost, and sequester that 
is across-the-board cuts will literally 
destroy us and put us in a recession. 
All the talking heads that are sug- 
gesting that the President was not bi- 
partisan and how there was nothing 
that they heard, well, Mr. Speaker, 
may I ask them to take some cotton 
out of their ears. Because in actuality, 
the President extended his hand of 
friendship. 

We want to get down to work. We can 
pass comprehensive immigration re- 
form. We can pass in tribute and rec- 
ognition of Sandy Hook, Hadiya, and 
Aurora and our Congresswoman, our 
former colleague, Congresswoman Gif- 
fords, and Virginia Tech and many 
places, and Lone Star College in my 
district and the tragedy at the Univer- 
sity of Maryland that just occurred in 
the last 24 hours. People are mourning. 
We have to stop gun violence. So I 
don’t want to hear the fact that the 
President is divisive. The President is 
leading, and he has led well. 

The American people are listening. 
When are our friends on the other side 
of the aisle going to listen? And when 
are the American people going to raise 
up beyond the maze of television com- 
mentary and see that your voices can 
be heard? If you raise up literally in 
the houses of worship and civic clubs 
and say that Congress must do its job 
for our soldiers who are coming home 
and for those children who are the fu- 
ture and for the opportunity for 
growth, you bring down the debt by 
growing the economy and innovating. 

Congratulations, Mr. President, for 
the research and manufacturing cen- 
ters—15. Let’s do more of them. I hope 
that we can get summer youth jobs, a 
program of private and public coopera- 
tion. When does a youth take up a gun? 
They take it up when they don’t have 
a summer job and when they don’t 
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have an opportunity. So I want to chal- 
lenge this body to be the kind of Lin- 
colnesque attitude, as yesterday was 
the official birthday of President Lin- 
coln, February 12. And although it was 
a tragic time in our history, I can as- 
sure you that it showed the greatest 
promise of America when people could 
come together and do something great. 
I stand here as a freed slave because 
this Congress came together. Are we 
going to be able to do it today to free 
America? 


EE 
THE DEBT CEILING 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, last 
month we passed a bill that suspends 
the debt ceiling until May. I voted for 
that bill because I didn’t want to 
plunge the credit rating of this country 
or have the economy plunge into an- 
other recession. But that vote was just 
a short-term fix in what has been a se- 
ries of short-term fixes. And short- 
term fixes no longer cut it when it 
comes to running the world’s biggest 
economy. 

Instead of thoughtful, long-term 
planning, we have contented ourselves 
with political sideshows. We’ve budg- 
eted with continuing resolutions and 
held endless partisan committee hear- 
ings aimed at dismantling so-called 
job-killing legislation like the Clean 
Air Act. We voted 33 times to repeal all 
or part of the President’s health care 
plan, and we attempted to balance the 
Federal Government’s budget by zero- 
ing out Planned Parenthood. That’s 
not careful planning. That’s tired polit- 
ical dogma. 
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In a famous speech about the Viet- 
nam war, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., 
said, ‘‘We are confronted by the fierce 
urgency of now.” 

We again find ourselves in a conflict 
that threatens the political fabric of 
our Nation, the integrity of our insti- 
tutions. We face a mountain of debt. 
We lack a comprehensive approach to 
climate change, energy, transpor- 
tation, Medicare, Social Security, de- 
fense spending, immigration reform, 
gun violence, and even our postal sys- 
tem. 

We need to find that urgency to get 
started on creating a sensible energy 
policy that confronts climate change 
and reduces our reliance on foreign oil. 

We need that urgency to formulate a 
transportation plan so that States can 
address their crumbling infrastructure 
and local businesses can get back to 
work. 

We need that urgency of now to re- 
configure our security policy, making 
sensible cuts and fashioning a force 
that prepares us for conflicts of the fu- 
ture and not the past. 
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We need the urgency of now to make 
sensible changes to Social Security and 
Medicare to ensure the vitality of these 
programs for generations to come. 

That urgency of now will reward us 
with more than a sensible energy pol- 
icy, good roads, a smarter defense de- 
partment, and sustainable social wel- 
fare system. We will be rewarded with 
a stable economy and reduced market 
volatility. 

We cannot wait to act. We are bor- 
rowing 42 cents for every dollar we 
spend. We have to take sensible steps 
to begin reducing our debt without 
stepping on a fragile economic recov- 
ery. We have to take steps that are big, 
bold, and bipartisan. That’s why I 
signed onto the Cooper-LaTourette bi- 
partisan budget agreement that would 
have saved $4 trillion over 10 years, and 
that’s why my office authored a com- 
prehensive plan to reinvent govern- 
ment and save taxpayers $2 trillion 
over the next 10 years. 

No, government is not perfect. But I 
believe we need to reinvent govern- 
ment, not eliminate it. Or, as Grover 
Norquist says, make ‘‘it small enough 
to drown in the bathtub.”’ 

Government is important. The heroes 
of 9/11 were government workers. Gov- 
ernment teaches our kids; it protects 
us, keeps us safe, helps keep our air 
clean, and protects the less fortunate. 

The Tea Party has this wrong. The 
objective should not be to destroy gov- 
ernment through reactive draconian 
cuts; rather, we should collectively 
rethink and renew this institution that 
touches all of our lives. 

I recognize that not everyone I serve 
with would agree on how to cut defense 
and adjust social programs to make 
them sustainable over time. That’s the 
whole point. You have to compromise. 
Sadly, that’s not in vogue these days. 
My colleague from Chicago, Congress- 
man BOBBY RUSH, said it best when he 
observed, ‘‘In Congress, the view of 
compromise is that the other guy gives 
in.” 

It simply can’t be that way. Until we 
end the bickering, political preening, 
and brinksmanship, the deadlock that 
has paralyzed our political process will 
continue. 

As Lincoln said, “It is not can any of 
us imagine better, but can we do bet- 
ter?” 

And those words are true today. We 
have to abandon the dogmas of yester- 
day to fulfill the promise of tomorrow. 

“We cannot escape history,” he said. 
“We of this Congress and this adminis- 
tration will be remembered in spite of 
ourselves.” 

Despite this immense challenge that 
confronts us, I believe we will prevail. 
If we can summon that urgency of now, 
if we can end the bitter partisanship 
and poor planning; we can solve our 
Nation’s problems and make a brighter 
day for ourselves and generations to 
come. 
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FUTURE OF THE FMLA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (GEORGE MILLER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I read with interest Ma- 
jority Leader CANTOR’s speech last 
week on the majority’s latest relaunch 
of the House GOP’s attempt to identify 
with the middle class. 

Leader CANTOR said that the House 
will pursue an agenda of health, happi- 
ness, and prosperity for more Ameri- 
cans and their families. He went on to 
identify a very important problem for 
millions of Americans: how to balance 
work and family. 

Unfortunately, that was the end of 
the relaunch. Because to address this 
problem, the majority leader proposed 
an old scheme that actually takes 
away workers’ rights to overtime pay 
in exchange for employer-controlled 
comp time. This scheme has been 
bouncing around the Big Business wish 
list for decades. It’s a twofer for Big 
Business: workers get less predictable 
schedules, and they earn less pay. 

Leader CANTOR’s prescription for 
what ails working families is to admin- 
ister more poison. It’s to give a work- 
ing parent less control over her life and 
less money in her pocket. This plan 
does not give workers flexibility. This 
plan is about giving corporations an- 
other way to pay workers less. 

That’s how you help working fami- 
lies? I don’t think so. 

If the Republican majority party 
wants to seriously talk about healthy, 
prosperous, and happy American fami- 
lies, then they should help to create 
real opportunities to help families to 
be healthy, prosperous, and happy. 

Here’s one serious way to help work- 
ing families: give workers real flexi- 
bility on the job and the ability to take 
advantage of paid time off. 

Last week was the 20th anniversary 
of the Family and Medical Leave Act. 
Back in 1993, this law was a big step 
forward for America. It guarantees 
workers job-protected leave when they 
need time off for family or health rea- 
sons, for a newborn child, to take care 
of a sick child or spouse. It’s been used 
more than 100 million times over the 
last 20 years. Workers got to take off 
time to care for a newborn or sick 
spouse or to get an operation without 
fear of losing their job. 

With the Family and Medical Leave 
Act, our country made it a priority to 
give workers the ability to balance the 
demands of work and family. It made 
the healthy development of babies, 
healthy families, and healthy work- 
places a priority. It was a remarkable 
accomplishment at the time, but it was 
intended to be a first step, not the last. 

Today, only half of all workers can 
take advantage of the Family and Med- 
ical Leave Act. The rest are ineligible 
because of their part-time status or 
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who their employer is. Half of all work- 
ers don’t have job protections to take 
time off to welcome a new baby to the 
family. They can’t take time off to 
help an elderly parent without fear of 
losing their job. 

Here’s another serious idea to help 
working families: Extend the family 
and medical leave protection to all 
workers. And furthermore, let’s guar- 
antee paid leave under the law. The 
Federal Family and Medical Leave Act 
only guarantees unpaid job-protected 
leave. Too many families simply can- 
not afford to miss a day or two of work. 
That’s why Congress should finally de- 
liver on the paid leave that our Na- 
tion’s workers deserve. 

I recently heard from Matari Jones 
from San Antonio, Texas. While she 
said that the family and medical leave 
was a godsend when her children were 
born, taking unpaid time off to care for 
her newborns to heal from a com- 
plicated delivery was a significant fi- 
nancial struggle. Unfortunately, 
Matari was not alone. A working 
woman—or any worker, for that mat- 
ter—shouldn’t have to choose between 
family members they love or the pay- 
check they need. 

California, the District of Columbia, 
Connecticut, Washington State, and 
New Jersey have taken steps for paid 
family and medical leave and sick 
leave. The policy is good for families, 
and it is good for business. 

The least-paid workers in our society 
are also least likely to be able to afford 
a day off when they are sick. Many of 
those workers are behind the lunch 
counter or taking care of our older 
family members. 

If Leader CANTOR and this House are 
truly serious about helping working 
families, then let’s deliver on the full 
promise of workplace leave policies 
that properly value our Nation’s fami- 
lies. Extend family and medical leave 
benefits to all workers, and look for 
ways to guarantee workers’ access to 
paid family and medical leave and to 
sick leave. 

There are other steps Congress 
should take to ensure that workers can 
share the prosperity that they’re help- 
ing to create. Let’s make sure that 
women are paid based upon their worth 
by passing the Paycheck Fairness Act. 
Let’s raise the minimum wage that 
will boost the economy by putting 
money into the pockets of millions of 
working people. 

So I would say to my friend from Vir- 
ginia, the majority leader, if he is seri- 
ous about helping working families, 
then join with us and let’s enact poli- 
cies that put these families first in 
both the workplace and in their homes. 


-—— 


PRESERVING 6-DAY POSTAL 
SERVICE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) for 5 minutes. 
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Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, the 
Postmaster General’s announcement 
this past week that he intends to elimi- 
nate Saturday mail delivery is of great 
concern to my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle. 

Beyond the fact that such a move 
completely disregards congressional in- 
tent, it also sets the Postal Service on 
a downward spiral that will undercut 
any opportunity to revitalize it and 
put it in a more sound financial footing 
for future generations. Whether it’s the 
financial documents for a small busi- 
ness, a prescription refill for an elderly 
resident, or a birthday card for a loved 
one, Saturday mail delivery is impor- 
tant to every person in every commu- 
nity in America. 

The United States Postal Service is 
an American institution dating back to 
the founding of our Nation when it was 
enshrined in article I of the Constitu- 
tion, and Saturday delivery has been 
part of that tradition for the past 150 
years. The men and women who don 
the blue uniform of the USPS are visi- 
ble in every street in every commu- 
nity. 


1030 


As a recent Washington Post story 
recounted, mail carriers have been 
known to report crimes, detect gas 
leaks and check on the elderly. Many 
serve the same routes for years, taking 
note of the comings and goings in their 
neighborhoods and offering an extra set 
of watchful eyes. They are, in many 
ways, the first responders in many of 
these communities. 

Eliminating Saturday mail service 
would result in the layoffs of more 
than 50,000 letter carriers. Job losses in 
the public sector have already been a 
drag on our economy for the past 2 
years, and this only exacerbates that 
problem. The supposed savings would 
clearly be offset if these unemployed 
middle class workers would then need 
Federal assistance to make ends meet. 

Upon closer inspection, the economic 
case for eliminating Saturday delivery 
is specious at best. The Postmaster 
General claims it will save $2 billion, 
but that does not include the lost rev- 
enue or the broader economic ripple ef- 
fect. A confidential report commis- 
sioned by the Postmaster General just 
last year showed that a 7.7 percent de- 
cline in mail volume, such as going 
from 6 to 5 days would trigger, would 
actually result in a $5.2 billion loss in 
revenue. It’s little wonder that he 
deep-sixed his own study. 

Within the broader economy, 8.4 mil- 
lion jobs are supported by the private 
and public mailing industries. That 
represents 6 percent of all American 
jobs. For every job in the Postal Serv- 
ice, there are 10 in the private sector, 
and three out of four of those jobs are 
dependent on existing delivery infra- 
structure by the Postal Service, includ- 
ing 6-day mail. Last year, the com- 
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bined industries supported $1.3 trillion 
in sales revenue, or 8.6 percent of our 
entire economy. 

While first-class mail volume has 
been trending downward for the past 
decade, the Postal Service is not maxi- 
mizing those lines of business that are 
showing growth, such as package deliv- 
ery. Growth in online retail sales, 
spurred by Cyber Monday, for example, 
pushed USPS package delivery revenue 
up by 4.7 percent, or $154 million, in the 
first quarter of this year alone. The 
Postal Service has not been able to 
capitalize on those opportunities large- 
ly because Congress, itself, stifled in- 
novation with the 2006 legislation that 
it passed. Unlike its international 
counterparts, the Postal Service is pro- 
hibited by law from co-locating with 
such comparable businesses as banks 
and coffee shops, which actually offer a 
lot of revenue in the European postal 
services. We even restrict how the 
Postal Service can competitively mar- 
ket its low-priced services. 

Of course, the most egregious burden 
imposed on the Postal Service by Con- 
gress is the outrageous pre-funding re- 
quirement for future retiree health 
benefits. Under current law, it must 
pre-fund 75 years at 100 percent of 
those benefits in a 10-year window. No 
other entity on the planet has such an 
onerous requirement but the Postal 
Service, and we did it—Congress did 
it—in 2006. In fact, $11.1 billion of the 
$15 billion-plus loss last year for the 
Postal Service is directly attributable 
to that burden. 

That brings us back to the audacity 
of last week’s announcement by the 
Postmaster General. The Postal Serv- 
ice has routinely testified before Con- 
gress, requesting the authority to go 
from six to five, but congressional in- 
tent on the preservation of 6-day mail 
delivery has been clear for 30 years. 
Even the Presidential budget request 
recognizes the need for Congress 
proactively to grant such authority. It 
cannot be grabbed unilaterally. The 
Postmaster General acknowledged he 
was on shaky ground—and indeed he 
is—in making this announcement. I, 
along with Representative GRAVES, 
have asked him to provide what, if any, 
legal justification he relied on to make 
this momentous decision, and we’ve 
asked the Attorney General and the 
Postal Regulatory Commission for 
their opinions on the Postmaster Gen- 
eral’s statutory authority for this ill- 
advised action. 

Mr. Speaker, Representative GRAVES 
and I have introduced a bipartisan res- 
olution urging the Postal Service to 
preserve 6-day delivery. We would wel- 
come our colleagues in joining us to 
highlight congressional intent that 
Saturday service is vital to our neigh- 
borhoods and small businesses and to 
the vitality of our communities. I urge 
my colleagues to take a closer look. 
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THE DRONES ARE COMING, 
PAGE II 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
domestic use of drones is on the way. 
There will be more eyes in the sky 
looking over America. 

According to the FAA, by 2015, it will 
allow the use of drones nationwide, and 
by 2030, 30,000 drones will be cruising 
American skies—looking, observing, 
filming, and hovering over America. 
They will come whether we like it or 
not. We will not know where they are 
or what they’re looking at or what 
their purpose is, whether it’s permitted 
or not permitted, whether it’s lawful or 
unlawful, and we really won’t know 
who is flying those drones. 

Sometimes drones are good. We can 
thank drones for helping us track ter- 
rorists overseas and for helping us 
catch outlaws on the border. Legiti- 
mate uses by government and private 
citizens do occur, but a nosy neighbor 
or a Big Brother government does not 
have the right to look into a window 
without legitimate cause or, in the 
case of government, probable cause. 

Mr. Speaker, drones are easy to find. 
I learned from a simple Google search 
that you can buy a drone on eBay or at 
your local Radio Shack. It’s very easy. 
And as technology changes, Congress 
has the responsibility to be proactive 
and to protect the Fourth Amendment 
right of all citizens. The Fourth 
Amendment states: 

The right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures, 
shall not be violated. 

It doesn’t take a constitutional law 
professor to see why legislation is 
needed to protect the rights of the 
American people. The right of a reason- 
able expectation of privacy is a con- 
stitutional right. Any form of snooping 
or spying, surveillance or eaves- 
dropping goes against the rights that 
are outlined in the Constitution. 

Today, I will reintroduce the Pre- 
serving American Privacy Act because 
it’s time for Congress to be proactive 
in protecting the rights of civilians 
from the private use and government 
use of drones. This legislation balances 
individual constitutional rights with 
legitimate government activity and 
the private use of drones. We don’t 
have time to wait until 2030 when there 
are 30,000 drones in the sky. 

This bill sets clear guidelines, pro- 
tects individual privacy and informs 
peace officers so they will know what 
they can do and what they cannot do 
under the law. Nobody should be able 
to use drones for whatever purpose 
they want. This bill will make it clear 
for what purpose law enforcement and 
citizens and businesses can use drones. 

There will be limits on the govern- 
ment use of drones so that the surveil- 
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lance of individuals or their property is 
only permitted or conducted when 
there is a warrant. This applies to 
State, Federal, and local jurisdictions, 
but there are exceptions. Law enforce- 
ment could use a drone for fire and res- 
cue, to monitor droughts and to assess 
flood damage or to chase a fleeing 
criminal. And of course, the excep- 
tions, called exigent circumstances, 
which are already in our law, will 
apply. 

This bill includes a clear statement 
so that it does not prevent the use of 
drones for border security. The bill also 
sets guidelines for the private use of 
drones. 

The bottom line of the bill is simple: 
nobody should be spying on another 
unless they have the legal authority to 
do so. The decision should not be left 
up to unelected bureaucrats to decide 
the use of drones, so Congress has the 
obligation to set guidelines, to secure 
the right of privacy and to protect citi- 
zens from unlawful drone searches. 
Just because the government has the 
technology to look into somebody’s 
yard doesn’t give it the constitutional 
right to do so. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


EE 


THE CONSEQUENCES OF 
SEQUESTRATION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. BERA) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BERA of California. Mr. Speaker, 
in a few short weeks, we face auto- 
matic across-the-board spending cuts. 
If allowed, they could not only stall 
our economic recovery; these cuts will 
immediately threaten the future of our 
children and grandchildren. If we allow 
sequestration to take place, we threat- 
en to kick 70,000 of our children off of 
the Head Start program. If we allow se- 
questration to take place, 10,000 Amer- 
ican teachers will lose their jobs. We 
threaten the very future of our chil- 
dren and grandchildren. This is irre- 
sponsible. 

In the spirit of their future, the chil- 
dren from Mrs. Gibson’s third-grade 
class at Foulks Ranch Elementary 
School in Elk Grove, California, want- 
ed me to deliver a message to Congress. 
They are five simple tips: They want 
Congress to be responsible. They want 
Congress to be respectful. They want 
Congress to be kind. They want Con- 
gress to be accountable. Mr. Speaker, 
the third-graders from Mrs. Gibson’s 
class want Congress to make good 
choices. 

Allowing sequestration to take place 
is a bad choice. If the third-graders can 
figure it out, I certainly hope we in 
Congress can as well. Let’s do what 
they advise. Let’s be responsible and 
let’s make good choices. 
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PUERTO RICO MEDICARE PART B 
EQUITY ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Puerto Rico (Mr. PIERLUISI) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. PIERLUISI. Mr. Speaker, today 
I’m introducing a modified version of 
bipartisan legislation I introduced last 
Congress. The bill would amend a pro- 
vision in Federal law that applies only 
to Puerto Rico and that has harmed 
thousands of Medicare beneficiaries on 
the island. My legislation would elimi- 
nate this problem for future bene- 
ficiaries and provide appropriate finan- 
cial relief to current beneficiaries who 
have been adversely affected. Senator 
SCHUMER is introducing a companion 
bill, and I want to thank him for his 
support on this issue. 

Most individuals become eligible to 
enroll in Medicare part A, which covers 
inpatient hospital care, when they turn 
65. In every State and territory except 
Puerto Rico, individuals enrolled in 
part A are automatically enrolled in 
part B, which covers doctors’ services 
and outpatient hospital care and re- 
quires the payment of a monthly pre- 
mium. Individuals can opt out of part 
B if they don’t want it. In Puerto Rico, 
by contrast, individuals enrolled in 
part A are not automatically enrolled 
in part B but, rather, must opt in to re- 
ceive this coverage. 

The problem with the opt-in require- 
ment is that the law requires individ- 
uals to elect part B coverage within a 
7-month initial enrollment period or to 
pay a penalty to the Federal Govern- 
ment. The penalty is substantial—a 10 
percent increase in the monthly part B 
premium for every year of delayed en- 
rollment. It is also permanent, lasting 
as long as the individual has part B, 
which can be decades. 

Over the years, the responsible Fed- 
eral agencies have done a poor job in- 
forming beneficiaries in Puerto Rico 
about the opt-in requirement and the 
consequences of late enrollment. 
Therefore, many of my constituents 
fail to realize they lack Part B until 
they get sick and need to visit a doc- 
tor, by which point significant time 
may have elapsed. To illustrate the re- 
percussions, consider the standard 
Medicare Part B monthly premium of 
$105. An individual who enrolls 2 years 
late must pay a 20 percent surcharge— 
an additional $21 per month. Over 1 
year, that is $252. Over 20 years, it is 
$5,000. 

The combination of the opt-in re- 
quirement and inadequate beneficiary 
education in Puerto Rico has led to 
consequences that are both severe and 
predictable. Puerto Rico has the lowest 
part B participation rate in the coun- 
try—81 percent compared to the na- 
tional average of 92 percent. There are 
least 130,000 island residents enrolled in 
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part A but not part B. Without this 
coverage, beneficiaries have limited ac- 
cess to doctors’ services and outpatient 
hospital care. If these individuals do 
eventually enroll in part B, as most 
will, the 7-month window will have 
closed and they will be required to pay 
a lifetime penalty. 

Moreover, there are at least 53,000 
seniors or disabled individuals in Puer- 
to Rico who are already paying a life- 
time penalty for enrolling late in part 
B. Each year, in fact, island residents 
pay a total of over $7 million in late 
fees. This is profoundly unfair. 
Through no fault of their own, my con- 
stituents are required to forfeit money 
to the Federal Government they should 
be using to meet their basic needs and 
support their families. 

On the administrative front, I have 
worked hard with Senator SCHUMER to 
ensure that the relevant Federal agen- 
cies improve the educational materials 
provided to Puerto Rico beneficiaries, 
and I am pleased they have taken posi- 
tive steps in response to our demands. 
But the only true solution to this prob- 
lem is legislative. 

My bill would do three things: 

First, it would amend Federal law so 
that, going forward, beneficiaries in 
Puerto Rico are treated like their 
counterparts in every other jurisdic- 
tion, automatically enrolled in part B 
with the option to opt out of coverage; 

Second, to ease the burden on those 
who enrolled late in part B, usually 
with no understanding of the con- 
sequences of that choice, the bill would 
reduce the monthly penalty they are 
required to pay by 85 percent; 

Finally, to address those  bene- 
ficiaries who are enrolled in part A but 
not B and who will pay a late penalty 
whenever they do enroll, the bill would 
authorize a special period during which 
those individuals could enroll in part B 
and pay a monthly surcharge that is 85 
percent less than the penalty they 
would be subject to under current law. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues in both the House and the 
Senate to enact this much-needed bill 
into law. 

I should also mention that I was im- 
pressed with the State of the Union de- 
livered by President Obama last 
evening, and I particularly support his 
call for democracy in America. But I 
remind, respectfully, both the Presi- 
dent and all Americans that Puerto 
Rico has a status that is undemocratic. 
There are 3.7 million American citizens 
living in Puerto Rico who lack the 
most basic voting rights in a democ- 
racy. They cannot vote for the Presi- 
dent, and they do not have voting rep- 
resentation in Congress. They have re- 
jected this status, and the least that 
this Congress should do is give Puerto 
Rico the choice of joining the Union as 
a State or be treated as a sovereign na- 
tion. 
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IT’S TIME TO GET TO WORK 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, today 
is February 13, but it feels like Ground- 
hog Day. Here we are, back again, fac- 
ing the prospect of devastating cuts 
from sequestration. 

Families in Oregon don’t understand 
why Members of Congress can’t seem 
to set aside their differences and get 
things done; and, frankly, neither do I. 
We don’t want to see these devastating 
cuts go into effect. We don’t want to 
see a government shutdown. We don’t 
want to tell the children that they 
have to have even more students in 
their already-crowded classrooms or 
explain to senior citizens that the 
Meals on Wheels they rely on might 
not be delivered. We don’t want to see 
cuts to food safety or air traffic control 
or maritime and border security. 

We’re in the home stretch, racing to- 
wards yet another deadline, but instead 
of sitting at the bargaining table, we’re 
headed out for recess. 

In Oregon alone, sequestration would 
kick more than 900 kids out of Head 
Start programs that make a difference 
in their school readiness. It would trig- 
ger a 9 percent cut in Federal funding 
to Oregon’s public university system, 
slashing student aid and ongoing re- 
search and development. Law enforce- 
ment agencies throughout the country 
would lose the equivalent of 1,000 Fed- 
eral agents, 1,300 prison officers, and 
more than 5,000 Border Patrol per- 
sonnel. Small businesses across the Na- 
tion would lose more than $540 million 
in loan guarantees. 

Despite the talk of uncertainty, our 
economy really is poised to take off, 
but it can’t do that if Congress decides 
to take off from work. It’s sad but true: 
The biggest obstacle to economic 
growth tomorrow is congressional foot- 
dragging today. 

We’ve been governing by crisis for 
too long. It’s time to rally around com- 
mon sense. It’s time to take a seat at 
the bargaining table. And most of all, 
it’s time to get back to work. 

No sequestration deal, no recess. 


EE 


CAREER AND TECHNICAL 
EDUCATION MONTH 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of Career and 
Technical Education Month. I’m proud 
to be joined by Mr. THOMPSON of Penn- 
sylvania, who I know spoke earlier this 
morning. Mr. THOMPSON is my good 
friend and fellow cochair of the bipar- 
tisan Congressional Career and Tech- 
nical Education Caucus. 

CTE is an investment in the future of 
our economy, our workforce, and our 
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country. From skills training in high 
schools to community colleges and pro- 
fessional programs, CTE plays a crit- 
ical role for workers of every age. And 
I’m so proud that President Obama 
called for more support for CTE in his 
State of the Union message last 
evening. 

The most important step I believe we 
can take this year to support CTE is to 
fully reauthorize the Carl D. Perkins 
Vocational and Technical Education 
Act. Currently, the Perkins Act is au- 
thorized at a level set in 2010, which 
doesn’t reflect the reality of a modern 
economy where more workers are look- 
ing at high-skilled fields. 

More and more employers need high- 
ly skilled workers. I hear too often 
from Rhode Island employers with job 
openings that they can’t fill because 
they can’t find the workers with the 
right skills to fill the jobs that they do 
have available. Meanwhile, our unem- 
ployment rate remains unacceptably 
high. 

Closing the skills gap is one impor- 
tant step we can take to ensure that 
workers can fit and fill the needs of ex- 
panding industries, both today and in 
the future. After all, how can we expect 
to help individuals start a company or 
businesses expand their company or to 
relocate jobs from overseas if we don’t 
have the workers with the right skills 
to do the jobs that would be and are 
available? 

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to a con- 
tinuing partnership with my good 
friend, G.T. THOMPSON from Pennsyl- 
vania, in the 113th Congress, and I 
strongly urge my colleagues to join the 
Career and Technical Education Cau- 
cus and to support the full reauthoriza- 
tion of the Perkins Act. 


EE 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 50 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


EE 


1200 


AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 


ananassae 
PRAYER 


Archbishop Emeritus John Quinn, Di- 
ocese of San Francisco, San Francisco, 
California, offered the following pray- 
er: 

Lord, we give deep-felt thanks for the 
great providential blessing that makes 
us citizens of the United States of 
America. 

The men and women of this House, in 
their service to our country, daily con- 
front seemingly intractable public 
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issues, a burden at times over- 
whelming; but You work even in the 
dark places of human history. 

Teach us this day not to fear the 
darkness but to put our hand in Yours 
and resolutely seek the light. 

You reveal Yourself as the Father of 
us all. We ask You to bring us together 
in civic harmony and in the common 
task of making real in our time the 
ideals and the dreams that make us 
America. 

As we turn now to the work of this 
day, we ask for more than human wis- 
dom, and pray that Your blessing, mov- 
ing across our continent, will keep us 
one nation under God with liberty and 
justice for all. 

Amen. 


— 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN) come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


Ee 


WELCOMING ARCHBISHOP 
EMERITUS JOHN QUINN 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
ESHOO) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, it is a 
great privilege to welcome Archbishop 
John Quinn to the House of Represent- 
atives and to thank him for offering 
the opening prayer today. 

Archbishop Quinn is one of the pre- 
eminent spiritual leaders and 
theologians of our Nation. His church 
service spans over four decades, begin- 
ning with his ordination in Rome in 
1953. He has served as a pastor, as an 
educator, as Provost of the University 
of San Diego College for Men, as Auxil- 
iary Bishop of San Diego, as Bishop of 
Oklahoma City and Tulsa, as the first 
Archbishop of Oklahoma City; and in 
1977, he was named the sixth Arch- 
bishop of San Francisco. 

His fellow bishops elected him Presi- 
dent of the National Conference of 
Catholic Bishops in 1977, where he led 
with great distinction for a 3-year 
term. In December 1995, after 18 years 
of “tending his flock” of the Arch- 
diocese of San Francisco, he resigned 
and was given a visiting fellowship at 
Campion Hall, Oxford. 
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My colleagues, our country has been 
blessed by the great patriotism, wis- 
dom, scholarship, deep spirituality, and 
inspirational leadership of this humble 
and holy man. 

Thank you, Archbishop Quinn, for 
gracing the House of Representatives 
with your prayer and your presence 
and for strengthening our country with 
a faith that calls each of us to be in- 
struments of peace and justice. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
Foxx). The Chair will entertain 15 fur- 
ther requests for 1-minute speeches on 
each side of the aisle. 


ee 


AMERICA’S FIRST PRIORITY—A 
BUDGET 


(Mr. McCARTHY of California asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. McCARTHY of California. 
Madam Speaker, last night, I had 
hoped to hear from the President that 
he would challenge both Houses to pass 
the first priority—a budget. The House 
has done it. The Senate has not for the 
last 3 years. 

In this House, we talk a lot about the 
sluggish economy and our continual 
debt. We talk in trillions, so let’s take 
the zeros away and talk in household 
income. If we were a household, we 
would, roughly, bring in $24,500 a year, 
but we would spend $35,500. That means 
we’d have to add $11,000 to the credit 
card each year, but when we’d look to 
the credit card, it would already have 
$160,000 on it. 

We have to get the House in order. 
The Senate has refused to pass a budg- 
et in 3 years. The time is now to move 
America forward. 


ee 


REBUILDING AMERICAN 
INFRASTRUCTURE 


(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS. Last night, President 
Obama argued that rebuilding Amer- 
ican infrastructure is crucial to job 
creation, and with 70,000 structurally 
deficient bridges, it is long overdue. 

Today, the United States Chamber of 
Commerce is holding a summit on in- 
frastructure investment. According to 
the U.S. Chamber, our broken infra- 
structure costs $78 billion annually in 
lost time and fuel, and we will experi- 
ence $336 billion in lost growth over the 
next 5 years. Our decaying infrastruc- 
ture is a significant drag on the econ- 
omy. Freight rail bottlenecks cost us 
$200 billion a year—air traffic delays 
$33 billion a year. Our inadequate ports 
will lose up to $270 billion in exports by 
2020, costing 738,000 jobs. 
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Lots of people around here spend a 
lot of time whining about China. China 
invests 9 percent of its economy in in- 
frastructure. We invest less than 3 per- 
cent. Stop whining about China and do 
something about it. President Obama 
and the U.S. Chamber agree that it’s 
time to nation-build right here at 
home, right here in America, and Con- 
gress should listen. 


EE 


CONGRATULATIONS TO 
GAINESVILLE, GEORGIA 


(Mr. COLLINS of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I rise to congratulate my 
hometown—the city of Gainesville, 
Georgia—for its leadership in creating 
and sustaining jobs despite the eco- 
nomic challenges facing our Nation. A 
new Milken Institute study ranked 
Gainesville as the  best-performing 
small city in Georgia last year. 

The study found that 24 new and ex- 
panded industries created 1,200 jobs, re- 
tained 742 existing jobs, and generated 
$164 million in capital investment for 
Gainesville and Hall County in 2012. 
This performance puts Gainesville in 
the top 10 small cities for job growth in 
the U.S. 

I am proud that Gainesville con- 
tinues to be a leader in economic devel- 
opment. Gainesville was ranked sixth 
in job growth nationwide from 2010 to 
2011 and was ranked second in job 
growth from 2011 to 2012. From food 
and auto services to manufacturing 
and retail, more businesses are calling 
Gainesville home, which means more 
job opportunities for Georgians. I com- 
mend the leadership of Gainesville and 
Hall County for creating an environ- 
ment where businesses can thrive, and 
I look forward to their continued suc- 
cess. 

I hope that other cities across the 
Nation, as well as Congress, will look 
to Gainesville as an example of how job 
creation can be achieved even in a dif- 
ficult economic climate. 


—— 


SEQUESTRATION 


(Ms. CHU asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. CHU. Last night, President 
Obama challenged all of us to come to- 
gether to improve our country’s fiscal 
health today and for generations to 
come. 

Automatic budget cuts, or sequestra- 
tion, was never intended to be good fis- 
cal policy. It was never intended to be 
policy—period. If these cuts take place, 
the American people will actually be 
harmed by the Representatives who 
were sent here to serve them. This is 
unacceptable. In just 2 weeks, if we 
don’t act, across-the-board cuts will 
deeply hurt every aspect of our lives— 
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schools, health programs, law enforce- 
ment, research and development. Under 
sequestration, all of these will be deci- 
mated. 

In our fragile economy, our Nation 
cannot afford to wait, so I call on our 
colleagues from the other side of the 
aisle to rise to the challenge. We can- 
not keep on going from one manufac- 
tured crisis to the next. Work with us 
to stop sequestration before it’s too 
late. 


EE 


1210 


STOP DEVASTATING SEQUESTER 


(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, President 
Obama had a chance last night to lay 
out a plan for smart, strategic savings 
to replace his devastating sequester. 
We were all watching; we were all lis- 
tening. We want to work together on 
this. But instead of laying out a vision 
for how government can avoid his se- 
quester—his sequester—by living with- 
in its means, the President decided to 
make the impractical case for passing 
the buck onto taxpayers through even 
more taxes. 

House Republicans have known all 
along the President’s sequester was a 
terrible plan. We gave the Supercom- 
mittee a chance to do the right thing, 
and when they didn’t, we led. 

Twice since last summer we have 
passed legislation that would preserve 
savings while completely removing the 
threat sequester poses to American 
jobs and national security. The Presi- 
dent didn’t join the conversation until 
recently. 

March 1 is coming. Will he or won’t 
he put forth a credible plan to stop the 
damage of his sequester? Republicans 
have responded. He and our friends on 
the other side of the aisle have not. 


Ee 


OPPOSING SEQUESTRATION 


(Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 
huge education cuts that are in the se- 
quester. Massive sequestration is an in- 
efficient way to make spending deci- 
sions that affect millions of Ameri- 
cans. However, this is what we agreed 
to, and the House majority has not had 
an open and frank debate on how this 
Chamber can reduce our national def- 
icit while helping our students and 
hardworking educational professionals 
succeed. 

On education alone, sequestration 
will reduce funding for the Department 
of Education and Head Start by an es- 
timated $4.8 billion. Department of 
Education funding will return to pre- 
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2003 levels, impacting between 8.9 mil- 
lion and 9.4 million students. Potential 
job losses in the education field are 
projected to be between 74,600 and 
80,500. These cuts will come as schools 
and colleges enroll more students and 
the cost of services increases. 

I call on Members on both sides of 
the aisle to join me in finding a better 
way to reduce our deficit while pro- 
tecting our children, students, and edu- 
cational professionals. 


EE 


STRENGTHENING THE MIDDLE 
CLASS 


(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Speaker, last 
night President Obama outlined a bold 
vision for his second term in office and 
spoke about the number one issue fac- 
ing our country: jobs. The President 
understands that if we want to get our 
country back on the right track, we 
have to invest in those areas that are 
essential to growing our economy and 
strengthening the middle class. 

With families all across America, and 
particularly in my home State of 
Rhode Island facing tremendous chal- 
lenges, it’s critical that our friends on 
the other side of the aisle put aside 
partisan gamesmanship and start 
working together on the commonsense 
goals that President Obama outlined: 
reinvigorating manufacturing; invest- 
ing in our infrastructure; making edu- 
cation a priority; and developing new 
sources of clean energy, as well as a 
long-term strategy to deal with our 
debt. 

It’s true that Republicans and Demo- 
crats have a choice. We can either 
work to find common ground and move 
our country forward as a whole, or we 
can continue the partisan fighting that 
has created gridlock in Washington. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to find common ground and 
real solutions so we can put our coun- 
try back to work and address the seri- 
ous challenges facing our Nation. 


ES 


REPEAL AND REPLACE 
DANGEROUS SEQUESTER 


(Mr. CARTWRIGHT asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Madam Speaker, 
we have before us this question of al- 
lowing indiscriminate and harmful cuts 
to our armed services and other vital 
national governmental works. 

I agree we must address the debt and 
the deficit, but it’s not a new problem, 
and we have fixed it before. Right now, 
our national debt stands at about 105 
percent of GDP, gross domestic prod- 
uct. In 1946, it was close to 122 percent, 
and we fixed it—not by austerity, not 
by slash and burn; we fixed it by in- 
vesting in America. We built our na- 
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tional highway system. We made our 
armed services the envy of the world. 
We even rebuilt Europe and Japan. We 
went to the Moon, for heaven’s sake. 

By the 1960s, our economic growth 
was so great that it was impossible for 
anyone to complain about the Roo- 
sevelt debt with a straight face. That’s 
what we need to do now. We need to be- 
lieve in ourselves. We need to invest in 
the great engines of our economic re- 
covery, our infrastructure, and our 
middle class. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge the Members, 
be bullish on America and repeal and 
replace this dangerous sequester. 


EE 


AMERICANS NEED REAL 
SOLUTIONS 


(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, last 
night at his State of the Union address, 
President Obama outlined a real job 
creation plan to grow our economy and 
strengthen America’s middle class. 
However, sequestration is just 15 days 
away, threatening to stall our eco- 
nomic recovery. 

Sequestration would be devastating 
for many programs and services that 
my constituents and all Americans 
rely on: Head Start; the Women, In- 
fants and  Children—WIC—nutrition 
plan; medical research funding; Indian 
Health Service; police officers; and 
food inspectors. Funding for all these 
crucial areas would be decimated. 

Sequestration would also make our 
country less safe by implementing 
reckless, across-the-board defense cuts. 
We’ve already reduced the deficit by 
$2.5 trillion, mostly through spending 
cuts. There’s no question we can elimi- 
nate additional wasteful spending. 
However, we should be strategic in 
finding ways to reduce our deficit. 
With sequestration looming, Madam 
Speaker, Americans need real solu- 
tions, not another eleventh hour cliff- 
hanger. 


EEE 


DEVASTATING SEQUESTRATION 
CUTS 


(Ms. GABBARD asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. GABBARD. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to speak about the dev- 
astating sequestration cuts that are 
set to take effect unless we, Congress, 
act by March 1. If these arbitrary 
across-the-board cuts are allowed to 
occur, our military, our national secu- 
rity, and our communities will suffer. 

Hawaii is one of the top 10 States 
that will take the biggest hit. We’ve al- 
ready seen these anticipated cuts play- 
ing out at the Pearl Harbor shipyard, 
where 133 apprentices will not be hired 
and 30 temporary workers will lose 
their jobs. This is affecting real people, 
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their families, as well as our military’s 
readiness. 

Times are tough and we must all 
share in the sacrifice, but we cannot do 
so at the expense of our military readi- 
ness or on the backs of our middle class 
families, seniors, and children. 


EE 


SEQUESTRATION MEANS STUPID 


(Mr. DEFAZIO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Madam Speaker, se- 
questration. You know, it’s inside-the- 
Beltway talk. What does it mean? It 
means stupid, across-the-board budget 
cuts. 

Take a program of tremendous public 
import—whether it’s a defense pro- 
gram, public safety program, student 
financial aid—and cut it 10 percent. 
Take a turkey, something we don’t 
need anymore, something stupid, obso- 
lete—registering kids for a draft that 
doesn’t exist and will never exist—cut 
it 10 percent. 

So instead of doing targeted cuts and 
getting rid of programs that we don’t 
need anymore, that don’t work any- 
more, and looking at reasonable reve- 
nues, we’re going to cut everything 10 
percent. It’s going to have a real im- 
pact. 

I was told yesterday by the Office of 
Management and Budget the first 
measurable impact is in my district, a 
10 percent sequestration of payments 
to counties in my State from the Inte- 
rior Department, which means in 
Douglas County, Oregon, the last 10 
road deputies are gone. In another 
county, which is down to one road dep- 
uty, the last road deputy is gone. We’re 
talking about counties the size of 
States here with no rural law enforce- 
ment. That’s because of the stupid se- 
questration. 


EE 
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SEQUESTER IS NOT THE ANSWER 


(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
I join with my colleagues to say that 
sequester is not the answer. When I 
begin to look at my district and I see 
high school students and middle school 
students and elementary school stu- 
dents, I say sequester is not the an- 
swer. 

Yes, we can look reasonably at how 
we improve reducing the debt, but not 
on the backs of seniors, not elimi- 
nating the social network. 

And then, with respect to our chil- 
dren, do we tell them we close the 
doors on summer jobs, we close the 
doors on the best teachers, innovative 
teaching, science labs? Absolutely not. 

So I join with the President to say 
that it’s an inflicted wound we gave. 
Let’s be better. Let’s be adults. 
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And, finally, Madam Speaker, let’s do 
our job on gun safety. Let’s ensure uni- 
versal background checks. Let’s have 
registration of those guns that are 
owned by gun owners like we register a 
car. And let’s make sure that, as my 
legislation introduced, that we secure 
the guns in our homes so that children 
or those who are disturbed cannot ac- 
cess your guns because you left them 
around. 

I am not interested in coming into 
your home and taking your guns, but 
you have a responsibility to be able to 
secure them. That law was passed in 
the State of Texas, a State that prizes 
its guns. 

Let’s be a group, a Congress that can 
work together. We can do this. 


Ea 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on the motion to suspend the 
rules on which a recorded vote or the 
yeas and nays are ordered, or on which 
the vote incurs objection under clause 
6 of rule XX. 

Any record vote on the postponed 
question will be taken later. 


— 


FEDERAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
NONPROFIT FAIRNESS ACT OF 2018 


Mr. BARLETTA. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 592) to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act to clarify that 
houses of worship are eligible for cer- 
tain disaster relief and emergency as- 
sistance on terms equal to other eligi- 
ble private nonprofit facilities, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 592 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Federal Dis- 
aster Assistance Nonprofit Fairness Act of 
2013”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 

(1) Hurricane Sandy inflicted catastrophic 
damage in the Northeastern United States. 

(2) Houses of worship across the 
Northeast’s many faiths and denominations 
were among the private nonprofit facilities 
that sustained damage. 

(3) Churches, synagogues, mosques, tem- 
ples, and other houses of worship throughout 
communities in New York, New Jersey, Con- 
necticut, and elsewhere play an essential 
role in the daily lives of the communities. 

(4) The Federal Emergency Management 
Agency’s (FEMA) public assistance program 
provides financial grants for the repair of 
various types of private nonprofit facilities. 

(5) Amone the types of nonprofits to which 
FEMA provides such grants are those in 
which citizens gather and engage in a vari- 
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ety of educational, enrichment, and social 
activities. These activities are essential to 
community building and occur in houses of 
worship. 

(6) Under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), FEMA’s disaster relief 
program is a general government program 
under which assistance is provided in the 
wake of a natural disaster using criteria that 
are neutral with regard to religion. 

(7) Congress has previously enacted legisla- 
tion providing financial assistance to reli- 
gious nonprofit institutions, including 
houses of worship, on terms equal to other 
eligible nonprofit institutions. 

(8) Such legislation is consistent with re- 
cent precedents of the Supreme Court of the 
United States and legal opinions issued by 
the Office of Legal Counsel of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

SEC. 3. INCLUSION OF HOUSES OF WORSHIP AS 
PRIVATE NONPROFIT FACILITIES 
ELIGIBLE FOR DISASTER RELIEF. 

(a) DEFINITION OF PRIVATE NONPROFIT FA- 
CILITY.—Section 102(10)(B) of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5122(10)(B)) is amend- 
ed to read as follows: 

‘“(B) ADDITIONAL FACILITIES.—In addition 
to the facilities described in subparagraph 
(A), the term ‘private nonprofit facility’ in- 
cludes any private nonprofit facility that 
provides essential services of a governmental 
nature to the general public (including mu- 
seums, zoos, performing arts facilities, com- 
munity arts centers, community centers, in- 
cluding houses of worship exempt from tax- 
ation under section 501(c) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, libraries, homeless 
shelters, senior citizen centers, rehabilita- 
tion facilities, shelter workshops, and facili- 
ties that provide health and safety services 
of a governmental nature), as defined by the 
President.”’. 

(b) REPAIR, RESTORATION, AND REPLACE- 
MENT OF DAMAGED  FACILITIES.—Section 
406(a)(3) of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5172(a)(8)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

“(C) HOUSES OF WORSHIP.—A church, syna- 
gogue, mosque, temple, or other house of 
worship, and a private nonprofit facility op- 
erated by a religious organization, shall be 
eligible for contributions under paragraph 
(1)(B), without regard to the religious char- 
acter of the facility or the primary religious 
use of the facility.’’. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—This section and the 
amendments made by this section shall 
apply to the provision of assistance in re- 
sponse to a major disaster or emergency de- 
clared on or after October 28, 2012. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. BARLETTA) and the 
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. 
RAHALL) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BARLETTA. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 592. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 


1338 


Mr. BARLETTA. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

First, I want to acknowledge the 
work of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey (Mr. SMITH) for his leadership on 
this bipartisan legislation. 

Currently, the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist- 
ance Act, also known as the Stafford 
Act, provides for assistance to non- 
profit organizations to rebuild dam- 
aged facilities following a declared dis- 
aster. 

Like other nonprofit organizations, 
religious-based organizations have seen 
significant damage to their facilities 
from disasters. Just last year, for ex- 
ample, we saw facilities owned by both 
religious and nonreligious organiza- 
tions alike damaged or destroyed by 
Hurricane Sandy. 

The administration is interpreting 
current law to allow some religious 
nonprofits to receive reconstruction as- 
sistance, while others do not. For ex- 
ample, parochial schools and religious 
hospitals receive funds, while a soup 
kitchen or a shelter may not, depend- 
ing on how often it is used for purely 
religious purposes. 

H.R. 592 clarifies that facilities 
owned by religious-based organizations 
qualify for certain types of disaster as- 
sistance. 

Again, let me thank the gentleman 
from New Jersey for his efforts on be- 
half of his constituents to rebuild the 
storm-ravaged areas of his State. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 592, the Fed- 
eral Disaster Assistance Nonprofit 
Fairness Act of 2018. This bill des- 
ignates houses of worship as eligible 
private nonprofit organizations to re- 
ceive Federal Emergency Management 
Agency funds to repair or rebuild after 
a disaster strikes. 

When most people think of disaster 
damage, they think of the physical 
damage that is often shown on tele- 
vision, that is, of downed trees, flooded 
streets and homes, snow piled high, et 
cetera. 

But for disaster survivors, the impact 
is often also emotionally traumatic. In 
some cases, survivors have lost loved 
ones or all of their worldly possessions. 
In these trying times, survivors often 
look to houses of worship for spiritual 
instruction, guidance, and counseling. 
The services provided by houses of wor- 
ship are critical to survivors’ full heal- 
ing and recovery after a disaster. 

During and after disasters, houses of 
worship are there at a time when the 
emotional toll inflicted by a disaster is 
at its worst. While some may have con- 
cerns about providing any type of Fed- 
eral assistance to houses of worship, 
some types of Federal assistance 
should be, and are, provided on a neu- 
tral basis. 
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Funding provided to a broad class of 
entities for secular purposes such as 
government-funded and -sponsored po- 
lice and firefighting assistance and 
protection and recovery from terrorist 
activities are such examples. 

Likewise, disaster assistance has 
been provided to religious institutions 
in the past. In 1995, after the Oklahoma 
City bombing, Congress approved funds 
for the U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development that specifi- 
cally allowed for the repair and recon- 
struction of houses of worship damaged 
by the bombing. 

In addition, under FEMA’s current 
policy, funds are provided to repair or 
rebuild religiously affiliated private 
nonprofit organizations such as 
schools, nursing homes, food shelters, 
and daycare centers. 

Assisting with recovery from a dis- 
aster does not promote or establish re- 
ligion. There is no intrinsically reli- 
gious purpose in providing disaster as- 
sistance. This provision simply recog- 
nizes that houses of worship are one as- 
pect of community recovery. 

This bill helps ensure that our com- 
munities fully recover physically, emo- 
tionally, and mentally after a disaster. 
I urge my colleagues to join in sup- 
porting this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Madam Speaker, I 
wish to yield 7 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH), 
who is the sponsor of this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
my good friend, the chair, for yielding. 
I thank him for his support and for Mr. 
RAHALL. And I want to thank GRACE 
MENG for her cosponsorship and leader- 
ship on this important bill, and all the 
cosponsors, and to ERIC CANTOR and the 
leadership for scheduling it for a vote 
today. This is extremely important and 
very timely. 

Madam Speaker, Superstorm Sandy 
inflicted unprecedented damage on 
communities in the Northeast, includ- 
ing my district in New Jersey. Con- 
gress and the President have responded 
by providing $60 billion in emergency 
and recovery aid. 

Today’s debate and vote, however, 
isn’t at all about whether or how much 
funding Congress appropriates to miti- 
gate the impact of Sandy. We’ve had 
that vote. 

Rather, it’s about those who are 
being unfairly left out and left behind. 
It’s about those who help feed, comfort, 
clothe, and shelter tens of thousands of 
victims now being told they are ineli- 
gible for a FEMA grant. 

It’s unconscionable that foundational 
pillars of our communities damaged by 
Sandy—synagogues, churches, 
mosques, temples and other houses of 
worship—have been categorically de- 
nied access to these otherwise gen- 
erally available relief funds. 

Current FEMA policy is patently un- 
fair, unjustified, and discriminatory 
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and may even suggest hostility to reli- 
gion. FEMA has a policy in place to aid 
nonprofit facilities damaged in the 
storm, but the agency has excluded 
houses of worship from their support. 
That is wrong, and it’s time Congress 
ensures fundamental fairness for these 
essential private nonprofits. 

The bipartisan Federal Disaster As- 
sistance Nonprofit Fairness Act will 
ensure that houses of worship are eligi- 
ble for Federal funds administered by 
FEMA. 

Madam Speaker, it’s worth noting 
here that FEMA’s discriminatory pol- 
icy of exclusion is not prescribed by 
any law. Nothing in the Stafford Act or 
any other law, including the Hurricane 
Sandy Disaster Relief Appropriations 
Act, precludes funds to repair and to 
replace and to restore houses of wor- 
ship. 

Indeed, the congressional precedent 
favors enacting H.R. 592, as there are 
several pertinent examples of public 
funding being allocated to houses of 
worship. For example, FEMA grants 
were explicitly authorized by Congress 
back in 1995 and provided to the 
churches damaged by the Oklahoma 
City terrorist attack, as my friend 
from West Virginia pointed out. 
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The Homeland Security Department 
and UASI provides funding to houses of 
worship for security upgrades. The In- 
terior Department provides funding for 
grants for historically significant prop- 
erties, including active churches and 
active synagogues. And the SBA pro- 
vides low interest loans—no hint at all 
by anyone that there’s an Establish- 
ment Clause issue. 

It’s important to note that a control- 
ling Justice Department Office of 
Legal Counsel memorandum explains 
in detail the legal principles that make 
H.R. 592 constitutional. In a 2002 writ- 
ten opinion, the Office of Legal Counsel 
concluded it was constitutional for 
Congress to provide disaster relief and 
reconstruction funds to a religious 
Jewish school, along with all sorts of 
other organizations, following a dev- 
astating earthquake. The same prin- 
ciples apply to protect religious orga- 
nizations following a devastating hur- 
ricane. 

As the Office of Legal Counsel memo 
concluded: 

Provisions of disaster assistance to reli- 
gious organizations cannot be materially dis- 
tinguished from aid programs that are con- 
stitutional under longstanding Supreme 
Court precedent, establishing that religious 
institutions are fully entitled to receive gen- 
erally available government benefits and 
services, such as fire and police protection. 

The Supreme Court handed down its 
first modern Establishment Clause de- 
cision in the Everson v. Board of Edu- 
cation decision, which involved a pro- 
gram in my own home State of New 
Jersey. In that case, the Court held 
that religious institutions are entitled 
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to receive ‘‘general government serv- 
ices’? made available on the basis of 
neutral criteria. The Court held that 
the Establishment Clause does not bar, 
in that case, students attending reli- 
gious schools from receiving generally 
available school busing services pro- 
vided by the government. 

As Nathan Diament, Executive Direc- 
tor of Public Policy for the Union of 
Orthodox Jewish Organizations of 
America, notes in his excellent legal 
analysis, which I will include in the 
RECORD: 

Federal disaster relief is analogous to aid 
that qualifies as general government serv- 
ices approved by the Court in Everson. 

Madam Speaker, the bill before us 
today simply makes clear and clarifies 
that Federal disaster relief includes re- 
ligious entities, along with every other 
sort of entity. 

As the Court later stated in Widmar 
v. Vincent: 

The provision of benefits to so broad a 
spectrum of groups is an important index of 
secular, that is, constitutional effect. 

As it stated more recently in Texas 
Monthly v. Bullock: 

Insofar as a subsidy is conferred upon a 
wide array of nonsectarian groups as well as 
religious organizations in pursuit of some le- 
gitimate secular end, the fact that religious 
groups benefit incidentally does not deprive 
the subsidy of the secular purpose and pri- 
mary effect mandated by the Establishment 
Clause. 

Significantly, Madam Speaker, when 
three churches in Detroit received tax- 
payer-funded grants to repair and 
spruce up their buildings prior to the 
2006 Super Bowl, American Atheists 
sued the City of Detroit and lost. 

In a sweeping decision authored by 
Judge Sutton, the U.S. Court of Ap- 
peals for the Sixth Circuit, unani- 
mously held that the direct assistance 
to the churches did not violate the Es- 
tablishment Clause. Judge Sutton said, 
and I quote, in pertinent part: 

Detroit sought to fix up its downtown, not 
to establish a religion. And as will generally 
be the case when a governmental program al- 
locates generally available benefits on a neu- 
tral basis and without a hidden agenda, this 
program does not have the impermissible ef- 
fect of advancing religion in general or any 
one faith in particular. By endorsing all 
qualifying applicants, the program has en- 
dorsed none of them, and accordingly it has 
not run afoul of the Federal or State reli- 
gious clauses In the Establishment 
Clause context, that means evenhanded neu- 
tral laws generally, though not invariably, 
will be upheld. So long as the government 
benefit is neutral and generally applicable 
on its face, it presumptively will satisfy the 
Establishment Clause. 

H.R. 592 exhibits no government pref- 
erence for or against religion, or any 
particular religion, since it merely per- 
mits houses of worship to receive the 
same type of generally available assist- 
ance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARLETTA. I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional minute. 


The 
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Again, 
this legislation permits houses of wor- 
ship to receive the same type of gen- 
erally available assistance in picking 
up the pieces after stunning devasta- 
tion that many other similarly situ- 
ated nonprofits receive. Thus, the bill 
not only passes the test of constitu- 
tionality, it passes the test of basic de- 
cency. 

Indeed, to do otherwise would be to 
single out churches for adverse treat- 
ment, which is in itself constitu- 
tionally suspect. 

The Supreme Court held, Madam 
Speaker, in Lukumi Babalu Aye v. City 
of Hialeah, that ‘‘at a minimum, the 
protections of the Free Exercise Clause 
pertain if the law at issue discrimi- 
nates against some or all religious be- 
liefs.” 

And in Employment Division v. 
Smith, the Court held that under the 
Free Exercise Clause, the State may 
not ‘“‘impose special disabilities on the 
basis of religious views or religious sta- 
tus.” 

To continue to single houses of wor- 
ship out for discrimination does not ex- 
press government neutrality; it ex- 
presses government hostility. And 
there’s no place for government hos- 
tility toward religion under our Con- 
stitution. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from West Virginia has 17% 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. RAHALL. Thank you. 

I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. NADLER). 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I re- 
luctantly rise in opposition to this bill. 
The purpose of this bill is laudable. Un- 
fortunately, there are real constitu- 
tional problems. 

This bill would provide direct cash 
grants to rebuild houses of worship. Di- 
rect government funding of churches, 
synagogues, and mosques has always 
been held to be unconstitutional, and 
the decisions of the Supreme Court es- 
tablishing that principle remain good 
law to this day. While some recent de- 
cisions have raised questions of these 
prior decisions’ validity, they remain 
binding precedent. Most legal authori- 
ties would hold this bill to be unconsti- 
tutional, although some would dis- 
agree. 

At the very least, given the serious 
constitutional questions raised by this 
legislation, I am deeply troubled that 
it has received no committee consider- 
ation and is being rushed to the floor 
just a few days after being introduced 
under a procedure that allows only 40 
minutes of debate and no amendments. 
One would think that we were naming 
a post office rather than passing legis- 
lation with significant constitutional 
implications that could alter the rela- 
tionship between government and reli- 
gion. 
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While I have serious reservations 
about this bill and the way it is being 
considered, I want to commend the 
sponsors, the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey (Mr. SMITH) and my colleagues 
from New York, Ms. MENG and Mr. 
KING, who have been outstanding 
champions of the people hard hit by 
Hurricane Sandy. 

So what is the concern? 

Let’s start with the basics. This bill 
would direct Federal taxpayer dollars 
to the reconstruction of houses of wor- 
ship. The idea that taxpayer money 
can be used to build a religious sanc- 
tuary or an altar has consistently been 
held unconstitutional. 

This is entirely different from gov- 
ernment working with religious insti- 
tutions to deliver social services. 
FEMA money, under the law this bill 
would amend, is already available to 
those institutions. 

FEMA Disaster Assistance Policy 
9521.1 states: 

Just because a community center is oper- 
ated by a religious institution does not auto- 
matically make it ineligible. In addition to 
worship services, many religious institutions 
conduct a variety of activities that benefit 
the community. Many of these activities are 
similar or identical to those performed by 
secular institutions and local governments. 

The law now permits funding to reli- 
gious institutions that provide those 
services to the general public, on an 
equal basis with secular institutions 
doing the same work. Although the 
title of this bill suggests otherwise, 
there is no unequal treatment of reli- 
gious institutions. 

So what we are really talking about 
is whether we should be in the business 
of using taxpayer money to build and 
rebuild houses of worship and rebuild 
sanctuaries and altars that are not 
available for use to the general public. 

I think, at the very least, we need to 
exercise caution. I know that people 
have been circulating letters making 
extravagant claims about the current 
state of the law, but what is clear is 
that the Supreme Court has never 
overruled its prior decisions specifi- 
cally prohibiting this kind of use of 
public money. 
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In Tilton v. Richardson, the Court 
held that a 20-year ban on using pub- 
licly financed college facilities for reli- 
gious or other purposes was not suffi- 
cient. The Court made the ban perma- 
nent, saying: 

If, at the end of 20 years, the building is, 
for example, converted into a chapel or oth- 
erwise used to promote religious interests, 
the original Federal grant will in part have 
the effect of advancing religion. 

And that, of course, is not permis- 
sible. 

Similarly, in Committee for Public 
Education v. Nyquist, the Court struck 
down a State program of ‘‘maintenance 
and repair grants” for the upkeep of re- 
ligious elementary and secondary 
schools. The Court said: 
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If the State may not erect buildings in 
which religious activities are to take place, 
it may not maintain such buildings or ren- 
ovate them when they fall into disrepair. 

Some proponents have pointed to the 
Court’s ruling in Mitchell v. Helms. 
The question in that case was whether 
publicly financed educational mate- 
rials could be lent to religious schools. 
The controlling opinion, written by 
Justice O’Connor, made it clear that it 
was not sufficient that the publicly 
furnished materials be provided on a 
nondiscriminatory basis; they must 
never be diverted to religious activi- 
ties. That is clearly not the case here. 

The majority has made a big issue of 
respecting the Constitution. We read 
the Constitution at the beginning of 
each Congress, and we are required to 
provide a statement of constitutional 
authority when we introduce a bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAHALL. I yield the gentleman 
an additional minute. 

Mr. NADLER. But all of that means 
very little if, when faced with a genu- 
inely significant constitutional ques- 
tion, the House gives it the bum’s rush. 
This bill should be subject to hearings 
in the Judiciary Committee, with input 
from constitutional scholars, and due 
consideration of these significant con- 
stitutional issues, before we take such 
a radical step. 

At the very least, for those who sup- 
port this bill, I would think that they 
would want to get it right, to ensure 
that it is not done in a way that would 
make it susceptible to successful legal 
challenge. I urge my colleagues to put 
the brakes on this legislation until we 
can review it with the care it deserves. 

Because I believe this bill to be un- 
constitutional, and because the con- 
stitutional issues have not been prop- 
erly considered, I must reluctantly 
vote ‘‘no.”’ 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Madam Speaker, I 
wish to yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE), 
chairman of Judiciary. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, the chair- 
man of the subcommittee, for his hard 
work on this legislation and the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) 
for introducing it and leading this bi- 
partisan effort to address what I think 
is a serious problem. 

I rise today in support of the Federal 
Disaster Assistance Nonprofit Fairness 
Act of 2018. 

Churches, synagogues, and all houses 
of worship are essential to the fabric of 
communities throughout this great Na- 
tion. In times of need, it seems that 
faith and the charitable acts that faith 
inspire are essential to rebuilding and 
healing our communities. When disas- 
ters occur, like Hurricane Sandy in the 
Northeast, it’s often houses of worship 
whose faith calls them to spring into 
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action to help their fellow man, to feed 
the hungry and house the homeless. 
Faith inspires hope that communities 
can become whole again. 

Every Member of Congress has seen 
the good works and deeds that houses 
of worship and nonprofit organizations 
do in our communities. There is no rea- 
son that the Federal Government 
should treat churches, synagogues, and 
houses of worship differently than 
other nonprofits in times of disaster. 

I want to note that the so-called 
‘““pervasively sectarian doctrine,” 
which absolutely prohibited any aid to 
pervasively sectarian organizations 
such as churches, is no longer sup- 
ported by Supreme Court precedent. 
While that doctrine was a central part 
of Supreme Court jurisprudence during 
the 1970s when the Supreme Court 
handed down decisions cited by oppo- 
nents of this bill, including Tilton v. 
Richardson in 1971, Hunt v. McNair in 
1973, and Committee for Public Edu- 
cation v. Nyquist, also 1973, it is no 
longer controlling, as the pervasively 
sectarian doctrine was subsequently re- 
jected by a majority of the Supreme 
Court in the 1999 case of Mitchell v. 
Helms. Indeed, as the Congressional 
Research Service concluded in its De- 
cember 27, 2000, report to Congress: 

In its most recent decisions, the Supreme 
Court appears to have abandoned the pre- 
sumption that some religious institutions 
are so pervasively sectarian that they are 
constitutionally ineligible to participate in 
direct public aid programs. It also seems 
clear that the question of whether a recipi- 
ent institution is pervasively sectarian is no 
longer a constitutionally determinative fac- 
tor. 

Today’s legislation is important be- 
cause it will ensure that houses of wor- 
ship are treated equitably to other pri- 
vate nonprofit facilities, and that they 
are eligible for Federal Emergency 
Management Agency disaster relief and 
emergency assistance. I am glad that 
we are acting today to clarify that 
FEMA should treat churches, syna- 
gogues, and all houses of worship the 
same as other nonprofit organizations 
that are working to rebuild affected 
communities. 

I thank Congressman SMITH for in- 
troducing this legislation, and I urge 
all Members to join with me to support 
this important clarification of existing 
law. 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, I’m 
very honored to yield 3 minutes to a 
cosponsor of the pending legislation, 
the gentlelady from New York (Ms. 
MENG). 

Ms. MENG. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to strongly urge my colleagues 
to support H.R. 592, the Federal Dis- 
aster Assistance Nonprofit Fairness 
Act of 2013. I want to also thank my 
colleague, Congressman CHRIS SMITH of 
New Jersey, for his wonderful leader- 
ship on this issue. 

On October 29 of last year, Hurricane 
Sandy tore through New York City and 
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its surrounding areas and left an un- 
precedented amount of damage in its 
wake. Homes burned to the ground, our 
communities were devastated, prop- 
erties flooded, and over 120 lives were 
lost. Rightfully so, one of the 113th 
Congress’ first actions was ensuring 
that adequate funding was made avail- 
able to begin repairing the damage, and 
I was happy to be part of that effort. 

The $60 billion in aid that Congress 
made available was a great start to re- 
building our communities and making 
them whole, but it was only a start. If 
we as Members of Congress want our 
affected communities to recover in the 
aftermath of any natural disaster, we 
must ensure that FEMA public assist- 
ance grants are available to help re- 
build all institutions that are vital to a 
community’s way of life. 

H.R. 592 is a bipartisan bill. It would 
allow houses of worship, such as 
churches, synagogues, temples, or 
mosques, to receive the fair treatment 
they deserve. The bill places these vital 
community institutions on the same 
playing field as other private non- 
profits that are already eligible for 
FEMA disaster relief. This bill provides 
no new funds. It sets forth no dif- 
ference, no favoritism, no promotion of 
religion; it simply provides for the 
community and its well-being. 

Facilities that already are able to 
apply for funding include zoos, muse- 
ums, community centers, and homeless 
shelters, and it is important that 
houses of worship not be discriminated 
against when they need our help. These 
houses are vital community centers 
that serve so many of our constituents. 
The centers’ existence, safety, and abil- 
ity to serve should not be infringed 
upon, especially because the funds are 
available under our broadly available 
program without regard to the reli- 
gious nature of these facilities. Indeed, 
to deny FEMA relief to these impor- 
tant institutions would be to discrimi- 
nate against them because they are re- 
ligious institutions, in violation of the 
First Amendment to our Constitution. 

Not every facility, home, or place 
that engages in religious activity will 
be made available for FEMA assistance 
because this bill uses a predefined, ac- 
cepted definition for what these facili- 
ties are under section 501(c) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986. This is 
how the IRS currently recognizes and 
provides tax benefits to houses of wor- 
ship, and this definition will help pre- 
vent erroneous claims. 

The concerns about promotion of re- 
ligion are unfounded. Alan 
Derschowitz, a widely respected expert 
on these issues, supports this bill on its 
constitutional grounds. He wrote that: 

Under precedents of the U.S. Supreme 
Court, religious institutions may receive 
government aid if it is in the context of a 
broadly available program with criteria that 
are neutral toward religion and pose no risks 
of religious favoritism. This is certainly the 
case in the context of FEMA disbursing aid 
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to repair buildings in the wake of a natural 
disaster. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. RAHALL. I yield the gentlelady 
an additional minute. 

Ms. MENG. Many of the groups op- 
posing this bill also oppose Nonprofit 
Security Grant funding, historic pres- 
ervation grants, and parochial school 
funding after Katrina. They oppose 
Federal assistance that helped rebuild 
the Trinity Parish Episcopal Church in 
Seattle after an earthquake; aid made 
available after the tragic Oklahoma 
City bombing in which money was 
made available to the First United 
Methodist Church, First Baptist 
Church, St. Paul’s Episcopal Cathedral, 
and St. Joseph’s Catholic Church. This 
is not precedential; this is taking care 
of our constituents and their needs, our 
most important task in Congress. 

Congress erred by not including an 
important part of our communities in 
these rebuilding efforts, and I hope we 
can correct that today. 


DIOCESE OF ROCKVILLE CENTRE, 
Rockville Centre, NY, February 11, 2013. 
Hon. CHRIS SMITH, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE SMITH: A few weeks 
ago I wrote to your office to call your atten- 
tion to the sad situation of houses of worship 
that were severely damaged by Hurricane 
Sandy. At that time I could cite Catholic 
churches and Jewish synagogues who had 
been told that FEMA would not offer them 
grants to re-build their place of worship but 
only loans. 

Today I learned that you plan to offer in 
Congress a bill that would offer houses of 
worship the same access to disaster relief as 
other community centers. 

I write to thank you for doing this as well 
as to add my voice of support for just such a 
correction of a previous position that surely 
does not reflect either our traditions or our 
current realities. Houses of worship have 
been one of the first centers of response 
across Long Island. The Sunday after Sandy 
I visited the four parishes most damaged by 
the storm where I witnessed in parish halls 
without heat or electricity two signs of hope: 
faithful people worshipping and the same 
faithful people reaching out to one another 
to share food, clothing and other necessities 
even when their own homes had been de- 
stroyed. 

To discriminate against houses of worship 
would be a mark of sectarianism that denies 
the generosity of the people who helped one 
another and narrows the American spirit to 
an arbitrary sectarianism. Please know that 
my parishioners, my priests and all the vol- 
unteers in our various outreach centers are 
one with me in support of your bill. 

WILLIAM MURPHY, 
Bishop of Rockville Centre. 
AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE, 
Washington, DC, February 12, 2013. 
Re H.R. 592. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: We write on behalf 
of AJC (American Jewish Committee) to en- 
dorse the necessity and constitutionality of 
legislation to ensure that FEMA provides 
disaster-relief assistance to houses of wor- 
ship and other facilities on an equal footing 
with analogous not-for-profit organizations. 
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We do not support such legislation lightly, 
since AJC usually opposes direct government 
aid to pervasively religious institutions, 
such as houses of worship. AJC has a long 
record of opposing aid to pervasively reli- 
gious institutions as an ingredient of the 
separation of church and state that is an es- 
sential component in the protection of our 
religious liberties. Nevertheless, we believe 
disaster relief is constitutionally different. 

First, disaster relief, such as the ongoing 
efforts following Hurricane Sandy, presents 
special circumstances that do not amount to 
a transfer of the costs of operating a place of 
worship from the collection plates to the 
taxpayer, a core concern of the Framers 
when they authored the First Amendment’s 
prohibition on government establishment of 
religion. It is instead a form of social insur- 
ance in which society shares the burden of 
recovering from extraordinary disasters. 
There is a strong societal interest in aiding 
those who have suffered damage from such a 
broad-sweeping event, even institutions that 
for compelling constitutional and policy rea- 
sons would not otherwise be eligible for gov- 
ernment assistance. 

Second, houses of worship are not uniquely 
beneficiaries of the aid—a wide variety of 
not-for-profit institutions are eligible for aid 
under the existing statutory framework, in- 
cluding zoos and museums. These latter are 
undeniably important social institutions, 
but it is clearly the case that houses of wor- 
ship play at least as important a role in pro- 
viding essential response services to people 
in need. Disaster relief is thus available 
under religiously neutral criteria, which 
leave no room for discretionary or discrimi- 
natory judgments of the sort that generate 
Establishment Clause concerns. 

For these reasons, we support in principle 
the goal to which H.R. 592 is directed. 

We do wish to note how we read the pro- 
posed language in Section 3(b), lines 15-16, 
that makes eligible for aid a ‘‘house of wor- 
ship and a private nonprofit facility operated 
by a religious organization .. . without re- 
gard to the religious character of the facility 
or the primary use of the facility.” (empha- 
sis supplied) We read this section, as we be- 
lieve it is intended; as meaning that an oth- 
erwise qualified institution is not disquali- 
fied from aid merely because it is religious, 
and that in its implementation, FEMA must 
apportion aid between secular and religious 
functions. 

Thank you for your consideration of our 
views. 

Respectfully, 
MARC D. STERN, 
Director of Legal Ad- 
vocacy. 
RICHARD T. FOLTIN, 
Director of National 
and Legislative Af- 
fairs. 
UJA FEDERATION OF NEW YORK, 
New York, NY. 
MEMORANDUM OF SUPPORT FOR H.R. 592 

EQUAL TREATMENT OF HOUSES OF WORSHIP 

Houses of worship for all faiths are a cru- 
cial part of the New York region’s fabric and 
while they have always been beacons of sup- 
port, comfort and community resources, 
since Hurricane Sandy New Yorkers have 
needed these institutions more than ever. 
These organizations are an essential part of 
neighborhoods and enable rites of passage, 
community gatherings, charitable activities 
and are sources of comfort and prayer. In the 
face of lost homes and distressed property, 
disruption of employment opportunities and 
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dislocated families, houses of worship have 
helped many find stability and fulfillment in 
an uncertain time. In the aftermath of 
Sandy, as with so many other natural disas- 
ters, churches, synagogues and other houses 
of worship have been places offering essen- 
tial response services to people in need—even 
while the church, mosque or synagogue itself 
is damaged. 

Toward that end, UJA-Federation is proud 
to have funded close to $1 million to 76 syna- 
gogues to help these institutions support 
their communities through respite and relief 
and enlisted dozens of volunteers to help re- 
build damaged buildings. Our efforts have 
made a significant impact at synagogues in- 
cluding West End Temple in Belle Harbor, 
Queens, Congregation Khal Yeraim in Sea 
Gate, Brooklyn and The Jewish Russian 
Learning Center in Staten Island and these 
houses of worship have helped the Jewish 
and broader communities in the neighbor- 
hoods they are serving. 

Each of these synagogues serves as vital 
hubs of community providing physical, spir- 
itual and emotional shelter for community 
members. That said, during Hurricane 
Sandy, many of the synagogues suffered se- 
vere damage and lack the resources to re- 
build. UJA-Federation while helping houses 
of worship serve individuals in need does not 
have the resources to support capital needs. 

Many houses of worship function similar to 
other non-profits by providing day care pro- 
gramming, schooling for children and youth, 
senior centers and resource centers for immi- 
grants. These services are the lifeblood for 
communities. Houses of worship have worked 
closely with elected officials and government 
on city, state and federal levels to coordi- 
nate disaster relief efforts to the benefit of 
the entire community. 

The Stafford Act provides that private 
nonprofit entities—such as schools, hospitals 
and community centers—damaged in a nat- 
ural disaster may receive financial grants 
from FEMA to repair their buildings. The 
Act does not list houses of worship among its 
list of examples of nonprofits so eligible; nei- 
ther does the Act exclude houses of worship 
in any way. To the extent that FEMA has 
provided aid to eligible programs run by 
houses of worship, the aid has not been pro- 
vided on the same terms as the aid provided 
to other eligible nonprofits. It is, therefore, 
entirely appropriate for FEMA’s aid program 
for private nonprofits to assist houses of 
worship with their rebuilding needs. 

Current Supreme Court jurisprudence 
makes clear that religious institutions may 
receive government financial aid in the con- 
text of a broad program administered on the 
basis of religion neutral criteria. This is why 
houses of worship and other religious non- 
profits can, and do, currently receive grants 
from the Department of Homeland Security 
to improve their security and the Interior 
Department for historic preservation. 

Numerous houses of worship have suffered 
financially from this crisis and federal fund- 
ing would significantly alleviate the effects 
of building damage and their contents. 

Accordingly, UJA-Federation supports pas- 
sage of H.R. 592. 

UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA 
SCHOOL OF LAW, 
Charlottesville, VA, February 12, 2013. 
Re H.R. 592. 
Hon. CHRIS SMITH, 
Hon. GRACE MENG, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REP. SMITH AND REP. MENG: I write 

to support your efforts to include places of 
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worship in federal relief efforts in response 
to Hurricane Sandy. As Professor Dershowitz 
has already explained, there is no constitu- 
tional obstacle to including places of wor- 
ship in this measure, which is entirely neu- 
tral and very broadly applicable. 


The Supreme Court has permitted govern- 
ment funds to flow without discrimination 
to broad categories of schools, including reli- 
gious schools (Zelman v. Simmons-Harris). 
And when a university undertook to sub- 
sidize publications, the Court has actually 
required government funds to flow without 
discrimination to a broad category that in- 
cluded religious publications (Rosenberger v. 
University of Virginia). 


Charitable contributions to places of wor- 
ship are tax deductible, without significant 
controversy, even though the tax benefits to 
the donor are like a matching grant from the 
government. These deductions have been 
uncontroversial because they are included 
without discrimination in the much broader 
category of all not-for-profit organizations 
devoted to charitable, educational, religious, 
or scientific purposes. 


The neutral category here is equally broad. 
To include places of worship in disaster re- 
lief is neutral; to exclude them would be af- 
firmatively hostile. There is no constitu- 
tional obstacle to including them. 

Very truly yours, 
DOUGLAS LAYCOCK. 


CAMBRIDGE, MA. 
Hon. CHRIS SMITH, 
Hon. GRACE MENG, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 


DEAR REPRESENTATIVES SMITH AND MENG: I 
write to express my support for your legisla- 
tion (H.R. 592) which will ensure that 
churches, synagogues, mosques and other 
houses of worship damaged in Hurricane 
Sandy will be eligible to receive federal dis- 
aster relief funds to repair their facilities on 
the same terms as other, similarly situated, 
private nonprofit organizations. 


While the Establishment Clause of the 
First Amendment properly restricts govern- 
ment funds flowing to religious institutions, 
this restriction is not absolute. Under prece- 
dents of the U.S. Supreme Court, religious 
institutions may receive government aid if it 
is in the context of a broadly available pro- 
gram with criteria that are neutral toward 
religion and pose no risks of religious favor- 
itism. This is certainly the case in the con- 
text of FEMA disbursing aid to repair build- 
ings in the wake of a natural disaster. 


Once FEMA has the policy in place to aid 
various nonprofit organizations with their 
building repairs, houses of worship should 
not be excluded from receiving this aid on 
the same terms. This is all the more appro- 
priate given the neutral role we have wit- 
nessed houses of worship play, without re- 
gard to the religion of those affected, in the 
wake of Sandy and countless previous disas- 
ters. Federal disaster relief aid is a form of 
social insurance and a means of helping bat- 
tered communities get back on their feet. 
Churches, synagogues, mosques and other 
houses of worship are an essential part of the 
recovery process. 


I hope Congress will move quickly to enact 
your legislation. 
Sincerely, 
ALAN DERSHOWITZ, 
Felix Frankfurter Professor of Law, 
Harvard Law School. 
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AGUDATH ISRAEL OF AMERICA, 
Washington, DC, February 12, 2013. 
Re FEMA Aid and Religious Institutions. 


Hon. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE SMITH: On behalf of 
Agudath Israel of America, a national Ortho- 
dox Jewish organization, I write to congratu- 
late you on sponsoring H.R. 592, the Federal 
Disaster Assistance Nonprofit Fairness Act 
of 2013, which is intended to make clear that 
houses of worship and other religious insti- 
tutions are eligible to receive FEMA disaster 
relief on an equal footing with other eligible 
nonprofits. A vote on the measure is sched- 
uled for this week. 

Over the years—most recently, during Hur- 
ricane Sandy—Agudath Israel has been en- 
gaged in helping to ensure that religious in- 
stitutions obtain a full measure of FEMA aid 
for the repair and restoration of their dis- 
aster-damaged facilities. Unfortunately, due 
to unnecessary and unfair limitations placed 
on how and when disaster assistance may be 
provided specifically to religious entities— 
including houses of worship and religious 
schools—this has been an ongoing challenge. 
Without the much needed aid, they often 
face staggering costs that make rebuilding 
prohibitive. 

There is no reason to treat religious enti- 
ties in this manner. Supreme Court deci- 
sions, as well as executive action, in recent 
years that have allowed federal aid to go to 
religious institutions when the assistance is 
made broadly available and is distributed on 
a religion-neutral basis—as the FEMA pro- 
gram does. 

Religious institutions are an integral part 
of American communities and play an im- 
portant role in assisting devastated neigh- 
borhoods revitalize and rebuild. After nat- 
ural disasters, they provide both material 
and nonmaterial help to those in need. They 
should be treated like other vital nonprofits 
and receive federal assistance without preju- 
dice or discrimination. 

Sincerely yours, 
RABBI ABBA COHEN. 
THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF NEW YORK 
New York, NY, February 12, 2013. 
Hon. GRACE MENG, 
Congress Member, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. CHRIS SMITH, 
Congress Member, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESS MEMBERS MENG AND SMITH: 
We are writing in support of H.R. 592, the 
Federal Disaster Assistance Nonprofit Fair- 
ness Act of 2013. This important legislation 
will ensure that houses of worship affected 
by Hurricane Sandy will be eligible to re- 
ceive assistance from FEMA to rebuild their 
damaged properties. At stake are the inter- 
ests of New Yorkers in the many neighbor- 
hoods that were hit hard by Sandy. 

Churches, synagogues and mosques serve 
as a bedrock for our citizens and our commu- 
nities. They not only provide places for peo- 
ple to worship but operate after-school pro- 
grams, food pantries, and other critical serv- 
ices. Many of the churches, synagogues and 
mosques that were damaged by the hurricane 
are now facing great difficulty reopening 
their doors. 

Although we understand that some oppose 
this change due to the constitutional re- 
quirement of separation of church and state, 
in this case we don’t agree. Recovery from a 
natural disaster like Hurricane Sandy isn’t a 
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matter of state sponsoring religion. It’s a 
matter of helping those in need after one of 
the worst natural disasters our country has 
ever seen. 

Under such extraordinary and painful cir- 
cumstances, houses of worship should be eli- 
gible to receive aid on the same basis as all 
other non-profits damaged by the hurricane. 
We applaud you for your leadership on this 
matter and are happy to lend our support to 
your bill. 

Sincerely, 

CHRISTINE C. QUINN, 
Speaker. 

PETER F. VALLONE, JR., 
Chair, Public Safety 

Committee. 

FERNANDO CABRERA, 
Council Member. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Madam Speaker, 
how much time do I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has 712 min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Madam Speaker, I 
wish to yield 1% minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS). 
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Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, I’m 
pleased to speak on behalf of my friend 
Mr. SMITH’s sensible legislation to help 
rebuild communities destroyed by Hur- 
ricane Sandy. 

Federal assistance is intended to 
make communities whole; and if we 
leave behind ruined houses of worship, 
we’re taking the soul out of those 
places. Churches, synagogues, and 
other houses of worship are an essen- 
tial piece of any community. They pro- 
vide shelter in storms, assistance to 
the needy, and support for families. 
And they provide essential services and 
support to people of all faiths. 

In previous disasters, including 
Katrina, the Seattle earthquake and 
the Oklahoma City bombing, the Fed- 
eral Government has extended assist- 
ance to places of worship. Areas af- 
fected by Sandy should be no different. 

I’m a strong supporter of the First 
Amendment, and I believe that this as- 
sistance is completely compatible with 
our Constitution. Assistance will be 
distributed without prejudice against 
any particular religion. Government 
cannot endorse religion, but that does 
not mean we should discriminate 
against those of faith during a time of 
disaster. Recovery cannot be consid- 
ered successful if sacred places of our 
community are left empty. 

FAMILY RESEARCH COUNCIL, 
Washington, DC, February 12, 2013. 
U.S. REPRESENTATIVE, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 
Family Research Council (FRC) and the fam- 
ilies we represent, I am writing today in 
strong support of H.R. 592, the ‘‘Federal Dis- 
aster Assistance Nonprofit Fairness Act of 
2013” by Reps. Chris Smith (R-NJ) and Grace 
Meng (D-NY). H.R. 592 would ensure that 
houses of worship would not be denied the 
same relief offered to other entities fol- 
lowing a major storm or disaster. 

Following every disaster, natural and man 
made that has hit the United States, our 
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houses of worship have been there to help. 
Following the terrorist attacks of September 
11, 2001, churches, relief organizations and 
Christian organizations went into emergency 
response mode sending help in the form of 
money, food, supplies and volunteers. When 
Katrina struck Louisiana, it was religious 
entities that helped the victims and refugees 
despite being affected by the storm as well. 
This is just as true with the recent Hurri- 
cane Sandy that struck our Eastern sea- 
board. 

Houses of worship across the Northeast in- 
cluding many faiths and denominations were 
among the private nonprofit facilities that 
sustained damage. However, it was the 
churches, synagogues, mosques, temples, and 
other houses of worship throughout commu- 
nities in New York, New Jersey, Con- 
necticut, and elsewhere that provided relief 
to many individuals while the federal gov- 
ernment seemingly did little. 

The Federal Emergency Management 
Agency’s (FEMA) own policies allow for 
grants to nonprofit organizations where citi- 
zens are known to gather and engage in a va- 
riety of educational, enrichment, and social 
activities. However, it is internal FEMA pol- 
icy that does not believe houses of worship 
are worthy of the same type of relief. 

H.R. 592 is consistent with recent prece- 
dents of the Supreme Court of the United 
States and legal opinions issued by the Office 
of Legal Counsel of the Department of Jus- 
tice. We strongly urge your vote for this nec- 
essary legislation. 

Sincerely, 
Tom MCCOLUSKY, 
Senior Vice President. 


Mr. RAHALL. How much time do I 
have remaining, please, Madam Speak- 
er? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from West Virginia has 8⁄2 min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. RAHALL. I yield 5 minutes to 


the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
SCOTT). 
Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 


Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

I rise in opposition to H.R. 592, the 
Federal Disaster Assistance Nonprofit 
Fairness Act of 2013, which would add 
“houses of worship” to the list of eligi- 
ble entities that can receive direct gov- 
ernment assistance from FEMA. While 
the devastation caused to many com- 
munities after Hurricane Sandy is se- 
vere, and while I empathize with the 
desire to assist all who have suffered 
severe losses, direct government fund- 
ing for houses of worship, whether for 
building or rebuilding, remains uncon- 
stitutional. 

The establishment clause in the First 
Amendment protects religious freedom 
by preventing the government from en- 
dorsing and funding any one religion— 
or all religions. And while well in- 
tended, this bill would violate years of 
precedents interpreting the establish- 
ment clause. 

In Committee for Public Education v. 
Nyquist, a 1973 case which upheld the 
principles of Everson v. Board of Edu- 
cation, from 1947, the U.S. Supreme 
Court held that no taxpayer funds 
could be used for maintenance and re- 
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pair of facilities in which religious ac- 
tivities take place, explaining: 

If the State may not erect buildings in 
which religious activities are to take place, 
it may not maintain such buildings or ren- 
ovate them when they fall into disrepair. 

Accordingly, longstanding precedent 
specifically holds that taxpayer funds 
cannot go to construct, rebuild or re- 
pair buildings used for religious activi- 
ties. The type of buildings that this bill 
seeks to make eligible for direct gov- 
ernment funding—houses of worship— 
are inherently used for religious activi- 
ties and the bill would have the effect 
of unconstitutionally funneling tax- 
payer money for religious activities. 

Other cases have also upheld the 
precedent established in Everson v. 
Board of Education and have further 
clarified the application of the estab- 
lishment clause to cases of direct reli- 
gious funding. In Tilton v. Richardson, 
the Supreme Court unanimously held 
that a government subsidy used to con- 
struct buildings at colleges and univer- 
sities was constitutional but only if 
the buildings were never used for reli- 
gious activities. 

In Hunt v. McNair, 1973, the Supreme 
Court upheld a South Carolina law 
which established an ‘‘educational fa- 
cilities authority” that issued bonds to 
finance construction and renovation of 
facilities at educational institutions 
was upheld because it included a condi- 
tion that government-financed build- 
ings could never be used for religious 
worship or instruction. 

All of these cases firmly establish 
that it is constitutionally impermis- 
sible for the government to provide di- 
rect subsidization of religious institu- 
tions for the construction, repair or 
maintenance of any building that is, or 
even might be, used for religious pur- 
poses. Houses of worship clearly fall 
within this category of buildings and 
based on a long line of Supreme Court 
cases cannot be publicly funded and 
cannot be recipients of direct grant 
funding. 

Now, there are constitutional ways 
to assist churches along with other 
community organizations. Loan pro- 
grams, such as the government-spon- 
sored small business loan programs 
available to any business in a commu- 
nity, could also be used by churches. 
Such loan programs have been upheld 
as constitutional so long as they are 
both neutral on their face and in their 
application and so long as their pur- 
pose is not to aid religious institutions 
specifically. 

In Mitchell v. Helms, 2000, the Su- 
preme Court held that loan programs 
for religious institutions are allowable 
in some cases. However, such programs 
are distinguishable from grants and are 
further distinguishable from the direct 
funding of church facilities that are, or 
may be, used for religious purposes. 
The opinion included that: 

Of course, we have seen special establish- 
ment clause dangers when money is given to 
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religious schools or entities rather than indi- 
rectly. 

Justice O’Connor noted the Court’s 
“continued recognition of the special 
dangers associated with direct money 
grants to religious institutions.” Now, 
therefore, H.R. 592 clearly violates the 
principles prohibiting direct govern- 
ment grants to religious institutions. 
It also violates any possible exemption 
that could be available under the the- 
ory of neutrality—the standards in this 
bill applicable to houses of worship are 
different from the standards for other 
entities. 

While I’m in favor of constitutionally 
permissible ways to assist churches 
that have been damaged by natural dis- 
asters, this bill clearly does not do so 
in a constitutionally permissible way; 
and for this reason, I must oppose the 
bill and urge my colleagues to instead 
work together to ensure that all enti- 
ties affected by Hurricane Sandy can 
be assisted in an expeditious and con- 
stitutionally permissible manner. 


AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION, 
Washington, DC, February 12, 2013. 
Re Oppose H.R. 592, the so-called Federal 
Disaster Assistance Nonprofit Fairness 
Act of 2013. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 
American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU), a 
non-partisan organization with more than a 
half million members, countless additional 
activists and supporters, and 58 affiliates na- 
tionwide dedicated to the principles of indi- 
vidual liberty and justice embodied in the 
U.S. Constitution, we are writing to urge you 
to vote “No” on H.R. 592 when the measure 
comes up on the suspension calendar on 
Wednesday. This bill, which would authorize 
FEMA to provide houses of worship with di- 
rect grants of taxpayer funds, would flout 
longstanding constitutional law and harm 
religious liberty. 

The Supreme Court has recognized that 
the First Amendment was devised to pro- 
hibit ‘‘[t]he imposition of taxes to. . . build 
and maintain churches and church prop- 
erty,” because such funding is an affront to 
“individual religious liberty.” Accordingly, 
longstanding Court precedent specifically 
holds that taxpayer funds cannot go to con- 
struct, rebuild, or repair buildings used for 
religious activities—which clearly includes 
houses of worship. The Court has never re- 
treated from this bedrock Establishment 
Clause principle. In fact, the Supreme Court 
continues to recognize ‘“‘special Establish- 
ment Clause dangers where the government 
makes direct money payments to sectarian 
institutions,” which is exactly the use of 
taxpayer funds at issue here. And in a vari- 
ety of bills over the past several decades, 
Congress has prohibited the use of funds to 
construct buildings used for religious pur- 
poses. Indeed, in the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act, Congress again recog- 
nized this prohibition and limited green con- 
struction funding to buildings in which sec- 
ular activities take place. 

Under current policy, houses of worship 
may obtain government loans—just not di- 
rect grants—to rebuild. All for-profit busi- 
nesses and non-profit organizations—includ- 
ing houses of worship—are eligible to par- 
ticipate in the SBA Disaster Loan Program. 
Houses of worship, therefore, are not without 
government help to rebuild. Moreover, 
houses of worship are not the only non-profit 
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facilities that would otherwise be ineligible 
for direct grants for reconstruction. Only 
non-profits with facilities used for emer- 
gency, essential, and government-like activi- 
ties are eligible for grants. Thus, FEMA 
grants are not the same as ‘“‘general govern- 
ment services,” like police or fire, which are 
available to every business, nonprofit, pri- 
vate residence, and house of worship. To say 
that the policy is unfair or that houses of 
worship are treated unequally—singled out 
among all other non-profits—therefore, is 
untrue. 

Although houses of worship may serve a 
central role in the lives of their congregants, 
it is impossible to see how the prayer and 
worship conducted in these sacred buildings 
is equivalent to the essential, government- 
like activities in facilities that would be eli- 
gible for government grants. It would be a 
dangerous precedent to equate religious wor- 
ship with the vital services government pro- 
vides. And while houses of worship may host 
educational and social activities, only com- 
munity centers that are open to the general 
public on a nondiscriminatory basis, serve 
the entire community (not just 
congregants), and are used for a range of dif- 
ferent activities are eligible for a FEMA 
grant. 

In the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina, the 
Bush administration directed that houses of 
worship would remain ineligible for FEMA 
funds. The Bush administration respected 
longstanding Supreme Court precedent and 
continued to adhere to this constitutional 
requirement. Churches, synagogues, 
mosques, and temples were damaged in 
Katrina just as they were in Sandy. As an or- 
ganization whose offices were closed for 
weeks as a result, we very much understand 
the serious difficulties faced by people who 
were impacted by superstorm Sandy—so 
many of our friends and colleagues in New 
York and New Jersey continue to deal with 
its aftermath. But, the harm would be com- 
pounded if this misfortune were used as a 
reason to erode fundamental religious lib- 
erty protections enshrined in the First 
Amendment. 

Religious liberty is one of our nation’s 
most fundamental values and it starts from 
the principle that religion thrives when both 
religion and government are safeguarded 
from the undue influences of the other. Bar- 
ring federal funds for the rebuilding of 
houses of worship is not discriminatory or 
hostile to religion—it is one of the most fun- 
damental ways we have to protect and de- 
fend religious liberty for all. Indeed, the Es- 
tablishment Clause protects religious free- 
dom by preventing the government from en- 
dorsing and funding any one religion—or all 
religions. 

Because H.R. 592 would flout longstanding 
constitutional law and harm religious lib- 
erty, we urge you to oppose the measure and 
vote ‘“No” when the measure comes up on 
the suspension calendar on Wednesday. 

Please contact Legislative Counsel Dena 
Sher if you have questions or comments 
about our concerns. 

Sincerely, 
LAURA W. MURPHY, 
Director, Washington 
Legislative Office. 
DENA SHER, 
Legislative Counsel. 
AMERICANS UNITED FOR 
SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE, 
Washington, DC, February 12, 2013. 
Re Oppose H.R. 592, the Federal Disaster As- 
sistance Nonprofit Fairness Act of 2018. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: Americans United 

writes to express our strong opposition to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


H.R. 592, the Federal Disaster Assistance 
Nonprofit Fairness Act of 2013, which will be 
debated on the House floor tomorrow, 
Wednesday, February 13. The sole purpose of 
the bill is to authorize the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency (FEMA) to issue 
direct grants to fund the rebuilding of houses 
of worship. We oppose this bill because such 
funding would violate the Constitution and 
represent a significant shift in longstanding 
federal policy. Indeed, the George W. Bush 
Administration followed the policies of the 
Reagan, George H.W. Bush, and Clinton Ad- 
ministrations when it disallowed FEMA 
grants for the rebuilding of ‘‘Shouses of wor- 
ship” after Hurricane Katrina. 

As someone who was born and raised at the 
Jersey shore and whose parents are still 
making repairs to their home and cleaning 
up after the storm, I certainly appreciate the 
needs the community faces. But, I also rec- 
ognize that the Constitution places certain 
limits on the government’s ability to fund 
houses of worship. The Tilton/Nyquist line of 
Supreme Court cases firmly establish that it 
is constitutionally impermissible for the 
government to provide aid for the construc- 
tion and repair of houses of worship. In ac- 
cordance with these cases, ‘‘the State may 
not erect buildings in which religious activi- 
ties are to take place” and “it may not 
maintain such buildings or renovate them 
when they fall into disrepair.” 

The rule set down by the Supreme Court in 
these cases remains controlling law as nei- 
ther they, nor the principle behind them, 
have ever been overruled in any subsequent 
Supreme Court decision. To the contrary, in 
its more recent cases examining the con- 
stitutionality of government aid to religious 
institutions, the Supreme Court has main- 
tained that direct money grants create ‘‘spe- 
cial Establishment Clause dangers.” Con- 
gress too just recently recognized the appli- 
cability of this precedent when it limited 
green construction funding in the Recovery 
Act to buildings in which secular activities 
take place. 

Furthermore, proponents’ claims that 
Tilton and Nyquist are inapplicable and that 
Congress should instead look to free speech 
forum and in-kind aid cases must be re- 
jected. The Supreme Court has squarely held 
that free speech forum cases are inapposite 
to federal aid cases and that money grants 
are distinct from in-kind funds. 

It is also important to note that houses of 
worship, like most non-profit organizations 
and businesses, are eligible for government 
loans—just not direct grants—to rebuild. In 
addition, houses of worship are not the only 
nonprofits that are ineligible for direct 
grants for reconstruction. To the contrary, 
only nonprofits with facilities that are used 
for emergency, essential, and government- 
like activities are eligible. And, eligible fa- 
cilities, such as community centers, must 
also be open to the general public. To say 
that houses of worship are singled out among 
all other non-profits, therefore, is untrue. It 
is similarly inaccurate to claim that FEMA 
grants should be extended to houses of wor- 
ship because the grants are akin to ‘‘general 
government services,” such as police or fire. 
FEMA grants—unlike general government 
services—are not available to every business, 
nonprofit, private residence, or other build- 
ing. 

Although it may not seem easy in times of 
tragedy to tell those seeking aid that they 
are ineligible for government grants, the bar 
on the government rebuilding of houses of 
worship is an important limitation that ex- 
ists to protect religious freedom for all. It 
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upholds the fundamental principle that no 
taxpayer should be forced to fund a religion 
with whom he or she disagrees and that the 
government should never support building 
(“establishing’’ religion in its most basic 
form) religious sanctuaries. And, it protects 
against the government favoring, or creating 
the perception of favoritism for, certain reli- 
gions over others. 

Houses of worship are special in our coun- 
try and our constitution. They are both the 
place where worship takes place, and, 
adorned with religious symbols and iconog- 
raphy, are themselves expressions of wor- 
ship. Accordingly, they are accorded special 
protections—exemptions, accommodations, 
and tax deductions. Restrictions on govern- 
ment funding of religion is also a special pro- 
tection—they protect the conscience of the 
individual taxpayer, safeguard the autonomy 
of the religious institution, and ensure an 
equal playing field for all religions by pro- 
hibiting the government from playing favor- 
ites. 

For the reasons listed above, we urge you 
to oppose H.R. 592. 

Sincerely, 
MAGGIE GARRETT, 
Legislative Director. 
HINDU AMERICAN FEDERATION, 
Washington, DC, February 12, 2013. 
Re Please Oppose H.R. 592, the Federal Dis- 
aster Assistance Nonprofit Fairness Act 
of 2018. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE, We at the Hindu 
American Foundation (HAF), a 501(c)(8) ad- 
vocacy organization, write to express our 
deep concern about H.R. 592, the Federal Dis- 
aster Assistance Nonprofit Fairness Act of 
2013, sponsored by Congressman Chris Smith 
(R-NJ). The act provides for direct grants to 
fund the rebuilding of ‘‘houses of worship.” 
We believe such funding violates the Con- 
stitution and represents a significant shift in 
longstanding federal policy. As such, HAF 
opposes H.R. 592. 

We believe constitutionally problematic 
because the Supreme Court has long held 
that taxpayer funds cannot go to construct, 
rebuild, or repair buildings used for religious 
activities, including houses of worship with- 
out invoking ‘‘special Establishment Clause 
dangers.” In fact, the controlling law pro- 
scribing such funding was set down by the 
Supreme Court in three major cases—Tilton 
v. Richardson, Hunt v. McNair, and Com- 
mittee for Public Education v. Nyquist. Even 
Congress has recognized the applicability of 
this precedent when green construction fund- 
ing in the Recovery Act was limited to build- 
ings in which secular activities take place. 
Past administrations, from George W. Bush 
to Ronald Reagan, have also all recognized 
that direct financial support to build and re- 
construct houses of worship raises serious 
Establishment Clause concerns. 

There are some government grant pro- 
grams that benefit other non-profit facili- 
ties, such as the Stafford Act. But these 
grants are limited to only ‘‘educational, util- 
ity, irrigation, emergency, medical, rehabili- 
tation, and temporary or permanent custo- 
dial” facilities,” and ‘‘any private nonprofit 
facility that provides essential services of a 
governmental nature to the general public.” 
Even among potentially eligible facilities, 
there are prohibitions on funding structures 
used for religious purposes. That houses of 
worship are amongst non-profit facilities 
which sustain damage and destruction 
wrought by natural disasters, is a sad re- 
ality. However, providing direct funding for 
rebuilding, as Sec 3 of H.R. 592 seeks to do, 
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would be unprecedented, would unnecessarily 
entwine government with religion, and ulti- 
mately would threaten the autonomy of reli- 
gion. 

This is not to suggest that houses of wor- 
ship are not deserving or in need of assist- 
ance after a natural disaster; only that di- 
rect federal funding should not be granted 
for such uses. There are many government 
loans, which houses of worship could apply 
for should they choose. The SBA Disaster 
Loan Program, for example, provides loans 
of up to $2 million to cover losses that are 
not fully covered by insurance, and they can 
be used to reconstruct or repair property 
damaged after a disaster. 

Since its inception, the Hindu American 
Foundation (HAF) has made legal advocacy 
one of its main areas of focus. From issues of 
religious accommodation and religious dis- 
crimination to defending fundamental con- 
stitutional rights of free exercise and the 
separation of church and state, HAF has edu- 
cated Americans at large about various as- 
pects of Hindu belief and practice in the con- 
text of religious liberty, either as a party to 
the case or an amicus curiae. These have in- 
cluded a successful suit against the State of 
South Carolina over a special Christian li- 
cense plate mandated by the state’s legisla- 
ture, and amicus briefs filed before the U.S. 
Supreme Court in cases involving the public 
display of the Ten Commandments and legis- 
lative prayer in which the county allowed 
only those prayers which invoked a Judeo- 
Christian deity. 

HAF seeks to be a resource for your office 
with regards to matters involving the Estab- 
lishment Clause. Please feel free to reach out 
us should you need further clarification to 
the facts presented in this letter. 

Respectfully, 

SUHAG A. SHUKLA, ESQ., 

Executive Director/Legal Counsel. 
BAPTIST JOINT COMMITTEE 

FOR RELIGIOUS LIBERTY, 

Washington, DC, February 12, 2013. 
Re Oppose H.R. 592, the Federal Disaster As- 

sistance Nonprofit Fairness Act of 2013. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 
Baptist Joint Committee for Religious Lib- 
erty (BJC), a 76-year-old agency dedicated to 
defending and extending religious freedom 
for all, I am writing to express our opposi- 
tion to H.R. 592, to be considered on the floor 
tomorrow, Wednesday, February 13. The 
BJC, supported by fifteen national Baptist 
bodies and hundreds of congregations and in- 
dividual supporters, believes religion is best 
served when it is neither advanced nor inhib- 
ited by government. H.R. 592, which would 
authorize FEMA to provide houses of wor- 
ship with direct grants of taxpayer funds, 
would flout well-established constitutional 
principles and harm religious liberty. 

The First Amendment’s Establishment 
Clause prohibits government from providing 
outright grants or similar financial support 
to churches and other houses of worship. Su- 
preme Court jurisprudence has been clear on 
this point, having repeatedly reaffirmed the 
principle that direct monetary contributions 
of taxpayer dollars to religious institutions 
create ‘‘special Establishment Clause dan- 
gers.” Simply put, we do not allow taxpayer 
dollars to build churches; we likewise should 
not allow taxpayer dollars to be used to re- 
build churches. 

The damage wrought upon the Northeast 
by Hurricane Sandy is an instance in which 
our moral and humanitarian instincts may 
seem at odds with the constitutional require- 
ment of no-establishment. Happily, we have 
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ways to empathize with and provide aid to 
churches and other religious organizations 
damaged by the terrible storm. Repairs may 
be financed by denominational efforts, pri- 
vate foundation grants and contributions of 
the faithful. Additionally, insurance pro- 
ceeds are available for rebuilding efforts, and 
churches and houses of worship may be eligi- 
ble to obtain low-interest, long-term loans 
under the Small Business Administration 
disaster loan program for damages not cov- 
ered by insurance. 

Natural disasters and other times of crisis 
serve as a call to action for citizens of faith. 
When we answer that call using voluntary, 
private donations, we reflect the very best of 
America’s longstanding commitment to reli- 
gious liberty for all. Public funding of houses 
of worship threatens to undermine religious 
autonomy and impermissibly involve govern- 
ment in the private affairs of religious bod- 
ies. It is simply not a good idea—however 
our heartstrings are tugged—to give church- 
es access to the public till. H.R. 592 would do 
just that, and we therefore urge you to op- 


pose it. 
Sincerely, 
NAN FUTRELL, 
BJC Staff Counsel. 
Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, I 


yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
I absolutely agree with my colleagues 
of the necessity of an absolute firewall 
around the protection of the First 
Amendment. And I do believe that 
Members understand the sacred aspect 
of freedom of religion and the separa- 
tion of church and state. 

But I rise today to support H.R. 592, 
and I support it so that it can be con- 
sidered by the Senate and that we can 
reinforce the distinctive separation be- 
tween church and state. But coming 
from Hurricane, if you will, Valley, 
coming from the gulf, living through 
Hurricane Rita and Hurricane Katrina, 
the pain I saw that places of worship, 
of any kind, were devastated, the mem- 
bers are taxpayers. And for all that we 
could do, we could never get those 
places to be restored. 

The small business loan program 
does not work because many of our 
churches are just that, they give their 
money to the poor. They are not rich 
institutions. That is the bulk of places 
of worship no matter what your faith 
may happen to be. 

And as the Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency does, in fact, support 
nonprofits, I would argue to the au- 
thors of this bill whether or not they 
would be open to ensure that the fund- 
ing is specifically for the devastation 
that occurred on that specific natural 
disaster, that there was a time limit, 
that there were specific items of which 
the church—or the place of worship, let 
me be general—could utilize it for. 

I come to the floor because I have 
lived the pain of pastors, I have lived 
the pain of rabbis, imams and priests 
who have suffered the devastation of 
their faith. It is not a fault of their 
own. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 
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Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, the 
gentlewoman is making such a persua- 
sive case, I yield her all the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tlewoman is recognized for 14% minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the dis- 
tinguished gentleman for his kindness. 
Let me thank the ranking member 
very much. 

I think we can make this work. And 
I also want to just mention an anec- 
dotal story: when we had Hurricanes 
Katrina and Rita, the places of worship 
opened their doors to the surviving 
members out of Louisiana or survivors 
out of Louisiana and just opened their 
doors. 
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They had leaking roofs. They were 
damaged. But in Texas, they opened 
their doors. We took a quarter of a mil- 
lion, and they opened their doors. They 
put cots up, and they fed them. All of 
those items could not be reimbursed. 

We saw places of worship—no matter 
what their faith—literally shut down. 
They just could not survive because 
they had given their all with their 
leaking roof, their non-resources to 
give food in a place that these people 
could stay. 

So in this instance, having walked 
through a number of disasters, from 
the tragedy of 9/11, a heinous manmade 
disaster, to every hurricane that we’ve 
had, including the tsunami way across 
the ocean, to see what a natural dis- 
aster can do and to preclude these 
places who can legitimately docu- 
ment—I would even suggest that it be 
on a reimbursement form. But we can 
work together so that we can docu- 
ment that what these dollars are used 
for will be used for the restoration of 
the physical plant that houses or al- 
lows those who are Americans, who pay 
taxes, and are contributing to this Na- 
tion. 

I ask my colleagues to consider H.R. 
592 and how we can make it better so 
that it can go forward and help the 
places of worship. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
my good friend for yielding, and I 
thank the gentlelady from Texas for 
her very strong and passionate re- 
marks. 

I especially again want to thank Con- 
gresswoman MENG for her excellent 
statement and her support and cospon- 
sorship of this important bill. 

Let me just say a couple of points to 
my colleagues. First of all, I will be 
submitting for the RECORD a very fine 
analysis by the Becket Fund for Reli- 
gious Liberty, an outstanding public 
interest law firm that has done yeo- 
man’s work throughout the country on 
religious liberty. 

It’s a statement to us as Members of 
Congress by its leaders. It points out 
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first not only does the Establishment 
Clause provide no support for FEMA’s 
practice of discriminating against 
houses of worship, that practice itself 
runs afoul of the First Amendment by 
discriminating against religious insti- 
tutions. 

Second, the bill you have proposed 
will not lead to Establishment Clause 
violations because no act of Congress 
can purport to repeal the First Amend- 
ment. Arguments to the contrary are 
constitutional scaremongering. 

Eric Rassbach and Daniel Blomberg 
have authored again a very important 
contribution to this debate. 

Madam Speaker—and Ms. MENG men- 
tioned this earlier and it bears repeat- 
ing—in letters of support for H.R. 592, 
Harvard Professor Alan Dershowitz 
concludes: 

Religious institutions may receive govern- 
ment aid if it is in the context of a broadly 
available program with criteria that are neu- 
tral toward religion and pose no risk of reli- 
gious favoritism. 

He states further: 

Once FEMA has a policy in place to aid 
various nonprofit organizations with their 
building repairs, houses of worship should 
not be excluded from receiving this aid on 
the same terms. 

This is all the more appropriate 
given the neutral role that we have 
witnessed houses of worship play with- 
out regard to religion to those afflicted 
in the wake of Sandy and countless 
previous disasters. 

Federal disaster relief aid in the form 
of social insurance and other means of 
helping battered communities get 
them back on their feet. Churches, syn- 
agogues, mosques, and other houses of 
worship are an essential part of the re- 
covery process. 

Madam Speaker, religious liberty 
scholar Professor Douglas Laycock of 
the University of Virginia School of 
Law wrote a letter endorsing H.R. 592 
and said in part: 

Charitable contributions to places of wor- 
ship are tax deductible without significant 
controversy, though the tax benefits to the 
donor are like a matching grant from the 
government. These deductions have been 
uncontroversial because they’re included 
without discrimination in a much broader 
category of all not-for-profit organizations 
devoted to charitable, educational, religious, 
or scientific purposes. The neutral category 
here is equally broad; to include places of 
worship in disaster relief is neutral. To ex- 
clude them would be affirmatively hostile. 
There is no constitutional obstacle to includ- 
ing them. 

That is according to Professor 
Laycock of the University of Virginia 
School of Law, a preeminent expert on 
these matters. 

Madam Speaker, houses of worship 
are an integral, irreplaceable part of 
the contour and fabric of our commu- 
nities. Like any other private non- 
profit organization, their recovery is 
essential to the recovery of neighbor- 
hoods, towns, and States. They should 
not be excluded from Federal programs 
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that ensure community recovery, espe- 
cially since they so selflessly provide 
assistance to all in need. 

In conclusion, Madam Speaker, this 
legislation has been backed by a num- 
ber of important organizations, includ- 
ing the Union of Orthodox Jewish Con- 
gregations of America, the United 
States Conference of Catholic Bishops, 
the National Association of 
Evangelicals. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARLETTA. I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Just to 
underscore for my colleagues the broad 
support that this has, the American 
Jewish Committee has also supported 
it, the Family Research Council. As I 
said earlier, the Becket Fund and so 
many others have written very exten- 
sive remarks in favor of it. 

I do hope there will be very strong 
support for this important legislation. 
It’s a matter of inclusion to stop cur- 
rent-day, present-day exclusion. 

MEMORANDUM 
To: Interested Parties 
From: Nathan J. Diament, Exec. Director of 
Public Policy 
Date: February 6, 2013 
Re Legal Analysis Supporting Including 
Houses of Worship, Among Private Non- 
profit Facilities, Eligible for Federal Dis- 
aster Relief Funds Administered by 
FEMA Under the Stafford Act. 
Conclusion: The Establishment Clause does 
not bar the award of federal grants to 
houses of worship for the repair of facili- 
ties damaged in a natural disaster, in the 
context of the Stafford Act’s ‘private non- 
profit facility” aid program. 
I. 
A. BACKGROUND 

The Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act provides that the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) may provide funding, through its 
Public Assistance program, to restore facili- 
ties of certain private nonprofit organiza- 
tions which were damaged in a natural dis- 
aster. 42 U.S.C. 5122, 5172. 

The private nonprofit organizations eligi- 
ble for such aid include those which provide 
“critical services” (ie: utilities, hospitals 
and schools) and those which provide ‘‘essen- 
tial services” (ie: museums, community cen- 
ters, libraries, day care centers and more). 
The Stafford Act does not explicitly include 
or exclude houses of worship from eligibility 
for public assistance. In its regulations and 
policies, FEMA has imposed restrictions on 
eligibility for aid to houses of worship. 
FEMA excludes facilities whose ‘primary 
use” is religious from eligibility. 

It is worth noting an illustrative example 
of FEMA’s unequal policy. One eligible cat- 
egory of nonprofit providing ‘‘essential serv- 
ices’? is community centers. FEMA policy 
defines these entities as ‘‘a gathering place 
for a variety of social, educational... and 
community service activities.” FEMA policy 
describes a broad array of activities that fit 
this definition—but excludes a facility that 
hosts the very same activities if that facility 
and those activities are in a house of worship 
in a religious context. 

FEMA’s exclusion of houses of worship 
from eligibility cannot be exclusively on 
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constitutional grounds because, as noted, 
FEMA awards aid to religious entities that 
operate what it deems to be eligible non- 
profits. FEMA’s exclusion is also not on stat- 
utory grounds as the statute does not explic- 
itly exclude houses of worship. 

FEMA’s policy is unfair, discriminatory 
and not required by constitutional jurispru- 
dence. 

B. POSSIBLE CONSTITUTIONAL CONCERNS 


Those who would contend that providing 
government funds for the repair of houses of 
worship is barred by the Constitution would 
argue that a two-part rule governs direct fi- 
nancial support of religious institutions. 
First, that direct aid may be given to ‘‘non- 
pervasively sectarian” religious institutions, 
provided the aid is not used to fund specifi- 
cally religious activity and is channeled ex- 
clusively to secular functions. Second, that 
there are institutions—‘‘pervasively sec- 
tarian” institutions—in which ‘‘religion is so 
pervasive that a substantial portion of 
[their] functions are subsumed in the reli- 
gious mission.” (Hunt v. McNair, 413 U.S. 734, 
743 (1973)). The opponents would further con- 
tend that, because houses of worship would 
qualify as ‘“‘pervasively sectarian” institu- 
tions, in which the ‘‘secular and religious 
functions’ are ‘‘inextricably intertwined,” 
the government may not provide direct aid 
to them ‘‘with or without restrictions,” be- 
cause the aid will inevitably end up advanc- 
ing religion. (Tilton v. Richardson, 403 U.S. 
672 (1971), and Committee for Public Educ. v. 
Nyquist, 413 U.S. 756 (1973)). 

In addition, the opponents of fair inclusion 
of houses of worship would contend that to 
the extent that it is possible to distinguish 
between the religious and secular, any gov- 
ernmental effort to separate out the facili- 
ties and functions that engage in exclusively 
religious activities could well involve the 
kind of monitoring of a religious entity oth- 
erwise prohibited by the Establishment 
Clause. Opponents would again cite Tilton 
and Nyquist, which imposed certain restric- 
tions on the government’s provision of con- 
struction, maintenance, and repair aid to 
properties used by religious educational in- 
stitutions. 

As the following discussion will dem- 
onstrate however, in the context of disaster 
response and relief, these contentions are in- 
consistent with current constitutional juris- 
prudence. 


II. 
A. GENERAL CONSTITUTIONAL PERSPECTIVE 


A proper reading of Supreme Court deci- 
sions and jurisprudence developed in the dec- 
ades since Tilton and Nyquist clearly lead to 
the conclusion that providing federal grants 
to houses of worship, among many types of 
nonprofits, as part of a broad disaster relief 
program, is constitutionally acceptable. 
Most notably, the Supreme Court’s ruling in 
Mitchell v. Helms, 550 U.S. 793 (2000), explic- 
itly undermined the continued application of 
Tilton and Nyquist. 

First, Congress may legitimately conclude 
that the federal government has a secular in- 
terest in aiding a community’s recovery 
from a natural disaster, that repairing dam- 
aged private nonprofit facilities is an essen- 
tial component of that recovery and that 
houses of worship are among those nonprofit 
facilities which should be aided. 

Second, the public assistance grants are 
not an isolated initiative designed to aid re- 
ligion—it is but one part of a much larger 
legislative effort to assist a disaster stricken 
region with its recovery. In this critical way, 
it is quite distinguishable from the targeted 
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aid programs considered in the Tilton and 
Nyquist cases. 

Third, the aid to houses of worship is with- 
in the context of the Stafford Act’s broader 
provision of aid to nonprofit entities. In this 
respect, inclusion of houses of worship is 
consistent with many existing and past ex- 
amples of inclusion of religious institutions 
in broader infrastructure improvement and 
federal aid programs. Notable examples of 
such programs include: 

i) the Interior Department’s ‘“‘Save Amer- 
ica’s Treasures” program provides grants for 
the repair and maintenance of historically 
significant properties, which have included 
the Boston’s Old North Church and New- 
port’s Touro Synagogue; 

ii) FEMA awards disaster relief grants to 
repair facilities under the Stafford Act, 42 
U.S.C. 5121-5206, damaged in natural disas- 
ters to religious institutions including, for 
example, a Seattle parochial school; 

iii) following the Oklahoma City bombing, 
Congress authorized FEMA and other federal 
agencies to provide disaster relief funds to 
houses of worship on the same basis as all 
other nonprofit facilities; 

iv) the California Missions Preservation 
Act, P.L. 108-420 (Nov. 30, 2004), authorizes 
federal grants for restoring colonial era mis- 
sions in California, many of which are still 
used for religious worship; 

v) Congress has overwhelmingly authorized 
grants for security upgrades for nonprofits, 
including houses of worship, under the De- 
partment of Homeland Security’s UASI pro- 
gram; 

and many other examples abound. 

Therefore, a federal disaster relief program 
which includes houses of worship among its 
eligible grantees cannot be materially dis- 
tinguished from other aid programs that are 
constitutional under longstanding prece- 
dents establishing that religious institutions 
are fully entitled to receive widely available 
government benefits and services. 

B. DISASTER RELIEF AND REPAIR GRANTS ARE 

“GENERAL GOV’T SERVICES” 

It is highly significant that eligibility for 
FEMA’s public assistance grants extends to 
a broad class of beneficiaries, defined with- 
out reference to religion and including both 
public and private institutions. Ever since 
1947, the year of its decision in Everson, the 
Supreme Court has indicated that religious 
institutions are entitled to receive ‘‘general 
government services” made available on the 
basis of neutral criteria. 330 U.S. at 17. 
Everson held that the Establishment Clause 
does not bar students attending religious 
schools from receiving generally available 
school busing services provided by the gov- 
ernment. In reaching its decision, the Court 
explained that even if the evenhanded provi- 
sion of busing services increased the likeli- 
hood that some parents would send their 
children to religious schools, the same could 
be said of other ‘‘general state law benefits” 
that were even more clearly constitutional 
because they were equally available to all 
citizens and far removed from the religious 
function of the school. Id. at 16. As examples, 
the Court cited ‘‘such general government 
services as ordinary police and fire protec- 
tion, connections for sewage disposal, public 
highways and sidewalks,” concluding: 

“cutting off church schools from these 
services, so separate and so indisputably 
marked off from the religious function, 
would make it far more difficult for the 
schools to operate. But such is obviously not 
the purpose of the First Amendment. That 
Amendment requires the state to be a neu- 
tral in its relations with groups of religious 
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believers and non-believers; it does not re- 
quire the state to be their adversary. State 
power is no more to be used so as to handicap 
religions, than it is to favor them.”’ 

Id. at 17-18. See also id. at 16 (‘‘[The state] 
cannot exclude individual Catholics, 
Lutherans, Mohammedans, Baptists, Jews, 
Methodists, Non-believers, Presbyterians, or 
the members of any other faith, because of 
their faith, or lack of it, from receiving the 
benefits of public welfare legislation. x 
[W]e must be careful, in protecting the citi- 
zens of New Jersey against state-established 
churches, to be sure that we do not inadvert- 
ently prohibit New Jersey from extending its 
general state law benefits to all its citizens 
without regard to their religious belief.” ). 

Federal disaster aid is analogous to aid 
that qualifies as ‘‘general government serv- 
ices” approved by the Court in Everson. 

As the Supreme Court explained in Widmar 
v. Vincent, 454 U.S. 263, 274 (1981), “[t]he pro- 
vision of benefits to so broad a spectrum of 
groups is an important index of secular ef- 
fect.” Accord Zobrest v. Catalina Foothills Sch. 
Dist., 509 U.S. 1, 8 (1993) (‘we have consist- 
ently held that government programs that 
neutrally provide benefits to a broad class of 
citizens defined without reference to religion 
are not readily subject to an Establishment 
Clause challenge”); Board of Educ. of Kiryas 
Joel Village Sch. Dist. v. Grumet, 512 U.S. 687, 
704 (1994) (‘we have frequently relied explic- 
itly on the general availability of any ben- 
efit provided religious groups or individuals 
in turning aside Establishment Clause chal- 
lenges”). Thus, the aid here is closely analo- 
gous to the provision of “general” govern- 
ment aid like that sanctioned by the Court 
in Everson. See also Church Arson Prevention 
Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-155, 110 Stat. 1392 
(creating a program that provides low-in- 
come reconstruction loans to nonprofit orga- 
nizations, including churches, destroyed by 
arson motivated by racial or religious ani- 
mus). As Justice Brennan expressed the 
point in Teras Monthly: ‘‘Insofar as [a] sub- 
sidy is conferred upon a wide array of non- 
sectarian groups as well as religious organi- 
zations in pursuit of some legitimate secular 
end, the fact that religious groups benefit in- 
cidentally does not deprive the subsidy of 
the secular purpose and primary effect man- 
dated by the Establishment Clause.” 489 U.S. 
at 14-15 (plurality opinion) (footnote omit- 
ted). 

When viewed in the context of disaster re- 
sponse, Walz v. Tax Commission, 397 U.S. 664 
(1970), strongly supports this conclusion. 
There the Court rejected an Establishment 
Clause challenge to a property tax exemp- 
tion made available not only to churches, 
but to several other classes of nonprofit in- 
stitutions, such as “hospitals, libraries, 
playgrounds, scientific, professional, histor- 
ical, and patriotic groups.” Id. at 673; see also 
id. at 667 n.1. In upholding the tax exemp- 
tion, the Court relied in part upon its 
breadth: the exemption did ‘‘not single[] out 
one particular church or religious group or 
even churches as such,’ but rather was 
available to ‘‘a broad class of property owned 
by nonprofit, quasi-public corporations.” Id. 
at 673. As the Court stated in reference to 
Everson, if “buses can be provided to carry 
and policemen to protect church school pu- 
pils, we fail to see how a broader range of po- 
lice and fire protection given equally to all 
churches, along with nonprofit hospitals, art 
galleries, and libraries receiving the same 
tax exemption, is different for purposes of 
the Religion Clauses.” Jd. at 671. Thus, just 
as a broad category of beneficiary institu- 
tions was sufficient to sustain the inclusion 
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of religious institutions in the tax benefit in 
Walz—which, after all, substantially bene- 
fitted churches’ property—the breadth of pro- 
grams funded in the Stafford Act weighs 
heavily in favor of the constitutionality of 
including houses of worship. 
C. NO RISK OF PERCEIVED ENDORSEMENT OF 
RELIGION 


No reasonable observer would perceive an 
endorsement of religion in the government’s 
evenhanded provision of funds to repair a 
house of worship damaged in a natural dis- 
aster such as Hurricane Sandy. See Mitchell, 
530 U.S. at 842-44 (O’Connor, J., concurring in 
judgment). While it is true that in a nar- 
rower direct aid program one could argue 
that if a school ‘uses the aid to inculcate re- 
ligion in its students, it is reasonable to say 
that the government has communicated a 
message of endorsement,” Jd. at 848, that is 
not the case in the context of this broader 
disaster relief effort. A presumption of gov- 
ernmental endorsement is not present where 
the aid is provided to a wide array of public 
and private entities for the sake of recovery 
from a disaster and where the government is 
indifferent to the religious or secular ori- 
entation of the facility’s function. Moreover, 
we think a reasonable observer—one in- 
formed about the purpose, history, and 
breadth of the program, see Zelman, 536 U.S. 
at 655—would understand that the federal 
government is not paying for religious activ- 
ity; it is paying to help devastated commu- 
nities recover. That is not an endorsement of 
religion. 


D. DISTINCT FROM TILTON AND NYQUIST 


Opponents will contend that the Supreme 
Court’s decisions in Tilton and Nyquist, which 
involved construction and maintenance aid 
to religious schools, should be read to sup- 
port the conclusion that FEMA aid to houses 
of worship violates the Establishment 
Clause. We disagree. 

In Tilton, the Court sustained the provision 
of federal construction grants to religious 
colleges insofar as the program at issue 
barred aid to facilities ‘‘used for sectarian 
instruction or as a place for religious wor- 
ship,” but invalidated such grants insofar as 
the program permitted funding the construc- 
tion of buildings that might someday be used 
for such activities. See 403 U.S. at 675, 683 
(plurality opinion) (citations omitted). The 
Court concluded that a 20-year limitation on 
the statutory prohibition on the use of build- 
ings for religious activities was insufficient 
because ‘“‘[i]f, at the end of 20 years, the 
building is, for example, converted into a 
chapel or otherwise used to promote reli- 
gious interests, the original federal grant 
will in part have the effect of advancing reli- 
gion.” Jd. The Court therefore held that the 
religious use restriction had to run indefi- 
nitely. Id. 

Similarly, Nyquist involved a program that 
provided maintenance and repair grants to 
religious elementary and secondary schools. 
The grants at issue were limited to 50 per- 
cent of the amount spent for comparable ex- 
penses in the public schools, but the Court 
invalidated the program. ‘‘No attempt [was] 
made to restrict payments to those expendi- 
tures related to the upkeep of facilities used 
exclusively for secular purposes,” the Court 
stated, and the 50 percent restriction would 
not necessarily prevent rehabilitation of en- 
tire religious schools. 413 U.S. at 774. The 
Court thus concluded that such aid would 
have the effect of advancing religion, in vio- 
lation of Lemon’s second prong. Id. 

These holdings have been severely undermined 
and limited. See Mitchell v. Helms, 530 U.S. 793, 
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856-57 (2000) (O’Connor, J., 
judgment). 

A broad reading and application of Tilton 
and Nyquist does not apply here for several 
reasons. First, Tilton and Nyquist are in con- 
siderable tension with a more recent line of 
cases holding that the Free Speech Clause 
does not permit the government to deny reli- 
gious groups equal access to the government’s 
own property, even where such groups seek to 
use the property ‘‘for purposes of religious 
worship or religious teaching.” Widmar v. 
Vincent, 454 U.S. 263, 265 (1981). See Lamb’s 
Chapel v. Center Moriches Sch. Dist., 508 U.S. 
384, 394 (1993); Capital Square Rev. & Advisory 
Bd. v. Pinette, 515 U.S. 753 (1995); Good News 
Club v. Milford Central Sch., 533 U.S. 98 (2001); 
see also Westside Community Bd. of Educ. v. 
Metgens, 496 U.S. 226 (1990). Providing reli- 
gious groups with access to property is a 
form of direct aid, and allowing such groups 
to conduct worship services plainly ‘‘ad- 
vances” their religious mission. The Court, 
however, has consistently refused to permit 
(let alone require) state officials to deny 
churches equal access to public school prop- 
erty on the basis of these officials’ argument 
“that to permit its property to be used for 
religious purposes would be an establishment 
of religion.” Lamb’s Chapel, 508 U.S. at 394. 

The Supreme Court’s Establishment Clause 
jurisprudence has greatly evolved since the 
Court’s decisions in Tilton and Nyquist were 
rendered, and many of the legal principles 
that supported those decisions have been dis- 
carded. In 1985, for example, the Court struck 
down programs under which the government 
provided religious and other schools with 
teachers who offered remedial instruction to 
disadvantaged children. See Aguilar v. Felton, 
473 U.S. 402 (1985); School Dist. of Grand Rap- 
ids v. Ball, 473 U.S. 373 (1985). The Court rea- 
soned that teachers in the program might 
“become involved in intentionally or inad- 
vertently inculcating particular religious te- 
nets or beliefs.” Ball, 473 U.S. at 385. In 
Agostini v. Felton, 521 U.S. 203, 223 (1997), how- 
ever, the Court overruled Aguilar and sub- 
stantial portions of Ball, explaining that the 
Court had abandoned the presumption that 
placing public employees in religious schools 
“inevitably results in the impermissible ef- 
fect of state-sponsored indoctrination or con- 
stitutes a symbolic union between govern- 
ment and religion.” Similarly, in the 1970s 
the Court held that the state could not pro- 
vide any ‘‘substantial aid to the educational 
function of [religious] schools”? reasoning 
that such aid ‘‘necessarily results in aid to 
the sectarian school enterprise as a whole.”’ 
Meek v. Pittenger, 421 U.S. 349, 366 (1975); ac- 
cord Wolman v. Walter, 433 U.S. 229, 250 (1977). 
In Agostini and Mitchell, however, the Court 
expressly abandoned that view, overruling 
Meek and Wolman. See Agostini, 521 U.S. at 
225; Mitchell, 530 U.S. at 808, 835-86 (plurality 
opinion); id. at 837, 851 (O’Connor, J., concur- 
ring in judgment). In addition, other por- 
tions of Nyquist have been substantially nar- 
rowed or overruled. As the Court stated in 
Zelman, “‘[t]o the extent the scope of Nyquist 
has remained an open question in light of 
these later decisions, we now hold that 
Nyquist does not govern neutral educational 
assistance programs that, like the program 
here, offer aid directly to a broad class of in- 
dividual recipients defined without regard to 
religion.” 536 U.S. at 662. 

Perhaps more important, recent Supreme 
Court decisions have brought the demise of 
the ‘‘pervasively sectarian” doctrine that 
comprised the basis for numerous decisions 
from the 1970s, such as Tilton and Nyquist. As 
noted above, that doctrine held that there 
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are certain religious institutions in which 
religion is so pervasive that no government 
aid may be provided to them, because their 
performance of even ‘‘secular’’ tasks will be 
infused with religious purpose. That doc- 
trine, however, no longer enjoys the support 
of a majority of the Court. Four Justices ex- 

pressly abandoned it in Mitchell, see 530 U.S. 

at 825-29 (plurality opinion), and Justice 

O’Connor’s opinion in that case set forth rea- 

soning that is inconsistent with its under- 

lying premises, see id. at 857-58 (O’Connor, J., 

concurring in judgment, joined by Breyer, J.) 

(requiring proof of actual diversion of public 

support to religious uses to invalidate direct 

aid to schools and explaining that ‘‘presump- 
tions of religious indoctrination are nor- 
mally inappropriate when evaluating neutral 
school-aid programs under the Establish- 
ment Clause’’). See also Columbia Union Col- 
lege v. Oliver, 254 F.3d 496, 502-04 (4th Cir. 

2001) (explaining that the pervasively sec- 

tarian test is no longer valid in light of the 

holdings of six Justices in Mitchell). Justice 

O’Connor rejected the view that aid provided 

to religious primary and secondary schools 

will invariably advance the schools’ religious 
purposes, and that view is the foundation of 
the pervasively sectarian doctrine. 

Such was the reasoning and conclusion 
reached by a federal district court in a cur- 
rent case highly analogous to the FEMA aid 
program—American Atheists Inc. v. City of De- 
troit DDA, 503 F.Supp.2d 845 (2007). There, 
plaintiffs challenged Detroit’s ‘Façade Im- 
provement Plan’’ under which the city pro- 
vided funds to buildings in a particular sec- 
tion of downtown in order to improve their 
appearance for the Superbowl which was to 
be held in the city. Three churches received 
such grants and this was challenged in the 
lawsuit. The federal court concluded that the 
program was available to a broad array of 
buildings and its grant criteria were religion 
neutral and the FIP was thus constitutional. 

For all of these reasons, Tilton and Nyquist 
do not control the question at issue in the 
case of FEMA’s public assistance aid to pri- 
vate nonprofit facilities, including houses of 
worship. 

E. SINGLING OUT FAITH-RELATED ENTITIES FOR 
EXCLUSION RUNS COUNTER TO A PROPER AP- 
PLICATION OF THE ESTABLISHMENT CLAUSE 
In recent years, Justice Breyer has 

insightfully invoked the balanced and prac- 

tical approach to the Establishment Clause 
previously championed by Justices Goldberg 

and Harlan. In Van Orden v. Perry, 545 U.S. 

677 (2005), Justice Breyer wrote that ‘‘the 

Court has found no single mechanical for- 

mula that can accurately draw the constitu- 

tional line in every case. See School Dist. of 

Abington Township v. Schempp, 374 U.S., at 306 

(1963) (concurring opinion). Where the Estab- 

lishment Clause is at issue, tests designed to 

measure ‘‘neutrality’’ alone are insufficient, 
both because it is sometimes difficult to de- 
termine when a legal rule is “neutral,” and 
because ‘‘untutored devotion to the concept 
of neutrality can lead to invocation or ap- 
proval of results which partake not simply of 
that noninterference and noninvolvement 
with the religious which the Constitution 
commands, but of a brooding and pervasive 
devotion to the secular and a passive, or 
even active, hostility to the religious.” Ibid. 

In proceeding to rule that a display of the 

Ten Commandments on the grounds of the 

State of Texas’ capitol was acceptable, Jus- 

tice Breyer argued that, in so many of these 

cases, context matters. Thus, ‘‘to reach a 

contrary conclusion here [and declare the 

display to violate the Establishment Clause], 
based primarily upon on the religious nature 
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of the tablets’ text would, I fear, lead the law 
to exhibit a hostility toward religion that 
has no place in our Establishment Clause 
traditions.” 

If we apply Justice Breyer’s principled 
pragmatism to the issue at hand, if Congress 
and the President decide to appropriate bil- 
lions of dollars to help private nonprofits re- 
build after a natural disaster, but also deter- 
mine to deliberately exclude houses of wor- 
ship when they otherwise meet the relevant 
criteria, such a decision would be the very 
exhibition of hostility toward religion that 
the Justices have inveighed against pursuing 
in the name of the Establishment Clause. 

In the wake of Hurricane Sandy and every 
major disaster within recent memory— 
churches, synagogues and other houses of 
worship have been essential in a commu- 
nity’s recovery and response effort. Even 
while the church may have its HVAC system 
destroyed it will welcome the homeless. 
Even while the synagogue may have been 
flooded, it will feed the hungry. 

Basic fairness and principles of non- 
discrimination, let alone compassion, should 
compel Congress and the Executive Branch 
to change policy and declare houses of wor- 
ship eligible for disaster relief assistance ad- 
ministered by FEMA. 

UNITED STATES CONFERENCE OF 
CATHOLIC BISHOPS, AD Hoc Com- 
MITTEE FOR RELIGIOUS LIBERTY, 

Washington, DC, February 11, 2013. 
Hon. CHRIS SMITH, 
House of Representatives, Rayburn House Office 

Building, Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE SMITH: As the House 
of Representatives prepares to consider H.R. 
592, the Federal Disaster Assistance Act, we 
write in support of the legislation, which 
would ensure the fair and equal treatment 
for houses of worship damaged in a natural 
disaster. 

Your legislation is consistent with Su- 
preme Court jurisprudence, which recognizes 
the right of religious institutions to receive 
public financial aid in the context of a broad 
program administered on the basis of reli- 
gion-neutral criteria. The bill is not asking 
for special treatment, just equal treatment 
that conforms to constitutional protections. 

It should be noted that in the aftermath of 
a natural disaster houses of worship often 
play an irreplaceable role in the recovery of 
a community. Discrimination that treats 
houses of worship as ineligible for federal as- 
sistance in the wake of a natural disaster, 
beyond being a legal violation, hurts the 
very communities most affected by the in- 
discriminate force of nature. 

The best approach to address questions of 
eligibility for houses of worship is a perma- 
nent clarification of federal law. For this 
reason we support your bill and ask that it 
be adopted by Congress. 

Sincerely, 
Most REVEREND WILLIAM 

E. LORI, 

Archibishop of Balti- 
more, Chairman, 
USCCB Ad Hoc 
Committee for Reli- 
gious Liberty. 

MosT REVEREND DENIS J. 

MADDEN, 

Auxiliary Bishop of 
Baltimore, Chair- 
man, USCCB Com- 
mittee for Ecumeni- 
cal and Interreli- 
gious Affairs. 
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UNION OF ORTHODOX JEWISH CON- 
GREGATIONS OF AMERICA, INSTI- 
TUTE FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS, 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVES SMITH AND MENG: 
We write to express our strong support for 
the Federal Disaster Assistance Nonprofit 
Fairness Act of 2013. Your legislation will en- 
sure the fair and equal treatment for houses 
of worship damaged in Hurricane Sandy and 
future natural disasters. 

The Stafford Act provides that private 
nonprofit entities—such as schools, hos- 
pitals, museums and community centers— 
damaged in a natural disaster may receive 
financial grants from FEMA to repair their 
buildings. The Act does not list houses of 
worship among its list of examples of non- 
profits so eligible; neither does the Act ex- 
clude houses of worship in any way. 

In the aftermath of Sandy, as with so 
many other natural disasters, churches, syn- 
agogues and other houses of worship have 
been places offering essential response serv- 
ices to people in need—even while the church 
or synagogue itself is damaged. 

It is, therefore, entirely appropriate for 
FEMA’s aid program for private nonprofits 
to assist houses of worship with their re- 
building needs. Moreover, if houses of war- 
ship are excluded from this otherwise reli- 
gion neutral program—that unfair treatment 
would be improper anti-religious discrimina- 
tion. 

Current Supreme Court jurisprudence 
makes clear that religious institutions may 
receive government financial aid in the con- 
text of a broad program administered on the 
basis of religion neutral criteria. This is why 
houses of worship and other religious non- 
profits can, for example, currently receive 
grants from DHS to improve their security 
and the Interior Department for historic 
preservation. 

Your legislation clarifying the Stafford 
Act is consistent with these precedents and 
policies and we urge the House of Represent- 
atives to pass this measure as soon as pos- 
sible. 

Thank you, 
YEHUDA NEUBERGER. 
NATHAN DIAMENT. 
NJ STATE ASSOCIATION 
OF JEWISH FEDERATIONS, 
February 11, 2013. 
Hon. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN SMITH: The N.J. State 
Association of Jewish Federations and its 
eleven constituent federations and their net- 
work of affiliated and beneficiary agencies 
are pleased to acknowledge your leadership 
in introducing H.R. 592, the Federal Disaster 
Assistance Nonprofit Fairness Act. We sup- 
port the legislation which would authorize 
those houses of worship impacted and dev- 
astated by Hurricane Sandy to receive as- 
sistance through the recently enacted Sandy 
relief funding. 

Our houses of worship, as with other faith 
based institutions, play a crucial role every 
day providing stability, comfort and serving 
as a community resource. With the hurri- 
cane’s impact still very much in evidence for 
our state, we have needed houses of worship 
more than ever to ease the path of recovery 
for community and each of their individual 
members. Even though the church, mosque, 
temple or synagogue may have been phys- 
ically damaged, houses of worship continue 
to provide essential response services to peo- 
ple in need. 

Jewish Federations in those areas that suf- 
fered most from Sandy’s might assisted their 
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synagogues and congregants to overcome the 
immediate crisis through financial aid, res- 
pite and relief while securing dozens of vol- 
unteers to help rebuild damaged buildings in 
the greater local community. The Jewish 
Federation of Monmouth County, as one of 
the communities hardest hit by the hurri- 
cane, the relief funding provided by it and its 
partner Federations in the state have en- 
abled Monmouth to meet a wide array of 
human service needs in the county. Their ap- 
proach has been strategic, identifying both 
short-term and long-term needs and disloca- 
tions following the storm, empowering our 
partners in their efforts to respond, and con- 
necting those who could most benefit to 
these resources. Most importantly, the Fed- 
eration has been proactive in spreading word 
throughout Monmouth County that the Jew- 
ish community is here to help in storm re- 
covery efforts. 

Jewish Family and Children Service orga- 
nizations replaced lost clothing, provided 
gift cards for food, counseled Sandy victims 
easing their anxiety and emotional pain and 
made available flexible repayment loans to 
help families and businesses recover. The 
Jewish Federation of Greater Metro West 
has provided $50,000 to JFS agencies to assist 
with the medium and long term needs. 
Chabad of Hoboken received $5,000 for coun- 
seling assistance, while federation is also de- 
veloping a partnership with Union Beach, a 
community outside their catchment area 
and will provide $10,000 toward relief efforts 
there. 

Many of our synagogues suffered severe 
damage and lack the resources to rebuild. 
Jewish Federations, while helping houses of 
worship serve individuals in need, do not 
have the resources to support capital needs. 
Assistance from the Jewish Federation of 
Monmouth County helped ‘‘Chabad of the 
Shore” roof and carpet repaid, as well as pro- 
viding plywood to cover vulnerable windows. 
Temple Shalom in Aberdeen had roof damage 
which was repaired through Federation as- 
sistance. There were a number of other simi- 
lar actions of relief provided by the Mon- 
mouth federation. 

This is not only the Jewish community ex- 
perience, but one shared with houses of wor- 
ship of all religions. It is entirely appro- 
priate for FEMA’s aid program for private 
nonprofits to assist houses of worship with 
their rebuilding and community outreach 
needs. 

For all the reasons stated, herein, the pas- 
sage of H.R. 592 will bring equity in a time of 
crisis and will recognize the unselfish sac- 
rifices made by our houses of worship in re- 
sponse to an event that left devastation in 
its wake and tragic consequences for its vic- 
tims. Accordingly, the NJ State Association 
of Jewish Federations is pleased to support 
the enactment of the Federal Disaster As- 
sistance Nonprofit Fairness Act. 

Sincerely, 
RUTH COLE, 
President. 
JACOB TOPOREK, 
Executive Director. 
DIOCESE OF TRENTON, 
Trenton, NJ, February 11, 2013. 
Hon. CHRIS SMITH, 
Rayburn House Office Building, House of Rep- 
resentatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN SMITH: I understand 
that you will soon be presenting a bill to 
Congress which would provide federal fund- 
ing in the form of grants to houses of wor- 
ship which were devastated by the hurricane 
last October. 
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I applaud your efforts and offer my full 
support for this bill. Volunteers from the 
Catholic churches as well as other denomina- 
tions were on the front line with food, cloth- 
ing, shelter and other basic necessities as 
soon as the storm passed. They were surely 
the first responders and just as surely will be 
there as long as they are needed. To exclude 
houses of worship from which these volun- 
teers have come is a grave injustice. 

On behalf of the clergy, religious and lay 
people who live and work within the Diocese 
of Trenton, I thank you for being our advo- 
cate and for taking the initiative to intro- 
duce this bill on behalf of all faith commu- 
nities. 

Sincerely, 
Most REVEREND DAVID M. 
O’CONNELL, C.M., 
Bishop of Trenton. 
CONGREGATION SONS OF ISRAEL, 
Lakewood, NJ, February 12, 2013. 
Hon. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH, 
Rayburn House Office Building, House of Rep- 
resentatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN SMITH: As the House of 
Representatives prepares to consider H.R. 
592, the Federal Disaster Assistance Non- 
profit Fairness Act, we write in support of 
the important legislation that you have in- 
troduced. Thank you for your effort to en- 
sure the fair and equal treatment for houses 
of worship in the aftermath of this dev- 
astating natural disaster. 

It is universally acknowledged that houses 
of worship play a central role in the recovery 
of a community in the aftermath of any nat- 
ural disaster. Faith-based volunteers are the 
first responders providing aid and comfort to 
those who have lost so much, and they per- 
severe with their efforts as long as help is 
needed. To exclude the houses of worship 
from where these volunteers have come from 
government assistance would be a grave in- 
justice. 

Discrimination that treats houses of wor- 
ship as ineligible for federal assistance in the 
wake of a natural disaster, beyond being a 
legal violation, hurts the very communities 
most affected by the devastating storm. 

We strongly feel that you have identified 
the best approach to address recurring ques- 
tions of eligibility for houses of worship by 
proposing a permanent clarification of fed- 
eral law. We therefore strongly support your 
bill and ask that it be adopted by Congress. 

With much appreciation for your efforts, 

RABBI SAMUEL TENDLER, 
Congregation Sons of Israel. 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION 
OF EVANGELICALS, 
February 12, 2013. 
Hon. CHRIS SMITH, 
Hon. GRACE MENG, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVES SMITH AND MENG: 
Thank you for your efforts to correct a mis- 
guided policy of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) that currently 
bars houses of worship from receiving federal 
disaster assistance for rebuilding damaged 
structures. Your work to insure that govern- 
ment assists private nonprofit entities, in- 
cluding houses of worship, in an evenhanded 
way is very much appreciated. 

In any major natural disaster, churches, 
synagogues and other houses of worship play 
indispensable roles in providing comfort and 
relief to those who have experienced loss. 
They bring food, water, clothing and other 
essential supplies to those who are stranded 


1350 


or displaced. They care for the wounded and 
comfort the bereaved. Our communities are 
stronger because they are there. 

When the houses of worship themselves 
have been damaged, the effects are often felt 
far beyond the membership. When an impor- 
tant part of the community infrastructure is 
damaged, the entire community suffers. 
Many times, churches continue serving their 
communities even after their own buildings 
have been destroyed. 

FEMA does not violate the establishment 
clause when it administers a religion-neutral 
program of support for the rebuilding of 
community infrastructure. In fact, if reli- 
gious organizations are specifically excluded 
when comparable secular organizations are 
included, the government’s practice would be 
discriminatory. This is the clear conclusion 
of Supreme Court jurisprudence, and is con- 
sistent with current federal practice in the 
Department of Homeland Security and the 
Interior Department. 

Thank you for your leadership in working 
to restore fairness to FEMA disaster assist- 
ance. 

Sincerely, 
GALEN CAREY, 
Vice President, Government Relations. 
BAIS KAILA TORAH PREPARATORY 
HIGH SCHOOL FOR GIRLS, 
Lakewood, NJ, February 12, 2013. 
Hon. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH, 
Rayburn House Office Building, House of Rep- 
resentatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN SMITH: I hope that all 
is well with you and your family. With your 
introduction of H.R. 592, the Federal Dis- 
aster Assistance Nonprofit Fairness Act, we 
see that you are again taking the initiative 
to do what is right, especially considering 
that houses of worship are always at the 
forefront of the recovery process when com- 
munities are hit with natural disasters. It is 
therefore very appropriate that they be able 
to participate on an equal footing with other 
nonprofits in receiving federal aid, as a 
means of helping damaged communities get 
back on their feet. 

As I understand it, the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency is charged with ensur- 
ing that communities are prepared for nat- 
ural disasters, and then responding to facili- 
tate recovery in the wake of such disasters. 
FEMA has historically provided disaster-re- 
lated aide to parochial schools damaged by 
earthquakes. Other examples of federal aid 
to houses of worship, includes grants for se- 
curity improvements from the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security and historic 
preservation grants from the U.S. Depart- 
ment of the Interior. Your legislation, H.R. 
592, would simply ensure that the Stafford 
Act is consistent with these policies. 

In conclusion, once again we thank you for 
your leadership and advocacy and we look 
forward to seeing the passage of H.R. 592. 

Sincerely yours, 
RABBI YISROEL SCHENKOLEWSKI, 
Dean. 
THE JEWISH FEDERATIONS 
OF NORTH AMERICA, 
Washington, DC, February 11, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Capitol 
Building, Washington, DC. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
House Democratic Leader, House of Representa- 
tives, Capitol Building, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER AND LEADER 
PELOSI: The Jewish Federations of North 
America (JFNA) is writing to express our 
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support for H.R. 592, the Federal Disaster As- 
sistance Nonprofit Fairness Act. This bill, 
scheduled to be on the suspension calendar 
this coming Wednesday, February 18, 2013 
and co-sponsored by Representatives Chris 
Smith (R-NJ) and Grace Meng (D-NY), will 
ensure the fair and equal treatment for 
houses of worship damaged in Hurricane 
Sandy. 

JFNA is the national organization that 
represents and serves 154 Jewish Federations 
and 300 independent Jewish communities 
across North America. In their communities, 
Jewish Federations and volunteers is the 
central address for fundraising and an exten- 
sive network of Jewish health, education and 
social services. In response to Hurricane 
Sandy Jewish Federations have raised al- 
most $7 million in direct Sandy-related relief 
and allocated almost $11 million to Sandy 
victims in Connecticut, New Jersey and New 
York. 

The Stafford Act provides that private 
nonprofit entities—such as schools, hospitals 
and community centers—damaged in a nat- 
ural disaster may receive financial grants 
from FEMA to repair their buildings. The 
Act does not list houses of worship among its 
list of examples of nonprofits so eligible; nei- 
ther does the Act exclude houses of worship. 
To the extent that FEMA has provided aid to 
eligible programs run by houses of worship, 
the aid has not been provided on the same 
terms as the aid provided to other eligible 
nonprofits. 

In the aftermath of Sandy, as with so 
many other natural disasters, churches, syn- 
agogues and other houses of worship are lo- 
cations where essential response services 
have been provided to people in need—even 
while the church or synagogue itself has suf- 
fered extensive damage. It is, therefore, en- 
tirely appropriate for FEMA’s aid program 
for private nonprofits to assist houses of 
worship with their rebuilding needs. More- 
over, if houses of worship are excluded from 
this otherwise religion neutral program— 
that unfair treatment would be improper 
anti-religious discrimination. Additionally, 
for almost 30 years, it has been FEMA’s mis- 
sion to lead America to prepare for, prevent, 
respond to, and recover from domestic disas- 
ters. This has led to FEMA’s provision of dis- 
aster-related aide to parochial schools dam- 
aged by earthquakes. 

Current Supreme Court jurisprudence 
makes clear that religious institutions may 
receive government financial aid in the con- 
text of a broad program administered on the 
basis of religion neutral criteria. This is why 
houses of worship and other religious non- 
profits can, and do, currently receive grants 
from DHS to improve their security and the 
Interior Department for historic preserva- 
tion. 

H.R. 592, the Federal Disaster Assistance 
Nonprofit Fairness Act, would ensure that 
the Stafford Act is consistent with these 
policies, and we ask that you vote in favor of 
this legislation. 

Sincerely yours, 
WILLIAM C. DAROFF, 
Vice President for Public Policy & 
Director of the Washington office. 
THE BECKET FUND 
FOR RELIGIOUS LIBERTY. 
Hon. CHRISTOPHER SMITH, 
House of Representatives, 2373 Rayburn House 
Office Building, Washington, DC. 
Re FEMA’s discriminatory treatment of houses 
of worship. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN SMITH: You and others 

have asked us to examine the application of 
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the Establishment Clause of the United 
States Constitution to the disbursement of 
federal disaster relief funds to houses of wor- 
ship damaged in severe weather events such 
as Superstorm Sandy. In particular, you 
would like us to examine (1) whether the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency’s 
practice of not funding repairs to houses of 
worship is justified by the Establishment 
Clause grounds, and (2) whether your pro- 
posed act preventing FEMA’s practice would 
give rise to Establishment Clause problems. 

The answer to both questions is no. First, 
not only does the Establishment Clause pro- 
vide no support for FEMA’s practice of dis- 
criminating against houses of worship; that 
practice itself runs afoul of the First Amend- 
ment by discriminating against religious in- 
stitutions. Second, the bill you have pro- 
posed will not lead to Establishment Clause 
violations because no Act of Congress can 
purport to repeal the First Amendment. Ar- 
guments to the contrary are constitutional 
scaremongering. 


BACKGROUND 


Superstorm Sandy devastated many of the 
Northeast’s coastal cities. The federal gov- 
ernment is expected to spend about $60 bil- 
lion to help restore these hard-hit commu- 
nities. Yet FEMA has categorically denied 
foundational elements of those commu- 
nities—synagogues, churches, mosques, and 
other houses of worship—access to this oth- 
erwise generally-available relief funding. A 
broad range of nonprofit organizations, in- 
cluding zoos and museums, qualify for dis- 
aster-relief grants administered by FEMA. 
But when religious organizations asked 
FEMA for the same assistance it provides 
many other nonprofits, FEMA told them 
that it considered them ineligible for the 
grants. This leaves houses of worship like All 
Saints Church of Bay Head, New Jersey, 
which was built by shipbuilders in 1889 and 
now has a sinkhole for a sanctuary, without 
access to the help that is available to the 
neighborhood zoo. 

Despite acknowledging that religious fa- 
cilities can meet the threshold aid require- 
ment that the facility be ‘‘used for a variety 
of community activities,” FEMA considers 
“churches, synagogues, temples, mosques, 
and other centers of religious worship” cat- 
egorically ineligible simply because of their 
religious use. Nor is this a recent problem: 
the George W. Bush Administration took the 
same stance after Hurricane Katrina, based 
on a federal regulation promulgated in 1990 
by the George H.W. Bush Administration. 
(As noted below, though, the federal govern- 
ment has often departed from this stance to 
assist houses of worship through neutral and 
generally available funding programs.) 


ANALYSIS 


FEMA’s discriminatory policy. To justify 
its discrimination against houses of worship, 
FEMA has cited arguments asserting that 
the Establishment Clause of the United 
States Constitution prevents houses of wor- 
ship from having equal access to FEMA dis- 
aster assistance grants. Others make the 
same claim. For instance, Barry Lynn of 
Americans United for Separation of Church 
and State has stated that, ‘‘even after the 
devastation of [Superstorm] Sandy,” the fed- 
eral government cannot provide relief to de- 
stroyed synagogues, churches, and mosques. 

But this argument is simply not true. 
When Lynn recently made a similar argu- 
ment in an amicus brief to the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, the court—in 
an opinion authored by Judge Sutton—flatly 
and unanimously rejected the argument. The 
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court noted that long-standing Supreme 
Court precedent allowed ‘‘churches, syna- 
gogues, and mosques” to receive ‘‘generally 
available benefits” like ‘‘police and fire-pro- 
tection services” and access to ‘‘sewers and 
sidewalks.” The court reasoned that “‘[i]f a 
city may save the exterior of a church from 
a fire,” it could certainly provide equal ac- 
cess to government funds that ‘help that 
same church with peeling paint.” 

That conclusion is all the more true here, 
where the problem the government seeks to 
remedy is not peeling paint but complete 
devastation. Notably, the Sixth Circuit sup- 
ported its conclusion by explicitly noting the 
widespread legal acceptance ‘‘of government 
programs designed to provide one-time emer- 
gency assistance through FEMA ... to 
churches devastated by natural disasters.” 

Indeed, the federal government—including 
FEMA—has repeatedly given disaster relief 
to religious groups in the past. For instance, 
after Seattle Hebrew Academy was damaged 
by a major earthquake in 2002, FEMA award- 
ed a disaster relief grant for repair. Before it 
did so, FEMA asked the Department of Jus- 
tice’s Office of Legal Counsel whether that 
was constitutionally permissible. OLC’s de- 
tailed response concluded that ‘‘a FEMA dis- 
aster grant is analogous to the sort of aid 
that qualifies as ‘general government serv- 
ices’ approved by the [Supreme] Court” for 
provision to houses of worship. The OLC let- 
ter pointed out that, far from banning equal 
access to government funding, the First 
Amendment bans the government from 
“deny[ing] religious groups equal access to 
the government’s own property,” and 
“require[s] equal funding’’ of religious ex- 
pression. The letter ended by noting that an 
argument could be made that ‘‘excluding re- 
ligious organizations from disaster assist- 
ance made available to similarly situated 
secular institutions would violate the Free 
Exercise Clause and the Free Speech 
Clause.” 

OLC has likewise approved, and the federal 
government has permitted, the participation 
of houses of worship in the Save America’s 
Treasures program, which authorizes match- 
ing grants for preservation of properties with 
historical significance. For instance, the 
OLC approved a National Park Service grant 
to restore Boston’s Old North Church—a 
church which is currently used by an active 
Episcopal congregation and was once used to 
warn Paul Revere of British military plans. 
Similar grants have been provided for Atlan- 
ta’s Ebenezer Baptist Church, where Martin 
Luther King, Jr., preached, the historic 
Franciscan missions in California, and Touro 
Synagogue in Rhode Island. All of those 
houses of worship needed repairs for damage 
caused by the ravages of time—why would 
damage caused by the ravages of Sandy be 
any different? 

Several other federal statutes permit fed- 
eral funding or support for houses of worship 
that have been damaged or destroyed. In- 
deed, after the Oklahoma City bombing, Con- 
gress specifically authorized FEMA and 
other agencies to provide disaster relief to 
damaged churches on the same basis that 
any other private nonprofit facilities may 
receive such aid. 

Finally, FEMA’s policy of discriminating 
against houses of worship is itself problem- 
atic under the Establishment Clause because 
it denies religious institutions access to a 
generally available benefit, solely because 
they are religious. The Supreme Court has 
repeatedly held that ‘“‘[t]he First Amend- 
ment mandates governmental neutrality be- 
tween religion and nonreligion.’ Singling 
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out religious institutions for special disfavor 
is not neutral. Similarly, FEMA’s approach 
also creates a potential conflict with federal 
civil rights law, specifically the Religious 
Freedom Restoration Act, which forbids gov- 
ernment imposition of substantial burdens 
on religious exercise. As courts have fre- 
quently held, denial of a generally available 
benefit to religious persons because they are 
religious constitutes a substantial burden on 
the exercise of religion. 

In short, FEMA is wrong to claim that the 
Establishment Clause—which combats dis- 
crimination—justifies its decision to dis- 
criminate. It is instead FEMA’s discrimina- 
tion policy that is more likely to trigger 
scrutiny under the First Amendment and re- 
lated civil rights laws. 

The proposed bill. For the same reasons, it 
is our opinion that your proposed bill will 
not raise Establishment Clause problems. In- 
stead, it will alleviate them by offering a 
way to stop discrimination against houses of 
worship in federal disaster relief funding. 

On the night before your bill was set for a 
vote, FEMA issued a statement in opposition 
to the bill. As an initial matter, much of 
FEMA’s three-page statement does nothing 
more than lay out existing law and reiterate 
what we’ve established above: Congress has 
made similar regulatory fixes before and the 
OLC has provided legal opinions supporting 
religious organizations’ equal access to gen- 
erally available government funds. 

FEMA really makes only two complaints 
against the proposed bill. First, it warns 
that entities like the ACLU have threatened 
to sue unless it keeps discriminating against 
religious organizations. But, as explained 
above, such threats are meritless and will be 
met in court by the Becket Fund and other 
organizations that are happy to defend equal 
access for houses of worship that have been 
devastated by natural disasters. Further, it 
is imprudent to allow such threats to take 
federal legislation hostage, as giving in to 
them will only encourage future threats. Fi- 
nally, concerns about litigation might make 
some sense if FEMA were run by a tiny vil- 
lage government with a small budget that 
might be intimidated by the prospect of liti- 
gating against the ACLU. But given the re- 
sources of the Department of Justice, this 
argument from fear of litigation makes no 
sense. 

FEMA’s second complaint is that the bill 
could require them to choose whether to 
fund “arks of the covenant [and] prayer 
books.” But, as a factual matter, it appears 
FEMA is trying to manufacture this par- 
ticular controversy in order to scare legisla- 
tors. As Rabbi David Bauman of Temple 
Israel in Long Beach—which was flooded by 
up to 14 feet of storm-surge saltwater—ex- 
plained, no one is asking the government to 
restore prayer books; they need help with 
basic structural repairs, just like other 
buildings in the neighborhood. More impor- 
tantly, the bill cannot repeal the Establish- 
ment Clause: FEMA will remain bound by 
the Constitution. Thus to the extent a reli- 
gious organization requests funds that would 
result in a constitutional violation, FEMA 
will still be bound to turn them down. What 
the bill actually does is get rid of the artifi- 
cial and discriminatory standard created by 
FEMA and replace it with the standard of 
neutrality required under the First Amend- 
ment. 

In addition, to the extent that there is any 
problem it is one of FEMA’s own making. As 
it admits in its statement of opposition, it is 
FEMA’s own regulatory interpretations that 
would require it to pay for prayer books or 
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other similar items. But neither of the regu- 
lations that FEMA cites as forcing it to 
make the apparently unpalatable choice ap- 
pear to require any such decision. And 
FEMA can always exercise its interpretive 
power to avoid a constitutional violation. 

Again, no one is asking the government to 
buy prayer books or Torahs. Instead, syna- 
gogues, churches, and mosques are simply 
asking that they receive the same disaster 
relief as many other private nonprofits. 
Doing anything less would not live up to the 
neutrality required by the Establishment 
Clause—it would express a blatant hostility 
to religion that the Establishment Clause re- 
jects. 

: In conclusion, it is our opinion that FEMA 
cannot rely on the Establishment Clause to 
categorically ban houses of worship from 
competing for disaster relief funds on the 
same terms as other eligible nonprofits. 
Your proposed bill will not violate the Con- 
stitution but will instead protect it. 
Very truly yours, 
ERIC C. RASSBACH, 
DANIEL BLOMBERG, 
The Becket Fund for Religious Liberty. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I know all too well and firsthand 
what happens when disaster strikes at 
home. My constituents were affected 
by Hurricane Irene and Tropical Storm 
Lee. 

So I would like to commend the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey for his hard 
work for the constituents back home. 
It’s times like this that we need to 
come together in a bipartisan fashion 
to help Americans who need that help. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, in the wake of 
the devastation caused by Superstorm Sandy, 
Congress must be an active partner in the ef- 
fort to rebuild, so | will vote in favor of the bill 
before the House today, which extends FEMA 
disaster relief assistance to houses of worship 
on an equal footing with other not-for-profit or- 
ganizations affected by the storm. 

| wish, however, that the House had taken 
the time to hold hearings on this legislation 
before bringing it to the House Floor so that 
we could have more fully explored the con- 
stitutional issues involved with this matter. 
Clearly, the federal government can and does 
provide federal resources to houses of wor- 
ship for a variety of purposes, including home- 
land security grants and small business loans, 
but we must tread carefully in this area to en- 
sure that the assistance extended passes 
muster with the basic provisions of the Con- 
stitution. It would have been better to thor- 
oughly vet the language of this bill, among 
ourselves in the House and with constitutional 
scholars before bringing it up for a vote. As 
this legislation must pass the Senate in order 
to become law, | hope there will be in their 
proceedings a careful review of these issues 
before they act, including making any needed 
changes, which would bring the bill back to 
the House for final enactment. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Madam Speaker, 
we often come to this floor to advocate any 
number of controversial issues—issues that 
often produce strong disagreement from the 
given Speakers opposing party. But | stand 
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here today stating what I’m confident an over- 
whelming majority of Americans would deem 
simple common sense: if the government re- 
sponds to a disaster—like Hurricane Sandy, 
which caused devastating damage and losses 
in the tens of billions of dollars—it should 
strive to help the entire community recover, 
not pick and choose some to receive help and 
others to go it alone. 

But, stunningly, that’s not the way it cur- 
rently works, Madam Speaker. As it stands, 
many of the strongest, most necessary pillars 
in our society—churches and other places of 
worship—are being excluded from even being 
considered for the recovery aid provided by 
FEMA in the wake of Sandy. 

Since the policy has come to light, some 
have attempted to defend it, invoking that all— 
too—commonly abused notion of the separa- 
tion of church and state. But, Madam Speaker, 
even if we accept the most radical definition of 
this phrase, there would still be no reasonably 
legal explanation for this inexcusable over- 
sight. 

The Supreme Court responded to a similar 
issue when it decided Everson v. Board of 
Education. In that decision, the court criticized 
the “imposition of taxes to pay ministers’ sala- 
ries and to build and maintain churches and 
church property.” But in the very same deci- 
sion, the court makes clear the obvious excep- 
tion to this policy, stating that the state has the 
duty to maintain neutral relations with places 
of worship, and that they should be granted 
access to the same basic government serv- 
ices as the rest of the community—‘“such gen- 
eral government services as ordinary police 
and fire protection, connections for sewage 
disposal, public highways and sidewalks.” 

Who can, with any modicum of intellectual 
honesty, suggest that disaster relief does not 
fit the definition of a basic government serv- 
ice? The government is not maintaining neu- 
tral relations with houses of worship in this 
sphere. It is actively and specifically excluding 
them from a basic government service en- 
joyed by every other member of the commu- 
nity. 

or course, perhaps the cruelest irony of this 
entire situation is the fact that it is so often the 
churches who step in to help in the immediate 
aftermath of such disasters. They are the ones 
sending their congregations to feed, clothe, 
and house a desperate community. They are 
the ones taking up donations en masse to 
help the most afflicted. And they are the ones 
selflessly emptying their food closets to sus- 
tain, for just a little while longer, families anx- 
iously awaiting government aid—the same 
government aid for which they will inexplicably 
not even be considered. 

Madam Speaker, this unconstitutional, un- 
American, unreasonable discrimination against 
these essential, compassionate members of 
our society simply must not continue. Church- 
es and other places of worship must be held 
to the same criteria as other members of the 
community in these decisions. | urge my col- 
leagues to strongly support H.R. 592. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam Speaker, 
Superstorm Sandy inflicted unprecedented 
damage on communities in the Northeast in- 
cluding my district in New Jersey. Congress 
and the President have responded by pro- 
viding $60 billion in emergency and recovery 
aid. 
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Today’s debate and vote however isn’t at all 
about whether or how much funding Congress 
appropriates to mitigate the impact of Sandy. 
We’ve had that vote. 

Rather, it is about those who are being un- 
fairly left out and left behind. Its about those 
who helped feed, comfort, clothe and shelter 
tens of thousands of victims now being told 
they are ineligible for a FEMA grant. 

It is unconscionable that foundational pillars 
of our communities damaged by Sandy—syn- 
agogues, churches, mosques, temples and 
other houses of worship—have been categori- 
cally denied access to these otherwise gen- 
erally-available relief funds. Current FEMA pol- 
icy is patently unfair, unjustified and discrimi- 
natory and may even suggest hostility to reli- 
gion. 

FEMA has a policy in place to aid nonprofit 
facilities damaged in the storm, but the agency 
has excluded houses of worship from this sup- 
port. That is wrong. And it’s time Congress en- 
sures fundamental fairness for these essential 
private nonprofits. 

The bipartisan Federal Disaster Assistance 
Nonprofit Fairness Act of 2013—H.R. 592— 
will ensure that churches, synagogues, 
mosques, temples and other houses of wor- 
ship are eligible for federal funds to effectuate 
repairs, restoration and replacement of dam- 
aged facilities. 

Madam Speaker, it’s worth noting here that 
FEMA’s discriminatory policy of exclusion isn’t 
prescribed by any law. Nothing in the Stafford 
Act or any other law including the Hurricane 
Sandy Disaster Relief Appropriations Act pre- 
cludes funds to repair, restore or replace 
houses of worship. Indeed, congressional 
precedent favors enacting H.R. 592 as there 
are several pertinent examples of public funds 
being allocated to houses of worship. 

For example: 

FEMA grants were explicitly authorized by 
Congress and provided to churches damaged 
in the Oklahoma City terrorist attack; 

Homeland Security Department and UASI 
provides funding to houses of worship for se- 
curity upgrades; 

Interior Department provides funding for 
grants for historically significant properties in- 
cluding churches and synagogues; 

It is important to note that a controlling Jus- 
tice Department Office of Legal Counsel 
Memorandum explains in detail the legal prin- 
ciples which make H.R. 592 constitutional. In 
a September 25, 2002, written opinion, the Of- 
fice of Legal Counsel concluded it was con- 
stitutional for Congress to provide disaster re- 
lief and reconstruction funds to a religious 
Jewish school, along with all sorts of other or- 
ganizations, following a devastating earth- 
quake. 

The same principles apply to protect reli- 
gious organizations following a devastating 
hurricane. As the Office of Legal Counsel 
memo concluded “provision of disaster assist- 
ance to [religious organizations] cannot be 
materially distinguished from aid programs that 
are constitutional under longstanding Supreme 
Court precedent establishing that religious in- 
stitutions are fully entitled to receive generally 
available government benefits and services, 
such as fire and police protection.” 

The Supreme Court handed down its first 
modern Establishment Clause decision in 
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Everson v. Board of Education, which involved 
a program in my own state of New Jersey. In 
that case the Court held that religious institu- 
tions are entitled to receive “general govern- 
ment services” made available on the basis of 
neutral criteria. 

The Court held that the Establishment 
Clause does not bar students attending reli- 
gious schools from receiving generally avail- 
able school busing services provided by the 
government. In reaching its decision, the Court 
explained that even if the evenhanded provi- 
sion of busing services increased the likeli- 
hood that some parents would send their chil- 
dren to religious schools, the same could be 
said of other “general state law benefits” that 
were even more clearly constitutional because 
they were equally available to all citizens. 

As examples, the Court cited “such general 
government services as ordinary police and 
fire protection, connections for sewage dis- 
posal, public highways and sidewalks,” con- 
cluding that “cutting off church schools from 
these services . . . would make it far more 
difficult for the schools to operate. But such is 
obviously not the purpose of the First Amend- 
ment. That Amendment requires the state to 
be a neutral in its relations with groups of reli- 
gious believers and non-believers; it does not 
require the state to be their adversary. State 
power is no more to be used so as to handi- 
cap religions, than it is to favor them.” 

As Nathan J. Diament, Executive Director of 
Public Policy for the Union of Orthodox Jewish 
Congregations of America notes in his excel- 
lent legal analysis which | will include in the 
Record “federal disaster relief is analogous to 
aid that qualifies as general government serv- 
ices’ approved by the Court in Everson. 

That same Supreme Court also held that 
‘[Government] cannot exclude individual 
Catholics, Lutherans, Mohammedans, Bap- 
tists, Jews, Methodists, Non-believers, Pres- 
byterians, or the members of any other faith, 
because of their faith, or lack of it, from receiv- 
ing the benefits of public welfare legislation 
. . . [W]e must be careful, in protecting the 
citizens of New Jersey against state-estab- 
lished churches, to be sure that we do not in- 
advertently prohibit New Jersey from extend- 
ing its general state law benefits to all its citi- 
zens without regard to their religious belief.” 

In Walz v. Tax Commission, the Court re- 
jected an Establishment Clause challenge to a 
property tax exemption made available not 
only to churches, but to several other classes 
of nonprofit institutions, such as “hospitals, li- 
braries, playgrounds, scientific, professional, 
historical, and patriotic groups.” As the Court 
stated in reference to Everson, if “buses can 
be provided to carry and policemen to protect 
church school pupils, we fail to see how a 
broader range of police and fire protection 
given equally to all churches, along with non- 
profit hospitals, art galleries, and libraries re- 
ceiving the same tax exemption, is different for 
purposes of the Religion Clauses.” 

The bill before us today simply makes clear 
and clarifies that federal disaster relief in- 
cludes religious entities along with every other 
sort of entity. As the Court later stated in 
Widmar v. Vincent, “[t]he provision of benefits 
to so broad a spectrum of groups is an impor- 
tant index of secular [that is, constitutional] ef- 
fect.” And as it stated more recently in Texas 
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Monthly, Inc. v. Bullock, “[i]nsofar as [a] sub- 
sidy is conferred upon a wide array of non- 
sectarian groups as well as religious organiza- 
tions in pursuit of some legitimate secular end, 
the fact that religious groups benefit inciden- 
tally does not deprive the subsidy of the sec- 
ular purpose and primary effect mandated by 
the Establishment Clause.” 

Significantly, Madam Speaker, when three 
churches in Detroit received taxpayer funded 
grants to repair and spruce up their buildings 
prior to the 2006 Superbowl, American Athe- 
ists sued the City of Detroit and lost. In a 
sweeping decision authored by Judge Sutton, 
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit 
unanimously held that the direct assistance to 
the churches did not violate the Establishment 
Clause. 

Judge Sutton said: “Detroit sought to fix up 
its downtown, not to establish a religion. And 
as will generally be the case when a govern- 
mental program allocates generally available 
benefits on a neutral basis and without a hid- 
den agenda, this program does not have the 
impermissible effect of advancing religion in 
general or any one faith in particular. By en- 
dorsing all qualifying applicants, the program 
has endorsed none of them, and accordingly 
it has not run afoul of the federal or state reli- 
gion clauses . . . In the Establishment Clause 
context, that means evenhanded, neutral laws 
generally (though not invariably) will be 
upheld. So long as the government benefit is 
neutral and generally applicable on its face, it 
presumptively will satisfy the Establishment 
Clause.” 

In sum, H.R. 592 exhibits no government 
preference for or against religion, or any par- 
ticular religion, since it merely permits houses 
of worship to receive the same type of gen- 
erally-available assistance in picking up the 
pieces after stunning devastation that many 
other similarly situated nonprofits receive. 
Thus, the bill not only passes the test of con- 
stitutionality, it passes the test of basic human 
decency. 

Indeed, to do otherwise would be to single 
out churches for adverse treatment, which is 
itself constitutionally suspect. The Supreme 
Court held in Church of Lukumi Babalu Aye v. 
City of Hialeah, that “[a]t a minimum, the pro- 
tections of the Free Exercise Clause pertain if 
the law at issue discriminates against some or 
all religious beliefs.” And in Employment Divi- 
sion v. Smith, the Court held that under the 
Free Exercise Clause, the state may not “im- 
pose special disabilities on the basis of reli- 
gious views or religious status.” Similarly, in 
Rosenberger v. Rector and Visitors of the Uni- 
versity of Virginia, the Court held that “the 
government offends the First Amendment 
when it imposes financial burdens on certain 
speakers based on the content of their expres- 
sion,” including religious expression. To con- 
tinue to single houses of worship out for dis- 
crimination does not express government neu- 
trality, it expresses government hostility. And 
there is no place for government hostility to- 
ward religion under our constitution. 

The constitution clearly allows, and arguably 
requires, that religious organizations be treat- 
ed equally when it comes to Congress’ pro- 
viding for the well-being of Americans fol- 
lowing the onslaught of Superstorm Sandy 
and other natural disasters. 
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The damage unleashed by Sandy has taken 
a huge toll on houses of worship. According to 
the N.J. Catholic Conference more than 145 
churches suffered significant damage in my 
state alone. Another 125 churches in New 
York have been damaged and are seeking 
FEMA help with more to be counted as repairs 
and ongoing work are addressed and con- 
tracted out for completion. 

Similarly, dozens of synagogues and tem- 
ples in both states are now looking to see how 
they repair after spending months of providing 
goods and services—with no regard to reli- 
gion—to those who needed it. 

In testimony just last week before the New 
York City Council, Joseph Rosenberg of the 
Catholic Community Relations Council poign- 
antly noted that when Sandy hit, the leaders of 
the churches, synagogues and other houses 
of worship did not first ask if their facilities 
would be eligible for federal assistance before 
providing food and shelter and relief to thou- 
sands of displaced persons. 

Nor did these providers of assistance ask 
the religious affiliation of the victims. No, they 
went to work providing tangible, life-saving aid 
to all comers. 

In his letter of support for H.R. 592, Harvard 
professor Alan Dershowitz concludes that “re- 
ligious institutions may receive government aid 
if it is in the context of a broadly available pro- 
gram with criteria that are neutral toward reli- 
gion and pose no risks of religious favoritism.” 

Professor Dershowitz notes further: 

Once FEMA has the policy in place to aid 
various nonprofit organizations with their 
building repairs, houses of worship should 
not be excluded from receiving this aid on 
the same terms. This is all the more appro- 
priate given the neutral role we have wit- 
nessed houses of worship play, without re- 
gard to religion of those affected, in the 
wake of Sandy and countless previous disas- 
ters. Federal disaster relief aid is a form of 
social insurance and means of helping bat- 
tered communities get back on their feet. 
Churches, synagogues, mosques and other 
houses of worship are an essential part of the 
recovery process. 

Religious liberty scholar Professor Douglas 
Laycock of the University of Virginia School of 
Law wrote a letter endorsing H.R. 592 and 
said in part: “Charitable contributions to places 
of worship are tax deductible, without signifi- 
cant controversy, even though the tax benefits 
to the donor are like a matching grant from the 
government. These deductions have been 
uncontroversial because they are included 
without discrimination in the much broader cat- 
egory of all not-for-profit organizations devoted 
to charitable, educational, religious, or sci- 
entific purposes. The neutral category here is 
equally broad. To include places of worship in 
disaster relief is neutral; to exclude them 
would be affirmatively hostile. There is no con- 
stitutional obstacle to including them.” 

America’s houses of worship are an integral, 
irreplaceable part of the contour and fabric of 
our communities. Like any other private non- 
profit organization, their recovery is essential 
to the recovery of neighborhoods, towns and 
states. They should not be excluded from fed- 
eral programs that ensure community recov- 
ery, especially since they selflessly provide as- 
sistance to all in need. 

H.R. 592 has been endorsed by several or- 
ganizations including the Union of Orthodox 
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Jewish Congregations, the United States Con- 
ference of Catholic Bishops, the Council of 
Churches of the City of New York and the 
American Jewish Committee. 

| would like to take this moment to submit 
one more additional letter of support for H.R. 
592 from Carl H. Esbeck, Professor of Law, 
University of Missouri, and my full statement 
for the RECORD. 

UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI 
SCHOOL oF Law, 
February 11, 2013. 
Re Federal Disaster Assistance Nonprofit 
Fairness Act of 2013. 


HON. CHRIS SMITH, 

Rayburn HOB, Washington, DC. 

HON. GRACE MENG, 

1317 Longworth HOB, Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVES SMITH AND MENG: I 
have been asked to give an opinion con- 
cerning the constitutionality of the Federal 
Disaster Assistance Nonprofit Fairness Act 
of 2013. The bill was introduced in the House 
of Representatives on Friday, February 8, 
2013. It would amend Sections 102(10)(B) and 
406(a)(3) of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5122(10)(B) and 5172(a)(8)), to clarify 
that houses of worship are eligible for dis- 
aster relief and emergency assistance on the 
same terms as other nonprofit facilities pro- 
viding certain defined essential services to 
the public. Stated differently, houses of wor- 
ship that are otherwise eligible for relief and 
assistance are not to be discriminated 
against because of their religious character. 

FEMA’s current policy is set forth in its 
memorandum captioned ‘‘Houses of Wor- 
ship—FEMA Public Assistance Eligibility.” 
Concerning multiple-use facilities, FEMA de- 
nies relief and assistance to otherwise eligi- 
ble houses of worship unless the primary use 
of the space in a facility is for essential serv- 
ices of a governmental nature. FEMA con- 
verts “primary use” into a simple fifty-per- 
cent (50%) rule, but it does not state the 
legal authority for the rule. 

The matter of interest is compliance with 
the Establishment Clause in the First 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. The 
United States Supreme Court has formulated 
a neutrality principle to assess general pro- 
grams of aid to the nongovernmental sector. 
The principle requires: (i) that the program 
have a secular purpose, and (ii) that the re- 
cipients of the aid be eligible without regard 
to religion. Under the above-referenced bill, 
Section 102(10)(B) defines an eligible private 
nonprofit (PNP) as a facility that provides: 
(a) essential services; (b) while not by gov- 
ernment, of that ‘‘nature;’’ and (c) available 
to the public. The three-part definition is 
secular in purpose. True, the bill expressly 
mentions houses of worship as eligible. But 
that makes sense and is secular in purpose, 
because in the past they were sometimes ex- 
cluded by FEMA. So Congress, in passing 
this amendment, is just bringing matters 
back from a discriminatory situation to one 
of religious neutrality. 

A parenthetical in 102(10)(B) gives several 
examples of such eligible PNP facilities pro- 
viding essential services. If a private ‘‘mu- 
seum” is an essential service in the “nature” 
of “governmental,” the eligible recipients 
are not as narrowly limited as might at first 
appear. ‘‘Community centers”? are expressly 
named as eligible, and this bill has ‘‘houses 
of worship” as a type of community center. 
The findings in Section 2(5) of the bill fur- 
ther help to define how houses of worship 
serve as a type of community center. The 
findings also help to explain how a commu- 
nity center provides ‘‘essential services,” 
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namely activities central to community re- 
building and reconstruction after a natural 
disaster. 

Several U.S. Supreme Court cases prepared 
the way for the neutrality principle as we 
presently recognize it. In Bowen v. Kendrick, 
487 U.S. 589 (1988), the Court upheld a con- 
gressional program funding counseling cen- 
ters targeting adolescent sexuality that was 
available to religious as well as secular pro- 
viders. In Zobrest v. Catalina Foothills Sch. 
Dist., 509 U.S. 1 (1993), the Court held that a 
public school district had to provide the 
same special education services to a student 
when he switched enrollment from a public 
to a religious high school. In Witters v. Wash- 
ington Dep’t of Servs. for the Blind, 474 U.S. 
481 (1986), the Court upheld a state voca- 
tional rehabilitation program, available 
without regard to religion, even when it re- 
sulted in aid to a student to attend a semi- 
nary. 

The neutrality principle became fully 
grounded with the Court’s decision in 
Agostini v. Felton, 521 U.S. 203 (1997). Agostini 
involved the implementation of federal fund- 
ing for K-12 special educational services in 
schools in the State of New York. The spe- 
cial educational services were rendered by 
special education teachers employed by the 
local public school district. For those special 
education students in religious schools, it 
was more effective and less costly to have 
the teachers travel to the religious school 
campus to deliver the services. But this had 
been barred by prior case law. In Agostini, 
the Court overruled its prior precedent and 
approved the delivery of services to all spe- 
cial needs students on a basis neutral as to 
religion. The services were secular, and there 
was no reason because of the Establishment 
Clause to discriminate against children en- 
rolled in the religious schools. 

The Agostini secular-purpose/religion-neu- 
tral analysis was carried forward by the Su- 
preme Court in Mitchell v. Helms, 530 U.S. 793 
(2000). The case involved a challenge to a 
part of the Primary and Secondary Edu- 
cation Act of 1965, which provide educational 
materials and services to all K-12 schools 
without regard to religion. The challengers 
wanted the aid denied to religious schools. 
The nature of the educational materials was 
secular. Accordingly, the Court upheld the 
practice of treating all schools neutrally. 
These religious schools were intensely reli- 
gious, but that was no reason to discrimi- 
nate against them. Care should be exercised 
so that no governmental aid is diverted from 
its intended secular purpose, in particular 
that the aid not be diverted to an explicitly 
religious purpose. 

It is my opinion that the above-referenced 
proposed amendment to the Robert T. Staf- 
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist- 
ance Act is consistent with the Establish- 
ment Clause of the First Amendment to the 
U.S. Constitution. 

Thank you for your kind consideration of 
this letter opinion. 

Sincerely, 
CARL H. ESBECK, 

R.B. Price Professor of 
Law and Isabelle 
Wade & Paul C. 
Lyda Professor of 
Law, University of 
Missouri. 

Mr. HOLT. Madam Speaker, of course Con- 
gress should make sure the Federal Emer- 
gency Management Agency, the Small Busi- 
ness Administration and other government 
agencies are funded sufficiently to help com- 
munities recover from natural disasters like 
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Sandy. H.R. 592, the Federal Disaster Assist- 
ance Nonprofit Fairness Act of 2013, would 
add “houses of worship” to the list of eligible 
entities that can receive direct government as- 
sistance from FEMA. Religious institutions are 
important to our communities. Unfortunately, 
as drafted H.R. 592 is unconstitutional. 

In 1971, the Supreme Court unanimously 
held that a government subsidy used to con- 
struct buildings at colleges and universities 
was constitutional only if the buildings could 
never be used for religious activities. Two 
years later, the U.S. Supreme Court held that 
no taxpayer funds could be used for mainte- 
nance and repair of facilities in which religious 
activities take place. The types of buildings 
that this bill seeks to make eligible for direct 
government funding-houses of worship-are in- 
herently used for religious activities and the 
bill would have the effect of unconstitutionally 
funneling taxpayer money for religious activi- 
ties. Under current law, houses of worship are 
eligible for Small Business Administration 
loans to help rebuild in the wake of a disaster 
like Sandy. Thus, there is already federally 
available aid that is neutral in its application 
that churches, synagogues and other houses 
of worship can avail themselves of without im- 
plicating the government in providing direct 
support to religious institutions. And private in- 
surance companies have long provided such 
policies for houses of worship. 

As | have since Hurricane Sandy devastated 
New Jersey, | will continue to push for the 
maximum possible funding-including disaster 
recovery loans-for all New Jersey communities 
impacted by this and future storms. 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Madam Speaker, | rise in 
opposition to H.R. 592. 

In this country, we have a strong tradition of 
coming to the aid of communities that have 
suffered national tragedies and natural disas- 
ters. This is a tradition to be proud of, but H.R. 
592 takes an unprecedented and unconstitu- 
tional step of adding houses of worship to the 
list of entities eligible for direct government as- 
sistance through Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency. 

The Supreme Court has repeatedly ruled 
that direct government aid for houses of wor- 
ship is unconstitutional. In Tilton v. Richardson 
(1971) and Committee for Public Education v. 
Nyquist (1973), the Supreme Court ruled that 
taxpayer funds could not go to buildings to 
construct or repair facilities intended to be 
places of worship. Religious institutions are 
still eligible for federal loans, including small 
business loans, to help rebuild their place of 
worship. 

Justice Sandra Day O’Connor wrote in a 
later ruling (Mitchell v. Helms, 2000), that di- 
rect grant government grants to religious insti- 
tutions brings “special dangers.” This danger 
is not just to the government, but also to the 
religious institution. Religious freedom is one 
of our country’s most sacred principles. 
Theseparation of church and state protects not 
only the state, but also the church from state 
interference and restriction. This type of direct 
assistance, however well intentioned, puts that 
separation and religious freedom at risk. 

Churches, synagogues, temples and 
mosques are often the center of a community; 
the wish to rebuild as quickly as possible in 
the wake of a natural disaster is well-inten- 
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tioned and understandable. However, rebuild- 
ing or repairing these houses of worship with 
direct government assistance, putting their 
independence at risk, comes at too high of a 
cost. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 592. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this motion will be post- 
poned. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 592, by the yeas and nays; 

H.R. 267, by the yeas and nays. 

The first electronic vote will be con- 
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The re- 
maining electronic vote will be con- 
ducted as a 5-minute vote. 


EE 


FEDERAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
NONPROFIT FAIRNESS ACT OF 2013 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 592) to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act to clarify that 
houses of worship are eligible for cer- 
tain disaster relief and emergency as- 
sistance on terms equal to other eligi- 
ble private nonprofit facilities, and for 
other purposes, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 354, nays 72, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 39] 


YEAS—854 
Aderholt Bera (CA) Braley (IA) 
Alexander Bilirakis Bridenstine 
Amodei Bishop (GA) Brooks (AL) 
Bachmann Bishop (NY) Brooks (IN) 
Bachus Bishop (UT) Broun (GA) 
Barletta Black Brown (FL) 
Barr Blackburn Brownley (CA) 
Barrow (GA) Blumenauer Buchanan 
Barton Bonner Bucshon 
Beatty Boustany Burgess 
Benishek Brady (PA) Bustos 
Bentivolio Brady (TX) Butterfield 
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Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 

Costa 

Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Daines 

Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Delaney 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Doggett 
Doyle 

Duffy 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Engel 

Eshoo 
Farenthold 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 

Hall 


Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Kelly 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moore 
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Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Napolitano 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 

Nugent 

Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 

Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Perlmutter 
Perry 

Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 

Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 

Radel 

Rahall 
Rangel 

Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 

Ross 

Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 

Ruiz 

Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 

Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 

Schiff 

Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 


Titus Walden Wilson (FL) 
Tonko Walorski Wilson (SC) 
Turner Wasserman Wittman 
Upton Schultz Wolf 
Valadao Waters Womack 
Van Hollen Waxman Yarmuth 
Vargas Weber (TX) Yoder 
Veasey Webster (FL) 
Vela Wenstrup m 

S oung (AK) 
Velazquez Westmoreland 

pipe Young (FL) 
Wagner Whitfield y IN 
Walberg Williams oung (IN) 
NAYS—72 
Amash Hastings (FL) Pastor (AZ) 
Andrews Himes Payne 
Barber Holt Pelosi 
Bass Honda Pocan 
Becerra Horsford Polis 
Bonamici Huffman Ryan (OH) 
Capuano Keating Sanchez, Linda 
Carson (IN) Kennedy T. 
Chu Labrador 
Cicilline Lee (CA) chakowsky: 
Cohen Lofgren Schneider 
Conyers Lowenthal Scott (VA) 
Davis (CA) Lynch Sinema 
DeGette Markey Slaughter 
DeLauro Matsui Smith (WA) 
Duckworth McCollum Speier 
Duncan (SC) McDermott Stutzman 
Edwards McGovern Takano 
Ellison Michaud Tierney 
Enyart Miller, George Tsongas 
Esty Moran Visclosky 
Foster Nadler Walz 
Garamendi Neal Welch 
Gosar Nolan Woodall 
Grijalva O’Rourke 
NOT VOTING—5 
Dingell Pearce Watt 
Farr Shea-Porter 
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Messrs. CARSON of Indiana, POLIS, 
Ms. BASS, Messrs. HIMES, RYAN of 
Ohio, NOLAN, GOSAR, MARKEY, 
LABRADOR, DUNCAN of South Caro- 
lina, and WOODALL changed their vote 
from “yea” to “nay.” 

Messrs. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
WITTMAN, DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, 
FRANKS of Arizona, GARDNER, BAR- 


TON, SALMON, and Mrs. CAPPS 
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
“yea.” 


So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


—Á— 


1340 
HONORING JOHN LAWRENCE 


(Ms. PELOSI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. PELOSI. Madam Speaker, I rise 
with great pride to pay tribute to a 
very distinguished American and a 
longtime member of the congressional 
staff, John Lawrence. In fact, he has 
served the Congress for 38 years as a 
member of the staff—30 years of it for 
GEORGE MILLER and 8 years as my as- 
sistant in the leadership office. I’m 
happy to pay tribute to him. 

I’m sad because John will be—and I 
don’t know if the word is retiring—but 
he will be leaving service in the Cap- 
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itol. He has always been a great pro- 
ponent of science, technology, and in- 
novation. As he concludes his service 
to the House, it is only fitting to cite 
the words of Alfred Lord Tennyson as 
inscribed on the walls of the House 
Science and Technology Committee: 

For I dipped into the future, far as human 
eye can see, saw the vision of the world, and 
all the wonder that would be. 

Over his nearly four decades serving 
the Congress, John has always kept his 
sights and his vision firmly on the fu- 
ture. He believed and he knew that the 
future is about investing in our chil- 
dren, supporting working families, and 
strengthening the middle class. He 
knew that the future is about pro- 
tecting our environment and pre- 
serving our planet for generations to 
come. 

John knew that the future of the 
House is strengthened by fellow staff 
members working in a bipartisan way. 
John has always respected the role 
played by our staffs on the Education 
Committee, the Natural Resources 
Committee, the offices of the Demo- 
cratic leader, and as my role of Speak- 
er of the House and as our distin- 
guished Speaker’s role as Speaker 
today. Indeed, the staff looked to him 
for leadership, just as Members looked 
to him for guidance. 

In that spirit, this afternoon, my col- 
leagues, the Speaker will honor John 
Lawrence with the John W. McCormick 
Award of Excellence on which, as de- 
clared by former majority leader, then- 
Majority Leader Carl Albert in 1970: 

The name of the House employee, who per- 
forms the most valuable service for the 
House, will be inscribed. 

What a fitting tribute to John Law- 
rence’s 38 years of valuable service, ex- 
traordinary leadership, and dedication 
to the future. We’ve had the privilege 
of honoring in a bipartisan way other 
members of the staff in the Congress, 
and John’s name will bring luster to 
that list. 

Colleagues, please join me in thank- 
ing a dear friend, my former chief of 
staff, John Lawrence. 

I yield to the Speaker of the House, 
Mr. BOEHNER. 

Mr. BOEHNER. This is a day of 
mixed emotions for the House. John 
Lawrence’s retirement means that 
we’re losing a faithful public servant, 
one of our own. But we can all agree 
that John deserves some time off after 
38 years of working here in the House. 
And for those of you who may not 
know John, he is currently the longest- 
serving staffer in the House. 

John and I have known each other for 
a long time, going back to my days as 
chairman of the Education and the 
Workforce Committee. I can safely say 
that it really didn’t matter whether we 
were on the same side of the page or 
whether we had opposing views—he al- 
ways handled it in the same way, with 
class and integrity. He’s a real stand- 
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up guy. That didn’t just make John an 
asset to GEORGE MILLER or Leader 
PELOSI. It made him a great asset, I 
think, for the House as a whole and to 
the American people. 

So I know all of my colleagues and I 
want to say to John, thank you for all 
of your service to this House. We’re 
sorry to see you go, but we want to 
wish you and your family the best in 
the future. 

Congratulations. 

Ms. PELOSI. With the Speaker’s per- 
mission, I acknowledge Elijah Law- 
rence, the teenage son of John and 
Deborah Lawrence, who’s with us in 
the Chamber. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 


ee 


HYDROPOWER REGULATORY 
EFFICIENCY ACT OF 2013 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con- 
tinue. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 267) to improve hydropower, 
and for other purposes, on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 422, nays 0, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 40] 


YEAS—422 
Aderholt Bucshon Cotton 
Alexander Burgess Courtney 
Amash Bustos Cramer 
Amodei Butterfield Crawford 
Andrews Calvert Crenshaw 
Bachmann Camp Crowley 
Bachus Campbell Cuellar 
Barber Cantor Culberson 
Barletta Capito Cummings 
Barr Capps Daines 
Barrow (GA) Capuano Davis (CA) 
Barton Cardenas Davis, Danny 
Bass Carney Davis, Rodney 
Beatty Carson (IN) DeGette 
Becerra Carter Delaney 
Benishek Cartwright DeLauro 
Bentivolio Cassidy DelBene 
Bera (CA) Castor (FL) Denham 
Bilirakis Castro (TX) Dent 
Bishop (GA) Chabot DeSantis 
Bishop (NY) Chaffetz DesJarlais 
Bishop (UT) Chu Deutch 
Black Cicilline Diaz-Balart 
Blackburn Clarke Doggett 
Blumenauer Clay Doyle 
Bonamici Cleaver Duckworth 
Bonner Clyburn Duffy 
Boustany Coffman Duncan (SC) 
Brady (PA) Cohen Duncan (TN) 
Brady (TX) Cole Edwards 
Braley (IA) Collins (GA) Ellison 
Bridenstine Collins (NY) Ellmers 
Brooks (AL) Conaway Engel 
Brooks (IN) Connolly Enyart 
Broun (GA) Conyers Eshoo 
Brown (FL) Cook Esty 
Brownley (CA) Cooper Farenthold 
Buchanan Costa Fattah 


Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 

Foxx 

Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 

Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 

Hahn 

Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 

Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 

Holt 

Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 

Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hur 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 

Kind 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 

Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 


Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Markey 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
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Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radel 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Linda 
Ts 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
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Walden Welch Womack 
Walorski Wenstrup Woodall 
Walz Westmoreland Yarmuth 
Wasserman Whitfield Yoder 
Schultz Williams Yoho 
Waters Wilson (FL) Young (AK) 
Waxman Wilson (SC) Young (FL) 
Weber (TX) Wittman 
Webster (FL) Wolf owne) 
NOT VOTING—9 
Coble Farr Schock 
DeFazio Gutierrez Shea-Porter 
Dingell Pearce Watt 
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr PEARCE. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 39 
| was unavoidably detained, due to a public 
hearing scheduled by the Administration in my 
district. If | had been present, | would have 
voted “yea.” 

On rollcall 40 | was unavoidably detained, 
due to a public hearing scheduled by the Ad- 
ministration in my district. If | had been 
present, | would have voted “yea.” 


EE Ř— 


ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN 
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Mr. BECERRA. Madam Speaker, by 
direction of the Democratic Caucus, I 
offer a privileged resolution and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 64 

Resolved, That the following named Mem- 
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol- 
lowing standing committees of the House of 
Representatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON 
Garamendi. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET.—Mr. Blu- 
menauer (to rank immediately after Mr. 
Cardenas). 

(3) COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERN- 
MENT REFORM.—Mr. Welch (to rank imme- 
diately after Mr. Danny K. Davis of Illinois). 


The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


AGRICULTURE.—Mr. 


EE 


GUN VIOLENCE PREVENTION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
JOYCE). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 3, 2018, the gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. SPEIER) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des- 
ignee of the minority leader. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, this after- 
noon, we’re going to spend the hour 
talking about gun violence prevention, 
and in particular, how the National 
Rifle Association has systematically 
unwound laws that have already been 
on the books. 

Last night, the President referenced 
the fact that since the horrific deaths 
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at Sandy Hook there have been a thou- 
sand more people that have died due to 
gun violence. It is not good enough to 
wear a green ribbon in support of the 
Sandy Hook families and think you 
have done enough. 

Times have changed, and the polling 
that’s been done is overwhelming in 
support of sensible gun violence pre- 
vention laws. Let’s be clear at the out- 
set—the Heller decision by the U.S. Su- 
preme Court has made it very clear: 
Every American has a right to own a 
gun for recreational purposes or to 
have a gun in their home for purposes 
of safety, and that is not going to 
change. We embrace that decision, we 
support it. But we also support safe 
laws around the use of guns. 

So let us begin by looking at this, a 
Quinnipiac survey done very recently. 
Ninety-two percent support back- 
ground checks for all gun purchases, 
including 91 percent of gun-owning 
households; 89 percent support closing 
the gun show loophole by requiring 
background checks for all gun pur- 
chases; 69 percent support banning the 
sale of semi-automatic, military-style 
assault weapons; 68 percent support 
banning the sale of large-capacity am- 
munition magazines; and 81 percent 
favor prohibiting high-risk individuals 
from having guns, including those con- 
victed of serious crime as juveniles or 
convicted of violating domestic vio- 
lence restraining orders. 

So Frank Luntz, the Republican poll- 
ster, polled NRA members and non- 
NRA members who were gun owners, 
and what did they find out there? 
There they found out that 85 percent of 
gun owners and 87 percent of NRA 
members believe Second Amendment 
rights and gun safety laws can coexist. 
Thats what we're talking about. 
Highty-seven percent of gun owners 
and 74 percent of NRA members sup- 
port requiring background checks of 
anyone buying a gun. We’re talking 
about that right now. But in a couple 
of minutes, I’m going to show you how 
that has changed among the leadership 
in the NRA. 

Fifty-three percent of gun owners 
and 57 percent of the NRA members 
mistakenly believe that everyone has 
to pass a background check. Eighty 
percent of gun owners, 79 percent of 
NRA members, support requiring back- 
ground checks of gun retailer employ- 
ees. 

Highty percent of gun owners and 71 
percent of NRA members support bar- 
ring people on the terror watch list 
from buying guns. It’s a surprise to 
most people that they can in fact buy 
guns. 

All right. Let’s move on. Let’s talk 
about the CEO of the National Rifle 
Association. 
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What did he say in 1999? In 1999, after 
the Columbine shootings, when so 
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many children lost their lives at Col- 
umbine High School, he said: 

We think it’s reasonable to provide manda- 
tory instant criminal background checks for 
every sale at every gun show, no loopholes 
anywhere for anyone. 

That’s what he said. 

What did he say after 20 children and 
six adults lost their lives in Newtown 
at Sandy Hook? In 2018, he says, at a 
Senate hearing, when Senator LEAHY 
asked: 

You do not support background checks in 
all instances at gun shows? 

Mr. LaPierre said: 

We do not because the fact is the law right 
now is a failure the way it’s working. None 
of it makes any sense in the real world. 

Well, we are living in the real world, 
and the real world would suggest to ev- 
eryone that a commonsense law is to 
have a universal background check for 
everyone. 

Let’s look at the next time we saw a 
flip-flop by Mr. Wayne LaPierre. Again, 
the point here being that the NRA 
leadership does not reflect the NRA 
membership. 

In 1999, after Columbine, he says: 

We believe in absolutely gun-free, zero tol- 
erance, totally safe schools. That means no 
guns in America’s schools, period. 

On ‘‘Meet the Press” just a few weeks 
ago, Mr. LaPierre said: 

If it’s crazy to call for armed officers in 
our schools to protect our children, then call 
me crazy. I think the American people think 
it’s crazy not to do it. It’s the one thing that 
would keep people safe. 

The point here, colleagues, is that 
the public, NRA members and gun-own- 
ing families in this country believe in 
commonsense reforms, and we owe it to 
them. We owe it to them to vote on 
these commonsense bills that will not 
restrict anyone’s ability to own a gun 
for self-protection or to own a gun for 
recreation, but will take these assault 
weapons that are military weapons 
that are invented for one reason and 
one reason only, and that is to tear the 
hell out of anything they come in con- 
tact with. 

As one law enforcement officer said 
very recently: 

The energy in an assault weapon bullet 
will tear open a brick wall. 

You don’t need that to go hunting, 
and you don’t need that to protect 
yourself in your home. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from New 
York, CAROLYN MALONEY. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. I’d like to yield to my inspira- 
tion in so many ways—we share the 
same name—CAROLYN MCCARTHY. And 
on this issue, from New York, she is 
our spokesperson. 

Mrs. McCARTHY of New York. I 
want to thank my colleagues for hav- 
ing this hour to talk about, really, the 
real issues and certainly hopefully 
break up some of the myths that are 
out there on what we’re hearing, not 
only in the papers but certainly from 
some NRA members. 
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I’ve been battling this, and many of 
us have been battling this issue for 
many, many years. I think that what 
happened just about 2 months ago 
today, that Newtown shooting hap- 
pened. And that went through 
everybody’s heart to think in this day 
and age that we could have a shooting 
that totally rips apart 20 children is 
unacceptable to the American people— 
unacceptable to the American people. 

Since that, being that we’re trying to 
give as much information as possible to 
the American people what’s happened 
since that day, over 2,000 people have 
been killed. Two thousand Americans 
have been murdered in episodes of gun 
violence. 

There are a number of us here, Mem- 
bers of Congress, that have gone 
through this kind of violence, either 
with a loved one, our colleague from 
California, JACKIE SPEIER, we know 
what this can mean to a family. Last 
night, we had 25, 30, unfortunately, vic- 
tims. And yet here we are debating, 
hoping, even after what the President 
said, give us a vote. Give us a vote. 
This isn’t about us. This is about what 
our job is. We can have people disagree, 
and I know it’s a lot of tough votes for 
some Democrats and certainly some 
Republicans. I believe that when we 
came here and got elected and we 
swore to uphold the Constitution, we 
knew we’d be facing tough votes. Who 
said this was going to be an easy job? 
It’s never been an easy job. But it is a 
job that the majority of us here want 
to do. 

When the President spoke last night, 
and listening to the aftermath late last 
night on what some of the pundits were 
saying about what the President was 
actually trying to do, we heard the 
NRA say that the reason they’re 
against some of the things that we 
want to do as far as Members of Con- 
gress and our task force that we want 
to really take everybody’s gun away. 
Do you know that program that we 
were talking about, the buy-back? 
What they were saying was it’s not 
really just a buy-back. It’s confiscating 
every single one of the guns. Well, I 
don’t think that would hold up con- 
stitutionally. And I think that we have 
put together, in my opinion, a reason- 
able, very practical way of reducing 
gun violence in this country. 

I also heard last night that assault 
weapons, long guns, and it only adds up 
to 8 percent of the people that are 
killed every year—8 percent. Can we 
stop putting numbers on everything 
and remember the faces that were 
here? Can we remember the people and 
the families that have lost their loved 
ones? They are not a number. 

Then they had another chart out that 
talked about handguns. Well, let me 
tell you something about handguns 
that affects almost everybody in our 
communities. Legislation that we are 
putting forward, the background 
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checks, preventing straw purchasers, 
which basically is someone else is buy- 
ing a gun for someone that is legally 
barred from buying a gun, think about 
how many handguns would not be sold 
to criminals. Think about how many 
lives will be saved. 

But, also, let’s think about those who 
have survived gun violence. But many 
of them, if you think about a lot of the 
young people in Aurora that had no 
health care insurance—and I can talk 
about my own son who was 26 when he 
was shot with five others, and, unfortu- 
nately, his father was murdered that 
day. I can tell you his medical bills to 
this day—to this day—they have cost 
this country millions of dollars. 

Now I will say to you that we were 
very, very lucky; and I have been very, 
very blessed that he survived. But even 
back then, the doctors said that we 
would see changes in him as he got 
older because of the brain injury. And 
Kevin—God, I can’t tell you how proud 
I was of my son. Two years of intensive 
therapy and they said he would never 
walk. He learned how to walk. Yes, he 
is still partially paralyzed, but he 
learned how to walk. 
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They said he would never talk. And 
when I talk about those days and some- 
body asks how is Kevin doing, I say, 
“Well, you know, he just said.” 

I spent my life as a nurse before I 
came here. And a lot of times when we 
think of patients who have had strokes 
and we’re teaching them how to speak 
again, when we say they were talking, 
trying to get the words out is so hard. 
Every word becomes so difficult, but he 
had the power to do that. 

Our friend Gabby Giffords, who was 
here last night, to watch, in my opin- 
ion, her long struggle reminded me so 
much of what Kevin had to go through. 
I will say that Kevin went back to 
work, and he worked for many years. 
Unfortunately, he has reached the 
point now where he can’t work, and he 
had to go on to Social Security dis- 
ability. 

That has hurt his pride so much be- 
cause of the work that he has done. All 
they want to be is looked upon and 
seen as just a regular person. There are 
thousands and thousands and thou- 
sands of Kevin McCarthys across this 
country. We are trying to prevent 
those kinds of injuries. 

Background checks, why should any- 
body be afraid of a background check? 
Why? Why should anybody—again, as 
was brought up in an earlier poster— 
when you go to a gun show—I remem- 
ber when we closed the gun show loop- 
holes in New York. Gosh, we had the 
NRA all over us basically saying it’s 
going to ruin the business. I say to you, 
go to New York and see the gun shows 
that are held on weekends. There’s a 
big difference, though. Nobody can go 
into that gun show without buying a 
gun from a licensed Federal dealer. 
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By the way, the Federal licensed 
dealers, the gun shop owners in this 
country, they want everybody to go 
through a background check because 
you do have less than 2 percent of gun 
stores that are selling these illegal 
guns or guns disappear. It’s ruining 
their reputations. These are honest 
businessowners. We’re actually pro- 
tecting them. 

There is so much that we can go on 
about. When it was talked about the 
people that are on the terrorist list, do 
people know that they can actually 
buy a gun without a problem? God for- 
bid we should put them on background 
check. I mean, they’re on the terrorist 
list, but they can go and buy a gun. 

I want to thank my colleagues, and I 
want to give them an opportunity to 
speak because I know we all care pas- 
sionately about this. And I certainly 
will sit here and listen to my col- 
leagues. If we have time, hopefully, we 
can all speak again. 

It’s exactly two months since the shooting in 
Newtown and since then up to 2,000 Ameri- 
cans have been murdered in episodes of gun 
violence in our country. 

| know that ours is a country that believes 
in safety and in protecting innocent people. 

That’s why we've instituted some of the 
most thorough auto safety laws in the world, 
and why we regulate access to medicine, and 
why we inspect food. 

It's also why we should be looking at the 
most dangerous consumer products in the 
world and seeing how we can make their use 
safer for Americans. 

When it comes to reducing gun violence, 
the president has already said everything he 
could possibly say. 

There can’t be any more excuses—the ball 
is in our court here in Congress. 

The president was right in his State of the 
Union Address that gun violence victims “De- 
serve a Vote.” 

There’s no shortage of options—l’m the 
sponsor of a bill to ban assault weapons, a bill 
to ban high-capacity magazines, a bill for uni- 
versal background checks and a bill to limit 
online ammunition sales. 

Another bipartisan bill by my colleagues 
cracks down on illegal gun trafficking. 

Here in the House of Representatives, too 
many members of the Majority have been 
completely silent on these bills. They haven't 
even held a simple hearing to discuss the 
topic, and that’s shameful. 

| would ask my friends on the other side of 
the aisle—what are you afraid of? 

| would tell them—you don’t have to be 
afraid. 

Poll after poll after poll since Newtown—na- 
tional polls—show that the majority of Ameri- 
cans want their lawmakers to take action to 
reduce gun violence. 

The majority of Americans support banning 
assault weapons. The majority of Americans 
support banning high-capacity magazines. And 
over 90 percent of Americans support uni- 
versal background checks. 

Even three-quarters of all NRA members 
support universal background checks. 

So | would tell my friends across the aisle— 
| know this is a tough issue, but you were 
elected to make tough decisions. 
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Tell us where you stand on these measures 
to reduce gun violence—the American people 
deserve to know where you stand. 

And then, have the courage to hold votes 
on the measures that are out there. 

This is a democracy—it’s our job to rep- 
resent the American people. 

If we don’t hold votes on this issue that the 
American people are screaming out about 
every single day since that awful shooting in 
Connecticut, then this body will have failed in 
its duties and in its purpose. 

| will say to my friends across the aisle—let 
the people speak, and let their voices be 
heard. 

Over 30 Americans are being killed by gun 
violence every single day and it would be 
shameful to turn a blind eye to that fact. 

Thank you for doing this. 

Ms. SPEIER. Thank you to the gen- 
tlelady from New York for her always 
powerful comments. 

Now we’re joined by the gentle- 
woman from New York, CAROLYN 
MALONEY, who has just introduced a 
bill co-authored by Democrats and Re- 
publicans that deals with the traf- 
ficking of guns. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Thank you so much to JACKIE 
SPEIER for organizing this. She has told 
me she’s going to continue working 
with her colleagues in Congress to 
raise this issue, to focus on it. She’s 
going to try to get us here at least 
once a week to keep the focus on this 
priority of the American people and 
our President. 

We see here some important informa- 
tion. I think what we should do every 
week, Jackie, is print the names of the 
innocent children, men, and women 
who are murdered every day in our 
great country because of senseless gun 
violence like my dear friend’s husband 
and her son who was critically wound- 
ed. She told me how hard it was for her 
to tell her son that he had lost his fa- 
ther. And I want to publicly thank 
Carolyn for making this a priority in 
her time in Congress and giving so self- 
lessly of her time to help us pass mean- 
ingful gun legislation. 

I’m a cosponsor of all my colleagues’ 
bills. I think they all are common 
sense and important and should pass. 
But I want to focus on one that I think 
every NRA member should be for, and 
that is to take the guns out of the 
hands of traffickers, people who are 
selling guns to criminals, to cartels 
that are used only to kill, whether it’s 
gangs or robberies or whatever they 
use them for. Why can’t we do that? 
Why can’t we make that a felony and 
put teeth behind the punishment? 

When we were having hearings on the 
Fast and Furious program in the Gov- 
ernment Reform and Oversight Com- 
mittee, law enforcement came and tes- 
tified. They said: Help us. Trafficking 
and guns is not even a felony. It’s not 
even a crime. You can be a drug king- 
pin selling guns all over the place, and 
you won’t be convicted because it’s not 
a crime. 


February 13, 2013 


No law-abiding person is a kingpin 
and trafficking guns. One thing that’s 
good about this bill and why we have 
so much support on the other side of 
the aisle is that it doesn’t in any way 
infringe on Second Amendment rights. 
Law-abiding Americans, if they want a 
gun for recreation or shooting practice 
or defense, fine. But these are guns 
that are being sold to criminals, to 
thugs, who then go out and kill more 
people. 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday in a Federal 
courtroom in Las Cruces, New Mexico, 
two people were convicted of being part 
of a larger conspiracy to smuggle guns 
to some really bad people, criminals. 
They had smuggled guns to folks who 
worked as ‘‘muscle’’ for a vicious Mexi- 
can drug cartel. In fact, one of the de- 
fendants had purchased three semi- 
automatic weapons that showed up a 
month later at the scene of a triple 
homicide. Another of the guns he 
bought surfaced at a Juarez drug sei- 
zure. These two men were found guilty, 
but they didn’t get much of a sentence 
because it’s not a crime. 

The sad fact is that about all the 
prosecutors could reasonably hope for 
in the case—under Federal law, gun 
traffickers can expect to do about as 
much time as people who illegally traf- 
fic in livestock. Illegally sell an as- 
sault weapon to a known killer or drug 
kingpin or sell a chicken without a per- 
mit, and you can expect to do about 
the same amount of time for each. This 
is ridiculous. 

Mr. Speaker, there is something 
dreadfully wrong with this picture. 
Right now people known as straw pur- 
chasers can buy multiple guns and im- 
mediately resell them to cartels or 
killers and know that if they are 
caught that they will not be charged 
with anything but paperwork viola- 
tions. Law enforcement told us at the 
committee that they don’t even bother 
to arrest and try to prosecute straw 
purchasers because there’s no penalty. 
Well, our bill changes that and can give 
up to 20 years in prison for being a 
straw purchaser. 

Tragically, this is what happened in 
my own State of New York last Christ- 
mas Eve just 10 days after the mas- 
sacre at the Sandy Hook children’s 
school. Last December in Webster, New 
York, a convicted felon set fire to a 
house and then set himself up as a 
sniper to shoot down law enforcement 
when they came to protect him. He 
shot and killed two firefighters and se- 
riously injured two others before tak- 
ing his own life. 

This is a heart-wrenching tragedy, 
and it is one that could never have hap- 
pened but for the fact that the gun- 
man’s neighbor had acted as a straw 
purchaser for him. Authorities say she 
purchased a 12-gauge shotgun and a 
Bushmaster rifle for the man who, as a 
convicted felon, could not have pur- 
chased a gun in his own name. For 
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knowingly acting as a straw purchaser 
for a felon, the neighbor has been 
charged with the only law that really 
applies: State and Federal paperwork 
violations. 
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I believe she would not have been 
buying these weapons for him if she 
knew she could have faced 20 years in 
prison. That’s what prosecutors all too 
often have to rely on—a toothless Fed- 
eral law that prohibits ‘‘engaging in 
the business of selling guns without a 
Federal license.’’ Little wonder then 
that, according to the ATF, straw pur- 
chasers is the most common channel of 
illegal gun trafficking in America. 

Believe me, if guns made us safer, 
we’d be the safest country on Earth. 
We are the most armed country on 
Earth, and we know from statistics 
that, if you own a gun, the degree of 
probability of being hurt or injured or 
killed by a gun is 8 to 15 percent higher 
than it is for other individuals. It is no 
surprise then that U.S. Attorneys are 
forced to decline to prosecute 25 per- 
cent of gun trafficking cases. This is an 
outrage. This is a crime. This is caus- 
ing the loss of lives. The investigation 
can take longer than the sentence a 
trafficker might receive. In the wake 
of recent tragedies, the voice of the 
American people has been clear on this 
issue: They want something done, and 
they want it done now. They want us 
to do something to address this prob- 
lem. They want something done that 
shows some bipartisan cooperation. 

As our President said, we came here 
to do a job. Let’s have a vote. Let’s put 
this bill out on the floor of Congress, 
and let’s have a vote. If some of my 
colleagues would like to vote against 
making trafficking in guns a felony, 
then let them do it. If some of my col- 
leagues would like to vote against hav- 
ing meaningful penalties for traf- 
ficking and a straw purchaser’s buying 
guns to be given to criminals, then let 
them do it, but let’s have a vote. 
That’s a democracy. 

I introduced a bill in the last Con- 
gress and have reintroduced it in this 
Congress, H.R. 452. I hope that the lis- 
tening public will urge their Members 
of Congress to cosponsor this bill and 
help us pass it for the American people. 
It is called the Gun Trafficking Preven- 
tion Act. It is a bipartisan bill, cospon- 
sored by my friends and colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle: Mr. RIGELL 
of Virginia, who happens to be an NRA 
member, said this doesn’t infringe on 
any gun owner’s rights. He owns guns, 
but he just wants to go after the king- 
pins and the murderers and the illegal 
traffickers; and Mr. MEEHAN of Penn- 
sylvania, who is a former prosecutor 
and knows firsthand why law enforce- 
ment needs these tools. 

This bill will help keep guns out of 
the hands of felons and domestic abus- 
ers and the dangerously mentally ill, 
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who cannot and should not be able to 
legally buy guns on their own. This bill 
prohibits the purchase or transfer of a 
firearm if the intent is to deliver the 
firearm to someone else who is prohib- 
ited by Federal law or State law from 
possessing a firearm. Persons who com- 
mit this offense are subject to up to 20 
years of imprisonment. For the first 
time, our bill makes firearms traf- 
ficking a Federal crime—something 
law enforcement officials have been 
asking for in hearings, in letters. They 
have been asking for this for years. 

The bill also establishes significant 
penalties for straw purchasers who buy 
firearms on behalf of someone else. 
Buy a firearm for a convicted felon and 
you could look at 20 years in prison. 
These increased penalties will provide 
law enforcement officials with the crit- 
ical tools that they’ve been asking for, 
tools that BOBBY SCOTT knows from his 
judiciary work are critically needed. 
The increased penalties can be used to 
encourage straw purchasers to cooper- 
ate with prosecutors in order to make 
it possible to go on up the food chain— 
after the cartels and the kingpins who 
now have little to fear. 

Let me be absolutely clear that this 
bill has no impact whatsoever on the 
Second Amendment, on legal gun own- 
ership or purchases. 

As the President pointed out in his 
speech last night, this bill will not put 
an end to all gun violence. No bill can 
do that. No bill can prevent any par- 
ticular act of violence, but we can stop 
some. We can do something and we can 
do this, and law enforcement is begging 
for the passage of this bill. We can 
begin the healing. We can restore some 
trust. We can stop putting guns in the 
hands of criminals. We can do it in a 
bipartisan way, and we can do it to- 
gether. 

Again, I thank my good friend and 
wonderful colleague, JACKIE SPEIER 
from the great State of California, for 
organizing this. I will be with you at 
all of your future events. 

Ms. SPEIER. I thank the gentlelady 
from New York for making it clear 
that we are talking about safe and 
sane, commonsense laws on the books, 
and I am honored to be a cosponsor of 
her bill. 

I want to just take a minute and go 
through a timeline of what has hap- 
pened under the NRA’s leadership in 
terms of the unraveling of laws that 
have been on the books but, because of 
the NRA’s leadership, they have been 
unraveled. Let’s start with the very 
first one. 

Between 1980 and 1987, the number of 
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms agents 
was slashed by 21 percent, from 1,500 to 
1,180, and the number of inspectors 
dropped from 655 to 626. What was hap- 
pening during that period of time? Dur- 
ing that period of time, there were 
more and more dealers. So why would 
the NRA be so interested in reducing 
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the staffing of the ATF? In 1986, the 
Firearm Owners’ Protection Act was 
passed—again, sponsored by the NRA. 
It set a high burden of proof to pros- 
ecute violations of Federal gun laws. It 
limited ATF inspections to once a 
year, and it weakened the penalty. It 
allowed unlicensed individuals to sell 
their firearms as a hobby, avoiding 
meaningful regulations, thus leading to 
an increase in gun shows. 

What does that mean when you have 
to establish a standard that is so high 
that you end up not revoking any fire- 
arm dealer’s license? Well, willfully— 
not knowingly but willfully—violating 
gun safety laws is the standard that is 
now on the books. It’s an extraor- 
dinarily high standard, and the loop- 
holes that were created allowed for 
dealers to hand off their businesses, 
even when they had these horrendous 
violations, to relatives or to convert 
their inventory of guns into a ‘‘per- 
sonal collection,” which they then 
could sell because it was now a hobby, 
without doing background checks. Let 
me give you one example. 

An example is Sandy Abrams. He was 
a member of the NRA board of direc- 
tors. He was cited with over 900 viola- 
tions of Federal firearm laws at his 
shop, Valley Gun, and 483 crime guns 
were traced to his shop. This is an NRA 
board member who violated the laws 
900 times, and 483 crime guns were 
traced to his shop. What did the NRA 
do? The NRA, in a subsequent bill, 
banned the tracing of crime guns. What 
happened to him? The only power that 
ATF had was to revoke his license. So 
what did they do? No criminal charges 
were ever brought. Abrams transferred 
hundreds of his firearms to his personal 
collection, despite the revocation of his 
license, and faced charges of illegally 
selling those guns from his personal 
collection. As I mentioned earlier, in 
1986, the Firearm Owners’ Protection 
Act limited these inspections and 
weakened penalties. 

We then moved on to the Dickey 
amendment in 1996. What did the 
Dickey amendment do? The Dickey 
amendment held that the CDC could no 
longer conduct public health research. 
Now, why would the NRA be so con- 
cerned about research going on? Be- 
cause when you do research, you can 
link it, and it can create the oppor- 
tunity for public policy decisions that 
are, in fact, thoughtful. 

Then came the famous Tiahrt amend- 
ments in 2004 that placed restrictions 
on law enforcement, limited access to 
crime gun tracing data and required 
approval—background checks—of 24 
hours only. That amendment said that 
if you’re going to do a background 
check, you can only have that docu- 
ment in place for 24 hours, and then it 
has to be destroyed. So, to the point 
made by our colleague from New York 
about what are called ‘‘straw pur- 
chasers,” how would you even know 
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there was a straw purchaser if you had 
to destroy that record in 24 hours? 

Then in 2004 came the assault weap- 
ons ban, which was sponsored by Sen- 
ator DIANNE FEINSTEIN. The chair then 
of the Judiciary Committee, our good 
Vice President, was also the shepherd 
of that bill. 
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In 2005, Protection of Lawful Com- 
merce in Arms Act, this was heralded 
by the NRA as being their biggest get 
ever because that particular bill be- 
came law, and it protects gun manufac- 
turers from civil liability suits—the 
only industry in this country that is 
not subject to civil liability suits for 
dangerous equipment and the like. The 
Sandy Hook families that are looking 
at trying to bring actions right now 
are stymied because this law is in 
place. There’s no protection for auto 
manufacturers if they have unsafe 
products, but we’ve given carte blanche 
protection to gun manufacturers. 

And in 2005, the U.S. PATRIOT Act, 
what did we do there? Well, then the 
NRA decided that, you know what, 
that ATF Director shouldn’t just be ap- 
pointed; it should be confirmed by the 
Senate. So in the PATRIOT Act, they 
got an amendment that provides that 
the ATF Director must be confirmed 
by the Senate. And guess what hap- 
pens? There hasn’t been an ATF Direc- 
tor confirmed in 7 years because of the 
control that they exhibit. 

And then in 2005, ironically, George 
W. Bush does something his father 
didn’t even do. His father, George H.W. 
Bush, by executive order, banned the 
importation of guns in this country, 
particularly the assault weapons. When 
President Clinton came into power, he, 
by executive order, expanded that im- 
portation ban to include high-capacity 
magazines. George W. Bush comes in as 
President, and he lifts the ban on the 
importation of assault weapons. 

And between 2009 and 2012, we’ve had 
99 gun safety laws rolled back at the 
State level. That’s what the NRA is 
doing. 

I now yield to my colleague from 
Rhode Island for his comments. 

Mr. CICILLINE. I thank the gentle- 
lady from California for yielding, and 
also for organizing this conversation 
about the dangers of gun violence and 
our responsibility to reduce gun vio- 
lence in communities all across this 
country. 

I want to also acknowledge the lead- 
ership of the gentlelady from New 
York, CAROLYN MCCARTHY, who long 
before I arrived here was an inspiration 
to me and so many others across the 
country who have been fighting for re- 
sponsible gun safety legislation. 

Just to give a context to the problem 
we are confronting, the U.S. gun mur- 
der rate is about 20 times the average 
of other developed nations. What that 
means is someone in this country is 
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about 20 times as likely to be killed by 
a gun as someone in another developed 
country. AS some have already said, 
since the horrible, horrible killings, 
the murders of Newtown, 1,772 people 
have been killed by guns since that 
tragedy. 

According to the CDC, there are 
11,078 firearm homicides that ac- 
counted for 68 percent of all homicides 
in 2010. These are just some numbers 
that I think give us an understanding 
of the seriousness of the problem that 
we face with gun violence in this coun- 
try. It’s an epidemic. 

I salute Mayors Against Illegal Guns 
and Mayor Menino and Mayor 
Bloomberg, who began that. I was a 
founding member. I salute the Brady 
Campaign for their work, but there are 
a couple of facts that are undeniable: 

Number one, the Second Amendment 
gives individuals the right to possess 
firearms, and the vast majority of gun 
owners are responsible and they pos- 
sess firearms for their self-defense and 
their own protection. That’s a fact. 

Two, there are certain categories of 
individuals that we all agree ought not 
have access to firearms—dangerous 
criminals, the seriously mentally ill, 
and children. 

So if we agree on those two facts— 
guns are permitted by the Constitution 
to be possessed by individuals, three 
categories of individuals at least ought 
not have access to those firearms— 
then we have a responsibility to design 
a system and pass laws that ensure 
that those three categories of individ- 
uals, in fact, don’t have access to fire- 
arms; and we have the ability to do 
that by closing the gaping loopholes 
from private sales and from the fire 
sale that the gentlelady from Cali- 
fornia just referenced where, when 
your license to sell guns, your Federal 
license is revoked, that you’re re- 
warded by having your entire inven- 
tory turned into a personal collection, 
and then you can sell it free from the 
constraints of background checks. 

We can fix the background check sys- 
tem, be sure that States are putting 
accurate information into the system. 
We can ban assault weapons, which are 
weapons of war which don’t belong in 
the neighborhoods of our cities and 
towns, and high-capacity ammunition 
whose only purpose is to kill a great 
number of people in a very short period 
of time. We have these very reasonable, 
commonsense solutions which are 
available. 

Last night at the President’s State of 
the Union, we had 30 victims who suf- 
fered the grievous impact of gun vio- 
lence, who put a face on the devasta- 
tion, the scourge of gun violence in 
this country. We owe it to them, we 
owe it to families all across this coun- 
try to move on this legislation, to hold 
a vote up or down so we can take what 
most Americans support, responsible 
gun safety legislation to reduce gun vi- 
olence in our country. 
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When the gentlelady was just going 
through the examples of what the NRA 
has been successful in doing, let’s not 
forget, the NRA doesn’t have a vote in 
this Chamber, so every single one of 
those actions happened because indi- 
viduals in Congress voted for them, and 
they should be accountable for that. 
And we can fix it by taking votes today 
to enhance public safety, to impose 
reasonable gun safety measures that 
will protect children and families all 
across this country and continue to 
honor the right of individuals to pos- 
sess a firearm as guaranteed in the 
Second Amendment. 

I thank the gentlelady for her leader- 
ship and for yielding. This is an impor- 
tant issue. 

Tll end with The New York Times 
headline that said, ‘‘Do we have the 
courage to stop this?’ talking about 
the carnage in Newtown and the cour- 
age that family members have dis- 
played who have been victims of gun 
violence. If we can match that courage, 
Members of this House can match just 
10 percent of the courage that they’ve 
demonstrated in sharing their stories, 
then we’ll do the right thing and pass 
responsible gun safety legislation. 

Ms. SPEIER. I thank you for your ex- 
traordinarily sound comments on this 
issue. AS you were talking about cour- 
age, I remember recently having an op- 
portunity to listen to a family from 
Newtown who lost a child, who said to 
me and to others: 

You’re just a bunch of talking heads. Can’t 
you two groups get together and do what’s 
right? 

With that, let me yield to the Mem- 
ber of Congress who represents that ex- 
traordinary community and who has 
done so much to help them heal from 
what has been a devastating impact on 
not just everyone in the country but 
particularly those families in New- 
town, Ms. ESTY. 

Ms. ESTY. I would like to thank the 
gentlelady from California for orga- 
nizing this Special Order hour, and I 
want to thank you for your longtime 
leadership on the gun violence preven- 
tion issue; and to our friend and col- 
league Congresswoman MCCARTHY, for 
your tireless effort, sadly over decades 
now, to ensure that this Congress takes 
action to keep our communities safer. 

Last night in this Chamber, people 
affected by gun violence, including a 
number of families and officials and 
first responders from Newtown, were 
here in this Chamber. I have the honor 
of representing this small, brave town 
that now finds itself at the center of 
this national debate. And, folks, they 
are the face. They are paying the price 
of our political inaction. 

Among the people here last night was 
a courageous educator by the name of 
Natalie Hammond. Natalie was the 
lead teacher at the Sandy Hook school 
that day, and she was in the hall trying 
to stop that madman, and her col- 
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leagues on either side were killed and 
she was seriously injured. She got out 
of physical therapy and came out pub- 
licly for the first time to be here last 
night to put a human face on the cost 
of inaction. 

These people, as the gentlelady from 
California suggested, as The New York 
Times and others have suggested, are 
so courageous. And they have one ques- 
tion for us: What are we going to do? 
What is this country going to do to ad- 
dress this epidemic? 

The President spoke eloquently, yet 
very directly, last night about how we 
must do better as a country. As he 
said, the families of Newtown deserve a 
vote. 
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that respect Second Amendment 
rights, like universal criminal back- 


ground checks, a reinstatement of the 
assault weapons ban, and restrictions 
on high-capacity magazines should, at 
the very least, be voted on in this 
Chamber and in the Senate. 

The voices of the American people 
should be heard in this Congress. It’s 
up to us. It’s up to us, as elected lead- 
ers, to see that these families, that 
every family touched by gun violence 
has a vote. 

Lynn and Chris McDonnell, the par- 
ents of Grace McDonnell, were here in 
the Chambers last night, as witness to 
their daughter, who loved pink, who 
did a beautiful painting, which they 
gave to the President of the United 
States. 

The McDonnells asked me this morn- 
ing, they said, you know, ELIZABETH, 
what more can we do to ensure that 
Congress acts? And I was astounded by 
the question. To think that this griev- 
ing family, what more could they do? 
It’s, what more must we do? 

They are doing everything they can 
to make sure that every Member of 
Congress understands not only their 
loss—their loss is America’s loss, be- 
cause every child that was murdered, 
every life lost on the city streets of our 
country is a loss that ripples through- 
out families and communities, lives. 
We will never know what these people 
could have done, could have contrib- 
uted to our society, and it is an enor- 
mous hole in the fabric of our country. 

The price of inaction is too high. The 
price of inaction is being paid every 
day by grieving parents like Lynn and 
Chris McDonnell. 

So I want to thank, again, the gen- 
tlelady from California for all you’re 
doing to ensure that we do the right 
thing here today, that we continue the 
discussion of this critical issue, that 
we do not lose our will to take action, 
and that we do bring about real change 
to save lives in our communities across 
this country. 

The parents, the families, the chil- 
dren of Newtown deserve no less than 
our best efforts. We must act. 
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Thank you very much. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, can I in- 
quire as to how much time we have 
left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tlewoman has 13 minutes remaining. 

Ms. SPEIER. It’s now my pleasure to 
yield time to my good, good, good 
friend and colleague from California, 
BARBARA LEE, who has been an out- 
spoken advocate for gun violence pre- 
vention for decades. 

Ms. LEE of California. Thank you 
very much. 

First of all, let me thank you, Con- 
gresswoman SPEIER, for bringing us all 
together today to speak out on the im- 
portant issue of addressing gun vio- 
lence, not next month, not next year, 
not next Congress, but right now. And 
I have to just thank you so much for 
your tremendous leadership. 

Yourself and Congresswoman MCCAR- 
THY, both of you have so eloquently 
laid out why we need gun violence safe- 
ty measures, both with your intellect 
and with your heart. Both of you have 
shared your very painful experiences, 
really, basically, so that others can 
live rather than die from gunshots. So 
thank you so much for staying the 
course. 

I can think of no more important 
subject than what we’re talking about 
today because this gun violence has 
been destroying communities, taking 
lives, and injuring too many people for 
much too long across America. 

As President Obama invoked in his 
State of the Union speech last night, 
the families grieving from losing loved 
ones to gun violence deserve a vote. In 
fact, though, we’re saying they deserve 
more than a vote. They deserve con- 
crete steps to reduce gun violence, and 
we can take those steps right here in 
Congress. 

We cannot accept one more innocent 
life being lost to gun violence, not one 
in Newtown, not one in Chicago or 
Cleveland, not one in my district in 
Oakland, California, not one in any 
town, any city, any school, in any the- 
ater, or any place of worship, mall, or 
any neighborhood. 

We have an obligation to our children 
to ensure that Newtown marks a turn- 
ing point that made us finally say, 
“Enough is enough.” We must come to- 
gether to build an America where our 
children do not have to live in fear, and 
where they really believe that they 
have a future. Many of my young peo- 
ple in my district don’t even think 
they have a future, and this is a very 
sad state of affairs that we’ve got to 
turn around. 

Recently, I had an event in my dis- 
trict in West Oakland. It was the un- 
veiling of a mural painted by several 
talented young artists. This ‘‘Tree of 
Life’? mural depicted the hope and the 
faith that my young people have for a 
future from violence and without vio- 
lence. Yet they’ve seen and experienced 
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so much gun violence in their commu- 
nities throughout their young years, 
but they still have a lot of hope, and 
they’re counting on us here to make 
sure that their dream lives. 

Too many of my constituents have 
been affected by gun violence, have 
pleaded for help in protecting their 
children from the horrors of gun vio- 
lence, only to see the status quo at the 
Federal level. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to take some 
serious action that includes what we’ve 
heard today, and I’ll reiterate, com- 
monsense measures such as the Federal 
gun buyback programs, banning high- 
capacity magazines, expanding the 24- 
hour background check, closing gun 
show loopholes, and reinstating the as- 
sault weapons ban. We need to do this 
immediately. 

But we also need to work to end do- 
mestic violence in our homes and reau- 
thorize the Violence Against Women 
Act. We need to do this right away. 

We must also seek input from our 
young people, community stake- 
holders, faith community leaders, and 
others. We can work together to iden- 
tify the root causes of this Nation’s 
more than 16,000 homicides a year. 

Let me call to your attention the 
work of a magnificent community- 
based organization in my district that 
I actually am very proud of, that I 
helped found in the early nineties, 
called the Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Freedom Center. These young people 
continue to work on conflict resolution 
and violence prevention efforts day and 
night, but they constantly tell us that 
their work is thwarted by too many 
guns on the street. And so we have to 
pass these gun safety measures. 

We have to repeal the Tiahrt amend- 
ment, which I know Congresswoman 
SPEIER and Mr. MORAN and myself and 
other appropriators are working to do. 
And we must, as part of this, rededi- 
cate ourselves to getting the guns off 
of the street and working for, finally, a 
culture of peace and security. 

Thank you again for your leadership. 

Ms. SPEIER. Thank you to the gen- 
tlelady from California. 

We now are joined by the gentle- 
woman from California (Mrs. NAPOLI- 
TANO), who has been a voice for mental 
health reform in this country for dec- 
ades. I yield such time as she may con- 
sume. 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Thank you, Gen- 
tlelady SPEIER, for being our lead on 
the gun prevention, gun violence pre- 
vention. 

One of the things we don’t talk about 
is a mental health component on which 
Congress has got to act. We’ve got to 
make sure that we bring it to the fore- 
front. We’ve got to fund the programs 
to be able to help our communities deal 
with the mental health issues, elevate 
it to the level of other illnesses such as 
cancer, diabetes, heart issues. 

We need to destigmatize it. It will 
not solve itself. We need to end the 
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school tragedies, the government office 
attacks. Mental illness is an invisible 
illness. We don’t talk about it, we don’t 
listen to it, and we don’t want to share 
it because of the stigma. We need to 
educate our public. 

Children at a young level can be iden- 
tified when they’re beginning to have 
emotional disorders that can be ad- 
dressed at a very early age. Now, that’s 
not to say—there’s many reasons why 
we need to go, and the time does not 
allow me to go into it, but when you 
hear that 2,000 people are killed, how 
many are maimed? What is the cost to 
society and the cost to our business, to 
the law enforcement? And, as you say, 
they are very much in favor of control- 
ling the guns on the street, the high- 
capacity, the assault weapons. 
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And women are highly in favor. As 
you can tell, most of your speakers are 
women who understand this is our chil- 
dren, our grandchildren, our neighbors, 
our friends who are impacted. And we 
need to be able to fund mental health 
services at the local level so it can be 
addressed and help can be found for 
them. 

I’ve introduced the Mental Health in 
Schools Act, H.R. 628, which was a 
companion to Senator FRANKEN’s Sen- 
ate bill 195. But I must ask that the 
public has got to raise their voice. 
Email, fax, mail, phone your Member 
of Congress, and tell them we need to 
pass reform. 

Ms. SPEIER. I thank the gentlelady 
from California. 

I now welcome our new colleague 
from California, a colleague who I have 
served in the State legislature with for 
many years, Congressman ALAN 
LOWENTHAL. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. I want to thank 
the gentlelady from California for call- 
ing us and bringing us together to dis- 
cuss this very important issue. 

I stand here and join my colleagues 
as we put forth responsible solutions to 
reduce gun violence in our commu- 
nities and throughout our country. It 
was my honor to introduce from my 
district Peggy McCrum, the chapter 
leader of the Long Beach Area Brady 
Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence, at 
yesterday’s conference hosted by the 
Brady Campaign and Mayors Against 
Illegal Guns. 

Three decades ago, her brother, Rob- 
ert Kelly, was shot and killed by a 
complete stranger as he walked to his 
car, unaware that any peril awaited 
him. Peggy’s brother, Robert; the vic- 
tims of tragedies that occurred in New- 
town and Aurora’s mass shooting; and 
the thousands of Americans whose 
lives are ended each year by gun vio- 
lence should serve as a reminder to all 
of us about the fragility of human life 
and our ability as Members of Congress 
to enact commonsense legislation nec- 
essary to prevent such horrific trage- 
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dies from continuing to devastate inno- 
cent Americans. 

I stand here today in total support of 
a ban on military-style assault weap- 
ons and high-capacity magazines, simi- 
lar to the gun laws that we have in 
California. These instruments of mass 
destruction have no place in our soci- 
ety outside of the military. And I 
thank my colleagues on the Gun Vio- 
lence Prevention Task Force, espe- 
cially Congressman THOMPSON and 
Congresswoman PELOSI, for leading the 
charge on this effort. 

The tragedy of gun violence will not 
be solved just by banning assault weap- 
ons and ammunition alone. We must 
strengthen our current background 
check system as well as the National 
Instant Criminal Background Check 
System. We must increase access to 
mental health services, we must in- 
crease the student-to-counselor ratio 
in our schools, and we must lift the re- 
search ban on the Centers for Disease 
Control and the National Institutes of 
Health. All of these commonsense pro- 
posals are crucial to achieving the 
meaningful reforms that will save 
countless lives. 

As a community psychologist, I un- 
derstand that early identification and 
treatment of mental illness is the key 
to preventing potentially harmful acts. 
That being said, I am proud to cospon- 
sor Congresswoman BARBARA LERE’s 
Student Support Act, as well as Con- 
gresswoman GRACE NAPOLITANO’s Men- 
tal Health in Schools Act. Both of 
these bills will address the growing 
mental health needs of our Nation’s 
95,000 students. 

I do not believe in taking away any 
American’s Second Amendment rights. 
Just as you cannot yell “fire” in a 
movie theater, I believe you cannot 
own and use weapons that are capable 
of killing 20 school children in a matter 
of seconds. 

To conclude, I think we all must con- 
tinue to listen to those who have been 
injured by gun violence, to survivors, 
to law enforcement, and even to those 
who speak out against gun law re- 
forms. We will not be able to reach 
common ground on this issue unless we 
keep an open mind to all of the voices 
in America. 

Mr. Speaker, | want to thank the gentlelady 
from California for calling us together to dis- 
cuss this important issue. 

| stand here today to join my colleagues as 
we put forth responsible solutions to reduce 
gun violence in our communities and through- 
out our country. 

It was my honor to introduce from my dis- 
trict Peggy McCrum, the Chapter Leader of 
Long Beach Area Brady Campaign to Prevent 
Gun Violence at yesterday's press conference 
hosted by the Brady Campaign and Mayors 
Against Illegal Guns. Three decades ago, her 
brother Robert Kelly was shot and killed by a 
complete stranger as he was walking to his 
parked car—unaware of the perils that awaited 
him. 
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It can be all too easy to see Robert as a 
statistic on a crime map, but he—like all vic- 
tims of senseless violence—was much, much 
more. He was a son. . . a brother. . . and 
a loved one. He was 28 years old; a graduate 
of Cal State Long Beach who was excited 
about starting his career at an accounting soft- 
ware firm. That future... his future... 
ended all too soon at the hands of a criminal 
with a gun. To date, the killer has not been 
found. 

None of us are statistics. We are all living, 
breathing caring people with real lives and 
hopes and dreams, and we all deserve the 
freedom to feel safe from gun violence, be it 
in our schools, our movie theaters, or our 
streets. 

Peggy’s brother Robert, the victims of trage- 
dies like the Newtown and Aurora mass shoot- 
ings, and the thousands of Americans whose 
lives are ended each year by gun violence, 
will never be forgotten; they should serve as 
a reminder to us of the fragility of human life 
and our ability as members of Congress to 
enact commonsense legislation necessary to 
prevent such horrific tragedies from continuing 
to devastate innocent Americans. 

These children, their parents, and all of the 
families who have been affected by the sense- 
less acts of violence that left our country 
shocked and in disbelief are counting on us to 
do something—anything to ensure that they 
have the freedom to feel safe in their schools 
and communities. 

| stand here today in open support of a ban 
on military-style assault weapons and high-ca- 
pacity magazines, similar to the gun laws we 
have in California. These instruments of mass 
destruction have no place in our society out- 
side of the military, and | thank all of my col- 
leagues on the Gun Violence Prevention Task 
Force, especially Congressman THOMPSON 
and Congresswoman PELOSI, for leading the 
charge on this effort. 

The tragedy of gun violence will not be 
solved by banning assault weapons and am- 
munition alone. We must strengthen our cur- 
rent background check system, as well as the 
National Instant Criminal Background Check 
System (NICS) system; we must increase ac- 
cess to mental health services; we must in- 
crease the student-to-counselor ratio in our 
children’s schools; and we must lift the re- 
search ban on the Centers for Disease Control 
(CDC) and the National Institutes of Health 
(NIH). All of these commonsense proposals 
are crucial to achieving meaningful reforms 
that will save countless lives. 

As a Community Psychologist, | understand 
that the early identification and treatment of 
mental illnesses is the key to preventing po- 
tentially harmful acts. That being said, | am 
proud to cosponsor Congresswoman BARBARA 
LEE’s Student Support Act and Congress- 
woman GRACE NAPOLITANO’s Mental Health in 
Schools Act. Both of these bills would address 
the growing mental health needs in our na- 
tion’s 95,000 public schools. 

The American people want action, and they 
are demanding a plan. My colleagues, | stand 
here wanting and demanding a plan. As the 
President said in his State of the Union ad- 
dress, these victims deserve a vote. 

However, | do not, | repeat, | do not believe 
in taking away any American’s Second 
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Amendment right. Just as you cannot yell 
“fire” in a movie theatre, | believe you cannot 
own weapons capable of killing 20 school chil- 
dren in a matter of seconds. The United 
States Supreme Court ruling on Heller v. DC 
clearly stated that there are, indeed, limitations 
to the Second Amendment, and | stand with 
that ruling. Heller v. DC was not meant to strip 
gun owners of the rights, it was meant to instill 
a greater sense of responsibility that comes 
with owning a gun. 

| am in favor of protecting an individual’s 
right to own a gun; | also want to help create 
a more accountable gun culture—one that up- 
holds Americans’ constitutional right to bear 
arms, and keeps us safe from harm. The con- 
stitutional right to own a gun and the God- 
given human right to feel safe from gun vio- 
lence is not mutually exclusive. 

| want to conclude by saying that we must 
all continue to listen to the victims, the sur- 
vivors, and even those who speak out against 
gun law reforms; we will not be able to reach 
common ground on this issue unless we keep 
an open mind to all of the voices of the Amer- 
ican people. 

Thank you. 

Ms. SPEIER. I thank the gentleman 
from California for his thoughtful re- 
marks. And I want to thank each and 
every one of you who has participated 
in this Special Order. It’s something 
that we must do week after week so 
that our message gets out to the Amer- 
ican people and so that they truly un- 
derstand what has happened in this 
country over the last 20 years that has 
taken away so many commonsense 
laws that were on the books to provide 
the kind of safe and sane laws to make 
sure that everyone who owns a gun has 
it appropriately and everyone who 
shouldn’t own a gun, doesn’t have a 
gun. 

This is our to-do list: 

Pass the universal background check, 
pass a ban on large magazines, pass an 
assault weapon ban, crack down on gun 
trafficking, remove the handcuffs on 
law enforcement, remove the gag order 
on gun safety research, Keep illegal and 
unwanted guns off the street, invest in 
gun safety technology R&D, close the 
holes in our mental health system, and 
take steps to enhance school safety. 

Someone said: 

Too many children are dying. Too many 
children. We must do something. It will be 
hard, but the time is now. You must act. Be 
bold. Be courageous. Americans are counting 
on you. 

These are the words of our own 
Gabby Giffords in the Senate just a 
couple of weeks ago. It still sends shiv- 
ers up and down my spine. Gabby al- 
most lost her life. We owe it to Gabby, 
we owe it to the 26 people who lost 
their lives in Newtown, the countless 
people who lost their lives in Aurora 
and Columbine, and the 32 people each 
and ever day in this country who lose 
their lives to gun violence. We owe it 
to the American people. Let’s act. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. MENG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today with 
great passion and urgency to talk about our 
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need, as Members of Congress, to strengthen 
our Nation’s gun violence prevention laws. 
Last night at the State of the Union, President 
Obama said it best—gun violence victims de- 
serve a vote. From Newtown to Aurora, Oak 
Creek to Tucson and Blacksburg—these vic- 
tims deserve a vote. Every day in this country, 
men, women and children die from gun vio- 
lence. It doesn’t have to be this way. We don’t 
have to live in fear when we send our children 
to school. 

I’m proud to be a member of the House 
Democratic Task Force on Reducing and Pre- 
venting Gun Violence. Last week, we issued a 
series of commonsense priorities that could 
make the difference in preventing future gun 
violence. One of the most basic priorities is 
implementing universal background checks. It 
is the only way to ensure that people who are 
legally barred from owning a gun are pre- 
vented from buying a gun. Right now, the law 
is voluntary—someone who fears failing a 
background check can simply avoid it by ac- 
quiring a gun from a private seller. 

Another commonsense measure is a bill | 
introduced, the Fire Sale Loophole Closing 
Act, that prevents gun dealers whose licenses 
were revoked from reclassifying their inventory 
as personal and then selling the same guns 
as a private seller. We have to close these 
loopholes. These practices of getting around 
the law need to stop. | urge my colleagues to 
bring these commonsense gun safety laws to 
the floor for a vote because President Obama 
was right—our victims deserve a vote. 


EE 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was commu- 
nicated to the House by Mr. Brian 
Pate, one of his secretaries. 


—— 


CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
LIBYA—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 113-9) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAMALFA) laid before the House the 
following message from the President 
of the United States; which was read 
and, together with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be print- 
ed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer- 
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na- 
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits 
to the Congress a notice stating that 
the emergency is to continue in effect 
beyond the anniversary date. In ac- 
cordance with this provision, I have 
sent to the Federal Register for publi- 
cation the enclosed notice stating that 
the national emergency declared in Ex- 
ecutive Order 13566 of February 25, 2011, 
is to continue in effect beyond Feb- 
ruary 25, 2018. 
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Colonel Muammar Qadhafi, his gov- 
ernment, and close associates took ex- 
treme measures against the people of 
Libya, including by using weapons of 
war, mercenaries, and wanton violence 
against unarmed civilians. In addition, 
there was a serious risk that Libyan 
state assets would be misappropriated 
by Qadhafi, members of his govern- 
ment, members of his family, or his 
close associates if those assets were 
not protected. The foregoing cir- 
cumstances, the prolonged attacks, and 
the increased numbers of Libyans seek- 
ing refuge in other countries caused a 
deterioration in the security of Libya, 
posed a serious risk to its stability, 
and led me to declare a national emer- 
gency to deal with this threat to the 
national security and foreign policy of 
the United States. 

We are in the process of winding 
down the sanctions in response to de- 
velopments in Libya, including the fall 
of Qadhafi and his government and the 
establishment of a democratically 
elected government. We are working 
closely with the new Libyan govern- 
ment and with the international com- 
munity to effectively and appro- 
priately ease restrictions on sanctioned 
entities, including by taking actions 
consistent with the U.N. Security 
Council’s decision to lift sanctions 
against the Central Bank of Libya and 
two other entities on December 16, 
2011. The situation in Libya, however, 
continues to pose an unusual and ex- 
traordinary threat to the national se- 
curity and foreign policy of the United 
States and we need to protect against 
this threat and the diversion of assets 
or other abuse by certain members of 
Qadhafi’s family and other former re- 
gime officials. Therefore, I have deter- 
mined that it is necessary to continue 
the national emergency with respect to 
Libya. 

BARACK OBAMA. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 13, 2013. 


—— 


HONORING CHIEF PETTY OFFICER 
CHRIS KYLE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. NEUGEBAUER) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major- 
ity leader. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor a great American 
hero, Chief Petty Officer Chris Kyle, 
who, unfortunately, was killed on Feb- 
ruary 2. Normally, you would think 
that this would be honoring a soldier 
who was killed in action. Unfortu- 
nately, Chris Kyle gave his life while 
trying to help a fellow soldier who was 
dealing with some big issues. 
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And so today my colleagues and I 
want to spend the next hour honoring 
the life and the sacrifice that Chris 
Kyle did and gave for his country. 
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This is a difficult time for me, not 
only to honor Chris like this, but Chris 
Kyle was not only a Navy SEAL hero, 
but he was also a personal friend of 
myself and my family. And our warm- 
est wishes and prayers and thoughts go 
out to Taya and the family in this dif- 
ficult time. 

Now, this will be a time today where 
we’re going to reflect on Chris’ life. 
And we had a tremendous outpouring 
of people who wanted to share stories 
about Chris, and we’re going to share 
some of those. 

I know Chris would have wanted this 
also not to be necessarily about him, 
but for the country that he fought for 
and believed in and loved so dearly. 
Chris was all American. Everything he 
did, his service to his country, was 
about his love for the country. 

Not only did Chris love his country, 
he loved his family. He loved his 
friends and he loved his wife and chil- 
dren. So I wanted to talk just a little 
bit about Chris’ career. 

Chris spent 11 years as a member of 
SEAL Team 3, and of course his record 
is nothing but superb. He retired in 
2009, and when he retired he had 255 
kills, with 160 of those confirmed by 
the Pentagon, making him the most le- 
thal sniper in American history. And 
one thing about that is that Chris was 
very unassuming. 

I remember knowing a little bit 
about his background, but then meet- 
ing Chris for the first time and how 
humble he was and how down to earth 
he was, and he really didn’t talk about 
records. He talked about people, and he 
talked about what his job was to pro- 
tect his fellow soldiers. 

His ability in the battlefield was un- 
matched. His longest shot came in 2008 
when he identified an enemy insurgent 
that was about to launch a rocket near 
an Army convoy. From 1.2 miles away, 
he fired his .338 Lapua Magnum rifle 
and killed the insurgent, potentially 
saving the lives of countless Ameri- 
cans. 

Chris was awarded countless honors 
for his service. He earned two Silver 
Stars, five Bronze Stars, two Navy and 
Marine Corps Achievement Medals, and 
one Navy and Marine Corps Com- 
mendation. 

He was admired by people all over 
the country. And on this Monday, 
about 7,000 or 8,000 people gathered in 
the Dallas Cowboy Stadium in Dallas, 
Texas, to come and pay their respects 
for Chris Kyle. It was a great loss for 
our country. It was a great loss for his 
friends and family. They weren’t just 
honoring an American hero. They were 
also honoring a husband, a father, a 
son, a team member, a comrade. 

Chris was a born-and-bred Texas son 
and a devout Christian. He is survived 
by his wife, Taya, and two children, 
whom he loved and cared for deeply. In 
fact, he made the decision to leave the 
Navy in 2009 just so he could spend 
more time with his family at home. 
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After retiring from the Navy, Chris 
founded Craft International, a military 
and law enforcement training com- 
pany. He also was intricately involved 
in numerous charities, including co- 
founding FITCO Cares Foundation, and 
other charitable events benefiting 
wounded and disabled servicemen and 
-women returning from combat. 

He also wrote The New York Times 
bestseller, entitled, ‘‘American Snip- 
er,’’ which chronicled his time as a 
SEAL sniper. Chris donated the pro- 
ceeds to the families of some of the 
comrades that died with him in com- 
bat. 

These examples really show that his 
sense of service was genuine and deep. 
He lived by the motto, “It is our duty 
to serve those who serve us.” It is our 
duty now as American citizens to re- 
member this young man who served so 
bravely, to pray for his family in a 
time of mourning. America lost one of 
its finest sons and a true patriot. We 
keep Chris and his family in our 
thoughts and prayers, and we ask God 
to look after them. 

We also pray for his friend, Chad 
Littlefield, who was killed alongside 
Chris, and for his family. 

I am honored to have known Chris, 
and while he left this Earth at a young 
age, we know that God is watching 
over him. 

Before I yield, I wanted to just make 
one point about the book that Chris 
wrote, “American Sniper.” It was a 
great book, and it really chronicled the 
sacrifice and the conditions that a lot 
of our men and women are under while 
they serve. 

But what was also an important part 
of that book was that Taya would 
chronicle, from time to time, what it 
was like to be serving alongside Chris 
in a different capacity, and that is the 
spouse of one of our deployed men and 
women, and the pressures and all of the 
things that are involved in that and 
the stresses and the separation. And I 
think it was a great tribute to Chris 
and Taya to share that intimacy with 
us so that we could come to greater ap- 
preciate his service and her service to 
our country. 

It is now my pleasure to recognize 
another gentleman from Texas, who 
Chris lived in his congressional dis- 
trict, Mr. BARTON. 

Mr. BARTON. I thank the gentleman 
from Lubbock for yielding, and I’m 
proud to be a part of this Special 
Order. 

I want to say at the very beginning 
that, unlike Congressman NEUGEBAUER, 
I did not know Chris Kyle or Chad 
Littlefield, the other individual who 
was killed. They both lived in my con- 
gressional district in Midlothian, 
Texas, and the tragedy of both of their 
early deaths is equal. Although I didn’t 
know either one, I have studied up on 
them, and I went to the memorial serv- 
ice at Cowboy Stadium and was very 
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moved by the eulogies and the people’s 
remembrances that did know them. 

I would like to say with regards to 
Mr. Littlefield, he, too, was a lifelong 
Texan, born in Dallas, and went to high 
school in DeSoto. He would have 
turned 36 Monday, and his funeral was 
at the Midlothian First Baptist Church 
last Friday. He is survived by his wife, 
Leanne, who is a middle school prin- 
cipal in Midlothian, and, I believe, a 
daughter. So our hearts go out to that 
family, too. 

With regards to Chris, you could not 
have attended the service on Monday 
at the Cowboy Stadium and not have 
come away very impressed. The press 
reports are that there were 5,000 to 
7,000 in attendance. I have done a num- 
ber of events at Cowboy Stadium. I 
asked the head of security for the Cow- 
boys who I know what they estimated 
the crowd. They said about 11,000. 

As Mr. NEUGEBAUER has already 
pointed out, Chris was an individual 
who was driven by a love for his coun- 
try and a love for his fellow man. I 
thought it was very telling at the serv- 
ice that the mother of one of his Navy 
SEALs who had been killed in combat, 
Chris adopted her as a second mother 
and asked that some of the proceeds of 
his book ‘‘American Sniper” go to her 
family. That, to me, is just amazing. 

The president of Craft International 
also spoke at the service, and he spoke 
about how much Chris really cared 
about other people. 
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I think it is very telling that Chris 
Kyle and Chad Littlefield were both 
killed trying to help another troubled 
veteran. They were taking the sus- 
pected murderer to a gun range over in 
I think near Glen Rose, Texas, and try- 
ing to help him work through some 
problems. The person they were trying 
to help turned on them. So he died try- 
ing to help another person who was in 
need, and that’s something his family 
can be very proud of. 

I think another thing that we need to 
say about Chris is when people met 
him, they liked him and wanted to help 
him. The number of people who have 
helped in these service arrangements 
runs the gamut: The Governor of 
Texas, Governor Perry, who helped ar- 
range the cemetery plot at the Texas 
State Cemetery in Austin; Jerry Jones 
and his family, the owner of the Cow- 
boys, I think donated the use of Cow- 
boys Stadium and were personally in 
attendance at the funeral; all the law 
enforcement agencies in the DFW area 
helped arrange the cavalcade from 
Midlothian down to Austin. And I am 
told that at almost every overpass on 
Interstate 35 and U.S. 287 that there 
were people showing flags and in at- 
tendance. There was an outpouring of 
love and affection that in my knowl- 
edge in the Congress is just unheard of 
for somebody who was not a public fig- 
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ure. And Chris was not. He was a public 
patriot, but he was not an ostenta- 
tious, grandstand kind of person. 

He loved his family. He loved his two 
children. He loved his wife. He loved 
his mother and father. And he loved 
those whom he served with in the mili- 
tary. As Mr. NEUGEBAUER has pointed 
out, he served a number of tours in 
Iraq and Afghanistan. 

In one of the stories that is in his 
book, he was under orders not to fire 
unless fired upon. In order to get the 
enemy so that he could shoot them, he 
put up an American flag, stood up and 
basically dared them to take a shot at 
him. And I think this is correct from 
the book, that when they started 
shooting at him he got everybody to 
take a shot at him, and he silenced 
them. 

So, Congressman NEUGEBAUER, you 
are to be commended for organizing 
this Special Order. I’m proud that 
Chris Kyle and Chad Littlefield were 
constituents of mine. I’m very proud 
their families still live in my district. 
Myself and my staff will do everything 
we can to help them. We will cherish 
the memory of Chris and Chad for 
many, many years. 

With that, I appreciate the gentle- 
man’s courtesy and I yield back. 

Mr. NEUGEBAURR. I thank the gen- 
tleman. 

One of the things about Kyle is, you 
said he wasn’t a public figure. Kyle was 
pretty unassuming. Sometimes people 
wanted to talk about these records 
that he had accumulated. Chris would 
always kind of shake that off. He said: 

My service wasn’t about trying to get a 
record. My service was trying to help my 
country, and my job was to make sure that 
the bad guys didn’t get my guys. 

I think that’s the kind of man that 
he was. 

One of the things that the gentleman 
mentioned was regarding the motor- 
cade from Dallas yesterday to Austin, 
to the Texas State Cemetery. I saw 
some of the video of that, and it was 
just amazing, the patriotism all along 
that almost 200-mile trek of people 
that wanted to express their apprecia- 
tion. Many of them never met Chris 
Kyle, but they knew what he stood for 
and what he meant. 

As we go along, before I recognize an- 
other great patriot from Texas, I was 
going to read some of the emails that 
have been pouring in to me. This is one 
from Jim DeFelice, who is a coauthor 
of the ‘‘American Sniper’? book with 
Chris. He sent an email, and I will read 
just a little of it. He said: 

Of my many memories of Chris, perhaps 
this one sums up the kind of man he was: On 
the morning of Hurricane Sandy, as I was 
going out to check on the damage to our 
house in the neighborhood, I received a text 
message from him asking if I was okay and 
if we needed anything. Even though he was 
over 2,000 miles away, I knew that if I asked 
for help he would have thrown a bag in the 
back of his pickup and driven up within the 
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hour. It was that kind of spirit, in every- 
thing he did, that made Chris a great war- 
rior, a great SEAL and a great American. I 
am grateful to have known him. 

It is now my honor to recognize Mr. 
GOHMERT, the gentleman from Texas, 
for words he might want to speak. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, and I 
thank my dear friend from Texas for 
having this time and for honoring such 
a great American hero. 

Chris Kyle clearly loved his country. 
He loved his family, he loved those 
with whom he served and was willing 
to lay down his life for his friends. 
Every time he was committed to hos- 
tile theater, he knew he might be lay- 
ing down his life for his friends. He also 
knew that the ultimate authority on 
love, Jesus, is quoted in John 15:18 say- 
ing: 

Greater love hath no one than this, that he 
lay down his life for his friends. 

Chris had that commitment every 
time he was in a hostile area. He was 
willing to do that. And the fact that he 
gave up his life trying to help another 
servicemember who was suffering from 
a mental problem still is an act of lay- 
ing down his life in service for others. 
He did it for this country, he did it for 
his friends, and he did it for those, in- 
cluding the gunman that took his own 
life. 

Now, it was a very moving service. I 
don’t believe it was broadcast. But for 
all of us who were there, we were deep- 
ly moved. The show of support, love, 
and affection for an American hero was 
deeply touching. 

Chad Littlefield, the same situation, 
a man that was willing to lay down his 
life for his friends, and he did. 

I think most people, Mr. NEUGE- 
BAUER, have heard and read about this 
extraordinary man, Chris Kyle, his 
service to the country, three Silver 
Stars and five Bronze Stars. What an 
incredible, incredible service to his 
country. He deserves the tribute being 
brought and much, much more. 

I would like to say a little bit about 
the sacrifice of some American heroes 
who don’t always get recognized as he- 
roes. In Chris’ case, it’s his wife, Taya, 
and their two children—sweet little 
notes on the bulletin at the funeral 
that they had written. His parents—it 
was an honor to meet Chris’ parents. 
But we don’t often think of the fami- 
lies and what they have laid down. 
They have lost father, husband, friend, 
confidante, a man who would do any- 
thing for them. They have paid an ulti- 
mate sacrifice. 

I was reading some years back in— 
actually it’s a journal basically that 
C.S. Lewis had written after his wife 
died. In one of the entries, he was talk- 
ing about how much he missed his wife, 
how much he wished he had her back, 
and then he realized how selfish that 
was because she was in paradise, and 
his act of selfishness was to want a 
loved one to come back into a world 
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where that loved one would only have 
to some day again die before they could 
return to paradise. I believe with all 
my heart that Chris, as a Christian, is 
in paradise. He’s greatly missed, and 
especially by those closest to him that 
paid that ultimate price. 
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We wish he were back, but then he 
would have to go through that process 
again. 

C.S. Lewis said, We’ve always heard 
that Stephen was the first martyr, but 
didn’t Lazarus get the rawer deal? I 
never thought about it before. We’re 
told Jesus raised Lazarus from the 
dead. You can’t find any reference in 
scripture of Lazarus saying anything 
ever because he might have said some- 
thing like, I was in paradise, and 
you’re bringing me back here now? 

Nonetheless, Chris has served honor- 
ably and well. He’s greatly missed. And 
we should not forget the family mem- 
bers of those who have lost loved ones 
in service to this country. They have 
paid the ultimate price: his parents, his 
wife, his kids, his brother. Obviously, 
his brother sorely missed Chris. So 
let’s pay tribute to Chris, to those who 
have sacrificed in giving their loved 
one Chris for our country. 

Mr. NEUGEBAURR. I thank the gen- 
tleman, and I think the point that you 
make is extremely important about 
our families. As Members of Congress, 
we get an opportunity and many occa- 
sions to travel to the theater and to 
thank those men and women that are 
deployed and for their outstanding 
service to their country. 

I know that my colleagues also do 
the same thing I do; that is, when 
you’re around their families, you un- 
derstand and they understand that this 
is a team sport. It’s those families that 
support our military folks back home 
and keep the homefront going while 
our men and women go and do the job 
we ask them to do, which is an impor- 
tant part of making sure America has 
a strong defense. 

I got an anonymous email from a per- 
son that wanted to express their 
thoughts about Chris. He says: 

When veterans asked for help or wanted to 
meet with him, Chris made time for them. 
When children needed him, he made time for 
them. The week before he died, his wife was 
marveling at how he could make time for so 
many different aspects of his work while 
making time for his family and still squeez- 
ing in time for children and veterans in need. 
He shrugged and let this simple reply speak 
volumes of his character, ‘‘Kids and vets, 
right, babe?” 

Chris was working hard, juggling 
many different things to make a living 
for his family. He worked hard mostly 
because he had already made the deci- 
sion to give away more money than he 
had earned in his lifetime in order to 
support the families of the fallen. I 
think that says a lot about Chris. Chris 
wasn’t caught up in material things. 
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He wasn’t caught up in honors. Every 
day, Chris had a servant’s spirit. 

It is now my honor to recognize an- 
other great Texan, my neighbor to the 
south, Mr. CONAWAY. 

Mr. CONAWAY. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding some time and al- 
lowing me to add my inadequate words 
and thoughts for Chris and his family. 

I had purchased Chris’s book a long 
time ago; but as things go, I just hadn’t 
read it. After he was murdered a week 
or so ago, I read his book. It was a very 
unsettling experience. 

The book is written in what appears 
to be Chris’s voice. I never met Chris, 
and so I didn’t know what he actually 
sounded like when he spoke. But the 
book is written in a very conversa- 
tional tone, and it’s almost like you’re 
having that conversation with Chris. 
You’re reading, and you’re caught up in 
the stories, and you’re caught up in the 
action. You go, Oh, he was murdered 
several days ago. 

Chris’ style of talking about himself 
and the things that he did on behalf of 
his country were very self-deprecating, 
very matter of fact. Pm sure most of 
the instances in there where he talked 
about coming close to being hurt or 
coming close to near-death experiences 
are sugarcoated from what the real 
deal was because I know he didn’t want 
his wife and family and many to know. 
He certainly wouldn’t have been brag- 
ging about that anyway. 

But Chris had a very matter-of-fact 
tone when he was with the SEALs and 
he was in those battles. Even when he 
was home, he had a very—‘‘casual’’ is 
not the right word—but very matter- 
of-fact attitude toward the fact that he 
could be killed, that something bad 
could happen to him. 

He also spoke in the book often about 
his faith and a guardian angel. There 
was one instance where he just moved 
differently than he normally would 
have moved, and a bullet went right 
where he had been. That’s a Holy-Spir- 
it-kind of thing. It just wasn’t Chris’s 
time. 

So you read through that book, but 
you know Chris has been taken from 
us, he’s been murdered, and America 
has lost one of her very best to have 
worn our colors and to have served. 

I think the thing that comes out of 
the story in the book was he and his 
wife’s struggle. What was most impres- 
sive about it was how torn he was be- 
tween duty to country and duty to 
family. He was clear that his first duty 
was to God, but he was legitimately 
torn between the responsibilities to not 
only himself, but his men and the oth- 
ers under his watch and care, and those 
he protected by killing bad guys before 
they had a chance to kill our guys. 
That role he played, he relished it, he 
cherished it, and he wanted to do it; 
but he also began to recognize and see 
the impact it was having on his wife 
and kids. 
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So the struggle he and Taya went 
through of trying to come to the deci- 
sion of, Do I give up something I really 
love to do, and I feel like my duty to do 
it, that I will have abandoned my 
friends if I go in a different direction? 
How difficult that decision was for him 
and his family, but that he ultimately 
decided that his role, God’s direction 
for him, was that he be a full-time fa- 
ther to his two kids and a full-time 
husband to his wife. 

The sense of loss from leaving the 
service, leaving the SHALs—the truth 
of the matter is he was in a period of 
our country’s history that is not likely 
to be repeated ever again. I certainly 
hope not. The way he spoke about the 
opportunity to lay his life down for 
others is very matter of fact in that he 
was certainly willing to do that. 

I agree with RANDY and LOUIE as they 
talked about the families. They really 
are the unsung—I got a little taste of 
this back when Iraq was going on in a 
big way and Afghanistan. I’ve made 
multiple trips. My wife, Suzanne, is 
just a basket case while I’m in country. 
And they never take Members of Con- 
gress to any place scary. They’re not 
going to do that. If anything, it would 
be a helicopter failure or something. 
For the most part, they never take us 
anywhere scary, but she doesn’t know 
that. I know it. I know everything is 
fine. We’re wearing suits and ties, and 
it’s fine. But she doesn’t know that 
until I get out of country. As soon as 
she knew that, I would sense the relief 
in her. 

That gives me a microscopic sense of 
what these families have done for 12 
years now across the board with their 
loved ones downrange. As far as the 
family is concerned, it’s a 24-hour-a- 
day, 7-day-a-week risk for their loved 
one. The loved one knows when it’s 
scary and when it’s not and knows 
when things are going crazy, but the 
family back home doesn’t. They’re 
dreading that car pulling up out front 
because they know that their loved one 
is someplace where they could get hurt 
or killed. The strength of the American 
serviceman’s and servicewoman’s fam- 
ily is to support them throughout this 
timeframe, where we’ve asked them as 
a country to do far more for this coun- 
try than should ever have been asked 
of any one individual. 

Yes, it’s an all-volunteer force and, 
yes, they continue to reenlist, re-up, 
and go at it. But we’ve asked them to 
do more than we should have. They’ve 
recognized that we had to ask them to 
do these things. So I too brag on the 
families because that really is where 
the strength of America is shown, in 
families being able to back Chris up 
and the things that he was trying to do 
to make sure he was able to do 
downrange all he needed to do without 
worrying about what was going on 
back home. 

It is so difficult to lose someone like 
Chris. We had a wonderful organization 


February 13, 2013 


in Midland, Texas, called Show of Sup- 
port, a similar thing to what Chris was 
doing with his life after he got out, and 
that is in this instance they take 
wounded vets on deer hunts. They 
bring them into town, and they have a 
big banquet. They take the wives on a 
shopping spree and to the spa, and then 
they take the guys hunting. In this 
past year, they were in the parade 
heading down to the banquet. And the 
float that several were on was hit by a 
train, and four of these men were 
killed. These men who were killed had 
already had wounds of war that showed 
up in their lives every single day. One 
was killed pushing his wife out of 
harm’s way. 

So losing those four, the personal ex- 
perience we think we feel with Chris— 
and we don’t, but we do, because he’s 
one of our best and one of those who 
has done far more for our country than 
we should have asked—does feel per- 
sonal. 

I ask folks around Memorial Day 
every year that we thank our country 
and we thank folks for the sacrifices 
made on behalf of our country, but it’s 
generally in the generic, generally as a 
group. What I ask people to do is I say, 
Look, I want you to pick out somebody 
specific. I want you to think about 
somebody who we’re memorializing 
today who has actually laid down their 
life in defense of this country. I want it 
to hurt a little bit. I want it to cost 
something for you to say the things we 
say very casually on Memorial Day. 
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I now have someone else I can think 
about on Memorial Day when we 
should all, as a country, recognize 
these collective sacrifices. Sometimes 
when you recognize them in the collec- 
tive, it loses the impact, so I would en- 
courage folks to recognize those sac- 
rifices in the specific by picking out 
somebody you went to high school with 
who was killed in Vietnam, as in my 
case, or someone you know—a family 
member or whomever—about whom 
you can say, All right, as it ought to 
hurt just a little bit. 

I want to thank the gentleman for 
giving me a chance to add, as I men- 
tioned earlier, my inadequate thoughts 
on Chris and on his dedication to this 
country and his sacrifice. I wish God- 
speed to his family as they cope with 
Chris’ absence in this life. 

Mr. NEUGEBAURR. I thank the gen- 
tleman. 

If Chris were here and were standing 
next to me, I think one of the things he 
would say is, RANDY, you need to talk 
about my team members. 

He was a Navy SEAL. If you read the 
book or if you talk to a Navy SEAL— 
and I’ve visited with Chris—the SEAL 
team members, because of the things 
that they do together, have to trust 
each other explicitly. He lost some of 
his team members while they were 
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serving our country. He grieved over 
that, and he thought about them a lot. 

One of his teammates sent me an 
email that reads: 

Chris Kyle is an American hero who will be 
sorely missed by his brothers in arms, the 
great State of Texas, and the entire United 
States of America. For the last week, we 
have mourned his death, but I ask you today 
to take joy in his life, to truly appreciate the 
time he was with us; and may we continue 
Chris’ legacy of service unto one another and 
support our wounded veterans who are bat- 
tling with PTSD. Thank you to everyone for 
their support and prayers. God bless Amer- 
1ca. 

Now it’s my pleasure to recognize the 
gentlewoman from the Fort Worth 
area, Ms. GRANGER from Texas, who 
has spent a lot of her career in Con- 
gress helping to make sure that our 
soldiers have the things that they need 
and supporting them. 

Ms. GRANGER. Thank you for giving 
us the opportunity to rise today to 
honor a true American hero, who is 
Chris Kyle, a retired Navy SEAL chief 
petty officer who was killed in Glen 
Rose, Texas, on February 2. 

Chris Kyle heroically defended his 
country through four tours of duty in 
Iraq, where he participated in major 
battles throughout the country. He was 
the single deadliest sniper in the his- 
tory of the United States military. 
Chief Kyle was shot twice in the fight- 
ing and was in six separate IED explo- 
sions. However, he never received the 
Purple Heart because he didn’t want to 
be separated from his unit while the 
paperwork was being processed. 

Chris Kyle fought for his country and 
saved the lives of many of his fellow 
Americans, but his accomplishments 
extended far beyond the battlefield. 
After 10 years of service as a SEAL, 
Chris retired from the Navy to focus on 
his family. He continued to train mili- 
tary personnel and security staff, and 
he wrote a book documenting his time 
in combat, which one of the Members 
talked about. Rather than keep the 
proceeds from the sale of the book, he 
donated the money to the families of 
two fellow SEAL members who had 
fallen in battle. 

On February 2, Chris and his friend 
Chad Littlefield were tragically killed 
by a veteran they had sought to help. 
This act of violence may have taken 
Mr. Kyle’s life, but it doesn’t erase the 
powerful legacy he leaves behind. 

Mr. Kyle is survived by his wife and 
two young children. He lives on 
through his family, through the lives 
he saved through his heroism in com- 
bat, and through the veterans he 
helped. He continues to be a source of 
inspiration to all who know his story. 

On February 11, more than 7,000 peo- 
ple from around the country gathered 
in Cowboy Stadium for Chris Kyle’s 
memorial service. Hundreds more 
braved bad weather to line roads and 
highways to honor Chris by watching 
his funeral procession on the way to 
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the Texas State Cemetery. It was a fit- 
ting tribute to a man who touched the 
lives of so many and who will continue 
to do so even after his death. 

This country owes a tremendous debt 
of gratitude to Chris Kyle for his self- 
less service to his country, both on and 
off the battlefield. His heroism and the 
heroism of all his fellow veterans will 
never be forgotten. My thoughts and 
prayers are with his wife, his children, 
his family and friends, and especially 
with his teammates. 

Mr. NEUGEBAURER. I thank the gen- 
tlewoman. 

AS was mentioned, after Chris left 
the SEAL team, he went to Texas, and 
they formed a company called Craft 
International. The CEO of that com- 
pany is a gentleman by the name of 
Steven Young, and he sent this email: 

Chris was a true American hero in having 
devoted his adult life to serving his country 
in combat as a member of the U.S. Navy 
SEALs and in training our military and law 
enforcement personnel after leaving the 
Navy. Chris was also an extremely devoted 
family man, a wonderful husband and a lov- 
ing father. He gave so much of his time to 
charitable causes that assisted military per- 
sonnel and their families, and he died while 
trying to help a struggling servicemember. 
We are all saddened by his tragic death. 
America lost one of its finest sons and a true 
patriot. 

I think, again, there is a common 
theme here. Chris was always doing 
things for other people. AS was men- 
tioned, when someone was involved in 
a hurricane, Chris was saying, Do I 
need to go all the way to New York to 
help you? That was his motto—he was 
service-oriented. 

It is now my pleasure to recognize 
another great Texan, one of our newer 


Members of Congress, Mr. BLAKE 
FARENTHOLD. 

Mr. BARTON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 


Mr. NEUGEBAUER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BARTON. You keep saying ‘‘an- 
other great Texan.” That’s redundant. 
If you say “Texan,” it’s assumed that 
they’re great. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. 
great. Exactly. 

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Thank you very 
much. It’s my pleasure to be up here 
even though it is a very solemn occa- 
sion. 

I didn’t have the honor or privilege of 
knowing Chief Chris Kyle, but as I’ve 
heard my fellow Texans speak of him 
and as many Americans have gotten to 
know him through his book, it’s just a 
true testament to the American soldier 
and to the traditions of our military 
that Chris, after heroic and valiant 
service to our country, came back, and 
instead of just fading, he continued to 
help his fellow servicemen. The trag- 
edy associated with his death, one of 
helping another, is heart-wrenching, 
but it does call to mind that the great- 
est traditions and values of America 
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are manifested through our service. He 
was doing just that when he was killed 
by a fellow veteran he was trying to 
help. 

We in this country and in Congress 
have worked hard to provide health 
care, including mental health care, for 
our veterans. We are growing and ex- 
panding that service through the VA 
now. Just last week, I toured a new VA 
facility in my hometown of Corpus 
Christi. It has a large area devoted just 
to treating some of the psychological 
problems that many of our veterans 
come home with after experiencing the 
horrors of war. It’s something that we 
need to continue to do as a country, 
and it’s something that we need to con- 
tinue to do as Americans. 

Though the result of Chief Kyle’s 
help was tragic, it doesn’t diminish our 
responsibility and our duty to help our 
fellow Americans, especially our heroes 
who are suffering, and we can do that 
in a wide variety of ways. We’re doing 
it, obviously, in Congress in the way 
Congress does things—we’re enacting 
laws; we’re appropriating money; we’re 
doing programs—but helping on a very 
personal level is something that we 
need to continue to do, and that is a 
legacy of Chief Kyle’s. 

I was reading a Dallas Morning News 
article this morning about the kind of 
funeral that he received. There were 
200 Patriot Guard Riders accompanying 
the funeral procession from the memo- 
rial service that was held at Cowboy 
Stadium in Dallas, Texas, to his burial 
in a place of honor—in the Texas State 
Cemetery, right in the center of the 
cemetery. This is just indicative of how 
we as Texans and how we as Americans 
feel about our servicemen. They de- 
serve our honor and respect, and I’m 
proud that Texas and America have 
turned out for Chris Kyle. 

I want to add my and my family’s 
prayers to those of the rest of this Con- 
gress for Chris’ wife and their children 
and for the entire Kyle family. We as a 
Nation have a profound sense of grati- 
tude for our servicemen and -women, 
both active and retired, and it’s our re- 
sponsibility to care for them when they 
return home. 
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Mr. NEUGEBAURR. I thank the gen- 
tleman. A couple of other emails here. 
This is from Jeff Staubach: 


He was very appreciative of his friends and 
family. He never hesitated to thank me for 
the smallest gestures. We were lucky to have 
him fighting for us, risking his life for us, 
and being our friend. About 2 months ago, I 
emailed him and told him that we needed to 
go get a beer soon. It was Thanksgiving, then 
Christmas, then New Year’s, SHOT Show. We 
never pinned down a date. I wish I could grab 
another beer with him, just to sit back and 
talk about our kids, what the Cowboys will 
do this fall, and when we’d go shoot again to- 
gether. 


I imagine what Chris would tell us 
today, and what Chris knew, because 
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he was putting his life on the line 
every day, is that every day is pre- 
cious. Every day is a gift from God, and 
that we must be a good steward of that 
day that he gives us. Chris Kyle, the 
day that he left us, left his house, 
thought he’d go out and shoot, maybe 
help this young man, and, unfortu- 
nately, actually lost his life doing that. 

Mark Spicer, another friend, said: 

I once asked Chris why he chose the 
SEALS, and he told me it was because he 
had been told it was the hardest to get into, 
and that typified the Chris Kyle we all knew. 
Chris would hit any challenge head on and 
never flinch from hard work and his unself- 
ish devotion to those around him. 

It is now my pleasure to recognize 
one of our newer members from the 
Texas delegation, Mr. STEVE STOCK- 
MAN. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Thank you for of- 
fering this opportunity to honor a gen- 
tleman and a Texan who has dem- 
onstrated beyond any belief that he is 
dedicated to his country. After he 
served, he could have gone, walked out 
and done other things. But instead, 
Chris took it upon himself to have 
compassion for his fellow soldiers. And 
in that process, he gave the ultimate 
sacrifice, his life. He’s an American 
hero, and I offer my deepest sympathy 
to his wife and his two children. He 
served our Nation courageously, and 
served with multiple injuries during 
four tours of Iraq. 

Chris retired in 2009 to spend more 
time with his family. On top of being a 
warrior, Chris was a Christian, a son, a 
husband, and a father. On behalf of my- 
self and my wife, Patty, our hearts go 
out to Chris’ wife and her family. Our 
Nation will never forget and forever be 
grateful to Chris’ service and for Chris’ 
undying belief in Christ and sharing his 
testimony. Chris was the kind of hum- 
ble and kind man who always put the 
needs of others before himself. Chris 
continued his passion with his non- 
profit, FITCO Cares, which provided in- 
home fitness equipment to physically 
and emotionally wounded veterans. 

Td like to say to Chris—which I 
know he’s upstairs listening to us with 
God and with his Lord—that we are so 
honored and deeply touched that you 
gave your entire life for this Nation 
and that you have set an example for 
all of us in this House on how to be- 
have. He’s an individual, and we say 
nowadays that we don’t have many he- 
roes, but he’s a true hero. He’s not a 
pop star. He’s not something that is 
glitter. He did his work and his dedica- 
tion in silence so that not many people 
knew until his passing. We all should 
look to him as a leader and a hero. 
We’re blessed that we had him on the 
Earth, and one day we’ll all see him 
again. 

Mr. NEUGEBAURR. I thank the gen- 
tleman. 

Another friend of Chris’ said: 

You are the definition of a true American 
hero, but you are also the definition of a true 
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friend. From the late nights to the early 
mornings, you could always make me laugh. 
You have ever changed my life and many 
others. You will forever be missed, but never 
forgotten. We miss you, brother. Kevin. 

Another friend of Chris’ is David 
Feherty. David has been very involved 
in the Wounded Warrior program and 
was a friend of Chris’. An excerpt from 
his email, and I think he’s talking to 
all of us: 

So think upon this tonight as you lay 
yourselves down to rest, and be thankful for 
the life and service of Chris Kyle, whose spir- 
it lives on in the lives of those who were 
lucky enough to have known that sweet- 
hearted, straight-shooting Texas prince. May 
he rest in peace, and our sorrow turn quickly 
to happy memories. David Feherty. 

It is now my pleasure to recognize a 
fellow Texan who also served our Na- 
tion in the Navy, Mr. OLSON. 

Mr. OLSON. I thank my colleague 
from Lubbock, the 19th Congressional 
District. 

I rise today to pay tribute to a fellow 
swabbie, a fellow squid, and a fellow 
sailor, Navy Chief Petty Officer Chris 
Kyle, an elite retired Navy SEAL who 
was much more than the sum of his 
parts. Chris Kyle lived his life the way 
he died—in defense of our country and 
helping his fellow man in their time of 
need. 

Assigned to SEAL Team 3, Sniper 
Element Charlie platoon within the 
Naval Special Warfare Command, and 
with over four tours of duty, Chris 
served in every major battle of Oper- 
ation Iraqi Freedom. His service and 
sacrifice on behalf of America is well 
known. 

What is lesser known is his humanity 
as a devoted husband and a loving fa- 
ther. He was a decorated Navy hero 
with a bright future ahead of him. He 
was on track to become a master chief 
petty officer, maybe even the master 
chief petty officer for the whole United 
States Navy, the first time a SEAL 
would hold that title. But he stepped 
away from that career to devote his 
time to a higher priority—to his chil- 
dren and his wife. 

He was active in helping sailors and 
other veterans with their transition 
back to civilian life. Chris also paired 
with FITCO Cares Foundation, a non- 
profit organization which created the 
Heroes Project. 

FITCO Cares provides free in-home 
fitness equipment, programs, personal 
training, and life coaching to any vet- 
eran with disabilities, Gold Star fami- 
lies—those are families who lost a 
loved one in combat—or those suffering 
from post-traumatic stress disorder. He 
was always willing to lend a helping 
hand. 

Today, Texas honors our native son, 
Chris Kyle. AS someone who wore the 
same uniform, I am deeply proud of his 
commitment to God, family, and our 
country. He was an American patriot, a 
defender of liberty, a husband, and a fa- 
ther. A grateful Nation says good-bye 
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to a man taken from this Earth much 
too soon. 

May God bless Chris Kyle’s wife, 
Taya, his children, his family, and all 
who loved him. I’m sure that in heav- 
en, Chris Kyle is watching over his 
family and us. 

Chris, I wish you fair winds and fol- 
lowing seas. 

If Chris were here today, rd thank 
him for the gift he gave me and my 
wife, Nancy. When I took off in my P- 
3 Orion, I knew that if I were shot down 
and fortunate enough to survive the 
crash, Chris Kyle would come get me 
and take me home from wherever I was 
in the world, regardless of the chal- 
lenges. We lost an American hero. 

Chris Kyle, I salute you. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. One of the 
things that Chris liked was he liked 
law enforcement people. He had a great 
deal of respect for them, and they knew 
that, that he had respect for them. 
What Chris knew was, just like he put 
himself in harm’s way on a daily basis, 
that our first responders, our police- 
men and our sheriffs and those State 
troopers, that they put their lives on 
the line for our country and for our 
citizens as well. 

This is a letter from Dan Parker. He 
is a law enforcement officer. 
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He says: 

I first met Chris in 2010, at a ranch in 
Texas. I was told just before I would meet 
him of the truly incredible deeds that he was 
involved in during the war in Iraq as a sol- 
dier and a sniper, and that he was a former 
SEAL. Being a law enforcement sniper, I was 
really looking forward to meeting him and 
was unsure of what to expect. 

What I found was a great man who was 
truly humble, down to Earth, and was a lot 
of fun to be around. I also found that Chris 
truly loved his country and that he’d sac- 
rificed much for it and did not consider him- 
self any type of hero, but only doing his job 
with his God-given talents. 

Chris also made it very clear he felt a deep 
sense of responsibility to help any veteran or 
law enforcement officer he could. 

I now want to recognize Mr. BARTON 
again for some remarks. 

Mr. BARTON. Well, thank you, Con- 
gressman NEUGEBAUER. I think we have 
spent a good bit of our time extolling 
the virtues and honors of Chris Kyle 
and the other gentleman who was mur- 
dered, Mr. Littlefield. 

I want to take a minute to brag on 
you a little bit. Most people don’t have 
a very high opinion of the U.S. Con- 
gress. Luckily, they think higher of 
their own Congressman. 

I think we should acknowledge how 
hard you’ve worked to help the family 
in this time of need, since you knew 
the family personally. You intervened 
with the Pentagon if the family wanted 
to try to bury Kyle at Arlington Ceme- 
tery. I know you’ve personally 
interacted with the Governor and his 
staff down in Austin, my staff, obvi- 
ously, since they’re my constituents. 
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You’ve gone above and beyond the 
normal requirements of a Congressman 
to reach out and help because you feel 
that commitment personally and pro- 
fessionally, and I want to commend 
you. 

I also want to ask a question that I 
think you know the answer to. I have 
heard and read that an education fund 
has been established for Kyle’s chil- 
dren. Is that true? 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. I believe that is 
correct. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. BARTON. So that being the case, 
it’s certainly appropriate to honor the 
past. But part of his legacy are his 
children, and I would encourage anyone 
who wishes to get the address or the 
email and make a contribution so that 
the Nation shows its respect for his 
service by making sure that his chil- 
dren have the education that this coun- 
try is capable of providing. 

I would also encourage anybody who 
lives near their families to reach out 
and touch them personally. I plan to go 
by and see both the widows of the two 
gentlemen who were killed and see if I 
can be of personal assistance. 

And then the last thing, obviously, 
we’re here to honor somebody who was 
exceptional, in Chris Kyle. But as we 
speak, there are hundreds, if not thou- 
sands, of Chris Kyles on duty right 
now, protecting us in Afghanistan and 
ready to serve and ready to rescue. All 
of our servicemen and -women, we 
should thank them when we see them. 

We should show their families here at 
home we support their service, and we 
should dedicate ourselves today to 
making sure that our Armed Forces 
have the best equipment, the best 
training, and, if necessary, the best 
rescue operations, and their families 
get the very best while they’re serving 
their country, because we’re here in 
freedom because of the Chris Kyles and 
all that they’ve done and continue to 
do. 

And, again, I just want to thank you, 
Congressman, for your effort in this 
and organizing this and all you have 
done to try to help the family. You are 
truly a gentleman and honorable in 
every sense of the word. 

Mr. NEUGEBAURER. I thank the gen- 
tleman. 

I want to read a few more of these 
emails I got. And I’m reading excerpts 
of them. And one of the things I’m 
going to do is put all of these in the 
RECORD so that the kindness that a lot 
of people have shown, and their love for 
Chris, can be reflected in our CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. 

This is from Elizabeth Robinson, and 
she says: 

I only knew Chris from a little under 3 
years, but in that time he stood up for me in 
one of my most confusing moments, gave me 
encouragement that helped push me into one 
of my toughest physical trials, and enter- 
tained many a moment in the office with his 
fun banter and laughs. He was a hero of such 
a grand scale, but that heroism trickled into 
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the everyday through his shining character 
that made everyday encounters with him 
special. 


I think that’s one of the things about 
Chris that most of us will miss is 
Chris’s sense of humor. He had a great 
sense of humor. As I said, he didn’t 
take himself seriously, and his sense of 
service. 

This is from Nathan Kirk: 


I move forward with sadness, but equally 
with the confidence in knowing that the 
path to healing is through service to others, 
as evident by the life of Chris Kyle. 

I will never fail you, Chief. 

Semper Fi. 


This is from Tommy Hicks: 


Chris was a good father, a husband, a 
friend to many. But through his service to 
our country in the Navy and after, impacted 
many others, more than he would ever imag- 
ine. He is the man everyone strived to be, a 
man who every American should want their 
son to be, a man to whom everyone owes a 
debt. May his memory be served for genera- 
tions as a role model to the youth of Amer- 
ica. 

I’m going to close out our time by 
reading something that I think exem- 
plifies Chris, and it was a big part of 
his life, and I think it also says what 
Chris’s code in life was, and that is the 
Navy SEAL creed. It goes like this: 


In times of war or uncertainty, there is a 
special breed of warrior ready to answer our 
Nation’s call. A common man with uncom- 
mon desire to succeed. 

Forged by adversity, he stands alongside 
America’s finest special operation forces to 
serve his country, the American people, and 
to protect their way of life. 

Iam that man. 

My Trident is a symbol of honor and herit- 
age. Bestowed upon me by the heroes that 
have gone before, it embodies the trust of 
those who I have sworn to protect. By wear- 
ing the Trident, I accept the responsibility of 
my chosen profession and way of life. It is a 
privilege that I must earn every day. 

My loyalty to country and team is beyond 
reproach. I humbly serve as the guardian of 
my fellow Americans, always ready to defend 
those who are unable to defend themselves. I 
do not advertise the nature of my work, nor 
do I seek recognition in my acts. I volun- 
tarily accept the inherent hazards of my pro- 
fession, placing the welfare and the security 
of others before my own. 

I serve with honor on and off the battle- 
field. The ability to control my emotions and 
my actions, regardless of circumstance, sets 
me apart from other men. 

Uncompromising integrity is my standard. 
My character and my honor are my stead- 
fast. My word is my bond. 

We expect to lead and to be led. In the ab- 
sence of orders I will take charge, lead my 
teammates and accomplish the mission. I 
will lead by example in all situations. 

I will never quit. I persevere and thrive on 
adversity. My Nation expects me to be phys- 
ically harder and mentally stronger than my 
enemies. If knocked down, I will get back up 
every time. I will draw on every remaining 
ounce of strength to protect my teammates 
and to accomplish our mission. I am never 
out of the fight. 

We demand discipline. We expect innova- 
tion. The lives of my teammates and the suc- 
cess of our mission depend on me, my tech- 
nical skill, my tactical proficiency, and my 


1370 


attention to detail. 
complete. 

We train for war and we fight to win. I 
stand ready to bring the full spectrum of 
combat power to bear in order to achieve my 
mission and the goals established by my 
country. The execution of my duties will be 
swift and violent when required, yet guided 
by the very principles that I serve to defend. 

Brave men have fought and died building 
the proud tradition and feared reputation 
that I’m bound to uphold. In the worst of 
conditions, the legacy of my teammates 
steadies my resolve and silently guides my 
every deed. 

I will not fail. 


I think that sums up the life of Chris 
Kyle. 


My training is never 
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I will personally miss him, and my 
thoughts and prayers go out to Taya 
and the family. We’re going to miss 
Chris. But I think what Chris’ friends 
would say and what Chris would say is: 
If I made an impact in your life, go out 
and impact somebody else’s life. 

May God bless Chris Kyle, may God 
bless you, and may God bless the 
United States of America. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on the 
subject of my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Throughout his life, Chris Kyle struggled 
to put his responsibilities to God, Country, 
and Family into the proper order. God was 
always first, but he often debated where 
Country and Family belonged. But through 
all of his life, he never once put himself 
ahead of any of those three things. He per- 
sonified the best traditions not just of the 
American military and the SEAL commu- 
nity, but of American citizenship. He was 
truly a warrior in every facet of life. 

There are many ways you can describe 
Chris—hero, SEAL, father, husband—but I 
think for most who knew him the most pow- 
erful way would be the simplest: Friend. 

My friendship with Chris began when I was 
privileged to work with him on American 
Sniper, the story of his life and (some) of his 
heroic exploits. Though perhaps unlikely, 
the professional relationship between a 
Texas good ol’ boy and a hard-bitten New 
York native quickly blossomed into a true 
friendship. 

Of my many memories of Chris, perhaps 
this one sums up the kind of man he was: on 
the morning of Hurricane Sandy, as I was 
going out to check on the damage to our 
house the neighbors, I received a text mes- 
sage from him asking if I was OK and if need- 
ed anything. Even though he was over two 
thousand miles away, I knew that if I asked 
for help he would have thrown a bag in the 
back of his pickup and driven up within the 
hour. 

It was that kind of spirit, in everything he 
did, that made Chris a great warrior, a great 
SEAL, and a great American. I am grateful 
to have known him. 

—Jim DeFelice 


Chris Kyle was a man who set his own 
standards. He believed in hard work and he 
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believed in generosity. He did not believe in 
a free ride and he did not believe in taking 
credit for the work of others. He was gra- 
cious in his dealings with the public and ex- 
pected nothing in return. 

Chris Kyle was humble and determined to 
be the best at whatever he set his heart to 
do. He clearly set his heart to being the best 
Navy SEAL he could be. As a warrior, he al- 
lowed his heart to harden in the face of ad- 
versity in order to do the work necessary to 
protect his brothers in arms. As a warrior he 
also made a choice to be a man whose chil- 
dren and wife would know him more as a 
man than a warrior. He chose to be available 
for ball games, nighttime prayers and drop- 
ping the kids off for school. He tirelessly de- 
voted his time to his community and would 
not accept payment for anything he did in 
support of his hometown. 

When veterans asked for help, or wanted to 
meet him, Chris made time for them. When 
children needed him, he made time for them. 
The week before he died, his wife was mar- 
veling at how he could make time for so 
many different aspects of his work while 
making time for his family and still squeez- 
ing in time for children and veterans in need. 
He shrugged and let his simple reply speak 
volumes about his character, ‘‘Kid and vets, 
right babe?’’. Chris was working hard jug- 
gling many different things to make a living 
for his family. He worked hard mostly be- 
cause he had already made the decision to 
give away more money than he had earned in 
his lifetime in order to support the fallen. 
“Kids and vets, right babe?” 

Chris Kyle was a man like no other. If we 
can take away anything from his life it 
would be: live your dreams, make your fam- 
ily a priority even when you are working 
hard, be patriotic, and take care of kids and 
vets. 

—Anonymous 

Chris Kyle is an America Hero that will be 
sorely missed by his brothers in arms, the 
great state of Texas and the entire United 
States of America. For the last week we 
have mourned his death but I ask you to 
take joy in his life. To truly appreciate the 
time he was here with us. And may we con- 
tinue Chris’s legacy of service unto others 
and support our wounded veterans and those 
battling with PTSD. Thank you to everyone 
for their support and prayers. God bless 
America. 

—Anonymous 

Chris was a true American hero having de- 
voted his adult life to serving his country in 
combat as a member of the U.S. Navy SEALs 
and in training our military and law enforce- 
ment personnel after leaving the Navy. Chris 
was also an extremely devoted family man— 
a wonderful husband and loving father. He 
gave so much of his time to charitable 
causes that assisted military personnel and 
their families and died while trying to help 
struggling service member. We are all sad- 
dened by his tragic death. America lost one 
of its finest sons and a true patriot. 

—Steven Young, Craft International’s CEO 

I met Chris just a couple weeks after he ar- 
rived in Dallas from San Diego in 2009. I re- 
member hearing stories about him and not 
knowing what to expect. I found him to be a 
genuine person. He could kick the tar out of 
just about anyone but that’s not what im- 
pressed me. It wasn’t the stories from 
Ramadi that impressed me, it was seeing 
him with his family and his friends. He was 
very appreciative of his friends and family. 
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He never hesitated to thank me for the 
smallest of gestures. We were lucky to have 
him fighting for us, risking his life for us, 
and being our friend. About two months ago 
I emailed him and told him we’ve got to get 
a beer soon. It was Thanksgiving, then 
Christmas, then New Year’s, Shot Show... 
etc. We never could pin down a date. I wish 
I could grab another beer with him and just 
sit back to talk about our kids, what the 
Cowboys will do this fall, and when we were 
going to shoot together again. I’ll miss times 
like you see in the attached photo, throwing 
my arm around him with a joking threat to 
choke him out, jeans, boots, and cold beer. 

—Jeff Staubach 

Chris Kyle was a normal Texas boy, had a 
normal education and entered into ranching, 
considered to me a normal Texas profession, 
but he was to go on to become anything but 
normal. 

I once asked Chris why he chose the 
SEALS and he told me it was because he had 
been told it was the hardest to get into and 
that typified the Chris Kyle we all knew. 
Chris would hit any challenge head on and 
never flinched from hard work and his un- 
selfish devotion to those around him. It was 
an inspiration to see. 

Chris always had a mischievous twinkle in 
his eye and loved to play pranks, laugh and 
enjoyed life as I have rarely seen but there 
was another side to Chris that few saw. Chris 
never truly cared about how successful he 
was at his chosen profession, he cared deeply 
about this country, what it stands for and 
mostly for the fellow soldiers he believes he 
couldn’t save. Chris agonized over this sub- 
ject many times and it was never far from 
his thoughts as he settled back into being a 
husband, loving father and came to terms 
with not being the tip of the spear anymore, 
a subject all professionals struggle over. 
Chris’s answer was to join a fellow sniper 
and form a company designed to pass on 
their wealth of experience to those who fol- 
low and who now stand in harms way. 

—Mark Spicer 

Chris, you are the definition of a True 
American Hero, but you are also the defini- 
tion of a True friend! From the late nights to 
the early morning you could always make us 
laugh! You have for ever changed my life and 
many others. You will be forever missed but 
never forgotten! 

We miss you Brother!!!! 

—Kevin 

Everyone fortunate enough to call them- 
selves Americans should mourn the passing 
of one of our country’s greatest sons, Chris 
Kyle, for he represented everything that is 
good about our nation and for that matter, 
our species. The single greatest threat to 
mankind’s survival on this planet is now and 
always has been the violent intolerance of 
those whose religious beliefs differ from 
those of others. Chris Kyle put himself in 
harms’s way in order to defend our basic 
human right to evolve as a species, from 
those who consider teaching their children 
to commit suicide to be part of the same 
process. 

Every time Chris Kyle squeezed his trigger, 
he served to create a safer environment in 
which we who choose to be tolerant of oth- 
ers, to be kind to others, and to simply try 
to do the next right thing can co-exist in 
peace. Sadly mankind finds itself now at a 
tipping point which most seem to have cho- 
sen to ignore, presumably in the hope that it 
will just sort itself out without the help of 
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men like Chris Kyle. Well people, good luck 
to all of us with that one, for without such 
help and the strength of the armed forces of 
the United States and her allies our children 
are surely destined to fall victims to the 
vilest cruelties of our enemies, who would 
keep their own people so ignorant that they 
fear for their own lives daily. 

So think upon this tonight as you lay 
yourselves down to rest, and be thankful for 
the life and service of Chris Kyle, whose spir- 
it lives on in the lives of those who were 
lucky enough to have known that sweet- 
hearted, straight-shooting Texan prince. 
May he rest in peace, and our sorrow turn 
quickly to happy memories. 

—David Feherty 


A tribute to a true American Hero that I 
call a friend. 

I first met Chris in 2010, at a ranch in 
Texas. I was told just before I met him of the 
truly incredible deeds that he was involved 
in during the Iraq War as a soldier and sniper 
and that he was a former SEAL. Being a law 
enforcement sniper I was really looking for- 
ward to the meeting but was unsure of what 
to expect. What I found was a great man that 
was very humble, down to earth and a lot of 
fun to be around. I also found that Chris 
truly loved this country and had sacrificed 
much for it and did not consider himself any 
type of hero but was only doing his job with 
his God given talents. Chris also made it 
very clear he felt a deep sense responsibility 
to help any veteran or law enforcement offi- 
cer he could. 

Chris is gone now due to doing what he felt 
he had a duty to do. I would like to encour- 
age everyone to keep the memory of Chris 
Kyle alive and do anything you can to honor 
him by doing whatever you can to help this 
country’s honored veterans that have given 
so much and received so little in return. Our 
veterans are hero’s in my eyes and I know 
Chris felt the same way. 

Chris, I will miss you brother and only 
wish we could have had more time together 
before the Lord took you home. 

—Dan Parker, Texas Law Enforcement Of- 
ficer 

I only knew Chris for a little under 3 years, 
but in that time he stood up for me in one of 
my most confusing moments, gave me en- 
couragement that helped push in one of my 
toughest physical trials, and entertained 
many a moment in the office with his fun 
banter and laughs. He was a hero on such a 
grand scale, but that heroism trickled into 
the everyday through his shining character 
that made everyday encounters with him 
special. Whether he was cranking up the 
treadmill as I ran, telling me he’d beat up 
my ex boyfriend for being mean, or telling 
hilarious stories in the Craft conference 
room I’ll never forget how Chris knew a mil- 
lion different ways to elicit a smile. You’d 
think meeting such a man as Chris with his 
reputation and history would make people 
nervous, but within minutes someone who 
just met him would be smiling and at ease. 
Even the times of frustration were colored in 
such a memorable light by his personality. 
In a world full of double standards, muddled 
meaning and confusion, his direct manner 
was refreshing. I loved being in his presence 
not because he was a hero or a celebrity, but 
because he was as genuine a person as you 
can find today. 

—Elizabeth Robinson 

After having attended the services yester- 
day for Chris, I owe him yet another “thank 
you.” 
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The first “thank you” is the obvious one 
that we all owe to him; his military service 
to the nation in his unrelenting determina- 
tion to his duties as a SEAL. 

The second ‘‘thank you” is more personal, 
and that is the ‘‘thank you” I owe Chris for 
giving me a chance when he brought me on- 
board to his company. To me this is very im- 
portant, as after having not one, but two 
“medical discharges’? from the military, 
both non-combat related and not allowed to 
carry on with my brothers; I felt like a fail- 
ure aS a man at the resultant outcome of 
both of my enlistments. Chris looked beyond 
this and never made me feel less for my lim- 
ited service versus his own extraordinary ac- 
complishments and provided an opportunity 
to serve along side of him in a new and noble 
mission in the service to our military and 
law enforcement men and women, and treat- 
ed me with nothing but equality and respect 
at all times along the way. 

The third ‘‘thank you” is in the honor it 
was to stand with his family, brother SEALs 
and friends, and salute this man goodbye. As 
I walked within the line that followed him 
off the field, I was overwhelmed by grief with 
more than just the fact that we all had lost 
an American Hero, but that we had lost a 
bright shining example of a truly great 
human being in terms of compassion, gen- 
erosity, and selfless service to his family, 
friends, fellow veterans and a nation. 

I move forward with sadness, but equally 
with the confidence in knowing that the 
path to healing is through the service to oth- 
ers, as evident by the life of Chris Kyle. 

“I will not fail you Chief.” 

Semper Fi 

—Nathan Kirk Merithew—USMC 

I was fortunate to have met Chris when he 
moved back to Texas in 2009 Chris was imme- 
diately a presence in my life. His character 
and sense of loyalty and duty was something 
I admired and appreciated. He was great to 
my family, and role model for me and my 
brother. 

Chris was a good father, husband and 
friend to many. But through his service to 
our country in the Navy and after, impacted 
many others—more than he would ever 
imagine. 

He is the man everyone should strive to be. 
A man who every American should want 
their son to be. A man to whom everyone 
owes a debt. May his memory be served for 
generations as a role model to the youth of 
America. 

Chief Kyle, thank you for your friendship, 
your service, and the impact you did have on 
so many of us. You made Texas, the United 
States, and the world a better place. We will 
make sure your legacy lives longer than the 
rest of us. 

—Tommy Hicks 

Randy, thank you for pushing this in Con- 
gress. As you know, when Chris retired from 
an 1l-yr career on Seal Team 3, he was the 
most lethal sniper in US military history 
with 255 confirmed kills (DOD made him 
take the number down to 150 as the prior US 
record holder was Carlos Hathcock or White 
Feather in Vietnam with 90). You may wish 
to include these numbers or not but this is 
for your information. Chris lived with me 
and my family for 6 months while his wife 
and kids prepared and sold their home in 
Coronado California before they moved to 
Texas. Chris was born in Hamilton, Texas 
and was essentially back home when this 
tragedy took place. He became a best-selling 
author and decided early to donate the pro- 


1371 


ceeds of the book to the 3 families of team 
members he had lost while on Seal Team 3. 
Little did he know that it would be his fam- 
ily needing it the most. 

On Saturday, February 2, 2018, Chief Chris 
Kyle (USN), Craft International LLC’s Presi- 
dent and the author of the best-selling book, 
American Sniper, and a friend were killed on 
a gun range in Glen Rose, Texas. Chief Kyle, 
a former Navy SEAL, served four Combat 
tours in Operation Iraqi Freedom and else- 
where. For his bravery in battle, he was 
awarded two Silver Stars, five Bronze Stars 
with Valor, two Navy and Marine Corp 
Achievement Medals, and one Navy and Ma- 
rine Corps Commendation. After retiring 
from the Navy, Chief Kyle founded Craft 
International LLC, a military and law en- 
forcement training company, and was in- 
volved in numerous charities, including co- 
founding FITCO Cares Foundation, and other 
charitable events benefiting wounded and 
disabled servicemen and women returning 
from combat. 

—J. Kyle Bass 

Yesterday, I had the privilege of wit- 
nessing the outpouring of support for Chief 
Petty Officer Chris Kyle as he was escorted 
to his final resting place in Austin, Texas. 
200 miles of support. Patriot Guard Riders 
leading the way. Thousands of people stand- 
ing in the cold and rain. Flags flying at 
every turn. Banners and signs with heart- 
wrenching messages of love and support lin- 
ing the streets and being hung from freeway 
overpasses. Veterans raising their arms to 
salute a hero, their eyes filled with tears, as 
the procession passed. 

The outpouring of support online was no 
different. Thousands of people from all over 
the country who wanted to be there, whose 
hearts ached to be there, gathered as well. 
Pictures and videos poured in from all along 
the 200-mile route. As items were posted, 
people commented and shared and talked 
about how they were feeling, how they were 
touched, how they were watching and listen- 
ing through tears. It was both a heart- 
breaking and heartwarming journey. 

I never knew Chris, but his life affected me 
in profound ways; ways I almost hesitate to 
share because they are so deeply personal. 
Chris was a patriot. Not a fair-weather pa- 
triot, a standing up and speaking out for 
what he believed in, knocked down and 
dragged through the mud, “I am never out of 
the fight” patriot. His passion for his coun- 
try and his belief in what he stood for were 
unshakeable. 

I admire Chris, not just for being the war- 
rior he was, but for the man he was. The way 
he believed in his wife, Taya, when she did 
not yet believe in herself, and honor his 
greatest honor was being a father to his two 
children, is a tribute to the rare, beautiful 
gift that love is, and the joy it brings to our 
lives. I love the way he teased he family and 
friends. The way he reached out to others 
who were in pain. The way he not just 
shared, but lived, his faith. 

I believe Chris represents the best in all of 
us. He exuded the highest ideals. He believed 
in his country and in his fellow man. He 
showed us what we are capable of as, individ- 
uals, and more importantly, what we are ca- 
pable of as a nation. What overwhelmed me 
most yesterday is still what overwhelms me 
today, and that is how We Stood Together. 
We stood together for Chris, but more impor- 
tantly, we stood together for what he be- 
lieved in. We stood together for our country 
and for one another. I will carry that mo- 
ment with me all the days of my life. 
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May God bless Chris Kyle, his family, and 
the United States of America 

Thank you. 

—Anne M. Stratford, Michigan 


With the untimely and unfortunate death 
of Chris Kyle the world witnessed the coming 
together of a cross section our Country’s 
people that one never would have placed on 
the same stage. Military hero’s honoring one 
of their own; family mourning the loss of 
their rock; a beautiful, smart and strong 
wife holding it together and providing the 
stability and comfort for her adoring two 
young children. 

The world has just begun to hear from 
Chris Kyle. He has made a difference. 

God rest his soul and bless his wife Taya 
and the children. 

—Ron Lusk 

I want to note how profoundly sad and 
sorry I am at the passing of a great Amer- 
ican, Chris Kyle, just a few days ago. So 
many of you on my personal list knew him 
well. For those who didn’t, Chris Kyle was 
many things: America’s most accomplished 
military sniper, a Navy SEAL, and a selfless 
servant of our nation at war. You may have 
heard he was murdered in a terrible fashion 
in my own hometown of Glen Rose, Texas. It 
was a sad end for a good man, and it recalls 
to mind the epitaph given by Thucydides: 

“The whole earth is the tomb of heroic 
men: and their story is not graven on their 
clay, but abides everywhere without visible 
symbol—woven into the stuff of other men’s 
lives.” 

The work of Chris Kyle is indeed ‘‘woven 
into the stuff of [our] lives,” as we prosper, 
live, and love, in the liberty he defended. It 
is in his memory, and so many others who 
fought and died before him, that this work, 
the work of defending freedom, must con- 
tinue. 

Our prayers are with his family and 
friends. 

—Brooke L. Rollins, President and CEO, 
Texas Public Policy Foundation 

It is not often you see the very best of the 
United States on display: too often, a prob- 
lem postponed is considered a problem 
solved. Yet from time to time the citizens of 
that nation will do something to remind you 
of its greatness. 

This past Monday afternoon, in Dallas, I 
can confidently say I did indeed see the very 
best of the United States on display as I 
joined seven thousand others to pay tribute 
to an extraordinary person. As a friend who 
was also there observed: 

I don’t think an assemblage of so many 
bronze and silver stars has ever honoured 
one of their own and while we think of Chris 
as our friend and our hero, he was truly a 
hero’s hero. 

The thing that resonated most with us on 
Monday afternoon at Cowboys Stadium was 
not his heroism nor his decorations, it was 
his personality and his selflessness for his 
teammates and especially for his children. 
While I sent out several copies of Chris book, 
American Sniper, in my November 2012 book- 
list I did not realize that 100% of the pro- 
ceeds were going to the families of team 
members who did not make it back from 
Iraq. 

—James Aitken 


TRIBUTE TO CHRIS KYLE 
(By Kevin “Dauber” Lacz) 


Of what is a legend forged? 
Is a legend born of a practiced skill or a cold 
lethality? 
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Is it bred by tests of physical strength, over- 
come and surmounted? 

Does it exist because of records broken, dis- 
tances conquered, or kills accumu- 
lated? 

Is a legend made by numbers in a desert, a 
tally kept neatly on a papers in an of- 
fice? 

Can a legend be worn like a trident? 

No. This is not the stuff of legends. 

A legend is made by a man with immeas- 
urable courage and uncommon valor. 

It lives in the heart of the bravest of men— 
a heart the size of Texas. 

A legend is forged by a man who would lead 
when others would follow, would risk 
gladly his safety if only to serve God, 
country, and family. 

A legend becomes, through the blood of a 
man shed generously and willingly in 
defense of the greatest nation on 
Earth. 

A legend grows through a man’s 
unfathomable love for his wife, his son, 
and his daughter. 

A legend spreads as a man’s generosity, 
warmth, and infallible friendship reach 
out and engulf all those he touches. 

A legend endures. 

A legend is forever so long as a man’s mem- 
ory lives on in the hearts of his Broth- 
ers, his family, and all those who loved 
him. 

A legend lives on. 

Chris Kyle’s legend lives on in my own 
heart—the heart of his SEAL Brother, his 
pupil, and his friend. His legend survives in 
the memory I keep and pass to my son, as 
Chris joins the ranks of our nation’s finest 
heroes and warriors. So long as there are 
men willing to defend the helpless, to hunt 
down and destroy evil, and to love their God, 
families, neighbors, and country, Chris Kyle 
can never die. 

Chris, it was an honor to serve with you. It 
was a greater honor that you called me 
friend. Your legend lives on in me. 

—Kevin “Dauber” Lacz 

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, on February 2 
America lost Naval Chief Petty Officer Chris- 
topher Scott Kyle in a tragic shooting. 

Chief Kyle was a true Texan who grew up 
learning the cowboy ways in central Texas. 
After a riding injury to his arm, his future in the 
rodeo was lost. Kyle went on to pursue his 
other dream and joined the military. He served 
in the Navy for 10 years most notably as a 
Chief Petty Officer in the Navy SEAL’s. As- 
signed to SEAL team 3 as a sniper, he served 
4 tours in “Operation Iraqi Freedom.” At the 
time of his tragic death, he was helping two 
fellow veterans cope with post-military life as 
he did with many other veterans. 

During his 10 years of service to our coun- 
try, Chief Kyle earned many awards and deco- 
rations. He earned two Silver Stars, five 
Bronze Stars with Valor, two Navy and Marine 
Corps Achievement Medals, and one Navy 
and Marine Corps Commendation. Kyle’s 
achievements and ferocity earned not only the 
respect of his fellow service men and women, 
but the enemy as well. 

On February 12, Chief Petty Officer Chris 
Kyle was laid to rest at the Texas State Cem- 
etery in Austin, Texas. Thousands lined the 
streets and highways to pay their respects and 
honor the service and sacrifice of Chief Kyle 
as his funeral procession traveled 200 miles 
from Midlothian to Austin. 

On that day, we laid this American hero to 
rest. Our thoughts and prayers are with the 
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family and the many friends of Chief Kyle. He 
will forever be remembered as an outstanding 
sailor, husband, and father. We thank him and 
his family for their service and sacrifice for our 
country. 

His sacrifice reflects the words of Jesus in 
John 15:13, “Greater love hath no man that 
this, that a man lay down his life for his 
friends.” 

God bless our military men and women, and 
God bless America. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise to honor an American hero, Chief Petty 
Officer Chris Kyle. 

Eleven days ago, Chief Kyle was taken 
away from all of us while doing what he did 
best—helping others, especially fellow vet- 
erans. 

During his four tours in Iraq, Chief Kyle 
served in every major battle of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom. His skill as a sniper became leg- 
endary among Americans and insurgents 
alike. He was given the nickname “the devil of 
Ramadi” by the insurgents and a $20,000 
bounty was placed on his head. 

By the time Chief Kyle left the Navy in 2009, 
he had made 160 confirmed kills, more than 
any other U.S. military sniper in history. 

Chief Kyle returned home to Midlothian, 
Texas in 2009 to be with his wife, Taya Kyle, 
and their two young children. 

Chief Kyle continued protecting his fellow 
warriors through the creation of the Fitco 
Cares Foundation, which raised awareness 
and money to help veterans overcome post- 
traumatic stress disorder. 

In 2012, Chief Kyle’s book, American Snip- 
er, was published. Though his book became a 
best seller, he never received money from it. 
Instead, he used the proceeds for the families 
of two friends and fellow SEALs. 

Most notable of all, Chief Kyle was a man 
who loved his family deeply, watched over his 
friends, and did all he could to protect and 
help those close to him. 

| offer my condolences to the family and 
friends of Chris Kyle and offer the thanks of a 
grateful nation. 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
with a heavy heart after the loss of an Amer- 
ican hero. | was saddened last week to learn 
about the tragic death of Chris Kyle, a former 
Navy SEAL, decorated Iraq war veteran and 
valuable member of the North Texas commu- 
nity. Mr. Kyle was a native Texan and re- 
ceived numerous awards and decorations 
throughout his four tours of duty in Iraq, in- 
cluding two Silver Stars, five Bronze Stars with 
Valor, and two Navy and Marine Corps 
Achievement Medals. 

Upon his honorable discharge in 2009, Mr. 
Kyle returned home to North Texas and began 
focusing his attention on helping other vet- 
erans cope with the physical and emotional 
struggles of life after deployment. Whether he 
was in combat or in the community, Mr. Kyle 
was always dedicated to providing support for 
his fellow service members. His death is truly 
a significant loss, not only for North Texas, but 
for the country as a whole. | ask my col- 
leagues to join me in mourning the passing of 
this selfless American hero and to continue to 
send thoughts and prayers to his family and 
loved ones. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the life of native Texan, Chief 
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Petty Officer Christopher Scott Kyle, a Navy 
SEAL and a true American hero. 

Chris Kyle grew up in Odessa, Texas and 
as a young child, was taught to shoot by his 
father. He went on to use those skills in de- 
fense of our nation as a SEAL in the U.S. 
Navy. Chief Kyle served in every major battle 
of Operation Iraqi Freedom during his four 
tours in Iraq. During his time in Iraq, he was 
shot twice and involved in several IED explo- 
sions, and was awarded for his distinguished 
service both the Bronze and Silver Star med- 
als several times. 

After being honorably discharged from the 
Navy in 2009, this devoted family man to wife, 
Taya, and their two children, settled in 
Midlothian, Texas to run Craft International, a 
firm that provides law enforcement training 
and security protection. Determined to help his 
fellow soldiers, Chris helped create the Fitco 
Cares Foundation, which provides support and 
encouragement to veterans in need. 

The untimely death of this American patriot 
and military hero is a devastating loss—not 
just for his precious family, but for his fellow 
veterans, his community and the entire nation. 
We grieve for his wife, and children, who must 
go on without his presence. We lament that 
his good works are left unfinished. And we 
mourn for the lives who have been robbed of 
ever knowing him and benefitting from his 
faith, encouragement, and tenacity. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, my prayers 
today are with the family and loved ones of 
Chief Petty Officer Chris Kyle. | was deeply 
saddened to learn of the tragic shooting of two 
men, including Chief Petty Officer Kyle, that 
took place in Erath County, Texas on Feb- 
ruary 2nd. A Navy SEAL, Chief Petty Officer 
Kyle earned distinction for his actions in battle 
during several tours of duty in Iraq, and is re- 
nowned as the most lethal sniper in American 
military history. Chief Petty Officer Kyle—by all 
accounts, a devoted father and husband— 
committed his life after serving to assisting his 
fellow veterans. 

| join the citizens of a grateful nation in hon- 
oring Chief Petty Officer Kyle and all of our 
current and former military personnel for their 
valiant service. As the son, grandson, and 
brother of veterans, | deeply appreciate the 
brave men and women who have sacrificed to 
make our country and the world a better, safer 
place to live. President Calvin Coolidge once 
said, “The nation which forgets its defenders 
will itself be forgotten.” | agree, and will do my 
utmost to make sure that our defenders, such 
as Chief Petty Officer Kyle, are remembered. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, it is with a 
heavy heart that | rise today in honor and in 
memory of former U.S. Navy SEAL Chris Kyle. 
Chris was senselessly killed on Saturday, Feb- 
ruary 2, 2013, along with a fellow veteran at 
a gun range 50 miles southwest of Fort Worth, 
Texas. 

Chris was a true patriot who served our 
country with distinction and honor. Born in 
Odessa, Texas, Chris joined the United States 
Navy in 1999, after being initially rejected due 
to an arm injury sustained during his time as 
a professional bronco rodeo rider. Following 
his initial training, Kyle was assigned to the il- 
lustrious SEAL Team 3, where he participated 
in every major battle of Operation Iraqi Free- 
dom. For his bravery, he was awarded two Sil- 
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ver Stars, five Bronze Stars with Valor, two 
Navy and Marine Corps Achievement Medals, 
and one Navy and Marine Corps Commenda- 
tion. Additionally, Kyle is credited with sniping 
more than 160 insurgents throughout his four 
deployments, making him one of the most le- 
thal snipers in the history of the United States 
military. 

After completing his combat duty in 2009, 
Chris continued to serve not only his country 
but also the unit he loved so much—the Navy 
SEALs—as well as fellow veterans of all 
branches struggling to cope with the effects of 
serving their country in wartime. Chris au- 
thored the Naval Special Warfare Sniper Doc- 
trine—the first Navy SEAL sniper manual— 
and became chief instructor training Naval 
Special Warfare Sniper and Counter—Sniper 
teams. In 2011, Chris paired with FITCO Fit- 
ness to establish the FITCO Cares Foundation 
Heroes Project to help disabled or struggling 
veterans improve their lives. Chris knew that 
his experiences as a SEAL and the challenges 
he faced upon returning home could best be 
channeled into helping fellow veterans and 
their families who have given so much to en- 
sure our safety and our freedom. 

Sadly, Chris, along with his friend and fellow 
veteran, Chad Littlefield, died senselessly Sat- 
urday while trying to help another fellow vet- 
eran. While we may never be able to make 
sense of this terrible tragedy, today, we re- 
member the sacrifice of these two brave men, 
who were not only heroic in their defense of 
this nation, but were also heroic here at home 
as they attempted to better the lives of their 
returning comrades. 


Chris Kyle was deeply committed to serving 
both his country and his fellow veterans and 
will always be remembered as one who 
placed honor and duty above his own per- 
sonal interest and safety. | am humbled by his 
service and dedication to not just the SEALs, 
but to his country, his fellow veterans, his 
community, his friends and his family. His sac- 
rifice exemplifies that set forth in John 15:13, 
“Greater love has no one than this, than to lay 
down one’s life for his friends.” 

May the peace of God be with those they 
loved and those who loved them and sustain 
them through this time of sorrow. 


Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| solemnly stand today to honor and pay re- 
spect to a true American patriot, a devoted fa- 
ther, and a loving husband, Chief Petty Officer 
Chris Kyle. Sadly, on February 2, 2013, Chris 
and close friend Chad Littlefield were tragically 
killed on a remote ranch in Texas while at- 
tempting to help a troubled veteran who was 
suffering from post-traumatic stress disorder. 
Chris leaves behind his lovely wife Taya, and 
their two children. 


Born on April 8, 1974 in Odessa, Texas, 
Chris began shooting and hunting with his fa- 
ther when he was eight years old. After an ac- 
cident ended a short-lived career as a profes- 
sional bronco rider, Chris was moved from 
within to satisfy his life-long desire to serve his 
country and join the military. Chris enlisted in 
the United States Navy, and ultimately worked 
his way to becoming a member of the United 
States Navy's Sea, Air, Land Teams, also 
known as the U.S. Navy Seals, one of our na- 
tion’s most elite group of special forces units. 
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From 1999 to 2009, Chris served four tours 
in Iraq as a member of SEAL Team 3 where 
he was involved in every major battle of Oper- 
ation Iraqi Freedom. Throughout his time in 
Iraq, Chris’ courage and heroism in battle 
earned him the title and honor of the most 
elite sniper in U.S. history. 

Feared for his deadly accuracy, Chris was 
nicknamed The Devil of Ramadi by insurgents, 
and recorded a record 150 confirmed kills— 
one of which was a 2,100-yard strike, 1.2 
miles away. More importantly however, Chris 
is most remembered for his selfless and un- 
wavering ability to protect American troops 
while perched on rooftops. In fact, despite 
being shot twice and directly involved in mul- 
tiple IED explosions during his tours, Chris al- 
ways made doing his job and his fellow team- 
mates his top priority. For his bravery, Chris 
was awarded two Silver Stars, five Bronze 
Stars with Valor, two Navy and Marine Corp 
Achievement Medals, and one Navy and Ma- 
rine Corps Commendation. 

In 2009, Chris retired from his military ca- 
reer in order to dedicate more time to his wife 
and family. Shortly after, he released his New 
York Times bestselling autobiography, Amer- 
ican Sniper, which shares his battle experi- 
ences and sheds light on the true sacrifices 
that service members and their families en- 
dure. Unprepared for the books immediate 
success, Chris ultimately donated proceeds 
from the book to the families of fallen service 
members. For those that knew Chris person- 
ally, this was nothing out of the ordinary. 

Chris was not just an exemplary soldier; he 
was a successful businessman, a trusted 
friend and team member, and a devoted hus- 
band, father, and son. He lived by the profes- 
sional motto, “It is our duty to serve those who 
serve us.” This principle became the driving 
force behind his decision to found Craft Inter- 
national, a military and law enforcement train- 
ing and security company, as well as help cre- 
ate Fitco Cares Foundation, a nonprofit orga- 
nization that helps veterans overcome post- 
traumatic stress disorder and adjust to civilian. 


As a former veteran myself, | truly under- 
stand the sacrifices Chris and his family made 
for our great country. Chris’ devotion to a 
higher calling and his commitment to God, 
Country, and Family should serve as a con- 
stant reminder that freedom isn’t free. We all 
owe a debt to men and women like Chief 
Petty Officer Chris Kyle. 

Mr. Speaker, | would ask that my colleagues 
join me in honoring Officer Chris Kyle, a true 
American hero and a man of great principle. | 
extend my deepest condolences to Chris’ fam- 
ily, and my thoughts and prayers are with 
them as they move forward in Chris’ honor. 


EE 
1610 
APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
PERMANENT SELECT COM- 


MITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces, without objection, 
that the Speaker’s appointment of 
members of the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence on Feb- 
ruary 8, 2013, is made notwithstanding 
the requirement of clause 11(a)(4)(A) of 
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rule X; and the Speaker’s appointment, 
pursuant to clause 11 of rule X, clause 
11 of rule I, and the order of the House 
of January 3, 2013, and notwithstanding 
the requirement of clause 11(a)(1)(C) of 
rule X, of the following Members of the 
House to the Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence: 

Mr. THOMPSON, California 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Illinois 

Mr. LANGEVIN, Rhode Island 

Mr. SCHIFF, California 

Mr. GUTIERREZ, Illinois 

Mr. PASTOR, Arizona 

Mr. HIMES, Connecticut 


ee 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 13 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 


ee 
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AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. NUGENT) at 7 o’clock and 
19 minutes p.m. 


a 


REGARDING COMPOSITION OF PER- 
MANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE 


Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that, notwith- 
standing the requirement of clause 
11(a)(1) of rule X, the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence be com- 
posed of not more than 21 Members, 
Delegates, or the Resident Commis- 
sioner. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 


——— 
APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
PERMANENT SELECT COM- 
MITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 


Chair announces, without objection, 
the Speaker’s appointment, pursuant 
to clause 11 of rule X, clause 11 of rule 
I, and the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 3, 2013, and notwithstanding the re- 
quirement of clause 11(a)(1)(C) of rule 
X, of the following Member of the 
House to the Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence: 

Ms. SEWELL, Alabama 


a 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 278, ELIMINATION OF 2013 
PAY ADJUSTMENT, AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES 


Mr. WOODALL, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
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(Rept. No. 113-9) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 66) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 273) to eliminate the 2013 
statutory pay adjustment for Federal 
employees, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 


EEE 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 21 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, February 14, 2013, at 10 a.m. 
for morning-hour debate. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


267. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Alpha-Cypermethrin; Pesticide 
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2010-0234; FRL- 
9376-1A] received January 30, 2013, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

268. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Styrene-2-Ethylhexyl Acrylate 
Copolymer; Tolerance Exemption [EPA-HQ- 
OPP-2012-0456; FRL-9367-2] received January 
30, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

269. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Air Quality Implementation Plans; Min- 
nesota; Flint Hills Resources Pine Bend 
[EPA-R05-OAR-2011-0328; FRL-9774-4] re- 
ceived January 30, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

270. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; Texas; Beaumont/ 
Port Arthur Ozone Maintenance Plan Revi- 
sion to Approved Motor Vehicle Emissions 
Budgets [EPA-R06-OAR-2012-0435; FRL-9775-2] 
received January 30, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

271. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, San Joaquin 
Valley United Air Pollution Control District 
[EPA-R09-OAR-2012-0614; FRL-9771-3] re- 
ceived January 30, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

272. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — 2-Pyrrolidone, 1l-ethenyl-, poly- 
mer with ethenol; Tolerance Exemption 
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2012-0789; FRL-9376-1] received 
January 30, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 
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273. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting the 
Department’s report on Foreign Policy- 
Based Export Controls for 2013; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

274. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting a 
certification of export to China; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

275. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting a 
certification of export to China; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

276. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Treasury, transmitting as required 
by section 401(c) of the National Emergencies 
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and section 204(c) of 
the International Emergency Economic Pow- 
ers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), a six-month peri- 
odic report on the national emergency with 
respect to Libya that was declared in Execu- 
tive Order 13566 of February 25, 2011; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

277. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re- 
quired by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec- 
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), a 
six-month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to transnational 
criminal organizations that was declared in 
Executive Order 13581 of July 24, 2011; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

278. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re- 
quired by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec- 
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), a 
six-month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to the former Libe- 
rian regime of Charles Taylor that was de- 
clared in Executive Order 18348 of July 22, 
2004; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

279. A letter from the Honorary Secretary, 
Foundation of Japanese Honorary Debts, 
transmitting the 218th petition to the Prime 
Minister of Japan; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

280. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Deputy Chief Acquisition Officer, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting the Administration’s final rule — Fed- 
eral Acquisition Regulation; Free Trade 
Agreement-Columbia [FAC 2005-65; FAR Case 
2012-012; Item III; Docket 2012-0012, Sequence 
1] (RIN: 9000-AM24) received January 31, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

281. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Deputy Chief Acquisition Officer, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting the Administration’s final rule — Fed- 
eral Acquisition Regulation; Extension of 
Sunset Date For Protests of Task and Deliv- 
ery Orders [FAC 2005-65; FAR Case 2012-007; 
Item II; Docket 2012-0007, Sequence 1] (RIN: 
9000-AM26) received January 31, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

282. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Deputy Chief Acquisition Officer, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting the Administration’s final rule — Fed- 
eral Acquisition Regulation; Prohibition on 
Contracting with Inverted Domestic Cor- 
porations [FAC 2005-65; FAR Case 2012-013; 
Item I; Docket 2012-0013, Sequence 1] (RIN: 
9000-AM22) received January 31, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

283. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Deputy Chief Acquisition Officer, 


February 13, 2013 


General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting the Administration’s final rule — Fed- 
eral Acquisition Regulation; Federal Acqui- 
sition Circular 2005-65; Introduction [Docket: 
FAR 2013-0076, Sequence 1] received January 
31, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

284. A letter from the Principal Deputy As- 
sistant Attorney General, Department of 
Justice, transmitting the Department’s re- 
port on the Paul Coverdell National Forensic 
Science Improvement Grants Program, man- 
aged by the Office of Justice Programs’ Na- 
tional Institute of Justice, pursuant to Pub- 
lic Law 90-351, section 2806(b); to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

285. A letter from the Principal Deputy As- 
sistant Attorney General, Department of 
Justice, transmitting the annual report enti- 
tled, ‘‘Prioritizing Resources and Organiza- 
tion for Intellectual Property Act of 2012”; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. WOODALL: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 66. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 273) to 
eliminate the 2013 statutory pay adjustment 
for Federal employees, and for other pur- 
poses (Rept. 113-9). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 


——— 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. ROGERS of Michigan (for him- 
self and Mr. RUPPERSBERGER): 

H.R. 624. A bill to provide for the sharing of 
certain cyber threat intelligence and cyber 
threat information between the intelligence 
community and cybersecurity entities, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on In- 
telligence (Permanent Select). 

By Mr. LOBIONDO (for himself and Mr. 
PALLONE): 

H.R. 625. A bill to amend chapter 178 of 
title 28 of the United States Code to permit 
during a 4-year period States to enact stat- 
utes that exempt from the operation of such 
chapter, lotteries, sweepstakes, and other 
betting, gambling, or wagering schemes in- 
volving professional and amateur sports; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself and Mr. 
LOBIONDO): 

H.R. 626. A bill to amend title 28 of the 
United States Code to exclude the State of 
New Jersey from the prohibition on profes- 
sional and amateur sports gambling to the 
extent approved by the legislature of the 
State; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. PAULSEN (for himself, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. KIND, and Mr. 
REICHERT): 


H.R. 627. A bill to provide for the issuance 
of coins to commemorate the 100th anniver- 
sary of the establishment of the National 
Park Service, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO (for herself, Mr. 
BARBER, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. CASTOR of Flor- 
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ida, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. COURT- 
NEY, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. HINO- 
JOSA, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. LEE of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN of New Mexico, Mrs. McCar- 
THY of New York, Ms. MOORE, Mrs. 
NEGRETE MCLEOD, Mr. PASTOR of Ari- 
zona, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. PETERS 
of Michigan, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. Roy- 
BAL-ALLARD, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER, Mr. SIRES, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. TONKO, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 


Mr. VARGAS, Mr. VELA, Ms. 
VELAZQUEZ, Ms. WATERS, and Mr. 
WALZ): 


H.R. 628. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to revise and extend projects re- 
lating to children and violence to provide ac- 
cess to school-based comprehensive mental 
health programs; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Ms. 
CHU, Ms. CLARKE, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms. HAHN, 
Mr. HONDA, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Ms. MOORE, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, 
Mr. POLIS, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. VARGAS, 
and Ms. WATERS): 

H.R. 629. A bill to provide protections 
against violence against immigrant women, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on Financial Services, and Energy 
and Commerce, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. DEFAZIO: 

H.R. 630. A bill to recalculate and restore 
retirement annuity obligations of the United 
States Postal Service, eliminate the require- 
ment that the United States Postal Service 
pre-fund the Postal Service Retiree Health 
Benefits Fund, place restrictions on the clo- 
sure of postal facilities, create incentives for 
innovation for the United States Postal 
Service, to maintain levels of postal service, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, and in 
addition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. FLORES (for himself and Mr. 
TAKANO): 

H.R. 631. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to provide requirements for the 
contents of the Transition Assistance Pro- 
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PETRI (for himself, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. ROE of Ten- 
nessee, and Mr. AMODEI): 

H.R. 632. A bill to authorize the Depart- 
ment of Labor’s voluntary protection pro- 
gram and to expand the program to include 
more small businesses; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 
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By Mr. CHAFFETZ (for himself, Mr. 
LABRADOR, and Ms. LOFGREN): 

H.R. 633. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to eliminate the per- 
country numerical limitation for employ- 
ment-based immigrants, to increase the per- 
country numerical limitation for family- 
sponsored immigrants, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. GRIMM (for himself, Mr. 
PETERS of Michigan, Mr. AUSTIN 
Scott of Georgia, and Mr. MCcIN- 


TYRE): 

H.R. 634. A bill to provide end user exemp- 
tions from certain provisions of the Com- 
modity Exchange Act and the Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Financial Services, and in 
addition to the Committee on Agriculture, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PEARCE (for himself, Mr. TIP- 
TON, Mr. YouNG of Alaska, Mr. 
FORBES, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. HALL, Mr. 
MARCHANT, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. FLORES, Mr. GOHMERT, 
Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. CONAWAY, 
Mr. RAHALL, Mr. JONES, Mr. GOSAR, 
and Mr. POSEY): 

H.R. 635. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to require the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs to enter into contracts with 
community health care providers to improve 
access to health care for veterans in highly 
rural areas, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Ms. NoRTON, Mr. CONYERS, 
Ms. HAHN, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. PRICE of 
North Carolina, Mr. PERLMUTTER, 
Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
BERA of California, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. 
TSONGAS, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali- 
fornia, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. OWENS, Mr. BEN 
Ray LUJÁN of New Mexico, Mrs. 
KIRKPATRICK, Mr. MORAN, Mr. LYNCH, 
Ms. EDWARDS, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York, Mrs. CAPPS, 
Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. PIN- 
GREE of Maine, Mr. RAHALL, Mrs. 
Bustos, Ms. Esty, Ms. KUSTER, Mrs. 
McCARTHY of New York, Mr. RUP- 
PERSBERGER, and Mr. PETERS of Cali- 
fornia): 

H.R. 686. A bill to prohibit Members of 
Congress from receiving any automatic pay 
adjustments through the end of the One Hun- 
dred Thirteenth Congress; to the Committee 
on House Administration, and in addition to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself and 
Ms. LOFGREN): 

H.R. 687. A bill to provide for a legal frame- 
work for the operation of public unmanned 
aircraft systems, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLEMING (for himself, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
GOHMERT, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. 
PosEY, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. AMODEI, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
and Mr. SOUTHERLAND): 

H.R. 638. A bill to amend the National 
Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act 
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of 1966 to require that any new national wild- 
life refuge may not be established except as 
expressly authorized by statute; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD: 

H.R. 639. A bill to reform immigration de- 
tention procedures, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in 
addition to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 

H.R. 640. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to strengthen student 
visa background checks and improve the 
monitoring of foreign students in the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. BORDALLO (for herself and Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina): 

H.R. 641. A bill to amend title 32, United 
States Code, to codify the National Guard 
State Partnership Program regarding the 
funding sources for and purposes of the pro- 
gram and specifying certain limitations on 
the use of such funding; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 

H.R. 642. A bill to make clear that an agen- 
cy outside of the Department of Health and 
Human Services may not designate, appoint, 
or employ special consultants, fellows, or 
other employees under subsection (f) or (g) of 
section 207 of the Public Health Service Act; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 

H.R. 648. A bill to provide that no Federal 
or State requirement to increase energy effi- 
cient lighting in public buildings shall re- 
quire a hospital, school, day care center, 
mental health facility, or nursing home to 
install or utilize such energy efficient light- 
ing if the lighting contains mercury; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CARNEY (for himself, Mr. AN- 
DREWS, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. DENT, 
Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. 
Hott, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. MEEHAN, 
Mr. RUNYAN, and Ms. SCHWARTZ): 

H.R. 644. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to establish a program to build 
on and help coordinate funding for restora- 
tion and protection efforts of the 4-State 
Delaware River Basin region, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources, and in addition to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor- 
gia, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. EDWARDS, 
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
HOLT, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. SERRANO, 
Mr. RANGEL, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Ms. BASS, 
Mr. FARR, Mr. HONDA, Mr. TAKANO, 
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, and Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas): 

H.R. 645. A bill to amend the Fair Credit 
Reporting Act to prohibit the use of con- 
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sumer credit checks against prospective and 
current employees for the purposes of mak- 
ing adverse employment decisions; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. COHEN: 

H.R. 646. A bill to amend title 11 of the 
United States Code to provide additional 
protections for debtors from discrimination 
by private employers, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRENSHAW (for himself, Mr. 

VAN HOLLEN, Mrs. MCMORRIS ROD- 

GERS, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. 

Mica, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. COFFMAN, 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. COOPER, 

Mr. MORAN, Mr. HARPER, Mr. CoN- 

NOLLY, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. CLARKE, 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. GER- 

LACH, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. 

CARSON of Indiana, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 

CICILLINE, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. 

YOUNG of Florida, Mr. HOLT, Mrs. 

Capps, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. MCGOVERN, 

Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. 

MILLER of Florida, Mr. NUNNELEE, 

Mr. STIVERS, Mr. WoMACK, Ms. HER- 

RERA BEUTLER, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 

Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. COURT- 

NEY, Mr. KING of New York, Mrs. 

HARTZLER, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. SMITH 

of New Jersey, Mr. VELA, Mr. WOLF, 

Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. YARMUTH, Ms. 

BROWNLEY of California, Mr. YODER, 

Mr. ROONEY, Mr. MARCHANT, Mrs. 

BROOKS of Indiana, Ms. NORTON, Mrs. 

BACHMANN, Mr. HONDA, Mr. MEEHAN, 

Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. 

WELCH, Mr. WALBERG, and Mr. 
DEUTCH): 

H.R. 647. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for the tax 
treatment of ABLE accounts established 
under State programs for the care of family 
members with disabilities, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. DEUTCH: 

H.R. 648. A bill to amend the Federal Elec- 
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require the Fed- 
eral Election Commission to establish and 
operate a website through which members of 
the public may view the contents of certain 
political advertisements, to require the 
sponsors of such advertisements to furnish 
the contents of the advertisements to the 
Commission, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. DEUTCH (for himself, Ms. KAP- 
TUR, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine, Mr. CICILLINE, and Mr. LAN- 
GEVIN): 

H.R. 649. A bill to amend title II of the So- 
cial Security Act and the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to make improvements in the 
old-age, survivors, and disability insurance 
program, to provide for cash relief for years 
for which annual COLAs do not take effect 
under certain cash benefit programs, and to 
provide for Social Security benefit protec- 
tion; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. EDWARDS (for herself, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. HAs- 
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TINGS of Florida, Ms. LINDA T. 
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. JOHN- 
SON of Georgia, Ms. MCCoLLUM, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 
HONDA, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. ENYART, 
Mr. NADLER, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl- 
vania, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and 
Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD): 

H.R. 650. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to establish a base 
minimum wage for tipped employees; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. MORAN): 

H.R. 651. A bill to modify provisions of law 
relating to refugee resettlement, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and in addition to the Committees 
on Foreign Affairs, and Ways and Means, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GOWDY: 

H.R. 652. A bill to amend the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961 to limit assistance to 
countries that engage in certain discrimina- 
tory religious, educational, or freedom of 
movement practices; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (for him- 
self and Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 653. A bill to direct the Election As- 
sistance Commission to carry out a pilot 
program under which the Commission shall 
provide funds to local educational agencies 
for initiatives to provide voter registration 
information to secondary school students in 
the 12th grade; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. HARPER (for himself, Mr. 
MATHESON, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. WEST- 
MORELAND, Mr. JONES, Mr. NUNNELEE, 
Mr. FORTENBERRY, and Mr. THOMPSON 
of Mississippi): 

H.R. 654. A bill to amend the Safe Drinking 
Water Act to reauthorize technical assist- 
ance to small public water systems, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. JOYCE (for himself, Ms. FUDGE, 
and Ms. KAPTUR): 

H.R. 655. A bill to authorize States to use 
assistance provided under the Hardest Hit 
Fund program of the Department of the 
Treasury to demolish blighted structures, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Mr. JOYCE (for himself, Ms. FUDGE, 
and Ms. KAPTUR): 

H.R. 656. A bill to provide $4,000,000,000 in 
new funding through bonding to empower 
States to undertake significant residential 
and commercial structure demolition 
projects in urban and other targeted areas, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. LABRADOR (for himself, Mr. 
AMODEI, Mr. COSTA, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK, Mrs. NOEM, Mr. THOMP- 
SON of Pennsylvania, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. 
SIMPSON, and Mr. WALDEN): 

H.R. 657. A bill to amend the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976 to im- 
prove the management of grazing leases and 
permits, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources, and in addition 
to the Committee on Agriculture, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
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Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. LATTA (for himself, Mr. JOR- 
DAN, and Ms. KAPTUR): 

H.R. 658. A bill to authorize and request 
the President to award the Congressional 
Medal of Honor to Arthur Jibilian for ac- 
tions behind enemy lines during World War 
II while a member of the United States Navy 
and the Office of Strategic Services; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. LATTA (for himself and Mr. 
PASCRELL): 

H.R. 659. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to reform the provisions of law 
commonly referred to as the ‘‘Hatch Act’’; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 660. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to create a National 
Neuromyelitis Optica Consortium to provide 
grants and coordinate research with respect 
to the causes of, and risk factors associated 
with, neuromyelitis optica, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Mr. MORAN, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. FARR, 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Ms. McCoL- 
LUM, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, 
Mr. HONDA, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SERRANO, 
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, and Mr. 
FATTAH): 

H.R. 661. A bill to repeal certain impedi- 
ments to the administration of the firearms 
laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER (for himself, 
Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. LATTA, Mrs. 
BLACK, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. GRAVES 
of Missouri, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. DUN- 
CAN of South Carolina, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. WEST- 
MORELAND, Mr. LONG, Mr. POSEY, Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. KINGSTON, 
Mr. MCKINLEY, and Mr. STOCKMAN): 

H.R. 662. A bill to prohibit United States 
contributions to the Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change and the United Na- 
tions Framework Convention on Climate 
Change; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. s 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico: 

H.R. 663. A bill to adjust the boundary of 
the Carson National Forest, New Mexico; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MAFFEI (for himself, Mr. 
HANNA, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. 
EDWARDS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. SAR- 
BANES, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. HIGGINS, 
Mr. TONKO, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. CLARKE, 
Mr. MEEKS, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mrs. CARO- 
LYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. 
DELANEY, Ms. LEE of California, Ms. 
MOORE, and Mr. CLAY): 

H.R. 664. A bill to establish the Harriet 
Tubman National Historical Park in Auburn, 
New York, and the Harriet Tubman Under- 
ground Railroad National Historical Park in 
Caroline, Dorchester, and Talbot Counties, 
Maryland, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself, Mr. PALLONE, 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. 
HOLT): 

H.R. 665. A bill to allow certain Indonesian 
citizens to file a motion to reopen their asy- 
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lum claims; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms. 
HANABUSA, Mr. BEN Ray LUJAN of 
New Mexico, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. KIL- 
DEE, Mr. PALLONE, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
BECERRA, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, and Ms. McCOoLLuUM): 

H.R. 666. A bill to amend the Act of June 
18, 1934, to reaffirm the authority of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to take land into trust 
for Indian tribes; to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. MCCARTHY of California (for 
himself, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. SMITH of 
Texas, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Mr. HALL, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. 
JORDAN, and Mr. SCHIFF): 

H.R. 667. A bill to redesignate the Dryden 
Flight Research Center as the Neil A. Arm- 
strong Flight Research Center and the West- 
ern Aeronautical Test Range as the Hugh L. 
Dryden Aeronautical Test Range; to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology. 

By Mr. 
YOUNG of 
MULVANEY): 

H.R. 668. A bill to amend section 1105(a) of 
title 31, United States Code, to require that 
annual budget submissions of the President 
to Congress provide an estimate of the cost 
per taxpayer of the deficit, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Budget. 

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself and Mr. 
KING of New York): 

H.R. 669. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to improve the health of chil- 
dren and help better understand and enhance 
awareness about unexpected sudden death in 
early life; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PIERLUISI (for himself, Mr. 


MESSER (for himself, Mr. 
Indiana, and Mr. 


RANGEL, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
GRAYSON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. 


VELÁZQUEZ, and Ms. NORTON): 

H.R. 670. A bill to amend part B of the title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to apply 
deemed enrollment to residents of Puerto 
Rico and to provide a special enrollment pe- 
riod and a reduction in the late enrollment 
penalties for certain residents of Puerto 
Rico; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. PINGREE of Maine (for herself, 
Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. LAR- 
SEN of Washington, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. RUSH, 
Mr. HONDA, Mr. LEWIS, Ms. BROWNLEY 
of California, and Ms. SHEA-PORTER): 

H.R. 671. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the disability com- 
pensation evaluation procedure of the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs for veterans with 
mental health conditions related to military 
sexual trauma, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. RAHALL: 

H.R. 672. A bill to provide for increased 
Federal oversight of prescription opioid 
treatment and assistance to States in reduc- 
ing opioid abuse, diversion, and deaths; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
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in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 
By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself, 
Mr. CHABOT, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. 
LANCE, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. BILI- 
RAKIS, Mr. WEBER of Texas, and Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina): 

H.R. 673. A bill to continue restrictions 
against and prohibit diplomatic recognition 
of the Government of North Korea, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. SABLAN (for himself, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Ms. BORDALLO, Mrs. NAPOLI- 
TANO, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, and Mr. 
MARKEY): 

H.R. 674. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to study the suitability and 
feasibility of designating prehistoric, his- 
toric, and limestone forest sites on Rota, 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands, as a unit of the National Park Sys- 
tem; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 

H.R. 675. A bill to extend protections to 
part-time workers in the areas of employer- 
provided health insurance, family and med- 
ical leave, and pension plans; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce, and 
in addition to the Committees on Ways and 
Means, House Administration, and Oversight 
and Government Reform, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mr. 
NADLER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. PIN- 
GREE of Maine, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
TAKANO, Ms. NORTON, Ms. LOFGREN, 
Mr. RANGEL, Ms. MOORE, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. WELCH, Ms. 
CLARKE, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
NOLAN, Mr. Pocan, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Mr. COHEN, Ms. EDWARDS, 
Mr. McDERMOTT, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER of California, Mr. HONDA, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. RUSH): 

H.R. 676. A bill to provide for comprehen- 
sive health insurance coverage for all United 
States residents, improved health care deliv- 
ery, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad- 
dition to the Committees on Ways and 
Means, and Natural Resources, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. STIVERS (for himself, Ms. 
FUDGE, Ms. MOORE, Mr. GIBSON, and 
Mr. SCHWEIKERT): 

H.R. 677. A bill to exempt inter-affiliate 
swaps from certain regulatory requirements 
put in place by the Dodd-Frank Wall Street 
Reform and Consumer Protection Act; to the 
Committee on Financial Services, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on Agriculture, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 
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By Mr. TIPTON (for himself, Mr. 
GOSAR, Mr. COSTA, Mr. McCLINTOCK, 
Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. AMODEI, 
Mr. CRAMER, Mrs. LUMMIS, and Mr. 
COFFMAN): 

H.R. 678. A bill to authorize all Bureau of 
Reclamation conduit facilities for hydro- 
power development under Federal Reclama- 
tion law, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. WALZ (for himself, Mr. RUN- 
YAN, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. 
LATHAM, Mr. MATHESON, and Mr. 
RAHALL): 

H.R. 679. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to recognize the service in the 
reserve components of certain persons by 
honoring them with status as veterans under 
law; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. WILSON of Florida (for herself, 
Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. 
CHU, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. WATERS, Ms. 
BROWN of Florida, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
MEEKS, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. RUSH, Ms. LEE of California, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. PETERS of 
Michigan, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor- 
ida, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. CUM- 
MINGS, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas, Ms. BASS, Mr. CAR- 
SON of Indiana, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. 
HAHN, Mr. NADLER, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. HOLT, Mr. COOPER, 
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. 
DELAURO, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. 
CLAY, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York, Mr. ROONEY, Mrs. 
NEGRETE MCLEOD, Ms. MOORE, Ms. 
McCoLuLuM, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Il- 
linois, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. DEFA- 
ZIO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. FATTAH, and Ms. NORTON): 

H.R. 680. A bill to require State child wel- 
fare agencies to promptly report information 
on missing or abducted children to law en- 
forcement authorities, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. WOLF (for himself, Mr. HURT, 
and Mr. CONNOLLY): 

H.R. 681. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide that Washington’s 
Birthday be observed on February 22, rather 
than the third Monday in February, of each 
year; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. BENTIVOLIO: 

H.J. Res. 27. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the Federal Gov- 
ernment from using the power of taxation to 
compel someone to engage in commercial ac- 
tivity; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PALAZZO: 

H.J. Res. 28. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to limit the power of Congress 
to impose a tax on a failure to purchase 
goods or services; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H. Con. Res. 13. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of the Congress that the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
should incorporate consideration of global 
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warming and sea-level rise into the com- 
prehensive conservation plans for coastal na- 
tional wildlife refuges, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 
By Mr. GRIMM (for himself, Mr. MEE- 
HAN, Mr. WAXMAN, and Mr. ISRAEL): 

H. Con. Res. 14. Concurrent resolution per- 
mitting the use of the rotunda of the Capitol 
for a ceremony as part of the commemora- 
tion of the days of remembrance of victims 
of the Holocaust; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. BECERRA: 

H. Res. 64. A resolution electing Members 
to certain standing committees of the House 
of Representatives; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. ROYCE (for himself and Mr. 
ENGEL): 

H. Res. 65. A resolution condemning the 
Government of North Korea for its flagrant 
and repeated violations of multiple United 
Nations Security Council resolutions, for its 
repeated provocations that threaten inter- 
national peace and stability, and for its Feb- 
ruary 12, 2018, test of a nuclear device; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H. Res. 67. A resolution expressing the need 
to raise awareness and promote capacity 
building to strategically address the lionfish 
invasion in the Atlantic Ocean; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 

H. Res. 68. A resolution expressing support 
for the goals and ideals of National Marine 
Awareness Day; to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 


ES 


PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, 

Mr. UPTON introduced a bill (H.R. 682) for 
the relief of Ibrahim Parlak; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 


By Mr. ROGERS of Michigan: 

H.R. 624. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
all laws necessary and proper for executing 
powers vested by the Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, as enu- 
merated in Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of 
the United States Constitution 

By Mr. PALLONE: 

H.R. 626. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

section 8 of article I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. PAULSEN: 

H.R. 627. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8. ‘‘The Congress shall 
have Power... to coin Money, regulate the 
Value thereof, and of foreign Coin, and fix 
the Standard of Weights and Measures;’’ 
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By Mrs. NAPOLITANO: 

H.R. 628. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 

H.R. 629. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. DEFAZIO: 

H.R. 680. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 7 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. FLORES: 

H.R. 631. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

By Mr. PETRI: 

H.R. 632. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 633. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 4 and 18 to the 
U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 634. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. PEARCE: 

H.R. 635. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution of the United States grants Con- 
gress the power to enact this law. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 

H.R. 636. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8 of Article 1 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 637. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Fourth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. FLEMING: 

H.R. 638. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle 4, Section 8, Clause 2 of the U.S. Con- 
stitution, which states ‘‘The Congress shall 
have Power to dispose of and make all need- 
ful Rules and Regulations respecting the 
Territory or other Property belonging to the 
United States; and nothing in this Constitu- 
tion shall be so construed as to Prejudice 
any Claims of the United States, or of any 
particular State.” 

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD: 

H.R. 639. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 

H.R. 640. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 1 of the Constitution of the 
United States, which grants Congress the 
power to provide for the common Defense of 
the United States, and Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 of the Constitution of the United 
States, which provides Congress the power to 
make ‘‘all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper” for carrying out the constitutional 
powers vested in the Government of the 
United States. 

By Ms. BORDALLO: 

H.R. 641. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clause 16 

By Mr. BURGESS: 

H.R. 642. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The attached legislation falls within the 
authority of Congress to pass legislation re- 
lated to interstate commerce, an enumer- 
ated power given to the legislative branch 
pursuant to Article I, Section 8, clause 3, 
which states that Congress shall have the 
Power... “To regulate Commerce with for- 
eign Nations, and among the several States, 
and with the Indian Tribes.” Moreover, Con- 
gress’ authority to pass legislation related to 
the federal employees hired to carry out laws 
passed pursuant to an enumerated power is 
found in the Necessary and Proper Clause, 
Article I, Section 8, clause 18, which grants 
Congress the Power “To make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof.” 

By Mr. BURGESS: 

H.R. 643. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The attached legislation falls within the 
authority of Congress to pass legislation re- 
lated to interstate commerce, an enumer- 
ated power given to the legislative branch 
pursuant to Article I, Section 8, clause 3, 
which states that Congress shall have the 
Power... “To regulate Commerce with for- 
eign Nations, and among the several States, 
and with the Indian Tribes.” 

By Mr. CARNEY: 

H.R. 644. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 and Article IV, section 
3 of the Constitution of the United States. 

By Mr. COHEN: 

H.R. 645. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (relating to 
the power to regulate foreign and interstate 
commerce) of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. COHEN: 

H.R. 646. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clause 4 of the Con- 
stitution 

By Mr. CRENSHAW: 

H.R. 647. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the U.S. 
Constitution 
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By Mr. DEUTCH: 

H.R. 648. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 4, Clause 1 of the US 
Constitution 

The Times, Places and Manner of holding 
Elections for Senators and Representatives, 
shall be prescribed in each State by the Leg- 
islature thereof; but Congress may at any 
time make or alter such Regulations, except 
as to the Place of choosing Senators. 

By Mr. DEUTCH: 

H.R. 649. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 as interpreted 
by Steward Machine Company v. Davis and 
by Helvering v. Davis (‘‘general welfare” and 
general taxation). 

By Ms. EDWARDS: 

H.R. 650. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article. I. Section 1. 

All legislative Powers herein granted shall 
be vested in a Congress of the United States, 
which shall consist of a Senate and House of 
Representatives. 

By Mr. ELLISON: 

H.R. 651. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 4 of the United States Constitution 
and its subsequent amendments. 

By Mr. GOWDY: 

H.R. 652. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1: ‘‘Congress 
shall have power to. . . provide for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare of he United 
States...” 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas: 

H.R. 653. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority to enact this 
legislation can be found in: 

Commerce Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 cl. 3) 

Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 
cl. 18) 

By Mr. HARPER: 

H.R. 654. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. JOYCE: 

H.R. 655. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. JOYCE: 

H.R. 656. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. LABRADOR: 

H.R. 657. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2 

By Mr. LATTA: 

H.R. 658. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 13 and 14 

The Congress shall have the Power To pro- 
vide and maintain a Navy; and to make 
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Rules for the Government and Regulation of 
the land and naval Forces. 
By Mr. LATTA: 

H.R. 659. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Amendment I to the United States Con- 
stitution, which states ‘‘Congress shall make 
no law respecting an establishment of reli- 
gion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; 
or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the 
press; or the right of the people peaceably to 
assemble, and to petition the Government 
for a redress of grievances. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 660. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse- 
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 661. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse- 
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER: 

H.R. 662. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill is based is Congress’s power under the 
Spending Clause in Article I, Section 8 of the 
Constitution. x 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico: 

H.R. 663. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. MAFFEI: 

H.R. 664. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 1 and Clause 18 of Section 8 of Ar- 
ticle 1 of the United States Constitution. 


By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York: 
H.R. 665. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4, which reads: 
To establish a uniform rule of naturaliza- 
tion, and uniform laws on the subject of 
bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 

H.R. 666. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 and Article IV, section 
3 of the Constitution of the United States 
grant Congress the authority to enact this 
bill. 

By Mr. McCARTHY of California: 

H.R. 667. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 of the Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. MESSER: 

H.R. 668. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1, which pro- 
vides that, “The Congress shall have the 
Power to lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Im- 
posts and Excises, to pay the Debts and pro- 
vide for the common Defence and general 
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Welfare of the United States; but all Duties, 
Imposts and Excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States,” and Article 
1, Section 9, Clause 7, which provides that, 
“No money shall be drawn from the Treas- 
ury, but in Consequence of Appropriations 
made by Law; and a regular Statement and 
Account of the Receipts and Expenditures of 
all public Money shall be published from 
time to time.” 

Section 1105(a) of Title 31, United States 
Code, requires the President to submit to 
Congress the Administration’s annual budget 
request and stipulates the contents of that 
submission. It is within the Constitutional 
Authority of Congress to provide oversight 
and guidance on these requirements. 

By Mr. PALLONE: 

H.R. 669. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

The Congress shall have power to make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by the Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. PIERLUISI: 
H.R. 670. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to pro- 
vide for the general welfare of the United 
States, as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 1 of the United States Constitution; 
to make all laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into execution such 
power, as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 of the Constitution; and to make 
rules and regulations respecting the U.S. ter- 
ritories, as enumerated in Article IV, Sec- 
tion 3, Clause 2 of the Constitution. 

By Ms. PINGREE of Maine: 

H.R. 671. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution 

By Mr. RAHALL: 

H.R. 672. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of Con- 
stitution 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN: 

H.R. 673. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution 

By Mr. SABLAN: 

H.R. 674. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Under Article I, section 8, clause 3 and Ar- 
ticle IV, section 3, clause 2 of the Constitu- 
tion. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 

H.R. 675. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. CONYERS: 

H.R. 676. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. STIVERS: 

H.R. 677. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Clause 8 of Sec- 
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tion 8 of Article I of the United States Con- 
stitution. 
By Mr. TIPTON: 

H.R. 678. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2, U.S. Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. WALZ: 

H.R. 679. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 

To make Rules for the Government and 
Regulation of the land and naval Forces. 

By Ms. WILSON of Florida: 

H.R. 680. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 The Congress 
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defense 
and general Welfare of the United States; but 
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 

By Mr. WOLF: 

H.R. 681. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the foregoing pow- 
ers, and all other powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the government of the United 
States, or in any department or officer 
thereof. 

Mr. UPTON: 

H.R. 682. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 of the United 
States Constitution: The Congress shall have 
Power to establish an uniform Rule of Natu- 
ralization, and uniform Laws on the subject 


of Bankruptcies throughout the United 
States. 
By Mr. BENTIVOLIO: 
H.J. Res. 27. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article. V. 

The Congress, whenever two thirds of both 
Houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose 
Amendments to this Constitution, or, on the 
Application of the Legislatures of two thirds 
of the several States, shall call a Convention 
for proposing Amendments, which, in either 
Case, shall be valid to all Intents and Pur- 
poses, as Part of this Constitution, when 
ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths 
of the several States, or by Conventions in 
three fourths thereof, as the one or the other 
Mode of Ratification may be proposed by the 
Congress; Provided that no Amendment 
which may be made prior to the Year One 
thousand eight hundred and eight shall in 
any Manner affect the first and fourth 
Clauses in the Ninth Section of the first Ar- 
ticle; and that no State, without its Consent, 
shall be deprived of its equal Suffrage in the 
Senate. 

By Mr. PALAZZO: 

H.J. Res. 28. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The legislation would limit the power of 
Congress to tax as stated in Article 1 Section 
8: 

The Congress shall have the power to lay 
and collect taxes” 


ee 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 
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H.R. 11: Mr. Ruiz, Mr. VELA, Mr. DAVID 
Scott of Georgia, Mr. VISCLOSKy, Mr. Coo- 
PER, and Mr. CUELLAR. 

H.R. 35: Mr. BENISHEK and Mr. GOHMERT. 

H.R. 36: Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. LONG, Mr. 
WALDEN, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, and Mr. 
MARCHANT. 

H.R. 45: Mr. PoE of Texas, Mr. WENSTRUP, 
Mr. BARR, and Mr. BROUN of Georgia. 

H.R. 54: Mr. LOEBSACK. 

H.R. 89: Mr. SABLAN. 

H.R. 107: Mr. NUNNELEE. 

H.R. 129: Ms. SLAUGHTER and Mrs. DAVIS of 
California. 

H.R. 147: Mr. BARR. 

H.R. 149: Mr. GOODLATTE. 

H.R. 163: Mr. PETERS of Michigan. 

H.R. 164: Mr. AMODEI, Mr. BENTIVOLIO, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. WITTMAN, and Mr. POSEY. 

H.R. 176: Mrs. ROBY 

H.R. 180: Mr. LOBIONDO. 

H.R. 183: Mr. BUCSHON. 

H.R. 185: Mr. HINOJOSA and Mr. SAM JOHN- 
SON of Texas. 

H.R. 227: Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, and Mr. 
GUTIERREZ. 

H.R. 239: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. RIBBLE, 
and Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 258: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. 
BUCHANAN, and Mr. LIPINSKI. 

H.R. 261: Mr. CICILLINE. 

H.R. 262: Ms. HAHN. 

H.R. 273: Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 

H.R. 282: Mr. GARDNER, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. 
ROE of Tennessee, Mr. BENTIVOLIO, Mr. COLE, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. LAM- 
BORN, and Mr. LAMALFA. 

H.R. 301: Mr. BRIDENSTINE and Mr. POE of 
Texas. 

H.R. 320: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. WATERS, Ms. 
CLARKE, Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, and Mr. SIRES. 

H.R. 332: Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. COURTNEY, and 
Ms. BONAMICI. 

H.R. 333: Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. COHEN, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, 
Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mrs. BEATTY, 
Mr. NUGENT, Mr. BACHUS, and Mr. LOBIONDO. 

H.R. 334: Mr. LUCAS. 

H.R. 366: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. 
REICHERT, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. 
OWENS, Mr. TIPTON, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mr. Ross, Mr. KLINE, Ms. TITUS, 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. DEFA- 
ZIO, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, and 
Mr. BARLETTA. 

H.R. 370: Mr. NUNNELEE. 

H.R. 383: Mr. SCHRADER and Mr. YOHO. 

H.R. 404: Mr. VAN HOLLEN and Ms. BASS. 

H.R. 411: Ms. LEE of California, 
BROWNLEY of California, and Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 427: Mr. FARR, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. ELLI- 
SON, and Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 445: Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. GRAVES of 
Missouri, Mr. MCKINLEY, Ms. SCHWARTZ, and 
Mr. MARINO. 

H.R. 460: Mr. DEUTCH and Mr. HOLT. 

H.R. 488: Mr. BARR, Mr. CRAMER, Mrs. 
ELLMERS, Mr. PITTS, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Mr. YODER, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, and Mr. 
JOYCE. 

H.R. 492: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, 
GOSAR, and Mr. BUCSHON. 

H.R. 497: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 

H.R. 501: Mr. MORAN and Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida. 

H.R. 512: Ms. NORTON, Mr. GRIJALVA, and 
Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 518: Mr. POCAN, Ms. MCCOLLUM, and 
Ms. BROWNLEY of California. 

H.R. 519: Ms. DELAURO, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. 
TONKO, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 


Ms. 


Mr. 
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Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
FARR, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. HIG- 
GINS, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. HAs- 
TINGS of Florida, Mr. MICHAUD, and Ms. CHU. 

H.R. 523: Mr. AMODEI and Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 540: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio and Mr. RAN- 
GEL. 

H.R. 543: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. RIBBLE, and 
Mr. MAFFEI. 

H.R. 557: Mr. PoE of Texas, Mr. WALDEN, 
Mr. NUNNELEE, and Mr. GOSAR. 
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H.R. 569: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. HANNA, Mr. 
MICHAUD, and Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 570: Mr. LOBIONDO. 

H.R. 574: Mr. TONKO, Mr. ENYART, and Mr. 
DAVID Scott of Georgia. 

H.R. 578: Mr. LUCAS and Mr. PALAZZO. 

H.R. 580: Mr. COLE and Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina. 

H.R. 581: Mr. TIBERI. 

H.R. 582: Mr. JORDAN, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. 
GOSAR, and Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 

H.R. 607: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. MCKEON, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, 
and Mr. WITTMAN. 
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H.R. 609: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
and Mr. ELLISON. 

H.R. 612: Mr. WESTMORELAND. 

H.R. 621: Mr. OLSON. 

H.J. Res. 25: Mr. POCAN. 

H.J. Res. 26: Mr. MASSIE. 

H. Res. 19: Mrs. LOWEY and Ms. HAHN. 

H. Res. 30: Mr. NADLER, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
HIGGINS, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. CLAY, Mr. VELA, 
Mrs. BuSTOS, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. MURPHY of 
Florida, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Ms. DEGETTE, and Mr. WELCH. 

H. Res. 47: Mr. HONDA and Mr. HOLT. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF ANTONIO MANIBUSAN PALOMO 


HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 


OF GUAM 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize and memorialize the life and 
achievements of Antonio Manibusan Palomo, 
who passed away on February 3, 2013. Anto- 
nio, best known as Tony, was an accom- 
plished journalist and author, as well as a fer- 
vent public servant, and a dedicated commu- 
nity leader. 

Tony was born on June 13, 1931 to Vicente 
Gogo Palomo and Delores Mendiola 
Manibusan. As a boy, Tony attended the 
Padre Palomo and Agana Elementary 
Schools. At the young age of 10, Tony’s edu- 
cation was interrupted by the outbreak of 
World War Il. Surviving the invasion and occu- 
pation of Guam by the Japanese Imperial 
Army, Tony continued his schooling at George 
Washington High School, Belmont Abbey Pre- 
paratory School in Belmont, North Carolina, 
and Marquette University, Milwaukee Wis- 
consin, where he studied Journalism. While 
continuing his education at Marquette, Tony 
worked as an editorial aide for the Milwaukee 
Sentinel, sharpening his journalistic skills. 
Tony graduated from Marquette University in 
1954. 

After graduation, Tony returned to Guam to 
work for the Guam Daily News, then as pub- 
lisher/editor of the Pacific Profile, as editor of 
the Pacific Journal, and as editor/publisher of 
the The Pacifican. During this time, Tony gath- 
ered as much information as he could inter- 
viewing and speaking to survivors of the Sec- 
ond World War. In 1984, Tony’s book, An Is- 
land in Agony, was published. Tony never 
hesitated to share his vast knowledge and 
love of Guam history with many people, 
speaking on many occasions at different 
venues, and teaching at the University of 
Guam. 

Tony’s ever-expanding knowledge of Guam 
and its government and his public speaking 
skills led him into public service in the political 
arena. Recruited by the Republican Party of 
Guam, Tony was elected into the 12th, 14th, 
and 15th Guam Legislatures where he chaired 
the Committee on Rules. He chaired the 15th 
Guam Legislature’s Committee on Federal- 
Territorial Relations and was also a member 
of the Commission on Self—Determination. Al- 
ways interested in federal-territorial relations, 
Tony was elected as president of Guam’s First 
Constitutional Convention, tasked with the de- 
velopment of a constitution for Guam, which 
would also strengthen the island’s relations 
with the Federal government. With all of this 
experience, Tony was well qualified to serve 
as the U.S. Department of the Interior's Guam 
Field Representative until his retirement in 
1994. 


| am deeply saddened by Tony’s death and 
know that many people on Guam and through- 
out the Pacific are mourning the loss of this 
statesman, diplomat, and friend. My thoughts 
and prayers are with his wife Margarita 
Balajadia Palomo, their ten children, Antonio 
Rafael, Viviana Margarita (deceased), Victoria 
Maria, Roman Vicente, Juan Pedro, Simeon 
Francisco, Jose Geraldo, Verona Dolores, 
Eloy Benigno, and Nicholas Sylvestre; 16 
grandchildren; one great grandchild; and one 
great grandchild on the way, family, and 
friends. Tony will be missed by all who knew 
him and his legacy will live on through his 
family, his work, and his cultural contributions 
to our community. 


EEE 
CONGRATULATING AZERBAIJAN 
ON SUCCESSFUL SATELLITE 
LAUNCH 


HON. RODNEY ALEXANDER 


OF LOUISIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, as a mem- 
ber of the House Azerbaijan Caucus, | rise 
today to congratulate our close friend and ally, 
Azerbaijan, on the occasion of the successful 
launch of their first satellite (Azerspace—1). 
Built in the United States, by Orbital Sciences 
Corporation, this historic event is yet another 
testament to the expanding relationship be- 
tween our two countries and will provide im- 
portant communications services to Azer- 
baijan, Central Asia, the Middle East, Europe 
and Africa. The launch of Azerspace—1 is the 
culmination of hard work and cooperation be- 
tween the Government of Azerbaijan and the 
US private sector. Along with recent pur- 
chases of aircraft from Boeing, Azerbaijan has 
placed their confidence in the United States 
aeronautics and aerospace sectors to help 
foster greater economic development. | urge 
my fellow colleagues to join me in congratu- 
lating Azerbaijan on this historic event. 


EEE 
JOSHUA BEDELL TO COMPETE IN 
THE INTERNATIONAL 


WORLDSKILLS COMPETITION 
CNC MILLING 


HON. C. W. BILL YOUNG 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the outstanding achieve- 
ment of Mr. Joshua Bedell. Through persever- 
ance and commitment to his skill, Bedell will 
represent the United States at the Inter- 
national WorldSkills Competition in CNC Mill- 
ing in Leipzig, Germany. 


IN 


Bedell was recently awarded the silver 
medal in CNC Milling in November at the 
WorldSkills America’s competition in Brazil. At 
this event, The United States competed 
against 23 other countries in preparation for 
the WorldSkills Competition. 

In June of 2011, Bedell won the college/ 
postsecondary gold medal in CNC Milling at 
the SkillsUSA Championships. 

The program, SkillsUSA, strives to impose 
and teach leadership, citizenship and char- 
acter development during technical training. 
The organization highlights their respect for 
work, ethics, workmanship, scholarship, and 
safety. 

To compete at the international CNC Milling 
competition, every candidate must complete a 
project that contains a minimum of three mod- 
ules. Each module requires the competitor to 
develop a CNC program from a complex 
drawing using MasterCam, to set up a ma- 
chining center that will assemble the final part. 

During the WorldSkills CNC Milling contest, 
Bedell, along with other competitors, must cre- 
ate the CNC program based on drawings 
while utilizing a CAM system. Competitors, 
themselves, must select and mount tools for 
competition. 

Every two years, hundreds of young people 
from 53 member countries, or regions, com- 
pete in the prestigious WorldSkills Competi- 
tion. The contestants are then judged in front 
of the public in contests that are run and 
judged by industries that use international 
standards. Competing in the event truly sym- 
bolizes excellence in the craft. 

The WorldSkills International has come to 
symbolize pure expertise in vocational training. 

Joshua Bedell is one of only 20 members of 
the World team, all who must be under the 
age of 23, who will represent the United 
States of America at the World Skills competi- 
tion. 

As Bedell prepares to compete at the CNC 
Milling competition, | offer him my best wishes 
as he represents our proud nation and proves 
the dedication to his craft in Leipzig, Germany 
at the biennial WorldSkills Competition. 


EE 


ROTA CULTURAL AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES STUDY ACT 


HON. GREGORIO KILIL] CAMACHO 
SABLAN 


OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF THE NORTHERN 
MARIANA ISLANDS 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, today | am re-in- 
troducing the Rota Cultural and Natural Re- 
sources Study Act, which authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to report to Congress on 
the feasibility and suitability of designating cer- 
tain areas on the island of Rota as a unit of 
our magnificent national parks system. This 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 


February 13, 2013 


same measure passed the House in both the 
111th and the 112th Congresses. | hope that 
we can quickly bring the bill to the floor in the 
113th Congress for passage again and send 
the measure back to the other body for its 
agreement. 


The cultural and natural resources of Rota 
merit our persistence. In 2005 a National Park 
Service reconnaissance survey determined 
that these resources meet the standards of 
national significance and are not adequately 
represented anywhere else in our national 
parks. The next step in the very thorough and 
methodical process of choosing which areas 
of our Nation should become part of the sys- 
tem is the determination of feasibility and suit- 
ability, which my bill authorizes. 


Rota’s cultural resources are truly unique. 
People first arrived on the island some 3,500 
years ago. Remnants of their ancient settle- 
ments are found at several sites and include 
the iconic latte stone houses. These consist of 
two parallel rows of limestone columns with 
each column supporting a hemispherical cap- 
stone upon which a wooden framed house 
was placed. A quarry for these columns and 
capstones is also among the archaeologically 
important sites that could eventually be part of 
a Rota National Park. 


Also of national significance are Rota’s nat- 
ural resources, not least of which is the native 
limestone forest there that provides habitat to 
the endangered Mariana crow, the Aga. This 
rare species is protected under both local and 
federal laws; and its future could be further as- 
sured if areas of its already limited range were 
incorporated into a park. 


The Rota Cultural and Natural Resources 
Study Act was passed by the House in both 
the 111th and 112th Congress with broad bi- 
partisan support. One important reminder 
made then and worth repeating is that pas- 
sage of the Act gives the Rota study no spe- 
cial preference. There are other suitability and 
feasibility studies, which Congress has ap- 
proved and which are waiting in turn for the 
National Park Service to have the resources to 
conduct. The bill | am introducing simply en- 
sures that the island of Rota is in that queue. 


That is not to say there is no urgency to 
completing a study. Rota is very much at a 
crossroads. Land use changes are taking 
place that could affect eventual park bound- 
aries. Rare and endangered species, such as 
the Aga, would be safer with the permanent 
protection of a park. The economy of Rota, 
which could be developed around themes of 
eco-tourism, needs a high value destination 
that park designation would provide. These 
are some of the many reasons that the people 
of Rota support the park study and why | am 
introducing the bill today. 


| want to thank all those Members who are 
original cosponsors of the Rota Cultural and 
Natural Resources Study Act. And | want to 
thank the hundreds of House Members who 
voted in favor of this study in the 111th and 
112th Congresses. | ask that you do so again, 
when this bill returns to the floor in the 113th 
Congress. 
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ART ON THE BRIX 
HON. ED PERLMUTTER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and honor Alyssa Graves, 
owner of Art on the Brix for receiving the Busi- 
ness of the Year Award from the Greater 
Golden Chamber of Commerce. 

This award is given to an outstanding cham- 
ber member that has contributed substantially 
to the Chamber of Commerce community. 

Art on the Brix combines low stress art 
classes in a playful setting. With the attitude of 
“go outside the lines,” Art on the Brix inspires 
all types of people to relax and get creative. 
Alyssa Graves had a dream to bring an artistic 
experience to Golden and she has achieved 
just that. 

| extend my deepest congratulations and 
appreciation to Alyssa Graves and Art on the 
Brix for this well deserved recognition from the 
Greater Golden Chamber of Commerce. | 
have no doubt her commitment to the people 
of Golden has made our community a better 
place for all of us to live. 


EEE 


TRIBUTE TO THE JUNIOR LEAGUE 
OF DES MOINES 


HON. TOM LATHAM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize and congratulate the Junior League 
of Des Moines (JLDM) for being selected as 
the 2013 organizational inductee to the lowa 
Volunteer Hall of Fame by the lowa Commis- 
sion on Volunteer Service. The Junior League 
of Des Moines is being recognized for their ef- 
forts as outstanding lowans who have self- 
lessly given their time and talents to benefit 
their state. 

Obtaining a coveted induction to the lowa 
Volunteer Hall of Fame is the most prestigious 
statewide honor a volunteer can attain. Mem- 
bers of this exclusive club have changed their 
communities forever through their volunteer 
service and will be forever enshrined in the 
State Historical Museum. 

In 1926, Mrs. Ruth Wallace Wijkman found- 
ed the Junior Social Service League of Des 
Moines with a mere 10 members. In 1931, 
Wijkman’s organization of humble beginnings 
would formally affiliate with the Association of 
Junior Leagues to become the Junior League 
of Des Moines. Today, after more than 80 
years, the JLDM is stronger than ever with 
hundreds of members that remain committed 
to the mission of tirelessly building a better 
community. Whether the task at hand is edu- 
cation and caring for children, expanding op- 
portunities for young people in Des Moines, or 
building playgrounds with their bare hands, the 
JLDM is never shy when it comes to improv- 
ing the world around them. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by this ex- 
traordinary group of women demonstrates the 
rewards of hard work, dedication and service. 
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The Junior League of Des Moines’ efforts truly 
embody the lowa spirit, and | am honored to 
represent them in the United States Congress. 
| know that all of my colleagues in the House 
will join me in congratulating the JLDM on 
their award, thanking them for their service, 
and wishing them future success as they con- 
tinue to change lives. 


SE 


ARBOR DAY 2013—CITY OF 
HOUSTON 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | regret not 
being able to be here in Memorial Park with all 
of you this morning, but | am joining you in 
celebration today from Washington, DC. Me- 
morial Park is my favorite place to run. The 
three-mile, crushed granite trail was once 
shaded and surrounded by the most beautiful 
trees. As you all know, the 2011 Texas 
drought took its toll and because of it, there’s 
one thing that is becoming more and more no- 
ticeably absent: our Texas trees. 


In 2006, | obtained $28.5 million in funding 
for beautification, erosion prevention and 
flood-control programs in the Houston area. 
One year later, over 20,000 trees were plant- 
ed along Will Clayton and Highway 59. Thou- 
sands more trees have been planted along 
Houston Freeway, which | call Treeways. 
Many of the trees were planted by civic 
groups and non-profits. Apache Corporation 
was one of the groups that donated thousands 
of trees. | want to thank the thousands of vol- 
unteers who showed up that rainy, muddy 
morning during a Texas Gully Washer to help 
plant trees. Today, the trees are maturing and 
thriving—I smile every time | see them. | now 
refer to our highways as treeways. 


| support the goals and ideals of National 
Arbor Day, and | wholeheartedly support the 
planting as well as the management of healthy 
trees in our community. | would like to recog- 
nize the City of Houston, the Houston Parks 
and Recreation Department, Memorial Park 
Conservancy, Apache Corporation and the citi- 
zens of Houston as they celebrate the value 
and beauty of trees in our community. By 
planting trees today, we are taking the nec- 
essary steps to ensure the quality of life for 
those who come after us. 


In 2009, Mayor Bill White started the Million 
Trees + Houston program. The goal was to 
plant more than a million new trees in the City 
of Houston, and today, Houston Parks and 
Recreation along with Apache Corporation will 
plant its 3 millionth tree. 


And that’s just the way it is. 
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HONORING THE ACHIEVEMENTS OF 
ANNA MURPHY, OF STAFFORD 
SPRINGS AND HANNA DE BRUYN, 
OF OLD LYME 


HON. JOE COURTNEY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the achievements of two Connecticut 
students being recognized for their contribu- 
tions to their communities. Anna Murphy, 11, 
and Hanna De Bruyn, 16, have been selected 
by the Prudential Spirit of Service awards for 
their commitment to community service and 
the impact of their efforts. 

First, | recognize state honoree and top-two 
finalist from the State of Connecticut, Anna 
Murphy of Stafford Springs. Anna led a fund- 
raising effort through a penny drive to help 
local families heat their homes during harsh 
New England winters. So far, Anna has raised 
more than $1,400. It is a yearly tradition in 
Anna’s family to collect pennies to donate to 
families to pay for heating oil. Inspired by that 
example, Anna organized her classmates and 
local business to contribute to the fund, so far 
filling the gas tanks in two homes. For her 
contributions, Anna will receive $1,000, a trip 
to Washington, DC in May and an engraved 
silver medallion. 

Next, | recognize distinguished finalist 
Hanna De Bruyn of Old Lyme, Connecticut. A 
student at Lyme-Old Lyme High School, 
Hanna raised more than $25,000 for children 
with rare brain cancers by hosting yearly races 
beginning in 2010. The funds have been do- 
nated through Caroline’s Miracle Foundation, 
a local organization started by the family of a 
young child suffering from one of these afflic- 
tions. For her efforts, Hanna will be awarded 
with an engraved bronze medallion. 

The Prudential Spirit of Service awards 
have promoted youth volunteer work and rec- 
ognized students whose efforts have helped 
families and causes in their communities. The 
organization reviews a pool of nearly 5,000 
candidates from across the nation nominated 
by elementary, middle, and high schools, as 
well as other civic organizations. Created in 
1995 by Prudential Financial in partnership 
with the National Association of Secondary 
School Principals (NASSP), the awards em- 
phasize the importance our Nation places on 
service to others and encourage all young 
Americans to contribute to their communities. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask all my colleagues to join 
me in honoring Hanna De Bruyn, Anna Mur- 
phy, and the rest of these distinguished hon- 
orees from Connecticut and across the Nation, 
for their contributions to their communities and 
for embodying the core value of service that 
we all share. 


a 


HONORING ED MOODY, “MR. 
FRANKLIN” 


HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to pay tribute to a great leader, a great 
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citizen, and a great man. Ed Moody, “Mr. 
Franklin,’ was a dear friend to many and a 
guiding force to a wonderful community. All 
those who knew him will miss him. 

World War II veteran, owner of Moody Tires, 
and Elder Emeritus of The People’s Church, 
Ed Moody dedicated his life to the service of 
others. He was a member of the Franklin 
Noon Rotary Club, trustee for the Williamson 
County Hospital, and served on the 
Williamson County Chamber of Commerce. 
From the YMCA to the Franklin Rodeo, there 
are not many areas of life in Williamson Coun- 
ty that have not been touched by Ed Moody’s 
admirable dedication. 

There are those souls, Mr. Speaker, whose 
lights guide the way even after they are 
dimmed. Ed Moody’s legacy will be one of 
great influence and will shape the future of 
Williamson County for generations to come. | 
ask my colleagues to join with me in cele- 
brating the life and service of “Mr. Franklin” as 
we offer our sympathies to Eileen and their 
family. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO EAGLE SCOUT 
CONNOR MULLEN 


HON. TOM LATHAM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize and congratulate Connor Mullen of 
Boy Scout Troop 152 in Adel, lowa for achiev- 
ing the rank of Eagle Scout. 

The Eagle Scout rank is the highest ad- 
vancement rank in scouting. Only about five 
percent of Boy Scouts earn the Eagle Scout 
Award. The award is a performance-based 
achievement with high standards that have 
been well-maintained for more than a century. 

To earn the Eagle Scout rank, a Boy Scout 
is obligated to pass specific tests that are or- 
ganized by requirements and merit badges, as 
well as completing an Eagle Project to benefit 
the community. For his project, Connor coordi- 
nated the construction of a permanent struc- 
ture for his high school’s band director to use 
for rehearsals during the marching band sea- 
son. This structure will ensure the director's 
safety as it facilitates greater instruction 
through a “bird’s eye view.” The work ethic 
Connor has shown in his Eagle Project and 
every other project leading up to his Eagle 
Scout rank speaks volumes of his commitment 
to serving a cause greater than himself and 
assisting his community. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by this young 
man and his supportive family demonstrates 
the rewards of hard work, dedication and per- 
severance. Connor’s remarkable accomplish- 
ment represents more than a decade of com- 
mitment to the Boy Scouts—and his achieve- 
ment is made all the more incredible by his tri- 
umph over leukemia. | am honored to rep- 
resent Connor and his family in the United 
States Congress. | know that all of my col- 
leagues in the House will join me in congratu- 
lating him on obtaining the Eagle Scout rank- 
ing, and | wish him continued success in his 
future education and career. 


February 13, 2013 
HONORING COLT A. NUTTER 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Colt A. Nutter. Colt 
is a very special young man who has exempli- 
fied the finest qualities of citizenship and lead- 
ership by taking an active part in the Boy 
Scouts of America, Troop 1171, and earning 
the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Colt has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Colt has been involved with scout- 
ing, he has not only earned 65 merit badges, 
but also the respect of his family, peers, and 
community. Most notably, Colt has contributed 
to his community through his Eagle Scout 
project. Colt led a crew of 16 scouts and 
adults in cleaning brush and trees from Keller 
Cemetery in Clay County, Missouri. Addition- 
ally, the team fenced and gated the cemetery 
and recovered burial stones lost in the over- 
growth. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Colt A. Nutter for his accomplish- 
ments with the Boy Scouts of America and for 
his efforts put forth in achieving the highest 
distinction of Eagle Scout. 


HONORING F. JOSEPH LOUGHREY 
HON. LUKE MESSER 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the accomplishments of one of my con- 
stituents, F. Joseph Loughrey, the incoming 
chairman of the board of Hillenbrand, Inc. 
headquartered in Batesville, Indiana. 

This month, Mr. Loughrey will assume the 
chairmanship of the board of directors of 
Hillenbrand, Inc. He has served as a director 
of the company since early 2009. That same 
year, he retired from Cummins Inc., 
headquartered in Columbus, Indiana, after 
serving 35 years in a variety of roles, most re- 
cently as vice chairman of the board of direc- 
tors and as the company’s president and chief 
operating officer. Mr. Loughrey served on the 
Cummins board from 2005 until 2009 and pre- 
viously served as a director of Tower Auto- 
motive, Inc. and Sauer-Danfoss, Inc. 

Mr. Loughrey currently serves on a number 
of boards, including as chairman for Conexus 
Indiana and as a member of the boards of AB 
SKF, Vanguard Group, Lumina Foundation for 
Education, the V Foundation for Cancer Re- 
search, and Oxfam America. He is also chair- 
man of the advisory council to the College of 
Arts & Letters at the University of Notre Dame, 
where he additionally serves on the advisory 
board to the Kellogg Institute for International 
Studies. 

| ask the entire 6th Congressional District to 
join me in congratulating Mr. Loughrey for his 
upcoming tenure as chairman of the board of 
Hillenbrand, Inc. For more than a century, the 
Hillenbrand companies have served as a sta- 
ple in the Indiana and American corporate 
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landscape, premiering innovative products in 
the funeral services, medical, and engineering 
industries. Joseph’s leadership will continue to 
be a vital part of that success. 


EES 


IN RECOGNITION OF DEPTFORD 
TOWNSHIP MLK CONTEST WIN- 
NERS 


HON. ROBERT E. ANDREWS 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of the Deptford Township Martin 
Luther King Jr. contest winners. These stu- 
dents, as well as all who participated in the 
contest, celebrated the life and achievement of 
one of our nation’s most influential leaders. As 
we advance as a nation, it is of the utmost im- 
portance to always take the time to appreciate 
and reflect upon the figures who sacrificed for 
the betterment of our country. This annual 
contest serves as a great reminder of the 
progress we have made, as well as the strug- 
gle that made that progress possible. The fol- 
lowing are the winners of this year’s Martin 
Luther King Jr. Celebration contest: 

Marcus Henriquez, Charlotte Lawrence, 
Sabrina Mannino, Cara Murphy, Jazmine 
Tucker, Julianna Wintersteen, Mackenzie 
Wurst, Ava Yelverton, Ashley Currie, Ingenue 
McBeth, Faith McCoy, Landon Sentak, Ken- 
nedy Davis, Aidan Doerr, Hanna Shein, Darrin 
Bryant, Carl Carter, Isabella Connearney, 
Chelsea Moore, Julia Rafferty, Victoria 
Delgado, Alaina Foy, Emma Fisher, Danica 
Godshall, Ethan Kindt, Mya Christian, Michael 
Faulls, Julia Guevara, Yukta Narayan, Simran 
Kaur, Olivia Voit, Xavier Woods, Briana 
Culbert, David Maturo, Bellarose Bostwick, 
Ashlee Jarmen, Malcolm Miller, Zachary Mor- 
gan, Morgan Warren, Amaris Bussie, Olivia 
Jaci, lleanna Jones, Daisy Schreiner, Jade Ri- 
vera, Farrah Sacharok, Ciara Blas, Joshua 
DeGuzman, Alina Hoover, Jania Long, Juliana 
Pit, Hailey Fair, Alexandra Lowry, Santos 
Diaz, Tehya Dickinson, Anaya Jones, Jac- 
queline Reagan, Emily Reed, Chloe Reyes, 
Donovan Clement, Brendan Connor, Gianna 
McIntyre, Tianna Smith, Rocco Laltrella Bruce, 
Asiya Robinson, Kimberly Sorbello, Marco 
Viloria, Gianna Wolfe, Olivia Devine, Camryn 
Ransom, Hunter Young, Colin Schumacher, 
Angel Mangini, Nicholas Marengo, Hailey 
Parker, Sydney Shute, Ashley Baresich, Chris- 
topher Deeley, Jaiana Ray, Ashley Scheld, 
John Cooper, Megan Grace, Nathan Jackson, 


Mariela Dimalaluan, Deziree Faith 
Johannesen, Devon Moss, Millicent Sannoh. 

Í 
CONGRATULATING SHRI 


NARENDRA MODI ON HIS RE- 
ELECTION AS CHIEF MINISTER 
OF GUJARAT 


HON. ENI F. H. FALEOMAVAEGA 


OF AMERICAN SAMOA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, in one 
of my first acts of the 113th Congress as the 
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Ranking Member of the Foreign Affairs Sub- 
committee on Asia and the Pacific which has 
broad jurisdiction for U.S. policy affecting the 
region, including India, | rise today to con- 
gratulate Shri Narendra Modi on his reelection 
as Chief Minister of India’s Gujarat state. 

Shri Modis new term as Chief Minister will 
be his fourth—an historic achievement for the 
Honorable Narendra Modi and his some 60 
million constituents, as no other CM has 
served Gujarat for as many terms. Shri Modi 
became the longest-serving CM of Gujarat in 
2007. 

Since 2001, CM Modi has led a decade of 
unprecedented growth and development in 
Gujarat. Because of his extraordinary leader- 
ship, Gujarat is now an economic powerhouse 
with companies like Ford and General Motors 
also setting up factories in a move that prom- 
ises to strengthen U.S.-India trade and invest- 
ment. 

| thank Mr. Sanjay Puri, founder and Presi- 
dent of the Alliance for U.S.-India Business 
(AUSIB), for the outstanding work he has 
done and continues to do in the U.S. Con- 
gress to promote U.S.-Gujarat trade and the 
Vibrant Gujarat initiative which has become an 
example of CM Modi’s visionary approach for 
inclusive development. 

CM Modi’s philosophy of bringing develop- 
ment to “the doorstep of every poor person, 
every farmer, every worker’ is a philosophy 
that resonates beyond the boundaries of Guja- 
rat because it is a philosophy that transcends 
caste, culture, regional and religious dif- 
ferences. 

| believe CM Modi’s approach to empower- 
ment is why Gujarat is now the global gateway 
to India. His philosophy of inclusiveness is the 
reason why delegates from more than 121 
countries attended the Vibrant Gujarat 2013 
Summit to explore business opportunities and 
forge strategic partnerships. It is the reason 
why voters support Shri Modi time and again. 

Shri Modi’s vision is rare. His leadership is 
remarkable. But his connection to Mahatma 
Gandhi is what strikes me most. Gujarat is 
Gandhi’s land. By providence or otherwise, it 
is also the land where Shri Modi serves. As 
such, it is little wonder that Gujarat State, hav- 
ing historically given leadership to the entire 
Nation and now ranked first in economic free- 
dom in India, continues to brighten the hopes 
and dreams of so many. 

With such accomplishment, it is my sincere 
hope that the United States will take a new 
look at Gujarat and support more openly and 
fully the ideas of CM Modi as he works for the 
betterment of the world’s economy by creating 
jobs at home and abroad for purposes of im- 
proving the lives of people across the globe. 


HONORING JORDAN K. DONNER 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, February 13, 2013 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Jordan K. Donner. 
Jordan is a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
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Boy Scouts of America, Troop 1376, and earn- 
ing the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Jordan has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Jordan has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam- 
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, Jor- 
dan has contributed to his community through 
his Eagle Scout project. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Jordan K. Donner for his accom- 
plishments with the Boy Scouts of America 
and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


——— 


INTRODUCTION OF THE BIPAR- 
TISAN VOLUNTARY PROTECTION 
PROGRAM ACT 


HON. THOMAS E. PETRI 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, today, Rep. GENE 
GREEN and | are introducing the bipartisan 
Voluntary Protection Program (VPP) Act to 
make permanent one of the federal govern- 
ment’s most successful workplace health and 
safety programs. 

This legislation would codify a successful 
program, the Voluntary Protection Program, 
operated by the Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration (OSHA) that recognizes 
and rewards employers who voluntarily work 
to improve the health and safety of their work- 
sites. The program is currently operating but 
has never been authorized in law and was 
proposed to be cut by the Obama administra- 
tion’s fiscal year 2011 budget. While the ad- 
ministration backed away from those cuts in 
its more recent budget proposals, this legisla- 
tion would put the program on a more solid 
foundation by specifically authorizing it in law. 

Since the VPP was created in 1982, it has 
grown to include more than 2,200 worksites 
and more than 921,000 employees. A 2007 
report noted that Federal VPP worksites saved 
the government more than $59 million by 
avoiding injuries and that private sector VPP 
participants saved more than $300 million. 
Participating workplaces have an illness and 
injury rate that, on average, is 50 percent 
below that of their industry. 

Business owners in my district have re- 
ported to me that the relationship between 
OSHA and businesses has become more ad- 
versarial over the past couple years. While 
OSHA does have a responsibility to enforce 
workplace safety laws, it has been my experi- 
ence that most employers want to run safe 
workplaces. The VPP program provides a 
mechanism for OSHA to build a more con- 
structive relationship with employers who have 
demonstrated a willingness to invest in work- 
place safety. This creates an incentive for 
other employers to follow suit, improving safe- 
ty and saving money on enforcement costs at 
the same time. 

| hope that our colleagues will join us in au- 
thorizing this bipartisan and successful work- 
place safety program. 
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THE INTRODUCTION OF THE INDO- 
NESIAN FAMILY REFUGEE PRO- 
TECTION ACT OF 2013 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, today | am introducing legislation 
with my colleagues, Rep. FRANK PALLONE JR., 
Rep. CHRIS SMITH, Rep. LUIS GUTIERREZ, Rep. 
MADELEINE BORDALLO, Rep. RUSH HOLT, which 
would simply allow Christian Indonesian citi- 
zens fleeing persecution, many of whom ar- 
rived during a five-year timeframe (January 1, 
1997-November 30, 2002) and were denied 
asylum solely for missing the one-year filing 
deadline, the opportunity to reopen their 
claims during the two-year period following en- 
actment. 

Beginning in 1997, many Indonesian Chris- 
tians fled religious persecution in Indonesia, 
where extreme violence and destruction of 
churches drove them from their homes. These 
individuals came to this country, seeking relief 
from extreme violence and persecution for 
their religious beliefs, but were unable to make 
the one-year filing deadline. They deserve the 
opportunity to have their claims heard. 

The United States has long sought to pro- 
tect refugees fleeing persecution and provide 
a process to fairly consider their claims. This 
bill does not, in itself, grant asylum, but merely 
removes a procedural barrier to their claims 
being considered. These individuals seeking 
asylum deserve a second chance to avoid the 
persecution they have fled and remain united 
with their families. 


ee 


50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE CITY 
OF PORTAGE, MICHIGAN 


HON. FRED UPTON 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the 50th anniversary of the City of 
Portage, Michigan—A Natural Place to Move. 

On February 18, 1963, residents of Portage 
Township voted 3,762 to 2,315 in favor of be- 
coming a city. On December 31, 1963, the 
City of Portage was formally incorporated. 
From just over 20,000 residents in 1963, Por- 
tage is now home to over 46,000. Historically, 
Portage grew as a crossroads for traders in 
the 19th century and benefitted from fertile 
farmland and abundant natural resources. 

Today, Portage is a vibrant community with 
affordable, safe housing in well-maintained 
neighborhoods; hundreds of successful com- 
mercial and industrial businesses; and is the 
retail crossroads of southwest Michigan. This 
strong, diverse community is family-focused 
and proudly boasts over 2,000 acres of park 
and recreational space, 56 miles of bikeways, 
three nature preserves and seven lakes that 
connect its citizens and visitors to each other 
and the natural world. 

The City of Portage is a robust community 
that excels with an accredited public safety 
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department, low tax rate, accredited senior cit- 
izen center, comprehensive and efficient city 
services, diverse employment opportunities, 
an excellent public school system, award-win- 
ning district library and world-class healthcare 
that together facilitate an economic climate 
that allows Portage residents to thrive. Quite 
simply, it is a great place to live, work, and 
play. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to recognize the 
City of Portage and applaud the city on its 
50th anniversary. A momentous milestone for 
a remarkable community. 


HONORING ADAM E. COCKRIEL 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Adam E. Cockriel. 
Adam is a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 351, and earn- 
ing the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Adam has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Adam has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam- 
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, 
Adam has contributed to his community 
through his Eagle Scout project. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Adam E. Cockriel for his accom- 
plishments with the Boy Scouts of America 
and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


EE 


BELLAIRE HIGH SCHOOL YOUNG 
REPUBLICANS 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, last No- 
vember, we once again witnessed a remark- 
ably low turn-out among this nation’s youth. 
Sadly, the majority of the youngest demo- 
graphic group, our nation’s future, Republican 
and Democrat alike, failed to take part in the 
democratic process. | met a group of young 
high school students trying to buck that trend. 

The Bellaire High School Young Repub- 
licans, led by Michelle Knesbach, Jennifer 
Knesbach, and Michael Scheinthal, push to 
create a spirit of activism at their high school, 
in the city of Houston, and around the state of 
Texas. At the age of fourteen, these three stu- 
dents began working on local campaigns, 
block walking on weekends and helping 
fundraise on school nights. Soon after, the 
three started the High School Republicans of 
Texas, an official auxiliary of the state party 
which focuses on giving a voice to those too 
young to vote, and encourages activism 
among their schoolmates. Through voter reg- 
istration drives and get out the vote cam- 
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paigns in their community, the Bellaire High 
School Republicans engage young people in 
the political process, making a difference on 
Election Day. 

| met this group at a dinner | spoke at and 
was impressed by their initiative. | was invited 
to speak at their school, and when | walked 
into the building, taking me back to the days 
of too much homework and pop quizzes, | was 
surprised that around 300 students came to 
the event during their lunch break. We had a 
discussion, about Hamas, about drug cartels, 
about policy and bipartisanship, topics that | 
often find bore people twice their age; yet they 
were intrigued. An age group, often over- 
looked, often deemed to not care, was just as 
fascinated, cared just as much, about these 
vital topics as anyone. The Bellaire Young Re- 
publicans and the High School Republicans of 
Texas are changing the status quo by inspir- 
ing their classmates to avoid being a part of 
another disappointing statistic. 

Campaign events of the future will be full of 
young faces. Students too young to vote learn 
that they can make a difference, impact their 
state, and impact their country. Further merit 
should be credited to the Bellaire Young Re- 
publicans as they fight for ideas that are wide- 
ly rejected by their peers as they work to end 
the “youth involvement drought” slowly erod- 
ing the Republican Party and the Conservative 
Movement. Looking into the young crowd, | 
knew there was hope for my party and for my 
county. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


EE 


HONORING THE LEGACY OF 
GEORGE WASHINGTON 


HON. FRANK R. WOLF 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to re- 
introduce legislation that would reestablish the 
legal public holiday for Washington’s Birthday 
from the third Monday of February to the ac- 
tual date of George Washington’s birth on 
February 22. 

| have long admired President Washington 
and have found inspiration in public service 
from studying his life. Unfortunately, | have 
found that students today have a dearth of 
knowledge about our nation’s beginnings and 
the man from Virginia who led the colonies to 
form the union known as the United States of 
America. 

In 2011, two-time Pulitzer Prize winning his- 
tory author David McCullough observed, 
“We're raising young people who are, by and 
large, historically illiterate.” How can we ade- 
quately explain the importance of George 
Washington to our children when we do not 
even take time to recognize his actual birth- 
day? We must reestablish Washington’s Birth- 
day on the 22nd to honor his legacy and in 
doing so call upon schools across the nation 
to focus on Washington as the soldier, legis- 
lator and president who shepherded our young 
nation through war, political turmoil, rebellion 
and expansion as no other single individual 
was capable of doing. 

| believe Congress has unwittingly contrib- 
uted to this lack of historical understanding by 
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relegating Washington’s Birthday to the third 
Monday of February to take advantage of a 
three-day weekend. We need to change the 
focus from celebrating sales at the mall to 
celebrating the significance of President 
Washington’s birth to the birth of our nation. 

There is a reason the birthday of President 
George Washington is the only legal federal 
holiday observed for a president of the United 
States. He is called the “father of our country” 
because he is without compare in our nation’s 
history. 

Washington’s Birthday has been celebrated 
since the final days of the Revolutionary War. 
French and American troops paraded through 
Newport, Rhode Island, in 1781 and celebra- 
tions were held in Richmond, Virginia, in 1782. 
Organized by French General Rochambeau 
and others who knew him personally, these 
celebrations drew special attention to the brav- 
ery, courage, leadership and perseverance of 
the Revolutionary War hero. 

From the beginning of our country, the im- 
portance of this day has been recognized. As 
President James Buchanan said in 1860, 
“. . . when the birthday of Washington shall 
be forgotten, liberty will have perished from 
the earth.” In response, President Rutherford 
B. Hayes signed legislation in 1879 that made 
Washington’s Birthday a holiday for District 
federal workers. The holiday was extended to 
all federal workers in 1885. 

This legislation | reintroduce today is not 
without precedent. In 1975, Congress amend- 
ed the Uniform Monday Holiday Act and Presi- 
dent Gerald R. Ford signed legislation into law 
returning the annual observance of Veterans 
Day from the fourth Monday in November to 
its original date of November 11, beginning in 
1978. 

The Uniform Holiday Bill signed in 1968 and 
effective in 1971 was intended to ensure 
three-day weekends for federal employees by 
celebrating four national holidays on Mondays: 
Washington’s Birthday, Memorial Day, Vet- 
erans Day and Columbus Day. Originally 
called Armistice Day to mark the signing of an 
Armistice on the 11th hour, of the 11th day, of 
the 11th month in 1918 that ended World War 
I, the date of November 11 holds historic and 
patriotic significance as a day of thanks and 
remembrance for all veterans. The law change 
brought widespread public protest and 46 
states refused to recognize any day other than 
November 11 to honor the sacrifice made first 
by World War | veterans and subsequently by 
all veterans. 

The restoration of the observance of Vet- 
erans Day to November 11 not only preserves 
the historical significance of the date, but 
helps focus attention on the important purpose 
of Veterans Day as a celebration to honor 
America’s veterans for their patriotism, love of 
country, and willingness to serve and sacrifice 
for the common good. 

Likewise, we need to restore the observ- 
ance of Washington’s Birthday to February 22 
to preserve the date of his birth for history and 
to focus attention on his life of service and 
duty to his country. Even George Washing- 
ton’s home state of Virginia, where he was 
born and raised, which he served in elected 
office, where he accepted General Cornwallis’ 
surrender, and where he is buried, celebrates 
Washington’s Birthday in accordance with the 
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Uniform Monday Holiday Act. | believe all 
school children in every state should dedicate 
February 22 each year to learning about our 
greatest leader, foremost patriot, first president 
and the only six-star general in the nation’s 
history. 

Posterity has shown that the traditions he 
started, including civilian control of the military 
and presidential term limits, have distinguished 
our government from so many failed countries 
born in revolution from the colonial powers of 
the 18th century. President Washington exem- 
plifies the best that America and Americans 
have to offer the world; principled leadership, 
personal bravery, a sense of duty and public 
service, patriotism, recognition of our unique 
role in world history, and a reverence for his 
Creator. His enduring service deserves to be 
remembered on his actual birthday. 

My legislation is supported by George 
Washington’s Mount Vernon Estate. Executive 
Director Jim Rees said, “The holiday was far 
more meaningful when it revolved around 
George Washington, and schools were able to 
focus on his sterling example of character and 
leadership.” 

| am extremely pleased that David 
McCullough supports my legislation as well. 
His letter, copied below, says “Celebrating 
George Washington’s Birthday on February 22 
is a simple, solid, self-evident statement of re- 
spect for one of the greatest of all Americans, 
for his whole founding generation, and for so 
much that we owe them.” 

The legislation is also supported by other 
prominent authors and scholars that have pub- 
lished extensive works on Washington’s life. 
Scholar and history professor Gordon Wood 
stated “I agree wholeheartedly that Washing- 
ton’s Birthday ought to be separated from the 
Uniform Monday Holiday Act. He is unique as 
a president and founder.” In addition, my leg- 
islation is supported by noted Washington his- 
torian Ron  Chernow, historians Peter 
Henriques and Richard Brookhiser and history 
professors from the University of Georgia, La- 
Salle University, James Madison University 
and Brandeis University. 

Mr. Speaker, it is only right that we hold 
February 22 as a date of reverence to com- 
memorate the unique person without whom 
the tide of American history may well have 
taken a different turn. | urge my colleagues to 
join in cosponsoring this legislation to forever 
honor President George Washington’s Birth- 
day. 

JANUARY 19, 2012. 

DEAR MR. WOLF: The place of George Wash- 
ington in the American story, his all-impor- 
tant example of courage and integrity in 
leadership, can hardly be overstated and 
must never be taken lightly. 

Nor should we celebrate his birthday on 
any day but February 22, any more than we 
would wish to move July 4 about to suit 
some convenience of the moment. 

How can it reasonably be argued other- 
wise? 

Celebrating George Washington’s birthday 
on February 22 is a simple, solid, self-evident 
statement of respect for one of the greatest 
of all Americans, for his whole founding gen- 
eration, and for so much that we owe them. 

Sincerely, 

DAVID MCCULLOUGH. 
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WE MUST TAKE STRONG ACTION 
ON CLIMATE CHANGE 


HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, John F. 
Kennedy said, “When written in Chinese, the 
word ‘crisis’ is comprised of two characters. 
One represents danger and the other rep- 
resents opportunity.” Those words ring true 
with regard to perhaps the greatest crisis fac- 
ing our world: climate change. We face immi- 
nent and continuing danger, but we also have 
an opportunity to change course and leave be- 
hind a better planet for future generations. 

Global warming is happening. The ten hot- 
test years on earth since 1880 have all oc- 
curred since 1997. According to the New York 
Times, 2012 was the hottest year ever in the 
continental United States, a full degree hotter 
(in terms of average temperature) than the 
previous record. More than 60 percent of the 
country, including much of the Midwest, expe- 
rienced severe drought. Wildfires spread 
throughout areas of the western United States, 
and severe storms ravaged the east coast. 

We face serious danger. Over the next few 
centuries, sea levels could rise an average of 
12 feet, swallowing coastal areas in the U.S. 
and around the world. According to the Inter- 
governmental Panel on Climate Change, 
drought and famine could lead to decreased 
water availability, increased starvation, and 
new instability in many regions of the world— 
particularly Africa, Southeast Asia, and Latin 
America. 

This crisis presents an opportunity. This 
Congress has a unique ability to take leader- 
ship in addressing what is a planetary problem 
for us right now. We can act now, or we can 
let our opportunity pass by. The choice should 
be clear. 

| support a comprehensive approach to cli- 
mate change. | was a strong proponent for the 
American Clean Energy and Security Act, 
which passed the House in 2009. That legisla- 
tion would have introduced a renewable en- 
ergy standard, subsidized important research 
and development of clean technologies and 
energy efficiency, and created a cap and trade 
system to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 
It would have had a significant impact in curb- 
ing the warming of our planet, and | believe it 
should be the model for action taken in the 
current congress. 

As a member of the Environment and the 
Economy subcommittee and of the Waxman- 
Whitehouse climate change task force, | will 
continue to push for comprehensive and im- 
mediate action. | promise to collaborate with 
anyone from either side of the aisle to work to- 
ward constructive and meaningful solutions. 
We must act together to forge a legislative so- 
lution to this crisis while we can still do some- 
thing about it. 

The time is now. This is our moment—all of 
us—Republicans and Democrats. We must act 
to preserve and protect the planet for our chil- 
dren and grandchildren, and for their children 
and grandchildren. We cannot afford to be on 
the wrong side of history. 
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HONORING CHASE LEE BEELER 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Chase Lee Beeler. 
Chase is a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 314, and earn- 
ing the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Chase has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Chase has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam- 
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, 
Chase has led his troop in various positions 
including Assistant Senior Patrol Leader, has 
earned the rank of Foxman in the Tribe of 
Mic-O-Say and is a Brotherhood Member in 
the Order of the Arrow. Chase has also con- 
tributed to his community through his Eagle 
Scout project. Chase designed and con- 
structed six benches out of recycled telephone 
poles and installed a flag pole for Hillcrest 
Transitional Housing in Kansas City, Missouri. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Chase Lee Beeler for his accom- 
plishments with the Boy Scouts of America 
and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


HONORING LTC WILLIAM ANTON 
HON. JOSEPH J. HECK 


OF NEVADA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. HECK of Nevada. Mr. Speaker, | come 
to the floor today to recognize the exemplary 
service and outstanding achievements of LTC 
William Anton, a member of the Army Ranger 
Hall of Fame and a resident of southern Ne- 
vada. 

LTC Anton was recently awarded the pres- 
tigious Knowlton Award—an honor recognizing 
significant contributions in the field of Army in- 
telligence—by our nation’s Military Intelligence 
Corps. 

After serving with distinction in Vietnam, 
service which earned him a 2009 induction 
into the Army Ranger Hall of Fame, Bill began 
a career in Army intelligence. 

In 1979, while in command of an electronic 
warfare company, Bill developed a key intel- 
ligence-gathering tool that was still being used 
a decade later during Operation Desert Storm. 

The details of the intelligence system Bill 
developed are still considered classified but 
rest assured it was an asset to our troops in 
battle and may have saved American lives as 
it gathered intelligence on our enemies. 

The Knowlton Award was named after Rev- 
olutionary War hero LTC Thomas Knowlton of 
Connecticut who was commissioned by 
George Washington to raise a regiment to per- 
form desperate and delicate intelligence serv- 
ices and LTC Bill Anton has exemplified this 
tradition with his service to our country. 
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| congratulate LTC Bill Anton on this well- 
deserved honor. 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF RICHARD SCHNELLER 


HON. JOE COURTNEY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
with great solemnity to share with you the re- 
cent death of Richard Schneller. 

Richard “Dick” Schneller, a tireless Con- 
necticut resident who celebrated his 90th birth- 
day just last March, leaves behind a storied 
life of service to his family, his state, and his 
country. A native of Essex, Dick attended 
Mount Hermon School and went on to receive 
a Bachelor of Science degree from Yale Uni- 
versity in 1943. Following graduation, Dick 
served his country with the United States 
Navy as a Lieutenant and participated in sev- 
eral South Pacific D-Day island invasions. 
After his military discharge, Dick applied his 
skills to his family’s business, becoming Presi- 
dent of The Verplex Company in 1952 and 
serving until 1972. 

Dick proudly served his community and his 
government as a five-term State Senator rep- 
resenting Connecticuts 20th Senatorial dis- 
trict. From the time he entered the State Sen- 
ate in 1975 until his departure in 1984, Dick 
maintained a fierce dedication to service of his 
state and his community. As a State Senator, 
Dick served successively on a number of com- 
mittees, including the Education Committee 
and the Appropriations Committee. He served 
as chairman of the State Urban and Develop- 
ment Committee. Dick also held the title of 
Senate Majority Leader for the final three 
years of his tenure in the State Senate. 

In addition to his commitment to the better- 
ment of Connecticut government, Dick also 
played significant administrative roles in a 
broad range of local institutions. In his home 
town of Essex, Dick served for seven years as 
Chairman of the Essex Democratic Town 
Committee, was a member of the Essex 
Board of Finance, and was a member and 
chairman of the Regional District #4 Board of 
Education. He was also Charter President of 
the Essex Rotary Club and Founding Treas- 
urer of the Essex Community Fund. Some of 
his other involvements in local organizations 
include his work as Trustee of the University 
of Connecticut, the Connecticut Conservation 
Association, Middlesex Hospital, Connecticut 
College, Yale-New Haven Hospital, Mount St. 
John’s School and the Middlesex County 
Y.M.C.A.. Dick proudly served as the Presi- 
dent and Chairman on the Board of the 
Goodspeed Opera House. 

Dick recognized the importance and inher- 
ent value in serving in a community, through 
his commitment to service in government, and 
also through his devotion to his local con- 
gregation, the Congregation Beth Shalom, of 
which he was a lifelong member. 

On a personal note, Dick was a generous 
mentor for me and many others of a younger 
generation, serving in the Connecticut General 
Assembly. He imparted experience and good 
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judgment to us all and was a great inspiration 
for those of us thinking about entering public 
service. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask all my colleagues to join 
me in honoring the life and service of Dick 
Schneller, and sharing our condolences with 
the family he leaves behind. 


HONORING JIM SWEENEY 
HON. DEVIN NUNES 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. NUNES. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
alongside my colleagues, Representative 
COSTA and Representative VALADAO, to honor 
the life and career of Jim Sweeney, who 
passed away on February 8, 2013. Mr. 
Sweeney was the legendary coach of the 
Fresno State football team, leading the Bull- 
dogs for nearly two decades and leaving an 
indelible imprint on his team, his school, and 
his community. 

The son of a hardscrabble miner, Mr. 
Sweeney worked in the mines during his col- 
lege summers. Afterward, he coached high 
school football for several years in his native 
Montana and then became an assistant coach 
of the Montana State Bobcats in 1960. Ap- 
pointed head coach in 1963, he served five 
years in that position and eight years as head 
coach of the Washington State Cougars be- 
fore becoming head coach at Fresno State, 
the position that would define his career. 

During his nineteen years at Fresno State, 
interrupted by a two-year stint on the coaching 
staffs of the Oakland Raiders and St. Louis 
Cardinals, Mr. Sweeney elevated the Bulldogs 
to national prominence. A charismatic, no-non- 
sense leader, he brought an infectious enthu- 
siasm to the entire community and inspired 
fierce loyalty in his players. He implanted an 
enduring team spirit with his resounding ren- 
ditions of team fight songs and his inception of 
the “Bulldog born, Bulldog bred” chant that 
players still invoke today. In Fresno, Mr. 
Sweeney won eight conference titles and five 
bowl games on his way to amassing 144 vic- 
tories, the most of any head coach in Bulldog 
history. Among his many well-deserved acco- 
lades, the team’s football field was renamed in 
his honor. 

Personifying excellence, hard-work, and in- 
tegrity, Mr. Sweeney was well-loved in his 
community and is a true California icon. His 
trademark wit and unceasing passion will be 
missed by the legions of fans and admirers he 
has left behind. 


EE 


HONORING CRAIG SCOTT 
GRISWOLD 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, February 13, 2013 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Craig Scott Gris- 
wold. Craig is a very special young man who 
has exemplified the finest qualities of citizen- 
ship and leadership by taking an active part in 
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the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 345, and 
earning the most prestigious award of Eagle 
Scout. 

Craig has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Craig has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam- 
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, Craig 
has contributed to his community through his 
Eagle Scout project. Craig designed and con- 
structed new stairs and landings for the One- 
Room Schoolhouse operated by the Putnam 
County Historical Society at the City Park in 
Unionville, Missouri. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Craig Scott Griswold for his ac- 
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer- 
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


HONORING MIKE WALKER 


HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, the mark 
of a great community is found in its leader- 
ship. Hard working, always professional, and 
dedicated to long-term vision are the key 
qualities of a strong local leader. For the past 
23 years, Brentwood, Tennessee has had the 
great honor of Mike Walkers leadership as 
City Manager. 

Mike Walker has a strong history in leading 
and leading well. Serving as the administrative 
head of Brentwood’s municipal government, 
Mike has been responsible for full service gov- 
ernment including a $60 million annual budget 
and 250 employees. In addition to his out- 
standing service to the City of Brentwood, 
Mike’s legacy of excellence reaches to Oak 
Ridge, Knoxville, and the International City/ 
County Management Association. 

It takes a great number of talented people 
to keep a city running. Keeping such an excel- 
lent city like Brentwood on the right track re- 
quires more than talent; it requires excellence, 
dedication, and leadership. The City of Brent- 
wood has been lucky to have Mike Walker 
leading the way. | ask my colleagues to join 
with me, Linda, Lauren, Evan, and Travis, in 
celebrating Mike’s outstanding legacy of serv- 
ice and commitment. 


EE 


NATIONAL GUARD STATE PART- 
NERSHIP PROGRAM ENHANCE- 
MENT ACT 


HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 


OF GUAM 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, today | have 
introduced the National Guard State Partner- 
ship Program, SPP, Enhancement Act which 
strengthens and expands this critical capacity 
building program. The National Guard pro- 
vides unique capacity building capabilities to 
Combatant Commanders and U.S. Ambas- 
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sadors via 65 comprehensive partnerships be- 
tween National Guard units across the United 
States and partner nations. The SPP directly 
supports the broad national interests and se- 
curity cooperation goals of the United States 
by engaging partner nations via military, socio- 
political, and economic conduits at the local, 
state, and national levels. The program’s pub- 
lic diplomacy effectiveness lies in its ability to 
leverage the full breadth and depth of U.S. de- 
fense and interagency capabilities from within 
the state-country relationship. 

The goals of the program reflect an evolving 
international affairs mission for the National 
Guard emphasizing its unique state-federal 
and civil-military characteristics to interact with 
both the active and reserve forces of foreign 
nations, interagency partners, and inter- 
national nongovernmental organizations. The 
value of the SPP lies in its ability to con- 
centrate a small component of the U.S. de- 
fense structure—a state’s National Guard—on 
a single country or region in support of U.S. 
Government policies and objectives. This con- 
centrated focus supports the development of 
long term personal relationships and inter- 
agency coordination mechanisms that would 
not otherwise exist. 

The SPP has the potential of being an in- 
creasingly more important tool for Combatant 
Commanders and U.S. Ambassadors in 
achieving long-term U.S. objectives. The pro- 
gram has developed from assistance and part- 
nership with primarily Eastern European na- 
tions to a program that supports all the non- 
CONUS combatant commanders. Of particular 
interest to me are the opportunities that SPP 
poses for our rebalance to the Asia-Pacific re- 
gion. | believe the SPP brings unique capabili- 
ties to U.S. Pacific Command in expanding 
and strengthening bilateral relations with many 
Asian and Pacific nations. The program can 
help to demonstrate the U.S. commitment to 
the region and our allies. 

The bill | introduce today helps the SPP by 
codifying the program’s use of funding and 
spells out the roles that National Guard units 
can play in their capacity building. The legisla- 
tion is needed to ensure the program meets 
its intended goals. The legislation first estab- 
lishes the process through which funds appro- 
priated to the National Guard may be used to 
support the program’s goals. This is merely a 
codification of Department of Defense guid- 
ance and National Guard Bureau process. Ad- 
ditionally, the legislation outlines the mecha- 
nism through which partnerships may be re- 
quested and approved. The bill ensures that 
Department of Defense, a state National 
Guard and Department of State’s equities are 
considered in the context of broader program 
goals. Finally, the legislation expands the roles 
that a National Guard may perform when in 
support of the State Partnership Program. The 
capabilities and missions outlined in this legis- 
lation leverage the very unique capabilities in- 
herit in the National Guard which would 
strengthen our relations with allies and nations 
across the globe. The dual role of the National 
Guard provides them a unique opportunity to 
support Combatant Commander as well as an 
Ambassadors needs in a given country. | be- 
lieve this legislation is necessary to codify cur- 
rent practices and enhance the program’s 
positive impact. 
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Finally, | would note that a version of this 
legislation passed by voice vote, last year, 
during consideration of amendments to the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2013. The program has broad support in 
Congress and | urge my colleagues to support 
this measure. 


EE 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 3, 
2009, the day | took office, the national debt 
was $10,627,961 ,295,930.67. 

Today, it is $16,498,229,961,731.67. We’ve 
added $5,970,268,665,801 to our debt in 4 
years. This is a $5.9 trillion in debt our nation, 
our economy, and our children could have 
avoided with a Balanced Budget Amendment. 
We must stop this unconscionable accumula- 
tion of debt. 


HONORING NATHAN T. ITAO 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Nathan T. Itao. 
Nathan is a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 351, and earn- 
ing the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Nathan has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Nathan has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam- 
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, Na- 
than has contributed to his community through 
his Eagle Scout project. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Nathan T. Itao for his accom- 
plishments with the Boy Scouts of America 
and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


SES 


LESSONS FROM THE ROMAN 
EMPIRE 


HON. TREY GOWDY 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. GOWDY. Mr. Speaker | submit the fol- 
lowing paper on lessons learned from the 
Roman Empire from Rachel Castellani, a 6th 
grade student from Southside Christian School 
in Simpsonville, SC. Rachel wrote, 

I believe that what I have learned can help 
me with politics and economics. I think that 
if the Romans had not gone and taken some 
of the risks they had taken and maybe had 
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been less violent, the empire might still be 
alive today. A topic I want to talk about is 
the economy. If you are trying to encourage 
the lower class citizens (plebians) why do 
you raise tax rates higher? This is the same 
thing happening to America, I don’t want to 
be left in the same situation. Let’s lower 
taxes and form new business in America. 
Don’t let our nation crumble like Rome’s! 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF THE NATIONAL 
WILDLIFE REFUGE REVIEW ACT 


HON. JOHN FLEMING 


OF LOUISIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, today, | am re- 
introducing, along with a number of our col- 
leagues, the National Wildlife Refuge Review 
Act. This legislation is necessary because 
under current law, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service can administratively create a national 
wildlife refuge regardless of size, location or 
support from the local communities without 
any input from the Congress. 

There may have been some logic in grant- 
ing this federal agency an unfettered ability to 
establish a national wildlife refuge in 1903 
when the first was created by President Theo- 
dore Roosevelt. However, with our national 
debt exceeding $16.5 trillion, it is now impera- 
tive that the Congress carefully review each 
significant expenditure of our tax dollars. 

During the past four years, the Fish and 
Wildlife Service has administratively estab- 
lished more than ten national wildlife refuges 
including two in Kansas and Florida that in- 
volve more than 1 million acres of private 
property and a price tag exceeding $1 billion. 
Under current law, the Service first establishes 
these refuges and then comes to the Con- 
gress seeking funds to actually obtain the 
lands through either fee title or conservation 
easements. 

On October 25, 2011, the Service testified 
before the Subcommittee on Fisheries, Wild- 
life, Oceans and Insular Affairs and stated that 
requiring a Congressional authorization would 
“Impede the Service’s ability to be strategic, 
flexible, nimble and responsive to strategically 
grow the Refuge System.” 

Mr. Speaker, this is the same federal agen- 
cy that has an operations and maintenance 
backlog exceeding $3 billion, with dozens of 
refuges infested by invasive species, with 
overgrown trails and full of potholed roads. By 
their own admission, they lack the financial re- 
sources to fix more than 3,300 mission critical 
projects. During the past two years, it has be- 
come increasingly clear that the Service is in- 
capable of effectively managing what they al- 
ready own. The Congress has a responsibility 
to curb their insatiable appetite for property 
acquisition. For far too long, this agency has 
placed too much emphasis on growing the ref- 
uge system rather than maintaining it. 

What | am suggesting is neither a new or 
radical idea. In fact, under current law, no Ad- 
ministration can create or expand a national 
park, a wilderness area, a national forest, a 
Wild and Scenic River, a National Heritage 
Area or a National Conservation Area; con- 
struct a Bureau of Reclamation Water Recy- 
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cling project; modify the Coastal Barrier Re- 
sources System; or remove property from the 
National Wildlife Refuge System. The House 
Natural Resources Committee routinely con- 
siders dozens of these types of bills each 
year. 

It is also important to note that Congress 
has legislatively created more than 60 national 
wildlife refuges throughout the United States. 
In my own Congressional District, the Red 
River National Wildlife Refuge was established 
by an Act of Congress. In fact, including public 
hearings, Committee markups and action in 
both the House and the Senate, it took exactly 
six months to get this legislation to President 
Bill Clinton, who signed the bill into law on Oc- 
tober 13, 2000. Even by the standards articu- 
lated by the Fish and Wildlife Service, this pe- 
riod of time demonstrated that the Congress 
can act swiftly when there is public support for 
the establishment of a specific refuge. 

Under my bill, all new national wildlife ref- 
uges established after January 3, 2013 would 
require a Congressional authorization. This bill 
does not affect the existing 560 refuges, nor 
does it require that additions to these units ob- 
tain Congressional approval. This is a modest 
and commonsense solution. It is past time for 
the Congress to exercise its oversight respon- 
sibility before the Fish and Wildlife Service 
creates huge new financial burdens on tax- 
payers. 

As the Chairman of the Natural Resources 
Subcommittee on Fisheries, Wildlife, Oceans 
and Insular Affairs, | can assure my col- 
leagues that there is nothing inherently unique 
or urgent about the establishment of a new 
refuge that requires the Fish and Wildlife Serv- 
ice to unilaterally act on its own, while putting 
our taxpayers on the financial hook for billions 
in land acquisition costs. 

| urge my colleagues to join in this important 
effort to protect the taxpayers of the United 
States by cosponsoring the National Wildlife 
Refuge Review Act. 


IN HONOR OF TROOP 127 


HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to congratulate the outstanding community 
service efforts of Boy Scout Troop 127 of the 
Riegelsville, Bucks County Council, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

As a father of three boys who are involved 
in Scouting and as an Eagle Scout myself, | 
understand the principles and values that 
scouting has to offer. In 2012 alone, Troop 
127 has accomplished a number of activities 
that embody what it means to be a Scout. 

Some notable examples of service in the 
last year include: Reaching out to help others 
during the hardship that took place after Hurri- 
cane Sandy by assisting the American Red 
Cross for two days at Palisades High School 
shelter. They honored their country by assist- 
ing with the Eagle Scout project of Brandon 
Youpa, a project that was two years in plan- 
ning and resulted in the honoring of veterans 
both past and present within their community. 
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They even worked to preserve the environ- 
ment by cleaning up a staggering eight miles 
of the Delaware Canal. 


The members of Troop 127 are prime ex- 
amples of what it means to be a Boy Scout. 
They are conscious of country, the values of 
their country, those less fortunate than them- 
selves, and of their faith. The members of 
Troop 127 have shown maturity and are val- 
ued members of our community. Becoming a 
Boy Scout bestows a great level of responsi- 
bility on the young men who are willing to take 
up Scouting’s values. The community looks to 
the young men of Troop 127 as leaders now 
and in the years to come. 


| sincerely hope that the scouts of Troop 
127 continue down the challenging and re- 
warding path that the Boy Scouts has to offer. 
The Scouts commitment to the betterment of 
oneself and the pursuit of something greater 
are something any young man can benefit 
from. | applaud them on their service accom- 
plishments this past year, extend my best 
wishes for their continued success and serv- 
ice. 


—— 


HONORING COLLINS ALAN BEATTY 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Collins Alan 
Beatty. Collins is a very special young man 
who has exemplified the finest qualities of citi- 
zenship and leadership by taking an active 
part in the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 314, 
and earning the most prestigious award of 
Eagle Scout. 


Collins has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Collins has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned 36 merit 
badges, but also the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. Most notably, Collins 
has led his troop in various positions including 
Assistant Patrol Leader, has earned the rank 
of Brave in the Tribe of Mic-O-Say and is an 
Arrowman in the Order of the Arrow. Collins 
has also contributed to his community through 
his Eagle Scout project. Collins removed old 
landscaping and planted new shrubs along a 
walking trail at Chinn Elementary in Kansas 
City, Missouri. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Collins Alan Beatty for his ac- 
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer- 
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 
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RECOGNIZING DANIEL C. REESE 
AND HIS APPOINTMENT TO 
CHAIRMAN OF THE TENNESSEE 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT 
AND CONSERVATION COMMIS- 
SIONER’S COUNCIL ON GREEN- 
WAYS AND TRAILS 


HON. DAVID P. ROE 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, today 
| would like to recognize Mr. Daniel C. Reese 
of Tennessee’s First District, who has been 
appointed Chairman of the Tennessee Depart- 
ment of Environment and Conservation Com- 
missioner’s Council on Greenways and Trails. 
This council is an organization that encour- 
ages our communities to utilize green spaces, 
promotes volunteerism in the community, and 
works hard to preserve our natural and cul- 
tural resources. Through his efforts on the 
council, Dan has set a great example for East 
Tennessee. 

A graduate of East Tennessee State Univer- 
sity, Dan has dedicated his career to working 
for the people of the Great State of Ten- 
nessee. He is a member of the Tennessee 
Department of Transportation Depot Restora- 
tion Demonstration Project, and continues to 
volunteer his time and expertise to develop 
additional green spaces within our community. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend Daniel for his self- 
less contributions to our state and wish him 
the best as he continues to exemplify the Vol- 
unteer spirit. 


HONORING RAY J. HILLENBRAND 


HON. LUKE MESSER 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the extraordinary accomplishments of 
one of my constituents, Ray J. Hillenbrand, 
chairman of the board of Hillenbrand, Inc. 
headquartered in Batesville, Indiana. 

Mr. Hillenbrand has been chairperson of the 
board of Hillenbrand, Inc. since 2008 and pre- 
viously served as director of Hillenbrand In- 
dustries, the company’s former parent cor- 
poration, from 1970 to 2008 and as chairman 
of the board from 2001 to 2006. Mr. 
Hillenbrand was employed by and active for 
19 years in the management of Hillenbrand In- 
dustries prior to his resignation as senior vice 
president and member of the office of the 
president in 1977. On February 27, 2013, Ray 
will retire from his duties leading the strategic 
vision of the company as chairman. 

For more than a century, the Hillenbrand 
companies have served as a staple in the In- 
diana and American corporate landscape, 
premiering innovative products in the funeral 
services, medical, and engineering industries. 
Ray’s leadership has been a vital part of that 
success. 

Ray Hillenbrand will forever be a friend and 
inspiration to people across the Hoosier state. 
| ask the entire 6th Congressional District to 
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join me in thanking Ray for his excellent serv- 
ice to his business and community and in con- 
gratulations for his successful tenure as chair- 
man of the board of Hillenbrand, Inc. 


TRIBUTE TO ROBERT L. CORBIN 


HON. MICHAEL R. TURNER 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | am 
honored to pay tribute to a respected commu- 
nity leader and a dear friend from my congres- 
sional district, Mr. Robert L. Corbin. He is part 
of our “Greatest Generation” who fought in 
the Second World War—an ordinary American 
who did extraordinary things to serve our 
country and protect the freedom we cherish 
today. 

As a young man, Bob answered his coun- 
try’s call to duty, at a time when his fellow 
countrymen needed him the most. He enlisted 
in the U.S. Army in 1942, and was deployed 
to Europe, assigned to the 84th Infantry Divi- 
sion. Bob was a 22-year-old Army second 
lieutenant when he was captured by the Ger- 
mans and sent to a POW camp for American 
officers in Poland. After escaping during a 
botched rescue attempt from the Stalag 13 
POW camp, Bob and two other offices en- 
dured nine harsh winter nights on the run, to 
avoid recapture. He wrote a novel chronicling 
his experiences as a prisoner of war titled, 
“Captured! The POW Saga of Frank Battle.” 
Looking back on this experience, Bob said: “I 
absolutely believe that a number of times God, 
or a divine being, was looking over our shoul- 
ders because the difference between life and 
death was whether we took the left trail in the 
woods or the right trail in the woods.” 

After his return home, Bob contributed gen- 
erous amounts of his time and energy to bet- 
ter our community. He earned a bachelor’s de- 
gree in business administration from Otterbein 
College, and entered the food service industry. 
He became CEO of Foodcraft Management 
Company, and served as president of the 
Ohio Restaurant Association and the Miami 
Valley Restaurant Association. He served for 
24 years in the Ohio State House of Rep- 
resentatives, from 1977 to 2001. As chair of 
both the Commerce Committee and the Labor 
and Finance Committee, Bob earned a reputa- 
tion as a voice of reason and fairness. 

After retiring from the legislature, Bob 
served a four-year term as a member of the 
Centerville City Council, where he applied his 
wisdom and guidance to help make the city a 
better place to live and raise a family. Bob’s 
career in public service set an example for all 
of us who work to serve our communities and 
our nation. At age 90, he recently retired as a 
member of the Board of Trustees at Sinclair 
Community College. Bob and his wife Ede 
have been married for 62 years, and he is the 
father of two daughters, Lynn and Carol. 

Bob Corbin is one of the most honorable 
men it has been my privilege to know. | ask 
my colleagues to join me in paying tribute to 
a truly outstanding citizen for his lifetime of 
service to our country and to the people of 
Ohio. 
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HONORING JAMES ALLEN BIBENS 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize James Allen 
Bibens. James is a very special young man 
who has exemplified the finest qualities of citi- 
zenship and leadership by taking an active 
part in the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 314, 
and earning the most prestigious award of 
Eagle Scout. 

James has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years James has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned 36 merit 
badges, but also the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. Most notably, James 
has led his troop in various positions including 
Patrol Leader, has earned the rank of Brave in 
the Tribe of Mic-O-Say and is a Brotherhood 
Member in the Order of the Arrow. James has 
also contributed to his community through his 
Eagle Scout project. James designed and con- 
structed a large cook box for food storage and 
cooking utensils for campers at Heartland 
Presbyterian Center in Parkville, Missouri. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending James Allen Bibens for his ac- 
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer- 
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


BOB ALLEN—A KTRK LEGEND 
HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, February 13, 2013 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, today I’m 
honored to recognize a Houston legend, Bob 
Allen who recently signed off from the sports 
desk at KTRK Channel 13 after nearly forty 
years. Bob’s last broadcast was Thursday, 
January 17th after the Houston Texans’ closed 
their electric 2012 season. The timing of his 
exit was no coincidence; he had high hopes of 
a Super bowl for the Texans just like the rest 
of us. Bob has brought sports into our homes 
for decades. His outstanding career at KTRK 
may have come to an end but for many of us 
Houston sports will always be synonymous 
with Bob Allen. 

KRTK hired Bob as a weekend sportscaster 
all the way back in 1974, but his passion for 
sports and the news began long before that. 
Legend has it that when he was just ten years 
old, Bob took off on his bike from his West 
University house to the KTRK studios just to 
get a peek at the newsroom. In those days 
Guy Savage was the sportscaster. Young Bob 
was shown the exit that day, but little did they 
know that this bright eyed young boy would be 
the future face of sports in Houston. 

After Bob joined KTRK it took just six 
months for him to be named sports director. 
And the rest is history. Bob has been in our 
living rooms through some of the greatest 
sports moments of the last half century; the 
Rockets championships in the ’90s and the 
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Love Ya blue oilers in the 70s just to name a 
few. | spent many nights after supper watching 
his sports casts after the Oilers and Astros 
games with my son Kurt. Bob has told the 
story of sports to generations of Houstonians. 
He has interviewed some of the greatest 
sports legends, including Nolan Ryan, Stan 
“the Man” Musial and George Foreman. Bob 
even tested out his acting skills with roles in 
the ABC TV movie Murder at the World Series 
in 1977, and another sports mystery thriller, 
Night Game, in ’89. He played a sportscaster 
and an announcer for the Houston Astros, of 
course. 

Bob has also given back to the Houston 
community in other ways through his chari- 
table work with the Special Olympics and the 
Sunshine Kids, which helps children struggling 
with cancer. His commitment to service 
earned him recognition from the Special Olym- 
pics, who awarded him the Spirit of Special 
Olympics award. 

Bob’s departure from KTRK marks the end 
of an era for Houston but it also marks a new 
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beginning for Bob. He dedicated forty years to 
a fantastic career in sports broadcasting. Now 
that this chapter is over, he’s looking forward 
to pursuing new projects. He insists that he is 
resigning, not retiring. He won’t stop, that’s 
just the kind of guy he is. When asked about 
his future he said “I'll probably end up being 
busier than | was at 13.” | don’t doubt that one 
bit. He plans to start a media company that in- 
cludes public speaking engagements and 
radio, and he will write a book about working 
on TV with some of the world’s greatest ath- 
letes. Bob is a credit to the broadcasting pro- 
fession and a credit to Texas. We will miss 
him in our homes but wish him well on his 
next adventure. Congratulations, Bob, on a 
fantastic career. And that’s just the way it is. 


ee 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
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meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 


As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
February 14, 2013 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 


February 14, 2013 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Thursday, February 14, 2013 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. COLLINS of New York). 


——— 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
February 14, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable CHRIS 
COLLINS to act as Speaker pro tempore 
on this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall 
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


ee 


STRONG LEADERSHIP AND MEAN- 
INGFUL REFORMS ARE NEEDED 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. MULLIN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MULLIN. I began running a busi- 
ness when I was only 20 years old. Back 
then, if you worked hard and followed 
the rules, you had a pretty good shot at 
getting ahead. Today, it seems the 
deck is increasingly stacked against 
those who work hard and pursue their 
own dreams, especially if you’re a busi- 
ness owner. 

More and more, businesses are faced 
with consistent uncertainty caused by 
Washington’s inability to take action 
on today’s pressing problems. The fail- 
ure of uncertainty, with tax rates near 
chaos in the markets and a never-end- 
ing stream of impractical regulations, 
is a cloud of doubt that has been cast 
over the entire economy. For most 
business owners, it is a daily struggle 
just to keep the doors open in large 
part because the government itself is a 
consistent obstacle. 

The National Federation of Inde- 
pendent Businesses recently released 
figures from December indicating the 
mood of businesses is at a recession 


level. Seventy percent of business own- 
ers that were surveyed identified the 
current environment as a bad time to 
expand, and political uncertainty 
topped the list for the reasons not to 
attempt economic growth. 

Lee Buddrus, a resident of Muskogee, 
Oklahoma, and president of Acme En- 
gineering & Manufacturing Corpora- 
tion, told me that a lot of small busi- 
nesses are struggling just because they 
had to go in debt to stay afloat during 
the recession. Mr. Buddrus went on to 
tell me, ‘‘Now they’re not able to make 
the kind of money they need to to pay 
down their debts,’’ due in large part to 
the environment the government has 
created. 

As a freshman Member, I join a small 
group of Members in Congress who 
have owned a business. I have felt the 
weight of the current hostile business 
climate and faced unprecedented dif- 
ficulties in ensuring my business suc- 
ceeded. I step on the floor of the United 
States House of Representatives with a 
firsthand understanding of how high 
the hurdles are for a business to suc- 
ceed and just simply jump over. 

Last month, when President Obama 
was sworn in to his second term, I was 
reminded of something he said 4 years 
ago, in his first inauguration. The 
President said: 

The question we ask today is not whether 
our government is too big or too small, but 
whether it works—whether it helps families 
find jobs at a decent wage, care they can af- 
ford, a retirement that is dignified. 

Unfortunately, all we have seen from 
this President is reckless spending and 
heavy-handed regulation. 

At the time of the President’s first 
inauguration, the national unemploy- 
ment rate was 7.8 percent. At the time 
of his second inauguration, it was ex- 
actly the same, and this month unem- 
ployment rose to 7.9 percent. While the 
rate of unemployment has been mostly 
stagnant, the national debt has not. In 
the past 4 years of failed Obama poli- 
cies, the Nation has added $6 trillion of 
new debt onto the backs of citizens and 
businesses. Today, our national debt 
stands at $16.4 trillion. Broken down by 
American citizens, that’s $52,210 for 
every man, woman, and child in this 
country. 

We must get back on the right track 
and bring optimism into the business 
climate. First, we must pull back some 
of the regulations that bind the hands 
of our Nation’s job creators. Second, 
Congress must make the difficult deci- 
sions we were elected to make and re- 
strain government spending. Busi- 
nesses cannot grow or expand in a cli- 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 


mate of higher interest rates and high- 
er taxes. Third, we have to be about 
creating a job-friendly environment. 

I came to Congress as a businessman 
who simply got fed up with the govern- 
ment hindering my ability to create 
jobs. My mission every day is to make 
it easier for businesses to start to ex- 
pand and to be successful. 

In business, we know first you must 
face a problem honestly and then come 
up with real solutions that actually 
solve the problem. The economic policy 
of government trying to spend its way 
to prosperity has failed. Those of us in 
business know it’s the private sector 
that creates real jobs, not the govern- 
ment. 

Strong leadership and meaningful re- 
forms are needed to move the looming 
cloud of doubt from our economy. Add- 
ing more hurdles will not get this job 
done. It is time we as elected leaders 
lead. Sometimes it’s lonely, but it’s the 
right thing to do. 


EE 


REPUBLICANS APPROVE OF 
HARMFUL SEQUESTER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOYER. The gentleman who pre- 
ceded me is new to the Congress of the 
United States. I’ve been here for a lit- 
tle longer than that, some 32 years. 
This is the least confidence-building 
Congress, last Congress and this Con- 
gress, in which I have ever served. It is 
taking us from fiscal crisis to fiscal 
crisis. It is creating cliffs where no 
cliffs ought to exist, and they under- 
mine the confidence of business, Amer- 
ica, Americans, and indeed, the rest of 
the world that needs a stable and se- 
cure America to ensure that we keep 
the kind of stability that Americans 
want here at home and around the 
world. 

We will be dealing with a bill today 
and tomorrow that could be considered 
in an hour. We’re going to take two 
days to consider it. And while we con- 
sider that, while we fiddle, while the 
sequester threatens to burn our econ- 
omy, jobs, and confidence, we do noth- 
ing. We have not done anything to 
avoid the sequester for the last 7 weeks 
of this year, and nothing in this Con- 
gress. AS a matter of fact, other than 
completing the work of making sure 
the folks who were damaged by Sandy 
were assisted, which should have been 
done in the last Congress, we’ve done 
nothing here of real substance in 7 
weeks, but we are about to confront 
the sequester. 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 
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I want every American to know, I 
want every person who relies on the 
Federal Government—and that is 
mainly all of us—that if Democrats 
were in charge of this House the se- 
quester would not go into effect. Why? 
Because we would adopt an alternative 
policy that would cut spending so that 
we could move towards deficit and debt 
reduction, which we need to do as a 
country, and we would make a bal- 
anced proposal that the Senate Demo- 
crats will offer this day, and that we 
wanted to offer and CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
offered last night in the Budget Com- 
mittee, but which was not made in 
order. 
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In his State of the Union speech, the 
President talked about the American 
people deserve a vote. He’s right. The 
American people deserve to know how 
Members are going to vote on issues of 
consequence to them, their families, 
their lives, their jobs, and their coun- 
try. But we were denied a vote last 
week on this issue, which was a sub- 
stitute for the sequester, and we are 
again denied this week a substitute for 
the sequester. 

Some of my Republican friends try to 
say, Oh, it’s the President who wanted 
the sequester. That is dead flat wrong. 
Rob Nabors did mention the sequester 
after the Republicans passed the se- 
quester in this House in July of 2011. 
They call it the Cut, Cap, and Balance 
Legislation. Its fallback position was 
“sequester.” It was a policy that all, I 
think, but two Republicans voted for 
when it passed this House. It was a pol- 
icy that they promoted and supported. 
It is a bad policy. It’s an irrational pol- 
icy. It is a policy that will have great 
adverse consequences. 

At a town meeting, I said the seques- 
ter works like this: if you have a food 
budget and a movie budget and some- 
body loses their job, the sequester says 
you cut food by 10 percent and movies 
by 10 percent. No rational American 
family would do that. They’d say this 
month we’re not going to the movies or 
this 6 months we’re not going to the 
movies, but we’re going to make sure 
we put food on our table. Sequester 
says, No, we cut food by 10 percent and 
movies by 10 percent. 

Sequester is an irrational response to 
our failure as a Congress, correct, to 
get our finances on a sustainable path. 
We need to do that. And Democrats are 
suggesting a balanced way to do it. By 
the way, every bipartisan commission 
that has dealt with this issue has rec- 
ommended a balanced process to get 
from where we are to where we need to 
be. 

We’re going to go on break next week 
as if we’ve done our job. We haven't. 
We ought to be spending time today, 
tomorrow, next week, and the week 
thereafter in avoiding the irrationality 
of the sequester process, but I have a 
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list of Republicans here, all of whom 
say, Bring it on. The sequester is okay. 
Well, if we do the sequester, we’re 
going to find out it’s not okay. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the majority 
leader and I urge the Speaker to bring 
forth substantive legislation that is 
balanced and which will avoid the se- 
quester taking place. It’s bad for our 
people; it’s bad for our country. It’s 
bad policy. 


eS 


DR. JULIAN DAVIDSON, AN 
AMERICAN PATRIOT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak- 
er, Dr. Julian Davidson passed away on 
January 31, 2013. 

I have personally known Julian Da- 
vidson and his wife, Dorothy, for only a 
few years. But I know enough about 
Julian Davidson, what he did, and how 
he lived to know that he was an Amer- 
ican patriot who will be sorely missed 
by his family, the Tennessee Valley, 
America, and me. 

Julian Davidson was born in the 
small town of Oakman in Walker Coun- 
ty, Alabama, on September 2, 1927. He 
was a proud son of Oakman and Walker 
County; however, his destiny lay else- 
where. 

At the age of 17, Julian Davidson 
hitchhiked to Montgomery, Alabama, 
and without permission and despite 
being underage, enlisted in the Navy 
during World War II. He served with 
distinction on gunships loading heavy 
ammunition into gun turrets. Julian 
Davidson’s naval service gave him an 
enduring respect and admiration for 
America’s warfighters who serve in 
harm’s way. 

After the Navy, Julian Davidson at- 
tended classes during the day and 
worked at a pool hall at night to ob- 
tain an electrical engineering degree 
from Auburn University. After gradua- 
tion, Julian Davidson joined the Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority where he rose 
to senior design engineer. 

In 1961, Julian Davidson began work 
for the United States Ballistic Missile 
Defense Organization as an aerospace 
research engineer, thus beginning his 
life’s passion in a career in missile de- 
fense that spanned half a century. 

Julian Davidson once briefed Sec- 
retary of Defense Robert McNamara 
concerning using the Nike Zeus missile 
system for a possible anti-satellite 
role. Army leadership didn’t believe 
McNamara would do it, so they sent in 
Julian Davidson, then a junior member 
of the briefing team to make the pres- 
entation. Julian related that ‘‘for some 
reason, McNamara was very interested 
and asked how long it would take and 
how much it would cost.’’ I answered 15 
months and $15 million. He didn’t 
flinch. He said, Do it. We went through 
about six decision milestones in that 
15-minute briefing. 
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In time, Julian Davidson became Di- 
rector of the Advanced Ballistic Mis- 
sile Defense Agency and one of the 
youngest people to achieve the rank of 
senior executive service with the Fed- 
eral Government. 

In 1979, Julian met Dorothy Smith. 
In 1981, they married in Fairfax, Vir- 
ginia. Julian loved and admired Doro- 
thy for her intelligence and spark. Ju- 
lian Davidson used to say that Dorothy 
“is the glue that holds everything to- 
gether.’’ He wrote in a speech: 

T’d like to thank my wife, Dorothy, who in 
addition to running her company, takes care 
of family matters, allowing me to do the 
things that interest me the most, missile de- 
velopment and testing. 

Julian Davidson was quick witted 
when he added: 

I want you to know the rumor is not true 
that Dorothy does all the maintenance jobs 
around the home because I refuse to. I would 
be happy to do these tasks, except she will 
not allow me to borrow her tools. 

In the 1990s, Julian and Dorothy Da- 
vidson settled in Huntsville, Alabama, 
a community Julian loved very much. 
Julian started Davidson Technologies 
in 1996 with just two employees. 

Julian Davidson emerged as a leading 
figure in the Tennessee Valley and be- 
lieved that if everyone worked for the 
betterment of the community, regard- 
less of personal gain, everyone bene- 
fited. Julian sought to leave our com- 
munity and country better than he 
found it, and he did that. 

Julian Davidson is a former chair- 
man of the Air Force Studies Board of 
the National Research Council, mem- 
ber of the Defense Sciences Board, and 
vice chairman of the Technology As- 
sessment Committee of the United 
Space Command for the National Re- 
search Council. 

Julian Davidson twice received the 
Army Exceptional Civilian Service 
Award. He has received the Air Force 
Meritorious Civilian Service Award, 
the MDA Pioneer Award, and the 
Medaris Award. He is a member of the 
United States Army Strategic Defense 
Employees Hall of Fame, the Alabama 
Technology Hall of Fame, and the Au- 
burn Alumni Engineering Council. 

Julian Davidson’s impact on America 
is enormous. He is known by many as 
the ‘‘father of missile defense in Amer- 
ica.” 

Julian Davidson is survived by his 
wife, Dorothy; his four children, Diana 
Lyn, Janice Faye, Randall Eugene, and 
Robert Lee; his two grandchildren, 
Wendy Faith Holderfield and William 
Blair Peyton; and three great grand- 
children, Teagan Holderfield, Shelby 
Holderfield, and Michaela Holderfield. 

America and the Davidson family 
have lost a great man and a true pa- 
triot, and we are all better for having 
known Dr. Julian Davidson. 


— 


END HUNGER NOW 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 


February 14, 2013 


Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, Presi- 
dent Obama’s State of the Union 
speech was memorable and important 
for a number of reasons. I’m pleased 
the President talked about gun vio- 
lence, climate change, voting rights, 
and, of course, jobs and the economy. 

I’m especially pleased that, for the 
first time in more than a decade, the 
State of the Union had a real focus on 
poverty and the need to help those who 
economically are the most vulnerable 
in our Nation. 

Poverty is the root cause of many of 
our Nation’s problems. Those in pov- 
erty face challenges that middle- and 
higher-income families simply do not 
have to face. And to be frank, there are 
too many voices in the United States 
Congress that are silent on this issue. 

So I commend the President for talk- 
ing about poverty, which we must con- 
front and address if we are truly to ful- 
fill our mandate to form a more perfect 
Union. 

One of the most devastating effects 
of poverty is hunger, and we cannot 
end hunger now if we’re not talking 
about it. This is a big problem, and it 
is a costly problem. This is a problem 
that is not going away unless we act. 

Mr. Speaker, over 50 million people 
are hungry in America. There are more 
than 50 million people who struggle to 
put food on their tables. Many of these 
are hardworking people whose jobs just 
do not pay enough to feed their fami- 
lies. Many are jobless, and many are 
homeless. 
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We need to use every opportunity we 
have to talk about it and to shine a 
light on the plight of the hungry, to 
take hunger out of the shadows and re- 
dedicate ourselves to the need to End 
Hunger Now. 

As I said last week, just because over 
50 million people in this country strug- 
gle to put food on their tables doesn’t 
mean that we have mass starvation in 
America. Thankfully, we have devel- 
oped a safety net that helps protect the 
vast majority of the hungry. SNAP, or 
food stamps, is one of the most impor- 
tant parts of that safety net. 

There are a myriad of different ini- 
tiatives being used to combat hunger 
in America. There are public, private, 
and nonprofit initiatives that are all 
very successful in their own ways. The 
problem is that these efforts—from 
Federal to State to local governments 
and from nonprofits, like churches and 
food banks, to for-profit businesses— 
are often working independently of 
each other. They are not always con- 
nected. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to work smart- 
er and more efficiently if we are going 
to End Hunger Now. We need to bring 
everyone together and connect the 
dots. We need a plan. That’s why I’ve 
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called for a White House Conference on 
Food and Nutrition. Over the years, 
there have been citywide, countywide, 
and statewide hunger summits. Food 
banks, hospitals, colleges, and univer- 
sities have all held these events, but 
there has not been one nationwide hun- 
ger summit convened by the White 
House since President Nixon hosted 
such a summit in 1969—over 44 years 
ago. 

We need this conference today more 
than ever because hunger is getting 
worse in America, not better. Our def- 
icit and our debt are forcing us to do 
more with less, and that means we 
need to be more efficient and stream- 
lined with our resources. Our Federal 
agencies should be talking to each 
other and addressing hunger in a more 
comprehensive and holistic way. 

Why shouldn’t the Departments of 
Labor, of Health and Human Services, 
of Housing and Urban Development, 
and, yes, the Department of Defense sit 
down and talk about the impact hunger 
and nutrition have on their efforts and 
how best they can address this prob- 
lem? 

As these agencies coordinate, we will 
need to involve antihunger safety net 
nonprofits, like our food banks, reli- 
gious institutions, schools, and hos- 
pitals; and we need to bring in the busi- 
ness community, including the food 
and beverage community, financial in- 
stitutions and manufacturers. We need 
to bring our doctors and nurses, our 
teachers and pastors, our business lead- 
ers and politicians, and, yes, the hun- 
gry together in one room to develop 
one plan to End Hunger Now. Then we 
need to agree to implement and exe- 
cute the plan. 

Mr. Speaker, hunger is a political 
condition. We have the means and the 
knowledge to End Hunger Now. We just 
don’t have the political will. While 
hunger is a political condition, it 
should not be a partisan issue. A White 
House Conference on Food and Nutri- 
tion is the forum that we need to gal- 
vanize political will to finally end hun- 
ger in America. 

Ending hunger takes bold leadership. 
It takes Presidential leadership be- 
cause the President is the only one who 
can call everyone together, who can 
get everyone in the same room and on 
the same page in order to come up with 
one meaningful and achievable plan. 
We need the President to rise to the oc- 
casion and to say that we are going to 
End Hunger Now. 

Mr. Speaker, I call on the White 
House to host a Conference on Food 
and Nutrition. I call on the White 
House to commit to ending hunger in 
America just as they are working to re- 
duce obesity and to improve nutrition. 
I call on the White House to End Hun- 
ger Now, and I ask my colleagues, Re- 
publicans and Democrats, to join in all 
efforts to End Hunger Now. Mr. Speak- 
er, ending hunger now is more than a 
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nice phrase. It is something we must 
do. It is our moral obligation. It is 
what a great country like America 
should do—End Hunger Now. 


EEE 


SEQUESTRATION AND DEFENSE 
SPENDING 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
part of the air of unreality in Wash- 
ington is the myth of our inability to 
contend with budget reductions and 
the threat of sequestration in stabi- 
lizing America’s financing. No doubt 
the draconian hand of across-the-board 
cuts in every program from food safety 
to border control to air traffic control 
would be foolish and destructive. 

Let me be clear. The major problem 
in all of this is here in Congress and 
our political structure, which creates 
self-inflicted crises. Sequestration and 
the postal deficit are just two exam- 
ples. We know what to do, but you 
would never know it because we spend 
most of our efforts around here describ- 
ing and decrying the problems rather 
than doing something about them. 

Let me repeat. The amount of budget 
reduction is something that can, in 
fact, be managed if only we change how 
America does business. Nowhere have 
the cries been more anguished than 
about the impact of sequestration on 
the Department of Defense, ironically, 
from many of the same people who in- 
sisted on the sequestration gimmick in 
the first place. As is widely recognized, 
sequestration over the next 10 years 
when applied to the Pentagon’s budget 
would only reduce it in inflation-ad- 
justed terms to what it was in 2007 
when the most powerful military in the 
world was engaged in a war in Iraq and 
the challenge in Afghanistan. 

If Members of Congress pay attention 
to the facts, they will see a clear path 
to dramatically reduce Pentagon 
spending without undermining Amer- 
ica’s position of being the most power- 
ful Nation on the planet. 

Nobody has done a better job of high- 
lighting a path forward, an area of op- 
portunity, than Walter Pincus, writing 
in the pages of The Washington Post 
over the course of the last couple of 
years as he details the sweep of our nu- 
clear weapons program and the spend- 
ing trajectory. This morning is his lat- 
est offering and should be required 
reading for every Member of Congress, 
and the ones who whine the loudest 
should be forced to read it twice. He de- 
tails the vast array of nuclear weapons 
that are ready to be deployed within 30 
minutes, a relic of our contending with 
the former Soviet Union, where deter- 
rence was the order of the day and 
when we were relying on massive as- 
sured mutual destruction of that huge 
country with overwhelming force. 
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Now, not even the most delusional 
think we need a fraction of that fire- 
power for today’s threats, like North 
Korea, and it certainly wouldn’t work 
against a nuclear weapon falling in the 
arms of some radical extremist. That, 
by the way, is most likely to happen 
with Pakistan’s proven nuclear capa- 
bility than Iran’s, which is still being 
developed. 

The cost of this overwhelming force, 
including its three delivery systems, 
ought to give people pause. Consider 
the 14 Ohio class submarines, each with 
24 ICBMs and each missile armed with 
five warheads, each three times the ex- 
plosive power of the bombs dropped on 
Japan. We’ve got 118 B-52 strategic 
bombers and, of course, all of the land- 
based missiles where people are in the 
silos, ready to launch at a moment’s 
notice. It is, by any stretch of the 
imagination, extravagance that bor- 
ders on lunacy. 

The $80 billion the White House was 
forced to promise for the upgrades on 
the nuclear weapons complex and the 
at least $100 billion to replace the stra- 
tegic delivery systems that were ex- 
tracted in return for votes to pass the 
START treaty are obvious places to 
begin retrenchment. There are tens, if 
not hundreds, of billions of dollars to 
be saved over the next 10 years by re- 
focusing our defense posture for the 
threats of today and the likely ones of 
tomorrow. Let’s start cutting this mas- 
sive Cold War deterrence based on the 
threat of nuclear weapons we’ve never 
been able to use, don’t want to use, 
shouldn’t use, and can’t afford. 

I invite my colleagues, especially 
those on the other side of the aisle, to 
join us in getting real and getting spe- 
cific. There is a clear path forward that 
should command the support of Repub- 
licans and Democrats alike to achieve 
fiscal stability. Let’s rein in out- 
rageous crop insurance abuses. Don’t 
fight health care reform—accelerate it. 
The work we’re doing in Oregon, if ap- 
plied nationally, could save up to $1.5 
trillion over the next 10 years. Pay for 
the privilege of taking America’s min- 
eral wealth by reforming the Mining 
Act of 1872, and slash the fossilized nu- 
clear weapons program. 


SOBER TRUTH ON PREVENTING 
UNDERAGE DRINKING ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD) for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, 
last week, I introduced H.R. 498, to re- 
authorize the Sober Truth on Pre- 
venting Underage Drinking Act, better 
known as the STOP Act. 

The original STOP Act passed with 
bipartisan support in 2006. It was based 
on the recommendations of the 2003 In- 
stitute of Medicine report, which out- 
lined the extent of the underage drink- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


ing problem in the United States. At 
that time, 20 percent of eighth graders, 
42 percent of 10th graders, and 58 per- 
cent of 12th graders reported being 
drunk in their lifetimes. 
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Designed to address this public 
health crisis, the STOP Act established 
an interagency committee to coordi- 
nate Federal efforts to reduce and ulti- 
mately prevent underage drinking. 

The law financed public health re- 
search on underage drinking, and it au- 
thorized a national media campaign to 
educate parents about the dangers of 
consuming alcohol before the age of 21. 

The STOP Act also provided grants 
to communities throughout the coun- 
try to enhance their underage drinking 
prevention efforts. As a result of this 
comprehensive approach, we have seen 
positive results in both national statis- 
tics and in communities across Amer- 
ica. 

According to the 2012 Monitoring the 
Future survey, the lifetime use of alco- 
hol by 8th-, 10th-, and 12th-graders is at 
the lowest level in years. Unfortu- 
nately, there is more that needs to be 
done. 

Despite the progress we have made, 
alcohol continues to be the number one 
drug of choice among youth, and the 
consequences are devastating. 

In addition to costing society over 
$62 billion a year, underage drinking by 
youths 15-20 years of age is a major 
cause of homicide, suicide, and motor 
vehicle accidents. And it results in the 
deaths of approximately 5,000 youths 
every year. Adding to this tragedy is 
the fact that all of these consequences 
are preventable. This makes reauthor- 
ization of the STOP Act even more nec- 
essary. 

H.R. 498 continues the successful pro- 
grams of the original STOP Act and 
adds a grant program to train pediatric 
health care providers on the best prac- 
tices for screening and treating sub- 
stance abuse among youth. 

Mr. Speaker, the reauthorization of 
the STOP Act is an important bipar- 
tisan effort to help prevent the need- 
less suffering and costs associated with 
underage drinking. I urge my col- 
leagues to join me and my original co- 
sponsors, Congressman FRANK WOLF 
and Congresswoman ROSA DELAURO, by 
cosponsoring the STOP reauthorization 
bill, H.R. 498, so we can continue to 
move forward in our efforts to address 
this public health crisis affecting our 
children. 


—— 


DOING NOTHING IS NOT AN 
OPTION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. KILMER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today with sincere appreciation for the 


February 14, 2013 


opportunity I have to represent my re- 
gion in our Nation’s Capital. Through- 
out the past year, whether it was in 
Gray’s Harbor or Port Angeles, Brem- 
erton, or Tacoma, what I heard from 
folks around my region is they want 
solutions to our problems. People want 
to get back to work. They want to 
start new businesses. They want to ex- 
plore new frontiers of science and tech- 
nology. They want to help build our 
Nation’s bridges and roads. They want 
to refurbish our schools and buildings. 
I’m passionate about these issues, and 
I’m committed to working with my 
colleagues from both sides of the aisles 
to find new ways to move this economy 
forward. 

Over the past 6 weeks, I’ve had the 
opportunity to meet with constituents 
to talk about their top concerns. And 
whether it’s back in Washington State, 
or visits with folks who’ve traveled 
3,000 miles to our Nation’s capital, the 
number one thing that I hear about is 
the reckless and devastating impact 
that impending across-the-board cuts 
would have on our families and on our 
communities. 

I’ve heard from educators and admin- 
istrators that they face dramatic cuts 
that would lead to ballooning class 
sizes and significant cuts to financial 
aid. 

I’ve heard from parents who are 
afraid for their kids who have autism, 
fearful that their kids won’t be able to 
get the services that they rely on. 

I’ve heard from tribal leaders who 
say that these cuts will scale back 
community policing on our reserva- 
tions and jeopardize patient access to 
the Indian Health Service. 

And as someone who has spent the 
last decade working in economic devel- 
opment, I’ve heard from small business 
owners who say that all of this uncer- 
tainty is making them hesitant to hire 
new workers and expand their produc- 
tion lines. Virtually every meeting 
that I have had has detailed how reck- 
less and wrong-headed these across- 
the-board cuts would be. 

Yesterday, testifying before the 
House Armed Services Committee, 
Deputy Secretary of Defense Ashton 
Carter pointed out that these cuts 
aren’t happening because we've 
thought about them strategically. 
They’re not happening because we’ve 
identified wasteful spending. They’re 
not happening because we’ve discov- 
ered some new technology that makes 
it cheaper to keep our Nation safe. 
They’re only happening because they 
are, aS he put it, “the collateral dam- 
age of political gridlock.” 

We’ve already seen the effects of 
these looming cuts in Washington 
State. The Puget Sound Naval Ship- 
yard, the largest employer in my dis- 
trict, had to postpone its career fair be- 
cause of all of this budget uncertainty. 
This is a no brainer—we have the work 
and we have the workers, but they 
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can’t hire because Congress hasn’t done 
its job. Puget Sound Naval Shipyard 
needs to be able to actively recruit and 
hire workers. Our local economy needs 
it, and our national security depends 
on it. And yet, here we are. 

Later today, we will be focusing on 
legislation that doesn’t solve this prob- 
lem, isn’t going to pass the Senate, and 
isn’t going to become law. And after we 
finish legislative business tomorrow, 
we're all being sent home for a week. 
This leaves us with just 4 legislative 
days for us to act before these across- 
the-board cuts go into effect. 

We were elected to this body to help 
people. Stopping these damaging, non- 
strategic, across-the-board cuts to 
avoid undermining our economy should 
be our top priority. We should be work- 
ing day and night until we have a solu- 
tion. By doing nothing, we risk putting 
our fragile economy back into a reces- 
sion. By doing nothing, we refuse the 
commitments we’ve made. We’re cut- 
ting education, kicking kids off Head 
Start, hurting small businesses, and 
gutting research and innovation—the 
foundations of our long-term economic 
growth. 

By doing nothing, we hurt the men 
and women who spend their days pro- 
tecting our Nation and providing essen- 
tial services to the American people. 
And by doing nothing, Congress is 
spending the wrong message to the 
American people. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to get America 
back to work. And, Mr. Speaker, we 
need to get Congress working again, 
too. Doing nothing is not an option. 
Let’s put an end to these gimmicks, 
and let’s stop kicking the can down the 
road. Let’s stop these series of self-im- 
posed crises that fissure the trust and 
predictability that the private sector 
needs. 

Let’s work together to reach a bal- 
anced compromise to replace the 
across-the-board cuts with a smart, 
balanced approach to addressing our 
fiscal challenges and getting our econ- 
omy growing again. Let’s maintain our 
commitment to our Nation’s most vul- 
nerable and preserve retirement secu- 
rity for our seniors. And let’s get 
America back to work. 


EE 


PROTECT FUNDAMENTAL RIGHT 
TO VOTE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) for 
5 minutes. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, this month the Su- 
preme Court will hear arguments in 
Shelby v. Holder, a case that chal- 
lenges the constitutionality of section 
5 of the Voting Rights Act. It is imper- 
ative that the Voting Rights Act be 
upheld in its entirety, for without it, a 
fundamental piece of our democracy 
will be out of reach for millions in this 
country. 
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Mr. Speaker, I stand here after two 
decades, and I’m supposed to be stand- 
ing here representing a district that 
has been altered twice. But, Mr. Speak- 
er, I stand here representing a district 
that has been altered three times—that 
many times—in this last two decades. 
As we saw in the recent election, dis- 
crimination on the basis of race is a 
persistent reality throughout many lo- 
calities in States protected by section 5 
of the Voting Rights Act. Without 
these protections, voters are at risk of 
losing their fundamental right to vote 
and to have that vote counted. 

The Voting Rights Act provides a 
remedy to protect voters, either by ad- 
dressing actual instances of discrimi- 
nation or by preventing discrimination 
from happening in the first place. 
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Section 5 provides localities the op- 
portunity to prove that they are fully 
committed to ensuring everyone has 
the right to vote, and sets out clear 
criteria for doing so. In this way, sec- 
tion 5 of the Voting Rights Act encour- 
ages localities to establish fair voting 
practices, but demands real proof of 
the progress. 

I cannot tell you how many cases 
that come to the attention of the Jus- 
tice Department, almost on a monthly 
basis, of discrimination in this area. 
The Constitution is unequivocally 
clear that the Congress has the author- 
ity to protect voters. That is why Con- 
gress spent so much time in 2006 re- 
viewing all the data and hearing from 
all sides. 

The 2006 reauthorization was recogni- 
tion that discrimination still exists but 
that Congress has a responsibility to 
ensure that every voter must continue 
to exercise their right. 

If every State would prove to the vot- 
ers that they are willing not to dis- 
criminate, there would not be the need; 
but that has not happened. Even States 
not covered have had difficulty of al- 
lowing minorities to express them- 
selves. 

Now, I have been a victim of dis- 
crimination through redistricting and 
cracking and packing and every other 
technique that can happen in redis- 
tricting. Mr. Speaker, until we, in this 
country, can guarantee that voters will 
be handled fairly, there is no way that 
we should be talking about doing away 
with section 5 of the Voting Rights 
Act. 


EEE 


CELEBRATING THE 150TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF KANSAS STATE 
UNIVERSITY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. HUELSKAMP) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the first land- 
grant college in America. Founded on 
February 16, 1863, Kansas State Univer- 
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sity has faithfully served the people of 
Kansas and this great Nation for 150 
years. 

K-State was one of the first schools 
to offer a degree in home economics. K- 
State has helped feed a hungry world 
through innovative wheat, beef, and 
sorghum research; and Kansas State 
University is preparing for the next 
generation of animal research with the 
construction of the National Bio and 
Agri-Defense Facility Research Lab- 
oratory. 

Let me extend my heartfelt con- 
gratulations to Kansas State Univer- 
sity for the last 150 years as we look 
forward to many more successes in the 
next 150 years. 


EE 


REAUTHORIZATION OF SECTION 5 
OF THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 
I’ve always had such great respect for 
this distinguished body, the holder and 
interpreter of democracy, the institu- 
tion that proudly protects the Con- 
stitution that was written by those 
who saw in this land this bright and 
shining sun from sea to shining sea, 
enormous opportunity for freedom. 

So many people came to this Nation, 
and they came in many different ways. 
We don’t carry the way we came into 
the future, as much as the fact that we 
are grateful of the opportunity that 
this Nation has given us. 

The Nation has been able to turn the 
tide on embracing democracy in its 
fullest because of the Constitution and 
the laws, because we adhere to the 
three branches of government. So al- 
though my ancestors came to this Na- 
tion in bondage that lasted for hun- 
dreds of years, slavery, that has its 
remnants continuously as we move 
throughout society, there are now laws 
that can ensure, no matter how you 
came to this country, no matter what 
language you spoke, you are, in fact, 
deserving of the protection of the Con- 
stitution. 

And so out of that protection came 
the 14th and 15th Amendments. Those 
amendments provided that no State 
shall make or enforce any law which 
shall abridge the privileges or immuni- 
ties of citizens of the United States, 
nor shall any State deprive any person 
of life, liberty or property without due 
process of law, and not deny any person 
in the jurisdiction equal protection. 

The 15th Amendment provides that 
the right of citizens to vote shall not 
be denied or abridged by the United 
States or any State on account of its 
race, color, or previous servitude. 

And, finally, each amendment allows 
this Congress to enforce laws; and that 
was the basis of the authority of the 
President that came from Texas, Presi- 
dent Lyndon Baines Johnson, who 
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joined with a young, brilliant minister 
of the gospel, a man who ultimately 
sacrificed his life, Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr., to engage in debates and dis- 
cussion that resulted in the 1964 Civil 
Rights Act and the 1965 Voting Rights 
Act. 

And here we are today with the op- 
portunity for people from all walks of 
life and all communities to be able to 
vote and to have, as of September 28, 
2011, the upholding of the pre-clearance 
provision, a very special provision of 
the Voting Rights Act by a district 
court, Federal court in the District of 
Columbia. 

Shelby v. The United States now is 
before the Supreme Court. And my ar- 
gument, Mr. Speaker, is that this is no 
time to eliminate pre-clearance. I’m 
reminded of a letter that I wrote to the 
U.S. Attorney’s Office, Attorney Gen- 
eral Eric Holder, just in my city alone, 
the city of Houston, to report 15 voter 
abuse cases. 

Without the 
would we be? 

Or the proposal to eliminate the 
North Forest Independent School Dis- 
trict Board of Trustees over a school 
district that has worked hard to sur- 
vive which will be subjected to the pre- 
clearance to determine whether not 
only the students will be denied their 
rights to learn in a school district they 
love and is fighting for their education, 
but that elected persons will be denied 
the right to serve and others denied the 
right to vote for them. 

The Voting Rights Act protects all 
voters. It gives them all the right to 
vote—one vote, one person. And Shelby 
County has raised issue that they 
should not be subjected to pre-clear- 
ance, that they are beyond that. The 
district court, the Federal court de- 
cided, in Washington, D.C., that they 
were wrong, that pre-clearance is con- 
stitutional. 

And we know that well because when 
we had the privilege of reauthorizing 
section 5 in 2006, building on the lead- 
ership of my predecessor, the Honor- 
able Barbara Jordan, who came to the 
United States Congress only because, 
along with Andrew Young, the first 
who came out of the Deep South since 
Reconstruction, only because America 
had seen fit to pass the Voting Rights 
Act of 1965, because I can assure you, 
with personal stories from the Honor- 
able Barbara Jordan told to us in her 
lifetime, that she ran and ran and ran 
and ran and could not be elected in 
Houston, Texas. 

The Barbara Jordan that was ad- 
mired by many could not be elected 
until after the passage of the Voting 
Rights Act because there were abuses 
and prohibitions and intimidation of 
African Americans being able to vote. 

And so today I believe it is extremely 
important that, as the Supreme Court 
takes this case up on February 27, that 
we stand in the midst of the 15,000 


pre-clearance, where 
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sheets of documentation, when I had 
the privilege of joining with my Judici- 
ary Committee colleagues to reauthor- 
ize the Voting Rights Act and, specifi- 
cally, section 5, and writing amend- 
ments to ensure its sanctity and secu- 
rity for a period of years, that we did 
not do it frivolously. We did it with au- 
thority, Mr. Speaker, and I am asking 
that America stand against the elimi- 
nation of the Voting Rights Act. Join 
us on February 27. 

| rise today to speak about the need to pro- 
tect democracy, to protect the voice of the 
American people, and to ensure the right to 
vote continues to be treated as a right under 
the Constitution rather than being treated as 
though it is privilege. 

If you are a Constitutional Scholar this is an 
exciting time because the United States Su- 
preme Court has a very active docket this 
term, deciding on matters which have great 
import to every American. 

And pursuant to that, in less than two weeks 
the Supreme Court will hear the case of 
Shelby County Alabama v. Holder. The issue 
in this case is whether Congress’ decision in 
2006 to reauthorize Section 5 of the Voting 
Rights Act under the pre-existing coverage for- 
mula of Section 4(b) of the Voting Rights Act 
exceeded its authority under the Fourteenth 
and Fifteenth Amendments and thus violated 
the Tenth Amendment and Article IV of the 
United States Constitution. 

The challenge to the constitutionality of Sec- 
tion 5 in this case was brought by Shelby 
County, Ala., which is a majority white suburb 
of Birmingham. 

In rejecting the County’s arguments, Judge 
Bates agreed with an earlier unanimous deci- 
sion, by a three-judge panel of the D.C. Dis- 
trict Court, which likewise upheld the constitu- 
tionality of Section 5, in a case brought by a 
local Texas utility district, which is my home 
state. 

That earlier decision, however, was vacated 
in 2009 when the Supreme Court decided that 
the utility district could pursue a_ statutory 
“bailout” from Section 5 coverage. 

Unlike the Texas utility district, Shelby 
County freely admitted that it has a recent his- 
tory of voting discrimination that disqualified it 
from “bailing out.” 

| am joined by my colleagues here today to 
call on all Americans to reject and denounce 
tactics and measures that have absolutely no 
place in our democracy. | call on African- 
Americans, Hispanic and Latino Americans, as 
well as Asian-American voters to band to- 
gether to fight for their right to vote and to 
work together to understand their voting rights 
which are granted to citizens of our nation by 
our laws and our Constitution. 

| call on these citizens to stand against har- 
assment and intimidation, to vote in the face 
of such adversity. The most effective way to 
curb tactics of intimidation and harassment is 
to vote. Is to stand together to fight against 
any measures that would have the effect of 
preventing every eligible citizen from being 
able to vote. Voting ensures active participa- 
tion in democracy. 

As a Member of this body, | firmly believe 
that we must protect the rights of all eligible 
citizens to vote. Over the past few decades, 
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minorities in this country have witnessed a 
pattern of efforts to intimidate and harass mi- 
nority voters through so-called “Voter Id” re- 
quirements. | am sad to report that as we 
head into the 21st century, these efforts con- 
tinue. 

Never in the history of our nation, has the 
effect of one person, one vote, been more im- 
portant. A great Spanish Philosopher, George 
Santayana once said “Those who cannot 
learn from history are doomed to repeat it.” 
Our history has taught us that denying the 
right to vote based on race, gender or class is 
a stain on the democratic principles that we all 
value. The Voting Rights Act was a reaction to 
the actions of our passed and a way to pave 
the road to a new future. 

The Voting Rights Act (VRA) was adopted 
in 1965 and was extended in 1970, 1975, and 
1982. This legislation is considered the most 
successful piece of civil rights legislation ever 
adopted by the United States Congress. Con- 
trary to the prevailing rumor that the Act is due 
to expire, leaving minorities with no rights, the 
Act is actually due for reauthorization in the 
2nd session of the 108th Congress—there is 
no doubt about whether it will continue to pro- 
tect our rights in the future. 

The VRA codifies and effectuates the 15th 
Amendments permanent guarantee that, 
throughout the nation, no person shall be de- 
nied the right to vote on account of race or 
color. Adopted at a time when African Ameri- 
cans were substantially disfranchised in many 
Southern states, the Act employed measures 
to restore the right to vote to citizens of all 
U.S. states. 

By 1965, proponents of disenfranchisement 
made violent attempts to thwart the efforts of 
civil rights activists. The murder of voting- 
rights activists in Philadelphia and Mississippi 
gained national attention, along with numerous 
other acts of violence and terrorism. 

Finally, the unprovoked attack on March 7, 
1965, by state troopers on peaceful marchers 
crossing the Edmund Pettus Bridge in Selma, 
Alabama, en route to the state capitol in Mont- 
gomery, persuaded the President and Con- 
gress to overcome Southern legislators’ resist- 
ance to effective voting rights legislation. 
President Johnson issued a call for a strong 
voting rights law and hearings began soon 
thereafter on the bill that would become the 
Voting Rights Act. 

Congress adopted this far-reaching statute 
in response to a rash of instances of inter- 
ference with attempts by African American citi- 
zens to exercise their right to vote—a rash 
that appears to be manifesting itself again in 
this nation. Perhaps a legislative measure is 
needed to respond in a way that the VRA did. 

The Supreme Court upheld the constitu- 
tionality of the VRA in 1966 in a landmark de- 
cision—South Carolina v. Katzenbach, 383 
U.S. 301, 327-28: 

Congress had found that case-by-case liti- 
gation was inadequate to combat widespread 
and persistent discrimination in voting, be- 
cause of the inordinate amount of time and 
energy required to overcome the obstruc- 
tionist tactics invariably encountered in 
these lawsuits. After enduring nearly a cen- 
tury of systematic resistance to the Fif- 
teenth Amendment, Congress might well de- 
cide to shift the advantage of time and iner- 
tia from the perpetrators of the evil to its 
victims. 
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It seems that the “obstructionist tactics” that 
threatened the aggrieved parties in Katzen- 
bach have returned. The advantages of “time 
and inertia” that were shifted from bigoted bu- 
reaucrats to minority victims are slowly shifting 
back against their favor when educators, gov- 
ernment leaders, and agencies are allowed to 
contravene the policy and legal conclusions 
given by the highest court in the country. 

Several factors influenced the initiation of 
this civil rights legislation. The first was a large 
shift in the number of African Americans away 
from the Republican Party. Second, many 
Democrats felt that it was a mistake of its 
Southern members to oppose civil rights legis- 
lation because they could lose more of the Af- 
rican American and liberal votes. 

No right is more fundamental than the right 
to vote. It is protected by more constitutional 
amendments—the ist, 14th, 15th, 19th, 24th 
and 26th—than any other right we enjoy as 
Americans. Broad political participation en- 
sures the preservation of all our other rights 
and freedoms. 3 State laws that impose new 
restrictions on voting, however, undermine our 
strong democracy by impeding access to the 
polls and reducing the number of Americans 
who vote and whose votes are counted. 

VOTER IDENTIFICATION 

There have been several restrictive voting 
bills considered and approved by states in the 
past several years. The most commonly ad- 
vanced initiatives are laws that require voters 
to present photo identification when voting in 
person. Additionally, states have proposed or 
passed laws to require proof of citizenship 
when registering to vote; to eliminate the right 
to register to vote and to submit a change of 
address within the same state on Election 
Day; to shorten the time allowed for early vot- 
ing; to make it more difficult for third-party or- 
ganizations to conduct voter registration; and 
even to eliminate a mandate on poll workers 
to direct voters who go to the wrong precinct. 

These recent changes are on top of the 
disfranchisement laws in 48 states that de- 
prive an estimated 5.3 million people with 
criminal convictions—disproportionately Afri- 
can Americans and Latinos—of their political 
voice. 

Voter ID laws are becoming increasingly 
common across the country. Today, 31 states 
have laws requiring voters to present some 
form of identification to vote in federal, state 
and local elections, although some laws or ini- 
tiatives passed in 2011 have not yet gone into 
effect. Some must also be pre-cleared under 
the Voting Rights Act prior to implementation. 
In 16 of those 31 States, voters must (or will 
soon be required to) present a photo |D—that 
in many states must be government-issued— 
in order to cast a ballot. 

Voter ID laws deny the right to vote to thou- 
sands of registered voters who do not have, 
and, in many instances, cannot obtain the lim- 
ited identification states accept for voting. 
Many of these Americans cannot afford to pay 
for the required documents needed to secure 
a government issued photo ID. As such, these 
laws impede access to the polls and are at 
odds with the fundamental right to vote. 

In total, more than 21 million Americans of 
voting age lack documentation that would sat- 
isfy photo ID laws, and a disproportionate 
number of these Americans are low-income, 
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racial and ethnic minorities, and elderly. As 
many as 25% of African Americans of voting 
age lack government-issued photo ID, com- 
pared to only 8% of their white counterparts. 
Eighteen percent of Americans over the age of 
65 do not have government-issued photo ID. 

Laws requiring photo identification to vote 
are a “solution” in search of a problem. There 
is no credible evidence that in-person imper- 
sonation voter fraud—the only type of fraud 
that photo IDs could prevent—is even a minor 
problem. Multiple studies have found that al- 
most all cases of alleged in-person imperson- 
ation voter “fraud” are actually the result of a 
voter making an inadvertent mistake about 
their eligibility to vote, and that even these 
mistakes are extremely infrequent. 

It is important, instead, to focus on both ex- 
panding the franchise and ending practices 
which actually threaten the integrity of the 
elections, such as improper purges of voters, 
voter harassment, and distribution of false in- 
formation about when and where to vote. 
None of these issues, however, are addressed 
or can be resolved with a photo ID require- 
ment. 

Furthermore, requiring voters to pay for an 
ID, as well as the background documents nec- 
essary to obtain an ID in order to vote, is tan- 
tamount to a poll tax. Although some states 
issue IDs for free, the birth certificates, pass- 
ports, or other documents required to secure 
a government-issued ID cost money, and 
many Americans simply cannot afford to pay 
for them. In addition, obtaining a government- 
issued photo ID is not an easy task for all 
members of the electorate. Low-income indi- 
viduals who lack the funds to pay for docu- 
mentation, people with disabilities with limited 
access to transportation, and elderly. 

Americans who never had a birth certificate 
and cannot obtain alternate proof of their birth 
in the U.S., are among those who face signifi- 
cant or insurmountable obstacles to getting 
the photo ID needed to exercise their right to 
vote. For example, because of Texas’ recently 
passed voter ID law, an estimated 36,000 
people in West Texas’s District 19 are 137 
miles from the nearest full service Department 
of Public Safety office, where those without 
IDs must travel to preserve their right to vote 
under the state’s new law. 

In addition, women who have changed their 
names due to marriage or divorce often expe- 
rience difficulties with identity documentation, 
as did Andrea, who recently moved from Mas- 
sachusetts to South Carolina and who, in the 
span of a month, spent more than 17 hours 
online and in person trying without success to 
get a South Carolina driver's license. 

Voter ID laws send not-so-subtle messages 
about who is and is not encouraged to vote. 
As states approve laws requiring photo ID to 
vote, each formulates its own list of accept- 
able forms of documentation. Another com- 
mon thread emerging from disparate state ap- 
proaches is a bias against robust student elec- 
toral participation. 

Henceforth, students at Wisconsin colleges 
and universities will not be able to vote using 
their student ID cards, unless those cards 
have issuance dates, expiration dates, and 
signatures. 

Currently, only a handful of Wisconsin col- 
leges and universities are issuing compliant 
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IDs. Nor will South Carolina, Texas, or Ten- 
nessee accept student identification at the 
olls. 

P Policies that limit students’ electoral partici- 
pation are particularly suspect, appearing on 
the heels of unprecedented youth turnout in 
the 2008 election. 

Four states with new voter identification 
mandates, including my home state of Texas, 
South Carolina, Mississippi, and Alabama, are 
required under the Voting Rights Act to have 
these voting changes pre-cleared by either the 
Department of Justice (DOJ) or a panel of fed- 
eral judges. Before they may be implemented, 
DOJ must certify that these laws do not have 
the purpose or effect of restricting voting by 
racial or language minority groups. 

Thus far, South Carolina and Texas both 
have submitted applications to DOJ that have 
been formally opposed in written submissions. 
DOJ has requested further information from 
both states, and the applications are on hold. 
Alabama’s ID requirements do not take effect 
until 2014, so the state has not yet applied to 
DOJ for preclearance. Mississippis voter ID 
requirement was approved by voters on No- 
vember 8, 2011, so a preclearance request 
has not yet been submitted. 

In countries scattered across this earth, citi- 
zens are denied the right to speak their hearts 
and minds. In this country, only a few decades 
ago, the right to vote was limited by race, sex, 
or the financial ability to own land. When a 
vote is not cast, it is a referendum on all those 
who fought so hard and tirelessly for our 
rights. When a vote is cast, it is cast not only 
for you and the future but also for all those 
who never had the chance to pull a lever. 

We are still working to make Martin Luther 
King’s dream a reality, a reality in which our 
government's decisions are made out in the 
open not behind cigar filled closed doors. 

The time to take back the country is at 
hand, and we are the ones with the power to 
do just that. To do so we must allow all citi- 
zens who are eligible to vote, with the right to 
excise this decision without tricks or tactics to 
dilute their right to vote. 

Instances of voter intimidation are not long 
ago and far away. Just last year | sent a letter 
to U.S. Attorney General Eric Holder to draw 
his attention to several disturbing instances of 
voter intimidation that had taken place in 
Houston. In a single week there were at least 
15 reports of abuse of voter rights throughout 
the city of Houston. 

As a Senior Member of the House Judiciary 
Committee, | called for an immediate inves- 
tigation of these instances. Many of these inci- 
dents of voter intimidation were occurring in 
predominately minority neighborhoods and 
have been directed at African-Americans and 
Latinos. It is unconscionable to think that any- 
one would deliberately employ the use of such 
forceful and intimidating tactics to undermine 
the fundamental, Constitutional right to vote. 
However, such conduct has regrettably oc- 
curred in Houston, and | urge you to take ap- 
propriate action to ensure that it does not 
recur. 

| am here today in the name of freedom, pa- 
triotism, and democracy. | am here to demand 
that the long hard fought right to vote con- 
tinues to be protected. 

A long, bitter, and bloody struggle was 
fought for the Voting Rights Act of 1965 so 
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that all Americans could enjoy the right to 
vote, regardless of race, ethnicity, or national 
origin. Americans died in that fight so that oth- 
ers could achieve what they had been force- 
fully deprived of for centuries—the ability to 
walk freely and without fear into the polling 
place and cast a voting ballot. 

Efforts to keep minorities from fully exer- 
cising that franchise, however, continue. In- 
deed, in the past thirty years, we have wit- 
nessed a pattern of efforts to intimidate and 
harass minority voters including efforts that 
were deemed “Ballot Security” programs that 
include the mailing of threatening notices to 
African-American voters, the carrying of video 
cameras to monitor polls, the systematic chal- 
lenging of minority voters at the polls on un- 
lawful grounds, and the hiring of guards and 
off-duty police officers to intimidate and fright- 
en voters at the polls. 

My colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
have a particularly poor track record when it 
comes to documented acts of voter intimida- 
tion. In 1982, a Federal Court in New Jersey 
provided a consent order that forbids the Re- 
publican National Committee from undertaking 
any ballot security activities in a polling place 
or election district where race or ethnic com- 
position is a factor in the decision to conduct 
such activities and where a purpose or signifi- 
cant effect is to deter qualified voters from vot- 
ing. These reprehensible practices continue to 
plague our Nation’s minority voters. 

VOTING RIGHTS ACT HISTORY 

August 6, 2011, marked the 46th anniver- 
sary of the Voting Rights Act. 

Most Americans take the right to vote for 
granted. We assume that we can register and 
vote if we are over 18 and are citizens. Most 
of us learned in school that discrimination 
based on race, creed or national origin has 
been barred by the Constitution since the end 
of the Civil War. 

Before the 1965 Voting Rights Act, however, 
the right to vote did not exist in practice for 
most African Americans. And, until 1975, most 
American citizens who were not proficient in 
English faced significant obstacles to voting, 
because they could not understand the ballot. 

Even though the Indian Citizenship Act gave 
Native Americans the right to vote in 1924, 
state law determined who could actually vote, 
which effectively excluded many Native Ameri- 
cans from political participation for decades. 

Asian Americans and Asian immigrants also 
have suffered systematic exclusion from the 
political process and it has taken a series of 
reforms, including repeal of the Chinese Ex- 
clusion Act in 1943, and passage of amend- 
ments strengthening the Voting Rights Act 
three decades later, to fully extend the fran- 
chise to Asian Americans. It was with this his- 
tory in mind that the Voting Rights Act of 1965 
was designed to make the right to vote a re- 
ality for all Americans. 

And the Voting Rights Act has made giant 
strides toward that goal. Without exaggeration, 
it has been one of the most effective civil 
rights laws passed by Congress. 

In 1964, there were only approximately 300 
African-Americans in public office, including 
just three in Congress. Few, if any, black 
elected officials were elected anywhere in the 
South. Today there are more than 9,100 black 
elected officials, including 43 members of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


Congress, the largest number ever. The act 
has opened the political process for many of 
the approximately 61,000 Latino public officials 
that have been elected and appointed nation- 
wide, including 263 at the state or federal 
level, 27 of whom serve in Congress. And Na- 
tive Americans, Asians and others who have 
historically encountered harsh barriers to full 
political participation also have benefited 
greatly. 

We must not forget the importance of pro- 
tecting this hard earned right. 

VOTER ID 

An election with integrity is one that is open 
to every eligible voter. Restrictive voter ID re- 
quirements degrade the integrity of our elec- 
tions by systematically excluding large num- 
bers of eligible Americans. 

| do not argue with the notion that we must 
prevent individuals from voting who are not al- 
lowed to vote. Yet a hidden argument in this 
bill is that immigrants may “infiltrate” our vot- 
ing system. Legal immigrants who have suc- 
cessfully navigated the citizenship maze are 
unlikely to draw the attention of the authorities 
by attempting to register incorrectly. Similarly, 
undocumented immigrants are even less likely 
to risk deportation just to influence an election. 

If for no other reason than after a major dis- 
aster be it earth quakes, fires, floods or hurri- 
canes, we must all understand how vulnerable 
our system is. Families fleeing the hurricanes 
and fires suffered loss of property that in- 
cluded lost documents. Compounding this was 
the devastation of the region, which virtually 
shut down civil services in the area. For exam- 
ple, New Orleans residents after Hurricane 
Katrina were scattered across 44 states. 
These uprooted citizens had difficulty reg- 
istering and voting both with absentee ballots 
and at satellite voting stations. As a result, 
those elections took place fully 8 months after 
the disaster, and it required the efforts of non- 
profits, such as the NAACP, to ensure that 
voters had the access they are constitutionally 
guaranteed. 

We need to address the election fraud that 
we know occurring, such as voting machine 
integrity and poll volunteer training and com- 
petence. After every election that occurs in 
this country, we have solid documented evi- 
dence of voting inconsistencies and errors. In 
2004, in New Mexico, malfunctioning ma- 
chines mysteriously failed to properly register 
a presidential vote on more than 20,000 bal- 
lots. 1 million ballots nationwide were flawed 
by faulty voting equipment—roughly one for 
every 100 cast. 

Those who face the most significant barriers 
are not only the poor, minorities, and rural 
populations. 1.5 million college students, 
whose addresses change often, and the elder- 
ly, will also have difficulty providing docu- 
mentation. 

In fact, newly married individuals face sig- 
nificant barriers to completing a change in sur- 
name. For instance, it can take 6-8 weeks to 
receive the marriage certificate in the mail, an- 
other two weeks (and a full day waiting in line) 
to get the new Social Security card, and finally 
three-four weeks to get the new drivers li- 
cense. There is a significant possibility that 
this bill will also prohibit newlyweds from vot- 
ing if they are married within three months of 
Election Day. 
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The right to vote is a critical and sacred 
constitutionally protected civil right. To chal- 
lenge this is to erode our democracy, chal- 
lenge justice, and mock our moral standing. | 
urge my colleagues to join me in dismissing 
this crippling legislation, and pursue effective 
solutions to the real problems of election fraud 
and error. We cannot let the rhetoric of an 
election year destroy a fundamental right upon 
which we have established liberty and free- 
dom. 
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TIME TO GET TO WORK 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. GARCIA) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, this after- 
noon a group of 20 freshman Members 
of Congress will gather to announce 
that we are putting aside our partisan 
differences to do the right thing for the 
American people. For Democrats, this 
means that 10 of us are willing to com- 
promise on spending so long as we keep 
our promise to seniors that they can 
retire with dignity and have access to 
affordable, quality health care. My Re- 
publican colleagues have said that they 
are willing to compromise on revenues 
so long as Democrats meet them half- 
way. 

Like most Americans, to those of us 
who are new to Washington, ‘‘com- 
promise” isn’t a dirty word. It’s what 
regular, ordinary people do in their 
daily lives. The American people get it. 
If you have a problem that arises in 
your office, you and your coworkers 
may disagree on how to address it, but 
your company does not wait until it 
gets to the last minute to solve it. You 
simply meet with your colleagues, put 
differences aside, and find solutions. 
Not everyone will get what they want, 
but we move forward. And this is pre- 
cisely what the American people have 
sent us to Washington to do. They have 
sent us here to solve problems on their 
behalf and not argue all the time. 

Mr. Speaker, the challenges before us 
are serious, and they deserve serious 
proposals. While our economy is grow- 
ing, we still have many families that 
are looking for work or waiting for our 
economy to grow more quickly. Many 
parents are working two and three jobs 
and yet cannot find a way to save 
money for retirement or send their 
kids to school. I see this all the time in 
my community in places like Kendall, 
Westchester, and Islamorada. 

This status quo is unacceptable to 
me, just as I know it is unacceptable to 
my Republican colleagues. Yet it 
seems that when we gather in this 
Chamber, rather than finding common- 
sense solutions to our problems, we en- 
gage in ideological debates that are de- 
signed for political posturing that lead 
us to nowhere. 

At a minimum, if we can’t agree on 
every issue, we should be working hard 
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to solve problems. The American peo- 
ple may not know this, but the fact is 
that of the 31 days that we met here 
last month, Members of Congress only 
gathered six times. And in those 6 
days, the only bill of any real signifi- 
cance was the Hurricane Sandy relief— 
a bill that should have been approved 
last year. Maybe this is the way Wash- 
ington works; but in the rest of Amer- 
ica, if you show up to your job less 
than 20 percent of the time—that’s 
about 1 day a week—you probably 
won’t have a job for too long. And yet 
some of my colleagues find this accept- 
able. Well, I don’t. And I know the 
American people won’t find this ac- 
ceptable either. 

So I respectfully invite each of my 
colleagues, Republican and Democrats 
alike, and even those of you who have 
been in Washington for a while, to join 
us for this moment of bipartisanship 
and work together on behalf of our fel- 
low citizens. Let’s remember that it is 
a privilege to serve the American peo- 
ple. It’s time to get to work. 


EE 


UPHOLDING SECTION 5 OF THE 
VOTING RIGHTS ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. VEASEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. VEASEY. As oral arguments are 
being prepared for the February 27 U.S. 
Supreme Court hearing in the case of 
Shelby County v. Holder, which chal- 
lenges the constitutionality of section 
5 of the Voting Rights Act, I stand here 
today in strong support of upholding 
section 5 as evidence of its current crit- 
ical necessity. In my home State of 
Texas, the need for section 5 of the 
Voting Rights Act is playing out in a 
very dramatic fashion. 

I’m a plaintiff in the ongoing litiga- 
tion involving the 2011 Texas redis- 
tricting case, Quesada v. The State of 
Texas. I can personally attest and flat- 
ly state that overt and deliberate ra- 
cial discrimination is still used by 
leaders in Texas today. I wish that 
statement were untrue or out of date. 
It would be wonderful to say that we 
have progressed past the need for pro- 
tection under section 5 of the Voting 
Rights Act. Sadly, this is not the case. 
Section 5 protects minorities from ra- 
cial discriminatory voter ID laws, 
voter suppression tactics, and discrimi- 
natory redistricting plans. These pro- 
tections are needed now as much as 
ever. 

In 2011, just 2 years ago, a map was 
drawn by the Texas Legislature that 
didn’t merely affect the politics of our 
State. Overt racial discriminatory tac- 
tics were used to isolate and suppress 
hundreds of thousands of minorities for 
the purpose of political gain by current 
partisan leaders of my State. Latino 
and African American citizens in the 
State of Texas suffered the most ag- 
gressive and deliberate discriminatory 
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blows to our constitutional rights to 
fairly participate in elections. 

Cold and heartless tactics were used 
that should be simply relics of the 
past—relics like ‘‘packing’’ millions of 
minority voters together into as few 
districts as people to dilute the impact 
of their vote by ‘‘cracking’’ the re- 
maining voters to ensure that their 
vote has no impact at all. Minorities 
were packed precinct by precinct and 
block by block in order to contain the 
impact of their growing population. 
And yet here we are today, fighting to 
uphold section 5. 

The right to vote and the right for 
one’s voice to be heard through elected 
representation is a legally enacted and 
constitutional right that many have 
bled and died for. Yet we are still fight- 
ing for this very right. Some say its 
time to move on. But, my dear friends, 
we must never move on while these 
rights are not just at risk but under at- 
tack. And when I detail the discrimina- 
tion contained within the redistricting 
process, no one should think I’m acting 
as a partisan Democrat. The three- 
judge panel in Federal court that heard 
the evidence, questioned the witnesses, 
and delivered the opinion of the Texas 
redistricting case consisted of two 
judges appointed by Republican Presi- 
dents and one judge appointed by a 
Democratic President. Their finding of 
intentional discrimination was unani- 
mous. They could not have made their 
views any clearer, stating: 

The parties have provided more evidence of 
discriminatory intent than we have space or 
need to address here. 

This was not a case heard 30 years 
ago, or even 10 or 5 years ago. The deci- 
sion was released just last August, 
barely 6 months ago. 

Lastly, those who tell you that there 
is no recourse for States that no longer 
discriminate are, at best, dangerously 
mistaken. The Voting Rights Act con- 
tains provisions for States that have 
over the years exhibited that they are 
no longer in need of pre-clearance. 
States can submit evidence to the De- 
partment of Justice or the D.C. Dis- 
trict Court that they are no longer 
using racial discriminatory redis- 
tricting tactics and apply for a way out 
of section 5. As a matter of fact, since 
2009, more States than ever before in 
the history of the Voting Rights Act 
have been granted the right out. 

So why are we challenging the con- 
stitutionality of a law that is pro- 
tecting its citizens from racial dis- 
crimination when there is, in fact, re- 
course? I will tell you the sad truth is 
because, unfortunately, in States like 
Texas, where the minority population 
is growing very rapidly and their vot- 
ing strength is increasing, rather than 
work to earn the vote of minority citi- 
zens, State leaders would rather sup- 
press voters through racially discrimi- 
natory tactics. 

My friends, our country is better 
than this. We are better than this. 
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That’s why we are here today in sup- 
port of upholding section 5 of the Vot- 
ing Rights Act. 


1100 


EXPANSION OF FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, one thing that President 
Obama mentioned in his State of the 
Union speech the other night, which I 
hope he follows up on, is his effort to 
stop the cost of college tuition and fees 
from going up at such a rapid rate. 

I spoke to a class at the University of 
Tennessee last week—and I’ve done 
that many times—and whenever I 
speak to classes, it shocks the students 
when I tell them that in my first year 
at the University of Tennessee it cost 
$90 per quarter in our tuition. In other 
words, I went to school for $270. It went 
up to $105, and then $120, and then $135 
a quarter my senior year, so it went up 
$405. But this was shortly after the 
Federal student loan program had 
come in. 

Until that program came in, college 
tuition and fees went up at just the 
rate of inflation. It went up very slow- 
ly—in fact, sometimes less than infla- 
tion. But now, and ever since that pro- 
gram has come in, tuition and fees 
have gone up at three or four or five 
times the rate of inflation, so that 
today colleges and universities cost 
300, 400, and 500 percent higher than 
they would have if we had just left 
things alone. Anything the Federal 
Government subsidizes, the costs just 
explode. 

When I went to the University of 
Tennessee—my senior year in high 
school I had been a bag boy at the A&P 
making $1.10 an hour—I got a big raise. 
As a freshman at the university, I be- 
came a salesman at Sears and worked 
there my first 2 years, and I made $1.25 
an hour. 

Almost everybody who needed to 
could work part-time and pay all of 
their expenses and fees in college. No- 
body had to borrow money to go to col- 
leges or universities; nobody got out of 
school with a debt. Then the Federal 
Government decided to help. And now, 
what it has resulted in is almost every- 
body has to borrow money to pay their 
tuition and fees, and almost everybody 
gets out of school with some kind of 
huge debt. 

We’ve seen the same thing happen in 
medical care. The Federal Government 
decided to help out. Before the Federal 
Government got involved in medical 
care, medical care was cheap and af- 
fordable to almost everybody. Doctors 
even made house calls. We took what 
was a very minor problem for a very 
few people and now we’ve turned it into 
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a massive, major problem for everyone. 
That seems to be the history of the 
Federal Government. 

I just came from a hearing in the 
Oversight and the Government Reform 
Committee, and I will return to that 
shortly. But in the GAO report on the 
New York Medicaid program—which is 
the largest in the country—it tells 
about a daily payment method result- 
ing in a $5,000 daily rate for institu- 
tional residents in the State of New 
York—$5,000 daily payments. The New 
York program is paying over twice as 
much as the average around the coun- 
try. 

We sometimes hear that Medicare 
and Medicaid can’t be cut. We cer- 
tainly don’t want to hurt any lower-in- 
come people, but there are some people 
and companies getting ridiculously, 
fabulously wealthy off of Medicare and 
Medicaid. And almost every govern- 
ment program ends up being some sort 
of a sweetheart, insider-type deal, giv- 
ing contracts to companies who hire 
former Federal employees. It’s just 
scandalous what is going on in this 
country and it’s really hurting this Na- 
tion badly—and especially hurting the 
middle income people that the Presi- 
dent says he’s so eager to help, but who 
he will be hurting worse than ever if he 
keeps expanding the Federal Govern- 
ment at the rate that he wants to. 


EE 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 3 min- 
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess. 


EE 
1200 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. MILLER of Michigan) at 
noon. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Loving God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

AS we meditate on all the blessings of 
life, we especially pray for the blessing 
of peace in our lives and in our world. 
Our fervent prayer, O God, is that peo- 
ple will learn to live together in rec- 
onciliation and respect, so that the ter- 
rors of war and of dictatorial abuse will 
be no more. 

As You have created each person, we 
pray that You guide our hearts and 
minds that every person of every place 
and background might focus on Your 
great gift of life and so learn to live in 
unity. 

May Your special blessings be upon 
the Members of this assembly in the 
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important, sometimes difficult, work 
they do. Give them wisdom and char- 
ity, that they might work together for 
the common good. 

May all that is done this day in the 
people’s House be for Your greater 
honor and glory. 

Amen. 


Ee 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. GARD- 
NER) come forward and lead the House 
in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. GARDNER led the Pledge of Al- 
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests 
for 1-minute speeches on each side of 
the aisle. 


EE 


KYLE CARPENTER, AN AMERICAN 
HERO 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, in February of 2009, 
Corporal Kyle Carpenter, a constituent 
and resident of Lexington, South Caro- 
lina, enlisted in the United States Ma- 
rine Corps and went on to complete re- 
cruit training at the Marine Corps Re- 
cruit Depot at Parris Island, South 
Carolina. A little over a year later, 
Corporal Carpenter was deployed to 
Marjah, Afghanistan, with his unit to 
carry out his service and protect our 
families in Operation Enduring Free- 
dom. 

On November 21, 2010, Corporal Car- 
penter suffered devastating injuries 
when an enemy hand grenade exploded 
while he was on post. Because of his he- 
roic actions, Corporal Carpenter poten- 
tially saved the lives of countless oth- 
ers and has been decorated with a Pur- 
ple Heart and awarded the Combat Ac- 
tion Ribbon. 

I have had the privilege of visiting 
with Kyle, his mother, Robin, and his 
father, Jim. Throughout his recovery 
with the dedicated staff at Walter Reed 
in Bethesda, Kyle has served as a testa- 
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ment to hard work and valor. Today, 
Kyle is an intern serving with Chair- 
man JEFF MILLER of the Veterans’ Af- 
fairs Committee. 

I have no doubt that because of Cor- 
poral Carpenter’s service, American 
families are more secure. I want to 
thank Kyle and the Carpenter family 
for your dedication to our Nation. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 


Ee 


LET’S ACT NOW TO GET RID OF 
SEQUESTRATION 


(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HAHN. Madam Speaker, when I 
first came to Congress, I didn’t vote for 
that bill that created the threat of se- 
questration. I thought it was a bad idea 
then, and I think it’s a bad idea now. 
Automatic triggers that institute auto- 
matic cuts across the board in spending 
in this country are a bad idea. This 
manmade crisis is now threatening 
both our Nation’s economy and our na- 
tional security. 

Here are just a couple of ways that 
that would happen. Ten percent of the 
FAA’s workforce of 40,000 would be fur- 
loughed on any given day, resulting in 
reduced air traffic controllers, longer 
delays, and economic losses for air 
transportation and tourism. Fewer air 
traffic controllers means fewer flights, 
which means less tourism, and that 
means fewer jobs in hotels and res- 
taurants—a ripple effect that could 
cripple our economy. 

The Coast Guard would be cut by 
nearly 25 percent, jeopardizing mari- 
time and navigation safety, the safe 
flow of commerce along U.S. water- 
ways, and drastically reduce our abil- 
ity to fight drug trafficking. 

The clock is ticking once again. We 
cannot take our economy and our safe- 
ty backwards at a time when the 
American people have worked to build 
it up. 

Let’s act now to get rid of this ter- 
rible sequestration. 


ee 


INJUSTICE TO THE VILLAGE OF 
KING COVE, ALASKA 


(Mr. YOUNG of Alaska was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Madam 
Speaker, this is an injustice what the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Fish 
and Wildlife has done to a village 
called King Cove in Alaska. We had 
hearings, we had the lands transfer, we 
had everything going to work so these 
people could be safe—be safe to go to 
hospitals, be safe to fly out when the 
weather was bad. It was an agreement 
between the State, the Congress, and 
the village of King Cove. And along 
comes the Fish and Wildlife and denies 
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them the trade that has to be nec- 
essary for this transportation corridor. 

I’m urging my Senators to put a hold 
on the new Secretary of the Interior so 
she’s not confirmed until this Sec- 
retary can, in fact, sign the law that 
will allow them to have safety once 
and for all. This process has been going 
on for more than 20 years. We finally 
got to a solution that’s being stopped 
by this administration, the lack of 
knowledge about human life, who 
would rather protect something that 
does not exist. 

This refuge has over 300 miles of road 
in it, but these people are being denied 
and need the safety. Pm asking Sec- 
retary Salazar, in fact, to take and do 
his job: overturn the Fish and 
Wildlife’s recommendation, allow my 
people to be safe, and make sure they 
can continue to live their lives without 
the threat of the weather when it can 
be solved by an act of the Secretary. 


—— 


COMMEMORATING THE 2-YEAR AN- 
NIVERSARY OF UPRISING IN 
BAHRAIN 


(Mr. McGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 2 
years ago today the people of Bahrain 
took to the streets in peaceful protest. 
They called for democratic freedoms 
and an end to human rights abuses. 
The Government of Bahrain responded 
with violence. It attacked protestors, 
killing more than 30, and imprisoned 
and tortured thousands of others. Even 
doctors who treated protesters were ar- 
rested, tortured, and prosecuted. 

Two years later, the situation has 
not improved. In fact, it may be get- 
ting worse. More protestors have died, 
hundreds of political prisoners remain 
in jail, and authorities responsible for 
the use of torture remain free. 

Despite an active public relations 
campaign, the Government of Bahrain 
is not—and I repeat, is not—making a 
good-faith effort to meet the legiti- 
mate demands of its people. 

The Obama administration needs to 
change course with Bahrain and begin 
implementing a policy that holds Bah- 
rain accountable and promotes demo- 
cratic freedoms so that we are not here 
again saying these same things on the 
third anniversary of the protests. 


re 
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THE SEQUESTER 


(Mr. DEFAZIO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Sequester. Well, that’s 
inside-the-Beltway jargon. It means 
stupid, indiscriminate, across-the- 
board budget cuts. Cut things that are 
valuable—Coast Guard Rescue—and cut 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


things that are obsolete and 
unneeded—registration for a draft that 
doesn’t exist—the same percent. 

Now, the Republicans are pointing 
fingers, but I think the finger’s going 
to get pointed right back at them. 
They’re calling it the 
“Obamaquester’’? Come on now, you’ve 
got to be kidding. 

Don’t they remember their tax 
pledge to Grover Norquist that has 
ever forever bound them to starving 
the Federal Government of revenue? 
Now look where that got us, when they 
threatened to default on the debt. It 
got us the sequester. They refused to 
compromise and forced us into another 
self-made arbitrary crisis. 

No, it’s not an “Obamaquester’’; it’s 
a ‘‘GroverNorquester.”’ 


EEE 
ATTACK ON CAMP LIBERTY 


(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
as the sun was rising in the Iraqi 
desert, three dozen mortars rained 
down on Camp Liberty. Camp Liberty 
is where innocent Iranian exiles, in- 
cluding women and children, live. This 
unprovoked attack left six people dead 
and dozens wounded. 

Now, who was responsible? Was it the 
Iraqis, the Iranians? Looks to me like 
both governments should be held ac- 
countable. These dissidents stand for 
an Iran free of the extreme mullahs 
and the tyrant Ahmadinejad. 

Over 3,000 unarmed freedom fighters 
currently live at Camp Liberty and re- 
main in imminent danger. The Iraqi 
Government has proven on more than 
one occasion it is unwilling to protect 
Iranian dissidents in Iraq. 

The United Nations has the responsi- 
bility to ensure these people are moved 
to safer locations and even other coun- 
tries. Not one more life should be sto- 
len by those who protect the oppressive 
Iranian regime and the little fellow 
from the desert, Ahmadinejad. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


ES 


RACE TO THE TOP GRANT AN- 
NOUNCEMENT FOR UNION CITY 
SCHOOLS 


(Mr. SWALWELL of California asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. I rise 
today to congratulate the New Haven 
Unified School District in Union City 
in the 15th Congressional District for 
being named one of 16 nationwide win- 
ners in the U.S. Department of Edu- 
cation’s Race to the Top grant pro- 
gram. The district will receive over $29 
million in funding, which will provide 
training and equipment to support the 
outstanding students, teachers, and 
staff of New Haven Unified. 
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This is a tremendous achievement, 
and I am proud of the school’s super- 
intendent, Kari McVeigh, and school 
board members Linda Canlas, Jonas 
Dino, Michael Ritchie, Sarabjit 
Cheema, and Michelle Matthews, who 
had the good sense and worked hard to 
apply for this competitive grant. I 
know the 13,000 students from New 
Haven Unified will benefit from the 
technology and educational improve- 
ments in their schools. 

In Union City, this critical funding 
will help to expand after-school pro- 
grams, student support, and access to 
health care for the most vulnerable 
students, and will provide teachers 
with the training and techniques need- 
ed to improve our classrooms. 

I am proud to represent New Haven 
Unified, Union City, students, edu- 
cators, and administrators, and look 
forward to hearing of their many suc- 
cesses. 


ES 


IT’S TIME TO GET THIS ECONOMY 
MOVING AGAIN 


(Mr. STUTZMAN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. STUTZMAN. Madam Speaker, 
this week, President Obama outlined 
his vision for America: job-killing tax 
hikes, a job-killing national energy 
tax, job-killing wage controls, and job- 
killing stimulus spending. 

Equally telling were the items that 
the President did not mention. He of- 
fered no plan to pay off our $16 trillion 
of debt, no plan to replace the seques- 
ter cuts to national defense that he 
proposed, no plan to save our broken 
social safety nets, and no plan to re- 
store the confidence of Americans in 
the real economy. 

President Obama believes that every 
problem can be solved with big govern- 
ment and another tax hike. President 
Clinton once declared that the era of 
big government is over. Not this Presi- 
dent. President Obama believes more 
government is the solution to all of our 
problems. 

It’s time to get this economy moving 
again, and my colleagues in the House 
are ready to work toward real solu- 
tions that encourage job growth, em- 
power individuals, and break Washing- 
ton’s spending habits. 


—— 


SEQUESTRATION 


(Mr. SIRES asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SIRES. Madam Speaker, if we 
face yet another fiscal cliff in 2 weeks, 
it is imperative that this Chamber pro- 
duces a real solution to ward off a fi- 
nancial disaster that could deeply im- 
pact the American people. 

The idea behind sequestration was to 
create a worst-case scenario that was 
so severe that it would force both sides 
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to work together and find a balanced 
approach to passing a realistic budget 
reducing our deficits. 

Instead of setting the stage for yet 
another battle to be resolved in the 
11th hour, we should be focused on cre- 
ating jobs and growing our economy. If 
sequestration goes forward, programs 
and services that millions of Ameri- 
cans rely on, like Head Start, supple- 
mental nutrition programs like the 
WIC program, and even FEMA, would 
be decimated by drastic cuts in our 
funding. 

Additionally, sequestration would 
slash critical support to police who 
keep our streets safe, our air traffic 
controllers who manage our skies, and 
food inspectors who ensure the food 
that we eat is safe. 

Instead of jeopardizing critical serv- 
ices to our citizens, we need to begin to 
work on an approach that will avoid se- 
questration while sensibly reducing our 
deficit. 


a 


HONORING THE LIFE OF DR. BEN 
CLAYBURGH 


(Mr. CRAMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CRAMER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to the legacy of a 
treasured North Dakotan who touched 
the lives of his wonderful family and 
all who knew him. Dr. Ben Clayburgh 
left this world for a better place on 
January 21, my birthday. 

Ben earned many titles during his 
life. He was a surgeon, a U.S. Army pri- 
vate, a professor, and a passionate po- 
litical leader. But above all, he was a 
healer and a diplomat who inspired 
those around him. 

Grand Forks, North Dakota, will al- 
ways remember Ben Clayburgh. After 
serving his country in the U.S. Army 
as a flight surgeon, he established him- 
self in Grand Forks as a trusted man in 
medicine and politics, two of his great- 
est passions. 

He served as North Dakota’s Repub- 
lican National Committeeman for 12 
years and, in 2004, was honored in be- 
coming the Presidential elector for 
George W. Bush. His picture hangs in 
the Hall of Fame at the Ronald Reagan 
Center in Bismarck, and the memory of 
his tremendous character will always 
be in the hearts of those who knew and 
loved him. 

May God bless Ben’s memory, his 
wife, Bev, and the Clayburgh family, 
his greatest legacy. 


—— ES 


HONORING THE SERVICE OF 
DONALD E. DEVANEY 


(Ms. HANABUSA asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. HANABUSA. Madam Speaker, 
today I wish to honor Mr. Donald E. 
Devaney, Retired, the first civilian pro- 
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vost marshal to be appointed by the 
United States Army. In March 1984 he 
assumed the position at Tripler Army 
Medical Center in Hawaii. 

During a nearly 30-year assignment 
at Tripler Army Medical Center, he es- 
tablished a provost marshal office and 
police department that gained great 
notoriety by many elements of the 
United States Government and the 
local community during a time of un- 
certainty and many wartime missions. 
Through Mr. Devaney’s leadership, the 
Tripler Provost Marshal Office has 
been recognized as a leading law en- 
forcement and security department. 

Mr. Devaney’s service as a Federal 
employee is built upon a 30-year career 
in the Army. In 1953, at the age of 17, 
he enlisted in the Rhode Island Na- 
tional Guard during the Korean con- 
flict to join his peers in doing his part 
to serve America. A year later, he 
switched to Active Duty and was sent 
to locations in Japan as a military po- 
liceman. 

As cochair of the U.S. Army Hawaii 
Retiree Council for more than three 
decades, he has provided invaluable 
service to our retiree families and, as a 
result, facilitated an understanding by 
them of the ever-improving and chang- 
ing medical delivery systems we em- 
ploy. 

Madam Speaker, I ask you to join me 
as we offer our gratitude today to a 
man that has dedicated his life to serv- 
ice to our country. 


—— 
DEJA VU ALL OVER AGAIN 


(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, it’s 
déja vu all over again. Here we are just 
2 weeks—5 legislative days—away from 
sequestration, and yet the House is 
about to leave town for a 9-day recess. 
That’s unacceptable. We should be 
working every day to avoid this seques- 
ter and to avert it. 

My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle seem determined to make se- 
questration a reality. Democrats stand 
ready to work in a bipartisan manner 
to avoid this. 

Yesterday I met with Federal em- 
ployees and college leaders from Michi- 
gan who are deeply concerned about 
how the cuts will affect middle class 
families, students, and senior citizens. 
Here’s sequestration by the numbers: 

750,000 jobs eliminated by October; 

20 percent reduction in the Penta- 
gon’s operating budget; 

70,000 children kicked out of Head 
Start; 

21,000 fewer food and drug inspec- 
tions; 

4 million fewer meals served through 
the senior nutrition programs. 

We need to find a balanced and re- 
sponsible approach to reduce our def- 
icit, for sure, but not let irrational, 
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across-the-board cuts take effect. 
Doing so will devastate this economic 
recovery. 


———— 
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INVEST IN AMERICA AND GROW 
OUR ECONOMY 


(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. COHEN. I join in concern about 
our budget. Advancements to health 
would be cut in a major way. When I 
was a child, I had polio, and it has ef- 
fects on people who have polio in later 
years. But because of the Federal Gov- 
ernment’s investment in research like 
the Salk vaccine and the Sabin vac- 
cine, it has saved many families and 
children from that devastating disease. 
And around the world it’s been success- 
ful, too. There are other diseases like 
heart disease, Alzheimer’s, and cancer 
that the National Institutes of Health 
is primarily responsible for the re- 
search. 

I’m worried about health and also 
jobs, and a major driver of jobs is re- 
search and development, education, 
and infrastructure spending by the 
Federal Government. Most of our great 
advances, whether it’s railroads or the 
Internet or health care, have come 
through Federal Government partner- 
ships with the private sector. We need 
to continue those to create a middle 
class—consumers that can grow our 
economy out of these problems. It’s not 
just President Obama who says it. It’s 
also who I call the three wise men: 
Krugman, Stiglitz, and Robert Reich. 

Austerity hasn’t worked. We need to 
invest in America and grow our econ- 
omy. 


Ee 


LET’S DO THE JOB THE AMERICAN 
PEOPLE SENT US HERE TO DO 


(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, more and more, the voices are 
being raised about the devastating im- 
pact of a sequester, a self-inflicted 
wound of this Congress because we 
could not come together as the Amer- 
ican people have directed us to do. The 
security of the United States will be in 
jeopardy if we have the sequester. Men 
and women who stand on the front 
lines in protecting this Nation will be 
in jeopardy. All of those who depend 
upon Head Start funding, early edu- 
cation funding, title I funds and hous- 
ing funds, and opportunities for young 
people to go to college will be in jeop- 
ardy. 

And so I think it is unfortunate that 
we are discussing and debating on the 
floor today H.R. 273, to eliminate the 
2013 statutory pay adjustment for fed- 
eral employees. All of those people who 
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put themselves on the line for us and 
have already had a pay freeze; all we’re 
talking about is 0.5 percent. None of 
that will bring down the debt or help 
the deficit. We’re just making noise. 
What we should be doing is focusing on 
coming together around a growth and 
innovation budget and bringing the 
deficit down. What we should be doing 
is honoring the Sandy Hook and other 
victims and passing real gun violence 
prevention like universal background 
checks and storing guns. 

Madam Speaker, let us do the job the 
American people sent us to do. 


es 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap- 
proximately 1:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 22 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


a 
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AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. MILLER of Michigan) at 1 
o’clock and 30 minutes p.m. 


EE 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 273, ELIMINATION OF 2013 
PAY ADJUSTMENT, AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES 


Mr. WOODALL. Madam Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 66 and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 


H. RES. 66 


Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to consider in 
the House the bill (H.R. 273) to eliminate the 
2013 statutory pay adjustment for Federal 
employees. All points of order against con- 
sideration of the bill are waived. The bill 
shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against provisions in the bill are 
waived. The previous question shall be con- 
sidered as ordered on the bill and on any 
amendment thereto to final passage without 
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of 
debate equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform; and (2) one motion to recommit. 

SEC. 2. During any recess or adjournment 
of not more than three days, if in the opinion 
of the Speaker the public interest so war- 
rants, then the Speaker or his designee, after 
consultation with the Minority Leader, may 
reconvene the House at a time other than 
that previously appointed, within the limits 
of clause 4, section 5, article I of the Con- 
stitution, and notify Members accordingly. 

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time 
through the legislative day of February 15, 
2013, for the Speaker to entertain motions 
that the House suspend the rules, as though 
under clause 1 of rule XV, relating to a meas- 
ure condemning the government of North 
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Korea and its February 12, 2018 test of a nu- 
clear device. 

SEC. 4. On any legislative day during the 
period from February 16, 2013, through Feb- 
ruary 22, 2013— 

(a) the Journal of the proceedings of the 
previous day shall be considered as approved; 
and 

(b) the Chair may at any time declare the 
House adjourned to meet at a date and time, 
within the limits of clause 4, section 5, arti- 
cle I of the Constitution, to be announced by 
the Chair in declaring the adjournment. 

SEC. 5. The Speaker may appoint Members 
to perform the duties of the Chair for the du- 
ration of the period addressed by section 4 of 
this resolution as though under clause 8(a) of 
rule I. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. POLIS. Madam Speaker, I raise a 
point of order against H. Res. 66 be- 
cause the resolution violates section 
426(a) of the Congressional Budget Act. 
The resolution, waiving all points of 
order, waives section 425 of the Con- 
gressional Budget Act, therefore caus- 
ing a violation of section 426(a). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Colorado makes a point of 
order that the resolution violates sec- 
tion 426(a) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974. 

The gentleman has met the threshold 
burden under the rule and the gen- 
tleman from Colorado and a Member 
opposed each will control 10 minutes of 
debate on the question of consider- 
ation. Following debate, the Chair will 
put the question of consideration as 
the statutory means of disposing of the 
point of order. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. POLIS. Madam Speaker, I raise 
this point of order not necessarily out 
of concern for unfunded mandates, al- 
though there are likely some in the un- 
derlying bill H.R. 273, but rather as 
well to demonstrate that in many ways 
this bill and this process has been a 
travesty of the civics lesson that 
Americans learned in school. 

I would like to make, Madam Speak- 
er, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman shall state it. 

Mr. POLIS. What is the process that 
a Member can use to demand a division 
of the question on a bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If a mat- 
ter is divisible, any Member may de- 
mand that the matter be divided. 

Mr. POLIS. Further parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Does the rule being considered today 
prohibit a Member from demanding a 
division of the question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will not interpret the content of 
the pending measure. 

Mr. POLIS. Having heard from the 
Chair that a motion can be made by 
any Member to divide the question, I 
would like to ask unanimous consent 
to demand a division of the question on 
today’s bill before us. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado? 
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Mr. WOODALL. Madam Speaker, I 
object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Mr. POLIS. I thank the Speaker, and 
I understand that it sounds like sitting 
here in the Chamber one Member ob- 
jected to a division of the question. I 
would like to point out that over 400 
Members did not object to the division 
of the question. 

I will not ask for a recorded vote on 
this, although I think it’s clear that 
my side would win over 400-some to 1, 
perhaps. I did not hear any additional 
objections from anybody in the Cham- 
ber. 

Mr. WOODALL. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. POLIS. Madam Speaker, a point 
of parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman shall state it. 

Mr. POLIS. Is the time under my 
control yieldable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman controls his time and may 
yield. 

Mr. POLIS. Thank you, Madam 
Speaker. If we have additional time 
later, I will yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Again, there was one objection, one 
objection in this entire body, to what I 
believe would be the overwhelming will 
of this body, which is to simply divide 
this question, because there are fun- 
damentally two issues before us. 

This bill, H.R. 278, introduced 3 
weeks ago, was not seen or heard in 
any committee of jurisdiction of the 
House, rushed through the Rules Com- 
mittee under a closed rule to the floor 
of the House, and yet despite the fact 
that this bill failed to undergo any ap- 
propriate committee of jurisdiction re- 
view process, here it is in the House 
with limited debate at a time when we 
are edging closer and closer to the 
spending cliff that our country faces in 
2 weeks, which this bill does nothing 
about. 

I know that many of us in this body, 
myself included, have been tireless ad- 
vocates for supporting efforts to lower 
our deficit and balance our budget 
through a balanced approach. But as 
Republicans on the Rules Committee 
acknowledged last night, including 
Congressman BISHOP, this particular 
bill would do nothing to solve our Fed- 
eral debt, as it does not even change 
the spending caps agreed to in the 
Budget Control Act. What it does in- 
stead is include two completely unre- 
lated measures. 

When you consider that the House 
Republicans have here coupled a Fed- 
eral employee pay freeze with a freeze 
on Members of Congress’ salary, it 
leaves the suspicion that is being spec- 
ulated on by many outside this Cham- 
ber that this might, this just might be 
being done for political purposes and 
posturing. And one wonders why this 
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institution is held in such low esteem 
by so many members of the public. It is 
precisely this kind of political trick. 

Let there be no disagreement: This 
body, since I’ve joined this body, has 
never given Members of Congress a pay 
raise. It simply hasn’t. This has largely 
been an uncontroversial measure. 
When times are tough economically, 
Members of Congress should absolutely 
be the first in line to say, Look, we’re 
not going to take a pay increase. And, 
in fact, Members of Congress have al- 
ready foregone their pay increase 
through October of this year. 

So let that come up through the ap- 
propriations process, as it is tradition- 
ally done. I’m confident this body will 
act with regard to Member pay. But let 
us not tie it up with this issue of 
whether all Federal employees at all 
different wage levels should have any 
raise at all this year or not. 

Now, an amendment was brought 
forth yesterday by Congressman BERA 
of California and Congressman CON- 
NOLLY of Virginia, that divided the bill, 
just as we tried to do today. And by 
overwhelming majority, 400 some to 1, 
we did not do, because it was unani- 
mous consent that was required. Unfor- 
tunately, the idea was shut down by 
the Rules Committee. 

I would like to yield 24% minutes to 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. CON- 
NOLLY). 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Madam Speaker, I 
appreciate the comments we’ve just 
heard. The bill before us today is just 
the latest partisan jab at Federal em- 
ployees who are on the front lines pro- 
tecting and serving our constituents 
every day. 
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I remind my colleagues that more 
than 85 percent of Federal employees 
do not work here in the D.C. region. 
They live and work in your districts. 
They are the law enforcement agents, 
park rangers, researchers, and health 
inspectors who make our communities 
safer. These are middle class families 
struggling to make ends meet just like 
everybody else, yet House Republicans 
have routinely used them as a punch- 
ing bag, chipping away at their pay and 
their benefits. So far, the tab is $103 
billion and counting. It is time to say, 
“Enough.” 

I was pleased to join with Congress- 
man BERA and 10 of our colleagues in 
cosponsoring the amendment Mr. POLIS 
referred to this partisan bill that at 
least would have separated the ques- 
tions of freezing our pay from that of 
Federal employees. In fact, three such 
amendments were submitted, but each 
was rejected by the Republicans in the 
Rules Committee, underscoring that 
this really is nothing more than an- 
other political potshot at Federal em- 
ployees and using us as the subterfuge. 

If anyone’s salary should be frozen as 
a result of our Nation’s fiscal paralysis, 
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it’s ours; it’s Members of Congress. 
That’s why I introduced an alternative 
bill, H.R. 636, with Ranking Member 
CUMMINGS from the Oversight Com- 
mittee, to freeze Member salaries for 
the duration of this Congress. Of 
course, my Republican colleagues fail 
to acknowledge that we already voted 
to freeze Member salaries through Sep- 
tember of this year, as Mr. POLIS indi- 
cated, so there is no real sense of ur- 
gency here. 

Why aren’t we spending this time 
working on a bipartisan solution to 
avert the devastating consequences of 
sequestration 2 weeks from now? The 
$85 billion in across-the-board cuts in 
defense and domestic spending for the 
rest of this fiscal year would slam the 
brakes on this economy and throw us 
potentially back into recession. 

GDP performance in the fourth quar- 
ter shows that. It declined by one- 
tenth of 1 percent, largely because of 
shrinkage in public sector investments. 
That was led by a 22 percent drop in de- 
fense spending, the largest since the 
end of the Vietnam War. My colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle have 
shown almost no interest in addressing 
this threat, despite the pleadings of the 
Secretary of Defense. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. POLIS. I yield 15 seconds to the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. An amendment by 
our colleague, Mr. VAN HOLLEN from 
the Budget Committee, to replace se- 
questration was also rebuffed by the 
Rules Committee just last night on a 
partisan vote. 

To make matters worse, the House is 
about to go into recess again tomor- 
row. In fact, we spent 15 of the 19 weeks 
from July through the lame duck in re- 
cess. 

Let’s do something productive for the 
United States economy. 

Mr. POLIS. Madam Speaker, I would 
like to make an inquiry as to how 
much time remains. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Colorado has 34% minutes 
remaining, and 10 minutes may be 
claimed by an opponent. 

Mr. POLIS. I would like to yield 1% 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. MORAN). 

Mr. MORAN. I thank my good friend 
from Colorado. 

In 1729, an Irish satirist by the name 
of Jonathan Swift proposed a novel so- 
lution to child hunger and general pov- 
erty in Ireland. He recommended that 
Ireland’s poor pull themselves up by 
their own bootstraps by selling their 
children as food to the rich. That 
would nourish the rich, earn the poor 
parents some much-needed cash, and 
solve the child hunger problem all at 
once. Some people took him seriously. 
Most realized the point that he was 
trying to make. 

Today, the House majority has a 
somewhat similar kind of modest pro- 
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posal, without Mr. Swift’s sense of 
humor or irony. To ensure that our el- 
derly are cared for, let’s cut the pay of 
those responsible for their health. To 
make sure our food and drugs are safe, 
let’s diminish the benefits of those 
whose job it is to screen for safety and 
unintended effects. To find a cure for 
cancer, let’s punish the researcher who 
works daily to save millions of Ameri- 
cans from that disease. To care for our 
wounded veterans who are sent by this 
body to fight in foreign lands, let’s 
make their caretakers find a second 
job. 

Madam Speaker, my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle may justify 
their vote today by boasting of freezing 
their own pay, but that was already ac- 
complished in the fiscal cliff legisla- 
tion. The bill before us today will 
freeze, for the third year in a row, 
every Federal employee’s pay. It’s an 
effort to denigrate our Federal work- 
force in the hope that the government 
becomes unresponsive, inefficient, and 
unworthy of our best and brightest. 
That’s why I urge a strong ‘‘no’’ vote 
on H.R. 273. Enough is enough. 

Mr. POLIS. Madam Speaker, why are 
we debating a bill that had to bypass 
regular order to rush to the floor in 
February when there’s already a mora- 
torium on the increase of pay for Mem- 
bers of Congress, and we should be de- 
bating spending, eliminating the def- 
icit, the sequestration? 

With 6 legislative days remaining be- 
fore that fiscal cliff, here we are in- 
stead discussing something with re- 
gards to Member pay that doesn’t even 
occur until October, and that which 
has been the tradition of this body for 
the last 4 years—not to allow Members 
of Congress a raise—and conflated it 
with a separate issue with regard to 
the proper compensation level so that 
our Federal employees and Federal 
agencies can compete in the market- 
place with private employers and at- 
tract the talent they need to succeed. 

This rule and this bill suffer from the 
stench of politicization, and the House 
should divide these two issues. 

Madam Speaker, I’d like to ask unan- 
imous consent to amend the rule to 
allow for consideration of amendment 
4, the Bera-Connolly amendment, with 
10 minutes of debate on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ma- 
jority manager would have to yield for 
that request. 

Mr. POLIS. Excellent. Well, I hope 
that no one objects. 

Again, but for three votes cast in the 
Rules Committee by a 7-4 vote, and but 
for one solitary objection out of 435 
Members of this House of Representa- 
tives, we would have divided the ques- 
tion and this body would have avoided 
being dragged into yet another polit- 
ical game that continues to jeopardize 
the standing of this body among the 
American people. 

It’s clear that each of these issues de- 
serves a separate discussion and a vote. 
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With regard to Federal employee pay, 
let it come through regular order. Let 
the committees of jurisdiction debate 
how the issue is handled, and let it be 
placed within the context of balancing 
our budget and an overall budget solu- 
tion to the automatic cuts that are far 
more severe than a Member pay freeze 
and may include unpaid furloughs and 
other extreme measures within a cou- 
ple of weeks instead of engaging in 
stale political gamesmanship. 

Let’s reduce our debt and deficit and 
avert the impending sequester. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Madam Speaker, I 
rise to claim time in opposition to the 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 
10 minutes. 

Mr. WOODALL. I’d like to say to my 
friend that I endorse, Madam Speaker, 
his request to do away with stale polit- 
ical gamesmanship. I would put in the 
stale political gamesmanship category 
making a point of order against an un- 
funded mandate in the bill and then 
failing to make any indication that 
you actually believe there’s an un- 
funded mandate in the bill, but simply 
using this time to talk about an issue 
that we have already litigated in a 
multihour hearing last night. 

That said, I know, Madam Speaker, 
the gentleman’s heart is felt in this 
issue. I would say to the gentleman 
that, while there was only one objec- 
tion in this body, I make that objec- 
tion out of great affection for the gen- 
tleman because, as I read the under- 
lying bill, I see absolutely no way to 
divide this legislation into the compo- 
nents that the gentleman would like to 
debate. 

The gentleman would like to debate a 
Member pay freeze. The gentleman 
would like to debate a Federal em- 
ployee pay freeze. 

Mr. POLIS. Will 
yield? 

Mr. WOODALL. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado. 

Mr. POLIS. The way to divide them 
is precisely the Bera-Connolly amend- 
ment that was brought to our com- 
mittee yesterday. On a functional level 
that does divide it. 

Mr. WOODALL. I thank the gen- 
tleman. In fact, I thought that’s where 
the gentleman’s heart lay. 

As the gentleman knows, the reason 
the Bera-Connolly amendment is not 
on the floor today, among others, is 
that it is nongermane to this legisla- 
tion. We cannot subdivide this piece of 
legislation to include nongermane 
components, which, again, I know the 
gentleman wants to debate those com- 
ponents. And, Madam Speaker, when 
the House schedules those bills, I look 
forward to having that debate, too; it’s 
just not in this bill. 

One of the great pleasures I’ve had in 
this body, Madam Speaker, has been 
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being a part of a majority that is 
bringing bills that are simple to read 
and simple to understand. This is a 
front-and-back bill. I happen to have 
mine on two pages because I like to 
flip, but if I had been more conserv- 
ative with my printer, it would have 
been a front-and-back page here, 
Madam Speaker. 

What we talked about in the Rules 
Committee all last night—and it would 
have created more points of order for 
germaneness issues and others—was 
adding amendment after amendment 
after amendment that did not affect 
this language, but instead created 
brand-new debates about brand-new 
issues. 
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Again, I associate myself with the 
comments of my friend from Colorado. 
I think the American people are abso- 
lutely fed up with the way that this 
process works. But what I think 
they’re fed up with are those bills that 
stack a transportation issue beside a 
health care issue beside a Commerce 
Department issue beside a military 
issue beside a child care issue, all of 
these things that are completely unre- 
lated to one another, Madam Speaker. 

In this bill, one issue and one vote. 
And the gentleman is absolutely right: 
in a vote in the Rules Committee last 
night, Madam Speaker, we decided not 
to allow this bill to be complicated 
with nongermane issue after non- 
germane issue after nongermane issue. 
Those measures, these debates can ac- 
tually come to the floor one item at a 
time, but we were not going to allow 
that to subsume what is also an impor- 
tant debate, and that’s on the provi- 
sions that actually are contained in 
H.R. 273. 

So given, Madam Speaker, that the 
gentleman observed no unfunded man- 
dates in this bill, because there are no 
unfunded mandates in this bill, I ask 
the Chair to reject the point of order 
for there being unfunded mandates in 
this bill. 

Madam Speaker, if I could conclude 
by just asking that in order to allow 
the House to continue its scheduled 
business for the day, I urge the Mem- 
bers to vote ‘‘yes’’ on the question of 
consideration of this resolution. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

The question is, Will the House now 
consider the resolution? 

The question of consideration was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. WOODALL. Madam Speaker, for 
the purposes of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Florida, my friend, Mr. 
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HASTINGS, pending which I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. During 
consideration of this resolution, all 
time yielded is for the purpose of de- 
bate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WOODALL. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all Members may have 5 leg- 
islative days to revise and extend their 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOODALL. Madam Speaker, 
House Resolution 66, this rule that 
we’re considering today, will allow for 
debate on the underlying bill, H.R. 273. 

This rule that we’re considering 
today is a little bit unusual in that it 
not only allows for the underlying res- 
olution, but it also takes care of some 
housekeeping business that we have 
here on the floor of the House. For ex- 
ample, all of America, Madam Speaker, 
has read of the nuclear tests that hap- 
pened in North Korea, and this resolu- 
tion allows us to consider tomorrow a 
bill under suspension of the rules to 
condemn that activity in North Korea. 
It’s very important business that we 
are able to take care of here in the 
House. We would not be able to take 
care of it but for this rule. I’m glad we 
considered that here in the rule. 

In this underlying bill, Madam 
Speaker, we’re continuing what the 
President himself continued through 
March of this year. We’re continuing 
through the end of the calendar year a 
freeze on the automatic increases in 
Federal employee pay. Again, I brought 
down a copy of the resolution, that 
small, front-and-back bill. 

So often you see findings in these 
bills, Madam Speaker, you see findings 
about what the Congress believes and 
why this bill is coming to the floor. 
And I promise you, Madam Speaker, if 
you read this resolution—and, again, 
it’s only a page and a half long, so it 
will be easy to do—you will not find 
one finding of contempt for Federal 
employees. In fact, if you had listened 
to the hearing in the Rules Committee 
last night, what you saw is universal 
praise for the hard work that our men 
and women in the civil service are 
doing for this country. 

We have a lot of work that has to be 
done. I know it’s a popular sport in 
some districts to kick Federal employ- 
ees. Federal employees, by and large, 
work hard, though I’m happy to say 
you can distinguish, for example, the 
love and affection that so many of our 
constituencies have for our men and 
women in uniform. You see those pay- 
raise bills move through very quickly, 
versus a little suspicion that you have 
from time to time from folks who say, 
well, golly, I was just down at XYZ 
Federal office, and I didn’t get great 
service. Golly, ROB, I was on the tele- 
phone trying to get results from X, Y 
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or Z agency, and they kept me on hold 
for 3% hours. What are my dollars pay- 
ing for? 

I blame us for that, Madam Speaker. 
We owe better to our Federal employ- 
ees than to put them in that cir- 
cumstance. And gradually, not nearly 
fast enough, but gradually, our Federal 
employee system is moving towards 
recognizing hardworking, successful 
and dedicated employees through merit 
pay, through merit increases, through 
bonuses and through bumps—ways to 
say, do you know what, service mat- 
ters. Service matters. And a one-size- 
fits-all pay scale does not work across 
the Federal system. 

I’m very proud, Madam Speaker, I’ve 
just been appointed to the Oversight 
and Government Reform Committee in 
whose jurisdiction this bill is. I hope 
we’re going to be able to take up those 
issues and build on that progress that 
has been made. But in all the conversa- 
tion you'll hear on this floor—I won’t 
say “rhetoric, Madam Speaker, be- 
cause, again, I know people’s hearts are 
in this issue—in all the debate you will 
hear on this House floor, what you will 
not hear is that $1 is being cut from 
those merit bonuses. What you will not 
hear is that $1 is being removed from 
agencies that have an opportunity to 
say, Do you know what, job well done. 
You deserve a bonus. What you will not 
hear is that $1 is being taken that 
would have gone to recognize perform- 
ance above and beyond in the service of 
our citizenry. 

What you will hear is that in line 
with the recommendations of the 
much-discussed Simpson-Bowles Com- 
mission, a 3-year freeze on Federal 
automatic salary increases will be con- 
tinued, upheld. It’s been in effect for 2 
years and 3 months, and it will con- 
tinue through the end of the year. 

Now, so often I hear, Madam Speak- 
er, my constituents say, ROB, I just 
want to make sure that Congress is 
abiding by the same rules you ask ev- 
erybody else to abide by. 

I want to make that clear. That’s 
what my friend from Colorado was dis- 
cussing. It’s not actually a provision in 
this bill that’s extra. It’s a function of 
law. Members of Congress’ pay will ab- 
solutely be frozen for just as long—just 
as long. The same rules that apply to 
everybody apply to the Vice President, 
Mr. Speaker, apply to the executive 
branch, apply to folks back home in 
Georgia, apply across the board to Fed- 
eral employees, and apply to everybody 
here in this Chamber. 

We had one of the longest, and I 
would argue most intensive, hearings 
of our Rules Committee cycle last 
night, Mr. Speaker, where we explored 
this bill line by line, detail by detail. I 
was pleased to be part of that debate. 
I’m glad we had an opportunity, really, 
for unlimited time in which to do that. 
But I believe we crafted a good rule, 
Mr. Speaker, that will allow for thor- 
ough debate of this underlying bill. 
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Again, I would remind you, Mr. 
Speaker, and all Members, this bill, 
posted on the House Rules Committee 
Web site, front and back of a sheet of 
paper, is simple and direct for everyone 
in this House to be able to read and ev- 
eryone back home to be able to read so 
that we can have a thorough debate on 
this bill this afternoon. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my good friend, the 
gentleman from Georgia, for yielding 
the customary 30 minutes to me. I rise 
obviously in opposition to the rule for 
consideration of H.R. 273, to eliminate 
the 2013 statutory pay adjustment for 
Federal employees. 

I just heard my colleague from Geor- 
gia say that this is a good rule; but I’ve 
also heard him say what I agree with 
very frequently, and that is that this 
body should proceed toward regular 
order, allow the committee process to 
go forward in a meaningful way, to 
have hearings, and to let the will of the 
body be worked here in the people’s 
House. I’ve also heard him talk about 
closed rules; and it’s for that reason 
that I believe that this process is not a 
good process because it is a closed rule, 
and this couldn’t, in that sense, be 
good. There were no hearings. 

He talks about this one week, one 
bill. Why this week for Federal em- 
ployees? Last night, I talked with six 
members of the American Federation 
of Government Employees, some of 
them older, some of them younger, and 
all of them agonizing, as are Federal 
employees around the country. 
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Let me get to the point. The Repub- 
licans have decided that they want to 
continue in the same shortsighted and 
counterproductive campaign against 
Federal employees that we saw in the 
last Congress. When they introduced 
this very same bill in the 112th Con- 
gress, it passed the House and then 
went nowhere and accomplished abso- 
lutely nothing. I’m quite certain—and 
T’ll bet—that it will face the same fate 
this time around. 

Just last week, the Rules Committee 
considered H.R. 444, the Require a 
PLAN Act, which should have been 
called the ‘‘Republicans Have No Plan 
Act.” Instead of offering real solutions 
to the challenges facing our Nation, 
my Republican colleagues continue to 
introduce do-nothing legislation that 
will do nothing to help the American 
people. 

Obviously, all of us know that we 
face $85 billion in sequestration cuts in 
a matter of weeks. These cuts were in- 
tended to be a fail-safe. They were sup- 
posed to be so unpalatable, so horrible 
for everyone, that Congress would 
never allow them to go into effect. Yet, 
instead of making sure that these mas- 
sive cuts don’t threaten the progress 
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that we’ve made, my friends on the 
other side would rather play politics at 
the expense of the middle class and the 
working poor, underscoring the work- 
ing poor. 

As the President put it in his State 
of the Union address: ‘‘Arbitrary def- 
icit reduction is not an economic 
plan.” 

Deficit reduction is a means to an 
end, not an end in and of itself. It is 
just one tool that will help us get our 
country back on the right track. You 
can’t build a house with just a saw. 
Deficit reduction needs to be part of a 
comprehensive economic plan, one that 
will stimulate growth and create jobs. 

A serious economic plan is one that 
does not take potshots at our economy 
and our Nation’s full faith and credit 
for political purposes. We must, in this 
people’s House, move beyond politics 
and work to avoid a dangerous back- 
slide in our Nation’s economic recov- 
ery. 
For the life of me, I can’t even begin 
to understand why House Republicans 
continue to pick on Federal employees. 
It’s as if the people that keep the Cap- 
itol clean, the police officers that keep 
us safe, the countless people that work 
right here on this Capitol complex do 
not deserve this paltry raise and are to 
be picked on. 

My AFGE friends were saying to me 
last night that Federal employees have 
already contributed $103 billion to- 
wards deficit reduction. Furthermore, 
Federal employees and retirees have 
contributed $15 billion in savings over 
10 years through an increased pension 
contribution. A 2-year Federal pay 
freeze has been in effect since 2011 and 
will produce an additional $60 billion in 
savings. The reduction and delay of a 
2013 pay increase included in the cur- 
rent continuing resolution will yield 
$28 billion in savings. 

At what point does enough, as my 
friend from Virginia said, become 
enough? What’s more and puzzles me— 
and I asked the question of the scriv- 
ener of this bill last evening—is: Why 
aren’t Federal contractors, who make 
twice as much as Federal employees, 
included in this pay freeze? He gave me 
some political fogging. I don’t know 
what it was and don’t care to even 
bother to try to remember. 

During the debate over the fiscal 
cliff, Republicans said that we 
shouldn’t ask corporations and the 
wealthiest in our society to pay their 
fair share. The reason that was put— 
this is a while back during the debate 
on the fiscal cliff—was that if we tax 
the wealthy, they won’t work as hard if 
they’re taking home less money. What 
about Federal employees? Why is it 
that that logic does not apply here? 
It’s incomprehensible that we find our- 
selves in this position. 

Mr. Speaker, if the Federal Govern- 
ment is not paying realistic salaries, 
then we can’t expect to be able to pro- 
vide for people to allow for themselves 
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and their families to have a decent liv- 
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, the fact of the matter is 
that the Federal workforce is smaller 
now than it was in 1988, a historic low 
compared to the size of the national 
population. There are fewer Federal 
workers now than at any time during 
President Reagan’s administration. 
Something has got to give. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 90 seconds to say to my friend, 
I always appreciate the eloquence of 
his words. My only saving grace, Mr. 
Speaker, is that the facts are on my 
side. If the world was as the gentleman 
from Florida had described it, I’d prob- 
ably be where the gentleman from 
Florida is in terms of position. That’s 
not the case. 

Every dollar we spend in this town, 
Mr. Speaker, has consequences. The $11 
billion that we’re talking about in this 
bill is not money that’s being cut from 
the Federal budget; it’s money that’s 
not being given as an automatic in- 
flater to every Federal salary in the 
land. Instead, it remains available to 
those agencies to perform the services 
that they were created to perform. 

Let me just be clear, Mr. Speaker. 
That means for every dollar that is not 
going into a clerk’s pocket at the Vet- 
erans Affairs Administration, that’s a 
dollar that’s going to go to implement 
Veterans Affairs services. For every 
dollar that’s not going to be an auto- 
matic pay increase in my hometown at 
the CDC, it is going to go for critical 
research and infrastructure there to 
perform the very important role the 
CDC was created to perform. 

We have to make choices, Mr. Speak- 
er. Google ‘‘Greece and pay cuts.” 
Google ‘Greece and pension cuts.” In 
fact, don’t just use Google. Use Yahoo. 
Use Bing. Use anything you’d like, Mr. 
Speaker. You will see where we are 
headed. 

When you refuse to make the tough 
decisions that my friends are refusing 
to make with respect to the Federal 
budget, you know where those cuts are 
going to fall. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I’d like to 
yield 5 minutes to one of our very dis- 
tinguished freshman Members, the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS). 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I stand 
here in support of H.R. 273, a common- 
sense bill to overturn President 
Obama’s recent executive order that 
authorizes a .5 percent pay raise for 
Federal workers. 

With the looming threat of seques- 
tration just weeks away, Federal agen- 
cies should be focused on how to do 
more with less, like every other busi- 
ness does in America and every other 
family does in America. But the Presi- 
dent’s order would cost taxpayers more 
than $10 billion over 10 years. 

Here are the facts: in the last decade, 
the average Federal civilian salary has 
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increased by 62 percent. When you fac- 
tor in benefits and total compensation 
packages for Federal employees, it tops 
$126,000, compared to less than $63,000 
in the private sector. I haven’t heard 
the other side say anything about that. 

I’m a business owner. I have been in 
business for 41 years. I still own a busi- 
ness, and I hope to stay in business. 
When I pay pay raises to my employ- 
ees, it’s because of their loyalty and 
hard work, not simply because they’re 
on payroll. 

My constituents in the 25th District 
of Texas are fed up with a government 
that spends, borrows, and grows too 
much. Let’s protect hard-earned tax- 
payer dollars and pass this common- 
sense solution, H.R. 273. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I would advise the gentleman 
that I was a businessperson, too, and 
there is a distinction between private 
businesses and civil servants of the 
Federal Government. 

I’m pleased at this time to yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished gen- 
tleman on the Rules Committee and 
my good friend from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MCGOVERN). 
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Mr. McGOVERN. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding to me. 

First of all, Mr. Speaker, let me urge 
my colleagues, Democrats and Repub- 
licans alike, to vote against this closed 
rule. This is a closed rule by which the 
entire process has been shut down. The 
committees of jurisdiction held no 
hearings. There was no markup. It 
came to the Rules Committee. What 
did the Rules Committee do? They shut 
it down. They shut out all possibilities 
for Democrats or Republicans to offer 
amendments. My friend from Georgia 
is proud to defend this closed, iron fist 
policy, but I think it’s wrong, espe- 
cially on a bill like this, number one. 

Number two, this is a rotten thing to 
do to Federal employees. It really is. I 
mean, these are hardworking men and 
women. These are people who work at 
NIH, who try to find cures for diseases 
that, by the way, will not only improve 
the quality of life for our people but 
will save money. This is about denying 
a pay increase to DEA agents on the 
borders and to the CIA agents who 
tracked down Osama bin Laden. This is 
a rotten, rotten thing to do. And for 
what? To score some cheap political 
points. 

I’m a little confused. My friend from 
Georgia says it’s really not a cut, that 
we’re not reducing the deficit at all. 
The gentleman from Texas said we 
need to save the American taxpayers 
money. The bottom line is that this is 
a cheap political stunt. The victims 
here are working people, and none of us 
should be surprised, because this is the 
Republican kind of signature issue: go 
after working people. Do you want to 
find ways to balance the budget? Pun- 
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ish working people. Do you want to 
find this or that? Go after working peo- 
ple. Enough. Enough of this war 
against working families in this coun- 
try. 

Mr. Speaker, what is also really frus- 
trating is that here we are debating a 
bill that’s really going nowhere, that’s 
about a press release. The Republicans 
are going to go on vacation tomorrow. 
We’re not going to be back for a week, 
and then we’ll have 4 legislative days 
left to deal with this thing called ‘‘se- 
questration.’’ On March 1, all of these 
across-the-board cuts go into play. And 
guess what? We’re going to lose at 
least 750,000 jobs. That’s not my esti- 
mate. That’s what the head of OMB 
says. There will be 750,000 Americans 
unemployed because of their inaction. 
Guess what? What are these people 
going to do? They’re going to have to 
look for employment. They’re going to 
be without work. It’s going to slow 
down our economic growth. Give me a 
break. There should be some urgency 
here. 

My Republican friends, instead of 
bringing this to the floor, you ought to 
be finding ways to avoid this fiscal se- 
questration cliff that we’re about to go 
over. 

When my friends talk about the def- 
icit and the debt, they don’t talk about 
unpaid-for war costs, and they don’t 
talk about all the money that they 
don’t pay for that’s sent over to Bagh- 
dad and Kabul. Instead, we have fights 
on the floor of whether or not to pro- 
vide emergency hurricane relief aid to 
the victims of Hurricane Sandy in our 
own country. Only about 48 of my Re- 
publican friends voted for that. I mean, 
that’s where their priorities are. We 
should be trying to put the American 
people first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE 
of Texas). The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the 
gentleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. What we should be 
talking about on this floor is jobs— 
jobs, jobs, jobs. That is how we get this 
economy going again. That is how we 
reduce our deficit. That is how we re- 
duce our debt. Instead, you’re pun- 
ishing American workers. This is 
shameful. We should be spending our 
time doing something that will actu- 
ally benefit this economy and this eco- 
nomic recovery. This is not it. 

I urge my colleagues to vote “no” on 
this closed rule and to vote “no” on 
the underlying bill, and I urge the lead- 
ership to get serious about avoiding se- 
questration. It is not good for our 
country. 

Mr. WOODALL. I yield myself 4 min- 
utes to talk about cheap political 
stunts because I see a few cheap polit- 
ical stunts down here from time to 
time. I don’t want to characterize any- 
body’s behavior in that way as I don’t 
think that’s appropriate, but what I 
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would say is, if we go to the very top of 
the GS scale and take a good senior 
person, like a GS-14 who is making 
$84,000 a year, this one-half percent pay 
increase that the President did by ex- 
ecutive order and that we’re saying 
won’t go into effect until next year is 
going to give that one working person, 
that income earner for that family, 
$2,000 for that family to use over the 
next year. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Will the gentleman 
yield for 10 seconds? 

Mr. WOODALL. I will yield to the 
gentleman to answer this question: The 
gentleman sees here $10,793. That’s the 
additional burden that the gentleman, 
when he controlled this Congress for 2 
years with the President of the United 
States, also of his party, added to this 
working family’s burden. 

Now, when you come to the House 
floor and profess your affection for the 
working people in my district and 
when you express that affection by en- 
suring that, this year, one-half percent 
of their pay is going to go up, you’re 
adding $10,000 for that worker, $10,000 
for that worker’s wife, $10,000 for that 
worker’s oldest child, middle child and 
youngest child—for a family of five in 
my district. The gentleman added 
$50,000 in debt and deficit that has to 
be repaid. 

Now, I know the gentleman was using 
his heart when he passed those pro- 
grams that did this. I don’t question 
the gentleman’s motivation at all. 
What I do is take offense that the gen- 
tleman questions my motivation in 
shifting $2,000 from workers’ salaries 
into programs—programs for veterans, 
programs for research, programs for 
health—and that he questions my com- 
mitment to working class people when, 
while he did this, he voted ‘‘yes’’ after 
“yes”? after “yes”? with no remorse 
whatsoever. 

Td be happy to yield to my friend, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. What I take offense 
at is the gentleman’s party is about to 
lay off 750,000 workers in this country. 
For the life of me, I don’t know how 
that helps our economy. That’s what I 
take offense at. We should be talking 
about avoiding sequestration. Instead, 
my friends on the other side of the 
aisle are talking about how to lay off 
more American workers. That’s what I 
take offense at. 

Mr. WOODALL. In reclaiming my 
time, I welcome my friend to the se- 
questration debate, the one that we 
tried to have last May with absolutely 
no assistance whatsoever. 

Here we are at midnight on seques- 
tration day, saying, Hey, let’s do it. 
Folks, let’s do it. Let’s do it. Back in 
May, we passed a bill here. Let’s do it 
with the bill we passed in August to 
solve the fiscal cliff. Let’s do it with 
the one we passed in September. Let’s 
do it with the one we passed in Decem- 
ber. 
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There is not a person in this body I 
don’t want to work with to solve these 
problems—there is not one—but when 
we do it here at the eleventh hour and 
say, Golly, I wish folks had gotten seri- 
ous about it earlier. Mr. Speaker, we’ve 
been trying to get serious about it for 
18 months. When the President passed 
the law of the land and signed this se- 
questration into law after the Joint Se- 
lect Committee failed, the question 
isn’t why are we having to plan for se- 
questration today; the question is why 
wasn’t the administration planning for 
it 13 months ago, when we knew the 
law of the land was going to put it into 
effect come March 1, 2013? 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, before yielding, I would ask 
my good friend from Georgia a ques- 
tion: If we are leaving here, as I sus- 
pect we will tomorrow for a week, why 
don’t we just stay here and get this 
done rather than go on vacation or 
waycation or whatever we do? 

Mr. WOODALL. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield to 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. WOODALL. I actually asked that 
question—or a version of it—of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Maryland, 
the minority whip, last night. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. He doesn’t 
control the House, Mr. WOODALL. 

Mr. WOODALL. If the gentleman 
would continue to yield. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I continue 
to yield. 

Mr. WOODALL. I asked, What would 
it have taken to get that Joint Select 
Committee to succeed? Because that’s 
why we’re here in sequestration; that’s 
why we’re dealing with these things. 
He said he did not know what more we 
could have done to find agreement 
then. 

So I say to the gentleman that those 
same challenges the minority whip ob- 
served last night that were preventing 
agreement then are those same chal- 
lenges that are preventing us, whether 
we work until midnight tonight or not, 
from solving them today, though I 
would be happy to stay with the gen- 
tleman just as long as there is work to 
be done here in this House. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. In re- 
claiming my time, one thing is abso- 
lutely certain: the majority whip con- 
trols the floor, and the Speaker con- 
trols the House, and if they chose for 
us to stay here, we could stay here. 

With that, I am pleased to yield 5 
minutes to my very good friend, the 
distinguished gentlewoman from New 
York, who is my ranking member on 
the Rules Committee, Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I thank my col- 
league from the Rules Committee. 

Mr. Speaker and everyone who is lis- 
tening, you know by now and what 
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you’ve heard by now is they want se- 
questration. The local papers and the 
ones that we’ve printed on Capitol Hill 
today all say they want sequestration. 
The excuse they’re giving is they’re 
going to wait and see what the Senate 
will do, that we’re not going to take 
any action here, that we’re just going 
to be bystanders until we find out they 
want sequestration. 

Over 700,000 workers are going to lose 
their jobs. A lot of economists tell us 
that this could be worse than the Great 
Depression, but they’re willing to do it. 
They’re willing to do it because they 
want to fight this President. I think 
that means a whole lot more to them 
than doing their job here as elected 
Members of Congress. As we’ve heard 
before, we only have 6 legislative days 
left. When we come back from a week’s 
vacation, we will have these cuts that 
will have this devastating impact on 
our economy and on the well-being of 
every American citizen. 
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I urge the CEOs of America who are 
very worried, and they’ve said so for 
months and months, that they’re con- 
cerned desperately about the prospect 
of sequestration, to talk to their Mem- 
bers here and get them to change their 
mind, if they can. 

This is really dire. We’re not kidding 
around here. This is serious business. 
We are literally facing a fiscal cliff. 
But the solution we’ve made to this, as 
you all know, a manmade crisis here, 
they take a swing at their favorite 
punching bag and hold hostage again 
the people who make their living serv- 
ing all of us. 

Last night was the first time I really 
heard that what we’re doing, we’re not 
going to save anything. Now, bear in 
mind that the Federal employees have 
already given in salary give-backs over 
$100 billion over the next 10 years. That 
should be enough sacrifice from them, 
but no, we’re going to go for more. But 
we’re not going to use it to reduce the 
deficit, it is going to be made available 
to agencies. 

Well, there’s a lot of ‘‘Alice in Won- 
derland”? sort of sense in Congress 
these days. Alice, one of the things 
that I liked about her the most, and 
she’s a very strange little girl, but she 
said that she practiced as hard as she 
could to try to believe six impossible 
things before breakfast. And I’m trying 
to put this in that same category, and 
it simply is impossible for me to be- 
lieve that we gain anything in the 
world by taking away the salary and 
income of hardworking government 
employees to put back in Federal agen- 
cies. Frankly, if any of you can really 
understand that, Pd appreciate it if 
you’d let me know. 

We had a chance—in the last 2 weeks, 
we’ve had two chances—to do away 
with the sequester in a commonsense 
way and also to cut the deficit with a 
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sensible solution. Mr. VAN HOLLEN, who 
is the ranking member of the Budget 
Committee and deserves our respect, 
was not allowed to do anything. 

As you pointed out, and I also heard 
Mr. MCGOVERN say so, the Rules Com- 
mittee now runs the House. There’s no 
committee action on any of these bills. 
No chance for Republicans and Demo- 
crats in the committee setup, which 
the Founding Fathers did, and which 
we followed for generations and hun- 
dreds of years here, no possibility for 
them to discuss it. It simply is brought 
to Rules. 

Now, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, his sensible 
solution here, which really does make 
sense, was simply not allowed to be put 
on the floor so that we could discuss it 
and give people a vote. A bipartisan 
group of the Members of the House 
don’t want this bill passed. Pm going 
to put a letter in from one of the most 
thoughtful Members and a friend, Rep- 
resentative WOLF from Virginia, about 
what he thinks this is about. He calls 
this a cheap political trick, and I think 
that pretty well sums it up. 

Now, already cuts totaling $1.5 tril- 
lion have been made to discretionary 
spending. And as a result, because of 
the layoff of employees, our economy 
experienced an unexpected economic 
contraction in the final quarter of 2012, 
which we should pay heed to. 

Sequestration would compound our 
economic troubles even further. George 
Mason University says sequestration 
would cause 2.14 million American em- 
ployees to lose their jobs. Meanwhile, 
important Federal programs would be 
crippled because of irresponsible cuts. I 
need to mention a few of them again. 

FAA, which makes flying safer, they 
would experience a great cutback. The 
people who guard the border, who do 
drug interdiction, who keep our border 
safe and strong, they would have a se- 
vere cutback. Sequestration would 
mean that vital research would be 
slowed. And as a scientist, let me as- 
sure you that research cannot be 
turned off and on like a faucet. It is 
necessary for us to maintain that re- 
search with dollars because, as it’s 
been pointed out before, we want to 
keep our population healthy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield an 
additional 1 minute to the gentlelady. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. How important 
that is for us, not only for our eco- 
nomic well-being, but for the well- 
being of our citizens. 

This is a foolish thing that we’re 
doing here today, and I can’t imagine 
anybody in the Senate would even con- 
template bringing it up. So all of this 
is simply a waste of time, as we do here 
so many times. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides, 
vote ‘‘no’’ and please give us a chance 
to let Mr. VAN HOLLEN bring his bill to 
the floor—or some bill from the Repub- 
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lican side. I don’t care where it comes 
from. We have to stop sequestration. 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, DC. 


VOTE NO ON H.R. 273 


DEAR REPUBLICAN COLLEAGUE: Next week, 
the House is scheduled to consider H.R. 273. 
I urge you to vote no on this legislation. 

Let’s be honest: this bill is nothing more 
than a political stunt that targets the hard- 
working, dedicated men and women of the 
civil service, who have already had their sal- 
aries frozen for more than two years. Every- 
one knows they are an easy target. But we 
are kidding ourselves if we think we can bal- 
ance the budget on the backs of federal em- 
ployees. It’s a drop in the bucket towards 
deficit reduction and a hollow gesture absent 
meaningful mandatory spending reforms. 
Worse, this is just busywork as our economy 
faces the sequestration meat ax. 

I believe that the federal government must 
be able to recruit and retain qualified indi- 
viduals in order to deliver government serv- 
ices in an efficient manner. And about half of 
all federal employees make less than $60,000 
a year. These are individuals who haven’t 
had a pay raise in more than two years. And 
now we’re talking about freezing their pay 
for a full third year. The president’s pro- 
posed .5 percent adjustment is cheap grace 
($225, since a quarter of it has already been 
frozen) and won’t bring civil service pay 
close to the private sector, but it will at 
least attempt to tell these employees that 
they are valued. 

And just who are these federal employees? 
They are the people you call when you need 
help, and 85 percent of them live outside of 
the Washington, D.C. metro area. 

They are the CIA agents who planned the 
raid to kill Osama bin Laden. They work 
side-by-side with our military. Those agents 
depicted in Zero Dark Thirty? They haven’t 
had a pay raise in more than two years. 

They are the FBI agents you call when 
your child has been kidnapped. Those agents 
who rescued the 5-year-old kidnapped and 
held hostage in a bunker in Alabama? They 
haven’t had a pay raise in over two years. 

They are the Customs and Border Patrol 
and DEA Agents who are working to stop il- 
legal immigrants and human traffickers and 
drug runners. The border patrol agents who 
worked side-by-side with slain Border Patrol 
Agent Brian Terry haven’t had a pay raise in 
over two years. 

They are the nurses and doctors at the VA 
who care for our veterans and wounded war- 
riors—they haven’t had a pay raise in more 
than two years. I know I’m not alone in 
wanting the best doctors and nurses to care 
for our veterans. 

They are the foreign service officers who 
represent our government at embassies in 
Libya, Israel, Russia and beyond. The FSO’s 
who worked side-by-side with slain Informa- 
tion Management Office Sean Smith in 
Benghazi haven’t had a pay raise in more 
than two years. 

They are the FDA inspectors who trace E. 
coli outbreaks to ensure that our food is safe 
to eat. They are the NIH researchers work- 
ing to find a cure for breast cancer, and pros- 
tate cancer, and Alzheimer’s and Autism. 

They are the defense civilian riggers and 
machinists and refuelers and engineers re- 
pairing sophisticated electronic weaponry 
systems at Army depots and Air Force bases 
and shipyards who support our military per- 
sonnel; 

They are the firefighters you call when a 
lighting strike sets a national forest on fire 
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and homes and business are in danger. And 
they are the park service rangers who ensure 
that your constituents can safely hike and 
camp in our national parks and tour our bat- 
tlefields. 

They are the scientists working at the 
DOE labs. They are the meteorologist at 
weather service storm centers tracking hur- 
ricanes, tornadoes, tsunamis and blizzards. 


They are the NASA astronauts, engineers 
and scientists. 
Over the last Congress, unlike other 


groups, federal employees contributed more 
than $103 billion to deficit reduction—no 
other group was asked to sacrifice more. I 
know that these patriotic Americans are 
willing to do more, but they rightly expect 
all of us to fully join this effort. A vote for 
the bill next week isn’t a vote just to cut a 
program, but it’s a targeted vote to specifi- 
cally freeze an individual’s pay from a mar- 
ginal increase—a personal affront to the em- 
ployee and their entire family, including 
their spouses and children, and the retired 
parents who care about their children. 

I get it—this vote polls well with certain 
groups. But we were elected to represent our 
constituents. Let’s pass bills that actually 
reduce the drivers of our nation’s debt and 
deficit. This is cheap grace. Vote no. 

Please don’t hesitate to contact me or 
Mira Lezell on my staff at 5-5136 if you have 
any questions. 

Sincerely, 
FRANK WOLF, 
Member of Congress. 


Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time it is my great pleasure to yield 2 
minutes to a good friend here, Mr. 
WITTMAN. 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise in opposition to this bill. I’m proud 
to represent thousands of hardworking 
Federal civilian employees who self- 
lessly serve this Nation on a daily 
basis. They fight crime for the FBI, 
root out terrorism with the CIA, and 
provide vital support to members of 
our military. They’re scientists, air 
traffic controllers, and engineers, pur- 
suing excellence each day to cure dis- 
ease, protect our travelers, and shore 
up our infrastructure. They’re doctors 
and nurses at VA hospitals, ensuring 
that our veterans get the highest cal- 
iber care in return for their service to 
this Nation. They’re Border Patrol 
agents protecting our homeland from 
those who wish to do us harm. But 
above all, they are patriots, selfless, 
committed citizens who believe in serv- 
ing their Nation. 

This Congress charges these hard- 
working Americans with their duties, 
and this Congress asks them to per- 
form these duties to the very best of 
their abilities. It is only appropriate 
then that their service be recognized 
and applauded rather than consistently 
used as a tool in the game of politics. 

To be clear, I do not think that Mem- 
bers of Congress should receive a pay 
increase, and I have continually sup- 
ported efforts to reduce our pay and 
cut our legislative budgets. But this 
bill is not about Members of Congress, 
it is about our Federal civilian work- 
force, which has already been under a 
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pay freeze for the last 2 years. This leg- 
islation would continue that pay freeze 
throughout the end of this year. 

For these dedicated citizens, life is 
about public service and commit- 
ment—commitment to the people of 
this Nation and to the ideals and 
dreams set forth by our Founding Fa- 
thers. 

So today, I ask my colleagues: Do 
you want an efficient, responsible, and 
safe United States of America? Do you 
plan to ask any less of our Federal 
workforce? 

It seems to me that we are only ask- 
ing them to do more for this Nation 
with less without standing by them in 
these challenging times. We must stop 
continually targeting our Federal em- 
ployees, and I urge a ‘‘no”’ vote on H.R. 
273. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, would you be kind enough to 
tell both of us how much time remains. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Florida has 13 minutes. 
The gentleman from Georgia has 1614 
minutes. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I’m very pleased at this time 
to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. BERA), a new, very 
thoughtful Member of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. BERA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to speak against the closed rule. Yes- 
terday I introduced an amendment 
that would have separated the pay 
raise for Members of Congress from the 
remainder of Federal employees. If 
that amendment had passed, only 
Members of Congress would be affected 
by this bill. 

Unfortunately, the Rules Committee 
reported a closed rule and will not 
allow an up-or-down vote on any 
amendments. They would not allow us 
to vote up or down on this. Failure to 
allow an up-or-down vote does not 
allow Congress to take a clean vote on 
a cost-of-living adjustment for Federal 
employees. 

Congress needs to start working to- 
gether in a bipartisan manner and 
start addressing issues like sequestra- 
tion and the budget. We need to start 
making strategic budget decisions, not 
across-the-board cuts. That is not how 
you make decisions. We need to elimi- 
nate and reduce those programs that 
are no longer effective and begin to 
bring our budget under control. And if 
we cannot act responsibly and find a 
way to achieve this balance, then we 
don’t deserve a pay raise as Members of 
Congress. 
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This amendment, the amendment I 
proposed, would have reiterated that. 

Not allowing a clean vote is just 
wrong. We should not balance the Fed- 
eral budget on the backs of our Federal 
employees. My amendment would have 
allowed us to take that vote. 
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Sacramento County, my home coun- 
ty, has over 26,000 Federal employees. 
These are hardworking citizens in the 
Defense Department. Many of them are 
veterans who have served our country 
admirably, and there are other dedi- 
cated public servants keeping our 
country safe. We should not ask them 
to make the sacrifice without asking 
ourselves to make that sacrifice first. 

Now is the time we’ve got to set 
aside this partisanship and start work- 
ing together to serve our country. 
However, achieving fiscal balance on 
the backs of our hardworking Federal 
employees is not a solution. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
this rule. Protect our hardworking and 
responsible Federal employees, and 
work in a bipartisan manner to pass a 
responsible budget. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 2 minutes. And I want to say of 
my friend from California, he gave a 
very thoughtful presentation in the 
Rules Committee last night. And as my 
colleague from Florida suggested, I am 
a big fan of open rules. It’s early in the 
process. It’s always harder to go 
through regular order until the com- 
mittees have spun up. 

But I would just say to my freshman 
friend from California that even if we 
had made an open rule controlling for 
this bill, the gentleman’s amendment 
still would not have been made in 
order. It would have been ruled by the 
Parliamentarian as out of order, as 
being nongermane to the underlying 
bill. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Will my 
colleague yield? 

Mr. WOODALL. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Florida. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. But we 
have the power in the Rules Committee 
to waive that germaneness, and we 
could have done that and allowed Mr. 
BERA’sS measure to go forward. I thank 
my colleague for yielding. 


Mr. WOODALL. I appreciate my 
friend’s comment. He’s absolutely 
right. 


So my advice to my new freshman 
colleague from California would be, in 
this case, it’s not an open rule that he’s 
after; it’s his colleagues on the Rules 
Committee working their Rules Com- 
mittee magic to waive the rules. It 
would have actually taken a waiver of 
the House rules to allow the gentle- 
man’s amendment to come. 

But he made a very passionate case 
last night, Mr. Speaker, and I know his 
heart is in this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to be clear about 
what this bill is and what this bill 
isn’t. And what it isn’t is a pay freeze 
for Federal employees, and, in fact, 
what has been the law of the land for 
the last 2 years has not been a pay 
freeze. 

All of the increases that come with 
longevity have been taking place. All 
of the increases that come with pro- 
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motions have been taking place. All of 
the increases that come with meri- 
torious pay and bonuses and all of 
those activities have still been going 
on. 

What this is, however, is a 9-month 
suspension of the automatic, across- 
the-board .5 percent increase that the 
President directed by executive order 
in December. That is all this bill is, 
and that’s all this bill will be under 


this rule. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 


Speaker, I’m very pleased to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL), my good friend, 
the former mayor of his city. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, we 
need a balanced approach to reducing 
our deficit which makes responsible 
cuts while also raising revenue. This 
bill is not the way to do it. 

I have great respect for the gentle- 
man’s intellect, but this is one of the 
dumbest bills I’ve ever seen come to 
this floor. 

Let’s take a look at it, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in strong opposition to this rule 
and the underlying bill. 

As part of the fiscal cliff deal, we 
promised Federal employees that they 
would see their first pay raise in over 2 
years on March 27. This is a modest 
pay adjustment, half a percent. When 
you say $10 billion, you’re talking 
about $1 billion a year. 

Now, a little more than a month be- 
fore the increase takes effect, the bill 
before us today would break that prom- 
ise. Do you think, America, that this is 
going to solve the fiscal problems that 
the Congress and President created? 

My home State of New Jersey suf- 
fered devastating damage from Sandy 
this past fall, as did a few other States. 
Employees from FEMA, the Army 
Corps of Engineers, HUD, and many 
other agencies were on the ground im- 
mediately. 

How dare you ask this pejorative 
question about, well, what if we took 
the dollar from the clerk and then pro- 
vided it to our Armed Forces? 

What kind of negotiation is that? 

What kind of bartering are we doing? 

And we’re doing the same thing with 
our own staffs, the very people that are 
sitting alongside us and behind us, 
which is not germane to this legisla- 
tion, but we’re doing the same thing. 
They haven’t had a raise in 2 years. 

Oh, wonderful, we’re saving the coun- 
try because we’re doing that. These are 
human beings too. They’re not chattel. 
They’re not numbers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the 
gentleman an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. PASCRELL. They’re not stick 
figures. They walk the streets, navi- 
gating through flooding, debris, 
downed power lines, these Army Corps, 
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these FEMA folks, in order to assess 
damages and reach out to the victims. 
They’re not nameless. They’re not 
faceless bureaucrats. These are heroes 
who continue to contribute each and 
every day to our ongoing rebuilding. 

And darn it, we allowed this to hap- 
pen 5 or 6 years ago when we laid off 
thousands and thousands of police offi- 
cers and firefighters and teachers and 
we called it saving the country. 

Federal workers are also law enforce- 
ment officers and firefighters who put 
their lives on the line for us every day. 
They work for the Defense Depart- 
ment. They protect us in our times of 
need, and we need to be there for them. 

They’ve done and continue to do 
their part. I am tired of us using Fed- 
eral, State, local, county employees as 
the scapegoats for our ineptness. 
Maybe it’s the politically correct thing 
to do to capitulate and join the forces 
and cut everybody. That’s what we 
should do? I don’t think so. 

I will debate you anytime on the Fed- 
eral workers. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 3 minutes to say to the gen- 
tleman—he heard it from the gen- 
tleman from Virginia on my side of the 
aisle—the respect for Federal employ- 
ees and the job that they do is not a 
question that’s being debated here 
today. 

The admiration that I have for the 
folks at the CDC, in my neck of the 
woods, the support that, led by the 
Speaker of the House from my State, 
Speaker Gingrich, to double the NIH 
budget, and then double it again. The 
kind of work that goes on here is un- 
disputed. 

But I want to show you, Mr. Speaker, 
what my constituents also see in their 
tough times, because it’s not just the 
clerk at the VA that hasn’t gotten a 
raise in 2 years. 

I was talking with a friend of mine 
who’s a clerk at a furniture store, sin- 
gle mom, child, son, 6 years old, hasn’t 
gotten a raise in 2 years, makes $11 an 
hour. 

Average 
$74,000. 

What I show you here is a chart from 
the CBO, the same organization that 
sites the job loss figures that you’ve 
quoted here earlier, that compares the 
work of folks with high school degrees, 
with a little bit of college, with col- 
lege, in the private sector, the salaries 
and the benefits in the private sector 
with that of the public sector. 

Now, I say to the gentleman, in no 
way, Mr. Speaker, do I want to mini- 
mize the tremendous responsibility 
placed on our Federal civilian workers. 
Again, I have chosen a career of public 
service, as have they, and I admire 
them for it. I know it’s at great sac- 
rifice to themselves and their families. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOODALL. After this one sen- 
tence, and that is, in this tough time, 


median Federal wage, 
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until we can get our handle on the debt 
and the deficit, my constituents con- 
tinue to look at how their tax dollars 
appear to be paying salaries and bene- 
fits higher to Federal employees than 
what my folks are getting back home. 

I hope the CBO will produce a dif- 
ferent report that shows a different re- 
sult; but until it does, I wish my 
friends wouldn’t categorize what’s 
going on here as some sort of hateful 
act, disrespectful act towards Federal 
employees and could recognize it as a 
balancing of salaries and benefits that 
our own Congressional Budget Office 
has suggested is actually an inequity 
that exists today. 

With that, I would be happy to yield 
to my friend, the gentleman from New 
Jersey. 
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Mr. PASCRELL. I wouldn’t use the 
two words that you used. I would use 
the word ‘‘demeaning.’’ We have de- 
meaned our staff, which is not included 
in this, I understand that. But you 
want to know something? Those unem- 
ployment figures for the last 6 years 
would be so different if we hadn’t laid 
off those very same Federal employees 
whom you are now deciding to take a 
half a percent away from them at this 
particular time. And for some crazy 
idea that you'll give the money to the 
agency to do with it what it wishes, I 
don’t think you meant that, really. I 
don’t think you meant that at all. 

Mr. WOODALL. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I am very pleased at this time 
to yield 2 minutes to my friend, the 
distinguished gentlewoman from Texas 
(Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank my dear 
friend from Florida for the leadership 
on the issue, the number of Members 
who have already spoken, and my good 
friend on the Rules Committee who is 
the manager of this particular rule 
and, in essence, bringing this bill to 
the floor of the House, and that is what 
you hear the discourse about. Many 
times this discourse, this debate be- 
comes confusing because we are trying 
to compare apples and oranges. And so 
let me first own up to the fact that a 
congressional pay freeze is already in 
place. Our salaries have been frozen. 
When it expires, we’ll rise to the occa- 
sion and freeze it again. We’re elected 
by the people, and those decisions can 
be made on behalf of the people. 

We’re not talking about congres- 
sional salaries today. They’re in place. 
They exist. What we’re talking about is 
the ICE officer that I’m meeting with 
in the Rayburn Room who works every- 
day to protect this country and has 
seen that, because of the $103 billion 
that Federal employees have already 
given to reduce the deficit, necessities 
of work are being challenged. Customs 
and Border Protection, DEA officers, 
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FBI, Health and Human Services, Cen- 
ters for Disease Control physicians, re- 
search at NIH and those scientists, all 
of those persons are working for the 
greater good—those who had to address 
the West Nile virus, FEMA employees 
who are right now on the ground with 
Hurricane Sandy. I have no question 
that there are private sector employees 
that are addressing this question, but 
they’ve gotten a 4.7 percent raise. 

Let me tell you what the issue is. 
Let’s stop fooling around and address 
the question of sequester. Protect 
those who need a social safety net and 
Social Security and Medicare. Realize 
that if you dice and cut and slash under 
the sequester, that will be the issue. 
None of these amendments were al- 
lowed in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the 
gentlewoman 1 additional minute. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the gen- 
tleman. 

Last night at the Rules Committee, 
there were amendments to bring for- 
ward the right way of addressing the 
question, and they indicated that was 
not germane. I know these words are 
confusing, but that could have been a 
waiver. We all know what that means. 
It doesn’t match, it doesn’t fit, but we 
waive you in. That could have been de- 
bated on the floor of the House. 

My amendment said that we should 
take a pause. I simply said this bill 
shouldn’t be brought up. I struck the 
entire language of the bill so that we 
could get to the point of providing a 
debate on the sequester to make sure 
that the American people’s voices are 
heard. They don’t want an across-the- 
board cut when you begin to cut the re- 
sources that they need. But we can do 
better. 

And let me just say to you, in Texas, 
there are 251,000 Federal employees; 
California, over 400,000. These are not 
folks inside the beltway. They’re the 
ones that are in the Nation’s national 
forests, on the border, in hospitals, 
dealing with drug cartels. 

I can assure you, Mr. Speaker, that 
this is not what we should be doing 
today. This is unfair to our Federal 
workers, and I won’t stand for it. 

Vote against the rule and the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, | rise to explain my amend- 
ment #5 to H.R. 273, “to eliminate the 2013 
statutory pay adjustment for federal employ- 
ees and to reject this frontal assault on federal 
employees.” 

My amendment would have struck the entire 
text of this bill. Why? Because the premise un- 
derlying the bill, to freeze federal salaries, is 
flawed. 

And let me be clear: this bill does not add 
a dime to deficit reduction efforts. Yet my 
friends on the other side insist on this game 
of charades, pretending to be concerned with 
deficit reduction, but the folly of it all is that it’s 
only a not-so-well-disguised game of political 
one-up man ship. 


1414 


If you are really looking to cut government 
spending you should have made the Amend- 
ment submitted by my colleague, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN of Maryland in-order. Mr. VAN HOL- 
LEN’s amendment was not perfect as it cut 
subsidies for large oil companies, among other 
things; but it represents a balanced approach 
to deficit reduction. 

And as we look for ways to address our fis- 
cal issues we cannot continue to use the sala- 
ries and retirement options of federal employ- 
ees as our Congressional Savings and Loans. 

Federal employees have contributed more 
than their fair share to addressing this prob- 
lem. We need creative and long term solutions 
with a heavy emphasis on job growth. 

H.R. 273 continues to freeze the salaries of 
federal employees who are vital to imple- 
menting the very laws and regulations that are 
generated by Congress and federal agencies. 

As the Ranking Member on Homeland Se- 
curity Committee, Subcommittee on Border 
and Maritime Security, | can attest that it is in 
our national security interest to have the ability 
to recruit and retain the best and the brightest 
employees to keep our borders safe from 
harm. 

As a Representative from Texas, | can fur- 
ther attest that is again in our nation’s best in- 
terest to have qualified high skilled profes- 
sionals reviewing drilling applications for off 
shore well sites. 

Federal employees help to ensure that the 
air we breathe, the airways that we travel 
upon, and the food we eat are safe. 

Most Americans encounter their first federal 
employee when they meet their postal carrier. 
Men and women who faithfully deliver the 
mail: rain or shine. 

After 911 with our need to improve airline 
security, we turned to federal employees. . . 
the very employees who are amongst the first 
to react when there is an attack on our soil. 

Federal employees operate in every state 
cross our nation with only 15% of all federal 
employees working in Washington D.C, con- 
tinuing to freeze their compensation is not a 
long term solution to our fiscal problems. 

Our long term fiscal problems will not be 
solved by cutting Social Security, Medicaid, or 
Medicare. 

Our problems will not be solved by freezing 
the pay and benefits of federal employees. 

Our problems will not be solved on the 
backs of seniors, low and middle income 
Americans, or the disabled. Our problems can 
be solved by putting forth legislation that will 
put hardworking Americans back to work, ad- 
vance training for high skilled and high wage 
jobs. By putting forth legislation that inspirers 
innovation, and through addressing the long 
term needs of all Americans rather than a few. 

Most federal employees are not living the 
lifestyles of the rich and famous. The majority 
of Federal employees are middle class Ameri- 
cans. Over 60 percent of all federal employ- 
ees make less than $75,000 a year. 

According to the Federal Salary Council 
(FSC) annual report federal employees are 
paid 34.6 percent less in salary than their pri- 
vate-sector counterparts. 

There are those who have cited a study by 
the Congressional Budget Office which found 
that federal workers on average earned slight- 
ly more than private-sector workers; however, 
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that study did not take into account the level 
of job responsibility, specialized training, or 
length of tenure of each employee. Which we 
all know should be taken into account. 

There are those who claim that the federal 
government is too large. In reality, the federal 
government is smaller today that it was in 
1968. 

The IRS has 20,000 fewer employees than 
they did in 1995, yet are required to process 
236 million more complicated tax returns. 

The Department of Health and Human Serv- 
ices, Centers for Medicare and Medicaid has 
7 percent fewer employees serving 64 percent 
more enrollees. 

Most growth in the number of federal work- 
ers has been in Homeland Security and De- 
fense as a result of 9/11. 

From 2001 to 2010, employment in non-se- 
curity federal agencies as a percent of popu- 
lation actually fell by 4 percent. 

Even though overall there are less federal 
government employees serving each Amer- 
ican today than there were 30 years ago. 
They have still contributed $103 billion worth 
of budget savings since the beginning of 2011. 

$60 billion from a federal pay freeze in 2011 
and 2012. 

$15 billion from increased retirement con- 
tributions for newly-hired federal employees. 
As a result new hires will not receive 2.3% 
less compensation than their federal counter- 
parts. 

$28 billion from a pay increase of .5 percent 
which is well below the Cost of Living Adjust- 
ment of 1.7 percent. 

Additional funds will also be generated as a 
result of a mandatory reduction in the Depart- 
ment of Defense civilian work force. 

Federal Employees have given enough. 

They have not seen a cost of living adjust- 
ment in going on 3 years. There appears to be 
a growing attitude that this freeze should go 
on indefinitely. 

The freeze was originally enacted to cover 
only 2011 and 2012; however, it was extended 
through late March as part of a temporary 
budget measure. Again, this was supposed to 
be a temporary solution not a permanent cure. 

We must do more to recruit and retain the 
best and brightest. 

We must do more to inspire innovation and 
job growth. 

We must do more to protect middle income 
Americans, like federal employees. 

The way to address our long-term fiscal 
problems is not be using federal employees as 
a Congressional Savings and Loans. 

Again, it is not through cuts to Social Secu- 
rity, Medicaid, and Medicare. It is by advanc- 
ing creative long-term solutions that encour- 
ages jobs growth and innovation that will allow 
us to fix our current fiscal issues. 

FAST FACTS 

H.R. 273, freezes a 0.5% statutory pay ad- 
justment slated to go into effect in March. It 
also extends the Congressional pay freeze 
through the end of the year. 

My amendment nullifies the entire bill. 

According to the Office of Management and 
Budget the federal workforce is virtually as 
small today as it has ever been in the modern 
era. 

In 1953, the federal government employed 
one worker for every 78 residents. In 2009, 
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one worker was employed for every 147 resi- 
dents. 

In the IRS today, there are 20,000 fewer 
employees than there were in 1995, proc- 
essing 236 million more complicated tax re- 
turns. And, in the Department of Health and 
Human Services Medicare and Medicaid staff, 
there are 7 percent fewer employees serving 
64 percent more enrollees. 

Most growth in the number of federal work- 
ers has been in Homeland Security and De- 
fense as a result of 9/11. From 2001 to 2010, 
employment in non-security federal agencies 
as a percent of population actually fell by 4 
percent. 

Only 15 percent of federal employees work 
in the Washington, DC, metro area. Con- 
tinuing to freeze the pay of federal employees 
so they are not in keeping with the cost of liv- 
ing will have Cutting federal a negative impact 
on the economy of every state. 

Currently there are 281,571 federal employ- 
ees working in my homes state of Texas. In 
California, there are over 350,000 federal em- 
ployees. There are hundreds of thousands of 
hardworking Americans who are going to be 
impacted by this continued pay freeze across 
the U.S. 

Over 93 percent of federal employee jobs 
are non-clerical positions. 

The federal workforce is a highly-educated 
and skilled workforce, including doctors, attor- 
neys, scientists, IT specialists, CPAs, engi- 
neers, and other highly trained experts in vir- 
tually every discipline. 

Nearly 50 percent of federal employees 
have a bachelor’s or higher degree. 

About 21 percent of federal employees have 
professional degree or doctorate versus com- 
pared to only 9 percent in the private sector. 

The federal workforce is the most highly- 
educated in the nation, with professionals in 
virtually every discipline. 

If we want to continue to recruit and retain 
the best and the brightest in the federal gov- 
ernment we can not continue to use their 
wages and benefits as a Congressional Sav- 
ings and Loans. Provide services that are vital 
to our daily lives. 

| do not believe that Americans wish to sac- 
tifice vital services that impact the health, 
safety and well-being of their families because 
the federal government failed to invest in its 
most important asset. . . human capitol. 

The federal workforce has declined, on a 
per-capita basis, from one employee for every 
78 U.S. residents in 1953 to one employee for 
every 147 residents in 2009. 

About 85 percent of federal employees work 
in other cities and towns across the nation. 

Federal employees have contributed $60 bil- 
lion over 10 years toward deficit reduction 
through a two-year pay freeze, and another 
$15 billion in pension contribution increases. 

Federal workforce cuts will hurt American 
families through fewer food inspections, de- 
creased monitoring of air and water, and fewer 
people protecting consumers in the financial 
markets, just to name a few. 

Continuing attempts to freeze federal em- 
ployee pay, cut retirement benefits, and re- 
duce the federal workforce will more than like- 
ly result in a workforce that is not as produc- 
tive, not as efficient, and not as competent. 

Because these types of measures make it 
even more difficult to attract and retain highly 
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skilled and qualified federal employees. We 
must consider the long-term impact of short- 
sighted decision making. 

Mr. WOODALL. I yield myself 2 min- 
utes. 

I just want to read from the Simp- 
son-Bowles Commission report. And I 
want to read from it not because I sup- 
port everything the Simpson-Bowles 
Commission had to say. I want to read 
from it not because it’s a bill that has 
passed here on the floor of the House— 
it’s been introduced but it hasn’t 
passed—but I want to read from it be- 
cause it was put together by the Presi- 
dent to be a thoughtful, nonpartisan, 
deliberative body that would try to 
find those things in the Federal Gov- 
ernment that should change to right 
the fiscal ship that is the United States 
of America. And this is what that 
group, appointed by President Obama, 
Republicans and Democrats, a thought- 
ful deliberative body, had to say: 

Out of duty and patriotism, hardworking 
Federal employees provide a great service to 
this country. But in a time of budget short- 
falls, all levels of government must trim 
back. In the recent recession, millions of pri- 
vate sector and State and municipal employ- 
ees have had their wages frozen or cut back, 
and millions more lost their jobs altogether. 
In contrast, Federal workers’ wages increase 
annually due to automatic formulas in law, 
providing them with cost-of-living adjust- 
ments totaling more than 5 percent in the 
last 2 years. This proposal would institute a 
8-year government-wide freeze on Federal 
pay at every government agency, including 
the Department of Defense civilian work- 
force. This proposal will save $20.4 billion in 
2015. 

In 3 years, the President, to his cred- 
it, implemented the first 2 years of this 
proposal. Perhaps there was consulta- 
tion with someone in this body. It 
wasn’t with me. I serve on the Over- 
sight and Government Reform Com- 
mittee. The President, by executive 
order in December, decided he was not 
going to extend it a third year and was 
instead going to give a half percent pay 
raise. 

These are issues that can absolutely 
be debated, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WOODALL. I yield myself an ad- 
ditional 30 seconds. 

This isn’t a Republican idea; it’s not 
a Democrat idea; it’s not something 
that was created in the minds of folks 
who hate Federal employees and the 
Federal Government. It’s an idea that 
came directly from the commission ap- 
pointed by President Barack Obama to 
solve exactly the kind of fiscal prob- 
lems that we are facing today. 

Like it, don’t like it, but don’t say 
it’s something that it’s not, Mr. Speak- 
er. This is an idea from the President’s 
fiscal commission, and we’re bringing 
it to the floor today. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I would alert my colleague 
from Georgia that I have no further re- 


The 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


quests for time, and I’m prepared to 
close. 

Mr. WOODALL. I also have no fur- 
ther requests for time and am prepared 
to close. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance my 
time. 

I really like and have great affection 
for my friend from Georgia, and I un- 
derstand exactly what he just did with 
reference to the President’s commis- 
sion as appointed by Senator Simpson 
and Erskine Bowles, but the fount of 
wisdom with reference to what is re- 
quired in order for this Nation to right 
its ship doesn’t emanate from just any 
one commission. And while this par- 
ticular proposal may be listed as an 
idea from the Simpson-Bowles Com- 
mission, I would urge my friend from 
Georgia to read the whole thing, which 
does contemplate shared sacrifice. And 
that’s what I tried to get across to my 
colleagues here in this institution. 

As a person that lived as a child dur- 
ing the Second World War, I saw what 
sacrifice meant, and I saw the people 
that did the sacrificing. And they did it 
together, differently than us today. 
And that’s why I think it’s wrong to 
cherry-pick and then use a sledge- 
hammer against Federal employees for 
something that is not likely to become 
the law of the land. It’s a waste of 
time. 

The only good thing that I have to 
say about the bill before us today is 
that it has zero chance of becoming 
law. I anxiously wait for my friends on 
the other side, particularly the leader- 
ship, to actually start considering leg- 
islation that will help, not hurt, the 
American people. 
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Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre- 
vious question, I will offer an amend- 
ment which would allow the House to 
vote on replacing the entire sequester 
for 2013 with savings from specific poli- 
cies that reflect a balanced approach to 
reducing our national debt. 

There are only 6 legislative days left 
until the sequester hits. Now is the 
time to act. Smart government is not 
about sequesters; it’s about solutions. 
And it’s time to work together for the 
American people. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert the text of my amend- 
ment in the RECORD along with extra- 
neous material immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge my colleagues to vote 
“no” and defeat the previous question. 

I urge a ‘‘no’”’ vote on the rule, and I 
yield back the balance of my time with 
the final thought that we don’t have 
that much time to waste, and we are 
wasting the American people’s time. 
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Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume to 
say the gentleman believes we’re wast- 
ing the American people’s time. An 
equally precious commodity is the 
American people’s money. 

I talked earlier about the $10,000 per 
American inhabitant. A lot of folks do 
their numbers by American tax-paying 
families, Mr. Speaker. A lot of folks do 
their numbers by per adult or per chil- 
dren. I didn’t want to game the system 
like that. 

The chart I have right now, Mr. 
Speaker, $52,381. If you take today’s 
$16.5 trillion debt that America has and 
divide it by every single human being 
that the Census Department tells us is 
in America in January 2013, you will 
find that we have borrowed and spent 
$52,381 for every human being in Amer- 
ica. 

I don’t minimize the burden that will 
be on a family of four in my district 
when they don’t receive that half a per- 
cent pay bump that the President tried 
to do by executive order that we’re re- 
scinding here today. I don’t minimize 
that at all. But it is minimal compared 
to the $52,000 for each member of that 
family of four. That half a percent pay 
raise is minimal compared to the 
$208,000 that that family owes as its 
share of the Federal debt. 

The gentleman from Florida, Mr. 
Speaker, made a very passionate pres- 
entation last night, and I believe he is 
absolutely right. He referenced himself 
and our ranking member as the only 
two folks in that committee who know 
anything about sacrifice. I always go 
through my grandparents’ stuff. I was 
one of those kids who loved being in 
the attic. You always find neat stuff in 
the attic and the basement. I have all 
the ration stamps, Mr. Speaker—sugar, 
rubber. I don’t know what that’s like. I 
don’t know what that’s like for a Na- 
tion to come together with such a 
sense of purpose that they say we’re 
going to police ourselves and our own 
family. We’re going to have the posters 
up on the wall that say ‘‘loose lips sink 
ships,” and don’t waste because we 
need it for the war effort, and we’re 
going to come together and make that 
happen. 

In fact, the last time, Mr. Speaker, 
this country had the kind of debt as a 
percentage of the size of its economy 
that it has today was when we were 
coming out of World War II. In that 
time, when we were rationing rubber 
and sugar, when we no longer minted 
our currency with copper because we 
didn’t have enough to go around—or 
nickel—we were using steel to put the 
coins together at that time. In that 
time of crisis, Mr. Speaker, when we 
thought the freedom of the world was 
on the line, we borrowed the largest 
amount of money ever borrowed in the 
history of this country to win World 
War II. 

As we stand here today, we have bor- 
rowed trillions more in actual dollars, 
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but that same gargantuan number of 
100 percent of our economy. And for 
what? What does that leave us when 
the next crisis comes—and I promise 
you it will. The next crisis will come, 
and the tools that we have to address it 
will have been eroded by the policies of 
today. 

I take no pleasure in being down here 
today managing the rule that will ex- 
tend into year 3 a Federal employee 
pay freeze. I told folks in my constitu- 
ency, Mr. Speaker, I said I want to 
come back home and I want to tell you 
how much I’ve been doing good work 
for you in Washington and doggone it I 
deserve a pay raise. I want us all to be 
so successful that we can go back home 
and tell folks we deserve it. But with 
$16.4 trillion in debt, 4 years of no 
budgets at all coming out of this town, 
trillion-dollar annual deficits, we 
don’t. 

If you think the pain of a 3-year pay 
freeze is bad, Mr. Speaker, Google 
Greece, Bing Greece, do your Yahoo 
search on Greece—not half a percent 
freezes, but double-digit cuts to Fed- 
eral benefits; double-digit cuts to pen- 
sions that seniors are relying on; dou- 
ble-digit cuts to salaries; layoffs, dou- 
ble-digit percentages. It doesn’t get 
better on its own, Mr. Speaker. We 
have to do it. 

My friend from Florida is so right, 
Mr. Speaker: we have to come together 
to solve the bigger problems. This is 
not the bigger problem. At best, this is 
a symptom of a problem. At worst, it’s 
just something we’re trying to do to 
manage through. 

In this body, Mr. Speaker, and the 
Senate, the President, we put six of our 
best minds from the House, three 
Democrats and three Republicans, six 
of our best minds from the Senate, 
three Democrats and three Repub- 
licans, and we locked them in a room 
for about 3 months and said do any- 
thing, do anything you want to with 
the Federal budget. Dream your big- 
gest dreams. Come up with your best 
ideas. Get outside the box. And we’re 
going to close the door so you can have 
that conversation with the utmost can- 
dor, Republicans and Democrats alike, 
House Members and Senate Members 
alike. 

After 3 months, Mr. Speaker, having 
looked at literally hundreds of trillions 
of dollars of Federal spending going out 
for decades, they found that they could 
agree on not even one dollar, not one 
dollar in changes. 

Mr. Speaker, as you well know, and 
as the freshman Members of this body 
are going to learn, we only control one- 
third of the budget here, just one-third 
of the budget, that discretionary 
spending, one-third of the budget. 
That’s where the Federal employee sal- 
aries are, one-third of the budget. So 
everything we do to try to get a handle 
on $52,000 in debt per man, woman and 
child in America, everything we do to 
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try to get our fiscal ship sailing 
straight once again is coming from 
that one-third. 

Because to get to the real drivers of 
the debt, Mr. Speaker, to get to the 
real drivers, we’ve got to get into the 
two-thirds, the two-thirds that can 
only get to the table when the House 
and the Senate and the President all 
agree. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I know 
you’re on a roll, but will my friend 
yield for just 5 seconds? 

Mr. WOODALL. As highly unor- 
thodox as that is, my great respect for 
my friend requires that I do. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank 
you so very much. 

I just want to say America ain’t 
Greece; it ain’t going to be Greece. 

Mr. WOODALL. Reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Speaker—and again, pleasure to 
yield—I say to my friend, I fear it’s 
thinking like that that’s going to take 
us exactly there. 
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Mr. Speaker, again, I take no pleas- 
ure in this freeze today. I believe in 
shared sacrifice across this country to 
solve our problems. The only thing 
that would be permissible in this legis- 
lation is to ensure that Members of 
Congress and fellow employees are both 
frozen together, as is ensured in this 
legislation. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
rule, bring this bill to the floor, sup- 
port this underlying resolution, and re- 
member that until $52,381 per man, 
woman and child in this country reads 
“zero, were going to have these dis- 
cussions again and again and again. 

The President, Mr. Speaker, I’m told 
is planning to produce a budget. It’s 
not going to be this month. It may 
come next month. Do you know that in 
the 2 years I’ve been here as a Member 
of Congress, the President’s budgets 
never, ever, ever pay down one penny 
of this debt? We’re complicit in this, 
Mr. Speaker; and, together, we can get 
ourselves out of it. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. HASTINGS of Florida is as fol- 
lows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 66 OFFERED BY 

MR. HASTINGS OF FLORIDA 

(1) At the end of the resolution, add the 
following: 

SEC. 6. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of this resolution, following debate on 
H.R. 273 it shall be in order to 1 consider the 
amendment received for printing in the Con- 
gressional Record pursuant to clause 8 of 
rule XVIII and numbered 1, if offered by Rep- 
resentative Van Hollen of Maryland or a des- 
ignee. That amendment shall be in order 
without intervention of any point of order, 
shall be considered as read, shall be sepa- 
rately debatable for one hour equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an op- 
ponent, and shall not be subject to a demand 
for a division of the question. 

(2) On page 2, line 5, insert ‘‘with or with- 
out instructions” after ‘‘recommit’’. 


February 14, 2013 


THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 


This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or- 
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de- 
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘ʻa motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.” To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be- 
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de- 
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition” 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of- 
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
“The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.” 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im- 
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub- 
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al- 
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con- 
trolling the time will not yield for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, the same re- 
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre- 
vious question on the rule. . . When the mo- 
tion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre- 
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend- 
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.” 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the I Com- 
mittee on Rules] opens the resolution to 
amendment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, 
section 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon 
rejection of the motion for the previous 
question on a resolution reported from the 
Committee on Rules, control shifts to the 
Member leading the opposition to the pre- 
vious question, who may offer a proper 
amendment or motion and who controls the 
time for debate thereon.” 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli- 
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major- 
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter- 
native views the opportunity to offer an al- 
ternative plan. 


Mr. WOODALL. I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time and move the previous 
question on the resolution. 
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the previous question. 


The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). The question is on ordering 


the ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 


question of adoption. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays 


194, not voting 8, as follows: 


Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 


Bac 
Bac 


hmann 
hus 


Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 


Bili 


rakis 


Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 


Bur: 


gess 


Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 


Chal 
Cha: 


bot 
ffetz 


Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 


Col 
Col 
Con: 
Coo. 
Cot 


ins (GA) 
ins (NY) 
away 

k 
on 


Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 


Cue. 


lar 


Daines 


Davis, Rodney 


Denham 


Den 


DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Duffy 


Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 


Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 


Fleischmann 


Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 


Fox: 


x 


Franks (AZ) 


Frelinghuysen 


Gardner 
Garrett 


[Roll No. 41] 
YEAS—229 


Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hal 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 


Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 

Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (GA) 
Radel 

Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 


Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 


Andrews 
Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 

Esty 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 


Culberson 
Diaz-Balart 
Farr 


Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

Wolf 


NAYS—194 


Green, Gene 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 


NOT VOTING—8 


Gowdy 
Grijalva 
Johnson (GA) 
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Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
Ts 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 


McKeon 
Yarmuth 


Messrs. BERA of California, ISRAEL, 


PETERS of Califo 


rnia, Ms. MICHELLE 
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Messrs. SHUSTER, WOLF, 
HUELSKAMP, FLEMING, CALVERT, 
HUNTER, YODER, and JONES changed 
their vote from “nay” to “yea.” 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 227, nays 
192, not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 42] 


The 


This 


LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, 
Messrs. MURPHY of Florida, CASTRO 
of Texas, PETERS of Michigan, 
COSTA, Ms. ESHOO, and Mr. 
GALLEGO changed their vote from 
“yea” to “nay.” 


YEAS—227 
Aderholt Franks (AZ) McKeon 
Alexander Frelinghuysen McKinley 
Amash Gardner McMorris 
Amodei Garrett Rodgers 
Bachmann Gibbs Meadows 
Bachus Gibson Meehan 
Barletta Gingrey (GA) Messer 
Barr Gohmert Mica 
Barton Goodlatte Miller (FL) 
Benishek Gosar Miller (MI) 
Bentivolio Gowdy Miller, Gary 
Bilirakis Granger Mullin 
Black Graves (GA) Mulvaney 
Blackburn Graves (MO) Murphy (PA) 
Bonner Griffin (AR) Neugebauer 
Boustany Griffith (VA) Noem 
Brady (TX) Grimm Nugent 
Bridenstine Guthrie Nunes 
Brooks (AL) Hall Nunnelee 
Brooks (IN) Hanna Olson 
Broun (GA) Harper Palazzo 
Buchanan Harris Paulsen 
Bucshon Hartzler Pearce 
Burgess Hastings (WA) Perry 
Calvert Heck (NV) Peterson 
Camp Hensarling Petri 
Campbell Herrera Beutler Pittenger 
Cantor Holding Pitts 
Capito Hudson Poe (TX) 
Carter Huelskamp Pompeo 
Cassidy Huizenga (MI) Posey 
Chabot Hultgren Price (GA) 
Chaffetz Hunter Radel 
Coble Hurt Reed 
Coffman Issa Reichert 
Cole Jenkins Renacci 
Collins (GA) Johnson (OH) Ribble 
Collins (NY) Johnson, Sam Rice (SC) 
Conaway Jones Rigell 
Cook Jordan Roby 
Cotton Joyce Roe (TN) 
Cramer Kelly Rogers (AL) 
Crawford King (NY) Rogers (KY) 
Crenshaw Kingston Rogers (MI) 
Daines Kinzinger (IL) Rohrabacher 
Davis, Rodney Kline Rokita 
Denham Labrador Rooney 
Dent LaMalfa Ros-Lehtinen 
DeSantis Lamborn Roskam 
DesJarlais Lance Ross 
Diaz-Balart Lankford Rothfus 
Duffy Latham Royce 
Duncan (SC) Latta Runyan 
Duncan (TN) LoBiondo Ryan (WI) 
Ellmers Long Salmon 
Eshoo Lucas Scalise 
Farenthold Luetkemeyer Schock 
Fincher Lummis Schweikert 
Fitzpatrick Marchant Scott, Austin 
Fleischmann Marino Sensenbrenner 
Fleming Massie Sessions 
Flores McCarthy (CA) Shimkus 
Forbes McCaul Shuster 
Fortenberry McClintock Simpson 
Foxx McHenry Smith (NE) 
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Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 


Andrews 
Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Esty 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Grayson 
Green, Al 


Bishop (UT) 
Culberson 
Farr 

Garcia 


Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 


NAYS—192 


Green, Gene 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Maffei 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
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Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 


Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Wolf 


NOT VOTING—12 


Gerlach 
Grijalva 
Hastings (FL) 
Johnson (GA) 


King (IA) 
Lynch 
Terry 
Yarmuth 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain- 


ing. 
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Mr. RYAN of Ohio changed his vote 
from “yea” to “nay.” 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated against: 

Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
42, had | been present, | would have voted 
“nay.” 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
had | been present on Thursday, February 14, 
2013, | would have voted “no” on the motion 
on ordering the previous question on the rule 
and “no” on H. Res. 66, the rule providing for 
consideration of H.R. 273. 


EEE 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 
pointment, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 
1024(a), and the order of the House of 
January 3, 2013, of the following Mem- 
bers on the part of the House to the 
Joint Economic Committee: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, California 

Mr. DUFFY, Wisconsin 

Mr. AMASH, Michigan 

Mr. PAULSEN, Minnesota 

Mr. HANNA, New York 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ, California 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Maryland 

Mr. DELANEY, Maryland 


Ee 


NATIONAL RECREATIONAL 
THERAPY MONTH 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, in February we celebrate 
National Recreational Therapy Month. 
Leading a healthy life means not only 
the absence of illness, but a level of 
physical, cognitive, emotional, social, 
and leisure well-being, which is the un- 
derlying focus of the recreational ther- 
apy profession. 

Recreational therapists are caring 
professionals who touch the lives of in- 
dividuals facing life-changing disease 
and disability all across the Nation. 
These professionals help individuals 
navigate these challenges, achieve 
healthy outcomes and, ultimately, an 
overall better quality of life. 

Having worked in this profession for 
28 years, I witnessed firsthand how the 
services of this profession made signifi- 
cant differences in the lives of so 
many. These services are provided by 
professionals nationally certified by 
the National Council for Therapeutic 
Recreation Certification as certified 
therapeutic recreation specialists. 

Recreational therapy ultimately 
aims to improve an individual’s func- 


tioning and keeps them active, 
healthy, and as independent as pos- 
sible. 


February 14, 2013 


Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the car- 
ing professionals of the therapeutic 
recreation profession during the month 
of February for the services they pro- 
vide each and every day. 


a 


PROTECT VOTING RIGHTS OF ALL 
AMERICANS 


(Ms. LEE of California asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, 
the upcoming Shelby County, Alabama 
v. Holder Supreme Court case presents 
a direct threat to section 5 of the Vot- 
ing Rights Act of 1965, which is the 
most effective civil rights legislation 
ever enacted by Congress. 

The Voting Rights Act of 1965 was 
passed just 1 year after I graduated 
from high school. Growing up in El 
Paso, Texas, I vividly remember the 
days of Jim Crow, segregation, and the 
poll tax. Should the Supreme Court 
rule against the Justice Department 
and overturn this important legisla- 
tion, minority communities will lose 
many of their voting protections. 

Later this month, I intend to join my 
colleagues in the Congressional Black 
Caucus to listen to the oral arguments 
for this case at the Supreme Court. 
Many of us were part of the 390-33 ma- 
jority, along with 98 Senators, who 
voted to reauthorize the Voting Right 
Act in 2006. We agreed there is still a 
compelling need to protect and pre- 
serve the voting rights of all Ameri- 
cans. After all, it is this right that lies 
at the very heart of our democracy 
that must not be eroded. 


EE 


AMERICAN HEART MONTH 


(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, Feb- 
ruary marks National Heart Month, 
which reminds all Americans to take 
control of their cardiovascular health. 
Each year, 700,000 Americans suffer a 
heart attack, and approximately 600,000 
die from causes related to heart dis- 
ease. Nearly everyone knows a family 
member, a colleague, or a friend who 
has experienced the devastating effects 
of this disease firsthand. 

While heart disease is currently the 
leading cause of death among men and 
women, we can all take steps to pre- 
vent this disease and promote overall 
heart health. 

One example of community action is 
the great work of the Plymouth Rotary 
Club and Allina hospitals and clinics in 
Minnesota. They’ve teamed up to- 
gether to start a new project called 
Heart Safe Plymouth, a plan that pro- 
motes education and training on the 
emergency treatment of sudden cardiac 
arrest. 

I encourage all Americans to follow 
their example of involvement and ac- 
tion. Let’s use American Heart Month 
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as an opportunity to learn more about 
heart disease and prevention so that we 
can all live longer and healthier lives. 


EE 
IMPACTS OF SEQUESTER 


(Mr. PETERS of California asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. PETERS of California. The im- 
pacts of sequester will be felt in every 
district and State. San Diego is home 
to major research universities and 
technology firms. Last year, firms 
working on everything from improving 
cancer diagnostics to protecting our 
computer security received more than 
$130 million from the National Science 
Foundation and $850 million from the 
National Institutes of Health. In all, 
San Diego received more than 1,760 
grants to support America’s 
innovators. 

I recently received a letter from 
Arisan Therapeutics, a small bio- 
medical group in my district. This 
small team of dedicated researchers 
has been working on vaccines against 
the flu and dengue fever. If the seques- 
ter goes into effect, they will have to 
lay off their researchers and close. The 
sequester will not only hurt people, 
jobs, and families, but it will stop crit- 
ical research in the biomedical sciences 
and stifle innovation in our labs and 
universities. 

Congress must act now so America 
and San Diego do not fall behind our 
international competitors and so that 
we continue to be on the cutting edge 
of technology. We must keep investing 
in our future. 


—— SEE 


RECOGNIZING HONOR FLIGHT 
NORTHERN COLORADO 


(Mr. GARDNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
on the occasion of Honor Flight North- 
ern Colorado’s ninth flight to Wash- 
ington, D.C., bringing veterans of 
World War II, Korea, and Vietnam to 
see their memorials. On behalf of a 
grateful delegation, State, and coun- 
try, I welcome these heroes. 

The 122 veterans on this flight in- 
cluded 37 from World War II, 80 from 
the Korea conflict, four from the Viet- 
nam war, and one from the war in Iraq. 
Hight of these veterans wear the Pur- 
ple Heart. 

The Honor Flight program was 
founded in 2005. It provides veterans 
with the opportunity to visit Wash- 
ington, D.C., free of any cost to them 
or their families to see the memorials 
that were built in their honor. The pro- 
gram, originally intended to honor 
World War II veterans, has developed 
to include veterans from several major 
conflicts. 

Today we honor those veterans as 
they make the journey to Washington 
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to visit the memorials that serve as a 
symbol of a grateful Nation. Of course, 
no memorial, no statue can ever truly 
convey the sacrifices our veterans have 
made for our country. Much has been 
asked of these soldiers, sailors, airmen, 
marines, and Coast Guardsmen; and 
time and time again they have deliv- 
ered. 

The freedoms endowed upon us by 
our Creator, protected by our Constitu- 
tion, and enjoyed by all Americans 
must never be taken for granted. 
Today, we honor those who have sac- 
rificed to secure the blessings of lib- 
erty for generations of Americans. 
Please join me in thanking these patri- 
ots. 

Mr. Speaker, | rise on the occasion of Honor 
Flight Northern Colorado’s ninth flight to 
Washington, DC bringing veterans of WWII, 
Korea, Vietnam, and Iraq to see the memo- 
rials. On behalf of a grateful delegation, State, 
and country, | welcome these heroes. 

The 122 veterans on this flight include 37 
from World War II, 80 from the Korea conflict, 
4 from the Vietnam War, and one from the 
War in Iraq. Eight of these veterans wear the 
Purple Heart. The Honor Flight program was 
founded in 2005. It provides veterans with the 
opportunity to visit Washington, DC free of any 
cost to them or their families to see the me- 
morials that were built in their honor. The pro- 
gram, originally intended to honor WWII vet- 
erans, has developed to include veterans from 
several major conflicts. Today we honor those 
veterans as they make the journey to Wash- 
ington to visit the memorials that serve as 
symbols of a grateful Nation. 

Of course no memorial, no statue can ever 
truly convey the sacrifices our veterans have 
made for our country. Much has been asked 
of these soldiers, sailors, airmen, Marines, and 
Coast Guardsmen, and time and time again, 
they have delivered. The freedoms endowed 
upon us by our Creator, protected by our Con- 
stitution, and enjoyed by all Americans must 
never be taken for granted. Today we honor 
those who have sacrificed to secure the bless- 
ings of liberty for generations of Americans. 

Please join me in thanking Willard Bauer, 
Robert Bell, Edward Coleman, Floyd Ewing, 
Albert Fairweather, Marvin Fowler, Elwyn 
Frazier, Robert Fulton, William Garcia, Edward 
Glover, Herold Hettinger, Raymond Holiday, 
Buford Johnson, William Kammlade, Donald 
Lawless, Russell Maxwell, Dale Norwood, 
Philip Owen, Paul Painter, George Parker, 
Theodore Pratt, Kenneth Robb, Henry Redd, 
Harley Rouze, Harold Scatterday, Dean 
Severin, Leonie Shannon, Keith Simons, 
Jacob Stieb Jr., Howard Teague, Margaret 
Thompson, Charles Vogel, Thomas Weathers, 
Victor Weidmann, John Williams, Milo 
Whitcomb, Quentin Younglund, Bobby Ander- 
sen, Emmett Archuletta, Donald Armagost, 
Robert Arnbrecht, Gary Beverlin, Stanley 
Black, Ronald Brasseur, Earl Buckendorf, 
Robert Buttner, Donald Campbell, Clarence 
Carnes, Jerald Clark, Robert Clayton, Keith 
Coates, Kenneth Comin, Victor Crenshaw, 
Dean Daggett, Lester Edgett, Arno Engele, 
Roy Erickson, William Erickson, Bernard 
Erthal, Donald Fenske, Donald Fickenscher, 
Russell Foster, Franklin Fronek, Porfelio 
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Garbiso, Carl Goeglein, Wiliam Goble, Delbert 
Gorsline, George Gray, Kenneth Hoff, Robert 
Hull, Robert Jones Jr., George Knaub, Arthur 
Kober, John Leach, Roger London, Willard 
Loose, Joseph Lopez, Arthur Lukemire, 
Charles Mahoney, Eathon Marr, Vernon 
Marston, Robert Martin, George Maxey, Loren 
Maxey, Albert Melcher, Gordon Michel, Ken- 
neth Miller, Raymond Miller, Stuart Miller, 
Ralph Nuss, James Othrow, Theodore Pear- 
son, Robert Phillips, Franklin Pino, Julius 
Racette, Dean Rydholm, Delmar Scholfield, 
Carlos Scott, Stanley Shafer, Emil Shireman, 
Hubert Shumaker, Norris Slechta, Jack Sny- 
der, John Stieb, Dale Stinton, Donald 
Svedman, James Theobald, Gern Terrell, 
Wiliam Thill, Paul Van Driel, James Vincent, 
Paul Vohs, Leroy Waag, LaVerne Walls, War- 
ren Ward, Duane West, David Young, Leonard 
Beutelspacher, John Gruver, Gaylord 
Mekelburg, Cloyd Rael, Marshall Spring, 
Charles Adams, and any participants whose 
names were not available at the time of this 
statement. 


a 
1540 
DOCTORS CAUCUS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MASSIE). Under the Speaker’s an- 
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. ROE) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des- 
ignee of the majority leader. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 
before starting this Special Order, rd 
like to yield as much time as he may 
consume to my friend from Mississippi, 
STEVEN PALAZZO. 

SEQUESTRATION EFFECTS 

Mr. PALAZZO. I want to thank the 
good doctor from Tennessee for yield- 
ing me some time. 

Mr. Speaker, in 2 weeks we face one 
of the most devastating cuts to our 
military that our country has ever 
seen, literally, a worst-case scenario 
for our men and women in uniform, all 
in just 2 weeks. 

For a year and a half, several of my 
colleagues and I have been discussing 
with anyone who will listen the dev- 
astating impact of these automatic 
budget cuts, but still we have stalled 
and delayed till we are where no one in 
their right mind would want to be. 

If these cuts are not stopped, not 
only will our military be hollowed out, 
but a number of other agencies will be 
severely impacted as well. Defense cuts 
are bad enough. Unfortunately, these 
cuts affect a lot more than just de- 
fense. These automatic cuts affect food 
inspections at the Department of Agri- 
culture, FBI investigations, TSA 
screening at airports, and others. No 
agency is untouched. 

One example in Mississippi alone is it 
is anticipated that these automatic 
budget cuts could cost as many as 845 
jobs in the education sector alone. 
These are the people we task with edu- 
cating our future generations and en- 
suring our country’s success. 


1420 


We’re now hearing of furloughs 
across the government agencies. This 
would mean that families that are de- 
pendent on that paycheck to put food 
in their children’s mouths and clothes 
on their backs will be forced to stay 
home as much as 1 day a week for up to 
22 weeks. 

This means millions of dollars in lost 
pay for dedicated public servants be- 
cause Congress and this President can- 
not get their act together and do what 
is right for our country. 

At this point, the House has passed 
two separate plans that were never 
even considered by the Senate. Ulti- 
mately, inaction by the President and 
Senate are allowing us to inch closer 
and closer to the disgusting reality of 
these cuts. 

Even more disappointing than the 
Senate and the President’s inaction is 
the ridiculous position of many that 
seem completely content to throw 
their hands up and say that we have 
done all we can do. 

But I am perhaps the most dis- 
appointed in my colleagues that want 
these cuts to take place in the name of 
spending cuts only. What good are 
spending cuts when you can’t defend 
the Nation you are trying to save and 
destroying our economy in the process? 

I am in favor of reducing our na- 
tional debt and balancing our budget as 
much as anyone in this Congress, but I 
refuse to do it on the backs of our men 
and women in uniform and their fami- 
lies. I will not jeopardize their safety 
and security, yet some in this body 
want to do just that. 

It is foolish—no, naive—to believe 
that allowing $1 trillion in spending 
cuts to our national defense is respon- 
sible or sustainable. Many of my col- 
leagues seem to have forgotten that 
these automatic cuts were intended to 
be the absolute worst thing we could 
do. It was designed to force bipartisan 
action on addressing our spending ad- 
diction in this Congress. It is the unin- 
tended consequences of an absolute 
failure by the supercommittee. So, in- 
stead of using a scalpel, we’re using a 
meat-ax, and the impact of our failure 
to act will soon be all too apparent un- 
less we avert this irresponsible action. 

Despite repeated requests for over a 
year for more details on what effects 
these details will have, only now, 2 
weeks before they are scheduled to 
take place, have we received any infor- 
mation from this administration. 

The military services have let us 
know exactly what effect they think 
sequestration will have, and it is nota 
pretty sight. We are talking about one 
of the biggest drivers of small busi- 
nesses, a major employer of our Na- 
tion’s veterans, and a major economic 
driver in our economy. And some here 
are willing to see it slashed for no ben- 
efit whatsoever. 

But civilians are not the only issue 
here. We are downsizing our force to 
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deal with the cuts already in place— 
$487 billion worth. We will have to cut 
further into our active duty if these 
cuts are not rolled back and replaced 
responsibly. 

In my district, over 10,000 people 
walk through the gates of Ingalls Ship- 
building in Mississippi every day. If 
just one ship contract is cancelled as a 
result of sequestration, we are talking 
about thousands of people being imme- 
diately unemployed and layoffs at 
small businesses in over 49 States. 
These are some of the most patriotic 
and hardest working people I have ever 
met in my life. They have dedicated 
their lives to building the greatest 
naval ships the world has ever seen. 

So this week, I spoke with our most 
senior military leaders, and they told 
us very directly, if you want our mili- 
tary to continue doing what it’s doing 
today, then we can’t give you another 
dollar. 

There are similar stories across the 
Nation at plants building the largest 
planes to the smallest component 
parts. These are the stories of real peo- 
ple who go to work every day to make 
America a better place. These skills 
are not easily relearned. Once they go 
away they are gone forever, and I will 
not stand by and allow inaction by my 
colleagues to kill American jobs. 

I ask my colleagues: Is this what you 
want? Do you honestly believe this is 
for the best? 

I beg anyone to explain to me how 
were a better country if these cuts 
take place. 

Mr. Speaker, I implore our leaders, 
the Senate, and the President to act. 
The future safety and security of our 
Nation is at stake. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I thank the 
gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, we’re going to take the 
next hour or so, the Doctors Caucus, 
Dr. GINGREY, myself, Dr. HARRIS, and 
we’re going to speak about the Afford- 
able Care Act, how we got where we 
are, the plan to save Medicare, and 
other health care issues. 

I came to this Congress after a 31- 
year medical practice in Johnson City, 
Tennessee, just a doctor out each day 
in east Tennessee taking care of pa- 
tients; and I made a decision that I 
didn’t like the direction that the coun- 
try was headed in health care, and I 
wanted to run for Congress to be here 
for that reason. 

Well, it turned out that two Con- 
gresses ago we did have a debate on the 
health care issue. We have nine physi- 
cians in our health care caucus, and 
not one of us was consulted about that 
health care bill. Not one of us was 
brought in the loop and said, What do 
you think? 

Well, we had an extensive debate, I 
will admit, in the House. This bill was 
passed on a pure party-line vote in No- 
vember of 2009; and on Christmas Eve, 
the Senate passed a bill that had not 
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been vetted, had not been heard in the 
House, was not debated in the House, a 
completely different bill. But because 
of the rules in the Senate, it never got 
heard here and was not debated fully in 
the Senate. 

That bill was passed, it will soon be, 
4 years ago—3 years ago, I mean. We 
thought that we’d have an opportunity 
after the Supreme Court looked at 
this—those challenges were brought to 
overturn this bill—and we’re going to 
spend the next hour explaining why we 
don’t think it was the right prescrip- 
tion for the health care of the citizens 
of this country. 

I bring an extensive knowledge about 
a health care reform bill we did in our 
State of Tennessee. The biggest prob- 
lem with the health care in this coun- 
try is not the quality of care. Cer- 
tainly, we can always do better, and 
physicians want to do better and have 
new techniques and new innovative 
medicines that we use. But the biggest 
problem with health care in America is 
the cost of that care. I got to see it 
every day in my practice, where going 
to the hospital could bankrupt families 
if they didn’t have proper insurance, it 
was more expensive to come in, and so 
the number one driver was cost. 
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Number two, there’s no question we 
had a group of people who worked 
every single day of their lives and 
could not afford health insurance. It 
was not affordable for them. I would 
see it in my community where you 
would have, let’s say, a carpenter who 
would work and during the winter they 
didn’t get to work too much. They 
would work and maybe make $20,000 or 
$25,000 a year. Their wife may work at 
a local diner, maybe, and make $20,000 
or $25,000. Together, where we live, 
they could make $40,000 or $50,000, 
maybe, in combined income and they 
could live okay. But they could not af- 
ford a thousand dollars a month for 
health insurance coverage. It was just 
out of their reach. And thirdly, we had 
a liability crisis in this country. 

So what did the Affordable Care Act 
actually do? Well, it did increase ac- 
cess. But it increased access mainly, 
the best I can tell, through a massive 
expansion of a failed system called 
Medicaid. The Medicaid system right 
now in this country is broken and 
needs to be reformed. We did not re- 
form it with this bill. So that’s one 
thing it did. 

Two, it did not touch liability. And 
we can go into that a little bit later. 
But the liability crisis still exists. My 
State of Tennessee has done some- 
thing, as has the States of Texas and 
California. Other States have been suc- 
cessful in liability reform. And that 
has helped. But the President was here 
Tuesday night. We were all sitting in 
this Chamber. And amazingly, in the 
seat right below you here on the dais, 
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the President said with a straight face 
that his bill, his Affordable Care Act, 
so-called ObamaCare, had lowered 
costs. I was astonished by that because 
it clearly has not done that at all. And 
let me just go through a few things. 

I serve as the chairman of the 
Health, Employment, Labor and Pen- 
sion Subcommittee in the Education 
and Workforce Committee. So if you 
have a private health insurance plan, 
that issue, that plan will come through 
my subcommittee. Let me just go over 
a couple of things that we found. We’ve 
had numerous hearings over the past 3 
years about this. And this is recent 
data right here. President Obama’s 
health care law will push about 7 mil- 
lion people out of their job-based insur- 
ance coverage, nearly twice the current 
estimate. That was just in the last 
week or two, that estimate, according 
to guess who? The Congressional Budg- 
et Office. Not PHIL ROE and not some 
Congressman. But the CBO believes 
that. So twice what they thought it 
would do. 

Spending on health care is up. And 
we estimate it’s as much as $4,500 per 
family since this bill has come into 
play. That is not pushing the cost of 
health care down. So we see that. And 
one of the things that this bill did, I 
think which was good and bad, Mr. 
Speaker, is we allowed millions of 
young people under the age of 26 to be 
on their parents’ health care plan. 
That sounded like a good idea. And if 
you have a mom and dad that paid for 
that, it probably is a good idea if they 
pay for. I know one of the great points 
of my life were when my three children 
got out on their own and paid their 
own health insurance. That was the 
biggest raise I probably ever got, them 
getting out of college and paying their 
own health insurance. 

But what happened was, the way the 
bill was written, actuaries can no 
longer charge the actual cost of that 
care. Let me give you an example. If a 
person my age is out buying an indi- 
vidual policy, it will cost about six 
times what a young person under 26 
pays because actuarially I’m much 
more likely to need health insurance or 
need my health care plan. This bill 
only allows a 3-to-1. So that means a 
young person is going to pay two to 
three times, that person out there pay- 
ing for that health insurance coverage, 
than they otherwise would have. 

I’ve had a good friend of mine who’s 
in the health insurance market at 
home, and for all three of my children 
I bought them individual plans, and I 
specifically remember exactly how 
much I wrote the check for. He said, 
Dr. ROE, I was having these plans for 
about $100 a month, just a basic health 
care plan. Some less than that, depend- 
ing on risk. Immediately after that bill 
passed, those rates tripled—they were 
$280 a month. All of a sudden now, if 
you’re an individual, that isn’t afford- 
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able. Most people don’t have an extra 
$200 or $300 right now in a tight econ- 
omy to do that. So we’ve made it less 
affordable for a lot of young people. 
More accessible but less affordable. 

Td like to introduce my colleague 
and cochair of the Doctors Caucus and 
fellow OB/GYN physician from Georgia, 
my good friend, Dr. PHIL GINGREY. 

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. I thank 
the gentleman from Tennessee for 
yielding to me. He has already alluded 
to some of the things that I am going 
to say in my remarks but the most im- 
portant thing that he stated: On Tues- 
day night, President Obama stood here 
in this Chamber and he gave his State 
of the Union address and said: 

Patients enjoy stronger protections than 
ever before. Already, the Affordable Care Act 
is helping to slow the growth of health care 
costs. 

Well, President Obama obviously 
didn’t get the memo. We must not have 
read the same CBO report, Mr. Speak- 
er. ObamaCare is not slowing the 
growth of health care costs. 
ObamaCare is driving up the costs, 
jeopardizing insurance coverage, and 
placing excessive burdens on small 
businesses, limiting their potential for 
growth. 

In 2010, President Obama and the 
Democrats assured us that their health 
care law would lower costs, it would 
cover millions of uninsured Americans. 
Well, as Dr. ROE said, fast forward 3 
years and we have seen nothing but 
broken promises and this enormous 
pricetag. Just last week, the CBO—the 
Congressional Budget Office—the unbi- 
ased scorekeeper that works for Con- 
gress, reported that under 
ObamaCare—PPACA, health care costs 
will increase and 7 million Americans 
will lose their coverage. These are the 
facts, despite any State of the Union 
rhetoric. 

Young Americans will also be se- 
verely impacted with an exorbitant 
rise in health insurance premiums due 
to a provision in ObamaCare. A lot of 
people are not aware of this, Mr. 
Speaker. This provision requires insur- 
ance companies to reduce their rates 
for seniors—a laudable goal. Premium 
costs for individuals under the age of 
40, though, are going to significantly 
rise to even out that balance. By lim- 
iting these—we call them age ban dis- 
counts—that are called for in 
ObamaCare, a 3-to-1 ratio. So someone, 
let’s say as an example, that is in their 
very early sixties and they’re not eligi- 
ble for Medicare at age 65, and they al- 
ready possibly have multiple systems 
diseases, as we say in medical parlance, 
and are on many prescription drugs, 
expensive drugs—they’re a much great- 
er risk in regard to an insurance pre- 
mium coverage of busting the ceiling 
on that every year. But under 
ObamaCare it says their premiums can- 
not be more than three times the pre- 
mium of someone who is 28 years old, 
10 feet tall, and bulletproof. 
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As a result, these are some of the 
problems that that creates within 
these exchanges. It will absolutely dis- 
courage the younger people from buy- 
ing insurance. They’ll pay the fine. 
They will not pay those higher pre- 
miums so that they stay within that 3- 
to-1 ratio. It will likely force young 
healthy individuals out of the insur- 
ance market. That’s some of those 7 
million we’re talking about that are 
going to lose their insurance because of 
this. 

Let me just give a real specific, and 
then I’1l yield back to the gentleman so 
he can yield time to our other col- 
leagues. For a 27-year-old earning 
$33,500 a year, premiums are expected 
to jump from $2,400 a year to almost 
$3,200 a year. This is an outrageous in- 
crease in costs that young people can’t 
afford. If they get a job in this current 
climate where we’ve had 7.6 percent or 
higher unemployment—the entire time 
that President Obama has been in of- 
fice—they’re not going to be able to af- 
ford these premiums. And they clearly 
are not going to pay for them. 
ObamaCare is negatively impacting the 
insurance market on two fronts: it 
forces rising premium costs on the 
young, and it increases the total unin- 
sured population, as I stated earlier. 

So at this point I’ll yield back to the 
gentleman from Tennessee and I hope 
to remain with my colleagues for the 
remainder of the hour as we continue 
this colloquy. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I thank the 
gentleman. 

I’d now like to yield time to my good 
friend, Dr. ANDY HARRIS from Mary- 
land. ANDY is an OB anesthesiologist. 
And I say this to my good friend: I 
spent a good bit of my adult life wait- 
ing for anesthesia to put my patients 
to sleep so I could operate. So I now 
yield to Dr. HARRIS. 
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Mr. HARRIS. I want to thank the 
gentleman from Tennessee and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

Following up on what the gentleman 
from Georgia said, Mr. Speaker, the 
President stood there and told America 
that health care costs have gone down. 
Now, I don’t know if the President has 
been in a pharmacy lately or been to 
the doctor or bought a health care in- 
surance policy lately, but the fact of 
the matter is the price has gone up—in 
some cases, dramatically—and it’s 
going to go up more, especially for the 
young, who actually are the highest 
percent of the uninsured of any age 
group. 

Look, it’s just the facts. Folks, when 
they’re 18, 19, 20, 25, they don’t think 
anything is ever going to happen to 
them, so they don’t buy a policy. And 
the policies now, I sat down with some- 
one whose daughter was insured, and 
she had one of the HSA accounts, those 
health savings accounts, and $2,500 
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goes into the health savings account. 
The first $2,500 she would pay, and 
above that, the insurance would kick 
in. It was an affordable policy. It used 
to be less than $100 a month. Imagine 
that, $100 a month, guaranteeing that 
young person, God forbid they get into 
a bad accident, God forbid they develop 
a tumor at an early age, they have cov- 
erage for the really expensive things 
that you may need. That was afford- 
able. I think most people would say $80 
a month is affordable. 

That policy went up to $110, and this 
time the renewal was 22 percent more 
than that. And it’s going to get worse 
because the President now, in the Af- 
fordable Care Act—ObamaCare, as he 
prefers it to be called—actually re- 
duces the amount that those health 
savings accounts can hold. It’s now 
limited to $2,500. You can’t get your 
premium lower by saying, Okay, Pll 
take a little more risk, increase my 
health savings account. So those costs 
are going to skyrocket. And when they 
skyrocket, the gentleman from Georgia 
is absolutely correct, a young person is 
going to say, I’ll pay the penalty. 

So a young person who may have had 
insurance before because it was only 
$80 a month—and it protected us from 
having to pay for those medical costs, 
God forbid that young person had a 
catastrophic illness or injury. That 
person is going to make what looks 
like a logical choice now and say, You 
know what; I’ll pay the penalty and 
drop my insurance. It’s going to have 
exactly the opposite effect of what was 
intended, and predictably so, when you 
force those premiums up. 

Again, the President stood here and 
said that health care costs went down. 
I’ve got to tell you, I still have yet to 
run into someone at one of my town 
hall meetings that says, Good job, 
ANDY; my health care costs or my in- 
surance is going down. It’s not, it’s 
going up. 

Let me address, because the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee touched on it, 
one of the problems that the President 
didn’t consider—tort reform. You have 
three physicians here, two of whom 
spent their professional lives in the 
labor and delivery suite delivering ba- 
bies, practicing obstetrics. I practiced 
obstetric anesthesiology, do those 
epidurals, those spinals, relieve women 
of their pain in childbirth. 

Over my career, my generation—I 
finished my training in 1984, 28 years 
ago. At that time, to show you what 
the effect of not having tort reform is, 
the cesarean section rate for American 
women having a baby was 15 to 17 per- 
cent. One in six to one in seven women 
would have to have a cesarean section. 
Now, 28 years has passed. I don’t know 
if the Speaker is aware, but the cesar- 
ean section rate is now 33, 35 percent, 
in some hospitals 40, up to as high as 70 
percent in some hospitals. That’s in 
one generation. 
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I will tell you, as a physician, not 
much has changed to patients in one 
generation. What has changed is that 
you don’t find an obstetrician who’s 
willing to take the risk of doing a de- 
livery in a high-risk patient, a normal 
delivery, because of the medical mal- 
practice exposure—not that they would 
commit it, but they would be charged 
with it, that a baby doesn’t come out 
perfect, because that’s the way the 
world is. Yet they would be charged, 
brought into a court of law, and lose 
millions of dollars in a settlement. So 
what do they do? They choose, when 
there is any question, to do a cesarean 
section, and who can blame them to do 
it. 

Mr. Speaker, those women who are 
watching, they know exactly what I’m 
talking about, because they know if it 
was their daughter or granddaughter or 
a friend of theirs, they all know some- 
one who has had a cesarean section. If 
the women who are in the audience 
now think back to one generation ago, 
it was much more rare. So what’s hap- 
pened? We haven’t had tort reform. 

But that’s not all. By the way, the 
cost to the system is billions of dollars 
a year for those extra cesarean sec- 
tions, billions of dollars direct cost to 
the health care system. 

If that was all, we’d say maybe we 
can tolerate that, a doubling of the 
rate of cesarean sections, but that’s 
not all. When those women go to see 
their obstetrician now, one generation 
ago when I started, when I had my first 
child, my wife went to an obstetrician. 
It was a solo practice. And that obste- 
trician apologized to my wife and said, 
You know what, I’m sorry, but every 
other weekend someone may have to 
cover my practice, so I may not be able 
to guarantee you that I’m there with 
you at your delivery. 

Let’s fast-forward one generation, 28 
years. You can hardly find an obstetri- 
cian in solo practice anymore. They 
simply cannot afford the medical mal- 
practice premium. They may never 
have been sued in their life, and they 
may have to pay over $100,000 a year 
just for the medical malpractice pre- 
mium, never having been sued in their 
life. So what happens? They’re all 
forced into large groups. 

Now, that same conversation, if my 
daughter now goes in to see an obste- 
trician, that conversation would run 
like, You know, ma’am, you’re going to 
have to see everyone in the group dur- 
ing your pregnancy, and we have seven 
or eight people in the group. So every 
time you’re going to have to see some- 
one else so that everyone gets to see 
you because we don’t know who’s going 
to be there the day you deliver. 

Now, is that good care? Is that a good 
relationship that woman develops with 
her obstetrician when she doesn’t even 
know who’s going to be there to deliver 
her? In fact, she doesn’t even know who 
might see her the next time she’s in 
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the office, one of the most important 
times in her life. We have completely 
changed the doctor-patient relation- 
ship because we don’t have tort reform 
in this country. 

If it was just the rate of cesarean sec- 
tion doubling or just the fact that you 
have to see seven or eight people and 
you don’t really know who’s going to 
deliver you on a given day, we might 
accept that, but it goes beyond that, 
Mr. Speaker. Because what’s happened 
now, a good, highly trained obstetri- 
cian stops delivering babies in their 
forties or fifties because they have de- 
veloped their practice, they have seen 
those patients. They just take care of 
their gynecology problems and they 
spend the last 20 years in their career 
not delivering a baby. Having delivered 
them for 20 years, gaining all that ex- 
perience, the most experienced obste- 
tricians don’t deliver our babies any- 
more. And why don’t they? Because if 
they stop delivering babies and promise 
their insurance company they will not 
deliver a baby, all of a sudden that 
$100,000 premium becomes $20,000. If 
you were in your forties and fifties and 
could afford to do that in your prac- 
tice, you might say, You know what; it 
makes sense for me to stop doing this. 

So when you add up all the things 
that have happened because the Presi- 
dent, in his Affordable Care Act, re- 
fused to have real tort reform—and it’s 
possible, because it happened in Cali- 
fornia. I mean, there are areas in the 
country that have it. But nationally, 
he refused to have it—and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia is very familiar 
with this because his bill deals with 
this. Because of that, we have a cesar- 
ean section rate that’s twice as high as 
it ought to be, and some people will 
tell you it might be three or four times 
as high as it ought to be. We have 
women who never develop a close doc- 
tor-patient relationship with their ob- 
stetrician because you really can’t. I 
mean, you’re seeing a group of seven or 
eight purely because the malpractice 
premiums are now spread out. Fre- 
quently, somebody else even pays. 
They may be part of a hospital group, 
for instance. 

Finally, our most experienced physi- 
cians for women in a time—you know, 
you talk about taking care of children. 
You’ve got to start right at the begin- 
ning. You’ve got to have the most ex- 
perienced person there. See, I’ve been 
at thousands of deliveries. 
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Ninety-nine percent of the time they 
go all right. But when they don’t go all 
right, you want the most experienced 
person there. And, Mr. Speaker, our 
lack of tort reform means we no longer 
have it. We have entirely changed the 
way we deliver obstetric care. So if you 
even said, look, we’re not even going to 
worry about costs, let’s not talk about 
costs, let’s talk about access to experi- 
enced, personalized care for our women 
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having babies, it’s virtually gone be- 
cause the President and our counter- 
parts across the Capitol in the Senate 
refuse to take up the issue of tort re- 
form and restore some commonsense, 
good medical care to Americans. 

Obstetrics is an example. We could go 
into neurosurgery and many other ex- 
amples, and I’1l leave it with that. We 
have so many opportunities to reduce 
the costs and improve the quality and 
access to medical care, and it was lack- 
ing in the State of the Union Address. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I thank the 
gentleman for his comments. I felt a 
little déjà vu there, Dr. HARRIS, after 
walking out of the delivery room after 
about 5,000 deliveries for some of the 
very reasons that Dr. HARRIS brought 
up. Pd now like to yield to my friend 
from Georgia, Dr. GINGREY. 

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, the gentleman from Tennessee is 
generous with his time. I did want to 
follow on to what the gentleman doctor 
from Maryland is just talking about in 
regard to tort reform. Yes, he covered 
that very, very clearly and pretty com- 
pletely. 

But there are other things in this 
law, the so-called Affordable Care 
Act—well, Patient Protection and Af- 
fordable Care Act. And, yes, I think 
President Obama proudly likes to have 
it called ObamaCare. Maybe he hopes 
that one day that will be his legacy. 
There are provisions that, particularly 
in these exchanges that are being set 
up in all 50 States, the States that are 
doing it, the territories and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, that basically say 
what best practices are for the dif- 
ferent physician specialties, including 
the specialty of obstetrics and gyne- 
cology which Dr. ROE and I practiced 
many years. But in these descriptions 
of what’s the best practice for a gen- 
eral surgeon or an internist or a pedia- 
trician, in some cases, they’re not a 
carbon copy of what our specialty soci- 
eties recommend. The American Col- 
lege of Obstetricians and Gyne- 
cologists, as an example, does a won- 
derful job of making sure that each one 
of their members gets a monthly bul- 
letin and current updates on what the 
best practices are for our specialty. It’s 
based on science by the best and 
brightest. And, yet, this law may ask 
us to do something that goes against 
that. 

I have introduced a bill, Mr. Speaker, 
to protect our physicians. If they are 
following the guidelines of their spe- 
cialty, or, on the other hand, if they’re 
following the guidelines of the govern- 
ment that some government bureau- 
crat says is the best standard of care, if 
they’re doing that and they have a bad 
outcome, this provider shield would 
protect those physicians from liability. 
It’s something that’s desperately need- 
ed because of this law. 

There is another bill that I have in- 
troduced called the SCOPE Act. SCOPE 
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is an acronym for the Safeguarding 
Care of Patients Everywhere. What 
would prevent the Secretary, Ms. 
Sebelius, or whomever, from saying 
what qualifies a physician to be on a 
provider group in one of these ex- 
changes? Is it what she says or what 
their specialty society says? 

So, again, these are things that we’re 
working on very hard to correct, I 
think, a very bad situation. We mem- 
bers of the Doctors Caucus, we on this 
side of the aisle will continue to fight 
for that. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. Just to carry 
on with what Dr. GINGREY and Dr. HAR- 
RIS have brought up, let me share with 
you about affordability. When Dr. HAR- 
RIS was talking about young people, 
it’s obvious that the President—I don’t 
know who writes the check for health 
insurance in his home, but he hasn’t 
looked at the check, whoever is writing 
it, if he hasn’t figured out that costs 
have gone up. 

Dr. HARRIS, I may be a little more 
than a generation past where you are, 
but when I left, when I quit operating 
and doing obstetrics, I had an 8 percent 
primary c-section rate. You’ve seen 
that. And why did that happen? When I 
came back from the Army to Memphis, 
I trained at the University of Ten- 
nessee in Memphis. I had 2 years of 
training, and then I had to go in the 
military for 2 years and came back and 
finished my training. All the mal- 
practice carriers left the State of Ten- 
nessee. In 1975, they all left. So the 
doctors and the Tennessee Medical As- 
sociation set up an organization called 
the State Volunteer Mutual Insurance 
Company. This insurance company was 
a mutual company, so money that we 
didn’t pay in came back to us at the 
end of a year. It wasn’t owned by some 
stock-traded company. Strictly, it was 
just to give us malpractice liability in- 
surance coverage, which I’ve kept until 
this day. 

In the entire time that that company 
has been in existence, over half the 
malpractice premium dollars have not 
gone to injured people. They’ve gone to 
lawyers, both plaintiff and defense law- 
yers. What a terrible system that is; to 
try to compensate someone who has ac- 
tually been injured, we have no way to 
do it. Less than 40 cents on the dollar 
that we paid in for 35 years has actu- 
ally gone to people who have been hurt. 
That’s a terrible system. We need a 
better system. 

As Dr. HARRIS pointed out, when I 
started my practice, my malpractice 
premiums were $3,000 a year. Five 
years ago, when I left, a young physi- 
cian who replaced me was paying 
$7,400. And guess what? The patients 
didn’t get better quality and better ac- 
cess. They just got higher costs. So 
that’s why we need to address that 
issue. I think you’re spot on, Dr. HAR- 
RIS. I yield to the gentleman from 
Maryland. 


1423 


Mr. HARRIS. I thank the gentleman 
from Tennessee for yielding. To follow 
up on his point, Mr. Speaker, I don’t 
know if Americans realize, the gen- 
tleman is absolutely right. If you have 
a case litigated, a birth injury claim, 
and it goes to a jury and there’s an 
award, let’s say, of $6 million—not an 
unusual award—40 percent of that 
award, $2.4 million plus expenses, goes 
just to the attorney. Is that fair? You 
have an injured baby—and we’re not 
going to decide what the injury is. But 
is it fair that when the court renders a 
decision that half the money doesn’t go 
to take care of that baby? It doesn’t 
seem fair. 

I want to briefly go back to some of 
the issues in the Affordable Care Act. 
One that really struck me is the med- 
ical device tax. Now, I know the Presi- 
dent likes taxes. There are 21 in the Af- 
fordable Care Act. He stood up there 2 
days ago and talked about taxes, in- 
creasing taxes as a solution to our 
problems. But let me tell you what the 
problem with that medical device tax 
is. And I’m going to hearken back to 
my experience, again, over 28 years. I 
remember training in the early 
eighties. Some of the people watching, 
Mr. Speaker, might know if they had a 
kidney stone 30 years ago and had to 
have an operation for that kidney 
stone just how serious that was. And I 
remember, I did anesthesia for many of 
them. There were big incisions on your 
back, on your side, a week in the hos- 
pital, and you could get infections from 
it. It was a terrible experience if you 
needed an operation to remove a kid- 
ney stone. 

So 2 years ago, I had the opportunity 
to work in one of the urology operating 
rooms. It was a kidney stone removal. 
And here I’m going, wow, I haven’t 
seen one in a while, I’m going to give 
the anesthesia for it, I’m going to pre- 
pare for a big operation. The surgeon 
said, no, no, no, no. We’re doing this 
with a laser. I said, a laser? That kid- 
ney stone is deep inside. It’s inside 
your body. He said, no, you’ve got to 
see what we got. 

They brought a laser machine in, and 
I apologize I didn’t bring a sample of 
these catheters. It’s a catheter, a wire 
that’s about a yard long, and it’s fiber 
optic. Oh, my gosh, it’s thinner than 
the lead in a pencil, and it’s flexible. 
They thread this up—and I won’t go 
through the exact anatomy—they 
thread it up to where that kidney stone 
is. They fire a laser through this, and 
they break the kidney stone up into 
tiny little pieces, or evaporate it, and 
it just comes out. There’s no incision. 
These patients go home the same day. 
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Why? Because of medical innovation, 
because some company took a risk to 
develop that laser product. I tell you, 
it’s not cheap. I’ll also tell you it’s a 
whole lot cheaper than several days in 
the hospital. 
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The President stood there and said, 
We don’t want to pay by the hospital 
day; we want to pay by the quality. Let 
me tell you something: if I have a kid- 
ney stone, my hand is going up for that 
newest method because it’s the quality 
method. What does the Affordable Care 
Act do? It taxes it. If that person had 
the old operation, there’s no taxes in- 
volved; but if they have that new de- 
vice, there’s a tax on it. 

I learned in the legislatures that 
there’s a saying that if you want to dis- 
courage something, tax it. We have 
these arguments over tobacco. You 
want to discourage tobacco? Let’s tax 
it. Most States have taxed it, the Fed- 
eral Government taxed it, and sure 
enough we have less. I don’t under- 
stand. Is that the same thinking we 
have about innovative medical devices? 
Are they all of the sudden not a good 
idea? That’s exactly what this bill 
does, it taxes them. 

One of two things is going to happen: 
either that tax is going to be passed 
on—because that’s what businesses do: 
when you tax businesses, they pass 
them on—or we won’t innovate as 
much. That would be a disaster because 
the key to improving our health care 
quality, going into the future, espe- 
cially with American ingenuity and in- 
novation and expertise, is innovating. 
We’re taxing innovation. It makes no 
sense, Mr. Speaker. 

I hope we move a bill through this 
Chamber to remove that taxation. It’s 
a very bad idea for the quality of 
health care in the United States be- 
cause some of these new products, 
whether it’s for treating diabetes or 
whether it’s for treating kidney stones, 
are amazing new technology. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I think we all 
could stand here for hours talking 
about—I certainly could—the innova- 
tive new devices that I’ve used through 
laparoscopy that have helped patients 
shorten their length of stay, shorten 
their pain. I hope we don’t go into the 
Middle Ages of health care in tech- 
nology because we could spend literally 
hours talking about what we’ve seen. 
We’re the place in the world that peo- 
ple come for this. 

Before I go back to costs, the esti- 
mates are that this device tax will cost 
43,000 jobs. The fear is that we’ll start 
producing these offshore and lose jobs 
in this country. That makes no sense 
whatsoever. Actually, it was Dr. Mil- 
ton Friedman who said: 

If you want more of something, subsidize 
it; if you want less, tax it. 

That’s a fairly simple concept. 

Back to the initial problem we have 
in health care, which is cost. Let me 
just go over a couple of things, and not 
just behavioral things. In a recent Gal- 
lup survey, the top concern cited by 
small business owners was rising 
health care costs. Remember, the 
President stood right here—and I lis- 
tened to the debate and so did Dr. 
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GINGREY—for hours on end about how 
this was going to lower the average 
person’s health care insurance pre- 
mium by $2,500 a year. Remember that? 
You remember that, Dr. GINGREY. I 
heard it over and over right in this well 
and right at this dais. Guess what? Ex- 
actly the opposite happened, which is 
exactly what we predicted would hap- 
pen. It did not bend the cost curve 
down, and it’s making it less successful 
and affordable for people. 

Anyway, on with this Gallup survey. 
So three-fourths, 74 percent, of re- 
spondents reported that rising health 
care costs were hurting their busi- 
nesses; and 61 percent of small business 
owners, who are not hiring, point to 
worries about potential costs of health 
care as a reason for why they’re not 
hiring. That ought to be a clear signal 
to everyone here that we need to deal 
with costs. 

What I should have stated at the out- 
set of this hour is what we do not need 
to do. Health care decisions should be 
made between physicians, the family, 
and that patient. That’s who should be 
making them. It should not be insur- 
ance companies and certainly not some 
bureaucrat here in Washington or some 
policy wonk up here that thinks they 
know what’s best, as Dr. HARRIS just 
pointed out what is best for that pa- 
tient. He saw and he knows what’s best 
because that’s what he’s done for the 
last 30 years. 

I think our cost issue is clearly what 
we’re not dealing with with this care. 
Are there good things in this bill? 
Sure. There are things in here that I 
like in the Affordable Health Care Act, 
and we can talk about that. 

Dr. GINGREY, I would like to yield to 
you at this point. 

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Again, I 
thank the gentleman from Tennessee 
for yielding because I wanted to follow 
on in this line of discussion with regard 
to costs. 

The way doctors were paid by Medi- 
care in 1965 was, to my understanding— 
I think I’m correct on this—just like 
private insurance: an 80/20 indemnity 
kind of coverage, and the cost was ac- 
celerating. 

Then in 1998, I believe, the Balanced 
Budget Act of 1997 put in this formula 
to control Medicare spending, particu- 
larly the spending that goes to the 
health care providers, which by the 
way is only about 12 percent of total 
Medicare spending. 

In any regard, that seemed to be the 
greatest concern, controlling how 
much the doctors were getting paid. So 
they put in this formula that’s called 
SGR, sustainable growth rate, based on 
some calculus. But it was flawed. It 
was flawed badly. And for the last, I 
would say, 10 years, when you calculate 
that formula for the expenditures for 
doctor fees for the previous year, the 
formula would call for a cut of 1 per- 
cent, 2 percent, 4 percent. Over those 10 
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years, it’s up to 26.5 percent. Well, 
thank goodness Congress, we Members 
of Congress on both sides of the aisle, 
have the ability to mitigate that; and 
we have done that because we know the 
formula is flawed and it needs to be re- 
pealed and replaced. Yet we have not 
been able to do that. 

Tl tell you this, though: in this 
House of Representatives, in this 113th 
Congress, with Republican control 
under Speaker BOEHNER and Leader 
CANTOR and committee chairmen like 
FRED UPTON in Energy and Commerce 
and DAVE CAMP on Ways and Means, we 
are going to fix that flawed formula 
once and for all. We’re not going to 
keep putting Band-Aids on it, miti- 
gating a little bit at a time, and kick- 
ing the can down the road. That is our 
pledge to the American people. 

I hope our colleagues in the other 
Chamber, controlled by the Democratic 
Party, will go along with us on this be- 
cause what we realize is that all of the 
doctors in the House and in the Senate, 
they understand that if you enact 
those cuts that will come due again at 
the end of this year, almost a 30 per- 
cent cut in what you reimburse for 
Medicare providers, then there will be 
no doctors. People will have a Medicare 
card, but they will not be able to find 
a physician to take care of them. 

This ObamaCare bill did nothing ex- 
cept, in fact, enact a provision, which I 
know my colleague from Tennessee 
wants to talk about, that makes it 
worse, that doubles down on it. We 
need to repeal SGR and figure out a 
better way to reimburse, to pay physi- 
cians based on quality of care, rather 
than volume. I think that’s a good 
idea. But there’s a provision in 
ObamaCare that could trump all of 
that and make all of our efforts in that 
direction go for naught. 

So I want to end here so the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee can explain 
what I’m talking about because he has 
the repeal bill for that. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I thank the 
gentleman. 

I do want to say to the American 
people that 47 million people, including 
Dr. GINGREY and I, are on Medicare. 

We made a solemn promise to our 
seniors in 1965. When that program 
came out, it was a $3 billion program. 
Why was it put in place? Because many 
people retired from their business at 
that point in time, they no longer 
worked, and they had no access to care. 
Again, lack of access to affordable 
health insurance. 

It was a $3 billion program. There 
was no Congressional Budget Office at 
that time, but the estimators here in 
Washington said we believe in 25 years 
this will be a $12 billion program and 
maybe even balloon to $15 billion. The 
actual number in 1990 was $110 billion. 
Today, in 2013, it’s going to be over $550 
billion. 

Now, we’ve made a solemn promise to 
people who paid premiums—2.9 percent 
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of their income, basically. The em- 
ployer pays 1.45, and they pay 1.45. Of 
all the income you make, all of your 
paycheck goes to that. 
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One of the things that we’ve discov- 
ered and found out is that we pay in, as 
I have—as the average person does— 
about $117,000 or $118,000 over a life- 
time, a family does, but they get out 
over $300,000 in services. So we know 
we can’t pay $100,000 in and get three 
times that much service out. What are 
the reasons? It’s the same issue with 
Social Security. We have fewer and 
fewer people paying in and people liv- 
ing longer and longer and longer. By 
the way, each day in this country, over 
10,000 baby boomers hit age 65. That’s 
3.5 million people a year who are get- 
ting to be about 65 years of age. 

You have to laugh at the lingo up 
here, when ‘‘savings’’ means that you 
take money out of something and when 
an ‘investment’ means you spend it 
into something. So you have to learn 
the language up here to understand 
what people are talking about. 

About $700 billion was taken out of 
the Medicare program—savings—and 
we’ve got 3.5 million more people being 
added every year. Well, you do the 
math. How they were going to control 
this cost was with a little plan called 
the Independent Payment Advisory 
Board. What that is is a board of 15 
unelected bureaucrats who are ap- 
pointed by the President and confirmed 
by the Senate. Here is a little tricky 
part of the legislation. The President is 
supposed to be appointing these people 
this year. If they are not appointed to 
that board, one person—one—the Di- 
rector of HHS, Kathleen Sebelius, has 
the power to enact all this. We have 
given that bureaucratic power to one 
person if those members and that board 
are not confirmed. Most people don’t 
know that. 

I’ve heard all the pros about how 
wonderful this is. I go back to my 
scholarly journals, and I want to refer 
people to the New England Journal of 
Medicine. An attorney in the New Eng- 
land Journal of Medicine, Timothy 
Stoltzfus, wrote an article in June of 
2011, not pro or con, but just about the 
Independent Payment Advisory Board. 

In addition, my friend Dr. GINGREY 
just said—and he is absolutely cor- 
rect—that Congress changed this pay- 
ment to doctors, the so-called SGR— 
the sustainable growth rate—so that 
patients would maintain their access 
to their doctors. We’ve had a retrospec- 
tive look at the last 25 years. Let’s say 
we fix SGR, like we’re talking about, 
so that patients maintain their access. 
In a retrospective look in his report, 
the CMS actuary questioned—this is 
not me saying this—whether this goal 
is achievable to maintain these cuts, 
noting that the IPAB-targeted growth 
rates would have been met in only 4 of 
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the last 25 years and would have ap- 
proximated the sustainable growth 
rate, meaning that a cut would happen. 
We have almost no power to change 
this. 

Now, here is what I found inter- 
esting. In the bill, it’s absolutely cor- 
rect that you can’t ration care, that 
you can’t do any of those things. 
That’s maybe true, but if patients 
don’t have access to their doctors, you, 
in effect, have rationed care. It’s that 
simple. 

This is what Peter Orszag said, the 
former Office of Management and 
Budget Director here in the Obama 
White House: 

The IPAB is the single biggest yielding of 
power to an independent entity since the cre- 
ation of the Federal Reserve. 

That is an astonishing statement 
when you hear it. That’s one of the rea- 
sons I’m so passionate about maintain- 
ing the decision-making power with pa- 
tients and with their families and their 
doctors and not with some bureau- 
cratic board up here and also, cer- 
tainly, not with the insurance compa- 
nies. I agree with that. 

Another comment that I’ve seen 
made: 

The Independent Payment Advisory Board 
puts important health care payment and pol- 
icy decisions in the hands of an independent 
body that has far too little accountability. 

That’s one of the things. You may 
like it or not, but we in Congress have 
been able to change these things, and it 
would require 60 votes in the Senate to 
do it. Quite frankly, with my good 
friends on the other side of the building 
here, you couldn’t get 60 Senators 
hardly to agree whether the Sun came 
up in the east, so the benchmark is 
very, very high. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time do I 
have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MULLIN). The gentleman has 8 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I want to fin- 
ish by spending the last little bit of 
time on Medicare. It is such an impor- 
tant part of our health care system. I 
want to strengthen this program—and I 
certainly know the folks on my side of 
the aisle and, I think, on the other side 
of the aisle want to—for future genera- 
tions. We’ve made a promise to our 
citizens in this country that when they 
are at retirement age they’ll have at 
least an affordable health insurance 
product available to them. 

Let me tell you, the funny thing I 
found out about myself when I turned 
65 was, the day before, I had a health 
insurance plan. It had a prescription 
drug benefit plan; it had a hospitaliza- 
tion part; it had a part that paid for 
my physician services. The day I 
turned 65, I got a part A, a part B, a 
part C, and a part D I could have. Well, 
nothing happened except I got 1 day 
older. Why, when a person turns 65, 
wouldn’t you just have a health insur- 
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ance plan that offered you those var- 
ious options in your plan? You should 
be allowed to pick what’s in your best 
interest and need. 

Remember, in the Affordable Care 
Act, the Federal Government now de- 
cides what’s an essential benefits pack- 
age. You don’t make that decision with 
your family and your doctor. A Federal 
bureaucrat makes that decision—what 
you must buy, a good or a service that 
you must purchase. 

Some of the facts I’ve mentioned al- 
ready about Medicare, and one of the 
things that we have to do, I think, in 
Medicare—and I know my colleagues 
will confirm this—is that, currently, 
one in 10 physicians is not accepting 
new Medicare patients. In some areas, 
it may be as many as three in 10 pri- 
mary care or as many as half won’t. We 
have a huge shortage of primary care 
physicians in this country. We know 
that the hospital insurance trust fund 
is insolvent. It may run out of money 
as soon as 2016. 

I yield to my colleague, Dr. HARRIS. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thank the gentleman 
from Tennessee for yielding. 

The gentleman is absolutely correct. 
We made a promise to our seniors. To 
the people who’ve worked all their 
lives, we made a promise that we’re 
going to take care of you, but we have 
to be honest with how long we can do 
that. What are we going to do for my 
children? for people who are in their 
twenties or thirties? How are we going 
to preserve that system and preserve 
their ability to choose their physicians 
and allow their physicians to choose 
what’s best for them? Because that’s 
really what’s critical, that we preserve 
that in the system. 

The gentleman is right. For the sen- 
iors who are watching this afternoon, 
they know that, in many parts of this 
country, if their primary care pro- 
viders, their internists, their family 
doctors retire or move to other States, 
it’s going to be hard to find someone, 
not because doctors don’t want to take 
care of Medicare patients. We all do— 
we’ve taken care of thousands of them 
in our lives, in our professional ca- 
reers—but the fact of the matter is 
that, every year, the government 
threatens to cut the reimbursement, 
the payment for services, by 25 percent, 
and it hasn’t had an increase for infla- 
tion in 10 years. 

This kind of uncertainty means that 
we may end up looking like the other 
program the Federal Government runs, 
Medicaid, where the statistics are dire 
and where fewer than one-half of spe- 
cialists can afford to see a Medicaid pa- 
tient because the government simply 
has decided we’re just not going to pay. 
It’s where fewer than half of the pri- 
mary care providers don’t see Medicaid 
patients because the government has 
said we just can’t pay, and we’re not 
going to. It’s where hospitals now are 
wondering how they’re going to staff 
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and how they’re going to keep up with 
the best medical equipment and the 
best medical delivery because they’re 
afraid the government is not going to 
pay. Who can blame them? Every year, 
the government threatens to cut the 
pay to our seniors’ doctors 25 percent, 
and, every year, the government 
threatens to cut the pay to our hos- 
pitals that are taking care of our sen- 
iors. Every year, this goes on. It has to 
stop. 

I hope the Speaker and the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee will agree that 
we have to address this seriously, hon- 
estly, with a view to two things: pre- 
serving the benefit for people who are 
in retirement and keeping the system 
going for every American. An Amer- 
ican born today, February 14—a child 
born today—should have a system that 
he knows is going to be there, not 
bankrupt, but a system that’s there 
when he reaches those golden years, 
and we can do it if we all work to- 
gether. 

I was hoping I’d hear more from the 
President. I didn’t. The President is 
still not willing to come and talk about 
preserving Medicare, because, Mr. 
Speaker, you know that the trustees 
have said it goes bankrupt in 10 years. 
The current system will not be there 
for everyone retiring. The 10,000 people 
retiring today, February 14, enter 
Medicare. That system will not be 
there in 10 years. It will be bankrupt. 
So the current system doesn’t even 
protect our current seniors, much less 
a baby born today. 
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We have to deal with it. Mr. Speaker, 
I urge the President to step up to the 
plate, be serious. Our colleagues on the 
other side of the Capitol, step up to the 
plate. This program is too important to 
let go bankrupt within 10 years. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I thank the 
gentleman. He is absolutely spot on. 
One of the reasons that he ran for Con- 
gress and I ran for Congress is to pre- 
serve this great program for our sen- 
iors out there, and I am absolutely 
committed to do it. 

Let me give a couple of facts before 
we end up. The actuary of the Medicare 
program—this is not me, this is the 
Medicare actuary—said that congres- 
sional action will be required to ensure 
that our seniors have continued access 
to care. In May 2012, he said it is rea- 
sonable to expect that Congress would 
find it necessary to legislatively over- 
ride or otherwise modify the reductions 
in the future to ensure that Medicare 
beneficiaries continue to have access 
to Medicare services. 

This is not some right-wing Repub- 
lican, this is the Medicare actuary, and 
we’re not even talking about it. We 
have heard nothing from the President 
about how we preserve this great pro- 
gram other than we just keep doing 
what we’re doing. That’s not an honest, 
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fair assessment of where we stand 
today. The sooner we deal with it, the 
more likely we are to come to a less 
painful solution to this. 

I do want to finish by saying that I 
appreciate the hour you’ve shown us, 
Mr. Speaker. We will continue this 
very, very important discussion on 
Medicare in the future, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 


EE 


PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS MESSAGE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2018, the gentleman from Min- 
nesota (Mr. ELLISON) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the mi- 
nority leader. 

Mr. ELLISON. Thank you, 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, my name is Congress- 
man KEITH ELLISON, and I would like to 
open up by talking about the progres- 
sive message. The progressive message 
is the message articulated by the Pro- 
gressive Caucus, and the Progressive 
Caucus is that organization within this 
body, within this Congress, that is here 
to unapologetically say that all Ameri- 
cans should have the right to go to the 
doctor and get basic health care in this 
richest country in the history of the 
world. All Americans should have civil 
and equal rights and be treated fairly 
based on whatever color, whatever 
their sexual preference might be, what- 
ever nation they might be from. 

We're the ones who say let’s have 
comprehensive immigration reform 
with a path towards citizenship, and 
let’s absolutely pass the DREAM Act. 
The Progressive Caucus is that caucus 
that boldly and unapologetically says 
Social Security, Medicare, and Med- 
icaid are great programs; and we need 
to protect them not only for today’s 
seniors but for tomorrow’s seniors, too. 

I would like to start out, Mr. Speak- 
er, by talking a little bit, as I talk 
about the progressive message, start- 
ing out with just a few observations 
about the State of the Union speech. I 
personally thought the State of the 
Union speech was awesome. I thought 
President Obama was great, and I was 
really proud of President Obama as he 
delivered that State of the Union 
speech in this very Chamber. 

This Chamber was full of dignitaries 
from all over the world—ambassadors, 
Senators, the United States Supreme 
Court. And in front of them, in front of 
the American people, President Obama 
specifically identified 24 Americans 
who joined Members of Congress as 
their guests. And these folks who 
President Obama identified were vic- 
tims of gun violence. I was so proud to 
see President Obama specifically give 
these folks encouragement to keep on 
speaking out, continue to tell their 
story so that we can arrive at a place 
where the U.S. Congress will be on 
their side to bring forth sensible, sane 
gun violence prevention. 
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You know, President Obama’s wife, 
our First Lady, Michelle Obama, had 
seated next to her her own guest, par- 
ents of young Hadiya Pendleton whose 
life was taken away from her. She was 
shot down in Chicago. But only a few 
weeks before, she had been performing 
for her country at the President’s inau- 
guration. 

And so whether it was ordinary Mem- 
bers of Congress who just brought dif- 
ferent people, or it was the President 
or the First Lady, the people who can 
speak most eloquently about the need 
for sane, sensible gun violence reform 
were here, Mr. Speaker. They were here 
and were present in this gallery so they 
could be a witness and a presence on 
the need. 

And what did President Obama say? 
He said give us a vote. He said give us 
a vote. Now, I say to the Republican 
House majority: Why are you afraid of 
a vote? Let’s have a vote. Let’s count 
who is for sane, sensible gun violence 
prevention and who is not; who is for 
closing loopholes that allow people to 
escape background checks; and who’s 
for filling up background checks and 
making sure that anybody who gets a 
firearm, an instrument that is dan- 
gerous by any account, at least we 
know that this person is sane and le- 
gally qualified to have one. Let’s see. 
Let’s have a vote. I don’t think that 
anyone should be afraid of the vote, be- 
cause if you are proud to say, no, we 
don’t want any background checks, 
then stand up and say that. Be on Mr. 
LaPierre’s side of the NRA. But if you 
believe we need to make sure that guns 
stay out of the wrong hands, that’s a 
vote that the American people should 
have, and I was so proud that the Presi- 
dent made that clear. 

I personally think that the President 
was right in saying give us a vote when 
it comes to things like high-capacity 
magazines. You know, these high-ca- 
pacity magazines, designed for the 
military, don’t have any place on our 
streets. And the people who want to 
stand up and defend them, let them de- 
fend them. Let them defend them right 
here on the floor if they have the au- 
dacity to do so. And let us talk about 
millions of Americans, over the course 
of years, who have been tragically in- 
jured and hurt with bad gun policy. 

Let us talk about the victims in Au- 
rora who were shot by somebody with a 
high-capacity clip. Let us talk about 
people who were victims in Milwaukee. 
Let us give the message about the folks 
who were shot down in Tucson by 
somebody with a high-capacity clip. 

The fact is that the President said 
give us a vote, and I agree 100 percent. 
We need a vote on these sane, sensible 
gun reforms. 

I’m going to leave this topic now, Mr. 
Speaker; but I do want to just make 
mention of my own guest. My own 
guest was a young man named Sami 
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Rahamin. Sami, 17 years old, a bril- 
liant young man, but really just a reg- 
ular teenager, he happened to be on a 
bus going to Madison, Wisconsin, when 
he saw a message come across his 
phone which said there was a shooting 
in what he knew was his neighborhood. 

He texted back to his father and said: 
Dad, be careful because there’s sup- 
posedly a shooting in the neighbor- 
hood. But the text never came back be- 
cause one of the victims of that shoot- 
ing was Sami’s dad. 

Ruvin Rahamin was an immigrant to 
the United States. He came to the 
United States in search of the Amer- 
ican Dream, but he died the American 
nightmare because a person who is 
mentally unsound, mentally unstable, 
easy access to the most dangerous 
weapons came to a work site and shot 
down five people, including Ruvin who 
was an awesome guy, a wonderful con- 
stituent of mine. He’s missed. But be- 
cause of his son carrying on the legacy, 
he will never be forgotten because 
Sami is telling the story about how 
much we need sane, sensible gun pre- 
vention measures. 

So enough about the gun issue. The 
State of the Union speech was awesome 
for another reason, which I definitely 
want to make note of, and that is the 
fact that he went right to the very 
heart of what I believe is the defining 
issue of our time, and that is income 
and wealth equality in our country. 
Our country, this is the land of oppor- 
tunity. And we know that some people 
are rich and some people are middle 
class and some people are poor. We be- 
lieve we’re a country that can provide 
a ladder up for anybody who wants to 
work hard. And for those people who 
are too sick to work or too aged to 
work or too young to work, we believe 
in the social safety net to take care of 
them. 
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We believe in income and economic 
mobility in America. And yet the 
President put his finger right on it 
when he talked about how we’ve seen 
people making $14,000 a year working 
full time; but because they are paid so 
little, they are still in poverty. 

I was so proud the President made 
this point. It’s a point that needs to be 
made. There are people working in res- 
taurants, people who are cleaning up, 
people in our hospitals, people who are 
doing the really tough jobs. I’m talking 
about the jobs where you’ve got to 
take a shower after you get off work, 
not take a shower going to work, 
you’ve got to take one when you’re 
done with your day’s work because 
you’ve been working hard, you’ve been 
building things, you’ve been maybe 
cleaning up things, you’ve been lifting 
people, you’ve been doing the hard 
work. And many of these folks are 
scraping by on really low wages. The 
President clearly has a heart for these 
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folks and wants to see them come up. 
And I was glad the President was able 
to do that. 

Mr. Speaker, you should know that 
over the past 30 years income for the 
average American has stayed flat, 
while the richest 1 percent of Ameri- 
cans have seen their income more than 
triple. This has not happened by acci- 
dent. It has been a set of policies put in 
place through the Tax Code, through 
trade policy, through the loss of manu- 
facturing, and a number of things. 

There’s been a number of policies 
that have gotten us to this place, but 
there’s been one philosophy, and the 
philosophy is simply this: if we give a 
lot of money to the richest Americans, 
maybe they will take their excess 
wealth and put that into plant and 
equipment and hire people. 

This is known as supply-side econom- 
ics. We don’t want to have any regula- 
tions on them. They can do what they 
want with the water, they can do what 
they want with the meat, they can do 
what they want with the air. No regu- 
lations or against regulations. We 
don’t want to tax them. They don’t 
have to pay for our roads, our bridges, 
our schools; they don’t have to do any- 
thing like that. They get to keep all 
this money. And it’s all under the as- 
sumption that they will take this 
money that they amass and put it into 
plant and equipment and hire people. 

Well, this philosophy has proven to 
have failed; this philosophy has caused 
income inequality in America. And the 
President correctly said that we have 
got to do something to create more 
economic viability for the poor and 
middle class in America. I was so 
happy to see him do it. 

Mr. Speaker, you should know, the 
President didn’t say this, but it’s abso- 
lutely true, that the wealth of the rich- 
est 1 percent is over 225 times larger 
than the average household, higher 
than it has ever been, higher than it 
has ever been. 

Mr. Speaker, we look back at the 
Gilded Age and we think, oh, boy, 
wasn’t income inequality bad way back 
then. Well, it’s worse now. We’ve got to 
do something about it, and our Presi- 
dent knows that. I am very pleased to 
see that. And the President, while he 
gave a message of economic hope and 
understanding to the working and mid- 
dle classes of our country, the politi- 
cian who gave the alternative, Mr. 
MARCO RUBIO, when he wasn’t getting 
glasses of water in the middle of his 
speech, he just really articulated the 
same old thing: money for the rich, less 
for everybody else. 

Mr. Speaker, we cannot continue to 
give tax breaks to millionaires and bil- 
lionaires while cutting investments 
that the middle class relies on, while 
cutting programs that help local gov- 
ernments keep on police, keep on 
teachers, keep on people who fix our 
roads and firefighters. We cannot cut 
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the Federal workforce, as is about to 
happen—I’1l talk about sequester in a 
little while—and we cannot make these 
economic decisions and hope to have a 
strong economy. 

We’ve got to invest in our roads, our 
bridges, our grids, our electrical power 
grids in transit to move people around 
quickly. We’ve got to make these in- 
vestments. We’ve got to invest in re- 
search; we’ve got to invest in our 
schools. This is what’s going to make 
America a strong country. This is 
what’s going to put more people to 
work. More people paying taxes means 
we’re going to have more taxes, and 
that will help us lower the deficit. 

The Republicans have it all wrong. 
They think that by slashing the Fed- 
eral Government, then that’s going to 
make our economy better. All it’s 
going to do is create a situation where 
you’ve got more people out of work, 
fewer people paying taxes, fewer people 
putting in tax revenue, and then the 
deficit will go up. 

I’m going to talk about the sequester 
in a moment; but I just want to say, as 
I highlight a few things about the 
State of the Union speech, how impor- 
tant I thought the President’s remarks 
were. 

Let me turn for a moment—another 
thing about the State of the Union 
speech—Mr. Speaker, on the issue of 
Social Security, Medicare and Med- 
icaid. First of all, I want to encourage 
people to not refer to these programs 
as entitlements. I don’t even like doing 
it myself right now. 

What they really are is social insur- 
ance. You know how insurance works. 
You pay a premium and then when you 
need it, you can use it. Well, you get 6 
percent taken out of your paycheck 
every week or two weeks or a month or 
however often you get paid. You’re 
paying into Social Security, you’re 
paying into Medicare, you’re paying 
into Medicaid. 

The bottom line is these social insur- 
ance programs are not some giveaway; 
they’re not welfare. They are impor- 
tant social insurance programs to pro- 
vide income security for people when 
they are aged, when they are too ill to 
work and disabled, or when their par- 
ents die and they need support. That’s 
what these programs are about. 

I’m glad that we are here to talk 
about how we preserve these programs. 
The President mentioned it. He said he 
wanted to strengthen Social Security, 
Medicare, and Medicaid for generations 
to come. I quite agree with this. He 
said: 

But any reform should come through pro- 
tecting these programs, not just cutting 
these programs to finance tax cuts for the 
wealthy. 

I believe that we should not have any 
benefit cuts to these programs. We 
don’t need to. There’s plenty of places 
to cut, plenty of loopholes to close, and 
we can get money elsewhere. But I’m 
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glad the President made mention of the 
program. 

I also want to mention, Mr. Speaker, 
that one of the places we can find sav- 
ings for social insurance programs is 
we need to allow Medicare part D to 
negotiate lower drug prices. Medicare 
part D is a prescription drug benefit 
that the Republicans negotiated and 
passed in 2003. This particular program 
put into law that there could be no ne- 
gotiation of drug prices. This has made 
the program more expensive. About 
$158 billion would be attainable as sav- 
ings if we were allowed negotiation. 

The President also said we’re going 
to get out of Afghanistan. I think this 
is great. The President announced that 
we would bring 34,000 troops home from 
Afghanistan by this time next year. 
That’s fantastic. My own son is a mem- 
ber of the U.S. Military. I’m very proud 
of that. I actually don’t want to see 
him deployed to Afghanistan. I want to 
see him in a place where he can defend 
this Nation, as he wants to do. I think 
that it’s time for us to go home. 

The President didn’t say we’re going 
to abandon Afghanistan. We will be 
there diplomatically, we will be there 
training their soldiers, but sovereignty 
means that you protect yourself. It’s 
time for the Afghan people who want 
to be sovereign to take responsibility 
for their own security. 

I want to turn now to the subject of 
immigration. I think right now, and I 
think the President made clear, that 
we may be at a point, and I pray that 
we are, where comprehensive immigra- 
tion reform is within the reach of Con- 
gress to pass. 

I’m proud to be joined by my good 
friend Congressman JARED POLIS of 
Colorado. This is an important issue to 
you, Congressman, and I want to yield 
to you to share your thoughts on immi- 
gration. 

Mr. POLIS. I thank the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s common sense to 
most Americans. We have upwards of 
10, 12, 14 million people here illegally 
in this country. Many of them are 
members of our communities, many of 
their kids are Americans, go to school 
with their fellow Americans or on the 
football team or cheerleaders, are pro- 
ductive in every way. And yet every 
day our government through its cur- 
rent policies tears families apart; abso- 
lute heartbreaking tragedies where a 
mother is torn from her American 
daughter, placed in detention, fre- 
quently kicked out of this country at a 
cost to taxpayers of tens of thousands 
of dollars, all over a broken taillight. 
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Now it’s important to educate people 
about the difference. We do have a 
group of people that are in detention 
that are called criminal aliens. These 
are people who are here illegally and 
committed crimes. It could be robbery. 
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Maybe they’re in a gang or dealing 
drugs. There’s no disagreement among 
liberals and conservatives and people 
of all ilks that, of course, there needs 
to be detentions where appropriate and 
where there are criminal penalties in 
place and, of course, there should be 
expulsions from the country in that re- 
gard. In fact, many of us argue that by 
sweeping up many of the people whose 
only violation is a civil violation, who 
otherwise have been following our 
laws, in that sweep we are actually 
limiting our enforcement ability to go 
after real criminals who are causing 
harm in our community. 

That happens in two ways. One, 
through the limited law enforcement 
resources. When we divert those re- 
sources to taking mothers away from 
daughters, fathers away from sons who 
are productive members of society, 
when we divert the resources to that, it 
means they’re going off of some other 
beat. It means they’re going off of 
keeping our streets safe. It means 
they’re going away from looking at 
white collar crime and other areas that 
need to be investigated in these fis- 
cally restrained times with limited 
budgets. 

The second reason is it builds an at- 
mosphere of distrust in our immigrant 
communities. How much unreported 
crime occurs because, in many cases, 
the victims of those crimes could be 
spouses that are abused, it could be 
people that are robbed or ripped off by 
unscrupulous scam artists and are fre- 
quently afraid to report that crime be- 
cause they are afraid that the very 
same agency that they’re supposed to 
trust to report that crime to could in 
fact be in league with another govern- 
ment agency that wants to deport 
them. And that’s the problem with 
287(¢) and some of the other informa- 
tion-sharing protocols. 

For community policing to work, it’s 
critical to have the trust and support 
of the community. And by the way, if 
these criminals go unprosecuted in our 
community and unpenalized for taking 
advantage of somebody, and that is not 
being reported, their next victim very 
well could be an American. Their next 
victim very well could be your family. 
It could be my family. And that’s why 
we all have an interest in community 
policing, in law enforcement, as well as 
public health, to make sure that people 
are inoculated and treated early for 
diseases, regardless of their status. 

Now the solution is not to have this 
large population here illegally. When- 
ever we’re talking about this enforce- 
ment, it’s tough. There’s no right an- 
swer. The right answer is comprehen- 
sive immigration reform. Let’s find a 
way where the people that we need 
here to have critical jobs in our econ- 
omy, that have families, that are in 
our community, that have kids that 
are American and going to school and 
doing well every day, have a way and 
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paperwork to show that they can be 
here. 

Now that doesn’t mean in com- 
prehensive immigration reform that 
anybody gets citizenship. And I want 
to be clear about this, because fre- 
quently this false specter of somehow 
granting citizenship to 11 million peo- 
ple is raised. Comprehensive immigra- 
tion reform in any version doesn’t give 
citizenship to anybody. Not one person, 
not a thousand people, not a million 
people. Zero people. In fact, under all 
the versions that are being talked 
about of comprehensive immigration 
reform, anybody who’s here illegally 
would have to get right with the law 
and would go to the back of the line 
with regard to applying for citizenship 
some day, if they’re eligible. To be eli- 
gible, they’ll have to follow the laws of 
our country for many years. They’ll 
have to learn English. They’ll have to 
take a test. 

Yes, some day it’s possible that some 
immigrants will become citizens. It’s 
also possible and likely that many will 
choose never to. They might work here 
for a number of years and return to an- 
other country. And that’s fine. But it’s 
critical that there is at least the abil- 
ity to get right with the law. It’s very 
frustrating when people say, Why don’t 
they get in line today? Because it’s a 
nonexistent line. Comprehensive immi- 
gration reform will create the line that 
people will then get into and create an 
immigration system that is in touch 
with reality in this country, in touch 
with a pro-growth agenda, in touch 
with an agenda that will make our 
country prosperous, that will conform 
our treatment of our neighbors to our 
values as Americans, the same values 
that extended a welcome to my ances- 
tors and yours when they came to 
these shores and helped their, in my 
case, grandchildren and great grand- 
children serve in this great body. 

So, too, we need to assure that our 
values are represented in our immigra- 
tion system. And whether one is on the 
left or the right, it is clear that today’s 
disaster of an immigration system is 
not reflective of our value as Ameri- 
cans—our value as Americans not to 
tear families apart, our values as 
Americans to ensure that if you work 
hard and you play by the rules, you can 
get ahead in this country. You can suc- 
ceed in this country. The value of en- 
couraging civic participation is abso- 
lutely critical. 

So this is a unique opportunity, a 
unique moment. It’s a bipartisan ap- 
proach, as it has to be. This is not a 
Democratic issue or a Republican 
issue. Immigration reform is an Amer- 
ican issue, as it always has been a Na- 
tion of immigrants, a Nation of laws. 
And we can conform those two to- 
gether so that we can fulfill our des- 
tiny in a way that honors the rule of 
law and honors the role of immigrants 
in creating our great country. 
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Mr. ELLISON. I do appreciate the 
gentleman from Colorado. Congress- 
man POLIS, you have been on the mark 
on this thing ever since you stepped 
into this body, and there are literally I 
think millions of people who appre- 
ciate your advocacy. I just want to 
mention a few points and then, of 
course, invite you to dive back in. 

The President does have a proposal 
on immigration reform. It’s reasonable. 
It’s a commonsense starting point. Re- 
publicans and Democrats need to find a 
way, aS Congressman POLIS just said. 
But it is a clear path toward a legal 
status for thousands who are already in 
the U.S. working and paying taxes. It’s 
a process for family reunification. It’s 
a workable employment verification 
system with penalties for employers 
who knowingly hire people who are not 
in status. It is a reasonable enforce- 
ment. 

But I just want to say this, and I 
want to invite Congressman POLIS to 
react. We’ve put about $18 billion into 
border issues so far. One of the real 
things about comprehensive immigra- 
tion reform is, we hear people talk 
about the border, the border, the bor- 
der. Well, President Obama has done 
tons on the border—for some of us, too 
much—but the border issue is not the 
problem. The real problem is the other 
part. 

I yield to the gentleman from Colo- 
rado to see if you have any thoughts 
about this matter. 

Mr. POLIS. Another thing that’s im- 
portant for Americans to understand 
about how 11 million people got here 
without paperwork and how this con- 
tinues to occur is that more than half 
of the population that lives and works 
here illegally didn’t sneak across a bor- 
der. They came here legally. They 
came here as a tourist, they came with 
a visa. They stayed illegally and 
worked illegally. So, again, even if you 
had 100 percent security at the border— 
and, by the way, that’s certainly a 
valid goal—but you’re never going to 
have 100 percent. But even if you had 
100 percent, you would still have a 
large flow of people to this country il- 
legally because it’s not that hard to 
get a tourism visa, to get a student 
visa, to get some other type of docu- 
mentation for travel that allows you to 
be here for a month or 3 months and 
then to outstay that and work here il- 
legally. 

So no matter what you do on the bor- 
der—and, by the way, I think abso- 
lutely as part of comprehensive immi- 
gration reform there will be more bor- 
der security—but no matter what you 
do on the border, you don’t address the 
issue without having a comprehensive 
approach that deals with those already 
here, that deals with the immigration 
laws going forward so we don’t wind up 
in this same situation again in 10 or 20 
years, to make sure that our immigra- 
tion laws reflect the real needs of our 
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country, the needs of the private sec- 
tor, the needs of the workforce in 
terms of making sure we have enough 
people in the service industry. Whether 
it’s to pick crops in the field, whether 
it’s to staff our high-tech companies 
with programmers, we need to have an 
America-centric approach to immigra- 
tion. And while border enforcement can 
certainly be a part of that, no matter 
how much you have, it doesn’t even 
come close to addressing the issue of 
immigration in this country. And 
that’s why, as the President indicated 
in his speech and in his call, as others 
from both sides of the aisle have indi- 
cated, it’s critical for America to take 
on the issue of immigration reform and 
pass a comprehensive solution. 

Mr. ELLISON. Thank you, Congress- 
man. I’m going to wrap up in about 5 
minutes or so. But I just want to hit a 
few things that need to be touched on. 
One is that the Progressive Caucus is 
very concerned about this looming se- 
questration. Now folks out there this 
evening, Mr. Speaker, might think, se- 
questration, what is that? Is that like 
when you go on jury duty or some- 
thing? No. Sequestration is what we’re 
calling some really dramatic cuts to 
Federal spending that are coming up in 
about 2 weeks. 
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And now you’re thinking, How did we 
end up here? Here is what happened. 

In August 2011, the Republicans had 
taken the majority in that session, the 
first session of the 112th Congress, in 
January, and they started out with an 
agenda to dramatically reduce the size 
of government. They started out with 
something called Cut, Cap and Balance, 
and they wanted to cut all kinds of 
programs. They never wanted to touch 
defense, but they wanted to cut the 
Federal Government. I’m talking about 
Head Start, Women Infants, and Chil- 
dren nutrition, programs that help sup- 
port State and local governments, for 
police, fire, all kinds of stuff like that, 
they wanted to cut. And they wanted 
to cut big-time. They wanted to cut 
Social Security, Medicare, and Med- 
icaid. 

And so they came forward with this 
proposal. Now, they knew they couldn’t 
get it past the Senate, but they said, 
Oh, the debt ceiling. The debt ceiling, 
we can use that as a lever to make the 
Democrats give us significant cuts to 
the Federal budget. 

So what they did, in August 2011, 
they said that we’re going to allow— 
we’re not going to raise the debt ceil- 
ing. We’re going to allow the Federal 
Government to default on previously 
acquired obligations of the United 
States—so not pay our bills that we al- 
ready acquired and risk our triple A 
credit rating—if you do not impose dra- 
matic cuts. 

And so what the President did is said, 
Okay, we’re going to give you some 
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cuts up front and we’ll set up some- 
thing called the supercommittee. 
Three Democrats from the House, three 
Republicans from the House, three Re- 
publicans from the Senate, three 
Democrats from the Senate, we’ll call 
that the supercommittee, and they are 
going to work out a compromise and 
give us an up-or-down vote on some 
more cuts. But if they don’t, then we’re 
going to have this thing called the se- 
quester and there will be across-the- 
board cuts in a dramatic and really im- 
posing way. 

The sequester is what we’re facing 
now because the supercommittee 
failed. Now, the supercommittee didn’t 
just fail. What we didn’t know is that 
when the Republicans, both House and 
Senate, appointed their members of the 
supercommittee, all of them had signed 
a promise to a man named Grover 
Norquist never to raise any taxes. And 
so what happened is that they got on 
this supercommittee and refused to ne- 
gotiate. Democrats said, We’ll do some 
cuts, but we need some revenue. We 
need to raise some taxes and close 
some loopholes. 

Republicans said, No way, and Demo- 
crats said, Well, wait a minute. So you 
want it all cuts and no raising taxes. 
They said, That’s right, we’re not going 
to negotiate with you on this. 

And so the supercommittee failed in 
its work. When it failed in its work, 
that meant that we were going to deal 
with sequester, and that’s where we are 
now. 

Sequester is going to impose auto- 
matic, arbitrary cuts that could lay 
off, according to the Congressional 
Budget Office, up to about 750,000 peo- 
ple. There are going to be cuts in do- 
mestic spending and cuts to military 
spending. Some of us think that mili- 
tary cuts are warranted. Others of us 
are absolutely concerned about the 
people who are going to be affected by 
these domestic cuts. 

Let me wrap up. I just want to say 
that I am concerned that several Re- 
publicans seem real cavalier about se- 
quester, and you should look at the 
list. The Progressive Caucus’ solution 
is to repeal sequester. What we would 
propose to do with our legislation is to 
say 50 percent cuts, 50 percent revenue. 
We already cut $1.7 trillion in revenue, 
and then last New Year’s Eve we got 
some money in the door through rais- 
ing taxes and now we need to balance 
to 50-50. This is what we call the Bal- 
ancing Act. 

Our bill would bring it to balance by 
raising money through closing loop- 
holes, carried interest, jets and yachts, 
stuff like that. Oh, yeah, you didn’t 
know they could write off their jets 
and their yachts? Oh, yeah, they can. 
And then put about $300 billion into 
jobs. 

Let me wrap up by saying the Bal- 
ancing Act, you can go online and look 
it up. It’s a great program. We urge 
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you to support it. In the last 1 second, 
if I may—I’ve promised my friend 20 
minutes and I’m messing up right now. 

On February 22, the Supreme Court 
will hear oral arguments in the Shelby 
County, Alabama v. Holder case. This 
threatens to take away serious voting 
rights. I’m going to be talking about 
this, because democracy must prevail. 
We have not reached the point where 
everybody has a fair vote in this coun- 
try. I don’t have the time to elaborate 
on it now, but please be aware that this 
Shelby County v. Holder is a critical 
issue. The Supreme Court is going to 
take it up on the 27th of February. We 
need to be aware of that if we want to 
believe that you ought to be able to 
cast a fair vote in America. 

With that, I am going to yield to the 
gentleman from Colorado. Thank you 
very much, Congressman. 

Mr. POLIS. I thank the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman yield back his time? 

Mr. POLIS. The gentleman from Min- 
nesota yielded to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Colorado is recognized. 
Mr. POLIS. I would like to ask the 
Speaker how much time remains. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Minnesota has 25 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. POLIS. And the gentleman has 
yielded his time. 

Mr. ELLISON. With the under- 
standing that the gentleman will get 
the balance of the time remaining of 
my hour, then I will yield the floor 
back. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman yield back his time? 

Mr. ELLISON. I have a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman will state his inquiry. 

Mr. ELLISON. My inquiry is, if I 
yield back, does the gentleman from 
Colorado get the balance of the time I 
have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Colorado may serve as the 
designee of the minority leader for the 
remainder of the hour. 

Mr. ELLISON. And further inquiry, 
are there 25 minutes left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The mi- 
nority hour has 24 minutes remaining. 

Mr. ELLISON. In that case, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 


EE 
IMMIGRATION REFORM 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Colo- 
rado (Mr. POLIS) is recognized for 24 
minutes as the designee of the minor- 
ity leader. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of passing comprehensive 
immigration reform as soon as pos- 
sible. 
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CINDY SLOSSON 

I have a story to share from a resi- 
dent in my district, Cindy Slosson from 
Fort Collins, Colorado. Cindy wrote me 
that her daughter fell in love with a 
young man from Mexico when they 
were in high school. They had a dream 
about their future lives together, and 
part of that dream was of course help- 
ing him become an American citizen so 
he could go to college, find a job and 
support their family that they hoped to 
build together. They persisted tire- 
lessly for 10 years, through everything 
that the American bureaucracy and 
Immigration Services threw at them, 
and today, finally, he’s a citizen of the 
United States. He’s pursuing his degree 
in aviation mechanics and wants to 
continue to go to school for an engi- 
neering degree. 

Part of their dream is now a reality 
and they keep on building upon this 
dream to be contributing community 
members and leaders among their 
friends and family. Cindy writes that, 
unfortunately, some young people 
don’t have the kind of support and 
focus and, frankly, patience that her 
children had. 

Cindy writes: 

Let’s make their path a bit more attain- 
able. I believe most everyone truly wants to 
do their best, so let’s give them a chance to 
be their best in this country. 
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As Cindy writes, there are so many 
people that are caught up in indefinite 
waiting periods just to be reunited 
with their own family, people who give 
up hope and move from their family 
and friends and everybody they know 
simply because they can’t get through 
the unrealistic length of time it takes 
to navigate our legal system. 

As part of comprehensive immigra- 
tion reform, we need to have a system 
that reflects our values as Americans 
and one that’s realistic for families to 
go through. 


MONICA OLGUIN 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share a 
story from a constituent from my dis- 
trict, Monica Olguin from Boulder, Col- 
orado. Now, her story is an interesting 
one because the U.S. came to her in- 
stead of her moving to the United 
States. Her family hails from the 
southwestern United States even be- 
fore it was part of Mexico. Her family 
descended from Spanish colonial set- 
tlers in 1598 near Santa Fe, New Mex- 
ico. Over the following 300 years, they 
traveled north to Colorado to Conejos 
County, where the family has been for 
over 100 years. 

Now, Monica writes: 

Many of our best students today have been 
immigrant children. 

Monica, herself, taught in our public 
schools for over 30 years. 

Monica writes: 

They enter our school system with great 
hopes and dreams and do not take education 
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for granted. It isn’t long, though, before they 
are able to express their fear of losing their 
place in this country, their fear of not be- 
longing in their country of origin or their 
knowledge that there is no hope for success 
or dreams for their future in either their 
country of origin or in this country. 

Monica shares the concerns of so 
many of us whose lives have touched 
those who live in this country every 
day in fear of the very government 
that should be there to protect them, 
in fear that it will detain them indefi- 
nitely, in fear that it will send them 
out of this country back to a country 
that they know no one in, that they 
might not have even been in since they 
were 3 years old or 8 years old or per- 
haps even to a country where the lan- 
guage that’s spoken is not even a lan- 
guage that they’re fluent in. That is 
the reality of our immigration system 
every day. 

As Monica writes, it’s 
we replace our broken 
system with one that works now. 
You’re only a child once, and we need 
to make sure that our next generation 
of leaders has every opportunity to 
make our country greater. 

PAUL EDWARD CONDON 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share a 
story from a constituent of mine in La- 
fayette, Colorado, Paul Edward 
Condon. Like so many Coloradans, 
Paul feels that we need to replace our 
broken immigration system with one 
that works for our country and make 
sure that we have a way to make sure 
that the people already here can get 
right with the law. 

Paul writes that on his father’s side 
he is descended from people who his 
daughter, Katherine, likes to say qual- 
ify her to be a member of the Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution. On 
his mother’s side, he’s descended from 
immigrants from Bohemia in the 1890s 
who homesteaded in Oregon. So, like 
many Americans, Paul is a child of 
both one side of the family with long 
roots in our country dating from before 
our country existed and another side of 
his family recent immigrants. 

As Paul writes, perhaps with the full 
sense of understanding that comes 
from his personal story, Paul writes: 

We are all sons and daughters of immi- 
grants, including those descended from the 
peoples who were already here when my ear- 
liest immigrant ancestor arrived and de- 
scended from the people who also arrived 
unwillingly in this country. All immigrants, 
all mingled together. And, indeed, even 
Congresspersons are descended from immi- 
grants. Congresspersons who wish to restrict 
immigration and reject immigrants are re- 
jecting their own heritage. They should be 
ashamed. 

I agree with Paul. We are all, in this 
country, descended from immigrants. 
And whether those immigrants arrived 
thousands of years ago, hundreds of 
years ago, decades ago, or last week, 
our future is intertwined with the very 
definition of America as an immigrant 


critical that 
immigration 
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Nation, a Nation of laws, a Nation of 
immigrants. 

Those two need to be reconciled. We 
need laws that reflect our values as 
Americans, our values as a Nation of 
immigrants; laws that are enforceable 
and in touch with reality rather than 
laws that tear families apart every day 
in this country and deny—deny people 
who have worked hard here and con- 
tributed to society the opportunity to 
fully partake in our great country and 
to someday become Americans them- 
selves. 

SEMAY DIBEKULU NELSON 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share a 
story from a constituent in Colorado 
from the Second Congressional Dis- 
trict, Semay Dibekulu Nelson, from 
Boulder, Colorado, who shared a story 
with me about immigration, that 
speaks to the need to reform our immi- 
gration system today to ensure that 
everybody gets a chance to succeed in 
this country. 

Semay writes: 

As a first generation immigrant American 
having received political asylum under life- 
threatening conditions, I feel the pain of un- 
documented immigrants and their fear of 
being deported. I am honored to have re- 
ceived your message, and I would like to re- 
flect on this important topic. I’m aware 
there’s no time to waste while millions are 
being underpaid for an honest day’s work 
while living in fear of detention and deporta- 
tion. I hope our government brings this ago- 
nizing issue to a positive resolution. The 
time is over in which we can afford to ignore 
an issue that has led to this humanitarian 
catastrophe. 

I agree with Semay. Hers is a first- 
hand story of many legal immigrants 
like Semay who have firsthand knowl- 
edge of the process of leaving every- 
thing they know and coming to a new 
country without friends and without 
family. How difficult is that? Yet, 
today, our government is actively tear- 
ing families apart, at taxpayer expense 
taking mothers from daughters and 
placing them in detention at the cost 
to taxpayers of tens of thousands of 
dollars. 

We need to replace our broken immi- 
gration system with one that works for 
our country and reflects our values as 
Americans, aS even our newest Ameri- 
cans like Semay agree with. 

JOHN HOFFMAN 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share a 
story from John Hoffman in Boulder, 
Colorado. Like so many Coloradans and 
like so many Americans, John feels 
that we need to replace our broken im- 
migration system with one that works 
and allows a way for the 11 million peo- 
ple who are here without status to get 
right with the law and fulfill their des- 
tiny. 

John writes: 

My great-great German grandparents set- 
tled in Germantown in Louisville, Kentucky. 
They were hardworking and industrious and 
eventually got into the vaunted ‘‘middle 
class.” Let the Latinos do the same. 
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IZABELLA PESZEK 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share a 
story from Izabella Peszek from Lafay- 
ette, Colorado. Izabella wrote me to 
share her immigration story and her 
passion for making sure that we re- 
place our broken immigration system 
with one that works and reflects our 
values as Americans. 

Izabella and her husband were re- 
cruited to join a graduate program in 
math at the University of Maryland in 
1989. When they decided to go for it, 
they thought they would return to 
their home country, Poland. That was 
their plan when they got their degrees. 
But fate decided otherwise. When they 
graduated, Robert in 2 years and 
Izabella in 2⁄2, the country that they 
knew in their childhood was gone, and 
they were being offered some very 
tempting positions in the United 
States. Robert went to CMU for a 
postdoc, and Izabella joined the 
pharma industry. 

Eventually, they got green cards and 
became citizens of the United States 
and of our great State of Colorado, 
which is now their home, where both of 
them are respected in their fields and 
are happy doing what they do best. 

Now Izabella and Robert can’t imag- 
ine living anywhere else. And they 
work hard to make their new home in 
the United States even better, just as 
so many other immigrant families con- 
tribute to this country, are an asset to 
this country, are an asset to America, 
are part of America, and are as Amer- 
ican as anybody else, which is why we 
need an immigration system that re- 
flects our values and our priorities as 
Americans and ensures that others 
have the ability to give back to this 
great country just as Izabella and Rob- 
ert have and continue to do every day. 

JANICE GREEN 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share a 
story from Janice Green from West- 
minster, Colorado, about why we need 
to fix our broken immigration system 
to help reunite families. 

Janice writes: 

My family has been in the United States 
for many generations, but my daughter-in- 
law is prevented from joining my daughter 
here because of the Defense of Marriage Act. 
They were legally married in Portugal, and 
my daughter may have to leave the United 
States to be with her spouse. 
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Under current immigration law 
today, same-sex couples are not accept- 
ed under immigration law, even though 
there are a number of States where 
same-sex couples have the same mar- 
riage rights as opposite-sex couples. 
Because of the Defense of Marriage 
Act, federally that marriage is not 
counted for purposes of immigration. 

Janice’s daughter might be driven 
from the country she loves and can 
contribute so much to because there’s 
no viable path for her family to stay 
together. That’s why I support JERRY 
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NADLER’s United American Families 
Act, and we need to work hard to make 
sure that as we replace our broken im- 
migration system with one that works, 
it’s fair to all Americans and treats all 
Americans fairly and reflects our value 
as Americans of keeping families like 
Janice’s daughter and daughter-in-law 
together. 
JEAN HODGES 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share a 
story from Jean Hodges of Boulder, 
Colorado, about why we need to im- 
prove our immigration system. 

Jean writes that both sides of her 
family immigrated in the 1800s from 
Ireland, Scotland, and Wales. They 
began life in Virginia and moved to 
Ohio around the Civil War. So Jean 
doesn’t share the immediacy of immi- 
grant parentage that many others do, 
but Jean does write that she under- 
stands the privilege of being a U.S. cit- 
izen and all that provides: for all of us 
to find a path to equality and whatever 
our pursuit of happiness may be. 

Jean, like so many Coloradans and so 
many Americans says, “I wish that for 
all immigrants.” 

Jean understands the reasons that 
her forebearers might have left every- 
thing and everyone they knew to come 
to this country. 

I know Jean. And the way that she 
has given back to our community as a 
school teacher, as a leader for equality, 
her work to support parents of LGBT 
kids, has been of tremendous value to 
our country, like the tremendous value 
that today’s immigrants will provide 
through their public service, their com- 
munity involvement, through their ef- 
forts as teachers, as firefighters, as po- 
licemen, as lawyers, as doctors, as suc- 
cessful business people who will lead 
our country to a more prosperous and 
bright future. 

DAN MCLELLAN 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share a 
story from Dan McLellan of Boulder, 
Colorado, about why we need to fix our 
broken immigration system and re- 
place it with one that reflects our val- 
ues as Americans. 

Dan is a _ fourth-generation Colo- 
radan. In fact, on his father’s side, he 
has ties all the way back to the 
Mayflower. On his mother’s side, the 
family came from Ireland, Italy, Ger- 
many, and Scotland. Like many Ameri- 
cans of mixed blood, he remembers 
memorizing when he was in fifth grade 
his ancestry. He would quickly list it 
off: English, Irish, German, Italian, and 
Scottish. 

But recently, Dan fell in love with a 
Canadian. It was love at first sight, and 
last March they got married in New 
York. The plan was that Dan and his 
spouse were going to spend their lives 
together. But you know what? Right 
now they don’t know where because 
Dan’s spouse is another man. Unlike if 
Dan’s spouse was a woman, Dan doesn’t 
have the same kind of right to allow 
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his husband, Michael, to be a legal resi- 
dent of our country. Dan writes that 
he’s forced to have to choose between 
the country he loves, the country his 
ancestors worked hard to get to, and 
being united with his own family and 
his husband. 

Dan calls upon us in Congress—and I 
pass this challenge to our colleagues— 
to pass a comprehensive immigration 
reform package that treats families 
fairly, that treats families equally, 
that ensures that families are united. 
That’s why I’m a proud sponsor of 
JERRY NADLER’s United American 
Families Act, and I call upon this body 
to include respect for marriage as an 
important bed-stone principle of com- 
prehensive immigration reform. 

SALLY MILLER 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share the 
story of Sally Miller from Broomfield, 
Colorado, and her strong support for 
fixing our broken immigration system. 
Sally is a social worker, and her story 
is about several pieces of her own per- 
sonal experience working with people 
in the Denver metro area. 

Sally has worked with immigrants 
who came to our country 20 years ago. 
They raised their families, they hoped 
for a better life, their kids are U.S. 
citizens, have succeeded in school, and 
are giving back. But Sally writes that 
the parents of one of their families are 
constantly in fear that the father may 
be caught on the way to or from his 
cleaning job and sent back to a country 
that he left, torn apart from his family 
at taxpayer expense. 

One of their three children graduated 
from high school just this past June 
and is working and taking college 
classes. The other kids are 16 and 14. 
Sally writes that her friend and his 
wife hope to stay in the Denver area 
until all three of their kids graduate 
from high school, but every day the 
kids come home from school, they live 
in constant fear that our government 
sees their parents and sends them back 
to another country. 

Sally writes: 

The parents are good decent people, loving 
parents, and have always felt their sacrifices 
for their children’s sake have been worth the 
price. 

There are so many families that risk 
being torn apart because our immigra- 
tion system is completely out of touch 
with our values as Americans. Rather 
than reuniting families, it tears fami- 
lies apart; rather than encouraging 
people to follow the law, it rewards un- 
scrupulous business people who hire 
people under the table and encourages 
the violation of the law and identity 
theft. 

We need to replace our immigration 
system with one that works for our 
country, allow people who’ve been here 
and are hardworking and contribute to 
our country to get right with the law, 
and, yes, some day enjoy the same ben- 
efits of citizenship that Sally herself 
enjoys. 
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I call upon my colleagues to pass 
comprehensive immigration reform 
now. 

ANN HARROUN 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share the 
story of Ann Harroun from Loveland, 
Colorado, who wrote to me with regard 
to her support for comprehensive im- 
migration reform and her own family’s 
story. 

Ann writes that her relatives first 
came to Canada from France and Eng- 
land; the French in the 1700s and the 
English a little later. Ann’s great-great 
grandmother was becalmed in the mid- 
dle of the Atlantic Ocean for a time, 
and both sides of her family were farm- 
ers in Quebec before wandering into 
northern New Hampshire in the 1920s. 

Ann writes, ‘‘Were they legal? Who 
knows?” She further writes that the 
French had large families and soon 
outgrew their farms. They moved on 
from New Hampshire. Her mother 
moved from New Hampshire to Maine 
in 1942 after the death of her father, 
and she worked for Maine Blue Cross 
for 30 years. 

Ann moved to California after high 
school and saw an opportunity to at- 
tend college, married, had children, 
joined the League of Women Voters, fi- 
nally graduated in 1980, and promptly 
won an election to the Vermont house. 
Ann was the first in her family to at- 
tend college, vote, own a house, and 
hold public office. 

There are so many today that would 
be the first to go to college, that would 
be the first to vote, that would be the 
first to own a house, that would be the 
first to hold public office, that would 
be the first to be captains of industry, 
that would be the first to have ad- 
vanced degrees if only we can find a 
way where they have the ability to get 
right with the law and get paperwork 
that allows them to pursue the great 
opportunities that this country offers. 

As Ann says, ‘‘Were they illegal? Who 
knows?” Were they illegal? Who cares? 
When my family came here in 1906, 
they got off the boat and registered. 
There was no quota or process or thing 
they had to deal with on the legal 
front. They just showed up here. You 
know what? They were welcomed. And 
you know what? Their grandson on one 
side and great-grandson on the other is 
now a United States Congress person, 
just as Ann was the first in her family 
after they wandered down from Canada 
to New Hampshire. Ann has given so 
much for her country, just as so many 
of today’s immigrants will if we only 
give them today’s opportunity. 

DARYL SHUTE 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share the 
story of Daryl Shute from Littleton, 
Colorado. Daryl writes with regard to 
the critical need to replace our broken 
immigration system with one that 
works. 

Daryl’s grandfather, Joseph 
Giangreco, emigrated from Sicily to 
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the United States to join his mother, 
who was already living in Buffalo, New 
York, in the mid-nineteen teens. Daryl 
writes that Italians were the unwanted 
immigrants of that day. Daryl writes 
that he returned to Canada, walked 
across the border, and rejoined his 
mother after he was deported from New 
York. 

He was caught and given a choice to 
fight for the Allies in Europe to earn 
his citizenship. He accepted that. And 
Daryl’s grandfather, Joseph, went to 
war for the American Dream. Unfortu- 
nately, he received injuries during that 
war that affected him the rest of his 
life. Even so, he was hardworking and 
worked hard from the back of a horse- 
drawn cart to support his family for 
many years. 
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Even to this day, immigrants give so 
much of themselves through their hard 
work, their toil, their sweat and tears, 
which all of us as Americans prosper 
from and benefit from. We need to find 
a way, just as Joseph’s grandfather did, 
so that people can get right with the 
law. 

What is being discussed and what 
needs to be discussed is not an amnesty 
any more than if you get a speeding 
ticket and you enter a plea bargain it’s 
an amnesty. It’s essentially a plea bar- 
gain. Yes, you violated the law. Let’s 
figure out how you get right with the 
law: register, pay a fine, get your 
working permit. It’s not realistic in 
any way, shape or form to try to round 
up large numbers of people who are giv- 
ing so much to our country every day 
and who, in many cases, have Amer- 
ican children. That’s why we need to 
pass immigration reform and replace 
our broken immigration system with 
one that reflects our values as Ameri- 
cans. 


MARTHA DENNEY 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share a 
story from Martha Denney in Fort Col- 
lins, Colorado. It’s her own personal 
story and the story of her family’s im- 
migration and why we need to replace 
our broken immigration system with 
one that works and pass comprehensive 
immigration reform now. 

Martha’s grandmother’s family mem- 
bers were immigrants from 
Montbeliard, France, but they were ac- 
tually Swiss Mennonites. They were 
driven from Switzerland as followers of 
the Mennonite faith. They followed the 
teachings that defied the teachings of 
the Catholic Church, and they were dis- 
criminated against. Many Swiss farm- 
ers became valued and trusted workers 
on estates in France, where they went 
to escape persecution. When they were 
able to emigrate to the U.S. in the late 
1800s, they came to Wayland, Iowa, 
which was a small Mennonite commu- 
nity. 

Martha has worked for more than 30 
years in the area of international ex- 
change at a large American university, 
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Colorado State University, in Fort Col- 
lins. She has worked with issues of 
visas and student visas and the immi- 
gration of students. She has observa- 
tions about the process that she has 
tried to share over the years with Rep- 
resentatives of our United States Gov- 
ernment, but she believes that, up 
until now, they weren’t in a position to 
hear them because they weren’t focus- 
ing on immigration reform. 

I call upon this body to focus on im- 
migration reform, to heed the stories 
of those like Martha’s and of the many 
others who interact every day—wheth- 
er it’s as an employer or an educator or 
a social worker—with those who are 
here in this country and are working 
hard to make our country greater but 
who lack the paperwork that verifies 
their own existence, who lack the pa- 
perwork that allows them to exist 
under the rule of law in this country. 

We need to replace our broken immi- 
gration system with one that reflects 
our American values, with one that al- 
lows people to step out of the darkness 
and into the light, to get right with the 
law, to be able to fully pursue their 
destinies as future Americans. We are a 
Nation of immigrants, and we all ben- 
efit from the tremendous benefits that 
immigrants give to this country every 
day. 

I hope that now is the time that Rep- 
resentatives of our United States Gov- 
ernment in this House of Representa- 
tives will be in a position to hear and 
will be in a position to focus on immi- 
gration reform in order to make our 
country stronger, to make our country 
safer, to make our country more pros- 
perous. 

Mr. Speaker, I call upon my col- 
leagues to support comprehensive im- 
migration reform and to pass it now. 
We must replace our broken immigra- 
tion system with one that works for 
our country and our values. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 


a 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia (at the re- 
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today. 

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of ill- 
ness. 


a 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 44 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to- 
morrow, Friday, February 15, 2013, at 9 
a.m. 


ES 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 
Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
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286. A letter from the Attorney, Legal Di- 
vision, Bureau of Consumer Financial Pro- 
tection, transmitting the Bureau’s final rule 
— Electronic Fund Transfers (Regulation E) 
Temporary Delay of Effective Date [Docket 
No.: CFPB-2012-0050] (RIN: 3170-AA83) re- 
ceived January 30, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

287. A letter from the Attorney, Legal Di- 
vision, Bureau of Consumer Financial Pro- 
tection, transmitting the Bureau’s final rule 
— High-Cost Mortgage and Homeownership 
Counseling Amendments to the Truth in 
Lending Act (Regulation Z) and Homeowner- 
ship Counseling Amendments to the Real Es- 
tate Settlement Procedures Act (Regulation 
X)[Docket No.: CFPB-2012-0029] (RIN: 3170- 
AA12) received February 1, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

288. A letter from the General Counsel, Na- 
tional Credit Union Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Definition of Troubled Condition (RIN: 3133- 
AD97) received January 29, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

289. A letter from the General Counsel, Na- 
tional Credit Union Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Alternatives to the Use of Credit Ratings 
(RIN: 3183-AD86) received January 29, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

290. A letter from the Secretary, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule — Extension of Ex- 
emptions for Security-Based Swaps [Release 
Nos.: 33-9383; 34-68753; 39-2489; File No. S7-26- 
11] (RIN: 3235-AL17) received January 30, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

291. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Assessing the Radiological Con- 
sequences of Accidental Releases of Radio- 
active Materials from Liquid Waste Tanks in 
Ground and Surface Waters for Combined Li- 
cense Applications [DC/COL-ISG-014] _ re- 
ceived January 30, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

292. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Assessing the Radiological Con- 
sequences of Accidental Releases of Radio- 
active Materials from Liquid Waste Tanks 
for Combined License Applications [DC/COL- 
ISG-013] received January 30, 2018, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

293. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Deputy Chief Acquisition Officer, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting the Administration’s final rule — Fed- 
eral Acquisition Regulation; Unallowability 
of Costs Associated with Foreign Contractor 
Excise Tax [FAC 2005-65; FAR Case 2011-011; 
Item IV; Docket 2011-0011, Sequence 1] (RIN: 
9000-AM18) received January 31, 2018, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

294. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Deputy Chief Acquisition Officer, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting the Administration’s final rule — Fed- 
eral Acquisition Regulation; Unallowability 
of Costs Associated with Foreign Contractor 
Excise Tax [FAC 2005-65; FAR Case 2011-011; 
Item IV; Docket 2011-0011, Sequence 1] (RIN: 
9000-AM18) received January 31, 2013, pursu- 
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ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

295. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Deputy Chief Acquisition Officer, 
General Services Administration, transmit- 
ting the Administration’s final rule — Fed- 
eral Acquisition Regulation; Technical 
Amendments [FAC 2005-65; Item V; Docket 
2013-0080, Sequence 1] received January 31, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

296. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit- 
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; Bone Island Triathlon, Atlantic Ocean; 
Key West, FL [Docket No.: USCG-2012-0956] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received February 6, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

297. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit- 
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zones; New Year’s Eve Fireworks Displays 
within the Captain of the Port Miami Zone, 
FL [Docket Number: USCG-2012-1041] (RIN: 
1625-AA00) received February 6, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

298. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit- 
ting the Department’s final rule — Draw- 
bridge Operation Regulation; Apalachicola 
River, FL [Docket No.: USCG-2012-0470] (RIN: 
1625-AA09) received February 6, 2013, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

299. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit- 
ting the Department’s final rule — Special 
Local Regulations; 2013 Orange Bowl Paddle 
Championship, Biscayne Bay, Miami, FL 
[Docket Number: USCG-2012-1020] (RIN: 1625- 
AA08) received February 6, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

300. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit- 
ting the Department’s final rule — Security 
Zone; On the Waters in Kailua Bay, Oahu, HI 
[Docket Number: USCG-2012-1038] (RIN: 1625- 
AA87) received February 6, 2013, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 


ete 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. SMITH of Washington (for him- 
self, Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor- 


gia, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. CASTRO of 
Texas, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. 


PETERS of California, Ms. KUSTER, 
Mr. O’ROURKE, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. 
SPEIER, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. RUSH, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
of New York, Mr. HECK of Wash- 
ington, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. MOORE, 
Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. MORAN, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. PocaNn, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. FARR, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. BISHOP of 
New York, Ms. GABBARD, Ms. NOR- 
TON, Mr. McDERMOTT, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. McGovERN, Mr. DEUTCH, 
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Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mrs. DAVIS of 
California, and Mrs. CAPPS): 

H.R. 683. A bill to amend titles 10, 32, 37, 
and 38 of the United States Code, to add a 
definition of spouse for purposes of military 
personnel policies and military and veteran 
benefits that recognizes new State defini- 
tions of spouse; to the Committee on Armed 
Services, and in addition to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. WOMACK (for himself, Ms. 
SPEIER, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. WELCH, 
Mrs. NOEM, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, 
Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. COHEN, Ms. 
CHU, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
DIAZ-BALART, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor- 
gia, Mr. Ross, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. 
SCHOCK, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of 
California, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. LAR- 
SON of Connecticut, Mr. BARLETTA, 
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. 
CRAWFORD, Mr. DENT, Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine, Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. ELLISON, 
Mr. GIBSON, Ms. Tsoncas, Mr. CON- 
AWAY, Mr. STIVERS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Ms. McCoLLuM, and Mr. 
AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia): 

H.R. 684. A bill to restore States’ sovereign 
rights to enforce State and local sales and 
use tax laws, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (for 
himself and Mr. HECK of Washington): 

H.R. 685. A bill to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal to the American Fighter Aces, 
collectively, in recognition of their heroic 
military service and defense of our country’s 
freedom throughout the history of aviation 
warfare; to the Committee on Financial 
Services, and in addition to the Committee 
on House Administration, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. NOEM (for herself, Mr. WALZ, 
Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. 


BLUMENAUER, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, and Mr. 
LATTA): 


H.R. 686. A bill to amend the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act to modify the ineligibility re- 
quirements for producers that produce an an- 
nual crop on native sod, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GOSAR (for himself, Mrs. KIRK- 


PATRICK, Mr. SALMON, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, and Mr. FRANKS of Ari- 
zona): 


H.R. 687. A bill to facilitate the efficient 
extraction of mineral resources in southeast 
Arizona by authorizing and directing an ex- 
change of Federal and non-Federal land, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. ROYCE (for himself, Mrs. 
MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. BISHOP 
of Georgia, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. CHABOT, 
Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. COBLE, Mr. CON- 
NOLLY, Mr. Cook, Ms. HAHN, Mr. HECK 
of Nevada, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. JOHN- 
SON of Georgia, Mr. JONES, Mr. LAR- 
SON of Connecticut, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. NOR- 
TON, Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. POE of Texas, 
Mr. PosEy, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
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ScHIFF, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. UPTON, Ms. WATERS, Mr. 
YARMUTH, Mr. BISHOP of New York, 
and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska): 

H.R. 688. A bill to amend the Federal Cred- 
it Union Act to provide certain credit unions 
with the authority to make additional mem- 
ber business loans, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself, 
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. POLIS, Ms. 
LEE of California, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
COHEN, Mr. FARR, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
NADLER, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. 
ScHAKOWSKY, Mr. HONDA, and Mr. 
HUFFMAN): 

H.R. 689. A bill to provide for the resched- 
uling of marijuana and for the medical use of 
marijuana in accordance with the laws of the 
various States; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. LATHAM (for himself and Mr. 
WALZ): 

H.R. 690. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to modify the per-fiscal year 
calculation of days of certain active duty or 
active service used to reduce the minimum 
age at which a member of a reserve compo- 
nent of the uniformed services may retire for 
non-regular service; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
(for himself, Mr. BARROW of Georgia, 
and Mr. COURTNEY): 

H.R. 691. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Labor to issue an interim occupational safe- 
ty and health standard regarding worker ex- 
posure to combustible dust, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. BARLETTA: 

H.R. 692. A bill to provide protection for 
certain Federal employees with respect to 
implementation of the June 15, 2012, memo- 
randum from Janet Napolitano, Secretary of 
Homeland Security, regarding the exercise of 
prosecutorial discretion with respect to indi- 
viduals who came to the United States as 
children; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity. 

By Mr. PITTS (for himself, Mr. DANNY 
K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. GOODLATTE, 

Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 
BUCSHON, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. MARINO, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. 


FLEISCHMANN, Mr. HANNA, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. PETRI, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 
BARLETTA, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. 


FITZPATRICK, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. DENT, 
Mrs. BLACK, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. KELLY, 
Mr. QUIGLEY, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
LATTA, Mr. MASSIE, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Ohio, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. PERRY, Ms. SHEA- 
PORTER, Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. RENACCI, 
Mr. GERLACH, Mr. LANCE, Mr. LIPIN- 
SKI, and Mr. HARRIS): 

H.R. 693. A bill to reform the Federal sugar 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 

H.R. 694. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to prevent the avoidance 
by corporations of tax on foreign income; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DENHAM (for himself, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. HANNA, Mr. 
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McHEnrRy, Mr. Mica, Mr. NUNES, Mr. 
HUNTER, and Mr. REED): 

H.R. 695. A bill to decrease the deficit by 
realigning, consolidating, selling, disposing, 
and improving the efficiency of Federal 
buildings and other civilian real property, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and in 
addition to the Committees on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and Rules, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. HORSFORD (for himself, Mr. 
AMODEI, and Mr. HECK of Nevada): 

H.R. 696. A bill to designate the Wovoka 
Wilderness and provide for certain land con- 
veyances in Lyon County, Nevada, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. HECK of Nevada (for himself, 
Mr. AMODEI, Mr. HORSFORD, and Ms. 
TITUS): 

H.R. 697. A bill to provide for the convey- 
ance of certain Federal land in Clark Coun- 
ty, Nevada, for the environmental remedi- 
ation and reclamation of the Three Kids 
Mine Project Site, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. CAPPS: 

H.R. 698. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to establish safeguards and 
standards of quality for research and trans- 
plantation of organs infected with human 
immunodeficiency virus (HIV); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself, Mr. 
HOYER, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali- 
fornia, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. POCAN, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
KILDEE, Mr. HUFFMAN, and Mr. HOLT): 

H.R. 699. A bill to amend the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 to repeal and replace the fiscal year 
2013 sequestration; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on the Budget, and Agriculture, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 700. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Education to carry out the Advanced Re- 
search Projects Agency-Education to fund 
directed development projects to support 
targeted breakthroughs in teaching and 


learning; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 
By Mr. McHENRY (for himself, Mr. 


SCHWEIKERT, Ms. EsHOO, Mr. QAR- 
RETT, and Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Geor- 


gia): 

H.R. 701. A bill to amend a provision of the 
Securities Act of 1933 directing the Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission to add a par- 
ticular class of securities to those exempted 
under such Act to provide a deadline for such 
action; to the Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. BRALEY of Iowa: 

H.R. 702. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to direct the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services to establish a Frontline 
Providers Loan Repayment Program; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. CARNEY (for himself and Mr. 
MEEHAN): 
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H.R. 703. A bill to establish the First State 
National Historical Park in the State of 
Delaware, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CARTER (for himself, Mr. 
WOLF, and Mr. BURGESS): 

H.R. 704. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to extend whistleblower protec- 
tions to a member of the Armed Forces who 
alerts Department of Defense investigation 
or law enforcement organizations, a person 
or organization in the member’s chain of 
command, and certain other persons or enti- 
ties about the potentially dangerous ideo- 
logically based threats or actions of another 
member against United States interests or 
security; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. CARTER (for himself, Mr. 
McCAUL, Mr. WOLF, Mr. BURGESS, and 
Mr. FLORES): 

H.R. 705. A bill to ensure that the victims 
and victims’ families of the November 5, 2009, 
attack at Fort Hood, Texas, receive the same 
treatment and benefits as those Americans 
who have been killed or wounded in a combat 
zone overseas and their families; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. CICILLINE (for himself, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. 
NEAL): 

H.R. 706. A bill to establish the Blackstone 
River Valley National Historical Park, to 
dedicate the Park to John H. Chafee, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD (for himself and 
Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia): 

H.R. 707. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to simplify and rename 
the H-2C worker program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committees on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, and Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. DOYLE (for himself, 
YODER, and Ms. LOFGREN): 

H.R. 708. A bill to provide for Federal agen- 
cies to develop public access policies relating 
to research conducted by employees of that 
agency or from funds administered by that 
agency; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Mr. 
PAULSEN, Mr. WALZ, and Mr. NOLAN): 

H.R. 709. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to take actions to manage the 
threat of Asian carp traveling up the Mis- 
sissippi River in the State of Minnesota, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and in 
addition to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. FARR (for himself, Mr. ROHR- 
ABACHER, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
COHEN, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. MORAN, Ms. PINGREE 
of Maine, Mr. POLIS, and Mr. WAX- 
MAN): 

H.R. 710. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to provide an affirmative de- 


Mr. 
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fense for the medical use of marijuana in ac- 
cordance with the laws of the various States, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Ms. FOXX (for herself, Mr. WEST- 
MORELAND, Mr. CHAFFETZ, and Mr. 
PITTS): 

H.R. 711. A bill to amend titles 23 and 49, 
United States Code, to repeal wage require- 
ments applicable to laborers and mechanics 
employed on Federal-aid highway and public 
transportation construction projects; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure, and in addition to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN (for himself, 
Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 
SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. ENGEL, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. LANCE, 
and Mr. DENT): 

H.R. 712. A bill to extend the authorization 
of the Highlands Conservation Act through 
fiscal year 2024; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources, and in addition to the Committee 
on Agriculture, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. GERLACH (for himself and Mr. 
BECERRA): 

H.R. 713. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to repeal the Medicare 
outpatient rehabilitation therapy caps; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself, Ms. Lo- 
RETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. 
NUNES, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. YODER, 
Mr. POLIS, and Mr. CHABOT): 

H.R. 714. A bill to jump-start economic re- 
covery through the formation and growth of 
new businesses, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addi- 
tion to the Committees on Ways and Means, 
Science, Space, and Technology, Appropria- 
tions, and Energy and Commerce, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (for him- 
self, Mr. CLAY, Ms. HAHN, Ms. LEE of 
California, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. CLARKE, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. WATT): 

H.R. 715. A bill to posthumously award a 
Congressional Gold Medal to Lena Horne in 
recognition of her achievements and con- 
tributions to American culture and the civil 
rights movement; to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

By Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER: 

H.R. 716. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to convey certain Federal land 
to the city of Vancouver, Washington, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. HONDA (for himself, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. BECERRA, 
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. LOFGREN, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. NADLER, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
POLIS, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. CLARKE, 
Mr. RANGEL, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. 
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WILSON of Florida, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
FARR, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
RusH, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. 
SIRES, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Mr. MORAN, Ms. ESHOO, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. DEUTCH, Mrs. 
CAPPS, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. GABBARD, 
Mr. POCAN, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, 
Ms. SINEMA, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. 
TAKANO, Ms. MENG, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 
SABLAN, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Ms. 
SPEIER, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. CARDENAS, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York, Ms. MOORE, 
Mr. WELCH, Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. 
VARGAS, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. TSONGAS, 
Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. MAR- 
KEY, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. SWALWELL of 
California, and Mr. SERRANO): 

H.R. 717. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to promote family 
unity, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HULTGREN (for himself and 
Mr. LIPINSKI): 

H.R. 718. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services, acting 
through the Administrator of the Health Re- 
sources and Services Administration, to 
award grants on a competitive basis to pub- 
lic and private entities to provide qualified 
sexual risk avoidance education to youth 
and their parents; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself, 
Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Mr. HANNA, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Ms. NORTON, Ms. PINGREE 
of Maine, Mr. PoLis, Mr. POSEY, Ms. 
WATERS, and Mr. BLUMENAUER): 

H.R. 719. A bill to clarify the National 
Credit Union Administration authority to 
improve credit union safety and soundness; 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. ENGEL, 
Mr. FARR, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. HIMES, Mr. 
Hout, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. MORAN, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. QUIGLEY, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. WAXMAN, and 
Mr. MCGOVERN): 

H.R. 720. A bill to increase public safety by 
permitting the Attorney General to deny the 
transfer of a firearm or the issuance of fire- 
arms or explosives licenses to a known or 
suspected dangerous terrorist; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. JENKINS (for herself, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illi- 
nois, and Mr. LIPINSKI): 

H.R. 721. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to extend and modify the 
railroad track maintenance credit; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself, 
Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. MORAN, 
Mr. FARR, and Mr. RANGEL): 

H.R. 722. A bill to combat illegal gun traf- 
ficking, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
COURTNEY, and Mr. CICILLINE): 

H.R. 723. A bill to amend the Wild and Sce- 
nic Rivers Act to designate a segment of the 
Beaver, Chipuxet, Queen, Wood, and 
Pawcatuck Rivers in the States of Con- 
necticut and Rhode Island for study for po- 
tential addition to the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 
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By Mr. LATTA (for himself and Mr. 
PETERS of Michigan): 

H.R. 724. A bill to amend the Clean Air Act 
to remove the requirement for dealer certifi- 
cation of new light-duty motor vehicles; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Ms. MOORE, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. CLAY, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
MORAN, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. CLARKE, Ms. 
SPEIER, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. LEWIS, 
Ms. CHU, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 
Mr. HONDA, Mr. NADLER, Mr. CoN- 
YERS, Mr. HOLT, Ms. WATERS, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. SIRES): 

H.R. 725. A bill to provide for the reduction 
of unintended pregnancy and sexually trans- 
mitted infections, including HIV, and the 
promotion of healthy relationships, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico (for himself, Ms. HANABUSA, Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. MORAN, Mrs. 
NEGRETE MCLEOD, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Ms. McCoLuLuM, and Mr. PEARCE): 

H.R. 726. A bill to amend the Native Amer- 
ican Programs Act of 1974 to reauthorize a 
provision to ensure the survival and con- 
tinuing vitality of Native American lan- 
guages; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 7 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico: 

H.R. 727. A bill to extend Forest Service 
and the Bureau of Land Management stew- 
ardship end result contracting authority, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources, and in addition to the 
Committee on Agriculture, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. CONYERS, 
Ms. MOORE, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. LEE of 
California, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Ms. 
HAHN, Mr. FARR, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
NADLER, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. DEGETTE, 
Mr. MORAN, Mr. HOLT, and Mr. 
PETERS of California): 

H.R. 728. A bill to establish certain duties 
for pharmacies to ensure provision of Food 
and Drug Administration-approved contra- 
ception, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself and 
Mr. HIGGINS): 

H.R. 729. A bill to amend the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 to exempt the National Institutes of 
Health from sequestration under section 
251A for fiscal year 2013, and to reduce the se- 
questration by the amount of the exemption; 
to the Committee on the Budget. 

By Mr. MULVANEY (for himself, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. GUTH- 
RIE, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT 
of Georgia, Mr. HANNA, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mr. ROONEY, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 
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HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. CAMP- 

BELL, and Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan): 

H.R. 730. A bill to define urban rodent con- 

trol for purposes of clarifying the control of 

nuisance mammals and birds carried out by 

the Wildlife Services program of the Animal 

and Plant Health Inspection Service and by 

the private sector, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RADEL (for himself, Ms. 

FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. WEBER of 

Texas, Mr. COTTON, and Mr. MESSER): 

H.R. 731. A bill to amend the Foreign Rela- 

tions Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1990 

and 1991 to allow the Department of State to 

use a best-value contracting method in 

awarding local guard or protective service 

contracts in high risk areas abroad under the 

diplomatic security program; to the Com- 

mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself, 

Mrs. BLACK, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. 

BRADY of Texas, Mr. FRANKS of Ari- 

zona, Mr. JONES, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. 

CRENSHAW, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. MARCH- 

ANT, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. GRIFFITH 

of Virginia, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 


CHABOT, Mr. COLE, Mr. HALL, Mr. 
GARRETT, Mr. Mica, Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. 


PoMPEO, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. GRIFFIN 
of Arkansas, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. CAR- 
TER, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
BENISHEK, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. CAL- 
VERT, Mr. KELLY, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. 
WENSTRUP, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. JOR- 
DAN, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. HUELSKAMP, 
Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. TERRY, Mr. MILLER 
of Florida, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. BILI- 
RAKIS, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. HUIZENGA of 
Michigan, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, 
Mr. LATTA, Mr. KING of New York, 
Mr. OLSON, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, 
Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. 
TURNER, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. MULLIN, and Mr. SCALISE): 

H.R. 782. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit taking minors 
across State lines in circumvention of laws 
requiring the involvement of parents in abor- 
tion decisions; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. RUNYAN (for himself and Mr. 
WALZ): 

H.R. 733. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide certain employees of 
Members of Congress and certain employees 
of State or local governmental agencies with 
access to case-tracking information of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs; to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. STIVERS (for himself and Mr. 
PETERS of Michigan): 

H.R. 734. A bill to create jobs and promote 
fair trade by increasing duties on certain for- 
eign goods imported into the United States; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: 

H.R. 735. A bill to enhance homeland secu- 
rity, including domestic preparedness and 
collective response to terrorism, by improv- 
ing the Federal Protective Service, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure, and in addition 
to the Committee on Homeland Security, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
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the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 
By Mr. WELCH (for himself, Mr. COSTA, 
Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. SIRES, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
ELLISON, and Ms. BONAMICI): 

H.R. 736. A bill to provide for the expansion 
of affordable refinancing of mortgages held 
by the Federal National Mortgage Associa- 
tion and the Federal Home Loan Mortgage 
Corporation; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Ms. WILSON of Florida (for herself 
and Ms. BROWN of Florida): 

H.R. 737. A bill to establish a national cat- 
astrophic risk consortium to ensure the 
availability and affordability of home- 
owners’ insurance coverage for catastrophic 
events; to the Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: 

H.R. 738. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to eliminate the requirement 
that certain former members of the reserve 
components of the Armed Forces be at least 
60 years of age in order to be eligible to re- 
ceive health care benefits; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Mr. WITTMAN: 

H.R. 739. A bill to require the Office of 
Management and Budget to prepare a cross- 
cut budget for restoration activities in the 
Chesapeake Bay watershed, to require the 
Environmental Protection Agency to de- 
velop and implement an adaptive manage- 
ment plan, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska (for himself, 
Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. PIERLUISI, Ms. 
BORDALLO, and Mr. SABLAN): 

H.R. 740. A bill to provide for the settle- 
ment of certain claims under the Alaska Na- 
tive Claims Settlement Act, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. NOLAN (for himself and Mr. 
POCAN): 

H.J. Res. 29. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing that the rights ex- 
tended by the Constitution are the rights of 
natural persons only; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PRICE of Georgia: 

H.J. Res. 30. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to limit the number of years 
Representatives and Senators may serve; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHIFF (for himself, Mr. CAPU- 
ANO, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. HIMES, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. MORAN, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. WELCH, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. 
McCoLuuM, and Mr. RANGEL): 

H.J. Res. 31. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to the authority of 
Congress and the States to regulate con- 
tributions and expenditures in political cam- 
paigns and to enact public financing systems 
for such campaigns; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE (for himself, Ms. 
McCouLuuM, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. RANGEL, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
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DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. DENT, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. HOLT, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 
Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. COBLE, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. KING 
of New York, Mr. SIRES, Mr. COOPER, 
Mr. RUNYAN, Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD, 
Mr. PALLONE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LOBI- 
ONDO, Mr. LANCE, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. 
CARSON of Indiana, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
DOYLE, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. RusH, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. FRELING- 
HUYSEN, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Mr. TAKANO, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. DAVID 
ScoTT of Georgia, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. 
CLARKE, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
ELLISON, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Ms. 
WILSON of Florida, Ms. WATERS, Ms. 
EDWARDS, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. THOMP- 
soN of Mississippi, Ms. BROWN of 
Florida, Mr. VEASEY, and Mr. 
HORSFORD): 

H. Res. 69. A resolution supporting the des- 
ignation of March 2013, as National 
Colorectal Cancer Awareness Month; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. HUELSKAMP: 

H. Res. 70. A resolution recognizing the 
150th anniversary of Kansas State Univer- 
sity; to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

By Mr. LOEBSACK (for himself, Mr. 
JORDAN, Mr. WALZ, Mr. BRALEY of 
Iowa, Mr. KING of Iowa, and Mr. 
LATHAM): 

H. Res. 71. A resolution opposing the Inter- 
national Olympic Committee’s decision to 
eliminate wrestling from the Summer Olym- 
pic Games beginning in 2020; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 


[Omitted from the Record of February 13, 2013] 
By Mr. LOBIONDO: 

H.R. 625. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of The Con- 
stitution of the United States of America 

By Mr. SMITH of Washington: 

H.R. 683. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress ‘‘to make 
Rules for the Government and Regulation of 
the land and naval Forces” as enumerated in 
Article I, section 8 of the United States Con- 
stitution and in pursuit of the Equal Protec- 
tion Clause found in section 1 of the Four- 
teenth Amendment. 

By Mr. WOMACK: 

H.R. 684. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Commerce Clause of the United States 

Constitution, Article I, Section 8, Clause 3. 
By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 

H.R. 685. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution. 

By Mrs. NOEM: 

H.R. 686. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, the Com- 
merce Clause. 

By Mr. GOSAR: 

H.R. 687. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV of the Constitution provides the 
authority of Congress over federal property 
as a general matter. Article IV, §3 refers to 
the managerial authority over property 
owned by the Federal Government, and pro- 
vides in relevant part: 

The Congress shall have Power to dispose 
of and make all needful Rules and Regula- 
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop- 
erty belonging to the United States;... 

By virtue of this enumerated power, Con- 
gress has governing authority over the lands, 
territories, or other property of the United 
States—and with this authority Congress is 
vested with the power accredited to all own- 
ers in fee, the power to sell, lease, dispose, 
exchange, transfer, trade, mine, or simply 
preserve land. The appropriate acreage to be 
held under Federal dominance is not the sub- 
ject of this bill. Turning to the power of Ar- 
ticle IV, §3, the Supreme Court has described 
this enumerated grant as one ‘‘without limi- 
tation” Kleppe v. New Mexico, 426 U.S. 529, 
542-548 (1976) (“And while the furthest 
reaches of the power granted by the Property 
Clause have not yet been definitively re- 
solved, we have repeatedly observed that 
‘[t]he power over the public land thus en- 
trusted to Congress is without limitations’ ”’ 
Citing United States v. San Francisco, 310 
U.S. 29. The Court in Kleppe further ex- 
plained that ‘‘In short, Congress exercises 
the powers both of a proprietor and of a leg- 
islature over the public domain.” Id. Like 
any ‘‘propiretor’’ Congress has the power to 
sell or exchange federal property. 

It is now generally accepted that the Fed- 
eral Government may own and manage prop- 
erty in the manner and form mandated by 
Congress. United States v. Gratiot, 39 U.S. 
526 (1840); Camfield v. United States, 167 U.S. 
518 (1897). However, the wisdom of the Fed- 
eral Government owning large tracts of land, 
particularly in the Western States, is subject 
to question on policy grounds, and some con- 
tend on Constitutional grounds based on the 
decision in Pollard’s Lessee v. Hagan, 44 U.S. 
212 (where the Court stated that ‘‘a proper 
examination of this subject will show that 
the United States never held any municipal 
sovereignty, jurisdiction, or right of soil in 
and to the territory of which Alabama or any 
of the new States were formed, except for 
temporary purposes... .’’ Historically, the 
early federal government transferred owner- 
ship of federal property to either private 
ownership or to state ownership in order to 
pay off the then crushing Revolutionary War 
debts and to assist with the development of 
infrastructure. These are still acceptable 
goals for federal property sale or transfer. 

The land exchange here is one that com- 
ports with good policy and constitutional 
strictures since by exchanging the land set 
forth in this bill, a large commercial grade 
copper mine will be able to proceed with the 
attendant economic benefits with which such 
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a proposition inures (assuming compliance 
with other requirements set forth in the 
bill), but the Federal Government also gains 
equally valuable land that has significance 
for other purposes. 

Article 1, §8, Cl. 17 addresses property 
ceded by a state and conveys exclusive regu- 
latory federal jurisdiction over these federal 
properties and enclaves. Section 8, Cl, 17 may 
also provide some guidance here to the ex- 
tent it grants Congress the power to ‘‘exer- 
cise like Authority over all Places purchased 
by the Consent of the Legislature of the 
State in which the Same shall be, for the 
Erection of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, 
dock-Yards and other needful Buildings.” 
But it is Article IV that this bill is grounded 
upon. 

By Mr. ROYCE: 

H.R. 688. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the 
U.S. Constitution to regulate commerce. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER: 

H.R. 689. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con- 
stitution (relating to the general Welfare of 
the United States). 

By Mr. LATHAM: 

H.R. 690. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 of the United States 
Constitution (clauses 12, 13, 14, 16, and 18), 
which grants Congress the power to raise and 
support an Army; to provide and maintain a 
Navy; to make rules for the government and 
regulation of the land and naval forces; to 
provide for organizing, arming, and dis- 
ciplining the militia; and to make all laws 
necessary and proper for carrying out the 
foregoing powers. 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 691. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 & 18 of Section 8, Article I, of the 
U.S. Constitution 

By Mr. BARLETTA: 

H.R. 692. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation, the Protecting Department of Home- 
land Security Personnel Act of 2013, pursu- 
ant to the following: 

This bill makes changes to existing law re- 
lating to ‘‘Article 1 Section 8 of the U.S. 
Constitution Clause 18.” 

By Mr. PITTS: 

H.R. 693. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: The Congress 
shall have Power to regulate Commerce with 
foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian tribes. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 

H.R. 694. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. DENHAM: 

H.R. 695 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution, specifically Clause 1 (relating 
to providing for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States) and 
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Clause 18 (relating to the power to make all 
laws necessary and proper for carrying out 
the powers vested in Congress). 

By Mr. HORSFORD: 

H.R. 696. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 

By Mr. HECK of Nevada: 

H.R. 697. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mrs. CAPPS: 

H.R. 698. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN: 

H.R. 699. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1; Article 1 Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 18; and Article 1, Section 9, 
Clause 7 of the U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali- 
fornia: 

H.R. 700. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. McHENRY: 

H.R. 701. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article One, Section Hight. 

By Mr. BRALEY of Iowa: 

H.R. 702. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. CARNEY: 

H.R. 708. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution; 

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution; and 

Clause 2 of Section 3 of Article IV of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. CARTER: 

H.R. 704. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion clause 14, which grants Congress the 
power to make Rules for the Government 
and Regulation of the land and naval Forces. 

By Mr. CARTER: 

H.R. 705. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion clause 14, which grants Congress the 
power to make Rules for the Government 
and Regulation of the land and naval Forces. 

By Mr. CICILLINE: 

H.R. 706 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

H.R. 707. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the 
United States Constitution. 

The Congress shall have the Power... To 
establish an uniform Rule of Naturalization 


By Mr. DOYLE: 

H.R. 708. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 6—Clause 2 

All Debts contracted and Engagements en- 
tered into, before the Adoption of this Con- 
stitution, shall be as valid against the 
United States under this Constitution, as 
under the Confederation. 

This Constitution, and the Laws of the 
United States which shall be made in Pursu- 
ance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which 
shall be made, under the Authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme Law of 
the Land; and the Judges in every State 
shall be bound thereby, any Thing in the 
Constitution or Laws of any State to the 
Contrary notwithstanding. 

The Senators and Representatives before 
mentioned, and the Members of the several 
State Legislatures, and all executive and ju- 
dicial Officers, both of the United States and 
of the several States, shall be bound by Oath 
or Affirmation, to support this Constitution; 
but no religious Test shall ever be required 
as a Qualification to any Office or public 
Trust under the United States. 

By Mr. ELLISON: 

H.R. 709. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Art. I, Sec. 8, Clauses 3 and 18. 

By Mr. FARR: 

H.R. 710. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Sec. 8 [‘‘to regulate commerce’’], 
and Amendment IV [‘‘to be secure 
against unreasonable searches and sei- 
zures’’], and Amendment VI [‘‘the accused 
shall... have compulsory process for obtain- 
ing witnesses in his favor...’’]. 

By Ms. FOXX: 

H.R. 711. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Because the legislation would change the 
formula for government contracts on fed- 
eral-aid highway and public construction 
transportation projects, it is authorized 
under clause 1 of section 8 of article 1 of the 
Constitution which states ‘‘[t]he Congress 
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States; but 
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States.’’ 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 

H.R. 712. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. GERLACH: 

H.R. 713. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. GRIMM: 

H.R. 714. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 

The Congress shall have Power *** To es- 
tablish an uniform Rule of Naturalization, 
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and uniform Laws on the subject of Bank- 
ruptcies throughout the United States. 
By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida: 

H.R. 715. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8 of Article 1 of the Constitution 

By Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER: 

H.R. 716. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

The Congress shall have Power to dispose 
of and make all needful Rules and Regula- 
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop- 
erty belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State. 

By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 717. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

section 8 of article I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. HULTGREN: 

H.R. 718. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of Section 8, Article 1 of the Con- 
stitution—Congress shall have the power to 
regulate commerce ... among the several 
states... 

By Mr. KING of New York: 

H.R. 719. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power to regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes. 

By Mr. KING of New York: 

H.R. 720. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 6 

The Congress shall have Power To 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore- 
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof. 

By Ms. JENKINS: 

H.R. 721. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8: 

The Congress shall have Power To lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defense and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Mr. KING of New York: 

H.R. 722. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 6 

The Congress shall have Power To 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore- 
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof. 

By Mr. LANGEVIN: 

H.R. 723. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, Clause 1 and Article 
IV, section 3 of the Constitution of the 
United States grant Congress the authority 
to enact this bill. 
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By Mr. LATTA: 

H.R. 724. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, cl. 3 

The Congress shall have the power... to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations, and 
among the states, and with Indian Tribes; 

By Ms. LEE of California: 

H.R. 725. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse- 
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. s 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico: 

H.R. 726. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 7 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico: 

H.R. 727. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 728. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT: 

H.R. 729. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, clause 1 

By Mr. MULVANEY: 

H.R. 780. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14. “To make 
Rules for the Government and Regulation of 
the land and naval Forces.” 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18. “To make 
all Laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into Execution the foregoing 
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this 
Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof.” 

This bill provides rules for the Govern- 
ment, specifically, for the Wildlife Services 
program of the Animal and Plant Health In- 
spection Service. This law is necessary and 
proper for carrying out the power to make 
rules for the proper operation of a division of 
the government of the United States. 

By Mr. RADEL: 

H.R. 731. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This law is enacted pursuant to the fol- 
lowing provisions of the United States Con- 
stitution: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3; Article 1, 
Section 8, Clause 14; Article 1, Section 8, 
Clause 18; 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN: 

H.R. 732. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. RUNYAN: 

H.R. 733. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Title I, Section 8 
By Mr. STIVERS: 

H.R. 734. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress’ power to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: 

H.R. 735. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The U.S. Constitution, including Article 1, 
Section 8. 

By Mr. WELCH: 

H.R. 736. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con- 
gress shall have Power To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Ms. WILSON of Florida: 
H.R. 737. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 The Congress 
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defense 
and general Welfare of the United States; but 
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: 

H.R. 738. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. WITTMAN: 

H.R. 739. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution of the United States grants Con- 
gress the authority to enact this bill. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 740. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 and Article 
1, Section 8, Clause 3. 

By Mr. NOLAN: 

H.J. Res. 29. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional Authority to Amend 
the Constitution is found in Article 5 of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. PRICE of Georgia: 

H.J. Res. 30. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V whereby the U.S. Constitution 
may be altered. 

By Mr. SCHIFF: 

H.J. Res. 31. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to Article V of the United 
States Constitution. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions as follows: 


H.R. 24: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. MILLER 
of Florida, Mr. Mica, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. 
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STUTZMAN, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. 
BOUSTANY, and Mr. FLEISCHMANN. 

H.R. 50: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. MICHAUD, 
Mr. TAKANO, and Mr. THOMPSON of California. 

H.R. 104: Mr. MESSER and Mr. COTTON. 

H.R. 111: Mr. PETERS of California, Mr. 
RUSH, and Mr. MCNERNEY. 

H.R. 124: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. 
LOBIONDO, and Mr. MICHAUD. 

H.R. 148: Mr. JEFFRIES and Mr. FARR. 

H.R. 164: Mr. GERLACH, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 
RoE of Tennessee, and Mr. WHITFIELD. 

H.R. 165: Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 182: Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. GEORGE MILLER 
of California, and Mr. HOLT. 

H.R. 183: Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. KING of 
New York, and Mr. BISHOP of New York. 


H.R. 203: Mr. GARDNER. 

H.R. 217: Mr. ROTHFUS. 

H.R. 220: Mr. UPTON. 

H.R. 286: Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H.R. 239: Mr. BARLETTA and Mr. MULVANEY. 

H.R. 241: Mr. WHITFIELD. 

H.R. 247: Mr. STIVERS and Mr. FINCHER. 

H.R. 268: Mr. DOGGETT. 

H.R. 273: Mr. MCHENRY and Mr. PERRY. 

H.R. 274: Mr. HOLT, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. 


MORAN, Ms. JENKINS, and Mr. CLAY. 

H.R. 280: Mr. SARBANES. 

H.R. 281: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 301: Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 

H.R. 308: Mr. Ross, Mr. BACHUS, and Mr. 
LOBIONDO. 

H.R. 318: Mr. ROYCE. 

H.R. 321: Ms. ESHOO and Ms. GABBARD. 

H.R. 324: Mr. MCINTYRE and Mr. CASSIDY. 

H.R. 335: Mr. WALDEN, Mr. RICE of South 
Carolina, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, and Mr. GIBBS. 

H.R. 352: Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, 
Mr. BENTIVOLIO, and Mr. LAMALFA. 

H.R. 359: Mr. LOBIONDO. 

H.R. 360: Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Ms. 
WILSON of Florida, Mr. HOLT, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
CLYBURN, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. HORSFORD, Mr. JEFFRIES, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. RAN- 
GEL, Mr. Scott of Virginia, Mr. VEASEY, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida, Ms. TITUS, Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. HOYER, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. SCHNEI- 
DER, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. MCNERNEY, 
Mr. DEUTCH, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. MATHE- 
SON, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. TONKO, and Mr. 
CONNOLLY. 

H.R. 366: Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. 
PAULSEN, and Mr. WALBERG. 

H.R. 3877: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. GARCIA, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, and 
Mr. VARGAS. 

H.R. 416: Mr. ROKITA and Mr. WEBER of 
Texas. 

H.R. 419: Mr. MCCAUL and Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 447: Mr. ROKITA, Mrs. NOEM, Mr. 
KLINE, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, and Mr. SCALISE. 
H.R. 454: Mr. PITTS and Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 

H.R. 492: Mr. MESSER, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. BENTIVOLIO, Mr. BENISHEK, 
Mr. DESANTIS, and Mr. LAMALFA. 

H.R. 493: Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. PoE of 
Texas, Mr. HALL, and Mr. LIPINSKI. 

H.R. 497: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, and Mr. MATHESON. 

H.R. 503: Mr. BUTTERFIELD and Mr. ROKITA. 

H.R. 517: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
MORAN, and Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 530: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 


1440 


H.R. 540: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN. 

H.R. 557: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. 

H.R. 578: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. JOR- 
DAN, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. MEADOWS, and Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina. 

H.R. 580: Mr. GERLACH, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, 
and Mr. PEARCE. 

H.R. 582: Mr. HALL, Mr. POSEY, and Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee. 

H.R. 583: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 

H.R. 584: Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN, 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, and Mr. 
BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 588: Ms. GABBARD, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
and Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 597: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 612: Mr. MARINO. 

H.R. 618: Mr. MCGOVERN. 


H.R. 627: Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. TIBERI, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. FARR, and Mr. LANCE. 

H.R. 629: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 

H.R. 636: Mr. McINTYRE, Mr. KILMER, Ms. 
DELBENE, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, Ms. TITUS, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. BARBER, Mr. 


LEVIN, Mr. WELCH, Mr. HECK of Washington, 
and Mr. LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 661: Mr. HOLT, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. 
RUSH. 

H.R. 673: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. 
MESSER, Mr. WOLF, and Mr. REED. 

H.R. 675: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 

H.R. 676: Mr. HOLT, Mr. LEWIS, and Mr. 
Scott of Virginia. 

H.J. Res. 11: Mr. NUNNELEE. 

H.J. Res. 25: Ms. GABBARD and Mrs. NAPOLI- 
TANO. 

H.J. Res. 26: Mr. POSEY. 

H. Con. Res. 3: Mr. BENISHEK. 

H. Res. 11: Mr. COHEN, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, and Mr. POCAN. 

H. Res. 12: Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. HUFFMAN, and 
Mr. POCAN. 

H. Res. 24: Mr. HARPER, Mr. CASSIDY, and 
Mrs. ROBY. 

H. Res. 30: Ms. CLARKE, Mr. REED, Ms. ZOE 
LOFGREN, Ms. GABBARD, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. 
LYNCH, Mr. THOMPSON of California, and Mr. 
POCAN. 

H. Res. 36: Mr. JONES and Mr. SCALISE. 

H. Res. 51: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. TAKANO. 

H. Res. 65: Mr. PoE of Texas, Mr. CHABOT, 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. KINZINGER of Illi- 
nois, Mr. RADEL, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. HOLDING, 
Mr. MESSER, Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 
Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN, Mr. TURNER, Mr. KELLY, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. PERRY, Mr. COL- 
LINS of Georgia, Mr. YOHO, and Mr. COOK. 


Ee 


AMENDMENTS 


Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro- 
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 273 
OFFERED By: MR. VAN HOLLEN 

AMENDMENT No. 1: Page 2, after line 11, add 
the following: 

SEC. 2. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act (excluding sec- 
tion 1) may be cited as the “Balanced Ap- 
proach to Deficit Reduction”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.— 

Sec. 2. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I—BUDGET PROCESS AMEND- 
MENTS TO REPLACE FISCAL YEAR 2013 
SEQUESTRATION 

Sec. 101. Repeal and replace the 2013 seques- 

ter. 
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Sec. 102. Protecting veterans programs from 
sequester. 


TITLE II—AGRICULTURAL SAVINGS 


Sec. 201. One-year extension of agricultural 
commodity programs, except 
direct payment programs. 


TITLE III—OIL AND GAS SUBSIDIES 


Sec. 301. Limitation on section 199 deduction 
attributable to oil, natural gas, 
or primary products thereof. 

302. Prohibition on using last-in, first- 
out accounting for major inte- 
grated oil companies. 

303. Modifications of foreign tax credit 
rules applicable to major inte- 
grated oil companies which are 
dual capacity taxpayers. 


TITLE IV—THE BUFFETT RULE 


401. Fair share tax on high-income tax- 
payers. 


TITLE V—SENSE OF THE HOUSE 


501. Sense of the House on the need for 
a fair, balanced and bipartisan 
approach to long-term deficit 
reduction. 


TITLE I—BUDGET PROCESS AMENDMENTS 
TO REPLACE FISCAL YEAR 2013 SEQUES- 
TRATION 

SEC. 101. REPEAL AND REPLACE THE 2013 SE- 

QUESTER. 

(a) ELIMINATION OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2013 
SEQUESTRATION FOR DISCRETIONARY SPEND- 
ING.—Section 251A(7)(A) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 is repealed. 

(b) ELIMINATION OF THE FISCAL YEAR 20138 
SEQUESTRATION FOR DIRECT SPENDING.—Any 
sequestration order issued by the President 
under the Balanced Budget and Emergency 
Deficit Control Act of 1985 to carry out re- 
ductions to direct spending for fiscal year 
2013 pursuant to section 251A of such Act 
shall have no force or effect. 

(c) SAVINGS.—The savings set forth by the 
enactment of title II shall achieve the sav- 
ings that would otherwise have occurred as a 
result of the sequestration under section 
251A of the Balanced Budget and Emergency 
Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

SEC. 102. PROTECTING VETERANS PROGRAMS 

FROM SEQUESTER. 

Section 256(e)(2)(E) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 is 
repealed. 

TITLE II—AGRICULTURAL SAVINGS 

SEC. 201. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AGRICUL- 

TURAL COMMODITY PROGRAMS, EX- 
CEPT DIRECT PAYMENT PROGRAMS. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Except as provided in sub- 
section (b) and notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the authorities provided by 
each provision of title I of the Food, Con- 
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public 
Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 1651) and each amend- 
ment made by that title (and for mandatory 
programs at such funding levels), as in effect 
on September 30, 2018, shall continue, and 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall carry out 
the authorities, until September 30, 2014. 

(b) TERMINATION OF DIRECT PAYMENT PRO- 
GRAMS.— 

(1) COVERED COMMODITIES.—The extension 
provided by subsection (a) shall not apply 
with respect to the direct payment program 
under section 1103 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8713). 

(2) PEANUTS.—The extension provided by 
subsection (a) shall not apply with respect to 
the direct payment program under section 
1803 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7953). 
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(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
take effect on the earlier of— 

(1) the date of the enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) September 30, 2013. 

TITLE ITI—OIL AND GAS SUBSIDIES 
SEC. 301. LIMITATION ON SECTION 199 DEDUC- 
TION ATTRIBUTABLE TO OIL, NAT- 
URAL GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS 
THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION.—Paragraph (4) of 
section 199(c) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘(E) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN OIL AND GAS 
INCOME.—In the case of any taxpayer who is 
a major integrated oil company (as defined 
in section 167(h)(5)(B)) for the taxable year, 
the term ‘domestic production gross re- 
ceipts’ shall not include gross receipts from 
the production, transportation, or distribu- 
tion of oil, natural gas, or any primary prod- 
uct (within the meaning of subsection (d)(9)) 
thereof.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years ending after December 31, 2013. 

SEC. 302. PROHIBITION ON USING LAST-IN, FIRST- 
OUT ACCOUNTING FOR MAJOR INTE- 
GRATED OIL COMPANIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 472 of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘(h) MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL COMPANIES.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of this 
section, a major integrated oil company (as 
defined in section 167(h)(5)(B)) may not use 
the method provided in subsection (b) in 
inventorying of any goods.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE AND SPECIAL RULE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendment made by 
subsection (a) shall apply to taxable years 
ending after December 31, 2018. 

(2) CHANGE IN METHOD OF ACCOUNTING.—In 
the case of any taxpayer required by the 
amendment made by this section to change 
its method of accounting for its first taxable 
year ending after December 31, 2013— 

(A) such change shall be treated as initi- 
ated by the taxpayer, 

(B) such change shall be treated as made 
with the consent of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and 

(C) the net amount of the adjustments re- 
quired to be taken into account by the tax- 
payer under section 481 of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 shall be taken into account 
ratably over a period (not greater than 8 tax- 
able years) beginning with such first taxable 
year. 

SEC. 303. MODIFICATIONS OF FOREIGN TAX 
CREDIT RULES APPLICABLE TO 
MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL COMPA- 
NIES WHICH ARE DUAL CAPACITY 
TAXPAYERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 901 of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re- 
designating subsection (n) as subsection (0) 
and by inserting after subsection (m) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

‘“(n) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO MAJOR IN- 
TEGRATED OIL COMPANIES WHICH ARE DUAL 
CAPACITY TAXPAYERS.— 

“(1) GENERAL RULE.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this chapter, any amount 
paid or accrued by a dual capacity taxpayer 
which is a major integrated oil company (as 
defined in section 167(h)(5)(B)) to a foreign 
country or possession of the United States 
for any period shall not be considered a tax— 

“(A) if, for such period, the foreign country 
or possession does not impose a generally ap- 
plicable income tax, or 

“(B) to the extent such amount exceeds the 
amount (determined in accordance with reg- 
ulations) which— 
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“(i) is paid by such dual capacity taxpayer 
pursuant to the generally applicable income 
tax imposed by the country or possession, or 

“(ii) would be paid if the generally applica- 

ble income tax imposed by the country or 
possession were applicable to such dual ca- 
pacity taxpayer. 
Nothing in this paragraph shall be construed 
to imply the proper treatment of any such 
amount not in excess of the amount deter- 
mined under subparagraph (B). 

‘(2) DUAL CAPACITY TAXPAYER.—For pur- 
poses of this subsection, the term ‘dual ca- 
pacity taxpayer’ means, with respect to any 
foreign country or possession of the United 
States, a person who— 

“(A) is subject to a levy of such country or 
possession, and 

“(B) receives (or will receive) directly or 
indirectly a specific economic benefit (as de- 
termined in accordance with regulations) 
from such country or possession. 

‘(3) GENERALLY APPLICABLE INCOME TAX.— 
For purposes of this subsection— 

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘generally ap- 
plicable income tax’ means an income tax 
(or a series of income taxes) which is gen- 
erally imposed under the laws of a foreign 
country or possession on income derived 
from the conduct of a trade or business with- 
in such country or possession. 

“(B) EXCEPTIONS.—Such term shall not in- 
clude a tax unless it has substantial applica- 
tion, by its terms and in practice, to— 

“(i) persons who are not dual capacity tax- 
payers, and 

“(ii) persons who are citizens or residents 
of the foreign country or possession.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
this section shall apply to taxes paid or ac- 
crued in taxable years beginning after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) CONTRARY TREATY OBLIGATIONS 
UPHELD.—The amendments made by this sec- 
tion shall not apply to the extent contrary 
to any treaty obligation of the United 
States. 

TITLE IV—THE BUFFETT RULE 
SEC. 401. FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH-INCOME TAX- 
PAYERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter A of chapter 1 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new part: 

“PART VII—FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH- 

INCOME TAXPAYERS 
“SEC. 59B. FAIR SHARE TAX. 

“(a) GENERAL RULE.— 

“(1) PHASE-IN OF TAX.—In the case of any 
high-income taxpayer, there is hereby im- 
posed for a taxable year (in addition to any 
other tax imposed by this subtitle) a tax 
equal to the product of— 

“(A) the amount determined under para- 
graph (2), and 

“(B) a fraction (not to exceed 1)— 

“(i) the numerator of which is the excess 
of— 

‘(T) the taxpayer’s adjusted gross income, 
over 

“(ID the dollar amount in effect under sub- 
section (c)(1), and 
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“(ii) the denominator of which is the dollar 
amount in effect under subsection (c)(1). 

(2) AMOUNT OF TAX.—The amount of tax 
determined under this paragraph is an 
amount equal to the excess (if any) of— 

“(A) the tentative fair share tax for the 
taxable year, over 

“(B) the excess of— 

“(i) the sum of— 

“(I) the regular tax liability (as defined in 
section 26(b)) for the taxable year, 

“(II) the tax imposed by section 55 for the 
taxable year, plus 

““(IIT) the payroll tax for the taxable year, 
over 

“(i) the credits allowable under part IV of 
subchapter A (other than sections 27(a), 31, 
and 34). 


“(b) TENTATIVE FAIR SHARE TAX.—For pur- 
poses of this section— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The tentative fair share 
tax for the taxable year is 30 percent of the 
excess of— 

“(A) the adjusted gross income of the tax- 
payer, over 

“(B) the modified charitable contribution 
deduction for the taxable year. 

‘(2) MODIFIED CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTION 
DEDUCTION.—For purposes of paragraph (1)— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The modified charitable 
contribution deduction for any taxable year 
is an amount equal to the amount which 
bears the same ratio to the deduction allow- 
able under section 170 (section 642(c) in the 
case of a trust or estate) for such taxable 
year as— 

“(i) the amount of itemized deductions al- 
lowable under the regular tax (as defined in 
section 55) for such taxable year, determined 
after the application of section 68, bears to 

‘“(ii) such amount, determined before the 
application of section 68. 

“(B) TAXPAYER MUST ITEMIZE.—In the case 
of any individual who does not elect to 
itemize deductions for the taxable year, the 
modified charitable contribution deduction 
shall be zero. 


‘“(c) HIGH-INCOME TAXPAYER.—For purposes 
of this section— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘high-income 
taxpayer’ means, with respect to any taxable 
year, any taxpayer (other than a corpora- 
tion) with an adjusted gross income for such 
taxable year in excess of $1,000,000 (50 percent 
of such amount in the case of a married indi- 
vidual who files a separate return). 

‘‘(2) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a taxable 
year beginning after 2014, the $1,000,000 
amount under paragraph (1) shall be in- 
creased by an amount equal to— 

“() such dollar amount, multiplied by 

“Gi) the cost-of-living adjustment deter- 
mined under section 1(f)(8) for the calendar 
year in which the taxable year begins, deter- 
mined by substituting ‘calendar year 2013’ 
for ‘calendar year 1992’ in subparagraph (B) 
thereof. 

““(B) ROUNDING.—If any amount as adjusted 
under subparagraph (A) is not a multiple of 
$10,000, such amount shall be rounded to the 
next lowest multiple of $10,000. 


1441 


“(d) PAYROLL TAX.—For purposes of this 
section, the payroll tax for any taxable year 
is an amount equal to the excess of— 

“(1) the taxes imposed on the taxpayer 
under sections 1401, 1411, 3101, 3201, and 
3211(a) (to the extent such taxes are attrib- 
utable to the rate of tax in effect under sec- 
tion 3101) with respect to such taxable year 
or wages or compensation received during 
the taxable year, over 

‘(2) the deduction allowable under section 
164(f) for such taxable year. 

‘(e) SPECIAL RULE FOR ESTATES AND 
TRUSTS.—For purposes of this section, in the 
case of an estate or trust, adjusted gross in- 
come shall be computed in the manner de- 
scribed in section 67(e). 

‘(f) NOT TREATED AS TAX IMPOSED BY THIS 
CHAPTER FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.—The tax 
imposed under this section shall not be 
treated as tax imposed by this chapter for 
purposes of determining the amount of any 
credit under this chapter (other than the 
credit allowed under section 27(a)) or for pur- 
poses of section 55.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
26(b)(2) of such Code is amended by redesig- 
nating subparagraphs (C) through (X) as sub- 
paragraphs (D) through (Y), respectively, and 
by inserting after subparagraph (B) the fol- 
lowing new subparagraph: 

“(C) section 59B (relating to fair share 
tax),’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
parts for subchapter A of chapter 1 of such 
Code is amended by adding at the end the 
following new item: 


“Part VII—Fair Share Tax on High-Income 
Taxpayers”. 


(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2013. 


TITLE V—SENSE OF THE HOUSE 


SEC. 501. SENSE OF THE HOUSE ON THE NEED 
FOR A FAIR, BALANCED AND BIPAR- 
TISAN APPROACH TO LONG-TERM 
DEFICIT REDUCTION. 

(a) The House finds that— 

(1) every bipartisan commission has rec- 
ommended — and the majority of Americans 
agree — that we should take a balanced, bi- 
partisan approach to reducing the deficit 
that addresses both revenue and spending; 
and 

(2) sequestration is a meat-ax approach to 
deficit reduction that imposes deep and 
mindless cuts, regardless of their impact on 
vital services and investments. 

(b) It is the sense of the House that the 
Congress should replace the entire 10-year 
sequester established by the Budget Control 
Act of 2011 with a balanced approach that 
would increase revenues without increasing 
the tax burden on middle-income Americans, 
and decrease long-term spending while main- 
taining the Medicare guarantee, protecting 
Social Security and a strong social safety 
net, and making strategic investments in 
education, science, research, and critical in- 
frastructure necessary to compete in the 
global economy. 
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SENATE—Thursday, February 14, 2013 


The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Honorable BRIAN 
SCHATZ, a Senator from the State of 
Hawaii. 


PRAYER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Today’s 
opening prayer will be offered by the 
guest Chaplain, Rev. Edward T. 
Kelaher, of All Saints Church, Chevy 
Chase, MD. 

The guest Chaplain offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Father God, You alone are the sov- 
ereign Lord of this great Nation. Send 
Your Spirit among the men and women 
of this Chamber that Your will on 
Earth may be done as it is in Heaven. 

People suffer, children hunger, labor- 
ers strain under their burdens, and 
those without a voice cry out in si- 
lence. Yet we stand before You at risk 
of doing little or nothing to comfort 
and relieve them unless our hearts are 
yielded to You alone. There is nothing 
we can do without You. 

Give our Senators wisdom beyond 
human understanding, courage beyond 
their human hearts, and a sense of ur- 
gency and benevolence that matches 
Your own. Lord, as You hear the cries 
and prayers of Your people, enable our 
leaders by Your Holy Spirit to hear 
likewise in humility and charity. 

We pray these words in Your holy 
Name. Amen. 


ES 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Honorable BRIAN SCHATZ led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The legislative clerk read the fol- 
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, February 14, 2013. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable BRIAN SCHATZ, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Hawaii, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. SCHATZ thereupon assumed the 

chair as Acting President pro tempore. 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 


pore. The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 
Ee 
SCHEDULE 


Mr. REID. Following my remarks, 
the Senate will resume consideration 
of the nomination of Senator Hagel to 
be Secretary of Defense. 

Yesterday I filed cloture on the Hagel 
nomination. That vote will occur to- 
morrow morning. 


EE 


HAGEL NOMINATION 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, in less than 
2 hours our country will be without a 
Secretary of Defense at a time when we 
have a war going on in Afghanistan and 
about 70,000 troops there. We have a nu- 
clear weapon which was detonated in 
North Korea a few days ago. They are 
threatening, as they have publicly on 
other occasions, but after this bomb 
was set off, that they are doing it to at- 
tack us. We have this situation in Iran 
with all their very militaristic state- 
ments against us. 

All over the world America is in- 
volved in matters dealing with our 
military. I met the night before last in 
my office with the man who killed 
Osama bin Laden. I talked to him 
about his 16-year career as a SEAL and 
the places he went around the world 
protecting the interests of the United 
States. It wasn’t just in Afghanistan, 
not only in Pakistan, but all over the 
world. 

To think we have now in the Senate 
a situation where we are going to wind 
up without a Secretary of Defense at 
this time. We had all the talk—you 
know, we have some questions about 
Senator Hagel. 

Keep in mind he is a Republican. 
They say: We have some questions to 
ask. But publicly a significant number 
of Republican Senators have said they 
would not filibuster. 

Remember, there has never in the 
history of the country been a filibuster 
of a Defense Secretary nominee—never. 

I needed to file cloture. Not all the 
shows, but a number of shows, attacked 
me last night. They said: We told REID 
and all these people we shouldn’t have 
agreed to the rules changes because 
this is what we have going on. 

I am ignoring that, but it is shocking 
that my Republican colleagues would 
leave the Nation without a fully em- 
powered Secretary of Defense during 
all the things we have going on in the 


world, including a war. Several of my 
colleagues requested a letter from the 
President. A letter was sent at their re- 
quest to the chairman of the com- 
mittee, which is standard procedure, 
with Senator LEVIN answering all their 
questions. 

They said: We need that letter so we 
may vote. One stall after another. I am 
told now that the letter was sent to the 
chairman of the committee, and that is 
not good enough. They want it sent to 
individual Senators. 

This isn’t high school getting ready 
for a football game or some play that is 
being produced at high school, we are 
trying to confirm somebody to run the 
defense of our country, the military of 
our country. That letter was received 
yesterday about 4 o’clock, and now 
they have indicated they want some- 
thing else. 

A committee of jurisdiction, the 
Armed Services Committee, has exten- 
sive information on Chuck Hagel. They 
have as much information that is 
available on the Benghazi situation: 
testimony from administration offi- 
cials, from multiple committees, and 
from an independent review board. Sec- 
retary Clinton testified; Secretary Pa- 
netta, who is going to be leaving his 
job in less than 2 hours; Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs, Martin Dempsey; and 
others have all testified regarding the 
attack that claimed four American 
lives. Chuck Hagel had nothing to do 
with the attack in Benghazi. Stating 
the administration hasn’t been forth- 
coming is outlandish. 

There are serious consequences to 
this delay, consequences that are oc- 
curring right now. 

The President is making some impor- 
tant decisions about Afghanistan. He 
announced to the world just a day or 
two ago that 34,000 troops will be com- 
ing home during the next year from Af- 
ghanistan. We are negotiating with the 
Afghan Government regarding how we 
will support them beyond 2014. Nego- 
tiations are going on right now. 

I heard today from former Senator 
John Kerry that he is headed for the 
Middle East. Why? Syria. That is some- 
thing else the Secretary of Defense has 
to be concerned about. 

Next week while we are on recess— 
while we are on recess—they are hav- 
ing a NATO Defense Ministers meeting 
in Brussels about what to do to coordi- 
nate our approach on Afghanistan and 
the rest of our obligations as members 
of NATO. It is going to be somewhat 
unusual that the United States isn’t 
represented by the Secretary of De- 
fense. We will not have one if we don’t 
get this done this week. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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I am sure they are going to focus on 
how to end the war responsibly in Af- 
ghanistan, how our alliance will work 
together through the time of transi- 
tion, and how we can ensure Afghani- 
stan doesn’t become a safe haven for 
al-Qaida again. We need a Secretary of 
Defense at that meeting. It sends a ter- 
rible signal to the hundreds of thou- 
sands of troops we have around the 
world and the military personnel in the 
United States that we are not going to 
have a Secretary of Defense. 

Republicans are telling our troops: 
Well, you may have a leader later. 
What is going on in Europe, the Brus- 
sels conference, doesn’t really matter. 

It sends a terrible signal not only to 
our military personnel but to the 
world. 

He has answered exhaustive ques- 
tions about his record. He has the sup- 
port of the President of the United 
States. 

I heard a lot of speeches from the 
other side saying the President should 
have the right to choose whomever he 
wants. He has the support of this body, 
the majority vote in this body, and this 
democracy. We are a nation at war. We 
are, whether we like it or not, the 
world’s indispensable leader. We are. 

For the sake of our national security 
it is time to put aside this political 
theater, and that is what it is. People 
are worried about primary elections. 
We know how the tea party goes after 
Republicans when they aren’t conserv- 
ative enough. Is that something they 
need to have on their resume: I filibus- 
tered one of the President’s nominees? 
Is that what they want? 

The filibuster of Senator Hagel’s 
nomination is unprecedented. I repeat, 
not a single nominee for Secretary of 
Defense of our country has ever been 
filibustered—never, ever. AS we all 
know, in a matter of days across-the- 
board cuts are going to take place, and 
it will affect defense to the tune of $600 
billion. Wouldn’t it be nice if we had a 
Secretary of Defense to work things 
out? 

Leon Panetta, after more than 30 
years of service to this country—Con- 
gress, chairman of the Budget Com- 
mittee, OMB, the President’s Chief of 
Staff, head of the CIA, Secretary of De- 
fense—after all these years has gone 
home to his farm, his family in Cali- 
fornia. 

We do not have, as of 12 o’clock 
today, a Secretary of Defense. These 
across-the-board cuts are going to be 
very difficult. The Pentagon needs a 
leader to oversee and manage historic 
cuts and ensure they are made in a re- 
sponsible way. 

A moment about Hagel. He was an 
enlisted man in the Vietnam war. He 
didn’t have to go; he enlisted. The 
story of Senator Hagel is not a legend, 
it is true. He was a heroic warrior. He 
was an infantryman. He saved his 
brother’s life. 
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When he was a Senator here the pic- 
ture he had was of him and his brother 
in Vietnam on a personnel carrier. He 
is proud of his service. He should be. He 
was wounded two times, an infantry 
squad leader, and a man of integrity 
and dedication who has a deep under- 
standing of our national security es- 
tablishment. This came not only from 
his military service but as a Senator, a 
member of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee, and a member of the Intel- 
ligence Committee. He has been a 
member of the President’s Foreign In- 
telligence Advisory Board. 

At a time when America faces so 
many threats—I have outlined just a 
few of them—all across the world our 
Nation needs a man of Senator Hagel’s 
combination of strategic and personal 
knowledge. We need a Secretary of De- 
fense. It is tragic that they have de- 
cided to filibuster this qualified nomi- 
nee. It is really unfortunate. 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Republican leader is recog- 
nized. 


EE 
A FAMILIAR SCENARIO 


Mr. McCONNELL. In just 15 days sig- 
nificant across-the-board cuts are set 
to take effect unless the President and 
the Senate Democrats come up with a 
plan to replace them with smarter, tar- 
geted spending reductions. The Presi- 
dent and the Senate majority have 
known about this deadline for more 
than a year. Yet here we are just days 
before the so-called sequester is set to 
hit, and a familiar scenario is playing 
out once again. It goes something like 
this: 

Phase 1. Republicans identify a chal- 
lenge and actually propose a solution. 

Phase 2. Liberals sit on their hands 
until the last minute. 

Phase 3. They offer some gimmicky 
tax hike designed to fail and then 
blame everybody else when it does. 

Phases 1 and 2 have gone exactly ac- 
cording to plan. House Republicans 
proposed and passed plans to replace 
the sequester months ago. As if on cue, 
Senate Democrats have doggedly re- 
fused to consider any of them, much 
less offer any of their own. Here we are 
again at phase 3. That means it is now 
time for them to swoop in with the 
gimmick. 

That is why our friends on the other 
side have been huddled behind closed 
doors with pollsters and PR 
spinmeisters. They have been busy de- 
vising the most appealing-sounding tax 
hikes they can think of. 

Don’t believe me? Just watch what 
happens now. Later today, Senate 
Democrats are expected to roll out the 
gimmick. Remember, this is not a solu- 
tion. Even they know it can’t pass. But 
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that is the idea. It is a political stunt 
designed to mask the fact they have of- 
fered no solutions and don’t plan to 
offer any solutions. It is a total waste 
of time. 

For nearly 2 months, I have been 
coming to the floor to ask Senate 
Democrats to work with us on a bill 
that could pass both Houses of Con- 
gress. If they were the least bit serious 
about a solution, they have had more 
than a year to write a bill in com- 
mittee, bring it to the floor, vote on 
amendments, get it to the House and 
fix this. 

Instead, they have waited right up 
until the moment of crisis, just as they 
always do, and then they get together 
not with the goal of finding a solution 
but to hatch an escape plan aimed at 
making Republicans look like the bad 
guys. Their whole goal here isn’t to 
solve the problem, it is to have a show 
vote that is designed to fail, call it a 
day, and wait for someone else to pick 
up the pieces. 

My message this morning is quite 
simple: There won’t be any easy off- 
ramps on this one. The days of elev- 
enth hour negotiations are over. Wash- 
ington Democrats have gotten used to 
Republicans bailing them out of their 
own lack of responsibility. But those 
days have passed. Look, they run the 
Senate; they run the White House. It is 
time they started acting like it. 

As a first step, Senate Democrats 
need to honor their pledge to return to 
regular order. Legislation that passes 
through this Chamber should be writ- 
ten with input from both parties. It 
should get a fair public vetting in com- 
mittee, and Senators should get a 
chance to offer amendments. Just yes- 
terday, the President’s own Treasury 
nominee called for a return to regular 
order. 

So it is time for the President and 
Senate Democrats to put the games 
and gimmicks aside. It is time they 
stopped waiting until the last minute 
to get things done around here. People 
are tired of it. I know my constituents 
in Kentucky are certainly tired of it. 
They have had enough of the political 
theater. It is time to put the stunts 
aside and actually work on real solu- 
tions. That is what we were sent here 
to do, and we should do it. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 


—— 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


NOMINATION OF CHARLES TIM- 
OTHY HAGEL TO BE SECRETARY 
OF DEFENSE 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 

pore. Under the previous order, the 
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Senate will proceed to executive ses- 
sion to consider the following nomina- 
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Department of Defense. Nomination of 
Charles Timothy Hagel, of Nebraska, to be 
Secretary. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, it has 
been suggested that the Senate should 
not move forward with Senator Hagel’s 
nomination, alleging he has not com- 
plied with requests that he produce 
speeches. In fact, the standard com- 
mittee questionnaire requires nomi- 
nees to provide a copy of ‘‘any formal 
speeches you have delivered during the 
last 5 years of which you have copies.” 
Senator Hagel complied with this re- 
quirement before his hearing 2 weeks 
ago. 

Before the hearing, a number of re- 
quests were received from Republican 
Members that Senator Hagel seek and 
obtain and provide to the committee 
some transcripts of additional speech- 
es. In fact, hundreds of pages of tran- 
scripts were, in fact, supplied to the 
committee before the hearing, in addi- 
tion to those he had submitted in re- 
sponse to the committee questionnaire. 

Since then, we have received two ad- 
ditional requests for specific speeches, 
and in each case we forwarded to Sen- 
ator Hagel the requests. He sought and 
provided transcripts of speeches for 
which he had no prepared remarks and 
of which he had no copies. So he has re- 
sponded to those requests, and where 
he was able to obtain a transcript or a 
video of the speech from the organiza- 
tion he addressed, he provided a copy. 
Where no such materials existed, he 
told us that was the case. 

Senator Hagel was informed that a 
video of his remarks existed in one of 
those cases but that the organization 
had been unable to find it. The organi- 
zation has now located the video, and 
it will be provided to the majority and 
minority staffs of the committee 
today. 

In the last few days there has been 
some finding of transcripts or videos 
that have surfaced on the Internet—a 
handful of 2008 and 2009 speeches that 
Senator Hagel did not recollect. So I 
ask unanimous consent that a list of 
links to the Web transcripts or Web 
videos and a list of Senator Hagel’s po- 
tentially relevant Senate speeches that 
are a part of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD from 2008 be printed in the 
RECORD immediately following my re- 
marks. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, Senator 
Hagel stated in his financial disclosure 
that he received $200,000 from Corsair 
Capital, which is a private equity firm, 
and he was a member of its advisory 
board. It has been alleged that Senator 
Hagel failed to provide complete finan- 
cial disclosure, despite the admitted 
lack of evidence of any kind, and a 
highly negative innuendo was dropped 
by one of our colleagues which said 
that, and I quote, ‘‘it is, at a minimum, 
relevant to know if that $200,000’’—re- 
ferring to those fees from Corsair Cap- 
ital—‘‘that [Senator Hagel] deposited 
in his bank account came directly from 
Saudi Arabia, [or] from North 
Korea. .. .’’ Without any evidence of 
any kind, that kind of innuendo has 
been dropped here. It is inappropriate, 
unfair, untrue. 

Senator Hagel has provided the same 
financial disclosure and met the same 
conflict of interest standards that the 
committee requires of all previous 
nominees. As I explained in a February 
8, 2013, letter to my ranking member, 
Senator INHOFE: 

Our committee has a well-defined set of fi- 
nancial disclosure and ethics requirements 
which apply to all nominees for civilian posi- 
tions in the Department of Defense. .. . We 
have applied these disclosure requirements 
and followed this process for all nominees of 
both parties throughout the 16 years that I 
have served as Chairman or Ranking Minor- 
ity Member of the [Armed Services] com- 
mittee. I understand that the same financial 
disclosure requirements and processes were 
followed for at least the previous 10 years, 
during which Senator Sam Nunn served as 
Chairman or Ranking Minority Member. 

And I added: 

During this period, the committee has con- 
firmed eight Secretaries of Defense (Secre- 
taries Carlucci, Cheney, Aspin, Perry, Cohen, 
Rumsfeld, Gates, and Panetta), as well as 
hundreds of nominees for other senior civil- 
ian positions in the Department. ... The 
committee cannot have two different sets of 
financial disclosure standards for nominees— 
one for Senator Hagel and one for other 
nominees. 

As required by the Senate Armed 
Services Committee and by the Ethics 
in Government Act, Senator Hagel has 
disclosed all compensation over $5,000 
that he has received in the last 2 years. 
As required by the Armed Services 
Committee, he has received letters 
from the Director of the Office of Gov- 
ernment Ethics and the Acting Depart- 
ment of Defense General Counsel certi- 
fying that he has met all applicable fi- 
nancial disclosure and conflict of inter- 
est requirements. 

As required by the Armed Services 
Committee, he has answered a series of 
questions about possible foreign affili- 
ations. Among other questions, the 
committee asks whether during the 
last 10 years the nominee or his spouse 
has “received any compensation from, 
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or been involved in any financial or 
business transactions with, a foreign 
government or an entity controlled by 
a foreign government.” And Senator 
Hagel’s answer was “No.” 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, will the 
distinguished chairman of the Armed 
Services Committee yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LEVIN. I will be happy to. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I have 
listened to the recitation. Basically 
what the Senator is saying is that all 
the rules that were in place for nomi- 
nees to the Department of Defense 
under Republican Presidents are being 
followed for Senator Hagel. But there 
are some who want to go beyond those 
and create new rules beyond those for 
Vice President Cheney when he was 
Secretary or Donald Rumsfeld or Gates 
or any of the other Secretaries of De- 
fense. The Senator is saying some now 
want to do something different for this 
nominee of President Obama’s than the 
practices they found totally acceptable 
for the nominees of President Bush? 

Mr. LEVIN. The Senator is correct. A 
number of our colleagues have made 
that demand, and it is simply not 
something on which we are going to set 
a precedent. It is not the way to pro- 
ceed in this body. 

Mr. LEAHY. I stand with the Senator 
from Michigan. In the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, we follow the same procedure 
for our judicial nominees regardless of 
the party of the President who nomi- 
nates them. If we begin switching the 
rules depending upon who is Presi- 
dent—well, if we think the American 
public holds Congress in low esteem 
right now, it is going to get even 
worse. So I compliment the Senator for 
sticking to the rules. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I thank 
my good friend from Vermont. 

Just to complete my statement on 
the financial part, this is relative to 
the fees he received when he was on the 
advisory board of Corsair Capital. 

This is a company he does not con- 
trol. He is not in a position to require 
that it disclose anything. The other 
members of the advisory board—all of 
whom are identified, by the way, on 
the company’s Web site—include the 
chairman of JPMorgan Chase Inter- 
national, who is a laureate of the 2002 
Israel Prize in Economics and a recipi- 
ent of the Scopus Award from Hebrew 
University. Other members of the advi- 
sory board: the former director of in- 
vestments for Yale University and the 
former chairman of the Financial Serv- 
ices Authority, which is responsible for 
regulating the insurance industry in 
the United Kingdom. So the innuendo 
that Corsair Capital is somehow a pup- 
pet entity that is funneling tainted 
money to members of its advisory 
board is unfair. It is totally inappro- 
priate. 

Senator INHOFE said yesterday that 
he is not filibustering this nomination. 
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He is just insisting on a 60-vote re- 
quirement for Senate approval. And he 
said it is not unusual to insist on 60 
votes for the approval of a nominee and 
this was done during the Bush adminis- 
tration for the nomination of Stephen 
Johnson to be EPA Administrator and 
the nomination of Dirk Kempthorne to 
be Secretary of the Interior. 


Well, the Senate rules do not provide 
for 60-vote approval of nominations or 
any other matter. These rules establish 
a 60-vote requirement to invoke cloture 
and end debate. If 60 votes are required 
here, it is because there is filibuster. 
There is no 60-vote requirement for the 
approval of a nomination, and the two 
examples cited by Senator INHOFE ac- 
tually prove this point. On the nomina- 
tion of Stephen Johnson, cloture was 
invoked by a 61-to-37 vote on April 29, 
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2005. On the nomination of Dirk Kemp- 
thorne, cloture was invoked by an 85- 
to-8 vote on May 26, 2006. But—and this 
is the point—after the debate was 
ended by those votes on cloture, the 
nominations were confirmed by regular 
votes of this body. And those regular 
votes are either a voice vote or a ma- 
jority vote on a rollcall vote. 

So that history is, again, an example 
of how the Senate operates. Sixty votes 
is not required to approve a bill or ap- 
prove a nomination. If a matter is 
being filibustered, 60 votes is required 
to end the debate, and then, if the de- 
bate is ended, there is a vote on a nom- 
ination or a bill. 

No nomination for the position of 
Secretary of Defense has ever before 
been filibustered. This filibuster breaks 
new ground. The filibuster of a nomina- 
tion for Secretary of Defense is the 
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first one under any circumstances, and 
it is unwise. The Department is facing 
a budget crisis that was described as a 
10 on a scale of 1 to 10 by the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. So a fili- 
buster at this time of a budget crisis is 
exceptionally ill-advised. Leaving the 
Department of Defense leaderless at a 
time when we are in an Afghan con- 
flict, when North Korea has just ex- 
ploded a nuclear device is exception- 
ally ill-advised. And perhaps most im- 
portant, having a Department of De- 
fense that does not have a new Sec- 
retary confirmed is unfair to the men 
and women in uniform. It sends them 
exactly the wrong message, as it does 
to our friends and our adversaries 
around the world. 


Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
EXHIBIT 1 


ADDITIONAL SPEECHES AND EVENTS BY CHUCK HAGEL THAT ARE AVAILABLE ON THE INTERNET 


December 4, 2008 ainiin as 

East”. 
May 16, 2009 
September 23, 2009 


October 2009 
May 28, 2012 .... 


Israeli Policy Forum Annual Event: “In His Own Words: Sen. Chuck Hagel on the Middle 


Georgetown University Commencement Speech 
2009 McCarthy Lecture—College of Saint Benedict/Saint John’s University 


Gerald R. Ford School of Public Policy—University of Michigan 
50th Anniversary of the Vietnam War Commemoration 


http://mycatbirdseat.com/2012/12/35795-senator-chuck-hagel-keynote-speech-israel-policy- 


forum-annual-event/ 


http://commencement09.georgetown.edu?p=620 

http://www.csbsju.edu/McCarthy-Center/McCarthy-Lecture/McCarthy-Lecture-Archieve/2009- 
Lecture-htm 

http://www. fordschool.umich.edu/events/calendar/148/ 

http://www. vietnamwar50th.com/media_center/the_honorable_chuck_hagel_memorial_day- 


2012_speech/ 


SPEECHES THAT SENATOR GAVE ON THE SENATE FLOOR IN 2008 THAT COULD BE RELEVANT TO HIS NOMINATION 


February 28, 2008 .. 
May 8, 2008 .. 
May 20, 2008 
May 20, 2008 
June 12, 2008 
October 2, 2008 . 


Senate Floor Speech re: GI Bill 
Senate Floor Statement re. Chief Master Sergeant Glenn Freeman 


Senate Floor Speech—Feingold-Hagel bill establishing an independent Foreign Intelligence and Information Commission 


Senate Floor Speech re. GI Bill 
Senate Floor Speech—233rd Birthday of the United States Army 
Senate Floor Speech—Farewell to the Senate 


Mr. LEVIN. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I applaud 
what Senator LEVIN has said about 
Senator Hagel. If you made a list of the 
qualifications of the perfect Secretary 
of Defense, it would look like the re- 
sume of Chuck Hagel. If you look past 
the partisan posturing of some, I think 
the American public supports his con- 
firmation as Secretary of Defense. 

I worry that this partisan posturing 
adds to the low opinion Americans 
have of both the House and Senate. 
This is not the way we should be doing 
the country’s business. 

I strongly support the nomination of 
Chuck Hagel to be Secretary of Defense 
and urge all Senators to support him. 
We are at a time of fiscal austerity. We 
all understand that. But we need a 
leader at the Pentagon, one who under- 
stands what it takes to maintain the 
strongest military force in the world. 

Senator Hagel is a former enlisted 
soldier. He understands defense policy 


and practice from the ground up. He is 
the leader we need as Secretary of De- 
fense. He is experienced by any meas- 
ure. Like thousands of people he will 
lead at the Pentagon, he has earned a 
combat infantryman’s badge. These 
qualifications are not abstract. He has 
two Purple Hearts from combat service 
in Vietnam. He still carries shrapnel in 
his body from those injuries. 

On any issue having to do with the 
U.S. military, I have long valued the 
firsthand experience of Chuck Hagel. 
But this service alone is not what 
makes him qualified. He has been a 
leader in the public and private sec- 
tors. He cofounded Vanguard Cellular 
Systems, a successful cellular carrier 
in the 1980s and 1990s. He was president 
and CEO of the USO and the chief oper- 
ating officer of the 1990 G7 Summit. He 
served as president of an investment 
bank, on the boards of some of the 
world’s largest companies, and as a 
two-term U.S. Senator. He is clearly a 
qualified nominee. 

Since his nomination was announced 
last month, some have questioned Sen- 
ators Hagel’s position on a number of 
issues—notably, his support for Israel. 
Well, as recently as his confirmation 
hearings, he has reaffirmed his long 
record of support for Israel. In Janu- 
ary, Danny Ayalon, the Israeli Deputy 
Foreign Minister and former Israeli 


Ambassador to the United States, af- 
firmed what he sees as Senator Hagel’s 
commitment to the unique U.S.-Israeli 
relationship. As a member of the For- 
eign Relations Committee, Senator 
Hagel supported the authorization of 
almost $40 billion in aid to Israel. In a 
2008 book, Senator Hagel wrote that, 
“there will always be a special and his- 
toric bond with Israel exemplified by 
our continued commitment to Israel’s 
defense.’’ He also wrote that that there 
can be no compromise on Israel’s iden- 
tity as a Jewish state. He has affirmed 
the U.S. commitment to Israel’s secu- 
rity and Israel’s right to defend itself 
against aggression. These are just a 
few examples, but by any objective 
measure, Senator Hagel is committed 
to the mutual interests of the United 
States and Israel. 


Attacks suggesting that Senator 
Hagel is soft on Iran are also baseless. 
Through all my conversations with 
Senator Hagel, I have never once 
doubted his belief in the President’s re- 
sponsibility to build alliances and ex- 
haust all available means to achieve 
our foreign policy goals through diplo- 
macy. But he also believes that aggres- 
sive actions by us against a foreign 
government should be strategic. There 
is not a shred of evidence to support 
claims that he supports a nuclear Iran, 
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or that he does not support the Presi- 
dent’s efforts—unilateral or multilat- 
eral—to bring Iran to the negotiating 
table over its nuclear program. He has 
reaffirmed that he believes in keeping 
all options on the table, including force 
if necessary, to prevent Iran from ob- 
taining a nuclear weapon. Senator 
Hagel supports the sanctions against 
Iran already in place. He has affirmed 
the need to keep military action on the 
table. He supported the Iran Missile 
Proliferation Sanctions Act of 1997, the 
Iran Nonproliferation Act of 2000, and 
the Iran Freedom Support Act of 2006. 
Any assertion that Senator Hagel ac- 
cepts Iran’s nuclear program is false. 

Then there are the bogus, inflam- 
matory claims that Senator Hagel is 
soft on terrorism. Nothing could be fur- 
ther from the truth. He has not hesi- 
tated to call Hezbollah and Hamas 
what they are—terrorist organizations. 
He condemned Iran’s support of 
Hezbollah and cosponsored the Senate 
resolution demanding that Hamas rec- 
ognize Israel’s right to exist. He also 
supported the Palestinian Anti-Ter- 
rorism Act of 2006, a multilateral effort 
to force Hamas to recognize Israel, re- 
nounce violence, disarm itself, and ac- 
cept prior agreements with Israel. 

I have traveled with Senator Hagel to 
different parts of the world, combat 
areas and areas of great security con- 
cern to the United States. I have sat in 
meetings with him as he spoke with 
our military and intelligence officials. 
Please excuse me if I am somewhat 
vague, since most of these meetings 
were of a highly classified nature, but 
I can say this: he asked tough ques- 
tions and always kept the security in- 
terests of the United States foremost 
at hand with both U.S. security offi- 
cials and also with the leaders of other 
countries. Senators who were with us 
of both parties commented to me after- 
ward how impressed they were with the 
way Senator Hagel conducted these 
meetings. 

In this time of talk of across the 
board budget cuts, some have sug- 
gested that Senator Hagel would reck- 
lessly weaken the defense budget. 
Nothing in Chuck Hagel’s record sup- 
ports that. He resigned as Deputy Ad- 
ministrator of the Veterans Adminis- 
tration over what he considered to be 
inappropriate budget cuts. 

He opposes cuts that would weaken 
our security. He vigorously opposes se- 
questration, which has been rightly 
compared to cutting with a meat 
cleaver. Like Secretary Panetta and 
Secretary Gates, Chuck Hagel believes 
the Pentagon has a role to play in def- 
icit reduction but not at the expense of 
keeping our military the preeminent 
fighting force in the world. He says 
that reductions must be smart and 
strategic. I agree. I am confident that 
our men and women in uniform will 
have no stronger advocate and that our 
Nation will have a solid defender in 
Chuck Hagel. 
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Senator Hagel, who has seen combat 
from the perspective of an enlisted 
member of our Armed Forces, sees our 
military as the last resort, not the first 
resort in international relations. Those 
who have been in combat, from Presi- 
dent Eisenhower on until today, have 
taken that same position. No matter 
what any detractor may say, his is 
sound policy. 

Matters of war and peace are matters 
of life and death. Those who sit in 
boardrooms or in easy chairs and say: 
Let’s commit our soldiers here and our 
soldiers there—they are not the ones 
going. By and large, it is not their fam- 
ily members risking their lives. We 
need a Secretary of Defense who knows 
what it is like to go and to face combat 
and to be wounded. Should we commit 
our troops when it is necessary for our 
defense? Of course. That is why we 
have troops. But let’s recognize that 
such decisions come at great human 
cost. 

Senator Hagel, a decorated veteran 
who still walks with the shrapnel from 
his wounds in Vietnam, understands 
that a decision to go to war is a deci- 
sion to send our sons and daughters, 
husbands and wives, fathers and moth- 
ers into harm’s way. It is his deep, vis- 
ceral understanding of this fact, his 
record of experience, his patriotism, 
and his dedication to this Nation that 
qualify him to be the next Secretary of 
Defense. 

We should have the vote and confirm 
this patriotic American hero. Let’s not 
hide behind a filibuster. Let’s have the 
courage to vote yes or vote no. Do not 
hide behind parliamentary tricks. Do 
not vote maybe. The American people 
elected us to vote yes or vote no. When 
you want to set up a filibuster rule on 
something, you are basically saying: 
Let’s vote maybe. That is hardly a pro- 
file in courage and certainly not the 
kind of courage we would expect from a 
Secretary of Defense. So vote yes or 
vote no. But however you vote, let’s do 
it without delay. I will vote yes. 

I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

MANDATORY SPENDING 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, earlier 
this week I outlined four main topics 
that I hoped to hear the President dis- 
cuss in his State of the Union Address. 
Today, I would like to talk in more de- 
tail about one of those items and per- 
haps the most challenging—restruc- 
turing Medicare, Medicaid, and Social 
Security to preserve them for current 
and future generations. 

In Washington, these three programs 
fall into the category of mandatory 
spending, meaning they are not contin- 
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gent on annual congressional review or 
funding. Instead, they are based on for- 
mulas that have already been written 
into law, and therefore this spending 
occurs automatically, as if it is on 
autopilot. So, anyone who becomes eli- 
gible for the program based on the re- 
quirements in the law automatically 
qualifies for the benefits. We do not 
have the ability on a year-to-year basis 
to review or change this. We can only 
make structural changes and reforms 
to the program as necessary. 

Today these items make up a major- 
ity of the government’s annual budget. 
This is because when these programs 
were implemented they did not take 
into account the remarkable and won- 
derful increase in the lifespan of Amer- 
icans, nor the impact of the post-World 
War II baby boom generation reaching 
the point of retirement age, which is 
now at the level of about 10,000 retire- 
ments each and every day of the year. 
That is putting an enormous strain on 
the overall budget and the amount in 
proportion to the budget that goes for 
funding these mandatory programs. 

After World War II and after a long 
decade of depression, Americans saw a 
bright new future. They came home 
from the war. They began to start fam- 
ilies. Millions upon millions of children 
were born in the post-war period up 
until the earlier 1960s. This is the so- 
called baby boom generation. 

Initially, when they were born, cer- 
tain industries came into play. If you 
were in the diaper business, suddenly 
you were in a boom business or cribs 
and strollers and then tricycles and bi- 
cycles. These children moved on to the 
age where they began to enter elemen- 
tary school, and we built schools all 
over the country to accommodate this 
growth in our population working their 
way through the system. Then it was 
junior highs and then we needed to en- 
large our high schools, and new col- 
leges and universities sprung up across 
the land, too. Upon graduation, they 
found jobs, and it was time to start 
their own families—housing boomed. 

Throughout the whole lifespan of this 
baby boom generation, there have been 
enormous economic changes to adapt 
to this massive amount of people work- 
ing their way through life and becom- 
ing such an integral part of the Amer- 
ican dream and American history. 

We often talk now about this issue in 
cold hard facts because this generation 
is reaching retirement age, moving 
into retirement and qualification, for 
Social Security and Medicare coverage 
in massive numbers—10,000 or more a 
day. But when we are talking about it 
in just cold hard facts and numbers, we 
tend to ignore the impact of these pro- 
grams in a much more personal way on 
our American public. 

Becoming eligible for the programs 
we are talking about means access to 
health care during a more difficult 
time of life. Perhaps you are no longer 
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covered by your employer because you 
have made the decision to retire or 
reached retirement age. There are 
health care issues as we age that we 
wish did not happen, but they come on 
in ever-increasing intensity. It means 
grandparents having enough money to 
travel to see the kids and a new 
grandbaby. It means men and women 
who have worked hard all of their lives 
to provide for their families finally 
having the financial freedom to take 
some time off to retire. 

Hoosiers and Americans all across 
this land have paid into the system all 
through their working years. They rely 
on these health and retirement secu- 
rity programs and their benefits. These 
are honest, hard-working men and 
women who have been told that if they 
made contributions through their pay- 
checks to these programs, they would 
become eligible at a certain age for a 
certain standard of coverage. They ex- 
pect to receive that. So, the challenge 
before us today is to make sure these 
benefits continue to be available to 
both current and future recipients. 
But, aS we examine our Nation’s cur- 
rent fiscal state, we all need to come to 
terms with the fact that these pro- 
grams will not be available in their 
current form if we do not make some 
necessary changes. 

The Heritage Foundation reports 
that mandatory spending has increased 
at almost six times faster than all 
other spending. In other words, spend- 
ing on Medicare, Medicaid, and Social 
Security is growing faster than all of 
our spending on defense, education, in- 
frastructure, medical research, food 
and drug safety, homeland security, 
and I do not begin to have the time to 
list all of the various functions of 
spending that go toward reaching out 
and meeting the needs of this country. 

The nonpartisan Congressional Budg- 
et Office reported this month that 
spending on these programs and inter- 
est on the debt will consume 91 percent 
of all Federal revenues 10 years from 
now. Imagine our budget as being a big 
pie. It is cut in certain slices in terms 
of how much money is spent on de- 
fense, how much money is spent on 
mandatory programs, and the amount 
of money that is spent on all of the 
other functions in which the Federal 
Government is engaged. That part of 
the pie which provides for the auto- 
matically entitled mandatory spending 
benefits is growing at a rate that is 
unsustainable. 

It is ever shrinking the defense and 
nondiscretionary part—everything else 
we spend money. We spend too much 
money on too many things so we are 
going to have to be very careful. I have 
talked about this many times of how 
we spend and allocate funds in the fu- 
ture. 

Unless we address this runaway man- 
datory spending issue, we are not going 
to be able to have the funds to do even 
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essential constitutionally mandated 
things, such as providing for our na- 
tional security and making funds avail- 
able for paving roads, health care re- 
search, education, or whatever else we 
feel is appropriate for our Federal Gov- 
ernment to engage. 

Furthermore, this mandatory spend- 
ing has enormous impacts on our 
young people. In a recent New York 
Times column titled ‘‘Carpe Diem Na- 
tion,” David Brooks wrote about two 
ways spending on health and retire- 
ment programs not only threatens our 
economic growth but hurts young peo- 
ple. It squeezes government investment 
programs that boost future growth. 
Second, the young will have to pay the 
money back. To cover current obliga- 
tions, according to the International 
Monetary Fund, young people will have 
to pay 35 percent more taxes and re- 
ceive 35 percent fewer benefits. 

This is the plight that exists. These 
are the cold hard facts. We have to deal 
with this math. Understanding how we 
deal with this directly affects people’s 
lives, directly affects the benefits they 
rely on for their retirement and for 
their health care. 

The challenge before us is to under- 
stand, if we don’t do something, this 
35-percent higher taxes and 35-percent 
fewer benefits on our young is not only 
unacceptable, I think it is, in my opin- 
ion, immoral. Immoral for our genera- 
tion, for this Congress, and our execu- 
tive branch to leave our children and 
grandchildren in such a position with- 
out doing something about it. The 
challenge before us and the goal this 
body should be striving for is finding 
common ground—not how to eliminate 
these programs but about how to save 
these programs while ensuring we have 
adequate resources to finance the es- 
sential and necessary functions of the 
Federal Government. This starts with 
our constitutional obligation to pro- 
vide for the Nation’s security, the secu- 
rity of the American public, as well as 
providing for the general welfare. 

Republicans and Democrats and con- 
servatives and liberals recognize we 
need to restructure Medicare, Med- 
icaid, and Social Security if we are se- 
rious about putting this country on a 
sounder fiscal footing and if we are 
going to be able to keep these pro- 
grams from becoming insolvent. Hope- 
fully, there are Members on both sides 
of the political spectrum who agree we 
need to make the changes now in order 
to avoid more painful changes later. 

We have been postponing this action 
and this needed legislative process for 
decades. It has always been too hot to 
handle. It is too politically damaging. 
It might put us in political jeopardy. 

The President, in his State of the 
Union Address, said it is time we put 
the interests of our Nation ahead of 
our own personal political interests. I 
couldn’t agree more. That is what we 
should always be doing. We have not 
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done that when it comes to this crit- 
ical issue, which has such an enormous 
impact on everything we do. It has 
such an enormous impact on people 
who have saved all their lives for the 
benefits they were promised when they 
retire or became a certain age or the 
young people in this country who are 
coming out of school, starting a fam- 
ily, getting a job, hoping to also par- 
ticipate in the American dream, own- 
ing a home, and raising a family. We 
have the freedom our country provides 
us in ways no other country ever has or 
perhaps ever will. We are so blessed to 
have been born in this country, to live 
in this country, and to have the free- 
dom and the possibility of achieving 
our dreams. 

All of those are in jeopardy if we 
don’t address this situation. For dec- 
ades now, we have known what is com- 
ing. We have seen a growth in our pop- 
ulation of baby boomers moving 
through their entire lifecycle and are 
now reaching retirement age. We have 
postponed this over and over. We have 
come up with short-term solutions over 
and over and over and failed to come 
up with any long-term solutions over 
and over and over. 

The time is now. We are at the point 
where if we don’t do something now, 
the prediction of David Brooks is going 
to take place. Our young people are 
going to be saddled with ever-higher 
taxes to hold up a system that is going 
to only be able to deliver ever-lower 
benefits. 

As we consider the right path to 
move forward, we need to acknowledge 
that any bipartisan congressional ef- 
fort to reform and preserve these pro- 
grams will be unsuccessful unless the 
President shows a willingness to get in- 
volved and engage fully in this effort. I 
believe he understands the magnitude 
of the issue because he has said: I 
refuse to leave our children with a debt 
they cannot repay. 

We all want a government that lives 
within its means. We need to get our 
fiscal house in order now. We cannot 
kick this can down the road. We are at 
the end of the road, said the President 
of the United States in comments made 
when he was a Senator, comments 
made when he was a candidate for 
President, comments made when he 
was President during his first 4 years, 
and comments made subsequent to 
that, in his inaugural address, and in 
his recent State of the Union Address. 

We need more than talk. We need en- 
gagement. We need an engagement of 
the President if we are going to make 
these difficult decisions to put our 
country on a better fiscal path and to 
save these programs for those who have 
put their hard-earned money and work 
into them and then not qualify for 
those benefits. 

I would like to take this opportunity 
to remind the President of his repeated 
commitment to reduce our debt and 
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deficit. I want to remind him of the 
many times he has spoken about the 
need to fix Medicare, Medicaid, and So- 
cial Security. 

Now, Mr. President, what I would 
like to say is this: We need more than 
your soaring rhetoric. We need more 
than the promises you made. We need 
your direct engagement if we are going 
to address this fiscal crisis and essen- 
tially do what I think all of us know 
we need to do. 

We basically have two options: we 
may continue with the status quo and 
wait until the moment that a crisis 
hits and we may no longer send out the 
checks; we must raise taxes once again 
to cover a program that should have 
received needed reforms or at the point 
where the programs become solvent. 
Or, the alternative is that we can come 
together and commit to the American 
people that we will act and no longer 
avoid or delay the challenging and nec- 
essary task of fixing these programs to 
save them for future generations. 

I stand ready. I trust my colleagues 
stand ready to address this issue now, 
and we are asking you to stand with us. 
Let’s do what we all know we need to 
do to restore our Nation’s fiscal health, 
to save these programs from _ insol- 
vency, to grow our economy, and get 
Americans back to work. The time is 
now. 

I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
am proud to stand here to support the 
nomination of Chuck Hagel as our next 
Secretary of Defense. 

I believe he will be confirmed by this 
Chamber, I hope, on a bipartisan basis. 
He is, in fact, extraordinarily qualified 
for this position of unique trust and re- 
sponsibility. That is the criterion we 
must apply. Is he qualified? We may 
have, probably each of us does have 
among us 100 Senators, someone whom 
we would make our first choice or a 
better choice or is the right person, in 
our view. That is not the question be- 
fore us. It is whether he is qualified to 
be part of the President’s team and to 
be held accountable for the policies the 
President sets. 

Chuck Hagel is a decorated war vet- 
eran with two Purple Hearts. He is a 
highly successful businessman and en- 
trepreneur and a real manager at a 
time when we need a manager in the 
Department of Defense. 

He is a former colleague as a Member 
of this body, but he is also a former 
deputy head of the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration. He has given his life to public 
service and, most especially, to helping 
men and women in uniform while they 
serve this country in the military, and 
then when they come back to civilian 
life, helping them contribute and con- 
tinue to give back to this Nation. 

He is a Republican who has won the 
confidence of President Obama and 
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whom President Obama has chosen to 
be a member of his team. 

We speak, as Members of the Senate, 
about giving the President a measure 
of deference, a prerogative in making 
the selection about who will serve on 
his team because it is the President 
who sets policy. The President will set 
our policy on the Middle East and on 
Israeli security. Chuck Hagel has said 
he is committed, unequivocally, clear- 
ly, unambiguously, to the security of 
Israel and to whatever weapons sys- 
tems are necessary to provide Israel in 
maintaining and sustaining that secu- 
rity, the Iron Dome, David’s Sling, and 
other measures this Nation has com- 
mitted to its great ally in the Middle 
East. This is an ally that is necessary 
not only to stability there and hope- 
fully to peace but also to our national 
interests. Chuck Hagel may have made 
comments in the past that seemed to 
vary somewhat from the President’s 
policy, but it is the President who sets 
that policy and whom we will hold ac- 
countable for that policy. 

Likewise, on Iran, Chuck Hagel has 
said he is in favor of preventing a nu- 
clear-armed Iran, not containing it but 
preventing it. Whatever his past says, 
it is the President who sets that policy. 
Chuck Hagel has indicated he is com- 
pletely in accord with it, in support of 
it, and will implement it. Again, it is 
the policy of the President to prevent a 
nuclear-armed Iran, and we must in 
this body give support and encourage- 
ment to the President in being strong 
and tough, setting even stronger and 
tougher sanctions, and using the mili- 
tary option, if necessary, to stop a nu- 
clear-armed Iran. 

Going from policy to what I think is 
perhaps the unique challenge of the 
next Secretary of Defense, which is to 
attract and retain the best and the 
brightest to our military—we talk all 
the time about people being our great- 
est asset in the military. We have 
weapons systems that defy the imagi- 
nation, let alone comprehension. 

At the end of the day, the people who 
run those weapons systems, the people 
who staff and work every day to keep 
America safe, are the ones who are our 
greatest asset. At a time when we are 
bringing troops back from Afghanistan 
when Secretary-to-be, hopefully, 
Hagel, has indicated we ought to do it 
even more quickly, our greatest chal- 
lenge will be to prevent the hollowing 
out of our military as has occurred in 
the wake of past conflict. 

That hollowing out is not only about 
hardware and weapons; it is about the 
people who command and the people 
who run those weapons. We need to en- 
sure we keep those midlevel officers 
and enlisted members who are so im- 
portant to the leadership of our mili- 
tary. Chuck Hagel’s leadership and 
commitment will be critical to that 
task. 

I have met with Chuck Hagel pri- 
vately. I asked him tough questions 
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about Iran and Israel. I am satisfied on 
those points that he will advise the 
President in accord with those policies. 

But even more important, I am 
struck by his passion and the intensity 
of his commitment to our men and 
women in uniform. His caring about 
them is indicated in so many ways— 
spontaneously and strongly in his tes- 
timony as well as in his private con- 
versation. He will make sure that sex- 
ual assault in the military—the epi- 
demic and scourge of rape and assault 
against men and women who serve and 
sacrifice for this country—will be 
stopped; that there will be, in fact, zero 
tolerance not only in word but in deed, 
and his viewing, for example, of the 
documentary ‘‘Invisible War’’—his un- 
derstanding that this kind of mis- 
conduct is an outrage, never to be even 
complicitly condoned and to treat as a 
criminal offense the most extreme kind 
of predatory criminal activity is im- 
portant to the future of our military 
and our men and women in uniform. 

He is committed to making sure that 
women in combat—a policy of the 
President—is implemented forcefully 
and faithfully. He is committed to 
making sure the policy of repealing 
don’t ask, don’t tell is implemented 
zealously and vigorously. He is com- 
mitted to making sure that our vet- 
erans—not only for our returning Iraq 
and Afghanistan veterans but also for 
the veterans of his own generation— 
our Vietnam veterans who had Post- 
Traumatic Stress at a time when it 
was undiagnosed and, in fact, unknown 
as a condition resulting from combat— 
have the benefit of policies and prac- 
tices we are now implementing to deal 
with Post-Traumatic Stress and trau- 
matic brain injuries. 

He is also committed, equally impor- 
tantly, to making sure the epidemic of 
suicide among our currently serving 
men and women in uniform and also 
our veterans is addressed forcefully. 
There are tragedies every day involv- 
ing those suicides—families who lose 
loved ones and a country that loses a 
great public servant—and Chuck Hagel 
cares about those men and women. He 
will see a person in uniform not as sim- 
ply an officer or an enlisted man but as 
someone who will soon be a veteran 
and become part of a continuum. 

Chuck Hagel has served the VA as 
well as now in the Defense Department, 
and he will make sure the transition 
from active service to reservist service 
is seamless; that veterans are provided 
with the transition assistance they 
need for employment, education, and 
health care, and that our National 
Guard receives the respect and service 
it deserves. 

I am convinced Senator Hagel’s No. 1 
priority will be taking care of our 
troops. He was a veteran’s advocate 
with the USO, and he has won the re- 
spect and admiration of veterans 
groups. In addition, he has won the 
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support of an extraordinary array of 
former Secretaries of Defense, ambas- 
sadors and diplomats, senior retired 
military leaders, and, in particular, 
two former Members of this body who 
appeared with him at his testimony, 
former Senators Warner and Nunn. 

I believe Chuck Hagel is the right 
man for the fiscal challenges that will 
confront the Department of Defense. 
Putting aside sequester—which I dear- 
ly hope will not happen; Secretary Pa- 
netta has said it would be irresponsible 
for the Congress to allow it to happen, 
and many of us agree it must be avoid- 
ed—and the challenges in the next 
month or series of months, the long- 
term outlook for the Department of 
Defense is that it must do more with 
less, and Secretary Hagel, if he is con- 
firmed, will have that management 
task. He is one of the people in this 
country who is almost uniquely quali- 
fied to carry it out, and I believe he 
will, with great distinction. He will 
take care of our men and women in 
uniform and strengthen our national 
defense. He will do what he thinks is 
right, even if it is not popular. 

Finally, Chuck Hagel is, as everyone 
has said, a good and decent man. And I 
thank in particular Senator McCAIN for 
his very compelling and telling com- 
ments during our consideration before 
the vote in the Armed Services Com- 
mittee. He said, and I agree, that no 
one should impugn Chuck Hagel’s char- 
acter. He is a person of integrity and 
character, and I believe he will have 
the respect at all levels of our de- 
fense—the men and women who serve 
and sacrifice every day, the men and 
women who are essential to our na- 
tional security—and I recommend him 
and urge my colleagues to support him. 

I respectfully hope he will be con- 
firmed quickly and that it will be done 
on a bipartisan basis so we will be 
united—as our Armed Services Com- 
mittee in this body is almost always 
united—in favor of the President’s 
choice for this uniquely important re- 
sponsibility. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
BALDWIN). The Republican whip. 

TIME TO GOVERN 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I 
rise to mark another sad record for the 
Senate: 1,387 days since the Senate has 
passed a budget—1,387 days. 

The last time I checked the 2012 elec- 
tion was over, and of course it has been 
over for more than 3 months now. Un- 
fortunately, the President still seems 
to be very much in campaign mode, 
giving speeches all around the country. 
For the time being, what we need, 
rather than a President on a perpetual 
campaign, is for Democrats and Repub- 
licans to work together to try and 
solve some of our Nation’s most press- 
ing problems, and there is no more im- 
portant issue than our national debt. 

Unfortunately, the President, after 
extracting about $600 billion in new 
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taxes as a result of the fiscal cliff nego- 
tiations, is still coming back to the 
well, and he is calling for tens of bil- 
lions of dollars in new spending. At a 
time when we ought to be talking 
about bending the cost curve down, 
trying to rein in wasteful Washington 
spending, the President wants to spend 
more, and he wants to raise taxes to do 
it. 

Perhaps worst of all, we know the 
promises we made to our seniors for 
Medicare and Social Security are im- 
periled. Unless we act together to save 
and protect Social Security and Medi- 
care, they are on a pathway to bank- 
ruptcy, and that is irresponsible and 
wrong. 

I am tempted to describe President 
Obama’s spending and tax ideas as 
small ball, but they are worse than 
that. They represent a conscious deci- 
sion to neglect some of the most press- 
ing issues that confront our country. 
One might even say it is a dereliction 
of duty in the battle to save America. 

Last week, the Congressional Budget 
Office projected our gross national debt 
will increase from $16 trillion in 2012 to 
$26 trillion in 2023. Now that may seem 
like a long way off, but since President 
Obama has been President, the na- 
tional debt has gone up by 55 percent— 
just in the last 4 years. If we project 
that forward to 2023, when some of 
these young men and women who are 
working here as pages will be looking 
at entering the workforce and looking 
at their futures, all they will see ahead 
of them is debt and a reduced standard 
of living. This is what lies ahead for all 
of us unless we embrace real spending 
cuts and unless we deal with the un- 
funded liabilities of Medicare and So- 
cial Security. 

If President Obama has a secret 
strategy for getting our debt under 
control, we would all love to hear it. 
His last two budget proposals failed to 
receive a single vote in the Senate. The 
last 2 years his budget has actually 
been put to a vote, no Democrat voted 
for it and no Republican, because it 
simply didn’t address the problems I 
have described. I hope this year is dif- 
ferent. Unfortunately, the President 
has already missed the statutory dead- 
line for submitting his own budget, 
which was February 4. I hope when he 
finally gets around to sending us his 
proposed budget it is a serious plan for 
long-term debt reduction. Based on ex- 
perience, I can’t say I am overly opti- 
mistic, but hope springs eternal. 

I guess one of the things that worries 
me the most is that in the President’s 
State of the Union message, which he 
so eloquently delivered a few nights 
ago, he didn’t say one word about his 
2014 budget—not one word. I would urge 
the President to take a long hard look 
at the new Congressional Budget Office 
report. I would urge him to launch seri- 
ous bipartisan budget negotiations as 
soon as possible so we can avoid an- 
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other last-minute cliffhanger and an- 
other 2 a.m. Senate vote. 

Above all, I would urge the President 
to take a look at a balanced budget 
amendment to the U.S. Constitution 
that I have cosponsored along with all 
of my colleagues on this side of the 
aisle. That amendment would require 
the Federal Government to balance its 
budget each and every year. 

Is that such a crazy idea? Well, no. 
That is what every family has to do. 
That is what every small business has 
to do. And that is what 49 States are 
required to do under their laws. This 
amendment to the Constitution would 
be the 28th amendment to the Con- 
stitution, including the first 10, which 
are, of course, our Bill of Rights. It 
would require a congressional super- 
majority to raise taxes or to raise the 
debt ceiling. 

As I said a moment ago, families 
across America have to balance their 
budgets. And, of course, along with a 
budget brings the discipline of deciding 
what our priorities are—the things we 
have to have and we can’t live without, 
the things we want but we have to 
defer, and then the things that maybe 
we would like to have but simply can’t 
afford. Well, this number right here, 
1,387 days since the Senate passed a 
budget, is one reason why our debt con- 
tinues to go up by leaps and bounds, 
and there is no plan in sight to bring it 
under control. 

Here is the bottom line for President 
Obama: The 2012 election is over, and 
now it is time to govern. It is time to 
move beyond the campaign rhetoric, 
drop the gimmicks and work across the 
aisle with Republicans to do what is 
right for the country. We are ready, 
willing, and able to engage with the 
President and our Democratic col- 
leagues to try to address these prob- 
lems that confront our country. In 
fact, there is no good reason for any of 
us to be here unless we are willing to 
do that. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. CARPER. Madam President, 
while the Senator from Texas is still 
on the floor, he knows I have a lot of 
respect and affection for him, and I am 
delighted to serve with him here and 
also to serve with him on the Finance 
Committee. I appreciate Senator SHA- 
HEEN for letting me jump in for just a 
minute. 

We agree on so much. We actually do. 
And not just the Senator and I but our 
colleagues here. And I think we fully 
recognize that although the deficit 
comes down from $1.5 trillion to about 
$850 billion or so, it is way too much. I 
think we also agree that one of the 
best ways to reduce the deficit is to 
strengthen and grow the economy. 

I believe—and I think I heard the 
President say this the other night— 
there are three things we need to make 
sure we address. 
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One, we need to address—and the 
President said this—we need to address 
entitlement programs, not to savage 
old people or to savage poor people but 
to figure out how to get better health 
care results for less money to be able 
to preserve those programs for the long 
haul. 

I think we will have an interesting 
proposal from Senator DURBIN later 
this year with respect to Social Secu- 
rity and putting it in a structured way, 
maybe a path forward on Social Secu- 
rity that makes it clear we are not try- 
ing to balance the budget on Social Se- 
curity but actually do reforms that we 
know are needed and I know are needed 
so we will have that program for the 
long haul. 

I commend my side of the aisle, and 
I commend your side of the aisle. We 
acknowledge that we need some reve- 
nues, whether it is on the tax expendi- 
ture side, the deductions and loopholes 
and so forth, or finding other ways to 
raise revenue. 

Third, we just came from a press con- 
ference this morning with Congress- 
man ISSA, Congressman CUMMINGS, 
Senator COBURN, and myself to focus 
on the GAO and their high-risk list, 
high-risk ways for wasting money. 
That comes out today. Every 2 years 
they give us this high-risk list for how 
to find ways to save money and spend 
our tax dollars more efficiently. 

We have all that working together, 
those three things: entitlement reform, 
some additional revenues, and actually 
looking in every nook and cranny to 
see how we can get a better result for 
less money. Those we can do together. 
My colleague and I have worked on 
some things together, and I want to 
work on those with the Senator, and I 
look forward to that. I think that if we 
do, a lot of our colleagues will join us. 

Mr. CORNYN. Would the Senator 
yield for a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re- 
publican Whip. 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I 
would like to tell the distinguished 
Senator from Delaware how much I ap- 
preciate him and his friendship, and it 
is genuine. 

I guess the thing that is so mad- 
dening about serving in the Senate is 
that everyone in this body—the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, the Senator from 
New Hampshire—everyone who serves 
in this body understands the problems 
that confront our country that he so 
eloquently described in terms of un- 
funded liabilities for Medicare and So- 
cial Security, which are on a path to 
bankruptcy, the debt, and just imag- 
ine, if interest rates were to go up, 
what that would mean in terms of our 
ability to fund everything from safety 
net programs to national defense. 

But it never seems to happen. The 
date never seems to arrive when we ac- 
tually sit down and address it. And I 
believe this number of days without a 
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budget is really symptomatic of the 
problem. But thanks to our colleagues 
across the Capitol—who passed a ‘‘no 
budget, no pay” bill, which has now 
been signed by the President—unless 
Congress passes a budget, we are not 
going to get paid, which is entirely ap- 
propriate and long overdue. 

So I would just say to my friend, and 
he is my friend, that I appreciate his 
comments. I hope someday soon we can 
find a way, Republicans and Democrats 
alike—that is the only way it is going 
to happen—I hope we can get serious 
about this. Unfortunately, it hasn’t 
happened yet. I am an optimist. I think 
it can happen. But it is going to re- 
quire Presidential leadership, and, 
frankly, that is one reason I wish the 
President would get off the campaign 
trail. Now that he has won—he has an- 
other 4-year term—he doesn’t have to 
worry about running for election again, 
but then to work with us because that 
is the only way it is going to happen. 

So I appreciate his comments and 
look forward to continuing to work 
with the Senator. 

Mr. CARPER. Again, I thank Senator 
SHAHEEN and Senator HOEVEN for al- 
lowing us to have this colloquy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak as if 
in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

REMEMBERING CHARLIE MORGAN 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, 
today I rise with a heavy heart because 
our Nation has lost one of its out- 
standing citizens and many of us have 
lost a dear friend. 

Charlie Morgan, chief warrant officer 
of the New Hampshire National Guard, 
passed away early Sunday morning 
with her wife Karen and their daughter 
Casey by her side. Chief Charlie Mor- 
gan was just 48 years old. For those of 
us who had the pleasure of knowing 
Charlie, it has been a difficult week. 
However, as I rise today, I take com- 
fort in the opportunity I had to share 
part of Charlie’s life and work. 

Many know Charlie for the national 
attention she received over the last 
several years advocating on behalf of 
her fellow gay servicemembers and 
their families. However, first and fore- 
most, Charlie was a soldier. She en- 
listed in the U.S. Army in 1982. After a 
brief period away, Charlie returned to 
service as a member of the Kentucky 
National Guard in 1992, 1 year before 
the now-repealed don’t ask, don’t tell 
policy became law. 

Following the terrorist attacks of 
September 11, 2001, Charlie returned for 
a third time, joining the 197th Fires 
Brigade of the New Hampshire Na- 
tional Guard, a tour that included a 
yearlong deployment in Kuwait. 

In addition to the mental and emo- 
tional challenges of military service, 
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Chief Warrant Officer Morgan shoul- 
dered the constant burden of keeping 
her life secret from her fellow soldiers. 
Married to her partner Karen in 2000, 
Charlie was unable to live openly under 
the military’s don’t ask, don’t tell pol- 
icy. 

Immediately following the repeal of 
don’t ask, don’t tell, Charlie made na- 
tional news as one of the first service- 
members to publicly confirm her ho- 
mosexuality and shed light on many of 
the remaining inequalities faced by 
same-sex military families. 

I first met Charlie in 2011. She con- 
tacted my office during her deploy- 
ment in Kuwait when she learned that 
despite the repeal of don’t ask, don’t 
tell, her partner Karen of over 10 years 
would not be allowed to attend manda- 
tory National Guard Yellow Ribbon Re- 
integration Programs upon her return. 
I was pleased to work with Secretary 
Panetta and the New Hampshire Na- 
tional Guard, which has been very sup- 
portive of Charlie, to ensure that she 
and her wife Karen would be able to 
participate in the program together. 

However, as those of us who appre- 
ciated her determination understood, 
Charlie was not satisfied. She contin- 
ued to vigorously pursue equal benefits 
for same-sex spouses, particularly sur- 
vivors’ benefits and compensation still 
denied under the Defense of Marriage 
Act. And this was not an abstract issue 
for Charlie. In 2011 she was diagnosed 
for a second time with breast cancer. 
Concerned for the future well-being of 
her family, Charlie took aim at DOMA 
by challenging its constitutionality in 
Federal court, and her case is set to be 
heard by the Supreme Court later this 
year. 

Several days ago my office sent out 
an online condolence card to the Mor- 
gan family, and the response from that 
card has been overwhelming. In less 
than a week we received over 2,000 mes- 
sages of support from citizens all 
across our country, and I would like to 
read just a couple of those this morn- 
ing. 

From Hobkinton, NH, we heard: 
Charlie is a hero to many of us. Thank 
you for making your lives public so 
others can live their lives privately in 
love. 

From Oregon, we heard: Thinking of 
you in this time of loss. It is also a loss 
for our country, but she leaves a legacy 
that will carry on. 

From Fulton, IL, we heard: Thank 
you so much, Charlie, for all you have 
done. You will not be forgotten, and 
your service, work, and legacy will live 
on. Those of us left behind will honor 
you by continuing on in this all-impor- 
tant fight for equality. 

I hope Charlie Morgan knew how 
many lives she touched and how great- 
ly we admired her efforts. I know that 
she will be sorely missed and that her 
example will continue to guide us well 
into the future. 
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With Charlie’s memory in mind, I 
will soon be introducing the Charlie 
Morgan Act. This bill will end a num- 
ber of restrictions on benefits for legal 
spouses of all military servicemembers 
and veterans regardless of their sexual 
orientation. Every individual who pro- 
vides for our defense deserves the peace 
of mind that comes with knowing one’s 
family will be taken care of should the 
worst happen. No one should ever again 
go through what Charlie and her fam- 
ily had to go through. I hope all of us 
in the Senate will take up this legisla- 
tion and act quickly to address this 
issue. It is long overdue. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Dakota. 

KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE PROJECT 

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 
rise today for the purpose of engaging 
in a colloquy with my distinguished 
colleagues on the matter of the Key- 
stone XL Pipeline for 30 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 
rise today with my distinguished col- 
leagues, both Republican and Demo- 
cratic, on a bipartisan basis to urge ap- 
proval of the Keystone XL Pipeline. 

Joining me today will be Senator 
MARY LANDRIEU from the great State 
of Louisiana, a Democrat; Republican 
Senator JOHN CORNYN from Texas; Re- 
publican Senator JOHN BOOZMAN from 
Arkansas; Democratic Senator JOE 
MANCHIN from West Virginia; Repub- 
lican Senator JOHN BARRASSO from Wy- 
oming; Democratic Senator MARK 
BEGICH from Alaska; and Republican 
Senator LISA MURKOWSKI, also from 
Alaska. I emphasize that to show the 
bipartisan support for this critically 
important project. 

I also will have a statement from 
Senator MAx Baucus of Montana, who 
has been leading this effort with me, in 
his case on the Democratic side of the 
aisle. He wasn’t able to be here, but I 
do have a statement from Senator BAU- 
cus that I will read as well, and I ap- 
preciate very much his statement of 
support. 

You may have seen that the national 
gas price has now risen to an average 
of $3.62 per gallon. So the average price 
for gasoline today in the United 
States—and it continues to go up—is 
up to $3.62 a gallon. That is the highest 
it has ever been in the month of Feb- 
ruary. So that is a new record—not a 
record we want to make, either, but it 
is a record, the highest price for a gal- 
lon of gasoline in the United States 
that we have ever had in February. 

If you take a look at that trend line, 
you will see it has been going up dra- 
matically, and that price is double— 
$3.62 a gallon average across the coun- 
try—that is double the price of gaso- 
line compared to when this administra- 
tion first took office. So it is a dou- 
bling of the price, and, of course, every 
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consumer, every working American is 
paying that price at the pump. It af- 
fects our small businesses across the 
country, and it affects our families 
across the country every day. 

There was a poll released yesterday 
that you may also have seen. The poll 
was commissioned by API, which is 
American Petroleum Institute, and was 
conducted February 5 through Feb- 
ruary 10 by Harris Interactive. They 
polled just over 1,000 registered voters, 
and so the poll has a margin of error of 
plus or minus 3 percent. In that poll, 69 
percent of the respondents support con- 
struction of the Keystone XL Pipe- 
line—69 percent—and 17 percent oppose 
it. So Americans overwhelmingly sup- 
port the project—69 percent to 17 per- 
cent—in the most recent poll. And, of 
course, why wouldn’t they. 

This is a project which provides en- 
ergy to our country when we very 
much need it. It is a project which will 
provide jobs—tens of thousands of jobs. 
We have 7.9 percent unemployment. We 
have 12 million people out of work. 
Here is a project that won’t cost the 
Federal Government one single penny, 
but it creates tens of thousands of 
high-quality private sector jobs. 

It is about economic growth. This is 
a $7.9 billion project. The project over 
its life will create hundreds of millions 
of dollars of tax revenue for State and 
local governments, as well as the Fed- 
eral Government to help with our def- 
icit and our debt without raising 
taxes—more tax revenue without rais- 
ing taxes. 

It is also about our energy security, 
energy security for America. Instead of 
bringing oil from the Middle East, this 
is about working with our closest 
friend and ally Canada to meet our en- 
ergy needs. This pipeline will not only 
bring in Canadian oil, however. It also 
moves oil from my State of North Da- 
kota and from the State of Montana to 
our refineries in places such as Texas 
and Louisiana and other places around 
the country. So this is about making 
sure we don’t have to import oil from 
the Middle East, and I think that is 
something every American wants. That 
truly is an issue of national security. 

It has been 4% years since Trans- 
Canada—the company that is seeking 
to build the Keystone XL Pipeline—it 
has been 414 years since they first ap- 
plied for a permit. Here is a chart that 
shows the route the pipeline would 
take, and it shows that they had al- 
ready built another pipeline. This is ac- 
tually a second pipeline they are seek- 
ing to build. But after 4% years, they 
still don’t have approval of a project 
that is similar to other projects that 
have been built. 

As a matter of fact, we have built 
quite a few pipelines through the coun- 
try, and they go everywhere. For some 
reason this project has been held up for 
44% years when almost 70 percent of 
Americans support it. We need the en- 
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ergy, and we need the jobs. Why would 
that be? 

There was a report in the news yes- 
terday that actress Daryl Hannah and 
about 40 activists handcuffed them- 
selves to the fence of the White House, 
and they were arrested for that. They 
were doing that in protest of the Key- 
stone Pipeline project. Maybe that is 
where we should be today. Instead of 
our bipartisan group of Senators here 
in the Senate arguing the merits of 
this project and advocating for what 
the American people want, maybe we 
should be handcuffed to the White 
House fence because that seems to 
work. 

It has been 4% years, and we still 
don’t have a decision. We still don’t 
have approval from the administration 
on this project even though gas prices 
have doubled on this President’s watch, 
even though the American people over- 
whelmingly support the project, even 
though we need the energy and the 
jobs. We don’t want to keep importing 
oil from the Middle East, and that is 
why we are here. We are here on a bi- 
partisan basis to make our case and to 
get this project approved. 

I want to begin by recognizing a dis- 
tinguished colleague and somebody 
who has been a real leader in the en- 
ergy world and has a direct interest on 
behalf of his constituents in the great 
State of Texas concerning this project. 
We need to move oil to the refineries in 
Texas; we need to move oil—not only 
Canadian oil but oil from North Da- 
kota, Montana—and we need to get it 
to refiners so we can get it to our con- 
sumers, so instead of seeing the price 
continue to go up, we can bring it 
down. I think that is what the Amer- 
ican people want. 

Perhaps the Senator from Texas can 
talk about the refining and jobs aspect 
of this multimillion-dollar project. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re- 
publican Whip. 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I 
want to express my appreciation to the 
Senator from North Dakota for his 
leadership on this issue. He has been 
relentless in pursuit of this Presi- 
dential permit to authorize the Key- 
stone XL Pipeline because he recog- 
nizes, as I do, that it is important in 
terms of jobs, energy security, and na- 
tional security. 

It has been said that because of the 
revolution in natural gas production in 
America, and as a result of horizontal 
drilling and fracking—combined with 
the energy we can get from the Key- 
stone XL Pipeline from Canada—that 
North America could potentially be en- 
ergy independent—North American en- 
ergy independence—in the not-too-dis- 
tant future. 

The Senator from Louisiana is sched- 
uled to be here as well. This is a bipar- 
tisan effort, as all successful efforts 
around here must be. 

Before Senator LANDRIEU speaks, I 
want to talk about the Keystone XL 


1452 


Pipeline, which would create an esti- 
mated 20,000 American jobs in con- 
struction and manufacturing in my 
State, which still is the No. 1 energy- 
producing State in the Nation. As a re- 
sult, job growth in Texas is outpacing 
most of the rest of the country. I would 
add that North Dakota is now the sec- 
ond largest energy producer in the 
country thanks to the Bakken shale ef- 
forts. In Texas alone the Keystone 
would lead up to $1.6 billion worth of 
direct investments and would boost our 
State’s economic output by an esti- 
mated $2 billion. This would not only 
create thousands of long-lasting and 
well-paying jobs, it would allow Texas 
refineries to refine up to 700,000 barrels 
of oil each day to produce gasoline, jet 
fuel, heating oil, and the like. 

As the distinguished Senator from 
North Dakota pointed out, this would 
increase the supply at a time when gas 
prices have gone up, because of re- 
stricted refinery capacity, in the 
worldwide price of oil. It can do noth- 
ing but help America contain those 
high prices. 

It strikes me that this is a no- 
brainer. While we find ourselves en- 
gaged in armed conflicts in places such 
as the Middle East—where Iran periodi- 
cally threatens to block the Strait of 
Hormuz, through which about 20 per- 
cent of the world’s oil supply flows— 
why wouldn’t we want to make our- 
selves less dependent on Middle East- 
ern oil? Why wouldn’t we want to make 
ourselves more independent on North 
American energy? This is a no-brainer 
on almost every count I can think of. 

Let me express my gratitude to the 
distinguished Senator from North Da- 
kota for his relentless leadership. I 
know he is not going to give up. He just 
keeps getting stronger. 

In excess of 50 Senators have signed a 
bipartisan letter to the President on 
this, and it is very important for our 
country as it relates to jobs, energy 
independence, and national security. 

I see the distinguished Senator from 
Louisiana here, and I know others wish 
to speak on this important issue as 
well. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 
want to thank the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Texas. Look at the economic 
growth and dynamism in his State of 
Texas; look at the economic growth 
and dynamism in the State of North 
Dakota. We are now the fastest grow- 
ing State in the country. Senator COR- 
NYN is correct when he said Texas is 
the largest producer of oil in the coun- 
try. I think they produce about 1.1 mil- 
lion barrels of oil a day. We are at 
750,000 barrels and growing, so we are 
after you. The important point is we 
are producing this product and we have 
to have the infrastructure to get it to 
market. 

Again, I thank the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Texas, and I wish to now 
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turn to the distinguished Senator from 
Louisiana. Here is another State that 
is doing amazing things in oil and gas. 
They have refineries, and they have re- 
fineries that need product. To get that 
product from North Dakota, Montana, 
and our ally Canada to Louisiana, we 
need pipelines. We don’t want to ship it 
in from the Middle East. We want to 
send them our oil. 

I am very pleased Senator LANDRIEU 
is here, and I would ask for her com- 
ments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 
am very proud to join in this colloquy 
with over eight Members of the Senate 
this afternoon. We are here to talk 
about this important issue and share 
ideas with our colleagues and with 
those who are listening to this debate. 
This pipeline is important so we can 
get a reliable, steady stream of oil and 
gas aS we move to cleaner fuels in the 
future for our country. 

I say to my good friend, the Senator 
from North Dakota, how important it 
is for drilling, particularly for natural 
gas, using the breathtakingly new 
technology that is allowing us to find 
both wet and dry gas, which is very 
valuable to our country. This is hap- 
pening in many places in the country. 
It will help to fuel a renaissance in 
manufacturing. 

This is not just going to help tradi- 
tional oil- and gas-producing States 
such as Louisiana and Texas, this 
breakthrough in technology enables us 
to retrieve gas not only in an economi- 
cally efficient way but in an environ- 
mentally sensitive way. It is going to 
be very important and impactful to 
many States in the Union. 

We are already seeing companies 
coming back to the United States. 
They are relocating from Chile, places 
in Europe, places in Asia, and coming 
back to the United States primarily be- 
cause of this resurgence of gas. 

But here we are talking about a pipe- 
line that is primarily for oil that 
comes out of sand. This is not the tra- 
ditional deep wells where there are 
large deposits of oil that are drilled. 
This is a technology that is allowing 
the separation of these sands to get the 
carbon or oil out of them. 

Now, yes, we want to move as quick- 
ly aS we can away from carbon—or to 
lessen carbon because of its damaging 
impacts—but there is a transition pe- 
riod we have to go through. There is no 
waving of a magic wand; there is no 
snapping of a finger; there is no jump- 
ing from this generation of energy pro- 
duction to the next overnight. 

Even President Clinton—even Al 
Gore when he was Vice President— 
talked about the transition we have to 
go through. I see this pipeline as a 
transition. It is giving us oil from one 
of our closest, most dependable, and 
friendliest of all allies, Canada, as op- 
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posed to pushing over the next 5 or 10 
years to continuing to do business with 
countries that do not share our values, 
such as the leadership in Venezuela 
today or the problems with countries 
in the Middle East. Even the Saudis, 
whom we respect in some ways, do not 
have the same value system as the 
United States. We would much rather— 
at least my constituents would much 
rather—deal with Canada and Mexico. 
Not only are they better allies, but for 
Louisiana, we like working in Canada. 
It is a little closer to home. We like 
working in Mexico. 

Many of the workers on these rigs 
and in this business come from Lou- 
isiana and Texas. Let me be crystal 
clear: My colleagues who are helping 
on this issue are absolutely right, the 
people of Louisiana wish to work in 
Canada where there are environmental 
protections, where the wages are good, 
where there are not a lot of pirates 
floating around, and where workers are 
much less likely to be kidnapped. I 
mean, these are serious issues for the 
oil and gas industry. That is one of the 
reasons I have been urging President 
Obama, along with many of my col- 
leagues, to rethink his position on this 
pipeline. 

I guess this has been said by my col- 
leagues—I see the Senator from West 
Virginia is here, and I am sure he has 
said this on the floor before—Canada is 
going to produce this oil one way or 
another. The question is: Who are they 
going to send it to? Are they going to 
send it to their good friend the United 
States and our refineries in Texas and 
Louisiana or are they going to ship it 
somewhere else in the world? I would 
like—and the Senator from North Da- 
kota knows this—to form a stronger 
partnership with Canada and Mexico so 
we can have security in North Amer- 
ica. This will help the Canadian econ- 
omy and it will help the Mexican econ- 
omy, which immediately and directly 
affects our whole Nation. These are our 
border countries. We are doing a lot of 
work. I don’t know if the Senator 
knows this, but down in Mexico, in the 
Gulf of Mexico—I literally—and this is 
a little bit afield—was recently in 
Israel and had the great opportunity to 
go offshore to visit a field, the Levia- 
than field, which is one of the largest 
fields in the world. It was discovered in 
a remarkably new place, which gives 
Israel a great opportunity to think 
about being energy independent or en- 
ergy self-sufficient, which is quite ex- 
citing. 

When I went offshore in Israel, I met 
my own workers from Morgan City, 
Thibodeaux, and Lafourche. They said: 
Why are you here? I said: The same 
reason you are. The Louisiana workers 
go everywhere. We are proud to do it. 
We would love to be close to home in 
Canada, Mexico, and our refineries, 
which are expanding for the first time 
in many years. Our manufacturing base 
is expanding. 
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Finally, I would say in this colloquy, 
I ask the Senator from North Dakota: 
Has he had a conversation with the oil 
minister from Canada—I think it is 
Minister Oliver—and talked to him at 
all recently? I had a conversation with 
him yesterday, and I wanted to maybe 
share that with the Senator from 
North Dakota. 

Mr. HOEVEN. To the distinguished 
Senator from Louisiana, I recently vis- 
ited with the ambassador, Ambassador 
Gary Doer. We talked about this and 
other issues. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Through the Chair, I 
wanted to say I had a very good con- 
versation with the Canadian Minister 
of Natural Resources. We had a long 
conversation, about 10 or 15 minutes, 
and he explained to me the importance 
of this development for Canada. He also 
said to me what I just shared with my 
colleagues. He said: Senator, Canada is 
going to develop this resource. It is 
just a question of whom we send it to 
or with whom we share these benefits. 

So for those who are opposed to the 
pipeline because they don’t like the di- 
rection it is going or they think there 
is something America can do to pre- 
vent this resource from being devel- 
oped, that is simply not true. 

I see the Senator from West Virginia. 
I wanted to get that in the RECORD. I 
thank the Senator for his leadership 
and for allowing me to join this col- 
loquy because the people of Louisiana 
strongly support the development of 
this pipeline. We are proud of the oil 
and gas industry, but we also recognize 
we need to make a transition to clean- 
er fuels and we want to do our part and 
are happy about the natural gas that is 
being discovered in this Nation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 
wish to thank the Senator from Lou- 
isiana for her leadership in energy, on- 
shore and off, in a big way. She is abso- 
lutely right. 

This is our opportunity to have 
North American energy security and 
North American energy independence, 
working with our closest friend and 
ally Canada. This is how we do it— 
Mexico as well. The Senator from Lou- 
isiana is also absolutely right: Canada 
will produce this oil. That is a fact. 
That is going to happen. The question 
is, Is it going to come to the United 
States or is it going to go offshore to 
China? We see these green lines; they 
show the pipelines that would take 
that oil to China rather than the 
United States. Net effect: We continue 
then to import oil from the Middle 
East, and Canadian oil goes to China. 
It makes no sense—not to mention bet- 
ter environmental stewardship that we 
would enjoy working with Canada, 
which we will touch on as well. 

I wish to at this point ask the distin- 
guished Senator from Arkansas, Mr. 
BOOZMAN, to join the colloquy, and I 
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would also invite Senator MANCHIN as 
well. I see Senator BEGICH is here also. 
So I invite Senator BOOZMAN to make 
his comments but then also offer the 
opportunity for our other distinguished 
Senators to join in the colloquy. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Madam President, I 
thank the Senator from North Dakota 
for his leadership and for, again, spear- 
heading this effort. I thank all the Sen- 
ators who are here and are, in a very 
bipartisan way, trying to move this 
project forward. 

We speak a lot about jobs in regard 
to this project, but that simply cannot 
be overemphasized. The U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce, most of the largest labor 
unions—major labor unions—all agree 
that if this pipeline were to go forward, 
which it has to do, it would create 
250,000 jobs; 20,000 of those tomorrow, 
almost immediately. Again, it is so im- 
portant. 

It is important to my home State be- 
cause many businesses, many hard- 
working Americans living there would 
benefit tremendously. We have a large 
Nucor plant. That Nucor plant in 
Blytheville, AK, in Mississippi County, 
would supply a lot of the iron that 
would be used. We have another facil- 
ity, Welspun Tubular Company, they 
make oil pipe. They have 500 miles of 
this pipe sitting in storage that they 
have produced to go forward, which 
should be a great thing. The problem is 
instead of increasing employment for 
the future, right now they have had to 
lay off workers because of the indeci- 
sion. 

So there are all kinds of reasons we 
need to do this. Others have talked 
about national security reasons, but 
the labor—the good-paying jobs that 
would be created, again, not being de- 
pendent on places such as Saudi Arabia 
and Venezuela, that is a pretty good 
deal, and we need to move forward im- 
mediately. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 
wish to recognize the Senator from the 
great State of West Virginia. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Madam President, if I 
may, I wish to thank all my colleagues. 
This is something wonderful for the 
people who are watching and the people 
watching who are here, to see a bipar- 
tisan colloquy; that we all agree, basi- 
cally, about energy being the crux of 
what we do and how this country is 
made up and how we got to where we 
are today. 

My little State of West Virginia now 
has a tremendous shale gas find in the 
Marcellus Shale, with the Utica Shale 
in Ohio, the shale being explored and 
produced all over our country. We 
truly have an opportunity in our life- 
time to become totally energy inde- 
pendent. 

The only thing I am saying is, where 
I come from, the people are such good 
people and they have a lot of common 
sense. They say: We would rather buy 
from our friends than our enemies. 
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How much would this displace, as far 
as us buying from and depending on 
areas of the world that haven’t been 
friendly to the money we give them for 
the product of oil they sell us; does the 
Senator from North Dakota have an 
idea about that? 

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 
wish to respond to the Senator from 
West Virginia. Right now, between the 
oil we produce in the United States, 
both together with Canada and Mexico, 
we generate about 70 percent of the oil 
we consume. This project alone would 
add 6 percent. We are talking about 
over 800,000 barrels a day this project 
adds and brings to market. So we go 
from about 70 percent just for this 
project phase 1 to about 76 percent. But 
understand this pipeline project is ex- 
pandable to 1.4 million barrels a day, so 
we can see it would take us up even 
higher. 

So we are talking about a significant 
contribution to our oil supply, again, 
from North Dakota, Montana, and Can- 
ada, versus, as the Senator says, coun- 
tries such as Venezuela or from the 
Middle East. 

Mr. MANCHIN. My other question 
would be this. Since we have Senators 
from two of our great producing areas, 
knowing the challenges we had in Lou- 
isiana and the gulf coast with the BP 
oilspill, as well as a lot of concern 
about the environment and that is why 
it has been held up, I understand our 
friend, Gov. Dave Heineman from Ne- 
braska, now has approved this. That, as 
I understand it, was the last concern he 
had. 

I have always said this, and I will ask 
the question of the Senator from Alas- 
ka—they have one of the harshest cli- 
mates and are one of the largest oil 
producers for our country and they 
have been able to do it in a safe atmos- 
phere—will the Senator from Alaska 
comment on his concerns, if he has 
them, about doing this in a safe envi- 
ronment. 

Mr. BEGICH. Absolutely. I thank my 
friend from West Virginia. We built the 
largest single capital project back in 
the 1970s when we brought oil off the 
North Slope, almost 800 miles through 
the harshest, most unpredictable cli- 
mates one would ever see. I can tell my 
colleagues, if we went back to the sto- 
ries and articles, the sky would fall, 
the environment would be destroyed, 
and the world would come to an end by 
us building that pipeline. We are mul- 
tiple decades past. It has worked very 
well. There haven’t been those disas- 
ters people claimed would happen. 

On top of that, my friend from Lou- 
isiana mentioned the environmental 
impact and it makes sense that the 
pipeline is the safest way to move oil. 

On top of that, we have a choice—the 
Senator from North Dakota made it 
very clear—and that is to get it refined 
in China or the United States. I don’t 
know about anybody here, but I would 
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bet we all agree that between the envi- 
ronmental standards, we have a better 
environmental record than China in 
the refining of oil products, so it makes 
sense for us to do it. 

On top of that, people are traveling 
to Alaska not just for the jobs and the 
opportunity but the beauty of Alaska, 
and we have more visitors who want to 
see the pipeline, to visit the pipeline. 
When I went down the Gulkana on a 
rafting trip, it is unbelievable beauty. 
But one of the last things people do 
when they come down and land the raft 
and begin to pack to go back home, 
there is the pipeline going right across 
the Gulkana. Guess what. It hasn’t 
damaged the environment. As a matter 
of fact, there are plenty of photos of 
people trying to get their raft under- 
neath the pipeline; trying to get the 
pipeline and the rapids at the same 
time. So the Senator’s point is a very 
good one. 

The Governor of Nebraska has ap- 
proved it going through their State, 
but there is nothing similar to Alaska 
when it comes to the harsh environ- 
ment we had to build in. We did it, and 
we did it when technology was much 
different. Today, the standards are 
even greater. Again, I wish to echo the 
Senator’s point. 

If I could make one other point. This 
is unique, the Chamber and labor work- 
ing together for the common good of 
this country and the jobs and the 
groups—we think of the Teamsters and 
Operating Engineers, the pipeline con- 
tractors, the plumbers and pipefitters, 
they are all part of this agreement to 
build this pipeline and train workers; 
as my colleagues know, there is a huge 
gap in our trades. So we get to utilize 
a training opportunity, employ thou- 
sands of people not only for today but 
for the future. 

So from Alaska’s perspective, we like 
it. We know pipelines. We know we 
have to build big ones, as we did, and 
the fact is, as the Senator from North 
Dakota said, they are going to move 
this oil one way or another. We have a 
choice. Do we do it in our country, get 
the jobs that are attached to it, the op- 
portunity to refine it in States with 
great quality refineries or do we let 
China do it? This is a no-brainer for my 
State. 

Mr. MANCHIN. One very quick ques- 
tion, if I may, to the Senator from 
North Dakota. 

There might be a fallacy of thinking 
that only oil that is going to move is 
what we would buy from Canada. How 
much oil would be moved from the 
United States that we produce in the 
United States but that is captive right 
now, that is not being refined, maybe 
down in Louisiana and Texas? Would 
this help U.S. production? 

Mr. HOEVEN. I appreciate the ques- 
tion from the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia. For starters, it would put 100,000 
barrels a day—this is for starters—into 
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the pipeline. So day one is 100,000 bar- 
rels. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Just for North Da- 
kota? 

Mr. HOEVEN. North Dakota and 
Montana. It is very important to un- 
derstand that is just when we start. 
The pipeline is expandable. Today, 
North Dakota is the second largest pro- 
ducer of oil in the Nation, second only 
to Texas. We produce 750,000 barrels a 
day—and it is growing—and more of 
our oil is leaving the State by truck 
and rail than by pipeline. We need 
these pipelines. This project alone will 
take 500 trucks a day off our roads, 
trucks which are beating up our roads 
and creating safety issues in our State. 
This is vital infrastructure we need to 
get this product to refineries in Lou- 
isiana, in Texas, in Illinois, and other 
points around the country. 

At this point, I wish to thank the 
Senator from Louisiana, again, for her 
participation in this colloquy. I wish to 
turn to the esteemed Senator from Wy- 
oming, Mr. BARRASSO, another major 
energy-producing State, and ask him 
for his thoughts in regard to the regu- 
latory obstacles to energy develop- 
ment. If we are going to be energy se- 
cure, energy independent in this Na- 
tion, we have to find a way to empower 
project investment and empower the 
kind of development we are talking 
about—not only infrastructure but the 
new technologies that will help us 
produce more energy in our country 
with better environmental steward- 
ship. That is what we seek to do and I 
know that is exactly what Senator 
BARRASSO is working on in his State. I 
would like him to address that aspect. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, if 
I may join in this discussion—and it is 
wonderful to see the bipartisan nature 
of this discussion, to turn and look 
around the floor of this Chamber and 
see three Democratic Senators talking 
to this issue and three Republican Sen- 
ators talking to the same issue and 
agreeing, because all of us are like- 
minded in the fact that when we think 
of energy—and the Keystone XL Pipe- 
line is a big part of that—we think of 
energy security for our Nation, which 
is part of this, economic growth, and 
environmental stewardship. We just 
heard from one Alaskan Senator and 
the other Alaskan Senator will speak 
shortly. 

We hear what a wonderful job people 
continue to do in one of the most pris- 
tine areas of the country, the State of 
Alaska. I will tell my colleagues, as a 
Senator from Wyoming, an energy cap- 
ital of this Nation, that energy is a big 
part of our economy but so is tourism. 
If we did things that did not focus on 
environmental stewardship for our own 
State, it would impact our tourism. 
Energy is a big part of the economy, so 
we want to have economic growth, en- 
ergy security, as well as environmental 
stewardship. 
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But I will tell my colleagues it has 
been a difficult task based on some of 
the regulatory obstacles to energy de- 
velopment. The President likes to talk 
about how he supports all-of-the-above 
American energy development. But, in 
fact, we heard him the other night dur- 
ing the State of the Union Address. His 
actions over the past 4 years tell a 
completely different story. Instead of 
making it easier for our own country 
to produce energy, I believe he has 
made it harder. 

If we look at the folks who are leav- 
ing his administration: The EPA’s Di- 
rector, Lisa Jackson, she said the 
EPA’s role is, interestingly, ‘‘to level 
the playing field against fossil fuels.” 
Secretary Chu, who is leaving the ad- 
ministration, said he would ‘‘boost the 
price of gasoline to the levels in Eu- 
rope.” Secretary Salazar, who is leav- 
ing, continues to talk about the fact 
that the energy strategy, he says, 
showed good results, but they have re- 
stricted access to Federal offshore and 
onshore oil and gas resources through 
moratoriums, through blocking per- 
mits, through leasing plans. They have 
denied Americans billions in public 
revenue and thousands of jobs. 

I stand here saying that the Keystone 
XL Pipeline is a perfect example of the 
Obama administration’s pattern of de- 
laying good projects by requiring ex- 
cessive redtape. 

So I come here with the Senator from 
North Dakota and the Senator from 
Alaska—and I thank the Senator from 
North Dakota for his leadership, for his 
determination, for his courage, and for 
his fortitude—in fighting to make sure 
we as a country continue to strive for 
American energy security. That is ex- 
actly what we are going to have with 
this proposal. 

I call on the administration today— 
the President, as well as the new Sec- 
retary of State—to approve the Key- 
stone XL Pipeline, to allow that en- 
ergy—which is either coming here to 
the United States or going to China or 
elsewhere—to approve it to come to the 
United States, to help our production, 
to help our consumers, to help our jobs 
in this country. Those are the things 
that are important as we try to focus 
on energy security for our Nation, eco- 
nomic growth for our Nation, as well as 
environmental stewardship. 

So I thank the Senator from North 
Dakota for his leadership. 

I see now the ranking member of the 
Energy Committee is here with us as 
well, who has done a masterful job with 
a visioned “Energy 20/20.” For people 
who have not seen it, I would say they 
are missing something—if they have 
not really read through it—from the 
Senator from Alaska because she has 
focused like a laser on these three E’s 
of energy security, economic growth, 
and environmental stewardship. 

So I thank both the Senator from 
North Dakota and the Senator from 
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Alaska, the ranking member of the En- 
ergy Committee, for their leadership. 

Mr. HOEVEN. I thank the Senator. I 
appreciate the Senator from Wyoming 
being here and for his leadership on en- 
ergy. Again, I want to recognize that 
he comes from an energy-producing 
State, a State that is producing energy 
for this Nation and creating hundreds 
of thousands of good jobs in doing so. I 
thank him for his leadership on the En- 
ergy Committee as well. 

I want to turn to and recognize the 
Senator from Alaska, who is the rank- 
ing member on our Energy Committee. 
As the Senator from Wyoming said, she 
has recently put out a blueprint for en- 
ergy development, energy independ- 
ence, energy security for our Nation. It 
is comprehensive. It includes all types 
of energy and, again, developing—de- 
veloping—them the right way, with 
good environmental stewardship and 
the latest technologies but truly ac- 
complishing something the people of 
this country very much want; that is, 
energy security. 

So at this point I would turn to the 
Senator from Alaska and ask for some 
of her comments on this Keystone 
Pipeline project in terms of the eco- 
nomic benefits and the need for our Na- 
tion to truly have energy security. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I thank my col- 
league from North Dakota. I thank him 
for his leadership on how we can get 
the Keystone Pipeline moving, how we 
can ensure that a resource from our 
friend and ally Canada can be utilized, 
can help us here in this country to 
truly gain that level of energy security 
we have been talking about. 

There have been several good com- 
ments about the report I released last 
week, my ‘“‘Energy 20/20.” I just happen 
to have a copy of it here on the floor. 
But out of 115 pages, I can distill it in 
one simple bumper sticker; that is, en- 
ergy is good, energy is necessary. 

If you look at the cover of the report 
here, it is essentially a map of the 
world from way up high. When you are 
looking down and you see the lights at 
night, you can tell the prosperous 
places within the world. It is where the 
lights are on. It is where our energy is. 
So when we talk about energy, I think 
it is important to really put it in the 
context of how important, how signifi- 
cant it is to our daily lives. 

Over a week ago now we were all re- 
minded of the importance of energy 
when there were 34 minutes of dead 
time during the Super Bowl. A lot of 
folks were paying attention to, well, 
where do we get our energy sources 
from? It starts a good conversation, a 
necessary conversation. 

In my document I focus on five dif- 
ferent areas where we need to talk 
about energy policy. I am looking for 
an energy policy that is abundant, af- 
fordable, clean, diverse, and secure. 
When we talk about the fifth one, the 
security, this is where the Keystone XL 
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project really comes in to play. When 
we are talking about security, that 
does not necessarily mean that every- 
thing we want as a nation is going to 
be produced right here within our own 
borders. What it means is how we re- 
duce vulnerabilities from others, how 
we can eliminate our reliance on 
OPEC. 

Ladies and gentlemen, this is a re- 
ality. This is doable. This is possible by 
2020. This is not pie in the sky. Let me 
give you some numbers. 

In 2011 Canada produced roughly 2.9 
million barrels of crude oil per day. 
Mexico produced 2.6 million. When you 
add this to the approximately 6 million 
barrels the United States produces 
each day, total North American pro- 
duction—which is 11.5 million barrels— 
it is far greater than the Nation’s net 
imports, which was 8.5 million barrels 
back last year—more than double the 
imports from OPEC. 

So if we can do more within our own 
borders here and ensure that we are 
able to rely on our friends to the north, 
the Canadians, and our friends to the 
south, the Mexicans, we can displace— 
we can fully displace our reliance on 
OPEC imports by the year 2020. 

But part of achieving this goal is 
being able to count on the Keystone 
XL Pipeline. It is as simple as that. It 
is about security. It is about ensuring 
that we have a supply that not only 
helps us achieve that energy security, 
but it allows us to achieve economic 
security. 

So far as the jobs that are created, 
really the ripple effect that goes out— 
it is not just constructing one pipeline. 
It is the ripple effect that comes from 
this boom of opportunity within our 
country. 

So it is jobs and economic security. 
It is energy security from the perspec- 
tive of reducing our reliance on those 
countries we do not necessarily like, 
removing ourselves from the need to 
import OPEC oil, and having the abil- 
ity to control our destiny from a per- 
spective of abundance rather than from 
scarcity. 

We should look to our friends and 
neighbors. We should work with the 
Canadians. The President should sign 
the Keystone XL Pipeline bill into law. 
He should make it happen. We should 
not be waiting any longer for all the 
reasons so many on this floor have dis- 
cussed this afternoon. 

So to my friend the Senator from 
North Dakota, I say thank you for your 
leadership. Let’s make this happen 
now. 

Mr. HOEVEN. I thank the Senator 
from Alaska again for being here today 
talking about the importance of mov- 
ing forward with the Keystone XL 
Pipeline project and, again, for her 
leadership on energy issues. She is our 
ranking member on Energy. I think no 
matter whom you talk to, she is abso- 
lutely inclusive when she talks about 
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energy development, all aspects—the 
energy development, the environ- 
mental stewardship, the jobs, devel- 
oping all types of energy. She brings 
tremendous knowledge and experience 
to energy issues. So I would urge the 
administration to listen to one of the 
leading voices in energy in our coun- 
try, and that is Senator MURKOWSKI, 
and ask them to approve this project. 

The senior Senator from Montana 
could not be here today but did ask 
that I express his strong support for 
the Keystone XL project—Senator MAx 
Baucus from Montana. My friend from 
Montana has said over and over the 
same thing all of us know; that is, Key- 
stone is about jobs, and every day we 
delay the Keystone Pipeline is another 
day we delay creating American jobs. 

So I want to thank not only Senator 
Baucus but all of the Senators who 
have joined us here today: Senator 
LANDRIEU from Louisiana, Senator 
CORNYN from Texas, Senator BOOZMAN 
from Arkansas, Senator MANCHIN from 
West Virginia, Senator BARRASSO from 
Wyoming, Senator BEGICH from Alas- 
ka, and, as you have just heard, Sen- 
ator MURKOWSKI from Alaska. 

We have made the environmental 
case. The environmental case is strong- 
er with the pipeline project than with- 
out it. Every single State on the route 
is supporting the project. And I think, 
as Senator MURKOWSKI so well con- 
cluded for us, it is about energy; it is 
about jobs; it is about tax revenue we 
need to close the deficit and address 
the debt without raising taxes; and it 
is about energy independence and en- 
ergy security for this country so we do 
not continue to import oil from the 
Middle East or from places such as 
Venezuela but, rather, we get it from 
our closest friend and ally Canada, as 
well as from States such as my own 
State and from Montana, and we refine 
it in our refineries and provide it to 
our hard-working citizens across the 
country. So instead of having record 
highs in the price of gasoline—we have 
the highest price ever at this point in 
February: $3.62 a gallon—we start mov- 
ing energy costs down for our con- 
sumers, to create a more robust econ- 
omy, and to ease the pain at the pump 
for our hard-working Americans. 

I just want to close with that there 
will be another rally of demonstrators 
around the White House this weekend. 
I think it is scheduled for Sunday. 
Now, I do not know if they are going to 
handcuff themselves to the fence like 
actress Daryl Hannah did the other day 
or what they are going to do. But the 
simple point is this: I just gave the in- 
formation from a poll that was con- 
ducted from February 5 through Feb- 
ruary 10. One thousand voters were 
contacted in that poll that was com- 
missioned by API and conducted by 
Harris Interactive. One thousand vot- 
ers were contacted, and 69 percent sup- 
port construction of the Keystone XL 
Pipeline and 17 percent oppose. 
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So here is a project which on the 
facts is something that needs to hap- 
pen. We need approval of this project 
on the facts, as we have gone through 
and cited in great detail. But this is a 
project which the American people sup- 
port 69 percent to 17 percent. My ques- 
tion for the administration is, Is this 
decision going to be made on the facts 
and what the American people want or 
is this going to be made on the basis of 
special interest groups that may dem- 
onstrate from time to time around the 
White House? I believe the decision 
needs to be made for the American peo- 
ple to approve the Keystone XL Pipe- 
line project. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HEINRICH). The Senator from Wyoming. 
UNIONS AND OBAMACARE 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I rise 
today as a physician who practiced 
medicine in Wyoming for more than 25 
years, and I rise to continue the debate 
we have been having in this body about 
the President’s health care law. 

Although there has been significant 
debate and discussion, what I have con- 
tinued to try to do is discuss some of 
the many ways in which this law falls 
short of its goals and falls way short of 
what the American public has asked 
for when it comes to the need for 
health care reform. 

The Obama administration continues 
to put significant effort into trying to 
sell its health care law and tries to 
convince people that it is the answer to 
all of their problems. But in the words 
of John Adams, ‘‘Facts are stubborn 
things.” 

Despite all the spin of this adminis- 
tration, the American people continue 
to learn the facts—the facts about just 
how bad this law is and how much it is 
going to cost them personally in terms 
of finances and personally in terms of 
their own health care. That is why the 
President’s health care law continues, 
this day, to be unworkable, unpopular, 
and absolutely unaffordable. 

We saw another example of this re- 
cently when one group who had pre- 
viously supported the law learned more 
about what is in it. 

Back when we were debating the bill 
originally, labor unions around the 
country were among the biggest back- 
ers of the law. Unions sent their lobby- 
ists up here to press their Democratic 
supporters to pass the law. They put 
out many statements saying things 
like, “We need this health care law 
now.” They held rallies right out in 
front of the Capitol. 

We saw the same kinds of demonstra- 
tions last spring when the Supreme 
Court was considering a challenge to 
the law. Now, I went to the oral argu- 
ments, and I remember one group of 
union members chanting: ‘‘We love 
ObamaCare.” 

Well, apparently now, today, I will 
tell you, the love is gone. According to 
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a recent front-page article in the Wall 
Street Journal, some union leaders 
now say that ‘‘many of the law’s re- 
quirements will drive up the costs for 
their health-care plans and make 
unionized workers less competitive.”’ 

Republicans said the President’s plan 
would drive up costs for hard-working 
Americans from the beginning. Union 
leaders absolutely ignored our warn- 
ings and supported the law anyway. 
Now we have been proven right, and we 
are seeing buyer remorse by a lot of 
the law’s supporters. This was abso- 
lutely predictable. What is really inter- 
esting is the reaction. It is clear from 
that Journal article that many union 
leaders are angry and disappointed. 

Well, union leaders should be angry. 
The Obama administration misled 
them into believing their members 
could keep the health care plan they 
had. They should be angry with Presi- 
dent Obama. They were deliberately 
deceived when he promised repeatedly, 
saying health insurance costs would go 
down $2,500 for the average family by 
today. 

The unions are also now lobbying the 
Obama administration to do an end-run 
around the law. The Wall Street Jour- 
nal quoted union leaders saying that 
they were going to push the Obama ad- 
ministration to now subsidize their 
health insurance costs. Now disturbing 
comments come from the administra- 
tion suggesting it might be willing to 
do just that. 

Unions have focused their efforts on 
trying to get the administration to ex- 
pand access to advanced premium tax 
credits. The subsidies were intended 
only for people who cannot get insur- 
ance through their employers. That is 
how it was set up. Well, that means 
union members who have insurance for 
a plan jointly run by the union and 
their employers are not eligible for the 
subsidies. 

The law is crystal clear. In fact, the 
law lays out four conditions for getting 
the tax credit: You have to get insur- 
ance through the exchange, either a 
State exchange or the Federal ex- 
change; you have to pay the premiums 
yourself; you must not be eligible for 
minimum essential coverage other 
than the plans offered in the individual 
market; and you must not be enrolled 
in an eligible employer-sponsored plan. 
Those are all four. That is it. So union 
workers covered by their employer or 
by a joint plan from their employer 
and the union do not meet these four 
criteria. 

Let’s go back to NANCY PELOSI and 
that famous quote: “First you have to 
pass it before you get to find out 
what’s in it.” The union bosses should 
have read the bill before they decided 
to support it. And if they had read the 
bill, they would have been smart to op- 
pose it. 

Despite the clear law, a spokesman 
for the Treasury Department told the 


February 14, 2013 


Wall Street Journal that ‘‘these mat- 
ters are the subject of pending regula- 
tions.” Amazingly, one of the lobbyists 
for the union said the administration 
can ‘‘create a loophole for them 
through Federal rule-making.” Create 
a loophole for the unions. Create a 
loophole. 

Well, that is wrong. The American 
people know it is wrong. The adminis- 
tration has no legal authority to ex- 
pand access to health insurance sub- 
sidies under the law. This is not a mat- 
ter of regulation, it is a matter of the 
law. It was a bad law—bad law as it was 
being adopted, bad law as it was being 
signed. It is full of unintended con- 
sequences. This particular consequence 
was spelled out unambiguously. Last 
week, 31 Republican Senators wrote to 
remind the President of that fact. 

Of course, it is not just union mem- 
bers who are disturbed by the law’s ef- 
fects on health care costs. Numerous 
reports have pointed out that costs will 
continue to rise when more of the 
health care law’s mandates kick in 
next January. One study estimates 
that healthier people are going to see 
their insurance costs go up by 40 per- 
cent to cover the cost of insuring less 
healthy people. The law’s requirements 
on caps on medical benefits will also 
cause an increase in premiums. So will 
the requirements that adults up to age 
26 be allowed to stay on their parent’s 
plan. 

Late last year, Blue Shield of Cali- 
fornia asked for permission to raise its 
rates by as much as 20 percent. The 
CEO of Aetna said rates in some areas 
could go up as much as 100 percent. 
That is on top of the premium increase 
of more than $3,000 the average family 
has seen since President Obama took 
office. 

We have got to lower the cost of 
health care. President Obama and the 
Democrats who voted for this piece of 
legislation in the House and in the Sen- 
ate promised the law would do that. 
Well, it has not done it. It will not do 
it. Their plan was short on reform and 
long on budget tricks and accounting 
gimmicks and on empty promises. 

The cost concerns the unions raise 
are absolutely legitimate. I share those 
concerns and so do all of the Senators 
on this side of the aisle. But we cannot 
give extra benefits to union members. 
The problem is not that the law makes 
union health benefits more expensive; 
the problem is the President’s health 
care law makes everyone’s health in- 
surance more expensive. The answer is 
to control costs for everyone, not just 
for special-interest groups with friends 
in the White House. 

We need to revisit the taxes, the fees, 
and the other policies that drive pre- 
mium increases. We need real health 
care reform in this country, reform 
that gives people the care they need 
from the doctor they choose at a lower 
cost. 
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When we were debating the Presi- 
dent’s health care law, some of us 
warned about the danger of writing a 
bill behind closed doors. Actually, the 
President warned about the danger of 
writing a bill behind closed doors until 
he decided that was exactly what he 
wanted to do. So he sent his Chief of 
Staff to do just what he said would be 
dangerous, write a law behind closed 
doors. 

Some of us were concerned about the 
special deals for special groups. Of 
course, these were special deals that 
would harm health care for the rest of 
us. President Obama and Democrats in 
Congress rejected our concerns. NANCY 
PELOSI famously said we need to pass 
the law so we can see what is in it. 
Well, the American people now are see- 
ing more and more of what is in the 
law, and they do not like what they 
see. Now they are calling for all of us 
to do something about it. This is not 
the time for special-interest loopholes. 
It is not the time to make more deals 
behind closed doors. It is not the time 
to hand out breaks for one favored 
group at the expense of everyone else. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO RANDY AND SUZY STORMS 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, another 
sad occasion in Kansas. A week ago 
this past Sunday, the Wichita commu- 
nity was struck by the tragic news that 
Randy and Suzy Storms were killed in 
a fatal car accident in east Wichita. 
Randy and Suzy were traveling home 
from visiting a friend at a local hos- 
pital when Randy experienced a health 
problem while driving, which led to a 
devastating accident. 

Randy and Suzy were very well 
known and very well loved in the Wich- 
ita community for more than 30 years. 
Their care and compassion for those in 
difficult circumstances shaped how 
they lived their lives. Randy had a spe- 
cial gift for connecting with those who 
were struggling, perhaps because he 
knew how difficult life could be. As a 
teenager, Randy suffered a spinal in- 
jury which forced him to live as a 
quadriplegic. Resolved to make his 
faith in Jesus the core of his identity 
and not his physical disability, Randy 
chose to invest his life in caring for 
others. 

Shortly after high school, Randy 
began to serve on the staff of Young 
Life, a Christian organization that 
mentors and works with young people. 
His position at Young Life was a 
springboard to reaching a wider Wich- 
ita community. Over the years, Randy 
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became a counselor and friend to 
countless pastors, community leaders, 
young adults, and everyone else who 
was in need of a friend. 

Jen Shively, who served with Randy 
for 27 years, remembered that he 
“loved people well,” and that ‘“‘loving 
others was effortless for him.” 

Nan Chastain met Randy while at- 
tending Young Life and she remembers 
Randy as ‘‘the definition of faithful- 
ness.” She said, “He was always there 
for anyone whenever they needed him.” 
In short, Randy Storms valued every 
life. 

His wife Suzy was also known for her 
great love and her care for others. On 
any given day, you could find Suzy 
helping young women and teen moth- 
ers in need of encouragement and a lis- 
tening ear. 

Sean Spencer, a long-time friend of 
the Storms, knew Suzy to be a person 
of great strength and grace. Together, 
the couple invested in the lives of 
many married couples, both young and 
old, who were facing the trials of life 
together. Randy and Suzy found joy in 
serving together and encouraging oth- 
ers. 

The Wichita community came to 
know the Storms as the folks who 
would show up to your kids’ sporting 
events, high school graduations, and 
baptisms to celebrate what means the 
most in life—people. The Storms were 
also known as the folks who would 
faithfully show up at the darkest hour 
to lend a helping hand or to offer com- 
fort to those facing serious difficulties. 

Randy and Suzy Storms lived out the 
biblical teaching to love your neighbor 
as yourself, and they touched the lives 
of countless Kansans. My heartfelt 
sympathy goes out to their two chil- 
dren Nick and Natalie and their two 
grandchildren Jack and Lucy. Randy 
and Suzy were two very special people 
who will be greatly missed by so very 
many. 

This tragedy is a somber reminder 
that every day is a gift and we are not 
promised a tomorrow. May we learn 
from the Storms that what truly mat- 
ters in life is the people around us, and 
may their example spur us to love one 
another more deeply. 

I ask my colleagues as well as all 
Kansans to remember the Storms fam- 
ily in their thoughts and prayers in the 
days ahead. 

GLOBAL BATTLE FOR TALENT 

Mr. President, I am thankful for the 
opportunity to be on the Senate floor 
today to continue to tell my colleagues 
about the issues of entrepreneurship 
and the global battle for talent, the op- 
portunity to start businesses, and the 
challenges we face from other coun- 
tries in competing in this global econ- 
omy. 

From our Nation’s earliest days, en- 
trepreneurs have been the driving force 
behind U.S. economic growth and ex- 
pansion. Yet the state of entrepreneur- 
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ship in America is not as strong as it 
once was. In today’s global economy, 
an entrepreneur has more choices than 
ever about where to start his or her 
business. 

Over the last 2 years, at least seven 
other countries have taken action to 
better support and attract entre- 
preneurs. In the 2-plus years I have 
been a member of the Senate, seven 
countries have changed their policies, 
their laws, and their regulations to be 
attractive to entrepreneurs, while we 
have not. This map shows those coun- 
tries—Russia, Singapore, Australia, 
Brazil, Chile, Canada, and the United 
Kingdom. 

I recently shared what Canada was 
doing to attract more entrepreneurs, 
and today I will share what is hap- 
pening in the United Kingdom and ex- 
plain why it is in our country’s best in- 
terests to act quickly to retain highly 
skilled and entrepreneurial immi- 
grants. 

Much like the United States, the UK 
had a range of visa categories for im- 
migrants with varying skills and finan- 
cial resources. But in 2011, the UK Gov- 
ernment made changes to simplify 
their visa rules in order to attract 
more talented entrepreneurs to their 
country. The UK recently created an 
entirely new type of visa for what they 
call ‘prospective entrepreneurs.” 
These individuals are allowed to enter 
the UK for a set period of time to se- 
cure funding and start the process of 
setting up their businesses before they 
begin the traditional visa process. 
Raising capital can be one of the more 
challenging aspects of starting a new 
business, and this visa gives entre- 
preneurs a running start. 

The UK has also changed its top visa 
category, tier 1, to be restricted to en- 
trepreneurs, investors, and the excep- 
tionally talented. Those entrepreneurs 
falling within the tier 1 category must 
have set up or taken over a British 
business. The initial investment in 
their companies can be as little as 
50,000 pounds, given that certain cri- 
teria are met. By lowering the initial 
capital investment required, entre- 
preneurs can get set up and running 
their businesses sooner rather than 
just raising more money. 

The UK has also revamped its Global 
Entrepreneurs Programme, which 
works to encourage innovative tech- 
nology businesses to relocate to the 
UK. The program is aimed specifically 
at foreign entrepreneurs and offers a 
range of support to startups, from help 
in raising capital to providing mentors 
to offering networking opportunities 
with successful entrepreneurs. This 
program has helped more than 200 en- 
trepreneurs and early-stage technology 
companies get established in the 
United Kingdom so far. 

You can see from this poster, Sir 
Richard Branson is helping promote 
this program because he knows first- 
hand the value of entrepreneurship. 


1458 


Many people today know Richard 
Branson as the creator of Virgin Air- 
ways, but he got his start at the young 
age of 16 by successfully launching a 
new student magazine. Now, 45 years 
later, his investment group employs 
approximately 50,000 people in 34 coun- 
tries and its revenues in 2011 were 
around $21 billion. 

The UK’s Immigration Minister said 
this about the country’s recent efforts 
to attract more startup companies: 

Entrepreneurs and investors can play a 
major part in our economic recovery, and I 
want to do everything I can to ensure that 
Britain remains an attractive destination for 
them. Last year we issued far too few visas 
to those who wish to set up a business and 
invest in the UK—I intend to change that. 

That was the Immigration Minister 
of the UK speaking. And this is our 
competition. 

We in Congress and the administra- 
tion need to take notice. Other coun- 
tries are aggressively courting entre- 
preneurs and those talented individuals 
will not sit on the sideline with their 
good ideas. They will go to the country 
that welcomes them and set up shop. 

A story I heard while visiting Silicon 
Valley recently illustrates this point. 
A large company that was just a few 
years ago a startup itself told me they 
had plans to hire 68 highly skilled im- 
migrants but could not get visas for 
them to work in the United States. 

Rather than letting that talent go, 
the company hired them but in a dif- 
ferent country. While it is troubling to 
me that we lost 68 jobs because there 
was no visa for them—we lost those 
jobs here in the United States and the 
visa program didn’t work to attract 
and retain them—what troubles me 
even more than that is we know that 
someone—and maybe several of those 
68 people hired—will go on to start a 
business that may result in significant 
job creation. Those are jobs that could 
have been created in the United States 
but now will be created in another 
country. 

There is a global battle for entrepre- 
neurial talent, and the United States is 
falling behind. When we lose those en- 
trepreneurs and highly skilled immi- 
grants, we lose the jobs they create. 
This is certainly about the entre- 
preneurs, but it is more about the folks 
whom they will employ—folks here in 
the United States who are in desperate 
need of employment. 

The legislation that led to changes in 
the UK’s visa law was drafted by Cam- 
bridge venture capitalist Alex van 
Someren. Alex is aware that here in 
America there have been recent efforts 
to attract entrepreneurs to our coun- 
try, but the barriers to entry are still 
higher than in the United Kingdom. 
Alex said this in a recent interview he 
had with Business Weekly: ‘‘We have 
beaten the American effort and that is 
fabulous news for UK entrepreneur- 
ship.” 
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This might be good news for the 
United Kingdom, but it is not good 
news for Americans. I want to make 
sure that the first choice for entre- 
preneurs looking to start a company 
remains the United States of America, 
and Congress has the responsibility to 
make certain that happens. 

In a bipartisan effort, Senator WAR- 
NER, Senator COONS, Senator BLUNT, 
and others introduced the Startup Act 
3.0 yesterday and an identical bill is 
being introduced today in the U.S. 
House of Representatives. Startup Act 
3.0 makes changes to the Federal regu- 
latory process to lessen government 
burdens on job creators, modifies the 
Tax Code to encourage investment in 
new businesses, seeks to accelerate the 
commercialization of university feder- 
ally funded research that can lead to 
new ventures and, importantly, pro- 
vides new opportunities for highly edu- 
cated and entrepreneurial immigrants 
to stay in the United States where 
their talents and new ideas can fuel 
economic growth and, most impor- 
tantly, create American jobs. 

Startup Act 3.0 creates an entre- 
preneur’s visa for foreign-born entre- 
preneurs currently in the United 
States. Those with a good idea, capital, 
and willingness to hire Americans 
would be able to stay in the United 
States and grow their businesses. 

In many instances, foreign-born en- 
trepreneurs, here legally, have an idea 
and want to begin a company that will 
employ Americans but are told their 
visa does not allow them to remain in 
the United States. With few ways to 
stay, these entrepreneurs are forced to 
move and to take their business with 
them where they will create jobs in 
other countries. 

I want to make certain America is 
the best place for entrepreneurs who 
want to build in America and hire 
Americans. Passing Startup Act 3.0 
will help make that happen by creating 
new ways for immigrants legally in the 
United States to open a business and to 
employ our fellow citizens. 

People come from all around the 
world to the United States. They come 
to study and they come to work. They 
come to live in a place where they can 
have the freedom to pursue their 
dreams. The entrepreneur’s visa would 
allow these risk-takers to stay here 
and operate their businesses. 

Each immigrant entrepreneur would 
be required to create jobs for Ameri- 
cans. If the business was not successful 
and the jobs were not created, the im- 
migrant would have to go back to his 
or her own home country. 

While some immigrant entrepreneurs 
would fail, others would follow a path 
worn by many who came before them 
and succeeded. Entrepreneurial immi- 
grants have long contributed to the 
strength of our economy by starting 
companies and creating jobs. I can 
think of the Russian immigrants, for 
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example, who are entrepreneurs in a 
sense who came to Kansas and brought 
hard red winter wheat with them. What 
a true entrepreneur—an immigrant en- 
trepreneur—who changed the face of 
our State. 

On the current Fortune 500 compa- 
nies, more than 40 percent were found- 
ed by a first- or second-generation 
American. Not only are these immi- 
grants entrepreneurial, but they are 
also disproportionately innovative. 
Foreign nationals residing in the 
United States were named as investors 
or coinvestors in a quarter of all patent 
applications filed in the United States 
in 2006. 

Today, one of every ten Americans 
employed in a privately owned U.S. 
company works for an immigrant- 
owned firm. While we work in the 
United States to continue educating 
our children with the skills for a 21st 
century economy and training the next 
generation of great American entre- 
preneurs, we also need to welcome 
those who want to create a business 
here in the United States and employ 
our citizens. 

I believe that 80 percent of my col- 
leagues here would agree with the pro- 
visions of Startup Act 3.0. They under- 
stand these are important issues for 
the economic growth and new job cre- 
ation for Americans. I urge my col- 
leagues to pass what we can agree to 
now and keep working to find common 
ground on issues that still divide us. 
The longer we wait, the farther we fall 
behind in this global competition for 
the most entrepreneurial immigrants. 

While the United Kingdom and other 
countries are creating new opportuni- 
ties for entrepreneurs, the United 
States remains the land of opportunity 
and birthplace of the American dream. 
We need to pass Startup Act 3.0 so for- 
eign entrepreneurs can strengthen our 
economy and so American business 
men and women can pursue their 
dreams here in the United States. 

Millions of our citizens, unfortu- 
nately, remain out of work. Many are 
underemployed. Our economy is barely 
growing. We can jump-start the Amer- 
ican economy through Startup Act 3.0, 
and the skills we need to pursue the 
American dream can be here in the 
United States and we can strengthen 
our economy. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum, and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HEITKAMP). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
KING). The Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be permitted 
to enter into a colloquy with my col- 
league from Maryland, Senator MIKUL- 
SKI. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The remarks of Mr. CARDIN and Ms. 
MIKULSKI are printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Morning Business.’’) 

SEQUESTER IMPACT 

Ms. MIKULSKI (Ms. HEITKAMP). 
Madam President, while we are waiting 
to take up some other important legis- 
lation, I wanted to come to the floor to 
speak on another very important mat- 
ter. 

What I wish to talk about is seques- 
ter. “Sequester” is a nine-letter word 
that would be a big hit in a Scrabble 
game, but it is a lousy word for the 
game of life and the functioning of our 
economy. Sequester is a technique we 
are going to use as Washington-speak 
for saying we will have, starting March 
1, across-the-board cuts that will be 
devastating to our economy and to the 
functioning of government. I just held 
a hearing this morning in my full Ap- 
propriations Committee about the con- 
sequences of these cuts. It is really 
scary. We are going to cut defense. It is 
going to have a negative impact on our 
readiness. At the same time, people 
building some of the smart weapons for 
the future, such as shipyard workers, 
over several thousand of them, could be 
laid off. 

Not only must we protect our mili- 
tary from these devastating cuts, but 
there are others who wear the uniform 
of the United States of America who 
protect us. For example, we have 57,000 
Border Patrol guards who could be laid 
off. We also have people who run our 
weather satellites who help provide the 
important information to warn for tor- 
nadoes, to warn for hurricanes, to warn 
for these terrible blizzards so that local 
governments can efficiently prepare. 
Then there are terrible cuts in the area 
particularly of education. 

We need to be able to come up with 
$86 billion to cancel this year’s seques- 
ter. That is $86 billion—‘‘b’”’ as in BAR- 
BARA, not ‘‘m’’ as in MIKULSKI. We have 
less than 2 weeks to do that. 

Now, as the full chair of the Appro- 
priations Committee, working with our 
Democratic leadership and our very 
able chair of the Budget Committee, 
Senator MURRAY, as well as Senator 
BAUCUS, the chair of the Finance Com- 
mittee, as well as other people in the 
Senate, we have been able to come up 
with an alternative. It offers a bal- 
anced approach to revenues as well as 
to cuts. 

Our proposal will include reforms to 
the Tax Code and save $55 billion. At 
the same time, what we will be able to 
do is come up with cuts in spending. 
One will be $28 billion of cuts in the 
farm bill and then another $27 billion 
in defense. 
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Now, before people worry and before 
Iran gets any funny ideas—or anybody 
who is a foe of the United States—that 
we are going wimpy or soft, the answer 
is no. These cuts will not go into effect 
until 2015, after we have brought our 
troops back home from Afghanistan. 
Then they will be spread out over 8 
years until 2021. So we won’t impact 
readiness. If there is a foreign predator, 
don’t think we are weakening our- 
selves. What we are doing is looking at 
ways the Defense Department can get 
rid of some of these programs that are 
now dated, some of the weapons sys- 
tems that are no longer as relevant as 
they once were, as we modernize. 

So between the mandatory spending 
cuts in the farm bill and in defense, we 
will cut spending by $55 billion. So we 
take $55 billion in cuts and $55 billion 
in revenue, and this will give us the 
$110 billion to be able to deal with this 
problem. 

I am really jazzed about sequester. I 
represent some of the great iconic Fed- 
eral agencies in the State of Maryland. 
I have 1,000 Federal employees. People 
say: Oh, we know them. Aren’t those 
the pointy-headed bureaucrats who 
only do heavy lifting by getting a latte 
in the morning? The answer is abso- 
lutely not. Let me tell my colleagues 
who those people are, and I am really 
proud of them. 

They run the Social Security Admin- 
istration. They make sure the checks 
go out on time. They are doing all the 
actuarial work. They are making sure 
Social Security is relevant, financially 
solvent, and far more efficiently run, 
with lower overhead than an insurance 
company. 

I represent the National Institutes of 
Health, whose sole job is to find cures 
for the diseases affecting the American 
people. Right this very minute we are 
working on the cure for Alzheimer’s, 
with a cognitive stretch-out of Alz- 
heimer’s. My dear dad died of that. I 
know the consequences. It is a terrible 
heartbreak for the family, and I will 
tell my colleagues that it is a budget- 
buster when one has to turn to long- 
term care. If we can keep the funding 
going and if we can have that break- 
through, if we can even find a cognitive 
stretch-out for 3 to 5 years for people 
going into nursing homes, we could cut 
our Medicaid budget in half because 80 
percent of the money in our Medicaid 
budget goes to paying for long-term 
care for people with Alzheimer’s, Par- 
kinson’s, Lou Gehrig’s disease, or other 
diseases with neurological impair- 
ments. We are being pound foolish to 
save nickels and dimes. We need a 
long-term solution. 

By the way, the sequester is supposed 
to happen every year for 9 years. It was 
to get us to the table so we could deal 
not only with our debt and deficit—yes, 
we got that message, but the other 
message is that we have to get America 
ready for the future. We have to create 
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jobs today and innovate for jobs tomor- 
row. That is at NIH. Those are the peo- 
ple working there. 

I represent three Nobel Prize winners 
who are civil servants, several Nobel 
Prize winners over at Johns Hopkins. 
They are not only proud of winning the 
prizes, but they want to help America 
win the markets—new ideas for new 
products that will lead to new jobs. 

We also have in my State the Federal 
Drug Administration. I wish the Pre- 
siding Officer could come over there. 
There are 4,000 people working there. 

They say: Well, all those people. Yes, 
all those people. Again, there are 
Ph.D.s and M.D.s, people with master’s 
degrees, and what are they working 
for? They are looking for new medical 
devices to help people, the new break- 
throughs in perhaps the next genera- 
tion of the pacemaker. They are taking 
ideas invented by the private sector, 
including a new insulin pump that will 
help a diabetic person have a more ac- 
tive life or even breakthroughs for neu- 
rological impairment for perhaps the 
child with cerebral palsy—they are 
looking for safety and efficacy so those 
products can move to clinical practice, 
to the marketplace, and products we 
can sell to the world. There are many 
countries that could never afford an 
FDA, but because they are FDA-cer- 
tified in our country, they will buy our 
products. 

I am proud of that, that we are going 
to be the country that is inventing 
cures for cancer. We only look at the 
“a”? words: AIDS, Alzheimer’s, autism, 
arthritis. Just look at that. At the 
very time we are looking to lay off peo- 
ple or furlough people at NIH, they 
have just lowered the cancer rates in 
the United States by 12 percent—12 
percent. 

During the terrible fiscal cliff nego- 
tiations around New Year’s, I spoke to 
Dr. Francis Collins, who heads that 
agency. We were making these an- 
nouncements on how America leads the 
way to lower cancer rates among its 
own people. Isn’t that a great victory? 
At the same time, I was telling him he 
could be heading into sequester or 
going over a fiscal cliff. 

Every day these 130,000 people are 
working to help America, whether they 
are working with weather satellites, 
whether they are doing the next gen- 
eration of drug approval, whether they 
are running the Social Security Ad- 
ministration, whether they are over at 
the National Institute of Standards 
making sure American products have 
American standards and not the Chi- 
nese standards—again, so we can man- 
ufacture here and sell over there. 

So I think sequester is a terrible 
thing. As the chair of the full Appro- 
priations Committee, I am working 
with our leadership to try to deal with 
this issue, but I also say to the other 
side of the aisle, let’s come together. 
Let’s work with our President. Let’s 
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have that grand bargain through look- 
ing at tax reform, reviewing some of 
our mandatory spending and how we 
can get savings out of that, as well as 
targeted, strategic cuts. Let’s get us on 
the right fiscal path, but also let’s get 
us on the path for innovation, for jobs 
today and jobs tomorrow. We want to 
continue to lead the world, and we 
want to defend ourselves not only 
against foreign predators who might 
wish to do us harm but those other 
horsemen of the apocalypse who ride, 
such as pestilence and disease, and we 
can do it. So let’s saddle up and get the 
job done. 

Madam President, I yield the floor, 
and I note the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. WAR- 
REN). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to join in a col- 
loquy with my colleague from South 
Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, 
there seems to be a lot of back and 
forth and misinformation about where 
various Senators stand on the issue of 
the Hagel nomination. I have a state- 
ment I will give in a few minutes about 
why I am opposed to Senator Chuck 
Hagel to be Secretary of Defense, but I 
think it is important to make a couple 
points. One is that the distinguished 
chairman and I were here back in 1988. 

In 1988, on December 16, John Tower 
was nominated to be Secretary of De- 
fense. 

On January 25, 1989, his confirmation 
hearings began. On February 2, 1989, 
the committee postponed the confirma- 
tion vote after allegations were raised. 
On February 8, the committee vote was 
delayed again until February. Feb- 
ruary 23, he was voted out of the com- 
mittee. March 10 was the time where 
the Senate rejected the nomination by 
53 to 47. 

I was there. I saw. One of the worst 
things I have ever seen in the history 
of the Senate, the way they dragged 
out Senator John Tower—a good and 
decent man’s reputation with allega- 
tion after allegation, all of which 
turned out to be false. So I would like 
to inform my colleagues, this is not the 
first time we have had a delay in the 
confirmation of a Secretary of Defense. 

I will be glad to go over what I saw, 
including allegations that were thrown 
over the transom day after day, week 
after week. They destroyed a good and 
decent man in Senator John Tower. So 
the allegation that somehow we are 
dragging this out or delaying it, it is 
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not the first time in history, I will say 
to my dear friend, the chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee. 

Having said that, there are still ques- 
tions outstanding. I believe Senators 
have the right to have those questions 
answered. The Senator from South 
Carolina and I, the Senator from New 
Hampshire had a response from the 
President today on the question we 
had, but there are other questions. But 
I think during the break is sufficient 
time to get any additional questions 
answered. I will vote in favor of cloture 
on the day we get back. I believe my 
colleagues would also—a number of my 
colleagues would do the same. 

I think that is a sufficient period of 
time to get answers to outstanding 
questions. I think Senator Hagel, after 
that period of time, deserves a cloture 
vote and an up-or-down vote on his 
nomination. 

I ask if my colleague wants to com- 
ment. 

Mr. GRAHAM. We reported Senator 
Hagel’s nomination out at 5 o’clock. I 
would argue that the hearing was in- 
teresting, I think at times unnerving. 
Here it is Thursday. So there are some 
questions being asked by our col- 
leagues that I think are legitimate. 
Some are kind of creating a new stand- 
ard. I am confident, in the next week, 
unless there is some explosive bomb- 
shell that I cannot quite get my hands 
around, I intend to vote for cloture and 
against the nomination. I am one, 
along with Senator MCCAIN, who be- 
lieves filibustering should be a rare 
thing. 

But what we are doing is saying the 
debate time for Senator Hagel is not 
yet over, since he just got reported out 
Tuesday at 5 o’clock. Put yourself in 
the shoes of the colleagues who are not 
on this committee. This has been a 
very controversial nominee. I will say 
the reason we voted for Senator Kerry 
on the same day he got reported out of 
committee and he got 97 votes, that all 
of us felt comfortable with the nomina- 
tion. There are very uncomfortable 
things about this nomination. But hav- 
ing said that, I do believe that unless 
there is something new that comes out, 
we should proceed to a vote, up or 
down. I am willing to invoke cloture 
because I think, as Senator MCCAIN 
said, the week time period would give 
us a chance to answer these questions. 

Let me inform my colleagues that 
just about an hour ago, there was a 
press report that a speech was given by 
Senator Hagel—I can’t remember the 
group. But one of his aides posted— 
based on his notes what he had said the 
next day on a Web site. 

During that speech, according to this 
aide, Senator Hagel said the U.S. State 
Department was an extension of the 
Israeli Government. Things such as 
that are unnerving. There is at least 
one speech he gave that he did not re- 
port that we think there is a copy of. 
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We should get it in the next few days. 
That is why I would oppose cloture 
today, vote for it after the recess. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Tennessee, who also, in my view, 
is one of the great protectors of the 
Senate, preserving its tradition and 
customs—I would ask if he has a view 
on this issue. I wish to repeat: I would 
vote for cloture. The Senator from 
South Carolina would vote for cloture. 
I would be interested in the view of the 
Senator from Tennessee on this whole 
issue. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Sen- 
ator from Arizona. Probably the best 
known function of the Senate—con- 
stitutional responsibility—is the right 
of advise and consent. We take it very 
seriously. Here that means we have to 
consider what happens. The Armed 
Services Committee, upon which I do 
not have a chance to serve, completed 
its consideration of Senator Hagel’s 
nomination 2 days ago. Now it is before 
the whole body. He is the President’s 
appointee. The President has a right to 
appoint people in whom he has con- 
fidence. But we have a constitutional 
responsibility to consider the nominee. 

A number of Republican Senators 
have questions, including the Senator 
from Arizona, the Senator from South 
Carolina, that they would like to have 
answered. I think they are entitled to 
that. I think if the shoe were on the 
other foot and it were a Republican 
President making a nomination, Demo- 
cratic Senators would say the same 
thing: Give us a reasonable amount of 
time to consider this nomination on 
the floor of the Senate. 

I have a little experience in that my- 
self. The first President Bush nomi- 
nated me to be U.S. Education Sec- 
retary about 20 years ago. I thought I 
was a fairly noncontroversial nominee, 
much less important than the Sec- 
retary of Defense. But I remember very 
well, it was 87 days between the time 
the President announced my nomina- 
tion and the day on which the Senate 
unanimously confirmed me. 

There was, at the time, a Senator 
from Ohio named Metzenbaum, who for 
whatever reason decided the Senate 
needed more delay to consider my 
record and my background. 

There is nothing new about this. I 
would respectfully suggest that the 
majority leader’s motion to cut off de- 
bate on Senator Hagel, made 2 days 
after his nomination comes to the floor 
of the Senate, is premature. 

Republican Senators have questions 
they would like to have answered. I 
think they are entitled to do that. 
When we come back from recess, 10 
days from now, I think that is suffi- 
cient time to consider those questions. 
I will vote for cloture so we can have 
an up-or-down vote on the President’s 
nominee for the Secretary of Defense. I 
think the President is entitled to that 
but not prematurely. 
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I thank the Senator from Arizona for 
yielding time. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I 
note that the present occupant of the 
chair is familiar with the rigors of this 
process as well. So I think it is impor- 
tant to note. Again, I wish to say that 
it is one thing to support or oppose a 
nominee, but I do not believe a nomi- 
nee deserves a dragged-out process. I 
think the Senator from Tennessee and 
the Senator from Massachusetts would 
agree with me; that it might be a dis- 
incentive in the future for well-quali- 
fied men and women who want to 
serve, who see a process that is dragged 
out and allegations made and require- 
ments for disclosure that frankly are 
not required. 

I note the presence of the majority 
leader on the floor, so I would like to 
filibuster for an hour or so. 

I yield to the majority leader. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, at the 
request of the Republicans, I ask unan- 
imous consent that at 4:15 today, the 
Senate proceed to vote on the motion 
to invoke cloture on the Hagel nomina- 
tion; that the time until 4:15 be equally 
divided between the two leaders or 
their designees. My designee is Senator 
LEVIN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LEVIN. Reserving the right to 
object, I will not object because of the 
assurances of my three friends from 
the other side of the aisle stating that 
they plan on voting for cloture. They 
obviously said they will not vote for 
cloture today, which is, I think, too 
bad because there has been more than 
enough time in the last 2 days to read 
the additional speeches that have been 
coming in. 

The only argument that was raised 
beyond that, that I know of, has to do 
with a payment from an equity fund. 
That was received. It has been fully ex- 
plained. It is a highly reputable fund 
that Senator Hagel was an adviser to, 
similar to many other very reputable 
people. So I think the continuation of 
what amounts to a filibuster, since 60- 
vote votes are required to end debate, 
is too bad when there is a Secretary of 
Defense who is leaving to go back to 
California, and we very much need to 
have our new Secretary of Defense in 
place, given the circumstances in this 
world. 

We have a budget crisis in this coun- 
try. Our sequester is confronting us. 
That sequester will have a damaging 
effect on the Defense Department, on 
the men and women in uniform, and on 
programs, the equipment, the training 
they need to be ready for any kind of a 
contingency. 

So the delay in having a vote on clo- 
ture, to me, is a mistake, and we ought 
to approve the ending of the debate 
today so we can get on with the con- 
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firmation vote, which will be a major- 
ity vote. After there is a cloture vote, 
debate is finally ended in this body, the 
final passage of a bill or the vote on 
the nominee is a majority vote, not 60 
votes. So I am hoping there will be 60 
votes today so we can get on with ap- 
proval of this nominee, hopefully 
shortly thereafter, and fill this spot 
which is sitting there waiting to be 
filled. 

We have North Korea exploding a nu- 
clear device. We have a war going on in 
Afghanistan. We need to have a Sec- 
retary of Defense in place. So I hope 
there is not a delay. Following the vote 
today, I hope we do invoke cloture, be- 
cause I think there has been more than 
adequate time. Surely, there has been 
time on the floor when we have had 
hour after hour go by with no one who 
seeks to be recognized to speak. 

I do hope that if the unanimous con- 
sent proposal is agreed to, there will be 
60 votes today. But if not, then there 
will be no alternative but to have the 
vote when we come back. At that 
point, we would, of course, look for- 
ward to the support, at least on clo- 
ture, of the three Senators who have 
just spoken, our friends on the other 
side of the aisle. 

That is the best we can hope for. But 
that is my hope. I will not object be- 
cause of that. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, re- 
serving the right to object. I will not 
object, I will just respond to my friend. 
He is my dear friend. I did not note 
that sense of urgency for 3 months 
when John Tower’s nomination was 
held in limbo by the then-majority 
Democrats. The Secretary of Defense 
post was vacant at that time as well. 
So this is not the first time in history 
a Secretary of Defense position has 
been vacant. 

Again, I hope we can get this re- 
solved, move forward. I think the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, my friend, under- 
stands we can get this issue resolved on 
the day we return from the recess. Cer- 
tainly, there are, I believe, sufficient 
votes to invoke cloture at that time. 

Mr. LEVIN. If the Senator from Ari- 
zona would yield for 1 minute, I do not 
believe Senator Tower was filibustered. 
There was a delay in getting to that 
vote. But I do not believe there was a 
requirement—I may be wrong on this. I 
do not believe there was a filibuster for 
the Secretary of Defense nominee at 
that time, and many Secretary of De- 
fense nominees have been approved in a 
matter of days, just the way Senator 
Kerry was approved in a matter of 
days. 

So circumstances differ nominee to 
nominee. I again will not object, based 
on the statements which we have heard 
from my friends on the other side of 
the aisle. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I al- 
ways enjoy some exchanges with my 
friend, the chairman. But the fact is, as 
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the chairman knows, that was delayed 
and delayed and delayed. A new allega- 
tion came in, it was delayed. A new al- 
legation came in, it was delayed. All 
those allegations turned out to be 
false. I will not rewrite history any- 
more, except to say it was one of the 
more shameful chapters, in my view, in 
the history of the Senate. 

Again, I thank him. I am confident 
that within 1 week or so we will prob- 
ably have this vote completed. I do not 
object to the unanimous consent re- 
quest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, how 
much time remains on either side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
will be 30 minutes on either side. 

Mr. McCAIN. I yield myself 10 min- 
utes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. For all the years that I 
have known Senator Hagel, I have 
known him to be an honorable man and 
a patriot in this Chamber and else- 
where—overseas, in the field of battle. 
Senator Hagel has served this country 
faithfully and with distinction. 

We have our differences. Senator 
Hagel was and remains my friend. 
There was a time when Senator Hagel 
and I saw the world and America’s role 
in it in much the same way. 

When the Balkans were torn apart 
with mass atrocities and genocide, Sen- 
ator Hagel and I stood together with 
Senators Bob Dole and Joe Lieberman 
to lend bipartisan support to President 
Clinton in taking more forceful action 
to end the slaughter. 

In May 1999, Senator Hagel said on 
this very floor why the United States 
should intervene militarily in Kosovo: 

But we also understand there are things 
worth going to war for, there are things 
worth dying for. .. . When people are being 
slaughtered at a rather considerable rate, 
and genocide is occurring, and ethnic cleans- 
ing is occurring, and people are being driven 
from their homes. 

On and on. 

What do we do now? The geopolitical con- 
sequences, the humanitarian consequences 
involved in this are great. 

He went on to say: 

History has surely taught us that when 
you defer the tough decisions, when you let 
the butchers continue and the tyrants and 
dictators continue, it gets worse. And it has 
gotten worse with Milosevic. For 10 years 
we’ve dealt with him. Four wars he’s started. 

Et cetera. 

I agreed with his statement at the 
time, and I still do. I think it applies 
with greater or equal force to Syria 
today. I am not sure that Senator 
Hagel believes that anymore. 

When America was attacked on Sep- 
tember 11, 2001, Senator Hagel and I 
urged a strong American response to 
vanquish the enemies who attacked us, 
beginning in Afghanistan. Two years 
later, President Bush decided the 
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United States may have to use force 
against Saddam Hussein in Iraq, and 
then Senator Hagel and I voted to au- 
thorize the use of force in Iraq. 

Senator Hagel and I were often to- 
gether in our criticism of the Bush ad- 
ministration’s conduct of the war in 
Iraq. We both were disturbed by the ap- 
parent arrogance of then-Secretary of 
Defense Donald Rumsfeld and his ab- 
ject failure to respond to the clear fact 
that we were losing the war in Iraq on 
the ground. 

In August 2003 I urged President Bush 
to send more troops. The Senator from 
South Carolina and I called for the res- 
ignation of the Secretary of Defense, 
and we wanted to change our strategy, 
to replace military and civilian leaders 
who were failing in their responsibil- 
ities. Senator Hagel, on the other hand, 
believed we should cut our losses and 
withdraw from Iraq. 

Since that time, Senator Hagel has 
taken policy positions that I believe 
call into question the quality of his 
professional judgment on issues crit- 
ical to national defense. I am also con- 
cerned that Senator Hagel is ill-suited 
to lead the 2.5 million uniformed mem- 
bers of the Armed Services and to en- 
sure the sound management of an agen- 
cy that has an annual budget equal to 
the 17th largest economy in the world. 

Of all the responsibilities of govern- 
ment, none is more fundamental than 
providing for the Nation’s defense. We 
must have the most qualified and able 
person for the position, and having 
carefully reviewed Senator Hagel’s 
long public record, I find his nomina- 
tion wanting. 

Senator Hagel’s appearance before 
the Senate Armed Services Committee 
failed to allay my concerns about his 
nomination. During the hearing he re- 
peatedly refused to give an assessment 
of his previous statements on issues 
such as the troop surge in Iraq, the 
identification and engagement of ter- 
rorist organizations, and his past rhet- 
oric about our allies. In response to 
these questions, he either assigned his- 
tory the task of judging the merit of 
his past statements and positions or 
simply said: 

If I had an opportunity to edit that, like 
many things I’ve said, I would—I would like 
to go back and change the words and the 
meaning. 

History isn’t likely to affirm Senator 
Hagel’s declaration that the decision to 
increase forces in order to wage a coun- 
terinsurgency in Iraq, a decision that 
helped prevent our losing that war, he 
said was the most dangerous foreign 
policy blunder since Vietnam. 

It is quite obvious now that state- 
ment was histrionic, woefully unin- 
formed, and absurd. But I didn’t raise 
it at Senator Hagel’s hearing for the 
satisfaction of an “I told you so’’ mo- 
ment, but to determine if Senator 
Hagel recognizes he was in error and, 
more importantly, if that recognition 
informs his judgment today. 
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I wanted to know if he had learned 
from his mistakes. Unfortunately, I am 
not confident that he has. After 2 
weeks of reviewing his record, my con- 
cerns about whether Senator Hagel is 
ready to serve as Secretary of Defense 
have not diminished. 

Nothing in Senator Hagel’s back- 
ground indicates he would effectively 
manage the Department of Defense. In 
today’s unprecedented environment of 
fiscal uncertainty, ensuring that de- 
fense investment decisions affecting an 
agency aS massive and unwieldy as the 
Department of Defense do not ad- 
versely impact our military readiness 
is enormously challenging. It requires 
that the Secretary have, as Secretary 
Gates and Secretary Panetta had, a 
proven track record of successfully 
managing large and complex organiza- 
tions. Senator Hagel has no experience. 

There are those of us who seek to cut 
waste, fraud, and abuse from the De- 
partment of Defense. Senator Hagel 
seeks something else entirely—to cut 
military capabilities that serve as 
tools to ensure our continued engage- 
ment throughout the world in support 
of America’s interests and those of our 
allies. 

In the eyes of the President, at least, 
Senator Hagel, however, apparently is 
the right man to oversee the con- 
tinuing drawdown of the Armed Serv- 
ices. Over the past 4 years, the admin- 
istration has pursued a program of de- 
fense reductions that exceed those ex- 
pected of a normal post-war drawdown, 
cuts that have begun to directly under- 
mine U.S. global military power. Last 
week, Secretary Panetta said people 
would stand by and deliberately hurt 
this country in terms of our national 
defense by letting sequestration take 
place. 

My doubts about Senator Hagel’s 
suitability extend beyond his prospec- 
tive management of defense budgetary 
resources. The North Koreans recently 
tested another nuclear weapon. Iraq is 
unraveling. The Iranians just rejected 
Vice President BIDEN’s proposal at the 
Munich Security Conference for one- 
on-one talks concerning nuclear weap- 
ons. Libya, Mali, Tunisia, and Egypt 
are in various states of unrest, for 
which we have no strategy. We are in 
the most unsettled period since the end 
of the Cold War, and I have serious con- 
cerns as to the quality of Senator 
Hagel’s professional judgment and the 
acuity of his views on critical areas of 
national security, including security in 
East Asia and the Middle East. 

His record on Iraq was particularly 
troubling. As I alluded to a moment 
ago, in 2002 Senator Hagel voted to au- 
thorize the use of force against Iraq. 
By 2006, his support for the war had di- 
minished. 

After Republican losses in the 2006 
midterm elections, the Senator wrote 
an opinion piece for the Washington 
Post under the title ‘‘Leaving Iraq, 
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Honorably,’’ foreshadowing his opposi- 
tion to the surge and advocating ‘ʻa 
phased troop withdrawal from Iraq.” 
When President Bush announced his 
decision to surge troops in 2007, Sen- 
ator Hagel actively campaigned 
against it. 

He voted in February 2007 in favor of 
a bill expressing opposition to the 
surge and later in favor of measures to 
set a date certain for withdrawal of 
troops from Iraq, an equally bad policy. 
Senator Hagel wrote in his 2008 mem- 
oir, “America: Our Next Chapter” that 
‘history . . . will show” that his legis- 
lative efforts to oppose the surge cor- 
rectly framed the political matters at 
issue at the time. 

CARL LEVIN, on the other hand, said 
in 2009: 

In considering whether or not to surge 
troops in Iraq... I think that history will 
show that President Bush reached the right 
decision. 

Senator Hagel advocated the com- 
plete withdrawal of U.S. forces from 
Iraq by 2007 rather than negotiating an 
agreement for an enduring presence of 
U.S. forces. The President ultimately 
did exactly what Senator Hagel rec- 
ommended, reportedly against the ad- 
vice of military leaders. In response to 
written questions on this matter, Sen- 
ator Hagel again stated that the com- 
plete withdrawal of U.S. troops in Iraq 
was the right call and asserted that 
Iraq is in a better place today because 
of it. That is another Orwellian state- 
ment. 

In fact, since the withdrawal of our 
forces in 2011, the fragile political ac- 
commodation made possible by the 
surge of 2007 has unraveled over the 
past year. Al-Qaida in Iraq is remobi- 
lizing. Iranian-backed Shiite militias 
are gaining strength. Meanwhile the 
country is on the brink of civil war as 
protests against the Maliki govern- 
ment draw thousands, Iranian aircraft 
are flying over Iraq with weapons for 
Syria, and there are many other exam- 
ples. Nevertheless, Senator Hagel is 
equally quick to advocate full with- 
drawal from Afghanistan despite condi- 
tions on the ground or the advice of 
military commanders. 

Senator Hagel’s views on Iran are 
also profoundly troubling. Consider, for 
instance, his recent set of incorrect 
and confused responses to basic ques- 
tions about President Obama’s Iran 
policy during his confirmation hearing 
last month, which one senior White 
House official rightfully described as 
“somewhere between baffling and in- 
comprehensible.” 

I am more deeply concerned by Sen- 
ator Hagel’s overall record on this 
issue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I ask 
for 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. INHOFE. Reserving the right to 
object, may I ask how much time re- 
mains on our side? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
19 minutes remaining. 

Mr. INHOFE. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the last two speakers on our 
side—the last would be me, the next to 
last would be Senator GRAHAM—be 
given 5 minutes for Senator GRAHAM 
and 7 minutes for me. 

Mr. LEVIN. Reserving the right to 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection—reserving the right to ob- 
ject. 

Mr. LEVIN. How much time remains 
on our side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
30 minutes remaining on each side. 

Mr. LEVIN. I assume the 12 minutes 
the Senator referred to would be count- 
ed against their time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is correct. 

Is there objection? 

Mr. LEVIN. No objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Finally, Senator 
Hagel’s opposition to the use of sanc- 
tions, his apparent confusion about ad- 
ministration policies and its implica- 
tions, and his apparent incomprehen- 
sion of the threat a nuclear-armed Iran 
poses to international stability is 
alarming and would cause other na- 
tions to doubt the credibility of the 
President’s commitments. 

Senator Hagel is an honorable man 
who has sacrificed much and bravely 
for our Nation. About his character and 
love of country, there can be no doubt 
or debate. However, his positions on 
the principal national security issues 
facing our country—the Iranian nu- 
clear program, the resurgent Islamist 
terrorist threat in North Africa and 
the Middle East, and, more broadly, 
whether we should maintain our abil- 
ity to project strength in defense of our 
interests and allies’—indicate to me a 
disqualifying lack of professional judg- 
ment. Also, Senator Hagel’s complete 
lack of experience in running an enter- 
prise of such size and complexity casts 
further doubt. 

Therefore, despite my esteem for 
Senator Hagel, on the basis of his 
record, I will not support his confirma- 
tion. I say this with regret, but he is 
the wrong person at the worst time for 
the job this day. We can and must do 
better. 

I thank my colleagues. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I yield 
5 minutes to the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I 
wish to ask my colleagues to support 
the Hagel nomination. Let me just hit 
a couple of highlights. 

He volunteered to go into the Army 
during Vietnam. He was assigned to 
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Germany. He volunteered to go to Viet- 
nam. 

His brother was assigned in one part 
of Vietnam, he in another. His brother 
Tom and he asked to be in the same 
unit. While on patrol in the jungles at 
night, his brother saved his life. On an- 
other patrol at night, he saved his 
brother’s life. He was wounded twice. 
He was medevaced. He asked to go back 
into the fight. 

He has served as Deputy Adminis- 
trator of the Department of Veterans’ 
Affairs with a quarter of a million em- 
ployees under his management. He rep- 
resented the State of Nebraska in the 
Senate for 12 years. He coauthored the 
post-9/11 GI bill with Senator Webb. 
Out of uniform and away from Capitol 
Hill, he has lead the USO. 

This is exceptionally capable man, 
who is a patriot, has given extensive 
testimony to the Senate Armed Serv- 
ices Committee. He has cleared up the 
issues that have been asked over and 
over, including one that was raised 
about his role in authoring the Global 
Zero report. First, the report didn’t 
propose anything. It was, in the words 
specifically used in the front end of the 
report, ‘‘illustrative,’’ proposing noth- 
ing but laying out different scenarios 
and possibilities. There was nothing 
that was proposed in a recommenda- 
tion that we unilaterally disarm, re- 
duce the arsenal, or eliminate the 
triad. And that would especially be so 
since another of the coauthors was 
General Cartwright, the former com- 
mander of U.S. Strategic Command and 
the eighth Vice Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs. 

This is a critical time for national 
defense. It is a critical time for our 
country. We need to get on and approve 
the nomination so he can get on with 
his duties as Secretary of Defense. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Madam President, I 
have 5 minutes. Would the Presiding 
Officer let me know when 4 minutes 
has elapsed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD an opinion piece by the 
editorial board for the Washington 
Post dated December 18, 2012. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


[From the Washington Post, Dec. 18, 2012] 


CHUCK HAGEL IS NOT THE RIGHT CHOICE FOR 
DEFENSE SECRETARY 


Former Senator Chuck Hagel, whom Presi- 
dent Obama is reportedly considering for de- 
fense secretary, is a Republican who would 
offer a veneer of bipartisanship to the na- 
tional security team. He would not, however, 
move it toward the center, which is the 
usual role of such opposite-party nominees. 
On the contrary: Mr. Hagel’s stated positions 
on critical issues, ranging from defense 
spending to Iran, fall well to the left of those 
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pursued by Mr. Obama during his first 
term—and place him near the fringe of the 
Senate that would be asked to confirm him. 

The current secretary, Leon Panetta, has 
said the defense ‘‘sequester’’ cuts that Con- 
gress mandated to take effect Jan. 1 would 
have dire consequences for U.S. security. Mr. 
Hagel took a very different position when 
asked about Mr. Panetta’s comment during a 
September 2011 interview with the Financial 
Times. ‘‘The Defense Department, I think in 
many ways, has been bloated,” he responded. 
“So I think the Pentagon needs to be pared 
down.”’ 

While both Republicans and Democrats ac- 
cept that further cuts in defense may be in- 
evitable, few have suggested that a reduction 
on the scale of the sequester is responsible. 
In congressional testimony delivered around 
the same time as Mr. Hagel’s interview, 
members of the Joint Chiefs of Staff said the 
sequester would lead to ‘‘a severe and irre- 
versible impact on the Navy’s future,” ‘‘a 
Marine Corps that’s below the end strength 
to support even one major contingency” and 
“an unacceptable level of strategic and oper- 
ational risk” for the Army. 

Mr. Hagel was similarly isolated in his 
views about Iran during his time in the Sen- 
ate. He repeatedly voted against sanctions, 
opposing even those aimed at the Iranian 
Revolutionary Guard Corps, which at the 
time was orchestrating devastating bomb at- 
tacks against U.S. troops in Iraq. Mr. Hagel 
argued that direct negotiations, rather than 
sanctions, were the best means to alter 
Iran’s behavior. The Obama administration 
offered diplomacy but has turned to tough 
sanctions as the only way to compel Iran to 
negotiate seriously. 

Mr. Obama has said that his policy is to 
prevent Iran from obtaining a nuclear weap- 
on and that containment is not an option. 
Mr. Hagel has taken a different view, writing 
in a 2008 book that ‘‘the genie of nuclear 
weapons is already out of the bottle, no mat- 
ter what Iran does.” The former senator 
from Nebraska signed on to an op-ed in The 
Post this September that endorsed ‘‘keeping 
all options on the table” for stopping Iran’s 
nuclear program. But Mr. Hagel has else- 
where expressed strong skepticism about the 
use of force. 

We share that skepticism—but we also un- 
derstand that, during the next year or two, 
Mr. Obama may be forced to contemplate 
military action if Iran refuses to negotiate 
or halt its uranium-enrichment program. He 
will need a defense secretary ready to sup- 
port and effectively implement such a deci- 
sion. Perhaps Mr. Hagel would do so; perhaps 
he would also, if installed at the Pentagon, 
take a different view of defense spending. 
(Mr. Hagel declined through a spokesman to 
speak to us about his views.) 

What’s certain is that Mr. Obama has 
available other possible nominees who are 
considerably closer to the mainstream and 
to the president’s first-term policies. Former 
undersecretary of defense Michéle Flournoy, 
for example, is a seasoned policymaker who 
understands how to manage the Pentagon 
bureaucracy and where responsible cuts can 
be made. She would bring welcome diversity 
as the nation’s first female defense sec- 
retary. 

Mr. Hagel is an honorable man who served 
the country with distinction as a soldier in 
Vietnam and who was respected by his fellow 
senators. But Mr. Obama could make a bet- 
ter choice for defense secretary. 

Mr. GRAHAM. This is an editorial 
about the nomination of Senator Hagel 
to be Secretary of Defense. The Wash- 
ington Post said: 
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Mr. Hagel’s stated positions of critical 
issues ranging from defense spending to Iran 
fall well to the left of those proposed by Mr. 
Obama during his first term and place him 
near the fringe of the Senate that would be 
asked to confirm him. 

The last line is: 

Mr. Hagel is an honorable man who served 
the country with distinction as a soldier in 
Vietnam and who was respected by his fellow 
Senators, but Mr. Obama can make a better 
choice for defense secretary. 

That sort of sums up where I am: a 
fine man. If it were about friendship, 
there wouldn’t be a problem. This is 
about the times in which we live. And 
I want to echo the statements of the 
Washington Post about him being out 
of the mainstream. 

We have had two hearings, and we 
will have a couple of votes in the next 
week or so. I would say to my col- 
leagues regarding the cloture vote 
today, they have every right to say 
now is not the time to end the debate 
about Senator Hagel. He was reported 
out of the committee at 5 o’clock Tues- 
day. There are some legitimate ques- 
tions and information we haven’t gath- 
ered, and we should be able to have an 
opportunity to look at that, and people 
not already committed should have a 
chance to review this information. So 
the idea of waiting until after the 
break makes eminent sense. I think we 
will be better informed regarding our 
decision. Debate should continue for at 
least that period of time. 

Senator Kerry was able to get out of 
committee and to be voted on the same 
day because all of us felt comfortable 
with John Kerry, even though we may 
have disagreed with his politics. I be- 
lieve John Kerry is a good man. We are 
on opposite sides of the issues some- 
times when it comes to Iraq and ini- 
tially Syria, but I have always thought 
he was in the mainstream of the de- 
bate. So he got 97 votes because we felt 
comfortable with him. You can tell 
people on our side, and some others, 
quite frankly, in the Democratic Party 
have expressed some discomfort. 

I would argue that after the hearing 
there is more discomfort than there 
was before the hearing. Senator INHOFE 
and Senator LEVIN, we had a very good 
hearing, but to me it was unnerving, 
some of the things that came out of 
that hearing. The performance created 
more questions and doubts than it cre- 
ated confidence. 

That is the question the Washington 
Post posed. It is one thing to be in the 
left lane, the right lane, or the center 
lane, but I would say Senator Hagel’s 
statements and votes put him in a 
league of his own. And that is why I 
will vote no. 

When it comes to Israel and his 
statement that ‘‘The Jewish lobby in- 
timidates a lot of people up here. I’m 
not an Israeli Senator, I’m a United 
States Senator,” Senator Hagel, to his 
credit, said that was inappropriate and 
he apologized. But think for a minute 
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how many of my colleagues would have 
said that. I asked him to name one 
Senator who has been intimidated, and 
he couldn’t name one. I asked him to 
name one policy we have enacted be- 
cause of the Jewish Israeli lobby, and 
he couldn’t name a policy. 

Now we find out today—and I don’t 
know if this has been verified, but it is 
posted—that an aide of his reported 
that during a speech Senator Hagel 
gave several years ago he said the U.S. 
Department of State was an extension 
of the Israeli Government. Now this is 
showing a chip on one shoulder about 
Israel—an unhealthy statement, to say 
the least, and I think patently false. 
But it is unnerving to a guy like me, 
and I can only imagine what kind of 
signal a statement such as that sends 
in these dangerous times. 

On Iran he was one of two Senators 
to vote against renewing unilateral 
U.S. sanctions against Iran and Libya 
in 2001. He was one of twelve Senators 
who did not sign a letter asking the 
European Union to declare Hezbollah a 
terrorist organization. He refused to 
designate the Iranian Revolutionary 
Guard as a terrorist organization in 
2007—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has 1 minute remaining. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I thank the Presiding 
Officer. While they were killing our 
soldiers in Iraq. He refused to sign a 
letter to President George W. Bush, he 
said, to engage in direct unconditional 
comprehensive talks with the Govern- 
ment of Iran. He was for that, telling 
Bush to do it unconditionally. He voted 
against comprehensive Iranian sanc- 
tions. 

He was one of two Senators who 
failed to sign a letter to President 
Clinton showing unconditional support 
for the State of Israel. 

I would argue that this man’s record, 
when it comes to Iran and Israel, and 
statements he has made, puts him well 
out of the mainstream. The Wash- 
ington Post was right when they said 
he is on the fringe. And now is not the 
time to have somebody on the fringe 
serving as Secretary of Defense when it 
comes to Iran and Israel. For that rea- 
son, I will vote no. I will oppose cloture 
because debate should continue. When 
we get back, unless there is a real 
bombshell, I will vote for cloture and 
move on to his nomination. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I yield 
5 minutes to the Senator from West 
Virginia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Madam President, I 
am proud to support Chuck Hagel for 
Secretary of Defense. If Chuck can 
make it through the jungles of Viet- 
nam, he can surely make it through 
the bureaucracy of the Pentagon. 
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America needs Chuck as its Sec- 
retary of Defense to bring our troops 
home and to keep our military the 
strongest in the world. Sergeant Hagel 
is an American hero. When so many 
Americans were dodging the draft, he 
volunteered to serve in Vietnam. The 
draft board gave him the option to re- 
turn to college, but Chuck refused. He 
said: 

I think the best thing for me is to go in the 
Army. It may not be the best thing for the 
Army, but I think that’s the way to get all 
this straightened out. I was the oldest of four 
boys. My father [had] passed away, and I just 
was not coming together the way I should 
come together. There was a war going on in 
Vietnam. I felt a sense of some responsi- 
bility. So I said, ‘‘No. Let’s—let’s go. And so 
I volunteered for the draft, went in the Army 
and celebrated my 21st birthday down at 
White Sands Missile Range.’’ 

And Chuck didn’t serve in a safe bil- 
let. When assigned to Germany, he pro- 
tested and asked to deploy to Vietnam. 
So he volunteered for Vietnam and saw 
the horrors of war as an infantry ser- 
geant. 

Chuck and his younger brother Tom 
are the only known American brothers 
to serve side by side in Vietnam. At 
different times, they risked their own 
lives to save each other’s. At one point, 
Tom frantically dressed a wound 
around Chuck’s chest hoping, praying, 
that his older brother would make it 
out of Vietnam alive. And Chuck even- 
tually returned the favor by dragging 
Tom out of a burning vehicle just be- 
fore it exploded, saving his brother’s 
life. Talk about brothers in arms, these 
were real brothers in arms. 

These experiences made Chuck who 
he is, and they help you and me under- 
stand why he is the right man to run 
the Pentagon and to be put in charge of 
defending America. Just listen to how 
Chuck describes what it was like to 
serve in Vietnam. He says: 

I walked a lot of point, and my brother 
Tom and I together walked a lot of point, 
which was all right. You know what happens 
to a lot of point men, but I always felt a lit- 
tle better if I was up front than somebody 
else. 

Chuck is willing to walk point for 
America now. He has been walking 
point for most of his life. This is how 
Chuck describes a point man: 

A point man, as I think most people know, 
is the individual who is out front. And these 
are usually squad-sized patrols, sometimes a 
company-sized patrol, depending on the mis- 
sion. And you have the front—physically the 
front position, but also the responsibility of 
essentially not walking your squad or your 
company into an ambush or a trap. So you 
had to be very, very focused on the periph- 
eral vision and the antenna and just the 
sense and the instincts that something 
doesn’t look right or grenades hanging in 
trees, which booby traps were just a way of 
life. You dealt with that all the time. And 
there were a lot of guys who just didn’t pay 
attention to it. They just—that’s just the 
way they were. And I, again, always felt bet- 
ter if I was up front than maybe some others. 

Let me repeat that: Chuck Hagel al- 
ways felt better if he was up front, 
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where it was most dangerous. We live 
in dangerous times today and we need 
a man such as Chuck Hagel right now 
who has seen the horrors of war and 
will do all he can to prevent another 
generation from seeing them. 

In my interactions with Chuck, I 
have been struck by his honesty, his 
sincerity, and his commonsense ap- 
proach. I know if he were still a sitting 
U.S. Senator, we would probably be 
great friends. That is because we come 
from similar backgrounds and the same 
generation. He is like many Americans. 
He grew up in a working class, “salt of 
the earth’’ family. In Chuck’s words, he 
was raised in Little Town, NE, where 
the local legion club and the VFW hall 
were the centers of the universe. 

I could go on and on about Chuck 
Hagel, but let me say this in closing. 
When I think about people and I go to 
my little town in my community where 
I grew up—in Farmington, WV—and I 
know Chuck grew up in a small town— 
I can shake people’s hands and look 
them in the eye and they see me to my 
soul. They know if I am sincere or I am 
telling the truth. And I want to say to 
all of you that I have shaken Chuck 
Hagel’s hand. I have looked him in his 
eyes and I saw the soul of a good man, 
a man I want leading this country and 
taking care of our youth, our infantry, 
our men and women in uniform. So I 
implore all of my colleagues to con- 
sider voting for Chuck Hagel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. REED. Madam President, par- 
liamentary inquiry: How much time re- 
mains on each side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democrats have 22 minutes and the Re- 
publicans have 12 minutes. 

Mr. REED. Madam President, I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

As so many of my colleagues have de- 
scribed, Chuck Hagel is a soldier, a 
statesman, a businessman, a patriot. 
As my colleague from West Virginia 
pointed out, he could have chosen a 
much easier path in the 1960s, a path 
that many trod, but he chose the most 
difficult. He not only joined the Army, 
but he volunteered for Vietnam, when 
he had the opportunity to serve honor- 
ably and well in Europe. He joined his 
brother at Fort Dix. He knows the pres- 
sures our men and women face. And he 
knows the decisions we make here, and 
the decisions that are made in the Pen- 
tagon, ultimately are carried out by 
those young men and women in uni- 
form. In fact, I can’t think of anyone 
over the last several decades who has 
learned that lesson so well. 

The other thing that is so impressive 
is that this is not a one-dimensional re- 
sume. Chuck Hagel was a businessman, 
and very successful. He founded his 
own company, created jobs, and cre- 
ated opportunities. He was the Deputy 
Administrator of the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration. He has run a large Federal 
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agency. Very seldom do people come 
into one of these positions having run 
a Federal agency, or at least being the 
second in command. And he has been a 
U.S. Senator. So he knows very well 
the procedures and the personalities 
that are here in the U.S. Congress. 

To me, though, some of the most 
compelling endorsements come from 
those who have actually done the job 
before. When Bob Gates and Bill Cohen 
and Bill Perry stand up and say, this is 
the person for the job, you have to be- 
lieve that. These gentlemen have done 
the job for Republican Presidents and 
Democratic Presidents, and they have 
done it with great distinction. 

Then when you get somebody such as 
Brent Scowcroft, who is, in my view, 
one of the most knowledgeable and au- 
thoritative voices in national security, 
and was the National Security Adviser 
to President George Herbert Walker 
Bush—who also weighed in, along with 
Madeleine Albright—you have compel- 
ling, irrefutable evidence and testi- 
mony from those who have done the 
job that Chuck Hagel can do the job. 

There has been a lot said and dis- 
cussed as to whether he truly appre- 
ciates the relationship between the 
United States and some of our closest 
allies, particularly Israel. Here we have 
the current Deputy Foreign Minister of 
Israel Danny Ayalon, who also served 
as an Ambassador from Israel to the 
United States, saying that he has met 
him, he feels, in his view—and I will 
paraphrase—he has a true under- 
standing of the natural partnership be- 
tween the United States and Israel. 
Again, that is compelling evidence. 

If you add to that the unconditional 
endorsement of several former U.S. 
Ambassadors to Israel, American patri- 
ots who have dedicated themselves to 
maintaining a strong, vital, vibrant, 
and crucial relationship for both the 
State of Israel and the United States, 
the evidence accumulates more and 
more that the President has chosen 
well and wisely. 

This is a critical time. We are look- 
ing at conflicts in Afghanistan, we are 
looking at a nuclear detonation on the 
Korean peninsula, we are looking at 
budget problems that have never faced 
any previous Secretary of Defense and 
that have to be addressed within days 
or weeks. There is a ministerial meet- 
ing next week in Brussels for our de- 
fense ministers. We have to maintain 
our alliances. All these forces come to- 
gether. 

So I think the evidence is over- 
whelming. The President has chosen 
well and wisely. 

But let me make one final point. This 
is a historic vote. By my recollection, 
no nominee for the Secretary of De- 
fense has been defeated, delayed, or 
dismissed on a procedural vote. 

Our history suggests, because of this 
office, because it is one so closely asso- 
ciated with the President making life- 
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and-death decisions, that deference is 
given to that choice—at least that it is 
not caught up in a procedural battle, 
that there is an up-or-down vote. My 
colleagues, in good faith, after careful 
study, can vote yea or nay, but to de- 
feat someone on a procedural vote 
would be unprecedented and unwar- 
ranted. As a result, I would urge that 
this procedural motion before us be 
carried, cloture be dispensed with, and 
we can get on to expressing our true 
feelings based on the evidence and 
based on our best judgment of whether 
Senator Hagel should serve as Sec- 
retary of Defense. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, my col- 
league, Senator CRUZ, is ill and unable 
to speak on this nomination. He has, 
however, expressed his concerns to me 
in the form of a letter. I appreciate his 
contributions to this debate through- 
out the committee process. 

I ask unanimous consent the letter 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD as follows: 


U.S. SENATE, 
February 14, 2013. 
Senator JAMES INHOFE, 
Russell Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR INHOFE: I continue to have 
considerable concerns with the unnecessary 
rush to force through a vote on Chuck 
Hagel’s nomination before he has adequately 
responded to multiple requests from mem- 
bers of the Armed Services Committee for 
additional information. 

Our requests directly relate to matters he 
would have significant influence over as our 
nation’s Secretary of Defense and are based 
on his alarming record on foreign policy 
matters. For instance, Sen. Hagel has re- 
peatedly declined to support measures to 
crack down on state sponsors of terrorism, 
belittled the notion of using any means to 
prevent a nuclear Iran, advised U.S. leaders 
to engage in direct negotiations with rogue 
nations and hostile terrorist groups, and ex- 
pressed remarkable antagonism towards the 
longstanding U.S. alliance with Israel. More- 
over, these are all positions he’s disavowed 
since his nomination. 

These deeply concerning positions right- 
fully raise the question of what conflicts of 
interest could exist as a result of financial 
compensation he has received in the recent 
past. Under the Senate’s responsibility to ad- 
vise and consent on nominations, it is com- 
pletely appropriate to make these requests 
for disclosure—requests that are absolutely 
relevant to the role of our nation’s Secretary 
of Defense. Several senators, who currently 
oppose such requests for information, con- 
tradict their own past statements that af- 
firm the importance of disclosures related to 
executive branch nominations. 

In a February 6 letter, 25 senators, includ- 
ing every Republican on the Senate Armed 
Services Committee and both the Minority 
Leader and the Whip, agreed that neither the 
Committee nor the full Senate has sufficient 
information to assess Sen. Hagel’s nomina- 
tion. 

In order to have sufficient information, we 
have submitted several requests. This in- 
cludes requests for disclosure on the personal 
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compensation that he has received in the 
last five years—information which is en- 
tirely within his own control; requests for 
additional disclosure on foreign funds that 
he may have received indirectly, and wheth- 
er any such foreign funds raise conflicts of 
interest; requests for a complete list of his 
prior public speeches, notably multiple 
speeches on controversial topics have been 
made public by the press, despite those 
speeches having been omitted from his own 
disclosures; and a critical request from the 
Administration regarding additional infor- 
mation about the precise actions taken on 
September 11, 2012, during and immediately 
following the tragic murder of four Ameri- 
cans in Benghazi. 

I believe that to date, responses to these 
requests are insufficient. Very few positions 
have as great an impact on national security 
as does the Secretary of Defense and it is our 
responsibility to ensure that those nomi- 
nated to serve in this critical position are 
held to the highest standards. 

I am prepared to move forward on Senator 
Hagel’s nomination in a timely manner, but 
I do not believe the Senate should vote on 
that nomination unless and until he provides 
adequate disclosure in response to these re- 
quests. 

Sincerely, 
TED CRUZ. 

Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, let 
me start off by saying that I agree with 
almost everything they have said on 
both sides about Chuck Hagel. I agree 
that he was a hero. I think of my own 
Army career and I think of his and how 
much greater his was. That isn’t the 
issue. 

I think both Senator GRAHAM and 
Senator MCCAIN said it very well. Yes, 
his character is wonderful. We love the 
guy. He served his country. All of those 
things are true. The problem is the 
stances he has taken regarding Israel 
and countries like Iran. Israel has his- 
torically been a very, very close ally of 
ours and, I have often said, our only 
true ally in the Middle East we can 
count on. But we need to take a close 
look at Senator Hagel and how he 
would act, judging from his past per- 
formance, as the Secretary of Defense. 

The vote that is coming up at 4:15 is 
the vote for or against Senator Hagel. 
All of this talk about a procedural vote 
and filibustering: no. This is the vote 
to determine whether Chuck Hagel 
should be the next Secretary of De- 
fense. 

This statement about filibustering 
has been made over and over again. 
They say this the first time this has 
ever happened. Look, we have people 
nominated all the time for Cabinet po- 
sitions who are subjected to a 60-vote 
threshold. I will describe some of them 
right now, starting on the Republican’s 
side: 

Kathleen Sebelius is now the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services. 
In 2009 there were a lot of people who 
didn’t think she would be good, and so 
they objected to force a 60-vote thresh- 
old. That is what happened. 

John Bryson was up for Secretary of 
Commerce. I didn’t think he would 
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make a very good Secretary of Com- 
merce. I opposed him, and he was sub- 
jected to the 60-vote margin. 

Here is the interesting thing. Today 
we have Barack Obama, who is a Demo- 
cratic President of the United States, 
and then we have HARRY REID, who is 
the majority leader, so the Democrats 
are in control. During the last Bush ad- 
ministration, we had exactly the re- 
verse. George Bush was President of 
the United States and a Republican, 
and the Democrats were in the minor- 
ity—the same situation. 

So what happened? First of all, we 
had John Vogel come up. It was the 
same thing—subjected to a _ 60-vote 
margin. We had Senator Dirk Kemp- 
thorne. There were a lot of people who 
did not approve of him. He was nomi- 
nated by President Bush, a Republican, 
and the Democrats didn’t like him. 
They subjected him to a 60-vote mar- 
gin. That wasn’t a filibuster then. This 
isn’t a filibuster today. 

People are trying to blame me as the 
bad guy who is causing a filibuster. 
That is not the case at all, any more 
than it was the case back in 2005, 2006, 
and other times when we had a nomi- 
nee who was put forth by President 
Bush who was objected to by the Demo- 
crats. 

When Dirk Kempthorne was nomi- 
nated to be the Secretary of Interior, 
there was a lot of opposition to him by 
the Democrats. Of course they said: We 
have to subject him to a 60-vote thresh- 
old. The Secretary of the Interior is a 
Cabinet position, but they seem to be 
drawing a distinction, for some reason, 
between the Secretary of Defense and 
any other Cabinet positions. As Cabi- 
net positions, they are the same. And 
the process of requiring a _ 60-vote 
threshold happens over and over again. 

Senator ROB PORTMAN—the same 
thing happened to him when he was ap- 
pointed by President Bush to be the 
U.S. Trade Representative. The cloture 
motion was vitiated later on, but it 
was objected to first so that he would 
have been subjected to a 60-vote 
threshold. 

One that is kind of interesting is Ste- 
phen Johnson. President Bush ap- 
pointed him to be the EPA Adminis- 
trator. Actually, he was a guy whom I 
thought a lot of, and he was a Demo- 
crat. So we have here President Bush, 
a Republican, appointing a Democrat 
who was objected to by the Democrats. 
Now we have President Obama, a Dem- 
ocrat, nominating a Republican who is 
objected to by the Republicans. It is 
exactly the reverse. There is no dif- 
ference at all. 

I am the ranking member of the 
Armed Services Committee. I will 
stand up and walk through fire to 
make sure every member of the com- 
mittee has all their questions an- 
swered. That is what advice and con- 
sent is all about. We want to look at 
the individual. In the case of our com- 
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mittee, we want to make sure every 
member of the Committee has a chance 
to look at the process and make sure 
everything is out there. 

This is kind of a funny thing. The 
distinguished junior Senator from 
Texas, Mr. CRUZ, lost his voice. For a 
Senator to lose his voice—what worse 
can happen than that? So he is not able 
to speak, but if he could, I believe he 
would say: It is not so much my con- 
cern, the issues that have been articu- 
lated by Senator MCCAIN and by Sen- 
ator GRAHAM. My concern is about the 
process. 

Madam President, I give myself 3 ad- 
ditional minutes. 

The fact is this new member of the 
committee, a new Member of the Sen- 
ate, knew he was entitled to have all 
his questions answered. He has tried 
now for weeks. He was stonewalled. He 
can’t get them. So this is about the 
process. Senator CRUZ is not making 
any accusations. He says: I just want 
the information I have asked for. 

I have the utmost respect for CARL 
LEVIN. He and I, despite what the 
media wishes, get along great. I love 
the guy. We disagree now and then on 
policy, but I really like him. 

The other day, CARL LEVIN said: 

Every member, every member should add 
his or her voice to the demand for the pro- 
duction of relevant documents which Sen- 
ators need to decide on confirmation or for 
any other legitimate reason. 

I agree wholeheartedly with that, 
and that is exactly what these individ- 
uals are asking for. They are asking for 
that information. 

Senator CRUZ is very articulate. I re- 
gret that he lost his voice today. 

In the past, every time the minority 
has objected and has wanted as a mat- 
ter of procedure, to have a 60-vote mar- 
gin, that is what has happened. It has 
happened with a consent agreement. I 
asked for that, and I think we have 
that now, but we had to force it. 

This is not a filibuster. It is the same 
thing that was required and requested 
by HARRY REID, back when he was the 
minority leader, against John Bolton, 
against Stephen Johnson, against ROB- 
ERT PORTMAN, and against Dirk Kemp- 
thorne. This is a normal way of oper- 
ating. 

A lot of us still don’t have the infor- 
mation we want, but I am willing and 
they are willing. I have checked with 
the people who have not gotten all the 
information they want. They said: 
Let’s go ahead and have the vote. So, 
in a way, are they caving in? In fact, 
they are just doing all they can to be 
conciliatory. I think we are doing ev- 
erything we can. We are not filibus- 
tering, and we don’t want to string this 
out. 

I repeat one last time that this vote 
is the vote on Chuck Hagel. It is not on 
procedure or anything else. It is a vote 
on Chuck Hagel. 

Madam President, I retain the re- 
mainder of my time. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, how 
much time does the majority have? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
17 minutes remaining for the majority 
and 3 minutes for the minority. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I yield 
5 minutes to the Senator from Illinois. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, this 
is rare. Twice in the history of the Sen- 
ate have we had a filibuster involving a 
nominee for a Cabinet position—twice. 

But especially disappointing about 
this is that it was just a few weeks ago 
that we came together on a bipartisan 
basis and we said: We are not going to 
do this anymore. We are going to try to 
work together. We are going to try to 
avoid these filibusters. And here we 
have, sadly, a historic filibuster over 
an appointment of a former Senator— 
Chuck Hagel, a Republican of Ne- 
braska—as Secretary of Defense. 

I know there is controversy associ- 
ated with his nomination, but I also 
know Chuck Hagel. I served on the 
Senate Intelligence Committee with 
him. We served together in the Senate. 
There is no question in my mind that 
the President made a good choice. 

I will also tell you that you need to 
know a little bit about the man to un- 
derstand why it is a historic choice. 
Chuck Hagel volunteered and enlisted 
in the U.S. Army during the Vietnam 
era. That was not a casual decision. 
That was a time when enlisting in the 
Army meant you might risk your life. 
He lucked out; he got stationed in a 
theater that wasn’t at war. But what 
does he do next? He volunteered to go 
to Vietnam. He volunteered as an en- 
listed man to go to Vietnam. And he 
went there—with his brother, inciden- 
tally, the two of them—to serve in the 
U.S. Army. He was involved directly in 
combat, was given the Purple Heart for 
his service, and he told me personally 
about days he will never forget as long 
as he lives. So does Chuck Hagel know 
what it takes to be a soldier? Does he 
know what it takes to lead the Depart- 
ment of Defense? He certainly does. 

I served on the Senate Intelligence 
Committee with him. I know his feel- 
ings on the issues. And when I listen to 
how some of his positions have been 
distorted, I find it hard to believe. 

Chuck Hagel was a conservative Re- 
publican Senator and an honest man of 
integrity. And some of the things that 
have been said about him, some of the 
charges that have been made in the 
course of the Armed Services Com- 
mittee were just embarrassing, to 
think that colleagues in the Senate 
would say that about a man they knew 
and served with personally, or they 
should have known better than to say. 
That is why we are here today. 

The sad reality is that I have listened 
to many Republican Senators who are 
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not going to vote for Chuck Hagel 
come up here and talk about how im- 
portant it is to fill this position. The 
North Koreans detonated nuclear de- 
vices this week and raised concerns all 
over that part of the world and beyond. 
We know what is going on in the Mid- 
dle East, in Syria and other places. We 
still have 68,000-plus American soldiers 
who are literally risking their lives— 
while we meet in the comfort and secu- 
rity of the Senate Chamber—in Af- 
ghanistan. They are risking their lives, 
and we are saying: Well, we would sure 
like to appoint a Secretary of Defense, 
but we have to make a political point 
here today. We have to vote against 
him today and put it off for 10 days, 
and then we may reconsider it again. 
God forbid something awful occurs in 
the next 10 days. I hope it doesn’t. 

There are still good people at the 
Pentagon, and I am sure they will do a 
good job, but we should have that Sec- 
retary of Defense—one of the most crit- 
ical appointments in the President’s 
Cabinet—filled. This notion that we 
have to make a political stand here and 
stop Chuck Hagel today to make some 
political point really troubles me. 

Some of the requests for information 
about Chuck Hagel go beyond any of 
the standards of disclosure we have 
ever seen before. This isn’t fair. It isn’t 
fair to Chuck Hagel. It isn’t fair to the 
President. It certainly isn’t fair to the 
men and women in uniform all across 
the United States and around the world 
who are risking their lives for this 
country. 

Those who come to the floor and say 
that in 10 days, he will be fine, for 
goodness’ sake, swallow your pride. 
Let’s make sure we vote for him today. 
Let’s fill this spot. Let’s not have this 
sad historic filibuster on this appoint- 
ment to the President’s Cabinet. 

I really hope my colleagues will re- 
flect on what Chuck Hagel has meant 
in his life, his service to the country, 
his service to the State of Nebraska, 
and his service to this Nation as a Sen- 
ator. He is a good man, and he will do 
a good job in the Department of De- 
fense. I trust the President’s judgment. 

For anyone who thinks they are 
making a political point in order to 
kind of show the President that we can 
still filibuster, I remind them it was 
just a few weeks ago that we stood on 
the floor of the Senate and said we 
were going to be more thoughtful 
about the use of the filibuster in the 
future; we were going to be more care- 
ful that we don’t politicize it. Unfortu- 
nately, what is happening today is a se- 
rious disappointment. 

I yield the floor. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, may I 
ask the Senator, through the Chair, a 
question? 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I would be 
happy to yield time to the Senator 
from California. How much time does 
the Senator wish? 
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Mrs. BOXER. Whatever my friend 
wishes. 

Mr. LEVIN. I will yield 2 minutes to 
the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I am 
glad we are voting today on the Presi- 
dent’s choice for Secretary of Defense, 
our former colleague, Chuck Hagel. I 
stand here as a Senator who has had a 
number of questions as well about 
some of the things he said in the past, 
some of the votes he has cast, and some 
of his philosophy. And what I did, as 
soon as I learned he was the Presi- 
dent’s pick, was to ask those questions. 
Remember the President is the Com- 
mander in Chief. This is a critical ap- 
pointment. It has to be someone he has 
faith in, puts his trust in, and he 
picked someone. He picked a brave 
hero who served in Vietnam. 

So I wrote all my questions down, 
and believe me, they covered some 
tough ground on women’s rights, gay 
rights, Iran, and Israel. There were a 
number of questions. I asked if it would 
be all right if when the answers came 
we could put them online so people 
could see the answers. The answer that 
came back was absolutely yes. The an- 
swers to my questions were very clear 
and very strong. 

Senator Hagel has evolved on certain 
issues. He admitted to a mistake on a 
couple. That is the hardest thing for 
any politician to admit. There are four 
words politicians hate to say, “I made 
a mistake.” He admitted to that on a 
couple of issues. 

I just think the way he is being 
treated is so sad. It is so sad. When I 
watch some of the questioning from my 
colleagues—not all of them, a couple of 
them, and I am not referring to my 
dear friend, Senator INHOFE—it was 
reminiscent of a different time and 
place when someone would say: I have 
here in my pocket a speech that you 
made on such-and-such a date—and, of 
course, nothing was in the pocket. It 
was reminiscent of some bad times. 

I am so glad we are voting today. I 
know it is going to be a close vote. I 
don’t know what the outcome will be. I 
do believe eventually this good man 
will be the Secretary of Defense. I be- 
lieve that in my heart. If anyone is 
still undecided on this vote, let’s un- 
derstand that never in history have we 
had a _ 60-vote requirement—to my 
knowledge—for a nominee for Sec- 
retary of Defense. If I am wrong, I hope 
to be corrected. There is a reason for 
it. 

Lord knows I was one of the key 
voices of dissent on the Iraq war, and I 
was not happy about a lot of the people 
who were put into place by George W. 
Bush. Believe me, I didn’t want to see 
them continue in those positions. I 
think they led us astray in Iraq, and it 
led to so many thousands of deaths. 
However, I never dreamed of requiring 


1468 


a 60-vote majority. In my view, this is 
not a good day for the Senate. 

I know my friend, Senator INHOFE, is 
very sincere. I am on the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee; I am a senior mem- 
ber of that committee. We have lis- 
tened to the State Department on 
Benghazi. We have had briefings and 
hearings and answers came in. We had 
secret briefings that were highly classi- 
fied. We had open hearings—I would 
ask for 30 seconds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. BOXER. I have to say, what 
more are you trying to get out of this? 
Benghazi was a crisis. It was a disaster. 
It was terrible. There should have been 
more security there, but don’t blame 
the brave Americans for it. Blame the 
terrorists who did this. 

As the facts became available, those 
facts came right out. Why are we try- 
ing to stop this good man because of 
something he had nothing to do with? 

In closing, I hope if you are on the 
fence, you will vote today for Chuck 
Hagel, and a ‘‘yes’’ vote on cloture. 

Mr. INHOFE. Parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Parliamentary inquiry 
before the clock starts: I understand 
we have 3 minutes left on our side. How 
many minutes are left on the majority 
side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority has 7 minutes 15 seconds. 

Mr. INHOFE. I don’t see anyone seek- 
ing recognition, so I will go ahead and 
take the last 3 minutes. 

First of all, it is very interesting 
that all of those on the other side who 
are supporting Senator Hagel to be the 
next Secretary of Defense, not one of 
them has said anything at all about 
the issues. They all talk about the 
things with which we agree. He was a 
hero; we said it. Senator MCCAIN said it 
and Senator GRAHAM said it. We all 
agree he was a hero in the war, and he 
is deserving of this type of thing. 

Why is it that no one has mentioned 
that Senator Hagel is one of only two 
Senators who voted against sanctions 
against Iran? Why is it they don’t men- 
tion that he was one of only four—in 
fact, all of them in the Majority signed 
a letter for solidarity with Israel. Sen- 
ator Hagel was one of four Senators 
who didn’t sign that letter of solidarity 
for Israel. The same thing with declar- 
ing the Iranian Revolutionary Guard as 
a terrorist group. He was one of only 
four Senators who did that. 

I would only say this is not a fili- 
buster. Everybody knows it is not a fil- 
ibuster. I hope the media is listening: 
This is not a filibuster. This is the 
same process that was required by the 
Democrats in the case of John Bolton, 
in the case of Steve Johnson, in the 
case of ROB PORTMAN, and in the case 
of Dirk Kempthorne. It is a prerogative 
of the Senate. It is not a filibuster. We 
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merely want a 60-vote margin. We re- 
ceived it in all of those cases. 

I commented earlier that when we 
had a Republican in the White House 
and a Democratic majority in the Sen- 
ate they made that same requirement. 
I was here in the Senate for all four of 
them. I never objected to requiring a 
60-vote threshold. 

Then, of course, we had a 60-vote 
threshold for the nomination of Kath- 
leen Sebelius, who is serving now in a 
Cabinet position. The same thing. This 
is a Cabinet position. We had the Sec- 
retary of Commerce, John Bryson. I ob- 
jected to him. He passed the 60-vote 
margin. The only issue is the 60-vote 
margin, and that is what we are talk- 
ing about. It is not a filibuster. 

The last thing I will do is read—since 
our last speaker is my very good friend 
and chairman of the committee—what 
he said the other day. I wholeheartedly 
agreed with him when he said every 
Member should add his or her voice to 
the demand for the production of rel- 
evant documents which Senators need 
to decide on confirmation. I agree with 
that. What we object to is the process 
where we have Members who have 
made requests for information that is 
relevant to this appointment, and they 
have been unable to receive that infor- 
mation. So it is a process. 

As the ranking minority on the Sen- 
ate Armed Services Committee, I will 
stand up for the rights of every single 
minority member of that committee. 
Senator LEVIN would do the same thing 
and stand up for the rights of every 
majority member of that committee in 
this process. 

I thank the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Coons). The Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield myself the re- 
mainder of the time. 

First of all, the questions which have 
been asked of us to provide materials 
of the nominee have fallen into three 
categories: The first one is to the 
White House about Benghazi, and those 
questions have been answered. There 
have been requests for Senator Hagel’s 
speeches, and those speeches have been 
provided. Relative to financial disclo- 
sure, additional financial disclosure, 
disclosure which is required by the 
rules, that has been provided. 

The statement that was made by one 
of our colleagues about Corsair Capital 
is a statement which, frankly, is out of 
bounds. It is inappropriate for anyone 
to be asked about that when he is an 
adviser to a perfectly legitimate equity 
fund and has perfectly legitimate mem- 
bers on the board. There is no evi- 
dence—and the person making the in- 
nuendo acknowledged that there is no 
evidence—that the funding came from 
Saudi Arabia, Iran, or any other inap- 
propriate place. 

So as for the information that has 
been provided, it is probably more in- 
formation than probably any nomi- 
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nee—at least in recent memory—has 
had to provide. We have done every- 
thing we possibly can. 

Now in terms of the qualifications for 
Senator Hagel, this comes from former 
Secretaries of State, National Security 
Advisers, National Secretaries of De- 
fense, including Secretary of State 
Albright, National Security Adviser 
Berger, Secretary of Defense Brown, 
National Security Adviser Brezezinski, 
Secretary of Defense Cohen, Secretary 
of Defense Gates, National Security 
Adviser Jones, Secretary of Defense 
Laird, National Security Adviser 
McFarlane, Secretary of Defense Perry, 
Secretary of State and National Secu- 
rity Adviser Powell, Secretary of State 
Schultz, and National Security Adviser 
Scowcroft. 

This is what they said, and this is the 
validation: We, obviously, know Sen- 
ator Hagel. We trust Senator Hagel. We 
believe in his qualifications. 

These people are Democrats and Re- 
publicans who are outside of this body, 
and here is what they say: From his 
time as the Deputy Veterans’ Adminis- 
trator managing a quarter of a million 
employees, to during the Reagan Presi- 
dency, to turning around the finan- 
cially troubled World USO, to shep- 
herding the post-9/11 GI bill into law as 
a United States Senator, and most re- 
cently through his service on the De- 
fense Policy Board at the Pentagon and 
as cochairman of the President’s Intel- 
ligence Advisory Board, Chuck Hagel is 
uniquely qualified to meet the chal- 
lenges facing the Department of De- 
fense. 

I have already put into the RECORD 
many of the statements that have been 
written by veterans organizations in 
support of Senator Hagel. 

Senator INHOFE said when no one 
talks about his position on Iran, well, 
yes, we do. Here is what he says: 

Iran poses a significant threat to the 
United States, our allies and partners, and 
our interests in the region and globally. Iran 
continues to pursue an illicit nuclear pro- 
gram that threatens to provoke a regional 
arms race and undermine the global non-pro- 
liferation regime. 

He is fully committed to the Presi- 
dent’s goal of preventing Iran from ob- 
taining a nuclear weapon. All options 
must be on the table to achieve that 
goal. And relative to Israel, he has said 
he is a strong supporter of Israel. Even 
more importantly, the Deputy Minister 
of Israel said he is a good friend of 
Israel, and, indeed, in the words of 
Danny Ayalone, said he believes—and I 
am now talking about Senator Hagel— 
Hagel believes in the natural partner- 
ship between Israel and the United 
States and is proud of the volume of 
defense relations between Israel and 
the United States which are so impor- 
tant to both countries. 

Now the only question that remains 
is what we are voting on. What we are 
voting on is to end the filibuster. My 
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good friend from Oklahoma says it is 
not a filibuster, but the definition of 
“filibuster,” under our rules, is you are 
going to continue to talk unless there 
are 60 votes to end debate. That is what 
we are voting on. It is called cloture. 

If we get cloture today, then there 
will be another vote on the nomination 
of Senator Hagel. The proof of that is 
that we have three Republican Sen- 
ators who stood up today and said that 
while they are going to vote against 
cloture today, they are going to vote 
for cloture a week from this Tuesday. 
That is a procedural vote if I ever 
heard it. They are still going to vote 
against his nomination, but they have 
decided that they will vote for cloture 
a week from Tuesday. That is the dif- 
ference between the vote to end debate 
and the vote on the nomination itself. 
What we are deciding here today is 
whether a filibuster will continue. 
That is not just me talking; that is the 
rules speaking. That is what the rules 
provide for, that we need 60 votes to 
end debate. 

Has there ever been a requirement 
before by opponents of a nominee that 
there be 60 votes to end debate? Has 
this ever happened in history? Not for 
a nominee for the Defense Department, 
no; Secretary of Defense, no. For other 
Cabinet officers, there have been in the 
past requirements set by opponents 
that to stop talking we are going to 
have to get 60 votes. But that only 
means what the rules say it means, 
which is that under the rules of this 
body, conversation or debate does not 
end if the opponents insist on it until 
there are 60 votes. That is the defini- 
tion of a filibuster and that is what I 
hope we could bring to an end today. If 
we don’t bring it to an end today, then 
there will be another vote a week from 
Tuesday. 

I hope we don’t have to do that. This 
position is too important. The dangers 
in this world are too severe to leave 
this position in this ambiguous state 
between now and a week from Tuesday, 
or whenever the final vote on approval 
of this nomination is. The world is too 
dangerous to have this period of uncer- 
tainty. There is no need for it. We have 
provided the documents which have 
been required. The information rel- 
ative to the financial situation of Sen- 
ator Hagel has been provided. It is time 
for us now to bring the debate to an 
end, require 60 votes and then, hope- 
fully, if we can get 60 votes today, then 
vote on the final approval of this nomi- 
nee. But, again, if 60 votes aren’t there 
today, the majority leader has made it 
clear he will then, of course, reconsider 
the cloture motion for a week from 
Tuesday. Hither way, it is critically 
important that Senator Hagel’s con- 
firmation take place and that we fill 
this position of Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. President, I don’t know if there 
is any time left but, if so, I yield it 
back. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has expired. 

Under the previous order and pursu- 
ant to rule XXII, the Chair lays before 
the Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Charles Timothy Hagel, of Nebraska, to be 
Secretary of Defense. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Sheldon 
Whitehouse, Barbara Boxer, Al 
Franken, Christopher A. Coons, Jack 
Reed, Carl Levin, Kirsten E. Gillibrand, 
Claire McCaskill, Robert P. Casey, Jr., 
Richard Blumenthal, Tom Harkin, 
Dianne Feinstein, Bill Nelson, Jeanne 
Shaheen, Sherrod Brown. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan- 
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Charles Timothy Hagel, of Nebraska, 
to be Secretary of Defense shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

Mr. HATCH (when his name was 
called). Present. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. VITTER). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 58, 
nays 40, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 21 Ex.] 


YEAS—58 
Baldwin Hagan Murphy 
Baucus Harkin Murray 
Begich Heinrich Nelson 
Bennet Heitkamp Pryor 
Blumenthal Hirono Reed 
Boxer Johanns Rockefeller 
Brown Johnson (SD) Sanders 
Cantwell Kaine 
Cardin King eae a 
Carper Klobuchar 
i Shaheen 
Casey Landrieu 
Cochran Lautenberg Stabenow 
Collins Leahy Tester 
Coons Levin Udall (CO) 
Cowan Manchin Udall (NM) 
Donnelly McCaskill Warner 
Durbin Menendez Warren 
Feinstein Merkley Whitehouse 
Franken Mikulski Wyden 
Gillibrand Murkowski 
NAYS—40 
Alexander Fischer Pauw. 
Ayotte Flake Portman 
Barrasso Graham Reid 
Blunt Grassley Risch 
Boozman Heller Roberts 
Burr Hoeven Rubio 
ee ee Scott 
oats sakson A 
Coburn Johnson (WI) Se 
Corker Kirk 
Thune 
Cornyn Lee 
Crapo McCain Toomey 
Cruz McConnell Wicker 
Enzi Moran 
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ANSWERED ‘“‘PRESENT’’—1 
Hatch 
NOT VOTING—1 
Vitter 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I enter a 
motion to reconsider the vote by which 
cloture was not invoked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo- 
tion is entered. 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I could 
not participate in this Hagel nomina- 
tion cloture vote because I had to re- 
turn to Louisiana to attend a funeral. 
Had I been present, I would have voted 
no for two reasons. 

First, I would like to state for the 
RECORD that I believe this process has 
been rushed and that very reasonable 
Member requests for information have 
been denied. 

Secondly, I oppose the nomination on 
its substance in light of Senator 
Hagel’s long history of troublesome 
votes and comments regarding the de- 
fense of Israel and related Middle East 
issues. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this will be 
the last vote of the day. We will have 
a vote Monday night and we will vote 
again on this matter Tuesday morn- 
ing—a week from Monday and Tuesday. 

I regret that Republican Senators, 
except the valiant four, chose to fili- 
buster the nomination of President 
Obama’s nominee to be Secretary of 
Defense. The Republicans have made 
an unfortunate choice to ratchet up 
the level of obstruction in Washington. 
Just when you thought things could 
not get worse, it gets worse. 

We need to have this vote today. 
Why? You know, in times like this, it 
is nice to have a Secretary of Defense, 
not a lameduck. We have a war going 
on in Afghanistan. The war has been 
going on for 10 years. The President an- 
nounced on Tuesday that half the 
troops are going to be coming home. 

North Korea earlier this week tested 
a nuclear weapon. Just a couple 
months ago, they tested a missile to 
deliver a warhead. They have said pub- 
licly and very openly they want to 
make sure they can reach the United 
States. 

We have a conflict going on in Syria. 
It is a serious conflict. The Middle East 
is still in turmoil. Iran is threatening 
everyone, including us. We have a few 
things going on. There is a NATO de- 
fense meeting next week, where NATO 
Defense Ministers, including someone 
from the United States, whom we 
hoped would have been the Secretary of 
Defense, would attend that meeting. 

A couple of my Republican col- 
leagues said: That does not matter. 
Just have somebody else attend. 

What does that do to our standing in 
the world community? 

We need a Secretary of Defense on 
the job. No one, no one knows, espe- 
cially any Senator, what foreign chal- 
lenge we will face in this country, per- 
haps within the next 10 days. It would 
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be nice if we had a Secretary of De- 
fense. 

There is nothing that is going to 
change in the next 10 days about the 
qualifications of Chuck Hagel. 

I served with Chuck Hagel. He is a 
conservative Republican representing 
the ultraliberal State of Nebraska. He 
served with distinction in the Senate 
as a Senator. He served on the Foreign 
Relations Committee, Armed Services 
Committee, and Intelligence Com- 
mittee. He is a man of quality and of 
courage, not just being able to come 
and give a speech on the Senate floor. 

During the Vietnam war, he volun- 
teered to go into combat. That is what 
he chose to do because he thought it 
was the patriotic thing to do for his 
country, our country. His family felt 
that way. He and his brother went to- 
gether. They didn’t go to push pencils, 
they carried rifles; strapped to their 
sides, grenades. 

He was wounded twice. He was an en- 
listed man. He didn’t walk around or- 
dering people to do things. People were 
ordering him what to do—except when 
it came to his brother. He saved his 
brother’s life in combat in Vietnam. 

They are filibustering him. That is 
what they are doing. I am going to call 
Chuck Hagel when I finish and say I am 
sorry, sorry this is happening. I am 
sorry for the President and I am sorry 
for the country and I am sorry for you. 
We are not going to give up on you. 

We are going to vote, as I said, Tues- 
day, when we get back, in the morning. 

I hope, I truly do hope nothing hap- 
pens during the next 10 days we will 
not have a Secretary of Defense. We 
are not going to have one, and I hope 
nothing goes wrong and we will rue the 
day—more than just embarrassing the 
President, the Senate, and the coun- 
try—in not confirming the President’s 
nomination of this good man from Ne- 
braska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Texas. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, to my 
knowledge we do have a Secretary of 
Defense, and his name is Leon Panetta. 
It is my understanding that Mr. Pa- 
netta is going to stay on the job, a job 
he has done very well as Secretary of 
Defense and as CIA director for the last 
several years. The majority leader 
knows full well the reason why cloture 
was denied—or closing off debate was 
denied, because there are reasonable 
requests being made on this side for ad- 
ditional information. I hope and trust 
information will be provided in the 
next few days. When we come back 
from the recess, we will have another 
vote and another opportunity for Sen- 
ators to express themselves. 

This is not any attempt to kill this 
nomination. This is not a filibuster. I 
realize it is the headline the majority 
leader would like the newspapers to 
write. 

We actually had some very reason- 
able discussions going on earlier today 
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among Senators on the Democratic 
side and the Republican side to try to 
work this out, given the fact that this 
nomination has just been so recently 
reported from the Armed Services 
Committee, and to accommodate the 
reasonable request for Senators to re- 
ceive answers to their legitimate ques- 
tions. We didn’t need to have this vote 
today. We could have delayed it until 
after the recess. I am confident the 
vote would have turned out differently. 

The White House and the majority 
leader were determined to have this 
vote in order to try to get a story in 
the newspaper, one that misrepresents 
the nature of the objection on this side 
which, as I said, was a vote not to cut 
off debate because it was premature. 
Reasonable requests for information 
have not been accommodated by the 
nominee. 

There are solid public policy dif- 
ferences between Members of this other 
side of the aisle and the nominee. 

This is not about politics. This is not 
about personalities. It is about ques- 
tions such as whether Iran should be 
allowed to get a nuclear weapon. 
Should we have direct negotiations 
with terrorist organizations such as 
Hezbollah and Hamas? 

What is the official posture of the 
U.S. Department of Defense and this 
administration relative to our best ally 
in the Middle East, Israel? What would 
be the plan for the nominee should he 
be confirmed when it comes to dealing 
with steep cuts to the military that are 
going to come out of the sequester, 
which was the President’s idea and 
which is now going to go into effect on 
March 1. This is something which the 
President himself said was not going to 
happen. All of these are legitimate 
areas of difference and areas of inquiry 
that could be accommodated, could 
have been accommodated without ne- 
cessity of this vote today. 

This was the majority leader’s 
choice, which was his prerogative, and 
the White House’s choice. We could 
have done this differently. We could 
have worked this out, but that did not 
happen, unfortunately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this is not 
a filibuster. This is not a filibuster. I 
would like to see what a filibuster is. 
This is the first time in the history of 
our country that a Secretary of De- 
fense has been filibustered, filibustered 
successfully and probably ever filibus- 
tered, and for all this, the statement 
from my friend from Texas on a rant to 
make sure he is OK on Israel. He wants 
to make sure he is OK on Iran on this. 

We had hearings, not singularly but 
plural. The Secretary of State came, 
the Secretary of Defense. 

This has gone to the absurd. We were 
told by a number of Senators they 
would like a letter from the President’s 
White House talking about what he did 
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following Benghazi. Remember, 
Benghazi was debated at length in the 
Presidential election. That is over, we 
thought. No, it is not over. 

The President said, OK, and he ad- 
hered to what he wanted and wrote in 
detail about calls he made right after 
the terrible occurrence in Benghazi and 
sent it to the chairman of the com- 
mittee. We received reports back some 
of the Senators were offended because 
the letter was sent to the chairman 
and not to them. This is all foolishness. 

People may say whatever they want 
to say, but we still have a Secretary of 
Defense. Leon Panetta gave his final 
closing, ending; it was all over with his 
speech yesterday. I am friendly with 
Leon Panetta. I have known him for 31 
years. No one in the country has served 
with more distinction than a Member 
of Congress, chairman of the Budget 
Committee, head of the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget, the President’s 
Chief of Staff, head of the CIA, Sec- 
retary of Defense. He wants to go to- 
morrow, and yesterday he told every- 
body he was going home. 

Yes, we have a Secretary of Defense. 
It is about as lame as a duck can be. 
How do you think the people in NATO 
feel when, I don’t know who will go, I 
guess Ash Carter or somebody will go, 
but we don’t have a Secretary of De- 
fense. 

I can’t imagine—as I said this morn- 
ing, I will just repeat, I guess to be able 
to run for the Senate as a Republican 
in most places in the country, you need 
to have a resume that says: I helped fil- 
ibuster one of the President’s nomi- 
nees. Maybe that helps. Maybe that 
keeps a tea party guy from running 
against you. But this should not be pol- 
itics. This should be substance, and 
there is nothing wrong with Chuck 
Hagel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 
with all due respect to the majority 
leader, this was an unnecessary vote 
today. The majority leader said: What 
is a filibuster? I can remember one that 
wasn’t called a filibuster. I can remem- 
ber when President Bush the first nom- 
inated a very noncontroversial Univer- 
sity of Tennessee president who had 
been Governor to be the Secretary of 
Education of the United States about 
20 years ago. 

There was a Democratic Senate at 
the time, and the Senator from Ohio 
decided he wanted more time to study 
the qualifications of the nominee from 
Tennessee. I was that nominee. 

I thought that was an extraordinary 
period of time. It was 87 days between 
the time President Bush announced my 
nomination and the time the Senate 
unanimously confirmed me. That was a 
Cabinet position. I went around to see 
Senator Warren Rudman to see what I 
should do. He said: You don’t have any 
cards. You don’t do anything. The Sen- 
ate has the right to consider, with its 
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constitutional prerogative of advice 
and consent, the nominees of the Presi- 
dent. That is what the Senate is there 
for. 

I said: Warren, how did you get to be 
a Senator? He said: Well, I will tell you 
a story. President Ford nominated me 
in 1976 to be on—I believe it was the 
Federal Communications Commission. 
The Senator from New Hampshire, a 
Democratic Senator and a Democratic 
Senate, put a hold on Warren Rudman 
until Warren Rudman withdrew his 
nomination. 

The end of the story was that Warren 
Rudman then ran against that Senator, 
beat him, and that is how Warren Rud- 
man became a Senator. 

We know what a filibuster is. A fili- 
buster is when one side or the other— 
which it has a perfect right to do under 
our system of government—decides to 
try to kill a nomination by denying 60 
votes or to stop legislation by 60 votes. 
The Democrats have done it on a reg- 
ular basis when they were in the mi- 
nority and the distinguished majority 
leader was one of the most effective 
persons in the Senate to do so. I pre- 
sided many times over the Senate when 
he objected. 

I remember when we were trying to 
get 60 votes to have a permanent 
change in the estate law, and we would 
get up to 57, 58 or 59 and the distin- 
guished majority leader would object. 

What are we doing today? We are 
doing today exactly what was said 
when the vote was called. The question 
was do 60 of us believe it is time to end 
debate on the nomination of the Presi- 
dent to be Secretary of Defense, the 
leader of the largest military organiza- 
tion in the world, the largest employer 
in the United States. The Senate 
Armed Services Committee has re- 
ported that recommendation to the 
Senate 2 days ago—not 10 days ago, not 
15 days ago, not 30 days ago, 2 days ago. 

Most of us aren’t on the Armed Serv- 
ices Committee. Are we not entitled, 
are we not entitled to have more than 
2 days to consider one of the most im- 
portant nominations the President has 
to make without having the distin- 
guished majority leader accuse us of a 
filibuster? What we do in this body is 
debate. We debate issues. 

In addition to that, there are a num- 
ber of people on the Republican side 
who have asked for information for 
which they haven’t received answers 
yet. 

In every one of those cases, those are 
not requests I am interested in. They 
will not produce answers I need to 
know. They may be outside the range 
of questions I think ought to be an- 
swered. 

After only 2 days of a nomination 
being on the floor, if Republican Sen- 
ators have questions to ask and infor- 
mation to seek, they ought to be al- 
lowed to do that. That is what this is 
about. 
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What we have said—and the Demo- 
cratic leadership knows this—we have 
talked in good faith through the morn- 
ing. We have suggested to have this de- 
bate when we come back. Instead of 2 
days after the bill was reported to the 
committee or to the Senate floor, it 
would be 2 days plus 10—a couple 
weeks. It would give us a chance to 
read the hearings, consider the evi- 
dence, ask our questions. 

There were three Senators who came 
down to the floor today, including the 
Senator from Arizona and the Senator 
from South Carolina, who said then we 
will be ready to vote for cloture. In 
other words, we will be ready to vote to 
end debate to do what the Senate 
should do. Eventually, after a full con- 
sideration, we would have an up-or- 
down vote on a President’s nominee for 
the Cabinet. At least that is my belief, 
that eventually you should have an up- 
or-down vote on the President’s nomi- 
nee for the Cabinet. 

It is an unfortunate vote, and it is 
unfortunate to characterize this as a 
filibuster. This is a vote by Repub- 
licans to say we want more than 2 days 
after this nomination comes to the 
floor to carefully consider it because 
we have questions. Many have ques- 
tions, and then most of us believe that 
after a sufficient time—and, for me, a 
sufficient time will probably be those 
10 days—after those 10 days, it will be 
time to end debate. It will be time to 
have a vote and then it will be time to 
move on to something else. 

I wish to make sure this is properly 
characterized. This was a motion to 
close off debate after 2 days of bringing 
to the full Senate the President’s nom- 
ination to lead the largest military or- 
ganization in the world at a time when 
Senators had reasonable questions for 
which they want answers. A vote to ex- 
tend that until 10 days from now or 
some other appropriate time after that 
not only is reasonable, it is in the tra- 
ditions of the Senate. Such reasonable- 
ness has been exercised by Democrats, 
as well as Republicans throughout the 
history of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CowAN). The assistant majority leader. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, Senator 
ALEXANDER is my friend. Sometimes 
that word is thrown around the floor of 
the Senate not very sincerely, but I 
mean it and he knows it. And I respect 
him very much. But I would say to the 
Senator, there is no other way to de- 
scribe what we are going through than 
a filibuster. 

A filibuster is, of course, an effort by 
at least one Member of the Senate to 
continue the debate and stop the vote 
on a matter, whether it is an amend- 
ment or a nomination. A cloture mo- 
tion—in other words, to close off the 
debate—is an effort to produce 60 votes 
to overcome that Senator and to move 
to a vote, a final vote, on an amend- 
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ment or a nomination. So by every 
Senate standard, by every definition, 
what we are facing with Senator Chuck 
Hagel as a nominee for the Secretary of 
Defense is a filibuster. It is. And that is 
why the majority leader filed a motion 
for cloture. 

It is interesting to note that 59 Sen- 
ators—a substantial majority of the 
Senate—were prepared to vote for 
Chuck Hagel to be Secretary of De- 
fense, including four from the Repub- 
lican side of the aisle. But we fell short 
of the needed 60 votes, the 60 votes 
under cloture, needed to end a fili- 
buster. So I have to say to my friend 
from Tennessee, by every definition in 
the Senate, by every standard, your 
side has successfully filibustered the 
nomination of Chuck Hagel in the U.S. 
Senate. 

It has happened before on Cabinet 
nominees—twice, I am told, in our his- 
tory, and once while I was here involv- 
ing Dirk Kempthorne, whose nomina- 
tion was controversial and another clo- 
ture vote was called. I asked myself, 
how did I vote? After a while, you 
sometimes forget. And I was told, well, 
it turned out the cloture vote for Dirk 
Kempthorne was 85 to 7. So clearly, he 
had 60 votes, and I voted for the cloture 
vote in this circumstance. He was then 
affirmed by a voice vote thereafter. So 
it has happened before, but it happens 
rarely—twice in our history—when we 
have a Cabinet nominee who is filibus- 
tered. 

I will concede to the Senator there 
are many times we have questions that 
need to be answered before we can 
make a sound or final decision, but 
what is peculiar about this vote is that 
the questions are being asked about a 
fellow colleague, someone the Repub- 
licans served with for years. This is not 
a name that was just dropped out of 
the blue. I would assume my Repub- 
lican colleagues knew Chuck Hagel. 
You served with him, you were on com- 
mittees with him, you sat hour after 
hour, day after day, and maybe month 
after month in meetings together. So 
he is a known quantity more so on the 
Republican side of the aisle than on 
our side. I served with him on the In- 
telligence Committee, and I thought he 
was a person of sound judgment. There 
were times when I thought he showed 
real courage. I never doubted for a 
minute his commitment to some of the 
basic issues. 

The Senator from Texas, who is also 
a friend, said: Well, we are not sure 
where he stands on issues such as Iran. 
I think he has said unequivocally over 
the last several weeks his position is 
the same as the President’s, that we 
need to stop Iran from developing a nu- 
clear weapon. The same has been said 
relative to our relationship with Israel. 
If people still have questions about 
that today, they are ignoring his an- 
swers or they do not believe him. And 
in that case, they can vote yes or no. I 
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don’t know how many more times he 
needs to say that to satisfy his critics. 
Perhaps, for some of them, he will 
never satisfy them. 

But it is troubling to me, and I would 
agree with Senator REID—and Leon Pa- 
netta is a close personal friend. We go 
back to our House days. I recall he had 
a unanimous vote when he was nomi- 
nated for Secretary of Defense—an in- 
dication of the respect we have for him. 
But his days are coming to a close and 
he said so. What the President has said 
is, I need to move up somebody into 
this critical position for the national 
security of the United States, and 
Chuck Hagel is the person I propose. 

We have had ample time. I would be 
surprised if there are any—perhaps 
many—Senators who didn’t have a 
chance to personally sit down with 
Senator Hagel. He came to my office, 
and I know he made himself available 
to virtually every Senator before this 
process started. So Chuck Hagel has 
done what he was asked to do, answer 
the questions and appear before the 
committee. And for a person who is a 
former colleague, it is hard to under- 
stand or explain why there are so many 
people on the Republican side of the 
aisle puzzled by this fellow from Ne- 
braska, someone whom they served 
with for so many years. 

Let me also say I want to join with 
the majority leader in saying, God for- 
bid anything happens in the next 10 
days. I hope it doesn’t, for our sake and 
for the sake of the Senate and the peo- 
ple of this country. We do need a Sec- 
retary of Defense. I would like to think 
if the tables were turned the other side 
would not be pillorying us for leaving 
the Secretary of Defense office vacant 
in these dangerous times. I am afraid 
many on your side would be asking, 
why didn’t you get this done when you 
could have? This was a Democratic 
Senator; why do you need to keep ask- 
ing questions over and over? 

But we have reached this point and 
there is nothing we can do about it. 
Senators have left and we are going to 
be off next week for the Presidents hol- 
iday. I just hope, as soon as we return, 
as quickly as we return, we can defeat 
this filibuster on Chuck Hagel—this 
rare filibuster in Senate history—and 
we give him his chance to continue to 
serve this Nation as ably as he did in 
the U.S. Senate and as a soldier in 
combat in Vietnam. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re- 
publican whip. 

Mr. CORNYN. I want to assure the 
assistant majority leader that we still 
have a Secretary of Defense. His name 
is Leon Panetta. And I am referring to 
an e-mail his press secretary George 
Little sent out on Thursday: 

The Secretary plans to stay in office until 
Senator Hagel is confirmed and sworn in. 

So if anybody is under any misappre- 
hension, I believe the Pentagon press 
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secretary has made that clear. We have 
a Secretary of Defense. He has not re- 
signed, and he will continue to serve 
until such time as his successor is 
sworn in. 

I would say again to my friend, the 
Senator from Illinois, the assistant 
majority leader, we all know what a 
filibuster is. A filibuster is designed to 
kill a nomination or to defeat legisla- 
tion, as the Senator from Tennessee 
said. I would also say this is equivalent 
to what happened back in 2005. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD fol- 
lowing my remarks a letter signed by 
Chris Dodd and JOSEPH BIDEN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 

Mr. CORNYN. And I will quote from 
that letter. This is a letter signed by 
Chris Dodd, our former colleague who 
served on the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee, and JOE BIDEN, when he was a 
ranking member of the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee back in 2005. 

Dear Democratic Colleague: We write to 
urge you to oppose the cloture on the Bolton 
nomination tonight. We want to make clear 
that this is not a filibuster. It is a vote to 
protect the Senate’s constitutional power to 
advise and consent to nominations. 

I will skip down, because the letter 
will be in the RECORD, to the last para- 
graph, which says: 

The refusal of the Executive Branch to pro- 
vide information relevant to the nomination 
is a threat to the Senate’s constitutional 
power to advise and consent. The only way 
to protect that power is to continue to de- 
mand that the information be provided to 
the Senate. The only means of forcing the 
Administration to cooperate is to prevent a 
final vote on the nomination today. 

And the letter, as I said, was signed 
by Chris Dodd and JOE BIDEN. 

My point is, this is exactly what the 
Senator from Tennessee said it was—a 
vote not to end debate but to allow 
these inquiries to be answered. And the 
shoe will likely be on another foot 
some other time with some other nomi- 
nee, so we ought to, I think at a min- 
imum, respect and protect the right of 
the Senate and of an individual Sen- 
ator to make reasonable inquiries of a 
nominee as part of the power of advise 
and consent. 

This is not a filibuster. If it is, then 
this was in 2005, contrary to the asser- 
tions of JOE BIDEN and Chris Dodd. But 
I agree with them in this instance, this 
is merely an effort not to close off de- 
bate but to allow reasonable inquiries 
to get information that will advise the 
Senators in their vote when it comes 
time to vote on this matter after the 
next break. 

EXHIBIT 1 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS, 
Washington, DC, May 26, 2005. 

DEAR DEMOCRATIC COLLEAGUE: We write to 
urge you to oppose cloture on the Bolton 
nomination tonight. We want to make clear 
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that this is not a filibuster. It is a vote to 
protect the Senate’s constitutional power to 
advise and consent to nominations. 

For more than a month, we have been re- 
questing two types of information from the 
Executive Branch. First, materials related to 
the preparation of congressional testimony 
on Syria and weapons of mass destruction 
that Mr. Bolton planned to give in July 2003 
and ultimately gave that September. We 
think this will show Mr. Bolton’s continued 
effort to exaggerate intelligence informa- 
tion. It may also show that he misled the 
Foreign Relations Committee when he told 
us that he was not personally involved in the 
preparation of the testimony. Second, infor- 
mation related to National Security Agency 
intercepts and the identity of U.S. persons 
on those intercepts. During the past four 
years, Mr. Bolton requested the identity of 
U.S. persons on ten occasions. There may be 
nothing improper in this; or there may be 
something highly improper. But we won’t 
know unless we see the very same informa- 
tion shown to Mr. Bolton. So far that has not 
occurred. The Chairman and Vice Chairman 
of the Select Committee on Intelligence were 
shown the intercepts, but not the identities 
of the U.S. persons. 

In refusing to provide the information 
about the Syria testimony, the State De- 
partment has asserted that it does not be- 
lieve that the request is ‘‘specifically tied to 
the issues being deliberated by the Com- 
mittee.” In other words, the Executive 
Branch is deciding what it thinks is relevant 
to the Senate’s review. That’s unacceptable. 
In the case of the NSA intercepts, no one in 
the Executive Branch has even tried to ex- 
plain why the chairman and ranking member 
of the Intelligence and Foreign Relations 
committees are not allowed to see informa- 
tion that was made available to Mr. Bolton 
and even to his staff. That, too, is unaccept- 
able. 

The refusal of the Executive Branch to pro- 
vide information relevant to the nomination 
is a threat to the Senate’s constitutional 
power to advise and consent. The only way 
to protect that power is to continue to de- 
mand that the information be provided to 
the Senate. The only means of forcing the 
Administration to cooperate is to prevent a 
final vote on the nomination today. We urge 
to you vote no on cloture. 

Sincerely, 
CHRISTOPHER J. DODD. 
JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


er 
SEQUESTER LEADERSHIP 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, we are 
facing a very serious problem with the 
sequester that will impact our Defense 
Department and other government 
agencies. It is a very serious matter. It 
has been out there for well over a year. 
We have known this is coming, and it 
is time—long past time—for the Demo- 
cratic Senate and the President of the 
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United States to provide some leader- 
ship on the issue. 

I was pleased with Senator McCon- 
NELL this morning when he raised this 
matter, suggesting we are in a pattern 
here of how business is being done in 
the Senate. It goes something like this, 
Senator MCCONNELL said: Phase 1, Re- 
publicans identify a challenge and pro- 
pose a solution; phase 2, the liberals sit 
on their hands until the last minute; 
phase 3, they then offer some gim- 
micky tax hike designed to fail and 
then blame everybody when it does. 

This is essentially, Iam afraid, where 
we are. We are now at the time where 
they are about to sweep in with some 
gimmicky solution that won’t be suc- 
cessful. I don’t know where they are in 
that. We have seen a l-page outline 
that suggests there is a plan out there, 
but we haven’t seen legislative lan- 
guage, I don’t believe, unless it was 
produced in the last few hours. So we 
are 2 weeks away from a sequester that 
will include cuts that I believe will be 
too damaging to the U.S. military and 
can be avoided and should be avoided. 

The sequester, remember, was part of 
an agreement that was reached in Au- 
gust a year ago—August 2011—between 
the President of the United States, the 
Democratic leadership in the Senate, 
and the leadership in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It was designed to raise 
the debt ceiling because we had bor- 
rowed all the money that could legally 
be borrowed and the administration 
wanted to spend more and borrow more 
money. We were borrowing well over 35 
cents out of every dollar we spent at 
that time—and still are—and the Presi- 
dent wanted to raise the debt ceiling. 
The people holding the credit card—the 
U.S. Congress—said: Wait a minute. 
You have run up too much debt. You 
have to lay out a plan that, at least 
over 10 years, would equal the amount 
you want to raise the debt ceiling. The 
Administration could spend that 
money now—and it was spent in 18 
months, because we have already hit 
the debt ceiling again—and we will 
raise the debt ceiling $2.1 trillion. 

So an agreement was reached to re- 
duce spending over the next 10 years by 
$2.1 trillion. That was the agreement. 
The President signed that, the Demo- 
cratic leader in the Senate agreed to 
that, the Speaker of the House, the Re- 
publican, agreed to that, and that be- 
came the law. 

These are numbers we live with every 
day. I am the ranking Republican on 
the Budget Committee, and it is a con- 
stant item in our face out there. We 
were then spending $3.7 trillion a year. 
So if you extend that for 10 years, we 
would spend $37 trillion over 10 years. 
But the budget was expected to grow. 
It was expected to grow so that we 
spent $47 trillion over 10 years. At the 
end of that time we would have in- 
creased spending by almost $10 trillion 
over 10 years. This deal would have 
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said that we wouldn’t spend $47 trillion 
but $45 trillion, therefore reducing the 
increase by a modest amount. 

These were the first significant cuts 
we have had in the Congress in a long 
time. It is the first time we have actu- 
ally made some alteration in the 
growth of spending. And really, it is 
not a cut in spending; it is reduction to 
the growth of spending. But the Presi- 
dent not only agreed to the sequester, 
he actually proposed the sequester as 
part of the deal. 

The sequester came about under the 
theory this would be a stopgap emer- 
gency measure if the committee of 12 
didn’t reach some long-term fiscal plan 
to alter the debt course of America, 
and the committee didn’t reach that 
agreement. 

The agreement fell apart and the se- 
quester happened. The sequester was 
put in the bill at the last minute, ac- 
cording to Bob Woodward in his book, 
at the request of the President and the 
White House. It was put in there, and 
nobody knew what it meant. That is 
the reason primarily that I voted 
against it. I didn’t like this situation 
that looked to me as though it would 
be a meat-axe cut that would fall dis- 
proportionately on the Defense Depart- 
ment. At any rate, good people dis- 
agreed, the bill passed, and it became 
law. So that is how the sequester came 
to be, and it is set up in a way that dis- 
rupts the Defense Department. 

If you cut the Defense Department as 
much as is presently scheduled to be 
done now, it would hurt under any cir- 
cumstances. But if it is done the way 
the sequester says, everybody agrees it 
will be far more damaging than it 
needs to be because it gives the Defense 
Department very little control over 
how to manage their money in a way 
that has the least adverse cir- 
cumstances, and that is why we should 
not let the sequester go forward. 

The sequester needs to be reevalu- 
ated for a lot of reasons. One-sixth of 
the federal budget is the Defense De- 
partment. One-sixth of the amount of 
money we spend is by the Defense De- 
partment. One-half of all the cuts in 
the sequester falls on the Defense De- 
partment. It is disproportionate. 

Some people are under the impres- 
sion that it is the war costs that are 
being cut. This is not what we are talk- 
ing about. The war costs are funded in 
a separate account. All of these cuts 
fall on the base defense budget of the 
United States of America. 

It means too rapid and severe a re- 
duction in our military and civilian 
personnel, and it endangers the smart 
management of the war, while entire 
portions of our government—almost 
one-half of our government—have no 
cuts at all. Amazingly, there is no re- 
duction in the growth of the spending 
of one-half of our government; and de- 
fense spending increases are less than 
half of what you see in many of the 
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other major spending programs in our 
government. 

The base defense budget has not been 
surging out of control. It has been in- 
creasing at about the rate of inflation 
in the last several years. But defense 
has already reduced its budget as part 
of the first part of the Budget Control 
Act agreement last August. That was 
$487 billion. So this sequester would be 
an additional $500 billion, should it go 
through. It would be a cumulative re- 
duction of almost $1 trillion over 10 
years. That is a big reduction. It alters 
the ability of the military to function 
in the way they have been functioning, 
and it threatens the ability for them to 
carry out the missions they have been 
assigned to carry out today. 

The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, 
General Dempsey, said this week: 

If sequestration occurs, it will severely 
limit our ability to implement our defense 
strategy. It will put the nation at a greater 
risk of coercion, and it will break faith with 
the men and women in uniform. 

That is a serious statement and we 
should respect it. I know right now 
they are threatening all kinds of draco- 
nian cuts, and probably when the dust 
settles it won’t be quite as draconian 
as they tell us. But the fundamental 
truth is, this is disproportionate and 
dangerous to the Defense Department, 
and it is not necessary. 

Remember how we got here. We saw 
this coming. The defense authorization 
bill was not brought up before the elec- 
tion maybe for the first time in 50 
years. Why was it not brought up in 
July, August, September, or October? 
Why was it not? 

One of the reasons I think was that 
everybody knew the sequester was out 
there. It needed to be fixed, and this 
would have been the opportunity to fix 
it when that bill moved through the 
Senate. And so Senator REID wouldn’t 
bring up the defense bill. He refused to 
bring it to the floor. 

Senator MCCAIN came to the floor 
and said, shame, shame, shame, as 
ranking Republican on the committee, 
pointing out this failure was the first 
time I believe in 50 years that the de- 
fense bill had not moved. No other ap- 
propriations bill had moved, either; not 
a single one. But not passing the de- 
fense authorization bill was historic— 
again, I think in big part because they 
didn’t want to talk about the seques- 
ter. 

In the debate, I believe last October, 
with Governor Romney, the sequester 
came up. What did President Obama 
say? It will not happen. The sequester 
will not happen. And here we are, with 
no plan to fix it from the White House, 
no plan to fix it from the Democratic 
majority—which apparently wants to 
lead this country, wants to be in the 
majority, wants to justify their leader- 
ship position. Senator REID has not 
brought forth—unless it is today, until 
this late, late minute—a plan to fix the 
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sequester, an alternative. We have seen 
the one-page outline, but that is it. 

I would note, I think I indicated, the 
House has already twice passed legisla- 
tion months ago that would fix the se- 
quester and not allow this event to 
occur in the way that it is. They have 
done their duty. 

So what is the Senate going to do? 
What are we going to have from the 
Senate? Another do nothing, no budg- 
et, no fix to the economic threats of 
America? Now no fix to the sequester? 
The only thing we have to do now is 
raise taxes? 

The truth is, the way to fix this and 
the way to do this is to have all the de- 
partments and agencies of the govern- 
ment be evaluated, not just a small 
portion of them, and have all of them 
tighten their belts, and we could easily 
avoid the draconian cuts that are lurk- 
ing out there right now. 

Over half the government spending 
was not touched in the 2011 Budget 
Control Act deal. It just wasn’t, includ- 
ing some of the fastest growing items 
such as food stamps, which have gone 
from $20 billion in 2001 to $80 billion 
last year. It has gone up four times in 
10 years and not a dime was reduced 
from it. Medicaid is at 6- to 7-percent- 
a-year increases. These programs alone 
add $300 billion to government spend- 
ing each year. They aren’t having any 
review at all. 

I am disappointed we don’t have a 
legislative plan on the floor that we 
could actually evaluate to see what it 
means, and then begin to debate it and 
discuss it. It should long since have 
been brought up in this Senate. We 
should already be aware of it. 

But there is a game played around 
here, as Senator MCCONNELL said. 
There is a game around here to wait 
until the last minute. And the Presi- 
dent, using the power of the Presidency 
and his skill as an orator, feels he can 
once again dominate the media and be 
able to extract the kind of legislation 
he wants in the end, and somehow gain 
political advantage, I guess. 

I don’t think it is going to work this 
time. Iam worried about it. Iam afraid 
we are not going to have an agreement. 
Iam afraid cuts are going to take place 
in a way that shouldn’t occur, and that 
they could be done smarter and more 
effectively with less damage than we 
have. 

So we are told that in this Demo- 
cratic plan, in this outline that is 
floating around, after we passed just a 
few weeks ago a $600 billion tax in- 
crease, that now we want to have an- 
other tax increase. I have to say this 
with clarity: Any plan that attempts to 
replace the cuts in the Budget Control 
Act with tax increases will not happen. 
They cannot happen. It will be a funda- 
mental breach of the commitment we 
made to the American people in August 
of 2011. We told them, We have an 
agreement. We will raise the debt ceil- 
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ing $2.1 trillion. A lot of people did not 
want that to happen. A lot of people 
are fed up with borrowing in Wash- 
ington. A lot of people said, Don’t raise 
the debt ceiling a dime. 

We said, OK, we are going to raise 
the debt ceiling, but we are going to 
promise you, American people, that we 
will contain the growth of spending by 
$2.1 trillion, so the increase in spending 
over 10 years will be about $8 trillion 
instead of $10 trillion. Surely, that is 
not going to break America. Surely, 
that is not going to destroy this Repub- 
lic. It could be exceedingly damaging if 
we do as the sequester says, though, 
and target the Defense Department far 
more severely than any other area of 
government. 

But, fundamentally, reducing the 
growth in spending from $10 trillion in 
expected increases to $8 trillion is not 
going to damage America. And it can 
be done. In fact, it must be done. 

What we have to understand is that 
the President of the United States and 
Senator REID, the Democratic leader in 
the Senate, agreed in August of 2011 
that we would raise the debt ceiling, 
we would cut spending, and we would 
not increase taxes. We would not in- 
crease taxes. It was a simple, small, 
but significant, noticeable reduction in 
the growth and spending, and that was 
the agreement. Before the ink was dry 
on it, we had people wanting to weasel 
out of it, to change it. 

What would the American people 
think of us if less than 2 years after 
this agreement, this promise to them, 
we capitulated, we couldn’t follow 
through, and we couldn’t maintain 
those growth reductions we promised 
the American people we would do? 

The plan I am hearing that is being 
floated now is a direct contradiction of 
the promise we made to the American 
people. I don’t believe it will pass. I 
don’t believe it will pass the House and 
I don’t believe it will pass the Senate. 

And remember, this is current base- 
line law now. 

The Budget Director of the Congres- 
sional Budget Office testified before 
the Budget Committee this week, and 
he showed us what the projected defi- 
cits will be over the next 10 years. The 
good news was that deficits would be 
reduced some—less than half of what 
they are today—by 2015. And a big part 
of that was the sequester, because it is 
in law. The law says: These reductions 
will occur. He scored them as we passed 
it. And now we are saying, We want to 
give that back and we don’t want to 
follow through on that. 

The only way you can not follow 
through on the reductions that were in 
the Budget Control Act would be to in- 
crease spending—to increase spending 
above what we are currently projected 
to have the government grow over the 
next 10 years. We would have to in- 
crease spending. 

So make no mistake about it, the 
plan that is being proposed is to tax 
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and spend—to spend more and tax 
more. That is not where this country 
should be going. I reject that as the 
right approach. Particularly, it is con- 
trary to the steps we took in August. 

One reason the agreement was 
reached on the fiscal cliff in early Jan- 
uary of this year was that we had 
spending cuts last August and they got 
some tax increases in January, but not 
more. And those tax increases should 
have been for the purpose of reducing 
debt, not funding new spending. 

So to sum up the matter, in August 
2011 Congress and the President agreed 
and passed legislation to reduce by a 
small amount Federal spending from 
$47 trillion to $45 trillion over 10 years. 
The spending of the United States 
would increase approximately $8 tril- 
lion instead of $10 trillion. That would 
not damage the American Government. 
We certainly should be able to function 
as a nation with that kind of substan- 
tial increase in spending, and it is hap- 
pening every day in cities, counties, 
and States throughout America. They 
are dealing with far worse reductions 
than that. 

There was no tax increase agreed to 
at all—not one penny of tax increases. 
Those reductions in spending are in 
law. They are in the new baseline on 
which we are now operating. To alter 
that and give back that spending with- 
out finding reductions in spending else- 
where would be to increase spending 
above that agreed to in the Budget 
Control Act, and that is what the 
Democratic outline we have seen would 
do. It increases spending and it in- 
creases taxes. They say: Don’t worry 
about the increased spending. We have 
taken care of it. We have raised taxes. 
So that is the deal. They raised taxes 
to pay for the increase. That is in clear 
violation of the terms of the agreement 
and the moral agreement we had with 
the American people. It is in violation 
of what was told to the American peo- 
ple a little over 18 months ago, and to 
that extent it is not acceptable. 

I urge my colleagues not to proceed 
with this approach. 

Let’s find ways to spread out the 
spending cuts so that more government 
agencies tighten their belts—and not 
so disproportionately on the Defense 
Department—and we can resolve this 
matter going forward. 

I am worried because we have had no 
response from our Democratic part- 
ners, no response from our President of 
the United States, who is the Com- 
mander in Chief of American forces. To 
my knowledge they have not laid out a 
detailed plan yet. We are going to 
reach that deadline, and it looks as 
though it is going to take place. I hope 
it can be avoided. It should be avoided, 
and I am willing to work to avoid that. 

I call on my colleagues to not con- 
tinue to delay. Let’s move forward to 
an effective agreement that preserves 
the legislative intent of the Budget 
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Control Act and the promises that we 
made to the American people. 

I thank the Chair, yield the floor, 
and note the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BEGICH). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
THE DREAM ACT 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, 
today and throughout the coming 
weeks, I hope this body will move clos- 
er to comprehensive immigration re- 
form. Actually, accountable immigra- 
tion reform would be a more appro- 
priate term to call it—accountable to 
the people of the United States who 
overwhelmingly want this dysfunc- 
tional, broken system to be mended. 

We are a nation of immigrants, and 
the people of our Nation know it. They 
know it not only intellectually and ab- 
stractly; they know it in their gut be- 
cause they see on the walls of their 
homes the proud photographs of their 
parents, their grandparents—people 
who have come to this country as a 
beacon of economic opportunity and 
freedom, some of them struggling 
through the most horrific kinds of 
trials and tribulations to reach this 
great land, the greatest Nation in the 
history of the world. 

I have told my colleagues in the 
past—and I will state again—one of the 
most inspiring things I do—and I had 
done it as attorney general for a long 
time but now as a Senator—is to visit 
our courthouses where immigration 
and naturalization ceremonies take 
place. Those ceremonies are profoundly 
inspiring because they come—new citi- 
zens, people about to become citizens— 
with their families. It is a day of joy 
and pride unmatched and unexcelled in 
their lives. They come with friends, 
and they come to celebrate with their 
friends and families, with tears in their 
eyes and their hearts and their throats. 
There is no time when I have seen one 
of these ceremonies that I have not 
been deeply moved and uplifted. 

If you ever have a down day, if you 
are ever discouraged about this Nation, 
see one of these ceremonies. You will 
know what it means to be a citizen of 
the United States of America and how 
important it is and how important we 
should regard it. 

So I approach immigration reform 
with a profound appreciation of its im- 
portance to people who seek liberty 
and economic opportunity and justice 
in this great land but also how we are 
enriched as a nation of immigrants by 
the diversity, the talent, the dedica- 
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tion they bring to our factories where 
they work, to our laboratories where 
they invent, to our military where 
they serve and sacrifice and give their 
lives. 

So I hope we will embark on account- 
able immigration reform that provides 
a path to earned citizenship for the 11 
million people or more now in this 
country undocumented. Many times 
they pay taxes, they live here, and 
they regard the United States as their 
home. They have no criminal back- 
ground. They have done nothing wrong. 
We need to find a way to bring them 
out of the shadows and provide earned 
citizenship, with background checks to 
show they have no criminal records, 
that they will learn to speak English, 
if they do not now do so, go through all 
the other steps that may be set, and 
then go to the back of the line behind 
people who have legally sought to come 
here. 

That reform should also include 
much stronger security at the borders, 
a crackdown on employers who hire un- 
documented immigrants—people in 
this country who are here illegally but 
who can be exploited by those employ- 
ers—and, of course, a streamlined im- 
migration process. The elements of this 
reform are becoming clearer and at- 
tracting a growing consensus. If noth- 
ing else, we should make sure we pro- 
vide an expedited route for people who 
now come with H-1B visas. 

Some of the details of these proposals 
need to be resolved so we give those 
people who come to this country with 
extraordinary skills or who are edu- 
cated here and are now forced to leave 
the country, to the detriment of our 
tech corporations—and many are in my 
home State of Connecticut. And 
maybe, first and foremost, we need to 
make sure we give the DREAMers what 
this country so richly deserves—one 
would think, I might say, what they 
deserve, but truly the country deserves 
what they have to contribute and give 
back to this country. 

For some time I have come to the 
floor of the Senate to talk about indi- 
vidual DREAMers. I wish to talk about 
a young person, Cinthia Perez, whose 
photograph is here in the Chamber and 
who is one of those DREAMers—many 
of whom are brought to this country as 
infants or very young children. They 
know no other country. They often 
know no other language but the one 
spoken here. Their lives are rooted in 
this country. Their friends are here. 
They are going through our schools. 
They are serving in our military. Yet 
they can be deported at any time. 

Right now, the President has com- 
mendably offered the Deferred Action 
for Childhood Arrivals—DACA—system 
for them, but it is only for a limited 
period of time. It does not provide the 
certainty and security they need to do 
what Cinthia Perez wants to do with 
her life. That is why the nearly 2 mil- 
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lion immigrants nationwide who would 
benefit from the DREAM Act—between 
11,000 and 20,000 in Connecticut—de- 
serve the benefit of a more secure 
route, an expedited route to citizen- 
ship. That has to be part of account- 
able immigration reform. 

Cinthia Perez was born in Mexico. 
She was brought to America at the age 
of 5. She has not left America since. 
Her family settled in New Haven, CT. 
She went to the New Haven public 
schools from elementary school 
through high school. 

It was in high school that Cinthia 
came to understand how her undocu- 
mented status would actually affect 
her future, because during her senior 
year of high school, Cinthia attended a 
college preparation class. From the 
start of that class—supposedly to pre- 
pare her for college—Cinthia could not 
fully take part in the course because 
she thought she would not be eligible 
to go to college because of her undocu- 
mented status. 

Still, she continued in that class as a 
way to stay motivated about her future 
and to experience the college applica- 
tion process, as many Americans do. In 
fact, she eventually applied to four uni- 
versities—some State and some pri- 
vate. She was accepted by how many? 
All four. 

Her excitement and her family’s soon 
faded as she realized the choice she 
faced. She would not be able to attend 
any of these schools because she could 
not afford it, and her dream school 
looked even further out of reach be- 
cause her parents could not afford to 
pay full tuition and Cinthia could not 
share the financial burden because she 
was afraid to seek work. She is ineli- 
gible to work in this country, and she 
felt hopeless because all she wanted to 
do was attend college, work her way 
through, so she could create a better 
future for herself and make a dif- 
ference for the country. 

Around that time, Connecticut 
passed a State law—and I advocated 
it—to allow undocumented students 
who have graduated from high school 
in Connecticut to pay instate tuition 
rates that are available to other Con- 
necticut residents. With that financial 
burden slightly lessened, Cinthia was 
able to enroll at Southern Connecticut 
State University. 

She is now proud to be in her sopho- 
more year at SCSU, and she hopes to 
use her education to pursue a career in 
community development or environ- 
mental management. Basically, she 
wants to help improve education and 
support for children in need—children 
such as herself who simply want an 
education so they can give back to this 
country, children such as herself who 
are motivated and inspired to con- 
tribute to America, and children such 
as herself who are undocumented and, 
therefore, hampered and impeded in 
their aspirations. 
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I have no doubt Cinthia will continue 
to contribute to Connecticut. She will, 
unfortunately, face the dangers of de- 
portation from her home and may be 
sent back to a country she has not seen 
for many years—in fact, since she was 
5 years old. 

I hope every DREAMer is given de- 
ferred action status under the Presi- 
dent’s program. I hope Cinthia’s appli- 
cation will be favorably received. I 
hope she will be able to pursue her edu- 
cation and work and give back to this 
Nation and that she will be eligible at 
some point for financial aid. 

But the full measure of relief from 
deportation will not come to her or any 
of the other DREAMers without the 
DREAM Act. Therefore, I urge that the 
comprehensive immigration reform 
under consideration by a bipartisan 
group headed by Senators SCHUMER and 
McCAIN and the solution eventually 
adopted by this body to fix that broken 
system of immigration law will include 
the DREAM Act. 

I wish to thank and give credit to 
Senator DURBIN, who has championed 
this measure for a long time, giving a 
model to many of us at the State level, 
where I was attorney general for 20 
years and championing our equivalent 
of the DREAM Act there, providing 
aid, as we did with Cinthia, so she 
could fulfill her aspirations to seek 
education. 

But at the end of the day, just and ef- 
fective comprehensive immigration re- 
form must resolve the status of those 
11 million people, including Cinthia’s 
relatives who may be here, including 
the DREAMers’ parents who may be 
here. It has to be comprehensive so as 
to establish an earned pathway to citi- 
zenship for the undocumented immi- 
grants already giving back, already 
here, already contributing members of 
our society, and, most especially, the 
children who were brought here, 
through no fault of their own, when 
they were 5 years old or 6 years old or 
5 months old, and we reaffirm that 
America is a land of justice and oppor- 
tunity. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE- 
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 


Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that on Monday, February 25, 2013, at 
5:00 p.m., the Senate proceed to execu- 
tive session to consider the following 
nomination: Calendar No. 7; that there 
be 30 minutes of debate equally divided 
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in the usual form; that upon the use or 
yielding back of time, the Senate pro- 
ceed to vote without intervening ac- 
tion or debate on the nomination; that 
the motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid on the table with no in- 
tervening action or debate; that no fur- 
ther motions be in order; that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action and the Senate 
then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 
10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— 


RECOGNIZING THE COCHRAN 
FAMILY 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, in 
Vermont, you will find any number of 
successful family-run businesses. 
Today, I want to recognize the Cochran 
Family and their Cochran Ski Area. 
This family, which has spent 50 years 
on a hillside in the town of Richmond, 
VT, has seen 10 of its own compete in 
the Olympic Games and has brought 
thousands of local youth together to 
share in Vermont’s rich tradition of 
winter sports. 

The Cochran Ski Area is truly a re- 
markable place in Vermont, where the 
rewards of family togetherness, com- 
munity support, and shared knowledge 
have been reaped to the fullest for half 
a century. In the 1960s, the Cochran 
slope was a skiing family’s dreamland, 
but Mickey Cochran, alongside his wife 
Ginny and family, chose to open their 
home and their hearts to the commu- 
nity. Since then this slope has become 
a source of skill not only for the Coch- 
ran Olympians, but for every 
Vermonter who, with their guidance, 
has been helped to master the art of 
skiing. The Cochrans intensified their 
skiing talent and dedication through 
the application of math and physics, 
complementing a classroom education 
with a thrilling hands-on experience 
unlike any other. This Vermont family 
and their legacy are a model of com- 
munity building and achievement. 
Their charity has enriched Vermont 
and the Cochran Ski Area has been 
cherished in return as a haven for fami- 
lies to enjoy winter traditions. Today, 
a new generation of Cochrans preserves 
their relationship with the land Mick- 
ey and Ginny Cochran sought to make 
their home years ago, by founding 
Slopeside Syrup, a maple syrup busi- 
ness. Each spring Cochran’s taps more 
than 20,000 maple trees around the ski 
slope and opens its doors of the 
Slopeside Syrup sugarhouse to visitors 
and neighbors alike. 
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I am proud to share the Cochran fam- 
ily’s story with the Senate. I ask unan- 
imous consent that a recent article 
from The New York Times about this 
incredible family be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the New York Times, Jan. 23, 2013] 

SHORT HILLSIDE’S LONG LEGACY 
(By Bill Pennington) 

RICHMOND, VT.—It was 1960 in northern 
Vermont and Mickey Cochran had a simple 
plan with an uncommon stipulation. A 
former schoolteacher, Cochran would buy a 
house in the country for his growing family, 
but only if the new home had a pitched slope 
behind it where he could install a ski lift. 

Along with his wife, Ginny, whom he met 
while skiing, Cochran found the right house 
and parcel of land for $10,000, and soon there 
was a rope tow just outside the back door. 
Educated as a mechanical engineer, Cochran 
affixed floodlights to adjacent trees and the 
roof of the two-story home, turning the mod- 
est rural hillside into a round-the-clock win- 
ter playground. 

Like a Vermont version of the movie 
“Field of Dreams,” if you build and illu- 
minate a place to ski in snow country, peo- 
ple will come from far and wide. 

Throughout the 1960s, thousands of local 
schoolchildren and their parents learned to 
ski at the Cochran hill, with Mickey and 
Ginny providing free hands-on instruction. 
They did not charge to use the 400-foot rope 
tow either. Everyone was welcome, even in 
the kitchen of the Cochran home, which 
served as a warming hut. 

“It was a magical place,” said Bob Coch- 
ran, one of Mickey and Ginny’s four chil- 
dren. ‘‘Like a big party at your house every 
night.”’ 

The ski hill, moderately expanded in subse- 
quent decades, continues to this day as a 
nonprofit organization and revered civic re- 
source, a tribute to Mickey Cochran’s hum- 
ble 1960 dream. 

But that is not the reason Cochran’s Ski 
Area, with its one tiny roadside sign, is 
known throughout the racing world. It is not 
why the one-room Cochran lodge, built in 
1984, is replete with pictures of international 
skiing stars who have made the trek to this 
out-of-the-way little ski area next to the 
Winooski River. 

Mickey and Ginny Cochran’s children— 
Marilyn, Barbara Ann, Bob and Lindy—all 
made the United States ski team and each 
raced in the Olympics. At the 1972 Games in 
Sapporo, Japan, Barbara Ann won a gold 
medal in slalom. 

The Skiing Cochrans, as they became 
known in the 1970s, were an American sensa- 
tion, feted at gala dinners and featured in 
national magazines, like a sporting version 
of the Osmonds. 

But there’s more: six of Mickey and Ginny 
Cochran’s grandchildren have made the 
United States ski team in the last decade, 
including Ryan Cochran-Siegle, Barbara 
Ann’s 20-year-old son, who won two events at 
the junior world championships last season. 
His cousin Robby Kelley, Lindy’s son, is the 
reigning national giant slalom champion, ex- 
tending the lineage of America’s first family 
of ski racing into a sixth decade. 

In 2005, four second-generation Cochrans 
were on the United States ski team, match- 
ing the four Cochrans on the team 48 years 
ago. And the ski area has helped produce 
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more than a dozen United States team mem- 
bers who are not related to the Cochrans, 
even if they are all embraced as Cochran rac- 
ers. 

“People have asked me if there’s some- 
thing in the water,” Bob, 61, said with a 
laugh last month, sitting at a picnic table 
inside the unassuming Cochran lodge. ‘‘Peo- 
ple think we have some secret. But there was 
no special criteria for coming here except 
one. My father said you had to have fun. 

“And my mother made every kid who 
showed up here feel like a part of the fam- 
ily.” 

NO DISCUSSION OF OLYMPICS 

Each of the original skiing Cochrans in- 
sisted that making the Olympics was never 
discussed by their father, who died in 1998 at 
age 74, or by their mother, who was 76 when 
she died in 2005. 

“Even making the national team was 
never envisioned,” said Lindy, now 59. “That 
was some mystical place and the farthest 
thing from my father’s mind. He did, how- 
ever, believe that you needed a lot of repeti- 
tion to get good at something.” 

So what better way than to grab the rope 
tow just outside your bedroom window? 

The usual Cochran winter day would have 
the children doing their homework after 
school, then awaiting their father, who had 
left teaching to take an engineering job at a 
General Electric plant in nearby Burlington. 

“He would get home around 6 p.m. and 
we’d be waiting to get out there,” said Bob, 
who became a physician after his amateur 
and professional ski racing career ended. 
“My mom would give my dad something to 
eat, and then he’d go fire up the old gas-pow- 
ered engine that ran the rope tow.” 

Gates would be set on the hill, and if there 
were not enough gates, saplings cut from the 
adjacent woods would be used instead. 

“It would hurt hitting those saplings,” 
said Marilyn, 62. ‘‘But you couldn’t get us off 
that hill. We’d be out there five nights a 
week, and the only way to get us to go to bed 
was to flip off the lights.” 

When Marilyn and Barbara Ann, who was 
11 months younger, began winning regional 
and national-level races, their celebrity 
spread in the pastoral remote villages of 
northern New England, but they remained 
something of a curiosity at the extravagant 
Alps resorts that hosted the top inter- 
national ski races. That was true even after 
they each won a medal at the 1970 world 
championships. 

“I recall the Europeans saying: ‘Who are 
these Cochrans? From where?” Marilyn 
said. ‘‘But you know, they started thinking 
of us as kids to be reckoned with.”’ 

Their father was their coach and, they 
said, an innovator. Relying on his engineer- 
ing background, he introduced scientific 
methods to racing tactics, turning a moun- 
tain descent into a conversation about vec- 
tors and ski path velocity. He taught his 
children to chart the number of gates in a 
racecourse and to memorize it using visual- 
ization techniques. He was also a master 
sports psychologist, an underappreciated 
part of coaching at the time. 

“He was a teacher at heart, and he knew 
how to keep you focused on your perform- 
ance and not the outcome,” Bob said. ‘‘He 
was years ahead of his time.” 

If there is a shared trait from generation 
to generation of Cochran Olympians, it is the 
powerful benefit of basic homework, or time 
on the snow in ski racing parlance. The em- 
phasis has always been on the value of dedi- 
cated, enthusiastic preparation, even in mod- 
est circumstances. The Cochran race train- 
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ing course is far from steep and only several 
hundred feet long. But Cochran racers for 
multiple decades have completed lap after 
lap, smiling as they go. 

“There was never pressure on us,” said 
Ryan Cochran-Siegle, who is now racing at 
the highest levels of the World Cup circuit, a 
path his cousins blazed before him. ‘‘I never 
felt any expectations. I wanted to do well, 
but winning was never the central goal. We 
were urged to just get better and better.” 

Marilyn, who became a World Cup giant 
slalom champion, recalled that her father al- 
ways deflected questions about success, even 
as it became common to the household. 

“Acknowledging medals and things like 
that seemed arrogant to him,” she said re- 
cently, sitting with her sisters and brother. 
“Although I know he was proud of us.” 

Marilyn then explained that her parents 
could not afford to attend the 1972 Sapporo 
Olympics, where three of their children com- 
peted, but they stayed up late to watch the 
races from Japan. The living room scene, 
just feet from the backyard rope tow, was 
later recreated for her. 

“My father cried twice in his life—when 
his mother died and when this one won the 
gold medal,’ Marilyn said, tapping the 
shoulder of Barbara Ann. 

“I didn’t know that,” Barbara Ann said, 
turning with a look of surprise. ‘‘Now I’m 
going to cry.” 

Marilyn said, ‘‘Me, too.” 

MORE ROOM TO TEACH 

The Cochran’s Ski Area of today has 
moved about 150 yards from the original 
home, which has remained in the family. An 
adjacent 140-acre parcel of land, bought 
years ago for $4,000, allows more room to 
teach beginners, which comes in handy with 
more than 1700 students enrolled in after- 
school programs. 

Hundreds of local youth and Vermont high 
school racers also train and compete on the 
main trail next to a busy T-bar. 

“It’s just an extension of when the local 
parent-teacher organization came to my 
mom and asked if she would teach the kids 
on our hill,” said Barbara Ann, who heads 
the current instruction program. ‘‘Mom al- 
ways said skiing was the best way to keep 
parents and their kids together in the back- 
yard.” 

On a bluff overlooking a dirt and cinder 
parking lot, the Cochran lodge is festooned 
with dozens of numbered racing bibs from 
championship races. The oldest are from New 
England in the mid-1960s and the newest 
were proudly spirited home from top inter- 
national competitions last winter. 

The skis Barbara Ann used to win her gold 
medal hang from the ceiling, and photos 
celebrating the careers of nearly every Coch- 
ran are tacked to the walls, which takes up 
a lot of room given the breadth of the accom- 
plishments. From Bob’s 1973 win in the 
famed Hahnenkamm combined in Austria to 
Lindy’s top American finish for a woman in 
the 1976 Olympic slalom and giant slalom, to 
N.C.A.A. championships by the grand- 
children, the Mickey and Ginny Cochran rac- 
ing pedigree is long and full. And all of it 
from a hill that is a miniature of a major ski 
resort. 

Simplicity and unpretentiousness have re- 
mained hallmarks of the Cochran way. So 
has affordability. A junior weekend lift tick- 
et is $14. Children pay about $40 for a season 
of after-school lessons $90 with rentals. 

“And we give scholarships if someone can’t 
afford that,” Lindy said. “If you really want 
to learn to ski, you won’t be turned away.” 

The ski area may have registered as a non- 
profit organization only after Mickey’s 
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death, but as Ginny told her children at the 
time, “It was always a nonprofit.” 


VIABILITY AND AVAILABILITY 


The current ski area, with its gaggle of in- 
structors, coaches and lift operators, is over- 
seen by a board that has had to raise money 
for improvements like top-to-bottom snow- 
making. The bills are paid, the lodge picnic 
tables overflow in the winter with excited, 
red-cheeked children, and warm food is doled 
out of a tiny kitchen. But donations are con- 
tinually sought to keep Cochran’s Ski Area 
viable and available to the next generation. 

On a stormy Friday four days before 
Christmas, rain pelted the tin roof of the 
Cochran lodge and gusts knocked out the 
electrical power. Man-made snow was on the 
slopes, but the downpour threatened the an- 
ticipated opening of the ski area the next 
day. 

The four children of Mickey and Ginny 
Cochran, who live not far from Richmond, 
happily gathered inside the lodge nonethe- 
less, reminiscing and finishing each other’s 
sentences as if they were at the dining room 
table in 1960. 

They discussed the Olympics and world 
championships like run-of-the-mill high 
school events. When shown black-and-white 
pictures of their Olympic media appearances, 
the Cochrans hardly seemed impressed; they 
were too busy teasing one another about 
their 1970s hairdos. 

One by one, recollections from decades 
past were summoned with ease and spon- 
taneity, and almost every story began with a 
Cochran turning and pointing at the ski 
trails beyond the lodge window and saying: 

“We were on the hill... .” 

The weather that day may have been cold 
and blustery. The Cochran memories are for- 
ever warm and genuine. 

After a few hours, the siblings departed 
wondering when the ski area—a Vermont 
cultural landmark—might open for another 
winter. 

“If it stops raining, we’ve still got a 
chance tomorrow,” Lindy said. 

The next day, the rain had ceased but the 
snow beneath the T-bar lift was too irregular 
for Cochran’s to open as scheduled. 

About 25 youngsters from the weekend 
race program showed up anyway. So did 
some coaches and the three Cochran sisters. 
Pulling into the muddy parking lot, they got 
out of their cars to gaze uphill at the swath 
of good snow that remained on the central 
trail. 

A procession soon began hiking up the hill 
carrying skis. Gates were set in the snow. 
Racers skied down. 

Smiling, they walked back up the hill. 
Over and over. 

It snowed soon after. Three days later, 
Cochran’s Ski Area officially opened for an- 
other winter. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE CITY OF 
JENKINS, KENTUCKY 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
stand before you today to recognize 
and salute the city of Jenkins in 
Letcher County, KY, as they celebrate 
100 years of rich State history. 

Jenkins’s roots reach back before its 
official incorporation. Four smaller 
communities combined to form the 
city of Jenkins when Consolidation 
Coal Company purchased 100,000 acres 
of coal lands in eastern Kentucky. Con- 
solidation Coal’s director, George C. 
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Jenkins, became the city’s namesake 
in 1912 when it was officially founded. 
The communities that joined together, 
Dunham, Burdine, Jenkins, and 
McRoberts, helped build the new city, 
which grew quickly. On January 9, 1912, 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky recog- 
nized Jenkins as a city of the sixth 
class, and by April 20 of the same year, 
its government was established. 

The people of Jenkins had an impor- 
tant role to play in the State—mining 
the ‘‘Cavalier’’ coal that earned the 
reputation as the best coal in Ken- 
tucky. The success and importance of 
their work further facilitated the ex- 
pansion of the city, and within a few 
years a bank, grocery store, sawmill, 
brick plant, hospital, bakery, drug 
store, post office, jail, hotel, recreation 
center, and a few churches and schools 
all opened to serve the population of 
the area. 

Today, citizens of Jenkins enjoy the 
incredible Appalachian heritage as 
much as the beautiful mountains and 
scenery that surround them. The pic- 
turesque surroundings of the south- 
eastern Kentucky mountains, and the 
Pine Mountain area, are on display in 
Breaks Interstate Park, known as ‘‘The 
Grand Canyon of the South,” and in 
places like the Raven Rock Golf 
Course. Set in this environment is 
“Jenkins Homecoming Days” and the 
Zegeer Museum, which celebrates the 
history and culture of the town. These 
highlights speak to the hard work and 
dedication of the citizens of Jenkins in 
the past century, especially their pio- 
neering work in the coal mining and 
railroad industries, which the Zegeer 
Museum details wonderfully. 

At this time, I would like to ask my 
colleagues in the U.S. Senate to join 
me in honoring the city of Jenkins as 
we look back in appreciation on their 
storied past, and recognize the diligent 
work of the residents to keep up the 
traditions and build a bright future. 

I also ask unanimous consent that an 
article from the Mountain Eagle noting 
Jenkins’s rich history be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


[From the Mountain Eagle, June 13, 2012] 


100 YEARS OF MINING HISTORY DISPLAYED AT 
JENKINS MUSEUM 
(By Marcie Crim) 

With the City of Jenkins celebrating its 
centennial this year, there is much to learn 
about the town’s history, and the David A. 
Zegeer Coal-Railroad Museum is a good place 
to begin. 

In the fall of 1911, Consolidation Coal Com- 
pany purchased 100,000 acres of coal lands in 
Pike, Letcher, and Floyd counties from the 
Northern Coal and Coke Company. A site 
was selected for a town to be named in honor 
of George C. Jenkins, one of the leading citi- 
zens of Baltimore and a director of Consoli- 
dation Coal. By the time Jenkins was incor- 
porated in 1912—containing the communities 
of Dunham, Burdine, Jenkins, and 
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McRoberts—construction of the town was 
booming. 

Consolidation Coal built Elkhorn Lake to 
supply water to run the turbines in a power 
plant. The company constructed several 
businesses to serve the new residents of Jen- 
kins—a bank, grocery store, sawmill, brick 
plant and a hospital that was built in 1915. 
Also built were a bakery, drug store, post of- 
fice, jail, hotel, recreation center, churches 
and schools. 

Jenkins was a town built to serve one pur- 
pose—to mine the ‘‘Cavalier’’ coal that was 
to become known as the best coal in Ken- 
tucky—and its history is on display at the 
Zegeer Museum located on Main Street in 
the old train depot. 

The museum is named in honor of a former 
employee of Consolidation Coal and its suc- 
cessor in Jenkins, Beth-Elkhorn Coal Corp. 
Zegeer joined Consol in Jenkins in the late 
1940s. When the company sold its Letcher 
County operations to Bethlehem Steel in 
1956, Zegeer became division superintendent. 
He retired as manager of Beth-Elkhorn in 
1977. 

In 1983, Zegeer was confirmed as Assistant 
Secretary of Labor for the U.S. Department 
of Mine Safety and Health Administration 
(MSHA) in 1988, until retiring in 1987. Ac- 
cording to Lois Greer, the current curator of 
the museum, Zegeer was ‘‘a company man, 
but he really cared about the people in this 
community.” 

Zegeer also became interested in the his- 
tory of Jenkins, and in conjunction with an- 
other resident of Jenkins—Marshall Prunty, 
president of Roberts and Schaeffer Co.—com- 
piled a videotape of the history of Jenkins 
based on 145 photographs taken during the 
years of 1911 through the early 1930s and var- 
ious publications and interviews with some 
of the oldest living residents. The documen- 
tary, entitled ‘‘Birth of a Mining Town, Jen- 
kins, Ky.,” is available for purchase at the 
museum. 

Many pieces of Jenkins history can be 
found at the museum, from photos of the 
town’s construction to various examples of 
mining equipment—everything from hard 
hats to breathing devices, dinner buckets, 
head lamps and more. Also on display is the 
sword of ‘‘Bad’’ John Wright, also known as 
“Devil John,” an infamous former resident 
of Letcher County. Many of the exhibits in 
the museum are on loan from current and 
former residents of Jenkins. 

Lois Greer is a friendly woman who has 
called Jenkins home for many years. She 
loves to talk about the history of the town 
and tell stories of the people and buildings 
that once called Jenkins home. She’s more 
than happy to walk visitors through the var- 
ious rooms at the museum, pointing out pho- 
tographs that show coal camp houses, com- 
munity centers that no longer exist, and 
grand buildings that were later taken by 
fire. She said attendance has been down at 
the museum lately, but she expects it will 
pick back up come August when the celebra- 
tion begins in earnest. 

As Jenkins prepares to celebrate its 100th 
birthday, the museum is the perfect place to 
dive in and begin exploring the history of 
coal mining in Letcher County. You can 
leave with DVDs to watch at home, folk art 
made from lumps of shiny black coal, and 
postcards showing photos of the town’s con- 
struction and subsequent boom years. You’ll 
also walk out with enough knowledge to 
make you want to start Googling the history 
of Jenkins to find out more. 

Jenkins is a proud town with a singular 
story to tell—a story of building a town from 
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scratch, digging it out of the earth to be set- 
tled solely for the purpose of mining coal. 
To contact the museum, phone 606-832-4676. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO TONY WHITAKER 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, it is 
my honor to stand before you today to 
recognize an esteemed Kentuckian, Mr. 
Tony Whitaker, on the occasion of his 
recent retirement from the position of 
CEO of First Federal Bancorp this past 
December. I speak for the communities 
that Mr. Whitaker has served and 
worked in during his career when I say 
that his desire to help others, work 
diligently and contribute to the lives of 
those around him are certainly deserv- 
ing of our respect and honor. 

Tony has worked as a banker in 
Richmond, Louisville, and most re- 
cently in Hazard, KY, where he held 
the position of chief executive officer 
of First Federal Bancorp. According to 
Mr. Whitaker, his best years of the four 
decades spent in banking were spent at 
First Federal, something that the peo- 
ple of Hazard would no doubt confirm. 
His move to Louisville is motivated by 
a desire to be near family, but his as- 
surance that he will miss calling Haz- 
ard “home” is represented by his fond 
memory of the welcoming community 
he found upon his arrival in the 1990s. 

Tony has been an indispensable pres- 
ence both in Hazard and at First Fed- 
eral, and his strong leadership has pre- 
pared the bank to thrive, allowing 
those he has invested in to continue his 
legacy. He will continue to stay in- 
volved by serving as the chairman of 
Kentucky First Federal Bancorp. He 
genuinely wants to positively impact 
others, offering to be just a phone call 
away to anyone who needs his help. 

At this time, I would like to ask my 
fellow Senators to join me in honoring 
Mr. Tony Whitaker. This well-known 
and well-respected man is a model cit- 
izen, and represents the best of the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky. We are 
grateful for his input and impact on his 
community, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that a newspaper article high- 
lighting his achievements be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Hazard Herald, December 20, 2012] 
WHITAKER STEPPING DOWN AS FIRST FEDERAL 
CEO 
(By Cris Ritchie) 

HAZARD.—In less than two weeks, Tony 
Whitaker will step down as CEO of First Fed- 
eral Bancorp, the parent company of First 
Federal Savings & Loan of Hazard, and dur- 
ing a reception on Thursday he expressed his 
admiration and appreciation to the city of 
Hazard, where he has made his home for the 
past 15 years. 

Whitaker, who also served several years as 
president of the local chamber of commerce, 
will remain chairman of the company’s 
board of directors. Don Jennings, the current 
CEO of the company’s Frankfort location, 
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will take on Whitaker’s role as chief execu- 
tive officer, while Lou Ella Farler will be- 
come CEO of the Hazard First Federal bank, 
a job for which she has been transitioning for 
the past few months. 

First Federal in Hazard hosted a reception 
for Whitaker in the bank’s lobby on Thurs- 
day, during which he noted that the best of 
his four decades of experience in the banking 
business were spent in Perry County. 

“My best years have been with this bank 
here in Hazard, and living in this town the 
last 15 years or so,” Whitaker said. 

Whitaker plans to move to Louisville to be 
close to his daughter and grandchildren, but 
will remain active with the company as 
board chairman. The transition once he steps 
down in Hazard will be seamless, he added, 
and for the customer there shouldn’t be any 
difference as the bank will continue to offer 
the same service and products. And he ex- 
pects the bank to continue to thrive with 
Farler serving as its CEO. 

“Through the year I’ve transitioned, and 
Lou Ella pretty much got hands on and made 
most of the decisions,” he said. 

He added that were his family not living in 
Louisville he’d likely remain in Hazard, and 
he expressed his appreciation to the people 
here for welcoming him into the community 
when he arrived in the 1990s. 

“I appreciate the good town I’ve had the 
opportunity to live in, the boards that I’ve 
had and the people I’ve been able to work 
with,” he said, “and most of all our cus- 
tomers.” 

Whitaker will step down as CEO on Decem- 
ber 31. 


EE 
GUN VIOLENCE 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak about the problem of gun vio- 
lence in America. Every day we lose 
over 30 men, women and children in 
violent shooting deaths. More than 
11,000 Americans are murdered with 
guns each year. That is more deaths 
each year than all the American lives 
lost in the 9/11 attacks ... and the 
Iraq war and the Afghanistan war com- 
bined. Every day provides some grim 
reminder of the toll of gun violence in 
our nation. And today marks yet an- 
other sad anniversary. 

Five years ago today, on February 14, 
2008, a gunman entered a lecture hall 
on the campus of Northern Illinois Uni- 
versity in DeKalb. The gunman opened 
fire on the students gathered in the 
hall, taking the lives of five students 
and wounding 17 others. The five Illi- 
noisans we lost that day were: Gayle 
Dubowski, 20 years old, from Carol 
Stream, who sang in her church choir 
and enjoyed working as a camp coun- 
selor; Catalina Garcia, of Cicero, age 
20, who had a glowing smile and who 
hoped to be a teacher someday; Juliana 
Gehant, of Mendota, age 32, a veteran 
of the United States Army and Army 
Reserve who also dreamed of becoming 
a teacher; Ryanne Mace, of 
Carpentersville, only 19 years old, who 
aspired to work as a counselor so she 
could help others; and Daniel 
Parmenter, 20 years old, from West- 
chester, a rugby player and a gentle 
giant who died trying to shield his 
girlfriend from the shooter. 
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This day was devastating for the 
families of the victims, for the NIU 
community, and for our nation. We 
were heartbroken by the senseless mur- 
ders of these young Americans who had 
hopes and dreams and bright futures. 
The Northern Illinois University com- 
munity came together in response to 
the tragedy. They held each other 
close, and continued to move ‘‘forward, 
together forward’’ in the words of the 
Huskie fight song. But no family and 
no community should have to suffer 
like this. And those who were scarred 
by the shooting but survived will never 
forget that day and never fully heal 
from it. 

There are things that we can do to 
move forward together on this issue of 
gun violence. Just the other day I re- 
ceived an email from Patrick Korellis, 
of Gurnee, IL, who was in the NIU lec- 
ture hall on that day 5 years ago. He 
was shot in the head but survived. Pat- 
rick wrote me because he believes Con- 
gress needs to act to prevent and re- 
duce gun violence. He wrote in support 
of the proposals that the President has 
put forward and that we will soon con- 
sider in the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee. These proposals will not stop 
every shooting in America. But they 
will stop many of them. And lives will 
be saved if we can move forward and 
put them into effect. 

We know what we need to do. Earlier 
this week I chaired a hearing in the 
Subcommittee on the Constitution, 
Civil Rights and Human Rights to dis- 
cuss ways we can protect our commu- 
nities from gun violence while respect- 
ing the Second Amendment. We dis- 
cussed a number of common sense pro- 
posals. First, we need to have a system 
of universal background checks for all 
gun sales. This idea is a no-brainer. 
Universal background checks will en- 
sure that those who are prohibited by 
law from buying a gun, like felons, fu- 
gitives, and the mentally ill, cannot 
get one from a private seller at a gun 
show or over the Internet. Universal 
background checks are not controver- 
sial. In fact, the idea is supported by 74 
percent of the members of the NRA, ac- 
cording to a poll conducted last year 
by Republican pollster Frank Luntz. 

We should also stop the flood of new 
military-style assault weapons onto 
our streets. When you talk to hunters, 
they tell you that these kinds of weap- 
ons are not needed for hunting. And 
these weapons are not designed for self- 
defense. These are weapons of aggres- 
sion, designed to spray a large number 
of bullets in a short time with minimal 
reloading. And they were used to com- 
mit mass slaughter in places like New- 
town and Aurora. Our children and our 
first responders should not have to face 
these weapons of aggression. Surely we 
can agree on reasonable limits for mili- 
tary-style assault weapons. 

We should also limit the capacity of 
ammunition magazines—to a level that 
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allows for reasonable self-defense but 
that reduces the scope of carnage that 
a mass shooter can cause. This would 
have saved lives in Tucson and in other 
mass shootings. 

We should crack down on the straw 
purchasers who buy guns and then give 
them to criminals and other prohibited 
purchasers. Straw purchasing fuels the 
criminal gun market, and it costs lives. 
But right now federal law only allows 
straw purchasers to be charged with a 
paperwork violation for lying on the 
gun sale form. At the hearing I chaired 
earlier this week, we learned from U.S. 
Attorney Timothy Heaphy of the West- 
ern District of Virginia that these ‘‘pa- 
perwork prosecutions” are difficult to 
prove and usually carry only minor 
penalties. That is not good enough. We 
need to create a strong deterrent to 
these unlawful straw purchases so we 
can stop this supply chain of guns to 
criminals. 

At the hearing I chaired, we also 
heard powerful testimony from Sandra 
Wortham of the South Side of Chicago. 
Sandra’s brother, Officer Thomas 
Wortham the Fourth, was shot and 
killed by gang members on May 19, 
2010, in front of his parents’ home. 
Thomas was a Chicago Police Officer, a 
community leader and a combat vet- 
eran who had served two tours in Iraq. 
Some say that the answer to gun vio- 
lence in America is simply to arm 
more good guys with guns so they can 
shoot back. But both Thomas Wortham 
and his father, a retired Chicago police 
officer, were armed that night, and 
they shot back at the men who pulled 
a gun on Thomas. Even so, those men 
killed Thomas Wortham with a straw- 
purchased handgun. 

These were men who were not al- 
lowed to legally buy a handgun, but 
they got one all too easily on the 
streets—a gun that was straw pur- 
chased in Mississippi and trafficked up 
to Chicago. As Sandra Wortham said so 
eloquently in her testimony, ‘‘the fact 
that my brother and father were armed 
that night did not prevent my brother 
from being killed. We need to do more 
to keep guns out of the wrong hands in 
the first place. I don’t think that 
makes us anti-gun, I think it makes us 
pro-decent, law abiding people.” 

I agree with Sandra. We can take 
steps, consistent with our Constitution 
and the Second Amendment, to limit 
access to dangerous weapons and keep 
them out of the hands of those prohib- 
ited from using them. 

I believe the Wortham family de- 
serves a vote here in the United States 
Senate. They deserve a vote on com- 
mon sense reforms that would keep 
guns out of the wrong hands. We owe 
that to them, and I look forward to 
that vote. 

Whether it strikes in a college lec- 
ture hall in DeKalb or on the sidewalks 
of the South Side of Chicago, gun vio- 
lence is a tragedy. Today we mourn the 
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loss of those taken from us at NIU 5 
years ago. And we mourn Thomas 
Wortham and the tens of thousands of 
other Americans we have lost in vio- 
lent shootings since that day. But the 
time is coming soon when we will be 
able to vote on measures to save fami- 
lies from the suffering that the 
Worthams and so many others have ex- 
perienced. And I hope the Senate will 
make those families proud. 


--Á—— 


THE TIME IS NOW 


Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, as Presi- 
dent Obama reminded us in his State of 
the Union Address this week, 2 months 
have passed since the heartbreaking 
school shooting in Newtown, CT. Since 
then, we have mourned the loss of the 
20 wonderful children and 6 extraor- 
dinary adults who were murdered that 
day. Their lives were taken by a men- 
tally deranged individual who easily 
obtained a semi-automatic military- 
style assault rifle with a high capacity 
ammunition magazine. 

It has been estimated that there are 
currently 18 million assault weapons in 
circulation around the United States. 
If no action is taken, this number will 
continue to grow. Across our Nation, 
any dangerous individual can walk into 
a gun show and walk out with the same 
type of weapon that the perpetrator in 
Newtown used to murder so many inno- 
cent people. These weapons, along with 
high-capacity ammunition magazines, 
can easily escalate confrontation into 
murder, petty crime into tragedy, and 
a killing of one or two people into a 
massive slaughter. 

The weight of evidence shows that 
since Congress allowed the Federal as- 
sault weapons ban to expire in 2004, the 
use of military style assault weapons 
in crime has surged around our Nation. 
For example, a 2010 study conducted by 
the Police Executive Research Forum 
found that since the ban lapsed, 37 per- 
cent of police agencies have reported 
increases in criminals’ use of assault 
weapons. A separate Washington Post 
analysis revealed that the ban was as- 
sociated with a 60 percent decline in 
the number of guns with high-capacity 
magazines recovered at Virginia crime 
scenes between 1998 and 2004. But since 
the ban expired in 2004, the number of 
guns recovered with high-capacity 
magazines has more than doubled. A 
Department of Justice study of several 
cities found that high-capacity maga- 
zines are used in 14 to 26 percent of gun 
crimes and in 31 to 41 percent of fatal 
police shootings in the cities analyzed. 

It is long past time to take concrete 
action to support our law enforcement 
communities and to prevent more of 
these massacres. That is why I am a 
cosponsor of the Assault Weapons Ban 
of 2013. By preventing the future pos- 
session, manufacture, sale and impor- 
tation of assault type weapons and 
high-capacity ammunition magazines, 
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this bill would stop the flood of these 
weapons of war into our communities. 
It would support law enforcement offi- 
cers across our Nation, who should not 
be forced to confront lawbreakers 
armed with military weapons. And it 
would protect the rights of hunters by 
specifically naming thousands of fire- 
arms with legitimate sporting, senti- 
mental or other value that would re- 
main legal to possess. 

Mr. President, we must face reality. 
We live in a nation trapped in an epi- 
demic of gun violence. Where a day at 
the mall or a trip to the movies can þe- 
come a nightmare. Where parents send 
their children to school and have to 
worry about whether they will come 
home. 

Is this the Nation we want, or the 
Nation we want to leave to our chil- 
dren? We must not wait for the next 
madman to easily and legally purchase 
a military-style assault weapon and a 
high capacity magazine. I urge my col- 
leagues to protect the American people 
by enacting measures to stem the tide 
of gun tragedies. It is long past time 
for this kind of violence to end. 


-a 


TANF 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD the GAO opinion letter 
dated September 4, 2012, and the TANF 
Information Memorandum dated July 
12, 2012. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


U.S. GOVERNMENT 
ACCOUNTABILITY OFFICE, 
Washington, DC, September 4, 2012. 
Hon. ORRIN HATCH, 
Ranking Member, Committee on Finance, U.S. 
Senate. 
Hon. DAVE CAMP, 
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives. 

By letter of July 31, 2012, you asked wheth- 
er an Information Memorandum issued by 
the Department of Health and Human Serv- 
ices (HHS) on July 12, 2012 concerning the 
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families 
(TANF) program constitutes a rule for the 
purposes of the Congressional Review Act 
(CRA). The CRA is intended to keep Congress 
informed of the rulemaking activities of fed- 
eral agencies and provides that before a rule 
can take effect, the agency must submit the 
rule to each House of Congress and the 
Comptroller General. For the reasons dis- 
cussed below, we conclude that the July 12, 
2012 Information Memorandum is a rule 
under the CRA. Therefore, it must be sub- 
mitted to Congress and the Comptroller Gen- 
eral before taking effect. 


BACKGROUND 


The Temporary Assistance for Needy Fam- 
ilies block grant, administered by the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
provides federal funding to states for both 
traditional welfare cash assistance as well as 
a variety of other benefits and services to 
meet the needs of low-income families and 
children. While states have some flexibility 
in implementing and administering their 
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state TANF programs, there are numerous 
federal requirements and guidelines that 
states must meet. For example, under sec- 
tion 402 of the Social Security Act, in order 
to be eligible to receive TANF funds, a state 
must submit to HHS a written plan out- 
lining, among other things, how it will im- 
plement various aspects of its TANF pro- 
gram. More specifically, under section 
402(a)(1)(A)Giii) of the Social Security Act, 
the written plan must outline how the state 
will ensure that TANF recipients engage in 
work activities. Under section 407 of the So- 
cial Security Act, states must also ensure 
that a specified percentage of their TANF re- 
cipients engage in work activities as defined 
by federal law. 

In its July 12 Information Memorandum, 
HHS notified states of HHS’ willingness to 
exercise its waiver authority under section 
1115 of the Social Security Act. Under sec- 
tion 1115, HHS has the authority to waive 
compliance with the requirements of section 
402 in the case of experimental, pilot, or 
demonstration projects which the Secretary 
determines are likely to assist in promoting 
the objectives of TANF. In its Information 
Memorandum, HHS asserted that it has the 
authority to waive the requirement in sec- 
tion 402(a)(1)(A)Gii) and authorize states to 
“test approaches and methods other than 
those set forth in section 407,” including 
definitions of work activities and the cal- 
culation of participation rates. HHS in- 
formed states that it would use this waiver 
authority to allow states to test various 
strategies, policies, and procedures designed 
to improve employment outcomes for needy 
families. The Information Memorandum sets 
forth requirements that must be met for a 
waiver request to be considered by HHS, in- 
cluding an evaluation plan, a set of perform- 
ance measures that states will track to mon- 
itor ongoing performance and outcomes, and 
a budget including the costs of program eval- 
uation. In addition, the Information Memo- 
randum provides that states must seek pub- 
lic input on the proposal prior to approval by 
HHS. 

ANALYSIS 

The definition of “rule” in the CRA incor- 
porates by reference the definition of “rule” 
in the Administrative Procedure Act (APA), 
with some exceptions. Therefore, our anal- 
ysis of whether the July 12 Information 
Memorandum is a rule under the CRA in- 
volves determining whether it is rule under 
the APA and whether it falls within any of 
the exceptions contained in the CRA. The 
APA defines a rule as follows: 

“[T]he whole or a part of an agency state- 
ment of general or particular applicability 
and future effect designed to implement, in- 
terpret, or prescribe law or policy or describ- 
ing the organization, procedure, or practice 
requirements of an agency and includes the 
approval or prescription for the future of 
rates, wages, corporate or financial struc- 
tures or reorganizations thereof, prices, fa- 
cilities, appliances, services or allowances 
therefor or of valuations, costs, or account- 
ing, or practices bearing on any of the 
foregoing[.]’’ 

This definition of a rule has been said to 
include ‘‘nearly every statement an agency 
may make.” 

The CRA identifies 3 exceptions from its 
definition of a rule: (1) any rule of particular 
applicability; (2) any rule relating to agency 
management or personnel; or (3) any rule of 
agency organization, procedure, or practice 
that does not substantially affect the rights 
or obligations of non-agency parties. 5 U.S.C. 
804(8). 
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The definition of a rule under the CRA is 
very broad. See B-287557, May 14, 2001 (Con- 
gress intended that the CRA should be broad- 
ly interpreted both as to type and scope of 
rules covered). The CRA borrows the defini- 
tion of a rule from 5 U.S.C. §551, as opposed 
to the more narrow definition of legislative 
rules requiring notice and comment con- 
tained in 5 U.S.C. §553. As a result, agency 
pronouncements may be rules within the def- 
inition of 5 U.S.C. §551, and the CRA, even if 
they are not subject to notice and comment 
rulemaking requirements under section 553. 
See B-316048, April 17, 2008 (the breadth of 
the term “rule”? reaches agency pronounce- 
ments beyond those that require notice and 
comment rulemaking) and B—287557, cited 
above. In addition to the plain language of 
the CRA, the legislative history confirms 
that it is intended to include within its pur- 
view almost all rules that an agency issues 
and not only those rules that must be pro- 
mulgated according to the notice and com- 
ment requirements in section 553 of the APA. 
In his floor statement during final consider- 
ation of the bill, Representative McIntosh, a 
principal sponsor of the legislation, empha- 
sized this point: 

“Although agency interpretive rules, gen- 
eral statements of policy, guideline docu- 
ments, and agency policy and procedure 
manuals may not be subject to the notice 
and comment provisions of section 553(c) of 
title 5, United States Code, these types of 
documents are covered under the congres- 
sional review provisions of the new chapter 8 
of title 5. 

Under section 801(a), covered rules, with 
very few exceptions, may not go into effect 
until the relevant agency submits a copy of 
the rule and an accompanying report to both 
Houses of Congress. Interpretive rules, gen- 
eral statements of policy, and analogous 
agency policy guidelines are covered without 
qualification because they meet the defini- 
tion of a ‘rule’ borrowed from section 551 of 
title 5, and are not excluded from the defini- 
tion of a rule.” 

On its face, the July 12 Information Memo- 
randum falls within the definition of a rule 
under the APA definition incorporated into 
the CRA. First, consistent with our prior de- 
cisions, we look to the scope of the agency’s 
action to determine whether it is a general 
statement of policy or an interpretation of 
law of general applicability. That determina- 
tion does not require a finding that it has 
general applicability to the population as a 
whole; instead, all that is required is that it 
has general applicability within its intended 
range. See B—-287557, cited above (a record of 
decision affecting the issues of water flow in 
two rivers was a general statement of policy 
with general applicability within its in- 
tended range). Applying these principles, we 
have held that a letter released by the Cen- 
ters for Medicare and Medicaid Services to 
state health officials concerning the State 
Children’s Health Insurance Program 
(SCHIP) was of general applicability because 
it extended to all states that sought to en- 
roll children with family incomes exceeding 
250 percent of the federal poverty level in 
their SCHIP programs, as well as all states 
that had already enrolled such children. 
Similarly, the July 12 Information Memo- 
randum is of general, rather than particular, 
applicability because it extends to all states 
administering Temporary Assistance for 
Needy Families (TANF) programs that seek 
a waiver for a demonstration project. 

Next we must determine whether the ac- 
tion is prospective in nature, that is, wheth- 
er it is concerned with policy considerations 
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for the future and not with the evaluation of 
past conduct. In B-316048, we held that the 
SCHIP letter was intended to clarify and ex- 
plain the manner in which CMS applies stat- 
utory and regulatory requirements to states 
that wanted to extend coverage under the 
SCHIP programs. Similarly, the July 12 In- 
formation Memorandum is concerned with 
authorizing demonstration projects in the 
future, rather than the evaluation of past or 
present demonstration projects. Specifically, 
the Information Memorandum informs 
states that HHS will use its statutory au- 
thority to consider waiver requests, and sets 
out requirements that waiver requests must 
meet. Accordingly, it is designed to imple- 
ment, interpret, or prescribe law or policy. 

In addition, the Information Memorandum 
does not fall within any of the three exclu- 
sions for a rule under the CRA. As discussed 
above, the Information Memorandum applies 
to all states that administer TANF pro- 
grams, and therefore is of general applica- 
bility, rather than particular applicability. 
The Information Memorandum applies to the 
states, and does not relate to agency man- 
agement or personnel. Finally, the Informa- 
tion Memorandum sets out the criteria by 
which states may apply for waivers from cer- 
tain requirements of the TANF program. 
These criteria affect the obligations of the 
states, which are non-agency parties. 

GAO has consistently emphasized the 
broad scope of the definition of “rule” in the 
CRA in determining the applicability of the 
CRA to an agency document. Other docu- 
ments deemed to be rules include letters, 
records of decision, booklets, interim guid- 
ance, and memoranda. See, for example, B- 
316048, April 17, 2008 (a letter released by the 
Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services of 
HHS concerning a State Children’s Health 
Insurance Program measure, to ensure that 
coverage under a state plan does not sub- 
stitute for coverage under group health 
plans, described by the agency as a general 
statement of policy, was a rule) and B-287557, 
May 14, 2001 (a ‘‘record of decision” issued by 
the Fish and Wildlife Service of the Depart- 
ment of Interior in connection with a federal 
irrigation project was a rule). 

Finally, the cases where we have found 
that an agency pronouncement was not a 
rule involved facts that are clearly distin- 
guishable from the July 12 Information 
Memorandum. 

We requested the views of the General 
Counsel of HHS on whether the July 12 Infor- 
mation Memorandum is a rule for purposes 
of the CRA by letter dated August 3, 2012. 
HHS responded on August 31, 2012, stating 
that the Information Memorandum was 
issued as a non-binding guidance document, 
and that HHS contends that guidance docu- 
ments do not need to be submitted pursuant 
to the CRA. Furthermore, HHS notes that it 
informally notified Congress by providing 
notice to the Majority and Minority staff 
members of the House Ways and Means Com- 
mittee and Senate Finance Committee on 
the day the Information Memorandum was 
issued. 

We cannot agree with HHS’s conclusion 
that guidance documents are not rules for 
the purposes of the CRA and HHS cites no 
support for this position. The definition of 
“rule” is expansive and specifically includes 
documents that implement or interpret law 
or policy. This is exactly what the HHS In- 
formation Memorandum does. It interprets 
section 402(a) and section 1115 to permit 
waivers for a demonstration program HHS is 
initiating. We have held that agency guid- 
ance, including guidance characterized as 
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non-binding, constitutes a rule under the 
CRA. See B-281575, cited above. In addition, 
the legislative history of the CRA specifi- 
cally includes guidance documents as an ex- 
ample of an agency pronouncement subject 
to the CRA. A joint statement for the record 
by Senators Nickles, Reid, and Stevens, sub- 
mitted to the Congressional Record upon en- 
actment of the CRA, details four categories 
of rules covered by the definition in section 
551. These categories include formal rule- 
making under sections 556 and 557, notice- 
and-comment rulemaking under section 553, 
statements of general policy and interpreta- 
tions of general applicability under section 
552, and ‘‘a body of materials that fall within 
the APA definition of a ‘rule’... but that 
meet none of procedural specifications of the 
first three classes. These include guidance 
documents and the like.” Finally, while HHS 
may have informally notified the cited Con- 
gressional committees of the issuance of the 
Information Memorandum, informal notifi- 
cation does not meet the reporting require- 
ments of the CRA. 
CONCLUSION 


We find that the July 12 Information 
Memorandum issued by HHS is a statement 
of general applicability and future effect, de- 
signed to implement, interpret, or prescribe 
law or policy with regard to TANF. Further- 
more, it does not come within any of the ex- 
ceptions to the definition of rule contained 
in the CRA. Accordingly, the Information 
Memorandum is a rule under the Congres- 
sional Review Act. 

We note that this opinion is limited to the 
issue of whether the Information Memo- 
randum is a rule under the CRA. We are not 
expressing an opinion on the applicability of 
any other legal requirements, including, but 
not limited to, notice and comment rule- 
making requirements under the APA, or 
whether the Information Memorandum 
would be a valid exercise or interpretation of 
statutes or regulations. 

Accordingly, given our conclusions above, 
and in accordance with the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1), the Information Memo- 
randum is subject to the requirement that it 
be submitted to both Houses of Congress and 
the Comptroller General before it can take 
effect. 

If you have any questions concerning this 
opinion, please contact Edda Emmanuelli 
Perez, Managing Associate General Counsel. 

LYNN H. GIBSON, 
General Counsel. 
TEMPORARY ASSISTANCE FOR NEEDY FAMILIES 
INFORMATION MEMORANDUM 


U.S. Department of Health and Human Serv- 
ices, Administration for Children and Fam- 
ilies, Office of Family Assistance, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

Transmittal No. TANF-ACF-IM-2012-08, July 

12, 2012 
To: States administering the Temporary 

Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) Pro- 

gram and other interested parties 
Subject: Guidance concerning waiver and 

expenditure authority under Section 1115 
Reference: Section 1115 of the Social Secu- 

rity Act. [42 U.S.C. 1315]; Section 402 of the 

Social Security Act. [42 U.S.C. 602] 
Background: Section 1115 of the Social Se- 

curity Act provides authority for the Sec- 

retary of the Department of Health and 

Human Services (HHS) to consider and ap- 

prove experimental, pilot, or demonstration 

projects which, in the Secretary’s judgment, 
are likely to assist in promoting the objec- 
tives of Title IV-A. Section 1115 allows for 
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waiver of compliance with section 402 of the 
Social Security Act to the extent and for the 
period necessary to enable a state to carry 
out an approved project. The statute also 
provides authority for costs of such projects 
which would not otherwise be an allowable 
use of funds under Part A of Title IV to be 
regarded as an allowable use of funds, to the 
extent and for the period approved. 

As specified in statute, the purpose of Part 
A is to increase the flexibility of states in 
operating a program designed to: (1) provide 
assistance to needy families so that children 
may be cared for in their own homes or in 
the homes of relatives; (2) end the depend- 
ence of needy parents on government bene- 
fits by promoting job preparation, work, and 
marriage; (8) prevent and reduce the inci- 
dence of out-of-wedlock pregnancies and es- 
tablish annual numerical goals for pre- 
venting and reducing the incidence of these 
pregnancies; and (4) encourage the formation 
and maintenance of two-parent families. 

Purpose: HHS is encouraging states to con- 
sider new, more effective ways to meet the 
goals of TANF, particularly helping parents 
successfully prepare for, find, and retain em- 
ployment. Therefore, HHS is issuing this in- 
formation memorandum to notify states of 
the Secretary’s willingness to exercise her 
waiver authority under section 1115 of the 
Social Security Act to allow states to test 
alternative and innovative strategies, poli- 
cies, and procedures that are designed to im- 
prove employment outcomes for needy fami- 
lies. 

States led the way on welfare reform in the 
1990s—testing new approaches and learning 
what worked and what did not. The Sec- 
retary is interested in using her authority to 
approve waiver demonstrations to challenge 
states to engage in a new round of innova- 
tion that seeks to find more effective mecha- 
nisms for helping families succeed in em- 
ployment. In providing for these demonstra- 
tions, HHS will hold states accountable by 
requiring both a federally-approved evalua- 
tion and interim performance targets that 
ensure an immediate focus on measurable 
outcomes. States must develop evaluation 
plans that are sufficient to evaluate the ef- 
fect of the proposed approach in furthering a 
TANF purpose as well as interim targets the 
state commits to achieve. States that fail to 
meet interim outcome targets will be re- 
quired to develop an improvement plan and 
can face termination of the waiver project. 

The demonstration authority provided by 
section 1115 and sound evaluation of ap- 
proved projects will provide valuable knowl- 
edge that will help lead to improvements in 
achieving the purposes of the TANF pro- 
gram. 

Information: Scope of Authority. Section 
1115 authorizes waivers concerning section 
402. Accordingly, other provisions of the 
TANF statute are not waivable. For exam- 
ple, the purposes of TANF are not waivable, 
because they are contained in section 401. 
The prohibitions on assistance are not 
waivable, because they are contained in sec- 
tion 408. 

While the TANF work participation re- 
quirements are contained in section 407, sec- 
tion 402(a)(1)(A)(iii) requires that the state 
plan ‘‘[eJnsure that parents and caretakers 
receiving assistance under the program en- 
gage in work activities in accordance with 
section 407.” Thus, HHS has authority to 
waive compliance with this 402 requirement 
and authorize a state to test approaches and 
methods other than those set forth in sec- 
tion 407, including definitions of work activi- 
ties and engagement, specified limitations, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


verification procedures, and the calculation 
of participation rates. As described below, 
however, HHS will only consider approving 
waivers relating to the work participation 
requirements that make changes intended to 
lead to more effective means of meeting the 
work goals of TANF. 

Moreover, HHS is committed to ensuring 
that any demonstration projects approved 
under this authority will be focused on im- 
proving employment outcomes and contrib- 
uting to the evidence base for effective pro- 
grams; therefore, terms and conditions will 
require a federally-approved evaluation plan 
designed to build our knowledge base. TANF 
funds may be used to fund an approved eval- 
uation and state funds spent on an approved 
evaluation may be considered state mainte- 
nance-of-effort (MOE) expenditures. In addi- 
tion, terms and conditions will require either 
interim targets for each performance meas- 
ure or a strategy for establishing baseline 
performance on a set of performance meas- 
ures and a framework for how interim goals 
will be set after the baseline measures are 
established. The terms and conditions will 
establish consequences for failing to meet in- 
terim performance targets including, but not 
limited to, the implementation of an im- 
provement plan and, if the failure to meet 
performance targets continues, termination 
of the waivers and demonstration project. 

HHS Priorities. In exercising her broad dis- 
cretion for waivers, the Secretary is inter- 
ested in approaches that seek to improve em- 
ployment outcomes. Accordingly: 

Waivers will be granted only for provisions 
related to section 402. 

The purposes of TANF, the prohibitions 
contained in section 408 (including the time 
limits on assistance contained in that sec- 
tion), or any other provision of TANF other 
than those specified in section 402 will not be 
waived. 

The Secretary will not approve a waiver 
for an initiative that appears substantially 
likely to reduce access to assistance or em- 
ployment for needy families. 

The Secretary will not use her authority 
to allow use of TANF funds to provide assist- 
ance to individuals or families subject to the 
TANF prohibitions on assistance. 

The Secretary will not waive section 
402(a)(5) relating to requirements to provide 
equitable access to Indians. 

Waiver demonstration projects may be 
conducted in limited geographic areas or 
statewide. The Administration for Children 
and Families (ACF) is interested in more ef- 
ficient or effective means to promote em- 
ployment entry, retention, advancement, or 
access to jobs that offer opportunities for 
earnings and advancement that will allow 
participants to avoid dependence on govern- 
ment benefits. The following are examples of 
projects that states may want to consider— 
these are illustrative only: 

Projects that improve coordination with 
other components of the workforce invest- 
ment system, including programs operated 
under the Workforce Investment Act, or to 
test an innovative approach to use perform- 
ance-based contracts and management in 
order to improve employment outcomes. 

Projects that demonstrate attainment of 
superior employment outcomes if a state is 
held accountable for negotiated employment 
outcomes in lieu of participation rate re- 
quirements. 

Projects under which a state would count 
individuals in TANF-subsidized jobs but no 
longer receiving TANF assistance toward 
participation rates for a specified period of 
time in conjunction with an evaluation of 
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the effectiveness of a subsidized jobs strat- 
egy. 

Projects that improve collaboration with 
the workforce and/or post-secondary edu- 
cation systems to test multi-year career 
pathways models for TANF recipients that 
combine learning and work. 

Projects that demonstrate strategies for 
more effectively serving individuals with dis- 
abilities, along with an alternative approach 
to measuring participation and outcomes for 
individuals with disabilities. 

Projects that test the impact of a com- 
prehensive universal engagement system in 
lieu of certain participation rate require- 
ments. 

Projects that test systematically extend- 
ing the period in which vocational edu- 
cational training or job search/readiness pro- 
grams count toward participation rates, ei- 
ther generally or for particular subgroups, 
such as an extended training period for those 
pursuing a credential. The purpose of such a 
waiver would be to determine through eval- 
uation whether a program that allows for 
longer periods in certain activities improves 
employment outcomes. 

Note that this is not a comprehensive list, 
and HHS will consider other projects con- 
sistent with the statute and the guidance 
provided in this IM. HHS is especially inter- 
ested in testing approaches that build on ex- 
isting evidence on successful strategies for 
improving employment outcomes. 

Waiver requests must include an evalua- 
tion plan. In order to provide the strongest 
evidence about the effectiveness of the dem- 
onstration, the preferred evaluation ap- 
proach is a random assignment methodology, 
unless the Secretary determines that an al- 
ternative approach is more appropriate in 
light of the demonstration proposed. All 
evaluation plans and funds to support them 
must reflect an adequate level of effort and 
sound methods to produce credible findings. 
ACF anticipates actively engaging with 
states to ensure that evaluation plans are 
appropriate in light of the nature of the dem- 
onstration and that the evaluation findings 
can reasonably be expected to provide infor- 
mation that will enhance understanding of 
whether the initiative was successful in fur- 
thering HHS priorities. ACF staff members 
are available to work collaboratively with 
states to develop further or refine the eval- 
uation plan. 

Waiver requests must include a set of per- 
formance measures that states will track to 
monitor ongoing performance and outcomes 
throughout the length of the demonstration 
project, along with the evaluation. Waiver 
applications must specify interim targets for 
each performance measure, including a 
framework for how often the measures will 
be reported, or a strategy for establishing 
baseline performance on a set of performance 
measures and a framework for how interim 
goals will be set after the baseline measures 
are established. Performance measures must 
be designed to track improvement across the 
entire set of families targeted as well as ap- 
propriate subgroups. In developing the final 
terms and conditions for an approved waiver, 
ACF will work with the state to further re- 
fine the appropriate performance measures 
and interim targets as needed. All approved 
waivers will include a provision that requires 
timely reporting to HHS on the agreed upon 
performance measures and progress toward 
meeting established interim targets. States 
that fail to meet interim targets will be re- 
quired to develop improvement plans. Re- 
peated failure to meet performance bench- 
marks may lead to the termination of the 
waiver demonstration pilot. 
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The request must specify the proposed 
length of time for the demonstration project. 
The final terms and conditions will specify 
the approved length of the project. Absent 
special circumstances, the length of an ap- 
proved project will not exceed five years. 

A state will need to develop and submit a 
budget that includes the costs of program 
evaluation. TANF and state MOE funds can 
be used for the costs of evaluation, including 
third party contributions counting toward 
meeting a state’s MOE requirement. 

HHS recognizes the importance of public 
input into the process of developing and im- 
plementing a waiver demonstration project. 
Therefore, the state must provide the public 
with a meaningful opportunity to provide 
input into the decision-making process prior 
to the time a proposal is approved by HHS. 
Further guidance concerning this require- 
ment will be forthcoming. 

Waivers are subject to HHS and Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) approval and 
terms and conditions may include additional 
requirements, such as site visits, before im- 
plementation. 

Terms and conditions will require periodic 
reporting on how the implementation and 
operation of the demonstration is pro- 
gressing, including reporting on the perform- 
ance measures, in addition to evaluation re- 
ports. To support learning and knowledge de- 
velopment, ACF staff may conduct on-site 
visits to observe demonstration operations 
and meet with relevant managers and staff. 

Inquiries: Inquiries and applications for 
projects involving waiver requests should be 
directed to the appropriate Regional TANF 
Program Manager. 

EARL S. JOHNSON, 
Director, Office of Family Assistance. 
JULY 12, 2012. 

DEAR STATE HUMAN SERVICE OFFICIAL: 
Today, the Administration for Children and 
Families’ Office of Family Assistance issued 
an Information Memorandum that informs 
states that the Department of Health and 
Human Services will use its statutory au- 
thority to consider waiver requests that 
strengthen the Temporary Assistance for 
Needy Families (TANF) program. This Infor- 
mation Memorandum reflects the Depart- 
ment’s commitment to provide states, tribes, 
and territories with more flexibility to inno- 
vate in the TANF program with the goal of 
helping more families find jobs and move to- 
ward self-sufficiency. 

On February 28, 2011, President Obama 
issued a Presidential Memorandum that di- 
rected federal agencies ‘‘to work closely with 
state, local, and tribal governments to iden- 
tify administrative, regulatory, and legisla- 
tive barriers in Federally funded programs 
that currently prevent states, localities, and 
tribes, from efficiently using tax dollars to 
achieve the best results for their constitu- 
ents.” 

The Administration for Children and Fami- 
lies took this charge seriously and held a se- 
ries of consultation meetings with states, 
tribes, and territories on a variety of topics 
including TANF. During those consultations, 
many jurisdictions expressed a strong inter- 
est in greater flexibility in TANF and indi- 
cated that greater flexibility could be used 
by states to improve program effectiveness. 
We also heard concerns that some TANF 
rules stifle innovation and focus attention 
on paperwork rather than helping parents 
find jobs. States offered a range of sugges- 
tions for ways in which expanded flexibility 
could lead to more effective employment 
outcomes for families. Two states—Utah and 
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Nevada—submitted written comments that 
specifically identified waivers as one mecha- 
nism for testing new approaches to pro- 
moting employment and self-sufficiency, and 
a number of others states—including Cali- 
fornia, Connecticut, and Minnesota—have 
asked about the potential for waivers. 

As described in more detail in the Informa- 
tion Memorandum, the Social Security Act 
provides the Secretary of the Department of 
Health and Human Services with the author- 
ity to grant states waivers of certain TANF 
provisions for the purpose of testing new ap- 
proaches to meeting the goals of the TANF 
statute. The Secretary is interested in using 
her authority to allow states to test alter- 
native and innovative strategies, policies, 
and procedures that are designed to improve 
employment outcomes for needy families. 
The statute does not permit tribes to receive 
waivers under Section 1115, however we are 
committed to using the underlying flexi- 
bility in federal law to help tribes innovate 
in their programs. 

TANF Waiver demonstration projects 
under Section 1115 must be accompanied by a 
high quality evaluation plan, which is crit- 
ical to ensuring that the pilots result in rig- 
orous evidence about what works and what 
doesn’t in order to inform future decisions 
made by policymakers at the federal, state, 
tribal, territorial, and local levels. In addi- 
tion, states that apply for a waiver must 
identify interim performance targets that 
will be used to hold states accountable for 
improving outcomes for families. We will 
work with states interested in developing 
waiver demonstration projects to design 
these performance measures and targets. 

The Information Memorandum outlines 
the types of waivers that will and will not be 
considered. The Secretary is only interested 
in approving waivers if the state can explain 
in a compelling fashion why the proposed ap- 
proach may be a more efficient or effective 
means to promote employment entry, reten- 
tion, advancement, or access to jobs that 
offer opportunities for earnings and advance- 
ment that will allow participants to avoid 
dependence on government benefits. 

States have shown their ability to inno- 
vate in ways that help parents find jobs. In 
2009 and 2010, 42 states used the TANF Emer- 
gency Fund authorized under the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act to create 
260,000 subsidized jobs for jobless parents and 
disadvantaged youth. Over a short period of 
time, states exhibited enormous creativity 
as they developed new subsidized employ- 
ment initiatives that responded to an urgent 
need for jobs in communities across the 
country. 

It is critical that we work together to de- 
velop effective employment strategies that 
prepare workers for the jobs of the 21st cen- 
tury. We stand ready to work with states in- 
terested in developing innovative demonstra- 
tion projects that test new approaches to 
helping parents succeed in the labor market. 

Sincerely, 
GEORGE SHELDON, 
Acting Assistant Secretary. 


—— 


COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT 
AND PUBLIC WORKS 


RULES OF PROCEDURE 


Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works has adopted rules governing its 
procedures for the 113th Congress. Pur- 
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suant to Rule XXVI, paragraph 2, of 
the Standing Rules of the Senate, I ask 
unanimous consent that a copy of the 
Committee rules be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND 

PUBLIC WORKS 
Jurisdiction 
Rule XXV, Standing Rules of the Senate 

1. The following standing committees shall 
be appointed at the commencement of each 
Congress, and shall continue and have the 
power to act until their successors are ap- 
pointed, with leave to report by bill or other- 
wise on matters within their respective ju- 
risdictions: 

* * * * * * 
* 


(h)(1) Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works, to which committee shall be re- 
ferred all proposed legislation, messages, pe- 
titions, memorials, and other matters relat- 
ing to the following subjects: 

1. Air pollution. 

2. Construction and maintenance of high- 
ways. 

3. Environmental aspects of Outer Conti- 
nental Shelf lands. 

4. Environmental effects of toxic sub- 
stances, other than pesticides. 

5. Environmental policy. 

6. Environmental research and develop- 
ment. 

7. Fisheries and wildlife. 

8. Flood control and improvements of riv- 
ers and harbors, including environmental as- 
pects of deepwater ports. 

9. Noise pollution. 

10. Nonmilitary environmental regulation 
and control of nuclear energy. 

11. Ocean dumping. 

12. Public buildings and improved grounds 
of the United States generally, including 
Federal buildings in the District of Colum- 
bia. 

13. Public works, bridges, and dams. 

14. Regional economic development. 

15. Solid waste disposal and recycling. 

16. Water pollution. 

17. Water resources. 

(2) Such committee shall also study and re- 
view, on a comprehensive basis, matters re- 
lating to environmental protection and re- 
source utilization and conservation, and re- 
port thereon from time to time. 

RULES OF PROCEDURE 
RULE 1. COMMITTEE MEETINGS IN GENERAL 


(a) REGULAR MEETING DAYS: For purposes 
of complying with paragraph 3 of Senate 
Rule XXVI, the regular meeting day of the 
committee is the first and third Thursday of 
each month at 10:00 a.m. If there is no busi- 
ness before the committee, the regular meet- 
ing shall be omitted. 

(b) ADDITIONAL MEETINGS: The chair may 
call additional meetings, after consulting 
with the ranking minority member. Sub- 
committee chairs may call meetings, with 
the concurrence of the chair, after con- 
sulting with the ranking minority members 
of the subcommittee and the committee. 

(c) PRESIDING OFFICER: 

(1) The chair shall preside at all meetings 
of the committee. If the chair is not present, 
the ranking majority member shall preside. 

(2) Subcommittee chairs shall preside at 
all meetings of their subcommittees. If the 
subcommittee chair is not present, the rank- 
ing majority member of the subcommittee 
shall preside. 
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(3) Notwithstanding the rule prescribed by 
paragraphs (1) and (2), any member of the 
committee may preside at a hearing. 

(d) OPEN MEETINGS: Meetings of the com- 
mittee and subcommittees, including hear- 
ings and business meetings, are open to the 
public. A portion of a meeting may be closed 
to the public if the committee determines by 
roll call vote of a majority of the members 
present that the matters to be discussed or 
the testimony to be taken— 

(1) will disclose matters necessary to be 
kept secret in the interests of national de- 
fense or the confidential conduct of the for- 
eign relations of the United States; 

(2) relate solely to matters of committee 
staff personnel or internal staff management 
or procedure; or 

(3) constitute any other grounds for clo- 
sure under paragraph 5(b) of Senate Rule 
XXVI. 

(e) BROADCASTING: 

(1) Public meetings of the committee or a 
subcommittee may be televised, broadcast, 
or recorded by a member of the Senate press 
gallery or an employee of the Senate. 

(2) Any member of the Senate Press Gal- 
lery or employee of the Senate wishing to 
televise, broadcast, or record a committee 
meeting must notify the staff director or the 
staff director’s designee by 5:00 p.m. the day 
before the meeting. 

(3) During public meetings, any person 
using a camera, microphone, or other elec- 
tronic equipment may not position or use 
the equipment in a way that interferes with 
the seating, vision, or hearing of committee 
members or staff on the dais, or with the or- 
derly process of the meeting. 

RULE 2. QUORUMS 

(a) BUSINESS MEETINGS: At committee 
business meetings, and for the purpose of ap- 
proving the issuance of a subpoena or ap- 
proving a committee resolution, one third of 
the members of the committee, at least two 
of whom are members of the minority party, 
constitute a quorum, except as provided in 
subsection (d). 

(b) SUBCOMMITTEE MEETINGS: At sub- 
committee business meetings, a majority of 
the subcommittee members, at least one of 
whom is a member of the minority party, 
constitutes a quorum for conducting busi- 
ness. 

(c) CONTINUING QUORUM: Once a quorum as 
prescribed in subsections (a) and (b) has been 
established, the committee or subcommittee 
may continue to conduct business. 

(d) REPORTING: No measure or matter may 
be reported to the Senate by the committee 
unless a majority of committee members 
cast votes in person. 

(e) HEARINGS: One member constitutes a 
quorum for conducting a hearing. 

RULE 3. HEARINGS 

(a) ANNOUNCEMENTS: Before the committee 
or a subcommittee holds a hearing, the chair 
of the committee or subcommittee shall 
make a public announcement and provide 
notice to members of the date, place, time, 
and subject matter of the hearing. The an- 
nouncement and notice shall be issued at 
least one week in advance of the hearing, un- 
less the chair of the committee or sub- 
committee, with the concurrence of the 
ranking minority member of the committee 
or subcommittee, determines that there is 
good cause to provide a shorter period, in 
which event the announcement and notice 
shall be issued at least twenty-four hours in 
advance of the hearing. 

(b) STATEMENTS OF WITNESSES: 

(1) A witness who is scheduled to testify at 
a hearing of the committee or a sub- 
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committee shall file 100 copies of the written 
testimony at least 48 hours before the hear- 
ing. If a witness fails to comply with this re- 
quirement, the presiding officer may pre- 
clude the witness’ testimony. This rule may 
be waived for field hearings, except for wit- 
nesses from the Federal Government. 

(2) Any witness planning to use at a hear- 
ing any exhibit such as a chart, graph, dia- 
gram, photo, map, slide, or model must sub- 
mit one identical copy of the exhibit (or rep- 
resentation of the exhibit in the case of a 
model) and 100 copies reduced to letter or 
legal paper size at least 48 hours before the 
hearing. Any exhibit described above that is 
not provided to the committee at least 48 
hours prior to the hearing cannot be used for 
purpose of presenting testimony to the com- 
mittee and will not be included in the hear- 
ing record. 

(3) The presiding officer at a hearing may 
have a witness confine the oral presentation 
to a summary of the written testimony. 

(4) Notwithstanding a request that a docu- 
ment be embargoed, any document that is to 
be discussed at a hearing, including, but not 
limited to, those produced by the General 
Accounting Office, Congressional Budget Of- 
fice, Congressional Research Service, a Fed- 
eral agency, an Inspector General, or a non- 
governmental entity, shall be provided to all 
members of the committee at least 72 hours 
before the hearing. 

RULE 4. BUSINESS MEETINGS: NOTICE AND 

FILING REQUIREMENTS 

(a) NOTICE: The chair of the committee or 
the subcommittee shall provide notice, the 
agenda of business to be discussed, and the 
text of agenda items to members of the com- 
mittee or subcommittee at least 72 hours be- 
fore a business meeting. If the 72 hours falls 
over a weekend, all materials will be pro- 
vided by close of business on Friday. 

(b) AMENDMENTS: First-degree amendments 
must be filed with the chair of the com- 
mittee or the subcommittee at least 24 hours 
before a business meeting. After the filing 
deadline, the chair shall promptly distribute 
all filed amendments to the members of the 
committee or subcommittee. 

(c) MODIFICATIONS: The chair of the com- 
mittee or the subcommittee may modify the 
notice and filing requirements to meet spe- 
cial circumstances, with the concurrence of 
the ranking member of the committee or 
subcommittee. 

RULE 5. BUSINESS MEETINGS: VOTING 

(a) PROXY VOTING: 

(1) Proxy voting is allowed on all meas- 
ures, amendments, resolutions, or other mat- 
ters before the committee or a sub- 
committee. 

(2) A member who is unable to attend a 
business meeting may submit a proxy vote 
on any matter, in writing, orally, or through 
personal instructions. 

(3) A proxy given in writing is valid until 
revoked. A proxy given orally or by personal 
instructions is valid only on the day given. 

(b) SUBSEQUENT VOTING: Members who were 
not present at a business meeting and were 
unable to cast their votes by proxy may 
record their votes later, so long as they do so 
that same business day and their vote does 
not change the outcome. 

(c) PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT: 

(1) Whenever the committee conducts a 
rollcall vote, the chair shall announce the 
results of the vote, including a tabulation of 
the votes cast in favor and the votes cast 
against the proposition by each member of 
the committee. 

(2) Whenever the committee reports any 
measure or matter by rollcall vote, the re- 


February 14, 2013 


port shall include a tabulation of the votes 
cast in favor of and the votes cast in opposi- 
tion to the measure or matter by each mem- 
ber of the committee. 


RULE 6. SUBCOMMITTEES 


(a) REGULARLY ESTABLISHED SUBCOMMIT- 
TEES: The committee has six subcommittees: 
Transportation and Infrastructure; Clean Air 
and Nuclear Safety; Superfund, Toxics and 
Environmental Health; Water and Wildlife; 
Green Jobs and the New Economy; and Over- 
sight. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP: The committee chair, 
after consulting with the ranking minority 
member, shall select members of the sub- 
committees. 


RULE 7. STATUTORY RESPONSIBILITIES AND 
OTHER MATTERS 


(a) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS: 
No project or legislation proposed by any ex- 
ecutive branch agency may be approved or 
otherwise acted upon unless the committee 
has received a final environmental impact 
statement relative to it, in accordance with 
section 102(2)(C) of the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act, and the written com- 
ments of the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency, in accordance 
with section 309 of the Clean Air Act. This 
rule is not intended to broaden, narrow, or 
otherwise modify the class of projects or leg- 
islative proposals for which environmental 
impact statements are required under sec- 
tion 102(2)(C). 

(b) PROJECT APPROVALS: 

(1) Whenever the committee authorizes a 
project under Public Law 89-298, the Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1965; Public Law 83-566, 
the Watershed Protection and Flood Preven- 
tion Act; or Public Law 86-249, the Public 
Buildings Act of 1959, as amended; the chair- 
man shall submit for printing in the CoN- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, and the committee shall 
publish periodically as a committee print, a 
report that describes the project and the rea- 
sons for its approval, together with any dis- 
senting or individual views. 

(2) Proponents of a committee resolution 
shall submit appropriate evidence in favor of 
the resolution. 

(c) BUILDING PROSPECTUSES: 

(1) When the General Services Administra- 
tion submits a prospectus, pursuant to sec- 
tion 7(a) of the Public Buildings Act of 1959, 
as amended, for construction (including con- 
struction of buildings for lease by the gov- 
ernment), alteration and repair, or acquisi- 
tion, the committee shall act with respect to 
the prospectus during the same session in 
which the prospectus is submitted. 

A prospectus rejected by majority vote of 
the committee or not reported to the Senate 
during the session in which it was submitted 
shall be returned to the General Services Ad- 
ministration and must then be resubmitted 
in order to be considered by the committee 
during the next session of the Congress. 

(2) A report of a building project survey 
submitted by the General Services Adminis- 
tration to the committee under section 11(b) 
of the Public Buildings Act of 1959, as 
amended, may not be considered by the com- 
mittee as being a prospectus subject to ap- 
proval by committee resolution in accord- 
ance with section 7(a) of that Act. A project 
described in the report may be considered for 
committee action only if it is submitted as a 
prospectus in accordance with section 7(a) 
and is subject to the provisions of paragraph 
(1) of this rule. 

(d) NAMING PUBLIC FACILITIES: The com- 
mittee may not name a building, structure 
or facility for any living person, except 
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former Presidents or former Vice Presidents 
of the United States, former Members of 
Congress over 70 years of age, former Jus- 
tices of the United States Supreme Court 
over 70 years of age, or Federal judges who 
are fully retired and over 75 years of age or 
have taken senior status and are over 75 
years of age. 
RULE 8. AMENDING THE RULES 

The rules may be added to, modified, 
amended, or suspended by vote of a majority 
of committee members at a business meeting 
if a quorum is present. 


EE 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 
NUTRITION AND FORESTRY 


RULES OF PROCEDURE 


Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition 
and Forestry has adopted rules gov- 
erning its procedures for the 118th Con- 
gress. Pursuant to Rule XXVI, para- 
graph 2, of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, on behalf of myself and Sen- 
ator COCHRAN, I ask unanimous consent 
that a copy of the Committee rules be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON AGRI- 
CULTURE, NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY, 
113TH CONGRESS 

RULE I—MEETINGS 


1.1 Regular Meetings.—Regular meetings 
shall be held on the first and third Wednes- 
day of each month when Congress is in ses- 
sion. 

1.2 Additional Meetings.—The Chairman, 
in consultation with the ranking minority 
member, may call such additional meetings 
as he deems necessary. 

1.8 Notification.—In the case of any meet- 
ing of the committee, other than a regularly 
scheduled meeting, the clerk of the com- 
mittee shall notify every member of the 
committee of the time and place of the meet- 
ing and shall give reasonable notice which, 
except in extraordinary circumstances, shall 
be at least 24 hours in advance of any meet- 
ing held in Washington, DC, and at least 48 
hours in the case of any meeting held outside 
Washington, DC. 

1.4 Called Meeting.—If three members of 
the committee have made a request in writ- 
ing to the Chairman to call a meeting of the 
committee, and the Chairman fails to call 
such a meeting within 7 calendar days there- 
after, including the day on which the written 
notice is submitted, a majority of the mem- 
bers may call a meeting by filing a written 
notice with the clerk of the committee who 
shall promptly notify each member of the 
committee in writing of the date and time of 
the meeting. 

1.5 Adjournment of Meetings.—The Chair- 
man of the committee or a subcommittee 
shall be empowered to adjourn any meeting 
of the committee or a subcommittee if a 
quorum is not present within 15 minutes of 
the time scheduled for such meeting. 


RULE 2—MEETINGS AND HEARINGS IN GENERAL 


2.1 Open Sessions.—Business meetings and 
hearings held by the committee or any sub- 
committee shall be open to the public except 
as otherwise provided for in Senate Rule 
XXVI, paragraph 5. 

2.2 Transcripts.—A transcript shall be kept 
of each business meeting and hearing of the 
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committee or any subcommittee unless a 
majority of the committee or the sub- 
committee agrees that some other form of 
permanent record is preferable. 

2.3 Reports.—An appropriate opportunity 
shall be given the Minority to examine the 
proposed text of committee reports prior to 
their filing or publication. In the event there 
are supplemental, minority, or additional 
views, an appropriate opportunity shall be 
given the Majority to examine the proposed 
text prior to filing or publication. 

2.4 Attendance._(a) Meetings. Official at- 
tendance of all markups and executive ses- 
sions of the committee shall be kept by the 
committee clerk. Official attendance of all 
subcommittee markups and executive ses- 
sions shall be kept by the subcommittee 
clerk. 

(b) Hearings. Official attendance of all 
hearings shall be kept, provided that, Sen- 
ators are notified by the committee Chair- 
man and ranking minority member, in the 
case of committee hearings, and by the sub- 
committee Chairman and ranking minority 
member, in the case of subcommittee hear- 
ings, 48 hours in advance of the hearing that 
attendance will be taken. Otherwise, no at- 
tendance will be taken. Attendance at all 
hearings is encouraged. 


RULE 3—HEARING PROCEDURES 


3.1 Notice.—Public notice shall be given of 
the date, place, and subject matter of any 
hearing to be held by the committee or any 
subcommittee at least 1 week in advance of 
such hearing unless the Chairman of the full 
committee or the subcommittee determines 
that the hearing is noncontroversial or that 
special circumstances require expedited pro- 
cedures and a majority of the committee or 
the subcommittee involved concurs. In no 
case shall a hearing be conducted with less 
than 24 hours notice. 

3.2 Witness Statements.—Hach witness who 
is to appear before the committee or any 
subcommittee shall file with the committee 
or subcommittee, at least 24 hours in ad- 
vance of the hearing, a written statement of 
his or her testimony and as many copies as 
the Chairman of the committee or sub- 
committee prescribes. 

3.3 Minority Witnesses.—_In any hearing 
conducted by the committee, or any sub- 
committee thereof, the minority members of 
the committee or subcommittee shall be en- 
titled, upon request to the Chairman by the 
ranking minority member of the committee 
or subcommittee to call witnesses of their 
selection during at least 1 day of such hear- 
ing pertaining to the matter or matters 
heard by the committee or subcommittee. 

3.4 Swearing in of Witnesses.—Witnesses in 
committee or subcommittee hearings may be 
required to give testimony under oath when- 
ever the Chairman or ranking minority 
member of the committee or subcommittee 
deems such to be necessary. 

3.5 Limitation.—Each member shall be 
limited to 5 minutes in the questioning of 
any witness until such time as all members 
who so desire have had an opportunity to 
question a witness. Questions from members 
shall rotate from majority to minority mem- 
bers in order of seniority or in order of ar- 
rival at the hearing. 

RULE 4—NOMINATIONS 

4.1 Assignment.—All nominations shall be 
considered by the full committee. 

4.2 Standards.—In considering a nomina- 
tion, the committee shall inquire into the 
nominee’s experience, qualifications, suit- 
ability, and integrity to serve in the position 
to which he or she has been nominated. 
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4.3 Information.—Each nominee shall sub- 
mit in response to questions prepared by the 
committee the following information: 

(1) A detailed biographical resume which 
contains information relating to education, 
employment, and achievements; 

(2) Financial information, including a fi- 
nancial statement which lists assets and li- 
abilities of the nominee; and 

(3) Copies of other relevant documents re- 
quested by the committee. Information re- 
ceived pursuant to this subsection shall be 
available for public inspection except as spe- 
cifically designated confidential by the com- 
mittee. 

4.4 Hearings——The committee shall con- 
duct a public hearing during which the nomi- 
nee shall be called to testify under oath on 
all matters relating to his or her suitability 
for office. No hearing shall be held until at 
least 48 hours after the nominee has re- 
sponded to a prehearing questionnaire sub- 
mitted by the committee. 

4.5 Action on Confirmation.—A business 
meeting to consider a nomination shall not 
occur on the same day that the hearing on 
the nominee is held. The Chairman, with the 
agreement of the ranking minority member, 
may waive this requirement. 

RULE 5—QUORUMS 

5.1 Testimony—For the purpose of receiv- 
ing evidence, the swearing of witnesses, and 
the taking of sworn or unsworn testimony at 
any duly scheduled hearing, a quorum of the 
committee and the subcommittee thereof 
shall consist of one member. 

5.2 Business.—A quorum for the trans- 
action of committee or subcommittee busi- 
ness, other than for reporting a measure or 
recommendation to the Senate or the taking 
of testimony, shall consist of one-third of 
the members of the committee or sub- 
committee, including at least one member 
from each party. 

5.3 Reporting.—A majority of the member- 
ship of the committee shall constitute a 
quorum for reporting bills, nominations, 
matters, or recommendations to the Senate. 
No measure or recommendation shall be or- 
dered reported from the committee unless a 
majority of the committee members are 
physically present. The vote of the com- 
mittee to report a measure or matter shall 
require the concurrence of a majority of 
those members who are physically present at 
the time the vote is taken. 

RULE 6—VOTING 

6.1 Rollcalls.—A roll call vote of the mem- 
bers shall be taken upon the request of any 
member. 

6.2 Proxies.—Voting by proxy as authorized 
by the Senate rules for specific bills or sub- 
jects shall be allowed whenever a quorum of 
the committee is actually present. 

6.3 Polling.—The committee may poll any 
matters of committee business, other than a 
vote on reporting to the Senate any meas- 
ures, matters or recommendations or a vote 
on closing a meeting or hearing to the pub- 
lic, provided that every member is polled and 
every poll consists of the following two ques- 
tions: 

(1) Do you agree or disagree to poll the pro- 
posal; and 

(2) Do you favor or oppose the proposal. 

If any member requests, any matter to be 
polled shall be held for meeting rather than 
being polled. The chief clerk of the com- 
mittee shall keep a record of all polls. 

RULE 7—SUBCOMMITTEES 


7.1 Assignments.—To assure the equitable 
assignment of members to subcommittees, 
no member of the committee will receive as- 
signment to a second subcommittee until, in 
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order of seniority, all members of the com- 
mittee have chosen assignments to one sub- 
committee, and no member shall receive as- 
signment to a third subcommittee until, in 
order of seniority, all members have chosen 
assignments to two subcommittees. 

7.2 Attendance.—Any member of the com- 
mittee may sit with any subcommittee dur- 
ing a hearing or meeting but shall not have 
the authority to vote on any matter before 
the subcommittee unless he or she is a mem- 
ber of such subcommittee. 

7.3 Ex Officio Members.—The Chairman 
and ranking minority member shall serve as 
nonvoting ex officio members of the sub- 
committees on which they do not serve as 
voting members. The Chairman and ranking 
minority member may not be counted to- 
ward a quorum. 

7.4 Scheduling.—No subcommittee may 
schedule a meeting or hearing at a time des- 
ignated for a hearing or meeting of the full 
committee. No more than one subcommittee 
business meeting may be held at the same 
time. 

7.5 Discharge.—Should a subcommittee fail 
to report back to the full committee on any 
measure within a reasonable time, the Chair- 
man may withdraw the measure from such 
subcommittee and report that fact to the 
full committee for further disposition. The 
full committee may at any time, by major- 
ity vote of those members present, discharge 
a subcommittee from further consideration 
of a specific piece of legislation. 

7.6 Application of Committee Rules to Sub- 
committees.—The proceedings of each sub- 
committee shall be governed by the rules of 
the full committee, subject to such author- 
izations or limitations as the committee 
may from time to time prescribe. 

RULE 8—INVESTIGATIONS, SUBPOENAS AND 
DEPOSITIONS 


8.1 Investigations.—Any investigation un- 
dertaken by the committee or a sub- 
committee in which depositions are taken or 
subpoenas issued, must be authorized by a 
majority of the members of the committee 
voting for approval to conduct such inves- 
tigation at a business meeting of the com- 
mittee convened in accordance with Rule 1. 

8.2 Subpoenas.—The Chairman, with the 
approval of the ranking minority member of 
the committee, is delegated the authority to 
subpoena the attendance of witnesses or the 
production of memoranda, documents, 
records, or any other materials at a hearing 
of the committee or a subcommittee or in 
connection with the conduct of an investiga- 
tion authorized in accordance with para- 
graph 8.1. The Chairman may subpoena at- 
tendance or production without the approval 
of the ranking minority member when the 
Chairman has not received notification from 
the ranking minority member of disapproval 
of the subpoena within 72 hours, excluding 
Saturdays and Sundays, of being notified of 
the subpoena. If a subpoena is disapproved by 
the ranking minority member as provided in 
this paragraph the subpoena may be author- 
ized by vote of the members of the com- 
mittee. When the committee or Chairman 
authorizes subpoenas, subpoenas may be 
issued upon the signature of the Chairman or 
any other member of the committee des- 
ignated by the Chairman. 

8.3 Notice for Taking Depositions.—Notices 
for the taking of depositions, in an investiga- 
tion authorized by the committee, shall be 
authorized and be issued by the Chairman or 
by a staff officer designated by him. Such no- 
tices shall specify a time and place for exam- 
ination, and the name of the Senator, staff 
officer or officers who will take the deposi- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


tion. Unless otherwise specified, the deposi- 
tion shall be in private. The committee shall 
not initiate procedures leading to criminal 
or civil enforcement proceedings for a wit- 
ness’ failure to appear unless the deposition 
notice was accompanied by a committee sub- 
poena. 

8.4 Procedure for Taking Depositions.— 
Witnesses shall be examined upon oath ad- 
ministered by an individual authorized by 
local law to administer oaths. The Chairman 
will rule, by telephone or otherwise, on any 
objection by a witness. The transcript of a 
deposition shall be filed with the committee 
clerk. 


RULE 9—AMENDING THE RULES 


These rules shall become effective upon 
publication in the Congressional Record. 
These rules may be modified, amended, or re- 
pealed by the committee, provided that all 
members are present or provide proxies or if 
a notice in writing of the proposed changes 
has been given to each member at least 48 
hours prior to the meeting at which action 
thereon is to be taken. The changes shall be- 
come effective immediately upon publication 
of the changed rule or rules in the Congres- 
sional Record, or immediately upon approval 
of the changes if so resolved by the com- 
mittee as long as any witnesses who may be 
affected by the change in rules are provided 
with them. 


EEE 


COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ 
AFFAIRS 


RULES OF PROCEDURE 


Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs has 
adopted rules governing its procedures 
for the 118th Congress. Pursuant to 
Rule XXVI, paragraph 2, of the Stand- 
ing Rules of the Senate, I ask unani- 
mous consent that a copy of the com- 
mittee rules be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ 
AFFAIRS RULES OF PROCEDURE 


I. MEETINGS 


(A) Unless otherwise ordered, the Com- 
mittee shall meet on the first Wednesday of 
each month. The Chairman may, upon proper 
notice, call such additional meetings as 
deemed necessary. 

(B) Except as provided in subparagraphs (b) 
and (d) of paragraph 5 of rule XXVI of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, meetings of 
the Committee shall be open to the public. 
The Committee shall prepare and keep a 
complete transcript or electronic recording 
adequate to fully record the proceedings of 
each meeting whether or not such meeting 
or any part thereof is closed to the public. 

(C) The Chairman of the Committee, or the 
Ranking Majority Member present in the ab- 
sence of the Chairman, or such other Mem- 
ber as the Chairman may designate, shall 
preside over all meetings. 

(D) Except as provided in rule XXVI of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, no meeting of 
the Committee shall be scheduled except by 
majority vote of the Committee or by au- 
thorization of the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee. 

(E) The Committee shall notify the office 
designated by the Committee on Rules and 
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Administration of the time, place, and pur- 
pose of each meeting. In the event such 
meeting is canceled, the Committee shall 
immediately notify such designated office. 

(F) Written or electronic notice of a Com- 
mittee meeting, accompanied by an agenda 
enumerating the items of business to be con- 
sidered, shall be sent to all Committee Mem- 
bers at least 72 hours (not counting Satur- 
days, Sundays, and federal holidays) in ad- 
vance of each meeting. In the event that the 
giving of such 72-hour notice is prevented by 
unforeseen requirements or Committee busi- 
ness, the Committee staff shall communicate 
notice by the quickest appropriate means to 
Members or appropriate staff assistants of 
Members and an agenda shall be furnished 
prior to the meeting. 

(G) Subject to the second sentence of this 
paragraph, it shall not be in order for the 
Committee to consider any amendment in 
the first degree proposed to any measure 
under consideration by the Committee un- 
less a written or electronic copy of such 
amendment has been delivered to each Mem- 
ber of the Committee at least 24 hours before 
the meeting at which the amendment is to 
be proposed. This paragraph may be waived 
by a majority vote of the Members and shall 
apply only when 72-hour written notice has 
been provided in accordance with paragraph 
(F). 

II. QUORUMS 


(A) Subject to the provisions of paragraph 
(B), eight Members of the Committee shall 
constitute a quorum for the reporting or ap- 
proving of any measure or matter or rec- 
ommendation. Five Members of the Com- 
mittee shall constitute a quorum for pur- 
poses of transacting any other business. 

(B) In order to transact any business at a 
Committee meeting, at least one Member of 
the minority shall be present. If, at any 
meeting, business cannot be transacted be- 
cause of the absence of such a Member, the 
matter shall lay over for a calendar day. If 
the presence of a minority Member is not 
then obtained, business may be transacted 
by the appropriate quorum. 

(C) One Member shall constitute a quorum 
for the purpose of receiving testimony. 

Ill. VOTING 


(A) Votes may be cast by proxy. A proxy 
shall be written and may be conditioned by 
personal instructions. A proxy shall be valid 
only for the day given. 

(B) There shall be a complete record kept 
of all Committee actions. Such record shall 
contain the vote cast by each Member of the 
Committee on any question on which a roll 
call vote is requested. 

IV. HEARINGS AND HEARING PROCEDURES 


(A) Except as specifically otherwise pro- 
vided, the rules governing meetings shall 
govern hearings. 

(B) At least one week in advance of the 
date of any hearing, the Committee shall un- 
dertake, consistent with the provisions of 
paragraph 4 of rule XXVI of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate, to make public an- 
nouncements of the date, place, time, and 
subject matter of such hearing. 

(C)(1) Each witness who is scheduled to tes- 
tify at a hearing of the Committee shall sub- 
mit 40 copies of such witness’ testimony to 
the Committee not later than 48 hours before 
the witness’ scheduled appearance at the 
hearing. 

(2) Any witness who fails to meet the dead- 
line specified in paragraph (1) shall not be 
permitted to present testimony but may be 
seated to take questions from Committee 
members, unless the Chairman and Ranking 
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Minority Member determine there is good 
cause for the witness’ failure to meet the 
deadline or it is in the Committee’s interest 
to permit such witness to testify. 

(D) The presiding Member at any hearing 
is authorized to limit the time allotted to 
each witness appearing before the Com- 
mittee. 

(E) The Chairman, with the concurrence of 
the Ranking Minority Member of the Com- 
mittee, is authorized to subpoena the attend- 
ance of witnesses and the production of 
memoranda, documents, records, and any 
other materials. If the Chairman or a Com- 
mittee staff member designated by the 
Chairman has not received from the Ranking 
Minority Member or a Committee staff mem- 
ber designated by the Ranking Minority 
Member notice of the Ranking Minority 
Member’s non-concurrence in the subpoena 
within 48 hours (excluding Saturdays, Sun- 
days, and federal holidays) of being notified 
of the Chairman’s intention to subpoena at- 
tendance or production, the Chairman is au- 
thorized following the end of the 48-hour pe- 
riod involved to subpoena the same without 
the Ranking Minority Member’s concur- 
rence. Regardless of whether a subpoena has 
been concurred in by the Ranking Minority 
Member, such subpoena may be authorized 
by vote of the Members of the Committee. 
When the Committee or Chairman authorizes 
a subpoena, the subpoena may be issued upon 
the signature of the Chairman or of any 
other Member of the Committee designated 
by the Chairman. 

(F) Except as specified in Committee Rule 
VII (requiring oaths, under certain cir- 
cumstances, at hearings to confirm Presi- 
dential nominations), witnesses at hearings 
will be required to give testimony under 
oath whenever the presiding Member deems 
such to be advisable. 

V. MEDIA COVERAGE 


Any Committee meeting or hearing which 
is open to the public may be covered by tele- 
vision, radio, and print media. Photog- 
raphers, reporters, and crew members using 
mechanical recording, filming, or broad- 
casting devices shall position and use their 
equipment so as not to interfere with the 
seating, vision, or hearing of the Committee 
Members or staff or with the orderly conduct 
of the meeting or hearing. The presiding 
Member of the meeting or hearing may for 
good cause terminate, in whole or in part, 
the use of such mechanical devices or take 
such other action as the circumstances and 
the orderly conduct of the meeting or hear- 
ing may warrant. 

VI. GENERAL 


All applicable requirements of the Stand- 
ing Rules of the Senate shall govern the 
Committee. 

VII. PRESIDENTIAL NOMINATIONS 


(A) Each Presidential nominee whose nom- 
ination is subject to Senate confirmation 
and referred to this Committee shall submit 
a statement of his or her background and fi- 
nancial interests, including the financial in- 
terests of his or her spouse and of children 
living in the nominee’s household, on a form 
approved by the Committee which shall be 
sworn to as to its completeness and accu- 
racy. The Committee form shall be in two 
parts: 

1) Information concerning employment, 
education, and background of the nominee 
which generally relates to the position to 
which the individual is nominated and which 
is to be made public; and 

2) Information concerning the financial 
and other background of the nominee, to be 
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made public when the Committee determines 
that such information bears directly on the 
nominee’s qualifications to hold the position 
to which the individual is nominated. 

(B) At any hearing to confirm a Presi- 
dential nomination, the testimony of the 
nominee and, at the request of any Member, 
any other witness shall be under oath. 

(C) Committee action on a nomination, in- 
cluding hearings or a meeting to consider a 
motion to recommend confirmation, shall 
not be initiated until at least five days after 
the nominee submits the form required by 
this rule unless the Chairman, with the con- 
currence of the Ranking Minority Member, 
waives this waiting period. 

VIII. NAMING OF DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 

AFFAIRS FACILITIES 


It is the policy of the Committee that no 
Department of Veterans Affairs facility shall 
be named after any individual unless: 

(A) Such individual is deceased and was: 

(1) A veteran who (i) was instrumental in 
the construction or the operation of the fa- 
cility to be named, or (ii) was a recipient of 
the Medal of Honor or, as determined by the 
Chairman and Ranking Minority Member, 
otherwise performed military service of an 
extraordinarily distinguished character; 

(2) A Member of the United States House of 
Representatives or Senate who had a direct 
association with such facility; 

(3) An Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, 
a Secretary of Veterans Affairs, a Secretary 
of Defense or of a service branch, or a mili- 
tary or other Federal civilian official of com- 
parable or higher rank; or 

(4) An individual who, as determined by 
the Chairman and Ranking Minority Mem- 
ber, performed outstanding service for vet- 
erans. 

(B) Each Member of the Congressional del- 
egation representing the State in which the 
designated facility is located must indicate 
in writing such Member’s support of the pro- 
posal to name such facility after such indi- 
vidual. 

(C) The pertinent State department or 
chapter of each Congressionally chartered 
veterans’ organization having a national 
membership of at least 500,000 must indicate 
in writing its support of such proposal. 


Ix. AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES 


The rules of the Committee may be 
changed, modified, amended, or suspended at 
any time provided, however, that no less 
than a majority of the entire membership so 
determine at a regular meeting with due no- 
tice or at a meeting specifically called for 
that purpose. The rules governing quorums 
for reporting legislative matters shall gov- 


ern rules changes, modification, amend- 
ments, or suspension. 
Í —— 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT 


Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I rise 
today in support of S. 47, the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act. 
This legislation provides much needed 
funding and support for law enforce- 
ment in our fight against domestic vio- 
lence, sexual assault, dating violence, 
and stalking. 

This bill has enjoyed wide bipartisan 
support over the years. Crimes against 
women and children will not be toler- 
ated. Tuesday, the Senate once again 
approved VAWA with a 78-22 over- 
whelmingly bipartisan vote. I was 
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proud to cosponsor the Violence 
Against Women Act and I urge my col- 
leagues in the House to stand with 
America’s women and children and 
quickly pass this critical legislation. 

We have an obligation to do our part 
and protect women and children on the 
streets and in their homes. And this 
legislation provides the resources need- 
ed to further this very important ef- 
fort. Reauthorizing this funding is par- 
ticularly important for my home State 
of Louisiana, which unfortunately 
ranks among the top five States in 
incidences of domestic violence homi- 
cides in the Nation. 

Last year, Louisiana received $4.9 
million in Violence Against Women 
Act grants. These dollars helped fund 
critical programs through organiza- 
tions like Wellspring Alliance for Fam- 
ily, which provides domestic violence 
and sexual assault services in Monroe, 
LA, and the Crescent House program in 
New Orleans. And these funds don’t 
just supplement established programs. 
In fact, the vast majority wouldn’t be 
possible in the first place without 
VAWA grants because many service 
providers count on more than 90 per- 
cent of their funding from the Federal 
Government. 

Last year, Louisiana’s 18 shelters 
provided more than 90,000 shelter 
nights, answered more than 38,000 cri- 
sis calls and despite serving 17,000 cli- 
ents, the shelters had to turn away al- 
most 2,000 people for lack of resources. 
In one national survey, 60 percent of 
the shelters in Louisiana reported that 
they lacked funding and 25 percent re- 
ported that they lacked shelter beds or 
housing for victims of domestic vio- 
lence and their children. 

These statistics are troubling. And I 
think they are an important part of 
why VAWA is so critical to women and 
children in communities across Lou- 
isiana and throughout our country. But 
numbers don’t tell the whole story. 
You have to talk to the people on the 
ground, to the people who have dedi- 
cated their lives and careers to helping 
women and children in need, to truly 
appreciate the impact of this legisla- 
tion. 

For example, Beth Meeks, executive 
director of the Louisiana Coalition 
Against Domestic Violence, visited a 
program in New Orleans. While visiting 
that program, Beth spoke with a young 
mother with her baby, only to discover 
that the baby was 6 days old. The 
young mother had been at the program 
for a few weeks and had been terribly 
abused when she was nearly 9 months 
pregnant. She and her baby survived 
but her child was born in shelter care. 
What would have been the outcome if a 
shelter had not been available? 

The program that Beth visited, like 
every domestic violence program in 
Louisiana, was heavily supported by 
Violence Against Women Act dollars. 
Additionally, law enforcement officers, 
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advocates, and prosecutors are all sup- 
ported by funds available under the 
act. Louisiana’s current budget chal- 
lenges have serious implications for 
these vital services. In December 2012, 
Louisiana cut $1 million from the budg- 
et for these programs, jeopardizing 
their very existence. 

Louisiana is not alone. Programs all 
over the Nation have experienced re- 
ductions in grants and losses in dona- 
tions during the recent economic down- 
turn. That is why we must reauthorize 
the Violence Against Women Act. We 
have made significant progress in the 
last 20 years. We must continue to pro- 
vide support to State and local govern- 
ment and the nonprofit entities that 
provide critical services. 

I congratulate the people who are 
committed to providing important 
services to those who need them most. 
We owe a great deal of gratitude to 
leaders like Beth Meeks of the Lou- 
isiana Coalition Against Domestic Vio- 
lence, leaders like Mary Claire Landry 
of the Family Justice Center in New 
Orleans, and like Valerie Bowman of 
the Family Justice Center in Monroe, 
and leaders in the law enforcement 
community like Tommy Clark, chair of 
the Louisiana Chiefs of Police Associa- 
tion Domestic Violence Committee. 

Iam proud that the Senate has taken 
action on this important piece of legis- 
lation and I urge my colleagues in the 
House of Representatives to do the 
same. 


ee 


BAHRAIN TWO YEARS LATER 


Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, 2 years 
ago today thousands of Bahrainis took 
to the streets to call for political re- 
form and an end to ongoing human 
rights abuses in their country. The 
government responded to these peace- 
ful demonstrations not by addressing 
grievances or offering to work with the 
aggrieved, but by unleashing its state 
security forces upon them. The secu- 
rity forces fired on the protesters with 
tear gas and live ammunition; al- 
though many protesters were rounded 
up, arrested, and tortured, their spirit 
would not be broken. 

I am deeply disappointed that the 
government of Bahrain continues to 
stall, to stonewall, and to stymie any 
progress on addressing the root causes 
of the protesters’ grievances. I shared 
the initial hopes of many Bahrainis, 
who viewed the establishment of the 
Bahrain Independent Commission of In- 
quiry, BICI, as a positive step on behalf 
of the government. I was encouraged 
when the final BICI report detailed the 
government’s systemic use of intimida- 
tion, violence, abuse, and detention 
that documenting these abuses would 
lead to real reform. As outlined in the 
BICI report, over the weeks and 
months of its initial crackdown, more 
than 30 protesters were killed, nearly 
1,800 were tortured, and 4,500 were fired 
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from their jobs. Religious sites were 
destroyed and doctors who treated in- 
jured protesters were arrested, tor- 
tured, and imprisoned. 

The Bahraini government has spent 
considerable time and resources to con- 
vince the world that progress has been 
made, but I am sorry to say that the 
facts do not bear this out. Banning 
peaceful protests is not progress. Using 
tear gas aS a weapon is not progress. 
Shooting teenagers is not progress. 
There is, quite frankly, little to be op- 
timistic about if one examines the re- 
gime’s track record over the last 2 
years. According to the Project on Mid- 
dle East Democracy, POMED, the gov- 
ernment of Bahrain has only fully im- 
plemented three of 26 recommenda- 
tions in the BICI report. Even worse, 
POMED found no meaningful progress 
whatsoever toward six of the BICI rec- 
ommendations. The Bahrain Center for 
Human Rights similarly finds that the 
government of Bahrain has taken only 
superficial steps ‘‘while continuing to 
commit the same human rights viola- 
tions.” 

Although the Bahraini government 
offered to engage in a national dia- 
logue, my staff and I have read reports 
that the government may only be plan- 
ning to moderate a discussion between 
political parties, rather than act as a 
full and productive participant in the 
dialogue. I sincerely hope that is not 
the case, and I call on the government 
of Bahrain to live up to its rhetoric, 
engage in genuine and sustained dia- 
logue, and work to see that real 
progress is made. As a first step to re- 
storing some of the trust it has lost, 
the Bahraini government should imme- 
diately implement all 26 BICI report 
recommendations and immediately re- 
lease all political prisoners in Bahrain. 

After 2 years, surely the government 
of Bahrain is tired of fighting its own 
people—people who wish nothing more 
than to have a greater voice in their 
political process. The government may 
be surprised that this fight has lasted 2 
years, but I am not. My staff and I have 
met with some of them and know them 
to be passionate, devoted to their 
cause, and willing to face continued 
persecution for what they believe. 

Sometimes folks ask me why I care 
so much about such a small island 
country or why America should con- 
cern itself with Bahrain’s internal poli- 
tics. I explain to them that Bahrain 
may be small, but that it is a key ally 
in a troubled and volatile region. I also 
explain that the regime’s current strat- 
egy of violence and repression is bound 
for failure, and that Bahrain must re- 
form to remain stable. If America has 
learned anything in the last few dec- 
ades it is that continuing to support 
governments that use violence, torture 
and repression to stifle dissent is short 
sighted. Washington must instead use 
what influence it has to push such 
countries toward more representative 
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forms of government, not just because 
it is the right thing to do for the citi- 
zens of those countries, but because it 
is the right thing to do for this coun- 
try. That is why this issue remains so 
important to me and why I hope that 
next year, on this date, I can come to 
the Senate floor and talk about the 
many new reforms in place instead of 
the Bahraini government’s continued 
repression of its people. 


EE 


MADISON COUNTY, IDAHO 


Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, my col- 
league Senator MIKE CRAPO joins me 
today in recognizing Madison County’s 
100-year anniversary. 

Established on February 18, 1913, by 
the Idaho legislature and named after 
our Nation’s fourth President, James 
Madison, Madison County has distin- 
guished itself in its contributions to 
the success of our State. 

Five people with connections to 
Madison County went on to become 
Governors in the States of Idaho, 
Michigan, Kansas, and Massachusetts. 
Two people from the county served in 
Congress, representing Idaho and Utah. 
And one man went on to serve as Ida- 
ho’s Lieutenant Governor, my good 
friend, Mark Ricks, who served with 
me during my time as Governor. 

The people of this county distin- 
guished themselves for helping their 
neighbors and strangers when the 
Teton Dam collapsed on June 5, 1976. 
The ensuing flood spread throughout 
the valley, uprooting farms and homes. 
Due to the resiliency of the residents 
and people helping one another, they 
quickly overcame the disaster and car- 
ried on with their lives. 

Madison County has a rich agricul- 
tural history, with the first irrigation 
system in the State built in this coun- 
ty. It is home to 21 different century 
farms; places that have been continu- 
ously farmed by the same family for 
100 or more years. The rich, fertile soil 
and abundant water has made the 
county the eighth largest potato grow- 
ing area in the Nation, along with an 
abundance of grain, livestock, and 
other commodities. 

In the county seat of Rexburg, you 
will find Idaho’s second largest univer- 
sity, Brigham Young University-Idaho, 
formerly known as Ricks College. Citi- 
zens of the county, and throughout the 
region, for that matter, are very proud 
of this university and the tremendous 
growth it has experienced. They are 
also proud of the 95 percent graduation 
rate in their local high schools and at 
the university. 

Rexburg and BYU-Idaho is also home 
to the Idaho International Dance Fes- 
tival. For 27 years, the festival has 
brought hundreds of dancers and musi- 
cians from around the world to share 
their native music, songs, dance, and 
dress. Madison County residents 
strongly support the festival and are 
proud of the rich history of this event. 
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Madison County also has an abun- 
dance of natural features, including the 
Caribou-Targhee National Forest, the 
Cartier Slough and Deer Park wildlife 
management areas, and the twin 
Menan Buttes. 

Senator CRAPO and I are proud to rec- 
ognize this landmark anniversary. We 
congratulate Madison County residents 
for this centennial and we wish them 
all and their communities many more 
years of success. 


-r 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


TRIBUTE TO DOROTHY KNOWLES 


e Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, for 40 
years, there has been no greater advo- 
cate for Southwest Missouri seniors 
than Dorothy Knowles. As executive 
director of the Southwest Missouri Of- 
fice on Aging, Dorothy’s leadership and 
motivation have inspired a talented 
and spirited staff to help seniors under- 
stand issues and offer a variety of re- 
sources. When Medicare part D arrived, 
it was Dorothy who voluntarily began 
the effort to educate seniors on the op- 
tions and advantages in the new pro- 
gram. Thanks to her actions, the 
Southwest Missouri Office on Aging be- 
came and continues to be the premiere 
source of information on that program 
and others for seniors. 

When Dorothy Knowles began work 
as a secretary and bookkeeper at the 
Southwest Missouri Office on Aging, it 
was brand new. A single mother in need 
of a job, Dorothy saw the new agency 
as an opportunity. She rose through 
the ranks and learned the agency’s 
needs and programs as director of so- 
cial services and as associate director. 
Her boss during those years was her 
mentor, Winston Bledsoe. Winston 
started with a $25,000 grant to open the 
first 9 senior centers in the region, cre- 
ating a daily meeting place for 40,000 
seniors. When Winston retired in 1999, 
his deputy Dorothy took charge, armed 
with 25 years of experience in providing 
senior services, advocacy, and a keen 
understanding of how to stretch a dol- 
lar. 

Dorothy has never missed an oppor- 
tunity to expand services and outreach 
and provide seniors with opportunities 
to improve the quality of life for older 
Americans. During 2012, there were 38 
senior centers serving more than 
370,000 meals to seniors and 700,000 
home-delivered meals in 17 counties. 
Today there are services to support 
caregivers, respite relief, transpor- 
tation, housekeeping, legal outreach, 
and even services to help seniors file 
income taxes. 

In 2005, Medicare added prescription 
drug coverage, creating an on-line or- 
dering process and regulations seniors 
had never experienced. Dorothy imme- 
diately saw the need to educate seniors 
so they could take advantage of this 
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service to acquire vital medicines. Self 
taught and without additional funding, 
she led the staff at the Southwest Mis- 
souri Office on Aging to become the 
best resource for Medicare part D infor- 
mation anywhere. Working with my 
congressional office, Dorothy led her 
new experts on Part D into seminars 
and signup clinics in every county of 
Southwest Missouri. Every year since 
then, they have remained the premiere 
source of part D expertise. 

I have worked with Dorothy Knowles 
and know the commitment, dedication, 
and joy she takes in serving our senior 
population. I doubt her retirement will 
be the end of her enthusiastic advocacy 
for Southwest Missouri seniors. She 
will still weigh in on elder abuse laws 
and senior wellness funding and will 
still instill that unrelenting zeal she 
has to champion senior causes in her 
150 member staff and colleagues. I wish 
her, and the agency she helped craft 
into a bastion of senior advocacy, the 
best in the decades ahead. Southwest 
Missouri is a better place for seniors to 
live thanks to Dorothy Knowles and 
her four decades of service at the 
Southwest Missouri Office on Aging.e 


EE 
REMEMBERING BILL EADINGTON 


e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor the life of a world re- 
nowned gaming authority and pro- 
fessor at the University of Nevada, 
Reno, UNR, Bill Eadington, whose 
passing on February 11, 2013, has 
brought great sadness to the Silver 
State. After 18 months, Mr. Eadington 
lost a courageous battle with cancer. 
My thoughts and prayers are with his 
family and friends during this difficult 
time. 

Bill Eadington joined the faculty at 
UNR as an economist in 1969. He is the 
author of several books on the social 
and economic impacts of gambling and 
was a world-renowned authority on 
gaming issues. Mr. Eadington founded 
the Institute for the Study of Gam- 
bling and Commercial Gaming at UNR 
and served as its director since 1989. 
Outside of the classroom, he has served 
as a resource for governments and pri- 
vate sector organizations worldwide on 
gaming laws, casino operations, regula- 
tion, and public policy. 

In 2011, Bill Eadington was given the 
honor of being inducted into the Amer- 
ican Gaming Association Hall of Fame 
and was honored with a Special 
Achievement Award for Gaming Edu- 
cation. Mr. Eadington was a board 
member on the National Council on 
Problem Gambling for 30 years, and in 
2012 the board presented him with the 
Goldman Lifetime Award for Advocacy. 

Gaming is a uniquely important in- 
dustry in Nevada, and Mr. Eadington’s 
academic contributions and expertise 
in this field have been invaluable to 
the State of Nevada and to UNR. Cou- 
pled with the tourism industry, it is 
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our economic backbone, supporting 
hundreds of thousands of jobs. I have 
been proud to support policies to keep 
Nevada’s gaming industry and econ- 
omy growing and prosperous and thank 
Mr. Eadington for all his work on an 
issue vitally important to our State. 
Today, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in celebrating the life of this honorable 
Nevadan.e 


ES 


REMEMBERING FABIAN CHAVEZ, 
JR. 


e Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
President, on Sunday, January 20, my 
State lost a great leader and a great 
friend. It is my privilege to pay tribute 
today to Fabian Chavez, Jr. He was 
blessed with a long life, 88 years old 
when he passed away. More important 
though was the impact of his years, the 
impact of his remarkable life. Fabian 
Chavez, Jr., made a difference in the 
lives of so many people in New Mexico. 

Fabian was a formidable, and very 
colorful, figure in the history of New 
Mexico politics. His story was one of 
triumph and of defeat, and of an un- 
wavering determination to serve. He 
will be long remembered as an advo- 
cate for justice, for the disadvantaged, 
and for ethical government. He was 
also instrumental in passing legisla- 
tion to establish the University of New 
Mexico School of Medicine, which has 
done so much for improving health 
care in our State. 

Fabian Chavez, Jr., was born on Au- 
gust 31, 1924. His father was a car- 
penter, and moved the family from 
Wagon Mound to Santa Fe, where Fa- 
bian was born and would live most of 
his 88 years. Early on, the New Mexico 
Capitol would dominate his life. And he 
would dominate it in return. 

His father worked as the building su- 
perintendent at the old capitol build- 
ing. As a young boy, trying to earn 
pocket money during the Great Depres- 
sion, Fabian could be found there shin- 
ing shoes. He later told his biographer 
that while other kids were playing 
marbles, he was watching legislators at 
work, following their every move. He 
observed, “I had it all memorized years 
before I was even elected to my first 
term in the house.”’ 

Fabian was an independent spirit. 
Even as a youngster, he charted his 
own course, sometimes perhaps to his 
parents’ dismay. The story is told of 
his hitchhiking to California at age 12. 
He joined the Army at age 16, deter- 
mined to see battle during World War 
II. He fought at Normandy and the Bat- 
tle of the Bulge. 

At the age of 25, Fabian met Coral 
Jeanne, the love of his life. Fabian and 
Coral Jeanne were married in 1954. Of 
his beloved wife, Fabian once said, “I 
started dancing with Coral Jeanne in 
1949, and we’ve been dancing ever 
since.” She would be his unfailing sup- 
port through the victories and defeats 
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to come, until she died in his arms over 
a half century later. 

Most of us, in public life or out, are 
shaped by our wins and our losses. This 
was certainly true in Fabian’s long ca- 
reer. He first ran for elective office in 
1948, at the age of 24, for a seat in the 
New Mexico House. He came in second 
in the primary. He was undeterred, as 
he would show time and again. He was 
elected 2 years later. He ran unsuccess- 
fully for the New Mexico Senate in 
1952, but was elected in 1956. And with- 
in a few years, at age 37, he became the 
youngest Senate majority leader in the 
history of our State. In 1968, Fabian 
was the Democratic candidate for Gov- 
ernor, and lost by less than 3,000 votes. 
He later served as Assistant Secretary 
of Commerce under President Jimmy 
Carter. 

The title of David Roybal’s biography 
of Fabian Chavez, Jr., “Taking on Gi- 
ants,” is telling. Fabian was a re- 
former, and a tenacious one. He fought 
to change the old justice of the peace 
system in New Mexico, fought to estab- 
lish a Judicial Standards Commission, 
fought powerful insurance and liquor 
industries, fought early on, and coura- 
geously, for civil rights. Whatever the 
opposition, he stayed the course. Elec- 
tions would come and go. Some he 
would win. Some he would lose. But he 
stayed true to his commitment to the 
people of New Mexico. 

My dad once said that there are two 
stories of our lives. One is the person 
you wanted to be. The other is the per- 
son you are. While none of us gets that 
exactly right, I would suspect that Fa- 
bian came pretty close. He held true to 
his principles. He fought for what he 
believed was right. He leaves behind a 
legacy of accomplishment and integ- 
rity, a legacy that his family, and our 
State, can take great pride in. 

Jill and I extend our sincere condo- 
lences to Christine and to all the 
Chavez family. Fabian Chavez, Jr., was 
a true son of New Mexico, and he did 
all of us proud.e 


Í 
TRIBUTE TO ELIZABETH AND ROY 
PERATROVICH 
e Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, 


there are few names in Alaska’s his- 
tory that exemplify progress and time- 
less impact more than Elizabeth 
Peratrovich. She is remembered as one 
of the greatest civil rights activists 
and female leaders Alaska has ever 
seen. Elizabeth and her husband Roy 
are to the Native peoples of Alaska 
what Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., and 
Rosa Parks are to African Americans. 
Everybody knows about Dr. Martin Lu- 
ther King, Jr. and Rosa Parks, but 
hardly anyone outside the State of 
Alaska knows about Roy and Elizabeth 
Peratrovich. Today, I wish to again 
share the Peratrovich legacy with the 
Senate because February 16, 2013, the 
State of Alaska will observe Elizabeth 
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Peratrovich Day for the 24th time. Ac- 
tivities to celebrate the legacy of Eliz- 
abeth and Roy Peratrovich are taking 
place in schools and cultural centers 
throughout Alaska this week. The 
Alaska State Museum in Juneau is al- 
ready honoring this remarkable woman 
in an exhibit entitled “Alaskan. Na- 
tive. Woman. Activist,” which will run 
until March 16, 2013. 

In addition to the annual observance 
of Elizabeth Peratrovich Day, the 
State of Alaska has acknowledged Eliz- 
abeth’s contribution to history by des- 
ignating one of the public galleries in 
the Alaska House of Representatives as 
the Elizabeth Peratrovich Gallery. 

Elizabeth, a member of the 
Lukaaxadi clan, in the Raven moiety 
of the Tlingit tribe, was born in Peters- 
burg in 1911. After attending college 
she married Roy Peratrovich, a Tlingit 
from Klawock, Alaska, and the couple 
had three beautiful children. In 1941 
the young family moved to Juneau, ex- 
cited by the new opportunities the 
move would present. When the family 
found the perfect house, they were not 
allowed to buy it because they were 
Native. They could not enter the stores 
or restaurants they wanted. Outside 
some of these establishments, there 
were signs that read ‘‘No Natives Al- 
lowed.” History has also recorded a 
sign that read ‘‘No Dogs or Indians al- 
lowed.” 

On December 30, 1941, following the 
invasion of Pearl Harbor, Elizabeth and 
Roy wrote to Alaska’s Territorial Gov- 
ernor: 

In the present emergency our Native boys 
are being called upon to defend our beloved 
country. There are no distinctions being 
made there. Yet when we patronized business 
establishments we are told in most cases 
that Natives are not allowed. 

The proprietor of one business, an inn, does 
not seem to realize that our Native boys are 
just as willing to lay down their lives to pro- 
tect the freedom he enjoys. Instead he shows 
his appreciation by having a ‘‘No Natives Al- 
lowed” sign on his door. 

In that letter Elizabeth and Roy also 
noted: 

We were shocked when the Jews were dis- 
criminated against in Germany. Stories were 
told of public places having signs ‘‘No Jews 
Allowed.” All freedom loving people were 
horrified at what was being practiced in our 
own country. 

In 1948, the Alaska Legislature, at 
the behest of Roy and Elizabeth, con- 
sidered an antidiscrimination law. It 
was defeated, but Roy and Elizabeth 
were not. Two years later, in 1945, the 
antidiscrimination measure was 
brought back before the Alaska Terri- 
torial Legislature. It passed the lower 
house, but was met with stiff opposi- 
tion in the Territorial Senate. 

One by one, Senators took to the 
floor to debate the closely contested 
legislation. One Senator argued that 
“the races should be kept further 
apart.” This Senator went on to rhe- 
torically question, ‘‘Who are these peo- 
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ple, barely out of savagery, who want 
to associate with us whites with 5,000 
years of recorded civilization behind 
us?” 

Elizabeth Peratrovich was observing 
the debate from the gallery. As a cit- 
izen, she asked to be heard and in ac- 
cordance with the custom of the day, 
was recognized to express her views. 

In a quiet, dignified and steady voice 
this “fighter with velvet gloves” re- 
sponded, “I would not have expected 
that I, who am barely out of savagery, 
would have to remind gentlemen with 
5,000 years of recorded history behind 
them of our Bill of Rights.” 

She was then asked by a Senator if 
she thought the proposed bill would 
eliminate discrimination. Elizabeth 
queried in rebuttal, “Do your laws 
against larceny and even murder pre- 
vent these crimes? No law will elimi- 
nate crimes but at least you as legisla- 
tors can assert to the world that you 
recognize the evil of the present situa- 
tion and speak your intent to help us 
overcome discrimination.” 

When she finished her speech the 
room burst into thunderous applause. 
The territorial Senate passed the bill 
by a vote of 11 to 5. On February 16, 
1945, before Alaska gained statehood, 
and before Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. 
stood on the steps of the Lincoln Me- 
morial and spoke of his dream for 
equality, Alaskans passed an anti- 
discrimination bill that provided for 
full and equal enjoyment of public ac- 
commodations for all Alaskans. 

That night, Roy and Elizabeth cele- 
brated. The two went dancing at the 
Baranof Hotel, one of Juneau’s finest. 
They danced among people they didn’t 
know, in a place where, the day before, 
they were unwelcome. 

There is an important lesson to be 
learned from the battles of Elizabeth 
and Roy Peratrovich. Even in defeat, 
they knew that change would come 
from their participation in our polit- 
ical system. They were not discouraged 
by their defeat in 1943. They came back 
fighting stronger than ever and en- 
joyed the victory 2 years later. 

Elizabeth would not live to see the 
United States adopt the same law she 
brought to Alaska in 1945. She passed 
away in 1958, at the age of 47, 6 years 
before civil rights legislation would 
pass nationally. 

Roy Peratrovich saw that event. He 
passed away in 1989 at age 81. He died 9 
days before the first Elizabeth 
Peratrovich Day was observed in the 
State of Alaska. But the Peratrovich 
legacy and family live on. This past 
summer I had the opportunity to wel- 
come Nathan Peratrovich, great-grand- 
nephew of Roy and Elizabeth, to Wash- 
ington DC. I was awestruck at the 
magnitude of his visit. Here was a 
young man who never knew the dis- 
crimination his ancestors knew. He 
was never told he could not enter a 
store because of his race. He was never 
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denied access to a school because of 
who his parents were. AS we looked 
down on the Senate floor from the Sen- 
ate gallery, I encouraged Nathan by 
stating that one day he could represent 
Alaska in the United States Senate. 
Nathan grew up with all the rights and 
liberties every young boy should have. 
All of this was possible because of his 
family. Seeing his face and knowing 
what a significant impact his family 
had on his current wellbeing struck me 
with a sense of appreciation. It is with 
that appreciation I honor Elizabeth 
and Roy Peratrovich today.e 


--—— 


VERMONT ESSAY FINALISTS 


e Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I sub- 
mit to the record these essays written 
by Vermont High School students as 
part of the Third Annual ‘‘What is the 
State of the Union?” Essay contest 
conducted by my office. These 13 final- 
ists were selected from over 300 entries. 
RILEY FORBES, MT. ABRAHAM UNION HIGH 
SCHOOL (FINALIST) 

The most important issue for the govern- 
ment to solve today is human rights. 

Everybody deserves equal opportunities in 
life. The State and Federal Government 
should help to make sure that everyone is 
free from torture, has the right to adequate 
food, clothing and housing, and has the right 
to health care. The most significant issue for 
the government to solve today is human 
rights. 

Human rights are the basic rights that ev- 
eryone who is human has. Human rights are 
important for everyone in the world to have. 
An important right is the right to have basic 
items, adequate clothing, food and housing. 
The United Nations has a right that gives ev- 
eryone the basic items that they need, 
(clothing, food and housing). Whereas the 
United States does not have a right giving 
everyone basic supplies that is needed to 
live. “A man in India without access to clean 
water dies of a treatable disease” (Pinheiro). 
Everyone deserves adequate clothing, food, 
water and housing, but the problem is that 
these things are limited. There are homeless 
shelters and water, but there may not be 
enough for everyone. The Government 
should try to help provide people with the 
basic needs that are needed to survive. 

The government should act to protect all 
people from torture. The United Nations and 
the United States believe that people should 
have the right to be safe from torture. A 
guard watches as a man is assaulted by an 
inmate in a jail Texas (Pinheiro). This man 
gets assaulted and the guard does nothing. 
The guard is watching; he should help to pro- 
tect the people and not let them suffer even 
though they are in jail. The Government 
should pay attention and try to help people 
feel free and safe from torture. 

In order for everyone to get a long life, 
people need to have their basic needs. The 
United Nations and the United States do not 
have any kind of right that says that every- 
one should have healthcare or be able to 
have health care. Obamacare will allow more 
people health insurance that they can afford 
(Marston). People who couldn’t afford health 
care before now have a health care that is 
more affordable. The Government is helping 
to provide people the access to an affordable 
health insurance. 

The Government should help to support 
the people and their rights. 
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DAMON FULCHER, SOUTH ROYALTON HIGH 
SCHOOL (FINALIST) 

The state of the Union is the most difficult 
to decipher in years. We, as a nation, are 
stuck in a time where the war in Afghani- 
stan is dwindling, and we’re trying to climb 
out of an abysmal fiscal pit. In a nation that 
has made its name for moving forward, con- 
troversies over human rights like the right 
to marry and the right to have an abortion 
are still as prevalent as ever. However, all is 
not lost, and this great nation will continue 
to forge on, despite these setbacks. 

The land of the free still does not grant 
rights to every group of people. Gay mar- 
riage is one of the most hotly debated sub- 
jects in our country right now. Even though 
our Constitution states that all men are cre- 
ated equal, we as a nation do not always 
abide by this principle. Half of the American 
population is brushing a group of people 
under the rug, just because they have a dif- 
ferent sexual orientation than themselves. 
The most recent example of this is North 
Carolina amending its state constitution to 
say that same-sex couples do not have the 
right to marry. This act takes the issue to a 
whole new level past legality. However, not 
all is bad. Several more states have begun 
adding to the pool where same-sex couples 
have the right to marry. The United States’ 
highest court is taking on a case concerning 
a California proposition to ban gay marriage. 
This case will decide the fate of the issue in 
the years to come. Unfortunately, the most 
serious issue our country faces is not even 
marriage equality. 

The most pressing issue currently is the 
economy. The great debate is whose taxes 
should be cut and whose taxes should be 
raised. The nation is greatly divided along 
partisan lines in this respect. These opinions 
are exemplified by our current President 
Barack Obama and our Speaker of the House 
John Boehner. One believes that taxes 
should be raised on the wealthy and cut on 
the middle class and the other, vice versa. 
This is the nation’s problem. We simply need 
to get over which party we are a part of and 
work toward a common goal. There is guar- 
anteed success if all of Congress works to- 
gether to move forward. 

The current state of the Union is complex, 
containing many positives and negatives. 
With the idea in mind that working together 
is necessary for the betterment of this na- 
tion, the President and Congress will move 
forward and fix the dilemmas that this coun- 
try faces. 


BENJAMIN GILBERT, MILTON HIGH SCHOOL 
(FINALIST) 

This country faces one of the most impor- 
tant stages of change and development it has 
ever seen. The decisions we make as a nation 
in the next few years will shape not only the 
future of our own lives, but the lives of every 
citizen of this world. We won’t be able to do 
this unless we come together. We are hu- 
mans. It is in our nature to disagree. We are 
a democracy. It is a democracy’s nature to 
disagree. Disagreement is a sign of a thriving 
democracy. It is also in our nature to solve 
problems, to be civil, to be fair, and to pro- 
vide for a better tomorrow. 

In the coming years, we need more doctors 
and researchers, to finally find a cure for 
cancer. We need more books to inspire. We 
need more businesspeople to meet to the new 
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age markets. We need teachers, and lawyers. 
We need successful young people to inherit 
this country. However, this will not be pos- 
sible with the rising costs of higher edu- 
cation. The cost of sending a child to college 
is the highest it has ever been. If we as a 
country decide not to act, we cannot hope to 
make a better tomorrow for ourselves or for 
our children. In a state of economic turmoil, 
cuts have to be made. The military has been 
allowed to spend almost without limit. The 
funds that will keep Americans safe and sol- 
diers well equipped should not be touched, 
but the endless spending must stop. Any- 
thing that is not absolutely vital and nec- 
essary for the safety, protection, and justice 
of the American people ought to be reevalu- 
ated. 

Since its foundation, America has been the 
birthplace for equality. From George Wash- 
ington fighting against the oppression of a 
monarchy, to Martin Luther King working 
towards a more civil existence, to Alice Paul 
screaming for the right to vote. Each step 
has helped open the door to equality. Each 
day we are tested, and each day we must an- 
swer history’s call to change. Gay men and 
women have been quieted for centuries. But 
their time is here. No federal ban on love 
will stop the dawn of equality that is break- 
ing upon this nation. This is not about Re- 
publicans or Democrats, religions, or poli- 
tics, but about American people who love 
and cherish one another. 

We have a broken system. Today, it is far 
too difficult to receive mental healthcare. It 
is easier to get your hands on an assault 
weapon than visit a doctor. We have seen in 
the past decade that this inequality leads to 
a tragic and horrific reality. Assault weap- 
ons are made for the military, and should be 
reserved exclusively for that purpose. Most 
importantly, those in need of mental 
healthcare should have access to it. We must 
forget about the politics and money, and 
focus on the lives of Americans who are in 
danger every day. 

I have high hopes for the future of this 
country. We are all different. We are often 
very divided. However, we are strongest 
when we stand together. 


LIAM HAYES, VERGENNES UNION HIGH 
(FINALIST) 

Today our country is facing many prob- 
lems that require the attention of not only 
the leaders in Washington, but the American 
people as well. As a teenager I believe the 
two most important issues are unemploy- 
ment and our education system. I know that 
these issues are affecting our country, main- 
ly in its overall growth. 

First, I feel that our unemployment rate is 
quite unacceptable. However, in the past 
year it has been lowering slowly by the 
month. Although it may seem like a sub- 
stantial amount, the area of the nation I live 
in continues to struggle to find jobs for stu- 
dents graduating college and for people re- 
training to new careers. I believe to continue 
this progress over the coming years America 
needs to look at the national picture of what 
jobs are there, what new jobs could serve a 
need for products and industry and what 
skills these new industries will require 
Americans to have. 

Lastly, I think that when it comes to edu- 
cation in this great nation, the statistics and 
rankings don’t lie. In math, science, and 
writing, the US is in the lower half when 
compared to other nations. If you look at 
statistics, compared to others, we are a more 
developed country. I am sure there are many 
things that we can do as a country to climb 
higher in the tables. I truly think that if 
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there wasn’t a long summer break, and there 
were one or two week breaks frequently 
throughout the course of the year to take 
place of the large summer break. I think this 
would help because the long summer break 
leaves ridiculous amounts of time to forget 
everything you have learned in the school 
year. I also think that Americans have re- 
quirements for a second spoken language and 
to promote challenging classes throughout 
our schooling experience. If education is 
truly the key to our future, it needs to give 
us not only the basics, but the skills to prob- 
lem solve, create and be the architects of 
America’s new future. 


CHRISTIE KERSHAW, SOUTH BURLINGTON HIGH 
SCHOOL (FINALIST) 


I believe our nation has shown much im- 
provement over the past year. Job growth 
rates have been increasing and businesses 
have been getting back on their feet after an 
economic low point. Even with these devel- 
opments, there are many more aspects that 
need to be addressed and improved. I believe 
that as a country, the biggest issues we 
should be focusing on are improving the 
state of our environment and making college 
more affordable for students. 

In my opinion, our government isn’t tak- 
ing the issue of global climate change as se- 
riously as it should be. We are no longer able 
to turn our backs on this difficult issue be- 
cause we are already starting to see signs of 
its negative impacts on us. With major 
droughts this summer in the Midwest and 
powerful storms like Super storm Sandy, it’s 
clear to see that our climate is becoming 
more unpredictable and deadly, and the root 
cause of this is from climate change. There 
haven’t been enough major moves put into 
effect by our government to combat this 
issue and I believe that both political parties 
should work closer together to come to an 
agreement on how do this. There should be 
tighter regulations on the amount of green- 
house gases factories can emit, higher miles 
per gallon standards for new cars, and more 
money put into the development of renew- 
able energy sources. 

In order to make advancements in the field 
of green energy to slow down climate 
change, there must be scientists who are 
able to do the work. But we may soon be see- 
ing a decrease in the number of these people 
because increasing costs for post-secondary 
education make it difficult for those who 
want to pursue a career in the sciences, or 
any other field, to do so. In order to ensure 
that our country will have enough highly 
educated citizens to help bring our nation 
closer to solving our energy crisis, we need 
to make college more affordable for every- 
one. Universities must lower their tuition 
costs and have more scholarships and grants 
for a wide range of students. If our govern- 
ment made loans easier to get with lower in- 
terest rates, this would also help remedy this 
problem. This particular issue is especially 
important to me because, as I start my col- 
lege career in less than a year, I will be 
spending a lot of time worrying about how I 
will be able to pay for my education. Many 
other students feel the same way as me and 
some may have to postpone their plans for 
higher education. A decrease in college-edu- 
cated citizens is not what our country needs 
right now. 

These two issues of climate change and 
post-secondary education affordability are to 
me the most important on the list of many 
our country is facing. If both political par- 
ties work together, they will be able to re- 
solve these issues in the near future. 
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SONIA LOWEN, CHAMPLAIN VALLEY UNION 
HIGH SCHOOL (FINALIST) 


The United States of America is the most 
powerful nation in the entire world but it’s 
currently facing severe issues. The financial 
crash of 2008 resulted in the most disastrous 
economy since the 1930’s Great Recession. 
Climate change is creating extreme weather 
disasters and destroying nature. Not to men- 
tion that there is more income inequality in 
present day than ever before. These are only 
a select few because the list of issues goes 
on. The good news is that solutions are ac- 
cessible but the bad news is that as long as 
corporate lobbyists continue to corrupt leg- 
islators, they will never be reached. The 
United States Congress needs to stop allow- 
ing corporate corruption. 

The American economy is beginning to 
show signs of recovery but it still has a long 
way to go. Millions are out of a job and the 
government has a $16 trillion debt hovering 
over their heads. The end of this recession is 
not going to come fast, but there are provi- 
sions that will begin to facilitate it, such as 
raising taxes not only on the rich but on the 
corporations as well. This will cause more of 
their money to go towards helping the gov- 
ernment rather than manipulating it. 

America is not the only place being af- 
fected by climate change but that does not, 
in any way, constitute sitting back and hop- 
ing someone else will fix it. The United 
States makes up 2% of the world’s popu- 
lation yet they use 25% of the world’s re- 
sources. The environment’s safety is depend- 
ent on Congress to create new laws that will 
further regulate manufacturers to reduce 
harmful emissions. America’s economy and 
climate would prosper greatly if they in- 
vested time and money into green energy. 
Unfortunately, automobile and other cor- 
porate lobbyists refuse to let that happen be- 
cause they can make more money manufac- 
turing oil-powered products. 

Corporate lobbying has corrupted what the 
Constitution deems as the most powerful 
branch of government. Much of the legisla- 
tion that is passed is beneficial to industries, 
whereas much of the legislation that would 
be beneficial to the general population is re- 
jected. The corporations have gained this 
unhealthy amount of power by guaranteeing 
members of Congress a future job in the pri- 
vate sector in exchange for legislation that 
will favor whichever industry and/or corpora- 
tion they represent. It is a gross injustice of 
congressional power. 

The United States of America is at a fork 
in the road: they can either choose to take a 
step in the right direction and work for the 
interests of the people, or they can take a 
leap in the wrong direction and work in the 
interests of corporations. The country’s fu- 
ture prosperity will be a result of that deci- 
sion. It is crucial that the government abol- 
ishes corporate lobbying and strives to serve 
the people this nation was built for. This will 
not be easy, but it is critical in the process 
of rebuilding America. 


ALEXANDRA MCFARLAND, WOODSTOCK UNION 
HIGH SCHOOL (FINALIST) 


As we have seen throughout our country 
over the past few years, climate change is 
greatly affecting weather patterns. In 2011 
Vermont was hit by Hurricane Irene which 
devastated much of the state and resulted in 
destroyed roads and homeless families. In 
2012 Hurricane Sandy came ashore in New 
Jersey and New York changing even more of 
our fellow Americans’ lives with massive de- 
struction. Last year snowfall here in the 
Green Mountains was nearly half of the an- 
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nual average. This year we have already seen 
two major snowstorms and snow levels are 
already approaching and surpassing the total 
snowfall of last year. We have to be con- 
cerned with these extreme weather changes. 
Weird weather may now be normal weather 
and scientists predict such patterns only 
worsening in the future unless we take ac- 
tion. 

Climate change is a great problem that the 
United States, although on the surface has 
attempted to tackle, needs to face head on. 
We need to once again be world leaders. Our 
first step is to launch a nationwide cam- 
paign, as there remains a huge portion of the 
population who still believe climate change 
is simply a myth, to help folks understand 
the complex science. Second, our nation 
needs to support scientific research and pub- 
licize new discoveries that could help to bet- 
ter our understanding of the climate change 
crisis as well as create and implement new 
green technologies to combat it. We need to 
establish a national plan to reduce our en- 
ergy use. 

The 350 Initiative, started by environ- 
mental activist Bill McKibben, is a great 
goal for our nation to strive toward. Through 
awareness and education programs that will 
lead us to conserve as well as the develop- 
ment of new and innovative green tech- 
nologies, we will reduce atmospheric carbon 
levels to a more sustainable level of 350 parts 
per million by the year 2050. Scientists have 
shown that 350 is a safe upper limit for the 
amount of carbon in the atmosphere. The 350 
plan puts a solid number that we can strive 
to achieve on a concept that so often feels 
much too great to tackle. 

As one of the largest economies and one of 
the largest consumers of fossil fuels, we 
should be a leader in changing the way peo- 
ple around the globe think about our cli- 
mate. It’s not simply here for us to use at 
will. It’s here for us to take care of and pre- 
serve for generations to come. These are 
feats that our country has the resources, the 
will power and the ingenuity to tackle. 

We will not sit back and watch as extreme 
weather washes over our great nation. AS we 
have in the past, we will face our worst prob- 
lems and we will overcome them. 


RACHEL MOORE, SOUTH ROYALTON MIDDLE/ 
HIGH SCHOOL (FINALIST) 

My family is like most families in 
Vermont: middle-class citizens. Both my 
parents work to pay taxes and to put meals 
on the table for my two brothers and me. 
Sometimes barely getting by is all we can 
do. Life is not what it used to be. When it is 
time for taxes to be paid for, it is always the 
hardest, but we skim by. Taxes are killers to 
lower and middle class citizens. I think the 
government should address this problem in 
full detail. It is time to be fair and to put the 
money back into the economy. In my opin- 
ion, when the President gives his State of 
the Union speech, he should promise to raise 
taxes for the rich and lower them for the 
poor. 

Lower-class citizens pay taxes like every- 
one else. The difference between them and 
higher classes is their income. Lower-class 
citizens do not receive a lot of income. 
Therefore they have a harder time sup- 
porting their families. There is a reason why 
so many people are losing their homes. And 
most of those people are lower-class citizens. 
When the President makes his State of the 
Union address, he, in my opinion, should 
promise to raise taxes on the rich and lower 
them for the poor. It is not fair that lower- 
class people work twice as hard to keep their 
home, and to pay for food, when higher-class 
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citizens do not have to work as hard and 
they do not need to worry. Lower-class citi- 
zens are not the only ones who suffer from 
taxes. 

Middle-class citizens also suffer from 
taxes. They have to work harder to support 
their families than the higher-class. Being a 
part of the middle-class group, I have experi- 
enced the effects taxes have on our lives. 
Sometimes skimming by is all my family is 
capable of doing. I have sat at the table 
watching my mom write out and pay all her 
bills. I frequently wish that I were rich, so I 
could support all my family members and to 
get them to a better state. But wishing has 
not done much for me, so I gave up. But now 
I have turned my head to the President and 
his colleagues. Maybe my plea can be heard 
by them, to lower taxes on the poor and raise 
it on the rich. I want to live an American 
dream, not just dream it. The more you raise 
taxes on the lower-class, which is the major- 
ity of Americans, the less money will go 
back into the economy. Tax the people who 
can spare an extra dollar, not the people who 
depend on that dollar for a meal. 

In my opinion, taxes should be raised on 
the rich and lowered for the poor. Lower and 
middle classes have a hard time supporting 
their families because of taxes. What about 
that American dream people talk so much 
about? How will future generations be able 
to live that dream if they cannot even buy a 
house? It is time to do something, so, in my 
opinion, when the President makes his State 
of the Union address he should promise to 
lower taxes on the poor and raise them to 
the rich. 

DERRYK O’GRADY, MILTON HIGH SCHOOL 
(FINALIST) 

My fellow Americans, we need to remem- 
ber the tragic events that occurred in New- 
town, Connecticut, change in gun control 
laws must happen. Unfortunate events like 
this can separate weak countries and divide 
them, but we are different. A tragic incident 
like this makes us more aware and stronger. 
As we move forward, we will use this as a 
learning experience to make this country 
safer by decreasing the ability to own a gun. 

In addition to gun control, the following 
are other major topics of concern. First, we 
are in major national debt. Second, unem- 
ployment rates are reaching an unbearable 
high. Third we need to use more green en- 
ergy and save more of the world’s oil. Lastly, 
the cost of the education is incredibly high 
and still increasing. We must find solutions 
to these issues and I believe I can do it. 

We need to better our international rela- 
tionships. We need to stop involving our- 
selves in wars. Wars are a heavy burden, and 
over the past twelve years, we spent $3.7 tril- 
lion and by the end, possibly $4.4 trillion. 
This money does not need to be spent. We 
need to take care of our own business, im- 
pose higher taxes on the wealthy, and save 
money from wars. 

More jobs need to be created for our coun- 
try. The national unemployment rate is 
around 7.7%, and in 2010, we reached 9.8%. A 
steady decline has to continue to happen. 
The more people in this country working, 
the more revenue we can bring. This will 
help chip away at the debt because the more 
people working making money, the more 
money they can spend. This series of work- 
ing, making money, and putting it back into 
the economy is what we need to create a sur- 
plus. 

America’s oil dependency is on a slight de- 
crease since president Obama took office. We 
have limited the use of other countries oil by 
depending more on ourselves and this saves 
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money. We need to find more ways of using 
renewable energy such as wind power, solar 
power, and hydro power: fossil fuel is not ev- 
erlasting, while renewable energy is. 

We tell high school students that they 
need to go to college to reach success, but 
then we throw them in debt. The prices for 
college are astronomically high and continue 
to increase. The average price for an in-state 
student is $22,000 a year. How many students 
can afford to spend $88,000? The answer is 
easy: not many. We need to find a standard 
price range for colleges to work with. 

AS we grow as a nation, I promise we will 
find answers. Our nation can overcome any 
challenge. Nothing brings this country down. 
We will keep fighting these battles until we 
have reached our goals. Thank you, and may 
God bless you all. 


SALEBAN OLOW, WINOOSKI HIGH SCHOOL 
(FINALIST) 

Dear President Obama, Senator Sanders, 
and Fellow Americans, From the birth of 
America, to America today, the driving force 
and the heart of America has always been 
the American success story. The United 
States of America is a country of oppor- 
tunity and accomplishment. We believe in 
our country and our government. We believe 
that we will eventually succeed, overcoming 
any obstacles that we face. Our government 
and the entrepreneurs creating jobs made 
our country the best among the world, but 
new issues have appeared from the unem- 
ployment rate to the cost of college tuition 
to gun control. These are what we need to 
address. 

Perhaps the biggest problem we face as a 
nation is the current rate of unemployment. 
According to the ‘‘Department of Numbers,”’ 
during the November of 2012, the unemploy- 
ment rate is down to 7.7 percent of people in 
the United States. This means that over 12 
million Americans are jobless, including my 
mom. Many American families are losing 
their jobs because companies obtain their 
jobs. Companies and wealthy people are get- 
ting richer and those from the middle class 
and poverty levels are falling toward and 
below the poverty line. This is particularly 
true given the fact that the dollar is not 
worth what it was in the past. As a result, 
inflation is boosting up the price of all goods 
and services. As unemployment has been ris- 
ing, the cost of education is increasing. 
Today, American colleges have imposed an 
extraordinary increase in tuition. Addition- 
ally, there are also issues such as gay rights, 
Social Security, illegal immigration and the 
War on Terror. 

In spite of these factors, many students in 
the United States look for higher education 
after high school. They want to go to college 
and have a good career. If the government’s 
influence results in increasing college costs, 
then students like “ME” will not be able to 
afford college. The average family cannot 
fully support their child’s tuition costs. Our 
parents’ incomes are spent paying for college 
debt. While many college graduates remain 
jobless, they still must face debts of more 
than 90K dollars. For our newly hatching 
generation, I believe that college tuition 
should be cheaper for everyone no matter 
what economic level the family is. 

Regarding another critical issue, each year 
thousands of Americans lose their lives 
through gun related problems. Guns are de- 
signed to kill people easily and many lives 
are lost each year because the United States 
doesn’t have strict gun control laws. The 
deadly massacre shooting at a Connecticut 
elementary school was heartbreaking. The 
outcome of this tragedy resulted in the 
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deaths of 20 children and 6 adults, a painful 
scenario. Beautiful little kids between the 
ages of 4 and 9 years were slaughtered. It is 
my strong opinion that the government 
should pass a gun law that would reduce gun 
problems. President Obama and fellow law- 
makers, I feel you need to be creative and 
figure out a better way to ensure young kids’ 
safety. By choosing you, the United States is 
going in the right direction for a better fu- 
ture. 

In conclusion, the challenges that we face 
with unemployment, college tuition and gun 
control are ones that we must currently ad- 
dress. We must make significant changes in 
order to progress. The success of our nation 
must be made by building upon our society. 
As in the past, we can and always will work 
hard and make America and the world a bet- 
ter place. 

God bless the United States of America. 
ROBERT PENNYPACKER, ST. JOHNSBURY 
ACADEMY (FINALIST) 

This year’s Tax Rate for the richest is the 
lowest this Country has ever seen! 

Today’s tax rate means that person mak- 
ing $379,150 pays the same tax as a person 
making seven million dollars. Thirty years 
ago this was different. In 1981 there were 16 
tax brackets. Today there are six. The high- 
est tax bracket for today’s federal income 
tax is 85% for a person making $379,150 or 
more. That means you’re taxing a small 
business owner the same rate as a giant cor- 
poration president like General Electric’s 
Chairman and CEO Jeffrey Immelt who has a 
salary of 3.3 million dollars as of 2011. 

If and when the tax rate increases for the 
rich like many Americans want, it will not 
hurt the economy like the GOP is stating. 
Last September, the Congressional Research 
Service published a report countering Repub- 
lican claims that lowering top tax rates 
would lead, or had led, to higher economic 
growth. ‘“‘Changes over the past 65 years in 
the top marginal rate and the top capital 
gains tax rate do not appear correlated with 
economic growth,” the report concluded. Re- 
publican Minority Leader Mitch McConnell 
responded by having the report suppressed, 
but its findings were incontrovertible. This 
shows that, with the rise in taxes for the 
upper class, it will not affect the economy 
like many Republicans are stating. 

Also, we are at war with the Taliban and 
yet we still have lower taxes than ever be- 
fore. How are we paying to support this war? 
Never before has the United States had lower 
taxes during a war. In 1943, during WWII, the 
tax rate for a person making $2,593,984 (ad- 
justed for inflation) was 88%. In that same 
year a person making $155,000 (adjusted for 
inflation) was 38%. During the Vietnam War, 
in 1966, the tax rate for a person making 
$629,530 (adjusted for inflation) was 70%. 
Also, in that same year, a person making 
$83,104 (adjusted for inflation) was 36%. To- 
day’s tax rate, as of 2011, for a person making 
$379,150 is 85%. A person making 1.1 million 
dollars tax rate pay the same 35%. 

Should a person making $879,150 pay the 
same rate as multi-millionaires? No they 
shouldn’t. Why do we have the lowest taxes 
ever in the United States and yet be in a 
war? The United States should have taxes 
similar to years before. The middle class 
should pay the same rate. The rates for the 
middle class have stayed within the same 
percentage for the last 70 years. Meanwhile 
the upper class has gone from a 90 percent 
tax rate in the 1940’s and 50’s to 70 percent 
from 1960’s through 1981, and 50 percent in 
1982 through 1986. Now they have a 35 percent 
tax rate which is the same as a middle class 
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citizen. The United States should raise the 
taxes of the rich. 


REBECCA POTTER, BRATTLEBORO UNION HIGH 
SCHOOL (FINALIST) 


Congress is dysfunctional because of pri- 
ority discrepancies. Some in our government 
seem to believe that holds, filibusters, and 
less legal tactics of delay and obstruction 
serve as necessary means to a greater GOP- 
dominated end. Others argue that while dis- 
agreement is key in a true democracy, so is 
compromise. Certain members of the Senate, 
where unanimous consent remains relevant 
in the scheduling and timing of legislation, 
stand by ‘‘holding’’ the Senate’s progress on 
a bill or committee action. Others point out 
that this is 2012, where a hold in Senate ex- 
ists as a euphemism for indefinite or perma- 
nent vetoes, often done in secret. In both 
houses, many forget that the true party 
holding the majority in Congress is the 
white, heterosexual, wealthy men. 

While Congress’ dysfunction directly cor- 
relates with the partisan gridlock we’ve been 
witnessing over the past four years, this has 
more to do with flaws in the system itself 
rather than the puppets within it. Sure, peo- 
ple are selfish and want the connections vot- 
ing a certain way or hiring a specific set of 
hands will bring—but what ingenious eco- 
nomic system provides the impetus for such 
action? Capitalism, at the root of it all, en- 
ables members of Congress and the wealthy 
holding the strings above them to exist as 
money-motivated figures of power. The pri- 
vatization of education, healthcare, and 
human services creates the legislative stand- 
still we’ve got in Congress, which dedicates 
an absurd amount of time to arguing over 
non-issues in a partisan lock. This allows 
legislation that matters often gets nixed in 
committee or shoved through without nec- 
essary debate. 

Capitalist society has created a dysfunc- 
tional Congress, and until we fix the system 
we will keep getting the same results. The 
bandage for this infectious situation is com- 
promise in the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives—impending compromise, I pre- 
dict, what with a certain cliff looming over 
our heads. Antibiotics for a more permanent 
change would mean a re-evaluation of every- 
thing we’ve grown up being told was ‘‘Amer- 
ican”: federalized elections, spending limits 
on campaigns, socialized care for humans 
and our unalienable rights (health, edu- 
cation, safety), and public ownership of the 
land of the free. 

AUSTIN PRICE, MT. ANTHONY UNION HIGH 
SCHOOL (FINALIST) 

My fellow Americans, Our country is 
evolving and changing in ways it has never 
before. We can either adjust or get left in the 
past. America was once the greatest power in 
the world and I believe we can get back to 
that, but we must take hold and lead with 
force. Although we are on the path back, we 
still need to focus on our military, economy, 
and civil rights. 

Our military is the backbone of our success 
as a nation. With over nine hundred military 
bases internationally, we need our military 
to be strong as ever to protect our trading 
partners as well as us. The necessary 
changes that must be made are to increase 
our presence in the countries that are filled 
with enemies of the state and looking to do 
harm to the United States and its citizens. 
We must increase the spending budget for 
the military so that we will maintain our 
internationally renowned army. We as a 
country have the responsibility to not only 
protect our rights, but to protect the civil 
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rights of others who don’t have the ability 
themselves. 

Further, we are in one of the greatest re- 
cessions since the Great Depression; we face 
unprecedented challenges as a nation to get 
back on top. If any country can come out of 
a depression and be even stronger than be- 
fore, it is America, the home of the brave. 
Were the spending in any sector to increase, 
then there would be a huge influx of jobs 
that were created by all that new money. A 
higher tax rate for the wealthiest of Ameri- 
cans will help this nation get out of the 
greatest debt it has ever been in. It is time 
for everyone to pay their fair share. Al- 
though the taxes do need to be increased, in- 
creasing the taxes on small business owners 
will only hurt our economy because they will 
hire fewer workers. 

There is also a great civil rights issue that 
must be addressed in our country. This is the 
marriage of homosexuals. I am proud to say 
that the state I reside in has done what few 
other states are brave enough to do by cre- 
ating civil unions. There are a shocking 
forty-one states that ban same-sex marriage 
compared to only nine that allow it. I am 
asking for an immediate legalization of 
same-sex marriage in all states, similar to 
that of the desegregation laws of the sixties 
and seventies. 

If we as a nation are to be prosperous, we 
must grow and adapt to the world around us. 
In order to reach our goals their will have to 
be sacrifices made by every American. We 
must make changes to the economy, mili- 
tary, and civil rights in order to reach our 
lofty goals and reap the benefits of our hard 
work.e 


ES 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 11:35 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 267. An act to improve hydropower, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 592. An act to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act to clarify that houses of wor- 
ship are eligible for certain disaster relief 
and emergency assistance on terms equal to 
other eligible private nonprofit facilities, 
and for other purposes. 


—— 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bill was read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 267. An act to improve hydropower, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Mr. HARKIN, from the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions, 
with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute: 

H.R. 307. A bill to reauthorize certain pro- 
grams under the Public Health Service Act 
and the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act with respect to public health security 
and all-hazards preparedness and response, 
and for other purposes. 


February 14, 2013 


By Mr. MENENDEZ, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, with an amendment 
and with an amended preamble: 

S. Res. 12. A resolution recognizing the 
third anniversary of the tragic earthquake in 
Haiti on January 12, 2010, honoring those 
who lost their lives in that earthquake, and 
expressing continued solidarity with the peo- 
ple of Haiti. 

By Mr. HARKIN, from the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions, 
without amendment: 

S. 252. A bill to reduce preterm labor and 
delivery and the risk of pregnancy-related 
deaths and complications due to pregnancy, 
and to reduce infant mortality caused by 
prematurity. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, with amendments: 

S. 298. A bill to prevent nuclear prolifera- 
tion in North Korea, and for other purposes. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. LEAHY for the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mark A. Barnett, of Virginia, to be a Judge 
of the United States Court of International 
Trade. 

Claire R. Kelly, of New York, to be a Judge 
of the United States Court of International 
Trade. 

Caitlin Joan Halligan, of New York, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the District 
of Columbia Circuit. 

Patty Shwartz, of New Jersey, to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the Third Circuit. 

Pamela Ki Mai Chen, of New York, to be 
United States District Judge for the Eastern 
District of New York. 

Katherine Polk Failla, of New York, to be 
United States District Judge for the South- 
ern District of New York. 

Andrew Patrick Gordon, of Nevada, to be 
United States District Judge for the District 
of Nevada. 

Ketanji Brown Jackson, of Maryland, to be 
nited States District Judge for the District 
f Columbia. 

Raymond P. Moore, of Colorado, to be 
United States District Judge for the District 
of Colorado. 

Troy L. Nunley, of California, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern Dis- 
trict of California. 

Beverly Reid O’Connell, of California, to be 
United States District Judge for the Central 
District of California. 

Analisa Torres, of New York, to be United 
States District Judge for the Southern Dis- 
trict of New York. 

Derrick Kahala Watson, of Hawaii, to be 
United States District Judge for the District 
of Hawaii. 


(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda- 
tion that they be confirmed.) 


Ee 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 

S. 324. A bill to amend part B of the title 

XVIII of the Social Security Act to apply 


od 
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deemed enrollment to residents of Puerto 
Rico and to provide a special enrollment pe- 
riod and a reduction in the late enrollment 
penalties for certain residents of Puerto 
Rico; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
HELLER, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. BAUCUS, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BEGICH, and 
Mr. ROCKEFELLER): 

S. 325. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to increase the maximum age 
for children eligible for medical care under 
the CHAMPVA program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Ms. MUR- 
KOWSKI, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. BEGICH, 
and Mr. MANCHIN): 

S. 326. A bill to reauthorize 21st century 
community learning centers, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. HATCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. JOHN- 
SON of South Dakota, Mr. THUNE, and 
Mr. UDALL of Colorado): 

S. 327. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Agriculture and the Secretary of the Interior 
to enter into cooperative agreements with 
State foresters authorizing State foresters to 
provide certain forest, rangeland, and water- 
shed restoration and protection services; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. UDALL 
of New Mexico, and Mr. BENNET): 

S. 328. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to allow certain critical 
access hospitals and sole community hos- 
pitals to use interactive telecommunications 
systems to satisfy requirements with respect 
to having a physician available to stabilize 
an individual with an emergency medical 
condition under the Medicare program; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. SANDERS: 

S. 329. A bill to eliminate certain fuel sub- 
sidies and to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to extend certain energy tax in- 
centives; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mr. 
COBURN, Ms. BALDWIN, and Mr. PAUL): 

S. 330. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to establish safeguards and 
standards of quality for research and trans- 
plantation of organs infected with human 
immunodeficiency virus (HIV); to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr. 
PORTMAN): 

S. 331. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a special resource 
study to determine the suitability and feasi- 
bility of designating the Colonel Charles 
Young Home in Xenia, Ohio, as a unit of the 
National Park System, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. SANDERS (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER): 

S. 332. A bill to address climate disrup- 
tions, reduce carbon pollution, enhance the 
use of clean energy, and promote resilience 
in the infrastructure of the United States, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, and Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 333. A bill to establish certain duties for 
pharmacies to ensure provision of Food and 
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Drug Administration-approved contracep- 
tion, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 
By Mrs. McCASKILL (for herself and 
Mr. FLAKE): 

S. 334. A bill to terminate agricultural di- 
rect payments beginning with the 2013 crop 
year; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself and Mr. 
LAUTENBERG): 

S. 335. A bill to provide financing assist- 
ance for qualified water infrastructure 
projects, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

By Mr. ENZI (for himself, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. JOHNSON of 
South Dakota, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. 
REED, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
Mr. CORKER, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. ROCKE- 
FELLER, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. CARDIN, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. HAR- 


KIN): 

S. 336. A bill to restore States’ sovereign 
rights to enforce State and local sales and 
use tax laws, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL): 

S. 337. A bill to provide an incentive for 
businesses to bring jobs back to America; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself, Mr. 
BURR, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado, Mr. TESTER, and 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico): 

S. 338. A bill to amend the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund Act of 1965 to provide 
consistent and reliable authority for, and for 
the funding of, the land and water conserva- 
tion fund to maximize the effectiveness of 
the fund for future generations, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. McCAIN (for himself and Mr. 
FLAKE): 

S. 339. A bill to facilitate the efficient ex- 
traction of mineral resources in southeast 
Arizona by authorizing and directing an ex- 
change of Federal and non-Federal land, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 340. A bill to provide for the settlement 
of certain claims under the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for himself 
and Mr. BENNET): 

S. 341. A bill to designate certain lands in 
San Miguel, Ouray, and San Juan Counties, 
Colorado, as wilderness, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
HELLER): 

S. 342. A bill to designate the Pine Forest 
Range Wilderness area in Humboldt County, 
Nevada; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
HELLER): 

S. 343. A bill to provide for the conveyance 
of certain Federal land in Clark County, Ne- 
vada, for the environmental remediation and 
reclamation of the Three Kids Mine Project 
Site, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 
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By Mr. WICKER (for himself and Mr. 
VITTER): 

S. 344. A bill to prohibit the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency 
from approving the introduction into com- 
merce of gasoline that contains greater than 
10-volume-percent ethanol, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

By Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself, Mr. 
KIRK, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. 
CORKER, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Ms. AYOTTE, 
and Mr. ALEXANDER): 

S. 345. A bill to reform the Federal sugar 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself, 
HELLER, and Mr. BAUCUS): 

S. 346. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to permit veterans who have a 
service-connected, permanent disability 
rated as total to travel on military aircraft 
in the same manner and to the same extent 
as retired members of the Armed Forces en- 
titled to such travel; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. CARPER (for himself and Mr. 
Coons): 

S. 347. A bill to establish the First State 
National Historical Park in the State of 
Delaware, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for himself, 
Mr. MANCHIN, and Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 348. A bill to provide for increased Fed- 
eral oversight of prescription opioid treat- 
ment and assistance to States in reducing 
opioid abuse, diversion, and deaths; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and 
Mr. MURPHY): 

S. 349. A bill to amend the Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act to designate a segment of the 
Beaver, Chipuxet, Queen, Wood, and 
Pawcatuck Rivers in the States of Con- 
necticut and Rhode Island for study for po- 
tential addition to the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 350. A bill to provide for Federal agen- 
cies to develop public access policies relating 
to research conducted by employees of that 
agency or from funds administered by that 
agency; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs. 


Mr. 


By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. Coats, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. RIScH, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 


JOHANNS, Mr. WICKER, Mr. INHOFE, 
Mr. RUBIO, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. CRAPO, 
Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Wisconsin, Mr. THUNE, Mr. GRAHAM, 
Mr. MORAN, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. BURR, 
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. PAUL, Mr. ISAKSON, 
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. ROB- 
ERTS, Mr. BLUNT, Mrs. FISCHER, Ms. 
AYOTTE, and Mr. ENZI): 

S. 351. A bill to repeal the provisions of the 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act 
of providing for the Independent Payment 
Advisory Board; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
MERKLEY): 

S. 352. A bill to provide for the designation 

of the Devil’s Staircase Wilderness Area in 
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the State of Oregon, to designate segments 
of Wasson and Franklin Creeks in the State 
of Oregon as wild rivers, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
MERKLEY): 

S. 353. A bill to designate certain land in 
the State of Oregon as wilderness, to make 
additional wild and scenic river designations 
in the State of Oregon, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
MERKLEY): 

S. 354. A bill to modify the boundary of the 
Oregon Caves National Monument, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. SCHUMER, and Mr. BAR- 
RASSO): 

S. 355. A bill to require the United States 
Trade Representative to notify the World 
Trade Organization if any member of the 
World Trade Organization fails during 2 con- 
secutive years to disclose subsidies under the 
Agreement on Subsidies and Countervailing 
Measures, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. JOHANNS (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mrs. FISCHER, 
Mr. BoozMAN, Mr. ENZI, Mr. THUNE, 
Mr. RISCH, Mr. VITTER, and Mr. COCH- 


RAN): 

S. 356. A bill to ensure that women seeking 
an abortion are fully informed regarding the 
pain experienced by their unborn child; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. GRA- 
HAM, Mr. LEAHY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Ms. HEITKAMP, and Mr. 
DURBIN): 

S. 357. A bill to encourage, enhance, and in- 
tegrate Blue Alert plans throughout the 
United States in order to disseminate infor- 
mation when a law enforcement officer is se- 
riously injured or killed in the line of duty; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FRANKEN (for himself, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. NELSON, 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. CARDIN, and Ms. 
WARREN): 

S. 358. A bill to establish a Science, Tech- 
nology, Engineering, and Math (STEM) Mas- 
ter Teacher Corps program; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr. PAUL, 
Mr. MCCONNELL, and Mr. MERKLEY): 

S. 359. A bill to amend the Controlled Sub- 
stances Act to exclude industrial hemp from 
the definition of marihuana, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico (for 
himself, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. BEGICH, 
Mrs. BOXER, and Mr. Coons): 

S. 360. A bill to amend the Public Lands 
Corps Act of 1993 to expand the authorization 
of the Secretaries of Agriculture, Commerce, 
and the Interior to provide service opportu- 
nities for young Americans; help restore the 
nation’s natural, cultural, historic, archae- 
ological, recreational and scenic resources; 
train a new generation of public land man- 
agers and enthusiasts; and promote the value 
of public service; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. 
Brown, Mr. ENZI, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
REED, and Mr. MERKLEY): 
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S. 361. A bill to require the lender or 
servicer of a home mortgage, upon a request 
by the homeowner for a short sale, to make 
a prompt decision whether to allow the sale; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself and Mr. 
BEGICH): 

S. 362. A bill to promote the mapping and 
development of United States geothermal re- 
sources by establishing a direct loan pro- 
gram for high risk geothermal exploration 
wells, to amend the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 to improve geo- 
thermal energy technology and demonstrate 
the use of geothermal energy in large scale 
thermal applications, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Ms. MuR- 
KOWSKI, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
RISCH, and Mr. MERKLEY): 

S. 363. A bill to expand geothermal produc- 
tion, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. 364. A bill to establish the Rocky Moun- 
tain Front Conservation Management Area, 
to designate certain Federal land as wilder- 
ness, and to improve the management of 
noxious weeds in the Lewis and Clark Na- 
tional Forest, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. FRANKEN): 

S. 365. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to carry out activities to manage 
the threat of Asian carp travelling up the 
Mississippi River in the State of Minnesota, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 366. A bill to amend the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1993 to require the Bu- 
reau of Land Management to provide a 
claimant of a small miner waiver from claim 
maintenance fees with a period of 60 days 
after written receipt of 1 or more defects is 
provided to the claimant by registered mail 
to cure the 1 or more defects or pay the 
claim maintenance fee, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Ms. 
COLLINS): 

S. 367. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to repeal the Medicare 
outpatient rehabilitation therapy caps; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. HEINRICH (for himself, Mr. 
HELLER, Mr. Baucus, Mr. BENNET, 
Mr. TESTER, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 368. A bill to reauthorize the Federal 
Land Transaction Facilitation Act, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. HATCH, 
Mr. BLUNT, Mr. PAUL, Mr. RISCH, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. BURR, 
Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. CORKER, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. COBURN, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. VIT- 
TER, Mr. MORAN, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
CRUZ, and Mr. CORNYN): 

S. 369. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit taking minors 
across State lines in circumvention of laws 
requiring the involvement of parents in abor- 
tion decisions; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 
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By Mr. COCHRAN (for himself and Ms. 


MIKULSKI): 
S. 370. A bill to improve and expand geo- 
graphic literacy among kindergarten 


through grade 12 students in the United 
States by improving professional develop- 
ment programs for kindergarten through 
grade 12 teachers offered through institu- 
tions of higher education; to the Committee 

on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 
By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. WHITE- 
HOUSE, Ms. WARREN, and Mr. COWAN): 

S. 371. A bill to establish the Blackstone 
River Valley National Historical Park, to 
dedicate the Park to John H. Chafee, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. 
FRANKEN, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL): 

S. 372. A bill to provide for the reduction of 
unintended pregnancy and sexually trans- 
mitted infections, including HIV, and the 
promotion of healthy relationships, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 373. A bill to amend titles 10, 32, 37, and 
38 of the United States Code, to add a defini- 
tion of spouse for purposes of military per- 
sonnel policies and military and veteran ben- 
efits that recognizes new State definitions of 
spouse; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 


EE 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Ms. 
MIKULSKI): 

S. Res. 35. A resolution congratulating the 
Baltimore Ravens for winning Super Bowl 
XLVII; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. JOHANNS (for himself, Mr. 
HARKIN, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. DURBIN, 
and Mr. GRASSLEY): 

S. Res. 36. A resolution recognizing Feb- 
ruary 19, 2013 as the centennial of Mosaic, a 
faith-based organization that was founded in 
Nebraska and now serves more than 3,600 in- 
dividuals with intellectual disabilities in 10 
States; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. HARKIN, 
Mr. CASEY, Mr. INHOFE, and Mr. 
LEVIN): 

S. Res. 37. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate in disapproving the pro- 
posal of the International Olympic Com- 
mittee Executive Board to eliminate wres- 
tling from the Summer Olympic Games be- 
ginning in 2020; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 


ee Ř— 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 82 

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. 
BOOZMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 82, a bill to provide that any execu- 
tive action infringing on the Second 
Amendment has no force or effect, and 
to prohibit the use of funds for certain 
purposes. 

S. 175 

At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 

name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
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RISCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
175, a bill to amend the Federal Insecti- 
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act to 
improve the use of certain registered 
pesticides. 
S. 183 
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
the names of the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. ROBERTS) and the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. VITTER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 183, a bill to amend 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
to provide for fairness in hospital pay- 
ments under the Medicare program. 
S. 195 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 195, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to revise and ex- 
tend projects relating to children and 
violence to provide access to school- 
based comprehensive mental health 
programs. 
S. 203 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 203, a bill to require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to mint 
coins in recognition and celebration of 
the Pro Football Hall of Fame. 
S. 218 
At the request of Mr. LEVIN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 218, a bill to ensure that 
amounts credited to the Harbor Main- 
tenance Trust Fund are used for harbor 
maintenance. 
S. 234 
At the request of Mr. REID, the 
names of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) and the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. BAUCUS) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 234, a bill to amend 
title 10, United States Code, to permit 
certain retired members of the uni- 
formed services who have a service- 
connected disability to receive both 
disability compensation from the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs for their 
disability and either retired pay by 
reason of their years of military serv- 
ice or Combat-Related Special Com- 
pensation, and for other purposes. 
S. 264 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 264, a bill to expand access to 
community mental health centers and 
improve the quality of mental health 
care for all Americans. 
S. 278 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 278, a bill to replace the 
Budget Control Act sequester for fiscal 
year 2013 by eliminating tax loopholes. 
S. 290 
At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. 
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WHITEHOUSE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 290, a bill to reduce housing-re- 
lated health hazards, and for other pur- 
poses. 


S. 291 


At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 291, a bill to establish the Council 
on Healthy Housing and for other pur- 
poses. 

S. 313 


At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 313, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro- 
vide for the tax treatment of ABLE ac- 
counts established under State pro- 
grams for the care of family members 
with disabilities, and for other pur- 
poses. 


S. 316 


At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 316, a bill to recalculate and 
restore retirement annuity obligations 
of the United States Postal Service, to 
eliminate the requirement that the 
United States Postal Service prefund 
the Postal Service Retiree Health Ben- 
efits Fund, to place restrictions on the 
closure of postal facilities, to create in- 
centives for innovation for the United 
States Postal Service, to maintain lev- 
els of postal service, and for other pur- 
poses. 


S. 321 


At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the names of the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. MERKLEY) and the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 321, a bill to 
reduce the deficit by imposing a min- 
imum effective tax rate for high-in- 
come taxpayers. 


S. RES. 12 


At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 12, a resolution recognizing 
the third anniversary of the tragic 
earthquake in Haiti on January 12, 
2010, honoring those who lost their 
lives in that earthquake, and express- 
ing continued solidarity with the peo- 
ple of Haiti. 


S. RES. 26 


At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
names of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. THUNE), the Senator from 
Maine (Ms. COLLINS), the Senator from 
Idaho (Mr. CRAPO) and the Senator 
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 26, a res- 
olution recognizing that access to hos- 
pitals and other health care providers 
for patients in rural areas of the 
United States is essential to the sur- 
vival and success of communities in 
the United States. 
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STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
BEGICH, and Mr. MANCHIN): 

S. 326. A bill to reauthorize 21st cen- 
tury community learning centers, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to urge my colleagues to cospon- 
sor, S. 326 the Afterschool for Amer- 
ica’s Children Act, which I am intro- 
ducing today with Senators MUR- 
KOWSKI, MURRAY, BEGICH, and MANCHIN. 

Across the country, afterschool pro- 
grams help keep children safe and help 
them learn through hands-on academic 
enrichment activities that are dis- 
appearing from the regular school day. 

Numerous studies have shown that 
quality afterschool programs give stu- 
dents the academic, social, and profes- 
sional skills they need to succeed. Stu- 
dents who regularly attend have better 
grades and behavior in school, and 
lower incidences of drug use, violence, 
and unintended pregnancy. 

Over the past 10 years, the 21st Cen- 
tury Community Learning Centers, 
CCLC, program has helped support 
afterschool programs for millions of 
children from low-income backgrounds, 
including over 1.6 million children last 


year. 
Unfortunately, the demand for af- 
fordable, quality afterschool experi- 


ences far exceeds the number of pro- 
grams available. The 2009 report, Amer- 
ica After 3PM, found that while after- 
school programs are serving more kids 
than ever, the number of unsupervised 
children in the United States has in- 
creased. More than 18 million children 
have parents who would like to enroll 
their child in an afterschool program 
but can’t find one available. 

For over 10 years, federally funded 
afterschool programs have played an 
important role in the lives of so many 
children and families. The Afterschool 
for America’s Children Act, AACA, 
would strengthen the 21st CCLC pro- 
gram, leaving in place what works and 
using what we have learned about what 
makes afterschool successful to im- 
prove the program. 

The AACA would modernize the 21st 
CCLC program to improve state’s abil- 
ity to effectively support quality after- 
school programs, run more effective 
grant competitions and improve strug- 
gling programs. In addition, this legis- 
lation helps improve local programs by 
fostering better communication be- 
tween local schools and programs, en- 
couraging parental engagement in stu- 
dent learning, and improving the 
tracking of student progress. 

Afterschool programs have such a di- 
verse group of supporters—from law en- 
forcement to the business commu- 
nity—because these vital programs 
help keep the children of working par- 
ents safe while enriching their learning 
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experience and preparing them for the 
real world. 

I urge my colleagues to join me and 
Senators MURKOWSKI and MURRAY in 
supporting the Afterschool for Amer- 
ica’s Children Act to ensure that 21st 
CCLC dollars are invested most effi- 
ciently in successful afterschool pro- 
grams that keep children safe and help 
them learn. 


By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself 
and Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 340. A bill to provide for the settle- 
ment of certain claims under the Alas- 
ka Native Claims Settlement Act, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today for the fourth time to intro- 
duce or reintroduce legislation to set- 
tle the outstanding land claims of the 
Tlingit and Haida Native people, the 
first people of Southeast Alaska. I first 
introduced this legislation to speed up 
the conveyance of lands to the 
Sealaska Native Regional Corporation 
in 2008. Native residents of Southeast 
Alaska in 1971 were promised lands to 
settle their aboriginal land claims to 
all of Southeast Alaska. Under the 
motto that nothing of worth comes 
easy, I hope that the compromise bill I 
introduce today with my colleague 
from Alaska Senator BEGICH will fi- 
nally settle those claims early in the 
113th Congress, capping nearly six 
years of congressional negotiation and 
review on this issue. 

The newly revised bill establishes 
where and how Sealaska may select the 
remaining 70,075 acres of land the Bu- 
reau of Land Management now says it 
is entitled to receive under the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act of 1971, 
ANCSA. In all, Sealaska, the regional 
corporation representing some 20,000 
Alaska Natives, more than a fifth of all 
Native residents in Alaska, will receive 
about 68,400 acres of land for timber de- 
velopment, about 1,099 acres for other 
economic development such as hydro- 
electric generation, marine 
hydrokinetic activity and future tour- 
ism development near Yakutat, Kake 
and Hydaburg, and 490 acres that 
Sealaska can apply for to gain an addi- 
tional 76 cemetery and historical 
places. 

The bill provides a balance of old- 
growth and second-growth timber, al- 
lowing Sealaska’s timber business to 
transition to second-growth har- 
vesting. To address local concerns, the 
new bill does not contain some 26,000 
acres of selections on northern Prince 
of Wales Island. This version of the bill 
also eliminates more lands near Kassa 
Inlet and Mabel Bay near Keete on 
Prince of Wales Island to meet wildlife 
concerns, buffer key fisheries and an- 
chorage areas for fishermen, and re- 
vises selection areas to address the 
Forest Service’s desire to retain more 
lands that will aid its young-growth 
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timber transition strategy in the 
Tongass National Forest. 

Frankly, it has taken years of frus- 
trating talks and negotiations to reach 
this point. This bill contains more than 
175 changes since the 2008 version, all 
designed to make the bill acceptable to 
all Americans. While the odds are that 
it still won’t make absolutely everyone 
happy, the bill does address all of the 
major concerns voiced with the 
Sealaska bill during nearly a half 
dozen congressional hearings, 22 town 
hall meetings, and in hundreds of let- 
ters and media comments. It gives 
Sealaska its ANCSA selections, while 
it provides unprecedented public access 
to the lands Sealaska will be receiving, 
and meets the valid concerns of small 
communities, fishermen and timber 
workers and protects their industries 
while fully protecting the environ- 
ment. 

It is a compromise. Clearly there are 
provisions in the bill that I wish were 
different, but on balance, it is a fair so- 
lution to a most difficult matter that 
has been dragging on for more than 
four decades. It is certainly a balanced 
solution that allows Sealaska to fi- 
nally take title to the last 70,000 acres 
it was promised by the land claims set- 
tlement—lands largely to be used for 
economic development in a region 
where unemployment often hits 25 per- 
cent—while at the same time pro- 
tecting more than twice as many acres 
for environmental and fisheries protec- 
tion in Southeast Alaska, an area 
roughly the size of South Carolina. The 
bill does the latter by creating 152,000 
acres of new conservation habitat areas 
in the region in eight tracts. 

The revised bill also requires 
Sealaska, by a conservation easement, 
to protect three major salmon spawn- 
ing systems on lands it is gaining by 
imposing a 100-foot no-cut buffer, spe- 
cifically, along the main stem of Trout 
Creek on Koscuisko Island, along Old 
Tom Creek at Polk Inlet and along 
Karheen and Tuxekan Creeks on 
Tuxekan Island. The State Forest 
Practices Act and buffer rules will gov- 
ern the management of all other 
streams on state lands inside the new 
Sealaska selections. 

The bill continues and strengthens 
all public access provisions contained 
in ANCSA. The bill contains a provi- 
sion that guarantees public access to 
Sealaska’s economic land selections for 
recreation, hunting and fishing both 
sport and subsistence, allowing clo- 
sures only to protect public safety, to 
safeguard cultural properties, to pro- 
mote educational efforts or to protect 
against environmental damage, while 
allowing the public to legally challenge 
any such closures. It also protects the 
rights of existing guides and tour oper- 
ators to continue operations automati- 
cally on Sealaska lands for portions of 
two permit terms, or up to 20 years. 

The revised bill also reduces the size 
of selection areas on Koscuisko and 
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Tuxekan Islands to meet local commu- 
nity concerns, to protect, subsurface, 
karst formations, to protect old- 
growth habitat areas for sensitive spe- 
cies, and to protect anchorages for fish- 
ermen. The revised bill rearranges se- 
lection areas at 12 Mile Arm and Polk 
Inlet to protect Forest Service plan- 
ning, facilities and research facilities, 
and increases the size of selection areas 
at Calder and the Cleveland Peninsula 
to offset the acreage reductions. 

Sealaska, through this bill, will give 
up its existing selection rights to 
327,000 acres of the Tongass National 
Forest, allowing that timber to return 
to full Forest Service planning control, 
and the bill will result in Sealaska se- 
lecting about 25,000 fewer acres of old- 
growth timber, traditionally the most 
sought after lands in the forest and 
about 50,000 fewer acres of inventoried 
road less lands than might have hap- 
pened should Sealaska have stayed in- 
side their original selection bound- 
aries, lands that were designated for 
selection by the corporation in 1976. 
The problem with those lands, the rea- 
son why this bill is so important for 
the public good, is that if Sealaska had 
to select from those lands it would 
have had to select timber lands in the 
Situk River Valley, the home to the 
nation’s foremost steelhead stream. It 
would have had to select lands in the 
Craig municipal watershed, key fish- 
eries habitat near Hoonah and 
Hydaburg and some 64,000 acres of Old- 
Growth Habitat Reserves, four times 
more such land than the corporation is 
taking by this bill. Those selections 
would have been bad for the commer- 
cial and sport fishing industries, for 
tourism, and for the environment. 
Equally important from Sealaska’s 
viewpoint, 44 percent of the lands it 
had to select from by the 1976 selection 
areas were located under water bodies, 
making the selection rights worthless. 

Sealaska may use part of its entitle- 
ment to select 76 cemetery sites and 
historical places, but to address con- 
cerns from some stakeholders, the bill 
reduces the number and acreage of 
cemetery sites and historical places 
that Sealaska can file to receive. Acre- 
age available to Sealaska was reduced 
more than six fold, from 3,600 acres in 
the original 2008 bill to a maximum of 
490 acres. The total number of sites was 
reduced from 206 in the original bill 
and all parks and wilderness lands were 
placed off limits. 

This bill also confirms that all ceme- 
tery sites and historical places will 
have to pass the existing historical re- 
view process before they can be con- 
veyed. The bill, again, prohibits the se- 
lection of cemetery sites and historical 
places inside parks and conservation 
system units. Sealaska will be required 
to consult with local tribes before ap- 
plying for conveyance of any sites, and 
the bill prohibits the transfer of such 
sites to third parties and protects them 
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from loss of Native ownership in the 
event of any future financial claims 
against Sealaska—the lands reverting 
to the Federal Government in the 
event of financial issues. The bill also 
requires that Sealaska provide a 25- 
foot easement to allow anyone to sport 
fish along any salmon stream that 
crosses such new sites. 

The bill allows Sealaska to receive 
nine small parcels of land that 
Sealaska may use to help spur cultural 
tourism, ecotourism, or, in two cases, 
renewable energy development near 
the communities of Yakutat, Kake, 
and Hydaburg. The number of sites, to- 
taling 1,099 acres, is vastly reduced, 
considering more than 50 sites totaling 
5,000 acres had been considered in ear- 
lier versions of the legislation. The 
small parcels all are within or near the 
so-called 10 selection boxes established 
by a 1976 amendment to ANCSA. Five 
sites are in the Yakutat area, where 
Sealaska currently owns no land on be- 
half of its tribal member shareholders. 
The sites in the Yakutat area are at 
Crab Island, North Dolgoi Island, Can- 
non Beach, Chicago Harbor and 
Redfield Lake. Two sites are in the 
Kake area: Turnabout Island and East 
Payne Island. There is a hydro site at 
Lake Josephine on Prince of Wales Is- 
land and a final site for marine 
hydrokinetic development, ocean cur- 
rent energy, on the northern tip of Dall 
Island at Turn Point-Tlevak Narrows’ 
revised bill removes all sites that drew 
concern from commercial fishermen, 
small tour operators, environmental 
groups or local communities in the 
Alaska Panhandle. 

The compromise bill conveys three 
non-exclusive access easements to 
Sealaska to use as traditional Native 
trade and migration routes in South- 
east. The bill, as revised, renames the 
routes to honor Alaska’s Tlingit and 
Haida Indians and the history of the re- 
gion and provides generally for public 
access. The Yakutat to Dry Bay trail 
will be renamed ‘‘Neix naax aan flax” 
meaning, The Inside Passage; the Bay 
of Pillars to Port Camden trail will be 
renamed the ‘‘Yakwdeiyl’’ trail, mean- 
ing the Canoe Road; and the Portage 
Bay to Duncan Canal trail will be re- 
named ‘‘Lingit Deiyl,’’ meaning the 
People’s Road. 

The bill requires Sealaska to share 
use of all forest roads with the Forest 
Service and others, meaning that the 
government retains the right to use 
the roads to access other timber sales, 
as do the public. The bill maintains all 
of the access provisions granted by 
ANCSA and includes provisions to 
make access rights workable for all. 

It has taken years of really listening 
to the requests about this bill and 
working through them one by one to 
find solutions, with the past nearly two 
years involved in frequent negotiations 
among the Forest Service, Democratic 
and Republican congressional staff, 
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Sealaska, environmental groups and 
other interest groups such as commer- 
cial fishermen and timber operators. 
This is truly a compromise piece of leg- 
islation. But it finally gets Sealaska 
its lands, protects fisheries and wild- 
life, and helps maintain a timber indus- 
try in Southeast Alaska. 

This compromise, the direct result of 
years of negotiation, has a host of good 
points. It will prevent ‘‘high-grading”’ 
of timber’ the practice where compa- 
nies cut only the best timber lands, 
leaving lesser quality lands behind. 
Sealaska’s conveyances in the nine 
commercial tracts called for in this 
bill: Calder, Election Creek, Cleveland 
Peninsula, 12-Mile Arm, Tuexkan Is- 
land, Polk and MacKenzie Inlets, 
Koscuisko Island, Keete, and Kuiu Is- 
land include only about 20,700 acres of 
large old-growth trees just 3.8 percent 
of the forest’s 537,451 acres of such 
trees. Already 437,000 acres of large old- 
growth trees, 81 percent, are protected 
in conservation areas within the 19.6- 
million-acre national forest. 

The bill likely will save the govern- 
ment money. In additional to making 
Sealaska give up some $2 million of 
escrowed funds, the bill means 
Sealaska, by getting about 25,000 acres 
of less valuable second-growth, based 
on current timber prices, could be fore- 
going more than $10 million of timber 
value, compared to if it had received 
all old-growth trees—old-growth pro- 
viding the most valuable habitat for 
species in the forest like Sitka black- 
tailed deer, the Queen Charlotte gos- 
hawk and wolves. 

For Alaskans, the bill makes sure 
that more than 99 percent of the lands 
Sealaska will be receiving are open for 
public access. That is the opposite of 
what could happen if this bill does not 
pass, as then Sealaska would be free to 
prevent the public from trespassing 
across their new lands, like all other 
private land owners can post their 
properties. 

The changes between this version and 
previous versions of the measure are 
far too many to list here. But briefly 
this bill reduces the number and acre- 
age of small parcels for economic di- 
versification, once called ‘‘Future”’ 
sites. It reduces the number of new Na- 
tive cemetery and historical places 
that Sealaska could select, allowing 
only such sites outside national parks 
or wilderness to be selected. The bill 
increases public access provisions, pre- 
vents Sealaska from gaining potential 
federal grants for management of the 
cemetery sites, removes a host of ques- 
tionable land selections on environ- 
mental grounds and revises timber 
lands to protect subsistence hunting 
areas and resource gathering spots. 

As I say, I introduce this bill in a bi- 
partisan manner with my Alaska col- 
league, Senator MARK BEGICH again as 
a co-sponsor. It is a reasonable bill and 
I hope it finally can pass both bodies of 
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Congress, it passing the House of Rep- 
resentatives in a somewhat different 
form in 2012 and become law. Southeast 
Alaska’s Natives, which while the larg- 
est group of Natives in Alaska in 1971, 
received the third smallest land enti- 
tlement in the claims act 42 years ago. 
That was mostly because much of the 
rest of the forest at the time was al- 
ready dedicated to long-term timber 
sale contracts. Now that those con- 
tracts have been voided, it is only just 
and equitable that Alaska’s first inhab- 
itants get a chance to select a little 
more of the land first settled by their 
ancestors. 


By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
HELLER): 

S. 342. A bill to designate the Pine 
Forest Range Wilderness area in Hum- 
boldt County, Nevada; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S. 342 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Pine Forest 
Range Recreation Enhancement Act of 2013”. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) CounTy.—The term 
Humboldt County, Nevada. 

(2) MAP.—The term ‘‘Map’’ means the map 
entitled ‘‘Proposed Pine Forest Wilderness 
Area” and dated July 5, 2011. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(4) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Nevada. 

(5) WILDERNESS.—The term ‘‘Wilderness’’ 
means the Pine Forest Range Wilderness des- 
ignated by section 3(a). 

SEC. 3. ADDITION TO NATIONAL WILDERNESS 
PRESERVATION SYSTEM. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—In furtherance of the 
purposes of the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 
et seq.), the approximately 26,000 acres of 
Federal land managed by the Bureau of Land 
Management, as generally depicted on the 
Map, is designated as wilderness and as a 
component of the National Wilderness Pres- 
ervation System, to be known as the ‘‘Pine 
Forest Range Wilderness”. 

(b) BOUNDARY.— 

(1) ROAD AcCCESS.—The boundary of any 
portion of the Wilderness that is bordered by 
a road shall be 100 feet from the edge of the 
road. 

(2) ROAD ADJUSTMENTS.—The 
shall— 

(A) reroute the road running through Long 
Meadow to the west to remove the road from 
the riparian area; 

(B) reroute the road currently running 
through Rodeo Flat/Corral Meadow to the 
east to remove the road from the riparian 
area; and 

(C) close, except for administrative use, 
the road along Lower Alder Creek south of 
Bureau of Land Management road #2083. 
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(8) RESERVOIR ACCESS.—The boundary of 
the Wilderness shall be 160 feet downstream 
from the dam at Little Onion Reservoir. 

(c) MAP AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—AS soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall prepare a map and legal de- 
scription of the Wilderness. 

(2) EFFECT.—The map and legal description 
prepared under paragraph (1) shall have the 
same force and effect as if included in this 
Act, except that the Secretary may correct 
clerical and typographical errors in the map 
or legal description. 

(3) AVAILABILITY.—The map and legal de- 
scription prepared under paragraph (1) shall 
be on file and available for public inspection 
in the appropriate offices of the Bureau of 
Land Management. 

(d) WITHDRAWAL.—Subject to valid existing 
rights, the Wilderness is withdrawn from— 

(1) all forms of entry, appropriation, and 
disposal under the public land laws; 

(2) location, entry, and patent under the 
mining laws; and 

(3) disposition under all laws relating to 
mineral and geothermal leasing or mineral 
materials. 

SEC. 4. ADMINISTRATION. 

(a) MANAGEMENT.—Subject to valid exist- 
ing rights, the Wilderness shall be adminis- 
tered by the Secretary in accordance with 
the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et seq.), 
except that— 

(1) any reference in the Wilderness Act to 
the effective date of that Act shall be consid- 
ered to be a reference to the date of enact- 
ment of this Act; and 

(2) any reference in the Wilderness Act to 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall be consid- 
ered to be a reference to the Secretary. 

(b) LIVESTOCK.—The grazing of livestock in 
the Wilderness, if established before the date 
of enactment of this Act, shall be allowed to 
continue, subject to such reasonable regula- 
tions, policies, and practices as the Sec- 
retary considers to be necessary in accord- 
ance with— 

(1) section 4(d)(4) of the Wilderness Act (16 
U.S.C. 1133(d)(4)); and 

(2) the guidelines set forth in Appendix A 
of the report of the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs of the House of Rep- 
resentatives accompanying H.R. 2570 of the 
101st Congress (House Report 101-405). 

(c) INCORPORATION OF ACQUIRED LAND AND 
INTERESTS.—Any land or interest in land 
within the boundary of the Wilderness that 
is acquired by the United States after the 
date of enactment of this Act shall be added 
to and administered as part of the Wilder- 
ness. 

(d) ADJACENT MANAGEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Congress does not intend 
for the designation of the Wilderness to cre- 
ate a protective perimeter or buffer zone 
around the Wilderness. 

(2) NONWILDERNESS ACTIVITIES.—The fact 
that nonwilderness activities or uses can be 
seen or heard from areas within the Wilder- 
ness shall not preclude the conduct of the ac- 
tivities or uses outside the boundary of the 
Wilderness. 

(e) MILITARY OVERFLIGHTS.—Nothing in 
this Act restricts or precludes— 

(1) low-level overflights of military air- 
craft over the Wilderness, including military 
overflights that can be seen or heard within 
the Wilderness; 

(2) flight testing and evaluation; or 

(3) the designation or creation of new units 
of special use airspace, or the establishment 
of military flight training routes, over the 
Wilderness. 
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(f) WILDFIRE, INSECT, AND DISEASE MANAGE- 
MENT.—In accordance with section 4(d)(1) of 
the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1183(d)(1)), the 
Secretary may take such measures in the 
Wilderness as are necessary for the control 
of fire, insects, and diseases (including, as 
the Secretary determines to be appropriate, 
the coordination of the activities with a 
State or local agency). 

(g) WILDFIRE MANAGEMENT OPERATIONS.— 
Nothing in this Act precludes a Federal, 
State, or local agency from conducting wild- 
fire management operations (including oper- 
ations using aircraft or mechanized equip- 
ment). 

(h) CLIMATOLOGICAL DATA COLLECTION.—In 
accordance with the Wilderness Act (16 
U.S.C. 1181 et seq.) and subject to such terms 
and conditions as the Secretary may pre- 
scribe, the Secretary may authorize the in- 
stallation and maintenance of hydrologic, 
meteorologic, or climatological collection 
devices in the Wilderness if the Secretary de- 
termines that the facilities and access to the 
facilities are essential to flood warning, 
flood control, or water reservoir operation 
activities. 

(i) WATER RIGHTS.— 

(1) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 

(A) the land designated as wilderness by 
this Act is located— 

(i) in the semiarid region of the Great 
Basin; and 

(ii) at the headwaters of the streams and 
rivers on land with respect to which there 
are few, if any— 

(I) actual or proposed water resource facili- 
ties located upstream; and 

(II) opportunities for diversion, storage, or 
other uses of water occurring outside the 
land that would adversely affect the wilder- 
ness values of the land; 

(B) the land designated as wilderness by 
this Act is generally not suitable for use or 
development of new water resource facilities; 
and 

(C) because of the unique nature of the 
land designated as wilderness by this Act, it 
is possible to provide for proper management 
and protection of the wilderness and other 
values of land in ways different from those 
used in other laws. 

(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to protect the wilderness values of the 
land designated as wilderness by this Act by 
means other than a federally reserved water 
right. 

(3) STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this Act— 

(A) constitutes an express or implied res- 
ervation by the United States of any water 
or water rights with respect to the Wilder- 
ness; 

(B) affects any water rights in the State 
(including any water rights held by the 
United States) in existence on the date of en- 
actment of this Act; 

(C) establishes a precedent with regard to 
any future wilderness designations; 

(D) affects the interpretation of, or any 
designation made under, any other Act; or 

(E) limits, alters, modifies, or amends any 
interstate compact or equitable apportion- 
ment decree that apportions water among 
and between the State and other States. 

(4) NEVADA WATER LAW.—The Secretary 
shall follow the procedural and substantive 
requirements of State law in order to obtain 
and hold any water rights not in existence on 
the date of enactment of this Act with re- 
spect to the Wilderness. 

(5) NEW PROJECTS.— 

(A) DEFINITION OF WATER RESOURCE FACIL- 
ITY.— 
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(i) IN GENERAL.—In this paragraph, the 
term ‘‘water resource facility” means irriga- 
tion and pumping facilities, reservoirs, water 
conservation works, aqueducts, canals, 
ditches, pipelines, wells, hydropower 
projects, transmission and other ancillary 
facilities, and other water diversion, storage, 
and carriage structures. 

(ii) EXCLUSION.—In this paragraph, the 
term ‘‘water resource facility” does not in- 
clude wildlife guzzlers. 

(B) RESTRICTION ON NEW WATER RESOURCE 
FACILITIES.—Except as otherwise provided in 
this Act, on or after the date of enactment of 
this Act, neither the President nor any other 
officer, employee, or agent of the United 
States shall fund, assist, authorize, or issue 
a license or permit for the development of 
any new water resource facility within a wil- 
derness area, any portion of which is located 
in the County. 

SEC. 5. RELEASE OF WILDERNESS STUDY AREAS. 

(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that, for the 
purposes of section 603(c) of the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 
U.S.C. 1782(c)), the portions of the Blue 
Lakes and Alder Creek wilderness study 
areas not designated as wilderness by section 
3(a) have been adequately studied for wilder- 
ness designation. 

(b) RELEASE.—Any public land described in 
subsection (a) that is not designated as wil- 
derness by this Act— 

(1) is no longer subject to section 603(c) of 
the Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1782(c)); and 

(2) shall be managed in accordance with 
the applicable land use plans adopted under 
section 202 of that Act (43 U.S.C. 1712). 

SEC. 6. WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with sec- 
tion 4(d)(7) of the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 
1133(d)(7)), nothing in this Act affects or di- 
minishes the jurisdiction of the State with 
respect to fish and wildlife management, in- 
cluding the regulation of hunting, fishing, 
and trapping, in the Wilderness. 

(b) MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES.—In further- 
ance of the purposes and principles of the 
Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1181 et seq.), the 
Secretary may conduct any management ac- 
tivities in the Wilderness that are necessary 
to maintain or restore fish and wildlife popu- 
lations and the habitats to support the popu- 
lations, if the activities are carried out— 

(1) consistent with relevant wilderness 
management plans; and 

(2) in accordance with— 

(A) the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1181 et 
seq.); and 

(B) appropriate policies, such as those set 
forth in Appendix B of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs of the 
House of Representatives accompanying H.R. 
2570 of the 101st Congress (House Report 101- 
405), including the occasional and temporary 
use of motorized vehicles if the use, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary, would promote 
healthy, viable, and more naturally distrib- 
uted wildlife populations that would enhance 
wilderness values with the minimal impact 
necessary to reasonably accomplish those 
tasks. 

(c) EXISTING ACTIVITIES.—Consistent with 
section 4(d)(1) of the Wilderness Act (16 
U.S.C. 1133(d)(1)) and in accordance with ap- 
propriate policies such as those set forth in 
Appendix B of the report of the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs of the House 
of Representatives accompanying H.R. 2570 
of the 101st Congress (House Report 101-405), 
the State may continue to use aircraft, in- 
cluding helicopters, to survey, capture, 
transplant, monitor, and provide water for 
wildlife populations in the Wilderness. 
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(d) HUNTING, FISHING, AND TRAPPING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may des- 
ignate areas in which, and establish periods 
during which, for reasons of public safety, 
administration, or compliance with applica- 
ble laws, no hunting, fishing, or trapping will 
be permitted in the Wilderness. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—Except in emergencies, 
the Secretary shall consult with the appro- 
priate State agency and notify the public be- 
fore taking any action under paragraph (1). 

(e) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The State, including a 
designee of the State, may conduct wildlife 
management activities in the Wilderness— 

(A) in accordance with the terms and con- 
ditions specified in the cooperative agree- 
ment between the Secretary and the State 
entitled ‘‘Memorandum of Understanding be- 
tween the Bureau of Land Management and 
the Nevada Department of Wildlife Supple- 
ment No. 9’’ and signed November and De- 
cember 2003, including any amendments to 
the cooperative agreement agreed to by the 
Secretary and the State; and 

(B) subject to all applicable laws (including 
regulations). 

(2) REFERENCES; CLARK COUNTY.—For the 
purposes of this subsection, any reference to 
Clark County in the cooperative agreement 
described in paragraph (1)(A) shall be consid- 
ered to be a reference to the Wilderness. 

SEC. 7. LAND EXCHANGES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘Federal 
land’’ means Federal land in the County that 
is identified for disposal by the Secretary 
through the Winnemucca Resource Manage- 
ment Plan. 

(2) NON-FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘non- 
Federal land” means land identified on the 
Map as ‘‘non-Federal lands for exchange”. 

(b) ACQUISITION OF LAND AND INTERESTS IN 
LAND.—Consistent with applicable law and 
subject to subsection (c), the Secretary may 
exchange the Federal land for non-Federal 
land. 

(c) CONDITIONS.—Each land exchange under 
subsection (a) shall be subject to— 

(1) the condition that the owner of the non- 
Federal land pay not less than 50 percent of 
all costs relating to the land exchange, in- 
cluding the costs of appraisals, surveys, and 
any necessary environmental clearances; and 

(2) such additional terms and conditions as 
the Secretary may require. 

(da) DEADLINE FOR COMPLETION OF LAND EX- 
CHANGE.—It is the intent of Congress that 
the land exchanges under this section be 
completed by not later than 5 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 8. NATIVE AMERICAN CULTURAL AND RELI- 
GIOUS USES. 

Nothing in this Act alters or diminishes 
the treaty rights of any Indian tribe (as de- 
fined in section 4 of the Indian Self-Deter- 
mination and Education Assistance Act (25 
U.S.C. 450b)). 


By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
HELLER): 

S. 343. A bill to provide for the con- 
veyance of certain Federal land in 
Clark County, Nevada, for the environ- 
mental remediation and reclamation of 
the Three Kids Mine Project Site, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 
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Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Three Kids 
Mine Remediation and Reclamation Act”. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘Federal 
land” means the approximately 948 acres of 
Bureau of Reclamation and Bureau of Land 
Management land within the Three Kids 
Mine Project Site, as depicted on the map. 

(2) HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE; POLLUTANT OR 
CONTAMINANT; REMEDY.—The terms ‘‘haz- 
ardous substance”, ‘‘pollutant or contami- 
nant”, and “remedy” have the meanings 
given those terms in section 101 of the Com- 
prehensive Environmental Response, Com- 
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9601). 

(3) HENDERSON REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY.— 
The term ‘‘Henderson Redevelopment Agen- 
cy” means the redevelopment agency of the 
City of Henderson, Nevada, established and 
authorized to transact business and exercise 
the powers of the agency in accordance with 
the Nevada Community Redevelopment Law 
(Nev. Rev. Stat. 279.382 to 279.685). 

(4) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map 
entitled ‘‘Three Kids Mine Project Area” and 
dated February 6, 2012. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(6) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Nevada. 

(7) THREE KIDS MINE PROJECT SITE.—The 
term ‘‘Three Kids Mine Project Site’? means 
the approximately 1,262 acres of land that 
is— 

(A) comprised of— 

(i) the Federal land; and 

(ii) the approximately 314 acres of adjacent 
non-Federal land; and 

(B) depicted as the ‘‘Three Kids Mine 
Project Site” on the map. 

SEC. 3. LAND CONVEYANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sections 
202 and 203 of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1712, 1713), 
not later than 90 days after the date on 
which the Secretary determines that the 
conditions described in subsection (b) have 
been met, and subject to valid existing rights 
and applicable law, the Secretary shall con- 
vey to the Henderson Redevelopment Agency 
all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the Federal land. 

(b) CONDITIONS.— 

(1) APPRAISAL; FAIR MARKET VALUE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—As consideration for the 
conveyance under subsection (a), the Hender- 
son Redevelopment Agency shall pay the fair 
market value of the Federal land, if any, as 
determined under subparagraph (B) and as 
adjusted under subparagraph (F). 

(B) APPRAISAL.—The Secretary shall deter- 
mine the fair market value of the Federal 
land based on an appraisal— 

(i) that is conducted in accordance with 
nationally recognized appraisal standards, 
including— 

(I) the Uniform Appraisal Standards for 
Federal Land Acquisitions; and 

(II) the Uniform Standards of Professional 
Appraisal Practice; and 

(ii) that does not take into account any ex- 
isting contamination associated with histor- 
ical mining on the Federal land. 

(C) REMEDIATION AND RECLAMATION COSTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre- 
pare a reasonable estimate of the costs to as- 
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sess, remediate, and reclaim the Three Kids 
Mine Project Site. 

(ii) CONSIDERATIONS.—The estimate pre- 
pared under clause (i) shall be— 

(I) based on the results of a comprehensive 
Phase II environmental site assessment of 
the Three Kids Mine Project Site prepared 
by the Henderson Redevelopment Agency or 
a designee that has been approved by the 
State; and 

(II) prepared in accordance with the cur- 
rent version of the ASTM International 
Standard E-2137-06 entitled ‘“‘Standard Guide 
for Estimating Monetary Costs and Liabil- 
ities for Environmental Matters”. 

Gii) ASSESSMENT REQUIREMENTS.—The 
Phase II environmental site assessment pre- 
pared under clause (ii)(I) shall, without lim- 
iting any additional requirements that may 
be required by the State, be conducted in ac- 
cordance with the procedures of— 

(I) the most recent version of ASTM Inter- 
national Standard E-1527-05 entitled ‘‘Stand- 
ard Practice for Environmental Site Assess- 
ments: Phase I Environmental Site Assess- 
ment Process’’; and 

(II) the most recent version of ASTM Inter- 
national Standard E-1903-11 entitled ‘‘Stand- 
ard Guide for Environmental Site Assess- 
ments: Phase II Environmental Site Assess- 
ment Process”. 

(iv) REVIEW OF CERTAIN INFORMATION.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall re- 
view and consider cost information proffered 
by the Henderson Redevelopment Agency 
and the State in the preparation of the esti- 
mate under this subparagraph. 

(II) FINAL DETERMINATION.—If there is a 
disagreement among the Secretary, Hender- 
son Redevelopment Agency, and the State 
over the reasonable estimate of costs under 
this subparagraph, the parties shall jointly 
select 1 or more experts to assist the Sec- 
retary in making the final estimate of the 
costs. 

(D) DEADLINE.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall begin the appraisal and cost es- 
timates under subparagraphs (B) and (C), re- 
spectively. 

(E) APPRAISAL COSTS.—The Henderson Re- 
development Agency shall reimburse the 
Secretary for the costs incurred in per- 
forming the appraisal under subparagraph 
(B). 

(F) ADJUSTMENT.—The Secretary shall ad- 
ministratively adjust the fair market value 
of the Federal land, as determined under sub- 
paragraph (B), based on the estimate of re- 
mediation, and reclamation costs, as deter- 
mined under subparagraph (C). 

(2) MINE REMEDIATION AND RECLAMATION 
AGREEMENT EXECUTED.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The conveyance under 
subsection (a) shall be contingent on— 

(i) the Secretary receiving from the State 
written notification that a mine remediation 
and reclamation agreement has been exe- 
cuted in accordance with subparagraph (B); 
and 

(ii) the Secretary concurring, by the date 
that is 30 days after the date of receipt of the 
written notification under clause (i), that 
the requirements under subparagraph (B) 
have been met. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The mine remediation 
and reclamation agreement required under 
subparagraph (A) shall be an enforceable 
consent order or agreement between the 
State and a party obligated to perform under 
the consent order or agreement administered 
by the State that— 

(i) obligates a party to perform, after the 
conveyance of the Federal land under this 
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Act, the remediation and reclamation work 
at the Three Kids Mine Project Site nec- 
essary to ensure all remedial actions nec- 
essary to protect human health and the envi- 
ronment with respect to any hazardous sub- 
stances, pollutant, or contaminant will be 
taken, in accordance with all Federal, State, 
and local requirements; and 

(ii) contains provisions determined to be 
necessary by the State, including financial 
assurance provisions to ensure the comple- 
tion of the remedy. 

(3) NOTIFICATION FROM AGENCY.—As a condi- 
tion of the conveyance under subsection (a), 
not later than 90 days after the date of exe- 
cution of the mine remediation and reclama- 
tion agreement required under paragraph (2), 
the Henderson Redevelopment Agency shall 
submit to the Secretary written notification 
that the Henderson Redevelopment Agency 
is prepared to accept conveyance of the Fed- 
eral land under subsection (a). 

SEC. 4. WITHDRAWAL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to valid existing 
rights, for the 10-year period beginning on 
the earlier of the date of enactment of this 
Act or the date of the conveyance required 
by this Act, the Federal land is withdrawn 
from all forms of— 

(1) entry, appropriation, operation, or dis- 
posal under the public land laws; 

(2) location, entry, and patent under the 
mining laws; and 

(3) disposition under the mineral leasing, 
mineral materials, and the geothermal leas- 
ing laws. 

(b) EXISTING RECLAMATION WITHDRAWALS.— 
Subject to valid existing rights, any with- 
drawal under the public land laws that in- 
cludes all or any portion of the Federal land 
for which the Bureau of Reclamation has de- 
termined that the Bureau of Reclamation 
has no further need under applicable law is 
relinquished and revoked solely to the extent 
necessary— 

(1) to exclude from the withdrawal the 
property that is no longer needed; and 

(2) to allow for the immediate conveyance 
of the Federal land as required under this 
Act. 

(c) EXISTING RECLAMATION PROJECT AND 
PERMITTED FACILITIES.—Except as provided 
in subsection (a), nothing in this Act dimin- 
ishes, hinders, or interferes with the exclu- 
sive and perpetual use by the existing rights 
holders for the operation, maintenance, and 
improvement of water conveyance infra- 
structure and facilities, including all nec- 
essary ingress and egress, situated on the 
Federal land that were constructed or per- 
mitted by the Bureau of Reclamation before 
the effective date of this Act. 

SEC. 5. ACEC BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT. 

Notwithstanding section 203 of the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 
U.S.C. 1713), the boundary of the River Moun- 
tains Area of Critical Environmental Con- 
cern (NVN 76884) is adjusted to exclude any 
portion of the Three Kids Mine Project Site 
consistent with the map. 

SEC. 6. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE PARTIES. 

(a) RESPONSIBILITY OF PARTIES TO MINE RE- 
MEDIATION AND RECLAMATION AGREEMENT.— 
On completion of the conveyance under sec- 
tion 3, the responsibility for complying with 
the mine remediation and reclamation 
agreement executed under section 3(b)(2) 
shall apply to the parties to the agreement. 

(b) SAVINGS PROVISION.—If the conveyance 
under this Act has occurred, but the terms of 
the agreement executed under section 3(b)(2) 
have not been met, nothing in this Act— 

(1) affects the responsibility of the Sec- 
retary to take any additional response ac- 
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tion necessary to protect public health and 
the environment from a release or the threat 
of a release of a hazardous substance, pollut- 
ant, or contaminant; or 

(2) unless otherwise expressly provided, 
modifies, limits, or otherwise affects— 

(A) the application of, or obligation to 
comply with, any law, including any envi- 
ronmental or public health law; or 

(B) the authority of the United States to 
enforce compliance with the requirements of 
any law or the agreement executed under 
section 3(b)(2). 


By Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for him- 
self, Mr. MANCHIN, and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND): 

S. 348. A bill to provide for increased 
Federal oversight of prescription 
opioid treatment and assistance to 
States in reducing opioid abuse, diver- 
sion, and deaths; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce a piece of legis- 
lation that is desperately needed in 
West Virginia and across the country— 
the Prescription Drug Abuse Preven- 
tion and Treatment Act of 2018. It is an 
important bill aimed at addressing the 
rapid increase in deaths and overdoses 
from methadone and other opioid pre- 
scription drugs in the United States. 
These deaths have hit my home State 
of West Virginia particularly hard, but 
I know that every State is struggling 
with this serious problem. 

In the 111th Congress, Senator 
CORKER and I, along with our col- 
league, the late Senator Kennedy, in- 
troduced the Methadone Treatment 
and Protection Act of 2009—a similar 
piece of legislation that stemmed from 
a disturbing rise in deaths due to meth- 
adone, a synthetic opioid prescription 
drug that had been increasingly used 
for pain management. Before 1990, it 
was used primarily to treat opioid ad- 
diction. Because of its high efficacy 
and low cost, methadone is frequently 
used for pain management. However, if 
not used correctly, methadone can be a 
powerful and deadly drug because it 
works differently than other pain- 
killers. Methadone stays in a person’s 
body for a longer period of time than 
the pain relief lasts so a person who 
does not know better might take far 
too much of the drug, possibly leading 
to respiratory distress, cardiac ar- 
rhythmia and even death. 

Methadone prescriptions for pain 
management grew from about 531,000 in 
1998 to about 4.1 million in 2006—nearly 
eightfold. During that time, poisoning 
deaths involving methadone increased 
nearly sevenfold from almost 790 in 
1999 to 5,420 in 2006. Deaths from other 
opioids have also skyrocketed in the 
last decade. These deaths may actually 
be underreported, because there is no 
comprehensive reporting system for 
opioid-related deaths in the United 
States. 

Overdoses from methadone are part 
of a larger disturbing trend of 
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overdoses and deaths from prescription 
painkillers, or opioid drugs—a trend 
driven by a knowledge gap about how 
to treat serious pain in a safe and effec- 
tive manner, by misperceptions about 
the safety of prescription drugs, and by 
the diversion of prescription drugs for 
illicit uses. In 2009, there were nearly 
4.6 million drug-related emergency de- 
partment, ED, visits of which nearly 
one half, 45.1 percent, or 2.1 million 
were attributed to prescription drug 
misuse or abuse, according to data 
from the Drug Abuse Warning Net- 
work, DAWN. Emergency department 
visits involving misuse or abuse of 
pharmaceuticals nearly doubled þe- 
tween 2004 and 2009, to more than 1.2 
million visits. 

This bill takes multiple steps to ad- 
dress these problems. First, with re- 
spect to the knowledge gap about safe 
pain management, the bill includes a 
training requirement for health care 
professionals to be licensed to pre- 
scribe these powerful drugs. Currently, 
the Controlled Substances Act requires 
that every person who dispenses or who 
proposes to dispense controlled nar- 
cotics, including methadone, whether 
for pain management or opioid treat- 
ment, obtain a registration from the 
Drug Enforcement Administration, 
DEA. But, there is no requirement as a 
condition of receiving the registration 
that these practitioners receive any 
education on the use of these con- 
trolled narcotics, including methadone. 
Physicians struggle every day with de- 
termining who has a real need for pain 
treatment, and who is addicted or at 
risk. They struggle with our failure to 
provide adequate treatment facilities 
for those who are addicted. This bill 
will help physicians get the informa- 
tion they need to prescribe safely and 
better recognize the signs of addiction 
in their patients. 

Second, this bill addresses the knowl- 
edge gap among consumers—with a 
competitive grant program to States to 
distribute culturally sensitive edu- 
cational materials about proper use of 
methadone and other opioids, and how 
to prevent opioid abuse, such as 
through safe disposal of prescription 
drugs. Preference will be given to 
states with a high incidence of 
overdoses and deaths. 

Third, this bill creates a Controlled 
Substances Clinical Standards Com- 
mission to establish patient education 
guidelines, appropriate and safe dosing 
standards for all forms of methadone 
and other opioids, benchmark guide- 
lines for the reduction of methadone 
abuse, appropriate conversion factors 
for transitioning patients from one 
opioid to another, and guidelines for 
the initiation of methadone and other 
opioids for pain management. A stand- 
ards commission will provide much- 
needed evidence-based information to 
improve guidance for the safe and ef- 
fective use of these powerful and dan- 
gerous controlled substances. 
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Fourth, this bill provides crucial sup- 
port to state prescription drug moni- 
toring programs. As of 2008, 38 states 
had enacted legislation requiring pre- 
scription drug monitoring programs 
and many states were able to fund 
these initiatives in part from grants 
available through the Harold Rogers 
Prescription Drug Monitoring Pro- 
gram. A second program created in 2005 
through the National All Schedules 
Prescription Electronic Reporting Act, 
NASPER, would provide even more as- 
sistance, and requires interoperability 
among states to reduce doctor shop- 
ping across state lines and diversion. 
Unfortunately, NASPER has only re- 
cently been funded with $2 million in 
the fiscal year 2009 Omnibus legislation 
and $2 million in fiscal year 2010. 

Here is just one example of why 
NASPER funding matters: recently, 
the governor of Florida announced a 
budget that would not fund a planned 
prescription monitoring program in his 
State, due to State budget difficulties. 
This directly affects States in Appa- 
lachia because of the rampant drug 
trafficking between the two regions. In 
fact, the roads from West Virginia to 
Florida are well-travelled by drug traf- 
fickers and people seeking pain medi- 
cation. It is crucial to finally give 
NASPER the funding it needs, and this 
legislation would do so, with $25 mil- 
lion a year to establish interoperable 
prescription drug monitoring programs 
within each state. 

Fifth, this bill requires that quality 
standards be developed across the 
range of providers engaged in the pre- 
vention and treatment of prescription 
drug abuse. It is essential as we move 
ahead that quality always be front and 
center in our efforts. With lives at risk, 
this is, if anything, only more impor- 
tant in the areas of addiction preven- 
tion and treatment. Every effort to ad- 
dress this problem must be as effective 
as possible, and the development of 
quality standards required by this bill 
will make sure that each provider, re- 
gardless of his or her background or ap- 
proach, can provide high caliber serv- 
ices to their patients. 

Finally, this bill would help solve the 
data gap when it comes to opioid-re- 
lated deaths. Right now there is no 
comprehensive national database of 
drug-related deaths in the United 
States, nor is there a standard form for 
medical examiners to fill out with re- 
gard to opioid-related deaths. Since 
there is no comprehensive database of 
methadone-related deaths, the number 
of deaths may actually be under- 
reported. To truly reduce the number 
of methadone-related deaths, quality 
data must be collected and made avail- 
able. This bill would create a National 
Opioid Death Registry to track all 
opioid-related deaths and related infor- 
mation, and establish a standard form 
for medical examiners to fill out which 
would include information for the Na- 
tional Opioid Death Registry. 
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Today we have an opportunity to 
change the harrowing statistics and 
stem the rising tide of deaths from 
methadone and other opioids by sup- 
porting the Prescription Drug Abuse 
Prevention and Treatment Act of 2013. 
This legislation provides a multi- 
faceted approach to preventing tragic 
overdoses and deaths from methadone 
and other opioids. This is exactly what 
we need to improve the coordination of 
efforts and resources at the local, 
state, and federal levels. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
timely and important piece of legisla- 
tion. In doing so, we will be on our way 
to saving lives and reducing the need- 
less deaths that otherwise will con- 
tinue to cause so much suffering for 
too many individuals, families, and 
communities in this country. 


By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
and Mr. MURPHY): 

S. 349. A bill to amend the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act to designate a seg- 
ment of the Beaver, Chipuxet, Queen, 
Wood, and Pawcatuck Rivers in the 
States of Connecticut and Rhode Island 
for study for potential addition to the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers Sys- 
tem, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I am 
reintroducing, along with my col- 
leagues Senators BLUMENTHAL, WHITE- 
HOUSE, AND MURPHY legislation to au- 
thorize the National Park Service to 
evaluate portions of the Beaver, 
Chipuxet, Queen, Wood, and Pawcatuck 
Rivers located in Rhode Island and 
Connecticut for possible inclusion in 
the National Wild and Scenic Rivers 
System. Our legislation seeks to high- 
light the need for greater resources to 
protect and restore the health of these 
rivers by studying their recreational, 
natural, and historical qualities and 
determining if they are suitable for 
designation as Wild and Scenic Rivers. 

The Wood-Pawcatuck Watershed is a 
national treasure that holds rec- 
reational and scenic value. In the 1980s, 
the National Park Service’s Rivers and 
Trails Conservation Assistance Pro- 
gram conducted a planning and con- 
servation study which found, in part, 
that the waters of the Wood and 
Pawcatuck Rivers corridor ‘‘are the 
cleanest and purest and its rec- 
reational opportunities are unparal- 
leled by any other river system in the 
state.” 

The rivers also provide opportunities 
for recreation and tourism that con- 
tribute to the economy of the local 
communities, while offering ways to 
explore our American heritage 
throughout the watershed. The experi- 
ences one can enjoy range from visiting 
Native American fishing grounds to 
seeing Colonial and early industrial 
mill ruins. The rivers are also a prime 
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location for outdoor activities like 
trout fishing, canoeing, bird watching, 
and hiking. 

I have long been a supporter of pro- 
tecting and restoring Southern New 
England’s riverways and estuaries, in- 
cluding the Narragansett Bay. The 
study proposed in our legislation is an 
important part of the process in deter- 
mining future opportunities for protec- 
tion and recreational enjoyment of the 
rivers in the Wood-Pawcatuck water- 
shed. It would also help Rhode Island 
and Connecticut continue their stew- 
ardship of these rivers, and greatly en- 
hance existing state and local efforts 
to preserve and manage this eco- 
system. 

Indeed, partnerships are essential for 
the successful restoration and manage- 
ment of our natural resources, and it is 
anticipated that this study would be 
conducted in close cooperation with 
the communities, state agencies, local 
governments, and private organiza- 
tions that are stakeholders in the proc- 
ess. The partnership-based approach 
also allows for development of a pro- 
posed river management plan, which 
could address issues ranging from fish 
passage to the restoration of wetlands 
to assist with flood mitigation, as well 
as balance the preservation of the nat- 
ural resources with the recreational 
opportunities that contribute to the 
local economies. 

I commend Representatives LAN- 
GEVIN, CICILLINE, and COURTNEY for in- 
troducing similar legislation in the 
other body. I look forward to working 
with them and all of my colleagues to 
pass this bill to initiate the process 
that will evaluate the Wood-Pawcatuck 
Watershed for inclusion in the National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers System. 


By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Mr. MERKLEY): 

S. 352. A bill to provide for the des- 
ignation of the Devil’s Staircase Wil- 
derness Area in the State of Oregon, to 
designate segments of Wasson and 
Franklin Creeks in the State of Oregon 
as wild rivers, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today I 
rise to re-introduce three bills that will 
better protect unique and important 
areas in the beautiful state of Oregon. 
Two of these passed out of the Senate 
Energy and Natural Resources Com- 
mittee the last two Congresses. I am 
pleased to again be joined on these bills 
with my colleague from Oregon, Sen- 
ator MERKLEY. I look forward to work- 
ing with Senator MERKLEY, other col- 
leagues and other supporters of the 
bills to keep up the fight for these spe- 
cial places in Oregon. 

The first bill I am introducing—the 
Oregon Caves Revitalization Act of 
2013—will enhance the existing Oregon 
Caves National Monument to protect 
this majestic site for future genera- 
tions. The bill expands the boundary of 
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the National Park Service land to cre- 
ate the Oregon Caves National Monu- 
ment and Preserve. 

A Presidential Proclamation in 1909 
established 480 acres of natural wonder 
as the Oregon Caves National Monu- 
ment in the botanically-rich Siskiyou 
Mountains. At the time, the focus was 
on the unique subsurface resources, 
and the small, rectangular boundary 
was thought to be adequate to protect 
the cave. However, scientific research 
has since provided much greater in- 
sight into the cave’s ecology and its 
hydrological processes, for which 480 
acres is inadequate. The National Park 
Service formally proposed boundary 
modification numerous times—in 1939, 
1949, and 2000. 

My bill expands protections in and 
around the Oregon Caves National 
Monument. The entirety of the Cave 
Creek Watershed would be included in 
the park site, transferring manage- 
ment of 4,070 acres of United States 
Forest Service land to the National 
Park Service. Hunters will still have 
recreational access to this land since it 
will be designated a Preserve. 

And the expansion of the Monu- 
ment’s boundary would be incomplete 
without protecting the water that en- 
ters the cave so as to preserve the 
cave’s resources. My legislation would 
designate at least 9.6 miles of rivers 
and tributaries as Wild, Scenic, or Rec- 
reational, under the federal Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act—including the first 
Wild and Scenic subterranean river, 
the “River Styx.” A perennial stream, 
the River Styx—an underground por- 
tion of Cave Creek—flows through part 
of the cave and is one of the dynamic 
natural forces at work in the National 
Monument. In addition, this bill would 
authorize the retirement of existing 
grazing allotments. The current graz- 
ing permitee, Phil Krouse’s family, has 
had the Big Grayback Grazing Allot- 
ment, 19,703 acres, since 1937. Mr. 
Krouse has publicly stated that he 
would look favorably upon retirement 
with private compensation for his al- 
lotment, which my legislation will 
allow to proceed. 

The Oregon Caves National Monu- 
ment offers important contributions to 
Southern Oregon and the nation. The 
cave ecosystem provides habitat for 
one of the highest concentrations of bi- 
ological diversity anywhere. And as the 
longest marble cave open to the public 
west of the Continental Divide, the 
Monument receives over 80,000 visitors 
annually. A larger Monument bound- 
ary will help showcase more fully the 
recreational opportunities on the 
above-ground lands within the pro- 
posed Monument boundary. 

I want to express my thanks to the 
conservation and business communities 
of southern Oregon, who have worked 
diligently to protect these lands and 
waters. 

My second bill is the Devil’s Stair- 
case Wilderness Act of 2018. Under this 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 159, Pt. 1 


bill, approximately 30,500 acres of rug- 
ged, wild, pristine, and remote land 
surrounding the Wasson Creek area 
will be designated wilderness. In fact 
the area is so rugged that federal land 
managers have withdrawn this land- 
slide-prone forest from all timber ac- 
tivity numerous times. At the heart of 
this coastal rainforest lies Devil’s 
Staircase, a crystal clear waterfall 
that cascades over slab after slab of 
sandstone. The Devil’s Staircase pro- 
posal typifies what Wilderness in Or- 
egon is all about. 

The proposed Devil’s Staircase Wil- 
derness is the finest old-growth forest 
remaining in Oregon’s Coast Range, 
boasting huge Douglas-fir, cedar and 
hemlock. The ecological significance of 
this treasure is as clear as the water 
running through Devil’s Staircase. The 
land is protected as a Late-Succes- 
sional Reserve by the Northwest Forest 
Plan, as critical habitat for the north- 
ern spotted owl and marbled murrelet, 
and as an Area of Critical Environ- 
mental Concern by the Bureau of Land 
Management. Preserving these majes- 
tic forests as Wilderness for their wild- 
life and spectacular scenery not only 
matches the goals of the existing land 
management plans but also perma- 
nently protects this natural gem for fu- 
ture generations. The wilderness des- 
ignation is needed to protect these 
areas permanently. 

My bill would not only protect the 
forests surrounding Wasson Creek but 
would also designate approximately 4.5 
miles of Franklin Creek and approxi- 
mately 10.1 miles of Wasson Creek as 
Wild and Scenic Rivers. Franklin 
Creek, a critically important tributary 
to the Umpqua River, is one of the best 
examples of pristine salmon habitat 
left in Oregon. Together with Wasson 
Creek, these two streams in the Devil’s 
Staircase area deserve Wild and Scenic 
River designation by Congress. 

The third bill I am introducing is the 
Oregon Treasures Act of 2013. This bill 
seeks to provide protections for five 
significant areas in Oregon. They are 
the Chetco River, the Molalla River, 
the Rogue River, and Horse Heaven and 
Cathedral Rock. Each of these parts of 
the bill aim to protect natural treas- 
ures in Oregon, preserve them for use 
and enjoyment for generations to 
come, and build upon the economic op- 
portunities they provide for their local 
communities. 

The Oregon Treasures Act of 2013 in- 
cludes a provision to protect two of Or- 
egon’s natural treasures, Cathedral 
Rock and Horse Heaven. This wilder- 
ness designation has been introduced in 
the two most recent Congresses. The 
Cathedral Rock and Horse Heaven wil- 
derness proposal will do more than 
simply protect these areas. It will also 
help Oregon’s economy, because visi- 
tors from all over the world come to 
my state to experience firsthand the 
unique scenic beauty of place like the 
lands preserved by this bill. 
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This legislation will consolidate what 
is currently a splintered ownership of 
land in this area and protect 17,340 
acres of new Wilderness along the 
Lower John Day River. The fractured 
land ownership in this area makes it 
difficult for visitors to fully appreciate 
these areas when they hike, fish or 
hunt there because of the scattered and 
misunderstood lines of private and pub- 
lic ownership. This bill will solve that 
problem and make these lands more in- 
viting to visitors while giving the land- 
owners more contiguous property to 
call home. 

The area in question is stunning. The 
Cathedral Rock and Horse Heaven Wil- 
derness proposals encompass dramatic 
basalt cliffs and rolling hills of juniper, 
sagebrush and native grasses. These 
new areas build on the desert Spring 
Basin Wilderness that was established 
in 2009 as a result of legislation I intro- 
duced, and are located directly across 
the John Day River from Spring Basin. 

With 500 miles of undammed waters, 
the John Day River is the second-long- 
est free-flowing river in the conti- 
nental United States and is a place 
that is cherished by Oregonians. The 
Lower John Day Wild and Scenic River 
offers world-class opportunities for 
outdoor recreation as well as crucial 
wildlife habitat for elk, mule deer, big- 
horn sheep and native fish such as 
salmon and steelhead trout. Through 
land consolidation between public and 
private landowners, this legislation 
will allow for better management and 
easier public access for this important 
natural treasure. With the current 
fragmentation of public and private 
land ownership in the area, river camp- 
sites are limited. Many federal lands 
among them can’t be reached by the 
hikers, campers and other outdoors 
recreationists who could most appre- 
ciate them. With the equal-value land 
exchanges included in this bill, public 
lands would be consolidated into two 
new Wilderness areas. This would en- 
hance public safety, improve land man- 
agement, and increase public access 
and recreational opportunities. I want 
to recognize that some have raised con- 
cerns about the lack of roaded access 
to Cathedral Rock. I have engaged the 
private landowners on this issue to 
seek a solution. Whatever the outcome, 
I do know that the Cathedral Rock and 
Horse Heaven proposal will create an 
incredible, new heritage for public 
lands recreationists who are an impor- 
tant factor in keeping Oregon’s econ- 
omy healthy and thriving. 

Rafters of the John Day River can at- 
test to the need for more campsites and 
public access to the Cathedral Rock 
area. Backcountry hunters will be able 
to scan the hillsides for elk, deer and 
game-birds without having to worry 
about accidentally trespassing on 
someone’s private land. Anglers will be 
able to access nearly 5 miles of the 
John Day River that today are only 
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reachable from privately owned lands. 
Likewise, such a solution ensures that 
local landowners can manage their 
lands effectively without running 
across unwitting trespassers. 

One good example of the value of 
these land swaps is Young Life’s Wash- 
ington Family Ranch. This Ranch is 
home to a Christian youth camp that 
welcomes over 20,000 kids to the lower 
John Day area each year. This bill sets 
out private and public land boundaries 
that can be clearly seen on the ground 
and these boundaries create a safer 
area for campers on the Ranch; this 
serves the children who visit the area 
well and ensures the continued viabil- 
ity of the Ranch, which, in turn, pro- 
vides big economic dividends to the 
local community. 

The Cathedral Rock and Horse Heav- 
en Wilderness proposal is described as 
“win-win-win’’ by many stakeholders— 
nearly five miles of new river access 
for the public and protected land for 
outdoor enthusiasts; better manage- 
ment for private landowners and public 
agencies; and important habitat pro- 
tections for sensitive and endangered 
species. This proposal is an example of 
the positive solutions that can result 
when varied, bipartisan interests in a 
community come together to craft so- 
lutions that will work for everyone. I 
especially want to thank the Oregon 
Natural Desert Association, Young 
Life, and Matt Smith for their role in 
developing this collaborative solution 
that will benefit all Oregonians. The 
Cathedral Rock and Horse Heaven Wil- 
derness areas will help make sure that 
this rural area will enjoy the benefits 
that permanently connecting these dis- 
parate pieces of natural landscape will 
bring for generations to come. 

Additionally the Oregon Treasures 
Act protects the Chetco River. For 
over a decade, I’ve advocated for pro- 
tections for the Chetco and other 
threatened waterways in Southwest 
Oregon. Part of the Oregon Treasures 
Act of 2013 would withdraw about three 
miles of the Chetco River from mineral 
entry, while upgrading the designa- 
tions for some portions. 

This river is under persistent threat 
from out-of-state suction dredge min- 
ers. In 2010, the group American Rivers 
listed the Chetco as the seventh most 
endangered river in the country be- 
cause of those threats. Withdrawing 
these portions of the river from future 
mineral entry will prevent future 
harmful mining claims and make sure 
that those claims that already exist 
are valid. 

The Chetco is also hugely important 
for salmon habitat and local sport fish- 
ing. The passage of this legislation 
would mean protecting that habitat, 
and promoting the continued success of 
the fishing industry throughout the 
West Coast. I am pleased the Obama 
administration has taken some steps to 
protect this area, but the passage of 
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this legislation is needed to ensure 
long-term protection for this impor- 
tant river. 

Next, the Oregon Treasures Act of 
2013 would add 60,000 acres of new wil- 
derness to the existing Wild Rogue Wil- 
derness. The Wild Rogue Wilderness ex- 
pansion would protect habitat for bald 
eagles, osprey, spotted owls, bear, elk, 
cougar, wild coho, wild Chinook, wild 
steelhead, green sturgeon, and many 
others. The Wild Rogue Wilderness and 
the Rogue River that runs through it 
embody one of the nation’s premier 
recreation destinations, famous for the 
free flowing waters which provide nu- 
merous rafting and fishing opportuni- 
ties. 

The headwaters of the Rogue River 
start in one of Oregon’s other great 
gems—Crater Lake National Park—and 
the river ultimately empties into the 
Pacific Ocean, near Gold Beach on Or- 
egon’s southwest coast. Along that 
stretch, the Rogue River flows through 
one of the most spectacular canyons 
and diverse natural areas in the United 
States. The Rogue River is a world 
class rafting river, offering everything 
from one day trips to week long trips 
through deep forested canyons. On the 
land, the Rogue River trail is also one 
of Oregon’s most renowned back- 
packing routes. 

The legislation would also protect an 
additional 143 miles of tributaries that 
feed the Rogue River with cold clean 
water. Of that number, 93 miles would 
be designated Wild and Scenic Rivers 
and an additional 50 miles would be 
protected from mining. The areas re- 
ceiving protection include Galice 
Creek, Little Windy Creek, Jenny 
Creek, Long Gulch and 36 other tribu- 
taries of the Rogue. The Rogue River is 
one of Oregon’s most iconic and be- 
loved rivers. It is a river that teems 
with salmon leaping up rapids to 
spawn, and finds rafters down those 
very same rapids at other times of the 
year. 

I previously introduced legislation to 
protect the Rogue River tributaries in 
the last three Congresses. Since it was 
first introduced, I have worked with 
the timber industry and conservation- 
ists to find a compromise that protects 
one of America’s treasures with addi- 
tional wilderness designations and 
more targeted protections for the 
Rogue’s tributaries. I am pleased that 
95 local businesses—and over 120 orga- 
nizations and business in total—sup- 
port protecting the Wild Rogue, and 
that support grows every day. Many of 
those businesses directly benefit from 
the Wild Rogue and the Rogue River. 
As I often say, protecting these gems is 
not just good for the environment, but 
also good for the economy. These pro- 
tected landscapes are powerhouses of 
the recreation economy that draws 
visitors from around the world to this 
region and the Rogue River is one of 
Oregon’s most important sport and 
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commercial fisheries. The Wild Rogue 
is the second largest salmon fishery in 
Oregon behind the Columbia. The Wild 
Rogue provides the quality of life and 
recreational opportunities that create 
an economic engine that attracts busi- 
nesses and brings in tourists from 
around the world. The Rogue River 
supports more than 400 local jobs in 
nearby communities like Grants Pass. 

By protecting the Wild Rogue land- 
scape and the tributaries that feed the 
mighty Rogue River, Congress will en- 
sure that future generations can raft, 
fish, hike and enjoy the Wild Rogue as 
it is enjoyed today and that the rec- 
reational economy of this region re- 
mains strong. 

Lastly, there is another provision in 
the bill to designate segments of Or- 
egon’s Molalla River as Wild and Sce- 
nic. An approximately 15.1-mile seg- 
ment of the Molalla River and an ap- 
proximately 6.2-mile segment of Table 
Rock Fork Molalla River would be des- 
ignated as a recreational river under 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. 

Including these river segments would 
protect a popular Oregon destination 
that provides abundant recreational 
activities that help fuel the recreation 
economy that is so important to the 
communities along the river. The sce- 
nic beauty of the Molalla River pro- 
vides a backdrop for hiking, mountain 
biking, camping, and horseback riding, 
while the waters of the river are a pop- 
ular destination for fishing, kayaking, 
and whitewater rafting enthusiasts. 
This legislation would not only pre- 
serve this area as a recreation destina- 
tion, but would also protect the river 
habitat of the Chinook salmon and 
Steelhead trout, along with the wildlife 
habitat surrounding the river, home to 
the northern spotted owl, the pileated 
woodpecker, golden and bald eagles, 
deer, elk, the pacific giant salamander, 
and many others. The Molalla River is 
also the source of clean drinking water 
for the towns of Molalla and Canby, Or- 
egon. Protecting the approximately 
21.3 miles of the Molalla River will pro- 
vide the residents of these Oregon 
towns with the assurance that they 
will continue to receive clean drinking 
water. 

I would like to reiterate my contin- 
ued appreciation for the Molalla River 
Alliance—a coalition of more than 48 
member-organizations that recognize 
that this river is a jewel and have set 
out to protect it. This Alliance made 
sure that irrigators, city councilors, 
the mayor, businesses and environ- 
mentalists all came together on this. 

Oregon’s wildlands play an increas- 
ingly important role in the economic 
development of our state, especially in 
traditionally rural areas east of the 
Cascades. Visitors come from thou- 
sands of miles away to hike, fish, raft 
and hunt in Oregon’s desert Wilderness. 
Beyond tourism, the rich quality of life 
and the diverse natural amenities that 
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we enjoy as Oregonians are Key to at- 
tracting new businesses to Oregon. And 
with all these bills, I express my grati- 
tude for the many groups and individ- 
uals who have worked diligently to 
protect these special places. I look for- 
ward to working with Senator 
MERKLEY, Representative DEFAZIO, 
Representative SCHRADER and other 
colleagues and the bill’s other sup- 
porters to keep up the fight for these 
unique places in Oregon and get these 
pieces of legislation to the President’s 
desk for his signature. 


By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. LEAHY, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
Ms. HEITKAMP, and Mr. DURBIN): 

S. 357. A bill to encourage, enhance, 
and integrate Blue Alert plans 
throughout the United States in order 
to disseminate information when a law 
enforcement officer is seriously injured 
or killed in the line of duty; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the National Blue 
Alert Act of 2013. 

Every day, more than 900,000 Federal, 
State and local law enforcement offi- 
cers put their lives on the line to keep 
our communities safe. Unfortunately 
these officers can become targets for 
criminals and those seeking to evade 
our justice system, and we must make 
sure our officers have all the tools they 
need to protect themselves and each 
other. 

Each year thousands of law enforce- 
ment officers are assaulted while per- 
forming their duties and dozens lose 
their lives. According to the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, FBI, 72 law 
enforcement officers were feloniously 
killed in the line of duty in 2011. This 
is an unacceptable level of violence 
against our law enforcement officers, 
and we must act now to better protect 
them. 

This is why I am introducing the Na- 
tional Blue Alert Act of 2013 today, and 
thank Senators GRAHAM, LEAHY, KLO- 
BUCHAR, BOXER, BLUMENTHAL, WHITE- 
HOUSE, HEITKAMP, and DURBIN for join- 
ing me as co-sponsors of this important 
legislation. 

The Blue Alert system provides for 
rapid dissemination of information 
about criminal suspects who have in- 
jured or killed law enforcement offi- 
cers. The Blue Alert system would only 
be used in the case of the death or seri- 
ous injury of a law enforcement officer, 
where the suspect has not been appre- 
hended, and where there is sufficient 
descriptive information of the suspect 
and any vehicles involved. This infor- 
mation can be used by local law en- 
forcement, the public and the media to 
help facilitate capture of such offend- 
ers and ultimately reduce the risk they 
pose to our communities and law en- 
forcement officers. 
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A National Blue Alert will encour- 
age, enhance and integrate blue alert 
plans throughout the United States in 
order to effectively disseminate infor- 
mation notifying law enforcement, 
media and the public that a suspect is 
wanted in connection with an attack 
on a law enforcement officer. 

Currently there is no national alert 
system that provides immediate infor- 
mation to other law enforcement agen- 
cies, the media or the public at large. 
Many states have created a state blue 
alert system in an effort to better in- 
form their local communities. The 
State of Maryland, under the leader- 
ship of Governor Martin O’Malley, cre- 
ated their Blue Alert system in 2008 
after the murder of Maryland State 
Trooper Wesley Brown. Blue Alert pro- 
grams have been created in 18 states so 
far including: Washington, California, 


Utah, Colorado, Oklahoma, ‘Texas, 
Ohio, Kentucky, Tennessee, Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama, Georgia, South 


Carolina, Florida, Virginia, Maryland, 
Montana, and Delaware. 

The National Blue Alert Act will pro- 
vide police officers and other emer- 
gency units with the ability to react 
quickly to apprehend violent offenders 
and will complement the work being 
done by Attorney General Holder in his 
Law Enforcement Officer Safety Initia- 
tive. 

The purpose of our National Blue 
Alert legislation is to keep our law en- 
forcement officers and our commu- 
nities safe. And based on the success of 
the AMBER Alert and the SILVER 
Alert, I believe this BLUE Alert will be 
equally successful in helping to appre- 
hend criminal suspects who have seri- 
ously injured or killed our law enforce- 
ment officers. 

I am also pleased to say this legisla- 
tion has the endorsement of the Fra- 
ternal Order of Police, the National As- 
sociation of Police Organizations, the 
Federal Law Enforcement Officers As- 
sociation, the Concerns of Police Sur- 
vivors, and the Sergeants Benevolent 
Association of the New York City Po- 
lice Department. Passing this legisla- 
tion can help us live up to our commit- 
ment to help better protect those who 
serve us. 


By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr. 
PAUL, Mr. MCCONNELL, and Mr. 
MERKLEY): 

S. 359. A bill to amend the Controlled 
Substances Act to exclude industrial 
hemp from the definition of mari- 
huana, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to be joined by Senators PAUL, 
MCCONNELL, and MERKLEY in intro- 
ducing the Industrial Hemp Farming 
Act of 2013. 

As some folks will recall, I intro- 
duced a similar bill as an amendment 
to the Senate Farm Bill last year in an 
attempt to empower American farmers 
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and increase domestic economic activ- 
ity. Unfortunately, this amendment 
didn’t receive a vote. Doubly unfortu- 
nate is the fact that a senseless regula- 
tion that flunks the common-sense test 
is still on our nation’s books. 

Members of Congress hear a lot about 
how dumb regulations are hurting eco- 
nomic growth and job creation. The 
current ban on growing industrial 
hemp makes no sense at all, and what 
is worse, this regulation is hurting job 
creation in rural America and increas- 
ing our trade deficit. 

If my colleagues take the time to 
learn about this outrageous restriction 
on free enterprise, I am sure most sen- 
ators would say that what I am talking 
about is the poster child for dumb reg- 
ulation. 

The only thing standing in the way 
of taking advantage of this profitable 
crop is a lingering misunderstanding 
about its use. The bill my colleagues 
and I have filed will end this ridiculous 
regulation. 

Right now, the United States is im- 
porting over $10 million in hemp prod- 
ucts to use in textiles, foods, paper 
products, and construction materials. 
We are importing a crop that U.S. 
farmers could be profitably growing 
right here at home, if not for govern- 
ment rules prohibiting it. 

Our neighbors to the north certainly 
see the potential for this product. In 
2010, the Canadian government injected 
over $700,000 into their blossoming 
hemp industry to increase the size of 
their hemp crop and fortify the inroads 
they have made into U.S. markets. It 
was a good bet. U.S. imports have con- 
sistently grown over the past decade, 
increasing by 300 percent in 10 years, 
and from 2009 to 2010 they grew 35 per- 
cent. The number of acres in Canada 
devoted to growing hemp nearly dou- 
bled from 2011 to 2012. So it should 
come as no surprise that the United 
States imports around 90 percent of its 
hemp from Canada. 

Now, I know it is tough for some 
members of Congress to talk about 
hemp and not connect it to marijuana. 
I want to point out that even though 
they come from the same species of 
plant, there are major differences be- 
tween them. 

You know, the Chihuahua and St. 
Bernard come from the same species, 
too, Canis lupus familiaris, but no one 
is going to confuse them. Also, the do- 
mestic dog is a subspecies of the gray 
wolf, Canis lupus, and no one is going 
to confuse those two either. So let’s 
recognize the real differences between 
hemp and marijuana, and focus on the 
benefits from producing domestically 
the hemp we already use. 

Under our bill, the production of in- 
dustrial hemp would still be regulated, 
but it would be done by States, not the 
Federal Government. 

Pro-hemp legislation has been intro- 
duced in eight states, and several oth- 
ers have already removed barriers to 
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industrial hemp production. Under our 
bill, industrial hemp is defined as hav- 
ing extremely low THC levels: it has to 
be 0.3 percent or less. The lowest com- 
mercial grade marijuana typically has 
5% THC content. The bottom line is 
that no one is going to get high on in- 
dustrial hemp. To guarantee that won’t 
be the case, our legislation allows the 
U.S. Attorney General to take action if 
a state law allows commercial hemp to 
exceed the maximum 0.3 percent THC 
level. 

Hemp has been a profitable com- 
modity in many other countries. In ad- 
dition to Canada, Australia also per- 
mits hemp production and the growth 
in that sector helped their agricultural 
base survive when the tobacco industry 
dried up. Over 30 countries in Europe, 
Asia, and North and South America 
currently permit farmers to grow 
hemp, and China is the world’s largest 
producer. 

In fact, the U.S. is the only industri- 
alized nation that prohibits farmers 
from growing hemp. This seems silly 
considering that we are the world’s 
leading consumer of hemp products, 
with total sales of food, health and 
beauty products exceeding $52 million 
in 2012, with 16.5 percent growth over 
2011. 

My home State of Oregon is home to 
some major manufacturers of hemp 
products, including Living Harvest, one 
of the largest hemp foods producers in 
the country. Business has been so brisk 
there that the Portland Business Jour- 
nal recently rated them as one of the 
fastest-growing local companies. 

There are similar success stories in 
many states. One company in North 
Carolina has begun incorporating hemp 
into building materials, reportedly 
making them both stronger and more 
environmentally friendly. Another 
company in California produces hemp- 
based fiberboard. 

No country is better than the U.S. at 
developing, perfecting, and expanding 
markets for its products. As that mar- 
ket grows, it should be domestically- 
produced hemp that supplies its 
growth. 

I would like to share with colleagues 
an editorial by one of the leading news- 
papers in my state, the Bend Bulletin. 
Here’s what they had to say about le- 
galizing industrial hemp: ‘‘producers of 
hemp products in the United States are 
forced to import it. That denies Amer- 
ican farmers the opportunity to com- 
pete in the market. It is like surren- 
dering the competitive edge to China 
and Canada, where it can be grown le- 
gally.” 

The Bend Bulletin’s editorial went on 
to say: ‘“‘Legalizing industrial hemp 
does not have to be a slippery slope to- 
ward legalizing marijuana. It can be a 
start toward removing regulatory bur- 
dens limiting Oregon farmers from 
competing in the world market.” 

The opportunities for American 
farmers and businesses are obvious 
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here. Let’s boost revenues for farmers 
and reduce the costs for businesses 
around the country that use this prod- 
uct. Let’s put more people to work 
growing and processing an environ- 
mentally-friendly crop, with a ready 
market in the United States. For all 
the reasons I just described, I urge my 
colleagues to join Senators PAUL, 
MCCONNELL, and MERKLEY and me by 
cosponsoring this bill. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 359 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Industrial 
Hemp Farming Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. EXCLUSION OF INDUSTRIAL HEMP FROM 
DEFINITION OF MARIHUANA. 

Section 102 of the Controlled Substances 
Act (21 U.S.C. 802) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (16)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(16) The” and inserting 
**(16)(A) The’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) The term ‘marihuana’ does not in- 
clude industrial hemp.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

““(57) The term ‘industrial hemp’ means the 
plant Cannabis sativa L. and any part of 
such plant, whether growing or not, with a 
delta-9 tetrahydrocannabinol concentration 
of not more than 0.3 percent on a dry weight 
basis.’’. 

SEC. 3. INDUSTRIAL HEMP DETERMINATION BY 
STATES. 

Section 201 of the Controlled Substances 
Act (21 U.S.C. 811) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘(i) INDUSTRIAL HEMP DETERMINATION.—If a 
person grows or processes Cannabis sativa L. 
for purposes of making industrial hemp in 
accordance with State law, the Cannabis 
sativa L. shall be deemed to meet the con- 
centration limitation under section 102(57), 
unless the Attorney General determines that 
the State law is not reasonably calculated to 
comply with section 102(57).’’. 


By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Ms. 


MURKOWSKI, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. 
CRAPO, Mr. RISCH, and Mr. 
MERKLEY): 


S. 363. A bill to expand geothermal 
production, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Geothermal Ex- 
pansion Production Act of 2013. This 
legislation is the same as a bill re- 
ported favorably by voice vote by the 
Senate Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources during the 112th Con- 
gress. This bill has bi-partisan support, 
with Senators MURKOWSKI, BEGICH, 
CRAPO, RISCH, and MERKLEY, joining 
me as original cosponsors. The legisla- 
tion will help to encourage the produc- 
tion of geothermal energy from public 
lands. 

With limited exceptions, current law 
requires that all Federal lands to be 
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leased for the development of geo- 
thermal resources be offered on a com- 
petitive basis. BLM must hold a com- 
petitive lease sale every 2 years. If bids 
are not received for the lands offered, 
BLM must offer the lands on a non- 
competitive basis for 2 years. 

This legislation extends the author- 
ity for noncompetitive leasing in cases 
where a geothermal developer wants to 
gain access to Federal land imme- 
diately adjacent to land on which that 
developer has proven that there is a 
geothermal resource that will be devel- 
oped. This will allow a geothermal 
project to expand onto adjacent land, if 
necessary, to increase the amount of 
geothermal energy it can develop. It 
will also add to the royalties and rents 
that the project pays to the U.S. Treas- 
ury. 

The reason for this legislation is to 
allow the rapid expansion of already 
identified geothermal resources with- 
out the additional delays of competi- 
tive leasing and without opening up 
those adjacent properties to specula- 
tive bidders who have no interest in ac- 
tually developing the resource, only in 
extracting as much money as they can 
from the existing geothermal devel- 
oper. 

The bill is not a give away at tax- 
payer expense. The bill limits the 
amount of adjacent Federal land that 
can be leased to 640 acres. This lease on 
Federal land must be acquired at fair- 
market value. The bill also requires 
the lease holder to pay the higher an- 
nual rental rate associated with com- 
petitive leases even though this new 
parcel is not being competitively 
leased. Again, the purpose of this high- 
er rental rate is to ensure that tax- 
payers will get the revenue due to 
them from the use of their public 
lands. 

I hope that my colleagues will join 
me in supporting this important legis- 
lation. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD as follows: 

S. 363 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Geothermal 
Production Expansion Act of 2013”. 

SEC. 2. NONCOMPETITIVE LEASING OF ADJOIN- 


ING AREAS FOR DEVELOPMENT OF 
GEOTHERMAL RESOURCES. 

Section 4(b) of the Geothermal Steam Act 
of 1970 (80 U.S.C. 1003(b)) is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

‘**(4) ADJOINING LAND.— 

‘“(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph: 

“(i) FAIR MARKET VALUE PER ACRE.—The 
term ‘fair market value per acre’ means a 
dollar amount per acre that— 

‘““T) except as provided in this clause, shall 
be equal to the market value per acre (tak- 
ing into account the determination under 


1508 


subparagraph (B)(iii) regarding a valid dis- 
covery on the adjoining land) as determined 
by the Secretary under regulations issued 
under this paragraph; 

“(ID) shall be determined by the Secretary 
with respect to a lease under this paragraph, 
by not later than the end of the 180-day pe- 
riod beginning on the date the Secretary re- 
ceives an application for the lease; and 

“(III) shall be not less than the greater of— 

“(aa) 4 times the median amount paid per 
acre for all land leased under this Act during 
the preceding year; or 

‘““(bb) $50. 

‘“(ii) INDUSTRY STANDARDS.—The term ‘in- 
dustry standards’ means the standards by 
which a qualified geothermal professional as- 
sesses whether downhole or flowing tempera- 
ture measurements with indications of per- 
meability are sufficient to produce energy 
from geothermal resources, as determined 
through flow or injection testing or measure- 
ment of lost circulation while drilling. 

“(iii) QUALIFIED FEDERAL LAND.—The term 
‘qualified Federal land’ means land that is 
otherwise available for leasing under this 
Act. 

‘“(iv) QUALIFIED GEOTHERMAL PROFES- 
SIONAL.—The term ‘qualified geothermal pro- 
fessional’ means an individual who is an en- 
gineer or geoscientist in good professional 
standing with at least 5 years of experience 
in geothermal exploration, development, or 
project assessment. 

‘“(v) QUALIFIED LESSEE.—The term ‘quali- 
fied lessee’ means a person that may hold a 
geothermal lease under this Act (including 
applicable regulations). 

“(vi) VALID DISCOVERY.—The term ‘valid 
discovery’ means a discovery of a geo- 
thermal resource by a new or existing slim 
hole or production well, that exhibits 
downhole or flowing temperature measure- 
ments with indications of permeability that 
are sufficient to meet industry standards. 

‘(B) AUTHORITY.—An area of qualified Fed- 
eral land that adjoins other land for which a 
qualified lessee holds a legal right to develop 
geothermal resources may be available for a 
noncompetitive lease under this section to 
the qualified lessee at the fair market value 
per acre, if— 

““(i) the area of qualified Federal land— 

“(I) consists of not less than 1 acre and not 
more than 640 acres; and 

“(ID is not already leased under this Act or 
nominated to be leased under subsection (a); 

‘“(ii) the qualified lessee has not previously 
received a noncompetitive lease under this 
paragraph in connection with the valid dis- 
covery for which data has been submitted 
under clause (iii)(1); and 

“(iii) sufficient geological and other tech- 
nical data prepared by a qualified geo- 
thermal professional has been submitted by 
the qualified lessee to the applicable Federal 
land management agency that would lead in- 
dividuals who are experienced in the subject 
matter to believe that— 

“(I) there is a valid discovery of geo- 
thermal resources on the land for which the 
qualified lessee holds the legal right to de- 
velop geothermal resources; and 

“(ID) that thermal feature extends into the 
adjoining areas. 

‘(C) DETERMINATION OF 
VALUE.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 

“(I) publish a notice of any request to lease 
land under this paragraph; 

“(IT) determine fair market value for pur- 
poses of this paragraph in accordance with 
procedures for making those determinations 
that are established by regulations issued by 
the Secretary; 
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““(IIT) provide to a qualified lessee and pub- 
lish, with an opportunity for public comment 
for a period of 30 days, any proposed deter- 
mination under this subparagraph of the fair 
market value of an area that the qualified 
lessee seeks to lease under this paragraph; 
and 

“(IV) provide to the qualified lessee and 
any adversely affected party the opportunity 
to appeal the final determination of fair 
market value in an administrative pro- 
ceeding before the applicable Federal land 
management agency, in accordance with ap- 
plicable law (including regulations). 

“(ii) LIMITATION ON NOMINATION.—After 
publication of a notice of request to lease 
land under this paragraph, the Secretary 
may not accept under subsection (a) any 
nomination of the land for leasing unless the 
request has been denied or withdrawn. 

“Gii) ANNUAL RENTAL.—For purposes of 
section 5(a)(3), a lease awarded under this 
paragraph shall be considered a lease award- 
ed in a competitive lease sale. 

“(D) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 270 
days after the date of enactment of the Geo- 
thermal Production Expansion Act of 2013, 
the Secretary shall issue regulations to 
carry out this paragraph.’’. 


By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 366. A bill to amend the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993 to re- 
quire the Bureau of Land Management 
to provide a claimant of a small miner 
waiver from claim maintenance fees 
with a period of 60 days after written 
receipt of 1 or more defects is provided 
to the claimant by registered mail to 
cure the 1 or more defects or pay the 
claim maintenance fee, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today to reintroduce legislation to 
clarify Federal mining law and remedy 
a problem that has arisen from the ex- 
tension process for ‘‘small’’ miner min- 
eral claims. 

Under revisions to the Federal Min- 
ing Law of 1872, 30 U.S.C. 28(f), holders 
of unpatented mineral claims must pay 
a claim maintenance fee originally set 
at $100 per claim by a deadline, set by 
regulation, of September 1st each year. 
Since 2004 that fee has risen. But Con- 
gress also has provided a claim mainte- 
nance fee waiver for ‘‘small’’ miners, 
those who hold 10 or fewer claims, that 
they do not have to submit the fee, but 
that they must file to renew their 
claims and submit an affidavit of an- 
nual labor, work conducted on the 
claim, each year, certifying that they 
had performed more than $100 of work 
on the claim in the preceding year, 30 
U.S.C. 28f(d)(1). The waiver provision 
further states: “If a small miner waiver 
application is determined to be defec- 
tive for any reason, the claimant shall 
have a period of 60 days after receipt of 
written notification of the defect or de- 
fects by the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment to: cure such defect or defects or 
pay the $100 claim maintenance fee due 
for such a period.”’ 

Since past revisions of the law, there 
have been a series of incidents where 
miners have argued that they sub- 


February 14, 2013 


mitted their applications and affidavits 
of annual labor in a timely manner, 
but due to clerical error by BLM staff, 
mailing delays or for unexplained rea- 
sons, the applications or documents 
were not recorded as having been re- 
ceived in a timely fashion. In that case 
BLM has terminated the claims, deem- 
ing them null and void. While mining 
claim holders have argued that the law 
provides them time to cure claim de- 
fects, BLM has argued that the cure 
only applies when applications or fees 
have been received in a timely manner. 
Thus, there is no administrative rem- 
edy for miners who believe that cler- 
ical errors by BLM or mail issues re- 
sulted in loss or the late recording of 
claim extension applications and pa- 
perwork. 


There have been a number of cases 
where Congress has been asked to over- 
ride BLM determinations and reinstate 
mining claims simply because of the 
disputes over whether the claims had 
been filed in a timely manner. Con- 
gress in 2003 reinstated such claims in 
a previous Alaska case. Claims in two 
other incidents were reinstated fol- 
lowing a U.S. District Court case in the 
10th Circuit first in 2009 in the case of 
Miller v. United States and secondly 
earlier this year in a second Alaska 
case. Legislation to correct the provi- 
sion to prevent this problem in the fu- 
ture actually cleared the Senate in 
2007, but did not ultimately become 
law. 


In the past two Congresses I have in- 
troduced legislation intended to short 
circuit continued litigation and pleas 
for claim reinstatement by clarifying 
the intent of Congress that miners do 
have to be informed that their claims 
are in jeopardy of being voided and 
given 60 days notice to cure defects, in- 
cluding giving them time to submit 
their applications and to submit affida- 
vits of annual labor, should their sub- 
mittals not be received and processed 
by BLM officials on time. If all defects 
are not cured within 60 days, the obvi- 
ous intent of Congress in passing the 
original act, then claims still are sub- 
ject to voidance. But this administra- 
tion has opposed the legislation argu- 
ing that it would be too expensive to 
notify all small miners who fail to file 
their small miner waiver documents on 
time and giving them time to solve the 
defect prior to the loss of their claims. 
It has even been suggested that giving 
small miners simple due process would 
just encourage miners to ignore the 
deadline for filing for their fee waivers. 


I find the cost complaint 
unpersuasive. Many Federal depart- 
ments and agencies, the Federal Com- 
munication Commission, as one exam- 
ple, routinely sends out notices on per- 
mit and license applications. The FCC 
sends out hundreds of thousands of 
such notices to Americans who have 
small radio licenses expiring yearly, 
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warning them that they need to file ap- 
plications for license renewal. The Bu- 
reau of Land Management certainly 
should be able to afford a few hundred 
50-cent stamps to perform a similar 
service. Given the value of claims 
placed at risk and the bother, incon- 
venience and fear of loss of claims, it is 
highly unlikely that miners would 
avoid filing their waiver paperwork on 
time just because a notification proc- 
ess was clearly in place before claims 
could be terminated. 

So today I reintroduce legislation to 
solve the notification issue and include 
language to remedy an injustice to one 
of my constituents who has lost his 
rights to nine mineral claims on the 
Kenai Peninsula, near Hope, Alaska. 
The transition language would rein- 
state claims for Mr. John Trautner, 
who has lost title to claims that he had 
held from 1982 to 2004. Mr. Trautner 
suffered this loss even though he had a 
consistent record of having paid the 
annual labor assessment fee for the 
previous 22 years. The local BLM office 
did have a time-date-stamped record 
that the maintenance fee waiver cer- 
tification form had been filed weeks be- 
fore the deadline but just not a record 
that the affidavit of annual labor had 
arrived when he dropped it office in the 
Anchorage office at the same time. 

This legislation, supported in the 
past by the Alaska Miners Association, 
will clarify that small miners do have 
a right to simple due process to be able 
to have a chance to file their small 
miner waiver applications in the event 
of mistakes in processing, rather than 
immediately lose their rights to pat- 
ented mining claims without effective 
appeal or recourse. I appreciate that 
the Justice Department and BLM Jan. 
22, 2013 reinstated claims owned by 
Alaskans Don and Judy Mullikins of 
Nome, finally reversing a decision that 
they should lose their claims following 
a 2009 application filing incident. But 
the legal expense, bother and uncer- 
tainty that the Mullikins went through 
in getting their claims reinstated are 
clear reasons why Congress should 
clarify past changes to the small miner 
waiver provision and permit claims to 
be retained in the event of clerical er- 
rors or honest mistakes by claim hold- 
ers in missing the deadline for filings. 
Such a change would simply provide 
justice for small miners. 


By Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. 

HATCH, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. PAUL, 

Mr. RISCH, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. 

JOHANNS, Mr. BURR, Mrs. FISCH- 

ER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. WICKER, 

Mr. CORKER, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 

ROBERTS, Mr. COBURN, Mr. ENZI, 

Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. McCon- 

NELL, Mr. VITTER, Mr. MORAN, 

Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. CRUZ, and Mr. 
CORNYN): 

S. 369. A bill to amend title 18, 

United States Code, to prohibit taking 
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minors across State lines in cir- 
cumvention of laws requiring the in- 
volvement of parents in abortion deci- 
sions; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I am 
proud to stand with my friend from 
Florida, Senator RUBIO, as he intro- 
duces an important piece of legislation, 
the Child Interstate Abortion Notifica- 
tion Act. This bill, which is being in- 
troduced in the House by Rep. ILEANA 
ROS-LEHTINEN of Florida, is based on 
the belief that children should not 
make profound life-changing decisions 
by themselves and that parents are 
generally in the best and most respon- 
sible position to help them. 

One of the many disturbing ironies in 
the abortion debate is that parental 
consent is needed for such things as 
tattoos or school fieldtrips but not al- 
ways for abortions that will end one 
life and change another forever. Abor- 
tion advocates say that abortion 
should be treated as any other surgical 
procedure many of them oppose doing 
so when it comes to parental consent. 

What is worse, there are individuals 
and organizations out there who appear 
to care more about money than about 
kids. They are willing to help young 
girls get abortions by any means nec- 
essary, including taking them to other 
States without the knowledge or con- 
sent of their parents. Mind you, those 
same parents will be responsible for the 
aftermath, for the physical, emotional, 
and spiritual consequences of the abor- 
tion. If parents are to be responsible at 
the end, they have the right to be there 
at the beginning. 

If it were possible, just for a moment, 
to take the abortion politics out of the 
picture, every parent knows that kids 
have to develop over time the judg- 
ment and maturity to make decisions. 
No one is more committed to them, no 
one has more love for them, no one has 
more responsibility for them than their 
parents. 

This bill has two parts. First, it pro- 
hibits taking a minor across state lines 
for an abortion if doing so evades the 
parental involvement law in her home 
State. In the 109th Congress, this por- 
tion of our bill passed the Senate with 
65 bipartisan votes. More than 80 per- 
cent of our fellow Americans support 
it. Second, this bill requires abortion- 
ists to notify parents of an out-of-state 
minor before performing an abortion. 
Without this common sense require- 
ment, abortion providers and advocates 
actually advertise how minors in states 
that require parental involvement can 
get abortions elsewhere. This perverse 
practice undermines parents and puts 
young girls at greater risk. Fifty-seven 
Senators of both parties, including 23 
still serving in this body today, voted 
for cloture on this combined bill in 
2006. 

I urge my colleagues to read the bill. 
It does not apply when an abortion is 
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necessary to save a girl’s life or if the 
girl is a victim of abuse or neglect. 
Again, please read the bill. It is care- 
fully drafted with the appropriate ex- 
ceptions and safeguards in order to 
focus on what unites the vast majority 
of Americans, that parents should be 
involved before their child has an abor- 
tion. The majority of states have laws 
requiring parental involvement and, 
with its interstate component, this bill 
is a legitimate and constitutional way 
for Congress to help protect children 
and support parents. 


By Mr. COCHRAN (for himself 
and Ms. MIKULSKI): 

S. 370. A bill to improve and expand 
geographic literacy among kinder- 
garten through grade 12 students in the 
United States by improving profes- 
sional development programs for kin- 
dergarten through grade 12 teachers of- 
fered through institutions of higher 
education; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, today 
I am introducing the Teaching Geog- 
raphy is Fundamental Act. I am 
pleased to be joined by my friend from 
Maryland, Ms. MIKULSKI. The purpose 
of this bill is to improve geographic lit- 
eracy among K-12 students in the 
United States by supporting profes- 
sional development programs adminis- 
tered by institutions of higher edu- 
cation for K-12 teachers. The bill also 
assists states in measuring the impact 
of geography education. 

Ensuring geographic literacy pre- 
pares students to be good citizens of 
both our nation and the world. John 
Fahey, Chairman and CEO of the Na- 
tional Geographic Society, once stated 
that, ‘“‘Geographic illiteracy impacts 
our economic well-being, our relation- 
ships with other nations and the envi- 
ronment, and isolates us from the 
world.” When students understand 
their own environment, they can better 
understand the differences in other 
places and the people who live in them. 
Knowledge of the diverse cultures, en- 
vironments, and distances between 
states and countries helps our students 
to understand national and inter- 
national policies, economies, societies 
and political structures on a global 
scale. 

To expect that Americans will be 
able to work successfully with other 
people around the world, we need to be 
able to communicate and understand 
each other. It is a fact that we have a 
global marketplace, and we need to be 
preparing our younger generation for 
competition in the international econ- 
omy. A strong base of geographic 
knowledge improves these opportuni- 
ties. 

In a report prepared for leading 
Internet company, Google, the study 
estimated that geography service in- 
dustries generate up to $270 billion 
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every year. Geographic knowledge is 
increasingly needed for U.S. businesses 
in electronic mapping, satellite im- 
agery, and location-based navigation to 
understand such factors as physical 
distance, time zones, language dif- 
ferences and cultural diversity among 
project teams. 

Additionally, geospatial technology 
is an emerging career field available to 
people with an extensive background in 
geography education. Professionals in 
geospatial technology are employed in 
federal government agencies, the pri- 
vate sector and the non-profit sector 
and focus on areas such as agriculture, 
archeology, ecology, land appraisal and 
urban planning and development. It is 
important to improve and expand geog- 
raphy education so that students in the 
United States can attain the necessary 
expertise to fill and retain the esti- 
mated 70,000 new skilled jobs that are 
becoming available each year in the 
geospatial technology industry. 

Former Secretary of State Colin 
Powell once said, ‘‘To solve most of the 
major problems facing our country 
today—from wiping out terrorism, to 
minimizing global environmental prob- 
lems, to eliminating the scourge of 
AIDS—will require every young person 
to learn more about other regions, cul- 
tures, and languages.’’ We need to do 
more to ensure that the teachers re- 
sponsible for the education of our stu- 
dents, from kindergarten through high 
school graduation, are trained and pre- 
pared to teach the critical skills nec- 
essary to solve these problems. 

Over the last 15 years, the National 
Geographic Society has awarded more 
than $100 million in grants to edu- 
cators, universities, geography alli- 
ances, and others for the purposes of 
advancing and improving the teaching 
of geography. Their models are success- 
ful, and research shows that students 
who have benefited from this teaching 
outperform other students. State geog- 
raphy alliances exist in 26 States and 
the District of Columbia, endowed by 
grants from the Society. But, their ef- 
forts alone are not enough. 

In my home State of Mississippi, 
teachers and university professors are 
making progress to increase geography 
education in schools through addi- 
tional professional training. Based at 
the University of Mississippi, hundreds 
of geography teachers are members of 
the Mississippi Geography Alliance. 
The Mississippi Geography Alliance 
conducts regular workshops for grad- 
uate and undergraduate students who 
are preparing to be certified to teach 
elementary through high school-level 
geography in our State. These work- 
shops have provided opportunities for 
model teaching sessions and discussion 
of best practices in the classroom. 

The bill I am introducing establishes 
a Federal commitment to enhance the 
education of our teachers, focuses on 
geography education research, and de- 
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velops reliable, advanced technology 
based classroom materials. I hope the 
Senate will consider the seriousness of 
the need to invest in geography, and I 
invite other Senators to cosponsor the 
Teaching Geography is Fundamental 
Act. 


By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Ms. WARREN, and 
Mr. COWAN): 

S. 871. A bill to establish the Black- 
stone River Valley National Historical 
Park, to dedicate the Park to John H. 
Chafee, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I am 
reintroducing legislation with my col- 
leagues Senators WHITEHOUSE, WAR- 
REN, and COWAN that would create the 
Blackstone River Valley National His- 
torical Park. Our legislation seeks to 
preserve the industrial, natural, and 
cultural heritage of the Blackstone 
Valley, assist local communities by 
providing economic development op- 
portunities, and build upon the founda- 
tion of the John H. Chafee Blackstone 
River Valley National Heritage Cor- 
ridor. 

In 1793, Samuel Slater began the 
American Industrial Revolution in 
Rhode Island when he built his historic 
mill along the Blackstone River. 
Today, the mills and villages found 
throughout the John H. Chafee Black- 
stone River Valley National Heritage 
Corridor in Rhode Island and Massa- 
chusetts stand as witnesses to this im- 
portant era of American history. 

Not only is the Blackstone Valley a 
window to our nation’s past but it is 
also includes thousands of acres of pris- 
tine, undeveloped land and waterways 
that are home to a diverse ecosystem. 

The combined efforts of the National 
Park Service and Federal, State, and 
local officials in our two states, along 
with dedicated volunteers, have rejuve- 
nated the communities within the Cor- 
ridor and renewed interest in the rich 
history of the Blackstone River and 
valley. This kind of economic and envi- 
ronmental revitalization is indicative 
of the tradition of the valley in its suc- 
cessful reinvention over the past two 
centuries. 

For example, the Ashton Mill in 
Cumberland is an excellent illustration 
of local redevelopment. With the des- 
ignation of the National Heritage Cor- 
ridor, the cleanup of the river, the cre- 
ation of the state park, and the con- 
struction of the Blackstone River Bike- 
way, the property was restored for 
adaptive reuse as rental apartments. 
Once again, the mill and its village are 
a vital part of the greater Blackstone 
valley community. 

I have been pleased over the years to 
help support the preservation and re- 
newed development of the Blackstone 
River Valley. 

In 2005, I cosponsored legislation with 
former Senator Lincoln Chafee, now 
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our State’s governor, requiring the 
completion of a Special Resource 
Study to determine which areas within 
the Corridor were of national signifi- 
cance and possibly suitable for inclu- 
sion in the National Park System. 
After extensive input from local stake- 
holders and historians, in 2011 the com- 
pleted study recommended the creation 
of a new unit of the National Park Sys- 
tem. 

The legislation I am reintroducing 
today with my colleagues from Rhode 
Island and Massachusetts seeks to es- 
tablish the two-state partnership park 
described in the study, with sites in- 
cluding the Blackstone River and its 
tributaries, the Blackstone Canal, the 
historic district of Old Slater Mill in 
Pawtucket, the villages of Slatersville 
and Ashton in Rhode Island, the vil- 
lages of Whitinsville and Hopedale in 
Massachusetts, and the Blackstone 
River State Park. The National Park 
Service would partner with the local 
coordinating entity of the surrounding 
Heritage Corridor, the Blackstone 
River Valley National Heritage Cor- 
ridor, Inc. That non-profit would then 
lead efforts with other regional and 
local groups to preserve the sur- 
rounding rural and agriculture land- 
scape within the greater Blackstone 
River Valley. 

Creating a national historic park will 
enable us to safeguard our cultural her- 
itage for future generations; improve 
the use and enjoyment of the area’s re- 
sources, including outdoor education 
for young people; enhance opportuni- 
ties for economic development; and in- 
crease protection of the most impor- 
tant and nationally significant cul- 
tural and natural resources of the 
Blackstone River Valley. 

I am proud that this park would be 
dedicated to my late colleague John H. 
Chafee, who worked tirelessly for many 
years, along with others in Rhode Is- 
land and Massachusetts, to protect and 
preserve the Blackstone River Valley. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues to pass this legislation to 
establish the Blackstone River Valley 
National Historical Park. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 35—CON- 
GRATULATING THE BALTIMORE 
RAVENS FOR WINNING SUPER 
BOWL XLVII 


Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Ms. MI- 
KULSKI) submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. RES. 35 

Whereas, on February 3, 2013, the Balti- 
more Ravens won Super Bowl XLVII, defeat- 
ing the San Francisco 49ers by a score of 34 
to 31 at the Mercedes-Benz Superdome in 
New Orleans, Louisiana; 

Whereas Super Bowl XLVII marks the sec- 
ond Super Bowl win for the Baltimore 
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Ravens, the third Super Bowl win for a Balti- 
more football team, and the first time in his- 
tory that siblings have coached opposing 
teams in the Super Bowl; 

Whereas the victory by the Baltimore 
Ravens was the culmination of a regular sea- 
son with 10 wins and 6 losses and a series of 
exhilarating playoff performances; 

Whereas the Baltimore Ravens exhibited a 
stellar offensive performance, with 93 rush- 
ing yards and 274 passing yards; 

Whereas the Baltimore Ravens’ defense 
forced turnovers that were critical to achiev- 
ing a victory; 

Whereas middle linebacker Ray Lewis won 
his second Super Bowl ring in his last game 
in the National Football League after recov- 
ering from a torn tricep earlier in the sea- 
son; 

Whereas linebacker Terrell Suggs tore his 
achilles tendon in the offseason but made a 
full recovery to play in the Super Bowl; 

Whereas quarterback Joe Flacco led the 
Baltimore Ravens to victory by throwing for 
a total of 287 yards, 3 touchdowns, and no 
interceptions, earning the award for Most 
Valuable Player; 

Whereas receiver Jacoby Jones caught 1 
pass for 56 yards and a touchdown and re- 
turned a kickoff a record-tying 108 yards for 
another touchdown; 

Whereas receiver Anquan Boldin caught 6 
passes for 104 yards and a touchdown; 

Whereas the Baltimore Ravens dedicated 
their play during the season to the memories 
of Art Modell, the former owner, and Tevin 
Jones, the brother of receiver Torrey Smith; 

Whereas the leadership and vision of head 
coach John Harbaugh propelled the Balti- 
more Ravens back to the pinnacle of profes- 
sional sports; 

Whereas members of the Baltimore Ravens 
organization have helped their community 
through charitable work and advocacy; and 

Whereas the Baltimore Ravens have 
brought great pride and honor to the City of 
Baltimore, its loyal fans, and the entire 
State of Maryland: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) congratulates the Baltimore Ravens for 
winning Super Bowl XLVII; 

(2) recognizes the achievements of all the 
players, coaches, and staff who contributed 
to the 2012 championship season; and 

(3) requests that the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate prepare an enrolled version of this reso- 
lution for presentation to— 

(A) the owner of the Baltimore Ravens, 
Steve Biscotti; 

(B) the head coach of the Baltimore 
Ravens, John Harbaugh; and 

(C) the now-retired field leader of the Bal- 
timore Ravens, Ray Lewis. 


Ee 


SENATE RESOLUTION 386—RECOG- 
NIZING FEBRUARY 19, 2013 AS 
THE CENTENNIAL OF MOSAIC, A 
FAITH-BASED ORGANIZATION 
THAT WAS FOUNDED IN NE- 
BRASKA AND NOW SERVES 
MORE THAN 3,600 INDIVIDUALS 
WITH INTELLECTUAL DISABIL- 
ITIES IN 10 STATES 


Mr. JOHANNS (for himself, Mr. HAR- 
KIN, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. 
GRASSLEY) submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 36 

Whereas the roots of Mosaic, a faith-based 

organization that serves individuals with in- 
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tellectual disabilities, trace back to the 
commitment of a Nebraskan to ensure that 
individuals with disabilities were cared for 
and inspired by a loving community; 

Whereas, on February 19, 1913, a Nebraska 
pastor, the Reverend K.G. William Dahl, 
founded Bethphage Inner Mission Associa- 
tion (referred to in this preamble as 
“Bethphage’’) in Axtell, Nebraska as a min- 
istry for individuals with intellectual dis- 
abilities; 

Whereas, on October 20, 1925, a school en- 
deavoring to create opportunities for chil- 
dren with disabilities took root in Sterling, 
Nebraska when the Reverends Julius Moehl, 
August Hoeger, and William Fruehling, and 
laymen John Aden and William Ehmen, es- 
tablished Martin Luther Home Society, 
which later became known as Martin Luther 
Homes; 

Whereas, with the increasing need for com- 
munity-based programs for individuals with 
disabilities in the 1970s and 1980s, both 
Bethphage and Martin Luther Homes grew 
into ministries that served locations across 
the United States; 

Whereas the shared vision and mission of 
the 2 Nebraska-born ministries, to care for 
the most vulnerable individuals, laid the 
foundation for the formation of a powerful 
partnership; 

Whereas, on July 1, 2008, Mosaic was offi- 
cially established through a consolidation of 
Bethphage and Martin Luther Homes; and 

Whereas Mosaic has created a legacy of 
love, providing individualized support to 
thousands of individuals in the United States 
and extending its work beyond the borders of 
the United States through an international 
alliance: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes February 19, 2013 as the cen- 
tennial of Mosaic; 

(2) recognizes the important and valuable 
contributions that individuals with intellec- 
tual disabilities make in their communities; 

(8) celebrates the integral role that Mosaic 
has played in the growth and success of indi- 
viduals with intellectual disabilities; and 

(4) congratulates the men and women who 
have touched countless lives by contributing 
to the mission of Mosaic to create a life of 
possibilities for individuals with intellectual 
disabilities. 


ee 


SENATE RESOLUTION 37—EX- 
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE IN DISAPPROVING THE 
PROPOSAL OF THE INTER- 
NATIONAL OLYMPIC COMMITTEE 
EXECUTIVE BOARD TO ELIMI- 
NATE WRESTLING FROM THE 
SUMMER OLYMPIC GAMES BE- 
GINNING IN 2020 


Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr. GRASS- 
LEY, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. INHOFE, and Mr. LEVIN) sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation: 

S. RES. 37 

Whereas wrestling is recognized as one of 
the world’s oldest competitive sports dating 
back to 3000 BC; 

Whereas wrestling was one of the original 
sports of the ancient Greek Olympic Games 
and of the first modern Olympic Games; 

Whereas wrestling is one of the world’s 
most diverse sports, with participants from 
almost 200 countries around the world; 
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Whereas over 280,000 high school students 
in the United States participated in wres- 
tling in 2012; 

Whereas there are over 300 intercollegiate 
wrestling programs in the United States; 

Whereas wrestling represents the deter- 
mination and hard work it takes to succeed 
in life and sport; 

Whereas the United States has a long, 
proud, and storied Olympic wrestling his- 
tory; and 

Whereas wrestling epitomizes the spirit of 
the Olympic Games: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) thanks the United States Olympic Com- 
mittee for its continued support of wrestling 
and encourages it to work actively to reverse 
the proposal of the International Olympic 
Committee Executive Board to eliminate 
wrestling from the Summer Olympic Games 
beginning in 2020; 

(2) disapproves the proposal of the Inter- 
national Olympic Committee Executive 
Board to eliminate wrestling from the Sum- 
mer Olympic Games beginning in 2020; and 

(3) urges the International Olympic Com- 
mittee Executive Board to reinstate wres- 
tling as a core sport of the Summer Olympic 
Games. 


EE 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 22. Mr. REID (for Mr. LAUTENBERG) pro- 
posed an amendment to the resolution S. 
Res. 21, designating February 14, 2013, as 
“National Solidarity Day for Compassionate 
Patient Care’’. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 22. Mr. REID (for Mr. LAUTEN- 
BERG) proposed an amendment to the 
resolution S. Res. 21, designating Feb- 
ruary 14, 2013, as ‘‘National Solidarity 
Day for Compassionate Patient Care’’; 
as follows: 

On page 3 line 1, strike “humanistic” and 
insert “humane”. 


—— 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 
FORESTRY 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on February 
14, 2013, at 9:30 a.m. in room SR 328A of 
the Russell Senate office building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 

FORESTRY 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry be authorized to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Drought, Fire and 
Freeze: The Economics of Disasters for 
America’s Agricultural Producers,” 
during the session of the Senate on 
February 14, 2013, at 9:30 a.m. in room 
SR 328A of the Russell Senate office 
building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on February 14, 2013, at 10 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 

AFFAIRS 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
February 14, 2013, at 10:30 a.m. to con- 
duct a hearing entitled ‘‘Wall Street 
Reform: Oversight of Financial Sta- 
bility and Consumer and Investor Pro- 
tections.’’ 

The Presiding Officer. Without objec- 
tion, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 

WORKS 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public 
Works be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on February 
14, 2013, at 10 a.m. in room 406 of the 
Dirksen Senate office building. 

The Presiding Officer. Without objec- 
tion, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 


Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Finance be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on February 14, 2018, at 9:30 a.m., in 
room 215 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building, to conduct a hearing entitled 
“Health Insurance Exchanges: Progress 
Report”. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on February 14, 2013, at 2 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen- 
ate, on February 14, 2013, at 10 a.m., in 
SD-226 of the Dirksen Office Building, 
to conduct an executive business meet- 
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on February 14, 2013, at 2:30 
p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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NATIONAL SOLIDARITY DAY FOR 
COMPASSIONATE PATIENT CARE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Judiciary Com- 
mittee be discharged from further con- 
sideration of S. Res. 21 and that the 
Senate proceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 21) designating Feb- 
ruary 14, 2013, as ‘National Solidarity Day 
for Compassionate Patient Care.” 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Lautenberg amendment to the 
resolution, which is at the desk, be 
agreed to; the resolution, as amended, 
be agreed to; the preamble be agreed 
to; and the motions to reconsider be 
laid on the table with no intervening 
action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 22) was agreed 
to, as follows: 

On page 3 line 1, strike “humanistic” and 
insert “humane”. 


The resolution (S. Res. 21), as amend- 
ed, was agreed to. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, as amended, with its 
preamble, reads as follows: 
S. RES. 21 


Whereas the National Solidarity Day for 
Compassionate Patient Care promotes na- 
tional awareness of the importance of com- 
passionate and respectful relationships be- 
tween health care professionals and their pa- 
tients as reflected in attitudes that are sen- 
sitive to the values, autonomy, cultural, and 
ethnic backgrounds of patients and families; 

Whereas individuals and groups of medical 
professionals and students stand in soli- 
darity to support compassion in health care 
as expressed by Dr. Randall Friese, triage 
physician at the University of Arizona Med- 
ical Center who, when queried, stated that 
the most important treatment he provided 
to Congress member Gabrielle Giffords after 
she was shot on January 8, 2011, was to hold 
her hand and reassure her that she was in 
the hospital and would be cared for; 

Whereas physicians, nurses, all other 
health care professionals, and medical facili- 
ties are charged with providing both the art 
and science of medicine; 

Whereas a greater awareness of the impor- 
tance of compassion in health care encour- 
ages health care professionals to be mindful 
of the need to treat the patient rather than 
the disease; 

Whereas scientific research illustrates that 
when health care professionals practice 
humanistically; demonstrating the qualities 
of integrity, excellence, compassion, altru- 
ism, respect, empathy, and service, their pa- 
tients have better medical outcomes; and 

Whereas February 14th would be an appro- 
priate day to designate as National Soli- 
darity Day for Compassionate Patient Care 
and to celebrate it by health care students 
and professionals performing humanistic 
acts of compassion and kindness toward pa- 
tients, families of patients, and health care 
colleagues: Now, therefore, be it 
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Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates February 14, 2013, as ‘‘Na- 
tional Solidarity Day for Compassionate Pa- 
tient Care’’; 

(2) recognizes the importance and value of 
a respectful relationship between health care 
professionals and their patients as a means 
of promoting better health outcomes; and 

(3) encourages all health care professionals 
to be mindful of the importance of both— 

(A) being humane and compassionate; and 

(B) providing technical expertise. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING THE BALTI- 
MORE RAVENS FOR WINNING 
SUPER BOWL XLVII 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of S. Res. 35, 
which was submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 35) congratulating the 
Baltimore Ravens for winning Super Bowl 
XLVII. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, we take 
this time in order to acknowledge the 
extraordinary accomplishments of the 
Baltimore Ravens and their victory in 
Super Bowl XLVII as well as to honor 
the players, coaches, staff, and loyal 
fans who helped to secure the Ravens’ 
second Lombardi trophy in the last 12 
years as the best team in the National 
Football League. 

I have been a Baltimore football fan 
for as long as I can remember, from the 
days of the Baltimore Colts and John- 
ny Unitas, Alan Ameche, and Lenny 
Moore. I am so proud of this team. This 
team has guts. No one predicted them 
to win the Super Bowl—no one. At one 
point no one expected them to even get 
into the playoffs. They not only made 
the playoffs but they won in spectac- 
ular fashion. They looked after each 
other, and they worked hard. 

Coach Harbaugh brought the team 
together. Ray Lewis, in his last season, 
motivated the team. We had players 
who were injured during the course of 
the season who came back to play in 
the playoffs. The team represented Bal- 
timore so well and I think represented 
the best in football. They not only gave 
our city and our football fans the op- 
portunity to come together, I was very 
much impressed how Baltimore 
changed during Super Bowl week. Our 
city was so proud of our team and so 
proud of the manner in which they con- 
ducted themselves on and off the field. 
They gave back to the community in 
so many different ways. They helped 
young people. They helped develop 
healthy lifestyles. They have been role 
models. 

This Super Bowl will be remembered 
for a long time to come. I think in the 
first half we thought it was going to be 
a runaway game, but the Baltimore 
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Ravens have a way to make sure they 
keep TV ratings high. It got a little 
more suspenseful, particularly when we 
had the blackout in the third-quarter, 
but in the end the Baltimore Ravens 
prevailed and Baltimore is the cham- 
pionship city. 

We are so proud of the accomplish- 
ments of our team. Whether we are 
talking about the comeback of Ray 
Lewis or Terrell Suggs from a dev- 
astating injury or Ray Rice’s fourth 
and 29 scramble to keep our playoff 
hopes alive, it is clear that the Ravens 
were the most determined team in the 
National Football League. 

Unflappable Joe Flacco has estab- 
lished himself as a leader and one of 
the preeminent quarterbacks in the 
league. His Most Valuable Player per- 
formance in the Super Bowl was a fit- 
ting capstone on an MVP season and 
should prove once and for all ‘‘Joe 
Cool” has what it takes. 

It has been thrilling to watch the 
Ravens this year, to say the least. In a 
season during which the team clawed 
and ‘‘cawed”’ its way to some close vic- 
tories, the Super Bowl was a fitting 
end. The Ravens came into New Orle- 
ans as the underdogs against incredible 
odds, and they prevailed as the world 
champions. 

I applaud the team, the coaches, the 
managers, the owner, and all who were 
involved for giving not just Baltimore 
but for giving football a team everyone 
can admire. 

I also want to acknowledge the gra- 
cious way in which our colleagues from 
California have handled the results of 
the Super Bowl. The 49ers are a great 
team. They played a great game and 
had a great season. Baltimore and San 
Francisco share a lot. We share great 
football and we share a bay. We call 
our bay the Chesapeake Bay and they 
call theirs the San Francisco Bay. We 
share great seafood, and we share a 
love for the sport of football. 

I thank them for their graciousness, 
and I thank all involved for a great 
season for the Baltimore Ravens. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I join 
with Senator CARDIN as a fellow jock to 
support the resolution commending the 
Baltimore Ravens. What a great season 
we have had. It was thrilling; it was ex- 
citing. I have been a Ravens fan since 
they came to Baltimore, and I was 
originally a Colts fan. 

I was a little girl when the National 
Football League came to Baltimore. It 
was the Baltimore Colts. They even 
had a telethon to buy tickets. Just 
imagine, we could buy season tickets 
to the Baltimore Colts for $15. One of 
the first things I did when I graduated 
from college and had my own money 
was to go in with my Uncle Fred to be 
able to have tickets to go to the Colts 
games at Memorial Stadium. 

I remember watching TV when we 
had that famous game with New York 
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and Johnny Unitas tossed that winning 
touchdown to Lenny Moore and won 10 
seconds before the game was over. I 
didn’t think football could ever be that 
exciting again. But then came this 
Ravens season just roaring to the fin- 
ish. There they were playing the Bron- 
cos in Denver, the mile-high city. Sen- 
ator UDALL really razzed and did some 
pretty uppity trash talk. But we, with 
our usual pride and gentility, weath- 
ered the storm. 

I could not believe it. I thought the 
game was over. I was ready to kick 
back and call my sister when, oh, wow, 
there goes Flacco with that 70-yard 
toss, and it was a touchdown. Even 
though I am short and chunky, I was 
ready to do cartwheels around my 
condo that evening. 

The team went on to deal with the 
New England Patriots and then all the 
way to the Super Bowl. We were out 
there winning again when all of a sud- 
den the lights went out in New Orleans. 
Even though they went out for 38 min- 
utes in New Orleans, the lights were on 
all over Baltimore and we were purple. 
We were purple with pride and purple 
with joy. We were so pleased that they 
brought us victory not only on the 
playing fields of the National Football 
League, but do you know what else 
they did? They created a sense of com- 
munity and a sense of energy. 

If you came with me to one of our 
great major league institutions, such 
as Johns-Hopkins or the University of 
Maryland, you would see that we are 
shoulder to shoulder with Nobel prize 
winners who are working in our insti- 
tutions. The facility managers, nurses, 
and even the patients had on their pur- 
ple ties or purple shirts. We were 
united. It was a sense of community, 
and it was a sense of pride. 

What is it that we liked? Because we 
did our best. We were the underdog 
team. Some of the national sports writ- 
ers would often look down their nose at 
the football players. We don’t carry a 
chip on our shoulder, we carry the foot- 
ball across the goal line. That is the 
way Baltimore is. We are gritty, we are 
strong, and we will fight and take it all 
the way to the end. 

So I want to congratulate the Ravens 
for creating a sense of energy, creating 
a sense of community, and, yes, win- 
ning the Super Bowl. They were 
champs, but really what they created 
was not only champions of the Super 
Bowl, they were champions on their 
way to victory to create this sense of 
community. 

Also, a special acknowledgment to 
Ray Lewis. Ray Lewis has had a tough 
life. It has been hard-scrapple and 
hard-tackle for him. He has faced some 
life challenges and has had some dark 
moments. Out of that, he has reclaimed 
his life, and in the process of reclaim- 
ing his life and giving essentially all 
honor to God, he has then gone on to 
work with other football players and 
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people in our community about how 
you get your life together, how you 
hold your life together, and how you 
are a winner both on and off the field. 

So I wish to congratulate the Ravens. 
We are really proud of them. We are 
glad they won the Lombardi Trophy for 
the second time in 11 years. 

I have a purple coat that I bought for 
the first Super Bowl. Some women 
have special-occasion cocktail dresses; 
I have a special coat for football sea- 
son. I pulled it out, and I am ready to 
wear it, and I am ready to wear it for 
victory for next season. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, with no intervening ac- 
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 35) was agreed 
to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resoultions.”’ 


SE 


RECOGNIZING FEBRUARY 19, 2013, 
AS CENTENNIAL OF MOSAIC 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent to proceed to S. Res. 36. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 36) recognizing Feb- 
ruary 19, 2013 as the centennial of Mosaic, a 
faith-based organization that was founded in 
Nebraska and now serves more than 3,600 in- 
dividuals with intellectual disabilities in 10 
States. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution be agreed to, the 
preamble be agreed to, and the motions 
to reconsider be laid upon the table 
with no intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 36) was agreed 
to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.” 


Ee 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE 


Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that if the Senate receives an adjourn- 
ment resolution from the House iden- 
tical to the text which is at the desk, 
the concurrent resolution be consid- 
ered agreed to and the motion to recon- 
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table, with no intervening action 
or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that either on Monday, 
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February 25, or Tuesday, February 26, I 
be permitted and the Republican leader 
be permitted to introduce a bill to re- 
place the sequester required under the 
Budget Control Act; further, that if a 
leader introduces such legislation, his 
bill be placed directly on the legisla- 
tive calendar; finally, that motions to 
proceed to these bills be in order the 
day they are introduced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the purpose 
of this—and I have had meetings with 
Senator McCONNELL—is that we are 
each going to have a piece of legisla- 
tion to hold the sequester from kicking 
in, and this is the easiest way to do it 
without a lot of procedural motions, 
and I appreciate everyone’s coopera- 
tion in that regard. 


SE 


APPOINTMENTS AUTHORITY 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that notwithstanding 
the upcoming recess or adjournment of 
the Senate, the President pro tempore 
and the majority and minority leaders 
be authorized to make appointments to 
commissions, committees, boards, con- 
ferences, or interparliamentary con- 
ferences authorized by law, by concur- 
rent action of the two Houses, or by 
order of the Senate. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


-u 


SIGNING AUTHORITY 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that from Friday, Feb- 
ruary 15, through Monday, February 25, 
Senator LEVIN be authorized to sign 
duly enrolled bills or joint resolutions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ea 


ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 
15, 2013, THROUGH MONDAY, FEB- 
RUARY 25, 2013 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it ad- 
journ and convene for pro forma ses- 
sions only, with no business conducted 
on the following dates and times, and 
that following each pro forma session, 
the Senate adjourn until the next pro 
forma session: Friday, February 15, at 
12 p.m.; Tuesday, February 19, at 10:30 
a.m.; and Friday, February 22, at 10:45 
a.m.; and that the Senate adjourn on 
Friday, February 22, until 2 p.m. on 
Monday, February 25, 2013, unless the 
Senate adopts an adjournment resolu- 
tion pursuant to the previous order, 
and that if the Senate adopts such a 
resolution, the Senate adjourn until 2 
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p.m. on Monday, February 25, 2013; that 
on Monday, following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, and the time for the 
two leaders be reserved for their use 
later in the day; and that following any 
leader remarks, the Senate be in a pe- 
riod of morning business until 5 p.m. 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each; fur- 
ther, that the Senate then proceed to 
executive session, under the previous 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


PROGRAM 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, the next 
rollcall vote will be on Monday, Feb- 
ruary 25, at 5:30 p.m., on confirmation 
of the Bacharach nomination. 


EE 


CONDITIONAL ADJOURNMENT 
UNTIL TOMORROW 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask that it adjourn under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:57 p.m., adjourned until Friday, 
February 15, 2018, at 12 noon. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


RECOGNIZING NATIONAL COURT 
REPORTING AND CAPTIONING 
WEEK 


HON. RON KIND 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to ac- 
knowledge the hard work of court reporters 
and broadcast captioners nationwide, as well 
as the recognition of the National Court Re- 
porting and Captioning Week from February 
17-23, 2013. 

Court reporters and broadcast captioners 
have the unique skill of translating the spoken 
word into text to record history, preserve judi- 
cial proceedings, assist individuals who are 
deaf and hard-of-hearing with access to audio 
communications, and even capture the work of 
Congress in committees and on the floor of 
the House and Senate. They are truly the 
guardians of the record. 

The profession of court reporting is thou- 
sands of years old; its roots can be traced 
back to 63 B.C., when Marcus Tullius Tiro cre- 
ated shorthand reporting to service the Roman 
philosopher, lawyer, and orator Cicero. Since 
the dawn of civilization, the desire to capture 
the spoken word and record our history has 
been the responsibility of the scribe, known 
today as the court reporter. 

The scribe has been an essential part of 
history from times in Ancient Egypt, to the 
drafting of the Declaration of Independence, 
Bill of Rights, the Emancipation Proclamation 
and the recording of our entire American his- 
tory. 

Since the advent of shorthand machines, 
these scribes are now known as court report- 
ers and have played a prominent and invalu- 
able role in courtrooms, state legislatures, and 
in Congress preserving Members’ words and 
actions. 

Court reporters and captioners are also re- 
sponsible for the closed captioning seen 
scrolling across television screens, at sporting 
stadiums and in other community and edu- 
cational settings, bringing information to al- 
most 40 milion deaf and hard-of-hearing 
Americans every day. 

Congress has continuously worked with the 
National Court Reporters Association to make 
increasing this access a reality and to ensure 
that every American has access to the spoken 
word. 

Whether called the scribes of yesterday or 
the court reporters and captioners of today, 
the individuals who preserve our Nation’s his- 
tory are truly the guardians of our national 
record. They have a tough profession but con- 
tinue to excel through their dedication and ex- 
pertise. With that, it is my honor to acknowl- 
edge February 17-23 as National Court Re- 
porting and Captioning Week across the coun- 


try. 


HONORING BENJAMIN JACKSON 
MATT 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Benjamin Jackson 
Matt. Benjamin is a very special young man 
who has exemplified the finest qualities of citi- 
zenship and leadership by taking an active 
part in the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 314, 
and earning the most prestigious award of 
Eagle Scout. 

Benjamin has been very active with his 
troop, participating in many scout activities. 
Over the many years Benjamin has been in- 
volved with scouting, he has not only earned 
32 merit badges, but also the respect of his 
family, peers, and community. Most notably, 
Benjamin has led his troop in various positions 
including Troop Guide, has earned the rank of 
Warrior in the Tribe of Mic-O-Say and is a 
Brotherhood Member in the Order of the 
Arrow. Benjamin has also contributed to his 
community through his Eagle Scout Project. 
Benjamin led a team of more than 30 people 
in designing and constructing a trail at Park- 
ville Nature Sanctuary in Parkville, Missouri. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Benjamin Jackson Matt for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev- 
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


——— 


HONORING NATHAN CONRAD 
STAHL 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Nathan Conrad 
Stahl. Nathan is a very special young man 
who has exemplified the finest qualities of citi- 
zenship and leadership by taking an active 
part in the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 314, 
and earning the most prestigious award of 
Eagle Scout. 

Nathan has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Nathan has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned 31 merit 
badges, but also the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. Most notably, Nathan 
has led his troop in various positions including 
Troop Guide and has earned the rank of War- 
rior in the Tribe of Mic-O-Say. Nathan has 
also contributed to his community through his 
Eagle Scout Project. Nathan built a handrail 
along concrete steps in the parking lot at Hill- 
crest Transitional Housing in Kansas City, Mis- 
souri. 


Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Nathan Conrad Stahl for his ac- 
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer- 
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING TIME WARNER 
CABLE 


HON. TOM REED 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize Time Warner Cable for its Connect a 
Million Minds (CAMM) initiative. This program 
is designed to inspire the next generation of 
problem solvers by connecting young people 
to the wonders of science, technology, engi- 
neering, and math (STEM) outside of the 
classroom. 


This campaign includes original public serv- 
ice announcements and programming, grants 
to support nonprofit organizations that intro- 
duce students to STEM, and the creation of 
“The Connectory,” a one-of-a-kind resource 
that allows parents to find kid-centric STEM 
learning opportunities in their own backyards. 
The CAMM initiative also encourages Time 
Warner Cable employees to volunteer at 
science fairs, robotics competitions, and local 
Connect a Million Minds events. 


The STEM fields have become increasingly 
important for the development of our country 
as the world continues to modernize at a rapid 
pace. The performance of U.S. students in 
STEM subjects has fallen behind their inter- 
national peers. Today, more and more em- 
ployers report having a difficult time finding 
qualified applicants for STEM jobs. This prob- 
lem will continue to grow as it is estimated 
that the number of jobs in STEM fields will in- 
crease 17% by 2018. Given this figure, it is 
difficult to understate the importance of STEM 
education for both our nation’s collective eco- 
nomic future and the future of our nation’s stu- 
dents. 


The CAMM program has focused resources 
across several Congressional Districts, includ- 
ing the 23rd District of New York. With in- 
creased attention and support from community 
and industry leaders that will someday hire 
students in STEM fields, programs like CAMM 
are critical to building a pool of future qualified 
employees. | commend Time Warner Cable 
for its CAMM initiative; and | want my col- 
leagues to understand the importance of such 
initiatives and their positive impact on all of 
our communities. 


@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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REINTRODUCTION OF THE LENA 
HORNE RECOGNITION ACT 


HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to reintroduce the Lena Horne Rec- 
ognition Act. This bill would award Lena Horne 
with a Congressional Gold Medal in recogni- 
tion of her achievements and contributions to 
American culture and the Civil Rights Move- 
ment. A symbol of elegance and grace, Lena 
Horne created a legacy by not only enter- 
taining Americans for over 60 years, but by 
breaking many racial barriers as a singer, 
dancer, and actress. Ms. Horne passed away 
in New York City on May 9, 2010 at the age 
of 92. 

Lena Mary Calhoun Horne was born on 
June 30, 1917 in Brooklyn, New York. Her 
path to international stardom began in Har- 
lem’s Cotton Club, where she was first hired 
as a chorus dancer at the age of 16. From 
there, her career continued in Charlie Barney’s 
jazz band, where she became one of the first 
African-American women to tour with an all 
white band, to Hollywood and Broadway. 

In the 1940s, Ms. Horne was discovered by 
a Metro Gold Mayer talent scout and moved to 
Hollywood to be an actress. She was the first 
black artist to sign a long-term contract with a 
major studio. Despite her beauty and talent, 
however, she was limited to minor acting roles 
because of her race. She was passed over for 
the role of Julie in the movie Show Boat be- 
cause the studio did not want the film to star 
a black actress, and the Motion Picture Code 
did not allow the depiction of interracial rela- 
tionships. Nonetheless, she dazzled audiences 
and critics in a number of films, including 
Cabin in the Sky and Stormy Weather. 

The struggle for equal and fair treatment 
was an inseparable and increasingly political 
part of Ms. Horne’s life. During WWII, she 
toured extensively with the United Service Or- 
ganizations on the West Coast and in the 
South in support of the troops. Ms. Horne was 
outspoken in her criticism of the way black 
soldiers were treated. She refused to sing for 
segregated audiences or to groups where 
German prisoners of war were seated in front 
of the African-American servicemen. 

During the period of McCarthyism in the 
1950s, Ms. Horne was blacklisted as a com- 
munist for seven years due to her civil rights 
activism and her friendships with Paul Robe- 
son and W.E.B. DuBois. Despite facing contin- 
ued discrimination, Ms. Horne’s career flour- 
ished in television and onstage throughout the 
country. It was during this time that she also 
established herself as a major recording artist. 
In 1957, she recorded Lena Horne at the Wal- 
dorf Astoria, which reached the Top 10 and 
became the best selling aloum by a female 
singer in RCA Victor's history. 

Ms. Horne used her talent and fame to be- 
come a powerful voice for civil rights and 
equality. In 1963, she participated in the his- 
toric March on Washington for Jobs and Free- 
dom. She also performed at rallies throughout 
the country for the National Council for Negro 
Women and worked with the National Associa- 
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tion for the Advancement of Colored People 
(NAACP). 

Ms. Horne finally received the break she 
had been waiting for her in 1981, which was 
a one woman Broadway show. Lena Horne: 
The Lady and Her Music, was the culmination 
of her triumphs and struggles. The show en- 
joyed a 14-month run and earned her a Tony 
Award and two Grammy Awards. 

Furthermore, she received two stars on the 
Hollywood Walk of Fame for her work in both 
motion pictures and recordings, as well as a 
footprint on the International Civil Rights Walk 
of Fame at the Martin Luther King, Jr. National 
Historic Site. 

Mr. Speaker, Lena Horne was an extraor- 
dinary woman who refused to give up her 
dreams and used her beauty, talent, and intel- 
ligence to fight racial discrimination. | urge my 
colleagues to support the Lena Horne recogni- 
tion Act, in order to honor her life and legacy 
with a Congressional Gold Medal. 


—— 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. PETER A. DeFAZIO 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, unfortunately | 
was unable to record my vote on H.R. 267, 
the Hydropower Regulatory Efficiency Act. | 
was detained by a very important meeting with 
Oregon Governor John Kitzhaber about issues 
critical to my rural communities and State. 

| am a strong supporter of renewable en- 
ergy and agree there’s enormous untapped 
potential for hydropower. Reducing red tape, 
process, and cost to approve small, non-con- 
troversial hydropower projects is a no-brainer. 
| am pleased the bill passed 422-0 and would 
have voted “yea” had | been available. | look 
forward to supporting H.R. 267 in the future if 
the bill is amended and comes back to the 
House from the Senate. 


EE 
NORTHERN ILLINOIS UNIVER- 
SITY—REMEMBERING THOSE 


LOST ON FEBRUARY 14, 2008 


HON. BILL FOSTER 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, it is with a 
heavy heart that | rise today to ask the House 
to observe a moment of silence for the trag- 
edy that occurred at Northern Illinois Univer- 
sity five years ago. On February 14, 2008, we 
lost five very bright and energetic young stu- 
dents—students who had hoped to one day 
become the future of our nation. 

Each year since that tragic day, members of 
the community gather to remember those stu- 
dents and to present the memorial wreathes. 
Gayle Dubowski, Catalina Garcia, Julianna 
Gehant, Ryanne Mace, and Daniel Parmenter 
will never be forgotten, for they will always be 
in our hearts. Their memories will live on 
through their family and friends, as well as 
Northern Illinois University. 
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“Forward, Together Forward,” three simple 
words that stem from the University’s Fight 
Song, teach us a lesson that we can all learn 
from. It reminds us that even in the darkest of 
situations, when all seems lost, if we come to- 
gether as a community there is nothing that 
we cannot get through. It gives us the strength 
and motivation to move forward. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in remembering those lost and to support all 
who were affected by this tragedy. 


HONORING ALAN P. LESSENDEN 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Alan P. 
Lessenden. Alan is a very special young man 
who has exemplified the finest qualities of citi- 
zenship and leadership by taking an active 
part in the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 351, 
and earning the most prestigious award of 
Eagle Scout. 

Alan has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Alan has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam- 
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, Alan 
has contributed to his community through his 
Eagle Scout project. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Alan P. Lessenden for his ac- 
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer- 
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


EE 


HONORING JANICE ATKINSON, 
COUNTY CLERK-RECORDER AS- 
SESSOR REGISTRAR OF VOTERS 


HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today, along with my colleague JARED 
HUFFMAN, to recognize Janice Atkinson, who 
is retiring as county clerk-recorder assessor 
and registrar of voters. 

Janice Atkinson is a third generation 
Sonoma County native and comes from a long 
line of public servants. She began her public 
service career in election administration in 
1972 with the Registrar of Voters Division of 
the County Clerk’s Office. She worked her 
way up through the division, was appointed di- 
vision chief in 1979 and assumed the position 
of assistant department head in 1995. She 
was elected to the position of County Clerk- 
Recorder Assessor of the County of Sonoma 
on June 6, 2006, and assumed office on Janu- 
ary 8, 2007. 

Ms. Atkinson’s primary area of expertise is 
in the field of election administration. As As- 
sistant Registrar of Voters, she headed the di- 
vision responsible for the conduct of all elec- 
tions in Sonoma County including city, school 
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and special district elections. The division 
maintains the files of approximately 600 elect- 
ed officials, 249,554 registered voters and the 
boundaries of all political subdivisions in the 
County. 

Under Ms. Atkinson’s leadership, Sonoma 
County removed barriers to participation in the 
democratic process by administering a highly 
successful vote-by-mail program. In November 
2006, Sonoma County’s voter turnout of 75.49 
percent exceeded the statewide average turn- 
out by almost 20 percent. Sonoma County’s 
high voter turnout can be attributed to the high 
number of permanent absentee voters in the 
County (roughly 52 percent of the registered 
voters) and the efforts of the department to 
keep the voter files up-to-date. Ms. Atkinson 
implemented an accessible voting system for 
voters with disabilities, all while maintaining 
paper-based voting systems, assuring voter 
confidence in elections. 

Ms. Aktinson was an active member in the 
California Association of Clerks and Election 
Officials from 1976-2012. She served on the 
board of directors from 2002-2012, as Cor- 
respondence Secretary from 1988-2011 and 
as a member of the County Recorders Asso- 
ciation of California from 2001-2012. She also 
was a member of the California Assessors’ 
Association from 2007—2012 and the Bay Area 
Assessor’s Association 2007—2012, serving as 
its president in 2010. She has been a member 
of the Sonoma County Historical Records 
Commission since 2000 and is recognized 
throughout the state for her knowledge of the 
California Elections Code and voting proce- 
dures. 

Ms. Atkinson is a longtime supporter of the 
Cloverdale Boys and Girls Club and served as 
the lead public information officer for Sonoma 
County during disasters, providing vital infor- 
mation to those impacted by floods, mudslides 
and fires. 

Mr. Speaker, Janice Atkinson has a long 
and distinguished career in service to Sonoma 
County and it is therefore appropriate that we 
acknowledge her today and wish her well in 
her retirement. 
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CONGRATULATING THE INTER- 
MOUNTAIN JEWISH NEWS ON ITS 
100TH YEAR 


HON. CORY GARDNER 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the Intermountain Jewish News 
on its 100th year of continuous publication. 

The Intermountain Jewish News has served 
as an important conduit of information for peo- 
ple of the Jewish faith across the Rocky 
Mountain West. With insightful reporting and a 
keen eye to the stories that matter most to its 
readers, it has provided the Jewish community 
with relevant news and a constant connection 
to the community. 

Freedom of the press and freedom of reli- 
gion are two of the pillars that have made the 
United States the beacon of light across the 
world. The Intermountain Jewish News is 
more than just the product of these freedoms; 
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it is the medium through which these free- 
doms live on today. 

| applaud the hard work and dedication of 
all who have contributed to this publication’s 
success over the past 100 years and | wish 
them continued success in the future. 


Ee 


IN SUPPORT OF THE FORWARD ON 
CLIMATE RALLY FEBRUARY 14, 
2013 


HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
join President Obama and concerned citizens 
around the world to say it is high time we 
move forward on addressing climate change. 

As President Obama said in his State of the 
Union address: “We can choose to believe 
that Superstorm Sandy, and the most severe 
drought in decades, and the worst wildfires 
some states have ever seen were all just a 
freak coincidence. Or we can choose to be- 
lieve in the overwhelming judgment of 
science—and act before it’s too late.” 

This weekend, tens of thousands of peo- 
ple—including 100 buses from over 30 
states—uwill be traveling to Washington, DC to 
participate in Sunday’s Forward on Climate 
Rally to demonstrate their support for action 
on climate change. 

My home state of Maryland knows all too 
well the devastating effects of extreme weath- 
er events, and the threat that coastal flooding 
and sea level rise present to our coastal com- 
munities. In that regard, I’m proud that Mary- 
land is tackling this issue head on by commit- 
ting to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 
25 percent below 2006 levels by 2020. In ad- 
dition to restoring a healthy climate, this initia- 
tive will boost economic growth, create jobs 
and save consumers money. 

Mr. Speaker, | welcome the Forward on Cli- 
mate Rally to the nation’s capital, and | stand 
with concerned citizens from across the coun- 
try who say the time is now to address climate 
change. 
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INTRODUCTION OF LEGISLATION 
TO REFORM THE FEDERAL PRO- 
TECTIVE SERVICE 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, today | am introducing legislation to im- 
prove the level of security provided by the 
Federal Protective Service, FPS. 

Formed in 1971 as the uniformed protection 
service for the General Service Administration, 
GSA, the Federal Protective Service’s mission 
is to safeguard the Federal buildings that 
Americans access every day across the coun- 
try. FPS is charged with protecting over 9,000 
Federal facilities, including many of our own 
Congressional district offices. 

Since FPS was transferred to the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security in 2003, a series 
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of government audits have uncovered major 
breaches in the security services FPS pro- 
vides and attributed these lapses, in large 
part, to slipshod oversight by the agency of its 
contractor workforce. 

One glaring example of FPS’s lapses in pro- 
viding security occurred in February 2011 
when contract guards failed to detect explo- 
sive material that was left undetected inside 
the Patrick V. McNamara Federal building in 
Detroit for 21 days. 

Testifying on July 13, 2011 about this inci- 
dent before the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity, the Government Accountability Office, 
GAO, stated that FPS needs to undertake a 
stronger role in overseeing contractor perform- 
ance, to reevaluate its hiring and training prac- 
tices for contract guards, and to implement a 
comprehensive risk assessment strategy. 

On July 24, 2012, at a subsequent Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security hearing, FPS’s 
lack of a comprehensive risk management 
strategy was identified as a major obstacle to 
FPS’ ability to safeguard Federal facilities and 
effectively serve as the lead agency charged 
with coordinating infrastructure protection gov- 
ernment-wide. 

Both hearings addressed the Federal Pro- 
tective Service’s pressing need to replace the 
failed Risk Assessment and Management Pro- 
gram, RAMP, to monitor the hours and duties 
performed by contract guards—which has cost 
of over $41 million—with an effective tool to 
implement risk assessment. As an interim 
step, FPS has since developed the Modified 
Infrastructure Survey Too, MIST. 

Since May 2007, the Committee on Home- 
land Security has held five oversight hearings 
of FPS. Additionally, since 2008, GAO has 
issued seven oversight reports, at my request, 
on the agency that identified a wide range of 
challenges FPS faces in protecting Federal fa- 
cilities. Among the areas for reform identified 
in these reports are the need for increased 
oversight of the contract guard program; the 
need for FPS to implement a risk manage- 
ment strategy to improve facility security; en- 
hanced schedule and cost estimating practices 
to facilitate the transition of management func- 
tions; and a comprehensive approach to 
human capital management. 

The legislation | am reintroducing today: (1) 
seeks to increase security at Federal facilities 
by adding 500 more Federal Law Enforcement 
Officers; (2) directs FPS to intensify its moni- 
toring of contract guards; (3) requires national 
minimum standards for the training and certifi- 
cation of contract guard staff; (4) requires that 
security standards for Federal facilities estab- 
lished by the Interagency Security Committee 
be implemented; (5) directs FPS to conduct a 
1-year pilot program to assess whether a Fed- 
eral Security Guard that is a Federal em- 
ployee would do a better job protecting the 
highest risk Federal facilities than a contract 
guard; (6) requires a law enforcement pres- 
ence at the highest risk Federal facilities; and 
(7) directs the Government Accountability Of- 
fice to investigate the adequacy of the fee- 
based funding system utilized by FPS and de- 
termine whether it prevents the agency from 
fully executing its security mission. 

Under my legislation, the FPS’ inspector 
corps would be increased to 1,350, thereby 
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elevating the Federal law enforcement pres- 
ence inside Federal buildings by offering 
“boots on the ground” security expertise. 

| strongly believe that a more robust inspec- 
tor workforce would, for the first time, provide 
FPS with a core of specialized security per- 
sonnel with the training and authority required 
to create long-overdue change within the en- 
tire organization. 

My legislation also calls for dedicated con- 
tract oversight staff to oversee the perform- 
ance of contract guards; this would allow FPS 
inspectors focus on their security and law en- 
forcement duties and not be bogged down in 
contract-management concerns. 

Similarly, my legislation would require a law 
enforcement presence at the highest risk Fed- 
eral facilities, which directly addresses a gap 
in the current system, where contract guards, 
who lack arrest authority are charged with pro- 
tecting high-profile Federal facilities. 

| introduced similar legislation in the 111th 
and 112th Congresses to ensure that the Fed- 
eral Protective Service fulfills its responsibility 
to coordinate infrastructure protection across 
the Federal government, and to make certain 
that effective management procedures are im- 
plemented to hold contractors accountable for 
the hiring, training and certification of security 
guards who are charged with protecting Fed- 
eral facilities. 

It has been 18 years since the Alfred P. 
Murrah building was attacked in Oklahoma 
City. We have been fortunate that an attack of 
this magnitude has not occurred against a 
Federal building in the intervening years. That 
said, we must do more to ensure that Federal 
buildings are secure and that the Federal Pro- 
tective Service can effectively fulfill its mission. 

Enactment of my legislation will bring about 
long-overdue and necessary reforms and help 
FPS become the agency that Congress envi- 
sioned and the American people deserve. 


HONORING CONNOR JAMES DERRY 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Connor James 
Derry. Connor is a very special young man 
who has exemplified the finest qualities of citi- 
zenship and leadership by taking an active 
part in the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 314, 
and earning the most prestigious award of 
Eagle Scout. 

Connor has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Connor has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned 33 merit 
badges, but also the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. Most notably, Connor 
has led his troop in various positions including 
Patrol Leader, has earned the rank of Warrior 
in the Tribe of Mic-O-Say and is a Brother- 
hood Member in the Order of the Arrow. Con- 
nor has also contributed to his community 
through his Eagle Scout project. Connor led a 
team of 15 scouts in removing and recon- 
structing a swing set at Hillcrest Transitional 
Housing in Kansas City, Missouri. 
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Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Connor James Derry for his ac- 
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer- 
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 
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INTRODUCTION OF THE ACCESS TO 
BIRTH CONTROL (ABC) ACT 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, today | am proud to introduce 
the Access to Birth Control (ABC) Act with my 
colleagues DEBBIE WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, JOHN 
CONYERS, JR, GWEN Moore, DAVID CICILLINE, 
BARBARA LEE, CHELLIE PINGREE, JANICE HAHN, 
SAM FARR, CHARLES RANGEL, JERROLD NAD- 
LER, KEITH ELLISON, DIANA DEGETTE, JAMES 
MORAN, RUSH HOLT, and SCOTT PETERS. Spe- 
cial thanks go to Senator FRANK LAUTENBERG 
for introducing the Senate version of the bill. 


This legislation ensures women’s timely ac- 
cess to basic, preventative health care and 
ensures that women of age will not be denied 
birth control or emergency contraception by 
their pharmacist. The ABC Act also requires 
pharmacies to help a woman obtain medica- 
tion by her preferred method if the requested 
product is not in stock and protects women 
from being intimidated when requesting con- 
traception. 


Family planning is central to women’s basic 
health care. Thanks to the Affordable Care Act 
women can receive contraceptive coverage 
and other preventative services without a 
copay. While this is great news to the millions 
of women using some form of birth control, 
barriers to contraceptive access still persist. 
According to the National Women’s Law Cen- 
ter, at least 24 states across the country have 
reported incidents where pharmacists have re- 
fused to fill prescriptions for birth control or 
provide emergency contraception to individ- 
uals who do not require a prescription. Fur- 
thermore, six states permit refusals without 
patient protections such as requirements to 
refer or transfer prescriptions and seven states 
allow refusals but prohibit pharmacists from 
obstructing patient access to medication. 


Denying contraception to women represents 
an erosion of a woman’s constitutional right of 
access to contraception and a threat to wom- 
en’s basic health care. Access is especially 
important for women living in rural areas who 
may not have multiple pharmacies near them 
and low-income women who lack the re- 
sources to find an alternative pharmacy in the 
appropriate time frame. 


The use of birth control is widespread, with 
99 percent of women having used contracep- 
tives at some point in their life. Now that insur- 
ance plans are required to cover birth control, 
Congress must act to make sure that women 
receive timely access to both prescription and 
over the counter contraception at the phar- 
macy counter. 
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TRIBUTE TO TURKISH AMBAS- 
SADOR NAMIK TAN AND TURK- 
ISH EMBASSY 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, in the early 
30’s the Turkish Embassy began a journey to 
heal racial integration through jazz in our Na- 
tion’s Capital. Today, | wish to pay tribute to 
the continuing efforts of Turkish Ambassador 
Namik Tan and the Turkish Embassy for 
proudly telling this great story of racial integra- 
tion in Washington, DC’s history. This story in- 
volves an intriguing combination of jazz music, 
a foreign embassy, and race relations in the 
Nation’s Capital in the 1930s and 1940s. 


In 1934, Mehmet Munir Ertegun was named 
Turkish Ambassador to the United States. He 
moved to Washington with his family, including 
his sons Ahmet and Nesuhi, who were then 
17 and 11 years old, respectively. Ahmet 
would eventually become the founder of Atlan- 
tic Records, while Nesuhi would run the Atlan- 
tic Records jazz department, producing al- 
bums for such legendary figures as John 
Coltrane, Ray Charles, Bobby Darin, and Ro- 
berta Flack. 


In those early years after moving to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the Ertegun brothers be- 
came active in the local jazz scene and even- 
tually invited local performers to the Embassy 
for what would later be described by a 1943 
Newspaper article as “Washington’s most fa- 
mous private jam sessions.” In a 1979 inter- 
view with the Washington Post, Nesuhi de- 
scribed the mindset behind these sessions, 
“You can’t imagine how segregated Wash- 
ington was at that time. Blacks and whites 
couldn’t sit together in most places. So we put 
on concerts . . . Jazz was our weapon for so- 
cial action.” 


Despite the complaints from certain “out- 
raged southern senators” to the Turkish Am- 
bassador, the jam sessions at the Embassy 
continued for several years, playing to a ra- 
cially diverse audience and featuring such per- 
formers as Johnny Hodges, Harry Carney, and 
Barney Bigard from the Duke Ellington Band, 
Lester Young, Benny Carter, Meade Lux 
Lewis, Leadbelly, members of the Count Basie 
band, and many others. 


To commemorate this tradition, the Turkish 
Embassy initiated the Ertegun Jazz Series in 
March, 2011, and has hosted ten perform- 
ances since that time that have featured both 
up-and-coming artists and well-established 
performers such as Roy Hargrove and Jona- 
than Batiste. This series will continue in 2013 
with a concert on February 26th at the Em- 
bassy. As we celebrate Black History Month, 
| wish to congratulate Ambassador Tan and 
the Turkish Embassy for recognizing the im- 
portant role that Ahmet and Nesuhi Ertegun 
played in advancing racial integration and 
bringing jazz music to the world. 


February 14, 2013 
HONORING MR. VYRLE DAVIS 


HON. KATHY CASTOR 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the life and accomplishments 
of Mr. Vyrle Davis. His contributions to edu- 
cation and social reform in the Tampa Bay 
community and throughout the state of Florida 
are worthy of recognition by all. 

Mr. Davis, a native of the Tampa Bay com- 
munity, attended Florida Agricultural and Me- 
chanical University, before beginning his 
teaching career at 16th Street Elementary and 
Junior High School in 1960. Inspired by both 
his grandfather, a teacher who established the 
first school for African-American children in 
Jackson County, and his mother, who taught 
African-American students in a one-room 
schoolhouse within the Citrus Park community, 
Mr. Davis broke both racial and social barriers 
within his profession. 

In 1971, Mr. Davis was named assistant 
principal at Gibbs High School and two years 
later he became principal at St. Petersburg 
High School. In 1986, he overcame countless 
obstacles to become Pinellas County’s first Af- 
rican-American superintendent, a position he 
held for nine years. 

Mr. Davis was also an advocate for social 
reform. In 1984, he established the Ebony 
Scholars program, providing institutional and 
financial support to high-achieving African- 
American students. Not only did Mr. Davis 
participate in raising money for his organiza- 
tion, he also contributed a significant amount 
of his own time and money. To date, the pro- 
gram has allocated over $500,000 to students. 

By 1990, Mr. Davis had left an indelible 
mark by reforming the role of African-Ameri- 
cans in political office. He founded multiple or- 
ganizations, such as the African-American 
Voters Registration and Education Committee, 
that advanced both the political and edu- 
cational causes of African Americans. He 
formed a coalition of other activists, whose 
mission was to help minorities attain elected 
positions within their neighborhoods. Specifi- 
cally, he played a momentous role in the cam- 
paign of Mary Brown, a woman who became 
the first elected African-American Pinellas 
County School Board member. 

Although he was diagnosed with Parkin- 
son’s disease in 2004, he never let his illness 
deter him from doing that which he truly loved. 
He was admired by the Tampa Bay commu- 
nity, and those who knew him, revered him. 

As | join with Mr. Davis’s family and friends 
in mourning the passing of an outstanding in- 
dividual, | know they are incredibly proud of 
the contributions he has made to the Tampa 
Bay area. The entire Pinellas County commu- 
nity honors and remembers the 76 year life of 
Vyrle Davis. Mr. Vyrle Davis molded the lives 
of generations of students through his dedica- 
tion to education and to the community as a 
whole. His example will continue to live 
through those that worked with him and those 
who learned from him. | ask that you and all 
Americans recognize such a remarkable cit- 
izen for his service to our community and our 
State. 
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HONORING ROBERT “BOB” 
ABRAMSON OF SONOMA COUNTY, 
CALIFORNIA 


HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today along with my colleague Con- 
gressman JARED HUFFMAN to recognize and 
honor the life and tremendous social contribu- 
tions of my late friend, Mr. Robert “Bob” 
Abramson of Sonoma County, California. 

Mr. Abramson was an exemplary and up- 
standing member of his community and a 
longtime resident of the Northern California re- 
gion. After his extraordinary, storied career as 
a B-29 bomber pilot during WWII, flying as 
many as 30 missions over the Pacific, he 
would be decommissioned from the military in 
1945. 

He would go on to graduate from University 
of California, Berkeley with a Masters in Phi- 
losophy and Social Welfare. He then worked 
as a parole officer in Oakland before taking a 
job at the University of Southern California 
through which he was stationed in Pakistan for 
a program funded by the U.S. Agency for 
International Development. This led to larger 
diplomatic posts with the United Nations and 
the World Bank. 

Mr. Abramson cared deeply for his commu- 
nity and the people in it. He was an open 
book and loved talking to new people, always 
looking to learn new things and always going 
into every conversation with an open mind. He 
was especially active with the World War II Pi- 
lots Association, the Prostate Cancer Support 
Group and the Democratic Clubs of Petaluma 
and Santa Rosa. He was liked by all who 
knew him in the community. 

Mr. Abramson never lost his love for inter- 
national public service. Despite retirement and 
an extremely active role in his local commu- 
nity, he accepted special consulting contracts 
in Maldives and Sri Lanka. He consistently 
represented the American people with grace 
and civility. 

His family however, always came first. Mr. 
Abramson is survived by his wife Barbara, his 
son Bruce, his daughter Julie Morrison, his 
brother Albert, his sister Carol, and his four 
grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, Robert Abramson served his 
country with distinction both as a member of 
the armed services and as a civilian. He was 
an active, vital member of his community and 
it is therefore appropriate that we celebrate 
and honor his life and committed service and 
extend our deepest condolences to his friends, 
family and community. 
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HONORING SPENCER HARRISON 
GRANGER 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Spencer Harrison 
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Granger. Spencer is a very special young man 
who has exemplified the finest qualities of citi- 
zenship and leadership by taking an active 
part in the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 314, 
and earning the most prestigious award of 
Eagle Scout. 

Spencer has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Spencer has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned 33 merit 
badges, but also the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. Most notably, Spencer 
has led his troop in various positions including 
Patrol Leader, has earned the rank of Warrior 
in the Tribe of Mic-O-Say and is a Brother- 
hood Member in the Order of the Arrow. 
Spencer has also contributed to his commu- 
nity through his Eagle Scout project. Spencer 
constructed nine disc golf tee boxes for a pub- 
lic disc golf course at Fox Hill Elementary 
School in Kansas City, Missouri. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Spencer Harrison Granger for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev- 
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


——— SE 


HONORING JERRY PRICE 


HON. DAVID G. VALADAO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. VALADAO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Officer Jerry Price, an important figure 
in Central Valley law enforcement, on the oc- 
casion of his retirement. 

Jerry graduated from the California Highway 
Patrol Academy in 1983 and was assigned to 
service in his hometown of Santa Ana. In 
1986, he was transferred to Bakersfield where 
he patrolled the eastern part of the city and 
began aggressively seeking DUI drivers. 

In 1988 Jerry transferred to Hanford, where 
he served for 24 years. Jerry was appointed 
the PAO/Court liaison in 1997 and held this 
position until December of 2012. 

Jerry was a member of the county’s first 
gang task force established in 1998, where he 
served as an Intelligence Agent. 

Jerry has a passion for education and was 
instrumental in the establishment of many 
educational programs for local students. He is 
credited with reorganizing high school senior 
ethics days in all local high schools and start- 
ing “character conferences” in junior high 
schools. He also helped launch “Every 15 
Minutes” programs in high schools across 
Kings County to educate young people about 
the dangers of drunk driving. 

Jerry enthusiastically spread this safety 
message at Lemoore Navy Air Station for over 
18 years. He led more than 550 safety pres- 
entations for approximately 200,000 Navy per- 
sonnel. 

In addition to his CHP service, Jerry has 
been heavily involved in numerous community 
service commitments including Relay 4 Life, 
the March of Dimes, and the Central California 
“Battle of the Badges” Blood Drive. He has 
coached several youth sports teams and 
taught at Kings Christian High School, College 
of the Sequoias, and West Hills College. 


1520 


Most recently Jerry assisted the co-founders 
in organizing the “Buckle Up for Itzy” Fest, an 
event to raise seat belt safety awareness. 

Jerry has mentored many local youths and 
has dedicated his life to improving the safety 
of the people of Central California. He has 
given his time and effort to numerous non- 
profits and charities over the decades. Please 
join me in congratulating Mr. Price on his in- 
valuable service to the Central Valley, as he 
retires from the California Highway Patrol. 
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HAPPY 108TH BIRTHDAY, MISS 
ROSE RUSH 


HON. H. MORGAN GRIFFITH 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, | 
submit these remarks in honor of Miss Rose 
Rush of Clintwood, Virginia, who celebrated 
her 108th birthday on Thursday, February 7. 

Miss Rush was born in 1905 in the house 
her father built in Dickenson County, the very 
home she lives in today. She was valedic- 
torian of her graduating class at Honaker High 
School, and attended the University of Vir- 
ginia, Emory and Henry College, my alma 
mater, and she also attended Vanderbilt Uni- 
versity so she could receive her teaching li- 
cense. 

Miss Rush taught various subjects in dif- 
ferent school systems in Virginia until her re- 
tirement. She didn’t rest for long, though—the 
year after she “retired,” Miss Rush returned to 
the classroom as a substitute teacher. 

To this day, Miss Rush remains up to speed 
on current events and politics. | have been 
told Miss Rush is a huge fan of our political 
system, and that she particularly enjoys voting 
on the new voting machines. 

She has never been seriously ill or hospital- 
ized, nor has she been married or had chil- 
dren. Some in Clintwood even say that’s the 
secret to her longevity! 

Miss Rush has been approached from time 
to time for interviews or photos since she 
turned 100. The Coalfield Progress notes that 
she has refused them all, “stating with a 
sense of humbleness that she has done noth- 
ing to receive recognition.” 

Well, here’s to Miss Rose Rush, and to her 
family, friends, and students in Virginia whose 
lives she changed. Happy 108th birthday, Miss 
Rush. 
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CONGRATULATING PRESIDENT- 
ELECT PARK GEUN-HYE ON HER 
INAUGURATION AS THE FIRST 
WOMAN PRESIDENT OF THE RE- 
PUBLIC OF KOREA 


HON. ENI F. H. FALEOMAVAEGA 


OF AMERICAN SAMOA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, February 14, 2013 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, Presi- 
dent-elect Park Geun-hye will be inaugurated 


as the eleventh President of the Republic of 
Korea on Monday, February 25, 2013. Madam 
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Park will then become the first freely elected 
woman leader among the nations of Northeast 
Asia and the first woman President of the Re- 
public of Korea. 

Madam Park has shattered the glass ceiling 
for Korean women by attaining the highest 
elected office in the land, achieving this re- 
markable feat before the United States has 
elected a woman to lead our Nation. 

In the traditional Land of the Morning Calm 
where the slogan “men first, women behind” 
was the watchword only a generation ago, 
Park Geun-hye’s election is historic. President- 
elect Park will serve as a role model for 
women—young and old—not only in Asia but 
around the world as they seek to achieve their 
full potential unfettered by the gender limita- 
tions of the past. 

Madam Park also raises the possibility of a 
new beginning in the complex and often hos- 
tile relationship that has evolved between the 
two Koreas since the tragic division of the Ko- 
rean peninsula at the end of the Second 
World War. A daughter of a mother slain by a 
North Korean agent in 1974, Madam Park 
chose to put this painful family tragedy aside 
and travel to North Korea in 2002 and meet 
the very man, Kim Jong-il, who was likely re- 
sponsible for the murder of her mother. She 
did this for the good of her country, for those 
numerous divided Korean families who have 
not seen nor heard from their loved ones in 
sixty years, and for a people with a common 
culture and heritage suddenly torn asunder by 
Cold War politics. 

The Korean people have an old saying that 
“when whales fight, shrimp get broken” recog- 
nizing the victimization of a small but proud 
nation surrounded by colossal and often hos- 
tile neighbors. The healing process after sixty 
years of this externally imposed division sym- 
bolized by the stark frontier of the DMZ will 
not be easy. But, as was once said in ref- 
erence to the unfreezing of Sino-American re- 
lations, that “only Nixon could go to China,” 
so it may one day be said that “only Park 
Geun-hye, the daughter of an anti-communist 
general and a martyred mother, could rec- 
oncile the two Koreas.” 

This coming summer, on July 27th, we will 
commemorate the sixtieth anniversary of the 
signing of an Armistice which silenced the 
guns but brought no permanent peace on the 
Korean peninsula. Our aging Korean War era 
veterans, who include four Members of the 
U.S. House of Representatives including the 
Honorable CHARLES RANGEL, the Honorable 
JOHN CONYERS JR., the Honorable HOWARD 
COBLE, and the Honorable SAM JOHNSON, 
often speak of our steadfast friendship with 
the people of South Korea as being one which 
was forged in the crucible of war. 

The Korean War Memorial, located not far 
from this House, serves to remind us all of the 
brave men and women of our country “who 
answered the call to defend a country they 
never knew and a people they never met.” 
The election of Park Geun-hye symbolizes the 
achievement of those democratic values for 
which these veterans fought and died. 

| am also certain that America’s almost two 
million strong Korean-American community 
who have contributed so much to their adopt- 
ed country are justifiably proud of the demo- 
cratic and economic miracle of their ancestral 
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homeland. The alliance between their old and 
new countries, strengthened by the recent 
adoption of the U.S.-Korea Free Trade Agree- 
ment, will only be further invigorated under 
Madam Park’s presidency. 

For historical purposes, | submit this state- 
ment to be made part of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD in tribute to the service, often at great 
personal sacrifice, that President-elect Park 
Geun-hye has rendered for and on behalf of 
the people of the Republic of Korea. | join my 
colleagues in looking forward to welcoming 
Madam Park when she makes her first official 
visit to Washington, DC later this year. 


EEE 


INTRODUCTION OF THE STATES’ 
MEDICAL MARIJUANA PATIENT 
PROTECTION ACT 


HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, today, 
along with a bipartisan group of cosponsors, | 
am introducing the States’ Medical Marijuana 
Patient Protection Act, legislation that will 
allow medical marijuana patients and busi- 
nesses—who are complying with state law— 
the ability to access and distribute marijuana 
free from federal interference. 

Eighteen states and the District of Columbia 
have passed laws allowing for the use of med- 
ical marijuana for people suffering from condi- 
tions such as cancer and severe nausea. As 
a result there are now hundreds of thousands 
of medical marijuana patients nationwide. De- 
spite these laws, at the federal level marijuana 
is currently listed as a Schedule | substance 
under the Controlled Substances Act, meaning 
that it is considered a substance with a “high 
potential for abuse,” with “no currently accept- 
ed medical use in treatment in the United 
States.” This means that the 19 jurisdictions 
that permit medical marijuana are operating in 
a patchwork of inconsistent local and federal 
laws. 

These inconsistencies create significant 
challenges for both patients and the busi- 
nesses working to provide access to medical 
marijuana. Because of federal tax and banking 
laws, marijuana businesses—despite oper- 
ating in compliance with state or local law— 
are not allowed to deduct their legitimate busi- 
ness expenses and are often unable to make 
deposits or maintain bank accounts. Simulta- 
neously, the federal government has contin- 
ued to enforce federal law, and many medical 
marijuana facilities across the country have 
been raided by the Drug Enforcement Admin- 
istration or otherwise targeted by the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

The federal government maintains a monop- 
oly on access to marijuana for research, cur- 
rently run by the National Institute on Drug 
Abuse (NIDA). The mission of this Institute is 
to “lead the Nation in bringing the power of 
science to bear on drug abuse and addiction,” 
and many researchers have found it difficult to 
obtain marijuana for research into the potential 
therapeutic or medicinal effects of marijuana. 

The States’ Medical Marijuana Patient Pro- 
tection Act would provide for the rescheduling 
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of marijuana under the Controlled Substance 
Act to a listing other than Schedule | or Il, 
which would mean the federal government 
recognizes an accepted medical use. It would 
also ensure that neither the Controlled Sub- 
stances Act nor the Federal Food, Drug and 
Cosmetic Act would restrict individuals, doc- 
tors or businesses from consuming, recom- 
mending, producing, distributing or otherwise 
operating in marijuana in compliance with 
state or local laws. Finally, it would require 
that access to marijuana for research into its 
potential medicinal and therapeutic uses be 
overseen by an entity in the government not 
focused on researching the addictive prop- 
erties of substances. 

Nineteen jurisdictions have passed laws rec- 
ognizing the importance of providing access to 
medical marijuana for the hundreds of thou- 
sands of patients who rely on it. It is time for 
the federal government to respect these deci- 
sions, and stop inhibiting safe access. 


HONORING JACE C. PINE 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Jace C. Pine. Jace 
is a very special young man who has exempli- 
fied the finest qualities of citizenship and lead- 
ership by taking an active part in the Boy 
Scouts of America, Troop 351, and earning 
the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Jace has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Jace has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam- 
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, Jace 
has contributed to his community through his 
Eagle Scout project. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Jace C. Pine for his accomplish- 
ments with the Boy Scouts of America and for 
his efforts put forth in achieving the highest 
distinction of Eagle Scout. 


HONORING WILLIAM ASHFORD 


HON. ROBERT B. ADERHOLT 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, it is my privi- 
lege to honor Mr. William Ashford, who is in- 
terning in my office with the Uni-Capitol Wash- 
ington Program. The Uni-Capitol Washington 
Program (UCWIP) has paired some of the 
brightest Australian students with various con- 
gressional offices for more than a decade and 
| am happy to be a host again this year. 

Will comes from the University of 
Wollongong and is studying engineering and 
commerce. Over the past month, | have found 
him to be outstanding in his duties and going 
above and beyond our expectations. He has 
attended committee hearings, drafted con- 
stituent correspondence, and assisted me as 
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well as my staff with research. His Australian 
accent has garnered the attention of many of 
my constituents on tours and over the phone. 
Will's commitment, hard work, and presence 
have been an asset to the office and he will 
be sorely missed by all. 

The program has been in force for 13 years 
thanks to the vision of Eric Federing, its direc- 
tor and founder. The students who are se- 
lected come from a variety of academic dis- 
ciplines, but all have a common interest: pro- 
moting the U.S.-Australia relationship. These 
student placements are enhanced by the for- 
mation of genuine friendships and the ex- 
change of views and ideas between the Aus- 
tralian interns and their respective offices. We 
are grateful for these friendships and it is our 
hope that they strengthen the diplomatic ties 
of our great countries. 

| would like to thank Eric Federing for the 
opportunity to host Will over the past several 
weeks. To date, over 130 interns have come 
through his program representing 8 different 
universities over the program’s lifetime. It en- 
hances opportunities for the individuals who 
come and enlighten those who they come to. 
After the internship, many receive jobs on 
Capitol Hill in Washington, D.C. or go to work 
with Federal or various State Parliaments in 
Australia. Other interns have gone on to work 
in the Australian Embassy or The World Bank. 
Simply put, this program selects incredibly tal- 
ented individuals that are a pleasure to host 
and work with. It was an honor to have Will in 
our office and | wish him the very best in the 
future. Will, thank you again for your hard 
work and dedication. 


ES 


HONORING THE CENTENNIAL OF 
PRESIDENT NIXON’S BIRTH 


HON. EDWARD R. ROYCE 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to recog- 
nize the legacy of President Richard Nixon in 
this centennial year of his birth. 

President Nixon took the oath of office at a 
time of domestic upheaval and far-reaching 
social, economic, and political change. | doubt 
there was ever a day when he did not wake 
to an agenda of pressing challenges and dif- 
ficult decisions. 

But his true legacy lies in foreign policy. 

Few Presidents have entered the White 
House with a deeper understanding of inter- 
national affairs, and we are very fortunate that 
he did. For when he first walked into the Oval 
Office, he inherited a world in which the U.S. 
was faced with enormous difficulties and prob- 
lems that seemed to have no solution, from 
our grinding engagement in Vietnam to an in- 
creasingly emboldened Soviet Union. 

He understood from the first that the old 
ways of doing things simply would not work in 
a new and dangerous world and repeatedly 
astonished his admirers and opponents alike 
with a surprisingly flexible and sophisticated, 
albeit tough-minded, approach. 

That was most famously demonstrated by 
his stunning reaching out to China. 

For decades this action has been the sub- 
ject of much discussion and comment, and it 
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is commonly cited as a model for similarly 
bold action today. 

But there is danger in easy comparisons. It 
is of key importance to stress that he did not 
suffer from an illusion that Mao’s dictatorship 
was reforming itself or that our mutual hostility 
was primarily the fault of the United States. Or 
that a handshake could somehow transform 
conflicting goals into a broad partnership. 

Instead, it was based on a clear-eyed un- 
derstanding of how the world actually works 
and that a rigid adherence to ideology can 
blind one to inconvenient facts and potential 
options. Only someone deeply confident in his 
beliefs could have done so. But he did not 
take unnecessary risks, he did not leap into 
the dark, hoping for the best. Instead, he took 
deliberate steps on a well-thought-out path to 
specific goals. 

Even then, his eyes were not focused on 
China, but on a much larger purpose, namely 
reordering the international system to give the 
U.S. new options that it otherwise would not 
have had, including an ability to exploit divi- 
sions among opponents that rendered each 
eager for improved relations with the U.S. 

What a contrast to today’s world, where the 
U.S. often goes hat in hand to professed en- 
emies in the illusion that they can be bribed to 
abandon their fundamental goals, that unilat- 
eral concessions will generate good will, or 
that they can somehow be convinced to be- 
come good international citizens through pleas 
or lectures. 

Nixon knew that peaceful outreach and ne- 
gotiations were possible only when the other 
side had no doubts of your toughness. Some- 
times a smile is helpful, but often a stick is 
more convincing. No one ever doubted that 
Richard Nixon understood the difference. 

His no-nonsense view of the world can be 
seen in the aftermath of the murder of Israeli 
Olympians in Munich by PLO terrorists on 
September 27th, 1972 when he warned that if 
we want safety, we must not seek “accom- 
modations with savagery, but rather act to 
eliminate it.” 

That was written twenty-nine years before 
the devastating 9/11 terror attacks, but it re- 
mains a crucial guide to action today. 

As Chairman of the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, | deal on a daily basis with the 
many problems the U.S. faces around the 
world. Some would be familiar to President 
Nixon; many are quite different. But the deep 
understanding, the commitment to basic prin- 
ciples, the pragmatic flexibility that character- 
ized his approach are as essential today as 
they were then. 

| met him once when he spoke before the 
House Republican Conference in March, 
1993, shortly after | first entered Congress. 
The subject was Russia in the aftermath of the 
collapse of the Soviet empire, but even after 
many years out of office, and only a year be- 
fore his death, his understanding of the range 
of issues and problems facing that country 
and ours impressed everyone in the room. He 
was masterful to the end. 

Afterward, the President mentioned his old 
House seat to me, and he asked me to join 
him for a meeting with members of the Sen- 
ate, organized by Senator Patrick Moynihan. 
There he spoke of the future challenges and 
opportunities with respect to China, Eurasia, 
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Africa, and Latin America. As usual, he spoke 
without using notes. 

Perhaps his greatest legacy is what any stu- 
dent of his accomplishments can see for 
themselves: that the United States has no 
choice to be a leader in the world if we are to 
secure the safety and interests of the Amer- 
ican people, that passivity and a surrender to 
events can bring only disaster, that refusing to 
recognize that the world is often a dangerous 
and unforgiving place is to live in illusion, that 
foolishly acting as though our resources were 
unlimited with no need to prioritize our goals 
is a certain road to defeat. 

So it gives me pride to recognize President 
Richard Nixon during the centennial of his 
birth. We owe him our respect for what he ac- 
complished on behalf of the security of the 
United States in a turbulent world. 


HONORING JOHN BRENKLE 
HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to recognize Monsignor John 
Brenkle on the occasion of receiving the Jef- 
ferson Award for his work in the Napa Valley 
community. 

The Jefferson Award is a national award 
given to those serving the community at a na- 
tional and local level, which Monsignor 
Brenkle has done for the past three decades. 
He is known throughout the Napa Valley as a 
mercenary who goes above and beyond to en- 
sure the well-being of those in the community. 

Monsignor Brenkle attended St. Patrick’s 
Seminary in Menlo Park, California, and was 
ordained on June 14, 1958 through the Arch- 
diocese of San Francisco. He received his 
Doctorate in Canon Law from The Catholic 
University of America in 1962. He served as 
Chancellor of the Diocese in Santa Rosa until 
1971, followed by two years of teaching in 
Zambia. 

Monsignor Brenkle has worked tirelessly to 
help low-income families and farm workers. 
He played a pivotal role in creating housing for 
migrant farm workers, and assisted in the de- 
cision to build low income housing sites in the 
valley. He serves on numerous local boards, 
including Catholic Charities, the Board of Di- 
rectors of Justin-Siena High School, Catholic 
Community Foundation, California Human De- 
velopment Corporation, and the St. Helena 
Mayor's Multi-cultural Committee. 

It is because of all his hard work that he 
was recognized to receive this outstanding 
award. Mr. Speaker and colleagues, it is my 
distinct pleasure to congratulate Monsignor 
John Brenkle on this joyous occasion. 


COME AND TAKE IT 
HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it was fall 
of 1835. Mexican President Santa Anna had 
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dissolved the Constitution and made himself 
dictator. Tensions began to flare between his 
oppressive government and the liberty minded 
desires of Texians and Tejanos. To suppress 
the rumblings of unrest and revolution the 
Mexican military leaders began their quest to 
quietly disarm the Texians. One of the first ac- 
tions was to retrieve a cannon lent to the 
Texian colonists at Gonzales. The famous 
bronze cannon was loaned to the Gonzales 
colonists by the Mexican government in 1831 
to defend themselves from hostile Apaches 
and Comanches. Mexican Corporal Casimiro 
De Leon and a few soldiers were sent to re- 
claim the cannon. That task was easier said 
than done. 

The feisty Texians said they were keeping 
the gun and took the soldiers prisoner. The la- 
dies of settlement even made a flag bearing 
the words “Come and Take It!” to be flown 
over the cannon. The cannon had been buried 
in a peach orchard near the Colorado River 
for safety, but was retrieved shortly after and 
readied for battle and mounted on cart wheels. 
The Mexican government responded by send- 
ing Lieutenant Francisco de Castaneda of the 
Mexican Army and 150 troops to put an end 
to the dispute. They were met by a militia of 
frontier Texians and Indian fighters who simply 
said, “There it is—come and take it.” After a 
few shots were fired by both sides the Mexi- 
can army left the engagement. The Battle of 
Gonzales went on to be known as the “Lex- 
ington of Texas”. It was Act | of the Texas 
War of Independence. It was similar to Lex- 
ington because sixty years earlier the British 
had tried to seize the weapons of the colonists 
at Lexington and Concord. The Texas War, 
like the American War of Independence, 
began because oppressive government tried 
and failed to disarm the people. The citizens 
of Texas would not surrender their arms to ap- 
pease the overbearing Mexican regime. His- 
tory has an odd way of repeating itself. 

Flash forward 200 years. One night | was at 
a town hall meeting in Spring when a local 
preacher came up to me to share his con- 
cerns about where our country was headed. It 
is always refreshing for me to hear from nor- 
mal people in Southeast Texas after spending 
all week long in the land of the bureaucrats. 
| will always remember this particular neighbor 
because of his strong opinions and his shirt. It 
had a photograph of the Bible and two .45 
Colt revolvers with the words “I love my Bible” 
and “I love my guns”. Naturally, they were in 
the right order. God then guns. Leave it to a 
Texas preacher to keep it all in perspective. 
You wouldn't see that shirt up in Washington, 
DC. Some elites outside of our Great State 
fear “us southerners” and our colt 45s, and 
ridicule those who cling to their guns and reli- 
gion. In Texas we have a rich tradition of 
proudly celebrating the right to bear arms. The 
elites seem to forget that not only do we cling 
to guns and religion, we cling to the Constitu- 
tion that protects these rights. Many Texans 
believe the call for gun control is really a call 
for more government control. 

Texans aren’t the only ones who have his- 
torically defended this right. During the birth of 
our nation, the Founding Fathers were very 
concerned—almost paranoid—that a strong 
Federal Government would trample on the 
rights of the people. Their concerns were war- 
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ranted because that is exactly what happened 
to the colonists, and that’s what governments 
historically do—trample on individual liberty. 
So after the ratification of the Constitution, the 
Framers purposely included a list of inalien- 
able rights that are endowed by our Creator, 
not from government. One of them being the 
individuals’ right to bear arms. They knew 
from their experiences in the American War of 
Independence that an armed citizenry and a 
citizen militia were not only needed for per- 
sonal defense, but were also the best safe- 
guard against the tyranny of government. 

But here we go again. Today some in gov- 
ernment once again fear the freedom of its 
citizens and are now calls to round up all the 
guns. Ironically, each day in the U.S. Capitol 
there are guards with guns by the doors—to 
the north, to the south, to the east, to the 
west—on the roof, on all of the entrances, and 
by the steps. Many elitist politicians and life- 
long bureaucrats expect protections for them- 
selves while advocating for more restrictions 
on guns for the people of America—hypocrisy 
at its highest. Most citizens don’t have govern- 
ment guards protecting them 24/7. Many peo- 
ple feel defenseless. In fact, one of the pro- 
posals for more gun laws mirrors the stringent 
DC. gun laws. If the DC gun laws worked, DC 
would not be such a violent city. If DC gun 
laws worked, why are there so many armed 
guards at the Capitol? 

The elites want more government power 
and control while taking away liberty from the 
rest of us. They want to punish the guns, not 
the people who commit crimes with guns. 
They want to keep their special government 
protection while redlining the Second Amend- 
ment for the people. They say, “Protection for 
me but not for thee”. Not much has changed 
since the days of the Santa Anna. Oppressive 
governments will always seek to limit the free- 
dom of their citizens. Mexico eventually lost 
Texas and Great Britain eventually lost Amer- 
ica. Both wars started because those in 
charge wanted to take guns away from the 
citizens. Those who seek to take guns away 
from Texans should open a history book. 
Those early Texans defied Santa Anna, hoist- 
ed the flag “Come and Take It”, and the rest 
they say is Texas history. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


HONORING JACKSON ANTHONY 
CARRIZZO 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Jackson Anthony 
Carrizzo. Jax is a very special young man who 
has exemplified the finest qualities of citizen- 
ship and leadership by taking an active part in 
the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 314, and 
earning the most prestigious award of Eagle 
Scout. 

Jax has been very active with his troop, par- 
ticipating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Jax has been involved with scout- 
ing, he has not only earned 33 merit badges, 
but also the respect of his family, peers, and 
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community. Most notably, Jax has led his 
troop in various positions including Patrol 
Leader, has earned the rank of Foxman in the 
Tribe of Mic-O-Say and is a Brotherhood 
Member in the Order of the Arrow. Jax has 
also contributed to his community through his 
Eagle Scout project. Jax redesigned, cleared 
and constructed a 70 foot stretch of walking 
trail in the Parkville Nature Sanctuary in Park- 
ville, Missouri, connecting a new bridge to the 
walking trail and adding new approaches to 
the bridge. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Jackson Anthony Carrizzo for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev- 
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING MICHAEL 
HIGGINS ON HIS RETIREMENT 


HON. ADAM SMITH 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise to honor Michael Higgins, a professional 
staff member for the House Armed Services 
Committee, on his retirement after over 40 
years of public service. 

Mike’s dedication to the personnel and fami- 
lies of the U.S. Armed Services began in 
1970, when he joined the U.S. Air Force as a 
career personnel officer. His assignments in 
the Air Force included the Military Personnel 
Center, the Office of the Secretary of the Air 
Force, and a variety of unit personnel posi- 
tions. After retiring as a lieutenant colonel in 
1990, Mike joined the staff of the Committee 
on Armed Services, Subcommittee on Military 
Personnel, where he served for most of his 23 
years on Capitol Hill. His work has affected 
the lives of millions of active, reservist, retired, 
and civilian Department of Defense men and 
women and their families. His expertise on all 
policy and fiscal matters related to the 
sustainment of the morale, welfare, and recre- 
ation programs of the military services, includ- 
ing the commissary system and military ex- 
changes, helped ensure a high quality of life 
for all who have served in the military. 

Mike’s tireless efforts to protect and en- 
hance the quality of life for service members 
resulted in many notable achievements. His 
early advocacy and shaping of statutes that 
required the military services to consider and 
address individual service members’ deploy- 
ment time helped lead the Services to recog- 
nize that frequent back-to-back deployments, 
combined with extensive training even when 
not deployed, were a detriment to readiness. 
His recognition of the special challenges and 
needs of service members also led to the 
drafting of the critical skills retention bonus— 
a very flexible tool that allowed military leaders 
to target bonuses and bonus amounts at re- 
taining people with crucial military skills, such 
as senior special operations non-commis- 
sioned officers and intelligence analysts. 

Mike also helped transform the environment 
supporting our service members. His oversight 
of the initial implementation of the Military 
Child Care Act of 1989 resulted in the world- 
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class military child care system that exists 
today. He helped make subsistence and hous- 
ing payments more consistent with the real- 
world conditions faced by service members 
and their families, and eased compensation 
penalties for military widows and disabled re- 
tirees. More importantly, Mike established him- 
self as an honest broker and listener to all 
parties, including advocacy groups, particularly 
in managing the committee’s response to the 
“Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell” policy from its inception 
until its repeal in 2011. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great pleasure that | 
recognize Michael Higgins. Mike personifies 
the ideal of public service to his fellow citi- 
zens. | wish him the best in his retirement. 


THE HOUSE PASSAGE OF H.R. 592 
HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the 
House passage of H.R. 592 by the large mar- 
gin of 354-72 is a substantial statement of 
support for the houses of worship that have 
done so much for those suffering in the wake 
of natural disasters like Superstorm Sandy. It 
is also a strong affirmation of the constitu- 
tionality of the bill. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING WEGMANS FOOD 
MARKETS, INC. 


HON. TOM REED 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize the accomplishments and long-stand- 
ing success of Wegmans Food Markets, Inc. 
Recently, Wegmans was named 5th in For- 
tune Magazine’s “100 Best Companies to 
Work For” in 2012. 

Since opening their first store in 1916 in 
Rochester, New York, Wegmans has experi- 
enced sustained growth for nearly a century, 
with a total of 81 store locations and a work- 
force of over 43,000 Americans. Even during 
trying economic times, Wegmans continued to 
grow and has plans to open additional stores, 
which will add more than 1,500 new jobs to 
the economy in the near future. 

Wegmans exemplifies the American dream 
of entrepreneurship, and the core reason for 
the sustained success of this company is their 
workforce. By providing employees with a 
positive work environment with opportunities to 
learn and contribute to the organization, 
Wegmans is able to share in the success and 
growth of their employees. 

This recognition from Fortune Magazine is 
just one of many accolades received by 
Wegmans throughout their long history and | 
trust there are many more to come. | hope 
new business owners and entrepreneurs will 
look to the business practices of Wegmans as 
an example. Additionally, | would like to thank 
Wegmans for not only their services to con- 
sumers, but also for their contributions to the 
economy and communities in my district. 
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HONORING CHARLIE DANIELS 


HON. JIM COOPER 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker | rise today to 
pay tribute to Charlie Daniels, a Tennessean 
who, through his dedication to supporting our 
military, has touched the lives of countless 
servicemembers, veterans and their families. 


As an American entertainer, he needs no in- 
troduction. As an advocate for our military, he 
has no equal. Daniels unites his devotion to 
those serving our country with his passion for 
music by visiting our troops wherever they 
may be stationed around the world to perform 
concerts at military bases. 


In recent years, he has teamed with 
Lipscomb University in Nashville to salute 
those who serve through his annual “Scholar- 
ship for Heroes” tour. This concert raises 
awareness and funds for Lipscomb Univer- 
sity’s Yellow Ribbon Enhancement Program, 
through which the university offers a tuition- 
free college education to post-9/11 veterans. 
His support has helped the school grow its 
veteran student attendance from 10 to 182 in 
just over three years. 

Today, | join the citizens of my district in 
honoring Charlie Daniels for his tireless com- 
mitment to honoring those who serve and 
working to ensure that though freedom isn’t 
free, an education for our veterans should be. 


i—i 


HONORING TYLER KURT WHEELER 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Tyler Kurt Wheel- 
er. Tyler is a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 314, and earn- 
ing the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Tyler has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Tyler has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned 32 merit 
badges, but also the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. Most notably, Tyler 
has led his troop in various positions including 
Senior Patrol Leader and is a Brotherhood 
Member of the Order of the Arrow. Tyler has 
also contributed to his community through his 
Eagle Scout Project. Tyler designed and led 
the construction of a walking bridge over a 
creek in the Parkville Nature Sanctuary in 
Parkville, Missouri. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Tyler Kurt Wheeler for his ac- 
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer- 
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF DR. RICHARD 
H. STULEN 


HON. ERIC SWALWELL 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise to honor Dr. Richard H. Stulen, vice 
president of Sandia National Laboratories’ 
California laboratory and the Energy, Climate, 
and Infrastructure Security Mission based in 
Livermore, California. Dr. Stulen, who recently 
retired after 36 years of service, spent his ca- 
reer helping to make critical advances in areas 
of scientific research crucial to our nation’s in- 
terest and security. Under Dr. Stulen’s leader- 
ship, Sandia National Laboratory in Livermore 
has been tasked with conducting research 
aimed at ensuring the stewardship of our na- 
tion’s nuclear weapons, defending the home- 
land against weapons of mass destruction, 
and has engaged in hydrogen fuel cell re- 
search that has the potential to revolutionize 
how our nation’s transportation system is pow- 
ered. 

Dr. Stulen joined Sandia National Labora- 
tories in 1976, and during his tenure at Sandia 
Dr. Stulen has played a critical role in the evo- 
lution of the research landscape in the Bay 
Area. In the early 1990s, Dr. Stulen helped ini- 
tiate one of Sandia’s first cooperative-re- 
search-and-development agreements 
(CRADAs) under the Department of Energy’s 
Technology Transfer Initiative. This CRADA 
led to the formation of the Extreme Ultraviolet 
Lithography (EUVL) Program and an industry- 
funded $300 million, three-lab CRADA with 
Lawrence Livermore and Lawrence Berkeley 
national laboratories. This consortium agree- 
ment between the three Bay Area national lab- 
oratories helped spur further innovation and 
growth in these research fields within our re- 
gion. 

Before serving in his current role, Dr. Stulen 
served as Sandia National Laboratories’ chief 
technology officer, as well as chief scientist for 
Sandia’s Nuclear Weapons Program. Dr. 
Stulen’s extensive contributions to science 
were honored with Lockheed Martin’s pres- 
tigious NOVA award for Technical Excellence 
in 1999. 

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Stulen has provided out- 
standing leadership in a variety of research 
fields that are incredibly important to our na- 
tional security. | am honored to recognize his 
decades of leadership in service to Sandia 
National Laboratories, the research landscape 
of the San Francisco Bay Area, and to the na- 
tion at-large. | wish him the best of luck as he 
begins this new chapter of his life. 


EE 
RECOGNIZING THE BUSINESS AL- 
LIANCE FOR COMMUNITY 


HEALTH (BACH) 
HON. JOE COURTNEY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to rec- 
ognize the Business Alliance for Community 
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Health (BACH), a membership organization of 
the Eastern Connecticut Health Network 
(ECHN) which is located in my district. 
Through its initiatives and extensive corporate 
partnerships, BACH supports health programs 
in eastern Connecticut that benefit individuals 
and families and businesses as well as lower 
the costs of health care delivery. 

Since inception, BACH has helped busi- 
nesses in my district promote health-related 
education, including health and wellness and 
workplace safety. The Alliance has also 
served as an educational resource to the com- 
munity on health care changes in the pipeline 
from the Affordable Care Act. BACH’s efforts 
have also focused on increased awareness of 
the services and programs of ECHN and its 
affiliated physicians, which have and continue 
to provide high quality, cost-effective care. Of 
additional note, BACH has helped promote 
local business networking, which has sup- 
ported a “buy local” campaign. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to recognize 
BACH’s continued contributions to eastern 
Connecticut. Our nation continues to face 
challenges in lowering health care costs and 
organizations like BACH are providing leader- 
ship to meet these challenges. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. GLORIA NEGRETE McLEOD 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD. Mr. Speaker, on 
rollcall No. 38, had | been present, | would 
have voted “no.” 


Ea 


HONORING U.S. ARMY SPC. TRAVIS 
RYAN VAUGHN FOR HIS SERVICE 
AND SACRIFICE 


HON. BRUCE L. BRALEY 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Speaker, today, | 
am here to honor and celebrate the life of a 
brave American patriot, United States Army 
Specialist Travis Ryan Vaughn. Travis left us 
on February 18, 2007, when the CH—47 Chi- 
nook helicopter he was in, lost power and 
crashed while conducting operations in sup- 
port of Operation Enduring Freedom in south- 
eastern Afghanistan. 

Travis, a proud lowan, was born on Sep- 
tember 1, 1980 in Waterloo, and grew up in 
Cedar Falls, graduating from Cedar Falls High 
School in 1999. He joined the Army in 2003 
and went on to earn various medals and deco- 
rations, including the Army Commendation 
Medal, Army Good Conduct Medal and Na- 
tional Defense Service Medal. 

Travis’ memory lives on through his family, 
who every year collects food and household 
items from residents of Northeastern lowa 
which are donated to lowa veterans. Travis 
has also been honored with a memorial mark- 
er at Cedar Falls High School which was do- 
nated by Flags for Freedom Outreach. 
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As we come upon the 6th year of Travis’ 
passing, we are reminded of the sacrifice our 
young American men and women make in 
service to their country. His family’s efforts 
and the generosity of Northeastern lowans en- 
sure that Travis is ‘never forgotten.’ 


HONORING JACOB B. HODSON 


HON. SAM GRAVES 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | 
proudly pause to recognize Jacob B. Hodson. 
Jacob is a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 351, and earn- 
ing the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Jacob has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Jacob has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam- 
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, 
Jacob has contributed to his community 
through his Eagle Scout project. 

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Jacob B. Hodson for his accom- 
plishments with the Boy Scouts of America 
and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 


EEE 


KENT STATE UNIVERSITY’S WASH- 
INGTON PROGRAM IN NATIONAL 
ISSUES CELEBRATES ITS 40TH 
ANNIVERSARY 


HON. TIM RYAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
in recognition of Kent State University’s Wash- 
ington Program in National Issues, known as 
WPNI. On April 23, 2013 WPNI will celebrate 
its 40th Anniversary. This anniversary marks 
not only WPNI’s 40th year in Washington, DC, 
but also symbolizes the impressive achieve- 
ments of faculty, staff, alumni, and students 
who are and have been dedicated to the suc- 
cess of WPNI. Dr. Lester Lefton President of 
Kent State University has been a very strong 
supporter of the program and has contributed 
significantly to its continued success. 

WPNI has three primary objectives: (1) to 
facilitate learning of the U.S. political system 
and policy issues and its policy issues; (2) to 
develop and understanding of the interrelation- 
ship of public issues and structures of govern- 
ment; and (3) to encourage individual initiative 
and provide for experiences and research. Dr. 
Lefton and Dr. Richard Robyn the program’s 
director have worked extremely hard to ensure 
that these objectives are met. 

WPNI is a full 15-week academic program 
offered each spring semester by Kent State 
University since its creation in 1973, WPNI 
has sent more than 600 selected juniors and 
seniors from various backgrounds and aca- 
demic disciplines to Washington, DC to live, 
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work, and study. Throughout the course of the 
program, students are required to participate 
in the academic curriculum and maintain an 
internship position in government, a company, 
or an organization of their choice. The aca- 
demic and professional benefits this program 
brings to its students are extraordinary. At the 
same time government agencies, companies, 
and organizations benefit enormously. | know 
this first-hand because | have had the good 
fortune of having several students intern in my 
Washington office over the years. 

| commend Dr. Lefton, Dr. Robyn and those 
at Kent State involved in the continuation of 
this meaningful program. | also congratulate 
the students who have in the past 40 years 
taken part in this wonderful experience. | am 
certain that with continued support the Wash- 
ington Program in National Issues will cele- 
brate many more anniversaries to come. 


EE 


HONORING THE LIFE OF THE BE- 
LOVED VISIONARY AND ADVO- 
CATE SUZANNE ROSENTHAL 


HON. ANDER CRENSHAW 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to celebrate the life of the beloved visionary 
and advocate, Suzanne Rosenthal who 
passed away on Sunday, February 10, 2013. 
Suzanne was a fearless, determined and cou- 
rageous woman who turned her diagnosis of 
Crohn’s disease in 1955 into a legacy that has 
gone on to help hundreds of thousands of 
people over the years. She dedicated her life 
to spreading awareness about Crohn’s dis- 
ease and ulcerative colitis, supporting and 
educating patients and funding research to 
find cures. In 1967, along with her husband, 
Irwin M. Rosenthal, William D. and Shelby 
Modell, and Henry D. Janowitz, MD, she 
founded the National Foundation of lleitis and 
Colitis, now known as the Crohn’s & Colitis 
Foundation of America (CCFA). 

Suzanne held many key volunteer positions 
at CCFA. She was a former president of the 
Greater New York Chapter and served as Na- 
tional Chairperson of the Board from 1987 to 
1991. She served as Chairperson Emeritus of 
CCFA’s Government Affairs Task Force and 
champion in all advocacy efforts of the Foun- 
dation. Suzanne received CCFA’s distin- 
guished Public Policy Pioneer Award for her 
tireless advocacy efforts on behalf of IBD pa- 
tients everywhere. The award was presented 
at CCFA’s First National IBD Advocacy Con- 
ference, held in Washington, D.C. in June 
2003. Keeping in line with her tireless support 
of IBD patients and their families, as President 
of the Greater New York Chapter, she initiated 
the support group model that has since been 
implemented as CCFA’s national network of 
support groups. 

Suzanne was also the Founder and past 
President of the Digestive Disease National 
Coalition (DDNC). The DDNC comprises more 
than 32 patient groups and professional soci- 
eties, representing the research and 
healthcare legislative interests of people who 
suffer from digestive disorders. In addition, 
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she was an active leader in many digestive 
disease-related health forums and committees, 
holding the following positions: member of the 
Advisory Council, National Institute of Diabe- 
tes & Digestive & Kidney Diseases, National 
Institutes of Health; chair of the Workgroup on 
Education of Public and Patients and Sup- 
porting Resources of the National Commission 
on Digestive Diseases; and member of the 
Advisory Committee and Executive Committee 
of the National Digestive Disease Information 
Clearinghouse. 

Under Suzanne’s direction, CCFA and 
DDNC have been consistent and effective 
voices for digestive disease research within 
the National Institutes of Health, including 
funding for the National Institute of Diabetes 
and Digestive and Kidney Diseases, and other 
related institutes and agencies within the Pub- 
lic Health Service. She is recognized by the 
research community, CCFA and the DDNC as 
a loyal ally and a valuable resource in creating 
public awareness of digestive diseases, as 
well as a strong partner in the effort to de- 
velop new treatments and improve medical 
understanding of these conditions. 

Most recently, with Suzanne’s guidance, | 
worked along with CCFA to establish the Con- 
gressional Crohn’s and Colitis Caucus. In 
memory of Suzanne’s contributions, CCFA 
and DDNC will continue to work together to 
improve the lives of patients with digestive dis- 
eases. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you to join me in this 
very special congressional salute to this leader 
and advocate, Suzanne Rosenthal. 


EE 


IN HONOR OF THE OPENING OF 
PINNACLES NATIONAL PARK 


HON. SAM FARR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the opening of Pinnacles National Park, 
the 59th National Park in the United States. | 
want to thank Secretary of the Interior Ken 
Salazar for joining us to celebrate the opening 
of Pinnacles National Park on February 11, 
2013. 

Pinnacles truly is a special place. There are 
few words that can describe the feeling of 
watching a California condor spread its mas- 
sive wings as it soars high above the volcanic 
spires or the beauty of the Park’s wildflowers 
painted upon the landscape by the springtime 
sun. 

Native Americans were the first to discover 
the cliffs of Pinnacles. The Chalon and Mutsun 
groups of the Ohlone people lived here thou- 
sands of years ago. This place was more than 
just a home to these native tribes; it was the 
center of their community. As our nation 
spread west and homesteaders began to set- 
tle on the Central Coast, they too were drawn 
to this spot. Led by Schuler Hain, who the wil- 
derness of Pinnacles is now named for, they 
would hike into the park to explore the Talus 
Caves or picnic in the open meadows. Real- 
izing that this was a special place worthy of 
protection for generations to enjoy, Schuler 
Hain gathered the community and preserva- 
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tion efforts were launched. Then, in 1908 
President Theodore Roosevelt established 


Pinnacles National Monument. A century later, 
understanding the economic potential of a Na- 
tional Park designation, surrounding counties 
again turned to Pinnacles as a means to sup- 
port their communities. 

| would like to thank Representative JEFF 
DENHAM, who co-sponsored the bill, Senator 
BARBARA BOXER for championing the bill in the 
Senate and President Obama in making Pin- 
nacles a national park thus achieving the 
dream of Schuler Hain and President Theo- 
dore Roosevelt. 

| can’t help but think of the pride my father, 
who as a state Senator protected so many 
special places here in California, would have 
felt if he were alive to see the creation of the 
ninth national park here in his home state. | 
also think of my friend and my first campaign 
chair, Ansel Adams, whose iconic photographs 
captured the unbelievable beauty of this coun- 
try, inspiring a whole new generation of Ameri- 
cans to experience our other great parks. Fi- 
nally, | think of the Ansel Adams of this gen- 
eration, Director Ken Burns, a supporter of 
elevating Pinnacles to a national park, whose 
documentary series National Parks: America’s 
Best Idea captured the story of our country’s 
efforts to set aside land for protection. 

He and his business partner, Dayton Dun- 
can wrote: 

“National parks are truly ‘America’s best 
idea, an idea that for nearly 150 years has 
kept evolving and expanding, not just in the 
United States but across the entire world. It is 
the Declaration of Independence written upon 
the landscape, a statement that a nation’s 
most majestic and sacred places should be 
preserved for all time and for everyone .. . 

“Pinnacles National Park, like so many in 
our history, is the result of the dedication of in- 
dividual citizens who worked tirelessly to save 
a special place they loved, so that others 
could love it and appreciate it as well. It has 
a deep history that matches its beauty .. . 

“We cannot think of a better way to express 
our feelings than to quote John Muir, who had 
this to say about the people responsible for 
the birth of a new national park: ‘Happy will be 
[the ones] who, having the power and the love 
and the benevolent forecast [to create a park] 
will do it. They will not be forgotten. The trees 
and their lovers will sing their praises, and 
generations yet unborn will rise up and call 
them blessed.’” 

Mr. Speaker, I’m proud to call Pinnacles a 
national park. | encourage all Americans to 
come visit this truly special place and be in- 
spired to go home and preserve the special 
places in their own communities. 


EE 
IN RECOGNITION OF THE AFRICAN 
AMERICAN COMMUNITY OF 
QUAKERTOWN 
HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 
OF TEXAS 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the dedication of the State of Texas’ 
Historical Commission with the placement of 
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an Official Texas Historical Marker on behalf 
of the African American Community of 
Quakertown. 

In the early 1880s, Quakertown emerged as 
a thriving African American community in the 
heart of Denton, TX. Quakertown flourished 
through 1920, its growth due in part to its lo- 
cation near the city square and the opportuni- 
ties it provided for African Americans. The 
community was bounded by Withers Street on 
the north, Oakland Avenue on the west, Bell 
Avenue on the east, and by Cottonwood and 
Pecan Creeks on the South. Although many 
residents worked for businesses on the nearby 
city square, at the College of Industrial Arts 
(now Texas Woman’s University), and as serv- 
ants for white households, Quakertown pros- 
pered as a self-supporting community. Several 
churches, a physician’s office, lodges, res- 
taurants, and small businesses joined homes 
to line the streets of the community. The 
neighborhood school, the Fred Douglass 
School, burned in Sep. 1913 and was rebuilt 
along Wye Street in Southeast Denton in 
1916, foreshadowing events to come. 

By 1920, the proximity of Quakertown to the 
growing College of Industrial Arts and the 
civic-minded interests of Denton’s white resi- 
dents threatened the future of Quakertown. 
Many believed that it was in the best interest 
of the College and the Denton community to 
transform Quakertown into a city park. In Apr. 
1921, with little input from its residents, the 
City voted 367 to 240 in favor of a bond to 
purchase Quakertown. More than 60 families 
lost their homes. The majority of the displaced 
residents relocated to southeast Denton on 21 
acres of land, platted as Solomon Hill, sold to 
them by rancher Albert L. Miles. Others, in- 
cluding many Quakertown Community leaders, 
chose to leave Denton altogether. By Feb. 
1923, Quakertown had disappeared in the 
midst of the new park’s construction. 

The Texas Historical Marker commemo- 
rating the site was approved by and paid for 
by the Texas Historical Commission as one of 
a select group of applications made each year 
to recognize undertold stories. The selection 
was a result of a successful 2010 application 
by the Denton County Historical Commission, 
supported through the efforts of the Denton 
Public Library and the Denton Parks and 
Recreation Department. 

It is my honor to recognize these organiza- 
tions and the efforts of the individuals involved 
and to represent Denton County and the City 
of Denton in the House of Representatives. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING SIX GRADUATING 
SENIOR BASKETBALL PLAYERS 
AT BUFFALO STATE COLLEGE 


HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize six outstanding members of the 
senior class at Buffalo State College. Four 
members of the men’s varsity basketball team, 
Anthony Hamer, Jake Simmons, Seth Runge, 
and Ken Owusu, and two members of the 
women’s basketball team, Erica Derby and 
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Alicia Bowman, will graduate this spring. | 
commend each of these students for their con- 
tributions to Buffalo State, and congratulate 
them at the culmination of their illustrious col- 
legiate athletic careers. 

Scholar athletes have the unique challenge 
of balancing the academic demands of under- 
graduate work with the physical demands of a 
collegiate sports program. Full participation in 
each requires incredible discipline and com- 
mitment. Each student athlete is accountable 
not only to themselves, but to their team- 
mates, coaches, and greater campus commu- 
nity. 

Despite such great expectations, Anthony, 
Jake, Seth, Ken, Erica and Alicia have ex- 
celled. Each will earn their bachelor’s degree. 
Jake has the distinct honor of scoring the 
most points in the history of Buffalo State 
men’s basketball. As an alumnus of Buffalo 
State College myself, | will be proud to call 
them fellow alumni. 

Mr. Speaker, | thank you for allowing my 
colleagues to join me in recognizing these ex- 
ceptional Buffalo State Bengals and wishing 
them the best as they complete their under- 
graduate careers. | have no doubt their work 
ethic and determination will bring them suc- 
cess in all their future endeavors. 


SEE 


SCIENCE DIPLOMACY IN THE 
MIDDLE EAST 


HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, 2013 will 
mark the 10th anniversary of a unique and 
historical gathering of scientists from 15 Mid- 
dle East countries: Bahrain, Egypt, Iran, Iraq, 
Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya, Pales- 
tinian Authority, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Syria, 
Turkey and United Arab Emirates. In 2003, the 
first conference, “Frontier of Chemical 
Sciences: Research and Education in the Mid- 
dle East—A Bridge to Peace,” was held on 
the Mediterranean island of Malta. These con- 
ferences later came to be known as “The 
Malta Conferences.” 

In each of the conferences, scientists meet 
for five days with six Nobel Laureates to work 
on scientific issues of importance to the re- 
gion: Air and Water Quality, Alternative Energy 
Sources, Nanotechnology and Material 
Science, Medicinal Chemistry, and Science 
Education for All Levels. Since 2003, five con- 
ferences were held. By invitation from 
UNESCO, Malta V was held at UNESCO’s 
Headquarters in Paris in December 2011. The 
conference was opened by the Director Gen- 
eral of UNESCO, Irina Bokova, and followed 
by a speech by HRH Prince Hassan of Jordan 
on his vision for the new Middle East. 

Although acts of war and terrorism have de- 
stabilized the political and economic climate in 
the Middle East and around the world, it re- 
mains possible for scientists from opposing 
sides of the political and cultural conflict to 
meet in an attempt to forge relationships that 
bridge the deep chasms of distrust and intoler- 
ance. 

In the Middle East, it is especially important 
that stable, mutually respectful, personal rela- 
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tionships be created that will enhance re- 
search interactions and collaborations, con- 
tribute to a more peaceful atmosphere, en- 
courage international development, help es- 
tablish a more favorable environment for re- 
gional peace and security, and foster further 
growth in regional scientific and technological 
cooperation. This is the goal of the Malta Con- 
ferences. 

In 2012, the Malta Conferences Foundation 
was established as a nonprofit organization 
and my great friend and constituent Zafra 
Lerman was elected its president. Like other 
people who foster social change, she too had 
a dream. The fulfillment of this dream was the 
Malta Conferences. 

Zafra Lerman is a world-renowned scientist 
and science educator. She received her Ph.D. 
from the Weizmann Institute of Science in 
Israel and conducted research on isotope ef- 
fects at Cornell University, Northwestern Uni- 
versity, and at the Swiss Polytechnic in Zurich, 
Switzerland. Professor Lerman developed an 
innovative approach of teaching science to 
non-science majors by integrating science with 
the arts, and with students’ personal interests 
and cultural backgrounds. These methods 
have received national and international rec- 
ognition. She has been invited to lecture on 
her methods all over the U.S. and around the 
world. 

For the past 25 years, she has worked tire- 
lessly on behalf of dissidents all over the 
world. She chaired the Committee on Sci- 
entific Freedom and Human Rights for the 
American Chemical Society (ACS). At great 
risk to her personal safety, she has worked 
within the Soviet Union, China and other coun- 
tries and has succeeded in preventing execu- 
tions, releasing prisoners of conscience from 
jail and bringing dissidents into freedom. 

Professor Lerman has received many na- 
tional and international awards. In 1999, she 
received the Presidential Award for Excellence 
in Science, Mathematics and Engineering 
Mentoring from President Clinton. In 1998, she 
received the Kilby Laureate Award for extraor- 
dinary contribution to society through science, 
technology, invention, innovation and edu- 
cation. In 2003, she was the recipient of the 
American Chemical Society’s (ACS) Parsons 
Award in recognition of outstanding public 
service to society through chemistry. The 
Royal Society of Chemistry in England award- 
ed her the 2005 Nyholm Award, and the New 
York Academy of Sciences presented her with 
the 2005 Heinz Pagels Human Rights for Sci- 
entists Award. She received the 2007 George 
Brown Award for International Scientific Co- 
operation from the U.S. Civilian Research & 
Development Foundation (CRDF). In 2011, 
she received an award for Stimulating Col- 
laborations and Ensuring Human Rights by the 
International Conference on Chemistry for 
Mankind in India. 

The capstone of her career is her work on 
the Malta Conferences. The Malta Con- 
ferences are the only platform where scientists 
from 15 Middle East countries are collabo- 
rating and cooperating on scientific issues as 
well as developing professional and personal 
relationships with each other. The common 
language of science is used for science diplo- 
macy, which serves as a bridge to peace, tol- 
erance and understanding in the Middle East 
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and improves the relationships between the 
Muslim countries and the U.S., and between 
the Arabs, Iranians and Israelis. 


EE 


IN HONOR OF BOBBY MOEGLE 


HON. RANDY NEUGEBAUER 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor Bobby Moegle, a coaching leg- 
end from Lubbock, Texas. Coach Moegle was 
recently inducted into the 2012 Class of the 
Texas Sports Hall of Fame for his outstanding 
coaching career and contributions to the com- 
munity. 

Coach Moegle was the first baseball coach 
Monterey High School hired and he kept that 
title for the next 40 years. His career record 
was an astounding 1,115-267. He won four 
state championships in 1972, 1974, 1981 and 
1996. Additionally, his teams won 33 district 
championships. In 1972 he was named the 
National Baseball Coach of the Year. 

Players respected Coach Moegle both on 
and off the field. More than 100 of his players 
made it to the collegiate level and 20 signed 
professional contracts. Coach Moegle built a 
baseball program on the High Plains that was 
the envy of the region. His teams were usually 
considered to be among the best mentally and 
physically prepared on the baseball field. Their 
intense practices and weight training programs 
paid dividends in the form of consistent win- 
ning seasons. 

Beyond his winning record, Coach Moegle 
was a great mentor for his players and stu- 
dents. He is still very highly respected in the 
Lubbock community and across Texas. Many 
of his former players acknowledge the skills 
and habits they learned under Coach Moegle 
prepared them for the many challenges of life 
that came after high school. 

Mr. Speaker please join me in recognizing 
Coach Moegle for his outstanding coaching 
career. Monterey High School and the City of 
Lubbock were truly blessed to have someone 
of the character and integrity of Coach Moegle 
to teach our kids the lessons of baseball and 
life for so many years. 


EE 


CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF 
LLOYD ANDRE ROLLINS 


HON. STEVE STIVERS 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
celebrate the life of Lloyd Andre Rollins of Co- 
lumbus, Ohio. A true American hero, Mr. Rol- 
lins’ service here on earth came to a close on 
January 30, 2013. An Ohioan and veteran of 
the United States Air Force, he is among the 
countless number of fearless warriors and vet- 
erans who have devoted their lives to serving 
our great nation. 

In 1957, Mr. Rollins began his service in the 
United States Air Force. He was later trans- 
ferred to the Department of State and sworn 
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into the U.S. Foreign Service, where he 
served for 27 years. Mr. Rollins was awarded 
a Medal of Valor after he was taken hostage 
during the 1979 siege of the United States 
Embassy in Tehran, Iran. 


Mr. Rollins is survived by his wife, Judy, and 
his two daughters, Patricia and Terri. As | pray 
for the family and friends of Mr. Rollins, | ask 
that all Members of Congress join me in offer- 
ing our deepest appreciation and gratitude for 
his life and service to this country. 


EEE 


THE MEDICAL RESEARCH 
PROTECTION ACT OF 2013 


HON. JIM McDERMOTT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to introduce the Medical Research Protection 
Act of 2013. This bill will protect our national 
investments in biomedical research from im- 
pending automatic federal budget cuts. If we 
do nothing, these automatic budget cuts or 
“sequester” will cancel $85 billion in federal 
spending between March 1 and September 
30, including roughly $2 billion from the Na- 
tional Institutes of Health budget. That 
amounts to a failure to fund or renew funding 
for some 2,000 grants at America’s research 
universities, where the world’s top scientists 
are discovering treatments for diseases like 
cancer, diabetes, Alzheimer’s, and HIV/AIDS. 
This bill would ensure that NIH’s budget is 
protected for the balance of this fiscal year. 


| have opposed the sequester—a senseless 
and irresponsible approach to deficit reduc- 
tion—since day one. | voted against the bill 
that put the sequester in place, and | have 
sponsored a bill with my colleagues in the 
Progressive Caucus to remove the entire se- 
quester, to protect critical programs like Medi- 
care, Head Start, Community Health Centers, 
and so many other priorities. 


That said, Seattle’s economy relies uniquely 
on federal funding for biomedical research. 
Science and technological innovation is the 
lifeblood of our local economy and a source of 
tremendous civic pride. The University of 
Washington receives more federal funding 
than any other public university in the nation, 
and is the state’s third largest employer. The 
great majority of the UW’s federal funds come 
from the NIH. This academic hub creates a 
spillover effect in the private sector that has 
made Seattle one of the brightest destinations 
for scientists the world over. It is no exaggera- 
tion to say that sequestration of research fund- 
ing threatens the heart of Seattle’s economy, 
which is why | am introducing a standalone 
measure today to stop cuts to the NIH. 


To be clear, this bill will turn off the seques- 
ter for NIH from the period of March 1, 2013 
through September 30, 2013, and reduce the 
amount of the sequester by that amount to 
avoid deeper cuts to other programs. 
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HONORING THE 90TH BIRTHDAY OF 
PAUL WOODS 


HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the extraordinary life and service of 
Paul Woods as he prepares to celebrate his 
90th birthday on February 20th, 2013. 

Paul Woods was born in Basemore, Ala- 
bama, to Nora Fiels Woods and Anderson 
Sherman Woods. From an early age, the foun- 
dation of Paul's life was his family. Paul’s fam- 
ily included six brothers and sisters in addition 
to seven half-brothers and sisters through his 
father. Sadly, Anderson Woods passed away 
when Paul was seven years old. Surviving rel- 
atives split up the seven children in order to 
care for them, leaving Paul to be raised by his 
wealthy Uncle Henry. 

In 1941, at age 17, Paul enlisted in the 
United States Army. He was immediately de- 
ployed to the Philippines to fight in World War 
ll. Despite the Army’s imposed racial segrega- 
tion, Paul cared for his fellow soldiers like fam- 
ily, believing “a bullet knows no race, rank, or 
status. We were all brothers on the battle- 
field.” 

Paul took great pride in his service, and 
often told his children of landing on the Phil- 
ippine shoreline in LST990 boats. Paul earned 
three Bronze Stars in the Philippines for his 
actions in combat. After his tour of duty, Paul 
served in the Military Occupation Specialties, 
delivering ammunition across the continent of 
Australia. In 1945 he was granted an honor- 
able discharge. 

After returning home to Birmingham, Ala- 
bama, Paul met Mary T. Lucas, the love of his 
life. In 1953, the couple moved to Buffalo, and 
would reside in Western New York for the rest 
of their 59 year marriage. Paul began a 31 
year career at Bethlehem Steel in July 1954, 
often working 16 hour days and nine shifts a 
week to support his family. In 1966, the 
Woods family moved to Angola, New York, but 
Paul continued to commute to Bethlehem 
Steel until the plant closed. 

Paul and Mary’s family expanded to four- 
teen children over the course of their 59 year 
marriage. A true patriarch, Paul’s greatest joy 
came from building his beautiful, thriving fam- 
ily. Paul believed in education as a tool to fos- 
ter love and acceptance, and raised his chil- 
dren to value the same. All fourteen children 
attended college, and five followed their fa- 
ther’s footsteps in the armed forces. As Paul’s 
children had children of their own, Paul helped 
raise his nineteen grandchildren and eleven 
great-grandchildren, often commuting from An- 
gola to Buffalo to pay them a visit. 

In addition to their biological family, Paul 
and Mary opened their door and hearts to 
countless foster children. As licensed foster 
care providers for Randolph Child and Adoles- 
cent Services, Paul and Mary were honored 
as “Foster Parents of the Year’ in 1997. 

Mr. Speaker, | thank you for allowing me a 
few moments to recognize Paul Woods. | am 
inspired by his boundless capacity for love 
and devotion to his family, and | am proud to 
celebrate his life here today. | am proud to 
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celebrate his 90th birthday here today, and | 
wish him good fortune for many years to 
come. 


HONORING KEN BERRY 


HON. LUKE MESSER 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the memory of one of my constituents, 
Ken Berry of Richmond, Indiana. 

Ken was a loving husband to Debbie Berry, 
a vital member of my congressional staff who 
previously served in the office of former Rep- 
resentative Mike Pence. Ken brought joy, love, 
and laughter to those around him and was a 
wonderful partner in life for his entire family. 

A longtime member of Oak Park Church in 
Richmond, Ken enjoyed singing and gospel 
music. He was a small business owner and 
known around the region as an impressive 
auctioneer with a matching personality—warm, 
friendly, and instantly approachable. 

Ken and his family’s dedication to the peo- 
ple of Indiana will be forever appreciated. | 
ask the entire 6th Congressional District to 
keep Debbie, son Matt, and the entire Berry 
family in your thoughts and prayers. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO RUSSELL WALLING 


HON. KEN CALVERT 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and pay tribute to a dear friend of mine, 
Russell Walling. Russell passed away on 
Tuesday, February 5, 2013. A long time resi- 
dent of Riverside, California, he was a pillar of 
the community and he will be deeply missed. 

Russell was born December 7, 1917 in 
Douglas, Arizona, the son of Luther and 
Francis Walling. His family relocated to River- 
side in 1927, where he attended Lowell Ele- 
mentary School, Riverside Polytechnic High 
School and Riverside Community College. Fol- 
lowing graduation he worked as a draftsman 
for the noted architect G. Stanley Wilson, and 
later moved to Los Angeles to work for a large 
architectural firm. Russell met the love of his 
life, LouElla Scott, at See’s Candy where she 
worked and the two were married in 1941. 
Russell served his country honorably as a 
Lieutenant in the Navy Seabees during World 
War Il. 

After the war he returned to Riverside to 
work with his father, forming L.A. Walling & 
Son. Together they built many homes in the 
Wood Streets area, including Prince Albert Es- 
tates, the first exclusive custom tract homes in 
Riverside. In the mid-1950s Russell started 
Russell Walling, Inc. to continue residential 
building. His first commercial project was an 
A&W restaurant on University Avenue in Riv- 
erside. Over the years he built many large 
commercial buildings in Riverside, such as 
DeAnza Chevrolet, Caddock Electronics and 
Johnson Tractor. Russell’s proudest accom- 
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plishment was the construction of an extensive 
complex of buildings for Bourns Incorporated, 
which won Building of the Year in 1962. In the 
early 1970s he built Los Amigos, the first pri- 
vate upscale condominiums on Victoria Ave- 
nue. In the late 1970s he purchased the origi- 
nal Security Pacific Bank building on the cor- 
ner of University & Main, now known as the 
Walling Building. 

It is hard to imagine that Russell would have 
any free time on his hands yet he always 
found time for his community. He had served 
as President of Riverside’s Chamber of Com- 
merce and Citizen of the Year; President of 
the Riverside Rotary Club; President of the 
Riverside Community Hospital Board; and 
President of the Monday Morning Group. A 
longtime member of the Victoria Club where 
he was first a caddy in his early years, and 
later an avid golfer, Russell and George 
Champion spearheaded a major three year 
renovation of the Victoria Club in the 1990s. 
Russell loved the outdoors and spent many 
years with his family at their trailer on the 
beach at El Morro near Laguna. He loved and 
cherished his time with family, especially his 
children and grandchildren. Russell and 
LouElla traveled extensively throughout Eu- 
rope, Asia and South America. They spent 
many happy years doing annual fishing treks 
to Whaler’s Cove off the rugged coast of Alas- 
ka’s Admiralty Island. 

Russell was preceded in death by his be- 
loved wife of 69 years, LouElla; his brother 
Foster and sister, Mary. He is survived by his 
daughter Lee Walling Good of Grants Pass, 
Oregon; his son Terry Walling and daughter- 
in-law Cathleen of Riverside; grandchildren, 
Karen Lalonde of Greenwood, South Carolina; 
Tracy Cauble and Susanne McGee of Grants 
Pass, Oregon; David Good of Greenville, 
South Carolina; great grandchildren, Marrissa, 
Kaitlyn and Steven Franquez, Shelby and 
Caden Morrison, Madalyn and Gregory 
Cauble, and Jakob and Lukas McGee; and 
great great granddaughter Mya Franquez. 

On Wednesday, February 13, 2013, a me- 
morial service honoring Russell’s life was held 
at the First Christian Church in Riverside. Rus- 
sell will always be remembered for his incred- 
ible work ethic, generosity, contributions to the 
community and love of family. His dedication 
to his family, work, and community are a tes- 
tament to a life lived well and a legacy that will 
continue. | extend my condolences to Rus- 
sells family and friends; although Russell may 
be gone, the light and goodness he brought to 
the world remain and will never be forgotten. 


EE 


THE NATIONAL RUNAWAY SWITCH- 
BOARD BECOMES THE NATIONAL 
RUNAWAY SAFELINE 


HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the National Runaway 
Safeline, which changed its name last month 
from the National Runaway Switchboard. 

The NRS was established in 1971 to fill a 
need for comprehensive crisis intervention for 
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young people in Chicago. It was conceived as 
a centralized organization with free 24-hour 
services, expertise in all youth-related issues 
and as an information clearinghouse of youth 
services. 

In 1974, NRS received an eight-month fed- 
eral demonstration grant to establish a na- 
tional hotline for runaway, homeless, and at- 
risk youth. The need for the service was clear- 
ly demonstrated over the eight-month period, 
during which time 11,000 calls were received. 
Since then, its capabilities and services have 
grown considerably, now handling over 
100,000 calls each year. 

Since its founding, NRS grew into a national 
organization and expanded its crisis interven- 
tion offerings to include bulletin boards, crisis 
emails, and live chat. Recognizing that the 
term “switchboard” does not reflect the var- 
ious ways youth in crisis can connect with its 
services, the organization has changed its 
name to the National Runaway Safeline. 

The organization maintains its holistic and 
expert crisis intervention model focused on ad- 
dressing at-risk issues immediately. Its serv- 
ices remain confidential, anonymous, and 
available 24/7, providing a comprehensive 
connection to more than 10,000 different orga- 
nizations and resources for at-risk youth and 
their families. The organization continues its 
service as the federally-designated commu- 
nication system for runaway and homeless 
youth. 

As a strong advocate of helping homeless 
individuals and as a long-time supporter of the 
organization, | am pleased that the NRS will 
continue its mission to help keep America’s 
runaway, homeless and at-risk youth safe and 
off the streets. We are proud to have this na- 
tionally-recognized effort housed in Chicago, 
and | congratulate Maureen Blaha and her 
staff for their vision and leadership. 

| welcome this opportunity to celebrate the 
growth, progress and impact that the National 
Runaway Safeline has had in the last 42 years 
and will continue to have in the decades to 
come. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. TOM REED 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, | write to inform 
you that | was detained on February 6, 2013, 
and was unable to be on the House floor for 
the vote on H.R. 444. Had | been there, | 
would have voted a “yea” on rollcall 38: Final 
passage of H.R. 444. 


EE 
ENDANGERED TEXAS TREAS- 
URES—TEXAS COURTHOUSES 
HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, no matter 
where | go, | always meet someone who 
wants to share a memory about my former life 
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as a criminal court judge in the Harris County 
courtrooms. Most times, people reminisce 
about some of the creative punishments that | 
handed down or about the time they served 
jury duty in my courtroom. But, sometimes the 
conversation turned to the courthouse itself, or 
as | call it, the Palace of Perjury. 

| presided over more than 25,000 criminal 
cases in the Palace of Perjury for 22 years. 
My particular courtroom was massive. Paneled 
in a dark wood, it gave off an ominous, seri- 
ous mood. As it should—some of the worst 
and most horrid crimes were tried within its 
walls. 

That courthouse—now the Juvenile Court- 
house in Harris County—was just one of 235 
courthouses in Texas. Each is a symbol of our 
state’s rich history and a symbol of our prom- 
ise to follow the law and pursue justice. Court- 
house construction began in Texas after it 
won independence from Mexico in 1836. 
Counties were formed and courthouse con- 
struction began in each. Because the counties 
were booming and populations were increas- 
ing, many courthouses served multiple pur- 
poses: schools, churches, dancehalls and 
meeting places, not just a place to settle legal 
issues. Courthouses became the heart of the 
town—or the “square” of the town. Here Main 
Street businesses grew, and communities 
were shaped. Trials, elections, marriages, pa- 
rades and festivals are forever linked to our 
historic courthouses. 

At times as a judge, | traveled to other 
counties to try cases. Along the way, | began 
to photograph Texas’ historic courthouses. | 
was drawn to their impressive and varied ar- 
chitecture. Built with bricks, stone, and stained 
glass, some have clock towers; others have 
domes. Each is unique. | like the Renaissance 
Revival style of the Anderson County Court- 
house and the Romanesque Revival style of 
Fayette County Courthouse in La Grange. 
Some like the Newton County Courthouse 
known for its Second Empire style, while oth- 
ers like the La Salle County Courthouse 
known for its Moderne-style structure. 

Along the way, | learned that other Texas 
officials shared my love and admiration for our 
State treasures. In 1993, my friend and then- 
Governor George W. Bush, together with the 
Texas Historical Commission, established the 
Texas Historic Courthouse Preservation Pro- 
gram, a plan that provided $200 million in 
matching grants to communities working to re- 
pair and restore these structures. By the end 
of 2012, 63 Texas counties have received full 
funding for their construction project. That in- 
cludes the Harris County Courthouse—‘“the 
Jewel of the South.” Built in 1910, restoration 
on the courthouse was available through fund- 
ing from the Texas Historic Courthouse Pres- 
ervation Program and was completed last 
year. There’s a lot of history in our great 
State, and it’s our responsibility to preserve 
this rich heritage for future generations. 

In 1998 and again in 2012, the National 
Trust for Historic Preservation named all his- 
toric courthouses in Texas to its annual list of 
America’s 11 Most Endangered Historic 
Places. Some of those historic courts are lo- 
cated in rural counties with limited funds, but 
are in need of insurmountable repairs. Unfor- 
tunately, some are on the brink of abandon- 
ment or demolition. Budgets are tight all 
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around, but | think these treasures are worth 
saving. 

This spring break and summer, as you pack 
up the family and head across our great state, 
get off the interstates and drive downtown to 
any Main Street. There you can share a little 
Texas history with your kids and grandkids. 
On each Main Street is a Texas treasure. And 
that’s just the way it is. 


—_— 


HONORING THE LIFETIME OF 
ACHIEVEMENTS AND CAREER OF 
DR. SAMUEL LAMAR WRIGHT, 
SR. 


HON. KATHY CASTOR 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the lifetime of achievements 
and career of Dr. Samuel Lamar Wright, Sr. 
Dr. Wrights desire to help others, along with 
his achievements and service to the Tampa 
Bay community is worthy of recognition by all. 

A native Floridian, Dr. Wright grew up in 
Boynton Beach. In 1974, he graduated, with 
honors, from the University of Florida with a 
degree in Psychology from the College of Arts 
and Sciences and a degree in Psychological 
Foundations from the College of Education. 
He later continued his studies at the University 
of South Florida where he completed his doc- 
torate in Special Education Administration and 
Supervision. 

After serving as the first black City Council- 
man in Boynton Beach, Dr. Wright moved to 
Tampa in 1985. He was hired by the Univer- 
sity of South Florida to plan, create and co- 
ordinate student programming for minority stu- 
dents. At the time, black students accounted 
for less than 5 percent of the student popu- 
lation. He made it his mission to improve stu- 
dent enrollment for minorities. He later served 
for 13 years as the university’s assistant direc- 
tor for multicultural admissions, allowing him to 
recruit, enroll, mentor and retain minority stu- 
dents, fostering diversity on USF’s campus. 
After serving as associate dean of student re- 
lations and director of multicultural affairs at 
USF, Dr. Wright is now the USF student om- 
budsman, a position where he cherishes the 
opportunities to mentor students through the 
challenges of college and cheer on their suc- 
cesses. 

Aside from his accomplishments with the 
University of South Florida, Dr. Wright’s com- 
mitment to the Tampa Bay community has 
been unwavering. In 2001, he organized the 
first Tampa Bay Black Heritage Festival, a 
multicultural celebration, now held annually, in 
honor of black history and culture in the 
Tampa area. Dr. Wright also serves as the 
vice president of the Hillsborough County 
NAACP and has served as a Board member 
with the Tampa Bay Convention and Visitors 
Bureau. In addition, he is actively involved at 
the state level as a member of the African 
American Task Force and, in 2010, he was 
appointed by Governor Charlie Crist to serve 
as a board member of the Florida Fund for Mi- 
nority Teachers. He also serves on the Board 
of Directors for the Glazer’s Children’s Mu- 
seum. 
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After 27 years with the University of South 
Florida and countless contributions to the 
Tampa Bay community, Dr. Wright is retiring. 
It is clear that he has contributed to the growth 
and diversity at USF in countless ways, while 
also influencing and effecting students on a 
personal level. While his contributions to USF 
will be missed, his impact on the Tampa area 
will no doubt continue for years to come. 

The Tampa Bay community is proud to rec- 
ognize Dr. Samuel Lamar Wright, Sr. for his 
steadfastness and desire to enrich the people 
of our community. His outstanding career and 
significant contributions have made him an in- 
spirational leader. | ask that you and all Ameri- 
cans recognize such a remarkable citizen for 
his service to our community and our state. 


HONORING PAT GILARDI 
HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to honor and thank Pat Gilardi for 
her many years of visionary leadership on the 
Cotati City Council, as she is stepping down 
from her Council duties to accept a position in 
county government. Ms. Gilardi has been an 
outstanding leader for the City of Cotati during 
her 15 years of service, and her hard work 
and dedication is reflected in the many 
projects and improvements she nurtured and 
brought to fruition during that time. 

The city and people of Cotati have benefited 
immensely from Ms. Gilardi’s contributions 
since the start of her career in public service 
in 1997, when she was appointed to the Cotati 
Planning Commission. Among the numerous 
projects Ms. Gilardi spearheaded was the 
Multi Modal Transit Village, now known as the 
Santero Way Specific Plan. 

Ms. Gilardi would go on to be selected from 
a large group of applicants to fill a vacancy on 
the Cotati City Council in October 2000. She 
was elected to her first full term in November 
2002. She was reelected in 2006 and 2010, 
and she was selected as Mayor in both 2006 
and 2008. Ms. Gilardi has worked to guide the 
City of Cotati to fiscal sustainability, strong en- 
vironmental policy, transportation alternatives, 
and quality community services. 

In addition to her service on the city council, 
Ms. Gilardi served on a number of commis- 
sions and boards in Sonoma County, including 
her time as the Director of the Sonoma Coun- 
ty Transportation Authority (SCTA) and Re- 
gional Climate Protection Authority (RCPA). 
While a member of the Board at SCTA, Ms. 
Gilardi represented the City of Cotati’s inter- 
ests for the Highway 101 widening project and 
other transportation related issues including 
securing funds, project oversight and long- 
term planning. 

In addition to her public service, Ms. Gilardi 
is also the co-founder of the 4-H Club of 
Cotati, a former two-term president of her local 
Parent Teacher Association, and sat on the 
Board of Directors for the Cotati According 
Festival. 

Mr. Speaker, it is appropriate at this time 
that we thank Ms. Gilardi for her invaluable 
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service to the City of Cotati and for the numer- 
ous projects she has overseen and led to 
completion. Her exemplary leadership has left 
a legacy for our community that will extend far 
into the future as she moves on to her new 
role with the County of Sonoma. 


Ee 


HONORING THE LIFE OF MR. 
LOUIS C. DEBERGALIS 


HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life of Louis C. DeBergalis, who 
passed away on Saturday, February 2, 2013 
at the age of 69. 

A proud member of Ironworkers Local 6 
who shared a family-owned small business, 
Mr. DeBergalis exemplified the American 
Dream. Along with his brother, Rocco Jr., he 
co-owned Rod Placing, a steel reinforcing 
company started by his father, Rocco. 

Mr. DeBergalis was a family man. In addi- 
tion to his role and pride in the family busi- 
ness, he loved his daughters, Tonya Balash 
and Jacquelyn Criola; son, Jeffrey; mother, 
Olympia; sister, Mary Rose Gaughan; and 
three brothers Joseph, Paul, and Rocco Jr. 

Mr. DeBergalis lived most of his life in Buf- 
falo’s Lovejoy neighborhood. He took pride in 
his heritage and community, holding member- 
ship in the Big Timers Italian-American Club. 
In his down time, he enjoyed a variety of ac- 
tivities including gardening, cooking, and stone 
carving. 

Mr. Speaker, | kindly ask you to join me and 
our colleagues as we stand in this moment to 
honor the life of Mr. Louis C. DeBergalis and 
offer our deepest condolences to his family. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING JARRED AND 
SHELBY RAMBO 


HON. RODNEY ALEXANDER 


OF LOUISIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize and congratulate two elementary 
students from Ouachita Parish who partici- 
pated in a national art exhibit opening in 
Washington, D.C.  Ejght-year-old Jarred 
Rambo and 10-year-old Shelby Rambo, chil- 
dren of Judge and Mrs. Wilson and Christine 
Rambo of West Monroe, LA, cut the ribbon on 
the U.S. Department of Education’s Student 
Art Exhibit Program. 

This wonderful program is now in its 10th 
year and strives to highlight student accom- 
plishment in the arts. This year, the exhibit 
featured works from the 2012 national PTA 
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winners. Jarred won the PTA Reflections 
Award of Excellence for literature in the pri- 
mary division for pre-K through second grade 
and Shelby won the PTA Reflections Award of 
Merit for dance choreography in the inter- 
mediate division for third grade through fifth 
grade. Both students were honored in the U.S. 
Department of Education’s ceremony along 
with other winners from around the country. 

Jarred and Shelby should be commended 
for their hard work and remarkable artistic abil- 
ity. | ask my colleagues to join me in congratu- 
lating their wonderful achievements. 


EE 


THE TWO-YEAR ANNIVERSARY OF 
THE POPULAR UPRISING IN BAH- 
RAIN 


HON. HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
today is the two year anniversary of the day 
when the Arab Spring came to Bahrain. On 
February 14, 2011, the people of Bahrain took 
to the streets in spontaneous, peaceful pro- 
tests calling for an end to oppression. Bah- 
rainis were emboldened by the Arab Spring, 
which was sweeping across the Middle East 
and they were fired up by decades of human 
rights abuses by their government. Unfortu- 
nately, the Government of Bahrain brought in 
foreign troops and responded with violence, 
killing protesters and unleashing a systematic 
program of torture and unlawful detention that 
continues today. 

It is disappointing that Bahrain, a close ally 
of the U.S. in the Persian Gulf, is engaging in 
torture, intimidation, and repression against 
peaceful protesters. Two years later, the judi- 
cial system is used to punish dissenters, free- 
dom of expression is punished—Bahrainis are 
imprisoned for tweeting—and those respon- 
sible for even the most egregious violations 
are seldom brought to justice. The people of 
Bahrain deserve better, and | stand with them 
in their quest for basic human rights. 

As an American ally, we must insist upon 
their compliance with the most basic of human 
rights for all of its citizens. 

This should be an especially concerning sit- 
uation for everyone in this body. Bahrain is the 
host of the U.S. Fifth Fleet and an important 
ally in the Gulf Region. The Government's out- 
rageous treatment of its own citizens is cre- 
ating deep divisions in Bahrain and sowing in- 
stability. We need a strong naval presence in 
the Gulf to keep our own country safe and we 
have put many of our eggs in one basket, 
Bahrain. However, the fact that an important 
ally to our great democracy is violating the 
very principles for which we have placed the 
Fifth Fleet therein is highly unacceptable. It is 
unacceptable to me, as it should be to the rest 
of this body. 
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It is absolutely essential that Bahrain set 
itself on a course that promotes stability and 
reconciliation and that will only happen when 
the Government moves to meet the people’s 
legitimate calls for respect for human rights 
and enhanced democracy occurs. It appears 
that political dialogue may be starting in Bah- 
rain. | call on the Government of Bahrain to 
engage fully in this dialogue—not as a moder- 
ator, but as a negotiating partner. 


——— 


HONORING THE MEMORY OF 
RALPH WILLIAM BRAUN 


HON. JACKIE WALORSKI 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, February 14, 2013 


Mrs. WALORSKI. Mr. Speaker, today | wish 
to honor the legacy of Ralph William Braun. 
Born on December 18, 1940 in Winamac, Indi- 
ana, Ralph is a lifelong Hoosier, proud family 
man, and entrepreneur whose contributions 
positively impacted thousands of lives in the 
community. As the Founder and CEO of the 
Braun Corporation, his company’s specialized 
mobility products have improved the everyday 
lives of individuals across the globe. 

Ralph’s passion to help others was fostered 
at a young age, as he struggled with spinal 
muscular atrophy, a genetic defect that causes 
muscle damage. In an effort to improve his 
own mobility, Ralph developed and assembled 
a three—wheel scooter. Realizing that others 
suffered from the same issue, he founded the 
Save-A-Step Manufacturing Company in 1963, 
a company that later became known as The 
Braun Corporation. Today Braun Corporation 
has grown into a world-wide company, with its 
headquarters still based in the Second District 
of Winamac, Indiana. 

His contributions did not stop there. In 2010, 
Ralph started the Ralph Braun Foundation to 
continue helping the disabled population ob- 
tain mobility equipment. His contributions were 
recognized by a robust group of organizations 
with awards and honors, including The White 
House’s 2012 “Champion of Change” award. 
Ralph’s effort and donations to the community 
have touched many, and he will be sorely 
missed. 

Ralph leaves behind an incredible legacy 
that will surely live on to inspire future Ameri- 
cans and encourage new innovation. His fam- 
ily, including his wife, Melody, children, and 
grandchildren will remain in my thoughts and 
prayers during this difficult time. 

| am honored to recognize the life of Ralph 
William Braun and extend my deepest sym- 
pathies to his loved ones. Joining Hoosiers 
across the state, we mourn his loss and re- 
member the leadership that will continue moti- 
vating us all to help others. 


